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UNITED  STATES 


OF      AMERICA 


Congressional  TRecora 

PROCEEDINGS    AND   DEBATES    OF    THE    j6^^    CONGRESS,    THIRD    SESSION 


SENATE 

Tuesday,  May  28,  1940 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  zeBamey  T.  Phillips.  D.  D..  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

Lord  of  infinite  power  and  might,  who  art  revealed  chiefly 
In  showing  mercy  unto  Thy  children,  who  didst  condescend 
to  wear  the  robe  of  our  humanity  that  man  might  discover 
the  potentiality  of  his  greatness  as  a  Son  of  the  Most  High: 
We  beseech  Thee  to  bestow  upon  every  citizen  of  our  country 
a  new  and  deeper  consciousness  of  his  responsibility  to  God 
and  to  the  world.  Help  us  first  to  be  true  to  ourselves,  ^d 
it  must  follow  as  the  night  the  day  we  cannot  then  be  false  to 
any  man.  Help  us  to  realize  that  religion  is  but  another 
name  for  patriotism  to  God,  and  henceforth  we  shaU  appraise 
men  not  as  to  whether  they  are  great  or  small  but  whether 
they  are  right  or  wrong  In  the  use  of  the  power  that  has  been 
put  into  their  hands,  and  grant  that  we.  as  a  people,  may 
never  abuse  it  unless  it  be  to  err  on  the  side  of  mercy. 

Steady  us  by  the  refining  hand  of  discipline;  may  we  luiow 
no  fear  save  that  of  being  false  to  Thee;  may  we  hate  nothing 
but  the  sin  that  mars  the  life  and  unmakes  the  character  of 
man,  and  in  this,  our  testing  time,  may  we  speak  with  a  voice 
not  to  inflame  but  to  convince  the  world  of  the  courage,  hope, 
and  nobility  of  purpose  of  America,  as  we  seek  not  to  conquer 
men  or  nations  but  their  prejudices  which  fan  to  flame  the 
passions  in  this  unholy  war. 

We  ask  it  in  the  name  and  for  the  sake  of  Jesus  Christ,  our 
Lord.     Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklet,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Joxirnal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Monday.  May  27.  1940.  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal 
was  approved. 

CALL  or  THE   ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  rumies: 


Adams 

Ashurst 

Austin 

BaUey 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

BUbo 

BiidcM 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 


Capper 
Caraway 

Cluoidler 
Chavez 
Clark.  Idaho 
CUrk.  Mo. 
Oonnally 
Danaher 

DttTlfl 

Donahey 
KUender 
Oeorge 
Oerry 


Oibeon 

OUlctte 

Ouffey 

Oumey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Bolnian 

Bolt 

Hughes 


Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

King 

La  Follette 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

UcKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 

Mead 
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i^^ 

Plttman 

Smathers 

Truman 

Radcllffe 

Smith 

Tydlngs 

Reynolds 

Stewart 

Vandenberg 

Russell 

Taft 

Van  Nuys 

Schwartz 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Wagner 

Schwellenbach 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Walsh 

ney              Sheppard 

Thomas.  Utah 

Wheeler 

, 

1                   Shlps^tead 

Tobey 

White 

•   Slattery 

Townsend 

WUey 

. 

Miller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrts 

Nye 

O'Maho 

Overton 

Pepper 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Green]  is  unavoidably  detained  from  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey]  is  absent  on 
official  business  for  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Andrews],  the  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Bone],  and  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Glass]  are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour]  is  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate 
in  connection  with  his  duties  at  the  New  Jersey  State  Re- 
publican Convention. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Frazier]  is  neces- 
sarily absent. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed]  is  absent  on  offlclal 
business  for  the  Committee  Investigating  Campaign  Expendi- 
tures. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Eighty-eight  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 
ceremonies  in  connection  with  unveiling  or  PAINTING  or 

SIGNING   OP   THE   CONSTITUTION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  while  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  are  here,  I  wish  to  make  an  announcement. 

At  the  last  session  the  Congress  appropriated  a  sum  of 
money  to  employ  an  artist  to  paint  a  picture  of  the  signing 
of  the  Constitution  of  the- United  States.  The  joint  commit- 
tee appointed  for  that  purpose  employed  Mr.  Howard 
Chandler  Christy  to  paint  the  picture,  and  it  has  been  com- 
pleted. At  3  o'clock  tomorrow  afternoon  there  will  be  Joint 
ceremonies  in  the  rotunda  of  the  Capitol  unveiling  and  ac- 
cepting the  picture.  Tliose  who  have  seen  It  have  pro- 
nounced it  one  of  the  most  remarkable  of  the  pictures  that 
have  been  painted  and  hung  in  the  Capitol  of  the  United 
States. 

Because  Senators  are  here,  T  now  make  the  statement  that 
about  2:45  o'clock  tomorrow  I  shall  ask  the  Senate  to  take  a 
recess  for  about  an  hour  In  order  that  we  may  proceed  to 
the  rotunda,  and  there,  in  conjunction  with  the  Members  of 
the  House  and  others  who  are  permitted  to  attend,  unveil  and 
accept  the  picture. 

AMENDMENT    OP    LAW    RELATIVE    TO     ESTABLISHMENT    OP    POSTAL 

AGENCIES 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Acting  Postmaster  General,  trimsmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  to  amend  section  4021  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
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and  to  repeal  section  4023  of  the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to 
establishment  of  postal  agencies,  which,  with  the  accompany- 
ing paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads. 

prnnoN  and  memorial 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
of  the  Fiscal  Court  of  Franklin  County,  Ky.,  favoring  the 
making  of  prompt  provision  for  the  national  defense,  and  also 
\irging  that  the  loyal  support  of  all  Americans  be  rendered 
the  President  of  the  United  States  in  the  present  critical 
-^  state  of  International  affairs,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California  presented  the  following  joint 
resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  state  of  California,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary: 

Assembly  Joint  resolution  protesting  the  proposed  attack  upon  the 
tlUe  of  the  State  or  California  to  Its  tide,  submerged,  and  over- 
flowed lands 

Whereas  more  than  90  years  ago  the  State  of  California,  as  one 
of  the  United  States,  by  virtue  of  its  sovereignty  and  the  act  of  its 
admission  to  the  Union,  became  the  owner.  In  perpetual  trust  for 
its  people,  of  all  lands  within  Its  boundaries  submerged  by  the 
waters  along  its  shore,  of  all  lands  covered  by  the  ebb  anc^  flow  of 
Its  tides,  and  of  all  the  lands  beneath  its  navigable  streams  and 
lakes:  and 

Whereas  for  over  90  years  the  sovereign  State  of  California  has 
maintained  uninterrupted  Jurisdiction  over  said  lands,  and  during 
said  years  has  expendeij^  vast  sums  of  moneys  of  its  citizens  in  build- 
ing structures  thereon  and  in  dredging  and  Improving  its  ports  and 
harbors  and  in  building  bulkheads  and  breakwaters  therein  and 
thereon,  and  in  doing  all  and  every  of  the  things  that  a  free  people 
find  essential  to  be  done  to  make  its  sovereign  lands  available  tor 
the  beneficial  uses  of  tu^  citizens  In  commerce,  education,  and 
recreation,  and  in  aid  of  the  United  States  in  the  exercise  of  Its 
functions  in  Ashing  and  navigation,  as  specified^  the  Constitution; 

Whereas  minerals  have  been  found  beneath  certain  of  said  lands, 
and  the  State  of  CaHfomia.  in  the  Interest  of  conservation  thereof 
and  for  the  benefit  of  its  people,  has  caused  said  minerals  to  be 
produced,  thereby  obtaining  for  the  State  and  its  people  an  Income 
exceeding  »900.000  per  annum,  thus  lightening  the  enormous  tax 
burden  now  resting  upon  the  citizens  of  California:  and 

Whereas  the  title  of  the  sovereign  State  of  California  to  these 
lands  and  privileges  over  which  it  has  for  so  long  maintained  un- 
questioned Jurisdiction  and  expended  so  much  of  the  treasure  of  its 
citizens  has  been  sustained  by  numerous  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  State  of  California  and  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  in\cases  In  which  the  principles  involved  were  clearlv 
at  issue:  and  ' 

Whereas  certain  officials  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
liave  for  2  years  or  more  endeavored,  and  are  now  endeavoring  to 
obUln  the  sanction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  of  the 

^^^'^  ?l  ^  ?.^^^  ^^^^^^  '"  *^^  ^""8  °f  CO""  proceedings  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  against  the  State  of  California  and  those 
ho  ding  under  and  subservient  to  the  State  of  California  with  the 
object  of  wresting  from  the  State  of  California  and  those  holdlnes 

"^"^^f-^^l®^^^  ^^'^  sovereign  rights  so  long  mai^ined  and 
exercised:  Now.  therefore,  be  It  "^a^Mi-aiuea    ana 

Resolved  fotntlv  by  the  Assembly  and  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Cah/orma.  That  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  California  protesti 
the  said  propcs.ils  to  attack  the  title  of  the  sovereign  State  of  CalN 
fornia  in  and  to  said  lands,  and  asserts  as  a  free  State  within  the 
Dnion.  subject  to  and  under  the  protection  of  the  ConstUutlon 
that  it  condemns  said  attempt  and  wiU  oppSe  the^me  by  aU 
lawful  means;  be  It  further  oaiuc   uy  au 

,>.^u^i^ff-  T^^t  ^^  secretary  of  state  of  the  State  of  California 
^^?«^^'y  ^  *^*  passage  of  this  Joint  resolution  and  shall  forward 
a  certified  copy  thereof  to  the  President  of  the  United  S^test^Se 
Vice  Presadent  of  the  United  States,  to  the  PresiSent  of  the  inSi 
and  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  the  Secret^?  5 
St  nnuif  Qt^"'*^  °^  '^'  Navy,  and  to  each  of  the  Memb^s  of 
the  United  Slates  Senate  and  House  of  Renresentativt^!  rpnr«L»T,t 

gfngi^.^'"'*   "^   ^*^°™*'   °'   ^y   dism?;'The?e^/^nX'^^id 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr  Callo- 
^way.  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7737)  to  amend  the  Judicial  Code 
by  adding  a  new  section  thereto,  'designated  as  section  266a 
to  provide  for  uitervention  by  States  in  certain  cases  involving 
the  vaUdity  of  the  exercise  of  any  power  by  the  United  States 
or  any  agency  thereoi,  or  any  officer  or  employee  thereof  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  the 
lollowinr  bills  and  joint  resolution,  in  which  it  reauested  thp 
concurrence  of  the  Senate: 


H.  R.  8815.  An  act  to  «rant  per  diem  compensation  to  the 
appointed  members  of  the  Board  of  Steam  and  Other  Operat- 
ing-Engineers of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  8846.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  retirement  of  certain 
members  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Department  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  the  United  States  Park  Police  force,  the 
White  House  Police  force,  and  the  members  of  the  Fire 
Department  of  "the  District  of  Columbia: 

H.  R.  9115.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Cqirtmissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  provide  for  the  irarklng  of  automo- 
biles in  the  Municipal  Center; 

H.  R.  9791.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act; 

H.  R.  9804.  An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  section  6,  subsec- 
tion 2,  of  the  act  approved  June  1.  1938.  known  as  Juvenile 
Court  Act  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes; 
and 

H.  J.  Res.  551.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  taking 
effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMTTTEES 

Mr.  CHANDLER,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  7020)  to  amend  section  2 
of  the  act  of  March  4.  1931  (46  Stat.  1528).  in  regard  to  serv- 
ice of  process  on  the  United  States  in  foreclosure  actions, 
reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1707)  thereon. 

Mr.  OMAHONEy,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8119)  to  amend  the 
Criminal  Code  so  as  to  confer  concurrent  jurisdiction  on 
courts  of  the  United  States  over  crimes  committed  on  cer- 
tain Federal  reservations,  reported  it  without  amendment 
and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1708)  thereon.    If 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and 
Surveys,  to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported 
them  each  without  amendment  and  submitted  reports 
thereon: 

H.  R.  5404.  A  bill  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest  Ex- 
change Act,  as  amended,  to  certain  lands  so  that  they  may 
become  part  of  the  Ochoco  National  Forest,  Oreg.  (Rept  No. 
1709) ;  and 

H.  R.  9394.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Cumberland  Gap  National  Historical  Park  in  Tennessee.  Ken- 
tucky, and  Virginia  (Rept.  No.  1710). 

Mr.  BAILEnf,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills  and  joint  resolution,  reported 
them  severally  without  amendment  and  submitted  reports 
thereon : 

S.  3617.  A  bill  granting  the  consent  and  approval  of  Con- 
gress to  an  interstate  compact  relating  to  control  and  reduc- 
tion of  pollution  in  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin  (Reot  No 
1711);  ' 

H.  R.  7116.  A  bill  to  authorize  defraying  cost  of  necessary 
work  between  the  Yuma  project  and  Boulder  Dam  (Rept  No 
1712);  f.*". 

H.  R.  9118.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  travel 
expenses  to  certain  employees  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
United  States  Army  (Rept.  No.  1713) ;  and 

S.J.  Res.  260.  Joint  resolution  to  make  emergency  provi- 
sion for  the  maintenance  of  essential  vessels  affected  by  the 
Neutrality  Act  of  1939.  and  for  adjustment  of  obligations  with 
respect  to>such  vessels  (Rept.  No.  1714). 

Mr  RADCLIFFE.  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce  to 
which  was  referred  the  joint  resoluUon  (S.  J.  Res  222)'  to 
provide  that  the  compact  creating  a  Potomac  Valley  Con- 
servancy District  may  become  effective  if  agreed  to  by  a  ma- 
jority of  the  parties  authorized  to  enter  into  It  and  by  Con- 
gress reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report 
(No.  1715)  thereon. 

Mr^  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  to 
which  was  referred  the  biU  (S.  4024)  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of 
certain  public  works,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  with 
amendments  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1716)  thereon 

Mr.  BYRNES,  from\he  Committee  on  Banking  and' Cur- 
rency, to  whic^K^aii^rred  the  bUl  (S.  3998)  to  increase  the 


credit  resources  of  Commodity  Credit  CorporaUon.  reported 
it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1717) 
thereon.  ^^ 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  2568)  to  amend  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act 
(June  26.  1934.  ch.  750.  par.  1.  48  Stat.  1216.  sec.  1761).  re- 
ported it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report  CNo. 
1718)  thereon. 

BILLS  AND  JOIWT  RESOLTTnOWS  IlfTRODUCED 

Bills  and  Joint  resolutions  were  Introduced,  read  the  first 
Ume,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  NEELY:  ^    ^^ 

S.4052.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence  P.  Long;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SMITH: 
S  4053   A  bill  to  provide  for  the  designation  of  an  Indi- 
vidual's domicile  and  residence  when   making  income-tax 
returns:  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  MEAD:  ^  ^^^  ^ 

S  4054.  A  bill  relating  to.^e  classification  of  substitute 
driver-mechanics  in  the  Postal  Service;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads. 

By  Mr.  KING:  .        ..         ^ 

S  4055.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  acquisiUon  of  a  site  and 
the  erection  thereon  of  a  post-office  building  at  Manti.  Utah; 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 
Bv  Mr.  8CHWELLENBACH: 
S  4056  A  bill  to  authorize  the  maintenance  and  opera- 
tion of  fish  hatcheries  in  connection  with  the  Grand  Coulee 
Dam  project;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Irrigation  and  Re- 
clamation. 

By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 
8.  4057.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  certain  addl- 
Uonal  lands  for  mil\tary  purposes;   to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs.  X 

By  Mr.  PEPPER:  f 

S.  4058.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Mattie  Fox  MUler; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
Bv  Mr.  CONNALLY: 

8.4059.  A  bill  to  provide  for  miUtary  instruction  and 
trairUDg  for  members  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps;  to 
the  Ccmmittee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ELLENDER: 

8.4060.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missis- 
sippi River  between  New  Orleans  and  Gretna,  La.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Commerce. 

(Mr.  Byrd  introduced  Senate  Joint  Resolution  266.  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  and  appears  xmder  a  separate 
heading.) 

By  Mr.  jpHNSON  of  Colorado: 

S.J.  Res.  267.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  acquisi- 
tion by  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  of  data  needed  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  ot  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

HOUSE  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION  REFERRED 


r 

^ 

^ 


The  following  bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  severally  read 
twice  by  their  titles  and  referred  as  indicated  below: 

H.  R.  8815.  An  act  to  grant  per  diem  compensation  to  the 
appointed  members  of  the  Board  of  Steam  and  Other  Operat- 
ing Engineers  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purposes ; 

H.  R.  8846.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  retirement  of  certain 
,  members  of  the  MetropoliUn  Police  Department  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  the  United  States  Park  PoUce  force,  the 
White  House  Police  force,  and  the  members  of  the  Fire 
Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia; 

H.  R.  9791.  An  act  to  an:iend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act;  and 

H  R.  9804.  An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  section  6.  subsec- 
tion 2.  of  the  act  apprpved  June  1,  1938.  known  as  Juvenile 
Court  Act  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 


H.  J.  Res.  561.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  taking 
effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V;  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  Government  Organization. 

EXTENSION  or  REDUCED  INTEREST  RATES  ON  LAND-BANK   LOAN^— 

AMENDBCENT 

Mr.  WHEELER  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R-  8450)  to  extend  for  6  addi- 
tional years  the  reduced  rates  of  Interest  on  Federal  land  bank 
and  land  bank  ccwnmlssioner  loans,  which  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

SECOND   DEFICIENCY   APPROPRIATIONS — AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  BILBO  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  second  deficiency  appropriation  bill.  1940, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
orc^red  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

aI  the  proper  place,  insert  the  following: 
Department  or  Aorictji.turx 

EXTENSION    BCRVICE 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work:  For  an 
additional  amount  to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  De- 
partment and  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  Insular  pos- 
sessions fiscal  year  1941,  $15,000:  such  amount  to  be  used  for  such 
work  In'  Improvement  of  the  producUon,  handling,  and  marketing 
of  cotton. 

Mr.  NYE  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Gttrney)  submitted  an 
amendment  proposing  that  the  funds  continued  available  by 
the  Treashry  and  Post  Office  Departments  Appropriation 
Act.  1941.  during  the  fiscal  year  1941  for  refunds  of  proc- 
essing and  related  taxes  shall  be  available  during  such  fiscal 
year  for  the  payment,  authorized  under  such  regulations 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Reve- 
/nue  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to 
y^ny  person  who  raised  or  produced  and  marketed  hogs  for 
slaughter  on  which  there  was  levied,  collected,  or  paid  a 
processing  tax  under  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Act  of  1933.  or  his  legal  representative,  of  so 
much  of  such  tax  as  was  in  fact  borne  by  such  person,  and 
so  forth,  intended  to  be  proposed  by  them  to  the  second 
deficiency  appropriation  bill,  1940.  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

REPORT   OP    SELECT    COMMITTEE    ON    REORGANIZATION   PLAN    V 

Mr.  BYRNES,  from  the  Select  Committee  on  Government 
Organization,  to  which  was  referred  the  joint  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  551)  providing  for  the  taking  effect  of  Reorgan- 
ization Plan  No.  V.  reported  It  with  an  amendment. 

ADDRESS     BY     SENATOR    WALSH     AT    JEWISH     VETERANS'    MEMORIAL 

EXERCISES 

[Mr.  Walsh  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  the  occasion 
of  the  Jewish  Veterans'  memorial  exercises  held  in  Washing- 
ton on  May  23.  1940,  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.  1 

RADIO    FORUM    DISCUSSION    ON    MUNITIONS.    BCEN.    AND    MORALB-i — 
ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  AUSTIN 

[Mr.  Austin  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  the  Introductory  remarks  of  O.  Gould  Lincoln, 
political  editor  of  the  Washington  Star,  and  the  address  de- 
livered by  himself  In  the  radio  forum  arranged  by  the  Wash- 
ington Star  on  May  27,  1940.  on  the  subject  Munitions,  Men, 
and  Morale,  which  appear  In  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  EX-PRESIDENT  HOOVER  ON  DEFENSE  PROGRAM 

tJylr.  WtLEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  article  from  the  Times-Herald  of  May  28, 
1940,  under  the  heading  "Hoover  urges  Industrialist  leader 
as  'czar'  to  direct  arms  program  In  United  States  prepared- 
ness." which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 


FRIENDS  OF  THE  LAND 

[Mr.  I^E  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  list  of  officers,  trustees,  and  sponsors  of  the  organi- 
zation known  as  Friends  of  the  Land,  together  with  an  arti- 
cle entitled  "New  Steps  to  Save  the  Land,"  by  Morris  Llewel- 
lyn Cooke,  published  in  the  Survey  Graphic  for  April  1940, 
which  appear  In  the  Appendix.] 
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OPINION  or  THB  SX7PRKME  COtTRT  IN  SUNSHINE  ANTHRACITX  COAL 
^  CO.   CASK 

[Mr.  GtJFTEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  RccoRO  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  in  the  case  of  the  Sunshine  Anthracite  Coal  Co.,  ap- 
pellant, against  Homer  M.  Atkins  as  collector  of  internal 
revenue  for  the  district  of  Arkansas,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

TROJAN    HORSEPOWER — ARTICLE    BY    FRANK    C.    WALDROP 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  by  Frank  C.  Waldrop.  published  in 
the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  May  28.  1940,  entitled 
**Trojan  Horsepower."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

UNITED  STATES  AIR   POWER 

[Mr.  LuNDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  from  the  Washington  (D.  C.)  Times- 
Herald  of  May  28, 1940,  and  an  article  by  John  T.  Flynn,  pub- 
lished in  the  Washington  Daily  News  of  May  28,  1940. 
on  the  subject  of  the  air  power  of  the  United  States,  which 
appear  in  the  Apjaendix.] 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  THE  MILITARY  ESTABLISHMENT 

[Mr.  Hill  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  table  showing  the  appropriations  for  the  Military 
Establishment  fiom  1925  to  1940,  inclusive,  which  appears  in 
>  the  Appendix.] 

INFORMATION  AS  TO  NUMBER    OF   ALIENS   EMPLOYED   BY   THE   GOV- 
ERNMENT 

•  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate 
a  resolution  coming  over  from  a  previous  day,  which  will  be 
read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  273)  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  ♦Senate  that  each  executive 
department.  Independent  establishment,  and  other  agency  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  shall  furnish  to  the  Senate 
Immediately  full  and  complete  information  with  respect  to  the 
number  of  aliens  employed  by  such  department,  establishment,  or 
agency,  or  compensated  in  whole  or  in  part  from  Federal  fxinds 
appropriated  for  such  department,  establishment,  or  agency,  and 
such  Information  shall  include,  among  other  things,  statements 
with  respect  to  the  compensation  being  paid  to  each  such  alien, 
the  type  of  services  he  is  performing,  and  the  length  of  time  he 
has  been  employed  in  any  capacity  by  any  agency  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  resolution 
go  over.  The  information  sought  by  the  resolution  is  con- 
tained in  Senate  Document  No.  30,  which  embraces  213 
pages,  giving  a  list  of  the  aliens  employed  in  all  the  depart- 
ments of  the  Government.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  we  j 
should  again  call  on  the  departments  to  furnish  this  infor- 
mation when  it  is  now  available.  X  ask  that  the  resolution  go 
aver.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Reynolds]  .  who 
submitted  the  resolution,  is  not  now  present. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  thinks  he  ought  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that,  while  he  does  not  know 
of  any  objection,  the  Senator  from  Maryland  desired  to  ad- 
dress the  Senate  on  the  resolution  or  indicated  he  would  take 
advantage  of  the  resolution  to  address  the  Senate.  Of  course, 
he  could  address  the  Senate  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  did  not  understand  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  wanted  to  proceed  on  this  resolution. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  do.  and  I  shall 
be  glad  if  the  Senator  will  withhold  his  request  until  I  finish. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Very  well. 

"^  THE  FINANCIAL  FLANK  *  • 

',  Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  the  intense,  bloody  and 
tragic  holocaust  now  raging  in  Europe  has  filled  the  peoples 
of  all  neutral  countries  with  grave  concern  for  the  future 
None  of  us  knows  how  long  the  war  will  last,  to  what  coun- 
tries it  will  spread,  or  who  the  victor  or  the  vanquished  will 
be  when  the  last  great  battle  is  fought. 

^--Here  at  home  we  have  been  not  only  surveying  the  present 
happenmgs  but  trying  to  prepare  for  the  possible  future 
happenings  as  well.  With  admirable  speed,  Congress  has 
made  provision  for  the  enlargement  of  the  materiel  and  per- 


sonnel of  our  Army,  Navy,  and  air  forces,  lyteasures  to  Im- 
prove and  make  more  eflflcient  these  forces  have  likewise  been 
contemplated  and  enacted.  In  short,  as  far  as  military  and 
naval  equipment  are  concerned,  money  has  been  generously 
and  quickly  appropriated,  in  the  face  of  threatening  world 
conditions,  to  put  us' in  a  reasonable  state  of  preparedness 
at  the  earliest  possible  time. 

However,  one  flank  of  our  national  defense  has  been  left 
deplorably  and  pitifully  exposed.  Piu-ther  neglect  of  this  . 
exposed  flank  may  not  only  plunge  us  into  difiBculties  equal 
to  or  greater  than  those  we  are  now  preparing  against,  but 
may.  in  spite  of  all  our  preparations,  subject  this  country  to 
a  degree  of  misfortune,  chaos,  and  misery  far  beyond  what 
can  now  be  imagined.  I  refer  particularly  to  the  financial 
front,  which  Is  always  a  necessary  component  in  times  of 
peace,  and  even  more  so  in  times  of  war.  of  a  nation's  pre- 
paredness and  national -defense  arrangements. 

Let  me  outline  briefly  this  neglect,  and  present  a  weakness 
in  it  which  may  In  the  end  undermine  and  set  at  naught  all 
our  military  and  naval  preparations  for  defense  on  land,  sea, 
and  in  the  air. 

First,  at  the  beginning  of  the  bitter  conflict  abroad  our 
national  debt  had  climbed  from  $20,000,000,000  In  1920  to 
approximately  $45,000,000,000  in  1940.  an  Increase  of  $25,- 
000.000.000.  We  must  add  to  this  amount  the  loans  and 
collateral  obligations  of  many  billions  more  which  in  the 
present  state  of  world  and  natipnal  affairs  should  be  carried 
as  a  part  of  oiu-  national  Indebtedness  until  they  are  paid  in 
full  or  in  part.  Added  to  these  two  large  Items  of  our  na-  . 
tional  debt  must  likewise  go  the  exceptionally  large  appropri- 
ations recently  made,  and  which  we  shall  yet  make  before 
adjournment,  to  buy  planes,  to  build  warships,  to  equip  our 
Army,  to  secure  sea  bases,  to  establish  training  fields  for  per- 
sonnel to  be  fashioned  into  Army  and  Navy  pilots,  to  increase 
the  officers  and  men  of  our  MUItary  and  Naval  Establishments, 
and  to  do  countless  other  things  which  will  add  many  more 
billion  dollars  to  our  national  indebtedness. 

Thus.  It  is  safe  to  assume  that  without  spending  any  more 
money  for  the  purposes  enumerated  this  program,  in  the 
face  of  present  national  Income,  will  run  the  national  debt 
to  a  figure  somewhere  between  fifty  and  sixty  bilUon  doUars. 
It  is  composed  mainly  of  three  items:  First,  the  present  na- 
tional debt;  second,  the  collateral  direct  and  Indirect  obli- 
gations for  which  the  Government  Is  responsible,  which  will 
be  repaid  perhaps  only  in  part;  and  third,  the  cost  of  the 
present  national-defense  program,  as  outlined  by  the  Presi- 
dent to  Congress,  and  as  exemplified  in  bills  already  passed, 
or  to  be  passed,  before  adjournment.  I  repeat  that  these 
three  Items  wIU  run  our  national  debt  up  to  from  fifty  to 
sixty  billion  dollars. 

During  all 'the  depression,  which  started  in  1929.  to  meet 
the  emergencies  which  it  occasioned,  we  have  been  living  on 
the  future,  spending  money  that  we  did  not  have,  which  was 
not  being  raised  in  taxes,  but  which  was  being  borrowed.  In 
the  present  emergency,  occasioned  by  the  European  war,  not 
only  are  we  continuing  along  this  pathway  for  our  purely 
domestic  requirements,  but  we  are  walking  the  same  road 
of  borrowing  against  the  future  for  our  present  expanded 
national -defense  program. 

That  Is  the  present  picture  before  the  Nation.  Let  us  for 
a  moment  survey  the  probable  future  picture  before  the 
Nation. 

First,  world  trade  Is  seriously  disrupted  from  its  ortho- 
dox channel.  The  belligerent  countries,  which  formerly 
bought  many  things  TYom  us.  are  more  and  more  looking  to 
parts  of  their  own  empires  to  produce  the  things  which  in 
normal  Itmes.  they  purchased  from  the  United  States  'as 
this  continues.  It  Is  not  unlikely  that  many  American  com- 
modities wUl  be  over-produced,  causing  serious  financial  dif- 
ficulties for  our  producers  in  both  farm  and  factory,  driving 
prices  down  to  a  point  below  the  cost  of  production  and 
eventually  leading  to  widespread  unemployment.  The 'war- 
ring European  nations.  In  order  to  protect  their  currencies 
and  to  keep  their  trade  in  balance  as  much  as  possible  are 
bound  to  buy  as  little  from  us  as  they  can,  and  to  buy  more 
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from  parts  of  their  own  dominions.  Instead  of  selling  them 
the  ordinary  products  which  they  would  require  in  peace 
time,  the  United  States  will  more  and  more  become  a  pur- 
veyor of  products,  raw  and  manufactured,  which  the  war- 
ring countries  are  unable  to  seciure  from  lands  already  un- 
der their  flag. 

Sooner  or  later  this  situation  is  bound  to  cause  some  eco- 
nomic confusion  and  disaster  at  home,  which,  in  all  probabU- 
Ity.  wIU  require  additional  bilUons  from  the  National  Treasury 
for  aUeviation.  Thus,  in  the  end.  the  war  will  see  our  do- 
mestic troubles  accentuated  in  many  respects,  and  an  ever- 
mounting  increase  in  our  national  debt  as  week  after  week 
goes  on.  and  the  consequences  of  the  struggle  abroad  are 
wrought  out  on  our  own  domestic  scene. 

■nien,  too.  the  war  in  Europe  will  some  day  be  over.  When 
It  is  over,  millions  of  men  who  have  been  for  some  time  en- 
gaged only  In  fighting  will  go  back  to  their  homes.  They 
will  turn  from  war  to  peace,  whatever  the  conditions  of  that 
peace  may  be.  They  will  not  go  back  to  immediate  employ- 
ment, for  the  domestic  economy  of  each  of  the  belligerent 
nations  will  have  to  be  comjrietely  reorganized.  The  millions 
of  men  and  women  now  working  in  the  munitions  factories 
of  the  belligerent  countries  will  find  this  work  terminated 
with  abrupt  suddenness  when  the  guns  of  war  at  last  are 
silent;  for  their  governments,  seeking  to  save  expense  wher- 
ever possible,  will  insUntly  cancel  all  unfilled  war  orders. 

Thus,  while  the  millions  of  fighting  men  are  returning 
home  to  look  for  Jobs  in  civil  life,  their  ranks  will  be  swelled 
by  millions  of  munitions  workers  who  have  overnight  been 
thrown  out  of  work  by  the  cessation  of  hostilities.  Consider- 
ing that  the  fighting  men,  vlctor&^and  vanquished  aUke,  will 
be  coming  home  to  lands  many  of  which,  if  not  all,  will  be 
lands  of  widespread  disillusionment,  hardship,  and  bitterness, 
the  unemployment  which  all  will  face  in  the  warring  countries 
will  be  stupendous,  and  strong  measures  are  likely  to  be 
needed;  for  the  readjustment  from  war  to  peace  Is  auto- 
matically more  abrupt  in  most  cases  than  is  the  readjustment 
from  peace  to  war. 

Confronted  with  such  problems,  together  with  the  huge 
debts  which  the  belligerent  nations  are  now  rolling  up,  with 
the  waste  of  war  and  the  destruction  of  treasure,  these  coim- 
trles  are  likely  to  be  very  poor  customers  for  the  products  of 
our  own  and  other  neutral  cotmtrles.  Besides,  we  do  not 
know  what  kind  of  a  world  will  confront  us  after  this  struggle 
is  over.  We  do  know  that  the  ordinary  methods  of  trade  and 
commercial  intercourse  are  likely  not  to  return  to  interna- 
tional dealings  for  some  time  after  the  peace  is  made.  This 
condition  will  aggravate  our  domestic  problems,  and  cause 
whatever  government  is  then  In  jpower  to  take  financial  steps 
to  deal  with  the  domestic  situation  all  over  again.  This  is 
sure  to  be  very  costly. 

Added  to  all  of  this,  we  must  still  put  more  dark  strokes 
upon  this  dismal  picture,  even  if  we  stay  out  of  the  war 

entirely.  

Consider  the  thousands  upon  thousands  of  American  work- 
ers whose  employment  in  farm,  factory,  mine,  and  forest  is 
connected  in  some  way  with  the  present  international  emer- 
gency— making  planes,  growing  cotton,  manufacturing  am- 
munition, or  producing  supplies  primarily  for  the  belligerent 
nations.  Add  to  these  thousands  the  persons  employed  in 
doing  the  same  thing  for  our  Army  and  Navy.  Certainly,  with 
the  cessation  of  hostilities  in  Europe,  every  belligerent  country 
will  take  advantage  of  the  cancelation  clause  In  its  contracts 
with  our  peoi^e  to  stop  instantly  the  further  purchase  of  sup- 
plies and  war  material  now  being  bought  here.  This  will 
automatically  throw  out  of  employment  tens  of  thousands  of 
Americans  who  are  now  working  steadily  in  these  pursuits. 
If  the  peace  seems  to  be  duraWc,  our  own  Government  will, 
to  some  extent,  curtail  many  of  the  expensive  preparedness 
activities  which  the  present  emergency  has  forced  upon  us. 
Tills  will  do  its  share  toward  adding  to  the  imemplosmaent, 
and  increase  greatly  the  number  of  unemployed  of  normal 
times,  with  which  we  have  been  dealing  for  the  past  8  years, 
by  means  of  governmental  financial  aid. 
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That  Is  the  mildest  picture  which  can  be  drawn  at  this 
time.  We  are  proceeding  steadily  toward  it.  and  moving 
along  without  making  financial  provision  to  cushion  the  ter- 
rific impact  upon  our  financial  structure  which  all  of  these 
occurrences  will  cause. 

I  said  In  the  beginning  that  we  were  neglecting  to  prepare 
for  one  of  the  most  serious  aspects  of  our  national  defense, 
the  financial  front.  That  fiank  is  dangerously  exposed,  and 
if  it  remains  exposed,  the  results  may  be  fatal  or  tragically 
serious  In  the  years  that  are  to  come.  We  should  not  delude 
ourselves  with  the  thought  that  simply  by  passing  appropri- 
ations for  the  increase  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  air  forces, 
and  by  taking  other  measures  to  provide  ourselves  with  an  ^ 
adequate  national  defense,  we  have  suitably  prepared  this 
country  for  the  future.  Most  decidedly  we  have  not.  Most 
decidedly  we  shall  not,  unless  we  change  our  handling  of 
the  fkiancial  arrangements  of  this  Government. 

I  believe  the  American  people  realize  this.  They  want 
this  defense  and  they  want  it  quickly,  on  every  front  vulner- 
able to  attack.  I  would  label  this  the  "sixth  column."  which 
may  in  the  end  imdermine  and  undo  all  that  we  hope  we  are 
doing  to  make  the  United  States  secure.  If  this  "sixth  col- 
umn," an  imbalanced  governmental  financial  condition,  is 
not  dealt  with,  we  will  face  all  the  dire  consequences  of 
such  ^neglect  in  an  utterly  inexousible  state  of  vmprepared- 

ness. 

As  soon  as  we  have  provided  the  ways  and  means  of  money 
and  the  methods  to  put  the  Army,  Navy,  and  air  force  in  a 
condition  for  our  adequate  defense  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  Congress,  before  it  adjourns,  should  write  a  tax 
bill  embodying  the  policy  of  "pay  as  you  go"  as  nearly  as  we 
can,  and  put  our  financial  defenses  in  equally  strong  condi- 
tion. We  will  need  this  financial  preparedness  whether  we 
go  into  war  or  stay  out  of  it.  In  smy  case,  can  we  escape 
the  consequences  of  the  world  chaos  which  will  result  when 
the  last  cannon  has  fired  its  last  shot  on  European  battle- 
fields? The  International  chaos  and  desolation,  the  bitter- 
ness, the  disillusionment,  the  moral  backwash,  which  follow 
to  the  wake  of  every  war,  the  tocreased  unemployment  at 
home  and  abroad,  the  disruption  of  world  trade,  the  loss  of 
America's  markets,  the  International  barter  system,  the  de- 
cUne  in  the  value  of  securities,  the  long  dreaded  walk  up  the 
road  of  reconstruction  and  rehabilitation  for  the  belligerent 
coimtrles,  the  complete  change  in  international  economics  of 
the  last  two  decades,  will  aU  leave  oiu*  flank  exposed,  and 
subject  us  to  terrific  losses  and  the  biu-dens  of  anguish  and 

despair. 

Against  our  governmental  financial  structure  all  of  these 
foes  to  peace,  prosperity,  and  security  will  simultaneously 
make  a  furious  assault.  Even  though  we  made  adequate 
financial  preparation,  we  would  have  to  fight  valiantly  to 
defeat  these  combined  attacks  upon  American  solvency  and 
financial  stability.  It  will  affect  every  person— the  worker 
in  every  factory,  the  farmer  behind  every  plow,  the  clerk  to 
every  coimting  house.  We  know  these  forces  are  even  now 
formtog  their  deadly  ranks  to  attack  us  on  this  financial 
front.  Why  not  prepare  against  this  attack,  too,  while  we 
have  time?  Why  not  make  these  trenches  secure  to  hurl 
these  devastating  enemies  to  disorder  to  the  rear?  Why  not 
be  ready  for  their  furious  onslaught?  There  Is  only  One  way 
we  can  get  ready.  It  is  a  hard  way,  but  If  we  act  to  time, 
we  can  repel  the  foe  who  will  to  fury  descend  upon  us. 

That  way  Is  to  levy  taxes  now,  envisiontog  the  combina- 
tion Of  circumstances  with  which  we  are  likely  to  be  con- 
fronted. We  should  stay  to  session  after  we  have  appropri- 
ated the  money— which  we  have  not  got— and  raise  the 
money  which  we  intend  to  expend.  If  we  go  before  the 
country  without  havtog  dealt  with  this  matter,  without  hav- 
tog  put  our  governmental  finances  in  a  state  of  adequate 
defense,  we  shall  not  have  achieved  that  measure  of  pre- 
paredness which  the  American  people  on  all  sides  are 
demanding  that  we  achieve.  .  We  will  have  left  our  financial 
flank  exposed,  and  then  when  the  pressiu-e  Is  exerted  on  us 
ther6,  even  though  we  may  have  buUt  our  Itoes  of  military 
and  naval  preparedness  well,  we  may  find  that,  by  our 
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neglect  of  the  financial  front,  the  enemy  has  broken  through 
and  Is  destro3dng  our  form  of  government,  and  is  taking 
from  our  people  the  fruits  of  their  toil  for  the  last  333  years. 

Congress  should  pass  a  tax  bill  at  this  session  of  Congress. 
The  American  people  want  it.  They  know  it  is  necessary. 
They  know  we  will  not  be  completely  prepared  without  it. 
They  are  willing  to  bear  their  fair  share  of  this  load  as  a  part 
of  our  national  defense,  which  must  be  second  to  none.  We 
must  meet  this  issue,  not  after  the  November  elections,  but 
new. 

In  th6  present  state  of  world  turmoil,  democracies  have  been 
completfely  overwhelmed  with  catastrophe,  resulting  from  a 
lack  of  action.  Always  it  has  been  said  of  them  "too  late  or 
too  little,"  as  the  dark  clouds  of  disaster  have  pressed  closer 
and  closer.  Let  us  in  the  United  States  resolve  that  it  shall 
not  be  said  of  us  "too  late  or  too  little" — let  us  resolve  that 
this  democracy  shall  endure,  and  that  we  will  put  it  into  such 
a  condition,  before  we  adjourn,  that  it  will  be  bound  to  ride 
safely  the  ominous  waves  of  international  disorganization  and 
disaster.  We  can  only  do  it  the  hard  way.  There  must  be 
patriots  here  who  will  face  this  foe  with  the  same  zeal  and 
determination  we  would  expect  from  our  fighting  men  on 
-  land  and  sea  and  in  the  air,  should  they  have  to  face  a  foe. 

The  time  to  act  is  now.  Failure  to  act  now  is  to  leave  our 
financial  fiank  exposed,  and  take  the  chance  of  subjecting 
130.000,000  people  of  this  country  to  consequences  which  in 
many  respects  are  no  less  than  the  ravages  of  war  itself.  We 
should  not  go  home  until  we  have  enacted  a  J;ax  bill  to  put  a 
firmer  foundation  under  our  financial  defenses. 

Let  Congress  build  its  financial  defense  no  less  strong  than 
^  It  is  now^uthorizing  the  Army,  Navy,  and  air  forces  to  build 
up  theirs.  "  i 

If  we,  before  adjournment,  make  our  financial  flank  as 
strong  as  it  can  be  made  and  as  imperative  need  requires  that 
It  be  built,  then  we  can  rest  assured  that  with  this  legislation, 
together  with  the  measures  expanding  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
air  force,  and  auxiliary  agencies,  already  enacted  or  to  be  en- 
acted, we  are  meeting  all  the  defense  needs  of  this  dark  hotu". 
More,  we  can  rest  assured  that  here  in  Congress  we  have  done 
our  part  as  well  as  we  shall  expect  our  fighting  men  to  do  their 
part,  should  attack  come  to  us.  To  do  less  than  this  is  to  in- 
vite attack.  To  leave  our  financial  fiank  exposed  is  to  invite 
defeat  in  spite  of  all  our  military  and  naval  preparations. 

Even  if  we  escape  war,  the  Pour  Horsemen  who  ride  in  the 
wake  of  every  war  will  be  upon  us.  Unemplojnnent,  interna- 
tional trade  disruption,  poverty  and  disease,  disillusionment 
and  distrust — all  will  assail  us — and  our  financial  front  must 
not  give  before  these  enemies,  which  are  equal  to  the  might 
of  a  great  and  powerful  enemy  army. 

Our  financial  flank  must  be  repaired,  strengthened,  and 
made  invulnerable  against  all  foes,  both  foreign  and  domestic. 

.>P»  FEDERAL   FINANCES   AND   PROPOSED    FISCAL    COMMISSION 

Mr.  BYRD.  ^r.  President,  I  have  listened  with  much  in- 
terest and  full  approval  to  the  wise  and  eloquent  words  of 
the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

The  report  that  the  President  proposes  to  ask  Congress  to 
increase  the  debt  limit  to  the  extent  of  $5,000,000,000  should 
bring  to  the  American  people  a  realization  of  our  present  in- 
secure and  dangerous  flnancial  condition.  Certain  eventuali- 
ties in  the  European  war  may  force  this  country  for  our  self- 
preservation  to  make  a  colossal  expenditure  for  national  de- 
fense, estimated  by  some  to  reach  ultimately  a  sum  of 
$20,000,000,000. 

Whatever  may  be  the  outcome  of  the  European  war,  I  feel 
cofnfldent  in  saying  that  the  American  people,  until  peace  is 
firmly  established  throughout  the  world,  will  never  be  con- 
tent with  the  inadequate  national  defense  that  has  existed  in 
recent  years. 

New  expenditures  for  national  defense  must  be  met  either 
by  new  taxes  or  by  new  debts.  In  facing  this  situation  our 
problem  would  be  vastly  simpler  today  if  our  Government 
were  operating  imder  a  balanced  budget.  But.  to  the  con- 
trary, we  are  now  entering  the  tenth  consecutive  year  of 
huge  deficits,  which  have  pyramided  the  Federal  debt  from 
sixteen  billions  in  1930  by  the  addition  of  more  than  thirty 


billions   of   accumulated   deficits   when   the    appropriations 
already  made  are  expended. 

It  is  regrettable,  and  to  me  deplorable,  that  in  the  crisis 
which  confronts  us  today  only  a  small  fraction  of  the  new 
expenditures  which  created  this  accumulated  deficit  has  been 
used  for  national  defense.  In  fact,  about  8  percent  of  the 
accumulated  deficits  can  be  accounted  for  by  ne^  expendi- 
tures for  enlarged  national  defense.  This  is  shown  by  the 
statement  made  by  the  President  last  Sunday  when  he  said 
that  In  the  past  7  years  the  Navy  has  spent  $1,487,000,000 
more  than  in  the  preceding  7  years,  and  the  Army  $1,292,- 
000.000  more.  The  aggregate  of  these  two  siuns,  which  repre- 
sent an  expenditure  for  national  defense  in  excess  of  what 
may  be  termed  "normal'*  peacetitfie  expenditures,  constitutes 
only  8  percent  of  the  accumulated  deficits.  So  92  percent  of 
the  additions  to  the  public  debt  due  to  excess  deficit  spending 
is  on  account  of  new  appropriations  for  other  purposes. 
Such  deficits  have  occurred,  notwithstanding  that  the  Federal 
tax  income  has  been  more  than  doubled  since  1933,  with  new 
taxation  responsible  in  a  large  measure  for  such  increase. 

In  10  years  our  Federal  Government  has  collected  $45,000,- 
000,000  and  will  have  spent,  under  the  appropriation  bills  now 
passed,  seventy-five  billions. 

It  ha&  been  obvious  for  some  years — in  fact,  since  Hitler 
began  his  aggressions — that  the  disturbed  condiUons  of  the 
world  made  it  imperative  for  our  self-protection  to  rearm. 
Believing  that.  I  have  consistently  voted  for  national -defense 
appropriations  during  this  period. 

Financial  preparedness  is  just  as  important  as  mUitary 
preparedness.  We  must  have  in  America  both  sound  finances 
and  adequate  national  defense.  The  time  to  face  the  acute 
situation  realistically  is  upon  us.  It  Is  the  impelling  duty 
of  Congress  in  the  current  critical  circumstances  to  eliminate 
every  extravagance,  to  abolish  every  unnecessary  expendi- 
ture, to  devote  our  resources  to  the  vital  necessity  of  pre- 
paring ourselves  to  meet  any  contingency  and  any  crisis  that 
may  occur. 

I  state  as  a  plain  and  obvious  fact  that  nothing  substantial 
has  been  done  to  institute  methods  of  economy  in  our  gov- 
ernmental operations.  Prom  July  1,  1939,  to  May  22,  1940. 
the  Government  spent  in  cash  $7,689,000,000.  In  the  cor- 
responding period  from  July  1.  1938,  to  May  22.  1939,  the 
Government  spent  $7,389,000,000,  showing  an  increased  ex- 
pendltiire  for  the  present  fiscal  year  of  approximately  $300.- 
000.000.  During  the  past  fiscal  year  $340,000,000  more  for 
national  defense  was  expended  than  for  the  preceding  fiscal 
year.  Therefore  it  is  apparent  that  there  has  been  no 
reduction  in  spending  for  piirposes  other  than  national 
defense. 

Today  the  Federal  Government  employs  on  the  regular  pay 
roll,  as  reported  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  945,836 
employees,  as  compared  to  566.986  in  1933. 

With  respect  to  the  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  July  1.  1940,  the  estimated  economies  are  a  myth. 
No  net  economies  or  reductions  in  expenditures  have  been 
accomplished.  In  January  the  President  submitted  to  the 
Congress  a  Budget  of  $8,500,000,000.  In  the  bills  pending  the 
appropriation  for  relief  has  been  changed  from  12  to  8 
months  without  reduction  in  amount,  so  that  it  is  probable, 
and  in  my  judgment  certain,  that  the  fund  now  appropriated, 
originally  proposed  for  the  full  year,  wiU  be  expended  within 
8  months,  requiring  another  appropriation  for  relief  effective 
March  1,  1941,  of  at  least  $500,000,000  to  complete  the  fiscal 
year.  This,  together  with  such  other  Increases  as  made  by 
Congress,  will  bring  about  total  expenditures  in  excess  or  at 
least  equal  to  the  pjeak  expenditures  since  deficit  spending  be- 
gan, and  this  does  not  include  the  emergency  spending  for 
defense  under  plans  and  appropriations  that  have  been  orig- 
inated in  Congress  within  the  last  30  days. 

It  is  not  necessary  now  to  raise  the  debt  limit  to  make 
available  the  funds  being  appropriated,  and  to  do  so  would 
merely  be  an  invitation  for  further  extravagances  and  un- 
necessary expenditiu-es. 

As  an  alternative  for  increasing  the  debt  limit  at  this  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  I  propose  a  horizontal  increase  of  10  percent 
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in  an  Income  taxes  due  and  payable  in  1940  on  Incomes 
earned  in  1939.  This  will  produce  a  total  of  $230,000,000.  I 
likewise  propose  a  10-percent  tax  on  miscellaneous  Internal 
revenue,  which  will  produce  $250,000,000  for  the  full  year 
and  $125,000,000  for  the  one-half  year.  I  also  propose  ad- 
diUons  in  other  excise  taxes,  so  that  there  will  be  a  total 
increase  in  taxes  of  not  less  than  $600,000,000.  and  that  this 
tax  be  known  as  a  national-defense  contribution. 

I  believe  the  American  people  are  in  the  mood  for  sacrifice; 
I  believe  they  realize  the  seriousness  of  the  situation  con- 
fronting them;  I  beUeve  they  prefer  to  make  a  beginning  to- 
ward a  sound  fiscal  system  rather  than  continue  to  throw 
discreUon  to  the  winds  and  blindly  spend  money  we  do  not 
have  and  money  that  must  be  added  to  the  pubUc  debt. 
Those  who  pay  the  taxes  must  sacrifice,  but  on  the  other 
hand  those  who  receive  the  benefits  of  pubUc  spending  must 
also  make  their  sacrifice. 

I  propose  that  every  expenditure  beginning  July  1.  1940, 
excepting  expenditures  for  national  defense  and  interest  on 
the  pubUc  debt,  be  reduced  by  10  percent.  This  could  be 
done  by  a  simple  rider  on  one  of  the  appropriation  bills 
making  such  a  reduction.  It  will  save  to  the  country  a  total 
of  $500,000,000,  and  together  with  the  increase  of  10  percent 
in  taxation  will  improve  the  Federal  Treasury  to  the  extent 
of  about  $1,000,000,000  each/?ear.  and  will  in  my  judgment 
do  so  with  less  disturbance  to  business  and  to  the  operations 
of  the  Government  than  any  other  emergency  plan  that  can 
be  devised. 

This,  I  realize,  Is  but  a  temporary  step  to  solve  the  finan- 
cial problems  confronUng  us,  but  I  know  of  nothing  that 
would  bring  to  a  greater  degree  to  the  American  people  a 
realization  of  the  situation  confronting  us  than  on  one  hand 
to  increase  taxes  and  on  the  other  hand  to  diminish  ex- 
penditures, and  use  such  funds  for  our  national  defense. 
This  reduction  of  10  percent  in  expenditures  should  apply  to 
the  salaries  of  Senators  and  Congressmen;  it  should  apply 
to  all  employees  receiving  wages  in  the  higher  brackets;  it 
should  apply  to  the  pensioners  and  the  farmers,  so  that  all 
may  know  they  are  making  a  direct  contribution  to  place  the 
country  in  a  condition  of  preparedness  to  meet  any  and  all 
contingencies. 

I  then  propose  that  the  Congress  create  a  COTunlsslon 
composed  of  three  Senators,  three  Representatives,  and  three 
outstanding  businessmen,  to  be  appointed  by  the  President, 
and  that  this  commission  devote  itself  to  presenting  to  Con- 
gress when  it  convenes  next  January  a  plan  to  eliminate 
expenditures  of  government  for  nonessential  purposes;  to 
reduce  such  expenditures  for  necessary  purposes  to  the  ex- 
tent that  elimination  of  waste  and  duplicated  effort  will 
provide,  and  to  recommend  such  revision  in  the  Federal  tax 
system  as  may  be  necessary  in  order  to  place  the  United 
States  on  a  sound  financial  basis  that  will  enable  it  to  pre- 
serve our  solvency;  to  provide  for  the  essential  functions  of 
government;  and  to  make  such  imperative  expenditures  as 
may  be  necessary  In  order  to  provide  adequately  for  its 
national  defense. 

It  is  too  late  in  the  present  Congress  to  undertake  this 
study.  It  should  be  done  with  care  and  wisdom.  These 
emergency  provisions  of  a  10-percent  increase  in  taxation 
and  a  10-percent  reduction  in  spending  will  carry  us  safely 
on  until  Congress  meets  again.  The  actual  debt  limit,  as 
estimated  by  the  Treasury,  is  $45,612,000,000.  The  debt  to- 
day is  $42,439,000,000,  leaving  a  surplus  within  the  legal  debt 
limit  of  $3,173,000,000.  To  this  should  be  added  the  proposal 
of  the  President  to  recapture  $700,000,000  from  Government 
corporations,  as  provided  in  the  Budget,  and  a  reduction  in 
the  working  balance,  it  being  proposed  by  tho  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  reduce  the  working  bsilance  to  approxi- 
mately $1,100,000,000.  This  will  enable  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  spend  between  four  and  five  billion  dollars  in  excess 
of  revenue  before  the  present  legal  debt  limitation  is  reached, 
and  this  estimate  does  not  take  inte-consideration  either  an 
Increase  in  taxes  ot  a  reduction  in  expenditures.  This  sum 
will  be  ample  to  make  all  the  expenditures  possible  for 


national  defense  until  Congress  meets  again  and  to  meet  the 
regular  expenditures  of  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  Introduce  a  Joint 
resolution  to  establish  a  temporary  national  fiscal  commis- 
sion, and  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Rkcoro  and  lie  on  the 
table. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res. 
266)  to  establish  a  temporary  national  fiscal  commission,  was 
received,  read  twice  by  Its  title,  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  there  Is  hereby  established  a  temporary  na- 
tional fiscal  commlaslon  to  be  composed  ol  3  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate, to  be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Senate:  3  Members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  3  businessmen,  to  be  appototed 
by  the  President.  A  vacancy  In  the  eommlsslon  shall  not  affect  the 
power  of  the  remaining  members  to  execute  the  functions  of  the 
commission,  and  shall  be  filled  in  the  same  manner  as  the  original 
appointment.  The  commission  shall  select  a  chairman  from  among 
its  members.  The  commission  Lb  authorized  and  directed  to  make 
a  full  and  complete  study  and  investigation  for  the  purpose  of  ac- 
quiring such  information  as  will  enable  It  to  make  recommenda- 
tions to  the  Congress  for  congressional  action  designed  to  accom- 
plish (1)  the  elimination  of  nonessential  Federal  expenditures,  (2) 
impounding  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  of  unexpended 
appropriations  made  for  nonessential  purpKases,  and  (3)  such  revi- 
sion of  the  Federal  tax  system  as  may  be  necessary  In  order  to  place 
the  United  States  In  such  a  sound  flnancial  condition  as  will  enable 
It  to  make  such  imperative  expenditures  as  may  be  necessity  in 
order  to  adequately  provide  for  Its  national  defense.  The  commis- 
sion shall  report  to  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  the  results  of  Its 
study,  together  with  its  recommendations,  at  the  earliest  practi- 
cable date. 

Sbc.  2.  (a)  The  Commission  sha)l  have  power  to  appoint  sub- 
committees to  assist  the  Commission  In  Its  work.  The  xhembers 
of  the  Commission  shaU  serve  without  additional  compensation 
but  shall  be  reimbursed  for  travel,  subsistence,  and  other  neces- 
sary expenses  incurred  by  them  in  the  exercise  of  the  functlona 
vested  in  the  Commission. 

(b)  The  Commission,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  shall  have 
power  to  hold  hearings,  to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places, 
to  require  by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance  of  such  wit- 
nesses and  the  production  of  such  books,  papers,  and  documents, 
to  administer  such  oaths,  to  take  such  testimony,  to  have  such 
printing  and  binding  done,  and  to  make  such  expenditures  as 
It  deems  advisable.  SubF>enas  shall  be  Issued  under  the  signa- 
ture of  the  Chairman  of  said  Commission  and  shall  be  served 
by  any  person  designated  by  him.  The  provisions  of  sections  102 
to  104.  Inclusive,  of  the  Revised  Statutes  shall  apply  In  case  of 
any  failure  of  any  witness  to  comply  with  any  subpena,  or  to 
testify  when  sxmimoned,  tmder  authority  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

(c)  The  Commission  shall  have  power  to  employ  and  fix  the 
compensation  of  such  officers,  experts,  and  employees  as  It  deems 
necessary  for  the  performance  of  its  duties.  The  Commission  Is 
authorized  to  utUlze  the  services,  information,  facilities,  and 
personnel  of  the  departments  and  other  agencies  of  the 
Government. 

(d)  All  authority  conferred  by  this  Joint  resolution  shall  termi- 
nate upon  the  submission  of  Its  report  to  the  Congress. 

Sbc.  3.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sxim 
of  $  ,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  to  carry 

out  the  provisions  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

OROKR  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  T-wii;  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yesterday  the  Senate  ordered  that  the 
calendar  should  be  called  today  upon  the  conclusion  of  the 
morning  business.  All  that  has  happened  so  far  today  is  by 
unanimous  consent.  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi [Mr.  Harrison]  desires  to  address  himself  to  the  subject 
which  has  been  discussed  today,  and  I  think  he  should  have 
that  opportunity.  If  the  discussion  is  to  continue,  it  ought 
to  be  understood  that  it  is  by  unanimous  consent;  and  while 

1  myself  have  no  objection.  I  think  we  all  ought  to  understand 
that  the  regular  order  may  be  called  for  at  any  time  until 

2  o'clock. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  In  answer  to  the  Senator's 
suggestion,  the  Chair  calls  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  provides  that  "on  tomorrow, 
after  the  completion  of  the  routine  morning  business,  the 
calendar  be  called  for  the  consideration  of  unobjected-to 
bills."  The  Senate  is  now  on  routine  morning  business.  There 
is  a  res<^ution  coming  over  from  a  previous  day,  which  is  now 
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under  discussion  before  the  Senate.  Therefore,  until  the 
morning  business  is  concluded,  the  calendar  may  not  be 
called. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  nnderstand  that  the 
Senator  from  Otdahoma  [Mr.  Lex]  is  recognized. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa is  recognized. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  whether 

or  not  he  intends  to  speak  in  connection  with  the  matter 
which  has  been  discussed.  I  think  that  matter  has  a  direct 
bearing  upon  a  matter  with  respect  to  which  I  have  been  in 
conference  since  9  o'clock  this  riiomlng.  I  think  it  is  proper 
that  I  should  at  least  express  myself  on  the  matter.  I  shall 
not  consume  taiore  than  5  or  10  minutes. 

Mr.LEK  Mr.  President,  of  course,  the  Senator  will  have 
that  opportunity.    I  wish  to  direct  my  remarks  to  the  same 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Very  well.  I  shall  wait  untU  the  Senator 
has  concluded,  and  sometime  in  the  course  of  the  day  I  shall 
address  the  Senate.  I  do  not  want  to  do  so  while  many  Sen- 
ators are  at  lunch. 

MOBnJZATIOIf   OP   fXNANCIAL   RESOTTRCZS 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  I  agree  with  the  thoughts  and 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr. 
TydingsI  and  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  that 
we  should  strengthen  America  financially,  and  that  at  this 
time  we  should  consider  a  financial  mobilization,  as  well  as 
methods  of  mobilizing  industry  and  manpower. 

However,  neither  of  the  Senators  referred  to  an  excess- 
profits  tax.  Even  before  a  declaration  of  war  there  is  a  rising 
crescendo  of  prices,  which  results  in  unconscionable  profits 
due  to  an  emergency  which  no  one  can  control.  While  we 
are  considering  methods  of  taxation,  I  believe  we  should  also 
consider  an  excess-profits  tax  wiiich  will  guard  against  the 
mistakes  of  the  last  war  and  against  excess  profits. 

The  people  of  America  have  never  flinched  from  their  duty, 
so  far  as  the  protection  of  America  is  concerned,  but  during 
the  last  war  the  people  of  America  developed  a  pretty  strong 
feeling  against  war  profits.  I  was  encouraged  to  hear  the 
President  say  in  his  fireside  chat  that  there  would  be  no 
war  profiteers,  and  that  no  one  would  become  rich  and  fat 
out  of  our  national-defense  program  at  this  time. 

While  we  are  considering  methods  of  financing  our  national 
defense,  I  believe  we  certainly  should  give  consideration  to 
excess-profits  taxes  which  would  prevent  profits  such  as 
existed  in  the  last  war.  Some  profits  over  the  4-year  period 
ran  as  high  as  400  percent.     I  understood  the  chairman  of 

the  Munitions  Investigating  Committee  to  announce  on  the 
floor  oi  the  Senate  that  the  Du  Fonts  made  a  profit  of  400 

percent  over  the  4-year  period. 

One  airplane  company,  for  3,660  motors,  received  a  cold 
profit  of  $3,934,500.  Another  airplane  company,  for  6,500 
motors,  received  a  naked  profit  of  $15,000,000.  Two  airplane 
companies — Standard  Aircraft  Corporation  and  the  Standard 
Aero  Co. — were  overpaid,  according  to  a  Government  audit, 
$6,500,000.  They  immediately  went  into  liquidation.  When 
the  truth  was  discovered,  it  was  found  that  those  two  com- 
panies were  owned  by  the  Japanese  company  of  Mitsui  &  Co. 
Mitsui  &  Co.  was  paymaster  to  the  Mikado  of  Japan,  and  at 
one  time  was  paymaster  to  the  German  international  spy 
system. 

Those  are  only  some  of  the  profits  which  resulted  from 
the  last  war.  Already  we  see,  by  the  action  of  the  stock 
market,  that  the  stocks  of  those  companies  which  would 
furnish  the  materials  which  we  need  for  national  defense 
are  beginmng  to  soar,  indicating  the  prospect  of  tremen- 
dous profits.  Therefore,  while  we  are  considering  taxation, 
I  believe  it  is  appropriate  for  us  to  consider  excess-profit 
taxes,  which  not  only  would  help  us  pay  for  defense  but 
would  prevent  profiteering. 

No  government  has  ever  yet  been  able  to  pay  for  a  war 
of  any  major  consequence  as  the  war  proceeded.  The  best 
any  government  has  been  able  to  do  was  to  pay  as  much  as 
it  could«^-  France,  with  a  steep  war  tax  during  the  last  war, 


n^ 


was  able  to  pay  only  seventeen-and-a-fractlon  percent  of 
the  cost  of  the  war.  England,  with  one  of  the  steepest  taxes 
known,  was  able  to  pay  only  36  percent  of  the  cost  of  the  war 
while  the  war  proceeded.  Therefore,  when  we  begin  to  con- 
sider methods  of  financing  a  war,  we  cannot  look  to  income 

alone  as  the  basis  of  financing  war.  If  we  are  to  have  a 
method  of  financing  war,  we  must  look  to  other  methods 
than  merely  income.  We  could  not  finance  a  war  of  major 
consequence  on  the  income  of  this  country.  Therefore  we 
must  consider  methods  of  borrowing  money  in  ordor  to 
finance  war. 

Agreeing  with  what  the  two  Senators  who  have  just  occu- 
pied the  floor  have  said  concerning  taxes,  that  is  not  enough. 
We  have  no  system  for  financing  war  today,  except  the  same 
system  we  used  before. 

DzrccTs  or  the  voluntabt  method  of  riNAivcnra  wa« 

Mr,  President,  I  suppose  that  the  wish  which  is  uppermost 
In  everybody's  mind  today  is  that  we  shall  be  able  to  keep 
America  out  of  war.  President  Roosevelt  has  repeatedly 
expressed  his  determination  to  keep  this  country  out  of 
war.  Speaking  as  an  ex-service  man,  I  shall  support  to  the 
utmost  of  my  ability  such  legislation  as,  in  my  opinion,  will 
prevent  the  United  States  from  being  drawn  into  war. 

two    CENSIAL    nZLOS    OF    PROrrrEERINO 

It  is  my  firm  belief  that  one  of  the  best  ways  to  prevent 
war  is  to  take  the  profits  out  of  war.  Then,  if  war  is  forced 
upon  us,  we  will  fight  in  defense  of  our  country,  but  the 
burdens  of  war  will  be  more  fairly  distributed  if  no  one  is 
allowed  to  profiteer. 

There  were  two  general  fields  of  profiteering  during  the 
World  War.  One  was  the  field  of  commerce  and  Industry; 
the  other  was  the  field  of  war  finance. 

Profits  resulting  from  commerce  and  industry  can  be  re- 
covered by  means  of  an  excess-profits  tax.  Such  a  measure 
is  now  pending  before  this  body.  It  bears  the  signatures  of 
50  Senators.  This  bill  provides  a  steep  tax  schedule  which 
is  intended  to  recover  for  the  Government  all  profits  which 
result  from  war  and  use  those  profits  to  pay  the  cost  of  war. 
I  am  one  of  the  coauthors  of  that  bill.  I  give  it  my  hearty 
and  enthusiastic  support. 

But  some  of  the  greatest  profits  resulting  from  the  World 
War  were  not  made  in  the  field  of  commerce  and  industry, 
but  rather  in  the  field  of  war  finance.  No  doubt  the  greatest 
number  of  war  profiteers  made  their  profits  in  the  field  of 
commerce  and  industry,  but  I  believe  the  greatest  profits 
were  realized  in  the  field  of  war  finance.  The  total  amount 
of  profits  may  have  been  greater  in  the  field  of  commerce 
and  industry  than  they  were  in  the  field  of  war  finance, 
but  I  believe  that  a  study  of  the  facts  will  reveal  that  the 

greatest  war  profiteers  were  in  the  banking  business  during 

the  war. 

nroicTMEirr  wo.  i:  the  old  voLUNrna  method  of  rmANciHO  wai 

PUTS    A   PBTMrtTM   ON    WAR   BT    CX7AKAKTIZIMO    WAB    PBOnTS 

Congress  recovered  some  of  the  profits  made  in  the  field 
of  commerce  and  indiistry  through  an  excess-profits  tax. 
This  tax.  in  my  opinion,  was  repealed  before  It  should  have 
been,  but  the  point  I  wish  to  make  is  that  war  profits  which 
were  made  in  the  field  of  commerce  and  industry  were  sub- 
ject to  this  tax. 

But  the  profits  resulting  from  war  finance  were  clean  and 
clear,  and  could  not  be  reached  by  means  of  taxation.  I 
wish  to  impress  this  point:  That,  whereas  the  profits  re- 
sulting from  commerce  and  industry  can  be  recovered  by 
taxation,  the  profits  from  war  financing  cannot  be  reached 
by  taxation,  because  the  war  bonds  were  tax  exempt. 

We  stUl  have  the  same  system  for  financing  war  by  which 
we  financed  the  World  War.  if  you  could  call  it  a  system; 
that  is,  we  financed  by  means  of  tax-exempt  bonds. 

Today,  if  we  should  be  called  upon  to  finance  a  war,  and 
If  we  should  undertake  to  finance  it  in  the  same  manner 
In  which  we  financed  the  World  War,  we  would  say,  in 
effect,  to  the  bankers  and  financiers:  "Come  on,  boys  and 
profiteer  again.  We  will  double  the  interest  rates  and  guar- 
antee you  tax  exemption."    That  is  exactly  what  we  did 


before.    Unless  we  provide  a  better  system,  that  Is  exactly 
what  we  would  do  again,  if  yns  should  come. 

Let  me  remind  you  again  that  I  am  addressing  myself  to 
the  subject  of  war  profits  in  the  field  of  finance  only.  I 
am  not  rti«r»iMwing  profits  from  commerce  and  industry,  but 

what  I  am  saying  now  applies  to  profits  resulting  from 
financing  war  under  a  system  of  tax-exempt  bonds. 

rBonrs  rmoM  ansa  nmautsT  katkb  ai»d  tax  kxkicpttow 

Ordinarily  In  peacetimes  the  Wg  bankers  are  glad  to  get 
2  percent  interest,  or  even  less,  on  their  money  with  the  privi- 
lege of  tax  exemption,  but  along  comes  a  war,  and  instead  of 
getUng  a  lower  rate  of  interest  in  order  to  pay  their  rfiare 

Of  the  burdens  of  war,  they  get  double  the  amount  of  Inter- 
est and  still  enjoy  exemption  from  taxation. 

In  most  cases  the  big  financial  faced  no  physical  dangers 
in  the  World  War  and  received  twice  as  much  for  their  money 
as  they  could  get  in  normal  times.  Therefore,  it  would  be  to 
their  Interest  to  want  war.  ^ould  It  not?  Tliey  could  afford 
to  spend  some  money  in  paid  propaganda  in  order  to  Jingo 
up  thCWar  spirit  and  stiU  make  a  profit  out  of  war. 

I  am  not  accusing  anyone  of  anything.  I  am  simply  stat- 
ing the  facts,  and  these  facte  are  that  under  our  system  of 
war  finance  a  rich  man  receives  twice  as  much  interest  for 
lending  his  money  as  he  does  in  peacetimes.  I  am  further 
saying  that  he  Is  permitted  to  keep  all  of  this  war  profit  and 
that  this  Government  cannot  touch  a  dime  of  it  by  taxation. 

According  to  the  Treasury  Department,  it  is  estimated  in 
round  figures  that  we  have  paid  already  In  Interest  on  the 
war  bonds  up  to  1934,  $12,000,000,000,  and  we  cannot  touch  a 
dime  of  this  $12,000,000,000  by  taxation  because  it  is  tar. 
exempt.  And  remember,  that  estimate  was  only  up  to 
1934,  and  this  Is  1940.  But  the  Treasury  Department  was 
unable  to  give  me  an  estimate  of  how  much  it  would  be  now 
because  most  of  those  bonds  have  been  refinanced. 
novTTB  fsoac  usooitmted  bokds 

The  profite  resulting  from  high  interest  on  tax-exempt 
bonds  represent  only  one  phase  of  the  profite  which  the  big 
bankers  enjoy.  A  second  manner  in  which  they  profiteered 
was  by  purchasing  Liberty  bonds  from  poor  people  at  a  great 
discount  and  benefiting  by  that  discount. 

Thousands  and  thousands  of  soldiers  in  the  training  camps 
purchased  Uberty  bonds  on  the  installment  plan  and  paid 
for  them  out  of  their  soldier's  pay,  but  very  few  of  those  sol- 
diers were  financially  able  to  hold  their  bonds.  Therefore, 
they  sold  them  at  a  discount.  Those  bonds  woimd  up  in  the 
hands  of  the  Wg  bankers,  who  were  able  to  buy  them  at  a 

great  loss  to  the  soldiers.  A  discount  of  20  cents  on  the  dol- 
lar was  not  imusual.  This  iMt)fit  was  enjoyed  by  the  big 
financier  and  the  corresponding  loss  was  borne  by  the  soldier. 

Thousands  of  wage  earners  who  were  unable  to  spare  the 
money  from  their  pay  checks  were  forced  by  pressure  of  one 
kind  or  another  to  buy  bonds  they  were  not  able  to  keep,  and 
consequently,  as  soon  as  the  bonds  were  paid  for  they  were 
discounted  and  sold  to  people  of  more  means  who  profited  at 
the  loss  of  these  wage  earners. 

Not  only  were  soldiers  and  wage  earners  forced  to  sell 
bonds  at  a  great  sacrifice  to  themselves  and  profit  to  those  of 
more  means,  but  thousands  of  farmers  and  small-business 
men  were  forced  by  pressure  of  one  kind  or  another  to  bor- 
row money  at  the  banks  at  high  rates  of  interest  and  buy 
bonds  which  they  were  not  able  to  hold  but  which  they  dis- 
.counted  and  sold  to  the  banker  in  order  to  pay  him  the  money 
they  had  borrowed.  Then  by  raking  and  scraping  they  paid 
the  difference  between  the  note  and  the  discounted  bond,  ac- 
cepting the  loss  as  a  part  of  their  patriotic  duty  to  the 
Government. 

Most  of  what  I  am  saying  needs  no  substantiation  because 
it  is  still  fresh  in  the  minds  of  those  who  were  of  age  at  ttiat 
time  But  I  wish  to  quote  from  Mr.  Nathaniel  R.  Whitney, 
who  has  written  a  book  entitled  "Sale  of  War  Bonds  in  Iowa." 
This  book  evidently  was  carefully  prepared,  since  there  are 
many  footnotes  which  refer  to  the  source  of  authority  from 
which  Mr.  Whitney  has  drawn  his  information. 


I  quote  from  page  ISO: 

If  the  Indlvldxial  protested  that  he  waa  unable  to  pay  for  the 
bonds,  the  answer  was.  "the  banks  will  enable  you  to  do  It."  If 
b«  objected  that  the  rate  of  Interest  he  would  have  to  pay  the 
banks  was  higher  than  the  rate  on  the  bonds  the  retort  was 
-me  amount  you  lose  In  the  way  of  interest  Is  merely  a  tax  which 

you  can  well  afford  to  contribute  to  the  Ctovernment  in  this  pertod." 
Agaln  on  page  142.  he  said: 

It  was  reported  that  20  of  these  returned  soldiers  and  sailors 
called  on  one  man  who  had  bought  only  a  hundred  dollars'  worth  of 
bonds  during  the  flrrt  four  loan  campaigns,  but  had  scalped  $3,400 
worth  at  from  80  to  96  cents  on  the  dollar. 

There  were  some  who  aggressively  sought  the  opportunity 
to  buy  liberty  bonds  at  a  discount.  While  I  was  at  Qamp 
Dix.  N.  J.,  I  heard  that  there  were  certain  scalpers  who  would 
buy  these  bonds  and  pay  the  soldiers  cash,  provided  the 
bonds  were  sufficiently  dlscoimted.  but  most  of  the  purchase 
of  discounted  bonds  was  by  bankers, 

I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  bankers  asked  for  the 
discount  but  rather  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  the  people 
who  were  unable  to  hold  these  bonds  asked  the  bankers  to 
take  the  bonds  off  their  hands  and  offered  a  liberal  discount 
as  an  incentive.  But  no  matter  which  way  It  happened  the 
result  was  the  same,  and  that  result  was  more  profite  for 
the  rich  and  greater  burdens  for  the  poor. 

PBOITTS  FROM  IKBTAIXMn*T  BUT'IMO 

Then  again,  not  only  did  the  financiers  profit  from  double- 
interest  rates,  tax  exemption,  and  discounted  bonds,  but  they 
profited  from  the  system  of  installment  buying. 

R)r  example,  let  us  say,  Molly  Smith,  who  was  a  stenog- 
rapher, bought  a  $50  bond,  paid  $1  down,  and  was  to  pay  $1 
a  week  for  49  weeks  imtil  the  bond  was  paid  for. 

The  Government  asked  the  banks  to  help  in  the  sale  of 
these  bonds  and  I  wish  to  say  that  I  believe  most  of  the 
bankers  deserve  praise  for  the  patriotic  manner  In  which 
they  assisted  the  Government,  and  what  I  say  is  not  intended 
as  sharp  criticism  of  individuals,  but  the  facts  stand  as  a 
criticism  of  the  system. 

The  Liberty  Loan  organization  put  great  pressing  on  the 
banks  to  get  their  quotas  in  for  their  commimitles  before 
the  dead  line.  Therefore,  the  banker.  In  order  to  turn  in  his 
quota  before  the  dead  line,  paid  for  Molly  Smith's  bond  him- 
self and  looked  to  Molly  Smith  to  finish  the  installment  pay- 
mente.  But  In  order  to  make  himself  secure  he  purchased 
the  bond  in  the  name  of  the  bank,  or  loaned  Molly  Smith  $49 
and  took  the  Uberty  bond  as  security.  All  of  which  no  doubt 
was  done  in  good  faith  and  in  a  spirit  of  patriotism. 

Then  sometWng  happened  to  change  all  of  Molly  Smith's 
plans  and  she  stopped  making  paymente  on  the  bond.  The 
result  was  Molly  Smith  lost  the  money  she  had  paid  down 
on  the  bond,  and  the  bank  profited  by  her  loss. 

In  some  cases  kind  family  bankers  protected  their  cUente 
from  loss  of  this  kind,  but  In  the  excitement  of  the  times 
there  were  many  small  bondholders  who  lost  in  this  manner, 
and  their  loss  was  somelxxly  else's  gain. 

PBorrr  bt  nrrLATioM 

Then,  again,  not  only  did  the  war  financiers  profit  because 
of  double  interest,  tax  exemption,  discount  of  bonds,  and  the 
installment-buying  plan,  but  perhaps  their  greatest  profite 
came  because  of  inflation,  which  resulted  hi  the  Government 
borrowing  50-cent  dollars  and  paying  back  160-cent  dollars. 

Inflation  always  accompanies  war,  and  deflation  always 
follows  war.  Therefore  a  system  of  financing  such  as  the 
one  we  used  In  the  World  War  is  made  to  order  for  Wall 

Street.  ^        _, 

By  the  time  the  Government  launched  ite  borrowing  cam- 
paign, inflation  was  in  full  swing.  A  dollar  then  would  buy 
only  half  of  what  it  would  in  normal  times.  Consequently 
the  Government  borrowed  50-cent  dollars  and  with  these 
50-cent  dollars  was  able  to  purchase  only  50  cente'  worth  of 
materials.  The  war  ended  and  the  after-war  slump  came. 
Prices  hit  the  bottom  about  the  time  these  bonds  were  paid 
off  as  the  Government  started  calling  them  In  1932.  A 
dollar  then  would  buy  at  least  150  cente'  worth  of  com- 
modities. 
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Therefore  the  man  who  had  loaned  the  most  had  profited 
the  most.  There  was  a  tremendous  profit  of  unearned  incre- 
ment for  the  Wall  Street  bankers  as  a  result  of  our  system 
of  flnandng  war.  The  small  investor  did  not  benefit  by  this 
because  the  bonds  were  out  of  his  hands  long  before  they 
came  due. 

When  the  call  came  for  the  boys  to  Ifiy  aside  their  busi- 
nesses and  leave  their  jobs  ahd  serve  their  country,  they 
unhesitatingly  responded,  believing  in  their  hearts  that 
everybody  in  America  was  sharing  in  the  sacrifice  necessary 
to  win  the  war. 

The  boy  who  had  a  job  which  paid  him  $10  a  day  where  he 
was  safe  and  secure  did  not  hesitate  to  take  his  place  in  the 
Army  at  a  dollar  a  day  and  a  chance  to  die,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  everybody  in  the  United  States  was  ready  to 
make  similar  sacrifices.  He  did  ndt  dream  that  there  were 
those  who  would  turn  the  war  to  profits  for  themselves. 

The  war  cost  America  $30,000,000,000.  Only  about  5  per- 
cent of  that  went  to  the  pay  of  soldiers,  and  every  soldier  who 
served  in  the  Army  not  only  accepted  the  risk  of  physical 
danger  but  took  an  economic  loss  in  order  to  serve  his  coun- 
try. Every  soldier  took  a  financial  loss  by  being  in  the 
service.  The  average  loss  to  each  soldier  was  $2,500.  I  arrive 
at  that  by  taking  the  average  period  of  service  at  a  dollar 
a  day  which  the  soldier  received  and  comparing  that  with  $7 
a  day  which  he  could  have  received  at  day  labor  had  he 
stayed  out  of  the  service  and  accepted  civilian  pay. 

But  it  is  said  that  you  cannot  pay  for  patriotism.  I  agrce^ — 
you  cannot  pay  for  patriotism,  but  because  you  cannot  pay 
for  it,  there  is  no  reason  why  you  should  penalize  it. 

We.  as  the  soldiers  of  America,  were  willing  to  make  an 
economic  sacrifice.  We  were  also  willing  to  accept  the 
physical  dangers  of  war,  but  it  shocked  our  patriotism  when 
we  came  home  and  learned  that  22,000  millionaires  had  been 
made  out  of  a  war  that  cost  our  buddies  in  blood  and  money. 

Therefore  the  ex-service  man  has  the  full  conviction  that 
the  Government  should  concern  itself  with  a  plan  for 
financing  war  without  profiteering. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  indict  the  old  system  of 
financing  war  because  it  guarantees  profiteering  and  thereby 
offers  an  incentive  to  war. 

IMDICTMEMT    NO.     2:     I    INDICT    THS    OLD    SYSTEM    OF       FINANCING    WAB 
■BCAUSI  IT  ACCMENTS  AND  ACCELERATES  tNTLATION 

In  the  first  place,  in  order  to  sell  the  Liberty  Loan  bonds, 
the  Interest  rates  were  increased  over  peacetime  rates.  Natu- 
rally, such  a  general  increase  in  interest  rates  resulted  in  the 
increase  of  the  cost  of  financing  business,  and  this  was  im- 
mediately refiected  in  a  rise  in  the  general  price  level. 

But  the  greatest  cause  of  inflation  was  the  great  expansion 
of  credit  by  a  pyramiding  process;  that  is.  an  individual 
would  borrow  money  with  which  to  buy  a  bond  and  then  for 
the  next  bond  issue  he  would  borrow  money  on  the  first  bond 
with  which  to  buy  his  second  bond,  and  then  for  the  third 

bond  issue  he~~would  borrow  money  on  tiis  second  bond  with 

which  to  buy  the  third  bond,  and  so  on  until  the  result  was  a 
pyramid  of  bonds  which  had  no  actual  security  back  of  them. 
Tlie  result  of  such  a  tremendous  expansion  of  unsecured 
credit  was  Immediate  and  uncontrolled  inflation. 

Such  Inflation  threw  the  Government  into  a  vicious  upward 

spiral  because  each  loan  decreased  the  purchasing  power  of 
the  money  borrowed  in  the  previous  loan.  This,  of  course, 
made  it  necessary  for  the  Government  to  borrow  more  than 
would  otherwise  have  l>een  necessary.  In  other  words,  it  pre- 
vented the  Goverrunent  from  getting  value  received  for  its 
money.  This,  of  course,  resulted  in  big  profits  for  the 
financiers  and  heavy  taxes  for  the  people. 

Therefore  this  system  of  financing  war  should  be  replaced 
by  a  system  which  will  give  the  Government  some  measure  of 
control  over  inflation. 

INDICTMENT     NO.     3:     I    INDICT    THE    OLD     STSTEM     OF     riNANCINC     WAR 
BECAX7SS  rr  MAKES  THE  MCft  RICHER  AND  THE  POOR  POORER 

War  does  not  create  wealth,  but  destroys  it.  Therefore, 
when  some  profit  from  war,  others  must  suffer  a  double  loss. 

That  means  that  we  have  an  unjust  system  for  financing 
war  which  places  a  premium  on  war  and  a  penalty  on  peace 


from  the  standpoint  of  the  money  lender,  and  thereby  places 
a  double  burden  upon  the  poor  and  average  citizens  who  must 
pay  this  profit  by  the  sweat  of  their  brow,  and  upon  the 
soldiers  who  must  pay  this  profit  in  flesh  and  blood. 

It  was  argued  during  the  war  that  these  pressure  campaigns 
were  a  good  thing  because  they  forced  our  people  to  save. 
It  is  true  that  millions  of  poor  people  in  their  patriotic  zeal 
bought  these  bonds. 

But  few  were  able  to  reap  any  beneflts  from  such  purchases. 
In  the  first  place,  the  amounts  that  they  were  able  to  pur- 
chase were  so  small  that  if  they  had  t>een  able  to  keep  the 
bonds  until  they  matured,  the  profits  to  each  individual  would 
have  been  negligible  and  the  amount  saved  would  hardly  have 
compensated  for  the  sacrifice  which  was  made  in  order  to 
purchase  the  bonds. 

But,  as  pointed  out  here  before,  these  purchasers  were  notr 
able  to  keep  the  bonds  and  they  accordingly  sold  them,  in 
most  cases  at  a  loss.  Therefore  the  facts  do  not  support  the 
argument  that  all  of  these  poor  people  were  helped  by  the 
bond  issues. 

Furthermore,  while  the  profit  on  each  one  of  these  small 
bonds  was  negligible,  so  far  as  each  of  these  small  purchasers 
was  concerned,  yet  when  all  of  these  small  bonds  finally 
gravitated  toward  the  hands  of  the  big  purchaser,  the  total 
of  the  small  profits  aggregated  a  tremendous  profit  for  the 
big  pin-chaser.  Therefore  this  system  makes  the  rich  richer 
and  the  poor  poorer. 

nroiCTMENT  NO.  4 :  am.  president,  i  Dfricr  thk  old  stsitm  of  financ- 
ing WAR  AGAIN  BECAUSE  FT  IS  UNFAIR,   tTNJUST,   AND  UNSYSTEMATIC 

There  was  no  uniform  method  of  determining  how  much 
each  person  should  lend.  There  was  no  imiform  system  by 
which  each  person's  ability  to  lend  might  be  judged.  There 
was  no  yardstick  for  gaging  the  financial  ability  of  each  indi- 
vidual to  lend  to  the  Government. 

There  were  as  many  different  standards  of  determining  the 
amount  that  each  individual  should  lend  as  there  were  dif- 
ferent liberty-loan  committees.  It  was  left  to  each  com- 
mittee to  determine  how  many  dollars'  worth  of  Ixjnds.  in 
the  opinion  of  the  committee,  each  individual  should  buy. 
The  quota  assigned  to  each  individual  was  based  generally 
upon  guesswork.  Sometimes  the  estimates  placed  by  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  were  infiuenced  by  prejudice,  particu- 
larly in  the  case  of  foreign-bom  citizens.  A  general  state  of 
excitement  prevailed  at  the  time  l)ecause  of  the  war  and  the 
estimates  of  the  conunittees  were  influenced  by  their  over- 
wrought feelings. 

Then,  again,  the  Individual  who  owned  phjrsical  property 
which  could  not  be  hidden  was  at  a  disadvantage  as  compared 
to  his  wealthier  neighbor  who  had  investments  in  intangible 
assets. 

Any  method  of  raising  money  which  depends  upon  patriot- 
ism, pressure,  profit,  haphazard  guess,  prejudiced  estimate,  or 

Other  arbitrary  methods  of  determining  the  amount  that 
each  individual  should  lend  is  unfair,  unjust,  and  unsyste- 
matic. 

The  old  system  of  financing  war  is  based  upon  caprice,  hys- 
teria, prejudice,  enthusiasm,  threats,  and  pressure  of  all 
description.     Therefore  it  is  bad.  utterly  bad. 

Furthermore,  when  patriotism  is  used  as  a  means  of  selling 
bonds  the  charitable,  the  emotional,  and  the  patriotic  are 
at  a  great  disadvantage  as  compared  to  the  cold-blooded,  the 
business-minded,  and  the  hard-hearted. 

For  example,  old  fathers  and  mothers  who  had  already 
sent  their  sons  to  the  Army  were  emotionally  in  a  frame 
of  mind  which  caused  them  to  subscribe  for  bonds  far  out 
of  proportion  to  their  fair  share,  as  compared  to  the  business- 
man who  had  no  sons  in  the  service. 

Furthermore,  the  romantic  little  stenographer  who  did  not 
owin  a  dollar's  worth  of  property  in  the  world,  and  had 
nothing  but  her  slim  weekly  pay  check,  would  subscribe  for 
bonds  far  out  of  proportion  to  her  fair  share  as  compared  to 
her  employer  who,  by  his  training,  was  accustomed  to  dis- 
counting all  emotional  and  patriotic  appeals  and  making 
every  decision  on  a  cold-blooded  business  basis. 
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It  is  a  wen-known  fact  that  the  poor  are,  as  a  class,  more 
charitable  and  certainly  more  onoUonal  than  the  rich. 
Perhaps  that  Is  the  reason  they  are  poor  and  others  are  rich; 
but.  be  that  as  it  may.  the  poor  and  the  near  poor,  and  even 
the  middle  class,  contributed  from  their  shm  savings  far  out 
of  proporUon  to  their  abiUty.  as  compared  to  that  con- 
tributed by  the  wealthier  class,  and  the  pity  of  it  was  that 
Instead  of  their  sacrifice  at  the  time  resulting  in  a  saving  for 
them  in  the  future  it  resulted  in  a  loss  because,  as  explained 
before,  they  were  unable  to  hold  the  bonds  and  enjoy  the 
fruits  of  their  sacrifice,  but  sold  them  at  a  loss. 

During  one  of  the  loan  campaigns  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  announced  that  a  roU  of  honor  would  be  pubUshed 
of  all  those  banks  which  subscribed  for  5  percent  or  more 
Of  their  total  resources  (p.  7.  Official  BuUetin,  June  14.  1917). 
How  does  this  compare  to  the  subscription  of  an  employee 
who  does  not  have  anything  except  his  meager  salary?  Some 
banks  of  course,  subscribed  more,  but  those  who  subscribed 
only  5  percent  of  their  resources  were  placed  on  an  honor  roll- 

Even  though  soldiers  did  not  own  a  dollar's  worth  of  prop- 
erty in  the  world,  pressure  was  put  upon  them  to  buy  bonds. 
I  know  this  of  my  own  experience,  but  quoUng  from  Mr. 
Whitney's  book,  page  108.  he  says: 

In  the  earlier  loan  drives  It  was  customary  to  «»''  "P^'^j"^ 
•oldler^  to  subscribe,  payments  on  tbeir  bonds  being  deducted  from 
ttelr  wages  Since  the  inccme  which  most  of  them  received,  how- 
evCT^  waf  small,  and  In  the  majority  of  ca««.  deductions  were  fade 
J^waTlnsurance  and  for  allotments  to  be  sent  ^  dependeDts  It 
^  decided  by  the  Treasury  Department  In  the  third  "jd  fo"o'^ 
Sa^palgns^that  soldiers  should  not  be  Esked  to  subscribe.  « 
coL«tho*e  who  wished  to  do  so  and  felt  that  they  could  sJfOTd 
[nJ5^lS?nltted  to  buy  bonds.     (The  Camp  Dodger.  AprU  ». 

"ISilng  the  third  campaign,  without  «>y  «"c»^"°°JJ«  •^J^!," 
m  oLnp  Dcdge  bought  about  $65,000  worth  of  the  bonds.  (The 
Camp  Dodger.  Uay  3.  1918  ) 

It  would  have  been  interesting  to  know  how  many  doUars' 
worth  of  those  bonds  were  In  the  hands  of  the  soldiers  when 
they  were  paid,  and  how  many  dollars'  worth  gravitated  to- 
ward the  financial  centers. 

It  would  also  be  interesting  to  know  what  percent  of  the 
net  worth  of  each  one  of  those  soldiers  their  purchase  repre- 
sented, as  compared  with  the  5  percent  required  of  the  banks. 

Quoting  again  from  the  same  book,  page  111: 

■me  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  tb/e  United  States  during  the  flret 
campaign  urged  that  all  employers  of  Ubor  ahou^  see  that  the 
n^*\£d  deslrabUlty  of  subscribing  for  bonds  was  impressed  upon 
tteS  employees.  It  alao  rofgeated  that  employees  should  be  en- 
««ri^  to  make  wibecrlpttobB  on  the  InstaUment  plan,  the  pay- 
iita  being  taken  out  of  their 
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While  it  may  not  have  been  general,  yet  there  was  a  feeling 
among  the  people  of  moderate  means  that  they  were  buying 
more  bonds  than  the  wealthier  class  in  proportion  to  their 
abiUty  to  pay.  Let  me  quote  again  from  the  same  book, 
page  117: 

In  thla  campaign,  tha  excuse.  '^  have  already  done  my  share 
and  more  In  thTflrst  four  loans."  was  frequently  heard.  Farther- 
more,  it  Is  interesting  to  note  the  extent  to  which  the  prevaUing 

industrial  discontent  and  social  xmrest  had  spread  since  the  foiffth 
loan     Solicitors  more  frequenUy  encountered  such  excuses  as  Tiet 

itoe  rich  buy  tbe  bonds:  ttoey  are  the  ones  who  have  profited  by  the 

w;  the  w4e  earners  and  the  poor  have  been  the  chief  suflerers  m 
this  war." 

Then  asain.  Mr.  Whitney  says,  on  page  122: 

Ouds  or  aUps  were  inserted  In  pay  envelopes; 

This,  of  course,  certainly  amounted  to  pressure  to  force  the 
wage  earner  to  subscribe  to  bonds  with  no  regard  as  to  his 
financial  ability  to  buy  bonds,  as  compared  to  the  employer 
who  Inserted  the  slips  in  the  pay  envelopes. 

Quoting  again  from  Mr.  Whitney,  page  128: 

Third  committees  were  appointed  to  determine  what  consti- 
tuted a  fair  subscription  xislng.  pcrhapa.  taxable  property  or  Income 
aa  a  baata-  and  fourth,  definite  aaaesBmenU  of  the  amount*  to  be 
auhecrlbed'  were  made.  •  •  •  Often.  Indeed,  he  reaented  the 
method  and  felt  that  he  was  treated  unfairly  but  rarely  would  he 
risk  the  public  condemnation  which  could  be  ao  easUy  arouaed 
•gainst  Mm  by  refusing  to  aubacrlbe. 
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Further  i»ovlding  the  point  that  the  quotas  allotted  to 
Individuals  in  many  cases  were  not  in  proportion  to  their 
abUity  to  lend,  I  quote  again  from  Mr.  Whitney  on  page  133: 

Belief-giving  agencies  sometimes  teatllled  that  they  had  been 
compelled  to  Increase  their  grants  because  of  lessened  aaslstance 
to  famlllea  from  relatives  and  friends  who  were  buying  Uberty 
bonds  or  because  of  the  lowering  of  the  standard  of  living  when  a 
famUy  was  forced  to  buy  bonds  out  of  an  InsulBclent  Income. 
Men  and  women  <rf  small  Incomes  sometimes  reported  that  they 
were  falling  in  arrears  because  of  the  deductions  from  their  sala- 
ries on  account  of  Liberty  Loans. 

Sometimes  quotas  were  assigned  to  people  In  groups  which 
made  the  allotments  very  unfair.  For  example,  a  certain 
quota  of  savings  stamps  would  be  assigned  to  a  school,  and 
each  pupil  would  be  required  to  solicit  the  quota  assigned  to 
each  home.  Let  me  read  again  from  Mr.  Whitney's  Ixwk; 
on  page  132  he  says: 

Furthermore,  not  all  children  in  the  public  schools  came  from 
homes  where  there  was  sufficient  money  available  for  the  frequent 
purchase  of  War  Savings  Stamps,  and  the  excessive  pressure  ap- 
plied in  certain  schools  had  unfortunate  results. 

Then  again,  on  page  134.  he  says: 

In  the  schools  the  spirit  of  competition  that  was  aroused  among 
the  chUdren  and  the  methods  which  were  used  to  force  subscrip- 
tions in  some  ouses  resiUted  in  driving  some  of  the  poorer  chUdren 
who  were  unable  to  buy  out  of  the  schools  because  of  the  gibes 
erf  the  other  ptiplls  and  the  efforts  made  by  the  teachers  to  compel 
them  to  subscribe.  Sometimes  chUdren  refused  to  go  to  school 
unless  they  had  money  from  their  parents  to  purchase  thrift 
stamps  or  to  make  payments  on  bonds;  all  this  without  regard 
for  the  fact  that  the  parents  themselves  were  subject  to  the  same 
sort  of  pressure  from  their  employers  and  their  neighbors  (pp. 
886-889.  Survey.  Uarch  22.   1919.) 

Further  proving  the  point  that  assessments  or  quotas  were 
assigned  to  everybody  within  a  certain  group  and  that  such 
assessments  were  without  rhyme  or  reason  or  justice.  I  read 
further  from  page  133  of  Mr.  Whitney's  book: 

The  New  York  Consumers*  League  investigated  women's  wages 
and  living  costs  In  New  York  and  Brooklyn  and  found  considerable 
fault  with  the  Indiscriminate  exertion  of  pressure  on  employees 
to  subscribe  for  bonds.  One  girl,  who  was  getting  tl2  a  week  In  a 
department  store  and  lived  in  one  of  the  subsidized  homes  of  the 
city  in  order  to  make  her  wage  suffice,  was  threatened  with  dis- 
charge If  she  refused  to  subscribe  for  a  bond.  She  purchased  a 
bond  and  In  order  to  meet  the  payments  on  It  had  to  supplement 
her  faming*  by  sewing  In  the  evenings,  working  imtU  13  and  1 
o'clock  at  night  after  standhigi  all  day  at  her  counter.  Another 
girl  paid  a  dollar  a  week  from  her  $8  wage  for  a  bond.  In  order  to 
do  soshe  lived  in  a  cheap  quarter  of  the  city  in  a  room  costing 
•1.50  a  week. 

Multiply  these  by  thousands  of  instances  like  them  and  you 
must  conclude  that  such  a  system  of  raising  money  is  unfair 
and  unjust. 

INDICTMENT  NO.  S:  FtJaTHEl.  1  INDICT  THE  OLD  STBTEM  OF  FINANCINO 
WAR  AS  A  VIOLATION  OF  CnTL  LIBKKTIES  BECAUSE  IT  ENCOUKAGE8  TH* 
USE  or  BXTmALBCAL,  COE«CIVE.  AND  DICTATOSIAL  MKTHOOS  IN  THE  SALS 
or  BONOS 

Coercion,  intimidation,  and  threats  were  frequently  used 

in  order  to  seU  bonds  during  the  World  War.  Kangaroo 
courts  were  established  and  strong-arm  committees  used  ex- 
tralegal methods  to  force  people  to  buy  bonds  4p  amounts 
which  had  been  arbitrarily  determined.  These  strong-arm 
methods  of  selling  bonds  depended  upon  war-inflamed  pas- 

siorLS  of  the  people  for  their  suppwrt. 

The  newspapers  and  magazines  were  filled  with  stories  of 
sabotage  and  stories  of  spies  and  enemy  agents  in  this  coun- 
try Mob  psychology  ruled  almost  every  public  meeting  and 
patriotism  was  heated  to  white  pitch.  PubUc  opinion  sup- 
ported the  loan  committees  in  their  decisions,  no  matter  how 

drastic. 

Injustices  and  inequalities  were  Justified  in  the  minds  of 
the  people  on  the  grounds  that  it  was  war.  If  an  individual 
disagreed  with  the  committee  on  whether  or  not  he  was  able 
to  subscribe  for  bonds,  he  was  looked  upon  as  beinpr  im- 
patriotic.    He  was  branded  "a  slacker"  and  held  up  to  jmblic 

indignities.  ^  w    .w 

Coercion  in  different  forms  and  degrees  was  used  by  these 
high-presstu«  committees.  Threats  implied  and  expressed 
were  used  freely. 
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^^  JThe  Treasury  Department  depended  largely  upon  the  banks 
throughout  the  country  to  sell  the  first  bond  issue.  Let  me 
quote  again  from  Mr.  Whitney's  book,  page  24: 

JuBt  as  voluntary  buying  of  Liberty  bonds  was  rapidly  superseded 
by  what  amounted  to  compulsory  subscription,  so  the  subscription 
for  Treasury  certificates  became  compulsory  for  the  banks.  •  •  • 
In  anticipation  of  the  Third  Liberty  Loan,  however,  instead  of  rely- 
ing on  voluntary  subscriptions,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  urged 
a  uniform  proportionate  contribi'.tion  of  1  percent  of  its  gross  re- 
Bources  from  every  national  bi»uK,  State  bank,  and  trust  company, 
to  be  set  aside  weekly  for  investment  in  these  certificates. 

Again  on  page  86  of  Mr.  Whitney's  book,  he  said: 

Not  all  of  the  banks  were  willing  to  cooperate,  and  some  of 
them  had  to  be  forced  into  line.  Various  methods  were  used  to 
compel  those  who  hung  back  to  do  their  share. 

Continuing  on  page  87: 

Moreover,  considerable  Indirect  pressure  was  brought  to  bear  on 
the  banks:  those  which  failed  to  give  every  assistance  possible  In 
floating  the  loans  were  given  to  xinderstand  that  they  might  be 
denied  any  help  in  time  of  need  from  the  Reserve  banks  or  from 
their  fellow  bankers  and  the  reluctant  banks  feared  that  if  their 
names  should  appear  on  a  list  as  having  failed  to  subscribe  they 
would  undoubtedly  lose  greatly  in  prestige  and  In  biisiness  In 
their  community.  On  November  24.  1917.  Mi.  Kneath.  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  chairman  of  the  Iowa  Liberty  Loan  Committee,  sent 
a  list  of  the  total  subscriptions  received  through  the  various 
banks  in  each  county  to  the  county  chairmen  with  Instructions 
that  they  have  the  list  printed  In  their  local  papers  and  kept  on 
hand  for  future  reference.  The  purpose,  of  course,  was  to  "show 
up"  the  banks  that  had  not  sent  In  any  subscriptions  or  had  sent 
In  what  were  considered  inadequate  subscriptions. 

This  same  system  of  pressure  was  applied  to  banks  all 
over  the  United  States.  Not  only  was  pressure  used  on  the 
bankers  but  it  was  used  even  to  a  greater  degree  in  other 
fields. 

There  were  many  Instances  where  employers  announced  to 
their  employees  that  they  were  expected  to  do  their  duty 
and  their  duty  was  the  quota  prescribed  by  a  committee. 
This,  of  course,  was  an  indirect  threat  of  the  loss  of  em- 
ployment. 

The  passions  of  the  people  were  so  inflamed  that  a  nmior 
of  pro-German  sympathy,  even  though  it  may  have  been 
untrue,  caused  them  to  resort  to  extreme  methods  of  forc- 
ing the  purchase  of  bonds.  According  to  a  writer  in  the 
Atlantic  Monthly  (vol.  CXXHI,  pp.  99-105)  this  pressure  be- 
came so  severe  in  Wisconsin  as  to  merit  the  term  "Prussian- 
ization."  In  Iowa  the  editor  of  the  Iowa  Homestead,  Au- 
gust 22,  1918,  spoke  of  the  campaign  period  as  a  "reign  of 
terror."  On  a  later  date  The  New  Repu"bUc.  March  29, 
1919,  described  the  means  of  pressure  used  in  Iowa  under 
the  title  "Borrowing  With  a  Club." 

In  most  cases  the  pressure  to  subscribe,  backed  by  the 
fear  of  public  opinion,  caused  most  individuals  to  subscribe 
without  hesitation.  The  kangaroo-court  methods  were 
even  worse  than  the  methods  to  which  I  have  already  re- 
ferred. Again  quoting  from  Mr.  Whitney's  book,  page  134, 
he  says: 

These  (kangaroo  courts)  were  given  various  names,  such  as  the 
"Incognito  Military  Court"  of  Sioux  City,  organized  during  the 
third  loan  campaign,  and  the  "Loyalty  Court,"  in  Cedar  Rapids, 
during  the  fourth  loan  campaign,  but  in  most  conununities  they 
were  known  as  slacker  courts  or  simply  courts.  In  organization 
they  ranged  all  the  way  from  one  or  two  men  to  a  group  of  10 
or  more,  and  their  methods  varied  from'  amicable  conference  to 
the  use  of  legal  terms  and  pseudo-legal  forms  of  procedure  (Lib- 
erty Loan  Courts  in  History  of  War  Activities  in  Scott  County 
Iowa,  pp.  60-62). 

A  good  idea  of  the  organization  and  methods  of  these  courts 
can  be  obtained  from  a  speech  entitled  "Recruiting."  made  bv 
Kmmet  Tlnley  in  1918.  (Proceedings  of  the  Iowa  State  Bar  As- 
sociation, vol.  24.  1918.  pp.  127-137.)  Mr.  Tinley  described  the 
court  at  CouncU  Bluffs,  of  whlcl/Vhe  was  a  member.  It  was  com- 
posed of  10  men.  •  •  •  A  special  form  of  summons  was  made 
use  of  and.  according  to  Mr.  Tlnley,  out  of  400  simmioned  not 
one   failed   to   appear. 

Those  who  were  summoned  were  ordered  to  bring  with  them  a 
Btatement  of  all  property  and  debts.  The  members  of  this  court 
•sserted  complete  and  final  Jvirlsdictlon.  though  they  relied  to  a 
large  extent  upon  persuasion  and  explanation.  Mr  Tlnley  described 
the  methods  in  the  following  words:  ^^ 

"POT  instance,  you  may  have  before  you  a  slacker  engaged  In 
mercantUe  business  and  enjoying  real  prosperity.  He  perhaps  may 
De  defiant  and  arbitrarily  contend  that  the  purchase  of  $200  of 


bonds  is  his  full  share  when  you  feel  he  should  have  taken  10  times 
that  amount.  Just  show  him  the  picture  of  a  real  patriot;  a  widow 
whose  only  son  Is  in  the  Army  and  who  now  washes  for  a  living  in 
order  that  she  may  use  the  allotment  she  receives  to  help  pay  for 
•500  of  her  Government's  bonds.  Then  ask  his  permission  to  take 
his  picture  and  the  picture  of  his  store  and  his  automobiles  an0  his 
home  in  order  that  you  may  present  the  contrast  at  the  next  patri- 
otic meeting,  by  throwing  the  pictiires  of  the  two  characters  on  the 
screen  with  appropriate  inscriptions.  It  is  siurprislng  how  quickly 
he  wiU  see  the  light." 

Then  again,  an  unofficial  court  was  established  in  Waterloo, 
Iowa,  as  an  adjunct  of  the  Service  League,  with  P.  C.  Piatt  as 
judge.    Quoting  again  from  Mr.  Whitney's  book,  page  138:    . 

The  proceedings  were  carried  on  very  much  as  in  a  formal  trial, 
and  It  was  said  that  in  all  but  three  of  the  many  hundreds  of  cases 
disposed  of.  the  Judgment  of  the  covurt  was  carried  out.  In  most 
of  the  cases  before  the  court  aU  that  was  needed  was  "a  little  ex- 
planation of  an  educational  nature."  If  persons  under  investiga- 
tion failed  to  appear  when  notified  the  sheriff  is  said  to  have  served 
notice  upon  them,  and  if  they  then  failed  he  brought  them  In  and 
the  costs  were  levied  upon  them.  Apparently  the  power  of  the 
sheriff  to  compel  them  to  appear  before  an  extralegal  court  of  this 
sort  was  not  questioned. 

In  addition  to  kangaroo-court  methods  of  coercion,  the  com- 
mittees resorted  to  the  use  of  boycott.  Quoting  again  from 
Mr.  Whitney's  book,  page  140: 

James  M.  Pierce  described  an  Incident  which  occurred  In  a  north- 
ern Iowa  town  where  a  family  which  had  refused  to  subscribe  for 
bonds  was  said  to  have  been  boycotted.  Cattle  they  had  ready  to 
ship  were  driven  out  of  the  local  stockyards  and  scattered  through- 
out the  country.  liOcal  banks  in  which  they  were  stockholders 
forced  them  to  sell  their  shares.  A  yellow  monument  was  erected  In 
the  center  of  the  town  with  the  names  of  all  the  members  of  the 
family  Inscribed  on  it.  Threats  were  said  to  have  been  made  to 
burn  their  house  and  barn  (Iowa  Homestead,  August  22,  1918). 

Mr.  President,  I  have  quoted  extensively  from  Mr.  Whitney's 
book,  which  deals  specifically  with  Iowa,  but  what  was  true  in 
Iowa  was  true  in  every  State  of  the  Union.  Most  every  per- 
son who  is  old  enough  can  remember  incidents  similar  to  the 
ones  to  which  I  have  referred,  which  make  it  unnecessary  to 
accumulate  further  evidence  to  prove  that  the  old  method  of 
financing  war  allows  of  extralegal,  coercive,  and  dictatorial 
methods,  which  depend  upon  threats,  pressure,  and  intimi- 
dation for  success. 

INDICTMENT  NO.  6:  THIN  AGAIN,  MR.  PRESTOENT.  I  INOTCT  THE  OLD 
METHOD  or  FINANCING  WAK  AS  BnNC  CLUMSY,  WASTEFUL,  AND 
INEFnCIZNT 

It  depends  upon  high-pressure  methods  of  salesmanship. 
It  is  not  a  system,  but  a  hit-and-miss  method  of  raising  money 
by  flamboyant  fanfare.  Using  the  World  War  as  an  example, 
there  was  great  duplication  of  effort,  overlapping  of  territory, 
and  lack  of  concentrated  energies.  In  most  cases,  it  depended 
upon  voluntary  help,  which  was  sporadic  and  spasmodic, 
according  to  the  temper  of  the  time. 

Before  the  war  finished  the  Liberty  loan  campaigns  finally 
did  settle  down  to  some  degree  of  organization,  but  only  after 
enough  undirected  energy  had  been  wasted  to  have  accom- 
plished the  entire  job. 

CAMPAIGN   WAS   EXPENSIVE 

If  it  were  possible  to  total  up  the  entire  cost  of  the  Liberty- 
loan  campaigns,  it  would  be  a  staggering  amount.  If  we  were 
able  to  add  up  all  of  the  time  which  was  contributed  by  the 
great  army  of  workers  and  add  to  that  the  amount  of  money 
donated  by  the  local  committees:  then  if  we  could  add  to  that 
the  cost  of  the  artists'  talent  which  was  donated;  then  if  we 
could  total  up  the  cost  of  the  services  of  entertainers,  singers, 
actresses,  and  so  forth,  the  figure  would  be  appalling. 

But  because  it  was  donated  we  figure  it  did  not  cost  any- 
thing, but  it  did  cost  something.  Not  only  did  the  people  of 
the  United  States  respond  to  the  call  to  purchase  Liberty 
bonds  in  a  patriotic  manner  but  they  gave  of  their  time  and 
money  to  the  campaign  itself.  Most  of  them  were  generous  to 
the  point  of  sacrifice  in  order  -to  make  that  campaign 
successful.  .  " 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  pause  long  enough  in  my  argument 
at  this  pomt  to  pay  high  tribute  to  the  great  patriots  whose 
efforts  brought  success  to  the  Liberty-bond  campaign  Ex- 
cept  for  their  courage  and  unfaltering  efforts,  such  a  giganUc 
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task  never  could  have  been  accomplished.  In  fact,  there  were 
many  sensible  and  patriotic  citizens  who  did  not  beUeve  it 
could  be  done,  but  great  men  like  Secretory  of  the  Treasuir 
WUliam  Q.  McAdoo  and  Cartsr  Glass  said  that  it  could  be 
done.  To  their  aid  came  one  of  the  greatest  armies  of  patri- 
oUc  workers  ever  assembled.  To  their  aid  came  great  actors, 
like  Mary  Pickford  and  Charlie  Chaplin.  To  their  aid  came 
great  Industrial  and  financial  leaders.  To  their  aid  came  the 
rank-and-file  citizens  of  America  and  accomplished  the  seem- 
ingly impossible.  Therefore,  I  pause  In  my  argument  to  pay 
tribute  to  them  for  the  successful  accomplishment  of  that 

But  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  it  was  a  noWe  accomplishment. 
It  does  not  change  the  fact  that  It  was  accomplished  at  great 
waste  and  loss  of  energy,  not  because  of  the  men  and  women 
who  gave  their  services  but  for  the  want  of  a  system. 

Under  the  direction  of  men  and  women  of  lesser  courage. 
patrloUsm.  and  abiUty.  it  could  not  have  been  accomplished 
at  all,  because  it  is  a  disjototed.  unsystematic,  illogical  method 
of  raising  money. 

Cards  advertising  the  loan  appeared  in  street  cars  in  3,200 
Cities  and  towns,  "niese  cards  were  furnished  without  cost  to 
the  Government.  Also  electric  signboards  were  furnished 
fr«e  of  charge.  Free  advertisements  were  contributed  on 
5  000  metal  billboards,  and  also  without  cost  to  the  Govern- 
ment. There  appeared  before  milUons  of  persons  every  day 
on  the  screens  of  moUon-picture  houses  the  exortotion.  "Buy 
a  Liberty  bond." 

Now  in  addition  to  all  the  time  and  energy  and  material 
and  services  and  money  that  was  donated  by  the  milUons  of 
patriots  in  order  to  sell  the  bonds,  let  us  consider  some  of  the 
concrete  expenses  which  vfGce  not  absoriaed  by  donaUon. 

One  of  the  features  which  most  of  us  remember  of  those 
campaigns  was  the  lavish  use  of  posters  and  placards.  Uncle 
Bam  or  the  Goddess  of  Uberty  stared  at  us  from  every  win- 
dow and  billtx)ard. 

In  the  first  loan  drive.  It  was  the  expressed  intention  to 
have  one  or  more  of  such  posters  in  every  bank  and  shop 
window  in  the  United  States.  In  addiUon  two  full-size  dis- 
play sheets  were  prepared  few  11,000  billboards. 

Every  railway  and  streetcar  station  was  papered  with 
posters.  The  Treasury  Department,  for  the  second  campaign, 
awarded  contracts  for  4,000.000  posters  in  8  designs  and 
500  000  window  cards  of  one  design.  These  designs  were  se- 
lected from  more  than  150  sketches  submitted  In  competition. 
(Official  bulletin,  September  5,  1917.  p.  2.) 

Then  during  the  third  loan  drive,  seven  tons  of  mail  mat- 
ter advertising  the  Uberty  Loan  were  sent  out  daily.  Includ- 
ing Sundays,  for  distribution  in  the  Seventh  Federal  Reserve 
district  alone— seven  tons  daily,  including  Sunday,  for  the 
Seventh  Federal  Reserve  district  alone.  One  poster  for  every 
25  persons  was  displayed  in  streetcars,  office  buildings,  and 
other  public  places. 

More  than  one  piece  of  liberty  Loan  advertising  matter  for 
every  man.  woman,  and  child  In  the  United  States  was  sent 
out  during  the  campaign. 

It  was  estimated  that  during  this  campaign.  7,000.000 
posters  42  000,000  poster  stamps.  5,000,000  motor  windshield 
iwsters!  5.000.000  Boy  Scout  folders,  12,000.000  farmers'  cir- 
culars 12,000.000  buttons,  8,000,000  Liberty  Loan  primers, 
300.000  Boy  Scout  primers,  2,000,000  source  books,  and  about 
10,000.000  miscellaneous  Items  were  distributed.  (Weekly 
Press  Matter,  Treasury  Department,  Bureau  of  Publicity,  No. 
61,  September  18,  1918.) 

Now  I  wish  to  r«ad  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
•Report  on  the  Expenses  of  the  Campaign,  which,  of  course, 
includes  only  such  expenses  as  were  not  donated. 

First  Liberty  Ixjan:  For  publicity  only $274,164.98 

Second  Liberty  Loan:  For  pubUclty  only SJ'5Ji  5? 

Third  Uberty  Loan:  Por  publicity  only V2?It?  S 

PVnirth  Liberty  Loan:  Por  publicity  only It^nSS 

FUtto  Victory  Loan:  For  pubUclty  only 8.  693. 748.  64 

Grand  total  coat  of  pubUclty  only  for  5  Liberty 
Loan  drlvM ••  ^°^'  "^^  ^^ 
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This  figure  of  $8,553,028.76  represents  the  cost  of  publicity 
alone  in  the  Liberty-bond  campaigns.  Now  let  us  examine 
the  entire  cost  of  these  compalgns,  Including  all  Items  of 
expense  to  the  Government,  but  not  including,  of  course, 
money,  services,  and  materials  which  were  donated: 

First  Uberty  Loan  campaign  expenditures •f'SiSJ  S 

Second  Uberty  Loan  campaign  erpendltures 6, 308.  »«3.  M 

Third  Uberty  Loan  campaign  expenditures :2' A=n' 1,5  To 

Poxirth  Uberty  Loan  campaign  expenditures *7ii^So«  io 

Fifth  Victory  Loan  campaign  expenditures 11.999,880.73 

Grand  total   expenditures  f or  aU   6   Uberty 

Loan  campaigns 46,348,910.13 

It  Is  not  my  intenUon  in  listing  these  expenditures  to  criU- 
cize  the  amount  of  the  expenditure.  It  appears  to  be  very 
modest  when  we  consider  the  task  which  was  accomplished. 
However,  if  we  could  total  up  the  amounts  of  energy,  ma- 
terial, and  services  which  were  donated  and  add  them  to  this 
figure,  it  would  make  an  impressive  expenditure. 

But  I  do  want  to  center  attention  on  the  fact  that  the 
voluntary  system  of  financing  war  requires  a  considerable 
outlay  of  money  in  addition  to  a  vast  amount  of  lost  moUon 
and  duplication  of  effort. 
Ufwcnairr  wo.  i:  ruKTHOuau,  Ma.  president,  i  n*i>icT  thx  ou> 

MTTHOO    or    FINANCING    WA*    BT    THX   VOLUNTARY    SALX    OT    BONDS    B>- 
CAUSX  IT  BREAKS  DOWN  WHEN  IT  IS  MOST   NEEDED 

To  prevent  profiteering  and  to  prevent  injustices  during 
wartime  is  very  desirable,  but  the  most  important  obJecUve 
of  all  is  to  win  the  war.  Everything  else  must  be  of  sec- 
ondary consideration  to  the  obJecUve  of  winning  the  war. 

When  a  nation  goes  to  war,  it  proceeds  on  the  general  as- 
sumption that  if  it  loses  the  war  it  loses  everything.  There- 
fore it  must  win  the  war  at  all  costs.  To  win  the  war  is  of 
primary  importance. 

Two  things  are  necessary  to  win  a  war — ^men  and  money. 
If  you  are  able  to  provide  the  men  but  unable  to  provide  the 
money,  you  cannot  win  the  war. 

A  government  must  be  able  to  supply  its  own  needs.  If 
we  were  able  to  provide  an  army  of  10.000,000  fighting  men 
and  were  unable  to  arm,  clothe,  and  feed  them,  we  would 
be  as  defenseless  as  the  Chinese  are  today.  China  has  the 
largest  population  in  the  world,  and  from  the  standpoint  of 
manpower  coxild  mobilize  the  greatest  army  in  the  world, 
but  she  is  unable  to  arm  and  equip  that  army.  Therefore 
she  is  at  the  utter  mercy  of  a  much  smaller  nation. 

The  power  is  written  Into  our  Constitution  "to  provide  for 
the  common  defense."  This  means  that  our  Government  has 
power  to  supply  its  needs  in  times  of  war.  It  means  that  our 
Government  has  the  inherent  and  constitutional  power  to 
mobilize  every  man,  woman,  and  child  for  national  defense. 
It  means  that  ovu  Government  has  the  power  to  commandeer 
an  Industrial  and  natural  resources;  that  it  has  power  to 
utilize  every  dollar  of  the  Nation's  wealth  for  the  national 

defense  If  necessary.  ^  .^  *  .,  *w     »,  *.^ 

In  other  words,  because  it  is  assumed  that  if  the  Nation 
loses  the  war,  it  loses  everything,  the  Government  Is  there- 
fore empowered  to  use  everything  to  win  the  war. 

VOLTJNTAaT    MXTHOD    UNKDJABL* 

We  learned  a  long  time  ago  that  the  voluntary  method  of 
raising  an  army  was  inefficient,  unreliable,  and  altogether 

imsatisfsuitory.  ,     ^  . 

Furthermore,  we  learned  that  the  voluntary  system  was 
unfair  since  it  allowed  those  of  colder  and  more  calculating 
nature  to  shirk  their  fair  share  of  the  responsibilities  of  a 

citizen.  ^^        ,     . 

But  most  Important  of  all.  we  learned  that  the  voluntary 
system  did  not  supply  the  Government  with  a  constant 
sU-eam  of  men  as  Uiey  were  needed.  It  resulted  in  more 
volunteers  than  were  needed  for  the  first  calls  but  not 
enough  for  the  later  calls.  Therefore,  the  United  Stat^ 
abandoned  the  voluntary  method  of  raising  an  army  and 
adopted  the  better  method  of  a  selective  draft. 

Looking  back  through  the  Congressional  Record  when  the 

bin  for  the  selective  draft  was  pending  before  Congress.  I 

find  that  the  very  same  argmnents  were  made  then  in  sup- 

•  port  of  the  voluntary  system  of  raising  an  army  as  are  now 
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being  made  in  support  of  the  voluntary  sjrstem  of  raising 
money. 

The  experience  of  the  World  War  showed  beyond  any 
reasonable  argument  that  the  selective  draft  method  is  su- 
perior to  the  voluntary  method  of  raising  an  army. 

The  voluntary  method  of  raising  money  Is  unreliable  be- 
cause it  relies  upon  ballyhoo  and  emotional  appeal  for  its 
success.  It  is  well  known  that  as  a  general  rule  the  richer  a 
man  is,  the  less  he  is  affected  by  emotional  appeal.  Whether 
it  is  the  cause  or  the  effect  makes  no  difference  but  the  fact 
remains,  as  a  general  rule,  that  a  man's  sales  resistance 
increases  in  direct  ratio  to  his  bank  account. 

It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  millions  ol  poor  people  in 

America  made  heartbreaking  sacrifices  during  the  war  in 
order  to  contribute  financially  what  they  considered  was 
their  share  to  win  the  war,  but  the  purchase  of  bonds  on 
the  part  of  the  very  wealthy  class  was  not  made  because  of 
an  overwhelming  svirge  of  patriotism,  but  those  purchases 
were  made  from  a  cool,  calculating  business  standpoint  and 
such  piirchases  involved  no  sacrifice  whatever  on  the  part  of 
the  ultrarich.    On  the  contrary,  they  added  to  their  already 

swollen  fortunes. 

When  the  announcement  was  made  that  one  individual, 
for  example,  had  purchased  a  million  dollars'  worth  of 
bonds,  or  $5,000,000  worth  of  bonds,  a  feeling  of  apprecia- 
tion swept  over  the  country  and  people  in  their  hearts 
applauded  what  seemed  to  be  a  patriotic  act  on  the  part  of 
the  purchaser.  But  did  the  purchaser  forego  a  meal?  Did 
he  forego  needed  clothes  or  even  a  pleasure  in  order  that 
he  might  purchase  a  million  or  $&;000,000  worth  of  bonds? 
Nbt  likely. 

"ITierefore,  we  had  the  poor  who  were  motivated  by  emo- 
tional appeal  making  actual  sacrifices  in  order  to  raise 
money  for  the  war,  and  the  rich  who  were  motivated  by 
business  Judgment  increasing  their  fortimes  by  the  purchase 
of  war  bonds. 

Thousands  of  emotional  people  subscribed  for  bonds  which 
they  were  unable  to  buy.  They  overestimated  their  ability 
because  they  were  overwrought  by  emotional  appeals.  They 
were  subscribing  for  bonds  in  amounts  which  they  would 
like  to  be  able  to  buy  but  which  they  actually  could  not  and 
did  not  buy. 

Therefore,  a  system  of  financing  based  on  emotional  ap- 
peal is  too  unreliable  to  depend  upon  during  a  national 
emergency. 

Governments  which  have  depended  upon  the  voluntary 
system  of  financing  war  have  f ovmd  that  the  voluntary  system 
breaks  down  right  when  money  Is  most  needed. 

The  governments  then  turn  to  the  printing  presses  for 
money,  with  the  disastrous  results  which  always  follow  the 
Issuance  of  fiat  money. 

This  has  been  done  in  nations  where  the  financial  resources 
had  not  been  exhausted  but  had  simply  hidden  out,  as  they 
always  do  in  time  of  war,  and,  further,  because  those  gov- 
ernments had  no  legislative  machinery  for  reaching  the  capi- 
tal resources  in  a  systematic  and  equitable  manner.  History 
Is  replete  with  the  stories  of  governments  which  broke  down 
within  before  the  armies  gave  way  on  the  front. 

The  worthless  Confederate  currency  of  the  South  and  the 
depreciated  "greenbacks"  of  the  North  are  ample  evidence  of 
the  desperate  efforts  which  those  two  Governments  made  in 
order  to  continue  fighting  after  the  voluntary  system  of 
financing  had  broken  down. 

The  United  States  was  not  in  the  World  War  very  long 
compared  to  the  total  length  of  the  war.  Furthermore,  our 
Nation  was  not  in  danger  of  attack,  and  we  were  never  in 
doubt  as  to  the  final  result.  Yet  under  these  most  favorable 
conditions  the  voluntary  system  of  financing  was  breaking 
down. 

It  became  increasingly  more  difficult  to  raise  money,  as  the 
committees  who  put  on  the  Liberty  Bond  drives  will  testify. 
But  we  are  now  told  by  those  who  defend  the  old  volimtary 

system  that  the  bond  Issues  were  all  oversubscribed,  which 

statement  Is  correct  but  very  misleading. 
Perhaps  in  your  imagination  you  see  a  man  at  a  desk 

handing  out  the  bonds  just  as  fast  as  he  and  his  helpers  can 


hand  them  out,  and  perhaps  you  imagine  a  crowded  room 
with  men  tiptoeing  and  waving  check  books  and  shouting 
bids  for  so  many  dollars'  worth  of  bonds.  And  then,  per- 
haps, you  see  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  close  the  door 
while  these  patriotic  millionaires  are  still  begging  for  a 
chance  to  buy  more  bonds. 

But  thE.t  was  not  the  case.  The  true  picture  is  that  In 
every  nook  and  comer  of  the  United  States  we  had  high- 
pressure  committees  going  to  people's  places  of  business,  going 
to  their  homes,  going  to  pubhc  meetings,  and  using  all  of  the 
modem  methods  of  salesmanship  in  order  to  seU  their  quota 
of  bonds. 

We  had  strong-arm  committees  and  kangaroo  courts 

threatening  and  intimidating  people  to  force  them  to  buy 
what  was  said  to  be  their  quota  of  bonds. 

The  Government  spent  eight  and  a  half  million  dollars  on 
advertising  alone  in  order  to  sell  those  bonds.  The  Gov- 
ernment spent  a  total  of  $45,848,000  in  order  to  sell  those 
bonds.  It  used  2,000,000  feet  of  moving-picture  films  and 
thousands  of  tons  of  printed  advertising  materials. 

The  most  colossal  campaign  of  propaganda  that  was  ever 
launched  in  the  history  of  the  world  was  launched  in  order 
to  sell  those  bonds. 

Millions  of  colorful  billboards  were  plastered  all  over  the 
United  States.  Heartbreaking  scenes  appeared  eversrwhere 
you  turned.  Uncle  Sam  pointed  his  finger  toward  you  no 
matter  where  you  looked.  The  Statue  of  Liberty  with  blaz- 
ing eyes  shouted  to  you  to  buy  bonds.  Pictures  of  broken 
and  bleeding  soldiers  pled  with  you  to  buy  bonds.  Pictures 
of  babies  with  tiny  uplifted  hands  pled  for  you  to  buy  bonds. 

A  captured  submarine  was  brought  into  different  ports  of 
the  United  States  and  trainloads  of  captured  war  parapher- 
nalia made  tours  all  over  the  United  States  in  order  to 
dramatize  that  campaign. 

Boy  Scouts,  4-minute  speakers,  beautiful  girls,  torchlight 
parades,  and  bonfires  ^^re  all  used  to  create  enthusiasm  In 
order  to  sell  those  bonds^i^ 

Famous  people  climbed  flagpoles^  and  fire  ladders  in  order 
to  whip  up  the  excitement.  Ministers  were  asked  to  plead 
from  their  pulpits,  which  thousands  of  them  did.  Images  of 
the  Kaiser  and  the  Crown  Prince  were  burned  in  eflBgy,  and 
troops  of  wounded  and  disabled  soldiers  made  tours  through 
the  country,  pleading  with  the  people  to  buy  bonds. 

In  other  words,  after  staging  the  most  gigantic  selling 
campaign  in  the  history  of  the  world,  we  were  able  to  over- 
subscribe the  bonds. 

Now  let  us  look  at  the  amount  of  oversubscription.  The 
First  Liberty  Loan  was  oversubscribed  52  percent,  the  Sec- 
ond 54  percent,  the  ITiird  39  percent,  the  Fourth  16  Vi  per- 
cent, and  the  Fifth  Victory  Loan,  was  oversubscribed  162^ 
percent.  In  other  words,  with  all  of  the  pressure  and  emo- 
tional appeal  which  the  genius  of  America  could  create,  the 
oversubscription  slumped  from  52  percent  to  16%  percent. 

How  much  longer  do  you  think  we  could  have  kept  up 
that  high- pressure  campaign?  Yet  even  with  that  pressure 
the  oversubscription  decreased  from  52  percent  to  16% 
percent. 

But  that  is  only  half  of  the  story.  Now  let  us  look  at 
the  rising  interest  rates  which  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Government  to  pay  in  order  to  coax  enough  money  out  of 
hiding  to  continue  the  war.  The  ultrarich  did  not  buy 
bonds  as  a  resiUt  of  these  enu)tional  appeals,  but  they 
bought  from  a  purely  business  standpoint.  Therefore,  while 
the  enthusiasm  for  buying  bonds  was  continually '  going 
down,  the  interest  rate  was  going  up.  In  other  words,  it  was 
necessary  to  increase  the  interest  rate  for  each  bond  issue 
in  order  to  make  a  more  attractive  business  proposition. 

The  first  bond  issue  bore  3 '2 -percent  interest,  the  next  4 
percent,  the  next  4V4  percent,  and  the  last  4^/4  percent,  and 
if  the  war  had  continued  long  enough,  judging  from  history, 
we  would  have  reached  the  point  where  the  Government 

could  not  have  borrowed  money  at  any  rate  ol  interest.  Then 

we  would  have  turned  to  the  printing  presses  and  destroyed 
ourselves,  all  for  the  lack  of  an  efficient  system  for  reaching 
the  wealth  winch  is  in  this  country. 


^ 
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Financial  resources  have  been  referred  to  as  the  sinews 
of  war.  At  least,  we  know  that  two  things  are  essential  to 
win  a  war.  They  are  men  and  money.  If  we  are  able  to 
supply  the  one  but  not  the  other,  we  are  defenseless.  In  case 
of  war,  the  United  States  should  be  able  to  supply  these  two 
essentials  of  war  in  a  consUnt,  unending  stream.  There- 
fore, the  Government  should  have  equal  power  to  raise  money 
as  that  granted  to  raise  men. 

But  during  the  last  war  the  Government  raised  an  army 
by  compulsory  draft  laws  and  raised  money  by  public  beg- 
ging. Although  the  stream  of  men  flowing  into  the  Army 
was  not  diminished  as  the  war  proceeded,  yet  it  was  very 
evident  from  the  facts  which  I  have  just  submitted  that  the 
voluntary  method  of  raising  mraiey  was  breaking  down. 

Had  the  war  proceeded  to  the  point  where  it  would  have 
been  impossible  for  the  Government  to  raise  money  by  the 
voluntary  system,  we  then  would  have  been  in  the  inconsistent 
position  of  a  nation  with  adequate  wealth  but  without  the 
systematic  machinery  for  reaching  that  wealth  while  we  had 
operating  a  perfectly  working  draft  system  for  supplying 
manpower. 

In  other  words,  we  would  have  had  a  great  Army  but  would 
have  been  unable  to  supply  it  with  ammunition,  food,  clothes, 
or  transportation,  not  because  there  was  not  enough  wealth 
in  our  country,  but  because  we  were  depending  upon  the 
imreUable  method  of  raising  money  by  voluntary  subscription. 

IKBICTMENT  NO.  8 :  THKN  AGAIN  I  INDICT  TH«  OLD  VOLtJNTAHT  METHOD 
or  riNANCINO  WA«  AS  BDNC  INOONSISTENT  WITH  A  :.T8T»€  OT 
DRAFTINC  MEN 

The  Constitution  says — and  I  quote: 

Congress  shall  have  power  to  raise  and  support  an  Army. 

Here  are  two  grants  of  authority  connected  by  a  conjunc- 
tion. One  says  Congress  has  power  to  raise  an  Army;  the 
other  says  Congress  has  power  to  support  an  Army.  They 
are  coexistent.    The  grant  of  authority  is  equal  in  force. 

But  during  the  World  War,  Congress  exercised  only  one 
of  these  powers;  that  Is,  the  one  to  raise  an  army.  And, 
accordingly.  Congress  raised  an  army  of  3.000,000  men.  but 
It  was  necessary  to  feed  that  army  and  clothe  that  army 
and  provide  the  transportation  and  equipment  and  muni- 
tions for  that  army.  But  Congress  did  not  exercise  the 
power  granted  in  the  Constitution  to  provide  the  money  for 
supporting  that  army.  The  Government  depended  rather 
upon  the  voluntary  method  of  raising  money. 

The  language  of  the  Constitution  is  simple  and  straight- 
forward.   It  says  in  part  as  follows: 

Congress  shaU  have  power  •  •  •  to  raise  and  support  an 
unny  •  •  •  and  to  make  all  laws  which  will  be  necessary 
and  proper  to  carry  into  execution  the  foregoing  powers. 

There  is  the  explicit  grant  of  constitutional  authority  for 
legislation  to  finance  war. 

During  the  last  war,  the  Government  raised  an  army  of 
men  by.  compulsory  draft  laws  and  supported  that  army 
by  volurrtary  appeals  for  money. 

It  raised  an  army  by  force  and  supported  it  by  solicitation. 

It  raised  an  army  by  coercion  and  supported  it  by  per- 
suasion. _*   J    I*    K 

It   raised   an   army   by   command  and  supported   it   by 

It  raised  an  army  by  order  and  supported  it  by  sup- 
pUcation. 

It  raised  an   army  by  law  and  supported   it  by   grace. 

The   Government   drafted    men    and   begged  for   money. 

To  me  it  Is  unthinkable  that  Congress  has  the  power  to 
raise  an  army  of  men  by  compulsion  and  does  not  have  the 
jxDwer  to  raise  finances  by  the  same  compulsion.  The  power 
to  raise  an  army  and  the  power  to  support  an  army  are. 
In  my  opinion,  coexistent.  The  one  cannot  exist  without 
the  other.  Of  what  effect  is  an  army  without  ammunition? 
Without  gims?  Without  hand  grenades?  Without  trans- 
portation?   Without  food? 

In  the  last  war  the  power  exerted  to  draft  men  was  man- 
datory. The  power  to  raise  money  was  voUtional.  We 
raised  the  army  by  mandate  and  fed  It  by  voliUon.  What 
an  inconsistency.  j 
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The  power  to  equip,  feed,  clothe,  and  support  an  army 
and  the  power  to  raise  an  army  are  insei>arable  ingredients 
of  war  and  the  power  to  feed,  clothe,  and  equip  an  army 
means  the  power  to  raise  money  in  a  manner  as  equally 
mandatory  as  the  manner  used  to  call  men  to  the  colors. 

In  my  opinion,  it  Is  almost  unthinkable  that  the  United 
States,  the  richest  Nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  a  Nation  ». 
worth  over  $350,000,000,000,  should  be  embarrassed  during 
a  national  crisis  for  the  want  of  enough  money  to  defend 
its  boundaries  against  the  aggression  of  a  foreign  foe. 

To  me  It  is  almost  unthinkable  that  a  government  which 
has  power  to  draft  a  man  and  send  him  to  his  death  In  the 
front-line  trenches  must  stage  a  flambouyant  circus  at 
home  in  order  to  raise  enough  money  to  buy  the  genuine  uses. 

During  the  darkest  days  of  the  CivU  War,  Abraham 
Lincoln  went  to  New  York  to  raise  more  money  to  feed  and 
clothe  and  arm  the  soldiers.  He  saw  that  the  bankers  were 
holding  out  for  better  terms.  He  stood  up  with  the  fire 
flashing  from  his  eyes.    He  said: 

I  can  draft  a  widow's  only  son.  I  can  take  her  only  means  of 
support  from  between  the  plow  handles  and  place  him  at  the  front 
of  the  battle  where  his  life  will  not  last  6  minutes.  But  I  cannot 
lay  my  hands  on  enough  money  to  pay  for  the  food  he  eats  before 
he  is  shot. 

It  was  true  in  the  Civil  War,  it  was  true  in  the  World  War, 
and  unless  we  do  something  about  it  now  it  would  be  true, 
in  case  of  another  war. 

HisToar  or  puin  to  dbaft  txb«  or  capital  in  case  or  wa« 

Mr.  President,  having  decided  that  the  voluntary  method 
of  financing  war  is  not  satisfactory,  the  next  question  is 
what  plan  should  we  adopt?  In  the  consideration  of  a  plan 
for  mobilizing  the  financial  resources  of  the  Nation,  I  believe 
we  should  devote  our  attention  to  broad  and  general  prtnci- 
ples,  before  we  concern  ourselves  with  details.  Because  if  a 
majority  of  the  Members  of  Congress  can  agree  upon  the 
general  principles  of  a  plan,  there  will  be  little  difBculty  in 
working  out  the  details. 

In  casting  about  for  a  proposal,  let  us  consider  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  soldiers  who  fought  in  the  World  War. 

That  war  taught  us  that  the  only  fair,  just,  and  democratic 
way  to  raise  an  army  is  by  a  selective  draft  of  manpower, 
and  by  the  same  token  we  believe  that  the  only  fair,  just, 
and  efficient  way  to  finance  war  is  by  a  universal  draft  of 

capital. 

The  first  national  American  Legion  convention  that 
adopted  a  resolution  referring  to  the  conscription  of  wealth 
was  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  in  1921.  That  convention  recom- 
mended the  appointment  of  a  national  conunittee  to  study: 

The  question  of  xmlversal  draft  In  time  of  national  emergency  of 
all  persons  capable  of  mlllUry  and  Industrial  service,  together 
with  the  universal  draft  of  land,  material,  plants,  and  capital 
sulUble  for  preptiratlon  and  prosecution  of  war. 

So  definite  were  the  ex-service  men  in  their  announce-  , 
ments  for  such  legislation  that  Congressman  Royal  C.  John- 
son, of  South  Dakota,  who  introduced  the  bill  in  Congress 
that  created  the  American  Legion,  also  introduced  on  Sep- 
tember 21,  1922.  a  proposed  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  providing  as  follows: 

That  In  the  event  of  a  declaration  of  war  by  the  United  States 
of  America  against  any  foreign  government  or  other  common 
enemy  the  Congress  shall  provide  for  the  conscription  of  every 
citizen  and  of  all  money.  Indvistrles.  and  property  of  whatsoever 
nature  necessary  to  the  prosecution  thereof,  and  shall  limit  the 
profits  for  the  use  of  such  moneys.  Industries,  and  property. 

This  was  the  first  effort  to  seciu-e  legislation  to  draft  money 
in  case  of  war.  It  was  adopted  by  the  American  legion 
convention  in  New  Orleans,  October  16,  1922.  Prom  that 
time  on  until  1930,  Congressman  Johnson  continued  to 
reintroduce  it.  The  Senator  from  Kansas  Mr.  ICappebI, 
introduced  a  similar  biU  in  the  Senate.  This  bill  was  orig- 
inated by  those  who  first  organized  the  American  Legion,  and 
the  language  of  this  bill  is  very  plain.    It  says: 

The  Congress  shaU  provide  for  the  conscription  of  every  citizen 
and  of  aU  money. 

This  was  not  to  be  the  statute,  but  the  enabling  act  under 
I  which  the  law  was  subsequently  to  have  been  passed.    Some 
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thought  It  was  necessary  to  have  an  amendment  to  the 
Constitution,  granting  the  power  to  thus  draft  capital  In  case 
of  war.  But  the  point  I  want  you  to  bear  in  mind  is  that 
the  American  Legion  has  been  committed  to  the  proposition 
of  drafting  money  in  case  of  war  from  its  very  organization, 
and  that  the  same  man  who  Introduced  the  bill  which 
provided  for  the  organization  of  the  American  Legion  was 
also  the  man  who  introduced  the  proposed  constitutional 
''amendment  which  was  adopted  by  the  American  Legion  In 
Its  national  convention,  and  that  that  amendment  called 
for  the  conscription  of  money  and  limitation  of  profits^  for 
the  use  of  such  moneys.  There  was  no  intention  to  confis- 
cate the  money  thus  drafted,  but  to — 

Limit  the  profits  for  the  use  of  such  moneys. 

In  1929,  the  convention  met  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  adopted 
the  following  resolution: 

Whereas  the  American  Legion  has,  since  its  first  caucus  in  1919, 
•dvocated  the  universal  conscription  in  time  of  war  of  all  of  the 
resoiu-ces  of  the  Nation,  Including  capital,  etc:  Therefore,  be  It 
resolved — 

Let  me  emphasize  the  language  of  that  resolution.  Notice 
the  phrase  "including  capital."  The  American  Legion 
favors— 

The  universal  conscription  In  time  of  war  of  all  of  the  resources 
of  the  Nation,  including  capital. 

Then  again,  at  the  national  convention  which  met  at 
Miami.  Fla..  in  1934,  the  American  Legion  adopted  the 
following  resolution: 

Whereas  constantly  since  its  organization  the  American  Legion 
has  presented  to  the  Congress  o1  the  United  States  a  plan  providing 

for  the  universal  draft  and  conscription  of  capital.  Industry,  and 
manpower  in  the  event  of  war,  etc.  •  •  •:  Therefore,  be  It 
resolved— 

Again  let  me  repeat  the  language  of  that  resolution.  The 
American  Legion  favors  the — 

Plan  providing  for  a  universal  draft  and  the  conscription  of 

capital. 

No  one  can  misunderstand  that   language.     In   1936  the 

American  Legion  met  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  adopted  the 
following  resolution: 

Whereas  the  American  Legion  bas  continuously  since  Its  organi- 
sation advocated  a  imiversal  service  act  providing  for  the  draft  of 
capital,  industry,  etc.-  •  •  •:  Therefore,  be  It  resolved- 
Here  again  I  call  to  your  attention  the  immistakable  lan- 
guage of  the  resolution  adopted  by  the  American  Legion  in 
Its  national  convention  favoring  draft  of  capital  in  case  of 
war. 

In  all  the  other  national  conventions  similar  resolutions 
have  been  adopted.  Therefore,  the  American  Legion  as  an 
organization  is  unequivocally  committed  to  the  proposition 
of  drafting  money  in  case  of  war. 

OTHTK     n-SXRVtCS     ORGANIZATIONS     FAVOH     DRAFT     OF     WKALTH 

At  the  1936  encampment  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars 
they  adopted  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  Thirty-seventh  National  Encampment.  Vet- 
erans of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United  States,  demand  a  universal 
conscription  law  to  be  enacted  by  Congress  as  a  preventive  of  war 
which  shall  draft  wealth  and  Industry  without  profit^  and  on  the 
same  basis  as  manpower  in  the  event  of  war;  and  be  it  further 

Rewlved  by  this  encampment.  That  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars 
of  the  United  States  continue  to  demand  a  i>ollcy  of  "profit  for 
none"  in  connection  with  this  Nation's  possible  future  participation 
In  war. 

At  the  last  national  convention  of  the  Veterans  of  FV)relgn 
Wars  a  resolution  was  adopted  calling  for  leglslaUon  t^t  In 
case  of  war  would  draft  money  as  well  as  men.  I  wish  to 
read  that  resolution: 

Whereas  to  the  event  of  unwanted  war  the  wealth  of  the  Na- 
tion should  be  Just  as  much  subject  to  conscription  and  mobillEa- 
tlon  as  its  manpower;  and 

Whereas  under  the  provisions  of  S  2911  introduced  by  the  Hon- 
orable Josh  Ltx.  a  graduated  proportionate  part  of  the  wealth  of 
every  resident  would  in  the  event  of  war.  be  subject  to  conscription 
by  reqxiirlng  the  pvirchase  of  taxable  Government  bonds  paying  In- 
terest of  not  more  than  1  percent  per  annum,  which  would  effcc- 
ttvely  and  equitably  draft  the  use  of  money  and  credit,  thus  speed- 


ing up  the  successful  prosecution  of  any  such  war:  Now,  therefore, 
be  It 

Resolved  by  this  Thirty-eighth  National  Encampment  of  th« 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United  States.  That  we  vigorously 
advocate  and  press  for  the  enactment  of  8.  2911  effectively  to  pro- 
vide for  the  conscription  of  wealth  in  the  event  of  war. 

Therefore,  it  Is  evident  from  these  resolutions  that  the  ex- 
service  men  favor  raising  money  for  financing  a  war  by 
methods  which  are  as  equally  compulsory  as  those  used  to 
raise  an  army  of  men. 

Not  only  have  the  veterans  expressed  themselves  as  favor- 
ing a  compulsory  draft  of  capital  In  case  of  war,  but  both 
political  parties  are  on  record  as  favoring  that  method  of 
financing  a  war. 

The  Democratic  Party  platform  of  1924  included  this  .state- 
ment: 

War  Is  a  relic  of  barbarism  and  it  is  Justifiable  only  as  a  measur« 
of  defense. 

In  the  event  of  war  In  which  the  manpower  of  the  Nation  la 
drafted,  all  other  resources  shall  likewise  be  drafted.  This  wiU 
texid  to  discoxirage  war  by  depriving  it  of  its  profits. 

The  platform  of  the  Republican  Party  for  1924  included 
this  statement: 

We  believe  that  to  time  of  war  the  Nation  should  draft  for  ita 
defense  not  only  its  citizens  but  also  every  resource  which  may 
contribute  to  success.  The  country  demands  that  should  the 
United  States  ever  again  be  called  upon  to  defend  itself  by  arms 
the  President  is  empowered  to  draft  such  material  resources  and 
such  services  as  may  be  required,  and  to  stabilize  the  prices  of 
services  and  essential  commodities,  whether  utilized  to  actional 
warfare  or  private  activity. 

Then  President  Roosevelt  in  a  message  to  Congress  on 
January  28,  1938,  recommended  legislation — 

Aimed  at  the  prevention  of  profiteering  to  time  of  war  and  the 
equalization  of  the  burdens  of  possible  war. 

Therefore,    in   response    to   this   oft-repeated    demand    for 

legislation  to  draft  money  in  case  of  war,  I  prepared  and 
Introduced  in  the  Senate  on  the  22d  day  of  July  1937— 

A  bill  (S.  2911)  to  promote  peace  and  the  national  defense 
through  a  more  equal  dlsUibuUon  of.  the  burdens  of  war  by  draft- 
tog  the  \i8e  of  money  according  to  ability  to  lend  to  the  Oovem- 
ment. 

This  bill  was  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  and  a  subcommittee  was  appointed  to  hold  hearings. 
Accordingly,  hearings  were  held  between  the  dates  of  Febru- 
ary 23  and  March  3,  1938.  The  bill  was  favorably  reported 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affahrs  which  reported  the  bill 
to  the  Senate,  where  it  remained  on  the  mlf>ndar  until  the 
end  of  that  session. 

The  bill  was  reintroduced  In  the  first  session  of  the  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress  under  the  nimiber  of  S.  1650.  and  was  placed 
on  the  calendar. 

A  minority  report  was  made  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  BRrocES],  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Austin],  and  the  Senator  from  South  Etekota  [Mr.  Gtjrney). 

The  plan  for  drafting  capital  which  is  provided  in  S    1650 
was  written  and  introduced  as  an  answer  to  that  demand 
For  20  years  the  soldiers  have  been  asking  for  legislation  to 
draft  capital  in  case  of  war.  and  in  all  of  that  time  no  other 
plan  for  draf Ung  capital  has  been  presented  to  Congress. 

There  are  people  who  say,  "I  favor  the  principle,  but  I  do 
not  Uke  this  particular  method  of  doing  it."  when  the  truth  Is 
they  are  actually  against  the  plan  itself. 

The  two  largest  ex-service  organizations  have  advocated 
leglslaUon  drafting  capital  in  case  of  war.  The  two  major 
poUtlcal  parties  have  in  their  platforms  committed  them- 
selves to  the  principle  of  drafting  capital  in  case  of  war,  but 
In  all  of  the  time  that  has  expired  since  the  World  War  no 
plan  has  been  submitted  to  Congress  for  drafUng  caoital 
except  this  bill  S.  1650. 

Most  Members  of  Congress  some  time  or  other  have  ex- 
pressed themselves  as  being  in  favor  of  drafting  capital  as 
well  as  men.  and  as  long  as  the  proposition  Is  expressed  In 
general  language,  it  will  have  almost  universal  support,  but 
when  we  undertake  to  reduce  it  to  the  concrete  terms  of  a 
specific  bill  we  lose  the  support  of  many  who  profess  loyalty 
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to  the  proposition  as  long  as  it  is  expressed  In  general,  abstract 
terms. 

Therefore  I  believe  we  should  undertake  to  agree  upon  the 
fundamental  principles  involved  here  before  we  debate  the 
terms  of  the  bill.  Therefore  I  propose  that  we  should  deter- 
mine the  following  general  principles  before  we  concern  our- 
selves with  the  details.  "^ 

First.  Should  the  money  be  raised  by  taxation  or  loan? 

Second.  Should  it  be  a  mandatory  or  a  voluntary  method? 

Third.  Should  the  amount  provided  by  each  individual  be 
determined  by  himself  or  by  a  schedule? 

Fourth.  Which  provides  a  better  basis  for  financing  war. 
Income  or  net  wealth? 

We  cannot  use  income  as  the  sole  basis  for  financing  war, 
because  income  does  not  necessarily  represent  an  individual's 
wealth.  For  example,  an  employee  with  no  capital  wealth 
whatever  may  have  an  income  as  great  or  greater  than  some 
other  individual  who  has  considerable  capital  wealth  but 
which  wealth,  because  of  certain  conditions,  is  not  at  the  time 
yielding  an  Income  which  is  indicative  of  the  value  of  the 
capital. 

A  forced  loan  based  upon  net  wealth  as  a  backlog  for 
determining  the  abiUty  to  lend  is  more  equitable  than  a 
capiUl  levy.  While  the  net  wealth  is  a  fair  yardstick  for 
determining  the  ability  to  lend,  by  using  that  net  wealth  as 
security  for  the  loan,  it  is  not  necessarily  a  fair  yardstick  for 
determining  ability  to  pay  taxes,  since  the  income  from  the 
property  might  not  be  a  correct  method  of  determining  the 
value  of  the  property.  Therefore  It  is  advisable  in  case  of 
war.  where  the  Oovemment  miist  raise  more  money  than  can 
possibly  be  raised  from  income,  to  have  such  a  system  of 
forced  loans  based  upon  the  backlog  of  net  wealth,  and  then 
pay  those  loans  from  taxes  which  have  been  levied  on  income. 

Such  a  plan  is  a  compromise  between  net  wealth  and  income, 

that  is,  it  uses  net  wealth  for  determining  ability  to  lend 
and  then  uses  income  for  determining  abUity  to  pay. 

The  property  tax  or  ad  valorem  tax,  which  is  now  used  by 
local  communities,  in  many  cases  amovmts  to  confiscation  of 
property;  that  is,  when  a  farm,  for  example,  does  not  yield 
enough  to  pay  the  Uxes  assessed  against  it,  then  a  part  of 
the  value  of  the  farm  is  taken  by  the  taxing  unit  of  the  Gov- 
errunent.     If  several  years  in  succession  occvir  in  which  the 

farm  does  not  produce  enough  to  pay  the  taxes,  then  the 
taxing  unit  takes  possession  and  ownership  of  the  farm. 

The  local  tax  units  are  already  taxing  property  to  the 
limit  on  this  basis.  Now,  therefore.  If  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, in  order  to  finance  a  war.  should  use  property  values 
instead  of  income  as  a  basis  for  levying  a  tax.  or  capital  le\T, 
in  order  to  pay  the  cost  of  the  war,  the  result  would  be  Gov- 
ernment ownership  of  most  of  the  property. 

But  while  the  Government  should  not  use  the  property  value 
as  a  basis  for  taxation.  It  could  use  the  property  value  as  the 
basis  for  a  forced  loan  and  then  use  income  as  a  basis  for 
raising  taxes  from  which  to  pay  off  this  loan. 

It  should  be  perfectly  apparent  that  net  wealth  and  income 
are  not  parallel,  and  that  income  is  liquid  and  can  be  a  basis 
for  taxation,  but  that  net  wealth  is  not  liquid  and  although 
It  is  not  a  good  basis  for  taxation,  it  would  be  a  good  basis  for 
lending,  since  it  represents  the  real  backlog  of  all  capital 
within  the  Nation. 

The  wealth  of  the  United  States  is  estimated  at  $350,000,- 
000.000.  This  represents  all  of  the  capital  goods  in  the  Na- 
tion. Any  system  of  credit  based  upon  this  backlog  of  actual 
wealth  should  be  sound. 

Now.  then,  as  to  national  income,  that  has  been  estimated  at 
$65,000,000,000.  This,  of  course,  is  Uquid  and  can  be  used  as 
a  basis  for  taxation  from  which  to  pay  the  money  borrowed 
on  the  basis  of  net  wealth. 

I  will  not  quarrel  with  anyone  as  to  the  details  of  such  a 
measure,  but  there  are  some  <rf  the  fundamental  principles 
which  we  should  consider. 

We  should  consider,  first,  are  we  going  to  finance  by 
mandatory  or  voluntary  methods?  If  we  are  to  finance 
by  voluntary  methods,  then  we  should  not  raise  man  power 
on  a  mandatory  basis;  I  think  that  would  be  a  great  mistake. 


I  believe  that  when  war  comes  we  should  consldfer,  as 
England  has  considered,  that  everything  is  available  to  win 
the  war,  that  we  would  stand  to  lose  if  we  lost  the  war,  and 
that  means  every  man,  woman,  and  child,  all  money  and 
material,  and  every  available  resource  of  the  country.  As  I 
see  it,  that  is  the  only  way  in  which  this  subject  can  be 
approached. 

Prom  that  standpoint,  shall  we  say  that  we  are  going  to 
use  the  national  income  as  a  basis  for  financing  war,  or  use 
the  total  wealth  of  the  Nation  as  a  basis  for  financing  war? 
We  cannot  use  the  income,  because  it  is  not  adequate.  No 
nation  has  ever  been  able  to  finance  a  war  on  the  basis  of 
Income.  Besides,  income  is  not  parallel  with  wealth. 
Sctfnetimes  the  income  of  a  secretary,  a  stenographer,  or 
other  employee,  even  a  soldier's  income,  might  be  greater 
than  that  of  s(»ne  other  person  who  temporarily  had  less 
income,  but  was  much  more  wealthy.  Therefore  we  cannot 
use  income  as  a  basis  for  financing  a  war. 

What  should  we  use?  Everything  we  stand  to  lose  If  we 
lose  the  war.  What  Is  that?  It  Is  the  wealth  of  the  United 
States.  Economists  say  that,  in  round  figures,  the  wealth 
of  this  country  amounts  to  $350,000,000,000.  Then  we 
should  have  a  program  which  would  make  possible  trans- 
lating this  nonliquid  wealth  into  liquid  wealth,  if  need  be, 
which  could  be  used  in  case  of  war,  without  issuing  dollars 
which  would  not  be  secured  by  property. 

Certainly  we  should  have  a  tax  system.  This  Is  not  the 
tax  I  am  talking  about.  We  should  have  a  tax  system  going 
along  at  the  same  time,  and  we  should  use  the  revenues 
from  the  taxes  collected,  excess-profits  taxes,  income  taxes, 
and  other  taxes  with  which  to  retire  the  bonds  which  we 

would  require  the  people  of  this  country  to  buy  In  propor- 
tion to  their  ability.  • 

The  proposal  which  I  offered  changes  our  present  system 

of  financing  war  in  only  three  major  particulars. 

Before  I  number  those  three,  let  Senators  get  In  mind 

that  the  method  I  have  In  mind  of  drafting  capital  does  not 
mean  the  seizure  of  property.  It  means  raising  money  by  a 
bond  system  such  as  we  had  In  the  la£t  war.     It  does  not 

mfean  the  raising  of  the  money  we  need  all  at  one  time,  any 
more  than  our  system  of  drafting  men  means  that  all  the 
manpower  we  need  shall  be  raised  at  one  time.  It  means, 
however,  a  change  from  the  old  system  In  three  major  par- 
ticulars. 

In  the  first  place,  the  purchase  of  the  bonds  would  be  man- 
datory instead  of  voluntary. 

In  the  second  place,  the  amount  purchased  would  be  de- 
termined by  a  fair  scale  or  schedulfe  according  to  ability, 
based  on  net  wealth,  instead  of  the  amount  purchased  being 
determined  by  pressure,  patriotism,  or  profit. 

Thirdly,  the  bonds  would  not  bear  high  interest  rates  and 
would  not  be  tax  exempt.  In  that  way  we  could  prevent 
profiteering,  but.  most  important  of  all,  in  that  way  we 
could  get  money  as  we  needed  it. 

The  objective  of  preventing  profiteering  is,  of  course,  a 
beneficent  and  good  one,  but  that  objective  and  all  similar 
objectives  must  be  pushed  to  the  background  in  time  of  war. 
The  primary  objective  must  be  to  win  the  war,  and  the  re- 
moving of  profits,  of  course.  Is  secondary. 

Here  is  a  plan  whereby  we  can  get  money  at  the  time  we 
need  It  and,  at  the  same  time,  prevent  profiteering  as  well 
as  hold  down  infiatlon  and  also  equalize  the  burden  of  war 
by  placing  that  burden  upon  each  individual  according  to  his 
ability  to  bear  it. 

How  would  we  go  about  reducing  the  nonliquid  wealth  In 
the  country  to  liquid  wealth  so  it  could  be  used?  We  must 
have  some  plan  which  will  do  that.  The  wealth  of  America  is 
found  In  land,  buildings,  nonliquid  securities.  We  must  have 
a  method  which  will  reach  that  wealth.  I  beUeve  the  plan 
outlined  in  the  bill  to  which  I  referred  does  it. 

I  would  not  quarrel  with  anyone  as  to  details,  but  the  plan 
amounts  to  this.  Let  us  take  an  example.  Here  is  a  man 
who  has  $100,000.  He  Is  worth  $100,000  net,  but*  he  does  not 
have  any  cash.  He  is  operating  a  factory.  In  the  first 
place,  because  he  does  not  have  any  cash,  would  anyone  say 
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that  he  should  not  contribute  anything  toward  the  financing 
of  the  war?  No;  I  think  everyone  will  agree  that  he  should 
buy  some  bonds.  Then  how  much  should  he  buy?  Are  we 
going  to  leave  It  to  the  high-pressure  committee,  or  are  we 
going  to  leave  it  to  his  patriotism:  are  we  going  to  leave  it  to 
his  desire  for  tax-exempt,  high-interest-bearing  bonds? 
None  of  those  are  fair  criteria  for  measuring  his  ability  to 
lend  and  thus  equalize  the  burden  of  war. 

But  if  we  have  a  schedule  which  fixes  his  fair  share,  such, 
for  instance,  as  our  income-tax  schedule  does,  would  that  not 
be  a  fair  method  of  determining  the  amount  he  should  lend? 

Let  us  suppose  that  the  Government  offers  a  bond  Issue. 
The  schedule  in  the  bill  referred  to.  which  is  not  important  in 
itself — some  other  schedule  might  be  better,  but  a  schedule 
Is  needed — is  based  on  the  Income-tax  schedule,  which  I 
thought  was  fair.  According  to  that  schedule,  which  would 
require  a  man  worth  $10,000  to  buy  $90  worth  of  bonds,  would 
require  the  man  worth  $100,000  to  buy  $1,890  worth  of  bonds. 
Let  us  suppose  this  man  does  not  have  $1,890  lying  around. 
In  the  first  place  he  can  borrow  it.  Any  proposal  must  be 
compared  with  the  actual  system  that  is  In  operation  before 
It  is  Judged  fairly.  It  is  not  fair  to  compare  any  one  proposal 
with  the  theoretical  ideal  plan.  It  must  be  considered  as 
compared  with  the  alternative,  and  what  Is  the  alternative  In 
this  caser  It  Is  the  present  bond  system  we  have.  When  a 
man's  wife  compares  him  with  the  fellow  she  did  not  marry, 
he  always  suffers  by  the  comparison,  because  she  knows  his 
faults,  but  she  does  not  know  the  faults  of  the  fellow  she  did 
not  marry.  Any  comparison  must  be  made  with  the  system 
we  have.  What  would  be  the  alternative  If  we  did  not  do 
anything  to  provide  a  method  for  financing  war?  The  alter- 
native would  be  the  system  we  have  now.  which  is  utterly 
wrong  and  bad.  Because  »t  offers  an  incentive  to  war  prof- 
iteering, which  does  not  afford  the  money  as  we  need  it,  which 
does  not  equalize  the  burdens  of  war,  but  which  augments  the 
accumulation  of  wealth  and  increases  poverty. 

Let  us  take  an  extreme  case.  Suppose  the  man  in  question 
could  not  borrow  that  $1,890.  It  would  be  almost  a  pre- 
posterous and  ridiculous  supposition  that  a  man  worth  $100,- 
000  could  not  borrow  that  comparatively  small  amoimt  of 
money.  People  borrowed  money  during  the  war.  Farmers 
borrowed  money  and  paid  10  percent  interest,  and  their  paper 
was  discounted,  and  they  lost  money  in  doing  it.    Suppose 

the   man   in  question   could   not   borrow   the   money.     What, 

then,  does  the  bill  provide?    It  provides  in  that  case  that 

the  Government  may,  at  his  request,  take  his  note  secured  by 

property.  That  is  the  method  by  which  the  nonliquld  wealth 

can  be  znade  liquid.      The  Government  covUd  sell  Ills  note,  or 

the  Government  couldDut  his  note,  secured  by  property,  in  a 

bank,  and  issue  money  against  it,  without  issuing  a  single 
doUar  that  was  not  secured  by  a  dollar's  worth  of  property. 

In  that  way  we  could  make  liquid  the  nonliquld  property  in 

the  country  and  get  money  if  and  when  we  needed  it. 

Mr.  President,  the  War  Department  has  already  a  plan 
which,  upon  the  threat  of  war  or  the  declaration  of  war,  they 
would  ask  Congress  to  pass,  which  provides  for  the  drafting  of 
men.    That  is  as  it  should  be.    That  is  proper. 

I  understand  the  President  has  in  mind  and  has  already 
taken  some  steps  to  confer  with  the  industrial  and  commer- 
cial leaders  of  the  Nation  looking  to  an  mdustrial  mobiliza- 
tion in  case  of  national  emergency,  and  to  provide  against 
a  national  threat  of  war.  But  we  have  not  taken  a  single 
step,  so  far  as  I  can  learn,  which  would  provide  for  a  mobili- 
zation of  the  finances  of  the  United  States  so  we  could  raise 
money  when  we  needed  it. 

What  would  happen  if  we  started  to  raise  money?  What 
is  happening  even  now  as  we  raise  money  for  the  national 
defense?  With  the  prices  of  things  going  up  generally,  the 
interest  rates  will  go  up.  The  prices  of  materials  will  go 
up,  and  as  we  borrow  this  money  and  use  it  to  purchase 
materials  we  will  be  borrowing  less  than  100-cent  dollars. 
We  will  not  get  our  money's  worth,  because  we  have  no 
plan  for  flnahcial  mobilization. 

Mr.  President,  on  the  basis  of  justice.  Justice  to  the  soldier, 
whose  blood  would  be  si^ed.  I  hope  we  can  consider  this 


measure  or  some  measure  for  jMDvldlng  flnanclal  mobiliza- 
tion m  case  of  war. 

America  Is  today  the  richest  nation  on  the  face  of  the 
earth.  Its  wealth  should  be  avaUable  to  the  Government  If 
needed  and  as  needed.  Every  country  that  has  depended 
upon  the  voluntary  system  has  regretted  it. 

INTORMATION  AS   TO   NtmBER   OF   ALIENS   EICPLOTED   BY   THX   COV- 

ERNIIENT 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Davis  in  the  chair)-.  The 
hour  of  2  o'clock  having  arrived,  the  resolution,  S.  Res.  273, 
submitted  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
RxTNOLosl  will  be  placed  on  the  calendar. 

CALL  OF  THC  ROLL 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under  the  agreement  en- 
tered into  yesterday,  the  unfinished  business  is  automatically 
laid  aside,  and  the  consideration  of  the  calendar  for  imob- 
Jected-to  bills  is  now  in  order. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum.  It  is 
understood  that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Harrison] 
desires  to  address  the  Senate  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Donahey 

Lodge 

Schwellenbach 

Ashurat 

Ellender 

Lucas 

Sbeppard 

Austin 

George 

Lundeen 

Shlpstead 

BaUey 

Oerry 

McCarran 

Slattery 

Bankhead 

OlbaoD 

McKellar 

Smathers 

Barkley 

GUlette 

McNary 

Smith 

Bilbo 

Ouffey 

Stewart 

Bridges 

Gumey 

ICeiid 

Taft 

Brown 

Hale 

MUler 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bxilow 

Harrison 

liinton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bxirke 

Hatch 

Murray 

Thomas,  Utata 

Byrd 

Hayden 

Neely 

Tobey 

Byrnes 

Herring 

NorrU 

Townsend 

Capper 

Hill 

Nye 

Truman 

Caraway 

Holman 

Olifahoney 

Tydlngs 

Chandler 

Holt 

Overton 

Vandenberf 

Chavez 

Hughes 

Pepper 

Van  Nuys 

Clark.  Idaho 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Plttman 

Wagner 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Raddlffe 

Walsh 

Connally 

King 

Reynolds 

Wheeler 

Danaber 

La  PoUette 

Russell 

White 

Davis 

Lee 

Schwartz 

WUey 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-eight  Senators  hav- 
ing ans'wered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

*"  coNDinow  or  national  financks 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  tWs  morning  for  some 

sever&l  hours  1  -was  engaged  in  conference  ^vltb  some  g^entle- 

men  from  the  other  House,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 

vsirious  tax  experts  from  the  Treasury,  and  our  own  tax 
expert.   Mr.   Stam.     I  was   delayed   in   reaching   the   Senate. 

As  I  waUced  into  the  Chamber,  the  Senator  from  Maryland 

IMr.    Ttdincs]    was    mailing    a    very    eloquent    speech,    an 

important  speech,  delivered  in  his  usual  vigorous  way,  in 
which  he  stated  among  other  things  that  he  was  in  favor  of 
the  imposition  of  taxes  now  in  order  to  finance  the  emer- 
gency national-defense  program.  I  cannot  believe  and  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  Senator  from  Maryland  had  any  Inten- 
tion of  creating  the  impression  that  his  remarlEs  were  in 
criticism  of  the  administration,  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  or  the  Penance  Ccanmlttee  of  the  Senate 
for  not  presenting  a  tax  bill. 

For  several  weeks  numerous  cosiferences  have  been  held 
by  many  of  us  in  the  House  and  Senate  with  Treasury 
officials  and  others,  and  at  least  on  one  occasion,  for  more 
than  an  hour.  I  discussed  this  matter  with  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

There  has  been  a  wide  difference  of  opinion  upon  the  part 
of  Members  of  this  body,  and  I  am  sure  upon  the  part  of  the 
Monbers  of  the  other  body,  whether  it  would  be  the  wisest 
course  to  increase  the  present  limitation  of  the  national  debt 
in  order  to  provide  additional  funds  for  emergency  national- 
defense  purposes  at  this  session  of  Congress,  or  whether  we 
should  levy  addlUonal  taxes  for  that  purpose.  In  addition, 
many  have  felt  it  would  be  the  better  course  to  wait  until 
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to  the  national  defense,  and  certainly  the  public  credit  could 
not  much  longer  stand  the  impjict  of  interminable  deficits. 
I  am.  sure  the  able  Senator  from  Mississippi  wL"  meet  with 


created  in  order  that  the  program  of  national  defense  made 
necessary,  but  which  we  have  not  brought  upon  ourselves, 
may  be  carried  out. 
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the  convening  of  Congress  In  January  before  any  steps  are 
taken  looking  toward  the  passage  of  legislation  to  finance 
this  program.  There  has  been  a  question  in  my  mind 
Whether  or  not  the  Treasury  would  be  able  to  maintain  until 
next  January  a  sufficient  working  cash  balance  to  carry  on 
lU  necessary  operations.  I  had  believed  that  a  thorough 
study  of  the  whole  fiscal  condition  of  the  Government  could 
not  be  made  satisfactorily  until  this  Congress  had  completed 
its  labors  and  the  sum  total  of  appropriations,  including  the 
funds  considered  necessary  to  take  care  of  the  present 
national-defense  program  as  well  as  the  regular  appropria- 
tion biUs,  was  known.  I  am  sure  Senators  will  appreciate 
how  difficult  it  would  be  to  know  at  the  present  moment 
whether  the  Treasury  could  have  on  hand  an  adequate 
amotmt  in  its  balance  for  any  and  all  purposes  and  whether 
the  present  $45,000,000,000  debt  limitation  would  be  reached 
in  January  of  next  year  or  even  earlier. 

After  conferring  at  length  with  those  in  a  position  to 
know,  I  am  now  convinced  that  by  the  time  Congress  con- 
venes in  January,  in  view  of  developments  which  I  need  not 
repeat,  we  will  have  practically  reached  the  debt  limit  of 
$45,000,000,000.  Indeed,  on  February  1  of  next  year,  if  no 
additional  and  emergency  appropriations  are  necessary  at 
this  session,  we  wlU  be  within  $15,000,000  of  the  debt  limit. 
Of  course,  the  Treasury  maintains  adequate  cash  funds 
in  order  to  assure  safety  in  the  matter  of, financing  and 
refinancing  necessary  securities.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me 
to  point  out  the  importance  of  the  Treasury  maintaining  an 
adequate  amount  for  this  purpose.  Occasions  may  arise 
Where  the  Government,  for  its  own  protection,  must  employ 
these  funds  for  security  purchases,  where  certain  groups 
attempt  to  gouge  or  take  advantage  of  the  situation  re- 
specting interest  rates. 

I  am  clearly  convinced  that  we  should  provide  at  ihis 
session  sufficient  funds  to  meet  the  cost  of  the  national- 
defense  program  and  any  other  emergency  that  may  arise. 
I  am  making  these  remarks  because  I  do  not  want  the 
country  to  get  the  impression,  from  the  remarks  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  and  others,  that  they  indicate  any  criti- 
cism of  us  for  not  having  up  to  now  brought  forward  a  tax 
bill.  The  fimds  are  adequate  up  to  this  time;  and  m  my 
opinion  there  never  has  been  a  moment  since  this  emergency 
arose  when  the  Congress  was  not  ready  and  willing  to  re- 
spond and  to  meet  every  emergency  which  has  arisen  or 

zniKhit  arise.      There  is  no  doubt  about  that.     One  needs  only 

to  pomt  to  the  two  magnincent  votes  which  recently  occurred 

in    support    of    increased    appropriations    for    the    Army    and 

Navy.  A  few  days  ago  I  stated  on  this  floor  that  the  coun- 
try need  have  no  fear  tbat  the  Congress  would  siiiric  its  duty 

or  that  the  national-defense  program  would  be  hampered  or 

impeded  by  a  lack  ol  the  necessary  funds  to  cany  it  through. 

I  am  convinced  now.  because  of  the  overwhelming  sentiment 

in  the  country,  and  the  knowledge  that  our  people  are  ready 
to  bear  theU:  part  of  the  burden,  that  we  should  at  this  ses- 
sion make  adequate  provision  to  take  care  of  any  condition 
which  may  arise.  The  administration  is  m  thorough  accord 
with  this  view.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  stated  to 
the  press  of  the  country  that  there  was  unanimity  among 
those  who  attended  the  conference  this  morning,  and  that 
view  is  shared  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  that 
we  ought  to  proceed  at  this  session  of  Congress,  before  ad- 
journment, to  increase  the  natitmal  debt  at  least  $3,000,- 
000.000  over  the  present  limit  of  $45,000,900,000;  and  in  the 
same  legislation  there  should  be  raised  in  additional  taxes 
between  $600,000,000  and  $700,000,000  annually  to  retire  in 
an  orderly  manner  the  principal  and  interest  on  the  securi- 
ties issued  for  defense  purposes. 

The  chairman  of  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
has  called  a  meeting  of  his  committee  for  10  o'clock  tomorrow 
morning.  I  have  called  a  meeting  of  the  Finance  Committee 
for  10  o'clock  tomorrow  morning;  and  I  hope  all  members 
will  be  there.  Of  course,  we  can  do  nothing  until  the  House 
passes  the  tax  bill;  but  we  can  discuss  every  phase  of  the 
problem  thoroughly,  map  our  program,  and  be  ready  so 


that  when  the  bill  comes  to  us  we  can  Immediately  proceed 
with  its  consideration. 

I  do  not  believe  there  will  be  any  great  delay  in  the  ad- 
journment of  CcHigress,  I  may  be  too  optimistic  atx)ut  that. 
Perhaps  we  cannot  adjourn  by  the  8th  of  June,  as  predicted 
by  some;  but  we  can  at  least  get  away  in  time  for  you  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  to  arrive  at  the  burial  ground  of 
your  next  convention.     [  Laughter.  1 

I  should  withdraw  that  statement,  because  I  do  not  want  to 
bring  partisan  politics  into  my  remarks;  but  we  have  a  cer- 
tain plan  that  we  are  going  to  suggest  to  the  appropriate 
committees  for  their  consideration.  If  they  want  to  accept 
it,  well  and  good.  If  they  want  to  amend  it,  a  majority  can 
do  that.  I  can  say  that  the  plan,  in  brief,  is  to  give  the 
Treasury  authority  to  issue  national-defense  bonds  to  a 
maximum  of  $3,000,000,000.  Supplementing  that,  we  intend 
to  levy  additional  taxes  to  raise  l>etween  $600,000,000  and 
$700,000,000  annually  for  the  next  5  years.  This  revenue 
will  be  utilized  to  liquidate  these  national-defense  obliga- 
tions. I  hope  that  in  this  program  we  shall  be  meeting  the 
views  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  IMr.  Tydings],  and  I 
am  sure  he  Is  going  along  with  us  100  percent.  We  may  not 
be  able  to  meet  some  of  the  views  expressed  by  the  Senator 
from  Vlrgirila  (Mr.  ByrdI  today,  but  we  shall  meet  them  at 
least  In  pai^t;  and  he  is  such  a  good  soldier  that  I  am  sure 
he  will  enlist  for  this  emergency  period.  I  hope  that  when 
the  bill  comes  on  the  floor  very  few  of  the  many  different  and 
conflicting  Ideas  that  have  been  expressed  by  the  various 
Senators  will  be  offered  as  amendments. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  (Mr.  Lee!  has  his  views  with 
reference  to  the  matter.  His  proposal  might  take  up  a  great 
many  days  of  discussion  if  he  should  i^lsist  on  its  considera- 
tion. There  are  others;  but  I  am  hopeful  we  can  get  together 
in  the  Finance  Committee  after  the  bill  has  been  sent  over 
here  by  the  House,  I  trust,  of  course,  we  can  proceed  har- 
moniously and  expeditiously.  I  am  hopeful  that  we  can  form 
a  coalition  that  will  be  unbreakable  on  the  floor  and  that  we 
can  have  an  early  adjournment  of  Congress. 

Without  going  into  details  as  to  what  taxes  we  may  levy 
to  raise  the  amounts  I  have  heretofore  mentioned,  it  is  our 
intention  to  be  just  sus  reasonable  and  fair  as  possible  under 
the  circumstances.  We  do  not  want  to  intentionally  hamper 
any  of  the  enterprises  that  are  going  to  help  us  out  in  this 
emergency.    I  believe  in  what  we  work  out  the  people  will 

feel  that  we  have  done  our  duty  and  borne  our  responsibility. 

That  l5  aJl  I  care  to  say  today.    I  am  glad  I  have  had  the 

opportunity  of  presenting  these  few  remarks.     I  hope  what 

I  have  said  will  be  carried  In  the  same  editions  of  Uie  news- 

papei~s  in  ^eblctl  the  si>eeclies  of  the  Senator  from  AAarylstnd 

and  the  Senator  from  Virginia  today  will  be  carried. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  from  the ,  RepubUcan 
minority  si3e  of  the  Senate  Pinance  Committee,  I  desire  to 

express  my  complete  hospitality  to  the  statement  of  general 

purposes  which  has  Just  been  made  by  the  able  chairman 

of  the  committee.  This  is  not  the  time  or  place  to  enter 
upon  a  survey  of  details.  I  might  dissent  from  his  sugges- 
tion that  it  is  necessary  to  increase  the  debt  limit.  I  might 
hope  that  there  are  other  ways  to  proceed.  At  long  last,  we 
might  even  try  a  little  general  economy.  But.  regardless 
of  detail,  I  rise  simply  to  assert  my  belief,  and  I  am  sure 
the  substantial  belief  on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  that  in  meet- 
ing this  national  emergency  in  respect  to  defense  prepared- 
ness we  should  pay  as  we  go,  so  far  as  is  humanly  practi- 
cable and  possible.  This  is  precisely  what  I  asked  for  on 
last  Monday. 

In  connection  with  President  Roosevelt's  statement  re- 
garding national  defense  on  Sunday  night,  although  he 
presumed  to  cover  all  other  phases  of  the  subject,  I  sadly 
missed  any  reference  in  his  address  to  the  question  of  how 
the  national-defens3  bills  shall  be  paid.  The  subject  was 
completely  ignored,  I  considered  it  a  great  gap  in  the  for- 
mula. I  am  happy  to  know  that  the  gap  in  preparedness  is 
to  be  filled.  Certainly,  the  protection  of  a  sound  public 
credit  is  the  protection  of  the  flrst  line  of  defense  in  respect 
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affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  WlU.  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

H.  R.  7543.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 


6ac.  2.  In  cvrylng  cut  transactions  authorised  by  section  1.  ih* 
Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  are  autborlaed,  in 
their  discretion  and  provided  that  It  be  not  inconsistent  with 
any  defense  reqxiirementa  of  the  United  States  or  of  its  posaesalons. 
«_  -^__....t...»^  .-.>  tronomtt-   *n  tho   (7nv<>rr>m<^nt  of  anv   American 


c& 
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to  the  nationiJ  defense,  and  certainly  the  public  credit  could 
not  much  longer  stand  the  imp«ict  of  interminable  deficits. 
I  am^  siire  the  able  Senator  from  Mississippi  wi?'  meet  with 
complete  cooperation  from  his  Republican  colleagues  in  the 

tasJc  which  he  has  a&signed  to  our  committee,  and  to  which 

he  is  directing  the  attention  ot  the  senate.   I  thinii  the 

country   would   be   disappointed   if   we   did   not   produce    a 

national-defense  tax.  I  think  it  would  convict  tis  of  a  fail- 
ure to  meet  the  whcrie  responsibility  of  this  critical  moment. 

I  know  of  nothing  more  significant  in  the  newspapers  of 
the  past  week  than  the  so-called  Gallup  poll  of  last  Sunday, 

which  showed  not  only  that  86  iiercent  of  our  people  approve 
the  defense  program,  but  that  76  percent  are  willing  to  pay 
for  it  now;  and  it  is  particularly  significant  in  respect  to  the 

detail  of  that  poll  that  80  percent  in  the  upper-income  group 
are  willing.  76  percent  in  the  middle-income  group  are  will- 
ing, and  even  74  percent  in  the  lower-income  group  are  wiU- 

ing  to  pay  as  we  go,  so  far  as  it  is  possible.    So  I  am  hoping 

that  this  new  tax  can  be  definitely  identified  as  a  national 
defense  tax,  so  that  the  people  wUl  understand  precisely 
what  the  situation  is.     It  is  well  for  all  of  us  to  be  reminded 

that  war  and  preparation  against  war  are  costly,  burdensome 
adventures. 

Again  I  say  that  I  rose  solely  for  the  purpose  of  expressing 
my  personal  appreciation  of  ^e  statement  which  has  been 
made  by  the  able  Senator  from  Mississippi;  and  even  though 
there  may  be  sharp  disagreement  in  detail,  I  think  he  will 
find  the  same  unanimity  of  purpjose  in  regard  to  the  tax  pro- 
gram that  there  has  been  in  respect  to  the  defense  program. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  simply  to  express 
to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Harrison]  my  apprecia- 
tion for  the  very  frank  statement  he  has  made  to  the  Senate 
and  to  the  country.  While  during  normal  times  there  has 
been  considerable  speculation  over  a  period  of  weeks,  or  I 
might  say  months,  as  to  whether  and  when  Congress  would 
adjourn,  and  whether  a  tax  bill  would  be  brought  forward  at 
this  session,  I  think  I  am  within  the  truth  when  I  say  that 
nobody  in  this  body  or  in  the  other  body,  and  I  hope  nobody 
In  the  Nation,  has  doubted  the  willingness  of  Congress  to  meet 
its  full  responsibility  in  regard  to  all  these  matters  in  view  of 
the  emergency  which  has  been  thrust  upon  us  in  recent 
weeks.  I  myself  have  never  had  any  doubt  that  Congress 
would  be  willing  to  stay  here  a  sufficient  length  of  time  to  per- 
form its  duty  without  being  suspected  by  the  country  of  trying 
to  run  away  from  its  duty  or  to  dodge  its  responsibility. 

Therefore  I  am  glad  to  have  the  opportunity  to  express 
to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  the  able  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  my  appreciation  of  his  frankness  in 

speaking  of  the  situation  which  confronts  us.  as  I  think  the 

country  ^rUl  appreciate  it. 

I  wlsli  to  state  tnat  in  ordinary  circumstances,  when  we 

have  been  faced  with  the  necessity  of  a  tax  bill,  or  an  increaSC 
In  the  debt  limit  has  presented  itself  as  an  alternative    I  have 

-always  felt,  and  would  still  feel  if  our  situation  were  nonnal, 
that  I  would  prefer  a  tax  biU  to  an  increase  in  the  debt  limit. 

Even  if  this  emergency  had  not  come  upon  us.  and  we  had 

been  required  to  increase  revenue,  either  by  borrowing  or  by 
taxing.  I  would  have  preferred  the  taxing  method  to  the 
borrowing  method. 

I  have  believed,  and  have  so  stated,  that  in  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances the  country  at  large  would  be  better  pleased  and 
more  reassured  if  the  people  were  required  to  pay  additional 
taxes,  in  order  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the  Government, 
rather  than  have  thernational  debt  increased.  If  these  were' 
normal  times  and  we  were  in  normal  circumstances.  I  would 

still  feel  that  way  about  it.  But  I  doubt  very  seriously 
whether  it  will  be  possible  or  wise  to  raise  all  the  money 
needed  in  this  defense  program  by  taxation.  For  that  reason 
without  to  any  way  going  into  detail,  or  knowing  what  the' 
details  wlU  be  when  they  reach  us  in  any  bill  sent  to  us  from 
the  House,  I  feel  that  under  the  present  circumstances  we 
must  combine  both  taxes  and  borrowing.  But  it  should  be 
made  as  clear  as  It  can  be  made  that  the  taxes  we  may  levy 
Will  be  for  the  purpose  of  discharging  the  additional  debt 


created  in  order  that  the  program  of  national  defense  made 
necessary,  but  which  we  have  not  brought  upon  ourselves, 
may  be  carried  out. 
I  reiterate  my  statement  of  apiHieclatlon  of  the  action  of 

the  Senator  frcHn  Mississippi,  and  I  also  wish  to  thanlc  the 

Senator  from  Michigan  for  his  assurance  of  cooperation.    I 

believe  that  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  and  in  the  country 

at  large,  we  can  work  out  a  program  which  will  give  assurance 
that  we  propose  not  to  use  this  particular  situation  as  an 

excuse  for  in  any  way  complicating  our  fhiancial  situation, 
but  that  we  are  willing  in  this  day  to  meet  our  responsibility 

and  discharge  it  without  wishing  it  aU  upon  the  generations 
yet  to  come. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sure  that  nothing 
which  has  been  said  for  a  long  while  will  more  hearten  the 
country  than  the  remarks  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance  of  the  Senate.     What  he  said  contains  so  much 

Of  good  sense,  as  well  as  promise  of  relief  in  the  immediate 
necessity,  that  coming  from  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  in  whom  I  am  sure  the  country  has  tremendous 
confidence,  it  wlU  make  everyone  feel  that  the  defense  pro- 
gram is  to  be  a  roimded-out  affair. 
However,  there  is  one  point  which  for  a  moment  I  should 

like  to  stress  again.  I  doubt  whether  in  the  next  10  years, 
even  though  the  war  does  not  come  to  us,  we  will  ever  be  in 
as  good  a  position  to  balance  income  against  expenditure  as 
we  are  now.  I  doubt  whether  in  the  next  10  or  20  years,  if 
events  take  their  projected  course,  we  wiU  be  in  as  good  a 
condition  to  balance  income  against  expenditure  as  we  have 
been  during  the  last  4  years,  and  I  cannot  subscribe  to  the 
rosy  picture  that  the  raising  of  six  or  seven  hundred  million 
additional  dollars  is  going  to  be  more  than  a  gesture  towar*.> 
bringing  about  sound  financial  arrangements  in  this 
Government. 

Id  my  humble  judgnient,  after  the  war  is  over  the  imem- 
ployment  problem,  plus  the  disruption  In  world  trade,  plus 
the  state  of  chaos  and  decay  which  will  attack  the  govern- 
ments now  engaged  in  the  war.  will  plunge  this  country  into 
another  depression  which  might  conceivably  be  as  great  as 
the  one  through  which  we  have  just  been  passing,  and  per- 
haps greater.  Therefore,  while  we  have  comparative  prosper- 
ity as  we  look  around  at  other  countries,  we  will  not  do  our 
Job  well  at  all  if  we  do  not  visualize,  to  some  extent,  at  least, 
the  dire  consequences  which  are  bound  to  foUow  in  the  wake 
of  the  European  war,  and  now,  while  we  have  the  time,  do 
not  do  more  than  make  a  gesture.  It  would  be  the  height 
of  folly  not  to  do  so.  I  believe  the  hour  has  struck  when  we 
should  approach  a  balanced  Budget  in  this  Government    Too 

long  we  have  delayed  taking  that  necessary  step. 

.      I  feel  confident   that   when   the   Senate  Finance  Committee 

meets,  ana  wuen  ine  House  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 

meets,  and  they  visxialize  the  state  of  OUT  national  debt,  the 
increased  expenditures  which  will  be  necessary  for  the  Army 

and  the  Navy,  and  the  preparation  we  must  make  fOr  the 
inevitable  depression  which  is  to  come  after  the  war    these 

two  committees  will  feel  inclined  to  go  as  much  past  the  six 

or  seven  himdred  miUion  dollar  increase  as  the  whole  busi- 
ness situation  of  the  country  and  the  exigencies  of  the  moment 
will  permit. 

Of  course,  everyone  knows  that  we  can  ov«rdo  taxation, 
and  destroy  the  very  pxirpose  for  which  the  taxes  are  levied 
namely,  to  get  addiUonal  revenue.  I  feel  that  we  have  gone 
far  enough  on  borrowed  money,  and  I  doubt  very  sincerely 
whether  or  not  the  time  will  ever  come,  certainly  it  will  not 
come  In  the  years  in  the  immediate  future  when  we  wiU  be 
as  weU  able  to  pay  as  we  are  at  this  very  time. 

I  wish  to  conclude  by  thanking  the  chairm^  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  for  his  heartening  statement,  and  again 
to  reiterate  these  observations,  which  I  feel  will  with  the 
passage  of  time,  stand  out  as  pretty  fair  prophecy  as  the 
Senate  continues  to  meet  from  year  to  year. 

MESSAGE  FHOM  THE  HOUSE— ENROLLED  Bn.LS   SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  RepresentaUves.  by  Mr  Chaf- 
fee, one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
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affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

H.  R.  7543.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  accept  real  esUte  granted  to  the  United  SUtes  by  the  city 
of  Miami.  Pla..  and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  7737.  An  act  to  amend  the  Judicial  Code  by  adding 

a  new  section  thereto,  designated  as  section  26fia.  to  prOVlde 
for  intervention  by  States  in  certain  cases  involving  the  valid- 
ity of  the  exercise  of  any  power  by  the  United  States,  or  any 

agency  thereof,  or  any  officer  or  employee  thereof,  and  for 

other  purposes;  and 

H.R.  9140.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  acquire  land  at  Key  West.  Pla. 

THE  CALENDAR 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mnxra  in  the  chair). 
Under  the  order  entered  yesterday,  the  calendar  is  now  in 
order. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  inasmuch  as  during  the 
many  calls  of  the  calendar  certain  bills  which  appear  on  the 
first  two  pages  of  the  calendar  are  always  objected  to  and  go 
over.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  caU  today  begin  with 

Calendar  No.  1118. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     What  Is  the  request? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  that  the  call  today  begin  with  Cal- 
endar No.  1118,  SO  that  we  may  save  some  time,  and  not  have 
bills  called  which  have  been  objected  to  time  and  time  again. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  reserve  the  right  to  object  until  I  see 
where  the  call  would  begin.  [After  a  pause.]  Very  well, 
Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  clerk  wiU  begin  the  caU  of  the 
calendar  with  No.  1118. 

ASSISTAIfCS  TO  AMERICAN  REPUBLICS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J. 
Res.  367 )  to  authorize  the  Secretaiies  of  War  and  of  the  Navy 
to  assist  the  governments  of  American  republics  to  increase 
their  military  and  naval  estaWishments,  and  fo^^ether  pur- 
poses. 

The  amendments  heretofore  agreed  to  (August  5.  1939) 
were  ordered  to  be  engrossed. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third* time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  (»)  the  President  may.  in  his  discretion, 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  manufacture  in  factories  and 
arsenals  under  his  Jurisdiction,  or  otherwise  procure,  coast-defense 
and  antiaircraft  materiel,  including  ammunition  therefor,  on  behalf 
of  the  government  of  any  American  republic;   to  sell  such  materiel 

tnd  ammunition  to  any  such  government;  to  test  or  prove  such 

materiel  and  ammxinltlon  prior  to  sale  or  delivery  to  any  such 
government;     to    repair    sucti     materiel    on     behalf    or     any    sucb    gov- 

imment;  and  to  communicate  to  any  Bucn  governmem  plans,  Bpeci- 

ficatloiis,     or     otiier     Inlormation     relating     to     sucti     materiel     and 

ammunition  as  may  be  sold  to  any  such  government. 

(b)     Tlie  PresiClent   may.  In    bis   discretion,    authorize   thie   Secretary 

of  tbe  Navy  to  construct  veseels  of  war  on  behalf  of  the  government 

of  any   American   republic   in   sliipyarda   under  his   jurisdiction:    to 

manufacture  grmament  and  equipment  for  sucn  vessels  on  behalf  of 

any  sucb  goTemtnent  In  arsenals  under  his  jurisdiction:  to  sell 
armament  and  equipment  for  such  vessels  to  any  sucb  government; 
to  manufacture  antiaircraft  artillery  and  ammunition  therefor,  on 
behalf  of  any  such  government  m  factories  and  arsenals  under  his 
jurisdiction:  to  seU  antiaircraft  artillery  and  ammunition  therefor 
to  any  such  government;  to  test  or  prove  such  vessels,  armament, 
artillery,  ammunition,  or  equipment  prior  to  sale  or  delivery  to  any 
such    govenuneJit:    to   repair   such    vessels,    armament,    artlUery.   or 

equipment  on  behalf  of  any  such  government;  and  to  communicate 
to  any  such  government  plans,  specifications,  and  other  information 
relating  to  such  vessels  of  war  and  their  armament  and  equipment 
or  antiaircraft  artillery  and  ammtinitlon  therefor,  as  may  be  sold  to 
any  such  government  or  relating  to  any  vessels  of  war  which  any 
such  government  may  propose  to  construct  or  manufacture  within 
its  own  Jurisdiction:  Provided,  That  nothing  contained  herein  shall 
be  construed  as  authorizing  the  violation  of  any  of  the  provisions 
of  any  treaty  to  which  the  United  States  Is  or  may  become  a  party 
or  of  any  established  principles  or  precedents  of  International  law: 
And  provided  further.  That  no  transaction  authorized  herem  shaU 
result  in  expense  to  the  United  Stales,  nor  Involve  the  extension 
of  credits  by  the  United  States:  And  provided  further.  That  no 
contract  shall  be  entered  into  under  the  terms  of  this  Jomt  resolu- 
tion which  shaU  Interfere  with  or  delay  the  United  States  hi  th« 
full  use  of  Its  shipyards,  arsenals,  mumtion  planu,  and  other  equip- 
ment for  its  own  pvirposes. 


S»c.  a.  In  carrying  out  transactions  authorised  by  section  1.  Jj* 
Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  are  authoriaed.  in 
their  discretion  and  provided  that  it  be  not  inconsistent  with 
any  defense  requirements  of  the  United  States  or  of  its  possessions, 
to  communlcat*  or  transmit  to  the  government  of  any  American  ^ 
republic  or  to  any  duly  authorized  person  for  the  use  of  such 

government  Information  pertaining  to  the  arms,  ammunition,  or 
tmplementa  of  war  sold   under  the  terms  of   tliat  section  or  to  any 

vMsels  of  war  constructed  within  the  jurisdiction  Of  ftUy  SUCh  gov- 
ernment, and  to  export  for  the  use  of  any  such  government  coast 

defense  and  antiaircraft  materiel  and  ammunition  therefor,  and 
vessels  of   war   and   their   armament   and   equipment    Involving   such 

information:  Proiidcd,  That  any  information  thus  communicated 
or  transmitted  or  involved  in  any  such  arms,  ammunition,  imple- 
ments of  war,  or  equipment  when  exported  shaU  cease  to  be  con- 
sidered restricted  after  1  year  from  tbe  date  that  such  communica- 
tion or  transmission  has  been  authorized  or  such  exportaUon 
made. 

Sbc.  3.  All  contracts  or  agreements  made  by  the  SecreUry  of 
War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  the  sale  to  the  government  of 
any  American  lepubllc  of  any  of  the  arms,  ammunition,  or  imple- 
ments of  war.  the  sale  of  which  U  authorized  by  this  Joint  resolu- 
tion, shall  contain  a  clause  by  which  the  purchaaer  undertakes  not 

to  dlspoee  of  such  arms,  ammunition,  or  implements  of  war.  or  any 
plans,  specifications,  or  information  pertaining  thereto,  by  gift,  sale, 
or  any  mode  of  transfer  in  such  manner  that  such  arms,  anununl- 
tlon  implements  of  war.  or  plans,  specifications,  or  InformaUon 
pertaining  thereto,  may  become  a  part  of  the  armament  of  any 
sUtc  other  than  an  American  republic.  ' 

Sre.  4.  The  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  th* 
case  may  be.  shall,  when  any  arms,  ammunition.  Implements  of  war. 
or  equipment  are  exported  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  joint 
resolution  immediately  Inform  the  Secretary  of  State.  Chairman  of 
the  National  Munitions  Control  Board,  of  the  quantities,  character, 
vaiue.  terms  of  sale,  and  destination  of  the  ar  jos.  ammunition.  Imple- 
ments of  war,  or  equipment  so  exported.  Such  information  shall  be 
included  in  the  annual  report  of  the  Board.  

S»c  5  (a)  There  U  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  from 
time  to  time,  out  of  any  moneys  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  such  amoimts  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  and  accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

(b)  AU  moneys  which  may  be  received  from  the  goverrunent  oT 
any  American  republic,  in  pajrment  for  any  article  delivered  or  service 
rendered  in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Joint  resolution, 
shall  revert  to  the  respective  appropriation  or  appropriations  out  o* 
which  funds  were  expended  In  carrying  out  the  transaction  for 
which  money  is  received,  and  such  moneys  shall  be  available  for 
expenditure  for  the  purpose  for  which  such  expended  funds  were 
appropriated  by  lew,  during  the  fiscal  year  in  which  such  fxmda  are 
received  and  the  ensuing  fiscal  year. 

Sbc.  6.  The  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shaU 
In  aU  contracts  or  agreements  for  the  sale  of  such  materiel  fully  jjto- 
tect  the  rights  of  aU  citizens  of  the  United  States  who  have  patent 
rights  in  and  to  any  such  materiel  wfilch  is  hereby  autUorized  to  be 
sold  and  the  funds  collected  for  royalties  on  such  patenU  shaU  be 
paid  to  the  owners  and  holders  of  such  patents. 

Sbc.  7.  The  Secretaries  of  War  and  of  the  Navy  are  hereby  au- 
thorized to  purchase  arms,  ammunition,  and  Implements  of  war 
produced  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  any  American  republic  if  such 
arms,  ammunition,  or  Implements  at  war  cannot  be  produced  in 
the  United  SUtes. 

RKSOLUnON  AND  BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  resoluUon  (S.  Res.  168)  providing  for  an  Investigatjorf 

of    the    immlKration    of    aliens    Into    tk>e    tJnlted    States. 


ftMounced  as  next  in  order. 


Mr,  SCHWELi*ENBACH.    Let  the  resolution  go  over. 

The  PRESrDINa  OFT?^CER.     Tile  resolution  ^Krill  be  passed 

over. 

Tbe  t)lll  (S.  3130)  relating  to  the  citizenship  and  compen- 
sation of  certain  employees  on  military  construction  work 
In  the  Panama  Canal  2Sone  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KING.    Let  us  have  an  explanation. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Let  the  bUl  go  over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7941)  relating  to  the  citizenship  and  com- 
pensation of  certain  employees  on  military  construction 
work  In  the  Panama  Canal  Zone,  was  announced  as  next  In 

order. 

Mr.  KTMO.    Let  that  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

CONTKOL  or  son.  EROSION  III  CLEVELAND  NAnONAL  FOREST 
The  bill  (H.  R.  169)  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soU  erosion 
and/or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior boundaries  of  the  Cleveland  National  Forest  in  San 
Diego  County,  Calif.,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  KINO.    Let  us  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill. 
Mr.  SMITH.     Mr.  President,  this  measure  was  reported 
unanimously  by  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 
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It  Is  a  House  WIl  and  Is  endorsed  by  the  Department  of 
Ajrrlculture.  It  Is  merely  designed  to  protect  against  erosion 
Of  land  owned  by  the  Government.  The  bill  was  called  on 
A  previous  occasion,  and  those  who  then  objected  said  they 
would  look  into  It  I  think  it  is  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  the  Government's  land. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
consideration  of  the  bin? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CONTROL  OF  SOH.  EROSION  IN  ANGELES  NATIONAL  FOREST 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  2009)  to 
facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and/or  flood  damage  origi- 
nating uiK)n  lands  within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the 
Angeles  National  Forest,  Calif. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  is  of  the  same  nature 
as  the  one  just  passed. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

CONTROL  OF  SOIL  EROSION  IN  SEQUOIA  NATIONAL  FOREST 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  2417)  to 
facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion  and/or  flood  damage  origi- 
nating upon  lands  within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the 
Sequoia  National  Forest,  Calif.,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  with  an  amend- 
ment, on  page  2,  line  4,  after  the  word  "resources",  to  insert 
the  words  "other  than  mineral";  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  with  the  ap- 
proval ol  the  National  Forest  Reservation  Commission  established 
by  section  4  of  the  act  of  March  1.  1911  (U.  8.  C.  title  16.  sec.  513), 
Is  hereby  authorized  to  acquire  by  purchase  any  lands,  or  Interests 
therein,  within  the  boundaries  of  the  Sequoia  National  Forest,  In 
the  State  of  California,  which.  In  his  Judgment,  should  become  the 
property  of  the  United  States  In  order  that  they  may  be  so  managed 
with  other  lands  of  the  United  States  as  to  minimize  soil  erosion 
and  flood  damage,  and  to  pay  for  said  lands,  or  Interests  therein, 
from  the  entire  receipts  from  the  occupancy  of  public  land  or  the 
sale  of  nattiral  resources,  other  than  mineral,  within  the  Sequoia 
National  Forest,  which  receipts  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  ap- 
propriated for  that  purpose  until  said  lands  have  been  acquired: 
Provided.  That  any  appropriated  amounts  which  are  unexpended 
and  unobligated  at  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  for  which  appropriated 
•hall  be  transferred  to  the  national -forest  receipts  of  that  fiscal 
year  and  amounts  so  transferred  and  such  part  of  the  entire  receipts 
of  any  fiscal  year  as  are  not  appropriated  shaU  be  disposed  of  in  like 
manner  as  other  national -forest  receipts. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

NATIONAL    FOREST    ADMINISTRATION 

The  bill  (S.  3226)  to  facilitate  and  simplify  national- 
forest  administration  was  announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  who  has 
objected  to  the  bill  will  read  the  report  of  the  Department 
on  it.  The  amount  of  money  collected  from  the  sale  of 
products  of  the  forests  is  so  small  and  inconsequential  that 
the  Comptroller  General  has  Ix-en  asked  to  suspend  the  re- 
quirement that  bills  be  sent  to  him  for  approval,  as  evei-y 
protection  Is  thrown  around  these  sales.  Most  of  them  are 
below  $100. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  read  the  report.  My 
objection  to  the  bill  is  to  a  provision  contained  in  it  that  the 
regulations  and  decisions  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
shall  be  final  and  conclusive  on  all  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and,  be  the  amount  Involved  large  or  small,  I  will  not 
agree  that  any  administrative  oflBcer  may  have  the  authority 
absolutely  to  control  every  other  agency  of  the  Government, 
legislative.  Judicial,  or  executive. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  the  amounts  Involved  in 
these  permits  are  $30Q  or  less,  and  I  think  it  is  quite  safe  to 
assume  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  will  not  be  em- 
barrassed. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  shoidd  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  a  question.  Does  this  money  go  into  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States,  or  Is  it  to  be  used  by  the  Department 
for  departmental  purposes? 


Mr.  SMITH.  It  goes  hito  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  am  not  concerned  with  the  amount.  I 
wish  to  say,  however,  that  no  Member  of  the  Senate  has 
more  consistently  taken  his  stand  on  principle  rather  than 
on  the  mere  matter  of  dollars  when  it  comes  to  giving  final 
conclusive  authority  to  any  department  of  the  Government 
than  has  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  and  I  know  that 
my  position  is  in  siccord  with  the  time-honored  prac- 
tices and  views  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  Senator  has  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  I  have  stood  firm  for  keeping  each  agency  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  its  allotted  sphere.  After  reading  the  provision 
referred  to  and  hearing  it  discussed,  while  I  think  It  Is  a 
little  drastic,  yet  it  does  not  affect  the  aggregate  finances. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  think  the  Senator  could  cure  the  difficulty 
by  a  brief  amendment  striking  out  a  few  words. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  La  Foli*tte  in  the 
chair).  Does  the  Chair  understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  has  objected? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Tes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 
Likewise  Calendar  1381.  House  bill  7643,  will  be  passed  over 
when  it  is  reached  on  the  calendar. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  SMALL  RESERVOIRS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3136)  to 
authorize  an  appropriation  for  the  construction  of  small 
reservoirs  under  the  Federal  reclamation  laws,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Recla- 
mation with  an  amendment,  on  page  1,  line  3,  after  the 
words  "That  from",  to  insert  "any  fimds  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated  or  from",  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  from  any  funds  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated  or  from  the  special  fund  In  the  Treasviry 
of  the  United  States  created  by  the  act  of  June  17.  1902.  and 
therein  designated  "the  reclamation  fund",  there  is  hereby  author- 
ized to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of  $5,000,000  for  expenditure  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  under  the  Federal  reclamation  laws,  in 
the  construction  of  small  storage  reservoirs  at  such  locations  within 
the  States  subject  to  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  as  the  said 
Secretary  may  select,  no  reservoir  to  be  constructed  hereunder  the 
estimated  cost  of  which  exceeds  $50,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

JOHN   C.   GROSSMAN 

The  bill  (S.  3339)  for  the  relief  of  John  C.  Grossman  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enadted.  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasvuy  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
appropriated  for  the  support  of  the  National  Guard  for  the  current 
fiscal  year,  to  8gt.  John  C.  Grossman  the  sum  of  $5,000  In  fuU 
settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  Qovemment  for  injuries  sus- 
tained by  him  while  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  at  Camp 
Hulen,  Palaclos.  Tex..  August  10.  1933.  caused  by  the  explosion  of  a 
gasoline  lantern:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropri- 
ated In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  pwiid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attor- 
neys, on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  said 
claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or 
attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  withhold",  or  receive  any  sum  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  said  claim,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000. 

ESTATE  OF  REXFORD  7*.  SMITH 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5089)  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the 
Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to  hear,  examine, 
adjudicate,  and  render  judgment  on  the  claim  of  the  legsd 
representative  of  the  estate  of  Rexford  M.  Smith  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

RKSOLUnONS    PASSED    OVER 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  232)  limiUng  debate  on  general 
appropriation  bills  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
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Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Let  the  resolution  go  over. 

The  PRE^SIDING  OFFICER.  The  resolution  will  be  passed 
over. 

The  joint  resoluUon  (S.  J.  Res.  114)  authorizing  the  Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics  to  make  studies  of  productivity  and 
labor  costs  in   industry  was  announced   as   next   in   order. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.    I  ask  that  the  joint  resolution  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  joint  resolution  will  be 
passed  over. 

INVESTIGATION    OF    RAILROAO    FINANCING 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  240)  further  continuing  Senate 
Resolution  71.  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  authorizing  an  in- 
vestigation of  railroad  financing  and  certain  other  matters, 
was  considered,  and  agreed  to.  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  Senate  Resolution  71,  Seventy-fourth  Congress, 
flnt  sesBlon.  agreed  to  May  20.  1935.  authorizing  an  investigation  of 
railroad  financing  and  certain  other  matters,  as  continued  by  Sen- 
ate Resolution  227.  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  second  session,  and 
Senate  Resolution  273.  Seventy-fifth  Congress,  third  session,  and  aa 
amended  by  Senate  Resolution  86,  Seventy-fifth  Congress,  first  ees- 
slon.  is  hereby  continued  in  fuU  force  and  effect  during  the  ses- 
aions.  incuMW.  and  adjourned  periods  of  the  Senate  in  the  Seventy- 
seventh  Congreas,  and  the  Conunlttee  on  Interstate  Commerce  U 
hereby  authorized  to  expend  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Sen- 
ate, dxiring  such  sessions,  recenes.  and  adjourned  periods,  the 
amotints  heretofore  authorized  for  said  ptupoees.  > 

BILLS  AND  RESOHjnONS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  6480)  to  amend  the  AgrlciUtural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1933  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation  of 
that  biU? 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  that  is  a  bill  In  which  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  FrazterI  is  interested.  In 
his  absence  the  bill  should  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  <S.  3368)  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  and  other  retirement  acts  was  aimounced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  ask  that  the  bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5784)  to  provide  for  the  conservation  and 
transfer  of  accumulated  sick  leave  and  vacation  time  due 
classified  civil-service  employees  who  succeed  to  the  position 
of  postmaster,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an 
explanation  of  that  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  bill  was  reported  by  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Mead],  who  is  not  present  in  the 
Chamber  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  <H.  R.  7643)  to  facilitate  and  simplify  national- 
forest  administration  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  bill  will  be  passed  over 
under  the  previous  order. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  231)  favoring  the  deletion  frMn  the 
Sixteenth  Census  population  schedule  of  inquiries  Nos.  32 
and  33.  relating  to  compensation  received,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  BAILEY.    I  ask  that  the  resolution  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  resolution  will  bo  passed 
over.  I 

!    MANIFESTS  AND  VESSEL  PERMITS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6751)  to  repeal  certain  laws  with  respect  to 
manifests  and  vessel  permits  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explana- 
tion of  the  blU? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER-  An  explanation  is  requested. 
TTie  measure  was  reported  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Commerce,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  I  Mr.  Bailey]. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  The  bill  merely  provides  for  the  repeal  of 
certain  obsolete  sections  in  navigation  acts.  It  is  recom- 
mended by  the  Bureca  of  Navigation  and  also  by  the  Marl- 
time  Commission. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  WH  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bin  (H.  R.  6884)  to  encourage  travel  in  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  ask  that  the  bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over, 

RECOGNITION    OF    SERVICES    OF    CERTAIN    EMPLOYEES    ON    PANAMA 

CANAL  CONSTRUCTION 

The  bill  (S.  1162)  to  provide  for  the  recogniUon  of  the 
services  of  the  civilian  officials  and  employees,  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  engaged  in  and  about  the  construction  of  the 
Panama  Canal  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KING.    Let.  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Will  the  Senator  be  kind  enough  to  with-    . 
hold  his  objection  for  a  brief  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  KING.    Yes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  This  bill  has  twice  been  considered  by  the 
Interoceanic  Canals  Committee  of  the  Senate.  A  similar  bill 
was  introduced  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark],  and  because  there  were  cer-  -* 
tain  duplications  in  that  bill  of  legislation  now  on  the  statute 
books,  tlie  bill  was  vetoed.  The  chairman  of  the  committee, 
who  is  here  to  speak  for  himself.  Is  In  favor  of  the  bill.  More 
than  40  Senators  have  addressed  the  proponents  of  the  bill  and 
stated  that  they  favor  it. 

I  will  state  what  in  substance  the  bill  proposes.  In  1915 
the  Congress  made  provision  for  the  officers  of  the  Army 
and  the  Navy  and  the  Public  Health  Service,  who  actually 
served  In  residence  upon  the  Isthmus  during  the  construction 
of  the  Panama  Canal.  They  were  advanced  a  grade  in  rank 
and  given  retirement  pay  that  was  adequate.  No  provi- 
sion of  flmy  kind  was  ever  made  for  the  civilian  employees 
who  actually  labored  on  the  Isthmus  in  general  canal  con- 
struction. 

I  have  before  me  a  statement  by  President  Theodore 
Roosevelt,  a  paragraph  of  which  I  wHI  read.  It  indicates 
what  the  bill  actually  would  accomplish  and  the  sentiment 
behind  it.  President  Roosevelt  in  writing  to  a  Mr.  Simmons, 
who  was  interested  in  such  legislation,  said: 

£>EAB  Ms.  Simmons:  In  view  of  the  action  taken  by  the  Con- 
gress in  substantially  rewarding  certain  oflBcers  of  the  United 
States  Army,  Navy,  and  Public  Health  Service,  who  served  for 
more  than  3  years  in  the  construction  of  the  Panama  Canal 
by  providing  for  their  prcwnotlon  and  retirement  upon  appUca- 
tion,  I  can  see  no  reason  why  the  civilian  employees  who  served 
for  a  "iTT^nnr  period  and  who  in  any  event  would  not  benefit 
by  the  liberal  i>en8lon  arrangements  provided  for  the  service  men. 
should  not  be  rewarded  by  a  like  recognition. 

As  one  who  was  Instrvunental  in  getting  this  work  under  way. 
and  who  has  followed  its  progress  with  deep  interest  and  keen 
satisfaction,  I  am  greatly  concerned  In  seeing  proper  recognition 
accorded  the  civilian  employees.  General  Goethals  has  designated 
these  men  as  the  real  builders  of  the  Panama  Canal. 

I  sincerely  trust  that  prompt  action  wlU  be  taken  by  Congreaa 
toward  the  early  enactment  of  legislation  to  this  end. 
Very  truly  youra, 

Thcodore  Roosetklt. 

I  have  before  me  a  statement  from  Gteneral  Wood,  written 
in  March  of  this  year  to  our  committee,  and  other  eminent 
officers  who  led  in  the  construction  of  the  Canal,  and  they 
without  exception  feel  that  there  was  an  unfair  discrimina- 
tion in  favor  of  those  in  the  service,  to  the  disadvantage  of 
the  civilian  employees. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Since  the  Senator  has  men- 
tioned the  name  of  General  Wood,  who  is  certainly  one  of 
the  leading  and  most  respected  business  executives  In  the 
United  States,  let  me  Illustrate  the  purpose  of  the  bill  by 
using  General  Wood's  name  in  pointing  out  a  situation 
which  actually  occurred. 

During  the  building  of  the  Panama  Canal.  General  Wood 
and  Mr.  C.  A.  Mcllvalne,  a  civilian  employee,  were  doing 
precisely  the  same  work  in  the  construction  of  the  CanaL 
They  actually  lived  together  at  some  time  during  the  con- 
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atruction  of  the  Canal.  General  Wood,  being  an  Army  offi- 
cer, came  under  the  provisions  of  the  Retirement  Act  of 
1915,  and  was  permitted  to  retire  with  a  step-up  in  grade, 
and  at  an  age  very  much  les:;  than  the  ordinary  age  of 
retirement.  He  went  into  business  and  became  one  of  the 
leading  and  most  respected  business  executives  of  the 
United  States. 
.  Mr.  McHvalne  remained  In  the  service  of  the  United  States 

/  on  the  Panama  Canal  for  the  period  from  1915  until  last 

year,  when  by  reason  of  age  he  was  retired  on  a  very  small 
and, Inadequate  pension,  as  I  see  it.  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
'  men  who  put  in  their  lives  In  the  Panama  Canal  are  not  per- 
mitted to  remain  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone  after  their 
retirement  and  are  out  of  touch  with  any  source  of  employ- 
ment in  the  United  States  at  the  retirement  age. 

So  General  Wood,  having  been  permitted  to  retire  on  full 
retirement  pay  in  the  Regular  Army,  was  able  to  go  into 
business  and  make  for  himself  a  fine  business  career,  while 
Mr.  McHvaine,  who  finally  became  the  executive  secretary 
to  the  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  Zone  and  really  was 
the  administrative  head  in  view  of  the  frequent  changes  in 
the  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal,  has  been  authorized  to 
retire  on  a  very  small  and  inadequate  pension. 

Inasmuch  as  General  Wood's  name  has  been  fhentioned.  I 
will  say  that  there  is  no  stronger  advocate  of  this  measure 
than  General  Wood  himself. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida  has  expired. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  claim  the 
floor  in  my  own  right. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  There  has  been  no  stronger  advo- 
cate of  this  particiflar  measure,  which  seeks  to  do  justice  to 
civilian  employees  who  were  not  taken  care  of  by  the  Retire- 
ment Act  of  1915,  than  General  Wood,  who  served  with  them 
and  who  knows  all  about  them.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is 
simply  a  matter  of  equity  and  justice.  The  bill  which  was 
passed  last  year,  which  I  introduced,  merely  provided  for 
the  employees  who  had  remained  as  employees  of  the  Panama 
Canal,  and  who  had  reached  a  certain  length  of  service — 25 
or  30  years.  This  bill  is  more  Just,  more  equitable,  and 
broader  than  the  one  which  I  Introduced,  for  the  reason  that 
It  takes  care  of  all  the  men  who  sacrificed  and  worked  for  a 
certain  length  of  time  during  the  construction  of  the  Canal. 
I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  can  see  his  way 
clear  to  withdraw  his  objection. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  President,  can  the  Senator  inform  the 
Senate  as  to  what  the  bill  vrould  cost  annually? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  have  the  figures  at  hand. 
I  did  have  them  in  the  consideration  of  the  bill  in  the  com- 
mittee. It  is  a  relatively  small  sum  at  present.  It  will  reach 
V  Its  peak,  as  I  recall,  in  3  shears;  and  from  that  time  on  it  will 
diminish  year  by  year  until,  in  12  or  15  years,  it  will  be  abso- 
lutely negligible. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Ii4r.  President,  the  best  estimate  we  have 

been  able  to  obtain  by  consultation  with  the  civil-service 

authorities,  and  the  records  of  those  who  were  employed  on 

''  the  Canal  is  that  the  maximum  cost  would  be  about  $1,000,000 

a  year. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Senator  from  Florida 
has  already  exhausted  his  time.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  add  a  word. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  bill  would  be  a  very  imwlse.  as  well  as 
an  expensive,  precedent.  Tlje  men  in  the  service  who  went 
to  Panama  went  because  they  were  ordered  to  do  so.  The 
civilian  employees  went  of  their  own  choice.  If  we  start  a 
process  of  pensioning  civil  employees  who  went  to  Panama, 
we  shall  be  setting  ai  precedent  and  will  be  called  upon  to 
pension  employees  who  went  to  Boulder  Dam  and  employees 
who  engage  in  all  classes  of  Government  construction. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Certainly. 


Mi.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  is  now  raising  a 
question  which  has  been  a  source  of  great  indignation  for 
m^jiy  years  with  myself  and  every  other  man  from  civilian 
Ufe  who  served  as  an  officer  in  the  World  War.  The  argu- 
ment is  that  because  one  set  of  men  were  ordered  to  go  to 
Prance,  or  to  go  to  war,  they  should  be  put  in  a  separate 
status  from  those  who  volunteered  in  time  of  national  emer- 
gency. It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  no  rhjmie  or  reason  for 
sasring  that  because  a  man  was  ordered  to  go  to  Panama 
and  participate  In  the  construction  of  the  Panama  Canal  he 
should  be  permitted  to  retire  on  three-fourths  pay  while 
still  a  young  man.  while  another  man  went  down  there 
because  the  President  of  the  United  States  called  for  trained 
men  or  men  who  had  the  facilities  and  were  willing  to  make 
the  sacrifice  of  going  down  and  braving  yellow  fever  and 
the  many  dangers  in  the' Panama  Canal  25one  at  that  time 
should  be  penalized  because  he  was  not,  forsooth,  on  the 
permanent  roll  of  a  permanent  establishment  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  there  Is  no  parallel 
between  the  situation  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone  and  the 
situation  in  the  World  War  as  between  a  man  who  went  in 
from  the  draft  and  a  man  who  volunteered.  I  think  there  is 
a  very  decided  difference  between  the  status  of  the  civilian 
employees,  the  engineers,  who  went  down  to  Panama  under 
adequate  compensation,  at  their  own  choice,  and  that  of 
members  of  the  Army.  In  any  event.  I  think  the  bill  should 
not  be  passed  on  the  call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  read  one  para- 
graph from  a  letter  by  Gen.  George  W.  Goethals,  which 
will  show  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  AdamsI  the  basic 
error  of  the  statement  he  has  Just  made.  This  Is  what  Gen- 
eral Goethals  said: 

It  has  been  asserted  that  the  service  men  had  no  choice  but  to 
obey  orders  which  detaUed  them  to  duty  with  the  Commission, 
while  the  clvUlans  came  of  their  own  volition.  This  assertion,  as  It 
relates  to  the  service  men.  Is  not  founded  on  fact.  With  one 
exception,  all  of  the  Army  and  Navy  ofllcers.  and  the  same  is  true 
of  the  Public  Health  Service,  who  received  recognition  were  de- 
tailed only  after  they  had  been  consulted  and  had  expressed  a 
willingness  to  come.  Furthermore,  they  all  received  compensation 
In  advance  of  that  sp)eclfled  by  law  for  the  positions  they  occupied 
In  the  Government  service,  this  compensation  In  some  Instances 
exceeding  three  times  the  amount  they  would  have  received  had 
they  performed  in  the  States  or  elsewhere  the  same  duty  they  were 
called  upon  to  perform  on  the  Isthmus.  The  Increases  granted  by 
the  act  In  the  cases  referred  to  are  very  substantial,  amounting  as 
^  high  as  60  percent,  which  continues  throughout  the  career  of  the 
officer  affected.  The  privilege  of  retirement  with  advanced  grade 
has  been  taken  advantage  of  by  several  with  great  pecuniary  gain. 
All  of  these  facts  are  known  to  the  civilians,  who  labored  as  zeal- 
ously and  who  received  no  reward. 

Mr.  President,  I  give  notice  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
caU  of  the  calendar  I  shall  move  that  the  bill  be  considered 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado insist  on  his  objection? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  do. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  wCl  be  passed  over 
under  objection. 
The  clerk  will  call  the  next  bill. 

AMENDMENT  OF  CANAL  ZONK  CODE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  5584),  to 
amend  the  Canal  Zone  Code,  which  had  been  leported  frcwn 
the  Committee  on  Interoceanic  Canals,  with  an  amendment 
in  secUon  2.  on  page  5,  after  line  10,  to  strike  out: 

271.  Maintenance  and  operaUon  of  the  Canal  Zone  Postal  Serv- 
ice.— The  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  is  authorized 

a  To  maintain  and  operate  a  postal  service  In  the  Canal  Zone 
Including  a  money-order  system,  a  parcel-post  system  a  poatal- 
savlngs  system,  and  such  other  service*  u  may  be  neceoMrr  or 
convenient  in  connection  with  the  posUl  service; 

b  To  prescribe  such  rules  and  regulations  ak  may  be  necessary 
for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  postal  service; 

c.  To  establish  and  discontinue  pest  offices; 

d.  To  prescribe  the  postage  rates  and  the  rates  for  transporta- 
tion of  the  malls:  Provided,  however.  That  the  United  States 
domesUc  postage  rates  shall  be  appUcable  to  regular  maU  ex- 
changed with  the  United  States;  and 

w.  Jo^Prfscribe   the  postage   stamps  and   other  stamped   paoer 
which  shall  be  used  in  such  aervice.  *~*^* 
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And  to  insert  In  lieu  thereof: 

271.  Maintenance  and  operation  of  the  Canal  Zone  Postal 
Service:  The  Postal  Service  of  the  Canal  Zone  shall  be  governed, 
except  as  otherwise  provided  In  the  Canal  Zone  Code,  by  such 
of  the  laws,  rules,  regulations,  and  conventions  of  the  Postal 
Service  of  the  United  States  as  by  their  terms  apply  In  the 
Canal  Zone  and  by  such  additional  laws,  rules,  and  regulations  of 
the  Postal  Service  of  the  United  States  as  the  Governor  of  the 
Panama  CansJ  shall  by  regulation  determine  to  be  applicable  to 
conditions  existing  In  the  Canal  Zone.  The  Governor  may  pre- 
scribe such  additional  rules  and  regvilatlons  as  are  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  Canal  Zone  Postal  Service, 

The  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  Is  authorized — 

a.  To  maintain  and  operate  a  postal  service  In  the  Canal  Zone, 
Including  a  money-order  system,  a  parcel-post  system,  a  p>ostal- 
savings  system,  and  such  other  services  as  may  be  necessary  or 
convenient  in  connection  with  the  postal  service; 

b.  To  establish  and  discontinue  post  offices; 

c.  To  prescribe  the  postage  rates:  ProTided,  hcncever.  That  the 
United  States  domestic  pnastage  rates  shall  be  applicable  to  regular 
maU  exchanged  with  the  United  States;  and 

d.  To  prescribe  the  postage  stamps  and  other  stamped  paper 
which  shall  be  used  In  such  service. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  10  of  title  2  of  the  Canal  Zone 
Code,  approved  June  19,  1934.  Is  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

"10.  Injuries  to  vessels,  cargo,  crew,  or  passengers,  occasioned 
by  operation  of  Canal:  The  r«^gulatlons  of  the  President,  author- 
ized under  section  9  of  this  title,  shall  provide  for  the  prompt 
adjustment  and  payment  by  the  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal, 
subject  to  the  limitations  hereinafter  contained  In  this  section. 
of  damages  for  injuries  to  vessels,  or  to  the  cargo,  crew,  or 
passengers  of  vessels,  which  may  arise: 

"(a)  By  reason  of  the  passage  of  such  vessels  through  the  locks 
of  the  canal  under  the  control  of  officers  or  employees  of  the 
Panama  Canal:  Provided,  however.  That  no  such  damages  shall  be 
paid  In  any  case  wherein  the  Governor  shall  find  that  the  injury 
was  proximately  caxised  by  the  negligence  or  favilt  of  the  vessel, 
master,  crew,  or  passengers:  And  provided  further.  That  In  any 
case  wherein  the  Governor  shall  find  that  the  negligence  or  fault 
of  the  vessel,  master,  crew,  or  passengers  proximately  contributed 
to  the  injury,  he  shall  diminish  the  award  of  damages  in  propor- 
tion to  the  negligence  or  fault,  as  determined  by  him.  attributable 
to  the  said  vessel,  master,  crew,  or  passengers. 

'•(b)  By  reason  of  the  presence  of  such  vessels  in  the  waters  of 
the  Canal  25one.  other  than  the  locks,  when  the  Governor  shall 
find  that  the  Injury  was  proximately  caused  by  negligence  or 
favilt  on  the  part  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Panama  ^anal 
acting  within  the  scope  of  his  employment  and  in  the  line  V  his 
duties  m  connection  with  the  operation  of  the  Canal:  Provided. 
however.  That  when  the  Governor  shall  further  find  that  the 
negligence  or  fault  of  the  vessel,  master,  crew,  or  passengers 
proximately  contributed  to  the  Injury,  he  shall  diminish  the  award 
of  damages  in  proportion  to  the  negligence  or  fault,  as  determined 
by  him.  attributable  to  the  said  vessel,  master,  crew,  or  passengers: 
And  provided  further.  That,  In  the  case  of  any  vessel  which  Is 
required  by  or  pursuant  to  regulations  heretofore  or  hereafter 
prescribed  under  section  9  of  this  title  to  have  a  Panama  Canal 
pilot  on  duty  aboard,  no  damages  shall  be  adjusted  and  paid  for 
Injiu-les  to  any  such  vessel,  or  to  the  cargo  or  passengers  of  any 
such  vessel.  Incurred  while  the  vessel  Is  under  way  and  in  motion, 
unless  at  the  time  such  Injuries  are  incurred  the  navigation  or 
movement  of  the  vessel  is  under  the  control  of  a  Panama  Canal 
pUot. 

••The  amovmts  of  the  respective  awards  of  damages,  under  this 
section  and  the  regulations  authorized  herein,  may  be  adjusted, 
fixed,  and  determined  by  the  Governor  by  mutual  agreement,  com- 
promise, or  otherwise,  and  such  amounts  shall  be  payable  promptly 
out  of  any  moneys  appropriated  or  allotted  for  the  maintenance 
and  operation  of  the  Panama  Canal,  and  acceptance  by  any  claim- 
ant of  the  amount  awarded  to  him  shall  be  deemed  to  be  in  full 
settlement  of  such  claim  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States:  Provided,  however.  That  the  Governor  shall  not  adjust  and 
pay  any  claim  for  damages  for  injuries  arising  by  reason  of  the 
presence  of  a  vessel  In  the  waters  of  the  Canal  Zone,  other  than 
the  locks,  where  the  amount  of  the  claim  exceeds  $60,000.  but  shall 
submit  the  same  to  the  Congress  by  a  special  report  conUlnlng  the 
material  facts  and  his  recommendations  thereon. 

"With  respect  to  any  claim  lor  damages  for  Injuries  arising  by 
reason  of  the  passage  of  any  vessel  through  the  locks  of  the  Canal, 
as  hereinbefore  provided,  any  claimant  for  damages  who  considers 
himself  aggrieved  by  the  findings,  determination,  or  award  of  the 
Governor,  in  reference  to  his  claim,  may  bring  an  action  on  such 
claim  against  the  Panama  Canal  In  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  the  Canal  Zone  and  in  any  such  action  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section,  and  of  the  regulations  of  the  President 
authorized  under  section  9  of  this  title,  applicable  to  the  determina- 
tion, adjustment,  and  payment  of  such  claims  for  damages,  by  the 
Governor,  shall  be  applicable,  and  any  Judgment  obtained  against 
the  Panama  Canal  shall  be  paid  promptly  out  of  any  moneys  appro- 
priated or  allotted  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  the 
Panama  Canal. 

"Except  as  otherwise  provided  In  the  next  preceding  paragraph 
of  this  section,  no  action  for  damages  for  injuries  arising  in  con- 
nection  with   the  operation  of   the   Canal   and   by  reason   of  the 


presence  of  a  vessel  In  the  waters  of  the  Cana'J  Zone  ihall  lie  In  any 
court  against  the  United  States  or  the  Panama  Canal,  or  against  any 
officer  or  employee  of  the  Panama  Canal:  Protrided,  however.  That 
nothing  In  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  or  prohibit 
actions  against  officers  or  employees  of  the  Panama  Canal  for  dam- 
ages for  injuries  resulting  from  acts  of  such  officers  or  employees 
outside  the  scope  of  their  employment  and  not  in  line  with  their 
duties,  or  from  acts  of  such  officers  or  employees  committed  or  per- 
formed with  intent  to  injure  the  person  or  property  of  another." 

Sec.  2.  That  chapter  14  of  title  2  of  the  Canal  2tone  Code,  which 
chapter  now  consists  of  sections  271  to  275  of  said  title  2,  Is  hereby 
amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

"271.  Maintenance  and  operation  of  the  Canal  Zone  Postal  Serv- 
ice: The  Postal  Service  of  the  Canal  Zone  shall  be  governed,  except 
as  otherwise  provided  In  the  Canal  Zone  Code,  by  such  of  the  laws, 
niles.  regulations,  and  conventions  of  the  Postal  Service  of  the 
United  States  as  by  their  terms  apply  in  the  Canal ,  2k)ne  and  by 
such  additional  laws,  rules,  and  regulations  of  the  Postal  Service 
of  the  United  States  as  the  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  shall  by 
regulation  determine  to  be  applicable  to  conditions  existing  in 
the  Canal  Zone.  The  Governor  may  prescribe  such  additional  rxiles 
and  regulations  as  are  necessary  for  the  maintenance  and  operation 
of  the  Canal  Zone  Postal  Service. 

"The  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  Is  authorized — 

"a.  To  maintain  and  operate  a  postal  service  In  the  Canal  Zone. 
Including  a  money-order  system,  a  parcel-post  system,  a  postal- 
savings  system,  and  such  other  services  as  may  be  necessary  or 
convenient  in  connection  with  the  postal  service; 

"b.  To  establish  and  discontinue  post  offices; 

"c.  To  prescribe  the  postage  rates:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
United  States  domestic  postage  rates  shall  be  applicable  to  regular 
mail  exchanged  with  the  United  States;  and 

"d.  To  prescribe  the  postage  stamps  and  other  stamjied  paper 
which  shall  be  used  in  such  service. 

"272.  Defraying  expenses  from  revenue  so  far  83  possible:  The 
expenses  of  operating  the  Canal  Zone  Postal  Service  shall  be  de- 
frayed, so  far  as  possible,  from  the  revenue  derived  therefrom,  the 
use  of  which  for  that  purpose  Is  authorized. 

"273.  Acceptance  of  postal-savings  deposits:  Such  of  the  post 
offices  of  the  Canal  Zone  as  may  be  designated  by  the  Governor 
are  hereby  authorized,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Governor 
may  prescribe,  to  receive  postal -savings  deposits,  and  to  issue  there- 
for postal-savings  certificates  in  the  form  to  be  prescribed  by  the 
Governor. 

"274.  Rate  of  Interest  on  postal -savlngB  certificates:  Postal- 
savings  certificates  issued  as  provided  in  this  chapter  shall  bear 
Interest  at  such  rate,  not  exceeding  3  percent  per  annum,  as  shall 
be  established  by  the  President. 

"275.  Faith  of  United  States  pledged  to  payment  of  deposits:  The 
faith  of  the  United  States  Is  pledged  to  the  payment  of  postal- 
savings  certificates  Issued  as  provided  In  this  chapter,  with  accrued 
Interest  thereon,  in  the  same  manner  as  such  faith  Is  ptledged  by 
law  with  respect  to  deposits  made  In  postal -savings  depository 
offices  in  the  United  States. 

"276.  Control  of  money  order  and  postal -savings  funds:  The 
funds  received  from  the  Issuance  of  nxjney  orders  and  postal- 
savings  certificates  by  the  Canal  Zone  Postal  Service  shall  be  under 
the  control  of  the  Governor. 

"277.  Deposit  of  money  order  and  postal -savings  funds  In  United 
States  Treasury:  The  Governor  is  authorized  to  cause  to  be  de- 
posited in  the  United  States  Treasury  for  safekeeping  but  subject 
to  his  control  all  or  any  part  of  the  funds,  including  Interest 
thereon,  received  from  the  ls.suance  of  money  orders  and  postal- 
savings  certificates,  and  such  funds  or  any  part  thereof  may  bo 
withdrawn  from  time  to  time  under  such  rcgtilations  as  may  bo 
prescribed  by  the  Governor. 

"278.  Deposit  of  money  order  and  postal -savings  funds  In  banks; 
security:  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  to 
designate  one  or  more  national-banking  associations  to  be  de- 
positories, under  such  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  him, 
of  funds  received  from  the  Issuance  of  money  orders  and  postal - 
savings  certificates,  including  interest  therefrom,  and  Is  hereby 
directed  to  require  the  associations  thus  designated  to  give  satis- 
factory security,  by  the  deposit  of  United  States  bonds  or  other- 
wise, for  the  safekeeping  and  prompt  payment  of  the  funds  de- 
posited with  them,  and  such  associations  are  authorized  to  give 
such  security  as  may  be  required.  All  pledges  of  securities  hereto- 
fore made  for  the  .safekeeping  and  prompt  payment  of  any  such 
funds  are  hereby  ratified,  approved,  and  validated. 

"279.  Investment  of  money-order  and  postal -savings  funds  In 
securities  of  the  United  States:  The  Governor  is  hereby  authorized 
to  Invest  all  or  any  part  of  the  funds  referred  to  In  the  two  pre- 
ceding sections  in  bonds  or  other  securities  of  the  United  States 
and  to  deposit  such  securities  with  the  Treastirer  of  the  United 
States  for  safekeeping,  and  to  sell  such  sectirltles,  or  any  part  of 
them,  when  such  sale  Is  necessary  or  desirable  In  the  Interest  of 
the  Postal  Service.  Before  msiking  such  purchases  or  sales  of 
securities,  the  Governor  shall  request  the  advice  of  the  Secretary 
of   the   Treasury. 

"280.  Use  of  Interest  and  profits  on  money-order  and  postal- 
savings  funds:  The  interest  and  profits  received  from  the  de- 
posit in  banks  or  the  Investment,  as  provided  in  this  chapter,  of 
money-order  and  postal-savings  funds  shall  form  a  part  of  the 
Canal  Zone  postal  revenues  and  shall  be  available  to  pay  the 
Interest  on  postal-savings  certificates,  the  expenses  of  operating 
the  Canal  Zone  Postal  Service,  and  the  losses  which  are  charge- 
able to  the  said  service. 
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"281.  Application  of  foregoing  provl«ion8  to  deposit  money 
orders:  All  the  provisions  of  this  chapter  relating  to  poetal- 
savlngs  certificates  and  the  funds  received  therefrom.  Including 
Interest,  shall  apply  equally  to  money  orders  Issued  to  lieu  of 
costal -savings  certificates  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  act, 
and  to  the  funds  received  therefrom.  Including  Interest." 

Sec.  3.  That  section  843  of  tlUe  5  of  the  Canal  Zone  Code  is 
amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

'843.  Placing  signs  on  lands  or  structures  tn  Canal  Zone: 
The  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  is  hereby  authorized  to  make 
rules  and  regulations  In  respect  to  the  construction  or  placing 
of  signs,  bills,  posters,  or  other  advertising  devices  on  any  lands, 
buildings,  or  other  structures  In  the  Canal  Zone.  Any  person 
who  shall  violate  any  provision  of  such  rules  and  regulations 
shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  925,  or  by  Imprison- 
ment In  jail  for  not  more  than  10  days,  or  by  both;  and  every 
-  day  that  any  such  advertising  device  shall  remain  upon  such 
lands  or  structiuvs.  in  violation  of  such  rules  and  regulations, 
shall   constitute  a   separate   offense." 

Sbc.  4.  That  section  123  of  Utle  6  of  the  Canal  Zone  Code  la 
amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

•126.  Proceedings    on    plea   of   guilty:  If    the   defendant   pleads 

^    gxUlty,  the  magistrate  may  hear  testimony  to  determine  the  gravity 

of  the  offense  and.  within  24  hours  after  such  plea  or  hearing  of 

testimony,  Bhall  render  Judgment  as  to  the  punishment  to  be 

Imposed." 

Sxc.  6.  That  section  521  of  title  0  of  the  Canal  Zone  Code  is 
amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

"521.  Warrant  for  execution  of  judgment  of  death;  time  of 
execution:  When  Judgment  of  death  is  rendered,  a  warrant  signed 
by  the  judge  and  attested  by  the  clerk,  under  the  seal  of  the  court, 
must  be  drawn  and  delivered  to  the  marshal.  It  must  state  the 
convictlOTi  and  judgment,  and  appoint  a  day  on  which  Judgment  is 
to  be  executed,  which  must  be  not  less  than  90  nor  more  than  120 
days  from  the  time  of  judgment,  and  must  direct  the  marshal  to 
deliver  the  defendant,  within  10  days  from  the  time  of  judgment,  to 
the  warden  of  tiie  penitentiary,  for  execution." 

Swc  6.  That  this  act  shall  take  effect  60  days  after  the  date  of  Its 
enactment. 

The  amendment  was  a^rreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation 
of  the  biU? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  in  answer  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  let  me  say  that  the  bill 
was  previously  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Interoceanic 
Canals;  and  because  of  a  possible  conflict  which  was  seen 
by  the  Solicitor  for  the  Post  Office  Department,  was  recom- 
mitted at  my  request  to  the  Committee  on  Interoceanic 
Canals.  There  being  an  agreement  between  the  War  De- 
partment and  the  Post  Office  Department,  it  has  been  again 
reported.  It  involves  only  certain  very  small  administra- 
tive changes  fn  the  Panama  Canal  Zone  Code 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendment  and  the  tliird  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed    and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 
TTie  bill  was  read  the  third  Ume,  and  passed. 

CLAIMS    AGAINST    THE    UNITED    STATES 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R  8150) 
providing  for  the  barring  of  claims  against  the  United  States 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President.  I  offer  an 
amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have 
stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  OkJahoma  will  be  stated 

..  T'kh^S^  S"^^-    ^"   P*«^  2.  line  4.  after  the  word 
established*   it   Is    proposed    to    insert    a    colon    and   the 
zollowing : 

pTovidfd  further.  That  nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  construed 
♦^  d*P'-*T«  ^dl^Wual  Iiidi^ns  or  Indian  tribes  of  rtghU  of  E^SS 
to  which  they  may  be  entitled  under  existing  law  o«°enw 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  the  purpose 
of  the  original  bill  was  to  fix  a  time  limit  within  which  cer- 
tam  claims  might  be  presented  and  considered.  The  amend- 
ment merely  provides  that  the  rights  of  Indians  under 
existing  law  may  not  be  interfered  with,  it  is  simply  an 
amendment  to  protect  the  Indians  throughout  the  United 
States  in  their  rights. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO  As  the  Senator  may  know,  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  Uie  Judiciary,  of  which  the  Senator  from 


\ 


Texas  [Mr.  CcnnallyI  Is  chairman,  has  been  considering 
Indian  legislation  in  a  broad  way.  I  was  wondering  whether 
or  not  this  measure  would  come  within  the  purview  of  the 
activities  of  that  subcommittee. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Not  being  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee,  of  course,  I  cannot  say;  but  I  do  not  desire 
that  any  action  be  taken  prior  to  their  report  and  the  enact- 
ment of  subsequent  legislation  which  will  in  any  way  inter- 
fere with  the  rights  of  the  Indians  as  they  now  exist.  That 
is  my  only  purpose  in  offering  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KING.  I  shall  not  object  if  it  may  be  understood 
that  after  inquiry  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  as  to  whether 
or  not  there  is  a  possible  conflict  between  this  measure  and 
the  one  imder  consideration  by  the  committee  a  motion  to 
reconsider  may  be  interposed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  has  that  right 
under  the  rule. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President.  I  intended  to  ob- 
ject to  the  bill,  and  I  thought  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
King]  was  objecting. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Utah  an- 
nounced that  he  had  withdrawn  his  objection. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  I  ask  for  an  explanation  of  the 
bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 
Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.     I  object. 

•nie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  ObjecUon  is  heard,  and  the 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3838)  to  protect  trade-mark  owners,  pro- 
ducers, distributors,  and  the  general  pubUc  against  injuries 
and  uneconomic  practices  in  the  distribuUon  of  competitive 
commodities  bearing  a  distinguishing  trade-mark,  etc.,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KING.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  wiU  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  1460)  to  provide  uniform  reciprocal  hospitaliza- 
tion In  any  Army  or  Navy  hospital  for  retired  personnel  of 
the  Army.  NavT,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explana- 
tion of  the  bill? 

THe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    An  explanation  Is  requested. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    If  not.  let  It  go  over 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over 

The  bill  (S.  3243)  to  provide  for  a  customhouse  building  at 
Miami,  Fla..  was  announced  as  next  in  order 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mi.  President,  may  we  have  an  ex- 
planation of  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  was  Introduced  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Andrews]  and  reported  by 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally].  Neither  Senator 
appears  to  be  present. 

Mr.  KING.    Let  the  bill  go  over 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over 

DISPOSmON.    CONTROL.    AND    USE    OF    CERTAIN    SURPLUS    PEDERAL 

PROPERTY  ^^ 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bin  (H  R  7233)  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition, 
control,  and  use  of  surplus  real  property  acquired  by  Federal 

?li^h?r'i/°^,/,°%?.5^J^^''"'P^'"  approved  August  27,  1935 
(PubUc.  No.  351.  74th  Cong.),  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds,  with 
amendments. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Build- 
togs  and  Grounds  was,  in  section  1.  on  page  1.  line  3.  after 
the  word  That",  to  strike  out  "an"  and  insert  "the  first 
section  of  the":  on  page  2,  Une  2.  after  the  word  "amended", 
to  strike  out  "as  follows."  ' 

At  the  end  of  section  1  add  to  subsection  (c)  the  follow- 
ing: '.Provided,  That  if  no  bids,  or  If  bids  which  are  not 
satisfactory  as  to  price  or"  and  to  insert  "by  Inserting   be- 
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fore  the  period  at  the  end  thereof,  a  colon  and  the  follow- 
ing: "Provided,  That  If  no  bids  which  are  satisfactory  as 
to  price  and",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read : 

That  the  flrat  section  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  .provide 
for  the  disposition,  control,  and  use  of  surplus  real  property 
acquired  by  Federal  agencies,  and  for  other  purposes."  approved 
August  27.  1935  (Public.  No.  351,  74th  Ctong  .  49  Stat  885;  U.  S.  C, 
Supp  II,  title  40,  sec  304  (a)  to  (e)).  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby, 
amended  by  inserting,  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof,  a 
colon  and  the  following :  "Provided,  That  if  no  bids  which  are  satis- 
factory as  to  price  and  responsibUity  of  bidder  are  received  as  a 
result  of  such  public  advertisement,  the  Commissioner  of  Public 
Buildings,  with  the  approval  of  the  Federal  Works  Administrator, 
18  authorized  to  sell  such  property  by  negotiation,  upon  such  terms 
as  may  be  deemed  to  be  to  the  best  interest  of  the  Government, 
but  at  a  price  not  less  than  that  bid  by  the  highest  responsible 
bidder." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  in  section  2.  on  page  2,  line  15, 
after  "Sec.  2.".  to  strike  out  "At  the  end  of  the  act  add"  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "Such  act  of  August  27,  1935.  is  further 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof";  in  line  18.  after  the 
word  "There",  to  strike  out  "is"  and  insert  "are";  in  line  19, 
after  the  word  "such",  to  strike  out  "amount"  and  insert 
"amounts";  on  page  4,  line  4,  after  the  words  "shall  fail  to", 
to  strike  out  "so";  In  line  5,  after  the  word  "buildings",  to 
insert  "of  his  determination  as  to  whether  such  building  is 
an  historic  building  of  national  significance";  in  line  9,  after 
the  word  "said",  to  strike  out  "building"  and  insert 
"building",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read : 

Sxc.  2.  Such  act  of  Avigust  27,  1935.  is  further  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  sections: 

"Sec.  6.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  to  cover  the  costs  Incident  to  the 
sale  or  lease  of  real  property,  or  demolition  of  buildings  thereon 
as  hereinafter  authorized,  which  have  been  or  may  hereafter  be 
declared  surpliis  to  the  needs  of  any  Federal  agency  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  act,  and  the  care,  maintenance,  and 
protection  thereof.  Including,  but  not  limited  to  pay  of  employees, 
travel  of  Government  employees,  brokers'  fees  not  in  excess  of 
rates  paid  for  similar  services  In  the  community  where  the  property 
Is  situated,  appraisals,  photographs,  surveys,  eyldence  of  title  and 
perfecting  of  defective  titles,  advertising,  and  telephone  and  tele- 
graph charges:  Provided,  hovoever.  That  a  Federal  agency  shall 
remain  responsible  for  the  proper  care,  maintenance,  and  protec- 
tion of  the  aforesaid  property,  notwithstanding  any  declaration 
that  the  same  is  in  excess  of  its  needs  until  such  time  as  custody 
Is  assumed  by  the  Federal  Works  Agency  or  other  disposition  Is 
made  thereof. 

"Sec.  7  The  Comml.=sloner  of  Public  Buildings,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Federal  Works  Administrator,  Is  authorized,  upon 
their  determination  that  such  action  will  be  to  the  best  Interest 
of  the  Government,  to  demolish  any  building  declared  surplus  to 
the  needs  of  the  Government  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  act:  Provided,  That  before  proceeding  with  the  demolition  of 
any  building,  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings  shaU  Inform 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  writing  of  his  intention  to  demolish 
It,  and  shall  not  proceed  with  the  demolition  until  he  shall  have 
received  written  notice  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  that 
said  building  Is  not  an  historic  building  of  national  significance 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  for  the 
preservation  of  historic  American  sites,  buildings,  objects,  and 
antiquities  of  national  significance,  and  for  other  purposes',  ap- 
proved August  21.  1935  (Public.  No.  292,  74th  Cong.;  49  SUt.  666)  : 
Provided,  however.  That  If  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  faU 
to  notify  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings  of  his  determina- 
tion as  to  whether  such  building  Is  an  historic  buUding  of  national 
significance  within  90  days  of  the  receipt  of  the  notice  of  intention 
to  demolish  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings  may  proceed  to 
demolish  said  buUdlng." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4,  after  line  9,  to  strike 

out: 

Sac.  8.  In  sections  1  to  4.  Incltislvc.  of  said  act  approved  August  27. 
1935.  (a)  strike  out  the  words  "the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury"  and 
insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  words  "the  Federal  Works  Administrator": 

(b)  strike  out  the  words  "the  Director  of  Procurement"  and  Insert 
In  lieu  thereof  the  words  "the  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings"; 

(c)  strike  out  the  words  "the  Procurement  Division  "  and  insert  In 
lieu  thereof  the  words   'the  Public  Buildings  Administration." 

And  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof: 

S»c.  3.  Sections  1  to  4.  inclusive,  of  such  act  of  Atigust  27.  1935. 
are  amended  (a)  by  striking  out  the  words  "Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury" wherever  they  appear  and  inserting  ip  lieu  thereof  the  words 
"Federal  Works  Administrator";  (b)  by  ^trlking  out  the  words 
•T>lrector  of  Procurement"  wherever  they  appear  and  in.serting  in 
Meu  thereof  tbe  wordrf  "CommlwUoner  of  Public  BuUdings";   (c)  by 


striking  out  the  words  "Procurement  Dlvlalon"  wherever  they  appear  . 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  tbe  words  "Public  BuUdings  Admlixla- 
tratlon." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explana- 
tion of  the  bill,  as  amended? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  An  explanation  is  requested. 
The  bill  was  reported  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Con- 
NALLT].  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consideration  of  the 
bill?    

Mr.  WHEELER.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

INTERNATIONAL  TECHNICAL  COMMITTEE  OF  AXKIAL  LEGAL  EXPERTS 

The  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  228)  providing  for  an 
annual  appropriation  to  meet  the  share  of  the  United  States 
toward  the  expenses  of  the  International  Technical  Commit- 
tee of  Aerial  Legal  Experts,  and  for  participation  in  the  meet- 
ings of  the  International  Technical  Committee  of  Aerial  Legal 
Experts  and  the  commissions  established  by  that  Committee 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  similar  Joint  resolution. 
Calendar  No.  1496.  House  Joint  Resolution  490.  is  on  the  cal- 
endar. Without  objection,  the  House  joint  resolution  will  be 
substituted  for  the  Senate  Joint  resolution  and  will  be  now 
considered. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res. 
490)  providing  for  an  annual  appropriation  to  meet  the  share 
of  the  United  States  toward  the  expenses  of  the  International 
Technical  Committee  of  Aerial  Legal  Experts,  and  for  par- 
ticipation in  the  meetings  of  the  International  Technical 
Committee  of  Aerial  Legal  Experts  and  the  commissions  es- 
tablished by  that  Committee  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  228  Is  indefinitely  postponed. 

BILL   PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  801)  to  assure  to  persons  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  every  State  due  process  of  law  and  equal  protection 
of  the  laws  and  to  prevent  the  crime  of  lynching  was  an- 
nounced as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Let  that  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

PROHIBITION  or  TRANSPORTATION  OP  CONVICT-MADE   GOODS 

The  bill  (S.  3550)  to  make  unlawful  the  transportation  of 
convict-made  goods  in  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  was 
announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  an  ex- 
planation of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  or  the  subcommittee  which  reported  this 
bill,  but  have  been  familiar  with  the  progress  of  the  bill  for 
some  time  since  long  before  Its  introduction.  The  purpose 
of  the  bill  is  very  briefly  and  explicitly  stated  in  the  bill  itself 
as  briefly  as  I  could  possibly  explain  it.    It  provides: 

That  whoever  knowingly  shall  transport  or  cause  to  be  trans- 
ported in  interstate  or  foreign  conunerce  in  any  manner  or  by  any 
means  whatsoever  or  aid  or  assist  in  obtaining  transportation  for 
or  In  transporting  any  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise  manufac- 
tured, produced,  or  mined  wholly  or  in  part  by  convicts  and 
prisoners  (except  convicts  or  prisoners  on  parole  or  probation),  or 
in  any  penal  or  reformatory  institution,  from  one  State.  Territory, 
Puerto  Rico,  Virgin  Islands,  or  District  of  the  United  States,  or 
place  noncontiguous  but  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  thereof,  or 
from  any  foreign  cotintry,  into  any  State,  Territory,  Puerto  Rico, 
Virgin  Islands,  or  District  of  the  United  States,  or  place  noncon- 
tiguous but  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  thereof,  shall  be  punished 
by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $1,000  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  more 
than  1  year,  or  both:  Provided,  That  nothing  herein  shall  apply  to 
commodities  manufactured  in  Federal  penal  and  correctional  in- 
stitutions for  use  by  the  Federal  Government:  Provided  further. 
That  this  act  shaU  go  Into  effect  1  year  after  Its  approval  by  the 
President. 

Mr.  TAFT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton has  the  floor.    Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from 
Washington  had  the  floor  and  called  for  an  explanation  d 
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.  the  bfll.  I  claimed  the  floor  In  my  own  right  to  make  the 
explanation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Chair  did  not  so  under- 
stand the  situation. 

Ur.  SCHWELLENBACH.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  As  I  read  the  bill.  I  would  be  subject  to  fine 
and  imprisonment  if  I  should  drive  my  automobile  with  an 
Ohio  license  tag  on  It — and  In  Ohio  all  license  tags  are  made 
in  the  penitentiary — from  Ohio  to  Washington,  crossing 
State  lines.  It  seems  to  me  that  under  its  terms  I  would  be 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  Wll  if  I  should  take  such  a 
,     trip.  

\        Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.    Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to 
make  a  statement. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Does  the  Senator  have  any  reason  to  advance 
why  what  I  have  stated  would  not  be  so? 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  I 
thought  he  had  concluded. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  asked  the  question  whether  under  the  terms 
of  this  proposal  I  would  not  be  violating  the  provisions  of 
the  bill  and  subjecting  myself  to  a  penalty  if  I  drove  my  own 
car  from  Ohio  to  Washington? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  seems  to  be  no  one 
who  can  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  as  there  is  no  answer,  I  ask 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  objection,  the  bUl  will  be 
passed  over. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  I  have  the  floor 
and  desire  to  make  a  statement. 

There  has  been  a  danger  so  far  as  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  is  concerned,  in  the  last  10  years,  that  has 
come  from  the  unwillingness  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  recog- 
nize its  responsibility  so  far  as  the  matter  of  the  regulation 
-of  commerce  between  the  States  is  concerned.  The  Con- 
gress passed  a  bill  called  the  Hawes-Cooper  Act,  wiiich  was 
approved  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  The 
Congress  then  passed  the  Ashurst-Sumners  Act.  Both  those 
acts  presented  to  the  Supreme  Court  the  question  of  whether 
or  not  the  Federal  Government  should  submit  its  rights  to 
the  States.  In  the  case  of  Whltefield  against  Ohio,  the 
Supreme  Court  went  half  way;  in  the  ICei.tucky  Whip  and 
Collar  case  the  Supreme  Court  went  all  the  way.^  The  Su- 
preme Court,  in  the  old  case  of  Hammer  against  Dagenhart, 
refused  to  recognize  the  right  of  the  Federal  Government  to 
contrca  child  labor,  it  said  that  the  Federal  Government 
could  not  do  indirectly  what  it  could  not  do  directly.  Then, 
later,  because  of  the  fact  that  the  question  of  convict  labor 
was  involved,  the  Court  approved  the  two  acts  I  have  men- 
tioned. Certainly  nobody  can  read  the  Ashurst -Summers 
Act  and  read  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Ken- 
tucky Whip  and  Collar  case  and  not  agree  tfcat  by  that  deci- 
sion the  Supreme  Court  certainly  overrxiled  its  decision  in 
the  case  of  Hammer  against  Dagenhart.  Yet  the  Supreme 
Court,  because  It  was  not  willing  to  face  the  facts  because  it 
was  not  willing  to  face  the  Issue,  said:  ^ 

We  win  approve  of  the  Ashorst-Sumners  Act:  we  will  permit  the 
_    Ptederal   OoTemment   to   surrender   Its   right   to   control    Interstate 
commerce,  and  yet  we  will  speclflcafly-4iQid_that  we  have  not  over- 
ruled the  decision  In  the  Hammer  against  Dagenhart  case. 

I  wish  to  say  frankly  that  I  do  not  know  exactly  what 
this  particular  biU  provides,  but  I  think  the  time  hlis  come 
when  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  should  go  rather 
slowly.  The  Constitution  was  written  and  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment was  established  because  under  the  Articles  bf  Con- 
federation there  were  set  up  as  between  the  colonies  or  States 
or  whatever  they  may  be  called,  tariff  barriers  which  made 
it  impossible  for  them  to  function.  So  we  adopted  a  Consti- 
tution for  the  purpose  of  setting  up  a  Federal  Government 
I  think  the  Supreme  Court  was  wrong  in  its  decision  in  the 
case  of  Hammer  against  Dagenhart.  but  I  certainly  think 
the  Supreme  Court  should  have  accepted  the  responsibility 
in  the  other  two  decisions. 


< 


So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  not  willing  to  agree  that 
any  amendment  may  be  made  in  the  prison -goods  law 
which  may  go  further,  permit  a  further  break-down  of  our 
confederation  as  a  National  Government,  and  permit  the 
States  to  control  by  means  of  what  really  are  tariff  barriers 
as  between  themselves  the  shipment  of  goods  into  the  various 
States.     So  I  object  to  the  consideration  of  this  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator  from 
Washington  has  expired. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  was  objection 
made  to  this  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    ObjecUoti  has  been  made, 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Very  well;  I  will  wait  until  the 

next  bill  is  called  and  take  the  floor  on  that. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Tlie  next  bill  on  the  calendar 

will  be  stated. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  57)  to  provide  for  the  use  of  net  weights 
In  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  transactions  in  cotton, 
to  provide  for  the  standardization  of  bale  covering  for  cot- 
ton, and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Several  Senators.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  if  Senators  who 
made  objection  will  withhold  it  tor  a  moment,  let  me  say 
that  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  any  dispute  with  the  eminent 
Senator  who  is.  and  the  eminent  jurist  who  is  soon  to  be, 
about  the  construction  of  Supreme  Court  decisiwis.  I  say 
only  that  I  regret  that  the  Senator  from  Washington  in 
his  senatorial  career  has  waited  to  express  such  a  high 
regard  for  the  rights  of  the  SUtes  and  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment until  just  as  he  is  about  to  be  translated  to  the 
Federal  judiciary,  where  he  will  have  a  much  better  oppor- 
tunity than  he  has  had  in  the  Senate  to  overrule  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States.     [Laughter.] 

I  simply  say  that  I,  of  course,  do  not  contest  the  right  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  to  act  as  a  sp<Misor  for  convTcl-made 
goods  if  he  desires  to,  but  desire  to  give  noUce.  upon  the 
authority  of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  who  is  in 
charge  of  this  bill,  that  at  the  first  opportunity  a  motion 
will  be  made  to  take  up, the  bHl  in  due  course  for  consideration. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  am  curious  to  know  why  this  bill  would 
not  prohibit  interstate  transportation  imder  license  tags, 
which  are  generally  made  in  prisons  by  convict  labor. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  the  Senator  objects,  when 
the  bill  comes  up  again  for  consideration  such  amendments 
may  be  made  as  will  obviate  any  valid  objectiqp.  Certainly 
it  was  not  the  Intention  of  the  sponsors  of  the  bill  to  pro- 
hibit automobiles  traveling  in  Interstate  commerce,  ahd  if 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  'm>\ild  be  permitted.  If  there 
should  be  a  question  in  the  mind  of  the  Senator  frwn  Ohio 
or  any  other  Senator  that  the. bill  would  prohibit  a  citizen 
of  Ohio  from  driving  an  automobile  with  Ohio  license  tags 
which  are  made  by  convicts,  that  could  very  readily  be 
arranged.     The  bill  is  based  on  the  language  of  the  Supreme 

Court,  if  I  may  be  permitted  ta  quote  it,  that 

All  such  legislation — 

That  Is,  legislation  against  convict-made  goods- 
All  such  legislation,  state  and  Federal,  proceeds  upon  the  view 
*  ?,        ffw  ^^'■-  P*'°P«'"ly  compensated,  cannot  compete  success- 
fully with  the  enforced  ai^  unpaid  or  underpaid  convict  labor 
or  the  prison. 

I  did  not  draw  this  bUl;  I  was  not  on  the  committee  that 
considered  it.  but  I  know  that  the  purpose  at  which  it  is 
aimed  is  extremely  meritorious;  I  know  that  nobody  can 
successfully  stand  on  this  floor  and  argue  for  the  transpor- 
tation of  convict -made  goods  in  interstate  commerce  and 
I  know  that  to  pick  out  a  particular  flaw  and  to  say  "This 
bUl  may  be  defecUve  in  a  certain  particular  and  therefore 
we  win  not  even  consider  it  and  throw  it  open  to  amend- 
ment" is  begging  the  question. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.    Mr.  President 

Mr  CT^ARK  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Washington.  --^^     . 


Mr.  SCHWELIjENBACH.  I  have  been  very  much  Inter- 
ested In  what  the  Senator  has  said,  but  I  think  he  probably 
will  appreciate  my  position. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,  I  have  appreciated  the  Sena- 
tor's position,  Judge,  Your  Honor.     ILaughtcr.l 

Mr.  President.  I  would  not  argue  with  the  Senator  from 
Washington  for  fear  of  being  put  in  Jsdl  for  contempt  of 
court.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  For  the  rest  of  my  life  I  prob- 
ably shall  never  have  a  chance  effectively  to  criticize  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  that 
we  shall  all  enjoy  all  the  remarks  that  the  Senator  from 
Washington  can  squeeze  in  before  the  end  of  the  session, 
as  we  have  enjoyed  all  the  remarks  he  has  made  during 
our  service  with  him  here  in  this  body. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 
RKMBURSEitnrr  or  naval  personnel   for  property   lost  or 

DESTROYED    IN    SERVICE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2891)   to 
amend  the  act  of  October  6,  1917.  "An  act  to  provide  for  the 
reimbursement  of  officers,  enlisted  men,  and  others  In  the 
naval  service  of  the  United  States  for  property  lost  or  de- 
stroyed in  such  service,"  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  with  amendments,  on  page  2, 
line  2.  after  the  word  "thereof",  to  insert  "and  by  adding  a 
proviso  at  the  end  of  the  act";  on  page  2.  Une  23.  after  the 
words  "limited  to",  to  strike  out  "such  articles  of  personal 
property  as  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Navigation  of  the  Navy 
Department,  with  reference  to  the  personnel  of  the  Navy,  or 
the  Major  General  Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps,  with 
reference  to  the  personnel  of  that  corps,  in  his  discretion, 
shall  decide  to  be  reasonable,  useful,  and  proper  for  such 
officer,  enlisted  man,  or  other  person  while  engaged  in  the 
public  service  in  line  of  duty"  and  insert  "replacement  in 
kind  of  the  clothing  such  individual  may  be  required  by 
regulation  to  have  in  his  possession,  reimbursement  in  cash 
of  other  personal  effects  which  shall  Include  toilet  articles 
not  exceeding  $5  and  where  required  for  aviation  ratings  a 
watch  not  exceeding  $25,  and  in  addition,  for  chief  petty 
officers,  cooks,  and  stewards  such  additional  clothing  as  the 
Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Navigation  with  reference  to  the 
personnel  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Major  General  Commandant 
of  the  Marine  Corps,  with  reference  to  the  personnel  of  that 
corps,  shall  decide  to  be  reasonable";  and  on  page  6.  line  11, 
after  the  word  "Coast",  to  strike  out  "Guard"  and  insert 
"Guard:  And  provitUd  further.  That  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  apply  to  the  persoimel  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey  in  like  manner  as  to  the  personnel  of  the  Navy,  except 
that  all  reimbursement  shall  be  made  in  money  and  shall  be 
limited  to  such  articles  of  personal  property  as  the  Director 
of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  shall  decide  to  be  reason- 
able, useful,  and  proper  for  such  officer,  member  of  the  crew, 
or  other  person  while  engaged  in  the  public  service  in  line 
of  duty,  without  reference  to  articles  required  by  the  United 
States  Naval  Regulations,  and  all  of  the  duties,  which,  imder 
this  act.  devolve  upon  the  Major  General  Commandant  of  the 
Marine  Corps  with  reference  to  the  personnel  of  that  corps, 
shall  devolve  upon  the  Director  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Siurvey.   and  in  cases  involving   persons  in  the  Coast   and 
Geodetic  Survey  reimbursement  shall  be  made  by  a  disbursing 
officer  for  the  Coast  and  Gretxietic  Survey  from  the  Coast  and 
,  Geodetic  Survey  appropriation  from  which  the  officer  or  man 
'  Is  paid",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  approved  October  6,  1917  (vol. 
40.  Stat.  L..  p.  389).  'An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of 
officers,  enlisted  men.  and  others  m  the  naval  service  of  the  United 
SUtes  for  property  lost  or  destroyed  In  such  service."  be  amended 
by  adding  the  words  "or  by  flres.  floods,  earthquakes,  hurricanes, 
or  similar  disasters,  occurring,  on  land"  immediately  following  the 
word  "dteaster"  In  line  8  thereof,  and  by  adding  a  proviso  at  the 
end  of  the  act.  the  act  as  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

"That  the  Paymaster  General  of  the  Navy  be.  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  and'  directed  to  reimburse  Buch  officers,  enlisted  men, 
and  others  In  the  naval  service  of  the  United  States  as  may  have 
auffered.  or  may  hereafter  suffer,  loss  or  destruction  of  or  damage 
to  their  peraonsa  property  and  effects  In  the  naval  service  due  to 


the  operations  of  war  or  by  shipwreck  or  other  oaarlne  disaster, 
or  by  fires,  floods,  earthquakes,   hurricanes,  or   slmUar  disasters, 
occurring  od  land,  when  such  loss,  destruction,  or  damage  was 
without  fault  or  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  claimant,  or  where 
the  private  property  so  lost,  destroyed,  or  damaged  was  shipped  on 
board  an  unseaworthy  vessel  by  order  of  an  officer  authorised  to 
give  such  order  or  direct  such  shipment,  or  where  it  appears  that 
the  loss,  destruction,  or  damage  of  or  to  the  private  property  of 
the  claimant  was  In  consequence  of  his  having  given  his  attention 
to  the  saving  of  the  lives  of  others  or  of  property   belonging   to 
the  United  States  which  was  in  danger  at   the  same   time   and 
under  similar  circumstances.    And  the  liability  of  the  Oovemment 
under  this  act  shall  be   limited  to  replacement   in   kind  of  the 
clothing  such  Individual  may  be  required  by  regulation   to  have 
In  his  possession,  reimbursement  In  cash  of  other  personal  effects 
which  shall    Include   toilet  articles  not  exceeding   $5   and  where 
required  for  aviation  ratings  a  watch  not  exceeding  $25.   and   In 
addition,  for  chief  petty  officers,  cooks,  and  stewards  such  addi- 
tional  clothing   as   the   Chief   of   the   Bureau   of   Navigation    with 
reference    to    the    personnel    of    the    Navy,    or    the    Major    General 
Conamandant    of   the   Marine   Corps,   with   reference    to    the    per- 
sonnel of  that  corps,  shall  decide  to  be  reasonable,  and  the  cer- 
tiflcate  of  said  chief  of  bureau  or  Major  General  Commandant,  as 
the  case  may  be.  shall  be  sufficient  voucher  for  and  shall  be  final 
as  to  all  matters  necessary  to  the  establishment  and  pa3nment  or 
settlement  of  any  claim  filed  hereunder;   and   the   action  of   the 
said  chief  of  bureau  or  Major  General  Commandant,  as  the  case 
may  be.  upon  all  claims  arising  imder  this  act  shall  be  final,  and 
no  right  to  prosecute  a  claim  or  action  in  the  Court  of  Claims  or 
In  any  other  court  of  the  United  States,  or  before  any  accounting 
officer  of  the  United  States,  or  elsewhere,  except  as  herein  pro- 
vided, shall  accrue  to  any  person  by  virtue  of  this  act:  Provided, 
That  the  liability  of  the  Government  under  this  act  shaU  be  lim- 
ited to  such  articles  of  personal  property  as  are  required  by  the 
United  States  Naval  Regulations  and  In  force  at  the  time  of  loss 
or  destruction  for  such  officers,  petty  officers,  seamen,   or  others 
engaged  in  the  public  service  in  the  line  ef  duty:  Provided  fur- 
ther, That  with  reference  to  claims  of  persons  In  the  Marine  Corps 
filed   under  the   terms   of  this   act   the   paymaster  of   the   Marine 
Corps  shall  make  the  reimbursement  In  money,  and  the  quarter- 
master  of   the    Marine    Corps    shall    make    the    reimbursement    In 
kind  herein  provided  for:   Provided  further.  That  all  claims  now 
existing  under  this  act  shall  be  presented  within  2  years  from  the 
passage  hereof  and  not  hereafter;    and  all  such  claims  hereafter 
arising  shall  be  presented  within  2  years  from  the  occurrence  of 
the  less,  destruction,  or  damage:  I*rovided  further.  That  the  term 
'In  the  naval  service',  as  herein  employed,  shall  be  held  to  include 
service  performed  on  board  any   vessel,  whether  of  the  Navy  or 
not,  provided  the  claimant  Is  serving  on  such  vessel  pursuant  to 
the  orders  of  duly  constituted  naval  authority:   Provided  further. 
That  all  claimants  under  this  act  shall  be  required  to  submit  their 
claims  In  writing  and  under  oath  to  the  said  Chief  of  the  Bureau 
of  Navigation  or  Major  General  Commandant,  as  the  case  may  be: 
Provided  further.  That   claims   arising   In   the   manner   Indicated 
In   this   act   and   which   have   been   settled   ui^eri  the    terms   of 
previously  existing   law  shaU    be  regarded  as  BnaiUy  determined 
and  no  other  or  further  right  of  recovery  tmder   the  provisions 
hereof  shaU  accrue  to  persons  who  have  submitted  such  claims 
as    aforesaid:    Provided   further,   That   sections  288,    289.    and   290. 
Revised  Statutes,  and  the  act  of  Btorch  2,  1895  (28  Statutes,  page 
962),  are  hereby  repealed:   Provided  further.  That  reimbursement 
for  loss,  destruction,  or  damage  sustained  and  determined  as  herein 
provided  shall  be  made  in  kind  for  such  articles  as  are  custom- 
arily   issued    to    the    service    and    shaU    be    made    In    money    for 
other  articles  at  the  valuation  thereof  at  the  time  of  their  loss, 
destruction,  or  damage:  Provided  further,  That  in  cases  Involving 
persons  In  the  Navy  reimbursement  In  money  shall  be  made  from 
the  appropriation  'Pay  of  the  Navy',  and  reimbursement  In   kind 
shall  be  made  from  the  appropriation  'Outfits  on  first  enlistment', 
and   In  cases  Involving  persons  In  the   Marine  Corps  relmbxirse- 
ment  In  monev  shaU  be  made  from  the  appropriation  'Pay.  Marine 
Corps',  and  reimbursement  in  kind  shall  be  made  from  the  ap- 
propriation 'Clothing.  Marine  Corps',  respectively,  cturent  at  the 
time  the  claim  covering  such  loss,  damage,  or  destruction  Is  paid: 
And  provided  further.  That  the  provisions:  of  this  act  shall  apply 
to  the  personnel  of  the   Coast  Guard  in  like   manner   as  to  the 
personnel   of  the   Navy,   whether   the   Coast   Guard    Is   operating 
under   the   Treasiiry   Department   or   operating    as    a   part   of    the 
Navy,  and  all  of  the  duties,  which,  \mder  this  act,  devolve  upon 
the  Major  General  Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps  with  refer- 
ence   to    the    personnel    of    that    corps.   shaU    devolve    upon    the 
Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guard,  and  in  cases  involving  persons 
In  the  Coast  Guard  reimbursement  in  money  shall  be  made  by  a 
disbursing    officer    for    the   Coast   Guard    from    the    appropriation 
•Pay  and  allowancea.  United  States  Coast  Guard',  and  relmbxirse- 
ment  in  kind   shall  be  made   by  the  Commandant  from  the   ap- 
propriation   'Pay    and    allowances.    United    SUtes    Coast    Guard': 
And  provided  further.  That  the  provisions  of  this  act  shaU  apply 
to  the  personnel  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  In  like  manner 
as  to  the  personnel  of  the  Navy,   except  that  aU  reimbursement 
ShaU  be  made  in  money  and  shall  be  Umlted  to  such  articles  of 
personal    property    as    the    Director    of    the    Coast    and    GeodeUc 
Survey  shaU  decide  to  be  reasonable,  useful,  and  proper  for  such 
officer,  member  of  the  crew,  or  other  person  while  engaged  \n  the 
public  service  In   line  of  duty,   without  reference  to  articles   re- 
quired  by  the  United  States   Naval   Regulations,   and   all   of   the 
duties,  which,  under  this  act,  devolve  upon  the  Major  General 
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Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps  with  reference  to  the  person- 
nel of  that  corps,  shall  devolve  upon  the  Director  oL^the  CoasC 
and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  In  cases  Involving  persons  In^he  Coast 
and  Geodetic  Survey  reimbursement  shall  be  made  by  a  dis- 
bursing officer  for  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  from  the  Coast 
and  Geodetic  Svjrvey  appropriation  from  which  the  officer  or 
.  man  Is  paid." 

',  Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  whether  there  is  in  the  bill  any  limita- 
tion as  to  the  amount  that  will  be  requirea  to  nltet  these  ob- 
ligations. > 

Mr.  WAUSH.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  now  a  law  which  per- 
mits the  departments  of  the  Government,  including  the 
Navy  Department,  to  reimburse  officers  and  enlisted  men  for 
losses  which  they  sustain  of  necessary  personal  property 
which  they  must  have  in  their  service  if  the  losses  occur  while 
at  sea.  Tlierris  no  general  law  permitting  the  authorities  in 
the  departments  of  the  Government  to  adjust  the  losses  if 
they  do  not  occur  at  sea.  The  result  is  that  a  large  number 
of  bills  are  presented  each  year  for  losses  at  Quantico  by  fire, 
and  for  losgesby  hurricane  or  earthquake  in  the  Canal  Zone 
and  at  other~pIaces.  This  bill  permits  the  general  law  which 
■  now  applies  to  such  losses  when  they  occur  at  sea  to  apply 
to  losses  on  Government  property  and  on  land.  ^ 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendments  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

STUSnS  OF  PRODUCTIVITY   AliD  LABOR   COSTS  IN  INDUSTRY 

The  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.,265)  authorizing  the  Bu- 
reau of  Labor  Statistics  to  make  studies  of  productivity  and 
labor  costs  in  industry  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KING.    Let  the  joint  resolution  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  This  measure,  being  similar 
to  a  Senate  resolution  on  the  same  subject  which  has  already 
been  objected  to.  will  also  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  WAGNER  Mr.  President.  I  was  about  to  suggest 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Holmah],  who  is 
out  of  the  Chamber  at  the  moment,  objected  to  a  similar 
Senate  measure  upon  the  calendar  under  my  name.  Yox 
that  reason,  in  his  absence.  I  ask  that  the  House  joint  reso- 
lution go  over,  although  I  should  very  mi^  like  to  have  it 
passed.     

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Joint  resolution  has  been 
passed  over. 

Mr.  HOLMAN  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
tmanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  return  to  Calendar  No. 
■  1310.  Senate  Joint  ResoluUon  114,  to  which  I  previously  made 
an  objection,  llie  joint  resolution  has  been  explained  to  me, 
and  I  now  should  like  to  withdraw  my  objection  and  have  the 
Joint  resolution  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Senate  Joint  Resolution  114 
Is  identical  with  House  Joint  Resolution  265.  Calendar  No. 
1475.  The  latter  joint  resolution  having  already  passed  the 
House,  without  objection,  the  Senate  will  consider  that  meas- 
ure in  lieu  of  the  Senate  Joint  resolution.  * 

Mr.  HOLMAN.    Very  weU. 

■niere  being  no  objection,  the  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res. 
265)  authorizing  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  to  make 
studies  of  productivity  and  labor  costs  in  Industry  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  114  will  be  indefinitely  postponed, 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

■nie  bill  (H.  R  6324)  to  provide  for  the  more  expeditious 
settlement  of  disputes  with  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  ex- 
planation of  this  bill? 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  make 

•an  explanation  of  the  Wll;  but  I  am  quite  sure  the  majority 

floor  leader  wishes  to  object  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Oh,  yes.  Mr.  President;  there  is  no  time 
now  to  explain  the  bilL    I  ask  that  it  go  ovec 


Mr.  KINO.  I  give  notice  that  tomorrow.  If  possible,  a 
motion  will  be  made  to  take  up  for  consideration  the  so-called 
Logan  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

BENEFITS  FOR  CERTAIN  AIR  CORPS  RESERVE  OmCERS 

The  bill  (S.  3266)  to  provide  pensions,  compensation,  retire- 
ment pay.  and  hospital  benefits  to  certain  Reserve  officers  of 
the  Army  of  the  United  States  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,,  etc..  That  all  Reserve  officers  of  the  Air  Corps  of 
the  Army  of  the  United  States,  who  were  called  or  ordered  Into 
the  active  military  service  with  the  Air  Corps,  Reg\ilar  Army,  by 
the  Federal  Government  for  extended  military  service  In  ezceai 
of  30  days  on  or  subsequent  to  July  1.  1928.  and  who  suffered 
disability  In  line  of  duty  from  Injury  while  so  employed  shaU  be 
deemed  to  have  been  In  the  active  military  service  during  such 
period  and  shall  be  in  aU  respects  entitled  to  receive  the  same 
pensions,  compensation,  retirement  pay,  and  hospital  benefits  as 
are  now  or  may  hereafter  be  provided  by  law  or  regulation  for 
officers  of  corresponding  grades  and  length  of  service  of  the  Regu- 
lar Army. 

Sec.  2.  That  the  duties,  powers,  and  functions  Incident  to  the 
administration  and  payment  of  the  benefits  herein  provided  are 
hereby  vested  in  the  Veterans'  Administration:  Provided.  That  in 
the  administration  of  the  retirement  provisions  provided  herein, 
the  determination  whether  disability  exists  and  whether  such  dis- 
ability was  Incurred  In  line  of  duty  shall  be  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  War,  or  by  someone  designated  by  him  In  the  War  Department, 
In  the  manner,  and  in  accordance  with  the  standards,  provided  by 
law  or  regulations  for  Regular  Army  personnel:  And  provided 
further.  That  no  bounty,  back  pay,  pension,  or  allowance  shall  be 
held  to  have  accrued  prior  to  the  {Mtssage  of  this  act. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  to  provide 
pensions,  compensation,  retirement  pay.  and  hospital  benefits 
for  certain  Air  Corps  Reserve  officers  who  were  disabled 
while  on  active  duty  with  the  Regular  Army." 

GREENVILLE  ICEMORIAL  COMMISSION 

The  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  385)  establishing  a  Green- 
ville Memorial  Commission  to  formulate  plans  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  memorial  building  to  commemorate  the  Treaty 
of  Greene  Ville  at  Greenville.  Ohio,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and 
the  preamble  was  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Whereas  GreenvUle.  Ohio,  is  the  site  of  Fort  Greene  Vllle.  where 
was  signed  the  famous  Treaty  of  Greene  Vllle;  and 

Whereas  the  treaty  thus  negotiated  In  1795.  between  General 
"Mad  Anthony"  Wayne  and  the  Indians  and  signed  by  President 
George  Washington  and  William  Henry  Harrison,  aide  de  camp 
to  General  Wayne  and  later  President  of  the  United  Statee.  was 
one  of  the  most  Important  events  in  the  life  of  our  Nation    and 

Whereas  Greene  VUle,  named  after  General  Wayne's  Revolu- 
tionary compatriot.  Gen.  Nathanael  Greene,  marked  the  head- 
quarters from  which  General  Wayne  pressed  on  to  victory  over  the 
Indians,  caused  the  British  to  retire  from  Detroit  and  other  lake 
points,  and  opened  to  peaceful  invasion  the  entire  territory  north 
of  the  Ohio  River  and  east  of  the  Mississippi  River,  from  which 
were  formed  the  great  States  of  Ohio.  Indiana.  Illinois,  Michigan 
Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin;  and 

Whereas  the  pledge  of  seciirity  given  by  the  treaty  stimulated 
emigration  to  a  remarkable  degree  and  made  possible  the  found- 
ing of  such  outstanding  cities  as  Chicago.  Cincinnati,  Cleveland 
Detroit.  Port  Wayne.   IndlanapoU*.  MUwaukee,  Minneapolis,   and 
many  other  great  cities;  and 

Whereas  the  victory  is  considered  the  most  complete  and  most 
Important  ever  gained  over  the  Northwestern  Indians  dxirtng  the 
40  years'  warfare  It  put  to  an  end,  and  actually  terminated  the 
Revolutionary  War;  and 

Whereas  the  Treaty  of  Greene  VUle  made  possible  the  onrush 
of  Americans  into  the  great  Northwest  Territory,  laying  the 
foimdation  of  the  United  States  as  a  world  power;    and 

Whereas  there  are  now  housed  in  the  Public  Llbituy  of  Green- 
ville. Ohio,  hundreds  of  mementos  and   trophies  of  thla  critical 
period  of  American  history  which  should  be  placed  tn  a  suitable ' 
memorial  building  in  order  to  be  preeerved  for  future  geueratlons- 
Therefore  l)e  It 

Resolved,  etc..  That  there  Is  hereby  established  a  Commission, 
to  be  known  as  the  Greenville  Memorial  CommlsBlon.  and  to  be 
composed  of  nine  Commissioners,  three  to  be  ^pointed  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  three  Senators  to  be  appointed 
by  the  President  of  the  Senate,  and  throe  Members  of  the  House 
of  RepresenUtives  to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House. 
Such  Commission  shall  consider  and  formulate  plans  for  design- 
ing and  constructing  a  permanent  memorial  building  at  Green- 
Tllle.  Ohio. 

Sbc.  a.  Such  Commlwrton  may.  In  Its  discretion,  accept  from 
any  source,  public  or  private,  money  or  property  to  be  used  for 
tbe  purpose  of  making  surveys  and  InveaUgatlaiK^  farmulattng. 


preparing,  and  considering  plans  for  tbe  oonstniction  of  such 
memorial,  or  other  expenses  Incurred,  or  to  be  incurred.  In  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

Sac.  S.  The  Commission  shall  report  Its  recommendations  to 
OOPgreas  as  soon  as  practicable. 

8BC.  4.  Tbere  is  hereby  authorised  to  be  appropriated,  out  of 
•ny  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum 
of  $10,000,  which  shall  be  available  to  Aetnj  the  necessary  ex- 
penses of  the  Commission  for  the  performance  of  their  duties 
hereinafter  prescribed.  Disbursement  of  sums  herein  authorised 
to  be  appropyrlated  shall  be  made  upon  vouchers  approved  by  tbe 
chairman  of  the  Commission. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

Ttie  bill  (H.  R.  5827)  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of 
deportation  proceedings  in  the  case  of  John  L.  Harder  and 
children.  Paul  William  Harder,  Irvin  W.  Harder.  Edna  Jus- 
tina  Harder,  Elsie  Anna  Harder,  and  Elizabeth  Harder  was 
announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Let  the  bill  go  over.    T  object  to  it 

Mr.  KINO.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Let  me  say  that  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  had  this  biU  imder  consideration 
and  it  was  imanlmously  reported,  even  by  some  who  enter- 
tain largely  the  views  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  thank  the  Senator,  but  I  shall  be 
forced  to  object  to  it,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Tbe  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

MINAS   KIRILLIDIS 

Hie  bill  (S.  3442)  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deporta- 
tion proceedings  in  tbe  case  of  Mlnas  Kirillidis  was 
announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Tlie  bill  win  be  passed  over. 

Tbe  bill  (S.  2768)  authorizing  the  nattiralization  of 
Thomas  A.  Lambie  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  object. 

■nie  PRESIDmo  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  RADCUFFE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  junior  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  give  me  his  attention  for  a  moment? 
I  hope  he  will  reconsider  his  objection.  Dr.  Lambie  was  a 
citizen  of  this  country.  It  was  necessary,  for  good  and 
sufficient  reasons  which  I  shall  not  go  into  at  this  time,  for 
him  to  become  a  citizen  of  Abyssinia. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  should  like  very  much  to  accommo- 
date the  Senator;  but  not  having  been  advised 

Mr.  RADCUFFE.  Dr.  Lambie  was  an  American  citizen, 
bom  and  raised  here.  He  became  a  citizen  of  Abyssinia  in 
order  to  hold  missionary  property  in  Abs^ssinla.  That  is  now 
out  of  the  picture  because  of  the  conquest  of  Abyssinia,  and 
he  is  desirous  of  again  becoming  an  American  citizen. 
There  is  no  reason  why  he  should  not.  He  is  a  man  of  good 
standing  and  splendid  reputation,  and  he  only  became  a 
citizen  of  Abyssinia  in  order  to  meet  certain  technical 
requirements  of  the  missionary  work  which  he  was  doing 
there. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  For  the  present,  I  shall  have  to  ask  that 
the  bill  go  over;  but  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  look  into  the 
matter  and  discuss  it  with  the  Senator  from  Meurland. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objection  being  made,  the 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  withdraw  my  objection  to  Calendar  No.  1531,  Sen- 
ate bill  2768,  in  which  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Rabcldtb]    is  interested. 

TTie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  Senate  bill  2768,  which  will  be 
stated  by  title  fbr  the  Information  of  the  Senate? 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  ^S.  2768)  authorizing  the 
hatiu-alizatlon  of  lliomas  A.  Lambie. 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  nbjectlon  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

lliere  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law.  at  any  time  within  1  year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  act.  Thomas  A.  Lambie,  of  Owlngs  Mills,  Md.,  may  be  natu- 
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rallaed  as  a  dtlsen  at  the  United  Statss  by  talcing  tbe  naturaliza- 
tion oath  of  aUeglance  before  any  court  having  Jurisdiction  of 
the  naturalization  ol  aliens. 

MR.   AMD    MRS.    ICATHAV    KAPLAN 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  6964) 
for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Nathan  Kaplan. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  what  Is  the  number  of 
this  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  House  hUl  6964,  Calendar 
No.  1532. 

Mr.  KINO.    It  Is  not  an  Immigration  bill. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  do  not  wish  to  object  to  Its  con- 
sideration. 

The  biU  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  tbe  third 
time,  and  passed. 

JOHN  E.  XLLIOTT 

The  blU  (H.  R.  7306)  for  the  reUef  of  John  R.  Elliott 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

HXRMOSA-REDONDO  HOSPITAL.  C.  MAX  ANDERSON.  AND  OTHERS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8317)  for  the  relief  of  tbe  Hermosa- 
Redondo  Hospital,  C.  Max  Anderson,  Julian  O.  Wllke.  Curtis 
A.  Wherry.  HoUie  B.  Murray,  Ruth  M.  Laird,  Sigrid  I.  Olsen, 
and  Stella  S.  Guy  was  c(xisldered.  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  tijae.  and  passed. 

BILLS    PASSED    OVER 

The  bill  (S.  8204)  for  the  relief  of  Louise  Hsien  DJen 
Lee  Lum  was  aimounced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill   (S.  2148)    for  the  admission  of  Ruth  Molimau 
Kenison  to  American  citizenship  was  announced  as  next^m^ 
order.  ^--^ 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

APPLICATION   OP   COMPENSATION   ACT   TO   OmCKRS   AND    KNUSTXD 

MEN  OP  ARMT  RESERVE 

The  bill  (S.  3131)  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  United 
States  Employees'  Compensation  Act  to  members  of  the 
Officers'  Reserve  Corps  and  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps 
of  the  Army  who  were  irfijrsically  injured  In  line  of  duty 
while  performing  active  duty  or  engaged  In  authorized 
training  between  dates  of  Fetmiary  28.  1925,  and  July  15. 
1939,  both  inclusive,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  where  In  time  of  peace  any  member  of 
the  Oflacers'  Reserve  Corps  or  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the 
Army  was  physically  injured  in  line  of  duty  (1)  whUe  on  active 
duty,  or  (2)  while  engaged  In  authorized  travel  to  and  from  such 
duty,  or  (3)  while  engaged  In  authorized  training  without  pay.  or 
dies  or  has  died  as  the  result  of  such  physical  injury,  where  such 
Injury  or  death  occurred  between  the  dates  of  l^bruary  28,  1925, 
and  July  15,  1930.  both  inclusive,  he  or  his  beneficiary  shall  be 
entitled  to  all  the  benefits  prescribed  by  law  for  civil  employees  of 
the  United  States  who  are^  physically  Injured  In  line  of  duty  or 
who  die  as  a  result  thereof,  knd  the  United  States  Employees*  Com- 
pensation Commission  shall  have  jurisdiction  In  such  cases  and 
shaU  perform  the  same  duties  with  reference  thereto  as  in  the  cases 
of  civil  employees  of  the  United  States  so  Injured:  Provide,  That 
the  benefits  shall  accrue  to  any  such  member,  or  his  beneficiary, 
whether  the  disability  or  death  Is  the  result  of  sickness  or  disease 
contracted  in  line  of  duty  while  on  active  duty  when  such  sickness 
or  disease  is  proximately  caused  by  service  on  active  duty:  i*rot;fdeif 
further.  That  employees'  compensation  under  this  act  shall  not  be 
paid  concurrently  with  active-duty  pay  or  pension  based  on  mili- 
tary service,  and  In  the  event  a  person  becomes  eligible  for  the 
benefits'  of  the  United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Act  and  is 
also  eligible  for,  or  Is  in  receipt  of.  a  pension  ba^d  upon  military 
service,  he  shall  elect  which  benefit  to  receive:  Provided  further. 
That  authorized  training  without  pay  Is  defined  as  inactive -status 
training  under  written  authorization  by  competent  military  au- 
thority covering  a  specific  training  assignment  and  prescribing  a 
time  limit:  ProiHded  further.  That  for  the  piupose  of  determining 
benefits  to  which  entitled  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  mem- 
bers of  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps  or  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corpw 
of  the  Army  physically  injured  when  engaged  in  authorized  train- 
ing without  pay  wUl  be  held  and  considered  as  receiving  the  pay 
and  allowances  they  would  have  received  if  in  a  pay  status:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  Reserve  ofDcers  entitled  to  the  l>eneflts  of  the 
last  proviso  of  section  6  of  tbe  act  of  April  8,  1839  (Public,  No. 
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18.  76th  Ckuig.).  Shan  not  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  this  act: 
And  provided  further,  That  nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to 
authorize  compensation  benefits  which  may  have  accrued  for  any 
period  prior  to  the  approval  of  this  act.  but  eligibility  for  com- 
pensation benefits  shall  be  determined  aa  of  the  date  of  approval  of 
this  act  and  any  benefits  payable  shall  date  only  from  such  approval. 

Where  Injury  or  death  has  been  sustained  by  any  member  of  the 
Officers"  Reserve  Corps  or  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  while  performing 
-  ,  authorized  training  without  pay  upon  Inactive  status  it  shall  be 
presumed  that  such  training  was  being  performed  under  written 
authorization  of  competent  military  authority  covering  a  specific 
training  assignment  and  prescribing  a  time  limit  and  thus  subject 
to  the  provision  of  this  act  unless  a  duly  appointed  examining 
board,  appointed  at  the  time  of  said  accident,  has  found  and 
reported  to  the  contrary. 

All  claims  for  disability  or  death  benefits  allowed  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  made  within  1  year  from  Its  approval 
by  the  President. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bin  (8.  1432)  authorizing  the  Snake  or  Piute  Indians 
of  the  former  Malheur  Indian  Reservation  of  Oregon  to  sue 
in  the  Court  of  Claims,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over  for  the  present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

nsLXxr  or  ikdians  who  have  PAn>  taxes  on  allotted  lands 

The  bill  (H.  R.  952)  for  the  relief  of  Indians  who  have 
paid  taxes  on  allotted  lands  for  which  patents  in  fee  were 
issued  without  application  by  or  consent  of  the  allottees  and 
subsequently  canceled,  and  for  the  reimbursement  of  public 
subdivisions  by  whom  Judgments  for  such  claims  have  been 
paid,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

DISTRICT  JUDGE  FOR  SOXTTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  NEW  YORK 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  5906)  to 
repeal  the  proiiibition  against  the  filling  of  a  vacancy  in  the 
Office  of  district  judge  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York, 
which  was  read,  as  follows: 

Be  it  eruxcted,  etc..  That  the  provision  of  subsection  (d)  of  section 
4  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of 
additional  judges  for  certain  United  States  district  courts,  circuit 
courts  of  appeals,  and  certain  courts  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,"  approved  May  31.  1938  (52  Stat.  585;  U.  S.  C, 
title  28,  sec.  4j-l).  which  reads:  "Provided,  That  the  first  vacancy 
occurring  In  the  office  of  district  Judge  for  the  southern  district  of 
New  York  by  the  retirement,  disqualification,  resignation,  or  death 
of  judges  in  office  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  shall  not 
be  filled."  be.  and  It  is  hereby,  repealed. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an 
explanation  of  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    An  explanatiott  is  requested. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Why  was  ijot  tliis  provision  con- 
tained in  the  omnibus  bill  which  was  recently  passed,  provid- 
ing for  new  judgeships? 

air.  WAGNER.  This  measure  came  from  the  House  as  a 
separate  bill. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  President,  when  this  particular  Judge- 
ship was  provided  for  there  was  a  provision  in  the  bill  to  the 
effect  that  on  the  death  of  the  incumbent  the  appointment 
should  not  be  renewed;  but  the  incumbent  was  appointed  to 
the  circuit  court  of  appeals  of  that  circuit,  there  being  a 
vacancy  there,  leaving  a  situation  which  was  not  within  the 
/  contemplation  of  the  Congress  when  the  original  act  was 
passed.  The  situation  which  we  attempted  to  cure  by  the 
original  legislation  was  thwarted  by  the  appointment  of  the 
judge  to  another  court,  "nus  bill  is  designed  to  meet  that 
condition. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

WAVY  CLUB  OF  TFE  UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA 

The  IriU  (H.  R.  5880)  to  incorporate  the  Navy  Club  of 
the  United  States  of  America  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

GENERAL   PULASKI'S  ICEMORIAL   DAT 

The  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  400)  authorizing  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  of  America  to  proclaim  October  11, 
1940,  General  Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance  and 
commemoration  of  the  death  of  Brig.  Gen.  Caslmir  Pulaski 


was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  readli^.  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

RIGHT-OF-WAY     FOR     BLUE     RIDGE     PARKWAY     ACROSS     CHEROKEE 

INDIAN  RESERVATION 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  6668)  to 

grant  the  State  of  North  Carolina  a  right-of-way  for  the 
Blue  Ridge  Parkway  across  the  Cherokee  Indian  Reservation 
in  North  Carolina,  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  Just  com- 
pensation for  said  right-of-way,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  with 
an  amendment  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and 
to  insert: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
convey  to  the  State  of  North  Carolina  for  use  as  a  right-of-way  in 
connection  with  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  In  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  all  right,  title,  and  interest  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Eastern  Band  of  Cherokee  Indians  In  such  land  and  the  timber 
thereon,  to  be  determined  as  hereinafter  provided,  within  the 
Cherokee  Indian  Reservation  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina  as 
may  be  necessary  for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  such 
parkway  over  the  following  covu-se:  Beginning  at  a  point  in  State 
H'ghway  No.  293  near  Soco  Gap  and  extending  to  a  junction  with 
State  Highway  No.  107,  near  the  mouth  of  the  Ravens  Pork  of  the 
Oconoluftee  River  by  way  of  the  following  approxl«nate  controls: 
Leaving  Soco  Gap  and  following  the  east  and  northerly  slopes  of 
Soco  and  Bunches  Bald  ridge  and  crossing  through  Docks  Gap  to 
the  south  and  west  side  of  Soco  and  Bunches  Bald;  thence  cross- 
ing Lickstone  Ridge  and  entering  Bunches  Gap  from  the  south; 
thence  from  Bunches  Gap,  following  the  south  slopes  of  the  main 
ridge,  crossing  Jenkins  Divide  ridge  and  entering  Big  Witch  Gap 
from  the  southeast:  thence  leaving  Big  Witch  Gap  in  a  north- 
westerly direction  and  keeping  on  the  northerly  and  westerly  slopes 
of  the  main  ridge,  but  crossing  the  various  spur  ridges  circling 
around  the  heads  of  Mingo  Creek  and  Sherrills  Cove,  and  around 
the  north  end  of  the  ridge  lying  immediately  northeast  of  the 
Ravensford  Mill  site,  crossing  the  Oconoluftee  River  to  the  junc- 
tion with  State  Highway  No.  107,  previously  referred  to,  and.  In 
addition,  starting  in  a  northeasterly  direction  from  Bimches  Gap, 
passing  about  one-half  mlje  north  of  Soco  Bald;  thence  ttimlng 
north  and  Intersecting  the  boundary  between  the  Qtialla  Indian 
Reservation  and  the  Great  Smoky  Mountains  National  Park  at  m 
point  approximately  1  mile  northeast  of  Bunches  Gap. 

Src.  2.  Before  making  such  conveyance,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  shall  have  the  lands  along  such  course  surveyed  and  shall 
determine  the  exact  location  and  boundaries  of  the  land  to  be 
conveyed  for  use  as  such  right-of-way,  which  shall  not  exceed  125 
acres  per  mile.  The  deed  of  conveyance  for  such  land  shall  con- 
tain an  accurate  description  of  the  location  and  boundaries  of 
Euch  land  in  order  that  the  Interests  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Eastern  Band  of  Cherokee  Indians  may  be  properly  protected. 

Sic.  3.  In  consideration  of  conveyance,  the  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina shall  construct  without  expense  to  the  United  States  or  to  the 
Cherokee  Indians  a  suitable  road  between  Soco  Gap  and  Cherokee 
Village  and  shall  pay  to  the  United  States  the  sum  of  MO.OOO  or 
•30  per  acre,  whichever  sxmi  is  the  largest,  which  shall  be  de- 
posited In  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  Eastern  Band  of  Cher- 
okee Indians  and  held  In  trust  by  the  United  SUtes  for  the  Eastern 
Band  of  Cherokee  Indians.  * 

Sec.  4.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  authorized.  In  his 
discretion,  to  grant  to  the  Eastern  Band  of  Cherokee  Indiana  the 
beneficial  Interest  in  any  lands  selected  by  the  covmcll  of  said  band 
within  the  tracts  in  the  vicinity  of  Ravensford.  N.  C,  now  owned 
by  the  United  States  and  known,  respectively,  as  the  Ravensford 
tract,  containing  approximately  322  acres,  and  the  Boundary  Tree 
tract,  containing  approximately  884  acres;  and  the  said  Secretary 
Is  hereby  directed  to  exclude  from  the  Great  Smoky  Mountains 
National  Park  any  lands  so  selected  and  granted:  Provided  how- 
ever. That  the  quarry  site  within  the  Ravensford  tract  shall  not  be 
granted  to  said  band.  Prior  to  the  consiunmation  of  any  such 
grant,  payment  shall  be  made  for  all  lands  included  therein  by 
the  transfer  of  a  sum  equal  to  the  fair  market  value  of  such  lands 
as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  from  any  funds  in 
the  United  States  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  said  band  Includine 
funds  made  avaUable  luider  section  3  hereof,  to  the  credit  of  the 
fimd  "NaUonal  Park  Service,  donations."  which  transfer  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  to  make  upon  request 
by  the  councU  of  said  band  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior. Funds  so  transferred  shaU  be  available  for  national -nark 
and  monument  uses,  including  the  acquisition  of  L-mds  for  inclu- 
sion In  the  Great  Smoky  Mounjjains  National  Park.  All  lands  pur- 
chased or  otherwise  acquired  lor  the  Eastern  Band  of  Cherokee 
Indians  mider  authority  contained  In  this  act  shall  constitute  a 
part  of  the  Cherokee  Indian  Reservation  in  North  Carolina.  shaU 
be  held  by  the  United  "States  in  trust  for  said  band,  and  shall  be 
nontaxable,  nonallenable  to  the  same  extent  as  other  lands  within 
said  reservation. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mi-.  President,  this  biU  has 
given  the  committee  very  much  concern.  The  Government 
and  the  State^of  North  Carolina  have  joined  to  build  a  road 
in  that  section  of  the  coimtry.    The  road  is  to  nm  through 
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the  Cherokee  Indian  Reservation,  located  in  North  Carolina. 
The  bill  has  had  much  consideration.  The  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Indian  Affairs  even  sent  its  attorney  to  the  reser- 
vation to  work  out  the  details.  An  agreement  has  been 
reached  between  all  parties  concerned;  and  I  desire  at  this 
time  to  submit  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  Senate  committee  struck  out  the  cxiginal  bill  and 
substituted  a  new  bill.  I  now  desire  to  offer  some  amend- 
ments to  the  committee  amendment.  In  order  to  simplify 
the  matter,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  list  of  the  several  amend- 
ments. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  amendments  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  the  amendment  reported  by 
the  committtee  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  of  sec- 
tion 3  of  the  committee  amendment,  and  in  lieu  thereof  to 
Insert  the  foDowing: 

Sic.  3.  In  consideration  of  conveyance,  the  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina shall  pay  to  the  United  States  the  sum  of  $40,000  or  $30  per 
acre  for  the  lands  embraced  m  the  right-of-way  described  In 
section  1.  whichever  sum  is  ttie  largest,  which  shall  be  deposited 
In  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  Eastern  Band  of  Cherokee 
Indians  and  held  in  trust  by  the  United  States  for  the  Eastern 
Band  of  Cherokee  Indians.  It  Is  understood  and  agreed  that  the 
State  of  North  Carolina  shall  build  without  ftirther  payment  for 
right-of-way,  and  without  expense  to  the  United  States  or  the 
Cherokee  Indians,  a  stiltable  State  highway  between  Soco  Oap 
and  Cherokee  VlUage,  subject  to  the  same  laws,  rules,  and  regula- 
tions applicable  to  all  State  highways  of  North  Carolina. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clerk.    In  the  committee  amendment,  on  page 

10,  line  21,  after  the  words  "within  the",  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "tracts  in  the  vicinity  of  Ravensford,  N.  C,  now 
owned  by  the  United  States  and  known,  respectively,  as  the 
Ravensford  tract,  containing  approximately  322  acres,  and 
the". 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clerk.    In  the  committee  amendment,  on  page 

11.  line  4,  after  the  word  "granted",  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  the  colon  and  the  following:  "Provided,  hovxver.  That  the 
quarry  site  within  the  Ravensford  tract  shall  not  be  granted 
to  said  band." 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Gurney  in  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  com- 
mittee as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  convey  to  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  for  use  in  connection  with  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway 
certain  land  within  the  Cherokee  Indian  Reservation  in  the 
State  of  North  Carolina." 

presentation  TO  EDtB  OF  A  STATUE  OF  COimOOORE  JOHN  BARRY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  Joint  resolution  (S.  J. 
Res.  157)  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
present  to  Eire  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
a  statue  of  Commodore  John  Barry,  which  had  been  reported 
from^the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  with  an  amend- 
mentj  on  page  2,  after  line  10,  to  strike  out  section  3,  as 
follows: 

Sac.  is.  The  statue  to  be  presented  shaU  be  executed  by  a  aculptor 
to  be  chosen  by  a  committee  of  three  members.  Such  committee 
•hall  be  composed  of  one  member  appointed  by  the  President  and 
two  members  appointed  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library: 
Protnded,  That  such  members  shall  serve  without  compensation 
or  remuneration. 

And  to  Insert  a  new  section  3,  as  follows: 

Sbc.   3.  Tbe  statue   to   be   presented   shall   be   executed   by   a 

Bculptor  to  be  choeen  by  a  ccanmlttee  of  three  members,  who  shall 
serve  without  compensation  or  remuneration.  Tills  committee 
shaU  be  appointed  by  the  President.  The  design  and  cost  of  the 
statue  shaU  be  approved  by  the  committee. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Aeaoloed,  etc..  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be,  and 
he   la   hereby,    authorised   and    directed   to   present  to   the   Irish 


nation,  now  known  as  Eire,  a  statue  of  Commodore  John  Barry 
In  honor  of  the  bicentenary  of  the  birth  of  Commodore  John 
Barry  In  1045. 

Ssc.  a.  There  Is  hereby  authorised  to  be  appropriated  the  sum 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  purposes  of  this  joint  resolution. 

Sk.  8.  The  statue  to  be  presented  shall  be  executed  by  $ 
sculptor  to  be  chosen  by  a  conunlttae  of  three  memb««,  who  shall 
serve  without  compensation  or  remuneration.  This  oommlttee 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  President.  The  design  and  cost  of 
the  statue  shall  be  approved  by  the  oonunlttae. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
The  preamble  was  rejected. 

nrDIAN    CLAIMS 

The  Senate  i»oceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3352)  to 
amend  the  act  of  August  27.  1935  (49  SUt.  2194).  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Indian  Affairs  with  amendments,  on  page  1.  line 
8.  after  the  word  "filed",  to  insert  the  words  "by  Indians", 
and  on  line  8.  after  the  word  "aU",  to  insert  the  word  "such", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  of  August  37.  1086  (40  Stot. 
2104).  be,  and  the  same  la  hereby,  amended  so  as  to  aUow  the 
submission  of  claims  by  Indians  thereunder  at  any  time  prior  to 
June  30,  1041.  The  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  is 
directed  to  receive  and  settle  any  additional  claims  filed  by  Indians  ' 
before  said  date  and  to  reconsider  all  such  claims  which  have  been 
heretofore  disallowed  on  account  of  failure  to  file  them  within  the 
period  of  2  years  Imposed  by  the  act. 

Sac.  a.  Irrespective  of  the  date  of  death  or  the  sum  Involved  or 
any  contrary  rule  or  practice  with  respect  to  payment  of  the  clalma, 
all  amounts  found  due  deceased  Indians  whose  heirs  have  been 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shaU  be  paid  to  the 
appropriate  superintendent  cnr  other  bonded  officer  of  the  Indian 
Service  for  the  benefit  of  the  heirs,  to  be  handled  and  aecoiinted 
for  by  him  with  other  moneys  under  his  control  In  accordance  with 
existing  law  and  regulations.  The  amounts  due  deceased  claimants 
whose  heirs  have  not  been  thus  determined  shall  be  so  paid  upon 
applications  therefor  filed  by  the  superintendent,  for  credit  to  ths 
estates. 

S»c.  8.  The  superintendent  of  the  Consolidated  Chippewa  Agency 
Is  hereby  authorized  to  file  claims  for  any  and  all  claimants  or 
heirs  of  claimants  whose  whereabouts  cannot  be  determined  after 
due  and  diligent  search,  and  a  verified  certificate  filed  by  the  super- 
intendent that  such  due  and  diligent  search  has  been  made,  shall 
be  sufDclent  condition  precedent  to  the  right  to  file  any  such  claim. 

Sir.  4.  Claims  filed  hereunder  may  be  sworn  to  before  a  local 
postmaster  or  a  superintendent  or  other  officer  of  the  Indian  Senrioe 
authorized  to  administer  oaths. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to.  ... 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading/) 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

HAYWARD  INDIAN  SCHOOL,  WISCONSIN 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2984)  au- 
thorizing the  transfer  of  title  of  the  Hayward  Indian  School 
to  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  with  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  to  Insert: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized 
to  transfer  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  upon  such  terms  and  in 
such  manner  as  may  be  mutually  tigreed  upon,  for  institutional 
or  other  public  use,  title  to  all  or  any  part  of  the  property  known 
and  desl^iated  as  the  Hayward  Indian  School,  located  at  HaywaxtU 
Wis. 

The  amendment  wm  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  timet  and  passed. 

TOMAH  INDIAN  SCHOOL,  WISCONSIN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7530)  to  transfer  the  site  and  buildings  of 
the  Tt>mah  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  Ume,  and 
passed. 


WHITKAN,  MALHEUR.  AND  XTMATILLA  NATIONAL  FORESTS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  2418)  to 
extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest  Exchange  Act,  as  amended, 
to  certain  lai^  so  that  they  may  become  parts  of  the  Whit- 
man. Ifalheur.  or  Umatilla  National  Forests,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  2,  line  1.  after  the  word  "forests", 
to  insert  a  colon  and  the  words  "Provided.  That  such  ex- 
changes are  aiHiroved  by  the  board  of  county  commissioners 
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of  the  county  or  counties  in  which  said  lands  are  situated", 
80  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  It  enacted,  etc..  Th»t  any  lands  in  private.  State,  or  cotinty 
ownership  within  the  followlng-<leecrlbed  area,  which  are  found 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  be  chiefly  valuable  for  national- 
forest  pxirpoees.  may  be  offered  In  exchange  under  the  provisions 
of  the  act  approved  March  20.  1922,  as  amended  (U.  S.  C,  title 
16.  sees.  485.  486).  and  upon  acceptance  of  title  shaU  become 
parts  of  the  Whitman,  Malheur,  or  Umatilla  National  Forests. 
Oreg..  and  shall  thereafter  be  subject  to  the  laws,  rules,  and 
regulations  applicable  to  natipnal  forests:  Procided.  That  such 
exchanges  are  approved  by  the  board  of  co\inty  commissioners  of 
the  coimty  or  coxuities  in  which  said  lands  are  situated. 

To  the  Whitman  National  Forest:  The  east  half  of  section  1: 
the  southeast  quarter  of  section  11:  the  south  half  and  the 
nprtheast  quarter  of  section  12;  section  13;  the  east  half  of  sec- 
tion 14;  the  east  half  of  section  23;  sections  24.  25.  26.  35.  and  36; 
township  1  north,  range  40  east. 

Sections  6.  7.  18,  19,  30.  and  31;  township  1  north,  range  41  east. 

The  south  half  of  section  12;  section  13;  the  east  half  of  sec- 
tion 14;  secUons  23,  24.  25,  26,  35,  and  36;  township  1  south, 
range  39  east. 

Sections  1,  2,  3,  4,  and  5;  the  south  half  of  section  6;  sections 
7  to  36,  Inclusive:  township  1  south,  range  40  east. 

Section  1;  township  2  south,  range  39  east. 

Sections  5  and  6;  the  north  half  of  section  7;  sections  8  and  18; 
the  southwest  quarter  of  section  35;  township  2  south,  range  40  east. 

The  east  half  of  section  11;  the  southwest  quarter  of  section  12; 
section  13:  the  east  half  of  section  14;  the  east  half  of  section  23; 
sections  24.  25.  and  26;  the  east  half  of  section  27;  sections  35 
and  36;  township  3  south,  range  40  east. 

The  west  half  of  section  30;  section  31;  the  southwest  quarter 
of  section  32;  township  3  south,  range  41  east. 

Sections  5,  8,  9,  10.  11.  14.  and  23;  township  4  south,  range  38  east. 

Section  1;  the  east  half  of  section  2;  the  east  half  and  the 
northwest  quarter  of  section  12;  the  northeast  quarter  of  section 
13;  township  4  south,  range  40  east. 

Sections  5.  6.  7.  and  8;  the  west  half  of  section  9;  sections  16 
to  21.  inclusive,  and  28  to  33.  Inclusive;  the  west  half  of  section 
34;  township  4  south,  range  41  east. 

Section  36;  township  5  south,  range  37  east. 

Sections   2.    3.    10.    11.    14.    15.    16.    22.   23.    26.    and   27;    the    east 
^       half  of  section  28;   the  southwest  quarter  of  section  31;  sections 
83.  34.  and  35;  township  5  south,  range  38  east. 

The  south  half  of  section  1;  the  south  half  of  section  2;  sections 
11.  12.  13.  and  14;  the  east  half  of  section  23;  sections  24  and  25; 
the  east  half  of  section  26;  township  5  south,  range  40  east. 

The  west  half  of  section  3;  sections  4  to  10,  Inclusive;  the 
southwest  quarter  of  section  14;  sections  15  to  36,  Inclusive; 
township  5  south,  range  41  east. 

Section  19;  the  north  half  of  section  30;  township  5  south,  range 
42  east. 

Sections  31  and  32;  portions  of  sections  33,  34,  35.  and  36. 
which  lie  south  of  the  North  Fork  John  Day  River,  township 
6  south,  range  31  east. 

Sections  4.  5.  6.  7.  8.  9.  17,  18.  19,  20.  29,  30,  31,  and  32;  town- 
ship 6  south,  range  38  east. 

Sections  1  to  6.  inclusive,  and  8  to  12  Inclusive;  township  6 
south,  range  41  east. 

Section  1;  portions  of  sections  2.  3.  4,  5,  and  6,  which  lie  south 
of  North  Pork  John  Day  River;  sections  7  to  25.  inclusive;  town- 
ship 7  south,  range  30  east. 

Sections  4,  5.  6.  7,  8.  9.  16.  17.  18.  19.  20,  21.  28.  29.  30.  31, 
32,  and  33;  township  7  south,  range  38  east. 

Section  3;  township  8  south,  range  31  east. 

The  south  half  of  section  3;  section  4;  the  north  half  of  sec- 
tion 5:  sections  9.  10.  11.  14,  15,  16.  21.  22.  23.  26.  27.  28.  and  35; 
township  8  south,  range  38  east. 

Section  1;  township  9  south,  range  38  east. 

The  north  half  of  section  8;  township  9  south,  range  39  east. 

The  south  half  of  section  2;  the  southwest  quarter  of  section  4- 
the  southwest  quarter  of  section  10;  the  south  half  of  section  23' 
section  25:  township  10  south,  range  37  east. 

The  south  half  of  section  29;  the  south  half  of  section  30-  town- 
ship 10  south,  range  38  east. 

The  east  half,  the  southeast  quarter  of  the  northwest  quarter 
and  the  southwest  quarter  of  section  3;  sections  16  and  21-  the 
west  half  of  section  28:  section  33;  township  10  south,  range  39  east 

SecUons    31.    32,    and    33;    township    11    south,    range    37    east 
The   north   half   of   section    10;    the  west   half   of   section    li- 
the north  half,  the  south  half  of  the  south  half,  and  the  north 
half  of  the  southeast  quarter  of  section  30;   township  11  south, 
range  39  east.  ^ 

Section  1;  the  south  half  of  section  2;  the  southwest  quarter 
of  section  4;  the  southeast  quarter  of  section  5;  the  east  half  of 
section  8;  sections  9.  10,  11.  12.  IS,  14,  15,  22.  23  24.  25  26  27 
34.  35.  and  36;  township  11  south,  tinge  40  east. 

The  south  half  of  section  2:  the  south  half  of  section  3- 
■ectlon  7;  the  west  half  of  section  8;  sections  10  to  21.  inclusive'; 
the  WMt  half  oi  section  22;  the  north  half  of  section  28: 
sections  2J^.  30.  31.  and  32;  township  11  south,  range  41  east 
Sections  1,  10^11.  12.  13,  14.  15,  16,  21,  22,  23.  and  24;  the  north 
half  of  section  29;  township  12  south,  range  32  east 

Sections  1  to  12.  Inclusive;  sections  17.  18.  and  19;  the  north 
half  of  secUon   30;    township   12  south,  range  33   east 


Sections  7  and  8:  the  northwest  quarter  and  the  south  half 
of  section  9;  the  south  half  of  section  10:  the  west  half  of 
section  15:  sections  16.  17.  18,  20,  and  21;  the  west  half  of 
section  22;  sections  27  and  34;  township  12  south,  range  34  east. 

Section  16;  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  17;  the  north 
half  of  section  21;  sections  22,  26.  27,  34.  and  35;  township  12 
south,  range  36  east. 

Sections   5.    6,    7.    and    8;    township    12    south,    range    37    east. 

The  northeast  quarter  of  section  4;  township  12  south,  range 
39  east. 

Sections  1,  2,  3,  10,  and  11:  the  north  half  of  section  12: 
the  west  half  of  section  15;  the  north  half  of  section  19;  the 
north  half  of  section  20;  the  north  half  of  section  21;  the 
northwest  quarter  of  section  22;  township  12  south,  range  40  east. 

Sections  6  and  7;    township   12  south,  range  41   east. 

Sections  1  and  2;  the  north  half  of  section  3;  sections  il, 
12,  and  13;  the  north  half  of  section  14;  the  north  half  of 
section  24;  township  13  south,  range  34  east. 

The  west  half  of  section  19;  the  northwest  quarter  of  section 
30:  the  west  half  of  section  31;  townrhlp  13  south,  range  35  east. 

The  north  half  of  section  2:  secUons  3.  10,  15.  16.  22.  27,  tuid 
34;  township  13  south,  range  36  east. 

To  the  Malheur  National  Forest: 

Sections  14.  15.  16,  and  23;  the  west  half  of  section  26:  the 
west  half  of  section  35;   township  9  south,  range  31  east. 

The  south  half  of  section  27;  sections  31,  32.  33,  and  34; 
township  9  south,  range  32  east. 

Sections   1   and   2;    township   10  south,   range  31   east. 

The  west  half  of  the  west  half  of  section  4;  section  5;  the 
north   half  of  section  6:    township   10  south,  range  32  east. 

Sections  31  and  32;  the  south  half  of  section  33;  the  south 
half  of  section  34;  the  south  half  of  secUon  35;  township  11 
south,  range  29  east. 

The  south  hulf  of  section  10:  the  north  half  of  section  15; 
section  16:  the  east  half  of  section  29;  the  south  half  of  section 
32;  township  11  south,  range  30  east. 

To  the  UmatlUa  National  Forest: 

Sections  13,  14,  15,  16,  21.  and  22:  the  west  half  of  section  28; 
the   west   half   of   section   33;    township    1    north,   range   38   east. 

Sections  2,  3.  8,  9.  10.  11,  15.  16.  and  17;  township  2  north, 
range  39  east. 

The  south  half  of  section  13;  sections  23.  24.  and  34;  township 
3  north,  range  39  east. 

Sections  19.  20,  21.  and  22:  the  northwest  quarter  of  section  20: 
section  30;  township  3  north,  range  40  east. 

All  Willamette  base  and  meridian. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

AMtJsracEirr  pacilities  on  farm  island,  s.  dak. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  6446) 
amending  section  4  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the 
city  of  Pierre.  S.  Dak.,  to  construct,  equip,  maintain,  and 
operate  on  Farm  Island,  S.  Dak.,  cer^in  amusement  and 
recreatitwial  facilities;  to  charge  for  the  use  thereof;  and  for 
other  purposes."  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys  with  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  to  insert: 

That  section  3  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the  city 
of  Pierre.  S.  Dak.,  to  construct,  equip,  maintain,  and  operate  on 
Farm  Island.  S.  Dak.,  certain  amusement  and  recreational  faculties: 
to  charge  for  the  use  thereof:  and  for  other  purposes."  approved 
August  16,  1937.  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  3.  The  enterprises  authorized  to  be  operated  on  Farm  Island 
by  the  provisions  of  the  first  section  of  this  act  shall  be  owned  and 
operated  by  the  city  of  Pierre  or  by  concessionaires  of  such  city. 
All  funds  derived  by  such  city  from  the  operation  of  such  enter- 
prises and  from  the  granting  of  concessions  for  the  operation  of 
such  enterprises  shall  be  maintained  by  such  city  in  a  separate  fund 
and  shall  be  used  exclusively  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  de- 
veloping, and  policing  Farm  Island." 

Sbc.  2.  Section  4  of  such  act  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  foUowlng:  "Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  deemed  to  pro- 
hibit such  city,  such  State,  or  any  agency  of  the  United  States  per- 
forming functions  on  such  Island  from  removing  therefrom,  by  such 
means  as  it  may  deem  appropriate  or  advisable,  such  wild  animals 
and  wild  birds  (except  migratory  birds  for  the  removal  of  which  a 
permit  has  not  been  Issued  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Migra- 
tory Bird  Treaty  Act)  as  may  become  detrimental  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  said  Island  as  a  wild-game  refuge,  park,  or  forest." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill  to 
be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

The  tiUe  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  amend  the 
act  entitled  'An  act  to  authorize  the  city  of  Pierre,  8.  Dak.,  to 
construct,  equip,  mainUin,  and  operate  on  Farm  Island,  S. 
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..  certain  amusement  and  recreational  facilities:  to  charge 
for  the  use  thereof;  and  tcr  other  purposes,'  approved  August 
16,  1937." 

K.  E.  M'GIVXRN 

The  bill  (S,  3742)  for  the  relief  of  M.  E.  McOivem,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  TVeastiry  be.  and 
te  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  M.  E.  McGlvem 
the  sum  of  $465  in  fuU  settlement  of  aU  claims  against  the 
United  States,  Including  a  claim  for  refund  of  the  purchase  price 
for  the  tract  described  as  the  southwest  quarter  northeast  quarter 
of  section  30,  township  40  north,  range  5  east  of  the  fourth 
principal  meridian,  arising  out  of  transactions  relating  to  lands 
situated  within  the  Lac  du  Flambeau  Indian  Reservation. 

EDWARD  SKTTH 

The  bill  (8.  3578)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Smith  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  the  superintendent 
of  the  Tomali  Indian  Agency,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treaaviry 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $450  for  disbursement 
imder  the  individual  Indian  money  regulations  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  for  the  benefit  of  Edward  Smith,  or  his  heirs 
and  assigns,  for  loss  sustained  by  failure  to  obtain  title  to  the 
south  half  of  the  southeast  quarts  of  the  northeast  quarter  of 
section  33,  township  24  north,  range  3  east,  of  the  fourth  principal 
meridian,  in  Wisconsin. 

SALE   or  PSODTTCTS  rSOlC  INDIAN   RESERVATIONS 

The  bill  (S.  2983)  to  authorize  the  sale  of  lumber  and 
other  forest  products  obtained  from  the  forests  on  Indian 
reservations  by  Indian  enterprises,  was  considered,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Itunber  and  other  forest  products 
produced  by  Indian  enterprises  from  the  forests  on  Indian  reser- 
▼aUons  may  be  sold  under  such  reg^ulatlons  as  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  may  prescribe,  without  compliance  with  section  3706 
of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

TAXATION  or  INDIAN  LANDS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5918)  amending  Public  Law  No.  96  of  the 
Seventy-fifth  Congress,  being  an  act  entitled  "An  act  amend- 
ing section  2  of  Public  Law  No.  716  of  the  Seventy-fourth 
Congress,  being  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  relieve  restricted 
Indians  whose  lands  have  been  taxed  or  have  been  lost  by 
failure  to  pay  taxes,  and  for  other  purposes,' "  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

GALLUP  KSRCANTXLB  CO.,  OP  GALLUP,  N.  ICEX, 

The  blU  CH.  R.  7853)  for  the  relief  of  the  Gallup  MercantUe 
Cb.,  of  Gallup,  N.  Mex..  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ALIENATION  Or  LAND  BT  UNIVERSITT  Or  NEW  MEXICO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5961)  granting  to  the  regents  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  New  Mexic*  the  right  to  alienate  certain  lands  con- 
veyed to  them  under  authority  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
August  19,  1935  (49  Stat.  659).  in  exchange  for  an  equivalent 
amount  of  land  more  expediently  situated  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MINNESOTA  CHIPPEWA  TRIBE  LANDS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7833)  to  set  aside  certain  lands  for  the  Blln- 
nesota  Chippewa  Tribe  in  the  State  of  Minnesota,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

!     PERKINS  GINS,  OF  MEMPHIS,  TXNN. 

The  bill  (8.  3107)  for  the  relief  of  Perkins  Gins,  formerly 
Perkins  Oil  Co.,  of  Memphis,  Tenn.,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  statutes  of  limitation,  so  far  as  they 
Imu*  the  cotton  llnter  claim  of  Perkins  Gins,  a  corporation  of 
Memphis.  Tenn..  formerly  the  claim  of  Perkins  OU  Co..  also  a  cor- 
poration of  Memphis.  Tenn.,  arising  out  of  purchase  contract  No. 
8418,  entered  into  by  the  said  Perkins  OU  Co.,  of  Memphis,  Tenn,, 


predecessor  of  said  Perkins  Gins,  of  Memphis,  l^nn..  on  September 
16.  1918.  with  the  United  States  of  America  be,  and  the  same  ar« 
hereby,  waived  and  revoked. 

Sec.  2.  That  the  said  claimant  la  hereby  scuthorlsed  to  fUe  within 
1  year  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  its  said  claim  and 
have  the  same  adjudicated  by  the  Court  ot  Claims  of  the  United 
States. 

EBERkART  STEEL  PRODUCTS  CO.,  INC. 

The  bill  (8.  3789)\for  the  relief  of  the  Eberhart  Steel  Prod- 
ucts Co.,  Inc.,  was  dtwisidered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  th^  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  ThdVJurisdlction  is  hereby  conferred  upon  the 
United  States  Court  of  ClallM,  notwithstanding  the  lapse  of  time  or 
any  statute  of  limitations,  with  Instructions  to  hear  and  deter- 
mine and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claims  at  the  Eberhart  Steel 
Products  Co..  Inc.,  of  Buffalo,  N.  T..  against  the  United  States  grow- 
ing out  of  43  certain  contracts  dated  on  and  between  January 
28  and  September  24,  1920,  for  the  manufacture  and  delivery  by 
said  company  to  the  War  Department  of  certain  material  and  parts 
for  class  B  military  trucks,  notwithstanding  any  failure  or  error  of 
any  Government  official  to  give  proper  written  orders  for  changes 
made  in  any  of  said  contracts,  or  fix  the  value  thereof,  or  any  previ- 
ous decisions  or  decrees  rendered  with  reference  thereto,  and  with- 
out regard  to  any  aUeged  settlement  or  adjustment  heretofore 
made,  or  termination  agreement,  except  only  for  proper  credits  to  be 
given  for  any  and  aU  payments  heretofore  made:  Provided.  That  no 
Judgment  rendered  on  this  c'alm  for  an  amount  due  such  com- 
pany shall  exceed  the  amount  heretofore  fo\ind  by  the  Court  of 
Claims  as  the  fair  cost  of  manufacture  of  suppUes  left  on  claimant's 
hands,  manufactured  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  foregoing 
original  contracts  and  changes  thereunder. 

Mr.  KING  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  I  did  not 
notice,  when  Calendar  1562  was  called,  that  a  similar  bill  had 
been  vetoed  by  the  President.  What  explanation  is  to  be 
made  in  that  case? 

Biir.  BROWN.  The  President  vetoed  a  similar  bill  solely 
on  an  objection  to  section  1.  We  have  eliminated  section  1, 
and  are  now  asking  the  Senate  to  enact  section  2,  to  which 
the  President  urged  no  objection  in  his  veto  message. 

Mr.  KING.    Very  well. 

RECORDING  &  COMPXTTING  MACHINES  CO..  OP  DATTON,  OHIO 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R,  4031)  to 
confer  Jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  claims  of 
Recording  L  Computing  Machines  Co.,  of  Dayton,  Ohio, 
which  was  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc^  That  Jurisdiction  is  hereby  conferred  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  or  claims  of  the  Recording  Se 
Computing  Machines  Co.,  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  arising  out  of  a  series 
of  transactions,  contracts,  and  provisional  adjustments  between 
said  Recording  &  Computing  Machines  Co.,  of  Eiajrton,  Ohio,  and 
the  War  Department  for  the  manufacture  of  ordnance  materials, 
equipment.  Instruments,  etc.,  between  the  years  1916  and  1920. 
Inclvulve.  and  suit  on  such  cJalms  sbaU  be  Instituted  within  1  year 
from  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act. 

ISi.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  there  is  an  amendment  I 
desire  to  offer. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  La  Follxtts  in  the 
chair).    The  clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chiep  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  insert  on  page  2, 
after  line  3,  the  following: 

Sac.  2.  Jurisdiction  Is  conferred  upon  said  court  to  hear  and 
determine,  in  any  suits  Instituted  within  1  year  from  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act.  Jointly  or  severaUy,  by  the  First  Na- 
tional Steamship  Co.,  the  Second  National  Steamship  Co.,  and  the 
Third  National  Steamship  Co.,  the  claims  of  such  companies  on 
account  of  (1)  certain  sums  defxtsited  by  them  with  the  United 
States  Shipplxig  Board,  In  1920;  (2)  certain  disbursements  made 
by  them,  for  and  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  In  1920.  for  other 
than  physical  operation  costs.  In  connection  with  the  vessels 
Independence,  Hoxie.  and  Scottsburg.  owned  by  the  United  States; 
and  (3)  certain  Improvements  and  equipment  placed  aboeoxl  said 
vessels  and  not  removed  therefrom  by  said  companies,  in  1920; 
and.  If  the  court  shall  determine  that  there  was  no  sale  of,  or 
valid  contract  to  sell,  said  vessels  to  said  companies,  and  that  the 
payment  made  to  said  companies  on  October  7,  1935,  was  not  in 
full  payment  of  the  Just  claims  of  said  companies  existing  on 
that  date,  to  enter  such  decrees  or  Judgments  against  the  United 
States  as  wUl  provide  fuU  reimbursement  and  Just  compensation 
to  such  companies  on  account  of  said  claims,  notwithstanding 
any  statute  of  limitations. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
whether  this  is  an  attempt  to  revive  some  of  the  war-settle- 
ment cases. 
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Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  relates  to  a 
bill  which  passed  through  the  committees  of  the  House  and 
Senate  and  passed  both  bodies  of  the  Congress,  and  was 
vetoed  by  the  President  on  the  ground  that  a  certain  defense 
of  settlement  would  be  eliminated  from  consideration  by  the 
Court  of  Claims.  The  amendment  as  drafted  eliminates  that 
question  and  permits  the  Government  In  the  Court  of  Claims 
to  set  forth  that  defense.  It  meets  the  objection  which  the 
President  raised  in  his  veto  message. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Brown]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tlie  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  confer 

'    Jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 

render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  or  claims  of  the  Recording 

and  Computing  Machines  Co.,  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  for  other 

purposes." 

CAPT.  DAVIS  H.  PASSZLL  AKD  FIRST  LT.  PAXTL  E.  LAMASTER 

The  bin  (S.  3763)  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  David  H.  Passell 
and  First  Lt.  Paul  E.  LaMaster  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be,  a-id  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  In  the 
acccxinU  ol  Capt.  David  H.  Passell.  Finance  Reserve,  the  svan  at 
•  1.158.21,  less  any  amount  subsequently  recovered,  public  fiinds  for 
which  he  l8  accountable,  and  which  were  stolen  from  First  Lt. 
pml  K.  LaMaster,  Pleld  Artillery  Reserve,  class  "A"  agent  offlcer  for 
the  said  Captain  Passell.  in  a  pay-roll  robbery  at  the  Twenty-six 
Hundred  and  Sixty-fourth  Company,  Civilian  Conservation  Corps. 
Camp  CarroU,  Mount  CarroU,  111.,  on  March  31.  1939:  Provided,  That 
the  sald'Lleutenant  LaMaster  Is  hereby  relieved  of  pecuniary  respon- 
sibility for  the  loss  of  the  said  public  funds  and  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  settle 
the  final  pay  accounts  of  the  said  Lieutenant  LaMaster  without 
deduction  for  the  loss  of  the  said  public  fimds. 

i  8CHR0EDER  EMPLOYEES*  THRIFT  CLTTB 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3218)  for  the 
relief  -of  Schroeder  Employees'  Thrift  Club,  which  was  read, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  accept  from  Schroeder  Employees'  Thrift 
Club  of  Milwaukee.  Wis.,  the  sum  of  $16,955.63  In  full  satisfaction 
of  all  claims  of  the  United  States  against  such  corporation  for  in- 
*  come  taxes  (Including  interest,  penalties,  and  additions  to  the 
taxes)  for  the  period  October  31.  1923,  through  October  31.  1933. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explana- 
tion of  the  hill?  I  see  that  the  Department  has  recommended 
against  Its  passage. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  the  Senator  from 
"Wyoming  [Mr.  Schwartz]  is  not  present.  He  was  a  member 
of  the  committee  to  which  the  bill  was  referred,  and  he  went 
Into  the  matter  thoroughly. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
recommends  against  the  enactment  of  the  bill,  and  I  think  It 
should  go  over,  under  the  circumstances,  imtil  the  Senator 
irom  Wyoming  can  be  here  to  explain  it. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  think  It  is  very  important.  The  entire 
Committee  on  Claims  went  into  the  matter;  and,  as  I  recall, 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has  filed  a  report  showing  the* 
equi^es  of  the  situation,  and  there  was  no  dispute  in  the 
committee. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  let  me  make  a  statement  to 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee.    I  understand  he  objected 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  from  Montana  and  I  both 
objected. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Let  me  say  to  both  Senators  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims  went  Into  the  matter  very  thoroughly  It 
appeared  to  us  that  the  individuals  involved  were  technically 
liable  for  a  tax.  but  that  it  was  never  intended,  in  the  en- 
actment of  tax  laws,  that  'such  a  thrift  society  as  is  here 
Involved  should  be  taxed.    This  society  consisted  of  certain  ' 


employees  of  a  hotel  company  who  got  together  a  certain 
amount  of  money  in  the  form  of  savings.  There  was  no  form 
of  income  involved  whatsoever,  and  there  was  no  Justifica- 
tion whatever  for  the  imposition  of  an  income  tax.  It  was  a 
very  small  affair,  so  far  as  the  Government  was  concerned, 
and  in  my  judgment  the  Treasury  report  is  based  solely  upon 
a  supertechnlcal  interpretation  of  the  law.  I  think  the 
Senators  should  withdraw  their  objection  to  this  bill. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to 
a  statement  In  the  report  of  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.    He  says: 

It  Is  the  position  of  the  Treasury  Department  that  In  claims  such 
as  that  now  under  consideration  the  claimants  have  no  just  cause 
for  complaint,  since  the  statutes  Imposing  penalties.  Interest,  and 
additions  to  the  tax  are  eminently  just  and  fair  and  impose  no 
burdens  or  hardships  other  than  those  which  result  directly  from 
the  claimant's  own  failiire  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  law. 

Mr,  BROWN.  The  measure  Is  solely  for  the  remission  of 
penalties  imposed  on  people  who  did  not  have  the  slightest 
Idea  in  the  world  that  they  were  subject  to  taxation.  I  am 
not  now  able  to  go  into  the  details,  but  the  construction  of 
the  law  by  the  Department  struck  the  committee  as  most 
unfair.  The  bill  remits  the  penalties,  which  were  unjustly 
Imposed  on  these  persons. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  With  that  assurance,  I  withdraw  my 
objection. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BOLINROSS  CHEMICAL  CO.,  INC. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3590)  con- 
ferring jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  de- 
termine, and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  Bolin- 
ross  Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Claims  with  amendments,  on  page  1.  line  7, 
before  the  word  "raid"  to  strike  out  the  words  "alleged  un- 
lawful", and  on  page  2,  line  3,  before  the  name  "February"  to 
Insert  "or  about",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  jurisdiction  Is  hereby  conferred  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  Bollnross  Chemical  Co.. 
Inc.,  of  Newark,  N.  J.,  for  damages  or  losses  resulting  from  the 
raid  on  its  chemical  plant  at  12-22  Orange  Street.  Newark.  N.  J . 
Including  the  alleged  destruction  of  its  machinery,  equipment,  raw 
materials,  and  finished  products,  and  the  loss  of  its  business  by 
prohibition  agents  ol  the  United  States,  on  ca-  about  February  20. 

Bac.  2.  Suit  upon  such  claim  may  be  Instituted  at  any  time  within 
1  year  after  the  enactment  of  this  act,  notwithstanding  the 
lapse  of  time  or  any  sUtute  of  ihnitations.  and  proceedings  for 
the  determination  of  such  claim,  appeals  therefrom,  and  payment 
of  scny  Judgment  thereon  shaU  be  in  the  same  manner  as  in  the 
cases  over  which  such  court  has  JuristUcUon  under  section  145 
of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended.  w^won  i«o 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President.  I  invite  the  attention  of  who- 
ever has  the  bill  In  charge  to  a  statement  by  the  Acting 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  from  which  it  would  appear  that 
this  claim  is  not  just.    I  should  like  to  have  an  explanation 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  An  explanation  is  requested." 
The  bill  was  Introduced  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Smathers]  and  was  reported  by  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming [Mr.  Schwartz].  Neither  Senator  being  present  is 
there  objection?  * 

Mr.  KING.    Let  the  bin  go  over 

•nie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 
estate  of  k.  J.  ross 

The  bin  (H.  R.  1843)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  K  J 
Poss  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

ESTATE    or    MARGARET    R.    LEWIS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5459)  for  the  relief  of  George  F  Lewis, 
administrator  of  the  estate  of  Margaret  R.  Lewis,  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 


SSTHKR  BOSS 


Jfie  bin  (H.  R.  7072)  for  the  relief  of  Esther  Ross  was 
eonsidered.  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

A.    S.    TAIT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  1435) 
for  the  relief  of  A.  8.  Tait,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment,  on  page  1.  line 
6,  after  the  words  "sum  of"  to  strike  out  "$1,500"  and  insert 
"$1,000,"  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
be  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $1,000  to  A.  8. 
Tait.  of  lYiendshlp,  N.  Y.,  in  fxill  settlement  of  aU  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  injuries  sxistalned  In  line  of  duty  as  mail 
messenger  on  September  3,  1937:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim, 
and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sxun  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MRS.  GOTTLIEB  MXTZCKR 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  6552) 
for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Gottlieb  Metzger,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment, 
on  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  words  "sum  of",  to  strike  out 
"$5,000"  and  insert  "$3,000",  so  as  to  make  the  bUl  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treamry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mrs.  Oottlieb 
Metzger.  of  Mount  Vernon,  S.  Dak.,  the  sum  of  $3,000.  The  pay- 
ment of  such  sum  shall  be  -in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  damages  sustained  as  the  result  of  the  acci- 
dental and  negligent  death  of  her  husband,  Oottlieb  Metzger,  whUe 
an  cfflcial  automobile  passenger  engaged  upon  authorized  Federal 
activity  for  the  Forest  Service.  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture: Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  Ih 
this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  wltb  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  svun  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  before  the  bill  is  acted  upon 
I  wish  to  make  a  brief  statement.  The  bill  as  originally  in- 
troduced in  the  House  provided  for  $6,500  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Gottlieb  Metzger.  The  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  con- 
tained the  amount  of  $5,000  and  is  now  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment  reducing  the 
amount  to  $3,000. 

I  wish  briefly  to  explain  the  bill  and  offer  an  amendment 
to  a. 

Mr.  Metzger  was  killed  on  the  1st  day  of  December  1938. 
while  riding  in  an  automobile  owned  by  the  Forest  Service, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  and  driven  by  an  employee  of  tl^^ 
Department.  The  employee  was  negligent.  His  negligence 
caused  the  accident  which  resulted  in  the  death  of  Mr.  Metz- 
ger. The  Forest  Service  admits  the  negligence  of  Its  em- 
ployee, and  has  recommended  the  payment  of  the  claim  in 
the  amount  of  $5,000. 

Mr.  Metzger  lived  on  a  60-acre  farm  adjoining  the  city  of 
Mount  Vernon,  in  Davison  County.  S.  Dak.  He  had  been  a 
farmer  all  his  life,  and  left  his  widow  in  straitened  circum- 
stances. At  the  time  of  his  death  he  was  serving  either  his 
second  or  third  term  as  county  comn^issioner,  having  been 
elected  to  that  position  on  the  DemocrattcHlcket.  The  ap- 
proximate value  of  his  farm  land  and  buildings  was  $2,500. 
His  personal  property  was  valued  at  $500.  He  left  unpaid 
debts,  including  funeral  expenses,  estimated  at  $1,485.  This 
unpcud  debt,  subtracted  from  the  amount  of  $3,000  carried  in 
the  bill,  will  not  leave  much  for  his  widow.  There  were  no 
Insurance,  rentals,  or  other  cash  assets  to  accrue  to  the  benefit 
of  the  widow. 


The  Department  of  Agrtcultore  recommends  the  enactment 
of  this  bill  In  the  amotmt  of  $5,000.  This  sum  represents 
$3,000,  the  maximum  allowed  under  the  South  Dakota  Work- 
men's Compensation  law.  and  $2,000  to  provide  for  pajrment 
of  outstanding  obligations,  attorneys  fee,  and  incidentals. 

I  move,  therefore,  that  the  amount  of  $5,000  contained  in 
the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House,  be  restored  to  the  bill,  and  that 
the  Senate  concur  in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFPICEai.  Let  the  Chair  suggest  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  that  the  objective  which  he  seeks 
to  attain  can  be  reached  by  a  rejection  of  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

PEARL  WALOREP   STtrBBS  AND   GEORGE   WALDREP 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  6334)  for 
the  relief  of  Pearl  Waldrep  Stubbs  and  George  Waldrep, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Claims  with 
amendments,  on  page  1,  line  6.  after  the  words  "mother  of", 
to  strike  out  the  comma  and  the  words  "and  George  Waldrep. 
father  of.":  In  lines  7  and  8,  after  "Illinois,  the",  to  strike  out 
the  words  "sums  of  $4,000  and  $1,000,  respectively"  and  in- 
sert "sum  of  $1,750":  and  in  line  9,  to  strike  out  the  word 
"sums"  and  to  Insert  "sum",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  Tliat  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Pearl  Waldrep  Stubbs, 
mother  of  Clarence  Waldrep,  deceased,  formerly  of  Chicago.  111.,  the 
stmi  of  $1,760.  The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  In  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  on  account  of  the 
death  of  said  Clarence  Waldrep  on  May  4,  1938,  when  struck  by 
an  automobile  belonging  to  the  United  States  Government,  at  the 
time  being  driven  by  Clarence  P.  Rossner,  an  Investigator  for  the 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue.  United  States  Oovernment,  and  who  at ' 
the  time  was  on  duty  and  engaged  in  his  regular  duties  as  an  em- 
ployee of  the  United  States  Government:  Provided..  That  no  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  accoimt  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim, 
and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  or  persons  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  for  the  relief 
of  Pearl  Waldrep  Stubbs." 

WILLIAM  A.  WHEELER 

The  bill  (S.  3443)  for  the  reUef  of  WilUam  A.  Wheeler  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  William  A.  Wheeler. 
vj>f  Hurricane,  W.  Va.,  the  sum  of  $600  In  full  satisfaction  of  his 
claim  against  the  United  States  for  Injuries  suffered  when  acting 
on  May  8,  1939.  as  a  volunteer  fire  fighter  in  an  explosion  of  a 
kerosene  tank  on  a  Works  Progress  Administration  road  project  In 
attempting  to  save  property  endangered  by  the  explosion:  Pro- 
vided, That  no  part  of  the  amoiint  appropriated  in  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  con- 
nection virlth  said  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con- 
tract to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
•1.000. 

HEIRS  07  LT.  WILLIAM  LIE  CLEMMER 

"Hie  bill  (S.  3487)  for  the  reUef  of  the  heirs  of  Lt.  WUliam 
Lee  Clemmer,  Coast  Guard,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authc»-lzed  to  transfer  to  H.  Adria  Clenim.e»-,  widow,  and 
to  the  legal  guardian  of  Constazice  N.  Clemmer  and  William  L. 
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Clemmer.  minor  children  of  Lt.  William  Lee  Clemmer  (deceased). 
United  States  Ccast  Guard,  by  means  of  an  appropriate  legal 
Instrument,  the  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the  United  States  over 
and  above  the  ll<»nse  rights  to  be  reserved  under  the  appended 

Kvlso.  In  and  to  :i  certain  invention  made  by  the  said  Lt.  William 
Clemmer  and  consisting  of  new  and  useful  improvements  In 
method  and  means  for  determining  vertical  angles  of  energy  waves, 
for  which  application  has  been  made  to  the  Commissioner  of  Pat- 
ents for  the  grant  of  letters  patent  of  the  United  States  under  the 
act  of  March  3.  1883  (22  Stat.  625).  as  amended  by  the  act  of 
April  30.  1928  (45  Stat.  467;  U.  S.  C.  title  35.  sec.  45),  such  appli- 
cation having  been  executed  April  30.  1937.  and  filed  May  26,  1937. 
being  designated  as  Serial  No.  144871:  Provided,  however.  That 
•uch  legal  Instrument  shall  reserve  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  In  all  departments,  independent  establishments, 
and  corporate  and  other  agencies  thereof,  a  nonexclusive.  Irrevoca- 
ble, and  nontransferable  royalty-free  license  to  make,  to  have 
made  for  It.  to  use.  to  practice,  to  maintain  in  repair,  and  to  sell 
as  surplus  and  condemned  material,  or  otherwise  as  provided  by 
law.  any  and  all  devices,  methods,  and  inventions  disclosed  or 
claimed  in  the  said  application,  or  In  any  divisions  or  continua- 
tions thereof  or  substitutes  therefor,  under  and  for  the  full  term 
or  terms  of  any  United  States  letters  patent  which  may  be  granted 
~  on  s^d  application  or  on  any  divisions,  extensions,  continuations, 
or  reissues  thereof  or  substitutes  therefor;  and  shall  reserve  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  as  represented  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  the  irrevocable  and  exclusive  right  to  prosecute  any 
»bove-referred-to  application,  together  with  the  full  power  of  sub- 
■tltution  and  revocation  of  powers  of  attorney  therein.  Includ- 
ing the  right  to  make  alterations  and  amendments  to  any  said 
application,  to  transact  all  business  in  the  Patent  Office  connected 
therewith,  and  to  prosecute,  conduct,  and  make  adjustments  and 
■ettlements  of  any  interferences  or  other  actions  or  proceedings 
that  any  such  application  may  encounter  or  in  which  any  such 
application  may  become  involved. 

ALrRXO  G.  BALLS  \ 

The  bUl  (S.  3706)  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  G.  Balls  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mi.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  an  explana- 
tion of  the  bill.  Otherwise  I  shall  ask  that  it  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Mr.  President,  I  wUl  ask  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over  temporarily. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  be  passed  over 
without   prejudice. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  I  ask 

the  Senate  to  return  to  Calendar  1575,  Senate  bill  3706.    I 

have  read  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  I 

'think  the  bill  ought  to  be  passed.    I  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  Senate  bill  3706. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S.  3706)  for  the  relief 
of  Alfred  O.  Balls  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  the 
account  of  Alfred  G.  Balls,  former  special  disbursing  agent,  Alaska 
Railroad.  Anchorage.  Alaska.  In  the  amount  of  91.995.  which  was 
paid  by  him  to  PhU  O.  Herrlman  as  salary  for  services  rendered 
the  Alaska  Railroad  during  the  period  July  1.  1933,  to  May  31, 
1934,  the  said  sum  having  been  disallowed  on  account  of  failxire  to 
report  thla  position  on  lists  submitted  to  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  in  conformity  with  letter  of  the  President,  dated  Jxily  23 
1932. 

DEPosrr  or  credr  to  estates  of  certain  navajo  indhns^ 
The  bill  (S.  3794)  for  the  relief  of  certain  Navajo  Indians, 
and  for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  the  sum  of  $30,000,  which  amount 
shall  be  deposited  as  individual  Indian  money  to  the  credit  of  the 
estates  of  the  following-named  deceased  Navajo  Indians,  and  in 
tlje  respective  amounts  stated  for  distribution  to  the  heirs  of  such 
deceased  Indians  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in 
accordance  with  existing  law:  Wilson  Platero.  »5,000;  Meguellus 
Sacatero.  »S.000;  Tom  Wood.  ISOOO;  John  Apachite.  $5  000-  Roy 
Chavez.  $5,000;   and  John  Chavez,  $5,000.  •       •        ^ 

S«c.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  also  authorized  and 
directed  to  pay  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  the  sum  of  $3  000 
which  amount  shall  be  deposited  as  individual  Indian  money  to 
the  credit  of  Dempsey  Sacatero  and  Jose  Mezlcano,  or  their  heir*. 
In  the  sum  of  $1,500  each. 


Sbc.  3.  The  amounts  herein  appropriated  shall  be  In  fxill  com- 
pensation for  claims  for  deaths  or  injuries  sustained  in  an  accident 
occurring  near  Gallup.  ^  Mex.,  on  December  6,  1936:  Provided, 
That  the  amounts  herein  appropriated  shall  be  expended  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  regulations  governing  the  handling  of  Individual 
Indian  money:  Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
herein  appropriated  shall  be  paid  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  these 
claims,  and  any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  in  any  stun  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

SURVEY  or  CONDrnON  OF  INDIANS 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  217)  further  continuing  the  au- 
thority for  a  general  survey  of  the  condition  of  Indians  in 
the  United  States  was  considered  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  Senate  Resolution  79.  agreed  to  February  2,  1928. 
and  continued  by  subsequent  resolutions,  authorizing  the  Com- 
mittee on  Indian  Aflalrs,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  to  make  a 
general  survey  of  the  condition  of  the  Indians  in  the  United  States, 
hereby  is  continued  in  full  force  and  effect  diu-lng  the  Seventy- 
seventh  and  succeeding  Congresses. 

adoption  op   lONORS   BT  INDIANS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  8499) 
relating  to  adoption  of  minors  by  Indians,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  2,  line  18,  after  the  word  "request",  to 
strike  out  "of"  and  to  insert  "or",  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  In  probate  matters  tinder  the  exclusive 
Jtirisdlction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  no  person  shall  be 
recognized  as  an  heir  of  a  deceased  Indian  by  virtue  of  an  adop- 
tion— 

(1)   Unless  such  adoption  shall  have  been — 

(a)  by  a  Judgment  or  decree  of  a  State  court; 

(b)  by  a  Judgment  or  decree  of  an  Indian  court; 

(c)  by  a  written  adoption  approved  by  the  superintendent  of  the 
agency  having  Jurisdiction  over  the  tribe  of  which  either  the  adopted 
child  or  the  adoptive  parent  is  a  member,  and  duly  recorded  in  a 
book  kept  by  the  superintendent  for  that  purpose;  or        

(d)  by  an  adoption  in  accordance  with  a  procedure  established 
by  the  tribal  authority,  recognized  by  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior, of  the  tribe  either  of  the  adopted  child  or  the  adoptive 
parent,  and  duly  recorded  in  a  book  kept  by  the  tribe  for  that 
purpose;  or 

.  (2)  Unless  such  adoption  shall  have  been  recognized  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  act 
or  In  the  distribution  of  the  estate  of  an  Indian  who  has  died  prior 
to  that  date:  Provided,  Thtt  an  adoptfon  by  Indian  custom  made 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  act  m4y  be  made  valid  by  recorda- 
tion with  the  superintendent  if  both  I  the  adopted  child  and  the 
adoptive  parent  are  still  living,  if  the  attoptlve  parent  requests  that 
the  adoption  be  recorded,  and  if  the  adopted  chUd  Is  an  adult  and 
makes  such  a  request  or  the  superintendent  on  behalf  of  a  minor 
child  approves  of  the  reccffdation. 

Sec.  2.  This  act  shall  not  apply  with  respect  to  the  distribution  of 
the  estates  of  Indians  of  the  Five  Civilized  Tribes  or  the  Osage 
Tribe  in  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  or  with  respect  to  the  distribution 
of  estates  of  Indians  who  have  died  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  act. 

Sec.  3.  This  act  shall  become  effective  0"  months  after  the  date  of 
its  approval. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  Wll 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

JITRISDICTION  OF  KANSAS  OVER  OFFENSES  ON  INDIAN  RESERVATIONS 

The  bill  (S.  372)  to  relinquish  concurrent  Jurisdiction  to 
the  State  of  Kansas  to  prosecute  Indians  or  others  for  offenses 
committed  on  Indian  reservations  was  announced  as  next  In 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Calendar 
No.  1628,  House  bUl  3048,  will  be  subsUtuted  for  the  Senate 
bill.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consideration  of  the 
House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  3048)  to  confer 
JurisdicUon  on  the  State  of  Kansas  cfver  offenses  committed 
by  or  against  Indians  on  Indian  reservations  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Calendar 
No.  1579,  Senate  bUl  372,  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

PURCiJASERS  OF  LANDS  IN  CERTAIN  INDIAN  RESERVATIOfrS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  con^der  the  bill  (S.  3101)  for  the 
relief  of  certain  purchasers  of.  and  entrymen  upon^  opened 


/ 


lands  of  certain  Indian  reservations,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  with  an 
amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause,  and 
to  insert  the  foUowlng: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  authorized  to  rein- 
state any  entry  or  purchase,  in  existence  December  31,  1936,  on 
the  opened  lands  within  the  ceded  areas  of  the  Cheyenne  River, 
Coeur  dAlene,  Colvllle.  Fort  Berthold,  Port  Peck,  Pine  Ridge, 
Roeebtid.  or  Standing  Rock  Indian  Reservations,  or  any  of  the 
Chippewa  lands  In  Minnesota  opened  in  accordance  with  the  act 
of  January  14,  1889  (25  Stat.  642),  that  has  been  canceled  in  toto 
tot  failure  of  the  claimant  thereof  to  make  payment  of  the  pur- 
chase money  and  Interest  due,  or  any  such  entry  canceled  in  part 
by  relinquishment,  upon  the  filing  by  the  claimant  in  the  proper 
district  land  office  within  60  days  from  the  date  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act.  an  application  for  reinstatement  accompanied  by  the 
full  amount  of  money  due  under  governing  laws:  Provided.  That 
all  other  requirements  of  the  laws  under  which  the  entry  or 
purchase  was  made  have  been  complied  with. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

INDIANS  OF  THX  CHOW  RESERVATION,  MONT. 

Ttie  bill  (H.  R.  5477)  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians  of  the 
Crow  Reservation,  Mont.,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

I  DENTAL    DISEASES 

The  bill  (S.  3607)  to  authorize  research,  by  the  Public 
Health  Service,  relating  to  the  cause,  diagnosis,  and  treat- 
ment of  dental  diseases,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation 
of  the  biU? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  bill  provides  for  scientific  research 
by  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service.  It  was  care- 
fully studied  and  unanimously  reported  by  the  committee. 
•nie  Wll  is  recommended  by  the  United  States  Public  Health 
Service.  It  provides  for  carrying  on  a  very  beneficial  in- 
vestigation into  the  causes  of  dental  diseases,  which  have 
become  so  prevalent  in  the  United  States.  It  appears  that 
about  90  percent  of  the  young  people  of  the  coimtry  are 
affected  by  dental  diseases,  and  it  is  expected  through  this 
research  that  some  method  may  be  devised  to  cope  with 
that  serious  situation  among  our  people.  I  think  the  IriU 
should  pass. 

Mr.  GERRY.  I  object,  and  ask  that  the  bill  be  passed 
over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

BILL   AND   JOINT   RESOLX7TION   PASSED   OVER 

The  bill  (S.  2883)  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  Steele  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McKKIJ.AR.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  ex- 
planation? The  Department  does  not  approve  that  bill. 
If  we  can  have  no  explanation  at  this  time,  I  ask  that  the 
bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  be  passed  over 
under  objection. 

The  Joint  resoluti^qn  (S.  J.  Res.  225)  relating  to  the  con- 
ditions for  payment  with  respect  to  sugarcane  harvested  from 
certain  plantings  ih  the  mainland  cane-sugar  area  was  an- 
nounced as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  KING.    Let  the  Joint  resolution  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Ttw  Joint  resolution  will  be 
passed  over.    , 

ALGT  FRED  GILES 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3653)  for  the 
relief  of  Algy  Fred  Giles,  which  bad  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  with  an  amendment,  on  page 
1,  line  11.  after  the  word  "act",  to  insert  "or  subsequent 
thereto",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  administration  of  any  laws  con- 
fer^ng  rights,  privileges,  or  benefits  upon  honorably  discharged 
somiers.  Algy  Pred  Olles,  serial  No.  6232471.  who  enlisted  January 
20,  1926,  and  was  discharged  July  16.  1928.  shaU  be  held  and  con- 
sidered to  have  been  honorably  discharged  from  the  military  service 
Of  the  United  States  on  July  16,  1928:  Provided,  That  no  pension. 
bttck  pay,  bounty,  compensation,  or  allowance  shall  be  held  to  have 
■ocrued  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act  or  subsequent  thereto. 


Tile  amendment  was  agreed  ta 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  with  respect  to  the  bill  Just 
passed,  I  notice  that  the  Secretary  of  War  strongly  recom- 
mends against  the  bill.  In  view  of  that  recommendation,  I 
ask  that  the  vote  by  which  the  l^  was  passed  be  reconsid- 
ered, and  that  the  bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  vote 
by  which  the  bill  was  passed  will  be  reconsidered,  and  the  bill 
will  be  returned  to  the  calendar. 

DISPOSITION    OP    CONDEMNED    ORDNANCE    AND    OTRXR    CONDEMNED 

MATERIAL 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  7074)  to 
amend  an  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  to  make  certain  disposition  of  condemned 
ordnance,  guns,  projectiles,  and  other  condemned  material  In 
their  respective  Departments,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  with  an  amendment,  on 
page  2,  line  2,  after  the  word  "Republic",  to  insert  "posts  of 
the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United  States",  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  entlUed  "An  act  to  authorise  the 
Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  certain  dis- 
position of  condemned  ordnance,  guns,  and  cannonballs  in  their  re- 
spective Departments,"  approved  May  22,  1896,  as  amended.  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"That  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  are 
each  hereby  authorized,  in  their  discretion,  to  lean  or  give  to 
soldiers'  monument  assqciatlons,  posts  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the 
Republic,  posts  of  thef^eterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States,  posts  of  the  American  Legion,  and  other  recognized  war 
veteran  associations.  State  museums,  and  incorporated  museums 
operated  and  maintained  for  educational  purposes  oi^y,  whose 
charter  denies  them  the  right  to  operate  for  profit,  municipal  cor- 
porations, and  p>o6ts  of  the  Sons  of  Veterans'  Reserve,  condemned  or 
obsolete  ordnance,  guns,  projectiles,  books,  manuscripts,  works  of 
art,  drawings,  plans,  models,  and  other  condemned  or  obsolete  ma- 
terial which  may  not  be  needed  In  the  service  of  either  of  stfld 
Departments. 

"Such  loan  or  gift  shall  be  made  subject  to  rules  and  regulations 
covering  the  same  in  each  Department,  and  the  Government  shall  be 
at  no  expense  in  connection  with  any  such  loan  or  gift." 

Scc.^an^^  acts  or  parts  of  acts  in  conflict  with  this  act  arc  hereby 
repealM. 

Tile  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

ERI^EST   FRANCIS    WHITE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1312)  granting  a  pension  to  Ernest  Francis 
White  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the. 
third  time,  and  passed. 

TIMOTHY  A.  LINEHAN 

■  The  bill  (H.  R.  1379)  granting  a  pension  to  Timothy  A. 
Linehan  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

HELEN  M.  CROWLXT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2143)  granting  a  pension  to  Helen  M. 
Crowley  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

LIZZIE  MAY  WILBUR  CLAYTON 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2273)  granting  a  pension  to  Lizzie  May 
Wilbur  Clayton  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MAUD  PATTERSON 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2285)  granting  a  pension  to  Maud  Patter- 
son was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

/      JOHN  W.  SWOVELAND 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5007)  granting  a  pension  to  John  W. 
Swoveland  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SERVICE  PENSION  ACTS 

The  bin  (H.  R.  7147)  to  amend  the  service  pension  acta 
pertaining  to  the  War  with  Spain,  Philippine  Insurrection, 
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and  the  China  Relief  Expedition  to  Include  certain  continu- 
ous service,  was  announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation 
of  the  bJl?  ^ 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  under  existing  law  90  days' 
service  in  the  Spanish-American  War,  the  Boxer  Rebellion, 
or  the  Philippine  Insurrection  entitles  a  man  to  a  service 
pension;  but  if  he  happened  to  have  70  days'  service  in  the 
Spanish-American  War  and  20  days'  service  in  the  Philippine 
Insurrection,  he  may  not  combine  the  20  days  and  the  70 
days  to  make  the  required  90  days.  The  bill  would  perinit 
adding  service  in  the  Spanish-American  War,  the  Philippine 
Insurrection,  and  the  Boxer  Rebellion  to  make  up  the  90  days, 
and  thereby  entitle  the  man  to  a  pension,  rather  than  re- 
quiring that  the  90  days'  service  be  confined  to  one  or  the 
ether  of  the  campaigns. 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President,  what  would  be  the  cost? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I'  think  I  have  the  figures  before  me. 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  the  bill  will 
affect  300  veterans  now  receiving  compensation.  The  cost 
will  be  approximately  $130,000  for  the  first  year.  There  may 
be  some  other  veterans  who  are  not  receiving  a  pension;  but 
their  number  is  negJigible,  and  the  cost  will  be  slight.  The 
bill  Is  recommended  by  the  Veterans'  Bureau,  and  has  the 
approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget;  and  I  understand  it 
.   has  the  approval  of  the  House  and  Senate  committees. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

INCREASE  OP  PENSIONS  FOR  VETERANS  OF  REGULAR  ESTABLISHMENT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7733)  to  provide  increased  pensions  for 
veterans  of  the  Regular  Establishment  with  service-connected 
disability  incurred  in  or  aggravated  by  service  prior  to  April 
21,  1898.  was  annoxmced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  peacetime  soldiers  who  have 
suffered  disability  in  line  of  duty  are  entitled  to  certain  pen- 
sions at  certain  rates  if  they  were  in  the  service  after  April 
21,  1898.  Peacetime  soldiers  who  suffered  certain  disability 
prior  to  that  date  are  entitled  to  a  pension  at  a  different  rate. 
The  bill  simply  makes  all  the  pensions  payable  at  the  same 
rate.  The  bill  is  approved  by  the  Veterans'  Administration 
and  is  recommended  by  the  Administrator  in  order  to  equalize 
conditions. 

Mr.  BYRD.     What  will  the  cost  be? 

Mr.  MINTON.  One  hundred  and  sixty-four  thousand 
dollars. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PENSIONS  TO  CERTAIN  WIDOWS  OP  CIVIL  WAR  VETERANS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7981)  to  grant  pensions  to  certain  unre- 
married dependent  widows  of  Civil  War  veterans  who  were 
married  to  the  veterans  subsequent  to  June  26,  1905,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation 
of  the  biU? 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  any  woman  who  married 
a  Civil  War  veteran  after  June  26.  1905,  is  not  entitled  to  a 
service  pension.  The  bill  would  pension  certain  widows  who 
married  veterans  after  June  26,  1905.  provided  the  widow 
married  the  veteran  10  years  prior  to  his  death,  and  lived 
with  him  continuously  from  the  date  of  marriage  to  the  date 
of  his  death,  except  that  no  pension  would  be  payable  to  a 
widow  under  60  years  of  age. 
^     Mr.  BYRD.     I  object. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  ObJecUon  is  heard,  and  the 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

MAXT  JAHK  BLACXXAH 

The  bill  (S.  1138)  granting  a  penslMi  to  Mary  Jane  Black- 
man  was  considere<!,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
.  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 


Be  it  enacted.,  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  Veterana*  Affairs 
be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  place  on  the 
pension  roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the 
pension  laws,  the  name  of  Mary  Jane  Blackman.  widow  of  William 
O.  Blackman,  late  of  Company  B.  Ninth  Regiment  Maine  Volunteer 
Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month. 

ARMINDA   BATJMAN 

The  Ifill  (S.  2413)  granting  a  pension  to  Arminda  Bauman 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  Veterans*  Affairs  be. 
and  he  1^  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  place  on  the  pension 
roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension  laws, 
the  name  of  Arminda.  Bauman,  widow  of  Jacob  K.  Bauman,  late  of 
Troop  H,  Sixth  Regiment  United  States  Cavalry,  and  pay  her  a 
pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month. 

ALICE  P.  THOMAS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  537)  granting 
a  pension  to  Alice  F.  Thomas,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Pensions  with  an  amendment,  on  page  1, 
line  8,  after  the  words  "at  the  rate  of",  to  strike  out  "$50"  and 
insert  "$30",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  be, 
and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  place  on  the  pension 
roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension  laws, 
the  name  of  Alice  P.  Thomas,  widow  of  George  M.  Thomas,  late  of 
Company  D.  Sixty-third  Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  and 
pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BERT  W.  HELMER 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  1009)  granting 
a  pension  to  Bert  W.  Heimer,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Pensions  with  an  amendment,  on  page  1, 
line  7,  after  the  words  "at  the  rate  of",  to  strike  out  "$100" 
and  insert  "$30",  so  as  to  make  the  bUl  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  Veterans"  Affairs  be, 
and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  place  on  the  pension 
roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension  laws, 
the  name  of  Bert  W.  Heimer.  late  of  the  United  States  Coast  Guard! 
and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrocsed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  thc^hird"  time,  and  passed. 

JAMES    A.     COFFELT,     SR. — RECOMMITTAL 

The  bill  (S.  1771)  granting  a  pension  to  James  A,  Coffelt, 
Sr.,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  the  proposed  beneficiary  of 
this  bill  having  died  since  the  bill  was  introduced,  I  ask 
that  the  bill  be  recommitted  to  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  bill 
will  be  Recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

TIMOTHY  C.  TOLER 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  biU  (S.  2263)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Timothy  C.  Toler,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Pensions  with  an  amendment  on 
page  1,  line  8.  after  the  words  "at  the  rate  of"  to  strike  out 
"$45"^  and  insert  "$30",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  Veterana'  Affairs 
be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  place  on  the 
pens  on  roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the 
pension  laws,  the  name  of  Timothy  C.  Toler.  of  Cambridge,  Mass 
formerly  a  surtman  in  the  Coast  Guard,  and  pay  him  a  pensioi 
at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month.  *«;u»«j*4 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

REPEAL   OP   CERTAIN   ACTS    OP    CONGRESS— POCklT   VETOED 

The  bin  (H.  R.  3233)  to  repeal  certain  acts  of  Congress- 
pocket  vetoed— was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

EETENSION  OP  BENEPTTS  OP  EMERGENCY  OFFICERS'  RITIREMENT  ACT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  458)  extend- 
ing the  benefits  of  the  Emergency  Officers'  Retirement  Act 
of  May  24,  1928,  to  provisional,  probaUonary.  or  temporary 


officers  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  CKiard 
who  served  during  the  World  War.  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  with  an  amendment, 
at  the  end  of  the  bill  to  add  a  proviso,  so  as  to  make  the 
biU  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  sectloci  1  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  relat- 
•B  amended,  entitled  "An  act  making  eligible  for  retirement,  tinder 
certain  conditions.  ofOcers  and  former  ofDoerB  of  the  Army,  Mavy, 
and  Marine  Oorpe  of  the  United  States,  other  than  officers  of  the 
BegtUar  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps,  who  Incurred  physical  disa- 
bility in  line  of  duty  whUe  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  during 
the  World  War."  are  hereby  extended  to  provisional,  probet.onary, 
or  temporary  offloers  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  or  Coast  Guard, 
who  served  subaequent  to  AprU  6,  1917.  and  who  are  now  In  a 
•tatus  of  honorable  aeparatton  from  the  military,  naval,  or  Coast 
Ouard  Service,  if  appllcaUan  far  auch  benefits  is  filed  with  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Aflaln  within  12  months  after  the 
paeaage  of  this  act:  Prxwided.  Tbat  the  benefits  under  this  act  ahaU 
take  effect  from  the  date  of  application,  if  approved. 

llie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  blU  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PAYMENT  OP  PREVAILING   WAGES   ON   PEDERAL   PXTBLIC   WORKS  IN 

ALASKA   AND    HAWAII 

The  WH  (8.  3650)  to  require  the  payment  of  prevailing 
rates  of  wages  on  Federal  public  works  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  relat- 
ing to  the  rate  of  wages  for  laborers  and  mechanics  employed  on 
public  buildings  of  the  United  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
by  contractors  and  subcontractors,  and  for  other  purposes"  approved 
March  3  1931  (46  Stat.  1494)  as  amended  Is  further  amended  by 
striking  out  the  words  "States  of  the  Union  or  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia" and  Inserting  in  Ueu  thereof  "States  of  the  Union,  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Alaska,  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  or  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia"; and  by  striking  out  the  wtvds  "or  other  civil  subdivision  of 
the  State"  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "or  other  civil  subdivision 
of  the  State  or  the  Territory  of  Alaska  or  the  Territory  of  Hawaii." 

Bkc.  2.  l^e  antendments  made  by  this  act  shall  take  effect  on 
the  thirtieth  day  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  but  shall 
not  affect  any  contract  In  existence  on  such  effective  date  or  made 
thereafter  pursuant  to  invltattons  for  bids  outstanding  on  the  date 
Gf  enactment  of  this  act. 

BILLS   PASSED   OVER    . 

The  bill  'H.  R.  6782)  for  the  relief  of  James^ Robert  Har- 
man  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KINa.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  3524)  conferring  Jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear  and  determine  the  claims  of  the  Choctaw  In- 
dians of  the  Stat€  of  Mississippi  was  annotmced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  KING.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (S.  2705)  creating  the  Great  Falls  Bridge  Com- 
mission and  authorizing  the  construction,  maintenance,  and 
operation  of  a  bridge  across  the  Potomac  River  near  Great 
Palls  of  the  Potomac  was  announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

AMENDMENT  OP  SOIL  CONSERVATION  AND  DOMESTIC  ALLOTMENT  ACT 

The  bill  (S.  3886)  to  amend  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Do- 
mestic Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
annoimced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  PreJsident,  may  we  have  an  explanation  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  the  bUl  em- 
bodies certain  recommendations  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  In  the  main,  the  amendments  are  clerical  and 
explanatory.  A  number  of  terms  are  defined.  Save  for  those 
reasons,  I  know  of  no  good  reason  for  the  passage  of  the  bill. 
The  committee  says  it  is  necessary,  for  the  efficient  adminis- 
tration of  the  act.  to  have  certain  provisions  clarified  as  to 
their  exact  meaning,  and  certain  terms  redefined. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Does  the  biQ  change  the  amount  anyone  is 
to  receive? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    I  think  not. 


Mr.  KINO.    The  President  once  vetoed  the  bill. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  familiar  with  this  bill 
and  another  similar  bill  on  the  calendar.  I  do  not  think  they 
ought  to  be  passed  on  the  call  of  the  calendar.  I  ask  that 
tbe  bill  go  over. 

Hie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

CLAIMS  OP  CHEROKEE  IKDXAM8 

Ttoe  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (8.  2952)  au- 
thorizing the  Court  of  Claims  to  adjudicate  and  render 
Judgment  on  certain  claims  of  the  Cherokee  Indians,  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Indian  Affairs  with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out 
all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  to  insert: 

That  the  Court  of  Claims  Is  hereby  authorised  and  directed  to 
reinstate  the  suits  entitled  "Eastern  or  Emigrant  Cherokees  against 
the  United  SUtes,"  No.  42077,  and  "Western  or  Old  Settler  Chero- 
kees against  the  United  States."  No.  42078.  heretofore  dismissed 
by  that  court  on  December  2.  1935.  and  February  3.  1936.  respec- 
tively: Provided.  That  application  therefor  is  made  within  1  year 
after  the  approval  of  this  act,  and  Jurisdiction  is  hereby  conferred 
on  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  and  determln?'  the  claims  asserted 
In  said  suits  de  novo  and  without  regard  to  any  prior  adjudication 
of  the  claims  asserted  therein.  It  being  the  intent  hereby  specifi- 
cally to  waive  the  effect  as  res  Judicata  of  the  prior  decisions  of 
such  court  and  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  on  the  claims 
asserted  In  said  suits.  The  Court  of  Claims  shall  reinstate  and 
retry  said  suits  under  such  provisions  of  the  act  of  AprU  25,  1932 
(47  Stat.  137),  as  are  not  In  conflict  herewith. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  to  reinstate 
in  the  Court  of  Claims  the  suits  entitled  'Eastern  or  Emi- 
grant Cherokees  against  the  United  States.'  No.  42077.  and 
'Western  or  Old  Settler  Cherokees  against  the  United  States,* 
No.  42078." 

CHARLES  B.  PATNX 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  217)  for  the 
relief  of  Charles  B.  Payne,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Claims  with  amendments,  on  page  1,  line 
6,  after  the  words  "the  sum  of"  to  strike  out  "$5,000"  and 
insert  "$1,000";  and  on  page  2,  after  the  word  "Provided," 
to  strike  out:  "That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In 
this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
'delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or 
attorneys,  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with 
such  claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents, 
attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive 
any  sum  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  con- 
nection with  such  claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  j)erson  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  sliall  be  deemed,  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined.  In  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  to  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any 
sum  not  exceediing  $1,000".  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  Is  author- 
ised and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Charles  B.  Payne,  of  San  Pellpe,  N.  Mex., 
the  sum  of  91.000  In  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  resulting  from  injuries  sttstained  by  James  Wallace  Payne, 
minor  son  of  said  Charles  B.  Payne,  as  a  result  of  an  atta<A  mad* 
upon  said  James  Wallace  Payne  on  September  20,  1934,  by  Pedro 
Velasquez,  an  Insane  Indian  then  living  on  the  San  Pellpe  Pueblo 
Reservation:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In 
this  act  m  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  accoimt  of  services  ren- 
dered in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful, 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mlade- 
mecmof  and  up<Hi  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sura  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amprnlmfnts  were  agreed  to. 
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The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


in  the  Coast  Guard  to  the  same  extent  as  if  his  case  had  not  been 
considered  by  such  Board.     Except  as  hereinbefore  provided,  each 
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^K<.^K       <_       «n..ll« 


^  v>r\w.^wi  t%^       V\.T      ^^.« 


1.  after  the  word  "said",  to  strike  out  "William  Durfooraw,  ad- 

«nfrtlct>>atr>t^*    on/1    Incorf    "TKrc^    Moflnnol    Ttanlr    nt   /'lAtfircKuror 


Assistant  Postmaster  General  and  the  General  Superintend- 
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The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

GRANT  or  LAND  BY  SOUTH  CAROLINA  FOR  TTSX  BY  COAST  GTTARO 

The  bill  (S.  3775)  to  accept  the  grant  to  the  United  States 
of  certain  land  by  the  State  of  South  Carolina  and  to  au- 
thorize its  use  by  the  United  States  Coast  Guard  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Senate  bill  3775  is  the  same 
as  House  bill  9441,  Calendar  No.  1630.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  substitution  of  the  House  bill  for  the  Senate  bill,  and  the 
present  consideration  of  the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9441)  to  accept 
the  grant  to  the  United  States  of  certain  land  by  the  State 
of  South  Carolina  and  to  authorize  its  use  by  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  3775  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

BILL    PASSED    OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8423)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
Increase  the  eflSciency  of  the  Coast  Guard,"  approved  January 
12,  1938.  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  we  mave  an  expla- 
nation of  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  An  explanation  is  requested 
of  Calendar  No.  1615,  House  bill  8423.  reported  by  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  I  Mr.  Bailey  J,  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  KING.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  PEPPER  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  Senate  revert  to'  Calendar  No.  1615, 
House  bill  8423,  having  to  do  with  the  Coast  Guard.  The 
Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  King)  has  withdrawn  his  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  8423)  to  amend  an 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  increase  the  eflBciency  of  the  Coast 
Guard,"  approved  January  12,  1938,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  encytted.  etc..  TTiat  section  2  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
Increase  the  efficiency  of  the  Coast  Guard",  approved  January  12. 
1938  (52  Stat.  4),  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sh:.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  at  the  direction  of  the 
President,  shall  assemble  annually  a  Coast  Guard  Personnel  Board 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Board),  to  be  composed  of  not  less 
than  Ave  commissioned  officers  of  the  rank  of  captain  or  above  on 
the  active  list  of  the  Coast  Guard.     It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Board 

(a)  to  recommend  for  retirement  such  commissioned  officers  of  the 
Coast  Guard  who  have  30  or  more  years  of  service,  as  the  Board 
determines.  In  Its  discretion,  should  be  retired  from  active  service, 

(b)  to  recommend  for  retirement  such  commissioned  officers  of  the 
Coast  Guard  who  have  been  placed  out  of  line  of  promotion  and 
who  have  10  years  or  more  of  commissioned  service,  as  the  Board 
determines.  In  Its  discretion,  should  be  retired  from  active  service, 
•nd  (c)  to  recommend  for  placing  out  of  line  of  promotion  such 
lieutenant  commanders  on  the  active  list  as  the  Board  determines 
in  its  discretion,  should  be  placed  out  of  line  of  promotion.  The 
proceedings,  findings,  and  recommendations  of  the  Board  shall  be 
transmitted  to  the  Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guard  for  review 
If  the  Commandant  shall  approve  the  recommendations  of  the 
Board,  notlflcatlon  thereof  shall  be  given  by  him  in  writing  to  each 
officer  concerned,  who.  for  the  first  time  under  this  act  is  recom- 
mended for  retirement  or  for  placing  out  of  line  of  promotion- 
and  any  such  officer  who.  within  30  days  after  receipt  of  .such 
notlflcatlon.  flies  with  the  Commandant  a  written  protest  of  the 
•ctlon  taken  by  the  Board  in  his  case,  shaU  not  be  retired  Involun- 
tarily or  placed  out  of  line  of  promotion  under  this  act  unless  a 
rubsequent  annual  Board,  none  of  the  members  of  which  were 
members  of  the  previous  Board  which  recommended  such  officer's 
retirement  or  placing  out  of  line  of  promotion,  determines  In  Its 
discretion,  that  such  officer  should  be  retired  or  placed  out  of  line 
of  promotion,  and  so  recommends,  in  which  case  such  officer  mav 
upon  approval  by  the  President,  be  retired  from  active  service  with 
retired  pay  as  prescribed  by  section  3  hereof,  or  be  placed  out  of 
line  of  promotion,  as  the  case  may  be.  as  hereinafter  provided 
At  the  expiration  of  30  days  after  receipt  by  an  officer  of  notice 
•foresaid,  in  the  event  that  no  such  protest  is  filed  by  him   such 

S^.^'^^tH^^^V  *PP'"°'''^  ^y  ****  President,  be  retired  from  active 
serv^  with  retired  pay  as  prescribed  by  section  3  hereof  or  be 
placed  out  of  line  of  promotion,  as  the  case  may  be    as  hereinafter 

?S  <?  th?  iSLS°^'nSr"'  "^^^  disapprove'any  "c^oS^Si: 
«on  of  the  Board,  the  officer  concerned  shaU  r«taln  his  «utua 


in  the  Coast  Guard  to  the  same  extent  aa  if  bis  case  had  not  been 

considered  by  such  Board.  Except  as  hereinbefore  provided,  each 
recommendation  of  the  Board  which  Is  finally  approved  by  the 
Commandant,  together  with  the  proceedings  and  findings  of  the 
Board,  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
further  review,  and  If  the  Secretary  shall  disapprove  any  recom- 
mendation of  the  Board,  the  officer  concerned  shall  retain  his 
status  in  the  Coast  Guard  to  the  same  extent  as  if  his  case  had 
not  been  considered  by  such  Board.  Each  recommendation  of  the 
Board  which  Is  not  disapproved  by  the  Secretary  shaU  be  laid 
before  the  President  by  the  Secretary  with  his  recommendation  in 
the  case.  The  President  may.  In  any  calendar  year,  ptirsuant  to 
recommendations  so  laid  before  him: 

"(a)  Place  out  of  line  of  promotion  such  number  of  lieutenant 
commanders  on  the  active  list  as  will  not  exceed  the  whole  ntmiber 
nearest  to  2  percent  of  the  officers  in  that  grade  as  of  January  1 
of  such  year;  except  that  such  limitation  shaU  not  be  construed  to 
limit  the  number  of  lieutenant  commanders  who  may  be  placed  out 
of  line  of  promotion,  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  falling  to  establish  their  mental, 
moral,    and   professional    fitness   for   promotion. 

"(b)  Place  upon  the  retired  list  such  number  of  commissioned 
officers  who  have  30  or  more  years  of  service  as  will  not  exceed  the 
whole  number  nearest  to  5  percent  of  the  number  of  officers  falling 
within  that  classification  on  January  1  of  such  year. 

"(c)  Place  upon  the  retired  list  any  officer  who  has  been  placed 
out  of  line  of  promotion  and  who  has  10  years  or  more  of  com- 
missioned service." 

coast    guard    depot,    SEATTLE.     WASH.,     AND    COAST    GUARD     BASE. 

CHATTANOOGA,    TENN. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8537)  to  provide  for  the  enlargement  of  the 
Coast  Guard  depot  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Coast  Guard  servicing  base  at  or  near  Chattanooga. 
Tenn.,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  Is  au- 
thorized to  acquire,  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $8,500.  by  purchase, 
condemnation,  or  otherwise  such  additiontil  land  adjacent  to  the 
present  Coast  Guard  depot  at  the  foot  of  Twenty-seventh  Avenue 
West,  Seattle.  Wash.,  and  to  make  such  Improvements  thereon  as 
may  be  necessary  for  the  development  of  the  depot  to  best  meet 
the  needs  of  the  Coast  Guard. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  authorized  to  acquire 
at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $5,000,  by  purchase,  condemnation  or 
otherwise  such  land  and  to  make  such  improvements  thereon  as  inay 
be  necessary  for  the  establishment  of  a  Coast  Guard  servicing  base 
in  such  locality  as  the  Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guarcl  may 
recommend  at  or  in  the  vicinity  of  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 

BILL  PASSED  OVEK 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6618)  to  provide  for  the  reglstraUon  of 
trade-marks  used  In  commerce,  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  certain  international  conventions,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  WHEELER,  Mr.  GERRY  (and  other  Senators).  Let 
the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.    The  bill  wUl  be  passed  over. 

COUNSEL  IN  CERTAIN  CSQCINAL  CASES 

The  hill  (S.  3727)  limiUng  the  operation  of  sections  109  and 
113  of  the  Criminal  Code  and  section   190  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  with  respect  to  certain  counsel 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  nothing  in  sections  109  and  113  erf  an 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  codify,  revile,  and  amend  the  nenalla^^ 
the  United  States,"  approved  March  4,  1900  S^unencte?  m  T^ 
tlUe  18  sees  198  and  203),  or  in  section  lOOoTtS^l^tSUli^tu^ 
of  the  United  States  (0.  S.  C.  UUe  5.  sec.  99).  orki  a^y^fr  aS^ 
Congress  forbidding  officers  or  employees  or  foiSir  SbLJS  or 
employees  of  the  United  States  from  acting  as  counSl  attomJJ  ot 
^nt  for  aiiother  before  any  court,  departmenVoTbr^St  o7tS 
SfeJ^fo^  rhan'  ^°^  receiving  or  agreeing  to  re<;elve  compenStlon 
therefor,  shall  be  deemed  to  apply  to  Pred  B  Woodard  IrT  th« 
event  he  shall  be  employed,  retained,  or  ap^lnted  b?Yh^  Sei^tSJ 
Of  the  Interior  or  under  authority  of  the  D^^m^nt  ^ !^e  S2S 
ESTATE   AND   MINOR   CHILDREN   OF   DALE  W.    AND   GLADYS   M.   GUISl 

AND   OTHERS  uuim 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H,  R.  3161)  for 

r^^J  ll  °i  ^^^  ^^^^  *°^  °^°^  children  of  Dale  W.  and 
Gladys  M.  Gmse.  Sally  c.  Guise,  and  Martha  G.  and  Arnold 
R  Orner  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Claims  with  amendments,  on  page  1.  line  5,  after  the  word 
appropriated",  to  strike  out  "to  WUliam  Durboraw.  Gettys- 
burg. Pa.,  as  administrator  of  the  estate  of"  and  insert  "to  the 
First  NaUonal  Bark  of  Gettysburg.  Pennsylvania,  as  legal 
guardian  of  the  three  minor  children  of",  and  on  page  2  line 
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approved  March  3.  1931.  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
r«adintr   tpai^  thp  th^rr!  time    anH  na.<«ed    a.<;  follows: 


tion  will  be  substituted  for  the  Senate  Joint  resolution,  and 
be  now  considered. 
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1.  after  the  word  "said",  to  strike  out  "William  Durfooraw,  ad- 
ministrator" and  Insert  "First  National  Bank  of  Gettysburg. 
Pennsylvania",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  be 
Is  hereby,  authorioed  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  First  National  Bank  oi 
Gettysburg.  Pennsylvania,  as  legal  guardian  of  the  three  minor  chil- 
dren of  Dale  W.  Guise  and  Gladys  M.  Guise,  both  deceased,  the  sum 
of  $11,398.16.  The  payment  to  the  said  First  National  Bank  of  Get- 
tysburg, Pennsylvania,  shall  be  in  full  settlement  of  aU  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  hospital,  med'cal.  and  funeral  and  burial  ex- 
penses incurred  on  account  of  the  injuries  and  death  of  the  said  Dale 
w.  Ouise  and  for  funeral  and  burial  expenses  incurred  on  account 
of  the  death  of  the  said  Gladys  M.  Guise.  Such  Injtirles  and  deaths 
resulted  from  a  collision,  on  April  10,  1938,  on  United  States  High- 
way No.  40,  about  7  miles  east  of  Zanesvllle,  Ohio,  when  the 
automobile  of  the  said  Dale  W.  Guise  in  which  he  and  his  wife 
were  riding  was  struclc  by  an  ambulance  (No.  71090)  in  the  service 
of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps. 

Sbc.  2.  The  Secretary  erf  the  Treastuy  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri- 
ated, to  Sally  C.  Guise,  Arendteivllle,  Pa.,  the  sum  of  $5,000.  The 
payment  of  such  stmi  shall  be  in  fuU  settlement  of  all  claims 
against  the  United  States  od  account  of  the  death  of  Christian 
Guise,  her  husband,  who  was  a  passenger  in  the  car  of  Dale  W. 
Guise  and  was  killed  in  the  collision  described  In  section  1. 

Bac.  3.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri- 
ated, to  Martha  G.  Orner.  Arendtsvllle,  Pa.,  the  sum  of  $5,000,  and 
to  Arnold  E.  Orner,  her  husband,  the  sum  of  $1,975.99.  The  pay- 
ment of  such  sums  shall  be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  damages  stistalned  on  account  of  the  Injxirles 
received  by  the  said  Martha  G.  Orner,  who  was  a  passenger  in  the 
car  of  Dale  W.  Guise  and  suffered  injuries  In  the  collision  described 
in  section  1,  which  resulted  in  the  permanent  disfigurement  and 
disablement  of  the  said  Martha  O.  Orner  and  the  loss  of  her  unborn 
child:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  these  ri»«iTi«  and  the  same  shaU  be  unlawfxil, 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

Mr,  McKELLAR.  l£r.  President,  does  the  Department  rec- 
ommend the  bUl? 

Mr.  TOBEY.     It  does. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendments  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read :  "An  act  for  the  relief 
Of  the  First  National  Bank  of  Crett3rsburg.  Pa.,  as  legal 
guardian  of  the  three  minor  children  of  Dale  W.  Ouise  and 
Gladys  M.  Guise,  both  deceased,  and  Sally  C.  Guise.  Martha 
G.  and  Arnold  E.  Orner." 

AiXOWANai  or  moving  kXPKWtaB  to  EXPLOTEKS  in  RAILWAT  MAIL 

SKSVICK 

"Hie  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  1827)  to 
allow  moving  expenses  to  employees  in  the  Railway  Mail 
Service,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  OfiBces  and  Post  Roads  with  amendments,  on  page  1. 
line  4,  after  the  words  "Mail  Service",  to  strike  out  "and  Post 
Office  Inspection  Service,";  and  in  line  6,  after  the  word 
"duty",  to  insert  "and  who  actually  have  to  change  their  resi- 
dence", so  as  to  make  the  bill  read:  ' 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  hereafter  oCcers  and  regular  clerks  In 
the  Railway  Mail  Service  when  ait>ltrarUy  transferred  under  orders 
c<  the  Department  from  one  ofBcial  station  to  another  for  permanent 
tfuty,  and  who  acttially  have  to  change  their  residence,  may  be 
allowed  their  actual  and  necessary  transportation  expenses  for 
moving  their  household  goods,  including  packing  and  drayage.  not 
In  excess  of  3,600  pounds. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  New  York  tMr.  Mkao]  if  he  veill  please  tell  us. 
In  the  course  of  an  explanation  of  the  proposed  amradments, 
whether  or  not  there  is  any  supervision  over  the  amount  of 
expenses;  and  if  so.  who  supervises  it?  Is  there  any  super- 
▼idon  over  the  maximum  amount  which  is  to  be  paid? 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  there  is  a  limitation  on  the 
amount  of  household  goods  which  may  be  moved.  The  mat- 
Is  under  the  direction  and  in  the  discretion  of  the  Second 


Assistant  Postmaster  General  and  the  Gtfieral  Superintend- 
ent of  the  Railway  Mail  Service. 

The  committee  in  considering  the  measure  struck  out  the 
post-office  inspection  service  so  that  it  is  limited  only  to  the 
Railway  Mail  Service  and  only  to  such  railway-mail  clerks 
as  are  arbitrarily  forced  from  one  d(Hnlcile  to  another. 

The  reason  for  it  is  that  a  great  many  railroad  companies 
are  withdrawing  train  service,  minor  branch  lines  are  being 
eliminated  or  torn  up,  and  railway-mail  clerks  are  moved 
arbitrarily  or  moved  by  order  of  the  Department  from  one 
section  of  the  country  to  another. 

The  bill  is  well  safeguarded  and  will  be  administered,  as 
I  have  said,  under  the  direction  of  the  Second  Assistant 
Postmaster  General  and  the  General  Superintendent  of  the 
Railway  Mail  Service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendments  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the 
bm  to  be  read  a  tliird  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

PUNISHMENT  FOR  KILLING  OR  ASSAULTING  FEDERAL  OFFICERS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  7019)  to 
amend  section  1  of  the  act  providing  punishment  for  the 
killing  or  assaulting  of  Federal  offlcers,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  amend- 
ments, on  page  2.  line  8.  after  the  word  "Agriculture",  to 
insert  "or  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior":  and  In  line  9. 
after  the  word  "Agriculture"^  to  insert  "or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior",  so  as  to  make  the"HU  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1  of  the  act  of  May  18.  1934 
(ch.  299,  48  Stat.  780),  as  amended  (U.  8.  C.  title  18.  sec.  263). 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Ttoat  whoever  shall  kill,  as  defined  in  sections  273  and  274 
of  the  Criminal  Code,  any  United  States  marshal  or  deputy  United 
States  marshal  or  person  employed  to  asstrt  a  United  States  marshal 
or  deputy  United  States  marcbal,  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Fed- 
eral Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  post- 
office  inspector,  Secret  Service  operative,  any  officer  or  enlisted  man 
of  the  Coast  Guard,  any  employee  of  any  United  States  penal  or 
correctional  institution,  any  offloer,  employee,  agent,  or  other 
person  in  the  service  of  the  customs  or  of  the  internal  revenue, 
any  immigrant  inspector  or  any  immigration  patrol  inspector,  any 
officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  or  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture or  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  enforce  any  act  of  Con- 
gress for  the  protection,  preservation,  or  restoration  of  game  and 
other  wild  birds  and  animals,  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  National 
Park  Service,  any  officer  or  emplosree  of.  or  assigned  to  duty  in. 
the  field  service  of  the  Division  of  Oraalng  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  or  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Indian  field  servlcs 
of  the  United  States,  while  engaged  in  the  performance  of  hla 
official  duties,  or  on  account  of  the  performance  of  his  official 
duties.  ShaU  l>e  punished  as  provided  under  section  275  of  the 
Criminal  Code." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MITTIE  GAFFNET 

The  bill  (S.  1770)  granting  a  pension  to  Mlttie  OafTney 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs 
be.  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  prtace  on  the 
pension  roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pen- 
sion laws,  the  name  of  Mlttie  Gaffney,  widow  of  Claude  L.  OafTney, 
late  a  veteran  of  the  Spanish -American  War,  and  of  Anderson's 
Battery  H.  South  Carolina  Volunteer  Artillery,  and  pay  her  a  pen- 
sion at  the  rate  of  $80  per  month  trom  and  after  August  1,  1930. 

BOOKS   FOB   THE   ADULT   BLIND 

The  bill  <S.  3645)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  boolcs  for  the  adult  blind,"  approved  March  3.  1931. 
was  anounced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  There  is  on  the  calendar  a 
House  bill  which  is  identical  with  the  Senate  bill.  With- 
out objection,  the  House  bill  will  be  substituted  for  the  Senate 
bill,  and  be  now  considered. 

There  t>eing  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9236)  to  amend 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  books  for  the  adult  blind.** 
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The  amendments  in  this  section  shall  operate  In  the  same  manner 
and  have  the  same  effect  as  if  they  had  been  part  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  when  that  code  was  enacted  on  Februarv  10.  1939. 


and  specifications,  in  wlxde  or  in  part,  and  may  require  the  sub- 
mission of  new  or  additional  plans  and  specifications,  but  when 
the  Secretarv  shall  hnvA  annrrtv*<1  ovnMrol  niano  anri  <^r>A«iM.«..«i^_. 
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approved  March  3.  1931.  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide 
books  for  the  &dult  blind".  app>roved  March  3.  1931.  as  amended 
(U.  8.  C.  1934  edition.  Supp  TV.  title  2.  sec.  135a),  Is  amended 
by  Btnkbag  out  the  flgiires  "i275.000",  wherever  occurring  therein. 
and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  figures  "•350.000".  and  by  striking 
out  the  figures  "•175,000"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  figures 
"•350.000". 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  3645.  which  is  identical  with  the  House  bill,  will  be  in- 
definitely postponed. 

PESMISSION   PCS    PIPE   LINES 

-The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3693)  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  grant  permission  for  pipe 
lines,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs  with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause,  and  insert: 

That  the  Secretary  of  War  be.  and  be  is  hereby,  authorized 
and  empowered  to  grant,  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
are  deemed  advisable  by  him.  to  the  Texas  Pipe  Line  Company. 
Its  successors,  and,  or  assigns,  an  easement  for  a  period  not  ex- 
ceeding 50  years  for  a  right-of-way  for  pipe  lines  for  the  trans- 
portation of  oil  and  or  gas  over,  across,  in.  and  upon  certain 
land?  owned  by  the  United  States  of  America,  situated  In  the 
State  of  Louisiana  and  in  the  parish  of  Plaquemines,  described 
•8  follows:  Sections  30.  31,  32,  36,  and  39,  township  21  south. 
range  19  east;  and  sections  2.  4.  6.  8.  and  9.  township  22  south, 
range  19  east,  including  any  accretions  thereto;  and  such  portion 
of  section  29.  township  22  south,  range  32  east  as  remains,  and 
to  croas  the  channels  of  Cheniere  and  Pass  a  Loutre  with  said 
pipe  lines:  Provided.  That  such  easement  for  right-of-way  shall 
be  granted  only  upon  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  of  War  that  the 
same  will  be  In  the  public  interest  and  will  not  substantially 
Injure  the  Interest  of  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
.  property  affected  thereby:  Provided  further.  That  all  or  any  part 
of  such  easement  for  right-of-way  may  be  annulled  and  forfeited 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  for  failure  to  comply  with  the  terms 
and  conditions  of^  any  grant  hereunder,  or  for  nonuse^or  for 
abandonment  of  rights  granted  imder  authority  hereof. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  readihg, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  grant  an  easement  for  pipe  lines 
across  public  lands  reserved  for  military  purposes  in  the 
parish  of  Plaquemines,  Louisiana." 

LEASING    OP    ALLOnCENTS    OF    DECEASED    INDIANS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  8024) 
to  provide  for  the  leasing  of  restricted  allotments  of  de- 
ceased Indians  in  certain  circumstances,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs  with  an  amendment  on  page  1,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  line  4,  to  insert  "except  for  oil  and  gas  mining  pur- 
poses", so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  restricted  allotments  of  deceased 
Indians  may  be  leased,  except  for  oil  and  gas  mining  purposes, 
by  the  superjitendents  of  the  reservation  within  which  the  lands 
are  located  (1)  when  the  heirs  or  devisees  of  such  decedents 
have  not  been  determined  and  (2)  when  the  heirs  or  devisees 
of  the  decedents  have  been  determined,  and  such  lands  are  not 
In  use  by  any  of  the  heirs  and  the  heirs  have  not  been  able 
during  a  3-month8'  period  to  agree  upon  a  lease  by  reason  of 
the  number  of  the  heirs,  their  absence  from  the  reservation,  or 
for  other  cause,  under  such  rxiles  and  regulations  as  the  Secretary 
o*  the  Interior  may  prescribe.  The  proceeds  derived  from  such 
leases  shall  be  credited  to  the  estates  or  other  accounts  of  the 
Individuals  entitled  thereto  in  accordance  with  their  resoectlve 
Interests.  *^ 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

COVEKAGE  UNDER  RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  ACTS 

The  Joint  resoluUon  (S.  J.  Res.  234)  providing  for  more 
uniform  coverage'  under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts  of 
1935  and  1937.  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937,  and  subchap- 
ter B  of  chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  advised  that 
an  IdpnUcal  House  measure.  House  Joint  Resolution  496,  is 
on  the  calendar.    Without  objection,  the  House  Joint  resolu- 


tion win  be  substituted  for  the  Senate  Joint  resolution,  and 
be  now  considered- 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  496)  providing  for  more 
uniform  coverage  under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts  of  1935 
and  1937.  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937,  and  subchapter 
B  of  chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

Bir.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Montana  to  explain  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  this  measure  was  intro- 
duced by  me  at  the  request  of  the  department.  It  is  also 
concurred  in  by  the  railroad  carriers  and  the  railroad  broth- 
erhoods. Under  the  present  law  a  certain  amount  has  to  be 
deducted  from  the  salaries  of  employees  upon  major  rail- 
roads. In  Mexico  the  government  requires  that  all  persons 
working  on  Pullman  cars  on  the  railroads  be  citizens  of  that 
country. 

Mr.  KING.  I  was  desirous  principally  of  knowing  whether 
the  measure  was  approved  by  the  railroad  brotherhoods. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes;  it  has  been  approved  by  all  con- 
cerned. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  a  third 
reading  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  subsection  (c)  of  section  1  of  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937.  approved  June  24,  1937  (50  Stat.  307),  Is 
hereby  amended  by  changing  the  p>erlod  at  the  end  thereof  to  a 
colon  and  adding  the  following:  "Provided  further,  That  an  Indl- 
vldxial  not  a  citizen  or  resident  of  the  United  States  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  in  the  service  of  an  employer  when  rendering  service 
outside  the  United  States  to  an  employer  who  Is  required  under  the 
laws  applicable  in  the  place  where  the  service  Is  rendered  to  employ 
therein,  in  whole  or  in  part,  citizens  or  residents  thereof:  and  the 
laws  applicable  on  August  29.  1935.  In  the  place  where  the  service 
Is  rendered  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  applicable  there  at  all 
times  prior  to  that  date." 

Subsection  (d)  of  section  1  of  said  act  is  hereby  {miended  by  sub- 
stituting for  the  proviso  therein  the  following:  "Provided,  however. 
That  an  Individual  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in  the  employment 
relation  to  an  employer  unless  during  the  last  pay-roll  period  In 
which  he  rendered  service  to  it  he  was  with  respect  to  that  service 
In  the  service  of  an  employer  in  accordance  with  subsection  (c)  of 
this  section." 

The  amendments  in  this  section  shall  operate  In  the  same  manner 
and  have  the  same  effect  as  If  they  had  been  part  of  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937  when  that  act  was  enacted  on  June  24    1937 

Sic.  2.  Subsection  (c)  of  section  1  of  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act  of  1935.  approved  August  29.  1935  (49  Stat.  967),  Is  hereby 
amended  by  changing  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  to  a  colon  and 
adding  the  following:  "Provided,  however.  That  an  Individual  not 
a  citizen  or  resident  of  the  United  States  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
be  In  the  service  of  a  carrier  when  rendering  service  outside  the 
United  States  to  a  carrier  conducting  the  principal  part  of  Its  busi- 
ness in  the  United  States  if  such  carrier  is  required  under  the  laws 
applicable  in  the  place  where  the  service  is  rendered  to  employ 
therein.  In  whole  or  in  part,  citizens  or  residents  thereof:  and  the 
laws  applicable  on  August  29,  1935,  In  the  place  where  the  service 
is  rendered  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  applicable  there  at  all 
times  prior  to  that  date." 

Subsection  (d)  of  section  1  of  said  act  Is  hereby  amended  by 
changing  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  to  a  colon  and  adding  the 
following:  "Provided,  however.  That  an  individual  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  in  the  employment  relation  to  a  carrier  unless  dxa-ing 
the  last  pay-roll  period  In  which  he  rendered  service  to  it  he  was 
with  respect  to  that  service  in  the  service  of  a  carrier  In  accordance 
with  subsection  (c)  of  this  section." 

The  amendments  In  this  section  shall  operate  In  the  same  manner 
and  have  the  same  effect  as  if  they  had  been  part  of  the  Railroad 
l^rement  Act  of  1936  when  that  act  was  enacted  on  August  29. 

Sic.  3.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  1582  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  approved  February  10.  1939  (53  Stat.  1),  is  hereby  amended 
by  substituting  for  the  second  proviso  therein  the  followinR  "Pro- 
vided, however.  That  an  individual  sha>l  not  be  deemed  to  be  In  the 
employment  relation  to  a  carrier  unless  during  the  last  pay-roU 
period  in  which  he  rendered  service  to  It  he  was  with  respect  to 
that  service  in  the  service  of  an  employer  in  accordance  with  sub- 
section (d)  of  this  section." 

Subsection  (d)  of  section  1532  of  said  code  Is  hereby  amended 
by  changing  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  to  a  colon  and  adding 
the  followirg:  "ProiHded  further.  That  an  Individual  not  a  citizen 
or  resident  of  the  United  States  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  In  the 
service  of  an  employer  when  rendering  service  outside  the  United 
8Ut^  to  an  employer  who  is  required  under  the  laws  applicable 
m  the  place  where  the  service  is  rendered  to  employ  therein  in 
whole  or  in  part,  citizens  or  residents  thereof;  and  the  laws  ap'pU- 
<»b  e  on  August  29.  1935.  In  the  place  where  the  service  Is  rendered 
■haJl  be  deemed  to  have  been  appUcable  there  at  aU  times  prior 
to  that  date."  *^ 
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Tlie  amendments  In  this  section  shall  operate  in  the  same  manner 
and  have  the  same  effect  as  if  they  had  been  part  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  when  that  code  was  enacted  on  February  10.  1038. 
and  as  if  they  had  been  part  correspondingly  cA  subsections  (b)  and 
(d)  of  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937  (60_Stat.  435)  when  that  act 
enacted  on  June  29,  1937. 


The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  234.  which  is  identical  with  the  House  joint 
resolution  just  passed,  will  be  Indefinitely  postponed. 

ALTERATIONS  OF  BRIDGES  OVER  NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  9381)  to 
provide  for  the  alteration  of  certain  bridges  over  navigable 
waters  of  the  United  States,  for  the  apportiorunent  of  the  cost 
of  such  alterations  between  the  United  States  and  the  owners 
of  such  bridges,  cuid  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  shoOld  like  an  explanation  of 
the  bin.  / 

Mr.  TRUMAN.  Mr.  President,  ]6tjase  bill  9381  is  identical 
with  a  bill  heretofore  passed  by  the  Senate  and  the  House 
which  was  vetoed  by  the  House  on  certain  grounds.  Those 
grounds  have  been  met  in  the  pending  bilL  It  has  to  do 
principally  with  the  raising  of  bridges  over  inland  waterways 
and  meeting  the  expenses  of  such  alteration.  All  the  objec- 
tions of  the  President  have  been  met;  the  bill  has  been  made 
to  conform  to  his  objecticnxs.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  allow 
it  to  be  passed.  It  unanimously  passed  the  other  House,  and 
there  is  no  objection  to  it  from  any  source,  so  far  as  I  know. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc., 

BKFZmTIOKS 

Sbctxon  1.  Wben  uaed  In  thla  Act,  unless  the  context  indicates 
ctlierwlM — 

The  term  "alteration"  Includes  changes  of  any  kind,  recon- 
struction, or  removal  In  whole  or  In  part. 

The  term  "bridge"  means  a  lawful  bridge  over  navigable  waters 
of  the  United  States,  Including  approaches,  fenders  and  appurte- 
nances thereto,  used  and  operated  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
railroad  traffic,  or  both  railroad  and  highway  traffic. 

The  term  "bridge  owner"  means  any  corporation,  association, 
partnership,  or  individual  owning  any  bridge,  and,  when  any 
bridge  shall  be  in  the  possession  or  tinder  the  control  of  any 
trustee,  receiver,  trustee  In  bankruptcy,  or  lessee,  said  term  shall 
Include  both  the  owner  of  the  legal  title  and  the  person  or  entity 
In  possession  or  control  of  such  bridge. 

The  term  "bridge  owner"  shall  also  mean  and  include  aU  Joint 
owners,  particularly  States,  counties,  municipalities,  or  other 
participants  in  ownership  of  bridges  for  both  railroad  and  highway 
traffic. 

The  term  "Secretary"  means  the  Secretary  of  War  acting  directly 
or  through  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 

The  term  "United  States",  when  used  in  a  geographical  sense. 
Includes  the  Territories  and  poaseaslons  of  the  United  States. 

OBSTBUCnON     or     NAVIGATION 

Sac.  2.  No  bridge  shall  at  any  time  unreasonably  obstruct  the 
free  navigation  of  any  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States. 

KOnCS.    HXARTNCS,    AND   VIKOINGa 

Sac.  3.  Whenever  any  bridge  shaU,  In  the  opinion  of  the  Secre- 
tary, at  any  time  unreasonably  obstruct  such  navigation.  It  shaU 
be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary,  after  notice  to  Interested  parties, 
to  hold  a  hearing  at  which  the  teldge  owner,  those  Interested  in 
water  navigation  thereunder  or  ^erethrough,  those  interested  in 
either  railroad  or  highway  traffic  thereover,  and  any  other  party 
or  parties  in  interest  shall  have  full  opportunity  to  offer  evidence 
and  be  heard  as  to  whether  any  alteration  of  such  bridge  Is  ne«led, 
and,  if  so.  what  alterations  are  needed,  having  due  regard  to  the 
naoMSlty  of  free  and  vmobstructed  water  navigation  and  to  the 
neoeasitles  of  the  rail  or  highway  traffic.  If,  upon  such  hearing, 
the  Secretary  determines  that  any  alterations  of  such  bridge  are 
necessary  In  order  to  render  navigation  through  or  under  It  rea- 
•ooably  free,  easy,  and  vmobstructed,  having  due  regard  also  for 
the  necessities  of  rail  or  highway  traffic  thereover,  he  shall  so 
find  and  shall  issue  and  caxise  to  be  served  upon  Interested  parties 
an  order  requiring  such  alterations  of  such  bridge  as  he  finds 
to  be  reasonably  necessary  for  the  piirposes  of  navigation. 

STTBmSSION     AND     ATmOVAL     OF    CSNZaAL     PLANS     AND     SFSCinCATTONB 

Sac.  4.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  bridge  owner  to  prepare 
and  submit  to  the  Secretary,  within  90  days  after  service  of  his 
order,  general  plans  and  specifications  to  provide  for  the  altera- 
tion of  such  bridge  In  accordance  with  such  order,  and  for  such 
additional  alteration  of  such  bridge  as  the  bridge  owner  may 
desire  to  meet  the  necessities  of  railroad  or  highway  traffic,  or 
both.    The  Secretary  may  approve  or  reject  such  general  plans 


and  specifications,  in  whcde  or  in  part,  and  may  require  the  sub- 
mission of  new  or  additional  plans  and  specifications,  but  when 
the  Secretary  shall  have  approved  general  plans  and  specifications, 
they  shall  be  final  and  binding  upon  all  ptartles  imless  changes 
therein  be  afterward  approved  by  the  Secretary  and  the  brldse 
owner.  ^ 

CONTSACTB   FOB   PBOJaCT;    GTTAaAIfTT    OP   COST 

Sac.  6.  iitter  approval  of  such  general  plans  and  specifications 
by  the  Secretary,  and  within  90  days  after  notification  of  such 
approval,  the  bridge  owner  shaU,  in  such  manner  as  the  Secre- 
tary may  prescribe,  take  bids  for  the  alteration  of  such  bridge  in 
accordance  with  such  general  plans  and  specifications.  AU  bids, 
including  any  bid  for  all  or  part  of  the  project  submitted  by  the 
bridge  owner,  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  together  with  a 
recommendation  by  the  bridge  owner  as  to  the  most  competent 
bid  or  bids,  and  at  the  same  time  the  bridge  owner  shall  submit 
to  the  Secretary  a  written  guaranty  that  the  total  cost  of  the 
project,  including  the  cost  of  such  work  as  is  to  be  performed 
by  the  bridge  owner  and  not  included  in  the  work  to  be  per- 
formed by  contract.  shaU  not  exceed  the  sum  stated  In  said 
guaranty.  The  Secretary  may  direct  the  bridge  owner  to  reject 
all  bids  and  to  take  new  bids,  or  may  authorize  the  bridge  owner 
to  proceed  with  the  project,  by  contract,  or  partly  by  contract 
and  partly  by  the  bridge  owner,  or  wholly  by  the  bridge  owner. 
Upon  such  authorization  and  fixing  of  the  proportionate  shtires 
of  the  cost  as  provided  in  section  8.  the  bridge  owner  shall,  within 
a  reasonable  time  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary,  proceed 
with  the  work  of  alteration;  and  the  cost  thereof  shall  be  borne 
by  the  United  States  and  by  the  bridge  owner,  as  hereinafter 
provided. 

appoBnomaarr  op  cost 

Sac.  6.  At  the  time  the  Secretary  shall  authorise  the  bridge 
owner  to  proceed  with  the  project,  as  provided  to  section  6,  and 
after  an  opportunity  to  the  bridge  owner  to  be  heaird  thereon,  the 
Secretary  shall  determine  and  Issue  an  order  specifying  the  pro- 
portionate shares  of  the  total  cost  of  the  project  to  be  borne  by 
the  United  States  and  by  the  bridge  owner.  Such  apportionment 
ShaU  be  made  on  the  foUowing  basis:  The  bridge  owner  shall  bear 
such  part  of  the  cost  as  la  attributable  to  the  direct  and  special 
benefits  which  wUl  accrue  to  the  bridge  owner  as  a  result  of  the 
alteration,  including  the  expectable  savings  in  repair  or  mainte- 
nance costs;  and  that  part  of  the  cost  attributable  to  the  re- 
quirements of  traffic  by  railroad  or  highway,  or  both.  Including 
any  expenditure  for  Increased  carry  tog  capacity  of  the  bridge,  and 
tocludlng  such  proportion  of  the  actual  capital  cost  of  the  old 
bridge  or  of  such  part  of  the  old  bridge  as  may  be  altered  or 
changed  or  rebuilt,  as  the  used  service  life  of  the  whole  or  a  part, 
as  the  case  may  be.  bears  to  the  total  estimated  service  life  of  the 
whole  or  such  part:  ProxHded,  That  the  part  of  the  cost  of  altera- 
tion of  any  bridge  for  both  highway  and  railroad  traffic,  attribut- 
able to  the  requirements  of  traffic  by  highway,  shall  be  borne  by 
the  proprietor  of  the  highway:  Provided  further.  That  to  the  event 
the  alteration  or  relocation  of  any  bridge  may  be  desirable  for  the 
reason  that  the  bridge  unreasonably  obstructs  navigation,  but  also 
for  some  other  reason,  the  Secretary  may  require  equitable  con- 
tribution from  any  toterested  person,  firm,  association,  corporation, 
municipality,  county,  or  State  desiring  such  alteration  or  reloca- 
tion for  such  other  reason,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  making 
of  an  order  for  such  alteration  or  relocation.  The  United  States 
shall  bear  the  balance  of  the  cost,  tocludlng  that  part  attributable 
to  the  necessities  of  navigation. 

payment  op  SHAXX  op  TH«    UWITCO  STATES 

Sac.  7.  When  the  Secretary  shall  have  approved  the  general 
plans  and  sp>ecificatlons  for  the  alteration  of  such  bridge  and  the 
guaranty  with  respect  to  the  cost  thereof,  and  shall  have  fixed  the 
proportionate  shares  thereof  as  between  the  United  States  and  the 
bridge  owner,  he  shall  furnish  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  a 
certified  copy  of  his  approval  of  such  plans  and  specifications  and 
guaranty,  and  of  his  order  fixing  the  proportionate  shares  of  the 
United  States  and  of  the  bridge  owner,  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treastiry  sliall  thereupon  set  aside,  out  of  any  appropriation 
available  for  such  puiixise.  the  share  of  the  United  States  pay- 
able under  this  act  on  account  of  the  project.  When  the  Secretary 
ftods  that  such  project  has  been  completed  in  accordance  with  his 
order,  he  shall  cause  to  be  paid  to  the  bridge  owner,  out  of  the 
fimds  so  set  aside,  the  proportionate  share  of  the  total  cost  of  the 
project  allocated  to  the  United  States;  or  be  may,  in  his  discre- 
tion, from  time  to  time,  cause  payments  to  be  made  on  such  con- 
struction costs  as  the  work  progresses.  The  total  pasrments  out  of 
Federal  funds  shaU  not  exceed  the  proportionate  share  of  the 
United  States  of  the  total  cost  of  the  project  paid  or  tocxirred  by 
the  bridge  owner,  and,  if  such  total  cost  exceeds  the  cost  guar- 
anteed by  the  bridge  owner,  shall  not  exceed  the  proportionate 
share  of  the  United  States  of  such  guaranteed  cost,  except  that 
if  the  cost  of  the  work  exceeds  the  guaranteed  cost  by  reason  ol 
emergencies,  conditions  beyond  the  control  of  the  owner,  or  un- 
foreseen or  undetermtoed  conditions,  the  Secretary  may,  after  full 
review  of  aU  the  circumstances,  provide  for  additional  pa3rments 
by  the  United  States  to  help  defray  such  excess  cost  to  the  extent 
he  deems  to  be  reasonable  and  proper,  and  shaU  certify  such 
additional  payments  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment. 
All  payments  to  any  bridge  owner  hereto  provided  for  shall  be 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  through  the  Division  of 
Disbursement  upon  certifications  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 
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APP»OPaiATION    AUTHUKIZKD 

Sec.    8.  There    are    hereby    authorized    to   be   appropriated    such 
sums  M  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

TAILtnUt  TO  COMPLT  WITH   OROEXS;    PENALTIES;    REMOVAL  OT  BRIDGE 


J     - 


9.  Any  bridge  owner  who  shall  willfully  fail  or  refuse  to 
comply  with  any  lawful  order  of  the  Secretary,  made  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  att.  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  on  conviction  thereof  shall  be  punished  In  any 
court  of  competent  Jurisdiction  by  a  fine  not  exceeding  $5,000, 
and  every  month  such  bridge  owner  shall  remain  In  default  shall 
be  deemed  a  new  offense  and  subject  such  bridge  owner  td 
additional  penalties  therefor.  In  addition  to  the  penalties  above 
prescribed  the  Secretary  may,  upon  the  failure  or  refusal  of  any 
bridge  owner  to  comply  with  any  lawful  order  issued  by  the  Secre- 
tary In  regard  thereto,  cause  the  removajl  of  any  such  bridge 
and  accessory  works  at  the  expense  of  the  bridge  owner:  and 
suit  for  such  expense  may  be  brought  In  the  name  of  the  United 
States  against  such  bridge  owner  and  recovery  had  for  such  ex- 
pense In  any  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction.  The  removal  of  any 
bridge  erected  or  maintained  In  violation  of  the  provisions  of 
this  act  or  the  order  or  direction  of  the  Secretary  made  In  p\ir- 
suance  thereof,  and  compliance  with  any  order  of  the  Secretary 
madvcji^h  respect  to  any  bridge  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  act,  may  be  enforced  by  Injunction,  mandamus,  or  other 
summary  process  upon  application  to  the  district  court  of  any 
district  in  which  such  bridge  may,  in  whole  or  In  part  exist, 
and  proper  proceedings  to  this  end  may  be  Instituted  under 
the  direction  of  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  at  the 
request  of  the  Secretary. 

REVIEW    or    nNDINCS    AND    OBDERS 

8xc.  10.  Any  order  made  or  issued  under  section  6  of  this  act 
may  be  reviewed  by  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  for  any  Judicial 
circuit  in  which  the  bridge  in  question  Is  wholT^  or  partly  located, 
-if  a  petition  for  such  review  Is  filed  within  3  months  after  the 
Slate  such  order  is  Issued.  The  Judgment  of  any  such  court  shall 
be  final  except  that  it  shall  be  subject  to  review  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  upon  certification  or  certiorari.  In  the 
manner  provided  In  sectlon-s  239  and  240  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as 
amended.  The  review  by  such  Court  shall  be  limited  to  questions 
of  law,  and  the  findings  of  fact  by  the  Secretary.  If  supported  by 
substantial  evidence,  shall  be  conclvislve.  Upon  such  review,  such 
Court  shall  have  power  to  affirm  or,  if  the  order  is  not  In  accord- 
ance with  law.  to  modify  or  to  reverse  the  order,  with  or  without 
remanding  the  case  for  a  rehearing  as  Justice  may  require.  Pro- 
ceedings under  this  section  shaU  not  operate  as  a  stay  of  any  order 
of  the  Secretary  issued  under  provisions  of  this  act  other  than 
section  6.  or  relieve  any  bridge  owner  of  any  liability  or  penalty 
xinder  such  provisions. 

REGtTLATIONS    ANI^   ORDERS 

S»c.  11.  The  Secretary  Is  authorized  to  prescribe  such  rules  and 
regulations,  and  to  make  an4  issue  such  orders,  as  may  be  neces- 
sary or  appropriate  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

EXISTING  PROVISIONS  OF   LAW 

13.   (a)   The  first  sentence  of  seetion  4  of  the  act  entitled 

'^  "An  act  to  regulate  the  construction  of  bridges  over  navigable 
waters."  approved  March  23,  1906  (U.  8.  C,  1934  ed.,  title  33, 
sec.  494) .  and  section  18  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  making  appro- 
priations for  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  otr  rivers  and  harbors,  and  for  other  purposes " " 
approved  March  3.  1899  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed.,  title  33,  sec.  602). 
shall  be  inapplicable  with  respect  to  any  bridge  to  which  the 
provisions  of  this  act  are  applicable,  except  %o  the  extent  provided 
In  this  section. 
•  (b)  Any  bridge,  the  construction,  reconstruction,  or  alteration 
of  which  was  required  by  an  order  of  the  Secretary  Issued  prior 
to  July  1.  1989,  and  was  not  completed  on  such  date,  and  In  the 
case  of  which  no  penalties  have  accrued  at  the  time  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act.  shall  be  constructed,  reconstructed,  or  altered  as 
required  by  such  order,  and  not  In  accordance  with  the  prcwlslons 
of  this  act.  In  the  case  of  any  such  bridge,  however,  the  Secretary 
shall  apportion  the  cost  of  the  project  between  the  brldgftlfliner 
and  the  United  States,  and  payment  of  the  share  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  made,  in  the  same  manner  as  if  the  provisions  of 
this  act  applied  to  such  construction,  reconstruction  or  altera- 
tion, subject  to  the  following  llmitatioi*: 

(1)  In  case  such  construction,  reconstruction,  or  alteration  has 
not  begim  on  or  before  April  1,  1940,  such  apportionment  of  coet 
shall  be  made  only  if  (A)  the  construction,  reconstruction,  or 
alteration  is  carried  out  in  accordance  with  plans  and  specifica- 
tions, and  pvirsuant  tO' bids,  approved  by  the  Secretary  and  (B) 
the  bridge  owner  has  submitted  to  the  Secretary  a  written  guar- 
anty of  cost  as  provided  for  In  section  5. 

(2)  The  Secretary's  determination  as  to  such  apportionment,  and 
as  to  such  plans  and  specifications  and  bids,  shall  be  final 

(3)  Such  apportionment  shaU  not  be  made  If  such  construc- 
tion, reconstruction,  or  alteration  Is  not  completed  within  the 
time  fixed  In  such  order  of  the  Secretary  or  within  such  additional 
time  as  the  Secretary,  for  good  cause  shown,  may  allow 

(c)   Any  bridge    (except  a  bridge  to  which  subsection    (b)    ap- 
plies) the  construction,  reconstruction,  or  alteration  of  which  was 
required  by  an  order  of  the  Secretary  Issued  prior  to  June  1    1939 
and   was  not   beg:un  before  such   date,  shall   be   subject   to   the 
provisions  of  this  act  as  though  such  order  had  net  been  issued. 
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and  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  fict  and  with  such 
orders  as  may  be  Issued  thereunder  shall  be  considered  to  con- 
stitute compliance  with  such  order  Issued  prior  to  July  1.  1939, 
and  with  the  provisions  of  law  under  which  it  was  issued. 

RELOCATION  OF  BRIDGES 

Sec.  13.  If  the  owner  of  any  bridge  used  for  railroad  trafllc  and 
,jthe  Secretary  shall  agree  that  In  order  to  remove  an  obstruction 
to  navigation,  or  for  any  other  purpose,  a  rt.ocatlon  of  such 
bridge  or  the  construction  of  a  new  bridge  upon  a  new  location 
would  be  preferable  to  an  alteration  of  the  existing  bridge,  such 
relocation  or  new  construction  may  be  carried  out  at  such  new 
site  and  upon  such  terms  as  may  be  acceptable  to  the  bridge  owner 
and  the  Secretary,  and  the  cost  of  such  relocation  or  new  con- 
struction, including  also  any  expense  of  changes  In  and  additions 
to  rights-of-way.  stations,  tracks,  spurs,  sidings,  switches,  signals, 
and  other  railroad  facilities  and  property,  and  relocation  of  shippers 
required  for  railroad  connection  with  the  bridge  at  the  new  site, 
shall  be  apportioned  as  between  the  bridge  owner  and  the  United 
States  in  the  manner  which  is  provided  for  In  section  6  hereof  In 
the  case  of  an  alteration  and  the  share  of  the  United  States  paid 
from  the  appropriation  authorized  In  section  8  hereof:  Provided, 
That  nothing  In  this  section  shall  be  construed  as  requiring  the 
United  States  to  pay  any  part  of  the  expense  of  building  any 
bridge  across  a  navigable  stream  which  the  Secretary  of  War  shall 
not  find  to  be,  in  fact,  a  relocation  of  av  existing  bridge. 

ICISSOURI  RIVER   BRIDGE   AT   RANDOLPH,   MO. 

The  bill  (S.  3801)  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  jailroad  bridge  across  the 
Missouri  River  at  or  near  Randolph.  Mo.,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER,  The  Chair  Is  advised  that 
there  is  on  the  calendar  an  identical  House  bill.  House  bill 
9261.  Without  objection,  the  House  bill  will  be  sul)stituted 
for  the  Senate  bill  and  be  now  considered. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9261)  to  extend 
the  times  for  commencing  and  completing  the  construction 
of  a  railroad  bridge  across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near 
Randoli^,  Mo.,  was  considered^  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  3801  will  be  indeftnitely  postponed. 

SUPPLEMENT    TO    COMPILATION    OP    PEDESaL    LAWS    RELATING    TO 

CARRIERS 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  259)  submitted  by  Mr.  Tydincs  on 
April  22.  1940.  and  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state Commerce,  on  May  8,  1940.  was  considered  and  agreed 
to,  as  follows: 

Jiesolved,  That  the  Interstate  Comnierce  CcMnmlsslon  is  hereby 
requested  to  prepare  in  such  manper  as  Is  deemed  by  it  to  be  neces- 
sary and  desirable  in  the  circumstances  and  transmit  to  the  Senate 
a  manuscript  in  form  suitable  to  be  printed,  to  supplement  and 
bring  as  closely  to  date  as  Is  practicable  Senate  Document  No  166 
Seventieth  Congress,  first  session,  and  Senate  Document  No  139* 
Seventy-third  Congress,  second  session,  entitled  "CompllaUon  of 
Federal  Laws  Relating  to  the  I^ulatlon  of  Carriers  Subject  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  With  Digests  of  Pertinent  Decisions  of  the 
Federal  Courts  and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and  the 
Text  of  or  Reference  to  General  Rules  and  Regxilations,"  and  that 
such  manuscript  when  transmitted  by  the  Commission  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate  be  printed  as  a  Senate  dociunent. 

HOMESTEADS  IN  HAWAn 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  9185)  to 
amend  section  73  of  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  a  gov- 
ernment for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,"  approved  April  30, 
1900.  as  amended,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Insular  Affairs  with  amendments,  on  page  1  line  6 
after  the  word  "following",  to  strike  out  "paragraph"  and 
insert  "paragraphs";  and  in  line  9,  after  the  word  "para- 
graph", to  insert  "excluding  those  homesteads  under  the 
control  of  the  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission,  as  provided  in 
section  203  of  the  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  Act  1920" 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read:  '  * 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  a 
government  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii",  approved  April  30    1900 
as  amended.  Is  hereby  further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  of 
section  73  thereof  the  foUowlng  paragraphs: 

"Any  person  or  persons  holding  an  unpatented  homestead  under 
a  special  homestead  agreement,  entered  Into  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  this  paragraph,  excluding  those  homesteads  under  the 
control  of  the  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  as  provided  in  sec- 

/?..^  P^  ^^®  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  Act,  1920,  shall  be 
entitled  to  a  reamortizatlon  of  the  indebtedness  due  the  Terri- 
tory of  HawaU  on  account  at  such  special  homestead  agreement 
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upon  fUlng  an  application  for  the  reamortizatlon  of  said  indebted- 
ness with  the  Commissioner  within  6  months  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  psiragraph.  Upon  the  filing  of  any  such  application, 
the  Commissioner  shall  determine  the  balance  due  the  Territory 
In  the  following  manner:  The  amount  of  the  principal  which 
would  have  been  paid  during  the  full  period  of  pajmient  provided 
for  In  the  special  homestead  agreement  had  the  agreement  been 
duly  performed  according  to  Its  terms  and  the  amount  of  the 
interest  which  would  have  been  paid  under  the  special  homestead 
agreement  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  paragraph  had  the 
agreement  been  duly  performed  according  to  its  terms  shaU  be 
computed  and  added  together;  from  the  simi  of  these  amounts 
there  shall  l>e  deducted  all  moneys  that  have  t>een  actually  psfld 
to  the  Territory  on  account  of  the  special  homestead  agreement, 
whether  as  principal  or  as  interest.  The  balance  thus  determined 
shall  be  the  total  amount  ronalnlng  due  and  payable  for  the 
homestead  covered  by  such  special  homestead  agreement,  any 
other  terms,  conditions,  or  provisions  in  any  of  said  agreements, 
or  any  provisions  of  law  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding:  Pro- 
vided, however.  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  deemed 
to  excuse  the  payment  of  taxes  and  other  charges  and  assessments 
upon  unpatented  homestead  lands  as  provided  In  said  agreements, 
nor  to  excuse  or  modify  any  term,  condition,  or  provision  of  said 
agreements  other  than  such  as  relate  to  the  principal  and  Interest 
payable  to  the  Territory.  The  total  amount  remaining  due,  de- 
termined as  hereinabove  provided,  shall  be  payable  In  15  equal 
biennial  installments.  Simple  interest  at  the  rate  of  3  percent 
per  annum  shall  be  charged  up>on  the  unpaid  balance  of  such 
Installments,  whether  matured  or  \inmatured,  said  Interest  to  be 
computed  from  the  effective  date  of  this  paragraph  and  to  be 
payable  semiannually.  The  first  payment  on  account  of  principal 
shall  be  due  2  years  subsequent  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
paragraph,  and  thereafter  the  due  dates  of  principal  payments 
shall  be  at  regular  2-year  periods;  the  first  pa3nnent  on  account 
of  Interest  shall  be  due  6  months  subsequent  to  the  effective  date 
of  this  paragraph,  and  thereafter  the  due  dates  of  Interest  pay- 
ments shall  be  at  regular  6-month  periods.  In  case  of  default 
in  payments  of  principal  or  Interest  on  the  due  dates  as  hereby 
fixed  the  Commissioner  may,  with  the  approval  of  the  Governor, 
with  or  without  legal  process,  notice,  demand,  or  previous  entry. 
take  possession  of  the  land  covered  by  any  such  special  homestead 
agreement  and  thereby  determine  the  estate  created  by  such 
agreement  as  hereby  modified.  When  the  aforesaid  payments  have 
been  made  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  all  taxes,  charges,  and 
■■nwments  upon  the  land  have  been  paid  as  provided  by  said 
agreements,  and  all  other  conditions  therein  stipulated  have  been 
complied  with,  except  as  herein  excused  or  modified,  the  said 
special  homestead  agreements  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  per- 
formed by  the  holders  thereof,  and  land-patent  grants  covering 
the  land  described  In  such  agreements  shall  be  Issued  to  the 
parties  mentioned  therein,  or  their  heirs  or  assigns,  as  the  case 
may  be. 

"Neither  the  Territory  of  HawaU  nor  any  of  its  officers,  agents, 
or  representatives  shall  be  liable  to  any  holder  of  any  special 
homestead  agreement,  past  or  present,  whether  or  not  a  patent 
shall  have  Issued  thereon,  or  to  any  other  person,  for  any  refund 
or  reimbursement  on  account  of  any  payment  to  the  Territory  in 
excess  of  the  amount  determined  as  provided  by  the  preceding 
paragraph,  and  the  legislature  shall  not  recognize  any  obligation, 
legal  or  moral,  on  account  of  such  excess  payments.** 

Sec.  2.  This  act  shall   take   effect  upon  Its  approval. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  an 
amendment  and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICE21.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  4,  line  2.  after  the  word  "mod- 
ified", it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  period,  insert  a  comma 
and  the  following  words: 

WhereuF>on  liability  for  payment  of  any  balance  then  due 
under  such  special   homestead  agreement  shall   terminate. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  a  brief  explanation  will 
be  afforded,  I  think,  if  I  merely  read  the  sentence  as  it 
would  read  if  the  amendment  were  agreed  to.  starting  on 
page  3,  line  20: 

In  case  of  default  in  payments  of  principal  or  interest  on  the 
due  dates  as  hereby  fijced  the  Commissioner  may,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Governor,  with  or  without  legal  process,  notice, 
demand,  or  previous  entry,  take  possession  of  the  land  covered 
by  any  such  special  homestead  agreement  and  thereby  determine 
the  estate  created  by  such  agreement  as  hereby  modified,  where- 
upon liability  for  pasmient  of  any  balance  then  due  under  such 
special  homestead  agreement  shaU  terminate. 

The  objective  sought  to  be  attained  is  simply  to  correct 
and  remove  the  possibility  of  a  deficiency  judgment  once  the 
homesteader's  land  is  taken  in  answer  to  the  claim. 

Mr.  TYDINQS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The    PRESIDINO    OFFICEK.      Does    the    Senator    from 
Connecticut  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 
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Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  I  take  it  the  Senator  Is  discussinc  the 
amendment  which  he  suggested  some  time  ago? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  may  explain  that  at  the  time  the  Senator 
suggested  the  amendment  the  majority  of  the  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs  had  already 
approved  the  bill  as  it  was  introduced.  The  Senator's  amend- 
ment did  not  come  before  the  committee  in  time.  Hence, 
although  there  was  no  objection,  so  far  as  I  know,  the  com- 
mittee could  not  report  the  amendment  because  it  never  had 
considered  it.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  can  see  no  objection 
to  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 

[Mr.  DANAHER]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Record  at  this  point  include  a  letter  from  the  Acting 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  me  approving  this  particular 
amendment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Thz  Sbcbxtart  of  thz  Intsriok, 

WashiTigton,  May  11.  1940. 
Hon.  John  A.  Danaher, 

United  Stages  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Mr  Dkas  Senatob  Danahib  :  I  am  referring  to  your  telephone 
conversation  on  May  1  with  the  Division  of  Territ(M-ies  and  Island 
Possessions  of  the  Department  regarding  H.  R.  9185  "A  bill  to  amend 
section  73  of  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  a  government  for 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii,'  approved  AprU  30,  1900.  as  amended," 
which  relates  to  the  adjustment  of  special  homestead  agreements 
In  Hawaii. 

It  is  understood  you  recommend  that  the  sentence  commencing 
In  line  16  on  page  3  of  the  blU  and  ending  In  line  23  on  that  page 
with  the  word  "modified",  be  supplemented  by  adding  thereafter 
the  following  language:  "whereupon  liability  for  payment  of  any 
balance  then  du^  under  such  special  homestead  agreement  shall 
terminate." 

The  Department  is  agreeable  to  the  insertion  of  this  language, 
which  appears  to  clarify  the  intent  of  the  blU  with  respect  to 
defaults  in  the  payment  of  principal  and  interest  by  the  hom»> 
steaders,  by  relieving  them  of  further  liability  In  case  the  Territory 
finds  it  neceesary  to  take  possession  of  the  land  covered  by  any 
special  homestead  agreements. 
Sincerely  yours, 

E.  K.  Bttklew, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

FOXnt   HUNDREDTH   ANNIVERSARY   OF   THE   DISCOVERT   OF   THE   MIS- 
SISSIPPI 

The  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  175)  to  provide  for  the  ob- 
servance and  celebration  of  the  four  hundredth  anniversary 
of  the  discovery  of  the  Mississippi  River  by  Hernando  De 
Soto  fidiS  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  an  explanation 
of  the  joint  resolution,  particularly  as  to  '"Ilie  Forest  of 
Repentance." 

Mr.  McKEIXAR.  Mr.  President,  the  Joint  resolution  was 
introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  tMr.  LundeewI 
to  provide  for  a  celebration  of  the  discovery  of  the  Missis- 
sippi. It  does  not  appropriate  any  money;  it  merely  pro- 
poses to  create  a  commission  to  make  plans  for  what  is  called 
in  the  Joint  resolution  "a  conservation  exposition  in  celebra- 
tion of  the  four  hundredth  anniversary  of  the  discovery  of 
the  Mississippi  River  by  Hernando  De  Soto."  I  hope  the 
Senate  will  pass  the  joint  resolution. 

•nie  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Joint  resolution  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  jiassed,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  there  Is  hereby  established  a  commission 
to  be  known  as  the  Mls.sisslppl  Re -Discovery  Commission  (herein- 
after referred  to  as  the  "Commission")  to  be  composed  of  11  Com- 
missioners, as  foUows:  The  President  of  the  United  States;  two 
Members  of  the  Senate,  one  from  each  of  the  two  major  parties,  to 
be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Senate:  two  Memt>ers  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  one  from  each  of  the  two  major  parties, 
to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives; 
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th?  Secretary  of  the  Interior;  the  Secretary  at  Agriculture:  the  Chief 
Conservation  Erglneer  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority;  and  three 
Individuals  from  private  life,  all  of  whom  shall  be  residents  of  the 
Mlasisstppl  Valley,  to  be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  The  Commissioners  shall  serve  without  oomf>ensation  and 
ahtdl  elect  a  chairman  from  anK>ng  their  number. 
Smc.  2.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Commission — 

(a)  Tb  set  up.  supervise,  and  maintain  In  the  Mississippi  Valley 
In  1941  a  conjervation  exposition  In  celebration  of  the  four  hun- 
dredth anniversary  of  the  discovery  of  the  Mississippi  River  by 
Hernando  De  Soto,  said  conservation  exposition  to  be  held  at  such 
places  tn  the  Mississippi  Valley  as  may  be  designated  by  the  Com- 
mission, the  object  of  which  shall  be  an  effective  dramatization 
of  the  present  conseiratlon  Activities  of  the  Federal  anfj  state 
Oovemments;    and 

(b)  To  prepare  and  submit  to  Congl^ss  a  specific  recommenda- 
tion for  a  fortfet  memorial  to  be  known  as  "The  Forest  of  Repent- 
ance." to  be  administered  by  the  National  Park  Service  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  or  such  other  agency  as  the  Commis- 
sion may  designate,  and  to  be  situated  at  or  near  the  point  of 
discovery  of  the  river  by  Hernando  De  Soto,  as  determined  by  the 
Commission  on  the  basis  of  the  report  of  the  fact-finding  committee 
of  the  United  States  De  Soto  Expedition  Commission.  Such  recom- 
mendation shall  Include  a  plan  or  plans  for  a  memorial  building 
within  the  "Forest  of  Repentance"  to  contain  therein  a  bronze  tablet 
on  which  there  shall  be  stet  forth  the  Nation's  resolve  to  conserve 
henceforth  the  natural  resovirces  of  the  river  and  Its  valley,  with 
this  forest  as  a  symbol  and  earnest  of  that  resolve. 

Sk.  3.  The  Commission  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  prepare 
print,  bind,  and  distribute  a  pamphlet  on  the  conservation  activities 
of  the  Federal  and  State  Governments  within  the  Mississippi  Valley. 

S»c.  4.  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  procure  advice  and 
assistance  from  any  governmental  agency  and  to  procure  advice 
and  aaaistance  from  and  cooperate  with  Individuals  and  agencies 
public  or  private.  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  accept  and 
utilize  voluntary  and  uncompensated  services  of  any  person  and 
without  additional  compensation,  the  services  of  such  experts  con- 
sultants, research  assistants,  c  erks.  and  stenographers  as  may  be 
detailed  by  the  heads  of  departments  and  establishments  of  the 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  the  Commission  to  carrv 
out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

SBC.  8.  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  accept  and  utilize  for 
the  purposes  of  this  act  donations  and  bequests  of  money  and  real 
and  personal  property.  ' 

Sec.  6.  The  Commission  shall  cease  to  exist  within  6  months  of 
tue  date  of  expiration  of  the  celebration. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

RELnr  OF  CIHTAIN  VETERANS'  ADMINISTRAnON  EMPLOTEES 

The  bill  (S.  3749)  to  relieve  certain  employees  of  the  Vet- 
erans* Administration  from  financial  liability  for  certain  over- 
payments and  allow  such  credit  therefor  as  is  necessary  in 
the  accounts  of  certain  disbursing  officers,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  employees  responsible  for  the  excess 
or  erroneous  payments  represented  by  the  sums  (Including  Interest 
^^^^K^^'^^J'  ^^*"*  ^^-  «^^  t^^y  "^  ^e'-eby,  relieved  of  flnanc!3 
rtfr^oVI^  ?'"?!'^  *"**  **^«  Comptroller  General  is  authorized  and 
?nfioi;^»^  allow  credit  in  the  settlement  of  the  accounts  of  the 
following-named  former  disbursing  officers  of  the  Veterans*  Admin- 
lirtratlon  and  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  disbursing  officer.  SSLmrTDS. 
partment.  in  such  amounts  not  exceeding  the  sums  (includlne 
toterest  accruals)  stated  herein  which  have  been,  or  herder  mSf 
be.  disallowed  as  may  be  necessary  to  relieve  such  dlsbmslng  offla? 
of  financial  liability  therefor:  Proinded,  That  this  act^^l  not  S 
^nsmied  to  bar  recovery  of  the  amounts  herein  specified  from  thi 
persona  to  whom  and  through  whom  such  amounts  have  been^ald 
._""*•  J  B  Schommer.  former  disbursing  officer  Veterans'  Admin 
istration.  VTashington.  D.  C.  in  the  s^s  of  iiS^M  Rv^^i 
**-^i   «-«B0.6».   symbol    11-499;    »7521^tol    U^^l     is  JS?^^ 

egjnded  during  the  period  from  July  1.  1W9.  through  JmieTo! 

AH^fl  ^*"^^™  ^w  Ho'raes-  '<»»«  disbursing  officer.  Veterans' 
Administration.  Washington.  D.  C .  in  the  simis  of  aim  Vn  ,^^^S?i 
11-465.  and  $6,843.73.  sySSu'  11^:  whTc^  Xl^L'iSe  JxSS 

A^^\^°?^  J^  Hesterly.  former  disbursing  officer  Veterans' 
Si^m^^T'  Albuquerque.  N.  Mex.,  in  the  suiS  oflTsi  a^^^S^S 
^^.rtiT  n^**^^*  ^*^  expended  on  September  16,  1931^^ 
trS^XtSr.t.^2f**/°*T'"  disbursing  officer.  Veterans'  Admlnis- 
imS  ^*^^  ^.-  i"  ^^  *^^  °'  $4,319.24,  symbol  99-102  which 
SSoSh  JSSeT^Sg  ""^  "^*  ^^  rroS^November'^i,?^^ 

amount  was  expended  in  Ane  1934.  *  ^^^*  ""^*®'  ^^^"^^ 

*^.^^  ♦^ff^^    A     Mlnnls.    former    disbursing    officer     Veterans- 
S^^^H^^""'^^  f^*^  ^''■'  »^  the  sum  ^  $"^5:49    s^S 


Seventh.  H.  H.  Barraclough.  fmner  dlsbinving  officer.  Veterans' 
Administration.  Boston.  Mass..  in  the  stm^j  of  $203  54.  symbol 
99-106.  which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from 
October  1.  1929.  through  July  31,   1933. 

Eighth.  Ivan  Carrlco,  former  disbursing  officer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
mlnLstratlon.  Charleston.  W.  Va.  (now  Huntington),  in  the  sum 
of  $534.20.  symbol  9&-110.  which  amount  was  expended  during  the 
period  September  10,  1930.  through  March  20.  1931. 

Ninth.  John  W.  Reynar.  former  disbursing  officer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, Charlotte.  N.  C.  in  the  siuns  of  $1,906.51.  symbol 
99-111;  and  $1(X),  symbol  11-374.  which  amoimts  vrere  expended 
during  the  period  from  March  1,  1931.  through  August  31.  1933 

Tenth.  Cary  Dawson,  former  disbursing  officer.  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration. CTincinnati,  Ohio  (now  Davton,  Ohio).  In  the  sums  of 
$439.25.  symbol  99-113;  and  $60.  symbol  11-400.  which  amounts  were 
expended  dtiring  the  period  from  September  1.  1927,  through  Aprtl 
16,    1935. 

Eleventh.  L.  W.  Looker,  former  disbursing  officer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. Cleveland.  Ohio,  in  the  sum  of  $80.29.  symbol  99-114 
which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from  December  l' 
1930.  through  July  29.  1931.  — »  »~  u^.    *, 

Twelfth.  Charles  S.  Gawler.  former  disbursing  officer  Veterans' 
Administration,  Colvmibia.  S.  C.  In  the  stuns  of  $732  25  symbol 
99-115;  and  $3,377.98.  symbol  11-403.  which  amounts  were  ex- 
pended during  the  period  from  May  11.  1927,  through  March  31. 

Thirteenth.  Lorena  Dimcan,  former  disbursing  officer  Veterans" 
Administration,  DaUas.  Tex.,  in  the  sum  of  $531.  symbol  99-116 
which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  frort  March  1* 
1928.  through  March  31.   1931.  ~»xv"    i, 

Fourteenth.  Roy  E.  Waters,  former  disbursing  officer.  Veterans' 
AdmlnlstraUon.  Dallas.  Tex.,  in  the  sum  of  $12.  symbol  11-519 
which  amount  was  expended  on  July  31,  1932. 

Fifteenth.  W.  Weldon,  former  disbursing  oiocer  Veterans'  Ad- 
"^^l^c'^^^"-  Hl^es,  ni..  in  the  sums  of  $1,270.91.  svmbol  9^231- 
and  $50.27  symbol  11-521.  which  amounts  were  exiiended  during 
the  period  from  March  1.  1931.  through  June  30.   1934 

Sixteenth.  Noel   Jeffrey,  former  disbursing  officer    Veterans'  Ad- 
nalnlstratlon.   Hlnes.   Ul..    In   the   sum   of   $311.26,  'symbol   99-227 
which  amount  was  expended  on  June  7.  1930 

Seventeenth.  E.  L.  minak.  former  disbursing  officer.  Veterans' 
Administration.  Jefferson  Barracks,  Mo,,  in  the  sum  of  $265  62 
symbol  9^152  Which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period 
from  May  1,  1931,  through  November  1,  1932  i^^i"u 

Eighteenth.  E.   D.    Duncan,    former   disburitng    officer    Veterans' 

^T^s'^i^nf  1°°'  ^*"f  ^^^-  ^^'  »°  -»*»*  «"™  O'  $863.72  sVJT^l 
f?^  1  'i^^  Jl*™"^"',  ^as^xp^nded  during  the  period  from  Febru- 
ary 1,  1931.  through  July  31.  1931. 

AH'![!?J?f?''^-  ^V  °-  J'^ison-  'onner  disbursing  officer.  Veterans' 
^T:S  wh^i'.n''-  ^  ^''^^'"-  ^'^''-  ^  "-^^  «^  o'  •693  01,  symbol 

Twentieth.  P.  E  Haase.  former  disbursing  officer  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. Louisville.  Ky,.  in  the  sum  of  $348.06, "  «ySw-m 
which  amount  was  expended  on  AprU  17   1931  •«^iov, 

Twenty-first.  Joseph  F.  Routhler,  former  dlsburslnK  officer    Vet- 

99-207.  which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from 
January  1  through  January  31.  1928.  ^  ^^ 

Twenty-second.  N.  H.  Cobbs.  former  disbursing  officer  Veterans' 
tifr^'V"^''""^'  ***""*•  ^-  ^-  1°  the  sum  of  $66  43  sS^boTeJl^S?? 
j£;SU'?an"uV3l,  ^9^'^"^"  ""^^^«  ^^*  ^''°^  rro^  Januar^^^' 

a7^*?7'^^*^  A-  °-  G^n*"*.  'ormer  disbursing  officer  Veterans' 
Administration,  Manila.  P.  I.,  in  the  sum  of  $59539.  s^ixJJSS?! 

Twenty-fourth.  T.  H.  Daley,  former  dlsburslnK  officer  Vftemr,.- 
Administration.  New  Orleans.  La.,  m  the  n^V "wifl  sSS5 
";2^'  ^^'^  amount  was  expended  in  March  1925  ■ymool 

Twenty-fifth.  Don  Her,  former  disbursing  officer    Veterans-   Art 

*^   Administration.  Oklahoma  City.  Okla.    in  thTsum^of  a-Jo*  m 

■ymooi   wy-141    which   amount   was   exD«nriMi    A,,rt.,^  .i   '™^'''; 
from  December  1.  1»3S,  through  JiUy  IiISm  '  ""   "^"^ 

•ymbol  IW-s.o   Which  amou","^'  ,^„a'^  '^  a"^%  ^»'«- 
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symbol  11-262.  which  amount  was  exp>ended  during  the  period 
from  November  1.  1923,  through  May  31,  1924. 

Thirty-second.  H.  8.  Knapp,  former  disbursing  officer.  Veterans' 
Administiatlon.  Seattle,  Wash.,  in  the  sum  of  $1,194.24,  sjrmbol 
99-215.   which  amount  was  exF>ended  on  April  23,   1931. 

Thirty-third.  J.  William  Yates,  Jr..  former  disbursing  officer. 
Veterans'  Administration,  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  in  the  sum  of  $333.78, 
symbol  99-104.  which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period 
from  May  9.  1929.  through  July  31.  1931. 

Thirty-fourth,  Richard  H.  Zohm.  former  disbursing  officer.  Vet- 
erans' Administration.  Wood.  Wis.,  in  the  siuns  of  $630.63,  symbol 
99^216;  and  $1,272.28.  symljol  11-430.  which  amounts  were  ex- 
pended for  the  period  from  January  1.  1918.  through  March  15,  1935. 

Thirty-fifth.  Guy  P.  Allen,  chief  disbursing  officer.  Tretisury  De- 
partment. Washington.  D.  C,  in  the  sums  of  $40,585.11,  symbols 
99-280  to  99-292.  inclusive;  $6536.  symbol  89-888;  $4,829.59. 
symbol  11-647;  $9.010  88.  symbol  11-561;  $133  18.  symbol  11-564; 
$160.  symbol  11-566;  $99,  symbtH  11-569;  $858.90,  symbol  11-571; 
$10.  symbol  11-575;  $111.67.  symbol  11-583;  and  $82.36.  symbol 
11-559.  which  amounts  were  expended  during  the  p>erlod  from 
July  1.  1934.  through  July  31,  1938.  and  for  which  certifying 
officers  are  held  financlaUy  liable. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  pay  to  C.  A.  Blackburn,  finance  officer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, Little  Rock,  Ark.,  the  sum  of  $187.16.  which  amount 
was  paid  by  him  on  November  7.  1936. 

AVIS  ccllhts.  a  bonor 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3587)  for 
the  relief  of  Avis  Collins,  a  minor,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Claims  with  amendments,  on  page  1, 
line  5.  after  the  word  "to",  to  strike  out  "Avis  Collins,  of 
Brattleboro,  Vt.,  the  minor  daughter  of";  in  line  6,  after  the 
name  "Collins",  to  insert  "of  Brattleboro.  Vt.";  in  line  7, 
after  the  words  "sum  of",  to  strike  out  "$250"  smd  insert 
"$128.50":  in  line  8.  after  the  word  "of",  to  strike  out  "her" 
and  insert  "his";  in  line  9.  after  the  word  "for",  to  insert 
"dental  expenses  and";  and  in  the  same  line,  after  the  word 
"injuries",  to  strike  out  "sustained  by  her"  and  insert  "in- 
curred by  Avis  Collins,  a  minor  daughter",  so  as  to  make  the 
bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
♦  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Earl  P.  Collins,  of  Brattle- 
boro. Vt^  the  sum  of  $128.50,  in  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against 
the  United  States  for  comp)ensatlon  for  dental  expenses  and  per- 
sonal injuries  incurred  by  Avis  Collins,  a  minor  daughter,  as  the 
result  of  a  collision  which  occurred  when  the  truck  in  which  she 
was  riding  was  struck  by  a  United  States  Army  truck  operated  by 
Richard  Landus.  a  private.  Quartermaster  Corps,  United  States 
Army,  in  Greenfield.  Mass..  on  August  29.  1939:  Pronded,  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  stun  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  ta 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Earl  P.  Collins." 

VERNON   C.   BROWK  AND   T.  L.   COPELAND 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3597)  for  the 
relief  of  Vernon  C.  Brown  and  P.  L  Copeland,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amend- 
ment, at  the  end  of  the  bill  to  insert  a  proviso,  so  as  to  make 
the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Vernon  C.  Brown  the  siun 
of  $80  35  and  to  F.  L.  Copeland  the  stun  of  $227.75  In  full  settlement 
of  their  claims  for  personal  inj\u-ies  and  loss  of  employment  arising 
out  of  a  collision  between  an  automobile  being  driven  by  Vernon 
C.  Brown  and  a  truck  owned  by  the  Work  Projects  Administration 
and  driven  by  Bryant  Merryman  on  August  1.  1939,  near  Phoenix. 
Ariz.:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful, 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

Ttie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BLUE  RIDGE  PARKWAY,  VIRGINIA-NORTH  CAROLINA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4282)  to  amend  the  act  of  June  30,  1936  (49 
Stat.  2041) ,  providing  for  the  administration  and  maintenance 
of  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  in  the  States  of  Virginia  and 
North  Carolina,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

SLUM  CLEARANCE  IN  ALASKA 

•nie  bill  (S.  3686)  to  authorize  the  Legislature  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Alaska  to  create  a  public  corporate  authority  to 
undertake  slum  clearance  and  projects  to  provide  dwelling 
accommodations  for  families  of  low  income  and  to  issue  bonds 
and  other  obligations  of  the  authority  for  such  purpose,  and 
for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  sis 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  .the  Legislature  of  :the  Territory  of 
Alaska  may  create  a  public  corporate  authority  toi  undertake  slum 
clearance  and  projects  to  provide  dwelling  acconunodations  for 
families  of  low  Income  within  the  Territory. 

Sbc.  2.  The  Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  may  provide 
for  the  appointment  and  ternos  of  the  commissioners  of  such 
authority  and  for  the  powers  of  such  authority,  except  that  such 
authority  shall  not  be  given  any  power  of  taxation,  nor  any  power 
to  pledge  the  faith  of  the  people  of  the  Territory  for  any  loan 
whatever. 

Sbc.  3.  The  Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  may  authorize 
such  authority  to  issue  bonds  or  other  obligations  with  siich  se- 
cxirity  and  in  such  maimer  as  the  legislature  may  provide,  except 
as  provided  in  this  act.  Such  bonds  and  other  obligations  shall 
not  be  a  debt  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  or  any  political  or  municipal 
corporation  or  other  subdivision  of  the  Territory  other  than  such 
authority:  and  such  bonds  and  other  obligations  shall  not  con- 
stitute a  debt.  Indebtedness,  or  the  borrowing  of  money  within 
the  meaning  of  any  limitation  or  restriction  on  the  issuance  of 
bonds  or  other  obligations  contained  in  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  applicable  to  the  Territory  of  Alaska  or  any  political  or 
municipal  corporation  or  other  subdivision  of  the  Territory. 

HOT  SPRINGS  DIVISION,  WESTERN  JUDICIAL  DISTRICT  OF  ARKANSAS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  7811)  to 
establish  the  Hot  Springs  division  of  the  Western  Judicial 
District  of  Arkansas,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  amendments,  on  page  2. 
line  16,  after  the  name  "Garland"  to  strike  out  "Grant";  on 
page  2,  line  1,  after  the  name  "October"  to  insert  "and  for 
the  Hot  Springs  division  at  Hot  Springs  on  the  third  Mon- 
days in  March  and  September";  on  the  same  page,  line  4, 
after  the  name  "Payetteville"  to  insert  "and  Hot  Springs"; 
in  line  9.  after  the  word  "building",  to  insert  "or  addition  or 
annex  thereto";  in  line  10,  after  the  words  "constructed  in", 
to  strike  out  "Payetteville;  and  for  the  Hot  Springs  division, 
at  Hot  Springs  on  the  third  Mondays  in  March  and  Sep- 
tember: And  provided  ixirthcr.  That  accommodations  for 
holding  terms  of  court  at  Hot  Springs  shall  be  furnished 
free  of  cost  to  the  United  States"  and  insert:  "Payetteville 
or  Hot  Springs:  Provided  further.  That  the  referee  in  bank- 
ruptcy of  the  western  division  of  the  eastern  district  may  be 
appointed  by  the  Judge  of  the  western  district  as  referee  in 
bankruptcy  for  the  division  herein  created  at  Hot  Springs."; 
in  line  21,  after  the  name  "El  Dorado",  to  strike  out  "and"; 
and  in  the  same  line,  after  the  name  "Harrison",  to  insert 
"and  Hot  Springs",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subsections  (a),  (b).  (c),  (d),  (e),  (f), 
and  (g)  of  section  71  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended  (U.  8.  C, 
1934  ed.,  title  28,  sec.  144),  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sbc.  71.  (a)  The  State  of  Arkansas  is  divided  Into  two  districts, 
to  be  known  as  the  western  and  eastern  districts  of  Arkansas. 

"(b)  The  western  district  shall  include  six  divisions  constituted 
as  foUows:  The  Texarkana  division,  which  shall  include  the  terri- 
tory embraced  on  July  1,  1920,  in  the  counties  of  Sevier,  Howard. 
Little  River,  Hempstead,  Ii^ler.  Lafayette,  and  Nevada;  the  El 
Dorado  division,  which  shall  include  the  territory  embraced  on  such 
date  in  the  counties  of  Columbia,  Ouachita,  Union,  Ashley,  Bradley, 
and  Calhoun;  the  Fort  Smith  division,  which  shall  include  the 
territory  embraced  on  such  date  in  the  counties  of  Polk,  Scott, 
Logan,  Sebastian,  Franklin,  Crawford,  and  Johnson;  the  Harrison 
division,  which  shall  include  the  territory  embraced  on  such  date 
in  the  counties  of  Baxter,  Boone,  Carroll,  Marion.  Newton,  and 
Searcy;  the  Payetteville  division,  which  shall  include  the  territory 
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embraced  on  such  date  In  the  counties  of  Benton,  Btodlson,  and 
~<, Washington:  and  tbe  Hot  Springs  division,  which  shall  Include  the 
territory  embraced   on  such  date  In  the  counties  of  Pike.  Clark. 
Garland.  Hot  Spring,  and  Montgomery. 

"(c)  Terms  of  the  district  court  for  the  Texarkana  division  shall 
be  held  at  Texarkana  on  the  second  Mondays  In  May  and  Novem- 
ber tar  the  EI  Dorado  division,  at  El  Dorado  on  the  third  Mondays 
In  April  and  Octot»er;   for  the  Port  Smith  division,  at  Port  Smith 
on  the  second  Mondays  in  January  and  June;  for  the  Harrison  dlvl- 
•lon.  at  Harrison  on  the  first  Mondays  In  Api-11  and  October;  for 
the  PayettevUle  division,  at  Payettevllle  on  the  second   Mondays 
In  March  and  October;   and  for  the  Hot  Springs  division,  at  Hot 
Springs  on  the  third  Mondays  in  March  and  September:  Provided. 
That  suitable  rooms   and   accommodations   for   holding   court   at 
FayettevlUe  and  Hot  Springs  are  furnished  without  expense  to  the 
United  States:  Provided  further.  That  nothing  In  this  section  shall 
be  construed  to  prevent  the  provision  of  quarters  for  the  officers  of 
•aid  coxirt  and  appropriate  courtrooms  for  the  holding  of  the  ses- 
•lons  of  said  court  In  any  new  Federal  building  cr  addition  or 
annex   thereto  which   may  be  constructed  In  Payettevllle  or  Hot 
Springs:   Provided  further.  That  the  referee  In  bankruptcy  of  the 
western  division  of  the  eastern  district  may  be  appointed  by  the 
Judge  of  the  western  district  as  referee  In  bankruptcy  for  the  divi- 
sion herein  created  at  Hot  Springs. 

"(d)  The  clerk  of  the  court  for  the  western  district  shall  main- 
tain an  office  In  charge  of  hlmseU  or. a  deputy  at  Texarkana  Ptort 
teilth.  El  Dorado.  Harrison,  and  Hot  Springs.  Such  offices' shaU 
be  kept  open  at  all  times  for  the  transaction  of  the  bvisinesa  of  the 
court. 

"(e)  The  eastern  district  shall  Include  four  divisions  constituted 
•8  foUows:  The  eastern  division,  which  shall  Include  the  territory 
embraced  on  July  1.  1920,  In  the  counties  of  Desha.  Lee  PhiUlps  St 
Francis.  Cross.  Monroe,  and  Woodruff;  the  ncMTihem  division   which 
■tall  Include  the  territory  embraced  on  such  date  in  the  counties 
Of  Pulton,  Independence,  Cleburne,  Stone,  Izard,  Sharp    and  Jack- 
■on;  the  Jonesboro  division,  which  shall  Include  the  territory  em- 
braced on  such  date  in  the  counties  of  Crittenden,  Clay  Cralehead 
Greene,  Mississippi.  Poinsett,  Randolph,  and  Lawrence-  the  western 
division,  which  shaU  Include  the  territory  embraced  on  such  date  In 
the  counties  of  Arkansas,  Chicot,  Cleveland.  Conway   Dallas.  Drew 
Faulkner.  Grant.  Jefferson.  Lincoln.  Lonoke,  Perry    Pooe    Prairie' 
Pulaski.  Saline,  Van  Buren,  White,  and  YeU.  "aine. 

V  Ti'LT^T"  °'  ****  district  court  for  the  eastern  division  shall  be 
held  at  Helena  on  the  second  Monday  In  March  and  the  first  Mon- 

SlT.^i2?^«^/°i!^"'''  2°r^^"°  ^'^^^°°  «^  Batesville  on  the 
fourth  Monday  m  May  and  the  second  Monday  in  December-  for 
the  Jon«b<ao  division,  at  Jonesboro  on  the  first  Monday  In  May 
!?*?  .Sr.  2"*^  ^°P^^l  *°  November:  and  for  the  western  division. 
S  O^bS^  Monday  in  AprU  and  the  third  Monday 

"(g)  The  clerk  of  the  court  for  the  eastern  district  shaU  maintain 
an  office  In  charge  of  himself  or  a  deputy  at  Helena^tesvOlT 
Jonesboro  and  LltUe  Rock.  Such  offices  shall  be  kept  open  It^ 
times  for  the  transaction  of  the  business  of  the  court  " 

reSeS:  '^*  *"'  "^  ^^'"^  '^'  ^^^  ^"^^  ^"'  **  ^'*^  ^^'  **  ^'^^y 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and"  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed.  '      " 

AMEKDMEWT  O*  PERISHABLE  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODrriKS  ACT    1930 

rJ^^^^^,  ^®.  ^*^*^  *°  ^"'^"^  *^^  Perishable  Agricultural 
Commodities  Act.  1930.  as  amended,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engn^sed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time  and 
passed,  as  follows:  ^^ 

^^JiU^L^/^  >»lshable  agricultural  commodity  means  <A^ 
S^lirS-^^*  "^K^  vegeuble.  whether  or  not  frSen  oT^ked 
to  1«.  or  (B)  cherries  In  brine,  as  defined  bv  the  s«rrit^  ?r 
accordance  with  trade  usages."  "«=""«»   oj  we  secretary  in 

(b)  The  first  sentence  of  paragranh  (6t  at  t»»j»  «»«♦  m^.^,  _« 
such  act.  as  amended,  is  amend^by  iSertTn^i^ '!?irtH°' 
words  "unless  such  product  is  frozen  oTM^k^  S^  ^^  ""^ 
and  the  foUoimig:  -or  consists  SThetJles^^Sln?..^     '  ~°^ 

1.  ™  :J.*l  paragraph  (1)  of  section  2  of  such  ait'  as  amended 
Is  junended  to  read  as  follows:  amended, 

"(1)  For  any  commission  merchant,  dealer   or  hrnv*^  *«  - 

to   or  vise  any   unfair,    unreaaonab^   dJi^r«'.^»  ^  engage 

^^j^bj^m."^...  z^'j-s^:^  rsSeTsr^ 

(b)  Pariigraph  (5)  of  section  2  of  such  act  a-  .n.^^,*^  _ 
•ffljended  by  inserting  thereto  before  STw^'  •SmT^?^t>5 
foUowtog:  "quantity,  atee.  pack,  weight^  "condition     the 


ARTHUR  A.  8CHIPKB 

The  bin  (S.  3223)  for  the  relief  of  Arthur  A.  Schloke  wu 
the  third  time,  and  passed  as  follows:  "=»'*»^.  reaa 


Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Tteasury  la  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasiiry 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Arthur  A.  Schipke.  of  Meriden 
Conn.,  the  siim  of  «148.15.  to  full  satisfaction  of  hia  claim  against 
the  United  States  for  property  damage  restiltlng  from  a  oolllalon 
between  his  automobile  and  a  Department  of  Agriculture  truck  to 
Union.  Conn.,  on  March  10.  1939:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  to  this  act  to  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  to  connection  with  this  claim  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawfxil,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
■hall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convlcUoo 
thereof  shall  be  fined  to  any  sum  not  exceeding  91,000. 

HARRT    D.    GAHK 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3649)  for  the 
relief  of  Harry  D.  Gann.  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment,  on  page  1,  line  6 
after  the  words  "sum  of."  to  strike  out  "$5,782.60"  and  insert 
"$2,462.64,"  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted^  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
to  hereby,  authorized  anA^lrected  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
I  ^o^^^Tf^"^  ^°'  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Harry  D.  Oann.  of 
I  Re  dsvllle,  N.  C,  the  sum  of  »2,462.64.  to  fuU  setUement  of  aU 
claims  against  the  United  States  for  hospitalization,  medical  serv- 
ices, and  personal  Injuries  sustained  by  his  two  mtoor  eons  as  a 
result    of   an    accident    tovolvmg    an    Army    airplane.    PB-2A     Air 

?^rf.?''^t^  ^^1-  ^^'^'^'  N.  C.  on  September  3.  igsST 
Protnded,  TTiat  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act 

ilJl^^K^'  *°  P^!°*  ^""^^  ^"^^  ^  P»ld  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  sel-vlces  rendered 

Sn^rt"°?»,''"''  ?**  "^^"^  ^"'^  "^«  ^"^^  «^^»  S  uSX  ^ 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  vtolatlna 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a^todemetS 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

'^fw**"^^*^  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed.  '=«uiii||, 

COOPERATION     BBTWKEN     BUREAU     OF     RECLAMATION     AND     FARM 
SECURITY   ADMINISTRATION 

fi  *"^?^  (S  3683)  to  remove  the  time  limit  for  coopera- 
Uon  between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  ParraTse- 
^l^K,.^  AdministraUon  in  the  development  of  farm  units  on 
pubUclan^  under  Federal  reclamaUon  projects  was  con^ 

fhcf^'//"'^^'^  'i*  ^  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

^i^CThe^^ySr^!".^  ^^"^^  ""*^°'»«»  ^y  "^^^  o^ 
TRANSFER  OF  HARDEMAN  COUNTY.  TEX..  TO  WICHITA  FALLS  DIVISION 

f  '^^♦u^J^-  ^'  ^^^^  ^  transfer  Hardeman  County  Tex 
from  the  Fort  Worth  division  to  the  Wichita  P^l^  di'vSon 

ordered  to  a  third  readmg,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed! 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

mpJ^n?^  (S.  3918)  adopting  and  authorizing  the  improve- 

.m«fT  K  ^'  President,  I  want  that  bill  to  go  over 

until  I  have  an  opportunity  to  investigate  it      The  P,^T 
dent  recently  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Coimner^a^S; 
opposing  this  project,  and  I  desire  to  examS^e  bilL 
nn^ro'b^^"^^^^^^-    ^e  bill  wilT^^LT-over 

lOMITATION  OF  "-^""A^^OF^.  "PRODUCTS  OF  AMERICAN 

te^'-^od^^'^of'^n^  "5^i  "^^  interpretaUon  of  the 
d«2i  tT- fh^ii  ^tf^^""  fisheries"  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  Ume.  and  passed. 

PROTECTION  OF  THE  BALD  EAGLE 

ai^^f  l^ii^l'fj^''''^'  ^"^  extinction  the  Amerl- 
A^^^  rl  °^  ^^  sovereignty  of  the  United  SUtes  of 

America,  was  announced  as  next  in  order 

^^  SS^'be'Sirdrre?"  ''"^    ""^^^"^  °^^-"--  ^ 

th^^e^^  Jh^  that  the  House  hill  be  substituted  for 
me  eenaie  tmi  and  be  now  considered. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  blU  CH.  R.  4832)  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  bald  eagle  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  Uilrd 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  Senate 
bill  1494,  being  identical  with  the  House  bill,  will  be  indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  CH.  R.  9264)  to  provide  for  uniformity  of  allow- 
ances for  the  transportation  of  household  goods  of  civilian 
officers  and  employees  when  transferred  from  one  official 
station  to  another  for  permanent  duty  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  present  occupant  of  the 
Chair  asks  that  this  bill  go  over. 

DAUPHIN  ISLAND-CEDAR  POINT  BRIDGE,  ALABAMA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3780) 
authorizing  Alabama  Bridge  Commission  (an  agency  of  the 
State  of  Alabama)  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll 
bridge  and  causeway  between  Dauphin  Island  and  the  main- 
land at  or  near  Cedar  Point,  within  the  State  of  Alabama, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce 
with  an  amendment,  on  page  2,  line  4,  after  "1906,"  to  strike 
out  "Provided.  Tliat  In  the  event  that  said  bridge  shall  be 
constructed  by  the  State  of  Alabama  or  an  agency  thereof 
under  the  authority  of  the  l^slature  of  the  State  of  Ala- 
bama or  the  tolls  for  the  use  thereof  shall  be  prescribed  by 
a  contract  entered  into  by  or  with  the  State  of  Alabama  or 
an  agency  thereof  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  said  act 
approved  March  23,  1906.  with  reference  to  tolls,  shall  not 
be  appUcable"  and  insert  "subject  to  the  exemptions  pro- 
vided in  section  1  of  the  act  of  August  21.  1935  (49  Stat. 
670) :  Provided,  That  when  the  period  during  which  the  Ala- 
bama Bridge  Commission  is  authorized  to  operate  and  main- 
tain such  bridge  for  toll,  pursuant  to  Act  No.  580,  General 
and  Local  Laws  of  Alabama,  1939.  approved  September  22, 
1939,  has  been  completed,  the  bridge  shall  be  operated  free 
of  toll.";  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Alabama  Bridge  Commission  (an  agency 
of  the  State  of  Alabama),  Its  successors  and  assigns,  be,  and  they 
are  hereby,  authorized  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll 
bridge  and  causeway  and  approaches  thereto  at  a  point  suitable 
to  the  Interests  of  navigation,  between  Dauphin  Island  and  the 
mainland  at  or  near  Cedar  Potot.  within  the  State  of  Alabama,  to 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
regulate  the  construction  of  bridges  over  navigable  waters," 
approved  March  23,  1906,  subject  to  the  exemptions  provided  to 
section  1  of  the  act  of  August  21,  1935  (49  Stat.  670)  :  Provided. 
That  when  the  period  during  which  the  Alabama  Bridge  Commis- 
sion Is  authorlBed  to  operate  and  maintain  such  bridge  for  toU. 
pursuant  to  Act  No.  580.  General  and  Local  Laws  of  Alabama. 
1939.  approved  September  22.  1939.  has  been  completed,  the  bridge 
ahall  be  operated  free  of  toll. 

Sw:.  2.  Public  Law  No.  232.  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  approved 
July  26.  1939.  Is  hereby  repealed. 

8k.  3.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  la  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  he  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

KETTLE  RIVER  BRIDGES,  WASHINGTON 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3643)  granting 
the  consent  of  Congress  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and 
Stevens  County.  State  of  Washington,  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  highway  bridge  across  the  Kettle  River  near 
Kettle  Palls.  Wash.,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Commerce  with  an  amendment,  on  page  1,  line  7, 
after  the  word  "near,"  to  strike  out  "Kettle  Falls"  and  insert 
"Marcus",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  consent  of  Congress  Is  hereby  granted 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  Stevens  County,  State  of  Wash- 
ington, Jointly  or  separately,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate 
a  toll-free  highway  bridge  across  the  Kettle  River  at  a  point  suitable 
to  the  interests  of  navigation,  near  Marcus,  and  between  Perry 
County  and  Stevens  County,  Wash.,  to  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  regulate  the  construction  of 
bridges  over  navigable  waters."  approved  March  23,  1906,  and  sul>- 
Ject  to  the  conditions  and  limitations  contained  In  this  act. 

Sec.  2.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  ta 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  granting  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and 
Stevens  Cotmty,  State  of  Washington,  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  highway  bridge  across  the  Kettle  River  near 
Marcus,  Wash." 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3644)  grant- 
ing the  consent  of  Congress  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
and  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Co.  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  two  railroad  bridges  across  the  Kettle  River,  near 
Kettle  Palls,  Wash.,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Commerce  with  an  amendment,  on  page  2, 
Une  1,  after  the  word  "near",  to  strike  out  "Kettle  Palls"  and 
insert  "Marcus",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  consent  of  Congress  la  hereby  granted 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Qreat  Northern  Railway  Co., 
a  corporation  organized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Minnesota,  and  their  successors  and  assigns.  Jointly  or  separately,  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  two  railroad  bridges  across  the 
Kettle  River  at  points  suitable  to  the  interests  of  navigation,  near 
Marcus,  and  between  Perry  County  and  Stevens  Countyt  Wash.,  to 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  regu- 
late the  construction  of  bridges  over  navigable  waters."  approved 
March  23,  1906,  and  subject  to  the  conditions  and  limitations  of 
this  act. 

SBC.  2.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  la  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  amendment  was 'agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  granting  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the 
Great  Northern  Railway  Co.  to  construct,  maintain,  and  oper- 
ate two  railroad  bridges  across  the  Kettle  River  near  Marcus, 
Wash." 

MISSOURI  RIVER  BXIDGB.  DECATUR.  NEBR. 

The  bill  (S.  3419)  authorizing  the  county  of  Burt,  State  of 
Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Decatur,  Nebr..  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OPFICER.  This  bill  is  identical  with 
House  bill  8589.  Without  objection,  the  House  bill  will  be 
substituted  for  the  Senate  bill. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  8589)  to 
authorize  the  county  of  Burt,  State  of  Nebraska,  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  across  the  Mis- 
souri River  at  or  near  Decatur,  Nebr.,  which  was  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  Senate 
bill  3419  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

RIO   GRANDE   BRIDGE   OR    FERRT,    BOCA   CHICA,   TEX. 

The  bill  (H,  R.  3138)  authorizing  J.  E.  Pate,  his  successors 
and  assigns,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  bridge  or 
ferry  across  the  Rio  Grande  at  Boca  Chica,  Tex.,  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

SPOKANE   RIVER   BRIDGE,   WASHINGTON 

The  bill  (S.  3642)  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  State  of  Washington  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge  across  the 
Six)kane  River,  Wash.,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  ete^  That  the  consent  of  Congress  la  hereby 
granted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  SUte  of  Waah- 
ington.  jointly  or  separately,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate 
a  toll-free  highway  bridge  across  the  Spoltane  River  at  a  point 
suitable  to  the  interests  of  navigation,  between  Stevens  Coxmty 
and  Lincoln  County,  Wash.,  to  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  regiilate  the  construction  of  bridges 
over  navigable  waters,"  approved  March  23,  1906.  and  subject  to 
the  conditions  and  limitations  contatoed  to  this  act. 

Sbc.  2.  The  right  'to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  la  hereby 
expresaly  reserved. 

CONVEYANCE    OF    FISH    HATCHERY    PROPERTY    AT    PUT    IN    BAY    TO 

STATS  Otr  OHIO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6481)  tO  authorize  the  conveyance  of  the 
United  States  Fish  Hatchery  property  at  Put  in  Bay.  Ohio,  to 
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the  State  of  Ohio,  was  considered,  (ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  tWrd  time,  and  passed^ 

VTATI   COMPACTS   WITH   &XSPECT   TO   nSHCTG   ON   ATLAKTIC    COAST 

Tlie  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  joint  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  302)  to  authorize  compacts  or  agreements  be- 
tween or  among  the  States  bordering  on  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
with  respect  to  fishing  in  the  territorial  waters  and  bays  and 
Inlets  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean  on  which  such  States  border, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  read,  as  follows: 

Xemitved,  etc..  That  the  consent  of  Congreas  Is  hereby  given  to 
any  two  or  more  at  the  SUtes  at  Maine.  New  Hampshire.  Maasa- 
cbnaetts.  Rhode  Island.  Connecticut,  New  York.  New  Jersey,  Dela- 
ware, Maryland,  Virginia.  North  Carolina.  South  Carolina,  Georgia. 
and  Florida,  to  enter  Into  compacts  or  agreements,  not  In  conflict 
with  any  law  of  the  United  States,  for  cooperative  effort  and  mutual 
assistance  for  the  imiform.  common,  or  mutual  regulation  of  fishing 
or  of  any  species  of  flah.  mollusks.  or  crustacea  In  the  territorial 
waters  and  bays  and  Inlets  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean  on  which  such 
States  border  or  to  which  their  jurisdiction  otherwise  extends  and 
of  anadromous  flsh  spawning  in  the  Inland  waters  of  those  States. 

Sac.  a.  The  consent  of  Congress  Is  hereby  granted  to  States  other 
than  those  speclfled  but  which  have  Jurisdiction  over  Inland  waters 
frequented  by  anadromous  flsh  of  the  sea  to  enter  Into  compacts  or 
agreements  authorized  by  this  act. 

Sac.  S.  The  consent  of  Congress  Is  hereby  given  to  any  of  the 
aforementioned  States  to  establish  such  agencies  or  authorities,  joint 
or  otherwise,  as  they  may  deem  desirable  for  making  effective  com- 
pacts or  agreements  herein  authorlred. 

Sec.  4.  Any  such  compact  or  agreement  shall  not  be  binding  or 
obligatory  upon  the  signatory  States  imless  It  has  been  approved  by 
the  legislatures  fjf  sxich  SUtes  and  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

Bmc  5.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  resolution  la 
liereby  expressly  reserved. 

Sir.  l/DDQE.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation 
of  the  Wn? 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  the  explanation  is  found  in 
the  wording  of  the  bill.  If  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
will  read  the  bill  he  will  ascertain  what  the  fishermen  along 
the  Atlantic  seaboard  want  to  do  in  the  way  of  control  of 
the  fishing  industry  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard.  The  bill 
ixovides  for  a  compact,  an  agreement. 

Mr.  LODGE.    What  is  the  need  for  doing  this? 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  myself  am  not  a  fisherman,  but  the  persons 
who  are  Interested  in  the  bill  insist  that  in  order  to  con- 
serve and  protect  the  fishing  iiKiustry  along  the  Atlantic 
seaboard  it  is  necessary  that  certain  practices  be  abated. 

Mr.  LODGE.  WUl  the  Senator  state  who  it  Is  that  is  in- 
terested In  this  bill? 

Mr.  BII^O.  The  information  brought  to  the  committee 
was  from  the  fishing  Industry  generally,  and  especially 
from  those  who  are  engaged  in  the  packing  as  well  as  the 
catching  of  fish  along  the  AUantlc  coast  line  from  Florida 
to  Maine. 

*  Mr.  WHITE.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITE.  As  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  has  said 
the  bUl  authorizes  the  SUtes  named  in  It  to  enter  Into 
SUte  compacts  with  respect  to  the  fisheries  along  the  North 
AtlanUc  seaboard.  It  is  patterned  after  a  simnar  authority 
which  was  given  to  the  States  bordering  on  the  Great  Lakes 
I  think  it  envisages  a  study  by  those  interested  In  the  pres- 
ervation of  our  fisheries  of  ways  and  means  to  insure  that 
end. 

The  Joint  resolution  has  the  approval  of  most  of  the 
State  commissions  whose  States  border  upon  the  Atlantic 
seaboard;  and  I  may  say  that  any  agreements  which  are 
entered  into  under  the  authority  given  in  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion must  ultimately  come  back  to  the  Congress  for  final 
sanction.  "^^ 

The  Joint  resohitton  deals  with  th&  problems  of  what  I  may 
^  migratory  fish.  It  is  not  a  measure  to  which  I  have 
given  particular  attention,  but  I  know  generally  its  purpose 
and  Its  terms,  and  I  think  I  know  both  generally  and 
specifically  the  great  need  for  study  If  we  are  to  nrewrve 
many  of  our  flsh  spedea. 

Mr.  KINO  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  an 
in«uiry.  would  not  the  passage  of  the  Joint  resohition  ladl- 


Itate  the  organization  of  monopolies  for  the  purpose  of 
controlling  specific  points  along  the  coast? 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  have  heard  that  suggestion  made,  and 
I  do  not  quite  see  how  it  would  make  any  contribution  to 
that  end. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  from  the  beginning  I 
have  followed  this  particular  idea.  It  was  before  the  Con- 
gress at  the  last  session  in  a  measure  which  passed  both 
Houses  unanimously,  but  the  measure  at  that  time  provided 
that  the  States  could  enter  into  a  compact  irrespective  of 
the  approval  of  Congress,  and  the  President  therefore  vetoed 
it.  The  bill  now  before  us  does  no  more  than  authorise  any 
two  States  to  enter  into  Joint  agreement  to  control  the 
natural  fishing  grounds  and  the  Crustacea  groimds.  so 
that  mutually  effective  remedies  may  be  provided  to  wipe 
out  pollution,  to  regulate  fishing  out  of  season,  and  things 
of  that  kind.  It  will  help  the- State  of  Massachusetts,  in 
conjunction  with  the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  to  regulate 
sadmon  fishing  when  salmon  runs  are  restored  to  the  North 
Atlantic.    Such  matters  are  under  consideration  now. 

"Hie  bill  has  the  support  of  State  governments.  An  agree- 
ment has  been  reached  by  the  Commission  on  State  Coopera- 
tion of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  for  instance. 
I  hold  in  my  hand  a  resolution  of  approval  from  Boston, 
which  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  might  like  to  examine. 
I  know  that  nothing  could  be  done  under  the  proposed  com- 
pact plan  which  would  be  deleterious  to  the  Interests  of 
Individuals,  nor  would  it  create  any  monopolies,  as  the 
Senator  from  Utah  suggests. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

^^v^^  nSHMY   EDUCATIONAL   SXRVICE 

Th^  bill  (H.  R.  4985)  to  provide  for  a  Fishery  Educational 
Service  in  the  Bureau  of  Fisheries,  was  annotmced  as  next  In 
order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  should  like  to  have  an  explanation  of  the 
bilL 

Mr.  BILBO.    I  will  ask  the  Senator  from  Florida  to  explain 

the  bill. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  all  this  Wn.  which  came  over 
from  the  House  of  Representatives,  contemplates  is  that  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  shall  establish  an  agency  which 
will  set  up  an  educational  service,  so  that  fishery  products 
may  be  publicized  and  adverUsed,  through  services  which 
may  be  projected,  radio  programs,  and  the  hke.  to  inform 
the  public  as  to  the  value  of  fish  as  a  food  commodity.  It 
calls  for  only  a  small  approprlaUon.  I  think  the  total 
appropriation  is  $75,000. 

Mr.  KING.    I  think  the  bill  had  better  go  over 

hnT^,f^°^^°  OFFICER.    Objection  is  heard,  and  the 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

\  FRANKFORD  CREEK,  PA. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8452)  to  declare  Prankford  Creek  Pa  to 
be  a  nonnavlgable  stream,  was  considered,  ordered  U>  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  p^^d.        ^  ^  * 

HOURS  OF  WORK  ON  DfLAlfD  WATERS 

The  bill   (S.  2305)   relating  to  hours  of  work  of  licensed 

waters  of  the  United  SUtes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be    ~ 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  tk^d  time    anS 
passed,  as  follows:  '  *°** 

or  property,  So^HcnSl  7ffl^^  LS2Ln  f.?.?-'^''  l"~'  "  "" 

pwmltted  to  work  more  thMTs  SS5it!le TmS^  ^  required  or 
lueh  work  Hh*)!  ho  r^rfrJ^^  oooMecutive  hoxirs  In  any  1  day.  and 

?lSJSrtl?5^oSn?^*°^  "^^^  '  P^«»  ^^  ^^  ^^  excidlng  • 


PATMKNT  or  COST  OF  RETITRNING  REMAINS,  FAMnjOS,  AND  EFFECTS 

TO   THE    UNTTED    STATES 

The  bill  (S.  3899)  to  defray  the  cost  of  returning  to  the 
United  States  the  remains,  families,  and  effects  of  oflScers  and 
employees  dying  abroad,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  macted.  etc..  That  In  case  any  civilian  officer  or  employee 
of  the  United  States  die*  (1)  while  In  a  travel  status  away  from 
bis  official  station  In  the  United  States,  or  (2)  whUe  performing 
official  duties  In  a  Territory  or  possession  of  the  United  States  or 
in  a  foreign  coimtry  or  In  transit  thereto  or  therefrom,  the  head 
of  the  department.  Independent  establishment,  agency,  or  federally 
owned  or  controlled  corporation,  hereinafter  caUed  department,  in 
the  service  of  which  such  officer  or  employee  was  engaged,  is 
hereby  authorized,  under  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  the 
President  and  except  as  otherwise  provided  by  law.  to  pay  from 
the  appropriation  available  for  the  activity  in  which  he  was 
engaged — 

(a)  In  case  of  the  death  of  the  officer  or  employee  In  such  travel 
status  in  the  United  States,  or  in  the  case  of  the  death  of  the 
officer  or  employee  while  performing  official  duties  in  a  Territory 
or  possession  of  the  United  States  or  in  a  foreign  cotmtry  or  In 
transit  thereto  or  therefrom,  the  expenses  of  preparing  and  trans- 
porting the  remains  of  such  officer  or  employee  to  his  hc«ne  or 
official  station  or  such  other  place  as  the  head  of  the  department 
concerned  shall  determine  to  be  the  appropriate  place  of  inter- 
ment. 

(b)  In  case  of  the  death  of  the  officer  or  employee  while  per- 
fcMinlng  official  duties  In  a  Territory  or  possession  of  the  United 
States  or  In  a  foreign  country  or  In  transit  thereto  or  therefrom. 
the  transportation  expenses  of  his  dependents,  including  expenses 
Incurred  In  packing,  crating,  drayage.  and  transportation  of  house- 
hold effects  and  other  personal  property  to  his  former  home  or 
such  other  place  as  the  head  of  the  department  shall  determine. 

Sec.  2.  '^e  benefits  of  section  1  at  this  act  shall  not  be  denied 
In  any  case  on  the  ground  that  Jche  deceased  was  temporarily 
absent  from  duty  when  death  occtA-ed. 

Sfc.  3.  This  act  shaU  become  effective  60  days  after  Its  enact- 
ment. I 

BOARD   OF  INDETERICNATE   SENTENCE  AND   PAROLE 

The  bill  <H.  R.  9210)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  Board  of  Indeterminate  Sentence  and  Parole  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  to  determine  its  functions,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  approved  July  15,  1932,  and  for  other 
inirposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ADOPTION   IN   THE   DISTRICT   OF   COLUMBIA 

The  biU  (H.  R.  7084)  to  amend  the  acT^t|tled  "An  act  to 
regulate  proceedings  in  adoption  in  the  Disti;ict  of  Columbia,** 
approved  August  25,  1937,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

I  AMOS  B.  COLE 

The  bill  (S.  1560)  for  the  relief  of  Amos  B.  Cole  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  are  authorized  and  directed  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
relief  from  the  policemen  and  firemen's  relief  fund.  District  of 
Columbia,  to  Amos  B.  Cole,  formerly  a  member  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  In  the  same  manner 
and  to  the  same  extent  as  if  the  said  Amos  B.  Cole  had,  while  a 
member  of  such  Department,  become  so  permanently  disabled 
through  an  Injury  received  or  disease  contracted  in  line  of  duty  as 
to  Incapacitate  him  for  the  pterformance  of  duty. 

Sec.  2  For  the  ptirposes  of  this  act  the  rate  of  salary  received  by 
the  said  Amos  B.  Cole  on  the  date  of  his  separation  from  such 
Department  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  rate  of  salary  received  at 
the  date  of  retirement. 

PARKING  AtrrOMOBILES  IN  THE  MTTNICIPAL  CENTER 

The  bill  (S.  3663)  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  provide  for  the  parking  of  automo- 
biles in  the  mimicipal  center  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  Sen- 
ate will  consider  an  identical  bill  which  has  today  been 
messaged  over  from  the  other  House. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9115)  to  authorize 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  provide  for 
the  parking  of  automobiles  in  the  municipal  center,  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  3663  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

CODE   OF   LAWS   FOR    THE   DISTRICT   OF  COLUMBIA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3533)  au- 
thorizing the  appointment  of  a  commission  to  prepare  a  new 
code  of  laws  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
with  amendments,  on  page  1,  line  3,  after  the  word  "five"  to 
strike  out  "not  less  than  four  of  whom  shall  be  members  of 
the  bar  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  not  less  than  three  of  whom  shall 
have  had  at  least  10  years'  continuous  actual  practice  before 
said  court  immediately  prior  to  appointment":  on  page  1, 
line  9,  after  the  word  "States"  to  strike  out  'by  and  with  the 
approval  of  the  majority  of  the  membership  of  said  court 
sitting  in  general  term";  on  page  2.  line  11.  after  the  name 
"United  States"  to  strike  out  "and  to  said  court  for  considera- 
tion"; on  line  14,  after  the  name  "United  States"  to  strike 
out  "and  by  said  court  sitting  in  general  term";  on  page  3, 
line  5,  after  "States"  to  strike  out  "shall"  and  insert  "may"; 
after  line  10  to  strike  out  section  4,  as  follows: 

See.  4.  There  Is  hereby  appropriated  and  aUocated  to  the  At- 
torney General  of  the  United  States,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated,  a  sum 
sufficient  to  cover  the  compensation  of  said  conunisslooi  dtirlng 
Its  fiirst  year. 

And  to  insert  a  new  section  4.  as  follows: 

Sec.  4.  There  la  hereby  authorised  to  be  appropriated  and 
allocated  to  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  a  sum 
stifflcient  to  cover  the  compensation  of  said  commission  during 
the  first  year,  said  sum  to  be  prorated  as  follows:  40  percent  from 
the  funds  of  the  United  State's  not  otherwise  appropriated,  and 
60  percent  from  the  funds  In  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  not  otherwise  appropriated. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  a  commission  of  five  shall  ^e  appointed 
by  the  Attorney  Oeneral  of  the  United  States  to  prepare  a  Code 
of  Laws  for  the  District  of  Columbia  with  complete  Index  thereto. 
Such  code,  so  far  as  practicable,  shall  be  a  restatement  of  the  laws, 
general  and  permanent  In  their  nature,  relating  to  or  In  force  tn 
the  District  of  Columbia,  together  with  such  modifications  thereof, 
amendments  thereto,  and  such  new  legislation  as  may  seem  de- 
sirable or  necessary,  except  such  laws  as  are  of  application  In  the 
District  of  Columbia  by  reason  of  being  laws  of  the  United  States, 
general  and  permanent  in  their  nature.  Such  code  shall  be  pre- 
pared in  sections  and  shall  be  presented  by  sections  to  the  At- 
torney Oeneral  of  the  United  States,  and  upon  completion  thereof, 
and  upon  being  approved  by  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  such  code  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  for  adoption 
as  the  code  for  the  District  of  Columbia.  Said  commission  shaU 
complete  It  work  and  make  Its  final  report  within  3  years  from 
the  date  of  Its  organization  unless  Its  tenure  be  extended  by  the 
Attorney  General   of   the  United  States. 

Sxc.  2.  Each  member  of  the  commission  shall  receive  an  annual 
salary  of  $6,000,  payable  semimonthly.  The  Attorney  Oeneral  of 
the  United  States  may  remove  any  member  of  the  commission  and 
fUl  any  vacsmcy  In  the  manner  hereinbefore  provided  for  original 
appointments. 

Sec.  3.  The  Attorney  Oeneral  of  the  United  States  shall  assign 
and  set  apart  for  the  use  of  the  commission  suitable  quarters  in 
the  Department  of  Justice  Building  or  elsewhere  and  the  com- 
mission shall  have  the  free  use  of  the  postal  faculties.  The 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  may  assign  to  the  com- 
mission such  law  clerks,  stenographers,  and  other  assistants  aa 
the  commission  shall  deem  necessary  and  at  such  compensation 
as  the  Attorney  Oeneral  shall  determine  and  shall  fix.  The  Attor- 
ney Oeneral  shall  also  supply  the  commlaslon  with  necessary  office 
equipment,  typewriters,  and  supplies. 

Sec.  4.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  and 
allocated  to  the  Attorney  Oeneral  of  the  United  States  a  sum 
sufficient  to  cover  the  compensation  of  said  commission  during 
the  first  year,  said  sum  to  be  prorated  as  follows:  40  percent  from 
the  funds  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated,  and 
60  percent  from  the  funds  in  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the 
District  of  Colimibia  not  otherwise  appropriated. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

NAVAL  EXFAlVSIOir 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8026)  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 
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Vt.  KDfO.    ICr.  President,  Is  this  a  naval  expansion  trill? 

Mr.  WALSH.    Yes:  it  is  a  naval  expansion j bill. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  think  we  should  have  some  explanation  of 
the  bill,  but  I  do  not  think  we  should  take^i  the  bill  up  now 
under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement.    / 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  think  it  would  be  weU  to  have  the  bill 
passed  over  at  thii  time. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  should  be  glad  to  Join  the  Senator  in  an 
effort  to  have  the  bill  taken  up  at  an  appropriate  time. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

RKUsr  or  sxTTLns  in  kktchitii,  n>AHO 

The  bill  (8.  1251)  for  the  relief  of  certain  settlers  In  the 
town  site  of  Ketchum,  Idaho,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  Jind  passed, 
as  follows:  iC 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  If,  within  3  years  from  the  date  of 
•Mwtment  ot  this  act.  It  shaU  be  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Saeretary  of  the  Interior  that  any  lot  in  the  town  site  of  Ketchvun, 
Idaho,  as  shown  on  the  official  plat  thereof  on  file  In  the  Oenera! 
Land  Office,  has  been  held  In  good  faith  In  peaceful,  adverse  po«- 
MMlon  by  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  his  ancestors  or  grantors, 
for  more  than  10  years  ilext  preceding  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  act  under  claim  or  dblor  of  title,  and  that  dtiring  such  time 
valuable  improvements  have  been  placed  on  such  lot*  or  taxes 
levied  on  such  lot  have  been  paid,  the  Secretary  m^.  In  hla 
discretion  and  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  pre- 
•crlbe.  cause  a  patent  for  such  lot  to  issue  to  such  citizen,  upon 
payment  therefor  of  such  price  not  less  than  the  minimum  pro- 
vided In  sections  2384  and  2385  of  the  United  States  Revised  Stat- 
utes, as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary,  without  requiring  a  show- 
ing of  privity  with  any  persons  enUtled  to  purchase  the  lot  as  a 
preemption  under  section  2383.  United  States  Revised  Statutes: 
i»rorMl«d,  That  notice  of  Intention  to  purchase  the  lot  under 
the  provisions  of  this  act  Is  posted  for  a  period  of  30  days  In  the 
land  office  for  the  district  in  which  the  town  site  is  situated 
and  Is  published  once  a  week  for  fo\ir  consecutive  weeks  in  some 
newspaper  designated  by  the  Secretary  and  that  no  valid  protest 
Is  filed  against  such  purchase. 

KXPBQDXTCnOM  OF  PBOTOGBAPHS  OF  NATIOKAL  PARK  SCINEBY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  769)  au- 
thorizing the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  furnish  mats  for 
the  reproduction  in  magazines  and  newspapers  of  photo- 
graphs of  national-park  scenery,  which  had  been  reported 
frwn  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys  with 
amendment,  on  page  2.  line  5,  after  the  word  "for"  to  strike 
out  "each  fiscal  year,  beginlng  with";  on  line  6.  to  strike 
out  "June  30.  1940.  a  sum  not  in  excess  of  $5,000  for  the 
purpose."  and  to  insert.  "June  30,  1941.  the  sum  of  $3  000 
for  the  purpose",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

i-fl*  'LT^ff' ***•  f* *^  •  ■"**'  *^  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  author- 
laed  and  directed  to  have  prepared  mats  which  may  be  used  for 
the  rei»oductlon  in  osagazlnes  and  newspapers  of  photographs  of 
such  of  the  scenery  in  the  national  parks  as.  In  the  pinion  of 
^t^t^-  T°"^**  **  °^  Interest  to  the  people  of  the  United 
2?h!f„i.^K  J^^^^  nations.  Any  such  mats  may  be  furnished, 
^o^.L  .^w*""*  t?^Z'  ^^""^  regulations  as  the  Secretary  may 
SfT^  K,^  ^  publishers  of  magazines,  newspapers,  and  an? 
other  publications  which  may  carry  photographic  VTproductlons. 
n^J^.S?  '*,^*«^y  authorteed  to  be  appropriated  for  the 

Sr^rZ!.^/"^°i'''^^i°-  ***^-  *^«  "^  o^  ♦3,000  for  the  purpose 
ot  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  act.  i'-^i^wo 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

TITUt  TO  COASTAL  SXTBMXRGED  LANDS 

The  Joint  resoluUon  (S.  J.  Res.  92)  declaring  the  conser- 
vation  of  petroleum   deposits   underlying   submerged   lands 
adjacent  to  and  along  the  coast  of  California  below  low- 
water  mark  and  under  the  territorial  waters  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  essenUal  for  national  defense,  maintenance 
of  the  Navy,  and  regulation  and  protecUon  erf  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce;  reserving  the  same  as  a  naval  petroleum 
"!!^^^'.w^^^''^  '°  ^^  superior  vested  right.  Utle,  or  interest: 
and  authorizing  appropriate  judicial  proceedings  to  assert 
ascertain,  establish,  and  maintain  the  right  and  interest  of 
thcUnited  States  of  America  in  such  reserve,  and  to  eject 
trwpassers  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
Skvkbal  Sxnatoss.    Over.    Over 

.^J^?!?*^^^;    ^-  President,  several  objections  have 
already  been  registered  to  the  consideraUon  of  this  Joint 


resolution,  but  I  wish  to  say  that  it  Is  a  measm^  which  seeks 
to  instruct  the  Attorney  General  to  bring  suit  for  title  to 
coastal  submerged  lands.  Of  course  it  would  affect  the  in- 
terests of  every  State  in  the  Union  whkh  touches  on  the 
seacoast. 

The  Attorney  General  now  has  the  authority,  if  the 
United  States  has  any  interest  In  saeh  lands,  to  iHing  the 
suits  contemplated/  and  the  only  purpose  of  having  the 
measure  passed  \)v  the  Congress  is  to  give  color  and  con- 
gressional sanction  to  some  sort  of  asserted  right  or  title  to 
these  lands.  I  do  not  think  It  Is  Just  or  right  for  the  Congress 
to  seek  to  declare  as  a  matter  of  law  that  the  United  States 
Government  owns  these  lands. 

A  year  ago.  in  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Survesrs. 
the  Department  of  the  Navy  boldly  and  openly  charged  that 
the  Government  not  only  had  the  title  to  these  lands,  but 
that  if  it  did  not  have  the  title,  it  had,  in  the  Interest  of  na- 
Uonal  defense,  a  right  to  take  the  lands  without  any  com- 
pensaUon  whatever.  That  is  the  spirit  that  is  behind  the 
measure.  Of  course,  we  are  going  to  resist  it.  The  joint 
resolution  now  before  us  is  a  diluted  and  dehorned  form  of 
the  original  measiire.  I  congratulate  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic lands  and  Surveys,  of  which  my  distinguished  friend  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  AsamsI  Is  chairman,  for  the 
operation  on  the  measure  as  far  as  it  went,  but  it  did  not  go 
far  enough.    The  Senator  should  cut  off  its  head. 

I  register  my  protest  and  my  objection  to  the  measure,  and 
I  hope  Senators  from  other  States  wlU  afl  be  present  when 
the  calendar  is  next  called,  because  on  a  former  occasion 
without  anyone  knowing  what  was  in  the  measure  it  sUpped 
through  the  Senate  and  went  over  to  the  House  and  had 
to  be  killed  in  the  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  being  heard    the 
Joint  resolution  will  be  passed  oyer. 

LAUHA  TRICK  CONVEESX 

The  bill  fS.  3887)  for  the  relief  of  Laura  Trice  Converse 

7^/!^*t'fu°''^"^'^  ^  ^  engrossed  for  a  thh-d  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasurv  Im    utih 

in  the^?r?a^uA"  no/^e^f  ''^^'^  ^^7    ou^TSy^^S? 
veri   wlJow  ^C^w^A  "TS^  appropriated,  to  Laura  Trtce  Con! 

J^of  her  deceased  husband  who  died  whU^S   th?  ioS^^ 
rvm-TKAR  FISHEWneS  BXnLDIHG   PSOGXAM 

The  bill  (S.  1492)  to  provide  for  a  5-year  building  oroirram 
Zi^  o'ider.'*  ^"^"^^  ^^^"  "'  "^^^^  ^^  a^ounc°S^ 
tiofof'Jh^S^-    ^•^-^^-t.maywehaveanexplana- 

Mr.  BILBO.    This  bill  was  introduced  by  the  Senator  from 

^tlJe  V,J^- ^^"™.'-    ItismiinewithahiUwmchpI^d 
at  the  last  session  setting  up  a  5-year  program  for  th^cS- 
sUiictlon  of  fish  hatcheries  throughout^he^ni^d  St^?^ 
The  President  vetoed  the  bill  passed  last  y^ 

ti^^Tj!^^^^'  ^  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield. 
the  Department  recommended  against  the  WIl  this  yeaT  It 
authorizes   the  appropriation  of  a  very  la^e^^t  of 

r,?o  ti?i^e^a\tji"i^  -  r ''  -  --  i^ir^r^i 

^IT^^^^^"^'    ^^^-«-  ^^^  ^eard.  the 

ALASKAN  INTERNATIONAL  HIGHWAT  COMKISSIOW 

T*e  bill   (H.  R.  9271)    to  extend  the  existence  of  the 

4^t?s"a^^?^rXr  ''^^"^^  Commission'f^'^^'a^dJtioSS 
♦  J^  ^.  °  °^^^^  purposes  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed^^ 

ms.  A.   R.  BARNARD  AKD  OTHERS 

*J^^  ,w  ^f  w^''^  ^  "^^^  »°  «^  entiUed  "An  act  for 
Sfn«w  w  °L^-  ^-  ^-  ^^^  Charles  A.  Stephei^ 
Donald  W.  Prairie,  and  dependents  of  Vern  A.  Ne^J^ 
approved  July  15.  1939.  was  consider^,  or^^t^lf  S- 


»TA1<> 


r*r\'Krr<T>'c>aoir\\j  AT    T>T7»/^rk"m^      c»t7"xt  a  m-ci 


Vr  . Ars 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


7011 


grossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  of  July  15,  1939  (Private,  No. 
95.  76th  Cong..  1st  sess).  is  amended  by  striking  out  all  of  that 
port.on  thereof  reading  "and  the  sum  of  95.000  to  Mrs.  Vern  A. 
Needles,  Newport,  Oreg.,  widow  of  Vern  A.  Needles,  who,  as  a 
member  of  the  crew  of  the  motorboat  M.  E.  Sloan,  was  drowned 
when  such  motorboat  was  capsized  and  destroyed  as  aforesaid: 
Provided",  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  "and  the  sum  of 
$2,500  to  Mrs.  Vern  A.  Needles,  Newport.  Oreg.,  widow,  and  the 
sum  of  $2,500  to  Charles  V.  Needles,  minor  son  of  Vern  A. 
Needles,  who,  as  a  member  of  the  crew  of  the  motorboat  M.  E. 
Sloan,  was  drowned  when  such  motorboat  was  capsized  and  de- 
stroyed as  aforesaid:  Provided,  That  payment  of  the  last-named 
amount  shall  be  made  to  the  legal  guardian  of  Charles  V.  Needles, 
for  his  use  and  benefit:  Provided  further". 

R2XIXF  OF  DISBURSING  OFFICERS  OF  THK  CIVIL  WORKS  ADMINISTRA- 
TION 

The  bill  (S.  3868)  for  the  relief  of  certain  former  dis- 
bursing oflBcers  for  the  Civil  Works  Administration  and  the 
Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration  was  considered, 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  allow  credit 
In  the  accounts  of  disbursing  officers  for  payments  made  In  good 
faith  on  public  account  from  appropriations  made  available  to  the 
Civil  Works  Administration  and  the  Federal  Einergency  Relief 
Administration  for  expenditure,  notwithstanding  the  failure  to 
comply  with  requirements  of  existing  law  or  regulations:  Pro- 
vided, That  the  Commissioner  of  Work  Projects  or  hla  duly  author- 
ised representative  shall  certify  that  the  payments  appear  to  be 
free  from  fraud  or  collusion  on  the  part  of  the  disbursing  officer 
making  the  payment. 

Sbc.  2.  No  charge  shall  be  made  against  the  certifying  officer  for 
the  amount  of  any  payment  for  which  credit  shall  be  allowed 
under  the  preceding  section  where  the  Commissioner  of  Work 
Projects  or  his  duly  authorized  representative  certifies  that  the 
payment  appears  to  have  been  made  without  fraud  or  coUusion  on 
the  part  of  the  certifying  officer. 

ESTATE  OF  LEWIS  MARION  GARRARD  HALS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4349)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Lewis 
Marion  Oarrard  Hale  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

KELIEF  OF  EMPLOYEES  OF  THE  NATIONAL  REEMPLOTHENT  SERVICE 

The  bill  (S.  3978)  for  the  relief  of  certain  former  em- 
ployees of  the  National  Reemployment  Service  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  John  Brown  Bethea,  Jr., 
the  sum  of  $247.55;  to  Oliver  Hardy  Stone  the  sum  of  $78.26;  to 
Mamie  Boiling  Ham  the  sum  of  $71.14;  to  Grover  Cleveland  Harris, 
Jr..  the  sum  of  $95.14;  to  Katherine  Diffly  the  sum  of  $42.83;  to 
Irene  Scott  Boyd  the  sum  of  $31.33;  to  Samuel  Earle  Greene  the 
sum  of  $8371;  to  Franklin  Millard  Hoiiston  the  sum  ot  $136.71; 
to  John  Henry  Jones  the  simi  ot  $211.57;  to  David  Lloyd  Halrston 
the  sum  of  $7586;  to  William  Francis  Russell  the  sum  of  $78.14; 
to  Herbert  Spence  Sutton  the  stun  of  $299  58;  to  Lloyd  William 
Taylor  the  sum  of  $63.75;  to  Shelby  Chadwick  Patton  the  sum 
of  $139.02;  to  John  Burns  Wood  the  stun  of  $9332;  such  sums  being 
in  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for  ac- 
crued annual  leave  while  claimants  were  In  the  employ  of  the 
National  Reemployment  Service:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shaU  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  smd  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU 
be  fined  in  any  stun  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

LAV^TRENCB  T.  POST  AND  OTHERS 

The  bill  (S.  3916)  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence  T.  Post,  G.  P. 
Allen,  and  D.  Buddrus  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  allow 
credit  to  Dr.  Lawrence  T.  Post,  consioltant  in  the  Indian  Service, 
and  to  tllow  credit  in  the  accounts  of  G.  F.  Allen,  chief  disbursing 
officer,  and  D.  Buddrus.  formerly  cashier  and  certifying  officer  of  the 
Five  Civilized  Tribes  Agency,  Mtiskogee.  Okla.,  for  the  amoimt  of 
$04.56,  representing  per  diem  and  travel  expenses  paid  to  said 
Lawrence  T.  Post  for  the  period  June  8  to  June  21.  1938,  Incluilve. 


X.    M.    COOK    AND    OTHERS 

The  bill  (S.  3351)  for  the  relief  of  I.  M.  Cooke.  J.  J.  Allen, 
and  the  Radiator  Specialty  Co.  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  May  we  have  an  explanation  of  this? 
If  not.  let  it  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President.  I  have 
talked  with  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellar]  in 
regard  to  Senate  bill  3351.  Calendar  No.  1690.  in  which  I  am 
interested.  The  bill  has  been  favorably  reported  by  the 
Claims  Committee.  * 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  withdraw  my  objection 
to  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  title  of  the  bill  will  be 
stated  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislattve  Clerk.  A  bUl  (S.  3351)  for  the  relief  of 
I.  M.  Cook.  J.  J.  Allen,  and  the  Radiator  Specialty  Co. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Claims,  with  amendments,  on  page  1.  line  5.  after  the  initials 
"I.  M.".  to  strike  out  "Cooke"  and  Insert  "Cook";  tmd  on 
page  2.  line  2,  after  the  words  "known  £is  the"  to  strike  out 
"Cooke"  and  insert  "Cook,"  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasiiry  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  jjay,  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  I.  M.  Cook  of  Char- 
lotte. N.  C,  the  simi  of  $10,890.54;  to  J.  J.  Allen  of  Charlotte. 
N.  C,  the  sum  of  $9,275.34;  and  to  the  Radiator  Specialty  Co. 
of  Charlotte,  N.  C,  the  sum  of  $1,500  in  fuU  satisfaction  of 
their  respective  claims  against  the  United  States  for  compensatldn 
for  losses  sustained  by  them  by  reason  of  a  fire  which  destroyed  a 
buUding,  known  as  the  Cook  Body  Co.  Building,  in  Char- 
lotte, N.  C,  in  December  1938;  such  fire  having  started  from  an 
oU  stove  m  a  part  of  such  building  which  was  occupied  by  the 
Works  Progress  Administration:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amoimt  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim, 
and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  I.  M.  Cook,  J.  J.  Allen,  and  the  Radiator  Specialty  Co." 

COMPROMISE  or  STTTTS  ON  CONTRACTS  OF  INST7RANCB 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2679)  to 
amend  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1934,  as 
amended,  with  respect  to  the  authority  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  compromise  suits  on  certain  contracts  of  Insur- 
ance, which  was  read,  as  follows: 

Be  it  eruieted,  etc..  That  the  sixth  paragraph  following  the  sub- 
title "Vetenms*  Administration"  in  the  first  section  of  the  Inde- 
pendent Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1934,  as  amended,  Is  amended 
by  striking  out  the  words  "yearly,  renewable  term  insurance"  and 
inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  words  "yearly  renewable  term  insur- 
ance or  United  States  Goverzunent  life  insurance  (converted 
Insurance)". 

Mr.  KING.    Let  us  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  merely  gives  au- 
thority to  the  Attorney  General  to  approve  compromises  of 
suits  or  actions  on  converted  life  insurance  held  by  vet- 
erans. The  same  authority  was  conferred  upon  the  Attorney 
General  so  far  as  war-risk  insurance  was  concerned,  and 
this  merely  extends  the  authority  to  make  compromises  of 
suits  when  brought  upon  the  ordinary  life  or  converted  life 
policies. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reacBxig. 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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AXMT  PROMOTION  STSTOf — COVTtXESCt  KXPORT 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  submitted  the  foUowlng  report,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9243) 
to  provide  for  the  promotion  of  promotion-list  officers  of  the  Army 
after  specified  years  of  service  In  grade,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follbws: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  niimbered  L  3.  8. 
and  4.  ^ 

MORKIS  Shkpparo. 
«  ROBT.    R.    Rttnolds. 

Elbest  D.  Thomas. 
Warbzn  R.  AxTsmf . 
Styles  BamcES, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
A.  J.  Mat. 

EWIKG  TBOMASOM. 

Dow  W.  Haktsr. 
^  L.  C.  Akends. 

Thos.  E.  Maktiw, 
Chas.  H.  Elston, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

TAXIS  ON  LAND  UNDER  FEDERAL  JURISDICTION 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6687)  to  authorize  the  levy  of  State. 
Territory,  and  District  of  Columbia  taxes  upon,  with  respect 
to.  or  measured  by  sales,  purchases,  or  use  of  tangible  personal 
property  or  upon  sellers,  purchasers,  or  users  of  such  property 
measured  by  sales,  purchases,  or  use  thereof  occurring  in 
United  States  national  parks,  military  and  other  reservations 
or  sites  over  which  the  United  States  Government  may  have 
Jurisdiction,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a  rather  important 
bJU.  It  authorizes  the  levy  of  sales  and  use  taxes  on  personal 
property  where  such  sales  or  uses  take  place  within  military 
reservations,  army  posts,  and  so  forth.  I  think  the  bUl  ought 
to  go  over  until  It  can  be  more  fully  considered 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  wiU  go  over  under 
objection. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  a  memorandum  was  sent  me 
by  the  Navy  Department  making  certain  objections  to  the 
bill,  and  I  will  discuss  the  matter  with  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  biU  has  been  very  carefully  con- 
sidered. I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  and 
the  subcommittee  considering  the  bill  was  fully  advised  of 
the  objections  by  the  Navy  Department.  I  have  an  amend- 
ment which  I  wm  offer  at  the  proper  time  which  I  think 
possibly  will  meet  the  Department's  objection. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  does  the  bill  provide  for 
a  general  sales  tax? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  it  merely  permits  the  States  to  col- 
lect a  sales  tax  on  sales  that  are  made  within  a  reservation 
which  lies  within  the  extraterritorial  jurisdiction  of  the 
1.  f^"  K  .  ^  '*?'  intended  to  confer  any  power  upon  the 
State,  but  simply  to  relieve  the  situation  that  now  prevents 
the  coUecUon.    I  think  the  bill  should  go  over  P'^^^°*« 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  has  already  been 
passed  over.  «"cmij^  uccn 

T  ^-GEORGE.    I  think  the  biH  should  be  considered  and 
?uJ^  "°''*  to  take  It  up  at  the  first  reasonable  Vpj^r- 

Mr.  BILBO.     In  connection  with  House  bill  6687    I  er- 

K!®J?H  J;°^  "?f  '^^  ^°*^^  '^  Georgia  will  ^eek  at 
the   earhest   possible   opportunity   to   call   the   bill   up  for 

^e  Se  siesLT''"'  '  "^'^^  '"^  "^  "^^^  «^^»  -^^ 
rnS^'S?^''''^'^    ^ebm  has  been  passed  over 

APPLICATIONS   UNDER    WORLD   WAR    ADJUSTB)    COMPENSATION   ACT 

ITie  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill   (S    1910)    to 

S^  ^l  ^^  ^"^  ^*^^^  applicauons  for  benefl"  unde? 
the  World  War  Adjusted  Compensation  Act  Is  amP^pS 
may  be  filed,  which  had  been  reported  ?rom  Thf  cSS 
on  Fmance  with  an  amendment,  on  page  1.  llneT^lS 


"January  2,"  to  strike  out  "1950"  and  to  Insert  "1945".  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  sections  2.  3.  and  4  of  Public  Law  Na 
812,  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  approved  August  23,  1935,  are  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  "January  2,  1940"  wherever  It  appears  la 
such  sections  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "January  2.  1945." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CONTINUATION   OF   STTTDT   OF   TEUEGRAPH   INDtTSTRY 

The  resoluUon  (S.  Res.  268)  continuing  the  authority  for 
a  study  of  the  telegraph  industry  in  the  United  States  was 
considered  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  Senate  Resolution  95.  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  flrrt 
session,  agreed  to  June  19.  1939.  directing  a  study  of  the  telegraph 
Industry  and  certain  other  matters.  Is  hereby  continued  in  full 
force  and  effect  during  the  acMlons,  recesses,  and  adjourned  period* 
of  the  Senate  in  the  Seventy-aeventh  Congress,  and  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  Commerce  is  hereby  authorized  to  expend  from  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  diirlng  such  sessions,  recesses,  and 
adjourned  periods,  the  amounts  authorized  for  said  purposes. 

DOCTOH'S  DAT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  Joint  resolution  (S.  J. 
Res.  256)  designating  a  day  to  be  observed  as  Doctor's  Day. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
author  of  the  joint  resolution  if  there  is  any  particular  kind 
of  doctor  he  has  in  mind? 

Mr.  BILBO.  If  the  Senator  had  been  In  the  Chamber  at 
the  time  I  delivered  an  address  on  the  Joint  resolutldn,  he 
woUd  have  heard  my  explanation  that  the  measure  applies 
primarily  to  the  family  doctor.  It  applies  also  to  all  mem- 
bers of  the  medical  profession  to  whom  humanity  Is  Indebted. 
It  does  not  Include  horse  doctors. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint  resolution  (S   J   Res 
256)  designating  a  day  to  be  observed  as  Doctor's  Day  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

^^.V^l"^^'  ''^'  V^}  *^^  ^'^  '^^y  °'  ^"^^  'n  each  year  is  hereby 
d^^nated,  and  shall  hereafter  be  known  as.  Doctor's  Day.  in  ^m- 
memoratlon  of  the  great  sacrlflccs  ai^d  untiring  efforts  and  devotion 
of  the  members  of  the  medical  profession  In  ^rformlng  the^  dut? 
to  humanity  by  caring  for  the  sick  and  Inji^  m  tim^Tof  Sdll 

lir  anrcaTai^o^S.  ^''"^  °^  ^'^^^^'  -"'  -S^thlrX 
Sec.  2.  The  President  is  authorized  and  requested  to  Iscue  an- 

Si"^&'thTgn,feS"s°tntr"^"^  "P°"  °"^^^«  ofThrSol^ernmTnt"?^ 
aispiay  the  United  States  flag  on  such  day  and  Invltlnir  the  nonniA 

Of  the  United  States  to  observe  such  day  i  an  approp?fa4''mK!^ 
ADMISSION  OF  CERTAIN  PERSONS  TO  ST.  ELIZABETHS  HOSPITAL 

iti^L.k"^  J^-  ^-  ^^'^^^  ""^^^'^^  ^  the  admission  to  St 
Huabeths  Hospital  of  persons  resident  or  domicUed  in  the 

ST^J^f  ^^""^  5  ^^  "°^'^^  S^^^^«  ^as  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  readmg.  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

er^nf^/h  ^^^  ^^J!?^  ^^^^ring  approval  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 

Itet^  for  l?^^l?!  '"^^  '°  if "^  P^^^-'^^^*^  ^y  ^^  united 
otSpfri^il  ^"°"  °'  P"^"^  buildings  thereon,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next  In  order 

thJf  th^^h^-  ^:,P^^dent,  I  have  been  requested  to  ask 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over.  «  «^  ««* 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

JAMES  G.   BAILEY 

The  bill   (H.  R.  4394)    granting  a  pension  to  James  O 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

Ch'StopL'c"  5,Jf  °'  ""^^'^  *^  ^'^  0'  P«^on  to 

Mr  Mc£^j^^^°i  was  announced  as  next  in  order, 
is  ^^S^:^,  ^-  ^«id"^t.  I  am  told  that  this  Item     • 

Sie^^e^^.^f.'*  ^  *  ^"""'^  P^^^°°  »>*".  but  inasmuch  as 
the  House  l^a^y  passed  the  bill  would  It  not  be  better 
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Mr.  MINTON.  I  am  very  reliably  informed  that  it  is 
within  the  provisions  of  House  bill  7733.  Calendar  No.  1595. 
irtiich  was  unanimously  passed  by  the  Senate. 

liir.  McKELLAR.  Let  the  bill  be  passed  over  until  we  can 
ascertain  the  situation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  be  passed  pver 
without  prejudice. 

TRANSFER  OF  CERTAIN  INDIAN  LANDS  TO  GRAND  RIVER  DAM  AUTHORITT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7901)  to  transfer  certain  Indian  lands  to 
the  Grand  River  Dam  Authority,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

CRIME  OF  TRAIN  WRECKINO 

The  bin  (S.  3202)  to  make  It  a  crime  to  wreck  or  attempt  to 
wreck  a  train  engaged  in  interstate  commerce  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  This  bill  is  identical  with 
House  bill  8086.  Without  objection,  the  House  bill  will  be 
substituted  for  the  Senate  biU.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  8086)  to  make  it  a 
crime  to  wreck  or  attempt  to  wreck  a  train  engaged  in  Inter- 
state commerce  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  Senate 
bill  3202  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

AMENDMENT   OF  ACTS   PERTAINING    TO   THE   COAST    GUARD 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9553)  to  amend  and  clarify  certain  acts  per- 
taining to  the  Coast  Guard,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  T^thout  objectipn,  an  iden- 
tical Senate  bill,  S.  3865,  will  be  indefinitely  postponed, 

Mr.  KING.  Mr,  President,  before  that  measure  Is  finally 
disposed  of  I  should  like  to  Inquire  whether  the  bill  creates 
new  officers  in  the  Coast  Guard  with  increased  salaries. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee on  the  Coast  Guard  of  the  Senate  Conunerce 
Committee.  We  held  a  hearing  on  the  bill,  and  Admiral 
Waesche,  Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guard,  came  before  the 
committee  and  testified  i)ersonally.  The  bill  has  the  favorable 
recommendation  of  the  Treasury  Department  and  relates 
only  to  certain  technical  adjustments  relative  to  promotion 
and  status,  and  the  hke,  inside  the  Coast  Guard.  I  certainly 
hope  there  will  be  no  objection. 

Mr.  KING.    There  Is  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  has  already  been 
passed. 

JOINT  RESOLUTION  PASSED  OVER 

The  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  537)  to  make  temQorary 
emergency  provision  for  the  determination  of  foreign  con- 
struction costs  under  section  502  (b)  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act.  1936.  as  amended,  was  annoimced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  inquire,  with  respect  to  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 537,  whether.  In  the  light  of  the  construction  of  ships 
and  war  materials,  and  what  not,  this  would  be  any  impedi- 
ment or  obstruction,  or  would  interfere  In  any  way  with  any 
plan  that  might  be  devised  to  expedite  the  program  for 
national  defense? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has 
asked  any  members  of  the  Commerce  Committee  who  may  be 
present,  or  any  Senators  familiar  with  House  Joint  Resolution 
537.  Calendar  No.  1709,  which  is  identical  with  Calendar  No. 
1722,  kindly  to  give  an  explanation. 

Mr.  KING.  A  Senator  who  is  absent  from  the  Chamber 
requested  that  I  ask  that  Calendar  No.  1709  and  Calendar  No. 
1722.  covering  Identical  bills,  go  over.  I  have  no  knowledge 
with  respect  to  the  matter  myself. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  ask  that  they  be  tem- 
porarily passed  over? 

Mr.  KING.  Yes;  at  the  request  of  another  Senator  tem- 
porarily called  from  the  Chamber. 


•nie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  objection  House  Joint 
Resolution  537  and  Senate  Joint  Resolution  255.  being  identi- 
cal measures,  will  be  passed  over. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  2753)  to  amend  part  I  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act,  as  amended,  with  resi>ect  to  the  use  of  refrigerator 
cars,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Several  Senators.    Over.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

CAPT.  VICTOR  GONDOS.  JR. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6681)  granting  a  pension  to  Capt.  Victor 
Oondos.  Jr.,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PAYMENTS  IN  CONNECTION  WITH  CONSERVATION  LANDS 

The  bill  (S,  1717)  to  revise  the  method  of  determining  the 
payments  to  be  made  by  the  United  States  to  the  several 
States  with  respect  to  conservation  lands  subject  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  very  much  to 
have  that  particular  bill  exidained  before  we  act  on  it  while 
considering  measures  on  the  Unanimous  Consent  Calendar. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  the  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to 
require  the  Federal  Government,  in  the  case  of  purchased 
land,  which  is  now  under  the  control  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  as  set  out  in  subsection  2  of  the  bill,  to  contribute 
to  the  support  of  schools,  where  the  Government  has  taken 
over  practically  all  the  iand  subject  to  taxation,  and  only  a 
few  farms  are  paying  taxes  in  the  particular  territory.  PVjt 
instance,  in  two  districts  in  Perry  County,  Miss.,  more  than 
90  percent  of  the  land  has  been  bought  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, and  10  percent  of  the  land  has  to  bear  the  burden 
of  construction  and  maintenance  of  roads,  to  some  extent  the 
payment  of  interest  on  bonds,  the  payment  of  teachers,  and 
all  other  expenses  for  maintenance  of  the  schools.  In  some 
counties  in  my  State  so  much  land  has  been  taken  over  by 
the  F^ederal  Government  that  the  counties  are  practically 
bankrupt,  and  the  schools  in  the  covmty  and  the  county  gov- 
ernments are  unable  to  meet  expenses.  This  is  merely  an 
attempt  to  have  the  Federal  Gtovemment  contribute  to  the 
support  of  the  local  subdivisions  in  those  sections  where  the 
Government  has  absorbed  practically  all  the  land,  thus  load- 
ing the  expenses  onto  the  local  citizens.  What  I  have  stated 
is  true  not  only  with  respect  to  Mississippi  but  with  respect 
to  a  great  many  other  States  throughout  the  West  and  South. 
The  Government  often  buys  great  areas  of  land  for  the  pres- 
ervation of  timber,  and  for  one  purpose  or  another.  I  think 
the  legislation  contemplated  by  the  bill  is  very  righteous. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  BTTiRO.  I .  yield  for  a  question.  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  I  can  answer  It. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Has  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  in  his 
file  a  committee  report  on  the  bill? 

Mr.  BILBO.     No. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Where  is  the  report? 

Mr.  BTIiBO.    We  have  not  had  any  report. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  shall  object  to  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  go  over  under 
objection. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  know  whether 
or  not  there  was  a  report,  but  there  were  extended  hearings 
on  this  matter.  The  hearings  are  available.  The  bill,  if 
passed,  would  afford  great  help  to  many  persons  and  would 
not  involve  much  money.  I  think  about  $2,000,000  is  the 
limit.    I  had  hoped  that  the  Senator  would  not  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  has  gone  over  imder 
objection. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it  Is  obvious  that  we  can- 
not conclude  the  calendar  this  afternoon.    I  think  the  Senate 
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has  done  pretty  good  woi*  today.  I  therefore  auggest  that 
the  call  of  the  calendar  be  suspended. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  biislness. 

^  EXXCUnVX    BXPORTS    Of    COMMZTTXXS 

Mr.  WAGNER,  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 

\  rency.  reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Sumner  T.  Pike 

of  Maine,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 

Commission  for  the  remainder  of  the  term  expiring  June  5, 

1943.  vice  George  C.  Mathews,  resigned. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  from  the  Committee  on  Military  AflTairs, 
reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  First  Lt.  Harold  Myers 
Deane.  Veterinary  Corps  Reserve,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 
Veterinary  Corps,  with  rank  from  date  of  appointment. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
nominations  of  sundry  ofBcers  for  appointment,  by  transfer, 
in  the  Regular  Army. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
nominations  of  several  oflBcers  for  promotion  in  the  Regular 
Army. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

Mr.  BAILEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  reported 
favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry  officers  for  promotion  In 
the  Coast  Guard. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Blr.  La  Follette  in  the 
chair).  If  there  be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominaUons 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  post- 
masters be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

That  concludes  the  calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  for  the  benefit  of  Sena- 
tors I  wish  to  announce  that  when  we  meet  tomorrow  the 
call  of  the  calendar  wiU  be  continued  until  it  is  concluded 

As  in  leglsUtive  session.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a 
recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  mouon  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  4  o'clock  and  52  min- 
utes  P^m>Jhe  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow.  Wednes- 
day. May  29.  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 
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CONFIRMA'nONS 
Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  Mav  2i 

1940  ' 

Postmasters 

arkansas 
Joe  C.  Allen,  Cove. 
Edgar  G.  Gunnels,  Emerson. 
Hoyt  D.  Estep.  Hartman. 
Bunyan  Gilbert,  McRae. 
Norine  W.  Thomas,  Norman. 
Alvln  J.  Wages.  Norphlet. 
Frank  N.  Johnston,  Ozark. 
Kenneth  W.  Crook,  Pangbum. 
I^wls  P.  Strickland.  Tnzmann. 

_^  IDAHO 

-Bdward  J.  Doyle.  Bonners  Ferry. 
James  V.  Hawkins,  Coeur  d'Alene. 
James  B.  Poynor,  Council. 
Arthur  L  Dennis.  Hagerman. 
Dazel  B.  Howells,  Oakley. 
Marie  E.  McCarty,  Plmnmer. 
Frank  A.  McCall.  Salmon. 
Wallace  H.  Hanson,  Shelley. 
Robert  J.  Wood,  Weiser.  i 


KANSAS 

George  J.  Roeback.  Arcadia. 

Lloyd  A.  Johnson.  Belleville. 

Winona  D.  Stough,  Cherokee. 

John  E.  Brogan,  Coffeyvllle. 

Clarence  H.  Johnson,  Enterprise. 

William  J.  Lyons,  Jr.,  Port  Leavenworth. 

Gay  A.  Small.  Oalva. 

Omar  G.  Beougher.  Gove. 

Laurence  C.  Porker.  Haven. 

Goldie  L.  Blades,  Independence. 

William  S.  Harris.  Kiowa. 

William  D.  CLoughlin.  Lakin. 

Kathryn  E.  Schieferecke,  Lenora. 

Howard  H.  Spear.  LeoU. 

Glenn  B.  Hale,  Mankato. 

Oscar  J.  Strong,  Mound  City. 

Florence  J.  Lehman,  Nickerson. 

Edwin  W.  Cbldren.  Oberlin. 

Edwin  Fitzgerald  Hammond,  Osage  City. 

Ellen  Rae  Silvers,  Preston. 

Raymond  R.  Staab,  Satanta. 

George  W.  Lank.  Solomon. 

William  E.  Wohler.  Sylvan  Grove. 

Grover  Miller.  Syracuse. 

Bessie  M.  Anderson.  Tribune. 

Charles  W.  Hlckok,  Ulysses. 

Iris  C.  Schoepf,  Utica. 

Peter  J.  Romme,  Victoria. 

Ernest  H.  Hillman.  Wakeeney. 

Grover  P.  Nutt.  Waverly. 

LOUISIANA 

Reynald  J.  Patin,  Breaux  Bridge. 
Elizabeth  S.  Crawford.  Gretna. 
Henry  Buller.  Iowa. 
John  H.  Lyons.  Lake  Charles. 
John  A.  Williams,  Oakdale. 
Charles  W.  Lavigne,  Ponchatoula. 
Berenice  K.  Schuchs.  Saint  Joseph. 

MARYLAND 

W.  George  Miller.  Accident. 
Mayme  B.  Boulden.  CecUton. 
Elsie  V.  Botts.  Darlington. 
Edgar  R.  Twilley.  East  New  Market 
Michael  G.  Labuda.  Fort  Howard. 
Marjorie  E.  WUliams.  Goldsboro 
Joseph  F.  Mattingly,  Indlanhead. 
Louis  E.  Lambom,  McDonogh. 
EUwood  E.  Matthews.  Pocomoke  City 
Maude  R.  Toulson,  Salisbury 
EUiott  W.  MarshaU.  Snow  HiD 
Evelyn  B.  McBride.  Street. 
Earl  T.  Kelbeugh,  Thurmont. 
Robert  Kemp  Hughlett.  Trappe 

MINNESOTA 

Hugh  P.  Griffin.  Cold  Spring. 
Herman  Herder,  Jordan. 
Teresa  C.  Pranta,  Wabasso. 

NORTH  CAtOLnCA 

Sam  H.  Ingram,  Burgaw 
Ruth  F.  White,  Coleraln. ' 
Gladys  O.  Howard.  Cornelius. 
William  E.  Baldwin.  Dunn 
Walling  D.  Vreeland,  Fort  Brag* 
^addeus  T.  RusseU.  Granite  Ma. 
William  W.  Fleming,  Hot  Springs. 
WiUiam  E.  Blakely.  Kings  Mountain. 
Miriam  H.  Calhoun.  Laurel  Hill 
Robert  A.  Rudisill,  Maiden 
WendeU  W.  McDevitt.  Marshall 
Jarnagin  C.  Rice.  Montreat. 
Fuller  T.  Currie.  Pinehurst. 
James  C.  McPhail.  Red  Springs. 
Grace  8.  Lambertson.  Rich  Square. 


Helen  H.  Leggett.  Scotland  Neck. 
Everett  S.  Stevens.  Smlthfield. 
Charles  Fred  Moseley,  Warrenton. 
Samuel  R.  Powle,  Jr.,  Washington. 
Alexander  Elmo  Powell,  Whiteville. 
William  M.  Sutton,  Windsor. 
James  C.  Helms,  Wingate. 

OREGON 

John  B.  Wade.  Bandon. 

Henry  J.  Atlee,  Banks. 

Edward  M.  Hoare,  Canyon  City. 

Delbert  E.  Pearson,  Carlton. 

Margaret  M.  R.  Calendine.  Cascade  Locks. 

Arlena  Kuhn,  Dundee. 

Eldon  A.  Rush.  Elgin. 

William  G.  Hoover,  PossiL 

James  W.  Drinkard,  Halsey. 

Sanford  Stanley  Partridge,  Garibaldi. 

Cecil  G.  Colby,  Gervais. 

Irwin  D.  Pike.  Grass  Valley. 

Lemuel  T.  McPheeters.  HiUsboro. 

Lawrence  O.  Allen,  Joseph. 

Thomas  B.  Hoover.  Kinzua. 

Merrill  V.  Smith.  Lebanon. 

Sidney  B.  Powers,  Molalla. 

Rodrick  A.  Chisholm,  Monroe. 

Charles  F.  Cox.  Ontario. 

Percy  Pope  Caufleld,  Oregon  City. 

Vinnie  B.  Lay,  Powers. 

Susie  B.  Dillard,  St.  Helens. 

William  A.  Rankin,  Turner. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Michael  HefTTen,  Jr.,  Adah. 
Morris  A.  Rood,  Albion. 
Charles  W.  Ooerman,  Ambridge. 
Ward  T.  Deise,  Avis. 
Urban  W.  0*Donnell,  Bethlehem. 
Arthur  W.  Klnsloe.  Bumham. 
Edith  M.  Cocklns.  Canonsburg. 
Charles  I.  Donley.  Carmichaels. 
Michael  J.  Hoban,  Carnegie. 
Ardrey  D.  Boyle.  Centerville. 
Harry  D.  Farnen,  East  Butler. 
Christian  A.  Jansen,  Essington. 
Alvin  C.  Winner,  Hatbcro. 
James  L.  Klnter,  Homer  City. 
Earle  Phillips  Robblns,  Knoxville. 
Robert  E.  Pfautz.  LiUtz. 
Matthew  C.  Fox.  Jr.,  Media. 
John  H.  Shields.  New  Alexandria. 
Charles  C.  Bemd.  Red  Hill. 
John  N.  Backenstose.  Schaefferstown. 
Harold  O.  Freeman.  Sinking  Spring. 
Prank  J.  Fulton.  Stoystown. 
Thomas  P.  McBride.  Upland. 
Jacob  F.  Hertzog.  West  Lawn. 
Randall  H.  Weaver,  Worthington. 

I  PUERTO  RICO 

Irma  E.  Kryzanowsky.  Ponce. 

SOUTH    DAKOTA 

Kelsey  R.  Highsaw.  Belle  Fourche, 
Martha  Nieveen,  Corsica. 
A.  Harold  Hoffman.  Frederick. 
Emil  P.  A.  Erdmann.  Groton. 
James  L.  Manion.  Keystone. 
George  Kremer,  Lesterville. 
Joseph  H.  Ryan.  Madison. 
Anthony  J.  Rozum,  MitchelL 
Harry  H.  Jarl.  New  EfBngton. 
Paul  A.  Wiest,  Newell. 
Randolph  Y.  Bagby.  Pierre. 
Hermine  Minnie  Boschker,  Pollock. 
Eugene  L.  Bangs.  Rapid  City. 
James  A.  Robertson,  Sisseton. 


Justin  J.  Snyder.  Stephan. 
Roy  B.  Nelson.  Viborg. 
Lysle  T.  Dartt.  Wall. 
Thomas  J.  Delaney.  Webster. 
Lee  D.  Batien.  Willow  Lake. 
Thomas  R.  Mickelson,  Wilmot. 

WASHINGTON 

Harold  W.  Lewis,  Bingen. 
William  Robert  Ross,  Grand  Coulee. 
Dewey  Harvel  Baker.  Naches. 
Mabel  G.  Rosauer,  Parkwater. 
Henry  Thom.  Ritzville. 
Charles  O.  Snapp,  Springdale. 
Daisy  M.  McDowell,  Toledo. 
Edward  N.  Blythe,  Vancouver. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  May  28,  1940 

The  House  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D., 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

Beneath  Thy  mighty  hand,  O  God.  we  humble  ourselves  In 
prayer.  Thou  hast  a  palm  in  conflict  and  an  unextinguished 
cheer  amid  the  outward  chill.  Grant  that  our  deepest  needs 
and  highest  wants  may  find  fulfillment  in  Thee.  The  man- 
tling cloud  of  war  is  hiding  the  faintest  pulse  of  quivering 
light;  while  the  Rachels  are  weeping  and  humanity  seems 
to  be  sinking  in  the  morass  of  despair.  Hiy  good  earth  is 
strewn  with  the  wreckage  of  men,  women,  and  children. 
Tlie  heavy  roads  by  night  and  day  are  filled  with  trudging, 
heart-broken  wayfarers  driven  by  the  lash  of  the  fiends  of 
war.  Heavenly  Father,  Thy  kingdom  is  so  far  away  and  the 
voice  of  our  prayer  seems  to  die  out  in  the  disconsolate  and 
empty  spaces  of  a  wicked  world;  forgive,  dear  Lord,  our 
lack  of  faith  and  lift  us  out  of  the  valley  and  set  our  feet  on 
the  mountain  made  beautiful  by  the  feet  of  our  redeeming 
Lord.  Grant  that  the  countless  mercies  which  are  now  bless- 
ing our  country  may  call  us  to  the  altar  of  humility  and 
prayer.  In  this  hour  of  earthly  calamity,  move  us  by 
imperative  duty  and  by  the  cries  and  yearnings  of  humanity, 
awakening  us  from  repose  and  preparing  us  for  any  coming 
day.  In  the  name  of  our  Saviour,  the  Prince  of  Peace. 
Amen. 

TTie  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier.  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  a  bill  and  a 
Joint  resolution  of  the  following  titles,  in  which  the  concur- 
rence of  the  House  Is  requested: 

S.  1970.  An  act  to  eliminate  certain  oppressive  labor  prac- 
tices affecting  interstate  and  foreign  commerce,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  254.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  observ- 
ance of  National  Dairy  Day. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Vice  President  had 
appointed  Mr.  Barkley  and  Mr.  Gibson  members  of  the  Joint 
Select  Committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  as  provided  for 
In  the  act  of  February  16,  1889.  as  amended  by  the  act  of 
March  2,  1895.  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  and  provide  for 
the  disposition  of  useless  papers  in  the  executive  depart- 
ments," for  the  disposition  of  executive  papers  in  the  follow- 
ing departments  and  agencies:  . 

1.  Department  of  Agriculture. 

2.  Department  of  Commerce. 

3.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

4.  Department  of  Justice. 

5.  Department  of  the  Navy. 

6.  Administrative  office  of  the  United  States  courts. 

7.  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority. 

8.  General  Accounting  OfBce. 

9.  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
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10.  The  Panama  Canal. 

11.  United  States  Maritime  Commission. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  COURTNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
s  short  but  timely  article  appearing  in  today's  Times-Herald 
by  Messrs.  Pearson  and  Allen  on  our  army-promotion  system. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 
•  Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
letter  from  Mr  J.  Prank  Webber,  national  field  representative 
ol  the  Make  Europe  Pay  War  Debts  Committee,  addressed  to 
King  George  VI  of  Great  Britain,  and  further  to  extend  my 
remarks  and  include  a  statement  by  the  same  committee  on 
the  subject  Bermuda  and  the  Caribbean  Isles  Needed  for 
Defense. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

NATIONAI.  LABOR  REUITIONS  BOARD 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  one-half  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  been  hearing  a  great  deal  of 
talk  about  the  "fifth  column."  Who  constitute  the  "fifth  col- 
umn?" Who  is  It  that  Is  sabotaging  business  through  the  cor- 
rupt administration  of  a  harsh  law?  When  we  come  to  con- 
sider the  Smith  amendments  to  the  Wagner  Act  we  will  find 
out. 

Again  I  want  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  Nathan  Witt  and 
Saposs  in  policy-making  positions  with  the  Labor  Board  is 
10,000  times  more  dangerous  than  10,000  Harry  Bridges  in 
the  field.  We  are  going  to  deport  Bridges.  I  wonder  what  we 
are  going  to  do  with  Witt.  Saposs,  Madden,  and  the  unspeak- 
able Edwin  Smith.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell:! 

OUR  NATIONAL   DEFENSE 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr^  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  brief 
editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  th- 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr^  SPRDJGER^  Mt.  Speaker,  while  we  are  assembled  In 
this  Chamber  deliberating  upon  the  very  serious  problems  of 
the  day.  we  cannot  fail  to  recogniae  the  very  serious  conditions 
in  Europe.  The  press  carried  the  headline  this  morning  that 
th*  annies  of  Belgium  have  surrendered.  England  and 
Prance  are  now  fighting  in  this  war  with  their  backs  to  the 
wall.  These  very  serious  observations  cause  our  people  to 
reflect.  While  we  d<r>not  want  any  part  in  this  war  in 
Europe,  and  I  am  bflterly  opposed  to  sending  any  American 
boy  across  the  AtlanUc  Ocean  to  help  fight  this  war  in 
^rope.  yet  we  have  the  problem  of  making  our  own  Nation 
safe  against  any  aggressor,  and  to  that  problem  we  must 
devote  our  undivided  attention.    We  must  not  be  found  to 

it  SuTons.'°'  '^'  '^'^^  ^  °"^  ^*"^'  '"^  P-P^.  «^cl 

Mr.  Speaker,  while  the  President  has  requested  that  large 

appropri^ns  of  money  be  Immediately  made  for  our  m- 

J^TLf^'^'.r^  ^^^^"^  "^^  ^'^  omission  in  his  message 
and  that  was  the  method  by  which  this  money  is  tote  c*- 
tained  for  this  very  essential  purpose.    It  is  a  very  sad  com- 


mentary for  us  to  reflect  upon  the  very  great  waste  of  money 
during  the  past  7  years  by  this  present  administration,  be- 
cause we  need  that  money  now;  we  need  that  money  for  our 
national  defense;  we  need  it  for  our  own  protection  and  for 
the  protection  of  our  institutions.  While  it  is  comparatively 
easy  for  one  to  request  the  apin-opriation  of  money  for  a 
worthy  project,  one  which  meets  with  general  public  ap- 
proval, yet  the  problem  of  raising  that  money  is  the  one 
which  is  involved  iC  veiy  serious  implications.  It  is  the  wish 
and  the  will  of  our  people  that  we  be  prepared  adequately  for 
our  own  defense,  and  in  view  of  that  general  demand  by  the 
people  of  our  Nation,  as  one  Member  of  this  House  I  am 
wholeheartedly  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  such  measures 
which  will  allocate  such  funds  as  are  necessary  therefor,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  I  am  in  favor  of  passing  such  tax  laws  as 
may  be  necessary  to  raise  the  funds  with  which  to  meet  the 
necessary  expenditure  for  that  laudable  purpose. 

A  very  carefully  prepared  editorial  appeared  In  the  Wash- 
ington Daily  News  on  Monday,  May  27,  1940,  on  the  very  sad 
omission  of  the  President  in  this  respect,  which  editorial  I 
Incorporate  at  this  point,  and  which  editorial  reads  as  fol- 
lows: 

THZ   PRKSIDCKT'S   OMISSION 

The  President's  talk  last  night  wa«  calmer  and  more  r«afsuring 
than  his  other  recent  utterances.  Because  of  that,  It  should  help 
him  win  the  confidence  and  cooperation  be  needs  for  the  task  of 
rearmament. 

His  statistics  on  what  we  have  to  show  for  the  money  already 
spent  on  defenses  were — as  statistics  frequently  are — slightly  on 
the  argumentative  side,  in  that  he  Iimiped  weapons  on  hand  with 
weapons  under  order,  whereas  there  is  a  real  difference  between 
a  losded  gun  in  your  hand  and  a  picture  In  the  catalog.  The 
Army  and  Navy  usually  have  to  wait  a  year  or  more  to  get  deliveries 
on  their  orders. 

But  that  Is  of  comparatively  slight  Importance,  for  It  Is  much 
easier  to  speed  up  the  production  of  weapons  already  under  order 
from  qualified  manufacturers  than  it  Is  to  obtain  new  manufac- 
turing capacity. 

Realistically  the  President  recognizes  that  private  Industry  can- 
not make  all  the  capital  investments  In  plant  expansions  that  the 
abruptly  enlarged  defense  program  calls  for.  Properly  he  sUtes 
that  the  Government  is  ready  to  provide  some  of  the  capital  and 
asEtune  some  of  the  risks  Involved  in  a  business  where  another 
sudden  change  in  international  affairs  might  stop  future  orders 

Also  encouraging  should  be  the  Pre8ldent>  announcement  that 
he  will  call  in  experienced  men  from  industry  to  help  accelerate 
production  of  the  new  weapons  the  Army  and  Navy  need 

We  say  "should  be-  rather  than  "is."  because  it  Is  not  clear  yet 
K.M*^  Hl^  °^?,  °J  private  Industry  will  be.  nor  how  much  responsi- 
bility they  will  have.  If,  as  is  reported  around  Washington  tbMo 
production  experts  are  to  function  only  as  advlsen.  to  and  ^rdl- 
natcrs  for  Cabinet  officers.  It  is  doubtful  if  they  can  achieve  any 
S^rL«^?"r^"  r^^,P.?*'^*°^  °^  restoring  vigor  to  industries  now 
^f^  21*"**  °'  b""dl"K  °e^  industries  for  mass  production  of 
new  needs  cannot  be  solved  merely  by  hiring  a  few  •leg  menr  to 
Z?.  i"i'*"  """P'  Morgenthau  and  Harry  Hojklnl.  bJttTng  de° 
liveries  from  a  pant  capacity  not  now  existlni  is  a  problem  that 
can  be  solved  only  by  giving  responsibility  to  tn  independent  au- 
thority composed  of  men  who  know  how.  Their  produSronbri!^ 
wUl  be  wasted  if  their  hands  are  tied  by  Anny  and  Navy  SroJSre! 

SiSrt'Sntr  IfThll^nh'T  .*•?!.  °'  ^^'  Tre^"   a"S  ciS^c* 
Departments^    If  this  Job  la  to  be  accomplished  speedily  and  effec- 

depi?imentaT^t-Sp'     ^    ^    "°"*    °"'^*'     "^    oJvernmenfs 

Another  point  on  which  the  President  dwelt  was  the  rrtatotoff 

of  all  the  New  Deals  social  gains-^ia-OKe  Kcv^tT^ur^tn^^n^^f 

The  President,  in  our  opinion    des^rvM  inn  ^,^^..^^4.  -_  ,. 

rrghter  Ind  hSn^aTfurmr  's^uf  w\"  S^Pr^i^i^^^ 
gone  further  and  had  advocated  taWn/thJ^-  ^*  President  had 

special  defense  tareT^w     V?   . J2  percent   of   the   people   favor 

Sr&n'i'er*ap;i^,TbelS^°^ar?5-.2£^^  ^^^  ^^'^^P^ 
that  inescapable  Mcrlflcel^^th-if.f^5^  *"  "^^^  ^^^ 
more  borrowing     ^"^'"'^'^      Instead,  their  policy  continue*  to  be 

wlS  v^otVs^^^?  i*^  ^'rT^^^ij^^  "^^^  "^  "^^^  0-^« 
pursuing  a  pou!^Sip;i;;iei;^2^"««*"<»«n.     -n^ey  are  stiU 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot  leave  this  highly  Important  subject 
without  making  another  and  a  further  observation  resjjecting 
the  raising  of  the  money  with  which  to  meet  the  staggering 
appropriations  which  have  been  asked  by  the  President,  and 
that  observation  is  this:  It  is  far  easier  to  impose  a  tax  at 
the  time  the  money  is  appropriated  than  it  is  after  the  money 
is  spent.  These  elements  should  be  followed  in  each  instance 
in  this  body  and  in  every  appropriation  of  money  a  tax  bill 
should  immediately  follow.  The  passage  of  the  one  bill 
should  assure  the  passage  of  the  other.  In  this  manner  the 
people  of  this  Nation  would  become  entirely  cognizant  of  the 
cost  of  their  Government.  The  pay-as-you-go  plan  would 
enlighten  our  taxpayers  on  the  subject  of  "spending  our  way 
into  prosperity."  And  every  American  is  fully  advised  that 
we  cannot  buy  prosperity;  yet,  when  a  tax  is  imposed  which 
will  raise  the  money  to  meet  the  expenditures  of  government 
as  they  are  made  the  people  will  quickly  realize  tlie  grave 
danger  involved  in  the  unlimited  spending  of  the  unearned 
resources  of  our  Nation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  while  I  am  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  all  neces- 
sary legislation  which  will  assure  to  our  Nation  an  adequate 
national  defense  In  this  critical  period,  yet  I  am  definitely 
committed  to  that  policy  which  will  require  the  careful  and 
conservative  expenditure  of  all  such  funds  which  are  appro- 
priated, and  which  will  give  to  our  Nation  one  dollar  in  value 
for  every  dollar  which  is  spent,  and  I  urge  that  tax  legislation 
be  passed  at  this  session  of  the  Congress  which  will  raise  the 
fimds  necessary  with  which  to  meet  the  huge  appropriations 
requested  for  national  defense.  Let  us  be  unafraid  to  meet 
this  issue.  Let  Ui  legislate  as  statesmen  at  this  session,  and 
before  we  adjourn.     [Applause.] 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mrs.  ODay  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  her 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  by 
inserting  a  Memorial  Day  address  by  Bishop  O'Hara. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  therein 
an  address  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  the  Hon- 
orable Joseph  W.  Martin.  Jr..  delivered  before  the  Republican 
State  convention  at  Montpelier,  Vt.,  on  May  24. 

I  also  ask  tmanlmous  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  Include  my  address  delivered  before  the 
Republican  State  convention  assembled  at  Montpelier,  Vt. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  requests  of  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS  BOARD 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  May  I  say  along  the  same  line  Just  re- 
ferred to  by  the  gentleman  frcnn  Georgia  [Mr.  Cox]  that 
we  will  not  get  very  far  with  any  program  for  defense  so  long 
as  we  keep  the  Labor  Board  and  the  Wagner  law  as  they  now 
are.  That  Board  Is  worse  than  a  parasite  on  industry.  It 
stirs  up  labor  trouble.  It  prevents  production.  Its  activities 
are  an  aid  to  those  who  would  prevent  national  defense. 

I  wOTider  If  the  Members  of  the  House  have  forgotten  how 
for  24  dasrs  in  one  factory  and  41  dasrs  in  another  an  organ- 
ization which  the  Labor  Board  has  protected  and  aided  held 


up  production  at  the  Philadelphia  Navy  Yard  by  withholding 
at  Detroit  in  the  plants  of  the  Bohn  Aluminum  &  Brass  Cor- 
poratlcm  the  Navy's  own  materials  and  blocks  for  the  manu- 
facture of  airplane  motors?  Have  you  forgotten  that?  What 
is  the  sense  of  giving  the  administration  money  and  then  let- 
ting an  administrative  board  aid  those  who  hold  up  produc- 
tion after  you  have  appropriated  the  mwiey  and  after  the 
material  is  In  the  f«etories,  and  when  it  is  ready  for  delivery? 
[Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  leSL] 

NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  we  notice  in  the  headlines 
that  Belgium  has  surrendered,  we  are  talking  now  of  legis- 
lation to  take  care  of  the  "fifth  column"  which  is  very  essen- 
tial and  very  important  to  the  welfare  of  this  Nation,  but  It 
is  Just  as  important  to  the  welfare  of  this  Nation  that  Con- 
gress remain  in  session  [applause!  and  not  permit  any  in- 
dividual, regardless  of  how  well  he  might  be  qualified,  to 
look  after  the  interests  of  this  country  at  a  critical  time  such 
as  we  are  now  going  through,  and  I  do  hope  that  the  Members 
of  Congress,  if  we  are  going  to  prepare  for  our  national  de- 
fense, will  take  some  action  with  respect  to  how  we  are  going 
to  pay  for  the  things  that  we  are  going  to  add  to  our  defense, 
that  is  very  important.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

THE   CITIZENS'   MILITART   TRAINING   CAMPS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  include  in  my  remarks  an 
editorial  from  the  Lowell  Sim  regarding  the  importance  of 
the  C.  M.  T.  C. 

The  SPEAKEK.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  the 
membership  of  the  House  will  join  me  in  increasing  the  mem- 
bership of  the  citizens'  military  training  camps.  I  need  not 
remind  them  that  it  may  b^  one  or  two  or  three  of  their  sons 
that  some  day  will  be  very  glad  of  the  training  that  the 
citizens'  military  training  camps  give.  Some  day  Members 
may  be  haunted  because  they  did  not  grant  that  training. 
The  following  is  the  editorial  in  the  Lowell  Sun  of  May  24: 

ma  c.  ic.  T.  c. 

The  proposal  of  Congresswoman  Edfth  Notnusc  Rogers  that  the 
C.  M.  T.  C.  be  permitted  to  increase  its  enrollment  this  year  from 
32.000  to  100,000  should  find  few  demurrers. 

The  C.  M.  T.  C.  has  been  one  of  the  country's  greatest  physical 
and  character  builders  in  youth.  whUe  at  the  same  time  giving 
the  Nation's  young  naen  an  Insight  to  the  rudiments  of  warfare 
during  peacetime. 

This  organization  should  not  be  considered  solely  in  the  light 
of  a  military  outfit,  although  It  docs  devote  considerable  time  to 
this  particular  aspect.  It  may  have  a  still  greater  significance  in 
that  direction  now  that  the  air  is  filled  with  talk  of  mUltary 
preparedness. 

Back  of  the  military  maneuvers  indulged  In  by  the  C.  M.  T.  C. 
boys,  however,  is  the  physical  and  moral  development  afforded  them 
throughout  the  summer  training  period.  The  popularity  of  the 
organization  is  demonstrated  annually  when  the  demand  for  reser- 
vations greatly  exceeds  the  accommodations.  Young  America  does 
not  have  to  be  conscripted  for  this  service.  Its  general  appeal  to 
the  growing  boy  of  today  warrants  the  extension  of  enrollments,  as 
suggested  by  Mrs.  Rocns. 

Also,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  membership  of 
the  House  if  I  may  not  be  granted  hearings  upon  the  resolu- 
tion that  I  introduced  for  our  remaining  in  continuous  session. 
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Conditions  in  the  world  are  grave,  even  tragic,  today  and  bear- 
ings should  be  granted.  I  believe  It  imperative  that  we 
remain  in  session.  I  have  written  to  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Dough- 
tOH],  and  I  hope  that  the  Members  will  jran  me  in  request- 
ing hearings  upon  that  vital  subject.  PTom  the  minute  I 
Introduced  my  resolution  I  have  received  telegrams  and 
messages  from  all  over  the  country^  urging  that  we  remain 
in  session.  [Applause.! 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.  J 


ntPORTANCB   OF    MOOEBH   AXKZAL    WARFAHX 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Spealcer,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  administra- 
tion and  the  Army  high  command  have  finally  come  to  a  full 
realization  of  the  importance  of  modern  aerial  warfare.  This 
ably  was  drawn  to  the  attenUon  of  the  country  years  ago  by 
Gen.  Billy  Mitchell,  and  for  that  he  was  crucified;  but.  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  cannot  train  50.000  pilots,  we  cannot  adequately 
tram  the  future  flying  officers  of  this  country  with  50.000  air- 
planes, or  100.000  airplanes,  without  an  adequate  system  of 
airports  all  around  this  country,  and  yet  not  one  word  has 
been  said  in  all  this  preparedness  program  about  our  inade- 
quacy of  available  and  worth-while  and  dependable  air- 
ports, and  I  do  not  refer  now  to  alr-Une  terminals.  I  refer  to 
airports  from  which  our  planes  can  fight  any  enemy  that  may 
approach  our  shores.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  an  excellent  system  of  air-line  ter- 
minals that  we  should  continue  to  improve  from  time  to  time 
as  our  funds  will  permit.    Tlie  cost,  however,  should,  in  my 
opinion,  not  fall  wholly  upon  the  Federal  Government  but  on 
the  States  and  municipalities  as  well  that  most  directly  bene- 
fit from  air-line  service  and  the  air  lines  themselves  should 
bear  their  Just  share  of  the  original  cost,  their  share  of  the 
cost  of  improvements,  and  their  share  of  the  cost  of  mainte- 
nance and  operation.     But  these  air-line  terminals  should 
remain  just  that  in  the  interest  of  safety.    It  is  not  safe  in 
the  mam.  to  train  any  such  a  huge  army  of  student  pilots 
as  now  contemplated  and  as  may  be  proper  at  this  time  from 
these  air-line  terminal  airports.    With  the  possible  exception 
or  the  emergency  operation  of  bombers  in  wartime   accom- 
panied by  any  protective  fighter  force,  these  terminals  are  not 
adapted  for  the  defense  program  of  the  Nation.    Therefore 
in  any  preparedness  program  we  might  adopt   the  a«r-llne 
terminal  operators  should  not  be  permitted  to  immediately 
seize  upon  these  appropriations  as  a  bonanza  for  their  own 
selfish  development  program. 

On  the  contrary,  we  should  properly  include  in  our  pre- 
paredness program  a  fund  sufficient  to  provide  for  the  expan- 
sion and  Improvement  of  many  existing  small  airports  and 
landing  fields  around  each  of  the  borders  of  this  Nation  and 
In  our  interior.    We  should  provide  adequately  for  the  con- 
struction of  many  new  fields.    It  is  from  these  that  our  fledg- 
hng  pilots  can  best  receive  their  primary  training;  It  is  from 
these  fields  these  new  pilots  who  have  but  recently  soloed 
can  best  conUnue  their  practice  flights.    A  network  of  such 
fields  will  keep  these  youths  off  the  air-line  terminals   will 
promote  safety  of  alr-Une  passengers  and  private-plane  op- 
erators as  well    It  would  permit  a  wider  scope  for  the  traln- 
ng  program,  and  economy  as  well,  by  permitting  these  fledg- 
hngs  to  remain  and  live  at  their  homes,  to  foUow  their  dajJv 
Jjeaceful  pursuits  while  continuing  their  flight  training 

«m1Sw  «  Th '^.^^  ^'"^"^  ^'^^^  ^°  °"^  ^o^es.  then  these 
smaller-  fields  In  a  network  over  this  land  wifl  prove  to  be 
one  of  our  best  sources  of  defense  against  aerial  destruction 
Zti  V^"^  H  ^  ^^^'  °^  interceptor  aircraft  can  b^t  op- 
il!t\  \  nations  of  Europe,  one  after  another,  have  learned 

that  large  accumulations  of  aircraft  on  large  airports  neS 
^  centej  of  population  have  invited  disaster  f^  eneL^ 
!^f    S    ^  ff^  ships  operating  from  each  of  a  number  of 

«nH  f  ?*  ^^  V^.'  ^^^  "'"^  ^°  «^tato  flghting^tuide 
and  converging  simultaneously  upon  their  enemy  twmb^  at-' 
tacking  force  can  raise  merry  hob  with  the  attackCTT 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  repeat,  we  cannot  train,  we  cannot  fight. 

without  an  adeqiiate  system — without  an  adequate  network—^ 
of  smaU  airports.  We  have  built  and  improved  many  in  the 
past  through  the  W.  P.  A.,  the  slowest,  most  inefficient,  and 
most  costly  method  possible.  Let  us  build  in  the  future  with 
modem,  efficient,  up-to-date  road-building  machinery.  Let  us 
give  the  taxpayer  some  break  for  his  money. 

KXTENSION  OP  KTMAHICT 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
some  editorial  comment  on  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Illinois  and  Mr.  KirATTVER  asked  and  were 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  their  own  remarks  in 
the  Record. 

WHEBE  WX  CAN  GET  THE  MONKT 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  RicHl  has  been  asking  where  we  are  going  to 
get  the  money  to  meet  the  expenditures  for  national  defense. 
I  want  to  appeal  to  the  administration  to  use  the  power  we 
gave  in  1933  to  issue  $3,000,000,000  in  currency  against  our 
gold-reserve  issue.  United  SUtes  notes,  without  passing 
through  the  Federal  Reserve  banks.  So  we  will  not  have  to 
pay  them  interest  on  It.  Issue  this  $3,000,000,000  for  that 
purpose,  and  then  we  win  not  have  to  raise  the  debt  limit 
nor  wiU  we  have  to  levy  additional  taxes,  but  we  will  start 
farm  prices  to  rising;  it  will  raise  commodity  prices  through- 
out the  country,  restore  prosperity  to  the  American  farmer, 
which  he  cannot  enjoy  unless  we  are  able  to  bring  the  price 
of  cotton  back  to  around  15  or  20  cents  a  pound,  wheat  to 
$1.50  to  $2  a  bushel,  and  other  farm  prices  in  proportion  I 
fhall  insist  on  this  course  from  now  on.  It  will  do  the  work 
[  Applause.  1 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

THE  LATE  RALPH  T.  O'NEIL 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

B^h^f^^TV^-  ^JP^«^.  I  rtse  to  pay  tribute  to 
Ralph  T.  O-Neil.  who  passed  away  very  suddenly  Saturday 
evening  m  Wichita.  Kans.     You  wiU  remem^  St  Sr 

?^^'^  ^^  '^''^"y  ^^^'^  commander  of  the  American 
legion.  He  was  one  of  the  most  distinguished  constituents 
of  the  First  District  living  in  Topeka.^^         constituents 

He  died  suddenly  at  the  end  of  a  day's  prweedings  of  the 
P^^din^offlcr ''''"  ''  "^^^  "^  "^  presidenJ^nd  the 

Dyke  CNeil.  as  he  was  familiarly  and  affectionatelv 
known,  was  only  5L  It  happened  to  be  my  ple^e  to  h^ 
known  Dyke's  father  while  I  was  a  memb^rT^fstlle 

Dyke  was  a  public-spirited  citizen.  Having  served  recently 
on  the  State  board  of  regents,  he  was  alwSfs^Tve  I?!oci^ 
betterment  for  everything  in  his  home  city  and  State  He 
Z^.l  P^^rj^^^^^y  d^lig^tful  hmnan  being  ffis  friend!  we^e 
legion  wioi  every  group  and  class  of  people  He  w^  a^is! 
tlngul^hed  member  of  the  bar.  a  law  SSner  of  mlSir  y^ 
Co^rtee^"""*'"'  ^^^'"^  ^  the'^pSblicanTatl^ 

hpJri?on'!fLrf°'^'*^°»  *°  ^™Pe  ^orse  than  it  ever  has 

^ thSir^aTso°<St?n'^i^S"""'^  ^^  ^^^  ^'  ^^°^  »^  ^ 
i«,«i^  A    ^       distinguished  a  patriot  and  soldier  and  r11- 

Pound  American  should  suddenly  be  tsken^mZTL^ 
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We  need  the  guiding  hand  of  sober  patriots  like  Dyke  In 
these  strenuous  times  of  fretful  fever. 

Topelca  loses  in  his  pp.ssing  one  of  her  best  and  strongest 
human  beings;  the  State  and  Nation,  a  leader;  and  the 
ex-service  men  over  the  whole  United  States  a  friend  in  the 
fullest  sense. 

TO  EXPKDrrE  SHIPBUZLDINa 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9822)  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Coinmittee  of  the  White  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union 
for  the  consideration  of  the  trill.  Pending  that  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  general  debate  be  limited  to  1 
hour  on  each  side,  one-half  to  be  controlled  by  msrself  and 
one-half  to  be  controlled  by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
(Mr.  MaasI. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  moves  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R  9822),  and  pending  that  motion  asks  unani- 
mous consent  that  general  debate  upon  the  Irill  be  limited 
to  2  hours,  one-half  to  be  controlled  by  himself,  and  one- 
half  by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  MaasI.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve 
the  right  to  object,  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
or  the  gentleman  from  GecM^ria  if  this  will  adequately  take 
care  of  the  membership  who  have  expressed  themselves  as 
desiring  to  speak  on  the  bilL 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  It  will  take  care  of  sdl  on  this 
side  who  have  spoken  to  me  up  to  this  time.  As  the  debate 
progresses,  some  Members  may  come  in  and  want  time, 
but  of  course  I  cannot  anticipate  that  My  requests  for 
time  take  up  only  50  minutes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  This  is  an  extremely 
important  matter. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  And  there  will  be  liberal  time 
granted  under  the  5-minute  rule.  I  think  an  hour  on  a 
side  for  general  debate  is  ample  time. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  would  be 
quite  liberal  under  the  5-minute  rule  if  some  Member 
wanted  to  make  remarks,  particularly  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Of  course,  and  I  am  anxious  to 
be  able  to  finish  this  bill  and  another  bill  today  and  we 
will  try  to  be  as  liberal  as  possible. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Of  course,  we  want  to 
cooperate  in  expediting  the  passage  of  this  legislation,  which 
is  essential,  but  we  do  want  it  thoroughly  considered,  and 
everybody  given  an  opportimlty  who  desires  to  express 
himself. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  assure  the  gentleman  there 
will  be  no  effort  to  hasten  too  quickly  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  under  the  5-minute  rule. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  9822. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  Itself  Into  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  H.  R.  9822.  with  Mr.  O'Neal  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Tlie  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  first  reading  of 
the  bill  will  be  dispensed  with. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself 
30  minutes.  At  the  outset  of  my  remarks,  let  me  say  this: 
I  would  be  very  glad  at  any  time  to  yield  to  any  Member  to 
endeavor  to  explain  the  bill  or  to  answer  any  questions  he 
might  see  fit  to  ask. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  object  and  purpose  of  this  proposed 
legislation  is  to  recommend  ways  and  means  by  which  naval 
shipbuilding  can  be  expedited 
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In  view  of  the  international  situation,  it  Is  considered 
necessary  to  speed  up  our  shipbuilding  program  and  to  ex- 
pedite the  completion  of  ships  now  on  the  ways. 

With  this  in  mind,  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  had 
exhaustive  hearings  last  week  to  determine  what  steps  were 
necessary  to  si)eed  up  our  shipbuilding  program. 

During  these  hearings  we  had  the  benefit  of  the  views  and 
recommendations  of  the  officials  of  the  Navy  Deinrtment 
directly  connected  with  shipbuilding,  as  well  as  executives 
from  the  private  shipbuilding  industry  having  contracts  for 
naval  vessels. 

The  legislation  proposed  by  the  bill  now  under  considera- 
tion is  the  result  of  the  hearings. 

The  committee  has  approached  this  question  after  careful 
deliberation  and  without  any  hysteria.  We  have  sought  by 
this  bill  to  expedite  the  shipbuilding  program  in  a  sane,  sen- 
sible, common -sense,  and  businesslike  maimer. 

Our  shipbuilding  program  has  been  progressing  normally 
and  without  too  much  delay.  Since  1933  we  have  built  and 
put  in  commission  111  ships  as  follows:  3  aircraft  carriers, 
2  heavy  cruisers.  9  light  cruisers,  62  destroyers,  26  submarines, 
2  gimboats,  7  auxiliary  vessels. 

In  view  of  the  world  conditions  as  they  are  today  it  is 
considered  that  steps  should  be  taken  at  once  to  step  up  our 
progress  and  get  our  ships  finished  and  in  service  with  the 
fleet  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  provisions  of  this  bill  provide 
for  the  relaxation  of  some  of  our  protective  measures,  but 
these  relaxations  are  of  a  temporary  nature  and  will  be 
in  force  for  a  limited  time  only. 

With  world  conditions  as  they  exist  it  is  imperative  that 
this  building  program  be  speeded  up.  and  it  is  with  this 
objective  that  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  has  reported  the 
bill  to  the  House  and  urges  imanimous  approval. 

However,  at  this  point  let  me  digress  and  point  out  some 
of  the  accomplishments  since  1933  in  the  way  of  legis- 
lation of  a  major  character  enacted  for  the  naval  defenses. 

We  passed  bills  which: 

Provide  for  the  construction  of  238  comt»tant  ships  and 
56  auxiliary  ships,  making  a  total  of  294  ships. 

Increased  by  2.063  the  authorized  number  of  officers  of 
the  line. 

Increased  authorized  number  of  planes  from  1,000  to  4,500. 

Authorized  6.000  Naval  Reserve  aviators. 

Provided  construction  of  eight  graving  docks  and  two 
floating  drydocks. 

Eighteen  air  bases  have  been  authorized. 

The  total  amount  of  money  authorized  for  the  naval  pre- 
paredness since  1933  has  been  $4,200,000,000. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  this  fact: 

With  the  fleet  at  the  present  time  are  155  ships  of  991.215 
tons  underage.  There  are  152  overage  ships  with  the  fleet 
with  a  tonnage  of  250.270  tons. 

Breaking  it  down,  the  fleet  today  is  composed  of:  15  battle- 
ships. 6  airplane  carriers.  18  heavy  cniisers,  19  light  sruisers, 
185  destroyers.  64  submarines;  making  a  grand  total  oi 
307  ships. 

In  material  and  personnel  the  House  can  rest  assured  that 
the  American  Navy  is  unsurpassed  by  any  navy  in  the  world. 

A  review  of  the  above  indicates  strongly  that  the  Congress 
has  not  been  negligent  or  indifferent  to  the  needs  of  the 
Navy. 

We  are  building,  but  we  are  not  building  fast  enough,  and 
we  are  not  building  as  fast  as  we  can. 

We  have  done  as  well  as  the  law  allows,  but  that  is  not 
good  enough  in  the  face  of  today's  tragic  abandonment  of 
peace  and  human  rights. 

The  events  in  this  day  and  age  move  fast.  It  takes  time 
to  create  building  ways,  armor  facilities,  machine  tools,  and 
the  other  necessities  of  naval  construction.  It  takes  pre- 
cious time  to  get  geared  up  for  the  sort  of  mass  producti<m 
that  America  kno^s  how  to  turn  out.  It  takes  months  and 
years  to  build  ships— months  to  start  mass  production  of 
planes. 

We  miist  leave  no  stone  unturned  in  order  to  speed  up 
naval-defeiise  measures. 
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Now.  I  submit  to  you  that  there  are  definite  measures 
which  we  can  take  to  ^)eed  up  naval  production.  Some  of 
those  measures  may  entail  temporarily  waiving  treasured 
American  privileges:  but  if  we  wish  to  perpetuate  those 
privileges,  then  we  must  be  prepared  to  make  temporary  sac- 
rifices and  to  resort  to  heroic  measures.  We  have  devised 
protective  checks  and  balances  for  normal  times  to  safe- 
giiard  our  own  way  of  living;  we  have  sought  to  prevent 
unjust  monopolies;  we  have  sought  equality  of  opportunity 
for  business;  we  have  enacted  wage  and  hour  safeguards; 
we  have  fought  profiteering;  we  have  devised  means  for  pro- 
tectinsr  the  Government's  Interests;  we  have  sought  to  stimu- 
late employment  and  recovery;  we  have  enacted  labor  legis- 
lation and  civil-service  legislation.  All  of  these  protective 
checks  are  in  line  with  the  American  way  of  thinking  and 
are  proper  in  times  of  peace;  but  in  view  of  the  uncertainties 
as  they  exist  today,  we  must  face  the  fact  that  all  of  them 
complicate  the  transaction  of  business  and  must  of  them- 
selves slow  down  the  processes  of  business. 

There  is  no  harm  in  a  little  lost  motion  in  times  of  peace, 
but  any  delay  is  unthinkable  in  time  of  national  danger. 
The  man  who  would  cling  to  impeding  processes  at  such  a 
time  for  selfish  reasons  fails  to  have  the  patriotic  conception 
of  his  duty  to  his  Government. 

There  are  factors  holding  back  the  progress  of  naval  con- 
struction; those  factors  can  be  eliminated,  and  for  the  dura- 
tion of  this  uncertain  period  they  must  be  suspended. 

The  obvious  remedy  lies  in  suspending,  in  times  of  national 
emergency,  such  restrictive  legislation  that  slows  up  vital 
work. 

The  basic  principles  of  the  restrictive  legislation  is  right 
and  proper  for  normal  peacetimes  but  we  must  all  remember 
that  these  are  not  normal  times.  The  suspension  in  whole  or 
In  part  of  such  restrictive  legislation  is  provided  for  in  this 
measure  and  will  accomplish  for  the  Navy's  building  program 
that  which  every  patriotic  American  earnestly  and  whole- 
heartedly urges  today— the  swiftest  possible  completion  of 
authorized  naval  construction. 

And  in  this  connection  I  wish  to  emphasize  that  speeding  up 
of  the  shipbuilding  program  under  the  prox'isions  of  this 
bill  will  be  reflected  in  the  construction  of  over  170  naval 
vessels,  68  of  which  are  now  imder  construction  and  the  re- 
mainder are  to  be  started  within  the  next  12  months.  This 
latter  nimiber  is  made  up  of  the  19  in  the  1941  naval  appro- 
priation bill;  42  that  have  been  authorized  by  the  acts  of  1934 
and  1938,  and  43  that  are  carried  in  the  naval  expaxision  bill 
now  pending  in  the  Senate. 
There  are  10  sections  in  this  bill : 

Section  1  of  the  bill  permits  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  when 
authorized  by  the  President,  during  any  national  emergency, 
to  advance  to  contractors  30  percent  of  the  contract  price 
and  thereafter  to  make  partial  payments  on  the  balance  re- 
maining. This  section  is  of  little  or  no  force  or  effect  in  its 
application  to  the  large  shipbuilding  plants  and  the  large 
makers  of  naval  machinery  and  appliances  that  have  ade- 
quate plants  and  are  customarily  performing  such  work. 

However,  the  increased  tempo  of  expediting  naval  ship- 
building demands  that  there  be  the  maximiom  competition  for 
all  articles,  materials,  and  devices  used  by  the  Navy  and,  as 
many  of  these  things.  Including  perhaps  some  of  the  ships 
th.-mselves.  will  be  produced  by  contractors  that  have  not  the 
necessary  machinery  or  plants  to  take  on  the  additional  work, 
much  delay  in  obtaining  such  articles  can  be  saved  by  ad- 
vancing to  reputable  firms  upon  satisfactory  sectu-ity  the 
funds  for  the  needed  plant  extensions.  Many  of  our  ships 
are  increasingly  complicated  in  design  as  required  by  the 
demands  of  modem  warfare. 

Our  batUeships,  in  particular,  require  machhie  tools,  plant 
appliances,  enormous  weight-lifting  devices,  furnaces,  and  the 
like,  many  of  which  are  far  greater  in  size  than  the  average 
shipbuilder  has  in  his  own  plant.  The  30-percent  advance 
permitted  under  this  section  will  permit  such  firms  to  obtain 
such  articles  without  delay  and  will  result  in  a  definite  saving 
of  time  in  completing  naval  contracts. 

I  might  add  that  an  identical  provision  was  enacted  Into  law 
under  the  urgent  deficiency  approprlaUon  bill  of  1917,  so 


that  this  la  no  new  line  of  thought.    If  there  are  no  ques- 
tions from  any  members  of  the  committee  on  this  first  sec- 
tion, I  shall  go  on  to  section  2. 
Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     Certainly. 
Mr.  CELLER.    What  is  the  situation  now  with  reference 
to  advances? 

Iklr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Under  the  law  today  no  advances 
can  be  made  at  all,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact  this  will  hardly  be 
applicable  to  the  big  shipbuilding  plants  like  the  Bethlehem 
and  the  New  York,  but  it  will  enable  the  small  plants  to  come 
into  being  if  the  Government  requires  them  to  ezredite  this 
building. 

Section  2  of  the  bill  would  permit  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  to  negotiate  contracts  without  the  necessity  for  com- 
petition, which  competition  is  required  by  sections  3709  and 
3718  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

The  normal  time  required  for  advertising  Is  from  60  to  90 
days,  whereas  a  contract  can  be  negotiated  in  a  few  days  or  a 
week,  in  many  instances.  Time  is  valuable  and  this  provision 
of  the  bill  will  save  time.  That  applies  only  to  the  68  ships 
that  are  under  construction  today. 

In  order  that  there  may  be  no  delay  In  completing  the  pro- 
gram as  a  whole  and  in  order  to  avoid  the  possibility  that  some 
firms  by  successful  bidding  might  place  a  destroyer  on  a  build- 
ing way  capable  of  taking  a  battleship  and  thus  preclude  the 
laying  down  of  such  a  battleship  some  months  later,  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  competitive  bidding  be  abandoned 
and  the  Navy  Department  be  authorized  to  place  its  ship- 
building contracts  at  those  yards  where  facilities  sire  available. 
Furthermore,  again  in  order  to  obtain  the  best  results  and 
the  quickest  results,  it  is  but  plain  common  sense  to  assign 
to  a  yard  that  is  skilled  in  building  destroyers,  more  destroyers, 
rather  than  a  new  and  unfamiliar  tjTpe  of  ship;  by  so  doing 
the  speed  of  work  is  increased— the  men  are  familiar  with 
the  character  of  work,  but  few  additional  drawings  are  re- 
qiiired.  and  the  best  possible  results  are  obtained. 

Several  months  ago.  in  anticipation  of  the  conditions  that 
confront  us  now.  the  Navy  Department  made  informal  in- 
quiries among  the  shipbuilders  and  the  navy  yards  and  has 
worked  out  tentative  assignments  of  ships  to  private  plants 
an,d  to  navy  yards  that  will  fulfill  these  conditions.  Tb  carry 
out  these  plans,  the  use  of  competitive  bidding  for  the  naval 
ships  contained  in  the  present  and  expected  programs  would 
be  fatal,  and  there  would  be  no  telling  when  our  badly-needed 
Ships  would  be  finished. 

In  abolishing  this  necessity  of  securing  competitive  bids, 
however,  we  require  the  Secretary  to  report  back  to  the 
Congress  at  each  session  every  contract  he  has  entered  into 
without  using  the  compeUtive-bid  system.  It  is  estimated 
that  there  will  be  a  saving  of  anywhere  from  60  to  90  days 
to  as  much  as  4  months  in  getting  these  ships  under  way. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Chairman  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  states 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  to  be  required  to  report  to  the 
Congress  at  the  beginning  of  each  regular  session  as  to  the 
number  of  contracts  entered  into. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  Congress,  of  course 
could  not  do  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  is  true,  but  at  least  Con- 
gress would  be  cognizant  of  what  the  Secretary  was  doing 
The  probability  Is  Congress  would  not  want  to  do  any- 
thing atwut  it. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts,  Of  course,  we  could  not 
say  as  to  that.  The  contract  would  have  been  entered  into 
and  the  work  started  under  those  contracts.  The  point  I 
want  to  bring  out  is  that  this  is  no  protection  at  all  to  the 
American  people.    It  is  just  a  gesture  and  no  safeguard. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Geotgia.  All  right.  May  I  ask  the  gen- 
tleman how  he  would  protect  it? 

Mr.  MARTIN  Of  Massachusetts.  I  am  Just  txying  to 
establish  the  facts. 


_  -^i 


\ 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7021 


Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  AU  right.  Does  the  gentleman 
want  Congress  to  have  the  Secretary  report  before  any  ne- 
gotiation is  made?  Does  the  gentleman  want  Congress  to 
say  whether  or  not  negotiated  contracts  shall  be  entered 
into? 

What  we  are  driving  at  is  a  way  to  get  ships  as  early  as 
possible  and  to  set  around  the  expenditure  of  these  funds 
all  the  safeguards  possible  so  that  Congress  will  not  lose 
complete  control  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  All  I  am  trying  to 
establish  is  the  fact  that  such  a  provision  Is  no  safeguard 
at  all.     The  gentleman  agrees  with  me.  does  he  not? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  to 
the  extent  that  we  do  not  require  the  Secretary  to  report 
until  the  contract  has  been  awarded. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  And  there  would  not  be 
any  chance  to  back  out  of  any  contract  afterward. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  may  be  true,  but  at  the 
same  time  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  would  have  to  submit 
to  Congress  the  contracts  that  are  going  to  be  entered  into 
by  negotiation  and  the  Congress  can  determine  whether  it 
will  do  what  the  Secretary  said  we  should  do. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  win  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  would  like  to  point  out  to 
the  gentieman  that  all  of  these  contracts  which  may  be 
negotiated  would  still  be  subject  to  the  10-percent  profits 

limitation. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Certainly  they  would  be  subject 
to  the  10-percent  profits  limitation.  There  is  not  a  single 
line  In  this  bill  but  what  has  been  drawn  with  the  thought 
in  mind  of  furnishing  every  protection  possible.  We  are  not 
trsring  in  this  bill  to  break  down  the  limitation  on  profits, 
and  we  certainly  hope  that  through  the  provisions  of  this 
bill  and  growing  out  of  this  speed-up  campaign  no  million- 
aires will  be  made. 

Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  think  we  are  all  in  ssmipathy  with  the 
gentleman  in  the  matter  of  negotiated  contracts,  but  I  am 
curious  to  know  what  effect  the  elimination  of  competitive 
bidding  will  have  on  the  applicability  of  the  Walsh-Healey 
Act. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Let  no  man  disturb  himself 
about  the  Walsh-Healey  Act.  It  is  not  touched  one  particle 
by  this  legislation. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
further? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Yes;  but  I  know  what  the  ggn- 
tleman  Is  driving  at.  I  understand  that  the  Administrator 
of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  is  seeking  to  put  his  clumsy  hand 
of  administration  on  various  provisions  of  this  bill.  What  is 
going  through  the  mind  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
is  to  put  the  negotiated  contracts  under  the  Walsh-Healey 
Act.  Now.  If  that  is  done  you  might  as  well  eliminate  some 
of  the  provisions  of  this  bill.  I  certainly  hope  this  Com- 
mittee will  not  do  It.  We  have  had  that  up  with  the  Admin- 
istrator. The  Navy  Department  has  told  us  positively  that 
they  could  not  agree  to  his  recommendations. 

Mr.  CELLER.  The  Judiciary  Committee,  of  which  I  am 
ranking  member,  has  for  some  time  been  discussing  this 
matter. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  We  are  all  very  well  aware  of 
the  fact  that  the  gentleman  from  New  York  is  the  ranking 
member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  Is  aware  of  that. 
I.  however,  did  not  want  to  emphasize  that  as  the  gentle- 
man has  emphasized  it.  But  let  me  point  out  that  the 
Comptroller  General  has  written  to  one  of  the  chairmen 
of  the  sut)committees  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
to  the  effect  that  where  there  Is  no  competitive  bidding  the 
provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  do  not  apply. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  is  true. 


Mr.  CELLER.    How  can  the  gentleman  reconcile  that  with 

his  previous  statement? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  gentleman  does  not  under- 
stand the  Walsh-Healey  Act.  That  deals  with  the  question 
of  labor.  The  other  provisions  deal  with  the  question  of 
profits  under  what  Is  known  as  the  1934  bill  limiting  profits. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  think  the  country  would  be  Interested 
In  knowing  how  many  ships  and  how  many  airplanes  we  have 
now  in  existence  today. 

Mr.  .VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  gave  that  information  a  minute 
ago. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  The  gentleman  gave  the  information 
about  ships  but  not  with  reference  to  planes. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  We  will  come  to  that  when  we 
take  up  airplanes. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  jrield. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Is  there  anything  In  the  bill 
which  changes  the  present  profits  limitations? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  am  coming  to  that  In  1  second. 
The  next  section  does. 

You  cannot  eat  your  cake  and  have  it,  too.  You  cannot 
throw  around  this  bill  all  the  safeguards  and  all  the  limita- 
tions that  we  normally  have  in  peacetime  and  at  the  same 
time  secure  results  in  a  short  period  of  time.  What  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee,  which  has  reported  this  bill  unanimously, 
is  driving  at  is  speed.  We  want  to  build  these  ships  in  the 
shortest  possible  time  and  we  are  seeking  to  cut  this  red  tape 
that  has  hampered  to  a  certain  extent  the  building  program. 
This  probably  was  all  right  in  peacetimes,  but  we  are  living 
now  in  abnormal  times. 

Section  3  of  the  bill  raises  the  limit  of  exemptions  under 
the  Vinson-Trammell  Act,  limiting  profits  to  10  percent,  from 
$10,000  to  $25,000.  It  has  been  effectively  shown  to  the  com- 
mittee that  there  are  a  number  of  small  concerns  who  are 
deterred  from  bidding  under  the  terms  of  the  Profit  Limiting 
Act  by  virtue  of  their  unfamlllarlty  with  the  act  and  lack  of 
legal  and  clerical  staffs,  and  the  general  feeling  of  becoming 
Involved  in  governmental  red  tape. 

The  effect  of  this,  and  partly  due  to  other  causes,  has  been 
a  reduction  in  the  niunber  of  bids  on  proposals  issued  by 
the  Navy  Department  from  about  seven  per  proposal  to  five 
or  less  per  proposal. 

This  means  that  competition  Is  becoming  more  and  more 
limited ;  and  for  the  purpose  of  getting  supplies  and  materials 
as  rapidly  as  possible,  it  Is  most  desirable  that  as  many  firms 
as  practicable  participate  in  their  production. 

Section  3,  therefore,  will  also  expedite  naval  shlpbuildinff 
and  nav£d  defense  by  broadening  the  market  for  naval  ma- 
terial and  appliances  and  thus  obtaining  quicker  deliveries. 

The  committee  will  understand  that  under  the  act  of  1934 
all  contracts  over  $10,000  must  be  audited,  and  there  Is  a 
10-percent  limitation  in  them.  This  has  had  the  effect  of 
slowing  down  bidding,  and  it  has  had  the  effect  of  doing 
away  with  a  certain  sonount  of  competition,  because  small 
business  firms  have  hesitated  on  account  of  the  Government 
red  tape  to  bid.  The  Navy  Department  has  requested,  and 
I  think  wisely,  that  this  limit  be  raised  to  $25,000,  which 
means  that  any  contract  involving  from  $1  to  $25,000  will 
not  fall  within  the  purview  of  the  10-pcrccnt  llmiutlon. 

Section  4  of  the  bill  also  relates  to  the  application  and 
administration  of  the  Vinson-Trammell  law  limiting  profits 
on  certain  contracts  to  not  more  than  10  percent.  There 
has  developed  during  the  last  few  years  a  difficulty  regarding 
this  that  should  be  corrected  in  the  Interest  of  expediting 
naval  shipbuilding  and  naval  defense. 

Under  the  present  ruling  and  interpretation  of  the  law, 
a  contractor  who  has  to  furnish  specisj  additional  and  per- 
haps very  expensive  plant  extensions  or  equipment  for  the 
execution  of  a  naval  contract  Is  not  Informed  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  capital  expenditures  which  he  makes  for  them 
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which  may  be  Included  as  an  Item  of  cost  under  his  contract 
until  after  the  completion  of  the  contract.  Some  shipbuild- 
ing contracts  last  as  long  as  4  years  in  the  case  of  large 
battleships. 

The  contractors  are  thus  left  In  the  dark  at  the  time  of 
bidding  as  to  how  they  will  come  out  under  the  contract,  and 
this  has  definitely  resulted  in  the  failure  of  not  a  few  con- 
tractors to  submit  bids. 

Section  4  allows  the  cost  of  special  equipment  needed  for 
the  accomplishment  of  a  contract  to  be  charged  in  whole  or 
•  In  part  to  the  cost  of  that  contract,  and  makes  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  the  arbiter  in  such  matters,  subject  to  approval 
by  the  President  and  review  by  the  Federal  courts,  so  that 
at  the  time  the  contract  is  entered  into  the  contractor  may  be 
as  fuily  informed  as  possible  as  to  what  his  financial  outcome 
is  likely  to  be. 

Section  4  also  provides  that  similar  changes  may  be  made 
during  the  life  of  the  contract  to  care  for  the  contingency 
that  additional  plant  equipment  may  be  desired  by  the  Navy 
for  the  purpose  of  expediting  contracts  that  are  now  in 
existence. 

By  the  provisions  of  this  section  the  contractor  will  know 
where  he  stands  from  the  beginning.  He  will  be  dealing  with 
but  one  branch  of  the  Government  and  he  will  not  fear 
ex  post  facto  rulings.  He  can  reach  his  decision  more 
quickly  and  come  to  terms  by  negotiation  with  the  Navy 
Department  more  quickly. 

This  section  of  the  act  I  consider  of  very  great  Importance. 
It  will  overcome  the  reluctance  of  many  shipbuilders  and 
other  furnishers  of  Navy  material  to  bid.  It  will  broaden 
the  market.  It  will  save  time  directly  in  connection  with 
negotiated  contracts.  It  will  save  time  Indirectly  by  in- 
creasing the  niunber  of  bidders  and  permitting  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  to  spread  contracts  so  that  the  shortest  possible 
delivery  times  can  be  obtained. 

You  will  understand  that  under  the  act  of  1934  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  and  his  oflBcials  determine  what  plant 
extensions  shall  be  charged  sigainst  a  contract.  We  propose 
in  this  bill  to  let  that  determination  be  reached  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy,  so  that  when  a  shipbuilder  bids  on  a  ship 
and  states  that  it  is  necessary  to  put  out  ways  or  have  ma- 
chine tools,  they  will  be  In  better  and  more  intelligent  posi- 
tion to  determine  whether  or  not  that  should  be  charged 
against  the  construction  of  that  ship  or  amortized  against 
the  contract  over  a  longer  period  of  time.  As  I  stated,  under 
this  bill  that  determination  will  be  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  Instead  of  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastuy  as 
at  present.  If  this  power  is  lodged  in  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  the  shipbuilder  does  not  know  what  he  can  charge 
and  what  he  cannot  charge,  and  it  naturally  follows  he  bids 
much  higher  because  there  Is  an  uncertainty  with  reference 
to  whether  or  not  he  can  charge  this  plant  extension  or  that 
plant  extension.  I  will  definitely  say  that  this  provision  per- 
mitting the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  this  determina- 
tion in  advance  will  enable  the  contractor  to  know  what 
he  can  charge  and  what  he  cannot  charge  and  will  reflect 
a  saving  of  millions  upon  millions  of  dollars  In  the  con- 
struction of  these  ships.  Therefore,  this  provision  should  be 
In  here  during  this  limited  time,  and  possibly  should  become 
permanent  law  in  the  future. 

Mr.  KKKFE.     WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  I  have  observed  in  the  discussion  of  all  these 
sections  up  to  this  time  that  the  dominating  influence  the 
eommlttee  is  seeking  to  bring  about  is  speed. 

Mr.  ymsON  of  Georgia.    Yes. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  A  reading  of  these  sections,  including  sec- 
tion 5.  discloses  the  fact  that  they  are  all  predicated  and 
dependent  upon  a  finding  on  the  part  of  the  President  that 
there  is  a  national  emergency  existent. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Of  course. 

Mr.  KEEFE.    Has  there  been  any  such  finding? 

Mr.   VINSON   of   Georgia.    Oh.   yes.     On   September  8. 
1939.  the  President  Issued  a  proclamation  of  a  limited  emer- 


gency, and  we  have  specified  In  section  10  that  this  national 
emergency  shall  be  construed  to  be  a  limited  emergency. 

Mr.  KEEFE.    I  did  not  see  that. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  If  the  gentleman  wUl  read  sec- 
tion 9  or  10  he  will  see  it.  Section  9  states  that  the  President 
on  September  8,  1939.  declared  a  limited  emergency  and  in 
section  10  we  provide: 

As  vised  In  this  act  the  words  "national  emergency"  sh^l  be 
deemed  to  Include  the  limited  national  emergency  declared,  by 
the  President  on  September  8.  1939.  : 

Mr.  KKKH't'-     You  have  restricted  It  to  that? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Yes. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  7 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  section  5,  which  deals  with  labor,  and  I 
invite  everyone's  attention  to  this,  particularly  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  CkllerI: 

Section  5  deals  with  the  hours  of  work  and  overtime  pay. 
I  desire  to  invite  particular  attention  to  the  fact  that  noth- 
ing in  this  section  operates  to  destroy  or  adversely  affect  in 
any  way  the  benefits  to  labor  from  the  various  labor  acts 
that  have  been  passed  during  the  present  administration, 
such  as  the  Bacon-Davis  Act,  the  Walsh-Healey  Act.  and 
the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act.  This  section  fixes  for  all 
naval  employees,  including  thnse  In  Washington.  D.  C,  and 
the  field,  and  for  the  employees  of  contractors  having  con- 
tracts In  connection  with  naval  vessels  or  aircraft  or  parts 
thereof  or  other  work  Incidental  thereto  the  regular  hours 
of  labor  at  a  5 -day  week  of  8  hours  per  day.  and  40  hours  a 
week. 

It  further  provides  that  all  work  In  excess  of  these  hours 
be  paid  for  at  overtime  rates  for  all  employees  except  cer- 
tain clerical  and  salaried  employees  whom  the  committee 
did  not  feel  were  entitled  to  overtime  pay  because  of  their 
salaried  status  and  common  acceptance  of  the  fact  that 
such  employees  are  expected,  being  on  a  per  annum  salary 
basis,  to  work  beyond  regular  working  hoiirs  from  time  to 
time  as  the  needs  of  the  oflQce  or  the  business  may  require. 

Of  course,  that  does  not  apply  to  stenographers,  mes- 
sengers, and  others  of  the  clerical  force  down  in  the  Navy 
Department. 

In  order  further  to  prevent  any  exploitation  of  labor,  this 
section  provides  that  the  hours  of  labor  in  any  one  week 
sHail  not  exceed  48.  unless  the  President  shall  declare  it 
necessary  In  the  interests  of  national  defense. 

I^  is  not  expected  that  the  President  will  make  such  dec- 
lar|itlon  unless  the  present  situation  becomes  very  much 
gr$fver  than  it  is. 

This  section  further  provides  that  the  Saturday  Half- 
Holiday  Act  may  be  suspended  by  the  President  if  it  should 
be  found  that  this  act  interferes  with  obtaining  the  desired 
rapidity  of  ship  construction  and  other  naval  defense  work. 

The  final  proviso  in  this  section  authorizes  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  to  modify  existing  contracts  accordingly.  This 
means  that  contracts  entered  into  in  good  faith  by  the  busi- 
ness firm  contemplated  only  regular  working  hours,  whereas 
the  Navy  Department  may,  upon  the  passage  of  this  act.  call 
upon  him  for  earlier  deliveries,  which  may  necessitate  over- 
time work.  The  Government,  of  course,  will  have  to  pay  the 
additional  price  for  such  overtime  work  and  will  obtain  as  a 
benefit  the  quicker  delivery. 

The  committee  was  assxu^d  that  It  was  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment's intenUon  to  work  shifts  rather  than  overtime  when- 
ever possible,  and  as  proof  of  that  intention  the  Navy  De- 
partment on  May  21  issued  Instructions  to  all  of  its  field 
establishments  to  that  effect  but  there  are  certain  shops  and 
certain  trades  or  occupations  in  which  shift  work  Is  impos- 
sible. For  example,  due  to  the  shortage  of  certain  naval 
architects  and  marine  engineers.  It  is  not  possible  to  work 
shifts  because  the  needed  additional  talent  Is  not  available 
In  the  country. 

Furthermore,  working  shifts  on  a  complicated  design  prob- 
lem on  the  drafting  board  is  Just  as  Impossible  as  for  artists 
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to  work  shifts  in  painting  a  portrait.  It  Is  to  take  care  of 
Just  these  conditions  that  the  overtime  prescribed  In  this 
section  should  be  authorized.  I  know  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
Navy  Department,  as  It  Is  the  desire  of  the  committee  and 
of  the  whole  Congress,  to  spread  emplosrment  as  much  as 
possible  and  reduce  the  appalling  number  of  unemployed  In 
this  cotmtry. 

I  am  happy  to  state  that  the  Navy  Department  over  a  year 
ago  recognized  these  conditions  and  began  a  course  of  train- 
ing for  employees  in  those  trades  in  which  there  Is  a  short- 
age in  order  that  as  soon  as  a  sufficient  number  were  trained 
overtime  w<M-k  would  not  be  necessary  and  shifts  could  be 
worked. 

I  desire  again  to  emphasize  that  notwithstanding  the 
erroneous  reports  that  have  appeared  in  the  press  and  else- 
where that  some  of  the  sections  of  this  bill  are  mere  subter- 
fuges to  destroy  the  hard- won  rights  of  labor;  such  is  em- 
phatically not  the  case,  and.  on  the  contrary,  this  section  5 
thereof  preserves  those  rights  and  is  In  my  opinion  a  bill  and 
a  section  that  are  eminently  fair  to  both  employers  and 
employees. 

Section  6  of  the  bill  Is  to  permit  the  reemplojnneht  of  cer- 
tain civilian  employees  of  the  naval  service  who  have  been 
retired  on  account  of  age. 

It  has  been  ascertained  that  many  of  these  employees  are 
still  hale  and  hearty  and  able  to  render  useful  service.  Under 
regulations  agreecJ  upon  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  and 
the  Navy  Department,  It  is  proposed  to  recall  such  employees 
lo  work  where  their  services  are  needed.  Just  as  the  Navy 
Department  has  already  been  authorized  to  recall  to  duty 
retired  commissioned  naval  officers  who  are  In  such  good 
physical  condition  that  they  can  be  restored  to  active  duty. 

The  Civil  Service  Commission  has  stated  that  it  concurs  in 
this  section  of  the  bill.  A  proviso  imder  this  section  makes 
It  xmnecessary  for  any  retired  civil  employee  thus  recalled 
to  duty  to  make  any  further  contributions  to  the  retirement 
fund  if  he  Is  already  entitled  to  the  maximum,  but  at  the 
option  of  the  employee  permits  him  to  submit  to  retirement 
deductions  from  his  active-duty  pay  if  he  desires  thereby 
to  increase  the  soinuity  he  will  receive  when  his  services  are 
DO  longer  required. 

The  other  proviso  of  this  section  I  consider  of  great  im- 
portance. It  suspends  during  the  emergency  the  statute 
requiring  that  no  civUian  employee  may  be  discharged  for 
cause  without  preferring  charges,  receiving  a  statement  from 
the  accused  employee,  and  obtaining  satisfactory  proof  of 
his  offense.  In  times  like  these  it  is  of  utmost  importance 
to  the  Navy  and  to  the  Nation  that  every  single  civilian  em- 
ployee be  a  loyal,  patriotic  worker,  and  that  the  Navy  De- 
partment be  permitted  to  remove  without  question  any  em- 
ployee who  is  or  might  be  a  subversive  element  in  our  navy 
yards  and  gun  factories  or  who,  there  Is  reason  to  believe, 
renders  more  loyalty  to  possible  enemies  of  this  country  than 
to  the  United  States.  In  other  words,  the  Navy  Department 
In  particular,  among  all  executive  departments  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, should  have  the  right  to  insure  that  It  can  count 
upon  its  working  force  for  honest,  loyal  service,  and  to  remove 
anyone  who  does  not  meet  these  requirements. 

The  present  law.  in  effect,  makes  the  Navy  Department 
wait  imtil  the  act  of  spying  or  the  act  of  sabotage  has  actually 
been  accomplished  and  the  damage  done.  It  Is  the  purpose 
of  this  proviso  to  prevent  the  execution  of  any  such  acts  and 
to  prevent  the  damage  being  done. 

Section  7  of  the  bill  Is  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  those 
emplo3rees  who  do  not  really  need  annual  vacations  to  sacri- 
fice their  vacations  and  work  for  the  benefit  of  the  country, 
and  in  return  this  section  provides  that  they  shall  not  be 
deprived  of  the  vacation  pay  to  which  they  would  otherwise 
be  entitled. 

For  obvious  reasons,  this  section  is  applicable  only  to  em- 
ployees in  those  trades  and  occupations  wherein  a  shortage 
exists  because  there  is  no  Intention  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
mittee or  the  Navy  Department  to  make  the  civilian  em- 
ployees forego  their  leave  to  the  possible  detriment  of  their 
health  and  well-being,  unless  the  exigencies  of  the  situation 
demand  their  presence.  In  which  case  I  submit  that  it  is 


the  duty  of  such  employees  to  give  up  their  holidays  in  the 
Interests  of  national  defense,  particularly  since  they  will  be 
paid  for  so  doing. 

Section  8  of  the  bill  takes  account  of  the  fact  that  work- 
ing overtime  and  other  means  of  expediting  naval  shipbuild- 
ing will  result  in  additional  costs  of  vessels.  Certain  vessels, 
namely  those  authorized  by  the  act  of  July  30,  1937.  had 
limits  of  cost  fixed  by  the  Congress.  Section  8  provides  that 
these  limits  may  be  increased  by  the  amounts  of  additional 
costs  resulting  frcrni  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Section  9  provides  that  this  bill  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  present  limited  emergency  declared  by  the  President 
on  September  8.  1939. 

Section  10  limits  the  application  of  this  bill  for  a  period 
of  3  years  beginning  with  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act. 
by  which  time  I  sincerely  trust  the  emergency  and  the 
gravity  of  the  situation  will  have  disappeared.  If  not,  the 
Cmigress  in  its  wisdom  may  kA  course  extend  the  act  for 
such  period  as  may  unfortunately  be  necessary. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  impress  this  one  fact  upon  you 
that  this  bill  will  not  destroy  one  iota  of  the  structure  that 
has  been  built  up  for  the  benefit  of  the  workingman,  for  the 
prevention  of  the  exploitatlMi  of  labor,  for  the  curbing 
of  monopolies,  and  for  the  curbing  of  accumulation  of  un- 
warranted and  excess  profits.  The  sole  underlying  purpose 
of  this  bill  is  to  see  that  everything  possible  to  expedite 
naval  shipbuilding  and  naval  defense  be  undertaken  now, 
at  once,  without  delay. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  frwn 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Section  2  of  this  bill  provides  that  after 
the  President  has  declared  a  national  emergency,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  Is  then  authorized  to  negotiate  contracts 
without  competition.    Is  that  true? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  I  Just  want  to  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
In  this  Instance,  where  contracts  are  negotiated  without 
competition,  the  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  law  do  not 
apply.  Those  are  considered  open-market  purchases,  ^nd 
the  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  do  not  apply  to 
open-market  purchases. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  So  the  effect  of  the  gentleman's  bill  would 
be  to  suspend  the  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  en- 
tirely, if  section  2  is  left  intact. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  gentle- 
man.  I  do  not  agree  at  all  that  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  Is 
being  suspended  by  the  provisions  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan. 

Bylr.  MICHENER.  Under  the  law  as  it  is  now  the  Bacon- 
Davis  Act  fixes  the  wage  as  that  prevailing  in  the  local  com- 
munity. The  national  wage  and  hour  law  fixes  a  uniform 
wage  throughout  the  country.  The  Walsh-Healey  Act  fixes 
the  wage  that  the  Secretary  of  Labor  shall  determine  to  be 
the  prevailing  wage  in  the  locality,  which  determination  is 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  and  which  has  been  extended 
to  include  13  States.  Under  this  bill,  which  wage  is  going  to 
prevail,  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  wage  or  the  Wage  and  Hour 
Act  wage?  They  are  different  in  many  Instances.  The  wage 
fixed  by  Secretary  Perkins  is  in  many  cases  much  higher 
than  the  wage  and  hour  wage. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
I  have  It  all  in  my  manuscript  and  could  answer  the  ques- 
tion, but  I  do  not  want  to  take  any  more  time  right  now.  I 
will  explain  that  under  the  5-minute  rule  when  we  get  to  that 
provision  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  wish  the  gentleman 
would  go  on  and  explain  the  bill.  We  ought  to  know  fully 
what  is  In  the  bilL 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  All  right,  I  will  take  the  rest  of 
the  time. 

[Here  the  gavel  f  elL] 
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Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  1 3^eld  myself  10 
additional  minutes. 

Labor  laws  affected  by  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the 
biU.  H.  R.  9822,  are  as  follows: 

First.  The  act  of  August  1.  1892.  as  amended  by  the  act 
of  March  3.  1913  (U.  S.  C.  title  40.  sec.  321).  provides  that 
laborers  and  mechanics  employed  by  the  Government  or  by 
contractors  or  subcontractors  shall  not  work  more  than  8 
hours  a  day  except  In  case  of  an  extraordinary  emergency. 

Effect  of  this  bill:  Permits  these  employees  to  work  more 
than  8  hours  a  day  by  the  simple  expedient  of  paying  them 
time  and  a  half  for  overtime.  In  other  words,  does  away, 
temporarily,  with  the  requirement  that  it  takes  an  extraor- 
dinary emergency  to  justify  work  in  excess  of  8  hovirs  a 
day. 

Nobody  knows  Just  what  constitutes  an  "extraordinary 
emergency,"  anyway. 

Second.  The  act  of  June  19.  1912  (U.  S.  C,  title  40.  sec. 
324)  frequently  called  the  8-hour  law.  prohibits  work  in 
excess  of  8  hours  a  day  by  laborers  and  mechanics  em- 
ployed by  contractors  and  subcontractors  with  the  Govern- 
ment, and  provides  a  penalty  of  $5  per  day  for  every  such 
employee  who  is  required  to  exceed  those  hours. 

Effect  of  this  bill:  Removes,  temporarily,  this  prohibition 
and  penalty,  by  permitting  work  in  excess  of  8  hours  a  day 
on  condition  that  time  and  a  half  is  paid  for  such  over- 
time. 

This  1912  act  is  not  applicable  to  transportation,  the  trans- 
^ilssion  of  intelligence,  or  purchase  of  supplies  by  the  Gov- 
ernment, except  armor  and  armor  plate.  In  1917  the 
President  was  given  authority  to  suspend  this  act  during  a 
national  emergency  and  he  still  has  it.  This  act  was  in- 
advertently omitted  in  complying  with  the  Ramsey er  rule 
when  the  bill  was  reported. 

Third.  The  act  of  June  30,  1936  (U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V,  title  41, 
sees.  35-45>  better  known  as  the  Walsh-Healey  Act.  applies  to 
any  person — not  Just  lalwrers  and  mechanics — employed  by 
a  contractor  manufacturing  or  furnishing  materials,  supplies, 
articles,  or  equipment  to  the  United  States,  if  the  contract 
exceeds  $10,000.  The  hours  of  labor  specified  are  8  hom^  a 
day  and  40  hours  a  week.  These  hours  may  be  exceeded  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  but  if  they  are.  time 
and  a  half  for  overtime  must  be  paid. 

Effect  of  this  bill:  Practically  none,  except  that  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  would  not  be  required  for 
overtime  work  on  naval  contracts  included  in  the  bill — naval 
vessels  or  aircraft,  or  parts  thereof,  or  other  work  incidental 
thereto.  This  question  is  academic  because  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  has  issued  regulations  which,  so  far  as  these  contracts 
are  concerned,  permit  unlimited  hours  so  long  as  time  and  a 
half  Is  paid  for  overtime. 

Other  requirements  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  are  not  dis- 
turbed—child labor,  convict  labor,  factory  working  conditions, 
qualifications  of  contractors.  Common  carriers.  j)erishab!es, 
and  so  forth,  were  excepted  from  the  act.  The  Walsh-Healey 
Act  still  applies  to  other  Government  contracts. 
^  Fourth.  The  act  of  June  25,  1938  (U.  S.  C,  Supp.  V,  title  29, 
ch.  8) ,  ts  the  Pair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938.  It  applies  to 
all  employees  of  private  concerns,  and  so  far  as  hours  of  labor 
are  concerned  it  deals  mainly  with  the  hours  p)er  week,  as 
distinguished  from  the  hours  per  day.  The  first  year  after 
this  act  became  law  the  workweek  was  44  hours;  the  second 
3^ear  42:  and  thereafter  it  will  be  40.  In  other  words,  after 
June  25,  1940,  the  workweek  will  be  40  hours.  All  time  over 
the  specified  workweek  counts  time  and  a  half. 

In  certain  cases,  by  agreement  resulting  from  collective  bar- 
gaining (a)  on  the  basis  of  total  hours  for  a  period  of  26  con- 
secutive weeks  and  (b)  the  same  for  52  consecutive  weeks  and 
(c)  seasonal  industries,  the  hours  of  work  per  week  may  be 
varied  from  the  basic  40.  If  this  is  done,  time  and  a  half 
must  l)e  paid  for  overtime  in  excess  of  12  hours  a  day  or  56 
hours  per  week. 

Effect  of  this  bill:  None.  This  bill  Is  patterned  from  this 
act.  Possible  exception:  Until  June  25,  1940,  the  workweek 
under  the  act  is  42  hours,  and  the  bill  specifies  40.    For  a 


period  of  something  less  than  a  month,  therefore,  employees 
would  draw  overtime  for  work  in  excess  of  40  hours  instead 
of  42.    This  is  negligible. 
General  comment  on  this  section  of  the  bill: 

(a)  There  is  precious  little,  if  anything.  In  this  section  that 
labor,  or  anyone  connected  with  it,  can  complain  about.  It 
conforms  to  the  Pair  Labor  Standards  Act,  which  is  an  intel- 
ligently drawn  law  in  all  respects,  particularly  the  flexibility 
permitted  in  the  question  that  concerns  us — hours  of  labor. 
The  rigid  provisions  of  other  laws,  such  as  the  "extraordinary 
emergency"  with  heavy  penalties  for  violation,  and  the  $5  per 
day  per  laborer  penalty  under  the  1912  act,  which  says  flatly 
"8  hours  a  day,"  are  what  makes  this  section  necessary. 

(b)  This  section  is  such  a  logical  solution  to  the  question  of 
how  to  speed  up  shipbuilding  that  it  does  not  seem  open  to 
criticism  from  any  quarter.  It  is  obvious  that  more  man- 
hours  on  shipbuilding  will  do  one  of  two  things:  Permit  a 
given  number  of  shiiK  to  be  built  in  less  time,  or  permit  in  a 
given  time,  the  building  of  more  ships.  Some  of  the  increase 
in  man-hours  can  be  effected  by  working  shifts,  which  will,  of 
course.  Increase  emplojmient:  by  increasing  the  workday  and 
workweek  It  will  be  possible  to  speed  up  the  work  that  is  not 
susceptible  of  being  done  by  shifts. 

(c)  If  only  one  labor  law  were  involved,  the  solution  would 
be  apparent — amend  or  suspend  that  law.  With  a  multi- 
plicity of  laws  the  sensible  course  is  to  reduce  the  hours  of 
labor  to  a  common  denominator,  and  this  is  being  proposed. 
The  result,  happily,  will  be  mutually  advantageous  to  labor 
and  the  Government. 

Let  us  not  begin  to  draw  red  herrings  across  this  speeding- 
up  bill.  Let  us  get  down  like  businessmen  and  put  some  pep 
into  the  building  of  these  ships  and  cut  this  red  tape  that  has 
been  hamstringing  the  Nation.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  MICHENER.    That  is  Just  what  I  am  Interested  In. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  hope  the  gentleman  heard  my 
explanation. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  did,  but  I  have  a  question  I  should  Uke 
to  ask  and  that  Is,  Why  do  we  not  establish  one  standard 
here,  one  wage  and  hour  law? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    We  do. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Why  have  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  In  the 
picture  at  all?  Why  not  leave  the  wage  and  hour  law  con- 
trol? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    It  Is  not  In  the  picture  at  all. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  and  his  colaborer  are 
apprehensive  that  we  are  going  to  destroy  labor.  We  are 
just  as  much  interested  in  lalwr  as  they  are. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  am  not  worrying  about  labor  or  capital 
as  such.    I  am  worrying  about  our  country  in  this  conflict. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    There  is  no  conflict. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  You  can  clarify  this  matter  very  easily 
by  saying  that  the  Walsh-Healey  law  will  not  apply,  and  then 
you  wiU  not  have  to  make  all  these  restrictions. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  Walsh-Healey  Act  does  not 
apply  anyhow. 

Mr.  MICHENER.     Then  why  not  say  so? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Let  me  say  to  my  friend  that 
we  set  up  here  a  standard  of  5  days  a  week,  8  hours  a  day,  40 
hours  a  week.  That  is  fixed  in  the  bill,  and  then  we  say 
that  If  you  work  over  40  hours  a  week  you  get  time  and  a 
half  overtime,  and  it  cannot  go  more  than  48  hours.  This 
puts  a  ceiling  on  labor, 

Mr.  MICHENER.  What  is  the  objection  to  Just  using  the 
wage  and  hour  law,  so  far  as  these  contracts  are  concerned, 
and  saying  so  in  so  many  words,  without  trying  to  mollify  or 
deceive  anybody  or  having  any  controversy  about  it? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  fair  wage  and  hour  law  is 
exactly  what  applies  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  my  friend  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  want  to  say  that  I  want  to  cooperate  with 
the  gentleman,  but  I  want  some  clarification 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Then  certainly  the  gentleman 
will  not  offer  the  amendment  about  the  Administrator 
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Mr.  CELLER.  T  am  going  to  offer  the  amendment  because 
I  feel  it  is  proper  to  do  so  if  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts (Mr.  HkalktI  does  not  do  so. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Qeorgla.  By  the  gentleman'^  acts  we  will 
determine  whether  he  is  Urlng  to  cooperate  or  Idock  the 
legislation. 

Mr.  CELLER.  That  is  perfectly  proper  and  I  am  willing 
to  be  Judged  by  that.  On  page  4,  lines  7  and  8,  you  have  the 
words  "notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law." 
That  refers,  imdoubtedly,  to  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  and  the 
Bacon-Davis  Act,  the  act  of  1912,  the  8-hour  law,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Now,  notwithstanding  those  acts  and  in- 
cluding the  Walsh-Healey  Act,  I  admit  you  make  provision 
for  time  and  a  half  pay  and  for  hours  of  emplojmient,  but 
the  Walsh-Healey  Act,  in  addition  to  the  provisions  that  you 
have  adverted  to.  has  what  is  known  as  enforcement  ma- 
chinery. It  has  many  other  provisions  like  those  concerning 
child  labor,  convict  labor,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    We  do  not  disturb  that. 

Mr,  CELLER.  Does  the  gentleman  say  unconditionally 
that  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  aw>lies  to  this  entire  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Gteorgia.  I  say  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  Is 
not  disturbed  In  the  slightest  degree  by  this  bill. 

Mr.  CELLER.  The  gentleman  does  not  answer  the  ques- 
Uon. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  do  not  know  how  to  answer  It 
any  other  way. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Then  does  the  gentleman  say  that  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act  applies  in  Its  entirety? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  We  only  disturb  two  labor  pro- 
visions. One  is  with  respect  to  extraordinary  leaves  and  one 
Is  the  $5  a  day  penalty. 

Mr.  CEXIiER.  But  there  are  other  provisions  of  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act  that  you  do  not  mention. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  gentleman  states  that  the  Walsh- 
Healey  Act  does  not  apply,  and  in  the  next  breath  he  says  It 
does  apply  insofar  as  inspectors  are  concerned.  The  gentle- 
man talks  about  red  tape  and  yet  In  order  to  comply  with 
the  Walsh-Healey  Act  you  must  comply  with  the  rulings  of 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  as  to  working  conditions,  and  they 
send  out  Irispectors  under  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  and  then 
they  send  out  inspectors  imder  the  wage-hour  law,  duplicating 
Inspection. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Now,  what  are  you  going  to  do  here?  If 
jrou  repeal  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  and  stai  have  the  Walsh- 
Healey  inspectors,  why  not  cut  all  the  red  tape? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  have  stated  to  the  gentleman 
and  to  the  conunittee  that  so  far  as  labor  Is  concerned,  we 
are  establishing  the  labor  standards  as  provided  for  in  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act,  5  days  a  week,  8  hours  a  day,  40  hours  a 
week,  with  provision  for  time  and  a  half  for  overtime.  The 
other  provisions  of  the  WaJsh-Healey  Act  are  not  affected 
by  this  bill.  The  provisions  with  reference  to  inspection  and 
the  other  requirements  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  are  not  dis- 
tiu-bed.  The  child-labor  provision  and  the  provision  for 
working  conditions  and  the  qualifications  of  contractors  are 
not  touched  by  this  bill. 

Mr.  MICHEINER.  Does  the  gentleman  understand  that 
the  purpose  of  the  Walsh-Hetiley  Act  was  to  accomplish  that 
which  was  declared  imconstitutional  under  the  N.  R.  A.  law? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  has  expired. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  to  me  to  ask  a  question  or  two  if  I  can  get 
a  few  minutes  of  time  for  him?  I  desire  to  inquire  about 
something  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Walsh-Healey 
Act. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Yes. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  2 
minutes. 


ISi.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  has  not 
said  anything  concerning  section  9. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Of  course,  but  I  was  cut  off  in 
time. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  appreciate  that.  I 
would  like  to  have  that  cleared  up  in  my  mind,  in  respect  to 
the  national  emergency. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Under  the  proclamation  Issued 
by  the  President  on  September  8,  1939,  he  declsired  a  lim- 
ited emergency.  We  have  defined  the  phrase  "national 
emergency"  to  fall  within  that  proclamation  in  respect  to  a 
limited  emergency. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  That  does  not  give  any 
more  emergency  powers  thatf  mS^  now  possessed. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Not  one  bit.  and  if  the  gentle- 
man will  read  further  he  will  see  that  the  next  proviso 
limits  the  life  of  this  bill  to  3  years.  What  we  are  trying  to 
do  is  to  hold  it  down  to  what  he  classified  sis  a  limited 
emergency  and  we  do  this  in  the  use  of  the  phrase  "na- 
tional emergency."  It  is  to  be  interpreted  in  accordance 
with  that  proclamation. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  And  no  powers  are  given 
other  than  to  expedite  this  construction  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  is  all  the  power  given. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  suggested  to  me  this 
section  legalizes  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the 
President  in  September. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  No.  What  we  are  trying  to  do 
is  to  so  define  the  President's  proclamation  as  a  national 
emergency  as  to  come  within  the  meaning  of  the  limited 
emergency. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Did  the  gentleman  in- 
quire as  to  whether  the  President  had  any  right  to  declare 
that  special  emergency? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  No;  we  did  not,  because  we 
presumed  that  he  would  not  have  declared  a  limited  emer- 
gency unless  he  had  some  constitutional  authority. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Tlie  time  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  has  expired. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  s^eld  the  gentleman  2 
minutes  more. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  gentleman  tell 
us  how  the  civil  service  is  affected  by  this  legislation? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Oh,  yes.  This  provision  was 
written  by  Mr.  Moyer  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission.  It 
merely  permits  recalling  the  people  who  have  gone  off  the 
civil  service  on  account  of  age  or  retirement.  This  will 
permit  the  Civil  Service  Commission  or  the  Navy  Department 
to  discharge  any  civil-service  employee  without  going 
through  the  red  tape  of  filing  charges  and  complaint,  when 
In  the  Judgment  of  the  Navy  Department  it  is  not  to  the 
public  Interest  to  have  that  particular  employee  in  the 
service.  It  Is  a  direct  way  of  getting  rid  of  subversive  influ- 
ence that  might  be  in  the  Department. 

Everything  is  written  exactly  by  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion and  approved  by  that  Commission,  and  it  does  not  dis- 
turb the  civil-service  rules  and  regulations  at  all,  except  those 
people  who  come  in  can  have  a  reduction  made  of  their  pay, 
to  apply  on  their  retirement,  if  they  want  to  increase  it,  or 
get  the  whole  thing  and  put  it  in  their  pockets  at  this  time. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  s^eld? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Yes. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  am  wondering  if  Hitler  restricted  him- 
self by  the  same  legislative  chains  we  bind  ourselves  by  in 
section  5? 

Mr,  VINSON  of  Georgia.  If  the  gentleman  will  go  along 
with  us  and  this  House  will  go  along  with  us,  we  will  have 
plenty  of  ships  here  in  a  short  time  to  meet  any  international 
emergency. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    That  is  what  we  all  want. 

Blr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  srleld? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Yes. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Is  it  not  true  that  by  the  terms  of  this  bill 
you  have  endeavored  to  carry  out  the  policies  ol  the  Chief 
Elxecutive? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Yea^ 
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Mr.  HEALEY.  And  nothing  in  this  legislation  would  be 
permitted  to  destroy  the  laws  that  the  Congress  in  its  judg- 
ment executed  for  the  protection  and  benefit  of  labor? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  is  right,  and  the  forward 
stepB  taken  are  not  to  be  impaired  by  this  legislation. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman 3rleld? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia,    Yes. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsyh'ania.  I  do  not  think  the  gentleman 
has  to  apologize  for  any  relaxation  of  any  of  these  restrictive 
laws  which  may  be  in  this  bill.  l)ecause  in  the  long  run  the 
rank  and  file  of  American  labor  would  prefer  to  work  over- 
time rather  than  to  have  the  sublabor  standards  of  a  dic- 
tator country  imposed  upon  them. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  3^eld  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  I  Mr.  ColeI. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  taking  up  the 
discussion  of  this  bill  at  the  point  where  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  left  off,  there  is  no  question  at  all  but 
that  this  measure  does  to  some  extent  relax  and  modify  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act  and  the  Bacon-Davis  Act.  In  both  of 
'  those  measures  employees  of  the  Government  on  public 
works  and  employees  of  contractors  with  the  Govenmient 
are  prohibited  from  working  longer  than  8  hours.  This 
^measure  relaxes  that  provision  and  gives  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  and  other  contract  employers  the  right  to  work 
their  men  more  than  8  hours  by  pasring  time  and  a  half 
for  overtime.  The  testimony  before  the  committee  with 
regard  to  this  entire  measure  given  to  us  by  the  Navy  De- 
partment and  by  representatives  of  the  shipbuilding  indus- 
try was  that  of  all  the  statutes  which  have  impeded  the 
progress  of  ship  construction,  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  stood 
out  preeminent  among  them  all.  First  on  their  list  of 
recommendations  was  that  the  provisions  of  the  Walsh- 
Healey  Act  should  be  suspended  during  the  time  of  this 
emergency  insofar  as  shipbuilding  and  airplane  contracts 
were  concerned. 

Mr.  HEALEY.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.     Yes. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    And  they  also  stated  that  the  Vinson  Act 

-.     which  limited  the  4)roflts  \q  10  percent  was  also  an  act  that 

should  be  repealed.    They  made  that  recommendation  also? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  Department  recommended 
modification  of  the  profit  limitation  in  the  Vinson-Trammell 
Act. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    They  said  that  impeded  shipbuilding. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Let  me  answer  the  gentleman. 
Not  so  much  t)ecause  of  the  10-percent  limitation  on  profits 
as  t)ecause  of  the  red  tape  and  the  preparation  of  reports 
and  that  sort  of  thing. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Oh,  I  see.  They  were  not  Interested  In  get- 
ting additional  funds. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  committee  thought  so  much 
of  the  recommendation  of  the  Navy  Department  and  the 
shipbuilders  that  they  inserted  in  the  bill  a  provision  giving 
the  President  authority  to  suspend  the  provisions  of  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act  as  set  forth  in  section  3.  That  section 
stayed  in  until  final  consideration  of  the  bill  in  the 
committee,  when  it  was  decided  that  that  section  was  not 
necessary  for  the  reason  that  under  the  construction  au- 
thorization acts  for  ships  and  airplanes  the  President  is 
given  authority  to  suspend  the  operations  of  the  Walsh- 
Healey  Act  in  a  national  emergency. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  3rleld 
briefly  at  that  point? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Let  me  continue,  please.  It  is 
to  be  hoped  that  if  the  allegations  made  by  the  Navy  De- 
partment, and  made  by  those  in  the  industry  who  are  in 
position  to  know,  are  correct,  the  President  will  not  hesitate 
in  this  emergency  to  suspend  the  operations  of  that  act. 

Mr.  MICHENER  and  Mr.  CELLER  rose. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan. 


Mr.  MICHENER.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  that  when  the  Walsh-Healey  bill  was  up  for  consid- 
eration in  the  beginning,  the  Navy  Department  then  opposed 
its  enactment  because  they  said  it  would  do  the  very  things 
they  now  find  it  is  doing.  Within  the  last  year  they  have 
appeared  before  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  opposed  the 
extension  of  the  Walsh-Healey  bill.  That  is  now  before  the 
Judiciary  Committee.  So  the  Navy  Department  certainly 
has  at  all  times  and  on  all  occasions  opposed  the  Walsh- 
Healey  bill  as  one  of  the  things  that  would  interfere  in  han- 
dling a  condition  such  as  that  with  which  we  are  now  con- 
fronted. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  That  is  true.  They  came  In  then 
and  prophesied  the  disadvantageous  effect  of  the  Walsh- 
Healey  Act;  and  today  they  have  appeared  and  offered  proof 
of  their  contention. 

Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  cannot  yield  further.  There 
are  so  many  phases  of  the  bill  I  would  like  to  discuss,  but  I 
shall  not  have  time.  Let  it  be  clearly  understood  that  the 
only  way  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  is  affected  by  this  bill  is 
that  employees  may  be  permitted  to  work  longer  than  8 
hours  a  day,  but  that  they  shall  be  paid  time  and  a  half  for 
overtime.  Certainly  nobody,  least  of  all  the  employees, 
should  object  to  that. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  jrield  for 
just  one  question? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York     No. 

Going  back  to  the  beginning  of  the  bill,  section  1  permits 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  advance  30  percent  of  the  con- 
tract price.  While  this  may  be  a  rather  startling  relaxation 
of  the  present  law.  it  seems  to  be  justified  under  the  circtmi- 
stances,  and  I  would  call  to  your  attention  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  is  not  permitted  to  do  this  imtil  after  he  has 
required  adequate  security  for  the  protection  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  payments  so  made. 

The  provisions  which  we  have  inserted  throughout  the  bill 
requiring  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  submit  a  report  to  the 
Congress  may  have  the  color  of  locking  the  door  after  the 
horse  is  stolen,  but  at  the  same  time  under  all  the  clrcimi- 
stances  it  is  imperative  that  we  place  some  confidence,  some 
reliance,  on  our  public  officials;  and  I  feel  that  we  have  done 
as  much  as  we  possibly  can  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
Government  and  the  taxpayers,  and  at  the  same  time  acceler- 
ate this  program. 

So  far  as  section  2  Is  concerned,  which  permits  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  to  negotiate  contracts  rather  than  procure 
them  through  competitive  bidding,  we  need  have  no  great  fear 
that  excessive  prices  will  be  charged,  because  they  still  will 
be  under  the  limitation  on  profits  of  10  percent  in  the  case  of 
ships  and  12  percent  in  the  case  of  aircraft. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  for  an  observation? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  In  the  determination  of  cost 
is  there  included  in  "cost"  what  is  known  as  standard  ship- 
yard practice,  namely,  the  bare  cost  plus  25  percent  for 
overhead  plus  25  percent  profit? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  give  the 
gentleman  the  answer  to  that  questioxL 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  It  was  my  understanding 
that  most  of  the  design  work,  most  of  the  engineering,  is 
done  by  the  Navy  at  Government  expense.  The  25  percent 
which  covers  overhead  In  standard  shipyard  practice,  there- 
fore, seems  to  me  should  be  taken  care  of  by  a  provision  in 
this  bill. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Continuing  a  discussion  of  the 
bill  from  the  point  where  the  chairman  left  off.  the  only 
way  in  which  this  measure  relaxes  the  provisions  of  the 
civil-service  law  Is  that  the  Navy  Department  Is  given 
authority  to  recall  from  the  retired  lists  any  Individuals 
whose  services  may  be  deemed  necessary,  whose  places  could 
not  be  filled  from  the  regular  channels  of  labor.  In  addi- 
tion, the  Department  is  permitted  to  discharge  any  civil - 
Bervice  employee  without  going  through  the  formality  of 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7027 


establishing  cause.    This  provisicxi  is  similar  to  a  provision  f 
in  the  military  bill  adopted  last  week  and  is  designed  to  | 
permit  the  Government  to  summarily  discharge  those  in  the 
Naval  Establishment  whose  patriotism  is  questionable. 

I  ask  your  particular  attention  to  section  7.  This  seefns 
to  me  to  be  somewhat  unnecessary  and  a  dangerous  section. 
It  permits  the  Navy  Departmait  to  retain  any  of  its  employ- 
ees during  the  period  of  their  vacation  and  to  pay  that 
employee  for  the  time  of  his  vacation.  The  effect  is  to 
make  it  possible  for  an  employee  of  the  Navy  Department 
to  sell  his  vacation  to  the  Government.  While  it  may  be 
true  that  in  some  instances,  because  of  the  shortage  of  spe- 
cialized labtH-.  this  may  be  necessary,  yet  I  cannot  help  feel- 
ing that  it  establishes  an  imdesirable  precedent  which  will 
operate  to  cause  ill  feeling,  discontent,  and  Jealousies  in  the 
departments.  It  is  questionable  whether  the  gain  is  worth 
the  price  we  shall  eventually  have  to  pay  if  it  is  adopted. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
jrield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  would  Uke  to  have  it  made  clear  that 
the  man  would  be  getting  his  vacation  pay  also.  In  other 
words,  he  would  be  getting  paid  twice  for  the  same  time. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Tliat  Is  it  exactly. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  That  is  what  I  suppose  the  gentleman 
intended  to  state. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  It  says  they  may  be  i)aid  in  ad- 
dition to  the  regular  pay  the  equivalent  of  the  pay  they 
would  have  drawn  during  the  period  of  such  vacation. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  It  means  that  an  employee  will 
get  13  months'  pay  instead  (rf  12  if  he  does  not  take  his 
vacation. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Or  in  the  event  that  he  has 
accimiulated  60  da]rs'  leave  he  will  get  14  months'  pay  instead 
of  12.  

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gentleman  10 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Does  that  mean  that  he  is  off 
on  vacation  and  gets  i)aid  too? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    No;  he  must  stay  on  the  Job. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    He  must  work? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New^Yo^k.    Oh,  yes;  he  must  stay  on  the  Job. 

Mr.  Chairman,  section  8  relaxes  the  limitation  on  the  cost 
of  ships  authorized  in  the  Construction  Act  of  1937,  which 
provided  for  the  construction  of  certain  auxiliary  vessels.  Of 
course,  if  this  bill  is  enacted  into  law  the  cost  of  construction 
of  ships  will  be  greatly  increased,  so  as  a  precautionary 
measvue  it  was  necessary  to  wipe  out  this  limitation. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    What  is  the  limitaUon  there? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Fifty  million  dollars. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Has  the  gentleman  any  estimate 
at  all  as  to  what  the  increased  cost  will  be? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Representatives  of  the  Navy 
Department  believe  this  program  providing  for  the  accelera- 
tion of  construction  will  cost  15  percent  additional  to  what 
it  otherwise  would. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York-  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Has  the  gentleman  any  information  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  International  bankers  have  been 
prompted  to  acquire  the  Newport  News  Siipbuildlng  Co.  In 
anticipation  of  the  passage  of  this  legislation? 
.  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  That  subject  was  not  inquh^d 
into  at  any  great  length. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  That  is  the  largest  shipbuilding  plant  in 
the  country? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    One  of  the  largest  at  least 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  impression  has  gone  out  throughout  the 
country  that  the  Congress,  the  officials  and  officers  of  the 
Navy  and  Navy  Department  have  been  derelict  in  their  duty 
in  the  matter  of  military  preparedness.    At  least,  that  was 


the  impression  until  night  before  last.  In  Justice  to  our- 
selves, in  Justice  to  the  officers  of  the  Navy,  and  for  the  sake 
of  reassurance  of  the  country,  I  feel  it  might  not  be  amiss  at 
this  time  to  go  over  what  has  been  accomplished  in  the  past 
6  years  by  way  of  naval  construction.  Bear  in  mind,  of 
course,  that  up  until  1933  and  1934  the  entire  world  was  prac- 
tically at  peace.  We,  along  with  the  other  nations  of  the 
wOTld,  had  no  thought  of  excessive,  burdensome,  and  expen- 
sive armament.  But  in  1934  the  Congress  authorized  the  re- 
placement of  our  treaty  Navy  which  when  prosecuted  over  a 
period  of  10  years  would  result  in  a  complete  duplication  of 
every  ship  that  we  then  had  or  authorized  to  have  by  the 
treaty,  with  the  exception  of  battleships. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.     WiU  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  As  I  understand,  that  pro- 
gram was  started  in  1934? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Yes. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Six  years  have  elapsed  since 
that  time?     - 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Yes. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  How  is  the  program  pro- 
gressing? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  That  is  what  I  propose  to  tell 
the  gentleman.  In  1938  Vb&  Congress  again  authorized  a  20- 
percent  increase  in  the  treaty  strength,  which  then  amounted 
to  1,200,000  tons.  So  we  raised  the  authorized  under-age 
strength  of  our  Navy  by  295,000  tons,  making  a  total  of 
1,557,000  tons.  Again  this  year  the  House  authorized  a  fur- 
ther increase  of  11  percent  in  the  under-age  tonnage  and 
the  bill  is  still  pending  in  the  Senate.  So  that  now  the  au- 
thorized strength  of  the  Navy  is  1,724.000  tons  as  against 
1,200,000  tons  6  years  ago.  or  an  increase  of  approximately  38 
percent.  That  is  what  we  have  done  so  far  as  authority  is 
concerned. 

What  has  been  actually  accomplished?  In  1934  we  had  14 
battleships.  On  May  15  of  this  year  we  had  15.  One  of  the 
old  ones  has  been  reconditioned.  In  1934  we  had  10  cruisers 
while  today  we  have  18.  In  1934  we  had  10  light  cruisers  and 
today  we  have  19.  In  1934  we  had  three  aircraft  carriers. 
Today  we  have  6.  Six  years  ago  we  had  71  destroyers.  To- 
day we  have  189.  Six  years  ago  we  had  40  submarines.  To- 
day we  have  64.  This  made  a  total  combatant  Navy  in  1934 
of  148  ships  as  against  311  today,  an  increase  in  the  actual 
number  of  ships  on  hand  and  in  commission  of  over  100  per- 
cent. [Applause.]  So  that  the  country  need  have  no  fear 
that  the  Congress  or  the  Navy  Department  have  let  them 
down  in  any  way. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  fact  that  this  bill  was  reported  imani- 
mously  by  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  without  a  dis- 
senting voice  from  the  minority  members  is  an  indication  of 
the  readiness  of  the  minority  party  to  raise  no  political  con- 
siderations in  the  adoption  of  these  measures.  [Applause.] 
Much  has  been  said  and  written  in  the  past  week  or  so  about 
the  necessity  for  concerted  action  and  cooperation  between 
both  political  parties  in  these  times  of  stress.  With  that,  the 
minority  agrees  completely.  Cooperation,  however.  Is  not  a 
one-way  street;  it  involves  mutual  assistance  and  mutual 
forbearance.  It  does  not  mean  that  the  lips  of  the  minority 
must  be  sealed  while  the  tongues  of  the  majority  are  per- 
mitted to  carp  incessantly  that  the  emergency  requires  the 
continuance  in  office  of  the  Chief  Executive.  It  Is  as  much 
the  part  of  cooperation  that  the  President  should  announce  a 
willingness  to  serve  in  the  Cabinet  of  the  next  administration 
as  that  a  Republican  should  now  be  willing  to  serve  in  his. 
[Applause.] 

We  in  the  Congress,  and  the  people  of  the  Nation  as  a 
whole  have  a  twofold  responsibility  at  this  hour.  Not  only 
must  we  make  all  possible  speed  to  arm  to  the  teeth  in  prep- 
aration for  the  conflict  which  is  made  inevitable  by  the  defeat 
of  the  democracies  of  Europe  but  we  must  constantly  guard 
against  the  internal  development  here  of  the  very  force 
which  we  so  dread  from  abroad.  The  danger  of  this  lies  not 
solely  with  the  "fifth  columns"  but  with  our  very  selves  as 
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well.  Only  by  jealously  adhering  to  the  principles,  institu- 
tions, and  traditions  of  our  Republic,  only  by  mutual  assist- 
ance and  muttial  forbearance,  only  by  placing  patriotism 
above  personal  glorification  can  we  hope  to  avoid  stumbling 
Into  that  tjrpe  of  government  which  knows  no  law,  which 
depends  upon  the  will  and  the  whim  of  one  man,  and  which 
leaves  In  Its  wake  destitution,  blood,  and  ruin.     [Applause.] 

Mr,  DREWRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  IMi.  Ckllis]. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  2  addiUonfl  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  is  controlled  by  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Is  It  in  order  to  secure  two  additional 
minutes  by  unanimous  consent? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  would  have  to  secure 
that  time  from  the  gentleman  who  controls  the  time. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  in  thorough  sympathy 
with  this  bill,  and  I  would  vote  for  It  a  dozen  times  if  I 
had  the  right  to  vote  for  it  that  frequently,  but  I  do  want 
some  clarification  of  it.  particiilarly  section  2  thereof.  We 
passed  the  Walsh-Healey  Act.  I  want  some  unconditional 
statement  as  to  whether  that  act  does  or  does  not  apply.  All 
I  get  Is  some  qualified  statement.  Let  us  have  frankness 
about  it.  In  one  breath  we  find  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  committee  saying  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  does 
apply,  and  in  another  breath  he  says  it  does  not  apply. 
There  was  evidently  an  Intention  to  have  the  Walsh-Healey 
Act  apply,  because  original  section  3,  suspending  its  opera- 
tion, was  stricken  from  the  bill,  but  as  I  read  the  bill  now. 
only  certain  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  apply  and 
other  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  are  out  and  do 
not  apply. 

The  President  Sunday  night  In  his  fireside  chat  stated 
that  he  did  not  want  any  relaxation  of  those  conditions  that 
were  beneficial  to  labor.  He  said  that  succinctly  and  def- 
initely. The  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs  apparently  agrees  and  had  this  to  say.  and 
I  am  reading  from  page  3296  of  the  hearings: 

We  shovild  "not  go  on  with  the  wholesale  wiping  out  of  laws  which 
have  been  on  the  statute  books  and  which  have  bef n  enacted  for 
the  good  of  the  laboring  man  and  for  the  economic  soundness  of 
the  country." 

Let  me  read  verbatim  what  the  President  said: 

For  that  reason  we  must  make  sure.  In  all  that  we  do,  that  there 
be  no  break-down  or  cancelation  of  any  of  the  great  social  gains 
which  we  have  made  in  these  past  years.  We  have  carried  on  an 
offensive  on  a  broad  front  against  social  and  economic  Inequalities 
and  abuses  which  had  made  our  society  weak.  That  crffensive  should 
not  now  be  broken  down  by  the  pincers  movement  of  those  who 
would  use  the  present  needs  of  physical  military  defense  to  destroy  It. 

There  Is  nothing  In  our  present  emergency  to  justify  making  the 
workers  of  our  Nation  toll  for  longer  hours  than  now  limited  by 
statute.  As  more  orders  come  In  and  as  more  work  has  to  be  done, 
tens  of  thousands  of  people  who  are  now  unemployed  will  receive 
employment. 

There  is  nothing  in  our  present  emergency  to  Justify  a  lowering  of 
the  standards  of  employment.  Minimum  wages  should  not  be  re- 
duced. It  Is  my  hope.  Indeed,  that  the  new  speed-up  of  production 
will  cause  many  businesses  which  now  {)ay  below  the  minimum 
standards  to  bring  their  wages  up. 

There  Is  nothing  m  our  present  emergency  to  Justify  a  breaking 
down  of  old-age  pensions  or  unemployment  Insurance.  I  would 
rather  see  the  systems  extended  to  other  groups  who  do  not  now 
enjoy  them. 

There  Is  nothing  In  our  present  emergency  to  justify  a  retreat 
from  any  of  our  social  objectives — conservation  of  resources,  assist- 
ance to  agriculture,  housing,  and  help  to  the  vmderprivlleged. 

I  am  simply  following  in  the  footsteps  of  the  President  and 
following  in  the  footsteps  of  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  when  I  ask  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  be  retained  in  the  bill.  That  bill 
created  many  benefits  for  labor.  It  would  be  a  simple  matter 
to  state  that  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  shall  apply  In  its  entirety, 
but  that  apparently  has  met  with  opposition  for  some  reason. 
Probably  because  of  the  opposition  of  the  Navy  Department 
we  cannot  get  that  simple  provision  In  the  bill.  Tliere  is  no 
question  but  that  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  is  not  in  this  bill, 
except  in  those  particular  instances  which  were  adverted  to 


by  the  chairman,  because  section  9  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act 
specifically  exempts  purchases  of  materials,  supplies,  articles, 
or  equipment  when  bought  in  the  open  market  or  are  pur- 
chased or  where  construction  is  had  without  competitive 
bidding.  This  provision,  to  wit.  section  9,  of  the  Walsh-Healey 
Act  has  been  interpreted  by  the  Comptroller  General  to  ex- 
empt all  contracts  which  are  let  without  competitive  bidding, 
and  section  2  provides  for  letting  contracts  without  competi- 
tive bidding.  I  ask  anyone  to  controvert  that.  In  other  words, 
since  section  2  allows  construction  and  purchasing  contracts 
to  be  let  without  competition,  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  does  not 
apply.  The  bill,  of  course,  has  proper  provisions  as  to  labor, 
concerning  hours  and  pay  but  that  is  all.  Those  hour  and 
pay  provisions  are  as  good,  if  not  better,  than  similar  pro- 
visions contained  in  the  Wal&h-Healey  Act.  but  there  are  many 
other  salutary  provisions  of  that  act  which  are  not  in  the 
pending  bill,  for  example:  First,  those  concerning  enforce- 
ment machinery  to  insure  that  proper  pay  and  hours  of  em- 
ployment; second,  convict  labor;  third,  child  labor,  and  so 
forth. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  jrield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Gehrmann]. 

Mr.  GEHRMANN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  in  sympathy  with 
the  bill,  because  we  are  in  an  extraordinary  period  and  nat- 
urally we  must  give  extraordinary  powers  to  one  man,  who- 
ever happens  to  be  our  President.  I  do  not  like  to  feel  that 
we  are  in  that  period,  but  evidently  we  are.  especially  the 
way  things  are  developing  in  Europe.  No  doubt  we  are  in 
that  emergency,  and  we  must  give  that  power. 

I  wish  to  mention  a  few  things  that  perhaps  are  not  in 
this  bill  but  that  bear  indirectly  on  the  point  that  is  aimed 
at  in  this  bill,  namely,  the  expediting  of  the  building  of  our 
ships,  building  them  much  faster  than  we  have  heretofore. 
We  know  there  are  a  great  many  shipyards,  especially  on  the 
Great  Lakes,  that  are  not  being  utilized  at  all  because  they 
are  at  a  disadvantage  under  existing  laws.  They  are  not 
even  being  utilized  by  the  Maritime  Commission,  which 
builds  all  kinds  of  small  vessels  that  can  be  gotten  out  of 
the  Lakes  or  that  can  be  used  primarily  in  the  Lakes,  such 
as  vessels  for  the  Lighthouse  Service  and  the  Coast  Guard 
Service  as  well  as  many  smaller  auxiliary  vessels.  We  en- 
acted a  law,  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  a  few  years  ago  that 
gives  certain  subsidies  to  some  sections  of  the  country  for 
transportation  of  materials,  and  that  gives  them  the  fur- 
ther advantage  that  the  Government  may  accept  those  ves- 
sels at  the  point  of  construction.  We  do  not  have  such  ad- 
vantages on  the  Great  Lakes.  This  Is  why  I  am  sure  that 
if  we  could  relieve  some  of  the  shipyards  that  are  now  build- 
ing these  smaller  auxiliary  vessels  and  award  those  contracts 
to  some  of  our  shipyards  on  the  Great  Lakes  we  could  re- 
lieve the  congestion  and  pressure  on  some  of  the  yards  on 
the  eastern  or  on  the  western  coast  that  are  equipped  to 
build  large  naval  ships.  I  know  in  my  own  district  where 
Is  located  the  port  of  Duluth  and  Superior,  and  perhaps 
most  of  the  Members  here  do  not  know  this,  next  to  New 
York  we  have  the  largest  port  in  point  of  tonnage  In  the 
United  States.  This,  no  doubt.  Is  news  to  many  Meml)ers, 
but  I  have  stressed  this  fact  before  ^nd,  of  course,  the  fig- 
ures of  the  Department  of  Commerce  will  prove  it.  Not 
only  this,  but  we  have  a  shipyard  in  Superior  that  was  in 
operation  24  hours  a  day  during  the  war  period.  The  Gov- 
ernment then  had  all  kinds  of  boats  built  there  that  they 
needed.  Including  boats  for  the  Navy.  We  have  several 
hundred  expert  shipbuilders  in  Superior  today.  Most  of 
them  are  idle  and  dependent  on  W.  P.  A.  for  a  living. 
The  yard  is  owned  by  the  American  Ship  Building  Co. 
that  has  several  other  yards  with  headquarters  at  Cleveland. 
They  have  not  built  any  vessels  up  there  for  many  years. 
They  maintain  it  only  as  a  repair  plant  now. 

I  have  attempted  to  get  some  shipbuilding  done  In  Superior, 
but  I  find  that  because  of  the  subsidies,  given  mainly  to 
southern  and  western  shipbuilding  yards,  it  is  imi?osslbIe  for 
them  to  comiaete.  They  cannot  compete  against  the  6-percent 
subsidy  that  Is  granted  to  certain  yards. 


Mr.  UARDES  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  GEHRMANN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Vlr^nla.  There  are  no  subsidies  or  dif- 
ferentials given  to  Virginia  yards.  I  think  the  gentleman 
must  be  mistaken  about  that. 

Mr.  GEHRMANN.  There  are  certain  yards  that  are  given 
subsidies.  Of  course,  that  does  not  come  under  the  Navy, 
but  comes  under  the  Merchant  Marine  Act  and  under  the 
Maritime  Commission,  and  what  I  mean  is  that  this  subsidy 
does  not  apply  directly  In  this  case,  but  indirectly  it  would 
relieve  the  present  congestion  and  make  use  of  a  shipsrard 
that  is  idle  and  expert  shlpouikiers  that  are  now  on  relief. 
It  would  make  available  these  larger  shipyards  on  the  eastern 
coast  and  on  the  western  coast  that  are  now  building  these 
small  auxiliary  vessels  by  giving  the  contracts  to  the  shl];>- 
yards  located  on  our  Great  Lakes,  on  Lake  Michigan  and 
Lake  Superior.  In  my  dty,  for  instance,  there  is  located  the 
only  drydock.  of  750  feet,  that  is  on  the  south  shore  or,  in  fact, 
that  is  located  anywhere  in  the  United  States,  on  Lake  Su- 
perior. It  is  the  only  drydock  there,  and  they  maintain  it 
only  as  a  repair  shop  today,  because  they  can\iot  compete  in 
building  ships  with  yards  where  subsidies  are  granted. 

I  have  gone  as  far  as  the  President  in  my  attempt  to  utilize 
this  shipyard  and  the  expert  shipbuilders.  I  have  conferred 
with  Admiral  Leahy,  and  Admiral  Leahy  happens  to  have 
been  bom  and  reared  and  appointed  to  Annapolis  from  my 
congressional  district.  Admiral  Leahy  is  very  familiar  with 
the  situation  and  in  full  sjrmpathy. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gentleman  1 
additional  minute. 

Mr.  GEHRMANN.  But  he  finds  that  under  existing  law 
nothing  can  be  done  to  use  these  experts  and  existing 
facility.  I  even  appealed  to  the  President,  and  after  thor- 
ough consideration  he  answered  with  a  three-page  letter  that 
nothing  can  be  done. 

I  feel  that  the  President  today  has  the  power  by  Executive 
order  to  grant  subsidies  to  such  districts  under  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act.  In  the  first  place,  he  must  consider  the  strategic 
position  of  a  certain  port  and  then  the  next  thing  the  unem- 
ployment situation  and  the  facilities  for  constructing  ships. 
This  is  written  Into  the  law,  and  I  have  tried  to  persuade  or 
convince  the  President  that  he  has  this  power,  but  his  answer 
has  been  that  the  shipyards  or  the  ship-building  companies  on 
the  Great  Lakes  heretofore  have  not  shown  any  great  interest 
and  have  not  even  attempted  to  build  and,  of  course,  the  rea- 
son they  have  not  is  because  they  have  not  had  this  subsidy 
that  is  granted  elsewhere.  Give  us  the  same  subsidies  and 
we  can  build  ships  up  there  in  a  yard  now  idle  and  by  experts 
now  on  relief.    [Applause.] 

Please  let  me  point  out  that  this  twin  port  of  Duluth-Su- 
perior  is  certainly  one  of  the  most  strategic  in  the  United 
States.  With  the  necessity  of  moderq  equipment,  steel  is  abso- 
lutely essential.  Let  us  remember  that  80  percent  of  all  the 
iron  ore  consxmied  in  this  country  is  shipped  out  of  Lake  Su- 
perior ports.  The  greater  part  of  the  Nation's  grain  Is  stored 
for  distribution  in  the  great  elevators  of  this  port.  Coal  like- 
wise is  shipped  in  there  by  boats  for  distribution  for  consumers 
In  this  northwest  territory. 

We  have  often  marveled  at  the  fact  that  no  fortifications 
are  necessary  along  the  Canadian -United  States  border!  It 
may  become  necessary  to  change  that,  especially  if  the  Allies 
should  be  defeated.  This  twin  port  is  at  the  very  border  of 
Canada.  I  believe  that  It  is  not  only  fair,  but  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  some  money  be  invested  in  this  Great  Lakes  region 
that  is  not  as  easily  subject  to  attack  as  are  most  of  the  coastal 
cities.  Let  us  establish  air  bases  as  well  as  ship-building  facil- 
ities, plane-parts  factories,  and  enlarge  the  now  existing 
munition  plants  in  a  section  of  this  country  that  Is  Ideally 
suited  for  it  because  it  is  far  removed  from  possible  attack. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  jrield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Hawks!  . 


Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  President  has  again 
addressed  the  citizens  of  our  country  in  a  fireside  chat.  After 
a  rather  detailed  statement  regarding  national  defenses,  he 
referred  to  domestic  problems.  In  part,  he  said  that  under 
no  circumstances  would  the  social  gains  of  the  past  7  years 
be  jeopardized  or  changed  In  any  respect. 

What  does  he  mean?  And  what  does  the  New  Deal  mean 
by  "social  gains"? 

Does  he  mean  that  minimum  wages  and  maxlmmn  hours 
is  one  of  the  gains?  If  he  does,  how  about  the  10.000,000  or 
more  imemployed? 

Does  he  mean  that  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis- 
sion is  one  of  these  so-called  "social  gains"?  If  he  does,  why 
are  over  $5,000,000,000  in  deposits  frozen  in  our  banks? 

Why  has  investment  in  private  enterprise  come  practically 
to  a  standstill?  It  could  not  be  that  these  investors  have  no 
confidence— or  could  it? 

Does  he  mean  that  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act,  as  it 
now  stands,  the  so-called  Magna  Carta  of  labor,  is  one  of 
the  social  gains?  If  he  does,  why  this  continued  fight  be- 
tween the  A.  F.  of  L.  and  the  C.  I.  O.?  And  why  this  multi- 
tude of  labor  troubles  all  over  the  country? 

Does  he  mean  that  a  $45,000,000,000  debt  is  a  social  gain? 
That  recurring  deficits  of  three  to  five  billion  dollars  an- 
nually is  a  social  gain? 

Does  the  President  imply  that  paying  the  farmers  to  pro- 
duce less,  on  the  theory  that  they  will  get  more,  is  a  social 
gain? 

Is  robbing  Peter  to  pay  Paul  a  social  gain? 

Is  he  trying  to  convince  us  that  the  destruction  of  our 
merchant  marine  by  subversive  labor  elements  on  the  west 
coast,  and  now  on  the  east  coast,  is  a  social  gain? 

Does  he  mean  that  outfits  like  the  H.  O.  L.  C,  the  P.  8.  A., 
the  F.  H.  A.,  the  F.  T.  A.,  and  many  other  alphabetical  con- 
traptions, are  social  gains?  The  record  is  quite  to  the  con- 
trary, and  instead  of  gains,  practically  all  of  them  have  shown 
tremendous  losses  to  the  American  taxpayers. 

Does  he  mean  that  W.  P.  A.,  P.  W.  A.,  and  other  relief  proj- 
ects are  "social  gains";  and  that  they  should  be  permanent? 
If  he  does,  he  implies  that  America  is  all  done,  that  we  are 
sliding  backward.    And  I  cannot  subscribe  to  that  theory. 

I  wish  this  administration  would  realize  that  the  war  on 
depression,  on  hunger,  the  battle  for  Jobs  and  a  decent  living, 
is  still  on  within  our  own  boundaries,  and  that  that  war  is 
still  as  serious  as  it  ever  was,  and  certainly  much  closer  to 
every  American  citizen. 

Is  this  administration  trying  to  sell  the  American  public 
the  idea  that  because  they  have  absolutely  failed  in  almost 
every  detail  in  solving  the  problems  at  home  durbig  the  past 
7  years,  that  this  failiure  qualifies  them  above  everybody,  to 
successfully  keep  America  out  of  this  European  war? 

Does  failure  in  one  respect  beget  success  in  another? 

Has  labor  and  industry  thoroughly  studied  the  revised  in- 
dustrial mobilization  plan,  as  approved  by  Louis  Johnson  and 
Charles  Edison?  Has  industry  and  labor  and  the  American 
citizen  studied  the  "capital  levy"  bill  known  as  the  Lee  biU, 
which  is  now  on  the  Senate  calendar? 

The  question  that  comes  to  my  mind  Is  just  this:  Who  is 
going  to  cooperate  with  who,  and  why?     [Applause.] 

Mr.  DREJWRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  LanhamI. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  these  are  serious  and  sol- 
emn times.  They  demand  on  our  part  calm  and  intelligent 
thought  and  action.  Our  country  has  had  entirely  too  much 
of  Idle  and  inaccurate  talk.  Hysteria  is  worse  than  useless; 
it  is  enervating. 

In  these  days  of  stress  and  strain  our  minds  and  our  en- 
deavors turn  natiu*ally  to  our  national  defense,  for  the  pro- 
tection of  oiur  people,  for  the  protection  of  our  principles. 
The  patriotic  citizens  of  America  are  ready  and  willing  to 
bear  the  burden  necessary  for  our  security  and  the  preserva- 
tion of  our  liberties.  As  their  representatives  In  the  Congress, 
our  present  task  calls  for  the  wise  application  of  the  knowl- 
edge and  the  experience  gained  through  our  service  in  these 
legislative  halls. 
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I  feel  that  I  voice  your  sentiments  and  those  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  American  people  in  the  statement  that  we 
want  to  keep  our  boys  out  of  this  European  conflict,  to  pre- 
pare adequately  for  our  own  defense  against  aggression,  and 
to  prevent  and  punish  the  subversive  activities  of  agents  and 
followers  of  foreign  powers  within  our  own  borders. 

We  come  today  to  make  provision  for  the  necessary  expan- 
sion of  our  first  line  of  defense,  the  American  Navy,  which 
since  the  birth  of  our  Nation  has  added  glory  to  our  history 
In  Its  honorable  and  heroic  accomplishments.  By  land  and 
sea  and  air  we  must  be  ready  to  repel  any  invasion  which 
may  come  to  our  shores. 

Carved  on  the  memorial  moniunent  at  Yorktown  where 
we  won  our  freedtmi  is  a  motto  whose  vigorous  observance 
will  preserve  our  freedom.  It  may  well  be  our  slogan  in 
this  all- important  matter  of  defense.  These  are  Its  signifi- 
cant words,  "One  Country — One  Constitution — One  Destiny." 

"One  Country."  It  Is  true  that  many  of  the  early  ex- 
plorers of  our  western  world  were  prompted  by  thoughts  of 
greed  and  contiuest,  but  the  people  who  came  to  be  its 
settlers  were  Inspired  and  motivated  by  a  fervent  desire  to 
escape  the  persecution  of  dictators  and  to  enjoy  the  bless- 
ings of  liberty.  Our  land  was  called  appropriately  the  melt- 
ing pot.  mingling  the  blood  of  many  nations  into  one  com- 
mon brotherhood.  Unfortunately  in  later  years  that  melt- 
ing ix)t  has  been  taxed  and  overloaded  far  beyond  the 
capacity  to  achieve  its  full  purpose,  and  propagandists 
hostile  to  Americanism  and  all  the  beneficent  things  It 
represents  have  spread  through  our  land  preaching  their 
spurious  doctrines  fromt  abroad.  Secretly  and  Insidiously 
they  plan  their  nefarious  intrigues.  They  have  even  de- 
ceived some  of  our  citizens  with  their  sterile  roses  of  promise 
which  in  fact  rarely  bud  and  never  bloom.  They  are  seek- 
ing to  establish  in  this  country  many  of  the  very  conditions 
and  doctrines  from  which  our  forefathers  fied  to  found  a 
government  of  free  men. 

With  prophetic  vision  George  Washington  warned  against 
them  and  their  activities.  He  counseled  that  the  time  would 
likely  come  In  America  when  men  would  arise  who  would 
endeavor  to  undermine  the  God-given  teachings  they  could 
not  easily  overthrow.  Today  they  labor  boldly  to  destroy 
our  institutions  and  our  morale.  Surely  the  time  has  come 
for  us  of  America,  in  patriotic  and  appreciative  unity,  to  be 
not  merely  the  passive  admirers  of  that  sturdy  band  of 
pioneers  whb  gave  us  our  Government,  but  their  ardent  and 
active  and  worthy  successors  in  preserving  Its  blessings  for 
the  children  of  men.  This  is  a  time  of  en;^ergency  when 
these  exponents  of  foreign  dictators'  whiii^  and  caprices. 
Inimical  to  the  genius  of  our  people,  should^  dealt  with  in 
no  xmcertaln  way  and  with  a  firm  and  imyieldlng  hand.  In 
the  spirit  of  the  fathers,  the  duty  is  upon  us  all  to  keep  this 
"One  Country." 

"One  Constitution."  In  the  days  when  statesmen  and 
patriots  were  formulating  otu*  organic  law,  it  was  the  Father 
of  his  Country  who  said,  "Let  us  raise  a  standard  to  which 
the  wise  and  the  honest  may  repair;  the  event  Is  In  the 
hand  of  God."  So  blessed  of  the  Almighty  was  that  historic 
undertaking  that  the  amendments  of  150  years  have  con- 
cerned the  machinery  of  Government  rather  tlian  its  prin- 
ciples. Truth  does  not  change.  The  fading  lines  of  the 
original  document  may  pass  away,  but  its  teachings  are 
written  In  the  hearts  of  loyal  Americans.  The  best  exempli- 
fication of  Its  virtue  Is  to  be  found  In  the  lives  of  our  people. 
It  has  come  to  us  as  the  heritage  of  the  ages  and  the  f  otmda- 
tion  of  liberty.  Tlie  first  10  amendments,  the  Bill  of  Rights, 
are  practically  a  part,  of  the  original  Instrument.  Aside 
from  Holy  Writ.  It  is  doubtful  if  there  are  462  more  signifi- 
cant words  in  any  language.  They  epitomize  the  essential 
principles  of  a  free  people.  In  their  observance  they  vouch- 
safe to  us  the  fundamental  rights  and  liberties  of  free  men. 
Security  In  our  homes,  in  our  persons,  in  our  minds,  in  our 
souls,  are  among  the  guaranties  of  their  protection 

Today  there  are  lands  across  the  seas  where  such  rights 
•r^  prohibited,  and  there  are  agitators  in  our  own  land  who 
would  pervert  the  privilege  of  free  speech  into  sediUous 


conspiracy.  Ah,  we  have  so  much  to  defend,  so  much  upon 
which  depend  "the  blessings  of  liberty  to  oiirselves  and  our 
posterity."  The  enemies  of  our  Constitution  are  our  ene- 
mies. We  must  defend  this  God-given  birthright  and  In 
defending  it  be  militant  in  thwarting  the  foes  who  would 
banish  its  blessings  from  our  land.  Preparation  for  such 
defense  is  more  than  a  duty;  it  is  a  transcendent  privilege. 
This  can  be  kept  the  "One  Country"  the  fathers  intended  if 
we  will  but  adhere  loyally  to  that  gift  of  their  genius,  "One 
Constitution." 

"One  Destiny."  What  Is  It?  More  than  20  years  ago. 
In  keeping  with  a  laudable  purpose,  we  engaged  in  a  mili- 
tant effort  to  make  the  world  safe  for  democracy.  Noble  as 
were  our  aspirations  and  our  efforts,  they  have  proved  in 
vain.  Dictatorship  now  threatens  the  very  European  scenes 
where  our  brave  soldiers  fought  in  a  worthy  cause.  But,  If 
the  world  cannot  be  made  safe  for  democracy,  let  us  in  this 
beloved  country  see  to  it  that  democracy  is  kept  safe  for 
America.  That  primarily  must  be  our  mission  and  our 
destiny.  And  let  us  hope,  through  the  genial  Infiuence  of 
example  and  as  the  leaven  that  may  finally  leaven  the 
lump,  the  peoples  of  the  earth  may  learn  from  the  exem- 
plification of  our  ideals  and  philosophy  of  government  that 
man,  made  in  the  image  of  God,  was  never  fsishloned  to  be 
the  serf  and  slave  of  an  autocratic  despot.  To  preserve  In 
a  war-torn  world  the  blessings  of  liberty,  to  live  the  truth 
that  makes  men  free,  to  keep  for  the  ages  the  rich  legacy 
our  fathers  have  left  us,  is  but  to  fulfill  the  destiny  which 
has  come  to  us  as  a  sacred  trost. 

In  his  farewell  message  to  the  American  people,  the  im- 
mortal Washington  taught  that  religion  and  morality  are 
the  indispensable  supports  of  all  free  government.  There 
are  Ideologies  in  the  world  today  which  recognize  no  such 
dependence.  By  might  and  power  they  would  vanquish 
right  and  truth.  Brotherhood,  fraternity,  love,  peace,  are 
words  that  have  no  place  In  their  vocabulary;  but  If  we 
treasure  the  heritage  of  our  history,  if  we  believe  in  the 
God  who  has  made  possible  our  progress  and  acc(Hnpllsh- 
ment,  we  Americans  will  never  cease  to  strive  for  the  sur- 
vival of  these  ennobling  graces  that  enrich  the  life  of  even 
the  humblest  citizen  of  the  land. 

Many  years  ago  Longfellow  wrote  of  the  building  of  the 
ship,  and  In  that  stanza  depicting  the  glory  of  our  ship  of 
state  gave  expression  to  sentiments  more  significant  today 
than  when  they  fell  from  the  poet's  pen.  What  of  America? 
He  said: 

Hximanlty  with  all  Its  fears. 

With  all  the  hopes  of  future  years. 

Is  hanging  breathless  on  thy  fate. 

Humanity,  with  even  graver  concern,  now  hangs  more 
breathlessly  on  the  fate  of  our  free  people  and  the  preserva- 
tion of  their  priceless  liberties.  The  poet  told  of  "false  lights 
on  the  shore,"  but  they  were  not  so  false  or  so  menacing  as 
the  diabolical  propaganda  now  spread  by  the  enemies  within 
our  gates. 

Surely,  in  such  times  our  duty  is  plain.  We  must  defend 
this  country  and  we  wilL  We  shall  keep  it  the  bulwark  of 
free  government  and  a  free  people.  We  shall  keep  the 
course  so  wisely  chartered  by  the  fathers.  In  appreciaUon 
of  their  service  and  their  sacrifice,  of  the  blessings  of  liberty 
their  labors  have  bestowed,  we  shall  keep  this  "One  Country" 
with  "One  Constitution"  fulfilling  the  "One  Destiny" 
which  alone  can  lead  to  our  security  and  our  happiness. 
[Applause.  1 

Mr.  DREWRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  as  much  time  as 
he  may  desire  to  use  to  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 

GRI*'*'ITH]. 

Mr.  GRXPFITH.  Mr.  Chairman,  these  are  very  serious 
times  and  I  believe  that  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
American  people  realize  that  the  situation  in  Europe  is  very 
grave  and  that  this  country  should  be  well  prepared  at  the 
earliest  possible  and  practical  moment  to  defend  the  United 
States,  and  enforce  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  against  any  ag- 
gressor naUon,  or  combinaUon  of  aggressor  nations.  To 
do  this.  It  will  be  necessary  for  us  to  speed  up  the  building 
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program  of  our  Navy,  which  woefully  lagged  far  a  number 
of  years  immediately  following  the  termination  of  the  World 
War.  It  has  only  been  a  few  years  since  we  really  com- 
menced to  build  a  new  Navy.  Our  naval  shlpsrards  have  been 
permitted  to  go  down,  and  were  working  with  a  greatly 
reduced  force,  which  had  dwindled  in  number  to  a  few 
more  than  8,000  men.  I  am  happy  to  say,  however,  that  this 
force  has  now  been  increased  to  more  than  50,000  men.  It 
is  my  opinion  that  the  Government  shipyards  are  now  well 
organized  and  ready  to  carry  on  the  work  of  the  emergency 
program. 

The  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  of  which  I  am  a  member, 
has  been  holding  hearings,  both  in  the  forenoons  and  after- 
noons for  some  time,  considering  the  testimony  of.  and 
advising  with — 

First,  the  heads  of  the  Bureaus  of  the  Navy  who  are  re- 
sponsible for  the  designing  and  construction  of  Navy  vessels. 

Second,  the  i)ersonnel  officers  who  are  responsible  for 
furnishing  the  manpower  necessary  to  carry  on  the  work. 

Third,  the  representatives  of  the  larger  private  shipbuild- 
ing companies  that  construct  naval  vessels. 

Fourth,  representatives  of  labor;  and  Mr.  Mitchell  of  the 
Civil  Service. 

There  has  been  manifested  a  wonderful  spirit  of  coopera- 
tion, and  sincere  desire,  on  the  part  of  members  of  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee,  and  all  of  those  who  have  ap- 
peared before  the  committee,  to  do  everything  that  was 
possible  to  be  helpful  in  ^;)eedlng  up  the  program  as  fast 
as  it  was  practical  to  do  so. 

The  committee  was  mindful  of  the  fact  that  In  an  emer- 
gency every  precaution  was  necessary  to  properly  conserve 
the  expenditure  of  money;  and  that  it  was  necessary  to 
place  every  safeguard  to  protect  Government  funds  in  an 
emergency  that  it  was  practical  to  place  in  the  legisla- 
tion. Therefore,  with  this  in  view,  we  have  been  most  care- 
ful in  the  preparation  of  this  legislation.  I  believe  that 
every  safeguard  that  could  be  placed  in  the  bill  has  been 
placed  there. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  American  people  are  behind  the 
President  in  his  emergency  program  for  preparedness;  and 
they  want  an  adequate  Army.  Navy,  and  air  force,  well 
equipped  to  properly  defend  our  country  on  all  sides  against 
any,  and  all  enemies,  and  combination  of  enemies  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment. 

I  further  believe  that  an  overwhelming  majority  of  our 
people  are  opposed  to  entering  the  war,  unless,  it  be  in 
defense  of  our  own  country,  and  the  enforcement  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine.  There  are  some  few  that  might  want  us 
to  enter  the  war  Immediately  on  the  side  of  the  Allies.  I 
have  had  a  few  letters  sashing  that  they  thought  we  should 
enter  the  war  Immediately.  It  is  my  opinion  that  we  are 
not  prepared  to  enter  a  foreign  war,  and  we  would  be  of 
little  or  no  help  at  the  present  time.  By  the  time  we  could 
land  three  or  four  hundred  thousand  men  in  Europe,  and 
that  would  be  only  a  drop  in  the  bucket  where  millions  of 
men  are  now  fighting  on  both  sides,  the  war  would  probably 
be  over  and  our  Army  might  be  stranded,  and  ix»ssibly  cap- 
tured in  a  foreign  country.  I  hate  to  think  about  what 
demands  would  then  be  made  of  this  Nation,  and  what  the 
consequences  would  be.  Anyhow,  it  is  a  possibility  that  we 
might  have  to  face,  and  that  is  worthy  of  thought. 

The  Allies  at  present  have  not  sufficient  equipment  to  sup- 
ply their  own  armies  of  millions  and  esi)ecially  is  this  true  of 
air  equipment,  which  they  woefully  lack.  We  should  think  of 
the  number  of  ships  that  would  be  required  to  carry  the 
equipment  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  send  over  with  a 
large  army,  as  well  as  a  large  number  of  ships  that  would  be 
necessary  to  carry  the  men.  Our  entire  Navy  would  be 
required  to  act  &s  convoys;  our  entire  air  force  that  is  avail- 
able, and  will  be  available  for  several  months,  would  be  in- 
sufficient to  properly  protect  the  convoys  with  the  preponder- 
ance of  air  power  that  Germany  now  has. 

Let  us  push  to  rapid  completion  our  naval  vessels  that  are 
under  construction;  also  all  of  those  that  have  been  provided 
for.    Let  us  push  the  construction  of  all  of  the  different 


necessary  t3T?es  of  airplanes  to  properly  balance  and  protect 
the  fleet.  Let  us  increase  as  rapidl^  as  possible  our  facilities 
for  training  a  much  greater  niunber  of  air  pilots,  and  then 
train  these  pilots  as  fast  as  possible.  Hie  Navy  with  a  suf- 
flciently  large  air  force  as  one  of  its  principle  units  will  be  our 
flrst  line  of  defense;  and  if  it  is  efficient  and  t^ig  enough  the 
aggressor  nations  will  let  us  alone. 

I  am  willing,  and  believe  that  a  majority  of  us  are  willing, 
to  vote  millions  to  prepare  for  adequate  defense  of  this 
country,  but  that  we  will  not  vote  for  1  cent  to  send  our  bojrs 
to  Europe. 

I  am  now  in  favor  of  furnishing  the  allied  countries  with 
airplanes  and  munitions,  as  fast  as  we  can  produce  than, 
provided  it  does  not  interfere  with  our  own  emergency  pre- 
paredness program. 

It  has  been  brought  out  in  hearings  that  the  prefent  pro- 
gram providing  for  naval  construction  is  about  all  that  the 
existing  facilities  for  shipbuilding  will  take  care  of,  and  a 
provision  has  been  made  in  this  bill  to  enlarge  the  present 
facilities,  and  to  increase  the  personnel  wherever  needed. 

I  hope  that  in  a  short  while  our  facilities  for  the  construc- 
tion of  naval  vessels  and  airplanes  will  be  greatly  increased 
and  that  we  will  be  able  to  take  care  of  any  expansion  that 
may  be  needed. 

Let  us  all  support  this  bill  and  I  hope  that  the  Members  of 
Congress  will  not  offer  amendments  that  might  weaken  the 
legislation.  Of  course,  if  anyone  has  an  amendment  which 
he  thinks  would  strengthen  the  legislation,  or  hasten  the  pro- 
gram, I  think  that  it  should  receive  favorable  consideration. 

I  hope  that  the  American  people  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  will  never  again  permit  our  different  lines  of 
defense  and  our  equipment  to  deteriorate  as  it  did  for  a 
number  of  years  immediately  following  the  World  War.  We 
should  profit  by  the  present  serious  and  deplorable  plight  of 
England  and  France,  and  especially  from  the  unpreparedness 
of  England.  We  should  realize  that  dictators  are  always  well 
prepared  with  trained  troops  that  are  well  equipped  with  the 
most  modern  implements  of  war,  and  that  these  dictators 
never  respect  the  rights  of  human  beings. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  we  will  have  the  largest,  most  modern, 
best  equipped,  and  most  efficiently  manned  navy  in  the  world, 
supplemented  by  the  largest  and  best  fleet  of  airplanes  of  dif- 
ferent types.  When  we  gain  navy  and  air  supremacy  I  hope 
that  we  will  have  sense  enough  to  maintain  it,  and  I  further 
hope  that  we  will  not  permit  those  with  visionary  ideas  to 
again  persuade  us  to  destroy  any  ships  under  construction. 

We  were  deceived  into  fighting  a  useless  war  in  Europe  in 
1917  and  1918,  and  I  hope  that  we  will  never  be  misled  again 
into  believing  that  the  way  to  avoid  war  is  to  disarm.  One  or 
two  nations  may  loake  an  honest  effort  to  disarm,  but  the 
others  will  increase  their  armaments.  The  only  nation  that 
will  bz  safe  in  the  future  is  the  one  that  is  prepared. 

I  still  believe,  as  did  the  Father  of  his  Country,  that  we 
should  avoid  all  foreign  alinements  and  entanglements  that 
might  involve  us  in  war. 

I  think  that  we  should  let  Germsmy  know  in  no  uncertain 
terms  that  we  disapprove  of  her  actions  and  methods. 

I  am  voting  for  and  supporting  this  bill,  and  expect  to  vote 
for  the  funds  necessary  to  carry  out  this  program. 

I  will  vote  for  still  more  fimds  if  it  is  proven  that  it  Is 
necessary  for  me  to  do  so. 

I  think  that  we  should  pass  a  tax  bill  that  will  provide  funds 
to  carry  out  this  program  and  sufficient  additional  funds  to 
provide  a  surplus  with  which  to  enlarge  the  program  at  a 
later  date  if  it  becomes  necessary. 

No  matter  how  strong  the  provocation  may  be.  I  will  always 
vote  against  sending  American  boys  to  Europe  to  fight. 
[Applause.  1 

Mr.  DREWRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  s^eld  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Dau)kn]. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  should  like, 
after  a  very  brief  preliminary  statement,  to  devote  the  time 
allotted  me  to  a  discussion  of  naval  expenditures  over  the  past 
7  years. 
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There  has  been  of  late  some  discussion  of  the  disposition 
of  the  sums  of  money"  appropriated  for  our  Navy,  and  the 
country  has  every  right  to  expect  from  us  an  accounting  of 
the  funds  disbursed. 

In  my  opinion,  there  are  several  matters  which  at  this  time 
should  claim  our  attention. 

In  the  first  place,  we  must  realize,  and  our  people  must 

realize,  that  we  are  facing  a  task  that  is  not  only  going  to 
require  at  best  a  considerable  period  of  time  but  also  tre- 
mendous sums  of  money.  The  supplemental  or  additional 
appropriation  requested  by  the  President  a  few  days  ago  will 
be  of  material  help  in  getting  this  work  started,  but  it  is  folly 
for  us  to  assiune  that  with  this  appropriation  available  we 
have  done  more  than  made  a  beginning  on  what  is  a  Her- 
culean task. 

We  are  faced  with  the  necessity  of  placing  this  country  on 
a  war  basis:  that  is,  a  basis  wliich  will  permit  the  Immediate 
defense  of  its  vital  interests. 

We  have  for  many  years  hoped  that  a  way  might  be  found 
to  preserve  peace  without  the  necessity  of  diverting  much  of 
our  production  to  the  materials  of  war. 

While  cur  military  expenditures  have  been  heavy,  they 
have  not  been  on  the  basis  comparable  with  our  needs. 

The  onslaught  in  northern  Prance  has  sounded  the  death 
knell  of  our  dreams  of  a  peaceful  world  from  which  force  has 
disappeared  or  is  about  to  disappear. 

If  we  fail  to  heed  this  terrible  lesson  we  do  so  at  our  great 
peril.  To  omit  to  make  every  possible  effort  to  place  the 
defenses  of  our  country  in  an  impregnable  condition  is  to 
court  inevitable  disaster  and  to  gamble  recklessly  with  the 
lives  of  the  American  people. 

We  are  watching  with  terror  and  indecision  the  most  ruth- 
less conquest  of  modem  history.  We  see  the  democracies  of 
Europe  reeling  under  the  sledge-hammer  blows  of  an  efficient 
military  machine  controlled  by  men  without  conscience  and 
without  humanity. 

The  destruction  of  open  towns,  the  relentless  and  unremit- 
ting bombing  of  countless  thousands  of  unarmed  and  panic- 
stricken  refugees  and  their  merciless  slaughter  by  machine- 
gun  flre  as  they  struggle  to  escape  by  the  congested  roads  of 
Belgium  and  Prance  are  but  an  evidence  of  the  utter  heart- 
lessness  and  cruelty  of  the  forces  which  challenge  the  prin- 
ciples for  which  our  Government  and  our  people  stand. 

National  defense  instead  of  being  simply  one  of  the  func- 
tions of  our  Government  must  be  made  for  the  time  being  the 
primary  function.  Until  safety  has  been  achieved,  all  other 
demands  save  those  vital  to  the  State  must  be  deferred. 

Let  no  one  be  deceived  Into  thinking  that  the  program  here 
act  forth  for  the  Navy  and  the  program  embodied  in  the 
Army  bill  of  l^st  week  constitute  an  answer  to  our  needs. 
They  are  but  a  beginning,  and  for  that  reason  it  seems  to  me 
Imperative  that  a  tax  program  be  considered  in  order  that 
we  may  be  able  so  far  as  possible  to  meet  this  additional 
financial  burden  which  is  great  and  which  promises  to  be 
with  us  for  some  time  to  come. 

We  have  the  time,  we  have  the  resources,  and  the  skill— 
we  neea^nly  the  will  to  carry  our  program  to  a  successful 
conclxision. 

We  cannot  do  it  by  adjourning  Congress  and  hurrying 
home  at  this  critical  moment  in  our  history.  We  cannot  do 
It  by  abdicating  in  this  hour  of  desperate  need.  We  are  the 
RepresentaUves  of  the  American  people;  their  responsibUities 
are  our  responsibilities.  Unless  we  are  prepared  to  discharge 
our  duUes.  our  Government  cannot  hope  to  survive. 

The  Navy  is  an  organization  of  which  we  have  just  cause 
to  be  proud.  Ship  for  ship  it  is.  I  believe,  the  most  powerful 
fighting  force  at  sea  today. 

The  fleet  is  superior  to  the  bases  on  which  It  rests— it  is 
superior  to  the  industrial  organization  upon  which  it  must 
rely  for  continued  fighting  power.  On  these  much  work  is 
being  done,  and  much  remains  to  be  done. 

In  order  that  the  House  may  have  a  clearer  idea  of  our 
problem  I  will  devote  what  is  left  of  my  time  to  what  has 
Deen  accomplished  in  recent  years. 


Prom  1922  to  1932  we  built  or  started  6  submarines,  1  air- 
craft carrier,  and  14  cruisers— a  total  of  21  ships.  It  must 
be  remembAed  that  during  this  period  we  were  subject  to  the 
limitations  of  the  Washington  and  later  the  London  naval 
treaties.  We  sincerely  attempted,  by  example,  to  lead  the 
way  in  world  disarmament. 

Since  1933  we  have  started  179  vessels.  As  of  the  first  of 
this  month.  May  1,  we  have  completed  111.  Of  the  68  re- 
maining, which  are  the  subject  of  part  of  this  speed-up  legis- 
lation, 19  will  be  completed  in  6  months,  13  within  the  next 
6  months,  18  in  the  next  6,  6  in  the  next  6  months,  the  re- 
maining 12  in  a  little  over  the  next  6  months,  or  2  years  in  all. 

Of  the  111  ships  which  have  joined  the  fleet  since  1933 
there  have  been  11  cruisers,  2  heavy  and  9  light:  there  have 
been  3  aircraft  carriers;  62  destroyers  and  26  submarines;  2 
gunboats  and  7  noncombatant  ships. 

Of  the  68  vessels  for  which  we  are  here  asking  for  fimds  in 
order  to  rush  the  completion  there  are  8  l>attleships,  six 
35.000-ton  vessels,  and  two  45.000-ton  fhips— the  latter  we 
believe  to  be  the  most  powerful  units  afloat — 1  aircraft  car- 
rier. 6  light  cruisers.  14  submarines,  27  destroyers,  and  12 
other  ships,  such  as  tenders,  mine  sweepers,  repair  ships,  and 
so  forth. 

The  addition  of  these  vessels  to  the  fleet  will,  of  coiu-se. 
materially  add  to  its  striking  power. 

It  will,  I  believe,  please  you  to  know  that  an  Investigation 
by  our  committee  of  ship  construction  now  in  progress  showed 
that  the  program  was  being  expedited  in  every  possible  way, 
and  that  in  most  instances  construction  was  well  ahead  of 
contract.  There  is  every  reason  for  us  to  feel  satisfled  with 
the  progress  of  the  building  program — a  program  which 
started  with  8,750  men  being  employed  and  which  now  en- 
gages 53,750. 

A  considerable  sum  of  money  has  been  spent  on  this  naval 
program  in  recent  years.  On  increase  of  Navy— which  item 
covers  new  ships— we  spent  in  the  fiscal  year  1934  from  the 
naval  appropriation  of  $266,581,699.68.  $43,066,761.26  plus 
emergency  fund  of  $23,664,076.48;  in  1937  we  spent  from  an 
appropriation  of  $503,350,016.63,  $155,008,729.19  plus  $26,- 
513.345.28  from  emergency  funds;  in  the  fiscal  year  1939.  from 
naval  appropriations  of  $635,474,414.22,  we  spent  $222,484.- 
222.72  plus  emergency  funds  of  $4,225,083.44  on  new  building. 

It  can  be  readily  seen  that  new  building  has  taken  larger 
simis  each  year.  Since  ships  are  appropriated  for  as  they 
progress,  you  can  see  that  the  undertaking  is  one  of  major 
proportions— rising  from  approximately  sixty-seven  millions 
in  1934  to  about  one  hundred  and  eighty-one  millions  in  1937 
and  two  hundred  and  twenty-seven  millions  in  1939. 

The  regular  Navy  appropriaUons  have  been  quite  substan- 
tial in  recent  years: 

}J^* »266.  581.  699.  68 

fX^^— 327,  554.  194  01 

iS? 404,702.348  42 

taiL 803,  350.  016.  63 

iQ^o 6^5-  <*3  311  07 

iwjtf g35  ^,j^  ^j^  22 

In  addition  to  these  sums  there  was  made  available  during 
these  years— 1934  to  1939.  inclusive— $336,935,780.01  from 
emergency  funds.  Of  these,  about  two  hundred  and  sixty-two 
million  was  used  for  new  vessels,  about  nineteen  million  for 
aircraft,  and  about  forty-nine  million  for  public  works. 

During  this  period  about  $80,000,000  of  the  regular  appro- 
priation went  for  aircraft  and  about  thirty-eight  millions  for 
public  works. 

It  is  interesting.  I  think,  to  see  that  military  pay  took  in— 
1935 


1936 


tl51.830.604 


,^ 184.  875.  987 

IWW 2jg  g.^5  .^52 

While  maintenance  other  than  military  pay  required  in— 

lS« •128.  203.  545.  64 

™ 158.  688.  968.  17 

^^^ 155.  040.  121. 43 

Not  only  have  great  additions  been  made  to  our  fleet  in 
recent  years  but  the  money  for  public  works  has  been  spent  to 
great  advantage.    [Applause.] 
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I  regret  t2iat  time  does  not  permit  me  to  set  forth  other 
Items  which  I  think  would  be  of  interest. 

Mr.  DREWRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  has  been  very 
carefully  considered  for  more  than  30  days  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs,  and  that  committee  has  reported  It 
unanimously.  Representatives  of  the  shipbuilding  com- 
panies, the  Civil  Service  Commission,  and  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  appeared  before  the  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee. The  bill  represents  the  steps  that  should  be  taken 
at  this  time  to  speed  up  our  naval  construction. 

This  bill  is  a  bill  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding.  It  was 
considered  by  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  of  the  House 
for  nearly  a  month,  and  everyone  who  wished  to  present  his 
views  was  permitted  to  do  so.  Included  in  the  witnesses 
who  testified  as  to  the  provisions  of  the  blU  were  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Navy  Department,  representatives  of  ship- 
building conii)anies,  officials  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission, 
and  representatives  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor, 
and  they  were  closely  questioned  by  the  members  of  the 
committee  as  to  the  steps  that  could  be  taken  at  once  to 
expedite  naval  construction.  The  bill  is  not  permanent  In 
Its  character,  but  is  temporary,  to  be  effective  for  a  period 
of  3  years,  beginning  with  the  date  of  its  approval  The 
necessity  for  speed  arose  out  of  the  fact  that  several  of  the 
most  powerful  nations  in  the  world  were  engaged  in  a  death 
grapple  in  Euroije,  No  one  could  foresee  the  result  of  that 
conflict  and  no  one  could  prophesy  what  the  world  would  be 
after  it  was  over.  Some  contended  that  these  nations  would 
come  out  of  the  conflict  in  such  condition  that  there  need 
not  be  any  fear  on  the  pcut  of  the  United  States  of  any 
aggression  from  any  of  them  for  many  years  to  come,  and 
that  in  that  time  we  would  be  able  to  build  our  naval  con- 
struction to  a  point  where  we  would  be  immune  from  attack. 
Others  took  the  view  that  with  the  world  at  war  and  the 
distances  between  the  United  States  and  other  continents 
very  much  narrowed  by  the  developments  in  air  and  sea 
construction,  that  we  shoiild  be  prepared  for  any  eventuality. 
The  advocates  of  speedier  building  pointed  to  the  negligence 
of  other  countries  that  had  been  overrun  by  the  aggressive 
Germans  because  they  had  not  prepared  In  time  of  peace 
against  sudden  attack. 

The  committee  reported  unanimously  in  favor  of  reporting 
the  bill,  showing  that  the  Impression  was  in  their  minds,  and 
they  thought  there  was  a  feeling  in  the  country  that  neces- 
sitated a  quicker  preparation  for  our  naval  defense.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  the  Navy  Is  our  first  line  of  defense  and 
that  If  our  extensive  coast  lines  are  to  be  properly  guarded, 
it  is  most  essential  that  the  first  line  be  prepared  to  meet 
any  force  that  might  be  brought  against  it  by  water.  In 
order  to  get  a  true  perspective  of  the  entire  situation.  It 
might  be  weU  to  point  out  that  in  1922.  the  United  SUtes 
had  probably  built  and  was  building  the  strongest  navy  m  the 
world.  In  order,  however,  to  join  In  with  other  nations  with 
the  idea  of  decreasing  the  enormous  expense  for  ships  and 
armament,  the  United  States  agreed  to  sink  $350,000,000  of 
Its  ships  to  put  us  on  a  ratio  of  5-5-3.  which  at  that  time  was 
agreed  upon  as  to  battleships  and  aircraft  carders,  as  be- 
tween the  United  States.  England,  and  Japan.  Future  con- 
ferences were  successful,  as  the  United  States  thought,  in 
reducing  the  cost  and  production  of  ships  in  other  categories 
along  similar  ratios.  The  United  States,  thinking  that  a 
great  step  forward  had  been  taken  and  that  the  people  of 
these  countries  would  adhere  to  the  general  proposition  to 
limit  and  decrease  ships  and  armaments,  did  not  even  take 
the  trouble  to  bring  our  Navy  up  to  the  5-5-3  ratio.  England 
was  not  so  satisfied  as  we  were  and  undertook  some  naval 
construction,  and  Japan  went  ahead  with  its  building,  and 
when  the  treaty  was  finally  abrogated,  there  was  no  definite 
understanding  of  what  the  naval  construction  of  Japan  had 
been.  Germany  and  Italy  had  not  been  party  to  all  the  ele- 
ments of  the  treaty,  and  had  gone  ahead  in  certain  categories 
which  they  thought  specially  adapted  to  their  position  in 
Europe. 

If  it  had  not  been  for  our  trusting  disposition  and  our 
Diligence  in  the  matter,  and  the  objection  of  a  great  many 


people  In  the  country  to  spending  money  on  naval  defense, 
thinking  it  would  be  better  to  provide  for  internal  expenses, 
there  would  be  no  necessity  now  of  the  large  expenditure 
necessary  to  build  up  our  Navy. 

It  can  surely  be  said  that  the  high  ranking  naval  officers 
and  the  Naval  Committee  saw  the  danger  in  this  Inaction 
with  reference  to  ship  construction  and  proposed  from  time 
to  time  certain  expenditures  to  enable  the  Navy  to  build  up 
to  a  degree  that  would  not  leave  it  utterly  defenseless  in 
time  of  danger;  but  little  heed  was  paid  to  these  warnings, 
and  not  until  the  troubled  condition  of  the  world  became 
more  apparent  about  1933  was  much  done.  Even  at  that 
time,  the  time  limit  in  the  contracts  for  ships  was  long  and 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  delay;  but  the  activity  did  not 
begin  untU  1933  and  we  had  been  made  aware  of  our  unpre- 
paredness  and  the  necessity  for  speed  in  production.  Fifty- 
two  ships  were  provided  for  in  the  acts  of  Jmae  16,  1933.  and 
June  19,  1934.  and  they  have  been  comideted.  On  March 
27,  1934,  a  building  program  was  started  to  provide  for 
1.262,068  tons  of  underage  ships,  with  estimated  expenditure 
of  $1,690,000,000.  which  with  replacements,  up  to  this  time, 
and  almost  completed,  makes  119  ships.  In  1938.  a  20  per- 
cent expansion  was  authorized  providing  for  an  increase  of 
46  combatant  ships  and  26  auxiliary  ships,  at  an  estimated 
expenditure  of  $1,121,546,000,  and  imder  this  and  previous 
acts  there  are  now  being  built  56  combatant  ships  and  12 
auxiliary  ships. 

However,  they  should  be  completed  without  delay,  and 
I  wish  to  call  attention  again  to  the  fact  that  the  committee 
has  proceeded  on  the  theoiT  of  preparedness  for  the  last 
7  years,  and  only  the  conditions  above  described  prevented 
their  recommendations  from  being  followed.  If  their  recom- 
mendations had  been  followed,  there  would  never  liave  been 
such  negligence  in  having  a  prepared  Navy,  and,  of  course, 
as  the  money  was  not  spent  in  those  years  of  indifference 
and  neglect,  we  must  now  be  willing  to  spend  the  money 
which  should  have  been  spent  previously.  As  the  navy  yards 
were  not  being  given  work  to  keep  them  going,  they  reduced 
their  forces  and  facilities;  and.  again,  changes  in  design 
were  made  due  to  the  improvements  in  shipbuilding.  An- 
other cause  of  delay,  however,  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
hoiu^  of  labor  in  this  coimtry  per  week  were  below  those 
of  other  nations.  When  we  now  learn  that  Germany  was 
going  full  speed  ahead  with  the  construction  of  its  ships  and 
airplanes  under  a  60-hour  week,  we  can  very  readily  under- 
stand why  Germany  was  enabled  to  win  its  recent  successes 
with  ships  and  machines  and  airplanes  over  France,  which, 
like  ourselves,  had  only  a  40-hour  week. 

This  bill  does  not  make  any  change  in  the  present  In- 
dustrial movements  with  reference  to  hours  of  labor,  but 
the  time  may  soon  come  when  it  will  be  necessary  to  call  on 
our  workers,  as  well  as  all  other  classes  of  American  citizens, 
to  be  willing  to  devote  more  time  and  more  energy  to  the 
defense  of  the  country.  This  bill,  therefore,  provides  for 
expediting  work  that  has  to  be  done  In  this  national  emer- 
gency, which  has  been  declared  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  exist,  to  negotiate  contracts  for  naval  vessels 
and  aircraft,  including  their  equipment  and  tools,  without 
going  through  the  usual  slow  course  of  bidding. 

There  should  not  be  any  objection  at  this  time  to  putting 
such  matters  in  the  hands  of  the  Executive;  In  fact,  it  Is 
absolutely  necessary  that  it  be  done.  If  it  is  not  done  now, 
it  will  have  to  be  done  later,  for  no  nation  could  do  its  work 
in  war  times  if  it  was  hampered  by  the  slow  processes  of  the 
passage  of  bills  through  legislative  procedure.  When  that 
time  comes,  if  It  should  come,  the  welfare  of  every  man, 
woman,  and  child  in  the  country  will  depend  upon  how  the 
President,  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy, 
who  is  declared  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  to  be 
the  controlling  power  in  such  circumstances,  shall  direct  the 
military  forces  of  the  country.  In  giving  Him  such  power  as 
we  see  fit,  we  are  merely  doing  now  what  we  may  be  required 
to  do  later,  and  the  granting  at  this  time  of  such  power  puts 
us  that  much  ahead  of  an  expected  emergenecy.  I  am  re- 
ferring generally,  of  course,  to  the  provisions  in  the  bill  which 
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aOow  certain  detennlnations  to  be  made  by  the  President  In- 
stead of  going  through  a  long-drawn-out  legislative  procedure 
of  committee  action  with  Its  hearings  and  other  processes 
which  we  follow  in  peacetime. 

I  will  not  go  into  a  long-drawn-out  explanation  of  these 
provisions  of  the  bill,  for  they  have  been  admirably  discussed 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee;  nor  is  it  necessary  to  do 
ao.  for  the  entire  country  is  aroused  to  the  danger  of  a  lack 
of  preparedness,  and  with  more  insistence  than  I  have  ever 
known,  have  called  upon  Members  of  Congress  to  authorize 
the  work  to  be  done  that  Is  necessary,  to  appropriate  the 
money,  and  to  give  the  President  the  right  to  proceed  as  ex- 
peditiously as  can  be  done. 

As  indicative  of  how  the  crisis  has  been  finally  approached 
by  us.  I  wish  to  quote  a  statement  by  Admiral  Van  Keuren,  of 
the  Construction  Corps  of  the  United  States  Navy,  who  stated 
during  the  hearing  before  the  committee: 

Dvirlng  tlie  perlcd  1922-32  we  btillt  or  started  6  submarines,  1 
carrier,  and  14  cruisers — a  total  of  21  ships.  Since  1933  we  bave 
started  179  vessels.  We  have  completed,  as  of  May  1,  111  vessels. 
Of  the  68  vessels  remaining  to  be  completed.  19  wUl  be  completed 
In  0  months:  32  will  be  completed  In  12  months,  including  the 
previous  19;  50  will  be  completed  in  18  months,  including  the  pre- 
vious 32:  66  will  be  completed  in  24  months.  Including  the  previous 
60:  and  the  remaining  12  ships  in  something  over  2  years. 

At  the  beginning  of  the  program  we  had  employed  8,750  men  in 
navy  yards  and  private  yards  on  new  construction.  Today  we  have 
53,750 — a  650-percent  Increase. 

The  Navy  has  moved  and  probably  would  have  moved  faster 
If  its  requests  for  new  ships  had  been  granted  sooner.  The 
Congress  is  now  moving  to  meet  the  situation ;  and  the  Execu- 
tive is.  with  his  usual  energy,  going  aliead  with  the  general 
supervision  of  the  work  with  speed.^  It  therefore  falls  back 
on  the  people  of  the  country  to  do  their  part,  and  it  will 
-^  require  the  patriotic  endeavors  of  every  person  of  sufBcient 
age  to  enter  Into  it.  Our  manufacturers  and  our  working- 
men  must  be  willing  to  go  ahead  without  gnmtibling,  even  if 
they  do  have  to  work  longer  hours;  and  there  is  a  great  deal 
that  the  people  of  the  country  itself  can  do  in  being  ready 
to  make  such  sacrifices  as  are  demanded  in  this  great 
emergency. 

The  people  of  the  country  should  keep  in  mind  that  it  is 
essential  that  the  Navy  of  the  United  States  be  maintained 
in  time  of  peace  in  order  to  prevent  war.  They  must  also 
understand  that  in  order  to  prevent  the  effects  of  war  within 
the  country  Itself  by  Invading  forces  that  the  Navy  must  be 
ready  to  prevent  the  landing  of  such  Invaders.  Everybody 
hopes  that  there  will  be  no  war  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  with  any  other  power.  We  are  at  heart  a  pacifistic 
nation  and  wish  to  live  In  harmony  and  peace  with  all  other 
peoples  of  the  world.  Americans  are  also  people  of  Inde- 
pendence and  courage;  and  if  war  should  come,  which  God 
forbid,  the  people  of  this.Nation  will  direct  its  military  forces 
to  be  ready  and  prepared  and  to  fight  to  resist  any  aggres- 
sion. Love  of  country  requires  that  every  man  shall  do  his 
part  to  Insure  that  end  and  the  success  of  our  resistance  to 
aggression  from  any  other  nation. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  jrield  now  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Wolvirtoh]. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
purpose  of  the  legislation  brought  t^  the  House  by  the  House 
Naval  Committee,  and  which  is  now  under  consideration.  Is 
to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  aircraft,  and  auxiliary 
agencies  of  the  Navy. 

Since  the  President  made  his  appeal  to  Congress  for  addi- 
tional strength  for  our  national  defense  Congress  has  acted 
prompUy  and  effecUvfely.  Already  legislaUon  has  been  passed 
by  this  House  to  strengthen  and  expand  our  Army.  Now 
this  legislation  is  before  us,  after  careful  consIderaUon  by  the 
House  Naval  Affairs  Committee  and  with  its  favorable  recom- 
mendation. It  represents  an  effort  to  cut  the  red  tape  that 
now  ties  up  the  letting  of  contracts  for  naval  vessels. 

The  genUeman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Drewrt],  a  distin- 
guished member  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  and  for 
whom  I  have  a  high  personal  regard,  has  just  assured  the 
membership  that  this  bill  has  had  the  careful  consideraUon 


of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee.  Such  is  the  case.  Any  time 
and  every  time  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  recommends  leg- 
islation to  this  House  under  the  leadership  of  its  distinguished 
chairman,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson],  the 
membership  of  the  House  can  be  satisfied  that  it  has  been 
carefully  studied  and  is  entitled  to  favorable  consideration. 

•nie  committee  has  sensed  the  need  for  our  country  to 
proceed  with  all  possible  speed  to  strengthen  our  naval  forces. 
Time  Is  an  important  consideration  under  present  condi- 
tions. I  am  inclined  to  think  that  there  are  few  Members  of 
this  House  who  realize  the  great  length  of  time  that  is  neces- 
sary to  complete  the  construction  of  a  battleship  or  heavy 
cruiser.  It  takes  anjrwhere  from  3  to  5  years  and  requires 
the  services  of  thousands  of  trained  and  highly  skilled  em- 
ployees. It  is  also  well  to  remember  that  the  different  trades 
necessary  in  the  building  of  ships  are  more  numerous  and 
varied  than  in  any  other  Industry.  These  forces  of  skilled 
mechanics  cannot  be  recruited  overnight.  They  require  long 
years  of  service  to  attain  the  efficiency  that  Is  necessary  In 

3 tie  performance  of  the  important  work  Incidental  to  the 
rafting  of  plans  and  the  actual  construction  work.  The 
len  employed  In  our  shipyards  are  necessarily  among  the 
highest  skilled  workers  in  our  Nation.  During  the  World 
War  they  gave  an  excellent  account  of  themselves.  They 
will  do  so  again  In  this  hour  of  emergency.  But  we  must 
not  overlook  the  importance  of  the  time  element  in  preparing 
our  national  defense.  This,  as  I  have  pointed  out.  Is  a  par- 
ticularly necessary  consideration  In  the  building  of  ships. 
Thus  this  bill,  as  it  cuts  red  tape.  Is  a  material  contribution 
to  the  effort  that  is  being  made  to  strengthen  our  naval  force 
In  the  shortest  possible  time  and  deserves  the  support  of  the 
entire  membership. 

The  experience  gained  in  the  last  war  should  be  sufficient 
to  convince  anyone,  who  thinks  in  terms  of  the  welfare  and 
security  of  this  Nation,  that  our  greatest  need  from  a  de- 
fensive standpoint  Is  a  strong  Navy.  The  intervening  years 
between  the  World  War  and  the  present  time,  that  have  cul- 
minated In  the  awful  tragedy  now  being  enacted  in  Europe, 
also  make  plain  that  an  adequate  air  force  is  likewise  neces- 
sary. The  one  supplements  and  makes  stronger  the  other. 
It  is  my  understanding  that  a  bill  to  authorize  the  construc- 
tion or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft  will  immediately  follow 
the  bill  now  under  consideration.  It  was  likewise  reported 
favorably  to  the  House  by  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs 
and  deserves  the  support  of  the  membership. 

The  necessity  for  this  Nation  to  give  further  and  more 
serious  consideration  to  our  naval  strength  arises  at  this  time 
because  of  the  uncertainty  and  doubt  that  surrounds  the 
European  situation.  In  the  past  the  English  Navy  has  al- 
ways been  considered  as  part  of  a  cooperative  naval  force  with 
our  own  to  maintain  the  principles  of  free  people.  No  one 
has  ever  seriously  considered  the  possibility  of  the  British 
Navy  being  rendered  useless  by  an  opposing  force.  Thus  we 
have  always  had  the  thought  that  in  any  great  emergency 
that  involved  our  naUonal  security  that  the  Navy  of  Great 
Britain  would  be  found  on  our  side.  But  today  we  see  the 
British  Nation  hard  pressed  and  many  people  commencing 
to  think  about  the  consequences  that  will  follow  If  Great 
Britain  should  fail  and  its  Navy  be  taken  over  by  opposing 
powers  or  even  destroyed.  In  neither  contingency  could  the 
British  Navy  be  counted  upon  as  an  ally  to  us.  The  very 
possibility  of  this  situation  arising  is  sufficient  to  drive  us 
ahead  to  procure  at  the  earliest  possible  day  an  American 
Navy  that  will  be  sufficient  to  protect  us  from  attack  on  either 
ocean,  and  no  longer  should  we  depend  upon  Great  Britain 
or  any  other  nation  to  supply  our  deficiency  In  naval  forces. 

Since  1921  our  Nation  has  respected  the  purpose  and  intent 
of  the  Washington  Treaty.  We  sought  by  deed  as  weU  as 
word  to  convince  the  world  of  our  sincerity  to  limit  naval 
armaments.  As  a  result  of  that  treaty  we  destroyed,  buUt  or 
building,  approximately  800,000  tons  of  warships,  of  a  value 
of  $400,000,000.  Other  nations  accepted  the  principle  but  in 
most  cases  made  no  sacrifice  by  destroying  any  of  their  exist- 
ing batUeships.    The  years  that  have  followed  the  sicning  of 
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the  Washington  Treaty  showed  a  continuing  desire  upon  our 
part  as  a  Nation  to  uphold  the  principle  of  limitation  of  naval 
armament  laid  down  In  that  treaty.  During  the  same  years 
other  nations,  who  were  parUes  to  the  treaty,  buUt  up  their 
naval  forces.  Our  failure  to  build  In  those  categories  that 
were  not  prohibited  to  us  by  the  treaty  has  enabled  other 
nations  to  outstrip  us.  Today,  therefore,  because  of  our  ad- 
herence to  the  terms  of  the  Washington  Treaty,  in  spirit  as 
well  as  deed,  we  have  dropped  far  behind  in  naval  strength. 
Since  1936  there  has  been  no  treaty  limitaUon  that  has  pre- 
cluded our  building  on  as  large  a  scale  as  conditions  made 
necessary  or  advisable.  It  has  been  the  reverses  that  have 
come  to  the  British  Nation  that  had  awakened  us  to  the 
danger  that  now  exists.  Whatever  jusUfication  or  lack  of 
justification  there  may  be  for  the  delay  In  shipbuilding  duri- 
Ing  the  last  few  years,  the  fact  now  is,  we  axe  aroused  and 
fully  realize  the  precarious  position  in  which  we  would  find 
ourselves  If  an  attack  should  be  directed  at  us.  Now  that 
we  are  awake  and  fully  appreciate  the  need  there  can  be  no 
excuse  for  further  delay. 

In  conclusion,  permit  me  to  remind  you  and  also  empha- 
size the  fact,  that  the  American  Navy  is  one  of  the  strongest 
Infiuences  for  peace  in  the  world.  The  American  Navy  never 
declares  or  provokes  war.  but,  time  and  again  its  strength  has 
been  a  stabilizing  Influence  for  peace.  It  is  an  agency  of 
peace  and  will  continue  to  be  as  long  as  the  spirit  and  desire 
of  America  Is  for  peace.  Any  additional  strength  given  to 
our  Navy  makes  more  certain  and  secure  our  own  peace  and 
the  peace  of  those  weaker  nations  of  the  Western  Hemisphere 
that  are  dependent  upon  us. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  [Mr,  Hkalky]. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  has  been  a  great  deal 
of  discussion  lately  as  to  the  effect  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act 
on  the  program  upon  which  we  are  about  to  embark.  There 
have  been  allegations  to  the  effect  that  this  act  would  tend 
to  Interfere  with  and  Impede  the  speed  of  this  program. 
In  order  that  there  may  not  be  any  misimderstanding  about 
the  provisions  of  that  act  and  In  fairness  to  the  act  itself. 
I  obtained  this  time  to  explain  that  the  act  itself  makes 
full  provision  for  the  requirements  of  any  emergency.  Sec- 
tion 6  of  the  act  provides  that  in  the  event  of  an  emergency 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  may  suspend  any  and  all  provisions 
of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act.  That  is  in  the  law  itself,  and  when 
the  law  was  framed  those  of  us  who  worked  on  It  had  In 
mind  of  course  that  an  emergency  might  occur  when  It 
would  not  be  in  the  public  Interest  to  rigidly  enforce  all  of 
the  provisions  of  the  law  and  that  situations  may  occur 
requiring  the  suspension  of  some  of  the  provisions  of  the 
act.  That  language  will  be  found  in  section  6  of  the  Walsh- 
Healey  Act.  We  who  framed  the  act  had  foresight  enough 
to  have  included  in  the  act  the  language  which  would  take 
care  of  such  emergencies.  Section  6  of  the  act,  under  which 
such  exemptions  may  be  granted,  reads  as  follows: 


Upon  a  written  finding  by  the  head  of  the  contracting  agency  or 
department  that  the  inclusion  In  the  proposal  or  contract  of  the 
representations  or  stipulations  set  forth  in  section  1  will  seriously 
Impair  the  conduct  of  Government  business,  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
shaU  make  excepUons  in  specific  cases  or  othenn'l9e  when  JusUce 
or  public  interest  will  be  served  thereby.  Upon  the  Joint  recom- 
mendation of  the  contracting  agency  and  the  contractor,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Labor  may  modify  the  terms  of  an  existing  contract  respect- 
ing minimum  rates  of  pay  and  maximum  hours  of  labor  as  he  may 
find  necessary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest  or  to  prevent  injus- 
tice and  undue  hardship.  The  Secretary  of  Labor  may  provide 
reasonable  limitations  and  may  make  rules  and  regtilatlons  aUowlng 
reasonable  variations,  tolerances,  and  exemptions  to  and  from  any 
or  all  provisions  of  this  act  respecUng  mlnimimi  rates  of  pay  and 
maximum  hours  of  labor  or  the  extent  of  the  application  of  this 
act  to  contractors,  as  hereinbefore  described,  vrhenever  the  Secre- 
tary of  Labor  shall  permit  an  increase  in  the  maximum  hours  of 
labor  stipulated  in  the  contract,  he  shall  set  a  rate  of  pay  for  any 
overtime,  which  rate  shall  be  not  less  one  and  one-half  times  the 
basic  hourly  rate  received  by  any  employee  affected. 

I  am  appending  to  my  remarks  a  list  of  exemptions  that 
have  been  granted  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  under  this  sec- 
tion. These  examples  will  amply  demonstrate  that  there  is  no 
situation  which  cannot  be  covered  under  any  emergency  by 
the  present  provisions  of  the  act  which  give  adequate  power 
to  lift  Its  application  wherever  and  whenever  the  public 
interest  may  require  It. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has  spoken  to  the  Con- 
gress and  to  the  Nation;  he  has  taken  the  people  of  this 
country  into  his  confidence.  He  has  given  them  an  account 
of  the  defense  preparations  that  have  been  made  since  this 
administration  came  into  office  in  March  1933.  Those  of  you 
who  listened  to  his  speech  Sunday  night  heard  a  frank  and 
straightforward  statement  of  the  progress  that  has  been 
made  In  the  preparation  of  the  naval  and  military  arms  of 
our  Government.  But  he  unequivocally  stated  that  under  the 
program  which  he  recommended  to  the  Congress,  and  which 
I  am  sure  the  Nation  expects  us  to  pass  with  the  greatest  ex- 
pedition, there  shall  be  created  no  more  war  millionaires,  and 
that  this  national  emergency  shall  not  be  used  as  a  pretext 
for  the  destruction  of  the  social  advances  that  have  been 
gained  under  this  administration.  Tlie  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Cole]  said  that  from  the  outset  that  certain  offi- 
cials of  the  Navy  had  complained  that  the  Walsh-Healey  Act 
had  retarded  it  In  going  forward  with  its  program.  I  say  to 
that  gentleman  that  they  also  complained  of  the  Vinson - 
Trammell  Act.  The  Vinson-Trammell  Act  provided  that 
there  shall  be  a  limitation  of  10- percent  profit  on  all  Navy 
contracts.  Section  3  of  this  bill  does  suspend  the  provisions 
of  the  Vinson-Trammell  Act  on  all  contracts  to  be  awarded 
where  the  amount  Is  under  $25,000.  Should  the  emergency 
occur  wherein  the  public  interest  requires  the  suspension 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act,  which  afford  pro- 
tection for  labor,  I  am  sure  that  the  persons  affected  wiU 
willingly  and  patriotically  comply.  Is  it  unreasonable  to  ex- 
pect that  an  equivalent  sacrifice  will  be  mswle  by  capital, 
industry,  and,  in  fact,  all  elements  of  our  Nation  in  the  inter- 
est of  an  adequate  defense  program? 
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X-23. 


x-as. 


Industry 


Airplane 1 

Bankers'  directory... 

Cottott  textile 

Drills,  radial,  motor-driven 


Fumitore,  Items  Nos.  8139  to  28-S- 
H22a 

Lamps,  incandescent 

Radio  tubes 


Sound  motion  pictures.. 


Exemption  requested 


For  contract  for  1  airplane  from  provi.^ow  of  act  In  order  that  thi."*  1  airplane 

might  be  constructed  along  with  C  ottiers,  contracted  for  before  elective 

dat*  of  act. 
For  contract  with  Rand-McNally  Co.  for  period  beginning  Dec.  1.  Ifl.'M, 

until  Nov.  30,  1939,  for  Bankers'  Directory,  including  supplements  as 

published  by  said  pomnany. 
For  employment  of  girts  between  18  and  18  years  of  age 


Department 


For  contract  for  drills  from  provisions  of  act  concerning  keeping  of  records 
and  8-h()ur  day  and  40-hour  wc*k. 

For  contract  for  weed  stools  from  provisions  of  act,  statinir  Oreat  Northern 
Chair  Co.  ha<i  been  awarded  contract  before  was  noticed  that  this  com- 
pany excluded  oi>eratioa  of  act  in  iu  bid. 

For  em[>loyment  of  10  female  employees  between  10  and  18  years  of  age 
(Uygrade  Sylvania  Corporation). 

For  employment  of  certain  female  ejnployees  (183)  under  18  years  of  age, 
all  of  whom  will  reach  this  ace  during;  1938.    (RCA  Manufacturing  Co.). 

For  contracts  for  rental  of  sound  motion-picture  films  to  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration from  stipulations  of  sec.  1  of  act  because  films  are  oflo'ed  to 
Veterans'  Administration  at  practicaUy  charity  rates. 


U.  S.  Coast  Ouard  throtigh  Procurement. 


Procurement. 


Cotton  Textile  Institute  through  Procure 

ment. 
Navy. 

Procurement. 


Do. 


Do. 

Veterans' 
ment. 


Administration   and    Procure 
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Borlnc    machirxw.     t-incb 
tpiodle. 

Lumber _..^ — . 


If  aehlDe  tool. 
PetroleaiB 


Exemption  nqaested 


For  contract  for  3  horixootal  borlnc,  drflling.  whI  mfll- 
Ins  machinet  from  proTisiom  of  act.  ttatins  parts  (or 
usemblinf  aMdltai  ««•  to  b«  tokn  out  of  stock. 


For  contract  •warded  to  Colfax  Lumber  A  Creosotintj 
Co.  for  lumber  becauae  stipulations  of  act  were 
omitted  from  contract  ttarowh  mutual  mistake  of 
eontrartnr  and  oontraethv  ofSoer. 

From  provisions  of  act  on  th?  premise  that  It  woold 
impair  conduct  of  Government  business. 

For  refinery  workers  of  Associated  Oil  Co.  from  ap- 
plication of  art.  1,  sec  (c>,of  Reculation  504  and  sec. 
1,  subsection  (c)  of  act  regarding  number  of  working 
hours  per  day. 

For  exemption  from  provisions  of  act  since  only  bids 
deleted  stipulations  concerning  act. 


Department 


Nary 

Agriculture 

NaTy 

do 

.....do 


Actton  taken 


Request  withdrawn  after  understanding  was  reached 
fh»t  stlpalatiaiM  of  act  applied  only  to  employees 
angagedtn  aaembling  machines  and  preparing  them 
(or  aetoal  ahifMnent. 

R«qoest  denied  on  ground  that  the  Department  of 
Labor  baa  not  power  to  grant  relief  in  this  situation. 

Request  denied  since  1  company  agreed  to  conform  to 
stipulHtions  ofact.  ..    , 

Request  denied.  Held  that  Secretary  of  Labor  has  no 
authority  to  grant  exemption  from  8-hour  day,  40- 
hour  week  limits. 

Request  denied  In  order  to  Investigate  market  for  flax 
twin*"  and  also  to  determine  whether  other  bidders 
would  submit  bids  and  execute  contract  subject  to 
stipulations  of  act.  Navy  now  having  no  difficulty 
in  securing  flax  twine. 


Requested  exemptions  which  have  been  toithdnum  or  closed  with  consent  of  all  parties 


Docket 
No. 


»-«. 


»-15.. 


B-U.. 
S-3S.. 


E-14.. 


B-17. 


»-»•. 


K-16. 


K-IS. 


Industry 


AirpiaM. 


B<rfler.  ofl  burning,  marina. 
Copper 


ExempUon  requested 


Beech  Aircraft  Co.  requested 
glons  of  act  with  reference  to 
hours  and  overtime  rate  of  pay. 


Klectrie    hydraoUo    power 

plants. 
Fuel  oU 


Honp.... 
Lomber. 


Mattress  hmiber 

Machine  tool,  shaper  planer 
Machine  tool 


.do. 


Paper ij. — 

Pufiulwiiii.. ...... 

Bhipboildlng.. 

Steal 


Steal  box  can 

Tires  and  t4bca , 


Zinc  slab  (spelter) . 


Educational  orders  of  muni- 
tions of  war. 


ptlon  from  provi- 
ber  of  working 


From  provWoai  el  art.  001  of  Regulations  804 

If  a  broker  not  qMUfled  as  a  regular  oealer  under  our 
Regulations  fflee  low  bid,  would  Sefcretary  consider 
his  bid  acceptable?  American  Metal  Co.  requested 
exemption  by  way  of  a  tolerance  for  waiting  periods 
caused  by  break  .downs. 

From  act  because  compliance  with  stipulations  would 
materially  increase  cost  of  production. 

From  nro\Tsions  of  act  for  .Alaska,  Juneau  Oold  Min- 
ing Co.  which  refuses  to  conform  to  requirements  of 
act,  and  no  other  souAx  of  supply  in  Alaska  is  avaiM  > 
able. 

Ruling  requested  as  to  whether  act  applied  to  prodtic- 
tion  (4  American  hemp. 

Natiomd  American  Wholesale  Lumber  Association 
requested  blanket  exemption  for  all  wholesale  lum- 
ber dealers  from  operation  of  art.  101  (b)  of  Regular 
tion  504  defining  a  regular  dealer. 

For  contractors  requiring  them  to  be  a  regular  dealer. . 


For  contract  for  shaper  planer  ttom  provisions  of  Sci. v 

From  stipulations  set  forth  in  sec.  1  of  act  which 
seriously  impair  conduct  of  Government  business  in 
that  no  bid  can  be  obtained  from  a  manufacturer 
who  is  willing  to  oom(dy  therewith. 

Ftr  machine  tool  from  provisions  of  art,  stating  It  was 
tanpoadble  to  get  satisfactory  bids  for  pcrfom&noe 
of  a  contract  in  accordance  with  stipulations  u  the 
hkw. 

American  Papnand  Pulp  Association  requested  goneral 
exemption  for  tour  workers  to  maintain  oontiauity 
of  operation  despite  absence  of  party  holdinR  similar 
position  in  relieving  crew,  to  be  applicable  to  any 
maciifacturer  of  paper  and  pulp  who  supplies  prod- 
4icts  to  the  United  Btates. 

From  ijrovliluBa  of  act  which  caused  companies  to 
rofram  tnna  bidding  on  Government  oontracta 
(Inland  Waterways  Corporation). 

For  blanket  exemption  from  act  insoCar  as  prorisions 
would  apply  to  repair  contracts  in  excess  of  $10,000 
(Inland  Watprwavs  Corporation). 

Of  91*.  1  of  act  which  will  seriously  impair  conduct  of 
Government  business  and  cause  Navy  to  discharge 
mechanics  and  laborers  if  they  cannot  depend  upon 
required  continuity  of  steel  deliveries  as  work  pro- 
gresses. 

From  requiring  bidders  to  comply  with  provWoos  o* 
the  act  (Inland  Waterways  Corporation). 

For  tires  and  tubes  (t'om  provisions  of  sec.  9  of  act  under 
open-market  jHirchases;  requested  by  aereral  tire 
dealers.  , 


Department 


Navy. 


War  - 
Navy. 


do.... 

Treasury. 


Navy. 
None.. 


Wa 


MfMon  taken 


Held  because  component  parts  had  been  manufactured 
In  group  production  operation  before  contract  had 
actually  been  entered  into,  requirements  of  Regula- 
tkkD  604  need  not  be  kept.  Contractor  later  desig- 
willlngDess  to  comply  with  requirements  of  act 


'Navy. 


.do. 


do  ..: 

Procurement... 

War 

do 

Navy 


By  Navy  Department  under  date  of  July  12, 1037. 


By  War  Depart mentthrough  Procurement  under  date 
0*  Not.  18. 1938.  Z 


War. 


Procurement; 
transmitted 
without  ree- 
ommendation. 

Navy 


War. 


Mr.  Reilly  prante<l  tolerance.  Since  copper  corapaniea 
have  changed  liieir  attitude  toward  bidding  on  con- 
tracts for  Navy,  request  for  exemption  is  no  longer 
active. 

Cohferenee  held  after  which  company  was  awarded 
contract  withoat  oeeeaBity  tor  exemption. 

Since  this  company  ia  only  source  of  supply,  Treasury 
may  make  open-market  purchase  from  that  company 
under  pafcfaaae  statute,  Kev.  Stat.  371W,  which  pur- 
chases are  exempt  from  act. 

Products  p»rocra9ed  far  first  sale  by  original  producers 
are  exempt  from  act. 

Case  closed.  Amendment  to  art.  101  (b)  makes  exemp- 
tion unneoeesary. 

Held  a  perishable  and  therefore  not  indaded  within 

the  purview  of  sec.  0  of  the  act. 
Conference  held  after  which  company  submitted  Wd 

In  compliance  with  act. 
Request  no  k»ger  active  since  Navy  haa  porchaaed 

machines  Invcuved. 


Navy  no  kmger  havinf  difficulty  In  securing  theaa 
machinee. 


Mr.  Walling  advised  company  its  application  for  ex- 
emption of  shift  workers  futile.    Caae  ia  r'—  -* 


No  exemption  necessary  since  act  Is  not  applicable. 


Held  that  contracts  for  construction  and  repair  do  not 
come  within  the  purview  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act. 

Since  steel  industry  has  adopted  4(Vho!ir  week  and 
Navy  no  longer  has  dlHicully  in  obtaining  steel  bids, 
request  tot  exemptk)n  unnecessary. 

Labor  tlpnlstlons  set  forth  in  art  not  applicable.  Held 
that  tran.saction  was  an  open-market  purchase  within 
art.  2  (a)  of  Retaliation  304. 

Conference  held  which  resulted  in  tire  manufacturers 
bi()ding  in  full  oomplianoe. 


Navy  readvertised  and  received  satisfactory  bids,  to 
need  for  exemption  no  longer  exists. 

Procurement  ad  vised  on  Dec.  3, 1938,  that  act  and  regu- 
lations thereunder  do  not  prevent  award  of  contracts 
under  Public,  63V,  therefore,  further  action  is  unneoee- 
lary. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts has  expired. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  has  been  very  care- 
fully cozisidered  and  It  represents  the  minimiim  require- 
ments as  reccxnmended  to  us  by  the  Navy  Department  and 
shipbuilders  to  expedite  the  shipbuilding  progrson.  We  have 
been  fortuiiate  in  the  past  in  the  lact  that  we  bad  two  i 


oceans  as  moats  to  protect  us.  Those  oceans  are  of  value 
to  us  only  so  long  as  we  control  them.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  ocean  is  the  easiest  and  cheapest  way  to  transport 
large  numbers  of  troops.  Because  of  this  these  very  oceans 
become  liabilities  if  we  do  not  control  them.  So  unless  we 
control  the  sea  approaches  In  both  the  Atlantic  and  the 
Pacific  Oceans,  they  beccnne  a  liability.    They  are  an  asset 
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only  if  we  can  control  them.  In  order  to  maintain  control 
of  them  we  must  speed  up  our  naval  construction  as  quickly 
as  possible  so  as  to  bring  our  Navy  up  to  full  strength. 

The  proposals  in  this  bill  do  not  in  any  way  surrender  any 
of  the  progressive  advances  that  have  been  made  in  this 
country.  They  provide  that  they  may  be  suspended,  or  such 
parts  of  them  suspended  as  may  be  necessary,  in  the  Interest 
of  expediting  the  shipbuilding  program.  No  injustice  is 
done  to  anyone.  These  powers  of  the  people  are  not  sur- 
rendered by  the  Congress.  We  grant  authority  to  the  Presi- 
dent and  in  some  cases  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  during 
the  emergency  to  suspend  the  operation  of  certain  laws. 
Certainly  we  are  in  an  emergency  at  the  present  time  as 
relates  to  the  state  of  the  building  progress  of  our  Navy. 
We  have  placed  a  safeguard  in  the  bill  providing  a  time 
limit  on  the  exercise  of  the  right  to  suspend  these  laws. 
Should  the  emergency  be  continued  indefinitely  these  powers 
will  expire  in  3  years  and  then  a  new  Congress  may  decide 
whether  they  are  to  be  extended  or  not.  The  mere  continu- 
ance of  a  declaration  of  emergency  will  not  be  enough  to 
perpetiiate  the  suspension  of  these  laws. 

I  am  going  to  touch  on  just  a  very  few  of  the  points. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia,  Chairman  Vinson,  has  made 
an  excellent  statement  on  the  bill  in  detail.  I  shall  merely 
emi^asize  some  of  the  provisions  of  the  bill. 

A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  negotiated  contracts. 
There  is  every  safeguard  In  these  negotiated  contracts. 
They  are  not  the  old  wartime  contracts  of  cost  plus  which 
was,  of  course,  a  terrible  thing,  and  a  terribly  costly  thing  in 
more  ways  than  one.  TTiese  contracts  are  cost  plus  a  fixed 
fee.  The  experts  in  the  Navy  Department  will  estimate  the 
cost  of  a  project,  and  then  the  fee  will  be  based  upon  6  per- 
cent of  that  estimated  cost  on  the  progress  of  the  work  as 
determined  by  the  Navy  Department. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield.  ^ 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  gentleman  Is  referring  to 
the  provision  contained  in  the  second  bill  concerning  the 
construction  of  operating  basis  rather  than  this  question  of 
n^otiated  contracts. 

Mr.  MAAS.    The  gentleman  Is  correct;  I  had  that  in  mind. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  That  is  In  the  Ij^ll  to  foUow. 
These  contracts  are  subject  to  the  10-percent  limitation. 

Mr.  MAAS.  That  is  right.  These  are  the  lO-percent  con- 
tracts under  the  Vinson-Trammell  Act.  which  limits  profits. 
There  is  no  danger  that  they  are  going  to  run  away  with  any 
profits  because  the  Government  is  going  to  get  it  all  back 
in  some  other  form  of  tax  anyway;  you  know  that.  Nobody  is 
going  to  nor  should  make  very  much  money  out  of  war 
contracts  nowadays. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  Before  the  gentleman  concludes 
would  he  be  so  kind  as  to  give  us  his  views  of  the  possibility 
of  keeping  open  the  Panama  Canal  for  the  use  of  the  fleet 
in  either  ocean  during  a  time  of  emergency? 

Mr.  MAAS.  Yes;  I  shaU  be  pleased  to.  I  think  the  gen- 
tleman knows  I  have  always  been  apprehensive  about  the 
Panama  Canal. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  That  Is  the  reason  I  asked  the 
question.  I  would  like  to  hear  the  gentleman's  views  on 
that. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Tlie  gentleman  from  Virginia  and  I  were  down 
there  recently  and  made  a  personal  study  of  this  matter. 
I  am  frankly  apprehensive  about  the  Panama  Canal.  That 
Is  why  I  have  advocated  for  years  that  we  have  two  fleets. 
We  are  a  two-ocean  nation,  we  have  two  oceans  to  defend. 
Our  entire  defense  policy  today  Is  dependent  upon  the  un- 
interrupted transit  of  the  fleet  through  the  Canal,  or  the 
availability  of  uninterrupted  transit  through  the  Canal. 
There  are  many  things  that  can  make  that  impossible:  The 
destruction  of  a  lock,  the  destruction  of  the  Canal  at  any 
point,  or  an  air  attack,  and  the  grave  danger,  of  course,  of 
sabotage. 


I  do  not  believe  that  we  are  going  to  be  threatened  In 
either  ocean,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  unless  we  are  threatened 
in  both  at  the  same  time.,  Ip  which  case  whether  the  Canal 
is  open  or  not.  we  should  have  two  fleets,  one  in  the  Pacific 
and  one  in  the  Atlantic,  both  capable  of  the  mission  tor 
which  they  would  be  required,  that  is,  the  defense  of  our 
territorial  and  hemisphere  waters  in  both  oceans.  We  are 
in  a  precarious  position  even  with  all  of  the  present  author- 
ized strength  of  the  Navy  if  we  could  build  it  up  at  once, 
and  certainly  to  do  less  than  that  would  be  national  sui- 
cide. This  is  the  least  we  can  do.  and  I  hope  that  this 
Nation  wiU  show  its  responsibility  in  this  regard  and  then 
wUl  continue  to  build  its  naval  strength  untU  we  have  a 
fleet  in  both  oceans. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the  genUeman  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  MAAS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Where  is  our  Navy  now? 

Mr.  MAAS.     It  is  In  the  Pacific. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  What  protecUon  have  we  In  the  AUanUc 
now? 

Mr.  MAAS.  Such  protection  as  can  be  afforded  by  the 
Atlantic  squadron,  which  is  inadequate,  of  course,  to  meet  a 
hostile  naval  force,  and  such  protection  as  we  have  tempo- 
rarily by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the  other  nations  with 
European  navies  seem  to  be  engaged  in  a  war  at  the  present 
time  that  will  keep  their  fleets  in  Europe.  But  when  that  is 
over  we  may  find  ourselves  in  a  very  different  and  critical 
position. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield' 

Mr.  MAAS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Not  exactly  on  the  same  subject,  but  could 
the  gentleman  tell  us  whether  any  study  has  been  made 
recently  in  view  of  changed  world  conditions  as  to  where  the 
line  will  be  drawn  between  the  part  the  Navy  air  service  and 
the  Army  air  service  will  take  in  coast  defenses? 

Mr.  MAAS.  This  bill  does  recognize  a  change  In  that  . 
regard.  Heretofore  there  has  been  a  sort  of  unwritten  agree- 
ment and  understanding  between  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
that  the  Navy  was  to  go  to  sea  and  their  flying  was  to  be 
done  over  the  water,  although  they  might  be  land-based  for 
the  purpose  of  their  patrol  planes.  The  Army  was  to  do  the 
actual  flying  for  the  defense  of  the  coast  itself.  The  mis- 
sion of  Navy  planes  was  to  be  only  far  out  at  sea.  That 
has  been  changed.  It  has  become  necessary  for  the  Navy  to 
provide  some  of  its  own  protection  for  its  bases  with  its  own 
flghting  craft  based  on  shore,  and  the  old  relationship  will 
be  very  materially  changed,  in  my  opimon.  fr«m  now  on. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Study  is  being  given  to  that  currently? 

Mr.  MAAS.  Yes;  it  is  being  given  close  attention  now.  I 
think  the  old  arrangement  has  to  be  abandoned.  It  is  not 
practical  because  when  the  Army  is  once  given  a  mission,  it 
may  have  to  concentrate  its  entire  air  force  in  a  given  theater 
and  leave  the  Navy  bases  unprotected;  in  that  case,  the  Navy 
will  have  to  provide  its  own  protection;  therefore,  the  protec- 
tion must  be  under  the  same  control  that  operates  the  forces 
themselves,  that  is,  the  Navy.  Similarly,  the  Army  will  also 
be  prepared  to  fly  out  to  sea  when  the  Army's  mission  re- 
quires such  support,  and  at  the  moment  the  Navy  is  unable 
to  supply  it. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.     1 3^eld  to  the  gentleman  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  The  gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
placing  of  contracts  under  the  proposed  legislation  without 
competition  and  spoke  of  the  limitation  of  profits.  Is  the 
proposed  plan  comparable  to  the  cost-plus  system  which  pre- 
vailed during  the  last  World  War? 

Mr.  MAAS.    No. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.    What  is  the  difference? 

Mr.  MAAS.  Ilie  cost-plus  system  during  the  World  War 
guaranteed  a  profit  based  on  cost  and  the  higher  you  could 
run  your  cost  the  higher  you  would  run  your  profit.  That 
Is  not  involved  in  this  legislation  at  all. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
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•n»e  fuselage  la  really  »  massive  shell  with  a  trap  door  In  the   I    him  for  hl«   rrnntHhntlnn    fy*  ntir   noffnnoT  A^fm.w^^^   -«^    #^- 

bottom.  through  which  the  tank  Is  placed  abowd.    The  inside  of      IzLr?         ,  contribuUon  to  our  national  defense  and  for 
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Mt.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  cost-plus  contracts  guaran- 
teed a  profit,  while  there  is  no  guaranty  of  profit  in  here. 

Mr.  MAA3.  Yes.  The  war  contracts  were  on  a  cost-plus 
basis  with  a  guaranteed  pn^t.  There  is  no  such  guarantee 
In  this  bill  at  all. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut. 

Mr!  SHANLEY.  If  the  Mississippi  River  divided  the 
United  States  into  two  nations,  each  of  those  nations  would 
have  a  separate  fleet  on  either  ocean? 

Mr.  MAAS.    Yes. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  Of  course,  the  Mississippi  River  divides 
ft  united  nation,  but  that  does  not  change  the  necessity  for 
having  a  fleet  in  both  oceans? 

Mr.  MAAS.  The  gentleman  is  absolutely  right.  I  have 
been  advocating  two  fleets  for  a  long  time  and  I  think  the 
day  is  not  far  distant  when  we  will  see  two  fleets,  one  in  the 
Atlantic,  and  one  in  the  Pacific. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  How  long  would  it  take  to  get  our  fleet 
home  from  Pearl  Harbor?     That  Is  where  it  is  now. 

Mr.  MAAS.    It  is  somewhere  in  that  vicinity. 

Mr,  HOFFMAN.    How  long  would  it  take  to  get  that  fleet 

home? 

Mr.  MAAS.    What  does  the  gentleman  mean  by  "home"? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     New  York. 

Mr.  MAAS.  It  depends  on  whether  they  would  go  through 
the  Panama  Canal  or  not. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  In  either  case,  around  or  through.  I  am 
sure  the  gentleman  can  tell  me  either  way. 

Mr.  MAAS.  I  could  tell  the  gentleman.  I  could  give  him 
a  figure  that  would  be  approximate  at  least. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     All  right,  but  give  me  a  guess  anyway. 

Mr.  MAAS.  You  could  get  the  fleet  to  New  York  in  3  weeks, 
though  the  regular  time  under  normal  conditions  is  4  weeks. 
The  distance  through  the  Canal  is  over  6.600  miles. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     And  aroimd? 

Mr.  MAAS.    Around  where? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Oh.  around  South  America. 

Mr.  MAAS.  It  would  normally  take  8  weeks  to  go  around 
the  Horn  of  South  America.  Under  forced  draft  it  could  be 
done  with  favorable  conditions  in  six  and  a  half  weeks.  The 
distance  from  Honolulu  to  New  York  aroimd  the  Horn  is 
about  13,500  miles. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Does  the  gentleman  think  that  section  2 
of  the  act.  which  provides  that  these  contracts  may  be  nego- 
tiated without  competition,  will  mean  that  substantially  all 
this  material  wlH  be  acquired  by  the  Navy  in  that  manner? 

Mr.  MAAS.  I  think  it  probably  will  be.  and  if  it  becomes 
necessary  in  the  expedition  of  this  program  to  acquire  it 
that  way,  I  think  the  materials  should  be  acquired  that  way. 
Time  is  the  essence  of  this  problem.  We  ought  to  stop 
talking  and  look  at  what  has  been  going  on  in  Europe.  They 
have  been  talking  for  years.  Now  look  at  them.  What  we 
want  is  some  action  in  this  coimtry.  [  Applause.  1  England 
and  France  would  not  be  in  the  position  they  are  today  if 
they  had  done  a  little  something  instead  of  talking  for  5 
years.  I  hope  that  our  talking  period  is  over  in  this  coun- 
try and  that  it  will  be  action  from  now  on. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     Will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  3^eld  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Here  is  a  copy  of  a  bill  which  is  now 
being  considered  by  the  Banking  and  Currency  Cconmittee. 
This  bill  clearly  proposes  to  have  the  R.  F,  C.  create  new 
corporations.  Government  corporations,  which  in  turn  are 
to  go  out  and  build  plants,  acquire  raw  material,  bring 
together  their  working  capital  and  start  production.  Why 
In  the  name  of  heaven  do  we  not  tise  the  idle  plant  capacity 
now  available  in  this  country? 

Mr.  MAAS.  I  cannot  argue  with  the  gentleman  about 
that,  because  I  a^pree  with  him     I  think  we  ought  to  find 


a  way  to  use  both  our  idle  labor  and  our  idle  idanU.  and 
it  can  be  dcxie. 

Another  provision  in  this  bill  would  permit  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  to  administer  the  10-percent  profit  limitation 
act  as  it  relates  to  naval  contracts  in  order  to  enccurage 
plant  expansion,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  bottlenecked  In 
a  number  of  ways.  One  is  in  reference  to  jrfant  facilities 
that  now  exist,  and  if  we  are  going  to  get  these  companies 
to  expand  their  plants,  we  must  permit  them  to  charge  the 
legitimate  cost  of  that  plant  expansion  into  their  wmtracts. 
If  we  do  no  permit  them  to  do  so.  they  are  not  going  to 
expand  and  the  whole  plan  of  speeding  up  the  building  of 
the  fleet  will  be  defeated. 

Mr.  CELLER.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER,  I  have  before  me  the  act  approved  May  17, 
1938,  which  has  provisions  In  it  exactly  like  the  pending  naval 
bill  of  1940.  The  1938  act  specifically  provides  that  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act  shall  apply.  All  of  the  construction  au- 
thorized by  these  two  bills  and  all  subsequent  construction 
are  by  competitive  bidding.  By  the  very  terms  of  the  Walsh- 
Healey  Act.  namely  section  9  thereof,  the  provisions  of  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act  applies,  but  such  terms  do  not  apply  in 
cases  of  negotiated  contracts,  that  is,  when  there  is  no  com- 
petitive bidding.  How  does  the  gentleman  reconcile  the  as- 
sertions made  repeatedly  here  that  the  Walsh-Healey  Act 
applies  to  the  provisions  of  the  pending  bill?  The  gentleman 
from  CSteorgia  says  the  sections  of  the  1938  and  1940  naval 
construction  bills  concerning  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  apply  to 
the  pending  bill.  I  say  they  only  apply  when  the  bidding  is 
competitive. 

Mr.  MAAS.  It  does  apply  except  as  provided  in  the  excep- 
tlwis.  and  those  exceptions  are  necessary.  I  want  to  remind 
the  gentleman  that  Germany  is  not  winning  this  war  with  a 
40-hour  week. 

Mr.  CELLER,  I  agree  with  the  gentleman.  That  does  not 
answer  my  question. 

Mr.  MAAS.  That  is  what  has  happened  to  France  and 
England,  If  we  have  to  work  48  or  58  hours  or  even  more  to 
save  our  democracy,  we  are  going  to  work  that  long. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  CELLER.    I  am  not  objecting  to  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  whenever  in  the  opinion  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  such  course  would  be  In  the  best  interests  of 
national  defense  during  any  national  emergency  declared  by  the 
President  to  exist,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  ad- 
vance, from  appropriations  avaUable  therefor,  payments  to  contrac- 
tors in  amounts  not  exceeding  30  percent  of  the  contract  price,  upon 
such  terms  as  he  shall  prescribe,  and  he  shall  require  adequate 
security  for  the  protection  of  the  Government  for  the  payments  so 
made.  He  Is  further  authorized  in  his  discretion  to  make  partial 
payments  on  the  balance  of  the  contract  price  from  time  to  time 
during  the  progress  of  the  work,  such  partial  payments  not  to  ex- 
ceed the  value  of  the  work  already  done,  but  to  be  subject  to  a  lien 
as  provided  by  the  act  of  August  22.  1911  (37  Stat.  32;  U.  8.  C  ,  title 
34.  sec.  682).  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  make  partial  payments  for  work  already  done  under  public  con- 
tracts": ProiHded.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  to  the 
Congress  at  the  beginning  of  each  regular  session  the  advance  pay- 
ments made  under  the  authority  of  this  section. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  Mr,  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word, 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  today 
we  find  an  article  which  reads  as  follows: 

rLAtna  CABimro  so-row  TAifKs  r*TT»^  HrrLxa's  szcur  weapon 
N«w  YoEK.  May  27. — ^The  secret  weapon  which  Germany  plans  to 
Mse  in  attacking  England  was  deacrlbed  at  Roosevelt  Field  today 
as  a  huge  type  of  airplane,  capable  of  carrying  a  30-ton  tank. 

Th«  gigantic  German  plane,  not  yet  iised  In  the  war,  has  been 
manufactxired  in  large  numbers  In  a  factory  In  Germany's  Black 
Fbre«t,  according  to  the  Roosevelt  Field  Informant.  He  Is  a  Ger- 
man, now  living  in  this  country,  whose  home  for  a  time  was  near 
the  Black  Forest. 

The  tank-carrying  ships,  of  which  200  were  said  to  have  been 
completed  before  the  war  began,  have  a  wing  spread  of  200  feet  and 
are  equipped  with  4  motors  of  1,200  honepower  eadi.  the  German 
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this  provision  In  this  bill  is  permitted  to  stand  as  it  Is 
,m,^t^*^^    »v.o  n,-aftifai  t^ffr-^rt  win  bp  ta  susnend  the  applica- 


to  fight  these  giant  shipbuilding  corporations?    No  laborer 
is  going  to  risk  his  Job  to  do  that.    The  Walsh-Healey  Act 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7039 


The  fuselage  ts  really  %  massive  sheU  with  a  trap  door  In  the 
bottom,  through  which  the  tank  is  placed  aboard.  The  Inside  of 
the  fuselage  Is  equipped  with  fittings  for  anchoring  the  t^nk 
during  flight. 

Aeron&uUcal  engineers  at  Roosevelt  Field  said  it  woiild  be  pos- 
sible for  a  plane  of  the  slae  described  to  carry  a  30-ton  tank. 

liCr,  Chairman,  the  tank-carrying  plane  is  not  a  secret 
weapon.  A  composite  drawing  of  a  plane  carrying  a  tank 
has  been  hanging  on  the  waU  In  my  office  for  8  or  10  years. 
My  military  friends  have  considered  it  a  fantastic  idea,  but 
European  countries  have  found  that  new  weapons  of  this 
and  other  types  are  a  threat  to  their  very  existence. 

We  in  this  country  must  change  our  military  technique. 
Modem  manufacturable  implements  are  our  chief  need  of 
the  moment.     [Applause,] 

CSN.    BIU.T   ICTCREU. 

Mr,  RANKIN.  Mr,  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
pro  forma  amendment, 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  agree  thoroughly  with  the  statement  of 
my  distinguished  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  CoLUNsl  on  the  subject  of  mechanized  equipment.  We 
see  what  it  is  doing  in  Europe  today. 

For  many  years  it  has  been  my  contention  that  we  ought  to 
have  a  more  adequate  air  force.  We  must  prepare  to  defend 
America  against  all  probable  enemies,  now  and  throughout 
the  generations  to  come. 

I  was  here  when  Gen.  Billy  Mitchell  announced  to  the 
world  that  he  could  sink  any  naval  vessel  from  the  air.  They 
defied  him  to  prove  it  by  demonstration.  They  put  on  the 
demonstration  I  believe  In  Hampton  Roads,  and  he  proved 
every  statement  he  made.  Finally  they  said.  "Oh.  well, 
these  are  small  vessels  you  are  sinking.  Suppose  we  had 
a  real  war  vessel."  Well,  they  had  one,  the  Ostfrieland, 
the  largest  German  vessel  captured  by  us  during  the  World 
War.  They  agreed  to  put  on  a  test  to  see  whether  or  not 
he  could  sink  that  vessel,  and  strange  as  it  may  seem,  they 
set  the  very  day  for  that  bombing  contest  for  the  day  we 
had  set  to  vote  on  the  Pordney-McCumber  tariff  bill,  so  that 
neither  Democrats  nor  Republicans  could  afford  to  leave 
Washington  to  witness  the  results. 

However,  there  was  an  ex -Congressman  living  at  Congress 
Hall  at  that  time  who  did  go,  and  when  he  came  back  he  said 
to  me: 

This  is  a  world-changing  event. 

I  do  not  know  how  much  truth  there  Is  In  what  he  said, 
but  I  am  going  to  give  you  his  statement  to  me.    He  said: 

I  was  about  2  miles  from  the  Ostfrieland  when  the  bombing 
began.    They  were  dropping  2-ton  bombs — 

I  believe  he  said — 

The  first  one  missed  the  Ontfrieland.  The  next  one  went  right 
down  by  the  side  of  It  and  exploded. 

It  blew  a  hole  in  the  side  of  It  Into  which  you  could  roll  a  house. 
The  vessel  turned  over  on  Its  back,  the  water  rolled  over  It  about 
4  feet  deep,  and  the  next  plane  that  came  over  dropped  a  bomb 
right  on  top  of  It.  and  we  never  saw  the  Ostfrieland  again. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  jrleld? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
recall  that  the  Ostfrieland  was  one  of  the  ships  that  had 
been  built  by  Germany  with  the  view  of  making  them 
unsinkable? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Yes;  it  was  one  of  Germany's  boasted 
unsinkable  vessels. 

I  said  to  this  gentleman,  "How  long  did  this  bombing 
contest  last?"  He  said,  "About  20  minutes."  In  20  minutes 
they  destroyed  the  pride  of  the  German  Navy,  with  three 
bombs  from  an  airplane,  just  what  General  Mitchell  told 
them  he  could  do. 

As  a  result  of  General  Mitchell's  activities  and  his  criti- 
cism of  our  unpreparedness,  our  lack  of  national  defense,  he 
was  finally  court-martialed  and  driven  from  the  service.  He 
went  down  to  his  grave  with  a  broken  heart.  The  time  will 
come  when  the  American  peoide  will  erect  a  monument  to  ' 


him  for  his  contribution  to  our  national  defense  and  for 
warning  us  In  time. 

I  sincerely  trust  that  this  program  will  go  through  and 
that  every  dollar  of  this  money  will  be  so  spent  as  to  make 
our  country  so  strong  that  no  nation,  or  set  of  nHtlons.  will 
dare  attack  us.    [Applause,] 

[Here  the  gavel  felLl 

Mr,  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out 
the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  I  came  here  In  1928  as  a  new  Mem- 
ber, one  of  the  Members  who  were  in  this  body  at  that  time 
and  who  had  preceded  me  in  his  membership  in  this  body 
was  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  ColumsI.  I  recall 
that  in  1930  when  the  Democrats  took  control  of  the  House 
and  in  1931  and  1932  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  (Mr. 
Collins]  was  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on  War  De- 
partment Appropriations.  I  r«nember  well  the  various 
speeches  he  made  during  those  years,  and  I  opposed  them 
as  did  many  other  Members.  I  am  frankly  admitting  now 
that  the  gentleman  was  right  on  that  occasion  and  I  was 
wrong.  The  gentleman  was  making  speeches  for  a  mech- 
anized Army.  He  wanted  a  mechanized  Army  so  that  our 
country  would  be  prepared  for  defense  and  would  be  pre- 
pared to  inflict  punishment  on  any  nation  or  combinptlon  of 
nations  that  might  wage  war  upon  us. 

The  gentleman  was  years  ahead  of  his  time.  He  was  a  lone 
voice  with  very  few  in  those  diys  supporting  him.  He  was 
attacked  throughout  the  country,  and  I  was  one  of  thcjse  who 
misunderstood  the  gentleman,  and  In  iny  misunderstanding 
took  a  position  opposite  to  his,  and  in  my  misunderstanding 
unintentionally  and  unconsciously  became  one  of  those  who 
criticized  him,  I  am  pleased  to  say,  in  view  of  what  is  happen- 
ing abroad,  that  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.CoLLiifsl 
was  absolutely  correct;  he  was  years  ahead  of  his  time;  and 
I  am  pleased  to  make  these  few  observations  to  give  credit 
where  credit  is  due.  So  far  as  this  country  is  concerned,  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr,  Collins]  is  the  first  Atneri- 
can  citizen,  certainly  the  first  Member  of  Congress,  that  I 
know  of,  in  my  time  and  during  my  years  of  experience,  that 
advocated  what  is  now  aiwarent  to  all  of  us,  a  powerfully 
mechanizeii  Army,  Navy,  and  air  force,  in  order  to  assure 
adequate  defense  of  our  country,    [Applause.] 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

SBC.  2.  That  whenever  deemed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  be  In  the  best  interests  of  the  national  defense  dxirlng 
any  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  to  exist,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  negotiate  contracts 
for  the  acquisition,  construction,  repair,  or  alteration  of  complete 
naval  vessels  or  aircraft,  or  any  portion  thereof,  including  plana, 
spare  parts,  and  equipment  therefor,  that  have  been  or  may  be  au- 
thorized, and  also  for  machine  tools  and  other  equipment,  without 
competition :  Provided.  That  he  shall  determine  the  price  to  be  fair 
and  reasonable:  Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
shall  report  to  the  Congress  at  the  beginning  of  each  regular  ses- 
sion the  contracts  entered  into  tmder  the  authority  of  this  section. 

With  the  foDowlng  committee  amendment: 

On  page  2.  in  line  21,  after  the  word  "competition",  insert  "and 
all  orders  for  such  machine  tools  and  other  equipment  shall,  in  the 
discretion  of  the  President,  take  priority  over  orders  for  export," 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr,  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hkalxt:  On  page  3.  line  3,  after  the 
period  in  line  2,  insert  the  following:  "Provided  further.  That  con- 
tracts negotiated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  contracts  for  the 
purchase  of  such  nn.terials,  supplies,  articles,  or  equipment  as  may 
usually  be  bought  in  the  open  market  within  the  meaning  of  sec- 
tion 9  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  conditions  for  the  pur- 
chase of  supplies  and  the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes,'  approved  Jime  30,  1936.'* 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr,  Chairman,  section  2  of  this  bill  author- 
izes the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  negotiate  contracts  for 
the  purchase  of  materials  and  supines  without  competition. 
The  Walsh-Haaley  Act  provides  In  section  9  that  such 
articles  as  may  be  purchased  on  the  open  market  are 
exempted  from  the  provisions  of  that  act.     Therefore,  if 
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We  talk  about  preserving  democracy.    The  only  way  we 
shall  preserve  democracy  is  to  preserve  the  capitalistic  sys- 


Mr,  HOOK.    I  yield- 
Mr.  HEIALET.     The  gentleman  from   diHinrti*.  A^^t^r^  tvi*. 
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this  provision  In  this  bin  is  permitted  to  stand  as  It  Is 
written,  the  practical  effect  will  be  to  suspend  the  applica- 
tion erf  the  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  to  the  pur- 
chase of  the  materials  that  are  enumerated  in  this  section. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  which  I  have  intro- 
duced will  still  permit  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  nego- 
tiate for  these  supplies  without  competition,  but  will  take 
such  supplies  out  of  the  category  of  open-market  purchases 
and  will  permit  the  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  to 
apply  to  such  purchases. 

As  I  stated  a  while  ago,  the  President  of  the  United  States 
in  his  broadcast  on  Sunday  said  that  this  emergency — or  this 
program  that  we  are  about  to  embark  upon — should  not  be 
permitted  to  break  down  the  social  advances  we  have  made  or 
to  destroy  the  protective  laws  that  we  have  enacted  for  the 
benefit  of  labor.  The  Walsh-Healey  Act,  back  In  1938  when 
standards  affecting  labor  were  on  a  downward  spiral,  when 
sweatshops  and  cutthroat  competition  were  evenrwhere  prev- 
alent, was  enacted  to  remedy  such  conditions  insofar  as  Gov- 
ernment purchases  were  concerned.  That  was  the  policy  as 
enunciated  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  since 
the  passage  of  that  act  millions  of  dollars  of  contracts  have 
been  filled  under  decent  labor  standards,  and  there  has  been 
little  complaint  about  the  administration  of  the  act.  But  now 
those  who  seek  to  attack  all  labor  laws,  who  have  long  been 
engaged  in  an  assault  on  all  laws  alTectIng  labor,  are  using 
this  emergency  program  as  an  excuse  for  weakening  this  act. 
— ^  Mr.  Chairman,  the  act  Itself,  as  I  explained  before,  takes 
care  of  emergencies  by  permitting  the  Secretary  of  Labor  in 
the  event  of  an  emergency  to  suspend  its  provisions  whenever 
public  policy  so  reqtiires. 

Do  not  forget.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  that  act  also  provides 
asalnst  the  employment  of  child  labor  and  convict  labor, 
safeguards  to  which  I  submit  we  ought  to  cling.  If  this 
amendment  Is  adopted,  it  will  not  impede  the  expeditious 
start  and  completion  of  the  work  contemi)lated  imder  this 
bUl. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 

gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  HEALEY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  The  gentleman  is  the 
author  of  the  Pair  Labor  Standards  Act  \i  hich  bears  his  name 
and  I  would  like  to  ask  him  if  in  his  judgment  an  amendment 
such  as  be  has  offered  is  necessary  In  order  to  maintain  the 
provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    In  my  judgment  it  Is  absolutely  necessary. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Oeorgia.  With  reference  to  the  hours  oi 
labor? 

Mr.  HEALEY.  With  reference  to  the  hours  of  labor  as 
well  as  the  other  provisions. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  debate  upon  this  section  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  15  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection? 

TTicre  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment. I  yield  to  no  man  in  my  desire  to  have  the  strongest 
possible  Navy,  and  I  3^eld  to  no  man  In  my  desire  to  have 
that  strongest  possible  Navy  built  as  quickly  as  possible.  I 
am  not  an  obstructionist,  and  I  am  not  going  to  be  used  as 
a  scapegoat  because  I  seek  clarification  and  clearing  up  of 
uncertainties  in  the  bill.  I  want  clarification  of  the  bill  con- 
cerning labor's  banner  provisions  as  embodied  in  the  Walsh- 
Healey  Act.  Tliere  are  grave  doubts  in  the  bill.  We  do  not 
know  whether  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  applies  or  does  not 
apply  wholly  or  partiy.  Portions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act 
undoubtedly  do  apply,  particularly  with  reference  to  wages 
and  hours,  but  there  is  no  Walsh-Healey  enforcement  ma- 
chinery with  reference  to  wages  and  hours  in  the  pending 
bill.  Tlie  Walsh-Healey  Act  provides  excellent  enforcement 
machinery.  What  is  the  workingman  going  to  do  if  he  is 
denied  time  and  a  half  wages  imder  the  provisions  of  this 
act?  He  Is  relegated  to  his  common-law  remedy  in  the 
courts,  and  what  defenseless  laborer  Is  going  into  the  courts 
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to  fight  these  giant  shipbuilding  corporations?  No  laborer 
Is  going  to  risk  his  Job  to  do  that.  The  Walsh-Healey  Act 
provides  enforcement  machinery  and.  in  a  word,  says  that 
the  Secretary  of  Labor,  where  there  is  such  violation  of  the 
wage  and  hour  question,  may  withhold  from  the  contractor, 
from  the  shipbuilding  concern,  proceeds  from  the  contract 
to  the  extent  of  the  wages  that  are  due  the  workingman 
which  have  not  been  paid  him.  That  Is  why  I  am  anxious 
to  have  a  categorical  statement  put  into  the  Record  by  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  to  the  effect  that  the  WaLih- 
Healey  Act  applies. 

It  is  not  sufficient  to  say  that  It  applies  only  with  reference 
to  the  number  of  hours  and  time  and  a  half  overtime.  We 
want  the  other  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  Inserted 
and  made  applicable,  and  I  say  that  particularly  because  of 
what  the  President  said  Simday  night,  that  he  does  not  want 
subtracted  from  labor  one  iota  of  the  benefits  heretofore 
created  for  it.  and  I  say  that  because  of  what  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  committee  himself  said,  to  the 
effect  that  we  should  not  attempt  to  take  away  any  of  the 
rights  heretofore  granted  to  labor. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Chairman,  win  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.  In  just  a  moment.  The  gentleman  from 
Oeorgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  states  that  in  the  act  of  1938,  as  of 
May  17,  and  in  the  pending  similar  naval  bill  of  1940  there  is 
a  provision  that  allTconstruction  and  alteration  and  furnish- 
ing and  equipment  of  any  naval  vessel  authorized  by  those 
acts  or  for  any  ships  the  keels  of  which  are  laid  down  subse- 
quently, shall  be  affected  by  the  Walsh-Healey  Act.  and  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act  shall  apply,  but  he  fails  to  tell  you  that  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act  by  its  terms  provides  that  where  there  is 
no  competitive  bidding  and  contracts  are  allocated  and  nego- 
tiated, then  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  does  not  apply,  so  that  it 
avails  us  nothing  to  cite  these  acts  of  1938  and  1940 — the  lat- 
ter pending — which  provide,  of  course,  the  Walsh-Healey  Act 
applies  to  all  the  ships  covered  by  those  acts,  since  they  pro- 
vide for  competitive  bidding.  The  chairman  fails  to  point 
out  that  distinction.  He  fails  to  tell  you  that  all  construc- 
tion under  those  acts,  unlike  under  the  pending  bill,  involves 
competition.  For  that  reason  it  is  weU  to  clarify  the  situation 
and  say  what  we  mean,  that  it  does  not  apply.  Let  us,  there- 
fore, remove  the  Joker  In  the  bill.  The  pending  amendment 
does  Just  that.  The  Navy  Department  has  repeatedly  op- 
posed before  our  Judiciary  Committee  the  Walsh-Healey  Act 
and  amendments  thereto.  They  want  no  Walsh-Healey  pro- 
visions in  the  pending  act.  That  is  the  sum  and  substance 
of  it  all. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  HOOK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
amendment.  It  may  be  refreshing  in  these  days  of  strife 
and  turmoil,  to  review  a  little  of  what  happened  in  Elurope. 
After  the  World  War,  Germany,  of  course,  seemed  to  be 
crushed.  A  republic  arose.  As  the  economic  condition  of 
the  German  people  became  worse,  the  Communist  organiza- 
tion and  communistic  philosophy  found  it  a  fertile  ground 
to  plant  the  seeds  that  have  finally  brought  forth  dragon 
teeth.  Communism  became  rife.  It  was  the  order  of  the 
day.  Then  they  fought  communism  with  destructive  capi- 
talism. Capitalism  went  into  Germany  and  took  charge,  to 
fight  communism.  The  result  was  that  capitalism  then  pre- 
vailed, but  it  was  destructive  capitalism.  Then  this  creature 
called  HlUer  came  into  the  picture  with  his  Nazi  godless 
element  of  force  and  revenge,  with  the  help  of  destructive 
capitalism,  took  charge  of  a  people  tired  in  body  and  broken 
in  spirit  because  of  the  economic  condition  they  laix)red 
under. 

The  first  thing  that  Hitler  did  after  he  was  placed  in  power 
was  to  wipte  out  all  labor  unions  and  all  social  legislation. 
When  this  was  accomplished  he  then  outlawed  all  political 
parties  excepting  the  National  Socialist  Party.  Uttle  by  Uttle 
through  murder  and  fear,  he  gained  complete  control.  The 
next  move  was  to  wipe  out  the  capitalistic  system  and  set 
up  a  totalitarian  dictatorship  which  controls  the  body  and 
souls  of  men  and  women.  He  wiped  out  all  religion  and  all 
freedom  for  the  individual. 
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got   subsequent   contracts,   then   Ws   subsequent   contracts 
must  be  reduced  the  amount  that  it  cost  in  the  first  in- 
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We  talk  about  preserving  democracy.  *nie  only  way  we 
shall  preserve  democracy  is  to  preserve  the  capitalistic  sys- 
tem. You  cannot  preserve  the  capitalistic  system  by  allowing 
destructive  capitalism  to  crush  labor.  Labor  and  the  capi- 
talistic system  must  go  hand  in  hand.  Industry  and  labor 
must  cooperate  in  the  interest  of  national  defense. 

The  capitalistic  system  which  I  refer  to  is  the  system  of 
free  competition.  The  chance  of  American  youth  to  com- 
pete in  everyday  Life.  A  chance  to  rise  from  the  bottom 
to  the  top  depending  on  his  individual  initiative,  character, 
and  ability.  His  right  to  free  speech,  free  press,  to  worship 
God  according  to  the  dictates  of  his  own  conscience. 
Democracy  is  born  in  the  hearts  and  minds  of  people.  That 
spark  so  bom  can  only  be  preserved  if  we  preserve  our 
Individual  rights.  Individual  rights  can  only  be  preserved 
by  fair  competition  in  industry,  in  agriculture,  and  labor. 
May  God  grant  that  we  will  rise  as  one  in  support  of  oiu" 
President  and  create  a  military-defense  program  that  will  be 
able  to  meet  any  threat  to  our  freedom  or  our  Nation. 
However,  In  doing  that  we  must  consider  that  we  must  keep 
the  things  that  are  worth  while  defending.  Let  us  keep 
America  as  we  know  it,  as  we  love  it.  Let  not  any  "fifth 
column."  be  it  Nazi,  Commtuiist,  Fascist,  or  destructive 
capitalism  interfere  with  the  preparation  of  a  defense  of 
our  shores. 

By  destructive  capitalism  I  mean  the  industrialist  who  is 
the  chiseler.  Ninety  percent  of  the  businessmen  and  In- 
dustrialists of  this  country  are  honest,  conscientious  men 
and  women,  but  about  10  percent  of  them  are  chiselers  or 
destructive  capitalists.  It  Is  that  10  percent  that  we  must 
fight  and  guard  against.  They  drag  honest  industry  down 
to  their  level  in  order  to  compete,  and  the  laboring  man 
must  pay.  In  the  interest  of  the  defense  of  America,  in  the 
interest  of  national  defense,  do  not  lower  the  standards  of 
living  or  sabotage  the  social  legislation  that  has  been  placed 
in  our  laws. 

The  laboring  man  was  not  wanting  at  any  critical  point 
in  our  history.  He  wiU  gladly  give  his  all  for  his  country. 
He  is  an  integral  part  of  the  national  defense.  Be  fair  to 
labor  and  labor  will  be  fair  to  you.  I  know  that  working 
together  we  need  fear  no  enemy  either  foreign  or  domestic. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  HOOK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  wish  the  gentleman  would 
point  out  where  we  are  trying  to  crush  labor  by  any  pro- 
vision in  this  bill. 

Mr.  HOOK.  I  am  not  saying  that  you  are  trying  to  crush 
labor  by  this  bill.  I  am  saying  that  we  should  not  in  any 
way  let  the  bars  down  on  the  Walsh-Healey  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  All  right;  now  let  us  get  down 
to  facts,  let  us  talk  InteUigently  about  this.  Point  out  now 
where  this  bill  lets  down  the  bars  of  the  Walsh-Healey  bill 
or  where  in  any  particular  this  bill  would  crush  labor.  The 
gentleman  is  making  these  accusations.  He  should  be  able 
to  Justify  them.    Let  us  see  what  he  says. 

Mr.  HOOK.  All  right.  Let  me  ask  the  genUeman  this: 
Why  not  accept  the  amendment  just  offered?  Will  it  hurt 
the  bill  to  accept  the  amendment? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     Yes;  and  I  will  explain  why. 

Mr.  HOOK.  Then,  if  it  hurts  the  bill  to  accept  the  amend- 
ment there  must  be  some  effect  with  regard  to  the  Walsh- 
Healey  Act.  I  am  asking  the  gentleman  why  he  is  not  willing 
to  accept  this  amendment  if  the  bill  does  not  affect  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  gentleman  Is  making  a 
speech  and  is  advocating  that  this  amendment  should  be 
adopted  for  various  reasons.  I  have  asked  him  a  question, 
and  I  submit  that  he  should  furnish  the  House  with  the 
foundations  for  his  statement  Instead  of  by  innuendo  saying 
that  those  who  oppose  the  amendment  are  trying  to  wreck 
labor. 

Mr.  HOOK.  But  we  protecting  labor  must  in  every  way 
guard  Its  interests. 

Mr.  HEALEY.   Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  HOOK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HEALEY.     The  gentleman  from  Georgia  asked  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  how  it  would  affect  the  bill.    I 
think  I  have  explained  the  amendment.    I  have  explained 
that  under  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  this  bill  the  Secre- 
tary of  Labor  may  acquire  these  supplies  by  negotiation  and 
without  competition.     Section  9  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act 
exempts  open-market  purchases.    Those  can  be  purchased 
in  the  open  market  under  the  terms  of  this  bill.    Therefore  it 
would  not  be  affected. 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Oeorgia.    How  does  that  affect  labor? 
Mr.  HEALEY.     Because  the  hour  and  wage  provision  of 
the  Walsh-Healey  bill  would  not  apply. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Oeorgia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  In  opposi- 
tion to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  this  House  will  bear  in  mind  the 
objectives  of  this  bill.  The  main  objective  of  this  bill  is  to 
cut  red  tape  and  to  get  down  to  the  business  of  building  ships. 
That  is  the  main  objective.  (Applause.!  If  you  want  to 
accomplish  that,  accept  the  work  of  the  committee.  After 
2  weeks'  hearings  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  brought 
in  a  bill  that  is  technical  in  a  great  many  details,  and  we  are 
asking  this  House  now  to  go  on  record  whether  it  wants  to 
do  one  of  two  things,  and  I  use  the  word  advisedly  because 
it  is  correct— to  let  the  clumsy  fist  of  the  administrator  of 
the  Healey-Walsh  Act  to  continue  to  impede  shipbuilding  or 
not? 

What  happened?  Mr.  Metcalfe  Walling,  the  administrator, 
ever  since  this  bill  now  before  the  Committee  was  proposed, 
has  been  trying  to  horn  in  on  it.  He  has  been  down  to  the 
Navy  Department  every  day  and  has  called  my  office  time 
after  time.  I  pointed  out  to  him  that  there  was  not  any 
suspension,  as  far  as  labor  was  concerned,  by  any  provision 
of  this  bUl  against  his  rights  under  the  Healey-Walsh  Act. 
He  said.  "You  provide  time  and  a  half  for  overtime,  but  who 
is  going  to  administer  that?"  He  said,  "We  want  to  admin- 
ister it  to  see  that  the  laboring  man  gets  his  time-and-a-half 
overtime." 

Now,  that  is  what  they  are  driving  at— that  is  the  whole 
thing.  They  want  to  put  these  negotiated  contracts  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Healey-Walsh  Act  so  Mr.  Walling  can 
see  that  the  laboring  man  gets  his  time  and  a  half  overtime. 
The  law  of  self-preservation,  one  of  the  first  laws  of  Nature, 
will  take  care  of  that.  Every  union  will  see  that  every  man 
who  works  overtime  gets  his  time  and  a  half  pay. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  No:  not  now.  That  Is  at  the 
bottom  of  the  whole  thing.  Here  Is  an  amendment  which 
was  submitted  to  the  Navy  Department  and  the  Navy  Etepart- 
ment  rejected  it.  I  am  asking  this  House  now  to  show  to  the 
American  people  that  it  means  business  by  cutting  red  tape 
to  build  these  ships  in  the  shortest  possible  time — by  adopting 
this  bill  Just  like  this  committee  has  written  it.     I  Applause.! 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  for  a  vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentieman  from  Massachusetts. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  3.  The  President  of  the  United  States  Is  hereby  authcrlzed 
during  any  national  emergency  declared  by  him  to  exist  to  suspend, 
with  respect  to  naval  contracts,  the  provisions  of  the  act  approved 
June  30.  1936  (49  Stat.  2036;  U.  8.  C.  Supp.  V.  title  41.  sees.  35-45), 
whenever.  In  his  Judgment,  compliance  therewith  would  be  preju- 
dicial to  the  national  defense. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

strike  out  aU  of  section  3. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sbc.  4.  The  provisions  of  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  87.  1934 
(48  Stat.  505).  as  amended  by  the  acts  of  June  25.  1936  (49  Stat 
1926).  and  April  3.  1939  (53  Stat.  560:  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V.  title  34.  sec*. 
496).  shall,  during  the  i}erlod  of  any  national  emergency  declared 
by  the  President  to  exist,  be  limited  to  contracts  or  subcontracts 
wbere  the  award  exceeds  $26,000. 
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Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment  I  production  by  retaining  and  making  appUcable  to  the  work- 
aich  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  tipuV.  {n»  «#  ♦ki..  um  _..._i-i < ^i « ._j_._  . -     - 


which 
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With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
P«ge  S.  line  10.  strike  out  the  figure  'V  and  Inaert  In  lieu  thereof 
the  figure  ••8." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sbc.  5.  During  any  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President 
to  exist  the  decision  at  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  to  the  necessity 
and  the  coet.  including  the  prcponlon  thereof  to  be  charged  against 
the  particular  contract,  of  special  additional  equipment  and  faclU- 
tles  required  to  facilitate  the  completion  of  any  naval  vessel  ot 
aircraft,  or  parts  thereof.  In  private  plants  shall  be  final,  subject 
to  review  only  by  the  President  and  the  Federal  courts.  This 
decision  may  be  made  at  any  Ume  after  the  contract  is  awarded 
If  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  aufflclent  data 
are  available  to  permit  of  reasonable  accuracy:  Provided,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  to  the  Congress,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  each  regiilar  session,  the  cost  of  such  special  equipment 
and  facilities  to  be  borne  by  the  Government  under  each  contract. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  3,  line  17.  strike  out  "5"  and  insert  "4." 
Page  8.  lines  23  and  24.  strike  out  the  words  "review  only"  and 
inaert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "approval." 
Page  3,  line  24.  after  the  word  "and",  hisert  the  words  "review  by. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  that  every  Member  of  the  House 
^shares  the  desire  to  promote  the  jjrogrsjn  of  ?aational  defense. 
I  know  I  do.  I  think  it  of  great  importance,  however,  that 
we  consider  this  whole  question  as  carefully,  calmly,  and 
deliberately  as  is  possllrie  for  us  to  do.  There  is  also  im- 
portance, in  my  opinion.  In  having  some  of  us  rise  in  our  place 
from  time  to  time  to  ask  questions  in  order  that  we  may  un- 
derstand and  in  order  that  Insofar  as  possible  we  may  work 
this  thing  out  in  a  way  that  is  going  to  be  fair  and  just  to 
everybody.  I  prepared  an  amendment  to  this  section  which 
I  showed  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
He  told  me  if  the  amendment  were  adopted  it  would  seriously 
cripple  the  program,  and  therefore  I  have  not  offered  the 
amendment,  but  I  want  to  ask  some  questions  regarding  it. 

As  I  understand  this  section,  it  means  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  may  make  arrangements  so  that  if  a  contract 
is  given  to  somebody  to  furnish  a  ship  or  equipment  for  the 
Navy,  and  If  that  manufacturer  does  not  have  the  necessary 
equipment,  the  ways,  or  what  not  with  which  to  do  the  job, 
then  the  cost  of  such  equipment  or  facilities  can  be  made  a 
part  of  the  contract  price  and  hence  paid  for  by  the  Gov- 
ernment. It  seems  to  me  that  if  the  Government  is  to  pay 
for  such  facilities  on  the  ground  that  it  is  important  to 
national  defense,  then  they  ought  to  belong  to  the  Govern- 
ment. 

My  question  is.  Why  is  that  not  reasonable,  and  does  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  have  any  protection 
against  going  out  and  literally  paying  for  plant  equipment 
and  then  giving  it  away  as  a  free  gift  to  some  private 
manufacturer? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man jrield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  gentleman  is  absolutely  cor- 
rect. If  the  Government  puts  up  money  to  aid  a  ship- 
builder in  building  or  carrying  out  his  contract,  and  pays  for 
the  additional  wasrs  or  machine  tools,  by  some  agreement 
entered  into  between  the  Government  and  a  shipbuilder,  the 
property  would  naturally  belong  to  the  Government. 

What  happens  is  this:  Some  big  shipbuilding  company  or 
a  small  shipbuilding  company  makes  a  bid  for  a  contract. 
The  Government  enters  into  that  contract  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  vessel.  The  shipbuilder  says.  "We  can  not  build 
this  ship  immediately  because  we  have  not  the  money  to 
put  up  a  ways  upon  which  it  can  be  constructed."  Then 
the  Navy  Department  says,  "We  will  advance  to  you  $2,000,- 
000  or  $3,000,000,  and  we  will  charge  it  against  that  con- 
tract or  we  will  amortize  it  over  a  period  of  years  in  which 
you  will  have  other  contracts  coming  in."  Of  course.  If  the 
shipbuilder  charged  it  all  against  the  first  contract  and  he 
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got  subsequent  contracts,  then  his  subsequent  contracts 
must  be  reduced  the  amount  that  it  cost  in  the  first  in- 
stance. So  there  is  no  need  or  necessity  of  saying  that 
the  property  will  belong  to  the  Government  because  the 
contract  that  the  Government  will  make,  when  it  advances 
the  money,  will  take  care  of  those  situations. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Then,  as  I  understand  the 
gentleman,  in  cases  where  the  Government  advances  that 
money  it  would  pay  that  much  less  to  the  builder? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Why,  certainly.  For  histancc. 
In  the  appropriation  now  there  are  more  than  $6,000,000 
provided  to  be  spent  over  here  in  a  steel  plant.  If  that 
$6,000,000  were  to  be  charged  in  the  first  Instance  against 
the  armor,  when  the  next  contract  comes  along,  having  had 
an  expenditure  of  $6,000,000  in  the  first  instance,  we  ar« 
entitled  to  a  reduced  price  by  $6,000,000. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  have  Just  come  from  attending  a 
hearing — and  if  the  ship  contractor  keeps  these  tools,  then 
the  Comptroller  puts  a  value  on  those  tools  and  about  how 
much  in  value  they  have  lost.  If  you  think  they  can  get 
anything  out  of  them,  you  go  and  attend  one  of  these  hear- 
ings and  listen  to  what  the  Comptroller  General  says  about 
cutting  the  amount  down. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  There  Is  one  more  thought 
that  I  have  in  connection  with  this  matter.  I  am  glad  to 
note  in  today's  press  that  it  has  l)een  decided  to  hold  Con- 
gress in  session  at  least  until  a  tax  measure  has  been  ipassed. 
Some  of  us  have  been  advocating  that  for  a  long  time.  And 
I  want  to  say  once  more  that  the  most  logical,  the  most 
Just,  the  most  appropriate  tax  that  could  and  should  be 
levied  now  is  a  tax  on  excess  profits  resulting  from  the 
war  and  national -defense  situation.  Such  a  tax  will  place 
the  burden  on  those  who  benefit  from  this  present  tragic 
situation  and  will  not  place  it  on  those  many  people  and 
industries  whose  business  has  been  crippled  by  it.  For  my 
part.  I  think  I  would  have  us  begin  with  ourselves  and  go 
right  down  the  line  with  a  tax  program  that  win  put  us 
on  as  nearly  a  pay-as-you-go  basis  as  possible. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

8zc.  6.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law  the 
regiUar  hours  of  labor  for  employees  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, and  of  contractors  and  subcontractors,  when  such  em- 
ployees are  engaged  in  work  in  connection  with  naval  vessels  or 
aircraft  or  parts  thereof  or  other  work  incidental  thereto,  shall, 
during  the  period  of  any  national  emergency  declared  by  the 
President  to  exist,  be  a  5-day  week  of  8  houra  per  day  and  40 
hours  per  week:  Provided,  That  these  hoxirs  may  be  exceeded  and 
that  such  employees  shall  receive  compensation  for  their  employ- 
ment in  excess  of  the  hours  above  specified  at  a  rate  not  less 
t^\an  one  and  one-half  times  the  regiilar  rate  at  which  they  are 
employed:  Provided  further,  That  such  compensation  for  over- 
time shall  apply  only  to  per  diem,  hoiu-ly,  professional,  and  sub- 
profeeslonal  employees  and  to  blue  printers,  photostat  and  rotoprlnt 
operators.  Inspectors,  supervisor  planners,  estimators,  and  progrees- 
men  and  assistants  to  shop  and  plant  superintendents  of  the  C.  A.  F. 
service,  all  as  defined  by  the  Classification  Act  of  March  4.  1923 
(43  Stat.  1488;  U.  S.  C.  5.  ch.  13).  as  amended,  and  by  the  classifi- 
cation rules  of  the  United  States  Civil  Service  Commission  in 
the  caae  of  Oovemment  employees:  and  to  «imti%r  classes  of 
employees  of  contractors  and  subcontractors:  Provided  further. 
That  In  determining  the  overtime  compensation  of  per  annum 
Government  employees  the  pay  for  one  day  shall  be  considered 
one  three-hundred-and-slxtieth  of  their  respective  p)er  annum 
salaries:  Provided  further.  That  the  hours  of  labor  In  any  one 
week  shall  not  exceed  48  unless  the  President  shall  declare  it 
necessary  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense:  Provided 
further,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  authorized  to 
suspend  during  the  period  of  any  national  emergency  declared  by 
h^H  to  exist,  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  ICarvh  3,  1931  (48  Stat. 
14d2),  If  In  his  Judgment  such  course  is  necessary  In  the  interest 
of  the  national  defense:  And  provided  further.  That  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  Is  authorized  to  modify  *Ti»ting  contracts  accc«xllngly. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  4,  line  7.  strike  out  "6"  and  insert  "6." 

Page  4,  line  22.  strike  out  -rotoprlnt"  and  insert  'Totaprlnf* 
and  strike  out  "supervisor  planners"  and  Insert  "supervisory  plan- 
ners and." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  HomcAir:  Page  8,  line  18.  at  the  end 
of  section  5.  add  a  new  section  to  be  known  as  section  5  (a)  to 
read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  5(a).  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  this  act  and  not- 
withstanding the  provisions  of  any  otber  law,  tbe  provisions  oi 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  shall  not  be  applicable  to  nor 
shall  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  ex- 
tend over  any  activity  undertaken  \inder  this  act." 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the  point 
of  order  that  the  amendment  Is  not  germane. 

•nie  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  lyfichigan 
[Mr.  HomcAN]  desire  to  be  heard? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Yes.  This  amendment  falls  under  the 
same  rule  that  covers  the  other  exceptions,  for  histance, 
the  one  beginning  on  page  4  reading  "notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  any  other  law."  In  fact,  it  is  copied  from  that. 
The  only  difference  is  a  change  in  the  name  of  the  act. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Does  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  de- 
sire to  be  heard? 
.  Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     No. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  Is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Hoffman]  has  reference  to  the  subject  of  the  requirement 
relative  to  the  appointment  of  labor,  and  therefore  is  ger- 
mane.   The  Chair  overrules  the  point  of  order, 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  three  amend- 
ments. I  do  not  propose  to  talk  on  all  of  them  separately, 
but  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  at  this  time  for  10 
minutes  so  that  I  may  discuss  the  principle  involved  in  all  of 
these  amendments. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  whatever  may  be  said 
about  Hitler  one  fact  remains,  that  he  is  efficient.  We  can- 
not dispute  that.  Most  of  us  know  how  he  prepared  for  this 
war.  He  did  not  have  any  Walsh-Healey  Act;  he  did  not 
have  any  Wage  and  Hour  Act;  he  did  not  have  any 
N.  L.  R.  A.,  and  some  way  he  got  along  without  an  N.  L.  R.  B. 
The  fact  also  remains  that  if  we  have  now  an  emergency,  the 
man  who  is  threatening  us  is  Hitler,  and  It  does  seem  that  it 
would  be  no  more  than  common  sense  and  prudence  for  us,  if 
we  do  not  care  to  copy  all  of  his  methods — and  I  am  sure  we 
do  not.  at  least  no  more  than  we  must — to  take  into  consider- 
ation how  he  achieved  his  present  powerful  position,  to  note 
what  made  him  so  powerful  that  no  nation  has  as  yet  been 
able  to  resist  his  armed  forces.  It  might  be  well  for  us  to 
consider  how  he  got  his  tanks  and  how  he  fabricated  his  air- 
planes and  his  bomljers.  Perhaps  we  can  learn  something 
from  him.  We  failed  to  follow  the  advice  of  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  (Mr.  Collins],  to  whom  that  fine  and  well- 
deserved  tribute  was  just  paid  today  by  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormackI.  but  we  might  now  profit,  if 
we  want  to.  from  what  Hitler  has  done  by  adopting  at  least 
some  of  his  decent  methods  of  production,  of  preparedness. 

This  is  not  a  bill  to  end  the  depression;  this  is  not  a  bill 
to  regulate  wages  and  hours;  this  is  a  bill,  the  sole  purpose 
'  of  which  is  to  enable  us  to  meet  whatever  hostile  force  may 
come.  It  is  essential  for  us,  so  we  have  been  told  and  we  must 
perforce  accept  that  statement,  to  have  planes  and  tanks  and 
guns  and  munitions  and  transportation  and  communication. 
We  must  have  them.  What  is  the  easiest  and  most  efficient 
way  to  get  them? 

If  war  comes  to  our  shores.  It  is  not  going  to  be  a  40-hour- 
a-week  war,  nor  will  any  man  fighting  that  war  get  time  and 
a  half  overtime  pay.  That  Is  not  the  kind  of  a  war  that 
Hitler  is  waging  across  the  seas.  We  were  advised  today  that 
shortly  we  are  to  have  a  new  tax  bill,  and  I  think  we  should 
begin  to  pay  as  we  spend.  I  think  this  Congress  should  have 
the  courage  to  put  through  a  tax  bilL  If  we  are  going  to 
have  a  new  tax  bill,  and  some  day  we  must  have  one,  and  if 
our  people  are  to  be  taxed,  as  they  will  be,  to  the  utmost  of 
their  ability  to  pay,  then  why  should  we  in  this  bill  limit 


production  by  retaining  and  making  applicable  to  the  work- 
ing of  this  bill  provisions  in  other  laws  which  have  to  do  with 
limiting  hours?  Do  you  sur^ose  the  American  working- 
man — and  no  one  questions  hu  patriotism,  his  willingness  to 
serve,  or  his  willingness  to  give— is  today  thinking  about  time 
and  a  half  or  a  40-hour  week?  His  leaders,  his  organizers, 
labor  politicians,  and  those  who  profit  by  a  labor  vote,  may  be 
thinking  of  those  things,  but  the  American  workingman  is 
thinking  about  how  he  can  do  his  utmost  to  contribute  to 
this  program.  He  is  not  working  for  time  and  a  half,  or 
rather,  he  will  not  be  working  for  time  and  a  half  when  this 
program  goes  into  effect.  He  will  not  be  working  for  a 
minimum  week  or  because  of  a  minimum  week.  He  will  be 
working  because  he  wants  to  prepare  to  protect  his  home  and 
his  family  as  well  as  his  Nation.  That  is  what  he  will  be 
working  for. 

How  can  you  get  production?  Oh,  you  are  going  to  draft 
the  factories,  you  are  going  to  draft  the  industrialists.  Pine: 
go  ahead.  And  when  you  have  the  factories,  when  you  have 
the  chief  executives,  undoubtedly  those  men  will  cooperate; 
but  neither  the  factories  nor  the  executives  nor  the  two  com- 
bined^ can  give  us  production.  You  have  to  have  labor  and 
you  have  to  have  harmony  to  do  that,  but  how  are  you  going 
to  get  it  with  outsiders  interfering  all  the  time? 

Remember  Steel?  You  have  the  Labor  Board  over  her*. 
Are  they  interested  in  production?  Have  they  ever  been  In- 
terested in  production?  No;  not  since  the  day  they  took 
office  have  they  cared  about  production.  What  do  they  do? 
They  are  interested  as  the  organizing  agent  for  the  C.  I.  O., 
which,  as  William  Green  recently  said,  has  altogether  too 
many  Communists  in  key  positions. 

You  can  only  Judge  of  the  future  by  remembering  what  has 
been  done  in  the  past.  On  the  2d  day  of  June  1937  there  was 
a  prospect  of  trouble  down  at  Pittsburgh  in  the  steel  mills. 
Move  it  ahead  and  put  it  this  June,  or  put  it  next  June,  in 
1941,  if  you  will,  and  you  can  visualize  what  might  happen 
to  us.  Then  there  was  a  prospect  of  trouble  down  there.  It 
could  all  have  been  ironed  out  with  the  right  kind  of  men  in 
charge,  with  the  right  kind  of  men  giving  advice,  but  what 
happened?  The  secretary  of  the  Labor  Board.  Nathan  Witt, 
went  down  to  Pittsburgh  on  the  2d  day  of  June  in  answer 
to  the  call  of  C.  I.  O.  officials,  and  there  he  met  the  general 
counsel.  Lee  Pressman,  and  Phil  Murray,  the  vice  president, 
and,  according  to  the  records  of  the  Board — not  according  to 
the  testimony  of  some  industrialists,  not  according  to  the 
testimony  of  some  labor  spy,  but  according  to  the  records  of 
the  Labor  Board — his  visit  was  in  answer  to  the  call  of  the 
C.  I.  O.  He  instigated  the  strike,  which  held  up  producUon, 
and  the  controversy  was  not  decided  for  2  years  and  8  months. 
My  point  is  this:  If  we  are  interested,  and,  of  course,  we 
are  vitally  so,  in  preparedness;  if  we  want  production,  and  we 
must  have  production  if  we  are  to  prepare  to  defend  our- 
selves, let  the  Labor  Board  and  the  N.  L.  R.  A.,  imtil  this 
House  takes  action,  function  as  they  have  or  as  they  choose, 
in  other  Industrisd  operations;  but,  as  to  this  measure,  where 
an  act  of  this  kind  has  for  its  sole  objective  the  production  of 
these  things  which,  the  President  tells  us  are  absolutely  es- 
sential if  we  are  to  continue  to  exist  as  a  Nation,  and  to  resist 
the  aggression  which  he,  a  week  ago  next  Thursday,  pictured 
as  coming  to  our  shores,  and  wliich  can  only  come  through 
efficiency  and  the  continuous  operation  of  factories,  let  us 
sweep  aside  all  that  red  tape.  Let  us  get  rid  of,  so  far  as  this 
act  is  concerned,  the  National  Labor  Relations  law;  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board,  which  has  paralyzed  pro- 
duction, created  industrial  strife  and  brought  about  discord, 
in  so  many,  many  instances  where  it  has  been  called  upon  to 
act. 

I  appeal  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee;  let  us  get  rid 
of  the  Labor  Board,  which  has  been  a  disgrace  to  our  sjrstem 
of  government;  which  has  been  unjust,  arbitrary,  and  destruc- 
tive of  cooperation.  Let  us  get  rid  of  all  of  that  Influence 
which  exists  wherever  the  Board  acts;  put  the  Board  and  the 
act  out  of  this  picture,  and,  as  the  gentleman  said  a  while  ago, 
let  us  make  our  ships;  let  us  make  our  aircraft;  let  us  make 
our  munitions  that  we  are  preparing  for  national  defense. 
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Let  us  do  an  these  things  unhampered  and  free  from  Inter- 
ference by  this  Board  which,  like  an  enemy  boring  from  with- 
in, can  do  so  much  to  nullify  aU  that  we  may  do  here.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  HomiAN]  has  submitted  an  amendment 
and  during  the  10  minutes  he  occupied  the  floor  he  did  not 
pcrfnt  out  to  the  committee  what  effect  the  amendment  would 
have  or  how  the  amendment  would  expedite  the  building  of 
the  ships  and  the  cutUng  of  red  tape. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  !i4r.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  let  me 
answer  that? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Ordinarily  I  agree  with  a  great 
deal  that  the  gentleman  has  to  say,  but  this  bill  is  very  tech- 
nical and  there  are  a  great  many  laws  that  have  to  be  changed, 
li  has  been  worked  on  for  weeks  and  weeks  by  the  committee 
and  the  Judge  Advocate  General's  office  and  other  legal  divi- 
sions. 

I  want  to  be  frank  and  candid  with  the  House  and  say  that 
I  do  not  know  what  effect  the  gentleman's  amendment  would 
have  in  slowing  down  this  program,  but  I  do  know  that  If  it 
would  speed  up  the  construction  of  these  ships  it  would  have 
been  put  into  this  bill,  and  therefore  I  have  the  apprehension 
that  we  might  be  doing  something  that  we  have  not  thor- 
oughly worked  out  and  it  might  have  the  opposite  effect  frtMn 
what  the  gentleman  wants;  and  for  that  reason  I  trust  the 
committee  will  go  along  with  what  we  have  already  done  and 
reject  the  amendment.  I  therefore  ask  for  a  vote  on  the 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN,  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  HorncANl. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Bbc.  7.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  304  of  the  act 
Ct  June  30.  1032  (47  Stat.  404;  U.  S.  C.  Utle  5.  sec.  715) .  the  Secretary 
at  the  Navy  la  authorized  to  reemploy  during  the  period  of  any  na- 
tional emergency  declared  by  the  President  to  exist,  retired  em- 
ployees of  the  Navy  Department  and  the  Naval  Establishment,  un- 
der such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  the  Navy 
Department  and  the  Civil  Service  Commission.  Such  reemploy- 
ment shall  be  without  prejudice  to  any  rights  to  retirement  or  an- 
nuity heretofore  or  hereafter  accruing  to  such  employee,  as  pro- 
▼ktod  by  law.  except  that  the  pa3mient  of  such  aimulty  shall  be 
suspended  for  the  duration  of  the  reemployment. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
Strike  out  all  of  section  7  and  insert: 

Sbc.  6.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  the  act 
ot  liay  20.  1930  (46  Stat.  468) .  and  section  204  of  the  act  of  Jxme 
ao.  1933  (47  Stat.  404),  any  person  heretofore  or  hereafter  retired 
under  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 
amended,  may  be  reemployed  In  the  service  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment: Provided,  That  there  shall  be  deducted  and  vrtthheld  from 
the  basic  salary,  pay,  or  compensation  of  such  person  and  cred- 
ited to  his  account  as  provided  in  section  12  (a)  of  the  act  of 
liay  29.  1930,  as  amended,  the  regular  deductions  prescribed  by 
tbe  said  act:  Provided  further,  Thpt  upon  separation  from  the 
service  for  any  cause  such  person  may  elect  to  receive  a  refvmd  of 
the  total  deductions  so  withheld  together  with  Interest  a  4  per 
cent  per  annum  compotinded  oo  Jvme  30  of  each  year,  or 
receive  credit  for  the  additional  service  In  the  computation  of 
any  anntilty  awarded  thereafter:  Provided  further.  That  pa3maent 
of  the  annuity  of  such  person  shall  be  suspended  during  the 
period  of  siich  employment:  And  prodded  further.  That  in  con- 
nection with  the  defense  program  of  tbe  United  States  the  pro- 
visions of  section  6  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1912  (37  St&t.  555; 
U.  S.  C,  title  S.  sec.  652),  may  be  waived  m  any  case  when 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sk.  8.  The  act  of  Iiiarch  14,  1936,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for 
vacations  to  Government  employees  sind  for  other  pvirposes"  (49 
Stat.  1161)  Is  hereby  amended  by  adding,  after  section  7,  a  new 
section  to  read  as  foUowa: 

"Sac.  8.  Employees  of  the  Navy  Department  and  the  Naval 
tttabUshment  may,  during  the  period  of  any  national  emergency 
declared  by  the  President  to  exist,  he  employed  during  the  time 
they  would  otherwise  be  on  vacation  without  deprivation  of  their 
vacation  pay  for  the  time  so  worked.  Employees  who  forej;o  their 
vacations  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  secticm  may 
be  paid.  In  addition  to  their  regular  pay,  the  eqtilvalent  of  the 
pay  they  would  have  drawn  dtxrlng  the  period  of  such  vacation 
The  provisions  of  thto  section  shall  be  applicable  only  to  em- 
ptoyeea  In  those  trades  and  occupations  wherein  a  shortage  exists." 


With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
Page  7,  Une  6,  strike  out  "8"  and  insert  "7." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Src.  9.  The  limit  of  cost  of  the  vessels  authorized  by  the  act  of 
July  80,  1937  (50  Stat.  644).  Is  hereby  Increased  by  an  amoimt 
equal  to  addlUonal  costs  resulting  from  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  7.  line  20.  strike  out  "9"  and  Insert  "8." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  heartily  In  favor  of  the  President's 
program  and  I  want  action.  I  want  to  stand  by  the  com- 
mittee, that  is  so  well  informed  on  the  subject.  The  only 
objection  that  I  have  to  this  measure  is  the  committee  has 
paid  too  much  attention  to  the  interests  of  the  shipbuilders 
jmd  the  interests  of  the  onployecs  working  for  the  ship- 
builders, as  well  as  the  employees  in  the  navy  yards.  I  do 
not  yield  to  any  man  in  this  House  from  the  standpoint 
of  supporting  labor  legislation.  My  record  Is  100  percent, 
but  this  is  a  national  emergency. 

Word  has  already  come  to  us  this  morning  that  we  are  going 
to  be  asked  to  increase  the  national  debt  $3^)00,000 ,000.  On 
top  of  that,  as  I  understand  it,  we  are  going  to  be  asked  to  pass 
a  tax  bill,  whereby  we  are  to  raise  $700,000,000  a  year  in 
order  that  we  may  be  able  to  retire  the  $3,000,000,000  of 
natlcmal  defense  bonds  in  5  years.  Who  is  going  to  pay 
for  this?  The  taxpayers  of  the  country.  They  are  the 
patriotic  people  who  are  going  to  foot  the  bill  for  this 
national-defense  program,  and  I  insist  we  should  pay  more 
attention  to  the  interests  of  the  taxpayers  than  to  the  ship- 
builders or  the  employees  in  our  navy  yards  and  shipyards, 
who  are  the  best  paid  union  men  in  the  entire  United  States. 
You  have  law  after  law  benefiting  the  men  who  work  In 
the  navy  yards  and  shipyards  on  Government  ships.  For 
the  last  15  years  I  have  helped  to  enact  them.  They  re- 
ceive sick  leave  and  many  other  benefits  that  employees  in 
other  private  industries  do  not  receive.  All  through  this 
bill  you  think  of  nothing  but  taking  care  of  the  shipbuilders 
and  the  emplosrees.  The  patriotic  taxpayers  of  this  country, 
none  of  whom  is  complaining,  and  all  of  whom  are  going 
along  with  the  President  of  the  United  States  in  providing 
a  proper  national  defense,  should  be  in  our  minds. 

I  hope  when  this  bill  is  finally  enacted  into  law  it  will  not 
provide  for  excessive  profits,  and  I  further  hope  that  when 
the  revenue  bill  comes  in  here  we  will  provide  for  a  reason- 
able profit  for  those  who  are  going  to  build  these  ships,  those 
who  are  going  to  manufacttire  aircraft,  who  are  going  to 
supply  us  with  other  munitions  of  war,  and  that  we  shall  also 
provide  that  over  and  above  a  reasonable  profit  100  percent 
In  excess  profits  shall  go  back  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

If  there'are  any  laws  on  our  statute  books  now  that  might 
retard  progress  in  this  shipbuilding  program,  as  well  as  our 
program  for  other  phases  of  our  national  defense,  then  In 
this  emergency  let  us  have  the  courage  to  suspend  them. 

We  have  been  told  certain  laws  have  slowed  up  the  regular 
building  program  and  increased  the  cost.  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  it  is  true;  but  if  it  is,  then  I  am  ready  and 
willing  now  to  take  the  necessary  action  to  see  that  it  does 
not  occur  In  this  emergency.  We  owe  it  to  those  who  must 
advance  the  cash  to  get  just  as  much  for  the  money  we  spend 
for  national  defense  as  it  is  possible  to  get.  We  should  profit 
by  our  experience  in  the  Wotld  War.  We  have  heard  it  said 
we  want  no  new  millionaires  as  a  result  of  this  program.  So 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  willing  to  limit  the  profits  so  no 
one  will  get  rich  at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers  In  these 
trying  times.  Those  who  get  work  as  a  result  of  this  legisla- 
tion should  be  willing  to  make  some  concessions.  Let  us  not 
ask  the  taxpayers  to  shoulder  the  entire  burden.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

8»c.  10.  During  any  national  emergency  declared  by  him  to  exist 
the  President  of  the  United  States  la  authorized  to  suspend  such 
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pwtlOTs  of  the  Civil  Service  Act  or  the  clvll-eervlce  rules  as  may  be 
ineceasary  to  prevent  any  delay  in  obtaining  required  acceptable 
civilian  employees  In  the  Navy  Department  and  the  field  service 
thereof. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
Strike  out  all  of  section  10. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  agreeing   to  the 
committee  amendment. 
The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  11.  As  used  in  this  act,  the  words  "national  emergency"  shall 
be  deemed  to  include  the  limited  national  emergency  declared  by 
tbe  President   on   September  8,   1939. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  8,  line  5.  strike  out  the  figure  "11"  and  Insert  the  figure  "9.~ 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment. 
The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sbc.  12.  The  provisions  herein  contained  shall  be  effective  for  a 
period  of  3  years  beginning  with  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  8,  line  8.  strike  out  the  figiire  "12"  and  Insert  the  figure  "lO." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  the  Com- 
mittee do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill  back  to  the  House  with 
the  amendments,  with  the  recommendation  that  the  amend- 
ments be  agreed  to  and  the  bill  as  amended  do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  O'Neal,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported  that 
that  Committee  had  had  under  consideration  the  bill  H.  R. 
9822  and  had  directed  him  to  report  the  same  back  with 
sundry  amendments,  with  the  recommendation  that  the 
amendments  be  agreed  to  and  that  the  bill  as  amended  do 
pass. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question  on  the  bill  and  amendments  to  final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any 
amendment?  If  not,  the  Chair  will  put  them  en  gros.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  quesUon  is  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  now  is  on  the  passage  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Bylr.  Speaker,  on  that  I  demand 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  401  nays  1 
not  voting  28,  as  follows: 


[Roll   No.   127] 


Allen,  m. 

Allen.  La. 

AUen.  Pa. 

Andersen. 

Anderson. 

Anderson. 

Andresen. 

Andrews 

AngeU 

Arends 

Arnold 

Austin 

Ball 

Barden.  N. 

Barnes 

Barry 

Barton.  N. 

Bates,  Ky. 

Bates 


YEAS — 401 


H 

Calif 
Mo. 
A.  H 


Beam 
Beckworth 
Bell 
Carl  Bender 
Blackney 
Bland 
Bloom 
Boehne 
Boland 
BoUes 
Bolton 
Boren 
Boykin 

Bradley.  Mich. 
Bradley.  Pa. 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Brown,  Oa. 
Brown,  Ohio 


Bryson 

BxKk 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Bulwinkle 

Burch 

Burdlck 

Burgin 

Byrne.  N.  Y. 

Byms,  Teno. 

Byron 

Camp 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Carlson 

Carter 

Cart  Wright 

Case.  8.  Dak. 

Casey,  Mass. 


CeUer 

Chapman 

ChlperQeld 

Church 

Clark 

Clason 

Claypool 

Clevenger 

Cochran 

Coffee,  Nebr. 

Coffee,  Wash. 

Cole.  Md. 

cole,  N.  Y. 

CoUlns 

Colmer 

Connery 

Oooley 

Cooper 

Corbett 


Costello 

Courtney 

Cox 

Cravens 

Crawford 

Creal 

Crosser 

Crowe 

Crowther 

CxUkln 

Cullen 

Cummings 

Curtis 

D'Alesandro 

Darden.  Va. 

Davis 

Delaney 

Dempsey 

DeRouen 

Dlcksteln 

Dies 

Dlngell 

Dlrksen 

Disney 

Dltter 

Dondero 

Doughton 

Douglas 

Doxey 

Drewry 

Duncan 

Dunn 

Dworshak 

Eaton 

Eberharter 

Edelsteln 

Edmiston 

Elliott 

Ellis 

Elston 

Engel 

Englebrlght 

Evans 

Pay 

Penton 

Ferguson 

Fernandez 

Pl8h 

Pitzpatrlck 

Flaherty 

Flannagan 

Flannery 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Ford,  Miss. 

Ford,  Thomas  P. 

Pries 

Pulmer 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Gartner 

Gathings 

Gavagan 

Gearhart 

Gehrmann 

Gerlach 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

Glbbs 

Glfford 

Gilchrist 

Gillie 

Goodwin 

Gore 

Ooasett 

Graham 

Grant,  Ala. 

Grant,  Ind. 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Gross 

Guyer.  Kans. 

Gwynne 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 


Alexander 

Caldwell 

Cluett 

Darrow 

Durham 

Faddls 

Folger 


Hall,  Leonard  W 

Halleck 

Hancock 

Hare 

Harness 

Harrington 

Hart 

Barter.  N.  T. 

Barter,  Ohio 

Hartley 

Havenner 

Hawks 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennings 

Hess 

Hill 

Hinshaw 

Hobbs 

Hoffman 

Holmes  I 

Hook 

Hope 

Horton 

Houston 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jacobsen 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Jenks,  N.  H. 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson,  m. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Johnson .  Luther  A .  OXeary 
Johnson,  Lyndon   Oliver 
Johnson.  Okla. 
Johnson.  W.  Va 
Jones,  Ohio 


McKeough 

McLaughlin 

Mcliean 

McMillan,  Clara 

McMillan,  John 

Maas 

Maclejewskl 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Marshall 

Martin.  Dl. 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mason 

Massingale 

May 

Mlchener 

MUler 

Mills,  Ark. 

Mills,  La. 

Monkiewlcs 

Monroney 

Moser 

Mott 

Mouton 

Mundt 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Murdock.  Utah 

Murray 

M-  ers 

Nitlson 

NichoU 

Norrell 

O'Brien 

O'Connor 

CDay 


Jones.  Tex. 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

Keller 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy,  Md. 


Kennedy.  Michael  Pierce 


O'Neal 

Osmers 

OToole 

Pace 

Parsons 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson,  Pla. 

Peterson,  Oa. 

Pfelfer 


Keogh 

Kilbum 

Kilday 

Klnzer 

Kirwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Knutson 

Koclalkowski 

Kramer 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

Landis 

Lanham 

Larrabee 

Leavy 

LeCompte 

Leslnski 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Luce 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McAndrews 

McArdle 

McCormack 

McDowell 

McGohee 

McGranery 

McGregor 


Plttenger 

Plumley 

Ponge 

Polk 

Powers 

Rabaut 

Ranisp>eck 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Raybum 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Reed.  ni. 

Beed.  N.  T. 

Rees,  Kans. 

Rich 

R  chardfl 

Robertson 

Robinson,  Utah 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Rockefeller 

Rodgers,  Pa. 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Romjue 

Routzohn 

Rutherford 

Ryan 

Sabath 

Sacks 

Sandager 


NAYS— 1    • 
Marcan  tonic 

NOT  VOTING— 28 

Green  McLeod 

Jarman  Mansfield 

Jennings  Merritt 

Kee  MltcheU 

Kerr  Norton 

Lea  Risk 

Lemke  Shafer,  Mich. 


So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Mansfield  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey, 

Mr.  Caldwell  with  Mr.  Cluett. 

Mr.  Paddls  with  Mr.  Alexander. 

Mr.  Stames  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Jennings. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Durham  with  Mr.  Tinkham. 


Sasscer 
Satterflcld 
Schaefer,  ni. 
Srhafer,  Wis. 
L.Schlffler 
Schuets 
Schulte 
Schwert 
Scrugham 
Seccombe 
Secrest 
Seger 
Shanley 
Shannon 
Sheppant 
Short 
Simpson 
Smith.  Conn. 
Smith,  ni. 
Smith,  Ohio 
Smith.  Va. 
Smith,  Wash. 
Smith.  W.  Va. 
Snyder 
Somers,  N.  Y. 
South 
Sparkman 
Spence 
Springer 
StAagall 
Steami.  N.  H. 
Stefan 
Sullivan 
Sumner,  111. 
Sumners,  Tex. 
Sutphin 
Sweeney 
Sweet 
Taber 
Talle 
Tarver 
Tenerowlca 
Terry 
Thill 

Thomas,  Tex. 
Thomason 
Tibbott 
Tolan 
Treadway 
Van  Zandt 
Vincent,  Ky. 
Vinson.  Oa. 
Voorhls.  Calif. 
Vorys,  Ohio 
Vree'and 
Wadsworth 
Wallgren 
Walter 
Ward 
Warren 
Weaver 
Welch 
West 
Wheat 
Whelchel 
White.  Idaho 
Whlttlngton 
Wigglef>worth 
Wn'lams.  Del. 
Williams.  Mo. 
winter 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden.  Pa. 
Wolverton.  N.  J. 
Wood 

Woodruff.  Mich. 
Woodrum.  Va. 
Youngdahl 
Zimmerman 


Sheridan 
Stames,  Ala. 
Taylor 

Thomas,  N.  J. 
Thorkelson 
Tlnkham 
White,  Ohio 
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Mr.  Jarman  with  lilr.  Rtsk.  ^ 

Mr.  Merrttt  with  Mr   Dmtow. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr.  Thorkelaon. 

Mr.  FOlger  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Qrven  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Oklahoma  with  Mr.  Mcljeod. 

Mr.  Lea  with  Mr.  Kee. 

Mr.  Sheridan  with  Mr.  MitcbeU. 

Mr.  SUTPHIN.  M*.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentle- 
.  woman  from  New  Jersey.  Mrs.  Norton,  is  absent  on  accoimt 
of  oflBcial  business.  II  she  were  here,  she  would  have  voted 
**yea"  on  the  bill  just  passed. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota,  Mr.  Alkxandkr.  was  im- 
avoldably  absent.    Had  he  been  present,  he  would  have  voted 

**yea." 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  DakoU.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman 
from  Montana.  Mr.  Thorkklson.  Is  unavoidably  absent. 
Had  he  been  present  he  would  have  voted  "yea." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

KXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  Edmiston  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise 
and  extend  .his  own  remarks. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Rkcord  and  to  Include  therein 
/      an  article  by  Henry  R.  Luce,  editor  of  Time  magazine. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection  it  is  so  ordered. 

Iliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ENOEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  certain  letters. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  brief  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

CONSTRUCTION   OF    NAVAL    AIRCRAFT    AND    CERTAIN    PXTBUC    WORKS 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9848)  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisition  of 
naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  public  works,  and 
for  other  purposes;  and  pending  that  motion  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  general  debate  may  be  Umited  to  2  hours, 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  LBir.  Maas]  and  mjrself. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  Itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9848)  to  authorize  the  con- 
"^struction  or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction 
of  certain  public  works,  and  for  other  purposes,  with  Mr. 
CNbal  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  was 
dispensed  with. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  jrield  m3rself 
25  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  all  conscious  of  the  increasingly 
Important  pcu  t  played  by  the  aviation  arm  in  warfare.  The 
lessons  of  the  current  war  in  this  regard  are  being  brought 
home  to  us  with  greater  emphasis  every  day. 

While  we  are  keenly  aware  of  the  destruction  which  air- 
craft are  capable  of  imposing  upon  the  organized  military 
and  naval  forces,  and  realize  that  these  losses  must  oe  re- 
garded as  the  legitimate  tolls  of  war.  we  cannot  lose  sight  of 
the  fact  that  this  new  weapon  in  the  hands  of  those  who  sub- 
scribe to  the  ruthless  doctrine  of  "total  war"  can  also  be  used 
to  bring  death  and  desolation  to  the  doorsteps  of  a  civilian 
population. 


It  is  a  weU-estaWished  principle  that  once  an  air  attack  Is 
launched  it  Is  the  most  difficult  of  all  forms  of  attack  to  frus- 
trate. It  foUows,  therefore,  that  in  the  aviation  branches  of 
the  armed  services  advantage  rests  with  the  offensive  to  a 
greater  extent  than  in  any  other  arm.  The  avenue  of  the 
air  is  broad  and  high.  It  lends  itself  to  innumerable  di- 
rections, speeds,  and  altitudes  of  approach,  to  cloud  conceal- 
ment, to  surprise. 

One  way  to  counter  this  threat  lies  in  the  expansion  of 
existing  aircraft  bases  and  the  esUblishment  of  additional 
ones  so  located  strategically  as  to  permit  aircraft  operating 
from  them  to  give  the  earliest  possible  warning  of  the  move- 
ments of  hostile  surface  or  air  units  and  thus  to  permit  to 
concentrate,  in  time,  the  forces  needed  to  defeat  the  attain- 
ment of  the  enemy's  objective. 

A  still  greater  degree  of  secirrity  would  be  attained  l>y  the 
expansion  of  our  Navy  and  its  air  components  to  an  extent 
which  would  contemplate  in  war  an  offensive  sigainst  all 
threatening  bases  and  ships  used  for  the  operations  of  air- 
craft and  so  to  forestall  the  launching  of  air  attacks  or  render 
such  bases  and  ships  impotent  for  other  operations. 

It  is  realized  that  no  monetary  outlay  for  national-defense 
purposes  is  sufficient  to  give  us  positive  and  permanent  pro- 
tection in  all  the  areas  of  our  naticmal  interest.  It  is  neces- 
sary, therefore,  to  compromise  and  evaluate  carefully  what 
our  reasonable  minimum  needs  would  be.  This  bill  reflects 
those  needs  insofar  as  naval  aviation  is  concerned.  Its  shore 
development  features  follow,  in  general,  the  original  recom- 
mendations of  the  Hepburn  Board. 

The  general  nature  of  the  tasks  which  confront  our  naval 
aviation,  if  we  were  engaged  in  a  two-ocean  war,  has  been 
recognized.  The  magnitude  of  those  tasks  continues  to  in- 
crease. Although  the  current  naval  expansion  bill  provides 
for  additional  cruisers  with  aircraft  complements,  for  three 
additional  aircraft  carriers  over  the  nvunber  now  authorized, 
and  for  additional  tenders  to  support  the  operations  of  Navy 
patrol  planes,  it  is  evident  from  a  survey  of  the  coast  lines 
and  of  the  vast  ocean  areas  into  which  it  may  be  necessary  to 
project  our  naval  effort  that  these  surface  units  cannot,  of 
their  own  resources,  cover,  protect,  and  defend  the  areas  of 
vital  interest  without  the  assistance  of  strategically  located 
coastal  or  island  shore-based  aircraft. 

Therefore  the  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  grant  authority  to 
the  President  to  expand  and  to  improve  naval  aviation  by 
Increases  in  personnel,  aircraft,  and  shore  facilities. 

The  increase  in  personnel  will  ultimately  provide  for  a  total 
of  16,000  naval  aviators  and  enlisted  pilots. 

The  increase  in  aircraft  provides  for  the  acquisition  and 
maintenance  of  useful  naval  planes  at  not  less  than  10,000 
and  lighter-than-alr  craft  at  not  less  than  48. 

The  bill  also  provides  for  the  improvement  and  expansion 
of  existing  shore  aviation  facilities  as  well  as  the  establish- 
ment and  development  of  some  additional  ones. 

With  the  Increase  in  planes  and  personnel  as  authorized  in 
this  bill.  It  naturally  follows  that  there  must  be  correspond- 
ing increases  in  the  aviation  facilities. 

Not  only  are  these  increases  necessary  to  provide  the  addi- 
tional training  facilities  required  to  meet  the  greatly  In- 
cieased  output  of  aviators  and  pilots  to  meet  the  rapid 
expansion  but  facilities  will  oe  required  at  which  the  greatly 
increased  number  of  planes  can  be  based  and  at  which  the 
aviators  can  be  stationed  after  qualifsring  in  order  to  con- 
tinue with  the  proper  advanced  training  so  essential  to  main- 
tain the  efficiency  to  this  branch  of  the  naval  service. 

We  have  in  the  world  today  examples  of  the  lack  of  pre- 
paredness and  readiness  which  are  being  borne  home  to  every 
thinking  man  and  woman  in  this  country. 

Steps  taken  a  few  short  months  ago  to  improve  and 
strengthen  our  national  defense  have  became,  in  the  light 
of  events  of  the  past  week,  totally  inadequate  and  insufficient. 
The  importance  of  time,  so  thoroughly  understood  by  every 
student  of  war,  has  also  been  brought  home  to  us,  as  it  has 
to  many  now  engaged  in  a  llfe-and-death  struggle. 

The  full  and  awful  significance  of  the  words  "too  late" 
already  has  been  indelibly  inscribed  on  the  minds  of  those 
whose  lives  and  fortimes  are  hanging  in  the  balance.    It  is 
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our   solemn   duty  to   Insure  that  no  such   crisis  (x>  fate 
awaits  us. 

The  ocean  distances  which  separate  us  from  the  areas  of 
strife,  strife  which  certainly  must  be  defined  as  nothing  short 
Of  "total  war."  have  lulled  us  heretofore  Into  a  feeling  of  se- 
curity. That  this  has  been  a  false  sense  of  security  there 
can  now  be  no  doubt.  Consideration  of  cold,  hard  facts  must 
displace  wishful  thinking.  The  necessity  confronts  us  of 
taking  immediate  steps  toward  greater  preparedness  in  order 
that  we,  too,  may  not  at  some  future  date  be  forced  to  write 
"too  late." 

Aircraft  are  now  being  developed  that  will  make  flying  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  a  comparatively  easy  task. 

The  thought  "it  can't  happen  here"  has  brought  realization 
to  the  fact  that  "It  can  happen  here"  unless  we  are  deter- 
mined to  take  vigorous  steps  for  Its  prevention,  and  to  take 
them  Immediately,    That  Is  what  this  bill  proposes  to  do. 

It  is  evident,  too.  that  we  cannot  place  our  dependence 
upon  others.  We  must  find  within  ourselves  oiu:  needed 
strength  and  build  It  up  with  the  utmost  possible  speed  If  we 
are  to  face  the  future  with  the  confidence  and  composure  so 
vital  to  the  welfare  of  the  Nation. 

The  word  "speed"  has  taken  on  new  significance,  and  that 
is  the  objective  of  this  bill  to  speed  up  In  providing  an  ade- 
quate air  defense  for  this  country. 

Nations  desiring  peace  must  be  stronger  than  those  desir- 
ing war. 

Even  though  it  has  taken  so  long  to  come  to  this  realiza- 
tion. It  is  not  yet  "too  late,"  but  we  should  not  waste  any 
more  time  in  strengthening  our  armament  so  that  we  can 
be  so  strong  no  nation  will  dare  to  challenge  our  security. 

Now.  as  to  the  bill,  one  of  the  main  purposes  is  to  provide 
in  the  very  shortest  time  possible  16.000  aviators  for  the 
Navy. 

At  this  time  we  need  not  be  concerned  about  combat 
planes,  for  we  must  first  get  the  aviators  before  we  get  the 
planes;  however,  let  me  assure  you  that  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  in  providing  sufficient  training  planes  Immediately 
to  carry  out  this  expansion  program. 

In  the  past  the  main  source  of  obtaining  aviators  for  the 
Navy  has  been  the  Naval  Academy.  With  the  expansion  of 
the  fleet  It  became  apparent  that  this  source  would  not  fur- 
nish sufficient  aviators. 

Therefore,  on  April  15,  1935,  Congress  enacted  what  Is 
known  as  the  aviation  cadet  bill,  which  permits  students 
from  the  various  colleges  and  universities  to  be  inducted  into 
the  Naval  and  Marine  Corps  Reserve  and  sent  to  Pensacola 
for  flight  training. 

After  1  year  of  training  at  Pensacola.  these  reserves  were 
assigned  to  duty  with  the  fleet  for  a  period  of  3  years. 

Under  this  training  program,  1,520  aviators  have  been 
trained  and  sent  to  the  fleet. 

At  the  t>eginning  of  this  program  in  1935.  only  50  students 
entered  Pensacola  per  month;  however,  this  has  been  stead- 
ily Increased  until  the  present  time,  and  on  July  1  they  will 
begin  taking  In  150  students  per  month. 

This  number  of  students  completely  utilizes  the  faciUties  at 
Pensacola.  which  has  been  enlarged  to  Its  fullest  possibility. 

At  the  rate  at  which  the  students  have  been  taken  in  the 
past  it  would  have  provided  all  of  the  aviators  required  for  the 
fleet,  but  you  must  bear  in  mind  that  this  program  goes  far 
l)eyond  that.  We  are  not  only  providing  sufficient  aviators  for 
the  fleet  but  we  are  also  providing  for  aviation  units  to  oper- 
ate from  shore  bases  which  are  provided  for  in  this  bill. 

These  aviators  who  will  operate  from  shore  bases  will  be 
a  part  and  parcel  of  the  Navy  and  will  perform  their  duty  in 
connection  with  naval  missions.  There  will  be  no  duplication 
with  the  Army  by  basing  these  aviators  on  shore,  for  they  will 
operate  seaplanes  and  long-range  bombers. 

In  order  to  expedite  the  training  program  to  provide  avia- 
tors for  these  shore  bases,  it  will  be  necessary  to  utilize  the 
aviation  facilities  at  Jacksonville  and  Miami  and  to  establish 
an  additional  training  center  at  Corpus  Christi,  Tex. 

With  the  expansion  of  the  present  facilities  at  Miami  and 
Jacksonville,  which  can  be  accomplished  by  the  end  of  the 


year,  it  is  estimated  that  it  will  permit  an  Intake  of  500 
students  per  month  at  Pensacola,  Miami,  and  Jacksonville. 

The  training  of  these  500  students  will  be  coordinated  be- 
tween these  three  stations,  each  affording  facilities  for  a 
specific  part  of  the  training. 

Out  of  this  500  who  commence  training.  It  is  estimated  that 
at  least  70  percent  will  qualify,  which  will  mean  an  increase 
of  350  aviators  per  month  for  the  Navy.  This  program  can 
get  in  full  swing  by  the  end  of  this  year. 

It  is  absolutely  essential  to  reach  16.000  within  the  shortest 
time  possible,  and  in  order  to  do  so  it  is  necessary  to  provide 
training  faciUtles  for  more  than  an  intake  of  500  per  month. 

In  order  to  bring  this  about,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Pen- 
sacola has  been  expanded  to  its  very  limit,  there  is  provided 
in  this  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  training  station  at 
Corpus  Christi,  Tex.,  sis  recommended  by  the  Hepburn  board. 

It  is  contemplated  that  just  as  soon  as  this  bill  becomes  law 
that  additional  training  facilities  will  get  under  way  at  Corpus 
Christi.  This  is  being  done  so  that  the  numl)er  of  students 
who  can  begin  training  each  month  can  be  considerably  in- 
creased over  the  500  that  will  be  trained  at  Pensacola,  Miami, 
and  Jacksonville. 

With  the  expenditure  of  $25,000,000  at  Corpus  Christi,  It 
is  believed  that  by  July  1.  1941,  training  can  begin  at  that 
station,  and  the  number  taken  in  each  month  can  be  raised 
to  300  per  month. 

Of  course,  the  station  will  not  be  finished  when  training 
gets  under  way.  It  will  take  years  to  build  the  station  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendation  of  the  Hepburn  board, 
but  such  facilities  can  be  provided  within  the  next  year 
which  will  permit  the  training  to  commence. 

Now,  with  these  combined  facilities  it  will  permit  an  Intake 
of  800  students  per  month,  which  means  in  reality  that  the 
Navy  will  be  increased  by  560  aviators  per  month  shortly 
after  July  1.  1941. 

This  aviation  program  as  set  forth  in  this  bill  was  not 
conceived  as  a  result  of  hysteria.  It  Is  a  well-rounded 
and  thought-out  program,  carrying  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Hepburn  board  submitted  to  Congress  in  1939. 

Following  this  aviation  expansion  it  Is  going  to  be  neces- 
sary to  submit  to  the  Congress  legislation  to  establish  in  the 
Navy  an  air  unit  along  the  lines  of  the  Marine  Corps. 

The  defense  and  security  of  this  Nation  demands  that  the 
Navy  be  invincible  in  the  air  as  well  as  on  the  water  and 
under  the  water.  That  Is  the  sole  object  and  purpose  of  this 
bill. 

This  Is  no  paper  authorization.  Just  as  soon  as  this  bill 
becomes  a  law,  a  deficiency  appropriation  to  provide  the 
money  will  be  asked  for.  When  this  program  has  been  com- 
pleted and  the  10.000  planes  have  been  purchased  and  the 
16,000  aviators  obtained,  it  will  entail  an  expenditure  of 
approximately  $1,150,000,000. 

If  Congress  and  the  American  people  but  adhere  to  the 
advice  of  the  Father  of  his  Country — no  entangling  alliances, 
and  In  peacetime  prepare  for  war — ^thls  Republic  will  never 
perish  from  the  face  of  the  earth.    [  Applause.  1 

Mr.  TERRY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TERRY.  I  notice  a  provision  on  the  first  page  of  the 
bill  for  the  acquisition  or  construction  of  lighter-than-air 
craft  to  a  total  of  not  less  than  48.  What  sized  aircraft  does 
the  committee  have  in  mind? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  We  hope  they  will  be  what  are 
called  blimps. 

Mr.  TERRY.  It  is  not  the  purpose  to  go  into  the  construc- 
tion of  large  dirigibles? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  No;  we  have  no  intention  what- 
soever of  building  duplicates  of  the  Akron  and  the  Macon. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Nothing  has  happened  abroad  to  indicate 
that  they  are  going  back  to  lighter-than-air  craft. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  is  true.  The  close  prox- 
imity of  countries  over  there  make  lighter-than-air  craft 
ineffective,  but  with  our  enormous  coast  lines  and  the  carry- 
ing out  of  our  naval  missions  on  this  hemisphere  they  can  be 
used  advantageously. 
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Mr.  TERRY.    Why  should  we  provide  that  they  construct 

as  many  as  48?  ^        ^   .  ,*  «- 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  could  be  cut  down.    It  is 

limited  to  48. 

Mr  Chairman.  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Bates]. 

Mr  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  believe 
this  is  one  of  the  most  important  days  in  the  history  of  this 
Republic,  for  the  reason  that  we  are  today  dealing  with 
uncertainues   and   we   do   not   know    Just   what   tomorrow 

Will  bring. 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  of  which  it  has  been  my 
privilege  to  be  a  member  for  the  past  4  years,  has  given 
unsUntedly  of  its  time  and  effort  to  the  study  of  various 
naval-defense  problems  of  the  country.  To  that  end  down 
through  the  last  4-year  period,  v/e  have  bro'ight  to  the  floor 
of  the  House  what  we  considered  to  be  lerjislaUon  impera- 
tive for  the  national  defense  of  this  NaUon.  The  bill  before 
us  today  is  Just  a  continuation  of  the  program  we  have  al- 
ready developed  and  which  has  been  approved  by  the  Navy 
officials  and  already  accepted  in  part  by  the  House  in  pre- 
vious years.  This  is  the  culmination  of  the  well-defined, 
well-rounded  plan  based  on  a  careful  study  c?  the  defense 
needs  of  this  Nation  not  only  as  they  apply  to  the  mainland 
Itself  but  also  to  cur  outlying  possessions  in  the  Padflc.  the 
Atlantic,  and  the  Caribbean. 

The  measure  before  us  contemplates  an  expansion  of  our 
naval  aviation  base  facilities,  and  particularly  the  enlarge- 
ment of  our  naval  air  training  facilities  at  Corpus  Christi 
in  conjunction  with  omr  naval  aviation  training  which  is 
now  carried  on  at  Pensacola,  Fla. 

Whaiever  may  be  s^d  about  the  defense  condition  of  this 
country,  it  cannot  be  truthfully  stated  that  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs  has  in  any  way  shirked  its  responsibility  or 
that  the  members  thereof  have  not  given  unstlntingly  of 
their  time  to  the  naval  problems  before  them.  I  want  to 
call  your  attention  to  facts  which  are  very  important  to  keep 
in  mind,  and  I  do  this  for  the  benefit  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  and  the  people  of  the  country  as  a  whole. 

Should  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  make  no  further 
recommendations  in  the  line  of  naval  authorizations.  It  will 
have  brought  to  your  attention  certain  defense  needs  during 
the  past  3  years  and  which  the  Congress  has  already  ai>- 
proved  for  a  total  authorization  for  construction  of  both 
combatant  and  auxiliary  ships  as  of  July  1.  1940.  of 
$2381.650,039. 

On  July  1.  1940,  the  Navy  will  have  a  total  authorization 
for  vessels  building  and  to  be  built  of: 

Tons 

897.  330 

213.834 


May  28 


ConxtMitazrt    shlpe 

AuxiHfury    ships. 


The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  above  tonnage  is: 

Oonhatant    ships $2. 412.  947.  870 

AUJdllary    ships 472,  600.  800 

Total 2.  885.  548.  670 

Against  this  total  authority  there  will  have  been  expended 
$323,898,631.  leaving  on  July  1.  1940.  a  total  authority  to 
spend  for  shipbuilding  $2,561,650,039. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  above  total  authority,  assuming 
normal  rate  of  expenditures — that  is,  without  the  expediting 
which  should  follow  enactment  of  H.  R.  9822— will  be  as 
follows: 


Fiscal  year 

Combatant 

AoxOiary 

Total 

IMl - 

IM2         

$355,331,178 
e3S,47S.»8 
(Ml,822.2»5 
S33.QfB.A24 

i{8,an.s,ao7 

75.034,966 

$58. 948. 813 

133.863.034 

114. 494.  (W7 

M,W8.4.W 

S,3».90» 

8.100.000 

$414. 179.900 
7Ge.336.8in 

IMl  .....    .      .-               -w— 

71&.316,3S3 

19H 

IffU                       ..          

888.047,063 
1«,  634. 716 

Subnqoent 

83.134.986 

ToUl _ 

X 127, 951. 148 

40S,aW,891 

3,661,650,039 

Rough  estimate.  addiUonal  cost  for  expediting  the  above 

program.  $350,000,000.  ...*,*    v_ 

It  will  be  seen  from  the  above  that  the  grand  total  to  be 
expended  under  the  ship-construction  program  which  the 
Navy  plans  to  start  on  July  1.  1940.  if  the  money  is  appro- 
priated. wiU  be  $2,911,650,039.  .  *  ,  ,  * 
The  bill  now  before  us.  H.  R.  9848.  calls  for  a  total  of  not 
less  than  10  000  naval  airplanes.  The  estimated  cost  of  these 
planes  will  be  $1,500,000,000.  The  aviation  faciliUes  incorpo- 
rated in  this  bill  will  add  $144,000,000  more. 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  sum  total  of  all  money  that  can 
be  spent  for  the  above  faclhties  under  authorizations  as  of 
July  1  of  this  year  and  including  authorizations  in  this  bill 
will  be  $4,555,650,039.  To  this  may  be  added  the  cost  of 
addlUonal  shore  facilities,  ahready  planned,  amounting  to 
over  $100,000,000. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAAS.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  1  addi- 
tional minute. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  in 
itself  shows  the  character  of  the  work  that  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs  has  been  doing  during  the  past  4 
years,  ably  led  by  the  very  distinguished  chairman  of  that 
committee  who  has  an  experience  of  25  years  behind  him.  I 
commend  this  legislation  to  you  for  immediate  and  urgent 
passage,  believing,  as  we  all  do,  in  the  building  of  a  great  na- 
tional defense  for  this  country  without  waste  of  any  time,  in 
order  that  we  may  feel  secure  from  the  ravages  of  those  who 
would  trample  on  us  if  the  opportunity  arose.  [  Applause.  1 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman.  T  3^eld  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Pish]. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  PishI. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  able  gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken  to  the  committee  stated  that  this  is  one  of  the 
most  important  days  in  the  history  of  our  country.  If  that 
is  so  it  seems  to  me  that  the  distinguished  gentleman  who 
is  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  should 
have  more  than  5  minutes  to  discuss  the  pending  bill  in  the 
House  of  Representatives.  What  I  protest  against  is  the 
consideration  of  this  important  legislation  with  undue 
speed  and  under  a  condition  of  hysteria.  We  will  pay  for 
it  in  grief  and  the  expenditure  of  huge  sums  of  money  later. 
There  should  be  full  and  free  debate  and  deliberation  on 
our  defense  policy. 

We  are  confronted  with  the  greatest  national  emergency 
in  recent  world  history.  I  do  not  limit  it  to  the  history  of 
America.  The  American  people  expect  the  Congress  in  this 
great  national  emergency  to  stay  on  the  job  and  to  safe- 
guard their  vital  interests.  We  Members  of  Congress,  are 
paid  $10,000  a  year  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  American 
people  and  to  serve  their  interests,  yet  only  a  few  days  ago 
it  was  seriously  proposed  to  rush  national-defense  legislation 
through,  and  adjourn  the  Congress  by  the  15th  of  June 
without  considering  raising  revenue  to  pay  for  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  $3,000,000,000  for  preparedness.  I  submit  that 
the  Congress  has  a  duty  to  the  country,  not  only  in  enact- 
ing this  national-defense  program,  but  in  providing  revenue 
to  pay  for  it.  All  of  us  in  the  Congress  are  for  prepared- 
ness. We  propose  to  make  America  invincible  on  land,  sea, 
and  air,  and  we  likewise  propose  to  keep  America  out  of 
Europe  and  Europe  out  of  America.  [Applause.]  But  if 
we  are  to  do  our  full  duty,  we  should  remain  here  and  con- 
sider and  enact  revenue  legislation  to  defray  the  cost. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  unpopular  as  it  may  be,  the  time  has 
come  in  this  crisis  to  enact  tax  measures.  I  would  suggest  a 
2V2  percent  or  a  2^4  percent  manufacturers'  sales  tax.  As 
long  as  20  years  ago  the  Congress  talked  about  it,  but  it 
was  afraid  to  enact  such  legislation  at  that  time.  However, 
the  time  has  come  in  the  financial  condition  of  our  country, 
when  we  will  have  to  raise  revenue  one  way  or  the  other, 
and  that  is  one  of  the  few  ways  that  is  left.    The  other 
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way.  which  T  also  recommend,  is  an  excess-profits  tax  on  all 
munitions  or  goods  made  for  war  purposes.     [Api^use.] 

We  are  in  the  midst  of  war  hysteria,  of  fear,  and  a  dread 
of  war.  Many  columnists  in  the  East,  internationalists  and 
Interventionists,  like  Kaltenbom.  Lippmann,  Dorothy  Thomp- 
son, and  Frederic  Wile,  are  every  day  deluging  the  Ameri- 
can people  with  war  propaganda,  war  hysteria,  and  that  in 
the  defense  of  America  we  must  enter  the  European  war. 
The  American  people  have  become  almost  hysterical.  Many 
good  Americans  believe  today  that  the  Congress  has  failed 
in  Its  duty  to  provide  an  adequate  Navy,  that  we  are  as 
defenseless  and  as  helpless  as  Abyssinia,  Poland,  China.  Hol- 
land, or  Belgium,  and  that  we  are  about  to  be  attacked. 
Even  such  a  distinguished  Member  of  the  House  as  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  who  Just 
spoke,  and  no  one  knows  more  about  national  defense  than 
he,  and  he  has  rendered  a  great  service  to  his  country  by 
seeing  to  it  that  we  have  a  great  and  powerful  Navy,  the 
best  navy  in  the  world  today,  goes  a  llttl^  bit  too  far  when 
he  suggests  airplanes  flying  over  here  and  attacking  America. 
Colonel  Lindbergh,  whom  I  sutailt  In  this  Instance  knows 
more  than  the  distinguished  gentleman,  stated  in  a  recent 
radio  speech  that  we  have  nothing  whatever  to  fear  from 
attacks  by  foreign  airplanes,  at  least  for  a  number  of  years. 
Every  Member  of  Congress  must  know  that  there  is  not  a 
foreign  airplane  that  has  been  invented  up  to  now  which 
could  fly  over,  bomb  the  city  of  New  York  or  the  city  of 
Washington,  and  get  back  to  its  base;  yet  the  American 
people  believe  all  these  hysterical  statements  and  actually 
believe  that  we  are  about  to  be  attacked  by  Germany,  that 
we  are  utterly  defenseless,  and  that  Germany  will  come  over 
here  and  swallow  us  up  as  they  have  done  Denmark,  Holland, 
and  Bslgium,  their  neighbors. 

We  are  still  3,000  miles  from  Europe,  and  as  President 
Washington  said,  and  it  applies  precisely  to  present-day 
conditions,  why  forego  the  advantages  of  so  peculiar  a  sit- 
uation, why  quit  our  own  to  stand  upon  foreign  ground? 
Yet  there  are  those  who  think  that  we  may  be  attacked 
overnight  by  some  foreign  fleet.  Let  us  look  at  the  record. 
Let  us  see  what  the  record  discloses  and  what  the  facts 
really  are. 

Thanks  to  the  gentleman  and  his  committee,  we  have 
for  the  first  time  in  our  history,  except  for  a  short  period 
after  the  World  War  and  the  Civil  War.  the  greatest  fleet 
in  the  world.  Our  Navy  today  for  the  flrst  time  is  greater 
than  the  British  Navy.-  It  is  six  or  seven  times  larger  than 
the  German  Navy.  If  this  war  continues  a  month  or  so 
it  will  be  much  greater  than  the  German  and  English  Navies 
combined.  Every  admiral  will  testify  that  any  foreign  coun- 
try to  attack  the  United  States  must  have  a  fleet  two  or 
three  times  larger  than  ours  even  to  dare  to  attack  us. 
not  even  to  land  troops  but  to  attack  us.  Those  words  of 
George  Washington  have  more  meaning  today  than  they  did 
150  years  ago,  because  in  those  days  an  enemy  fleet  with 
sails,  brought  their  own  means  of  locomotion  with  them. 
They  might  take  2  weeks  or  2  months  to  get  over  here. 
Today  a  modern  fleet  loses  20  percent  of  its  efiBciency  every 
1.000  miles  it  gets  away  from  its  base.  They  cannot  even 
bring  over  their  torpedo  boats  with  them  and  many  of  the 
auxiliary  naval  ships,  with  the  net  result  that  must  be 
obvious  to  everybody,  that  if  they  came  over  to  attack  us 
and  if  their  battleships  were  disabled,  they  would  have  no 
way  to  get  back  to  their  shipyards.  Yet  this  hysteria  per- 
sists and  we  do  not  answer  it. 

We  in  Congress,  particularly  the  distinguished  gentleman 
who  is  the  head  of  this  committee  and  who  has  given  us 
the  most  powerful  Navy  in  the  world,  has  permitted  this 
propaganda  to  spread  throughout  the  country.  We  remain 
silent  and  allow  the  hysterical  propaganda  of  these  inter- 
ventionists and  Internationalist  columnists  who  want  to  get 
us  into  the  Euiopesm  war  to  permeate  America.  We  Amer- 
icans are  told  that  we  are  prey  to  any  foreign  nation  that 
wants  to  pounce  upon  us.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  fair  to  the 
country  and  fair  to  the  American  people  to  let  this  type  of 


propaganda  spread  throughout  the  land  and  deceive  our 
people  and  make  them  think  the  Congress  has  failed  in  pro- 
viding a  strong,  powerful,  and  efficient  Navy. 

I  believe  everybody  to  the  House  is  for  this  Wll,  and  the 
committee  is  to  be  congratulated,  but  this  bill  provides  not 
only  for  the  Increase  of  our  naval  airplanes  to  10,000,  but  also 
for  the  acquisition  of  a  great  number  of  airports  that  are 
badly  needed  in  the  United  States.  But  I  want  to  go  further 
than  this  bill.  I  want  to  follow  the  advice  of  Charles  Lind- 
bergh, given  in  his  radio  address  to  the  country  only  a  few 
days  ago.  when  he  said  that  if  we  really  want  to  be  prepared 
we  should  take  in  the  whole  Western  Hemisphere,  we  should 
make  agreements  with  the  Latin  American  countries  so  that 
we  could  have  air  bases  there  and  defend  the  Panama  Canal 
and  all  of  Central  America  and  South  America.  If  any  at- 
tack came,  it  would  not  come  first  against  the  United  States, 
it  would  come  against  South  and  Central  America,  and  we 
have  no  air  bases  there  to  help  uphold  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
and  to  defend  this  hemisphere. 

Furthermore,  I  should  like  to  see  this  bill  followed  up  or 
have  negotiations  begun  by  the  State  Department  or  the 
President  to  liquidate  a  part  of  our  war  debt  and  ask  to 
return  from  England  those  islands  off  our  shores  that  rightly 
belong  to  us — Bermuda,  Nassau,  Jamaica,  and  the  West  Indies, 
so  that  we  could  use  those  islands  as  air  bases  and  submarine 
bases  for  the  protection  of  our  own  country.  They  are  no 
good  to  England.  They  serve  no  real  purpose  to  England,  It 
probably  costs  England  money  to  maintain  them.  It  might 
even  cost  us  money  to  maintain  them,  but  they  will  provide 
adequate  air  bases  and  submartoe  bases  to  protect  the  Pan- 
ama Canal,  our  shores,  and  Latin  America. 

As  long  as  we  are  talking  today  In  terms  of  preparedness  on 
land,  sea,  and  air,  then  I  believe  this  bill  ought  to  be  followed 
up  by  acquiring  air  bases  in  Central  America  and  South 
America  and  taking  over  these  West  Indian  Islands  from 
Great  Britain  In  payment  of  her  war  debt. 

Mr.  MAAS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PISH.    I  3^eld  to  the  gentleman  from  Miimesota. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Has  anything  along  those  lines  emanated  from 
the  gentleman's  committee,  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs, 
where  it  would,  of  course,  have  to  originate? 

Mr.  FISH.  There  are  a  number  of  bills  pending,  but  we 
have  not  been  able  to  get  hearings  on  them  as  yet. 

Mr.  MAAS.    You  have  had  no  hearings  on  the  .«;ubject? 

Mr.  FISH.  We  have  had  no  hearings.  Some  of  us  In 
Congress  have  advocated  acquiring  these  islands  off  our  coasts 
for  more  than  15  years — since  right  after  I  came  into  the 
Congress — as  have  other  Members  in  the  House,  and  as  has 
Senator  Lundeen  in  the  Senate.  That  would  provide  for 
national  defense  and  that  is  what  we  want  in  America. 

I  was  not  so  concerned  when  the  Navy  bill  was  under 
consideration  a  few  months  ago  and  added  three  more  air- 
plane carriers.  I  did  not  believe  we  needed  them.  I  voted 
for  them,  but  I  did  not  think  we  needed  them  then.  I  do 
not  think  we  need  them  now,  except  for  aggression,  and  I 
am  opposed  to  aggression.  I  would  not  vote  one  dollar  for  the 
Navy  or  for  the  air  force  unless  it  Is  for  defense.  Instead  of 
spending  $130,000,000  for  those  additional  airplane  carriers 
that  we  do  not  need,  I  should  like  to  acquire  these  Islands  off 
cur  shores  that  would  afford  real  protection,  and  use  that 
$130,000,000  in  that  way. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  What  would  you  do  with  your 
fleet  operating  to  the  North  Atlantic?  Granted  that  the 
bases  in  the  South  Atlantic  might  be  taken  care  of,  what 
would  you  do  about  carriers  In  the  North  Atlantic? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  mentioned  tliat  be- 
cause I  overlooked  it.  I  would  buy  Greenland  Just  as  quickly 
as  possible. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.    Suppose  you  could  not  buy  It? 

[Here  the  gavel  felL] 
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Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  1  addi- 
tional minute  to  the  gentleman  frwn  New  York. 

Mr.  PISH.  I  believe  every  Member  of  this  House  agrees 
with  what  I  am  going  to  say  th^  time,  even  the  Democrats. 
I  think  we  should  make  known  to  the  world  that  we  believe 
In  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  that  we  intend  to  uphold  it,  and 
that  If  any  nation,  Germany,  Japan,  or  any  other  nation* 
Invades  any  part  of  Latin  America  it  means  war  with  the 
United  States. 

If  we  let  the  world  know  that,  no  nation  will  try  to  invade 
any  part  of  Latin  America.  If  we  can  acquire  Greenland, 
we  ought  to  do  so,  and  we  ought  to  also  acquire  those  islands 
off  of  Ecuador  in  the  Pacific  Ocean.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SUTPHIN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  RaicdolphJ. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the  outset  I  express 
my  appreciation  of  the  patriotic  promptness  which  causes 
the  members  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  to  bring  to 
this  body  a  comprehensive  measure  incorporating  the  need 
now  for  an  additicmal  plane  force,  well  manned  by  trained 

aviators. 

I  would  not  torn  back  the  pages  of  the  CoifCRKssioifAL 
RicoRi)  to  March  17,  1938,  except  to  point  out  my  position 
at  that  t<Tne  and  to  read  Just  a  few  sentences  from  certain 
remarks  which  I  made  in  connection  with  an  amendment 
which  I  offered  to  strike  out  the  item  for  the  authorization, 
as  it  was,  in  H.  R.  9218,  for  construction  of  three  additional 
battleships.  I  felt  then,  as  I  have  felt  since,  that  that 
authorization,  with  the  resulting  appropriation,  should  be 
turned  into  legislation  bringing  about  a  stronger  naval  air 
force  rather  than  a  concentration  upon  the  building  of  what 
I  claimed  then  and  I  claim  now  were  not  three  floating  for- 
tresses of  the  oceans,  but  floating  targets  of  the  sea. 

I  realize  that  it  is  not  easy  to  quote  poetry  on  this  floor, 
and  It  has  been  said  repeatedly  that  there  Is  more  truth 
than  poetry  in  certain  statements  individuals  make.  I  do 
recall,  however,  to  the  membership  of  this  body  that  in 
1840.  a  century  ago,  a  poet  named  Alfred  Lord  Tennyson 
did  write  prophetic  lines.  I  think  we  can  weU  repeat  them 
here  this  afternoon.  In  the  poem,  Locksley  Hall,  he  used 
these  prophetic  words: 

Heard  tbe  heavexis  flU  with  shouting,  and  there  rained  a  ghastly 

dew 
Fktm  the  natloos'  airy  navies  grappling  In  the  central  blue. 

Thus,  a  century  ago  Tennyson  foretold  what  is  actually 
taking  place  in  the  world  of  warfare  and  conflict  today.  On 
March  17,  1938,  when  I  offered  the  amendment.  I  stated: 

^  simply  say  this  to  you.  with  all  the  feeling  which  I  tried  to 
present  day  before  yesterday  and  a  few  weeks  ago  when  we  bad 
the  regular  naval  appropriation  bill  before  us,  and  at  the  cost  of 
being  charged  with  repeating  something  that  you  might  say  Is  not 
worth  repeating,  that  the  scene  of  modem  warfare,  whether  we 
admit  It  this  afternoon  or  not — and  we  will  admit  It  nocae  day — 
tbe  scene  at  conflict  and  bloodshed  has  shifted  from  the  land  and 
Into  the  air. 


Mr.  BREWSTER.  Was 'It  not  the  contention  of  many  at 
that  time  that  insufiScient  consideration — ^I  think  the  gentle- 
man who  is  speaking  was  one  who  led  in  that  contention — had 
been  given  by  our  various  executive  authorities  to  the  consid- 
eration of  the  aerial  forces  of  our  combat  arms? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  think  the  statement  of  the  gentleman 
from  Maine  is  true,  and  I  recall  that  many  members,  including 
the  gentleman  from  Maine,  supported  the  amendment  which 
was  lost  at  that  time  by  a  teller  vote  of  63  to  98. 

I  want  to  hurry  on.  I  call  attention  in  this  concluding  mo- 
ment to  this  further  statement  I  made  in  March  1938: 

It  Is  going  to  be  proven  to  the  Members  of  this  body  and  to  the 
dtUsenry  of  America  that  what  I  have  said  about  this  scene  of  war- 
flare  shifting  to  the  air  is  true.  It  Is  going  to  be  so  demonstrated, 
and  the  people  of  America,  whether  they  live  on  the  broad  plains  of 
the  Middle  West,  on  the  west  coast.  In  the  deep  South,  or  on  the 
shores  of  New  England,  will  say  that  It  Is  the  hour  for  new  methods 
In  adequately  preparing  ourselves — not  for  aggression  but  for  the 
best  defense. 

That  is  what  this  bill  before  us  today  does.  It  presents  a 
ptogram  designed  to  aid  in  giving  the  best  possible  defense  to 


this  country.  Again  I  compliment  this  committee,  and  in  do- 
ing so  I  feel  that  I  express  the  feelings  of  this  Congress  and 
the  American  people. 

The  hour  has  come  when  we  must  finish  with  fitful,  sporadic, 
half-way,  and  vacillating  methods  and  lay  down  a  long-range 
plan  of  national  defense  for  this  country,  with  emphasis  on 
air  strength  as  our  best  safeguard.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  1 3^eld  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Maine  [Mr.  Britwster]. 

Mr.  BREWSTER  Mr.  Chairman,  a  vote  of  400  to  1  suffi- 
ciently indicates  the  unity  of  patriotic  purpose  of  the  Con- 
gress in  our  national  defense. 

Congress  and  the  country  are  today  air-minded.  This  is 
naturally  a  matter  of  gratification  to  those  of  us  who  2  years 
ago  fought  in  vain  to  place  more  emphasis  upon  development 
of  our  aeronautical  defense. 

Aircraft  today  have  revolutionized  the  conduct  of  war  on 
land  and  sea.  America  finds  itself  with  most  of  its  planes 
rendered  obsolete  by  the  developments  of  recent  months. 

Yet  2  years  ago  in  a  formal  report  to  this  House  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  House  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  I  pointed  out 
that  the  bill  then  proposed  by  the  administration  and  re- 
ported to  the  House  by  the  majority  of  the  committee  "lim- 
ited naval  aircraft  when  the  importance  of  aircraft  for  de- 
fense is  increasing  with  revolutionary  rapidity  and  other  na- 
tions are  spending  10  times  what  we  are  for  experimentation 
in  aircraft  development  for  defense." 

The  report  went  on  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  famous  Inskip  report  on  the  vital  necessity  of  aircraft 
for  defense. 

I  quote  from  the  minority  report  of  March  7,  1938: 

The  evidence  before  our  committee  emphasized  the  extreme  flex- 
ibility of  aircraft  In  the  defense  of  the  American  continent  where 
aircraft  can  be  available  In  either  ocean  within  24  hours. 

The  Congress  may  also  most  profitably  read  the  evidence  before 
the  committee  as  to  the  amazing  advances  In  aircraft  even  In  the 
past  2  years  since  the  Inskip  report  was  published.  Each  day  wit- 
nesses new  achievements  by  aircraft. 

The  disconcerting  aspect  of  the  proposed  legislation  in  regard 
to  aircraft  Is  its  Imposition  for  the  first  time  of  a  limit  on  the 
number  of  aircraft  the  Navy  may  poesess. 

Insofar  as  aircraft  are  concerned  this  legislation  limits  the  ex- 
isting authorization. 

Under  the  Vinson-TrammeU  Act  it  Is  provided  that  "the  Presi- 
dent is  hereby  authorized  to  procure  the  necessary  naval  aircraft 
for  vessels  and  other  naval  purposes  in  ntimbers  commensurata 
with  a  treaty  navy." 

The  Navy  decided  that  this  meant  2.050  planes,  but  this  limit 
rested  solely  in  Executive  discretion  and  could  be  altered  at  will. 

The  authorization  was  unlimited  so  far  as  Congress  or  treaty 
was  concerned. 

The  proposed  legislation  now  for  the  first  time  ImposM  a  Umlt 
of  3.000. 

Tet  England  has  Just  presented  an  air  program  providing  12.000 
planes  and  placed  air  defenses  on  a  parity  with  the  Army  and  the 
Navy  In  the  amount  of  the  appropriations.  This  is  in  startling 
contrast  to  the  American  allocation  although  America  seems 
ideaUy  adapted  to  emphasize  air  defense. 

The  unanimity  of  the  House  today  with  only  a  single  dis- 
senting vote  indicates  America  is  now  aroused. 

May  our  voices  now  be  heeded  in  luging  that  an  industrial 
coordinator  of  competent  abilities  shall  be  placed  in  charge 
of  procurement. 

The  task  is  a  tremendous  one.  Tlie  labor  of  thousands  of 
men  must  be  brought  into  efficient  operation  in  plants  all 
over  the  United  States,  Thousands  of  men  must  be  trained 
to  operate  and  care  for  all  the  Intricate  creations  that  are  a 
part  of  a  modem  mechanized  defense. 

There  might  be  argument  as  to  whether  this  task  should 
be  entrusted  to  the  Army  and  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Corps 
or  to  an  industrial  coordinator. 

There  can  be  no  argument  that  the  task  cannot  be  prop- 
erly entrusted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  whose  entire 
Industrial  experience  is  confined  to  operating  an  apple 
orchard  at  Hyde  Park. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee  has  pointed  out  that  every 
measure  we  would  desire  for  defense  is  not  possible.  Selec- 
tion must  be  made.  Our  defense  program  must  be  imified. 
Competition  between  the  Army,  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Corps 
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must  be  controlled  both  In  the  matter  of  appropriation  and 
procurement. 

The  renewed  consideration  of  a  Department  of  National 
Defense  is  an  encouraging  indication  that  the  lessons  of 
Europe  are  having  their  effect.  Defense  must  be  totali- 
tarian. Lack  of  liaison  between  the  various  branches  of  the 
service  apparently  explains  many  of  the  difficulties  of  the 
Allies. 

To  suggest  that  such  imified  control  exists  in  the  Chief 
Executive  is  placing  far  too  much  responsibility  for  detail 
in  the  lap  of  one  already  overburdened  man. 

Pending  such  unification  of  control  of  our  armed  forces 
there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  imperative  necessity  of  an 
industrial  coordinator  of  the  first  calil)er. 

The  tremendous  task  of  prompt  procurement  of  planes 
and  tanks  and  all  the  other  paraphernalia  of  modem  war 
must  have  a  single  responsible  head  if  a  tragic  failure  la 
not  to  be  the  Inevitable  result. 

An  advisory  committee  without  even  a  chairman  such  as 
is  now  proposed  cannot  possibly  supply  the  need. 

Any  competent  businessman  will  recognize  the  funda- 
mental principle  of  organization  that  is  necessarily  involved. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  2  shears  from  today  It  will  not  be 
necessary  to  call  attention  to  this  warning  when  time  may 
not  then  suffice  to  repair  the  errors  of  our  course. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  BREWSTER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Who  would  the  gentleman 
suggest  as  an  industrial  coordinator? 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  The  gentleman  asks  whom  I  would 
name.  There  are  a  dozen  industrial  leaders  of  the  highest 
competency  and  patriotic  purpose  to  whom  the  task  might 
properly  be  assigned. 

One  thing  I  would  not  do.  I  would  not  appoint  an  advisory 
committee  and  then  refuse  to  let  its  report  see  the  light  of 
day. 

Napoleon  said,  "One  bad  general  is  better  than  two  good 
generals."  In  military  operations  or  industrial  preparednevss 
It  is  imperative  there  be  one  directing  head.  Policies  may 
be  made  by  a  board  or  a  congress.  They  must  be  executed  by 
a  man.     I  Applause.  1 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  JenksI. 

Mr.  JENKS  of  New  Hampshire.  Mr.  Chairman,  whether 
we  like  It  or  not.  it  seems  to  me  that  the  policy  of  our  national 
defense  is  regulated  by  foreign  countries.  I  remember,  as 
you  do,  how  2  years  ago  when  we  heard  rumblings  of  war 
In  E^irope  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  brought  into  this 
House  a  bill  to  Incresise  our  Navy  by  25  percent.  The  pend- 
ing bill,  in  my  judgment,  would  not  be  here  had  it  not  been 
for  those  rumblings  in  Europe  that  finally  broke  into  open 
warfare. 

I  listened  last  night  to  the  radio  and  heard  a  man  ask 
this  question:  "What  are  we  going  to  defend?"  I  think  we 
have  a  great  deal  to  defend.  Some  say  that  not  more  than 
25  miles  separates  this  country  from  Russia  at  the  western 
tip  of  Alaska.  This  country  is  not  more  than  25  miles  from 
Russia.  We  have  a  coast  line  stretching  all  the  way  from 
Alaska  down  the  Pacific  coast,  and  if  we  defend  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  as  we  say  always  we  are  going  to,  we  go  down  the 
coast  of  South  America,  way  around  Cape  Horn  and  up  on 
the  Atlantic  side  of  South  America. 

It  seems  to  me  any  man  who  would  ask  the  question.  What 
are  we  going  to  defend?  has  not  given  much  thought  to  the 
geography  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  my  opinion  this  bill  is  not  sufilcient  to 
protect  our  shores  and  never  will  be  until  we  have  a  two- 
ocean  navy.  We  are  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  one  of 
our  great  hazards  is  the  Panama  Canal.  After  what  has 
happened  by  bcMnbs  being  dropped  on  battleships  and  on  dif- 
ferent kinds  of  naval  craft  in  the  present  weir  in  Europe, 
I  can  see  where  a  hostile  nation  coming  to  our  shores  might 
be  willing  to  sacrifice  hundreds  of  planes  and  hundreds  of 
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men  in  order  to  get  In  and  drop  a  few  bombs  to  put  our 
Panama  Canal  out  of  business. 

In  the  4  years  I  have  be»i  a  member  of  the  Naval  Affairs 
Cwnmittee,  our  fieet  has  been  on  the  Pacific  coast  most  of 
the  time.  I  presume  because  our  Navy  E>epartment  felt  It  was 
wise  to  keep  it  there.  But  how  about  the  Atlantic  coast? 
We  have  some  interests  on  the  Atlantic  coast  that  need  pro- 
tection. In  my  own  district  we  have  a  navy  yard  maWng 
nothing  but  submarines,  the  only  navy  srard  in  this  country 
making  submarines  exclusively,  and  that  yard  has  not  even 
the  protection  of  one  aircraft  gim.  I  believe  there  may  be 
developments  in  Europe,  before  we  realize  it,  that  may  make 
it  necessary  for  us  or  another  Congress  to  plan  for  a  two- 
ocean  navy.  We  have  always  ccmsidered  the  British  Fleet 
friendly  to  us.  but  who  knows  where  the  British  Fleet  might 
be  in  a  very  short  time  from  now? 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  Miller]. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the  outset  I  want  to 
commend  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  for  bringing  this  bill 
to  us  today,  and  may  I  say  that  because  I  had  the  good 
fortune  or  misforiune  to  play  an  insigniflciuit  part  in  the 
development  of  the  Air  Corps  during  the  war  I  do  not  pose 
as  an  expert  on  aeronautical  matters.  Because  of  that  serv- 
ice and  because  of  the  fact  there  are  substantial  aviation  in- 
dustries within  my  district.  I  have  tried  to  keep  current  with 
the  development  of  aviation. 

I  particularly  want  to  commend  the  committee  for  includ- 
ing in  the  bill  provisions  for  the  expansion  of  air  bases.  I 
believe  the  biggest  weakness  in  the  development  of  our  air- 
defense  program  is  to  be  found  in  the  training  of  pilots,  and, 
second  to  that,  the  acquiring  of  adequate  airports,  and.  next, 
meeting  our  needs  in  the  procurement  of  the  aircraft  itself, 
although  I  believe  we  can  meet  them.  TTils  bill  provides  for 
a  needed  expansion  of  air  bases  and  I  hope  that  when  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee  completes  its  program  a  substan- 
tial sum  of  money  will  be  set  aside  for  the  establishment  of 
needed  airports  for  our  armed  forces.  At  the  present  time 
at  the  East  Boston,  Mass..  airijort  you  will  find  aircraft  tied 
outdoors,  staked  down,  row  after  row,  almost  up  to  the  run- 
ways. It  is  ridiculous  to  talk  about  20.000.  30,000,  or  50,000 
military  and  Navy  airplanes  in  this  country  until  we  have  a 
place  for  them  to  land  and  a  place  from  which  they  can 
operate.  However,  there  is  not  the  thrill  to  providing  air- 
ports that  perhaps  there  is  to  providing  aircraft.  People  do 
not  go  to  airports  to  see  the  construction  of  the  airport.  They 
go  to  see  the  planes.  But  the  airport  is  mighty  essential  and 
thus  far  we  have  neglected  to  provide  for  these  much  needed 
airports. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  take  just  a  minute  to  pay  tribute 
to  the  men  who  have  developed  the  aircraft  Industry  in  the 
United  States.  We  necessarily  have  to  put  a  great  deal  of 
confidence  in  the  manufacturers  of  aircraft  and  It  is  fortunate 
that  we  can  truthfully  say  that  the  patriotism  of  those  who 
are  developing  our  aircraft  industry  at  the  present  time  can- 
not be  questioned.  Some  of  the  executives  of  our  larger  air- 
craft linits  received  their  early  training  in  either  Annapolis 
or  West  Point.  Many  others  saw  service  during  the  World 
War. 

I  believe  that  the  Congress  can  with  a  great  deal  of  con- 
fidence approve  of  negotiated  contracts  with  these  people, 
knowing  that  the  men  who  are  conducting  that  industry  have 
a  very  real  stake  and  a  very  real  interest  in  providing  the  very 
best  in  the  way  of  aircraft  construction,  because  they  know, 
as  we  all  know,  that  should  we  have  the  misfortune  of  hav- 
ing an  attack  upon  our  shores  these  i^ants  will  be  the  first 
of  the  military  objectives  to  be  attacked. 

In  the  remaining  moment  I  desire  to  refer  to  some  of  the 
remarks  that  have  been  made  about  acquiring  an  air  force 
of  50,000  planes.  I  think  that  was  a  very  unfortunate  re- 
mark. Perhaps  it  was  made  In  a  spirit  of  enthusiasm.  I  am 
glad  that  the  House  Naval  Affairs  Committee  has  not  been 
swept  off  its  feet  by  any  enthusiasm  or  hysteria  of  that  nature. 
I  am  glad  it  brought  in  a  bill  requesting  a  reasonable  number 
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of  aircraft,  something  that  we  can  hope  to  attain,  because  I 
will  stake  my  reputation  on  the  statement  that  it  will  be  many 
long  years  in  this  country  before  we  can  turn  out  50.000  air- 
planes for  our  Army  and  Navy,  in  addition  to  providing  for 
the  allied  forces  and  keeping  up  our  civilian  airlines  at  the 
same  time.  [Applause.! 
♦        [Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  South  E>akota  tMr.  Cask]. 

AtrrHOKlTT  TO  ACQTJIHE  ISLAND  BASES 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  a  part  of  the  bill  as  it  will  come  before  us  which 
deals  with  a  need  that  has  been  mentioned,  but  to  which 
language  attention  has  not  been  directed  in  the  remarks  I 
have  heard.  I  refer  to  a  committee  amendment  for  section  2 
which  will  permit  the  acquisition  and  development  of  island 
bases. 

Section  2  starts  out — 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  hereby  authorized  to  establish, 
develop,  or  Increase  naval  aviation  facilities,  with  which  shall  be 
Included  the  authority  to  purchase,  accept  by  gift,  or  otherwise 
acquire  land  and  to  construct  buildings  and  accessories — 

And  then  follow  several  specific  places  for  the  expenditure 
of  approximate  sums  of  money.  Following  this,  in  italics,  as 
a  committee  amendment,  will  be  found  a  proposal  for  two 
additional  authorizations.  The  first  is  for  aviation  bases  for 
tne  Naval  Reserve  within  the  continental  United  States: 

At  such  localities  within  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States  as  may  in  his  judgment  be  necessary  for  the  Naval  Reserve, 
which  authority  shall  also  include  the  acquisition  of  existing  facili- 
ties. 110.000.000. 

The  authority  for  the  outlying  bases  comes  in  these  few 
important  words  in  the  next  and  last  clause  of  the  amend- 
ment— 

And  in  such  vicinities  as  he  may.  In  his  discretion,  deem  advisable. 
IIO.OCO.OOO. 

"In  such  vicinities  as  he  may  deem  advisable."  There  is  a 
definite  recognition  of  the  need  and  a  provision  for  acqtiisition 
of  land  bases  either  adjacent  to  the  Panama  Canal  east  or 
west  of  it  or  wherever  in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  it  Is 
found  advisable  to  have  them. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  FlsH]  spoke  of  his 
advocacy  of  such  a  step  some  time  past.  The  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia  I  Mr.  Randolph]  and  others  have  made  similar 
proposals.  The  very  able  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee  I  Mr.  Maas]  has  been  active  in  the 
matter.  Many  of  the  proposals  have  been  associated  with  a 
plan  to  acquire  these  bases  in  exchange  for  credits  to  nations 
In  default  on  their  war  debts. 

I  added  my  own  bit  to  the  proposition  when  1  introduced 
House  Concurrent  Resolution  No.  49  on  February  28.  just  3 
months  ago  today.  It  was  when  we  were  considering  the 
third  set  of  locks  in  the  civil  bill  for  the  War  Department,  a 
matter  which  wUl  come  again  before  this  House  tomorrow,  I 
believe.  I  advocated  the  bases  as  an  immediately  usable 
alternative  to  the  locks  in  defense  plans. 

MIGHT  USB  COLD  OR  CKEDriB  ON  WAB  DEBTS 

My  resolution  differed  from  other  proposals  in  that  In  addi- 
tion to  granting  credits  on  defaulted  war  debts  It  suggested 
use  of  gold  from  the  stabilization  fund  administered  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  part  payment.  My  aim  there 
was  to  accomplish  sometliing  definite  in  the  redistribution  of 
gold.  Today  we  have  over  70  percent  of  the  world's  gold  in 
the  United  States — $19,200,000,000  of  it.  The  use  of  a  part 
of  the  $1,800,000,000  in  the  stabilization  fund  to  acquire  needed 
land  bases  would  permit  dealing  with  nations  that  are  not  in 
default  to  us.  Some  of  them  may  have  bases  that  we  need. 
If  they  can  be  peacefully  and  properly  acquired. 

Today  we  hear  an  increasing  demand  from  some  quarters 
for  a  modification  of  the  Johnson  Act  which  prevents  private 
loans  to  foreign  debtors  who  are  in  default  to  this  country. 
This  demand  arises  from  the  mistaken  notion  that  these 
nations  need  credits  today.    They  do  not — they  have  spent 


only  a  small  part  of  the  credits  they  already  have  in  this 
country.  That  may  change,  of  course,  but  it  will  be  far 
preferable  to  buy  something  from  them— :these  bases  for  ex- 
ample— than  to  give  them  credits  which  will  be  only  so  much 
ink  on  the  books. 

The  committee  proposal  here  Is  to  set  up  an  authorization 
of  $10,000,000.  I  have  no  idea  that  that  will  do  the  job 
that  should  be  done  in  land  acquisition  and  improvement,  but 
if  a  start  is  made,  the  fund  can  be  increased.  The  money  is 
to  come  by  regular  appropriation  from  the  Treasury,  which 
might  be  handled  so  as  to  use  gold  from  the  stabilization  fund 
If  that  was  most  persuasive  and,  I  presume,  that  the  Treasury 
might  arrange  to  apply  credits  on  defaulted  debts  if  that  was 
a  part  of  a  bargain  negotiated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
under  the  power  "to  purchase,  accept  by  gift,  or  otherwise 
acquire." 

In  any  event,  here  we  have  before  us  today,  a  concrete  pro- 
posal to  make  possible  the  acquisition  of  bases  for  naval  avia- 
tion outside  the  continental  United  States.  In  my  judgment, 
it  is  one  of  the  most  important  parts  of  the  legislation  we 
shall  pass  today. 

BTTTEB  THAN   COXTNTINO   ON   CANAL   LOCKS 

I  have  mentioned  the  fact  that  tomorrow  we  are  expected 
to  take  up  the  conference  report  on  the  appropriation  bill 
for  the  civil  functions  of  the  War  Department.  One  of  the 
items  in  disagreement  is  the  proposal  to  start  the  6- year  con- 
struction of  a  third  set  of  locks  at  the  Panama  Canal  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $277,000,000. 

Let  me  suggest  to  you  now  that  in  your  thinking  about  this 
bill  you  keep  in  mind  for  tomorrow  the  possibility  of  acquir- 
ing land  bases  east  and  west  of  the  Canal  as  a  very  desirable 
alternative  to  the  building  of  a  third  set  of  locks.  In  6  hours 
from  the  time  we  acquire  island  bases  or  land  bases  east  or 
west  of  the  Canal  they  could  be  ready  to  do  more  for  the 
defense  of  the  Panama  Canal  than  6  years  of  building  on  a 
third  set  of  locks.  Estimated  normal  time  to  construct  them 
is  9  years,  and  it  will  take  at  least  6  years  under  the  emer- 
gency speed-up  program,  the  engineers  have  estimated.  And, 
when  done,  they  will  be  merely  another  set  of  locks  a  quarter 
or  a  half-mile  away  from  the  existing  double  locks.  The  land 
bases  needed  to  keep  an  enemy  away  from  the  Canal  can  be 
acquired  and  developed  in  much  less  time,  of  course,  than 
that:  in  fact,  some  of  them  will  be  usable  instantly  on  their 
acquisition. 

I  use  the  words  "east  and  west  of  the  Canal"  because  it 
must  be  remembered  that  from  whatever  direction  you  expect 
the  potential  enemy  to  come,  if  you  have  merely  a  guard  sta- 
tioned at  the  front  door  It  would  be  a  simple  thing  for  him 
to  go  around  to  the  back  door.  If  either  door  is  closed,  the 
power  of  our  Navy  is  nearly  cut  in  two.  Consequently,  in  our 
thinking  of  the  acquisition  of  land  bases  for  the  protection  of 
the  Canal  we  must  think  of  the  west  as  well  as  the  east,  and 
of  the  east  as  well  as  the  west. 

I  am  confident  from  conferences,  correspondence,  public 
statements,  and  private  expressions  that  the  men  who  are 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  our  defense  in  both  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  are  most  anxious  that  some  such  land 
bases  be  acquired.  Testimony  to  this  eCfect  has  been  given 
rej)eatedly  before  the  Subcommittee  on  Appropriations  for  the 
War  Department,  much  of  it  off  the  record,  but  some  of  it  is  on 
the  record. 

On  page  8  of  our  hearings  on  the  appropriation  bill  for 
civil  fimctions  of  the  War  E>epartment  you  will  find  this 
statement  by  General  Strong,  who  ii  Chief  of  War  Plans  on 
the  General  Staff: 

The  prevention  of  ttlz  raids  on  the  Panama  Canal  from  either 
carrler-tiased  aviation  or  land-based  aviation  makes  it  highly  de- 
sirable that  oxor  defensive  aircraft  cover  generally  a  line  whose  radius 
is  about  1.000  miles  from  the  Canal  Zone.  •  •  •  You  wUl  not« 
that  Puerto  Rico  Is  at  the  northern  end  of  this  arc.  Prom  a  purely 
military  standp)olnt.  It  would  be  of  very  great  advantage  In  the 
defense  of  the  Canal  if  we  had  another  such  base  located  either  on 
the  north  coast  of  South  America  or  on  some  of  the  southern  islands 
of  the  Lesser  Antilles. 
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AUG  A  QUIBTIOM  OP  VOBBOM  BSLATIOMS 

In  the  same  statement  General  Strong  made  a  farther 
observation,  which  is  highly  significant,  and  which  should  be 
considered  in  this  connection.    He  said: 

In  this  connection,  however,  in  Tlew  of  tbe  international  ques- 
tions Involved  which  are  essentially  those  of  governmental  policy, 
the  War  Department  can  make  no  recommendation  as  to  the  ac- 
quisition ol  land  now  under  foreign  control  but  which,  if  It  be- 
longed to  us,  might  be  used  for  national-defense  purposes.  The 
question  of  the  acquisition  of  such  land  Is  prlmarUy  a  question  of 
foreign  relations.  The  War  DepartDoent  is  limited  to  considering 
the  use  oX  our  own  territory,  and  can  make  no  recommendation  in 
the  premises  unless  and  until  so  requested  by  the  State  I>partment. 

Obviously,  the  Navy  Department  is  under  the  same  restric- 
tions as  is  the  War  Department.  And  obviously,  the  acquisi- 
tion of  outlying  bases  by  the  Navy  is  as  much  a  question  of 
foreign  relations  as  it  would  be  if  done  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment. 

I  proposed  that  the  Secretary  of  State  act  In  consultation 
with  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
To  handle  it  in  the  bill  before  us.  when  we  reach  the  apinro- 
priate  point  in  consideration  of  the  committee  amendment.  I 
shall  offer  an  amendment.  I  believe  in  centralizing  respon- 
sibility for  any  action.  I  shall  not  propose  to  take  that  away 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  My  amendment  will  merely 
propose  that  in  exercising  this  authority  to  acquire  what  he 
deems  desirable,  the  Secretary  shall  act  in  consultation  with 
the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  State, 

I  include  the  Secretary  of  War  because  he  is  charged  with 
defense  also,  and  because  we  have  found  that  bases  are  estab- 
lished sometimes  where  a  little  ccHisultation  might  have 
made  a  base  more  usable  for  both  arms  of  the  service.  I  have 
in  mind  the  situation  in  Alaska,  where  we  have  the  naval  base 
at  Kodiak  and  also  a  proposed  Army  base  at  Anchorage. 
There  is  some  authority  for  the  thought  that  possibly  those 
should  have  been  combined.  I  do  not  know  that  that  is  the 
case,  but  at  least  that  point  has  been  raised.  So.  when  we 
come  to  that  portion  of  the  bill  where  the  committee  amend- 
ment is  offered,  I  shall  offer  a  slight  amendment  to  propose 
that,  in  acquiring  what  he  deems  desirable,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  shall  consult  with  the  other  branch  of  the  service 
and  the  Department  of  State.    [Applause.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.1 

Mr.  SUTPHIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  JohnsonI. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  will  cer- 
tainly be  no  surprise  to  Members  of  this  House  for  me  to 
announce  at  this  time  that  I  shall  gladly  and  enthusiastically 
support  the  pending  defense  bill.  In  discussing  another 
defense  measure,  brought  here  a  few  days  ago  by  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  of  the  House,  I  stated  then  that  although 
there  have  been  several  times  when  there  has  been  serious 
doubt  in  my  mind  about  the  advisability  and  practicability  of 
some  phases  of  our  defense  program  in  the  past,  particularly 
with  reference  to  the  construction  of  some  of  the  large  battle- 
ships that  cost  from  sixty  to  a  hundred  million  dollars  each, 
I  have  always  resolved  any  doubt  in  favor  of  defense,  whether 
It  be  on  the  land,  on  water,  or  in  the  air.     [Applause.] 

As  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Randolph] 
pointed  out  a  few  minutes  ago,  I  have  not  hesitated  to  remind 
Members  of  Congress  that  it  takes  from  4  to  5  years  to  build 
one  of  those  great  battleships,  and  yet  for  a  hundred  million 
dollars  we  can  within  a  few  months  build  literally  thousands 
of  the  fastest  and  most  powerful  bombers  in  the  world. 

The  pending  bill  provides  for  only  10.000  planes.  Frankly, 
I  am  disappointed  that  it  does  not  call  for  at  least  twice  that 
number.  But  I  realize  full  well  that  the  problem  of  build- 
ing ten  or  twenty  thousand  planes  immediately  with  our 
present  facilities  is  not  an  easy  assignment.  Members  should 
be  reminded,  however,  that  America  has  private  industries, 
such  as  the  great  automobile  factories  at  Detroit,  that  within 
a  few  months  could  greatly  increase  our  present  manufactm-e 
of  planes.  Of  coiirse.  these  same  industries  are  in  position 
now  to  turn  out  thousands  of  the  best  Army  trucks  and 
other  equipment  necessary  for  national  defense  to  be  found 
on  the  face  of  the  earth. 


Bat,  getting  back  to  the  defense  procram  In  the  air  for  a 
moment,  let  me  say  that  our  people  In  the  great  Southwest 
are  very  much  concerned  about  the  necessity  for  at  least  one 
more  air  base  in  that  area.  I  have  this  week  discussed  the 
proposal  of  an  air  base  to  be  located  in  Oklahoma  with  the 
Secretary  of  War,  Woodrlng;  with  the  Chief  of  the  Air  Ctorps, 
General  Arnold;  with  General  Flckel;  and  others  in  authority 
in  the  Air  Corps;  and  I  think  I  am  not  giving  away  any 
secret  or  overstating  the  situation  to  say  that  both  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  and  the  Air  Corps  would  look  with  favor  on  an 
air  baae  to  be  located  somewhere  within  a  radius  of  50  or  60 
miles  of  Port  Sill.  Okla.  Several  available  locaUons  for  an 
Oklahoma  air  base  have  been  suggested — one  In  Cotton 
County,  25  or  30  mUes  to  the  south,  one  several  miles  east  of 
Fort  Sill,  and  still  another  location  west  of  El  Reno,  where  the 
War  Department  now  owns  several  sections  of  land.  Certainly 
such  a  base  should  be  immediately  placed  somewhere  in 
southwest  Oklahoma. 

Recent  developments  and  disclosures  of  "fifth  column"  ac- 
tivities, spies,  saboteurs,  and  other  subversive  acUvities  along 
the  Mexican  border,  and  especially  across  the  Rio  Grande  in 
Mexico,  cannot  be  laughed  off  nor  Ignored.  It  is  well  known 
that  there  is  but  one  air  base  between  Kansas  and  Mexico. 
That  air  base  Is,  of  course,  at  San  Antonio— only  a  few  min- 
utes by  air  from  the  Mexican  border.  With  our  vast  re- 
sources in  the  Southwest,  and  parUcularly  considering  our 
great  oil  fields,  coal  fields,  lead  and  zinc  mines,  we  cannot 
afford  to  permit  them  to  go  unprotected  from  any  potential 
enemy,  whether  they  be  Communists.  Fascists.  Nazis,  or 
••fifth  column"  spies,  who  might  come  over  the  Mexican 
border  riding  their  Trojan  horses.     [Api^use.] 

I  understand  hearings  on  the  Military  Establishment  bill 
will  start  tomorrow,  and  I  have  requested  the  opportunity  of 
^jpearing  before  that  subcommittee  to  stress  the  necessity 
of  an  air  base  to  be  established  in  Oklahoma,  and  give  notice 
now  that  I  shall  leave  no  stone  unturned,  either  before  the 
committee  or  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  to  see  that  every 
reasonable  effort  Is  made  that  this  be  done. 

Let  me  say  in  passing  that  I  agree  thoroughly  with  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  and  others  that  Congress 
should  immediately  make  adequate  defense  preparations,  but 
that  those  preparations  should  be  made,  not  for  an  offensive 
warfare  against  anyone  or  any  nation,  but  to  defend  our- 
selves against  the  invasion  of  any  war-mad  or  power-mad 
country  that  might  be  foolish  enough  to  ever  attack  us.  This, 
of  course,  will  never  occur  if  we  really  protect  ourselves  now 
against  any  invasion  of  a  foreign  foe  and  also  against  enemies 
within  our  borders. 

The  American  Legion.  In  State  and  National  conventions, 
year  after  year,  has  repeatedly  warned  the  country  against 
subversive  un-American  activitiea  In  the  United  States.  So 
has  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars.  Some  of  those  on  this 
floor  today  who  are  now  becoming  somewhat  excited  about 
our  defense  program,  as  well  as  the  subversive  activities,  have 
heretofore  scoffed  at  the  Legion,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars, 
and  other  patriotic  organizations  which  have  had  the  courage 
and  foresight  to  warn  the  country  repeatedly  of  the  neoessity 
of  curbing,  jailing,  and,  if  necessary,  deporting  the  damnable, 
treacherous  foreign  spies  within  our  own  borders.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

It  is  also  very  significant  that  some  Members  of  Congress 
who  today,  and  during  the  past  several  days,  are  bitter  In 
their  criticism  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  for 
what  they  call  his  tardiness  in  bringing  to  the  attention 
of  the  Congress  the  necessity  for  a  well-rounded  program  of 
national  defense,  only  a  few  short  months  ago  were  using 
every  scheme  and  exciise  passible  to  thwart,  delay,  and 
actually  defeat  the  President's  preparedness  program.  As 
I  pointed  out  on  the  floor  of  this  House  a  few  days  ago.  one 
of  the  high-powered  Republican  spellbinders  who  always 
manages  to  insert  partisanship  in  any  speech  he  makes  on 
the  floor  of  this  House,  and  who  never  fails  to  grasp  the 
opportunity  of  lambasting,  ridiculing,  and  unduly  criticizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  only  last  Jime  enthusias- 
tically supported  an  amendment  to  a  defense  bill  prohibiting 
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the  construction  of  more  than  1,000  planes  in  any  1  year. 
He  Is  the  same  gentleman  who  criticizes  the  President  because 
as  he  says  'the  administration's  hindsight  is  so  much  better 
than  its  foresight." 

Today  my  good  friend  the  able  gentleman  from  Maine 
[Mr.  Brewster]  repeatedly  referred  to  the  gentleman  farmer 
from  Hyde  Park-  I  am  not  sure  that  I  know  the  gentleman 
to  whom  he  refers.  Furthermore.  I  hope  that  I  am  mistaken 
In  the  inference  I  gathered  from  his  remarks.  But  if  the 
gentleman  from  Maine,  in  his  caustic  remarks  and  veiled 
criticisms,  has  reference  to  our  great,  beloved  Chief  Execu- 
tive, then  I  will  say  to  him  that  for  my  part,  so  far  as  na- 
tional defense  is  concerned,  I  expect  in  the  future,  as  in  the 
past,  to  go  along  with  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt      [Applause.] 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Yes;  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Maine. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  was  not  on  the  floor,  but  I  under- 
stand that  my  reference  to  the  farmer  from  Hyde  Park  was 
applied  to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Well,  I  will  say  to  my  friend 
that  I  said  I  did  not  know  to  whom  the  gentleman  referred 
but  assumed  he  had  in  mind  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  certainly  want  to  clear  the  record 
Immediately.  I  thought  that  my  discussion  was  sufficiently 
clear  to  indicate  the  one  to  whom  I  referred.  I  referred  to 
the  recent  newspaper  report  that  the  President  had  desig- 
nated Secretary  Morgenthau  as  the  Industrial  coordinator. 
My  remark  was  not  at  all  applied  to  the  President,  because 
I  know  his  interest  in  the  Navy  and  his  very  great  desire  to 
see  us  adequately  defended. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  that  explanation. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Pish!  a  few  mo- 
ments ago  delivered  an  interesting  address.  But  as  usual,  the 
distinguished  gentleman  was  unable  to  conclude  without 
criticising  the  President.  I  am  glad  to  note,  however,  that 
even  the  gentleman  from  New  York  is  becoming  much  less 
vicious  in  his  criticisms  of  the  President,  to  whom  he  refers 
as  "his  constituent."  His  mellowing  attitude  would  indicate 
that  his  distinguished  constituent  from  Hyde  Park,  who  is 
today  the  most  popular  and  best  beloved  citizen  in  all  the 
world,  is  a  whale  of  a  lot  more  popular  up  in  his  New  York 
district  than  the  gentleman  who  has  been  so  critical  of  him 
evidently  thought  he  was  a  few  months  ago.     [Applause.] 

Let  me  add  here  that  although  I  find  myself  seldom  in 
agreement  with  the  gentleman  from  New  York.  I  agree  with 
him  that  this  Congress  should  not  adjourn  during  this  inter- 
national crisis  imtil  the  President's  defense  program  has  been 
enacted  in  full.  [Applause.]  And  I  know  that  the  entire 
delegation  in  Congress  frwn  Oklahoma  voice  the  same  senti- 
ment. I  can  go  further  with  the  gentleman  in  sasrlng  that 
the  Congress  should  not  adjourn  while  this  crisis  is  so  acute 
and  uncertain  unless,  and  until,  this  Congress  raises  the  tax 
limit  or  authorizes  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  to 
begin  working  on  a  bill  to  do  so,  provided  by  law.  This  Con- 
gress must  not  ignore  the  fact  that  we  must  enact  a  tax  bill 
to  raise  whatever  finances  are  necessary  to  meet  the  demands 
for  the  payment  of  the  President's  defense  program.  To  do 
so  would  not  only  be  shortsighted  and  indefensible  but  it  would 
be  running  out  on  the  people  whom  we  represent.    [Applause.] 

I  cannot  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  how- 
ever, in  his  advocacy  of  what  he  calls  the  "manufactiurers' 
sales  tax"  to  finance  the  entire  defense  program.  That,  in 
my  judgment,  is  unthinkable.  During  my  7  years  in  the 
State  Senate  of  Oklahoma  I  consistently  voted  against  all 
sales-tax  legislation.  One  of  the  first  bills  I  was  called  upon 
to  vote  for  when  I  came  to  this  Congress  back  in  those  dark 
days  of  Republican  misrule  imder  the  Hoover  regime  was 
the  so-called  Hoover  Federal  sales-tax  bill.  I  refused  to 
vote  for  it  then,  believing  as  I  did  and  still  do.  that  a  sales 
tax  is  a  poor  man's  tax.    It  was  conceived  and  brought  forth 


by  the  greedy  rich  who  desired  to  escape  Income  taxes.  It 
is  fOT  the  purpose  of  heaping  the  burden  of  the  Government 
on  those  less  able  to  pay.  Let  those  of  us  who  pay  Income 
taxes  dig  a  little  deeper  and  as  we  dig,  thank  God  that  we 
live  in  America,  about  the  one  and  only  democracy  left  on 
the  face  of  the  globe. 

Some  of  those  of  you  who  are  criticising  this  legislation, 
yet  who  will  vote  for  it,  insist  on  saying  that  Congress  is 
becoming  hysterical  in  rushing  through  this  defense  legis- 
lation. Certainly  there  is  nothing  hysterical,  unreasonable, 
or  impractical  about  the  pending  defense  bill.  It  is  alto- 
gether possible  that  additional  defense  bills  may  of  neces- 
sity be  brought  here  before  very  long.  We  cannot  ignore 
our  responsibilities.  We  must  not  run  out  on  our  Presi- 
dent or  the  people  who  are  looking  to  us  to  enact  all  needed 
preparedness  legislation  now.  We  cannot  afford  to  run 
home  to  campaign,  or  for  any  other  reason,  during  this 
crisis,  as  long  as  we  are  needed  in  Washington.  What  hap- 
pens to  us  individually  is  of  little  consequence  when  the 
destiny  of  our  Nation  is  at  stake.     [Applause.] 

In  closing  may  I  express  the  hope  that  there  will  not 
be  a  single  vote  cast  against  the  pending  bill.  Let  us  pre- 
sent a  solid  front.  That  is  the  language  that  the  power- 
mad  dictators  understand.  A  united  front  today  is  another 
notice  to  the  war-mad  dictators  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  is  determined  to  be  adequately  prepared  to 
defend  the  liberties  of  American  citizens  against  any  foreign 
foe.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  jrield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  use  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Stefan]. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  many  a  truth  has  been 
spoken  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  but  none  can  overshadow 
Napoleon's  remark  that  "an  army  marches  on  its  stomach." 
Pood  supplies  in  wartime  have  always  created  a  problem.  To 
keep  the  kitchen  moving  with  advancing  troops  is  as  essential 
to  a  successful  campaign  as  high-geared  munition  trains. 
TTie  morale  of  an  army  depends  on  how  it  is  fed.  That  is  why 
I  now  present  to  you  the  necessity  of  including  roads  in  a 
national -defense  program.  America  has  thotisands  of  lines 
of  secondary  highways  that  are  in  need  of  improvement  and 
in  many  cases  reconstruction.  They  constitute  the  all-im- 
portant network  that  connects  our  rich  agricultural  back 
coimtry  with  our  main  arterial  highways.  Tons  and  tons 
of  food  consimied  in  metropolitan  areas  are  transported  over 
these  highways  daily.  But  this  is  normal,  peacetime  service. 
In  time  of  war,  their  Importance  is  doubled.  Their  depend- 
ability must  be  beyond  question.  They  must  serve  us  under 
all  conditions,  all  tests. 

Highway  engineers  report  that  thoxisands  of  miles  of 
America's  rural  roads  are  still  fit  for  nothing  more  than 
"horse  and  buggy"  traffic.  They  are  dirt  paths  of  another  era. 
During  the  spring  thaw  and  wet  seasons  they  present  their 
problems.  Often  they  become  altogether  useless.  Yet  we 
look  to  these  roadways  to  get  fresh  foodstuffs  and  dairy  prod- 
ucts to  market  and  to  carry  millions  of  rural  school  children 
to  educational  centers  daily.  Failure  of  these  roads  in  time 
of  national  distress  would  place  our  military  units  in  a  grave 
situation.  We  must  not  sit  back  now — now  when  we 
have  the  opportunity  to  overcome  these  deflciencies.  We 
must  make  a  real  effort  to  eliminate  and  iron  out  all  our 
weaknesses  so  that  our  defensive  strength  will  indeed  have 
that  invulnerable  quality  of  which  the  President  speaks. 

But  a  few  months  ago,  a  national  highway  survey  was  made 
by  a  group  of  American  road  builders.  It  was  made  pur- 
posely to  compare  our  present  sjrstem  of  highways  with  road 
facilities  actually  needed  for  our  mechanized  Army.  Their 
findings  were  alarming.    The  report  reads: 

American  military  forces  would  be  hopelessly  entangled  within  24 
hours  because  of  lack  of  adequate  highways  for  troops  and  supply 
movement  In  the  event  of  an  armed  invasion. 

That  should  strike  home,  gentlemen,  because  it  goes  to  the 
very  roots  of  our  first  line  of  roads.  It  attacks  our  road  system 
from  our  main  highways  on  down.    The  assertion  in  this  re- 
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port  that  ofor  highways  are  entirely  inadequate  for  "•*****«' 
defense  certainly  is  sufficient  warning  to  stimulate  aome  action 
cm  our  part, 
m 


The  report  further  states — 

tt  is  good  policy  to  prepare  for  war.  Beading  the  list  of  defense 
prepkaratlons  that  constitute  the  best  possible  investment  while  at 
peace  Is  a  modem  highway  system.  •  •  •  Roads  buUt  for  rapid 
tranqwrtatlon  of  mechanized  units  wUl  serve  equaUy  weU  (or  n^id 
transixntatlon  of  American  ciUsens  in  automobUes,  buaes,  trucko, 
and  traUers  while  the  country  Is  at  peace. 

So  the  appropriation  for  highways  meet  a  twofold  pur- 
pose. They  stand  for  cultiu'al  and  commercial  profit  in 
peacetime  and  for  defense  in  time  of  conflict  It  has  been 
proved  that  efficient  military  mobility  is  only  possible  on  an 
adequate  system  of  modem  roadways.  European  warfare  has 
proved  this  fact.  Mounted  m  nibber-tlred  wheels,  armies 
move  200  miles  and  more  a  day.  Armies  can  be  split  and 
reunited  again  in  a  matter  of  hours.  They  can  be  caicen- 
trated  on  sectors  and  quickly  moved  to  other  points  of  de- 
fense, but  only  on  a  ssrstem  of  modem  interregional  motor- 
wmys.  With  the  best  road-construction  engineering  minds  In 
the  country  attempting  to  work  out  plans  to  overcome  these 
defects,  I  feel  our  cooperation  and  support  is  a  major  factor 
in  the  success  of  their  efforts. 

.  There  are  no  specifically  designated  national  military 
roads,  according  to  the  War  Department.  Lt.  Col.  Paul  Tom- 
baugh,  speaking  for  the  Department,  recently  said — 

Highways  which  must  be  constructed  for  commerce  and  na- 
tional development  will,  in  general,  be  Identical  with  those 
required  for  military  pmpoaea. 

We  can  well  assume,  then,  that  recommendations  of  the 
Public  Road  Administration  for  a  system  of  peacetime  high- 
ways will  be  favorably  regarded  by  the  military  authorities. 
Peacetime  and  military  highways  are.  after  all,  sjmonymous. 
An  adequate  road  system,  minus  traffic  congestion  at  impor- 
tant centers,  is  the  paramount  necessity  in  both  cases.  Con- 
gested areas  are  not  an  uncommon  thing  in  our  present  road 
system.  Main  highwas^  pour  thousands  of  cars  hourly  into 
already  heavy  dty  traffic.  We  find  trucks  carrying  essential 
food  and  commercial  products  converging  at  these  points  and 
kMing  hours  of  time  in  their  movement.  If  this  happens  t<x 
our  commercial  and  i^easure  vehicles  in  normal  times,  Imlig- 
ine  the  confusion  troop  movements  would  encounter  if  uiou- 
sands  of  men.  himdreds  of  equiixnent  pieces,  and  suwly 
trucks  were  suddenly  required  to  move  swiftly  and  wltlwtif 
hitch.  To  reroute  our  main  arteries  of  supply  leading  to 
these  centers  is  the  only  answer. 

I  began  by  warning  you  of  our  poor  system  of  secondary 
roads  which  carry  daily  food  supplies  to  metropolitan  centers. 
And  I  mean  to  reiterate — they  are  sorely  in  need  of  atten- 
tion. You  have  heard  the  report  of  leading  American  engi- 
neers on  our  primary  system  of  roads.  It  pcHnts  out  that  to 
correct  our  deflciencies,  many  problems  are  Involved.  In 
fact,  so  great  are  our  needs  in  the  flrst  line  of  highways  that 
no  consideration  was  given  to  the  farm-to-market  road.  We 
know,  however,  that  time,  money,  and  great  energy  in  man- 
hours  are  put  forth  each  year  on  our  secondary  highway 
system.  We  know  that  our  road  builders  recognize  their 
importance  In  relation  to  the  primary  system,  so  I  say,  let  us 
recognize  the  role  we  legislators  i^ay  in  bringing  about  a 
gimnt  united  effort  to  combat  oiu:  highway  shortcomings. 

Our  neglected  secondary  roads  are  doing  a  Job  that  is  al- 
most l>eyond  their  ability  to  perform.  In  the  West,  we  And 
trucks  hauling  cattle,  grain,  and  wheat.  Coming  east  to 
industrial  centers,  we  find  them  conveying  coal,  reinforcing 
and  fabricated  steel.  In  the  South  we  find  the  movement  of 
food,  clothing,  and  machinery,  as  well  as  refrigerator  trucks 
bearing  fresh  fruits  and  vegetables.  These  feeder  highwajrs 
bring  all  this  commerce  into  common  veins  of  traffic  which 
connect  different  regions  and  centers  of  distribution,  lliey 
are  like  the  nerves  of  the  hmnan  body  which  perform  the 
function  of  keeping  all  parts  coordinated.  They  make  up 
an  integral  part  of  our  national  life  in  peace  and  our  national 
defense  in  time  of  war. 


You  have  bttt  to  read  the  news  from  the  war-torn  coun- 
tries of  Europe  today  to  realize  the  importance  of  roads.  It 
was  the  privilege  of  a  few  of  us  to  visit  Germany  some 
months  ago  and  inspect  the  himdreds  of  miles  of  "autobahns" 
or  superhighways  which  stretch  across  that  country  to  see 
the  importance  of  highway  systems  in  time  of  war.  We 
inspected  the  farm-to-market  or  secondary  highways  in  that 
country.  We  found  how  these  secondary  roads  are  closely 
linked  to  these  superhighways  in  order  to  facilitate  the  rapid 
transit  of  foods  to  the  highly  mechanized  troops  which  so 
rapidly  traverse  over  these  "autobahns"  from  one  part  of  the 
country  to  another.  In  idannlng  national  defense  here  in 
America  we  cannot  eliminate  the  importance  of  the  roads 
which  lead  to  the  doors  of  our  Nation's  source  of  food  and 
raw  materials.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SabatrI. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  did  not  intend  to  take  any 
of  the  time  of  the  Committee,  but  am  moved  to  say  a  lew 
words  because  of  receiving  only  about  an  hour  ago  a  special- 
delivery  letter  from  a  man  whom  I  consider  one  of  the  most 
promising  experts  on  airplane  construction  that  I  have  ever 
had  the  pleasure  of  meeting.  About  2  years  ago  I  urged  the 
Air  Corps  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  to  accord  him  a 
hearing  and  have  experts  go  over  with  him  ideas  and  desigiis 
that  he  had  long  been  working  on  for  the  perfection  of  the 
helicopter  and  also  for  aerial  torpedoes. 

My  interest  in  such  things  had  been  greatly  increased  by 
my  realization  at  about  that  time  that  the  Nation  needed  a 
great  deal  more  preparedness  for  defensive  purposes  than  it 
then  had.  It  was  on  March  18,  1938,  to  be  exact,  that  I  made 
a  speech  here  in  which  I  pointed  out  my  belief  that  Adolf 
Hitler  was  a  man  who  had  an  insatiable  ambition  for  world 
dominion  in  the  back  of  his  head  and  that  it  behooved  the 
United  States  to  prepare  itself  for  any  emergency.  Alxjut 
everything  I  predicted  has  already  come  true.  This  was 
within  a  few  days  of  the  time  Hitler  took  Austria.  I  predicted 
he  would  also  take  Czechoslovakia,  Danzig,  and  then  Poland. 
I  cannot  resist  quoting  Just  a  few  words  here  from  my  speech 
of  March  18.  1938,  and  then  the  House  can  Judge  for  itself 
bow  nearly  I  was  right: 

"HiCTe  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  in  my  mind  but  that  Hitler.  llu»> 
aollnl,  and  the  raving -mad  Japanese  war  lords  are  In  a  conspiracy  to 
divide  the  entire  world  among  themselves.  Great  Britain,  rather 
late,  is  commencing  to  realize  its  danger.  Does  Poland  realize  her 
danger?    If  this  nefarious  triumvirate  should  effect  the  dismember- 

ent  of  the  great  British  Empire,  what  would  become  of  Canada? 
Cbuld  we  still  feel  free  and  at  ease  without  present-day  Canada? 

I  asked  that  question  of  you  more  than  2  years  ago,  and  in 
the  light  of  what  has  transpired  since  that  time  I  repeat  the 
question  now.  If  Germany  proves  to  be  powerful  and  auda- 
cious enough  to  attack  Great  Britain  and  deprive  her  of  her 
colonies  and  dominions,  of  which  Canada  is  one,  I  submit  that 
Hitler  would  not  be  too  far  removed  from  us  to  give  us  plenty 
of  concern.  Of  course,  alohg  with  every  other  American,  I 
am  hoping  against  hope  that  if  he  does  try  it  be  will  fail,  and 
fail  miserably. 

I  am  recalling  the  thoughts  that  were  in  my  mind  2  years 
ago  to  explain  why  I  was  taking  new  interest  in  the  develop- 
ment of  all  types  of  military  aircraft,  and  why  in  that  speech 
I  became  for  the  first  time  an  advocate  of  Irtg  and  bigger 
preparedness  and  voted  for  the  enlarged  national  defense 
program  as  urged  by  I^resident  Roosevelt.  I  felt  that  because 
of  this  war  maniac  Hitler  we  should  have  oiough  defense 
preparedness  to  be  able  to  cope  with  any  eventuality  that 
might  arise.  And  I  am  thinking  now  that  we  started  none 
too  soon. 

At  the  time  I  made  the  speech  I  have  alhided  to  some  of 
my  colleagues  thought  I  was  fearful  about  things  that  could 
never  happen,  but  they  are  happening,  and  in  view  of  con- 
ditions I  feel  that  we  should  not  delay  or  hesitate,  but  should 
make  every  preparation  possible  for  a  warm  reception  for 
Adolf  Hitler  and  his  military  satellites  if  they  should  ever 
dare  to  place  a  foot  on  American  shores. 

Personally,  I  am  against  sending  a  single  American  boy  or 
man  across  the  seas  [applause],  but  I  am  perfectly  willing 
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and  anxious  to  do  everything  on  earth  short  of  that  to  make 
ourselves  impregnable  and  safe. 

But.  Mr.  Chairman,  coming  back  to  the  communication 
which  I  have  just  received  and  which  time  does  not  permit 
me  to  read,  but  which  I  shall  turn  over  to  the  committee, 
I  wish  to  say  that  a  few  days  before  making  the  preparedness 
speech  which  I  mentioned,  a  colleague  of  mine  asked  that  I 
grant  an  interview  to  a  gentleman  of  extraordinary  ability  in 
aircraft  construction.  Acting  upon  that  request  I  met  the 
gentleman  and  I  was  actually  amazed  with  the  knowledge  he 
possessed  and  with  the  experience  he  had  had  in  aeronautics. 
As  I  recollect,  he  was  a  man  who  was  an  instructor  in  aviation 
during  the  World  War  and  had  devised  many  improvements 
of  aircraft.  He  urged  me  to  obtain  the  interest  of  the  aero- 
nautics divisions  of  the  departments  to  which  he  sought  to 
submit  a  model  of  his  helicopter  which  he  claimed  had  greater 
speed  and  lifting  power  than  any  other  theretofore  devised. 

I  then  urged  the  Department  to  give  consideration  to  his 
Invention,  whereupon  he  was  invited  to  Washington  and 
made  several  trips  here  and  to  Dajrton,  Ohio,  and  had  con- 
ferences with  General  Arnold  and  several  other  oflBcers, 
most  of  whom  he  had  worked  with  during  the  war,  and 
from  the  correspondence  which  he  showed  me  it  appeared 
they  were  familiar  with  his  extxaordinary  ability.  However, 
they  stipulated  that  he  should  first  build  a  helicopter  and 
aerial  bomber  for  demonstration  purposes.  He  jwinted  out 
to  them  that  he  was  without  means  but  that  with  a  small 
allowance  he  would  do  so.  While  we  had  appropriated 
$2,000,000  for  experimental  purposes,  the  Department  failed 
to  allocate  to  him  a  few  thousand  dollars  to  build  a  hell- 
copter  which  he  believed  would  enable  him  to  prove  con- 
clusively his  contention  as  to  its  worth  and  practicability. 
He  then  appealed  to  several  of  his  friends  with  whom  I 
Joined  in  contributing  enough  to  enable  him  to  construct  a 
6-foot  model  which,  in  a  demonstration  that  I  witnessed, 
raised  and  flew  according  to  his  prediction.  He  brought  the 
model  to  Washington  and  it  was  then  demanded  of  him  that 
he  build  a  model  large  enough  to  demonstrate  by  an  actual 
flying  trial.  Without  finances  he  was  unable  to  do  so,  and 
he  left  Washington  to  again  obtain  the  help  of  friends  to 
raise  sufBcient  money  to  construct  the  larger  model.  I  was 
informed  a  few  months  ago  that  he  was  successful  in  raising 
enough  funds  to  start  construction  on  the  helicopter  as  well 
as  on  an  aerial  bomber. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  call  attention  to  this  situation  because  I 
feel  that  the  knowledge  of  such  an  Inventor  should  have  been 
sought  by  our  air  service  and  that  a  few  thousand  dollars — 
not  hundreds  of  thousands — should  have  been  allocated  to 
him  to  build  a  helicopter  on  the  basis  of  the  successful 
demonstration  of  the  small  model  which  he  had  constructed 
on  his  own  time  and  without  expense  to  the  Government. 
I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  not  an  engineer  or  a  mechanic,  but 
I  was  tremendously  impressed,  and  requested  several  out- 
standing engineers  to  check  and  investigate  as  to  the  prac- 
ticability of  his  device. 

He  informed  me  later  that  three  or  four  of  the  engineers 
predicted  to  him  that  his  principle  some  day  would  be 
adopted.  I  again  asked  the  Department  to  give  him  an  op- 
portunity, but  to  no  avail.  I  therefore  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  our  experts  and  engineers  in  this  field  feel  that  no  one 
not  actually  connected  with  their  Department  has  anything 
worth  while.  In  taking  that  attitude  I  feel  they  are  making 
a  great  mistake.  I  understand  that  millions  are  being  ex- 
pended for  experimental  purposes,  and  I  cannot  understand 
why  an  individual  of  such  knowledge  and  inventive  ca- 
pacity should  not  have  t)een  allotted  a  small  amount  and 
welcomed  to  aid  them  in  developing  his  helicopter.  This 
gentleman  stated  to  me  that  he  knew  as  a  fact  that  Germany 
had  spent  over  $3 ,000.000  to  develop  a  helicopter  and  that  our 
own  country  as  well  as  private  concerns  had  failed  in  their 
attempts  to  develop  a  satisfactory  helicopter.  He  gave  me 
the  underlying  reasons  why  they  failed  and  how  he  could 
overcome  the  defects  that  were  responsible  for  their  failures. 
Therefore  I  hope — and  I  address  the  chairman  of  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee — that  you  will  look  into  this  situation. 
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I  turn  over  to  you  the  recent  letter  I  received  from  the  gen- 
tleman, not  wishing  to  burden  you  with  many  letters  on  the 
subject.  In  the  hope  that  without  undue  delay  he  will  be 
assigned  to  a  plant  to  make  possible  the  completion  of  the 
devices  he  has  started  to  construct. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  you  and  the  membership  have  observed, 
I  have  not  mentioned  the  name  of  this  gentleman,  as  I  do 
not  want  to  have  anyone  assume  that  I  want  to  publicize 
him  but  I  repeat.  I  have  the  utmost  confidence  in  his  ability, 
because  since  his  boyhood  he  has  si)ent  nearly  30  years  of 
his  life  studying  and  experimenting  with  aeronautics.  I  feel 
In  honor  bound  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
possibility  of  the  utilization  of  this  man's  services  in  our 
defense  plans,  and  at  the  same  time  I  hope  he  will  receive 
consideration  by  those  in  charge  and  whose  duty  it  is  to  avail 
themselves,  especially  at  this  time,  of  any  and  all  devices  that 
will  not  only  improve  but  tremendously  reduce  the  cost  of  our 
aircraft  program.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  3^eld  such  time 
as  he  may  desire  to  use  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
LtnJLowl. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  asked,  for  this  very 
brief  time  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee  a  ques- 
tion. I  may  say  that  I  am  following  the  very  able  leader- 
ship of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  with  regard  to  naval 
preparedness,  and  I  note  that  we  are  spending  something 
like  $2,000,000,000  on  a  naval-expansion  program.  I  want 
to  ask  the  distinguished  chairman  if  provision  is  to  be  made 
in  this  elaborate  program  of  preparedness  f(»:  the  training 
of  Negroes  for  the  Navy  and  for  aviation  service  in  the 
Navy.  The  Negroes  of  America  have  demonstrated  their 
loy{dty,  courage,  and  patriotism  in  every  war  in  which  our 
country  has  been  engaged.  I  note  that  there  Is  a  naval  sta- 
tion at  Charlotte  Amalie  in  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  it  occurs 
to  me  this  would  be  a  very  proper  and  appropriate  place 
to  inaugurate  training  for  Negroes  for  the  naval  service. 
What  can  the  gentleman  tell  me  about  that? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  that  all  laws  apply  to  all  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  equally,  and  any  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  regardless  of  his  race  or  color,  who  can  com- 
ply with  these  requirements  is  eligible  for  military  training. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.    I  thank  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  remainder  of  my 
time  to  myself. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Tlie  gentleman  Is  recognized  for  18 
minutes. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  Is  not  something 
brand  new  or  hysterically  arrived  at.  It  Is  merely  carrying 
out  a  program  which  was  worked  out  by  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment and  our  committee  and  recommended  2  years  ago, 
long  before  the  present  European  war  broke  out.  I  know 
everybody  in  the  House  is  going  to  support  this  bill;  they 
are  all  for  national  defense.  The  only  thing  that  surprises 
me.  In  view  of  the  almost  unanimous  present  support  for 
national  defense  and  the  fact  that  everybody  in  the  House 
apparently  has  been  advocating  all  of  these,  things  for  years. 
Is  why  this  was  not  all  passed  long  ago.  At  last  Congress 
Is  going  to  ptiss  bills  that  it  now  appears  practically  every 
Member  has  been  ardently  advocating  for  years.  There  are 
cmly  one  or  two  elements  that  are  new  at  all  In  this  bill,  and 
they  are  part  of  the  general  plan.  One  Is  to  provide  for 
Federal  acquisition  of  Naval  Reserve  aviation  bases.  There 
is  no  use  in  training  thousands  of  pilots  to  be  reserves  in  case 
of  war  and  then  not  provide  facilities  to  keep  up  their 
training,  because  If  a  pilot  does  not  fly  constantly  he  loses 
the  touch  and  is  not  available  for  flying  duty  when  needed. 
After  being  away  from  flying  for  a  year  or  two,  a  man 
becomes  not  only  rusty  but  even  dangerous.  It  Is  better  to 
take  and  train  a  brand  new  youngster  who  has  never  flown 
an  airplane.  Therefore,  we  must  provide  facilities  to  keep 
up  the  flying  of  those  we  are  today  training  as  pilots.  We 
have  provided  for  that  in  this  bill.  We  have  also  provided 
that  if  additional  naval  air  operating  bases  and  auxiliary 
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bases  become  necessary  either  in  outlying  Islands  or  any- 
where else,  the  authority  Is  there  to  Inunediately  c<xivert 
them  to  the  defense  of  this  Nation. 

We  have  provided  that  the  Navy  shall  build  not  less  than 
48  lighter-than-air  ships.  Those  are  expected  to  be  nearly, 
If  not  entirely,  all  nonrigid  blimps.  The  blimp  has  demon- 
strated tremendous  value  In  offshore  patrol  work. 

Another  recognition  in  this  bill  is  that  the  Navy  has 
come  to  the  conclusion  in  conjunction  with  the  Army  that 
the  Navy  will  have  to  be  prepared  to  provide  for  its  own 
protection  for  its  own  shore  base  facilities.  Heretofore  the 
theory  and  plan  has  been  that  the  Navy  operated  far  out 
at  sea,  and  the  Army  defended  all  land  bases,  whether 
Army  or  Navy,  but  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Army  may 
have  to  concentrate  Its  entire  force  suddenly  in  a  certain 
area  and  the  Army  air  force  in  a  sudde  a  effort  may  be  re- 
quired in  an  entirely  different  theater  of  operation  from 
fixed  shore  bases,  it  has  become  apparent  that  the  Navy,  in 
addition  to  the  planes  necessary  for  fighting  and  patrol 
with  the  fieet,  has  to  have  a  complement  to  protect  its  own 
shore  facilities.  This  bill  in  providing  10.000  planes  recog- 
nizes that,  and  will  provide  the  pilots  and  the  planes  neces- 
«ary  for  the  complete  fleet  operation,  with  expanded  bases 
for  the  increase  in  patrol  planes.  The  bill  also  provides 
training  planes  necessary,  and  the  minimum  requirements 
f(x-  air  protection  of  the  continental  shore  bctse  naval 
activity  as  well  as  their  outlying  bases. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.     Yes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Page  3,  lines  2  and  3  read: 

And  In  such  vicinities  as  be  may.  In  his  discretion,  deem  ad- 
vlMtble.  $10,000,000. 

Could  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  imder  that  language, 
expend  money  In  the  fortification  of  Guam? 

Mr.  MAAS.  No.  It  says  within  the  continental  limits 
of  the  United  States,  as  I  read  the  bill.  The  first  part,  at 
the  bottom  of  page  1,  refers  to  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States. 

BIT.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    Tes. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  It  is  distinctly  imderstood  that 
Of  the  $10,000,000  referred  to  in  the  two  places  in  the  bill 
by  the  committee,  not  one  dollar  of  that  money  will  be 
expended  at  Guam.  Guam  Is  out  of  the  picture  so  far  as 
this  Congress  Is  concerned,  but  gentlemen,  by  that  statement, 
should  not  understand  that  we  agree  that  Guam  should  be 
out  of  the  picture  In  the  next  Congress. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield  further— in 
other  words,  the  language  in  lines  2  and  3  at  the  top  of 
page  3,  while  It  permits  a  wide  range  outside  ctmtlnental 
United  States,  yet  by  agreement  the  money  is  not  to  be 
used  for  Guam.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MAAS.  That  Is  correct,  but  I  will  say  that  It  was 
not  done  with  my  approval.  If  I  had  my  way  we  would 
fortify  Guam  tomorrow  morning.  I  think  history  win  dem- 
onstrate that  one  of  the  worst  votes  ever  cast  in  this  House 
was  the  vote  against  fortifying  Guam.  When  this  Nation 
says  to  the  world  that  we  are  not  going  to  defend  any  part 
of  our  territory.  It  Is  a  sad  state  of  affairs. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman 
exactly  about  the  fortification  of  Guam.  But  Congress  has 
spoken,  this  Congress  has  rejected  It.  and  every  Member 
can  understand  definitely  and  positively  that  not  one  dollar 
of  this  money  will  be  spent  at  Guam  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MAAS.  That  is  correct.  The  Navy  Department  takes 
It  as  a  directive.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  Congress  turned 
down  Guam,  that  they  must  not  spend  any  of  this  money 
there.  As  I  said,  if  I  had  anything  to  do  with  It,  they  cer- 
tainly would  spend  a  part  of  It  over  there,  and  right  now. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
once  again? 


Mr.MAAa    Certainly. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  As  the  gentleman  said  to  me  earUer 
In  the  afternoon,  he  did  not  want  to  argue  with  me  on 
that  point,  and  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  at  this  time 
that  he  certainly  cannot  get  Into  any  argument  on  this 
with  me  now  and  this  new  program  which  we  are  now 
launching,  insofar  as  the  fortification  of  Guam  Is  con- 
cerned. I  am  astonished  that  the  committee  has  had  an 
agreement  with  reference  to  this  particular  language. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr,  MAAS.    I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Those  present  will  remember 
that  earlier  in  this  Congress  a  bill  was  before  us  to  provide 
a  minor  air-defense  program  at  Guam,  and  the  Congress 
rejected  It.  The  usual  procedure  is  that  when  a  bill  has 
been  defeated  during  a  session  of  Congress  it  Is  not  brought 
up  again  during  that  Congress.  At  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress, however,  the  matter  of  Guam  will  be  presented  again 
for  further  consideration. 

Mr.  MAAS.  And  I  predict  that  it  will  pass  overwhelm- 
ingly. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    So  do  I. 

Mr.  MAAS.  If  we  had  fortified  Guam  2  years  ago  we 
would  not  now  be  worrying  about  what  might  happen  to 
the  Dutch  East  Indies,  for  we  would  not  have  to  worry 
about  It.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CHURCH.    How  long  would  It  take  to  fortify  Guam? 

Mr.  MAAS.  It  would  depend  on  how  far  you  wanted  to 
go  in  providing  defenses  there.  We  could  at  least  dredge 
out  the  coral  heads  at  once. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Would  it  not  take  5  years  to  fortify 
Guam? 

Mr.  MAAS.  You  could  not  make  a  Gibraltar  out  of  Guam 
In  less  than  5  years.  But  let  me  tell  the  gentleman  some- 
thing. If  you  would  dredge  the  coral  heads  out  of  the  har- 
bor so  seaplanes  could  land  and  take  off  and  put  enough 
Marines  over  there  with  proper  equipment,  they  would  hold 
that  island  against  Japan  or  anyone  else  for  a  long  time. 

Let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  tliat  I  would 
rather  defend  America  over  there  than  over  here.  Let  me 
tell  you  that  the  way  to  keep  an  enemy  at  home  is  to  be  In 
such  a  position  that  you  can  strike  quickly  at  his  homeland 
If  he  attempts  acts  against  you.  Guam  could  serve  that 
purpose  for  us  and  would  keep  Japcm  at  home.  If  properly 
developed. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  How  well  you  could  fortify  Guam  and, 
In  what  length  of  time,  would  depend  on  the  money  at  our 
disposal  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MAAS.  You  could  prepare  Guam  to  withhold  a  con- 
siderable siege  in  a  matter  of  6  months  to  a  year. 

Ii4r.  CHURCH.  It  would  be  my  judgment  that  It  would 
take  from  3  to  5  years  to  do  it. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Changing  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion somewhat.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  concerning 
the  training  program.  I  understand  It  Is  proposed  to  give 
an  all-around  training  to  all  the  pilots? 

Mr.  MAAS.    That  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Let  me  finish  the  question  and 
then  I  would  be  very  happy  If  the  gentleman  would  explain 
the  training  plans.  As  I  understand  it.  flying  a  seaplane, 
flying  a  land-based  bomber,  and  working  from  an  aircraft 
carrier  are  so  entirely  different  that  when  you  are  In  a 
hurry  and  need  a  lot  of  pilots  you  can  save  time  by  train- 
ing a  pilot  to  do  just  one  of  those  things  and  keeping  him 
In  practice.  As  I  read  the  hearings,  however.  I  understand 
that  it  Is  proposed,  since  they  do  not  know  what  proportion 
of  the  planes  authorized  will  go  to  the  different  categories, 
that  they  are  going  to  give  these  new  pilots  an  all-around 
training.    I  wonder  if  it  would  not  be  better  to  train  these 
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men  to  be  specialists  In  flying  a  particular  type  of  ship,  if 
by  so  doing  we  woxild  not  train  them  more  rapidly  and 
keep  them  in  condition  more  economically. 

Mr.  MAAS.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  that 
that  is  exactly  what  the  Navy  is  doing. 

The  gentleman  understands,  of  course,  that  the  basic  train- 
ing is  the  same  for  all  naval  pilots.  After  they  receive  their 
basic  training  they  will  receive  a  specialized  course.  The 
primary  training  is  the  same,  that  is  fundamental.  Then 
they  are  divided  up  for  tactical  training  when  some  learn  to 
fly  the  big  boats,  some  the  pontoon  planes  for  duty  on  battle- 
ships and  cruisers,  and  others  go  to  landplanes,  which  is  the 
type  of  plane  used  on  the  carriers.  What  the  gentleman 
has  in  mind  is  exactly  what  the  Navy  is  going  to  do,  and  in 
fact  is  now  doing. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    I  am  delighted  to  know  that. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Does  the  gentleman  know  of 
any  potential  enemy  except  Japan  that  might  be  preparing 
to  fight  the  United  States  within  the  next  year  and  a  half? 

Mr.  MAAS.  I  do  not  know,  I  am  no  seer.  All  I  know 
is  that  America  is  the  garden  spot  of  the  world,  and  it  is 
hardly  feasible  to  believe  that  the  hungry  wolves  of  the 
rest  of  the  world  will  stay  out  of  our  garden  unless  we  build 
a  doggone  good  high  picket  fence;  and  that  is  what  I  want 
to  see  done  now  by  passing  this  bill. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  We  are  now  very  active  in  building  up 
our  national  defenses,  and  are  spending  a  tremendous 
amoimt  of  money  on  them.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  can 
give  us  any  assurance  that  after  this  war  is  over,  probably 
in  the  next  few  weeks  we  may  then  find  ourselves  playing 
OUT  part  in  an  armament-reduction  program? 

Mr.  MAAS.  I  feel  that  I  can  say  positively  that  not 
within  the  memory  of  any  of  the  Members  of  this  House 
shall  we  ever  again  see  any  of  our  American  ships  sunk 
by  a  treaty. 

Prom  now  on  we  will  build  such  a  Navy  as  we  need  for 
our  protection,  independent  of  what  anybody  else  does,  and 
then  we  will  maintain  it  forevermore.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has  expired.  The  Clerk  will 
read  the  bill  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  is 
hereby  authorized  to  acquire  or  construct  naval  airplanes  and  non- 
rigid  airships  and  spare  parts  and  equipment,  as  may  be  necessary 
to  provide  and  maintain  the  number  of  usefxil  naval  airplanes  at 
a  total  of  not  less  than  10,000,  Including  850  airplanes  for  the  Naval 
Reserve,  and  the  number  of  useful  nonrigld  airships  at  a  total  of 
not  less  than  48.  He  Is  also  authorized  to  provide  such  training 
facilities  as  may.  In  his  Judgment,  be  necesbary  for  16,000  naval 
aviators  and  enlisted  pilots:  Provided.  That  nothing  herein  shall  be 
oonstrued  to  limit  or  affect  the  responsibility  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  as  defined  In  the  act  of  July  12.  1921  (42  Stat.  141;  U.  S.  C. 
title  34,  sec.  732). 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Pag«  1.  line  4.  strike  out  "nonrlgld  airships"  and  Insert  "Ughter- 
than-alr  craft." 

Page  1,  line  9.  strike  out  "nonrlgld  airships"  and  insert  "Ughter- 
than-air  craft." 

>    The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  out  of 
order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Nichols]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  of  course,  I  shall  support 
this  bill  and  every  other  national-defense  bill.  I  am  be- 
coming a  little  alarmed,  though,  about  the  hysteria  that  has 
developed  in  this  Congress  toward  adjournment.  I  just  won- 
der what  the  hurry  is.    We  have  been  a  long  time  realizing 


that  this  Nation  is  not  adequately  prepared;  and  we  cannot 
hope  to,  within  a  few  short  days  after  this  realization  has 
dawned  on  us,  complete  legislation  which  will  completely 
meet  the  demands  of  national  defense  as  we  see  It  today. 

We  have  only  touched  the  surface  v;':  n  we  pass  a  bill  au- 
thorizing an  expansion  of  the  Army,  -uvy,  and  Air  Corps. 
If  we  do  that,  then  smugly  go  home  and  tell  our  folks  that 
we  have  done  a  great  job,  we  will  have  missed  the  point  a 
long  way.    There  is  no  hurry  to  get  home. 

Hitler  has  bragged  publicly  that  he  was  able  to  do  the 
speedy  and  devastating  job  he  has  done  in  Eurojie  largely  by 
reason  of  the  operation  of  what  he  chooses  to  call  the  "fifth 
column"  in  the  countries  of  Europe.  Anyone  who  thinks 
that  there  are  no  subversive  activities  going  on  in  the  United 
States  today  Is  one  who  refuses  to  face  the  facts.  At  the 
moment  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  has  only  a  force 
of  150  men  to  stamp  out  Communist,  Fascist.  Nazi,  and 
other  subversive  activities  In  the  United  States  among  130.- 
000,000  people.  On  last  Friday  in  the  oflBce  of  the  P.  B.  L 
in  New  York;  alone  147  complaints,  supported  by  informa- 
tion, were  filed. 

I  propose  to  introduce  legislation  to  correct  this.  This 
legislation  is  now  being  drafted.  I  will  propose  that  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  be  authorized  to  employ  a 
sufficient  number  of  men  to^protect  the  people  of  the  United 
States  against  "fifth  column"  activities  in  the  United  States. 
I  will  also  introduce  legislation  for  the  appropriation  of 
suflBcient  amount  of  fimds  to  carry  on  their  activities. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  going  to  be  derelict  in  our  duty  If 
we  do  not,  before  this  Congress  adjourns,  provide  an  au- 
thorization and  funds  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  one  of 
the  greatest  men  in  his  specialized  line  that  this  Nation  has 
ever  seen — J.  Edgar  Hoover — to  combat  the  "fifth  column" 
movement  in  the  United  States.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  I  would  very  much  like  to  yield  if  I  can 
get  more  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  5 
additional  minutes  beyond  the  time  allotted  me. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Nichols]? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  want  to  finish.  I 
object. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  trust  the  gen- 
tleman fr(xn  Illinois  will  not  object.  We  will  make  more 
progress  if  the  gentleman  from  Oklahofoa  is  permitted  to 
proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  In  the  interest  of  saving  time,  may  I  say 
that  I  shall  object  to  anyone  speaking  out  of  order  for  the 
rest  of  the  consideration  of  this  bilL 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Nichols]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  if.  in  his 
opinion,  the  F.  B.  L  or  the  Attorney  General  is  authorized  to 
use  the  emergency  fund  which  we  provided  about  a  year  and 
a  half  ago  in  an  amount  of  something  like  $150,000  to 
$200,000? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  I  do  not  know.  The  only  information  I 
have  is  that  the  Attorney  General's  OflBce  advised  me  by 
telephone  that  we  have  but  150  men  available  for  this  pur- 
pose, and  that  they  will  have  an  additional  100  after  July  1. 

Mr.  MAY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma 
that  I  have  letters  from  veterans'  organizations  in  New  York 
stating  that  during  the  last  week  over  6,000  people  have 
assembled  In  Times,  Square  displaying  anti-America  banners. 

Mr.  NICHOI^.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  statement. 
I  would  like  to  point  out  a  couple  of  other  jobs  I  think  we 
ought  to  do  before  we  hurry  home.  We  are  paid  to  stay 
here,  and  we  can  weU  afford  to  sUy  here  unUl  the  Job  is 
completed.  We  would  also  be  derelict  in  our  duty  if  we 
did  not  make  provision  by  either  the  levying  of  taxes  or  by 


an  increase  In  the  debt  limit  to  defray  the  cost  of  at  least 
this  increased  defense  program.  [Applause.]  We  ou^t  to 
stay  here  until  that  job  Is  done,  and  fear  you  not  the  pcditics 
of  the  thing.  Where  is  the  man  or  women,  whether  he  be 
Democrat  or  Reput^can,  who  would  object  to  pasring  taxes 
in  view  of  the  protection  afforded  him  by  this  program? 

Let  me  tell  you  something  else  that  we  ought  to  do.  Our 
system  of  procurement  in  the  Army  and  the  Navy  Is  as  anti- 
quated as  the  "horse  and  buggy"  and  I  will  prove  this  to  you. 
If  there  is  anything  that  caused  greater  scandal  than  the 
cost-plus  contracts  of  the  last  war,  I  do  not  know  what  it  Is. 
You  have  in  your  procurement  law  today  only  two  modes  of 
procurement.  One  is  by  contract  and  if  for  any  reason  the 
Army  or  the  Navy  does  not  wsmt  to  let  the  bid  on  contract, 
and  there  are  many  good  reasons  why  in  certain  instances 
they  should  not.  then  they  only  have  one  other  mode  and 
that  is  by  cost-plus,  and  cost-plus  is  a  disgrace.  Cost-plus 
is  the  plan  that  urges  a  manufacturer  to  increase  t'le  cost 
of  an  article  because  in  so  doing  he  increases  his  profit.  We 
should  stay  here  until  we  correct  the  prodirement  law. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson]. 

B£r.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  There  is  nothing  in  this  biU  «• 
in  any  of  the  bills  that  have  been  considered  today  with 
reference  to  cost-plus  contracts.  There  is  cost,  plus  a  fixed 
fee,  which  is  an  entirely  different  proposition.  I  agree  thor- 
oughly that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Congress  at  this  session  to 
provide  the  necessary  means  by  which  to  finance  these 
programs. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Do  I  imderstand  the  chairman  to  say  that 
there  is  a  fixed-fee  provision  in  this  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  GeorgU.    The  fixed  fee  is  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  That  is  fine.  I  doubt,  though,  that  if  you 
used  all  of  the  space  in  your  present  bill,  as  short  as  it  is, 
that  you  could  wrtte  a  foolproof  fixed-fee  plan.  I  am  not 
complaining  if  you  have  provided  for  a  fixed  fee  above  cost; 
that  is  fine.  But  in  other  parts  of  your  procurement  law — 
and  I  recommend  to  the  membership  of  this  House  that  you 
read  the  present  procurement  law — you  will  find  many,  many 
antiquated  provisions  that  should  be  corrected  before  this 
Congress  leaves. 

Mr.  OTOOLE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOUS.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Yorit. 

Mr.  OTOOLE.  Does  not  the  last  section  of  this  bill  con- 
tain a  cost-plus  provision? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Not  at  all.  The  bill  provides  for 
cost  plus  a  fixed  fee.  and  there  is  a  broad  distinction  be- 
tween that  and  a  cost-plus  contract.  When  a  contractor 
gets  the  contract,  the  fee  is  fixed  then  and  there,  regardless 
of  the  matter  of  cost. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  I  have  pointed  out  only  three  or  four 
things.  I  believe  every  one  of  you  will  surely  agree  with  me 
that  they  are  important. 

Let  me  speak  of  one  other  thing.  The  Jealousy,  the  petty 
favoritism  rife  In  our  Army  and  Navy  will  unduly  delay 
perfection  and  canylng  out  of  our  defense  program  if  some- 
thing is  not  done  to  stamp  out  forever  the  practice  of  in- 
flicting punishment  upon  men  very  many  times  simply  be- 
cause they  have  advanced  ideas  ^(^ch  go  beyond  the  moss- 
back  ideas  of  some  old  generals  or  admirals  who  for  years 
and  years  have  been  unwilling  or  unable  to  get  their  minds 
out  of  a  narrow  groove  and  thus  keep  abreast  with  modem 
development.     [Applause.] 

I  call  your  attention  to  the  case  ot  the  late  General 
Mitchell.  You  can  well  go  back  now  and  read  the  record 
of  that  trial.  What  a  sad  commentary  was  the  case  of 
Mitchell,  and  the  same  thing  is  going  on  in  the  Army  and 
in  the  Navy  today.  I  am  not  too  critical  oi  than,  and  if 
they  are  big  men  they  will  not  mind  my  talking  like  this. 
I  think  that  now  is  the  time  the  Army  and  the  Navy  should 
^Mom  a  little  patriotism  themselves  and  quit  being  selfish  in 
their  search  for  advancement,  quit  being  selfish  in  their 
search  for  things  which  will  be  the  best  for  them  indi- 
vidually.   Let  us  call  cm  the  Army  and  the  Navy  now  to 


be  as  patriotic  as  we  want  all  the  people  of  the  TThlted 
States  to  be.  The  soldiers,  both  enlisted  men  and  officers, 
will  be  heroic  and  patriotic  on  the  batUefleld  if  the  worst 
should  come.  This  is  an  emotional  patriotism  linked  with 
the  long-enjoyed  American  tradition  of  bravery,  and  no  one 
doubts  that  this  sort  of  patriotism  will  again  be  in  evidence 
as  it  has  always  in  the  past.  Tl&e  kind  of  patriotism  that 
I  am  talking  about,  however,  is  that  which  would  cause  the 
Individuals  directing  the  training  of  men  and  the  develop- 
ment of  the  modem  science  of  war  to  throw  aside  their 
petty  personal  differences  and  their  petty  personal  ambi- 
tions and  cooperate  in  peace  as  they  would  in  war.  These 
and  many  other  things  this  Congress  can  well  devote  its 
attention  to  before  adjourment.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cout  of  New  York:  On  page  I,  Uns 
10,  strike  out  TeaB"  aad  insert  In  lieu  thereof  "more." 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  We  have  no  objection  to  this 
amendment,  Mr.  Chairman.  It  definitely  fixes  the  number 
of  Ughter-than-air  craft. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  desire  to  be  heard 
on  his  amendment? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Not  unless  there  is  to  be  some 
opposition  to  it. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  We  accept  the  amendment,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  do  want  to  make  Just  a  brief 
statement  on  it. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield.  I  beUeve  that 
the  gentleman  has  in  mind  that  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  Maas]  is  in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  effect  of  the  amendment  Is 
perfectly  clear.  It  places  a  ceiling  on  the  number  of  blimps 
or  rigid  lighter-than-air  ships  the  Navy  may  build,  rather 
than  a  floor  under  it.  In  the  case  of  airplanes,  this  Wi 
directs  the  Navy  Department  to  stcquire  as  rapidly  and  as 
speedily  as  possible  10,000  planes.  I  do  not  believe  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Congress  to  direct  the  Navy  Department 
to  acquire  not  less  than  48  blimps.  At  the  present  time  we 
have  4.  6,  or  «  blimps.  The  military  usefulness  of  this  type 
of  airship  has  not  been  established.  It  may  still  be  useful 
and  we  feel  that  it  is  proper  for  the  Navy  Department  to 
have  some  of  them  to  keep  the  art  alive,  but  to  go  to  the 
extent  of  directing  them  to  get  not  less  than  48  of  them  is 
to  proceed  further,  I  believe,  than  any  of  us  intend  to  go. 
That  is  the  purpose  of  the  amendment.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cole]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike 
out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  earlier  this  afternoon  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Johnson!  in  addressing  this 
body  urged  that  Congress  remain  on  the  job  here  during  the 
present  international  crisis  as  long  as  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  President's  defense  program.  He  further  suggested  that 
this  Congress  raise  the  necessary  taxes  to  pay  for  defense. 
My  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  (Mr.  Nichols K 
has  voiced  the  same  sentiment.  Today  the  Oklahoma  dele- 
gation in  Congress  adopted  a  resolution  along  the  line  sug- 
gested by  both  of  my  colleagues  from  Oklahoma  and  have 
delegated  me  to  announce  same  to  this  House  and  the 
country.    This  resolution  is  as  follows: 

We.  the  Oklahoma  delegation  In  the  Hotise  of  Representatives, 
being  in  agreement  with  the  President's  program  as  ouUined  in 
his  message  to  the  Congress  on  May  16,  1940,  for  the  expansion 
of  our  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Corps,  urge  that  Congress  remain  In 
session  until  Congress  shall  have  enacted  a  preparedness  program 
that  will  insure  the  United  States  against  attack  by  any  nation 
at  combination  of  nations  from  without,  or  from  subversive 
activities  from  within.  We  recommend  and  support,  In  addition 
to    the    President's    program,    the    toilowing    emergency    defense 
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(1)  Raising  the  debt  limit  Immediately  to  provide  adequate 
fund*  for  the  present  emergency  and  the  passage  of  an  adeq\iate 
eoMtgency  tax  bill  at  this  session  of  Congress. 

(2)  Passage  and  strict  enforcement  of  legislation  to  ciirb  "fUth 
column"  activities. 

(3)  The  military  training  of  an  adequate  civilian  military  force 
to  supplement  existing  authorized  forces. 

(4)  Sufficient  funds  for  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to 
maintain  adequate  food  supplies  and  reserves  to  meet  any  even- 
tuality, and  the  Immediate  purchase  of  adeqxiate  strategic  raw 
materials  necessary  for  defense. 

Wesley  E.  Disney,  First  District;  Jack  Nichols,  Second  Dis- 
trict; Wilburn  Cartwrlght,  Third  District;  Lyle  H.  Boren. 
Fourth  District;  Mike  Monroney.  Fifth  District;  Jed 
Johnson.  Sixth  District;  Sam  Massingale,  Seventh  Dis- 
trict; Phil  Ferguson,  Eighth  DlsUict;  Will  Rogers,  at 
large. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  After  that  program  is  enacted,  then 
does  the  Oklahoma  delegation  want  to  stay  here? 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  I  might  say  to  my  good  friend  and 
neighbor,  our  distinguished  floor  leader,  that  our  delega- 
tion wants  to  stay  here  until  it  is  really  done.  Of  course, 
our  resolution  speaks  for  itself.  May  I  call  your  attention 
to  the  fact  that  it  says: 

We  urge  that  Congress  remain  In  session  until  Congress  shall 
have  enacted  a  preparedness  program  that  will  Insure  the  United 
States  against  attack  by  any  nation  or  combination  of  nations 
without  or  from  subversive  activities  from  within. 

That.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  is  thor- 
oughly in  keeping  with  the  suggestions  and  recommenda- 
tions of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  thank  the  gentleman.  I  somehow  got 
the  impression  from  the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  Johnson]  that  the  Oklahoma  delegation 
had  passed  a  resolution  not  to  adjourn  the  session  of  Con- 
gress as  long  as  this  emergency  lasts. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Let  me  say.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the 
Oklahoma  delegation  in  Congi"ess  is  enthusiastically  support- 
ing the  President,  and  we  want  to  stay  here  until  his  defense 
program  is  completed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  will  say  that  although  I 
did  not  mention  the  resolution  passed  unanimously  by  our 
delegation  today,  I  am,  of  course,  for  the  program  announced, 
as  annoimccd.  and  feel  very  definitely  that  we  should  stick 
to  our  posts  of  duty  here  until  every  item  in  the  President's 
preparedness  program  is  enacted  into  law. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.    Yes. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Sorry  I  cannot  yield  further,  as  I 
see  my  time  is  up. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BOREN.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  connection  with  the  state- 
ment released  by  the  Oklahoma  delegation  I  am  100  percent 
behind  the  President  in  the  development  of  a  national  de- 
fense program,  adequate  beyond  any  question  of  doubt  for 
the  security  of  America. 

I  feel  very  strongly  that  the  Congress  should  stay  in  session 
until  such  a  program  is  enacted  into  law.  I  am  personally 
willing  to  see  the  Congress  remain  in  session  continuously 
from  now  on  if  that  appears  best  for  the  Nation's  need.  We 
can  let  that  depend  on  when  we  get  the  job  done. 

I  am  for  paying  the  cost  of  defense  as  we  go,  but  I  feel  that 
raising  the  debt  limit  and  voting  preparedness  bonds  is  essen- 
tial to  meet  the  emergency.  It  will  take  weeks  or  months  to 
work  out  a  tax  bill,  and  it  will  take  many  months  more  to  col- 
lect the  taxes.  We  must  have  the  money  now.  Taxation  Is 
necessary,  but  it  is  too  slow  a  method  in  itself. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike 
out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  these  are  times  which  try  the  souls  of  people. 
T^ese  are  challenging  times.  This  session  is  being  held  In 
the  midst  of  one  of  the  world's  greatest  tragedies.    This  Is  a 


solemn  hour  for  America  and  for  the  world.  Tremendous 
responsibility  rests  upon  my  colleagues  in  this  Chamber.  The 
eyes  of  the  Nation  today  are  turned  toward  this  Chamber. 
The  Nation  should  be  enheartened  today  as  it  looks  upon  this 
scene.  Democrats  and  Republicans  in  the  hour  of  the  Nation's 
necessity,  possibly  in  the  hour  of  its  danger,  no  longer  con- 
scious that  they  are  Democrats  or  Republicans.  I  believe  that 
every  Member  of  this  House,  man  and  woman,  today  feels  a 
thrill  of  patriotic  love  for  this  country  which  they  have  not 
had  in  a  long  time.    I  do — you  do. 

This  emergency  is  going  to  do  a  great  thing  for  America. 
We  have  gotten  mighty  soft  in  America.  People  to  a  large 
degree  had  ceased  to  love  their  country.  We  have  taken  our 
liberties  and  blessings  £is  a  matter  of  course,  without  gratitude 
and  without  responsibility.  We  had  come  to  look  upon  Amer- 
ica and  upon  this  Government  as  the  place  from  which  we  get 
something  that  we  have  not  already  had.  We  cannot  pre- 
serve ourselves  as  a  free  people,  bottle-fed  and  rocked  to  sleep 
in  the  arms  of  a  government.    [Applause.] 

This  is  a  day  for  preparation  in  America — not  only  prepa- 
ration to  defend  ourselves  against  attack  but  preparation  to 
live — a  high  peak  in  the  history  of  the  ages  today;  one  of 
those  solemn,  serious  times  in  the  history  of  the  ages  when 
nations  and  civilizations,  as  I  have  had  occasion  to  say  before, 
this  is  one  of  those  times  when  they  stand  at  the  bar  of 
judgment  and  must  answer  for  their  right  to  live.  There  is 
no  doubt  about  it.  Such  times  come,  and  fascinatingly  in- 
teresting they  are.  This  is  the  time  and  you  are  in  responsi- 
bility In  such  a  time.  We  have  gotten  soft  in  America.  We 
have  got  rough  -going  ahead  of  us.  Before  we  get  through, 
our  muscles  are^  going  to  be  harder  and  we  are  going  to  be 
fitter  to  live  than  we  were  when  we  started.  This  great 
problem — this  challenge  today  to  a  soft,  ease-loving,  pleasure- 
loving,  shallow- thinking  people — has  come  in  the  goodness 
of  God  Almighty  to  make  this  generation  fit  to  live.  This  is 
a  day  of  preparedness,  but  this  preparation — the  great  prepa- 
ration, the  preparation  which  will  make  us  secure— cannot 
be  done  under  the  dome  of  this  Capitol.  The  preparation 
has  got  to  be  far-flung,  reaching  into  every  community  of 
the  Nation  and  into  the  heart  and  soul  of  every  American 
citizen.  That  is  the  sort  of  preparation  we  have  got  to  have 
if  we  win  through.  I  believe  we  are  going  to  win  through. 
I  doubted  it  until  comparatively  recently.  I  have  been  tak- 
ing some  samples  of  public  attitudes  in  the  country,  and  I 
believe  America  is  receiving  a  baptism  of  patriotism  and  of 
fitness  to  live. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  gentleman  from  Texas  may  proceed  for  5 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from  Gaorgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  This  is  a  solemn  hour  in  my 
Nation's  life.  It  would  be  a  great  thing  for  those  people 
who  are  fabricating  the  machinery  necessary  to  defend  this 
country,  not  to  make  any  profit  out  of  their  fabrication — 
a  great  thing  for  their  souls.  Nobody  has  any  right  to  live 
beneath  the  Stars  and  the  Stripes  and  have  it  in  his  purpose 
to  make  a  profit  out  of  the  necessities  of  his  Nation  in  the 
hour  of  its  peril.  [Applause.]  Talk  about  the  "fifth  col- 
umn." We  have  got  to  do  something  with  the  "fifth 
column."  but  we  have  got  to  do  something  with  our  hearts 
today,  purpose  and  courage,  patriotism  and  determinaUon, 
solemn  dedication  and  sacrifice. 

We  have  heard  some  talk  about  labor.  I  want  to  say 
for  my  laboring  men,  my  working  men  In  my  country  are 
just  as  patriotic  as  anybody  on  the  face  of  this  earth,  and 
It  is  an  unjustifiable  insult  to  indicate  that  they  will  not  do 
their  work  unless  they  get  a  better  cut  out  of  the  situation 
than  somebody  else.    It  is  not  the  truth. 

We  are  going  to  do  this  job  m  America.  God  bless  you 
Republicans  and  you  Democrats.  It  would  be  an  Inspiring 
thing  if  the  Nation  could  look  at  you  today  as  you  stand 
shoulder  to  shoulder  in  defense  of  the  greatest  Government 
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that  ever  existed  on  the  earth.  [Applause.]  A  day  of 
preparation,  a  day  of  dedication,  this  is  the  hour  of  dedica- 
tion in  America  of  the  people  in  this  country  if  we  are  to 
remain  free. 

'it  is  not  written  in  the  book  of  destiny  that  we  on  this 
shore  are  to  be  protected  against  the  necessity  of  demon- 
strating our  fitness  to  be  free.  All  about  us  the  crash  of 
democracies  is  heard.  We  are  not  preparing  to  fight  any- 
body.. Let  that  get  across  the  country,  too.  We  are  preparing 
to  defend  the  shores  of  America  in  the  interest  of  this  pe<q;>le. 

We  are  preparing  to  preserve  on  the  earth,  under  God, 
one  spot  in  these  dark  hours  where  free  government  shall 
obtain.  Men  and  women  in  this  House  today,  that  is  a  great 
commission.  You  and  I  have  a  great  commission,  the 
American  people  have  a  great  commission,  because  we  hold 
tn  our  hand  the  hope  of  the  ages — nothing  less  than  that. 
It  is  a  tremendous  challenge  to  you  and  to  myself  and  to 
the  American  Nation  today  because  if  America  fails,  free 
government  on  the  earth  for  centuries  and  centuries  may 
fall.  It  Is  a  great  thing  for  you  and  me  and  the  American 
pe(9le  to  have  a  chance  to  stand  at  the  threshold  of  free 
government  and  beat  back  its  foes.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  SCRAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  the 
following  amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  desk: 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Schafer  of  Wisconsin:  Page  1.  line  9, 
strike  out  the  word  "useful." 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  Is  a  pro 
forma  amendment,  which  is  useful  in  order  to  talk  within  the 
rules  of  the  House,  after  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr, 
Church]  said  that  he  would  oppose  debate  on  pro  forma 
amendments.  I  agree  with  preceding  speakers  who  said  that 
this  Congress  should  remain  in  session  and  should  pass  tax 
legislation  in  order  to  raise  the  money  to  pay  for  our  national 
defense  expansion  program. 

I  intend  to  vote  for  this  bill,  although  I  regret  to  vote  for 
a  bill  which  will  give  such  vast  powers  to  the  present  New 
Deal  President  of  the  United  States,  in  view  of  the  record 
which  he  has  made.  Since  the  President's  last  fireside  chat- 
ter, and  the  testimony  of  responsible  officials  in  charge  of 
our  Na\'y  and  Army,  revealing  the  failure  of  the  New  Deal 
to  provide  for  an  adequate  national  defense,  and  the  gross 
inadequacy  of  our  present  national  defense  after  7  long  years 
of  New  Deal  maladministration,  I  am  going  to  vote  for  this 
bill,  even  though  our  national  debt  has  almost  reached  the 
$45,000,000,000  limit.  The  President  recently  said  that  the 
Congress  and  the  President  should  work  as  a  team  in  the 
matter  of  national  defense.  We  all  know  that  when  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  play  their  annual  football  game  at  Phila- 
delphia, neither  the  Army  nor  the  Navy  send  their  quarter- 
back to  play  for  them  and  leave  the  rest  of  the  team  at  home, 
I  believe  that  the  entire  team  should  stay  in  Washington, 
and  I  am  one  of  those  who  will  vote  against  the  adjournment 
of  Congress  because  of  the  unsettled  world  conditions  and 
the  distressing  and  perplexing  domestic  problems  which  the 
New  Deal  has  failed  to  solve  after  7  long  years  of  maladmin- 
istration. 

Mr.  DINGELL.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Wait  until  I  get  through, 
and  when  I  get  more  time  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  DINGELL.    Oh,  you  will  not  get  any  more  time. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  That  is  just  what  I  under- 
stand. That  is  the  reason  why  I  don't  intend  to  yield  to 
the  gentleman  at  this  time.  The  gentleman  will  observe 
that  two  can  play  at  that  game  as  well  as  one. 

With  reference  to  national  defense,  our  real  danger  lies 
within  and  not  without.  I  sincerely  hope  that  our  New  Deal 
brethren  will  soon  realize  that  Santa  Claus  does  not  fimilsh 
the  funds  which  are  voted  so  promiscuously  by  the  New  Deal 
controlled  Congress.  If  the  New  Deal  spending  spree  of 
borrowed  public  monejrs  Is  not  curt)ed  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment will  be  plunged  into  bankruptcy  and  inflation,  which 
might  lead  to  the  destruction  of  our  American  concepti(»i 
of  constitutional  representative  government. 


Mr.  Chairman,  our  New  Deal  President  would  serve  our  coun- 
try better  if  he  would  remove  from  the  Federal  Government 
pay  rolls  all  of  the  New  Deal  Communists  and  Communist 
"fellow  travelers"  who  were  pointed  out  by  the  Wes  com- 
mittee. Mr.  President,  let  us  have  more  action  to  curb  these 
New  Deal  Communist  "fifth  column"  feUows  and  less  fireside 
chatter.  I  sincerely  hope  that  before  we  adjourn  we  will 
enact  a  bill  which  the  Committee  on  Immigration  unani- 
mously reported— the  bill  to  deport  Harry  Bridges,  the  big 
alien  Trojan  horse  leader  of  the  Communist  "fifth  column" 
who  has  been  permitted  to  run  wild  in  the  United  SUtes  by 
President  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  and  Madam  Perkins;  Harry 
Bridges,  the  aUen  British  subject  who  has  been  permitted  to 
carry  on  a  guerrilla  warfare  in  order  to  get  control  of  our 
American  merchant  marine,  which  is  as  essential  to  an  ade- 
quate national  defense  as  any  cruiser.  batUeship,  or  airship 
provided  for  in  this  bill. 

In  his  last  fireside  chatter  our  New  Deal  President  com- 
pared his  national -defense  record  of  7  years  with  7  Re- 
publican years.  He  did  not,  however,  relate  that  In  1932 
he  traveled  around  the  country  denouncing  the  Republican 
expenditures  for  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  which  totaled  less 
than  $650,000,000,  and  promised  to  reduce  them  by  25  per- 
cent. The  President's  fireside  chatter  did  not  mention  that 
the  Democrats,  who  had  control  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives in  1932,  In  the  name  of  economy  made  a  drive 
to  reduce  the  Army  officer  personnel  2,000  and  the  Navy 
officer  personnel  2.000,  although  we  did  not  have  sufficient 
officers  for  an  adequate  national  defense. 

The  President  also  failed  to  tell  the  American  people  that 
in  1932  the  Democrats  who  controlled  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives also  tried  to  reduce  the  appropriations  for  the 
National  Guard  and  Reserves  and  to  sell  our  limited  number 
of  Army  transports  to  private  interests. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  in  the  interest  of  national  defense 
since  the  President  recently  said  he  did  not  have  time  to  talk 
politics,  that  he  wiU  take  the  30  seconds  necessary  to  say 
that  he  does  not  choose  to  run  for  a  third  term.  Then  he 
can  spend  all  of  his  time  on  the  many  problems  which  he 
said  he  had  to  solve  when  Mr.  Landon  recently  visited  him 
The  President  should  end  his  third-term  blitzkrieg  In  the 
interest  of  our  national  security,  welfare,  and  defense.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  withdraw  my  pro  forma,  but  so  useful 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorleed  to  estab- 
lish, develop,  or  Increase  naval  aviation  facilities,  with  which  shaU 
be  Included  the  authority  to  purchase,  accept  by  gift,  or  other- 
wise acquire  land  and  to  construct  buildings  and  accessories  with 
approximate  costs  as  Indicated,  at  or  in  the  vicinity  of  Norfolk  Va 
•13,246.000:  San  Juan,  P.  R..  $2,330,000;  Coco  Solo,  C  Z  su'eoo- 
000;  Seattle,  Wash.,  $4,670,000;  Kodlak,  Alaska,  •2,012  000-  Pearl 
Harbor.  T.  H.,  •6.807.000;  Kaneohe  Bay,  T.  H.,  •578000-  Midway 
Island,  •1.870,000:  Wake  Island.  •6.582.000;  Johnston  Island  •4eo- 
000;  Quonset  Point,  R.  I..  »24.2O4.000;  Quantlco,  Va..  •2^26  000- 
Ouantanamo,  Cuba,  •2,886.000;  Charlotte  Amalie,  V.  I.,  •l.sioiooo' 
8an  Diego.  Calif..  •5,637.000;  Alameda,  Calif.,  •6.861,000;  UzuOaska' 
Alaska,  •2.963.000;  Canton  Island.  •1.600,000;  Tongue  Point  Or«t ' 
•2.000.000;  Corpus  Chrlstl,  Tex..  •36.000,000:  Provided.  That  tbm  ap^ 
proximate  cost  indicated  for  each  project  enumaratcd  above  may 
In  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  be  varied  upward  or 
downward  by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  25  percent  of  the  approxi- 
mate cost  Indicated,  but  the  total  ooct  shall  not  exceed  $ia4,lS2  - 
000:  Provided  /tirther.  That  this  shall  be  In  addition  to  all  Mt- 
thorlzatlons  heretofore  made  for  projects  In  these  vicinities 

Committee  amendment:  Page  2,  line  14.  strike  out  "Pearl  Harbor* 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "Island  of  Oahu." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  2.  Use  14.  atnice  out  '^.SOTfOOO'' 
and  insert  in  Ueu  thereof  "•6,485,000." 
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Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  B4r.  Chairman,  there  is  a  typo- 
graphical error  in  the  amount.  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
correct  it. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  VnraoN  of  Georgia  to  the  committee 
•OMBdment;  Strike  out  tbe  figures  "$6,485,000"  and  Insert  In  lieu 
UmtOt  *  $6385,000. " 

The    amendment    to    the    committee    amendment    was 
agreed  to. 
Tbe  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  3.  line  15,  strike  out  the  following: 
"Kaneohe  Bay,  Hawaii,  •578,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Oommtttee  amendment:  Page  3.  after  the  figures  "•25,000.000".  in 
line  23.  Insert  the  following:  "at  such  localities  wtthln  the  conti- 
nental UmlU  of  the  United  SUtes  as  may.  In  his  judgment,  be  neces- 
sary for  the  Naval  Reserve,  which  authority  shall  also  include  the 
acquisition  of  existing  facilities,  •10.000,000;  and  in  such  vicinities 
as  he  may.  in  his  discretion,  deem  advisable,  •10,000.000:  Provided." 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia  to  the  committee 
amendment:  Page  3.  line  3.  after  the  word  '•advisable".  Insert  the 
following:  "for  auxiliary  aviation  bases." 

The  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  at  the 
desk  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  which  I 
have  submitted  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  to 
which  he  said  he  had  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Casx  of  South  Dakota  to  the  committee 
amendment:  On  page  3,  line  2.  strike  out  the  words  "in  his  dis- 
cretion" and  Insert  "in  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
and  the  Secretary  of  State." 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment, Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  an  amendment  at 
the  desk. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  say  to  the  gentleman 
ftom  Michigan  that  committee  amendments  are  being  dis- 
posed of  at  the  present  time. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  conmiittee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  3.  line  8.  strike  out  "•124,132,000" 
•nd  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "•144.132,000," 

Mr,  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  about  these  increases.  I  realize 
it  is  necessary  to  have  these  funds,  but  Is  the  chairman  of 
this  committee  aware  of  any  committee  of  the  House  that 
Is  now  making  any  preparation  to  secur»  these  funds  from 
the  people  in  order  that  this  defense  program  may  be 
paid  for? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Speaking  personally  for  myself, 
I  hope  some  comntittee  will  bring  in  the  necessary  legisla- 
tion to  take  care  of  the  preptu-edness  program  called  for, 

Mr.  RICH.  I  hope  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  will  use 
his  great  influence  with  the  Appropriations  Committee  to 
that  end. 

By  unanimous  consent  the  pro  forma  amendment  was 
withdrawn. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  ta 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  com- 
mittee amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  On  page  3.  line  10,  after  the  word 
"vlciniaea".  Insert  the  following:  "And  provided  further.  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  to  the  Congress,  at  the  beginning 
of  erxh  regular  session,  the  extent  to  which  he  has  exercised  the 
authority  herein  contained  with  respect  to  Naval  Reserve  aviation 
and  the  location  ol  those  facilities  left  to  hi*  deacretJon." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  ta 

Bdr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

Tbe  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  HorrMAw:  Page  3.  after  line  16,  add  • 
new  section,  to  be  known  as  section  2  (a),  as  follows: 

"Sbc.  2.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law  th» 
regtilar  hours  of  labor  for  employees  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, and  of  contractors  and  subcontractors,  when  such  employee* 
are  engaged  in  work  In  connection  with  naval  vessels  or  aircraft  or 
parts  thereof  or  other  work  Incidental  thereto,  shall,  during  the 
period  of  any  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  to  exist, 
be  a  5-day  week  of  8  hours  per  day  and  40  hours  per  week :  Provided. 
That  these  hours  may  be  exceeded  and  that  such  employees  shall 
receive  compensation  for  their  employment  In  excess  of  the  hoxirs 
above  specified  at  a  rate  not  less  than  one  and  one-half  times  the 
regular  rate  at  which  they  are  employed:  Provided  further,  That 
such  compensation  for  overtime  shall  apply  only  to  per  diem,  hourly, 
professional  and  subprofessional  employees,  and  to  blueprintcrs. 
photostat  and  rotaprlnt  operators,  Inspectors,  supervisory  planners 
and  estimators,  and  progress  men.  and  assistants  to  shop  and  plant 
superintendents,  by  the  classification  rules  of  the  United  States 
Civil  Service  Commission  In  the  case  of  Government  employees; 
and  to  similar  classes  of  employees  of  contractors  and  subcon- 
tractors: Provided  further.  That  in  determining  the  overtime  com- 
pensation of  per  annum  Government  employees  the  pay  for  1  day 
shall  be  considered  one  three-hundred-and-slxtleth  of  their  respec- 
tive per  annum  salaries:  Provided  further.  That  the  hours  of  labor 
In  any  one  week  shall  not  exceed  48  unless  the  President  shall  declare 
It  necessary  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense:  Provided  fur- 
ther. That  the  President  of  the  United  States  Is  authorized  to 
suspend  during  the  period  of  any  national  emergency  declared  by 
him  to  exist,  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  3.  1931  (46  Stat. 
1482) .  if  in  his  Judgment  such  course  Is  necessary  in  the  interest  of 
the  national  defense:  And  provided  further.  That  the  President  la 
authorized  to  modify  existing  contracts  accordingly." 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  ask  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  why  that  provision  was  not 
included  in  this  bill?  I  refer  to  section  5  of  the  preceding 
bill. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    In  reference  to  what? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Where  all  the  argument  rose  about  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  There  Is  no  need  or  necessity  for 
that  because  the  Government  will  not  be  doing  this  work. 
This  will  be  done  by  contract. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    The  other  applied  to  contracts  too. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  other  applied  to  contracts 
and  work  done  In  the  navy  yards.  The  gentleman's  amend- 
ment would  not  be  in  harmony  with  what  we  are  trying  to 
do.  I  agree  in  general  with  what  runs  through  the  gentle- 
man's mind  In  regard  to  a  great  many  things,  but  do  not 
Involve  this  bill  with  that  matter  right  now. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  do  not  suppose  the  gentleman  would 
accept  it  If  it  were  good. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr,  Hoffman  J. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  another  amend- 
ment which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  HomiAir:  Page  3,  after  line  15.  add 
a  new  section  to  be  known  as  section  2  (b)  as  foUows: 

"Sec.  2  (b).  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  this  act  and  not- 
withstanding the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  provisions  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act  shall  not  he  applicable  to  any  activity 
carried  on  imder  the  provisions  of  this  act." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out 
the  last  word  in  order  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs  a  question.  Tlie  amendments  that  have 
been  introduced  in  the  last  few  minutes  on  page  3,  lines  1, 
2,  and  3,  according  to  my  recollection,  run  something  like 


this:  Also  include  the  acquisition  of  existing  facilities  In 
consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  War  and  someone  else. 
$10,000,000,  and  in  such  vicinities  as  be  may,  after  consulta- 
tion with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  May  I  suggest  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Bttlwhtki-e]  that  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  merely  permits  con- 
sultation and  collaboration  between  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  in  reference  to  the  acqiUsition 
of  naval  reserves,  both  in  this  country  and  outside  of  tlM 
country. 

It  U  all  right  to  consolt  the  Secretary  of  War  with  reference 
to  Naval  Reserve  bases  In  this  cotmtry  that  may  be  acquired, 
because  we  do  not  want  duplication  between  the  reserve  bases 
for  the  Army  and  the  Navy.  It  to  all  right  to  consult  the 
Secretary  of  State  with  reference  to  auxiliary  bases  outside 
tbe  United  States.  That  is  aU  the  amendment  does  and  there 
is  no  harm  to  it  whatsoever. 

Mr.  MAAS.  As  I  understand  the  amendment,  it  merely 
requires  consultation,  but  still  leaves  the  decision  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    I  did  not  gather  that. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  It  is  highly  important  for  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  consult  the  Secretary  of  State  with 
reference  to  auxiliary  bases  outside  continental  United  States. 
It  Is  also  highly  important  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
consult  the  Secretary  of  War  with  reference  to  Naval  Reserve 
bases,  which  is  entirely  separate  and  distinct  from  the 
auxiliary  bases  which  are  in  the  United  States,  and  it  will 
keep  down  duplication. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  It  could  have  been  drafted  better  than 
it  is. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  3.  There  is  hereby  authortoed  to  be  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  SUtes  not  otherwise  ap- 
propriated, such  sxuns  as  may  be  necessary  to  effectuate  the  pur- 
poses of  this  act. 

Mr.  DINQELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  at  this  time  to  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  with  regard  to  the  provision 
in  line  9,  page  1,  ha\1ng  to  do  with  llghter-than-air  craft. 
Am  I  to  understand  that  under  this  bill  metal -clads  will  1)6 
permitted? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Ughter-than-alr  craft  has  ref- 
erence to  metal  Xynnes  or  fabric  t3n?es.  either  one. 

Mr.  DINGET.T..  Is  that  merely  permissible,  or  does  it 
mean  that  perhaps  at  this  late  date  the  Navy  might  ctmde- 
scend  to  build  a  metal -clad  ship  or  two? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Tliat  Is  a  matter  entirely  up  to 
the  Navy  Department.  By  using  the  language  "llghter- 
than-air  craft"  we  have  reference  to  either  one. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  may  say  at  this  time  I  think  the  Navy 
and  some  of  the  mossbacks  in  the  Navy  have  had  about  10 
or  12  years'  tie  to  put  into  effect  something  that  has 
proven  its  value  in  the  lighter-than-air  field.  It  seems  to 
me  there  ought  to  be  some  mandatory  provision  that  out  of 
48  lightcr-than-air  ships  at  least  1  or  2  all-metal  ships 
should  be  included.  It  ought  to  be  mandatory.  We  have 
given  the  Navy  altogether  too  much  discretion. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  trust  the  Navy  Departta&it 
in  Its  Judgment  will  construct  some  metal-clad  ships  as  well 
as  fabric  ships. 

Mr.  DINGEUj.  I  cannot  agree  that  the  Navy  has  any 
judgment;  that  is,  those  who  are  passing  upon  this  jparticu- 
lar  phase. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  If  I  was  of  the  same  opinion 
that  the  gentleman  is  that  the  Navy  officials  have  no  Judg- 
ment, I  certainly  would  not  stand  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
and  vote  $1,130,000,000  for  them  to  spend.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  DINGEXiL.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  not  all 
cH  this  money  goes  for  airships  of  the  type  under  discussion. 
I  un  In  harmony  with  99  penxnt  ol  the  UH  and  I  am  of  tbe 
■ame  opinion  that  the  gentleman  has  previously  expressed 


about  lighter-than-air  metal-dad  ships.  That  is.  that  the 
Navy  oui^t  to  have  them,  but  eacli  time  we  give  them  per- 
mission to  use  discretion,  thai  to  the  end,  the  Navy  never 
builds  them. 

I  have  sufficient  confidence  to  beUeve  that  99  percent  or 
more  of  the  provisions  of  the  bill  win  be  carried  out  as 
directed  by  the  Congress,  but,  in  the  absence  of  specific  in- 
structions to  build  metal-clad  airships,  I  have  no  confidence 
that  the  Navy  will  use  discreUon  to  build  any  but  the  old 
rubber  or  fabric  type  nonrlgld  or  the  fabric  rigid  ships. 
Somebody  once  said  that  It  was  more  dtfl&cult  for  the  Navy 
to  give  up  an  old  idea  than  to  accept  a  new  idea.  What  I 
am  interested  in  is  that  tbe  Navy  shall  at  this  late  date 
build  at  least  one  or  two  metal-dad  aifr^^ip*  The  record 
of  thto  type  of  ship  Justiftos  further  experimentation. 

Mr.  MAAS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DINOELIi.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mimie- 
sota. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Of  course,  the  gentleman  knows  that  the 
Navy  does  have  an  all-metal-clad  ship  now? 

Mr.  DINOELL.  Yes;  only  one  and  the  original  modd 
and  the  most  valuable  and  proven  thing  in  the  experimental 
field  that  the  Navy  has  evo*  had.  On  the  basis  (tf  the 
experience  with  the  flying  tin  can  the  Navy  ought  to  build 
at  least  one  more  to  carry  on  further  experiment.  The 
gentleman  from  Minnesota,  as  an  expert  on  aviation,  has 
agreed  with  me  on  more  than  one  occasion  that  that  should 
be  done. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Yes;  but  does  the  gentleman  have  any  appre- 
hension that  they  will  not  build  some  of  these  all-metal- 
clad  airships? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  am  almoest  convinced  that  they  win 
not  unless  Congress  tells  them  that   they  must. 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  am  convinced  they  wilL 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Then  I  will  take  the  gentleman's  word 
for  it.     [Applause.] 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sac.  4.  The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  act  approved  Aprfl  23, 
1939  (S3  Stat.  690.  592).  shall  be  applicable  to  all  faclliUes  author- 
ized by  this  act.  Including  facilities  located  within  the  continental- 
limits  ol  the  United  States:  Provided,  That  the  fixed  fee  to  be  paid 
the  contractor  as  a  result  of  any  contract  entered  Into  under  the 
authority  contained  herein  shall  not  exceed  6  percent  of  the  esti- 
mated cost  of  the  contract,  ezcltislve  of  the  fee.  as  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy:  Provided  furthier.  That  all  contrmetors 
who  enter  into  contracts  authorized  hy  this  section  shall  be  held 
to  be  agents  of  the  United  States  for  the  purposes  of  such  contracts. 

Hie  CHAIRMAN.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  committee 
amendments. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  S,  line  21,  after  "April",  strike  out  *^"  and  insert  '^." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  pa^  4,  beginning  \n  line  8,  after  "Navy",  change  the  colon 
to  a  period  and  strike  out  tbe  remainder  of  tbe  section. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the 
Committee  do  now  rise  and  rejort  the  bill  back  to  the  House 
with  the  recommendation  that  the  amendments  be  agreed  to 
and  that  the  bill  as  amended  do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair.  Mr.  CNxal.  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Unicm,  reported  that 
that  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9848)  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisition  of 
naval  aircraft,  the  constnictiOD  of  certain  public  works,  and 
for  other  purposes,  had  directed  him  to  report  the  bill  back 
to  the  House  with  sundry  amendments,  with  the  recom- 
mendation that  the  amendments  be  agreed  to  and  that  the 
bill  as  amended  do  pass. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  ^leaker,  I  move  the  previ- 
ous question  on  the  bill  and  aU  amendments  thereto  to  final 
passage. 

The  prevloas  question  was  ordered. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any 
amendment?    If  not.  the  Chair  will  put  them  in  gross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  oi  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the 
bUl. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  passage  of 
the  bill  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  w^re — yeas  402,  nays, 
1,  not  voting  27,  as  follows: 


[Roll  No.  128] 

TEAS— 402 

All*n.  ni. 

Crowe 

Harrington 

McLaughlin 

Allen.  La. 

Crowther 

Hart 

McLean 

Allen.  Pa. 

Cu'kln 

Barter,  N.  T. 

McMUlan.ClaraO. 

Andersen.  H  Carl  Cullen 

Harter.  Ohio 

McMillan,  John  L. 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Cummlngs 

Hartley 

Maas 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Curtis 

Havenner 

MacleJewBki 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

D'AIesandro 

Rawks 

Magnvison 

Andrews 

Darden,  Va. 

Healey 

Mahon 

Angell 

Da  via 

Hendricks 

Maloney 

Arenda 

Delaney 

Hennings 

Marshall 

Arnold 

Dempeey 

Hess 

Martin,  HI. 

Austin 

DeRouen 

HUl 

Martin,  Iowa 

BaU 

Dlcksteln 

Hinshaw 

Martin,  Mass. 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Dies 

Hobbs 

Mason 

Barnes 

DlngeU 

Hoffman 

Masslngale 

Barry 

Dlrksen 

Holmes 

Mlchener 

Barton,  N.  T. 

Dlfney 

Hook 

Miller 

Bat».  Ky. 

Dltter 

Hope 

MUls.  Ark. 

Bates.  Man. 

Donrtero 

Horton 

Mills.  La. 

Beam 

Doughton 

Houston 

Monkiewica 

Beckworth 

Douglas 

Hull 

Monroney 

Bell 

Doxey 

Hunter 

Moeer 

Bender 

Drewry 

Izac 

Mott 

Blackney 

Duncan 

Jacobsen 

Mouton 

Bland 

Dunn 

Jarrett 

Mundt 

Bloom 

Dworshak 

Jeffries 

Murdock,  Ariz. 

Boehne 

Eaton 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Murdock.  Utah 

Boland 

Eberharter 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Murray 

Bolton 

Edelstetn 

Jennings 

Myers 

Boren 

Bdmlston 

Jensen 

Nelson 

Boykln 

Elliott 

Johns 

Nichols 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Ells 

Johnson,  m. 

NorreU 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Baton 

Johnson.  Ind. 

O'Brien 

Brewster 

Bn««l 

Johnson Xuther A.  O'Connor 

Brooka 

Knglebrlght 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

O'Day 

Brown.  Oa. 

Bvana 

Johnson.  Okla. 

O'Leary 

Brown,  Ohio 

Pay 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Oliver 

Bryaon 

Fenton 

Jones.  Ohio 

ONeal 

Buck 

Pergaison 

Jones.  Tex. 

Osmers 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Fernandez 

Jonkman 

OToole 

Bxickley.N.Y.- 

Pl8h 

Kean 

Pace 

Bui  winkle 

Fltzpa  trick 

Keefe 

Parsons 

Burch 

Flaherty 

Kefauver 

Patman 

Burdlck 

Flannagan 

Keller 

Patrick 

Burgln 

Flannery 

Kelly 

Patton 

Byrne.  N.  Y. 

Polger 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Pearson 

Byrns.  Tenn. 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Peterson.  P!a. 

Byron 

Ford.  Miss. 

Kennedy,  Michael  Peterson,  Ga. 

Camp 

Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Keogh 

Pfelfer 

Cannon.  Tla. 

pries 

Kerr 

Pierce 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Palmer 

Kllbum 

Plttenger 

C^rlaon 

Gamble 

Kllday 

Plumley 

Carter  *"■'"* 

Garrett 

Kinzer 

Poage 

Cartwrtghl 

Gartner 

Klrwan 

Polk 

Case.  S.  Dak. 

Ga  things 

Kitchens 

Powers 

Casey.  Maaa. 

Gavagan 

Kleberg 

Rabaut 

Celler 

Gearhart 

Knutson 

Ramspeck 

Chapman 

Gehrmann 

Kocialkowskl 

Randolph 

Chlperfleld 

Gerlarh 

Kramer 

Rankin 

Church 

Geyer,  Calif. 

Kunkel 

Raybum 

Clark 

Gibbs 

Lambertson 

Reece.  Teim. 

Claaon 

Glfford 

Landis 

Reed.  m. 

Claypool 

OUchrlst 

lAnham 

Reed.  N.  Y. 

Clevenger 

OiUle 

Larrabee 

Rees.  Kans. 

Cochran 

Oocdwln 

Lea 

Rich 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Gore 

Leavy 

Richards 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Goasett 

LeCompte 

Robertson 

Cole.  Md. 

Graham 

Lesinskl 

Robsion.  Ky. 

Cole.  N.  T. 

Grant,  Ala. 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Rockefeller 

CoUins 

Grant.  Ind. 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Rodgers.Pa. 

Oolmer 

Gregory    ^ 

Luce 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Conneiy 

Griffith 

Ludlow 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Cooler 

Gross 

Lynch 

Romjue 

Cooper 

Guyer.  Kans. 

McAndrews 

Routzohn 

Corbett 

Gwynne 

McArdle 

Rutherford 

CofitcUo 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

McCormack 

Ryan 

Co\irtney 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

McDoweU 

Sabath 

Oox 

nalleck 

McOehee 

Sacks 

Cravena 

Hancock 

McGranery 

Banrtager 

Crawford 

Hare 

McGregor 

Saascer 

OMMMT 

MMxnam 

Satterfleld 

Schaefer,  m. 

Schaf er.  Wis. 

Schlfller 

Bchuetz 

Schulte 

Schwert 

Scrugham 

Seccombe 

Secrest 

Seger 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Sheridan 

Short 

Simpson 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith.  HI. 

Smith.  Ohio 

Smith.  Va. 


Alexander 

Belles 

CaldweU 

Cluett 

Creal 

Darrow 

Durham 


Smith.  Wash. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Snyder 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

South 

Sparkman 

Spence 

Springer 

Steagall 

Steams,  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sullivan 

Sumner,  111. 

Siimners.  Tex. 

Sutphln 

Sweeney 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Tarver 


Taylor 
Tenerowicz 
Terry 
Thill 

Thomas.  Tex. 
Thomason 
Tibbott 
Tlnkham 
To  Ian 
Tread  way 
Van  Zandt 
Vincent.  Ky. 
Vinson,  Ga. 
Voorhls.  Calif, 
Vorys.  Ohio 
Vreeland 
Wadsworth 
Wallgren 
Walter 
Ward 


Warren 
Weaver 
Welch 
West 

Wheat  , 

Whlttlngton 
Wigglesworth 
Williams.  Del. 
Williams.  Mo. 
Winter 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden.  Pa. 
Wolverton.  N.  J. 
Wood 

Woodruff.  Mich. 
Woodrum,  Va. 
Youngdahl 
Zimmerman 


NAYS— 1 

Marcantonio 

NOT  VOnNO — 27 


FBddls 

Green 

Jarman 

Kee 

Lemke 

McLeod 

Mansfield 


May 

Merritt 

MltcheU 

Norton 

Risk 

Robinson.  Utah 

Shafer,  Mich. 


Ala. 
Thomas.  N.  J. 

Thorkelson 
Whelchel 
White.  Idaho 
White,  Ohio 


So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Mansfield  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Caldwell  with  Mr.  duett. 

Mr.  Faddis  with  Mr.  Alexander. 

Mr.  Stames  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Merritt  with  Mr.  Darrow. 

Mr.  Kee  with  Mr.  Thorkelson. 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Whelchel  with  Mr.  McLeod. 

Mr.  Creal  with  Mr.  Holies. 

Mr.  Robinson  of  Utah  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  White  of  Idaho  with  Mr.  MitcheU. 

Mrs.  Norton  with  Mr.  Durham. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  VINCENT  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky.  Mr.  May.  was  called  to  the 
Senate  for  a  conference.  If  present,  he  would  have  voted 
"yea." 

Mr.  SUTPHIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentle- 
woman from  New  Jersey.  Mrs.  Norton,  is  absent  on  ofificlal 
business.  I  have  been  requested  to  announce  that  if  here 
she  would  have  voted  "yea." 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  Members  may  have  5  legislative  days  in 
which  to  extend  their  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the 
two  bills  considered  today. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object.  Mr.  Speaker — and  I  shall  not  object — may  I  ask  the 
majority  leader  If  he  can  tell  me  what  the  program  is  to  be 
for  this  week? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  On  tomorrow  we  win  go  ahead  with  the 
remainder  of  the  conference  report  on  the  D2partment  of 
the  Interior  appropriation  bill.  Following  that,  on  Thursday 
we  wlU  take  up  the  conference  report  on  the  War  Depart- 
ment civil  functions  appropriation  bill.  On  Friday,  in  all 
probability — and  I  say  in  aD  probability,  because  It  will  be 

taken  up  unless  something  of  an  emergent  nature  comes  in 

we  will  take  up  either  the  rule  on  the  Home  Owners'  Loan 
Corporation  bill  or  the  rule  on  the  Smith  amendments  to 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  One  of  those  will  be  up 
on  Friday. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Is  it  the  intention  to  con- 
tinue with  that  bill  on  Saturday  or  adjourn  over  from  Friday 
to  Monday? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  rather  think  It  would  be  a  good  idea  to 
complete  on  Friday  the  general  debate  on  whichever  bin 
comes  up  on  that  day.    I  believe  4  hours  of  general  debate 


Is  provided  on  the  Smith  amendments,  with  an  hour  on 
the  rule,  and  2  hours  of  general  debate  is  provided  on  the 
Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  There  will  be  no  effort, 
then,  to  read  either  one  of  those  bills  on  Saturday? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    I  think  not. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Inquiry  has  been  made  as 
to  whether  there  is  any  possibility  of  the  Mexican  claims  bill 
being  brought  up  this  week, 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Not  this  week. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Gteorgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TOLL  BRIDGE  ACROSS  SARASOTA  PASS,  COUNTY  OF  KAHATEI,  FLA. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  7615) 
authorizing  the  Bradenton  Co.,  its  successors  and  assigns, 
to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  across  Sara- 
sota Pass,  county  of  Manatee,  State  of  Florida,  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  and  concur  In  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments  as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  7,  after  "Pass,"  Insert  "and  across  Longboat  Pass. 
connecting  up  the  south  end  of  Anna  Maria  Key  with  the  north 
end  of  Longboat  Key." 

Page  6,  after  line  21,  insert: 

"Sbc.  11.  The  word  "bridge"  where  It  appears  In  this  act.  may  be 
construed  either  In  the  singular  or  plural  so  as  to  apply  to  either 
or  both  of  cuch  bridges. - 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  authorizing  the  Bradenton 
Co..  its  successors  and  aaalgns,  to  construct,  maintain.  aiKl  operate 
a  toll  bridge  acroaa  Saraaota  Pass,  and  across  Longboat  Pass,  county 
ct  lifanatee.  State  of  Plortda." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendments  were  concurred  In. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PROMOTION  OF  PROMOTION-LIST  OFFICERS  OF  THE  ARMY 

Mr.  HARTER  of  Ohio  submitted  a  conference  report  and 
statement  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9243)  to  provide  for  the  promo- 
tion of  promotion-list  officers  of  the  Army  after  specified 
years  of  service  in  grade  and  for  other  purposes. 

EXTKNSUm  OF   REMARKS 

ISi.  BOREN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  a£k  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  Immediately  following  the 
statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Cartwrigbt]  about  the  delegation's  attitude  about  adjourn- 
ment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a 
short  editorial  from  the  Shreveport  Times  on  the  President's 
program. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  on  two  subjects. 
one  having  to  do  with  the  testimony  of  Senator  Thomas 
of  Uttih  before  the  House  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  other 
having  to  do  with  the  art  project  of  Gardenia  High  School. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOOK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  an 
address  by  the  Foreign  Minister  of  Finland. 

The  SI^AKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re<iuest  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michlgsm? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  I^^eaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Recoeo  and  to  include  a  radio 


address  delivered  by  a  distinguished  constituent  of  mine. 
Rabbi  Irving  F.  Reichert,  of  Congregation  Emauiu-EL.  of  San 
Francisco. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

statement 
Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.    Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota,  Mr.  Alexander,  is  unavoid- 
ably absent.     If  he  had  been  present,  on  the  last  roll  call 
he  would  have  voted  "yea." 

EXTENSION   OF    REMARKS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
tmanimous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record 
and  to  include  therein  a  letter  frcm  the  conunander  of  the 
Disabled  American  Veterans,  Mr.  Mur^y,  one  to  me  and 
(Hie  to  General  Hines,  regarding  veterans'  legislation.  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  will  take  one-half  page  more  than  the  usual 
allowance,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  that  be  waived 
and  the  letters  extended  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  Include  an 
address  delivered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
DiTTERl  at  Philadelphia,  on  May  25,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
genUeman  from  Vermont? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  » 
short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  newspaper  article  appearing  in  the  Martins  F^rry 
Times. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KHjBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  an 
article  by  Arthur  Krock  appearing  in  this  morning's  New 
York  Times. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION   TO    ADDRESS   THE   ROUSE 

Mr.  WOODRUFT"  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  on  Thursday,  May  30.  1940,  after  the 
disposition  of  matters  on  the  Speaker's  table  I  may  address 
the  House  for  45  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
bill  which  I  introduced  in  the  House  today. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  Include  a  short  article 
by  my  predecessor,  Mr.  Pettengin. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
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Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  I  made  today  and  to  include  a  quotation 
from  a  committee  report. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  address  by  former 
President  Hoover. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DISPENSING  WTTH  CALENDAR    WgDWESDAT 

Ml.  RAYBUFIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  business  in  order  tomorrow,  calendar  Wednesday,  be 
dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  special  order  heretofore  made  the 
Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Dick- 
stkin]  for  20  minutes.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Jones]  was  entitled  to  30  minuses  today,  but  stated  to  the 
Chair  that  he  would  not  use  it  on  this  occasion. 

SUBVERSIVE  INTLUENCE 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  these  unusual  times  it 
is  rather  difBcult  for  any  Member  to  keep  on  calling  attention 
to  certain  matters  pertaining  to  the  welfare  of  our  Govern- 
ment, and  sometimes  he  will  be  criticized  because  some  may 
say  that  he  is  talking  too  often.  I  tried  to  avoid  talking  too 
much,  but  matters  brought  to  my  attention  are  of  such  a  seri- 
ous nature  that  I  am  forced  to  take  the  floor  of  the  House 
again  and  again  pointing  out  certain  subversive  activities 
carried  on  In  this  country  without  much  interference  from 
the  distinguished  committee  known  as  the  Dies  committee.  I 
see  by  the  papers  that  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Texas  is  going  to  ask  for  $100,000  to  carry  him  along  until 
January  2,  because  we  cannot  extend  the  resolution  beyond 
that.  A  new  Congress  will  come  back  here  then.  But  what 
strikes  me  as  funny  Is  that  in  the  last  number  of  weeks  I  have 
presented  In  the  Record  certain  definite  information  which 
apparently  the  Dies  committee  has  not  taken  notice  of.  It 
has  not  taken  any  notice  of  what  is  going  on.  As  recently  as 
a  few  days  ago  I  exposed  a  definite  plan  of  a  group  under  an 
assiuned  name,  actively  engaged  in  satwtage  and  in  propa- 
ganda, paid  by  a  foreign  nation,  and  I  took  the  trouble  to 
ascertain  the  names  and  addresses  of  persons  actively  en- 
gaged, persons  who  are  subsidized  with  foreign  money,  but  the 
distinguished  Dies  committee  has  not  taken  any  action  or 
served  subpenas  to  bring  these  culprits  before  that  committee. 

I  spoke  yesterday  on  this  floor  about  what  happened  in  the 
last  few  years,  about  the  fact  that  I  called  attention  to  this 
"fifth  column"  way  back  in  1934,  again  in  1935,  and  1936  and 
1937-  1938.  1939.  and  1940.  But  oh,  no;  some  Members  ap- 
parently did  not  care  enough  to  cooperate  in  following 
through  the  Information  that  was  brought  to  them  right  on 
the  floor  of  this  House.  To  be  more  specific  in  my  examples, 
I  also  tried  hard,  together  with  the  membership  of  the  com- 
mittee of  which  I  have  the  honor  to  be  the  chairman,  to  dis- 
cover and  stop  certain  subversive  activities  carried  on  along 
our  Mexican  border,  but  we  could  not  get  the  great  Rules 
Committee  to  give  us  a  rule.  They  did  not  seem  to  think  it 
necessary  to  check  smuggling  of  aliens  into  this  country. 
We  went  before  the  Rules  Committee  and  asked  for  permis- 
sion to  investigate  a  group  of  smugglers  and  other  saboteurs 
along  the  Mexican  border  between  Mexico  and  Texas.  Ex- 
cept the  sympathy  of  a  few  gentlemen  on  that  committee  who 
seemed  to  realize  the  importance  of  the  problem  we  pre- 
sented to  them,  we  could  not  get  anything  from  the  commit- 
tee. The  distinguished  committee  wanted  to  know  how  much 
It  would  cost,  and  when  we  said  about  $10,000  or  $15,000  we 
were  told  that  that  was  too  much  money.  Yet  they  have 
given  the  Dies  committee  $200,000  and  possibly  $300,000. 
which  has  made  not  one  single  recommendation  of  a  law  by 
which  we  can  eradicate  this  subversive  propaganda  which  is 
worse  today  than  it  was  a  year  ago.  I  had  certain  informa- 
tion on  a  number  of  people  who  can  be  held  responsible  lor 


this  "fifth  column"  In  our  country  and  If  I  only  had  the  power 
of  subpena  and  the  power  to  grant  Immunity  to  certain 
squealers  as  they  are  commonly  known,  who  were  prepared  to 
give  us  further  information,  we  could  have  unearthed  the 
whole  plot.  But  the  Rules  Committee,  which  has  too  many 
leaders — everyone  having  his  own  information  and  his  own 
remedy — ^refused  to  act. 

We  presented  before  the  Rules  Committee  evidence  of 
what  I  am  telling  you  now,  and  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration endorsed  that  resolution  unanimously.  But  no,  they 
would  not  let  us  have  the  rule. 

About  a  year  ago  the  Rules  Committee  unanimously  re- 
ported the  resolution.  It  came  out  on  the  floor.  Then,  if 
you  remember,  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Smith]  had  a  resolution  of  some  kind  which  was  de- 
feated. My  resolution  was  to  be  brought  up  next,  but  for 
some  reason  they  could  not  get  to  it.  The  next  day  there 
was  enough  pressure  brought  to  laear  on  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee to  have  the  Rules  Committee  rescind  their  action  in 
voting  out  the  resolution  calling  for  an  investigation  of 
back-door  smuggling,  not  only  of  aliens  but  of  a  lot  of 
cheap  labor  they  were  bringing  in  through  the  back  door  of 
this  country. 

This  Is  no  time  for  quibbling  and  quarreling.  I  tell  you 
that  I  do  not  mind  sitting  down  with  any  committee  to 
work  out  a  program  to  find  out  how,  and  how  soon,  we  can 
get  rid  of  this  "fifth  column,"  the  Communists,  and  the 
Fascists.  Apparently,  however,  the  committees  of  this  Con- 
gress are  closed  corporations.  Just  like  stock  companies. 
You  have  to  be  on  the  inside  before  you  get  the  right  time 
even  to  tell  them  what  you  think  should  be  done.  In  the 
last  6  years  I  have  worked  on  this  question.  I  have  worked 
hard  to  find  out  where  the  culprits,  the  Fascists,  and  the 
Nazis  are  and  what  their  purpose  is;  but  apparently  some 
people  who  never  saw  a  Nazi,  a  Fascist,  or  a  Conununlst  are 
the  ones  who  are  telling  us  what  to  do  about  them  and  how 
to  approach  them. 

I  am  going  to  take  another  chance  today,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
see  if  the  Dies  committee  will  bite  at  this  one — and  I  have  my 
doubts.  A  new  Nazi  camp — Camp  Bergwald — was  just  opened 
last  Sunday  for  the  Hitler  Youth  of  America.  The  idea  and 
the  plan  of  this  outfit  is  to  take  American-bom  children  of 
German  parentage  and  to  teach  them  the  ideology  and 
theory  of  the  Nazis  and  the  work  that  is  being  done  by  their 
Fuehrer  Hitler.  This  camp  is  to  accommodate  about  1,000 
American-bom  children  of  German  parentage.  These  chil- 
dren may  not  want  to  Join  the  camp  but  there  are  their 
Nazi -inspired  parents  who  want  their  children  to  be 
brought  up  as  Germans  and  who  see  to  it  that  they  study 
and  know  about  the  German  fuehrer  and  his  methods  for 
saving  the  world.  One  hundred  and  eighty  acres  of  land 
were  purchased  not  by  American  money  but  by  Nazi  money. 
This  German  camp  was  opened  on  the  26th  day  of  May,  I 
think  it  was  last  Sunday,  in  Passaic  County.  N.  J.  I  have 
a  map  here  showing  the  exact  location  of  the  camp.  With 
$200,000  do  you  not  think  some  of  the  investigators  should 
find  out  just  what  is  happening?  The  residents  of  that 
area  have  a  right  to  demand  that  their  Government  stop 
such  insidious  activities,  but  apparently  nothing  is  being 
done.  One  bewildered  resident  of  Bloomfield,  N.  J.,  discuss- 
ing the  bund  activities  in  New  Foundland,  N.  J.,  writes: 

I  was  wondertng  If  you  realize  that  their  camp  la  only  a  stone's 
throw  from  the  United  States  naval  base  or  the  PlcaUnny  Arsenal 
I  have  often  wondered  why  the  authorities  allow  them  to  conduct 
such  un-American  activities.  I.  for  one.  have  actually  seen  some  of 
these  demonstrations  and  have  been  so  angry  and  Incensed  over 
them  that  I  have  not  been  able  to  have  peace  of  mind  Passaic  N  J 
is  a  seething  hotbed  of  Nazi  activities.  *     '    ** 

It  seems  that  my  good  friend,  the  gentleman  ftom  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  Hoffman]  stated  on  the  fioor  yesterday  that  I  ought 
to  take  my  information  to  the  Dies  committee  or  some  other 
Government  agency. 

I  want  him  to  know,  and  I  want  the  country  to  know, 
that  I  have  turned  over  plenty  of  material  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  as  well  as  to  the  Dies  committee  The 
convlcUon  of  Nazi  spies  in  this  country  was  the  result 
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of  some  of  the  work  that  I  did  in  uncovering  some  of  these 
secret  movements  in  this  country.  The  conviction  of  Fritz 
Kuhn  was  one  of  the  things  that  came  about  as  a  result 
of  my  efforts.  Naturally  we  have  an  able  district  attorney. 
the  Honorable  Thomas  E.  Dewey,  who  did  a  good  job  after 
he  got  the  information.  The  Dies  committee  was  not 
responsible  for  that  conviction.  The  Dies  committee  is  not 
responsible  for  the  prosecution  of  the  Christian  Front  now 
on  trial  in  the  Federal  court  in  Brooklyn.  The  Dies  com- 
mittee is  not  responsible  for  the  conviction  of  the  six  spies 
in  New  York. 

What  is  the  Dies  committee  responsible  for?  It  Is  re- 
sponsible for  a  lot  of  publicity,  a  lot  of  statements,  but  noth- 
ing very  concrete  in  the  way  of  a  constructive  program. 

Perhaps  the  Dies  committee  will  pay  a  little  attention 
to  the  following  statement:  The  K.  K.  K.,  with  new  head- 
quarters In  New  Jersey  for  the  last  6  months,  has  solicited 
memberships  and  money  in  the  vicinity  of  Paterson,  N.  J.. 
which  seems  to  be  a  hotbed  of  all  kinds  of  un-American 
activities,  and  on  Memorial  Day  they  hope  to  have  cere- 
monies under  the  auspices  and  direction  of  the  K,  K.  K. 
They  are  what  is  known  as  the  "sixth  column."  They  are 
going  to  devour  the  "fifth  column."  And  they  expect  to 
have  as  their  principal  speaker  no  less  a  person  than 
James  J.  Colscott.  imperial  wizard  himself,  of  the  Klan, 
from  Atlanta.  Ga.  This  meeting  will  take  place  at  the  Tri- 
Coimty  Club  in  Wajme  Township.  Passaic  County,  N.  J. 

Why  not  bring  some  of  the  K.  K.  K.  leaders  and  some  of 
the  sponsors  of  this  Nazi  youth  movement  before  the  Dies 
committee?  Why  should  anyone  ask  me.  Why  do  you 
not  give  your  material  to  the  Department  of  Justice? 
There  are  certain  things  you  cannot  give  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  because  they  do  not  have  the  power  of 
subpena.  I  have  made  that  statement  dozens  of  times, 
yet  Members  continue  to  ask  the  same  question.  Why  do 
you  not  give  it  to  the  Department  of  Justice? 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  there  was  proper  coordination  between 
Members  of  Congress  and  committees  in  charge  of  legisla- 
tion, without  this  high-hatting  business,  and  if  the  Members 
would  sit  around  a  table,  confer,  and  discuss  these  ques- 
tions, it  would  not  be  necessary  for  another  Member  to 
come  on  the  fioor  of  the  House  and  discuss  these  things 
publicly.  But  there  seems  to  be  no  cooperation  nor  is  there 
intended  to  be  given  cooperation  by  certain  groups  in  this 
House.  God  knows.  I  get  no  benefit  from  standing  up 
here,  from  working  night  and  day  to  find  this  material, 
preparing  it.  and  bringing  it  to  your  attention.  I  do  not 
need  that  kind  of  stuff  to  be  reelected  to  Congress;  but  I 
feel  it  is  my  duty  as  an  American,  as  I  have  felt  right  along, 
to  call  these  facts  to  the  attention  of  the  country.  If  this 
Congress  had  paid  more  attention  to  my  warnings  a  few 
years  back  there  never  would  have  been  a  strong  "fifth 
column"  in  this  country  now.  and  you  never  would  have  had 
subversive  activities  because  we  would  not  have  allowed  them 
to  develop. 

Mr.  SEGER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey. 

Mr.  SEGER.  Passaic  County  has  two  Representatives. 
Will  the  gentleman  tell  us  which  part  of  Passaic  County  this 
element  is  in? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  will  give  the  gentleman  a  map.  and  I 
think  he  will  be  able  to  read  the  map  much  better  than  I  can. 
I  am  sort  of  alien  in  some  parts  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  SEGER.  One  of  the  Dies  conmalttee  members  is  a 
Representative  from  Passaic  County. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN,  I  have  received  a  lot  of  mail  from  that 
section  of  the  county.  He  has  a  couple  of  bad  birds  around 
there,  too,  but  no  attention  is  being  paid  to  them,  it  seems. 

I  remember  when  my  good  friend  from  New  York  was 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(Here  the  pavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 
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The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  LMr.  DicksteinI? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  was  a  constitu- 
tional convention  in  my  State,  of  which  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  IMr.  Fish]  was  chairman.  I  recall  appearing 
before  that  convention  and  trying  to  find  a  constructive  way 
of  getting  enacted  laws  that  would  eradicate  nazi-ism, 
fascism,  communism,  and  their  camps,  uniforms,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  FISH.    Will  the  genUeman  jield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  has  brought  that 
up.  As  long  as  we  are  discussing  the  question  of  the  "fifth 
column,"  I  think  one  of  the  best  things  this  Congress  could 
do  would  be  to  report  out  and  enact  a  bill  I  have  introduced 
which  would  prohibit  the  arming,  drilling,  and  uniforming 
of  all  un-American  groups.  In  that  way  we  would  put  an 
end  to  these  Communists  and  Nazis  who  are  parading  about 
in  these  different  cami)s  to  which  the  gentleman  refers. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  agree  with  my  colleague  from  New 
York.  Following  the  gentleman's  thought,  may  I  say  that 
I  too  have  Introduced  a  bill  in  this  Congress  modeled  along 
the  lines  of  a  bill  I  drew  for  my  own  State  legislature 
prohibiting  the  wearing  of  these  uniforms.  I  introduced 
that  bill  in  this  Congress,  but  what  do  you  think  happened? 
The  bill  was  introduced  and  after  begging  for  a  hearing.  I 
got  a  letter  from  the  chairman  of  the  committee  saj'ing 
that  the  bill  was  tabled,  without  even  giving  me  a  chance 
to  present  evidence  showing  how  the  uniforms  were  smug- 
gled in  and  how  these  suckers  paid  for  them,  on  an  average 
of  about  $19.50  a  imiform.  Some  of  these  people  were 
forced  to  buy  them  and  wear  them  at  these  so-called  Nazi 
camps.  The  bill  was  tabled  without  even  giving  me  a 
chance  to  appear  before  the  committee  to  explain  the 
situation.  That  shows  how  much  cooperation  one  can  get 
and  how  much  cooperation  one  may  expect. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  want  the  remarks  I  made  a 
moment  ago  to  be  construed  as  any  criticism  of  the  Dies 
committee,  but  I  hope  to  God  they  will  wake  up  and  stop 
pussyfooting  around. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  May  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his  own 
remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  special  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  IMr.  Dincell]  is 
recognized  for  15  minutes. 

USE  OF  NATURAL  GAS  IN  DETROTT 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
include  a  letter  in  the  remarks  I  am  about  to  make. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  well-being  of  the  people 
of  Detroit,  and  particularly  those  of  my  own  Fifteenth  Dis- 
trict, prompted  me  to  go  beyond  my  ordinary  legislative 
duties  in  order  to  aid  in  bringing  to  our  citizens  and  in- 
dustries such  advantage  as  concededly  exists  in  the  avail- 
able cheaper  and  twice  more  efBcient  natural  gas.  It  in 
ft  long  and  an  involved  story  which  dates  back  to  my  first 
and  second  terms  in  Congress.  I  spent  time,  energy,  and 
my  own  money  in  order  to  aid  in  a  great  and  beneficial 
plan,  a  plan  which  would  not  only  benefit  the  domestic  user 
by  cutting  the  rate  in  half  while  giving  twice  the  amount 
of  heat  but  a  plan  which  might  almost  for  a  certainty  make 
of  Detroit  the  steel  center  of  the  United  States  and  mag- 
nify our  advantage  in  every  other  industry. 

The  plan  was  complex  and  highly  involved.  I  conferred 
with  representatives  of  the  city  of  Detroit,  with  Members 
of  Congress  from  Texas,  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Intericw, 
and  even  with  the  Attorney  Gteneral  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  a  matter  of  record  that  the  city  of  Detroit  wanted 
the  cheaper,  more  efficient,  and  hotter  natural  gas  and  that 
only  the  Gas  Trust  stood  In  the  way.  barring  Detroit  and 
other  cities  from  this  product  of  nature.    It  is  also  a  matter 
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of  record  that  the  Cities  Alliance  was  Interested  in  a  suit 
which  was  pending  in  the  courts  of  Wilmington,  Del.,  be- 
cause the  action  then  pending  was  intended  to  break  the 
strtinglehold  of  the  Columbia  Gas  ti  Electric  Co,  upon  the 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co.  This  action.  It  was  hoped, 
would  make  natural  gas  available  to  the  interested  munici- 
palities which  were  fighting  the  trust. 

The  suit  instituted  in  the  Federal  court  against  the  hold- 
ing company,  known  as  Columbia  Qas  &  Electric  Co.,  was 
intended  to  force  divestment  on  the  part  of  Columbia  of 
its  control  and  dooUnation  which  prevented  the  service  com- 
pany, known  as  the  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co.  from 
supplying  natural  gas  to  Detroit  and  other  cities.  It  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  break  this  hold  which  was  strangling 
Detroit  and  forcing  our  people  to  use  the  artificial  and  more 
expensive  gas.  Court  action  was  necessary  to  free  the 
people  of  the  bondage  in  which  they  were  held.  All  the 
holdmg  company  acts  of  Congress  are  meaningless  and  in- 
effective without  the  aid  of  the  Federal  court. 

Mr.  Speaker,  without  the  vigorous  action  of  the  courts 
functioning  in  the  public  interest,  even  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  law  becomes  a  joke  and  is  laughed  at  by  the 
Hopsons  and  other  unscrupulous  gas  barons.  The  courts 
must  fimction  to  protect  the  vital  public  Interest.  Every 
housewife  in  the  Detroit  metropolitan  area  today  pays  a 
tribute  to  the  parasites  and  grafters  of  Wall  Street  every 
time  she  turns  on  a  gas  Jet.  An  unconscionable,  oppressive, 
and  one-sided  contract  was  imposed  upon  the  good  people 
of  Detroit  by  clever  utility  sharps  and  manipulators  who 
took  advantage  of  the  negotiators  for  the  city.  As  a 
result  my  pe<H}le  pay  more  per  thousand  cubic  feet  for  a 
mixture  of  natural  and  artificial  gas  than  they  used  to  pay 
for  the  artificial  product.  Tlie  rate  is  calculated  upon  a 
B.  t.  u.  basis  in  such  a  way  as  to  rob  the  user  of  the  advan- 
tage of  natural  gas.  The  entire  community  is  victimized. 
The  old  artificial  plant,  though  It  is  obsolete  and  useless,  is 
still  carried  upon  the  books  of  the  operating  company  as  a 
capital  asset  valued  at  millions  of  dollars,  and  this  flgm« 
Is  considered  and  reflected  directly  in  the  high  gas  rate. 

This  obsolete  plant  which  is  classed  as  a  stand-by  ought 
to  be  dismantled  and  wiped  out.  Its  continuance  is  un- 
warranted. Generally,  the  stand-by  or  safety  margin  of 
natural  gas  Is  that  portion  of  the  volume  used  by  the  indus- 
trial consumer. 

When  negotiations  were  about  to  begin  between  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  gas  company  and  the  city  of  Detroit  I 
warned  the  people  to  be  on  guard  against  trickery.  I  wrote 
an  open  letter  to  an  oflQcial  of  the  city  which  was  published 
with  much  prominence.  I  referred  to  the  danger  of  entering 
into  any  binding  agreement  which  might  be  used  as  a  screen 
or  an  excuse  to  forestall  action  in  the  pending  suit  to  force 
the  Columbia  Gas  &  Electric  Co.  to  divest  itself  of  control 
In  the  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co.  That  is  Just  what 
happened — the  city  got  a  fake  contract  which  was  the  basis 
for  a  villainous  consent  decree  agreed  to  by  the  various 
parties  having  an  interest.  I  am  not  a  lawyer,  claim  no 
knowledge  of  the  various  angles  or  the  interests  of  the  parties 
Involved.  I  do  know  that  Detroit  gave  away  the  valuable 
rights  of  its  people  and  was  robbed  in  return.  Moreover, 
this  contract  was  the  chief  reason  or  excuse  which  per- 
petuated the  control  by  Columbia  over  Panhandle,  and  domi- 
nates the  situation  which  perpetuates  and  legalizes  the  high- 
way robbery  of  gas  users  in  Detroit  and  a  hundred  other 
cities.  I  have  always  been  suspicious  of  these  conferences 
in  the  private  chambers  of  the  judges  which  culminate  in 
what  is  generally  known  as  consent  decrees.  "Riey  are 
not  as  a  matter  of  fact  genuinely  legal  In  that  there  is  no 
law  under  which  such  agreements  are  sanctioned.  It  is  an 
innovation  of  the  courts,  and  in  some  instances  they  are  a 
vicious  device  of  unscrupulous  Judges  who  betray  the  public 
Interest  to  pay  certain  obligations. 

In  appearing  recently  before  the  Hatch  committee  of  the 
United  States  in  connection  with  the  Nye  resolution  to  inves- 
tigate this  whole  question  of  natural  gas,  which  has  a  vital 
and  direct  bearing  on  the  Detroit  luroblem.  I  stated,  among 


other  things,  that  this  problem  of  gas  rates  so  vitally  Eiffectins 
Detroit  is  so  terribly  snarled  and  apparently  corrupt  that 
only  a  most  thorough  Senate  investigation  can  get  to  the 
bottom  of  it  all  and  is  the  only  method  which  can  correct  the 
situation  and  give  our  people  a  measure  of  belated  relief. 
I  have  heard,  and  it  is  a  matter  of  record,  that  a  responsible 
witness  appearing  before  the  Senate  committee  stated  that 
the  consent  decree  was  entered  into  because  the  court  at 
Wilmington  was  "a  bad  court  in  which  to  try  the  case"  or 
that  the  court  was  "not  the  right  kind  of  court"  in  which  the 
case  could  be  tried  successfully. 

I  always  did  have  a  strong  suspicion  that  this  whole  deal. 
Including  above  eversrthing  else  the  consent  decree,  W£is  a 
betrayal  of  the  public  interest,  and  I  so  stated  before  the 
committee.  I  added  that  the  stench  reached  the  high 
heavens.  I  condemned  the  cowardice  which  caused  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  consent  agreement  t)ecause  it  was  the  trick 
whichNi  warned  the  negotiators  about  in  my  letter  of  Sep- 
tembei)  3.  1935,  which  I  reproduce  herewith. 

\  HOTTSX   or   REPBESntTATrVTS, 

\  Washington,  D.  C,  September  3,  1935. 

Hon.  John  W.  Smith, 

Acting  Mayor,  Detroit,  Mich. 
E>EAB  Mr.  SuriH:  In  reply  to  yoxir  recent  letters  concerning  the 
natural-gas  question,  I  want  to  say  that  I  am  still  positive  in  my 
convictions  as  to  the  desirabiUty  of  piping  this  valuable  fuel 
product  to  Detroit  for  the  use  of  the  commercial  and  industrial 
Interests  smd  for  domestic  pvirposes.  I  favor  an  expression  from 
the  people  on  the  proposal  so  that  we  may  know  whether  the  cit- 
izens of  Detroit  want  a  municipal  gas  system  and  whether  they 
want  natural  gas. 

I  shall  be  glad  to  definitely  commit  mjrself  to  favor  of  the  plan 
which  Is  scheduled  to  appear  on  the  ballot  as  originally  planned  on 
October  8  and  which  seems  to  be  properly  sidetracked  now  untU 
November  5.  But  the  most  important  point  which  I  want  to  clear 
up  In  my  mind  and  the  point  which  will  decide  my  future  attitude 
is  naturally  l)ased  upon  the  rate  which  will  be  charged  the  con- 
sumer. partlc\ilarly  the  domestic  consumer  If  and  when  the  gas 
system  Is  municipally  owned.  We  cannot  expect  the  people  of 
Detroit  to  commit  themselves  In  the  assumption  of  the  rcsponslbU- 
Ity  of  carrying  on  a  municipal  gas  biislness  unless  they  know  pre- 
cisely the  extent  of  the  gas-rate  reduction. 

There  Is  but  one  way  of  determining  the  natural-gas  rate  and 
that  Is  by  a  contractual  agreement  with  the  specific  cost  per  thou- 
sand cubic  feet  delivered  at  the  connecting  gate  of  the  city's  sys- 
tem.    In  view  of  the  potential  Detroit  market  for  natural  gas,  the 
negotiators  for  the  city   of  Detroit  are  In  an   Ideal  position   to 
obtain  a  base  rate  lower  than  that  enjoyed  by  any  other  city  In 
the  United  States.     I  say  this  advisedly  and  I  am  sure  you  will 
agree   with   me,   when  I   point  out   that  the   natural  gas  can   be 
brought  to  Detroit  by  extending   the  line  from  the  terminus  of 
the  Panhandle   Eastern  Pipe   Line  at  Dana,   Ind.,  a   distance   of 
approximately  300  miles;  a  plan  which  I  advocated  from  the  out- 
set.    The  cost.  Including  compressor  stations  and  a  parallel  tele- 
phone  line,   should    not    exceed    $12,000,000.      I    observe    that    the 
Detroit  News,  in  a  recent  article  attributed  to  William  G.  Wool- 
folk,  president  of  the  Detroit  City  Gas  Co.,  the  statement  that 
the  cost  of  bringing  the   natxu^l  gas  to  Detroit  will   amount  to 
$20,000,000.     I  want  to  dispute  this  figure  with  all  the  emphasis 
I   can   muster.     My   best   estimates   from   reliable   expert   sources 
indicate   that   $12,000,000   Is    a   Uberal   and    ample    sum    for   the 
construction    of    300    miles    of    pipe    line    with    all    the    necessary 
appurtenances.     It  Is  evident  to  me  that  the  $20,000,000  figure  Is 
Infiated  to  Include   $8,000,000   for   the  construction  of   the   addi- 
tional compressor  stations  which  it  will  be  necessary  to  build  in 
connection  with  the  existing  line  from  the  Panhandle  of  Texas  to 
Detroit,  in  order  to  double  the  present  capacity  of  that  line  from 
75.000.000   cubic   feet   to  a    150,000.000   cubic   feet   every  34   hotirs 
This  is  a  very  important  matter  and  a  basic  point  upon  which  the 
rates  will  be  determined.    I  contend  that  the  necessary  Investment 
of  $8,000,000  to  double  the  capacity  of  the  exlsttog  line  now  termi- 
nating at  Dana.  Ind.,  Is  a  definite  Improvement  of  the  Panhandle 
Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co  and  logically  an  item  chargeable  to  the  capital 
structure  of  the  Panhandle  Eastern.    The  city  of  Detroit,  through  Ito 
negotiators,  should  insist  upon  a  rate  t>ased  upon  the  cost  of  the 
extension  from  Dana.  Ind..  to  the  gate  at  Detroit.    It  Is  only  fair  to 
assume  that  if  and  when  the  city  of  Detroit  contracts  for  a  large 
amount  of  gas  that  the  stocks  and  the  bonds  of  the  Panhandle 
Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co..  which  Is  now  in  the  hands  of  receivers   will 
rise  very  materlaUy:  in  fact  this  company  will  be  put  on  its  financial 
feet  once  agato.     Even  the  holding  company,  which  controls  the 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.,  known  as  Columbia  Gas  tc  Electric 
Co..  will  be  in  a  position  to  siphon  off  profits  by  way  of  a  tribute 
levied  upon  the  gas  consumers  to  the  great  todustrlal  terminus  of 
the  iHoposed  Itoe  at  Detroit. 

I  am  not  tocltoed  toward  undue  haste  because  we  may  fall  toto 
serious  error,  I  am  not  only  critical,  but  verp  skeptical  of  the 
amtract  which  the  Detroit  City  Gas  Co.  entered  toto  with  the 
Panhandle  Eastern.  The  negotiators  for  the  city  of  Detroit  should 
Insist  that  any  contract  between  the  Detroit  City  Gas  Oo.  and  the 


Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  line  00.  or  with  the  Columbia  Gas  ft 
Electric  Co..  or  any  other  outside  interests,  should  not  be  btodlng 
upon  the  city  of  Detroit.  Such  safeguards  on  the  part  of  the  city 
of  Detroit  before  giving  approval  to  any  such  contract  would  give 
the  city  of  Detroit  vhe  right  to  negotiate  Its  own  basic  rate.  The 
city  of  Detroit  is  In  an  Ideal  position  to  force  a  deal  which  will 
be  for  the  t>e8t  toterests  of  Its  citizens  and  consumers,  because  the 
Detroit  City  Gas  Co.  Is  without  a  franchise  and  therefore  operates 
within  the  confines  of  the  city  of  Detroit  only  by  sufferance, 
the  city  of  Detroit  is  a  temptmg  bait  for  any  natural-gas  utility. 
Detroit  can  obtain  a  rate  that  is  reasonable  and  fair  to  aU  parties. 
Should  the  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Ltoe  Co..  guided  by  the  con- 
trolling hand  of  the  holdtog  company,  known  as  the  Columbia 
Gas  &  Electric  Co..  refuse  to  negotiate  with  the  city  of  Detroit, 
there  are  two  possible  ways  of  forcing  the  issue  to  the  toterests  of 
the  people  of  Detroit, 

First:  There  is  the  suit  Instituted  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  and  which  Is  i}endlng  at  Wilmington,  Del.  The 
Oovermment  intends  to  force  the  Columbia  Gas  &  ESectrlc  Co.  to 
divest  itself  of  its  toterest  to  the  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co. 
It  is  the  toterfering  control  of  this  holding  company  which  to  date 
has  Interfered  with  Detroit  to  its  quest  for  cheaper  gas.  I  am 
assured  by  the  Department  of  Justice  that  this  case,  now  being 
thoroughly  Investigated  by  the  Government,  wUl  be  tried  early  to 
the  faU. 

The  second  point  of  advantage,  tosofar  as  the  city  of  Detroit  is 
concerned,  lies  in  the  fact  that  an  entirely  new  parallel  line  might 
be  built  from  Texas  to  Detroit.  The  Panhandle  Eastern  line  at 
the  present  time  has  a  capacity  of  75.000.000  cubic  feet  every  24 
hours  and  only  48.000000  feet  of  this  capacity  Is  being  used.  So 
It  appears  that  the  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Ltoe  Co.  would  cer- 
tainly benefit  to  every  way  should  its  capacity  t>e  increased  75,000,000 
cubic  feet  and  the  absorption  of  27.000.000  cubic  feet  now  available 
to  the  present  line  which  is  not  being  used. 

Let  us  not  overlook  the  fact  that  to  the  background  of  it  all 
remains  what  might  be  called  the  "ace  to  the  hole"  for  the  city 
of  Detroit.  In  that  the  Federal  Government  mig^t  come  to  the 
aid  of  our  citizens  by  advanctog  the  money  for  the  construction 
of  the  300  miles  of  pipe  ltoe  from  Dana,  Ind..  to  Detroit.  Having 
discussed  this  matter  with  Mr.  Ickes,  I  know  that  the  P.  W.  A. 
looks  upon  this  project  as  an  Ideal  undertaking  ^or  the  Govern- 
ment. It  would  be  an  Ideal  proposition  for  the  city  of  Detroit 
because  a  twelve-mUllon-<iollar  investment  in  this  ltoe  would  in- 
clude a  sutwtantial  outright  grant  in  cash  and  the  balance  would 
be  a  well-secured  loan  which,  because  of  Detroit's  heavy  use  of  gas, 
would  guarantee  the  toterest  of  the  Government  loan  and  the 
repayment  of  the  money  loaned  by  the  Government. 

Of  course  you  understand  that  to  order  to  obtato  money  from 
the  Government  the  city  would  have  to  create  a  natural -gas 
authority  and  it  may  be  necessary  for  the  legislature  to  act  In  this 
connection.  This  would,  of  necf^ssity,  take  a  little  time  but  the 
advantages  tosofar  as  the  consumers  are  concerned  would  be  worth 
It.  This  Is  the  largest  undertaking  and  equally,  if  not  more 
Important,  than  the  taktog  over  of  the  Detroit  United  Railways. 

The  n\ore  I  ponder  over  the  contract  between  the  Detroit  City 
Gas  Co.  and  the  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.,  the  more  sus- 
picious I  become.  I  am  tocltoed  to  the  belief  that  this  contract' 
has  for  Its  purpose  tytog  up  the  city  of  Detroit  on  a  long-term 
contract  at  an  excessive  raob  which  wlU  avail  the  consumer  very 
little,  if  any.  advantage  at  all.  I  scout  the  possibility  that  this 
belated  and  "generous  action"  on  the  part  of  the  Panhandle  Ext- 
ern Pipe  Line  Co.  and  of  the  holding  company,  known  as  the 
Columbia  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  entering  into  an  agreement  with  the 
Detroit  City  Gas  Co.  has  another  and  more  important  legal  aspect 
in  view  of  the  suit  which  Is  pending  and  sure  to  come  up  at 
Wilmington.  Del.  "By  this  generous  action,"  the  Columbia  Gas  ft 
Electric  Co.  will  seek  to  prove  that  it  has  not  Interfered  with  the 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.  and  thus  counsel  for  the  holdtog 
company  will  be  to  a  position  to  ask  the  Government  to  drop 
further  action. 

I  can  see  great  possibilities  for  the  city  of  Detroit  should  natural 
gas  t>e  made  available  to  the  manufacturers  and  to  the  domestic 
consumer,  provided  the  basic  rate  is  fair  and  Just.  I  can  visualize 
a  tremendous  growth  and  an  attendant  increase  In  employment 
through  the  increase  to  manufactxire  In  our  city.  I  can  prog- 
nosticate the  increase  In  the  production  of  steel  and  steel  products 
in  Michigan's  metropolis  to  such  an  extent  as  will  ultimately  make 
of  Detroit  the  steel  center  of  the  United  States.  The  biggest  ad- 
vantage that  the  city  of  Pittsburgh  has  today,  and  the  only  reason 
why  Pittsburgh  produces  so  much  steel,  is  because  the  Pennsyl- 
vania city  has,  for  many  jean,  enjoyed  the  use  of  cheap,  natural 
gas.  To  prove  the  Importance  of  this  cheap  and  efllclent  fuel  in 
the  steel  Industry.  I  want  to  point  out  the  fact  that  when  the 
IntersUte  Pipe  Line  Co,  was  built  from  Amarillo,  Tex.,  to  Denver, 
the  Colorado  Fuel  ft  Iron  Co.,  a  Rockefeller  subsidiary  which  pro- 
duces mere  coal  to  the  State  of  Colorado  than  any  other  comoany, 
used  approximately  7,000,000  out  of  11,000,000  tons  so  produced 
from  Its  own  mines  at  the  mills  in  Pueblo,  Colo.  Yet  upon  the 
completion  of  this  Interstate  line  the  Colorado  Fuel  ft  Iron  Oo. 
contracted  to  use  an  amount  of  gas  which,  as  I  recall,  amoiuited  to 
something  like  thirty  or  forty  million  cubic  feet  every  24  hours. 
It  Is  generally  admitted  that  the  steel  company  at  Pueblo  could 
save  itself  and  continue  operation  through  the  use  of  natural  gas. 
A  lateral  line  or  extension  was  built  from  the  steel  mills  to  the 
xoato  ltoe  some  20  or  25  miles  distant.     I  can  foresee  a  disttoct 


advantage  and  a  healthy,  continued  growth  of  Detroit,  which  win 
mean  employment  and  prosperity  beyond  calculation.  As  time 
goes  on  Detroit's  industries,  together  with  the  domestic  consumer, 
will  increase  their  demands.  Should  the  demand  abscvb  the  maxi- 
mum capacity  of  Southwestern  Gas,  it  may  be  possible,  and  It  is 
very  probable,  that  our  Industrial  Klondike  may  be  able  to  draw 
upon  and  cause  to  be  developed  the  natural-gas  fields  of  our  State. 
For  the  time  being  the  hlichigan  gas  field  does  not  offer  any 
assurance  of  being  able  to  supply  the  needs  of  Detroit.  This  does 
not  mean,  necessarily,  that  our  State  lacks  the  necessary  amount 
of  gas  if  development  of  the  gas  field  was  without  restraint.  You 
know,  as  well  as  I  do.  that  the  restricted  drilling  for  oil  retards  the 
production  of  gas.  The  real  purpose  of  drilling  is  not  for  gas.  but 
for  oU.  It  may  therefore  be  said  that  the  development  of  gas  In 
a  given  oil  field  is  secondary,  and  the  expansion  of  such  gas  pro- 
duction In  a  given  area  is  dependent  upon  the  loosening  of  the 
present  restrictive  regulation.  I  am  very  anxious  that  Detroit  use 
as  much  of  the  Michigan  natural  gas  as  Is  possible,  but  the  surest 
source  for  natural  gas  which  will  guarantee  ample  pressure  and 
sufficiency  of  quantity  for  the  consumer  in  our  city  Is  the  Cliff  Side 
structure  and  the  extensive  gas  fields  of  Texas,  where  a  billion  five 
hundred  million  cubic  feet  of  gas  is  blown  into  the  air  every  24 
hours  and  wasted.  This  is  equivalent,  if  reduced  in  terms  of  crude 
oil,  to  a  hundred  seventy-five  thousand  barrels  every  24  hours. 
It  Is  because  of  this  sinful  waste  of  a  great  natural  resource,  which 
could  be  used  advantageously  and  at  a  cheap  rate,  that  Mr.  Ickes. 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  other  conservationists,  are  very  much 
toterested  in  delivering  to  a  great  market  like  Detroit. 

I  must  of  necessity  remain  to  Washington  for  a  period  of  at 
least  10  more  days.  I  wlU  be  very  happy  to  confer  with  you  and 
with  the  mayor  and  do  everjrthing  that  I  can  to  aid  the  city  In 
obtaining  a  favorable  contract,  and  will  agree  to  go  along  with  yxni 
on  the  question  of  mvmiclpal  ownership;  but  I  feel  that  before 
making  such  outright  and  complete  commitment  I,  like  the  people 
of  Detroit,  should  know  the  basic  rate  per  thousand  cubic  feet  for 
natural  gas  delivered  at  the  gate  of  Detroit.  I  would  never  forgive 
myself  were  I  a  party  to  any  mimlclpal  undertaking  which,  be- 
cause of  haste  or  for  lack  of  thoroughness,  did  not  reduce  the 
rate  of  this  essential  commodity.  Moreover,  the  argument  that 
because  natural  gas  contains  approximately  double  the  amount 
of  B.  t.  u.'s  the  rate  cannot  be  lowered  much  below  the  present 
manufactured  rate  Is,  to  my  mind,  specious  and  untenable. 

Trusting  that  I  have  made  my  p>osltlon  clear  and  assuring  you  of 
my  personal  regards,  I  suliscribe  myself, 
CordlaUy  and  stocerely  jrours, 

John  D.  Ddcosll. 

It  would  have  been  better  to  have  lost  everything  than  to 
have  accepted  a  shameful,  hollow  compromise  sanctioned  by 
the  court  which  turned  out  to  be  of  no  advantage  to  the 
Panhandle  Co.  and  to  the  city  of  Detroit.  I  stated 
before  the  committee  and  I  repeat  now  a  warning  and  a 
threat,  that  I  care  not  who  the  Judge  might  be  or  where  he 
may  preside,  one  more  reference  of  that  kind  before  this  or 
any  other  committee  of  the  Congress  involving  the  welfare 
of  my  people  and  I  shall  exercise  my  constitutional  right  of 
impeachment.  I  told  the  committee  I  would  attempt  to 
bring  the  Judge  before  the  Senate  for  trial  and  that  I  was 
certain  that  even  if  the  Senate  did  not  convict  him  or  make 
a  good  judge  out  of  a  "bad"  one,  such  action  might  make 
some  improvement  in  his  future  Judicial  demeanor.  In 
more  than  one  instance,  Mr,  Speaker,  a  corrected  and 
broader  propubllc  viewpoint  was  aroused  and  was  apparent 
in  judges  after  Senate  trial  even  if  they  were  not  convicted. 

I  am  not  casting  any  reflection  upon  any  specific  Judge 
but  I  am  surfeited  with  such  references  as  were  made  by 
responsible  officials  before  this  committee.  Altogether  too 
frequently  they  are  correct  statements  of  fact  and  ought  to 
be  investigated.  The  practice  of  consent  decrees,  like  many 
other  unsound  and  shady  extralegal  if  not  illegal  practices 
indulged  in  by  the  Federal  courts,  sooner  or  later  will  have 
to  be  outlawed  by  Congress.  They  are  a  menace  to  the 
public  interest  and  should  be  discontinued. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  propose  to  keep  an  eye  on  this  problem  and 
to  give  such  assistance  as  I  can  to  the  Senate  committee  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  Nye  resolution.  It  is  the  only 
hope  for  the  people  of  Detroit.     [Applause.] 

JAY   PIERREPONT    MOFFAT 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and 
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Include  therein  an  article  from  the  New  York  Times  regard- 
ing the  appointment  of  Mr.  Jay  Plerrepont  Moffat  to  the 
important  post  of  United  States  Minister  to  Canada. 

The  SPRAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  RCXIERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  de- 
lighted that  President  Roosevelt  has  appointed  the  Honor- 
able Jay  Plerrepont  Moffat  to  the  Important  post  of  United 
States  Minister  to  Canada.  Mr.  Jay  Plerrepont  Moffat  has 
received  this  promotion  so  well  and  so  richly  deserved.  He 
has  served  in  all  branches  of  the  Foreign  Service  and  at  the 
State  Department.  He  is  able  and  thorouglily  trained,  a 
tireless  worker,  and  is  alwasrs  giiarding  the  welfare  of 
America.  I  congratulate  the  President  of  the  United  States 
on  his  wisdom  in  making  the  appointment,  because  in  so 
doing  he  has  demonstrated  clearly  that  we  have  in  the  career 
Foreign  Service  men  in  whom  we  can  place  the  greatest 
trust  and  be  assured  that  the  confidence  Is  not  misplaced. 

We  need  not  worry  so  long  as  we  have  men  of  the  caliber 
of  Jay  Plerrepont  Moffat  in  our  foreign  posts.  In  the  past 
we  have  had  experience  with  some  of  the  playboys  politically 
appointed  to  diplomatic  posts.  They  do  not  stick  to  their 
assignments  when  the  going  is  rough — when  sound  Judgment 
and  experienced  heads  are  needed  to  uphold  the  policies  of 
the  United  States  Government.  Plerrepont  Moffat  will  never 
run  away  from  his  post.  Of  course,  there  have  been  some 
exceptions,  but  in  the  main  the  political  appointees  do  not 
stay  imder  fire.  We  have  had  numerous  Instances  of  career 
men  staying  even  beyond  the  demands  of  duty.  I  need  remind 
you  only  of  the  superb  work  of  Minister  and  Mrs.  Engert  dur- 
ing the  war  at  Addis  Ababa,  E^thlopla,  In  May  1936.  That  was 
an  excellent  case  in  point.  The  post  to  which  Mr.  Moffat 
has  been  appointed  is  a  most  important  one.  Canada  and  the 
United  States  are  good  friends  at  the  present  time  and  that 
friendship  should  l>e  continued.  The  assignment  will  do  much 
to  cement  further  the  good  feeling  between  us  and  our  neigh- 
bors to  the  north. 

[Prom  the  New  Tork  Tlmea] 
J.  P.  MoPTAT  Namxd  Envoy  to  Canaoa — Szuxmoit  or  Vei^kam  Caskbi 

Diplomat  Ikdicatzs  Risiica  Impoktakce  of  Post — Choici  Pleases 

Ottawa — Sucossor  to  Cbomwzll  as  Muoster  Is  Nativi  or  Niw 

Toax  AMD  Hakvau)  Mam 

Washimqton,  May  27.-^ay  Plerrepont  MbfTat,  Chief  of  the  Euro- 
pean Division  of  the  State  Department  and  veteran  career  diplomat, 
was  appointed  by  Preeident  Roosevelt  today  Minister  to  Canada  to 
fill  the  vacanqr  caused  by  the  resignation  of  James  H.  R.  Cromwell. 

The  selection  of  an  experienced  professional  diplomat  was  re- 
garded as  proof  of  the  importance  Mr.  Roosevelt  attaches  to  the 
pott  at  this  time.  The  appointment  wlU  mean  the  presence  In 
Canada  of  a  technJcaUy  framed  offlclal  whose  knowledge  and  tact 
may  bn  drawn  upon  heaniy,  if  the  fortunes  of  war  project  relatloo* 
between  the  two  oountrle*  eren  more  definitely  into  the  forefront 
«t  American  foreign  policy. 

^  Tl>e  growlnc  taapotxmtkem  at  ^om  OaamOima-Aaatnemn  ntotfcMii^ 
fnrttMnDore,  hm  been  recognixed  la  tlie  laet  few  mootlw  by  tbe 
apyutat— at.  for  the  flrvt  taae  la  tlM  hmcrr  d  tbt  two  ndghbor 
'^'*^'  at  leaieeeiiteUiei  of  tlMlr  teepeetlve  anaed  fovtee  toeaeb 
MpHak,  Oeaodo  eeat  Cimum^wm  W,  tL  Keaay  to  fee  air 
feere  ead  «Im  Oattod  tuttm  mM  Me|,  Jatm  m.  Oattet  «o 

Lorlag  ChrtMe,  •  emmr  Utnmm,  ennmtif  iiiiWiMlJ  CMMda  la 
«•  ntofioae  vttti  m   He  to  at  pnmnt  la  MwT  "~ 


m,  lioCM  to  tkofoagtoty  iMattiar  wtth  §U  dtiua»  ot  UnU0dmtHm 
<lpio— dc  peitoy  toward  the  war,  fle  bM  lavartoMv  bean  prawot 
at  ateg  aaafaMiiiee  held  oa  tbe  aiib>eet  br  Seere^ry  Huh  wHU 
^.i^S*"*  o«etoJe  and  esperte.  He  aleo  bmm  a  eloee  knowledge 
et  the  Sttfopean  aeene  from  ble  dally  duttee  la  tbe  Depertmcot  and 
from  tbe  clrctmaetanoee  that  be  aooompanled  Ouauier  Wellca,  Under 
■oaretary  of  State,  on  hie  European  tour  laet  winter. 

Bom  In  Rye.  N.  T..  44  years  ago.  Mr.  Moffat  attended  Harrard 
and  entered  diplomatic  drclee  in  1017  as  private  secretary  to  tbe 
American  Minister  to  The  EUgue.  Two  years  later  he  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  Foreign  Service  as  a  diplomatic  secretary  and  served 
over  the  years  In  Warsaw,  Tokyo.  Constantinople,  and  Berne 
When  the  United  States  established  diplomatic  relations  with 
Canada  In  1927  with  WUllam  PhiUipe.  now  Ambassador  to  Italy 
as  Minister,  Mr.  Moffat  was  selected  by  Mr.  Phllllpe  as  first  secre- 
tary of  the  legation.  From  1935  to  1037  he  was  ooDsiil  general  at 
Sydney.  New  South  Walee. 


AW  sxpnrr  on  asms  lucitatiom 
In  the  course  oT  these  years  Mr.  Moffat  also  served  a  number  of 
tlmea  in  tbe  State  Department  and  at  international  oonlerencea. 


At  one  time  In  the  Coolidge  administration  he  was  In  charge  of 
protocol  for  the  White  House,  and  from  1932  to  1935  was  Chief  of  the 
old  Western  European  Division  in  the  Department.  He  was  placed 
In  charge  of  the  present  European  Division  In  1937  In  view  of  the 
gravity  of  the  situation.  At  the  time  he  was  here  on  leave  of  ab- 
sence from  Sydney. 

An  expert  on  armament  limitation  In  the  years  that  subject  was 
umwrmost  In  international  relations,  Mr.  Moffat  attended  in  offlclal 
eapacltlefl  as  technical  assistant  or  adviser  meetings  of  the  Prepara- 
tory Commission  for  Disarmament  at  Geneva  in  1927,  1929.  and  1980, 
the  Red  Cross  and  Prisoners  of  War  Conference  at  Geneva  In  1939, 
the  special  commission  for  the  preparation  of  a  draft  convention  on 
the  private  manufacture  of  arms  ani  ammunition  and  implements 
of  war.  also  at  Geneva  in  1929.  He  also  attended  the  conference  for 
the  abolition  of  Import  and  export  prohibitions  and  restrictions  at 
Geneva  in  19S8. 

Mr.  Moffat  is  a  son-ln-Iaw  of  Joseph  C.  Grew,  Ambassador  to 
Japan. 

Ottawa,  May  27. — President  Roosevelt's  nomination  of  Jay  Plerre- 
pont Moffat  as  Minister  to  Canada  was  received  with  satifif<^ctlon 
In  the  capital  tonight. 

No  ofacial  comment  was  forthcoming  immediately,  but  sourcea 
close  to  the  Government  expressed  satisfaction  that  the  President's 
nominee  was  a  career  diplomat  with  wide  experience. 

The  post  has  been  vacant  since  B4ay  22,  when  J.  H.  R.  CromweU 
resigned  to  accept  the  Democratic  nomination  for  Senator  from 
New  Jersey. 

In  the  past,  gaps  between  appointments  have  been  the  rule  rather 
than  the  exception,  but  at  the  present  time  the  appointment  takea 
on  new  importance  in  view  of  the  slfoiiflcance  thrown  on  Canadian- 
American  relations  by  the  mtematlonal  situation  and  Piesideut 
Roosevelt's  national-defense  program. 

CTVIUAN   CONSERVATION   CORPS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

IMr.  Johnson  of  Oklahoma  addressed  the  House.  His  re- 
marks appear  in  the  Appendix.) 

SKNATK   BILL   AND   JOINT  kXSOI.TrnON  REFTRRKD 

A  bill  and  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and,  under  the 
rule,  referred  as  follows :  « 

S.  1970.  An  act  to  eliminate  certain  oppressive  labor  prac- 
tices affecting  interstate  and  foreign  commerce,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

S.  J.  Res.  254.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  observance 
.of  National  Dairy  Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

SNKOLLKD   BELLS  SICNXD 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles,  which  were 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H-  R.  7543.  An  act  to  authorize  the  SecretAry  of  the  Navy  to 
accept  real  esute  granted  to  the  United  States  bf  the  dty  at 
lilami.  Pla.,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7737,  An  act  to  amend  the  Judicial  Code  by  addinc  a 
sew  section  ttiereto,  deslcnated  as  section  2Ma,  to  provide  tor 
Interrentlon  by  mmtm  in  certain  eases  Involvtac  the  validity 
of  ttie  cxerdse  of  any  imrer  by  the  United  mmm,  or  tar 
•iency  thereof,  or  any  officer  or  employee  thend,  and  for 
other  porposes:  and 

H.  R,  9140,  An  aetto  atithorlze  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  acquire  land  at  Key  West,  Fla. 


Aojotmi 

Mr.  BEAM.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  ajreed  to;  accordingly  (at  6  o'clock  and  34 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Wednes- 
day, May  29.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

COMiaTTKX    ON    INTrRSTATS    AND    FOREIGN    COMMCTCl 

Tlicre  wU]  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Porcign  Commerce  on  Wednesday,  May  29,  1940.  at 
10  a.  m. 

Business  to  be  considered:  To  conthiue  hearings  on  S.  280 
and  H.  R.  145,  motion  pictures.    The  opposition  will  continue. 
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COBOfrrTEE  ON  MINES  AND  MINING 

The  Subcommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  that  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  S.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Friday, 
May  31,  1940,  at  10  a.  m.,  in  the  committee  rooms  in  the 
New  House  Office  Buildmg. 

I  COMIOTTEE  ON  INDIAN  ATTAIRS 

Tliere  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs 
on  Wednesday,  May  29.  1940,  at  10  a.  m..  for  the  considera- 
tion of  H.  R.  3402  and  H.  R.  6583.  and  hearings  on  H.  R.  9301 
at  11  a.  m. 

COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  BITILDINCS  AND  CROTTNDS 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Build- 
ings and  Grounds  Wednesday.  May  29.  1940,  at  10:30  a.  m., 
for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9063. 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Build- 
ings and  Grounds  Thursday,  May  30  1940,  at  10:30  a.  m., 
for  the  consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution  472. 

I  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

On  Monday.  June  3,  1940,  the  Special  Subcommittee  on 
Bankruptcy  and  Reorganization  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  will  hold  a  hearing  on  the  bill.  H.  R.  9864.  amend- 
ing the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  respect  to  the  basis  of  property 
and  excluding  certain  corporations  from  the  provisions  of 
chapter  XI.  The  hearing  will  be  held  in  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee room.  346  House  Office  Building,  and  will  begin  at 
10  a.  m. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
1684.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV  a  letter  from  the  Acting 
Postmaster  General,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to 
amend  section  4021  of  the  Revised  Statutes  knd  to  repeal 
secUon  4023  of  the  Revised  Statutes  relaUng  to  establish- 
ment of  postal  agencies,  was  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads. 


REPORTS    OP   COMMITTEES    ON   PUBLIC   BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm. 

Mr.  TENEROWICZ:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  8.  1379.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  Authority  to  construct, 
maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of  bridges, 
causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  Straits  of 
Mackinac  at  or  near  a  point  between  St.  Ignace,  Mich.,  and 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2311).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar, 

Mr.  KELLY:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. H.  R.  53S2.  A  un  authorizing  the  dty  of  Keokuk. 
Iowa,  to  purchase.  consUiict.  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll 
bridge  across  the  MlsslsUppl  River  at  or  near  Keokuk,  Iowa; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  Ro.  2212),  fUlerred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  LCA:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For^n  Commereo, 
M.  R,  M9f .  A  Mil  granting  the  consent  ot  Coagreu  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  Stevens  County,  State  of  Wash* 
Incton,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge 
across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Kettle  FWls,  Wash.;  with 
wnendment  <Rept.  No,  291$).  Referred  to  the  House  Cal- 
endar. 

Mr.  LEA:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
H.  R.  0060.  A  bill  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  State  of  Washington  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge  across  the 
Spokane  River,  Wash.;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2314). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar, 

Mr.  LEA:  Ccxnmittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
H.  R.  9051.  A  bill  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Great  Northern  Rail- 
way Co.  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  two  railroad 
bridges  across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Kettle  Falls.  Wash.; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2315).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 


Mr.  BLAND:  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
H.  R.  8919.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  setting  aside  of  an  area 
within  the  Canal  Zone  to  preserve  and  conserve  its  natural 
features  for  scientific  study,  for  providing  and  maintaining 
facilities  for  such  study,  and  for  other  purposes:  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2316).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DIMOND:  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs.  H.  R.  953. 
A  bill  to  Uquidate  the  Uabillty  of  the  United  States  for  the 
massacre  of  Sioux  Indian  men,  women,  and  children  at 
Wounded  Knee  on  December  29.  1890;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2317).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  9774.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  prompt  deporta- 
tion of  aliens  engaging  in  espionage  or  sabotage,  alien  crimi- 
nals, and  other  undesirable  aliens;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2327).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho :  Conunlttee  on  Irrigation  and  Recla- 
mation. H.  R.  9877.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges 
for  electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder  E>am.  providing 
for  the  application  of  revenues  from  said  project,  authoriz- 
ing the  operation  of  the  Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United 
States  directly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes: 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2328).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  9243.  A  bill  to  provide  for 
the  promotion  of  promoti(Mi-list  officers  of  the  Army,  after 
specified  years  of  service  in  grade,  and  for  other  purposes 
(Rept,  No.  2329).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr,  SMITH  of  Connecticut:  Committee  on  Military  Af- 
fairs, H.  R.  9024.  A  bill  relating  to  the  status  of  retired 
officers  of  the  Army,  Navy.  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard 
of  the  United  States,  and  to  amend  section  113  of  the 
Criminal  Code;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2330).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm. 

Mr.  80MERS  of  New  York:  Committee  on  Coinage. 
Weights,  and  Measiu-es,  S.  3813.  An  act  to  authorize  the 
presentation  of  a  Congressional  Medal  of  Honor  to  William 
Sinnott;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2318).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey:  Committee  on  Claims. 
H.  R.  2070.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sdwln  Fonman;  with 
amendment  <Rept.  tfo.  231f).  Referred  to  the  Commltteo 
ot  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KSOOH;  Committee  on  Claims.  M.  R.  249$,  A  MB  for 
the  relief  of  Angle  Ward;  wHh  amendment  ^Rept.  No.  23301. 
Referred  to  the  Committee  ot  the  Whole  H^ise. 

Mr.  MAaeCER:  Committee  on  CUUtoM,  H,  R,  $U§,  A  Mil 
for  the  relief  of  Blzabeth  L.  Riley;  with  amendment  ffUpi, 
No,  2321).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 

Mr,  JENNINGS:  Committee  on  CUlms,  H.  R,  0703,  A  Mn 
for  the  relief  of  Clara  E.  Freeman;  with  amendment  <Rept. 
No.  2322).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KEOGH:  Committee  on  CUims.  H  R.  7493  A  UU 
for  the  relief  of  Roy  F.  Lassly.  former  Acting  Chief  Dis- 
bursing Clerk,  Department  of  the  Interior;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2323).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Itr.  KEOGH:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7825.  A  bin  for 
the  relief  of  C.  S.  Hobson;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2324). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONKMAN:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7880.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Edna  Emery;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2325) .   Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
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Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. H.  R.  8906.  A  bill  to  record  the  lawful  admission 
to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence  of  Nicholas  G. 
Karas;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2326).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  nile  XXn.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  RANKIN: 
H.R.9916.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  national  defense,  to 
aid  Interstate  commerce  by  navigation,  and  to  promote  the 
general  welfare  by  constructing  a  waterway  connecting  the 
Tombigbee  and  Tennessee  Rivers;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rivers  and  Harbors. 

By  Mr.  SASSCER:     , 
H.R.  9917.  A  bill  to  amend  section  9  of  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activity,"  approved 
August  2.  1939;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BLAND: 
H.  R.  9918.  A  bill  relating  to  citizenship  requirements  for 
manning  of  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Merchant  Marine  and  F*isheries. 
By  Mr.  BURCH: 
H.  R.  9919.  A  biU  relating  to  the  classification,  hours  of 
service,  and  promotion  of  substitute  postal  employees;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 
By  Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio: 
H.  R.  9920.  A    bill   authorizing    the    county   of   Lawrence, 
Ohio,  to  acquire  and  operate  as  a  unit  certain  privately 
owned  toll  bridges  across  the  Ohio  River  adjoining  such 
county;    to    the    Committee    on    Interstate    and    Foreign 
Commerce. 

ByMr.  LEAVY: 
H.  R.  9921.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  maintenance  and  opera- 
tion of  flsh  hatcheries  in  connection  with  the  Grand  Coulee 
Dam  project;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington: 
H.  R.  9922.  A   bill    authorizing   an   appropriation   for  the 
establishment  and  development  of  an  Air  Corps  base  at 
Vancouver.  Wash.;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
By  Mr.  BURCH: 
H.  R.  9923.  A  bill  to  place  postmasters  at  fourth-class  post 
offices  on  an  annual  salary  basis,  and  fix  their  rate  of  pay; 
and  provide  allowances  for  rent,  fuel,  light,  and  equipment, 
and  fix  the  rates  thereof;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office 
and  Post  Roads. 

By  Mr.  PLANNERY: 
H.  R.  9924.  A  bill  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority  over  certain  air-mail  services;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  MANSFIELD: 
H.  R.  9925.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Improvement  of  certain 
rivers  and  harbors  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense, 
and  for  other  purposes;   to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors. 

By  Mr.  COOLEY: 

H.  R.  9926.  A  bill  to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  Com- 
modity Credit  CorporaUon;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  LANHAM: 

H.  R.  9927.  A  bill  declaring  a  forfeiture  of  certain  land 
heretofore  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the  board  of  com- 
missioners of  the  Orleans  levee  district.  In  the  city  of  New 
Orleans.  State  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and  street  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

H.  R.  9928.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  preventing 
the  publication  of  inventions  in  the  national  interest,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Patents. 
By  Mr.  BROOKS: 

H.  R.9929.  A  bill  to  create  a  new  group  within  the  Air 
Corps,  Regular  Army,  with  the  designations  of  junior  flight 
officer,  flight  officer,  and  senior  flight  officer;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Biilitary  Affairs. 


By  Mr.  STEAGALL: 

H.  R.  9930.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Act  of 
1933,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. 

H.  R.  9931.  A  bill  to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio: 

H.  Con.  Res.  72.  Concurrent  resolution  providing  for  a 
study  by  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate 
to  determine  ways  and  means  to  put  our  financial  house  in 
order  and  to  meet  adequate  national  defense  costs;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  DEMPSEY: 

H.  Res.  502.  Resolution  to  amend  rule  XXXV  of  the  Rules 
of  the  House  of  Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho: 

H.  Res.  503.  Resolution  providing  for  the  consideration  of 
H.  R.  9877.  a  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical 
energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the  appli- 
cation of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United  States  di- 
rectly or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 


MEMORIAI^ 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn,  memorials  were  presented 
and  referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California,  memorializing  the  President  and  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  consider  their  Assembly 
Joint  Resolution  No.  23,  concerning  the  tlUe  of  the  State  of 
California  to  its  tide,  submerged,  and  overflowed  lands;  to 
the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PRIVATE  BIIiB  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXIL  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows* 
By  Mr.  BLOOM: 
H.  R.  9932.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anne  Howard  Lay;  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  CONNER Y: 
H.R.9933.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Louise  Peters  Lewis;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  GREGORY: 
H.R.  9934.  A  bUl  to  confer  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim 
of  Theodore  R.  Troendle  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Construc- 
tion Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  West  Virginia: 
H.  R.  9935.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rudolph  Parcher;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio: 
H.  R.  9936.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Sina  Ethel  Stookes- 
berry;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  McDOWELL: 
H.R.  9937.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Julia  M.  Cramer; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI: 
H.  R.  9938.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Michel  Konne  and 
Pauline  Lucia  Konne;   to  the  Committee  on  ImmigraUon 
and  Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  RANDOLPH: 
H.  R.  9939.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  K.  Peeples- 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Texas: 
H.  R.  9940.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  P.  Emery,  Jr.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

H.  R.  9941.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  present  the  Congressional  Medal  of  Honor  to 
George  L.  Keene;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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By  Mr.  W  Hl'lTlNGTON: 

H.  R.  9942.  A  bUl  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  issue  to  Henry  W.  Shurlds  and  Kate  Shurlds  White 
a  patent  to  certain  lands  In  the  State  of  Mississippi;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

H.  R.  9943.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  issue  to  Ruth  Gainey  Branscome  a  patent  to  cer- 
tain lands  in  the  State  of  Mississippi;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Public  Lands. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rxile  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8479.  By  Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD:  Resolution  of  the  As- 
sembly and  Senate  of  the  State  of  California,  protesting 
against  the  proposed  attack  upon  the  title  of  the  State  of 
California  to  its  tide,  submerged  and  overflowed  lands;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8480.  By  Mr.  KEOGH:  Petition  of  the  Union  of  Marine 
Draftsmen  and  Technicians.  Navy  Yard.  N.  Y..  Chapter  24, 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  urging  continuation  of  the  civil-service  sys- 
tem in  the  filling  of  vacancies  and  promotions  in  the  Navy 
Department;  to  the  Committee  en  the  Civil  Service. 

8481.  Also,  petition  of  the  Women's  International  League 
for  Peace  and  Freedom,  New  York  State  Branch.  New  York 
City,  concerning  cur  national  defei^se  program  and  foreign 
policy;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8482.  By  Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California:  PeUtion  of  Mrs. 
C.  E.  Otis,  of  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  and  25  others,  endorsing 
House  Bill  4931,  providing  for  Government  ownership  of  the 
stock  of  the  12  Federal  Reserve  banks  and  for  the  exercise 
by  Congress  of  its  constitutional  money  power;  requesting 
the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  to  hold  hearings  on 
the  said  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8483.  Also,  petition  of  William  W.  Dunlap,  of  Carlsbad, 
Calif.,  and  22  others,  endorsing  House  bill  4931,  providing  for 
Government  ownership  of  the  stock  of  the  12  Federal  Reserve 
banks  and  for  the  exercise  by  Congress  of  its  constitutional 
money  power;  requesting  the  Banking  and  Currency  Commit- 
tee to  hold  hearings  on  the  said  bill;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

8484.  Also,  petition  of  H.  M.  Mosher.  of  Arcadia,  Calif.,  and 
20  others,  endorsing  House  bill  4931.  providing  for  Gtovern- 
ment  ownership  of  the  stock  of  the  12  Federal  Reserve  banks 
and  for  the  exercise  by  Congress  of  the  constitutional  money 
power;  requesting  the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  to 
hold  hearings  on  the  said  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 

8485.  Also,  petition  of  C.  H.  Rice,  of  San  Francisco.  Calif., 
and  eight  others,  urging  the  passage  of  the  war  referendum 
amendment;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8186.  Also,  petition  of  the  legislative  committee  of  the  Palo 
Alto  Committee  to  Aid  Agricultural  Workers,  signed  by  47  in- 
dividuals, urging  that  W.  P.  A.  and  P.  S.  A.  receive  emergency 
relief  appropriations,  and  that  no  more  cuts  in  these  appro- 
priations be  made;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

8487.  Also,  petition  of  John  A.  Kruse,  of  El  Monte,  Calif., 
and  50  others,  endorsing  House  bill  4931.  providing  for 
Government  ownership  of  the  stock  of  the  12  Federal 
Reserve  banks  and  for  the  exercise  by  Congress  of  the  consti- 
tutional money  power;  requesting  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee  to  hold  hearings  on  the  said  bill;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Banking  and  Ciurency. 

8488.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  Louis  H.  Vincent,  of  Baldwin 
Park.  Calif.,  and  52  others,  urging  that  the  President  and 
Representatives  In  Congress  take  prompt,  decisive  action 
looking  toward  the  early  enactment  of  a  national  retirement 
pension  law.  on  a  pay-as-you-go  basis,  embodying  the  funda- 
mental principles  of  House  bill  5620,  now  before  Congress, 
which  would  pay  to  all  citizens  of  the  United  States.  60  years 
of  age  and  over,  an  adequate  monthly  annuity,  as  proposed  in 
said  act;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8489.  By  Mr.  WELCH:  Joint  Resolution  No.  23  of  the  CaU- 
fornia  State  Assembly,  protesting  against  the  proposed  attack 


upon  the  title  of  the  State  of  California  to  Its  Ude.  sub- 
merged, and  overflowed  lands;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8490.  By  the  SPEAKER:  PeUUon  of  U.  C.  W.  O.  C.  Local 
No.  90.  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  a  bill  to  deport  Harry  Bridges;  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8491.  Also,  petition  of  the  Dairy  Workers  Union.  No.  49.  of 
Hynes,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  a  bill  to  deport  Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8492.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Construction  Workers, 
Local  Union  No.  118.  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  a  bill  to  deport  Harry  Bridges;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  May  29,  1940 

{Legislative  day  of  Tuesday,  May  28,  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Z?Bamey  T.  Phillips,  D.  D.,  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  whose  loving  hand  hath  given  unto  us  all 
that  we  possess,  grant  that,  as  faithful  stewards  of  Thy 
bounty,  we  may  honor  Thee  with  our  substance  by  responding 
to  the  call  to  help  our  anguished  brethren  everywhere,  espe- 
cially those  who  suffer  from  the  ravages  of  war,  whose  cup 
of  agony  and  sorrow  runneth  over.  May  the  blessings  hitherto 
vouchsafed  to  us  as  a  na^on  evoke  a  spirit  of  devout  and 
humble  thankfulness  that  we  are  privHeged  to  share  all  that 
we  are  and  all  that  we  have,  as  we  minister  in  Thy  name  the 
sacrament  of  understanding  to  the  human  needs  of  others. 
And.  as  we  follow  in  the  blessed  footsteps  of  the  Master,  may 
it  be  ours  one  day  to  hear  His  loving  voice,  saving.  "Inasmuch 
as  ye  have  done  it  unto  one  of  the  least  of  these  my  brethren, 
ye  have  done  it  unto  me."   In  His  holy  name  we  ask  it.   Amen. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley.  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Tuesday.  May  28, 1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal 
was  approved. 

ICESSACES  FROM  THE  PRESmENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta.  one  of  his 
secretaries. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Callo- 
way, one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7615)  authorizing  the  Bradenton  Co.,  its  successors  and 
assigns,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  across 
Sarasota  Pass,  county  of  Manatee.  State  of  Florida. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills.  In  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate: 

H.  R.  9822.  An  act  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9848.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisi- 
tion of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  public 
works,  and  for  other  purposes. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  wUl  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adanu 

BUbo 

Byrnes 

ConiuUIy 

Asburst 

Bone 

Capper 

Danaber 

Austin 

Bridges 

Caraway 

Davis 

BaUey 

Brown 

Chandler 

Donahey 

Bankhead 

Bulow 

Chavez 

Slender 

Barbour 

Burke 

Clark.  Idaho 

Osorge 

Barkley 

Byrd 

CUrk.llo. 

Gerry 

i 
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onaon 

tAWnettm 

O'Maboney 

Thomas,  Idaho 

OUlette 

Le« 

Overton 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Ouffey 

Lodge 

Thomas,  Utah 

Oumey 

Lucas 

Piuman 

Tobey 

Bale 

Lundeen 

Baddlffe 

Townamul 

Harrison 

McCarran 

Beynolds 

Truman 

Hatch 

McKellar 

RusaeU 

Tydlngs 

Harden 

ICcNanr 

8ch  warts 

Vandenberg 

Herring 

Maloney 

Schwellenbach 

VanNuys 

Hill 

Mead 

Sheppcuxl 

Wagner 

Hblman 

Miller 

Shlpetead 

Walsh 

Holt 

Mlnton 

Slattery 

Wheeler 

Ht«bM 

Murray 

Smathen 

White 

Mbamm,  Calif. 

Neely 

Smith 

WUey 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Norrls 

Stewart 

King 

Nye 

Taft 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  GrsxivI  is  unavoidably  detained  from  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Dowwry]  is  absent  on 
official  business  for  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

"nie  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  ANDRrws]  and  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Reed]  is  absent  on  official  business  for  the  Committee 
Investigating  Campaign  Expenditures. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Fkazikr]  Is  necessarily 
absent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ninety  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names.    A  quonmi  is  present. 

■CON    KAJIL    rREXHERR    VON    MAUCHENHEIM    AND    MARGARETS    VON 
MAUCHENHEiaf — VETO  MESSAGE    (S.  DOC.  NO.   201) 

The  VICE  PRESroENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and.  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  United  States  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  S.  1384.  a  bill 
entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  Egon  Karl  PYeiherr  von 
Mauchenheim  and  Margarete  von  Mauchenheim." 

This  is  a  private  bill  which  confers  on  two  German  aliens. 
Egon  Karl  Preiherr  von  Mauchenheim  and  Margarete  von 
Mauchenheim,  the  status  of  legal  residents  of  the  United 
States  and  directs  the  Secretary  of  Labor  to  cancel  an  out- 
standing warrant  for  their  deportation. 

The  aliens  in  question  entered  the  United  States  on  May  19, 
1936,  and  were  permitted  to  proceed  In  transit  to  Canada  tor 
the  purpose  of  applying  for  quota  visas.  Denied  visas  there, 
they  reentered  the  United  States.  The  Department  of  Labor, 
finding  that  they  could  not  be  given  the  status  of  legal  resi- 
dents in  the  United  States,  held  them  for  deportation  pro- 
ceedings, but  because  of  the  fact  that  they  represented  them- 
selves to  be  political  fugitives  from  Germany  they  were  ac- 
corded the  privilege  of  voluntary  departure. 

An  investigation  conducted  by  the  State  Department  has 
disclosed  that  these  aliens  made  false  statements  with  respect 
to  acts  committed  by  them  in  Germany  prior  to  their  depar- 
ture therefrom  in  1935.  which  acts  resulted  in  the  initiation  of 
criminal  proceedings  against  them  for  fraud  and  civil  claims 
for  the  recovery  of  property.  The  State  Department  was 
unable,  moreover,  to  discover  that  these  aliens  had  been 
Involved  in  any  political  difficulties.  It  does  not  appear  that 
this  information  was  before  the  committees  of  the  House  and 
Senate  when  the  bill  was  being  considered  by  them. 

FY)r  the  above  reasons  I  am  returning  the  bill  without  my 
approval. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 
The  Whitb  Hottse.  May  29.  1940. 

PETITIONS   AND   MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  New  Jersey, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce: 

An  assembly  concurrent  resolution  memorializing  Congress  of  the 
United  States  and  the  War  Department  of  the  United  States  to 
Investigate  the  conditions  at  Newark  Airport,  Newark,  N.  J., 
and  the  feasibility  of  this  airport  being  placed  under  Govern- 
ment control  as  an  mtegral  part  of  the  United  States  natlontf 
defense  program 


Whereas  the  President  of  th«  Fnlted  States  has  reqtiested  that 
Congress  make  avallahle  a  large  emergency  appropriation  for  the 
purpose  of  expanding  the  national  defenses  of  the  United  States; 
and 

Whereas  Newark  Airport,  Newark,  N.  J.,  a  municipally  owned  air- 
field. Is  one  of  the  largest  airfields  in  the  country  and  Is  In  the 
center  of  the  metropolitan  district  of  the  east;  and 

Whereas  the  Newark  (N.  J.)  municipal  authorities  have  an- 
nounced the  proposed  closing  of  the  control  tower  at  Newark  Air- 
port due  to  failure  of  commercial  airlines  to  adequately  compen- 
sate the  city  of  Newark;  and 

Whereas  the  closing  of  this  control  tower  means  practically  the 
cessation  of  commercial  aviation  at  this  large  airfield  and  the 
eventual  decay  of  the  field;  a^d 

Whereas  It  is  the  belief  of  the  citizens  of  New  Jersey  that  this 
airfield  shoiUd  be  an  Integral  part  of  the  air  defense  program  for 
the  New  York  and  New  Jersey  metropollUm  area:  Now,  therefore, 
be  It 

Resolved,  by  tfie  House  of  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Neto  Jersey 
{the  senate  concurring)  : 

1.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the  War  Depart- 
ment of  the  United  States  be  urged  to  investigate  immediately  the 
conditions  at  Newark  Airport  and  the  feasibility  of  this  airport 
being  placed  under  Government  control  as  an  Integral  part  of  the 
expansion  program  of  national  defense  now  under  consideration, 
and  that  the  city  of  Newark  be  adequately  compensated  for  the 
transfer  of  the  airfield  and  its  faciUties  to  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment; and 

2.  That  certified  copies  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  to  the 
President  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  to  each  Member  therein  representing  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,  and  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  Assem- 
bly Joint  Resolution  No.  23,  Legislature  of  California,  protest- 
ing against  a  proposed  attack  upon  the  title  of  the  State  of 
California  to  its  tide,  submerged,  and  overflowed  lands,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

(See  resolution  printed  in  full  when  presented  by  Mr.  John- 
son of  California  on  yesterday,  p.  6958,  Congressional 
Record.) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  reso- 
lution of  District  Coimcll  No.  1,  International  Union  United 
Automobile  Workers  of  America,  Congress  of  Industrial  Or- 
ganizations, Milwaukee,  Wis.,  requesting  "that  all  purchasers 
of  autos  and  auto  equipment  for  governmental  agencies' 
usage,  after  taking  cognizance  of  the  Ford  Motor  Car  Co.'s 
continuously  flouting  the  laws  of  our  country,  bar  the  pur- 
chase of  products  therefrom."  etc.,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  City 
Coimcll  of  Baltimore.  Md.,  endorsing  the  national -defense 
program  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  favoring 
the  prompt  enactment  of  the  necessary  legislation  therefor, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  housing 
conference  of  the  Industrial  Union  Council  of  Maryland  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  Congress  of  Industrial  Organiza- 
tions, at  Washington,  D.  C,  favoring  the^  prompt  enactment 
of  the  bill  (S.  591)  to  amend  the  United  States  Housing  Act 
of  1937.  and  for  other  purposes,  without  hampering  amend- 
ment thereof,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  LODGE  presented  memorials  of  sundry  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Massachusetts  remonstrating  against  the  enactment 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9000)  to  provide  more  adequate  compensa- 
tion for  certain  dependents  of  World  War  veterans,  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  were  referred  tp  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

Mr.  ASHURST  presented  a  resolution  of  Ernest  A.  Love 
Post  No.  6,  American  Legion,  of  Prescott,  Ariz.,  favoring  im- 
mediate negotiations  with  certain  foreign  nations  looking  to 
acquiring  islands,  territories,  etc.,  now  belonging  to  such  na- 
tions for  the  purpose  of  establishing  addiUonal  United  States 
air  and  naval  bases  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  Ernest  A.  Love 
Post,  No.  6.  American  Legion,  of  Prescott,  Ariz.,  favoring  the 
prompt  enactment  of  legislation  providing  Immediate  com- 
pulsory military  training  for  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States,  and  also  that  such  compulsory  military  training  be  so 
staggered  as  to  be  renewable  and  continuous,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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foreign   policy   and   national    defense — PETITIONS 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
present  for  proper  reference  and  to  have  noted  in  the  Record, 
without  publishing  the  papers  themselves,  the  fact  that  I  have 
received  certain  petitions  from  the  city  of  Burlington,  Vt., 
signed  by  many  citizens,  relating  to  the  subject  of  our  foreign 
jwlicy  and  national  defense. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  petitions 
will  be  received,  noted  in  the  Record,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

(The  petitions  presented  by  Mr.  Austin  are  from  sundry 
citizens  of  Burlington,  Vt.,  praying  that  all  material  aid  which 
may  be  given  legally  be  rendered  to  the  Allies  in  the  present 
European  war;  that  all  the  material  resources  of  the  Nation 
be  placed  at  the  disposition  of  the  Allies,  and.  if  necessary  to 
repel  an  invasion  of  Great  Britain,  that  part  of  the  United 
States  airplanes,  destroyers,  and  submarines  be  transferred  to 
the  use  of  the  Allies.) 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  a  letter  which  I  have  received  from  Paul  D.  Evans,  head 
of  the  department  of  history,  of  the  University  of  Vermont, 
relative  to  the  petitions  just  presented  by  me. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

I  The  UNivmsrrr  or  Vermont, 

BurliTigton.  Vt..  May  24.  1940. 
Senator  Warren  Attstin, 

Wa^hinffton,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Austin:  These  results  enclosed  are  of  a  miniature 
Oallup  poll  that  I've  tried  to  run  off  here  in  the  city  during  the 
past  24  hours  to  test  public  sentiment  on  the  amount  and  nature 
of  material  help  America  should  send  to  the  Allies. 

I  haven't  made  any  attempt  to  canvass  the  whole  city  of  Burling- 
ton but  to  take  soundings  here  and  there  for  representative  opinion. 
If  the  university  element  is  a  bit  overrepresented,  it  Is  because  the 
four  of  UB  mraklng  the  inquiries  are  closer  to  It  than  to  any  other 
group.  As  speed  seems  to  me  the  essence  of  this  business.  I  havent 
wished  to  carry  the  thing  beyond  6  o'clock  this  evening.  (I  got 
the  mimeographed  letters  yesterday  at  4.) 

There  may  be  some  slight  duplication  of  names,  but  offsetting 
that  are  a  niunber  of  signattires  that  have  come  in  by  telephone, 
such  as  Patey  MacAullffe.  Clarence  Cowles,  and  others,  who  sub- 
scribe to  section  2.  Bishop  Brady,  unhappily,  is  out  of  town,  and 
Father  Hogan  does  not  wish  to  commit  the  diocese  in  any  way. 

What  amazes  me  Is  the  huge  majority  for  section  2.  I  had 
rather  expected  it  would  be  the  other  way  around.  I  expect  there 
wUl  be  several  more  signattires  in  after  I  have  to  close  this  for 
the  air  mail  tonight.  I  have  personally  met  not  one  refusal  to 
sign  either  one  section  ch*  the  other  except  for  President  Bailey, 
who  is  writing  you.     I  have  heard  of  only  five  refusals. 

A  telegram  has  Just  come  In  from  Waldo  Helnrlchs  in  Middle- 
bury  (uncolicitcd)   giving  his  approval  to  both  sections. 

The  general  attitude  of  those  who  have  signed  section  2  is  roughly 
this:  We  are  prepared  to  strain,  even  crack,  the  traditional  obli- 
gations of  international  law  up  to  a  certain  variable.  We  would 
not  have  countenanced  British  and  French  carrying  of  the  war  to 
Belgium  and  Holland  in  order  to  get  the  jump  on  the  Germans; 
we  would  consent  to  any  straining  of  the  law  which  did  no  violence 
to  humanitarian  principles  or  to  innocent  third  parties.  We  refuse 
any  longer  to  accept  the  all-white,  all-black  idea  of  absolute 
neutrality  as  traditionally  conceived  versus  outright  war.  The 
totalitarian  states  have  found  a  dozen  halfway  houses  between  the 
two.    We  see  no  reason  why  our  democracy  cannot  find  a  few. 

We  cannot  face  with  equanimity  America's  future  as  it  Is  likely 
to  be  shaped  by  Hitler's  victory  in  Europe.  We  And  heartily 
distasteful  the  prospect  of  a  new  era  of  imperialism  which  defense 
needs  would  probably  force  on  us.  We  are  frankly  frightened  by 
the  witch  hunts  that  fear  of  Invasion  would  drive  us  into  and 
the  almost  certain  curtailment  of  our  traditional  liberties.  We 
do  not  want  to  see  our  hopes  of  a  better  social  order  in  this 
country  vanish  Irretrievably.  We  do  not  want  to  pour  an  ever- 
Increasing  increment  of  our  national  income  into  our  defensive 
establishment  and  we  dont  like  the  idea  of  holding  the  gold  bag 
to  the  tune  of  perhaps  twenty  billions.  And  yet,  illoglcally  per- 
haps, we  don't  want  to  send  our  men  to  flght  this  war.  I  person- 
ally would  gladly  go  if  American  participation  could  be  limited  to 
those  over  45  but  I  cannot  bring  myself  to  accept  a  policy  which 
would  send  my  suns  Instead.  But  neither  do  I  want  them  placed 
in  a  position  where  they  may  have  to  fight  under  perhaps  still 
more  disadvantageous  conditions  sometime  in  the  coming  decade. 

So.  I  feel,  as  I  think  most  of  the  signers  of  section  2  do. 
that  an  American  Army  bomber  operating  within  the  next  few 
weeks  In  Etirope  would  be  worth  in  terms  of  American  security 
a  score  of  better  bombers  In  our  hangars  In  1945;  that  an  American 
■ubmarlne  or  destroyer  working  In  the  Channel  or  the  North  Sea 
In  June  would  be  worth  a  fleet  off  Greenland  or  Brazil  In  1050. 

We  have  followed  yoiu-  work  during  these  trying  weeks  at  Wash- 
ington  with   Intense   interest   and   admiration.     We   are   sending 


this  m  order  that  you  may  know  how  the  sentiment  of  at  least 
part  of  this  community  is  taking  shape.  We  know  we  can  trust 
you  to  take  whatever  action  Is  desirable  and  poaslble. 

Please  pardon   the   hasty  construction   of  my  letter;    there  has 
been  no  time  to  throw  it  mto  better  shape. 
Kindly  present  my  respects  to  Mrs.  Austin  and  believe  me. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Paul.  D.  EvAMB. 

REPORTS  OF  COSnOTTEES 

Mr.  GILLETTE,  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  to  which  was  referred  the  biU  (S.  3426)  to  amend 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act.  as  amended,  and  as  reen- 
acted  by  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937. 
as  amended,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted 
a  report  (No.  1719)  thereon. 

Mr.  GURNEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Afff.trs.  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3497)  to  require  the  issuance 
by  the  Genera  Accounting  Office  of  a  quarterly  certificate  of 
settlement  of  money  accounts  to  United  States  property  and 
disbursing  officers  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  several  States, 
Territories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  reported  it  without 
amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1720)  thereon. 

Mr.  CONNALLY,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to 
which  was  recommitted  the  bill  (H.  R.  5138)  to  make  unlaw- 
ful attempts  to  interfere  with  the  discipline  of  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  and  the  Coast  Guard;  to  require  the  deportation  of 
certain  classes  of  aliens;  to  require  the  fingerprinting  of  aliens 
seeking  to  enter  the  United  States;  and  for  other  purposes, 
reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1721)  thereon. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Sur- 
veys, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  4097)  to  authorize 
the  use  of  certain  facilities  of  national  parks  and  national 
monuments  for  elementary  school  purposes,  reported  it  with 
an  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1722)  thereon. 

BILLS  IMTRODTJCED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  HUGHES: 
S.  4061.  A  bill  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Authority  over  certain  air-mail  services,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  BRIDGES: 
S.  4062.  A  bill  to  establish  a  national  home  defense  force, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  ASHURST: 
S.  4063  (by  request) .  A  bill  declaring  a  forfeiture  of  certain 
land  heretofore  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the  Board 
of  Commissioners  of  the  Orleans  Levee  District,  in  the  city  of 
New  Orleans,  State  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and  street  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  McNARY: 
S.  4064.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  the  Ore- 
gon Coast  National  Park,  in  the  State  of  Oregon,  and  for 
other  purposes;   to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and 
Surveys.  ^ 

By  Mr.  MALONEY: 
S.  4065.  A  bill  providing  for  the  Improvement  of  the  main 
harbor  at  New  Haven,  Conn.;  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 
S.  4066.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  a  forti- 
fied military  post  at  or  near  Boulder  Dam;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

(Mr.  Lucas  introduced  Senate  bill  4067,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Patents,  and  appears  under  a  separate 
heading.) 

By  Mr.  O^MAHONEY: 
S.  4068.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Prank  Emzen  and  Mary 
Emzen ;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 
By  Mr.  MINTON: 
S.  4069.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Indiana  State  Toll  Bridge 
Commission  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Wabash  River  at  or  near  Mount  Vernon,  Posey 
County,  Ind.;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 


( 


7076 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


May  29 


By  Mr.  WHEELER  <for  himself  and  Mr.  Schwartz)  : 
8.4070.  A  bill  to  provide  for  more  uniform  coverage  of 
certain  persons  employed  In  coal  mining  operations  with 
respect  to  insurance  Ijeneflts  provided  for  by  certain  Federal 
acts,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
Commerce. 


nrvKirnoNS  m  thx  national  interest:  raxvKNTioN  of  their 

PTTBUCATION 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  consent  to  Introduce  for 
proper  reference  a  bill  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  preventing 
the  puUication  of  inventions  in  the  national  interest,  and  I 
also  request  that  a  statement  relative  to  the  bill  may  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  bill  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  will  be  received,  appropriately  re- 
ferred, and  the  statement  will  be  printed  in  tlie  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  4067)  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  preventing 
the  publication  of  Inventions  in  the  national  interest,  was 
read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Patents. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Lucas  in  connection  with 
the  bill  is  as  follows: 

Ttie  proposed  act  has  for  its  object  the  broadening  of  the  provi- 
sions of  an  act  of  Congress  passed  October  6.  1917  (40  Stat.  394. 
U.  8.  Code,  title  S5.  sec.  42).  This  earlier  law  provides  that  when 
the  publication  of  an  Invention  by  the  granting  of  a  patent  might 
be  detrimental  to  the  public  safety  or  defense,  the  Conunlssloner 
may  withhold  the  grant  of  the  patent  and  order  that  the  Invention 
be  kejjt  secret.  However,  the  law  Is  specifically  limited  in  Its  opera- 
tion to  times  when  the  United  States  ts  at  war  and  its  provisions 
are  operative  only  for  the  duration  of  any  war. 

The  proposed  act  simply  removes  the  restriction  to  times  of  war, 
and  makes  the  law  applicable  whenever  the  national  Interest  re- 
quires It.  such  as  during  an  emergency  or  whenever  required  by  the 
public  safety  or  defense.  There  Is  evidence  that  the  proposed  change 
Is  actually  necessary  at  the  present  time.  Moreover.  It  constitutes 
a  preparedness  measure  which  should  be  on  the  statute  books  ready 
for  Immediate  u.«-e  whenever  the  necessity  for  It  arises. 

In  order  to  show  the  exact  changes  proposed,  the  present  law  Is 
set  forth  below  with  the  words  proposed  to  be  canceled  Incloeed 
In  brackets  and  the  words  to  be  added  In  Italic. 

"Whenever  tduring  a  time  when  the  United  States  Is  at  war!  the 
publication  of  an  Invention  by  the  granting  of  a  patent  might.  In 
the  opinion  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  be  detrimental  to  the 
public  safety  or  defense  for  might  assist  the  enemy  or  endanger  the 
successful  prosecution  of  the  war]  he  may  order  that  the  invention 
be  kept  secret  and  withhold  the  grant  of  a  patent  [untU  the  termi- 
nation of  the  war!  for  such  period  or  periods  as  in  his  opinion  the 
national  interest  requires:  Provided.  That  the  invention  disclosed 
In  the  application  for  said  patent  may  be  held  abandoned  upon  it 
being  established  before  or  by  the  Commissioner  that  In  violation 
of  said  order  said  invention  has  been  published  or  that  an  applica- 
tion for  a  patent  therefor  has  been  filed  In  a  foreign  coxintry  by  the 
Inventor  or  his  assigns  or  legal  representatives,  without  the  consent 
or  approval  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  or  under  a  license  of 
the  Secretary  of  Conunerce  as  provided  by  law. 

"When  an  applicant  whose  patent  Is  withheld  as  herein  provided 
and  who  faithfully  obeys  the  order  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 
above  referred  to  shall  tender  his  Invention  to  the  Government  of 
the  United  SUtes  for  its  use,  he  shall.  If  and  when  he  ultimately 
received  a  patent,  have  the  right  to  sue  for  compensation  In  the 
Court  of  Claims,  such  right  to  compensation  to  begin  from  the  date 
of  the  use  of  the  Invention  by  the  Government." 

HOU5K  BILLS  REFZRRXD 

The  foDowing  bills  were  each  read  twice  by  their  titles 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs: 

H.  R.  9822.  An  act  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

H.  R  9848.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisi- 
tion of  naval  aircraft,  the  OMJstruction  of  certain  public 
works,  and  for  other  purposes. 

ASTICUES.  MINXRALS.  ETC..  PROOUCXD.  PROCESSED.  OR  MINED  T7NDES 
ITMrrKD  STATKS  PATENTS— CHAKCB  OF  RKTERXNCS 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago  I  made  a  mo- 
tion, which  I  did  not  press  at  the  time  because  of  the 
majority  leader's  suggestion  that  I  confer  with  individual 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Mines  and  Mining  before 
renewing  the  motion.  I  have  talked  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Bulow]  who  had  in  charge  the  bill  in 
question  and  he  Is  in  harmony  with  the  idea  I  now  suggest. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee  on  Mines 
and  Mining  be  discharged  tiosa  the  further  coosideraUon 


of  the  bill  (H.  R.  8285)  to  limit  the  Importation  of  articles, 
products,  and  minerals  produced,  processed,  or  mined  under 
process  covered  by  outstanding  United  States  patents,  to 
define  unfair  trade  practices  in  certain  Instances,  and  for 
other  purposes,  and  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Patents. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  say  that  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  GurrET],  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Mines  and  Mining,  has  advised  me  that  he  has  no  objection 
to  that  course. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  may  say  that  the  bill  deals  exclusively  with 
the  question  of  patents. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No  objection  is  heard,  and  the 
order  is  entered. 

CONSTRXTCnON    AT    MILITARY    POSTS — AMENDMENT 

Mr.  McCARRAN  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bUl  (S.  3982)  to  authorize  appro- 
priations for  construction  at  military  posts,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

APPROPRIATIONS   FOR  WORK  RELIXP   AND   RELIEF — AMENDMENT 

Mr.  MAIiDNEY  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  Joint  resolution  (EL  J.  Res.  544)  mak- 
ing appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief,  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1941,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  as 
follows: 

On  page  16,  line  1.  before  the  period  to  Insert  a  colon  aod  the 
f oUowlng : 

"Provided,  That  the  head  of  the  agency  may  waive  such  contribu- 
tion In  connection  with  any  such  project  which.  In  his  opinion,  will 
be  of  value  to  the  United  SUtes  for  the  purposes  of  national 
defense." 

ADDRESS    BY    SENATOR    BROWN    ON    IHE    GOVERNMENT'S    RESPON- 
SIBILITY 

[Mr,  Brown  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  the  subject  of 
the  Government's  responsibility,  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

ARTICLES  FROM  NEW  YORK  TIMES  AND  LIFE  MAOAZINS  ON  SENATCM 

M'NARY 

[Mr,  Capper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  Richard  L.  Neuberger,  published  in 
the  New  York  Times,  and  an  article  from  the  magazine  Life, 
both  referring  to  Senator  McNary,  which  appear  In  the 
Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  FARLEY  AT  ASHEVILLB,  W.  C. 

[Mr.  REYNOLDS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Postmaster  General 
Parley  at  AsheviUe,  N.  C,  on  May  27,  1940,  together  with  a 
letter  from  Senator  Bailey  and  a  telegram  from  Senator 
RxYNOLDS  in  relation  to  the  visit  of  Postmaster  General  Farley 
to  North  Carolina,  which  appear  In  the  Appendix.] 

GALLUP  POLL  ON  WAR  SENTIMENT  Df  UNITED  STATES 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  article  by  Dr.  George  Gallup  relative  to  war 
sentiment  in  the  United  States,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 


address  by  hon.  louis  johnson  in  reply  to 

hoover 


FORMER  PRESIDENT 


[Mr.  GuFTEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  the  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  War,  Hon.  Louis  Johnson,  on  May  28.  1940,  in  reply 
to  former  President  Hoover,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

EDITORIAL  FROM  BIRMINGHAM    (ALA.)    HEWS  ON  THE  PRESIDENT'S 

TALK 

[Mr.  Hill  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Birmingham  (Ala.)  News  of 
May  27,  1940,  entitled  "The  President's  TWk,"  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 
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STATEMENT      BY 


JOHN      collier      on      FIRST 
CONGRESS    ON    INDIAN    LIFE 


INTER -AMERICAN 


[Mr.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  by  John  Collier, 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  relative  to  the  first  Inter- 
American  Congress  on  Indian  Life,  held  in  Mexico,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADJOURNMENT      OF      POLITICS — EDITORIAL      FROM      THE      CHICACO 

TRIBUNE 

[Mr.  GuRNEY  sisked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Tribune  of  May 
24,  1940,  entitled  "Let's  Adjourn  Politics,"  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

CHOCTAW    INDIANS    OF    MISSISSIPPI 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
yesterday  there  was  an  order  by  unanimous  consent  that 
today  the  Senate  would  take  up  the  calendar  at  the  place 
where  it  left  off  yesterday  for  the  consideration  of  un- 
objected-to  bills. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  before  the  calendar  is  taken 
up  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the  Senate  for  a 
few  minutes  on  Senate  bill  3524. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  that  he  may  address  the 
Senate  at  this  time? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  bill  which  the 
Senator  desires  to  discuss? 

Mr.  BILBO.  It  is  a  bill  which  was  passed  over  yesterday, 
Benate  bill  3524,  conferring  Jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear  and  determine  the  claims  of  the  Choctaw 
Indians  of  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Did  the  bill  go  over  under  objection? 

Mr.  BILBO.    Yes, 

Mr.  McNARY.  Is  the  Senator  now  asking  unanimous 
consent  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  wish  to  speak  briefly  on  it  before  the 
calendar  is  taken  up. 

Mr.  KING.     I  shall  object  to  its  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  for  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  Senate  at  this  time? 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  Senator's  speak- 
ing; but,  since  the  matter  is  before  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  I  shall  feel  constrained  to  object  to  the 
consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlie  pending  request  is  that  the 
Senator  may  address  the  Senate  at  this  time. 

Mr.  KING.     I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  during  recent  years  we  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  Americanism  and  the  forgotten  man, 
and  we  have  preached  Americanism  and  have  tried  to  help 
the  forgotten  man.  I  desire  today  to  say  a  few  words  on 
behalf  of  a  branch  of  the  original  Americans  who  for  over 
100  years  have  been  the  forgotten  men  among  the  Indians 
of  America.  I  refer  to  the  2,000  Choctaw  Indians  who  reside 
in  the  State  of  Mississippi,  where  their  ancestors  lived  for 
centuries  before  them. 

The  Choctaw  Indians  originally  constituted  the  most 
numerous  branch  of  the  great  Muskogean  linguistic  stock,  and 
they  were  closely  related  to  the  Chickasaws,  who  spoke  a  dif- 
ferent dialect  of  the  same  language,  and  more  distantly 
related  to  the  Creeks  and  the  Seminoles. 

According  to  tradition  the  Choctaws  came  originally  from 
a  land  far  distant  in  the  west.  It  is  claimed  that  they  were 
miraculously  guided  by  a  sacred  pole,  which  was  carried  by 
their  leader  during  the  day  and  planted  by  night  in  their 
place  of  encampment.  Every  morning  the  pole  was  found 
to  be  leaning  toward  the  east  as  a  signal  for  them  to  continue 
their  Journey;  but  when  they  reach  the  site  of  Nanih 
Waya — a  point  located  in  what  is  now  Winston  County, 
Miss. — the  pole  remained  in  an  upright  position.  This  was 
taken  as  a  sign  that  their  Journey  had  ended  and  that  Missis- 
sippi was  their  promised  land.  So  the  Choctaws  settled  in 
Mississippi,  built  mounds  and  ramparts,  and  made  Nanih 


Waya  the  ceremonial  center  of  the  Choctaw  Nation.  The 
legend  is  that  the  Chickasaws  became  separated  from  the 
Choctaws  during  their  migration  and  they  settled  in  north 
Mississippi,  adjacent  to  the  territory  occupied  by  the 
Choctaws. 

When  the  white  man  first  came  to  America  and  penetrated 
the  great  Mississippi  Valley  he  found  the  Choctaws  to  be  one 
of  the  most  advanced,  cultured,  and  peaceful  of  all  the  Amer- 
ican Indans,  with  an  organized  system  of  tribal  government 
administered  by  powerful  and  capable  chiefs.  History  tells 
us  that  the  Choctaws  and  Chickasaws  were  the  most  advanced 
of  all  the  American  Indians  in  the  matter  of  agriculture. 

The  great  French  explorers  who  first  settled  m  Mississippi 
came  in  contact  with  the  Choctaws  apd  found  them  to  be 
a  very  peaceful,  industrious,  and  intelligent  people,  with  good 
morals  and  high  principles,  and  whose  fidelity  could  be 
relied  upon. 

The  Choctaws  raised  a  large  quantity  of  com,  and  built 
bams  for  its  storage,  which  gave  succor  to  many  a  weary 
white  traveler  and  distressed  settler. 

Throughout  our  history  as  a  Nation  the  Choctaws  have 
been  uniformly  friendly  to  the  white  people;  and  It  is  an 
undisputed  fact  that  tiae  Choctaw  never  drew  the  blood  of 
the  white  man,  but  was  always  his  friend,  and  rendered  great 
assistance  to  him  in  the  many  struggles  of  the  United  States 
against  the  British,  and  against  other  Indian  tribes  who 
sympathized  with  the  British  and  were  hostile  to  the  United 
States. 

Originally  the  Choctaws  owned  and  controlled  over  one-half 
of  the  territory  within  the  boundaries  of  the  present  State  of 
Mississippi,  Including  the  ground  upon  which  the  capitol  of 
Mississippi  is  built,  and  the  great  Mississippi  Delta,  which  is 
now  the  greatest  cotton  region  on  earth.  They  also  owned  the 
great  timberlands  of  central  and  south  Mississippi  and  the 
great  prairie  section  of  east  Mississippi.  They  were  well 
organized  and  were  led  by  distinguished  and  able  chiefs  at 
the  time  of  the  acquisition  by  the  United  States  of  the  Missis- 
sippi territory.  Due  to  their  occupation  and  control  of  a 
definite  territory,  their  advancement  in  learning  and  cen- 
tralized form  of  government,  they  gained  recognition  as  a 
nation  in  their  dealings  with  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  The  Choctaw  country  was  divided  into  three  dis- 
tricts, each  under  the  control  of  a  chisf.  Their  three  great 
chiefs  were  Apukshunnubbee.  Pushmataha,  and  Moshula- 
tubbee,  the  most  important  of  whom  was  Pushmataha,  who 
presided  over  the  central  district. 

Pushmataha  was  unquestionably  the  greatest  chief  of  all 
time.  He  was  distinguished  for  his  nobility  of  character,  com- 
manding personality,  keenness  of  intellect,  eloquence,  bravery, 
resourcefulness,  military  genius,  great  leadership  of  men,  and 
for  his  lasting  friendship  for  the  wliite  man.  He  successfully 
frustrated  the  efforts  of  Tecumseh  to  aline  the  Choctaws  with 
the  British  and  hostile  Indians  against  the  United  States  in 
the  War  of  1812.  When  Gen.  Andrew  Jackson  led  his  army 
from  Nashville,  Tenn.,  to  New  Orleans  in  1815,  Pushmataha 
Joined  his  forces  with  General  Jackson  in  Mississippi,  while 
General  Jackson  was  en  route  to  New  Orleans,  and  led  more 
than  600  of  his  Choctaw  warriors  into  battle  under  the  com- 
mand of  General  Jackson  In  the  great  Battle  of  New  Orleans, 
which  resulted  in  a  complete  rout  of  Pakenham's  army.  That 
was  one  of  the  greatest  battles  of  history,  in  that  It  convinced 
the  British  and  the  world  that  the  United  States  was  a  nation 
no  longer  subject  to  invasion  by  a  foreign  foe. 

That  was  not  the  only  battie  that  the  Choctaws  fought  for 
the  white  man.  Over  700  of  their  warriors  fought  with  the 
whites  against  the  Natchez  Indians,  a  very  barbarous  and  war- 
like tribe  along  the  lower  part  of  the  Mississippi,  when  that 
tribe  rose  against  the  white  settlers.  In  fact,  the  Choctaws 
have  furnished  many  soldiers  in  every  important  war  in  our 
history,  including  the  World  War. 

From  the  time  of  the  Battle  of  New  Orleans,  when  the 
Choctaws  Joined  the  forces  of  General  Jackson  In  defense  of 
our  country,  the  history  of  the  Choctaws  has  been  one  of 
friendship  and  continuous  amity  toward  our  white  citizens. 
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In  this  respect  their  conduct  has  been  almost  unique  in  the 
history  of  Indian  affairs  in  this  country. 

ATter  the  War  of  1812  a  great  tide  of  emigration  of  white 
settlen  from  the  Eastern  States  to  the  Mississippi  Territory 
became  irresistible.  It  was  inevitable  that  a  proper  develop- 
ment of  Mississippi  as  a  State  should  and  did  from  the  outset 
require  and  demand  from  the  Indians  the  cession  of  a  large 
portion  of  their  lands.  After  the  acquisition  of  the  Missis- 
sippi Territory  by  the  United  States  the  Federal  Government 
recognized  the  Choctaws  to  be  the  lawful  owners  of  over 
14.000.000  acres  of  land  in  Mississippi.  On  CXtober  18,  1820. 
the  United  States  persuaded  ttie  Choctaws  to  enter  into  a 
treaty  by  which  the  Choctaws  ceded  to  the  United  States 
about  4.000^)00  acres  of  their  lands  in  Mississippi  in  exchange 
for  lands  west  of  the  Mississippi  River  in  the  Indian  Territory. 
The  lands  so  acquired  by  the  Choctaws  in  the  West  comprised 
ail  of  the  lands  afterward  known  as  the  territory  of  the 
Choctaw  Nation  in  Oklahoma.  The  treaty  of  1820  neither 
required  nor  contemplated  that  any  Choctaws  should  remove 
to  the  Indian  Territory  west  of  the  Mississippi  River;  for  after 
that  cession  was  made  the  Choctaws  stiil  had  remaining 
10.423.139  acres  of  land  in  Mississippi,  upon  which  they  re- 
sided, and  which  was  ample  for  their  needs  for  an  imlimited 
period  of  time.  However,  immediately  after  the  signing  of 
the  treaty  of  1820  a  great  migration  of  settlers  from  Virginia, 
the  Carolinas.  Georgia,  and  other  States,  poured  into  Missis- 
sippi, and  within  a  few  years  many  thousands  of  such  settlers 
had  settled  in  the  Choctaw  country  in  Mississippi.  They  not 
(Hily  settled  on  the  lands  which  had  been  ceded  by  the  Choc- 
taws to  the  United  States  by  the  treaty  of  1820,  but  a  great 
many  of  them  became  squatters  on  the  lands  in  Mississippi 
retained  by  the  Choctaws.  As  a  result  of  this  large  migration 
of  white  people  to  Mississippi,  great  concern  arose,  not  only 
among  the  Choctaw  chiefs  and  warriors,  but  it  became  a 
matter  of  national  importance  to  the  Federal  Government. 

This  condition  led  to  the  visit  of  Pusiunataha  to  Washing- 
ton in  1824  to  confer  with  President  Monroe  about  the  matter. 
There  is  a  record  of  a  part  of  Pushmataha's  statement  to 
President  Monroe  at  that  time,  the  last  public  statement  of 
that  great  chief,  in  which  he  said: 

Pather:  I  have  be«n  here  some  time.  I  have  not  talked;  have 
been  sick.  Tou  shall  hear  me  talk  today.  I  belong  to  another 
district.    Tou  have  no  doubt  heard  of  me:  I  am  Pushmataha. 

Father:  When  in  my  own  country,  I  often  looked  toward  this 
council  house,  and  wanted  to  come  here.  I  am  In  trouble.  I  will 
tell  my  distresses.  I  feel  like  a  small  child,  not  half  as  high  as  its 
father,  who  comes  up  to  look  In  his  father's  face,  hanging  in  the 
bend  of  his  arm.  to  t«ll  him  his  troubles.  So.  Father.  I  hang  in  the 
bend  of  your  arm  and  look  in  your  face,  and  now  hear  me  speak. 

Father:  When  I  was  In  my  own  country,  I  heard  there  were  men 
appointed  to  talk  to  us.  I  would  not  speak  there;  I  chose  to  come 
here  and  speak  in  this  beloved  house.  I  can  boast  and  say.  and 
teU  the  truth,  that  none  of  my  fathers  or  grandfathers,  nor  any 
Choctaw  ever  drew  bows  against  the  United  States. 

They  have  always  been  friendly.  We  have  held  the  hands  of  the 
United  States  so  long  that  our  nails  are  long,  like  birds'  claws,  and 
there  Is  no  danger  of  their  sUpplng  out.  My  nation  has  always 
listened  to  the  applications  of  the  white  people.  They  have  given 
of  their  land  until  It  is  very  small.  I  came  here  when  a  young 
man  to  see  my  father — Jefferson.  He  told  me  If  we  ever  got  In 
trouble  we  must  run  and  tell  him.    I  am  come. 

ShcHtly  after  that  historic  conference,  and  on  December 
24.  1824,  Pushmataha  died  in  Washington,  and  was  buried 
here  in  the  Congressional  Cemetery,  where  a  great  monument 
has  been  erected  to  his  memory,  and  upon  which  is  Inscribed 
these  words: 

Pushmataha,  a  Choctaw  chief.  Ues  here.  He  was  a  warrior  of 
great  distinction.  He  was  wise  In  counsel,  eloquent  in  an  extraor- 
dinary degree,  and  on  all  occasions,  and  under  all  circumstance^ 
the  white  man's  friend. 

The  rapid  development  of  the  State  of  Mississippi  by  1830 
created  a  demand  for  a  still  further  curtailment  of  the  re- 
maining Choctaw  lands  in  Mississippi,  as  well  as  a  demand 
for  the  removal  of  the  Choctaws  to  their  lands  in  the  Indian 
Territory  west  of  the  Mississippi  River.  As  a  result,  the 
United  States  appointed  commissioners  to  negotiate  a  treaty 
with  the  Choctaws  which  would  provide  for  the  cession  to  the 
Federal  Govemm&it  of  their  remaining  lands  in  Mississippi, 


and  for  their  removal  to  the  Indian  Territory.  Tlie  commis- 
sioners appointed  by  the  United  States  for  the  negotiation  of 
a  treaty  were  the  then  Secretary  of  War.  John  H.  Eaton,  and 
John  Coffee.  These  Commissioners  arrived  at  Dancing  Rab- 
bit Creek  in  Mississippi  on  September  15,  1830;  and  on  Sep- 
tember 18,  1830,  they  met  and  entered  into  conference  with 
the  chiefs,  captains,  head  men,  and  warriors  of  the  Choctaw 
people,  at  which  time  John  H.  Eaton  delivered  to  them  a 
talk  in  which  he  addressed  the  Indians  in  part  as  follows: 

By  direction  of  your  Great  Father,  we  have  come  amongst  you. 
It  Is  not  your  land  we  seek,  but  your  happiness.  If  you  remain, 
you  will  be  subject  to  the  Jtirlsdlctlon  of  courts,  pay  taxes,  etc.; 
and  If  you  are  satisfied  that  In  such  a  condition  you  would  be  un- 
happy, then  agree  to  remove  beyond  the  Mississippi,  where  you  wlU 
be  a^le  to  live  under  your  own  laws.  Record  the  votes  of  your 
head  men  and  let  us  know  who  is  willing  to  remove  and  who  are 
exposed.  In  1820  by  a  treaty  a  fine  country  was  ^ven  you  for  the 
use  of  yotir  people.  It  was  the  understanding  at  that  time  that 
the  Choctaws  would  remove.  Ten  years  are  passed,  and  you  are 
stiU  here.  If  you  prefer  to  Uve  here,  surrender  the  lands  west,  or 
otherwise  remove  to  them.    Hereafter  we  wiU  not  treat  with  you. 

Even  to  the  imtutored  mind  of  the  Indian  such  strong  lan- 
guage could  not  be  misunderstood.  There  was  presented  the 
alternative  of  remaining  in  Mississippi,  forfeiting  the  lands 
which  they  had  acquired  by  the  solemn  treaty  of  1820  in  the 
West,  becoming  subject  to  the  white  man's  laws,  to  the  juris- 
diction of  his  courts,  and  to  taxation,  or  leaving  their  homes 
in  Mississippi  and  removing  to  their  territory  in  the  West. 

The  Choctaws  were  surprised  at  the  l>oldness  and  threaten- 
ing language  of  the  commissioners,  and  at  first  they  refused 
to  treat  with  them.  The  commissioners  then  threatened  to 
withdraw  and  no  longer  negotiate  with  the  Choctaws.  A  few 
days  later  the  Choctaws,  being  fearful  of  the  consequences 
of  their  refusal,  proposed  to  the  commissioners  that  the 
treaty  provide  that  those  who  were  willing  to  remove  would 
go  to  the  territory  in  the  West,  and  those  who  desired  to 
remain  in  Mississippi  would  be  permitted  to  remain,  and 
would  be  given  allotments  of  land  in  the  ceded  territory  in 
Mississippi.    The  commissioners  consented  to  that  proposal. 

There  were  about  20.000  Choctaws  in  Mississippi  at  that 
time,  and  about  5,000  of  them  chose  to  remain  permanently 
In  Mississippi.  So  on  September  27.  1830,  there  was  con- 
cluded between  the  commissioners  and  the  Choctaws  the 
Treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit  Creek — seventh  Statute  333 — 
In  which  the  Choctaws  ceded  to  the  United  States  their 
remaining  lands  in  Mississippi,  with  the  exception  of  a  few 
reservations.  With  respect  to  the  Choctaws  who  desired  to 
remain  in  Mississippi,  it  was  specifically  provided  in  article 
14  of  the  treaty  that  each  head  of  a  family  should  receive 
an  allotment  of  640  acres  of  land  in  the  ceded  territory  in 
Mississippi,  each  unmarried  child  over  10  years  of  age  should 
obtain  an  allotment  of  320  acres,  and  each  child  imder  10 
years  of  age  should  receive  an  allotment  of  160  acres.  It  has 
been  ascertained  that  the  Choctaws  who  remained  in  Missis- 
sippi after  1830  were  entitled  to  allotments  aggregating 
1,399.920  acres.  Article  18  of  the  treaty  provided  that  no 
white  person  should  be  permitted  to  settle  within  the  ceded 
territory  in  Mississippi,  and  that  none  of  the  lands  should 
be  sold  until  the  Choctaws  should  remove  to  their  territory 
in  the  West;  and  it  was  further  provided  in  that  article: 

That  m  the  construction  of  this  treaty  wherever  well-founded 
doubt  shall  arise  it  shall  be  construed  most  favorably  toward  the 
Choctaws. 

Although  the  Government  by  this  solemn  treaty  agreed  to 
give  the  Choctaws  who  remained  in  Mississippi  allotments 
of  land,  its  responsible  officers  and  agents  permitted  these 
provisions  of  the  treaty  to  be  violated.  Malfeasance  on  the 
part  of  the  then  Indian  agent  in  Mississippi  was  so  gross  and 
imjust  with  reference  to  the  Choctaws  who  chose  to  remain 
in  Mississippi  after  1830  that,  in  spite  of  all  efforts  on  their 
part,  only  143  of  them  actually  received  allotments  of  land 
In  Mississippi.  The  Government  proceeded  to  and  did  sell 
the  lands  to  white  settlers  without  regard  to  and  In  violation 
of  the  specific  terms  of  the  treaty:  and  as  a  result  of  that 
action  it  soon  became  Impossible  for  the  United  States  to 
comply  with  the  terms  of  Its  own  treaty  without  ousting  white 
settlers  who  had  purchased  the  lands  and  actually  entered 
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upon  tliem  and  built  homes,  which  the  Government  was 
unwilling  to  do. 

This  condition  having  been  brought  to  the  attention  of 
Congress,  it  passed  the  act  of  August  23.  1842  (5  Stat.  513). 
which  provided  for  the  issuance  to  the  Choctaws  who  had 
remained  in  Mississippi,  of  scrip  which  might  be  used  in 
purchasing  any  of  the  public  lands  subject  to  entry  at  private 
sale  in  Mississippi.  Alabama.  Louisiana,  and  Arkansas.  Scrip 
was  thereupon  issued  for  approximately  one-half  of  the  land 
which  the  Mississippi  Choctaws  were  entitled  to  receive  im- 
der the  fourteenth  article  of  the  Treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit 
Creek:  namely.  700.080  acres.  That  scrip,  being  negotiable, 
was  traded  by  the  Choctaws  to  white  men  for  material  things 
of  no  real  or  permanent  value,  leaving  them  still  without  the 
lands  they  had  been  promised  by  the  treaty  of  1830. 

Consequently,  on  March  3.  1845.  Congress  made  a  second 
attempt  to  correct  the  situation  by  a  statute  (5  Stat.  777) 
which  determined  the  lands  which  the  Mississippi  Choctaws 
were  promised  and  were  entitled  lo  receive  under  the  four- 
teenth article  of  the  Treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit  Creek  to  be 
of  the  value  of  $1.25  per  acre.  That  act  provided  that  the 
second  half  of  the  scrip  which  had  been  authorized  by  the 
act  of  August  23,  1842.  but  which  had  not  yet  been  issued, 
"shall  not  be  issued  or  delivered  in  the  West;"  and  it  also 
provided  that  the  second  half  of  the  scrip  "shall  carry  interest 
of  5  percent,  which  the  United  States  will  pay  annually  to 
the  reservees  under  the  treaty  of  1830.  respectively,  or  to 
their  heirs  and  legal  representatives  forever." 

The  second  half  of  the  scrip  not  having  been  delivered,  and 

there  being  accumulated  interest  due  thereon,  the  Congress 

on  July  21,  1852  (10  Stat.  19).  appropriated  the  sum  of  $872,- 

000  to  pay  the  principal  of  the  second  half  of  undelivered 

scrip,  and  $21,800  for  the  pasmient  of  accumulated  interest 

thereon,  making  a  total  appropriation  of  $893,800.    That  act 

clearly  shows  on  its  face  that  the  moneys  there  appropriated 

were  for  the— 

Choctaw  claimants,  under  the  fourteenth  article  of  the  Treaty 
of  Dancing  Rabbit  Creek,  of  September  27.  1830.  for  the  lands  on 
which  they  resided,  but  which  it  is  impossible  to  give  them,  and  In 
lieu  of  the  scrip  that  has  been  awarded  under  the  act  of  Aug\ist 
23.  1842. 

It  csmnot  be  disputed  that  it  was  the  clear  intent  of  Con- 
gress that  the  money  appropriated  by  the  act  of  July  21,  1852, 
should  be  paid  to  the  Choctaws  who  had  remained  in  Missis- 
sippi in  payment  for  the  land  which  had  been  guaranteed  to 
them  by  the  fourteenth  article  of  the  treaty  of  1830,  and 
which  the  Government  had  failed  to  give  to  them.  Yet  the 
Interior  Department  erroneously  and  illegally  paid  out  all  of 
this  money  in  the  Indian  Territory  (now  Oklahoma)  prior 
to  the  Civil  War.  and  not  one  dollar  of  it  was  ever  paid  to  a 
Choctaw  Indian  in  Mississippi. 

The  fact  that  Congress  intended  this  money  for  the  Choc- 
taws in  Mississippi  is  further  shown  by  an  examination  of 
the  "Senate  Award"  of  March  9,  1859.  The  Choctaw  Nation 
entered  into  a  treaty  with  the  United  States  on  June  22,  1855 
(11  Stat.  611),  in  which  it  was  agreed  that  the  claims  of  the 
Choctaw  Nation  of  the  Indian  Territory  should  be  submitted 
to  the  United  States  Senate  as  arbitrator  for  a  decision. 
The  Senate  awarded  to  the  Oklahoma  Choctaws  "the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sale"  of  their  ceded  lands  in  Mississippi,  after 
deducting  therefrom  the  costs  of  their  survey  and  sale, 
and — 

Excluding  the  reservations  allowed  and  secured,  and  estimating 
the  scrip  issued  in  lieu  of  reservations  at  the  rate  of  $1.25  per 
acre. 

(See  Congressional  Globe,  No.  50.  35th  Cong..  2d  sess..  p. 
1691.) 

The  Congressional  Globe  of  March  9,  1859,  shows  that  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  of  the  Senate  reported  to  the 
Senate  a  proposed  award  wiiich.  if  approved  by  the  Senate, 
would  have  given  to  the  Oklahoma  Choctaws  the  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  all  the  ceded  Choctaw  lands  in  Mississippi.  To 
his  everlasting  credit,  however.  Senator  Sebastian,  of  Arkan- 
sas, made  a  motion  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  the  adop- 
tion of  a  substitute  award  which  he  had  prepared,  and  which 


specifically  excluded  from  the  award  to  the  Oklahoma  Choc- 
taws "the  reservations  allowed  and  secured"  to  the  Missis- 
sippi Choctaws  by  the  fotuteenth  article  of  the  treaty  of 
1830,  and  the  scrip  Issued  in  lieu  of  reservations.  The  sub- 
stitute award,  as  presented  by  Senator  SelMtstian,  was 
adopted  by  the  Senate  without  a  dissenting  vote.  It  is 
therefore  plain  that  as  late  as  1859  the  United  States  Senate 
thought  that  the  moneys  appropriated  by  the  act  of  July 
21,  1852.  to  liquidate  the  second  half  of  the  undelivered  scrip, 
would  be  paid  to  the  Mississippi  Choctaws.  as  it  excluded 
them  from  the  award  made  to  the  Oklahoma  Choctaws. 

As  no  payments  were  made  pursuant  to  the  Senate  award, 
on  March  3,  1881.  Congress  enacted  a  statute  (21  Stat.  504) 
conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  "to  try  all 
questions  of  difference"  between  the  United  States  and  the 
Chocuws  of  the  Indian  Territory  "and  to  render  Judgment 
thereon."  and  authorized  the  Coiut  of  Claims  "to  review  the 
entire  question  of  differences  de  novo,"  and  provided  further 
that  from  any  judgment  rendered  in  the  case  either  party 
might  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Cotut  of  the  United  States.  A 
suit  instituted  by  the  Oklahoma  Choctaws  In  the  Court  of 
Claims  pursuant  to  that  Jurisdictional  act  finally  resulted  in  a 
Judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  on  No- 
vember  15,  1886.  wlilch  adjudged  their  right  to  receive  a  total 
of  $3,078,495.33  (Choctaw  Nation  v.  United  States.  119 
U.  S.  1).  That  case  is  commonly  known  as  the  net-proceeds 
award.  In  a  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  Hon. 
C.  B.  Miller,  House  of  Representatives,  on  January  31.  1913, 
he  states,  quoting  approvingly  from  a  decision  of  a  Federal 
judge  in  the  Indian  Territory  in  the  case  of  Jack  Amos  et  al. 
against  Choctaw  Nation,  that — 
not  one  farthing  of  It — 

This  money —  ^ 

was  ever  paid  to  an  absent  Mississippi  Chocktaw.  •  •  •  The 
United  States  Government,  the  guardian  of  these  Indians,  paid  the 
money  over  without  making  any  provision  for  the  Mississippi  Choc- 
taws to  get  their  share,  or  intimating  that  anything  was  due  them. 
(See  hearings  before  a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs,  I7nlted  States  Senate,  70th  and  71st  Congs.,  p.  7716.) 

The  amount  of  the  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the 
case  of  the  Choctaw  Nation  against  United  States  was  not 
all  that  the  Oklahoma  Choctaws  received.  They  received 
other  large  cash  l>enefits,  and  there  was  finally  allotted  to 
them  in  the  Indian  Territory  in  Oklahoma  large  tracts  of 
land. 

Mr.  Reeves,  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  Interior  De- 
partment, stated  in  a  hearing  before  a  sulKommlttee  of  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
on  March  28,  1938.  that  the  Choctaw  lands  in  Oklahoma 
were — 

Divided  up  per  capita  under  which  each  Indian^ 

Oklahoma  Choctaw — 
received  320  acres  and  $1,020  in  cash. 

Mr.  Reeves  further  testified  before  that  committee  that — 

Now  It  occurs  to  me  that  the  Government  has  been  remiss  In 
some  respects  in  looking  after  the  Choctaws  In  Mississippi.  There 
is  no  question  about  that.  I  am  satisfied  of  that  personally  because 
in  1916  I  went  down  there  and  made  an  Investigation  of  those 
Choctaw  Indians  remaining  In  Mississippi. 

Upon  making  an  investigation  of  the  condition  of  the  Mississippi 
Choctaw  Indians  I  was  very  much  distressed  about  the  situation. 
They  were  in  need  of  assistance  and  were  not  receiving  it  practically 
from  any  source.  It  appealed  to  anyone's  human  nature.  (See 
hearings  before  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Indian  Af- 
fairs. Rouse  of  Representatives,  on  S.  1478,  75th  Cong.,  3d  sess.. 
p.  66.) 

Thus  we  see  that  the  responsible  officials  of  the  Interior 
Department  now  admit  that  the  Mississippi  Choctaws  have 
not  been  fairly  treated  and  that  the  Government  has  been 
remiss  in  looking  after  their  interests.  I  fail  to  see  how  any 
honest  public  official  could  have  done  other  than  make  such 
public  admission,  since  the  record  conclusively  shows  that 
the  Goverrunent  violated  the  plain  terms  of  articles  14  and  18 
of  the  Treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit  Creek  and  subsequent  acts  of 
Congress  enacted  for  the  benefit  of  the  Mississippi  Choctaws. 


7080 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


May  29 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


7081 


It  is  an  admitted  fact  that  the  officers  charged  with  the 
duty  of  recording  the  reservations  under  article  14  of  the 
treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit  Creek,  and  administering  the  bene- 
fits of  the  treaty  as  to  the  Mississippi  Choctaws  were  entirely 
and  InexcvLsably  derelict  in  their  duties.  This  is  an  acknowl- 
edged fact,  and  it  is  not  now  and  never  has  been  subject  to 
any  controversy.  The  official  records  of  the  Government 
show  that  in  1831  an  Indian  agent  by  the  name  of  Ward  was 
sent  to  Mississippi,  and  it  was  his  duty  to  record  the  names 
of  the  Choctaws  who  desired  to  remain  in  the  State,  and  to 
allow  them  to  choose  their  reservations.  The  official  inves- 
tigations show  that  he  was  an  habitusd  drunkard,  and  in- 
comi)etent,  and  that  he  refused  to  enroll  persons  who  were 
entitled  to  be  enrolled,  and  used  every  means  in  his  power  to 
prevent  the  provisions  of  article  14  of  the  Treaty  of  Dancing 
Rabbit  Creek  from  being  complied  with.  An  official  Govern- 
ment investigator  who  later  made  an  investigation  of  Ward's 
conduct  reported  that: 

Prom  the  great  mass  of  proof  offered  to  the  board,  there  can  be 
no  doubt  of  the  entire  unfitness  of  the  agent  for  the  station.  His 
conduct,  en  many  occasions,  was  marked  by  a  degree  of  hostility  to 
the  claims  calculated  to  deter  the  claimants  from  making  appli- 
cation to  him.  His  manner  to  the  Indians  coming  before  him  for 
registration  was  often  arbitrary,  tyrannical,  and  Insulting,  and  evi- 
dently Intended  to  drive  them  west  of  the  Mississippi  against  their 
will  and  in  violation  of  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  treaty. 

The  agent  of  the  Government,  Colonel  Ward,  unfortimately  so 
managed  this  business  that  it  is  left  almost  entirely  to  oral  testi- 
mony to  prove  the  names  of  those  who  applied  for  registration  with- 
in the  6  months  and  the  signification  of  their  Intention  to  remain 
and  become  citizens  of  the  States.  That  he  kept  a  book,  about 
foolscap  size,  containing  two  or  three  quires  of  paper,  and  which 
was  almost  filled  with  the  names  of  persons  registered,  is  proved, 
and  It  Is  also  proved  that  this  book  was  afterward  partially  torn 
up  and  iised  as  shaving  paper. 

That  report  is  but  a  sample  of  the  way  our  Mississippi 
Choctaws  were  treated  for  many  years. 

The  result  was  that  for  a  great  many  years  these  Indians 
remained  in  Mississippi.  living  in  their  little  settlements  just 
as  their  ancestors  had  lived  for  generations,  wrongfully  de- 
prived of  their  property  rights  and  without  any  of  the  benefits 
which  Congress  provided  for  other  Indians. 

When  the  Government  undertook  to  divide  up  the  prop- 
erty of  the  Choctaw  Nation  in  Oklahoma,  it  completely 
ignored  the  existence  of  the  Mississippi  Choctaws  until  the 
persistence  of  some  individuals  caused  an  investigation  of 
their  status,  with  the  result  that  Congress  In  1900  (31  Stat. 
221,  236)  recognized  their  right  to  participate  under  certain 
conditions,  which  Congress  then  prescribed.  Again  history 
repeated  itself,  and  those  Indians,  who  now  remain  in  my 
State  in  the  same  settlements  where  their  ancestors  had 
lived  for  generations,  were  again  deprived  of  their  legal 
rights  as  recognized  by  Congress,  by  acts  of  neglect  and 
malfeasance  of  duty  on  the  part  of  accredited  officers  of 
the  United  States  which  would  seem  unbelievable  but  for 
the  fact  that  they  are.  established  by  the  official  records  in 
the  possession  of  the  Court  of  Claims  and  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior. 

Knowing  that  the  majority  of  these  Indians  would  have 
to  move  to  the  Indian  Territory  in  Oklahoma  and  file  their 
registrations  in  Oklahoma  within  a  6-month  period,  and 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  Congress  appropriated  the 
money  to  be  used  in  aiding  them  to  perform  this  require- 
ment of  the  law,  no  effort  was  made  to  notify  them  or 
even  take  up  the  matter  of  aiding  them  to  remove  until 
2  weeks  before  the  6 -month  period  expired,  and  even  then 
the  great  majority  of  them  did  not  receive  actual  notice. 
The  present  claimants  lost  their  right  to  receive  any  lands 
In  Oklahoma  through  no  fault  of  their  own.  They  have 
appealed  to  Congress  to  aid  them  or  to  submit  their  claims 
against  the  United  States  for  the  loss  of  their  patrimony 
to  the  Government's  own  court,  the  United  States  Court 
of  Claims.  They  have  not  been  guilty  of  laches,  as  the 
records  of  Congress  will  show.  It  would  be  a  strange  rule 
of  law  in  any  event  that  a  trustee  or  guardian,  as  the 
Government  has  been  held  to  be  for  these  Indian  people, 
could  plead  laches  or  statutes  of  limitation  against  the 
claims  ol  its  wards  because  of  derelictions  of  duty  on  tSie 


part  of  Government  agents,  and  especially  In  a  case  where 
the  guardian  has  withheld  the  privileges  of  suit  although 
seasonably  demanded.  These  facts  are  also  shown  by 
the  records  of  the  Interior  Department,  and  of  the  Court 
of  Claims,  where  the  question  arose  in  a  case  brought  by 
the  Choctaw  Nation,  and  in  which  these  Mississippi  Choc- 
taws were  denied,  for  jurisdictional  reasons,  the  right  to 
intervene.  However,  that  court,  speaking  of  article  14 
of  the  Treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit  Creek,  and  of  the  acts 
upon  which  this  claim  is  founded,  said: 

The  article  is  seemingly  free  from  ambiguity.  The  rights  con- 
ferred are  positive  ones,  defined  with  a  degree  of  precision 
apparently  Incapable  of  misapprehension,  and  notwithstanding 
this  fact  the  large  number  of  Indians  who  remained  in  the  Stat« 
were  subjected  to  a  series  of  maladministration  of  the  artlcio 
by  accredited  represenUtives  <rf  the  United  States  that  in  and 
of  Itself  discloses  an  inexcusable,  cruel,  and  unjust  procediire 
never  exceUed.  if  equaled,  in   the  history  of  Indian   affairs. 

A  Study  of  the  Treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit  Creek  will  re- 
veal that  the  Choctaw  Indians  who  desired  to  and  did 
remain  In  Mississippi  after  1830  were  given  substantive 
rights  tv  that  treaty,  and  that  the  Government  did  not 
carry  out  it5  obligations  imder  the  treaty.  The  supple- 
mental statutes  enacted  by  Congress  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Mississippi  Choctaws  and  their  deacendents  likewise  have 
not  been  carried  out,  and  as  a  result  a  branch  of  the  Choc- 
taws have  lived  in  my  State  for  over  100  years  neglected 
by  the  Federal  Government,  while  their  brother  Choctaws 
in  the  West  were  well  provided  for. 

The  distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Thomas],  the  capable  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  In- 
dian Affairs  of  the  Senate,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Ohio  I  Mr.  DoNAHET],  and  others,  have  given  exhaustive 
study  to  this  matter,  and  they  think  that  the  Ume  has 
now  come  for  the  Federal  Government  to  right  the  wrongs 
due  to  our  Mississippi  Choctaws.  They  have  approved 
Senate  bill  3524,  introduced  by  me,  which  would  confer 
JurisdicUon  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  and  determine 
the  claims  of  the  Mississippi  Choctaws,  and  enter  judgment 
thereon,  and  once  and  for  all  settle  these  claims  of  a  truly 
great  people.  I  quote  the  final  paragraph  of  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  as  follows: 

The  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  Mississippi  Choctaws 
have  been  denied  substantive  rights  guaranteed  to  them  by  trea- 
ties and  acts  of  Congress;  that  they  have  been  the  subjects  of 
unjust  discrimination,  and  after  thorough  consideration  we  have 
reached  the  conclusion  that  they.  In  equity,  Justice,  and  good 
conscience  are  entitled  to  an  opportunity  to  present  their  claims 
to  a  judicial  tribunal  and  that  the  conferring  of  jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  and  determine  their  claims  is  the 
only  proper  way  by  which  their  grievances  may  be  redres.sed. 

As  Governor  of  Mississippi  for  8  years,  I  came  to  know 
somewhat  intimately  the  condition  of  these  Choctaws  of  my 
State  and  to  study  and  appreciate  their  situation.  They 
were  made  citlzehs  of  Mississippi  under  the  State  constitu- 
tion adopted  on  November  1,  1890.  and  they  are  enUUed  to 
all  the  rights  of  any  other  citizen  of  my  State.  They  have 
been  a  peaceful  and  law-abiding  people.  Many  of  them 
served  in  the  Army  during  the  World  War.  They  are  re- 
spected and  trusted  by  the  people  of  my  State,  and  I  know 
that  the  people  of  Mississippi  as  a  whole  are  in  sympathy 
with  them,  and  are  very  desirous  of  Improving  their  condi- 
tion. I  not  only  feel  a  sense  of  official  duty  to  them  but  I 
have  a  deep  personal  interest  in  their  welfare. 

I  am  convinced  that  they  have  a  just  claim  against  the 
United  States  and  that  they  should  be  given  the  right  to 
present  their  claims  to  a  judicial  tribunal  for  investigation 
and  determination.  Congress  from  time  to  time  has  con- 
ferred jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  and 
determine  the  claims  of  many  Indian  tribes.  That  is  all 
this  bill  does.  There  is  no  reason  why  our  Mississippi  Choc- 
taws should  not  be  given  the  same  rights  that  have  been 
given  many  times  to  ether  Indians.  The  Court  of  Claims 
has  held  that  under  existing  law  it  has  no  jurisdiction  to 
consider  their  claims.  This  bill  gives  the  remedy,  and  as 
I  am  advised.  It  does  not  conflict  with  any  rights  of  the 
Oklahoma  Choctaws  and  is  not  opposed  by  any  Indians. 


The  United  States  has  acquired  much  territory  by  pur- 
chases made  through  treaties.  It  acquired  Florida,  the 
great  Louisiana  Territory.  Alaska,  the  Philippines,  the 
Canal  Zone,  and  the  Virgin  Islands  by  treaties  of  purchase, 
but  in  each  instance  the  United  States  paid  for  those  ter- 
ritories the  agreed  purchase  price  in  cash  on  the  line.  We 
would  have  been  held  up  to  the  reproach  of  the  civilized 
world  if  we  had  not  lived  up  to  our  solemn  treaty  obliga- 
tions with  Spain,  France,  Russia,  and  Denmark  by  paying 
the  agreed  purchase  price  for  those  territories.  Yet  the 
President  of  the  United  States  under  the  same  constitu- 
tional authority  concluded  the  Treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit 
Creek  with  the  Choctaw  Indians,  and  the  United  States , 
Senate  ratified  the  treaty  on  February  24.  1831.  by  which 
the  United  States  acquired  the  territory  of  the  Choctaw 
Indians  in  Mississippi,  and  agreed  to  pay  for  it.  but  the 
Government  has  not  paid  the  Mississippi  Choctaws  for  their 
share  in  those  lands.  What  would  the  world  have  thought 
about  us  if  we  had  only  partly  paid  for  Alaska,  and  then 
defaulted  on  the  balance  due?  Even  little  Finland  can  do 
better  than  that.  I  believe  that  we  are  going  to  live  up  to 
our  treaty  obUgations  to  the  Mississippi  Choctaws,  just  as 
we  have  lived  up  to  our  treaties  with  foreign  nations. 

The  failure  of  the  United  States  to  live  up  to  its  treaty 
obligations  to  the  Mississippi  Choctaws  is  a  sad  and  shame- 
ful story,  and  by  reason  thereof  these  Choctaws  in  my  State 
have  l)een  permitted  to  drift  for  more  than  100  years  with- 
out lands,  without  adequate  aid  or  assistance  from  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  and  without  protection,  which  has  resulted 
in  great  privation  and  hardship,  causing  the  depletion  of 
the  race,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  they  at  one  time 
owned  a  large  portion  of  the  lands  of  the  State  of  Mis- 
sissippi. They  have  been  left  to  drift  in  ignorance  and  pov- 
erty, without  proper  medical  attention,  in  a  land  of  plenty, 
which  they  once  owned,  and  upon  which  they  were  found  by 
the  United  States  "in  the  quiet  and  uncontrolled  possession." 

Mr.  President,  the  condition  of  these  Choctaws  in  Missis- 
sippi may  be  fittingly  described  by  adopting  the  language 
used  long  ago  by  Chief  Justice  Marshall  in  the  case  of  the 
Cherokee  Nation  v.  Georgia  (5  Peters  1.  15).  as — 

A  people  once  numerous,  powerful,  and  truly  Independent,  found 
by  our  ancestors  in  the  quiet  and  uncontrolled  possession  of  an 
ample  domain,  gradually  sinking  beneath  our  superior  policy,  our 
arts  and  our  arms,  have  yielded  their  lands  by  successive  treaties, 
each  of  which  contains  a  solemn  guaranty  of  the  residue  until 
they  retain  no  more  of  their  formerly  extensive  territory.     •     •     • 

Their  relation  to  the  United  States  resembles  that  of  a  ward  to 
his  guardian 

They  look  to  our  Government  for  protection,  rely  upon  its  kind- 
ness and  its  power,  appeal  to  it  for  relief  to  their  wants,  and 
address  the  President  as  their  great  father. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  a  great  nation  should  demonstrate 
its  fairness  and  justice  by  giving  to  a  great  and  historic 
people  the  opportunity  to  present  their  just  claims  to  a 
court  of  justice  for  determination  and  final  adjudication. 
Anything  less  would  be  a  denial  of  justice  in  a  land  where 
every  man  should  have  the  right  to  his  day  in  court. 

ADMISSION    OF    RESIDENTS    OF    VIRGIN    ISLANDS    TO   ST.    ELIZABETHS 

HOSPITAL 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  before  proceeding  with  the 
calendar,  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  H.  R.  9576.  which 
passed  the  Senate  yesterday.  It  relates  to  the  admission  to 
a  hospital  in  Washington  of  persons  resident  or  domiciled 
in  the  Virgin  Islands.  An  amendment  was  to  have  been  of- 
fered to  the  bill,  and  I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
votes  by  which  the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading  and 
passed  be  reconsidered  in  order  that  the  amendment  may  be 
offered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  votes  are  reconsidered,  and  the 
bill  will  go  to  the  calendar. 

Mr.  KING.  Before  concluding  the  session  today,  I  shall 
offer  the  amendment. 

Tlie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  wish  to 
Offer  the  amendment  now? 

Mr.  KING.    I  would  be  glad  to  offer  it  at  this  time. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  at  this  time? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  9576).  relating  to  the  admission  to  St. 
EHlzabeths  Hospital  of  persons  resident  or  domiciled  in  the 
Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States,  which  was  read,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  upon  the  application  of  the  Oovemor 
of  the  Virgin  Islands,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized 
to  transfer  to  St.  Elizabeths  Hoepltal  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
for  treatment  (1)  persons  who  are  permanent  residents  of  the 
Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States,  who  are  citizens  or  nationals 
of  the  United  States,  and  who  have  been  legally  adjudged  to  be 
Insane  in  the  Virgin  Islands  or  while  temporarily  in  another  In- 
sular possession  or  a  Territory  of  the  United  States  or  in  the 
continental  United  States;  and  (2)  persons  who  have  been  legally 
adjudged  to  be  Insane  in  the  Virgin  Islands,  who  are  not  permanent 
residents  of  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  who  are  American  citizens 
whose  legal  residence  in  one  of  the  States  or  Territories  or  the 
District  of  Columbia  it  has  l>ecn  impossible  to  establish.  The 
expense  of  treatment  and  care  may  be  oald  from  the  appropriation 
for  the  support  of  the  hospital. 

Upon  the  ascertainment  of  the  legal  reeldence  of  American  cit- 
izens who  have  been  transferred  to  the  hospital  and  who  are  not 
permanent  residents  of  the  Virgin  Islands,  the  superintendent  of 
the  hospital  shall  transfer  such  persons  to  their  respective  places 
of  residence,'  and  the  expenses  of  transfer  shaU  be  paid  from  the 
appropriation  for  the  support  of  the  hospital. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  add  at  the  end  of  the 
bill  the  following:  ^ 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  6  of  the  Pair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938 
is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"(e)  No  Industry  committee  appointed  under  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  shaU  have  any  pwwer  to  recommend  the  minimum 
rate  or  rates  of  wages  to  be  paid  under  section  6  to  any  employees 
m  Puerto  Rico  or  in  the  Virgin  Islands.  Notwithstanding  any 
other  provision  of  this  act,  the  Administrator  may  appoint  a 
special  industry  committee  to  recommend  the  mlnlmvun  rate  or 
rates  of  wages  to  be  paid  under  section  6  to  all  employees  In 
Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin  Islands,  or  In  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands,  engaged  In  commerce  or  In  the  production  of  goods 
for  commerce,  or  the  Administrator  may  appoint  separate  industry 
committees  to  recommend  the  minimum  rate  or  rates  of  wages  to 
be  paid  under  section  6  to  employees  therein  engaged  In  com- 
merce or  In  the  production  of  goods  for  commerce  In  particular 
Industries.  An  Industry  committee  appKJlnted  under  this  sub- 
section shall  be  composed  of  residents  of  such  island  or  islands 
where  the  employees  with  respect  to  whom  such  committee  was 
appointed  are  employed  and  residents  of  the  United  States  out- 
side of  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands.  In  determining  the 
mlnlmimi  rate  or  rates  of  wages  to  be  paid,  and  In  determining 
classifications,  such  Industry  committees  and  the  Administrator 
shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  8  and  no  such  com- 
mittee shall  recommend,  nor  shall  the  Administrator  approve,  a 
minimum-wage  rate  which  wlU  give  any  Industry  In  Puerto  Rico 
or  in  the  Virgin  Islands  a  competitive  advantage  over  any  Industry 
in  the  United  States  outside  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin 
Islands." 

(b)  No  wage  orders  Issued  by  the  Administrator  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  this  act  pursuant  to  section  8  of  the  Pair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  shall,  after  such  enactment,  be  applicable 
with  respect  to  any  employees  engaged  in  commerce  or  in  the 
production  of  goods  for  commerce  In  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin 
Islands. 

Sec.  3.  Section  6  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  U 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  there<tf  the  following: 

"(c)  The  provisions  of  paragraphs  (1).  (2),  and  (3)  of  sub- 
section (a)  of  this  section  shall  be  superseded  In  the  case  of  any 
employee  In  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin  Islands  engaged  in 
commerce  or  In  the  production  of  goods  for  commerce  only  for 
so  long  as  and  insofar  as  such  employee  Is  covered  by  a  wage 
order  Issued  by  the  Administrator  pursuant  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  a  special  Industry  committee  appointed  pursuant  to 
section  5  (e) ." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  relating  to 
the  admission  to  St.  Elizabeths  Hospital  of  certain  persons  in 
the  Virgin  Islands  and  to  amend  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  with  respect  to  the  fixing  of  minimum-wage  rates 
for  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands." 
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Vr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  perhaps  a  brief  explanation 
should  be  made  to  the  Senate  concerning  the  amendment  Just 
agreed  to. 

On  the  1st  of  August  1939  the  Senate  passed  8.  2682.  The 
bill  had  been  reported  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor.  The  Department  of  Labor,  to  which  the 
bill  had  been  referred,  submitted  a  favorable  report. 

A  similar  bill  was  ofifered  in  the  House  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor;  and  the  Senate  bill,  upon  reaching  the 
House,  was  referred  to  the  same  committee.  The  House  com- 
mittee, as  I  am  advised,  submitted  a  report  favoring  the  bill 
which  had  been  introduced  in  the  House,  which,  as  I  have 
stated,  was  textually  the  same  as  the  bill  which  passed  the 
Senate.  The  House  report  assigns  reasons  for  the  passage  of 
the  bill. 

I  might  add  that  Governor  Leahy,  who  is  now  in  Washing- 
ton, has  called  attention  to  the  importance  of  enacting  into 
law  the  measure  which  passed  the  Senate  and  which  also  was 
favorably  reported  by  the  House  Labor  Committee.  The 
amendment  which  has  been  adopted  is  textually  the  same  as 
the  House  and  the  Senate  bills. 

Hon.  BoLfvAR  PagAn,  Resident  Commissioner  of  Puerto 
Rico,  is  appealing  to  Congress  to  enact  into  law  the  bill  which 
passed  the  Senate  and  which  was  approved  by  the  House 
committee.  He  states  that  the  amendment  which  I  have  of- 
fered is  "desperately  needed  to  avoid  an  economic  disaster  to 
American  industry  and  American  labor  In  Puerto  Rico,  which 
Is  competing  in  the  needlework  industry  with  foreign  industry 
and  foreign  labor."  * 

,  The  report  submitted  by  the  House  committee  in  favor  of 
the  measure  contains  the  following  statement: 

hadustrles  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  now  operate 
under  many  economic  disadvantages  not  common  In  the  United 
States.  Per  unit  costs  of  prcductlon  aside  ftrom  labor  tend  to  be 
blgh  because  of  lack  of  raw  materials  essential  to  manufacturing 
Industries,  management  difficulties,  and  the  great  expense  of  plant 
construction  and  mechanization  due  to  distance  from  centers  of 
equipment  production.  Ctoncluslve  evidence  that  svich  economic 
disadvantages  do  exist  in  these  Islands  is  foimd  in  the  fact  that  their 
wage  rates,  which  are  substantially  lower  than  those  tn  the  United 
States,  do  not  attract  industries  from  the  United  States  to  any 
appreciable  extent.  It  Is  believed  that  the  application  to  the  Is- 
lands of  the  Inflexible  minimum -wage  rates  prescribed  by  the  act 
will  cause  serious  dislocation  in  some  Insular  industries  and  curtail 
emplojrment  opportunities.  The  object  of  this  amendment  is  to 
fix  wage  rates  for  these  Islands  which  are  high  enough  to  discourage 
migration  of  business  from  the  United  States  but  which  are  low 
enough  to  encourage  industrial  development  and  to  provide  em- 
ployment  opportuniUes  in  the  Islands. 

THX   CALENDAR 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Under  the  agreement  here- 
tofore entered  into  the  clerk  will  proceed  with  the  call  of  the 
calendar,  beginning  at  the  first  measure  following  the  last 
measure  considered  yesterday. 

COCPKRATTVI  ASSOCIATIONS  IN  THX  DISTRICT  OF  COLXTMBIA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2013)  to 
amend  the  code  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  provide  for  the 
organization  and  regulation  of  cooperative  associations,  and 
=for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  frtMn  the  Com- 
mitee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  with  amendments. 

The  amendments  of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia were,  in  section  2,  on  page  3.  line  5.  after  the  word 
"incorporate",  to  insert  "in  the  District  of  Columbia";  in 
section  3.  line  9.  after  the  word  "exchanging",  to  strike  out 
"and/or"  and  insert  "or";  in  line  10,  after  the  word  "goods", 
to  strike  out  "ahd/or"  and  insert  "or";  in  line  12,  after  the 
word  "association"  and  the  parenthesis,  to  strike  out  "and/or" 
and  insert  "or";  in  section  4.  on  page  4,  line  11.  after  the 
word  "affairs",  to  strike  out  "and/or"  and  insert  "within  or"; 
In  section  6.  on  page  6,  line  23,  after  "fee  of  $1",  to  Insert 
"Said  fees  shall  be  in  lieu  of  any  other  fees  or  payments 
provided  in  section  552  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  establish 
a  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia."  approved  March 
3.  1901.  or  in  any  other  section  of  the  Code  of  Laws  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  be  paid  for  or  at  the  time  of  said 
filing;  and  the  last  paragraph  of  section  552  of  such  act  of 
March  3,  1901,  shall  have  no  application  to  associations  or- 


ganized under  this  act";  on  page  7,  line  9.  after  the  word 
"incorporated",  to  strike  out  "This  shall  not.  however,  abridge 
any  rights  existtog  in  the  State  to  terminate  the  existence  of 
a  corporation  which  should  not  have  been  formed  imder  this 
act.  or  which  has  been  formed  without  substantial  compliance 
with  the  conditions  prescribed  by  this  act  as  precedent  to  In- 
corporation", and  insert  "This  shall  not  preclude  the  institu- 
tion of  quo  warranto  proceedings  under  sections  1538  through 
1548.  both  inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  establish  a 
Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia."  approved  March  3. 
1901";  on  the  same  page,  line  22.  after  the  word  "no",  to  strike 
out  "person,"  and  insert  "person  or";  in  line  24.  after  the 
word  "the",  to  strike  out  "corporation"  and  insert  "associa- 
tion"; in  section  7.  line  12.  after  the  word  "filed",  to  insert 
"and  recorded";  in  section  28,  on  page  16.  line  19.  after  the 
word  "membership",  to  Insert  "but  not  to  exceed  $50,";  In 
section  31.  on  page  20.  line  23.  after  the  word  "services",  to 
strike  out  "  (including,  but  without  limitation,  hotising  and/or 
medical,  and/or  burial,  and/or  electric  service)";  in  section 
35,  on  page  23,  line  9,  after  the  word  "Reports"  and  the  semi- 
colon, to  strike  out  "Forfeitures;  Reinstatement",  and  insert 
"Mandamus";  in  line  16.  after  the  word  "notice",  to  strike 
out  "the  recorder  of  di'eds  shall  notify  It  by  registered  letter 
that  its  corporate  rights  stand  forfeited,  shall  remove  its 
name  from  his  list  of  live  corporations,  and  notify  the  dis- 
trict attorney  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, who  shall  bring  suit  in  the  manner  provided  by 
section  409  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Code,  title  5  thereof. 
If.  within  60  days  from  such  forfeiture,  the  association  shall 
file  the  report  and  pay  a  penalty  of  $10  and  all  actual  ex- 
penses of  any  suit  begun  to  wind  It  up.  then  such  forfeiture 
shall  be  set  aside,  such  suit  shall  be  dismissed,  and  the  asso- 
ciation shall  be  reinstated  to  its  former  rights  and  legal 
status";  and  insert  "any  member  of  the  association  or  the 
United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia  may  by 
petition  for  mandamus  against  the  association  and  its  nror-er 
officers  compel  such  filing  to  be  made,  and  In  such  case  the 
court  shall  require  the  association  or  the  officers  at  fault  to 
pay  all  the  expenses  of  the  proceeding  including  counsel 
fees.";  in  section  36.  on  page  24,  line  10.  after  "Section  36.", 
to  strike  out  "Volimtary  Dissolution"  and  insert  "Dissolu- 
tion"; in  line  17,  after  the  word  "and",  to  strike  out  "collect  all 
sums  due  or  owing  to  the  association;  and  from  the  amounts 
so  realized  they  shall  pay  its  debts  and  expenses,  return  to 
the  members  the  par  value  of  their  shares  or  of  their  mem- 
bership certificates,  return  to  subscribers  the  amount  paid 
on   their   subscriptions,   return   to   patrons   the   amount   of 
savings  returns  credited  to  their  accounts  toward  purchase  of 
shares  or  membership  certificates;  and  distribute  any  sur- 
plus in  either  or  both  of  the  following  ways,  as  the  articles 
may   provide";    and   insert   "shall   distribute   them   in   the 
manner  set  forth  in  this  section.    A  suit  for  involuntary  dis- 
solution of  an  association  organized  under  this  act  may  be 
instituted  for  the  causes  and  prosecuted  in  the  manner  set 
forth  in  sections  786  through  791,  both  inclusive,  and  sec- 
tions 794  through  797,  both  inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  'An 
Act  to  Establish  a  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia.* 
approved  March  3,  1901:  Provided,  TTiat  any  distribution  of 
assets  shall  be  in  the  manner  set  forth  In  this  section.    In 
case  of  any  dissolution  of  an  association,  its  assets  shall  be 
distributed  in  the  following  maimer  and  order:  (1)  By  paying 
Its  debts  and  expenses;  (2)  by  returning  to  the  members  the 
par  value  of  their  shares  or  of  their  membership  certificates, 
returning  to  the  subscribers  the  amounts  paid  on  their  sub- 
scriptions,   and   returning   to   the   patrons   the    amount    of 
savings  returns  credited  to  their  accoimts  toward  the  pur- 
chase  of  shares  or  membership  certificates;  and  (3)  by  dis- 
tributing any  surplus  in  either  or  both  of  the  following  ways 
as  the  articles  may  provide—";  on  page  25,  line  19,  before 
the  word  "Among",  to  strike  out  "(1)"  and  insert  "(a)";  in 
line  22.  before  the  word  "As",  to  strike  out  "(2)"  and  insert 
"(b)";  in  secUon  38,  on  page  27,  line  16.  after  the  word 
"gives",  to  strike  out  "and  giving";  in  section  40.  on  page 
28,  line  15,  after  the  word  "field",  to  insert  "and  recorded"; 
in  section  43,  on  page  29.  Unc  9,  after  the  words  "provisions 


of",  to  strike  out  "title  5  of  the  Code  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia" and  insert  "sections  574  through  797,  both  inclu- 
sive, of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  establish  a  Code  of  Law 
for  the  District  of  Columbia',  approved  March  3,  1901"; 
In  line  14,  after  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out  "in  the  case  of 
an  association  formed  hereunder  which  arranges  the  render- 
ing to  its  members,  of  licensed  professional  services  on  a  non- 
profit basis,  said  association  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  in- 
surance laws,  shall  not  be  construed  as  being  In  violation  of 
any  rule  against  corporate  practice  of  professions,  or  in  viola- 
tion of  statutes  regulating  licensure  of  professions." 
On  page  29.  after  line  20.  to  strike  out: 

8ec.  44.  Sttbaequent  laws:  No  law  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
enacted  subsequent  to  this  act  which  Increases  existing  burdens 
on  aaBOclations  formed  hereunder  shall  be  construed  as  amending 
or  repealing  this  act  or  any  part  thereof  unless  such  amendment 
or  repeal  is  expressly  stated  therein. 

On  page  30.  Une  3,  to  change  the  section  nimiber  from  45 
to  44:  in  line  7.  after  the  figures  "$10".  to  strike  out  "This 
tax  shall  be  in  lieu  of  all  other  corporation  franchise  and 
Income  taxes,  and  taxes  and  charges  upon  any  reserve"; 
in  line  10.  to  change  the  section  number  from  46  to  45;  and 
after  line  15,  to  insert: 

Sac.  46.  The  Congreaa  reserves  the  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  re- 
peal this  act  or  any  charter  or  certificate  of  Incorporation  made 
thereunder. 

So  as  to  make  the  bUl  read: 
Be  U  enacted,  etc., 

ABTKLB  I — iMLriHIiiOMS 

SBcrmn  1.  Definitions:  In  this  act  unlees  the  subject  matter  re- 
quires otherwise — 

(1)  "Association"  means  a  group  enterprise  legally  Incorporated 
under  this  act,  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  nonprofit  corporation. 

(2)  "Member"  means  not  only  a  member  In  a  nonshare  associa- 
tion but  also  a  member  In  a  share  association. 

(3)  "Net  savings"  means  the  total  Income  of  an  association 
minus  the  costs  of  operation. 

(4)  "Savings  returns"  means  the  amount  returned  to  the  patrons 
In  proportion  to  their  patronage  or  otherwise  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  31  herein. 

(6)  "Cooperative  basis"  as  i4>plled  to  any  incorporated  or  unin- 
corporated group  referred  to  In  sections  4  (7).  13,  23.  37.  40.  and 
41  herein  mfianii — 

(a)  that  each  member  has  one  vote  and  only  one  vote,  except 
as  may  be  altered  in  the  articles  or  bylaws  by  provision  for  voting 
by   member    organizations: 

(b)  that  the  maximum  rate  at  which  any  return  is  paid  on 
share  or  membership  capital  la  limited  to  not  more  than  8  percent 
per  annum; 

<c)  that  the  net  savings  after  payment.  If  any.  of  said  limited 
letum  on  capital  and  after  malrlng  provision  for  such  separate 
fimds  as  may  be  required  or  specifically  j)ermltted  by  statute, 
articles,  or  bylaws,  are  allocated  or  distributed  to  member  patrons, 
or  to  all  patrons.  In  proportion  to  their  patronage:  or  retained 
by  the  enterprise,  for  the  actual  or  potential  expansion  of  Its 
services  or  the  reduction  of  its  charges  to  the  patrons,  or  for 
other  piuposes  not  inconsistent  with  its  iu>nproflt  character. 

ASnCLB      n WHO      MAT      mOO«PO«ATT:       PUSPOSIB      AND      POWXBS      OF 

ASSOCIATIOirS 

8h:.  2.  Who  may  incorporate:  Any  five  or  more  natural  persons 
or  two  or  more  associations  may  Incorporate  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  under  this  act. 

8«c.  3.  Purposes:  An  association  may  be  incorporated  under  this 
act  to  engage  in  any  one  or  more  lawful  mode  or  modes  of  sux|ulring. 
producing,  building,  operating,  manufacturing,  furnishing,  exchang- 
ing, or  distributing  any  type  or  types  of  property,  commodities, 
goods,  or  services  for  the  primary  and  mutual  benefit  of  the  patrons 
of  the  association  (or  their  patrons,  if  any)   as  ultimate  consumers. 

emc.  4.  Powers:  An  asaociatlon  shall  have  the  capacity  to  act 
P001WW.CI  by  natural  persons  and  the  authority  to  do  anything 
required  or  permitted  by  this  act  and  also— 

(1)  To  continue  as  a  corporation  for  the  time  specified  In  its 
articles: 

(2)  To  have  a  corporate  seal  and  to  alter  the  same  at  pleasure; 

(3)  To  sue  and  be  sued  In  Its  corporate  name; 

(4)  To  make  bylaws  for  the  government  and  regiilatlon  of  its 
affairs; 

(6)  To  acquire,  own.  hold.  sell,  lease,  pledge,  mortgage,  or  other- 
wise dlrposo  of  any  property  incident  to  Its  purposes  and  activities; 

(6)  To  own  and  hold  membership  In  and  share  capital  of  other 
associations  and  any  other  corporations,  and  any  types  of  bonds 
or  other  obligations:  and  while  the  owner  thereof  to  exercise  all 
the  rights  of  ownership: 

(7)  To  borrow  money,  contract  debts,  and  make  contracts.  In- 
cluding agreements  of  muttial  aid  or  federation  with  other 
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eiations,  other  groups  OTganlsed  on  a  oo(^>eratlve  basis,  and  other 
nonprofit  groups: 

(8)  To  conduct  its  atratis  witbln  or  without  the  District  at 
Columbia; 

(9)  To  exercise  in  addition  any  power  granted  to  ordinary  burt- 
ness  corporations,  save  those  powers  inconsistent  with  this  act;  and 

(10)  To  exercise  aU  powers  not  inconsistent  with  this  act  which 
may  be  necessary,  convenient,  or  expedient  for  the  aooompU&hment 
of  its  purposes,  and,  to  that  end.  the  foregoing  enxuneration  of 
powers  shall  not  be  deemed  exclusive. 

ABTicLs  m — aaTKXBB  or  nfCOKPoaATioN 
Sac.'  5.  Articles  of  incorporation;  contents :  Articles  of  incorpora- 
tion shall  be  signed  by  each  of  the  incorporators  and  acknowledged 
by  at  least  three  of  them  if  natural  persons,  and  by  the  presidents 
and  secretaries,  if  associations,  before  an  officer  authorised  to  take 
acknowledgments. 

Within  the  limitations  of  this  act  the  articles  shaU  contain — 

(1)  A  statement  as  to  the  purpose  or  purposes  for  which  the 
association  is  formed; 

(2)  The  name  of  the  association  which  shall  include  the  word 
"cooperative"; 

(3)  Tlie  term  of  existence  of  the  asBOCiation  which  may  be 
perpetual; 

(4)  The  locatlcHi  and  address  of  the  principal  oflloe  of  the 
association; 

(5)  The  names  and  addresses  of  the  incorporators  of  the  asso- 
ciation; 

(6)  The  names  and  addresses  of  the  directors  who  shall  manage 
the  affairs  of  the  association  for  the  first  year,  unless  sooner  changed 
by  the  members: 

(7)  A  statement  of  whether  the  association  Is  organized  with  or 
wlthotit  shares,  and  the  number  of  shares  or  memberships  sub- 
scribed for; 

(8)  If  organised  with  shares,  a  statement  of  the  anumut  of 
authorized  capital,  the  number  and  types  of  shares  and  the  par 
value  thereof  which  may  be  placed  at'  any  figure,  and  the  rights, 
preferences,  and  restrictions  of  each  type  of  share; 

(0)  The  minimum  nvmiber  or  value  of  shares  which  must  be 
owned  In  order  to  qualify  for  membership:  if  cn^nlzed  without 
shares,  a  statement  of  whether  the  property  rights  of  members 
shall  be  equal  or  unequal,  and  if  unequal,  the  rule  by  which  their 
rights  shall  be  determined: 

(10)  The  maximum  amount  or  percentage  of  capital  which  may 
be  owned  or  controlled  by  any  member;  including  a  statement  of 
whether  or  not  each  member  shaU  be  limited  to  a  single  share, 
and  whether  such  single  shares  shall  be  of  various  par  values; 

(11)  The  method  by  which  any  surplus,  up>on  dissolution  of  the 
association,  shall  be  distributed,  in  conformity  with  the  require- 
ments of  section  36  herein  for  division  of  such  surplxis. 

The  articles  may  also  contain  any  other  provisions  not  Incon- 
sistent with  law  or  with  this  act.  for  the  conduct  of  the  associa- 
tion's affairs. 

Sec.  6.  Same;  filing:  recordation;  fees;  effect  of  certificate: 
The  articles  shall  be  delivered  to  the  recorder  of  deeds.  If  he  finds 
that  the  articles  conform  to  law,  he  shall  file  the  same  upon  the 
payment  of  a  fee  of  $5,  and  he  shall  record  the  same,  upon  pay- 
ment of  a  fee  of  $1.  Said  fees  shall  be  In  lieu  of  any  other  fees  or 
payments  provided  In  section  552  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  CTode  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia."  approved 
March  3.  1901.  or  in  any  other  section  of  the  Code  of  Laws  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  be  paid  for  or  at  the  time  of  said  filing: 
and  the  last  paragraph  of  section  552  of  such  act  of  March  3,  1001, 
shall  have  no  application  to  associations  organised  under  this  act. 
After  sxKh  fUlng  and  recording,  he  shall  issue  a  certificate  of  In- 
corporation, whereupon  the  corporate  existence  shall  begin.  Such 
certificate  shall  be  conclusive  evidence  of  the  fact  that  the  corpo- 
ration has  been  dtily  Incorporated.  This  shall  not  preclude  the 
institution  of  quo  warranto  proceedings  under  sections  1638 
through  1548,  lx)th  inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  estab- 
lish a  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,"  approved  March 
3,  1901.  The  fiUng  or  recording  of  the  articles  or  of  amendments 
thereto,  or  of  any  other  papers  pursuant  to  this  act  Is  required 
for  the  purpose  of  affording  all  p>e-son8  the  opportunity  of  acquir- 
ing knowledge  of  the  contents  thereof,  but  no  p>er8on  or  incor- 
porated or  unincorporated  group  dealing  with  the  association  shall 
be  charged  with  constructive  notice  of  the  contents  of  any  such 
articles  or  papers  by  reason  of  stich  filing  or  recordirig. 

Sbc.  7.  Same;  amendments;  fee:  Amendments  to  the  articles 
may  be  proposed  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the  board  of  directors, 
or  by  petition  of  10  percent  of  the  association's  members.  Notice 
of  the  meeting  to  consider  such  amendment  shall  be  sent  by  the 
secretary  at  least  30  days  In  advance  thereof  to  each  member  at  his 
last-known  address,  accompanied  by  the  full  text  of  the  proposal 
and  by  that  part  of  the  articles  to  be  amended.  Two-thirds  of 
the  members  voting  may  adopt  said  amendment  and  when  verified 
by  the  president  and  secretary,  it  shall  be  filed  and  recorded  with 
the  recorder  of  deeds  within  30  days  of  Its  adoption,  and  a  fee  of 
$1  shall  be  paid. 

If  the  amendment  Is  to  alter  the  preferences  of  outstanding 
shares  of  any  type,  or  to  authorise  the  issuance  of  shares  havlni^ 
preferences  superior  to  outstanding  shares  of  any  type,  the  vote 
of  two-thirds  of  the  members  owning  such  outstanding  shares 
affected  by  the  change  shall  also  be  required  for  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment:  If  the  amendment  is  to  alter  the  rule  by  which 
members'  property  rights  in  a  nonshare  association  are  determined, 
a  vote  of  two-thirds  of  the  entire  membership  shall  be  required. 
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The  amount  of  capital  and  the  number  and  par  value  of  shares 
may  be  diminished  or  increased  by  amendment  of  the  articles,  but 
the  capital  ahall  not  b«  diminished  below  the  amount  of  paid-up 
capital  existing  at  the  time  of  amendment. 

ABTICXS   Vf — BYLAWS 

Sbc.  8.  Adoption,  amendment,  or  repeal  of  bylaws:  Bylaws  shall 
be  adopted,  amended,  or  repealed  by  at  least  a  majority  vote  of  the 
members  voting. 

Sxc.  9.  Contents  of  bylaws:  The  bylaws  may,  within  the  limita- 
tions of  this  act  provide  for — 

(1)  The  method  and  terms  of  admission  to  membership  and  the 
dlspoeal  of  members'  mterests  on  cessation  of  membership  for  any 
reuon: 

(2)  Tbe  time,  place,  and  manner  of  calling  and  conducting  meet- 
ings: 

(3)  The  number  or  percentage  of  the  members  constituting  :• 
qu(»\mi: 

(4)  The  number,  qualifications,  powers,  duties,  term  of  office,  and 
manner,  time,  and  vote  for  election,  of  directors  and  officers;  and 
the  division  or  classlflcatlon,  if  any,  of  directors  to  provide  for 
rotating  or  overlapping  terms; 

(5)  The  compensation,  if  any.  of  the  directors,  and  the  number 
of  directors  necessary  to  constitute  a  quorum; 

(6)  The  method  of  distributing  the  net  savings;  and 

(7)  The  various  discretionary  provisions  of  this  act  as  well  as 
other  provisions  incident  to  the  purposes  and  activities  of  the 
Association. 
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8sc.  10.  Regular  and  special  meetings:  Regular  meetings  of  mem- 
bers shall  be  held  as  prescribed  In  the  bylaws,  but  shall  be  held  at 
least  once  a  year.  Special  meetings  may  be  demanded  by  a  ma- 
jority vote  of  the  directors  or  by  written  petition  of  at  least  one- 
tenth  of  the  membership,  in  which  case  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
secretary  to  call  such  meeting  to  take  place  within  30  days  after 
such  demand.  Regular  or  special  meetings,  including  meetings  by 
units  as  hereinafter  provided,  may  be  held  within  or  without  the 
District  of  Columbia  as  the  articles  may  prescribe. 

Sec.  11.  Notice  of  meetings:  The  secretary  shall  give  notice  of  th.? 
time  and  place  of  meetings  by  sending  a  notice  thereof  to  each 
member  at  his  last-known  address  not  less  than  the  number  of  days 
in  advance  of  the  meeting  specified  in  the  bylaws.  In  case  of  a 
special  meeting,  the  notice  shall  specify  the  purpose  for  which  such 
meeting  is  called. 

Sec.  12.  Meetings  by  vmits  of  the  membership:  The  articles  or 
bylaws  may  provide  for  the  holding  of  meetings  by  units  of  the 
membership  and  may  provide  for  a  method  of  transmitting  the  votes 
there  cast  to  the  central  meeting,  or  for  a  method  of  representation 
by  the  election  of  delegates  to  the  central  meeting;  or  for  a  com- 
bination of  both  such  methods. 

ABTICLC   VI — VOTINO 

Btc.  13.  One  member — one  vote:  Each  member  of  an  association 
shall  have  one  and  only  one  vote,  except  that  where  an  association 
Includes  among  its  members  any  number  of  other  associations  or 
groups  organized  on  a  cooperative  basis  the  voting  rights  of  such 
member  associations  or  groups  may  be  as  prescribed  in  the  articles 
or  bylaws. 

No  voting  agreement  or  other  device  to  evade  the  one-member- 
one-vote  nile  shall  be  enforceable  at  law  or  in  equity. 

8«c.  14.  No  proxy:  No  member  shall  be  permitted  to  vote  by 
proxy. 

Sac.  15.  Voting  by  mall:  The  articles  or  bylaws  may  provide  for 
either  or  both  of  the  following  types  of  voting  by  mail: 

(1)  That  the  secretary  shall  send  to  the  members  a  copy  of  any 
proposal  scheduled  to  be  offered  at  a  meeting,  together  with  the 
notice  of  said  meeting,  and  that  the  mall  votes  cast  by  the  mem- 
bers shall  be  counted  together  with  those  cast  at  the  meeting  if 
such  mall  votes  are  retvumed  to  the  association  within  a  specified 
number  of  days;   and 

(2)  That  the  secretary  shall  send  to  any  member  aljsent  from  a 
meeting  an  exact  copy  of  the  proposal  acted  upon  at  the  meeting, 
and  that  the  mall  vote  of  the  member  upon  such  proposal,  if  re- 
turned within  a  specified  nvimber  of  days,  shall  be  counted  together 
with  the  votes  cast  at  said  meeting. 

The  articles  or  bylaws  may  also  determine  whether  and  to  what 
extent  mall  votes  shall  be  counted  In  computing  a  quorum. 

Sbc.  18.  Application  of  voting  provisions  in  this  act  to  voting  by 
mall:  If  an  association  has  provided  for  voting  by  mall,  any  provi- 
sion of  this  act  referring  to  votes  cast  by  the  members  shall  be 
construed  to  Include  the  votes  cast  by  mail. 

Sxc.  17.  Application  of  voting  provisions  In  this  act  to  voting  by 
delegates:  If  an  association  has  provided  for  voting  by  delegates 
any  provision  of  this  act  referring  to  votes  cast  by  the  members 
shall  apply  to  votes  cast  by  delegates;  but  this  shall  not  permit 
delegates  to  vote  by  mall. 

AKncLS  vn — onxcToas  and  omcxas 
Sxc.  18.  Directors:  An  association  shall  be  managed  by  a  board 
of  not  lees  than  five  directors,  who  shall  be  elected  for  a  term 
fixed  in  the  bylaws  not  to  exceed  3  years,  by  and  from  the  mem- 
bers of  the  association  and  shall  hold  office  until  their  successors 
are  elected,  or  until  removed.  Vacancies  in  the  board  of  directors. 
otherwise  than  by  removal  or  expiration  of  term,  shall  be  filled  in 
such  manner  as  the  bylaws  may  provide. 

The  bylaws  may  provide  for  a  method  of  apportioning  the 
number  of  directors  among  the  units  Into  which  the  aaeociatlon 


may  be  divided,  and  for  the  election  of  directors  by  the  respective 
units  to  which  they  are  apportioned. 

An  executive  committee  of  the  board  of  directors  may  be  elected 
in  such  manner  and  with  such  powers  and  duties  as  the  articles 
or  bylaws  may  prescribe. 

Meetings  of  directors  and  of  the  executive  committee  may  be 
held  within  or  without  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sbc.  19.  Officers:  The  officers  of  an  association  shall  Include  ft 
president,  one  or  more  vice  presidents,  a  secretary  and  a  treasurer, 
or  a  secretary-treasurer.  The  officers  shall  be  elected  annually  by 
the  directors  unless  the  bylaws  otherwise  provide.  The  president 
and  at  least  one  vice  president  must  be  directors,  but  no  other 
officer  need  be  a  director. 

Sxc.  20.  Removal  of  directors  and  officers:  A  director  or  officer 
may  be  removed  with  or  without  cause,  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds  of 
the  members  voting  at  a  regular  or  special  meetmg.  The  director 
or  officer  involved  shall  have  an  opportimity  to  be  heard  at  said 
meeting.  A  vacancy  caused  by  any  such  removal  shall  be  filled  by 
the  vote  provided  in  the  bylaws  for  election  of  directors. 

Sec.  21.  Referendum:  The  articles  or  bylaws  may  provide  that 
within  a  specified  period  of  time  any  action  taken  by  the  directors 
must  be  referred  to  the  members  for  approval  or  disapproval  if 
demanded  by  petition  of  at  least  10  percent  of  all  the  members 
or  by  vote  of  at  least  a  majority  of  the  directors:  Provided,  how- 
ever. That  the  rights  of  third  parties  which  have  vested  between 
the  time  of  such  action  and  such  referendum  shall  not  be  im- 
paired thereby. 
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Sec.  22.  Limitations  upon  the  return  on  capital :  The  return  upon 
capital  shall  not  exceed  6  percent  per  annum  upon  the  paid-up 
capital  and  shall  be  noncumtilatlve. 

Total  return  upon  capital  distributed  for  any  single  period 
shall  not  exceed  50  percent  of  the  net  savings  for  that  period. 

Sec.  23.  Eligibility  and  admission  to  membership:  Any  natural 
person,  association.  Incorporated,  or  unincorporated  g^up  or- 
ganized on  a  cooperative  basis,  or  any  nonprofit  group,  shall  be 
eligible  for  membership  in  an  association  if  it  has  met  the  quali- 
fications for  eligibility,  if  any.  stated  in  the  articles  or  bylaws  and 
shall  be  deemed  a  member  upon  payment  in  full  for  the  par  value 
of  the  minimum  amount  of  share  or  membership  capital  stated 
In  the  articles  as  necessary  to  qualify  for  membership. 

Sec.  24.  Subscribers:  Any  natural  person  or  group  eligible  for 
membership  and  legally  obligated  to  purchase  a  share  or  shares  of, 
or  membership  In.  an  association  shall  be  deemed  a  subscriber. 
The  articles  or  bylaws  may  determine  whether,  and  the  conditions 
under  which,  any  voting  rights  or  other  rights  of  membership 
shall  be  granted  to  subscribers. 

Sec.  25.  Share  and  membership  certificates;  issuance  and  con- 
tents: No  certificate  for  share  or  membership  capital  shall  be 
issued  until  the  par  value  thereof  hJis  been  paid  for  In  full.  There 
shall  be  printed  upon  each  certificate  Issued  by  an  association  a 
full  or  condensed  statement  of  the  requirements  of  sections  13,  14, 
and  26  herein.  * 

Sec.  26.  Transfer  of  shares  and  membership;  withdrawal:  If  a 
member  desires  to  withdraw  from  the  association  or  dispose  of  any 
or  all  of  his  holdings  therein,  the  directors  shall  have  the  power  to 
purchase  such  holdings  by  paying  him  the  par  value  of  any  or  all 
of  the  holdings  offered.  The  directors  shall  then  reissue  or  cancel 
the  same.  A  vote  of  the  majority  of  the  members  voting  at  a 
regular  or  special  meeting  may  order  the  directors  to  exercise  this 
power  to  purchase. 

If  the  association  falls,  within  60  da3rs  of  the  original  offer,  to 
purchase  all  or  any  part  of  the  holdings  offered,  the  member  may 
dispose  of  the  impurchased  interest  elsewhere,  subject  to  the  ap- 
proval of  the  transferee  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  directors.  Any 
would-t)e  transferee  not  approved  by  the  directors  may  appeal  to 
the  members  at  their  first  regular  or  special  meeting  thereafter, 
and  the  action  of  the  meeting  shall  be  final.  If  such  transferee  la 
not  approved,  the  directors  shall  exercise  their  power  to  purchase, 
If  and  when  such  purchase  can  be  made  without  Jeopardizing  the 
solvency  of  the  association. 

Sec.  27.  Share  and  membership  certificates;  recall:  The  bylaws 
may  give  the  directors  the  power  to  use  the  reserve  fvmds  to  recall, 
at  par  value,  the  holdings  of  any  member  in  excess  of  the  amount 
requisite  for  membership;  and  may  also  provide  that  if  any  mem- 
ber has  failed  to  patronize  the  association  during  a  period  of  time 
specified  In  the  bylaws,  the  directors  may  use  the  reserve  funds  to 
recall  all  his  holdings  and  thereupon  he  shall  cease  to  be  a  member 
of  the  association.  When  so  recalled,  such  certificates  of  share  or 
membership  capital  shall  be  either  reissued  or  canceled. 

Sec  28.  Share  and  membership  certificates;  attachment:  The 
holdings  of  any  member  of  an  association,  to  the  extent  of  the 
minimum  amount  necessary  for  membership,  but  not  to  exceed  (50, 
shall  be  exempt  from  attachment,  execution,  or  garnishment  for 
the  debts  of  the  owner.  If  any  holdings  in  excess  of  this  amount 
are  subjected  to  such  Uabillty.  the  directors  of  the  association  may 
either  admit  the  purchaser  thereof  to  membership,  or  may  pur- 
chase from  him  such  holdings  at  par  value. 

Sec.  29  Liability  of  members:  Members  shall  not  be  Jointly  or 
eeverally  liable  fo:  any  debts  of  the  association,  nor  shall  a  sub- 
scriber be  so  liable  except  to  the  extent  of  the  unpaid  amoxmt  on 
the  shares  or  memershlp  certificate  subscribed  by  him.  No  sub- 
scribe/ shall  be  released  from  such  liabUity  by  reason  of  any 
— '.gnment  of  his  Interest  in  the  shares  or  membership  certificate. 


but  shall  remain  Jointly  and  severally  liable  with  the  assignee  until 
the  shares  or  oertiflcates  are  fully  paid  up. 

Sbc.  30.  Expulsion:  A  member  may  be  expelled  by  the  vote  of  a 
majority  of  the  members  voting  at  a  regular  or  special  meeting. 
The  member  against  whom  the  charges  are  to  be  preferred  shall  bo 
Informed  thereof  in  writing  at  least  10  days  in  advance  of  the 
meeting,  and  shall  have  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  In  person  or 
by  counsel  at  said  meeting.  On  decision  of  the  association  to 
expel  a  member,  the  board  of  directors  shall  purchase  the  member's 
holdings  at  par  value.  If  and  when  there  are  sufficient  reservs 
funds. 

ABTKXB  IX — APPOKTXomcEirr  or  arxT  SAvnvcs 

Sbc.  31.  Allocation  and  distribution  of  net  savings:  At  least  once 
a  year  the  members  and  'or  the  directors,  as  the  articles  or  bylawa 
may  provide,  shall  apportion  the  net  savings  of  the  association  in 
the  following  order: 

(1)  Not  less  than  10  percent  shall  be  placed  in  a  reserve  fund 
until  such  time  as  the  fund  shall  equal  at  least  50  percent  of  the 
paid-up  capital;  and  such  fund  may  be  used  in  the  general  con< 
dtict  of  the  business.  The  amoimts  ap|X}rtloned  to  the  reserve 
ftmd  shall  be  allocated  on  the  books  of  the  association  on  a  patron- 
age basis,  or  in  lieu  thereof,  the  books  and  records  of  the  asso- 
ciation shall  afford  a  means  for  doing  so.  in  order  that  upon  disso- 
lution or  earlier,  tf  deemed  advisable.  s\ich  reserves  may  be  re- 
turned to  the  patrons  who  have  contributed  the  same,  subject  to 
the  limritatlons  of  section  36  herein; 

(2)  A  return  upon  capital,  within  the  limitations  of  section  22. 
may  be  paid  upon  share  capital,  or.  if  the  bylaws  so  provide,  upon 
the  membership  capital  certificates  of  a  noi^share  association;  but 
such  return  upon  capital  may  be  paid  only  out  of  the  surplus  of 
the  aggregate  of  the  assets  over  the  aggregate  of  the  liabilities 
(ItM^ludlng  In  the  latter  the  amount  of  the  capital  stock)  after 
deducting  from  such  aggregate  of  thr  assets  the  amount  by  which 
such  aggregate  was  increased  by  unrealized  appreciation  in  value  or 
revaluation  of  fixed  assets; 

(3)  A  portion  of  the  remainder,  as  determined  by  the  articles 
or  bylaws,  shall  be  allocated  to  an  educational  fund  to  be  used 
In  teaching  cooperation,  and  a  portion  may  also  be  allocated  to 
funds  for  the  general  welfare  of  the  members  of  the  association; 

(4)  The  remainder  shall  be  allocated  at  the  same  uniform  rate 
to  all  patrons  of  the  association  in  proportion  to  their  Individual 
patronage:  Provided,  That — 

(a)  iu  the  case  of  a  member  patron,  his  proportionate  amount 
of  savings  returns  shall  be  distributed  to  him  unless  be  agrees  that 
the  association  should  credit  the  amount  to  his  account  toward 
the  piu-chaae  of  an  additional  share  or  shares,  or  additional  mem- 
bership capital; 

(b)  in  the  case  of  a  subscriber  patron,  his  proportionate  amount 
of  savings  returns  may.  as  the  articles  or  bylaws  provide,  be  dis- 
tributed to  him.  or  credited  to  his  account  until  the  amount  of 
capital  subscribed  for  has  been  fully  paid;  and 

(c)  m  the  case  of  a  nonmember  patron,  his  proportionate  amount 
of  savings  returns  shall  be  set  aside  In  a  general  fund  for  such 
patrons  and  shall  be  allocated  to  Individual  nonmember  patrons 
only  upon  request  and  presentation  of  evidence  of  the  amount  of 
their  patronage.  Any  savings  return  so  allocated  shall  be  credited 
to  such  patron  toward  payment  of  the  minimum  amount  of  share 
or  membership  capital  necessary  for  memberehip.  When  a  sum 
equal  to  this  amount  has  accumulated  at  any  time  within  a  period 
of  time  specified  in  the  bylaws,  such  patron  shall  be  deemed  and 
become  a  member  of  the  association  if  he  so  agrees  or  requests, 
and  complies  with  any  provisions  in  the  bylaws  for  admission  to 
membership.  The  certificates  of  shares  or  membership  to  which  he 
Is  entitled  shall  then  be  issued  to  him. 

(d)  If  within  any  periods  of  time  specified  in  the  articles  or 
bylaws.  (1)  any  subscriber  has  not  accumulated  and  paid  in  the 
amount  of  capital  subscribed  for;  or  (2)  any  nonmember  patron 
has  not  accumulated  in  his  individual  account  the  sum  necessary 
for  membership;  or  (3)  any  nonmember  patron  has  accumulated 
the  sum  necessary  for  membership  but  neither  requests  nor  agrees 
to  become  a  member,  or  fails  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the 
bylaws,  if  any.  for  admission  to  membership,  then  the  amounts  so 
accumulated  or  paid  in  and  any  part  of  the  general  fund  for  non- 
member  patrons  which  has  not  been  sdlocated  to  individual  non- 
member  patrons  shall  go  to  the  educational  fund  and  thereafter 
no  member  or  other  patron  shall  have  any  rights  in  said  paid-in 
capital  or  accumulated  savings  returns  as  such:  Provided  further. 
That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  prevent  an  association  under  this 
act  which  is  engaged  in  rendering  services  from  disposing  of  the 
net  savings  from  the  rendering  of  such  services  in  such  manner  as 
to  lower  the  fees  charged  for  services  or  otherwise  to  further  the 
common  benefit  of  the  members:  And  provided  further,  That 
nothing  in  this  section  shall  prevent  an  association  from  adopting 
a  system  whereby  the  payment  of  savings  returns  which  would 
otherwise  be  distributed,  shall  be  deferred  for  a  fixed  period  of 
months  or  years;  nor  from  adopting  a  system,  whereby  the  savings 
returns  distributed  shall  be  partly  In  cash,  partly  in  shares,  such 
shares  to  be  retired  at  a  fixed  future  date,  ia  the  order  at  their 
aerial  number  or  date  of  issue. 

AKTICLX    X BOITDIIVC;    BOOSKKXPIKO;    EXFOBTi 

Sbc.  32.  Bonding:  Every  Individual  acting  as  ofllcer  or  employe© 
of  an  association  and  handling  funds  or  securities  amounting  to 
•1.000  or  more.  \n  any  one  year,  shall  be  covered  by  an  adequate 
bond  as  determined  by  the  board  of  directors,  and  at  the  expense 
of  the  association:  and  the  bylaws  may  also  provide  for  the  bond- 
ing of  other  employees  or  officers. 


Sac.  S3.  Books:  auditing:  To  reoord  Its  business  operation,  evoy 
association  shall  keep  a  set  of  books,  which  shall  be  audited  at  the 
end  of  each  fiscal  year  by  an  experienced  bookkeeper  or  accountant, 
who  shall  not  be  an  officer  or  director.  Where  the  annual  business 
amounts  to  less  than  (10,000,  the  audit  may  be  performed  by  an 
auditing  conunittee  of  three,  who  shall  not  be  directors,  officers,  or 
employees.  A  written  report  of  the  audit,  including  a  statement 
of  the  amount  of  business  transacted  with  members,  and  the 
amount  transacted  with  nonmembers.  the  balance  sheet,  and  the 
income  and  expenses,  shall  be  submitted  to  the  annual  meeting  of 
the  association. 

Sbc.  34.  Annual  report:  Kvery  association  shall  annually,  within 
60  days  of  the  cloee  of  its  operations  for  that  year,  make  a  report 
of  Its  condition,  sworn  to  by  the  president  and  secretary,  which 
report  shall  be  filed  with  the  recorder  of  deeds.  The  report  shall 
state — 

(a)  The  name  and  principal  address  of  the  assoclstlon. 

(b)  The  names,  addresses,  occupations,  and  date  of  expiration  of 
the  terms,  of  the  officers  and  directors,  and  their  compensation,  if 
any. 

(c)  The  amount  and  nature  of  its  authorised,  subscribed,  and 
paid-in  capital,  the  number  of  its  shareholders,  and  the  nimiber 
admitted  and  withdrawn  during  the  year,  the  par  value  of  Its  shares 
and  the  rate  at  which  any  return  upon  capital  has  been  paid.  For 
nonshare  associations  the  annual  report  shall  state  the  total  num- 
ber of  members,  the  number  admitted  or  withdrawn  during  the 
year,  and  the  amount  of  membership  fees  received. 

(d)  The  receipts,  expenditures,  assets,  and  liabUitles  of  the 
association. 

A  copy  of  this  report  shall  be  kept  on  file  at  the  principal  office 
of  the  association. 

Any  person  who  shall  subscribe  or  make  oath  to  such  report 
containing  a  materially  false  statement,  known  to  such  person  to 
be  false,  shall  upon  conviction  of  such  offense  be  punished  by  a 
fine  of  not  less  than  $25  nor  more  than  $200,  or  by  Imprisonment 
of  not  less  than  30  days  nor  more  than  1  year,  or  both  such  fine 
and  Imprisonment. 

Sac.  35.  Notice  of  delinquent  reports;  mandamtis:  If  an  associa- 
tion falls  to  make  such  report  within  the  required  period  of  60 
days,  the  recorder  of  deeds  shall  within  60  days  from  the  expira- 
tion of  said  period  send  such  association  a  registered  letter  directed 
to  Its  principal  office,  stating  the  delinquency  and  its  consequences. 
If  the  association  falls  to  file  the  report  within  60  days  from  the 
mailing  of  such  notice,  any  member  of  the  association  or  the  United 
States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia  may  by  petition  for 
mandamus  against  the  association  and  its  proper  officers  compel 
such  filing  to  be  made,  and  in  such  case  the  court  shall  require  the 
association  or  the  officers  at  fault  to  pay  all  the  expenses  of  the 
proceeding.  Including  counsel  fees. 

AXTICLX    XI DISSOLUTION 

Sbc.  36.  Dissolution:  An  association  may.  at  any  regular  or  spe- 
cial meeting  legally  called,  be  directed  to  dissolve  by  a  vote  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  entire  membership.  By  a  vote  of  a  majority  of  the 
members  voting  three  of  their  number  shall  be  designated  as 
trustees,  who  shall,  on  behalf  of  the  assocla'lon  and  within  a 
time  fixed  in  their  designation  or  within  any  extension  thereof, 
liquidate  Its  assets,  and  shall  distribute  thefti  in  the  manner  set 
forth  in  this  section.  A  suit  for  involuntary  dissolution  of  an 
association  organized  under  this  act  may  be  Instituted  for  the 
causes  and  prosecuted  in  the  manner  set  forth  in  sections  786 
through  791.  both  inclusive,  and  sections  794  through  797.  both 
inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  a  Code  of  Law  for 
the  District  of  Coltmibla,"  approved  March  3,  1901 :  ProiHded,  That 
any  distribution  of  assets  shall  be  in  the  manner  set  forth  In  this 
section.  In  case  of  any  dissolution  of  an  association,  Its  assets  shall 
be  distributed  in  the  following  manner  and  order:  (1)  By  paying  its 
debts  and  eJcpenses;  (2)  by  returning  to  the  members  the  par  valvie 
of  their  shares  or  of  their  membership  certificates,  returning  to  the 
subscribers  the  amounts  paid  on  their  subscriptions,  and  returning 
to  the  patrons  the  amount  of  savings  returns  credited  to  their 
accoiuts  toward  the  purchase  of  shares  or  membership  certificates; 
and  (3)  by  distributing  any  surplus  in  either  or  both  of  the 
following  ways  as  the  articles  may  provide — 

(a)  Among  those  patrons  who  have  been  members  or  subscribers 
at  any  time  during  the  past  6  years,  on  the  basis  of  their  patronage 
during  that  period;  and 

(b)  As  a  gift  to  any  consumers'  cooperative  association  or  other 
nonprofit  enterprise  which  may  be  designated  in  the  articles. 

ABTICLX    XII PKNALTIBS 

Sbc.  37.  Use  of  name  "cooperative";  penalty :  Only  ( 1 )  associations 
organized  under  this  act,  (2)  groups  organized  on  a  cooperative 
basis  under  any  other  law  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  (3)  for- 
eign corporations  operating  on  a  cooperative  basis  and  authorlred 
to  do  business  in  the  District  of  Columbia  under  this  or  any  other 
law  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  entitled  to  use  the  term 
"cooperative,"  or  any  abbreviation  or  derivation  thereof,  as  par!; 
of  their  business  name,  or  to  represent  themselves,.  In  their  adver- 
tising or  otherwise,  as  conducting  business  on  a  cooperative  basis. 

Any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  violatlong  the  above  provision 
shall  upon  conviction  of  such  offense  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not 
less  than  $25  nor  more  than  $200,  with  an  additional  fine  of  not 
more  than  $200  for  each  month  during  ^liich  a  violation  occurs 
after  the  first  month,  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  less  than  30  days 
nor  more  than  1  year,  or  by  both  such  fine  and  imprleonment.  The 
district  attorney  of  the  United  SUtes  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
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or  any  IndlTldtial.  or  aaaocUtlon,  or  group  organized  on  a  coopera- 
tive baats.  may  sue  to  enjoin  an  alleged  violation  of  this  section. 

Should  a  coxirt  of  competent  Jurisdiction  decide  that  any  person, 
flrm.  or  corporation  using  the  name  "cooperative"  prior  to  this  act, 
and  not  organized  on  a  ccoperative  basis.  Is  entitled  to  continue  In 
such  use.  any  such  business  shall  always  place  immediately  after 
Its  name  the  words  "does  not  comply  with  the  cooperative  associa- 
tion law  of  the  District  of  Columbia"  in  the  same  kind  of  type,  and 
in  letters  not  less  than  two-thirds  as  large,  as  those  used  in  the 
term  "cooperative." 

Sec.  38.  Promotion  expenses:  limitations;  penalty:  An  association 
Bball  not.  directly  or  indirectly,  \ise  any  of  Its  funds,  nor  issue 
■hares  nor  Incur  any  Indebtedness,  for  the  payment  of  any  com- 
pensation for  the  organization  of  the  asEociatlon  except  neceseary 
legal  fees:  nor  for  the  payment  of  any  promotion  expenses  in  ex- 
cess of  5  percent  of  the  amount  paid  in  for  the  shares  or  member- 
ship certificates  Involved  in  the  promotion  transaction.  Any  asso- 
ciation's officer,  director,  or  agent  who  gives,  or  any  person,  flrm, 
corporation,  or  association  which  receives,  such  promotion  com- 
mission m  violation  of  this  section  shall,  upon  conviction  of  such 
offense,  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  less  than  $25  nor  more  than 
t200.  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  less  than  30  days  nor  more  than 
1  year,  or  by  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment. 

Sic.  30.  Spreading  false  reports:  penalty:  Any  person,  firm,  cor- 
poration, or  association  which  maliciously  and  knowingly  spreads 
false  reports  about  the  management  or  finances  of  any  association 
•hall,  upon  conviction  of  such  offense,  be  punished  by  a  fine  of 
not  less  than  $25  and  not  more  than  $200,  or  by  Imprisonment  for 
not  less  than  30  days  nor  more  than  1  year,  or  by  both  such  fine 
and  Imprisonment. 

AJtnCLS  Xm — KXLATION  TO   OTHEB   LAWS 

8k:.  40.  Existing  cooperative  groups:  Anv  group  Incorporated 
tinder  another  law  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  operating  on  a 
cooperative  basis  or  any  unincorporated  group  operating  on  such  a 
basis  In  the  District  of  Columbia  may  elect  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds 
of  the  members  voting  to  secure  the  benefits  of  and  be  bound  by 
this  act.  and  shall  thereupon  amend  such  of  its  articles  and  bylaws 
as  are  not  in  conformity  with  this  act.  A  certified  copy  of  the 
amended  articles  shall  be  filed  and  recorded  with  the  recorder  of 
deeds,  and  a  fee  of  $5  shall  be  paid. 

S»c.  41.  Foreign  corporations  and  associations:  A  foreign  corpora- 
tion or  association  operating  on  a  cooperative  basis  and  complying 
with  the  applicable  laws  of  the  State  wherein  it  is  organized  shall 
be  entitled  to  do  business  in  the  District  of  Columbia  as  a  tcxeifpx 
cooperative  corporation  or  association. 

8»c.  42.  Legality  declared;  not  In  restraint  of  trade:  No  asso- 
ciation, or  method  or  act  thereof  which  complies  with  this  act, 
shall  be  deemed  a  conspiracy  or  combination  in  restraint  of  trade 
or  an  illegal  monopoly,  or  an  attempt  to  lessen  competition  or  fix 
prices  arbitrarily. 

Sk:.  43.  Laws  not  applicable:  No  law  of  the  District  of  Colimibla 
conflicting  or  inconsistent  with  any  part  of  this  act  shall,  to  the 
extent  of  the  conflict  or  inconsistency,  be  construed  as  applicable 
to  associations  formed  hereunder;  nor  shall  any  law  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Inappropriate  to  the  purposes  of  such  associa- 
tions be  so  construed:  nor  shall  any  of  the  provisions  of  sections 
674  through  797.  both  inclusive,  of  the  act  entlUed  "An  act  to 
establish  a  code  of  law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,"  approved 
March  3,  1901,  be  construed  as  applicable  to  associations  formed 
hereunder,  except  as  expressly  stated  In  this  act. 

Sec.  44.  Taxation:  Associations  formed  hereunder,  and  foreign 
corporations  and  associations  admitted  under  section  41  to  do 
business  In  the  District  of  Columbia  and  entitled  to  the  benefits 
of  section  37.  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $10. 

Sic.  45.  Separability;  constitutionality:  If  any  provision  of  this 
act  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or  clrc\m:istance  shall 
be  held  unconstitutional  or  otherwise  invalid  for  any  reason,  the 
validity  of  the  remainder  of  this  act  and  the  application  of  such 
provision  to  other  persons  or  circumstances  shall  not  be  affected 
thereby. 

S«c.  46.  The  Congress  reserves  the  right  to  alter,  amend,  or 
repeal  this  act,  or  any  charter  or  certificate  of  Incorporation  made 
thereunder. 

Sbc.  47.  Short  title:  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "District  of 
Ctolimibia  Cooperative  Association  Act." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3268)  to  amend  section  4438  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  for  the  better  protection  of  life 
and  property,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Let  that  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

AOMINISntATION  OT  WASHINGTON  NATIOlfAL  AIRPORT 

The  bUl  (S.  3927)  to  provide  for  the  administraUon  of  the 
Washington  National  Airport,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 


Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark],  who  reported  the  bill,  whether 
it  is  considered  necessary  that  the  administration  of  this  air- 
port should  be  transferred  to  the  control  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  or  whether  the  District  of  Columbia 
should  have  any  voice  in  it. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  senior  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  BAn-ET]  introduced  the  bill. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  President,  this  proposed  legislation  Is 
designed  to  provide  for  the  conduct  and  management  of  the 
new  airport  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  measure  was 
prepared  by  Mr.  Hester,  the  administrator,  and  by  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority.  It  appears  to  be  a  very  complete 
administrative  measure  with  a  view  to  the  management  of 
the  new  airport. 

If  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  would  care  to 
consider  the  bill  and  pass  upon  It  I  should  be  glad  to  have  it 
referred  to  that  committee.  However,  our  committee  has 
passed  upon  the  bill,  and  I  think  it  is  a  good  regulatory 
measure. 

Mr.  KLNQ.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S.  3927)  to  provide  for 
the  administration  of  the  Washington  National  Airport,  and 
for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  pxirposes  of  this  act — 

(a)  "Administrator"  means  the  Administrator  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Authority. 

(b)  "Airport"  means  the  Washington  National  Airport,  which 
shall  consist  of,  and  Include,  the  tract  of  land,  together  with  all 
structures.  Improvements,  and  other  facilities  located  thereon,  lying 
partly  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  partly  in  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia, particularly  described  as  follows: 

Commencing  at  a  point  of  beginning,  said  point  being  the  Inter- 
section of  the  property  line  of  property  owned  by  the  Richmond, 
Fredericksburg  &  Potomac  Railroad  Co..  and  dredging  base  line  at 
station  0-1-18  99  referenced  south  6.808.21.  west  9.087  02.  running 
In  a  southeasterly  direction  on  a  bearing  of  south  22°51'18"  east 
a  distance  of  6,270.91  feet,  more  or  less,  to  station  62-1  89.90  of  said 
dredging  base  line.  Thence  13*30'  right  on  a  bearing  of  south 
9^21'18  "  east  a  distance  of  1332.29  feet,  more  or  less,  to  station 
76+22.19  of  said  base  line.  Thence  ll''04'19"  right  on  a  bearing 
of  south  1°43'01"  west  a  distance  of  1.231.20  feet,  more  or  less, 
to  station  88-1-53.39  of  said  base  line.  Thence  12°40'41  "  right  on 
a  bearing  of  south  14''23'42"  west  a  distance  of  2,40932  feet,  more 
or  less,  to  station  112-t-62.71  on  .said  base  line.  Thence  1*15'443" 
right  on  a  bearing  of  south  15*39'263"  west  a  distance  of  4.93838 
feet,  more  or  less,  to  United  States  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
Station  WATER,  referenced  south  22.220  86.  west  8.395  54.  Thence 
17°09'25.6"  left  on  a  bearing  of  south  1°29'59  3"  east  a  distance 
of  85  58  feet,  more  or  less,  to  a  comer  of  the  property  line  between 
the  United  States  of  America  and  Smoot  Sand  &  Gravel  Corpora- 
tion. Thence  85°59'593"  right  on  a  bearing  of  south  84*30'00" 
west  a  distance  of  1.516.41  feet,  more  or  leiss,  to  a  monument 
located  at  a  comer  on  the  property  line  of  the  Richmond.  Fred- 
ericksburg &  Potomac  Railroad  Co.,  said  monument  being  refer- 
enced south  22,451.75.  west  9.902.73.  Thence  85°50'06  7"  right  on 
a  bearing  of  north  8'09'54"  west  a  distance  of  442  68  feet  more 
or  less.  Thence  5'00'12"  left  on  a  bearing  of  north  13'10'Oe" 
west  a  distance  of  578  64  feet,  more  or  less.  Thence  4"57'25"  left 
on  a  bearing  of  north  18=07'31"  west  a  distance  of  462  94  feet, 
more  or  less.  Thence  1'34'50"  left  on  a  bearing  of  north  19  42'21" 
west  a  distance  of  943  56  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  a  cvirve 
having  an  angle  of  27  52'45"  right  radius  1J241.16  feet,  long  chord 
597.98  feet,  on  a  bearing  of  north  5°45'58"  west.  Thence  along 
the  arc  of  said  curve  a  distance  of  603  93  feet,  more  or  less,  to 
the  point  of  tangency  of  said  curve.  Thence  along  a  tangent  to 
said  curve  on  a  bearing  of  north  8''10'24"  east  a  distance  of  232  33 
feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  a  curve  having  an  angle  of 
SCSS'Og"  left,  radius  1.046  feet,  long  chord  663  56  feet  on  a  bear- 
ing of  north  10'19'10.5"  west.  Thence  along  the  arc  of  said  curve 
a  distance  of  675.22  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  tangency 
of  said  curve.  Thence  along  a  tangent  to  said  curve  on  a  bearing 
of  north  28'48'45"  west  a  distance  of  256.75  feet,  more  or  less 
Thence  30  33' 10"  left  on  a  bearing  of  north  69°21'65"  west  a 
distance  of  287.84  feet,  more  or  less.  Thence  40^45'20"  right  on 
a  bearing  of  north  18'36'35"  west  a  distance  of  1,142.08  feet  more 
or  less.  Thence  5  43'29"  right  on  a  bearing  of  north  12"53'06" 
west  a  distance  of  118  02  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  a  curve 
having  an  angle  of  26  20'50"  right,  radius  3.665.71  feet,  long  chord 
1.670.86  feet  on  a  bearing  of  north  0°17'19"  east.  Thence  along 
the  arc  of  said  curve  a  distance  of  1.685.66  feet,  more  or  less,  to 
the  point  of  tangency  of  said  curve.  Thence  along  a  tangent  to 
said   curve  on  a  bearing  of  north   13°27'44"    east   a  distance   of 


S.OO^.ll  feet,  more  or  leas,  to  the  point  of  a  curve  having  an  angle 
of  10'>S6'2S"  left,  radius  3.804.79  feet,  long  chord  of  639.69  feet 
on  a  bearing  of  north  8°0e'81.5"  east.  Thence  along  the  arc  of 
said  curve  a  distance  of  63035  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point 
of  tangency  of  said  cxirve.  Thence  along  a  tangent  to  said  curve 
on  a  bearing  of  north  2°51'19"  east  a  distance  of  124  53  feet,  more 
or  less.  Thence  6"57'62"  left  on  a  bearing  of  north  4°0e'33"  west 
a  distance  of  67133  feet,  more  or  less.  Thence  7'^22'39"  left  on 
a  bearing  of  north  11*39' 13"  west  a  distance  of  811.63  feet,  more 
or  lees.  Thence  8'16'63"  right  on  a  bearing  of  north  3*13'30" 
east  a  distance  of  70.41  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  a  curve 
having  an  angle  of  7*48' 12"  right,  radius  8,479.58  feet,  long  chord 
787.76  feet  on  a  bearing  of  north  7°03'56"  east.  Thence  along  the 
arc  of  said  curve  a  distance  of  738  31  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the 
point  of  tangency  of  said  curve,  said  point  being  on  the  old  prop- 
erty line  between  Mary  E.  Culllnane  and  Milton  Hopfenmaler  prop- 
erty Thence  along  said  property  line  on  a  bearing  of  north 
78°11'&0"  east  a  distance  of  204.73  feet,  more  or  less,  to  a  monu- 
ment marked  U.  S.  D.  l-H.  P.  S.,  reference  south  18,419.16,  west 
10,82936.  Thence  along  the  same  bearing  of  north  75°11'60"  east 
a  distance  of  315  feet,  more  or  less.  Thence  34*8e'06"  left  on  a 
bearing  of  north  40*36'44"  east  a  distance  of  1,500  feet,  more  or 
1M>,  to  the  point  of  a  curve  having  an  angle  of  6°45'  left,  radius 
7,339.41  feet,  long  chord  of  73330  feet,  on  a  bearing  of  north 
S7°63'14"  east.  Thence  along  the  arc  of  said  ctirve  a  distance  of 
iat.61  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  a  compound  curve  hav- 
ing an  angle  of  6°00'  left,  radius  3317.01  feet,  long  chord  of 
333.06  feet  on  a  bearing  of  north  32*10'44"  east.  Thence  along 
the  arc  of  said  curve  a  distance  of  ^3.15  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the 
point  of  a  compound  curve  having  to  angle  of  ST^Ol'SO"  left,  radius 
1303.74.  long  chord  1344.62.  on  a  bearing  of  north  0°40'04"  east. 
Thence  along  the  arc  of  said  curve  a  distance  of  1.30733  feet, 
more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  a  compound  curve  having  an  angle 
of  7'59'543"  left,  radius  2317.01  feet,  long  chord  30933  feet  on 
a  bearing  of  north  31°49'SS"  west.  Thence  along  the  arc  of  said 
curve  a  distance  of  310  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  Intersection  of 
said  curve  with  the  property  line  of  the  Richmond.  Fredericksburg 
dt  Potomac  Railroad  Co.  and  the  United  States  of  America.  Thence 
in  a  northeasterly  direction  along  a  bearing  of  north  34°30'00" 
east  a  distance  of  340  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  beginning; 
excepting,  however,  such  portion  thereof  as  the  President  may,  by 
Kxecutlve  order  or  orders,  prescribe,  which  portion  shall  be  added 
to,  and  administered  as  part  of.  the  Mount  Vernon  Memorial  High- 
way, authorized  by  the  act  approved  May  23,  1928  (45  Stat.  721),  as 
amended. 

Sec.  2.  The  Administrator  shall  have  control  over,  and  respon- 
sibility for,  the  care,  operation,  maintenance,  and  protection  of  the 
airport,  toother  with  the  power  to  make  and  amend  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  the  proper  exercise 
thCTeof. 

Sac.  S.  The  Administrator  Is  empowered  to  lease,  upon  snch  terms 
as  he  may  deem  proper,  space  or  property  within  or  upon  the  airport 
for  purposes  essential  or  apjntjpriate  to  the  operation  of  the  airport. 


XAsnacKT  ovn  certaot  lakd  nr  watks  coitmtt,  mxch. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8958)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  grant  to  the  county  of  Wayne,  State  of  Michigan, 
an  easement  over  certain  land  of  the  United  States  in  Wajrne 
County,  Mich.,  for  a  sewage-disposal  line  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVEB 

The  bill  (8.  3864)  to  apply  laws  covering  steam  vessels  to 
certain  passenger-carrying  vessels  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  still  some 
misunderstanding  regarding  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  particular 
bill,  and  I  ask  that  It  go  over  until  the  next  call  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

XXAIOKATION  OP  dVZLIAJf  NAUTICAL  SCHOOLS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  MU  (H.  R.  9262)  to 
provide  for  the  examination  of  civilian  nautical  schools  and 
for  the  inspection  of  vessels  used  in  connection  therewith,  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Commerce  with  an  amendment,  at  the  end  of  the 
bill,  to  add  a  new  section,  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  as  used  in  this  act  the  term  "civilian 
nautical  school"  means  any  school  or  branch  thereof  operated  and 
conducted  In  the  United  States  (except  State  nautical  schools  and 
schools  operated  by  the  United  States  or  any  agency  thereof), 
which  offers  to  persons  quartered  on  board  any  vessel  instruction 
for  the  primary  purpose  of  training  for  service  in  the  merchant 
marine. 

Sbc.  3.  Every  civilian  nautical  school  shall  be  subject  to  exami- 
nation and  Inspection  by  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission, 
and  the  Catmnlsalon  may,  under  such  niies  and  regulations  as  It 
may  prescribe,  provide  for  the  rating   and  cerUllcation  of  such 


schools  as  to  the  adequacy  at  the  oouise  of  Instructkm,  the 
competency  of  the  Instructors,  and  the  suitability  of  equipment 
used  by  or  In  connection  with  such  schools. 

Sxc.  S.  (a)  All  laws  covering  the  inspection  of  passenger  vessels 
in  effect  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  are  hereby  made 
applicable  to  all  vessels  or  other  floating  equipment  used  by  or  In 
coimecUon  with  any  civilian  nautical  school,  whether  such  vessels 
or  other  floating  equipment  are  being  navigated  or  not.  to  such 
extent  and  upon  such  conditions  as  may  t>e  required  by  regula- 
tions prescribed  by  the  Board  of  Supervising  Inspectors,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

(b)  The  Bureau  of  Marine  Inq>ectlon  and  Navigation  ts  au- 
thorizsed  and  directed,  throxigh  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  may  approve,  to  prescribe  minlmimi  stand- 
ards for  the  size,  ventilation,  plumbing,  and  sanitation  of  quarters 
assigned  to  members  of  the  crew,  passengers,  cadets,  students. 
Instructors,  or  any  other  persons  at  any  time  quartered  on  board 
any  vessel  used  by  or  in  connection  with  any  civilian  nautical 
school. 

(c)  No  certificate  of  Inspection  shall  be  Issued  to  any  such 
vessel  xintU  and  tmlecs  a  board  of  local  InspectOTs  has  found  such 
vessel  to  be  In  compliance  with  all  the  requirements  of  this  section 
and  the  regulations  Issued  thereunder.  Such  certiflcates  shall  be 
subject  to  revocation  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  section  4453  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  Btatea.  as  amended  (U.S  C 
1934  ed.,  title  46.  sec.  435). 

(d)  On  and  after  90  days  from  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act.  it  shaU  be  imlawful  for  any  vessel  to  which  the  act  applies  to 
be  used  by  or  in  connection  with  any  clvUian  naut'^cal  school 
unless  It  is  In  possession  of  a  valid,  tmexpired  certificate  of 
Inspection,  or  a  valid,  unexpired  temporary  oertlficate  of  Inspection. 

(e)  In  case  of  the  violation  of  this  section  or  of  any  of  the 
regiUations  issued  thereunder  by  any  vessel,  or  any  owner  or 
officer  thereof,  such  vessel,  owner,  or  officer  shaU  be  fined  not 
more  than  $1,000.  and  such  owner  or  officer  may  be  Imprisoned 
for  not  more  than  1  year,  or  subjected  to  both  fine  and  Imprison- 
ment. Should  the  owner  of  such  vessel  be  a  corporation,  organl- 
Eation.  or  association,  each  officer  or  director  participating  in  the 
violation  ShaU  be  liable  to  the  penalty  hereinabove  prescribed. 

Sec.  4.  The  provisions  of  section  8  of  this  act  shall  not  apply 
to  vessels  of  the  Navy  or  the  Coast  Guard  used  by  or  in  connection 
with  civilian  nautical  schools. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

TOWnro    BETWKUI    AMERICAN    PORTS    BT   POREIGN    VESSELS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8283)  to  amend  section  4370  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed.,  title  46, 
sec.  316),  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  iMissed. 

STOWAWAYS   ON   VESSELS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9492)  making  it  a  misdemeanor  to  stow 
away  on  vessels  and  providing  punishment  therefor,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

DBTERMINATIOH   OP   PORBiaN   CONSTRUCTION   COSTS 

The  Joint  resolution  (8.  J.  Res.  255)  to  make  temporary 
emergency  provision  for  the  determination  of  foreign  con- 
struction costs  under  secti(m  502  (b)  of  the  Merchant  Ma- 
rine Act,  1936,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  President,  there  should  be  an  explana- 
tion of  the  Joint  resolution. 

Bir.  KINO.    Mr.  President.  I  should  like  an  explanation. 

Mr.  BATTiKY.  This  is  a  Senate  measure,  and  an  identical 
House  measure  on  the  calendar.  Calendar  No.  1709,  House 
Joint  Resolution  537,  was  objected  to.  I  think,  however,  an 
explanation  would  clear  away  the  objection. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  think  the  objection  was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Very  well;  if  there  Is  no  objection.  I  will 
ask  that  the  Senate  consider  Calendar  No.  1709.  House  Joint 
Resolution  537,  in  place  of  the  Senate  Joint  resolution. 

Mr.  KINO.    That  is  agreeable. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  take  it  that  an  explanation  can  be  very 
simply  made. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
substitution  of  House  Joint  Resolution  537,  Calendar  No.  1709, 
for  Senate  Joint  Resolution  255,  Calendar  No.  1722,  and 
the  present  consideration  of  the  House  Joint  resolution? 

•niere  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  Ji^nt  rescdution  (H.  J.  Res.  537)  to  make  temporary 
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emergency  provision  for  the  determination  of  foreign  con- 
struction costs  imder  section  502  (b)  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Under  the  Merchant  Bffarlne  Act  of  1936 
we  provided  for  a  construction  differential  subsidy.  The 
basis  of  the  differential  subsidy  is  the  difference  between  the 
foreign  cost  of  the  vessel  and  the  domestic  cost.  The  Marl- 
time  Commission  has  undertaken  to  follow  that  provision, 
but.  in  view  of  the  disturbed  conditions  abroad,  it  cannot 
now  ascertain  the  foreign  cost  of  vessels.  Not  only  has  the 
cost  varied  from  nation  to  nation  and  from  time  to  time, 
but  the  value  of  money  has  varied.  So  the  Maritime  Com- 
mission asked  me  to  introduce  this  joint  resolution  in  order 
to  give  it  some  reality  on  which  to  base  its  costs.  All  the 
measure  proposes  to  do  is  to  fix  the  basis  of  the  differential  as 
of  the  period  Immediately  prior  to  the  outbreak  of  the  war 
in  Europe.  That  is  the  whole  substance  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion. 

*,  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

EASEXKirr  FOR  ROAD  RIGHT-OF-WAT,  FLAGLER  BEACH,  FLA. 

The  bill  (S.  3958)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  grant  to  the  Road  Department  of  the  State  of  Florida 
an  easement  for  a  road  right-of-way  over  the  Coast  Guard 
Reservation  at  Flagler  Beach.  Fla..  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasiiry  la  au- 
thorized to  grant  to  the  Road  Department  of  the  State  of  Florida 
an  easenwnt  to  construct  and  maintain  a  highway  across  such  of 
the  lands  constituting  a  part  of  the  Coast  Guard  Reservation  at 
Flagler  Beach,  Fla..  as  the  Secretary  may  designate.  Such  ease- 
ment shall  be  granted  subject  to  such  reasonable  conditions  as  the 
Secretary  may  deem  desirable  to  be  Included  therein  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  the  United  States  to  use  the  rese-vation  In  such 
manner  as  the  Government's  Interests  may  require. 

BASEMENT  OVER  COAST  GUARD  RESERVATION,  FORT  LAUDERDALE,  FLA. 

The  Sennte  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3959)  author- 
izing the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  grant  to  the  city  of 
Port  Lauderdale,  Fla.,  an  easement  or  easements  authorizing 
such  city  to  construct  and  maintain  a  highway  and  utility 
facilities  over  the  United  States  Coast  Guard  Reservation 
known  as  base  six  at  Fort  Lauderdale.  Fla. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  bUl. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  1.  line  4.  it  Is  proposed  to  strike 
out  the  words  "a  permanent"  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"an";  and  on  page  2,  lines  6  and  7,  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out 
"to  any  other  location  or  locations  on  said  property"  and  to 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "at  the  expense  of  the  city  of  Fort 
Lauderdale",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  giant  to  the  city  of  Port  Lauderdale.  Fla..  an 
easement  or  easements  authorizing  such  city  to  construct  and  main- 
tain across  such  of  the  lands  constituting  a  part  of  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard  Reservation  known  as  base  6  at  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla.. 
as  the  Secretary  may  designate,  a  highway,  sewer  lines,  water  mains, 
electric-distribution  lines,  and  other  utility  facilities. 

Sec.  2.  Such  easement  or  easements  shall  be  granted  subject  to 
the  ccnditlon  that  the  Secretary  may  at  any  time  require  the 
removal  of  the  highway  and  the  utility  facilities,  or  either  of  them, 
•t  the  expense  of  the  city  of  Port  Lauderdale,  and  shall  be  subject 
to  such  other  reasonable  conditions  as  the  Secretary  may  deem 
desirable  to  include  in  the  grant  to  protect  the  Interests  of  the 
United  States  and  to  enable  the  Government  to  use  such  lands  In 
such  manner  as  the  public  InteresU  may  require.  In  addition,  the 
city  of  Fort  Lauderdale  shall  furnish  bond  with  good  and  adequate 
securities,  or  such  other  security  In  lieu  of  such  bond.  In  such  rea- 
Eonable  amount  and  In  such  form  as  the  Secretary  may  require,  to 
assure  the  fvilflUment  of  any  or  all  the  conditions  and  stlpulatlona 
of  such  easement  or  easements. 

Sbc.  3.  In  the  event  the  United  States  disposes  of  Its  Interests  In 
the  Coast  Guard  Reservation  known  as  base  6,  such  easement  or 
easements  shall  cease  to  be  subject  to  siich  conditions,  unless  the 
Secretary  shall  find  that  the  discontinuance  of  any  or  all  of  such 


conditions  woiild  adversely  affect  the  sale  value  of  such  lan^,  in 
which  cose  the  conditions  with  respect  to  which  the  Secretary  shaU 
have  made  such  a  finding  shall  run  with  the  land. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BILLS   PASSED   OVER 

Mr.  HIT  ill.  The  next  two  bills  on  the  calendar,  Calendar 
1726,  Senate  bill  4025,  and  Calendar  1727,  Senate  bill  4005, 
deal  with  the  national  defense.  At  the  request  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  Senate  Committee  on  BlUltsoT  Affairs,  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  SheppardI.  I  ask  that  the  bills  go  over, 
because  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
has  been  advised  that  the  War  Department  desires  certain 
amendments  to  be  made  to  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  4025  and  Senate  bill  4005  will  be  passed  over. 

UNITED   STATES   CORONAOO   EXPOSITION   COMMISSION 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9595)  to  postpone  for  1  year  the  date  of  the 
transmission  to  Congress  by  the  United  States  Coronado  Ex- 
position Commission  of  a  statement  of  its  expenditures  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

EXTENSION  OF  REDUCED  RATES  OF  INTEREST  ON  CERTAIN  LOANS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8450)  to  extend  for  5  additional  years  the 
reduced  rates  of  interest  on  Federal  land-bank  and  land 
bank  commissioner  loans  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President.  I  have  had  printed  an 
amendment  to  be  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
I  Mr.  La  Follette],  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Bank- 
head],  and  myself,  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  wiD  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  end  of  section  2  of  the  bill  it  is 
projxjsed  to  insert  the  following  new  section: 

Sbc.  3.  The  Secretary  of  Agrlc\ilture  shall  be  authorized,  on  be- 
half of  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation,  to  make  loans  to 
enable  the  borrower  to  refinance  an  existing  mortgage  or  mortgages 
on  a  farm  {personally  operated  and  occupied  by  him,  and  for  neces- 
sary repairs  and  Improvements  thereon.  In  cases  where  the  Secre- 
tary determines  that  such  refinancing  is  necessary  to  enable  the 
borrower  successfully  to  operate  the  farm,  and  that  the  borrower 
cannot  obtain  credit  for  such  refinancing  from  any  other  Federal 
agency  or  federally  incorporated  lending  Institution.  Such  loans 
Ehall  be  made  at  a  rate  or  rates  which  may  reasonably  be  expected 
to  reimbtirse  the  Federal  Firm  Mortgage  Corporation  for  not  more 
than  the  cost  to  it  of  the  capital  required  for  such  loans,  plus  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  1  !,^  percent  per  annum,  but  In  no  event  shall 
such  combined  rate  be  In  excess  of  3\^  percent  per  annum:  and 
such  loans,  to  the  extent  not  Inconsistent  herewith,  shall  comply 
with,  and  be  subject  to,  all  of  the  provisions  of  titles  I  and  IV  of 
the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  but  may  be  made  without 
regard  to  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  said  act.  The  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  shall  administer  the  provisions  of  this  section,  and  all 
repa3rments  on  account  of  such  loans  shall  be  credited  to  the 
account  of  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  are  several  committee 
amendments  which  should  be  acted  upon  first.  The  commit- 
tee amendments  will  be  stated. 

The  first  committee  amendment  was,  on  page  1,  line  8, 
after  the  words  "period  of",  to  strike  out  "10"  and  insert  "1", 
so  as  to  read: 

That  (a)  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph  'Twelfth"  of  section  12 
of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act.  as  amended  (relating  to  the  314- 
percent  Interest  rate  on  Federal  land-bank  loans),  Is  amended  by 
striking  out  "occurring  within  a  period  of  5  years,  commencing  Jtily 
1.  1935"  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "occurring  within  a  period  of 
7  years  commencing  JiUy  1,  1936."  The  provisions  of  such  para- 
graph "Twelfth"  of  section  12  of  such  act  shall  be  applicable  to 
Interest  on  so-called  purchase  money  mortgages  in  the  case  of 
Interest  payable  on  Installment  dates  occurring  after  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  committee  amendment  was,  on  page  2,  line  8,  after 
"June  30",  to  strike  out  "1945"  and  to  insert  "1942".  so  as  to 
read: 

(b)  The  fourth  sentence  of  such  pcutigraph  "Twelfth"  (relating 
to  the  1940  time  limit  on  payments  made  by  the  United  States  to 
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land  banka  on  aecount  of  radi  Interest  reductlcm)  is  amended  to 
lead  as  follows:  "No  payments  shall  be  made  to  a  bank  with  respect 
to  any  period  after  June  30,  1943." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  committee  amendment  was.  on  pacre  2.  line  14. 
after  the  word  "section",  to  Insert  "shall  not  exceed  4  percent 
per  annum  for  all  interest  payable  on  installment  dates  oc- 
curring on  or  after  July  22.  1937,  and  prior  to  July  1.  1940"; 
In  line  19,  after  "July",  to  strike  out  "22.  1937"  and  insert 
"1.  1940";  and  in  line  20.  after  "July  1**.  to  strike  out  "1945" 
and  insert  "1942".  so  as  to  read: 

Sec  2.  The  last  paragraph  of  section  33  of  the  Emergency  Farm 
Mortgage  Act,  as  amended  (relating  to  reduction  In  the  Interest  rate 
on  loans  by  the  Land  Bank  Oocnmlsslouer),  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  section,  the 
rate  of  tnteteet  on  loans  made  under  this  section  shall  not  exceed 
4  pMt:ent  per  ann\mi  for  all  Interest  payable  on  Installment  dates 
occurring  on  or  after  July  22,  1937,  and  prior  to  Jxily  1,  1940.  and 
■hall  not  exceed  8V^  percent  per  annimi  for  all  interest  payable  on 
Installment  dates  occurring  on  or  after  July  1,  1940,  and  prior  to 
July  1.  1942." 

llie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temiwre.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over 
In  view  of  the  amendment  presented  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana,  because  I  wish  to  examine  it  and  see  what  it 
provides.  The  matter  is  too  important  to  act  upon  under  the 
call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Does  the  Sen&iot  refer  to  the  amendment 
X  offered? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  going  to  say  that  an  amendment 
similar  to  the  one  I  have  offered  has  on  a  previous  occasion 
been  agreed  to  by  the  Senate.  The  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Austin  1  offered  a  fgimiiRT  amendment,  which  was 
adopted  by  the  Senate  a  couple  of  years  ago  by  a  two-thirds 
vote  of  the  Senate.  TTie  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La 
Follette]  and  I  offered  an  Identical  amendment  previously, 
which  was  attached  to  the  lending-spendlng  bill,  and  the 
amendment  was  agreed  to  by  an  almost  unanimous  vote.  A 
similar  amendment  also  wsis  adopted  by  the  Senate  on  an- 
other occasion.  When  the  identical  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  was  agreed  to  it  went  to  con- 
ference, and  W£is  taken  out  of  the  1)111  in  conference.  Like- 
wise when  an  identical  amendment  was  agreed  to  and  placed 
In  another  bill,  it  was  taken  out  In  conference.  All  I  ask 
Is  that  the  amendment  be  taken  to  conference  again.  I  am 
not  sure,  but  it  Is  possible  that  the  conferees  may  agree 
to  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not  imderstand  very 
clearly  what  the  amendment  proposes  to  do. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corpora- 
tion has  something  over  $612,000,000  in  unused  credit  at  the 
present  time.  The  amendment  seeks  to  permit  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  to  do  for  farm  owners  exactly  what  is 
now  being  done  under  the  Jones-Bankhead  Act  for  farm 
tenants.  Under  the  Jones-Bankhead  Act  the  Authority 
helped  the  farm  tenant  to  become  an  owner.  This  bill 
•imply  authorizes  the  Department  to  do  for  the  fanner  who 
to  on  the  farm  exactly  what  we  are  seeking  to  do  with 
the  farm  tenant  under  the  Jones-Bankhead  Act.  As  I  said, 
an  identical  cunendment  has  been  adopted  by  the  Senate  at 
least  twice,  and  I  believe  three  times,  by  an  overwhelming 
vote. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  frankly,  I  recall  those  cir- 
cumstances, but  in  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes  1.  who  reported  the  bill,  and  without 
some  information  as  to  the  reaction  of  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration  to  it.  I  think  it  would  probably  be  unwise  to 
act  on  it  now. 

Mr.  WHEELE31.  I  think  I  can  say  that  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration  is  favorable  to  it,  because  it  was  drafted  in 
the  Department  2  years  ago.  when  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consln  IMr.  La  FouxrisJ  and  I  offered  it  to  the  lending- 
SPending  bllL 


1ST.  BARKLEY.  Why  is  this  $600,000,000  of  credit  not 
being  utilized  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  They  have  not  utilised  it  simply  because 
there  has  not  been  a  demand  for  it,  as  I  understand,  under 
the  present  set-up.  There  has  been  a  good  deal  of  criticism 
because  of  the  fact  that  they  had  not  done  so. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
objection  to  this  particular  amendment,  but  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  there  are  a  couple  of  bills  pending — and  this  is  a 
controversial  matter— I  do  not  believe  it  ought  to  be  passed 
In  this  way.  and  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

BILL  PASSED   OVBB 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4088)  to  amend  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Act.  as  amended  to  extend  its  provisions  to  fats  and  oils, 
cottonseed,  cottonseed  meal,  and  peanuts,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  at  the  request  of  the  depart- 
ment. I  ask  that  the  bill  go  ova*.    It  is  my  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

LEAVE   or   ABSENCE    FOR    DISTRICT  OF   COLUKBU   TEACHERS 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  9326)  to  provide  educational  employees 
Of  the  public  schools  of  the  District  of  Columbia  with  leave 
of  absence,  with  part  pay,  for  purposes  of  educational  Im- 
provement, and  for  other  puiposes,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

RXnCBURSXMXNT    FOR     PSOPERTT    LOSS    IN    THE    HURRICANE    AND 
FLOOD,  NEW  LONDON.  CONN. 

The  bill  (S.  3808)  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of 
certain  officers  and  enlisted  men  or  former  ofBcers  and  en- 
listed men  of  the  United  States  Navy  for  personal  property 
lost  In  the  htirricane  and  flood  at  New  London,  Conn.,  on 
September  21,  1938,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  eto..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorised  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sum  or  sums, 
amounting  in  the  aggregate  not  to  exceed  $8,364  96  as  may  be  re- 
quired by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  reimburse,  under  such 
regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  certain  ofUcers  and  enlisted  men 
or  former  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  United  States  Navy  for 
the  value  of  personal  property  lost  In  the  hurricane  and  flood 
at  the  submarine  base,  New  London,  Ck>nn.,  on  September  21. 
1988:  PTX>vided,  That  no  part  of  the  amoxint  appropriated  In  this 
act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  these  claims,  and  the  same  shall  be 
tmlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provleions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fliMd  In 
any  stmi  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

ACCEPTANCE  OF   TACHT   "FREEDOK"   FROM  8TERLIN0   MORTON 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8983)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  accept  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  a  gift  of  the  yacht 
Freedom  from  Sterling  Mcxton,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  permits  the  Secretary 
ot  the  Navy  to  accept  a  valuable  gift  to  the  United  States 
Naval  Academy  by  Sterling  Mort(Hi.  of  the  yacht  named 
Freedom.  1  rise  simply  to  express  the  Naval  Committee's 
appreciation,  and  I  am  sure  the  appreciation  of  the  Senate, 
for  such  a  valuable  gift,  which  will  help  the  midshipmen  at 
the  Academy  in  training  for  seamanship. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Ull  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
clahc  for  damages  from  fire  at  marine  barracks,  quantico,  va. 

The  bill  (S.  3594)  to  provide  an  additional  sum  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  claim  under  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for 
the  reimbursement  of  certain  personnel  or  former  personnel 
of  the  United  States  Navy  and  United  States  Marine  Corps 
for  the  value  of  personal  effects  destroyed  as  a  result  of  a  fire 
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at  the  Marine  Barracks,  Quantlco.  Va.,  on  October  27.  1938." 
approved  June  19,  1939,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed tor  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sum  not  to  exceed 
t31.  as  may  be  required  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  reimburse 
Maj.  Curtis  W.  LeOette,  United  States  Marine  Corps,  under  such 
regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Private  Law  No.  66,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  approved  June  19, 
1939,  for  the  loss  of  reasonable  and  necessary  personal  property 
resulting  from  the  fire  which  occurred  at  the  Marine  Barracks, 
Quantlco,  Va.,  on  June  19,  1939:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
■hall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
acco\int  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawfvil.  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

KXCHANGX  or  LA19DS  BETWEEN  PUERTO  RICO  AND  T7NITED  STATES 

The  bill  (S.  3608)  to  authorize  an  exchange  of  lands  be- 
tween the  people  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the  United  States  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be.  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  to  transfer,  under  such  conditions  as  the 
Secretary  may  approve,  to  the  people  of  Puerto  Rico,  by  appropriate 
deed  of  conveyance,  a  pmrcel  of  land  embracing  approximately 
2.75  acres,  sltxiated  In  the  ward  known  as  Miramar,  located  in 
the  south  section  of  Santurce.  P.  R..  bounded  on  the  north 
at  a  point  located  at  the  Intersection  of  the  north  side  of  the 
actual  road  that  leads  to  the  naval  air  station  with  the  west  side 
of  the  Fernandez  Juncos  Avenue;  on  the  east  with  lands  belonging 
to  the  people  of  Puerto  Rico  and  lands  of  the  estate  known  as 
Miramar.  now  property  of  Mr.  Sol6  &  Co.;  on  the  south  with  lands 
of  Mr.  Sol*  &  Co.,  and  on  the  west  with  lands  of  the  naval  air 
station.  In  consideration  of  the  transfer  to  the  United  States  by 
appropriate  deed  of  conveyance,  free  from  aU  encumbrances,  with- 
out cost  to  the  United  States,  and  for  use  as  a  part  of  the  naval 
air  staUon  at  San  Juan,  of  all  right,  title,  and  interest  of  the 
people  of  Puerto  Rico  In  and  to  a  parcel  of  5.70  acres,  more  or 
less,  in  the  ward  known  as  Tras-Mlramar,  located  at  the  south 
section  of  Santurce.  P.  R.,  being  adjacent  to  and  on  the  east  of 
lands  of  the  United  States  of  America  used  as  a  quarantine  station 
on  the  Island  of  Mlraflores. 

CONVEYANCE    OF   LAND    TO    VntGINIA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4229)  authorizing  the  conveyance  to  the 
Commonwealth  of  Virginia  a  portion  of  the  naval  reservation 
known  as  Quantlco  in  Prince  William  Coimty,  Va.,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

ACQUISITION  OF  LAND  FOR   NAVAL   AIR   STATION.  LAKEHURST.   N.  J. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7078)  to  authorize  the  acquisition  by  the 
United  States  of  lands  in  Manchester  and  Jackson  Town- 
ships of  the  county  of  Ocean  and  State  of  New  Jersey  for 
use  in  connection  with  the  Naval  Air  Station.  Lakehurst, 
N.  J.,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

JERRY  M'KINLEY  THOMPSON 

.The  bill  (S.  3769)  for  the  relief  of  Jerry  McKlnley  Thomp- 
son was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation 
of  the  bill?  I  discover  that  one  of  the  officials  of  the  Oov- 
emment,  the  Acting  Comptroller  General,  reports  adversely 
upon  It. 

Mr.  KT .LENDER.  Mr.  President,  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment was  also  consulted  about  this  bill,  and  has  made  a  fav- 
orable report.  The  Navy  Department  did  not  object  to  the 
bill,  but  could  find  no  precedents  for  Its  enactment.  A 
number  of  precedents  were  presented  to  the  committee. 
The  claimant  performed  duty  as  a  letter  carrier  during  the 
summer  months  at  Hampton,  N.  H..  a  summer  resort  located 
on  the  New  Hampshire  coast;  and  while  so  acting  he  was  also 
employed  by  the  Navy  Department  as  a  watchman  at  the 
Portsmouth  Navy  Yard.  As  the  Senator  knows,  there  is  a 
prohibition  against  dual  office  holding.  The  claimant  acted 
in  good  faith  during  a  period  of  9  years,  and  did  the  work  in 
both  capacities.    He  was  paid  during  those  9  years  the  sum 


of  $3,820.19.  llie  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  relieve  him  of  the 
necessity  of  repajring  the  money  to  the  Government.  The 
claimant  thought  he  was  within  his  rights,  since  no  objection 
was  urged  as  to  his  extra  work  as  a  letter  carrier.  The  Com- 
mittee on  Claims  thought  the  bill  was  meritorious,  and 
found  many  instances  of  similar  legislation  being  enacted 
by  the  Congress  In  the  past. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bUl  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Jerry  McKlnley  Thompson.  Portsmouth, 
N.  H..  Is  hereby  released  from  any  liability  to  the  United  States 
incurred  by  reason  of  the  receipt  by  him,  through  a  misunder- 
standing on  his  part,  of  dual  compensation  from  the  Post  Office 
Department  and  the  Department  of  the  Navy  during  the  period 
fro.Ti  June  16  to  September  15,  of  each  year  from  1929  to  1937. 
inclusive.  In  contravention  of  section  6  of  the  act  of  May  10,  1918, 
as  amended. 

NATIONAL  FOREST  ADMINISTRATION 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Adams]  objected  to  the  consideration  of  Cal- 
endar No.  1381,  House  bill  7643.  At  that  time  I  was  pre- 
pared to  offer  an  amendment,  but  was  not  present  in  the 
Chamber  when  the  bill  was  called.  I  have  submitted  the 
proposed  amendment  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado.  He 
agrees  to  the  amendment,  and  on  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  is  willing  to  withdraw  his  objection. 

I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  to  return  £o  Calendar 
No.  1381,  House  bill  7643,  in  order  that  I  may  offer  the 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered.  The  bill  will  be  stated  by  title 
for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  7643)  to  facilitate 
and  simplify  national  forest  administration. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  obJecUon  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  bUl  be 
amended  by  striking  out  all  of  lines  3.  4,  5,  6,  7,  and  8.  down 
to  and  including  the  word  "Provided,"  in  line  9. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  please 
explain  the  purport  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  purpose  ot  the  bill  Is  to  aid  In  ac- 
counting. Many  small  claims  are  required  to  be  brought  to 
Washington.  As  the  bill  is  proposed  to  be  amended,  it 
would  permit  auditing  in  the  field  claims  imder  $300.  The 
bill  previously  provided  that  any  decision  the  Secretary 
might  make  on  such  claims  should  be  final  and  conclusive. 
The  Department  agrees  that  that  provision  should  be 
stricken  out,  and  that  Is  the  amendment  which  I  have 
offered. 

Mr.  President,  Is  this  the  bill  which  I  called 


Mr.  SMITH, 
up  yesterday? 
Mr.  HATCH. 
Mr.   SMITH. 


Yes. 


I  made  an  explanation,  which  was  given 
to  me  by  the  Department.  Now  that  the  Department  has 
agreed  to  the  amendment,  I  will  accept  it. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch!. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  permits,  contracts,  agreements,  or  other 
instruments  requiring  payments  Into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  on  account  of  sale  of  national-forest  products,  use  of  na- 
tional-forest land,  or  other  sources  of  national -forest  revenue, 
including  contributions  by  cooperators  In  connection  with  author- 
ized activities  of  the  Forest  Service,  shall  be  exempt  from  the  pro- 
visions of  section  20.  title  41.  United  States  Code,  when  the  permit 
or  other  instrument  does  not  reqvUre  payment  to  the  Oovernment 
in  excess  of  $300  in  any  1  fiscal  year. 


1 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  3236  is  indefinitely  postpcmed. 

maj.  l.  p.  worrall 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  c(Xi8lder  the  bill  (S.  3903)  for  the 
relief  of  Maj.  L.  P.  Worrall.  and  for  other  purposes,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  the  OomptroUer  General  of  the  United  States  be.  and  he  Is 
hereby,  authorised  and  directed  to  credit  in  the  accoiints  of  MaJ- 
L.  P.  Worrall.  Finance  Department,  the  sum  of  •3.006.08,  public 
funds  for  wblch  he  is  accountable,  which  sum  was  paid  by  him  to 
King  ft  Booeer.  AnnlFton.  Ala.,  pursuant  to  change  order  "B."  dated 
August  23.  1938.  modifying  ccmtract  No.  W  5S-QM-CIV-^.  dated 
June  20.  1939.  and  which  sxim  has  been  disallowed  by  the  Comp- 
troller General  of  the  United  States:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  authorised  and  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
to  the  said  King  k.  Booser  a  sum  eqxial  to  any  amount  withheld  or 
deducted  from  any  amovints  otherwise  due  to  the  said  King  & 
Dooaer  on  account  ctf  the  payment  which  Is  herein  validated,  upon 
pceaentatlon  of  a  claim  therefor  to  the  ComptroUer  General  of  the 
United  States,  who  is  authorized  and  directed  to  certify  same  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment:  Provided  further.  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  ezcefs  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  tmlawfxil.  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explana- 
tion of  the  bill?  I  should  like  to  ask  a  question  to  indicate 
what  seems  to  be  an  objection  to  it  in  my  mind.  Was  a  bond 
made  and  paid  by  a  bondsman,  and  Is  the  purpose  now  to 
reimburse  the  bondsman? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  record  does  not  disclose  the  ex- 
istence of  a  bond.  The  money  was  paid  to  the  contractors, 
and  the  bill  seeks  to  relieve  the  officer  in  charge  from  liability. 
I  may 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  When  a  bondsman  has  made  a  bond  for 
a  Government  officer,  and  the  money  Is  lost  and  the  bondsman 
has  to  pay  It,  I  do  not  think  the  bondsman  ought  to  be  reim- 
bursed. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  agree  with  the  Senator;  but  the  money 
was  not  lost  in  this  case.  The  report  shows  that  the  War 
Department  received  full  value  for  the  $3,066.03  involved  and 
approved  the  bill.  It  seems  that  there  was  a  misunderstand- 
ing about  an  agreement  ii^ilch  was  entered  Into  between 
King  k  Booser,  who  were  contractors  In  Annlston,  Ala.,  and 
the  Government.  The  contractors  agreed  to  build  19  units 
of  portable  and  demountable  buildings,  and  a  question  arose 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  contractors  were  to  include  vesti- 
bules and  skirting  in  these  buildings.  The  officer  in  charge 
told  the  contractors  that  they  were  supposed  to  build  the 
vestibules  and  skirting,  but  on  appeal  the  Quartermaster  Gen- 
eral decided  that  the  contractors  were  not  under  obllgsition 
to  do  so,  and  so  there  was  a  controversy  over  the  matter. 
In  any  event,  the  contractors  acted  in  good  faith,  under  in- 
stnictidns  from  the  Quartermaster  General,  and  put  in  the 
extra  work,  and  the  War  Department  has  recommended  the 
bill. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an 
Inquiry? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Certainly. 

Mr.  KING.  I  notice  that  the  Acting  Secretary  of  War  sug- 
gests an  amendment.    Has  that  been  adopted? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes.  The  bill  was  amended  In  the  House 
In  accordance  with  the  suggestion  of  the  War  Department. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

RKLIEF  OP  CERTAIN  DISBURSrNG  AGEITTS  AND  OTHERS 

The  bill  (S.  3707)  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  agents 
and  certifying  oflBcers  of  the  Indian  Service,  the  United 
States  Veterans'  Administration,  and  the  Treasury  Depart- 


ment was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  allow 
credit  to  certifying  officers  of  the  Indian  Service  and  In  the  ao- 
counts  of  L.  E.  Baumgarten  (deceased).  J.  V.  King.  B.  W.  Jermark. 
and  J.  C.  Cavill,  disbursing  agents  of  the  Indian  Service:  Richard 
H.  Zohm,  disbursing  agent  for  the  United  States  Veterans'  Admln- 
Utratlon;  and  G.  P.  Allen,  chief  disbursing  officer  of  the  Treasury 
Department,  for  certain  payments  disaUowed  In  the  accounts  of 
the  above-named  officials  which  were  made  to  and  on  accoiint  of 
P.  D.  Southworth.  while  serving  as  agricultural  extension  agent  in 
the  Indian  Service  during  the  period  from  Uarcb  1038  to  February 
1836,  inclusive. 

CrUT   p.   ALLEH 

The  bill  (S.  3748)  for  the  relief  of  Guy  P.  Allen,  chief  dis- 
bursing officer.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  allow  credit 
In  the  Pebruary  1937  account  of  Guy  P.  Allen,  chief  disbursing 
officer,  Division  of  Disbursement.  Treasury  Department,  without 
charge  against  the  certifying  officer  of  the  Department  oC  the 
Interior,  for  voucher  16-28071,  •149.94. 

A.  A.  RAXSAT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  8021)  for  the 
relief  of  A.  A.  Ramsay,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment,  at  the  end  of  the 
bill  to  add  a  proviso,  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Bfecretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $50  to  A.  A.  Ram* 
say,  of  Oracle.  Ariz.,  In  full  settlement  of  his  claim  against  the 
United  States  arising  out  of  a  collision  with  a  Civilian  Conservation 
Corps  truck  at  Oracle,  Ariz.,  on  December  17,  1936:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  pxald  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  thla 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000, 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PAUL  SANTOKO 

•nie  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3647)  for  the 
relief  of  Paul  Sanford,  a  minor,  which  has  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment,  on  page 
2,  line  1,  after  the  word  "Provided."  to  strike  out:  "That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by 
any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account  of 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  said  claim.  It  shall  be 
unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to 
exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amoimt 
appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim, 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000"  and  Insert  "That  no  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $3,500  to  the  legal  guardian  of 
Paiil  Sanford,  a  minor,  of  Goodsprings,  Walker  County,  Ala.,  in  full 
settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  Govenunent  of  the  United 
States  for  Injuries  received  by  said  minor  on  the  17th  day  of 
October  1939  as  tke  result  of  blasting  op>eratlons  by  Work  Projecta 
Administration  employees  of  the  United  States  Government  at  or 
near  GoodsprlngB,  Walker  Cotmty,  Ala.:  Provided,  That  no  part  Qt 
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the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of_10  percent  thereof 
•hall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwlth- 
.  ctandlng.  Arty  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  g^ullty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  tl.OOO. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  the  legal  guardian  of  Paul  Sanf  ord,  a  minor." 

TRANSFER  OF  FUNDS  UNDER  CROP  INSURANCi;  ACT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9594)  to  amend  section  12  (b)  of  the  Soil 
Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act.  as  amended,  by 
authorizing  the  transfer  of  funds  to  cover  advances  for  crop 
Insurance,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  [Mr.  SMrrn],  who  reported  the 
bill,  a  question.  I  notice  on  the  calendar  the  statement  that 
the  bill  is  the  same  as  Calendar  No.  1610.  I  objected  to  Cal- 
endar No.  1610  yesterday,  on  the  ground  that  Calendar  No. 
1610,  Senate  bill  3886.  carries  a  provision  which,  in  my  opin- 
ion, unjustly  penalizes  a  purchaser  of  cotton. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  that  provision  has  been  de- 
leted from  the  House  bill. 

Mr.  MILLER.  That  is  what  I  was  about  to  ask.  Has  sec- 
tion 6  of  the  Senate  bill  been  deleted  from  the  House  bill? 

Mr.  SMITH.    Yes.    I  should  like  to  read  an  explanation: 

House  bill  9594  Is  the  same  as  Senate  bill  3886,  with  the  follow- 
ing exceptions  : 

1.  The  flrst  section  of  the  House  bill  authorizes  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  transfer  to  the  Federal  Crop  Insxirance  Corpora- 
tion certain  funds  to  cover  advances  for  crop  insxirance.  This 
amendment  is  heartily  recommended  by  the  Department  so  as  to 
make  simultaneous  the  transaction  of  collecting  the  premiums  and 
purchasing  wheat  to  cover  such  premiums  so  as  to  prevent  a  lapse 
of  time  in  which  the  market  might  fluctuate.  Without  this  amend- 
ment the  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
might  be  seriously  impaired. 

2.  Sections  6  and  7  of  Senate  bill  3886  dealing  with  collection  of 
penalties  on  cotton  grown  in  excess  of  marketing  quota  allotments 
have  been  deleted  from  House  bill  9594,  because  the  cotton  trade 
and  others  interested  expressed  some  objections  to  these  sections. 
As  the  measure  now  stands  there  are  no  controversial  provisions 
in  It  and  the  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture 
has  Indicated  that  when  the  House  bill  Is  returned  to  the  House 
from  the  Senate  he  will  move  that  the  House  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments,  thereby  eliminating  the  necessity  for  a  joint  con- 
ference. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  President,  these  were  the  particular 
sections  in  the  Senate  bill  to  which  I  was  objecting.  I  have 
no  objection  whatever  to  the  other  provisions  of  the  House 
bill,  so  long  as  the  penalty  sections  are  not  incorporated  in  it. 

Mr.  SMITH.     They  have  been  deleted. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  is  this  a  biU  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  make  collections  from  the 
various  persons  who  are  penalized,  without  covering  the 
money  Into  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  SMITH.  No.  There  is  a  crop-insurance  fund.  The 
Secretary  now  makes  payments,  but  it  is  asked  that  the 
transaction  of  collecting  the  premiums  be  simultaneous  with 
the  purchase  of  wheat  to  cover  such  premiums. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over 
temporarily. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  money  is  ultimately  paid  anyway.  The 
purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  expedite  the  process  and  save  money. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  know.  Mr.  President;  but  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  is  sometimes  arbitrary  in  its  attitude  on 
many  Questions  which  affect  the  ordinary  farmer.  I  shall 
Inquire  into  all  measures  administered  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  by  which  it  undertakes  to  have  money  placed  in 
its  hands  in  any  manner  other  than  in  the  regular  course. 
^  Mr.  SMITH.  I  think  the  committee  performed  their  func- 
tion. Of  course,  it  is  now  up  to  the  Senate  to  perform  its 
function.  After  careful  consideration,  we  thought  that  this 
was  a  process  by  which  money  could  be  saved,  for  to  delay 
the  transfer  of  the  money  sent  by  the  Department  to  the 
insurance  men  might  cause  a  drop  in  the  market. 


Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  I  know.  Mr.  President,  there  are  all 
sorts  of  plausible  reasons,  but  there  are  many  arbitrary  rules 
and  regulations  now  in  force  and  effect  that  work  grave 
injustices  to  individual  farmers. 

Mr.  SMITH.    How  would  it  affect  individual  farmers? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  do  not  know,  but  I  want  to  see. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  On  objection,  the  bill  will 
go  over. 

Mr.  GEORGE  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  when  it 
was  reached  on  the  calendar  I  objected  to  House  bill  9594.  I 
have  since  had  an  opportunity  to  read  it.  and  I  have  no 
objection  to  it. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  the 
Senate  recur  to  the  bill  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  and  to  have  the  bill  considered  at  this  time. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  objected  to  it  when  it  was  reached  be- 
cause it  is  rather  a  lengthy  bill;  I  do  not  know  what  ground 
It  covered,  and  I  was  very  anxious  to  see  that  it  did  not  cover 
too  much  ground.  I  have  had  an  opportunity  to  read  the 
bill,  and  I  withdraw  my  objection  to  it  in  order  that  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  may  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  its  consideration. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  what  Is  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  be  stated  by 
title. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  9594)  to  amend  section 
12  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act, 
as  amended,  by  authorizing  the  transfer  of  funds  to  covei: 
advances  for  crop  Insurance. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  had  in  mind  the  bills 
that  appear  on  page  17  of  the  calendar.  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  bill  the  title  of  which  has  been  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  9594)  to  amend  section  12  (b)  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended, 
by  authorizing  the  transfer  of  funds  to  cover  advances  for 
crop  insurance,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  with  amendments. 

The  ffrst  amendment  was.  on  page  2.  after  line  5.  to  insert: 

Sbc.  2.  That  paragraph  (5)  of  subsection  (c)  of  section  8  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act.  as  amended  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  sentence: 
"Such  normal  yield  per  acre  for  any  county  need  be  redetermined 
only  when  the  actual  average  yield  for  the  10  calendar  years  imme- 
diately preceding  the  calendar  year  In  which  such  yield  is  being 
reconsidered  differs  by  at  least  5  percent  from  the  actual  average 
yield  for  the  10  years  upon  which  the  existing  normal  yield  per 
acre  for  the  county  was  based." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  2,  after  line  15,  to 
insert: 

Sec  3.  That  section  8  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot- 
ment Act,  as  amended,  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(h)  In  order  to  make  materials  and  services  to  be  used  in  carry- 
ing out  soU-conserving  practices  available  to  producers  as  grants  of 
aid  under  this  section,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to 
utilize  the  services  of  county  committees  or  associations  of  producers 
as  agentB  for  the  purchasing  of  such  materials  or  services  and  such 
purchases  may  be  made  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  section 
3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and  such  purchases  may  be  made  from 
payments  made  pursuant  to  section  388  (b)  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938.  as  amended."  »*.ui«.ui«i 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  3.  after  line  3,  to  insert: 

Sec  4.  That  paragraph  (6)  of  subsection  (b)  of  section  301  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

•■(6)  (A)  'Market.'  In  the  case  of  com.  cotton,  rice,  tobacco,  and 
Wheat,  means  to  dispose  of.  in  raw  or  processed  form,  by  voluntary 
or  involuntary  sale,  barter,  or  exchange,  or  by  gift  inter  vivos,  and. 
is  i^^M^^v  ,!?''k  «°<»  J'^Pat-  by  feeding  (in  any  form)  to  poultry 
or  livestock  which,  or  the  products  of  which,  are  sold,  bartered  or 
exchanged,  or  to  be  so  disposed  of.  but  does  not  include  disposing 
of  any  of  such  commodities  as  premium  to  the  Federal  Crop  Insur- 
ance CorporaUon  under  title  V  **««» 
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"(B)  "Marketed.'  'marketing.'  and  for  market'  shall  have  cor- 
responding meanings  to  the  tezzn  *market'  in  the  connection  In 
which  they  are  used." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  S.  after  line  18,  to  in- 
sert: 

Sac.  6.  That  subparagraph  (A)  of  paragraph  (IS)  of  subsection 
(b)  of  section  301  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(18)  (A)  'Normal  ylelu*  for  any  county.  In  the  case  of  com  or 
wheat.  sbaU  be  the  average  irleld  per  acre  of  cctq  or  wheat  for  the 
county  during  the  10  calendar  years  Inunedlately  preceding  the  year 
in  which  such  normal  yield  Is  determined,  adjusted  for  abnormal 
weather  conditions  and  trends  in  yields.  Such  normal  yield  per 
acre  for  any  county  need  be  redetermined  only  when  the  actTual 
average  yield  for  the  10  calendar  years  immediately  preceding  the 
calendar  year  in  which  such  yield  is  being  reconsidered  differs  by  at 
least  5  percent  from  the  actual  average  yield  for  the  10  3rear8  upon 
which  the  existing  normal  yield  per  acre  for  the  county  was  based." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4,  after  line  8,  to  insert: 

Sac.  6.  That  subparagraph  (B)  of  paragraph  (13)  of  subsection 
(b)  of  section  301  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(B)  'Normal  yield'  for  any  county.  In  the  case  of  cotton,  shaU 
be  the  average  yield  per  acre  of  cotton  for  the  county,  adjusted 
for  abnomxal  weather  conditions,  during  the  5  calendar  years 
inunedlately  preceding  the  year  in  which  such  normal  yield  is 
determined." 

The  aaendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4,  after  line  16,  to 
Insert: 

8k.  7.  That  subsection  (c)  of  section  372  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  words  "within  one  year"  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  words 
"within  two  years";  by  adding  after  the  words  "wrongfuUy  col- 
lected" and  before  the  comma  the  words  "and  the  claimant  bore 
the  burden  of  the  payment  of  such  penalty";,  and  by  adding  after 
the  first  paragraph  the  following  new  paragraph: 

"Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law  the  Secretary  is 
authorized  to  prescribe  by  regulations  for  the  identification  of 
farms  and  it  shaU  be  sufficient  to  schedule  receipts  into  special 
deposit  accounts  or  to  schedule  such  receipts  for  transfer  there- 
from, or  directly,  into  the  separate  fund  provided  for  in  sutwection 
(b)  hereof  by  means  of  suc^  identification  without  reference  to 
the  names  of  the  producers  on  such  farms." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5,  after  line  7,  to  insert: 

8bc.  8.  That  section  385  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1988,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  sentence:  "In  case  any  person  who  is  entitled  to 
any  such  payment  dies,  becomes  incompetent,  or  disappears  before 
raoelTing  such  payment,  or  Is  succeeded  by  another  who  renders 
or  completes  the  required  performance,  the  payment  shall,  without 
regard  to  any  other  provisions  of  law,  be  made  as  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  may  determine  to  be  fair  and  reasonable  in  aU  the 
circumstances  and   provided  by  regulations." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5,  after  line  17,  to 
insert: 

Sec.  9.  That  section  891  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  thereto  the  foUowing  new 
subsection: 

**(c)  During  each  fiscal  year,  begliuilng  with  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30.  1941,  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  loan  to  the  Se^etary  such  sums,  not  to  exceed 
•50,000.000,  as  he  estimates  will  be  required  during  such  fiscal  year, 
to  make  crop-lnsurance-premium  advances  and  to  make  grants-of- 
aid  piucuant  to  the  appUcable  provisions  of  sections  8  and  12  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended.  In 
ooxmectlon  with  programs  applicable  to  crops  harvested  in  the 
calendar  year  in  which  such  fiscal  year  ends,  and  to  pay  the  ad- 
ministrative expenses  of  cotinty  agricultural  conservation  associa- 
tions for  the  calendar  year  in  which  such  fiscal  year  ends.  The 
sums  so  loaned  during  any  fiscal  year  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
current  appropriation  available  for  carrying  out  sections  7  to  17  of 
such  act  and  shall  be  repaid,  wtth  interest,  at  a  rate  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Secretary  but  not  less  than  the  cost  of  money  to 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  a  comparable  period,  during 
the  succeedmg  fiscal  year  from  the  appropriation  available  for  that 
year  or  from  any  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropriation  for  any 
other  year." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  6,  after  line  16,  to  insert: 


10.  That  where  an  agrlculttiral  adjustment  or  conservation 
payment  luis  been  made  to  a  person,  and  all  or  a  part  of  such  pay-   ' 


ment  was  earned  by  a  second  parson  by  virtue  of  his  having.  In  good 
faith,  contributed  to  the  rendering  o*  performance  for  which  the 
payment  was  made,  but  who  did  not  enter  into  or  apply  for  an 
adjustment  contract  prior  to  January  6,  1936,  or  with  respect  to  any 
agricultxual  conservation  payment  did  not  apply  for  payment  under 
uiy  program  formulated  for  any  year  from  1936  to  1939'.  Induaive. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  oigrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  amend 
the  Sou  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act.  as 
amended,  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938.  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Mr.  LUCAS  subsequently  said:  Mr,  President,  while  I  was 
out  of  the  Chamber  it  is  my  understanding  that  unanimous- 
consent  request  was  made  to  return  to  Calendar  No.  1746, 
House  bill  9594,  and  the  bill  was  passed. 

While  I  was  present  this  morning  it  wan  my  understanding 
that  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George]  made  objection 
to  the  bill  and  it  was  passed  over.  I  now  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  recur  to  Calendar  No.  1746.  House  bill  9594.  for  the 
pmpose  of  making  an  objection  to  a  certain  amendment  con- 
tained therein. 

The  PRESIDING  OPFIC^Ell.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  was  passed  after 
objection  was  withdrawn.  The  Senator  should  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  reconsider. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  that  subsequently  when  I  withdrew  my  objection 
the  bill  was  passed.  Did  the  Senator  desire  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  it? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  reconsider  the 
vote  whereby  the  amendments  to  House  bill  9594  were  ordered 
to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill? 

TTiere  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9594)  to  amend  section  12  (b)  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as 
amended,  by  authorizing  the  transfer  of  funds  to  cover  ad- 
vances for  crop  insurance. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  invite  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  for  a  moment  to  section  3  of  the  bill.  Section 
3,  which  is  an  amendment  to  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House, 
deals  with  certain  authority  granted  to  the  various  commit- 
tees throughout  the  country  that  are  now  administering  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act.  There  has 
been  a  dispute  between  certain  leaders  of  American  thought 
In  the  various  sections  of  the  country  sis  to  the  exact  meaning 
of  paragraph  (h)  under  section  3.  After  discussing  the  mat- 
ter this  morning  with  the  oflBcials  of  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment, I  may  say  that  they  have  no  objection  to  the  elimina- 
tion of  section  3  in  Its  entirety. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that 
I  received  that  information  from  the  Department,  and,  as 
this  bin  is  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the  fanners  of  certain 
burdens  and  improving  the  general  administrative  features 
of  the  present  act,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  elimination  of 
section  3.  The  Department  sa3^  It  docs  not  add  to  nor 
detract  from  the  purpose  of  the  biD. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  thank  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Agricultural  Committee,  and  I  so  move — that  section  3  of  the 
bill,  as  amended,  be  eliminated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  will  be  stated. 

The  Chxef  Clerk.  On  page  2  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
lines  16  to  25.  and  on  page  3  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  lines 
1  to3. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  further  move  that  the  remaining  sections 
be  properly  renumbered. 

The  PRESIDmo  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 
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The  question  Is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amendments  and 
the  third  reading  oS  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  he  engrossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

I  BILL  PASSED  OVXK 

The  bill  (S.  963)  providing  for  the  refund  of  taxes  collected 
under  Public  Law  No.  169,  Seventy-third  Congress,  known  as 
the  Bankhead  Act,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr,  KINO.    I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
^ver. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
withhold  his  objection?  I  shall  ask  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama [M.  Bankhxad]  to  make  an  explanation  of  the  bill. 
The  amendment  to  the  bill  merely  refers  the  matter  to  the 
Court  of  Claims.    It  provides  for  no  refund, 

Mr.  KINO.  May  I  ask.  Is  there  an  obligation  on  the  part 
of  the  Federal  Government  to  pay  $52,000,000  at  this  time? 

Mr,  HATCH.  I  understand  that  it  is  agreeable  to  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  that  the  bill  go  over  for  the  present, 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  Mr.  President,  the  bill  goes  over,  I  under- 
stand, at  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
j  over. 

TWO-HTTNDREDTH  AKNIVXRSART  OF  POUNDING  OF   UNIVEIISITY  OF 

PCNNSYLVAinA 


The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  214)  authorizing  the  recog- 
tlon  of  the  two  hundredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of 
le  University  of  Pennsylvania  by  Benjamin  Franklin  and 
the  beginning  of  university  education  in  the  United  States, 
and  providing  for  the  representation  of  the  Government  and 
people  of  the  United  States  in  the  observance  of  the  anni- 
versary, was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Whereas  there  are  to  be  held  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  at  other 
places  during  the  year  1940  celebrations  commemorating  the  two 
hundredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of  the  University  of  Penn- 
sylvania by  Benjamin  Franklin,  said  Institution  being  the  first 
university  to  be  established  in  what  are  now  the  United  States;  and 

Whereas.  In  accordance  with  resolutions  of  the  president  and  fel- 
lows of  the  University  of  Pennsylvania,  there  will  take  place  In 
Philadelphia.  Pa.,  on  the  leth,  17th.  18th,  19th.  aoth,  and  2l8t  of 
September  1940  formal  ceremonies  of  celebration  of  the  bicentennial. 
In  the  presence  of  the  governing  boards,  faculties,  students,  and 
alumni  of  the  university,  the  delegates  of  other  institutions,  dls- 
tlngu.shed  guests,  and  a  large  number  of  friends  and  benefactors- 
and 

Whereas  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  and  the  city  of 
Philadelphia  will  be  officially  represented  at  the  ceremonies;  and 

Whereas  the  University  of  Pennsylvania  endeavors  to  foster  and 
maintain  the  ideals  of  truth  and  freedom  so  dear  to  Americans* 
Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  the  Oovemment  and  people  of  the  United 
States  unite  with  the  University  of  Pennsylvania  In  a  fitting  and 
appropriate  observance  of  the  two  hundredth  anniversary  of  its 
founding,  which  marked  the  formal  beginning  of  university  edu- 
cation in  the  United  States  (Harvard,  William  and  Mary,  and  Yale 
were  founded  before  the  University  of  Pennsylvania,  but  they  were 
not  universities  until  after  the  University  of  Pennsylvania  became 
a  university). 

Skc.  2.  There  Is  hereby  established  a  commission  to  be  known  as 
the  United  States  University  of  Pennsylvania  Bicentennial  Commis- 
sion (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Commission)  to  be  composed  of 
15  commissioners,  as  foUowa:  The  President  of  the  United  States 
tnd  4  persons  to  be  appointed  by  him,  the  President  of  the  Senate 
and  4  Members  of  the  Senate  to  be  appointed  by  said  President  of 
the  Senate,  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  4 
Members  of  the  House  to  be  appointed  by  said  Sp)eaker. 

Sec.  3.  The  Commission,  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  shall 
cooperate  with  the  representatives  of  the  University  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  and  the  city  of  Phila- 
delphia in  the  appropriate  observance  of  such  anniversary,  and  shall 
extend  appropriate  courtesies  to  the  delegates  of  foreign  universities 
»nd  other  foreign  learned  bodies  or  Individuals  attending  the  cele- 
bration as  guests  of  the  University  of  Pennsylvania. 

Sec  4.  The  members  of  the  Commission  shall  serve  without 
compensation  and  shall  select  a  chairman  from  among  their  num- 
ber, but  the  President  of  the  United  States  shaU  be  designated  as  the 
•honorary  chairman"  of  the  Commission. 

S«c.  5.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any 
Sn"r^  ^  ^*  ^^'^^k"^*!  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of 
•10.000  to  be  expended  by  the  Commission  for  expenses.  Including 
'*i!n*L'!°l '**^*'**^  ttmveling  and  subsistence  expenses,  incurred 
whUe  discharging  Its  functions  under  this  Joint  resolution     Tt^ 


Commission  shall  have  power  to  select,  hire,  and  fix  the  compen- 
sation of  such  officers  and  employees  ni  shall  be  necessary  for  the 
performance  of  its  duties  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  other 
laws  applicable  to  employment  or  compensation  of  officers  or  em- 
ployees of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  6.  Any  vacancies  occurring  In  the  membership  of  the  Com- 
mission shall  be  filled  by  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

RZORGANIZATION   OF    NAVY    DEPARTMENT 

The  bill  (S.  4026)  providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the 
Navy  Department,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order, 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr,  President,  I  ask  the  very  able  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  to  make  an  explanation  of  this  bill. 

Mr,  WAUSH,  Mr.  President,  Calendar  No,  1749.  Senate  bill 
4026.  and  Calendar  No.  1750,  Senate  biU  4027,  are  companion 
bills.  Senate  bill  4026  is  entitled  "a  bill  providing  for  the 
organization  of  the  Navy  Department,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." The  first  section  of  the  bill  abolishes  the  Bureau  of 
Construction  and  Repair  and  the  Bureau  of  Engineering  and 
establishes  a  bureau  to  be  known  as  the  bureau  of  ships.  It 
is  provided  that  the  duties  of  the  new  btireau  shall  be  assigned 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  performed  under  his  au- 
thority and  the  orders  of  the  chief  of  the  bureau  of  ships 
shall  be  considered  as  emanating  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  and  shall  have  full  force  and  eflFect  sis  such. 

The  chief  of  the  bureau  of  ships  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

The  chief  of  the  bureau  must  be  experienced  In  naval  engi- 
neering or  In  naval  architecture. 

The  purpose  of  the  consolidation  of  these  bureaus — and 
there  are  seven  or  more  bureaus  in  the  Navy  Department,  in- 
cluding the  Bureau  of  Navigation,  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and 
Docks,  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  the  Bureau  of  Engineering, 
the  Bureau  of  Construction,  the  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Ac- 
counts—Is to  put  engineering  and  construction  under  one 
head.  It  is  suggested  for  purposes  of  coordination  and  the 
promotion  of  efficiency  and  to  bring  about  more  direct 
responsibility. 

Now,  In  the  construction  of  a  ship  the  plans  go  to  the  Bu- 
reau of  Engineering;  they  are  laid  on  the  desks  there  and 
studied  and  suggestions  are  made:  then,  they  go  to  the  Bureau 
of  Construction,  where  other  suggestions  are  made.  They  go 
back  to  the  Bureau  of  Engineering,  then  back  again  to  the 
Bureau  of  Construction,  and  finally  reach  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy.  The  purpose  Is  to  have  one  head  re- 
sponsible  for  the  engineering  and  architectural  construction 
groups  under  him. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  do  not  think  that  I  have  any  criticism  to 
offer  of  the  excellent  explanation  given  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts,  but  I  am  wondering  if  this  authority  is  not 
now  vested  in  the  President  under  the  Reorganization  Act? 

Mr.  WAI5H.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  is  some 
doubt  about  it.  The  President  has  doubt  about  the  matter, 
as  has  the  Navy  Department.  The  Navy  Department  has 
proceeded  to  make  consolidations  itself  so  far  as  it  thinks  it 
legally  can.  but  it  felt  in  this  instance  that  authority  should 
be  provided  by  statutory  enactment.  It  is  because  of  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  President  has  the  authority  that  it  is  pro- 
posed to  make  it  a  matter  of  statute.  Of  course,  this  bill 
provides  for  the  repeal  of  previous  laws  creating  the  two 
bureaus. 

There  Is  another  important  section  of  the  bill  to  which  I 
wish  to  caU  attention.  I  refer  to  the  secUon  which  provides 
for  an  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  which  is  the  third  section 
of  the  bill. 

In  addition  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  there  is  now.  as 
the  Senator  knows,  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and 
It  is  proposed  that  there  shall  be  an  Under  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  with  a  salary  of  $10,000,  and  that  he  shall  be  nominated 
by  the  President  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate,  The  reason 
given  for  it  is  the  excessive  amount  of  work  that  falls  on  the 
Secretary's  office,  and  also  for  the  purpose  of  assigning  to 
The  Assistant  Secretary  special  and  particular  duties  relating 
to  construction  work. 
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Mr.  McNARY.  May  I  aak  the  Senator  at  that  point  what 
duties  will  the  Under  Secretary  perform  which  are  not  now 
being  performed  by  the  personnel  in  the  Depeirtment? 

Mr.  WALBH.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  will  quote 
from  the  report  on  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Section  3  of  the  blU  provides  for  an  Under  Secretary  of  tbe  Navy. 
At  present  there  Is  only  one  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and 
there  Ls  no  Under  Secretary.  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
charged  with  the  extensive  and  far-reaching  duties  Just  referred  to. 
Is  more  than  fxuly  occupied  with  their  execution.  As  the  Navy  has 
grown,  and  as  its  field  establishments  have  Increased  in  size  and  in 
number,  these  duties  have  multiplied.  The  work  of  the  Navy  De- 
I)artment  as  a  whole  is  now  so  great  that  it  overtaxes  the  ability  of 
Its  two  civilian  heads,  the  Secretary  and  The  Assistant  Secretary. 
To  relieve  this  situation  an  Under  Secretary  Is  considered  very  de- 
sirable. The  bUl  permits  the  greatest  of  latitude  in  the  duties  which 
he  should  perform  by  prescribing  that  they  shall  be  such  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  This  freedom  Is  slmUar 
to  that  allowed  In  the  case  of  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
and  the  Assistant  Secretaries  of  many  other  executive  departments. 
It  permitb  the  Secretary  to  take  advantage  of  the  different  training, 
experience,  and  Inherent  qxialltlee  of  the  Individuals  who  may  be 
appointed  Under  Secretary  or  Assistant  Secretary.  Generally  speak- 
ing, however.  It  Is  proposed  that  The  Assistant  Secretary  shall  con- 
tinue to  perform  the  duties  now  being  performed  by  him.  namely. 
In  charge  of  the  preparation  of  tbe  naval  estimates  or  budget,  and 
In  charge  of  the  general  adnUnlstratlon  of  all  shore  establishments, 
while  the  Under  Secretary  will  act  as  the  "alter  ego"  of  the  Secre- 
tary, and.  so  far  as  possible,  relieve  both  the  Secretary  and  The 
Asidstant  Secretary  of  many  oS  the  duties  in  connection  with  official 
and  semlofflcial  functions,  conferences,  and  the  special  tasks  that 
arise  so  frequently  which  would  otherwise  have  to  be  performed 
personally  by  the  Secretary  or  The  Assistant  Secretary. 

niose,  In  general,  are  the  reasons  given  to  the  committee 
for  this  change. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  have  not  the  floor. 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNAIiLY.  I  may  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  the  reason  an  under  secretary  is  desired  by 
most  of  the  departments  is  that  away  back  15  years  ago, 
when  I  was  a  Member  of  the  other  House,  and  served  on  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  State  Department  in- 
sisted the  official  who  was  formerly  the  First  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  State  should  be  called  Under  Secretary  of  State  be- 
cause the  British  had  an  under  secretary  and  other  foreign 
governments  have  under  secretaries.  The  under  secretary 
Is  Just  a  little  alwve  the  first  assistant,  not  under  him.  just 
a  little  ahead  of  him.  So  since  we  did  that  for  the  State 
Department  because  It  wanted  to  pattern  itself  after  foreign 
legations  and  foreign  chancelries  and  ministries,  every  other 
department  now  has  to  have  an  under  secretary.  The 
Treasury  Department  got  one  many  years  ago.  and  now 
even  the  Department  of  Agriculture  has  an  under  secretary: 
so  I  think  that,  in  all  fairness,  in  the  allocation  of  titles, 
the  Navy  ought  to  have  an  under  secretary,  because,  other- 
wise, it  might  consider  itself  discriminated  against.  That 
is  all  there  is  to  it.  Of  course,  a  man  could  perform  the 
duties  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Just  as  well  as  If 
he  were  called  under  secretary,  but  be  would  not  have  the 
tlUe. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  familiar  with  that  history,  but  I 
appreciate  the  Information  given.  I  knew  the  title  was  of 
foreign  origin.  I  opposed  the  creation  of  an  Under  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  a  few  years  ago,  as  I  recall.  I  do  not 
Imagine  that  the  title  will  change  In  any  way  the  work  per- 
formed by  the  official,  only  he  will  have  a  little  different 
title  and  receive  a  larger  salary. 

My  purpose  In  rising.  Mr.  President,  was  this:  It  occurred 
to  me.  In  reading  the  synopsis  of  the  bill  on  the  calendar, 
that  authority  was  given  to  the  President  tmder  the  Reor- 
ganization Act  to  effect  this  very  change.  If  we  have  given  tbe 
authority  to  the  President.  I  think  we  shotild  not  now  obtrude 
our  congressional  authority  to  do  something  that  we  have 
given  away;  and  I  am  curious  to  know  why  the  President  does 
not  carry  out  the  edict  of  Congress  rather  than  to  have  Con- 
gress come  back  and  make  one  of  its  own  edicts. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  the  request  for  the  creation 
of  this  of&oe  comes  directly  from  the  President. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  speaking  now  about  the  reorgani- 
zation. 


Mr.  WALSH.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Judge  Advocate  Oen- 
eral's  office  that  there  is  not  legal  authority  for  the  consoli- 
dation under  an  Executive  order  by  the  President,  although, 
in  fact,  they  have  been  operating  with  certain  shifts  and  with 
the  abolishing  of  these  two  bureaus,  but  the  functions  are  not 
defined  by  law. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr,  President,  with  due  respect  to  the 
Judge  Advocate  General,  having  a  little  knowledge  of  the 
Executive  orders  heretofore  made  by  the  President  and  of  the 
Reorganization  Act.  I  cannot  imagine  that  there  is  any  lack 
of  authority  in  the  President  to  effect  the  change  suggested 
in  this  bill. 

Mr.  WALSH.  If  new  duties  were  created,  the  Senator  will 
agree  that  by  Executive  order  they  could  not  be  transferred 
from  one  department  to  another. 

Mr.  McNARY,    I  agree  to  that. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  Gn^LRTK  In  the  chair). 
The  time  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  on  the  bill  has 
expired. 

Mr,  KINO,  Mr.  President.  In  my  own  time  I  inqxiire  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  whether  this  bill  does  not  go 
further  than  merely  creating  an  under  secretary.  Does  it 
not  create  more  Jobs  and  more  titles  and  transfer  officials 
from  positions  which  they  now  occupy  to  other  posiUcms  with 
increased  salaries,  and  so  forth? 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  bill  abolishes  the  office  of  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  Aeronautics,  which  is  now  cre- 
ated by  law.  but  to  which  no  appointment  has  been  made 
in  recent  years,  as  the  duties  prescribed  for  this  office  are 
being  performed  by  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics,  The  only 
Job  created  by  the  bill  is  this  particular  one  of  under  secretary. 

Mr,  KING,  I  ask  the  Senator  to  give  us  a  chance  to 
look  into  the  bill.    Let  it  go  over. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Very  well.  The  Senator  from  Utah  is 
within  his  rights  in  asking  that  the  bill  go  over. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  following  the  disposition 
of  the  bill  which  is  the  unfinished  business — the  hospital 
bill  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Wagnek] — the 
Senate  proceed  to  take  up  four  naval  bills;  namely,  first, 
the  naval  vessel  expansion  bill;  secondly,  the  naval  air- 
plane expansion  bill;  and  thirdly,  these  two  bills,  which 
are  companion  measures. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts asks  unanimous  consent  that  following  tbe  order 
previously  made,  the  Senate  take  up  the  four  naval  Mils 
which  he  has  enumerated. 

Mr.  WAL£H.  Let  me  say  that  the  leader  has  agreed 
that  one  of  the  bills  shall  be  taken  up  following  the  disposi- 
tion of  the  Wagner  bill,  and  I  thought  all  four  of  them 
should  be  taken  up  in  succession  and  disposed  of  at  tbe 
same  time,  as  they  are  all  interlocked  and  interrelated. 

Mr.  KING,  Mr.  President,  for  the  present  I  shall  object — 
and  I  do  it  very  reluctantly — to  the  suggestion  of  my  friend 
from  Massachusetts. 

We  have  had  pending  for  some  time  a  House  bill,  the 
so-called  Logan- Walter  bill;  and  it  Is  obvious  that  there 
are  some  forces  or  agencies  which  are  opposed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  that  bllL  At  the  appropriate  time,  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  so-called  hospital 
bill,  I  shall  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  so-called  Logan- Walter  bill. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the  request  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts  requires  unanimous  consent.  Aside 
from  that.  I  must  reluctantly  refuse  to  go  along,  and  do 
object,  for  the  reason  that  for  weeks  we  have  been  tnring  to 
get  before  the  Senate  for  its  consideration  what  is  known 
as  the  Walter-Logan  bill;  and.  until  that  bill  is  disposed  of,  I 
very  much  hope  no  other  contentious  bill  will  be  presented. 

The  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the 
Senate  has  been  tnring  for  weeks  to  bring  before  the  Senate 
for  consideration  the  Walter-Logan  bill.  It  is  a  matter 
which  is  all-important  to  the  welfare  of  the  country.  The 
committee  will  strive  at  every  opportunity  to  have  it  brought 
before  tbe  Senate  for  consideration:  and,  so  far  as  I  am 
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concerned,  as  one  member  of  the  subcommittee.  I  shall 
object  from  now  on  to  the  consideration  by  unanimous 
consent  of  any  other  contentious  bill. 

Mr.  McNARY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  desire  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada.  Not  only  has  the  subcommittee  of  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  been  urging  the  consideration  of  the 
Logan- Walter  bill,  but  the  full  committee,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  one  member,  recently  met  and  resolved  to  urge  the 
Senate  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  So  the  Judiciary  Committee  is 
behind  the  suggestion  made  by  the  able  Senator  from 
Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  am  very  happy  to  have  that  fact  stated. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  already  had  made  arrange- 
ments with  the  leader  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  to  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  naval- 
expansion  bill  at  the  end  of  the  consideration  of  the  hospital- 
construction  bill.  I  thought  it  would  be  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Members  of  the  Senate — ^not  to  my  own  personal  ad- 
Vantage — to  have  all  these  naval  bills.  Interlocked  as  they 
are,  considered  and  disposed  of  on  the  same  day,  after  a 
general  discussion  of  the  whole  subject.  That  was  my 
reason  for  putting  the  four  measures  together  at  one  time. 
-  Let  me  further  say  that  the  first  bill  deals  with  the  ex- 
.pansion  of  naval  vessels. 

The  second  bill  deals  with  the  expansion  of  naval  air- 
planes, naval  air  bases,  and  training  of  naval  pilots. 

The  third  bill  deals  with  a  reorganization  In  the  Navy 
Department,  to  make  more  efficient  the  work  of  the  De- 
partment, and  the  fourth  deals  with  the  consolidation  of 
the  Construction  Corps  and  the  line  of  the  Navy. 

I  therefore  give  notice  that  In  due  time  I  shall  move  to 
take  up  those  bills. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  there  are  on  the  calendar 
"a  number  of  bills  in  which  numerous  Senators  are  inter- 
ested. I  call  for  the  regular  order,  so  that  we  may  proceed 
with  them. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  The  regular  order  has  been 
called  for. 

RSGISntATION   or   TRAOC-MARKS 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
recur  to  Calendar  No.  1617.  House  bill  6618.  which.  I  believe, 
was  passed  over  yesterday.  I  was  detained  from  the  Senate 
for  a  couple  of  days  because  of  physical  necessities,  and  was 
not  present  when  the  calendar  was  called  yesterday.  This 
ts  the  so-called  copyright  blU.  the  report  on  which  was  pre- 
pared and  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
DawahkrI.  a  member  of  the  Patents  Committee,  and  myself. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President.  I  think  I  objected  to  the 

'consideration  of  the  bill  yesterday,  and  I  should  have  to  object 

to  It  again  at  this  time  until  I  have  a  chance  to  look  toto  It. 

The  PRESroiNO  OFFICER.  Objection  Is  heard.  The 
clerk  win  state  the  next  bill  on  the  calendar  under  the  unani- 
mous-consent agreement. 

BILL  PASSED  OVXR 

The  bin  (S.  4027)  to  transfer  the  active  list  of  the  Construc- 
tion Corps  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  is  that  bin  similar  to  the  one 
which  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  Just  been  dis- 
cussing? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes:  they  are  companion  bills.  It  should 
not  be  enacted  unless  the  other  bill  is  enacted.  I  ask  that  it 
go  over  with  the  other  bill. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Objection  is  heard,  and  the 
bill  win  be  passed  over. 

COmrXTANCK  OF  CBtTAnr  LAHDS  TO  STATX  OF  WTOMIKa 

The  tAU  (H.  R,  8403)  to  convey  certain  lands  to  the  State 
Of  Wyoming  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
tlie  ttiird  time,  ^r^d  pa^y^'d. 


RKNTALS  IN  CERTAnf  On.  AKD  OAS  LEASES 

Tbe  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bin  (S.  2915)  relat- 
ing to  rentals  in  certain  oil  and  gas  leases  issued  under  au- 
thority of  the  act  of  February  25,  1920.  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys  with  an  amendment,  to  strike 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  to  Insert: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  In  the  case  of  landa  not  within 
any  known  geologic  structure  of  a  productive  oil  or  gas  field,  shall 
waive  the  rentals  stipulated  In  oU  and  gas  leases  issued  pursuant  to 
section  17  of  the  act  of  February  25.  1920,  as  amended  by  the  act 
of  Augxist  21.  1935  (49  Stat.  674).  for  the  second  and  third  lease 
years,  xinless  a  valuable  deposit  of  oU  or  gas  be  sooner  diacovered. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  because  of  the  past  history 
of  some  oil  transactions  In  this  vicinity,  I  ask  the  able  Sen- 
ator from  Wyoming  to  explain  the  bill. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  has  been 
amended  to  harmonize  with  the  recommendation  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  As  I  originally  introduced  the 
bill.  It  provided  for  the  waiver  of  rentals  under  certain  oil 
and  gas  leases  on  lands  not  within  a  known  structure  of  a 
producing  oil  or  gas  field.  In  other  words,  it  was  dealing 
with  what  we  commonly  call  "wildcat"  land.  In  order  to 
liberalize  to  a  certain  degree  the  provisions  of  the  law  so  as 
to  make  it  a  little  easier  for  those  who  seek  to  prospect 
upon  the  public  domain,  I  sought  In  this  bill  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  rental  required. 

Under  the  Leasing  Act  as  it  now  stands,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  may  charge  a  rental  of  not  less  than  25  cents 
an  acre  per  annum  on  these  5-year  leases.  Under  the  reg- 
ulations which  the  Secretary  has  anonunced.  the  rental  Is 
50  cents  a  year — twice  the  mmimum  provided  In  the  law. 
Obviously,  a  rental  of  50  cents  an  acre  on  nonproductive 
land  operates  as  an  obstruction  to  development.  I  sought  to 
have  this  waiver  made  with  respect  to  exchange  leases — 
that  is  to  say.  the  leases  which  are  given  in  exchange  for 
prospecting  permits — and  also  with  respect  to  leases  under 
section  17  of  the  Leasing  Act — that  is  to  say,  original  leases 
made  upon  application.  The  Interior  Department  declined  to 
approve  the  waiver  of  rental  on  exchange  leases  and  de- 
clined to  approve  the  waiver  of  the  rental  for  the  first  year, 
but  did  consent  to  a  waiver  of  the  rental  for  the  second  and 
third  3rears. 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  these  are  S-jrear  leases. 
The  purpose  of  the  Department  In  asking  for  the  rental  for 
the  first  year  was,  as  it  is  explained  by  the  Department,  to 
make  certain  that  the  leases  go  into  the  hands  of  bona  fide 
operators  who  desire  to  develop.  The  bill  was  unanimously 
approved  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lcmds. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Was  the  bill  referred  to  the  Department 
of  the  Interior? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.     Oh,   yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  And  favorable  consideration  was  given  to 
it? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  That  Is  correct.  The  Department  of 
the  Interior  suggested  an  amendment,  which  Is  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  substitute,  as  I  have  described. 

Mr.  McNARY.  A  portion  of  the  money  derived  goes  to 
the  reclamation  fund? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Rfty-two  and  one-half  percent? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.     Yes;  there  Is  no  change. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Does  it  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Reclamation? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.     Oh,  yes.     There  is  no  objection. 

Let  me  add  that  for  many  years  I  have  been  seeking  to 
liberalize  the  provisions  of  the  Leasing  Act,  and  I  feel  that 
much  greater  concessions  should  be  made  than  the  Interior 
Department  Is  willing  to  approve  In  order  to  stimulate  de- 
velopment. In  an  fairness,  however.  It  should  be  remarked 
that  on  numerous  occasions  the  Department  has  granted  my 
requests  for  the  extension  of  the  terms  of  oil  and  gas 


prospecting  permits.  The  issuance  of  such  permits  was  alto- 
gether suspended  In  1929,  and  for  a  long  period  the  attitude 
of  the  Interior  Department  was  to  discourage  development 
upon  the  public  domain.  It  has  always  been  my  desire  to 
promote  development,  t)ecause  by  so  doing  the  receipts  of 
the  reclamation  fund  and  the  receipts  of  the  States  in  which 
the  valuable  deposits  are  found  are  materially  increased. 

Under  the  act  of  August  21,  1935,  which  I  introduced  In 
the  Senate  after  prolonged  negotiations  with  the  Department 
of  the  Interior,  we  succeeded  in  obtaining  a  blanket  exten- 
sion for  thousands  of  oil  and  gas  permits  in  the  public-land 
States.  The  extension  of  these  permits  brought  about  a  sub- 
stantial increase  of  drilling.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  records 
of  the  Geological  Survey  now  indicate  that  during  several 
years  past  the  proportion  of  drilling  for  oil  on  public  lands 
In  tbe  public-land  States,  as  compared  with  drilling  on 
private  lands  In  other  States,  has  greatly  increased,  lids 
has  all  been  to  the  advantage  of  the  public-land  States  and  of 
the  reclamation  fund  and  of  the  schools  and  highway  systems 
in  such  States. 

It  is  my  belief  that  mtbdi  more  substantial  concessions 
than  those  contained  in  this  bill  should  be  granted,  but  the 
measure  as  reported  by  the  Committee  en  Pubbc  Lands  and 
Surveys  seems  to  represent  the  most  that  can  be  obtained 
at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Hie  clerk  will  state  tbe 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  Cmxr  Clerk.  It  is  inroposed  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  and  to  Insert  the  following: 

That  the  Secretary  of  tbe  IMertor,  In  tbe  ease  of  lands  not  wltbln 
any  known  geologic  structure  of  a  productive  oil  or  gas  field,  shall 
waive  the  rentals  stipulated  in  oU  and  gas  leases  Issued  pursuant 
to  section  17  of  the  act  of  February  25,  1020.  as  amended  by  the 
act  of  August  ai.  1035  (49  Stat.  674),  for  the  second  and  third 
lease  years,  unlees  a  valuable  deposit  of  oU  or  gas  be  sooner 
discovered. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  report  of  the  committee  be  printed  at  this  point 
in  the  Recoid. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 


[8.  Bept.  No.  1673.  76th  Cong.,  8d  sees.] 

The  Oommlttee  on  Public  Zjands  and  Surveys,  having  considered 
the  bill  (S.  2915)  relating  to  rentals  In  certain  oil  and  gas  leases 
Issued  under  the  authority  of  the  act  of  February  25,  1920,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  report  the  same  with  an  amend- 
ment and  recommend  that  the  bill  as  thus  amended  be  passed. 

Strike  out  aU  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  the  following: 

"That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  In  the  case  of  lands  not 
within  any  known  geologic  structure  of  a  productive  oil  or  gas 
field.  thaU  waive  the  rentals  stipulated  In  oil  and  gas  leases  issued 
pxusuant  to  section  17  of  the  act  of  February  25.  1020,  as  amended 
by  the  act  of  Augiist  21,  1935  (49  Stat.  674),  for  the  second  tfnd 
third  lease  years,  unless  a  valuable  deposit  of  oU  or  gas  be  sooner 
tUsoovered.** 

The  above  amendment  Is  suggested  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  and  although  It  does  not  acoompllsh  all  of  the  purposes 
of  the  original  bill,  it  has  been  accepted  by  the  oommlttee.  As 
Introduced,  the  blU  provided  for  the  waiver  of  rentals  for  the 
second  and  third  lease  years  of  all  oil  or  gas  leases  not  within 
any  known  geologic  structure  of  a  productive  oil  or  gas  field; 
eliminated  the  present  requirement  of  a  rental  bond  during  the 
first  3  years  of  any  such  lease,  but  retained  the  present  require- 
ment for  a  drilling  bond.  The  waiver  of  rentals  under  the  blU 
would  have  extended  to  leases  issued  xinder  section  13  of  the 
Leasing  Act  in  exchange  for  prospecting  permits,  as  well  as  to 
original  leases  under  section  17  of  the  said  act. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  disapproved  the  Inclusion  of 
exchange  leasee  on  the  groiuid  that  no  rentals  are  required  under 
the  present  law  for  such  leases  diu-ing  tbe  first  2  years.  Tbe 
Departtnent  also  disapproved  the  provision  eliminating  tbe  re- 
quirement of  a  rental  bond  masmuch  as  after  the  introduction  of 
the  bill  on  July  38,  1939.  the  Department,  by  regiilatlon.  has  pro- 
vided that  tbe  fUlng  of  a  $1,000  lease  bond  will  not  be  required  so 
long  as  the  annual  rental  iinder  a  lease  is  paid  00  days  in  advance 
of  Its  due  date. 

The  bill,  as  modified  by  tbe  recommendation  of  tbe  Department 
of  the  Interior,  waives  tbe  rental  for  tbe  second  and  third  lease 
rears  of  all  leases  lasoed  imder  section  17  of  tbe  Traastng  Act  on 
lands  not  within  any  known  geologic  structure  of  a  ivoductltv 
oil  or  gai 


The  report  at  the  Secretary  follows: 

DEPaaTMnrr  or 
Hon.  ALVA  B.  AoAics,  Washington.  April  27.  1940. 

Chairman.  Committee  on  Puhtie  Land*  and  Surveys,  United 

States  Senate. 

Mt  Dxab  ScMAToa  Adams  :  You  have  submitted  for  a  rep>ort  on  the 
bill  a  copy  of  8.  2915,  eutiUed  "A  bUl  relating  to  rentals  in  certain  oU 
and  gas  leases  Issued  under  authority  of  the  act  of  February  25, 
1920.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  bill  provides  that  the  rental  stipulated  in  oil  and  gas  leases 
issued  subsequent  to  the  act  of  Augvist  21.  1935  (40  Stat.  674).  for 
lands  not  within  any  known  geological  structure  of  a  producing 
field  shall  be  waived  for  the  second  and  third  lease  years,  and  that 
no  bond  shall  be  required  for  the  first  3  years  of  such  leases,  except 
where  otherwise  provided  by  law  and  except  that  a  bond  shall  be 
required  before  permission  to  drill  under  the  lease  In  granted. 

Certain  changes  should  be  made  In  the  bill  as  hereinafter  recom- 
mended, and  if  so  amended  1  will  Interpose  no  objection  to  its 
enactment. 

The  amehdato.7  act  of  August  21,  1085,  provides  for  the  payment 
In  advance  by  the  lessee  of  a  rental  to  be  fixed  in  the  lease  of  not 
less  than  26  cents  per  acre  per  annum.  The  regvQatlons  under  this 
act  (Circiilar  1386)  prescribe  a  rental  cf  50  cents  per  acre  for  the 
first  year,  payable  pricu-  to  the  Issuance  of  the  lease,  and  for  the 
succeeding  lease  years  25  cents  per  acre  until  oil  or  gas  In  oooamerclal 
quantities  Is  discovered.  Thereafter  the  rental  Is  $1  per  acre,  any 
rental  paid*  for  any  1  year  to  be  credited  against  the  royalties  as 
they  accrue  for  that  year.  The  lessee  must  furnish  prior  to  the 
beginning  of  drilling  operations  and  thereafter  maintain  a  $5,000 
lease  bond,  and  the  regulations  originally  provided  that  until  such 
bond  was  filed  he  must  submit  and  maintain  a  bond  In  the  sum  of 
$1,000  conditioned  upon  compliance  with  the  terms  of  the  lease. 
However,  under  a  regulation  approved  November  27,  1039  (Circular 
1464),  the  lessee  wlU  not  be  required  to  furnish  the  $1,000  lease 
bond  before  the  lease  is  Issued,  and  he  may  defer  the  filing  of  such 
bond  so  long  as  the  annual  rental  under  the  lease  Is  paid  90  days  In 
advance  ot  its  due  date.  Since  a  lessee  may,  by  paying  the  rental  in 
advance,  hold  the  lease  without  bond  untU  he  desires  to  commence 
drilling,  the  provision  of  the  bill  to  exempt  the  lessee  from  furnish- 
ing the  bond  for  the  first  8  srears  of  the  lease  appears  to  be  unnec- 
essary. 

Under  the  biU  the  lessee  would  pay  only  60  cents  per  acre  rental 
in  the  first  3  years  of  the  lease,J^ereas  under  present  law  and 
regulations  a  total  rental  of  $1  pe^^re  Is  reqxilred  for  those  years. 
EUjwever,  the  initial  payment  of  60  cents  per  acre  would  appear  to  be 
sulBclent  in  amount  to  discourage  generally  the  filing  of  applica- 
tions for  the  purpose  of  speculating  in  the  leases,  and  this  reduction 
In  the  amount  of  rental  under  each  lease  will  in  aU  probability  be 
more  than  compensated  by  the  rentals  received  from  the  IncrMsed 
acreage  that  will  be  leased  because  of  the  lower  rental  requirement. 
WhUe  the  amount  of  rental  now  required  is  of  little  significance 
when  compared  to  the  cost  of  drilling  a  well  under  the  lease,  the 
general  view  seems  to  be  that  it  is  higher  than  should  be  charged 
for  the  class  of  public  lands  for  which  such  leases  may  under  the 
law  be  obtained.  Although  I  am  not  convinced  that  such  a  view  Is 
justified,  inasmix:h  as  tbe  policies  embodied  In  the  amendatory  act 
of  August  21,  1935,  and  the  objectives  attained  under  that  act,  wiU 
remain  unaffected,  I  will  not  oppose  the  prt^xseed  reduction  of 
rentals. 

Leases  Issued  under  section  IS  of  the  Leasing  Act  as  amended 
by  the  act  of  August  31,  1936,  in  exchange  for  prospecting  per- 
mits, are  free  of  rental  for  the  first  2  lease  years.  Clearly,  the 
proposed  waiver  of  rentals  should  not  apply  to  such  leases,  but 
the  provisions  of  the  bill  should  be  made  applicable  only  to  those 
leases  issued  under  section  17  of  the  Tieaslng  Act  as  amended 
for  lands  not  within  any  known  geologic  structure  of  a  ivoducing 
oU  or  gas  field. 

In  order  that  Its  provisions  may  be  in  accord  with  the  fore- 
going suggestions,  I  recommend  that  the  biU  be  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"That  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Interior,  in  the  case  of  lands  not 
within  any  known  geologic  structxire  of  a  productive  oil  or  gas 
field,  shall  waive  the  rentals  stipulated  In  oil  and  gas  leases  issued 
pursuant  to  section  17  of  the  act  of  February  25,  192G,  as  amended 
by  the  act  of  Augiist  21,  1935  (40  Stat.  674),  for  the  second  and 
third  lease  years,  unless  a  valuable  deposit  of  oU  or  gas  be  sooner 
discovered." 

The  Director  of  tbe  Btireau  of  tbe  Budget  has  advised  me  that 
there  is  no  objection  to  the  presentation  of  this  repKirt. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Hasou)    L.    Ickzs, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BILLS  PAfSD  OVn 

The  bill  <S.  3087)  to  record  the  lawful  admission  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  of  Chalm  Wakerman« 
known  as  Hsrman  Wakermao,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  RXTNOIDB.    Over. 

Tl>e  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Tbe  biU  will  be  passed  over. 


ott  or  gM  fl«kL 


Hie  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.    Tbe  bill  wlU  be  pMted  over. 
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The  bin  (H.  R.  2036)  for  the  relief  of  Umberto  Tedeschl 
was  announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5417)  for  the  relief  of  Isaac  Surmany  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6409)  to  record  the  lawful  admission  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  of  Motiejus  Buzas  and 
Bemice  Buzas.  his  wife,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

WILLIAM  LAWRXMCK  TAN 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3146)  relat- 
ing to  the  citizenship  of  William  Lawrence  Tan,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  1,  line  9,  after  "1935".  to  strike  out 
"shall  be  deemed  to  have  begun  to  reside  permanently  in  the 
United  States  on  December  1,  1934;  and,  notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  law,  the  said  William  Lawrence  Tan 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  5  years 
after  such  date",  and  to  insert  "notwithstanding  that  he  is 
Inadmissible  for  entry  into  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  he  shall  not  be  deported",  so  as  to  make  the  biH 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purposes  of  section  5  of  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  in  reference  to  the  expatriation  of  citizens  and 
their  protection  abroad,"  approved  March  2,  1907,  as  amended, 
WlUlam  Lawrence  Tan,  of  Honolulu.  T.  H.,  the  minor  child  of 
WUma  Alberta  Geary,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  whose  Ameri- 
can citizenship  was  resumed  on  March  30,  1935,  notwithstanding 
that  he  is  inadmissible  for  entry  into  the  United  States  for  perma- 
nent residence  he  shall  not  be  deported. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BILLS   PASSED    OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7515)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  B.  Rupinski 
and  Maria  Zofla  Rupinski  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.    The  bill  Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8295)  for  the  relief  of  Leo  Neumann  and 
his  wife,  Alice  Neumann,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.     The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2684)  for  the  relief  of  Enuna  Knutson  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

EXCLUSION  AND  DEPORTATION  OF  ALIENS 

-The  bill  (H.  R.  4860)  to  amend  existing  law  so  as  to  pro- 
vide for  the  exclusion  and  deportation  of  aliens  who  advo- 
cate the  making  of  any  changes  in  the  American  form  of 
government  was  announced  as  next  in  order, 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  does  anyone  wish  to  op- 
pose a  bill  which  would  make  it  possible  to  deport  someone 
who  wished  to  change  the  form  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  of  America? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the  Senator  is  addressing 
his  question  to  the  Chair,  the  Chair  will  say  that  he  is  in  no 
position  to  answer. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Let  the  biU  go  over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  bill  wiU  be  passed  over. 

BILLS   PASSED   OVXB 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7179)  authorizing  the  naturalization  of 
X^uls  D.  Freedman  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  wUl  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8292)  for  the  relief  of  Erich  Hecht,  Grete 
J.  L.  Hecht,  and  Erich  P.  Hecht.  Jr.,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 


IXOSENCX  SINCLAIR  COOPER  ^ND  OTHERS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  1789)  to 
authorize  the  cancelation  of  deportation  proceedings  in  the 
case  of  Florence  Sinclair  Cooper  and  daughter  Margaret 
Lavallie,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  with  amendments,  on  page  2,  line  1,  after  the 
name  "Lavallie"  and  the  comma,  to  insert  "and  Philip  P. 
Roy";  on  line  3,  before  the  name  "Florence",  to  strike  out 
"neither";  on  line  4,  after  the  name  "Sinclair",  to  strike  out 
"Cooper  nor"  and  insert  "Cooper";  on  line  5.  before  the  word 
"shall",  to  insert  "and  Philip  P.  Roy",  and  after  the  word 
"shall"  to  insert  the  word  "not",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Labor  U  hereby  author- 
ized and  directed  to  cancel  the  deportation  proceedings  issued  pur- 
suant to  sections  19  and  20  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  February 
5,  1917  (39  Stat.  889,  890;  U.  8.  C.  title  8.  sees.  155  and  156),  In  the 
case  of  Florence  Sinclair  Cooper  and  daughter,  Margaret  Lavallie. 
and  Philip  P.  Roy,  any  provision  of  existing  law  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Prom  and  after  the  date  of  the  approval  of  thlB  act, 
Florence  Sinclair  Cooper,  her  daughter,  lilargaret  Lavallie,  and 
Philip  P.  Roy  shall  not  again  be  subject  to  deportation  by  reason 
of  the  same  facts  upon  which  the  outstanding  proceedings  rest. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

TTie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  tiUe  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  to  authorize 
the  cancelation  of  deportation  proceedings  in  the  case  of  Flor- 
ence Sinclair  Cooper  and  daughter,  Margaret  Lavallie,  and 
Philip  P.  Roy." 

BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6083)  for  the  relief  of  Morris  Bumstein, 
Jennie  Bumstein,  and  Adolph  Bumstein  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  wlH  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6946)  for  the  relief  of  Salvatore  Taras  was 
announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

JOHN  L.  HARDER 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  wish  to 
withdraw  the  objection  I  entered  several  days  ago  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Calendar  No.  1529,  House  bill  5827. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  ask  that 
the  Senate  recur  to  that  bill  at  this  time? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Yes.  Mr.  President. 

There  being  no  objecUon,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  (H.  R.  5827)  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deporta- 
tion proceedings  in  the  case  of  John  L.  Harder  and  children 
Paul  WiUiam  Harder,  Irvin  W.  Harder,  Erlna  Justina  Harder' 
Elsie  Anna  Harder,  and  Elizabeth  Harder,  which  had  been  re-' 
ported  from  the  Committee  on  ImmigraUon  with  an  amend- 
ment, on  page  2,  line  2.  after  the  word  "rest",  to  insert  "and 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  lawful  residents  of  the  United  States" 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

iJ^lin^^'^^f'I^^-  '^^^  ^^^  Secretary  of  Labor  Is  hereby  author- 
teed  and  directed  to  cancel  the  proceedings  instituted  against  John 
T  ^"^"  an«»  '^Hl^*^*^^-  P«^  William  Harder,  Irvin  W.  Harder  Edn« 
Jv^tma  Harder,  Elsie  Anna  Harder,  and  Elizabeth  Harder,  any  pro- 
S?Lr  thi  ?ifi*^f  It.'  ^  ^^*  contrary  notwithstanding.  Prom  and 
?r^^  w  ^^^  °/  *^®  approval  of  this  act.  John  L  .  Paul  WUllam, 
Irvin  W.,  Edna  Justina.  Elsie  Anna,  and  Elizabeth  Harder  shall  not 
»h"S,^h."iH'^.^  to  deportation  by  reason  of  the  same  facts  upon 
Which  the  outstanding  proceedings  rest,  and  shaU  be  deemed  to  be 
lawful  residents  of  the  United  SUtea.  ^^       aeemed  to  De 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill  to 
be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

ASSAY  OFTICE  AT  HELENA,  MONT. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (8.  3115)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  an  assay  office 
at  Helena.  Mont.,  which  was  read,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaaury  U  autbcr- 
teed  and  directed  to  establish,  equip,  and  maintain  an  assay  office 
at  Helena.  Mona,  for  the  purpose  of  assaying  ore  and  purchasing 


8k.  a.  There  are  hereby  authorised  to  be  appropriated  such  sums 
as  may  be  necessary  in  order  to  establish,  equip,  and  maintain  such 
MMy  office,  and  to  acquire  such  land  and  construct  or  rent  such 
buildings  a«  may  be  necessary  for  the  proper  functioning  of  sxich 
assay  office. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  not  the  Senator  from 
Montana  explain  the  need  for  this  assay  office? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  there  used  to  be  an  assay 
office  at  Helena  for  many  years,  and  the  Government  still 
owns  the  building.  A  few  years  ago  it  was  felt  there  was  not 
any  need  for  an  assay  office  in  Helena,  but  since  mining  has 
been  revived  in  the  western  section  of  the  country,  in  Mon- 
tana and  other  States,  a  great  many  small  miners  are  pros- 
pecting for  gold  and  for  other  minerals,  and  they  have  to  ship 
their  ore  to  Denver  and  pay  for  the  shipping.  It  is  a  very 
expensive  matter  for  them,  and  also  extremely  inconvenient. 
It  would  be  very  helpful,  in  my  judgment,  and  in  the  judg- 
ment of  others,  in  restoring  employment  among  prospectors 
if  the  assay  office  were  reestablished. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator.  Would  he  agree  to 
strike  out  the  words  "and  directed"  in  line  3? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Yes. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  move  to  amend,  on  lines  3  and  4,  by 
striking  out  the  words  "and  directed"  after  the  word  "au- 
thorized." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ERICH  HECHT.  AND  OTHERS 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  fMr.  RbynoldsI,  who  objected  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Calendar  No.  1764,  House  bill  8292.  has  just 
authorized  me  to  say  that  he  withdraws  his  objection.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revert  to  that  bill  and  have  it  taken 
Up  for  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  8292)  for  the  relief  of  Erich  Hecht.  Grete 
J.  L.  Hecht,  and  Erich  P.  Hecht,  Jr.,  which  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

WILDLIFE- RESTORATION  PROJECTS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3739)  to 
amend  the  act  providing  for  Federal  aid  to  the  States  in  the 
establishment  of  wildlife-restoration  projects,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  clearly  indicating  that  such  projects  are  to  be  owned 
by  the  respective  States  and  maintained  by  them  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  their  laws,  which  was  read,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  8  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide   that    the   United   States  shall   aid   the   States   In   wUdUfe- 
rratoratlon  projects,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  September  2 
1937.  is  amended  to  read  as  follows; 

"Sec.  8.  Title  to  any  real  or  personal  property  acquired  con- 
Btructed,  or  improved  by  any  State  through  the  use  of  funds 
paid  to  It  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  vested  in  such 
Btate;  and  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  each  State  to  maintain,  m  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  Its  laws,  any  wildlife-restoration 
project  established  in  such  State  through  the  use  of  funds  paid  to 
It  under  the  provisions  of  this  act." 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  King]  has  asked  me  for  an  explanation  of  the  bill.  It  is 
merely  an  amendment  clarifying  the  present  law.  There  has 
been  a  controversy  as  to  what  the  meaning  of  the  law  Is, 
and  as  a  result  the  stockmen  and  the  cattlemen  In  Montana 
put  one  construction  on  the  law  to  the  effect  that  the  law 
means  that  the  lands  involved  would  be  the  lands  of  the  State 
and  that  the  State  would  take  care  of  them.  The  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  says  that  that  Is  the  construction  they 
put  on  the  law  at  the  present  time.  But  the  cattlemen  and 
others  in  Montana  were  afraid,  to  be  perfectly  frank  about 
It.  that  the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  the  Government 
would  try  to  run  the  reserves,  and  they  were  opposed  to 
that  and  refused  to  comply  with  the  construction  until  this 
amendment,  or  some  other  provision  clarifjring  the  law,  was 
written  into  the  statute. 

I  think  they  are  right  about  It;  and  while  the  Interior 
Department  says  they  put  the  construcUon  on  it  I  have  here- 
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tofore  steted.  and  though  1  do  not  think  It  Is  necessary  to 
a<nend  the  law,  nevertheless,  if  the  provtslon  Is  written  Into 
the  law  there  cannot  be  any  question  about  it. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bilL 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed.  ' 

QUOTAS  FOR  WHEAT 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  3955)  to  amend  section  335  (d)  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  an 
explanation  of  this  bill. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  f^nator  from  South 
Carolina  IMr.  Smith]  has  been  temporarily  called  from  the 
Chamber.  I  think  this  is  one  of  the  bills  reported  a  day  or 
two  ago  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  FV)restry 
which  permits,  in  voting  upon  quotas,  the  farmers  involved 
to  vote  for  a  3 -year  quota  Instead  of  a  1-year  quota.  It  is 
very  important.  I  know,  to  the  tobacco  growers  that  such  a 
bill  be  enacted,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  attempt  to  explain  It  in 
the  absence  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  refers  to  wheat. 
The  law  exempts  those  producing  less  than  a  hundred  bushels. 
This  would  increase  the  exemption  to  200  bushels.  I  think 
It  would  perhaps  be  well  to  pass  the  biU  over,  as  well  as 
the  next  bill,  until  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  can 
be  present  to  explain  them. 

KnP^.,r?^°^°^^  OFFICER.    Objection  Is  heard,  and  the 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

bill  PASSED  OVER 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  9700)  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KING.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

SirPPLY  or  SEED  rOR  HAWAn 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2326)  to 
provide  and  maintain  an  adequate  supply  of  suitable  seed 
for  production  of  food  for  the  population  of  Hawaii  In  times 
of  emergency,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  with  amendments,  on  page  2, 
line  11.  after  "July  1".  to  strike  out  "1939"  and  to  insert 
"1940",  and  on  line  14,  after  "July  1",  to  strike  out  "1939" 
and  to  Insert  "1940",  so  as  to  make  the  hill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  order  to  aid  in  the  production  of  • 
necessary  food  supply  for  the  population  of  Hawaii  in  times  of 
emergency,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  construct  suitable  seed-storage  facilities 
on  the  island  of  Oahu.  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  to  establish  and 
maintain  an  adequate  supply  of  suitable  seed  for  production  of 
food  for  the  population  of  Hawaii  In  times  of  emergency. 

Sbc.  2.  In  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  1,  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  Is  authorized  to  cooperate  with  other  department* 
and  agencies  of  the  Federal  Government,  the  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
and  Territorial  agencies.  Instttutlons,  business  or  other  organiza- 
tions, corporations,  and  individuals  upon  such  terms  and  conditions 
as  he  may  prescribe. 

Sec.  3.  To  carry  out  the  purposes  of  section  1  and  section  2.  there 
is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  beginning 
July  1.  1940.  $232,320.  and  for  each  fiscal  year  thereafter  the  simi 
of  $50  000:  Provided.  That  of  the  amount  authorized  for  the  fiscal 
year  beginning  July  1,  1040.  $100,000  shall  be  available  for  the  con- 
struction of  suitable  seed-storage  facilities  and  the  purchase  and 
installation  of  equipment,  and  tSl.OOO  for  initial  supply  of  suitable 
seed.  Except  in  time  of  emergency,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
Is  authorized  to  sell  or  otherwise  dispose  of,  in  accordance  with 
such  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  only  seeds  which  need  to  be 
replaced  to  maintain  a  supply  of  viable  seed.  In  times  of  emer- 
gency he  may  furnish,  in  accordance  with  such  regulations  as  be 
may  prescribe,  such  amounts  of  seed,  by  sale  or  otherwise,  as  may 
be  necessary  to  provide  a  food  supply  for  the  population  of  Hawaii 
m  accordance  with  the  purposes  of  this  act.  The  amounts  obtained 
from  the  sale  of  seeds  shall  be  covered  Into  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  as  miscellaneous  receipts.  Seed  procured  under  the 
authority  of  this  act  may  be  purchased  without  regard  to  the  pro- 
visions of  section  3709,  Revised  Statutes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  «h<nk  we  should  have  some 
explanation  of  the  bill. 
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Mr.  HATCH.  Ml.  President,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  the  purpose  of  the  bill  Is  to  provide  a  supply  of 
seed  in  the  islands  of  Hawaii  at  all  times,  seeds  kept  fertile, 
to  be  planted  and  used  for  food  to  be  consumed  l^  the  in- 
habitants of  the  islands  in  the  event  of  emergency  of  any 
kind  arising,  when  their  connection  with  the  mainland  might 
be  severed.  There  was  almost  such  an  emergency  last  year. 
The  Delegate  from  Hawaii  appeared  before  the  subcommittee, 
and  officials  from  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  Navy 
Department,  and  the  War  Department  urged  very  strongly 
that  this  seed  supply  be  made  available  for  the  islands. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BILL  PASSKD  OVER 

The  Wll  (H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the 
national  defense  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  in  the  absence  of  an  ex- 
planation of  the  bill 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  object  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  object  unless  the  bill  Is  amply,  fully, 
completely,  and  convincingly  explained. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  any  Senator  present  who 
can  explain  the  bill?    If  not,  the  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

TRANSPORTATION  OF  STOLEN  ANIMALS 

The  bill  (S.  3786)  to  provide  for  the  punishment  of  per- 
sons transporting  stolen  animals  in  interstate  commerce, 
and  for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  axul  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  tills  act  sbaU  be  cited  as  tbe  National 
Animal  Theft  Act. 

Sec.  2.  When  used  In  this  act — 

(a)  The  term  "animal"  shall  mclude  any  cattle,  hog,  sheep, 
horse,  or  mule. 

(b)  The  term  "tot»state  or  f»elgn  commerce"  shall  Include 
transfXHtatlon  from  one  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Ck>lum- 
bla,  to  another  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  to 
a  foreign  country,  or  from  a  foreign  country  to  any  State,  Terri- 
tory, or  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sbc.  3.  Whoever  shall  transport  or  cause  to  be  transported  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  any  animal,  or  the  carcass  or  hide 
or  any  part  of  the  carcass  or  hide  of  any  animal,  knowing  the 
same  to  have  been  ^irtolen,  shall  be  pimlshed  by  a  fine  of  not 
more  than  $5,000  or  by  imprisonment  of  not  more  than  5  years, 
or  both. 

Sbc.  4.  Whoever  shall  receive,  conceal,  store,  barter,  buy,  sell,  or 
dispose  of  any  such  animal,  or  the  carcass  or  hide  or  any  part 
of  the  carcass  or  lilde  thereof,  moving  in  or  constituting  a  part  of 
Interstate  or  foreign  conunerce,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been 
stolen,  shall  be  ptmished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $5,000  or  by 
Imprisonment  of  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 

Sbc.  6.  Any  person  violating  section  3  of  this  act  may  be  prose- 
cuted in  any  district,  from,  into,  or  throi;gh  which  such  animal, 
or  the  carcass  or  hide  or  any  part  of  the  carcass  or  hide  thereof, 
has  been  transported  or  removed. 

Sbc.  a.  Nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  repeal,  modify,  or 
amend  any  part  of  the  National  Stolen  Property  Act. 

OXSPOSmON  OF  FINES  FOR  FAILTJRK  TO  PAT  ALASKAN  LICXNSX  TAXIS 

Tlie  bill  (S.  3491)  to  provide  that  fines  for  failure  to  pay 
hcensc  taxes  In  Alaska  shall  be  disposed  of  as  provided  for  the 
disposition  of  such  taxes  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  7  of  the  act  of  June  6.  1900  (ch. 
786.  31  Stat.  324,  as  amended;  35  Stat.  840;  U.  S.  C.  title  48.  sec.  106), 
be.  and  it  Is  hereby,  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

"Sk.  7.  That  four  clerks  shall  be  appointed  for  the  court,  one  of 
whom  shall  be  assigned  to  each  division  therecrf,  and  dtirlng  his 
term  of  ofBoe  shall  reside  at  svich  place  in  the  division  tm 
the  Attorney  General  may  direct.  Bach  clerk  shaU,  in  his  dlvl- 
■ion  of  the  district,  perform  the  duties  required  <m-  authorised 
by  Uw  to  be  performed  by  clerks  of  United  States  courts  In  other 
districts,  and  tmch  other  duties  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  laws  of 
the  United  SUtes  relaUng  to  the  district  of  Alaska.  He  «haU  pre- 
•erre  copies  of  all  laws  applicable  to  the  district  and  shall  preserve 
all  records  and  record  aU  proceedings  and  official  acts  of  his  division 
of  the  court.  He  shall  also  coUect  and  receive  aU  moneys  arising 
from  the  fees  of  his  office,  from  licenses,  fines,  forfeitures.  Judgments, 
or  on  any  other  account  authoriaed  by  law  to  be  paid  to  or  collected 
by  hixa.  and  shaU  apply  the  same,  except  tbe  money  derived^from 


licenses  and  fines  Imposed  for  failtire  to  pay  license  taxes,  to  tbe 
incidental  expenses  of  the  proper  division  of  the  district  court  and 
tbe  allowance  thereof  as  directed  in  written  orders,  duly  made  and 
signed  by  the  judge,  and  shall  accoiznt  for  the  same  In  detail,  and 
for  any  balances  on  account  thereof,  under  oath,  quarterly,  or  more 
frequently  If  required,  to  the  court,  the  Attorney  General,  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury:  Provided.  That  fines  Imposed  and  col- 
lected for  failure  to  pay  license  taxes  shall  be  disposed  of  as  pro- 
vided by  law  for  the  disposition  of  such  license  taxes;  and  moneys 
accruing  from  violations  of  the  cxistoms  laws,  dvil  customs  cases,  or 
internal -revenue  cases,  moneys,  not  Including  costs,  accruing  from 
civil  post-office  suits,  fines  in  criminal  cases  for  violations  of  the 
postal  laws,  the  net  proceeds  of  sales  of  public  property  under  section 
8618.  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  any  other  moneys  the  dis- 
position of  which  is  otherwise  specially  provided  for  by  law,  shall 
not  be  available  for  the  expenses  of  the  court,  but  shall  be  p>ald  over 
or  deposited  as  provided  by  law  for  other  districts.  And  after  all 
pajrments  ordered  by  the  Judge  shall  have  been  made,  any  balances 
remaining  in  the  hands  of  the  clerk  shall  be  by  him  deposited  to  the 
credit  of  the  United  States  at  such  times  and  under  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  prescribe.  The 
elerk  shall  be  ex  officio  rectwder  of  Instruments  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided and  also  register  of  wills  tor  the  division,  and  shall  establish 
secure  offices  for  the  safekeeping  of  his  official  reccnrd  where  terms 
of  his  division  of  the  court  are  held.  He  may  appoint  necessary 
deputies  and  employ  other  necessary  clerical  assistance  to  aid  lilm 
in  the  expeditious  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  office,  with  the  ap- 
pioval  and  at  compensation  to  be  flxed  by  the  court  or  Judge,  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Attorney  General.  Any  person  so  appointed 
or  employed  shall  be  paid  by  the  clerk  on  the  order  of  the  Judge,  as 
other  court  expenses  are  paid." 

FAdLrmS  FOR  TKRM  OF  COT7RT  AT  BXNTON,  ILL. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8373)  to  amend  section  79  of  the  Judicial 
Code,  as  amended,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

XXTXNSION    OF    TUCE    FOR    FILINO    CLAIMS    UNDER    AGRICTTLTintAL 

ADJUSTMXNT  ACT 

The  bill  (S.  1473)  to  extend  the  time  for  filing  claims  for 
refunds  of  amounts  collected  under  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  903  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1&36, 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  "July  1.  1937,"  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  "Janxiary  1,  1941." 

PTTNISHMENT  OF  CRIMES  ON  FEDERAL  RESERVATIONS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7018)  to  amend  aecUon  289  of  the  Criminal 
Code  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  ttte 
third  time,  and  passed. 

BILL    PASSED    OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3765)  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the 
Columbia  River  at  Astoria,  Clatsop  County,  Oreg.,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  ask  that  the  bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

MISSOXTRI   RIVER   BRIDGE,   ARROW   ROCK.   MO. 

The  bill  (S.  3807)  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri 
River  at  or  near  Arrow  Rock,  Mo.,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  tbe  times  for  commencing  and  com- 
pleting the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri  River, 
at  or  near  Arrow  Rock,  Mo.,  authorized  to  be  built  by  the  St. 
Iritis-Kansas  City  &  Line  Railroad  Co.  by  the  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  March  2,  1929.  heretofore  extended  by  acts  of 
Congress  approved  April  15.  1932.  Augiist  30.  1935.  and  May  24, 
1937,  are  hereby  further  extended  1  and  3  years,  respectively, 
from  the  date  of  approval  thereof. 

8»c.  2.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  is  hereby  - 
expressly   reserved. 

MISSOURI   RIVER    BRIDG£.    NIOBRARA,    NEBR. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8491)  authorizing  the  county  of  Knox, 
State  of  Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a 
toll  bridge  across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Niobrara, 
Nehr..  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

MISSOURI  RIVER  BRIDCE,   PETERSBURG,  ItO. 

The  biU  (H.  R.  8749)  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the 
Missouri  River  at  or  near  Petersburg,  Mo.,  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BRIDGE.   WINONA,   MINN. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9094)  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the 
Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Winona,  Minn.,  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ST.  LAWRENCE  RIVER  BRIDGE,  OGOENSBURG,  N.  T. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9411)  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  St. 
Lawrence  River  at  or  near  Ogdensburg,  N.  Y.,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

DONATION  OF  A  TOTEM  POLE  TO  CITY  OF  SEATTLE 

The  bill  (S.  3677)  to  donate  to  the  city  of  Seattle  a  totem 
pole  carved  by  the  Alaskan  native  Civilian  Conservation  Corps 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Director  of  the  Civilian  Conservation 
Corps,  through  the  regional  forester.  United  States  Purest  Service. 
Juneau.  Alaska.  Is  hereby  authorized  to  donate  to  the  city  of  Seattle, 
Wash.,  the  duplicate  of  the  pioneer  place  totem  pole  which  has  been 
carved  by  Alaskan  native  Clvman  Conservation  Corps  enroUees. 

RESOLimON   PASSED   OVER 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  273)  favoring  the  furnishing  to  the 
Senate  by  the  various  executive  agencies  of  Information  con- 
cerning the  number,  compensation,  and  duties  of  aliens  em- 
ployed therein  was  annotmced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  inasmuch  as  a  report  was 
made  recently  on  that  very  matter,  I  ask  that  it  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
The  resolution  will  be  passed  over. 

SERVICE  OF  PROCESS  ON  THE  UNITED  STATES  IN  FORECLOSURES 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7020)  to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  of  March 
4,  1931  (46  Stat.  1528).  in  regard  to  service  of  process  on  the 
United  States  in  foreclosure  actions,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

JURISDICTION  OF  CRIMES  ON  CERTAIN  FEDERAL  RESERVATIONS 

The  biU  (H.  R.  8119)  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code  so  as  to 
confer  concurrent  Jurisdiction  on  courts  of  the  United  States 
over  crimes  committed  on  certain  Federal  reservations  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

POTOMAC   VALLEY  CONSERVANCY    DISTRICT   COMPACT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J. 
Res.  222)  to  provide  that  the  comjiact  creating  a  Potomac 
Valley  Conservancy  District  may  become  effective  if  agreed 
to  by  a  majority  of  the  parties  authorized  to  enter  into  it  and 
by  Congress,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Commerce  with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  resolving  clause  and  to  insert  the  following: 

Whereas  the  State  of  Maryland,  by  chapter  320  of  Its  acts  of  1939, 
^proved  May  3,  1939,  and  the  Commonwealth  of  Virginia,  by 
chapter  324  of  Its  laws  of  1940,  approved  March  29.  1940.  and  the 
Board  of  Commissioners  of  the  EWstrlct  of  Columbia  acting  pur- 
suant to  Public  Resolution  No.  74  of  the  Seventy-flfth  Congress, 
chapter  891.  of  the  first  session,  approved  August  31,  1937,  by  reso- 
lution adopted  April  16.  1940,  have  approved  and  desire  to  enter 
Into  a  compact  to  create  a  Potomac  Valley  Conservancy  District 
and  to  establish  an  Interstate  Commission  on  the  Potomac  River 
Basin,  to  which  compact  by  Its  terms  the  State  of  West  Virginia 
and  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  are  empowered  to  enter, 
and  which  compact  by  Its  terms  becomes  effective  when  ratified 
by  a  majority  of  the  five  signatory  bodies  thereto,  and  approved  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  which  compact  ia  as  follows: 

"COMPACT 

"Whereas  It  is  recognized  that  abatement  of  existing  pollution 
and  the  control  of  future  pollution  of  Interstate  streams  can  best 
be  promoted  through  a  Joint  agency  representing  the  several  States 
located  wholly  or  In  part  within  the  area  drained  by  any  such 
Interstate  stream;  and 

"Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  has  given  Its  con- 
sent to  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia,  the  Common- 
wealths of  Pennsylvania  and  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Colvunbla 
to  enter  Into  a  compact  providing  for  the  creation  of  a  conservancy 
district  to  consist  of  the  drainage  basin  of  the  Potomac  River  and 
the  main  and  tributary  streams  therein,  for  'the  purpose  of  regu- 
lating, controlling,  preventing,  or  otherwise  rendering  unobjec- 
tionable and  harmless  the  poUutlon  of  the  waters  of  said  Potomac 
drainage  area  by  sewage  and  Industrial  and  other  wastes'; 

"Now.  therefore,  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia,  tbe 
Commonwealths  of  Pennsylvania  and  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 


CMumbla,  hereinafter  designated  signatory  bodies,  do  hereby  cre- 
ate the  Potomac  Valley  Conservancy  District,  hereinafter  designated 
the  conservancy  district,  comprising  all  of  the  area  drained  by 
the  Potomac  River  and  its  tributaries;  and  also  do  hereby  create 
the  Interstate  C<mimi8sion  on  the  Potomac  River  Basin,  hereinafter 
designated  the  Commission,  under  the  articles  of  oreanlaatlon  a« 
set  forth  below. 

"ASnCLS  z 

"The  Interstate  Commission  on  the  Potomac  River  Basin  shall 
consist  of  three  members  from  each  signatory  body  and  three  mem- 
bers appointed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States.  Said  Com- 
missioners, other  than  those  appointed  by  the  President,  shall  b* 
chosen  In  a  manner  and  for  the  terms  provided  by  law  of  the 
signatory  body  from  which  they  are  appointed  and  shall  serve 
mthout  compensation  from  the  Commission  but  shall  be  paid  by 
the  Commission  their  actual  expenses  Incxirred  and  Incident  to  the 
performance  of  their  duties. 

"(A)  The  Commission  shall  meet  and  organize  within  30  days 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  compact,  shall  elect  from  Its  number 
a  chairman  and  vice  chairman,  shall  adopt  suitable  bylaws,  shaU 
make,  adopt,  and  promulgate  such  rules  and  regulations  as  are 
necessary  for  Its  management  and  control,  and  shall  adopt  a  seal 

"(B)  The  Commission  shall  appoint  and.  at  Its  pleasure,  remove 
or  discharge  such  officers  and  legal,  engineering,  clerical,  expert, 
and  other  assistants  as  may  be  required  to  carry  the  provisions 
of  this  compact  Into  effect,  and  shall  determine  their  qualifications 
and  fix  their  duties  and  compensation.  Such  personnel  as  may 
be  employed  shall  be  employed  without  regard  to  any  clvU  service 
OT  other  slmUar  requirements  for  employees  of  any  of  the  signatory 
bcdles.  The  Commission  may  maintain  one  or  more  offices  for  the 
transaction  of  Its  business  and  may  meet  at  any  tim*  or  place 
within  the  area  of  the  conservancy  district. 

"(C)  The  Oommlsslon  shall  keep  accurate  accounts  of  all  re- 
ceipts and  disbursements  and  ehall  make  an  annual  report  thereof 
and  shall  in  such  report  set  forth  in  detail  the  operations  and 
transactions  conducted  by  It  pursuant  to  this  compact.  Tlie  Com- 
mission, however,  shall  not  Incur  any  obligations  for  administrative 
or  other  expenses  prior  to  the  making  of  appropriations  adequate 
to  meet  the  same  nor  shall  it  In  any  way  pledge  the  credit  of  any 
of  the  signatory  bodies.  Bach  of  the  signatory  bodies  reserves  the 
right  to  make  at  any  time  an  examination  and  audit  of  the  ac- 
counts of  the  Commission. 

"(D)  A  quorum  of  the  Conmalsslon  shall,  for  the  transaction  of 
business,  the  exercise  of  any  powers,  or  the  performance  of  any 
duties,  consist  of  at  least  a  majority  of  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mission: Provided,  however.  That  no  action  of  the  Commission 
relating  to  policy  shall  be  binding  on  any  one  of  the  signatory 
bodies  unless  at  least  two  of  the  Commissioners  from  such  signatory 
body  shall  vote  In  favor  thereof. 

"ARTICLR  n 

|TTie  Commission  shall  have  the  power  and  Its  duties  shall  be: 

"(A)  To  coordinate,  tabulate,  and  summarize  technical  and  other 
data  now  available,  or  as  shall  become  available  In  the  future  from 
any  sovirce,  on  the  pollution  of  the  streams  of  the  conservancy 
district  and  on  the  character  and  conditions  of  such  streams,  and 
to  prepare  reports  thereon  annually  and  at  such  other  times  as 
may  be  deemed  advisable  by  the  Commission. 

"(B)  To  supplement  existing  Information  and  data,  and  to 
secure  new  data  by  such  Investigations,  analyses,  or  other  means 
as  may  be  necessary  to  secure  adequate  Information  on  the  charac- 
ter and  condition  of  the  streams  of  the  conservancy  district  as 
they  now  exist  or  may  be  affected  by  the  future  discharge  of 
sewage  and  industrial  and  other  wastes  Into  the  said  stream. 

"(C)  To  cooperate  with  the  legislative  and  administrative 
agencies  of  the  signatory  bodies,  or  the  equivalent  thereof,  and 
with  other  Interested  commissions  and  similar  organizations  for 
the  purpose  of  promoting  uniform  laws,  rules,  or  regulations  for 
the  abatement  and  control  of  pollution  of  streams  in  the  said 
conservancy  district. 

"(D)  To  disseminate  to  the  public  Information  on  the  alms  and 
purposes  of  the  Commission  and  on  the  harmful  and  uneconomical 
results  of  stream  pollution,  through  tbe  Issuance  of  bulletins,  cir- 
culars, correspondence,  literature,  and  reports. 

"(E)  To  cooperate  with  other  organizations  engaged  In  fact- 
finding and  research  activities  on  the  treatment  of  sewage  and 
industrial  wastes  or  other  wastes,  and  if  deemed  advisable,  to 
institute  and  conduct  such  research  and  fact-finding  activities. 

"(P)  To  make  and.  If  needful  from  time  to  time,  revise  and  to 
recommend  to  the  signatory  bodies,  reasonable,  minimum  stand- 
ards for  the  treatment  of  sewage  and  Industrial  or  other  wastes 
now  discharged  or  to  be  discharged  in  the  futtu«  to  the  streams 
of  the  conservancy  district,  and  also,  for  cleanliness  of  the  various 
streams  In  the  conservancy  district. 

"ARTICLB  m 

"The  moneys  necessary  to  finance  the  Commission  In  the  admin- 
istration of  Its  business  In  the  conservancy  district  shaU  be  pro- 
vided throtigh  appropriations  from  the  signatory  bodies  and  the 
United  States,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  laws  of  the  several 
signatory  bodies  and  of  the  United  States,  and  in  amounts  as 
follows : 

"The  pro  rata  contribution  shall  be  ba^ed  on  such  factors  as  pop- 
ulation, the  amount  of  Industrial  and  domestic  pollution;  and  a 
flat  service  charge,  as  shall  be  determined  from  time  to  time  by  tlM 
Ccnunisslon,  subject,  however,  to  the  approval,  ratification,  and 
appropriation  of  such  contribution  by  the  several  signatory  bodies: 
And  further  provided,  That  tbe  total  of  such  sums  from  signatory 
bodies  shall  not  exceed  a  total  of  $30,000  per  •nnum 
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by  him.  and  shaU  apply  the  lame.  except  the  money  dertved^from  I  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed! 
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•omaarr 
to  the  •itm  lad  puipoMi  of  thli  eonpMt,  the  Hg- 

■  mutually  afree; 

""l  >aittoful  oooperation  in  the  abatem«nt  of  eUattaf  pollution 
and  the  preventiuu  of  rutur«  poUuucn  lu  the  atfeama  of  we  cou- 
•waDey  district. 

*^.  The  enactment  of  adequate  and.  lnK>far  aa  ts  pfaetleable, 
unifonn  legiAlaUon  for  the  abatement  and  control  of  ixich  pollu- 
tion. 

"8.  The  approprtaUon  of  biennial   sume  on   the  proportionate 

basis  as  set  forth  in  article  m. 

"AXTtOM  V 

"Thle  compact  shall  b«<nme  effective  Immediately  after  It  shall 
have  been  raUfled  by  the  majority  of  the  le^lalaturee  of  the  States 
at  lllaryUuKl  and  West  Virginia,  the  Commonwealths  of  Pennsyl- 
vania and  Virginia,  and  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  EMstrlct 
of  Columbia,  and  approved  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 
Prftvided.  however.  That  this  compact  shall  not  be  effective  as  to 
any  slgnatary  body  untU  ratified  thereby. 

"ABTICUB  VI 

"Any  signatory  body  may  by  legislative  act.  aft«r  1  year's  notice 
to  the  Commlaslon,  withdraw  from  this  compact."  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

Re90lx>ed.  etc..  That  the  consent  of  Congress  is  hereby  given  lo 
the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia  and  the  Commonwealths 
of  Virginia  and  Pennsylvania  and  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
enter  into  the  compact  hereinbefore  recited,  and  to  each  and 
every  part  and  article  thereof:  i»rotHd«f,  That  nothing  contained 
in  such  compact  shall  be  construed  as  impairing  or  In  any  manner 
affecting  any  right  or  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  in  and 
over  the  region  which  forms  the  subject  of  this  compact. 

Sac.  a.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  Joint  resolution 
la  hereby  expressly  reserved. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the'third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "Joint  resolution 
granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the  States  of  Maryland 
and  West  Virginia  and  the  Commonwealths  of  Virginia  and 
Pennsylvania  and  the  EHstrict  of  Columbia  as  signatory  bodies, 
to  enter  Into  a  compact  for  the  creation  of  a  Potomac  Valley 
Conservancy  District  and  the  establishment  of  the  Inter- 
state Commission  on  the  Potomac  River  Basin." 

BIIX   PASSED   OVER 

The  bill  (tt  R.  7116)  to  authorize  defraying  cost  of  neces- 
sary work  between  the  Yuma  project  and  Boulder  Dam,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Tlie  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

RKncBURSEiiEirr  rot  travel  expenses  op  certain  employees 

OP  corps  op  engineers 

Tile  WIJ  (H.  R.  9118)  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of 
travel  expenses  to  certain  employees  of  the  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers, United  States  Army,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

nCTERSTATB  COMPACT  RELATING   TO  POLLUTION  CONTROL  IN  OHIO 

RIVER   DRAINAGE   BASIN 

The  bill  (S.  3617)  granting  the  consent  and  approval  of 
Congress  to  an  interstate  compact  relating  to  control  and 
reduction  of  pollution  in  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  explain  whether  or  not  this  particular  compact  is 
brought  to  us  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Senator's  bill  presented  at  the  last  session? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  the  compact  is  brought  here  in  pur- 
suance to  a  previous  act  of  Congress  authorizing  the  States 
involved  to  enter  into  a  compact.  Such  a  compact  has  been 
entered  into  by  most  of  the  States,  and  the  bill  simply  revises 
that  compact  and  gives  the  approval  of  the  Congress  to  the 
compact  which  was  authorized  by  an  act  of  1936.  It  has  no 
relationship  to  the  bill  dealing  with  the  subject  of  stream 
pollution,  which  was  passed  by  the  Senate,  and  which  is  now 
in  conference.  The  bill  involves  only  the  States  in  the  Ohio 
River  Valley,  including  New  York,  Pennsylvania.  West  Vir- 
ginia. Indiana,  Ohio,  Illinois.  Kentucky,  and  Virginia. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  express 
an  opinion  as  to  whether  or  not  this  particular  compact  comes 
within  the  terms  of  the  t>ill  which  is  now  in  conference? 


ytx.  BARKLET.  It  does  not  wrvt  the  entlr*  territory 
oovtred  in  the  bUl  now  in  conftrence,  becauae  that  li  % 
general  bill  with  respect  to  stream  pollution  throughout 
the  United  SUtes.  This  oompact  is  one  which  Is  set  out 
in  the  bUl  itself,  which  creates  this  drainage  area,  and 
which  provides  for  certain  cooperation  among  these  States 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  minimise  and  ulti- 
mately eliminate  pollution  in  the  Ohio  River  and  its  tribu- 
taries Involved  In  this  measure.  There  are  seme  provisions 
in  the  general  bill  which  are  not  Included  in  this  compact. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Does  the  Senator  understand  that  the 
general  bill  adds  anything  to  the  compact  now  under  con- 
sideration in  the  pending  bin? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  general  bill,  insofar  as  it  affects 
the  Ohio  River  Valley,  is  not  inconsistent  with  this  com- 
pact, but  of  course  it  covers,  as  I  said,  territory  throughout 
the  Union,  whereas  this  compact  relates  only  to  the  Ohio 
River  Valley. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thai^  the  Senator.  But  let  me  say 
there  is  only  one  point  as  to  which  I  am  in  doubt.  The 
bill  now  in  conference,  which  I  think  is  Senate  bill  685, 
which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  introduced,  contained  a 
provision  that  any  two  or  more  States  could  enter  into  a 
comi>act  for  the  purpose  mentioned  in  the  antipollution  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  therefore  wish  to  know  whether  It  is 
the  Senator's  judgment  that  the  bill  now  in  conference  adds 
anything  to  the  bill  which  is  now  under  consideration. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  c(xnpact  was  entered  into  in 
purstiance  of  a  special  act.  which  is  limited  to  the  Ohio 
River  Valley,  and  the  States  that  are  named  In  the  pending 
measure.  This  compact  could  not  be  entered  into  pursuant 
to  the  bill  referred  to  by  the  Senator  because  it  has  not  yet 
become  law.  Under  the  bill  now  in  conference  any  two 
States  anjrwhere  in  the  United  States  may  enter  into  com- 
puurts  with  respect  to  stream  pollution,  whereas  the  pending 
bill  deals  with  a  special  situation  created  in  the  Ohio  River 
Valley. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  bill  or  to  the  compact,  but  let 
me  say  that  the  whole  subject  of  compacts  will  become 
increasingly  rather  than  less  Interesting  as  time  goes  on. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  agree  with  the  Senator.  And  let  me  say 
that  the  States  involved  and  the  people  of  the  Ohio  Valley  are 
extremely  anxious  that  this  compact  be  approved. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S.  3617)  granting  the 
consent  and  approval  of  Congress  to  an  Interstate  compact 
relating  to  control  and  reduction  of  pollution  in  the  Ohio 
River  drainage  basin,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  coiiaent  and  approval  of  Congresa  Is 
hereby  given  to  an  interstate  compact  relating  to  the  control  and 
reduction  of  the  pollution  of  the  streams  of  the  Ohio  River  drainage 
basin  negotiated  and  entered  into  or  to  be  entered  Into  under 
authority  of  Public  Resolution  No.  104.  Seventy-fourth  Congress, 
approved  June  8.  1936.  and  now  ratified  by  the  States  of  New  York, 
nilnols.  Kentucky,  and  Indiana,  and  by  the  State  of  Ohio  (whose 
rattflcatlon  Is  to  go  Into  effect  at  the  Ume  at  which  the  States  of 
New  York.  Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia  enter  Into  said  compact 
ae  parties  and  signatory  States) ,  also  by  the  State  of  West  Virginia 
(whose  ratification  is  to  go  Into  effect  at  the  time  at  which  the 
States  of  New  York,  Ohio,  Virginia,  and  Pennsylvania  enter  into  said 
compact  as  parties  and  signatory  States),  which  compact  reads  as 
follows : 

"SBcnoN  1.^ — 

"Ohto  Riveb  Vaixxt  Watcb  SAKrrATioiff  Compact 

"BSTWBAM    TOM.    STATBS    OF    ZLXJNOIS.    IKDIAJVA.    KDTTUCKT.    NXW    TOKX, 
OHIO,  PnrKSTLVANTA,  TKNIVXSSXX,   AKD  WIST  VIKCimA 

•T*ur8uant  to  authority  granted  by  an  act  of  the  Seventy-fourth 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  Public  Resolution  104.  approved 
June  8,  1936,  conferences  of  delegates  appointed  to  draft  tho 
compact  were  held  at  Cincinnati.  Ohio,  on  November  20  1936- 
January  17,  1938;  May  24,  1938;  June  13.  1938;  October  li,  1938 
"Whereas  a  substantial  part  of  the  territory  of  each  of  the  slgna- 

t<M7  States  is  situated  within  the  drainage  basin  of  the  Ohio  River 

and 

"Whereas  the  rapid  Increase  in  the  population  of  the  various 
metropoUtan  areas  situated  within  the  Ohio  drainage  basin,  and  the 


Now.  therefore,  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia,  the 
Oomnu>Qwealtbs  of  Pennsylvania  and  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 


And  further  provided,  That  the  total  of  such  sums  from  signatory 
bodies  shall  not  exceed  a  total  of  $30,000  per  »nnut« 
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frowth  la  laduitrtal  aetlTtty  within  that  araa.  hat*  rsault«d  la  recent 
years  in  an  incrcaalnfly  serious  pollution  of  tlie  waters  and  streams 
within  the  said  drainage  basin,  constituting  a  grave  menace  to  the 
health,  welfare,  and  recreaUonal  faoUlUes  of  the  people  living  In 
•uch  basin,  and  occasioning  great  economic  loss;  and 

"Whereas  the  control  of  future  pollution  and  the  abatement  of 
existing  pollution  in  the  waters  of  said  basin  are  of  prime  Im- 
portance to  the  people  thereof,  and  can  best  be  accomplished 
through  the  cooperation  of  the  States  situated  therein,  by  and 
through  a  Joint  or  common  agency; 

"Now.  therefore,  the  Sutes  of  Illinois,  Indiana.  Kentucky,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  Tennessee,  and  West  Virginia  do  hereby 
covenant  and  agree  as  follows: 

".jcncxa  I 
"Each  of  the  signatory  States  pledges  to  each  of  the  other 
signatory  States  faithful  cooperation  In  the  control  of  future  pol- 
lution in  and  abatement  of  existing  pollution  from  the  rivers, 
cUeams,  and  waters  in  the  Ohio  River  Basin  which  flow  through, 
into,  or  border  upon  any  of  such  signatory  States,  and  '.n  order  to 
effect  such  object,  agrees  to  enact  any  necessary  legislation  to 
enable  each  such  State  to  place  and  maintain  the  waters  of  said 
basin  in  a  satisfactory  sanitary  condition,  available  for  safe  and 
satisfactory  use  as  public  and  indtistrlal  water  supplies  after  reason- 
able treatment,  suitable  for  recreational  usage,  capable  of  main- 
taining fish  and  other  aquatic  life,  free  from  unsightly  or  mal- 
odorotis  nuisances  due  to  floating  solids  or  sludge  deposits,  and 
adaptable  to  such  other  uses  as  may  be  legitimate. 

"ABTicLE  n 

"The  signatory  States  hereby  create  a  district  to  be  known  as  the 
•Ohio  River  Valley  Water  Sanitation  District.'  hereinafter  called 
the  District,  which  shall  embrace  all  territory  within  the  signa- 
tory States,  the  water  In  which  flows  ultimately  Into  the  Ohio 
Biver,  or  its  tributaries. 

"ABTICLB   m 

"The  signatory  States  hereby  create  the  'Ohio  River  Valley  Water 
Sanitation  Commission.'  hereinafter  called  the  Commission,  which 
shall  be  a  body  corporate,  with  the  powers  and  duties  set  forth 
herein,  and  such  additional  powers  as  may  be  conferred  upon  it  by 
subsequent  action  of  the  respective  legislatures  of  the  signatory 
States  or  by  act  or  acts  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

"Asncijc  rv 

"The  Conunission  shall  consist  of  three  commissioners  from  each 
State,  each  of  whom  shaU  be  a  citizen  of  the  State  from  which 
he  is  appointed,  and  three  commissioners  representing  the  United 
States  Oovemment.  "Hie  conunlssioners  from  each  State  shall  be 
chosen  in  the  manner  and  for  the  terms  provided  by  the  laws  of 
the  States  from  which  they  shall  be  appointed,  and  any  com- 
missioner may  be  removed  or  suspended  from  office  as  provided 
by  the  law  of  the  State  from  which  he  shall  be  appointed.  The 
commissioners  representing  the  United  States  shall  be  appointed 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  or  in  such  other  manner  as 
may  be  provided  by  Congress.  The  commissioners  shall  serve  with- 
out compensation,  but  shall  be  paid  their  actual  expenses  Incurred 
in  and  incident  to  the  performance  of  their  duties;  but  nothing 
herein  shall  prevent  the  appointment  of  an  ofBcer  or  employee  of 
any  State  or  of  the  United  States  Government. 

"ARTicue  v 

"The  Commission  shall  elect  from  Its  number  a  chairman  and 
vice  chairman,  and  shall  appoint,  and  at  its  pleasure  remove  or 
discharge,  such  officers  and  legal,  clerical,  expert,  and  other  as- 
sistants as  may  be  reqtiired  to  carry  the  provisions  of  this  com- 
pact into  effect,  and  shall  flx  and  determine  their  duties,  qualifica- 
tions, and  compensation.  It  shall  adopt  a  seal  and  suitable  by- 
laws, and  shall  adopt  and  promulgate  rules  and  regulations  for  its 
management  and  control.  It  may  establish  and  maintain  one  or 
more  offices  within  the  District  for  the  transaction  of  its  business. 
and  may  meet  at  any  time  or  place.  One  or  more  conunlssioners 
from  a  majority  of  the  member  States  shall  constitute  a  quorum 
for  the  transaction  of  business. 

"The  Conunission  shall  submit  to  the  Governor  of  each  State, 
at  such  time  as  he  may  request,  a  budget  of  its  estimated  ex- 
penditures for  such  period  as  may  be  required  by  the  laws  of 
such  State  for  presentation  to  the  legislature  thereof. 

"The  Commission  shall  keep  accurate  books  of  account,  showing 
In  full  its  receipts  and  disbursements,  and  said  books  of  account 
shall  be  open  at  any  reasonable  time  to  the  inspection  of  such 
representatives  of  the  respective  signatory  States  as  may  be  duly 
constituted  for  that  ptirpoae. 

"On  or  before  the  first  day  of  December  of  each  year,  the  Oom- 
mtssion  shall  submit  to  the  respective  Governors  of  the  signatory 
States  a  full  and  complete  report  of  its  activities  for  the  preceding 
year. 

"The  Conmilsslon  shall  not  Incur  any  obligations  of  any  kind 
prior  to  the  making  of  approprlatlotis  adequate  to  meet  the  same; 
nor  shall  the  Commission  pledge  the  credit  of  any  of  the  signa- 
tory States,  except  by  and  with  the  authority  of  the  legislature 
thereof.  , 

I  "uencLX  VI 

"It  Is  recognized  by  the  signatory  States  that  no  single  stand- 
ard for  the  treatment  of  sewage  or  industrial  wastes  is  applicable 
In  all  parts  of  the  District  due  to  such  variable  fact<x-8  as  size, 
flow,   location,  character.   Klf-puriflcatlon.   and   usage   of   waters 


vtlhtn  the  District,  The  guiding  principle  of  this  eompaet  shaU 
bt  that  pollution  by  aewage  or  industrial  wastes  orlglnaUng  within 
a  signatory  Bute  shall  not  injuriously  affect  the  various  usss  of  the 
intersute  waters  as  hereinbefore  defined. 

"All  sewage  from  municipalities  or  other  poUUoal  subdleiHons, 
public  or  private  institutions,  or  corporations,  discharged  or  per- 
mitted to  flow  into  these  portions  of  the  Ohio  River  and  ita  trlbu- 
tary  waters  which  form  boundaries  between,  or  are  contiguous  to, 
two  or  more  signatory  States,  or  which  flow  from  one  signatory 
SUte  Into  another  signatory  SUte,  shall  be  so  treated,  within  a 
time  reasonable  for  the  construction  of  the  necessary  works,  as  to 
provide  for  substantially  complete  removal  of  settleable  solids,  and 
the  removal  of  not  less  than  45  percent  of  the  total  suspended 
solids;  provided  that,  in  order  to  protect  the  public  health  or  to 
preserve  the  waters  for  other  legitimate  purposes.  Including  those 
specified  in  Article  I,  in  specific  instances  such  higher  degree  of 
treatment  shall  be  used  as  may  he  determined  to  be  necessary  by 
the  Commission  after  investigation,  due  notice,  and  hearing; 

"All  industrial  wastes  discharged  or  permitted  to  flow  Into  the 
aforesaid  waters  shall  be  modified  or  treated,  within  a  time  reason- 
able for  the  construction  of  the  necessary  works.  In  order  to  pro- 
tect the  public  health  or  to  preaerve  the  waters  lor  other  legitimate 
purposes.  Including  those  8p>eclfied  in  Article  I,  to  such  degree  as 
may  be  determ^ed  to  be  necessary  by  the  Commission  after  In- 
vestigation, due  notice,  and  hearing. 

"All  sewage  or  industrial  wastes  discharged  or  permitted  to  flow 
Into  tributaries  of  the  aforesaid  waters  situated  wholly  within  one 
State  shall  be  treated  to  that  extent,  if  any,  which  may  be  necessary 
to  maintain  such  waters  in  a  sanitary  and  satisfactory  condition  at 
least  equal  to  the  condition  of  the  waters  of  the  interstate  stream 
immediately  above  the  confluence. 

"The  Commission  is  hereby  authorized  to  adopt,  prescribe,  and 
promulgate  rules,  regulations,  and  standards  for  administering  and 
enforcing  the  provisions  of  this  article. 

"AsncLB  vn 

"Nothing  in  this  compact  shall  be  construed  to  limit  the  powers 
of  any  signatory  State,  or  to  repeal  or  prevent  the  enactment  of  any 
legislation  or  the  enforcement  of  any  reqiUrement  by  any  signa- 
tory State,  imposing  additional  conditions  and  restrictions  to  fur- 
ther lessen  or  prevent  the  pollution  of  waters  within  its  jurisdiction. 

"AkTiCLa  vm 

"The  Commission  shall  conduct  a  stu^ey  of  the  territory  included 
within  the  District,  shall  study  the  pollution  problems  of  the  Dis- 
trict, and  shall  make  a  comprehensive  report  for  the  prevention  or 
reduction  of  stream  pollution  therein.  In  preparing  such  report, 
the  Commission  sliall  confer  with  any  national  or  regional 
planning  body  which  may  be  established,  and  any  department  of  the 
Federal  Government  authorized  to  deal  with  niatters  relating  to  the 
pollution  problems  of  the  District.  The  Commission  shall  draft 
and  recommend  to  the  Governors  of  the  various  signatory  States 
uniform  legislation  dealing  with  the  pollution  of  rivers,  streams, 
and  waters  and  other  pollution  problems  within  the  district.  The 
Commission  shall  consult  with  and  advise  the  various  States,  com- 
munities, municipalities,  corporations,  persons,  or  other  entities 
with  regard  to  particular  problems  connected  with  the  pollution  of 
waters,  particularly  with  regard  to  the  constniction  of  plants  for 
the  disposal  of  sewage,  industrial,  and  other  waste.  The  Commis- 
sion shall,  more  than  1  month  prior  to  any  regular  meeting  of  the 
legislature  of  any  State  which  is  a  party  thereto,  present  to  the 
Governor  of  the  State  its  recommendations  relating  to  enactments 
to  be  made  by  any  leglslattire  in  furthering  the  Intents  and  pur- 
poses of  this  compact. 

"ABTICLB  IX 

"The  Commission  may  from  time  to  time,  after  Investigation  and 
after  a  hearing,  issue  an  order  or  orders  upwn  any  municipality, 
corp»oration,  person,  or  other  entity  discharging  sewage  or  indus- 
trial waste  into  the  Ohio  River  or  any  other  river,  stream,  or  water, 
any  part  of  which  constitutes  any  part  of  the  boundary  line  be- 
tween any  two  or  more  of  the  signatory  States,  or  into  any  stream, 
any  part  of  which  flows  from  any  portion  of  one  signatory  State 
through  any  portion  of  another  signatory  State.  Any  such  order  or 
orders  may  prescribe  the  date  on  or  hetore  which  such  discharge 
shall  be  wholly  or  partially  discontinued,  modified,  or  treated,  or 
otherwise  disposed  of.  The  Commission  shall  give  reasonable  notice 
of  the  time  and  place  of  the  hearing  to  the  municipality,  corpora- 
tion, or  other  entity  against  which  such  order  is  proposed.  No 
such  order  shall  go  into  effect  unless  and  until  it  receives  the 
assent  of  at  least  a  majority  of  the  commissioners  from  each  of 
not  less  than  a  majority  of  the  signatory  States:  and  no  such  order 
upon  a  municipality,  corporation,  person,  or  entity  In  any  State  shall 
go  into  effect  unless  and  until  it  receives  the  assent  of  not  less  than 
a  majority  of  the  conunlssioners  from  such  State. 

"It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  municipality,  corporation,  person, 
or  other  entity  to  comply  with  any  such  order  issued  against  It  or 
him  by  the  Commission,  and  any  court  of  general  Jurisdiction  or 
any  United  States  district  court  in  any  of  the  signatory  States  shall 
have  the  Jurisdiction,  by  mandamus,  injunction,  speciflc  perform- 
ance, or  other  form  of  remedy,  to  enforce  any  such  order  against 
any  mimiclpallty,  corporation,  or  other  entity  domiciled  or  located 
within  such  State  or  whose  discharge  of  the  waste  takes  place 
within  or  adjoining  such  State,  or  against  any  employee,  department, 
or  sulxllvislon  of  such  municipality,  corporation,  person,  or  other 
entity;  provided,  however,  such  court  may  review  the  order  and 
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•fflrm.  reverse,  or  modify  the  same  upon  any  of  the  grounda  cu»- 
tomarlly  applicable  In  proceedings  for  coxnt  review  of  administrative 
deelslona.  The  CominteBlon  or,  at  Its  request,  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
or  other  law-enforclng  official,  shall  have  power  to  Institute  In  auch 
court  any  action  for  the  enforcement  of  such  order. 

"jjmCLE    X 

"The  signatory  States  agree  to  appropriate  for  the  aalarlea.  office 
and  other  administrative  expenses,  their  proper  proportion  of  the 
annual  budget  as  determined  by  the  Commission  and  approved  by 
the  Governors  of  the  signatory  States,  one-half  of  such  amount  to 
be  prorated  among  the  several  States  In  proportion  to  their  popula- 
tion within  the  District  at  the  last  preceding  Federal  census,  the 
other  half  to  be  prorated  In  proportion  to  their  lanuX  area  within 
the  District. 

"amcLS  zi 

"This  compact  shall  become  effective  upon  ratification  by  the 
legislatures  of  a  majority  of  the  States  located  within  the  District 
and  upon  approval  by  the  Congreas  of  the  United  States:  and/fihall 
become  effective  as  to  any  additional  States  signing  thereafter  at 
the  time  of  such  signing."  ^' 

&£.  a.  Without  further  submission  ctf  said  compact,  the  consent 
of  Congress  is  hereby  given  to  the  State  of  Virginia  or  any  other 
State  with  waters  In  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin,  entering  into 
said  compact  as  a  signatory  State  and  party  In  addition  to  the 
BtalM  therein  named  or  any  of  them. 

8kc.  3.  The  ccmmissioners  to  represent  the  United  States,  as 
provided  In  article  IV  of  said  compact,  shall  t>e  appointed  by  the 
President. 

8>c.  4.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  the  ];xt>vlslons  at 
section  1  Is  hereby  expressly  reserved. 

SKOKGARIZATIOlf  PLAN  NO.  V JOINT  RESOLimON  PASSU)  OVER 

The  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  551)  providing  for  the 
taking  of  effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V  was  announced 
as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  this  joint  resolution  involves 
the  last  Executive  order  of  the  President  transferring  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  from  the  Department 
of  Labor  to  the  Department  of  Justice.  I  do  not  have  the 
data  before  me.  I  am  speaking  from  memory  only.  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  transfer,  but  I  cannot  speak  for  other 
Members  of  the  Senate.  Inasmuch  as  there  has  t>een  some 
controversy  over  the  President's  order,  I  suggest  that  the  Joint 
resolution  remain  in  abeyance  until  the  call  of  the  calendar 
has  been  concluded,  and  then  I  should  like  to  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum,  so  that  all  Senators  may  be  notified  of 
the  fact  that  the  Executive  order  is  under  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  Joint 
resolution  will  be  temporarily  passed  over. 

HOSPrrALXZATION  FOB  RETIRED  SERVICE  PERSONNEL 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  the  Senate 
to  revert  to  Calendar  No.  1415,  Senate  Wll  1460. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  KING.    What  bill  is  that? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  bill  was  reached  on  the 
calendar  yesterday,  but  I  was  absent  from  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber, in  a  conference  committee,  at  the  time  and  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellarI  called  for  an  explanation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  sUte  the  Utle 
of  the  bin. 

The  Chibp  Clerk.  A  bill  (8.  14«0)  to  provide  xmiform  re- 
ciprocal hospitalization  In  any  Army  or  Navy  hospital  for 
retired  personnel  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  made  no  objection  to  the 
bUI,  and  do  not  have  any  now  to  the  bin.  but  under  the  usual 
custom  and  courtesy  there  should  at  least  be  an  explanation 
of  the  Wll.  I  should  not  want  to  see  only  one  intervening 
day  cure  all  objection  that  was  made  on  the  preceding  day. 
If  the  Senator  who  objected  yesterday 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  McKellap]  who  is  now  present,  yesterday  entered  an 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  asked  for  an  explana- 
tion, and  no  explanation  was  made. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  ColOTado.    I  am  here  now  to  make  one. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  consideration 
of  the  measure. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  Identity  of  the  objector  has  been 
ascertained.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  there  were 
other  objectors. 


Mr.  KINO.    May  we  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McNARY.    Will  the  Senator  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  was 
considered  in  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  and  the  com- 
mittee asked  me  to  present  it  on  the  floor.  The  purpose  of 
the  bill  is  to  provide  reciprocal  hospitalization  for  retired 
personnel  of  the  Army,  Navy.  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard  in  the  respective  facilities  of  the  various  organiza- 
tions. At  the  present  time,  retired  personnel  may  have  the 
benefit  of  that  service  by  Executive  order,  or  by  an  applica- 
tion through  regular  channels. .  The  purpose  of  the  bill  is 
to  take  care  of  emergency  cases.  Section  3  of  the  bill  was 
objected  to  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  by  the  Navy  De- 
partment: but.  as  reported  from  the  committee,  section  3 
has  been  stricken  from  the  bilL  So  far  as  I  know,  there 
is  no  serious  objection  by  any  of  the  departments  to  the 
bill  as  amended. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  inquire  whether 
or  not.  If  the  bill  should  be  passed,  it  would  encourage 
reciprocal  relations  In  cases  in  which  there  ought  not  to  be 
reciprocal  relations,  and  thus  encourage  additional  expense. 
For  example,  a  person  situated  in  Baltimore  might  prefer 
to  go  to  a  hospital  in  Philadelphia,  in  some  other  branch 
of  the  service,  and  he  might  maneuver  so  as  to  get  to  Phila- 
delphia, and  thus  perhaps  crowd  the  facilities  of  the  hos* 
pital  there  and  Increase  the  expense  to  the  Government.  It 
seems  to  me  there  should  be  some  provision  by  which  no 
transfer  from  one  hospital  to  another,  or  from  one  agency 
to  another,  could  be  made  without  supervision  and  without 
the  consent  of  some  agency. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Of  course,  that  is  the  situa- 
tion at  the  present  time.  If  a  man  is  suffering  from  disease 
or  injury,  it  is  not  desirable  to  wait  so  long.  TTie  bill  is  for 
the  benefit  of  retired  personnel.  While  it  prolwibly  would  not 
cost  the  Government  ansrthing,  it  would  save  the  men  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  transportation  and  other  expenses.  A 
companion  bill  passed  some  time  ago. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  believe  there 
are  sufBdent  protective  provisions  in  the  bUl  so  that  there 
would  be  no  Injustice  to  the  Government  or  to  any  hospital 
to  which  a  person  who  was  injured  or  sick  might  seek  ad- 
mission? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  After  full  hearings,  the  com- 
mittee reached  the  conclusion  that  there  would  be  no  abuse 
under  the  bill. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  bill  would  save  the  ex-service  men 
a  great  amount  of  traveling  expense  in  going  to  other  cities, 
and  there  would  not  be  any  Increased  cost  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  On  the  whole,  there  would 
not  be  any  increased  cost  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  should  like  to  invite  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  to  page  1,  line  4,  of  the  bill  and  ask 
him  if  he  will  tell  us  whether  or  not  there  is  any  difference 
between  a  Fleet  Naval  Reservist  and  any  other  kind. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    What  is  a  Fleet  Naval  Reservist? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  there  is  an  organization 
known  as  the  Fleet  Naval  Reserve  and  also  an  organization 
known  as  the  Naval  Reserve.  The  Fleet  Naval  Reserves  are 
Reserves  who  are  especially  trained  for  fleet  service. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Have  they  been  members  of  the  United 
States  Navy? 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Naval  Reserves  bear  to  the  Navy  the 
same  relation  the  Army  Reserves  bear  to  the  Army. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Do  they  Include  officers  and  personnel  on 
vessels  entitled  to  fly  the  flag  of  the  Naval  Reserve? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Senator  means. 
There  are  men  who  are  active  in  the  naval  service  and  there 
are  Reserves.    There  are  Fleet  Reserves  and  Naval  Reserves. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  make  my  question  clear  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts.  The  United  States  shipping 
lines  are  authorized  to  fly  the  flag  of  the  United  States  Naval 


Reserve  if  the  majority  of  their  ofllcers  and  personnel  are 
Naval  Reserve  members.  I  should  Lke  to  know  whether  or 
not  those  men  also  would  come  under  the  provisions  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  bill,  and  there- 
fore I  cannot  answer  the  question:  but  I  rose  to  answer  the 
Senator's  first  question  and  to  state  that  there  Is  such  an 
organization  as  the  Fleet  Naval  Reserve. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  pres- 
ent consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (S.  1460)  to  provide  uniform  reciprocal  hos- 
pitalization in  any  Army  or  Navy  hospital  for  retired  per- 
sonnel of  the  Army,  Navy,  liiartne  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  with  an  amendment,  on  page 
2.  after  line  3.  to  strike  out: 

Sec.  3.  Applicants  residing  within  an  Army  or  Navy  hospital  area, 
who  require  medical  attention  and  who  are  unable,  because  of 
physical  disability,  to  journey  to  such  Army  or  Navy  hospital,  shall 
be  accorded  out-patient  treatment  on  parity  with  active-service 
personnel  residing  within  the  same  hospital  area. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  retired  personnel  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard,  and  Fleet  Naval  and  Fleet  Marine 
Corps  Reservists  requiring  hospitalization  shall  be  entitled  to  enter 
any  Army  or  Navy  hospital  upon  their  own  personal  request,  under 
the  same  conditions  as  are  now,  or  which  hereafter  may  be,  fixed 
for  the  active  service. 

Sec.  2.  Applicants  requiring  only  temporary  or  dispensary  treat- 
ment shall  be  accorded  such  service  under  the  same  regulations  as 
govern  dispensary  treatment  to  active  service  personnel. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

maintenance  or  essential  vessels  atfected  by  netjtralitt 

act 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  Joint  resolution 
(S.  J.  Res.  260)  to  make  emergency  provision  for  the  main- 
tenance of  essential  vessels  affected  by  the  Neutrality  Act  of 
1939.  and  for  adjustment  of  obligations  with  respect  to  such 
vessels. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  take  it  that  it  would  be 
proper  to  make  a  brief  explanation  of  the  Joint  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  is  an  emergency  measure  suggested  by 
the  Maritime  Commission,  having  in  view  the  possibility  and 
likelihood  of  a  number  of  our  vessels  now  operating  in  Euro- 
pean waters — for  example,  in  the  Mediterranean — being  ex- 
cluded from  those  waters  by  our  Neutrality  Act  or  by  the 
orders  of  the  President  tmder  that  act.  I  could  mention  2 
or  3  vessels  now  operating  in  the  Mediterranean,  and 
through  the  Mediterranean  to  the  east:  and  perhaps  there 
are  25  or  30  others. 

In  addition,  we  have  Just  about  completed  a  steamship 
known  as  the  America,  which,  as  I  understood  from  one  of 
^of  the  witnesses  from  the  Maritime  Commission,  cost  about 
$18  000.000.    There  is  no  place  for  it  to  go. 

These  ships  are  indispensable  to  our  national  defense. 
They  will  deteriorate  unless  we  take  care  of  them.  The 
purpose  of  the  bill  Is  to  take  care  of  them  temporarily,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  under  the  operation  of  our  laws  they 
have  been  taken  out  of  the  waters  in  which  they  might  take 
care  of  themselves.  I  am  assured  by  the  Maritime  Com- 
mission that  the  legislation  will  not  cost  the  GhDvernment 
anything.  While  the  ships  are  not  operating,  they  do  not 
receive  the  operating  subsidy  differential:  and  the  amount 
which  the  Government  will  expend  to  keep  them  in  working 
condition  and  to  keep  skeleton  crews  on  them,  so  that  they 
will  be  ready  to  go,  will  be  less  than  the  operating 
differential. 

I  think  the  proposed  legislation  Is  very  timely  and  very 
necessary,  and  I  hope  there  will  be  no  objection  to  it. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  (a)  when  used  In  this  joint  resolution  the 
term  "easential  vessel"  means  any  vessel  (1)  which  is  (A)  security  J 


for  any  mortgage  Indebtedness  to  the  United  SUtea  or  (B)  con- 
structed under  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  or  required  by  the  - 
terms  of  a  contract  under  such  act  to  be  operated  on  a  certain 
essential  foreign  trade  route,  and  (2)  which  It  is  neoeasary  In  the 
Interests  of  commerce  and  national  defense  to  maintain  In  condi- 
tion for  prompt  use. 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  preserving  In  the  national  Interest 
the  full  availability  and  usefulness  of  essential  vessels,  which,  \m- 
der  the  provisions  of  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939  (or  any  proclama- 
tion Issued  thereunder) ,  or  compatibly  with  the  naUonal  Interest, 
cannot  be  operated  In  the  service,  route,  or  line  to  which  such 
vessels  are  assigned  pursuant  to  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936.  or 
In  which  they  would  otherwise  be  operated,  the  United  States 
Maritime  Commission  Is  authorized  to  maXe  adjustments  of  obli- 
gations in  resi>ect  of  such  vessels  and  to  make  arrangements  for 
the  maintenance  of  such  vessels,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
joint  resolution  and  to  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Com- 
mission shall  prescribe  as  necessary  or  appropriate  for  carrying 
out  the  purposes  and  provisions  of  this  Joint  reeolutlon.  If  the 
Commission,  upon  written  application  in  respect  of  any  essential 
vessel,  determines  after  such  examination.  Investigation,  and  pro- 
ceedings as  It  deems  desirable,  that  (1)  the  operation  of  such  ves- 
sel In  the  service,  route,  or  line  to  which  such  vessel  Is  assigned 
pursuant  to  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936.  or  In  which  It  would 
otherwise  be  operated,  is  either  (A)  not  lawful  under  the  Neu- 
trality Act  of  1939  (or  any  proclamation  issued  thereunder),  or 
(B)  not  compatible  with  the  maintenance  of  availability  of  siich 
vessel  for  purposes  of  national  defense  and  commerce,  (2)  it  is  not 
feasible  under  existing  law  to  employ  such  vessel  In  any  ether 
service  or  operation  in  either  the  foreign  or  domestic  trades  (ex- 
cept temporary  or  emergency  operation  under  subsection  (c)  (5) 
hereof),  and  (3)  the  applicant,  by  reason  of  the  restrictions  of  the 
Neutrality  Act  of  1939.  or  the  withdrawal  of  vessels  for  national- 
defense  purposes  under  clause  (1)  hereof,  Is  not  earning  or  will 
not  earn  a  fair  and  reasonable  return  on  the  capital  necessarily 
employed  In  Its  business,  the  Commission  may  make  adjustments 
and  arrangements  with  the  applicant  as  provided  in  subsection 
(c)  hereof,  which  shall  continue  In  effect  only  during  the  circum- 
stances above  described. 

(c)  Such  adjustments  and  arrangements  shall  Include  susjjen- 
slon  of  the  requirement  to  operate  such  vessel  In  foreign  trade 
under  the  applicable  operating -differential  or  construction-differ- 
ential subsidy  contract  or  mortgage  or  other  agreement,  and  of 
the  right  to  operating-differential  subsidy  In  respect  of  such  ves- 
sel, and  may  Include  any  one  or  more  of  the  following  provisions. 
In  whole  or  in  part,  as,  and  to  the  extent  that,  the  Commission  may 
deem  to  be  necessary  or  appropriate  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  or  the  purposes  and  provisions  of 
this  Joint  r^lutlon: 

(1)  Lay-up  of  the  vessel  by  the  owner  or,  at  the  option  of  the 
Commission,  in  the  custody  of  the  Commission,  with  payment  or 
reimbursement  by  the  Commission  of  necessary  and  proper  ex- 
penses thereof  (Including  reasonable  overhead  and  insurance),  or 
In  lieu  of  such  payment  or  reimbursement,  a  fixed  periodic  allow- 
ance therefor; 

(2)  Postponement,  for  a  period  not  in  excess  of  the  period  or 
periods  of  lay-up.  of  the  maturity  date  of  each  installment  on  ac- 
count of  the  principal  of  obligations  to  the  United  St.itcs  In  re- 
spect of  the  vessel  (whether  or  not  such  maturity  date  shall 
fall  within  such  period  or  periods),  or  rearrangement  of  such  ma- 
tivltles; 

(3)  Postponement  or  cancelation  of  interest  accruing  on  sticb 
obligations  during  such  period  or  periods  of  lay-up: 

(4)  Extension  for  a  period  not  In  excess  of  the  period  or  periods 
of  lay-up.  of  the  20-year  life  limitation  In  respect  of  the  veasel. 
and  of  the  period  or  periods  of  other  limitations  and  provisions  of 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  Insofar  as  they  are  based  upon  a 
20-year  Ufe; 

(5)  Provisions  for  such  temporary  or  emergency  employment 
of  the  vessel  In  lieu  of  lay-up  as  may  be  practicable,  with  such 
arrangements  for  management  of  the  vessel,  pa3nnent  of  expenses, 
and  application  of  the  proceeds  of  such  employment,  as  the  Com- 
mission may  approve,  the  period  or  periods  of  such  operation  be- 
ing Included  as  part  of  the  period  or  periods  of  lay-up;  and 

(6)  The  payment  to  the  Commission,  upon  termination  of  the 
arrangements  with  the  applicant  hereunder,  out  of  the  applicant's 
net  profits,  earned  while  such  arrangements  were  in  effect.  In  ex- 
cess of  10  percent  per  annum  on  the  capital  necessarily  employed  7 
In  the  applicant's  business.  In  reimbursement,  to  the  extent  that 
the  Commission  shall  deem  It  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes 

of  this  joint  resolution,  on  account  of  obligations  postponed  or 
canceled  and  expenses  Incurred  or  paid  by  the  Commission  under 
this  subsection.  For  the  purposes  of  this  paragraph  capital  of  the 
applicant  represented  by  vessels  of  the  applicant  laid  up  or  op- 
erated under  this  joint  resolution  shall  not  be  excluded  from 
capital  necessarily  employed  In  the  applicant's  business.  The 
Commission  may  require  that  the  vessels  so  laid  up  or  operated 
be  security  for  reimbursement  hereunder. 

(d)  The  adjustments  and  fO'rangements  made  under  suheectlon 
(c)  In  respect  of  any  vessel  shall  be  subject  to  such  readjustment 
or  modification  from  time  to  time  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  by 
the  Commission  to  carry  out  the  purposes  and  provisions  of  this 
joint  resolution. 

(e)  Moneys  In  the  construction  fund  of  the  Commission  shall  be 
available  for  expenses  of  the  .Commission  Incurred  In  adjustments 
or  arrangements  made  under  this  joint  resolution. 
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OCHOCO  ITAnONAI.   rOKXST.  ORZG. 

The  bin  (H.  R.  5404)  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  to  certain  lands  so  that  they  may 
become  part  of  the  CXihoco  National  Forest.  Oreg.,  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 


OONSTHirCTIOIf  OF  HAVAL  AXSCtATT 

The  bm  (8.  4024)  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisi- 
tion of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  public 
works,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a  companion  bill  to  two 
or  three  other  bills  having  to  do  with  the  Navy;  and  I  suggest 
that  we  take  it  up  later  when  we  take  up  the  other  naval 
bills. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  objection  is  quite 
proper.  This  measure  should  be  considered  in  connection 
with  the  other  naval  bills. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

CUKBERLAin)   GAP  IfATIOKAL   HISTORICAL   PARK 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bUl  (H.  R.  9394)  to 
provide  for  the  establishment  of  the  Cumberland  Gap  National 
Historical  Park  in  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  and  Virginia. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Barklkt]  should  explain  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  passed  the  House 
of  Representatives  without  opposition.  It  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  accept  not  to  exceed  50,000  acres 
of  land  in  Kentucky.  Tennessee,  and  Virginia,  in  the  vicinity 
of  Cumberland  Gap.  which  was  the  original  trail  through 
which  pioneers  went  west  of  the  Appalachian  Moimtains  from 
North  Carolina,  Virginia,  and  the  eastern  coast.  It  is  the 
trail  through  which  Daniel  Boone  migrated  from  North 
Carolina  into  Kentucky. 

No  expense  to  the  Government  is  involved.  The  bill  pro- 
vides for  the  donation  of  not  to  exceed  50,000  acres  of  land. 
The  region  is  very  historic,  and  the  legislation  is  desired  by  the 
National  Park  Service,  by  the  Interior  Department,  and  by 
all  the  States  involved.  I  think  this  addition  to  our  national- 
park  system  will  be  welcomed  by  the  whole  country.  The 
bill  provides  for  the  establishment  of  the  Cumberland  Gap 
National  Historical  Park. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  park  would  consist  of  lands  from 
three  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes.  It  includes  some  very  beautiful  and 
scenic,  as  well  as  historic,  land.  I  think  the  country  would 
be  proud  of  the  park.  It  is  about  100  miles  northwest  of  the 
Great  Smoky  Mountains  National  Park,  which  is  already 
established. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  the  third  reading  and  passage  of  the  bilL 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  when  Utle  to  aU  the  lands,  structures, 
and  other  property  In  the  Cumberland  Oap-Cumberland  Pord 
areas,  being  portions  of  the  Warriors  Path  of  the  Indians  and 
Wilderness  Road  of  E>nnlel  Boone,  within  Bell  and  Harlan  Coun- 
ties, Ky.;  Lee  County.  Va.;  and  Claiborne  County,  Tenn.;  as 
may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  as  necessary 
or  desirable  for  national  historical  park  purposes,  shall  have 
been  vested  in  the  United  States  such  area  or  areas  shall  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  established,  dedicated,  and  set  apart  as  a  public 
park  for  the  benefit  and  Inspiration  of  the  people  and  shall  be 
known  as  the  Cumberland  Gap  National  Historical  Park:  Pro- 
vided. That  the  United  States  shall  not  purchase  by  appropriation 
of  public  moneys  any  lands  within  the  aforesaid  areas:  Provided 
further.  That  such  area  or  areas  shall  Include,  at  least,  the 
following  features  and  intervening  lands:  Cximberland  Gap,  The 
Pinnacle,  the  remaining  forUflcaUons  of  the  War  between  the 
States.  Soldiers  Cave.  lOng  Solomon's  Cave,  £>evlls  Garden  Sand 
Cave,  The  Doubling.  White  Rocks.  Rocky  Pace.  Moore  Knob, 
and  that  portion  of  the  Warriors  Path  and  Daniel  Boone's  Wilder- 
ness Ro«d  extezKllng  frwn  the  city  of  Cumberland  Gap  Tenn 
to  Cumberland  Pord,  near  Pinevllle,  Ky.  " 

6«c.  a.  The  total  area  of  the  Cumberland  Gap  National  His- 
torical Park,  as  determined  pursuant  to  this  act,  shall  not  exceed 
60.000  acres,  and  shall  not  include  any  land  within  the  city 
llmlto  of  Middlesboro  and  PtoevlUe.  Ky.;  Cumberland  Gap,  Term.; 


or  any  lands  adjacent  thereto  which  the  proper  oUtclals  thereof 
«h*ii  indicate  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  prior  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  said  park  are  required  for  expansion  of  said  cities. 

8bc.  8.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  be.  and  he  to  hereby, 
authorized  to  accept  donations  of  land.  Interests  in  land,  build- 
ings, structxires,  and  other  property  within  the  boundaries  of 
the  said  historical  park  as  determined  and  fixed  hereunder,  and 
donations  of  funds  for  the  purchase  and  maintenance  thereof: 
Provided,  That  he  may  acqtilre  on  behalf  ot  the  United  States 
out  of  any  donated  fimds,  by  purchase  at  prices  deemed  by  him 
reasonable,  or  by  condemnation  under  the  provisions  of  the  act 
of  August  1,  1888,  such  tracts  of  land  within  said  historical  park 
as  may  be  necessary  for  the  completion  thereof.  The  title  to 
any  lands  or  interests  m  lands  to  be  acquired  pursuant  to  this 
act  shall  be  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sbc.  4.  The  administration,  protection,  and  development  of  the 
aforesaid  national  historical  park  shall  be  exercised  under  the 
direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  the  National  Park 
Service,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Augtist  25,  1916 
(39  Stat.  536),  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  a  National  Park 
Service,   and   for   other   purposes."   as   amended. 

AMENDMENT  OF  FEDERAL  CREDIT  UNION  ACT 

The  biU  (S.  2568)  to  amend  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act 
(June  26,  1934.  ch.  750.  par.  1,  48  SUt.  1216.  sec.  1761)  was 

announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  in  the  absence  of  the  author  of 
the  bill,  I  ask  that  it  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  witlihold  his  objection  to  the  bill  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  BYRD.    Certainly. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  do  not  happen  to  be  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  but  I  know  that 
those  who  are  interested  in  credit  unions  are  very  anxious  to 
have  this  measure  passed.  After  prolonged  conferences  be- 
tween the  representatives  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration 
and  the  representatives  of  those  interested  in  credit  unions, 
an  amendment  has  been  incorporated  in  the  bill,  as  the  Sen- 
ator will  note,  reducing  the  amount  of  unsecured  loans  which 
the  credit  unions  may  make.  The  amendment  represents  the 
result  of  a  compromise. 

My  xmderstanding  is  that  the  subcommittee  went  into  the 
matter,  and  the  full  committee  as  well,  and  were  convinced 
that,  in  its  present  form,  with  the  suggested  committee  amend- 
ments, the  bill  amply  safeguards  the  credit  unions.  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  not  feel  constrained  to  object  to  its  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    la  there  objection? 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  the  bill  doubles 
the  amount  that  may  be  loaned  unsecured,  does  it  not,  from 
$50  to  $100? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes;  but  the  request  was  first  made 
for  a  much  larger  limit  for  unsecured  loans.  The  Farm  Credit 
Administration  representatives  who  were  consulted  felt  that 
that  would  be  unwarranted,  but  they  feel  that  the  sum  now 
provided  in  the  bill  is  not  excessive. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  BtknxsI  has  come 
into  the  Chamber,  and  I  should  like  to  call  his  attention  to 
the  bill  now  under  consideration,  which  is  Calendar  No.  1798, 
Senate  bill  2568,  with  relation  to  the  amount  of  money  which 
credit  unions  may  loan  unsecured.  I  was  Just  pointing  out 
as  the  Senator  came  in  that  my  understanding  was  that  the 
credit  unions  first  asked  that  a  larger  sum  might  be  loaned 
unsecured,  but.  after  conferences  with  representatives  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration  and  the  representatives  of  the 
credit  unions,  the  amount  was  fixed  as  now  provided  in  the 
bill. 

Mr.  BYRD.    No  other  change  is  made  in  the  law? 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     The  bill  makes  no  further  change  In 
the  law. 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  withdraw  my  objectioa 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  obJecUon  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bUl  (S.  2568)  to  amend  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act 
(June  26,  1934,  ch.  750.  par.  1.  48  Stat.  1216.  sec.  1761).  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  waninng  and  crur- 
rency  with  amendments,  on  line  3.  after  the  word  "that",  to 
Ittsert  "section  11  (d)  of";  on  line  5.  after  the  word  "thereof", 
to  strike  out  "$300"  and  insert  "$100";  and  in  line  7,  after  the 
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words  "excess  oT*.  to  strike  out  "$300"  and  Insert  "$100",  so 
as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  11  (d)  of  the  Federal  Credit  Union 
Act  be.  and  the  same  Is  hereby,  amended  by  substituting  for  "$50" 
where  It  appears  In  the  fourth  sentence  thereof  "$100,"  so  that 
said  fourth  sentence  shall  read  as  foUows:  "No  loan  In  excess  of  $100 
•hall  be  made  without  adequate  security  and  no  loan  shall  be  made 
to  any  member  in  excess  of  $200  or  10  percent  of  the  Federal  credit 
union's  paid-in  and  unimpaired  capital  and  surplus,  whichever  is 
greater." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

ISi.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  the  losses  the  Government  has  sustained,  if  any, 
by  reason  of  this  organization? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  My  understanding  is  that  the  Gov- 
ernment has  not  sustained  any  loss.  CJredit  unions— and  the 
Senator  no  doubt  is  familiar  with  them — are  organized  un- 
der a  general  enabling  act  which  the  Senator  from  Texas 
sponsored,  and  when  the  general  enabling  act  was  first  set 
up  this  limitation  was  placed  upon  the  amount  of  unsecured 
loans.  The  credit  unions  have  been  a  great  success.  ITiey 
are  organized  on  the  principle  that  small  groups  of  persons, 
each  one  knowing  every  Individual  in  the  group,  are  in  a 
favorable  position  to  judge  as  to  the  advisability  of  making 
credit-union  loans.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the 
plan  has  been  so  successful  that  all  persons  who  have  now 
studied  the  matter  think  it  Is  perfectly  safe  to  lift  the 
amount. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICKK.  The  question  Is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BIU.    PASSED    OVER 

The  bill  (8.  3998)  to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 
Mr.  BYRD.     I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over. 
Hie  PRESIDING  OFFICJER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

HOSPITAL    COKSTRUCnOlf 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  completes  the  calen- 
dar. The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  tmflnished 
business,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Cmxr  Clerk.  A  bUl  (S.  3230)  to  promote  the  na- 
tional health  and  welfare  through  appropriations  of  funds 
for  the  construction  of  hospitals. 

I         REORCAiaZATION   PLAN   NO.   V 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  a  resolution  approving 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  V  was  passed  over  temporarily  awhile 
ago  until  the  Senate  concluded  the  consideration  of  the  cal- 
endar, and  the  Senator  from  Oregon  suggested  that  he  would 
ask  for  a  quorum  call  so  that  a  greater  number  of  Senators 
might  be  present. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
is  correct.  When  the  resolution  approving  Reorganization 
Order  No.  V  was  reached.  I  asked  that  it  go  over  until  the 
calendar  was  concluded,  not  evincing  any  objection  personally 
to  it,  but  in  order  that  there  might  be  a  larger  attendance  of 
Senators  present  when  it  was  considered;  and  I  said  that  I 
would  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  in  my  absence  from  the 
Chamber  I  understand  that  the  joint  resolution  providing 
approval  of  the  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V  was  passed  over. 
The  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norris]  told  me  that  he 
desired  to  be  advised  when  that  matter  would  be  considered. 
I  agreed  with  him  that  it  would  not  be  taken  up  in  his  absence. 
Under  the  Reorganization  Act  itself  it  is  a  privileged  matter, 
and  I  desire  now  to  give  notice  that  I  shall  ask  for  Its  con- 
sideration tomorrow  in  order  that  it  may  be  disposed  of,  as. 
otherwise,  a  very  serious  situation  will  arise  because  of  the 
fact  that  one  order  takes  effect  on  Sunday,  June  2,  and  an- 
other order  on  June  11.  I  therefore  will  ask  for  the  consider- 
ation of  the  joint  resolutidn  tomorrow. 

VACATION  AND   SICK  LEAVE   FOR   CERTAIN   POSTMASTERS 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  from  the  Record 
that  House  bill  5784  was  objected  to  by  the  Senator  from 


Missouri  [Mr.  Clark]  who  asked  for  an  explanation  on  the 
bilL  I  was  absent  from  the  chamber  at  that  time.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  return  to  C^alendar  No.  1380,  House 
bill  5784  in  order  that  I  may  make  an  explanatioxL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  5784)  to  provide  for  the  conservation 
and  transfer  of  accumulated  sick  leave  and  vacation  time 
due  classified  civil-service  employees  who  succeed  to  the 
position  of  postmaster,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  I  explained  the  purpose  of 
the  bill  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark].  All  It 
proposes  to  do  Is  to  permit  a  service  employee  who  is  ele- 
vated within  the  service  to  the  position  of  postmaster  to  en- 
Joy  such  vacation  time  as  he  has  earned  up  to  the  date  of 
his  apopintment  as  postmaster.  The  enactment  of  the  bill 
would  not  cost  the  Government  any  money.  The  assistant 
postmaster  usually  takes  care  of  the  duties  of  the  post- 
master in  his  absence,  but  the  bill  would  eliminate  the  pos- 
sibility of  a  postmaster  getting  into  trouble  should  he  take 
his  vacation. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  quesUon  Is  on  the 
third  reading  of  the  bilL 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  had  intended  to  ask  at 
this  time  that  the  Senate  stand  In  recess  until  2:40  p.  m., 
SO  that  the  Members  of  the  Senate  might  assemble  and 
proceed  in  a  body  to  the  rotimda  of  the  Capitol,  where  the 
ceremonies  are  to  be  held  unveiling  the  painting  depicting 
the  signing  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  I  had 
assumed  that  no  Senator  would  want  to  occupy  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate  from  now  until  that  time;  but  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray],  who  is  in  charge  of  the 
hospital  bill,  desires  to  proceed  now,  so  I  will  not  make  the 
request. 

Mr.  MURRAY  obtained  the  floor. 

AMENDMENT  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT  ACT  OF    1038 

Mr.  SMITH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH.  In  my  absence  from  the  Chamber,  Calen- 
dar No.  1770,  House  bill  3955,  was  passed  over.  It  Is  a 
bill  which  I  know  could  not  have  any  objection  from  this 
body.  It  provides  that  wheat  growers  shall  have  200  bushels 
for  use  in  their  quotas  instead  of  100  bushels.  That  is  all 
that  the  bill  provides. 

I  ask  that  the  bill  be  considered  at  this  time  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  asks  unanimous  consent  for  the  present  considera- 
tion of  a  bill  which  will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  C:^erk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  3955)  to  amend  section  335 
(d)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  what  is  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  ask  to  have  the  bill  read.  It  will  take  only 
a  few  seconds. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  335  (d)  at  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Act  Of  1938,  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
words  "one  hxuidred"  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  words  "two 
hundred." 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  this  Is  tlie  wheat  bill? 

Mr.  SMITH.     Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY,  It  is  the  bill  which  was  favorably  reported 
by  the  committee,  changing  the  allotment  from  100  bushels 
to  200  bushels? 

Mr.  SMITH.    "Hie  allotment  that  wheat  growers  may  use. 

"Hie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Montana 
will  further  permit  me,  there  is  on  the  calendar  another  very 
Important  bill  which  I  should  like  to  have  taken  up  and 
disposed  of  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER,  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMITH.  It  is  the  next  bill  on  the  calendar,  Calendar 
1771,  House  bill  9700,  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  given  to  that  bill 
the  best  consideration  I  could  give  to  it  in  a  short  time. 
There  Is  a  portion  of  the  bill  to  which  I  not  only  do  not 
object  but  with  which  I  &m  in  strict  accord,  and  which  I 
heartily  approve.  I  refer  to  all  that  portion  of  it  which  pro- 
vides for  3 -year  quotas;  but  there  are  in  the  bill  two  other 
provisions  which  will  greatly  increase  the  penalty  upon 
farmers  and  warehousemen. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Those  provisions  change  the  law  pertaining 
to  the  iDenalty,  but  they  do  not  increase  it. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  should  have  to  object  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  unless  the  Senat(»:  is  willing  to  take  out  the 
penalty  sections  which  do  not  relate  to  fixing  quotas  for  3 
years.    I  approve  of  that  part  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  can  settle  the  difficulty. 
A  Senator  who  was  present,  but  who  is  now  absent,  wanted 
to  have  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Objection  is  heard. 

CIKXMOmXS    IN    CONNECTION    WITH    UNVEIUNG    OF    PAINTING    OF 

SIGNING   OF   THi:   CONSTXTXJTION 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Senate  intends  to  recess  in  a  very  few  m(Mnents  to  attend 
the  unveiling  of  the  painting  in  the  rotunda.  I  much  prefer 
to  delay  presenting  my  statement  on  the  hospital  bill  until 
we  return. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it  was  my  original  under- 
standing that  the  Senator  would  prefer  to  wait.  Therefore. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
until  2:40  o'clock  p.  m..  in  order  that  it  may  then  reassemble 
here  and  proceed  in  a  body  to  the  rotimda  of  the  Capitol 
for  the  ceremonies  in  connection  with  the  unveiling  of  the 
painting. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection  (at  2  o'clock  and  18  minutes 
p.  m.),  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  2:40  o'clock  p.  m..  when 
It  reassembled. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  caU  the  roll. 

The  lepislative  clerk  called  the  roU.  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 
Aahunt 

Austin 

BaUey 

Bankhead 

Barbour 

Barkley 

BUbo 


Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

BTrnn 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chaves 

Clark.  Idaho 

Oark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davla 


Donabey 
Blender 
'  George 
Gerry 
Gibson 
OUlette 
Ouffey 
0\imey 
Bale 
Harrlaon 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Herring 
Hl'l 

Holman 
Holt 
Hughes 
Johnson.  Caiif . 
Johnson.  Colo. 
King 

LaF>3Uette 
Lee 
Lodge 


Lucas 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

IfcKellar 

licNary 

ICaloney 

Mead 

Miller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radcliffe 

Reynolds 

RuaseU 

8ch  warts 

Scbwellenbach 

Sheppard 


Shlpstead 

Slattery 

Smathers 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Tobey 

Tbwnsend 

Truman 

Tydings 

Vandenbcrg 

Van  Nuys 

Warmer 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-nine  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
stand  in  recess  until  2:50  o'clock. 


^ 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection  (at  2  o'clock  and  45  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  2:50  o'clock  p.  m.,  when 
it  reassembled. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Sir.  President,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess  imtil  the  conclusion  of  the 
ceremonies  in  the  rotimda,  at  which  time  it  will  return  to 
Its  Chamber. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection  (at  2  o'clock  and  50  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  the  conclusion  of  the 
ceremonies  incident  to  the  unveiling  of  the  painting  de- 
lecting the  signing  of  the  Constitution. 

The  Senate  returned  to  its  Chamber  at  4  o'clock  and  17 
minutes  p.  m.,  and  Mr.  Chandleh  resumed  the  Chair. 

EXECUnVX    SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  at  this  hour  I  think  it 
Is  not  wise  to  try  to  proceed  any  further  with  the  pending 
legislation.  I,  therefore,  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECtJTTVE   MESSAGES   RI7EKRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  CHANDLra  In  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  simdry  nominations,  which  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  oi 
Senate  proceedings.) 

EXBCUmnE  REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Jay  Pierrepont  Mof- 
fat, of  New  Hampshire,  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  1, 
now  assigned  as  Chief  of  the  Division  of  European  Affairs 
in  the  Department  of  State,  to  be  Envoy  Extraordinary  and 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  Canada. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
following  nominations: 

John  R.  Mlnter,  of  South  Carolina,  to  be  a  Foreign 
Service  officer  of  class  4.  a  consul,  and  a  secretary  in  the 
Diplomatic  Service;  and 

Sheldon  Thomas,  of  New  York,  to  be  a  Foreign  Service 
officer  of  class  5.  a  consul,  and  a  secretary  in  the  Diplo- 
matic Service. 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  simdry 
postmasters. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  adversely  the 
nominaUon  of  Margaret  F.  Rackliffe  to  be  postmaster  at 
Mina,  Nev.,  in  place  of  M.  F.  Rackliffe. 

He  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  reported 
favorably  the  nomination  of  Mark  Muth,  of  Wisconsin,  to  be 
Work  Projects  Administrator  of  Wisconsin,  to  be  effective 
April  16,  1940. 

Mr.  WAI^H.  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  reported 
favorably  the  nominations  of  several  officers  for  promotion  in 
the  Marine  Corps. 

Mr.  TYDINGS,  from  the  Committee  on  Territories  and 
Insular  Affairs,  reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Charles 
M.  Hite,  of  Hawaii,  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 

(reappointment) . 

Mr.  HARRISON,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  reported 
favorably  the  nomination  of  Senior  Siu^eon  Prank  M  Paget 
to  be  medical  director  In  the  United  States  Public  Health 
Service,  to  rank  as  such  from  March  6,  1940. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
nominations  of  sundry  doctors  to  be  assistant  surgeons  in  the 
United  States  Public  Health  Service,  to  take  effect  from  date 
of  oath. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there  be  no  further  re- 
ports of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nomlnaUons  on 
me  Cakeadax. 


SECURITIES   AlfV   EXCHANGE   COMMISSION 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Sumner  T. 
Pike  to  be  a  member  of  the  Sectn-Itles  and  Exchange  Com- 
mission. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation is  confirmed. 

COAST  GUARD  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
In  the  Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations in  the  Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States  are  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 

I  POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  simdry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objecUon.  the  nomi- 
nations of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

IN  THE  ARMT 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
In  the  Army. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  that  the  Army  nominations  be  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

That  concludes  the  calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  4  o'clock  and  18  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Thursday, 
May  30.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINAIIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the  Senate  May  29  (.legis- 
lative day  of  May  28).  1940 

I    Farm  Credit  Administration 
Albert  G.  Black,  of  Iowa,  to  be  Governor  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration  for  a  term  of  6  years  from  June  15, 
1940.     (Reappointment.) 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
Edward  C.  Eicher,  of  Iowa,  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Securi- 
ties and  Exchange  Commission  for  the  term  expiring  June 
5,  1945.     (Reappointment.) 

Register  op  the  Land  Office 
Mrs.  Carrie  H.  Malone.  of  Nevada,  to  be  register  of  the 
Land  Office  at  Carson  City,  Nev.,  vice  Mrs.  Gladys  Huyck. 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
To  be  hydrographic  arid  geodetic  engineer  (with  relative  rank 
of  lieutenant  in  the  Navy)  by  promotion  from  junior  hy- 
drographic and  geodetic  engineer   (with  relative  rank  of 
lieutenant,  junior  grade,  in  the  Naxry) 

Alvln  Cecil  Thorson.  of  North  Dakota,  vice  Max  O.  Wither- 
bee.  retired.    1 

Joe  Charles  Partington,  of  Nebraska,  vice  Herman  Odessey, 
deceased. 

To  be  junior  hydrographic  and  geodetic  engineer  (with  rela- 
tive rank  of  lieutenant,  junior  grade,  in  the  Navy)  by  pro- 
motion from  aid  (with  relative  rank  of  ensign  in  the  Navy) 

Herman  Carl  Applequlst,  of  California,  vice  George  M. 
Marchand.  deceased. 

William  Francis  Deane,  of  Texas,  vice  Alvin  C.  Thorson, 
promoted. 

Edgar  Flanay  Hicks,  Jr.,  of  Tennessee,  vice  Joe  C.  Parting- 
ton, promoted. 

Promotions  in  the  Navy 

Commander  Robert  S.  Haggart  to  be  a  captain  In  the  Navy, 
to  rank  from  the  29th  day  of  December  1939. 

"nie  following-named  lieutenant  commanders  to  be  com- 
manders In  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names: 


Adrian  O.  Rule.  Jr.,  August  1,  1939. 

John  L.  Reynolds.  August  1.  1939. 

Dorrance  K.  Day,  August  1,  1939. 

Paul  L.  Mather,  September  1,  1939. 

Clarence  H.  Pike.  September  1,  1939. 

Henry  S.  Nielson.  September  23.  1939. 

Alf  O.  R.  Bergesen.  September  23.  1939. 

Lyman  S.  Perry,  September  23.  1939. 

Paul  R.  Heineman.  September  23.  1939. 

Maurice  E.  Courts,  November  1.  1939. 

Allen  Hobbs.  November  1,  1939. 

William  H.  Buracker,  November  1.  1939. 

Harold  P.  Pick.  December  8,  1939. 

Paul  W.  Steinhagen,  December  8.  1939. 

Francis  P.  Old.  December  8.  1939. 

William  H.  Wallace,  December  8,  1939. 

Forrest  M.  CLeary,  December  29.  1939. 

Benjamin  P.  Ward,  December  29,  1939. 

John  P.  Rees,  December  29,  1939. 

James  B.  Carter,  January  1,  1940. 

John  B.  Mallard,  January  1,  1940. 

James  L.  Wyatt,  January  1,  1940. 

Hugh  W.  Tumey,  January  1.  1940. 

Russell  C.  Bartman,  February  1,  1940. 

Robert  Holmes  Smith,  April  1,  1940. 

Oscar  A.  Weller,  May  1.  1940. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  to  be  Leutenant  com- 
manders in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names: 

Ernest  St.  C.  von  Kleeck,  Jr.,  August  1,  1939. 

Donald  C.  Beard.  August  1,  1939. 

William  G.  Beecher.  Jr..  January  1.  1940. 

Hamilton  L.  Stone,  February  1,  1940. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  (junior  grade)  to  be  lieu- 
tenants in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names: 

George  W.  Kehl,  December  8,  1939. 

Wallace  H.  Weston.  December  29.  1939.  ^ 

Ensign  Carl  H.  Amme,  Jr.,  to  be  a  lieutenant  (junior  grade) 
in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  4th  day  of  June  1939. 

The  following-named  ensigns  to  be  lieutenants'  (junior 
grade)  In  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  3d  day  of  June  1940: 


Charles  E.  Gibson 
Henry  A.  Rowe 
Terrell  H.  W.  Connor 
Carl  R.  Hirschberger 
Warren  W.  Ford 
Harvey  P.  Lanham 
Oliver  M.  Ramsey 
Patrick  H.  Hart 
Joseph  A.  Dodson,  Jr. 
Morton  H.  Ljrtle 
David  E.  Dressendorfer 
Vincent  F.  McCormack 
Raymond  A.  Moore 
Donald  D.  Patterson 
Charles  E.  Lake 
Theophilus  H.  Moore 
Robert  F.  Parrington 


Thomas  E.  Edwards,  Jr. 
Warren  C.  Hall,  Jr. 
Harold  D.  Shrider 
Lloyd  F.  Jakeman 
Robert  L.  Savage.  Jr. 
Prank  A.  Patriarca 
Leonce  A.  Lajaunie,  Jr. 
John  M.  De  Vane,  Jr. 
John  C.  KeUy 
Robert  M.  Ware 
Francis  W.  Ingling 
Paul  J.  Riley 
William  A.  H.  Howland 
Geoffrey  P.  Norman 
Thomtis  J.  Nixon,  3d 
James  N.  Mayes 
Charles  R.  Dodds 


Stockton  B.  Strong 

Paymaster  Louis  A.  Puckett  to  be  a  pay  inspector  in  the 
Navy,  with  the  rank  of  commander,  to  rank  from  the  1st 
day  of  July  1939. 

Ensign  John  W.  Neel  to  be  an  assistant  paymaster  in  the 
Navy,  with  the  rank  of  ensign,  to  rank  from  the  3d  day  of 
June  1937. 

The  following-named  lieutenant  ccmmanders  to  be  lieu- 
tenant commanders  in  the  Navy  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names,  to  correct  the  date  of  rank  as  previously  nomi- 
nated and  confirmed: 

Thomas  G.  Reamy,  August  1,  1939. 

Knowlton  Williams,  August  1,  1939. 

WilUam  C.  Schultz,  August  1,  1939. 

Charles  A.  Bond,  August  1.  1939. 
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Harry  P.  Miller.  September  1. 1939. 

John  O.  Lambrecht.  September  1,  1939. 

Thomas  Burrowes.  September  1.  1939. 

Donald  C.  Varian.  September  1.  1939. 

Harry  H.  Henderson.  September  1.  1939. 

Charles  S.  Weeks.  September  1.  1939. 

Kenneth  C.  Kurd,  September  1.  1939. 

punter  Wood.  Jr..  September  23,  1939. 

Joseph  H.  Wellings,  September  23,  1939. 

William  R.  Headden,  September  23.  1939. 

Barton  E.  Bacon,  Jr..  September  23.  1939. 

Paul  C.  Crosley.  September  23.  1939. 

James  M.  Hicks.  September  23.  1939. 

The  foLowing-named  lieutenants  to  be  lieutenants  in  the 
Navy  from  the  date  stated  opposite  their  names,  to  correct 
the  date  of  rank  as  previously  nominated  and  confirmed: 

Joel  C.  Ford.  Jr..  August  1.  1939. 

John  H.  Kaufman,  August  1.  1939. 

William  R.  Franklin,  August  1.  1939. 

William  L.  Richards,  September  1.  1939. 

Francis  D.  Foley,  September  1.  1939. 

Paul  H.  Harrington,  September  1,  1939. 

William  M.  Ryon,  September  1,  1939. 

Richard  V.  Gregory.  September  23.  1939. 

Alfred  L.  Co()e,  September  23,  1939. 

Richard  C.  Williams,  Jr..  September  23,  1939. 

Harold  L.  Sargent.  September  23,  1939. 

Lt.  Com.  Robert  E.  Melling  to  be  a  commander  in  the  Navy 
to  rank  from  23d  day  of  September  1939. 

Naval  Constructor  Frederick  G.  Crisp  to  be  a  naval  con- 
structor in  the  Navy,  with  rank  of  captain,  from  the  1st  day 
of  May  1940. 

The  following-named  ensigns  to  be  assistant  paymasters  in 
the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  ensign,  from  the  2d  day  of  June 
1938: 

Robert  W.  Carter 

Ira  F.  Haddock 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  May  29 

(legislative  day  of  May  28),  1940 

Securttibs  and  Exchange  Commission 

Sumner  T.  Pike  to  be  a  member  of  the  Securities  and  Ex.- 
change  Commission. 

Coast  Guaro  of  thk  United  States 

to  bs  chzet  boatswains 

Lee  R.  Scott  Otto  Bentz 

George  V.  StepanofT  Richard  S.  Tewksbury 

TO  BE  CHIEF  GUNNEIS 

Linford  H.  Hlnes 
Dellworth  Ballard 
Robert  E.  Barber 

TO  BE  CHIEF  RADIO  ELECTRICIAN 

Carl  E.  Roberts 

TO  U  CmZF  CARPENTERS 

Albert  I.  Trucker 
Uoyd  L.  Dough 

TO  BE  CHIEF  PAY  CLERKS 

Joaquin  Tormos 
Hyman  G.  Gottlieb 

Appointment  in  ths  Regxtlar  Armt 

Harold  Myers  Deane  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Veterinary  Corps. 

Appointments,  by  Transfer  in  the  Regxtlar  Army 

TO   ADJT7TANT   GENERAL'S   DEPARTMENT 

Capt.  Frederick  Raymond  Keeler. 

TO  AIR  CORPS 

^  First  Lt.  Jean  Paul  Craig. 
Second  Lt.  Milton  Bernard  Adams. 
Second  Lt.  Walter  James  Alsop. 
Second  Lt.  Benjamin  Franldin  Avery  2d. 
Second  Lt.  Bumham  Lucius  Batson. 


Second  Lt.  Donald  Roy  Boss. 
Second  Lt.  Charles  Henry  Bowman. 
Second  Lt.  William  Stein  Boyd. 
Second  Lt.  Harry  Nathan  Brandon. 
Second  Lt.  Adam  Kirk  Breckenridge. 
Second  Lt.  Roy  Ray  Brischetto. 
Second  Lt.  Elmore  George  Brown. 
Second  Lt.  John  Wilson  Carpenter  Sd. 
Second  Lt.  John  Alexander  Chechlla. 
Second  Lt.  Thomas  Jonathon  Jackson  Christian.  J!r. 
Second  Lt.  Roscoe  CampbeU  Crawford.  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Warner  Winston  Croxton,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Joseph  Lawrence  Dickman. 
Second  Lt.  Elwood  Paul  Donohue. 
Second  Lt.  John  Carlos  Edwards. 
Second  Lt.  Melvin  Verner  Engstrom. 
Second  Lt.  Albert  Leslie  Evans,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Walter  Woodrow  Farmer. 
Second  Lt.  Shepler  Ward  FitzGerald,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Frederick  Henry  Foerster,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Josei^  Harold  Frost. 
Second  Lt.  James  David  Garcia. 
Second  Lt.  William  Ames  Gamett. 
Second  Lt.  Benoid  Earl  Glawe. 
Second  Lt.  Robert  EJvans  Greer. 
Second  Lt.  Hugh  Albert  Griffith,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Strother  Banks  Hardwick,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Laird  Woodruff  Hendricks. 
Second  Lt.  Allen  Forrest  Herzberg. 
Second  Lt.  Charles  Henry  Hillhouse. 
Second  Lt.  Perry  Milo  Hoisington  2d. 
Second  Lt.  Carl  Walter  Hollstein. 
Second  Lt.  George  Edmund  Howard,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Robert  David  Hunter. 
Second  Lt.  John  Ernest  Linwood  Huse. 
Second  Lt.  Prank  Wallace  Iseman,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Ellsworth  Reily  Jacoby. 
Second  Lt.  William  Charles  Jones. 
Second  Lt.  George  Yount  Jumper. 
Second  Lt.  Joseph  Theodore  Kingsley.  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Andrew  John  Kinney. 
Second  Lt.  James  Barclay  Knapp. 
Second  Lt.  Harmon  Lampley,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Edwin  John  Latoszewskt 
Second  Lt.  Robert  Roy  Little. 
-Second  Lt.  Charles  James  Long  3d- 
Second  Lt.  Paul  Joseph  Long. 
Second  Lt.  Richard  Gordon  Lycan. 
Second  Lt.  Salvatore  Edward  Manzo. 
Second  Lt.  William  Kemp  Martin. 
Second  Lt.  James  Elmer  Mather. 
Second  Lt.  Ernest  Beverly  Maxwell. 
Second  Lt.  James  Lloyd  McBride,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  John  Louis  McCoy. 
Second  Lt.  William  Lee  McDowell,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Cecil  Cerel  McFarland. 
Second  Lt.  Norman  James  McGowan. 
Second  Lt.  Matthew  James  McKeever,  Jr.       ' 
Second  Lt.  Elt>ert  Owen  Meals. 
Second  Lt.  Jack  Gordon  MerrelL 
Second  Lt.  Maurice  Myron  Miller. 
Second  Lt.  Robert  Benjamin  Miller. 
Second  U.  Richard  Steele  Morrison. 
Second  Lt.  Richard  Van  Wyck  Negley,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Paul  Richard  Okerbloom. 
Second  Lt.  Leonard  Neil  Palmer. 
Second  Lt.  Joseph  George  Perry. 
Second  Lt.  Rasrmond  Thompson  Petersen. 
Second  Lt.  Roger  Edwards  Phelan. 
Second  Lt.  John  George  Pickard. 
Second  Lt.  Robert  Charlwood  Richardson  3d. 
Second  Lt.  Robert  John  Rogers. 
Second  Lt.  Eugene  Allen  Romig. 
Second  Lt.  John  Spoor  Samuel. 
Second  Lt.  Edwin  Peter  Schmid. 
Second  Lt.  Robert  Carver  Sears. 
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Second  Lt.  William  Thomas  Smith. 
Second  Lt.  Lewis  Wilson  Stocking. 
Second  Lt.  Henry  Riggs  Sullivan.  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Daniel  Parrington  Tatum. 
Second  Lt.  Robert  Cochrane  Twyman. 
Second  Lt.  Leon  Robert  Vance,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  ElUott  Vandevanter,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Alfred  Virgil  Walton. 
Second  Lt.  Charles  Manly  Walton.  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  Robert  Clarence  Whipple. 
Second  Lt.  David  Kenneth  White. 
Second  Lt.  Thomas  Bernard  Whitehouse. 
Second  Lt.  Ray  Joseph  Will. 
Second  Lt.  James  Walter  Wilson. 
Second  Lt.  Robert  Merwyn  Wray. 
Second  Lt.  Tilden  Perkins  Wright. 
Second  Lt.  Prentiss  Davis  Wynne,  Jr. 
Second  Lt.  George  Wallace  Roger  Zethren. 

Promotions  in  the  Regular  Armt 
Carl  Fish  McKinney  to  be  colonel,  Infantry. 
John   Matthew   Devine   to   be   lieutenant   colonel, 
ArUllery. 

Henry  Charles  Wolfe  to  be  major.  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Lemuel  Edwin  Edwards  to  be  major,  Finance  Department. 

Postmasters 
i  delawarx 

James  B.  Thompson,  Jr..  Clayton. 
Clara  C.  McVey.  Marshallton. 

GXORGU 

Dean  R.  Adams,  Boston. 
Fred  M.  Chandler.  Bowman. 
Mary  Lou  Burch.  Eastman. 
John  R.  Jones,  Dahlonega. 
Victor  H.  Carmichael,  Jackson. 
Joseph  R.  Nease.  Lumber  City. 
Emory  Davis.  Rutledge. 

ILLINOIS 

Benjamin  F.  Price,  Allendale. 
Alphonse  J.  Verdick,  Annawan. 
John  R.  Engleman.  Bellwood. 
A.  Albert  Moehle.  Brighton. 
Frank  F.  Lietz,  Buckley. 
William  C.  Herrin,  Cave  in  Rock. 
Ellen  M.  Sherry,  Congress  Park. 
Paul  C.  Zimmerman.  Earlvllle. 
Wilbur  C.  Gerke,  Edwardsville. 
Ralph  Hawthorne,  Galesburg. 
Henry  C.  Rathgeber,  Girard. 
Frank  B.  Laking.  Grant  Park. 
John  M.  Vandaveer,  Greenfield. 
Lloyd  McCoy  Wakefield.  Heyworth. 
Albert  H.  Winter.  Highland. 
Charles  J.  Ator.  Jacksonville. 
George  P.  Ravens,  Kankakee. 
Clare  A.  RufTner,  Mason. 
Irwin  H.  Mitchell.  Metropolis. 
Paul  Therien.  Momence. 
Robert  R.  Lutz.  Morton  Grove. 
John  Joseph  Pedor.  Motmt  Olive. 
William  H.  Cain,  Patoka. 
Carroll  D.  Young.  Pawnee. 
Berryman  P.  Hurt,  Pleasant  Plains. 
Margaret  D.  Drummet,  Prophetstown. 
John  J.  McCarthy,  Rock  Island. 
Clarence  J.  Hanen,  St.  Anne. 
Daniel  F.  Maher,  Sheffield. 
Stanley  L.  Pool,  Sumner. 
Mary  J.  Sheridan,  Thomson. 
Ernest  Hunter  Reynolds,  Tiskilwa. 
Rufus  B.  Grisscm,  Toledo. 
Esper  Ziegler.  Warsaw. 
Charles  W.  McDonald,  Wheaton. 
Gertrude  W.  Daub.  WUliamsfleld. 
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Ralph  M.  Short.  Witt. 
Homer  Q.  Ingram.  Zion. 

MAINS 

Arthur  J.  Remlllard.  Blddeford. 
Blanche  W.  Brown.  Dover-Foxcroft. 
Marguerite  A.  Cahill.  Easton. 
Oscar  A.  Kelley.  Jonesport. 
George  L.  Murray.  Newport. 
Thomas  G.  Burdin.  Turner. 

MASSACHt7SETT9 

F.  Thomas  Ellis,  Brewster. 
H.  Francis  Kiernan.  Collinsville. 
Thomas  F.  Donahue.  Gi-oton. 
Arthur  F.  Cahcon,  Harwich. 
Clarkson  P.  Bearse.  Harwich  Port 
William  P.  O'Grady.  Holliston. 
John  Woods  Kelley,  Newburyport. 
WUliam  W.  Dooling,  North  Adams. 
Timothy  J.  Sullivan,  Palmer. 
James  L.  Sullivan.  Peabody. 
Gertrude  H.  Laramie.  Russell. 
George  E.  Brady.  Westfleld. 

MICHIGAN 

Prank  E.  Browning.  Battle  Creek. 
Livingstone  Latham.  Clinton. 
Fred  W.  Zehnder.  Frankenmuth. 
Thomas  Johnston.  Marshall. 
Francis  J.  Otterbacher,  Sand  Lake. 

MINNESOTA 

Miles  L.  Sweeney.  Jeffers. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Romie  Green,  Amory. 

Lily  B.  McDonald,  Bay  Springs. 

W.  Hugh  Magee,  Crystal  Springs. 

William  D.  Fisher.  Dimdee. 

Edward  Otis  Johnson,  Glen  Allan. 

Pannie  L.  Lowry.  Houston. 

Cecil  W.  Tinnin,  Isola. 

David  C.  Branham,  Jr.,  Itta  Bena. 

Christine  H.  Douglas,  Maben. 

Clifford  E.  Ball,  Tylertown. 

NEW  MEXICO 

Ruth  L.  Thomas.  Corona. 

NEW  YORK 

Walter  Longwell.  Bath. 
Dorrls  E.  Boss,  Dalton. 
Jerry  Burd,  Greenwood. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Joseph  A.  Leigh.  Belhaven. 
Trixie  M.  Matthews.  Englehard. 
Angus  Raymond  McRacken,  Kenly. 
John  Harmon  Linville,  Kemersvllle. 
Robert  Boyd  Patterson,  Littleton. 
Janie  C.  Norfleet,  Roxobel. 
John  Locke  MilhoUand,  Statesville. 
Frank  L.  Nixon,  Sunbiuy. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Leslie  H.  Lockerman.  Cheswick. 
Mary  Dessie  Blayney,  Claysvllle. 
John  A.  OT)onovan,  Coraopolls. 
John  A.  Barron.  Com  wells  Heights. 
James  P.  Sullivan.  Corry. 
Francis  A.  Ponash.  Doylestown. 
Bernetta  B.  Deegan.  Dushore. 
John  P.  May,  East  Brady. 
Elmer  S.  Harry,  East  Petersburg. 
Florence  I.  Kurtz,  Elverson. 
James  B.  Eschbach.  Florin. 
Caroline  E.  W.  Curry,  Glen  Olden. 
Peter  V.  Abel.  Graterford. 
Allen  R.  Brumbaugh,  Greencastle. 
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Elmer  N.  25epp.  Hatfield. 
Katherine  A.  T.  Shearer,  Hermlnlc 
John  D.  McConegly,  Homestead. 
John  H.  Boltz,  Jonestown. 
James  Prank  Groover.  Lewisburg. 
Eva  S.  Schiirr,  Linfleld. 
Alexander  Rankin,  McKeesport. 
Ruth  Elizabeth  Mackley.  Manheim. 
J.  Merrell  Mattern.  Mars. 
Joseph  Samuel  Raisner,  MarysvlUe. 
Hugh  G.  Provlns,  Mason  town. 
Katherine  M.  Sherlock,  Merlon  Station. 
Charles  J.  Bennett.  Mount  Joy. 
Joseph  W.  Hoover.  Mountvllle. 
Earl  H.  Helms.  Myerstown. 
Elmer  M.  Newton,  New  T^lmington. 
Lottie  I.  Brower,  Oaks. 
James  W.  Nash,  Portage. 
Edward  J.  Donahue.  Port  Carbon. 
James  P.  Monahan,  St,  Clair. 
Charles  W.  Johnston.  Strasburg. 
Charles  Q.  Fllckinger.  Stowe. 
Charles  D.  Pltzpatrlck.  Trevorton. 
Harry  E.  Merrltt.  Ulysses. 
James  D.  Brakeman,  Union  City. 
Roy  Wilkinson,  Valley  Forge. 
Harold  G.  Seyler.  Weiser  Park. 
Daniel  Leger,  Wilmerdlng. 

RHODE    ISI.AND 

Charles  E.  Cornell,  Shannock. 
George  A.  Dolan,  Westerly. 

TEXAS 

Linnaeus  C.  Alexander.  Waco. 

UTAH 

Vernal  Twede,  Payson. 

John  Emmett  Bird.  Springville. 

VIRGINIA 

Claude  Franklin  Whitmer,  Broadway, 
Samuel  Thomas  Nottingham,  Cape  Charles. 
Rudolph  Shlffer,  Claremont. 
William  D.  Bowles.  Clifton  Porge. 
Archa  Vaughan,  Floyd. 
Martin  Rosenbaum,  Glade  Spring. 
Grace  D.  Condon,  Goshen. 
Bard  E.  Fitzgerald,  Gretna. 
G.  Frederick  Switzer.  Harrisonburg. 
Jesse  T.  Hylton,  Hillsvllle. 
Charlotte  E.  Hanks,  Ivanhoe. 
Archie  R.  Gardner,  Ivor. 
Clarence  W.  Bradford.  Keller. 
Charles  F.  Shumaker,  Lovettsville. 
Henry  A.  Storm.  McLean. 
Alexander  H.  Cave.  Madison. 
Lena  C.  Johnson.  Madison  Heights. 
William  Floyd  Boone,  St.  Charles, 
^ustavus  A.  Scruggs,  Salem. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Carroll  Miller,  Gauley  Bridge. 
Frederick  F.  Robey,  Shinnston. 
Delpha  C.  Stemple.  Thomas. 
Jock  L.  Henderson.  Williamstown. 

WYOmNO 

Orville  R.  Booker.  Basin.  , 

Austin  R  Craven,  Sxinrlse.  :■ 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  May  29,  1940 

Tlie  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Sheridan  Watson  Bell,  pastor  of  the  Shepsird  St. 
Paul  Methodist  Church.  Columbus.  Ohio,  offered  the  follow- 
ing prayer: 


Our  Gracious  Heavenly  Father,  whose  majesty  and  might 
dost  overwhelm  us,  yet  whose  love  and  compassion  dost  re- 
veal the  kindliness  of  a  b«iev<rfent  God.  we  do  praise  Thee 
this  day.  We  lift  our  hearts  to  Thee  In  prayer.  We  are 
grateful  for  life.  We  rejoice  In  our  birthright  of  freedom; 
In  our  supreme  opportunity  of  keeping  a  democratic  ideal 
in  a  world  overwhelmed  by  the  forces  of  autocracy  and 
ruthless  power.  Man  to  Thee  Is  sacred.  Each  soul.  O  C5od, 
has  in  Thy  sight  favor  and  possibilities.  May  this  beloved 
country  of  ours  maintain  its  Christian  obligation  of  safe- 
guarding the  freedom  of  its  peoples.  O.  may  this  body  of 
servants  of  the  people  be  ever  mindful  of  their  sacred  cove- 
nant. Temper  their  decisions  with  wisdom  and  understand- 
ing. May  they  be  tolerant  and  compassionate  in  their 
judgments  on  others.  May  they  pierce  the  chaos  of  these 
terrible  days  with  a  scrutiny  that  discerns  truth;  that  per- 
ceives right;  that  leads  to  wise,  intelligent  decisions.  Gk)d 
give  them  guidance;  may  they  abide  in  Thy  tabernacle; 
may  they  place  their  trust  In  Thee.  In  Jesus'  name  we 
pray.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  jMtKeedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazler,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without 
amendment  bills  and  joint  resolutions  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles: 

H.  R.  169.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and/or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior boundaries  of  the  Cleveland  National  Forest  in  San 
Diego  County,  Calif.; 

H.  R.  952.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Indians  who  have  paid 
taxes  on  allotted  lands  for  which  patents  in  fee  were  issued 
without  application  by  or  consent  of  the  allottees  and  sub- 
sequently canceled,  and  for  the  reimbursement  of  public 
subdivisions  by  whom  judgments  for  such  claims  have  been 
paid; 

H.  R.  1312.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Ernest  Fraqcls 
White; 

H.  R.  1379 
han; 

H.  R.  1843 

H.  R.  2009 


An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Timothy  A.  Line- 


An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  K.  J.  Poss; 
An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and  or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior boundaries  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest.  Calif.; 

H.  R.  2143.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Helen  M.  Crow- 
ley; 

H.  R.  2273.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  lizzie  May  Wilbur 
Clayton ; 

H.  R.  2285.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Maud  Patterson; 

H.  R.  3048.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on  the  State  of 
Kansas  over  offenses  committed  by  or  against  Indians  on 
Indian  reservations; 

H.R.  3138.  An  act  authorizing  J.  E.  Pate,  his  successors 
and  assigns,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  bridge  or 
ferry  across  the  Rio  Grande  at  Boca  Chica.  Tex.; 

H.  R.  3233.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  acts  of  Congress 
(pocket  vetoed) ; 

H.  R.  4282.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  (rf  June  30.  1936  (49 
Stat.  2041),  providing  for  the  administratlwi  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  in  the  States  of  Vir- 
ginia and  North  Carolina,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 4349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Lewis 
Marion  Garrard  Hale; 

H.  R.  4394.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  James  G,  Bailey; 

H.R.  4832.  An  act  for  the  protection  of  the  bald  eagle; 

H.  R.  5007.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  John  W,  Swove- 
land;  / 

H.  R.  5089.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate. 
and  render  Judgment  on  the  claim  of  the  legal  representa- 
tive of  the  estate  of  Rexford  M.  Smith; 

H.R.  5459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  F.  Lewis,  ad- 
ministrator of  the  estate  of  Margaret  R.  Lewis; 
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H.R.5477.  An  act  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians  of  the 
Crow  Reservation,  Mont.,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  5880.  An  act  to  Incorporate  the  Navy  Club  of  the 
United  States  of  America; 

H.R. 5906.  An  act  to  repeal  the  prohibition  against  the 
filling  of  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of  district  Judge  for  the 
southern  district  of  New  York; 

H.  R.  5918.  An  act  amending  Public  Law  No.  96  of  the 
Seventy-fifth  Congress,  being  an  act  enUUed  "An  act  amend- 
ing section  2  of  Public  Law  No.  716  of  the  Seventy-fourth 
Congress,  being  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  relieve  restricted 
Indians  whose  lands  have  been  taxed  or  have  been  lost  by 
failure  to  pay  taxes  and  for  other  purjxjses'  "; 

H.  R.  5961.  An  act  granting  to  the  regents  of  the  University 
of  New  Mexico  the  right  to  alienate  certain  lands  conveyed  to 
them  under  authority  of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved  Au- 
gust 19.  1935  (49  Stat.  659),  in  exchange  for  an  equivalent 
amount  of  land  more  expediently  situated; 

H.  R.  6481.  An  act  to  authorize  the  conveyance  of  the 
United  States  fish  hatchery  property  at  Put  in  Bay  Ohio 
to  the  State  of  Ohio; 

H.  R.  6552.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Gottlieb  Metzger; 

H.  R.  6681.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Capt.  Victor 
Gondos.  Jr.; 

H.  R.  6751.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  laws  with  respect  to 
manifests  and  vessel  permits; 

H.  R.  6964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Nathan 
Kaplan; 

H.R.  7072.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther  Ross; 

H.R.  7084.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
regulate  proceedings  in  adoption  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia." approved  August  25.  1937; 

H.  R.  7147.  An  act  to  amend  the  service  pension  acts  per- 
taining to  the  War  with  Spain.  Philippine  Insurrection,  and 
the  China  Relief  Expedition  to  include  certain  continuous 
service; 

H.R.  7306.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  R.  Elliott; 

H.  R.  7530.  An  act  to  transfer  the  site  and  buildings  of  the 
Tomah  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin ; 

H.  R.  7733.  An  act  to  provide  increased  pensions  for  vet- 
erans of  the  Regular  EstabUshmcnt  with  service -connected 
disability  incurred  in  or  aggravated  by  service  prior  to  Anril 
21.  1898; 

H.  R.  7833.  An  act  to  set  aside  certain  lands  for  the  Min- 
nesota Chippewa  Tribe  In  the  State  of  Minnesota,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  •J853.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Gallup  Mercantile 
Co.,  of  Gallup.  N.  Mex.; 

H.  R.  7901.  An  act  to  transfer  certain  Indian  lands  to  the 
Grand  River  Dam  Authority,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8086.  An  act  to  make  it  a  crime  to  wreck  or  attempt 
to  wreck  a  train  engaged  in  interstate  commerce; 

H.R. 8317.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Hermosa-Redondo 
Hospital,  C.  Max  Anderson.  Julian  O.  Wilke,  Curtis  A. 
Wherry.  Hollie  B.  Murray,  Ruth  M.  Laird,  Sigrid  L  Olsen. 
and  Stella  S.  Guy; 

H.  R.  8423.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
increase  the  efficiency  of  the  Coast  Guard,"  approved  Janu- 
ary 12,  1938; 

H.  R.  8452.  An  act  to  declare  Frankford  Creek,  Pa.,  to  be 
a  nonnavipable  stream; 

H.  R.  8475.  An  act  to  limit  the  Interpretation  of  the  term 
"products  of  American  fisheries"; 

H.  R.  8537.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  enlargement  of  the 
Coast  Guard  depot  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Coast  Guard  servicing  base  at  or  near  Chattanooga. 
Tenn.; 

H.  R.  8589.  An  act  to  authorize  the  county  of  Burt,  State 
of  Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll 
bridge  across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Decatur,  Nebr.; 

H.R.  9013.  An  act  to  transfer  Hardeman  County.  Tex., 
from  the  Fort  Worth  division  to  the  Wichita  Falls  division 
of  the  northern  Judicial  district  of  Texas; 

H.R.  9115.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  provide  for  the  parking  of  automobiles 
in  the  Municipal  Center; 
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H.  R.  9210.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
estaWish  a  Board  of  Indeterminate  Sentence  and  Parole  for 
the  District  of  Cohimbia  and  to  determine  its  functions,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  approved  July  15,  1932.  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.R.9236.  An. act  to  ainend  the  act  ehtltled  "An  act  to 
provide  books  for  the  adult  blind,"  approved  March  3,  1931i 

H.  R.  9261.  Ah  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construcUon  of  a  railroad  bridge  across 
the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Randolph,  Mo.; 

H.R.  9271.  An  act  to  extend  the  existence  of  the  Alaskan 
International  Highway  Commission  |or  an  additional  4  years, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9381.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  alteration  of  certain 
bridges  over  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  for  the 
apportionment  of  the  cost  of  such  alterations  between  the 
United  States  and  the  owners  of  such  bridges,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  9441.  An  act  to  accept  the  grant  to  the  United  States 
of  certain  land  by  the  State  of  South  Carolina  and  to  author- 
ize Its  use  by  the  United  States  Coast  Guard; 

H.  R.  9553.  An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  certain  acts  per- 
taining to  the  Coast  Guard,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  J.  Res.  265.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  StatisUcs  to  make  studies  of  productivity  and  labor 
costs  In  industry; 

H.J. Res. 302.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  compacts  or 
agreements  between  or  among  the  States  bordering  on  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  with  respect  to  fishing  in  the  territorial  waters 
and  bays  and  Inlets  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean  on  which  such 
States  border,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.J. Res. 385.  Joint  resolution  establishing  a  Greenville 
Memorial  Commission  to  formulate  plans  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  memorial  building  to  commemorate  the  Treaty  of 
Greene  Ville.  at  Greenville.  Ohio; 

H.  J.  Res.  400.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  President  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  proclaim  October  11.  1940, 
General  Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance  and  com- 
memoration of  the  death  of  Brig.  CJen.  Casimir  Pulaski; 

H.  J.  Res.  490.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  an  annual  ap- 
propriation to  meet  the  share  of  the  United  States  toward  the 
expenses  of  the  International  Technical  Committee  of  Aerial 
Legal  Experts,  and  for  participation  in  the  meetings  of  the 
International  Technical  Committee  of  Aerial  Legal  Experts 
and  the  commissions  established  by  that  Committee;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  496.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  more  uniform 
coverage  under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts  of  1935  and 
1937.  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937.  and  subchapter  B  of 
chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
bills. and  joint  resolutions  of  the  following  titles,  in  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.  458.  An  act  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Emergency  Offi- 
cers' ReUrement  Act  of  May  24,  1928,  to  provisional,  proba- 
tionary, or  temporary  officers  of  the  Army.  Navy.  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  who  served  during  the  World  War; 

S.  537.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  F.  Thomas; 

S.  769.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
furnish  mats  for  the  reproduction  in  magazines  and  news- 
papers of  photographs  of  national  park  scenery; 

S.  1009.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Bert  W.  Helmer; 

S.  1138.  An  act  granting  a  laension  to  Mary  Jane  Blackman; 

S.  1251.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  settlers  in  the  town 
site  of  Ketchum,  Idaho; 

S.  1560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amos  B.  Cole; 

S.  1770.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Mittie  Gaffney; 

8. 1910.  An  act  to  extend  the  time  within  which  applications 
for  benefits  under  the  World  War  Adjusted  Compensation  Act. 
as  amended,  may  be  filed; 

S.  2263.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Timothy  C.  Toler: 

S.  2305.  An  act  relating  to  hours  of  work  of  licensed  officers 
and  seamen  on  tugs  operating  in  certain  inland  waters  of  the 
United  States; 

S.  2413.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Armlnda  Bauman; 

S.  2679.  An  act  to  amend  the  Independent  Offices  Appro- 
priation Act.  1934.  as  amended,  with  respect  to  the  authority 
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of  the  Attorney  General  to  compromise  suits  on  certain  con- 
tracts of  insurance; 

S.  2768.  An  act  authorizing  the  naturalization  of  Thomas  A. 

Lambie ; 

8. 2891.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  CXjtober  6. 1917.  "An  act 
to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  officers,  enlisted  men,  and 
others  in  the  naval  service  of  the  United  States  for  property 
lest  or  destroyed  in  such  service"; 

S.  2952.  An  act  to  reinstate  in  the  Court  of  Claims  the  suits 
entitled  "Eastern  or  Emigrant  Cherokees  Against  The  United 
SUtes,"  No.  42077,  and  "Western  or  Old  Settler  Cherokees 
Against  The  United  States,"  No.  42078; 

8.2983.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of  lumber  and  other 
forest  products  obtained  frcHn  the  forests  on  Indian  reserva- 
tions by  Indian  enterprises; 

8. 2984.  An  act  authorizing  the  transfer  of  title  of  the  Hay- 
ward  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 

S.  3101.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  purchasers  of,  and 
entrymen  upon,  opened  lands  of  certain  Indian  reservations; 

8.3107.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Perkins  Gins,  formerly 
Perkins  Oil  Co..  of  Memphis,  Tenn.; 

8. 3131.  An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  United  States 
Employees'  Compensation  Act  to  members  of  the  Officers'  Re- 
serve Corps  and  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army 
who  were  physically  injiu"ed  in  Une  of  duty  while  performing 
active  duty  or  engaged  in  authorized  training  between  dates 
of  February  28, 1925.  and  July  15. 1939,  both  inclusive,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

8. 3136.  An  act  to  authorize  an  appropriation  for  the  con- 
struction of  small  reservoirs  under  the  Federal  reclamation 
laws; 

8. 3218.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Schroeder  Employees'  Thrift 
Club: 

S.  3223.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur  A.  Schipke; 

8.  3266.  An  act  to  provide  pensions,  compensation,  retire- 
ment pay.  and  hospital  benefits  for  certain  Air  Corps  Reserve 
officers  who  were  disabled  while  on  active  duty  with  the  Regu- 
lar Army: 

8. 3307.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  A.  R.  Barnard.  Charles  A.  Stephens,  Donald  W. 
Prairie,  and  dependents  of  Vem  A.  Needles,"  approved  July 
15.  1939; 

8. 3339.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  C.  Crossman; 

8. 3351.  An  act  far  the  relief  of  L  M.  Cook,  J.  J.  Allen,  and 
the  Radiator  Specialty  Co.; 

8. 3352.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  August  27,  1935  (49 
Stat.  2194).  and  for  other  purposes; 

8.3443.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  A  Wheeler; 

S.  3464.  An  act  to  amend  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Com- 
modities Act.  1930,  as  amended; 

8. 3487.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  U.  William 
Lee  Clemmer,  Coast  Guard; 

8.3533.  An  act  authorizing  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mission to  prepare  a  new  Code  of  Laws  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  r 

8. 3578.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Smith;  « 

8. 3587.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earl  P.  Collins; 

S.  3597.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  C.  Brown  and  P.  L. 
Copeland; 

8.3642.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  State  of  Washington  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge  across  the 
Spokane  River.  Wash.; 

8.3643.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  Stevens  County,  State  of  Wash- 
ington, to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge 
across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Marcus,  Wash.; 

8.3644.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Co. 
to  ccffistruct.  maintain,  and  operate  two  railroad  bridges  across 
the  Kettle  River,  near  Marcus,  Wash.; 

8. 3649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  D.  Oann; 

8. 3650.  An  act  to  re<iuire  the  pasmient  of  prevailing  rates  of 
wages  on  Federal  public  works  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii ; 

8. 3683.  An  act  to  remove  the  time  limit  for  cooperation  be- 
tween the  Bureau  of  RecUunatloo  and  the  Farm  Security  Ad- 


ministration in  the  development  of  farm  units  on  public  lands 
under  Federal  reclamation  projects; 

8. 3686.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Legislature  of  the  Territory 
of  Alaska  to  create  a  public  coriwrate  authority  to  undertake 
slum  clearance  and  projects  to  provide  dwelling  accommoda- 
tions for  families  of  low  income  and  to  issue  bonds  and  other 
obligations  of  the  authority  for  such  purpose,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

8. 3693.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  grant 
an  easement  for  pipe  lines  across  pubbc  lands  reserved  for 
military  purposes  in  the  parish  of  Plaquemines.  La.; 
8. 3706.  An  act  for  the  rcbef  of  Alfred  G.  Balls; 
S.  3727.  An  act  limiting  the  operation  of  sections  109  and 
113  of  the  Criminal  Code  and  section  190  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  with  respect  to  certain  counsel; 
8. 3742.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  E.  McGlvem; 
8. 3749.  An  act  to  relieve  certain  employees  of  the  Veterans* 
Administration  from  financial  liability  for  certain  overpay- 
ments and  allow  such  credit  therefor  as  is  necessary  in  the 
accounts  of  certain  disbursing  officers,  and  for  other  purposes; 
S.  3763.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  David  H.  Passell  and 
First  Lt.  Paul  E.  LaMaster; 

8.3780.  An  act  authorizing  Alabama  Bridge  Commission 
(an  agency  of  the  State  of  Alabama)  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  toll  bridge  and  causeway  between  Dauphin 
Island  and  the  mainland  at  or  near  Cedar  Point,  within  the 
State  of  Alabama; 

8. 3789.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Eberhart  Steel  Products 
Co..  Inc.; 

8. 3794.  An  act  for  tlie  relief  of  certain  Navajo  Indians,  and 
for  other  puriXMes; 

S.  3868.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  former  disbursing 
officers  for  the  Civil  Works  Administration  and  the  Federal 
Emergency  Relief  Administration; 

S.  3887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laura  Trice  Converse; 
S.  3899.  An  act  to  defray  the  cost  of  returning  to  the  United 
States  the  remains,  families,  and  effects  of  officers  and  em- 
ployees dying  abroad,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3916.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence  T.  Post.  O.  P. 
Allen,  and  D.  Buddrus; 

8. 3978.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  former  employees 
of  the  Naticmal  Reemployment  Service; 

8.  J.  Res.  157.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  present  to  Eire  on  behalf  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States  a  statue  of  Commodore  John  Barry; 

S.  J.  Res.  175.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  observance 
and  celebration  of  the  four  hundredth  anniversary  of  the 
discovery  of  the  Mississippi  River  by  Hernando  De  Soto;  and 
8.  J.  Res.  256.  Joint  resolution  designating  a  day  to  be  ob- 
served as  Doctor's  Day. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  bills  and  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles: 

H.  R.  1435.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  8.  Talt; 
H.  R.  1827.  An  act  to  allow  moving  expenses  to  employees 
in  the  Railway  Mail  Service; 

H.R.  2417.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and/or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior of  boundaries  of  the  Sequoia  National  Forest,  Calif; 
H.  R.  2418.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act.  as  amended,  to  certain  lands,  so  that  they  may 
become  parts  of  the  Whitman,  Malheur,  or  Umatilla  National 
Forests; 

H.  R.  3161.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  and  minor 
children  of  Dale  W.  and  Gladys  M.  Guise,  Sally  C.  Guise,  and 
Martha  G.  and  Arnold  E.  Omer; 

H.R.  4031.  An  act  to  confer  Jmisdlction  on  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the 
claim  or  claims  of  the  Recording  and  Computing  Machines 
Co.,  of  Dasrton,  Ohio; 
H.  R.  5584.  An  act  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone  Code; 
H.  R.  6334.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pearl  Waldrep  Stiibbs 
and  George  Waldrep; 

H.  R.  6446.  An  act  amending  section  4  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  authorize  the  city  of  Pieire.  8.  Dak^  to  construct. 
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equip,  maintain,  and  operate  on  Farm  Island,  S.  Dak.,  certain 
amusement  and  recreational  facilities;  to  charge  for  the  use 
thereof  and  for  other  purposes"; 

H.  R.  6668.  An  act  to  grant  the  State  of  North  Carolina  a 
right-of-way  for  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  across  the  Cherokee 
Indian  Reservation  in  North  Carolina,  to  provide  for  the 
payment  of  Just  compensation  for  said  right-of-way.  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7019.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  providing 
punishment  for  the  killing  or  assaulting  of  Federal  officers; 

H.  R.  7074.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  certain 
disposition  of  condemned  ordnance,  guns,  projectiles,  and 
other  condemned  material  in  their  respective  departments; 

H.  R.  7811.  An  act  to  establish  the  Hot  Springs  division  of 
the  Western  Judicial  District  of  Arkansas; 

H.  R.  8024.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  leasing  of  restricted 
allotments  of  deceased  Indians  in  certain  circumstances,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R  8499.  An  act  relating  to  adoption  of  minors  by  Indians; 

H.  R.  9185.  An  act  to  amend  section  73  of  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  a  government  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii." 
approved  Apri  30,  1900.  as  amended;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  367.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  Secretaries 
of  War  and  of  the  Navy  to  assist  the  governments  of  American 
republics  to  increase  their  military  and  naval  establishments, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

PERMISSIOM  TO  RECESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  utumimous  consent 
that  it  may  be  in  order  at  any  time  today  for  the  Speaker 
to  declare  a  recess  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object.  Mr.  Si)eaker.  I  miderstand  this  is  Just  a  recess  for 
an  hour  to  attend  the  exercises  in  the  rotunda? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Yes;  and  also  for  the  evening  session 
on  the  Private  Calendar  bills. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleciian  fnxn  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

xzTENSioir  or  remarks 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  &nd  to  include  therein 
a  statement  by  Harry  C.  Bates,  chairman  of  the  housing 
ccHnmlttee  of  the  American  Federation  of  Jjobor,  with  re- 
spect to  the  position  of  the  executive  council  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  regarding  housing. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RUTHERFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include 
an  editorial  from  the  Towanda  Daily  Review. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Bftr.  TzBBOTT  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise 
and  extend  his  own  remarics  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  CORBETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
excerpts  from  Senate  Report  No.  1615. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  obJectl<m. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  ROUS! 

Mr.  MCDOWELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  on  Monday  next  after  the  disposition  of  the  legislative 
business  and  any  prior  special  orders  I  may  address  the  House 
for  20  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection.  / 

LZZXVX M8 


KXTKHSION    of    •»MA»ir^ 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rccord  by  Including  therein  a 
letter  that  appeared  In  the  Washington  Post  this  morning. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  fnmi  Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

NATIOHAL  DETKNSB  PROGRAM 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  ISx.  Speaker.  In  this  hour  when  speed 
is  the  desired  object  at  all.  it  ou^t  to  be  somewhat  reas- 
suring to  the  country  to  read  in  the  morning  Post  a  state- 
ment made  by  Henry  Ford,  of  Detroit,  that  in  6  months' 
time  his  plant  could  be  geared  up  to  produce  1,000  airplanes 
per  day.  That  is  a  very  large  number  of  airplanes.  Some- 
one has  suggested  that  that  is  per  week,  but  the  morning 
Post  says  per  day.  He  also  stated  that  It  could  be  done 
imder  their  own  supervision  and  without  Government 
meddling.  He  said  that  during  the  World  War  they  told 
him  that  he  could  not  produce  an  Eagle  boat  per  day.  but 
he  did  it.  and  had  it  not  been  for  Government  red  tape  he 
would  have  been  able  to  produce  cue  submarine  chaser  per 
day.  They  also  told  him  he  could  not  produce  10,000  com- 
pleted automobiles  per  day.  but  he  did  it.  The  Ford  Motor 
Co.  has  demonstrated  to  the  world  Its  efficiency  and  ability 
to  produce  in  immense  quantities.  If  Henry  Ford  says  he 
can  produce  1.000  airplanes  per  day  the  country  can  depend 
on  it. 

Thus  it  win  be  seen  that  the  great  Industries  of  the  country 
are  ready  to  respond  to  the  Nation's  call  when  national 
defense  is  the  order  of  the  day.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

XXTEMSIOM  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  Including  in  the  Record 
a  brief  statement  from  the  Morning  Post. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

COL.  CHARLES  A.  LINDBERGH 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  action  of  the  Lafayette 
Escadrille  in  striking  Col.  Charles  A.  Lindbergh's  name  trom 
their  list  as  an  honorary  member,  because  of  his  views  on 
the  administration's  foreign  policies,  evidently  does  not  repre- 
sent the  attitude  of  World  War  veterans. 

We  are  still  living  in  a  free  country,  and  every  American 
has  the  right  of  freedom  of  speech  whether  we  agree  with 
him  or  not.  Ninety-five  percent  of  the  American  people  want 
to  keep  out  of  foreign  wars,  according  to  all  polls,  and  Colonel 
Lindbergh  reflects  consLstently  that  point  of  view. 

The  following  is  an  extract  from  a  letter  I  have  Just  received 
from  Edward  E.  Spaflord.  past  national  commander  of  the 
American  Legion: 

I  tblnk  that  Lindbergh  did  »  good  Job. 

Senator  Btrnbs'  reply  was  terrible.  He  apparently  baa  nothing 
better  to  do  than  to  defame  tbe  character  of  one  of  our  outetand- 
Ing  citizens. 

I  think  It  la  a  pretty  low  type  at  man  who  Indlcatea  that  because 
a  person  receives  a  decoration  from  some  foreign  power  that  be 
has  sold  out  his  American  patriotism.  I  bi^pen  to  have  a  few 
decorations  from  foreign  countries,  but  I  certainly  do  not  feel  that 
X  owe  anything  to  the  oountrlee  who  daoorated  me. 

Personally,  I  have  a  high  regard  for  Senator  BrunES,  with 
whom  I  have  served  In  the  House,  but  utterly  disagree  with 
tilm  in  his  attempt  to  Impugn  Colonel  lindbergb's  motives, 
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patriotism,  or  Americanism,  or  that  of  any  other  American 
citizen  who  opposes  America's  Involvement  in  another  foreign 
war  or  is  not  afraid  to  disagree  with  the  foreign  policies  of 
the  administration.     [Applause.] 

COUNCIL  OF  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  BREWSTE31.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  incorporate  in  the  Record  at  this  point  the  provisions 
of  the  United  States  Code  regarding  the  Council  of 
National  Defense. 

TTie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from   Maine? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  matter  referred  to  follows: 

(The  Code  of  the  Laws  of  the  United  States  of  America,  in  force 

January   3.    1935] 

TTTLE  50 — Wa« 

CHAFTB    1.   COTTMCIL    OF   NATIONAL   DEFCNSE 

SccnoN  1.  Creation,  purpose,  and  compoRition  of  council:  A 
Council  of  National  Defense  is  hereby  established,  for  the  coor- 
dination of  indiistries  and  resources  for  the  national  security 
and  welfare,  to  consist  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
ciilture.  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  and  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 
(Aug.  29.  1916.  ch.  418.  2.  39  Stat.  649.) 

Sic.  2.  Advisory  commission:  The  Council  of  National  Defense 
shall  nominate  to  the  President,  and  the  President  shall  appoint, 
an  advi5.ory  commission,  consisting  of  not  more  than  seven  per- 
sons, each  of  whom  shall  have  special  knowledge  of  some  in- 
dxistry.  public  utility,  or  the  development  of  some  natural  re- 
source or  be  otherwise  specially  qualified,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
council,  for  the  performance  of  the  duties  hereinafter  provided. 
The  members  of  the  advisory  commission  shall  serve  without 
compensation,  but  shall  be  allowed  actual  expenses  of  travel  and 
subsistence,  when  attending  meetings  of  the  commission  or  en- 
gaged m  investigations  pertaining  to  Its  activities.  The  advisory 
commission  shall  hold  such  meetings  as  shall  be  called  by  the 
council  or  be  provided  by  the  rules  and  regiilations  cuiopted  by 
the  council  for  the  conduct  of  its  worlt.  (Aug.  29,  1918,  ch  418 
2.  39  Stat.  649  ) 

Sic.  3.  Duties  of  council:  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Council 
of  National  Defense  to  supervise  and  direct  investigations  and 
make  recommendations  to  the  President  and  the  heads  of  execu- 
tive departments  as  to  the  location  of  railroads  with  reference 
to  the  frontier  of  the  United  States  so  as  to  render  possible 
expeditious  concentration  of  troops  and  supplies  to  points  of 
defense:  the  coordination  of  military.  Industrial,  and  commercial 
purposes  in  the  location  of  branch  lines  of  railroad;  the  utiliza- 
tion of  waterways;  the  mobilization  of  military  and  naval  re- 
sources for  defense;  the  Increase  of  domestic  production  of  articles 
and  mate.'lals  essential  to  the  support  of  armies  and  of  the 
,  people  during  the  interruption  of  foreign  commerce:  the  develop- 
ment of  seagoing  transportation:  data  as  to  amounts,  location, 
method,  and  means  of  production,  and  availability  of  military 
supplies:  the  giving  of  information  to  producers  and  manufac- 
turers as  to  the  class  of  supplies  needed  by  the  military  and 
other  services  of  the  Government,  the  requirements  relating 
thereto,  and  the  creation  of  relations  which  will  render  possible 
In  time  of  need  the  immediate  concentration  and  utUization  of 
the  resources  of  the  Nation.  (Aug.  29.  1918.  ch.  418.  2.  39  Stat. 
649;  Nov.  9.  1921.  ch.  119.  3.  42  Stat.  212.) 

COUNCIL    OF    NATIONAL    DEFENSE    AND    TTS    ADVISORY    COMMISSION 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
^     to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maine? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  inserted  the  exist- 
ing statutory  provisions  regarding  the  Council  of  National 
Defense  and  its  Advisory  Commission  in  order  that  it  may 
be  clear  that  the  powers  of  this  latter  body  are  entirely  of 
an  advisory  character  without  executive  responsibility  of  any 
kind.  That  means  we  cannot  rely  upon  this  recently  ap- 
pointed body  effectively  to  accomplish  the  task  of  industrial 
coordination  that  must  be  carried  out. 

Section  2  terms  this  subsidiary  group  in  its  title  as  an 
"Advisory  Commission"  and  makes  it  entirely  clear  that  its 
functions  are  strictly  limited.  One  might  almost  say  non- 
existent. 

In  section  3  it  is  provided  that  "It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
Council  of  National  Defense  to  supervise  and  direct  inves- 
tigations and  make  recommendations  to  the  President"  witli 
reference  to  a  great  number  of  matters  more  particularly 
enumerated.    This  Council  is  composed  of  six  members  of 


the  Cabinet.  The  President  says,  however,  that  they  are 
to  be  Ignored  in  the  present  program. 

Let  it  be  clear,  then,  that  the  Advisory  Commission  which 
the  President  has  just  constituted  with  considerable  acclaim 
is  simply  a  group  of  distinguished  industrialists  and  experts 
In  their  various  fields  who  are,  under  the  law,  to  advise  the 
Council  of  National  Defense,  which  In  turn  is  limited  to 
making  "investigations  and  recommendations"  to  the  Presi- 
dent. 

The  busy  and  able  citizens  who  have  undertaken  this 
service  as  a  patriotic  duty  can  scarcely  be  flattered  when 
they  discover  the  scope  of  their  authority  and  their  func- 
tions nor  can  the  country  be  reassured. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  still  remains  the  industrial 
coordinator,  with  Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr.  Knudsen  as  a 
camouflage. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SANDAGEIR.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial  from   the   Providence  Journal   of   Tuesday,  May   28 
entitled  "Social  Offensive  or  Defense?"  which  comments 
upon  the  President's  fireside  chat  on  Sunday  night  lasL 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

production  of  AIRPLANES 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute  and  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  not  presume  to  dis- 
agree with  any  statement  issued  by  Mr.  Ford,  but  I  think  at 
this  time  we  can  well  be  reminded  of  the  experience  this 
coimtry  had  in  trying  to  build  aircraft  in  automobile  fac- 
tories during  the  World  War.  I  saw  the  tragedy  of  the 
"blazing  coffins"  with  the  so-called  Liberty  engines  sent  to 
Prance  as  a  result  of  trying  to  manufactiu-e  aircraft  engines 
under  the  license  system.  There  is  just  as  much  difference 
between  manufacturing  airplane  engines  and  automobile  en- 
gines as  there  is  between  a  watch  and  an  automobile  engine. 
I  hope  that  we  will  proceed  slowly  in  making  any  definite 
changes  in  our  aircraft  Industry,     [Applause.] 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  editoriaL 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  ENGEL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  three  memoranda  from 
the  War  Department. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

*.v?fL^°^^-  ^^-  ^^^^'  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 

!w?rffl     H  '■^°?^'"J?  ^"""^  ^  ^°^^"^^  *  ^ort  table  about  rural 
electrification  in  Oregon.  «v  *tu«* 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  CL£VENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  arUcle  from  the 
market  pages  of  the  Chicago  Tribune  relaUve  to  the  impor- 
tation of  grain  from  Canada. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  newspaper 
article  relative  to  Colonel  Lindbergh, 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  RICH,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  In  the  Record  by  Including  a  speech  made 
on  the  fioor  of  the  House  by  the  late  Representative  J,  Will 
Taylor  on  November  3,  1939. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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1ST.  RICH.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
eeed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr,  Speaker.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
In  the  address  of  the  late  J,  Will  Taylor,  which  I  have  Just 
had  inserted  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  there  appears  much  that  it  would  be  wise  for  all  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  to  read.  It  shows  that  in  1939  the 
border  patrol  apprehended  13,635  law  violators  who  came 
into  the  coimtry  illegally  but  that  only  9,275  were  deported. 
Why?  Miss  Perkins  should  give  an  accounting,  I  think  we 
ought  to  make  every  effort  in  this  country  today  to  find 
those  people  who  came  to  this  country  who  are  trying  to  over- 
throw our  Government,  and  nothing  should  stop  the  Con- 
gress from  either  deporting  them  or  putting  them  In  concen- 
tration camps,  and  if  we  know  that  they  are  going  to  do  smy- 
thing  that  Is  likely  to  overthrow  our  Government,  we  ought 
to  find  a  good  brick  wall,  put  them  against  it,  and  get  the 
bayonets  out,  and  if  necessary  use  them.  We  want  no  un- 
American  activities  today  of  any  kind. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  expired. 

RATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  VAN  S^ANDT.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Van  Zandt  addressed  the  House,  ^s  remarks  appear 
In  the  Appendix  of  today's  Record.] 

DEPORTATION  OP  BARRY  BRIDGES 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr,  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  I  minute. 

The  SPELAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  apropos  of  the  statement  Just 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich],  I  take 
this  opportunity  to  advise  the  House  that  the  Committee  on 
Rules  has  just  imanlmously  reported  a  rule  to  deport  Harry 
Bridges,  one, of  the  great  disturbing  elements  In  this  coun- 
try.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  Inquire  of  the  gen- 
tleman just  how  many  minutes  we  are  allowed  under  the  rule 
for  discussion  of  this  matter? 

Mr.  COLMER.  Tliere  will  be  1  hour  on  the  rule  and  1  hour 
on  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BLAND.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  COLMER.    I  yield, 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  Introduced  a  resolution 
to  be  considered  by  the  committee  next  week  requiring  that 
the  crews  on  American  flag  vessels  shall  be  composed  100 
percent  of  American  citizens. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  PARSONS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  subject  of  agri- 
culture and  to  include  therein  certain  statistical  tables. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection, 

'  *''  CALL  OF  THE  HOUSX 

Mr.  HARNESS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  renew  my  point  of  order 
that  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.    Evidently  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  (Vdered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members  failed 

to  answer  to  their  names: 

(BoU  No.  129] 

Ball  Byme,  N.  T.  Darrow  Oreen 

Brown.  CXUo  Caldwell  Dltter  Hall.  Edwin  A. 

BunA  Clajrpool  Faddla  Jmrvama 

BurdlclL  Creai  Tolger  Kean 


Kefauyer 

MTanflfleld 

8cha«fer.  XU. 

Thorkelaao 

Kerr 

Iferrltt 

Stewna.  N.  H. 

WhelctMl 

M<StCA 

Sweet 

Wmte.Ohlo 

McLeod 

Blak 

Hie  SPEAKER.  On  this  roll  call  403  Members  have  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  proceedings  under  the  call 
were  dispensed  with. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanl- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Tlie  Chair  cannot  recognize  the  gentle- 
man for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  In  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

Ttiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  last  Mon- 
day the  very  able  and  distinguished  gentleman  from  Illinois, 
the  chairman  of  the  Rules  Committee  [Mr.  Sabath],  ad- 
dressed the  House  for  i  minute,  and  his  remarks  are  ex- 
tended on  page  6914  of  the  Record.  In  those  remarks  he 
included  a  letter  supposedly  written  by  one  Robert  E.  Ren- 
frew, who,  he  says,  signs  himself  "Just  a  seaman,  but  a  damn 
good  American."  and  in  this  letter  this  supposed  Renfrew 
attempts  to  besmirch  the  Dies  committee. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  telephoned  the  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspec- 
tion and  Navlpatlon  this  morning,  which  under  the  law  is 
ch£irged  with  keeping  a  complete,  up-to-date  list  of  all  bona 
fide  American  merchant  seamen.  Robert  E.  Renfrew,  a 
name  which  bears  a  striking  similarity  to  a  noted  radio 
character — Renfrew  of  the  Mounted — is  not  on  that  list  and 
has  not  been  on  that  list  at  least  as  far  back  as  December 
1936. 

Mr.  Speaker.  It  has  long  been  a  favored  trick  of  the  Com- 
munists to  circulate  in  our  midst  under  assumed  names. 

EXTENSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  and  Include  therein  a  short  newspaper 
article  and  table  entitled  "What  the  United  States  Army 
Wants," 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection, 

interior     department    appropriation    bill.     1041^-CONFERENCB 

REPORT 

The  SPEAKER.  The  unfinished  business  before  the  House 
Is  the  further  consideration  of  the  conference  report  on  the 
Interior  Depcirtment  appropriation  bill, 

Mr,  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it, 

Mr,  TABER.  I  understand  that  copies  of  the  bill,  con- 
ference report  on  which  is  about  to  be  taken  up,  the  Interior 
Department  appropriation  bill  printed  with  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  are  not  available  to  the  Members  so  that  they 
can  look  at  the  conference  report  and  tell  what  they  are  vot- 
ing on.    1  wonder  why  that  is? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  could  not  answer  that  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  69.  Page  90.  line  4,  add  the  following: 
"San  Luis  Valley  project.  (Colorado:  For  further  investigations, 
exploratory  and  preparatory  work,  and  commencement  of  construc- 
tion in  accordance  with  House  Document  No.  693,  Seventy-sixth 
Congress,  third  session:  Provided,  That  commencement  of  con- 
struction of  the  Closed  Banln  drain  feature  shall  be  contingent  on 

(a)  a  conclusive  finding  of  Justification  for  the  drain  on  the  basis 
of  cost  and  tlie  quantity  and  quality  of  water  to  be  secured,  and 

(b)  adequate  arrangements  for  maintenance  of  the  drain,  $15,000." 

Mr.  TAYLOR.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tatior  moves  that  the  Hotiae  recede  from  its  disagreement 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  69  and  agree  to  the 
same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  At  the  end  of  the  matter 
iDserted    by   said    Mnendment    and    before    the   semicolon    Insert 
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the  fcdlowlng;  "Provided  further.  That  any  worka  to  b«  con- 
rtructed  by  virtue  of  Investigations  or  surveys  resulting  from  this 
appropriation  shall  be  so  cocatructed  and  operated  as  not  to  Inter- 
fere with  the  operation  of  or  abrogate  any  of  the  terms  of  the  Rio 
Grande  Interstate  compact,  and  any  contracta.  permits,  or  li- 
censes relating  to  such  work  entered  Into  by  the  United  States 
ahall  provide  speclflcally  that  all  rlghta  thereunder  shall  be  subject 
to  and  controlled  by  the  provisions  of  said  Rio  Grande  interstate 
compact." 

Mr.  TAYLOR,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  pertains  to 
an  interstate  compact  entered  into  at  Santa  Pe,  N.  Mex., 
March  18,  1938,  by  and  between  the  States  of  Colorado,  New 
Mexico,  and  Texas  in  relation  to  the  use  of  the  waters  of  the 
lUo  Grande.    It  is  known  as /the  San  Luis  Valley  project. 

The  preliminary  investigations  on  this  stream  were  started 
in  1935  by  the  National  Resources  Committee  and  more  than 
$400,000  has  been  expended  from  State  and  Federal  funds. 
Twenty-five  thousand  dollars  has  been  expended  by  Colorado, 
and  I  think  the  States  of  Texas  and  New  Mexico  have  each 
spent  some  $18,000  on  this  investigation. 

This  amendment  provides  funds  for  carrying  on  additional 
investigations.  The  project  is  authorized  by  law.  The  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  has  officially  found  it  feasible  and 
desirable,  from  an  economic  and  engineering  standpoint,  as 
required  by  section  9  of  the  Reclamation  Projects  Act  of  1939. 
The  project  will  not  open  new  land  for  cultivation  but  will 
provide  a  supplemental  water  supply  for  400,000  acres  now 
imder  irrigation. 

The  amendment  I  offer  to  the  Senate  amendment  provides 
that  the  project  shall  be  constructed  and  operated  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  of  that  Rio  Grande  compact.  The 
object  of  the  amendment  is  to  remove  any  doubt  or  possibility 
of  the  rights  of  either  of  those  States  being  interfered  with  by 
reason  of  the  construction  of  this  project. 

The  representatives  from  those  three  States,  including 
the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Dempsey]  and  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  [Mr.  ThomasonI.  feel  that  the  amendment 
will  properly  safeguard  the  rights  of  those  States.  They 
agree  that  the  amendment  should  be  adopted  and  I,  speaking 
for  the  State  of  Colorado,  coincide  with  their  judgment. 

For  the  general  information  of  the  House  I  may  digress  a 
moment  to  say  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
has  held  that  these  interstate  compacts  by  the  arid  States 
of  the  West,  in  the  relation  to  the  use  of  the  waters  of  inter- 
state streams,  are  perfectly  legal  and  binding  upon  those 
States  and  upon  the  Federal  Government.  They  are  tre- 
mendously important  in  the  interest  of  the  orderly  use  and 
conservation  of  the  waters  of  those  streams  which  are  so 
vitally  necessary  and  enormously  valuable  to  those  States. 

As  everyone  knows,  the  water  arising  within  the  arid  States 
of  the  West  is  a  birthright  of  those  States.  They  could  not 
exist  without  it  and  there  has  been  an  enormous  amount  of 
litigation  in  relation  to  those  rights. 

Colorado  by  geological  survey  is  the  highest  State  In  the 
Union.  The  congressional  district  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent  is  the  highest  part  of  that  State,  so  I  have  the 
distinction  of  representing  the  "top  of  the  world"  in  Congress. 

There  are  15  large  rivers  rising  in  the  State  of  Colorado 
and  flowing  north,  east,  south,  and  west.  Nearly  all  of  them 
start  in  my  congressional  district.  Plowing  north  are  the 
North  and  South  Platte  and  the  Larimer  Rivers.  Plowing 
east  are  the  Arkansas  and  Republican  Rivers.  Flowing  south 
are  the  Rio  Grande.  San  Juan.  Animas,  La  Plata,  and  Mancos 
Rivers.  Flowing  west  are  the  Dolores,  Colorado.  White, 
Yampa,  and  Green  Rivers. 

Forty  years  ago  last  winter  the  State  of  Kansas  started 
the  suit  in  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  to  restrict  the 
State  of  Colorado  in  its  use  of  the  waters  of  the  Arkansas 
River.  The  Colorado  Legislature,  then  in  session,  promptly 
passed  Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.  7,  Session  Laws  of  Colo- 
rado, 1901,  authorizing  and  directing  the  Governor  and  attor- 
ney general  of  Colorado  to  at  once  take  whatever  steps  and 
Incur  whatever  expense  was  necessary  to  defend  Colorado's 
rights  to  the  use  of  the  waters  of  that  stream.  That  was  the 
IncepUon  of  40  years  of  UtigaUon  in  the  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  for  the  protecUon  of  Colorado's  water  rights  as 


against  Kansas,  Wyoming,  Nebraska.  New  Mexico,  and  Ari- 
zona.   I  was  the  author  of  that  resolution. 

I  have  endeavored  diligently  ever  since  to  help  bring  about 
these  interstate  compacts  and  stabilize  and  conserve  the  use 
of  the  waters  of  all  those  streams  between  those  States. 
There  have  been  about  a  dozen  decisions  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  in  relation  to  the  use  of  the  waters  that  have 
come  from  Colorado.  The  amendment  I  offer  today  merely 
clarifies  the  Senate  amendment  and  is  intended  to,  and  I  am 
confident  will,  protect  the  respective  rights  of  those  three 
States  directly  interested  in  it. 

There  is  one  large  reservoir  and  two  small  reservoirs  con- 
templated in  this  project  and  they  are  in  the  congressional 
district  of  Colorado  represented  by  our  late  colleague,  Hon. 
John  A.  Martin.  I  am  in  reality  speaking  in  behalf  of  his 
constituents  in  the  presentation  of  this  amendment,  and  I 
trust  the  Senate  amendment  and  my  amendment  thereto  will 
be  approved  by  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Colorado. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  'l 

The  SPEAKER  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  70:  Page  91,  line  4,  strike  out  "$35,100,000"  and 
insert  "$43350,000." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  72:  Page  91.  line  23.  Insert  the  following: 
"It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Congress  that,  in 
the  opening  to  entry  of  newly  Irrigated  public  lands,  preference 
shall  be  given  to  families  who  have  no  other  means  of  earning  a 
livelihood,  or  who  have  been  compelled  to  abandon,  through  no 
fault  of  their  own.  other  farms  In  the  United  States,  and  with 
respect  to  whom  It  appears  after  careful  study.  In  the  case  of  each 
such  family,  that  there  Is  a  probability  that  such  fanUly  will  be 
able  to  earn  a  livelihood  on  such  irrigated  lands." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  tln&t 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Rich].  i 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa if  he  feels  it  is  wise  to  place  in  this  bill  an  amendment 
giving  preferential  treatment  to  a  certain  class  of  people? 
It  seems  to  me  the  law  ought  to  be  sufficiently  broad  to  treat 
everybody  alike  but  to  give  the  Department  discretion  in 
certain  cases.     I  doubt  whether  this  amendment  Is  wise. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Answering  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  may  say  that  the  language  of 
the  amendment  as  it  has  been  read  is  self-explanatory.  It 
declares  a  policy  of  Congress  with  reference  to  entry  on  new 
reclamation  projects  but  does  not  change  existing  regulations 
as  to  requirements  for  eligibility  to  enter  the  new  areas. 
Now.  as  to  the  matter  of  policy,  of  course,  that  is  another 
question.  Unfortunately  for  me,  I  often  find  myself  not  in 
agreement  with  my  genial  friend  from  Pennsylvania  with 
reference  to  our  national  policies. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  the  motion  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Johnson  1. 

TTie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  80:  On  page  107.  after  line  14.  Insert  the  fol- 
lowing : 

"Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  law.  Royd  R  Sayers  a 
wjmmlssloned  officer  on  the  active  list.  United  States  Public  Health 
Service.  Is  authorized  to  hold  the  office  of  Director  of  the  Bureau 
Of  Mines  m  the  Department  of  the  Interior  without  loss  of  or 
PJVw  T?*  A° J^i*  *^*^  ^  *  commissioned  officer  on  the  active  list 
of  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service  and  if  appointed  to  such 
civil  office  he  shaU  receive  In  lieu  of  his  pay  and  allowances  as 
such  commissioned  officer  the  salary  prescribed  by  law  for  such 
civil  office. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment,  and 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  IMr. 
TabkkI. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  Senate  amendment 
which  indicates  that  we  are  so  bad  off  in  connection  with 
the  management  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  in  the  Interior 
Department  that  we  have  to  have  a  physician  on  the  rolls  of 
the  United  States  Public  Health  Service  take  charge  of  it. 
That  is  the  most  ridiculous  thing  I  ever  heard  of  being 
brought  in  here  for  the  House  to  consider.  I  can  see  no 
possible  excuse  for  this  operation. 

If  we  really  were  trying  to  have  good  government,  we 
would  get  the  most  competent  mining  engineer  we  could  get 
for  that  Job  and  put  him  in  there.  I  do  not  propose  to  let 
such  a  thing  as  that  go  by  without  letting  the  House  express 
itself  on  the  subject.  I  hope  the  House  will  not  approve  of 
that  provision  because  it  is  the  most  ridiculous  thing  I  have 
ever  heard  of.     I  hope  that  we  will  not  get  down  that  far. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  LeavyJ. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  comparatively  easy  to 
become  confused  and  not  quite  understand  what  the  issues 
are  here.  Dr.  Sayers  was  appointed  by  the  President  to  be 
the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  following  the  resignation  of 
Dr.  Pinch.  The  Senate  under  the  law  has  to  confirm  such 
appointment,  and  day  before  yesterday  the  Senate  unani- 
mously confirmed  the  selection  of  Dr.  Sayers  as  the  Chief  of 
the  Bureau  of  Mines.  It  Is  not  a  matter  for  the  House  to  say 
whether  he  should  or  should  not  be  the  Chief  of  that  Bureau. 
He  has  been  appointed,  and  he  has  been  confirmed.  How- 
ever, for  27  years  he  has  been  with  the  United  States  Public 
Health  Service,  which  is  set  up  on  a  military  basis.  Dr. 
Sa3fers  has  gained  certain  rights  by  reason  of  27  years  of  con- 
tinuous service,  and  he  does  not  want  to  surrender  or  lose 
those  rights.  He  does  not  draw  two  salaries.  He  gives  up 
the  salary  in  Public  Health  and  gets  the  regular  salary  paid 
in  the  Bureau  of  Mines. 

If  you  will  read  the  provision  we  have  tmder  consideration, 
found  on  page  107  of  the  Ull,  you  will  find  it  merely  recites: 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  law.  Royd  R.  Sayers,  a 
crmmlssloned  officer  on  the  active  list.  United  States  Public  Health 
Service.  Is  authorized  to  bold  the  office  of  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  without  loss  of  or  prejudice 
to  his  status  as  a  commissioned  officer  on  the  active  list  of  the 
United  SUtes  Public  Health  Service;  and  if  appointed  to  such  civil 
office,  he  shall  receive  In  lieu  of  his  pay  and  allowances  as  such 
commissioned  officer  the  salary  prescribed  by  law  for  such  civil 
office. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  yield  to  the  chsdrman  of  my  committee,  the 
gentleman  from  CMdahoma. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Is  it  not  true  that  this  gen- 
tleman who  has  been  ridiculed  as  incompetent  to  fill  this 
position  has  been  connected  with  the  Bureau  of  Mines  for 
the  past  12  or  14  years,  and  is  it  not  also  true  that  be  is 
especially  equipped  and  qualified  by  education,  training,  and 
experience  for  this  particular  position? 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Unusually  so  qualified  and  trained,  and  I 
want  to  touch  upon  that  a  little  bit  later.  If  the  House  re- 
fuses to  agree  to  the  Senate  amendment  now  under  consid- 
eration it  might  compel  Dr.  Sayers  to  decline  the  position  for 
which  he  was  unanimously  confirmed  2  days  ago.  because  he 
would  not  want  to  lose  the  status  which  he  has  in  the  Public 
Health  Service,  gained  wily  by  27  years  of  faithful,  efficient, 
and  exceptional  service. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.    May  I  ask  a  question? 

Mr.  LEAVY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Does  the  gentleman  happen  to  know 
whether  Dr.  Sayers  has  taken  the  oath  of  office  in  his  new 
position? 

Mr.  LEAVY.     No;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  If  he  has  done  so,  I  would  gather 
the  impression  that  he  has  vacated  the  PubUc  Health  Servioe 
office. 


Mr.  LEAVY.  I  know  this  is  a  matter  of  such  tremendous 
personal  importance  to  him  and  I  would  rather  doubt  that 
he  has  taken  the  oath  of  office  until  he  know^s  that  he  can 
preserve  his  status  in  the  Public  Hesdth  Service. 

Mr.  RICH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LEAVY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  from  Washington  has  prob- 
ably one  of  the  best  legal  minds  of  anyone  who  ever  sat  in 
this  branch  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  thank  the  genUeman  for  the  tribute,  but 
I  am  sure  I  am  not  entitled  to  it. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  may  doubt  it,  but  we  have 
expressed  our  opinion  and  I  am  not  going  to  take  it  back. 
Does  the  gentleman  believe  that  we  ought  to  have  legislation 
on  an  appropriation  bill? 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Answering  the  genUeman,  generally  we 
should  not. 

Mr.  RICH.    Is  this  legislation  on  an  appropriation  bill? 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Undoubtedly  it  Is.  but  under  the  rules  pre- 
vailing in  Congress  we  can  do  it  when  such  legislative  matter 
has  its  origin  in  the  other  body,  as  is  the  case  here.  We 
are  authorized  to  do  this  and  it  is  the  only  solution  we  have 
to  the  Immediate  problem,  as  it  concerns  Dr.  Sayers. 

Now.  who  is  Dr.  Sayers?  It  Is  well  to  know.  In  the  first 
instance  I  doubt  if  there  is  a  Member  of  this  House  who 
knows  his  political  affiliations.  I  am  siu-e  I  do  not.  So  he 
is  not  a  partisan  in  the  matter  of  politics.  Because  I  antici- 
pated the  action  that  is  now  being  taken,  I  checked  on  my 
facts  and  secured  the  following  Information: 

He  was  bom  at  Crothersville,  Ind..  October  25,  1885.  He 
was  graduated  from  the  University  of  Indiana  with  the  degree 
of  bachelor  of  arts  and  received  the  degree  of  master  of  arts 
from  the  same  Institution  in  1907.  He  also  holds  an  M.  D. 
degree  from  the  University  of  Buffalo,  awarded  in  1914. 

In  1907  Dr.  Sayers  was  electrochemical  engineer  for  the 
United  States  Smelting  It  Refining  Co.,  at  East  Chicago,  111., 
following  which  he  was  chief  chemist,  Gould  Storage  Bat- 
tery Co.,  of  Buffalo.  untU  1911.  Prom  1911  to  1913  he  was 
professor  of  electrochemistry  and  physical  chemistry  at  the 
University  of  Buffalo.  In  1914  he  entered  the  United  States 
Public  Health  Service,  with  which  he  has  been  connected 
ever  since.  In  1917  he  was  detailed  to  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Mines  and  was  chief  surgeon  and  chief  of  the 
Health  and  Safety  Branch  of  that  Bureau  until  1933,  when 
he  returned  to  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service  and 
was  placed  in  charge  of  the  Office  of  Industrial  Hygiene  and 
Sanitation. 

Dr.  Sayers  is  the  author  of  many  publications  dealing  with 
physiological  effects  of  environmental  conditions  on  work- 
ers, especially  in  mines  and  metallurgical  plants.  He  has 
made  original  research  and  published  nimaerous  reports  on 
poisoning  from  gases  such  as  those  found  in  mines;  use  of 
synthetic  atmosphere  for  prevention  of  caisson  diseases;  sili- 
cosis and  other  diseases  occurring  among  miners;  lead  poison- 
ing; the  physiological  effects  of  abnormal  temperatures  and 
humidities;  and  other  matters  relating  to  public  and  indus- 
trial health. 

He  is  an  associate  member  of  the  American  Institute  ol 
Mining  and  Metallurgical  Engineers;  American  Society  of 
Heating  and  Ventilating  Engineers;  American  Oas  Associa- 
tion; American  Association  for  the  Advancement  of  Science; 
American  Medical  Association;  Association  of  Industrial 
Physicians  and  Surgeons  (president,  1938) ;  American  Pub- 
lic Health  Association;  and  the  Association  of  Military  Sur- 
geons. He  has  served  as  a  member  of  the  Advisory  Commit- 
tee on  Industrial  Hygiene.  International  Labor  Office.  O^ieva, 
Switzerland,  since  1922,  and  in  1938  was  chairman  of  the 
American  Committee  of  the  International  Congress  on  In- 
dustrial Accidents  and  Occupational  Diseases.  Prankfort-on- 
Main. 

There  is  a  record  of  professional  qualification  and  fitness 
rarely  found.  I  happen  to  know  this  gentleman  personally 
and  well.  During  the  last  3  years  I  have  had  frequent  con- 
tacts with  him  in  connection  with  his  work  in  the  Public 
Health  Service  and  a  special  assignment  that  took  him  into 
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my  State.  He  is  an  individual  of  rare  personality  and  of 
exceptional  execuUve  abUity,  and  would  be  an  ornament  to 
that  gr«at  Bureau  that  has  now  become  so  prominent  in  our 
national -defense  program,  the  Bureau  of  Mines.  For  this 
House  to  deny  the  Govenmient  the  possibility  of  having  the 
service  of  a  man  so  well  qualified  and  so  badly  needed  would 
be  highly  inconsistent  and  inexcusable  and  to  me  would  be 
proceeding  on  a  most  narrow  basis. 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  LEAVY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana.  May  I  say  that  I  appreciate  the 
observations  the  gentleman  has  made  about  our  IDustricus 
Hoosler.  I  believe  I  can  speak  for  a  lot  of  folks  from  Indiana 
when  I  say  that  we  share  Uie  gentleman's  high  esteem  for  the 
abilities  and  the  qualifications  of  Dr.  Sayers.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LEAVY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Will  the  gentleman  inform  the  House  as  to 
the  procedure  followed  in  the  case  of  an  Army  officer  who 
accepts  another  position?  Is  he  protected  in  his  retirement? 
Say.  for  example.  Colonel  Harrington. 

Mr.  LEAVY.    No;  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  do  that. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  The  gentleman  is  correct  in 
his  estimate  of  Dr.  Sayer's  ability  and  worth  to  the  Bin-eau  of 
Mines. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  trust  that  the  House  will  agree  to  the  mo- 
tion to  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 
[Applause] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Scrugham]. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  only  want  to  add  a  few 
words  in  behalf  of  Dr.  Sayers.  I  have  had  contact  with 
mining  matters  for  nearly  40  years,  and  I  consider  Dr.  Sayers 
to  be  entirely  competent  to  fill  the  position  of  Director  of  the 
Bureau. 

He  was  virtually  an  employee  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  for 
14  years,  during  which  he  was  detailed  to  the  Bureau  from 
the  Public  Health  Service.  He  became  chief  of  the  Safety 
and  Health  Branch  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  and  was  identi- 
fied with  its  outstanding  success  that  has  received  generous 
national  recognition  from  miners  throughout  all  parts  of  the 
United  States. 

In  this  service  Dr.  Sayers  dir  jcted  one  of  the  largest  groups 
of  Bureau  of  Mines  employees,  including  those  engaged  in 
health  research,  mine  safety,  mine  rescue  and  flrst-aid  train- 
ing. With  Bureau  engineers  he  personally  went  underground 
In  a  large  niunber  and  variety  of  mines,  collecting  data  and 
conducting  studies  upon  the  deleterious  effects  of  rock  dust, 
humidity,  high  temperature,  mine  gases,  and  gases  produced 
from  explosives.  His  research  concerned  with  the  health  and 
safety  of  miners  led  to  his  establishment  of  clinics  in  mining 
camps  for  the  detection,  study,  and  prevention  of  tuberculosis 
and  silicosis.  Some  of  these  clinics  are  now  permanently 
maintained  by  State  or  local  authorities,  assisted  by  mining 
companies.  In  these  activities  Dr.  Sayers  gained  knowledge 
of  many  mining  operations  and  made  many  friends  among 
miners  and  operators. 

Dr.  Sayers  had  been  a  physical  chemist  before  he  became 
a  doctor.  This  proved  of  value  In  much  of  the  work  de- 
scribed and  also  in  experiments  for  the  use  of  helium  in 
compressed  atmospheres  to  be  breathed  by  men,  such  as 
tunnelling,  caisson  work,  deep-sea  diving,  and  escape  from 
sunken  submarines. 

The  qualifications  of  Dr.  Sayers  are  nonpolitical.  He  has 
played  an  important  part  in  mining.  He  knows  the  field,  the 
background,  and  the  pen«nnel  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines.  He  is 
experienced  as  a  Government  administrator. 

I  trust  that  the  Hous«i  will  concur  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment.    [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Warrkn  ) .  The  question 
Is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  that  the 
House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  TABsa)  there  were — ayes  77,  noes  37. 


Mr.  TABER  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the 
ground  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After 
counting.]  One  hundred  and  seventy-two  Members  are  pres- 
ent, not  a  quorum. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
will  notify  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  258,  nays 
123,  not  voUng  49,  as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  130] 
YEAS— 268 


Allen.  La. 

Drewry 

Kelly 

Polk 

AUen,  Pa. 

Duncan 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Rabaut 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Dunn 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Ram.«=peck 

Anderson,  Mo 

Durham 

Kennedy,  Michael  Randolph 

Arnold 

Erberharter 

Keogh 

Rankin 

Barden,  N.  C. 

Edelsteln 

Kerr 

Raybum 

Barnes 

Edmlston 

Kllday 

Richards 

Barry 

Elliott 

Kitchens 

Robertson 

Bates.  Ky. 

Evans 

Kleberg 

Robinson.  Utah 

Beam 

Fay 

Koclalkowskl 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Beckvorth 

Penton 

Kramer 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Bell 

Ferguson 

Kunkel 

Romjue 

Bland 

Fernandez 

Landis 

Ryan 

Bloom 

PI  tzpa  trick 

TiAnhnm 

Sabath 

Boland 

Flaherty 

Larrabe« 

Backs 

Boren 

Flannagan 

Leavy 

SasBcer 

Boykln 

Plannery 

Lesinski 

Satterfleld 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Polger 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Schafer.  Wia. 

Brocks 

Ford.  Miss. 

Ludlow 

SchiflJer 

Brown.  Oa. 

Pord,  Thomas  P. 

Lynch 

Schuetz 

Bryson 

Pries 

McAndrews 

Bchulte 

Buck 

Pulmer 

McArdle 

Schwert 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Garrett 

McCormack 

8crugham 

Bui  winkle 

Gathlngs 

McGehee 

Shanley 

Burch 

Oavagan 

McKeough 

Shannon 

Burgin 

Oehrmann 

McLaughlin 

Sheppard 

Byrns.  Tenn. 

Gerlach 

McMillan.  Clara 

Sheridan 

Camp 

G^'yer.  Calif. 

McMillan.  John  L.  Smith.  Conn 

Cannon.  Pla. 

GlbbB 

Maclejewski 

Smith,  ni. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Gillie 

Magnuson 

Smith.  Va. 

Cartwright 

Gore 

Mahon 

Smith.  Wash. 

Casey.  Mass. 

Gossett 

Maloney 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Celler 

Grant.  Ala. 

MarshaU 

Snyder 

Chapman 

Grant.  Ind. 

Martin.  HI. 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

Clark 

Gregory 

Masslngale 

South 

Cochran 

Griffith 

MUls.  Ark. 

Sparkman 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Hare 

Mills.  La. 

Stames.  Ala. 

Coffee,  Wash. 

Harrington 

Mitchell 

Stefan 

Cole.  Md. 

Hart 

Monroney 

Sullivan 

Collins 

Barter.  N.  Y. 

Moser 

Sutphin 

Colmer 

Barter.  Ohio 

Mouton 

Sweeney 

Connery 

Haver,  ner 

Mundt 

Tanrer 

Cooley 

Healey 

Mxirdock.  Ariz. 

Taylor 

Cooper 

Hendricks 

Murdock.  Utah 

Tenerowica 

Corbett 

Hennlngs 

Myers 

Terry 

Costello 

Hill 

Nelson 

Thomas.  Tvx. 

Courtney 

Hobbs 

Nichols 

Thomason 

Cox 

Holmes 

Norton 

Tolan 

Cravens 

Hook 

O'Connor 

Van  Zandt      ' 

Creal 

Horton 

OT>«y 

Vincent,  Ky. 

Crosser 

HotLSton 

OXeary 

Vinson.  Ga. 

Crowe 

Hull 

ONeal 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Cullen 

Hunter 

OToole 

Wallgren 

Cummlngs 

Izac 

Pace 

Ward 

Curtis 

Jacobsen 

Parsons 

Warren 

D'Alesandro 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Patman 

Weaver 

Darden,  Va. 

Johnson ,  Luther  A  Patrick 

We«t 

Davis 

Johnson,  Lyndon 

Patton 

White.  Idaho 

Delaney 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Pearson 

Whittlngton 

Dempsey 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Peterson.  Pla. 

WlUlamn,  Mo. 

Dlcksteln 

Jones,  Tex. 

Peterson.  Ga. 

Wood 

Dies 

Kee 

Pfelfer 

Woodrum,  Va. 

Dlngell 

Keefe 

Pierce 

Doughton 

Kefauver 

Putcnger 

Doxey 

Keller 

Poace 

NAYS— 123 

Allen,  m. 

Crowther 

Hancock 

McDowell 

Anderson.  Calif. 

CvUkln 

Harness 

McGregor 
McLean 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Dlrksen 

Hawks 

Andrews 

Dltter 

Hess 

McLeod 

Angell 

Dondero 

Hinshaw 

Martin.  Iowa 

Arends 

Douglas 

Hoffman 

Martin.  Maaa. 

Austin 

Dworshak 

Hope 

Mason 

Barton,  N.  Y. 

Eaton 

Jarrett 

Mlchener 

Bates.  Mass. 

Elston 

Jeffries 

MlUer 

Bender 

En  gel 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Monklewlcs 

Blockney 

Englcbrlght 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Mott 

Bolles 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Jennings 

Murray 

Bolton 

Gamble 

Jensen 

O'Brien 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Gartner 

Johns 

Oliver 

Brewster 

Gear  hart 

Johnson,  m. 

Osmers 

Carlson 

Gilchrist 

Jones.  Ohio 

Plumley 

Chtperfleld 

Goodwin 

Jonkman 

Powers 

Church 

Graham 

Kilbtim 

Reece.  Tenn, 

Clason 

Oron 

KlnTw 

Reed.  lU. 

Clevenger 

Guycr.  Kans. 

Knutson 

Reed.  NY. 

Cluett 

Gwynne 

Lambertaon 

Rees.  Kans. 

Oole,  N.  T. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Rich 

Crawford 

HaUeck 

Luce 

Bockefeller 

r- 
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Bodgers.  Pa. 

S&npaon 

Tlbbott 

WUIlama.DeL 

Rogers.  Mass 

L         Smith.  Ohio 

Tlnkham 

Winter 

Routaohn 

Springer 

Treadway 

Wblcott 

Bvitherford 

Steama.N.  a. 

Vorya.  Otilo 

Wolf enden.  Pa. 

Sandager 

Sumner,  ni. 

Vreeland 

Wolvefton,  N.  J. 

Secoomba 

Taber 

Welch 

Beger 

Talle 

Wheat 

Youngdahl 

Short 

TbUl 

Wlggienrortli 

NOT  VOTINO— « 

Alexander 

DaAooan 

LeCompte 

BpeiKe 

Ball 

DiaMy 

Lemke 

Steagall 

Boehne 

Ellis 

McGranery 

Sumnera,  Tex. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Paddla 

Maas 

Sweet 

Buckley.  N.Y.         FLsh 

Manafleld 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Burdick 

Glflord 

Marcantonlo 

Thorkelaon 

Byrne.  N.  T, 

Green 

May 

Wadaworth 

Byron 

Ball.  Edwin  A. 

Merrltt 

Walter 

CaldweU 

Hartley 

NorreU 

Whelchel 

Carter 

Jarman 

Risk 

White.  Ohio 

OMe.8.Dak. 

Kean 

Schaefer,  m. 

OUypool 

Klrwan 

Secrert 

Darrow 

Lea 

Shaf er.  UU-h 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr    CTaypool   (for)    with  Mr.  Brown  oT  Ohio  (against). 
Mr.  Merntt  (for)   with  Mr.  Darrow  (against). 
Mr    McGranery   (for)    with  Mr.  Edwin  A.  Hall    (against). 
Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York  (for)  with  Mr.  Eean  (against). 

Untfl  further  notice: 

Mr.  Mansneid  with  Mr.  Glflord. 
Mr.  Buckley  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Hartley. 
Mr.  May  with  Mr.  BaU. 
Mr.  Boehne  with  Mr.  Carter. 
Mr.  Norreli  with  Mr.  Wadsworth. 
Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  Risk. 
Mr.  Spence  with  Mr.  FUh. 
.    Mr.  DeRouen  with  Mr.  Case  of  South  Dakota. 
Mr.  Schaefer  of  nilnols  with  Mr.  Alexander. 
Mr.  Disney  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 
Mr.  Paddls  with  Mr.  LeOompte. 
Mr.  Secrest  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 
Mr.  Steagall  with  Mr.  Burdick. 
Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Thorkelaon. 
Mr.  Klrwan  with  Mr.  Lemke. 
Mr.  Whelchel  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 
Mr.  Lea  with  Mr   Marcantonlo. 
Mr.  Walter  with  Mr.  Sweet. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced,  as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Wakren).  The  Clerk 
will  report  the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

TTie  C:ierk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  118.  line  2.  strike  out  "$227,826"  and  insert  "$251328." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  I^)eaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  In  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Tlie  Clerk  will  rejwrt  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement 

Tlie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  85:  On  page  118.  in  line  2,  aft«r  the  amount  in- 
sert: "Provided,  That  the  total  sum  expended  in  any  fiscal  year 
for  maintenance  of  the  Vanderbllt  HlBtortcal  Monument  in  Dutcheaa 
County.  N  Y..  shall  not  exceed  the  total  sum  of  the  admission  fees 
collected  at  axich  monument  during  the  previous  fiscal  year." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  amendment  with  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  JomrsoN  of  Oklahoma  moves  that  the  House  recede  from 
Ita^  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  85,  and 
•gn*  to  tb»  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  "Pro- 
vided.. Thtit  the  total  aiun  expended  In  any  fiscal  year  after  the 
fiscal  year  1941  for  maintenance  of  the  Vanderbllt  Historical 
Monument  In  Dutchess  CXJtinty.  N.  Y,  shall  not  exceed  the  total 
>um  of  the  admlaslon  fees  collected  at  such  monument  during  the 
previous  flaoal  year." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentlonan  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ric:h]. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  asked  here  this  afternoon 
to  take  over  the  VanderbUt  estate  In  New  York,  which  is  in 
very  close  proximity  to  Hyde  Park,  and  make  a  national 
monument  out  of  it.  I  cannot  understand  why  the  mem- 
bership of  the  House  of  Representatives  should  be  desirous 
of  taking  over  any  private  lands  or  any  public  lands  that 
might  be  given  to  the  Oovemment  regardless  of  how  valu- 


able it  might  be,  and  then  making  it  into  a  national  shrine 
unless  it  has  historic  value.  They  say  this  property  is  valued 
at  $2,000,000  and  they  say  they  are  g(^ng  to  give  it  to  the 
Federal  Oovemment,  and  they  want  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  look  after  it. 

This  statement  was  made  by  Senatw  Ghucnr  when  Mr. 
Demaray,  who  has  charge  of  the  parks,  was  before  the  com- 
mittee: 

I  may  say  that  I  know  the  place.  I  have  heen  there  and  It  Is 
a  magnlflcent  gentleman's  estate,  but  It  has  no  historical  signifi- 
cance. 

That  is  the  question  I  am  Interested  in,  and  I  wonder 
whether  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  going  to  take 
over  all  property  that  might  be  crffered  to  the  Government 
and  set  the  Government  up  in  business  again.  You  may  say 
that  this  is  a  nne  estate,  but  what  does  it  represent?  It 
represents  a  fine,  large  mansion,  representing  the  Vander- 
bllt estate,  representing  someone  who  has  had  •  great 
amount  of  money  to  spend  on  a  home,  a  large  area,  and  a 
beautiful  jHace.  What  part  does  it  have  in  American  his- 
toric life?  We  talk  about  the  economic  royalists  and  this 
administration  has  condemned  the  economic  royalists,  ^ru\ 
yet  you  want  to  perpetuate  what  the  administration  calls 
an  economic  royalist.  This  administration  is  full  of  them. 
I  admire  the  heirs  d  the  VanderbUt  estate  for  offering 
this  iwoperty  to  the  Federal  Government,  but  what  do  you 
want  with  it?  What  are  you  going  to  do  with  it?  You  are 
going  to  charge  an  admission  fee  of  50  cents  to  go  in  there 
and  see  the  fine  estate.  This  fee  Is  supposed  to  take  care 
of  the  expense,  and  that  is  a  fine  thing  and  I  congratulate 
the  Interior  Department  on  doing  that  particular  thing,  but 
why  should  we  take  over  any  wealthy  man's  estate  Just  be- 
cause he  wants  to  give  it  to  the  Pederta  Government.  That 
is  the  question  I  want  answered,  and  the  thing  that  worries 
me  is  how  you  are  going  to  maintain  all  the  parks,  how  you 
are  going  to  maintain  all  the  monuments  that  we  have  now 
set  up.  You  are  requested  to  set  up  additional  parks  and 
the  maintenance  cost  eventually  is  going  to  be  staggering 
unless  the  Interior  Department  makes  the  request  with 
regard  to  every  monument  and  every  park,  that  the  ones 
who  visit  them  shall  pay  an  admission  fee  in  order  that 
we  may  be  able  to  bear  the  expense  to  the  Government. 
I  think  it  is  about  time  that  we  try  to  take  care  of  the 
people  of  this  coimtry  in  a  way  more  befitting  the  needs 
and  the  pocketbooks  and  more  befitting  the  administration 
that  is  trying  to  administer  our  affairs. 

While  this  particular  amendment  may  be  a  good  one, 
there  is  going  to  be  another  one  offered  in  a  few  minutes 
and  I  make  these  remarks  as  a  preface  so  we  will  be  able 
to  take  care  of  the  next  one,  because  I  do  not  think  we 
ought  to  add  any  more  parks  or  appropriate  any  more 
money  for  our  National  Park  System  at  this  time,  especially 
when  we  have  to  purchase  and  maintain  them.  Where  are 
you  going  to  get  the  money? 

The  SPEAKER.  TTie  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  to  recede  and  concur. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  answering  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  let  me  say  that  he  always 
makes  an  illuminating  and  an  interesting  address.  However. 
It  would  be  more  interesting  and  much  more  informative 
and  convincing  if  he  had  made  it  to  the  pending  amendment 
instead  of  the  one  that  has  been  adopted.  The  amendment 
to  which  he  refers  has  heretofore  been  adopted  by  the  House 
and  so  far  as  the  administration  accepting  the  estate  is  con- 
cerned, that,  of  course,  is  water  that  is  already  over  the 
dam.  The  only  thing  before  the  committee  at  this  time  is 
whether  or  not  we  will  have  this  safeguard  to  provide  that 
they  cannot  spend  any  more  money  in  connection  with  the 
estate  than  is  actually  taken  in  by  fees  collected  from  the 
public. 

The   SPEAKER   pro   tempore.    The   question   is   on   the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  to  recede  and 
concur. 
Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Tlie  C^erk  win  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  folows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  87:  Pag»  118.  after  lln«  14.  Insert: 
"Andrew  Johnson  National  Monviment:  For  acquisition  of  the  An- 
drew Johnson  homestead  and  site  located  In  Greenville,  Tenn.,  In- 
cluding certain  furniture,  fumlshlngs,  and  equipment  located 
therein,  an'l  expenses  incidental  to  such  acquisition.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  August  29.  1935  (49  Stat.  958), 
$41,500." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to 
recede  and  concur. 
Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  me  a 

few  minutes  on  this? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  here  is  where  we  are  going  to 
set  up  a  new  Andrew  Johnson  national  monument.  This 
monument  Is  now  owned  and  operated  by  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee. If  it  is  a  good  thing,  why  does  not  the  State  of 
Tennessee  want  to  retain  it?  Why  would  it  not  want  to  con- 
tinue to  operate  it?  But  no,  they  come  here  and  offer  it  to 
the  Qovemment  of  the  United  States  and  they  want  the  Gov- 
ernment to  buy  it  and  to  furnish  the  money  in  order  that  It 
might  be  increased  in  size,  and  In  order  that  it  might  be 
beautified — establishing  another  drain  upon  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States.  I  do  not  think  this  amendment  ought  to 
be  adopted.  I  think  we  ought  to  permit  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee to  own  it.  It  is  of  national  importance  to  that  State, 
and  that  State  ought  to  retain  it,  and  I  do  not  think  the  State 
ought  to  come  and  ask  the  taxpayers  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  assume  a  burden  which  the  State  itself  admits  it 
cannot  stand  and  does  not  want  to  assume,  but  wants  the 
Federal  Government  to  assume.  Are  we  going  to  be  foolish 
enough  to  take  over  this  property  at  this  time?  What  will 
your  constituents  say  about  that? 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RICH.  Yes.  I  yield  to  the  distingiiished  gentleman 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  The  gentleman  is  in  error  with 
reference  to  the  ownership  of  the  property  that  is  to  be  em- 
braced in  the  proposed  Andrew  Johnson  national  monument. 
The  State  owns  one  piece  of  the  property.  The  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, however,  owns  and  operates  the  Andrew  Johnson 
National  Cemetery,  and  then  there  is  an  additional  piece  of 
property  still  in  the  hands  of  the  Andrew  Johnson  heirs  yet 
to  be  acquired.  So  it  is  not  a  question  of  the  State  trans- 
ferring all  of  this  to  the  Federal  Government  for  its  develop- 
ment and  administration. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  admits  he  wants  the  Federal 
Government  to  make  the  purchases  of  aH  the  land  that  is  not 
now  acquired,  and  that  it  should  be  taken  over  by  the  Federal 
Qovemment  in  conjunction  with  the  cemetery,  which  is  sup- 
posed to  be  a  national  monument.  Is  it  not  going  to  cost  the 
Federal  Government  money  to  make  the  purchase? 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  It  will  cost  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment a  comparatively  small  amount  to  acquire  the  additional 
property,  and  since  the  Federal  Government  has  the  admin- 
istration expense  of  maintaining  and  adntiinistering  the  na- 
tional cemetery,  the  additional  cost  of  administering  the 
whole  project  will  be  very  small. 

Mr.  RICH.    What  does  the  gentleman  mean  by  "small"? 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.    Not  more  than  $6,000. 

Mr.  RICH.    Six  thousand  a  year  for  maintenance. 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.    Yes. 

Mr.  RICH.  And  how  much  is  It  going  to  cost  to  acquire 
that  land? 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  An  estimate  has  been  made  that 
it  will  cost  $4,500. 

Mr.  RICH.  Has  the  gentleman  seen  the  Treasury  state- 
ment of  May  24.  which  shows  that  we  have  gone  into  the  red 
$3,389,000,000  this  year,  and  that  next  year  we  win  be 
worse  off? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Tlie  time  of  the  genUeman 
from  Pennsylvania  has  ezi)ired. 


Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa to  yield  me  2  minutes  more. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  yield  2  minutes  more  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  talking  now  about  na- 
tional defense.  We  are  going  to  be  called  upon  to  under- 
take a  tax  bill,  and  it  is  to  be  passed  in  the  name  of  national 
defense.  A  tax  bill  is  to  be  put  out  to  the  people  in  order 
to  keep  us  from  going  over  the  forty-flve  billion  debt  limit. 
That  will  not  stop  this  spendthrift  Congress.  We  will  be 
asked  to  increase  that  debt  limit  and  we  will  be  asked  to 
increase  the  taxes  back  home  In  order  to  pay  for  some  of  the 
things  we  have  been  spending  and  for  which  we  have  noth- 
ing to  show.  Is  it  not  time  that  we  realize  that  some  of 
these  expenses  should  be  deferred  at  least  for  some  years 
to  come,  and  that  we  should  not  put  so  much  burden  on  the 
Federal  Government  at  a  time  like  this?  I  think  that  Is 
something  that  ought  to  be  done,  and  I  leave  the  question 
up  to  the  Members  of  the  House,  whether  they  want  to  go 
on  and  make  this  purchase  at  tills  time.  We  must  record 
the  Members  on  some  of  this  spending. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  the  mo- 
tion to  recede  and  concur. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  Ijy 
Mr.  Rich)  there  were — ayes  79,  noes  27. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the 
ground  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Chair  will  count. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  request  I  withdraw  my  ob- 
jection. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  89:  Page  122,  line  21.  after  "1941",  insert: 
"Provided  further.  That  In  addition  to  the  amount  herein  ap- 
propriated the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  also  approve  projects, 
incur  obligations,  and  enter  into  contracts  for  additional  work  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  $3,000,000  and  his  action  in  so  doing  shall  be 
deemed  a  contractual  obligation  of  the  Federal  Government  for  the 
pajrmeiit  of  the  cost  thereof  and  appropriations  hereafter  made  for 
the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  improveinent  of  roads  and 
trails  shall  be  considered  available  for  the  purpose  of  discharging 
the  obligation  so  created:  Provided  further." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Taber]. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  President  sent  a  Budget 
estimate  to  Congress  for  roads  and  trails  in  national  parks, 
$2,000,000.  This  amount  was  allowed  by  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  It  is  still  in  the  bill,  but  in  addition  there 
is  authorization  for  contract  obligations  of  an  additional 
$3,000,000.  This  is  simply  an  attempt  to  go  beyond  the 
Budget  by  that  amount. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  question  of 
the  merits  of  roads  and  trails  in  national  parks  but.  rather, 
I  shall  discuss  the  financial  condition  of  the  Government. 
We  are  right  at  the  point  where  the  President  yesterday 
announced  a  program  of  addiUonal  taxation  and  the  neces- 
sity to  increase  the  national  debt  limit  by  $3,000,000,000. 
We  know  that  we  shall  be  asked  to  spend  in  the  next  flLscal 
year  at  least  $2,000,000,000  more  than  we  figured  on.  for 
national-defense  items— and  we  are  going  to  be  in  a  situ- 
ation where  we  shall  need  to  spend  that  money.  America 
is  soft.  She  has  had  the  idea  for  20  years  that  she  was  in- 
vulnerable and  would  not  be  involved  in  trouble.  At  the 
present  Ume,  as  a  result  of  the  spending  program,  we  are 
in  trouble;  and  we  are  in  trouble,  also,  because  of  world 
affairs.  We  have  got  to  conserve  our  energies  and  our 
finances.  Let  us  stop  adding  fat  under  our  belts,  and  begin 
to  fry  it  out  and  tighten  up  our  belts.  Let  us  stop  asking 
for  special  projects  In  our  own  States  or  districts,  or  addi- 
Uonal projects  and  see  if  we  cannot  begin  to  save  some 
money  and  help  the  Treasury  out  a  UtUe  bit.  Unless  the 
House  takes  cognizance  of  its  responsibility  we  are  not  going 
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to  get  anywhere  In  that  direction.    This  is  one  of  the  things 
that  is  absolutely  indefensible  at  this  time,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  refuse  to  recede  and  concur  in  this  amendment. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  ^)eaker,  according  to  the  statement  read 
by  the  Clerk  with  respect  to  this  amendment,  the  Senate  has 
reduced  the  direct  appropriations  for  this  Item  to  $2,000,000. 
within  the  Budget,  but  has  inserted  a  contract  authorization 
for  $3,000,000.  the  total  of  $5,000,000  representing  the  amount 
authorized  for  appropriation  during  the  fiscal  year  1941. 

We  are  increasing  it\§  contract  obligaUons.  Whenever  one 
Congress  permits  a  department  to  obligate  Itself  under  con- 
tracts, the  succeeding  Congress  must  appropriate  the  money 
to  meet  the  obligations.  By  adopting  this  amendment  you 
are  going  to  compel  the  next  session  of  Congress — unless  you 
get  a  deficiency  item  to  cover  it  before  the  session  closes— to 
appropriate  the  $3,000,000  to  take  care  of  these  contract  obli- 
gations. Do  not  deceive  yourselves,  that  is  what  you  are 
doing.  You  are  responsible.  You  are  creating  the  obligation 
of  an  additional  $3,000,000  if  you  adopt  this  amendment. 
You  ought  to  go  slow  before  you  obligate  yourselves  to  this 
additional  great  expenditure.  Why  do  the  Members  of  the 
Congress  not  try  In  a  sensible  way  to  make  appropriations? 
Why  not  have  the  income  and  the  outgo  balance?  Let  us  not 
be  squanderers. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  the  mo- 
tion to  recede  and  concur. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Taber)  there  were — ayes  61.  noes  39. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the  ground 
there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After 
counting.]  One  hundred  and  thirty-seven  Members  are 
present,  not  a  quorum. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
will  notify  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  196,  nays 
168.  answered  "present"  1.  not  voting  65,  as  follows: 

[RoU  No.  131] 
I  TEAS— 196 


Allen.  La. 
Anderson.  Mo. 
Angell 
Barden.  N.  O. 


Batea.Ky. 

Beckworth 

Bell 

Bland 

Bloom 

Boland 

Boykln 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Brooks 

Brown  Oa. 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Burgln 

Byms.  Tenn. 

Camp 

Cannon,  Pla. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Cartwrlght 

Case.  S.  Dak. 

Chapman 

Cochran 

Cole.  Md. 

Collins 

Colmer 

Cooley 

Cooper 

Courtney 

Cox 

Cravena 

Creal 

Crosser 

Crowe 

Cullen 

Cununlngs 

D'Alesandro 

Delaney 

Dempaey 

DeRouen 

Dlckxteln 

Dies 

DlageU 


Dotighton 

Doxcy 

Drewry 

Duncan 

Dunn 

Durham 

Eberbarter 

■delstein 

Ellis 

Knglebrlght 

Pay 

Fernandez 

PI  tzpa  trick 

Flaherty 

Flannagnn 

Fl&nnery 

Folger 

Ford.  lOm. 

Ford.  Thomas  P. 

Fries 

Oathlnga 

Oavagan 

Oeyer.  CaUf. 

Oibbe 

Oore 

Oovett 

Grant,  Ala. 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Harrington 

Barter.  Ohio 

Havenner 

Healey 

Hendrlcka 

Hennings 

HiU 

Hobbs 

Houston 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jacobsen 

Jennings 

Johnson,  Lyndon 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 


Jones.  Tex. 
Kee 

Kefauver 

Keller 

KeUy 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy,  Md. 

Kennedy,  Michael 

Keogb 

Kilday 

Kirwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

KoclalkowBkl 

Kramer 

Tonham 

Larrabee 

l>ary 

lifalnskl 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Lynch 

McAndreWB 

McArdle 

McCormack 

McOebee 

McOranery 

McKeough 

McLaughlin 

McMillan.  Clara 

Maclejewski 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Marcantonio 

Martin.  HI. 

Masslngale 

MUls,  Ark. 

Mills.  La. 

MitcheU 

MoU 

Murdock,  Arts. 

Myers 

Nelson 

NorreU 

Norton 


O'Connor 

CDay 

CLeary 

OToole 

Parsons 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 

Pe«rson 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Peterson,  Ga, 

Pierce 

Plttenger 

Rabaut 

Rmraapcck. 

Rankin 

Raybum 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Richards 

Robinson,  Utah 

Rogers,  Okla. 

Romjue 

Ryan 

Sabath 

Sasscer 

SchuetE 

Schulte 

Schwert 

Scrugham 

Shanley 

Sbeppard 

Sheridan 

Smith,  m. 

Snyder 

Somers,  N.  T. 

South 

Sparkman 

Spence 

Stamea.  Ala. 

Steagall 

Sullivan 

Sutpbln 

Tarver 

Tliyior 

Terry 


Thomas.  Tex. 
Thomaaon 
Tolan 
Vinson.  Ga. 

AUen.  HL 

Allen.  Pa. 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Andresen,  A.  H. 

Andrews 

Arends 

Austin 

Barry 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Bates.  Mass. 

Beam 

Bender 

Blackney 

BoUes 

Bolton 

Boren 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Brewster 

Bryson 

Carlson 

Chiperfleld 

Church 

Clason 

Clcvenger 

Cluett 

Coffee,  Nehr. 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Corbett 

Costello 

Crawford 

Crowther 

Curtis 

Darden.  Va. 

Dlrksen 

Disney 

Dltter 

Dondero 

Douglas 

Dworshak 

Eaton 

Bdmlston 


Voorhla,  OalU. 
Wallgren 
Ward 
Warrsn 


Weaver 
Welch 

07M|t 

White,  Idaho 


MATS— 168 


Bllott 

Elston 

Bngel 

■vims 

Fenton 

Ferguson 

Ford,  Leland  M. 

Fulmer 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Gartner 

Gehrmann 

Oerlach 

Olfford 

GUchrlst 

GUlte 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Grant.  Ind. 

Gross 

Gwynne 

Halleck 

Hancock 

Hare 

Harness 

Hart 

Harter,  N.  T. 

Hawks 

Hess 

Hlnshaw 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Hope 

Horton 

Hull 

Jarrett 

Jeffries       , 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson.  lU. 


Johnson.  Ind. 

Johnson .  Luther 

Jones,  Ohio 

Jonkman 

Keefe 

Kilbum 

Klnzer 

Knutson 

Kimkel 

Lambertson 

Landls 

LeOompte 

LewU,  Ohio 

Luce 

Ludlow 

McDowell 

McGregor 

McLeod 

McMUlan,  John : 

Maas 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mason 

May 

Michener 

Miller 

Monklewlcs 

Monroney 

Moser 

Mundt 

Murray 

Nichols 

O'Brien 

Oliver 

O'Neal 

Osmers 

Plumley 

Poage 

Polk 

Powers 

Reed.  m. 


Whlttlngton 
wmiams.  Mo. 
Woodrum.  Va. 
Zinunerman 

Reed.  N.  T. 
A.Rees.  Kana. 

Rich 

Robertson 
Robslon.  Ky. 
Bodgers.  Pa. 
Rogers.  Mass. 
Boutaohn 
Rutherford 
Sandager 
Satterfleld 

Scger 
Shannon 
Short 

Smith.  ConxL 
Smith.  Ohio 
Smith.  Va. 
L.  Smith.  W.  Va. 
Springer 
Stefan 
Sumner,  ni. 
Sumners.  Tex. 
Taber 
Tall* 
Thill 
Tlbbott 
Tlnkham 
Tread  way 
Van  Zandt 
Vincent.  Ky. 
Vorys.  Ohio 
Vreeland 
Wadsworth 
Wheat 
White.  Ohio 
Wiggleeworth 
Williams.  Del. 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden.  Pa. 
WoJverton.  N.  J. 
Youngdahl 


ANSWERED  "PRESENT" — 1 

Arnold 

NOT  VOTING— 66 


Alexander 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Lea 

etrlBT.  Mtrh 

Ball 

Connery 

Lemke 

Simpson 

Boehne 

Ciilkin 

McLean 

Smith.  Wash. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Darrow 

Mansfield 

8teama.N.H. 

Buck 

Davis 

Merrltt 

Sweeney 

Buckley.  N.  T. 

Paddls 

Mouton 

Sweet 

Bulwlnkle 

Pish 

Murdock.  Utah 

Tenerowlca 

Burch 

Gearhart 

Pace 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Burdlck 

Green 

Pfelfer 

Thorkelson 

Byrne.  N.  T. 

Guyer.  Kans. 

Randolph 

Walter 

Byron 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Risk 

Whelcbel 

CaldweU 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Rockefeller 

Winter 

Carter 

Hartley 

Sacks 

Wood 

Casey,  Mass. 

.  Hook 

Schaefer.  m. 

Woodruff .  Mich. 

CeUer 

Jannan 

Schafer.  Wis. 

aark 

Kean 

Schiffler 

Claypool 

Kerr 

Becrest 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  aimounced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Claypool  (for)  with  Brown  of  Ohio  (against) . 

Mr.  MerrlU  (for)  with  Mr.  Darrow  (against) . 

Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York  (for)  with  Mr    Kean  (against). 

Mr.  coffee  of  Washington  (for)   with  Mr.  Bdwin  A.  HaU   (against). 

Mr.  Buck  (for)  with  Mr.  Simpson  (against) . 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Buckley  of  New  York  with  Mr.  HarUey. 

Mr.  Pace  with  Mr.  Ball. 

Mr.  Boehne  with  Mr.  Curter. 

Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Mouton  with  Mr    Pish. 

Mr.  Schaefer  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Alexander. 

Mr.  Mansfield  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Secrest  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Washington  with  Mr.  Burdlck.  . 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Thorkelson. 

Mr.  Wood  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Walter  with  Mr.  Sweet. 

Mr.  Bulwinkle  with  Mr.  Woodniff  at  Mii^igan. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr.  McLean. 

Mr.  Biirch  with  Mr.  Culkln. 

Mr.  Pfelfer  with  Mr.  Gearhart. 

Mr.  Murdock  of  UUh  with  Mr.  Leonard  W.  HalL 

Mr.  Casey  of  Massachusetts  with  Mr.  SchiJBler. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr,  Winter. 

Mr.  Sweeney  with  Mr.  Steams  of  New  Hampshlriu 

Mr.  Faddls  with  Mr.  Ouyer  of  Kansas. 
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Mr  Randolph  with  Ur   Schafer  of  Wisconsin. 
Mr   Tenerowlc*  with  Mr    WhelcbeL 
Ur.  Hook  with  Mr.  CaUdweU. 

Mr.  CAHHOir  of  Plorlda  changed  his  vote  from  "nay"  to 
The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded, 

AMZNDMXirr    TO    KtJLl    XXJCV    OF    THK    RXJUffl    OF    THE    BOX7SX    OF 

BEPRESENTATTVES 

■Mr  DEMPSEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted 
the  following  privileged  resolution  (Rept.  No.  2334).  which 
was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

House  Resolution  502 

Resolved,  That  mle  XXXV  of  the  Rules  of  the  Ho\i«e  of  Repre- 
■ectatlves  Is  amended  as  follows:  At  the  end  of  paragraph  3  strike 
the  period  and  add  a  semicolon  and  the  following:  "and  the  Speaker 
may  admit  to  the  floor,  under  such  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
one  representative  of  the  National  Broadcasting  Co.,  one  of  the 
Columbia  Broadcasting  System,  one  of  the  Mutual  Broadcasting 
System,  and  one  of  tbe  Transradlo  Press  Service." 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  address  made  by  the  Honorable  Louis  Johnson,  Assistant 
Secretary  of  War. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Warren)  .  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Rankin]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CONFERENCE  REPORT  ON  DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR  APPROPRIATION 

BILL,   1941 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  90:  On  page  123.  line  8,  after  the  word  "appro- 
priation", Insert  "or  contract  authorization." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  conciir  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next 
Senate  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  91:  Page  123.  line  25.  after  the  word  "purpose", 
insert  a  colon  and  the  following :  "Provided  further.  That  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  shall  make  a  detailed  statement  of  expenditures 
from  this  appropriation  to  the  Senate  and  House  Committees  on 
Appropriations  at  the  beginning  of  the  next  regular  session  of  Con- 
gr(«s:  Provided  further.  That  in  addition  to  the  amount  herein 
appropriated  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  also  approve  projects. 
Incur  obligations,  and  enter  into  contracts  for  additional  work  not 
fxoeeding  a  total  of  $6,000,000.  of  which  $2,100,000  shaU  be  for  the 
Natchez  Trace  Parkway  and  shall  be  allotted  and  expended  ratably 
between  the  States  of  MUstiWlppl.  Alabama,  and  Tennessee  accord- 
ing to  mileage  of  said  parkway  In  each  respective  State,  and  his 
action  In  so  doing  shall  be  deemed  a  contractual  obligation  of  the 
Federal  Government  for  the  payment  of  the  cost  thereof,  and  appro- 
priations hereafter  made  for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of 
the  Blue  Ridge  and  Natchez  Trace  Parkways  shall  be  considered 
available  for  the  purpose  of  discharging  the  obligation  so  created." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment,  and 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  LMr.  Lam- 

BSRTSONl. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  not  the  first 
time  I  have  spoken  against  appropriations  for  the  Natchez 
Trace  or  the  Sky  Line  Drive,  and  as  long  as  I  stay  here  and 
these  appropriations  continue  I  expect  to  have  something  to 
say  each  year.  My  first  objection  to  these  appropriations 
is  to  the  fact  they  are  together.  Now,  these  roads  do  not 
connect.  They  are  not  part  of  any  one  system,  yet  they 
have  been  grouped  together  l)ecause  a  few  years  back  they 
entered  into  a  common  pork-barrel  agreement  and  they 
have  been  kept  together  in  the  same  paragraph  since.  Both 
were  started  without  authorization.  The  first  money  was 
taken  from  relief  appropriations  by  the  President.  The 
Congress  of  the  United  States  had  nothing  to  do  with  start- 
ing either  of  these  propositions.  That  should  be  grounds 
for  a  continuing  objecticm  at  any  time.  Another  objection 
I  have,  particularly  to  the  Sky  Line  Drive,  is  an  additional 


provision  in  here  that  they  can  build  any  number  of  ap- 
proach roads  of  any  length  that  they  desire.  There  is  no 
limitation  to  the  number  of.  or  the  length  of,  the  approach 
roads  that  the  Federal  Government  may  build  to  the  Sky 
Line  Drive.    I  do  not  think  that  Is  sensible  In  any  case. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  a  great  believer  in  the  Federal -aid 
system  in  conjunction  with  the  States,  but  this  is  the  first 
violation  of  the  50-50  provision  so  far  as  road  construction  is 
concerned.  This  is  where  the  Federal  Government  builds  all 
of  the  road,  the  State  barely  giving  the  land. 

The  newest  and  biggest  objection  I  have  Is  to  appropriating 
$2,000,000  for  this  purpose  and  then  authorizing  $6,000,000 
for  contracts.  How  can  any  sensible  people  agree  to  this? 
The  Congress  is  supposed  to  appropriate  only  for  one  term. 
We  meet  every  year.  We  appropriate  $2,000,000  for  this  pur- 
pose— then  authorize  three  times  as  much  for  contracts  to 
bind  future  Congresses.  It  is  just  a  perfectly  typical  New 
Deal  business  proposition,  and  I  think  the  House  should  vote 
against  this  thing  in  order  to  emphasize  the  objections  which 
I  am  now  making. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  notwithstanding  the  fact  these 
roads  were  started  without  any  authorization  by  the  Congress, 
it  is  expected  that  the  Natchez  Trace  Parkway  will  cost 
$23,500,000  for  455  miles  of  roads,  and  that  the  Blue  Ridge 
Parkway  will  cost  $34,300,000  for  484  miles  of  road,  from 
$40,000  to  $60,000  a  mile.  We  have  appropriated  in  this  bill 
$2,000,000  for  the  projects  and  last  year  we  appropriated  a 
great  sum  of  money  as  well.  Now  it  is  sought  to  give  per- 
mission to  make  contractual  obligations  involving  $6,000,000, 
three  times  the  amount  of  this  appropriation,  which  means 
that  before  the  Congress  adjourns  we  may  be  requested  in  a 
deficiency  bill  to  authorize  the  expenditure  of  this  money. 

The  President  recently  came  to  the  Congress  and  stated 
he  wanted  money  to  build  up  our  national  defense.  Every 
Member  of  Congress,  with  the  exception  of  one,  has  voted  to 
do  that  very  thing.  How  strong  will  our  national  defense  be  if 
we  have  no  money  in  the  Treasury  to  back  it  up  to  furnish 
the  cash  to  carry  on  the  national  defense?  If  we  have  a 
bankrupt  Treasury  and  a  great  Army  and  Navy,  what  good 
will  they  be?  We  are  spending  money  for  things  that  are 
not  essential  and  necessary  at  the  present  time  and  I  there- 
fore ask  the  Members  of  the  House  to  go  easy  on  your  ruthless 
spending. 

Let  me  show  you  how  much  we  have  appropriated  for  the 
Blue  Ridge  Parkway  up  until  November  3.  1939.  Up  to  that 
time  we  have  appropriated  $13,005,900  and  up  until  November 
3  they  had  an  unexpended  balance  of  $6,881,422.02.  They 
had  for  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  on  Novemt)er  30,  $6,880,000, 
money  unexpended,  and  we  give  them  in  this  bill  an  addi- 
tional $2,000,000.  Now  they  want  to  contract  for  $6,000,000 
more.  Where  in  the  name  of  common  sense  are  you  going  to 
get  the  money  to  pay  for  these  projects  and  If  you  authorize 
them  what  kind  of  money  are  you  going  to  use  to  pay  the 
bills  with? 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  serious  situation.    In  times  of  national 
stress  and  in  times  of  great  demands  upon  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  for  national-defense  purposes  I  think  we  ought 
to  call  a  halt  to  these  contract  authorizations.    We  should 
make  our  national  defense  permanent  and  stop  squandering 
for  unnecessary  things. 
Mr.  LAMBERTSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  RICH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 
Mr.  LAMBERTSON.    And  especially  the  Sky  Line  Drive, 
since  it  will  in  no  sense  be  used  as  a  military  road  for  defense 
purposes. 

Mr.  RICH.    Absolutely.    As  a  military-defense  measure  it 
is  worthless. 
Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  RICH.    I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi. 
Mr.  RANKIN.    The  gentleman  from  Kansas  cannot  say 
that  about  Natchez  Trace,  over  which  Andrew  Jackson  went 
to  win  the  only  battle  of  New  Orleans  in  1815. 
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Mr.  RICH.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  we  do  not 
want  any  war  in  this  country  and  we  do  not  want  to  get  Im- 
plicated to  war  abroad,  but  If  you  want  to  keep  from  getting 
into  war  you  have  to  protect;  the  National  Treasury.  It  is 
time  to  stop  this  reckless  expenditure  of  funds.     [Api^use.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is  probably  just  as  well  that 
In  the  rather  hectic  and  troublous  period  in  which  we  live 
some  folks  do  not  lose  their  sense  of  humor.  I  noticed  in  the 
Congressional  Digest  this  morning  that  a  bill  was  introduced 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  about  a  week  ago  directing 
the  Postmaster  General  to  issue  a  3-cent  postage  stamp  to 
commemorate  the  9  years  of  continuous  defaulting  on  the 
part  of  certain  European  governments  In  making  pajnnents 
on  their  indebtedness  to  the  United  States.  Seme  day  we 
may  issue  a  postage  stamp  to  commemorate  some  of  our  own 
defaulting  if  we  are  not  carefoL 

Within  the  next  few  days  the  Committee  on  Wajrs  and 
Means  of  this  txxiy  will  tackle  the  rather  herculean  task  of 
raising  the  debt  limit  and  providing  $600,000,000  to  $700,000,- 
000  in  taxes.  This  in  itself  should  be  ample  to  serve  notice 
on  the  Congress  and  the  country  that  the  time  has  come 
to  walk  rather  slowly  and  sedately  as  we  continue  to  spend 
money  for  every  conceivable  thing  under  the  sun.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  which  is  485  miles  long, 
extending  from  the  Shenandoah  to  the  Great  Smokies  Park, 
is  a  very  desirable  thing,  and  that  perhaps  over  a  period  of 
years  the  estimated  cost  of  $34,000,000  will  be  Justified;  but 
it  is  not  an  absolutely  indispensable  thing  at  this  time.  I 
wonder  whether  the  Congress  can  sit  in  the  shadow  of  an 
endeavor  to  raise  the  debt  limit  and  to  produce  new  taxes 
and  at  the  same  time  expend  money  for  things  that  are  not 
absolutely  necessary. 

The  same  thing  is  true  of  the  Natchez  Trace.  For  all  I 
know,  this  old  trail  over  which  Andrew  Jackson  took  his  troops 
more  than  128  years  ago,  extending  from  Nashville  to  Jack- 
son. Miss.,  might  make  a  good  military  road.  I  am  concerned, 
however,  about  the  fact  that  it  is  going  to  cost  us  $23,000,000. 
that  we  have  already  appropriated  $8,000,000,  and  that  we 
have  $15,500,000  to  go  before  it  is  completed.  We  are  a  long 
way  from  the  completion  of  these  projects,  and  there  will  be 
recurrent  assaults  upon  the  Federal  Treasury  at  a  time  when 
we  are  going  to  Jack  the  debt  limit  from  $45,000,000,000  to 
$48,000,000,000.  and  then  impose  an  onerous  burden  of  taxa- 
tion aggregating  something  in  the  nature  of  $600,000,000  or 
$700,000,000  more  than  is  already  derived  from  the  taxpayers 
of  the  country. 

I  say  nothing  about  the  desirability  of  these  projects,  about 
the  prospect  of  children  and  adults,  rich  and  poor,  getting 
out  in  God's  sunlight.  Yes;  one  could  make  a  splendid  argu- 
ment on  that  side,  but  we  cannot  be  wholly  unmindful  of  our 
.fiscal  responsibility.  If  the  contract  authorization  as  carried 
In  this  bill  is  approved  by  this  House,  it  means  that  you 
stamp  the  seal  of  approval  upon  another  $6,000,000  worth  of 
authority  that  can  be  obligated  now,  after  this  bill  is  passed, 
and  tiien  a  year  hence  they  will  be  back  saying.  "We  have 
made  these  obligations,  now  we  will  need  the  appropriations 
to  cover."  The  time  has  come  to  be  just  a  little  cautious 
about  it  and  determine  as  between  the  necessary  things  and 
the  desirable  things. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr,  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  Just  wanted  to  stete  what  I 
suppose  everybody  in  the  House  knows,  that  $45,000,000,000 
represents  the  value  of  everjrthing — mines,  railroads,  and 
farms — everything  of  value  west  erf  the  Mississippi  River, 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  the  action  now  proposed  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  conference  committee,  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa [Mr.  Johnson],  prevails,  it  Just  means  you  are  placing 
the  seal  of  solemn  approval  upon  another  $6,0004)00  of  con- 


tract authorizations  which  can  be  obligated  for  the  purpose 
of  these  two  interpark  highways.    [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5 
mmutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  O'Connor]. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  since  about  the  first  day 
of  the  session  I  have  listened  to  our  distinguished  friend,  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Doksen],  talk  against  appro- 
priations. He  made  the  biggest  admission  on  this  amendment 
that  he  has  made  during  this  debate,  that  Uiis  project  is  a 
very  desirable  one.  We  wish  to  thank  the  gentleman  for  that 
admission. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  live  at  the  front  door  of  perhaps  the  greatest 
park  in  the  world,  namely,  the  Yellowstone  National  Park. 
People  come  from  all  over  the  world  to  enjoy  its  grandeur  and 
view  its  world-famous  geysers.  The  great  works  of  Nature 
one  sees  in  Yellowstone  are  awe-inspiring.  In  addition,  we 
have  a  road  from  that  park  over  to  Glacier  National  Park, 
which  is  another  magnificent  park;  almost  matchless  in  its 
beauty.  Your  mountain  peaks  in  the  parks  down  here  In  this 
country  do  not  compare  at  all  with  the  peaks  in  the  Yellow- 
stone National  Park,  or  in  the  Glacier  Park.  Our  peaks  rise 
up  into  the  heavens;  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  pierce  the 
clouds,  and  it  has  been  said  of  them,  they  tickle  the  feet  of 
the  angels.  I  fully  realize  that  in  the  construction  of  this 
road  we  may  lose  some  business  from  the  Yellowstone  National 
Park  and  Glacier  Park.  but.  notwithstanding  that  fact,  I  am 
fbr  it  because  I  live  in  that  great  open -space  country  out  there 
where  we  have  a  lot  of  room,  where  we  have  scenery  that  is 
unmatched  any  place  in  the  world.  I  have  flown  over  the 
country  through  which  this  road  will  pass,  and  after  flying 
over  it  and  looking  at  what  your  millions  of  people  have 
down  here  in  the  eastern  part  of  the  United  States,  I  feel 
sorry  for  you.  Whenever  I  can  vote  to  give  you  any  Improve- 
ment which  will  add  to  your  happiness  I  will  vote  for  it.  be- 
cause I  want  to  see  you  have  the  best  that  the  country  here  can 
afford,  by  way  of  employment  of  what  scenery  jrou  have. 
That  road  will  afford  the  poor  as  well  as  the  rich  a  chance 
to  enjoy  Nature. 
Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  said  that  they  had  some  moun- 
tains out  there  that  pierced  the  clouds. 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Yes;  they  tickle  the  feet  of  the  angels. 
Mr.  RICH.  How  about  the  present  debt  limit?  That 
tickles  the  new  dealers.  After  the  gentleman  made  his 
speech  on  the  floor  here  the  other  day  that  he  was  for  econ- 
omy and  that  he  was  for  anything  that  would  save  the 
National  Treasury  and  that  he  would  do  anjrthing  that  was 
going  to  protect  America  now  in  the  time  of  need,  does  the 
gentleman  think  we  ought  to  do  things  ttutt  are  unnecessary, 
and  how  is  the  gentleman  going  to  ezi^ain  that  to  his 
constituents? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  there  is 
something  besides  money.  We  must  not  place  money  above 
humanity.  Dollars  never  gave  you  happiness.  We  have  the 
greatest  country  in  the  world  if  we  only  let  ourselves  enjoy 
it.  Why  inhibit  ourselves  if  it  does  cost  a  few  dollars?  I 
know  the  gentleman  would  spend  It  himself.  I  am  for  the 
improvement  of  our  country  so  that  we  may  get  the  most  use 
and  enj03anent  out  of  it. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  win  the  gentleman  yield  for 
Just  one  question? 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.    I  yield. 

Mr,  RICH.  If  the  gentleman  is  for  economy,  then  why 
does  he  not  consider  dollars?  Dollars  make  some  people 
happy.  The  gentleman  said  the  other  day  that  be  was  for 
economy.    Is  that  dollars  or  Just  words? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  am  for  economy,  but  I  am  not  for  econ- 
omy at  the  expense  of  the  hungry  or  Jobless  or  at  the  expense 
of  the  advancement  and  improvement  of  this  country  and 
the  enjosrment  of  our  natural  resources.  [Applause.]  I  am 
in  favor  of  such  a  policy,  and  that  is  why  I  am  going  to  vote 
for  this  amendment.    I  never  expect  to  see  this  highway. 
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However.  I  have  flown  over  the  territory  it  is  going  to  go 
through,  and  I  will  say  It  traverses  a  territory  that  is  a  close 
second  to  my  own  State;  txit  regardless  of  that  fact  and 
regardless  of  the  fact  that  it  may  Uke  a  few  tourists  away 
from  my  own  country.  I  am  going  to  support  the  expenditure, 
because,  as  I  said  before.  I  think  the  eastern  people  ought  to 
be  able  to  enjoy  what  little  scenic  beauty  they  have. 

I  may  say  also  that  this  road  passes  through  a  section  of 
the  United  States  of  great  historical  significance.  If  I  had 
the  ttwrw*  and  the  opportunity  from  the  standpoint  of  making 
a  closer  study  of  the  historical  points  of  interest  in  the  eastern 
section  of  the  United  States,  I  certainly  would  traverse  this 
route  on  the  first  occasion.     [Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankhi]. 

THK   NATCHEZ   TKACS 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  LambestsonI  commented  on  the  fact  that  the  money 
spent  on  these  projects  would  have  no  effect  on  national  de- 
fense. I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  very  highway, 
the  Natchez  Trace,  was  the  road  over  which  Andrew  Jackson 
marched  to  New  Orleans  when  he  won  the  greatest  victory 
of  the  War  of  1812. 

It  is  dedicated  to  those  Chickasaw  and  Choctaw  Indians 
who  joined  him  in  that  march  and  in  that  battle  at  a  time 
when  help  was  badly  needed,  when  certain  elements  in  New 
England  were  crippling  the  national  administration  by 
threatening  to  withdraw  from  the  American  Union. 

I  call  attention  also  to  the  fact  that  today  the  countries  at 
war  are  using  highways  such  as  this  Natchez  Trace  to  trans- 
port their  troops  as  well  as  their  motorized  and  their  mecha- 
nized equipments.  This  will  furnish  a  direct  route  from 
Nashville  to  Natchez,  near  the  Gulf,  which  will  not  have  a 
single  obstruction  on  it.  Every  crossing  will  either  be  an 
overhead  or  an  underpass,  so  that  artillery,  tanks,  motors, 
and  machinery  can  go  directly  any  time  that  is  necessary, 
and  at  as  high  rate  of  speed  as  possible.  As  General  Forrest 
once  said:  It  would  enable  us  to  get  there  first  with  the  most 
men. 

Besides  that,  they  say  that  this  is  providing  for  contracts 
In  the  future.  That  is  merely  to  keep  from  stopping  the 
work  while  we  wait  for  additional  authority  to  niakc  these 
contracts. 

Everyone  knows  this  highway  is  going  to  be  finished. 
E\'eryone  knows  these  appropriations  will  be  made  when  the 
time  comes,  but  this  provides  that  the  Park  Service  or  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  may  go  ahead  and  make  these 
contracts  now  and  not  stop  this  work  and  move  the  machin- 
ery away  and  then  spend  thousands  or  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  dollars  to  begin  the  next  project.  It  is  economy,  it 
is  common  sense,  it  is  comm6n  justice  to  adopt  this  amend- 
ment. I  trust  that  it  will  be  approved  by  an  overwhelming 
majority.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  WHl'lTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  yield  to  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHiiiiNGTON.  In  other  words,  the  provision  under 
consideration  is  simply  authority  to  make  contracts  with 
respect  to  national  parks  mentioned  in  the  amendment 
heretofore  adopted  by  the  House. 

Mr.  RANB3N.  Of  course;  it  enables  them  to  make  similar 
contracts  in  connection  with  construction  on  the  Natchez 
Ti-ace  and  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Is  it  net  a  fact  that  the  system  of 
great  highways  in  Germany  has  contributed  largely  to  her 
success  over  there? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  highways  in  Europe  and  the  Inland 
waterways  have  had  more  effect  on  this  war  than  almcst  any 
other  two  elements  you  can  mention. 

They  talk  about  spending  money  on  this  project  at  a  time 
Of  national  stress.    I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this 


highway  had  Its  birth  in  national  stress  more  than  100  years 
ago,  when  this  country  needed  a  passage  to  the  sea,  and 
when  Andrew  Jackson  and  his  men  were  worn  out  almost 
trsring  to  get  over  this  very  trail  in  order  to  reach  New 
Orleans  in  time  to  meet  the  British  in  their  last  assault. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  the  gentleman's  argument  is  good  for  the 
amount  mentioned  in  the  bill,  why  does  he  not  ask  for  the 
total  sum  needed  for  the  Natchez  Trace? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Because  the  contracts  have  not  been  made. 

Mr.  RICH.  Why  does  not  the  gentleman  ask  for  contracts 
for  the  $6,000,000? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Because  the  right-of-way  has  not  been 
obtained  yet. 

I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  It  has  been  suggested  that  in  view  of  the 
raids  tha<.  have  been  made  by  co'-ton  and  other  interests  that 
the  North  lost  the  war  after  Appomattox. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  is  about  as 
nearly  accurate  on  that  as  he  usually  is.  That  is  the  greatest 
argument  a  Republican  has  put  up  against  this  measure  yet. 
I  hope  when  you  Republicans  come  to  vote  you  rise  to  that 
degree  of  statesmanship  jiist  indicated  by  my  distinguished 
friend  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Kntttson]. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.     I  sneld  to  the  gentleman  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  We  are  planning  on  thoroughly 
motorizing  cur  armed  forces  for  our  national  defense.  Can 
the  gentleman  think  of  any  means  of  defense — other  than 
modern  equipment  and  trained  men — better  than  highways? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Certainly  not.  Speed  In  transportation  Is 
one  of  the  most  essential  elements  in  modem  warfare. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  They  are  not  even  second  to 
airways.  I  know  of  nothing  so  combining  cultural  and 
material  values  as  such  highways. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  We  are  bound  to  have  them.  We  have  got 
to  motorize  our  artillery  if  we  are  ever  to  get  anywhere  in 
time  to  be  effective  in  another  war;  and  we  are  going  to  need 
many  highways,  such  as  the  Natchez  Trace,  If  we  should  get 
into  another  war. 

Mr.  WHrmNGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHll'llNGTON.  Is  it  not  true  that  already  more 
than  the  amount  carried  in  this  bill  has  been  authorized 
and  that  we  are  appropriating  within  the  amoimt  authorized? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Certainly;  and  this  money  will  all  be  ap- 
propriated when  the  time  comes,  but  It  is  economy  instead 
of  extravagance  to  pass  this  amendment  now.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Hie  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Leavt]. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  realize  when  I  take  the  floor 
to  champion  such  a  cause  as  this  that  some  of  my  good  Re- 
publican friends  on  the  left  will  say  that  I  am  always  for 
spending  public  money,  because  we  have  gotten  a  great  deal 
of  it  out  in  my  section  of  the  country.  Perhaps  I  have  voted 
for  appropriations  more  frequently  than  I  have  voted  against 
them. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Yes.  I  gladly  yield  to  my  friend  from  Mis- 
sissippi, who  has  times  without  number  demonstrated  his 
championship  of  the  common  people  of  America. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  in  respect  to  spending  money,  when  we  were  buying 
the  Cape  Cod  Canal  the  enthusiasm  for  expenditures  was  just 
as  great  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side,  who  are  now  opposing  the  expenditure  of  this  money, 
as  It  was  with  the  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Leavy] 
When  he  was  voting  for  money  for  the  Columbia  River  project. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Hflr.  LEAVY.     Yes. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  there  is  any  thought  of  trying  to  play 
favorites  here.  I  suggest  that  that  is  not  so,  because  If  the 


gentleman  can  show  where  we  have  showed  one  Wt  of 
favoritism  for  one  section  of  the  country  over  another  section 
of  the  country,  I  would  like  to  know  where  it  Is. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  cannot  be  distracted  frwn  the  considera- 
tion of  the  matter  at  Issue,  even  though  the  question  is 
interesting,  so  to  get  back  to  the  thought  I  had  in  mind 
when  I  Just  yielded.  I  have  never  voted  tor  an  appropria- 
tion unless  I  could  justify  it  upon  Its  merits  in  my  own 
mind.  I  voted  against  this  park-to-park  highway  4  years 
ago  when  it  first  came  before  us.  because  I  did  not  believe 
It  was  a  sound  or  proper  policy.  After  voting  against  it. 
I  took  the  Ume  to  go  out  over  so  much  of  the  highway  as 
was  then  finished.  I  had  the  route  of  it  pointed  out  to  me. 
I  saw  what  it  meant  to  the  50.000.000  people  that  live  within 
1  day's  drive  of  it,  and  I  changed  my  mind  and  have  voted 
consistently  for  it  since.  I  think  purely  on  the  basis  of 
service  to  the  people  in  the  crowded  East,  you  ought  to  be 
willing  to  give  them,  rich  and  poor  alike,  an  c^portunlty 
to  travel  these  900  miles  through  the  most  scenic  and 
historic  regions  in  this  whole  section  of  the  country. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LEAVY.    I  have  not  the  time. 

The  road  goes  along  at  an  elevation  of  2.500  feet  on  an 
average  for  the  whole  900  miles.  We  have  been  appropriat- 
ing all  the  way  from  four  to  seven  million  dollars  a  year  for 
It.  Note  what  happened  this  year.  This  year  the  estimate 
came  in  for  $2,000,000. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  win  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  just  cannot  at  this  point.  If  I  get  time 
when  I  finish  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

What  does  this  amendment  do?  It  merely  provides  that 
Congress  is  giving  to  the  Park  Service  the  right  to  contract  into 
the  next  fiscal  year  for  $4,000,000  additional,  making  It  $6,- 
000.000  in  all — ^less  than  we  appropriated  in  1938  and  1939. 
It  does  not  affect  the  financisd  Budget  in  any  degree  whatever, 
but  assures  the  Government  a  better  return  for  money  spent, 
as  the  Park  Service  can  make  a  longer  range  plan.  But 
what  does  it  do  in  the  matter  of  useful  service?  This 
road,  of  necessity,  had  to  be  built  in  sections,  because  the 
States  have  to  acquire  title  to  a  strip  of  land  800  feet 
wide,  containing  100  acres  to  the  mile,  and  have  to  present 
It  In  fee  to  Uncle  Sam.  Each  of  the  five  States  is  doing 
that,  and  they  have  now  practically  completed  it.  The  road 
was  built  where  title  had  tieen  acquired  or  other  legal  or 
physical  handicaps  removed.  There  arc  many  incomplete 
blocks,  and  taking  into  consideration  the  erratic  tempera- 
ment of  Congress  from  year  to  year  with  reference  to  appro- 
priations since  last  year  we  gave  them  $6,000,000  and 
the  year  before  $7,000,000,  while  this  year  we  gave  them  only 
$2,000,000,  It  will  readily  be  seen  it  is  necessary,  for  any- 
thing like  a  systematic  or  intelligent  program,  that  we 
authorize  this  additional  stmi  as  a  contract  obligation. 
What  we  are  doing  here  does  not  add  to  the  deficit  one 
dollar.  We  provide  that  they  can  enter  into  contracts,  and 
we  will,  of  course,  be  obligated  next  year  to  appropriate 
the  money,  but  the  Park  Service  can  carry  out  a  unified, 
orderly  program. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Wash- 
ington has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gen- 
tleman 2  minutes  more. 

Mr.  LEIAVY.  Mr.  Speaker.  390.000  people  last  year  traveled 
over  the  sections  of  the  road  where  completed  smd  it  is  esti- 
mated this  year  there  will  be  over  500.000.  It  is  the  plan  and 
policy  of  the  Park  Service  to  charge  a  small  fee.  just  as  they 
do  for  the  national  parks  as  a  whole,  and  in  the  hearings  you 
will  find  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Demaray,  Assistant  Superin- 
tendent in  the  Park  Service,  stating  this  money  will  all  be  re- 
turned ultimately  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  RICH.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  say  that  anyone 
on  this  side  of  the  House  has  said  that  it  would  not  make  a 
beautiful  highway?  We  all  admit  that  it  will  make  a  beauti- 
ful highway,  but  does  the  gentleman  not  think  in  time  of 
national  defense  tind  stress,  such  as  we  are  going  through 
now,  that  we  should  not  put  the  Ck)vermnent  to  this  expense? 


Why  did  we  in  the  committee  cut  it  down  to  $1,000,000? 
Why  did  the  gentleman  vote  that  way?  Why  is  he  now  giving 
way  before  pressiire? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Wash- 
ington has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  yield  the  gentleman  1 
minute  more. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  am  not  3ielding  to  pressure,  because  in 
committee,  as  the  hearing  discloses.  I  stated  it  was  a  mistake 
to  so  drastically  cut  this  item.  "Rie  greatest  mistake  this 
Congress  can  make  in  our  national  defense  program  would  be 
to  cripple  or  destroy  essentitd  public  activities  that  make  for 
happy  useful  citizens,  and  think  we  can  secure  ourselves  by 
the  acquisition  of  instrumentalities  of  death  and  destruction. 
We  need  defense  weapons,  but  more  important  is  the  right 
type  of  citizens.    [Applause.] 


The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  Senate  Concurrent  Resolu- 
tion 45.  the  Commission  authorized  to  employ  an  artist  to 
paint  the  scene  of  the  signing  of  the  Constitution  was  author- 
ized to  provide  for  the  holding  of  ceremonies  In  the  rotimda  . 
of  the  Capitol  at  its  unveiling.  The  Commission,  pursuant  to 
that  authority,  has  provided  for  the  holding  of  ceremonies 
today  at  3  o'clock.  The  Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  the  Senate  are  invited  to  attend.  Upon  the  declara- 
tion of  a  recess  by  the  Chair  the  Members  of  the  Hotise  who 
desire  to  attend  the  ceremonies  will  form  In  line  following  the 
Speaker  and  proceed  to  the  rotunda  of  the  Oapitol.  The 
Chair  now  declares  the  House  to  be  in  recess  subject  to  the 
call  of  the  Chair. 

Thereupon  at  2:50  o'clock  p.  m.  the  House  stood  in  recess 
subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

The  proceedings  at  the  unveiling  of  the  painting  depicting 
the  signing  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  in  the 
rotunda  of  the  Capitol  will  appear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix. 

AITKH  THX  RXCESS 

The  recess  having  expired,  the  House  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker  at  4 :  16  o'clock  p.  m. 

The  SPEIAKER.  The  Chair  takes  the  liberty  of  asking 
unanimous  consent  that  the  proceedings  just  held  tn  the 
rotunda  of  the  Capitol  together  with  the  addresses  may  be 
published  in  the  CoHCRissicmAL  Racoao.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

nrmiOK  depabtmxnt  appsopriation  bill,   1941— coNrxRmci 

REPORT 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  McGihzb]. 

Mr.  McGEHEE.  Mr.  Speaker,  permit  me  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  membership  to  an  argument  in  favor  of  the  adop- 
tion of  the  pending  amendment,  to  recede  and  conciu'.  The 
Congress  some  5  or  6  years  ago  by  and  through  its  authoriza- 
tion started  the  Natchez  Trace  Parkway  and  the  Blue  Ridge 
Parkway.  Several  millions  of  dollars  have  been  appropriated 
by  the  Congress.  A  great  part  of  these  parkways  has  been 
constructed,  and  contracts  are  being  performed  today. 

ITie  Senate  amendment  merely  authorizes  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  to  continue  this  work  and  to  obligate  itself  on 
contracts  for  the  year  1941.  The  States  through  which  this 
parkway  passes,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  and  Tennessee,  have 
contributed  large  sums  of  money.  I  do  not  know  how  much 
the  other  States  have  appropriated,  but  the  State  of  Missis- 
sippi, has  already  appropriated  over  $1,000,000,  some  $350,000 
8t  the  past  session  of  the  State  legislature  for  the  purchase 
of  the  right-of-way. 

The  Congress,  I  am  sure,  is  not  going  to  break  faith  with 
these  States  which  have  expended  these  large  sums  of  money 
In  the  purchase  of  the  right-of-way  for  the  construction  of 
these  hlghwas^. 

I  express  the  hope  that  the  House  will  support  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  Oklahcnna.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ylek!  5  min- 
utes to  the  distingxiished  gentleman  from  New  York  LMr. 
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Mr.  REED  of  Nfew  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  not  going  to 
use  the  entire  5  minutes,  but  I  have  been  watching  the  pro- 
ceedings here  under  this  bill  appropriating  more  money  with 
a  great  deal  of  interest.  I  do  not  suppose  there  Is  any  person 
in  the  Hoiise  who  believes  more  firmly  in  team  work  than  I  do. 
I  deplore  the  fact  that  there  has  been  so  much  criticism  of  the 
New  Deal.  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe  that  credit  should 
be  given  for  things  accomplished,  and  the  reason  I  have  taken 
the  floor  is  to  show  my  sense  of  fairness  in  giving  full  credit 
to  the  new  dealers  for  the  things  they  have  accomplished.  I 
have  made  a  few  notes  here,  and  I  think  they  should  be  made 
a  matter  of  record  in  fairness  to  the  committee  that  is  now 
appropriating  these  fimds. 

We  on  our  side  of  the  House  must  admit  that  the  New 
Deal  has  created  the  most  costly  Federal  bureaucracy  in 
history.  It  has  created  the  greatest  peacetime  Budget  in 
history.  It  has  created  the  largest  debt  in  history.  It  has 
created  the  greatest  depression  in  history.  It  has  created 
the  most  burdensome  tax  structure  in  history.  It  has 
created  the  greatest  unemplosrment  in  history;  and  we  can- 
not deny  that  it  has  created  the  greatest  expenditure  of 
pubUc  money  on  record  in  history. 

These  are  things  to  brag  about,  especially  now  that  you 
■re  endeavoring  to  improve  that  record  by  the  various  items 
you  are  introducing  into  this  bill  at  the  very  time  when  the 
Treasury  is  scraping  the  bottom  of  the  barrel  and  asking  for 
an  extension  of  the  debt  limit  and  for  higher  taxes  to  carry 
on  this  orgy  of  spending.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5 
minutes    to    the    gentleman    from    North    Carolina     IMr. 

DOUGHTONl. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  my  good  friend, 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York,  feels  some- 
what relieved  as  a  result  of  his  wonderful  delivery  with 
respect  to  the  misdeeds  and  shortcomings  of  the  New  Deal. 
He  has  given  us  some  information  about  what  the  New 
Deal  has  created,  one  of  the  things  he  said  was  that  the 
New  Deal  has  created  the  most  unemployment  of  any  ad- 
ministration in  the  history  of  the  entire  country. 

I  have  neither  the  time  nor  the  disposition  to  make  com- 
parisons, but  I  am  wondering  who  created  the  economic 
conditions  and  the  enormous  burden  of  unemployment  and 
ills  of  one  kind  and  another  that  we  inherited—not  created 
but  that  we  inherited — from  the  previous  administration? 
When  the  gentleman  has  time  I  hope  he  will  enlighten  the 
House  as  to  the  enormcus  burden  of  ills  that  we  inherited 
from  the  previous  administration. 

I  rise,  of  course,  in  support  of  the  motion  to  recede  and 
concur  In  the  Senate  amendment. 

I  am  very  much  pleased  that  those  who  have  opposed  this 
amendment  finally  admit  it  is  a  worth-while  project  or  pro- 
gram. Earlier  In  the  history  of  this  Blue  Ridge-Natchez 
Trace  project  those  who  opposed  this  proposition  were  just 
as  vehement  and  critical  as  they  are  now  of  the  pending 
motion.  They  called  it  a  fantastic  project.  There  has  been 
some  improvement  in  those  who  have  opposed  it  in  the  past, 
but  I  am  certain  if  those  of  the  opposition  would  Inform 
themselves  fully  as  to  the  merits  of  the  proposition  they 
would  not  only  not  oppose  it  but  would  actively  support  it. 

Mr.  RICH.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

RICH.  There  is  no  man  in  the  House  for  whom  we 
have  greater  respect  than  the  chairman  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  RICH.  We  are  very  glad  whenever  we  can  do  any- 
thing for  him  and  his  State.  But  the  thought  I  have  in  mind 
is  whether  or  not  the  gentleman  is  going  to  bring  in  a  tax 
bill  for  the  purpose  of  preparedness  only  or  will  It  also  cover 
a  lot  of  these  nonessentials  for  which  we  are  appropriating 
at  this  time? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  We  will  cross  that  bridge  when  we  get 
to  It  and  we  will  discuss  the  problem  when  it  Is  brought 
before  the  House  for  consideration.  I  have  not  the  time  to 
explain  it  now. 


Bto.  RICH.  Will  it  take  care  of  all  these  expenses  so  we 
will  not  have  to  pass  them  on  to  our  children?  I  know  the 
gentleman  will  try  to  do  the  right  thing. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  In  accord  with  the 
gentleman  so  far  as  it  is  reasonably  possible.  The  gentleman 
referred  to  the  fact  he  was  willing  and  anxious  to  do  some- 
thing for  my  State,  and.  of  course,  we  appreciate  that.  We 
always  appreciate  the  gentleman's  generosity  and  fair- 
mindedness.  I  think  if  the  gentleman  will  reflect  with  his 
intelligent,  comprehensive  mind  he  will  realize  that  this  is 
not  altogether  for  the  benefit  of  the  State  I  represent  nor  for 
the  section  through  which  it  passes.  It  is  true  the  money  will 
be  expended  along  the  line  of  this  great  parkway  from  the 
Smoky  Mountain  National  Park  to  the  Shenandoah  National 
Park.  It  will  be  practically  all  one  park.  But  much  money 
is  needed  to  complete  this  beautiful  parkway.  The  money 
that  is  spent  will  not  only  benefit  our  people  but  will  benefit 
the  people  of  Pennsylvania  because  there  will  be  purchased 
road  machinery,  djmamite,  tools,  trucks,  and  other  things. 

Many  of  those  things  are  made  in  the  gentleman's  State. 
It  will  help  relieve  the  unemplojrment  situation  In  Pennsyl- 
vania. Ohio.  Michigan,  and  those  other  States.  How  much 
will  the  gentleman's  State  be  benefited  and  how  much  will 
the  imemployment  situation  be  relieved  in  your  section  of  the 
country  by  the  expenditure  of  this  money?  It  will,  of  course. 
be  of  some  benefit  to  the  section  of  the  country  in  which  I  live. 
The  section  through  which  this  parkway  passes  is  the  most 
beautiful  section  of  the  eastern  part  of  the  United  States.  If 
my  friend  will  go  down  there  some  week  end  and  take  a  ride 
over  that  beautiful  parkway,  when  we  get  a  few  of  the  links 
completed  that  this  authorization  will  permit,  so  that  the 
parkway  may  be  fully  utilized,  he  will  come  back  with  his 
mind  brighter,  his  nerves  quieted,  and  will  favor  the  program. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Johnsow]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Rich)  there  were — ayes  86.  noes  56. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the  ground 
there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  has  just  counted.  Apparently 
there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  Dooi  keeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
will  notify  the  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the 
roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  197,  nays 
155,  not  voting  78.  as  follows: 


Allen.  La. 

Arnold 

Harden.  N.  C. 

Bates.  Ky. 

Beam 

Beckworth 

Bland 

Boland 

Boykln 

Brooks 

Brown.  Oa. 

Bryson 

Buck 

Buckler,  Minn. 

Bulwlnkle 

Burch 

Burgln 

Byma,  Tenn. 

Camp 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Canncn.  Mo. 

Cartwrlght 

Casey.  Mass. 

Chapman 

Clark 

Cochran 

Cole.  Md. 

Collins 

Colmer 

Cooloy 

Cooper 

Courtney 

Cox 

Cravens 

Creal 

Croanr 

Crowe 
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Cullen 

Cummings 

D'Alesandro 

Darden,  Va. 

Davis 

Delaney 

Dempsey 

DeRc  uen 

Dlcksteln 

Dies 

Dlngell 

Disney 

Doughton 

Doxey 

Drewry 

Diincan 

Dunn 

Durham 

Eberharter 

Edeisteln 

Edmiston 

Elliott 

Ellis 

FergTison 

Femandes 

PI  tzpa  trick 

Flaherty 

FUnnagan 

Flannery 

Ford,  Miss. 

Ford.  Thomaa  ¥. 

Fries 

Pulmer 

Oarrett 

Gathlngi 

Gavagan 

Geyer.CaUf. 


Olbbs 

Gore 

Goaaett 

Grant.  Ala. 

Gregory 

Grlfflth 

Hare 

Harrington 

Hart 

Harter.  Ohio 

Havenner 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hill 

Hobbs 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jacobsen 

Johnson,LutherA. 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Jones.  Tex. 

Kefauvcr 

KeUer 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Kennedy.  Michael 

Keogh 

Kl'.day 

Klrwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Koclalkowskl 

Larrabee 

Lea 

Leavy 


Leslnskl 

Lewis.  Colo, 

McAndrews 

McArdle 

McCormack 

McDowell 

McGehee 

McGranery 

McKeough 

McMillan.ClaraO. 

McMillan.  John  I*. 

Maclejewskl 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Marcantonlo 

Martin,  ni. 

Masslngale 

Bfay 

Mills.  Ark. 

Mills.  La. 

Monroney 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Murdock.  Utah 

Myers 

Nelson 

NorreU 

O'Connor 

OTJay 

OTooIe 

Pace 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson,  Oa. 

Pierce 

Rabaut 


Bamspeck 

Ra"*r<" 

Raybum 

Richards 

Robertson 

Robinson.  TTtab 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Romjue 

Babatb 

Backs 

Basacer 

Satterfleld 

Schults 


Bchwert 
Bcrugham 
Bhanley 
Bhannon 
Sheppanl 
Sheridan 
Smith,  m. 
Smith,  W.  Va. 
Snyder 
Somers.  K.  Y. 
South 
^parkman 
^>ence 


Stames.  Ala. 

Steagall 

Sullivan 

Sweeney 

Tarver 

Taylor 

Tenerowlci 

Terry 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Tbomason 

Tcdan 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Voorhls.  Calif. 
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Allen,  ni. 

Allen.  Pa. 

Andersen,  H.  Carl 

Anderson,  Calif. 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Andrews 

Angell  I 

Arends  | 

Austin 

Barnes 

Barton.  N.  Y. 

Bates.  MaM. 

Bender 

Blackney 

Bolles 

Bolton  ' 

Boren 

Bradley,  mch. 

Brewster  i 

Carlson  ' 

Case.  8  Dak. 

Cbtperfield 

Church  I 

Clason 

Clevenger 

Cluett 

Coffee.  Netar. 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Corbett 

Oostello 

Crawford 

Crowther 

Culkln 

Curtis  I 

Dlrksen 

Dondero  ' 

Douglas 

Dworshak 


Alexander 

Ball 

Barry 

Bell 

Bloom 

Boehne 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Burdick 

Byrne.  N.Y. 

Byron 

Caldwell 

Carter 

Celler 

Cla>T>ool 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Oonnery 

Darrow 

Dltter 


Baton 

Elston 

Eagel 

■vans 

Penton 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Gamt>le 

Gearhart 

Gehrmann 

Oerlach 

Olfford 

Gilchrist 

GlUle 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Grant.  Ind. 

Gross 

Guyer.  Kans. 

Owynne 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

BaUeck 

Hancock 

Harness 

Harter,  N.  Y. 

Hawks 


Jones.  Ohio 

Jonkman 

Keefe 

Klnzer 

Knutson 

Kiinkel 

Lcunbertson 

Landls 

Lanham 

LeCompts 

Lewlii,  Ohio 

Luce 

Lixllow 

McGregor 

McLaughlin 


McLeod 


Hoffman 
Holmes 
Hope 
Houston 
HuU 
Jarrett 
Jeffries 
Jenkins.  Ohio 
Jenks.  M.  H. 
Jensen 
Johnson,  m. 
Johnson.  Ind. 


liartfiaU 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mason 

Mlchener 

imier 

Monklewlcs 

Moser 

Mott 

Mundt 

Murray 

03rien 

Culver 

O'Neal 

Plttenger 

Plumley 

Poage 

Polk 

Powers 

Reed.  N.  Y. 

Rees.  Kans. 
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Englebrlght 

Faddls 

Fay 

Fish 

Polger 

Gartner 

Green 

HaU.  EdwlnA. 

Hartley 

Hennings 

Hook 

Horton 

Jarman 

Jennings 

Johns 

Kean 

Kee 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kerr 

Kilbum 


Kramer 

Lemke 

Lynch 

Magnuson 

Mansfield 

Merrltt 

Mitchell 

Mouton 

Nichols 

Norton 

OTjeary 

Oemers 

Parsons 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Pfelfer 

Randolph 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Reed.  HI. 

Risk 

RockefeUer 


Wallgren 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

West 

White.  Idaho 

Whittington 

Williams.  Mo. 

Woodnim.  Va. 

£imoQennaii 


Rich 

Robeion.  Kf . 
Rodgers,Pa. 
Rogers.  Mass. 

Routaohn 

Rutherford 

Ryan. 

Sandager 

Schafer,  Wla. 

Schlffler 

Beccombe 

Beger 

Short 

Smith,  Conn. 

Smith,  Ohio 

^n-lnger 

Stefan 

Sumner,  m. 

Sutphin 

Taher 

Talle 

ThUl 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Tibbott 

Tlnkham 

Treadway 

VanZandt 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Wheat 

White,  CXilo 

Wigglesworth 

Williams.  Del. 

WotooU 

Wolf  enden.  Pa. 

Wolverton,  N.  J. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Youngdahl 


Schaefer,  HL 

Schuets 

Becrest 

Bhafer.  Mich. 

Simpson 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith.  Wash. 

Steams.  N.  H. 

Sunmers,  Tex. 

Sweet 

Thorkelson 

Vinson.  Ga. 

Wadsworth 

Walter 

Welch 

Whelchel 

Winter 

Wood 


So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia  (for)    with  Mr.  EMtter  (against). 
Mr.  Claypool   (for)    with  Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio   (against). 
Ur.  Smith  of  Virginia  (for)   with  Mr.  BaU  (against). 

Mr.  Bloom  (for)  with  Mr.  Gartner  (against).  ^ 

Mr.  Coffee  of  Washington   (for)    with  Mr.  Edwin  A.  HaU   (aCEtnst). 

Mr.  L3mch  (for)    with  Mr.  Rockefeller   (against). 

Mr    Nichols   (for)    with  Mr.  Hartley  (against). 

Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York  (for)   with  Mr.  Kean  (against), 

Mr.  Parsons  (for)   with  Mr.  Risk  (against). 

Mr.  Tmj  (for)   with  Mr.  Simpson   (against). 

Mr.  Schuetz   (for)   with  Mr.  Johns  (against). 

Mr.  OTjeary   (for)    with  Mr.  Reed  of  lUinols   (against). 

Mr.  Pfelfer  (for)   with  Mr.  Kilbum  (against). 

Mr.  Martin  J.  Kennedy  (for)   with  Mr.  Osmers  (agalnat). 

ICr.  MenlU  (for)  with  Mr.  Dairow  (acaUut). 

Oeneral  pairs: 

Mr.  Boehne  with  Mr.  Carter. 

Mr.  Mouton  with  Mr.  Fish. 

Mr.  Schaefer  of  niinois  with  Mr.  Alexander. 

Mr.  Secrest  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Washington  with  Mr.  Burdick. 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Thorkelaon. 

Mr.  Wood  with  Mr.  Lemke. 


Mr.  Walter  with  Mr.  Sweet. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr.  Winter. 

Mr.  Randolph  with  Mr.  Englebritftt. 

Mr.  Barry  with  Mr.  Horton. 

Mr.  Mansfield  with  MT.  Reece  of  T^nneseee. 

Mr.  Sumners  of  Texas  with  Mr.  Wadsworth. 

Mr.  Hennings  with  Mr.  Jennings. 

Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr    Steams  of  New  HamptfUriL 

Mr.  Folger  with  Mr.  Welch. 

Mr.  BeU  with  Mr.  Magn\ison. 

Mrs.  Norton  with  Mr.  Oeller. 

Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Hook. 

Mr    Kee  with  Mr.  Faddls. 

Mr.  Kramer  with  Mr.  Whelchel. 

Mr.  Buckley  of  New  York  with  Mr.  CaldwiriL 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  95:  On  page  127.  after  line  5.  Insert  the 
following : 

"Navy  and  Marine  Memorial:  Vot  labor  and  materials  including 
the  preparation  of  revised  plans  and  specifications  as  n\ay  be 
necessary,  not  to  exceed  $5 .(XX)  for  archltectxiral  fees  and  fuU 
Batisfactlon  of  all  obligations  in  connection  with  the  original 
contract  between  the  Navy  and  Marine  Memorial  Association  and 
the  architect,  and  not  to  exceed  $44384  for  the  design,  professional 
services,  disbursements,  materials,  and  In  full  satisfaction  of  aU 
obligations  in  connection  with  the  original  contract  between  the 
Navy  and  Marine  Memorial  Association  and  the  sculptor,  and  the 
remainder,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  to  be  expended 
during  the  fiscal  year  1941,  for  the  completion  at  the  Navy  and 
Marine  Menu>rial.  authorized  by  act  approved  AprU  20.  1839, 
$100,000." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Ml*.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment 
with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  fellows:   ^ 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Oklahoma  mores  that  the  House  recede  from  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  95,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said   amendment  Insert   the   following: 

"Navy  and  Marine  Memcu-lal:  For  completion  of  the  Navy  and 
Marine  Memorial  in  accordance  with  plans  approved  by  the  Fine 
Arts  Commission.  $51,(KX),  (x*  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  neces- 
sary: Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  sum  shaU  be  used  for  the 
payment  of  any  oMlgatlons  referred  to  in  the  act  of  AprU  29.  1939 
(PubUc,  No.  63,  76th  Oong.).** 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  jrleld  3  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  JkhksI. 

Mr.  JENKS  of  New  Hampshire.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Columbia 
Island  in  the  Potomac  on  the  Memorial  Highway  and  very 
nearly  opposite  the  new  Jefferson  Memorial  stands  unfinished 
today,  abandoned,  a  memorial  imveiled  10  years  ago  to  the 
men  of  our  Navy  and  Marine  Corps — men  who  have  given 
their  lives  in  the  service  of  their  country.  For  10  years 
this  memorial  has  stood  there  incomplete. 

We  have  neglected  for  150  years  or  more  to  erect  any 
memorial  in  this  country  to  the  men  of  our  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps,  to  my  knowledge,  and  I  believe  I  can  say  that  without 
contradiction.  This  memorial  was  erected  through  the  con- 
tributions of  more  than  2,000.000  school  children  and  people 
of  this  country,  but  they  failed  to  quite  reach  the  goal  and 
have  asked  this  Congress  to  complete  this  memorial. 

That  bill  was  passed  by  the  House,  I  think  almost  tmani- 
mously  if  not  unanimously,  and  was  passed  by  the  Senate 
and  signed  by  the  President,  who  Is  heartily  in  favor  of 
completing  the  memorial.  How  could  there  be  a  more  appro- 
priate time  to  do  so  than  now,  when  we  are  navy-mliided, 
national-defense-minded,  when  we  are  going  to  ask  more 
men  in  our  Navy  to  serve  their  country?  Do  we  want  them 
to  feel  that  this  Congress  wlU  not  appropriate  $100,000  to 
complete  their  memorial? 

Mr.  HOUSTON.    Ml.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKS  of  New  Hampshire.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  How  much  Is  Involved  In  this  proposition? 
Is  It  not  $50,000  instead  of  $100,000? 

Mr.  JENKS  of  New  Hampshire.    It  Is  $100,000. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  I  understand  the  amendment  now  pend- 
ing will  reduce  the  amount  to  $50,000. 

Mr.  JENKS  of  New  Hampshire.    Which  I  shall  oppooe. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  TabxsI. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  operation  is  one  of  the 
most  notorious  swindles  in  our  generation.  A  certain  out- 
fit got  together  and  coUected  $339,737  from  school  children 
to  put  up  a  memorial  somewhere  In  Washington. 

Mr.  Demaray.  Associate  Director  of  the  National  Parks 
Service,  testifying  on  July  11.  1939,  was  asked— 

Do  you  know  what  they  did  with  this  money? 

Mr.  Demaxat.  Well,  aa  far  as  I  can  answer  that,  there  Is  about 
$110,000  or  $120,000  showing  for  work  that  has  been  done  on  the 
HMmorlal.     The    balance   of    It   must    have    been    for   promotion 


Just  think  of  It.  They  collected  $339,000  from  school 
children,  and  they  can  account  for  only  $110,000  or  $120,000 
of  It.  Of  that  amount,  $101,000  went  to  architects  and 
sculptors. 

The  proposal  in  this  Senate  amendment  is  to  give  them 
$44,000  more  for  sculptors  and  $5,000  for  an  architect,  and 
$50,000  for  something  else. 

They  came  m  here  about  10  years  ago  with  a  bill  to  erect 
this  memorial.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  tMr. 
Bloom]  was  in  charge  of  the  bill,  and  he  agreed  on  the  floor 
right  out  and  out — it  is  right  in  the  record — that  if  they 
were  given  about  $20,000  out  of  the  Treasury  to  pay  for 
building  this  memorial  and  bringing  It  down  here  and  erect- 
ing it  that  would  be  the  end  of  the  story.  Now  they  are  back 
here  asking  for  $100,000  more.  Of  the  money  that  can  be 
accounted  for,  practically  all  of  It  has  gone  for  promotion 
expenses  and  architects'  fees.  Now  they  want  half  of 
$100,000  more  for  achltects'  fees  and  promotion  expenses. 
They  have  not  kept  faith  with  the  Congress.  They  have 
gone  back  on  what  they  agreed  to  do. 

On  top  of  that,  anybody  who  has  seen  this  memorial  knows 
that  it  is  the  worst  travesty  on  art  in  the  National  Capital. 
It  is  the  most  disgusting  and  disgraceful  looking  thing  you 
ever  saw. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  TABER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Who  is  the  "they"  to  whom  the 
gentleman  refers? 

Mr.  TABER.    The  whole  outfit  that  has  been  promoting  it. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Who  is  it? 

Mr.  TABER.  William  Church  Osborne  was  one  of  the  pro- 
moters of  this  thing  and  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with  raistog 
the  money.  I  do  not  know  who  had  charge  of  accounting  for 
It,  but  I  do  know  that  they  cannot  tell  anything  about  where 
the  money  went,  and  they  cannot  find  out. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

Mr.  RICH.  There  has  been  no  authority  granted  by  the 
Congress  to  make  this  appropriation,  has  there? 

Mr.  TABER.  Well,  there  was  a  bill  put  through  some  time 
ago.  but  it  has  expired. 

Now,  I  hoipe  that  this  Congress  is  not  going  to  go  on  record 
In  favor  of  perpetuating  this  operation.  It  is  time  we  stopped 
this  and  not  go  into  it  any  deeper.  I  hope  this  motion  to 
recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment  will  be  rejected. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 
=  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Does  not  the  gentleman  be- 
lieve, in  view  of  the  fact  we  have  to  conserve  funds  for 
national  defense,  that  this  House  should  unanimously  reject 
this  indefensible  racket-raid  on  our  almost  bankrupt  Federal 
Treasury? 

Mr.  TABER.  It  is  time  we  begsm  to  show  some  sense  of 
responsibility. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  We  can  buy  a  bomber  plane 
or  a  couple  of  antiaircraft  guns  to  defend  the  Nation's  Capital 
with  this  amount  of  money. 

Mr.  TABER.    And  we  need  them  a  great  deal  worse. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mi".  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  HomcAH]. 

y 
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Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  now  asked  to  ap- 
propriate $100,000  for  the  completion  of  a  monument,  the 
erection  of  which  was  first  undertaken,  according  to  the 
statements  made  here  today,  by  individuals.  No  one  has 
challenged  the  purpose  behind  the  project,  though  the  meth- 
ods of  some  of  its  promoters  have  been  questioned.  We  may 
assume  thaj;  those  whose  memories  we  seek  by  the  comple- 
tion of  this  monument  to  honor  are  worthy  of  that  tribute. 
That  assumption  does  not  JustlXy  us  in  making  the  appropria- 
tion at  this  time. 

Shortly  we  will  have  before  us  a  tax  bill  which.  If  adequate 
for  the  purpose,  will  levy  grievous  burdens  upon  our  people. 
That  tax  bill  will  bring  home  to  the  folks  who  elected  us  as 
no  other  act  on  our  part  can  do,  the  fact  that  we  have  been 
spending  billions  of  dollars  on  projects  that  were  unneces- 
sary; wasting  much  of  the  money,  without  providing  for 
repayment  of  the  obligations  which  we  incurred  when  we 
made  those  appropriations. 

Soon  will  come  before  us  a  bill  to  incirease  the  limit  of 
the  national  debt,  which  again  will  remind  the  home  folks 
that  we  have  been  extravagant  with  the  money  which  we 
have  borrowed;  that  we  have  been  a  party  to  creating  a 
situation  where  now,  when  we  believe  ourselves  to  be  faced 
with  a  great  national  emergency,  our  national -debt  limit  is 
far  greater,  in  fact,  more  than  double  any  previous  peace- 
time national  debt.  These  two  things,  the  levying  of  new 
taxes,  the  increasing  of  the  limit  of  our  national  debt,  so  that 
we  may  borrow  more  money,  should  remind  us  that  first  things 
should  come  first,  that  for  only  those  things  which  are  neces- 
sities should  we  contmue  to  make  appropriations. 

True,  this  request  is  for  only  $100,000,  considered  against 
the  background  of  other  appropriations,  it  is  just  "chicken 
feed."  Yes;  I  notice  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Geyer]  smiles  and  nods.  I  have  often  marveled  at  the 
cheerfulness,  the  wholehearted,  the  generous  spirit  exhibited 
by  the  gentleman  as  he  voted  for  appropriations,  spending 
other  people's  money.  Perhaps  that  is  one  of  the  things 
which  we  do  most  easily  here.  It  is  one  of  the  things  at 
which  Congress  is  an  expert  but  if  we  continue  to  waste  the 
taxpayers  money  on  this,  that,  and  the  other;  if  we  continue 
to  vote  sums  which  we  do  not  have,  but  must  borrow,  for 
purposes,  which,  while  desirable,  are  not  necessary,  soon  we 
will  be  called  to  account  for  our  actions.  It  may  be  that 
that  day  of  reckoning  will  come  next  November  and  that 
those  of  us  who  desire  to  return  to  Congress  should  have  in 
mmd  our  settlement  day  with  the  electors. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman,  when  he  re- 
fers to  the   delegation   from   California,   would   he   kindly 

mdicate r 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Oh,  no;  I  did  not  say  "the  delegation."  I 
said  the  gentleman  who  was  smilling  at  me,  giving  his 
encouragement. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Will  not  the  gentleman  give  the  name 
of  the  man? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  gentleman  to  whom  I  had  reference 
was  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  GeyxbI. 

During  the  last  few  days  we  have  appropriated  billions  of 
dollars  for  national  defense.  Those  appropriations  will  add 
to  our  national  debt  and  will  force  the  levying  of  new  taxes. 
The  President  frightened  and  threw  into  a  panic  about 
two-thirds  of  our  population  by  his  speech  here  in  the  House 
a  week  ago  last  Thursday.  Then  last  Sunday  he  came  back 
in  one  of  his  fireside  chats  and  quite  complacently  announced 
that  "all  is  well."  He  frightened  the  people  and  the  Con- 
gress, and  he  induced  the  Congress  to  once  more  vote  him 
almost  unlimited  power  and  more  money  than  he  can  legiti- 
mately spend  during  the  remainder  of  his  term.  Having 
created  that  fear,  obtained  that  power,  and  the  authority 
to  spend  billions  of  dollars,  apparently  he  looked  into  the 
mirror  and  was  well  satisfied  with  what  he  saw.  In  sub- 
stance, he  told  us,  "Do  not  be  afraid,  my  children,  I  am  here 
and  the  bogey-man  will  not  get  you."  No  doubt  to  Justify 
his  confidence  \n  himself  he  forgot  all  about  his  complete 
failure  as  a  solver  of  our  domestic  problems  and  saw  him- 
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B&U.  LeonaM  W.   Kilday 


Mbaer 
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Smith, 
South 


W.Va. 


Mr.  SAbath  with  Mr.  Lynch. 

Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Hook. 
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self  seated  in  the  White  House  for  a  third  term,  saw  him- 
self in  his  accustomed  role  of  "The  magic  man." 

This  administration  and  Its  rubber-stamp  Congress  has 
been  a  success  as  the  creator  of  a  staggering  national  debt. 
No  other  administration  has  been  able  to  waste  in  so  many 
ways  so  much  money,  has  been  able  to  get  so  little  for  what 
It  spent. 

If  things  turn  out  as  the  President  prophesied,  we  will  need 
every  dollar  that  we  can  raise,  beg,  or  borrow  for  national 
defense.  Especially  Is  this  true  if  the  percentage  of  waste 
established  by  this  present  administration  continues.  Instead 
of  erecting  monuments  for  the  edification  of  Hitler,  if  he 
comes,  and  certainly  monimaents  cannot  in  any  way  con- 
tribute to  our  national  defense,  why  not,  for  once,  use  a  little 
common  sense  and  vote  down  this  proposition? 

When  this  session  started  we  gave  the  country  to  under- 
stand that  we  intended  to  economize.  Well  do  I  remember 
those  economy  speeches  made  by  tiie  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Cochran]  and  the  gentleman  from  Virgiuia  [Mr. 
Woodrum].  They  were  wonderful  economy  speeches,  packed 
with  good  sense,  sotmd  logic,  and  outlined  a  policy  which 
would,  had  it  been  followed,  have  done  much  to  take  us  out 
of  the  depression.  Then  came  the  victories  of  Hitler  and, 
taking  advantage  of  the  situation,  the  President,  as  he  has 
done  so  often  before,  using  some  real  or  fancied  emergency, 
some  real  condition  or  some  creature  of  his  imagination, 
asked  for  and  obtained  appropriations  amounting  to  billions 
of  dollars.  We  dare  not  refuse  to  appropriate  for  national 
defense  because  we  do  not  actually  know  how  great  is  our 
need,  nor  do  we  know  what  amount  is  necessary  for  our  pro- 
tection, but  one  thing  we  do  know,  and  that  is  that  we  do 
not  at  this  time  need  monuments. 

Assiuning  that  the  Nation's  security  is  now  in  danger,  let 
us  once,  at  least,  diwing  the  discussion  of  this  bill,  vote  for 
economy  and  turn  down  this  appropriation.     I  Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the 
author  of  the  bill,  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia I  Mr.  IZACl  5  minutes. 

Mr.  IZAC.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  civilian  committee  raised  $339,- 
000  for  a  Navy  and  Marine  memorial  which  is  partly  com- 
pleted and  erected  on  Columbia  Island  not  far  across  the 
Potomac.  That  monument  is  not  completed.  The  funds 
have  been  exhausted.  They  have  turned  to  the  Federal 
Congress  and  asked  that  we  do  something  about  completing 
It.  The  veterans'  and  other  patriotic  organizations  felt  that 
It  was  a  disgrace  to  those  who  served  in  the  Navy  and  to  those 
who  go  down  to  the  sea  in  ships  that  they  should  not  have  the 
one  memorial  erected  in  the  150  years  of  the  life  of  this 
country  completed  after  10  years  of  effort,  and  they  asked 
me  to  sponsor  a  bill  this  past  year  to  bring  it  to  a  compleUon. 
We  put  the  bill  through.  I  do  not  believe  there  was  any 
obJecUon.  and  while  It  is  true  that  the  date  has  long  since 
passed  at  which  time  we  would  have  expected  to  spend  the 
money,  nevertheless  the  Appropriations  Committee  never  be- 
fore saw  fit  to  give  us  the  $50,000  that  was  needed  for  the 
actual  completion  of  the  monument.  But  now  they  have 
come  in  here  and  offer  to  give  us  that  amount  on  a  motion  to 
disagree  with  the  Senate  amendment  of  $100,000  and  provide 
Just  what  is  needed  for  the  completion  of  the  monument, 
leaving  the  architects'  fees  and  the  sculptors'  fees  to  wait  for 
a  future  day. 

I  am  interested  not  so  much  in  the  architect  or  in  the 
designer,  who  is  dead  now,  although  I  hope  that  we  will 
do  Justice  to  both  of  those  people,  but  I  am  interested  In 
seeing  that  this  memorial  is  completed.  It  will  take  about 
$50  000,  and  all  of  the  veterans'  organizations  and  other 
patriotic  citizens  have  been  besieging  me  to  do  my  duty  and 
present  the  matter  to  you  and  show  you  that  It  is  some- 
thing the  American  people  want  completed,  and  that  it 
should  be  done  as  a  national  effort.  I  appeal  to  ycu  not  to 
strike  this  out,  but  to  go  along  with  the  committee  which 
has  investigated  this  thoroughly.  Since  only  $50,000  is 
needed.  I  ask  you  to  agree  to  the  motion  made. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  IZAC.    Yes. 
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Mr.  VAN  2:ANDT.  I  trust  the  gentleman  will  explain  to 
the  Members  of  the  House  that  the  veterans'  organizations 
were  invited  to  assist  in  the  solicitation  of  the  funds  but  that 
they  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  accounting  or  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  money. 

Mr.  IZAC.  Yes:  originally  they  were,  and  the  school  chil- 
dren and  the  patriotic  citizens  all  over  the  United  States  were 
asked  to  and  they  did  contribute.  I  think,  $339,000.  Of  course, 
It  was  a  civilian  committee,  and  there  was  no  accounting  to 
the  Congress;  and,  in  fact,  they  did  not  come  to  the  Congress 
and  ask  for  aid  imtil  after  their  funds  had  been  exhausted. 
The  Appropriations  Committee  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
expenditure  of  the  money  in  the  past,  and  all  they  ask  is 
that  we  vote  this  appropriation  and  finish  the  memorial  now 
rather  than  leave  it  as  a  black  spot  on  tlie  other  bank  of 
the  Potomac  River. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia has  expired. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  SPEAKER  PRO  TEMPORE 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  appoints  thfe  gentleman  from 
Virginia  I  Mr.  Bland]  to  preside  as  Speaker  pro  tempore  for 
the  remainder  of  the  day. 

INTERIOR    DEPARTMENT    APPROPRIATION    BILL.    1941 CONfXREMCS 

REPORT 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  to  recede  and  concur. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Taber)  there  were — ayes  97,  noes  81. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the  yeas  and  najrs. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  157,  nays 
173,  not  voting  100,  as  follows: 

(Roll  No.  133] 
YEAS— 157 


Allen.  La. 

AnderaoQ.  Mo. 

Arnold 

Harden,  N.  C. 

Barnes 

Bates.  Ky. 

Beckworth 

Bland 

Boland 

Boykin 

Broolu 

Bro\i'n,  Oa. 

Buck 

Buckler,  Minn. 

Burch 

Burgln 

Camp 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Cartwrlght 

Casey,  Masa. 

Clark 

Cochran 

Cole.  Md. 

Collins 

Cooley 

Cooper 

Costello 

Courtney 

Cravens 

Croaser 

Crowe 

Cullen 

D'Alesandro 

Darden,  Va. 

Dempsey 

DeRouen 

Dies 

Dlngell 

Dougbton 

Doxey 

Allen.  Pa. 

Andersen,  H.  Carl 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Andresen,  A.  H. 

Angell 

Arends 

Aufitln 

Bates.  Mass. 

Bender 

Blsckney 

Bolton 

Boren 

Bradley,  Mich. 

Brypon 

Byms,  Tenn. 


Drewry 

Duncan 

Dunn 

Durham 

Edelsteln 

Elliott 

Ellis 

Ferguson 

Femandes 

Flaherty 

Flannagan 

Flannery 

Ford.  Miss. 

Fries 

Oathlngs 

Gavagan 

Geyer.  Calif 

Gibbs 

Grant.  Ala. 

Griffith 

Harrington 

Havenncr 

Healey 

Hill 

Houston 

Izac 

Jacobsen 

Jenks.N.H 


Lea 
Leavy 

Lestnskl 

Mc  Andrews 

McCormack 

McGchee 

McGranery 

McKeough 

McMillan.  Clara 

Maclejewskl 

Magnuson 

Maloney 

Marcan  tonic 

Martin,  ni. 

Masslngale 

Miller 

Mills.  La. 

Murdock,  Ariz. 

Murdock.  Utah 

Myers 

Nelson 

Norton 

O'Connor 

0"Day 

OToo'.e 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 


Johnson,  Luther  A  Peterson,  Fla. 
Johnson,  Okla.  Peterson,  Oa. 
Kefauver  Pierce 

Keller  Rabaut 

Kennedy.  Martin   Ramspeck 
Kennedy,  Md.         Rankin 
Kennedy.  Michael  Raybum 
Keogh  Richards 

Kleberg  Robertson 

Koclalkowikl  Robinson,  Utah 

Kunkel  Rogers,  Okla. 

Lanbam  Romjue 


Routzobn 

Sacks 

Basscer 

Battcrfleld 

Bchulte 

Schwert 

Scrugham 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Bheppard 

Sheridan 

Smith.  Conn. 

Snyder 

Somers.  N.  T. 

Sparkman 

Spence 

Stames,  Ala. 

SteagaU 

Stearns.  N.  H. 

Sullivan 

Sutphln 

Sweeney 

Tenerowlci 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Tolan 

Van  Zandt 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Wallgren 

Ward 

Weaver 

Welch 

White,  Idaho 

Whlttington 

Williams.  Mo. 

Wolverton.  M.  J* 

Wood 

Zimmerman' 


NATS— 173 


Cannon,  Mo. 

Carlson 

Case,  8.  Dak. 

Chapman 

Chlperfleld 

Church 

Clason 

Clevenger 

Cluett 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Colmer 

Corbett 

Crawford 

Crowther 


Culkin 

Gamble 

Curtis 

Garrett 

Dlrksen 

Oearhart 

Disney 

Oehrmann 

Dondero 

Oerlarh 

Douglas 

Olflord 

Dworshak 

Gilchrist 

Eaton 

OUlle 

Eberhartcr 

Goodwin 

Edmlston 

Gore 

Elston 

OoBsett 

Engel 

Graham 

Evans 

Grant,  Ind. 

Fenton 

Gregory 

Fulmer  - 

Guyer,  Kans.  ^ 

(. 
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passed  the  House 
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The  Senate,  as  you  know.  Included  $250.- 

Af    thA   tlmp    thp    'Rnii<;p    anri    RpJlRtf> 


In  my  opinion,  considerations  of  ooctlnental   defense  make  It 
vitally  Important  to  keep  for  the  21  American  RepubUca  a  clearer 
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iff 


Owynne 

EaII.  Leonard  W. 

Balleck 

H«nor>cfc 

Hare 

Bfuneaa 

Hart 

Barter.  N.l. 

Barter,  Ohio 

Hawlu 


Bobba 

Eoffinan 

Holmes 

Hope 

Borton 

BuU 

Biioter 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenkins.  Oblo 

Jwinhni 


Johnson.  HI. 
Johnson.  Ind. 
Johnson.  Lyndon 
Johnson.  W.  Va. 
jonkman 
KeeTe 


Alexander 

Allen.  EtL 

Andrews 

BaU 

Barry 

Barton,  If .  T. 

Beam 

Ben 

Bloom 

Boehne 

Bolles 

Bradley.  Fa. 

Brewster 

Brown.  Ohio 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Bui  winkle 

Bunllck 

Byrne.  N.  T. 

Byron 

CaldweU 

Carter 

Celler 

Claypool 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Ocnnery 


Kelly 

Kllday 

Klnzer 

Klrwan 

Kitchens 

Knutaon 

Landls 

Larrahee 

LeOompte 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Lewis.  CHilo 

Luce 

Ludlow 

UcOoweQ 

McGregor 

lIcLaughlln 

UcLean 

McLeod 

McMillan.  Joim 

Mahon 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Masa. 

Mason 

May 

Mlchener 

MUls.  Ark. 

Monklewlcs 

Monroney 


Moaer 

Mott 
Mundt 
Murray 
Norrell 
CBrlcn 
Oliver 
O'Neal 
Pace 
Pearson 
Plttenger 
Plumley 
Poage 
Polk 
Powers 
Reed,  N.  T, 
Rees.  Kans. 
Rich 
L.  Robsion.  Ky. 
Rogers.  Mass. 
Riitherford 
Ryan 
Sandager 
Schaf  er.  Wis. 
Schlfller 
Seccombe 
Oeger 
Short 
Smith.  Ohio 


NOT  VOnNO— 100 


One 

Creal 

Cumnxlngs 

Darrow 

Davis 

Delaney 

Dlcksteln 

Dltter 

Bnglebritfik 


Jarman 
Johns 
Jtmes,  Ohio 
Jones.  Tex. 


p»y 

Fish 

FltzpatrlcK 

Polger 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Gartner 

Oreen 

Gross 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Hartley 

Hendricks 

Hennlngs 

Hlnshaw 

Hook 


Kee 

Kerr 

Kllbum 

Kramer 

Lambertson 

Lemke 

Lynch 

McArdla 


Mansfield 

Merrltt 

Mitchell 

Mouton 

NlchoU 

OXeary 

Oemers 

Parsons 

Pfelfer 

Randolph 

Reece.  Tenn. 


Smith.  W.  Va. 

South 

Springer 

Stefan 

Sumner.  111. 

Sumners.  Tex. 

Taber 

Taile 

Tarver 

Terry 

ThlU 

Tbomason 

Tlbbott 

Tlnkham 

Tread  way 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Warren 

Wheat 

White.  Ohio 

Williams,  Del. 

Wolcott 

Wolfendpn.  Pa. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Youngdahl 


Reed.IU. 

Bisk 

Rockefeller 

Rodger8.Pa. 

Sabath 

Schaefer.  m. 

Schuetz 

Secrest 

Shaf  er.  Mich. 

Simijson 

Smith,  m. 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith,  Wa&h. 

Sweet 

Taylor 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Tborkelaon 

viiMoii.a«. 

WadOTPorth 

Walter 

West 

Whelchel 

Wlgglesworth 

Winter 

Woodrum.  Va. 


So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  West  (for)  with  Mr.  Wlgglesworth  (against). 

Mr.  Celler  (for)  with  Mr.  Andrews  (against). 

Mr.  Vinson   of  Georgia    (for)    with   Mr.   Dltt^    (against). 

Mr.    Claypool    (for)    with   Mr.    Brown   of    Ohio    (against). 

Mr.   Smith    of    Virginia    (for)    with    Mr.    BaU    (against). 

Mr.  Bloom  (for)   with  Mr.  Oartner  (against) . 

Mr.  Coffee  of  Washington  (for)    with  Mr.  Edwin  A.  Hall   (against). 

Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York   (for)    with  Mr.  Kean   (against). 

Mr.  Fay  (for)  with  Mr.  Simpson  (against). 

Mr.  Hennlngs  (for)   with  Mr.  Kllburn  (against). 

Mr.   Buckley  of   New  York    (for)    with   Mr.   Osmers    (against). 

Mr.  Pfelfer   (for)    with  Mr.   Jones  of  Ohio    (against). 

Mr.  Parsons   (for)    with   Bdr.  Reece  of  Tennessee   (against). 

Mr.  Olieary  (for)  with  Mr.  Bolles  (against). 

Mr.  Schuets  (for)   with  Mr.  Johns  (against). 

C3eneral  pairs: 

Ifr.  Boehne  with  Mr.  Carter. 

Mr.  Mouton  with  Mr.  Pish. 

Mr.  Setaaafer  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Alexander. 

Mr.  Secrest  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Washington  with  Mr.  Burdlck. 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Thorkelson. 

Mr.  Oox  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Walter  with  Mr.  Sweet. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr.  Winter. 

Mr.  Randolph  with  Mr.  Knglebrlght. 

Mr.  Woodrum  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Wadsworth. 

Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  Hlnshaw. 

Mr.  Fttspatrlck  with  Mr   AUen  of  Dllnols. 

Mr.  Creal  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Mansfield  with  Mr.  Barton  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Beam  with  Mr    Risk. 

Mr.  Kee  with  Mr.  Brewster. 

Mr   Whelchel  with  Mr   Rockefeller. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  Maas. 

Mr.  Nichols  with  Mr.  Rodgers  of  Permsylvanla. 

Mr.  McArdle  with  Mr.  Lambertson. 

Mr.  Fkddls  with  Mr.  Leland  M   Ford. 

Mr.  Folger  with  Mr.  Reed  of  minola. 

Mr.  Hendricks  with  Mr    Grosa. 

Mr.  Kramer  with  Mr.  Hartley. 

Mr.  Merritt  with  Mr.  Darrow. 


Mr.  Sabath  with  Mr.  Lynch. 

Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Book. 

Mr.  Barry  with  Mr.  CTaldweU. 

Mr.  Beckwcrth  and  Mr.  BaowN  of  Georgia  changed  their 
vote  from  "nay"  to  "yea." 

Mr.  FtTLMEB  changed  his  vote  from  "yea"  to  "nay." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  further  insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  niimbered  95. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKEIR  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  ^ 

Amendment  No.  99:  Page  132.  line  9.  Insert:  "Restoration  of  Lower 
Klamath  Migratory  Waterfowl  Refuge:  For  the  restoration  and 
development  of  Klamath  Lake  Reservation  (commonly  known  as 
the  Lower  Klamath  Migratory  Waterfowl  Refuge)  as  a  feeding, 
nesting,  and  breeding  ground  for  migratory  birds.  Including  the 
construction  of  water-control  works  thereon  and  for  necessary 
expenses  Incident  thereto,  $70,000." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  100:  Page  133,  line  16.  strike  out  "•3,381,093"  and 
insert  In  lieu  thereof  "•3.791.008." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment. 
"Hie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Oklahoma  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  ot  the  Senate.  No.  100,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  ''•3.641,093." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  101:  Page  133,  line  31.  strike  out  "•4381.003" 
and  Insert  in  Ueu  thereof  "•5.391.003." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Oklahoma  moves  that  the  House  recede  from 
its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate,  No.  101.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "•5.141,003." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
TTie  Clerk  read  as  follows  i 

Amendment  No.  110:  Page  149.  after  line  4,  Insert  the  following: 
"Division  of  Territories  and  Island  Possessions:  For  expen-scs  of 
the  Division  of  Territories  and  Island  Pcsseaslons  in  the  investiga- 
tion and  survey  of  natural  resources  of  the  land  and  sea  areas  of 
the  Antarctic  regions.  Including  personal  services  In  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  elsewhere  without  regard  to  the  civil -service 
laws  or  the  CHasslflcation  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  or  by  contract. 
If  deemed  necessary,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  section 
8709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  rent,  traveling  expenses,  purchase 
of  necessary  books,  documenu,  newspapers  and  periodicals,  sta- 
tionery, hire  of  automobiles,  purchase  of  equipment,  supplies  and 
provisions,  and  all  other  necessary  expenses.  •250.000:  Provided. 
That  fuel,  repairs,  and  emergency  supplies  to  be  paid  for  out  of 
this  appropriation  may  be  contracted  for  in  foreign  ports." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate,  No.  110. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  connection 
with  the  action  just  taken  by  the  House,  it  occurs  to  me  that 
I  should  make  a  brief  statement. 

Some  Members  have  asked  the  question  If  there  Is  any 
money  in  the  pending  bill  for  the  purjjose  of  continuing  the 
so-called  Byrd  Antarctic  Expedition.  I  will  say  in  that  con- 
nection that  there  was  no  such  provlsioii  in  the  bill  as  It 
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that  they  sixmid  be  forced  to  spend  a  portion  of  this  sum 
for  unifoma.    It  is  my  understanding  that  in  every  depart- 


Mr.  Rkd  of  Illinois  asked  and  was  given  permission  to 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Ricou). 

Mr   HARRINaTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
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passed  the  House.  The  Senate,  as  you  know,  included  $250.- 
000  for  that  purpose.  At  the  time  the  House  and  Senate 
conferees  met.  Admiral  Byrd  was  on  his  way  to  Washington, 
being  called  home  by  the  President  of  the  United  States.  I 
think  it  is  only  fair  to  say  that  both  the  House  and  Senate 
conferees  desired  additional  information  about  the  matter. 
Certainly  it  is  fair  to  say  that  It  was  the  unanimous  senti- 
ment of  all  Members  of  the  House  conference  that  it  would 
be  much  more  preferable  to  defer  the  entire  matter  at  this 
time  and  let  it  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  deficiency 
bill,  which  has  heretofore  carried  all  appropriations  for  this 
activity. 

Let  me  say  here  for  the  benefit  of  the  Members  that  I  have 
discussed  this  matter  in  some  detail  with  the  E>resident  of 
the  United  States.  I  also  have  received  a  letter  from  him 
which  I  have  shown  members  of  the  committee.  I  also  have 
a  letter  from  the  State  Department,  and  I  know  that  the 
President  is  tremendously  interested  in  the  entire  matter: 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  President  was  kind  enough  to 
make  It  plain  to  me  that  he  was  not  particular  about  what 
bill  carried  the  appropriation,  whether  it  was  in  the  Interior 
or  the  deficiency  bill.  But  after  conferring  with  the  chairman 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee,  and  other  members  of  the 
committee,  it  was  thought  best,  for  reasons  I  have  stated,  to 
permit  the  deficiency  committee  to  continue  its  Jurisdiction 
over  appropriations  for  the  Antarctic  Expedition. 

I  want  to  add  here.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  after  Admiral  Byrd 
returned  from  the  Antarctic  recently  he  called  at  my  office 
and  I  had  the  pleasure  of  an  interesting  and  pleasing  visit 
with  him.  I  found  him  to  be  fair  and  reasonable  in  every 
respect.  I  found  that  he  is  now,  and  has  been,  on  active  duty 
an(*  under  the  orders  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
I  am  glad  also  to  say  that  I  found  the  distinguished  admiral 
to  be  a  sincere  and  honorable  gentleman  from  every  possible 
standpoint.  You  will  recall  that  when  the  House  bill  was 
under  consideration  that  I  referred  to  Admiral  Byrd  as  a 
great  explorer.  I  might  also  have  added  that  he  is  a  great 
scientist  and  a  great  patriotic  American.  I  have  nothing  but 
the  highest  feeling  for  him  personally,  but  I  told  the  admiral 
as  well  as  the  President  and  the  Senate  conferees  and  others 
with  whom  I  have  discussed  the  matter,  that  I  felt  it  was 
best  that  the  deficiency  committee,  which  undoubtedly  is 
more  familiar  with  the  subject  than  the  Interior  subcom- 
mittee, should  continue  its  Jurisdiction  over  this  acUvity. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
me  5  minutes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Robertson!. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  very  happy  to  hear 
my  distinguished  friend  from  Oklahoma  speak  so  highly  of 
my  friend.  Admiral  Byrd,  who  was  bom  and  reared  at 
Winchester,  Va..  and  for  some  years  has  been  an  adopted 
son  of  our  sister  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts.  Fre- 
quently during  debate  in  recent  days  on  national  defense  we 
have  heard  it  said  that  there  are  two  vital  elements  of 
defense  that  money  cannot  buy.  One  of  those  is  courage, 
the  other  Is  patriotism.  No  man  I  have  ever  known  possesses 
those  two  cardinal  virtues  to  a  higher  degree  than  Admiral 
Richard  E.  Byrd. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  read  to  the  House  a  letter  that  I 
received  today  from  the  Secretary  of  State: 

I  DcPAmccNT  or  State, 

I  Washington,   May  29,   1940. 

Mr  Dkas  Ma.  RoBETTSOW:  It  has  been  brought  to  my  attention 
that  during  the  consideration  of  the  appropriation  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  United  States  Antarctic  Service.  In  which  the 
Department  of  State  Is  Interested,  certain  statements  were  made 
regarding  Rear  Admiral  Richard  E.  Byrd.  United  States  Navy, 
retired,  which  I  feel  sure  were  based  entirely  on  a  misapprehension 
•s  to  the  facts. 

Until  Admiral  Byrd  was  WMSulted  by  the  Department  o*  State 
In  January  1930  he  had  no  j»lor  knowledge  of  the  proposed  Gov- 
ernment expedition  to  the  Antarctic.  When  his  services  were 
requested  by  the  Government  he  Immediately  responded  gener- 
ously and  has  given  more  than  a  year  of  his  time  to  the  Antarctic 
Service  during  which  he  has  not  only  received  no  compensation 
from  the  Government,  or  any  other  source.  t>eyond  his  pay  as  a 
retired  naval  officer,  but  has  given  and  loaned  io  the  Government 
many  t>'o'ifyn^s  of  dollars  of  his  equipment. 


In  my  opinion,  considerations  of  continental  defense  make  tt 
vltaUy  important  to  keep  for  the  ai  American  BepubUcs  a  clearer 
title  to  that  part  of  the  Antarctic  continent  south  of  America 
than  is  claimed  by  any  non-American  country.  The  continuance 
of  the  work  of  the  Antarctic  Service  is  essential  in  this  connection. 
During  the  brief  period  of  Its  existence,  due  to  the  administrative 
ability  and  qualities  of  leadership  possessed  by  Admiral  Byrd.  a 
great  deal  has  been  accomplished  toward  this  end:  two  well- 
equipped  bases  have  been  established  1,200  miles  apart;  800  miles 
of  the  1.200  miles  of  the  hitherto  Inaccessible  coast  line  south  of 
the  Pacific  Ocean  have  been  reached:  160.000  square  miles  of  un- 
known area  have  been  investigated;  and  14  new  islands  and  6  new 
mountain  ranges  have  been  discovered.  In  addition  to  these  geo- 
graphical discoveries  Important  research  is  also  being  pursued  in 
many  other  branches  of  science. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  invite  the  attention  of  the  House 
especially  to  the  concluding  paragraph  in  the  letter  written 
to  me  by  the  Secretary  of  State: 

In  my  opinion.  Admiral  Byrd.  whose  integrity  and  honor  is 
beyond  question,  deserves  the  thanks  of  his  Government  for  per- 
forming an  Important  and  patriotic  service  at  great  personal 
sacrifice. 

Sincerely  yours, 

COBOKtX  Huix. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  May  I  say  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  that  Massachusetts  is  extremely  proud 
and  extremely  honored  to  have  Admiral  Byrd  as  an  adopted 
son. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.    I  thank  the  gentlewoman  so  much. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  Ill:  Page  160,  line  17,  strike  out  "$1,340586- 
and  insert  "$1,275,286." 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Oklahoma  moves  that  the  Ho\ise  recede  from 
Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  Ill  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  the  following:  "and  not  to  exceed  $36,000  for  the 
purchase  of  uniforms  for  employees,  $1,275,286." 

Mr.  RICH.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  that  will  not 
purchase  uniforms  for  the  attendants  at  St.  Elizabeths  Hos- 
pital. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Does  the  gentleman  want 
to  raise  It? 

Mr.  RICH.  It  will  furnish  the  dresses,  but  It  will  not  fur- 
nish the  stockings.  So  they  will  be  back  here  next  year  for 
the  stockings.  I  may  say  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
that  we  are  glad  this  bill  is  completed.  Although  we  put  up 
a  fight  to  try  to  reduce  vsalous  amounts,  we  did  not  meet  with 
much  success. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  may  say  to  the  gentle- 
man in  reply  that  I  was  almost  overcome  by  his  convincing 
argument.  I  thought  he  was  going  to  ask  the  House  to 
raise  this  last  amount  and  I  was  going  to  ask  the  distin- 
guished gentleman,  "Where  are  you  going  to  get  the  money?" 

Mr.  RICH.  You  will  never  fool  me  by  tnring  to  get  me 
to  squander  the  taxpayers'  money,  because  I  believe  we 
ought  to  be  conservative  at  a  time  like  this  when  we  want 
national  defense,  when  we  want  to  protect  America  from 
everybody  on  the  outside,  from  those  who  would  destroy 
America.    That  is  what  we  want  to  do,  so  let  us  get  t<«ether. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  In  explanation  of  the 
amendment  I  wish  to  state  that  it  provides  $35,000  for  the 
purchase  of  uniforms  for  certain  employees  at  St.  Eliza- 
beths Hospital.  Approximately  1,000  employees  are  con- 
cerned, including  male  attendants,  flre  and  police  employees, 
nurses,  and  so  forth.  Many  of  these  employees  receive 
salaries  of  approximately  $1,260,  and  it  is  not  believed  fair 
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aeceesary  by  the  diversion  of  the  water  of  t*-^  river  from  the  old 
Intake  In  the  carrying  out  of  a  Federal  project  to  make  the  river 
a  navigable  stream:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated in  .his  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shaU  be  paid  or 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 
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that  they  should  be  forced  to  spend  a  portion  of  this  sum 
for  walfaniK.  It  is  my  understanding  that  in  every  depart- 
_  of  the  Oovvniment  In  the  I>istrict  of  Columbia  requlr- 
^goutb  or  oCber  employees  to  wear  uniforms,  these 
are  pttid  for  by  the  Oovemment  except  In  St 
Sltzabeths  HospitaL 

The  SPEAKE31  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion   offered    by    the    gentleman    from    Oklahoma     tMr. 

JOHlfSOIf  1. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  several 
motions  were  agreed  to  was  laid  on  the  table. 

LEAVE   OF   ABSUfCS 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as 
follows: 

To  Mr.  Flahdty  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  McCokmack)  ,  for 
3  days,  on  account  of  important  business. 

To  Mr.  ViHsoN  of  Georgia,  for  6  A&ys.  on  accoimt  of  Im- 
portant business. 

EXTENSION   OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  HOUSTON  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend 
his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  a  letter. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Leonard  W. 
Hall]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  by  putting  in  a 
letter  written  by  Commissioner  Plnchot  to  President  Roose- 
velt.   

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request     of     the     gentleman     from     Massachusetts     [Mr. 

TXMKHAM]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Lamdis  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman  J? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
^  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EDEL8TKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
newspaper  clippings  showing  the  necessity  for  technical 
onployment. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE    OF   ABSENCE 

Mr.  CAMP.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
be  granted  leave  of  absence  for  5  days  on  account  of  impor- 
tant business. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  Include 
therein  an  address  delivered  by  David  C.  Meams,  of  the 
Library  of  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 


li£r.  Reed  of  Illinois  asked  and  was  glvoi  permission  to 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanlmous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  certain  tables  furnished  me  by  the  P.  6.  C.  C.  and 
the  Department  of  State. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rbcord  and  include 
therein  an  editorial  from  the  Moline  Dispatch. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therem  a  short  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXCESS 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Pursuant  to  the  order  here- 
tofore agreed  to,  the  Chair  declares  the  House  in  recess  until 
8  o'clock  tonight. 

Accordingly  (at  6  o'clock  p.  m.)  the  House  stood  in  recess 
imtil  8  o'clock  p.  m. 

after  the  recess 

The  recess  having  expired,  the  House  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker  pro  tempore  [Mr.  Bland],  at  8  o'clock  p.  m. 

The  Private  Calendar 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Pursuant  to  the  order  of 
the  House  previously  entered,  the  Clerk  will  call  the  private 
bills  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

estate    of    JOSEPH    MZHELICR 

Tlie  Clerk  called  the  first  bill  on  the  private  calendar 
(S.  920)  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Montana  to  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  estate 
of  Joseph  Mihelich. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That  Jurisdiction  la  hereby  conTerred  upon  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Montaxut  to  hear, 
detennlne.  and  render  Judgment,  as  \1  the  United  SUtes  were  suable 
In  tort,  upon  the  claim  of  the  estate  of  Joseph  Mihelich.  lor  dam- 
ages stistalned  as  a  result  of  the  death  of  Joseph  Mihelich.  who  was 
killed  at  Butte.  Mont.,  on  July  2.  1938.  by  the  caving  in  of  a  sewer 
ditch  which  had  been  dug  by  employees  of  the  Works  Progress  Ad- 
ministration: Provided,  That  the  Judgment,  if  any.  shall  not  exceed 
$5,000. 

Sac.  2.  Suit  upon  such  claim  may  be  instituted  at  any  time  within 
1  year  after  the  enactment  of  thla  act,  notwithstanding  the  lapse 
of  time  or  any  statute  of  llmltatlona.  Proceedings  for  the  determina- 
tion of  such  claims,  appeals  therefrom,  and  payment  of  any  judg- 
ment thereon  shall  be  in  the  same  manner  as  In  the  cases  oTer 
which  such  court  baa  Jun?dictlon  luider  the  provisions  of  para- 
graph 20  of  secUon  24  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  line  8.  after  the  figures,  insert  "the  death  of  the  said 
Joseph  Mihelich  being  allegedly  caused." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

CITT  OF  LEAVENWORTH,  KAlfS. 

TTie  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  a  1289,  for  the  relief  of  the 
city  of  Leavenworth.  Kans. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author- 
teed  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  city  of  Leavenworth.  Kans..  the 
sum  erf  $14,000.  in  fuU  settlement  at  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  growing  out  of  the  construction  during  1938  of  a  new  In- 
take from  the  Mlasotiri  Riyer  and  of  certain  sewer  extension  work 
made  necessary  by  such  new  intake.    Such  new  intake  was  made 


necessary  by  the  diversion  of  the  water  of  f^-^  river  from  the  old 
Intake  In  the  carrying  out  of  a  Federal  project  to  make  the  river 
a  navigable  stream:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated in  .his  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In 
any  siun  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

PARKER  M'KEE,  SR.,  AND  LOUISE  M'KEE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  2083,  conferring  jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
New  Jersey  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon 
the  claims  of  Parker  McKee,  Sr..  and  Louise  McKee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Jurisdiction  is  hereby  conferred  upon  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Parker  McKee. 
8r..  and  Louise  McKee.  of  Woodbury,  N.  J.,  against  the  United  States 
for  damages  for  the  death  of  their  son.  Parker  McKee,  Jr.,  as  the 
result  of  a  landslide  which  occurred  at  official  project  No.  165- 
22-3018  of  the  Works  Progress  Administration.  In  Woodbxory.  N.  J., 
on  April  7.  1937. 

Sec.  2.  In  the  determination  of  such  claims  the  United  States  shall 
be  held  liable  for  the  acts  of  Its  officers  and  employees  to  the  same 
extent  as  if  it  were  a  private  person;  exce)i<t  that  any  Judgment 
rendered  on  such  claims  shaU  not  be  for  any  amount  In  excess  of 
15.000. 

Sbc.  3.  Suit  upon  such  claims  may  be  instituted  at  any  time  within 
1  year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  notwithstanding  the 
lapse  of  time  or  any  statute  of  limitations.  Proceedings  for  the 
determination  of  such  claims,  and  appeals  from,  and  payment  of. 
any  Judgment  thereon  shall  be  In  the  same  manner  as  In  the  case 
of  claims  over  which  such  court  has  Jurisdiction  under  the  provisions 
of  paiagraph  "Twentieth"  of  section  24  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as 
amended. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  8,  after  the  word  "Jr.".  Insert  the  word  "allegedly." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

KATHEraKE  SCOTT,  MRS.  J.  H.  SCOTT.  JETTIE  STEWART,  AND  RUTH 
I  MINCEMEYER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2132.  for  the  relief  of  Kath- 
erine  Scott,  Mrs.  J.  H.  Scott,  Jettie  Stewart,  and  Ruth 
Mincemeyer. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Kathcrlne  Scott.  Ellington, 
Mo.,  the  sum  of  $2,000;  to  Mrs.  J.  H.  Scott.  Ellington,  Mo.,  $1300; 
to  Jettie  Stewart,  Ellington.  Mo..  $100;  and  to  Ruth  Mincemeyer, 
Clayton,  Mo..  $100;  in  all.  $3,500,  in  full  settlement  of  their  respec- 
tive claims  against  the  United  States  for  personal  injuries  sustained 
When  the  vehicle  in  which  they  were  riding  was  struck  by  a  truck 
of  United  States  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  Camp  S-70,  Forest 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture,  on  Missouri  State  Highway  No. 
106.  at  the  point  where  it  intersects  with  the  park  road  leading  to 
camp  &-70,  June  12,  1936:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  t)e  fined  In  any 
mm  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$2,000"  and  Insert 
In  lieu  thereof  "$2,500." 

Page  1,  line  7.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figtires  "$1,300"  and  Insert 
In  lieu  thereof  "$500." 

Page  1.  line  8.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$100"  and  Insert  in 
lieu  thereof  "$50." 

Page  1.  line  9,  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$100"  and  Insert  m 
lieu  thereof  "$50." 

Page  1.  line  9.  strike  out  tbe  sign  and  figures  "$3,500"  and  Insert 
In  heu  thereof  "$3,100." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

XSADORB  J.  ntZEDMAR 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2199.  for  the  relief  of 
Isadore  J.  Friedman. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  Isadore  J.  Friedman,  of  Belmar, 
N.  J.,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri- 
ated, the  sum  of  $1,693.86,  In  fuU  settlement  of  all  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  property  damage  and  personal  injuries  suf- 
fered by  him  when  a  truck  owned  by  the  United  States  Naval  Air 
Station.  Lakehurst.  W  J.,  collided  with  his  vehicle  on  February  5, 
1938,  on  Main  Street,  Lakehurst,  N.  J.:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  In  cotmectlon  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

WALTER     J.     HOGAN     AND     W.      R.     LARKIN.     F<»T     HALL     INDIAN 
IRRIGATION  PROJECT.  IDAHO 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  a  2419,  for  the  relief  of 
Walter  J,  Hogan  and  W.  R.  Larldn,  In  connection  with  the 
construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  the  Fort  Hall 
Indian  irrigation  project,  Idaho. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  of  June  20,  1938  (52  Stat.  1363). 
entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  individuals  In  connection 
with  the  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  the  Fort 
Hall  Indian  irrigation  project.  Idaho."  is  hereby  amended  by  sub- 
stituting the  amounts  of  $400  and  $2,000,  respectively,  in  lieu  of  the 
amounts  of  $100  and  $1300  appearing  in  the  act  immediately  fol- 
lowing the  names  of  Walter  J.  Hogan  and  W.  R.  Larkln. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ANNA   M.   SHEA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2572,  for  the  relief  of 
Anna  M.  Shea. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Anna  M.  Shea,  of  Portland.  Oreg.,  the 
sum  of  $161.50,  In  full  satisfaction  of  her  claim  against  the  United 
States  for  compensation  and  reimbursement  for  medical  and  hos- 
pital expenses  incurred  on  account  of  personal  Injuries  sustained 
by  her  as  the  result  of  being  struck  by  an  automobile  operated 
by  a  Works  Progress  Administration  employee  on  June  12.  1930, 
In  Portland,  Oreg.:  Provided,  "Riat  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shaU 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

MR.    AND    MRS.    JOHN    W.    FINLET 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2667,  for  the  relief  of  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  John  W.  Finley. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwl.se  appropriated,  to  Mr.  and  Mrs.  John 
W  Finley.  of  Roswell,  N.  Mex.,  the  sum  of  $2,500.  The  payment  of 
such  sum  shall  l)e  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the 
United  States  for  the  death  of  a  minor  son.  Calvin  Finley.  who 
was  killed  in  an  accident  Involving  a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps 
truck  on  April  24.  1934,  east  of  Roswell,  N.  Mex.:  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with 
this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  iinlawful,  any  contract  to  the 
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eontrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 


person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any 
sum  not  exceeding  $1,000."  j 
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C.  B.   REACH 

The  Clerk  caDed  the  bin  (H.  R.  2513) 
Reach.  r 


for  the  relief  of  C.  B. 


With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  3.  strike  out  the  word  "Ms"  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "be. 
and  he  is  hereby." 
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eontrarr  notwlthatandln«.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  ftct  shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
▼Ictlon  thereof  ahaU  be  fined  In  any  svim  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

CHARLES  R.  PARS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  279«)  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
H.  Parr, 
•niere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  and  limi- 
tations of  sections  15  to  20.  both  mcluslve.  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  compensation  for  employees  of  the  United  States 
•ulTerlng  Injuries  while  In  the  performance  of  their  duties,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  September  7.  1916,  as  amended,  the 
United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commission  is  hereby  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  receive  and  consider,  when  filed,  the  claim 
of  Charles  H.  Parr  for  dlsabUlty  alleged  to  have  been  Incurred  by 
him  on  or  about  September  14,  1933.  when  engaged  In  authorized 
activities  while  an  enroUee  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  at 
North  Vernon,  Ind.,  and  to  determine  said  claim  upon  its  merits 
under  the  provisions  of  said  act:  Provided,  That  said  claim  shall  be 
8l«d  with  the  United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commission 
not  later  than  60  days  after  the  approval  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

BLACK   HILLS   MITRODIST  ROSPTTAL 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1167)  for  the  relief  of  the 

Black  Hills  Methodist  Hospital  of  Rapid  City.  S.  Dak. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pmy.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Black  Hills  Methodist 
Hospital  of  Rapid  City.  S.  Dak.,  the  sum  of  1388  65  In  fviU  settle- 
ment of  Its  claims  against  the  United  States  for  services  rendered 
beneficiaries  of  the  Veterans'  Administration  by  the  hospital  prior 
to  1933  on  the  authority  of  the  designated  examiner  and  covered 
In  a  revised  voucher  received  In  the  central  olBce  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  on  June  9.  1933,  after  passage  of  the  Economy  Act 
of  March  20.  1933.  which  discontinued  the  authority  of  payment 
for  such  services. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

At  the  end  of  the  bill,  page  2.  insert  a  colon  and  the  following: 
"Prtnided.  lliat  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
czceas  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  oi  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  accotuit  of  services  rendered  In  con- 
nection with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con- 
tract to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  perscn  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
•1.000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  mo- 
tion to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

LESTKK   R.  TAYLOR 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1178)  for  the  relief  of 
Lester  R.  Taylor. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  cut  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Lester  R.  Taylor  the  sum 
of  $1307.50  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  for  Injuries,  hospital 
care,  and  other  expenses  suffered  and  Incurred  by  his  son.  Jerry 
Taylor,  a  mlncM-.  when  struck  by  a  Government  truck,  operated  In 
connection  with  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  at  Stvu-gis,  S.  Dak., 
on  June  14,  1937. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  6,  after  name  "Taylor",  Insert  "of  Stm^is.  S.  Dak." 
Line  6.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$1307.50"  and  insert  In 
Beu  thereof   ■$792.68." 

Line  6,  after  the  word  "claims".  Insert  "against  the  United  States." 
Line  8.  strike  out  the  word  "by"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "when." 
Line  8.  strike  out  the  word  "when"  and  inaert  in  lieu  thereof 


At  the  end  of  the  bill  add :  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.     Any 


person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any 
sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  mo- 
tion to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MALACHT  RTAH 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  1846)  for  the  relief  of 
Malachy  Ryan. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted.  ete„  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  the 
account  of  Bfelachy  Ryan,  former  acting  postmaster  at  Caledonia. 
Minn.,  with  the  sum  of  $109,  lost  by  reason  of  burglary  occurring 
m  his  office  May  8,  1933. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

CLAIM  OP  D.  X.  SANDKRS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2078)  conferring  jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Oklahoma  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judg- 
ment upon  the  claim  of  D.  X.  Sanders. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Jurisdiction  is  hereby  conferred  upon 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Okla- 
homa to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment,  without  Interven- 
tion of  a  Jury,  upon  the  claim  of  D.  X.  Sanders,  of  Sallisaw.  Okla., 
for  damaiges  allegedly  sustained  by  him  in  July  or  August 
1919  as  a  result  of  the  Injviry  and  death  of  approximately  150  head 
of  cattle,  by  reason  of  the  alleged  neglect  of  an  Inspector  of  the 
Btireau  of  Animal  Industry,  Department  of  Agriculture,  In  the 
dipping  of  said  cattle  for  the  elimination  of  Infested  ticks,  prepara- 
tory to  Interstate  shipment. 

Sbc.  2.  Suit  upon  such  claim  may  be  instituted  at  any  time  within 
1  year  after  the  enactment  of  this  act.  notwithstanding  the  lapse 
of  time  or  any  statute  of  limitations.  Proceedings  for  the  determi- 
nation of  such  claim,  appeals  therefrom,  and  payment  of  any  Judg- 
ment thereon  shall  be  in  the  same  manner  as  in  the  cases  over  which 
such  coiirt  has  Jurisdiction  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  20  of 
section  24  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

DAN  YANCEY 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (HL  R.  2083)  for  the  relief  of  Dan 
Yancey. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Dan 
Yancey,  the  sum  of  $2,000.  The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  In 
full  satisfaction  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  arising  in 
connection  with  the  forfeiture  of  a  lease  to  certain  Federal  lands 
east  of  Mammoth  Springs  In  Yellowstone  National  Park  (formerly 
known  as  Yancey's)  and  the  refusal  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  to  renew  or  grant  any  further  lease  of  such  lands  to  the 
said  Dan  Yancey,  and  also  the  destruction  of  certain  buildings  on 
said  lands  owned  by  the  said  Dan  Yancey. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  6,  page  1.  after  "Tancey",  insert  "of  Livingston.  Mont"  and 
strike  out    '$2,000"  and  Insert  "$1,000." 

Page  2,  line  5,  strike  out  the  period.  Insert  a  colon,  and  the  follow- 
ing :  "Proruied,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act 
In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  p(dd  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account  of 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  said  claim.  It  shaU  be  unlaw- 
ful for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect, 
withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered 
to  connection  with  said  claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  nhwU 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 
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C.   B.  HXACH 


The  Clerk  caDed  the  bin  (H.  R.  2513)  for  the  relief  of  C.  B. 
Reagh. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  C.  B.  Reagh,  Belden.  Miss., 
the  sum  of  $500.  The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  In  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  against  the  United  SUtes  for  losses  sustained  by 
the  said  C.  B.  Reagh  on  account  of  personal  Injuries  received  by 
Robert  Reagh,  his  minor  son.  when  he  was  struck  on  May  6,  1937, 
near  Acton.  Tenn.,  by  a  motor  vehicle  to  the  service  of  the  Civilian 
Conservation  Corps. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2.  line  1.  after  the  word  "Corps",  strike  out  the  period,  add 
a  colon  and  the  following:  "Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attor- 
neys, on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim 
It  "shall  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys, 
to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated in  this  act  to  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on  account  of 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  said  claim,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined  to  any  Bum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  as 
amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

CLAIM  or  GERALDINX  ASH 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2901)  conferring  jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Middle  Dis- 
trict of  CJeorgia,  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment 
upon  the  claim  of  CJeraldine  Ash. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Jurisdiction  Is  hereby  conferred  upon 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment,  as  If  the  United  States 
were  suable  In  tort,  and  notwithstanding  the  lapse  of  time  or  any 
provision  of  law  to  the  contrary,  upon  the  claim  of  Geraldlne  Ash 
for  damages  on  account  of  personal  tojurles  sustained  by  the  said 
Oeraldtoe  Ash  in  a  collision  Involving  the  automobile  in  which  she 
was  riding  and  a  truck  operated  by  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  on  January  18,  1938.  In  the  city 
of  Athens,  Ga. :  Provided,  That  the  measure  of  damages  to  govern 
to  said  suit  shall  be  the  same  as  is  or  may  be  provided  and  author- 
ised by  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Georgia:  Provided  further.  That 
the  Judgment,  If  any,  shall  not  exceed  $5,000.  Such  suit  shall  be 
brought  within  1  year  from  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  and 
ahaU  not  abate  by  the  death  of  the  claimant  but  may  t)e  continued 
to  the  event  of  her  death  by  her  personal  representative,  as  pro- 
vided by  the  laws  of  Georgia.  ,     ^    ._.  . 

Sec  2.  The  United  States  district  attorney  for  the  middle  district 
of  Georgia  is  hereby  charged  with  the  duty  of  defending  the  United 
States  In  any  suit  instituted  under  the  authority  of  section  1  of 
this  act. 

Sec.  3.  There  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sum  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  the  amount  of  any  Judgment  rendered  pursuant 
to  this  act.  The  amount  of  such  Judgment,  when  appropriated, 
shall  be  paid  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  upon  presentation  of 
a  duly  authenticated  copy  of  the  Judgment  of  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
Page  1    line  8.  after  the  word  "for".  Insert  the  word  "alleged", 
and  on  page ,  line  3.  strike  out  the  figures  "18"  and  insert  "10." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Tlie  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  ft 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

I  LELANS   G.  MYERS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  3142,  for  the  relief  of 
Leland  O.  Myers. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author- 
ised and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Leland  O.  Myers,  New  Kensington.  Pa., 
the  sum  of  $250.  The  pajTnent  of  such  sum  shall  be  in  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for  losses  sustained 
by  the  said  Leland  G.  Myers  on  account  of  personal  injuries  received 
as  the  result  of  an  accident  on  October  23,  1937,  on  Pennsylvania 
Route  No  66,  Involving  an  automobile  owned  and  operated  by  the 
said  Leland  G.  Myers  and  a  Government-owned  truck  in  the  service 
Of  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  United  SUtes  Army. 


With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Ltoe  3,  strike  out  the  word  "i«"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "be, 
and  he  is  hereby." 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  ":  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  to  this  act  to  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
to  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

-  ROSE   BILAmS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  3163,  for  the  relief  of 
Rose  Bllaltls. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  and  In  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  to  Rose  Bllaltls, 
the  sum  of  $1,000,  covering  bond  guaranteeing  the  departure  from 
the  United  States  of  Petras  Gavenas.  alien,  who  disappeared,  causing 
forfeiture  of  the  bond,  and  who  was  later  apprehended  and  de- 
ported: Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account 
of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim.  It  shall  be  un- 
lawful for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  col- 
leet,  withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amount  appropriated  in 
this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on  account  of  services  ren- 
dered In  connection  with  said  claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  to  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
Page  1,  line  7,  after  the  name  "Bilaitis".  insert  a  comma  and  the 
words  "of  Detroit,  Mich." 

Beginning  with  the  syllable  "Pro-"  at  the  end  of  line  10,  page  1. 
strike  out  the  remaining  language  of  the  bill  and  Insert  in  lieu 
thereof:  ":  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In 
this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
in  connection  wtlh  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

CLIFF  KNOWLEM 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  3976.  for  the  relief  of 
CliCf  Knowlen. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasxiry  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Cliff  Knowlen,  Bralnerd,  Minn.,  the  sum 
of  $5,000.  The  payment  of  such  sxim  shall  be  in  full  settlement  of 
all  claims  against  the  United  States  for  losses  sxistalned  by  the  said 
cuff  Knowlen  on  account  of  personal  Injxirles  received  by  Violet 
Knowlen,  his  minor  daughter,  when  the  said  Violet  Knowlen  was 
struck  on  September  30,  1938.  1  mile  north  of  Garrison,  Crow  Wing 
Coimty,  Minn.,  to  front  of  the  Borden  Lake  Schoolhouse.  on  high- 
way No  18  by  a  Civilian  Conservation  Cori>s  truck  operating  under 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  National  Park  Service.  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  3,  strike  out  the  word  "is"  and  insert  to  lieu  thereof  "be.  and 

he  is  hereby."  .  ^  .       _   .      .. 

Ltoe  5,  strike  out  the  name  "Cliff  Knowlen"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "the  legal  guardian  of  Violet  Knowlen.  a  minor,  of." 

Line  6,  strike  out  the  sign  and  flgxires  "$5,000"  and  Insert  to  lieu 
thereof  "$2,500." 

Unes  7  and  8,  strike  out  the  langxiage  "tat  loaaes  sustatoed  by 
the  said  Cliff  Knowlen." 

Line  9,  after  the  word  "YrT.  insert  "the  said",  and  strike  out  the 
words  "his  minor  daughter." 

At  the  end  of  the  bill,  add  " :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  accoxint 
of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
ghaii  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
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Page  1.  line  9.  after  the  wcwd  "Department",  strike  out  the  lan- 
guage "taken  to  a  robbery." 

a,  line  6.  strike  out  the  "T*  to  the  name  of  "John  T.  Mur- 


to  the  Treasxiry  not  otherwise  appropriated  the  sum  of  $3,400  to 
Raymond  C.  Knight,  of  Lyle.  Wash.,  in  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  against  the  United  States  on  account  of  personal  Injurlee 
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Any  person  Ttolatlng  the  provision*  of  this  act  ■!»*»»»•  ^^^ 
guntyot  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convlcUon  thereol  shall  be  fined 
In  any  smn  not  exceeding  •l.OOO." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  Utle  of  the  bUl  was  amended  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Violet  Knowlen,  a  minor." 

MAUDS   SXnXXVAN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  4113,  for  the  relief  of 
Maude  SuUivan. 

Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  be.  and  he 
li  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
TleMUijl  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Maude  Sullivan,  widow  of 
the  late  Lt.  Col.  William  B.  Sullivan,  United  States  Marine  Corps, 
the  sum  of  Si. 157.  in  full  satisfaction  of  all  hU  claims  against  the 
United  States  for  the  loss  of  certain  of  the  personal  property  of  the 
Ute  Lieutenant  Colonel  Sullivan  on  September  1.  1W3,  in  the 
earthquake  at  Kamakura. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  8.  strike  out  the  word  "his". 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  "Provided,  Tliat  no  part  of  the 
amoimt  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
gtUIty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  tl.OOO." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
-^^,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
>^  /   slder  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MART  RKH)  HXTDSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  4142.  for  the  reUef  of 
Mary  Reld  Hudson. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
la  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
TtWMUry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mary  Reld  Hudson,  Hen- 
ryeCta,  Okla..  the  sum  of  S6.160.  The  payment  of  such  sum  shall 
be  tn  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for 
damages  sustained  by  the  said  Mary  Reld  Hudson  on  accotmt  of 
personal  Injuries  received  on  March  27.  1937.  in  Schulter.  Okla.. 
when  the  automobile  which  she  was  driving  was  struck  by  a  trailer 
which  became  detached  from  a  truck  In  the  service  of  the  Works 
Proyees  Administration  at  the  instant  ruch  truck  was  in  the  act 
d  passing  such  automobile. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  6.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$6,100"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "$3,000." 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add :  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  aooount 
of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
ahall  be  imlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  fl.OOO." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

PRIlfCIPIO  AMKN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  4801.  for  the  relief  of 
Prindpio  Amen. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
la  bateby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Prlnclplo  Amen  the  sum 
of  $7,500  In  full  settlement  of  claim  against  the  United  States 
Oovenunent  on  account  of  permanent  injuries  received  by  hla 
Infant  daughter,  Mary  Camastro,  by  a  United  States  Army  truck 
on  April  4.  1936.  about  1  o'clock  p.  m.,  at  northwest  comer  of 
Northern  Boulevard  and  One  Hundred  and  Third  Street,  Corona. 
Queens  County,  N.  Y.:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or 
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attorneys  on  accotmt  of  serrlces  rendered  In  connection  with  said 
claim  It  shaU  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or 
attorneys  to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  simi  of  the 
amotmt  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  vlolaUng 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  convlcUon  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing »1,000. 


With  the  following  committee  amendments: 


? 


Page  1,  line  6,  strike  out  the  name  •T*rlncipio  Amen"  and  insert 
in  Ueu  thereof  "the  legal  gviardian  of  Mary  Camastro,  a  minor,  of 
Corona.  N.  Y." 

Page  1.  line  6,  strike  out  the  sign  and  tiguxes  TT.SOO"  and  Insert 
In  lieu  thereof  "$6,000." 

Page  1,  line  7,  between  the  words  "oT'  and  "claim".  Insert  "all.- 

Page  1,  line  8.  add  an  "s"  to  the  word  "claim." 

Page  1.  line  9.  strike  out  the  words  "his  Infant  daughter"  and 
irisert  in  Ueu  thereof  "the  said." 

Page  2.  line  2.  after  the  word  "Provided,"  strike  out  remainder  of 
bill,  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "That  no  part  of  the  amotmt  appro- 
priated In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  oT 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  ujwn  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any 
simi  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  Ume.  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Mary  Camastro,  a  minor." 

ANKIX   BROWM 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  4971,  for  the  relief  of 

Annie  Brown. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Annie  Brown,  of  Rockport, 
Maine,  the  sum  of  $1,300.  The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  in 
full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for  loaaea 
sustained  by  the  said  Annie  Brown  on  account  of  personal  Injuries 
received  on  July  7.  1937,  in  Lincolnville,  Maine,  when  she  fell  into 
an  unllghted  and  unprotected  ditch  made  in  connection  with  a 
National  Park  Service  project. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  6.  strike  out  the  sign  and  flgiires  "$1,300"  and  insert  in 
Ueu  thereof  "$1,000." 

At  the  end  of  the  biU  add:  ":  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  ac- 
count of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shaU  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  ahall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

JOHN  T.  MTTRPHY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU.  H.  R.  5365,  for  the  relief  of 
John  T.  Murphy. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorised  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  apprc^rlated.  to  John  T.  Murphy,  of 
Indianapolis.  Ind.,  the  sum  of  $500  for  personal  loss  suffered  as  the 
result  of  a  loss  of  a  like  tnim  of  money,  the  funds  of  the  Post  Office 
Department,  taken  In  a  robbery,  and  which  Mr.  Miixphy's  superiors 
ordered  and  advised  him  to  repay  from  his  personal  funds,  and 
which  simi  he  did  then  and  there  deduct  from  his  personal  funds 
and  apply  to  the  funds  of  the  Post  Office  Department,  all  In 
violation  of  Postal  Laws  and  Regulations,  and  for  which  he  should 
not  have  been  held  to  have  been  responsible  as  postal  authorities 
have  exonerated  said  John  T.  Murphy,  following  official  Investiga- 
tion, of  having  been  a  party  to,  or  responsible  for,  said  robbery. 

With  the  following  committee  amoidments: 

Page  1.  line  6.  strike  out  the  "T"  in  the  name  of  "John  T.  Mur-  , 
phy"  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  "J." 

Page  1.  line  6,  after  the  sign  and  figures  "$500",  insert  the  lai^ 
guage  "in  fuU  settlement  ot  aU  claims  against  the  United  Statea." 


Page  1.  line  9,  after  the  wMti  "Department",  strike  out  the  lan- 
guage "taken  In  a  robbery." 

Page  2.  line  6.  strike  out  the  "T"'  in  the  name  at  "John  T.  Mur- 
phy" and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "J." 

At  the  end  of  the  biU  add:  "Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
itft^ii  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  mlsdemeanc»'  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  sunended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  John  J.  Murphy." 

I  VXRNON   ATKXSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  5592,  for  the  relief 
of  Vernon  Atklson. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Vernon  Atklson,  of  Greenville,  8.  C,  the 
sum  of  $5,092.50.  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  for  personal  Injuries  received  by  him  and  property  damage 
to  his  bicycle  when  such  bicycle  was  struck  on  Paris  Moimtaln 
Road  near  GrcenvlUe.  S.  C.  on  the  morning  of  December  30,  1937, 
by  a  truck  in  the  service  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps:  Pro- 
vided, That  no  part  of  the  ?nK>\int  appropriated  In  this  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shaU  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  tiiis 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shaU  be  fined  In  any  simi  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  3,  strike  out  the  word  "is"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "be, 

and  he  is  hereby." 

Line  8,  after  the  word  "to",  insert  "the  legal  guardian  of." 

Line  6.  after  the  name  "Atklson",  Insert  "a  minor." 

Line  7.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$5,092.60"  and  insert  In 

Ueu  thereof  "$2,000." 

Line  9.  strike  out  the  word  "him"  and  Insert  in  Ueu  thereof  "the 

said  Vernon  Atklson." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

MORRISSEY  CONSTRTTCnON  CO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  5823,  for  the  relief  of 
Morrissey  Construction  Co. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Morrissey  Construction 
Co..  of  Vlcksburg,  Miss.,  the  sum  of  $1,316.52  for  work  performed 
for  Works  Progress  Administration  by  tractors  of  said  Morrissey 
Construction  Co.  In  airport  at  luka.  Miss.,  for  which  payment  has 
not  been  made :  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated 
in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  7,  strike  out  "$1,316.52"  and  Insert  "$1,097.06.  in  full 
settlement  of  aU  claims  against  the  United  States." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

RAYMOND  C.  KKIGHT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  5930,  for  the  relief 
of  Raymond  C.  Knight. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
ha  la  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 


In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated  the  sum  of  $3,400  to 
Raymond  C.  Knight,  of  Lyle.  Wash.,  in  fuU  settlement  of  aU 
claims  against  the  United  States  on  account  of  personal  injuries 
and  expenses  incident  thereto,  as  the  result  of  being  struck  by  a 
truck  belonging  to  the  ClvUlan  Conservation  Corps  on  May  7, 
1938,  on  United  States  Highway  No.  410,  about  7  mUea  north  of 
Dayton,  Wash. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  Une  5,  strike  out  "$3,400"  and  Insert  "$2,500." 
Page  2,  line  1,  after  the  word  "Washington",  Insert  the  following: 
"Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  tiiereof  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connec- 
tion with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawfiil,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

Mr.  COSTELXO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 

the  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cosmxo  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment: Strike  out  "$2,500"  and  insert  "$1,600." 

The  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

JOHN   K.    AVERY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R  6215,  for  the  relief  of 

John  E.  Avery. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $1,000  to  John 
E.  Avery,  Rural  Free  Delivery  No.  2,  Honey  Grove,  Ttex..  in  full 
settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for  personal  in- 
juries and  damages  sustained  by  the  said  John  E.  Avery  on  April  26, 
1938,  as  the  result  of  a  collision  Involving  a  Works  Progress  Ad- 
ministration truck,  assignment  No.  24941.  said  truck  being  employed 
at  that  time  In  connection  with  project  No.  6634.  Honey  Grove,  Tex., 
street  Improvement  and  construction :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  any  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  5.  strike  out  "$1,000"  and  Insert  "$500." 
Page  1,  line  8,  strike  out  "and  damages"  and  insert  "and  expenses 
incident  thereto." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

PENNSYLVANIA  STATE  COLLBCK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bin,  H.  R.  6553,  for  the  relief  of 
the  Pennsylvania  State  College. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treewury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Pennsylvania 
State  CoUege  the  sum  of  $5,000,  In  full  satisfaction  of  its  claim 
against  the  United  States  Government  arising  out  of  loss  and 
damages  to  property  held  under  a  10-year  lease  by  the  Pennsyl- 
vania State  CoUege.  which  property  was  occupied  by  the  Civilian 
Conservation  Corpe  without  permission  of  the  Pennsylvania  State 
College:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amoimt  appropriated  In 
this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  sliaU  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  an  ag;ent  or  attorney  on  accotmt  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shaU  ha 
unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
pec^on  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shaU  be  deemed  guUty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  In 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
Page  1,  line  6.  strike  out  •^.000"  and  insert  "$826.98." 
The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  ta 
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The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

CHARLES  H.  TTFIOlf 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biB,  H.  R.  6598,  for  the  relief  of 
Charles  H.  Upton. 
There   being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,   as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  (rf  the  Treasury  Is  authorlacd 
and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwtoe 
Mjproprtated.  to  Charles  H.  Upton,  of  San  Ftanclsco,  Calif.,  the 
sum  of  1323  83  The  payment  of  such  sum  shaU  be  In  full  setUe- 
ment  of  the  claim  of  the  said  Charles  H.  Upton  against  the  United 
States  for  mileage  allowence  while  performing  the  duties  of  acting 
chief  probation  and  parole  omcer  for  the  northern  district  at 
California,  for  travel  authorized  by  means  of  his  privately  owned 
automobUe  during  the  period  from  May  193«  to  February  1937.  both 
Inclusive.  Such  claim  for  mileage  was  disallowed  by  the  General 
Accoxmtlng  Office  because  travel  was  performed  in  an  automobUe 
registered  in  the  name  of  the  wife  of  the  said  Charles  H.  Upton. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  the  following: 
•TTiftt  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  Is  authorized 
and  directed  to  allow  credit  In  the  accounts  of  George  Vice.  United 
States  marshal,  northern  district  of  California,  for  paymenu  totaling 
the  amount  of  $22333  made  to  Charles  H.  Upton,  of  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  which  payments  were  for  mileage  allowance  whUe  the  said 
Charles  H.  Upton  was  performing  the  duties  of  acting  chief  pro- 
bation and  parole  officer  for  the  northern  district  of  California,  for 
travel  authorised  by  means  of  a  privately  owned  automobile  during 
the  period  from  May  1938  to  February  1937.  both  Inclusive,  such 
claim  for  mileage  having  been  disallowed  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  because  travel  was  performed  In  an  automobile  registered  In 
the  name  of  the  wife  of  the  said  Charles  H.  Upton,  whereas  the 
act  of  February  14,  1931.  provides  for  the  payment  of  mUeage  to  an 
officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  only  for  travel  performed 
tn  the  traveler's  own  automobile." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Wll  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  tc  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

LOUIS  A.  CHAHLAHV 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6605,  for  the  relief  of 
Louis  A.  Charland. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacteA,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  and 
limitations  of  sections  15  to  20.  both  Inclusive,  of  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  to  provide  compensation  for  employees  of  the 
United  States  suffering  injxiries  while  in  the  performance  of  their 
duties,  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  September  7,  1916.  as 
amended,  the  United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commis- 
sion is  hereby  authorised  and  directed  to  receive  and  consider, 
irtwn  filed,  the  claim  of  Louis  A.  Charland  for  disability  alleged 
to  have  been  incurred  by  him  on  or  about  November  11,  1935, 
when  engaged  In  authorized  activities  while  an  employee  of  the 
Veterans'  facility  at  Sunmount,  N.  T..  and  to  determine  said 
claim  upon  its  merits  and  under  the  provisions  of  said  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2.  line  3.  after  the  word  "Act"  insert  a  colon  and  the 
following:  "Pnyvided,  That  such  claim  be  filed  within  6  months 
after  the  passage  of  this  act:  And  provided  further.  That  no 
benefits  ahaU  accnie  prior  to  the  approval  of  this  act." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  Ume,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

T.   JACK   NKAL 

Ihe  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6686,  for  the  relief 
or  T.  Jack  Neal. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  T.  Jack  Neal  the  sum 
of  $2,500.  as  a  reward  and  in  fxill  settlement  of  all  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  personal  Injuries  to  him  and  medical  and 
bospltal  expenses  incident  thereto,  incident  to  the  capture  by  him 
of  Max  and  Nathan  Zarrani.  counterfeit  note  passers,  said  capture 
occurring  in  the  F&rragut  Hotel  at  Knoxvllle,  Tenn.^  on  April  21 
1S30. 
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With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Pase  1  line  5,  after  the  word  "Neal".  insert  "of  KnoxiUe.  Tenn." 
Page  l!  Une  6.  strike  out  "•2.500"  and  insert  "$1.500'' 
Page  2    line  2.  after  "1939",  Insert  a  oolon  and  the  following: 
-Provided   That  'no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act 
in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  sbaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  at  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
coimectlon  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary   notwithstanding.     Any   person    violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  ahaU  be  fined  in  any  siim  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000." 
The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ELIZA  WARROf 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6822,  for  the  reUef  of 
Eliza  Warren. 
There  being  no  objecticm,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  Eliza  Warren,  of 
Brookhaven.  Miss.,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  the  sum  of  $1,000  in  full  satisfaction  of  her  claim 
against  the  United  States  for  personal  Injuries  recelTed.  and  the 
sum  of  $450  for  damage  to  her  car.  on  the  7th  day  of  April  1938, 
when  struck  by  a  car  driven  by  Bertha  Rich,  an  employee  of  the 
Works  Progress  Administration,  and  attached  to  Its  office  at  Brook- 
haven.  Miss  .  while  In  the  official  performance  of  her  duties  for 
said  Works  Progress  Administration:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  accoxmt  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  smd  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  f (blowing  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  4.  after  the  word  "pay",  Insert  "In  full  settlement  of 
all  claims  against  the  United  States." 

Page  1.  line  7.  strike  out  "$1,000  in  full  satisfaction  of  her  claim 
against  the  United  States",  and  Insert  "$150  " 

Page  1.  line  9.  strike  out  "the  siun  of  $450  for  damage  to  her" 
and  Insert  "to  George  T.  Warren  the  sum  of  $143.05  for  damage  to 
his" 

Page  1.  line  11,  after  the  word  "when".  Insert  "automobUe  was." 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costillo  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment: On  page  1,  line  8.  strike  out  "$150"  and  Insert  "$500." 

The  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Eliza  Warren  and  George  T.  Warren." 

KTBTLE   C.   RADABAT7GH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6864,  for  the  relief  of 
Bfyrtle  C.  Radabaugh. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HANCOCK  and  Mr.  HALLECK  objected,  and.  under 
the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

WALTEB  CHWALKK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R  7173,  for  the  relief  of 
Walter  Chwalek. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ised and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  TYeasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Walter  Chwalek.  the  svun  of  $2,938.50,  In 
full  settlement  of  his  claim  against  the  Oovemment  as  the  reeiilt 
of  his  receiving  personal  and  property  damages  when  his  automobile 
was  struck  by  a  truck  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  Army: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connec- 
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tlon  with  this  clalta.  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  Une  3.  strike  out  "Is"  and  Insert  "be,  and  he  Is  hereby." 
Une  5.  after  "Chwalek".  Insert  "of  Oswego.  N.  T." 
Line  7,  strike  out  "his  claim  against  the  Government"  and  Insert 
"all  claims  against  the  United  States." 
Line  10,  after  "Army",  insert  "on  August  24,  1937.** 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

CLDTORD  J.  Wnj.TAMS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7843.  for  the  relief  of 
Clifford  J.  Williams. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Postmaster  General  Is  authorized 
and  directed  to  credit  the  accoxmt  of  Clifford  J.  Williams,  post- 
master, at  Balnbrldge.  Ga.,  In  the  sum  of  $10,068.28.  Such  sum 
represents  a  balance  due  on  a  shortage  In  the  accounts  of  John  A. 
Harrison,  former  assistant  postmaster,  which  accrued  prior  to 
August  15.  1926,  the  date  of  the  appointment  of  the  said  Clifford  J. 
Williams  as  postmaster  aforesaid. 

Sec  2.  The  surety  on  the  bond  of  the  said  Clifford  J.  Williams, 
as  postmaster  at  Balnbrldge.  Oa..  U  hereby  relieved  of  any  liability 
on  account  of  such  shortage. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CERTAIN  DISBURSING  OFTICERS  OF  THE  ARMT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  8096.  for  the  relief  of 
certain  disbursing  officers  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
and  for  the  settlement  of  individual  claims  approved  by 
the  War  Department. 

There  being  no  objecUon,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  In  the 
accounts  of  the  following  disbursing  officers  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  SUtes  the  amounts  set  opposite  their  names:  MaJ.  Lester  L. 
Boggs,  Finance  Department.  $148.38;  MaJ.  George  W.  Brent.  Coast 
ArtlUery  Corps.  $78.50;  Lt.  Col.  Edward  T.  Comegys.  Finance  Depart- 
ment. $6.08;  MaJ.  Ray  B.  Conner.  Finance  Department.  $162.10; 
MaJ.  George  W.  Cooke.  Finance  Department.  $29.90;  Lt.  Col.  Horatio 
G.  Coykendall.  Finance  Department,  $5.50;  MaJ.  Frederick  E.  Coyne, 
jr..  Finance  Department.  $59;  Lt.  Col.  Walter  D.  Dabney,  Finance 
Department.  $17.86;  MaJ.  Oliver  W.  DeGruchy.  Finance  Department. 
$18.57;  Capt.  James  H.  Dickie.  Finance  Department,  $63  74;  Capt. 
Lemuel  E  Edwards,  Finance  Department,  $50;  Lt.  Col.  Horace  G. 
Ptostcr.  Finance  Department,  $358.75:  Lt.  CoL  Prank  M.  Holmes, 
Finance  Department.  $230.75:  Capt.  John  8.  Knudsen,  Finance  De- 
partment, $29J9;  Capt.  Ray  H.  Larklns.  Finance  Department,  $6: 
MaJ.  Charles  Lewis,  Finance  Department.  $79.27;  Lt.  Col.  James 
MacKay,  Finance  Department.  $203.32;  Capt.  Charles  K.  McAlister, 
Finance  Department.  $30;  MaJ.  Edmund  W.  McLarren.  Finance 
Department.  $104.27;  Lt.  Col.  Dana  W.  Morey,  Finance  Department. 
$208  34  Capt  David  H.  Passell.  Finance  Reserve,  $19.96;  MaJ.  Arthur 
O.  Walsh.  Finance  Department,  $158.32;  MaJ.  Hugh  Whltt.  Finance 
Department.  $6;  said  amounts  being  public  funds  for  which  they 
are  accountable  and  which  comprise  minor  errors  In  computations 
of  pay  and  allowances  due  former  members  of  the  Civilian  Con- 
servation Corps,  enlisted  men  of  the  Regular  Army,  members  of  the 
Officers'  Reserve  Corps,  members  of  the  citizens'  military  training 
camps,  civilian  employees,  and  conunerclal  Arms  or  Indlvldiials 
from  whom  collection  of  the  overpaymento  cannot  be  effected,  and 
which  amounts  have  been  dlsaUowed  by  the  Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  these  amoimts 
shall  be  charged  against  any  person  or  commerolal  firm  other  than 
the  payees. 

Sec.  2  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  In  the  accounts  of 
Lt.  Col.  Horatio  G.  CoykendaU,  Finance  Department,  the  sum  of 
$17.98.  public  funds  for  which  he  Is  accountable  and  which  were 
paid  to  the  Christ  Overgaard  Sawmill  for  lumber  and  dlsaUowed  by 
the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States. 

8»c.  3.  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  in  the  accounts  of 
MaJ.  Henry  M.  Denning.  Finance  Department,  the  sum  of  $56.68. 
public  funds  for  which  he  Is  accountable,  and  which  were  stolen 
from  the  office  safe  of  hU  agent  officer  at  One  Hundred  and  Forty- 
fifth  Company,  Civilian  Conaorvatlon  Corps.  Plymouth,  Vt.,  during 
the  night  of  November  30-December  1,  1837. 

Sec  4  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  be,  and  he  Is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury 


not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Capt.  Seward  W.  Hulee,  Quartermas- 
ter Corps,  the  amount  of  $56.44  In  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim 
against  the  United  States  fCH*  a  like  amount  which  was  paid  by  him 
for  advertising  for  and  in  the  Interests  of  the  United  States  without 
the  prior  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  War  as  reqxilred  by  Revised 
SUtutes  3828  (44  U.  S.  C.  324). 

Sbc.  5.  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  In  the  accounts  of 
Capt.  Jolin  8.  Knudsen.  Fmanoe  Department,  the  amount  of  $321.50, 
public  funds  for  which  he  Is  accountable,  which  were  paid  to  the 
Hlllcrest  Water  Oo.  for  drinking  water  and  dlBallowed  by  tbe  Comp- 
troUer  General  of  the  United  States. 

Sac.  6.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  be  la  hereby. 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Capt.  Frederick  W.  Long,  Jr.,  Infantry 
Reserve,  the  sum  of  $119.  In  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against 
the  United  States  for  a  like  amount  which  was  paid  by  him  to 
Capt.  C.  R.  Mlze,  Finance  Department,  finance  officer,  district  C, 
Fort  Oglethorpe,  Ga.,  as  reimbursement  for  public  funds  lost  when 
the  company  safe  was  stolen  from  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  Com- 
pany 4495.  Tenn,  TVA  P-15,  Harrison,  Tenn..  on  the  night  ot 
October  31-November  1,  1938. 

Sec.  7.  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  be.  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  in  the  accounts  of 
Biaj.  Arthur  O.  Walsh,  Finance  Department,  the  amount  of  $67.48, 
public  funds  for  which  he  Is  accountable,  which  amount  has  been 
disallowed  by  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  on 
ac<;ount  of  failure  to  obtain  a  cash  receipt  for  a  payment  made  to 
an  enlisted  man  now  deceased. 

Sec.  8.  That  payments  heretofore  made  for  salaries  and  travel  ex- 
penses Incident  to  the  attendance  of  educational  advlsere.  Civilian 
Conservation  Corps,  at  aquatic  schools  for  the  purp>ose  of  receiving 
Instruction  In  llfesavlng,  are  hereby  ratified  and  validated,  and  the 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  Is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  allow  credit  in  the  accounts  of  disbursing  offlcera  of  the 
Army  for  and  on  account  of  all  such  payments. 

Sec.  9.  That  payments  heretofore  made  for  travel  allowances  to 
personnel  In  and  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  War  Department  In- 
cident to  the  Ohio-Mississippi  flood  In  1937  are  hereby  ratified  and 
validated,  and  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  Is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  allow  credit  In  the  accounts  of 
disbursing  officers  of  the  Army  for  and  on  account  of  all  such  pay- 
ments: Provided.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  Is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  any  person  a  sum  equal  to 
the  amount  collected  from  such  person  on  account  of  payments 
which  are  herein  validated,  upon  presentation  of  a  claim  therefor 
to  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States,  who  Is  authorized 
and  directed  to  certify  same  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
payment. 

Sec.  10.  That  payments  heretofore  made  to  Cornelius  M.  Daly 
(now  lieutenant  colonel,  Cavalry)  for  longevity  pay  Increases  in- 
cident to  his  service  as  a  cadet.  United  States  Revenue  Cutler  Serv- 
ice, are  hereby  ratified  and  validated,  and  the  Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States  Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  allow 
credit  In  the  accounts  of  disbursing  officers  of  the  Army  for  and  on 
account  of  all  such  payments. 

Sec.  11.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  Is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  administrator  of  the  estate  of 
Capt.  Blgelow  B.  Barbee.  Finance  Department,  the  amount  of 
$191.73.  which  amount  represents  overpayments  due  to  minor  errors 
of  computation  of  pay  and  allowances  due  former  enrollees  of  the 
ClvlUan  Conservation  Corps,  and  was  deducted  by  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  from  the  amount  authorized  to  be  paid 
to  the  estate  of  Capt.  Barbee  by  the  act  of  June  22.  1938  (52  Stat. 
1373):  Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  amount  shall  be  charged 
against  any  person  other  than  the  person  erroneously  paid. 

Sec.  12.  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  be, 
and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  In  the  accounts 
of  Lt.  Col.  Walter  D.  Dabney,  Finance  I>epartment.  the  amount  of 
$30.25  public  funds  for  which  he  Is  accountable,  which  were  paid 
to  a  former  enrollee  for  final  pay,  and  to  a  clvlUan  employee  for 
travel  allowances,  and  disallowed  by  the  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ES  STMES   AND  ELXZABKTH  ST1CXS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  H.  R.  8227.  for  the  relief  of 
Ed  Symes  and  his  wife.  Elizabeth  Symes,  and  certain  other 
citizens  of  the  State  of  Texas. 

Mr.  HALLECK  and  Mr.  COSTELLO  objected,  and.  imder 
the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

MRS.   S.  J.   M'CARSLl 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  5424,  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  K  J.  McCardle. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bUl.  as  foUows: 
Be  U  enacted,  etc..  Tliat  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea«\ary  be.  and 
he  to  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  <rf  any  money  m 
the  Trwury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mrs.  E.  J.  McCardle,  ol 
Ifaoon  Oa  the  sum  of  tS.OOO.  as  compensation  for  the  death  of  her 
•on  James  Courson.  resiiltlng  from  a  collision  on  September  6,  1929. 
between  a  motorcycle  on  which  he  was  riding  and  an  automobUe 
operated  by  a  Federal  prohibition  agent. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment:' 
Line  10.  after  "agent",  inaert  a  colon  and  the  following:  "Pro- 
vided, That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  thla  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  thla  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful. 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Wll  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

MRS.  B.  W.  NOBLK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6705.  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  R.  W.  Noble. 

Mr.  HANCOCK  and  Mr.  COSTELLO  objected,  and,  imder 
the  nile,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

BOLINROSS    CHEMICAL    CO.,    INC. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8868,  conferring  juris- 
diction upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  Bolinross  Chemical 
Co^  Inc. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  jxirlsdlctlon  Is  hereby  conferred  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  Bolinross  Chemical  Co., 
Inc..  of  Newark,  N.  J.,  for  damages  or  losses  resulting  from  the 
aUeged  unlawful  raid  on  its  chemical  plant  at  13-22  Orange 
Street.  Newark.  N.  J.,  Including  the  alleged  destruction  of  Its 
machinery,  equipment,  raw  materials,  and  finished  products,  and 
the  loss  of  Its  business,  by  prohibition  agents  of  the  United 
States,  on  P^bruary  30,  1929. 

Sbc.  2.  Suit  upon  such  claim  may  be  Instituted  at  any  time 
within  1  year  after  the  enactment  of  this  act.  notwithstanding 
the  lapse  of  time  or  any  statute  of  limitations,  and  proceedings 
for  the  determination  of  such  claim,  appeals  therefrom,  and  pay- 
ment of  any  Judgment  thereon  shall  be  In  the  same  manner  as  in 
the  cases  over  which  such  court  has  Jurisdiction  under  section  145 
of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

NATIONAL  WAR  LABOR  BOARD  AWARD 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7967.  to  provide  for 
the  carrirlng  out  of  the  award  of  the  National  War  Labor 
Board  of  April  11,  1919,  and  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  of 
War  of  date  November  30,  1920,  in  favor  of  certain  employees 
of  the  Minneapolis  Steel  &  Machinery  Co..  Minneapolis, 
Minn.;  of  the  St.  Paul  Foundry  Co.,  St.  Paul.  Minn,;  of  the 
American  Hoist  k  Derrick  Co.,  St.  Paul.  Minn.;  and  of  the 
Twin  City  Porge  &  Foundry  Co.,  Stillwater,  Minn. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  HANCOCK,  and  Mr.  HARDEN  of 
North  Carolina  objected,  and,  under  the  rule,  the  bill  was 
recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

J.  FRANK  KUNXR 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3304.  for  the  relief  of  J. 
Prank  Kuner,  private,  uniformed  force,  United  States  Secret 
Service. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That  no  suspension,  charge,  or  disallowance 
■hall  be  raised  against  any  disbursing  or  certifying  ofDcer  for  any 
payments  of  salary  made  to  J.  Prank  Kuner  for  services  rendered 
•s  private,  luilformed  force.  United  States  Secret  Service,  during  the 
period  July  1,  1938.  to  November  25.  1938,  both  dates  inclusive,  and 
such  payments  are  hereby  ratified  and  validated. 


The  bUl  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

WALTDt  R.  MAGUIRX 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  Wll,  S.  2284,  for  the  relief  of 
Walter  R.  Maguire. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  and 
limitations  of  section*  15  to  20,  both  Incliisive,  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  compensation  for  employees  of  the  United 
States  suffering  from  Injuries  whUe  In  the  performance  of  their 
duties,  and  for  other  punxjses,"  approved  September  7,  1916,  as 
amended,  the  United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commission 
be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  receive 
and  consider.  If  filed  within  6  months  after  the  enactment  of  this 
act.  the  claim  of  Walter  R.  Maguire,  of  Dorchester,  Mass.,  for 
disability  alleged  to  have  been  caused  by  injuries  sustained  by  him 
on  August  3,  1936,  while  In  the  performance  of  his  duties  In  the 
employment  of  the  Navy  Department  at  the  Boston  Navy  Yard: 
Provided,  That  no  benefits  shall  accrue  prior  to  the  approval  of 
this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

M.    GRACI   MXTRPHT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H,  R.  2214,  to  confer  Juris- 
diction on  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  M.  Grace  Murphy,  ad- 
ministratrix of  the  estate  of  John  H.  Murphy,  deceased, 
against  the  United  States. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bin,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  jurisdiction  is  hereby  conferred  on  the 
Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon, 
notwithstanding  lapse  of  time  or  bar  of  any  statute  of  limitations  or 
any  other  provision  of  law  to  the  contrary,  the  claim  of  M  Grace 
Murphy,  administratrix  of  the  estate  of  John  H.  Murphy,  deceased. 
foi  services  said  John  H.  Murphy,  deceased,  rendered  or  may  have 
rendered  the  United  States  of  America  In  connection  with  the  sale 
to  the  Government  of  Poland  of  certain  surplus  war  supplies,  viz: 
Seven  thousand  five  hundred  and  fifty-four  railway  cars.  Either 
party  shall  have  the  same  right  of  appeal  as  In  other  cases. 

Sec.  3.  There  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  stun  as  may 
be  necessary  to  pay  the  amount  of  any  judgment  rendered  pursxiant 
to  this  act.  Such  action  shall  be  brought  within  1  year  from  the 
date  of  the  passage  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert  the  following: 
"That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay  to  M.  Grace  Mtirphy,  Boston.  Mass.,  admin- 
istratrix of  the  estate  of  John  H.  Murphy,  deceased,  out  of  any 
money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of 
•  125.000  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  SUtes 
for  compensation  for  the  services  performed  and  expanses  incurred 
by  the  said  John  H,  Murphy,  deceased,  in  connection  with  sale  to 
the  Government  of  Poland  of  certain  surplxis  war  materials:  Pro- 
vided, That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  wlfh 
this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  siun  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

"Rie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  M.  Grace  Murphy,  administratrix  of  the  estate  of  John  H. 
Murphy,  deceased." 

HAZEL  THOMAS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6061.  for  the  relief  of 
Hazel  Thomas. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  allocated  by  the  President  for  the  maintenance  and  apexti- 
tlon  of  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of  Agrlctilture.  to  Hazel 
Thomas,  of  Yorba  Linda,  Calif  ,  the  stun  of  $5,000.  The  payment  of 
such  siun  shall  be  in  full  aettieniient  of  all  claims  against  the  United 


States  for  personal  Injuries  and  property  damage  received  when  the 
vehicle  In  which  she  was  riding  was  struck  on  the  Angclus  Crest 
Highway,  approximately  4  mUes  south  of  Charleton  Flats.  Los 
Angeles  County,  Calif.,  about  6  p.  m.  on  June  24,  1938,  by  a  Forest 
Service  truck  No.  2116:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated in  this  act  in  excess  ot  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
deUvered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shaU 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any 
sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  line  5.  after  the  word  "Treasury",  strike  out  the  remainder 
of  the  line  and  all  of  line  6  and  insert  "not  otherwise  appropriated." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

I  NANNIE  MAY  BLYTHE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6212,  for  the  relief  of 
Nannie  May  Blythe. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: [ 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Nannie  May  Blythe. 
of  Natchez.  Miss.,  the  sum  of  $5,000.  In  full  satisfaction  of  all 
claims  against  the  United  States  on  account  of  the  death  of  her 
17-year-old  brother.  Earl  Alexander  Blythe,  who  was  killed  on 
October  23,  1913.  while  on  duty  as  a  special-delivery  messenger  for 
the  post  office  in  Natchez,  Miss.:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  vipon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6.  after  the  name  "Blythe".  Insert  "and  Claudia 
BljTthe.  Jointly,  both"; 

Page  1.  line  8,  strike  out  the  word  "her"  and  insert  "their." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Nannie  May  Blythe  and  Claudia  Blythe." 

ANTHONY  BORSELLINO 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  6845,  for  the  relief  of 
Anthony  Borsellino. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $5,000  to 
Anthony  Borsellino,  of  Washington,  D.  C.  in  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  against  the  United  States,  for  the  death  of  his  minor  son. 
Joseph  Borsellino,  as  a  result  of  Injuries  received  through  the 
negligent  operation  of  a  truck  belonging  to  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia National  Guard,  on  June  23,  1933.  at  Third  Street  and  Maine 
Avenue,  Washington,  D.  C:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  d'jllvered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be 
fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  5,  strike  out  the  sign  and  flgtires  "$5,000"  and  Insert 
In  lieu  thereof  "$3,500." 

Page  2,  line  1,  after  the  word  "provided",  strike  out  the  remain- 
ing language  of  the  blU  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"That  no  person  or  persons  acting  on  behalf  of  the  claimant  on 
account  of  ser\ice8  rendered  In  coiuiectlon  with  this  claim  shall  be 
paid  or  shall  receive  an  amount  In  excess  of  10  percent  of  the 
amount  herein  appropriated,  any  contract  or  contracts  to  the  con- 
trary notwlth-standing.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

HANNAH  S.   BRAY,   JANE   BICKERS,    AND   FRANCES   BICKERS 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  biU,  H.  R.  7861.  conferring  Juris- 
diction upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Hannah  S.  Bray.  Jane 
Bickers,  and  Frances  Bickers. 

There  being  no  objection  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  jurisdiction  Is  hereby  conferred  upon  the 
Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  any 
claims  against  the  United  States  of  Hannah  S.  Bray,  Jane  Bickers, 
and  Frances  Bickers  for  damages  sustained  by  them  as  a  result  of 
the  collision  between  the  automobile  In  which  they  were  riding  and 
a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  truck  at  the  Intersection  of  United 
States  Route  No.  29  and  Barracks  Road,  in  Charlottesville.  Vs.,  on 
July  22,  1939. 

Sec.  2.  In  the  determination  of  such  claims,  the  United  States 
shall  be  held  liable  for  such  damages,  and  for  any  acts  committed  by 
any  of  Its  officers  and  employees  (Including  enroUees  In  the  Civilian 
Conser\'atlon  Corps),  to  the  same  extent  as  If  the  United  States 
were  a  private  person. 

Sec.  3.  Suit  upon  such  claims  may  be  Instituted  at  any  time 
within  1  year  after  the  date  of  enactxnent  of  this  act,  notwlth-tand- 
Ing  the  lapse  of  time  or  any  statute  of  limitations.  Proceedings  for 
the  determination  of  such  claims,  and  appeals  from,  and  payment 
of.  any  Judgments  thereon  shall  be  in  the  same  manner  as  In  the 
case  of  claims  over  which  such  court  has  jurisdiction  under  section 
145  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  "That  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed 
to  pay  to  Hannah  S.  Bray,  Jane  Bickers,  and  Frances  Bickers,  of 
Stanardsvllle,  Va..  and  Winchester,  Va.,  rcsf>ectively,  out  of  any 
money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  foUowlng 
sums: 

"To  Hannah  S.  Bray,  the  sum  of  $5,000  for  personal  Injuries,  pain, 
and  suffering  and  the  sum  of  $2,695.65  for  hospital  and  physician 
bills  and  the  sum  of  $750  for  property  damages,  or  a  total  at 
$8.44565. 

"To  Jane  Bickers,  the  stun  of  $10,000  for  personal  Injwles.  pain, 
and  suffering. 

"To  Frances  Bickers,  the  sum  of  $5,000  for  personal  injuries,  pain, 
and  suffering. 

"To  Jane  and  Frances  Bickers,  the  sum  of  $4,900.13  for  physician 
and  hospital  bills. 

"Said  Eiuns  being  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  that  the  abov* 
parties  have  against  the  United  States  by  reason  of  Injuries  and 
property  damages  sustained  on  account  of  being  struck  by  a  Civilian 
Conservation  Corps  truck  at  the  intersection  of  United  States  Route 
No  29  and  Barracks  Road  in  Charlottesville,  Va..  on  June  22,  1939 

"Sec.  2.  That  there  shall  be  a  guardian  appointed  for  Prances 
Bickers,  a  minor,  for  the  payment  of  the  sum  of  $5,000  for  her  use 
and  benefit.  ' 

"Sec.  3.  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

MAJ.  L.  p.  WORRAU, 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8429,  for  the  reUef  of 
Maj.  L.  P.  Worrall,  and  for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  be,  and  he  is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  the  account  of  Maj.  L.  P. 
Worrall.  former  finance  officer.  United  States  Army.  Fort  BAta 
Houston,  Tex.,  in  the  sum  of  $3,066.03.  Payment  of  such  sum  was 
made  on  September  8,  1938,  t4>  King  it  Boozer,  Anniston,  Ala., 
pursuant  to  change  order  "B"  Issued  under  date  of  Augtist  23,  1938. 
modifying  contract  No.  W-58-QM-CIV-59,  dated  June  29.  1938. 
Maj.  W.  L.  Bartley.  of  the  Quartermaster  Corps,  United  States  Army. 
Fort  Sam  Houston.  Tex.,  was  the  duly  designated  purchasing  and 
contracting  officer.  In  such  capacity  he  held  that  the  true  intent 
and  meaning  of  the  plans  and  cpeclficatlons  are  that  the  vestibules 
and  skirting  are  Included  In  the  contract.  The  contractors,  King 
&  Boozer,  addressed  to  the  contracting  officer  a  letter  protesting 
this  decision  and  requesting  that  the  matter  be  referred  to  the 
Quartermaster  Geneial.  This  request  was  granted  and  the  Office  of 
the  Quartermaster  General  held  that  the  vestibules  and  skirtings 
were  not  included  in  the  contract,  and  ln.Jtructed  the  contracting 
officer  that  If  the  vestibules  are  required  a  change  order  should  bo 
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r:cd  on  the  contract  coTerlng  sucb  Tertlbules  u  are  required, 
aocortlance  with  this  instruction.  Major  Hartley  Issued  cliange 
order  "B."  proTlding  for  the  furnishing  of  vestibules  and  skirtings 
at  an  Increase  of  »3.097  In  the  contract  price.  In  accordance  with 
nnlt  prices  in  the  contractors  bid.  In  a  letter  dated  July  5,  1939. 
written  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Comptroller  General.  It  1b 
stated:  "Summarizing  the  foregoing.  It  Is  the  opinion  of  the  War 
Department  that  the  qtiartermaster  general  properly  found  that  the 
contract  did  not  contemplate  that  skirtings  and  vestlbxiles  were  to 
be  Included  as  an  Integral  part  of  the  buildings  and  that  the  con- 
tractor was  not  required  to  furnish  such  skirtings  and  vestibules 
without  additional -OMnpenaatlon.  Such  a  finding  having  properly 
been  made,  it  Is  also  the  opinion  of  the  Department  that  the  con- 
tractmg  oOcer  was  required  to  follow  the  instructions  of  the  Q\iar- 
termaster  General  concerning  the  Interpretation  of  the  contract 
and  the  issuing  of  change  order  *B.'  In  view  of  the  above.  It  Is 
nqtiested  that  credit  be  allowed  for  payments  made  under  the 
dtange  order." 

The  Comptroller  General  disallowed  credit  for  the  payment  made 
under  change  order  "B"  on  the  ground  that  the  decision  of  the 
contracting  ofttcer  was  irrevlsable  and  not  subject  to  review  by  his 
mperior  officer,  the  Quartermaster  General. 

flBc.  3.  That  the  said  King  &  Boozer  aie  hereby  released  from  any 
BabUlty  to,  refund  such  sum  of  $3, 066.03  to  the  United  States,  and 
In  case  there  has  been  heretofore  withheld  or  deducted  from  any 
amounts  otherwise  payable  out  of  Government  funds  to  the  said 
King  &  Boozer  any  amount  on  account  of  such  sum  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  said  King  & 
BooEer  a  sum  equal  to  the  amount  so  withheld  or  deducted. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
the  following: 

"That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  In  the  accounts  of  MaJ. 
1..  ^P.  Worrall.  Finance  Department,  the  sum  of  $3,066.03,  public 
fu|»ds  for  which  he  Is  accountable,  which  sum  was  paid  by  him  io 
King  &  Bocaer.  Anniston,  Ala.,  pxirsuant  to  change  order  B,  dated 
Aujrust  23.  1938.  modlfylne  contract  No.  W-58-QM-CIV-59,  dated 
June  29.  1939.  and  which  sum  hzis  been  disallowed  by  the  Comp- 
troller General  of  the  United  States:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay. 
cut  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the 
aald  King  &  Booaer  a  sum  equal  to  any  anaount  withheld  or  deducted 
from  any  amounts  otherwise  due  to  the  said  King  &  Booser  on 
accoimt  of  the  payment  which  is  herein  validated,  upon  presentation 
of  a  claim  therefor  to  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States, 
who  is  authorized  and  directed  to  certify  same  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  payment:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amoiint 
appropriated  m  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
■ervlces  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
persoD  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  mtademeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any 
■urn  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  ^time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

BARNKT  WARREH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  8.  3091,  for  the  relief  of 
Bamet  Warren. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  Is  hereby,  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Bamet  Warren  the  sum  of  $2,756.14, 
and  the  additional  sum  of  $100  a  month,  up  to  and  not  exceeding 
$5,000,  In  full  settlement  of  all  his  claims  against  the  United 
States  growing  out  of  any  damages  or  personal  Injuries  suffered 
by  him  when  a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  truck,  operated  at  the 
time  by  the  National  Park  Service,  collided  with  the  said  Bamet 
Warren,  who  was  riding  a  bicycle  north  on  United  States  Highway 
Ho.  1.  near  OJxis.  Fla.,  on  March  17,  1939:  Provided.  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawftil.  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  cum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
tliird  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
(m  the  table. 

KBXRHAKT  8TEZL  PRC»>t7CTS  CO..  INC. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9418)  for  the  reUef  of  the 
Kberhart  Steel  Products  Co..  Inc. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection- 
Mr.  HANCOCK.    Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  was  passed  yester- 
day by  the  Senate,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  substitute 
the  Senate  bill.  S.  3789, 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  the  Clerk 
will  report  the  Senate  bill. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Jurisdiction  Is  hereby  conferred  upon  tha 
United  States  Court  of  Claims,  notwithstanding  the  lapse  of  time 
at  any  statute  of  limitations,  with  Instructions  to  hear  and  deter- 
mine and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claims  of  the  Eberhart  Steel 
Products  Co.,  Inc..  of  Buffalo.  N.  Y..  against  the  United  States 
growing  out  of  43  certain  contracts  dated  on  and  between  January 
28.  1920,  and  September  24,  1920.  for  the  manufacture  and  delivery 
by  said  company  to  the  War  Department  of  certain  material  and 
parts  for  class  B  military  trucks,  notwithstanding  any  failure  or 
error  of  any  Government  official  to  give  proper  written  orders  for 
changes  made  In  any  of  said  contracts,  or  fix  the  val\ie  thereof,  or 
any  previous  decisions  or  decrees  rendered  with  reference  thereto, 
and  without  regard  to  any  alleged  settlement  or  adjustment  here- 
tofore made,  or  termination  agreement,  except  only  for  proper 
credits  to  be  given  for  any  and  all  payments  heretofore  made: 
Provided,  That  no  Judgment  rendered  on  this  claim  for  an  amount 
due  such  company  shall  exceed  the  amount  heretofore  found  by 
the  Court  of  Claims  as  the  fair  cost  of  manufacture  of  supplies  left 
on  claimant's  hands,  manufactured  In  accordance  with  the  terma 
of  the  foregoing  original  contracts  and  changes  theretmder. 

Tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9418)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PBISCILLA  M.  NOLAND 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1239)  for  the  relief  of 
Prisdlla  M.  Noland. 

There   being   no   objection,   the  Clerk  read   the  bin.   a$ 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
t    Treasury    not    otherwise    appropriated,    to   Prlscllla   M.    Noland,    of 
'    Seattle.  Wash.,  the  sum  of  $765.  In  full  satisfaction  of  her  claim 
,    against  the  United  States  for  damages  resiUtlng  from  an  accident 
Involving  a  Government  truck   operated   In   connection   with   the 
Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  while  en  route  from  Seattle.  Wash.,  to 
Snoqualmle  Palls.  Wash.,  on  Jtuie  25,  1938:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.     Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  laid  on 
the  table. 

BRITNO  ARENA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1445)  for  the  relief  of  Bruno 
Arena. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  ol  the  Treastiry  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Bruno  Arena,  of  Providence. 
R.  I.,  the  sum  of  $2,112.40.  In  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  damages  for  personal  Injuries  and  medical 
expenses  sustained  by  him  when  he  was  struck  by  a  United  States 
mall  truck  In  the  service  of  the  United  States  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment, operated  by  WllUam  Conlon.  an  employee  of  the  United 
States  Post  Office  Department,  on  Promenade  Street,  Providence. 
R.  I.,  on  Ptebruary  20,  1933 :  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  ahall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any 
sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  laid  on 
the  table. 

THOMAS  O.  ABBCTT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bin  (S.  1474)  for  the  reUef  of  Thomas 
O.  Abbltt 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bin,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  limitations  of  time  In  sections  15  to 
20.  both  Inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  compensa- 
tion for  employees  of  the  United  States  suffering  injuries  while  In 
the  performance  of  their  duties,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved 
September  7,  1916,  as  amended,  are  hereby  waived  In  favor  of  Thomas 
G.  Abbltt.  of  Catawba  Sanatorium.  Va.,  and  the  United  States  Em- 
ployees' Compensation  Commission  Is  authorlaed.  under  the  re- 
maining provisions  of  said  act,  to  receive  and  consider  his  claim 
for  disability  from  tuberculosis  alleged  to  have  been  contracted  as  a 
result  of  his  employment  by  the  Corps  of  Elnglneers.  War  Depart- 
ment, in  conducting  a  survey  of  the  Roanoke  River  during  the 
months  of  November  and  December  1030  and  January  to  June. 
Inclusive,  1931:  Provided.  That  claim  hereunder  shall  be  filed  within 
6  months  from  the  date  of  the  approval  of  this  act:  Provided  fur- 
ther. That  no  benefits  shall  accnie  prior  to  the  approval  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  laid  oh 
the  table. 

ALAN   C.    WINTER,  Jl.,   AND   ELIZABETH   WINTER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1649)  for  the  reUef  of  Alan  C. 

Winter.  Jr.,  and  Elisabeth  Winter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  8is  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorlaed  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Alan  C.  Winter,  Jr.. 
and  Elizabeth  Winter,  his  wife,  the  sum  of  $633.17,  In  full  satis- 
faction of  all  their  Joint  and  several  claims  against  the  United 
States  for  damages  resiiltlng  from  personal  Injuries  received  by 
them,  and  Incidental  damages,  on  February  4,  1937,  In  the  city  of 
Jacksonville,  Fla.,  on  account  of  collision  of  automobile  In  which 
they  were  riding  with  a  truck  operated  by  a  member  of  the  Civil- 
ian Conservation  Corps:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claUn.  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  b«  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Line  6.  after  the  word  "wife",  insert  "both  of  JacksonvUle.  Pla." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

LE  ROY  BRETTHAUPT 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (S.  1839)  for  the  relief  of  Le  Roy 
Breithaupt. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  Is  authorised 
and  directed  to  cancel  the  charges  against  Le  Roy  Breithaupt.  of 
Corvallls,  Oreg..  In  the  sum  of  $1302.78.  representing  the  unpaid 
balance  of  the  claim  of  the  United  States  against  said  Le  Roy 
Breithaupt  (United  States  claim  No.  COL-0665045)  for  refund 
of  sums  received  by  him  from  the  United  States  as  compensation 
for  services  as  an  agent  In  the  Oregon  Cooperative  Elxtenslon 
Service  during  the  period  he  was  employed  upon  a  per  diem  basla 
by  the   Farm   Credit   Administration. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

I  ROXIE  RICHARDSON 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (S.  2268)  for  the  relief  of  Roxie 

Richardson. 

There  beirig  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastur  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Roxle  Richardson,  of  Hart- 
ford. Vt..  the  sum  of  $1,250.  in  full  settlement  of  her  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  personal  Injuries,  medical  and  hospital  ex- 
penses, and  damages  sustained  by  her  when  the  automobile  In 
which  she  was  a  passenger  was  struck  by  a  car  owned  by  the  United 
States  and  used  In  connection  with  the  Civilian  Conservation  camp 
at  Bellows  Falls,  Vt..  said  accident  having  occurred  March  31.  1938. 
at  East  Bethel,  W^lndsor  County,  Vt.:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawftil,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwlth- 
atandlng.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 


•nje  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  rend  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

LT7THKR  DKVOI 

The  aerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3071)  for  the  relief  of  Luther 
Devoe. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Luther  Devoe,  of  HotUton.  Maine,  the 
sum  of  $1,000,  in  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the  United 
States  for  compensation  for  personal  Injuries  sustained  by  him 
when  he  was  struck  by  an  automobile  operated  by  Charles  T. 
Warner,  an  employee  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Serv- 
ice, Department  of  Labor,  while  engaged  in  the  performance  of  his 
duties  as  such  employee,  on  October  27,  1937.  near  Houlton,  Maine: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  con- 
nection with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con- 
tract to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  simi  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 

Sbc.  2.  Payment  shall  not  be  made  tmder  this  act  until  the  said 
Luther  Devoe  has  released.  In  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary^ 
of  the  Treasury,  any  Judgment  or  other  claim  arising  out  of  such 
accident,  which  he  may  have  against  the  said  Charles  T.  Warner. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

VERLK  S.  WARD 

The  Clerk  called  the  bUl  (S.  3073)  for  the  relief  of  Verle 
8.  Ward. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

De  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  and 
limitations  of  sections  15  to  20,  both  Inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  compensation  for  employees  of  the  United  States 
suffering  Injuries  while  in  the  performance  of  their  duties,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  approved  September  7.  1916,  as  amended,  the 
United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commission  be,  and  the 
same  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  and  consider,  IX 
filed  within  6  months  after  the  enactment  of  this  act,  the  claim 
of  Verle  S.  Ward,  of  HyattsvUle,  Md.,  for  disability  alleged  to  have 
been  caused  by  using  bromine  liquid  gas  while  In  the  performance 
of  his  duties  in  the  employment  of  the  Treasury  Department  In 
the  Supervising  Architect's  Office  of  the  Public  Buildings  Branch 
of  the  Procurement  Division. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

MAJ.   JOHN  R.   HOLT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3092)  for  the  relief  of  Maj. 
John  R.  Holt. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  MaJ.  John  R.  Holt,  of  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn.,  the  sum  of  $96  In  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the 
United  States  for  a  refund  of  the  sum  which  he  psild  from  his  per- 
sonal funds  for  two  tarpaulins  for  use  on  Army  trucks,  such  tar- 
paulins having  been  purchased  by  him  as  quartermaster  officer  at 
Fort  Snelling,  Mlim.,  and  payment  therefor  having  been  disallowed 
by  the  General  Accounting  Office:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

C.  I.  JENSEN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3233.  for  the  relief  of 
C.  T.  Jensen. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaaxury  be.  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treainiry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  C.  T.  Jenien.  of 
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s^*  2Lr^^iisssr*ny  contact  jjv?«  ^'^^'sss  S; 

^ing  Any  person  vtolatlng  the  i^OTteknis  ofthtei^  1^^ 
Seemad  gullt^  ^  a  mtedemeanor  and  upon  conTictlon  thereof 
(db^ilbe  fined  in  any  nun  not  exceeding  »1.000. 

The  bUl  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  tune,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  taUe. 

DOROTHT  caOSSIHO 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3328.  for  the  relief  of 

^^T^  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  at  the  Tre««ury  be^^d 

he  18  hereby    authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 

to  tSe  tSS^  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Dorothy  frosslng^^ 

£^   N    J     the  sum  of  $223.20  In  full  satisfaction  of  her  claim 

inSirt  the  United  States  for  compensation  for  "/T^ff  .Pf^^^* 

bv^  for  the  Wage  and  Hour  Division  of  the  United  States  Depart- 

5eSt  oi  LS^  d^ng  the  year  1939:  '^^^^ff  •  ^hat  no  ^^^^ 

amount  appropriated  m  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shau 

5r«Sd  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 

iLS^t  of  services  rendered  In  connecUon  with  this  cl*^- "^^  the 

iSw  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  cop*"^  °°^^^^,^?i 

Sr  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 

gSlty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof   shall   be 

f^n«w<  In  any  suni  not  exceeding  $1,C00. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

W.  M.  HTTUXr 

The  aerk  caDed  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  775.  for  the  relief  of 

\7  lil  Huriey> 

There  being  no  objection,  the  CTerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  »»  and  he 
IB  hereby,  authortwd  and  directed  to  P^Y ■J^lJ^J'^y  ""^k!^™^ 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  W.  M.  Hurley  the  sum  of 
aero  m  fuU  satlafactlon  of  his  claim  for  damages  to  his  Property 
Stuated  in  the  city  of  North  Uttle  Rock  Ark.,  "^l^f^y."  ^^ 
wwdt  of  the  falluri  of  the  United  States  Government  to  keep  In 
Jrpslr  Its  dike  constructed  on  the  Arkansas  ^1^°*^  ^^ ,  "l'^  f^J 
pi?Dperty.  which  failure  Is  aUeged  to  have  caused  the  current  to 
destroy  the  said  property. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
strike  out  all  the  language  In  the  bill  following  the  enacting 
cUuse  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following  language: 

•^t  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he  »f^hereby.  a^hor- 
U«7^d  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  °^<^«y  ^f^  ?;«,,,7^^^J* 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  W.  M.  Hurley.  «' No^^t  m,l  S?k'  A^k 
the  sum  of  $500:  and  to  Joe  Whltaon.  of  North  Uttle  R^  fxt. 
thft  ^  of  tTsOO.  The  said  sums  shaU  be  accepted  In  n^  settle- 
ment^ all  claims  against  the  United  States  for  damag«  to  the 
^^rS  S  t^«  -aid  ^  M.  Hurley  and  Joe  ,Whltson  sltuaU*!  Ln  ^e 
city  of  North  Uttle  Hock.  Ark .  as  a  result  of  the  faUure  of  the 
United  States  Government  to  keep  In  repair  Us  dlkeconjructed  on 
the^kan«is  River  nearby  the  said  property:  Propided  That  no 
Dart  of  the  amotmt  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  ^y  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwi'thstandlng.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
BhaU  be  deemed  gxillty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convicUon 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sxmi  not  exceeding  tl.OOO.** 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  tiUe  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  biU  for  the  reUeT 
of  W.  M.  Hurley  and  Joe  Whitson." 

AUGUSTA  BKASSn. 

•nie  Clerk  called  the  next  biU.  H.  R.  1528.  for  the  relief  of 

Augusta  Brassil.  .....       ^     **. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the 

present  consideration  of  the  Ull? 

Mr.  HANCOCK  and  Mr.  C06TELL0  objected;  and  under 
the  rule  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
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tTff4aT.««  FLACK 

■me  Clerk  caDed  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  2106.  for  the  reUcf  of 

^^ThS'eS^'no  objection,  tiie  aerk  read  Uie  bill,  as  foUows: 
R^  it  enacted  etc  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
!.  he«bTVuth(ili;d  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in 
Sie^^'^iu^  S^ted  by  the  President  SfJ^'' tTSiar^les'^'^afk 
ooeration  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  to  Charles  ''lac*. 
StoSsto^    Tenn     the   sum  of  »6.000,   in  full   settlement   of   aU 

JSS;*^^X' united  States  and  tn  -^^^I^^IL^^  VitS' sSS 

menta  obtained  against  Michael  Pelotolrch  in  the  United  States 

S^ct  Cm^rt  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Tennessee,  as  a  result  of 

SSSl^"S^2  sustained  by  Charles  Flack  when  ^l^;^J^J}^^. 

gr^nvUlan    conservation    Corps    truck    driven    by    said    Bllchael 

KloSSch     a    member    of    the    ClvUlan    Conservation    Corps,    at 

Arthur.  Tenn..  on  AprU  27,  1935. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Unes  5  and  6.  strike  out  the  words  "aUocated  by  the  President 

for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  ClvUlan  Ooni^^vaUon 

OJrps",  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof,  "not  othe"^** .  •PP«'P,^^^V 

line  7,  strike  out  the  amount   •»6.000"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof. 

"•3  500  " 

At  the  end  of  the  bill,  add  the  foUowlng:  "Provided  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  tnis 
daim  and  the  same  shall  be  tmlawful.  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convicuon 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  ta 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 

time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 

reconsider  was  laid  <hi  the  table. 

JAMES  p.  BSUCX.  JK. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  2151.  for  the  relief  of 
James  P.  Bruce.  Jr. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  sections  17  and  20  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  compensation  for  employees  of  the  United 
States  stiffering  Injuries  while  In  the  performance  of  their  duties, 
and  for  other  purposes",  approved  September  7,  1916.  as  amended 
(U  8.  C.  1934  ed..  UUe  6.  sees.  767  and  770),  are  hereby  waived 
in  favor  of  James  P.  Bruce,  Jr..  who  siistalned  an  Injury  on  or 
about  July  31.  1936,  whUe  employed  by  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority,  and  his  case  Is  authorized  to  be  considered  and  acted 
upon  imder  the  remaining  provisions  of  such  act.  as  amended, 
if  he  files  a  claim  for  compensation  with  the  United  States  Em- 
ployees' Compensation  Commission  not  later  than  60  days  aft«r 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  ccanmittee  amendments. 

Line  8,  after  the  word  "Junior",  add  "of  Florence.  Ala.-  ^ 
Line  9    after  the  word  "who".  Insert  "is  alleged  to  have." 
At  the'  end  of  the  bUl  add :  "Provided.  That  no  beneflte  shall  ac- 
crue prior  to  the  approval  of  this  act." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

WASTL   KULMATYCKI 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  2286.  for  the  relief  of 
Wasyl  Kulmatycki. 

Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Wasyl  Kulmatycki,  a  resi- 
dent of  Canada,  or  his  duly  authoriued  representative,  the  sum  of 
fSOO.  m  full  settlement  of  aU  claims  against  the  United  States  for 
the  amount  of  a  bond  Issued  \inder  Form  564  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Labor.  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service,  de- 
posited by  him  with  the  Immigration  authorities  of  San  Antonio. 
Tex.  conditioned  upon  his  departure  from  the  United  States  on  or 
before  April  21,  1924,  such  bond  being  subsequently  forfeited, 
although  such  Wasyl  Kulmatycki  departed  from  the  United  States 
within  the  period  fixed  in  such  bond:  Provided.  That  no  P*^°^ 
the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agenU, 
attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connec- 
Uon with  said  claim.  It  shall  be  tmlavrtul  for  any  agent  or  agents, 
attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact.  ooUect.  withhold,  or  receive  any 
sum  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  on  account  of  scnrloes  rendered  In  connection  with  said 


dalm.  any  contract  to  the  eontrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
Tlolating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shaU  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  turn 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  8.  after  the  word  "the",  insert  "refund  of  the."  Strike 
out  the  language  of  the  bill  foUowlng  the  word  "bond"  In  line  3, 
page  2.  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following :  "Provided.  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  i)ercent 
thereof  shall  bo  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shaU  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

s.  T.  Kinx>K 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  2354,  for  the  reUef  of 
8.  T.  Enloe. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bin,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enticted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Tresaury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  8.  T.  Enloe,  of  Clover.  8.  C. 
the  sum  of  $5,000  The  payment  of  such  stim  shall  be  In  full  satis- 
faction of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for  personal  injuries 
sustained  by  the  said  S  T.  Enloe  when  the  automobile  which  he  was 
driving  was  struck  by  a  Oovemment  truck,  operated  in  connection 
With  the  ClvUlan  Conservation  Corps,  on  January  9.  1937.  near 
York.  8.  C:  Proriderf,  That  no  part  of  the  amotnt  appropriated  in 
this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  ren- 
<>ered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful, 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mlsde- 
meenor  and  upon  oonvlctl<Hi  therectf  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Une  6.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$6,000"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof    -$2,673." 

Line  8,  after  the  word  "injxirles".  Insert  "and  property  damage." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

BARBARA  KOSICK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  2580,  for  the  relief 
of  Barbara  Kosick. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Bfr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  an  identical  Senate  bUl.  S.  1942.  be  substituted  for  the 
House  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  California? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  i4)proprlated.  to  the  legal  representative  of 
Anna  Barbara  Koelck.  deceased,  of  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  the  siun  of 
$5,000.  Such  sum  shall  be  in  ftill  settlement  of  all  claims  against 
the  United  SUtes  for  damages  sustained  by  the  said  legal  repre- 
sentative of  Anna  Barbara  Kosick,  deceased,  on  account  of  the  death 
of  her  daiighter.  Anna  Barbara  Kosick.  on  or  about  the  10th  day  of 
September  1937  as  the  result  of  Injuries  sustained  In  a  collision 
Involving  the  car  In  which  the  said  Anna  Barbara  Kosick  was 
riding  and  a  Oovenunent  vehicle  In  the  service  of  the  Civilian  Con- 
servation Corps  at  the  Intersection  of  Huntington  Drive  and  Baldwin 
Avenue,  in  the  city  of  Arcadia,  county  of  Los  Angeles,  State  of 
California:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In 
this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  sgent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  coimectlon  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  tmlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  convlcUon  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  stun  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

By  imanlmous  consent  a  similar  House  biU  (H.  R.  2580) 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

JORH  KKGBLOM 

The  aerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  2628.  for  the  relief  of 
John  Engblom. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  sec- 
tions 15  to  20.  both  inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  pro- 
vide compensation  for  employees  of  the  United  States  suffering 
injuries  whUe  In  the  perfortoance  of  their  duties,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  approved  September  7.  1916.  as  amended,  are  hereby 
VTalved  m  favor  of  John  Engblom.  of  Hawthorne.  Nev..  a  fonaaer 
foreman  with  the  United  States  Forest  Service  at  Hawthorne.  Nev.; 
and  the  United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commission  la 
authorized  to  receive  and  consider  his  claim,  under  the  remaining 
provisions  of  said  act.  for  Injury  and  disability  alleged  to  have 
been  sustained  in  October  1936  as  a  result  of  his  employment  in 
such  capacity:  Provided.  That  claim  hereunder  shall  be  filed  with- 
in 90  days  from  the  approval  of  this  act :  Provided  further.  That  no 
benefits  shall  accrue  prior  to  the  approval  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

HKOMK  KINDER.  A  MINOR 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  2946.  for  the  reUef  of 
Naoma  Kinder,  a  minor. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  foUowB! 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Naoma  Kinder,  a  minor, 
the  sum  of  $5,000,  in  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims  against  the 
United  States  for  Injiirles  rustaincd  by  her  on  Augtxst  23,  1938. 
when  the  material  hoist  operated  by  employees  of  the  Oeological 
Survey  during  the  construction  of  a  concrete  water-stage  reoorder 
well  Just  downstream  from  the  left  pier  of  the  steel  bridge  at 
A.shford,  W.  Va.,  broke,  allowing  the  boom  to  slide  along  the 
concrete  handrail  of  said  bridge,  striking  Naoma  Kinder  and 
causing  her  to  be  permanently  dlsflgtired:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notvTlthstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  ccmvlctlon 
thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  line  S.  after  the  word  "to".  Insert  "the  leading  guardian 

of." 
Page  1.  Une  fl,  strike  out  "•S.OOO"  and  Insert  "•TBO." 
Page   1.  line  8.  strike  out  "her"  and   Insert  "the  said  Naomi 

Kinder." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  Mil  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

H.   S.   WAYMAN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  3964.  for  the  relief  of 
H.  8.  Wayman. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  1«  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  H.  S.  Wayman.  Oak  Grove.  Mo.,  the  sum 
of  $348.05.  Such  sum  represents  the  actual  amount  of  expenses 
Incurred  by  the  said  H.  S.  Wayman  In  connection  with  the  hos- 
pitalization of  his  son.  Donald  S.  Wayman,  at  the  Research  Hos- 
pital. Kansas  City.  Mo.,  from  July  21.  1937,  to  July  28,  1937,  both 
dates  Inclusive.  The  said  Donald  S.  Wayman.  aviation  machinist's 
mate,  third-class.  United  States  Navy,  was  taken  ill  while  on  leave 
of  absence,  but  was  not  granted  admission  to  the  United  States 
Army  hospital  at  Port  Leavenworth,  Kans.,  untU  July  29.  1937. 


With  the  following  committee  amendments: 


and 


Page  1,  line  S.  after  the  word  "TteasurT",  ctrlks  out  "Is" 

insert  "he.  and  he  U  hereby." 
Page  1.  line  6,  strike  out  "t348X)5''  and  Insert  "$847.75." 
Page  2.  line  4.  after  '*193r',  Insert  a  colon  and  the  foUowlng: 

"Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in 
of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  deUvered  to  or  received 
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"k-  ^r^',  »t^mt  oT  »ttorneT  en  account  of  servtcea  Tendered  in  cotmec- 
SrJlJfSi.  cSX^d^rSne  shaU  be  unlawful  any  «.ntn^t 
to  U»J  SnSiJy  ^^itfcBtandlng.  Any  person  ^l^l^^'^B  the  provl- 
2»JV^u2t  Shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  °^'^'^!!°?.^„f fl ^^ 
JSJrIrtlaQ  thereof  »haU  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  »l.0O0. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  biU  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time. 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 

nXD  T.  CORDOM  AKD  BKRT  N.  BICHARDSOW 

The  aerk  caUed  the  next  bUl.  H.  R.  4202.  lor  the  relief  of 
Pred  T.  Gordon  and  Bert  N.  Richardson. 

Mr  HALLECK  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected,  and.  under 
the  rule,  the  bill  ^-as  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

BTAKLrr  V.  SMTTH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  5297.  for  the  relief  of 

^^ere  being  no  objection  the  Clerk  read  the  bUl.  as  follows: 
B^  it  enacted  etc  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  Mid  he 
i«  herebTTuSci^rei  and  directed  to  i4y.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
$rS^S?not  othe^tee  appropriated,  to  Stanley  V.  Smith,  AtlanUc 
SST^J  tie  «um  of  91639.  in  full  settlement  of  hls^alm  a«alnst 
SI  United  States  for  loss  of  tools  which  were  destroyed  by  fire 
while  stow!  in  a  Works  Progress  Administration  warehouse  at  At- 
JlS^lc  SJTn  J  on  MayTl936:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
iSciiPappropmteS  in  thta  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  th«eof 
Sdrbe  Sid  or  dellTered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
S^icS^uS  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  '^^^■f'^^ 
theWTshall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwlth- 
sfand'^  i^y  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guU^  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  (1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  8.  strike  out  "$7639"  and  insert  •'$76.10.- 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  moUon  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

SOLOMOIf  BROWK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  5303.  for  the  relief 

of  Solomon  Brown.  .^    »..„        *  «  _- 

There  being  no  objection,  the  CTerk  read  the  bin.  as  follows. 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  and 
he  is  hereby.  authorUied  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Solomon  Brown, 
Walterboro.  8.  C.  the  sura  of  $1,000.  Such  sum  shall  be  In  f uU 
settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  arising  out  of 
the  permanent  dlsabUlty  sustained  by  the  said  Solomon  Brown 
due  to  the  amputation  of  his  right  hand,  necessitated  by  severe 
injurtw  to  such  hand  received  on  October  22.  1932.  whUe  the  saM 
Slomon  Brown  was  at  work  In  the  laundry  of  the  United  States 
PenttenUary  at  AUanta,  Oa. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
Paae  2  line  2.  after  the  word  -Georgia",  Insert  a  colon  and  the 
^  foUowlng:  "Prmyided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in 
this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  ren- 
dered m  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlaw- 
ful any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

DON  I.  mcKS 

The  aerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  5464,  for  the  relief  of 
Don  E.  Hicks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
be  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated  to  Don  *•  ^^9**;,  *»,*?"" 
beraer  Ala.  the  sum  of  $15,000.  in  full  settlement  of  aU  claims 
wm^amn.  the  United  States  for  serious  injuries  sustained  by  him  on 
JuIvM  1936  when  a  truck  in  which  he  was  riding  collided  with  a 
truck  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  on  Highway  No.  80.  about 
7  miles  w«t  of  Forest.  Miss.:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  ^ 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  exoea  of  10  percent  thereof 
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.hail  be  paid  or  ^^^^^-^  ^-^^^^Jl^^^J^^  S ^n^- 

thereof  on  ^^  "  STc^tr^  notwithstanding.     Any  person 

sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 
With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
\»»a*  1   line  6   strtke  out  "$15,000"  and  insert  "$3.500.* 
55  l'  llSS  li    «?S  the  ^rd  -provided",  strike  out  the  balanctj 
«#%^hiiiTnd  iiiiert     "That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated 
S  Sfs  act  l^exSsTof  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
£  nr  rSived  S  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  Mrvlces 
i^nSereTTi  connLt^J  with  this  claim  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
wJftny  ccnt^rTct  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.     Any  person 
vtolatlne  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall   be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
SSemfanor  a^nS  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  In  any 
sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

MIKMIS  LOWKRY  AND  WINXLL  LOWXRY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  5571.  for  the  reUef  of 
Minnie  Lowery  and  Wlnell  I/)wery 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  i^^^by 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  ^"^^  }^^^  ^^"^IJ 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Minnie  Loweij  and  »»"  daughter. 
WlneU  Lowery.  of  Dalla.s.  Tex.,  the  sum  of  $15,000  In  fuU  «atW^ 
tion  of  their  claim  against  the  United  States  for  the  death  of  Oao^ 
L  Lowery.  the  husband  of  Minnie  Lowery  and  father  of  WlneU 
Lowery.  who  was  shot  without  cause  by  a  Federal  prohiblUon  a«en« 
at  their  farm  near  Tectimaeh,  Okla..  July  4.  1929. 

With  the  following  conmiittec  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  6.  strike  out  "$15,000"  and  Insert  "»4^-,  .  ,.  , 
Pani  1,  line  9.  sUike  out  "without  cause  by  a  Federal  prohibi- 
tion agent  at  their  farm  near  Teciunaeh.  Okla..  July  4  l»z» 
and  insert  "and  klUed  during  an  Investigation  of  a  ^fawd  proW- 
bltlon  agent  and  assistants  near  Tecumseh.  Okla.,  on  July  ♦■  /^^ 
Provided  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  ac* 
in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connecUon  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawfu  .  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  Xx  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  convlcUon  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  simi  not  exceeding 
$1,000.' 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Sttmnxm  of  Texas  to  the  coramltt^ 
amendment:  Page  1,  line  6,  strike  out  "$4,000"  and  Insert  "$5,000. 

The  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  was  agreed 

to. 

The  committee  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

LOUIS   ST.   JACQITES 

The  Clerk  called  the  bUl  (H.  R.  5771)  for  the  relief  of 
Louis  St.  Jacques. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Louis  St.  Jacques,  Biirbank.  Calif., 
the  sum  of  $525.  The  pa3rment  of  such  siun  shall  t)e  In  full 
settlement  of  aU  claims  against  the  United  States  on  accoxmt 
of  personal  injtu-les  received  by  the  said  Louis  St.  Jacques  on 
September  21,  1938,  in  Burbank,  Calif.,  when  a  United  SUtes 
Army  airplane  struck  the  house  In  which  he  resided. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6,  strike  out  "$525"  and  Insert  '^75.- 

Page  1.  Une  11.  after  "resided",  insert  a  colon  and  the  following: 

-Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act 

In  exceas  of  10  percent  thereof  shaU  be   paid  or  delivered  to  or 

received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account 


of  aervioes  rendered  in  nmectlon  with  said  claim.  It  shall  be  un- 
lawful for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact. 
collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amount  appropriated  In 
thla  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  cm  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  he  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convlcUoa 
thereof  shaU  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

I  ALBKIT  DB  POMTI 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  5776)  for  the  reUef  of 
Albert  DePonti. 

There   being   no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the   bill,   as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  o*  the  Treasury  Is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Albert  DePonti,  of  St.  Paul.  Minn., 
the  simi  of  $10,000  In  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the 
United  States  for  personal  Injuries  sustained  from  a  bullet  which 
was  fired  by  a  soldier  of  the  United  States  Army  from  a  rlfl?  employed 
In  target  practice  on  the  United  States  rifle  range  at  Fort  Snelling, 
Minn..  May  22.  1937. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  3.  strike  out  "is  hereby"  and  Insert  "be.  and  he  U 
hereby." 

Page  1.  line  6.  strike  out  ••$10,000"  and  Insert  "$5,000." 
Page  1,  line  7.  strike  out  "satisfaction  of  his  claim"  and  Insert 
"settlement  of  aU  claims." 

Page  2.  Une  1,  after  "1037".  insert  a  colon  and  the  foUowlng: 
"Prot^teted,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act 
In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account 
of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim.  It  shaU  be  un- 
lawful for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attornejrs,  to  exact. 
ooUect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amount  appropriated 
In  this  act  In  exceas  of  10  percent  thereof  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  said  claim,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  taUe. 

WILBXra     p.     RIDDLESBARGEB     AND     JOSEPHIirE     UDDLXSBARGER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6095.  for  the  reUef  of 
Wilbur  P.  Riddlesbarger  and  Josephine  Riddlesbarger. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Ttvasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Wilbur  P.  Riddlesbarger 
and  Josephine  Riddlesbarger,  of  Eugene,  Oreg.,  the  sum  of  $5,000, 
In  full  satlEfaction  of  their  dalm  against  the  United  States  on 
aoooxint  of  the  death  of  their  minor  son,  Wilbur  Paul  Riddles- 
barger. Jr.,  who  died  on  May  15.  1938,  as  the  result  of  Injuries 
received  wben  he  fell  into  a  ditch  left  open  and  unguarded  by 
Works  Progress  Administration  employees:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  i>ercent 
thereof  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shaU  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guUty  ot  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  c<xivictlon 
thereof  ahaU  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  foDowlng  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  une  7.  strike  out  "$5,000"  and  insert  "$2,600"  and  strike 
out  "their  claim"  and  insert  "aU  claims." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  ta 
The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

I  OOBKLL  SHANKS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6548,  for  the  relief  of 
Isobell  Shanks. 
There  being  no  objectlOQ,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  lHat  the  Secretaay  of  tbe  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby.  authon29ed  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  mcMiey  In  tbe 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Isobrtl  Shanks,  at  Wave- 


land.  Ind..  tbe  sxim  of  $10,000.  llie  payment  o<  ru<^  sum  afaall 
be  In  full  settlement  of  aU  claims  against  the  United  States  <m 
account  of  the  personal  injuries  sustained  by  the  said  IsobeU  Bhanka 
when  the  automobUe  In  which  she  was  a  passenger  was  struck  oo 
Jime  24.  1938.  near  Waveland.  Ind..  by  a  truck  owned  by  the  CivUiaa 
Conservation  Corps,  and  tolerated  by  an  employee  of  tbe  corps. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  Une  5.  at  the  end  of  the  line,  insert  *7tank  K.  Hhanka, 
as  legal  guardian  of." 

Line  7.  strtke  out  "$10,000"  and  Insert  "$3,600." 

Line  9.  after  "by",  strike  ovt  "the  said"  and  Insert  "his  minor 
daughter." 

Page  2,  after  line  9.  Insert: 

"Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act 
in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  ihaU  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

llie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

nDKUTT  TRUST  CO.  OF  BALTIMOU,  MD. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bin,  H.  R.  6819,  for  the  payment 
of  claims  of  the  Fidelity  Trust  Co.  of  Baltimore.  Md..  and 
others. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  IS  there  objection  to  tbe 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  iSCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  similar  bill 
has  been  vetoed  by  the  President;  therefore  I  object. 

Mr.  THILL.    I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 

wn.UAX  M.  ntvnn 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6891.  for  the  relief  of 
William  M.  Irvine. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Postmaster  General  be.  and  he  la  here- 
by, authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  WllUam  M.  Irvine,  of  Alhambra. 
Calif.,  out  of  the  appropriation  for  "Clerks,  first-  and  second-class 
post  office,  1939."  the  sum  of  $304.05.  In  full  and  final  settlement  of 
any  and  aU  claims  against  the  Government  on  account  of  the  work 
performed  by  him  as  clerk  in  the  Los  Angeles  Post  OlSce  between 
July  1  and  August  25,  1938. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  beginning  In  line  3,  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert  the  following: 

"That  in  the  audit  of  the  accounts  of  the  postmaster  at  Los 
Angeles.  Calif.,  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  Is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  waive  the  citizenship  require- 
ments of  section  6  of  the  act  of  March  28.  1938,  62  Stat.  148.  as  to 
compensation  earned  by  William  M.  Irvine  during  the  period  Jtily  1 
to  Augtist  25,  1938,  inclusive,  as  a  postal  clerk  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

"Sec.  2.  The  postmaster  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  pay  WlUlam  M.  Irvine,  under  the  applicable  appro- 
priation of  the  Postal  Service,  such  part  of  $304J)5  as  has  not  been 
paid  him.  or,  having  heretofore  been  paid  to  him,  has  been  refunded 
by  tbe  payee,  such  sum  representing  fhe  net  amount  of  compensa- 
tion earned  by  him  during  the  period  July  1  to  August  25,  1938, 
Inclusive,  as  a  postal  clerk  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.:  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shaU  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwlUutandlng.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  at  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

Tbe  committee  amraidment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

THOMAS  BOTD 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6967,  for  the  relief 
of  Thomas  Boyd. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  tdOom: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  and  limi- 
tations of  sections  16  to  20,  both  inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  compensation  for  employees  of  the  United  States 
suffering  injtirles  while  tn  tbe  performance  of  their  dtitlas,  and 
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*—    .w^  ««r«r»»--  aonroved  September  7.  1918.  M  amended,  the 

during  January  .^^»^!^J^£/"^?Sd  at  Norfolk.  Va..  and  to  deter- 

S^^ia^om^T^t  orCo'SSis^on*",^  later  tban  60  days  alter 
S^ipS^v^'^S^Tact:  Arui  provuied  furtKer.  That  no  beneflU 
SaU  accrue  prior  to  the  approval  at  thla  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
"  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
lider  was  laid  on  the  Uble. 

PKAinC  HALL 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7283.  for  the  relief  of 
^T^erf  teing  no  objecUon.  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

K,  It  enacted    etc    That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaaury  be,  and 
he^U  he^    futhor\zed  and  directed  to  pay.  o"t  ot^y^oney 
in   the   Treasury    not   otherwise    appropriated,   to   I^'^.?~^-   °i 
New^aiS^OW?.  the  sum  of  $7,073  85.     Such  sum  «P«««<|,J^ 
ahall  be^to  full  settlement  of  aU  claims  agaln^\  ^*»«Unlt«d  States 
Sr  lom^lncvured  In  the  destruction  by  fire  of  real  and  chattel  prop- 
Sy^oiSSut  February  18.  1939.  said  fire  resultl^  from  actons 
S^  .n   .TCnt   or   aeenta  of   the  SoU  Conservation   Service.   United 
?t*S  SlSitSenTS^'ASiculture:  Pr<>vuie<i.  7^«^  -  PJf  ,°yi* 
amount  appropriated   In  thla  act  In  excess  of   10  percent  thereof 
^1  be  Sw  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on   icSum   oTservlcea   rendered   In   connection   with   this  claim. 
SdS?»me  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
?S?hsSn""g      1^1  Sraon  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
S  5e?med  fullty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  in  any  siun  not  exceeding  $1,000. 
With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
Page    1.   Une   6.   after   "of",   rtrlke   out   "$7,073.86"   and   Insert 
•^,84429." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  »  tnira 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

J.  MOirraosB  sdrzhx 
The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU.  H.  R.  7608.  for  the  reUef 
of  J.  Montrose  EdrehL  ^     ^„,  .  , 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Oerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  «  enacted  etc.  That  the  Comptroller  of  the  United  States 
be  ai5  hTta  hiieby:  authorized  and  directed  to  settle  and  allow 
the  claim  of  J.  Montrose  Edrehl  for  co»nP«°»«"on  for  service  ren- 
rt.^  M  United  SUtes  commissioner  In  the  northern  district  of 
^^da  fiJmlfprS'^riSSe.  to  June  30.  1938.  inclu^ve  no^itb- 
Ttindlne  the  fact  that  accounts  therefor  were  not  submitted  by 
tSr?iSni»lon«  within  1  year  after  the  rendition  of  ~ch  «>rv. 
ICM  m  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  1.  1933 
(47  SUt.  1383). 

With  the  following  conunlttee  amendment: 

Page  1.  after  line  2.  strike  out  aU  after  the  enacting  clause  and 

'"^^aV^Jh'e^S^'rSlry  of  the  Tre^mry  be.  and  he  i«  ^•"^'y.  •Jf*"': 
toedVnd  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  "l^^^y/"  ^^^.I'^ffS  "°* 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  J.  Montrose  Edrehi  the  sum  of  $517.30. 
S  fiLT^ttl^ment  of  all  claims  against  the  United  State*  for  serv- 
S«  rendered  by  the  said  J.  Montrose  Edrehl  as  United  States  com- 
mi«8loner  for  the  northern  district  of  Florida  for  the  pe^iod  be- 
Snn ing  May  1.  1936.  and  ending  April  30.  1938:  Provided  That  no 
Dart  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connecUon  with  th-s 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ANKA  T.   SXrrSRMAN  VAKGA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7821.  for  the  relief  of 
Anna  T.  Silferman  Varga. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  aad  he 

to  hereby   authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 

Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Anna  T.  Slflerman  Varga. 
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ZcS^^tb  thl.  claim.  "'t^'?^,^J'^^ol>uli^ 

SP'rvSuri*^rS''i5.''b':r.rrao1  .un.  no.  «c^n. 

$1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

».  F.  BRAZKLTON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7826.  for  the  relief  of 

R  P.  Brazelton.  ^   ^.      .  .„    „, 

There   being   no  objection,  the  Qerk  read  the  bill,  as 

follows: 

s^c.-s^r.-uon-^rr-cosr?,  f.r^=^- 

house  from  J.  E.  McCoy  &  Son.  located  at  Kln^^d.  Clevel^^ 
fvvnntv  Ark  which  warehouse  was  approved  by  the  said  uom- 
mXJcJjdlt  Sr^raTTon  and  the  Reconstruction  Plnan^  Corpo- 
Tauo?  2d  notlc?^f  lU  approval  as  LOoverruneM  wa«hov« 
the  storage  of  cotton  for  loans  by  producers  In  that  «f tlon  was 
du%^^  and  farmers  desiring  loans  were  advised  to  store  their 
cotton  In  said  warehouse;  and  . 

Sliereas  on  the  2d  day  of  November  1933.  being  the  Arst  day 
said  warehouse  was  open  to  receive  cotton  for  storage.  »•/«"  b^M 
were  stored  therein  by  R.  P.  Brazelton  seeking  a  loan  from  »ld 
Commodity   Credit   Corporation,   which    bales   were    weighed   and 

receipted  for;  and  _    ,,-_«       .j  .„„,■. 

Whereas  In  the  early  morning  of  November  3.  1933  said  ware- 
house and  Its  content*,  including  the  seven  bales  of  fotton  be- 
longing to  the  said  R.  P.  Brazelton  stored  therein  and  receipted 
for.  were  burned  and  totally  desUoyed;   and  _    «   «        ,* 

Whereas  it  has  been  determined  that  the  said  R.  P.  Brazelton 
should  be  compensated  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
on  the  basis  of  10  cents  per  poimd:  Therefore 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  me 
Treasury  not  otherwise  apprc^rlated.  $360  for  the  loss  of  3.600 
poimds  of  cotton  (seven  bales). 

Sbc.  2.  That  such  payment  shall  be  received  In  full  settlement 
by  the  said  R.  P.  Brazelton  for  the  loss  sustained  by  him  by  reason 
of  the  cotton  having  been  destroyed  by  fire  while  stored  in  said 
warehouse,  and  the  sum  of  $360  Is  hereby  appropriated  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Beginning  on  page  1.  strike  out  the  preamble  and  all  after  tb« 
enacting  clause  and  Insert  the  following: 

••That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $360  to  R  P.  Brazleton  of  New 
Edlnburg.  Ark..  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  for  the  loss  of  3.600  pounds  of  cotton  (7  bales),  said  cotton 
having  l)een  destroyed  by  fire  while  stored  In  a  warehotise  ap- 
proved by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  and  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim, 
and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MAKT  D.   BRIGGS  AKD  SIMEON   C.  RIGOR 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7858,  for  the  relief 
of  Mary  D.  Briggs  and  Simeon  G.  Rigor. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  the  account  of 
Mary  D.  Briggs,  postmaster  at  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  in  the  amount 
of  $11491.  representing  compensation  In  part  paid,  and  In  part 
to  be  paid,  to  Simeon  O.  Rigor  and  earned  by  the  latter  while  em- 
ployed as  a  temporary  substitute  clerk  in  the  post  office  at  Ixm 
Angeles.  Calif.,  disallowance  of  the  amount  having  \iwn  based 
upon  a  legal  prohibition  resulting  from  lack  of  proof  of  citizenship. 
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a.  The  postmaster  at  Los  Angeles,  OaUf..  to  MithorlaBd  and 
directed  to  pay  to  Simeon  G.  Rigor  the  balance  due  him  of  $53.88 
fdr  senrloeB  rendered,  such  amount  being  mcorporated  In  the 
MB0wit  stated  in  section  1  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Pi«e  2.  line  6.  after  the  word  "Act",  insert  the  foUowlng: 
"Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
•et  in  esoes  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  ren- 
dered In  oozmecUon  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  l>e 
unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contxary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  tntsdemeanor  and  upon  convlctkai  thereof  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. . 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  thh^ 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

SmON  A.  BRIEGER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7914.  for  the  relief  of 
Simon  A.  Brieger.  as  legal  representative  of  the  estate  of 
Thomas  Gerald  Brieger.  a  deceased  minor. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  ete^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Simon  A.  Brieger,  of 
IfiMtasl^,  as  legal  representative  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Gerald 
llitogiii.  a  deceased  minor,  the  sum  of  $2,500.  The  payment  of 
such  sum  shall  be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the 
United  States  on  account  of  the  death  of  the  eald  Thomas  Oerald 
Brieger.  who  was  fatally  Injured  on  March  14.  1939.  In  Lauderdale 
Coimty.  Miss.,  by  a  truck  operated  by  the  Work  Projects  Adminis- 
tration: Provided,  That  no  pctft  of  the  amotint  appropriated  In  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  persom  violating 
the  provision  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  iK)t  exceeding 
$1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

MRS.  A.  R.  BARNARD  AND  OTHraS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8097.  to  amend  an  act 
entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs,  A.  R.  Barnard,  Charles 
A.  Stephens.  Donald  W.  Prairie,  and  dependents  of  Vem  A. 
Needles."  approved  July  15.  1939. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  biH? 

There  was  no  objectlotL 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  a  similar 
Senate  bill  (S.  3307)  will  be  considered  in  lieu  of  the  House 
bilL 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  biU,  as 

foDows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  of  July  16.  1889  (Private,  No.  95. 
TCCh  C(Hig..  1st  aeas.).  to  ameoded  by  striking  out  all  of  that  portion 
UMnof  reading  "mod  the  sum  of  $5,000  to  Mrs.  Vern  A.  Needles. 
Newport.  Oreg.,  widow  of  Vem  A.  Needles,  who.  as  a  member  of  the 
crew  of  the  motorboat  M.  E.  Sloan,  was  drowned  when  such  motor- 
boat  was  capsized  and  destroved  as  aforesaid :  Prornded,"  and  sub- 
stituting In  lieu  thereof  "and  the  sum  of  $2,600  to  Mrs.  Vem  A. 
Meedlea.  Newport.  Oreg..  widow,  and  the  svim  of  $2,500  to  Charles  V. 
Needles,  minor  son.  of  Vem  A.  Needles,  who,  as  a  member  of  the 
crew  of  the  motorboat  M.  E.  Sloan,  was  drowned  when  such  motor- 
boat  was  capsiaed  and  destroyed  as  aforesaid:  Provided,  That  pay- 
ment of  the  last-named  amount  shall  be  made  to  the  legal  guardian 
Of  Charles  V.  Needles,  for  his  use  and  benefit:  Provided  further." 

The  bUl  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bin  (H.  R.  8097)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

JAXKS  L.  KENNRT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8099,  for  the  relief  of 
James  L.  Kinney. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Wn,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  and  limi- 
tations of  aections  16  to  20.  both  Inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  compensation  for  employees  of  the  United  States 


•ufferlng  injurtea  whUe  In  the  perfonnanoe  of  their  duttoa.  and  for 
other  purposes."  approved  September  7,  1916,  as  amended.  th« 
United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commission  be.  and  the 
same  Is  hereby,  authorised  and  directed  to  receive  and  consider, 
when  filed,  the  claim  of  James  U  Kinney  f<»'  dtoablUty  aUeged  to 
have  been  Incurred  by  him  while  in  the  employ  of  the  Deparuoent 
of  Commerce.  Bureau  of  Air  Commerce,  and  to  determine  said  claim 
Tipon  Its  merite  under  prorislons  of  said  act:  Provided.  That  claim 
hereunder  shall  be  filed  within  6  months  after  the  approval  of  thto 
act:  Provided  further.  That  no  benefits  shall  accrue  prior  to  tha 
enactment  of  this  act. 

Ilie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
si(}er  was  laid  on  the  taUe. 

HEIBS  or  LT.  WILLIAM  LSB  CLIMMBR,  COAST  OUARV 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU.  H.  R.  8722,  for  the  relief  of 
the  heirs  of  Lit.  William  Lee  Clemmer.  Coast  Ouard. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  ob^ectioa  to  ttw 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  a  similar 
Senate  bill  (S.  3487)  will  be  considered  in  lieu  of  the  House 
bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
be  is  hereby,  authoriaed  to  transfer  to  H.  Adrla  Clemmer.  widow, 
and  to  the  legal  guardian  of  Constance  N.  Clemmor  and  WllUam 
L.  Clemmer.  minor  children  of  Lt.  William  Lee  Clemmer  (de- 
ceased). United  States  Coast  Oiiard,  by  means  of  an  appropriate 
legal  instrument,  the  right,  titie,  and  interest  of  the  United  States 
over  and  above  the  license  rights  to  be  reserved  under  the  ap- 
pended profiao,  in  and  to  a  certain  invention  made  by  the  said 
Lt.  William  Lee  Clemmer  aiMl  conslstmg  of  new  and  useful  im- 
provements In  method  and  means  for  determining  vertical  angles 
of  energy  waves,  for  which  application  has  been  made  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Patents  (or  the  grant  of  letters  patent  of  the 
United  States  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883  (22  Stat.  625),  as 
amended  by  the  act  of  AprU  30,  1928  (46  SUt.  467;  U.  8.  C.  titie 
86,  sec.  45).  such  application  having  been  executed  April  80,  1937, 
and  filed  May  26.  1987,  being  designated  as  Serial  No.  144371: 
Prot;<d«<l,  however.  That  such  legal  InBtrument  shall  reserve  to 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  in  all  departments,  inde- 
pendent establishments,  and  corporate  and  other  agencies  thereof, 
a  nonexclusive.  Irrevocable,  and  nontransferable  royalty -free  lioense 
to  make,  to  have  made  for  it,  to  use,  to  practice,  to  maintain  in 
repair,  and  to  sell  as  surplus  and  condemned  material,  or  other- 
wise as  provided  by  law,  any  and  all  devices,  methods,  and  inven- 
tions disdoeed  or  claimed  in  the  said  application,  or  In  any  divi- 
sions or  continuations  thereof  or  substitutes  therefor,  imder  and 
for  the  full  term  or  terms  of  any  United  States  letters  patent 
whk^  may  he  granted  on  said  apphcatlon  or  on  any  divisions, 
extensions,  continuations,  or  reissues  thereof  or  substitutes  there- 
for; and  shall  reserve  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  as 
represented  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasiur  the  irrevocable  and 
exclusive  right  to  inxisecute  any  above  referred  to  application, 
together  with  the  full  power  of  substitution  and  revocation  al 
powers  of  attorney  therein,  including  the  right  to  make  altera- 
tions and  amendments  to  any  said  t^pllcation,  to  transact  all 
businese  in  the  Patent  CXBce  connected  therewith,  and  to  prose- 
cute, conduct,  and  make  adjustments  and  settlements  of  any  Inter- 
ferences or  other  actions  or  proceedings  that  any  such  application 
may  encounter  or  in  which  any  such  apphcatlon  may  becoma 
Involved. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bin  (H.  R  8722)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

LAMBORN  ft  CO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  5937.  to  confer  Juris- 
diction on  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  and  determine  the 
claim  of  Lamborn  &  Co.  

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin  and  Mr.  THILL  objected,  and. 
under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  dispense  with 
further  proceedings  under  the  call  of  the  Private  Calendar. 

•Rie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BnXS  PRZSKNTKD  TO  THX  PBXSIDKXT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  BiBo, 
reported  that  that  committee  did  on  this  day  present  to  th« 
President,  for  his  approval,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  follow- 
ing UUcs: 
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H  R  7543.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  accept  real  esUte  granted  to  the  United  States  by  the 
city  of  Miami.  Pla..  and  lor  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7737.  kn  act  to  amend  the  Judicial  C«le  by  ad^ng 
a  new  secUon  thereto,  designated  as  section  266a.  to  provide 
Jor^^ention  by  States  in  certain  c^  ^T?^^^ 
validity  of  the  exercise  of  any  power  by  the  United  States, 
or  any  agency  thereof,  or  any  officer  or  employee  thereof, 
and  for  other  purposes:  and 

H.  R.  9140.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  acquire  land  at  Key  West.  Pla. 

ADjoniuncKMT 

Mr.  COSTEUiO.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do 

°*^e  m°ouSi  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  8  o'clock  Mid  50 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Thurs- 
day. May  30. 1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
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COMMITTEE   HEARINGS 

coiocTTn  OH  nrriRSTATi  and  FORncN  comaHCB 
There  wlU  be  a  meeting  of  tiie  Committee  on  Interstate 
and   Foreign    Commerce    on    Thursday.    May    30.    iswi.    ax. 

Busmess  to  be  considered:  To  continue  hearings  on  S.  280 
and  H.  R.  145.  motion  pictures.    The  opposition  will  contmue. 

COmiXTTR   ON   XXNZS   AND   IDNING 

The  Subcommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  that  ^  ap- 
Dointed  to  consider  S.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Fnaay. 
May  31.  1940.  at  10  a.  m..  in  the  committee  rooms  in  Uie 
New  House  Office  Building. 

COMmTTEI  ON  PUBLIC  BUILDINCS  AND  GROUNDS 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Build- 
ings and  Grounds  Thursday.  May  30.  1940.  at  10:30  a.  m.. 
for  the  consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution  472. 
coKMrrm  on  thk  jxtdiciary 

On  Monday.  June  3.  1940.  the  Special  Subcommittee  on 
Bankruptcy  and  Reorganization  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  wUl  hold  a  hearing  on  tiie  bill.  H.  R.  9864.  amend- 
ing the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  respect  to  the  basis  of  property 
and  excluding  certain  corporations  from  the  provisions  of 
chapter  XI.  The  hearing  will  be  held  in  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee room.  346  House  Office  Building,  and  will  begin  at 

10  a.  m. 

coMMrrrxx  on  ntVAUD  pensions 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  InvaUd 
Pensions  on  Monday.  June  3.  1940.  at  10:30  a.  m..  in  room 
247  House  Office  Building,  for  the  purpose  of  considermg 
H  R  7899  entitled  "A  bill  extending  the  provisions  of  pen- 
sion laws  relating  to  Indian  War  veterans  to  members  of 
Companies  E  and  P.  Frontier  Battalion.  Texas  Rangers,  and 
for  other  purposes."  and  H.  R.  8030.  entitled  "A  bill  granting 
pensions  to  certain  former  members  of  the  organizations 
known  as  the  Spring  Creek  Company  of  South  Dakota 
Volunteers." 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  Uble  and  referred  as  follows: 

1685  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States. 
Uansmitting  a  list  of  papers  recommended  for  disposition 
by  the  clerk  United  States  District  Court  of  South  Dakote: 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1686  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  still  photographic  film  recommended 
for  disposition:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  „  ..  ^   „^  ^ 

1687.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  Stetes, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers  recommended  for  disposition  by 
the  CivU  Aeronautics  Authority;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 


1688.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
ti-ansmitting  a  list  of  papers  recommended  for  d^os  t  on 
by^P^Lna  Canal:  to  tiie  Committee  on  the  Disposition 

""'S^^TlenTIrom  tiie  Archivist  of  the  United  State, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers  recommended  for  d^s^on 
by  th^ Interstate  Commerce  Commission:  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers.  „  ,.    .   „,^.^ 

1690.  A  letter  from  tiie  Archivist  of  the  United  Stat^. 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers  recommended  fof^  disposition  by 
the  General  Accounting  Office:  to  tiie  Committee  on  tiie  Dis- 
position of  Executive  Papers.  .  .».     tt   .^^^   cf«to« 

1691  A  letter  from  tiie  Archivist  of  tiie  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers  recommended  for  disposition  by 
the  Department  of  Commerce:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
position of  Executive  Papers.  _  ..  ^   „*  .. 

1692  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  lists  of  papers  recommended  for  disposition  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture;  te  tiie  Committee  or^  tiie  Dis- 
position of  Executive  Papers.  _  ..  ^   „.  * 

1693  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers  recommended  for  disposition  by 
the  Department  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers.  ,     .   „*  ♦ 

1694.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers  recommended  for  disposition 
by  the  Department  of  the  Navy;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1695.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers  recommended  for  disposition 
by  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  northern  district 
of  niinols.  with  the  approval  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice:   to  the   Committee   on   the  Disposition  of   Executive 

Paners. 

1696  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting  a 
draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  authorize  the  transfer  of  the 
ArUngton  Farm.  Va..  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  and 
the  War  Department,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

1697.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  transmitting  a 
draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  require  registration  of  all  fire- 
arms in  the  United  States  and  a  record  of  their  transfers, 
accompanied  by  the  Imposition  of  a  nominal  tax  on  each 
transfer;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

1698  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bin  for  the  reUef  of  Ray  C. 
McMillen  with  accompanying  papers;  to  the  Committee  on 

Claims. 

1699.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
SUtes.  transmitting  deficiency  estimates  of  appropriations 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  fiscal  year  1939  and  prior 
fiscal  years  in  the  amount  of  $74,990.16,  and  supplemental 
estimates  of  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  jrears  1940  and 
1941  in  the  amount  of  $400,740.47;  in  all,  $475,730.63  (H.  Doc. 
No.  791);  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

1700.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  an  estimate  of  appropriation,  submitted 
by  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  settle 
claims  and  suits  against  the  District  of  Columbia  amoimting 
to  $400  (H.  Doc.  No.  792) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1701.  A  commimlcatlon  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1940.  to  remain  avail- 
able until  expended,  for  the  War  Department,  for  acquisition 
of  land,  amountmg  to  $76,750  (H.  Doc.  No.  793) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ord^ed  to  be  printed. 

1702.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  provision  per- 
taining to  the  existing  appropriations  of  the  War  Department 
for  construction  of  buildings,  utilities,  and  appurtenances  at 


1940 
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military  posts  (H.  Doc  No.  794) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1703.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics  for 
the  fiscal  year  1941.  amounting  to  $1,200,000,  to  be  available 

.^  Immediately  (H.  Doc.  No.  795) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations aixl  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1704.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  Council  of  National  Defense  in  the  amount  of 
$1,000,000  to  be  Immediately  available  and  to  remain  avail- 
able until  expended  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  2  of  the  act  of  August  29,  1916  (H.  Doc.  No.  790) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  ApiH'opriations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

1705.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation,  transmitting  a  report  on  the  activities  and 
expenditures  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  for 
the  month  of  April  1940  (H.  Doc.  No.  796) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


REPORTS    OP   COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm. 

Mi.  DElbfPSET:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution 
602.  Resolution  to  amend  rule  XXXV  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House  of  Representatives;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2334) .   Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  WEAVER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  S.  2262.  An 
act  to  provide  for  a  change  In  the  time  for  holding  court  at 
Rock  Hin  and  Spartanburg.  S.  C;  without  amendment  (Rept 
No.  2335) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  LANHAM:  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 
Grounds.  H.  R.  9063.  A  WIl  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  transfer  certain  property  in  San  Francisco.  Calif., 
to  the  city  and  county  of  San  Francisco  for  street  purposes; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2337).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  sUte  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  H.  R.  9896.  A 
Wll  to  authorize  appropriations  for  construction  at  military 
posts,  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2338) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union. 

Mr,  MAY:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  H.  R.  9897.  A 
bin  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  additional  land  for  mili- 
tary purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2339).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  H.  R. 
9149.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  March  3  1927.  entitled  "An 
act  granting  pensions  to  certain  soldiers  who  served  in  the 
Indian  wars  from  1817  to  1898,  &nA  for  other  purposes"; 
Without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2340).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  STEIAGALL:  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
8  1964.  An  act  to  amend  section  5136  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes, as  amended,  to  authorize  charitable  contributions  by 
national  banking  associations;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2341).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE   BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  MASON:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  4357.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Felix  Prank,  his 
wife,  Sarah,  and  children,  Jacob  and  Pauline;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2331).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Natural- 
ization.   H.  R.  5218.    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giacoma  CicUa; 


without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2332).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Wlx^  House. 

Mr.  MASON:  Committee  on  immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  6333.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Alezina  Mc- 
Klnnon;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2333).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  TALLE:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  8304.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  O.  A.  Ckanne- 
berger;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2336).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXll.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri: 

H.  R.  9944.  A  bill  to  establish  a  national  home  defense 
force,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BLOOM: 

H.  R.  9945.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  of  April  13. 
1938,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  a  flowage  easement  on 
certain  ceded  Chippewa  Indian  lands  bordering  Lake  of  the 
Woods,  Warroad  River,  and  Rainy  River.  Minn.,  and  for 
other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  CREAL: 

H.  R.  9946.  A  bill  to  permit  the  reappointment  of  post- 
masters on  military  reservations;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Post  OflBce  and  Post  Roads. 
By  Mr.  KEOGH: 

H.  R.  9947.  A  bill  to  repeal  obsolete  statutes  and  to  Improve 
the  United  States  Code;  to  the  Committee  on  Revision  of  the 
Laws. 

By  Mrs.  CLARA  G.  McMTT.T.AN: 

H.  R.  9948.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  designation  of  an  In- 
dividual domicile  and  residence  when  making  income-tax 
returns;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr,  SMITH  of  Washington: 

H.  R.9949.  A  bill  authorizing  an  appropriation  for  the 
establishment  and  development  of  a  naval  air  and  seaplane 
base  at  Grays  Harbor,  Wash.;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  9950.  A  bill  authorizing  an  appropriation  for  the 
establishment  and  development  of  a  naval  air  and  seaplane 
base  at  Willapa  Harbor,  Wash.;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 

Affairs.  

By  Mr.  EDELSTEIN: 

H.  R.  9951.  A  bill  to  provide  workmen's  compensation  for 
employees  of  carriers  engaged  in  interstate  transportation  by 
motor  vehicles,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  BOEHNE: 

H.  R.  9952.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Indiana  State  Toll  Bridge 
Commission  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Wabash  River  at  or  near  Moimt  Vernon,  Posey 
County,  Ind.;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H.  R.  9953.  A  bill  to  establish  c«rtaln  rights  for  combat 
veterans  of  wars  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on 
World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 

H.  R.  9954.  A  bill  to  amend  section  7  of  the  act  of  May  14, 
1930  (46  Stat.  326;  U.  S.  C,  title  18,  sec.  753f);,  relating  to 
places  of  confinement  and  transfers  of  persons  convicted  of 
an  offense  a«:alnst  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary- 

By  Mr.  LEA: 

H.  R.  9955.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  more  uniform  coveraere 
of  certain  persons  employed  in  coal-mining  operations  with 
respect  to  insurance  benefits  provided  for  by  certain  Federal 
acts,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  FV)reign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma: 

H.R.9956.  A  bill  to  provide  an  old-age  pension  for  the 
citizens  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 
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By  Mr.  COCaXY:  __^,_  ^  ^f»«« 

H.  R.  »57  A  tin  lelattag  to  the  reconcentratton  or  cotion 
b,  tbe  Commodity  Credit  Corporatjon;  to  the  Committee  on 
Asxlcolture. 

By  Mr.  6TEAGALL:  ^    „      „ 

H  R.  9958.  A  Wll  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Recon- 
fltrnctlon  P^aiance  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan 
banks-  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Aci, 
as  amended:  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
PpnkjT^  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  VINCENT  of  Kentucky: 
H  R  5S59  A  bilJ  to  provide  for  the  completion  of  the  Mam- 
moth Cave  National  Park  in  the  SUte  of  Kentucky  and  for 
other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  the  PubUc  Lands. 
By  Mr.  DINGELL:  . 

H  J  Res  554  Joint  resolution  making  appropriations  for 
Improvement  of  airports;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. 

MEMORIALS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXIL  memorials  were  presented 

and  referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,  memorializing  the  President  and  tiie 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  consider  their  Assembly 
Concurrent  Resolution  No.  19.  with  reference  to  national- 
defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  EBERHARTER: 
H.R  9960.  A  bill  to  record  the  lawful  admission  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  of  Anton  Seles;  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  LARRABEE: 
H.  R.  9961.  A  bin  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  E.  WUbum; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensicms. 
By  Mr.  POWERS: 
H.  R  9963.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Rudolph  OUver  Eppler; 
to  the  Committee  on  Naval  AflsUra, 


May  30 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8493.  By  Mr.  BREWSTER:  Petition  of  members  of  Penob- 
scot Tribe  of  Indians  of  Indian  Island,  signed  by  375  urging 
construction  of  a  bridge  between  Indian  Island  and  Old 
Town-  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8494  By  Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON:  Petition  of  Tom  J. 
Anderson,  post  commander;  J.  M.  Flanagan,  adjutant;  Llew- 
ellyn Notiey.  service  officer  of  the  W.  A.  Harrison  Post.  No. 
238  American  Legion.  Teague.  Tex.,  favoring  the  adminis- 
tration's defense  program,  also  repeal  of  legislation  prevent- 
ing shipment  of  material  to  the  Allies,  etc.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

8495.  By  Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the 
Metropolitan  League  of  Savings  and  Loan  Associations.  New 
York  City,  urging  support  of  House  bill  6971.  concerning  the 
thrift  and  home-flnancing  needs  of  the  citizens  of  this 
country;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8496.  Also,  petition  of  Robert  Qair  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York 
City,  expressing  opposition  to  Senate  bill  1970  which,  in 
their  opinion,  is  In  direct  opposition  to  the  President's  "antt- 
flfth  column"  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8497.  By  Mr.  PFKIFEH:  Petition  of  the  International  Asso- 
ciation of  Machinists,  National  Lodge  No.  656,  Qovemment 
employees,  Brooklyn.  N.  Y..  opposing  any  change  in  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8^96.  By  Mr.  SCHWERT:  Resolution  of  the  executive  com- 
mittee of  Association  of  State  Civil  Service  Employees,  per- 
taining to  national  defense  and  other  matters  relating  to  the 
war  abroad;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


8499  By  Mr  TOLAN:  J<^t  resolution  of  the  Senate  and 
the  A^mbly  of  tiie  State  of  California,  protesting  the  pro- 
posed atUck  upon  the  titie  of  the  State  of  California  to  it3 
SSTsubmerged.  and  overflowed  lands;  to  the  Committee  on 

^SMO^BTMr.  VREELAND:  Petition  of  the  State  of  New 
Jersey-  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8501  By  the  SPEAKER:  PeMtion  of  the  Club  Femina.  San 
Mateo.'  Calif,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  re^ution 
witii  reference  to  aid  to  Europe;  to  Uie  Committee  on  Foreign 

8502'  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Workers  Order. 
San  Diego.  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolu- 
tion with  reference  to  Uie  Dies  committee;  to  the  Committee 

on  Rules.  „  .        _,  ...    - 

8503  Also,  petition  of  the  Warehouse  Union.  District  1, 
Local  6  International  Longshoremen  and  Warehousemen  s 
Union,  'san  Francisco.  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  wiUi  reference  to  a  bill  to  deport  Hairy 
Bridges;   to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturall- 

zation.  __,    . 

8504  Also  petition  of  the  United  Construction  Workers. 
Local  66.  skcramento,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideratiwi  of 
tiieir  resolution  with  reference  to  a  bill  to  deport  Harry 
Bridges;   to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturau- 

zation.  t-t  i*  ^ 

8505  Also  petition  of  the  International  Union.  United 
Automobile  Workers  of  America.  Saginaw.  Mich.,  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  Senate  biU 
591,  United  States  Housing  Authority  program;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency.  _  ,  „  . 

8506  Also,  petition  of  the  Washington  Industrial  Union 
Council  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations.  Washington. 
D  C  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  ref- 
erence to  Senate  bill  591.  United  SUtes  Housing  Authority 
program;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8507.  Also,  petition  of  the  Women's  Auxiliary.  No.  11. 
United  Automobile  Workers  of  America.  Congress  of  Indus- 
trial Organizatious.  Local  157.  West  Side  Tool  and  Die.  peti- 
tioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
antialien  bills;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.  ^^       ^    t.  « 

8508.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Rubber  Workers  of 
America.  Local  100.  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  petitioning  consid- 
eration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  a  bill  to  deport 
Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.  ,        , 

8509.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Aviation  Day  Associ- 
ation. Inc..  Washington.  D.  C,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  aircraft  and  national  de- 
fense; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8510.  Also,  petition  of  the  City  Council  of  Baltimore, 
Baltimore.  Md..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs, 


SENATE 

Thursday,  May  30,  1940 

(LeTislative  day  of  Tuesday,  May  28,  1940) 
The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 

the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Z?Bamey  T.  Phillips,  D.  D^  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

Thou  God  of  all  the  ages,  who  art  the  God  not  of  the  dead 
but  of  the  living,  we  thank  Thee  for  all  those  who.  having 
finished  their  course  in  faith,  do  now  rest  from  their  labors, 
especially  those  by  whose  spirits  we  are  challenged  to  rededi- 
cate  ourselves  to  the  service,  honor,  and  welfare  of  our  coun- 
try. May  we  never  forget  that,  though  the  wildest  strains  of 
martial  music  are  carried  away  on  the  wings  of  the  wind,  the 
wordless  courage  of  the  fallen  hero  will  mark  the  spot,  so 
long  as  time  shall  last,  where  pilgrims  of  every  race  and 
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creed  will  come  to  Unger.  if  but  for  a  moment,  in  the  spirit  of 
reverent  devotion.  Reveal  to  us  on  this  day  of  days,  when 
quickened  memory  evokes  our  tribute  of  respect,  that,  while 
vanity  and  pretense  may  flourish  for  a  day,  the  greatness 
of  our  Nation  depends  not  upon  wealth  or  birth  but  upon  those 
citizens  whose  industry  and  character  are  their  only  tiUes, 
and  that  there  can  be  no  lasting  triumph  save  that  which  is 
founded  upon  truth — truth  between  man  and  man.  truth 
between  nation  and  nation,  truth  between  men  and  nations 
and  their  Ood. 

In  the  spirit  of  humility  we  pray  that  we  may  be  worthy  of 
our  heritage.    Ilirough  Jesus  Christ,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THK  JOtTRKAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Oeokge,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Wednesday.  May  29,  1940.  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

ICSSSACK  ntOK  THI  HOT7SI 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  without  amendment  the  following  bills  of  the 
Senate: 

S.  1239.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Prlscilla  M.  Noland; 

S.  1289.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  city  of  Leavenworth. 
Kans.; 

8. 1445.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bnmo  Arena; 

S.  1474.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  O.  Abbitt; 

8. 1839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Le  Roy  Breithaupt; 

8. 1942.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of 
Anna  Barbara  Kosick.  deceased; 

S.  2199.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isadore  J.  Friedman; 

S.  2234.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  R.  Maguire; 

8. 2268.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roxie  Richardson ; 

S.  2419.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  J.  Hogan  and  W.  R. 
Larkln.  in  connection  with  the  construction,  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  the  Fort  Hall  Indian  Irrigation  project,  Idaho; 

S.  2572.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  M.  Shea; 

8.2667.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  W. 
Plnley; 

S.  2798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Parr; 

S.  3071.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Luther  Devoe; 

8. 3073.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Verle  8.  Ward; 

S.  3091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bamet  Warren; 

8.  3092.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  John  R.  Holt; 

S.  3233.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  T.  Jensen; 

8. 3304.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  Frank  Kuner.  intvate, 
uniformed  force,  United  States  Secret  Service; 

S.  3307.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  A.  R.  Barnard.  Charles  A.  Stephens.  Donald 
W.  Prairie,  and  dependents  of  Vem  A.  Needles,"  approved  July 
15.  1939; 

8. 3328.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dorothy  Crossing;  . 

8. 3487.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Lt.  William  Lee 
Clemmer.  Coast  Guard ;  and 

S.  3789.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Eberhart  Steel  Products 
Co..  Inc. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  the 
following  bills  of  the  Senate,  severally  with  an  amendment,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

8.920.  An  act  conferring  JurisdictiCHi  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Montana  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  estate 
of  Joseph  IhChelich; 

S.  1649.  An  act  for  the  rdief  of  Alan  C.  Winter,  Jr..  and 
Elizabeth  Winter;  and 

8.2083.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Parker 
McKee.  Sr..  and  Louise  McKee. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  bin  (8.  2132)  for  the  reUef  of  Katherlne  Scott.  Mrs.  J.  H. 
Scott.  Jettie  Stewart,  and  Ruth  Mincemeyer.  with  amend- 
ments, in  which  it  requested  tbe  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 


Tbe  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  t^  (H.  R.  8745)  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jime  SO.  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes:  that  the  House  had  receded  from  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  6. 
9.  11,  12.  33,  35.  37,  47.  51.  59,  60.  70.  72.  80,  84.  87.  89.  90.  91. 
and  99  to  the  bill,  and  concurred  therein;  that  the  House  had 
receded  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  numbered  18,  34,  50.  63,  64,  69.  85.  100,  101.  and  111  to 
the  bill,  and  concurred  therein  severally  with  an  amendment. 
In  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate,  and 
that  the  House  insisted  upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  numbered  95  and  110  to  the  bill. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate: 

H.  R.  775.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  W.  M.  Hurley  and  Joe 
Whltson; 

H.  R.  1167.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Black  Hills  Metho- 
dist Hospital  of  Rapid  City,  8.  Dak.; 

H.  R.  1178.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lester  R.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  1846.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Malachy  Rsran; 

H.  R.  2078.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  EHstrict  of  Oklahoma 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
D.  X.  Sanders; 

H.  R.  2083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dan  Yancey; 

H.R.2106.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Flack; 

H.R. 2151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Bruce.  Jr.; 

H.  R.  2214.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  Grace  Murphy, 
administratrix  of  the  estate  of  John  H.  Murphy,  deceased; 

H.R. 2286.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wasyl  Kulmatycki; 

H.  R.  2354.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  T.  Elnloe; 

H.  R.  2513.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  B.  Reagh; 

H.  R.  2628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Engblom; 

H.  R  2901.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Geraldine  Ash; 

H.  R.  2946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Naoma  Kinder,  a  minor; 

H.R. 3142.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leland  G.  Myers; 

H.  R.  3163.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose  Bilaitis; 

H.  R.  8964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  H.  S.  Wayman; 

H.  R.  3976.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Violet  Knowlen,  a  minor; 

H.  R.  4113.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maude  Sullivan; 

H.  R.  4142.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Reid  Hudson; 

H.  R.  4801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Camastro,  a  minor; 

H. R.  4971.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Annie  Brown; 

H.  R.  5297.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanley  V.  Smith; 

H.  R.  5303.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Solomon  Brown; 

H.  R.  5365.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  J.  Murphy; 

H.  R.  5424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E.  J.  McCardle; 

H.  R  5464.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Don  E.  Hicks; 

H.R. 5571.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Minnie  Lowery  and 
Wlnell  Lowery; 

H.  R.  5592.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  Atklson; 

H.  R.  5771.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis  St.  Jacques; 

H.R.  5776.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Albert  DePonti; 

H,  R.  5823.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Morrissey  Construction 
Co.; 

H.  R  6930.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Raymond  C.  Knight; 

H.  R  6061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Haael  Thomas; 

H.  R.6095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wilbur  P.  Riddles- 
barger  and  Josephine  Riddlesbarger; 

H.  R  6212.  An  act  for  the  relief  at  Nannie  May  Blythe 
and  Claudia  Blythe; 

H.  R.  6215.  An  act  for  the  rdief  of  John  E.  Avery; 

H.  R  6548.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isob^  Shanks; 

H.  R  6553.  An  act  for  the  relief  ot  the  Pennsylvania  8tat« 
College; 

H.  R.  6598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Upton; 

H.  R  6605.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis  A.  Charland; 

H.  R  6686.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  T.  Jack  Neal; 
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H.R6822.  An   act  for  the  reUel  ol  Eliza  Warren   and 

George  T.  Warren:  .  „       ,,.  ^. 

H  R.6845.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Anthony  Borsellino. 

h!  R  6891.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  M.  Irvine; 

H  R.  6967.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Boyd: 

a  R  7173.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  Chwalek; 

H  R  7283.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank  HaU; 

H  R  7608.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  J.  Montrose  Edrehi; 

H.  R  7821.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  T.  Sifferman 
Vftrg^' 

H.  R  7826.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  R  P.  Brazelton; 

H  R  7843.  An  act  for  the  i;elief  of  Clifford  J.  Williams: 

H.R7858.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  D.  Briggs  and 

Bimeon  O.  Rigor:  ^^    -n,     _* 

H.  R.  7861.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 

of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the 

claims   of   Hannah   S.   Bray.   Jane   Bickers,   and   Frances 

Bickers:  ,    „. 

H.  R  7914.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Smion  A.  Brieger,  as 
legal  representative  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Gerald  Brieger, 
a  deceased  minor: 

H.R.8096.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing 
officers  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  and  for  the  settle- 
ment of  the  individual  claims  approved  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment: ,    „. 

H.R.  8099.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  L.  Kinney: 

H.R.  8429.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  L.  P.  Worrall, 
and  for  other  pxuposes:  and 

H.  R.  8868.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
Npf  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon 
the  claim  of  the  Bolinross  Chemical  Co.,  Inc. 

\^  CALL  OF  THS  ROLL 

Bflr.  BARKLEY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answeiHed  to  their  names: 
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Adams 

Ashursk 

Austin 

B&lley 

Bankhcad 

Barbour 

BarUey 

BUbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Cliandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark,  lio. 

Connally 

Danaber 


DaTls 

Donah  ey 

Ellender 

Oeorge 

Oerry 

Olbson 

OUlette 

Ouitey 

Oumey 

Hale 

Harrison     "* 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

King 

LaPoUett* 

Lee 


Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

McKellar 

McNary 

Malcney 

Mead 

Miller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

O^Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radcllffe 

Reynolds 

Russell 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 


Sbeppard 

Shlpstead 

Slattery 

Smathers 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


Mr.  MUTTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Grun)  is  unavoidably  detained  from  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Dov^ney]  is  absent  on 
official  business  for  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Andrtws],  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  .  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  BarxlktI  are  necessarily  detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Rked]  is  absent  on  official  business  for  the  Committee 
Investigating  Campaign  Expenditures. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Frazier]  Is  neces- 
sarily absent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty- nine  Senators  have 
answered  to  theii  oames.    A  quorum  is  present. 

APRIL  RIPORT  OF  RICONSTRUCTION  FlNANCg  CC^*RATION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  report 
from  the  Chairman  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion for  the  month  of  AprU  1940.  submitted  pursuant  to  law, 
relative  to  the  activities  and  expenditures  of  the  Corporation, 
including  a  statement  of  loan  and  other  authorizations  made 


during  the  month,  etc..  which,  with  the  accompanying  papers. 
^Klerred  to  the  Committee  on  Bankmg  and  Currency. 
prrrnoNS  amd  memorials 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
of  Wilbur  Wright  Federal  Hangar  No.  1.  National  Aviation 
Day  Association.  Washington.  D.  C.  commending  Members 
of  Congress  for  their  realization  of  the  importance  and 
necessity  for  the  development  of  aircraft  In  the  scheme  of 
naUonal  defense,  and  pledging  assistance  in  every  way  to 
protect  the  Nation  and  make  it  safe  against  all  enemies,  ex- 
ternal and  internal,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs.  ,        ,^,  .  ..  ^ 

Mr  WALSH  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  praying  for  the  enactment  of  the 
bUl  (S  3910)  to  authorize  the  Administrator  of  Veterans 
Affairs  to  furnish  domicUiary  and  hospital  care  and  medical 
treatment  to  World  War  veterans  of  the  United  Stat^ 
merchant  marine,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr  CAPPER  presented  a  resolution  of  the  executive  com- 
mittee of  the  Kansas  Independent  Oil  &  Gas  Association 
Wichita  Kans..  protesting  against  the  enactment  of  the  biu 
(S  3753)  to  amend  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as 
amended,  relative  to  pipe-Une  companies,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

AIRPORT    AT    NEWARK.    N.    J.— RESOLUTION    OF    THE    NEW    JERSEY 

LEGISLATURE 

Mr  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask 
to  have  printed  in  the  Congressional  Record  a  concurrent 
resolution  of  the  New  Jersey  Legislature  asking  that  the 
United  States  investigate  and  consider  the  feasibUity  of  ac- 
quiring control  of  the  Newark  Airport  in  connecUon  with  the 
development  of  the  national-defense  program.  I  also  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  resolution  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Commerce;  and  I  trust  that  when  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  receives  the  certified  copy  of  this  resoluUon. 
which  as  will  be  noted,  is  being  transmitted  to  him  by  the 
secretary  of  state  of  New  Jersey,  he  will  give  it  his  most 
careful  and  favorable  attention  and  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objecUon,  the  resolution 
will  be  received  and  referred  as  requested. 

The  concurrent  resolution  of  the  New  Jersey  Legislature 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  as  follows: 
An  assembly  concurrent  resolution  memorializing  CongrcM  of  the 
United  States  and  the  War  Department  of  the  United  SUtea  to 
investigate  the  conditions  at  Newark  Airport.  Newark.  N.  J.,  and 
the  feasibility  of  this  airport  being  placed  under  Government 
control  as  an  Integral  part  of  the  United  States  national-defense 
program 

Whereas  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  requested  that 
Congress  make  available  a  large  emergency  appropriation  for  the 
purpose  of  expanding  the  national  defenses  of  the  United  States; 

Whereas  Newark  Airport,  Newark.  N.  J,  a  munlclpaUy  owned  alr- 
neld.  Is  one  of  the  largest  airfields  In  the  country  and  Is  In  the 
center  of  the  metropolitan  district  of  the  East;  and 

Whereas  the  Newark.  N.  J.,  municipal  authorities  have  announced 
the  proposed  closing  of  the  control  tower  at  Newark  Airport  due  to 
failure  of  commercial  air  lines  to  adequately  compensate  the  city 
of  Newark:  and  .     „     ^^ 

Whereas  the  closing  of  this  control  tower  means  practically  the 
cessation  of  commercial  aviation  at  this  large  airfield  and  the 
eventual  decay  of  the  field;  and 

Whereas  it  is  the  belief  of  the  citizens  of  New  Jersey  that  this 
airfield  should  be  an  Integral  part  of  the  air-defense  program  for 
the  New  York  and  New  Jersey  metropolitan  area:  Now,  therefore, 

be  It 

Resoli^ed  try  the  House  of  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Sev  Jeraey 
{the  senate  concurring)  — 

1.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the  War  Depart- 
ment of  the  United  States  be  urged  to  investigate  immediately  the 
condlUons  at  Newark  Airport  and  the  feasibility  of  this  airport 
being  placed  under  Government  control  as  an  Integral  part  of  the 
expansion  program  of  national  defense  now  under  consideration, 
and  that  the  city  of  Newark  be  adequately  compensated  for  the 
transfer  of  the  airfield  and  Its  facilities  to  the  United  SUtes  Gov- 
ernment; and 

a.  That  certified  copies  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  to  the 
President  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  SUtcs.  to  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  to  each  Member  therein  representing  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,  and  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 
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KKPOKTSOr  OUMMITICM 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3879)  to  amend 
section  15  (g)  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act.  a«  amended, 
relating  to  the  definition  of  agricultural  commodity,  reported 
it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1733) 
thereon. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3982)  to  authorize  ap- 
inx>priation8  for  construction  at  military  posts,  and  for  other 
INirposes.  reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  % 
report  (No.  1724)  thereon. 

BILLS  nmODUCKO 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  fhst  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  L£E: 

8.4071.  A  bill  for  preventing  the  illegal  entry  of  aliens; 
to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 

By  Mr.  BYRD: 

8. 4072.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maxle  Smallwood  Chapman; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  MINTON: 

8. 4073.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fred  McOarrataan;  to  the 
Committee  on  MiUtary  Affairs. 

HOUSX  BILLS  IKratRES 

The  following  bills  were  severally  read  twice  by  their  titles 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims: 

H.  R.  775.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  W.  M  Hurley  and  Joe 
Whitson; 

H.  R.  1167.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Black  Hills  Metho- 
dist Hospital,  of  Rapid  City.  8.  Dak.; 

H.  R.  1178.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lester  R.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  1846.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Malachy  Ryan; 

H.  R.  2078.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Elastem  E>istrlct  of  Oklahoma 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  oX 
D.  X.  Sanders; 

H.  R.  2083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dan  Yancey; 

H.  R.  2106.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Flack; 

H.  R.  2151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Bruce,  Jr.: 

H.R. 2214.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  Grace  Murphy, 
administratrix  of  the  estate  of  John  H.  Murphy,  deceased; 

H.  R.  2286.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wasyl  Kulmatyckii 
An  act  for  the  relief  of'B.  T.  Enloe; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  B.  Reagh; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Engblom; 
An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Geraldine  Ash; 

H.  R.  2946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Naoma  Blinder,  a  minor; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leland  G.  Myers; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose  BilaiUs; 

H.  R.  3964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  H.  8.  Wayman; 

H.R. 3976.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Violet  Knowlen,  a 
minor; 

H.R.  4113. 

H.R.4142. 

H.  R.  4801. 
minor; 

H.  R.  4971. 

H.  R.  5297. 

H.  R.  5303. 

H.  R.  5365. 

H.  R.  5424. 

H.  R.  5464. 

H.R.  5571.  An 
Winell  Lowery; 

H.  R  5592.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  Atklson; 

H.  R.  5771.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Louis  St.  Jacques; 

H.  R.  5776.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Albert  DePontl; 

H.R.  5823.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Morrissey  Construc- 
tion Co.; 

H.  R.  5930.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Raymond  C.  Knight; 

H.  R.  6061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hazel  Thomas; 


H.  R.  2354. 
H.R.  2513. 
H.  R.  2628. 
H.  R.  2901. 


H.  R.  3142. 
H.R.  3163. 


An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maude  Sullivan; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Reid  Hudson; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Camastro. 


a 


An  act  for  the  relief  of  Annie  Brown; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanley  V.  Smith; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Solomon  Brown; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  J.  Murphy; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E.  J.  McCardle; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Don  E.  Hicks; 

act  for  the  relief  of  Minnie  Lowery  and 


H.  R.  6095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wilbur  P.  Riddlesbarger 
and  Josephine  Riddlesbarger; 

H.  R.  6212.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nannie  May  Blythe 
and  Claudia  Blythe; 

H.  R.  6215.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  E.  Avery; 

H.  R.  6548.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isobell  Shanks; 

H.  R.  6553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Pennsylvania  State 
College; 

H.  R.  6598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Upton; 

H.  R.  6605.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis  A.  Charland; 

H.  R.  6686.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  T.  Jack  Neal; 

H.R.  6822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eliza  Warren  and 
George  T.  Warren; 

H.  R.  6845.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anthony  Borsellino; 

H.  R.  6891.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  M.  Irvine: 

H.  R.  6967.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Boyd; 

H.  R.  7283.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Prank  HaU; 

H.  R.  7608.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  Montrose  Edrehi; 

H.R.7821.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  T.  Sifferman 
Varga; 

H.  R  7826.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  R.  F.  Brazelton; 

H.  R.  7843.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clifford  J.  Williams; 

H.  R7858.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  D.  Briggs  and 
Simeon  G.  Rigor; 

H.  R.  7861.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the 
claims  of  Hannah  S.  Bray.  Jane  Bickers,  and  Frances 
Bickers; 

H.R. 7914.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Simon  A.  Brieger.  as 
legal  representetlve  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Gerald  Brieger. 
a  deceased  minor; 

H.  R.  8099.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  L.  Kinney;  and 

H.R. 8868.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the 
claim  of  the  Bolinross  Chemical  Co.,  Inc. 

SETTLEMENT  OF  DISPUTES  WITH  THE  XTMITED  STATES — AMEITOICENT 

Mr.  BROWN  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6324)  to  provide  for  the  more 
exi>editious  settlement  of  disputes  with  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed. 

APPROPRIATIONS  POB  WORK  RELIET  AND  RBLUr — AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  BARBOUR  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  544)  mak- 
ing appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1941,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  as  fol- 
lows: 

On  page  19.  lines  7  and  8.  to  strike  out  "unmarried  widows  of 
such  veterans  and  wives  of  such  veterans  who  are  unemployable" 
and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "xinremarrled  widows  of  veterans,  wives 
of  veterans,  and  physically  handicapped  peraons." 

Mr.  BYRNES  submitted  an  amendment  proposing  that, 
notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  suiy  other  law.  the  Presi- 
dent be  authorized,  in  his  discretion  and  imder  such  regula- 
tions as  he  may  prescribe,  to  |Mt)vide  within  the  Civilian  Con- 
servation Corps  such  training  of  enroUees  In  noncombatant 
subjects  essential  to  the  operations  of  the  Military  and  Naval 
Establishments  as  he  considers  may  contribute  materially  to 
the  interests  of  the  national  defense,  etc..  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  Mm  to  House  Joint  Resolution  544,  making  appro- 
priations for  work  relief  and  relief,  etc„  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

ESTATE  OF  JOSEPH  MIHELICH,  DECEASED 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (8.  920) 
conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  Montana  to  hear,  determine,  and  render 
Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  estate  of  Joseph  Mihelich. 
which  was,  on  page  1,  line  8,  after  the  numerals  "1938,"  to 
insert  "the  death  of  the  said  Joseph  BflheUch  being  allegedly 
caused." 

Mr.  lifURRAY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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VAKKWn  irtCM.  SB.,  AHD  LOTTISI  IT'KKS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  btn  (S.  2083) 
conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  New  Jersey  to  hear,  determine,  and  render 
Judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Parker  McKee.  Sr.,  and  Louise 
McKee.  which  was.  on  page  1.  line  8,  after  "Junior,"  to  insert 
"aUegedly." 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  In  the 
House  amendment.         i 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

KKMORIAL  DAT  ABDRKSS  BT  SKIf  ATOS  ADAMS 

[Mr.  Hatch  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Rbcoro  an  address  by  Senator  Adams  on  the  subject 
Memorial  Day:  The  Obligations  of  the  Living,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

NATIONAL    PREPAREDNESS — ADDRESS    BY    SENATOR    TAPT 

[Mr.  Austin  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  Senator  Tapt  on 
May  29.  1940.  on  the  subject  of  national  preparedness,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  BY  SENATOR  VANDENBERC  ON  RELATIONS  WITH  RXTSSIA 

[Mr.  Vandenberg  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  written  by  him.  published  In  Liberty 
magazine  of  June  8.  1940.  entitled  "Shall  We  Break  With 
Russia?"  wlilch  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

1919   MEMORIAL  DAY   ADDRESS  BY   SENATOR  LUNDEEN 

[Mr.  LuNDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  speech  delivered  by  him  on  May  30.  1919.  dur- 
ing the  Memorial  Day  services  at  the  Arlington  National 
Cemetery.  Virginia,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  MAJ.  AL  WILLIAMS  ON  REAL  AIR  POWER  POR  THE  DEPZNSE 

OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 

[Mr.  LxTNDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  radio  address  by  Maj.  Al  Williams  delivered  at 
Washington,  D.  C,  May  29.  1940.  on  the  subject  of  real  air 
power  for  Uie  defense  of  the  United  States,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

AIR  POWER  THE  KEY  TO  NATIONAL  DEPENSE 

[Mr.  LuNDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  by  Admiral  William  S.  Sims  and 
Senator  Thomas  of  Oklahoma  concerning  air  power  as  the 
key  to  national  defense,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

PSOCEXDINCS  ON  THE  OCCASION  OF  CONFERRING  DEGREE  ON  HON. 
JAMES  A.  PARLEY  BY  OGLETHORPE  UNIVERSITY 

[Mr.  Oeorge  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  remarks  of  Dr.  William  S.  Jacobs,  of  Hous> 
ton.  Tex.,  the  citation  read  by  President  "niomwell  Jacobs, 
of  Oglethorpe  University,  and  an  address  delivered  by  Hon. 
James  A.  Parley.  Postmaster  General,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
conferring  on  him  of  the  honorary  degree  of  doctor  of  laws 
In  connection  with  the  baccalaureate  exercises  of  Oglethorpe 
University  at  Atlanta,  Oa.,  on  May  26,  1940,  which  appear  in 
the  Appendix.] 

TRAVELING   EXPENSES   OF   FEDERAL   OFFICIALS 

[Mr.  Holt  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  a  letter  written  by  him  regarding  traveling  expenses 
of  Federal  oflficials,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE    BY    WALTER    LIPPMANN    ON    NATIONAL    DEPENSE 

[Mr.  Austin  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  Walter  Lippmann.  published  in  tlie 
Washington  Post  of  today,  entitled  For  the  Immediate  De- 
fense of  American  Interests,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

editorial  prom  CHICAGO  DAILY  TIMES  ON  PREPAREDNESS  AND 

PARTISANSHIP 

[Mr.  MiNTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Daily  Times  of 
May  28.  1940.  entitled  'Preparedness  and  Partisanship.*' 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 


EDITORIAL  prom  FAIRMONT  DAILY  SENTINEL  ON  THE  NATIONAL 

CAPITAL 

[Mr.  Shipstead  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Fairmont  Daily  Sentinel, 
Fairmont,  Minn.,  on  the  National  Capital,  which  appears  in 
the  Ai^pendix.]  i 

EDITORIAL   FROM   CHICAGO   HERALD -AMERICAN   OK   DANGER   TO   TBI 

AMERICAN   SYSTEM 

[Mr.  Slattery  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Herald-American 
of  May  24,  1940.  entitled  "American  System  May  Be  Crum- 
bling; Happy,  Carefree  Days  Near  End,"  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

hospital  constructioh 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bQl  (S.  3230) 
to  promote  the  national  health  and  welfare  through  appro- 
priation of  funds  for  the  construction  of  hospitals,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor 
with  an  amendment  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

That  this  act  may  be  dted  as  the  *^aapltal  Construction  Act  of 
1940." 

Sbc.  a.  For  the  purpose  of  assisting  States,  counties,  health  or 
hospital  districts,  and  other  political  subdivisions  of  the  States  In 
providing  better  health  and  medical  services  through  the  construc- 
tion. Improvement,  and  enlargement  of  needed  hospitals,  especially 
In  rural  communities  and  economically  depressed  areas,  through 
grants  for  such  purposes  and  to  assist  In  the  maintenance  of  such 
hospitals,  and  through  training  of  personnel,  there  is  hereby  au- 
thorized to  be  appropriated  to  the  Public  Health  Service  (1)  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  Jime  30.  1941.  and  for  each  of  the  5  succeeding 
fiscal  years,  the  sum  of  110.000.000,  and  (2)  for  each  of  the  6  fiscal 
3Fears  beginning  with  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1947,  such  sums 
as  may  be  necessary  for  hospltal-malnten&nce  grants  under  this  act. 
The  amounts  appropriated  purs\iant  to  the  authorization  contained 
In  this  section  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jime  30.  1942.  and  for 
succeeding  fiscal  years  shall  be  used  only  in  States  which  have 
submitted  to  the  Surgeon  CSeneral  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Surgeon  General")  State  plaits  for 
constructing,  Improving,  or  enlarging  needed  hospitals.  All  amounts 
appropriated  pursuant  to  the  authorization  contained  In  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  available  until  expended. 

Sac.  3.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  to  the  Public 
Health  Service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  each 
of  the  5  succeeding  fiscal  years,  the  stun  of  $500,000,  and  thereafter 
such  sums  as  may  be  required,  for  all  necessary  expenses  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  in  administering  the  provisions  of  this  act. 
Including  the  printing  of  forms  and  rep<»t8,  the  making  of  studies 
with  respect  to  expanding  and  Improving  the  quality  of  hospital 
facilities,  and  otherwise  promoting  the  efficient  administration  of 
this  act.  and  for  the  pay,  allowances,  and  travel  expenses  of  com- 
missioned officers  (Regular  and  Reserve)  and  other  personnel  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  assigned  to  duty  in  carrying  out  the  purposes 
of  this  act  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere. 

Sec.  4.  A  State  plan  for  constructing.  Improving,  or  enlarging 
needed  hospitals  shall  specify — 

(a)  The  location,  character,  adeq\iacy.  and  methods  of  operation 
of  the  existing  public  and  private  hospitals  in  the  State; 

(b)  The  type,  size,  and  location  of  any  additional  hospitals  that 
may  be  needed  to  assure  reasonably  adequate  facilities  to  all 
persons  in  the  State:  and 

(c)  Such  other  information  with  respect  to  such  existing  hospitals 
and  additional  needed  facilities  as  the  Surgeon  General  may  require. 

S«c.  5.  There  Is  hereby  established  a  National  Advisory  Hospital 
Council  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Council")  to  consist  of  the 
Stirgeon  General  as  chairman,  and  eight  members  to  be  appointed 
by  the  Surgeon  General  with  the  approval  of  the  Federal  Security 
Administrator.  The  eight  appointed  members  shall  be  selected  from 
leading  medical  or  scientific  authorities  who  are  outstanding  in 
matters  pertaining  to  hospitals  and  other  public  services.  Each 
appointed  member  shall  hold  office  for  a  term  of  4  years,  except  that 
any  member  appointed  to  fill  a  vacancy  occurring  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  the  term  for  which  his  predecessor  was  appointed  shall 
be  appointed  for  the  remainder  of  such  term,  and  the  terms  of  office 
of  the  memt>ers  first  taking  office  shall  expire,  as  designated  by  the 
Surgeon  General  at  the  time  of  appointment,  two  at  the  end  of  the 
first  year,  two  at  the  end  of  the  second  year,  two  at  the  end 
of  the  third  year,  and  two  at  the  end  of  the  fovirth  year  after  the 
date  of  the  first  meeting  of  the  CouncU.  An  appointed  memt>er  shall 
iK)t  be  eligible  to  serve  continuously  for  more  than  4  years  but 
shall  be  eligible  for  reappointment  If  he  has  not  served  sis  a  member 
of  the  Council  at  any  time  within  12  months  Immediately  preceding 
his  reappointment.  Each  appointed  member  shall  receive  compen- 
sation at  the  rate  of  »25  per  day  during  the  time  spent  in  attending 
meetings  of  the  Council  and  for  the  time  devoted  to  official  busi- 
ness of  the  Council  tmder  this  act,  inclusive  of  travel  time;  and 
actual  and  necessary  traveling  expenses  and  per  diem  in  lieu  of  sub- 
sistence, allowable  in  accordance  with  the  Standardized  Government 
Travel  Regulations,  while  away  from  his  place  of  residence  upon 
official  business  under  this  act. 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


7159 


6.  (a)  The  CoxmcU  Is  authorized  to  advise  the  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral with  reference  to  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  act,  in- 
dudlng  (1)  standards  which  are  necessary  to  insure  the  construction 
of  proper  buildings  and  the  securing  of  proper  equipment;  (2)  the 
method  by  which  hospital  personnel  may  be  best  trained;  (3)  stand- 
ards and  principles  to  be  considered  in  connection  with  any  State 
plan:  (4)  standards  which  are  necessary  to  insure  proper  adminis- 
tration of  the  hospitals  constructed  under  this  act,  and  proper  care 
Of  persons  served  by  such  hospitals;  (5)  standards  to  be  considered 
In  determining  the  need  for  hospital  projects  with  respect  to  which 
applications  are  submitted  tn  accordance  with  section  7.  and  in 
determining  whether  such  projects  will  be  adequately  malntahied 
and  will  otherwise  fulfill  the  requirements  of  this  act;  (6)  pro- 
cedures for  securing  reports  and  for  making  inspections  with  refer- 
enoe  to  professioiua  service  in  and  standards  of  maintenance  of 
iMMpltals  constructed  under  this  act;  and  (7)  standards  for  making 
determlnattons  under  sections  10.  11.  12.  and  13  of  this  act. 

(b)  The  CcuncU  is  authorised  and  directed  to  review  and  to  make 
recommendations  with  respect  to  all  applications  for  hospital  proj- 
ects on  which  the  Surgean  General  may  act  pursuant  to  section  10 
of  this  act. 

8bc.  7.  Any  State,  ooonty,  health  or  hospital  district,  or  other 
political  subdivision  of  a  State,  alone  or  In  combination,  which 
desires  to  participate  In  the  benefits  provided  by  this  act  shall  make 
application  therefor,  transmitted  through  the  State  health  author- 
ity, to  the  Surgeon  General.  Each  such  application  shaU  contain 
information  necessary  to  establish  the  need  (in  addition  to  exist- 
ing public  and  private  hospitals)  for  the  hospital  project  to  which 
such  application  relates,  and  shall  give  assurance  acceptable  to  the 
Surgeon  General  that  such  ho^ital  (a)  will  be  made  available, 
under  appropriate  conditions  and  to  the  extent  of  the  hospital 
facilities,  to  every  person  residing  In  the  territorial  area  of  the 
applicant  for  such  hosplUl:  (b)  will  be  maintained  In  good  repair; 
and  (c)  will  be  utilized  in  furnishing  service  of  satisfactory  quality, 
In  accordance  with  standards  from  time  to  time  prescribed  by  the 
State  and  approved  by  the  Stirgeon  General,  or  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  such  standards.  In  accordance  with  standards  prescribed  by 
the  Surgeon  General. 

•8«c.  8.  In  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act.  the  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral shall  consult  with  other  Federal  health  and  welfare  agencies 
and  shall  cooperate  with  them  to  the  fullest  practicable  extent. 
and  the  Surgeon  General  Is  authorized,  after  consultation  with  the 
Council  as  to  general  policies — 

(a)  To  conduct,  assist,  and  foster  studies  and  surveys  with  reapect 
to  needs  for  hospitalization  and  problems  of  hospital  operation; 

(b)  To  pass  on  the  applications  made  pursuant  to  section  7,  and 
In  connection  therewith  (1)  to  determine  the  location,  t3rpe,  slae. 
and  equipment  of  hospital  projects  to  be  undertaken  with  funds 
appropriated  pursuant  to  this  act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1941.  bm  no  hospital  project  shall  be  undertaken  with  such 
funds  unless  the  application  therefor  has  been  reviewed  and  ap- 
proved by  the  CouncU;  (2)  to  determine  and  make  recommendation 
for  construction  and  equipment  grants  under  section  11  of  this  act 
from  funds  appropriated  pursuant  to  this  act  for  fiscal  years  after 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941:  and  (S)  to  determine  and 
make  recommendation  for  boq>ltal  maintenance  grants  imder  sec- 
tion 12  of  this  act; 

(c)  Tb  prescribe  standards  of  training  for  personnel  who  will  be 
required  in  connection  with  any  such  hospital  project,  and  to 
assist  financially  such  personnel  in  securing  such  required  training; 
but  the  total  of  such  assistance  shall  not  exceed  2  percent  of  the 
amoimts  appropriated  pursuant  to  the  authorization  contained  In 
section  2  of  this  act; 

(d)  To  cooperate  with  State  and  local  health  and  welfare  au- 
thorities and  with  professional  agencies; 

(e)  To  make  inspections  with  respect  to  professional  service  to 
and  maintenance  of  the  hospitals  constructed  under  this  act.  except 
that  inspections  of  bulldlnjgs  may  be  made  through  the  Federal 
Works  Agency; 

(f)  To  proctire  Insurance  on  any  ho^ltal  or  equipment  con- 
structed or  provided  under  section  10  of  this  act.  Such  Insurance 
shall  be  in  such  amoimts,  against  such  risks,  and  with  stich  insvirers 
as  the  Surgeon  General  may  deem  expedient.  He  may  pay  the  cost 
of  such  insurance  out  of  any  funds  available  for  maintenance  under 
this  act  and  he  may  require  In  the  lease  of  any  hospital  tiiat  the 
lessee  shall  pay  such  costs; 

(g)  Tb  make,  from  time  to  time,  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  ptuijoses  of  this  act,  mcludmg 
rules  and  regulations  (1)  prescribing  standards  of  personnel,  main- 
tenance, and  operation  of  hospitals  constructed  under  this  apt,  and 
requiring  reports  to  the  Surgeon  General,  with  respect  to  such  hos- 
pitals; and  (2)  prescribing  forms  and  procedures  in  connection  with 
applications  for  hoei>ltals,  maintenance,  and  leasing  of  hospitals:  and 

(h)  To  lease,  from  time  to  time,  to  any  public  agency  enumerated 
vnder  section  7.  any  hospital  constructed  from  funds  appropriated 
ptirsuant  to  this  act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  Any 
such  lease  may  be  terminated  only  (1)  upon  mutual  consent,  or 
(2)  upon  conveyance  of  the  hospital  to  the  lessee  pursuant  to  sec- 
tlcm  9,  or  (3)  eo  days  after  the  mailing  of  written  notice  to  such 
leasee  by  the  Surgeon  General.  If,  after  giving  reasonable  notice  and 
iipportunity  for  hearing  to  such  lessee,  the  Surgeon  General  deter- 
mmes  that  there  has  been  at  any  time  during  the  lease  a  substantial 
failure  of  such  lessee  to  comply  with  any  applicable  rule  or  regu- 
lation of  the  Siu^eon  General  or  with  any  provision  In  such  lease, 
■sch  such  lease  shall  contain  a  provision  reqiilrlng  the  lessee  to 


yield  up  tbe  premises  and  equipment  at  the  termlnatloD  of  the 
lease  In  the  same  ooodltlon  as  such  premiaes  and  equipment  were 
received,  reaaonahle  wear  and  tear  ezci^>ted;  but  any  such  lease  may 
contain  a  provision  excepting  any  losses  sustained  with  rospcrf  to 
such  premises  or  equipment  to  the  extent  that  such  losses  are 
covered  by  Insurance.  Each  such  lease  shall  also  contain  such  other 
provisions  not  inconsistent  with  the  provlsloiis  of  t^in  act  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Sui^eon  General,  including  requirements  with 
respect  to  additions  to  the  premises  cind  equipment  leased. 

Sbc.  0.  Dpon  recommendation  uf  the  Sxirgeon  General,  based 
upon  satisfactory  operation  of  a  hospital  constructed  under  section 
10  of  this  act.  the  Federal  Security  Administrator  may  convey  such 
hospital  to  the  lessee  thereof,  and  he  shaU  make  such  a  conveyance 
in  any  case  in  which  the  Surgeon  General  finds  that  any  such 
lessee  has  operated  any  such  hospital  for  80  consecutive  months  la 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  its  lease  and  the  rules  »"^  rcc:ula- 
tions  promulgated  under  this  act. 

6k.  10.  Upon  determination  by  the  Surgeon  Oeneral  that  a  hos- 
pital project  should  be  imdertaken  with  ftmds  appropriated  pur- 
suant to  this  act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  he  shall. 
after  agreement  with  the  Federal  Works  Administrator  as  to  costs, 
recommend  to  the  Federal  Security  Administrator  that  there  be 
transferred  to  the  Federal  Works  Agency  an  amount  equal  to  the 
amount  reqiiired  for  planning  such  hospital  project  ani  for  Its 
construction.  The  Federal  Security  Administrator  may  thereupon 
certify  to  the  Federal  Works  Agency  the  description  of  such  hospital 
project  and  transfer  to  such  Agency  the  amount  required  for  such 
planning,  and.  upon  the  approval  of  such  plans  by  such  Administra- 
tor, he  shall  transfer  to  such  Agency  the  amounts  required  for  such 
construction.  The  I^sderal  Works  Agency  Is  authorized  to  expend 
the  amounts  so  transferred  to  it  for  the  planning  and  construc- 
tion of  the  project  and  pertinent  facilities,  including  administrative 
expenses,  site  acquisition,  the  preparation  of  working  drawings  and 
specifications,  award  of  all  necessary  contracts,  and  supervision  of 
construction.  The  Surgeon  General  is  authorized  to  acquire  and 
Install  all  equipment  (other  than  that  Included  within  the  working 
drawings  and  specifications)  which  he  finds  necessary  to  the  oper- 
ation of  such  hospital  project.  Title  to  the  hospital  facilities  eo 
constructed,  to  the  equipment  Installed  therein  by  the  United 
States,  and  to  the  land  upon  which  such  facilities  are  located,  shall 
be  in  the  United  States,  to  be  divested  only  by  conveyance  as  au- 
thorized by  this  act,  or  otherwise  authorized  by  law. 

8sc.  11.  (a)  Each  application  for  assistance  in  connection  with  a 
hospital  project  out  of  fimds  appropriated  for  any  fiscal  year  sub- 
sequent to  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  SO.  1941,  shaU  contain,  in 
addition  to  the  requirements  of  section  7 — 

( 1 )  a  description  of  the  site  for  such  project; 

(2)  preliminary  plans  and  specifications  therefor:  and 

(8)  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Surgeon  General  that  title  to 
such  site  is.  or  wlU  be,  vest»»d  solely  in  the  applicant. 

(b)  On  the  basis  of  such  application  and  such  other  information 
as  the  Surgeon  General  may  require,  and  after  affording  the  appli- 
cant an  opponinlty  to  be  heard  as  to  the  need  of  a  hospital  project. 
Its  size,  and  the  amount  of  Federal  assistance  required,  and.  if  the 
applicant  Is  a  State,  after  taking  into  consideration  its  financial  re- 
sources as  measured  by  the  per  capita  income  accruing  to  the  in- 
habitants thereof,  and  if  the  applicant  is  other  than  a  State,  after 
taking  Into  consideration  such  financial  resources  of  the  Stiite  in 
which  the  applicant  is  located  and  the  financial  condition  and 
abUity  of  the  applicant,  the  Surgeon  General  shall  determine 
whether  to  grant  assistance  to  the  applicant,  and  If  so,  the  amount 
of  such  assistance,  which  shall  not  be  less  than  25  pereent.  nrjr 
more  than  90  percent,  of  the  cost  of  such  hospital  oroject  and 
equipment  therefor,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  the  site. 

(c)  After  approving,  with  the  advice  and  assistance  of  the  Fed- 
eral Works  Administrator,  working  plans  and  specifications  for 
such  hospital  project,  and  after  receiving  proof  satisfactory  to  him 
that  the  applicant  will  have  available  sTifflcient  funds  to  pay  when 
due  Its  share  of  the  cost  of  such  project  and  equipment  therefor 
the  Surgeon  General  shall  recommend  to  the  Federal  Security  Ad- 
ministrator the  amount  of  the  grant  to  be  made  pursuant  to  such 
application.  The  Federal  Security  Administrator  shall  notify  the 
Federal  Works  Adminietrator  and  the  applicant  of  his  approval  or 
disapproval  of  such  recommendation. 

(d)  If  he  approves  such  recommendation,  the  Federal  Security 
Administrator  shall  from  time  to  time  certify  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  payment  to  the  applicant  such  Installments  of 
the  grant  as  are  recommended  by  the  Federal  Works  Adminis- 
trator. The  Federal  Works  Administrator  shall  make  such  in- 
spections of  the  hospital  dtiring  its  construction  as  he  shall  deem 
necessary,  and  shall  determine  whether  such  construction  Is  In 
accordance  with  the  plans  and  specifications.  The  Federal  Secu- 
rity Administrator  shall  transfer  to  the  Federal  Works  Agency, 
out  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  construction  purposes  pursuant 
to  the  atrthorizatlon  contained  in  section  2,  such  amounts  as  may 
be  necessary  to  reimburse  the  Federal  Works  Administrator  for 
necessary  expenditures  made  by  him  under  this  section. 

Sec.  12.  (a)  In  any  case  In  which  a  hospital  project  has  been 
constructed  under  this  act,  if  the  Surgeon  Oeneral  finds,  after 
taking  into  oonsld«iration  the  factors  enumerated  in  section  11  (b). 
that  a  grant  for  maintenance  should  be  ixiade  with  respect  to  such 
hospital  project,  the  Federal  Security  Administrator  may  from 
time  to  time  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  name 
of  the  owner  or  leasee  of  such  hospital  project  and  the  proper 
amounts  to  be  paid  for  such  malntenanoe  to  such  owner  or  'rsttt. 
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(b)  Any  tuch  granta  than  b«  made  only  for  the  first  5  yean 
of  opermtJon  of  rach  hospital  project,  and  shall  be  at  not  more 
than  the  following  rates  per  bed  In  such  hospital  project: 

(1)  If  a  mental  hospital,  for  the  flrst  year  of  Its  operation.  $150; 
for  the  second  year  of  Its  operation.  $120;  for  the  third  year  of 
Its  operation.  WO;  tat  the  fourth  year  of  Its  operation,  WO;  and 
for  the  fifth  year  of  Its  operation.  WO;  and 

(2)  If  other  than  a  mental  hospital,  for  the  first  and  second 
years  of  Its  operation.  $300;  for  the  third  year  of  Its  operation. 
$240;  for  the  fourth  year  of  Ita  operation.  $180;  and  for  the  fifth 
year  of  its  operation.  $120. 

(c)  In  any  case  In  which,  after  giving  reasonable  notice  and 
opportunity  for  hearing,  the  Surgeon  General  find*  and  reports 
to  the  Federal  Security  Administrator  that  any  such  hospital 
project  has  not  been  operated  In  subetantiai  accordance  with  rules 
and  regulations  promulgfated  under  this  act.  or.  In  the  case  of  a 
leased  hospital,  has  not  been  operated  In  substantial  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  such  lease,  the  Federal  Security  Administrator 
may  refuse  to  make,  or  may  reduce,  any  further  certification  under 
this  act  for  maintenance  of  such  hospital  project  or  leased  hos- 
pital, as  the  case  may  be. 

8»c.  13.  In  any  case  In  which  the  Surgeon  C3eneral  finds  that.lt 
would  be  in  accordance  with  the  purposes  of  this  act  to  provide 
assistance  to  an  Individual  for  obtaining  necessary  training  In 
the  performance  of  his  duties  In  a  hospital  project  constructed 
under  this  act.  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Sxirgeon  General 
as  to  proper  amovmt  to  be  paid  sis  such  assistance,  the  Federal 
Security  Administrator  may  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury the  name  of  such  Indlvldxial  and  the  proper  amount  to  be 
paid  to  him. 

Sbc.  14.  Upon  receiving  any  certification  under  section  11.  sec- 
tion 12.  or  section  13  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
■hall,  through  the  Division  of  Disbursement  of  the  Treasury 
Department  and  prior  to  audit  or  settlement  by  the  Generai 
Accounting  Office,  pay  to  the  payee  named  In  such  certification 
the  amount  so  certified. 

S«c.  15.  The  Federal  Sectirlty  Administrator  is  authorized  to 
accept  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  unconditional  gifts  of  money, 
equipment,  and  land  to  be  utilized  In  carrying  out  the  piuposes 
of  this  act.  and  conditional  gifts  may  be  accepted  by  such  Admin- 
istrator If  reconuxMnded  by  the  Surgeon  General.  Any  such  gifts 
of  money,  and  any  recoveries  from  Insurers  or  lessees,  shall  be 
held  In  trust  and  shall  be  Invested  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  In  Interest-bearing  obligations  of  the  United  States  or 
In  obligations  guaranteed  as  to  both  principal  and  Interest  by 
the  United  States,  and  the  principal  and  Income  thereof  are 
hereby  appropriated  for  expenditure  by  the  Surgeon  General  In 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act,  subject  In  the  case  of  any 
conditional  gifts  to  the  terms  thereof,  and  In  all  cases  subject  to 
the  same  examination  and  audit  as  provided  for  appropriations 
made  to  the  Public  Health  Service  by  the  Congress. 

Ssc.  16.  (a)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appointed  In  the 
Public  Health  Service,  In  accordance  with  applicable  law.  such 
additional  commissioned  officers  and  other  personnel  as  may  be 
necessary  In  carrjlng  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

(b)  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Surgeon  General,  the 
Federal  Security  Administrator  shall  submit  to  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  each  year  cost  estimates  of  hospital  construction  \inder 
this  act  for  the  ensuing  fiscal  year,  together  with  such  other 
data  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  preparation  of  the  Budget 
estimates. 

(c)  The  Surgeon  General  shall  Include  in  his  annual  report  for 
transmission  to  Congress  a  full  report  of  the  administration  of 
this  act.  Including  a  detailed  statement  of  receipts  and  disburse- 
ments. 

(d)  Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  construed  as  superseding  or  lim- 
iting (1)  any  functions  of  the  Public  Health  Service,  or  of  any 
other  agency  of  the  United  States,  relating  to  the  prevention,  diag- 
nosis, and  treatment  of  disease,  or  (2)  the  expenditure  of  money 
therefor. 

(e)  All  the  functions  of  the  Surgeon  General  under  this  act 
■hall  be  administered  under  the  direction  and  supervision  of  the 
Federal  Security  Administrator. 

Skc.  17.  Any  contract  for  any  hospital  project  to  be  undertaken 
with  funds  appropriated  pursuant  to  this  act  shall  provide  that 
the  wages  paid  or  to  be  p>ald  to  laborers  and  mechanics  employed 
In  connection  with  such  hospital  project  shall  not  be  less  than 
the  wages  prevailing  In  the  locality  for  work  of  a  similar  nature. 
as  determined  or  adopted  (subsequent  to  a  determination  under 
applicable  State  or  local  law)  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

Sxc.  18.  When  used  In  this  act — 

(a)  The  term  "State"  Includes  the  Territories  and  Insular  pos- 
sessions of  the  United  States  and  the  District  of  Colvimbla; 

(b)  The  term  "hospital"  includes  health,  diagnostic,  and  treat- 
ment centers,  the  equipment  thereof,  and  facilities  relating  thereto; 
and 

(c)  The  term  "hospital  project"  Includes  the  construction,  im- 
jurovement,  or  enlargement  of  a  hospital. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
yesterday  and  the  pending  bill  of  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Wagner]  was  before  the  Senate,  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Mukkat]  had  the  floor.  He  expressed  a  de- 
sire to  proceed  with  his  remarks  today.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  Senator  frcnn  Montana. 


.    MAJ.  L.  p.  WOBHALL 

Bir.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Montana  srleld  to  me? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  On  yesterday  the  Senate  passed  Sen- 
ate bill  3903,  for  the  relief  of  MaJ.  L.  P.  Worrall,  and  for 
other  purposes.  About  the  same  time  the  House  passed  an 
Identical  bill.  House  bill  8429,  which  has  Just  come  to  the 
Senate.  I  desire  to  have  the  House  bill  passed  at  this  time, 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  present  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  title  of 
the  bilL 

The  Chut  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  8429)  for  the  relief  of 
MaJ.  L.  P.  Worrall.  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  vote  by 
which  Senate  bill  3903  was  passed  will  be  reconsidered,  and 
the  bill  win  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

HOSPITAL    CONSTRUCTION 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S. 
3230)  to  promote  the  national  health  and  welfare  through 
appropriation  of  funds  for  the  construction  of  hospitals. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  this  biU.  Senate  Bill  3230, 
Is  the  first  tangible  result  of  studies  and  discussions  ex- 
tending over  a  period  of  years  relating  to  a  national 
health  program.  It  was  introduced  jointly  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner]  and  the  senior 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George],  and  is  known  as  the 
Hospital  Construction  Act  of  1940.  It  undertakes  to  deal 
with  a  subject  which  for  some  years  has  stirred  Nation- 
wide interest  because  of  the  widespread  lack  of  medical 
services  and  hospital  facilities  found  to  exist  in  many  sec- 
tions of  our  country,  as  well  as  a  shocking  lack  of  means 
on  the  part  of  large  groups  of  our  citizens  to  procure 
proper  medical  care  and  hospital  facilities. 

In  1939,  following  the  President's  message  to  the  Con- 
gress calling  attention  to  the  need  in  this  country  for 
national  health  legislation,  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
York  introduced  in  this  body  a  bill  known  as  the  Wagner 
National  Health  Bill.  Senate  Bill  1620.  Extended  hear- 
ings were  had  on  that  measure  for  the  purpose  of  learn- 
ing the  conditions  in  the  country  with  regard  to  the  neces- 
sity for  such  legislation.  That  bill  was  designed  to  de- 
velop a  broad  scheme  for  meeting  the  glaring  inade- 
quacies found  to  exist  in  the  field  of  national  health.  A 
mass  of  testimony  and  exhibits  was  produced  at  the  hear- 
ings, disclosing  many  difficult  problems  and  conflicting 
viewpoints. 

Following  the  extensive  hearings  on  that  bill,  your  com- 
mittee submitted  a  preliminary  report  in  which  it  pointed 
out  the  difficulties  which  the  subject  of  national  health 
legislation  presented,  and  the  necessity  for  more  compre- 
hensive study  of  the  entire  problem  in  order  to  formiilate 
a  satisfactory  program  properly  designed  to  meet  the  con- 
ditions and  overcome  the  difficulties  encountered.  It  was 
pointed  out  in  that  report  that  need  for  a  national  health 
program  had  been  recognized  in  1035;  at  the  time  of  the 
enactment  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  That  Act,  however, 
when  passed,  went  no  further  in  this  fleld  than  to  aug- 
ment certain  public  health  and  vocational  activities  and 
make  certain  provisions  for  the  care  of  mothers  and 
children.  Legislation  dealing  with  the  general  subject  of 
medical  care,  construction  of  hospitals,  and  other  related 
matters,  was  at  that  time  left  for  further  study. 

The  present  bill.  Senate  BiU  3230,  which  the  Senate  is 
asked  to  consider,  is,  of  course,  not  an  effort  to  deal  with 
the  total  problem  of  national  health.  The  bill  is,  in  ef- 
fect, an  experiment  on  a  limited  scale  to  meet  in  a  limited 
way  a  recognized  widespread  need  for  hospitalization  fa- 
cilities in  the  coimtry.  and  is  designed  to  assist  States  and 
counties  by  a  system  of  grants-in-aid  in  securing  such  fa- 
cilities where  the  need  is  most  acute.    The  amount  sought 
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to  be  applied  to  the  program  Is  small  in  comparison  to 
the  recognized  need.  The  measure,  if  passed,  will  simply 
try  out  a  carefully  devised  and  limited  program,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  give  Immediate  relief  In  certain  aectiona  of 
the  Nation  where  It  Is  most  urgently  needed. 

Mr.  Prealdent.  the  broad  purpose  of  the  bill,  as  I  have  In- 
dicated, is  to  assist  SUtes  and  communities  where  the  need 
for  hospitals  is  clearly  apparent.  The  measure  provides  for 
a  6-year  program  limited  to  $10,000,000  per  year,  admin- 
istered by  the  Surgeon  General  of  the  United  States  with  the 
advice  of  a  national  advisory  hospital  coimcll  composed  of 
outstanding  medical  and  scientific  authorities.  This  entire 
program  of  hospital  construction,  covering  a  period  of  6  years 
and  authorizing  a  total  expenditure  of  $60,000,000,  together 
with  the  funds  which  the  States  and  localities  may  reasonably 
be  expected  to  raise,  could  hardly  provide  more  than  from 
25.000  to  30.000  beds.  This  is  a  ^«ry  small  start,  indeed,  in 
comparison  to  the  total  need  of  the  country.  In  this  connec- 
tion It  must  be  remembered  that  a  portion  of  the  $60,000,000 
provided  by  the  bill  will  be  used  for  temporary  assistance  in 
maintenance  of  hospitals  which  would  be  constructed,  and  a 
very  small  portion,  not  exceeding  2  percent,  will  be  used  for 
assisting  the  necessary  hospital  persormel  in  securing  spe- 
cialized training. 

It  is,  of  course,  in  the  rural  low-income  areas  of  the  coun- 
try that  these  hospitals  are  mostly  needed.  In  a  preliminary 
report  which  the  committee  flled  last  year  in  connection  with 
the  study  of  the  national  health  bill.  Senate  bill  1620,  this 
fact  was  very  effectively  pointed  out.  I  quote  briefly  from 
that  report: 

Tear  after  year — 
The  report  says — 

hospitals  play  an  increasingly  Important  part  to  providing  the 
physician  with  facilities  for  the  diagnosis  and  treatment  of  disease. 
No  plan  for  promoting  the  Nation's  health  can  be  considered  com- 
plete or  effective  that  does  not  give  due  consideration  to  the 
adeqtiacy  of  hospital  faculties. 

Tliere  Is  wide  variation  among  the  States  in  the  availability  of 
boepiral  facilities.  As  regards  general  hospitals,  the  number  of 
available  beds  varies  among  the  Stales  (not  counting  the  District 
of  Columbia)   from  a  maxlmimi  of  5.2  to  a  minimum  of  1.3  per 

1.000  population,  with  an  average  for  the  coxintry  as  a  whole  of 

5.1  beds  per  1,000  persons.  The  amount  of  general  hospital  care 
actually  received  ranges  from  a  maximum  of  1.4  days  of  care  per 
pvaon  per  year  In  one  State  to  a  low  of  02O  day  In  another  State. 
nils,  of  course.  Is  far  below  adequate  standards  for  general  hos- 
pitalization. We  are  told  by  the  professional  experts  that  adequate 
standards  call  for  an  average  of  4.5  beds  In  general  hospitals  for 
every  1.000  persons  In  the  population.  Only  3  States  and  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  at  present  exceed  this  standard.  To  bring  all  the 
States  up  to  this  widely  accepted  standard  of  adequacy  would 
itHjulre  approximately  180.000  additional  general-hospital  beds. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  shown  by  testimony  at  the  hearings 
that  in  addition  to  the  foregoing  the  construction  of  130,000 
mental-hospital  beds  would  be  required  to  bring  the  general 
standard  of  the  country  up  to  the  standard  of  the  12  States 
which  contain  one-fourth  of  the  population.  Some  50,000 
beds  would  also  be  required  to  bring  the  tuberculosis-hospital 
facilities  up  to  the  recognized  standard  of  2  beds  per  annual 
death.  Therefore  by  merely  using  the  yardstick  of  existing 
facilities  in  some  of  the  more  populous  and  higher-income 
areas  of  the  Nation  we  see  that  for  the  country  as  a  whole 
over  a  third  of  a  million  additional  beds  would  be  needed  to 
supply  reasonably  adequate  hospital  facilities. 

Accordingly,  this  bill  cannot  by  any  means  be  expected  to 
solve  the  problem  of  adequate  hospital  facilities.  It  will, 
nevertheless,  accomplish  several  highly  important  things. 
Rrst.  it  will  very  considerably  relieve  the  situation  prevailing 
In  the  areas  where  there  is  the  very  greatest  inadequacy  of 
hospital  facilities.  Second,  experience  In  the  operation  of  the 
hospitals  so  constructed  should  test  the  feasibility  and  de- 
sirability of  carrying  on  a  further  construction  program. 
Third,  these  hospitals  so  constructed  will  also  provide  data  of 
great  value  to  the  communities,  outside  the  scope  of  the  legis- 
lation, which  may  desire  to  erect  and  operate  similar  hospitals. 

There  Is  another  very  important  result  which  will  follow 
the  location  of  hospitals  in  rural  areas — a  bettering  of  the 
medical  service  available  In  such  areas.     Modem  medical 


service  cannot,  under  modem  conditions,  be  adequately  ren- 
dered m  the  absence  of  reasonable  hospital  facilities.  I 
should  like  in  this  connection  to  read  briefly  from  the  report 
of  the  committee. 

The  hospital  is  the  doctor's  workshop  and  contains  the  tools  of 
ms  trade — expensive  diagnostic  and  therapeuUc  equipment — with- 
out which  he  cannot  practice  modern  sclentlflc  medicine.  In 
rural  areas  the  doctor's  efflcency  la  Increased  tremendously  by  a 
general  hosplUl.  It  becomes  the  center  of  the  health  activities 
of  the  community,  not  only  for  the  cure  of  Illness,  but  for  its  pre- 
vention OS  well.  The  hospital  as  a  pubUc  diagnostic  center  enables 
the  doctor  to  provide  better  service  to  the  home  and  for  the 
ambulatory  sick  treated  In  hla  private  office.  Through  Its  labora- 
tory the  hospital  offers  the  means  for  services  essential  to  the 
saving  of  Uves,  such  as  the  Immediate  typing  of  sputum  to  pneu- 
monia, the  rapid  determination  as  to  whether  cancer  exists  In 
excised  tissues,  the  pathological  nature  cf  the  body  fluids  and 
excretions,  and  other  determinations  which  make  diagnoses  scien- 
tifically acciunte. 

In  addition  to  bed  accommodations  and  added  faculties  for  pre- 
ventive and  curative  medicine,  a  hospital  provides  niuaing  oara, 
health  Instruction,  pharmacy,  and  dentistry  in  communities  wher* 
such  services  are  practically  unknown. 

With  a  hospital  as  a  coUectlug  point  and  with  facilities  for 
making  such  special  tests  as  he  may  require,  a  specialist  can  on 
a  single  visit  to  a  community,  give  advice  and  assistance  to  numer- 
ous patients  brought  to  his  attention  by  the  local  physicians.  The 
small  rural  hospital  makes  It  possible  for  a  community  to  pool  Its 
resources  and  centralize  Its  medical  skills. 

Stress  was  laid  upon  these  results  In  the  President's  mes- 
sage of  January  30  to  the  Congress,  urging  the  enactment 
of  a  hospital -constixiction  program.  In  that  message  the 
President  said: 

The  provision  of  hospitals  In  the  areas  to  which  I  refer  will 
greatly  Improve  existing  health  services,  attract  competent  doctors, 
and  raise  the  standards  of  medical  care  In  these  communities.  The 
new  hospitals  should  serve  the  additional  purpose  of  providing 
laboratory,  and  other  diagnostic  facilities,  for  the  use  of  local 
physicians,  as  well  as  accouunodatlons  for  local  health  departments. 

Of  coiu-se,  Mr.  President,  there  cannot  be  any  reasonable 
doubt  as  to  the  worthy  objectives  and  purposes  of  the  pro- 
posed legislation.  I  think  it  is  needless  to  prolong  discussion 
on  this  point.  The  bill  has  the  endorsement  in  general  of 
the  medical  profession  and  the  hospital  associations  of  the 
country.  If  enacted,  it  will  remove  a  serious  stain  on  the 
reputation  of  this  great  Nation,  which  for  a  long  time  has 
permitted  these  tragic  conditions  to  exist,  whereby  millions 
of  our  fellow  citizens  are  annually  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  receiving  adequate  medical  care  and  hospitalization. 

I  should  now  like  to  point  out  the  method  prescribed  in 
the  bill  for  determining  where  these  hospitals  will  be  located. 
States  and  communities  desiring  a  hospital  are  required  to 
file  application  with  the  Surgeon  General.  These  applica- 
tions must  establish  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral that  the  particular  hospital  project  Is  needed  because 
of  the  lack  or  inadequacy  of  public  and  private  hospitals 
In  the  area  which  would  be  served  by  the  proposed  project. 
For  the  first  fiscal  year,  ending  June  30.  1941,  the  hospitals 
to  be  .constructed  will  be  wholly  Federally  financed,  and 
built  only  in  communities  to  be  determined  and  approved 
by  the  National  Advisory  Council  which  is  to  be  set  up 
under  the  act.  After  the  first  year,  the  hospitals  are  to  be 
constructed  under  a  system  of  variable  grants-in-aid  to 
States  or  communities  upon  applications  having  approval 
of  the  council.  These  grants-in- assistance  are  to  be  not 
less  than  25  percent  nor  more  than  90  percent,  depending 
on  the  financial  resources  of  the  States  and  financial  ability 
of  the  applicants  (sec.  11  (b),  p.  18). 

In  connection  with  the  application  for  hospitals,  in  the  first 
instance,  there  must  be  assurances  acceptable  to  the  Surgeon 
General  that  a  project  will  be  in  accordance  with  the  pur- 
poses of  the  act,  both  as  to  availability  to  everyone  in  the 
community  and  as  to  continued  maintezumce  and  quality  of 
service  that  would  be  furnished  by  it.  I  think  the  matter  of 
availability  of  facilities  to  everyone  in  the  community,  whether 
he  be  rich  or  poor,  and  regardless  of  his  race,  color,  or  religion, 
is  a  very  Important  requirement  in  the  bill.  As  stated  in  the 
President's  message: 

In  many  areas  of  the  South,  the  present  acut«  needs  tat  XIam 

care  of  Negro  patients  should  also  be  met. 


* 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


} 


*■ 


II 


7162 

In  drafting  the  requirement  for  avallabUity.  the  committee 
held  not  only  the  special  need  of  that  group  in  mind.  but. 
further,  that  anyone  Uving  in  the  community  where  such  a 
hospital  is  constructed,  whether  rich  or  poor,  should  be  en- 
tiUed  to  use  the  hospital,  either  free,  or  under  appropriate 
charges,  and  other  conditions,  to  the  extent  of  the  hospital 
facilities.  Accordingly,  the  provision  for  availability  is  drawn 
111  the  broadest  possible  terms.   It  provides  that  the — 

hospital  wlU  be  made  ayallable  under  appropriate  conditions  and  to 
the  extent  of  the  ho^ltal  faciUtles  to  every  person  residing  In  the 
territorial  area  of  the  applicant  (or  such  hoepital. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Michigan? 

Mr.  MUPwRAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  do  not  wish  to  anticipate  the  Sena- 
tor's further  discussion,  but  the  question  I  am  about  to  ask 
relates  to  the  point  to  which  he  is  now  addressing  himself. 
Is  there  any  provision  for  assistance  from  the  Federal  Treas- 
ury In  respect  to  the  subsequent  maintenance  of  these 
hospitals? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes;  and  I  will  take  that  up  in  a  moment. 
The  measure  provides  for  a  system  of  grants  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  hospitals  during  the  5  years  called  the  transi- 
tional period,  while  the  local  communities  are  undertaking  to 
readjust  their  financial  conditions  so  as  to  be  able  to  take 
care  of  the  hospitals  in  the  future. 

Mr.  VANDEINBERG.  What  happens  at  the  end  of  the  5 
years? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  At  the  end  of  5  years  the  federally  owned 
hospitals  will  be  conveyed  to  the  local  communities,  provided 
they  establish  the  ability  to  maintain  the  hospitals  in  accord- 
ance with  the  standards  set  up  under  the  act.  The  other 
hospitals  are  owned  by  the  communities  from  the  beginning. 
The  maintenance  grant  is  to  assist  in  maintenance  during 
th«  transitional  period  while  the  community  is  assuming  the 
new  financial  burden. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  problem  which  disturbs  me  Is 
this,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to  submit  it  to  him:  It  is 
now  proposed  that  we  build  hospitals  in  communities  which 
have  not  the  resources  with  which  to  build  the  hospitals 
themselves.  It  is  my  observation  that  the  communities 
which  have  the  resources  with  which  to  build  hospitals  ulti- 
mately seem  to  fail  to  operate  them  at  a  profit,  and  can 
maintain  them  only  by  annual  drives  for  supporting  funds. 
I  should  think  that  was  a  pretty  general  rule  in  the  case  of 
hospitals.    Would  not  that  be  true? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  do  not  understand  that  it  is  a  general 
rule  as  to  all  hospitals.  There  may  be  some  situations  of 
the  kind  to  which  the  Senator  refers.  I  think  the  Senator 
refers  to  privately  owned  charitable  institutions,  not  publicly 
owned  hospitals. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  In  other  words,  I  doubt  whether  very 
many  hospitals  operate  at  a  profit,  and  do  not  have  to  be 
supported  by  some  sort  of  subsidy,  whether  public  or  private. 
Mr.  MURRAY.  There  are  many  private  hospitals  being 
operated  successfully  and,  of  coinrse.  there  are  a  great  many 
other  hospitals  which  do  get  some  assistance — for  Instance, 
hospitals  owned  and  operated  by  religious  organizations. 
They,  of  course,  have  some  assistance  through  the  support- 
ing religious  bodies. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  do  not  care  to  Interrupt  the  Sen- 
ator further  at  the  moment,  but  the  point  that  was  bothering 
me  was  that  if  hospitals  which  are  constructed  in  communi- 
ties which  can  afford  to  provide  the  fimds  for  their  construc- 
tion ultimately  require  annual  public  assistance  in  order  to 
function — and  I  think  most  of  them  do — I  do  not  understand 
how  the  hospitals  which  are  to  be  constructed  in  poorer  com- 
mimltles  stand  any  show  whatever  of  surviving  after  the  5- 
year  period  of  partial  administrative  assistance  has  expired. 
Mr.  MURRAY.  It  has  come  to  be  realized  I  think  only 
In  recent  years  how  important  hospitals  are  to  the  practice  of 
medicine.  Under  existing  conditions,  to  many  parts  of  the 
country  where  there  arc  not  hospitals,  it  is  absolutely  Impos- 
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sitle  to  give  proper,  modem  medical  service.  So  that,  re- 
gardless of  whether  or  not  there  may  be  some  merit  in  the 
Senator's  question,  it  seems  to  me  that  some  program  of  hos- 
pital construction  wiU  have  to  be  Inaugurated  anyway.  I 
believe,  however,  that  the  country  is  coming  to  be  educated 
as  to  the  importance  and  necessity  of  adequate  hospital  facil- 
ities to  the  country,  and  is  coming  to  realize  the  duty  and 
obligation  of  the  States  and  communities  to  support  hospitals. 
I  think  that  we  will  gradually  come  to  that  viewpoint  all  over 
the  Nation. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.    May  I  ask  the  Senator  one  more 

question? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Is  there  any  tentative  schedule 
which  has  been  prepared,  and  which  would  show  where  the 
first  $10,000,000  for  the  first  year  would  be  allocated? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  No,  not  yet;  but  the  Senator  will  under- 
stand that  the  bill  provides  for  a  national  advisory  council, 
made  up  of  men  skilled  to  science  and  in  medicine,  and  it  is 
expected  that  they  will  set  up  standards  for  the  establish- 
ment of  the  hospitals,  so  that  they  will  not  be  constructed  in 
places  where  they  are  not  needed,  or  to  places  where  influ- 
ence and  pressure  may  be  brought  to  bear  to  have  them 
located.  It  will  be  entirely  under  the  control  of  the  na- 
tional advisory  council  as  to  whether  a  hospital  should  be 
established. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  understand  that.  I  thought  per- 
haps there  might  have  been  a  typical  allocation  on  the  basia 
of  the  need,  as  it  has  been  disclosed. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  A  standard  of  need  will  be  established 
by  the  advisory  council,  of  course.  They  will  establish 
standards. 

Mr.    WAGNER. 
Montana  3^eld? 
Mr.  MURRAY. 
Mr.  WAGNER. 

wait 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Not  at  all;  I  am  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
propound  his  question. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  should  like  to  read  some  testimony 
which  was  given  before  the  subcommittee  of  which  the  Sen- 
ator is  chairman  as  to  the  needs,  for  instance,  to  rural  areas. 
Throughout  the  land  more  than  17,000.000  people  reside  in 
1,300  counties  where  there  are  no  registered  general  hos- 
pitals. Tills  is  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  H.  W.  Ahart.  president 
of  the  Associated  Women  of  the  American  Farm  Bureau 
Federation.  The  Senator  will  remember  that  she  testified 
as  follows: 

Throughout  the  land  many  a  rural  community  has  poorer  med- 
ical facilities  at  Its  disposal  today  than  It  had  a  generation  ago. 
Even  at  the  peak  of  agrlcultxiral  and  national  prosperity,  four- 
fifths  of  the  rural  areas  of  the  tJnlted  States  lacked  any  organized 
health  service.  As  to  hospitals,  nearly  1300 — 42  percent — of  the 
counties  In  the  United  States  have  no  registered  general  hos- 
pitals. A  total  of  31.000,000  people  now  live  In  areas  with  less  than 
a  genetal  hospital  beds  per  1.000  persons. 

Studies  which  have  been  made  show  that  the  greatest  deficiencies 
In  health  facilities,  hospital  facilities,  and  medical  care  exist  gen- 
erally In  the  rural  areas.  Furthermore,  these  areas  generally  have 
the  smallest  financial  resources  with  which  to  provide  and  main- 
tain health  facilities.  Farm  families  and  rural  areas  ofttlmes  are 
making  the  greatest  sacrifices  In  order  to  provide  these  services, 
even  though  the  facilities  are  less  adequate  than  those  available 
in  urt>an  areas. 

I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  the  Senator  any  longer.  The 
Senator  remembers,  however,  the  testimony  given  before  the 
committee,  which  was  shocking,  with  respect  to  the  lack  of 
hospital  facilities  and  medical  care  in  many  of  the  areas  of 
the  United  States,  and  what  a  great  saving  of  life  and  pres- 
ervation of  health  would  result  if  some  sort  of  contribution 
were  made  by  the  Federal  Government  toward  securtog  the 
facilities  in  question. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  Senator  for 
referring  to  that  testimony  given  before  the  committee.  I 
recall  that  testimony  very  vividly.  In  addition  to  that,  the 
medical  profession  and  the  hospital  associations  throughout 
the  country  recognize  the  absolute  need  for  this  hospital 
program,  though  they  also  realize  that  it  wiU  not  by  any 
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means  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Nation.  It  win.  how- 
ever, serve  as  an  experiment  and  will  tend  to  educate  the 
various  communities  where  these  hospitals  are  to  be  built  to 
the  necessity  of  their  local  governments  maktog  every  effort 
possible  to  matotain  the  hospitals  after  they  are  constructed. 
I  have  no  doubt  in  my  mtod,  after  listening  to  the  very  ex- 
tensive testimony  that  was  taken  when  the  bill  was  under 
consideration,  as  well  as  other  bills  that  preceded  it,  that 
we  are  going  to  witness  in  this  country  a  very  decided  change 
to  the  attitude  of  the  people  toward  hospitals. 

Hospitals  have  now  come  to  be  recognized,  as  I  said,  as  most 
essential.  In  fact,  it  is  Impossible  to  administer  modern 
medical  service  without  the  aid  of  hospitals.  Therefore  the 
lack  of  these  hospitals  to  the  poorer  sections  of  the  country 
deprives  the  people  living  there  of  modem  medical  services, 
and  those  people  are  permitted  to  suffer  and  die  without  the 
modem  scientific  aid  they  could  receive  if  the  Government 
will  take  this  very  laudable  step. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  thtok  the  Senator  recsdls 
the  testimony  presented  to  the  committee  to  show  that  in 
1  year  many  more  American  lives  are  lost  by  reason 
of  diseases  that  are  preventable  under  proper  medical  care 
than  were  lost  on  the  battlefields  of  Europe  durtog  our  par- 
ticipation in  the  World  War. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  is  absolutely  true.  The  financial  loss 
to  the  Nation  also  as  the  result  of  this  failure  to  supply 
adequate  medical  service  and  hospital  service  is  tremendous. 
This  program  will  tend  to  save  millions  of  dollars  in  every 
section  of  the  United  States  through  prevention  of  sickness 
and  through  scientific  services  to  the  treatment  of  disease. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Of  course,  we  all  prefer  to  look  upon  this 
purely  as  a  humanitarian  proposition;  but,  from  the  stand- 
point of  economics,  it  was  testified  that  we  lost  about 
$10,000,000,000  a  year  that  ought  to  a  considerable  extent 
be  saved — a  loss  which  could  be  greatly  reduced  by  proper 
medical  facilities  which  are  unprovided  for  now. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr  President,  I  desire  at  this  potot  to 
make  a  brief  reference  to  the  public  hospital  program  which 
was  inaugurated  in  Louisiana  some  years  ago,  and  which  has 
brought  remarkable  and  lasting  benefits  to  the  poorer  classes 
of  citizens  within  my  State.  What  we  accomplished  in  Louisi- 
ana in  this  direction  is  a  splendid  illustration,  to  my  way  of 
thinking,  of  what  can  be  achieved  to  the  future  throughout 
the  United  States  by  enactment  of  the  pending  bill. 

It  has  been  stated  during  this  discussion  that  the  present 
\A\\  embodies  a  hospital  program  which  is  a  start — albeit  a 
small  one — toward  a  much  broader  and  more  humanitarian 
Federal  program  to  alleviate  suffering  and  distress  among  our 
poorer  classes  of  citizens,  and  to  make  our  men  and  women 
and  children  healthier  and  happier,  and,  correspondingly,  our 
country  a  better  place  in  which  to  live.  Mr.  President,  the 
State  of  Louisiana  started  Just  such  a  program  as  this  many 
years  ago.  through  the  construction  of  two  State  hospitals — 
one  at  Shreveport,  to  the  northern  part  of  the  State,  and  the 
other  at  New  Orleans,  to  the  southern  part.  These  two  hos- 
pitals were  constructed  with  State  funds,  and  matotatoed  and 
operated  likewise  with  funds  from  the  State  treasury.  Their 
facilities  were  made  available  to  the  poor  and  todigent 
throughout  the  State,  regardless  of  creed,  color,  or  sex.  All 
that  a  patient  needed  to  be  admitted  and  obtain  free  medical 
treatment,  surgical  services,  hospitalization,  and  so  forth,  was 
certification  that  he  was  of  poor  circumstances  and  unable 
to  pay  for  treatment.  Thousands  and  thousands  of  poverty- 
■tricken  people  were  treated  at  these  two  hospitals,  but  the 
facilities  were  necessarily  limited,  and  thousands  were  unable 
to  obtain  entrance.  Hie  thinking  citizens  of  Louisiana  soon 
realized  that  public  hospitals  operated  at  State  expense  were  a 
necessity  and  not  a  luxury,  and  that  great  benefits  accrued 
to  their  communities  as  a  result.  Under  the  social -reform 
program  inaugurated  by  the  late  Governor  and  Senator  Huey 
P.  Long,  the  two  existing  State  hospitals  to  Louisiana  were 
enlarged,  and  the  Charity  Hospital  at  New  Orleans  is  prob- 
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ably  the  largest  and  best-equlw)ed  State-owned  hospital  In 
the  United  States. 

Likewise,  the  need  for  constructing  smaller  hospitals  at 
State  expense  throughout  the  State  where  their  facilities 
would  be  more  readily  accessible  to  the  rural  population  was 
recognized,  and  I  am  proud  and  happy  to  state  that  we  now 
have  to  full  operation  in  Louisiana  five  other  ho-pitals 
whose  expenses  are  borne  entirely  out  of  the  State  treasury, 
and  whose  services  are  available  to  the  poor  at  any  hour  of 
the  day  or  night,  at  no  cost  whatsoever  to  them.  In  other 
words,  Mr.  President,  the  State  of  Louisiana  now  maintains 
and  operates  seven  public  hospitals,  located  at  strategic 
potots  throughout  the  State.  Thousands  of  indigent  sick  are 
treated  there  daily;  convalescent  wards  are  provided  for 
the  tubercular  and  other  tovalids;  the  best  of  medical  and 
surgical  facilities  that  money  can  buy  are  at  the  disposal 
of  these  poor  people;  ambulance  service  is  provided  them 
free  of  charge;  and.  in  fact,  the  poorest  man  in  Louisiana 
today  has  at  his  command  medical  and  hospital  facilities  of 
the  finest  quality  and  nature. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  as  I  stated  a  few  moments  ago,  this 
fine  hospital  program  which  we  now  have  in  Louisiana  was 
started  in  a  very  modest  way.  Two  small  hospitals  formed 
the  nucleus  of  the  program,  and  as  the  people  saw  the 
accomplishments  and  felt  the  benefits  that  resulted,  they 
realized  the  need  for  extending  those  benefits  to  all  the  poor 
and  indigent  within  the  State.  Thus  the  program  was  ex- 
panded to  its  present  scope,  and  I  hope  will  continue  to 
expand  until  we  have  done  away  entirely  with  needless  sick- 
ness and  suffertog  among  our  poorer  classes  in  Louisiana. 
The  same  results  can  be  accomplished  by  the  enactment  of 
the  pending  bill,  but  on  a  much  larger  scale.  I  predict  that 
when  these  hospitals  that  are  provided  in  the  pending  legis- 
lation are  built  by  the  Federal  Government,  in  communities 
that  have  no  such  facilities  at  present,  and  the  benefits 
from  their  operations  are  felt  by  the  residents  of  tho.se  and 
adjoining  communities,  there  will  be  no  difficulty  whatso- 
ever in  ftodtog  local  funds  to  finance  their  operation  and 
maintenance.  Just  let  those  communities  and  States  have  a 
taste,  as  it  were,  of  a  public  hospital  program,  as  was  given 
the  people  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  I  am  confident 
that  no  power  on  earth  will  ever  be  able  to  take  those 
benefits  away  from  them. 

I  urge  the  Senate  to  adopt  the  pending  bill,  and  when 
It  has  become  law,  let  us  not  stop  there  but,  instead,  con- 
tinue to  seek  other  and  greater  ways  of  alleviating  sickness 
and  misery  among  the  masses  of  our  population. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Louisiana.  I 
recall  that  during  the  hearings  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
took  a  very  active  toterest  in  this  matter  and  brought  out 
some  of  the  potots  he  has  discussed  just  now. 

As  I  have  heretofore  mentioned,  the  application  must 
give  assurances  as  to  the  proper  maintenance  of  the  hos- 
pital. Your  committee  recognized  in  this  connection  that 
in  many  instances  financial  adjustment  must  be  made  in 
the  commimity  so  as  to  take  care  of  the  added  cost  to  the 
community  imdertaking  to  support  the  hospital.  Because 
of  this  it  was  felt  highly  desirable — in  fact,  necessary — that 
in  the  transitional  period  Immediately  following  construc- 
tion of  the  hospital  there  should  usually  be  some  provision . 
for  Federal  assistance  toward  its  maintenance.  Whikr 
annual  maintenance  costs  per  bed  differ  somewhat  in  various 
communities,  it  is  considered  that  it  would  be  reasonable 
to  authorize  maximum  maintenance  assistance  during  the 
first  2  years  of  operation  to  the  extent  of  $300  per  year  per 
general  hospital  bed.  Thus,  the  maximum  assistance  which 
would  be  given  would  ordinarily  amount  to  somewhere  between 
one-fourth  and  one-fifth  of  the  operattog  cost  per  bed. 
The  maximiun  grant  for  the  third  year,  under  the  bill.  Is 
$240,  for  the  fourth  year  $180.  for  the  fifth  year  $120, 
gradually  tapering  down  so  that  by  the  end  of  the  fifth 
year  the  local  communities  would  be  expected  to  have  so 
adjusted  their  finances  as  to  be  able  to  conttoue  the  opera- 
tion of  hospitals  from  then  on. 
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In  the  case  of  mental  hospital  beds  the  maximum  annual 
grant  is  $150  for  the  first  year,  $120  for  the  second  year. 
$90  for  the  third  year,  $60  for  the  fourth  year,  and  $30  for 
tile  fifth  year.  Experience  Indicates  that  these  maximums 
would  likewise  be  between  one-fourth  and  one-fifth  of  the 
(S>eratlng  cost  per  bed. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Does  the  bill  require  that  assurances  of 
local  maintenance  shall  be  given  by  some  political  sub- 
divisions? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes;  and  the  bill  provides  for  a  national 
advisory  council,  made  up  of  men  learned  in  the  sciences  and 
In  medicine,  and  so  forth,  and  that  council,  numbering  eight, 
with  the  Surgeon  General  as  chairman,  selects  the  applica-r 
tions  pursuant  to  which  these  hospitals  are  to  be  constructed, 
based  upon  the  question  of  need  and  the  question  of  the 
ability  of  the  communities  applying  to  maintain  the  hospitals. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  understand  that  part  of  the  bill.  I 
refer,  however,  to  the  clause  which  provides  that  the  local 
communities  shall  give  assurance  of  their  ability  to  maintain 
the  hospitals.  How  shall  the  assurance  be  given?  Does  the 
bill  require  that  a  community,  such  as  a  municipality  or  tax- 
ing district,  shall  give  the  assurance? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes;  and  after  the  first  year  each  State 
will  set  up  a  hospital  program,  and  it  is  expected  that  the 
States  will  take  an  interest  in  the  legislation  and  undertake 
to  aid  the  various  sections  of  the  States  in  the  establishment 
of  these  hospitals. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  In  order  to  make  it  possible  to  get  the 
benefits  of  this  program  and  secure  proper  cooperation  and 
coordination  imder  this  bill,  will  it  be  necessary  for  the  States, 
as  a  rule,  to  enact  legislation  of  their  own,  or  is  it  self- 
enacting? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  think  the  bill  would  not  require  any  spe- 
cial legislatlmi  In  some  Instances.  Every  State  in  the  Union, 
I  assume,  will  implement  its  own  laws  to  the  extent  found 
desirable  for  complete  cooperation. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield.  , 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  One  further  question,  and  then  I 
shall  not  interrupt  the  Senator  further.  The  bill,  as  I 
understand.  Is  limited  to  $10,000,000  a  year  for  5  years.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes.  It  really  is  for  6  years.  The  first 
year  the  hospitals  are  to  be  wholly  Federally  financed,  but 
after  the  first  year-  they  are  to  be  constructed  imder  variable 
grants  to  the  States,  according  to  the  financial  ability  of 
the  variou-s  States  or  commimities  to  construct  hospitals. 

Mr,  VANDENBERO.  The  testimony  which  was  read  by 
the  able  Senator  from  New  York  emphasized  the  great 
national  extent  of  this  need.  Is  there  any  estimate  as  to 
how  many  million  dollars  would  be  required  to  serve  equally 
with  such  facilities  all  the  many  communities? 

Mr,  MURRAY.  The  estimate  I  referred  to  in  the  early 
part  of  my  address  was  that  to  bring  the  hospital  situation 
of  the  country  up  to  standard  would  require  really  180.000 
beds,  whereas  this  program,  which  is  merely  experimental, 
will  only  provide  between  25,000  and  30,000  beds,  but  it  will 
have  these  hospitals  established  In  the  most  newly  commu- 
nities, and  It  will  serve  the  Nation  as  a  sort  of  laboratory 
or  exi)erimental  station  whereby  the  other  communities  may 
later  take  advantage  of  the  examples  which  have  been 
created  by  the  construction  of  these  hospitals. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  I  am  not  quarrelling  with  the  com- 
pletely humane  objectives  which  the  Senator  describes.  I 
am  simply  trying  to  determine,  if  I  can,  as  a  matter  of  dol- 
lars and  cents,  what  the  ultimate  program  would  be,  as- 
siuning  that  the  undertaking  Is  completely  successful.  What 
is  the  ultimate  commitment  which  we  confront,  ajtsnming 
that  the  program  works  the  way  the  Senator  says  it  will? 
Mr.  MURRAY.  I  do  not  know  that  there  will  be  any 
great  obhgatlon  so  far  as  the  Federal  Oovemment  Is  con- 
cerned,   I  think  that  the  program  will  enable  us  to  deter- 


mine whether  or  not  it  would  be  advisable  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  continue  the  program  of  hospital  construction.  It 
seems  to  me  that  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  experiment  we 
shall  be  able  to  determine  whether  or  not  it  is  advisable  to 
go  any  further,  and  whether  or  not  It  Is  possible  for  the 
States,  after  they  have  had  this  experience  to  take  hold 
from  that  iMint  on  and  construct  hospitals  without  fiulher 
Federal  aid.  We  are  now  thinking  only  of  the  serious  con- 
ditions in  certain  sections  of  the  coimtry  which  are  totally 
without  proper  hospital  facilities,  with  the  result  that  people 
are  dsrlng  for  the  lack  of  assistance  which  modem  science 
could  easily  afford. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Are  those  sections  located  In  any 
particular  part  of  the  country,  or  are  they  distributed  gen- 
erally? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  They  are  distributed  generally.  Of  course, 
there  are  certain  prosperous  States.  I  think  eleven  or  twelve 
States  are  pretty  well  up  to  standard.  The  need  is  mostly  In 
the  less  industrialized  States.  I  think  Senators  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  will  probably  refer  to  the  particular  conditions 
existing  in  their  own  localities.  As  I  remember,  there  is  a 
very  glaring  deficiency  of  hospitals  In  the  State  of  Missis- 
sippi, as  well  as  in  Georgia. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  will  add,  if  the  Senator  from 
Montana  does  not  object,  that  the  testimony  shows  that 
there  is  need  for  the  program  in  every  State  in  the  Union, 
Even  in  the  richest  States  there  are  localities  where  the 
need  is  exceedingly  great. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  contribuUon. 
While  annual  maintenance  costs  per  bed  differ  somewhat  In 
various  communities,  as  I  said,  it  is  thought  that  a  con- 
tribution of  $300  annually  per  bed  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  hospital  for  the  first  2  years  of  operaUon  would  be  ade- 
quate. The  amount  then  Upers  down,  as  I  have  already 
described,  until  the  fifth  year,  when  it  comes  down  as  low  as 
$30  In  connection  with  the  mental  hospital  beds. 

In  a  few  moments  I  shall  explain  how  the  amoimt  of  the 
maintenance  grants  is  to  be  determined.  Of  course,  the 
maintenance  support  would  be  terminated,  after  notice  and 
hearing,  for  violaUon  of  rules  or  for  failure  to  comply  with 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  lease. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Following  the  Inquiry  of  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Yanvcnberc] .  1  wonder  if  I  have  obtained  the 
correct  figures  from  tlie  report.    The  report  says: 

Most  authorlUes  agree  that  four  and  a  half  beds  per  thousand 
population  are  required  to  assiire  the  amount  of  hospitalization 
neceeaary  for  adequate  care.  "»fci«u 

In  the  United  SUtes  there  are  410,000  beds  in  registered 
general  hospitals.  What  would  be  the  shortage  of  beds  in  the 
country  upon  the  basis  of  that  computation? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  have  not  figiu-ed  it  out;  but  some  of  the 
experts  who  appeared  before  the  committee  estimated  that 
to  bring  the  country  up  to  that  kind  of  a  standard  would 
require  more  than  a  third  of  a  million  beds,  but  that  180  000 
beds  would  bring  it  up  to  the  standards  already  existing  in 
12  of  the  more  prosperous  States. 

The  hill  provides  that  the  amoimt  of  grants-in-aid  which 
may  be  given  a  State  or  community  shall  be  not  less  than 
25  percent  of  the  cost  of  the  hospiUl  project,  exclusive  of  site, 
and  not  more  than  90  percent.  The  amount  of  the  grant 
is  to  be  determined  under  standards  set  up  by  the  Surgeon 
General  with  the  advice  of  the  naUonal  advisory  hospital 
council. 

Tlie  bill  further  provides  that  the  extent  of  the  grants-in- 
aid  shall  be  determined,  when  the  State  itself  is  the  applicant, 
after  taking  into  consideration  its  financial  resources  as 
measured  by  the  per  capita  income  of  its  inhabitants. 

IX  the  applicant  is  a  county,  or  counties,  the  Surgeon 
General  is  directed  to  consider  the  financial  resources, 
measured  as  indicated,  of  the  State  in  which  the  county  or 


counties  are  located,  and  also  to  consider  the  financial  con- 
dition and  financial  ability  of  the  county  or  counties  making 
such  application.  The  amount  of  maintenance  grants  which 
I  have  previously  mentioned  is  also  determined  on  this  same 
general  principle. 

There  is  another  very  important  matter  which  I  should 
like  to  mention,  and  that  is  the  provision  for  the  establish- 
ment of  the  National  Advisory  Hospital  Council,  to  which  I 
have  referred  several  times  during  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion. The  bill  provides  that  the  Surgeon  General  shall  be 
chairman  of  the  council,  and  that  eight  members  shall  be  ap- 
pointed with  the  approval  of  the  Federal  Security  Adminis- 
trator. The  bill  provides  fw  staggered  terms  of  office,  and, 
in  general  the  council  is  to  operate  like  the  National  Ad- 
visory Cancer  Council  Tbe  bill  requires  appointment  of 
members  of  the  council  to  be  made  from  outstanding  ex- 
perts in  science  and  medicine.  The  council  Is  to  advise  the 
Surgeon  General  with  reference  to  carrying  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  bill;  and  seven  very  important  matters  are 
enumerated,  which  are  within  the  scope  of  Its  authorlzaUon. 
These  matters  include  the  formulation  of  standards  for  con- 
structicm,  operation,  and  personnel  of  hospitals,  and  for 
standards  which  are  to  be  considered  in  determining  the 
need  for  hospital  r-rojects  and  in  determining  whether  or 
not  such  projects  are  adequately  maintained  and  otherwise 
fulfill  the  requirements  of  the  act. 

It  was  felt  desirable  to  give  the  council  the  special  function 
of  reviewing  the  applications  for  construction  projects  which 
might  be  favorably  considered  by  the  Surgeon  General  under 
section  10.  Under  the  latjvislons  of  the  bUl  the  Surgeon 
General  Is  authorized  to  approve  for  construction  under  sec- 
tion 10  only  such  applications  as  have  been  favorably  consid- 
ered by  the  advisory  council.  It  will  be  observed,  therefore, 
that  there  is  no  possibility  of  hospitals  being  constructed  in 
places  where  they  are  not  needed,  or  that  pressure  or  infiu- 
cnce  will  have  any  operation  whatever  In  determining  the 
location  of  the  hospitals.  The  approval  of  the  application 
for  a  project  Is  entirely  under  the  control  of  the  advisory 
council,  made  up  of  men  who  are  learned  in  the  profession 
and  who  understand  the  condition  of  the  country  with  refer- 
ence to  the  establishment  of  hospitals.' 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  was  absent  from  the  Chamber  when 
the  distinguished  Senator  discussed  section  3.  I  wonder  if 
he  would  mind  an  inquiry  at  this  time  with  reference  to 
section  3. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  shall  be  glad  to  have  it. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  am  interested  in  the  proposal  In  sec- 
tion 3.  which  authorizes  an  appropriation  of  $500,000  a  year 
for  6  years,  to  aid  in  administering  the  act,  and  for  the  pay, 
allowances,  and  travel  of  representatives  of  the  Public  Health 
Service,  with  the  provision  that  thereafter  there  is  to  be  no 
limit  on  the  amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated.  Is  it  the 
thought  that  thereafter  the  amount  is  to  be  reduced  or 
Increased? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  asstmie  it  will  be  reduced  to  a  very  con- 
siderable degree  unless,  after  the  expiration  of  the  period, 
the  Congress  should  decide  to  continue  further  with  a  pro- 
gram of  this  character.  However,  during  the  period  the 
hospitals  will  be  under  construction,  of  course,  the  Public 
Health  Service  would  be  under  some  expense  in  preparing 
the  necessary  forms  and  carrying  out  the  work  incident  to 
thp  establishment  of  the  hospitals. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Does  the  Senator  think  it  Is  wise  to  pro- 
vide for  unlimited  authorization  after  the  6-year  period? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  We  could  not  fix  the  amount:  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  after  a  period  of  5  years  the  Public  Health 
Service  would  still  be  under  compunction  to  supervise  the 
hospitals  until  they  were  aU  taken  over  by  the  communities. 
Of  course,  if  they  were  all  taken  over  by  the  communities, 
the  Public  Health  Service  would  still  have  the  duty  of  de- 
termining whether  or  not  maintenance  grants  for  the  first 
5  years  of  operation  would  be  made  to  continue  the  hospital 
in  an  adequate  manner.  Of  course,  the  communities  must 
furnish  proof  of  their  ability  to  maintain  the  hospitals  before 
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the  Government  win  make  a  grant-in-aid  for  a  hospital  or 
convey  a  leased  hospital  to  the  community  In  the  first  place. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HUGHES.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  As  I  undersUnd,  under  the  terms  of  the 
bill  the  title  to  the  hospitals  is  to  be  in  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes;  for  those  constructed  from  the  first 
year's  appropriation. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  When  the  Federal  Government  buUds  a 
hospital,  what  assurance  does  it  have  that  the  local  com- 
munity will  take  it  over? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  After  the  hospitals  are  constructed  the 
title  will  be  In  the  Federal  Government.  The  Federal  CJov- 
emment  will  enter  into  a  lease  arrangement  with  the  local 
applicant,  and  It  will  require  standards  for  the  operation  of 
the  hospital  by  the  local  community.  After  the  local  com- 
munity operates  the  hospital  over  a  period  of  5  years  and 
establishes  its  ability  to  maintain  the  hospital  In  accordance 
with  the  prescribed  standards,  the  Government  will  then 
convey  the  hospital  to  the  community,  and  the  title  will  then 
rest  in  the  local  community.  No  hospital  will  be  constructed 
except  where  the  community  presents  assurances  It  will  be 
maintained. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Assume  that  the  local  hospital  has  been 
constructed  and  Is  in  operation,  and  that  the  community  does 
not  take  it  over  and  does  not  provide  for  It.  Would  not  the 
Federal  Government  continue  to  run  the  hospital  for  that 
community?  Would  not  that  expense  be  a  burden  on  the 
Federal  Government? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  If  the  community  or  the  State  in  which  the 
hospital  Is  located  were  so  poverty-stricken  as  to  be  unable  to 
finance  the  hospital.  I  suppose  the  Federal  Government  may 
be  asked  to  continue  the  hospital,  because  It  would  not  be  rea- 
sonable to  expect  the  Government  to  allow  the  people  of  that 
particular  community  to  suffer  as  a  result  of  the  impoverished 
condition  of  the  local  community  or  of  the  State.  However, 
that  Is  a  matter  which  would  have  to  be  taken  care  of  by 
subsequent  legislation.  Under  the  bill  there  is  no  authority 
for  Federal  operation. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
further,  is  there  any  provision  In  the  bill  for  aiding  hospitals 
which  have  already  been  constructed  in  a  community? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes;  the  bill  authorizes  local  hospitals 
already  established  which  need  to  expand  their  facilities,  to 
make  application  and  have  their  hospitals  extended  so  as  to 
come  up  to  the  requirements  of  the  community. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  And  th^  would,  as  I  understand,  receive 
Government  aid  for  that  purpwse? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    Yes;  according  to  need. 

I  wish  to  say  in  this  connection  that  the  bin  has  been  very 
carefully  studied  by  the  National  Hospital  Association.  Their 
representatives  were  here  and  appeared  before  the  committee 
which  was  studying  the  bill;  they  testified  before  it,  and  I 
intend  to  send  to  the  desk,  at  the  close  of  my  remarks,  a  tele- 
gram from  the  American  Hospital  Association  expressing 
their  approval  of  the  entire  program. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield  for  an 
Inquiry? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  What  is  the  estimated  cost  for  the  construc- 
tion of  hospitals  i>er  bed? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  item  is  in  the  hearings  at  some  place 
but  I  cannot  give  it  to  the  Senator  offhand. 

Mr.  TAPT.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Perham  the  Senator  from  Ohio  may  be 
able  to  furnich  the  information. 

Mr.  TAPT.  According  to  the  testimony,  I  should  say  that 
the  cost  would  be  about  $250,000  for  a  hundred-bed  hosqDltal, 
including  the  equipment.  That  is  approximately  the  cost, 
but  there  is  some  variation  between  $250,000  as  a  low  esti- 
mate and  as  high  as  $350,000  for  a  hundred-bed  hospital. 
That  is  approximately  what  the  testimony  showed  to  be  the 


b' 


)i 


TlCiS 


r'nxTn'D'CGQTnxr  A  T    T>l?nnTfT\ QTrMATT? 


M*v   Qn 


7166 


CX)NGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


May  30 


cost,  and  that  would  inctude  all  of  the  equipment  and  all  the 
cost  of  the  flnished  hospital  with  the  equipment. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  It  la  the  equlixnent  that  adds  to  the 
high  cost. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  small  community  hos- 
pitals soch  as  we  have  in  mind,  would  be  anywhere  from  20- 
to  50-bed  hospitals. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Yes;  I  think  It  has  been  decided  that  a 
50-bed  hospital  would  be  the  most  efficient  unit  upon  which 
to  undertake  to  build. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  That  would  result  in  what  cost  if  it  were 
necessary  to  build  it  and  provide  the  operating  rooms  and 
the  equipment? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  think  It  would  run  approximately  $2,500 
a  bed. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  So  that  the  cost  would  exceed  a  hundred 
thousand  dollars  for  a  SO-bed  hospital? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    Yes;  it  would. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  was  naturally  thinking  of  my  own  State, 
and  I  suppose  Colorado,  representing  1  percent  of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  country,  would  get  1  percent  of  the  funds  pro- 
posed to  be  provided,  which  would  be  sufficient  for  one  hos- 
I^tal  a  year. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Of  course,  one  great  item  of  expense  In 
connection  with  a  hospital  is  the  operating  rooms  and  the 
various  equipment  which  is  included. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  was  thinking  the  program  is  so  modest 
that  it  will  not  reach  very  far. 

li«r.  MURRAY.  It  will  not  reach  very  far;  it  wUl  cover 
only  about  twenty-flve  or  thirty  thousand  beds;  but  it  wHl 
be  a  very  valuable  experiment,  which  will  have  a  tremendous 
effect  in  determining  whether  or  not  the  Government  should 
go  any  further  and  also  have  a  great  influence,  I  think,  in 
aiding  the  various  States  of  the  Union  in  developing  their 
own  programs. 

ISi.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  said 
the  program  is  •*modest."  but  it  is  experimental,  too;  and. 
In  addition  to  that,  the  sponsors  of  the  bill  also  hope  that  its 
influence  and  the  examine  it  will  set  will  cause  a  larger 
expansion. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Tlie  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  .Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Is  there  any  plan  in  the  bill 
for  determining  where  this  experimentation  is  to  take 
place?    Is  it  to  be  spread  out  over  all  the  States? 

Mr,  MURRAY.  It  will  be  spread  out  over  the  States; 
but.  as  I  have  stated  several  times,  there  Is  set  up  a  National 
Advisory  CouncU.  consisting  of  experts  in  the  fleld  of  science 
and  medicine,  and  that  impartial  body,  with  the  knowledge 
and  experience  necessary  for  handling  the  problem,  will,  upon 
application  from  the  various  sections  of  the  country,  advise 
the  Surgeon  Oeneral.  who  will  determine  where  the  need 
is  greatest;  and  there  is  where  the  hospitals  will  be  con- 
structed the  first  year  of  the  program;  but  after  the  first  year 
of  the  program,  of  course,  the  measure  contemplates  the 
local  communities  making  some  contribution  to  the  program, 
and  they  will  be  assisted  by  a  system  of  grants-in-aid. 

Bfr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  appropriation  of 
$10,000,000  would  not  provide  each  State  with  a  hospital; 
that  is.  it  would  not  be  sufficient  to  give  each  State  one 
hospital.  • 

Mr.  MURRAY.  It  may  be  that  some  of  the  more  wealthy 
States  would  not  need  a  hosi^taL  I  do  not  know;  that  is  a 
matter  to  be  determined.  It  is  an  experiment,  as  I  say. 
There  are  12  States  in  the  Union  now  which  have  established 
very  high  standards  of  hosi^tallzation.  but  there  are  other 


States  which  are  tn  a  pitiable  condition,  a  condition  that  Is 
a  real  disgrace  to  the  Nation. 

Therefore  this  bill  contemplates  considering  those  con- 
ditions. We  are  not  thinking  of  this  as  a  "pork  barrel"  bill, 
under  which  every  State  will  Jump  in  and,  through  pressure 
and  influence,  get  its  share.  That  is  not  the  purpose  of  the 
bill  at  all.  The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  try  to  get  rid  of  the 
shameful  conditions  which  exist  in  many  sections  of  our 
country,  i  think  the  Congress  can  very  well  rely  upon  the 
National  Advisory  Council,  which  the  bill  sets  up,  to  do  a 
fair  and  honest  Job. 

Mi.  President,  it  win  be  noted  that  the  Ml  as  reported 
makes  no  provision  for  the  construction  of  these  hospitals 
by  the  Work  Projects  Administration.  The  construction 
program  under  this  bill  is  left  in  the  hands  at  the  Federal 
Works  Agency.  Whether  or  not  the  W.  P.  A.  is  to  partici- 
pate in  the  construction  of  these  hospitals  Is  a  matter  to  be 
determined  by  the  Congress  in  working  out  a  work-relief 
program  for  the  ensuing  fiscal  year.  If  the  work  relief  ap- 
propriation bill  makes  provision  for  W.  P.  A.  participation  in 
this  hospital  program,  the  manner  of  such  particip».tion  will 
be  provided  in  that  bill.  If  no  such  participation  is  provided 
fw.  then  the  construction  work  under  this  bill  for  the  first 
year  will  be  under  the  direction  of  the  Federal  Works  Agency 
and  will  be  carried  out  under  the  contract  system. 

The  bill  also  provides  for  the  pajTnent  of  the  prevailing 
wage  scales  of  the  various  communities  where  the  hospitals 
are  to  Y)e  constructed. 

Pollowlng  the  first  year  of  the  program.  aH  subsequent  con- 
struction dming  the  ensuing  5  years  will  be  by  and  under 
the  control  of  States  or  communities  that  desire  and  may 
show  need  for  these  hospitals. 

Mr.  President,  In  conclusion  I  should  like  again  to  say 
that  this  proposed  hospital-construction  program  should  be 
recognized  simply  as  a  very  Important  step  toward  the  solu- 
tion of  the  national-health  problems  which  have  received 
the  committee's  attention  for  many  months.  It  will  i)rovide 
Increased  hospital  facilities  only  in  localities  where  the  need 
is  most  desperate.  The  proposed  legislation  has  been  so 
designed  that  it  can  fit  into  a  more  comprehensive  program 
which  in  the  future  may  be  considered  desirable. 

I  should  not  close  this  general  survey  of  the  measiffe  with- 
out pointing  to  the  fact  that  each  member  of  the  Education 
and  Labor  Cranmittee  participating  in  the  hearings,  and  in 
the  study  of  this  bill  and  in  the  amendments  and  changes 
which  have  been  made  during  its  study,  has  a  right  to  feel 
Justly  proud  of  the  contribution  he  has  made.  The  work  of 
the  committee  in  reporting  this  measure  represents  a  very 
earnest  effort  on  the  part  of  every  member  to  meet  a  really 
alarming  national  situation  affecting  the  health  and  happi- 
ness of  our  fellow  citizens. 

I  think  this  bill  presents  a  minimum  start  in  a  health 
program  essential  to  meet  the  acknowledged  needs  of  our 
country.  It  should  be  considered  a  vital  part  of  our  program 
of  national  defense,  for  no  national -defense  program  can  ]x 
regarded  as  adequate  that  fails  to  take  into  account  the  health 
conditions  of  the  Nation. 

The  report  of  the  committee  on  this  bill  was  imanimous, 
and  I  know  that  the  entire  committee  is  proud  of  the  fine' 
nonpartisan  spirit  which  prevailed  in  all  our  deliberations, 
and  proud  of  the  unanimous  vote  by  which  this  very  Impor- 
tant measure  is  presented  for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate. 

I  earnestly  recommend  the  pa.<!sage  of  this  bill  because  of 
the  pressing  necessity  it  is  designed  to  meet.  It  has  the  ap- 
proval of  the  several  national  farm  organizations  of  the 
country  and  the  approval  of  all  national  labor  groups,  as  well 
as  many  other  organizations  interested  in  national  welfare. 
It  also,  as  I  have  before  stated,  has  the  approval  of  the  med- 
ical profession  and  representatives  of  the  hospital  associations 
of  the  country.  I  have  here  telegrams  from  Dr.  Bert  W. 
Caldwell,  executive  secretary  of  the  American  Hospital  Asso- 
ciation, and  from  Dr.  Morris  Fishbein.  of  the  American  Med- 
ical Association,  endorsing  the  bill,  which  I  will  not  take  the 
time  to  read,  but  I  ask  that  they  may  be  printed  in  the 
Recori)  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  obJecUcm.  the  tele- 
grams will  be  printed  in  the  Rkoord. 
The  telegrams  referred  to  are  as  follows: 

WAamNCTON.  D.  C.  Mag  14,  19M. 
Senator  Jamb  E.  MtnuuT, 

Senate  Office  BvUding: 
Executive  committee  board  of  trustees.  American  Medical  Associa- 
tion and  ofSclals  state  approval  of  redraft  of  Wagner-George  hos- 
pital biU.  Believe,  however,  authcwity  of  National  Hospital  Advisory 
Council  should  not  be  limited  to  first  year  only.  Believe  also  wards 
primarily  for  the  care  of  the  sick  should  be  added  to  definition 
of  hospital  as  meeting  cturent  needs.  Otherwise  such  projects  may 
become  primarily  expansions  of  Public  Health  agencies.  This  new 
nieasure  seems  to  be  a  serioxis  attempt  toward  a  solution  of  cxirrent 
health  needs  observing  as  well  the  principles  set  forth  by  the 
physicians  of  the  country  as  fundamental  to  maintenance  of  that 
systera  of  medical  care  which  is  best  suited  to  the  American  people. 

Moaais  Pishbdn,  M.  D. 

OzncAoo,  III.,  May  4,  1940. 
Senator  Jamb  Muuiat. 

Senate  Office  Bttildtng: 
The  people  owe  you  and  your  couMnlttee  a  debt  of  gratitude  for 
the  work  done  In  reporting  the  amended  hospital  bill.  It  wiU 
meet  with  the  support  of  every  thinking  hospital  and  medical  man. 
Particularly  Important  Is  the  provision  for  support  which  your  com- 
mittee has  made  for  these  hospitals  after  their  construction,  and 
Just  as  important  is  the  provisions  for  the  State  participation  in 
their  cost,  and  the  giving  of  the  hospitals  to  the  communities  after 
60  months  of  satisfactory  operation.  Personally  and  on  behalf  of 
the  American  Hospital  Association  I  want  to  thank  you  and  your 
comnvlttee  for  the  best  hoepltal  bill  that  you  covild  enact  and  for 
the  many  courtesies  which  you  and  your  committee  have  extended 
our  representatives. 

Best  W.  Caldwkll.  M.  D.. 
Executive  Secretary,  American  Hospital  Association. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  in  closing  let  me  say  that 
the  enactment  of  this  measure  at  this  time  will  not  only 
relieve  an  appalling  situation  but  will  hearten  millions  of 
our  citizens  who  are  in  need  of  medical  care.  It  will  be 
an  important  step  in  the  direction  of  strengthening  our  real 
defenses  and  will  repay  the  investment  we  are  making  a 
thousandfold. 

Mr.  BARBOUR  obtained  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With  the  permission  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  the  Chatr  will  state  the  parlia- 
mentary situation. 

The  pending  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment  to  the  bill  reported  by  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  Murray ]  from  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor.  The  Chair  is  of  the  opinion  that  amendments  to 
that  proposal  should  be  offered  and  considered  before  the 
committee  amendment  is  adopted.  The  Chair  understands 
that  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  desires  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  an 
amendment  which  has  been  printed,  and  ask  that  it  be 
stated. 

The  PREEflDINO  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  to  the  amendment  reported 
by  the  ccxnmittee  will  be  stated. 

The  LxciBLATrvi  Clerk.  On  page  12,  lines  22  to  25,  in- 
clusive, it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  of  the  present  lan- 
guage of  subparagraph  (a),  and  to  substitute  therefor  the 
following: 

(a)  will  be  made  available  to  the  extent  of  the  hospital  facUl- 
tlee,  without  discrimination  on  account  of  sex,  race,  color,  or 
religion,  to  every  person  residing  In  the  territorial  area  of  the 
applicant  for  such  hospital:  Provided.  That  wherever  separate 
health  facilities  are  required  by  law  for  separate  population 
groups,  equitable  provision  upon  the  baals  of  need  shall  be  made 
for  faculties  and  aenricea  of  like  quality  for  each  such  group. 

Mr.  MURRAY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  BARBOUR.     I  am  very  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  At  the  time  the  bill  was  acted  upon  in 
the  committee  it  was  t)elieved  that  the  Ideas  incorporated  in 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  were  cov- 
ered by  the  bill.  The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner] 
and  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George],  who  are  spon- 
sors of  the  bill,  have  also  filed  an  amendment  covering  that 


feature,  and  I  have  agreed  with  those  Senators  to  accept 
their  amendment.  If  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  desires 
to  associate  himself  with  that  amendment,  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  accept  it. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President,  may  I  first  make  a  very 
brief  statement  in  explanation  of  my  amendment  to  the 
pending  bill?  My  amendment  provides  that  any  State, 
county,  health,  or  hospital  district,  or  other  political  subdi- 
vision of  a  State  desiring  to  participate  in  the  benefits  pro- 
vided by  this  act  shall  give  assurance  acceptable  to  the 
Surgeon  Oeneral  that  such  institution  shall  not  discriminate 
on  account  of  sex,  race,  color,  or  religion.  It  further  pro- 
vides that  wherever  separate  health  facilities  are  required 
by  law  for  sepanite  population  groups,  equitable  provision 
upon  the  basis  of  need  shall  be  made  for  facilities  and  serv- 
ices of  like  quality  for  each  such  group. 

I  am  familiar  with  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  WaonuI;  but  I 
want  to  point  out  that  it  was  proposed  on  May  21,  and  my 
amendment  was  proposed  on  May  16.  Moreover,  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  York  is  verbatim  the  same, 
as  far  as  it  goes,  as  my  amendment,  word  for  word.  It  does 
not  go  as  far  as  my  amendment,  but  with  the  exception  of 
the  first  part  of  my  amendment  it  follows  my  amendment 
exactly.  In  other  words,  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York  begins  on  page  12,  line  25,  while  mine  begins 
on  page  12.  line  22;  and  it  was  introduced  5  days  after  my 
amendment  was  introduced. 

It  seems  to  me  that  a  very  pertinent  p)art  of  the  amend- 
ment is  the  language  it  substitutes  for  the  matter  from  line 
22  to  line  25.  I  am  sure  I  am  not  violating  any  confidence 
when  I  say  that  I  talked  this  matter  all  over  with  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  York  yesterday;  and  while 
obviously  he  may  now  have  in  mind  other  considerations  to 
which  he  may  want  to  refer,  he  told  me  at  that  time  that  he 
feared  my  amendment  might  interfere  with  hospitals  charg- 
ing certain  persons  for  treatment  who  were  in.  a  position 
very  properly  to  pay  for  their  hospital  care  and  accommo- 
dations. Now,  if  we  will  examine  my  amendment  careftUly 
it  will  be  found  that  that,  of  course,  is  not  the  case.  The 
only  matters  or  stipulations  with  respect  to  which  discrimi- 
nation is  forbidden  are  those  recited  In  my  amendment — 
sex.  race,  color,  or  religion.  My  amendment  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  ability  of  the  person  to  pay,  or  any  such 
consideration  on  behalf  of  the  hospital,  which  the  Senator 
wants  to  safeguard. 

On  the  other  hand.  I  have  no  pride  of  authorship.  I  am 
not  trjring  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  I  was  the  first  one 
who  made  the  move  that  has  been  made  in  respect  to  pre- 
venting discrimination  against  race,  creed,  or  color  In  this 
legislation,  because  that  fact  is  well  known;  and  I  have 
received  communications  by  the  score  from  countless  differ- 
ent organizations  commending  me  when  I  first  introduced 
my  amendment  on  May  16.  It  does  not  make  any  differ- 
ence to  me  who  gets  credit  for  the  amendment.  I  want  the 
principles  involved  incorporated  in  this  legislation.  That 
is  the  main  thing,  though  it  does  seem  to  me  my  original 
language  is  fuller.  The  only  thing  it  interferes  with  is,  on 
line  23.  the  qualification  "imder  appropriate  condttions." 
Just  exactly  what  "under  appropriate  conditions"  means  is 
a  question,  of  course:  but  the  phrase  "without  discrimina- 
tion," it  seems  to  me,  takes  care  of  anything  that  could 
be  covered  by  "under  appropriate  conditions";  especially 
with  the  definite  recital  in  my  amendment  of  the  various 
categories  specifically  designated  that  shall  not  be  dis- 
criminated against. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    I  am  very  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Is  not  the  Senator  willing  to  have  his 
amendment  incorporated  in  the  bill,  but  to  permit  to  remain 
in  the  bill  the  words  from  line  22  to  line  25  which  he  strikes 
out,  which  I  think  are  very  important  provisions  of  the  bill; 
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namely,  that  the  facilities  shall  be  made  available  under  ai>- 
propiiate  conditions?  The  hospital  ought  to  be  able  and 
have  the  authority  to  make  conditiona.  As  I  said  to  the  Sena- 
tor, suppose  a  patient  is  well  able  to  pay? 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  am  quite  sure  there  is  no  one  in  the 
Senate  who  has  a  higher  regard  for  the  aims  oi  this  bill  than 
I  have,  and  the  great  group  in  this  coimtry  that  I  have  in 
mind,  and  I  know  that  this  is  so  also  in  the  case  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York.  Under  the  circumstances  I  am  willing, 
therefore,  if  I  must,  to  accept  his  assurance  that  the  inclusion 
of  the  wording  which  he  insists  upon  be  included  in  the  bill 
together  with  my  amendment,  with  the  understanding  that 
this  will  not  in  any  way  whatever  act  in  any  way  so  as  to 
cause  any  discrimination  against  the  colored  race  and  other 
races  and  groups  of  our  citizens. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Of  course,  I  do  not  have  to  give  my  assur- 
ance to  the  Senator  that  I  want  to  protect  all  races  and  all 
creeds.  I  want  no  discrimination  against  any  of  them.  That 
has  been  my  own  record. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.     I  know  that. 

Mr.  WAQNER.  I  do  think  these  words  are  important;  and 
the  Senattn-  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Georgs],  who  Joined  with  me 
in  proposing  this  amendment,  and  who  is  the  coauthor  of  the 
bill,  agrees  with  me. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  am  perfectly  willing,  as  I  have  said,  to 
cooperate,  and.  if  need  be.  to  accede  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York  and  the  Senator  from  Georgia  that 
my  amendment  be  accepted  on  that  basis. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  In  other  words,  will  the  Senator  substitute 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  and 
myself  for  his  amendment,  or  as  an  amendment  to  his 
amendment,  and  let  it  be  incorporated  in  the  bill?  I  am 
quite  willing  to  let  the  Senator  have  his  name  on  the  amend- 
ment; but.  so  far  as  the  substance  of  the  amendment  is  con- 
cerned, I  hope  the  Senator  may  accept  the  proposed  amend- 
ment as  it  has  been  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  and 
myself.    Is  that  satisfactory? 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Yes;  that  is  satisfactory;  but  In  reality 
it  is  my  amendment,  as  modified,  that  is  becoming  part  of 
this  important  legislation.  But.  as  I  said  before.  I  have  no 
pride  of  authorlship.  The  main  thing  is  to  see  to  it  that 
discrimination  of  the  sort  I  wish  to  guard  against  is  safe- 
guarded in  this  bilL 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Jersey  that  the  langriage  which  he  omitted 
from  his  amendment  does  not  In  any  sense  apply  to  any  dis- 
crimination on  account  of  race,  sex.  color,  or  religion,  the 
thing  that  he  seeks  to  safeguard,  and  that  fact,  of  coiu-se.  is 
appreciated;  but  the  language  omitted  from  his  amendment 
has  to  do  with  the  other  and  general  conditions  under  which 
the  hospital  may  operate;  and  those  conditions,  of  course, 
might  Include  payment  in  case  a  patient  was  able  to  make 
payment,  or  might  include  a  scale  of  pa3rment.  and  might  in- 
clude other  things.  Otherwise,  the  amendments  would  be 
the  same  in  any  event.  The  language  to  which  the  Senator 
from  New  York  has  referred,  which  it  is  desired  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  accept,  either  by  putting  it  In  his 
amendment  or  by  accepting  the  amendment  which  already 
has  been  submitted,  does  not  in  any  way  or  at  all  affect  the 
purpose  which  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  undertaking 
to  secure. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    That  purpose,  of  course.  Is  my  only  aim. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  modify  his  amendment  to  the  extent  suggested  by 
the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  BARBOUR.     Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Then  the  question  Is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey,  as  modified,  to  the  amendment  reported  by  the 
committee. 

Mr.  Barbottr's  amendment,  as  modified.  Is  as  follows: 

On  page  12.  Une  28.  after  the  word  "hospital".  Insert  a  comma 
and  the  following:  "without  dlacrlminatlon  on  account  of  race, 
GTMd.  or  color:  Provided,  TtUit  wherever  separate  health  facilities 
•re  required  by  law  for  aeparate  populaUon  groups,  eqxiitable 
provisions  uj>on  the  basis  of  need  will  be  made  t(x  facilities  and 
aervlcea  of  like  quality  lor  each  such  group." 


Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  upon  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey,  as  modified,  to  the  amendment  reported  by  the 
committee. 

The  modified  amendment  to  the  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESrOINO  OPPTCER.  The  question  now  is  upon 
agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Bflr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  an 
amendment  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  will  have  to 
ask  for  the  reconsideration  of  the  committee  amendment, 
as  amended,  because  the  Chair  announced  that  amend- 
ments to  the  committee  amendment  must  be  offered  before 
it  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  make  that  request. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  vote 
whereby  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed 
to,  is  reconsidered.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana  to  the  committee  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Lkgislativx  Clzrk.  On  page  10.  Une  14,  after  the 
word  "medical,"  it  is  proposed  to  insert  a  comma  and  the 
word  "osteopathic." 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words 
in  favor  of  this^ill.  I  do  not  want  my  support  of  this  bill 
to  be  taken  as  indicative  that  I  approve  national  health  bill 
which  has  been  under  consideration  for  several  years. 
It  seems  to  me,  however,  that  this  bill  presents  a  substan- 
tial advance,  or  change,  or  additional  poUcy  in  Federal  Gov- 
ernment assistance  to  State  activities.  There  are  a  nimaber 
of  things  which  are  clearly  within  the  primary  province  of 
the  States.  Certainly  the  care  of  the  poor  and  assistance  to 
the  poor  is  one  of  the  matters,  which  under  our  Constitu- 
tion, are  left  to  the  States;  but  in  recent  years  we  have 
adopted  the  principle  that  the  Federal  Government  must 
aid  the  States  and  localities  in  taking  care  of  the  poor. 

I  think  that  principle  is  Justified,  but  solely  for  financial 
reasons,  because  the  taxing  powers  of  the  States  and  locali- 
ties are  so  limited  that  they  are  not  able  to  take  on  a  great 
many  of  the  additional  activities  which  we  think  today  the 
Government  should  take  on.  So  we  have  recognized  the  obli- 
gation of  the  Federal  Government  to  assist,  particularly  in 
aiding  those  who  have  substandard  income.  We  have  the 
examples  of  direct  assistance  to  the  States  and  localities  for 
relief,  and  even  in  that  case  we  have  Federal  administration. 
which  I  think  is  a  mistake.  We  have  assistance  in  the  case  of 
old-age  pensions;  we  have  assistance  in  the  case  of  unem- 
ployment insurance;  we  have  assistance  for  housing;  for  the 
substandard-income  groups. 

The  fifth  field  of  Federal  assistance  which  I  think  Is  Justi- 
fied and  in  line  with  what  we  have  already  done  is  assistance 
in  the  matter  of  health.  I  do  not  feel  that  we  should  go  on 
to  other  questions — of  education  and  other  matters  which 
do  not  have  to  do  directly  with  assistmg  people  of  substand- 
ard incomes. 

In  the  case  of  relief,  the  Federal  Government  has  had  to 
contribute  most  of  the  money,  because  here  was  a  tremendous 
additional  cost  which  most  of  the  States  were  wholly  unable 
to  meet,  because  State  tax  limitations  are  such  that  they 
cannot  raise  large  sums  of  money.  If  they  tax  the  wealthy, 
they  drive  the  wealthy  out  of  the  State.  If  they  tax  Industry. 
they  are  likely  to  discourage  Industry  in  the  particular  State. 
Consequently  their  tax  powers  are  limited.  Those  tax  powers 
have  been  set  up  to  meet  certain  activities  of  government. 
They  have  been  set  up  particularly  to  meet  activities  in  con- 
nection with  education  and  the  other  usual  activities  of 
ciUes,  counties,  and  States,  and  those  activities  absorb 
practically  all  of  the  money  the  States  can  raise. 

So  when  there  was  added  a  great  new  expense  like  relief 
the  Federal  Government  had  to  help  out,  and  the  same  is  true 
of  old-age  pensions  and  unemployment  insurance.  It  Is  true 
as  to  housing.  I  think  it  is  less  true  as  to  health  because  the 
States  and  localities  have  long  sp«it  money  on  the  care  of 
health.    We  have  a  great  medical  system;  we  have  a  great 
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hospital  system,  partly  public-owned  and  partly  owned  by 
private  corporations — ^usually  not  for  profit.  We  have  health 
services  in  nearly  every  State,  yet  State  funds  for  that  pur- 
pose have  not  been  very  liberaUy  provided.  It  is  very  doubt- 
ful whether  they  can  go  on  and  expand  with  their  own  funds 
that  service,  particularly  in  aid  to  the  poor,  which  we  think 
should  be  given. 

The  Wagner  health  bill  proposes  a  tremendous  program, 
building  up  to  something  like  $800,000,000  a  year — away 
beyond  what  I  think  should  be  undertaken,  or  is  necessary 
to  undertake.  I  think  the  Federal  money  in  aid  to  the  poor 
for  medical  care  is  purely  a  supplemental  matter,  and  should 
be  held  to  certain  fields  where  the  need  is  very  clear  and 
where  the  character  of  service  is  something  new.  So  I  think 
that  particularly  In  the  field  of  hospitals,  and  also  in  the  field 
of  direct  medical  aid  to  the  needy,  there  is  something  for  us 
to  do.  I  think  we  will  have  to  go  on  later  from  hospitals  to 
the  general  field  of  medical  aid  to  the  needy.  I  do  not  think 
we  need  all  the  six  categories  of  the  national  health  bill,  but 
I  think  the  pending  bill  is  in  line  with  what  the  Federal 
Government  can  do. 

When  originally  introduced  this  was  a  bill  providing  for 
the  construction  of  Federal  hospitals — for  a  F^eral  chain 
of  hospitals — to  be  built  by  W.  P.  A.  labor.  I  offered  a  substi- 
tute and  the  committee  very  kindly  gave  every  consideration 
to  it.  and  finally  decided  that  it  should  not  be  a  Federal 
chain  of  hospitals,  although  those  built  during  the  first  year 
may  be  federally  owned,  but  it  should  be  a  supplement  to  the 
State  system — that  every  State  should  be  made  to  set  up  a 
plan  of  its  own  for  hospital  service,  and  then  the  Federal 
Government  will  come  and  aid  them  in  places  where  aid  is 
absolutely  essentiaL 

We  have  eliminated  the  provision  for  construction  by 
W.  P.  A.  labor,  because  in  the  long  run  it  wHl  be  more  expen- 
sive, and  the  W.  P.  A.  labor  cazmot  build  a  concrete,  fireproof 
hospital  such  as  is  contemplated  under  the  bill. 

These  hospitals,  I  think.  wiU  be  mostly  100-bed  hospitals, 
because  hospitals  of  less  than  100  t>eds  are  not  economic 
units,  and  we  cannot  get  a  doctor  into  a  hospital  with  much 
less  than  100  beds  and  give  him  enough  experience  so  that  he 
will  be  of  any  use  as  a  doctor.  It  is  not  possible  to  have  a 
hospital  in  every  coimty;  we  can  have  a  hospital  in  a  group 
of  coimtles,  and  there  Is  no  difficulty  In  transporting  people 
from  one  coimty  seat  to  the  next  county  seat.  But  the  units 
must  be  a  reasonable  size,  so  that  we  can  get  men,  and  after 
we  get  them  be  sure  they  will  have  enough  experience  that 
they  will  be  of  some  good  as  doctors,  and  develop  to  be  better 
doctors,  rather  than  gradually  deteriorate. 

We  provide  in  the  bill  some  funds  for  the  training  of  the 
doctors.  We  have  also  provided  for  assistance  in  the  main- 
tenance of  these  new  beds  in  gradually  decreasing  amounts. 
As  the  bill  was  originally  presented  the  Federal  Government 
was  to  pay  the  complete  cost  of  a  hospital,  say,  $250,000,  and 
then  lease  it  to  the  State  or  to  the  locality  on  condition  that 
It  maintain  it.  It  costs  almost  $100,000  a  year  to  maintain  a 
$2,500,000  hospital,  and  it  seemed  almost  certain  that  the  leases 
would  be  canceled,  and  we  would  have  the  whole  thing  back 
on  the  F^ederal  Government.  We  have  provided  here  for 
mamtenance  at  the  rate  of  $300  a  bed,  and  then  in  gradually 
decreasing  amounts,  until  the  States  and  localities  can  adjust 
their  tax  systems  and  their  provisions  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  hospital. 

I  believe  every  State  should  have  the  responsibility  of  see- 
ing that  the  hospitals  in  the  State  are  maintained.  After  the 
first  year  the  States  will  have  to  put  up  some  part  of  the  cost, 
and  no  matter  how  poor  a  particular  district,  it  seems  clear 
to  me  that  the  State  government  should  participate  to  some 
extent  in  the  permanent  program. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  a  question.  Perhaps  in  his  very  lucid  state- 
ment he  included  the  matter  about  which  I  am  about  to  in- 
quire. 

Am  I  to  understand  that  after  the  hospitals  have  been 
constructed,  and  provisions  have  been  made  to  care  for  them 
for  a  number  of  years,  ultimately  the  title  to  the  hospitals 
will  pass  to  the  States? 


Mr.  TAFT.  There  Is  a  distinction  between  the  first  jrear 
and  the  time  after  that.  In  the  case  of  hospitals  built  the 
first  year,  the  title  will  be  in  the  Federal  Government;  but 
the  bill  provides  that  when  a  State  plan  has  been  approved, 
the  hospital  shall  be  transferred,  after  5  years,  I  think,  to 
the  State.  After  the  first  year  the  hospitals  are  not  to  be 
federally  owned  at  all.  They  are  to  be  built  by  the  States. 
The  only  purpose  of  the  Federal  ownership  the  first  year  was 
In  order  to  speed  up  the  program,  and  enable  it  to  get  started, 
without  setting  up  the  iMdanced  and  rather  elaborate  prepa- 
ration of  State  plans,  which  would  take  probably  a  year. 

Mr.  KING.  It  Is  not  anticipated,  then,  that  the  greater 
number  of  hospitals  which  will  be  constructed  under  the  bill 
will  be  put  into  operation  or  be  constructed  during  the  first 
year? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  not.  The  appropriation  Is  to  be  $10,- 
000,000  a  year  for  5  years,  and  for  $10,000,000  we  may  be 
able  to  build  40  hospitals.  But  I  would  think,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  that  construction  would  begin  rather  slowly,  because  it 
is  experimental  I  would  not  think  there  would  be  many 
hospitals  built  under  the  first  year's  appropriation.  If  we 
get  10  of  them  as  samples,  we  will  probably  be  fortunate. 
After  that,  they  will  be  built  by  the  States,  through  Federal 
aid  to  the  States. 

Mr.  KING.  But  the  bill  contemplates  that  ultimately  the 
States  are  to  own  and  operate  the  hospitals,  and  they  are  not 
to  be  a  perpetual  charge  upon  the  Federal  Government? 

Mr.  TAFT.    That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tlie  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICE31.  The  question  now  Is  upon 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  now  is,  ShaU 
the  bill  pass? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  a  very  brief 
comment  in  favor  of  the  proposed  legislation,  not  that  It  is 
necessary,  but  I  am  anxious  to  express  one  or  two  pertinent 
sentiments  in  connection  with  the  bill. 

In  1935  this  Government  inaugurated  one  of  the  most 
significant  programs  it  has  ever  launched,  when  it  began  to 
attack  the  problem  of  public  health  in  a  serious  way  by  mak- 
ing provision,  under  the  social-security  law,  for  research  and 
for  certain  control  measures  in  the  field  of  public  health. 

The  amount  which  has  been  availaMe  under  that  law  has 
been  relatively  small  but  great  good  has  sdready  been  done, 
and  the  beginnings  of  a  great  program  have  been  made. 

At  about  the  same  time  a  very  able  Senator  and  a  very 
humanitarian  spirit,  the  senior  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Bone],  impressed  upon  this  body  a  bill  which  he  ten- 
dered providing  for  research  and  investigations  into  cancer 
suid  its  cure.  The  bill  he  presented  was  signed  by  every 
Senator  on  this  fioor  as  a  Joint  introducer.  As  a  result,  there 
came  about  a  cancer  research  and  control  program  which 
made  available  about  $700,000  a  year.  The  Institute  of  Public 
Health  of  the  National  Ctovemment  has  incorporated  that 
program  as  an  integral  part  of  its  own  excellent  extended 
research  and  control  work. 

We  have  also  adopted  in  the  recent  past  a  venereal -disease 
control  program,  first  $3,000,000  annually  and  now  $5,000,000 
annually,  lately  being  made  available  by  the  Federal  Gtov- 
ernment  in  aid  of  a  Federal -State  endeavor  of  that  charac- 
ter. That,  too.  now  has  promise  of  very  great  achievement. 
Dr.  Parran  recently  making  the  statement  that  although 
everything  they  had  hoped  for,  of  course,  cannot  he  realized  at 
one  time,  they  are  far  ahead  of  schedule  in  the  progress  which 
has  been  made. 

Recently  I  introduced  a  bill  which  contemplates  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  pneumonia-control  program  having  to  do  with 
research  and  the  cure  and  control  of  pneximonia,  Infiuenza, 
and  the  common  cold,  which  as  everyone  knows  is  one  of  the 
chief  causes  of  death  in  this  country.  That  is  a  very  Im- 
portant program  which  I  am  confident  will  be  realized  in  the 
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neftr  future  as  a  farther  extension  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment's Intezest  of  the  public  health.  It  is  particiilarly  ap- 
propriate at  the  present  time  that  the  subject  of  the  public 
health  should  have  the  consideration  of  the  Congress,  because 
the  put>llc  health  is  of  course  vitally  essential  to  the  national 
defense. 

The  doctors,  in  testifying  aboiit  the  pneumonia -control 
program  to  which  I  have  adverted,  stated  that  all  the  con- 
ditions are  now  favorable  for  a  return  of  an  Influenza  epi- 
demic comparable  to  that  of  the  World  War  6&js,  which 
took  such  a  terrific  toll  of  lives  in  this  country  alone.  The 
accumulation  of  great  bodies  of  men  together,  the  breaking 
down  of  ordinary  safeguards,  have  made  conditions  con- 
ducive to  the  return  of  this  Influenza  epidemic.  I  hope,  in- 
deed, that  we  shall  be  wise  enough  to  take  preventive  meas- 
ures as  an  essential  basis  of  our  national-defense  program 
against  such  an  unhappy  recurrence. 

So  I  wanted  to  say  that  I  look  with  great  joy  upon  the 
work  that  has  been  done  by  the  United  States  Government 
In  the  Improvement  of  the  public  health.  I  look  with  par- 
ticular happiness  upon  this  bill.  It  certainly  is  a  conspicuous 
step  in  the  right  direction. 

"nie  only  comment  I  care  to  add  is  that  I  have  never 
been  able  to  see  why  we  have  not  gone  ahead  at  a  greater 
rate  than  we  have.  I  am  disappointed  that  there  is  not  a 
larger  appropriation  made  available  under  this  measure 
than  is  made,  because  there  are  some  1.300  counties  in  the 
United  States  which  have  not  had  any  kind  of  hospital 
facilities  available  to  the  people.  We  aU  know  that  Uiere 
are  tens  of  thousands  of  people  dying  every  year  in  this 
coimtry  from  preventable  diseases.  So  instead  of  I>r.  Par- 
ran  coming  over  to  the  Congress  and  getting  a  cordial  re- 
ception, and  having  the  Congress  say  to  him,  "How  much 
.  money  will  it  take  to  put  on  an  efficient  and  effective  public- 
health  program  in  the  United  States?",  we  have  too  often 
regarded  him  like  a  thief  in  the  night  coming  to  take  away 
our  zealously  guarded  treasure. 

I  know  that  the  millions  of  people  in  this  country  who 
~  have  heretofore  been  denied  access  to  hospitals,  the  loved 
ones  of  the  many  who  have  lost  their  lives  because  those 
medicinal  opportunities  have  not  been  available,  are  looking 
upon  the  passage  of  this  biH,  disappointed  that  it  is  not 
larger,  but  hopeful  that  it  will  constitute  at  least  a  step  in 
the  direction  of  a  gradual  and  unfolding  program  of  the 
Government  which  will  respect  human  life  and  give  proper 
consideraticn  to  the  national  defense  by  the  protection  and 
the  safeguarding  of  the  public  health. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is.  Shall  the 
bill  pass? 

The  bill  (S.  3230)  was  passed. 

ORDXK     or     BUSXMXSS ^NAVAL     EXPANSION AOMIMISTRATIVK     PBO- 

CESURE 

Mr.  BYRNES  obUined  the  floor. 

Mr.  WALSH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Uf.  BYRNES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  House  bill  8026,  being  Calendar  No.  1677. 

Mr.  HATCH.  li£r.  President,  that  is  a  debatable  ques- 
tion, is  it  not? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  yield  for  that  pur- 
pose. I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  House  Joint  Resolution  551.  Calendar  No.  1793. 

Mr.  HATCH.     A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  received 
recognition  from  the  Chair.  He  yielded  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  motion. 
The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  made  the  motion.  The 
Benator  from  New  Mexico  addressed  the  Chair  and  asked  if 
that  motion  was  debatable.  I  do  not  know  the  status  of  it 
at  this  time.  Has  the  motion  been  adopted?  The  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Btkkes]  now  has  moved  to  take 
up  something  else,  and  there  is  another  motion  now  pending 
Ijefofe  the  Senate.  My  inquiry,  Mr.  President,  is:  What  Is 
before  the  Senile  at  this  timet 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  motion  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  seeks  to  make  is  a  highly  privi- 
leged motion  with  respect  to  a  measure  reported  from  the 
Select  Committee  on  Government  Organization.  It  is  not 
subject  to  debate. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Soutn 
Carolina  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  stete  it 

Mr.  ASHURST.     What  is  the  question? 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  made  inquiry  of  the 
Chair 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr,  President,  the  pending  question  is 
on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  It  is 
a  debatable  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  If 
other  Senators  will  please  be  seated,  the  Chair  will  state  the 
parliamentary  situation. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  sUte  It. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    What  is  the  pending  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  Ho 
has  indicated  he  did  not  yield  for  the  purpose  of  permitting 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  to  make  a  motion.  The 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  the  floor  to  make  a  motion. 
The  Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution  551,  being  Calendar 
No.  1793. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  did  not  understand  that  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  did  not  j^eld  for  the  purpose  of  permitting 
me  to  make  a  motion. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  when  I  yielded  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts,  in  response  to  his  request,  I  could 
not  then  tell  whether  he  was  going  to  make  a  motion  or 
not,  but  I  am  entirely  willing  for  him  to  make  the  motion, 
because  I  know  the  Senator  wants  to  take  up  his  bill  if  it 
is  possible.  I  would  be  entirely  willing  to  yield  to  him  for 
that  purp>ose. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  knew 
from  private  conversation  I  had  with  him  that  it  was  my 
intention  and  purpose  to  make  the  motion  I  have  made. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  knew  that  the  Senator  wanted  to  have 
his  bill  taken  up.  I  wanted  to  have  the  joint  resolution  taken 
up,  but  if  my  resolution  will  not  be  delayed.  I  am  willing  to 
yield  the  floor  and  let  the  Senator  make  his  motion. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  8026,  to  establish  the 
composition  of  the  United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    A  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts was  recognized  by  the  Chair  and  has  the  floor. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    A  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,    The  Senator  from  Nevada 
will  state  his  point  of  order. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    Is  not  that  motion  a  debatable  one? 
The  PRESIDING  OFnCER,    It  is  under  the  rule 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    Very  weU.    I  wish  to  be  heard. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  quesUon  Is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President,  on  that  I  wish  to  be  heard. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Chair  wlU  give  the  Sena- 
tor from  Arizona  an  opportunity  to  be  heard.     Does  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  desire  to  speak  to  his  motion? 
The  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  vote 
to  take  up  this  bill  and  two  other  bills  relating  to  our  naval 
needs.  It  has  been  pending  now  since  May  15,  having  pre- 
viously passed  the  House.  It  relates  to  the  expansion  of  our 
Navy  by  authorizing  the  building  of  a  large  number  of  naval 
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vessels  to  supplement  our  present  Navy.  There  is  still  pend- 
ing in  the  House  the  naval  appropriation  bill,  and  it  cannot 
be  acted  upon  until  the  bill  I  have  moved  the  Senate  take 
up  is  enacted  into  law.  because  the  bill  furnishes  the  authori- 
zation for  items  which  must  go  into  the  bill  now  pending  in 
the  House.  Therefore,  it  is  very  essential  and  very  important 
that  we  should  enact  this  legislation  if  we  are  going  to  appro- 
priate any  money  under  the  naval  appropriation  bill  for  the 
Navy  during  the  present  session. 

The  naval  appropriation  bill  for  the  next  fiscal  year  has 
not  as  yet  been  passed.  The  appropriation  bill  has  passed 
the  Senate,  but  it  is  still  in  the  House,  and  it  cannot  be  passed 
with  respect  to  certain  items,  because  there  is  no  authoriza- 
tion existing  for  certain  items,  the  authorization  for  which  is 
contained  in  this  bill.  Therefore,  it  is  very  important  to  take 
the  bill  up  for  consideration  now. 

I  know  there  are  some  Senators  on  the  floor  who  are 
anxious  to  have  another  bill  taken  up.  I  am  sympathetic 
with  their  desires,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  let  another  minute 
go  by,  or  to  let  anything  prevent  taking  action  on  these  naval- 
defense  bills.  The  country  wants  action  on  them.  I  want 
action  on  them.  The  committee  wants  action  on  them,  most 
of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  want  action  on  them,  and  I 
proix>se  that  the  Senate  take  up  these  naval  bills  and  dispose 
of  them  now.  In  my  opinion,  it  will  not  take  more  than  2 
hours  to  dispose  of  the  bills,  because  there  is  very  little  con- 
troversy about  them  in  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion,  the  able 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  IMr.  Walsh]  has  performed  a 
valuable  service.  The  bill  to  which  he  refers  should  be  passed 
as  soon  as  may  be  reasonably  possible,  after  due  consideration 
of  the  subject.  But,  Mr.  President,  there  is  about  the  Senate 
some  talk  of  adjournment.  Those  who  wish  to  serve  their 
country  in  an  hour  of  crisis  and  of  peril  will  not  talk  adjourn- 
ment. Those  who  wish  to  make  a  contribution  to  the  strength 
and  the  perpetuity  of  American  institutions  will  play  down 
talk  of  adjournment.  That  is  the  language  of  defeat,  of  run 
away,  of  abandonment  of  duty.  I  am  a  candidate  for  reelec- 
tion to  the  Senate.  To  me  it  would  be  a  major  calamity  to  be 
defeated  for  reelection  [laughter],  but  I  am  prepared  to 
remain  here  all  siunmer,  and  I  shall  not  vote  to  adjourn. 
What  a  miserable  flgiire  I  would  cut  before  the  country,  trsdng 
to  be  reelected  and  running  away  from  the  very  duties  to 
which  I  have  asked  to  be  returned.  This  is  no  time  to  run 
away,  to  talk  of  adjournment,  to  talk  of  going  home,  pleasant 
as  home-going  would  be. 

The  Senate  has  before  it  a  large  calendar  of  important 
bills.  I  am  for  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 
I  am  for  the  reorganization  measure  sponsored  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  a  great  honor  to  be  a  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  We  should  not  be  afraid  of  any  con- 
tingency; and  I  do  not  believe  the  Senate  is  afraid  of  any 
contingency.  The  Walter-Logan  bill  has  been  before  the 
Senate  for  many  months.  It  has  been  approved  by  16  of  the 
18  members  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  I 
have  no  ear  to  listen  to  suggestions  that  the  consideration 
of  that  bill  is  one  duty  we  might  well  avoid.  This  is  not  the 
time  to  avoid  duties,  but  the  time  to  meet  duties ;  and  I  shall 
never  vote  to  adjourn  until  a  vote  shall  have  been  had  on 
the  question  of  taking  up  the  so-called  Walter-Logan  bill.  If 
Senators  do  not  wish  to  vote  for  it,  that  is  their  privilege.  A 
Senator  who  votes  against  that  bill  is  secure  from  my  preju- 
dice and  the  prejudice  of  his  country;  a  Senator  who  votes 
for  it  Is  secure  from  my  prejudice  and  the  prejudice  of  his 
country;  but  a  Senator  who  dodges  a  vote,  and  refuses  to  be 
recorded  as  to  whether  or  not  he  would  have  the  Senate  con- 
sider a  bill  of  such  importance,  will  find  that  he  1«  not 
secure  from  the  prejudice  of  his  coimtry. 

I  am  not  disposed  to  lectiu"e  my  fellow  Senators.  However, 
a  motion  to  adjourn  is  not  debatable;  and  when  the  motion 
comes  we  shall  not  be  allowed  to  express  ourselves.  This 
may  be  my  only  opporttmity  of  giving  notice  that,  so  far  as  I 


am  concerned,  there  will  be  no  adjournment  until  we  shall 
have  faithfully  faced  and  performed  our  duties.  I  repeat.  I 
would  cut  a  miserable  figure  as  a  candidate  for  reelection  if 
I  should  run  away  from,  avoid,  and  dodge  the  very  duties  I 
am  sworn  and  paid  to  perform. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  discharged  what  I  think  is  my  duty  to 
myself.  I  wish  my  constituents  to  know  that  I  want  an 
opportunity  to  vote  to  consider  the  Walter-Logan  bill,  not 
an  opportunity  to  dodge  that  responsibility.  I  want  my  con- 
stituents to  know  that  I  am  in  favor  of  the  Joint  resolution  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  I  think  one  of  the  wisest 
things  the  President  has  done  in  his  efforts  to  bring  about 
reorganization  is  to  take  certain  duties  away  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  Labor  and  transfer  them  to  the  Department  of  Justice. 
Even  if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  were  of  a  mind  to  perform  the 
duties  incumbent  upon  the  Department  of  Labor,  in  the  very 
nature  of  things  that  Department  is  not  equipped  to  perform 
the  functions  and  duties  new  proposed  to  be  transferred  to  the 
Department  of  Justice. 

I  thank  the  Senate  for  the  attention  it  has  given  me. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  think  there  is  no  quesUon 
that  we  all  understand  the  parliamentary  situation.  Of 
course,  if  the  pending  motion  should  be  agreed  to  and  the 
naval  expansion  bill  should  be  made  the  unfinished  business, 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  would  not  be  prevented 
from  proceeding  with  his  highly  privileged  motion  without 
displacing  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

It  seems  to  me  that  at  this  time  we  should  make  the 
naval  expansion  bill  the  unfinished  business.  We  also 
should  dispose — ^probably  today,  or  immediately — of  the 
order  of  the  President,  a  motion  with  respect  to  which  is 
about  to  be  made  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  for  all  three  of  these  measures.  I 
shall  assist  the  able  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarrak], 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch],  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  Ashtjrst].  and  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  KiHG].  in  bringing  before  the  Senate  for  consideration 
and  full  debate  the  so-called  Walter-Logan  bill.  However, 
it  occurs  to  me  that  we  should  now  go  along  with  the  naval 
expansion  bill  and  allied  bills,  to  be  followed  by  the  Walter- 
Logan  bilL  In  the  meantime,  I  think  no  one  would  object 
to  the  consideration  of  the  order  recently  issued  by  the 
President. 

I  offer  these  suggestions  in  the  Interest  of  working  out  the 
program  toward  the  end  of  the  session. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  speaking  only  for  myself  as 
one  member  of  the  subconunittee  which  has  been  considering 
the  Walter-Logan  bifl.  I  can  say  that  there  Is  no  desire  what- 
ever to  interfere  with  the  consideration  of  the  bill  which  is 
being  sponsored  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  Prob- 
ably all  of  us  occupy  the  exact  jxjsitlon  which  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  McNary]  has  just  stated.  We  shall  be 
found  supporting  that  bill.  Likewise,  we  shall  be  foimd  sup- 
porting the  motion  which  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Byrnes]  will  make.  There  is  absolutely  no  intention  or 
desire  to  interfere  with  the  orderly  procedure  in  connection 
with  those  matters. 

However.  Mr.  President,  some  of  us  have  been  quite  inter- 
ested in  the  so-called  Walter-Logan  bill.  FOr  a  long  period  of 
time  we  have  tried  to  obtain  some  consideration  for  that  bill, 
and  have  sought  recognition  to  make  a  motion  to  take  up  the 
bill.  It  has  been  impossible  for  us  to  obtain  any  understand- 
ing or  agreement,  or  even  to  obtain  recognition  at  the  proper 
time  to  make  a  motion  to  take  up  the  bill.  I  think  I  can  say 
that  if  we  could  have  a  little  cooperation  we  should  be  per- 
fectly willing  and  glad  to  cooperate  in  taking  up  these  other 
measures. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  shall  have  nothing  more  to  say 
today  if  the  Senate  takes  up  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts.  I  hope  it  may  be  quickly  passed.  I  also  hope 
the  joint  resolution  sponsored  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  may  be  passed. 

When  those  matters  shall  have  been  disposed  of,  I  think  in 
fairness  to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  in  fairness  to  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  in  fairness  to  many  people  of  the 
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country  who  are  interested  in  the  Walter-Logan  bill,  we  ought 
to  be  recognized  by  the  Chair  and  permitted  to  make  a 
motion  to  take  up  that  bill,  consider  it.  and  dispose  of  it  one 
way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  three  Important  matters 
are  pending  before  the  Senate — the  matter  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  the  matter  referred  to 
by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Walsh],  and  the 
Walter-Logan  bill,  reported  to  the  Senate  by  an  almost 
unanimous  vote  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  Walter-Logan  bill  has  been  pending  in  the  Senate 
for  a  great  length  of  time.  It  has  passed  the  House  of 
Representatives  by  a  very  substantial  vote.  It  has  been 
discussed  by  bar  associations,  by  groups  of  citizens,  and  by 
the  people  generally  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
^the  United  States.  In  my  judgment,  the  bill  affects  the  life 
6f  eveiy  American  citizen  and  of  every  American  institution, 
if  our  constitutional  provisions  are  to  continue  in  full  force 
an^ effect,  as  we  hope  they  will. 

St>  far  as  the  measure  sponsored  by  the  Senator  from 
Souti^  Carolina  is  concerned,  let  me  say  that  no  one  was 
more  Vehement  than  the  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada  In 
opposition  to  Executive  Orders  Nos.  Ill  and  IV.  I  submitted 
my  cause  and  the  reasons  therefor  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  Senate  did  not  agree  with  my  views. 
The  matter  which  is  to  be  presented  by  the  Junior  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  is  a  matter  of  detail,  whereby  the  will 
of  the  Senate  and  of  the  Executive  is  to  be  carried  into 
effect.  The  Senate  ordained  by  its  vote  that  that  should  be 
the  program.  I  certainly  shall  not  now  oppose  a  matter  of 
detail.  I  shall  not  go  into  small  things,  but  choose  rather 
to  deal  with  principle  all  the  way  through.  So,  when  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  presents  his  matter,  so  far  as 
I  am  individually  concerned,  I  shall  certainly  support  it. 

As  to  the  other  matter  which  Is  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  which  I  understand  is  to  make  effective 
more  promptly  Executive  Order  No.  V,  which  deals  with  the 
question  of  transferring  the  Bureau  of  Immigration  and  Nat- 
uralization to  the  Department  of  Justice,  in  my  individual 
Judgment,  no  more  important  and  worth-while  Executive 
order  has  been  sent  to  Congress  imder  the  Reorganization 
Act.  I  shall  support  Executive  Order  No.  V  to  the  best  of  my 
ability.  So,  as  to  those  measures,  there  is  no  contention  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Again  we  come  to  the  bills  referred  to  by  the  able  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Walsh  1.  So  far  as  I  know,  a  study 
has  been  made  by  the  able  Senator  and  by  his  committee, 
and  those  bills  are  approved  by  the  recognized  authority,  and 
are  therefore  deserving  of  my  support.  But,  Mr.  President, 
apparently  that  is  not  the  question  before  the  Senate.  I 
expect  to  support  the  bills  sponsored  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts.  I  shall  support  the  two  matters  which  are 
to  be  presented  by  the  junior  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 
one  a  matter  of  detail  with  reference  to  Executive  Order  No. 
rv  and  the  other  the  matter  of  approving  at  an  early  date 
Executive  Order  No.  V.  I  shall  support  both  those  measures. 
But  the  question  is  not  those  matters,  but,  rather,  as  I 
view  it — I  hope  I  am  mistaken — an  effort  to  keep  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  from  passing  upon — voting  either  up  or 
down — a  measure  which  the  Judiciary  Committee  has  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate  after  long  consideration.  I  regret  to  say 
that  it  is  apparent  that  there  is  a  desire  to  prevent  the  Senate 
from  ever  voting  upon  the  Walter-Logan  bill.  Whether  the 
bill  be  right  or  wrong,  surely  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
should  have  an  opportunity  to  express  itself  on  it. 

If  the  Senators  are  to  vote  the  Walter- Logan  bill  down, 
well  and  good.  Those  of  us  who  have  given  study  to  the 
subject,  and  who  think  we  are  right,  will  abide  the  will  of 
the  Senate,  and  go  along  as  we  will  go  along  in  the  case 
of  other  measures.  But.  Mr.  President,  any  effort  by  a 
continual  program  to  prevent  the  Senate  from  considering 
a  matter  vital  to  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  this  country — 
a  matter  that  reaches,  indeed,  and  calls  into  force  and 
effect  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 


whereby  this  Qovemment  was  declared  to  be  a  tripartite 
form  of  government — any  effort  to  prevent  the  Senate  from 
allowing  the  coiuts  of  the  land  to  pass  uix>n  measures  which 
are  vital  to  the  welfare  of  the  citizenry  of  the  country.  Is 
an  effort  which,  to  my  mind,  cannot  meet  with  the  appro* 
bation  of  the  people,  the  sovereigns.  Certainly  it  was  never 
the  intent  of  those  who  formed  this  Government  that  any 
group  could  so  arrange  matters  as  to  prevent  the  legis- 
lative body  from  ever  considering  a  vital  question.  That, 
however,  seems  to  be  the  program  now;  and  that  is  why 
after  repeatedly  asking  that  the  Walter-Logan  bill  be  con- 
sidered, we  have  now  come  to  a  point  where  we  must  halt, 
even  though  in  halting  we  should  keep 'the  Senate  from 
considering  that  which  all  of  us  apparently  would  support. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  time  has  arrived 
when  bills  of  the  importance  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill  should 
not  be  blocked  by  this  system.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  time 
has  arrived  to  be  candid  with  the  people.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  time  has  arrived  when  the  Senate  should  say. 
"We  will  make  a  special  order  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill, 
or  we  will  take  the  Walter-Logan  bill  up  at  a  given  time." 
Then,  none  of  us  will  be  found  blocking  the  way  for  other 
proposed  legislation:  but,  so  long  as  there  seems  to  be  an 
effort  to  block  the  consideration  of  a  measure  which  has 
been  before  the  Senate  for  a  long  time  by  the  action  of 
its  duly  constituted  and  standing  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, it  seems  to  me  it  Is  high  time  for  some  of  us  to  halt 
and  see  where  we  are  proceeding  in  the  matter  of  legislation. 

Mr.  President,  reverting  now  to  the  matter  to  which  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes],  as  I  understood 
him.  was  to  address  himself  when  he  obtained  the  floor  and 
yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  I  may  say  that, 
in  my  judgment.  Executive  Order  No.  V,  which  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  proposes  to  bring  before  the  Senate, 
under  the  rule,  should  have  the  unanimous  support  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  because  it  will  place  in  the 
Department  of  Justice  a  matter  most  vital  to  the  welfare 
of  the  defense  of  the  country  at  an  hour  when  we  are 
speaking  in  terms  of  billions  of  dollars  for  defense.  Execu- 
tive Order  No.  V  will  take  out  of  the  Labor  Department 
all  matters  pertaining  to  inmiigration.  and  certainly,  from 
all  we  have  read  in  the  press  in  the  past  few  years,  indeed, 
in  the  past  few  weeks,  the  question  of  immigration  to  this 
country  is  vital,  since  the  expression,  the  "fifth  column,"  has 
grown  into  a  common  phrase  of  the  hour.  Certainly  that 
committee  of  the  House  that  has  had  to  do  with  investigation 
of  un-American  activities  has  foimd  a  "fifth  column" — plenty 
of  them,  if  you  please — in  America.  It  is  time  for  some 
department  of  the  Government,  having  teeth  in  it  and  suf- 
ficient equipment  and  personnel  to  enforce  Its  orders,  to 
take  hold  of  the  question  of  immigration  and  see  whether 
those  coming  to  this  country  are  worthy  of  being  members 
of  our  body  politic. 

The  Department  of  Justice,  of  all  departments  of  the 
United  States,  it  seems  to  me  is  the  one  department,  together 
with  that  splendid  agency  known  as  the  P.  B.  I.  that  has 
accompUshed  so  much  for  the  preservation  of  American 
Institutions,  so  much  in  doUig  away  with  crime,  which  should 
take  over  that  which  is  vital  to  American  life,  namely,  those 
coming  here  as  aliens,  who  shall  have  the  privilege  of  inter- 
mingling with  our  citizenship  and  the  privilege  of  protection 
from  our  Government. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  that,  upon  the 
conclusion  of  the  bills  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts,  and  the  conclusion  of  the  matter  referred  to 
by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, which  I  will  exercise  later,  I  wish  to  make  a  statement 
with  respect  to  the  program  In  the  Senate  as  it  relates  to  the 
Walter-Logan  bill  and  all  other  bills. 

It  Is  not  an  easy  matter  to  arrange  the  ixt>gram  of  the 
Senate  in  accordance  with  what  seems  to  be  the  relative  Im- 
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portance  of  measures.  Conditions  have  arisen  within  the  last 
week  or  two  which  nobody  could  foresee;  and  I  think,  regard- 
less of  the  opinion  some  persons  hold  with  respect  to  the 
importance  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill,  the  country  at  large 
regards  other  measures  infinitely  more  important  at  this  par- 
ticular juncture  than  the  Walter-Logan  bill  or  other  bills 
which  have  been  reported  by  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and 
which.  I  presume,  have  equal  standing  on  the  calendar  with 
this  particular  measure. 

In  the  first  place.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  at  any  time 
been  unfrank  with  the  advocates  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill. 
I  am  opposed  to  the  measure;  I  intend  to  do  all  I  can  to  pre- 
vent its  passage  when  it  is  taken  up.  which  I  have  the  right  to 
do  and  which  any  other  Senator  has  the  right  to  do.  Just  as 
those  who  favor  it  have  a  right  to  advocate  its  passage. 

Last  year — and  I  call  attention  to  It  now  because  I  went 
before  the  Judiciary  Committee  recently  with  respect  to  this 
measure — the  President  of  the  United  States  asked  the  Attor- 
ney General  to  appoint  a  committee  to  make  a  thorough  in- 
vestigation of  the  question  of  administrative  law  and  to 
submit  recommendations  with  respect  to  legislation  that 
should  be  enacted  regulating  the  administration  of  our  de- 
partments and  biu-eaus  insofar  as  the  courts  were  concerned. 
I  am  not  going  into  the  merits  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill.  I 
will  do  so  to  the  extent  of  my  ability  when  it  is  under  con- 
sideration. The  Attorney  General,  in  response  to  the  request 
of  the  President,  appointed  a  commission,  or  a  committee,  of 
which  Mr.  Dean  Acheson,  a  very  eminent  lawyer,  is  the  chair- 
man. 

Recently  the  Senator  from  Indiana  fMr.  Minton]  put  into 
the  Congressional  Record  a  letter  from  Mr.  Acheson  to  the 
Attorney  General  stating  that  the  committee  were  engaged 
in  the  performance  of  their  duty  in  investigating  one  by  One 
the  departments  and  the  bureaus  with  respect  to  their  ad- 
ministration, and  any  remedies  that  ought  to  be  applied  by 
an  act  of  Congress  to  the  administration  of  the  departments, 
and  that  they  would  have  their  investigation  completed  by 
the  end  of  May.  which  is  now  at  hand.  I  happen  to  know 
that  they  have  been  going  through  some  of  the  departments 
and  bureaus  "with  a  fine-tooth  comb"  to  ascertain  their  ad- 
ministrative practices,  to  obtain  full  information  with  respect 
thereto,  in  order  that  they  might  make  their  report  to  the 
Attorney  General  and  have  it  submitted  to  the  Congress.  In 
his  letter  Mr.  Acheson  advised  the  Attorney  General  that  they 
would  be  ready  to  make  their  report  by  late  summer  of  this 
year.  Based  upon  that  situation,  I  went  before  the  Judiciary 
Committee  some  2  or  3  weeks  ago  and  urged  that  they  with- 
draw the  Walter-Logan  bill  and  not  to  urge  its  consideration 
now,  so  that  the  Attorney  General's  committee  might  make 
Its  report,  and.  based  upon  that  report,  that  we  might  enact 
legislation  that  could  become  law. 

The  Judiciary  Committee  did  not  heed  my  request,  and 
Immediately  appointed  a  subcommittee  to  go  over  the 
Walter-Logan  bill  again  and  consider  amendments  to  it; 
and  as  a  result  of  that  consideration  they  brought  in 
some  40  amendments  to  the  bill.  Some  of  them  are  techni- 
cal. In  my  judgment,  none  of  them  cures  the  defects  of 
the  Walter-Logan  bill;  but  I  shall  not  discuss  that  matter 
at  this  time. 

I  then  felt,  and  I  now  feel,  that  in  view  of  the  President's 
request  of  the  Attorney  General  to  appoint  a  conunission 
of  eminent  and  able  lawyers — and  nobody  can  deny  the 
eminence  or  the  ability  of  the  lawyers  who  were  appointed 
on  this  commission — in  view  of  the  Imminence  of  the  com- 
pletion of  their  work,  and  the  making  of  an  intelligent  re- 
port to  Congress  by  the  commission,  it  was  the  part  of 
wisdom  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  this  proposed 
legislation  until  we  could  get  the  benefit  of  their  work;  for 
nobody  who  has  sponsored  this  legislation,  including  the 
Special  Committee  on  Administrative  Law  of  the  American 
Bar  Asociation.  has  made  the  investigation  in  the  de- 
partments that  the  commission  appointed  by  the  Attorney 
General  is  now  making  and  has  well-nigh  completed,  in 
order  that  Congress  may  have  the  full  benefit  of  all  the 
facts  with  regard  to  this  legislation. 


The  subcommittee  amended  the  bin  In  some  respects; 
and  It  is  now  before  the  Senate,  insofar  as  these  sunend- 
ments  apply,  as  a  new  bill,  although,  as  I  said  a  moment 
ago,  It  does  not  fundamentally  change  the  concept  of  the 
bill  as  originally  outlined  so  far  as  this  particular  meas- 
ure is  concerned. 

It  is  an  important  piece  of  legislation,  and  it  Is  a  con- 
troversial piece  of  legislation.  The  Walter-Logan  bUl  can- 
not be  considered  and  disposed  of  in  1  day.  It  will  take 
several  days  to  dispose  of  it.  I  have  had  the  feeling,  and 
I  now  have  the  feeling,  that  the  United  States  of  America 
is  not  so  much  concerned  about  the  passage  of  a  law  that 
will  giv«e  the  courts  the  right  to  administer  our  depart- 
ments, or  determine  how  they  shall  be  iwimlnistered.  to  the 
extent  that  they  cannot  even  make  a  regulation  for  tlielr 
own  conduct  without  the  approval  of  a  court — certainly 
the  American  people  are  not  so  much  concerned  with  that 
legalistic,  technical  situation  in  the  departments  of  our 
Government  as  they  are  now  with  our  domestic  and  inter- 
national situation  growing  out  of  the  World  War. 

I  grant  that  the  special  committee  of  the  American  Bar 
Association  may  consider  the  Walter-Logan  bill  more  im- 
portant than  our  national  defense.  I  cannot  believe  that 
that  is  the  fact;  but  if  we  were  to  judge  by  the  importu- 
nities of  those  who  wrote  this  bill  in  the  beginning,  we 
might  very  well  conclude  that  the  bill  is  of  more  impor- 
tance than  anything  else  now  before  Congress. 

I  have  made  no  effort  to  block  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  except  as  I  went  before  the  Judiciary  Committee  and 
asked  them  to  postpone  its  consideration  until  we  could 
get  the  benefit  of  the  investigation  which  is  now  in  progress 
and  almost  concluded  by  the  able  committee  appointed  by 
the  Attorney  General. 

Senators  on  the  fioor  have  asked  that  I  fix  a  date  some 
time  in  the  future  when  we  can  consider  this  bill.  Senators 
know  the  impossibility  of  doing  that,  especially  under  pres- 
ent conditions.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  tMr. 
Walsh]  has  brought  in  here  a  bill  which  is  a  part  of  our 
national-defense  program.  He  has  one  or  two  other  bills 
which  are  a  part  of  our  national -defense  program.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  tMr.  SheppardJ.  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  has  brought  in  a  bill  the 
consideration  of  which  he  has  been  urging  since  its  report, 
because  it  Is  a  part  of  our  national -defense  program.  To- 
morrow the  President  will  send  to  Congress  another  esti- 
mate of  nearly  a  billion  dollars  in  the  way  of  appropriations 
in  order  that  we  may  still  further  provide  for  our  national 
defense.  The  Hoiise  of  Representatives  has  passed  a  relief 
measure  providing  nearly  a  billion  dollars  for  the  relief  of 
unemployment,  In  order  that  we  may  take  care  to  that  ex- 
tent of  the  imemployment  situation  which  confronts  the 
coimtry.  I  am  advised  that  the  Appropriations  Committee 
will  complete  its  work  on  that  measure  within  the  next  day 
or  two.  and  probably  will  report  it  to  the  Senate  Monday  or 
Tuesday  for  consideration. 

In  view  of  that  situation.  In  view  of  the  necessity  and  the 
urgency  and  the  demand  on  the  part  of  the  American  people 
that  we  carry  out  our  defense  program  from  the  military  and 
naval  standpoint,  it  seems  to  me  it  is  certainly  inappropriate 
at  this  time  to  insinuate  that  somebody  here  on  the  fioor 
of  the  Senate,  through  caprice  or  whim  or  through  a  desire 
to  block  a  vote  upon  this  measure,  is  arranging  a  program 
deliberately  designed  to  prevent  the  consideration  of  the 
Walter-Logan  bill.  If  any  Senator  desires  that  we  lay  aside 
the  consideration  of  defense  measures  in  order  to  take  up 
the  Walter-Logan  bill,  which  is  controversial,  or  any  other 
controversial  measure,  he  has  a  right  to  think  so;  but,  Mr. 
President.  I  believe  that  in  the  condition  in  which  we  now 
find  ourselves  we  ought  to  dispose  of  all  these  national- 
defense  measures  before  we  enter  upon  the  consideration  of 
any  other  controversial  measure  which  will  take  some  time, 
in  order  that  we  may  arrive  at  a  conclusion  with  respect  to 
the  measure. 

What  the  sentiment  of  the  Senate  is  regarding  the  Walter- 
Logan  bill.  I  do  not  know;  I  would  not  undertake  to  predict: 
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but  the  Walter-Logan  biH  is  not  the  only  measare  about 
which  I  am  being  bombarded,  because  ot  the  posltlan  I  hold 
here,  to  fix  a  day  for  Its  consideration-  For  weeks  I  have 
been  the  object  of  abusive  and  crlUcal  lettera  because  I  have 
not  fixed  a  day  upon  which  other  important  legislation  may 
be  considered  in  the  future.  I  may  be  all  wrong  about  my 
conception  of  the  relative  importance  ol  legislation.  It  may 
be  that  the  Senate  does  not  approve  or  agree  with  my  posl- 
[  tion  on  these  measures  at  this  time.  If  It  does  not.  it  has 
the  power  to  act  in  a  ccoitrary  way. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  During  my  long  years  of  service  in  the 
Senate,  no  Senator  ever  served  who  was  more  splendidly 
equipped  for  leadership  than  Is  the  able  Senator  from  Ken- 
tiicky.  I  hope  he  will  remain  leader  as  long  as  he  is  here, 
which  I  hope  will  be  indefinitely.  It  Is  a  udeasure  to  serve 
under  his  leadership  I  have  been  the  constant  recipient  of 
his  favors  and  his  courtesies.  So  far  as  I  know,  no  one  has 
Insinuated  that  the  able  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  by  any 
means  tried  to  prevent  a  vote  on  the  question  of  taking  up 
the  Walter-Logan  bill. 

I  have  not  insinuated  that  there  was  an  attempt  to  pre- 
vent a  vote.  I  have  charged  that  there  Is  an  attemiH;  to 
prevent  a  vote.  I  make  no  insinuations:  but  in  that  charge 
I  do  not  include  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  because  he  was 
frank  with  his  own  former  colleague  who  has  now  gone  to 
where,  beyond  these  raucous  voices,  there  is  peace. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  manfully  told  his  own  col- 
league that  he  did  not  like  the  biH  and  that  he  was  against  it 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  many  virtues.  Among 
them  is  his  ingenuousness  and  frankness.  I  have  not  asked. 
I  would  not  ask.  that  the  Walter-Logan  bill  displace  the  Navy 
bill  proposed  by  my  friend,  the  able  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Walsh],  or  the  Joint  resolution  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  BTamsl.  or  other 
measures.  All  I  ask — and  it  Is  a  modest  request — is  that 
before  final  adjournment  the  Senate  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  vote  on  the  question  whether  or  not  it  wishes  to  con- 
sider the  Walter-Logan  bUl. 

That  is  not  an  immodest  or  unusual  request;  and.  Mr. 
Presldeht.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me.  I  do  not  make  that 
request  out  of  any  pride  simply  because  the  bUl  came  from 
the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  It  would  be  child- 
ish, to  say  that,  forsooth,  because  the  bill  happens  to  come 
from  that  committee,  it  should  be  considered  ahead  of  some 
other  measure. 

The  able  Senator  says  we  are  going  to  prepare  for  national 
defense.  I  am  with  lilm  In  that  pcsition;  we  should  prepare 
to  take  care  of  the  liberty  of  the  American  people;  but  for- 
sooth, of  what  purpose  is  it,  on  the  one  hand,  to  expend  bil- 
lions of  dollars  In  taking  care  of  the  liberty  of  the  American 
people,  and  than,  by  silent  attrition,  by  secrecy,  by  processes 
of  which  tiie  citizen  has  no  knowledge,  take  away  the  very 
Uberty  we  are  undertaking  to  save? 

Mr.  President,  the  right  to  be  heard  when  one's  liberty  or 
OTie's  property  is  about  to  be  swept  away  is  an  American 
right  All  the  Walter-Logan  bill  does  is  to  provide  that  the 
person  whose  property  or  whose  liberty  Is  alx}ut  to  be  taken 
away  shall  have  a  right  to  be  heard  and  to  be  confronted 
with  the  witnesses.  That  Is  all  there  is  to  the  Walter -Logan 
bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  care  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the 
Walter-Logan  biH  at  this  time.  I  will  say  to  my  friend,  how- 
ever, that  I  could  not  agree  thut  that  is  all  it  does. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  know  the  Senator  will  not  agree  to  that 
statement;  and  he  is  intellectually  honest. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Arlaona  for  his 
very  generous  reference  to  me.  I  had  no  allusion  to  what  he 
referred  to.  however,  in  the  remark  I  made  a  while  ago. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  But,  Mr.  President,  I  not  only  Insinuate. 
I  go  further  and  charge  that  the  officers  or  employees  of 
departments  and  bureaus  who  have  been  Issuing  their  ukases 
and  Ipsi  dixits  in  secrecy,  without  giving  anyone  a  hearing, 
are  the  ones  who  are  attempting  to  prevent  a  vote  on  the 
Walter-Logan  bilL 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
anyone  In  any  department  who  has  done  that.  Certainly 
they  have  not  done  it.  Insofar  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I  think 
I  am  as  much  against  the  bill  as  is  any  other  Member  of  the 
Senate,  and  it  would  be  likely,  I  suppose,  that  some  of  the 
persons  in  the  departments  to  whom  the  Senator  refers  might 
oome  to  me  about  It.  So  far  as  I  know,  the  only  effort  in  the  Sen- 
ate from  any  responsible  source  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  was  when  I  went  before  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, of  which  the  Senator  from  Arizona  Is  the  able  chair- 
man, and  gave  reasons  why  I  thought  it  should  be  postponed, 
which  apparently  did  not  appeal  to  the  committee  and  which 
it  had  the  right,  of  course,  to  reject. 

Though  I  have  never  talked  to  the  Attorney  General  about 
this  matter,  either  the  present  Attorney  General,  or  his 
immediate  predecessor  or  his  predecessor,  and  have  never 
even  talked  to  Mr.  Acheson.  the  chaimuui  of  the  committee 
which  has  been  investigating  this  problem.  It  may  be  that 
someone  in  the  Dep^ment  of  Justice — and  it  would  not 
be  unreasonable — ^feels  that  Congress  should  not  be  in  such 
a  hurry  to  pass  a  measure  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  When  we  find  an  official  of  a  depart- 
ment or  an  official  of  a  bureau  who  is  willing  that  any  of 
his  power  shall  be  taken  away,  we  will  find  white  blackbirds. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Artemus  Ward,  the  famous  American 
humorist,  once  remarked  that  one  man  has  as  much  human 
native  In  him  as  another — ^if  not  more.     [Laughter.l 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Very  good. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  that  applies  to  the  United  States 
Senate  no  less  than  to  the  departments. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield- 
Mr.  MINTON.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  a  question  regarding  an  assertion  made  by  him, 
that  the  purpose  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill  was  merely  to 
enable  an  American  citizen  whose  liberties  or  property  were 
in  jeopardy  to  have  a  fair  hearing.  Is  not  the  Senator  ready 
and  wining  to  admit  that  the  law  now  requires  that  right  to 
be  accorded,  and  that  American  citizens  do  now  have  what 
the  Supreme  Court  says  they  are  entitled  to  have,  not  only 
the  right  to  a  hearing,  but  a  hearing  according  to  due 
process,  and  then  the  coiuts  have  a  right  to  review  the 
decision  upon  the  record  that  is  made? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President  I  should  not  trespass  upon 
the  time  of  the  able  Senator  from  Kentucky 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  But  let  me  answer  the  able  Senator  from 
Indiana.  Personally  I  have  regretted  that  he  is  not  a 
memt)er  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  I  regret  that 
he  does  not  Hve  In  the  West.  TTiere  he  would  soon  be 
brought  into  commimlcatlon.  annihilating  communication, 
with  Executive  orders — orders  of  bureaus,  mark  you — issued 
Without  the  knowledge  of  the  persons  involved,  without  any 
opportunity  to  cross-examine  the  witnesses;  orders  under 
which  property  rights  and  personal  rights  of  citizens  are 
swept  away,  their  means  of  earning  their  livelihood  de- 
stroyed. They  may  not  appeal.  They  do  not  even  know 
what  testimony  was  heard.  There  is  no  process  by  which 
they  can  get  into  court.  If  America  means  anything.  It 
means  the  right  of  a  citizen  to  earn  his  living. 

Mr.  President,  men  are  improved  by  ideals.  Men  live  by 
economics,  they  live  by  having  food,  shelter,  and  utilities. 
When,  by  the  ipsi  dixit  of  a  bureau  there  is  taken  away 
from  a  man  the  right  to  earn  a  living,  he  is  deprived  of 
everything  but  a  mere  animal  existence. 

Because  of  necessity  the  English  Government  has  recently 
established  a  dictatorship;  but  It  will  be  a  long  time  before 
the  English  Government  or  any  other  government  sets  up 
dictatorships  such  as  may  be  found  In  sonie  of  the  bureaus 
of  the  Government.  Imagine  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
by  his  mere  ipsi  dixit,  and  contrary  to  law,  issuing  an  order 
that  in  o'der  to  take  moving  pictures  one  must  pay  $500 
a  month!  Where  does  he  derive  such  authority?  He  has 
no  such  authority.  I  shall  not  do  so.  but  I  could  stand 
here  and  by  the  hour  refer  to  orders  which  have  been  issued 


aff&tlng  the  rights  and  privileges  of  citizens,  of  free  men, 
from  which  there  is  no  appeaL  A  citizen  does  not  know 
who  testified  against  him. 

I  am  not  unduly  alarmed  or  excited  about  the  Walter- 
Logan  bill,  because  if  Congress  does  not  change  the  present 
practice  and  deprive  governmental  bureaus  of  the  power  to 
Issue  ukases  and  their  ipse  dlxlts  there  will  be  changes  in 
Congress,  and  all  too  soon  to  suit  some. 

Mr.  President,  all  the  Walter-Logan  bill  does  is  to  give  a 
citizen  under  certain  circumstances,  when  his  rights  have 
been  invaded,  not  even  In  all  circumstances,  the  right  to  be 
heard  and  the  right  to  appeal;  that  It  all. 

Mr.  MINTON.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  I  wish  to  refer 
to  what  the  Senator  from  Arizona  has  said  about  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior.  I  know  nothing  about  the  practice  of 
charging  a  fee  for  going  on  public  lands  or  in  national  parks 
and  taking  photographs.  But  Congr'iss  can  prevent  Uiat. 
Congress  can  pass  a  law  sajring  he  shall  not  do  that.  No  one 
has  introduced  a  bill,  so  far  as  I  know,  unless  it  is  the  Senator 
from  Arizona,  which  would  take  away  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  the  right  to  charge  $5  or  $50  for  taking  a  picture 
on  public  land.  Yet  we  are  asked  to  say  that  Congress  will 
not  regulate  bureaus  which  we  have  set  up,  we  are  not  going 
to  take  away  any  of  their  authority,  we  are  not  going  to  de- 
horn them,  but  we  are  going  to  say  to  r,  circuit  court  of  ap- 
peals that  they  shall  do  it.  If  the  Congress  does  not  want 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  charge  $5  or  $50  for  taking  a 
picture.  Congress  should  say  so;  It  should  pass  a  law  depriving 
him  of  that  privilege  and  not  leave  it  to  some  court  to  tell 
him  he  cannot  do  it. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  wish  to  take  the  noor  in  my  own  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  Uken  more  time  than  I  had  in- 
tended. I  merely  wanted  to  explain  to  the  Senate  what  I 
have  tried  to  do  In  regard  to  the  measure  which  we  are  dis- 
cussing. I  wanted  to  try  to  explain  to  the  Senate  my  views 
as  to  the  relative  Importance  of  proposed  legislation  now 
before  the  Senate,  and  to  come  before  it  in  the  next  few 
days,  and  the  Walter-Logan  bill. 

For  the  reasons  I  have  stated,  I  shall  object  to  the  request 
submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  Intend  to  discuss  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill  at  this  time. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  am  merely  one  of  96  Senators;  I 
have  no  objection  to  the  Walter-Logan  bill  coming  up  at  the 
proper  time;  but  I  shall  do  all  I  can  to  defeat  it  when  It  does 
come  before  the  Senate.  I  have  made  no  pretenses  about 
that;  I  am  utterly  and  unalterably  opposed  to  it  and  I  shall 
do  all  I  can  to  defeat  It.  But  I  do  not  know  of  any  Member 
of  the  Senate  who  is  trying  to  keep  it  from  coming  up.  I  do 
not  know  why  the  Senator  from  Arizona  should  become 
wrought  up  to  such  heights  as  I  have  never  seen  him  reach 
before,  and  charge  that  someone  is  trying  to  keep  that  bill 
from  coming  up,  when  I  do  not  know  of  any  Senator  who  is 
trjring  to  do  so. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  was  not  listening 
when  I  said  "I  do  not  charge  that  any  Senator,  I  do  not  charge 
that  any  Representative,  is  trsring  to  shirk  his  duty  or  is  afraid 
to  face  a  vote  on  considering  the  bill."  I  have  not  made  such 
a  charge.  I  distinctly  said  that  I  charged  that  bureaus, 
so  long  drunk  with  arbitrary  power,  refused  to  have  the  cup 
of  arbitrary  power  now  dashed  from  their  lips  without  some 
protest.    That  is  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  state  that  when  I  appeared 
before  the  Senator's  eminent  committee — and  I  accord  it  all 
the  eminence  to  which  it  is  entitled — I  suggested  that  there 
be  hearings  on  the  bill,  in  order  that  the  departmental  offi- 
cials, the  bureaucrats,  who  are  here  denounced,  might  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  come  before  the  committee  and 
express  their  views  to  the  o(xnmittee.    That  privilege  was 


denied  them,  but  even  In  spite  of  that,  so  far  as  I  know,  no 
bureau  head  or  departmental  employee  has  been  here  lobby- 
ing one  way  or  the  other  concerning  this  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  I  think  It  would  have  been  wise  and 
fair  to  have  called  before  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
some  of  those  who  are  operating  the  departments  and 
bureaus,  in  order  that  they  might  have  told  the  committee 
what  the  bill  would  do  to  their  departments  and  their  bureaus 
and  their  agencies;  and  I  still  think  that  would  have  been  the 
fair  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  These  bureaus  do  not  operate  In  the  fash- 
ion in  which  the  able  Senator  from  Kentucky  imagines  they 
operate.  Secretly,  silently,  working  underneath,  they  operafj. 
They  do  not  come  out  in  the  open  and  say,  "We  do  not  want 
our  power  taken  away.  We  can  administer  this  function 
more  efficiently  than  can  the  Congress  or  the  courts."  They 
resort  to  the  practice  of  sending  letters  or  telegrams  to  con- 
stituents of  Senators  saying,  "Put  the  heat  on  him.  Send 
him  about  200  telegrams  for  this  or  that."  It  would  require 
the  services  of  a  true  Hawkshaw,  it  would  require  the  services 
of  the  best  P.  B.  I.  man,  to  locate  and  to  delineate  the  unobtru- 
sive, the  quiet,  but  very  effective  way  in  which  bureaus  work 
for  more  power. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  not  be  deceived.  Can  there  be  a  man 
such  a  wayfarer  as  to  fall  to  see  that  the  liberty  of  the 
citizen  and  the  functions  and  the  authority  of  the  Congress 
and  of  the  courts  have  been  taken  away — secretly,  silently,  a 
step  here  and  an  advance  there — by  governmental  bureaus. 
until  at  last — at  lesist  in  the  West;  I  do  not  know  about  con- 
ditions in  the  South  or  the  East — the  citizens  of  the  western 
section  of  the  United  States  really  have  not  much  more  lib- 
erty in  some  respects  than  have  citizens  of  countries  or  sub- 
jects of  countries  I  shall  not  name. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  in  favor  of  preparedness — ^prepared- 
ness so  that  we  may  preserve  the  liberty  of  the  citizen.  But 
I  do  not  want  to  be  put  in  the  ironical  position  of  one  day 
appropriating  millions  of  dollars  to  defend  the  citizen's  lib- 
erty and  the  next  day  granting  power  over  the  citizen's  liberty 
and  property  to  a  man  who  never  has  been  elected  by  the 
people,  who  could  not  receive  50  votes  if  he  ran  for  election, 
who  is  not  subject  to  the  people's  recall  or  rebuke,  but  never- 
theless governs  them.  Iliat  Is  the  condition  against  which  I 
Inveigh. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  want  to  take  any  more  of  the 
Senator's  time;  but  since  the  Senator  from  Arizona  has  men- 
tioned letters  which  have  been  written  by  "these  sneaking 
little  employees"  of  United  States  Government  bureaus 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  MINTON.  "The  ones  working  underneath,"  as  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  indicated. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Under  cover. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Well,  it  is  sneaklsh  to  work  imder  cover. 
The  Senator  spoke  of  bureau  employees  and  Government  em- 
ployees who  in  secret,  under  cover,  are  slipping  around  to 
influence  the  Senate  on  matters  of  this  sort,  and  writing  let- 
ters. I  have  not  received  any  letter  from  any  Government 
employee,  and  I  dare  say  no  other  Senator  has. 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  have  not. 

Mr.  BARBXEY.  But  I  have  received  letters  from  my  State 
and  from  other  States  In  support  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill, 
and  some  of  them  have  been  a  little  more  frank  perhaps  than 
they  intended  to  be.  I  have  received  letters  from  my  State 
and  other  States  In  which  it  was  stated  frankly  that  Con- 
gress had  been  unwilling  to  amend  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act;  that  it  had  been  unwilling  to  amend  the  Wage  and 
Hour  Act;  that  it  had  been  imwilling  to  amend  the  Wagner 
Act.  giving  laboring  workingmen  the  right  of  selective  bar- 
gaining; and  that  it  had  been  unwilling  to  change  the  laws 
with  respect  to  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
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I  do  not  Impute  any  such  motive  as  that  to  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  (Bir.  AshurstJ.  or  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCASBAir].  or  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
^  Hatch],  but  some  of  those  who  have  been  writing  me  from 
my  state  and  other  States  are  not  Government  employees 
and  are  not  sneaking  arotmd  imder  cover,  but  are  out  In  the 
open  completely,  trying  to  get  us  to  pass  the  Mil  In  order  that 
we  may  hamstring  particular  agencies  d  the  United  States 
Government. 

My  position  Is  that  if  we  want  to  hamstring  them,  if  we 
''  want  to  curb  them,  if  we  want  to  take  away  any  of  their 
authority,  we  should  have  the  courage  and  manhood  to  do  it 
by  an  act  of  Congress,  and  not  "pass  the  buck"  to  some  court 
to  do  what  we  have  neither  the  intelllgerice  nor  the  courage 
to  do  ourselves.  If  these  laws  need  changing,  let  Congress 
change  them.  We  ought  not  avoid  the  issue  by  giving  the 
courts  authority  to  run  the  Government  departments. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  as  I  said  a  while  ago— (tf 
course,  the  Senator  from  Arizona  confirms  me  in  it — there  is 
no  one  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  who  is  trying  to  block  this 
great  Walter-Logan  bill.  Tlien,  of  coiirse.  the  Senator  sajrs 
that  it  is  the  bureaucrats  who  are  tnring  to  block  this  bill 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  The  Senator 
from  Arizona  says  that  it  is  the  bureaucrats  who  are  trying  to 
block  the  bill,  but  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  very  pointedly 
called  to  his  attention  the  fact  that  the  very  bureaucrats 
against  whom  he  inveighs  so  vehemently  were  not  allowed  to 
appear  before  the  Senator's  committee  which  considered  the 
bill.    They  had  no  hearing. 

I  was  challenged  once  and  told  that  I  was  mistaken  when 
I  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  did  not  have  hearings  on  this  bilL  I  assert  again 
that  the  committee  did  not  have  hearings  on  this  bill. 

On  an  entirely  different  bill  they  had  some  general  hearings 
on  the  subject,  but  when  it  came  to  this  bill,  they  had  no 
hearings;  and  so  the  bureaucrats  about  whom  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  talks  never  had  a  hearing;  they  never  had  a 
chance  to  appear  before  the  Senator's  committee. 

So  far  as  my  mail  is  concerned.  It  has  contained  no  letters 
from  the  bureaucrats,  but  it  has  contained  a  great  many 
letters  inspired  by  a  lobbyist  who  is  probably  sitting  in  the 
gallery  now  listening,  the  paid  lobbsrist  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers.  He  is  probably  sitting  in  the  gal- 
lery now.  He  has  inspired  a  great  many  letters  to  me  and 
to  other  Senators. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  He  was  until  very  recently  himself  a 
bureaucrat  in  the  General  Accounting  Ofllce. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Yes.  [Laughter.]  And  so  we  have  had 
letters,  not  from  the  bureaucrats,  not  from  someone  who  Is 
trying  to  stop  this  bill,  but  we  have  had  our  mail  cluttered 
up  with  letters  Inspired  by  this  paid  lobbyist  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  who  is  trjring  to  do  a  Job,  not 
of  constructive  work  with  reference  to  administrative  law  and 
procedure,  but  a  job  of  sabotage,  as  the  distinguished  Repre- 
sentative from  Georgia  [Mr.  Cox]  said  when  the  bill  was 
before  the  House  and  debated  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 
He  said  that  what  they  were  after  was  the  Wage  and  Horn- 
Act  and  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act,  and  not  an  ad- 
ministrative matter  at  all. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarkah] 
says  that  we  want  to  restore  the  constitutional  form  of 
government,  that  out  Constitution  sets  up  a  tripartite  system 
of  government,  and  we  want  to  maintain  that  system  of 
government,  when  this  very  bill  itself  destroys  the  funda- 
mental system  of  a  tripartite  government  by  transferring  the 
power  from  the  legislative  and  administrative  branches  of 
the  Government  to  the  Judiciary  of  the  country.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona  [Mr.  Ashttrst]  said: 

Ah,  these  b\ire«ucraU,  these  btireaucratsl  The  people  do  not 
vote  for  them.  They  are  removed  far  away  and  they  cannot  be 
reached.  So  we  have  to  have  this  kind  of  law  enacted  because  the 
people  do  not  TOt«  for  these  bureaitcrats  and  we  cannot  otherwise 
reach  them. 

Well,  neither  do  the  people  vote  for  the  judges  to  whom  the 
Senator  wants  to  transfer  this  power,  ^ntj  they  are  farther 


away  from  removal  than  are  the  bureatxTats,  because  Fed- 
eral judges  are  in  office  for  life,  and  they  cannot  be  removed 
unless  we  Impeach  them,  azul  as  the  Senator  knows,  that  Is  a 
very  difflcult  process. 

Mr.  ASHURST.   Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Bir.  ASHUKST.  The  judges  at  least  allow  the  witnesses  to 
be  heard  and  to  be  cross-examined.  Tbey  at  least  allow 
opportunity  for  argument  and  at  least  allow  an  appeal.  The 
bureaucrats  do  not. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  tn  that  the  Senator  Is  en- 
tirely mistaken.  I  am  surprised  to  hear  the  chairman  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  make  such  an  assertion.  There  is  not 
a  bureau  and  there  Is  not  a  bureaucrat  in  the  United  States 
today  that  can  make  a  decision  affecting  the  life,  liberty,  or 
property  of  any  American  citizen  until  the  citizen  has  been 
granted  a  fair  hearing,  until,  according  to  due  process  of  law 
as  defined  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  he  has 
been  tried:  and  after  the  record  is  made  up.  he  is  entitled 
to  appeal  to  the  courts  on  the  record.  Then  if  there  is  not 
substantial  evidence  to  sustain  the  findings  of  the  bureau- 
crat, the  court  will  set  them  aside. 

So  It  Is  all  wrong  for  the  Senator  from  Arizona  to  say  that 
American  citizens  do  not  have  their  rights  protected  when 
appearing  before  the  so-called  bureaucrats.  The  Senator 
must  know  ttiat  the  Supreme  Court  has  said  that  their  pro- 
cedure must  conform  to  due  process,  and  due  process,  as  the 
Supreme  Court  has  defined  It,  means  notice  and  hearing  and 
oiTportunity  to  examine  the  witnesses  and  findings,  and  an 
opportunity  to  appeal  from  the  findings. 

No  later  than  in  the  Morgan  cases  decided  by  the  Supreme 
Court  did  the  Court  say  that  those  appearing  before  bureaus 
were  entitled  even  to  be  heard  upon  findings,  and  an  op- 
portunity to  file  briefs  and  argue  the  findings  before  the  so- 
called  bureaucrats. 

So  the  Senator  is  entirely  mistaken  when  he  rises  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  asserts  that  the  Walter-Logan  bill 
would  preserve  these  fimdamental  rights  of  American  citi- 
zens, for  they  already  have  them. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  the  able  Senator  asserts 
that  the  citizen  has  certain  rights.  Very  true;  he  may  have 
them;  but  to  grant  a  man  an  abstract  right  without  granting 
him  the  avenue,  the  mechanics  of  Implementing  that  right 
is  of  no  value.  It  is  of  no  use  to  the  citizen  to  say  that  he 
has  a  right  to  earn  a  living,  and  then  to  deprive  him  of  the 
opportunity  of  earning  a  living. 

Mr.  President,  I  take  back  nothing  I  have  said  about 
bureaucrats.  Let  the  Senator  from  Indiana  come  to  the 
West  and  attempt  to  live  in  a  State  nearly  60  percent  of 
which  is  withdrawn  from  taxation  and  governed  by  the  Fed- 
eral administration;  let  him  Imagine  60  percent  of  his  State 
withdrawn  from  occupation  by  the  people,  and  governed  and 
dominated  by  persons  who  never  received  a  vote  and  who  are 
subject  to  no  recall  and  no  review;  he  might  then  experience 
some  change  of  mind  with  respect  to  the  attitude  of  the 
so-called  bureaucrats. 

I  have  made  a  charge  that  the  bureaucrats  are  drunk  with 
power.  They  are,  Mr.  President — though  not  all  of  them. 
Power  and  alcohol  operate  alike  on  all  human  beings.  Power 
and  alcohol  enlarge  the  ego  in  the  human  race.  Whether  it 
be  a  man  in  Germany  or  here  In  the  United  States,  whether 
he  be  of  high  position  or  low,  opulent  or  poor,  power  and 
alcohol  enlarge  his  ego.  A  man  who  has  much  power  can 
never  be  convinced  that  any  of  his  power  should  be  taken 
from  him.  An  instance  Is  not  known  tn  human  history  of 
great  power  doing  other  than  making  a  man  drunk.  It  is 
as  impossible  physically  for  a  man  to  have  great  power  and 
not  abuse  it,  as  it  Is  for  a  man  to  take  great  quantities  of 
alcohol  and  not  respond  in  a  peculiar  way.     [Laughter.] 

So,  Mr.  President,  all  the  Walter-Logan  bill  seeks  to  do  la 
to  diminish  somewhat  the  power  of  these  megalomaniacs — 
such  a  good  locution,  is  It  not  I  [Laughter.]  These  megalo- 
maniacs believe  that  their  ipsi  dixit  should  settle  all  questions. 

Mr.  President,  with  the  Senator's  Indulgence,  let  us  reverse 
the  picture,  and  say  that  all  Members  of  Congress  are  now  in 
bureaus,  and  all  the  btffeaucrats  are  Members  of  Congress. 
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The  same  situation  would  obtain.  We  are  no  better  men 
than  they  are.  They  are  decent,  respectable  citizens.  If 
Members  of  Congress  were  bureaucrats,  and  bureaucrats 
were  Members  of  Congress,  the  same  outcry  would  be  raised. 
It  is  not  against  men  ttuU  I  declaim.  It  is  the  system  against 
which  I  Inveigh. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Lucas  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico? 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  am  waiting  imtil  the  Sena- 
tor has  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  reminds  me  that  I  should  sit  down  in  order  that  he 
may  have  the  floor.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  him  in  a  few 
moments;  I  shall  take  only  a  minute  or  two  longer. 

The  great  philosopher  from  the  painted  desert,  where  the 
desert  produces  all  too  many  mirages  [laughter],  has  said 
that  if  I  were  privileged  to  live  in  the  beautiful  western 
country  whence  he  comes  I  should  know  something  about 
bureaucrats  and  that  therefore  I  should  have  something  to 
say.  perhaps,  in  behalf  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill. 

I  happen  to  come  from  Indiana,  where  the  courts  handed 
down  the  famous  McArdle  decision,  which  blew  a  lot  of  wind 
into  the  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  and  laid  down  a  rule  of 
law  which  permitted  wind  to  be  blown  into  the  rest  of  the 
utilities  of  the  country;  so  I  know  something  about  courts. 
If  the  Senator  from  Arizona  lived  in  Indiana  and  were 
thoroughly  familiar  with  the  McArdle  case,  he  would  be  a 
little  chary  about  turning  over  to  the  courts  the  last  word — 
not  only  the  last  word,  but  the  first  and  last  words — in  all 
matters  pertaining  to  the  regulation  of  the  rights  of  Ameri- 
can citizens. 

Mr.  President,  important  as  this  piece  of  legislation  is, 
it  has  had  a  strange  history  in  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  not  written  by  a  Senator.  No  Senator  will 
say  that  it  was.  Of  course,  if  it  had  l)een  written  by  a  bu- 
reaucrat downtown,  there  would  be  all  kinds  of  yelling  and 
screaming.  Of  course,  if  it  had  emanated  from  any  of  the 
administrative  departments,  it  wotdd  have  been  condemned 
out  of  hand.  The  bill  was  not  written  by  a  Senator.  It  was 
written  by  some  representatives  of  the  American  Bar  Asso- 
ciation, through  their  paid  lobbsrist  and  the  lobbjrlst  of  the 
National  Manufacturers'  Association,  to  do  a  job  on  certain 
bureaus  in  Wasliington. 

The  bill  was  placed  In  the  hopper  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee of  the  Senate.  Important  as  It  is,  no  one  downtown 
who  Is  affected  by  It  was  sxunmoned  to  appear  before  the 
Judiciary  Committee  to  be  heard.  The  very  persons  who  are 
to  be  affected,  the  persons  who  know  how  the  bill  would  af- 
fect the  machinery  of  government,  were  not  permitted  to 
come  to  the  Senate  and  tell  the  Senate  committee  how  the 
bill  would  work. 

The  bill  was  on  the  calendar  in  the  Senate  and,  I  repeat, 
the  report  of  the.  Senate  committee  contained  a  glaring  er- 
ror. The  report  said  that  the  Supreme  Court  would  have 
the  right  to  write  the  rules  for  administrative  practice,  as  it 
wrote  the  rules  for  practice  before  the  district  courts.  There 
is  not  a  line  in  the  bill  to  that  effect,  which  shows  that  the 
members  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  did  not  know 
what  was  In  their  own  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  circimistance  may  grow  out  of  the 
fact  that  those  who  wrote  the  bill  also  wrote  another,  some- 
what different.  Both  bills  were  introduced  on  the  same  day 
by  my  late  lamented  colleague.  Senator  Logan.  One  was 
numbered  915.  and  the  other  916.  The  committee  took  915 
Instead  of  916;  but  it  may  be  that  in  making  the  report  it 
confused  the  terms  of  915  with  those  of  916,  bringing  about 
the  confusion  to  which  the  Senator  refers. 

On  the  same  day  a  bill  was  introduced  setting  up  a  special 
court  to  deal  with  the  departments.  I  think  that  bill  was 
numbered  916.    No.  915  Is  the  bill  now  imder  discussion. 

Mr.  MINTON.    No;  No.  6324. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  Is  a  House  bill:  but.  as  I  recall, 
the  Senate  bill  was  numbered  915. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Nine  hundred  and  fifteen  on  the  calendar? 
I  looked  for  It  the  other  day  and  could  not  find  it 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  Senate  bill  is  No.  915. 

Mr.  MINTON.    It  is  not  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  think  it  U  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  MILLER.    It  is  No.  475. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  does  not  make  any  difference.  It  is  the 
same  bill.  The  House  passed  It,  and  I  think  the  committee 
substituted  the  House  bill.  However,  the  point  is  that  the 
two  bills,  dealing  differently  with  the  same  subject,  were 
introduced  on  the  same  day;  and  it  may  be  that  In  writing 
the  report  on  the  bill  which  the  committee  reported  there 
was  some  confusion  with  the  terms  of  the  other  bin.  which  it 
did  not  report,  but  which  dealt  with  the  same  subject. 

Mr.  BilINTON.  Mr.  President.  I  was  pointing  out  the 
strange  history  of  the  bill,  and  the  consideration  it  has  re- 
ceived in  the  Senate.  That  brings  me  to  the  present  situa- 
tion. The  Senate  bill  is  on  the  calendar.  When  the  House 
bill  csLtne  over  from  the  House,  so  anxious  were  the  propo- 
nents of  the  bill  to  get  the  Walter-Logan  bill  before  the 
Senate  that  they  would  not  let  it  pursue  the  ordinary  course 
and  go  to  the  committee,  but  they  immediately  moved  to  put 
it  on  the  calendar,  which  was  done.  Then  they  proceeded  to 
hold  hearings  among  themselves  on  the  committee.  They 
have  drafted  some  amendments,  and  they  have  a  secret  com- 
mittee print  about  which  the  rest  of  the  Senate  knows  noth- 
ing. I  did  not  know  there  was  such  a  print  until  a  little 
while  ago,  when  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch] 
produced  it.  There  is  a  committee  print  of  the  bill  which  I 
did  not  know  existed. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  does  not  wish  to 
go  on  record  as  saying  that  we  have  a  secret  ccxxunittee  print, 
available  to  no  one  else?  There  Is  a  committee  print  show- 
ing the  proposed  amendments.  It  is  not  secret.  Many  hun- 
dreds of  copies  were  printed,  and  they  are  available  to  any 
Senator.    There  is  no  secret  about  it. 

I  respect  the  intellectual  integrity  of  the  Senator.  He  has 
been  opposed  to  the  bill.  It  is  only  fair  that  I  should  say 
that  he  has  struck  probably  the  hardest  blows  that  have  been 
struck  against  the  bill.  He  is  an  able  lawyer,  intellectually 
honest,  and  I  regret  that  we  are  not  to  have  the  benefit  of 
his  support  in  considering  the  bill.  I  believe  the  Senator 
wishes  to  be  fair 

Mr.  HATCH.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Let  me  finish  the  sentence. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  was  inveighing  again.st  the 
processes  of  the  Judiciary  Committee.  Will  not  the  Senator 
say  that  the  Walter-Logan  bill  passed  the  Senate  unani- 
mously? The  able  Senator  from  Kentucky  was  called  to  the 
telephone,  and  during  the  time  he  was  absent  from  the 
Chamber  the  bill  was  taken  up  in  its  regular  order. 

If  the  Walter-Logan  bill.  No.  915.  had  been  such  a  hor- 
rible thing,  such  a  monstrous  affair,  it  never  would  have 
passed  the  Senate  unanimously.  Horrible  monstrosities  do 
not  pass  the  Senate  unanimously.  Moreover,  Mr.  President, 
although  the  proponents  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill  outnum- 
bered its  opponents  five  to  one,  just  so  soon  as  the  able 
Senator  from  Kentucky  retiUTied  to  the  chamber  and  learned 
that  the  bill  had  passed,  and  suggested  that  it  be  returned 
to  the  Calendar,  the  firmest  advocates  of  the  bill  said. 
"Certainly;  we  wish  nothing  done  speedily  or  in  a  comer. 
Let  the  bill  go  back  to  the  Calendar."  It  was  returned  to 
the  Calendar,  and  there  it  has  remained  to  this  day. 

That  Is  an  inset  which  ought  to  go  into  the  speech  of  the 
able  Senator  from  Indiana,  because  It  is  history.  The  Ren- 
ate  committee  did  have  hearings.  Witnesses  were  heard. 
Their  testimony  was  reduced  to  writing  and  was  printed. 
The  Senate  passed  the  Walter-Logan  bill  unanimously,  and 
Its  proponents  were  magnanimous  enough,  generous  enough, 
and  fair  enough  to  say,  "Let  it  go  back  to  the  Calendar. 
Let  It  remain  there  for  months,  so  that  inquiring  eyes  may 
see  it  and  ascertain  whether  or  not  it  is  a  monstrosity.** 
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No.  Mr.  President,  nothing  has  been  done  in  a  comer. 
Everything  has  been  done  openly,  frankly,  and  aboveboard. 


asleep — and  they  must  have  been  absent  w  asleep— when 
the  calendar  was  called,  they  ought  not  to  Inveigh  against 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 


to  say  that  I  am  glad  to  have  his  good  opinion;  it  is  worth 
something.    I  do  not  want  the  Senator  from  Indiana  to  think 
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No,  Mr.  President,  nothing  has  been  done  in  a  comer. 
Everything  has  been  done  openly,  frankly,  and  aboveboanL 
We  have  waited  for  months  for  a  vote. 

Tlie  Senator  has  said  that  I  am  quite  "steamed  up**  over 
the  Walter-Logan  bill.  Not  at  all.  I  insist  only  that  the 
Senate  have  an  op^xrtunity  to  vote  on  whether  or  not  it 
shall  consider  the  bill.  I  do  not  want  to  be  flippant,  but 
I  shall  be  almost  indifferent  to  what  the  Senate  does.  How- 
ever. I  am  not  indifferent  to  a  situation  in  which  the  Senate 
Is  accused  of  being  afraid  of  a  contingency,  afraid  to  take 
up  a  bill.    We  are  not  afraid  to  take  It  up. 

Mr.  MTNTON.  Mr.  President.  I  have  never  heard  anybody 
say  that  the  Senate  is  afraid  to  take  it  up. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  Senator  has  an  acute  Intellect,  but 
his  audition  is  not  quite  so  acute  as  is  his  intellect. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Did  I  misunderstand  the  Senator? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  No.  I  say  the  Senator  has  an  acute 
Intellect;  but  if  he  has  failed  to  hear  sxiggestlons  throughout 
the  country  that  the  Walter-Logan  bill  should  not  be  taken 
up.  I  say  his  audition  is  not  so  acute  as  is  his  intellect. 

air.  MINTON.  I  did  not  need  to  hear  it.  because  a  reading 
of  the  bill  convinced  me  that  It  should  not  be  passed.  I  may 
be  mistaken  in  that  conclusion,  but  that  is  my  own  humble 
opinion. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  has  referred  to  the  unanimous 
consent  by  which  the  bill  once  passed.  He  has  talked  about 
the  great  importance  of  the  bill  and  how  it  affects  the  very 
constitutional  rights  and  liberties  of  the  American  people. 
The  Senator  knows  that  a  bill  so  important  as  that  ought 
not  to  slip  by  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  the  fact  remains  that  while 
those  of  us  who  have  had  a  little  time  to  look  into  the  bill  and 
obtain  some  idea  of  what  it  is  all  about  happened  to  be  off 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  the  Walter-Logan  bill  did  slip  by. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield, 
let  me  say  that  I  hardly  think  that  he,  able  and  fair  as  he  is, 
should  say  the  bill  "slipped  by."  The  bill  was  read;  its  title 
was  read;  every  Senator  knew  what  it  was;  no  Senator  ob- 
jected; and  the  bUl  passed.  It  did  not  "slip  by."  But  so  soon 
as  it  was  manifest  that  one  Senator  objected,  although  the 
proponents  of  the  measure  had  the  power  to  refuse  to  allow 
it  to  be  brought  back,  they  magnanimously,  and,  I  think, 
wisely,  said,  "Bring  it  back." 

No.  Mr.  President;  the  bill  did  not  "sljp  by";  the  bill  was 
reached  in  its  regular  order.  The  bill  was  proposed  by  Sena- 
tor Logan,  of  Kentucky,  who  is  no  longer  with  us.  Those 
of  us  who  worked  with  him  know  that  he  was  a  man  of  cool, 
calm  temperament;  a  man  of  good  judgment,  a  sound  lawyer, 
devoted  to  the  principles  of  free  government,  and  a  student 
of  the  Constitution,  and.  although  he  is  now  indifferent  to 
praise  or  blame  in  that  vast  realm  of  peace  and  of  Joy  where 
he  abides,  it  ought  to  be  said,  in  the  Interest  of  propriety 
and  of  justice,  that  Senator  Logan  would  be  the  last  Member 
of  the  Senate  who  would  allow  anything  to  "slip  through" 
or  anything  to  be  done  "In  a  comer."  I  thank  the  ^nator, 
and  I  will  not  interrupt  him  further. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Aristona 
objects  to  the  word  "shpped,"  I  will  say  that  the  bill  went 
by  unnoticed  (laughter),  because  that  Is  what  happened. 
Here  is  the  title  that  was  read  from  the  desk,  and  if  any- 
body within  the  hearing  of  my  voice  would  object  to  this  bill 
If  its  Utle  indicated  what  it  would  really  accomplish,  then  I 
am  mistaken.  The  title  is: 
A   bUl  to  provide — 

=  And  this  is  all  the  Senate  heard  when  the  bill  went 
through  unanimously— the  clerk  at  the  desk.  In  stentorian 
tones,  said  "Calendar  No.  475,  S.  915.  a  bill  to  provide  for 
the  more  expeditious  settlement  of  disputes  with  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Who  could  object  to  that?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President.  I  thought  that  the  pro- 
ponents of  the  bill  would  receive  expressions  of  gratitude  for 
their  magnanimity  in  allowing  the  action  to  be  taken  on  the 
Wl  which  was  taken.    If  Senators  were  either  absent  or 


asleep— and  they  must  have  been  absent  or  asleep— when 
the  calendar  was  called,  they  ought  not  to  inveigh  against 
us  now  that  we  have  been  so  magnanimous  as  to  iKrmit  the 
bill  to  be  restored  to  the  calendar  and  let  it  remain  there. 
Why  will  not  the  Senat<x-  be  a  little  more  chivalrous  and 
have  more  gratitude? 

Mr.  MINTON.  Let  us  see  how  magnanimous  the  Senator 
was.  The  Wll  went  by  unnoticed  on  the  calendar,  and  the 
next  day  I  did  what  I  had  a  perfect  right  to  do;  I  entered  a 
motion  to  reconsider.  Was  that  magnanimously  accepted, 
as  Is  usually  done  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate? 
Mr.  ASHURST.    It  was  by  me. 

Mr.  MINTON.     The  Senator  never  had  a  chance,  but  I 
made  the  motion,  and  It  was  not  magnanimously  accepted. 
It  was  vigorously  opposed. 
Mr.  ASHURST.    Not  by  me. 

Mr.  BflNTON.  Not  by  the  Senator,  but  by  the  late  Senator 
Logan.  It  was  opposed,  although  we  all  know  that  that  courtesy 
is  usually  extended  to  Senators  to  permit  them,  if  on  the 
same  day.  to  revert  back  to  a  bill  in  order  to  enter  an  objec- 
tion to  It,  or.  If  on  the  next  day,  to  enter  a  motion  to 
reconsider  and  have  the  bill  go  back  to  the  calendar.  But 
there  was  no  magnanimity  about  the  attitude  of  the  Senators, 
the  proponents  of  this  bill,  that  I  could  discover;  so  we  en- 
tered a  motion  to  reconsider,  and  they  finally  came  around 
and,  after  several  days,  agreed  to  the  motion  to  reconsider. 
Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana yield,  and.  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  MINTON.    1 3rleld  first  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 
Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor that  when  this  bill  first  came  out  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee some  provisions  of  It  were  called  to  my  attention  by 
members  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and  also 
by  the  Federal  Trade  Commission.    I  immediately  took  It  up 
with  Senator  Logan  and  said  to  him  that  I  had  not  had  a 
chance  to  go  into  the  bill;  that,  as  it  was  drafted.  In  my  judg- 
ment, it  would  be  a  very  bad  bill  and  would  seriously  hamper 
the  functioning  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and 
the   Federal  Trade   Commission.    After   that,   amendments 
were  adopted  and  agreed  to  by  Senator  Logan  with  refer- 
ence to  those  two  commissions;  but  I  felt  then,  as  I  feel  now, 
that  this  is  not  the  character  of  legislation  which  Is  going  to 
be  beneficial  to  anybody  In  this  country.    I  think  the  pro- 
ponents of  the  bill — and  the  American  Bar  Association,  which 
has  proposed  it — wUI  find  out  that  if  it  shall  become  law  It 
will  not  be  helpful  to  their  clients  or  to  anyone  else. 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield' 
The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Connallt  in  the  Chair) . 
Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Vermont? 
Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  understand  that  the  vote  by  which  the 
Walter-Logan  bill  was  passed  was  reconsidered  upon  an 
agreement,  as  stated  by  the  Senator  from*  Indiana,  but  I 
also  understood  at  the  time,  and  always  have  remembered, 
that  that  agreement  was  upon  a  consideration;  there  was 
the  condiUon  attached  to  the  agreement,  and.  since  Senator 
Ix)gan  is  no  longer  with  us,  I  think  the  Senate  should  give 
some  consideration  to  the  agreement  into  which  he  entered 
and  the  condition  attached  to  that  agreement.  If  that  Is 
of  any  value  at  all.  It  ought  to  be  Uken  Into  account. 

Now.  I  will  read  that  portion  of  the  statement  by  the 
distinguished  leader  of  the  majority  on  this  point.  I  read 
from  page  10621  of  the  Rccord  of  August  1,  1939. 

This  is  the  concluding  sentence  by  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  BarkleyJ: 

♦>>?♦  K.f,°""!lL'®!^^^'^  ^  "y  coUeague  that  the  vote  by  which 
that  bill  passed  should  be  reconsidered,  and  the  bill  be  restored  to 
the  calendar,  with  the  londerstanding  that  the  meuiire  be  taken  up 
at  some  date  early  in  the  next  aeoslon.  *—■'="  uj» 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh] 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President.  I  stUl  have  the  floor. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  if  I  understand  the  Sena- 
tor, then,  instead  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  being  "steamed 


consideration.    I  know  the  Senator  from  Utah  rMr.  Kurd 
has  held  back  more  than  once  when  he  thought  he  reaUy 
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The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  HATCH.  Ttie  Senator  from  New  Mexico  Is  seeking  the 
floor  in  his  own  right.  He  thought  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yielded  the  floor. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yielded  for  a  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  tram  Indiana 
will  proceed  In  order. 

Mr.  MINTON.     Mr.  President,  am  I  not  In  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chali  Is  assuming  the 
Senator  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  was  merely  asking  for  the  Chair's  ruling. 
I  did  not  want  to  be  out  of  order,  and  the  Chair  said  I  could 
"jMtweed  In  order." 

Mr.  President,  I  was  discussing  the  amendments  which  are 
now  proposed  by  the  committee  to  the  bill.  They  are  in,  shall 
I  say  a  confldential  committee  ixlnt,  or  what  is  It?  At  any 
rate.  It  Is  a  committee  print  that  has  not  been  given  out  to 
the  others  of  us  and  the  others  of  us  have  not  seen  the 
amendments.  This  afternoon  a  copy  was  exhibited  to  me 
and  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  HATCH.     Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  the  Senator  asked 
me  if  there  was  any  print  of  the  amendments  the  committee 
had  adopted.  I  will  say  to  him  that  the  copy  which  I  showed 
to  him  at  that  time  was  obtained  by  me  in  exactly  the  same 
manner  ii^iich  is  open  and  available  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  and  every  other  Member  of  this  body.  On  yesterday 
I  asked  the  clerk  of  the  committee,  who  is  sitting  nearby,  to 
bring  me  from  the  committee  room  a  copy  of  this  bill.  That 
is  where  it  came  from.  The  clerk  of  the  committee  is  now 
present,  and  if  the  Senator  from  Indiana  wants  a  copy  of 
the  amendments,  or  any  other  Senators  want  a  copy,  copies 
are  available,  just  as  I  obtained  the  copy  which  I  handed  to 
the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Of  course.  I  am  not  a  mind  reader,  and  did 
not  know  that  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  had  a  com- 
mittee print;  I  did  not  know  that  until  I  asked  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  not  if  he  bad  any  printed  amendments,  but 
asked  him  If  there  were  going  to  be  amendments  offered  by  the 
committee,  and  he  opened  his  desk  and  handed  me  the  com- 
mittee print.  That  was  the  first  information  I  had  that  the 
committee  had  a  print. 

So  I  say  it  is  sought  to  hav«  the  bill  come  before  the  Senate 
when  the  committee  has  taken  action  with  reference  to  the 
bill,  which  the  rest  of  the  f^t*nAtj>^  knows  nothing  about.  We 
have  this  ancient  report,  the  report  which  contains  the  glar- 
ing error  and  which  was  written  and  adopted  by  the  commit- 
tee a  long  time  ago.  Many  things  have  happened  since  then. 
The  committee  has  taken  action  since  then.  The  commit- 
tee has  a  print  showing  the  acti(m  taken,  but  the  Senate  does 
not  have  It,  and  Senators  were  inveighing  at  the  top  of  their 
voices  a  while  ago  against  the  opposition  to  taking  up  this  bill 
^Hhen  their  fellow  Senators  did  not  know  and  had  not  the 
information  before  them  as  to  what  action  the  conunittee  had 
taken  with  reference  to  this  measure. 

Mr.  President,  such  has  been  the  unusual  coin^sc  which  this 
unhappy  bill  has  taken  through  the  Senate.  I  am  sure  we 
aU  are  agreed  that  It  Is  a  piece  of  legislation  which  Is  con- 
troversial and  should  receive  the  earnest  consideration  of  the 
Senate.  There  should  be  detxite  upon  this  bill  without  any 
limitation,  and  we  should  discuss  it  in  all  its  angles. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me?  He  has  been  so  generous  that  I  feel  ashamed  to  ask 
him  to  yield  again. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  trom  In- 
diana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President,  I  am  anxious  to  have  the 
0ood  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana;  I  am  not  fithflmi^ 
Lxxxvi isa 


to  say  that  I  am  glad  to  have  his  good  opinion;  It  is  worth 
something.  I  do  not  want  the  Senator  from  Indiana  to  think 
I  am  "steamed  up"  about  the  Walter-Logan  bill.  I  am.  how- 
ever, quite  conoemed,  I  repeat,  about  final  adjournment  before 
we  shall  have  done  our  duty. 

One  of  the  healthiest  things  that  has  been  done  lately 
was  the  courageous  resolution  to  levy  a  tax.  Mr.  President, 
Dr.  Townsend  was  very  much  ridiculed  because  of  the  bill 
which  he  sponsored;  but  his  new  bill  contains  a  germ  of  real 
statesmanship — "pay  as  you  go."  I  want  to  congratulate  the 
Executive  and  the  leaders  in  Congress  who  concluded  to  stay 
here  and  write  a  tax  bill,  the  most  unpopular  thing  that  can 
be  done  in  the  face  of  an  election.  I  congratulate  the  Senate 
and  the  House  and  the  Executive  upon  their  determination 
not  to  nm  away,  but  to  stay  here  and  write  a  tax  bill. 

Mr.  President,  the  country  receiyed  that  notice  like  a  breath 
of  fresh  air  on  a  flaming  desert.  Nothing  has  been  received 
by  the  country  more  gratefully  than  the  suggestion  that  we 
are  not  going  to  run  away;  we  axe  going  to  stay  here  and 
perform  our  duties. 

L«t  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  we  are  all  politiclariS,  or 
we  would  not  be  here.  It  is  the  best  kind  of  politics  to  stay 
here  and  do  oiu-  duty.  Those  of  us  who  seek  reelection  uill 
find  that  we  will  get  further  In  the  estimation  and  the  esteem 
of  the  people  by  staying  here  and  doing  our  duty  than  we  will 
by  being  at  home  panhandling  voters.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
at  that  point?  I  omitted,  during  my  brief  remarks,  to  re- 
fer to  the  Senator's  fear  about  adjournment. 

Of  course,  when  we  meet  in  January,  people  begin  to 
talk  about  when  we  are  going  to  adjourn.  Everybody 
thought  we  might  get  out  by  the  latter  part  of  May. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  had  hoped  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Then  we  said  we  would  get  out  by  the 
8th  of  June.  Then  we  said  we  probably  might  adjourn  by 
the  15th  of  Jcme.  We  shall  do  well  if  we  get  out  by  the 
1st  of  July;  so  there  is  no  Imminent  danger  of  an  im- 
mediate adjournment  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

It  was  announced  here  the  other  day  by  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  (Mr.  Harrison],  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance — with  which  announcement  I  agree — 
that  it  had  been  the  desire  of  Members  of  Congress  not  to 
have  to  pass  a  tax  bill  at  this  time,  because  early  next 
S^ear,  I  think,  we  shall  be  compelled  to  revamp  the  entin 
tax  system  of  the  United  States.  We  have  put  patchwork 
taxes  on  our  tax  system  for  a  long  time,  taxing  this  and 
that  and  something  else,  in  order  to  raise  a  definite 
amount  of  money;  and  our  tax  sjrstem  has  been,  and  now 
is.  a  patchwork  system. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    True. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Next  year,  I  think,  we  shall  be  com- 
pelled, in  the  discharge  of  our  duty  to  the  American 
people  and  to  ourselves,  to  revamp  the  entire  tax  system, 
to  reconstruct  It.  We  cannot  do  that  in  the  middle  of 
this  session  or  at  the  end  of  It.  It  cannot  be  done 
hastily,  and  It  ought  not  to  be  done  hastily.  But  in  view 
of  the  emergency  which  has  been  suddenly  thrust  upon  us, 
not  by  anything  we  have  done,  I  think  we  are  required  to 
consider  not  only  defense  l&glslatlon,  not  only  tax  legisla- 
tion, but  any  other  legislation  whldi  is  necessary  to  pre- 
serve the  interests  of  the  United  States  in  the  present  sit- 
uation. So  there  Is  no  danger  that  we  are  going  to  ad- 
journ within  the  next  week  or  two. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Arliiona  that  If  I  have  his  esteem  I 
am  v«7  happy;  and  nothing  would  make  me  unhappier  than 
for  him  to  feel  that  I  did  not  hold  him  in  the  highest  esteem, 
and,  indeed,  have  for  him  a  genuine  affection,  as  every  other 
Member  of  this  body  has. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  the  able  Senator 
from  Indiana  is  concerned,  that  sentiment  is  heartily  re- 
ciprocated by  myself. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  tliank  the  Senator. 
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the  Senator  understands  that  there  are  other  bills  which  are 
cootroversiaL  in  connection  with  which  there  is  pressure  being 


I  know  full  well  that  every  Senator  has  a  right  to  be 
recognized  provided  he   can   secure  recoffnitlnn   from    th*» 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  I  understand  the  Sena- 
tar,  then,  instead  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  being  "steamed 
up."  he  is  "esteemed  up."     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  MINTON.  And  so,  so  far  as  the  Walter-Logan  bill 
Is  concerned,  the  situation,  as  I  understand,  between  me 
and  the  Senator  fnnn  Arizona  is  simply  this: 

Lay  on,  Macduff, 
And  damn'd  be  him  that  first  cries,  "Hold,  enoiighr* 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  take  the  floor  for 
just  a  moment.  One  or  two  things,  I  think,  should  be 
aald. 

I  know  the  majority  floor  leader  did  not  intend  to  have 
the  country  believe,  frwn  his  remarks,  that  those  of  us  who 
were  sponsoring  this  bill  were  seeking  to  hold  up  or  hold 
back  any  program  of  national  defense.  I  say,  I  am  sure 
he  did  not  mean  that;  yet,  in  effect  and  substance,  those 
were  the  words  and  the  implications  which  could  easily  arise 
from  what  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  did  say  here  this 
afternoon. 

Mr.  HARKLEY.    Will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Senators  will  address  the 
Chair  when  desiring  to  interrupt  a  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  srield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thought  I  had  exonerated  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch  1,  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCarran],  and  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
AsHUKST]  by  name  in  my  remarks. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  am  quite  sure  the  Senator  did.  He  men- 
tioned the  three  of  us;  but  there  are  many  others  who  are 
Interested  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  was  discussing  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  to  take  up  this  bill  at  a  certain  time,  following  a 
certain  piece  of  legislation.  While  I  would  not.  of  course, 
Impute  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  or  any  other  Senator 
a  desire  to  hold  up  defense  legislation,  the  effect  of  that 
agreement  would  have  been  to  do  it,  because  I  do  not  believe 
the  necessary  defense  legislation  can  be  enacted  by  the  time 
contemplated  in  the  Senator's  request. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  that  is  exactly  the  point  I 
wanted  to  make  clear,  and  one  reason  why  I  have  been  sitting 
here  trying  to  get  the  floor  for  some  little  time.  The  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  evidently  was  not  understood  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky;  for,  if  I  understood  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  it  was  that  after  the  bills  spon- 
sored by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  shall  have  been 
disposed  of,  and  after  the  disposition  of  the  Joint  resolution 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes],  we  shall 
then  take  up  and  dispose  of  the  Walter-Logan  bin. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  has  three  bills.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  [Mr.  Shkpparo]  has  a  bill  from  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee.  Nobody  can  tell  how  long  It  will  take  to 
dispose  of  those  measures,  or  what  other  measures  may  be 
brought  in  before  they  are  disposed  of;  and  I  mentioned  the 
fact  that  on  tomorrow  very  likely  the  President  will  send  to 
the  Congress  another  nltesage  or  another  estimate  with  re- 
spect to  a  very  large  appropriation  for  defense  purposes. 

What  I  meant  to  say  was  that  I  do  not  believe  that  we 
ought  to  bind  ourselves  now  in  regard  to  the  Walter-Logan 
bill  or  any  other  bill  that  is  controversial — that  statement  is 
all-inclusive — by  undertaking  to  say  that  at  a  certain  date, 
or  following  a  certain  bill,  it  shall  be  taken  up,  because  nobody 
can  tell  what  the  situation  will  be  when  any  one  of  these  bills 
has  been  disposed  of.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  objected 
to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  the  point  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  was  endeavoring  to  make  was  that  those  of  us 
who  have  favored  this  bill  have  cooperated  with  the  program 
throughout  this  entire  session,  and  have  not  sought  to  im- 
pede the  orderly  procedure  in  the  Senate  to  any  degree 
whatever.  We  have  been  criticized  for  not  being  more 
vigorous  in  our  endeavors  to  bring  up  this  particular  bill  for 


consideration.  I  know  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Knfcl 
ha-q  held  back  more  than  once  when  he  thought  he  really 
should  go  ahead  with  this  bill,  simply  in  order  that  he 
might  cooperate  with  the  leadership  in  this  body;  but  we 
realize  that  there  are  the  bills  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  has  referred.  There  is  the  relief  measure,  and 
there  are  other  bills,  all  of  whictt  will  be  considered  as 
emergency  matters,  and  must  be  immediately  taken  care  of; 
and  regardless  of  the  eloquence  of  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona about  adjournment,  and  regardless  of  the  statement 
the  majority  floor  leader  has  Just  made,  we  are  quite  sure 
that  we  are  going  to  come  to  the  adjourning  period  more 
or  less  soon.  It  may  be  the  first  of  July  or  the  middle  of 
July;  but  sooner  or  later  we  are  going  to  come  to  that  time, 
and  all  the  period  between  now  and  then  wiU  be  taken 
up  with  these  emergency  matters,  and  the  session  will  end, 
and  no  Senator  will  have  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  this 
bilL 

I  have  never  said  that  this  is  the  most  Important  bill  to 
come  before  the  Congress.  I  think  it  is  Important,  and  I 
think  it  is  one  which  ought  to  be  setUed  and  disposed  of  at 
this  session.  I  have  been  somewhat  amazed  this  afternoon 
to  learn  that  no  one  has  been  blocking  this  measure.  If  no 
one  has  been  blocking  the  measure  I  cannot  understand  why 
It  was  not  acted  on  long,  long  ago.  I  am  not  charging  the 
majority  floor  leader  with  anjrthing.  although  I  have  talked 
with  him  several  times  about  the  bill,  and  he  frankly  stated 
to  me.  Just  as  he  stated  oh  the  floor  today,  that  he  was 
opposed  to  the  bilL  I  have  not  expected  him  to  consent  to 
Its  consideration.  I  did  expect  and  I  do  think  we  ought 
to  have  the  right  to  make  a  motion  for  the  consideration  of 
the  bill,  and  let  the  Senate  say  whether  they  deem  it  of 
sufficient  importance  to  be  taken  up  and  considered,  or 
whether  they  will  vote  down  the  motion  to  take  up  the  bilL 

With  that  thought  in  mind,  Mr.  President,  and  no  other 
thought  than  that,  I  will  now  propose  a  unanimous -consent 
agreement  differing  only  slightly  from  that  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Nevada.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  the  naval 
bills  sponsored  by  the  Senator  fn»n  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Walsh]  and  the  Joint  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes]  shall  all  be  disposed  of;  but  at  the 
conclusion  of  those  measvures  I  request  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  shall  be  recognized 
In  order  that  he  may  make  a  motion  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Walter-Logan  bilL  I  propose  that  as  a  unsmimous- 
consent  agreement. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in  my  judgment,  no  one 
can  wisely  now  foretell  when  the  consideration  of  the  neces- 
sary urgent  emergency  defense  legislation  will  be  concluded. 
I  have  stated  that  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Walter-Logan  bill 
should  be  taken  up  in  advance  of  that  time,  and  I  do  not 
think  we  know  now  what  is  included  in  the  defense  legislation. 
I  do  not  think  the  bill  should  be  taken  up  ahead  of  the  relief 
bill,  which  the  Committee  on  Appropriations.  I  am  informed, 
will  report  the  first  of  the  week — Monday  or  Tuesday. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  objects,  I 
should  like  to  add  the  relief  bill  to  the  request.  Then  I  wish 
to  make  this  observation:  That  I  believe  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  knows  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]. 
who  is  in  charge  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill,  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran],  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Austin],  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Burkx],  and  I, 
myself,  who  are  the  members  of  the  subcommittee  in  charge 
of  the  bill,  would,  if  an  emergency  should  arise  involving  the 
defense  or  welfare  of  this  country,  gladly  agree  to  set  aside 
any  unanimous-consent  agreement  to  give  precedence  to  a 
more  important  matter. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  that  and  I  concur  entirely 
In  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  with 
respect  to  that.  But  it  is  unusual  to  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  up  a  bill  which  is  controversial,  or  even  one  which  Is 
not  controversial,  following  the  consideration  of  possibly  four 
or  five  other  measures,  which  are  on  the  calendar,  and  which 
are  ready  for  consideration.  If  we  should  enter  into  an 
agreement  of  that  sort  with  respect  to  the  Walter-Logan  bill. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Eighty-nine  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 


earnest  and  conscientious  study  In  the  formulation   of  a 
measure  which  would  deal  with  an  important  matter,  afford 
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the  Senator  understands  that  there  are  other  bills  whk^  are 
controversial,  in  connection  with  which  there  is  pressure  being 
brought  for  their  consideration,  and  it  would  be  difficult  to 
agree  now  to  take  up  this  Wl,  in  advance,  perhaps  4  or  5  days, 
following  the  consideration  of  these  other  measures,  the  length 
of  time  for  the  consideration  of  which  we  cannot  now  antici- 
pate. Fbr  that  reason.  I  do  believe  it  would  not  be  good  legis- 
lative practice  to  agree  now  as  to  what  we  would  do  at  an 
Indefinite  time  In  the  future,  following  the  consideration  of 
an  indefinite  number  of  bills,  because,  as  I  have  said,  we  will 
have  before  us  tomorrow  a  bill  practically  as  important  as  the 
two  we  passed  last  week. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  that,  as  I  inti- 
mated a  while  ago,  we  will  probably  be  in  sessi(»i  until  July  1 
or  later.  No  one  can  anticipate  what  sort  of  a  hiatus  there 
win  be  after  the  bills  referred  to  are  disposed  of  before  we 
get  the  tax  bill  which  we  are  to  consider;  and  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  we  are  not  laboring  under  any  prospect  of  Imminent 
adjournment,  and  there  may  be  more  appropriate  opportunity 
later  on.  without  having  to  resort  to  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  to  take  up  a  bill  at  an  Indefinite  time  In  the  future, 
I  should  be  compelled  to  object  to  the  request. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  understands  I 
am  not  asking  that  the  Senate  take  up  the  bill,  but  only  that 
the  Senator  from  Utah  be  recognized. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  is  asking  that  the  Senator 
from  Utah  be  given  unanimous  consent  to  be  recognized  at 
an  indefinite  time  in  the  future. 

Mr.  HATCH.  At  the  coxudusion  of  the  consideration  of 
the  bills  referred  to;  that  is  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Any  Senator  on  the  floor  is  entitled  to 
recognition  if  the  Chair  recognizes  him,  although  that  is  sub- 
ject, of  course,  to  some  sort  of  cooperation  between  the  Chair 
and  those  who  are  attanpting  to  map  legislation  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  HATCH.    And  most  effective  cooperation. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    And  it  should  be. 

Mr.  HATCH.  It  should  be.  I  have  cooperated  with  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  has.  and  I  desire  to  give  him, 
if  he  needs  it,  though  he  does  not  need  it,  a  clean  bill  of 
health  Insofar  as  his  cooperation  with  respect  to  the  emer- 
gent measures  is  concerned,  and  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  he  will  continue  to  give  that  cooperation.  I  have  in 
the  past  given  him  such  cooperation  as  I  could  in  connec- 
tion with  legislation  in  which  he  was  interested. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Very  ably. 

Mr.  BARKI.£Y.  And  I  hope  we  will  continue  to  cooperate. 
But  In  this  situation  I  do  not  believe  it  is  wise,  long  in  ad- 
vance, to  say  that  any  Senator  shall  have  unanimous  con- 
sent to  be  recognized  at  a  definite  time  or  at  an  indefinite 
time.  In  the  meantime  other  proposed  legislation,  being 
what  I  regard  as  more  important,  and  certainly  more  urgent, 
would  come  before  us.  and  I  think  it  would  be  unwise  to  give 
unanimous  consent  for  a  Senator  to  be  recognized  to  take 
up  any  billion  on  the  calendar.  For  that  reason  I  am  com- 
pelled to  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  asks  unanimous  consent  that  after  the  disposition 
of  the  three  naval  bills  presented  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts,  and  the  Joint  resolution  in  charge  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  relating  to  reorganization,  and 
the  relief  bUl.  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  shall  be 
recognized  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  motion  to  take  up  the 
so-called  Walter-Logan  bill.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  GUFPEY.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  frcMn  Penn- 
sylvania objects.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  8026. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President.  I  regret  that  the  leadership 
has  not  seen  fit  to  grant  the  very  modest  and  simple  re- 
quest which  was  made.  I  do  not  suppose  a  more  modest 
unanimous-consent  request  has  ever  been  made  in  this  body 
than  that. 


I  know  full  well  that  every  Senator  has  a  right  to  be 
recognized  provided  he  can  secure  recognition  from  the 
Chair.  I  know  how  difficult  It  is  to  secure  recognition  from 
the  Chair  under  conditions  which  prevail  surrounding  this 
particular  bill.  I  am  not  being  critical.  What  is  done  la 
In  accordance  with  the  custom  of  the  Senate  and  is  prob- 
ably necessary  to  the  orderly  transaction  of  business  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  But  I  think  that  the  Senate 
could  well  have  given  consent  that  one  Member  of  thia 
body,  after  the  disposal  of  practically  all  of  the  emergency 
bills  mentioned  on  the  floor,  should  be  recognized  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  motion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  While  the  Senator  has  denominated  hl» 
request  as  "modest,"  I  am  sure  the  Senator  will  agree  that, 
in  view  of  the  present  situation,  it  is  unusual.  I  do  not 
recall  that  during  my  service  in  the  Senate  the  Senate  has 
given  imanimous  consent  to  any  Senator  to  be  recognized 
to  move  to  take  up  any  particular  bill  at  an  indefinite  time 
in  the  future,  following  the  consideration  of  an  Indefinite 
nimiber  of  bills.  While  that  may  be  modest,  it  is  certainly 
unusual,  it  strikes  me. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky; I  think  It  is  quite  unusual,  and  I  think  the  circum- 
stances are  unusual,  and  In  this  instance  the  refusal  of  the 
request  is  also  unusual. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  not  our  intention  to  attempt  to  Inter- 
fere in  the  slightest  with  any  proposal  or  any  legislation 
relating  to  national  defense.  I  think  most  of  us.  aU  of  us, 
have  supported  the  national-defense  program.  I  think  we 
should  do  so.  I  think  the  times  in  which  we  live  require 
that  we  take  every  necessary  and  proper  step  for  the  armed 
defense  of  this  country.  But  the  fact  that  we  do  the  thing 
we  should  do  in  that  regard  should  not  prevent  us  from 
doing  some  other  things  which  we  also  should  do. 

I  am  quite  sure,  speaking  for  the  committee  as  a  whole, 
that,  we  win  say.  as  a  matter  of  necessity,  in  obedience  to 
the  instructions  from  our  committee,  at  every  available 
opportunity  we  will  be  compelled  again  to  bring  op  this 
question  of  attempting  to  get  the  Walter-Logan  bill  up  for 
consideration. 

Mr.  President.  I  regret  that  we  will  have  to  be  forced  to 
do  that,  and  to  constantly  argue  over  and  over  again  the 
same  question.  I  have  not  today  gone  into  the  merits  of 
the  bill.  I  have  not  attempted  to  answer  the  arguments  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  or  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
concerning  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  bill,  although  I 
must  say  that  both  those  Senators,  to  my  mind,  show  a 
vast  misunderstanding  of  the  purpose  and  ^ect  of  the 
measure. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  motl(m  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Walsh]. 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roO. 

The  Chief  derk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names; 


Adanu 

Darls 

I^ndce 

Sheijpard 

AabuTBt 

Donabey 

Lucaa 

Shlpstead 

Austin 

EUender 

Lundeea 

Slattery 

BaUey 

George 

McCarran 

Smathen 

BuikhMd 

Oerry 

McKellar 

Smith 

Bar  bow 

Olbson 

McNary 

Btewart 

BarUer 

GUlette 

Maloney 

Taft 

BUbo 

Ouffey 

Mead 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Bone 

Oumey 

Ml  Iter 

Thocnas,  Okla. 

BrldgM 

Bale 

Mlntoo 

Tbomaa,  Utah 

Brown 

Murray 

Townaend 

Bulow 

Batch 

Neely 

Trumaa 

Burke 

Bayden 

Norrla 

Tycttn^i 

Byrd 

Berrlng 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Bymea 

Hin 

O1i£ahoney 

▼aniruyi 

Capper 

Wolmmn 

Overton 

Wagner 

Caraway 

Bolt 

Pepper 

Walah 

Chandler 

Bxiehes 

Plttman 

Wheeler 

ChATCS 

Jtohnaon,  Calif. 

RadcUffe 

White 

Clark,  Idaho 

Johnaon,  Oolo. 

Reynold* 

WUcy 

Clark.  Mb. 

King 

RuHeU 

LaF(41ette 

Sdiwartz 
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The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Eighty-nine  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Walsh]. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King!. 
^'  Mr,  KINO.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  my  purpose,  upon 
this  occasion,  to  discuss  the  provisions  of  the  bill  which  is 
so  violently  opposed  by  a  number  of  Senators,  but  which, 
may  I  say.  has,  in  my  opinion,  the  support  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  American  people.  There  is  no  Justification 
for  the  persistent  opposition  to  this  bill  or  to  efForts  to  delay, 
if  not  prevent,  its  consideration  and  passage.  If  the  Logan- 
Walter  bill  shall  be  taken  up  for  consideration  today  or 
tomorrow  or  later  I  shall  avail  myself  of  the  opportunity 
of  discussing  its  provisions  and  of  pointing  out  not  only 
the  wisdom  but  the  necessity  of  its  passage. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Ashurst]  has  very  prop- 
erly, in  my  opinion,  characterized  the  arbitrary  activities 
of  some  bureaus  and  Federal  agencies.  Unfortunately,  too 
many  persons  who  are  installed  in  bureaus  and  executive 
agencies  and  departments  forget  the  obligations  resting  upon 
them — forget  that  they  are  mere  servants  of  the  people,  and 
that  it  is  their  duty  to  execute  the  law  fairly  and  impar- 
tially, and  not  to  adopt  capricious  and  arbitrary  practices, 
calculated  to  deny  to  American  citizens  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges to  which  they  are  entitled.  Bureaucracy  in  every  land 
has  been  an  evil,  and  democratic  and  republican  govern- 
ments have  not  been  free  from  bureaucratic  tendencies  and 
the  tyranny  of  officials  who  were  indifferent  to  the  rights 
of  citizens,  officials  whose  duty  it  was  to  serve  them  and 
to  serve  their  country. 

As  stated.  I  shall  not  at  this  time  take  up  the  various 
provisions  of  the  bill  and  demonstrate  the  evils  which  they 
seek  to  prevent  and  the  rights  which  they  seek  to  protect. 
Before  this  session  of  Congress  adjourns,  I  cannot  help  but 
believe  that  full  opportunity  will  be  given  for  a  discussion  of 
the  bill  and  an  examination  of  its  provisions;  and  I  feel 
confident  that,  with  such  discussion  and  examination,  the 
bill  will  receive  the  approval  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
Senators. 

The  observations  made  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
AsHiTRST],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran],  and 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch!  concerning  the 
measxire  and  the  obstacles  which  it  has  encountered,  and  the 
Importance  of  its  consideration,  meet  hearty  approval.  I 
regret  that  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Barklxt]  has  exhibited  such  heat  in  his  opposition  to  the 
bill.  I  regret  the  characterizations  which  have  come  from 
him  with  respect  to  the  provisions  and  purposes  of  the  bill. 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  position  which  he  has  taken,  that 
the  Senate  should  decline  to  consider  the  bill  until  certain 
studies  have  been  made  by  a  nimaber  of  Federal  employees. 
selected  not  by  the  legislative  branches  of  the  Government, 
but  by  persons  selected  by  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. I  regret  the  criticisms,  implied  or  otherwise,  lev- 
eled against  one  of  the  most  cDstinguished  Senators  who 
has  occupied  a  seat  in  this  chamber.  I  refer  to  Senator 
Logan,  whose  untimely  death  we  all  deplore.  He  was  a 
great  Senator,  a  great  Judge,  a  lawyer  of  distinction  and 
ability,  and  a  statesman  who  sought  only  the  welfare  of  his 
country  and  the  preservation  of  constitutional  government. 
In  my  opinion,  none  of  the  Senators  who  are  so  violently 
opposed  to  the  bill  are  superior  to  him  In  legal  attainments 
or  in  knowledge  of  our  form  of  government,  and  in  the 
obligations  which  rest  upon  the  various  departments  and 
agencies  of  the  Government.  And  the  opposition  which  has 
been  registered  against  this  bill  today,  it  seems  to  me,  was 
an  implied,  if  not  a  direct,  criticism  of  Senator  Logan. 

The  genesis  of  the  measure  under  consideration  was  the 
bill  offered  by  Senator  Logan  several  years  ago.  It  is  prop- 
erly known  as  the  Logan  bill.  A  companion  bill,  as  Senators 
know,  was  Introduced  In  the  House  by  a  distinguished 
lawyer,  Mr.  Walter;  and  the  two  names  therefore  are  insep- 
arably connected,  and  the  bill  before  us  is  known  as  the 
Ziosan-Walter  bill.    Senator  Logan  spent  Dearly  3  years  in 


earnest  and  conscientious  study  in  the  formulation  of  a 
measure  which  would  deal  with  an  important  matter,  afford 
protection  to  American  citizens,  and  impose  legitimate  and 
proper  restrictions  upon  the  arbitrary  and  illegal  conduct  of 
executive  and  administrative  agencies  of  the  Government. 
With  his  comprehensive  knowledge  of  our  form  of  govern- 
ment, of  the  tripartite  division  of  powers,  of  the  high  and 
exalted  place  which  the  judiciary  occupies  in  this  Republic, 
he  attempted  to  secure  the  enactment  of  a  measure  that 
would  afford  ample  protection  to  American  citizens,  that 
would  provide  judicial  review  of  the  conduct  of  executive 
and  administrative  agencies,  and  curb  illegal  and  imconsti- 
tutional  practices  and  proceedings. 

It  is  an  unfair  and  unjustifiable  attack  upon  Senator 
Logan  to  even  infer  that  he  would  support  a  measure  that 
would  be  a  denial  of  the  rights  of  citizens  or  that  would 
Interfere  with  the  legitimate  exercise  of  the  authority  con- 
ferred upon  any  executive  or  administrative  agency. 

Mr.  President.  Senator  Logan  conducted  hearings,  covering 
many  days,  during  which  representatives  of  various  agencies 
of  the  Government,  as  well  as  lawyers  of  distinction,  were 
heard.  He  discussed  with  them,  and  with  members  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  the  questicms  which  were  presented  and 
the  provisions  of  the  bill  which  wis  before  him  and  the 
Judiciary  Committee  for  consideration. 

Senator  Lc^an  was  what  might  be  properly  denominated 
a  "liberal,"  and  he  was  animated  by  a  desire  to  secure  such 
legislation  as  would  be  promotive  of  the  best  interests  and 
welfare  of  the  American  people.  He  supported  the  adminis- 
tration, and,  by  his  advice  and  counsel,  made  important 
contributions  to  the  enactment  of  measures  desired  by  the 
administration. 

As  was  stated.  I  think,  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Barklet],  a  bill  was  considered  by  Senator  Logan  and  his 
associates  upon  the  Judiciary  Committee  which  provided  for 
the  creation  of  a  court  of  appeals  for  administration.  The 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norris]  a  number  of  years  ago 
anticipated  that  measure,  and  he  offered  a  bill  which  would 
have  provided  for  judicial  review  of  the  rulings,  decisions,  and 
conduct  of  administrative  agencies.  There  has  been  a  gen- 
eral feeling  throughout  the  country  that  many  Federal 
bureaus  and  agencies  merited  the  criticism  leveled  by  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Ashurst]  against  bureaucracy 
and  administrative  absolutism.  It  was  felt  by  many  Ameri- 
can citizens  that  their  rights  were  being  ignored  and  policies 
pursued  which  were  undemocratic,  un-American,  and  hostile 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  American  people. 

It  is  known,  by  an  examination  of  the  records  which  have 
been  made,  that  persons  have  had  their  rights  infringed  with- 
out due  process — without  reasonable  opportunity  to  learn  of 
the  charges  against  them,  or  opportunities  to  defend  them- 
selves against  arbitrary  and  illegal  proceedings  by  adminis- 
trative agencies.  There  was  a  demand  that  legislation  be 
enacted  that  would  ciu-b  the  illegal  and  oppressive  and 
arbitrary  acts  of  some  bureaus,  and  that  provision  should  be 
made  for  Judicial  review  of  their  conduct. 

There  are  some  lawyers  and  some  so-called  students  of  con- 
tinental law,  and  of  the  Jurisprudence  of  Europe,  who  desire 
to  engraft  upon  our  judicial  system  the  administrative  ab- 
solutism that  exists  in  other  lands.  Senator  Logan  and  mem- 
bers of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  I  am  sure.  Members  of 
the  Senate,  desire  to  preserve  our  tripartite  form  of  govern- 
ment, and  they  desire  that  provision  shall  be  made  for  a  re- 
view of  the  proceedings,  decisions,  and  conduct  of  administra- 
tive agencies.  However,  when  the  movement  to  secure  proper 
legislation  for  the  protection  of  American  citizens  took  con- 
crete form,  opposition  came  from  various  Federal  agencies 
and  from  a  number  of  lawyers.  It  is  believed  that  efforts 
have  been  made  to  prevent  the  passage  of  the  Logan  bill,  to 
prevent  proper  and  legitimate  review  of  administrative 
agencies. 

Notwithstanding  the  efforts  which  Senator  Logan  made, 
and  which  have  been  made  by  members  of  the  Senate  Judi- 
ciary Committee  since  his  imtlmely  death,  to  secure  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  which  is  before  us,  opposition  has  been 
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encountered;  and  today  we  are  again  reminded  that  there  will 
be  continued  opposition  to  the  consideration  of  the  Logan- 
Walter  bill.  I  indicated  that  Senator  Logan,  after  years  of 
investigation  and  study.  Introduced  the  bill  which  bears  his 
name.  He  had  before  him  on  various  occasions  lawyers  of 
ability,  among  them  Dean  Pound;  and  my  recollection  is  that 
Mr.  Justice  Frankfurter,  before  being  appointed  to  the  Su- 
preme Bench,  was  consulted  either  by  Senator  Logan  or  by 
others  who  were  Interested  in  preparing  the  measure  >i^iich 
is  now  before  us.  The  bill  which  Senator  Logan  Introduced 
was  considered  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate, 
and  my  recollection  is  that  it  was  approved  by  every  member 
of  the  committee.  It  was  reported  by  Senator  Logan  to  the 
Senate,  placed  upoa  the  calendar,  and  reached  in  due  course, 
and  was  passed.  Subsequently,  as  has  been  indicated,  it  was 
returned  to  the  calendar,  and  I  understood  from  Senator 
Logan  and  others  that  opportunity  would  be  afforded  at  a  not 
distant  date  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  a  bill  textually  the  same  as  the  Logan  bill 
was  introduced  in  the  House  of  Representatives  by  the  distin- 
guished lawyer.  Mr.  Walter,  to  whom  I  have  referred.  The 
House  Judiciary  Committee  examined  the  bill  with  great  care, 
■niat  committee  held  hearings  on  H.  R.  6324  during  March 
and  April  of  last  year,  and  my  recollection  is  that  the  hear- 
ings cover  more  than  190  printed  pages.  Reference  to  these 
hearings  will  refute  the  claim  that  the  Government  agencies 
and  depsirtments  did  not  have  opportunity  to  study  the  bill. 
Briefs  and  statements  were  submitted  to  the  House  committee 
by  the  Federal  Trade  ConMnisslon,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  the  Department  of  Agrlcultiu-e,  the  Department  of 
Justice,  the  War  Department,  the  Treasury  Department,  the 
Federal  Communications  Commissi(»i,  the  FMeral  Power 
Commission,  and  the  Veterans'  Administration. 

Oral  testimony  with  respect  to  the  bill  was  presented  in 
person  by  Mr.  Lane.  General  Coimsel  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  the  Solicitor  for  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  head  attorney  of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, the  assistant  legal  adviser  of  the  Department  of  State, 
the  Assistant  General  Counsel  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
the  counsel  for  the  General  Accounting  OfBoe,  the  secretary 
at  the  National  Lawyers'  Guild,  and  a  representative  of  the 
National  Organization  of  Business  Mail  Users. 

In  addition,  an  analysis  of  H.  R.  6324  was  included  In  the 
record,  prepared  by  a  member  of  the  Brookings  Institution. 
Briefs  were  filed  by  the  following  bar  associations:  The  Na- 
tional Association  of  Women  Lawyers,  the  Bar  Association  of 
Dallas,  Tex.,  the  Ohio  State  Bar  Association,  the  National 
Lawyers'  Guild,  the  Bar  Associations  of  the  City  of  New  York, 
Texas.  Pennsylvania,  Missouri,  Virginia,  Vermont,  and  Kan- 
sas. Also  included  in  the  record  was  the  report  of  the  spe- 
cial committee  on  administrative  law  of  the  American  Bar 
Association  of  1938. 

Seven  of  the  ten  executive  departments  presented  evidence 
with  respect  to  the  bill,  as  well  as  six  of  the  major  regulatory 
commissions  and  boards. 

I  should  add  that  a  draft  of  the  Logan  bill,  known  as  8.  915, 
was  Introduced  into  the  record,  together  with  supporting  data. 
The  hearings  are  in  five  parts,  comprising  210  pages,  and 
were  held  on  a  nimiber  of  days  from  April  to  June  1938.  TTie 
careful  consideration  given  to  the  question  of  administrative 
reform  is  reflected  in  the  list  of  witnesses  who  testified. 
There  was  a  representative  of  the  Board  of  Tax  Appeals;  a 
member  of  the  Brookings  Institution;  Prof.  Harold  J.  Laske, 
of  London  University,  who  jH-esented  the  English  experience 
with  reference  to  the  adminlstratlve-law  problem;  the  pro- 
fessor of  administrative  law  of  Georgetown  University;  prac- 
ticing attorneys  from  Portland,  Oreg.,  New  York  City,  and 
from  Minnesota;  a  trial  examiner  of  the  Securities  and  Ex- 
change Commission;  and  Mr.  Gregory  Hankln.  In  addition, 
the  committee  heard  Dean  Roscoe  Pound,  who,  as  I  have  indi- 
cated, presented  valuable  testimony  with  reference  to  the  bill 
which  l6  now  S.  915. 

I  should  like  to  quote  from  Dean  Pound's  statement,  but 
shall  not  do  so  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  President,  it  would  seem  that  a  recital  of  the  above 
facts,  with  a  list  of  the  departments  and  agencies  that  were 


heard,  and  the  full  consideration  given  to  this  measure  by 
both  Committees  on  the  Judiciary  would  answer  the  conten- 
tion that  the  bill  has  not  been  adequately  considered  by  the 
committees. 

I  might  add  that  the  bill  has  been  studied  and  approved  by 
the  National  Grange,  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  the 
NaUonal  Publishers  Association,  the  National  Retail  Drug- 
gists Association,  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
and  other  organizations.  The  subject  of  the  bill  has  been 
studied  intensively  by  the  American  Bar  Association  since 
1933.  After  3  years  of  study,  and  commencing  in  1936,  suc- 
cessive drafts  based  on  intensive  studies  from  1933  to  1936 
were  prepared  and  sent  to  every  teacher  of  administrative 
law  in  the  approved  law  schools  and  to  every  lawyer  through- 
out the  United  States  who  was  believed  to  be  informed  and 
interested  in  the  subject.  I  should  add  that  criticisms  of 
the  bill  were  requested.  Appeals  for  studies,  criticisms,  and 
suggestions  of  the  baj-  generally  were  published  in  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  American  Bar  Association,  the  Journal  of  the 
American  Judicature  Society,  and  the  Journal  of  the  Fed- 
eral Bar  Association.  Specific  requests  were  addressed  to  all 
the  Judges  of  the  United  States  Circuit  Courts  of  Appeals. 
The  responses  were  carefully  studied,  and  such  of  the  sug- 
gestions as  were  believed  to  have  merit  were  worked  Into  the 
final  draft. 

The  special  committee  on  administrative  law  of  the  Amer- 
ican Bar  Association  had  the  services  at  one  time  during  Its 
life  or  another  of  such  legal  students  as  Dean  Roscoe  Pound; 
Professor — now  Jastice — Felix  Frankfurter;  Mr.  John  Dickin- 
son, then  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  later  Assistant 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States;  and  Walter  F.  Dodd, 
formerly  professor  of  law  at  Yale  and  a  recognized  authority 
in  this  field. 

It  has  been  advanced  by  some  opponents  of  the  bill  that 
the  Judicial  review  provided  in  the  act  is  so  broad  as  to  ob- 
struct the  operation  of  the  administrative  agencies.  Such  is 
not  the  fact.  The  scope  of  review  is  the  same  as  is  now  exer- 
cised over  some  commission's  orders,  and  the  purpose  of  the 
bill  is  to  extend  that  jurisdiction  to  cases  where  it  does  not 
ai^ly  at  the  present  time,  and  to  unify  the  provisions  with 
respect  to  Judicial  review.  The  bill  does  not,  as  is  frequently 
maintained,  provide  for  a  substitution  of  the  discretion  of  the 
court  for  that  of  the  administrative  agencies.  All  that  the 
Mil  provides  is  that  these  powers  shall  be  exercised  in  a  fair, 
impartisd.  and  Just  manner. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  repeating  when  I  say  that  statements 
which  have  been  made  to  the  effect  that  the  bill  was  not 
properly  considered  are  not  warranted.  It  Is  certain  that  few 
measures  which  have  been  presented  to  the  Congress  have 
received  the  consideration  that  has  been  given  to  the 
Logan-Walter  bill.  It  has  been  before  the  public  for  many 
months — Indeed,  for  several  years.  It  has  been  the  subject  of 
discussion  by  lawyers,  laymen,  businessmen,  industrialists, 
educationalists,  and  the  people  in  many  walks  of  life. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  the  fact  that  a  niunber  of 
amendments  have  been  offered  to  the  bill  which  came  from 
the  House  and  which  is  now  before  the  Senate.  Soon  after 
the  Logan -Walter  bill  now  k>efore  us  passed  the  House, 
the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  examined  it,  and 
a  number  of  clarifying  amendments  dealing  almost  exclu- 
sively with  phraseology,  were  recommended.  It  was  under- 
stood that  when  the  bill  was  taken  up  for  consideration  in 
the  Senate,  such  amendments  would  be  offered  by  the 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate,  I  repeat,  the  amend- 
ments were,  in  my  opinion,  not  Important  and  did  not 
change  aiiy  important  provisions  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  indicated  It  is  not  my  purpose 
to  engage  in  a  detaOed  discussion  of  the  bill  at  this  time. 
I  have  been  hoping  for  seve/al  weeks  that  the  Senate  would 
take  the  bill  up  for  consideration.  I  had  hope6  today  that 
unanimous  consent  wou*d  be  given  for  the  considers t ion 
of  the  bill  today  or  in  the  immediate  future.  I  had  hoped 
that  the  opposition  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  would 
vanish  or  at  any  rate  that  obstacles  to  its  consideration 
would  be  r^noved  in  order  that  the  Senate  might  have  a 
full  and  fair  opportunity  to  omslder  this  very  important 
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Mr.  KINO.    As  sUted  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  I  we  shall  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  pending 
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measure.  Imt  I  perceive  that  our  distinguished  leader  is 
opposed  to  a  discussion  of  the  bill  at  the  present  time.  He 
is  opposed  to  our  taking  it  up  for  consideration.  I  repeat 
when  I  say  that  In  view  of  the  fact  that  it  has  been  before 
the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  and  the  Senate 
for  approximately  2  years,  and  the  fact  that  it  has  t)een 
unanimously  reported  once  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  of 
the  Senate,  and  reported  in  its  present  form  by  the  vote  of 
all  the  members  of  the  Committee  except  one,  who  was  not 
present  when  the  vote  was  taken,  and  in  view  of  the  over- 
whelming support  given  the  bill  by  the  Judiciary  Committee 
of  the  House.  It  seems  to  me  that  no  obstacle  should  be 
interposed  to  prevent  consideration  of  the  bilL  The  Judi- 
ciary Committee  is  one  of  the  Important  committees  of  the 
Senate.  It  deals  with  legal  questions,  and  with  matters 
affecting  the  rights  of  American  citizens  under  the  Consti- 
tution. It  deals  with  some  of  the  most  vital  questions 
affecting  our  form  of  Government. 

As  I  have  stated,  the  Judiciary  Conunittee  of  the  House 
Is  composed  of  lawyers  of  ability.  The  members  of  that 
committee,  after  full  consideration,  reported  the  bill  with 
but  one  dissenting  vote.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has 
Indicated  that  he  appeared  before  the  Judiciary  Committee 
of  the  Senate.  I  listened  to  his  very  stirring  appeal  that 
no  action  be  taken  upon  the  bill,  but  every  member  of  the 
committee  present,  and  all  were  present  except  one.  voted 
that  the  bill  should  be  taken  up  for  consideration  at  as  early 
a  date  as  possible.  Certainly  the  action  of  the  House  is  en- 
titled to  consideration.  The  vote  for  the  bill  in  the  House, 
as  I  recall,  was  nearly  three  to  one  in  its  favor,  and  the 
action  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  supported 
the  action  of  the  House. 
BIT.  HATCH.  WUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  KINO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  It  occurs  to  rae  that  the  Senator  from  Utah 
Is  about  to  conclude.  Before  he  does,  in  order  that  Senators 
may  know  what  is  in  the  committee  print,  does  the  Senator 
from  Utah  think  it  would  b(  a  good  idea  to  send  to  each 
Senator  a  copy  of  the  committee  print  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  referred  and  who  recommended  each  Senator 
to  study  it  very  carefully? 

Mr.  KINO.  I  assvune  most  Senators  are  familiar  with 
the  Logan  bill  which  passed  the  Senate  and  was  restored 
to  the  Calendar,  and  also  that  this  bill  is  substantially  the 
same:  however.  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the  clerk  of  the 
committee  fiimish  each  Memt>er  of  the  Senate  a  copy  of 
the  committee  print.  But  as  I  have  indicated,  the  com- 
mittee print  of  the  Logan-Wulter  bill  makes  no  changes  of 
any  significance  or  importance  in  the  biU  reported  by  the 
Senate  Judiciary  Committee  or  the  bill  which  passed  the 
House. 

.     Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield.   ' 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  only  reason  I  made  the  request  was 
on  account  of  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
that  there  was  something  secret  about  it,  and  I  wanted  the 
Senator  to  have  a  copy. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  do  not  think  the  Senate  was  very  much 
concerned  with  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  in  that  coruiection. 

Mr.  McCARRAN  and  Mr.  MINTON  addressed  the  Chair. 
•  The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
Srleld.  and  If  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  KINO.  I  yield  nrst  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  Pres;dent.  in  keeping  with  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  I  respectfully  sug- 
gest that  there  be  placed  in  the  hands  or  on  the  desk  of 
every  Senator  the  hearings  which  were  held  on  the  bill  by 
both  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  and  the  Ju- 
diciary Conunittee  of  the  House.  The  hearings  are  printed 
and  available.  They  sure  not  secret  in  any  respect.  I  think 
they  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  Senators,  and 
especially  in  the  hands  of  tt:ie  able  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  MiWTOMl. 
Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President 


I      Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  perhaps  no  one  paid  any 
attention  to  what  I  had  to  say  about  the  conunittee  print. 
I  iherely  stated  the  fact  that  I  did  not  know  that  there 
was  such  a  print  until  I  inquired  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch],  who  pulled  it  out  of  his  desk  and 
handed  It  to  me.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  there  is 
any  secrecy  about  It.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  intended  to  send  us  a  copy 
of  the  print,  but  I  think  that  he  will  admit  that  we  are 
entitled  to  it,  and  that  we  ought  to  have  it  in  order  that 
we  may  know  what  the  committee  has  done  about  the  bill. 
However,  we  did  not  receive  it,  and  did  not  know  about  it, 
and  it  came  out  in  the  course  of  remarks  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  this  afternoon  that  the  committee  did  have  a 
print  which  at  some  time  or  other  it  intended  to  submit  to 
the  Senate.  I  submit  that  all  I  did  was  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a  print  which  none 
of  us  had  ever  seen  or  heard  about. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  repeat  what  I  said  a  moment 
ago.  The  print  contains  only  a  few  unimportant  amend- 
ments dealing  largely  with  what  might  be  said  to  be  gram- 
matical construction.  In  my  opinion  there  is  no  change  of 
substance  in  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
see  that  the  able  Senator  from  Indiana  receives  as  many 
copies  of  the  bill  as  he  desires,  and  all  other  Senators  will 
have  copies  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  My  friend  from  New  Mexico  advised  me  of 
a  very  Important  amendment,  which  the  committee  has  in 
the  print.  As  I  understand,  it  takes  care  of  one  of  the  most 
serious  objections  to  the  bill — if  it  is  in  the  print.  I  hope 
it  is.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  told  me  it  was.  Up 
to  this  time  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  examine  the 
print,  but  I  hope  that  the  important  amendment  which  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  says  is  in  it  is  there.  If  it  ia» 
it  is  not  a  pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  frcwn  Indiana  that 
the  amendment  to  which  he  refers  is  in  the  print,  and  It 
will  be  offered  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  furtner 
yield? 

Mr.  KINO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  coa- 
slder  that  amendment  to  be  a  pro  forma  amendment? 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  KINO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  From  my  standjwint  it  is  not  a  pro  forma 
amendment,  but  I  happen  to  know  the  construction  placed 
upon  the  language  by  the  Senator  from  Utah.  He  considers 
that  the  first  clause,  providing  for  review  of  decisions  which 
are  clearly  erroneous,  is  a  mere  restatement  of  the  second 
clause,  which  provides  for  review  In  cases  in  which  there  is  a 
failure  to  have  substantial  evidence.  From  the  viewpoint  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah — with  which  I  happen  not  to  agree — 
the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  exactly  correct; 
and  from  the  standpoint  of  his  interpretation,  it  is  merely  a 
pro  forma  amendment.    I  do  not  consider  it  as  such. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  having  been 
a  judge,  I  pay  considerable  attention  to  his  interpretation 
of  the  law.  I  myself  have  had  some  little  judicial  experience, 
and  my  interpretation  of  the  provision  in  question  is  not  in 
harmony  with  that  of  the  able  Senator. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  am  siu^  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  de- 
lighted to  hear  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  MnrroN]  say 
that  the  amendment  removes  one  very  grave  objection  which 
he  had  to  the  bill.  No  doubt  the  Senator  from  Utah  hopes, 
as  I  do,  that  when  the  Senator  from  Indiana  r^ds  the  bill 
as  it  has  been  amended,  he  will  support  it  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate. 


Mr.  KINO.  As  stated  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico, 
In  my  opinion  the  amendment  is  not  substantial.  It  is 
merely  a  clarification,  and  the  bill  itself  carries  out  the  spirit 
of  the  proposed  amendment,  and  in  my  view  also  the  letter 
ct  the  proposed  amendment. 

I  repeat  what  I  said  a  moment  ago,  that  the  amendments 
are  largely  of  a  clarifying  nature;  and  the  bill  which  Senator 
Logan  gave  to  the  country  is  substantially  the  measure  which 
is  before  us.  In  my  opinion,  those  who  respect  his  judgment, 
his  knowledge  of  the  law.  and  his  interpretation  of  the  Consti- 
tution and  the  constitutional  rights  of  the  American  people 
will  be  glad  to  see  the  Walter-Logan  bill  enacted  into  law. 

Mr.  President.  I  ought  to  say  that,  contrary  to  the  indica- 
tions of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  B.vbkley] — because 
he  did  not  know  the  facts — in  the  House  there  were  extensive 
hearings,  and  representatives  of  more  than  seven  of  the  exec- 
utive departments  appeared  and  gave  their  views  In  regard 
to  the  bill  So  it  received  full  consideration  not  only  at  the 
hands  ot  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  Members  of  the 
House,  but  at  the  hands  of  many  agencies  of  the  Ctovemment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BAR.KTiKY.  I  wish  merely  to  say  that  the  repre- 
sentations of  the  heads  at  departments  were  received  largely 
In  the  form  of  letters  which  were  printed  as  a  part  of  the 
hearings,  but  the  letters  were  received  by  the  Committee 
after  the  hearings  were  closed. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  think  that  the  Senator  has  accurate 
Information  in  regard  to  this  matter.  The  hearings  before 
the  House  committee,  and  I  have  referred  to  them,  disclose 
that  a  number  of  witnesses  testified,  and  that  representa- 
tives of  various  agencies  appeared  before  the  committee.  I 
have  referred  to  that  matter  earlier  in  these  brief  remarks. 
I  repeat  that  fxill  oppcutimity  was  given  to  representatives 
of  the  Government  to  present  their  views  with  respect  to 
the  bill.  Tbe  House  Judiciary  Ccnnmlttee  was  desirous  of 
obtaining  full  information  concerning  the  measure  and  to 
ascertain  the  views  of  officials  in  the  administrative  agencies 
of  the  Government :  and  I  know  that  Senator  Logan  was 
desirous  of  obtaining  full  Information  concerning  the  meas- 
ure which  he  introduced,  and  sought  the  views  of  various 
officials  in  the  Government 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barklet]  assigned  as  a 
reason  for  delaying  consideration  of  the  bill  that  Mr.  Ache- 
aon.  at  the  request  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  was  making 
a  study  of  Federal  agencies  and  their  procediu-e.  A  num- 
ber of  monographs  have  been  submitted  by  the  young  men 
who  have  been  appointed  to  make  this  study;  and,  without 
desiring  to  be  critical.  I  respectfully  submit  that  they  afford 
but  little  information,  and  certainly  could  not  be  employed 
as  the  basis  for  legislation  aimed  at  the  protection  of 
American  citizens  against  arbitrary  and  illegal  action  by 
administrative  agencies. 

Mr.  Caldwell,  in  his  recent  study  of  the  survey  and  report 
made  by  these  young  men  of  one  of  the  Federal  agencies, 
states.  In  effect,  that  their  studies  of  the  procedure  and  con- 
duct of  that  agency  rather  indicated  a  purpose  to  justify  the 
procedure  of  the  agency  than  to  furnish  a  fair  and  impartial 
analysis.  Certainly  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  not  to  be  denied  the  right  to  legislate  concerning 
administrative  agencies,  their  conduct,  their  rulings,  and  their 
procedure  simply  because  one  of  the  executive  departments 
has  set  up  a  committee  to  make  a  study  of  the  administrative 
conduct  of  Federal  agencies.  T^e  duty  rests  upon  the  Con- 
gress to  examine  the  agencies  which  It  creates,  and  to  ascer- 
tain whether  their  procedure  is  fair  and  impartial  In  other 
words,  it  is  the  duty  of  Congress  to  see  that  this  shall  he  a 
government  of  law  and  not  of  men.  and  that  regulations  and 
rules  promulgated  by  administrative  agencies  do  not  Infringe 
the  rights  of  individuals  and  may  not  be  employed  for  the 
purpose  of  denying  individuals  not  only  due  process  but  all 
rights  to  which  under  our  form  of  government  they  are 
entitled. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  further  take  the  time  of  the 
Senate;  but  tomorrow,  and  upon  every  appropriate  occasion. 


we  shall  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  pending 
Logan- Walter  bill  and  seek  to  have  it  considered. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  yield  to  me  for  a  moment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Sexiator  from 
Georgia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  RUSSET  J.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Louis  Cald- 
well's name  has  been  mentioned  in  connection  with  this 
matter,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
CoNGRXSsioNAL  RECORD  a  memorandum  which  Mr.  Louis  Cald- 
well, former  chairman  of  the  special  committee  on  adminis- 
trative law  of  the  American  Bar  Association,  has  written 
commenting  upon  the  Walter -Logan  bill  as  amended  by  the 
subcommittee. 

While  I  am  on  my  feet  I  wish  to  caH  attention  to  the  fact 
that,  while  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  suggested  that  prac- 
tically all  the  bar  associations  of  the  country  have  endorsed 
the  bill 

Mr.  KING.    Not  all.  but  many  of  them. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  has  been  placed  in  the  Congres- 
sional Record  a  very  able  article  written  by  a  committee  of 
the  Lawyers'  Guild  of  the  United  States,  and  also  one  by  the 
Bar  Association  of  the  city  of  New  York,  which  contains 
some  of  the  most  able  and  eminent  lawyers  of  the  coimtry, 
and  also  there  has  been  placed  in  the  Record  an  article  from 
the  Harvard  Law  Review,  written  by  Dean  James  M.  Landia 

Mr.  KING.    That  has  been  put  In  the  Record,  I  believe. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  in  the  Record;  but  I  am  merely 
calling  attention  to  that,  and  suggesting  that  Senators  who 
are  interested  in  the  discussion  of  both  sides  of  the  matter 
as  contained  in  the  committee's  report  and  in  these  other 
articles.  I  think,  would  be  well  advised  to  study  the  articles 
which  have  been  previously  printed  in  the  Record  as  well 
as  the  memorandum  I  am  now  asking  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to 
object 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Georgia 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  thought  a  imanimous-consent  request  had 
been  propounded. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  the  floor,  and  desire,  when  the 
discussion  is  ended  on  the  Walter-Logan  bill,  to  submit  a 
conference  report  on  the  agriculttiral  appropriation  bill. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Unanimous  consent  has 
been  requested  by  the  Senator  from  BLentucky,  but  the  re- 
quest has  not  been  submitted  by  the  Chair.  Pending  that, 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  continues  to  hold  the  floor,  and 
may  use  it  himself  or  jrield  to  any  Senator  he  desires. 

Mi.  BARKLEY.  I  asked  the  Senator  to  yield  in  order 
that  I  might  make  the  request,  and  I  should  like  to  have  it 
passed  on. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to  object. 
In  view  of  what  has  been  said  about  the  bill  and  the  amend- 
ments, will  not  the  Senator  ask  to  have  Included  in  his  request 
the  printing  in  the  Record  of  a  copy  of  the  proposed  commit- 
tee print,  including  all  committee  amendments? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes;  I  include  that. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
asks  that  certain  matter  be  printed  in  the  Record,  together 
with  a  copy  of  the  committee  print  of  the  bill.  Is  there  objec- 
tion?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  Is  so  ordered. 

lifir.  RUSSET  T.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  s^eld  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  RUSSELL    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  following  the  article  by  Mr.  Caldwell  which  was 
offered  for  the  Record  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  a 
portion  of  Mr.  Caldwell's  report,  critical  of  the  monograi^ 
submitted  by  the  so-called  Attorney  General's  ccnnmittee 
dealing  with  one  of  the  Federal  acencies.  Mr.  Caldwell's 
analysis  of  the  report  Is.  In  my  opinion,  sufficient  to  justify 
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what  I  said  a  moment  ago.  that  these  monographs  or  reports 
will  be  of  but  little  value  to  Congress  in  enacting  legislation 
dealing  with  fundamental  rights  and  with  the  conduct  and 
procedure  of  administrative  agencies. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Utah 
makes  a  request  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  the  matter 
referred  to  by  him.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  Is  so  ordered. 

The  article  inserted  by  Mr.  Babklkt  is  as  follows: 
SsmsD  MnccMLUfDUic  oiv  Looah-Waltoi  Biu..  H.  R.  6324 

In  ft  memorandlun  inserted  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record,  jiage 
2123.  I  undertook  an  analysis  of  the  Logan-Walter  bill  substan- 
tially In  the  form  in  which  it  passed  the  House  on  that  day. 
Since  then  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  has  proposed  a  niim- 
ber  of  amendments.  The  amendments  do  not.  in  my  opinion, 
affect  th«  conclusions  expressed  or  remedy  tbe  defects  pointed 
out  in  my  memorandum.  Nevertheless,  to  meet  possible  claims 
to  th«  cootnuy.  I  haTe  prepared  this  reanalysls  of  the  bill 
on  the  basis  of  the  most  recent  reylslon  as  set  forth  in  Com- 
mltte*  Print  No.  2  of  H.  R.  6:)24.  dated  May  9.  1940.  It  neces- 
sarily InvcilTes  a  considerable  amount  of  repetition,  but  I  bave 
rearranged  the  material  and  have  elaborated  on  some  points, 
rtirthermore.  since  a  number  of  maccurate  statements  have  been 
circulated  both  in  Congress  and  in  the  press  regarding  the  historical 
background  of  the  bill  in  the  American  Bar  Association,  I  have 
deemed  it  appropriate  to  advert  to  certain  aspects  of  the  bill's 
early  history. 

The  fact  that  at  this  late  date  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee 
has  uncovered  a  need  for  some  40  amendments  should  be  sxiffl- 
clent  answer  to  assertions  that  the  bill  has  never  been  subjected 
to  the  prerequisite  study,  care  In  drafting,  and  hearings  called  for 
by  the  Importance  and  complexity  of  the  subject  matter.  Not- 
withstanding these  amendments,  however,  the  bill  Is  still  replete 
with  flaws,  ambiguities,  and  even  Incongruities,  not  merely  In 
minor  respects  but  In  matters  of  major  Importance.  The  defects 
are  Just  as  conspicuoiis  from  the  viewpoint  of  those  who  hope 
the  bill  will  curb  so-called  administrative  absolutism  as  from  the 
viewpoint  of  those  who  fear  It  will  impair  governmental  efficiency. 

Adeqviately  to  appreciate  the  significance  and  effect  of  the  bill's 
provisions.  It  must  be  realized  that  It  Is  really  a  combination  of 
two  bills  dealing  with  fundamentally  different  governmental  tuixc- 
Uoas: 

(1)  to  regulate  Pederal  administrative  agencies  in  the  making  of 
rules  and  regulations,  in  other  words,  their  quasi-legislative  (unc- 
tions, and 

(2)  to  regulate  Federal  administrative  agencies  In  the  determina- 
tion of  particular  controversies,  in  other  words,  their  quasi- 
Judicial   ftmctlons. 

The  bill  also  contains  a  section  devoted  to  definitions  and  a 
section  devoted  to  exceptions  and  reservations,  both  of  which  are, 
in  general,  applicable  to  the  two  portions  of  the  bill. 

Section  1  of  the  bill,  devoted  to  deflnltions,  Itself  Justlfles  sep- 
arate and  extended  consideration,  particularly  with  respect  to  the 
definitions  of  "agency."  "Independent  agency."  "decision."  and 
"controversy."  They  provide  the  framework  of  the  bill  and 
determine  Its  dimensions,  e.  g..  the  kind  and  character  of 
agencies  subjected  to  its  requirements,  the  kinds  of  functions 
and  activities  of  these  agencies  which  must  conform  to  the  new 
procedures  Fpeclfled.  and  the  scope  of  Judicial  review  of  their 
decisions.  In  a  bill  attempting  in  a  few  sections  to  embrace  so 
wide  a  territory,  clarity,  and  certainty  of  definition  are  pecxiliarly 
BSesasary.  Unfortunately,  both  in  themselves  and  when  read 
with  later  sections  in  the  bill,  these  definitions  almost  defy  an- 
alysis, exhibit  an  extreme  carelessness  in  drafting,  lead  to  bizarre 
and  contradictory  results,  reveal  a  marked  disregard  of  the  facts 
and  the  existing  law  relating  to  the  administrative  process,  and 
at  best  will  require  a  long  process  of  Judicial  Interpretation  before 
they  can  be  said  to  make  sense.  To  a  large  extent  they  even 
nullify  the  accomplishment  of  the  principal  purposes  ascribed  to 
the  bill  by  Its  proponents.  Space  will  not  permit  a  detailed  dissec- 
tion of  thoee  deflnltions  but  the  more  important  will  be  examined 
under  the  appropriate  headings  below. 

I.  AGMHcaa  covnuD  bt  thx  biix 

To  determine  what  Federal  administrative  agencies  are  within  the 
scope  of  the  bill  we  must  consult  the  definitions  in  section  1  and  the 
exceptions  contained  in  section  7  (b).  Let  us  consider  the  excep- 
tions first. 

Exceptions:  A  large  number  of  agencies  and  independent  agencies 
are  exempted  from  the  bill  by  section  7  (b),  which,  for  convenience, 
is  reprinted  in  a  footnote.'    Justification  can  be  readily  foxind  for  a 


*  "Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall  apply  to  or  affect  any  matter 
concerning  or  relating  to  the  Military  or  Naval  Establishments;  the 
F>ederal  Reserve  Board,  the  Office  of  Uie  Comptroller  of  the  Cur- 
rency: the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation.  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Board.  National  Mediation  Botuxl.  National  Railroad  Adjust- 
ment Board,  the  Interstate  Commerce  Conmxisslon.  the  Civil  Service 
Commission,  all  Federal  lending  agencies,  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission: the  Department  of  State:  the  Department  of  Justice;  or 
any  matter  concerning  or  relating  to  the  internal-revenue,  customs. 
patent,  trade-mark,  copyright,  personnel,  or  longshoremen  and  iiar- 


few  of  the  exemptions,  such  as  the  Military  and  Naval  Establish- 
ments and  the  conduct  of  foreign  relations  by  ttie  Department  of 
State.  Otherwise  the  exemptions  are  not  supported  by  any  logic 
whatsoever.  The  exclusion  of  such  agencies  as  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Conunission  cannot  be 
reconciled  with  the  inclusion  of  the  Federal  Communications  Com- 
mission, the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Commission,  the  administration  of  the  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards Act,  the  United  States  Maritime  Conunission.  the  National 
labor  Relations  Board,  the  Veterans'  Administration,  and  many 
others.* 

In  origin,  the  exemptions  are  readily  explainable.  The  original 
list  of  exemptions  In  the  bill  as  presented  to  the  American  Bar 
Association  by  Its  special  conamlttee  on  administrative  law  at  the 
Kansas  City  meeting  In  September  1937,  was.  In  the  main  and  with 
certain  exceptions,  composed  of  those  agencies  which  liad  been 
sufficiently  vigilant — through  their  repreesntatlves  and  their  respec- 
tive bars — to  watch  the  committee's  progress,  had  protested  lou^lly 
enough,  and  had  threatened  to  oppose  approval  of  the  bill  by  the 
asBOCiaticn.  The  list  gradually  grew  in  size  as  other  agencies  became 
informed  and  registered  their  opposition  at  that  and  later  meetings 
of  the  association.  For  the  most  part,  therefore,  tbe  exemptions 
were  accorded  simply  by  a  logrolling  process  within  the  American 
Bar  Association,  to  secure  its  approval  by  disarming  those  persons 
who.  by  reason  of  their  expert  knowledge  and  experience,  were  best 
qualified  to  lurqualnt  the  membership  with  the  bill's  deflclencies. 
The  Federal  Trade  Commission  secured  Its  exemption  after  tlie  bill 
had  been  introduced  in  Congress  and  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
has  been  added  by  an  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee. 

The  phraseology  of  some  of  the  exemptions  will  not  twar  close 
scrutiny  but.  in  order  not  unduly  to  extend  this  memorandum.  I 
shall  pass  over  such  matters  of  detail.' 

This  Is  difficult  to  reconcile  with  section  4  (e)  which  Imposes  a 
1-year  statute  of  limitations  and  which  is  discussed  later  In  the 
memorandimi. 

The  agencies  covered:  Having  noted  the  exceptions,  we  must 
turn  to  the  definitions  In  section  1  to  determine  what  Federal 
administrative  agencies  are  affirmatively  covered.  The  important 
definitions  are  found  in  clauses  (2).  (3).  and  (4),  which,  for 
convenience,  are  reprinted  In  a  footnote.* 

Passing  over  for  the  moment  the  subdivision  of  agencies  into 
two  classes,  we  first  note  from  the  definition  of  "administrative 
officers"  that  apparently  the  drafters  of  the  bill  Intended  to  exempt 
the  President  of  the  United  States.  This  definition,  however,  is 
the  only  place  in  which  the  term  "administrative  officers"  appears 
In  the  entire  bill.  If  the  bill  be  read  literally,  the  definition  is 
interesting  as  an  expression  of  Its  authors'  views,  but  that  is  all. 
The  deflnltions  of  "agency"  and  "Independent  agency"  contain  no 
corresponding  exception,  and  section  7  (b),  containing  the  list  of 
exemptions,  does  not  mention  the  President. 

Congress  has,  from  time  to  time,  reposed  a  larger  number  of 
administrative  functions,  both  quasi  legislative  and  quasi  Judicial, 
in  the  President,  tisually  accompanied  with  authority  to  sub- 
delegate  tbe  functions  to  single  officials  or  boards  either  already 
existing  or  to  tie  newly  established  by  him.  Even  if  the  bill  he 
construed  to  exempt  the  President,  It  Is  Impossible  to  gage  the 
status  of  agencies  to  which  he  has  partly  or  wholly  delegated 
his  functions,  sometimes  with  power  to  make  final  decisions,  some- 
times subject  to  review  by  the  President,  and  sometimes  equipped 
with  intermediate  machinery  for  administrative  review.  This  is 
only  one  of  many  Instances  of  almost  Incredible  carelessness  in 
drafting,  and  of  disregard  for  the  problems  raised  by  the  actiial 
facts. 

We  next  note  that  apparently  the  drafters  are  under  the 
impression  that  the  Independent  establishments.  Including  the 
General  Accounting  Office  and  such  conunlssions  as  the  Federal 


bor  workers*  laws;  or  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreements  Act  of 
1937  and  any  act  supplemental  thereto  or  amendatory  thereof:  or 
any  case  where  the  aggrieved  party  may  be  dissatisfied  with  a  grad- 
ing service  In  connection  with  the  purchase  or  sale  of  agricultural 
products.  Sees.  2  and  3  of  this  act  siiail  not  apply  to  the  General 
Accounting  Office.  No  right  of  review  hereunder  shall  be  exercised 
during  the  construction  of  any  public  building  or  public-works 
project  as  to  any  decision,  ruling,  or  order  made  with  reference  to 
the  prosecution  of  the  work." 

»One  agency,  the  General  Accounting  Office,  is  exempted  from 
sees.  2  and  3  of  the  bill  (having  to  do  with  the  rule-making 
function).    It  Is  the  only  agency  thtis  treated. 

•As  an  example,  the  last  sentence  In  section  7  (b)  provides: 

"•  •  •  No  rljrht  of  review  hereunder  shall  be  exercised  during 
the  construction  of  any  public-building  or  public-works  project  as  to 
any  decision,  ruling,  or  order  made  with  reference  to  the  prosecution 
of  the  work." 

*"(2)  'Administrative  officers'  means  officers  and  employees  In 
the  executive  branch,  except  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

"(3)  'Agency'  means  any  department,  independent  establish- 
ment, administration,  corporation,  or  other  subdivision  of  the 
executive  branch  of  the  United  States  Government  with  one  chief 
officer  as  the  immediate  head  thereof. 

"(4)  'Independent  agency'  means  any  board,  commission,  au- 
thority, corporation,  or  other  subdlvUlon  of  the  executive  branch 
of  the  United  States  Government  with  two  or  more  officers  at  the 
head  thereof  as  board,  commission,  or  other  members." 
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Oommtmleatlons  CSommlsslon.  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Oom- 
misslon.  the  Civil  Aeronautics  AuthMlty,  simI  the  National  LAbor 
Relations  Board,  are  subdivisions  "of  the  executive  branch  of  the  . 
United  Stat«s  Oovenunent."  *  Ihls  will  t>e  news  to  the  agencies,  ' 
to  Congress,  and  to  the  Supreme  Ootirt  of  the  United  States. 
The  latter  has  held  in  unequivocal  language  that  the  independent 
commissions  are  not  part  of  the  executive  branch,  saying,  with 
reference  to  the  Federal  Trade  Oommission: 

"Such  a  body  cannot  in  any  proper  sense  be  characterised  as 
an  arm  or  an  eye  of  the  executive.  Its  duties  are  performed 
without  executive  leave,  and.  in  the  contemplation  of  the  statute, 
must  bs  free  from  executive  control.  *  *  *  To  the  extent 
that  it  exercises  any  executive  function — as  distinguished  from 
executive  power  In  the  constitutional  sense — it  does  so  In  the 
discharge  and  effectuation  of  its  quasi-legislative  or  quasi -Judicial 
powers,  or  as  an  agency  of  the  legislative  or  Judicial  departments 
of  the  Government."  • 

Whether  the  bill,  if  psssed  in  its  present  form,  would  ultimately 
be  construed  as  required  by  the  literal  wording  of  the  deflnltions. 
or  in  the  light  of  tbe  drafters'  intention,  is  anyone's  guess.  It  la 
distinctly  open  to  a  construction  conflnlng  its  requirements  to 
agencies  which  ars  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
Kw^  not  extending  to  any  Independent  establishment.  This  is 
an<Hhfr  Inrt*"*^  of  almost  incredible  carelsesncss  in  drafting, 
coupled  with  disregard  for  well-settled  law. 

The  subdivision  of  agencies  into  two  classes:  Tbe  bill  proceeds 
on  the  naive  assumption  that  all  Federal  administrative  agencies 
may  be  simply  and  categorically  subdivided  into  two  classes: 

(a)  "Agencies."  that  is,  est*blishments  having  one  chief  offlcer 
M  the  immr^*'*^  head,  and 

(b)  "Independent  agenclea."  that  Is,  establishments  "with  two 
or  more  officers  at  the  head  thereof." 

Both  classes  are  made  subject  to  that  portion  of  the  bin  (sees.  9 
and  9)  regulating  the  quasi -legislative  fuiu;tions  and,  to  that  ex- 
tent, the  distinction  is  tinimportant.  The  distinction  becomes 
vitally  in^xjrtant  in  the  other  portion  of  the  bill  (sees.  4.  S.  and  6) 
regulating  the  qiiasl- Judicial  functions,  since,  as  later  pointed  out. 
very  different  procedures  are  provided  for  the  two  classes. 

The  attempted  distinction  raises  iMflllng  questions.  Tliere  are 
important  instances  In  the  administrative  process  where,  purstiant 
to  express  statutory  provision  or  tuider  regulations  directly  author- 
iaed  by  Congress,  decisions  are  first  made  by  one  "agency"  and 
then  are  subject  to  review  by  an  "independent  agency,"  or  vice 
versa,  before  there  is  any  right  of  Judicial  review.  For  example, 
decisions  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  (through  the  bureau 
known  as  the  Commodity  Exchange  Administration)  refusing  to 
designate  a  board  of  trade  as  a  contract  market,  may  be  appealed 
to  the  Commodity  Exchange  Commission,  under  specific  provUlon 
in  section  6  (a)  of  the  Commodity  Excliange  Act.  What  does  the 
distinction  mean  as  applied  to  the  many  Instances  in  which 
agencies,  both  single-headed  and  multi-headed,  have  been  estab- 
lliSied  within  the  departments,  subject  to  degrees  of  control  or 
review  by  the  head  of  the  department,  varying  from  complete  su- 
pervision down  to  supervision  limited  to  budgetary  matters,  with 
many  shades  of  variation  between  the  two  extremes?  Are  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administrator  and  the  Civil  Aeroiuiutlcs  Au- 
thority to  be  governed  lespectively  by  the  two  entirely  different 
procedures  specified  in  section  4  of  the  bill?  Riddles  of  this  sort 
can  be  multiplied  but  the  foregoing  will  suffice  to  show  that  the 
attempted  subdivision  is  not  the  simple  operation  envisaged  by 
the  drafters  of  the  bill. 

n.  THX  KOtx-UAMJxa  ruircrxoir 

Sections  2  and  8  of  the  bUl  have  to  do  with  the  quasl-leglslatlve 
or  rule-making  functions  of  Federal  administrative  agencies,  both 
of  the  single-headed  and  the  multi-headed  types.  The  definition 
of  what  constitutes  the  rule-making  function  covered  by  these 
sections  Is  not  free  of  difficulties  in  interpretations,'  but  for  present 
purposes  the  apparent  intention  of  the  drafters  to  incltide  all  reg- 
ulations of  general  application  will  be  accepted. 

"(1)  'Administrative  rules'  includes  rules,  regulations,  orders,  and 
amendments  thereto  of  general  application  Issued  by  officers  in 
the  executive  branch  of  the  United  States  Government  interpreting 
the  terms  of  statutes  they  are  respectively  charged  with  admin- 
istering." 

There  are  many  kinds  of  rules  and  regulations  promulgated  by 
VMeral  administrative  agencies,  procedural  and  substantive.  It 
baa  ordinarily  been  considered  \yy  textbook  writers  that  regulations 
"Inteipretatlng  the  terms  of  statutes" — L  e..  interpretive  regulations 
such  as  those  issued  by  the  Bureau  erf  Internal  Revenue — constitute 
only  one  of  a  number  of  classes,  and  if  this  prove  to  be  the 
correct  interpretation  of  the  bill,  many  Imjwrtant  kinds  of  regu- 
lations having  the  force  and  effect  of  law  are  not  covered  by  the 
definition.  Notice  that  this  definition,  like  the  others  already  dls- 
cnased.  betrays  the  illusion  of  the  drafters  that  all  independent 
establishments,  such  as  the  independent  commissions,  are  "in  tbe 
executive  branch  of  the  United  States  Government."    Notice,  also. 


■8m  the  deflnltions  of  "agency"  and  "independent  agency,"  quoted 
iB  tha  preceding  footnote. 

•Rathbum  v.  United  SUUes,  2&6  U.  8  602.  at  p.  628. 

TOne  trouble  is  that  the  term  is  defined  twice,  once  in  see.  1, 
clatise  1.  and  again  in  sec.  2,  and  the  two  definitions  are  not  the 
same.    Clause  1  of  sec.  1  <*>"t^'"«  the  following  definition: 
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that  the  definition  uses  the  term  "oflleera  in  the  executive  branch" 
to  descrltie  the  rule-making  agency. 

Section  2.  however,  refers  to  "ageiicy"  and  "independent  agency* 
as  the  authorities  who  Issue  "admlnlstraUve  rules. "  and  qtiallfles 
or  changes  the  definition  by  the  description  "rules  implementing 
or  filling  in  the  details  of  any  statute  afleetii^  the  rtghu  oC  persons 
or  property." 

The  Importance  of  the  rule-making  function  in  the  operaUon  at 
the  Federal  Government  U  shown  by  the  fact  that  there  are  ap- 
proximately 1300  separate  instances  in  the  federal  statutes  in 
which  power  to  issue  regulations  having  the  force  and  effect  of  law 
is  delegated  to  administrative  agencies.*  Tbeae  \nKK*r\m*  cover  a 
wide  variety  of  subjects,  are  kaleidoscopic  in  character,  and  range 
in  importance  from  trivial  matters  to  matters  involving  heavy 
criminal  penalties  and  damages  and  punishments  consisting  of 
revocation  or  suspension  of  licenses.  Some  idea  of  the  bulk  of 
regulations  issued  pursuant  to  statutory  authority  and  in  effect 
today  may  be  gathered  from  the  series  of  volumes  now  in  ootirse  of 
publicaUon  by  the  Division  of  the  Federal  Register  in  The  National 
Archives.  Seven  large  printed  books  averai^ng  over  1,000  pagea 
each  have  already  appeared,  covering  20  out  of  a  projected  total  of 
60  titlea.  with  many  of  the  more  volumlnotas  titles  (e.  g..  the  Postal 
Service)  stUl  to  be  covered.  When  completed.  It  has  been  estimated, 
tbe  project  will  total  some  ao  or  26  large  books.  The  extent  to 
which,  almost  dally,  extensive  additions  are  made  to  the  bulk  may 
be  i^ypreciated  by  reference  to  the  Federal  Register,  which  has 
averaged  about  3;000  large  three-coltimn  pages  in  anall  type  each 
year  (including,  however,  much  material  not  ooosistlnc  of  ragula- 
tlons). 

In  most  Instances  Obngreas  has  not  subjected  the  exercise  of  theee 
rule-making  powers  to  any  procedural  requirements  or  to  any  direct 
Judicial  review  (although,  at  course,  the  validity  of  a  regulation  may 
be  questioned  in  any  proceeding  In  which  the  regulation  is  sought 
to  be  spplled).  In  a  very  few  Instances,  involving  special  oonsld- 
erations.  notice  and  bearing  have  been  prescribed  by  statute. 

Section  2  (a)  of  the  bill  proposes  to  make  publication  of  notice  and 
a  public  hearing,  to  be  held  not  lees  than  10  days  tiiereafter,  pre- 
requisite to  the  issuance  of  any  "administrative  rule."  any  amend- 
naent  or  modification  thereof,  or  any  supplement  thereto.  It  re- 
quires publication  of  the  niles  or  amendments  in  the  Federal 
Register  within  10  days  after  approval  by  the  agency,  and  spedflsa 
that  they  "shall  not  become  effective  until  such  publication,  except 
when  the  President  declares  that  a  public  emergency  exists."  In 
other  words,  put>ilcation  of  notice  and  pul>Uc  hearing,  with  a  mini- 
mum delay  of  more  than  10  days,*  are  required  in  all  cases  before 
any  regulation  or  amendment  can  t>ecome  effective.  Publication 
thereafter  Is  also  required  in  all  cases  except  where  the  President 
declares  the  existence  of  an  emergency. 

In  addition,  under  sec.  2  (c)  all  existing  "administrative  rules" 
wtiich,  on  the  date  of  the  approval  of  the  bill,  have  been  In  force 
for  a  period  of  less  than  3  years,  must  for  a  period  of  1  year,  on 
the  petition  and  request  of  "any  person**  substantially  interested 
in  the  effects"  thereof,  ije  subjected  to  public  notice  and  public 
hearing,  to  determine  whether  they  should  be  "continued  in  force, 
modified,  or  rescinded."  " 

Does  this  mean  that  where,  as  a  result  of  a  petition  xmder  see. 
2  (c)  to  reconsider  an  existing  rule  and  after  public  hearing  thereon, 
the  agency  decides  to  amend  the  rule,  the  agency  must  begin  all 
over  again  under  sec.  2  (a)  with  publication  of  noUoe  and  public 
hearing? 

Section  8  of  the  bill  confers  upon  "any  person  substantially  in- 
terested in  the  effects  of  any  administrative  rule"  the  right  to 
appeal  to  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  "within  30  days  from  the  date  any  approved  administra- 
tive ra\e  is  published  in  the  Federal  Register,  to  hear  and  deter- 
mine whether  any  such  rule  issued  or  continued  In  force  in  ac- 
cordance with  section  2  of  this  act  is  in  conflict  with  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  or  the  statute  under  which  Issued.  No 
rule  shall  l>e  held  Invalid  except  for  violation  of  the  Constitution 
or  for  conflict  with  a  statute  or  for  lack  of  authority  conferred 
upon  the  agency  issuing  it  by  the  statute  or  statutes  pursuant  to 
which  it  was  issued  or  for  failure  to  comply  with  section  2  of  this 
act."» 


•61  A.  B.  A.  Rep.  (1936)  760.  Tills  count,  which  was  made 
directly  from  the  statutes  as  of  January  1,  1935.  by  my  associate, 
Mr.  Donald  C.  Beelar,  of  the  District  of  Coliimbla  bar.  is  believed 
to  be  correct  as  of  that  date,  although  there  are  inevitable  differ- 
ences of  opinion  as  to  what  constitute  separate  instances  of  such 
delegation.  Another  count  made  by  him.  based  on  regulations 
Issued  March  11,  1936,  by  the  Division  of  the  Federal  Register,  in- 
dicated that  there  were,  as  of  that  date.  115  Federal  agencies  having 
such  authority,  contained  in  964  separate  statutory  provisions  and 
71  Executive  orders  and  proclamations  (ibid.,  p.  783).  Wliatever 
be  the  correct  total,  it  is  enormous. 

*Sec.  1,  clause  6.  defines  "days"  to  mean  "calendar  days  exclusive 
of  Sundays  and  national  holidays." 

»In  sec.  1,  the  word  "jjerson"  is  defined  as  Including  "Individuals, 
corporations,  partnerships,  or  other  organizations."  What  is  meant 
by  "other  organizations"? 

^  Sec.  2  (c)  further  provides  "all  amendments  of  such  rules  shall 
be  m  accordance  with  the  procedure  provided  in  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section." 

"  Note  the  inconsistencies  in  grounds  for  review  In  the  two  con- 
secutive sentences  in  tbe  above. 
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Prestimably.  ftctlons  of  the  airency  under  both  section  3  (•)  and 
sectton  ^  (c)  are  subject  to  tbls  right  of  appeal. 

The  court  may  order  "the  taking  of  such  evidence  as  shall  be  ma- 
terial and  relevant  thereto."  Its  power  Is  limited  to  the  rendering 
of  a  declaratory  Judgment  holding  the  rule  valid  or  Invalid.  If  the 
rule  Is  held  Invalid,  It  shall  not  "thereafter  have  any  force  or 
effect." '»  The  section  then  proceeds  to  stipulate  that  nothing 
therein  contained  "shall  prevent  the  determination  of  the  validity 
or  invalidity  of  any  rule  which  may  be  involved  in  any  svilt  or  re- 
view of  an  administrative  decision  or  order  in  any  court  of  the 
United  States  as  now  or  hereafter  authorized  by  law." 

Section  3  (b)  is  of  such  anomaloiis  and  novel  character  that  It  Is 
quoted  In  full: 

"(b)  Administrative  rules  under  all  statutes  hereafter  enacted 
shall  be  Issued  as  herein  provided  within  1  year  after  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  the  statute,  subject  to  the  adoption  thereafter  of 
further  rtiles  from  time  to  time  as  provided  in  this  act." 

It  Is  this  subsection  which  presumably  Is  tiae  basis  for  the  claim 
widely  made  by  proponents  of  the  blU  that  it  provides  a  msthod 
by  which  businessmen  and  labor  organizations  can  find  out  in  ad- 
vance what  a  particular  statute  affecting  them  actually  means  or 
what  the  administrative  officers  think  it  means. 

In  my  opinion,  sections  2  and  3  of  the  bill,  in  addition  to  their 
deficiencies  in  phraseology,  are  unwise  and  unsound,  and  should 
not  be  enacted  into  law.  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  The  sections  Impose  drastic  procedural  restrictions  with  re- 
spect to  functions  as  to  which  there  is  no  substantial  or  prevalent 
evil  or  complaint.  On  the  whole,  the  procedvire  of  Federal  adminis- 
trative agencies  In  adopting  regulations  has  given  general  satis- 
faction. This  includes  agencies  such  as  the  Federal  Communica- 
tions Commission  which  otherwise  have  been  subjected  to  wide- 
spread criticism.  True,  regulations  are  occasionally  adopted  which 
are  unwise  or  too  harsh,  but  this  is  not  the  fault  of  the  procedure 
but  of  the  wisdom  or  philosophy  of  the  agency.  Those  regula- 
tions which  have  evoked  the  greatest  criticism  have  \isually  been 
attended  by  elaborate  public  hearings.  Witness  the  so-called  cen- 
sorship regulation  (since  suspended)  of  the  Federal  Communica- 
tions Conunlsslon  in  Its  rules  governing  international  broadcast- 
ing. Its  reg\ilatlon  forbidding  clear-channel  broadcast  stations  to 
use  power  greater  than  50  kilowatts,  and  its  regulation  having  to 
do  with  commercialization  of  television. 

2.  The  overwhelming  bulk  of  regulations  do  not  require  such 
formal  procedure.  Many,  perhaps  most,  do  not  Involve  serious  con- 
troversies and  simply  arise  from  the  necessity  of  having  some  rule, 
such  as  in  the  case  of  right-hand  or  left-hand  driving.  Others  are 
better  handled  by  informal  conferences  between  the  Interested 
parties  and  the  agency's  experts,  or  by  the  traditional  Investigatory 
methods,  including  research,  investigation  in  the  field,  questlonaires, 
and  correspondence.  Usually  highly  controversial  matters  are  set 
for  public  hearing:  the  agencies  have  long  since  learned  that  this 
operates  for  their  protection  and  education  as  well  as  for  Justice  to 
the  opposing  groups.  There  probably  are  particular  kinds  of  reg- 
ulations which  always  should  have  formal  hearing  but  such  in- 
stances should  be  provided  for  specifically  by  Congress  (and  usually 
are).  The  drafters  of  the  bill  have  given  no  thought  to  its  effect  on 
procedures  already  prescribed  by  statute,  including  provisions  for 
administrative  review  of  regulations  within  the  agency. 

3.  Administrative  agencies  should  be  encouraged  to  express  their 
principles  and  policies  in  formal  regulations,  and  not  discouraged 
by  burdensome  procedural  obstacles.  A  regulation,  even  if  Imper- 
fect, is  much  better  than  a  haphazard  principle  recognized  in 
today's  decision  and  ignored  in  tomorrow's.  It  leads  to  uniform 
and  undlscrlmlnating  enforcement  and.  if  too  harsh,  Is  quickly 
modified  or  repealed.  It  makes  the  agency's  principles  easily  acces- 
sible to  the  lawyer  or  individual  wishing  to  Inform  himself.  The 
imposition  of  a  bxu-densome  procedure  irill.  in  my  estimation,  tend 
to  discourage  the  adoption  of  regulations. 

4.  The  provision  in  section  2  (b)  requiring  the  Issuance  of  regu- 
lations within  1  year  after  the  enactment  of  fut\ire  statutes,  subject 
to  the  adoption  of  further  rules  thereafter,  means  precisely  nothing. 
Any  agency  can  give  a  colorful  performance  of  this  obligation  with- 
out actually  accomplishing  anything.  No  agency  In  a  rapidly  de- 
veloping field  such  as  radio  or  aviation  can  possibly  foresee  what 
regulations  will  be  necessary  next  year  or  even  next  month. 

5.  The  bill  would  subject  certain  rule-making  powers  to  an 
Intolerable  and  frequently  fatal  delay  where  quick  or  emergency 
action  is  required.  Many  Instances  of  this  can  be  cited,  par- 
ticularly in   statutes  administered   by   the   Department   of  Agrl- 

;  culture. 

6.  It  is  difflcult  to  foresee  what  will  be  before  the  reviewing 
court  on  an  appeal.  The  review  will  not  be  worth  much  since  a 
regulation  may  be  invalidated,  not  because  it  is  unwise  or  too 
harsh,  but  only  for  conflict  with  the  Constitution  or  a  statute,  or 
for  failure  to  follow  the  prescribed  procedure.  The  determination 
will  have  to  be  more  or  less  In  vacuo.  The  tendency  will  be 
toward  requiring  that  the  full  Justification  for  the  regulation  be 
In  the  record  in  the  form  of  evidence,  confirmed  by  the  provision 
authorizing   the   reviewing   covirt   to    order    "the   taking   of   such 

"Except  to  confer  Immxinity  as  provided  in  section  2  (d)  for  a 
period  of  30  days  after  the  publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
the  "final  Judicial  determination  of  the  invalidity  of  such  rule." 
The  bin  nowhere  requires  either  the  court  or  the  agency  to  make 
BUch  publication.  Section  2  (d)  gives  a  similar  30-day  immunity 
after  an  action  by  the  agency  rescinding  a  regulation. 


evidence  as  shall  be  material  and  relevant  thereto."  This  would 
be  unfortunate  since,  in  exercising  a  legislative  function,  an 
agency  should  be  permitted  to  consult  all  legitimate  sources  of 
information.  In  making  regulations  Its  function  is  very  similar 
to  that  of  Congress  In  enacting  statutes.  Congress  n\ay.  and 
usually  does,  have  hearings  before  its  conunlttees  but  does  not.  as 
a  rule,  have  fomuil  procedure  in  such  hearings,  may  dispense  with 
hearings  whenever  advisable,  and  la  entitled  to  rely  on  Informa- 
tion obtained  from  other  sovirces. 

7.  The  reviewing  cotirt's  determination  that  a  regulation  la 
Invalid  is  necessarily  final  and  the  agency  has  no  further  recourse. 
The  reviewing  court  would  be  sitting  as  a  superior  administrative 
agency  and  its  determination  would  not  be  appealable  to  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court.  If  the  reviewing  court  holds  the 
regulation  valid,  then  its  holding  has  accomplished  nothing  since 
it  is  still  Just  as  much  open  to  attack  as  before,  by  the  usual 
methods. 

In  a  word,  sections  2  and  3  of  the  bill  subject  the  rule-making 
process  to  a  very  heavy  procedural  burden  and  the  agencies  to  an 
unjustified  impairment  of  efficient  performance  of  their  fimctions. 
I  know  of  no  evil  calling  for  so  drastic  a  measure.  Contrary  to 
claims  made  by  some  of  the  bill's  proponents,  there  is  no  corre- 
sponding statute  in  force  In  England. 

These  sections  represent  a  complete  reversal  of  position  on  the 
part  of  the  Special  Committee  on  Administrative  Law  of  the 
American  Bar  Association,  and.  to  a  considerable  extent,  on  the 
piu^  of  the  association  itself.  The  conmilttee.  which  was  estab- 
lished In  May  1933.'*  stated  In  lU  first  report,  submitted  to  the 
association  In  August  1933: 

"This  differentiation  between  quasl-leglslatlve  and  quasl-Judlclal 
functions  of  administrative  tribunals  leads  to  interesting  and  im- 
portant implications.  In  exercising  the  quasl-leglslatlve  function — 
i.  e.,  in  promulgating  regulations  governing  a  certain  subject  mat- 
ter— the  administrative  official  may  be  expected  naturally  to  con- 
form to  the  sort  of  procedure  which  has  been  found  best  adapted 
to  the  making  of  legislation.  Preliminary  hearings  may  be  held  in 
cases  where  this  is  practicable  (they  n>ay  even  be  required  by  stat- 
ute) but  they  will  resemble  the  sort  of  hearing  held  before  a  Senate 
or  House  committee  rather  than  Judicial  proceedings,  with  respect 
to  both  procedure  and  legal  effect.  When  a  regulation  is  adopted, 
it  is  not  to  be  expected  that  its  wisdom  or  expediency  will  be  sub- 
ject to  direct  challenge  in  the  courts  (although  it  may  be  reviewed 
by  a  superior  administrative  tribunal ) ,  but  its  validity  both  under 
the  Constitution  and  tmder  the  enabling  statute  may  be  tested 
when  it  is  applied  to  an  individual  in  a  later  quasi-Judicial  pro- 
ceeding."" *^ 

In  its  next  report,  submitted  to  the  association  in  the  summer  of 
1934,  the  committee  stated: 

"While  opinions  differ  as  to  how  far  Congress  may  or  shoxild  go 
In  delegating  legislative  power  to  the  Executive,  nearly  everyone 
concedes  that  the  necessities  of  modern  government  business  re- 
quire a  certain  amount  of  such  delegation,  partictilarly  in  the  mak- 
ing of  detailed  regulations  piirsuant  to  a  legislative  standard.  Even 
should  Congress  go  too  far  In  surrendering  its  prerogatives,  it  can 
always  repossess  them  and  thus  reestablish  an  essential  line  tem- 
porarily obsctired.  Unless  the  process  goes  further  than  it  has  gone 
to  date,  while  the  tendency  may  be  a  source  of  apprehension.  Con- 
gress remains  the  supreme  tribunal  in  the  legislative  field  and  can 
at  any  time  review  and  set  aside  legislation  that  has  been  promul- 
gated pursuant  to  delegated  authority  The  real  danger  seems 
rather  that  an  effective  exercise  of  the  power  of  Congress  to  review 
and  to  veto  will  be  made  practically  impossible  by  the  multitude 
of  imcorrelated  agencies,  the  Gargantuan  volume  of  their  legislative 
output,  the  lack  of  authenticating  formaliUes  and  of  any  trust- 
worthy source  of  information  and  the  sometimes  discriminatory 
and  uneven  enforcement  of  regulations."  " 

Among  its  tentative  conclusions  presented  In  that  report  was  the 
following: 

"(a)  Rules,  regulations,  and  other  exercises  of  legislative  power 
by  executive  or  administrative  officials  should  be  made  easily  and 
readily  available  at  some  central  office,  and  with  appropriate 
provision  for  emergency  cases,  should  tie  subjected  to  certain  re- 
quirements by  way  of  registration  and  publication  as  prerequisite 
to  their  going  into  force  and  effect."" 

This  conclusion,  together  with  others,  was  approved  by  the  asso- 
ciation by  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the  members  present  It 
was  given  effect  the  following  year  by  Congress  in  the  Federal 
Register  Act.  In  its  report  submitted  to  the  association  at  Its 
Boston  meeting  in  August  1936.  the  committee  stated,  with  refer- 

>«The  charge  sometimes  made  that  the  establishment  of  the 
committee  was  inspired  by  opposition  to  New  Deal  legislation  is 
not.  so  far  as  I  know,  based  on  fact.  It  resulted  from  stiggestions 
made  by  myself,  and  probably  others,  to  the  president  of  the 
association  In  1932  that  the  growing  Importance  of  the  field  of 
administrative  law  called  for  such  action  and  that  some  such 
committee  should  be  created  to  serve  as  a  clearing  house  or  cen- 
tralizing body  for  the  field  as  a  whole  whereas,  up  to  that  time  a 
number  of  specialized  branches  of  the  field  had  been  entr\isted  to 
separate  committees.  Including  the  standing  committee  on  com- 
munications, of  which  I  had  been  chairman  for  several  veara. 

"  58  A.  B.  A.  Rept.  410. 

"  59  A.  B.  A.  Rept.  663. 

"B»  A.B.A.  Rept.  p.  540. 


enoe  to  the  qoasft-toglslatlve  fuDctkXM  ot  Federal  administrative 
agencies: 

"Sine*  iU  principal  reoommendatlon  has  been  carried  out  by 
OoDgress,  the  committee  aubmlts  no  request  for  action  by  the 
association  this  year  in  tlkla  field  of  adminlstraUve  law.'^ 

Since  then.  Congress  haa  taken  further  steps  to  carry  out  thm 
oommittee's  original  recommenriation  by  amendments  to  the  Fed- 
eral Register  Act.  resulting,  among  other  things,  in  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  now  in  course  of  publication. 

It  was  not  untU  the  late  faU  of  1936  that  the  Special  Committee 
on  Administrative  Law  ever  considered  what  is  now  known  as  the 
Logan-Walter  bill,  or  any  of  its  precursors,  or  anything  like  them. 
At  no  stage  of  its  ezlsteoce  was  the  bill  based  on.  nor  did  it  result 
from,  the  research  cr  studies  carried  on  by  the  committee  during 
the  period  193S-M.  but.  instead,  its  provisions  were  and  are  directly 
contrary  to  the  committee's  conclusions  based  on  that  research  and 
presented  to  the  association  during  that  period.  Whatever  may  be 
the  verdict  on  the  correctness  of  the  conunlttee's  original  viewpoint, 
it  must  t>e  granted  that  it  consistently  refrained  from  expressing 
any  conclusions  or  making  any  recommendations  likely  to  interfere 
with  the  eflicient  and  thorough  performance  of  the  rule-making 
functions  of  Federal  administrative  agendea. 

ZIX.   TBS   QtTASI-^TniXCIAl.   TUVCTIOm 

This  subject,  covered  in  sections  4  to  6  of  the  bill,  leads  us  Into 
one  of  the  most  tangled  wlldwoods  I  have  ever  examined  In  pro- 
posed Federal  le^slatlon.     It  Is  a  labyrinth  of  blind  alleys. 

I  shall  attempt  to  deal  with  It  under  five  subheadings:  (I)  The 
scope  of  quasi -Judicial  determinations  covered  by  the  bill,  (2)  the 
procedure  prescribed  for  single-headed  ageiMles,  (8)  the  procedure 
eontlngently  provided  for  multlheaded  agencies,  (4)  judicial  revlev 
of  the  determinations  of  t>otta  i  Isusm  of  agency,  and  (6)  miscella- 
neous matters. 
A.  The  scope  of  ijuast-tadidat  determfnationa  covered  hy  the  bOZ 

In  part  I  of  this  memorandum  I  have  dlsriisBfid  the  difficulties  of 
Interpretation  raised  by  the  question  as  to  what  agencies  are  and 
what  agencies  are  not  covered  by  the  bill.  These  difficulties  are. 
however,  child's  play  compared  to  the  difficulties  of  interpretation 
raised  by  the  question  as  to  what  acts  or  failures  to  act  by  the  agen- 
cies are  subjected  to  the  bill's  procedural  requirements.  For  this 
purpose  we  must  first  ttim  to  the  definitions  in  clauses  (8)  and  (9) 
of  section  1.  as  follows: 

"(8)  'Decision'  means  any  affirmative  or  negative  decision, 
order,  or  act  in  specific  controversies  which  determines  the  issue 
therein  involved. 

"(9)  'Controversy*  means  any  dispute  or  disagreement  concem- 
tng  any  claim,  right,  or  obligation  for  or  against  the  United  States 
and  any  refusal  to  grant  any  license,  permit,  or  other  privilege." 

Apparently,  therefore,  a  decision  is  an  action  which  decides  a 
eontioferay.  and  It  Is  to  the  latter  term  that  we  must  first  turn 
to  ascertain  the  bill's  acape.  We  immediately  encounter  wide  and 
Irreconcilable  dlfferenoes  of  opinion  as  to  what  the  language 
means.  These  differences  In  themselves  should  give  us  pause.  It 
is  my  own  opinion  that,  hi  addition  to  shortcomings  in  other  re- 
spects, the  language  fails  to  cover  most  of  the  matters  which  ap- 
parently the  bill's  proponents  think  It  covers. 

1.  Licenses:  So  far  as  it  has  to  do  with  licenses,  a  controversy 
Is  defined  to  mean  "any  refusal  to  grant  any  license,  permit,  or 
other  privilege."  It  does  not.  therefore,  include  any  action  grant- 
ing, modifying,  revoking,  or  suspending  any  license,  permit,  or  other 
privUeffe.  The  importance  of  this  omlsBlon,  and  the  weird  results 
to  which  it  leads,  cannot  be  overstated.  The  license  system  is  one 
of  the  principal  methods  trf  Fedoitl  administrative  regulation,  and 
Is  constantly  being  extended  to  new  fields.  As  pointed  out  by 
the  Special  Committee  on  Administrative  Law  in  Its  1936  report, 
there  are  at  least  150  Instances  oS  the  system  already  on  the  Fed- 
eral statute  books  ■*  including  the  licensing  of  radio  stations  by 
the  Federal  Communications  Commtsslon,  the  licensing  of  the 
liquor  indust27  by  the  Federal  Alcohol  Administration,  the  issu- 
ance of  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  by  a  numljer  of 
agencies,  the  registration  of  national  securities  exchanges  by  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  the  designatkm  of  ccMitract 
markets  by  the  Secretary  of  Agrlctilture,  and  many  others.  An 
•eWon  of  the  Federal  Comnnmlcatlons  Commission  granting  a 
llcenae  to  A  win  frequently  injure  B,  the  licensee  of  an  existing 
station  or  an  appHcant  for  the  same  competing  privileges,  either 
^5*""  *^  interference  or  economically.  Analogotis  situations 
•rise  in  the  granting  of  certificates  of  convenience  or  necessity.  IX 
the  procedural  reform  proposed  to  the  bill  is  to  be  adopted.  It 
^woid  be  extended  to  all  Important  decisions  by  IlcensUig 
authorities. 

>■  Dlsptrtes  between  Indivldnals:  Many  disputes  are  heard  and 
deckled  by  Federal  administrative  agencies  which  do  not  oome 
wtthtn  the  description  "for  or  against  the  United  States."  They  are 
between  private  persons  or  corpwatlons  such  as  reparations  cases 
hefore  agencies  such  as  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  the 

°*1  A.  B.  A.  Rept..  p.  767.  Tint  committee  also  discussed  at 
length  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  Panama  Refining  Co. 
V.  Ryan  (293  U.  8.  388),  and  Schechter  v.  United  States  (295  U.  8. 
495),  and  criticized  the  majority  for  going  too  far  in  requiring  ad- 
ministrative agencies  to  make  findings  as  a  prerequisite  to  rule 
»— king     Ibid.,  pp.  7T8,  777-771. 
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Inderal  Oommtinlcatlons  Oormnlsston,  the  TThlted  States  Marttimt 
Oommlssion.  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under  the  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Act  and  the  Perishable  AgriciUtural  Commroditles 
Act,  and  analogous  proceedings  before  the  Federal  Power  Commls> 
sion  and  the  United  Stetes  Employees'  Compensation  Commission. 
Two  of  the  foregoing  are  exempted  frotn  the  bill,  but  the  principle 
Is  the  same  under  all. 

3.  Cease-and-desist  orders:  Does  the  phrase  "claim,  right,  wr  ob- 
ligation for  or  against  the  United  SUtes"  (which  at  best  is  dubious 
English)  include  proceedings  before  Federal  administrative  agencies 
leading  to  cease-and-desist  orders  against  various  kinds  of  unfair 
practices,  unjtist  and  unreasonable  rates  or  regulations,  unjust  or 
unreasonable  dlacrlmlnatlons,  and  similar  matters?  The  agencies 
that  conduct  s\Kh  proceedings  are  legion.  The  language  In  the 
definition,  however,  is  susceptible  of  InterpretaUon  as  applying  only 
to  such  nattters  as  claims  for  taxes  and  penalties  by  the  United 
BUtes,  or  money  claims  or  claims  for  damages  against  the  United 
States,  such  as  arise  out  of  breach  of  contract  by  a  Oovemmeni 
department  or  out  of  personal  Injury  resulting  from  being  run  over 
by  a  Oovemment  truck.  Indeed,  the  bill  indicates  that  Its  drafter* 
think  of  administrative  adjudication  largely  In  terms  of  claims 
analogous  to  those  passed  on  by  the  General  Accounting  Office  and 
the  Court  of  Claims  and,  except  for  the  wholly  inadequate  refer- 
ence to  licenses,  have  overlooked  the  procedural  needs  and  problems 
of  the  multitude  of  regulatory  agencies. 

Our  dllDculties  have  only  begun.  They  multiply  when,  after 
noting  the  delects  and  imcertainUes  Inherent  in  the  definition  of 
"controversy,"  we  attempt  to  interpret  the  definition  of  "decision." 
particularly  in  the  light  of  the  other  provisions  of  the  bill.  This 
attempt  takes  us  somewhat  ahead  of  our  story  but,  since  it  must 
be  made  at  one  Juncture  or  the  other,  it  may  as  well  be  made  at 
this  point. 

Under  section  4  (b)  of  the  bill,  a  person  who  "is  aggrieved  by  a 
decision  *•  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  any  agency" — I.  e..  an 
agency  with  one  chief  officer  at  Its  head — may  Invoke  the  procedure 
leading  to  a  hearing  before  a  three-man  intra-agency  board  ap- 
pointed by  the  head  of  the  agency.  The  use  of  the  word  "decision" 
indicates  that  a  "controversy  "  has  already  t)een  determined  by  the 
officer  or  employee;  this  Interpretation  Is  fortified  by  the  fact  that 
the  term  "administrative  appeal"  is  used  repeatedly  In  section  4  to 
refer  to  the  proceeding  before  the  three-man  board.  Section  4  (b). 
however,  proceeds  to  provide  that  the  aggrieved  person  may  Invoke 
the  procedure  by  written  notice  requesting  that  the  "controversy" 
be  referred  to  a  board  for  hearing  and  determination,  and  that 
"such  notice  shall  be  given  not  more  than  20  days  after  the  date  of 
receipt  of  a  registered  letter  notlfjrlng  him  of  the  decision,  act,  or 
failure  to  act."  » 

This  wording  leads  to  ludicrous  results.  Neither  the  agency  nor 
any  officer  or  employee  thereof  is  required  by  the  bill  to  send  a 
registered  letter  to  anyone  and  yet,  unto  the  registered  letter  is 
sent,  the  30-day  period  does  not  begin  to  nm.  On  the  other  hand, 
section  4  (e)  provides — 

"No  hearing  shall  be  permitted  before  any  agency  or  independent 
agency  seeking  affirmative  relief  against  the  United  States  con- 
cerning any  controversy  which  aroee  more  than  1  year  prior  to 
the  date  on  which  there  was  filed  with  such  agency  or  independent 
agency  a  written  reqxiest  for  such  hearing  as  provided  In  this 
section."  ■ 

What  is  meant  by  the  word  "controversy"  in  this  connection?  Is 
tt  the  "controverey"  which  was  determined  Ijy  the  "'decision"  of  the 
officer  or  employee  which  gave  rise  to  the  "administrative  appeal." 
or  another  kind  of  "controversy"  following  and  resulting  from  the 
"dectalon"? 

What,  furthermore,  is  a  "falhire  to  act"?  Does  it  inctnde  neglect 
or  failure  by  an  officer  or  employee  of  an  agency  to  take  any  action 
in  a  matter,  e.  g.,  a  neglect  or  failure  to  act  on  an  application  for 
a  radio  license?  If  It  does,  is  It  expected  that  such  officer  or  em- 
ployee will  send  anyone  a  registered  letter  confessing  his  neglect? 
If  he  does  not.  when  does  the  "controversy"  take  place  and  what 
Is  the  date  of  the  "decision"  from  which  the  "administrative  ap- 
peal" is  taken? 

Consider  the  many  situations  in  which,  either  by  statutory  re- 
quirement or  pursuant  to  regulations  authorized  by  statute,  the 
agencies  now  have  firmly  established  procedures,  consisting  of  no- 
tice to  intereeted  parties,  hearing  before  an  examiner,  or  other 
preeldlng  officer,  the  right  to  intervene,  exceptions,  oral  argument, 
and  written  decision  eottsistlng  of  findings  of  fact  and  conclxisions 
of  law,  all  prerequisite  to  the  original  determination  of  the  con- 
troversy? b  the  decision  thus  reached  the  "decision"  which  is  to 
be  subject  to  the  "administrative  appeal"?  It  must  be,  because 
ortfinarfly  such  a  decision  is  the  first  action  of  the  agency  "which 
determines  the  Issne"  Involved  In  the  specific  "controversy."  Must 
the  proceeding.  thCTi,  begin  all  over  again  at  the  instance  of  a  dis- 
satisfied ptuty  before  a  three-man  board,  only  to  come  back  to  the 


*Doe8  the  word  "decision"  in  see.  4  (b)  have  the  same  mean- 
ing M  the  term  "final  decision"  in  sec.  6  (a)?  If  not,  the  im- 
plications are  serious,  since  sec  4  (b)  may  be  construed  to  ex- 
tend to  interlocutory  matters. 

*^  Bear  in  mind  that  "deciston"  is  defined  as  "any  afflrmatlve  or 
negative  decision,  order,  or  act." 

"  The  bill  contains  no  indication  as  to  what  is  meant  by  "afllrm- 
atlve  relief  against  the  United  States."  For  additional  complica- 
tions, see  the  dosing  sentence  of  see.  7  (b^. 
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bead  of  th*  agency  again?  In  the  overwhelming  majority  of  quasl- 
Judlclal  matters  heard  and  determined  by  Federal  administrative 
agencies,  the  ttrst  decision  determining  the  Issues  Involved  must  be 
preceded  by  notice  and  hearing.  The  fallacious  theory  on  which  the 
bill  Is  premised  Is.  so  far  as  single-headed  agencies  are  concerned, 
that  the  decision  should  be  followed  by  notice  and  hearing. 

In  a  large  proportion  of  quasi  Judicial-cases  entrusted  to  Federal 
administrative  agencies,  their  original  decisions,  being  preceded 
by  notice  and  hearing,  are  directly  subject  to  Judicial  review  by 
express  statutory  provision.  Under  section  7  (a)  of  the  bill  all 
existing  rights  to  Judicial  review  are  preserved.  Suppose  that,  in  a 
controversy  before  an  agency,  there  are  two  parties,  one  of  whom 
fhooffw  to  appeal  directly  to  the  reviewing  court  and  the  other 
chooMs  to  invoke  the  procedure  provided  by  the  bill  for  an 
"administrative  appeal"  before  a  three-man  board.     Who  wins? 

So  far  we  have  considered  single-headed  agencies.  In  the  caae 
of  independent  (multl- headed)  agencies,  the  words  "controversy" 
and  "decision"  apparently  take  on  a  different  color,  although  the 
functions  performed  by  "agencies"  (e.  g.,  various  biureaus  within 
the  Departments)  and  "Independent  agencies"  (e.  g.,  the  Inde- 
pendent commissions)  are  largely  identical.  In  both  classes  many 
instancef.  will  be  found  of  determination  of  money  claims,  admin- 
istration of  license  systems,  the  entry  of  cease-and-desist  orders, 
and  oth»r  familiar  administrative  proceedings.  Yet,  under  section 
4  (d)  the  procedure  which  is  permitted  by  the  bill  begins  with  a 
"controversy  arising  out  of  the  activities  of  any  Independent 
agency,"  to  he  followed  by  a  hearing  before  an  examiner  (or  the 
Independent  agency ) .  and  ending  in  a  "decision"  by  the  inde- 
pendent agency.  With  this  difference  between  agencies  and  Inde- 
pendent agencies  m  mind.  I  invite  the  reader  to  return  to  section 
4  (e),  which  attempts  to  Impose  a  1-year  statute  of  limitations 
and  see  if  be  can  give  It  any  intelligible  meaning  as  applied  to 
both  kinds  of  agencies. 

B.  The  procedure  provided  for  single-headed  agencies 

In  part  I  of  this  memorandum  I  have  discussed  the  dlfflctiltles 
presented  by  the  bill's  subdivision  of  agencies  Into  two  classes. 
In  the  preceding  subheading  I  have  pointed  out  the  difficulties 
presented  by  any  attempt  to  fit  the  definitions  of  "controversy" 
and  "decision"  Into  sections  4  to  6.  Both  sets  of  difficulties  must 
be  kept  in  mind  In  dlsciissing  the  procedure  provided  in  section  4. 

Section  4  (a)  to  (c)  prescribes  the  procedure  for  determining 
"administrative  appeals"  before  single-beaded  agencies.  Pres\im- 
ably  these  provisions  apply  principally  (but  not  exclusively)  to  the 
10  executive  departments  of  the  Government. 

The  bill  directs  that  every  head  of  an  agency  shall,  from  time  to 
time,  designate  such  three-man.  intra-agency  boards  as  may  be 
necessary  or  desirable.  These  boards  are  to  be  designated  from 
among  the  employees  of  his  agency,  one  of  them  to  be  a  lawyer.* 
When  not  engaged  In  the  hearing  and  determination  of  "adminis- 
trative appeals."  these  employees  are  to  be  assigned  to  other  duties 
in  the  service  of  the  agency.  Employees  who  have  participated  In  a 
particular  case  or  In  the  preparation,  draft,  of  approval  of  any  rule 
involved,  may  not  sit  "in  appeal  of  the  case  or  application  of  the 
rule."  Each  such  employee  must  take  an  oath  or  affirmation  "that 
he  will  act  impartially"  and  "that  he  will  decide  such  matters  upon 
their  merits  in  accordance  with  law  and  the  evidence  presented." 
The  bill  contains  no  definition  of  "administrative  appeals"  but  it 
must  be  assumed  that  Its  meaning  Is  Intended  to  be  coextensive 
with  the  definitions  of  "decision"  and  "controversy,"  edready  dis- 
cussed. 

Procedure  may  be  invoked  by  any  person  "aggrieved  by  a  decision 
of  any  officer  or  employee  of  any  agency"  by  notice  in  writing  of 
objections  to  the  head  of  the  agency,  speclficaily  requesting  that  the 
"controversy"  be  referred  to  a  txjard.  The  objections  are  thereupon 
to  be  promptly  referred  to  such  a  board,  which  ts  to  afford  the 
aggrieved  person  "a  full  and  fair  hearing."  Any  person  "having  a 
substantial  Interest  In  the  controversy"  Is  given  the  right  to  Inter- 
vene. Within  30  days  thereafter  the  board  is  to  "make  written 
findings  of  fact  and  separate  decision  thereon  which  shall  be  subject 
to  the  written  approval,  disapproval,  or  modification  of  the  head 
Of  the  agency  concerned  or  of  such  person  as  he  shall  designate  in 
writing  to  act  for  him.  A  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  and  decision, 
showing  the  action,  if  any.  of  the  head  of  the  agency  concerned  or 
his  representative,  shaU  be  filed  in  the  agency  as  a  part  of  the 
written  record  in  the  case,  and  a  copy  shall  be  mailed  to  the  ag- 
grieved person  and  to  the  Intervenors.  if  any.  The  United  States 
^all  take  such  action  as  may  now  or  hereafter  be  provided  by  law 
•  to  enforce  the  decision  of  the  agency  unless  there  be  pending  Judi- 
cial review  thereof  as  hereinafter  provided." 

There  are  further  procedtiral  provisions.  A  provision  In  the  bill 
as  it  passed  the.  House,  covering  cases  of  emergency  where  "admin- 
istrative action  or  inaction"  may  take  place  t>efore  hearing  subject 
to  an  award  of  damages  to  the  aggrieved  person,  has  been  stricken 
In  the  amendmenu  proposed  by  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee. 
These  provisions,  however,  raise  questions  of  detail  which  may  be 
passed  over  in  this  memorandum. 

In  my  opinion  the  procedure  thus  provided  by  the  bill  Is  highly 
objectionable  for  a  numt)er  of  reasons  (in  addition  to  the  un- 
certain  scope  of  matters  covered )  : 

1.  The  bill  sets  up.  and  tends  to  perpetuate.»an  xinsound  model 
for  the  adJudlcaUon  of  administrative  controversies,  vastly  Inferior 

■  As  passed  by  the  House  the  bUl  provided  that  the  lawyer  was  to 
be  chairman.  This  requirement  has  been  eliminated  by  the  Senate 
Judiciary  Committee. 


to  what  has  already  been  provided  either  by  statute  or  regulation 
in  a  number  of  agencies.  It  may  be  conceded  that  a  doctrinaire 
separation  of  the  fvmctions  of  prosecutor  and  Judge  is  not  prac- 
ticable or  feasible  at  present  (although  on  the  whole  highly  de- 
sirable In  controversies  that  correspond  in  gravity  to  those  usually 
heard  by  courts).  On  the  other  hand,  there  Is  no  reason  why 
Congress  should  now  go  on  record  that  In  all  administrative  con- 
troversies the  desired  separation  of  the  two  functions  shotild  be 
completely  abandoned,  including  a  number  of  instances  where 
fairly  satisfactory  procedures  have  been  worked  out  by  agencies 
after  years  of  experience.  In  this  connection  the  following  fea- 
tures of  the  bill  should  be  noted: 

(a)  The  head  of  the  agency,  who  is  In  reality  the  party  de- 
fendant, appoints  the  board  from  among  his  own  employees. 
Under  such  circiunstances  it  is  idle  for  Congress  to  provide  for 
oaths  of  impartiality. 

(b)  While  the  board  Is  to  make  "written  findings  of  facts  and 
separate  decision."  they  are  to  be  secretly  submitted  to  the  head 
of  the  agency  (or  his  delegate),  who  Is  to  have  unlimited  power 
to  approve,  disapprove,  or  modify  the  findings  and  decision  before 
the  parties  are  advised  of  them,  and  no  party  is  to  have  oppor- 
tunity to  be  heard  by  the  head  of  the  agency  (or  his  delegate) 
before  he  approves,  disapproves,  or  modifies.  So  far  sis  appears 
from  the  bill  (although  this  is  ambiguous),  the  findings  of  fact 
served  upon  the  parties  will  not  distinguish  between  the  findings 
of  the  board  and  the  revised  findings  of  the  head  of  the  agency. 
In  any  event,  imder  the  doctrine  of  the  Morgan  cases,  a  serlotis 
and  perhaps  unconstitutional  defect  In  procedure  is  present. 

(c)  It  must  be  kept  in  mind  that  the  findings  of  fact  thus 
reached  are  binding  on  the  reviewing  court  unless  "not  supported 
by  substantial  evidence"  (sec.  5).  The  bill  provides,  therefore,  for 
no  Independent  adjudication  of  the  facts,  but  simply  for  an  adjudi- 
cation by  one  of  the  p>artles  most  Interested,  namely,  the  head  of  the 
agency. 

2.  Subject  to  the  foregoing,  the  procedure  may  serve  sufficiently 
to  cover  sporadic  or  occasional  disputes  between  Individuals  and 
the  Government  arising  out  of  such  matters  as  breach  of  contract, 
torts,  and  the  like  where  there  is  no  regulatory  feature  and  no 
particular  need  of  a  regularized  procedure  and  a  building  up  of 
rules  and  principles.  Just  as  certainly,  however,  the  proposed 
procedure  will  tend  toward  confusion  and  an  absence  of  Juris- 
prudence in  the  many  quasi -Judicial  functions  of  agencies  of  a 
regulatory  character,  corresponding  to  those  exercised  by  the  Inde- 
pendent commissions.  The  boards  will  be  chooen  in  haphazard 
fashion,  will  not  sit  consistently  in  any  particular  class  of  cases, 
will  not  have  any  continuity  of  personnel,  and  are  provided  with 
no  machinery  for  preserving,  recording,  and  publishing  their  de- 
terminations. This  represents  a  step  backward  and  not  a  step 
forward  from  the  point  of  view  of  bringing  order  out  of  chaos  In 
administrative  law. 

3.  Many  of  the  agencies  already  have  a  far  superior  machinery 
for  hearing  controversies  and  making  decisions.  They  have  regular 
staffs  of  examiners  or  members  of  their  law  departments  perform- 
ing equivalent  duties,  with  provision  for  examiners'  reports,  oral 
argument  before  a  superior  ofllcer,  and  the  like.  Examples  will 
be  found  In  the  Poet  Office  Department  In  connection  with  fraud 
orders,  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  in  several  of  Its  bureaus, 
and  In  several  of  the  other  departments.  Such  existing  machinery 
would,  at  least  to  a  large  extent,  apparently  be  done  away  with 
by  the  bill,  which  provides  that  "where  there  are  intra-agency 
boards  existing  on  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act  they  shall  be 
reestablished  and  function  In  accordance  with  this  act."  Thw 
drafters  of  the  bill  have  shown  a  reckless  imconcem  for  the  effect 
of  its  provisions  on  existing  machinery.  A  trained  examiner  under 
such  a  system  is  much  more  desirable  than  a  transient  three-man 
board,  only  one  of  whose  members  need  be  a  lawyer.  Here,  again, 
the  bill  represents  a  step  backward  and  not  forward  in  the  matter 
of  introducing  a  measure  of  due  process  of  law  into  administra- 
tive controversies. 

C.  The  procedure  corUingently  provided  for  multiheaded  agencies 
Section  4  (d)  of  the  bill  provides  a  procedure  for  mulUheaded 
agencies.  In  my  original  memorandum  I  pointed  out  that,  aa 
it  passed  the  House,  the  bill  did  not  prescribe  any  procedure  for 
such  agencies  and  that  It  was  simply  permissive  or  contingent. 
Since  then  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  has  proposed  various 
amendments  to  this  subsection.  In  my  opinion,  however  tha 
defect  (If  It  be  a  defect)   has  been  left  unremedied 

Becatiae  of  the  importance  of  the  quesUon.  section  4  (d)  Is  ouoted 
In  full:  \   f      ^ 

"In  any  controversy  arising  out  of  the  activities  »•  of  any  Inde- 
pendent agency,  it  may  be  provided  by  rule  that  such  controversy 
may  be  heard  in  the  first  instance  by  one  of  its  trial  examlnera. 
Whether  heard  by  such  examiner  or  the  Independent  agency  itself 
a  full  and  correct  written  record  and  written  findings  of  fact! 
and  the  proposed  decision,  shall  be  filed  In  the  office  of  the 
independent  agency  after  reasonable  public  notice  and  a  full  and 
fair  hearing  as  hereinbefore  in  this  secUon  provided.  A  copy  or 
copies  thereof  shall  be  sent  by  registered  maU  to  the  aggrieved 
party.*    The  Independent  agency  shaU  enter  at  the  explrauon  of 

»*  The  term  "activities"  Is  nowhere  defined  and  Is  not  tised 
elsewhere  In  the  bill. 

"The  subsection  contains  no  provision  for  intervention  carr»- 
sponding  to  that  provided  in  sec.  4  (b)  for  single-beaded  agencies. 
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80  days  such  appropriate  decision  as  may  be  proper  unless 
within  said  30  days  the  aggrieved  party  shall  signify  his  written 
consent  to  the  entry  of  the  decision  *■  or  shall  file  by  registered 
mail  with  the  independent  agency  his  written  objections  to  the 
findings  of  fact  and  decision,  in  which  event  the  independent 
agency  shall  not  enter  its  decision  without  first  according  a  public 
hearing  upon  reasonable  notice  to  sxich  party."  Such  hearing 
shall  be  before  the  members  of  the  independent  agency.  If  it  has 
not  lees  than  three  members,  or  before  any  three  of  stjch  members. 
If  the  Independent  agency  has  less  than  three  members,  an  Intra- 
agency  board  shall  be  constituted  In  the  manner  provided  In  sub- 
section (a)  of  this  section,  upon  which  the  member  or  members 
of  such  agency  may  serve  at  his  or  their  election." 

Notice  that  tbe  foregoing  nowhere  requires  in  so  many  words 
that,  whenever  a  controversy  arises  out  at  tbe  activities  of  an 
independent  agency,  the  agency  must  give  notice  and  afford  a 
hearing  to  the  Interested  parties  before  deciding  the  controversy. 
If  this  was  the  Intention  of  the  drafters,  it  could  have  been  accom- 
plished very  simply  and  easily.  Actually,  the  subsection  simply 
provides  that  an  Independent  agency  may  provide  by  rule  that  a 
controversy  be  heard  by  a  trial  examiner.  If  it  is  heard  by  a  trial 
examiner,  or  If  It  Is  heard  by  the  independent  agency,  then 
certain  requirements  foUow.  Tbe  Independent  agency  does  not 
have  to  afford  a  hearing  of  a  controversy  either  before  an  examiner 
or  before  Itself. 

The  cross-reference  In  tbe  snbeectlon  to  "a  full  and  fair  hear- 
ing as  hereinbefore  In  this  section  provided"  Is  otherwise  almost 
unintelligible  when  It  is  remembered  that  the  hearing  provided 
In  section  4  (b)  Is  an  administrative  appeal  accorded  to  a  person 
aggrieved  by  a  decision  already  made  by  an  officer  or  employee 
of  an  agency.  How  does  it  become  known  whether  a  controversy 
arises  in  an  independent  agency?  According  to  the  cross-reference 
to  the  procedure  prescribed  for  single-headed  agencies,  it  Is  when 
a  decision  of  tbe  controversy  Is  made,  and,  with  the  making  of 
that  decision  and  notification  thereof,  the  train  of  procedural 
events  is  set  In  motion,  including  detailed  requirements  as  to  the 
time  within  which  hearing  must  be  requested.  Since  no  such 
method  of  setting  the  trafn  of  procedural  events  in  motion  is 
prescribed  for  multiheaded  agencies,  section  4  (d),  to  my  notion, 
does  not  require  a  hearing  In  any  case  where  it  is  not  now 
already   required  and   is  simply  permissive   and   contingent. 

The  subsection  Is  objectionable  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  Kf«n  If  It  be  conceded  that  the  procedure  Is  meritorious. 
for  reasons  above  pointed  out  no  independent  agency  Is  required 
to  follow  It  and  any  such  agency  may  evade  It  by  simply  not  pro- 
viding by  rule  that  matters  may  be  heard  by  trial  examiners.  In 
fact,  most  of  the  statutes  governing  the  Important  commissions 
specifically  prescribe  or  authorize  the  delegation  of  the  power 
to  hear  and  decide  controversies  in  the  first  Instance  to  indi- 
vidual members  or  divisions  thereof,  employees,  examiners,  etc., 
and  it  seems  probable  that  the  q>eclflc  provisions  of  such  statutes 
will  not  be  considered  to  be  repealed  by  the  general  and  amblgtious 
langtiage  of  tbe  bill. 

2.  The  machinery  now  available  at  most  of  the  important  com- 
missions Is  at  least  equal  to,  and  In  a  number  of  Instances  Is 
better  than,  the  procedure  specified  in  the  bill. 

3.  The  bill  attempts  (on  a  contingent  basis)  to  prescribe  rigid 
details  of  practice,  such  as  the  requirement  of  service  by  regis- 
tered mall,  the  specification  of  a  30-day  period  and,  so  far  as  the 
Independent  agency  Is  concerned,  that  the  hearing  may  be  before 
any  three  of  Its  members  (althotigh  this  does  not  constitute  a 
quorum  In  the  case  of  many  such  agencies) ;  such  matters  should 
not  be  enacted  Into  law  without  study  of  their  actiial  effect  upon 
existing  procedures.  It  Is  my  Impression  that  In  some  Instances 
the  80-day  period  is  probably  too  long  and  In  others  too  short. 
The  Federal  Communications  Oonunission,  for  example,  allows  a 
longer  period  under  certain  clTCTimstances  for  parties  from  the 
Pacific  coast,  Hawaii,  and  Alaska  than  it  does  for  parties  farther 
east.  Corresponding  differences  will  be  found  In  the  procedure  of 
other  commissions,  usually  built  on  years  of  experience. 

4.  Bo  far  as  is  apparent  from  the  face  of  the  bill,  no  existing 
evU  charged  against  any  of  tbe  independent  agencies  vrlU  l>e  cured 
by  its  provisions. 

D.  Judicial  review 

Section  5  provides  for  Judicial  review  by  "any  party  to  a  proceed- 
ing before  any  agency  or  independent  agency  as  provided  in  sec- 
tion 4  of  this  act  who  may  be  aggrieved  by  the  final  decision  or 
order"  of  any  agency  or  independent  agency,  as  the  case  may  be." 

The  appeal  may  be  taken  to  either  the  United  SUtes  Court  oi 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  or  to  one  of  the  several 
circuit  courts  of  appeals.  As  pnseed  by  the  House  the  bill  specified 
■even  grounds  on  which  the  agency's  decision  might  be  set  aside.* 


"I  confess  to  an  inability  to  understand  the  scope  or  purpose  of 
this  clause. 

"  Does  this  mean  a  bearing  de  novo  on  the  facts?  If  so.  it 
places  an  Intolerable  burden  on  tbe  Independent  commissions. 

"ThU  Is  the  first  time  the  word  "final"  appears  in  the  bUI  In 
connection  with  "decision."  It  Introduces  a  new  variable  which 
incites  conjecture.  So  perhaps  also  does  the  word  "order"  which, 
aooordlng  to  cla\iae  8  of  sec.  1.  Is  already  embraced  in  the  definition 
of  "decision." 

*"(1)  That  the  findings  a<  fact  are  dearly  MToneous;  or  (3) 
that  the  findings  of  fact  ars  not  supported  by  substantial  evl- 


The  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  proposes  amendments  wblcb 
would  eliminate,  as  grounds  for  reversal,  (a)  that  the  findings 
of  fact  are  clearly  erroneous,  and  (b)  that  the  decision  is  other- 
wise contrary  to  law. 

Proponents  of  the  bin  have  made  much  of  tbe  right  of  review 
claimed  to  be  conferred  by  section  5,  some  declaring  expressly,  and 
others  tacitly  allowing  the  public  to  imderstand,  that  it  somehow 
extended  the  right  of  review  usually  exercised  by  courts  over  the 
decisions  of  administrative  agencies  to  Include  partial  or  complete 
review  on  the  facts  as  well  as  the  law.  In  my  opinion,  even  in 
the  form  in  which  it  passed  the  House,  tbe  entire  seven  grounds 
added  together  amounted  to  nothing  more  than  the  traditional  basis 
on  which  constitutional  cotirts  review  the  decisions  of  FMcral  ad- 
ministrative agencies,  namely,  on  questions  of  law.  with  the  agen- 
cies' findings  of  fact  binding  on  the  courts  unless  "not  supported 
by  substantial  evidence."  Others,  whose  opinion  Is  entlUed  to  more 
weight  than  mine."  Interpreted  the  ground  "that  the  findings  of 
fact  are  clearly  erroneous"  to  confer  a  much  broader  scope  of  re- 
view. Whatever  doubt  may  have  existed  on  this  score  has  been 
removed  by  the  amendment  eliminating  this  ground,  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee.  The  fact  now  is  that,  with 
reference  to  those  agencies  where  a  statutory  appeal  is  already  pro- 
vided, the  bill  add.s  precisely  nothing  to  the  scope  of  review,  al- 
though In  some  Instances  it  would  work  a  radical  change  In  tha 
cotirts  to  which  the  appeal  Is  taken.  For  example,  most  decisions 
of  the  Federal  Conununicatlons  Commission  having  to  do  with  radio 
licenses  are  now  appealable  solely  to  the  District  Court  of  Appeals; 
other  decisions  having  to  do  with  radio  licenses  and  Its  decisions 
on  common  carrier  matters  are  appealable  to  three- Judge  Federal 
courts  In  the  same  fashion  as  are  corresponding  decisions  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  Under  the  bill  the  ^peals  In 
both  classes  of  cases  may  be  also  taken  to  all  the  10  circuit  courts 
of  appeal  if  the  Commission  chooses  to  adopt  the  procedure  sp>ecified 
In  section  4  (e).  In  view  of  the  reservation  In  section  7  (a),  which 
specifically  saves  all  existing  rights  of  review,  considerable  oonfiislon 
Is  certain  to  be  created. 

With  respect  to  agencies  frmn  whose  decision  no  appeal  Is  now 
provided  by  statute,  the  bill  will,  of  course,  definitely  provide 
Judicial  review  (although,  so  f sr  as  Independent  agencies  are  con- 
cerned, this  review  will  be  available  only  if  the  agency  chooses 
to  adopt  the  procedure  of  sec.  4  (e)  At  present  In  such 
cases,  in  the  absence  of  a  statutory  appeal.  Judicial  review  la 
sought  by  mandamus  or  injunction  proceedings,  usually  in  the 
United  States  district  courts  and  particularly  in  the  District  of 
Columbia.  An  example  Is  furnished  by  fraud  orders  isstied  by 
the  Post  Office  Department.  To  the  extent  that  such  decisions 
wotild  be  subjected  to  statutory  appeal,  the  bill  may  represent 
an  Improvement,  although  it  Is  questionable  whether  all  such 
decisions  should  be  subjected  to  appetd  and  whether  the  appeals 
should  be  to  courts  all  over  the  country  and  directly  to  the  cir- 
cuit courts  of  appeals  (which  are  obviously  going  to  be  over- 
loaded) as  against  the  Federal  district  courts.  It  Is  so  impassible 
to  foresee  the  scope  and  character  of  matters  made  appeal  i^ble 
by  the  bill  (because  of  the  definitions  of  "decision"  and  "con- 
troversy" in  sec.  1)  that  the  problems  created  by  the  appeal  sec- 
tion are  unpredictable.  It  Is  claimed  by  some  opponents  of  the 
bill  that  section  5  attempts  to  provide  Judicial  review  on  matters 
which,  under  the  Constitution,  may  not  be  reviewed  by  constitu- 
tional courts.      Personally.  I  doubt  that  it  would  be  so  construed. 

In  any  event,  the  claims  made  by  proponents  of  the  bill  as  to 
the  virtues  and  advantages  of  the  proposed  Judicial  review  are 
highly  extravagant.  If,  furthermore,  the  definitions  of  "agency." 
"independent  agency,"  "decision."  and  "controversy"  are  Utentlly 
construed  (as  there  is  good  reason  to  believe  they  will  be  in  view 
of  tendencies  recently  manifested  in  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court),  the  Judicial  review  provided  by  the  bill  will  extend  neither 
to  the  agencies  nor  to  the  kinds  of  quasi-Judicial  decisions  against 
which,  according  to  some  of  Its  proponents,  the  bill  is  chiefly 
directed. 

■.  MlscelUmeout 

With  reference  to  the  portion  of  the  bill  under  discussion,  one 
member  of  the  Special  Committee  on  Administrative  Law.  as  con- 
stituted in  1937  when  the  bill  was  first  recommended  to  the 
American  Bar  Association  for  approval,  presented  a  vigorous  minority 
report  In  which  he  stated: 

"An  approval  of  the  proposed  bill  throws  Into  the  waste-paper 
basket  all  the  conclusions  reached  and  repeatedly  reaflinned  by  the 
committee  on  administrative  law  in  all  its  prior  reports."  " 


dence;  or  (8)  that  tbe  decision  Is  not  supported  by  tbe  findings 
of  fact;  or  (4)  that  the  decision  was  Issued  without  due  notice 
and  a  reasonable  opp>ortunlty  having  been  afforded  the  aggrieved 
party  for  a  full  and  fair  hearing:  or  (6)  that  the  decision  is 
beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  the  agency  or  independent  agency,  aa 
the  case  may  be;  or  (0)  that  the  decision  Infringes  the  Constitu- 
tion or  statutes  of  the  United  States;  or  (7)  that  tbe  decision  is 
otheru'lse  contrary  to  law." 

■•  Including  E>ean  Landls,  of  the  Harvard  Law  School;  see  his 
article  Crucial  Issues  In  Administrative  Law — the  Walter -Logan 
bill — In  the  May  1940  ia^ue  of  the  Harvard  Law  R«»view,  at  p.  1077, 
reprinted  In  the  Appentlix  at  the  CowoaassioMAL  Rbcokd,  page  2671. 

*>  Minority  report  submitted  by  Monte  Appel,  Esq..  former  Assist- 
ant Attorney  General,  at  the  Kansas  City  meeting  of  tbe  American 
Bar  Association  In  September  1937. 
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nit  is  only  fair  to  say  at  this  point  that,  while  I  was  thoroughly 
In  favor  of  the  proposal  at  the  time  and  wrote  the  committee's 
reports  from  1933  to  1936.  inclusive.  I  now  recognize  that  the  pro- 
posal of  a  Federal  administrative  court  was  impracticable  and 
visionary,  although  I  still  believe  that  in  some  form  or  other  It  Ls 
a  thoroiighly  logical  and  an  eventually  necessary  step.  My  pres- 
ent view  is  that  the  second  alternative  presented  by  the  com- 
mittee In  Its  1934  report — namely,  the  use  of  the  Board  of  Tax 
Appeals  as  a  model — is  both  preferable  and  prsu:tlcal  if  the  idea  is 
put  into  effect  with  care  and  with  due  consideration  of  the 
problems  presented  by  each  agency. 

>*61  A.  B.  A.  Rep.  233.  It  is  appropriate  at  this  point  to  say  a 
word  about  the  idea  of  a  Federal  administrative  court.  In  essence, 
It  is  not  a  new  proposal.  We  already  have  several  trlbimals  which 
actually  are  administrative  courts.  Including  the  Court  of  CHalms, 
the  Customs  Court,  the  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals,  and 
the  Board  of  Tax  Appeals.  The  proposal  also  was  not  a  new  one 
in  Congress,  although  the  form  in  which  it  was  made  varied  from 
time  U3  um«. 


Space  will  not  permit  a  detailed  exposition  of  the  committee's 
conclusions,  presented  to  the  association  during  the  period  1933-36, 
with  reference  to  the  quasi-Judicial  determinations  of  Federal  ad- 
ministrative agencies.  They  may  be  summarized  in  the  following 
excerpt  from  the  committee's  1934  report: 

"See^gatlon  of  judicial  functions:  In  principle  and  with  cer- 
tain exceptions,  the  Judicial  functions  of  Federal  administrative 
tribunals  should  be  divorced  from  their  leglAlative  and  executive 
functions,  and  should  be  placed — 

"(a)  Preferably  in  a  Federal  administrative  court  with  appropri- 
ate branches  and  divisions  including  an  appellate  division  or. 
faUlng  that. 

"(b)  In  an  appropriate  number  of  Independent  tribunals  (or  a 
combination  of  such  trlbimals  and  an  administrative  coxirt)  an- 
alogous to  the  Court  of  Claims,  the  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent 
Appeals,  and  the  Board  of  Tax  Appeals. "     (58  A.  B.  A.  Rept.  539  ) 

The  foregoing,  together  with  other  conclusions,  was  approved  by 
an  all-but-unanimous  vote  at  the  association's  Milwaukee  meeting  '■ 
In  August  1934.  The  second  alternative  specified  by  the  committee 
will  be  recognized  as  substantially  the  same  proposal  as  that  made 
early  in  January  1937  by  the  President's  Committee  on  Admin- 
istrative Management. 

In  its  report  submitted  to  the  association  at  its  meeting  at 
Boston  in  Augxist  1936,  the  committee  developed  its  preference 
for  a  Federal  administrative  court  and.  In  a  lengthy  report,  sum- 
marlzed  Its  research  bearing  on  the  subject,  stated  the  reasons, 
and  presented  for  approval  an  outline  of  a  bill  as  a  basis  for  Its 
further  activities.''  Because  of  opposition  expressed  by  the  repre- 
sentatives and  the  bars  of  some  of  the  Important  agencies,  details 
of  the  outline  were  not  approved.  Instead,  by  an  all-but-unanl- 
mous  vote,  the  association  adopted  a  resolution  in  which — 

1.  It  approved  in  principle  the  establishment  of  a  Federal  ad- 
ministrative court,  and 

2.  Rereferred  the  subject  of  the  composition,  scope,  and  Jurisdic- 
tion of  such  a  court  to  the  committee  for  fiirther  study  and  con- 
sideration, to  report  to  the  next  annual  convention." 

The  Orst  bill  of  this  sort  was  Introduced  in  1928  by  Senator 
Norris.  of  Nebraska,  and  later  the  proposal  was  taken  up  by 
Senator  Logan,  who  Introduced  a  similar  but  somewhat  more 
elaborate  bill  in  1933.  The  Special  Committee  on  Administrative 
Law  took  up  the  matter  at  this  point  and.  early  in  1935,  prepared 
a  considerably  more  elaborate  bill  incorporating  some  of  the  fea- 
tvires  of  the  earlier  bills  and  adding  new  ones.  This  bill  was.  In 
turn.  Introduced  by  Senator  Logan  on  January  22,  1936  (S.  3787. 
74th  Cong..  2d  sess.).  The  bill  was  designed  simply  as  a  basis 
for  discussion  and  the  1936  report  of  the  S[>eclal  Committee  on 
Administrative  Law  was  careful  to  state  that  the  bill  did  not  have 
the  approval  even  of  members  of  the  committee  and  that  It  would 
be  premature  to  ask  the  association  to  approve  its  particular  pro- 
visions. The  bill  was  again  introduced  by  Senator  Logan  on  Jan- 
uary 3.  1939  (H.  R.  234,  76th  Cong.,  1st  sess.). 

The  bill  drafted  by  the  committee  is  not  to  be  confused  with 
the  very  different  administrative  court  proposal  found  in  S.  916, 
Seventy-sixth  Congress,  first  aeeslon.  which  is  the  work  of 
certain  Government  officials.  This  latter  bill  was  a  revision  of  a 
similar  bill  Introduced  by  Senator  Logan  at  the  preceding  Congress 
(8.  3676.  75th  Cong..  3d  sess.).  It  was  on  this  bUl  that,  in  April 
1938.  hearings  were  held  before  a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate 
Judiciary  Committee.  In  the  course  of  these  hearings  there  was  a 
very  limited  amount  of  testimony  relating  to  an  early  draft  of 
the  Logan- Walter  bill,  which  had  not  yet  been  approved  by  the 
association,  was  later  changed  in  a  number  of  respects,  and  was 
not  Introduced  in  Congress  until  January  1939.  The  reference 
consisted  principally  (but  not  entirely)  of  an  insertion  in  the 
record  of  an  annotated  copy  of  the  early  draft  and  a  copy  of  the 
committee's  1937  report  to  the  American  Bar  Association. 

Without  further  ado  the  committee  proceeded  to  draft  the  orig- 
inal of  what  is  now  the  Logan-Walter  bill  and  to  recommend  its 
approval  to  the  association  at  its  1937  meeting.  The  association's 
approval,  which  was  finally  secured  in  January  1939,  was  not  given 
without  considerable  opposition  within  the  organization.  At  the 
1937  meeting  a  motion  to  reconunit  the  portion  having  to  do  with 
quasl-Jud.cial  determinations  was  lost  by  a  vote  of  only  55  to  51 
In  the  house  of  delegates.  After  extended  debate  this  portion 
was,  with  a  large  dissenting  vote,  approved  solely  as  a  declaration 


of  principle,  the  contents  of  any  bill  on  the  subject  to  be  there- 
after subject  to  approval  of  the  board  of  governors.**  At  the 
association's  1938  meeting  in  Cleveland  there  was  again  dlsctiaslon 
of  the  bill,  during  which  strong  opposition  was  manifested.  The 
house  of  delegates  adopted  a  resolution  recommitting  the  bill  to 
the  committee  for  further  study,  cons.deration.  and  report  and 
subjected  it  to  the  requirement  that  any  bill  it  might  propKise 
should  "be  approved  both  as  to  form  and  substance  by  the  board 
of  governors  and  the  house  of  delegates  before  being  introduced 
in  Congress." "  The  bill  was  finally  approved  by  both  bodies  in 
January  1939.  Again,  however,  there  was  vigoroiis  opposition  in  the 
house  of  delegates,  and  approval  was  given  only  after  a  division 
had  been  called  for  and  a  rising  vote  held.** 

It  is  my  firm  belief  that  many  of  the  delegates  voted  for 
approval  of  the  bill  under  misapprehension.  In  the  belief  that 
in  substance  it  was  based  on  the  research  and  gave  effect  to  the 
committee's  conclusions  submitted  In  the  reports  from  1933  to 
1936,  whereas,  as  has  above  been  pointed  out.  the  bill  represents 
an  almost  complete  reversal  of  pos.tlon.  Instead  of  working  to- 
ward a  segregation  of  quasi-Judicial  functions,  the  bill  sanctifies 
a  model  of  administrative  machinery  which,  so  far  ia  this  feature 
Is  concerned,  should  delight  the  hearts  of  all  those  who  favor 
arbitrary  discretion  in  administrative  agencies. 

CONCLtJSIOIf 

As  I  stated  In  my  first  memorandum,  my  comments  on  the 
Logan-Walter  bill  are  not  to  be  construed  as  an  endorsement 
of  the  existing  procedural  'situation  In  Federal  administrative 
agencies,  particularly  with  respect  to  the  exercise  of  their  quasi- 
legislative  functions.  I  believe  I  have  been  as  vocal  as  anyone 
In  my  criticisms,  and  as  anxious  to  see  a  remedy  found.  I 
fear  that,  if  enacted  into  law,  the  bill  will  have  the  effect  of 
hindering  and  preventing  consideration  of  the  sort  of  reform 
which  is  actually  needed.  This  would  be  paitly  because  some 
of  those  who  sincerely  believe  that  some  reform  Is  necessary 
will,  for  the  most  part,  have  the  impression  that  the  needed 
remedies  have  been  provided  by  the  Logan-Walter  Bill,  and 
partly  becaxise  the  drastic  effect  of  the  bill's  provisions  (if  con- 
strued as  they  are  construed  by  its  sponsors)  on  the  agencies  la 
certain  to  result  in  a  reaction  which  may  postpone  any  real  im- 
provement for  years. 

The  problem,  or  rather  the  group  of  problems,  falls  fully  as 
much  in  the  province  of  political  science  as  it  does  to  the  law. 
Whatever  may  be  our  differences  of  opinion  as  to  whether  the 
Federal  Government  should  or  should  not  enter  upon  a  given 
field  of  regulation,  we  should  be  able  to  agree  that  the  ad- 
ministrative machinery  established  for  the  purpose  should  be 
efllclent.  At  the  same  time,  insofar  as  the  field  of  regulation 
gives  rise  to  controversies  between  the  Individual  and  the  Gov- 
ernment, in  other  words,  disputes  of  a  quasi-Judicial  character, 
we  should  be  able  to  agree  that  basic  requirements  of  due 
process  of  law  should  be  met.  In  my  Judgment  the  Logan- 
Walter  Bill  falls  to  meet  either  test.  It  will  cripple  the  ef- 
ficiency of  agencies  brought  within  its  terms,  and  it  not  only 
falls  to  afford  a  type  of  machinery  suitable  for  the  fair  deter- 
mination of  quasi -Judicial  controversies,  but  effectively  de- 
stroys or  seriously  impairs  a  great  deal  of  existing  machinery 
which,  whatever  may  be  its  defects,  is  better  than  that  provided 
by  the  bill. 

Notwithstanding  these  fundamental  defects,  its  proponents  are 
making  the  most  extravagant  claims  In  the  bill's  behalf.  Among 
those  I  have  heard  or  read  (in  addition  to  generalities  such  as  that 
the  bin  will  do  away  with  administrative  absolutism  and  will 
"regulate  the  regulators")  are  such  claims  as  that  it  will  eliminate 
the  prosecutor-Judge  combination,  that  it  will  require  the  agencies 
to  hold  hearings  (apparently  on  the  assumption  that  they  do  not 
now  hold  hearings),  that  abuses  such  as  have  been  uncovered 
against  the  National  Lalxir  Relations  Board  will  be  prohibited, 
that  both  the  procedure  before  the  agencies  and  the  method  of 
judicial  review  will  be  made  imlfonn,  that  the  agencies'  decisions 
will  be  subjected  to  judicial  review,  and  that  the  Judicial  review 
will  be  of  a  broader  scop>e  than  is  provided  by  existing  statutes. 
partlciUarly  with  reference  to  the  agencies'  findings  of  fact.  So 
far  as  the  quasi-judicial  functions  of  agencies  are  concerned,  the 
above  analysis  will  show  how  little  foundation  there  is  for  these 
MMrtions.  Yet  bar  associations  and  business  groups  throughout 
the  country  have  endorsed  the  bill  on  the  basis  of  the  claims 
rather  than  the  bill's  actual  contents. 

A  great  deal  of  research  has  already  been  done  and  Is  available 
for  those  who  are  prepared  to  undertake  the  difficult  and  compli- 
cated task  of  working  out  suitable  legislation  meeting  the  de- 
mands  both   of   governmental   efllciency   and   due   process   of   law 

••62  A.  B.  A.  Rept.  288,  290. 

»  A.  B  A.  Jour..  September  1938.  pp.  754-758;  63  A.  B.  A.  Rept.  156. 
331.  In  those  debates  from  1936  to  1938  will  be  found  clues  to 
many  of  the  exemptions  of  agencies  listed  in  section  7  (b)  of  the 
bUl. 

*•  A.  B.  A.  Jova.,  ^bniary  1939,  pp.  93-102.  An  amendment 
was  added  on  the  motion  of  Arthur  T.  Vanderbilt,  Esq..  the  presi- 
dent of  the  association,  during  the  preceding  year  wh.ch  would 
have  authorized  and  requested  the  Supreme  Cotirt  of  the  United 
States  to  prescribe  uniform  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  for 
the  hearing  of  administrative  controversies.  This  amendment  haa 
since  been  omitted  from  the  Logan-Walter  bill. 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


to  the   IndlTldoal.     In   addition   to   many   studlee   of   pa«tlc\ilar 

agenclea.  there  are  the  reports  ot  the  President's  Conunittee  on 
Administrative  Management  and  the  published  material  of  the 
Brookings  Institution.  Th^  are  now  becoming  available  the 
monographs  prepared  by  the  staff  of  the  Attorney  General's  com- 
■ilttee  although,  as  pointed  out  In  my  first  memorandum,  at  least 
some  of  these  may  be  used  only  with  caution.  It  would  be  a 
pity  if.  Instead  of  waiting  to  build  a  sound  remedy  to  meet  exist- 
ing facts  and  problems.  Congress  should  pass  so  ill-considered  a 
nsMiire  tm  the  Logan-Walt«  hill. 

Loun  O.  Caukwnx. 

fOmlt  the  part  In  brackets  and  insert  the  part  printed  In  italic) 

An  act  to  proyide  for  the  more  expeditious  settlement  of  disputes 

with  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purpose* 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc^ 

mfTNnxoMs 

SBcnoN  1.  As  used  In  this  act.  unless  the  oontezt  otherwise 
requires — 

(1>  "Administrative  rules"  Inclvtde  rules,  regulations,  orders, 
and  antcndments  thereto  at  general  application  issued  by  officers 
In  the  executive  branch  of  the  United  States  Government  Inter- 
lacing the  terms  of  statutes  they  are  respectively  charged  with 
administering. 

(2)  "Administrative  officers"  mean  officers  and  employees  tn 
the  executive  branch,  except  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

(8)  "Agency"  mecms  any  department.  Independent  establishment, 
administration,  corporation,  or  other  subdivision  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  United  States  GoTemment  with  one  chief  officer 
•a  the  Inunedlate  head  thereof. 

(4)  •1ndeF>endent  agency"  means  any  board,  commission,  au- 
.thorlty.  corporation,  or  other  subdlvtslon  of  the  executive  branch 

of  the  United  States  Government  with  two  or  more  officers  at 
the  head   thereof   as  board,   commission,   or   other  members. 

(5)  "Circuit  court  of  appeals"  means  the  United  States  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals  and  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

(6)  "Days"  means  calendar  day*  exclusive  of  Sundays  and 
national  holidays. 

(7)  "Person"  incltides  Individuals,  corporations,  partnerships, 
or  other  organizations. 

(8)  'T)eclslon"  means  any  affirmative  or  negative  decision,  order, 
or  act  in  specific  controversies  which  determines  the  issue  therein 
Involved. 

(9)  "Controversy"  means  any  dispute  or  disagreement  concern- 
ing any  claim,  right,  or  obli^tion  for  or  against  the  United 
States  and  any  refusal  to  grant  any  license,  permit,  or  other 
privilege. 

ntrLoaarmta  ADMnnsraAnvs  bttus 
Sbc.  2.  (a)  Hereafter  administrative  rules  and  an  amendments 
or  modification*  or  supplements  of  existing  rules  Implementing 
or  filling  in  the  details  of  any  statute  affecting  the  rights  of  per- 
sons or  property  shall  be  Issued  by  the  head  of  the  agency  and 
by  each  independent  agency  respectively  charged  with  the  admin- 
Urtratlon  of  any  statute  only  after  publication  of  notice  and  public 
hearings.  Such  notice  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal  R^fiater, 
aKall  state  the  date  of  the  fniblic  hearing,  which  ahaU  be  not 
test  than  10  days  after  the  date  of  the  notice,  and  shall  set  forth 
the  language  of  the  rules  proposed  to  be  adopted.  After  the  public 
hearing,  such  rules  or  amended  rules  dealing  with  the  same  subject 
maj/  be  approved.  AH  such  rules  shall  t>e  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  within  10  days  after  the  date  of  their  approval  by  the 
head  of  the  agency  or  the  independent  agency  concerned,  and  shall 
not  become  effective  until  such  publication,  except  when  the 
President  declares  that  a  public  emergency  exists. 

(b)  Administrative  rules  under  all  statutes  hereafter  enacted 
shall  be  Issued  as  herein  provided  within  1  year  after  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  the  statute  subject  to  the  adoption  thereafter 
of  further  rules  from  time  to  time  as  provided  In  this  act. 

(c)  lAnyl  Within  1  year  after  the  date  of  the  approval  of  this 
met  any  person  substantially  Interested  in  the  effects  of  an  ad- 
ministrative rule  [In  force  on  the  date  of  the  approval  of  this  act 
and]  which  has  Inotl  been  in  force  on  such  date  for  a  period  of 
less  than  3  years  [or  morej  may  petition  the  head  of  the  agency 
or  the  Independent  agency  which  administers  any  statute  under 
which  the  rule  was  issued  for  a  reconsideration  of  any  such 
rule:  and  the  head  of  such  agency  or  the  Independent  agency  shall, 
after  publication  of  notice  and  [public  hearing,  if  requested  within 
ten  days  thereafterj  a  public  hearing  if  the  same  be  requested 
toithin  20  days  after  the  publication  of  such  notice,  determine 
whether  such  rule  shall  be  continued  In  force,  modified,  or  re- 
scinded. All  amendments  of  such  rules  shall  be  in  accordance 
•With  the  procedure  provided  In  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  and 
all  action  of  the  head  of  such  agency  or  the  independent  agency 
on  such  petitions  and  all  new  or  amended  rules  shall  be  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  as  prescribed  In  said  subsection  (a)  for 
the  publication  of  rules. 

(d)  No  person  shall  be  penalized  or  subjected  to  any  forfeitore 
or  prosecuted  for  any  act  done  or  omitted  to  be  done  In  good 
faith  in  conformity  with  a  rule  which  has  been  rescinded  or 
declared  Invalid  by  any  final  Judgment  entered  as  hereinafter 
provided,  unleas  the  act  was  done  or  omitted  to  be  done  more 
than  30  days  after  the  publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of  the 
rescission  or  final  Judicial  determination  of  the  invalidity  of  such 
rtUe. 
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8»c.  S.  Iln  addition  to  the  Jurisdiction  heretofore  conferred  upon 
thel  The  United  States  Court  of  Api>eals  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
[that  court]  shall  have  jurlBdlction.  upon  petition  filed  by  any  per- 
son substantially  interested  in  the  effects  of  any  administrative  rule 
within  30  dajrs  from  the  date  of  any  approved  administrative  rule  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  to  hear  and  determine  whether 
any  such  rule  issued  or  continued  In  force  in  accordance  with  sec- 
tion 2  of  this  act  Is  in  conflict  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  or  the  statute  under  which  issued.  No  rule  shall  be  held 
invalid  except  for  violation  of  the  Constitution  or  for  conflict  with 
a  statute  or  for  lack  of  authority  conferred  upon  the  agency  issuing 
it  by  the  statute  or  statutes  pursuant  to  which  It  was  issued  or  for 
failure  to  comply  with  section  2  of  this  act.  A  copy  of  the  petition, 
and  copies  of  all  subsequent  pleadings  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  who  shall  direct  the  defense 
of  the  rule.  The  ooxirt  may  refer  such  petition  and  any  reply  thereto 
for  the  taking  of  such  evidence  as  shall  be  material  and  relevant 
thereto.  The  cotirt  shall  give  preference  to  such  petitions  and  shall 
have  no  power  In  the  proceedings  except  to  render  a  declaratory 
judgment  holding  such  rule  legal  and  valid  or  holdli^  it  contrary 
to  law  and  invalid.  If  the  rule  is  held  contrary  to  law  and  invalid. 
the  rule  thereafter  shall  not  have  any  force  or  effect  except  to  confer 
immunity  as  provided  in  section  2  ol  this  act.  Nothing  contained 
in  this  section  shall  prevent  the  determination  of  the  validity  or 
invalidity  of  any  rule  which  may  be  Involved  in  any  suit  or  review 
of  an  administrative  decision  or  order  in  any  court  of  the 
United  States  as  now  or  hereafter  authorized  by  law. 

STSTUTOKT     APPIOVAL     AKD     AtTTHOUTT     VOB     ADamflSTBATIVS     ftApnif 
AMD  nUESCBIBZXQ  THXB  PBOCXOmB 

Sbc.  4.  (a)  Every  head  of  an  agency  shall  from  time  to  time 
designate  three  employees  of  his  agency  for  such  Intra-agency 
boards  (Including  the  field  service  of  such  agency)  as  may  be 
necessary  and  desirable.  Where  there  are  Intra-agency  boards 
existing  on  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act,  they  shall  be  re- 
established and  function  in  accordance  with  this  act.  Whers- 
ever  practicable,  such  bocutis  shall  be  designated  in  varloxis  sec- 
tions of  the  United  States  to  hear  any  controversy  which  may 
have  there  arisen.  At  least  one  employee  designated  for  each 
such  board  shall  be  a  lawyer  twho  shall  act  as  chairman  of  the 
board].  When  the  memibers  of  any  board  are  not  engaged  in 
[the  hearing  of]  hearing  and  determining  administrative  ap- 
peals as  hereinafter  provided,  such  employees  shall  be  assigned  to 
other  duties  in  the  service  of  the  agency  concerned.  No  member 
of  a  board  who  has  participated  in  a  particular  case  or  In  the 
preparation  draft,  or  approval  of  any  rule  which  may  be  In- 
volved, shall  sit  In  appeal  of  the  case  or  application  of  the  rule. 
Each  employee  so  designated  as  a  member  of  an  intm-agency 
board  shall,  before  he  enters  upon  his  duties  as  such  vnember, 
take  an  oath  or  affirmation  that  he  wiU  act  impartially  vnth  re- 
spect to  all  matters  pending  before  such  board  unthout  regard 
to  the  position  of  the  Oovemment  as  a  party  in  interest,  and 
tfiat  he  will  decide  such  matters  upon  fheir  merits  <n  accord- 
ance with  lose  and  the  evidence  presented. 

(b)  When  any  person  \b  aggrieved  by  a  decision  of  any  officer  or 
employee  of  any  agency,  such  person  may  notify  the  head  of  the 
agency  in  writing  of  objections  thereto,  specifically  requesting  that 
the  controversy  be  referred  to  a  board,  constituted  as  herein- 
before provided,  for  hearing  and  determination.  Such  notice 
shall  be  given  not  more  than  20  days  after  the  date  of  receipt 
of  a  registered  letter  notifying  him  of  the  decision,  act,  or  failure 
to  act.  Such  written  objections  shall  be  referred  promptly  to  an 
intra-agency  board  for  the  agency  concerned.  At  a  time  and  place 
to  be  designated  and  communicated  to  the  aggrieved  persoi:.  he 
shall  have  an  importunity  at  an  early  day  for  a  full  and  fair  hear- 
ing before  said  board,  at  which  time  there  shall  be  introduced  into 
the  record  of  testimony  and  any  documents  or  objects  relating  to 
the  appeal  before  said  board.  Any  person  having  a  substantial 
Interest  in  the  controversy  shall  have  the  right  to  Intervene 
therein.  A  stenographer  shall  be  assigned  to  the  hearings  before 
the  board  to  take  and  transcribe  the  testimony.  All  testimony. 
other  evidence,  azKl  all  proceedings  before  the  board,  shall  be 
reduced  to  a  written  record  and  filed  in  the  agency  concerned 
aiul  a  copy  thereof  shall  be  furnished  to  the  aggrieved  person 
upon  his  written  request  therefor  at  a  charge  not  exceeding  the 
actual  cost  thereof.  Within  30  days  after  the  day  the  evidence 
and  argumento  are  closed,  the  board  shall  make  written  findings 
of  facts  and  separate  decision  thereon,  which  shall  be  subject 
to  the  written  approval,  dlsaiH>roval.  or  modification  of  the  head 
of  the  agency  concerned  or  of  such  person  as  he  shall  designate 
In  writing  to  act  tot  him.  A  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  and 
decision,  showing  the  action  If  any,  of  the  head  of  the  agency 
concerned  or  his  representative,  shall  be  filed  in  the  agency  as 
a  part  of  the  written  record  In  the  case  and  a  copy  shall  be 
mai-'ed  to  the  aggrieved  person  and  to  the  interveners,  if  any. 
The  United  States  shall  take  such  action  as  may  now  or  hereafter 
be  provided  by  law  to  enforce  the  decision  of  the  agency  unless 
there  be  pending  Judicial  review  thereof  as  hereinafter  provided. 

(c)  The  chairman  of  any  board,  upon  request  of  any  party  to 
the  proceedings,  shall  require  by  subpena  the  attendance  azul 
testimony  of  witnesses  and  the  production  of  documents  and  all 
other  objects  before  said  board  without  other  showing  than  re- 
quired by  the  rules  In  United  States  district  courts  for  the 
Issuance  of  subpenas  by  such  courts.  Any  witness  subpenaed  or 
whose  deposition  is  taken  shall  receive  the  same  fees  and  mileage 
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m»  wltneoes  In  courts  of  the  United  States,  to  be  paid  by  the 
party  at  whose  Instance  the  witness  appears  or  deposition  Is  taken. 
In  the  event  of  disobedience  of  a  subpena  Issued  as  herein  pro- 
vided, the  chairman,  or  any  party  to  the  proceedings,  may  apply 
to  any  district  court  of  the  United  States  of  the  Jurisdiction  In 
which  the  witness  may  be  found  for  an  order  requiring  his  at- 
tendance and  testimony  and  the  production  of  all  documents  and 
objects  described  In  the  subpena.  The  chairman  of  the  board  shall 
be  authorized  to  administer  oaths  to  witnesses  and  there  shall  be 
A  right  of  examination  and  cross-examination  of  witnesses. 

C(d)  When  the  matter  In  controversy  Is  such  that  the  delay  In- 
cident to  the  hearing  and  decision  of  the  case  would  create  an 
emergency  contrary  to  the  public  Interest  and  there  is  adminis- 
trative action  or  inaction,  prior  to  or  without  such  hearing  and 
determination,  resulting  In  the  destruction  of  the  property  or 
damage  to  the  aggrieved  person  involved  in  such  controversy,  the 
findings  of  fact  and  decision  when  made  by  the  board  shall  state 
the  amount  of  pecuniary  damage  suffered  by  the  aggrieved  person 
and  upon  approval  thereof  by  the  head  of  the  agency  concerned, 
the  amount  of  damages  so  approved.  If  acceptable  to  the  aggrieved 
person,  shall  be  certified  to  the  Ckingress  for  an  appropriation 
with  which  to  pay  the  samej 

C(e)  Where  any  matter  arises]  (d)  In  any  controversy  arising 
out  of  the  activities  of  any  independent  agency,  It  may  be  pro- 
vided by  rule  that  such  Dnatter]  controveray  may  be  heard  in  the 
first  instance  by  one  of  Its  trial  [examiners,  who  shall  file  with  the 
Independent  agency  the  written  record  and  his  written  findings  cf 
fact  and  separate  decision,  which  shall  be  made  In  all  Instances, 
whether  by  the  examiner  or  the  Independent  agency,]  examiners. 
Whether  heard  by  ruch  examiner  or  by  the  independent  agency 
Uself.  a  fxdl  and  correct  toritten  record  and  written  findings  of 
fact,  and  the  proposed  decision,  shall  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the 
independent  agency  after  reasonable  public  notice  and  a  full  and 
fair  hearing  as  hereinbefore  In  this  section  provided.  A  copy  or 
ooplee  thereof  shall  be  sent  by  registered  mall  to  the  aggrieved 
pe^y.  The  independent  agency  shall  enter  at  the  expiration  of 
SO  days  such  appropriate  decision  as  may  be  proper  unless  within 
■aid  30  days  the  aggrieved  party  shall  signify  his  written  consent 
to  the  entry  of  the  decision  or  shall  file  by  registered  mall  with 
the  Independent  agency  his  written  objections  to  the  findings  of 
fact  and  decision  [of  the  examlnerj  in  which  event  the  inde- 
pendent agency  shall  not  enter  Its  decision  without  first  according 
a  public  hearing  upon  reasonable  notice  to  such  party.  Such 
hearing  shall  be  before  the  members  of  the  Independent  agency.  If 
It  has  not  less  than  three  members,  or  before  any  three  of  such 
members.  If  the  Independent  agency  has  less  than  three  members, 
an  intra-agency  board  shall  be  constituted  In  the  manner  provided 
In  subsection  (a)  of  this  section,  upon  which  the  member  or  mem- 
bers of  such  agency  may  serve  at  his  or  their  election. 

[f]  («)  No  hearing  shall  be  permitted  before  any  agency  or 
Independent  agency  seeking  affirmative  relief  against  the  United 
States  concerning  any  controversy  which  arose  more  than  1  year 
prior  to  the  date  on  which  there  was  filed  with  such  agency  or 
independent  agency  a  written  request  for  such  hearing  as  provided 
in  this  section. 

JUDICIAL   KEVIZW  OT  OadSIONS  OB  OKDEBa  OF  AOMOnSTEATIVK   AGXNCIXS 

S*c.  6.  (a)  Any  party  to  a  proceeding  before  any  agency  or  in- 
dependent agency  as  provided  In  section  4  of  this  act  who  may  be 
aggrieved  by  the  final  decision  or  order  of  any  agency,  or  Inde- 
pendent agency,  as  the  case  may  be.  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  receipt  of  a  copy  thereof,  may  at  his  election  file  a  written 
petition  (1)  with  the  clerk  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  District  of  Columbia:  or  (2)  with  the  clerk  of  the  circuit 
court  of  appeals  within  whose  Jurisdiction  such  aggrieved  party 
resides  or  maintains  his  principal  place  of  business  or  in  which 
the  controversy  arose,  for  review  of  the  decision.  Before  filing  a 
petition  such  party  may  within  10  days  after  the  date  of  receipt 
of  the  copy  of  the  final  decision  or  order  make  a  motion  to  the 
agency  or  indei>endcnt  agency  concerned  for  a  rehearing,  tender- 
ing a  statement  of  any  further  showing  to  be  made  thereon  which 
shall  constitute  a  part  of  the  record,  and  the  time  for  appeal 
Fhall  run  from  the  date  of  the  order  on  such  motion  if  denied  or 
the  order  made  on  such  rehearing  If  a  rehearing  shall  be  had. 
Tlie  petition  shall  state  the  alleged  errors  in  the  decision  of  the 
agency  or  independent  agency  concerned.  The  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States  and  the  agency  or  Independent  agency  shall 
oach  be  served  by  the  petitioner  with  a  copy  of  the  petition  and 
It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States 
to  cause  appearance  to  be  entered  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
within  30  dajrs  after  the  date  of  receipt  by  him  of  a  copy  of  the 
petition  and  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  agency  or  independent 
agency,  as  the  case  may  be.  within  30  days  or  such  longer  time  as 
the  court  may  by  order  direct,  after  receipt  of  a  copy  of  the  peti- 
tion to  caiiae  to  be  prepared  and  filed  with  the  clerk  c^  such 
court  the  original  or  a  full  and  accurate  transcript  of  entire  rec- 
ord In  such  proceeding  before  such  agency  or  independent  agency. 
Vpon  the  filing  of  any  such  petition  for  review,  the  court  to  which 
the  same  is  directed  shtdl  have  jurisdiction  of  the  proceeding  and 
o/  the  qxiestions  determined  therein  and  shall  have  power  to  grant 
tuch  temporary  relief  by  restraining  order,  mandamus,  or  other- 
wise as  it  may  deem  fust  and  proper.  The  court  may  affirm  or  set 
aside  the  decision  or  may  direct  the  agency  or  Independent  agency 
concerned  to  modify  its  decision.  Any  case  may  be  remanded  for 
cuch  further  evidence  as  in  the  discretion  of  the  court  may  be  re- 
quired but  no  objection  not  urged  before  the  agency  or  independ- 


ent agency,  as  the  case  may  be.  shall  be  considered  by  the  court 
unless  the  failure  or  neglect  to  urge  such  objection  shall  be  excused 
by  the  court  for  good  cause  shown.  To  facilitate  the  hearing  of 
such  appeals  and  avoid  delay  In  the  hearing  of  other  matters  before 
the  court,  such  court  may  constitute  special  sessions  thereof  to 
consist  of  any  three  Judges  competent  in  law  to  sit  as  Judges  of  a 
circuit  court  of  appeals,  which  special  sessions  may  be  held 
concurrently  with  the  regular  sessions  of  said  court.  Any  decision 
of  any  agency  or  independent  agency  shall  be  set  aside  If  It  is  made 
to  appear  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  [(1)  that  the  findings  of 
fact  are  clearly  erroneous;  or  (2)]  (/)  that  the  findings  of  fact  are 
not  supported  by  substantial  evidence:  or  [(3)]  (2)  that  the  deci- 
sion is  not  supported  by  the  findings  of  fact;  or  [(4)1  (J)  that  the 
decision  was  Issued  without  due  notice  and  a  reasonable  oppor- 
txmlty  having  been  afforded  the  aggrieved  party  for  a  full  and  fair 
hearing:  or  [(5)]  (4)  that  the  decision  is  beyond  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  agency  or  independent  agency,  as  the  case  may  be;  or  [(0>] 
(5)  that  the  decision  Infringes  the  Constitution  or  statutes  of  the 
United  States  [;  or  (7)  that  the  decision  1b  otherwise  contrary 
to  law]. 

(b)  The  Judgments  of  the  circuit  courts  of  appeals  under  this 
section  and  section  3  of  this  act  shall  be  final,  except  that  they 
ehsdl  be  subject  to  review  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  upon  writ  of  certiorari  or  certification  as  provided  In  sec- 
tions 239  and  240  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended  (U.  8.  C, 
tlUe  28.  sees.  346  and  347). 

(c)  Where  the  cause  of  action  Is  otherwise  within  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  as  provided  in  section 
136  to  187,  Inclusive,  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended  (U.  8.  C, 
title  28.  sees.  241  to  293.  incltislve),  the  petition  provided  In  this 
section  may  be  to  the  said  Co\irt  of  Claims  at  the  election  of  the 
aggrieved  party. 

(d)  Where  a  circuit  court  of  appeals  or  the  Court  of  Claims  finds 
Itself  In  disagreement  on  any  question  of  law  with  a  previously 
rendered  decision  of  another  court  having  Jurisdiction  under  this 
section,  it  shall  certify  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  SUtes  a 
distinct  and  definite  statement  of  the  question  or  preposition  of  law 
upon  which  such  disagreement  rests,  with  a  statement  of  the  nature 
of  the  cause  and  of  the  facts  on  which  such  question  or  proposition 
of  law  arises,  together  with  a  statement  of  the  reasons  In  support  of 
such  disagreement.  [Such  further]  Further  proceedings  shall  be  as 
provided  in  section  239  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  unended  (U.  8.  C. 
tlUe  28,  sec.  346) . 

JTTKISDICnOlf   or   COT7STS   TO   IMPOSE    DAMAGES    WHXBX   AFPKAL    WAS    FOS 

OKLAT   AND  POB  COSTS 

Sxc.  6.  The  courts  shall  have  Jurisdiction  and  power  to  impose 
[damages]  a  reasonable  penalty  as  part  of  the  costs  in  any  case 
where  the  decision  of  the  agency  or  independent  agency  is  affirmed 
and  the  court  finds  that  there  was  no  substantial  basis  for  the 
petition  for  review.  In  all  cases  the  costs  on  review  shall  be  allowed 
the  prevailing  party  after  final  Judgment,  to  be  collected  according 
to  law. 

KZCSFTIOirs  AND  USBVATTONB 

Sec.  7.  (a)  Nothing  contained  In  this  act  shall  operate  to  modify 
or  repeal  any  rights  or  procedure  as  now  provided  by  law  for  any 
person  to  have  his  controversy  with  the  United  States  heard  and 
determined  in  any  district  court  or  clrctilt  court  of  appeals  of  the 
United  States. 

(b)  Nothing  contained  In  this  act  shall  apply  to  or  affect  any 
matter  concerning  or  relating  to  [the  conduct  of]  the  Military  or 
Naval  Establishments;  the  [conduct  of  the]  Federal  Reserve  Board, 
the  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Ctirrency,  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation.  Railroad  Retirement  Board,  National  Media- 
tion Board,  National  Railroad  Adjtistment  Board,  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  the  Civil  Service  Commissi<m,  all  Federal 
lending  agencies,  the  Federal  Trade  Commission;  [the  conduct  of 
the]  Department  of  State:  the  [conduct  of  the]  Department  of 
Justice  [and  the  offices  of  the  United  States  attorneys,  except  as 
otherwise  herein  specifically  provided];  or  any  matter  concerning 
or  relating  to  the  internal  revenue,  customs,  patent,  trade-mark, 
copyright,  personnel,  or  longshoremen  and  harbor  workers'  laws:' 
f)r  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreements  Act  of  1937  and  any  Act 
supplemental  thereto  or  amendatory  thereof:  or  any  case  where 
the  aggrieved  party  may  be  dissatisfied  with  a  grading  service  In 
connection  with  the  purchase  or  sale  of  agrlctiltural  productsl.  or 
has  failed  to  receive  apjxalntment  or  employment  by  any  agency 
or  independent  agency].  Sections  2  and  3  of  this  act  shaU  not 
apply  to  the  General  Accounting  Office.  No  right  of  review  here- 
under shall  be  exercised  during  the  construction  of  any  public 
building  or  public-works  project  as  to  any  decision  ruling  or 
order  made  with  reference  to  the  prosecution  of  the  work. 

(c)  Members  In  good  standing  of  the  bar  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  any  circuit  court  of  appeals,  or  any  district  court 
of  the  United  SUtes  shaU,  [without  further  requirement]  unless 
otherwise  prohibited  by  law.  be  eligible  to  represent  clients  and 
pracUce  before  any  agency  or  independent  agency  as  defined  In 
this  act. 

AGUCULTUKAL  DEPAKTMKMT  APPROPHZATIOIIS— COMTKXnfCX  RXPOBT 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  RUSSEIX..  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  desire 
the  floor? 

Mr.  WILEY.    Fdr  a  moment. 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  matter  I  have  in  hand  win  only  take 
a  few  moments,  and  if  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  desires 
to  discuss  the  matters  which  have  been  before  the  Senate.  I 
will  ask  him  to  defer  his  remarks  until  after  the  Senate  shall 
have  passed  upon  the  conference  report  I  am  about  to  present. 

Prom  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  agricultural  ap- 
propriation bill,  I  submit  a  report  and  ask  for  its  immediate 
consideration. 

The  PRESEDINO  OFFICER.    The  report  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Bouses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8202) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agrictilture  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met. 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  34  46 
48.  49,  51.  64,  63,  64.  69,  71,  82,  93,  and  106. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  23.  23.  24.  25.  26.  31.  36.  62,  62,  70.  74,  76, 
86,  88.  89.  91.  97,  98,  109.  112,  and  113;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  1:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numt>ered  1,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  Bvan 
Jtciposad  Insert  "$1,637,435";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

iltntlment  numbered  2:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dls- 
■gSMment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  niunbered  2,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "•1,987.436":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  3,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  stun 
proposed  Insert  "$67,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  niunbered  4:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  4.  and 
agree  to  the  same  virlth  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
siun  proposed  Insert  "$6,862,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  5:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  6.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum   proposed   Insert   "$7,107,335";    and   the   Senate  agree  to   the 


Amendment  numbered  7:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  7.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  insert  ••$90,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numt>ered  9:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  9,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sxxm  proposed  Insert  "$240,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  10:  Tliat  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numt)ered  10,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  insert  "$790,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  11:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  11,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$667,756";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  nxunlaered  14:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  14,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  simi 
proposed  insert  '•$6.173.870'";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  15:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  15.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$6,318,870";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  16:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  16.  and 
•gree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follovra:  In  lieu  of 
the  simi  proposed  Insert  "$732342";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  ntmibered  18:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  18  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  proposed  Insert  "$325,000":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  27:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its 
<llsagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  27,  and 
y  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows;  In  lieu  of  the 
■nm  proposed  Insert  "$245.000"';  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  28;  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nimabered  28.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$1,300,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  29:    That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  20,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:    In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  '$133,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  SO:  That  the  House  recwJe  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  30.  and  agree 
to  the  sume  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$224,533  •;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbtred  32:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  32.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  ■'$5.171.455-;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbered  33:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  S3,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$1.666.147"';  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbered  35:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  niunbered  35.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$11.500.000'";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 
Amendment  numbered  38:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  38.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$632,500":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbered  47:  That  the  House  recede  from  Us  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  47  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
named  in  said  amendment.  Insert  •'$22,560";  and  the  Senate  asree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  50:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  50,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed,  Insert  "$304,469":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 
Amendment  numbered  63:  That  the  House  recede  from  lU  dU- 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  53.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  stun 
proposed.  Insert  "$905,325";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbered  55:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  66,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed,  insert  •$424,600":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 
Amendment  niunbered  56:  That  the  House  recede  from  lU  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  66.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed.  Insert  "$167,960';  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  sazns 
Amendment  numbered  67:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dls^ 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  57.  and  agiee 
to  the  same  wUh  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  pro- 
posed, insert  '•$212,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  58:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  58.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$379,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  59:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  69.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$162,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  67:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  67.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$775,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  68:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  68,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed.  Insert  "$863,900";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  72:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate'  numbered  72.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed.  Insert  "$433,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  73:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  73.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed.  Insert  "$1,125,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  76:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  76,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
named  in  said  amendment,  insert  "$10,000";  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  77:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  77.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$6,067,126";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  78:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  78,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$1,631,578";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  79:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numberecJ  79,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  proposed  insert  "$676,000";  and  the  Senate  agrue  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  80:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  80.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  proposed  Insert  "$207340";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  81:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  81,  and 
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agree  to  the  nme  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  propoaed  tnaert  "$3,328,080";  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  83:  That  the  Houae  recede  from  Its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  ntimbered  83.  and 
agree  to  the  Hune  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  propoaed  Insert  "t2.750,744":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  84:  That  the  House  recede  from  Ita  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  84.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
■nm  propoaed  Insert  "•18.065,750";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  ths 
sMne. 

Amendment  numbered  87:  That  the  Houae  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  87.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  proposed  insert  "•31.000,750";  and  ths  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendraent  numbered  92:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dls- 
agreemen;  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  92.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  ".  or  any  soil 
terracing  services,";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  94:  That  the  Hrruse  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  ntimbered  94.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  ".  or 
any  soil  terracing  services.";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  108:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nvmibered  108.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  stricken  out  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  "That 
no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary  of 
any  person  who  received  as  many  as  three  steps  of  administrative 
wlthln-grade  promotion,  or  the  equivalent  thereof.  In  all  poeltlons 
occupied  by  such  person  during  the  fiscal  year  1939.  at  a  rate  of  pay 
In  excess  of  the  salary  resulting  from  the  first  two  steps  of  such 
promotion  or  its  equivalent;  hut  this  proviso  shall  not  preclude  the 
payment  of  the  minimum  salary  of  the  grade  to  any  person 
transferred,  under  standard  regulations,  to  such  grade:  Prot^ided 
further.";   and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  In  disagreement  amendments 
Btimbcred  6.  8.  12,  13,  17,  19.  20.  21.  37.  39.  40.  41,  42.  43,  44.  45,  80, 
61.  65,  66,  85.  90.  95.  96.  99.  100.  101.  102,  108.  104.  106.  107.  110. 

and  111. 

RicBAKD  B.  RtTsanx, 
Cakl  HATBKrr, 
M.  E.  Ttdinos, 
J.  H.  BamcHEAO, 

E.  D.  SlUTH, 
OotAU)  p.  NTS, 
Chas.  L.  McNakt. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Clascmcx  CAmcoN, 
If.  C.  TAavxa. 
W.  P.  Lambkstson. 
Managert  on  the  part  of  the  Houae. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Georgia 
«sks  unanimotis  consent  for  the  consideration  of  the  report. 
Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none.  Tlie  question  Is 
on  agreeing  to  the  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  now  ask  that  the  Chair  lay  before  the 
Senate  the  amendments  which  are  still  in  disagreement. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  a  mes- 
sage from  the  House  of  Representatives  announcing  its  ac- 
tion on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  House  bill  8202, 
which  was  read  as  follows: 

In  ths  Hocsb  op  REPasssNTamrss. 

Jtfay  15,  1940. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  6,  19.  40,  85,  90,  96.  100.  101, 
ICJ.  104,  107.  and  111  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8202)  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1041,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  concur  therein. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  8  to  said  blU  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "•13.796.918." 

That  the  Houae  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  .ttie  Senate  numbered  12  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
aniendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "•14.586.918." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  nurabex«d  13  to  said  bill  and  concxir  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  s\un  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "•ae.SlOJM." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
Cf  the  Senate  numbered  44  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 


amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  rora  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "»9.000.000." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  45  to  said  bUl  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "•2.000.000." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  95  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  said 
amendment  Insert  "except  that  within  the  total  of  limitation.^  Im- 
posed by  section  392  (b)  of  said  act  for  administrative  expenses 
In  the  District  of  Colvunbla.  regional  offices,  and  In  the  several 
States,  such  limitations  may,  In  connection  with  the  activities  of 
the  Marketing  and  Marketing  Agreements  Division  of  the  Agricul- 
ttiral  Adjustment  Administration  and  the  Federal  Surplus  Com- 
modities Corporation,  be  Interchanged.  In  whole  or  in  part,  during 
the  current  fiscal  year,  between  the  District  of  OtHumbla,  regional 
ofBces,  and  the  several  States." 

That  the  Hotwe  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  99  to  said  bill  and  conctir  therein  with  an  amend- 
ment as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert: 

"PABrrr  patmknts 

"To  enable  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  make  parity  payment* 
to  producers  of  wheat,  cotton,  com  (In  the  commercial  corn-pro- 
ducing area) .  rice,  and  tobacco  pxirsuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
803  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938.  •212.000.000:  Pro- 
vided, That  such  payments  with  respect  to  any  such  commodity 
shall  be  made  with  respect  to  a  farm  only  in  the  event  that  the 
acreage  planted  to  the  commodity  for  harvest  on  the  farm  In  1941 
Is  not  In  excess  of  the  farm  acreage  allotment  established  for  the 
commodity  under  the  agricultural  conservation  program." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  103  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment  insert:  "Loans:  For  loans  In  accordance  with  title  I  of 
the  Bankhead -Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act.  approved  July  22,  1937 
(7  U.  8.  C.  1000-1006).  •SO.OOO.OOO.  which  sum  shall  be  borrowed 
from  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  at  an  Interest  rate  of 
S  percent  per  annum  and  which  sum  shall  not  be  used  for  making 
loans  under  the  terms  of  said  act  for  the  purchase  of  farms  of 
greater  valtie  than  the  average  farm  tinlt  In  the  county,  parish,  or 
locality  In  which  such  purchase  may  he  made;  and  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  lend  such  siim  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  upon  the  security 
of  any  obligations  of  twrrowers  from  the  Secretary  under  the  pro- 
visions of  title  I  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  ap- 
proved July  22,  1937  (7  U.  8.  C.  1000-1006) :  Provided.  That  tb« 
amotint  loaned  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall 
not  exceed  8S  percent  of  the  principal  amount  outstandlitg  of  the 
obligations  constituting  the  security  therefor:  Provided  further. 
That  the  Secretary  may  utlllae  proceeds  from  payments  of  principal 
and  Interest  on  any  loans  made  under  such  title  I  to  repay  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  the  amount  borrowed  there- 
from under  the  authority  of  this  pfiragraph:  Provided  further. 
That  the  amount  of  notee.  bonds,  debentures,  and  other  such  obli- 
gations which  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Is  authorlzeil 
and  empowered  to  isaue  and  to  have  outstanding  at  any  one  time 
under  existing  law  is  hereby  increased  by  an  amount  sufficient  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  hereof." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  110  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment insert:  "•100,000.000";  and 

That  the  House  Insist  upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  Nos.  17.  20.  21.  37.  39.  41.  42.  43.  60.  61.  65,  66,  and 
105  to  said  blU. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  8.  12,  and  13. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  a  brief 
explanation? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  three  amendments  of  the  House  to 
amendments  of  the  Senate,  which  I  have  asked  the  Senate  to 
agree  to,  merely  involve  totals  which  were  arrived  at  by 
agreement  of  the  House  and  Senate  on  a  Isurge  number  ctf 
amendments.  The>-  do  not  affect  any  major  amendments 
which  are  in  disagreement;  they  merely  relate  to  totals. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to  concur  in  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  to  Senate  amendments  numbered  8,  12, 
and  13. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  110  with  the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Hie  amendment  to  the 
House  amendment  will  be  stated. 
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The  Lbczslativx  Clkuc  At  the  end  of  the  matter  inserted 
by  said  Senate  amendment  and  before  the  period  insert 
the  following: 

Provided.  That  there  Is  hereby  appropriated  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated  for  an  additional  amotmt 
for  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
to  be  immediately  available,  including  the  objects  specified  in  the 
foregoing  paragraph  and  subject  to  the  limitations  therein.  •600.000, 
of  which  amount  not  to  exceed  •23,000  may  be  transferred  to  the 
appropriation  "Printing  and  binding.  Department  of  Agriculture. 
1941." 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  Prestdent,  the  bill  as  it  passed  the 
Senate  provided  $40,000,000  of  loans  through  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  to  be  available  to  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  for  loans  under  the  Rural 
Electrification  Act.  When  the  biH  reached  the  House  a  sup- 
plemental Budget  estimate  was  sent  to  the  House  from  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  the  executive  department,  in- 
creasing the  amoimt  available  for  such  loans  through  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  by  the  sum  of  $60,- 
000,000.  The  House  agreed  to  that  amendment.  A  supple- 
mental estimate  for  administrative  expenses  to  be  available 
for  the  purpose  of  making  such  loans  accompanied  the  esti- 
mate, but  the  amendment  providing  for  it  was  stricken  out 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  on  a  point  of  order.  The  amend- 
ment which  I  have  sent  to  the  desk  merely  restores  that 
portion  of  the  supplemental  Budget  estimate  which  failed  in 
the  House  because  of  a  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to 
the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  No.  110. 

Tlie  amendment  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  10  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Now,  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Sen- 
ate disagree  to  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  Nos.  44.  45,  95,  99,  103,  and  further 
Insist  on  its  amendments. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  now  move  that  the  Senate  fmlher  in- 
sist on  its  amendments  Nos.  17.  20.  21.  37.  39,  41.  42,  43.  60. 
61,  65,  66,  and  105. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  RUSSKI.T..  I  move  that  the  Senate  ask  for  a  further 
conference  with  the  House  on  the  amendments  still  in  dis- 
agreement and  that  the  Chair  dippoiai  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  the  Presiding  Officer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Hatdkn.  Mr.  Tydings,  Mr.  Bank- 
RXAi).  Mr.  Smith,  Mr.  Ntx,  and  Mr.  McNart  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate  at  the  further  conference. 

I  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOTTSB 

A  mrasage  from  the  House  of  Representatives  by  Mr.  Callo- 
way, one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
disagreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8438)  making  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department  and 
the  Naval  Service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes;  agreed  to  the  conference  asked  by 
the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Scrugham,  Mr.  Fernandez.  Mr.  Cald- 
well. Mr.  Casey  of  Massachusetts,  Mr.  Ditter,  Mr.  Plum- 
ley,  and  Mr.  McLeod  were  ai4)0inted  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House  at  the  conference. 

NAVAL  EXPANSION  PROGRAM 

Bdr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  whether  or 
not  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Walsh]  has  been  agreed  to? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  has  not  been  agreed  to.  The  question 
is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  8026)  to  establish  the  composition 
of  the  United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of 


certain  naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  with  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  The  first  committee  amend- 
ment will  be  stated. 

Tht  Legislative  Clerk.    On  page  2.  line  8.  after  the  word 

by  ,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "sixteen  thousand  seven 

hundred"  and  insert  "thirty-three  thousand  four  hundred." 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  I  believe  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  desires  to  have  the  Senate  take  up  a  privi- 
leged matter.  If  so.  I  will  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
bill  which  the  Senate  has  Just  taken  up  for  consideraUon  be 
laid  aside  temporarily.  Let  me  add  that  I  was  beginning  to 
think  that  it  would  take  about  as  long  to  get  up  the  naval  bill 
as  it  takes  to  build  a  batUeship.  I  am  thankfiU  it  has  not 
taken  so  long  as  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
moUon  to  be  made  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  is  a 
privUeged  motion,  is  it  necessary  to  have  unanimous  consent 
to  lay  aside  temporarily  the  pending  business? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  It  is  not,  but  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  asked  that  that  be  done. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  I  knew  it  was  not  necessary, 
and  at  the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  Joint 
resolution  with  regard  to  Reorganization  Order  No.  V  the 
Senate  will  return  to  the  consideraUon  of  the  trtU  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  am  very  willing  to  yield  to  have  the  meas- 
ure in  charge  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
considered. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Chair  wiU  hold  that 
the  bill  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  will  automati- 
cally come  up  after  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

reorcanizatton  plan  no.  V 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  renew  my  moUon  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution  651. 

Mr.  President,  under  the  rule  it  is  in  order  to  make  a 
motion  to  limit  debate,  and  I  should  like  to  have  an  agree- 
ment to  limit  debate  on  the  resolution.  I  have  no  desire 
to  consume  more  than  5  minutes  in  explanation  of  the  Joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  tmderstand  under  the  Reorganization 
Act  the  debate  is  limited  to  10  hours.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  My  recoUection  may  be  at  fault,  and  I 
would  rather  have  the  Senator  address  his  inquiry  to  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  a  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  wiU  state  It. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Does  the  rule  provided  in  the  Reorgan- 
ization Act  limit  the  debate  on  this  matter  to  10  hours? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  be  glad  to 
read  the  law  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Does  the  same  provision  apply  that  applies 
to  resolutions  of  disapproval? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    We  might  limit  debate  to  10  minutes. 

lib.  BRYNES.    I  would  be  very  glad  to  do  that. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  As  the  Chair  undersUnd* 
from  a  hasty  examination  of  the  act.  the  10-hour  limitation 
applies  to  a  Joint  resolution  disapproving  the  action, 

Mr.  BYRNES.  That  was  the  reason  why  I  did  not  answer 
the  Senator  from  Nevada,  because  in  the  reorganization  law, 
when  a  resolution  of  disapproval  is  before  the  Senate,  the  time 
of  10  hours  is  fixed.  We  now  have  a  different  situation.  In 
that  this  is  a  House  Joint  resolution,  and  I  did  not  know  that 
the  law  would  similarly  apply. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  If  I  may  interrupt  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  with  the  permission  of  the 
Chair,  I  desire  to  say  that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  had 
hoped  the  discussion  might  be  limited  to  a  very  few  minutes. 
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The  PRESIDINO  OPPTCER.  The  Chair  will  rule  that  the 
special  provision,  being  in  derogation  of  the  Senate  rules. 
Will  have  to  be  strictly  construed. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  a  parUamentary 
inquiry.  Does  the  joint  resolution  relate  to  Reorganization 
Order  No.  V? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  The  joint  resolution  relates  to  order  No.  V; 
and  also  has  a  provision  as  to  orders  IV  and  m,  which  I 
desire  to  explain. 

As  I  have  advised  the  Senator  from  Washington,  this  Joint 
resolution  has  reference  to  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V.  and 
provides  that  it  shall  take  effect  at  this  time.  Under  the 
reoTfanizatJon  law  it  would  not  become  effective  until  60 
days  from  the  date  on  which  it  was  sent  to  the  Congress. 
The  effect  of  the  House  Joint  resolution  is  to  make  it  effec- 
tlre  on  the  tenth  day  after  the  enactment  of  the  Joint 
resolution. 

The  only  other  provision  in  the  House  joint  res<Hution  Is 
the  provision  that  nothing  in  the  Joint  resolution  or  in  the 
reorganization  plan  shall  be  construed  as  continuing  any 
emergency  agency  or  function  beyond  the  time  when  it  would 
have  terminated  without  regard  to  the  reorganization  order. 

The  Senate  committee  has  added  section  4.  providing  that 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  IV  and  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
in.  submitted  to  the  Congress  on  April  2  and  April  11.  shall 
take  effect  on  Jime  30,  1940.  instead  of  60  days  after  April  1 
and  April  11.  respectively.  I  will  explain  the  purpose  of  that. 
Plan  No.  m  had  reference  to  intradepartmental  mat- 
ten.  Plan  No.  IV  had  reference  to  interdepartmental  mat- 
ters. They  were  sent  on  different  dates.  As  a  result,  on 
Sunday.  June  2.  plan  No.  Ill  would  become  effective.  Cer- 
tain functions  within  the  jurisdiction  of  what  is  called  the 
6-man  board  would  on  that  day  be  transferred  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority. 

Plan  No.  IV  would  not  become  effective  until  Jime  11. 
That  would  cause  some  confusion  in  the  organization,  and 
would  give  considerable  trouble  to  the  Treasury  in  trans- 
ferring the  funds  from  one  agency  to  another  in  the  middle 
of  the  month.  For  the  purpose  of  avoiding  these  difflculties 
it  is  provided  that  the  two  plans,  ii:stead  of  becoming  ef- 
fective on  June  2  and  June  11.  shall  become  effective  on 
June  30. 

That  is  the  only  purpose  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  very 
briefly  to  discuss  the  provisions  of  order  No.  V.  which  pro- 
vides for  the  transfer  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service  from  the  Department  of  Labor  to  the  Department  of 
Justice. 

I  have  no  objection  to  the  transfer.  I  can  see  that  there 
Is  a  possibility  that  the  Deptartment  of  Justice  can  more 
effectively  handle  problems  involving  aliens  than  can  the 
Department  of  Labor.  I  do  not  think  it  is  of  utmost  im- 
portance, but  I  do  think  it  is  of  importance  at  this  particular 
time  that  there  be  some  recognition  of  the  danger  of  this 
country  simply  going  wild  upon  the  question  of  aliens. 

We  have  seen  the  results  in  other  countries  of  what  is 
popularly  called  the  "fifth  column";  and  I  know  that  as  a 
resxilt  of  those  accomplishments  in  other  countries  there  are 
many  persons  who  might  be  inclined  to  think  that  we  must 
do  everything  possible  to  protect  against  a  "fifth  column"  In 
this  country.  I  agree  with  that  conclusion.  Certainly  every 
effort  must  be  made  to  see  that  we  do  not  suffer  as  various 
European  nations  suffered  as  a  result  of  those  who  were  in 
the  country  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  a  foreign  enemy.  At 
the  same  time,  we  must  recognize  the  fact  that  the  reason 
why  we  want  to  protect  America  against  a  totalitarian  f(Hin 
of  government  is  in  order  to  preserve  democracy  in  America; 
and  by  becoming  frantic,  by  passing  pieces  of  legislation 
which  in  themselves  destroy  the  very  spirit  of  democracy,  we 
are  defeating  the  very  purpose  which  we  have  In  attempting 
to  defend  America  against  attacks  from  some  aggressor  who 
may  have  a  totalitarian  form  of  government. 

We  have  had  a  number  of  bills  before  the  Congress — they 
have  been  reported  and  are  on  the  calendar — to  the  consid- 


eration of  which  I  have  objected  on  numerous  occasions.  I 
have  sometimes  wondered  what  people  think  of  me  when  I 
repeatedly  object  to  the  passage  of  a  bill  which  is  entitled  "A 
bill  to  protect  American  labor  and  stimulate  the  employment 
of  American  citizens  on  American  jobs." 

People  may  wonder  how  anylxxiy  In  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate could  object  to  a  bill  which  has  a  title  of  that  sort.  That 
is  not  the  object  of  the  bill,  however.  There  are  two  things 
against  which  we  must  protect  at  the  same  time  that  we  rec- 
ognize the  necessity  of  protecting  against  what  we  now  popu- 
larly call  "fifth  column"  activities.  The  first  is  that  we  do 
not  create  class  prejudice  in  this  country;  that  we  do  not  pick 
out  a  isartlcular  group  and  try  to  inflame  the  people  of  the 
country  against  them,  because  that  is  the  device  by  which 
dictators  have  succeeded  in  attaining  their  positions  as  dic- 
tators. The  second  is  that  in  protecting  agJilnst  Individuals 
who  may  be  enemies  of  the  coimtry  we  do  not  destroy  the  very 
instnunentality  of  democracy  itself. 

There  was  reported  just  a  few  days  ago  a  bfll  which,  looking 
at  it  upon  its  face,  appears  to  be  a  very  desirable  measure. 
It  is  a  bill  to  deport  aliens  who  may,  either  openly  or  secretly, 
favor  a  change  in  our  form  of  government.  It  is  pretty  difll- 
cult  to  oppose  a  bill  of  that  sort  on  the  basis  of  the  present 
frantic  attitude  of  the  American  people;  and  yet  we  should 
appreciate  the  fact  that  when  we  stop  a  man  from  discussing 
a  question  we  stop  ourselves  from  discussing  it,  and  we  do  not 
have  any  democracy  left.  After  all,  the  ultimate  purpose  of 
any  action  we  take  at  the  present  time  is  the  protection  and 
preservation  of  democracy. 

I  think  that  in  the  consideration  of  Order  No.  V,  when  we 
are  transferring  from  the  Department  of  Labor  to  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  control  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation Service,  we  ought  to  do  It  with  full  realization  that  thi« 
is  not  a  time  to  become  panicky.  This  is  a  time  to  deal 
realistically  with  these  problems.  We  remember  what  hap- 
pened back  during  the  years  1917,  1918,  and  1919.  I  see  in 
the  Chamber  the  senior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Wheeler].  I  know  the  criticism  to  which  he  was  subjected 
becaiise,  as  United  States  district  attorney  in  his  State,  he 
refused  to  permit  himself  to  be  panicked,  and  refused  to 
permit  his  office  to  be  used  to  destroy  the  constitutional  rights 
of  certain  persons  within  the  district  in  which  he  served  as 
United  States  district  attorney.  We  are  all  familiar  with 
what  went  on  at  that  time.  Now  that  we  are  confronted  with 
another  problem  of  a  similar  sort,  this  body  and  the  iseople 
of  the  country  ought  to  realize  that  it  will  not  do  any  good  to 
defend  the  United  States  against  a  '*fifth  coliunn"  if  by  so 
doing  we  destroy  the  very  institution  of  democracy  itself  in 
the  United  States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  a^rreeing 
to  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Byrnss]  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
House  Joint  Resolution  551. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  551)  providing  for 
the  taking  effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Select  Committee  on  Government 
Organization,  with  an  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment  rejwrted  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was.  on  page  2.  after  line  17,  to  Insert  an 
additional  section,  as  follows: 

aec.  4.  The  provisions  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  HI.  submitted 
to  the  Congress  on  April  2.  1940.  and  the  provisions  of  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  IV,  submitted  to  the  Congress  on  Aprtl  11.  IMO.  shall 
take  effect  on  June  30.  1940,  notwlthstanmog  the  provlBlons  of  the 
Beorganization  Act  of  1939. 

So  as  to  make  the  Joint  resolution  read: 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  the  provlsUuis  of  Reorganization  Plan  No  V 
submitted  to  the  Congress  on  Mav  22,  1940.  shall  take  effect  on  the 
tenth  day  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Joint  resolution, 
notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the  Reorganisation  Act  of  1939. 
^S»c.  2.  Nothing  in  auch  plan  or  this  joint  resolution  shall  be  con- 
strued as  having  the  effect  of  continuing  any  agency  or  function 
beyond  the  time  when  it  would  have  terminated  without  regard  to 
such  plan  or  this  joint  resolution  or  of  continuing  any  function 


beyond  the  time  when  the  agency  in  which  It  was  vested  would 
have  terminated  without  regu^  to  such  plan  or  th<#  joint  reso- 
lution. 

Sec.  3.  Any  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jxine  30.  1941, 
made  after  the  taking  effect  of  such  reorganization  plan,  for  the 
use  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  or  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor  in  the  exercise  of  functions  transferred  by  such 
plan,  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  section  3  of  such  plan,  he  consid- 
ered as  having  been  made  prior  to  the  taking  effect  of  such  plan. 
Any  provision,  In  any  act  of  Congress  enacted  at  the  third  session 
of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  after  the  taking  effect  of  such  plan, 
which  confers  upon  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any  function  with  respect 
to  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  or  with  respect  to 
the  immigration  and  natiiralizatlon  laws,  shall  be  construed  as 
having  conferred  such  function  upon  the  Attorney  General  and  not 
upon  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

Sic.  4.  The  provisions  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  HI.  submitted 
to  the  Congress  on  AprU  2.  1940.  and  the  provisions  of  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  IV.  submitted  to  the  Congress  on  April  11.  1940,  shall 
take  effect  on  June  30,  1940,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the 
Reorganization  Act  of  1939. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  quesUon  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendment  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
joint  resolution. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  opposed  to  this  reor- 
ganization plan  of  the  President  making  the  proposed  trans- 
fer. To  my  mind  it  is  a  very  serious  mistake.  Yet  I  realize 
that  the  Senate  is  anxious  to  approve  the  plan,  and  will  do 
so,  probably,  by  a  practically  unanimous  vote.  I  realize,  too, 
that  what  I  shall  say  will  probably  not  have  any  eflfect  upon 
the  result.  It  will  probably  not  change  a  single  vote  in  this 
body.  The  question  arises  In  my  own  mind  whether  it  is 
worth  while  for  me  to  raise  my  voice  in  protest  against  what 
I  believe  to  be  a  measure  which  will  result  In  depriving 
many  American  citizens  of  their  constitutional  rights,  as 
well  as  preventing  compliance  with  the  orderly  method  pro- 
vided by  our  laws  and  our  Constitution  for  the  trial  of 
offenses  alleged  to  have  been  committed  by  aliens  who  are  In 
our  midst. 

The  basis  of  every  democracy,  it  seems  to  me,  the  one 
thing  without  which  no  democracy  can  exist,  is  the  preser- 
vation of  the  civil  liberties  of  the  people  comprising  the 
democracy.  I  at  once  concede  to  aU  those  who  favor  the 
joint  resolution  that  they  are  conscientious,  and  that  they 
have  a  right  to  favor  it.  I  do  not  call  in  question  their 
patriotism  because  they  do  not  agree  with  me. 

Mr.  President,  23  years  ago  I  raised  my  weak  voice  in  this 
Chamber  against  the  declaration  of  war  against  Germany, 
and  all  I  said  then  fell  upon  deaf  ears,  and  what  I  shall 
now  say  I  presume  will  fall  upon  unsympathetic  ears  of 
those  who  are  likewise  Members  with  me  in  this  body. 

Sometime  ago  I  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  some 
correspondence  I  had  with  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  the  action  of  the  Attorney  General's 
office  in  the  arrest  of  several  persons  in  Detroit,  arrests  made 
by  operatives  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  which  is 
headed  by  Mr.  Hoover.  I  was  very  much  surprised  smd  very 
much  disappointed  at  the  attitude  taken  by  the  Attorney 
General  He  approved  practically  everything  which  had 
been  done  In  the  Detroit  cases,  and  gave  a  clear  and  clean 
bill  of  health  to  Mr.  Hoover  and  his  organization.  I 
thought,  and  still  think,  that  the  civU  Uberties  of  those 
defendants,  all  native-bom  American  citizens  except  one, 
had  been  grossly  violated  and  trampled  imder  foot,  and  I 
was  diunbfoimded  that  our  Attorney  General  should  take 
the  attitude  he  assumed. 

He  appointed  an  able  attorney,  Mr.  Schweinhaut.  to  make 
an  Investigation,  after  my  second  letter  had  been  received 
by  him,  and  Mr.  Schweinhaut  made  the  investigational  and 
the  announced  conclusions  were  totally  unwarranted  by 
the  facts,  it  seemed  to  me.  There  was  no  material  dispute 
as  to  what  the  facts  were. 

I  am  informed — In  fact.  It  was  admitted  In  a  letter  to  me 
from  Mr.  Schweinhaut,  which  I  now  have — that  before  the 
report  was  given  to  the  public  it  was  given  to  Mr.  Hoover,  and 
he  examined  it.    In  some  respects  it  was  not  satisfactory  to 


Mr.  Hoover,  apparently,  and  he  suggested  changes,  all  of 
which  were  made  before  the  report  was  finally  given  out. 

I  had  the  report  printed  in  the  Record,  together  with  the 
correspondence  and  some  of  the  evidence  that  was  adduced 
before  Mr.  Schweinhaut  when  he  made  the  InvestlgaUon.  and 
I  thought  the  report  conclusively  showed  that  the  methods 
pursued  by  Mr.  Hoover  and  his  organlzaUon  completely  vio- 
lated the  civil  liberties  of  every  one  of  the  defendante  arrested 
in  the  raid. 

After  Mr.  Schweinhaut  had  been  appointed  to  make  the 
InvestlgaUon,  and  before  he  made  the  investigation.  In  a 
conference  at  my  office  I  submitted  to  him  a  letter  from  C.  J. 
Carlson,  of  Fremont,  Nebr.,  which  had  been  received  by  me 
not  more  than  15  minutes  before  Mr.  Schweinhaut  came  into 
my  office.  I  asked  him  to  read  It,  and  I  stated  that  I  should 
be  glad  to  have  him  take  a  copy  of  it.  I  asked  him  to  show 
it  to  the  Attorney  General,  and  see  whether  the  Attorney 
General  would  not  authorize  him,  as  he  was  about  to  go  to 
Detroit,  to  proceed  on  to  Fremont,  Nebr.,  and  Investigate  the 
Carlson  case.  I  had  Mr.  Carlson's  letter  printed  in  the 
Record  at  the  same  time  I  had  printed  the  correspondence 
with  the  Attorney  General.  It  was  another  Illustration  of 
the  pracUce  and  habit  of  the  P.  B.  I.  in  making  arrests. 

Those  of  my  colleagues  who  heard  the  letter  read  will  recall 
that  Mr.  Carlson,  living  where  he  had  resided  for  several  years, 
in  Fremont,  Nebr.,  was  visited  by  the  sheriff  of  the  county  and 
two  F.  B.  L  agents.  He  was,  they  aU  admit,  entirely  Innocent 
of  any  crime.  He  was  called  from  his  house  onto  the  front 
porch,  and  there  he  was  asked  whether  he  was  C.  J.  Carlson, 
and  he  admitted  he  was.  Immediately  the  P.  B.  I.  agents 
seized  him  physically,  searched  him  thoroughly,  took  every- 
thing off  of  his  person,  and  took  him  into  the  room  where  hit 
family  was.  They  were  just  eaUng  supper.  His  family  con- 
sisted of  his  wife  and  his  wife's  mother,  and  his  three  boys, 
their  ages  ranging,  as  I  recall,  from  16  down  to  8  years. 

After  he  had  been  searched,  so  the  agent  knew  he  had  no 
weapon  with  which  to  make  an  assault,  or  with  which  to 
defend  himself,  he  was  handcuffed.  In  the  presence  of  his 
family.  In  the  presence  of  his  boys.  In  that  condition  he  was 
taken  from  the  bosom  of  his  family  by  the  F.  B.  I.  agent  and 
the  sheriff  and  locked  In  jail.  He  was  denied  the  privilege  of 
consulting  counsel  As  was  the  case  with  all  the  defendants 
In  the  Detroit  matter,  he  was  denied  the  right  to  consult  with 
friends,  the  right  to  seek  the  advice  of  an  attorney.  But  at 
about  10:30  o'clock  that  night  the  P.  B.  I.  agents— although 
this  does  not  appear  in  the  evidence — evidently  called  at 
Omaha  on  the  long-distance  telephone  the  district  attorney, 
with  whom  I  am  well  acquainted,  and  they  turned  Mr.  Carl- 
son loose,  but  told  him  he  was  to  regard  himself  as  still  being 
In  custody. 

About  that  time  he  learned  the  nature  of  the  charge.  The 
charge  was  that  he  had  assumed  to  be  an  officer  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  and  as  such  officer  had 
presented  a  check  for  the  payment  of  his  board,  and  that  the 
check  was  of  no  account,  and  he  was  arrested  for  that  reason. 

At  his  own  expense  he  went  to  Omaha,  and  saw  the  district 
attorney  the  next  day,  and  although  the  district  attorney 
knew  nothing  about  the  case,  the  matter  having  occurred  In 
a  different  Jurisdiction,  at  Sioux  City,  Mr.  Carlson  was  ad- 
vised to  go  to  Sioux  City  and  present  himself  to  the  authori- 
ties there,  and  let  him  be  confronted  by  the  woman  who  had 
made  the  accusation.  He  did  that  at  his  own  expense,  and 
Immediately  when  the  woman  who  had  made  the  charge  saw 
him  she  said,  "He  is  not  the  man."  The  difference  between 
the  description  given  by  this  woman  and  the  appearance  of 
Mr.  Carlson  was  so  great  that  no  ordinary  person  would  have 
made  the  mistake  of  making  the  arrest. 

Mr,  President,  this  man  had  been  a  soldier.  I  read  today 
In  a  newspaper  of  a  British  soldier  who  had  Just  gone  through 
hell  In  the  northern  part  of  France,  and  that  he  became  gray- 
haired  overnight.  Here  we  have  the  case  of  an  American 
soldier  who  became  gray-haired  as  he  lay  In  a  hole  made  by 
a  shell  on  the  battlefields  of  France,  fighting  with  the  Amer- 
ican Army.    This  man  is  now  poor.    I  have  never  seen  him 
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I  nerer  heard  of  him  before  I  received  his  letter.  But  a  very 
highly  respected  citizen  of  Fremont,  a  banker  who  is  well 
known  not  only  In  Fremont  but  throughout  the  State  of  Ne- 
braska, came  into  my  office  on  other  business,  and  I  asked 
him  if  he  knew  Carlson.  He  said  he  had  known  him  for 
years.  He  said  he  was  a  good  man  morally.  He  said  he  had 
a  fine  family,  but  that  he  was  poor,  and  that  for  2  or  3  years 
he  had  a  stniggle  to  keep  off  the  list  of  the  unemployed  and 
those  who  were  seeking  aid  from  the  public. 

Mr,  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Peppkh  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Saiator  from 
Montana? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  appreciate,  as  does  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska,  that  it  wo\xld  not  do  any  good  to  oppose  the 
measure,  but  I  feel  it  would  be  a  very  great  mistake  to  turn 
the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  over  to  the 
detective  bureau  in  the  Department  of  Justice.  Perhaps 
I  am  scroewhat  prejudiced  against  that  particular  bureau 
because  of  some  things  I  know  about  it.  and  things  which 
have  happened  in  connection  with  it.  things  I  know  not  from 
hearsay,  but  from  my  own  personal  knowledge. 

As  the  Senator  knows,  when  I  first  came  to  Washington 
and  began  the  investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice, 
Ml.  Hoover  was  present  at  the  investigation  and  hearings. 
and  sat  through  them  during  the  time  the  charges  against 
Mr.  Daugherty  were  being  heard.  Agents  of  the  Depart- 
ment raided  my  offices;  they  broke  into  my  offices,  and  the 
sworn  testimony  shows,  without  contradiction,  that  they  sta- 
tioned men  at  my  house,  surrounded  my  house,  watched 
persons  who  went  in  and  came  out.  constantly  shadowed 
me,  shadowed  my  house,  and  shadowed  my  wife.  As  I  stated, 
I  have  nothing  personally  against  Mr.  Hoover.  During  all 
that  time  there  were  in  the  Department  of  Justice  Craston 
Means  and  Bums  and  Mr.  Hoover. 

As  a  proi^uting  attorney,  I  came  in  contact  with  the 
Department  of  Justice  men  during  the  war,  and  most  of  the 
men  with  whom  I  came  in  contact  were  high-class  men.  but 
nevertheless  they  had  the  detective  mind.  It  would  be  very 
unfortunate,  it  seems  to  me,  to  turn  over  the  Inunigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  to  a  detective  bureau.  I  do  not 
care  how  good  a  man  is,  how  able  he  is,  he  cannot  be  placed 
in  a  detective  service  without  being  affected  mentally,  and 
becoming  of  the  snooping  detective  type. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  to  anyone  who  has  ever  had  to  do 
with  prosecuting-attomey's  work,  or  ever  came  in  contact 
with  it,  whether  detectives  do  not  invariably  become  sus- 
picious of  everybody  and  everything,  and  resort  to  tactics 
which  the  ordinary  man  and  the  ordinary  woman  in  this 
country  detest. 

At  this  particular  time,  and  under  the  particular  exigencies 
which  exist,  when  hysteria  is  sweeping  the  coimtry  as  it  is 
today,  when  people  axe  seeing  "fifth  columnists"  under  every 
sagebrush,  and  seeing  Hitler  agents  around  every  comer,  it 
would  be  unfortunate  to  turn  the  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
sation Service  over  to  the  Department  of  Justice.  If  It  had 
been  proposed  to  turn  the  Service  over  to  any  other  depart- 
ment of  the  Government,  I  would  say,  "Yes;  I  am  delighted 
to  see  it  turned  over  to  almost  any  department  from  the  De- 
pcutment  of  Labor,"  but  I  am  opposed  to  turning  it  over  to 
the  Bureau  of  Investigation  in  the  Department  of  Justice  in 
these  days  and  under  present  circumstances. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  me? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  want  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Montana 
sincerely  for  his  contribution.  He  has  stated  what  he  knows. 
I  dislike  to  refer  to  the  awful  years  he  mentioned.  God 
knows  I  do  not  want  to  think  of  them.  And  because  I  detest 
and  bate  them,  because,  as  I  believe,  steps  similar  to  those 
which  are  now  urged  to  l>e  taken,  gradually  brought  my  coim- 
try into  war.  I  do  not  want  to  take  any  step  now.  however 
small,  which,  as  I  see  it,  may  lead  us  again  across  the  seas  to 
wage  a  war  which  I  myself  am  watching  almost  with  a  broken 


heart,  a  disappointed  heart,  but  yet  I  have  not  reached  the 
time  when  I  feel  that  our  country  is  Justified  in  sending 
American  men  to  fight  on  the  battlefields  of  E:tu-ope. 

I  know  that  the  Attorney  General  has  ah-eady  said,  in  a 
statement  which  I  have,  that  he  does  not  intend  to  turn  this 
activity  over  to  the  F.  B.  L  If  he  does  not.  he  win  have  to 
establish  another  P.  B.  I.,  and  the  result  will  be,  I  think.  Just 
what  the  Senator  from  Montana  has  pointed  out.  We  shall 
find  our  homes  surrounded  by  snoopers.  We  shall  find  de- 
tectives behind  every  tree,  in  every  home,  and  in  every  closet. 
I  think  naturalization  and  deportation  are  now  much  better 
administered  than  they  could  be  administered  if  they  were 
turned  over  to  the  Department  of  Justice. 

I  think  I  can  show  to  the  satisfEictlon  of  every  fair-minded 
man  that  the  F.  B.  I.  had  charge — Illegally.  I  think,  without 
any  doubt — of  the  famous  Palmer  raid,  which  was  a  disgrace 
and  a  blot  on  the  ipages  of  American  history.  The  result  will 
be  that  the  same  men,  with  the  same  plan  which  is  now  In 
force,  will  operate  upon  thousands  and  thousands  of  poor, 
ignorant,  helpless  people,  with  the  result  that  they  will  be 
treated  &s  Mr.  Carlson  was  treated  and  as  those  in  Detroit 
and  New  York  were  treated.  They  will  be  captured,  chained, 
and  handcuffed,  in  violation  of  ordinary  morals  and  in  iHain 
violation  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  referred 
to  what  I  intended  to  say  with  reference  to  the  remarks  of 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler].  I  wish  to  advise 
the  Senator  that  since  the  order  was  sent  to  the  Congress  I 
have  communicated  with  the  Attorney  General  to  ask 
whether  or  not  there  was  any  Justification  for  the  statement 
which  had  been  currently  reported,  that  the  administration 
of  the  Bureau  of  Administration  would  be  entrusted  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  P.  B.  L  The  Attorney  General  advised 
me  that  when  the  same  inquiry  was  made  of  him  he  had  given 
a  written  statement  to  the  press  to  the  effect  that  that  would 
not  be  done;  that  he  could  not  conceive  of  any  Justification 
for  its  being  done;  that  there  would  be  a  separate  Bureau  in 
the  Department  of  Justice.  Just  as  the  Bureau  of  Immigra- 
tion is  now  a  separate  Bureau,  and  that  it  would  be  assigned 
to  the  Assistant  Attorney  General.  His  tentative  plan  was 
to  place  it  under  the  direction  of  his  Solicitor  General.  Mr. 
Biddle. 

Mr,  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  have  stated  practl- 
caJly  the  same  thing  which  has  been  stated  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina.  The  Attorney  General  has  made  such 
a  statement,  and  it  has  been  widely  published  over  the 
country. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  does  not  seem  to  me  to  answer  the  charge. 
In  the  Bureau  of  Immigration  there  are  a  large  number  of 
agents  who  investigate  cases.  Are  those  agents  to  be  turned 
over  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  to  work  under  the  Solicitor 
General?    Is  that  what  is  proposed? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska 3^eld  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  The  whole  bureau  is  to  be  transferred  to 
the  Department  of  Justice. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  the  proposal  is  to  put  the  Bureau  of 
Immigration  under  the  Solicitor  General- 

Mr.  NORRK.    That  makes  it  worse. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  is  what  I  was  about  to  say.  The 
idea  of  putting  the  Bureau  of  Immigration  under  the  Solicitor 
General  of  the  United  States.  On  the  face  of  the  matter  it 
is  ridiculous.  As  I  say,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  Bureau 
of  Immigration  being  transferred  from  where  it  is,  goodness 
knows;  but  it  ought  to  be  under  some  executive  department 
which  has  a  bureau  which  does  that  job,  and  that  job  alone. 
The  reason  why  it  Is  being  said  that  the  bureau  Is  to  be  placed 
under  Mr.  Biddle,  the  Solicitor  General,  is  because  people 
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have  confidence  in  the  Solicitor  General.  But  is  the  F.  B.  I. 
to  do  the  Investigating,  or  are  the  employees  now  in  the 
Bureau  of  ImmigraUon  to  do  it?  That  is  one  of  the  big 
questions.  Are  we  to  turn  this  activity  over  to  those  who 
have  been  seeing  things  around  the  comer  all  these  years, 
who  have  attacked  every  liberal  Senator  and  gone  through 
his  office?  They  raided  the  office  of  the  senior  Senator 
La  Pollette  when  Mr.  Bums  was  in  the  Department.  They 
have  raided  my  office  time  and  time  again.  They  had  a  file 
on  me  In  the  Department  of  Justice,  which  I  found  when  I 
went  down  there.  They  have  had  files  upon  this  Senator 
and  that  Senator. 

Who  builds  up  the  files?  A  lot  of  cheap,  two-by-four 
detectives.  I  can  tell  a  story  about  one  of  them.  V/hen  I 
first  came  to  the  Senate,  he  went  to  the  editor  of  one  of  the 
local  newspapers  and  said  to  him,  "If  you  knew  what  we 
know  about  Senator  Wheeler,  you  would  not  write  such 
editorials."  I  sent  for  him  and  had  him  brought  up  to  my 
office.  I  locked  the  door  and  asked  him,  "What  do  you 
know  about  me?"  He  said,  "I  do  not  know  anything  about 
you."  I  said,  "Why  are  you  going  around  telling  people  you 
know  something  about  me?  Did  you  ever  see  me  before,  or 
hear  of  me?"  He  said,  "No."  He  then  said,  "I  never  made 
any  statement."  I  said.  "Did  you  not  tell  the  editor  of  the 
News  about  me?"  He  said.  "Well,  he  had  no  right  to  tell 
you." 

It  was  "flatfoots"  of  that  kind  who  were  in  that  Depart- 
ment during  the  Daugherty  administration,  and  some  of 
them  are  still  there.  Mr.  Hoover  was  there.  As  I  say,  they 
sent  detectives  out  to  Montana  for  what  purpose?  For  the 
purpose  of  "getting  something"  on  my  colleague,  the  late 
Senator  Walsh,  trying  to  besmirch  his  character  and  mine. 
They  tried  to  besmirch  the  character  of  everybody  who  in 
the  slightest  degree  disagreed  with  them. 

If  I  were  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  you 
could  not  tum  over  the  Bureau  of  Immigration  to  me.  It 
ought  not  to  be  in  the  Department  of  Justice.  The  Attorney 
General  should  not  want  it  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
and  the  Solicitor  General  should  not  have  it.  The  Solicitor 
General  of  the  United  States  is  the  last  man  who  ought  to 
be  the  head  of  a  bureau  of  that  kind,  because  his  work  is  of 
an  entirely  different  character. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  for  fear  some  unwarranted 
implications  might  be  drawn  from  what  I  have  said— and 
perhaps  from  what  I  shall  say  before  I  conclude— with  regard 
to  Mr.  Biddle.  the  Solicitor  General,  I  will  say  that  I  have  a 
very  high  regard  for  him.  I  think  he  is  an  exceptionally  fine 
man,  a  very  good  lawyer;  and  I  would  trust  him  with  my  last 
penny.  If  he  individually  were  to  perform  this  work,  I  should 
say.  "Amen."  But  somebody  else  will  do  it.  If  it  is  not  the 
P.  B.  I.,  I  am  afraid  it  will  be  another  organization  Just  like 
the  F.  B.  I.  There  would  not  be  any  use  in  having  two  such 
organizations. 

I  regret  to  say  that  I  reached  that  conclusion  from  the 
approval  which  the  present  Attorney  General  has  given  to  the 
actions  of  the  P.  B.  I.  in  the  various  investigations  to  which 
I  have  referred.  He  did  not  investigate  the  case  in  Nebraska, 
except  to  receive  the  report  of  Mr.  Hoover  himself  on  that 
particular  case,  and  he  did  not  claim  to  have  any  personal 
knowledge  about  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  it  is  a  fair  conclusion  from  the  cor- 
respondence with  the  Attorney  General  that  he  agrees  with 
Mr.  Hoover,  and  that  he  approves  of  Mr.  Hoover  and  what 
Mr.  Hoover's  organization  has  done  in  these  particular  cases. 
Prom  what  I  have  been  able  to  find  out,  the  situation  in  all  the 
cases  is  the  same. 

We  had  the  same  situation  20  years  ago  in  connection 
with  the  famous  raid  of  January  2,  1920,  as  I  recall  the 
date,  in  which  thousands  and  thousands  of  poor,  ignorant 
persons,  most  of  them  aliens,  many  of  them  as  honest  and 
as  true  as  we  are,  many  of  them  American  citizens,  were 
taken  from  their  homes,  their  clubs,  or  their  halls.  Just  as 
men  were  taken  from  their  homes  in  Detroit.  They  knew 
nothing  about  what  was  coming  until  they  were  arrested; 
and  many  of   them  were  held  incommunicado   for  many 


days.  Those  raids,  made  at  that  thne  under  Attorney 
General  Palmer,  were  very  much  like  the  raids  which  are 
now  being  made  under  Mr.  Hoover.  I  shaU  show,  I  think, 
that  Mr.  Hoover  had  charge  of  the  Palmer  raids,  and  that 
all  of  the  agents  engaged  in  making  these  arrests  and  these 
raids  were  officially  directed  to  report  to  Mr.  Hoover  at 
Washington. 

I  have  nothing  against  Mr.  Hoover.  I  do  not  remember 
ever  meeting  him.  He  has  not  done  anything  against  me  of 
a  personal  nature  or  of  any  other  kind,  so  far  as  I  know. 
He  probably  has  a  card-index  about  me,  but  I  do  not 
care  for  that.  He  has  that  about  a  great  many  good  men, 
much  better  than  I  even  claim  to  be;  but  I  believe  the 
method  that  he  pursues  and  that  he  Instructs  his  officers 
to  foUow  is.  wrong,  and  it  will  break  down  our  Govemment 
at  a  fundamental  point.  If  carried  on  to  its  logical  con- 
clusion. It  will  mean  the  destruction  of  civil  liberties. 

Our  Constitution  ought  to  be  worth  something.  Wlien  our 
forefathers  adopted  the  Constitution  and  put  it  forth  before 
the  public  they  were  confronted  with  the  fact  that  the  civil 
liberties  of  the  people  were  not  properly  cared  for;  and  it  is 
a  matter  of  history  that  there  was  a  great  campaign  through- 
out the  Thirteen  Colonies  as  to  whether  or  not  the  ConsUtu- 
tion  should  be  adopted.  It  was  agreed,  even  by  those  who 
advocated  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution,  that  if  the  people 
would  adopt  it,  the  first  Congress  organized  under  it  would 
submit  what  is  known  today,  and  has  been  known  all  these 
years,  as  our  Bill  of  Rights;  and  that  was  done.  The  First 
Congress  submitted  the  first  10  amendments,  and  we  now 
boast  of  them  as  our  Bill  of  Rights.  They  provide,  among 
other  things,  for  free  speech,  a  free  press,  the  right  to  ex- 
press our  opinions,  the  right  to  the  preservation  of  our  lives 
and  our  property,  and  that  our  homes  shall  be  our  castles.  I 
think  those  things  are  going  to  be  destroyed  if  our  civil  lib- 
erties are  gone. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 
Mr.  NORRIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.  What  interests  me  is  the  enforcement 
of  the  law  concerning  aliens.  I  have  not  served  on  the  com- 
mittee having  Jurisdiction  of  that  subject,  and  I  have  never 
made  a  special  study  of  the  question  of  immigration  or  the 
alien  question  or  the  question  of  deportation;  but  from  the 
newspapers  I  have  gathered  the  general  idea  that  for  quite 
a  number  of  years,  through  all  the  time  we  have  had  a  de- 
portation law,  there  has  been  virtually  no  deportation  of 
aliens;  certainly  not  for  a  number  of  years.  Can  the  Senator 
give  me  any  Information  concerning  the  number  of  deporta- 
tion cases  in  the  past  few  years? 

My  own  Judgment  is  that  when  aliens  violate  our  laws— 
and  we  have  laws  concerning  this  matter — they  ought  to  be 
deported;  and  I  have  the  general  idea,  largely  derived  from 
the  newspapers,  that  there  have  not  been  any  deportations. 
I  should  like  to  tum  this  subject  over  to  a  department  that 
would  enforce  the  law. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President ' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  do. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Like  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  I  do 
not  know  what  has  been  done  in  recent  years;  but  I  know 
that  from  1913  to  1918.  when  I  was  connected  with  the 
Department  of  Justice,  whenever  an  alien  who  had  violated 
the  law  got  out  of  jail  we  deported  him.  That  was  done  in 
every  instance.  He  was  subject  to  deportation,  and  he  was 
deported. 

I  have  heard  the  same  reports  that  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  has  heard;  but  I  am  unable  to  answer  his  question 
further  than  to  state  that  I  think  probably  there  has  been  a 
good  deal  of  Justification  for  the  criticism  which  has  been 
made  in  the  newspapers  and  elsewhere.  Regardless  of  that, 
however — and  I  am  not  trying  to  uphold  that  in  the  slightest 
degree — I  think  it  is  a  very  serious  mistake  to  tum  over  this 
subject  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  particularly  to  have 
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the  P.  B.  I.  have  charge  of  it.    If  It  were  desired  to  turn  | 
It  over  to  the  Department  of  Commerce.  I  should  say  "Pine!" 
Turn  It  over  to  the  Departmcgit  of  Commerce;  turn  it  over 
to  any  other  department;  but  do  not  turn  it  over  to  the 
Department  of  Justice,  because,  in  my  judgment,  it  does  not 

belong  there. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska will  permit  me.  the  only  thing  that  seems  to  me  im- 
portant in  this  connection  is  that,  as  at  present  administered, 
the  law  is  not  being  enforced,  and  I  should  like  to  see  it 
enforced.  I  think  It  is  a  law  that  ought  to  be  enforced.  I 
think  we  ought  to  enforce  all  our  laws,  but  especially  this  one. 

Mr.  NORRI8.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  we  ought  to 
enforce  all  our  laws,  and  I  think  this  law  is  being  enforced 
probably  as  well  as  any  other  law.  So  far  as  I  know,  it  is. 
If  alien.',  violate  any  taw,  they  ought  to  be  punished.  Of 
course,  they  ought  to  be  punished.  I  am  not  trying  to  relieve 
the  alien  or  the  citizen  of  any  punishment  that  is  due  him 
under  the  law  of  the  land. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  quite  sure  anyone  who  knows  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraska  knows  that  the  state- 
ment he  has  Just  made  is  absolutely  true,  beyond  any  ques- 
tion; but  I  am  just  wondering  if  the  Senator  knows  what 
deportations  have  recently  been  made? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  know  what  has  happened  recently. 
I  have  forgotten.  Prom  time  to  time  there  have  been  quite 
a  good  many  deportations.  In  the  case  of  the  raid  known 
as  the  Palmer  raid,  which  Hoover  managed,  a  good  many 
persons  were  deported.  Some  of  them  probably  ought  to  have 
been  deported.  I  am  not  complaining  about  that;  but  those 
conducting  the  raid  arrested  men  indiscriminately.  They 
went  into  lodges  and  arrested  everybody  there.  The  evidence 
shows,  as  I  shall  read  it  to  the  Senate  further  on  in  my 
address,  that  as  the  so-called  criminals  were  being  marched 
along  the  street  a  bystander  got  mixed  up  with  the  procession, 
and  he  was  taken  to  jail.  He  was  denied  the  right,  as  the 
others  were,  of  having  a  lawyer,  or  of  communicating  with 
his  wife  or  family.    He  was  held  Incommunicado. 

He  did  not  come  home,  and  his  people  wondered  what  had 
become  of  him.  They  notified  the  police,  and  they  made  a 
search  for  him.  and  they  did  not  find  him  for  28  days.  For 
28  dasrs  he  was  locked  up.  a  prisoner,  under  conditions  which 
were  most  disgraceful  and  most  inhuman.  Only  by  accident 
was  he  finally  released  when  the  raiders  found  that  they  had 
not  his  name  on  their  list,  and  that  they  did  not  have  any 
warrant  for  his  arrest,  although  that  was  not  always  neces- 
sary. He  was  just  a  fellow  who  had  straggled  in  and  got  in 
the  clutches  of  these  detectives  and  agents  who  were  arrest- 
ing men  by  the  doaens  and  by  the  hundreds. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  show  how,  after  they  had  been  ar- 
rested, many  of  these  persons,  hundreds  of  them,  were  kept 
incommunicado,  all  over  the  country,  without  the  right  to 
communicate  with  their  families.  Many  of  them  were  taken 
at  lodges,  many  of  them  went  downtown  in  the  evening  and 
were  picked  up.  and  did  not  have  an  opportvmity  to  go  back 
and  see  their  families.  Hundreds  of  them  were  locked  in 
small  rooms,  without  any  place  to  sleep,  with  very  little  food, 
without  any  toilet  facilities,  and  it  was  one  of  the  most  dis- 
graceful episodes  in  the  history  of  our  country,  in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  STEWART.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

VMr.  STEWART.  I  have  been  very  much  impressed  with 
e  statements  the  Senator  has  made  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  and,  of  course,  on  the  whole,  with  almost  evei-yone 
else  in  this  Chamber,  I  am  certainly  in  sympathy  with  the 
thought  and  idea  that  aliens,  as  well  as  citizens  and  everyone 
else,  should  be  treated  humanely. 

I  hAye  been  impressed,  in  the  brief  experience  I  have  had 
In  conn^tion  with  the  studies  pertaining  to  aliens,  with  the 
apparenUy  meager  amount  of  information  the  Oovemment 
has  with  respect  to  the  number  of  foreigners,  or  aliens,  in  the 
country. 

As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration  it  has  come 
more  directly  to  my  attention  than  it  might  otherwise,  that 
a  great  manj  private  bills  are  introduced  for  the  relief  of 


this,  that,  or  the  other  alien,  seeking  permission  to  become 
naturalized  in  this  country,  and  oftentimes  it  has  happened 
that  the  alien  came  into  this  country  illegally.  I  was  shocked 
to  find  that  to  be  the  case  on  a  number  of  occasions.  Some 
of  them  had  been  here  so  many  years  that  they  had  become 
well  established  in  business,  oftentimes,  and  had  acquired 
considerable  property,  and,  of  course,  in  most  cases,  families, 
as  well.  They  had  been  here  all  this  Ume,  and  their  where- 
abouts apparently  were  not  known  to  the  Department  of 
Labor  or  to  the  Commissioner  of  Immigration,  and  it  im- 
pressed me  that  they  were  here  unlawfully,  and  that  was  not 
even  known  to  the  Immigration  Commissioner. 

In  the  hearings  we  held  last  year  on  a  group  of  bills  which 
had  for  their  purposes  the 'restriction  of  naturalization,  depor- 
tation, and  so  forth,  it  was  shown  in  evidence  of  some  char- 
acter before  the  committee — I  do  not  recall  just  now  whether 
it  was  by  actual  word  of  mouth  from  witnesses,  or  whether 
it  was  furnished  to  us  in  some  other  form — that  it  was  known 
that  there  were  some  3,800,000  aliens  in  this  country  at  that 
time.  The  whereabouts  of  many  of  them  are  not  carefully 
checked  and  were  not  known  as  well  as  they  should  have  been. 
I  thought.  Out  of  that  3.800.000,  800,000  were  in  process  of 
naturalization;  that  is.  had  taken  out  their  first  papers.  The 
other  3,000.000  were  just  here — that  is  all. 

Speaking  of  deportation,  it  would  seem  that  perhaps  we 
might  have  some  diflficulty  in  deporting  many  of  those  aliens 
now  because  many  of  them  are  in  this  countay  from  Czecho- 
slovakia, from  Poland,  and  from  many  of  the  other  coun- 
tries which  are  not  now  on  the  map. 

I  merely  wanted  to  call  that  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
and  to  make  a  further  observation.  These  times  are,  of 
course,  somewhat  unusual,  and  I  think  call  for  the  attention 
of  an  agency  able  to  make  such  Investigations  as  will  shed 
sufficient  light  on  this  question  as  to  give  the  American  people 
intelligent  information  as  to  the  actual  niunber  of  aliens 
in  this  coxmtry — information  concerning  their  activities — be- 
cause it  was  shown  at  the  hearings  that  across  the  borders 
and  from  ships  which  came  here  from  foreign  countries,  in- 
formation was  constantly  being  furnished  of  aliens  slipping 
through  and  losing  themselves  among  the  130.000,000  people 
there  are  in  the  United  States.  Of  course,  the  immigration 
department  had  no  information  concerning  the  whereabouts 
of  any  of  those  men  at  all. 

I  desire  to  make  an  additional  observation.  If  the  Senator 
will  permit,  and  with  all  due  deference  to  his  statement, 
with  which  I  have  tremendous  s3rmpathy.  I  feel  that  since 
the  times  are  somewhat  vmusual.  and  since  things  have  hap- 
pened which  have  perhaps  opened  om*  eyes,  or  had  a  ten- 
dency to  make  us  think  a  little  more  seriously  than  we 
hitherto  have  been  thinking,  it  is  important  that  there 
should  be  some  agency  able  to  ascertain  all  this  information 
and  give  it  to  the  American  people,  and  I  do  not  know  of 
any  agency  more  capable  of  doing  it  than  the  P.  B.  I. 

I  do  not  want  to  see  a  round-up  of  aliens;  I  do  not  want 
abusive  treatment  to  be  administered  to  any  persons  in 
this  country;  I  do  not  want  to  see  anything  of  that  sort 
at  all.  It  might  be  that  after  a  time  the  agency  could  be 
moved  to  some  other  department,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  at 
present  it  would  be  well  to  have  some  information  ascer- 
tained by  this  group  of  trained  men.  who  are  able  to  handle 
that  matter. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  All  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  says  is 
worthy  of  consideration;  it  is  important,  and  we  ought  to 
know  more  about  what  he  has  spoken  of;  I  agree  entirely. 
I  am  not  opposing  any  agency  assembling  that  informa- 
tion. However,  we  have  before  us  an  order  which  we  must 
vote  up  or  down,  and  It  has  not  anything  more  to  do  with 
the  particular  subject  the  Senator  has  brought  to  our  atten- 
tion than  the  flowers  that  blocHn  in  the  springtime.  I  agree 
that  what  he  sasrs  is  important.  I  agree  with  him  that  we 
do  not  know  what  we  should  know  about  these  aliens.  I 
agree  with  the  idea  that  we  should  probably  put  some 
limitation  which  we  do  not  now  have  upon  the  immigranta 
and  the  aliens  who  come  to  our  shores. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
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Ui.  NORRIS.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  I  am  In  full 
sympathy  with  the  Senator.  But  that  must  not  mislead  us; 
that  must  not  get  us  away  from  the  idea  that  whatever  we  do 
we  should  preserve  the  vital  liberties  which  are  our  birth- 
right, those  things  that  were  given  to  us  in  the  Bill  of  Rights, 
at  the  beginning,  after  the  first  session  of  the  First  Congress! 
with  the  idea  of  carrying  out  a  promise  our  forefathers  made 
to  the  people,  an  agreement  they  made  with  the  people,  that  if 
they  would  adopt  the  Constitution  the  Bill  of  Rights  would  be 
submitted  as  amendments  immediately. 

Mr.  President,  if  it  had  not  been  for  that  promise,  oixr 
present  ConstituUon  would  have  been  rejected,  without  the 
shadow  of  a  doubt.  It  now  seems  to  me  it  becomes  important 
that  we  should  guard  with  jealous  care  those  liberties  which 
came  to  the  humble,  in  the  humblest  of  homes,  and  that  cases 
like  the  one  I  have  narrated,  of  the  illegal  arrest  of  the  man 
in  Fremont,  Nebr.,  could  just  as  well  be  avoided  as  not,  U 
ordinary  sense  controlled  the  agents. 

We  should  regard  these  liberties  as  sacred,  as  more  sacred. 
I  think,  than  any  other  one  thing  that  is  given  us  by  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  be  able  to  conclude  tonight,  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  unless  we  remain  in  ses- 
sion until  very  late. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  view  of  that  statement.  I  think  we 
cannot  hope  to  dispose  of  the  pending  motion  today.  I  im- 
derstand  that  when  we  shall  resume  tomorrow  the  motion 
will  still  he  before  the  Senate  as  a  privileged  matter,  and  that 
It  will  not  lose  its  place  as  a  privileged  matter  by  the  Senate 
taking  a  recess. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  motion  under  consider- 
ation is  a  privileged  matter  and  will  be  the  pending  business 
when  the  Senate  meets  tomorrow. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  motion  to  recess  or 
adjourn,  as  he  sees  fit. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No.  Mr.  President;  there  are  one  or  two 
other  little  matters  to  be  taken  care  of  first.  The  Senator 
from  Washington  (Mr.  Bone]  wishes  unanimous  consent  to 
consider  a  matter  which  will  not  interfere  In  any  way  with 
the  matter  now  under  consideration. 

I     REGISTRATION  OF  TRADE-MARKS 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  shaU  occupy  but  a  moment  of 
the  Senate's  time.  Yesterday  when  the  calendar  was  called. 
one  of  the  bills  on  the  calendar  was  House  bill  6618.  Calendar 
No.  1617.  which  deals  exclusively  with  the  registration  of 
trade-marks.  At  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Wheeler]  the  bill  went  over.  The  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana was  laboring  under  a  misapprehension,  as  he  thought 
the  bill  dealt  with  cops^lghts,  whereas  it  deals  exclusively 
with  trade-marks. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  the  bill  was  before  the  House 
committee,  which  held  hearings  for  3  years  on  it,  and  when 
It  was  reported  in  July  last  year.  I  understand  it  was  re- 
ported without  dissent  from  the  Committee  on  Patents.  The 
Committee  on  Patents  of  the  Senate  reported  the  bill  after 
accepting  two  small  amendments  which  were  considered  im- 
portant. I  now  know  of  no  objection  to  the  bill.  It  codifies 
some  17  separate  statutes  dealing  with  trade-marlcs. 

Mr,  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  pending 
business  be  temporarily  laid  aside  and  that  the  bill  in  ques- 
tion be  considered. 

Mr.  TAFT.     Mr.  President,  what  bill  is  this? 

Mr.  BONE.  It  is  a  bill  dealing  exclusively  with  the  regis- 
tration of  trade-marks.  It  was  considered  by  the  House  com- 
mittee for  3  years.  It  was  reported  unanimously,  I  imder- 
stand.  by  the  Committee  on  Patents  of  the  House,  and  when 
it  passed  the  House  last  year  there  was  no  dissenting  vote. 
When  it  came  over  to  the  Senate  we  had  before  the  com- 
nilttee  a  number  of  men  who  were  interested  in  both  aspects 
of  the  bill,  that  Is,  pro  and  con,  and  ironed  out  the  only  two 
real  questions  which  Interested  them.  One  dealt  with  as- 
signments of  trade-marks,  and  the  other  with  the  mechanics 
of  cancelation  after  a  certain  number  of  years,  the  chief 


point  of  difference  being  whether  it  should  be  10  years  or 
15  years  or  5  years.  We  rather  compromised  on  that  by 
agreeing  on  10  years.  So  far  as  assignments  are  concerned, 
it  was  agreed  that  that  might  rest  in  the  contract  between 
the  parties. 

So  I  think  we  have  done  the  best  job  we  were  able  to  do, 
because  a  large  number  of  lawyers  were  interested  in  the 
matter. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
xmanimous-consent  request  of  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    Objection  Is  heard. 

Mr.  BONE.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Ohio  upon  what 
ground  he  objects? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  object  on  the  ground  that  the  bill  Is  45 
pages  in  length,  and  I  have  not  had  an  opportimlty  to  read 
it.  My  recollection  is  that  last  year  I  heard  from  various 
people  who  had  a  very  violent  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
matter.  However,  after  I  shaU  have  examined  it,  I  may  find 
that  I  am  entirely  mistaken. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio  that  I 
am  rather  of  the  opinion  that  he  has  in  mind  some  other 
bill,  and  not  this  one. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  is  heard. 

ALAN  C.   WIWTER,   JR.,   AND   ELIZABETH   WINTEl 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
1649)  for  the  relief  of  Alan  C.  Winter.  Jr.,  and  Elizabeth 
Winter,  which  was,  on  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word  "wife",  to 
insert  "both  of  Jacksonville,  Florida." 

Mr.  MINTON.  For  the  Senator  from  Florida  tMr.  Pef- 
PER]  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amendment  of 
the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

EXECUTIVE    SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  simdry 
postmasters. 

Mr.  WAGNER,  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Albert  G.  Black, 
of  Iowa,  to  be  Governor  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration 
for  a  term  of  6  years  from  June  15,  1940  (reappointment) . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pepper  in  the  chair).  If 
there  be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state 
the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN  SERVICE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Jay  Plerrepont 
Moffat,  of  New  Hampshire,  to  be  Envoy  Extrax)rdinary  and 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  Canada. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
ination is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  John  R.  Minter 
to  be  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  4,  a  consul,  and  a  secre- 
tary in  the  Diplomatic  Service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objecUon,  the  nomi- 
nation is  confirmed. 

ITie  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Sheldon 
Thomas  to  be  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  5,  a  consul,  and 
a  secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation is  confirmed. 

WORK  PROJECTS  ADMINISTRATIOH 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Mark  Muth  to 
be  Work  Projects  Administrator  of  Wisconsin,  effective  April 
16,  1940. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation is  confirmed. 
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STOtETARY   OF  HAWAH 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Charles  M. 
Hlte  to  be  secretary  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation is  confirmed. 

mniXD  STATES  PtTBUC  HEALTH  SIRVICt 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
In  the  United  SUtes  Public  Health  Service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations in  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service  are  con- 
firmed en  bloc. 

poenfAsms — nomxmation  KCPoaTiD  advehsxlt 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Margaret  P. 
Rackllffe  to  be  postmaster  at  Mlna,  Nev.,  which  had  been  re- 
ported adversely. 

The  PRESTDINQ  OFFICER.  The  question  Is,  Will  the 
Senate  advise  and  consent  to  this  nomination? 

The  nomination  was  rejected. 

P06TMASTKB8 — ^NOMWATIOICS  BKPOBTKD  FAVORABLY 

The  legislative  clerk  iMroceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters  which  had  been  favorably  reported. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  postmas- 
ters which  have  been  reported  favorably  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

IN  THE  MARINE  CORPS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
In  the  Marine  Corps. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  In  the  Marine 
Cwps  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations are  confirmed  en  bloc.    That  concludes  the  calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  In  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  26  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Friday, 
May  31,  1940.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations   confirmed   by   the  Senate  May  30 

{legislative  day  of  May  28),  1940 

Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service 

Jay  Pierrepont   Moffat   to  be  Envoy   Extraordinary   and 

Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 

Canada. 

John  R.  Minter  to  be  F\)reign  Service  officer  of  class  4.  a 
ccmsul.  and  a  secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service. 

Sheldon  Thomas  to  be  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  5.  a 
consul,  and  a  secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service. 
Work  Projects  Aoministratiom 
Mark  Muth  to  be  Work  Projects  administrator  of  Wis- 
consin. 

Secretary  of  the  Territory  of  Hawah 
Charles  M.  Hlte  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii. 
Umxxbd  States  Public  Health  Service 


TO  BE  MEDICAL  director 


Frank  M.  Paget 


TO  BE  assistant  SURGEONS 


Clarence  L.  Hebert 
James  W.  Hawkins 
Warren  F.  Draper,  Jr. 
Leslie  W.  Knott 
Joseph  D.  Lea 
Robert  J.  Anderson 
William  H.  Stimsoa 
William  S.  Baum 


Rudolph  P.  Sievers 
Verne  C.  Waite 
Albert  N.  Sarwold 
T^lliam  G.  Budington 
Kenneth  M.  Endlcott 
Milttxi  W.  Owlnner 
Wayne  P.  Beardsley 


Pbomotions  n*  the  Na?y 
marine  corps 
St.  Jullen  R.  Marshall  to  be  major. 
William  M.  Hudson  to  be  captain. 
Elmore  W.  Seeds  to  be  captain. 
George  C.  RufHn,  Jr.,  to  be  captain. 

POSTMASTEBS 
KANSAS 

Clarence  H.  White.  Burlington. 
John  A.  Rogers.  Cherryvale. 
Emil  R.  Schwemmer.  Durham. 
John  F.  Holshouser.  Dwlght. 
Edward  Grauerholz,  Esbon. 
Jesse  M.  Grimes,  Eudora. 
George  P.  Col  well.  Glasco. 
Ferdinand  Scharping.  Hillsboro. 
Susanna  J.  Jones.  Maplehill. 
Selma  E.  Hatfield.  Moundridge. 
Chester  M.  Cook,  Ness  City. 
Mason  V.  Dunlap,  Osawatomie. 
Fred  Swisher.  Pratt. 
Helen  L.  Green.  Silver  Lake. 
Harry  E.  Blevins.  Stafford. 
Irene  M.  Warrell.  Zenda. 

LOUISIANA 

Sidney  L.  Voorhles,  Lafayette. 

MARYLAND 

John  Mercer  Terrell.  Elkton. 
Grace  V.  Thompson.  Hurlock. 
James  F.  Quinn,  Lonaconing. 
John  T.  Barrow.  Perryville. 

MIMNBSOTA 

Obert  M.  Wammer.  Badger. 

Evelyn  L  Retntjes,  Big  Lake. 

Joe  M.  Licari.  Biwabik. 

George  D.  Carroll.  Blooming  Prairie. 

Henry  H.  Lukken.  Boyd. 

Owen  J.  Regan,  Butterfleld. 

Olger  B.  Weibye.  Eagle  Bend. 

Alvin  A.  Mock.  Echo. 

Herman  Ten  Cate.  Edgerton. 

J.  Harold  Johnson,  Elmore. 

Thomas  W.  Comnick.  Gaylord. 

Sam  Bogen.  Hendricks. 

Herluf  E.  Jensen.  Hutchinson.  ' 

Burt  W.  Cole.  Lake  Crystal. 

Theodore  Zimmerman.  Le  Center. 

Gordon  J.  Dewar.  Lewisville. 

Jacob  Egerman.  Melrose. 

Dolphin  W.  Forsmark.  Palisade. 

George  J.  Andrews,  Paynesville. 

Mae  A.  Lovestrom,  Stephen. 

Norman  T.  True,  Truman. 

Minor  Buckingham,  West  Concord. 

Alfons  P.  Fasching.  Winsted. 

Emma  C.  Nuernberg.  Young  America. 

NEBRASKA 

Frank  A.  Badura.  Ashton. 
Joe  R.  Brown.  Ceresco. 
Wayne  E.  Parker.  Pamam. 
Prank  Johnson,  North  Loup. 
George  P.  Miller.  Paplllion, 
Alfred  A.  Ristow,  Scrlbner. 
Floyd  A.  Garrett,  Whitman. 

NEVADA 

Judson  V.  Hooper,  Eureka. 
Arthur  L.  Gottschalk.  Lovelock. 

HEW  HAMPSHIRS 

Stuart  W.  Heard,  Center  Sandwich. 
Barnard  P.  Nixon,  East  Rochester. 
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MIW  YORK 

Oliver  L.  Sause,  BfCneola. 

William  A.  Flanagan.  Seneca  Falls. 

north  DAKOTA 

Ole  Ihgmar  Oleson.  Ambrose. 
Mary  M.  Held.  Beulah. 
Inez  E.  Schultz.   Bowbells. 
Mayme  E.  Fleming.  Bowman. 
Stephen  J.  Dunn.  Center. 
Eureka  H.  McDougall,  Cleveland. 
Ella  J.  Fay,  Columbus. 
Mabel  E.  Goetz.  Dodge. 
Susie  Drummond,  Esmond. 
Oma  P.  Leedy,  Goodrich. 
Lloyd  Lapic,  Lankin. 
John  W.  Vlrden,  Larlmore. 
Frank  C.  Schroeder,  Leonard. 
Lawrence  L.  Walker.  Maddock. 
Peter  J.  Bott.  Marmarth. 
Carl  Jahnke.  New  Salem. 
Howard  B.  Prultt.  Pettibone. 
Mary  Olivia  Hutchison,  Rhame. 
David  L.  Botton,  Rolette. 
Albert  J.  Bateson,  Rolla. 
Chester  A.  Johnson.  Scranton. 
William  E.  Hinkel,  Tuttle. 
Kermit  A.  Peterson.  West  Fargo. 

I  OHIO 

Rollo  C.  WItwer,  Akron. 

Ray  A.  Whipple,  Ashley. 

James  M.  McClure.  Ashtabula. 

Earl  C.  HUlyer,  Atwater. 

Albert  P.  Hahn.  Baltic. 

Orville  R.  Bently.  Bay  Village. 

Anna  L.  Adams,  Beaver. 

William  P.  Zlegler.  BeUe  Center. 

Weston  Thomas  Dresselj  Belpre. 

James  A.  Hart,  Beverly. 

Ferdinand  J.  Lenhart.  Botkins. 

Samuel  R.  McGuire.  Bowerston. 

Jeanette  Long,  Brunswick. 

Ervln  J.  Ostermyer,  Chatfleld. 

John  M.  Paull,  Conneaut. 

Francis  P.  Hayes.  Crestline. 

William  P.  Hook  way,  Creston. 

Roy  T.  Smith,  Degraff. 

Paul  C.  Patterson,  East  Sparta. 

Charles  J.  Sartor,  Elyria. 

Cleo  B.  Brockman.  Port  Jennings. 

William  H.  McConaha.  Port  Recovery. 

Lorenz  B.  Anderson,  Fostoria. 

Walter  Miller,  Germantown. 

Charles  W.  Zeller,  Gibsonburg. 

Thomas  H.  Mulvey,  Girard. 

Hattle  E.  Lewis.  Greenwich. 

John  Hayden  Kohn.  Grover  HID. 

Valentine  J.  Meade,  Harrison. 

Earle  V.  Miller,  Hillsboro. 

JcAn  J.  Boyle,  Hubbard. 

Viola  L.  Wisnieskl.  Independence. 

WiUiam  N.  Long.  Kingsvllle. 

Riley  W.  Hoagland,  La  Rue. 

Frieda  M.  Lappen,  Laurelville. 

Irene  A.  Prancescon,  Leavittsburg. 

Prank  A.  Grlebling.  Lexington. 

Ann  W.  Knotts,  Magnolia. 

Harry  H.  Hart.  Malvern. 

Orville  C.  Prantz.  Martins  Perry. 

Robert  W.  Gutermuth,  Mason. 

WUUam  D.  Goodwin,  Masury. 

Maynard  C.  Casey,  Mayfleld  Heights. 

James  E.  Warren,  Mc Arthur. 

Dwight  M.  Miller,  Mendon. 

Gladys  E.  Sperry,  liCddlefleld. 


Fred  J.  Lawler,  Motmt  Vernon. 

Myron  G.  Swaller.  Navarre. 

Leroy  B.  Orlfllth.  Newton  Falls. 

Aaron  O.  Shealy.  New  Washington. 

Nellie  Y.  Roberts.  North  Baltimore. 

Jessie  W.  Graham,  North  Fairfield. 

Chester  L.  Jones,  Otway. 

Robert  W.  Schocke,  Oxford. 

El  wood  E.  Hardesty.  Paulding. 

Cary  B.  Holycross.  Plain  City. 

Claude  E.  Sourwlne.  Plymouth. 

George  L.  Gableman,  Portsmouth. 

Estclla  Holter.  Racine. 

Lorctta  H.  Duswald.  Sclo. 

Clara  L.  Hewit,  Seville. 

Leo  A.  McGaw.  Shelby. 

Homer  W.  Rider.  Spencerville. 

Julius  L.  Snyder.  Tiro. 

Howard  E.  Smith.  Vandalia. 

Hartley  D.  Devore.  Vinton. 

August  J.  Brown.  Wapakoneta. 

Charles  Norman  Wenzlau,  Tlpp  City. 

James  Spencer  Hockenbery.  West  Jefferson. 

Thornton  A.  Hassler,  West  Liberty. 

Henry  Provo,  Wickllffe. 

Michael  A.  Delsantro,  Willoughby. 

Mahara  D.  Bams.  Wilmington. 

Howard  B.  Undlmore,  Worthlngton. 

south    CAROLINA 

Henry  N.  Folk.  Bamberg. 
Pearl  Youmans.  Bnmson. 
Inez  S.  Little  John,  Jonesville. 
William  E.  Law,  Moncks  Corner. 
Bertha  D.  Boatwright,  Ridge  Spring. 

VERMONT 

Irene  M.  Vaughn,  Arlington. 

Charles  P.  Mann,  Brattleboro. 

Martin  R.  McDonald,  Danville. 

Alfred  P.  Lonergan,  Essex  Junction. 

George  N.  Clark.  Groton. 

Louis  P.  Martin,  Manchester  Center. 

Donald  L.  Mattison.  Manchester  Depot. 

Roy  P.  Skinner.  Newport. 

James  McGovem.  North  Bennington. 

Owen  W.  McShane.  Poultney. 

John  B.  Flanagan,  Proctor. 

Daniel  B.  Hufnall.  Reading. 

Hayden  E.  Whiting,  Sheldon  Springs. 

WYOMING 

Arthur  W.  Crawford,  Guernsey. 
George  W.  Nance,  Midwest. 
Cleo  H.  Massey,  Parco. 
Daniel  C.  Carson,  Pinedale. 
Daniel  D.  Spanl,  Rock  Springs. 


REJECTION 

Executive    nomination    rejected    by    the    Senate    May    30 

(legislative  day  of  May  28).  1940 

Postmaster 

NEVADA 

Margaret  P.  Rackllffe  to  be  postmaster  at  Mlna.  In  the 
State  of  Nevada. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  May  30,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  of- 
fered the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  our  Heavenly  Father,  from  whom  nothing 
Is  hid.  with  bowed  heads  we  uncover  our  hearts  as  we  wait 
in  Thy  presence.     As  Thou  alone  beholdest  the  secret  of 
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life,  we  can  but  trust  that  good  will  come  and  every  winter 
change  to  spring.  Thou  who  crowdest  a  world  into  a 
moment's  time,  we  pray  that  all  our  powers  may  be  taken 
In  sacriflce  as  the  incense  of  our  prayer  is  swung  to  Thee. 
Let  us  be  still  and  listen  as  we  wait  at  the  altar  of  a  free 
and  united  people.  As  the  doors  of  this  Memorial  Day  are 
thrown  open,  may  we  Itnow  that  Thou  art  the  God  of  our 
fathers.  O  make  us  susceptible  to  their  influence  that  right 
may  prevail  in  those  forces  which  control  the  destiny  of 
our  country.  Heavenly  Father,  how  we  rejoice  in  these 
hours  that  the  hearts  of  the  South  and  the  hearts  of  the 
North  are  dissolved  as  the  tears  of  the  Blue  and  the  tear?  of  the 
Gray  are  mingled  above  the  hallowed  sod  of  their  heroes. 
While  countless  years  roll  on  may  we  behold  one  flag,  one 
Nation  established  in  unity  and  with  honor  for  all.  Our 
hearts  sing:  "God  cares."  When  the  lights  die  down  from 
our  i>ath,  when  love  and  music  leave  us  in  silence,  when  the 
shadows  hang  over  us  in  long  hours,  when  strength  is  feeble 
and  friends  forsake,  when  the  spirit  feels  the  shame  of 
wrong,  our  hearts  cry  out:  "God  cares,  God  cares."  In 
our  Redeemer's  name.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read 
and  approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier.  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment bills  and  a  joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following 
titles: 

H.  R.  3955.  An  act  to  amend  section  335  (d)  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  of  1938; 

H.  R.  4229.  An  act  authorizing  the  conveyance  to  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Virginia  a  portion  of  the  naval  reservation 
known  as  Quantico  in  Prince  William  County,  Va.; 

H.  R.  5404.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  to  certain  lands  so  that  they 
may  become  part  of  the  Ochoco  National  Forest.  Greg.; 

H.  R.  5784.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  conservation  and 
transfer  of  accimiulated  sick  leave  and  vacation  time  due 
classified  civil-service  employees  who  succeed  to  the  position 
of  postmaster,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7018.  An  act  to  amend  section  289  of  the  Criminal 
Code; 

H.  R.  7020.  An  act  to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  of  March 
4.  1931  (46  Stat.  1528).  in  regard  to  service  of  process  on  the 
United  States  in  loreclosure  actions; 

H.  R.  7078.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisition  by  the 
United  States  of  lands  in  Manchester  and  Jackson  Townships 
of  the  county  of  Ocean  and  State  of  New  Jersey  for  use  in 
connection  with  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  N.  J.; 

H.  R.  8119.  An  act  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code  so  as  to 
confer  concurrent  jurisdiction  on  courts  of  the  United  States 
over  crimes  committed  on  certain  Federal  reservations; 

H.  R.  8283.  An  act  to  amend  section  4370  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  (U.  S.  C,  1934  edition,  Utle  46. 
sec.  316) : 

H.  R.  8292.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erich  Hecht,  Grete  J.  L. 
Hecht,  and  ESich  F.  Hecht,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  8373.  An  act  to  amend  section  79  of  the  Judicial  Code, 
as  amended; 

H.  R.  8403.  An  act  to  convey  certain  lands  to  the  State  of 
Wyoming; 

H.  R.  8491.  An  act  authorizing  the  county  of  Knox,  State 
of  Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Niobrara,  Nebr.; 

H.  R.  8749.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri 
River  at  or  near  Petersburg,  Mo.; 

H.R.  8958.  An  act  to  authorlee  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  grant  to  the  county  of  Wayne,  State  of  Michigan. 
an  easement  over  certain  land  of  the  United  States  in  Wasme 
County.  Mich.,  for  a  sewage-disposal  line; 

H.  R.  8983.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  accept  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  a  gift  of  the  yacht 
Freedom  from  Sterling  Morton; 


H.  R.  9094.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi 
River  at  or  near  Winona.  Minn.; 

H.  R.  9118.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of 
travel  expenses  to  certain  employees  of  the  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers, United  States  Army; 

H.  R.  9326.  An  act  to  provide  educational  employees  of  the 
public  schools  of  the  District  of  Colimibla  with  leave  of  ab- 
sence, with  part  pay,  for  purposes  of  educational  Improve- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9394.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Cumberland  Gap  National  Historical  Park  in  Tennessee, 
Kentucky,  and  Virginia; 

H.  R.  9411.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the 
St.  Lawrence  River  at  or  near  Ogdensburg,  N.  Y.,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9492.  An  act  making  it  a  misdemeanor  to  stow  away 
on  vessels,  and  providing  punishment  therefor; 

H.  R.  9595.  An  act  to  postpone  for  1  year  the  date  of  the 
transmission  to  Congress  by  the  United  States  Coronado 
Exposition  Commission  of  a  statement  of  its  expenditures; 
and 

H.  J.  Res.  537.  Joint  resolution  to  make  temporary  emer- 
gency provision  for  the  determination  of  foreign  construc- 
tion costs  under  section  502  (b)  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1936.  as  amended. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
bills  and  joint  resolutions  of  the  following  titles,  in  which 
the  concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.  217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  B.  Payne; 

S.  1460.  An  act  to  provide  uniform  reciprocal  hospitaliza- 
tion in  any  Army  or  Navy  hospital  for  retired  personnel  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

S.  1473.  An  act  to  extend  the  time  for  filing  claims  for 
refunds  of  amounts  collected  under  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act;     ; 

S.  1789.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deportation 
proceedings  in  the  case  of  Florence  Sinclair  Cooper  and 
daughter.  Margaret  Lavallie,  and  Philip  P.  Roy; 

S.  2013.  An  act  to  amend  the  Code  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  provide  for  the  oiganization  and  regulation  of 
cooperative  associations,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  2326.  An  act  to  provide  and  maintain  an  adequate  sup- 
ply of  suitable  seed  for  production  of  food  for  the  population 
of  Hawaii  in  times  of  emergency; 

S.  2568.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act 
(June  26,  1934,  ch.  750.  par.  1.  48  Stat.  1216.  sec.  1761) ; 

S.  2915.  An  act  relating  to  rentals  In  certain  oU  and  gas 
leases  issued  under  authority  of  the  act  of  February  25,  1920, 
as  amended,  and  for  other  puri;x>ses; 

S.  3021.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  A.  Ramsay: 

S.  3146.  An  act  relating  to  the  citizenship  of  William 
Lawrence  Tan; 

S.  3491.  An  act  to  provide  that  fines  for  failure  to  pay 
license  taxes  in  Alaska  shall  be  disposed  of  as  provided  for 
the  disposition  of  such  taxes; 

S.  3594.  An  act  to  provide  an  additional  sum  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  claim  under  the  act  entiUed  "An  act  to  provide  for 
the  reimbursement  of  certain  personnel  or  former  personnel 
of  the  United  States  Navy  and  United  States  Marine  Corps 
for  the  value  or  personal  effecU  destroyed  as  a  result  of  a 
fire  at  the  marine  barracks.  Quantico.  Va..  on  October  27, 
1938,"  approved  June  19.  1939; 

S.  3608.  An  act  to  authorize  an  exchange  of  lands  between 
the  people  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the  United  Stetes; 

S.  3617.  An  act  granting  the  consent  and  approval  of  Con- 
gress to  an  interstate  compact  relating  to  control  and  reduc- 
tion of  pollution  in  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin; 

S.  3647.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardian  of  Paul 
Sanford,  a  minor; 

S.  3677.  An  act  to  donate  to  the  city  of  Seattle  a  totem  pole 
carved  by  the  Alaskan  native  Civilian  Conservation  Corps; 


S.3707.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  agents 
and  certifying  officers  of  the  Indian  Service,  the  United  States 
Veterans'  Administration,  and  the  Treasury  Department; 

S.  3739.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  providing  for  Federal  aid 
to  the  States  in  the  establishment  of  wildlife- restoration 
projects,  for  the  purpose  of  clearly  indicaUng  that  such  proj- 
ects are  to  be  owned  by  the  respective  States  and  maintained 
by  them  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  their  laws; 

S.  3748.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  disburs- 
ing officer.  Division  of  Disbursement.  Treasury  Department; 

S.  3769.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jerry  McKinley  Thompson; 

S.  3786.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  punishment  of  persons 
transporting  stolen  animals  in  interstate  commerce,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

S.  3807.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri 
River  at  or  near  Arrow  Rock.  Mo.; 

S.  3808.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  certain 
officers  and  enlisted  men  or  former  officers  and  enlisted  men 
of  the  United  States  Navy  for  personal  property  lost  in  the 
hurricane  and  flood  at  New  London,  Conn^  on  September  21, 
1938; 

S.  3927.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  administration  of  the 
Washington  National  Airport,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  Road  Department  of  the  State  of  Florida  an 
easement  for  a  road  right-of-way  over  the  Coast  Guard  Reser- 
vation at  Flagler  Beach,  Fla,; 

S.J.  Res.  214.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  recognition 
of  the  two  himdredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of  the 
University  of  Pennsylvania  by  Benjamin  Franklin  and  the 
beginning  of  university  education  in  the  United  States,  and 
providing  for  the  representation  of  the  Government  and 
people  of  the  United  States  In  the  observance  of  the  anni- 
versary; 

S.  J.  Res.  222.  Joint  resolution  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia  and  the 
Commonwealths  of  Virginia  and  Pennsylvania  and  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  as  signatory  bodies,  to  enter  into  a  compact 
for  the  creation  of  a  Potomac  Valley  Conservancy  District 
smd  the  establishment  of  the  interstate  commission  on  the 
Potomac  River  Basin;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  260.  Joint  resolution  to  make  emergency  provision 
for  the  maintenance  of  essential  vessels  affected  by  the  Neu- 
trality Act  of  1939,  and  for  adjustment  of  obligations  with 
respect  to  such  vessels. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
with  amendments,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  5827.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  depor- 
tation proceedings  in  the  case  of  John  L.  Harder  and  children, 
Paul  William  Harder,  Irvin  W.  Harder,  Edna  Justina  Harder, 
Elsie  Anna  Harder,  and  Elizabeth  Harder; 

H.  R.  7643.  An  act  to  facilitate  and  simplify  national-forest 
administration; 

H.  R.  9262.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  examination  of  civilian 
nautical  schools  and  for  the  inspection  of  vessels  used  in 
connection  therewith,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9576.  An  act  relating  to  the  admission  to  Sti  Eliza- 
beths Hospital  of  persons  resident  or  domiciled  In  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States;  and 

H.  R.  9594.  An  act  to  amend  section  12  (b)  of  the  SoU 
Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act.  as  amended,  by 
authorizing  the  transfer  of  funds  to  cover  advances  for  crop 
Insurance. 

I       kaval  appropriation  bill 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  H.  R.  8438,  the  naval 
appropriation  bill,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  dis- 
agree to  the  Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to  the  conference 
asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objecUon? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Pending  that  request.  Mr.  Speaker,  if 
I  may  have  recognition,  I  should  like  to  make  a  brief  state- 


ment as  to  the  changes  that  have  been  made  In  this  bill 
since  it  was  first  passed  by  the  Senate.  These  changes  are 
all  the  outgrowth  of  the  President's  recent  message,  which 
he  followed  up  with  Budget  estimates,  contained  in  House 
Document  753. 

There  are  available  today  copies  of  hearings  just  concluded 
by  the  Naval  Subcommittee  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Appropriations  on  the  lunendments  placed  on  the  bill  by  the 
Senate,  pursuant  to  the  supplemental  submissions  in  House 
Document  753.  These  hearings,  in  conjunction  with  those 
held  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations,  contain 
substantiaUy  all  of  the  information  that  should  be  made 
public  on  the  items  in  question  and  on  related  subjects. 

The  supplemental  estimate  for  the  Navy  is  $250,000,000 
and  was  presented  in  a  lump  siun.  Also  included  under  the 
Navy  head  is  a  share  of  the  President's  emergency  fund  of 
$100,000,000  in  cash  and  a  like  sum  in  contractual  authority. 
Of  that  total  amount — that  Is.  $200,000,000 — the  President 
*sks  for  $68,000,000  under  the  Navy  head,  one-half  to  be 
contractual  authority. 

The  Senate  did  not  give  the  Navy  a  lump  sum.  While  the 
Senate  approved  the  entire  estimate  of  $250,000,000,  that 
amount  has  been  distributed  among  the  usual  naval  appro- 
priations affected.  In  addition  to  the  $250,000,000,  however, 
the  Senate  added  to  the  bill  an  addlUonal  $54,467,560  for 
which  there  is  no  Budget  support. 

The  Senate  also  approved  the  estimate  for  an  emergency 
fund  under  the  Navy  head  for  the  President,  such  fund  being 

in  lump-sum   form  and  In  the  amount  of  the  estimate 

namely,  $34,000,000  by  way  of  an  Immediate  appropriation 

and  $34,000,000  in  contractual  authority. 

I  shall  state  as  briefiy  as  I  can.  consistent  with  clarity, 
what  is  embraced  by  the  bill  in  the  way  of  modifications 
made  by  the  Senate  subsequent  to  the  presentation  of  House 
Document  753. 

First,  as  to  the  $250,000,000: 

(a)  For  expediting  the  construction  of  ships — that  Is,  the 
68  now  being  built,  the  24  to  be  commenced  in  1941— pro- 
vided for  in  title  I  of  the  bill,  which  the  House  already  has 
approved,  and  the  vessels  embraced  by  the  11-percent  expan- 
sion provided  for  in  House  biU  8026.  now  pending, 
$100,000,000. 

(b)  For  emergency  pilot  training.  Including  the  provision 
of  808  airplanes  for  such  purpose.  $50,625,000;  the  provision 
of  additional  training  facilities  at  existing  and  new  stations — 
namely,  Pensacola,  Miami,  Jacksonville,  and  Corpus  Christi — 
$45,000,000;  and  $4,375,000,  the  remainder  of  the  $100,000,000 
allocation  to  aviation,  for  aviation  ordnance  and  anmiunl- 
tion  and  miscellaneous  items. 

(c)  The  remaining  $50,000  000—1  have  accounted  for 
$200.000,000— Is  for  various  urgent  national-defense  purposes, 
as  follows,  and  I  use  round  flgiu-es: 

Landing  equipment.  Fleet  Marine  Force $1,350,000 

Antiaircraft    gun    projects .^ 11,500,000 

Harbor   (iefense   project .___ 10.000.000 

Altering  and  reconunlsslonlng  vessels 10.  lOO.  000 

Vessel    protection    projects 6.900.000 

Storage  and  other  shore  Improvements 7.  900.  000 

Miscellaneous    Items a,  125,  000 

As  previously  stated,  the  Senate  added  to  the  bill  $54,467.- 
560  without  Budget  support.  This  was  done  at  the  urgent 
insistence  of  the  Navy  £>epartment.  most  of  it  being  on  ac- 
count of  increased  personnel. 

For  the  Navy  provision  is  made  by  this  increase  for  20,000 
enlisted  men  and  Naval  Reservists  and  500  Naval  Reserve  offi- 
cers and  500  retired  officers  on  active  duty.  This  will  bring 
the  naval  enlisted  strength  up  to  aroimd  170,000  men.  Such 
added  expense  is  approximately  $26,000,000. 

For  the  Marine  Corps  provision  is  made  for  9,000  additional 
enlisted  men  and  150  additional  retired  officers  on  active  duty. 
The  pay  and  outfitting  and  equipping  and  housing  of  this 
extra  force  calls  for  a  total  of  $22,238,000.  The  enlisted 
strength  of  the  Marine  Corps  under  this  increase  would  be 
34,000.  The  balance  of  the  $54,000,000  Increase  without 
Budget  support,  namely,  $6,000,000,  has  been  earmarked  for 
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major  alterations  to  the  batUesWps  New  York,  Texas,  and 

Arkansas. 

r  With  respect  to  the  President's  fund— $34,000,000  in  cash, 
and  $34,000,000  In  contractual  authcritj^ — while  it  Is  stated 
In  lump  sum.  iX  he  uses  that  fund  as  the  Navy  will  recommend 
to  him.  he  will  not  have  a  stogie  penny  for  uses  he  may  have 
in  mind,  because  the  Navy  has  projects,  some  of  them  pro- 
vided for  in  part  by  the  $250,000,000.  which  run  well  beyond 
the  $68,000,000. 

Now.  as  I  said  at  the  outset,  the  hearings  we  have  con- 
ducted are  now  available  in  printed  form.  Between  now  and 
the  time  we  present  the  conference  repwt  they  will  be  avail- 
able for  your  perusal. 

That  is  all  I  care  to  say  for  the  present.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve 
the  right  to  object.  I  understand  there  has  been  an  agree- 
ment whereby  there  will  be  3  hours  of  debate  instead  of  1 
hour  when  the  bill  comes  back. 

Mr.  SCRUOHAM.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  S(>eaker.  I  would  like 
to  have  that  included  in  the  request. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  that  a  part  of  the 
request  that  I  have  already  made. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  as 
modified? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Chair  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Mr.  Scrug< 
HAM.  Mr.  PnufANSiz,  Mr.  Caldwtll.  Mr.  Castt  of  Massa- 
chusetts, Mr.  Dtttkh,  Mr.  Piumliy,  and  Mr.  McLeod. 

nrVESTIGATKHI    OV    ALASKAN    AND    DOMKTIC    nSHERIES 

Mr.  BLAND.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  resohitlon  which  I  send  to 
the  desk. 
'  The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  604 

JiMoIved.  That  House  Reeolutlon  163.  i>assed  by  the  Houae  of 
Representatives  August  1.  1939,  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Resolved.  That  the  expenses  of  conducting  the  study  and  Inves- 
tigation autbortaed  by  House  Resolution  103.  incurred  by  the 
Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  to  make  an  Inves- 
tigation of  the  flshertes  of  Alaska,  and  the  other  investigations  or 
Inquiries  authorized  by  said  House  Resolution  182.  acting  as  a 
whole  or  by  subcommittee,  not  to  exceed  $15,000,  Including  ex- 
penditures (or  the  employment  of  experts  and  clerical,  stenographic, 
and  other  assistants,  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House  on  vouchers  authorized  by  such  committee,  signed  by  the 
cfaatnnan  thereof  and  approved  by  the  Committee  on  Accounts; 
and  the  head  at  each  executive  department  is  hereby  requested  to 
detail  to  said  committee  such  number  ot  legal  and  expert  assist- 
ants and  Investigators  as  said  commlttse  n^y  from  time  to  time 
deem  necessary. 

"Sac.  a.  That  tb*  oOdal  committee  reporters  shall  be  used  at  all 
hearings  held  In  the  District  at  Columbia." 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  explanation  of  the  resolution. 
I  wish  to  say  that  when  Honse  Resolution  163  was  passed, 
making  an  appropriation  of  $15,000  for  the  use  of  the  Mer- 
chant Marine  and  Fisheries  Committee,  it  was  intended  to 
cover  an  investigation  of  various  subjects,  but  as  the  resolu- 
tion came  from  the  Committee  on  Accoonts  it  specified  only 
fisheries  in  Alaska.  House  Rescdution  163  was  to  carry  out 
House  Resolution  182.  which  was  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  authorised  not  only  an  Investigation  and  inquiry 
into  the  fisheries  in  Alaska,  but  also  into  merchant-marine 
matters  and  domestic  fisheries  in  the  United  States.  All  that 
this  proposed  amendment  does  is  to  add  to  the  House  Resolu- 
tion 163.  as  it  was  originally  passed,  sufficient  words  to  cover 
aothorizations  which  appear  in  the  Hoose  Resolution  163  as 
it  came  from  the  Committee  on  Rules.  The  new  words 
added  are — 

Andjtlke   other   investigations   or   Inquiries   atitbortaed   by   saM 

ilutlon  163. 
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The  amended  resolution  does  not  ask  for  any  more  money. 
There  is  a  balance  now  after  making  a  study  in  Alaska.  That 
study  has  not  been  completed,  but  it  is  not  contemplated  to 
return  there.    There  is  a  balance  of  a  little  over  $9,000.    Tlie 


committee  feels  it  must  not  only  carry  on  the  study  of  Alaskan 
fisheries,  which  is  already  aothoriaed,  but  that  in  connection 
therewith  it  should  study  certata  merchant- marine  matters, 
SDch  as  workmen's  compensation,  unemployment  compen- 
sation, the  problem  relating  to  the  report  of  the  Maritime 
Labor  Board,  and  also  the  subject  of  our  domestic  American 
fisheries.  This  amended  resolution  asks  no  money  and  does 
not  go  beyond  the  resolution  from  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
It  simply  broadens  the  scope  of  the  resolution  as  it  came  from 
the  Committee  on  Accounts. 

I  am  offering  this  at  the  suggestion  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Accounta.  who  has  no  otajectlon. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yldd? 

Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield. 

Mi.  rich.  Was  ft  intended  in  the  first  place  that  the 
investigation  should  be  confined  to  the  fisheries  in  Alaskan 
waters? 

Mr.  BLAND.  It  was  not  our  intent,  and  I  do  not  believe 
it  was  the  intent  of  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  so  to  restrict 
it.  It  did  not  go  as  far  as  the  resolution  from  the  Committee 
on  Rules. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  was  just  wondering  whether,  having  com- 
pleted the  investigation  and  finding  itself  with  $9,000  balance. 
somek>ody  wanted  to  use  it  up. 

Mr.  BLAND.  No.  We  are  still  making  inquiries  there, 
and  we  want  to  use  the  money  also  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  RICH.  Will  those  purposes  be  well  worth  while  to  the 
fishing  industry  of  the  country? 

Mr.  BLAND.  Absolutely;  not  only  to  the  fishing  industry 
but  to  maritime  interests  as  well. 

TTie  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  reaoluticm  will  be 
agreed  to. 

There  was  no  objection. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid,  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  or   REMARKS 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein  a 
statement  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  a  table  showing  the 
amount  of  appropriations  for  various  items  and  expenditures 
in  the  War  Department  over  a  period  of  16  years. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

AMENDMENT  OF  RULX  XXXV 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Rules,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  House  Resolution  502. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Bouse  Besolutton  SOS 

Resolved,  That  rule  XXXV  of  the  niles  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
senutives  is  amended  as  foilom:  At  the  end  of  paragraph  3  strika 
the  period  and  add  a  semicolon  tuKl  the  following:  "and  the  Speaicer 
may  admit  to  the  floor,  under  such  regtilatlons  as  he  may  prescribe, 
one  representative  of  the  National  Broadcasting  Co.,  one  of  the 
Columbia  Broadcasting  System,  one  of  the  Mutual  Broadcasting 
System,  and  one  of  the  Transradlo  Press  Service." 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Bfr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, this  resolution  changes  rule  XXXV  of  the  House  rules. 
It  was  before  the  Rules  Committee  on  yesterday  and  was 
reported  favorably  and  unanimously. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.     The  gentleman  is  conect. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectioo  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Mexico? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Tbe  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  telegram  I  received. 

The  SPEAKER.    Wrthout  objection,  tt  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  Elkins  Inter-Moimtaln.  a  newspaper  in 


my  own  city,  with  regard  to  military  training  for  C.  C.  C. 
enrollees. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  print  therein 
a  short  article  from  the  Christian  Science  Monitor. 

•nie  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Ketauver  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise 
and  extend  his  own  remarks. 

THE  SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon? 

Itiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  been  receiving  scores 
of  propaganda  letters,  asking  that  the  activities  of  the  Secu- 
rities and  Exchange  Commission  be  subjected  to  a  congres- 
sional review  and  investigation.  I  judge  from  the  uniform 
phraseology  of  these  letters  that  they  emanate  from  the  same 
source.  I  have  seen  notices  in  the  press  of  a  fight  being  waged 
by  the  Investment  Bankers  Association  of  America  to  obtain, 
through  amendment,  simplification  of  certain  regulations 
which.  U\ey  claim,  will  expedite  the  free  flow  of  new  capital 
into  industry.  I  assume  that  this  propaganda  is  Nation- 
wide. The  letters  usually  state  that  the  writer  and  his  firm 
are  in  sympathy  with  the  apparent  merits  of  the  act,  but 
that  the  administration  is  failing  to  function  in  the  interests 
of  those  directly  involved — the  investing  public  and  the  deal- 
ers in  sectiritles. 

As  the  letters  began  to  pour  in  upon  me,  I  addressed  an  In- 
quiry to  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  asking 
whether  they  probably  applied  to  some  specific  bill  before 
the  Congress  or  to  some  i>articular  action  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  which  the  bankers  think  unfair 
or  detrimental  to  their  business.  I  desire  to  place  in  the 
Record,  for  the  benefit  of  other  Members,  the  reply  to  that 
letter  as  it  is  decidedly  haformative.  I  have  secured  permis- 
sion of  Chairman  Prank  to  print  the  letter.  Before  doing  so 
I  quote  a  typical  propaganda  letter,  so  that  the  Importance 
of  the  reply  may  be  more  clearly  understood: 

The  act  was  most  certainly  a  constructive  piece  of  legislation, 
and  we  in  the  securities  business  wholeheartedly  support  the  basic 
principles  of  the  act.  However,  the  present  personnel  of  the  Securi- 
ties and  Exchange  Commission  has  set  up  certain  rules  and  regu- 
lations which  have  tended  to  throttle  the  flow  of  capital  funds 
through  investment  channels  by  making  It  too  burdensome  and 
costly  for  small  businesses  to  qiiallfy  their  issues  with  the  Com- 
mission. Investment  funds  are  piling  up  In  banks  and  savings 
Instilutlcns  throughout  the  country  by  the  billions  of  dollars. 
Why?  Not  because  people  are  content  to  take  1  percent  to  1>4 
percent  on  savings,  nor  for  the  reason  that  Industry  can't  use 
additional  capital  profltably,  but  rather  for  the  reason  that  small 
businesses  cannot  afford  to  pay  the  costs  necessary  to  qualify  capi- 
tal Issues  required  for  expansion  and  Improvements.  Conditions 
such  as  these  have  tended  to  penalize  Investors.  Industries,  and 
persons  In  our  profession  and  to  retard  general  business  recovery. 
The  charge  Is  made  that  Wall  Street  is  responsible  for  this  condi- 
tion through  refusing  to  properly  cooperate.  If  something  could 
be  done  to  bring  about  a  more  reasonable  attitude  on  the  part  of 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  with  reference  to  the 
issuance  and  sale  of  securities,  I  feel  It  would  be  a  big  step  toward 
general  recovery  for  us  all. 

The  following  letter  does,  I  believe,  answer  this  statement 
in  a  very  satisfactory  manner,  and  I  commend  it  to  the  atten- 
tion of  my  coUeagues. 

Sscuarms  and  Exchange  Commission, 

Washington,  May  21,  1940. 
The  Honorable  Walter  M.  Piebck. 

House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dkar  CoNOKEssMAif  PiEBCx:  Thsnk  you  very  much  for  your  letter 
of  May  13.    Prom  what  I  have  heard,  your  experience  is  not  unusxial. 
Many  Members  of  Congress  seem  to  be  receiving  many  letters  from 
Investment  dealers  along  the  lines  you  Indicate. 

The  S.  E.  C.  of  course,  has  no  possible  criticism  of  those  who 
•eek  to  bring  their  views  to  the  attention  of  their  Representatives 
in  Congrera.  for  we  firmly  believe  that  the  opportunity  to  "write 
to  your  Congressman"  and  receive  a  reply  from  him  Is  an  increas- 
ingly precious  American  heritage. 


As  to  your  question  as  to  wbether  In  this  Instanec  the  sendlnc 
or  such  letters  is  part  of  a  national  propaganda  campaign,  you 
may  be  Interested  in  the  following  quotation  from  the  xxugaEiiM, 
Investment  Banking,  volume  10,  No.  4,  May  IMO,  published  by  the 
Investment  Bankers  Association  of  America.  The  fli»t  paragraph 
of  the  leading  article  by  Emmett  F.  Connely.  president  of  that 
association,  reads  as  foUows; 

"One  of  the  first  things  we  set  about  doing  after  the  Del  Monte 
convention  was  to  find  out  how  many  Senators  and  Congressmen 
our  members  know  on  a  personal  basis.  The  response  to  this  in- 
quiry was  most  surprising  and  gratifying.  We  received  nearly  800 
replies,  through  which  we  learned  that  we  have  members  who  know 
personally  87  of  the  96  Senators  and  295  of  the  436  Congressmen." 
Most  of  the  letters  to  Members  of  Congress  about  which  I  have 
heard  try  to  make  the  point  that  although  the  idea  of  the 
S.  E.  C.  is  a  splendid  one,  the  S.  E.  C,  in  its  operations  Under 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  interferes  with  the  flow  of  the  saving! 
of  individuals  into  productive  Investment.  If  I  felt  this  were 
true,  I  would  be  the  first  to  urge  a  change  in.  if  not  the  complete 
repeal  of,  that  law.  for  no  one  is  more  interested  than  I  in  the 
flow  of  capital  Into  new  industrial  activity. 

I  agree  that  the  flow  of  capital  into  new  business  is  not  what 
it  should  be.  But.  tinfortunately.  the  remedy  Is  not  eo  simple 
as,  and  could  not  be  achieved  by,  the  repeal  of  the  Securltlea 
Act.    Niunerous  other  factors  accoimt  for  this  condition. 

First,  let  tis  see  what  the  S.  B.  C.  is.  It  is  nothing  more  or  lose 
than  a  machine  through  wtiich  Congress  has  said  securities  must 
pass  before  entering  the  public  market.  It  is  a  machine  that 
works  very  weU.  For  example,  since  the  Securities  Act  was  passed 
in  1933,  over  $16,000,000,000  of  sectirltles  have  been  registered,  and 
in  2  years  alone,  1936  and  1937,  almost  $9,000,000,000  were  regis- 
tered. The  only  changes  which  have  been  made  In  the  machine 
since  those  years  were  a  speeding  up  tJhe  relaxation  of  reqture- 
ments  for  small  issuers. 

Your  correspondents  would  probably  reply,  "Oh,  yee,  that  is  true, 
but  those  were  all  reftmding  issues.  They  were  not  Issues  for 
new  plant  expansion  and  new  equipment."  They  are  right  In 
that  respect.  The  bulk  of  the  Issues  have  been  refunding.  But 
the  implication  of  their  conunents  is  entirely  wrong.  They  Imply 
that  somehow  the  S.  E.  C.  machinery  works  differently  for  refund- 
ing Issues  than  for  new  money  Issues  and  retards  the  latter.  That 
is  not  correct.  There  is  not  the  slightest  difference.  It  makes 
no  difference  whether  the  money  lielng  raised  Is  for  refunding 
or  new  equipment,  or  whether  bonds  or  stocks  are  being  registered. 
The  requirements  are  exactly  the  same;  and,  what  Is  more,  the 
S.  E.  C.  has  nothing  whatever  to  say  about  the  type  of  security 
sold  under  the  Sec\irlties  Act  or  the  purposes  for  which  a  security 
is  sold.  Those  are  matters  which  rest  entirely  with  the  issuer 
and  the  investment  banker. 

Perhaps  your  letters  say  that  S.  K.  C.  costs  are  high,  l^)r  your 
Information  I  am  sending  you  a  copy  of  a  cost  analysis  which  we 
have  Just  put  out.  From  these  figures  you  will  see  that,  while  the 
costs  do  look  high,  only  a  very  small  p>art  of  those  costs  resvilt 
from  the  Securities  Act  and  S.  E.  C.  requirements,  and  that  most 
of  the  large  costs  existed  before  there  ever  was  an  S.  E.  C.  and 
would  exist  if  there  were  no  S.  E.  C,  That  Is,  even  if  there  were 
no  S.  E.  C.  those  costs  would  include  the  charges  of  underwriters 
and  dealers  and  most  of  the  charges  of  lawyers,  accountants,  en- 
gineers, and  expenses  for  printing,  taxes,  and  the  like.  The  re- 
quirements of  the  S.  E.  C.  under  the  Securities  Act  do  add  some- 
thing to  some  of  those  Items,  but  In  no  instance  do  those  added 
costs  exceed  1  percent — $1  on  a  $100  stock  or  l>ond.  On  the  other 
hand,  you  will  see  that,  on  aU  Issues,  the  investment  banker's 
charge  for  underwriting — which  would  be  made  even  If  the 
Securities  Act  were  repealed — ^is  the  big  Item. 

For  small  conunon-stock  and  preferred -stock  issues  It  runs  as 
high  as  $18  per  $100.  So  that  If  there  were  n6  Securities  Act 
and  no  S.  E.  C,  the  reduction  in  cost  would  stlU  leave  the  expense 
of  Issuing  such  securities  at  a  burdensome  figure.  I  am  not  at  all 
criticizing  the  Investment  bankers  when  I  make  that  statement, 
for  I  know  there  is  a  large  risk  and  large  overhead  in  underwrit- 
ing the  securities  of  a  small  or  medium-sized  and  lltUe-known 
corporation.  But,  I  think  you  will  agree  that  when  money  costs 
that  much,  you  have  a  real  cause  for  the  Inadequate  flow  of  sav- 
ings Into  industry — a  cause  wholly  apart  from  the  S.  E.  C. 

The  figures  show  that  small-  and  medium-sized  businesses  In 
local  communities  cannot  obtain  money  for  new  plants  and  new 
machinery  except  at  almost  prohibitive  costs  not  In  any  way 
ascrlbable  to  the  S.  E.  C.  I  think  there  Is  a  solution  to  that 
problem — a  solution  which  would  make  funds  avaUable  without 
any  direct  or  Indirect  Government  control  of  private  business.  If 
the  solution  Involves  such  Government  control,  I  am  emphatlcaUy 
against  It.  I  outlined  my  suggestions  last  year  before  congres- 
sional committees  and  this  year  in  the  enclosed  speech  which  I 
made  in  Cleveland  on  April  25,  1940.  You  may  be  Interested  In 
the  enclosed  editorial  comment  on  that  speech  which  appeared 
in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  for  April  27,  1940. 

I  could  go.  in  detaU.  into  many  other  factors  which  I  believe 
ctmtribute  to  the  Inadequate  flow  of  indivldtials'  savings  into 
capital  expansion:  such  as  the  fact  that  life-Insurance  companies 
have  more  money  collected  from  their  policy  holders  than  they 
can,  at  present.  Invest  except  at  very  low  rates  of  return,  and 
yet  must,  by  law.  Invest  principally  In  high-grade,  low-tnterest- 
bearlng  bonds  of  well-established  businesses  or  in  Government 
bonds:  such  as  the  fact  that  large  fortunes  seek  refuge  in  tax- 
exempt  Government  bonds;   stich  as  Che  fact  that  some   of  our 
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tergesC  corporations  have  not  felt  the  need  to  go  to  the  capital 
laaakets  for  funds,  derived  ftom  Individuals'  savings,  for  plant 
"^  -tru^  rtt  their  own  cornorate  re- 


Whereas  minerals  have  been  found  beneath  certain  oT  said  land^ 

and  the  SUte  of  California,  in  the  interest  of  conaervaUon  thereof 
and  for  the  benefit  of  Its  people,  has  caused  said  mineraU  to  be  pro- 
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A  manufacturer's  tax  only  fools  the  people;  It  is  a  camouflage 
of  the  Issue.  Let  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  come  here 
with  a  real  tax  bill,  one  that  treats  all  our  people  alike  and  on 


Tbe  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  CmAwroasl? 
There  was  no  objection. 
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corporsttona  hav*  not  felt  the  ne«l  to  go  to  tbe  capital 
^axketa  for  fund*.  derlTWl  from  IndlvtduaU"  aavlnga.  for  plant 
expansion,  because  of  the  abundance  of  their  own  fon»rate  re- 
■erres  But.  that  would  make  this  letter  much  too  long.  Bufflce 
It  to  say  that  1  behcve  that  almost  any  Impartial  obaerrer  ^"id 
•cree  that  the«  are  the  factoni  which  cause  the  dealers  head- 
aches and.  more  important,  the  shrinkage  In  the  flow  of  Indl- 
Tlduals'  savings  to  expansion  of  Industrial  plants. 

Let  us  assxmie  the  Securities  Act  were  to  be  replied  tomorrow. 
I  admit  that  the  immediate  effect  might  be  a  flurry  of  new  Issues. 
But  these  would  be.  for  the  most  part,  securities  of  companies 
Which  are  at  present  unable  or  unwilling  to  meet  the  standards 
Of  truth-teUlng  required  by  the  act  or  the  standards  of  Issuers 
and  underwriters  who  are  tinwllUng  to  assume  the  fair  responsl- 
trtmt—  for  truth  which  the  law  wisely  Imposes.  I  think  you  wlU 
Mi«a  with  m*  that  investors  are  much  better  off  when  securities 
ofthat  type  are  not  offered  to  them  under  such  conditions.  And. 
over  the  long  run.  1  feel  that  material  changes  in  the  Secoirltles 
Act  would  by  no  means  produce  a  substantial  Increase  of  what 
you  would  consider  desirable  new  Issues. 

Sincerely  youra,  ^^  ^ 

Jboxx  N.  FkAJfK,  Chatman. 

[Here  the  gavel  fefl.! 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  typi- 
cal letter  with  the  reply  of  Jerome  N.  Prank,  caiairman  oi 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objectioxi,  it  la  so  ordered. 

Tliere  w«»  no  objection.  ^.  » 

KXTMSIOW  or  RDCAKKa 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Rccoro  In  reference  to  four 
gaticles  I  desire  to  print  in  the  Appendix.  One  is  to  Include 
an  address  of  the  Honorable  John  C.  Page.  Ccanmissioner  of 
Reclamation,  and  the  other  three  relate  to  three  short  edi- 
torials in  reference  to  the  Kings  Canyon  National  Park. 

The  SPEAKER.   Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

JtmiSDICTIOW  TO  CXRTAIH  CALIFOWfXA  LAHDS 

Mr.  INLAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  also  to  extend 
my  remarks  and  to  Include  therein  a  certified  copy  of  Joint 
Resolution  23  of  the  California  Legislature. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  direct  at- 
tenUon  to  House  Resolution  No.  494,  introduced  by  my  col- 
league the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Shxppard],  dealing 
with  the  conservation  of  natural  resources  and  a  controversy 
A-rtgfing  between  the  Federal  Government  and  the  State  of 
California.  This  is  backed  up  by  Resolution  No.  23  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  California,  which  protests  the  pro- 
posed attack  upon  the  title  of  the  State  of  California  to  its 
tide,  submerged,  and  overflowed  lands.  It  sets  forth  that  it 
owns  the  lands,  has  Jurisdiction  over  them,  has  spent  its 
money  on  their  improvement  by  building  structures  thereon 
and  dredging  and  improving  its  ports  and  harbors,  and  in 
building  bulkheads  and  breakwaters.  It  sets  forth  that  the 
title  to  the  land  has  been  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
California  and  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  It 
sets  forth  that  as  a  free  State  it  is  going  to  fight  for  that  title 
and  is  putting  the  Congress  on  notice  thereof.     [Applause.] 

The  resolution  referred  to  follows: 

Aasexobly  Joint  resolution  protesting  the  proposed  attack  upon  the 
title  of  the  State  of  California  to  its  tide,  submerged,  and  over- 
flowed lands 

Whereas  more  than  90  yean  ago  the  State  of  CaUfomla.  as  one  of 
the  united  States,  by  virtue  of  its  sovereignty  and  the  act  of  Its 
admission  to  the  Union,  became  the  owner  in  perpetual  trust  for  its 
peopla  of  all  lands  within  its  boundaries  submerged  by  the  waters 
along  Its  shore,  of  all  lands  covered  by  the  ebb  and  flow  of  its  tides, 
and  of  all  the  lands  beneath  Its  navigable  streams  and  lakes;  and 

Whereas  tor  over  90  years  the  sovereign  State  of  California  has 
maintained  uninterrupted  Jialsdlction  over  said  lands:  and  during 
said  years  has  expended  vast  stuns  of  moneys  of  Its  cltiaens  in  biilld- 
Ing  structxires  thereon,  and  in  dredging  and  improving  its  ports  and 
harbon  and  In  building  bulkheads  and  breakwaters  therein  and 
ttaenon.  and  In  doli«  all  and  every  at  the  things  that  a  free  people 
ttfttt  essential  to  be  done  to  make  its  sovereign  lands  avaUable  for 
the  beneficial  uses  of  its  citizens  in  commerce,  education,  and  recre- 
~  ation;  and  in  aid  of  the  United  States  in  the  exercise  of  its  fvinctlons 
in  fishing  and  navigation,  as  specified  In  the  Oonstltutlozi;   and 
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Whereas  minerals  have  been  found  beneath  certain  oT  saM  l^d^ 

and  the  SUte  of  California.  In  the  interest  of  conservation  thereof 
and  for  the  benefit  of  its  people,  has  caused  said  minerals  to  be  pro- 
duced thereby  obtaining  for  the  State  and  Its  people  an  Income 
exceeding  $900,000  per  annum,  thus  lightening  the  enormotM  tax 
burden  now  resting  upon  the  citizens  of  California;  and 

Whereas  the  title  of  the  sovereign  State  of  California  to  these 
lands  and  privileges  over  which  it  has  for  so  kmg  maintained 
unquestioned  Jurisdiction  and  expended  so  mtich  of  the  treaaure  of 
its  citizens,  has  been  sxistalned  by  numerous  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of  California  and  by  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  in  cases  In  which  the  principles  mvolved  were 
clearly  at  Issue;  and 

Whereas  certain  officials  of  the  Oovemment  at  the  United  States 
have  lor  2  years  or  more  endeavored  and  are  now  endeavoring  to 
obtain  the  sanction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  of  the 
Congress  ot  the  United  States  for  the  filing  of  court  proceedings  on 
behalf  of  the  United  SUtes  against  the  State  of  California  and  those 
holdings  under  und  subservient  to  the  State  of  Callfomlri.  with  the 
object  of  wrestUjg  from  the  State  of  California,  and  thoie  holdings 
imder  said  State,  said  sovereign  rights  so  long  maintained  and 
exercised:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  jointly  by  tfie  Assembly  and  the  Senate  of  tJie  State  of 
Cokfomia,  That  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  California  protest* 
the  said  proposal  to  attack  the  title  of  the  sovereign  State  of  Cali- 
fornia in  and  to  said  lands,  and  asserts  as  a  free  State  within  the 
Union,  subject  to  and  under  the  protection  of  the  Constitution, 
that  It  condemns  said  attempt,  and  will  oppose  the  same  by  all 
lawful  means:  be  it  further 

Kaaotoed,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  State  of  CaUfomla 
shall  certify  to  the  passage  of  this  Joint  resolution  and  shall  forward 
a  certified  copy  thereof  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  President  of  the  Senate 
and  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  the  Secretary  off 
State,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Na^.  and  to  each  of  the  Members  at 
the  United  States  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  representing 
the  State  of  California  m  any  district  thereof  in  the  said  Congreaa. 

'^  KZTXKSION  or  KKMAXKS 

Mi".  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Vam  Zanvt]? 

There  was  mo  objection. 

Mr.  THELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  short  editorial  and  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Tmu.]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  PtJBLXC  DKBT 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks 
in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  SpeakfT.  I  understand  that  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  is  going  to  submit  a  tax  bill  for  $600,000,000 
additional  for  1940.  I  would  like  to  know  why  it  is  going  to 
submit  a  tax  bin  for  only  $600,000,000  when  it  will  require  at 
lease  five  and  one-half  billion  dollars  to  take  care  of  the 
deficit  that  will  appear  next  year  if  we  consider  the  amotmt 
of  appropriations  that  the  House  has  already  made  and  the 
amount  the  Government  will  receive  from  taxation  accord- 
ing to  the  report  of  receipts  to  be  received  as  rendered  by 
the  Chief  Executive.  There  is  going  to  be  a  deficit  of  five 
and  one-half  billion  dollars.  Where  are  3^u  going  to  get  the 
money? 

The  people  of  this  country  ought  to  know  that  they  are 
going  to  have  to  pay  the  bin  for  this  New  Deal  spending. 
Pay  the  bill  for  the  New  Deal  sqiianderlng  of  the  past  7  long, 
long,  long  years.  There  Is  no  use  passing  on  to  the  manu- 
facturers a  10-percent  Increase  In  taxes,  lliey  will  past 
on  to  the  public  the  tax.  This  is  not  going  to  fool  the 
people  of  the  cotmtry.  You  have  fooled  them  long 
enough.  What  we  ought  to  do  is  let  the  i)eople  know  that 
they  have  to  pay  for  the  New  Deal  spending.  They  will 
have  to  dig  down  in  their  pockets  and  pay  to  Uncle  Sam- 
uel for  the  waste,  the  extravagance,  the  Inefficiency  of  the 
past  7  years.  Our  people  will  gladly  pay  for  national  de- 
fense.   The  people  dislike  to  pay  for  waste  and  extravagance. 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7211 


A  manufactmrr's  tax  only  fools  the  people;  It  Is  a  camouflage 
of  the  Issue.  Let  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  come  here 
with  a  real  tax  bill,  one  that  treats  an  our  people  alike  and  on 
the  ability  of  our  citizens  to  pay.  American  people — the  cat 
is  out  of  the  bag — from  now  on  you  will  have  to  pay  for  waste 
and  folly.  Prepare  for  taxes,  look  for  taxes,  arrange  for  taxes. 
Taxes  and  more  taxes  are  coming.  If  they  do  not  pay  more 
taxes,  we  are  wrecked.  I  say.  Mr.  Speaker,  first  cut  down 
on  this  waste  and  extravagance  of  the  New  DeaL  If  you  do. 
you  can  save  on  taxes.  Up  goes  the  national  debt  limit. 
Watch  it  proposed  by  the  New  Deal. 
[Here  the  gavel  felLl 

THX  MXW   TAX   BILL 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  untmlmous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DikxsemJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  press  of  May  29  reports 
the  Chairman  of  the  House  C(»nmittee  on  Wajrs  and  Means 
as  saying  that  with  respect  to  the  proposed  tax  bill  to 
raise  an  additional  $656,000,000  in  revenue  that  "a  great 
many  members  of  the  coounittee  felt  that  hearings  would 
not  be  necessary  at  all  because  the  people  will  be  so  patriotic 
and  that  the  bill  itself  is  simple  and  that  people  can  easily 
understand  it."  Evidently  we  are  in  for  a  slap-dash,  make- 
shift, shotgun  tax  bill  whereas  the  situation  demands  a 
revision  of  the  present  tax  structure  with  long-range 
objectives. 

The  events  in  Europe  patently  indicate  that  the  task 
before  us  is  to  train,  prepare,  and  coordinate  a  nation  for 
any  emergency.  It  is  not  a  temporary  task.  The  President's 
request  on  Congress  for  funds  and  the  prospect  of  other  re- 
quests for  large  outlays  indicates  so  patently  that  we  must 
^mulertake  a  long-range  program.  Our  thinking  must  there- 
fore be  long  range  and  objective.  Shall  we  then  launch  this 
effort  with  a  make-shift  tax  program  which  must  be  revised 
from  time  to  time  and  therefore  adds  doubt  and  uncertainty 
to  our  efforts. 

One  does  not  need  to  be  an  expert  to  know  that  the 
essentials  of  a  defense  program  consist  of  the  training  of 
men.  the  production  of  materials,  mimitions.  and  materiel, 
and  the  raising  of  money.  A  sound  tax  structure  is  an  in- 
dispensable element  to  national  health  even  in  normal  times 
but  even  more  so  as  an  element  in  our  defense  structure. 

The  suggested  program  to  raise  the  debt  limit  and  provide 
a  short-range  schedule  of  taxes  out  of  which  to  amortize 
defense  expenditures  not  only  completely  ignores  our  pres- 
ent enormous  deficit  but  fails  to  take  account  of  future 
defense  outlays  which  are  certain  to  come.  It  ignores  every 
consideration  of  sound  fiscal  preparation. 

Now  is  the  time  for  sound  tax  revision  and  the  establish- 
ment of  a  broad  tax  basis  which  will  be  equal  to  future 
demands. 

Mr.  W Hl'l'l'lNGTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the  point  of 
order  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Will  the  gentleman  withhold  that  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.    Yes. 

I  extension  or  remarks 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  BIr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  brief  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Springes]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  by  including  a  statement  made 
by  Governor  l^eahy.  of  Puerto  Rico,  on  the  work  of  the  Puerto 
Rlcan  Reconstruction  Administration  and  to  include  excerpts 
taken  from  the  Baltimore  Sun  on  the  trial  of  a  former 
administrator  of  the  P.  R.  R.  A.  and  the  decision  of  the  jury. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  KCichigan  CMr.  CkawfokoI? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOmffAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  newspaper  article  In  which  Matthew  WoU  tells  us  some- 
thing about  the  hook-up  between  the  C.  L  O.  and  the 
Communists. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  HottmamI? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  brief 
editorial  by  Mark  Sullivan  on  free  speech. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Hawks!  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CALL   OF   THK   HOUSK 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Bir. 
WHiTTiNCTONi  makcs  the  point  of  order  there  Is  not  a  quo- 
rum present.    E^ridently  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  BOLAND.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members  failed 
to  answer  to  their  names: 
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Alexander 

Allen.  La. 

BaU 

Bolles 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Brewster 

Brown.  Ohio 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Byron 

Camp 

Claypool 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Cole,  Md. 

Corbett 

Culkln 

Darrow 

Disney 

Dltter 

Douglas 


Englebrlght 

Paddla 

Fenton 

Pish 

Plaherty 

Polger 

Grant.  Ala. 

Gross 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Barter.  Ohio 

Hartley 

Hendricks 

Izac 

Jarman 

Jeffries 

Jenks.  N.H. 

Jennings 

Johns 

Jones.  Ohio 

Kee 


Klibum 

Shafer.  lOch. 

Klrwan 

Sheridan 

Kleberg 

Short 

Lemke 

Simpson 

ManFlleld 

Smith,  m. 

Merrltt 

Sparkman 

Uiller 

Steama.  N.  B. 

Myers 

Sullivan 

O'Brien 

Sweeney 

Osmers 

Thomas.  If .  J. 

Pace 

Thorkelson 

Patrick 

Tlbbott 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Vinson.  Oa. 

Reed.  111. 

Ward 

Risk 

Whelchel 

Rockefeller 

White.  Idaho 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

White,  Ohio 

Schaef er.  m. 

Winter 

Schuetz 

Wood 

Schwert 

The  SPEAKER.     Three  himdred   and  fifty-six  Members 
have  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum. 
Further  proceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed  with, 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
include  therein  an  article  written  by  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Shafer]  entitled  "Local  Politics  Menace  to 
National  Defense."  This  article  appeared  in  the  current  issue 
of  the  American  Mercury  Magazine. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  in- 
clude therein  a  short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include 
therein  an  address  by  Dr.  J.  Ben  Robinson,  of  the  University 
of  Maryland. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Kramer  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Bir.  CASEY  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  ttie  Rccosd  and 
include  therein  an  address  delivered  by  the  Honorable  James 
A.  Farley,  Postmaster  GeneraL 
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The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 


On  amendments  Nos.  9  and  10:  Relating  to  the  power  plant  at 
Bonneville  Dam.  ColumbU  River,  Oreg..  appropriates  S3  400,000. 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  •800.000.  as  proposed  by  tb© 
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Tb«n  are  a  number  of  amendments  following  this  one.  all 

of  a  legislative  character  and  all  singling  out  certain  projects 
for  preferential  treatment.     They  all  may  be  meritorious,  and 


Mr.  SNYDER    The  Senate.  I  assume,  thought  they  were 
the  most  important,  or  they  would  not  have  put  them  in. 
Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    Is  that  their  only  reason? 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

B4r.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  a  paper  published  in  Sioux  Palls.  S.  Dak. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

WAR  DKPARTMSIVT  CTVU.  FTTHCTIONS  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  IMl 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  conference  re- 
port on  the  bill  (H.  R.  8668)  making  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  for  civil  functions  adminis- 
tered by  the  War  Department,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  statement  be  read  in  lieu 
of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr.  Speaker, 
may  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  how  much  time 
will  be  allowed  for  debate? 

Mr.  SNYDER.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
that  we  cannot  tell  that  because  there  are  several  amend- 
ments in  disagreement.  I  am  sure  I  shall  give  each  and  every 
Member  interested  suflBcient  time  to  speak  on  any  project  in 
which  he  is  interested. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    So  the  time  cannot  be  fixed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  th*  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONrXREMCE   KEPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  8668) 
makmg  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  for 
clvU  functions  administered  by  the  War  Department,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met.  after  fvill  and  free  conference,  have 
•greed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Hotises 
M  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendment  numbered  1. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  numbered  9  and  10;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  2:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  '2,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  simi 
propoeed.  Insert  ■•$67,365,310":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  In  disagreement  amend- 
menu  numbered  3,  4.  5.  6,  7.  8.  11.  12.  13.  14.  15.  16,  17.  18.  19.  20. 
ai.  and  22. 

J.    BtTXLL    SkTDER, 

Edward  T.  Tatlor. 
DAvn>  D.  Terxt, 
Rosa  A.  Collins. 
John  H.  Kerr. 
D.  Lank  Powers, 
Albert  J.  Encel, 
Francis  Case. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Elmer  Thomas, 
Carl  Hatden. 
John  H.  Overton, 
Richard  B.  Russell, 
Morris  Shepparo, 
Sttles  Bridges, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

statemknt 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8668)  making  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
jrear  ending  June  30,  1941.  for  civil  functions  administered  by  the 
War  Department,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following 
statement  In  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  ui>on 
and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each 
of  such  amendments,  namely: 

On  amendment  No.  1 :  Strikes  out  the  appropriation  of  t25  000, 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  for  the  erection  of  a  public  historical 
museum  in  Custer  Battlefield  National  Cemetery,  Mont. 

On  amendment  No.  2:  Appropriates  $67,365,310  for  rivers  and 
harbors.  Instead  of  $66,721,510.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and 
$68,009,110.  as  propoeed  by  the  Senate. 


On  amendments  Nos.  9  and  10:  Relating  to  the  power  plant  at 
BonnevUle  Dam.  Columbia  River,  Oreg.,  appropriates  $3,400,000, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $800,000.  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  and  strikes  out,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  the  limitation 
providing  agalrist  the  use  of  any  of  the  appropriation  on  accoimt 
of  electrical  power  units  in  excess  of  sii. 

Amendmenta  in  disagreement  • 

The  committee  of  conference  report  In  disagreement  the  foUowlng 
amendments  of  the  Senate: 

Amendments  Nos.  3.  4,  8.  6,  7,  8.  and  11.  relating  to  a  number  <A 
flood-control  projects. 

Amendment  No.  12.  relating  to  mapping  in  strategic  areas. 

Amendments  Nos.  13.  14.  15.  16.  17.  18.  19.  and  20.  relating  to  the 
construction  of  an  additional  set  of  locks  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone. 

Amendments  Nos.  21  and  22.  relating  to  the  employment  of  aliens 
In  the  Panama  Canal  Zone, 

J.    BXTELL    SNTDER, 

BIdwaso  T.  Tatlor, 
David  D.  Terrt. 
Ross   A.   COLLIKS, 

John  H.  Kerr.  / 

D.  Lane  Powers, 
Albert  J.  Encel, 
Francis  Cask, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House, 

Mr.  SNYDER,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  It. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Does  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
moving  the  previous  question  at  this  time  close  all  debate  on 
the  conference  report? 

The  SPEAKER.  On  the  conference  report,  but  not  on  the 
amendments  in  disagreement. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  In  other  words,  the  amendments  will  be 
considered  by  the  House? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  amendments  in  disagreement  will 
be  open  for  consideration. 

The  question  is  on  ordering  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  first  amendment 
In  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  3:  Page  9,  line  12,  after  "Engineers"  Insert  the 
following:  "Provided  further.  That  the  additional  sum  of  $28,000,000 
Is  hereby  authorized  to  t>e  appropriated  for  continuing  construc- 
tion of  the  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control  and  other  pur- 
poses In  the  Arkansas  River  Basin  as  authorized  In  the  Flood 
Control  Act  approved  June  28,  1938:  Provided  further.  That  the 
additional  sum  of  $13,000,000  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro- 
priated for  continuing  construction  of  the  comprehensive  plan  for 
flood  control  and  other  purposes  In  the  White  River  Basin  as 
authorized  in  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  Jiuie  28.  1938." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  insist 
upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  3. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Nichols  moves  that  the  House  recede  and  concur  In  Senate 
amendment  No.  3. 

Mr.  SNYDEK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  all  the  Members  will 
want  to  listen  to  the  statement  I  am  about  to  make,  because 
it  applies  to  a  number  of  these  amendments  that  were  added 
by  the  Senate,  and  it  will  give  you  the  reason  why  the  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  House  brought  back  the  amend- 
ments in  disagreement. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  June  28. 1938,  author- 
ized an  appropriation  of  $21,000,000  for  the  Arkansas  River 
Basin  project.  This  amendment  proposes  to  increase  that 
amount  by  $28,000,000.  Likewise,  the  act  I  have  cited  au- 
thorized an  appropriation  of  $25,000,000  for  the  White  River 
Basin  fiood-control  project,  and  this  amendment  seeks  to 
increase  that  amount  by  $13,000,000. 

In  other  words,  this  is  a  legislative  proposition  designed  to 
amend  a  prior  legislative  act.  It  singles  out  twq  projects  and 
places  them  in  a  preferred  status  over  a  very  great  many 
others  authorized  in  the  1938  Flood  Control  Act,  some  of 
which  have  not  been  started  and  many  of  which  also  need 
to  have  their  cost  limits  raised. 
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Tbere  are  a  number  of  amendments  following  this  one.  all 
of  a  legislative  character  and  all  singling  out  certain  projects 
for  preferential  treatment.  Tliey  all  may  be  meritorious,  and 
your  committee  is  not  expressing  itself  upon  that;  but  I  suB- 
mii  that  they  are  matters  under  the  oognizanoe  of  the  nood 
Control  Committee  and  have  no  place  in  this  bill.  There  is 
xx>t  a  bit  of  fairness  to  those  of  you  who  have  equally  meri- 
torious projects  to  short  cut  in  this  manner  a  handful  of  otiier 
projects  to  a  preferred  status. 

That  expresses  the  reaction  of  the  House  conferees  to  the 
amendment  under  coosideratlcn  aod  to  the  others  to  follow 
in  the  same  category.  We  are  in  agreement,  tiierefore,  to 
treat  them  all  alike  and  to  ask  the  House  to  insist  upon  its 
disagreement. 

Mr.  MICHENER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    Oh,  Mr.  Speaker 

Mr.  SNYDER.  I  withdraw  that,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  What  I  was  going  to  ask  was  that  in 
view  of  the  President's  attitude  In  connection  with  the  rivers 
and  harbors  bill,  where  he  suggested  we  should  have  only 
the  necessary  things  now.  does  the  gentleman  feel  If  these 
additional  amoimts  were  authorized  or  appropriated  there 
would  be  any  hope  of  the  President  signing  the  bill,  if  he  is 
consistent? 

Mr.  SNYDER.  I  would  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  could 
not  answer  that.  I  know  that  one  or  two  of  these  projects 
which  we  have  reported  in  disagreement  were  at  one  time  in 
the  bill  that  the  President  refused  to  sign  some  days  ago. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr,  SNYDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohia  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman 
a  question,  and  I  do  not  believe  the  gentleman  ought  to 
leave  this  very  important  amendment  in  such  a  hurry, 
because  it  involves,  as  I  read  it,  $28,000,000  and  $13,000,000. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Am  I  right  in  concluding  that  this 
amendment  increases  the  appropriation  by  $28,000,000  plus 
$13,000,000? 

Mr.  SNYDER.     No 

Mr.  NICHOIA    It  does  not  increase  the  appropriation  at 

an. 

Mr.  SNYDER.     It  involves  an  additional  $41,000,000. 

Mr,   NICHOLS.    Not   the   appropriation. 

Mr.  SNYI^IR.  Tlie  authorization;  it  increases  prior 
authorisation  by  $41,000,000. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Here  is  what  I  want  to  bring  out: 
The  gentleman  stated  that  by  this  amendment  we  are  asked 
to  prefer  some  certain  communities.  How  Is  that  preference 
shown?  Does  the  gentleman  mean  tliat  these  items  are  not 
included  in  the  regular  flood-control  authorization  act,  or 
are  they  included  in  that  act  and  they  are  asking  this  in 
order  to  gain  time  in  getting  an  appropriation  to  meet  the 
authorization? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    No;  I  did  not  say  they  were  not  included. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  wish  the  gentleman  woiUd  ex- 
plain that,  because  I  want  to  understand  it. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  If  you  Will  let  me  talk.  I  will  explain  that. 
"Hie  Senate  put  this  in.  The  Army  engineers  have  what 
they  call  their  iH-efereiitial  or  first  priority  list.  Tlie  Senate 
picked  out,  not  first,  second,  and  third,  but  they  Just  went 
somewhere  and  picked  out  these  two  projects.  Tliey  may 
have  been  fifth  or  fifty-fifth,  I  do  not  know,  and  they  put 
them  in  here. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Do  they  give  any  special  reason 
why  they  should  be  included  over  the  others? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    The  Senate? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    Yes. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  I  asstmie  those  responsible  for  the  amend- 
ment felt  the  projects  merited  special  consideration. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Did  they  give  any  reasons  why 
these  projects  should  be  put  in  this  authorization  and  not 
wait  for  the  regular  authorization? 


Mr.  SNYDER.  The  Senate.  I  assume,  thought  they  were 
the  most  important,  or  they  would  not  have  put  them  in. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.     Js  that  their  only  reason? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    That  is  the  only  reason  I  know  of. 

Mr.  FEBGUSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  SNYDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  This  Increased  approsiriatlon  simirfy 
raises  the  celling  on  the  amount  allowed  to  be  appropriated 
to  build  authorized  projects,  projects  that  are  now  author- 
ised in  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1938;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SNYDER.  It  would  let  them  spend  $41,000,000  more 
than  they  are  now  authorized  to  spend. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  But  on  the  projects  now  authorized  by 
law  under  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1938? 

Mr.  SNYDER.     Yes;  on  two  projects. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Oh,  if  the  genUeman  wUl  yIeW,  this  la 
for  the  whole  Arkansas  and  White  River  Basins,  and  there 
are  10  i»oJects  in  the  Arkansas  Basin.  "Riere  are  10  projects 
in  the  Arkansas  and  White  River  Basins ;  not  a  single  project 
in  each  basin. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    I  speak  of  them  as  one  project. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    Absolutely  not. 

Mr.  KELIjER.    Mr.  Spealier,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  KELLER.  I  Just  want  to  ask  if  we  vote  for  thli 
Senate  amendment,  then  we  take  out  actually  for  this  year 
any  possible  appropriation  recommended  by  the  Flood  Con- 
trol Committee,  as  I  understand  it? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  KELLER.  That  is  what  it  means  exactly,  and  we 
ought  to  understand  that  perfectly  well.  If  we  vote  for 
this,  we  tie  the  hands  of  the  Flood  Control  Committee  on 
all  the  other  projects  in  the  United  States,  and  that  is  not 
fair. 

Mr,  NICHOLAS.  And  it  is  not  fair  for  the  gentleman  to 
say  that. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  SNYDER.     Yes. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  am  deeply  interested  in 
these  projects,  but  I  ask  the  gentleman  what  logical  reason 
there  is  for  including  an  authorization  for  these  projects  in 
an  appropriation  bill,  if  we  do  not  include  an  authorization 
for  all  of  the  flood-control  projects. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  answer  to  that  is  this: 
That  is  tbe  reason  your  committee  has  brought  this  back  in 
disagreement.  There  is  no  logical  reason  at  all  for  this 
amendment,  none  whatsoever,  as  we  conceive. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Yes. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  Assuming  that  we  agree  to  the 
Senate  amendment,  it  does  not  increase  the  appropriation 
whatever,  but  it  will  be  necessary  if  we  agree  to  It  for  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  afterward  to  appropriate  the 
money  to  carry  out  the  project.    Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Let  me  make  this  statement. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.     Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    There  are  370  authorized  projects. 

Mr.  nrZPATRICK.  Will  the  gentleman  kindly  answer 
my  question? 

Mr.  SNYDER.  I  intend  to.  There  are  three-himdred- 
and-seventy-odd  authorized  projects.  There  may  be  SSO  of 
them  which  will  need  to  have  their  authorizations  increased 
before  they  are  completed.  This  singles  out  just  2  of  the 
whole  numlier  for  preferential  treatmenL 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  But  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  Com- 
mittee an  Appropriations  to  appropriate  the  money  before 
they  can  go  ahead  with  the  projects. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    That  Is  true,  of  course. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.    This  is  only  an  authorization. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Yes;  this  $41,000/)00  extra  is  an  authoriza- 
tion. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  goitleman  from 
Oklahoma  LMr.  Nichols!  . 
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Mr.  NICHOLS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  we  should  get  our- 
selves straightened  out  on  this  thing.  I  know  that  the  chair- 
man of  this  subcommittee  and  the  chairman  of  these  con- 
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I  think  to  seven  or  eight  different  States  where  similar  situa- 
tions exist. 
Mr.  KELLER.    Why  not  Include  all  of  the  recommenda- 
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the  country.    I  feel  that  we  should  not  curtail  altogether  the 
flood-control  program  of  this  country.     [Applause.) 

[Here  the  gavel  fell] 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 


If  you  will  examine  the  hearings  before  the  Senate  com- 
mittee  which  placed  these  projects  into  the  bill,  you  will 
find  16  lines  of  testimony  on  page  65.  including  the  questions 
of  the  Senators,  devoted  to  this  nroject;  on  oase  257.  1  Une: 
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Mr.  NICHOLS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  we  should  get  our- 
selves straightened  out  on  this  thing.  I  know  that  the  chair- 
man of  this  subcommittee  and  the  chairman  of  these  con- 
ferees wants  to  be  fair,  but  he  does  not  understand  this  thing 
exactly.  In  his  closing  sUtement  Just  now  he  said  that  the 
Clerk  had  just  handed  him  a  list  of  370  projects,  and  he  then 
said  that  this  proposition  under  consideration  is  only  one  of 
the  370  projects.  That  just  is  not  even  a  close  approach  to 
being  right.  There  are  10  projects  in  the  Arkansas  Basin, 
and  they  are  a  part  of  the  370.  There  are  6  on  the  White 
River,  which  is  included  here,  so  that  this  embraces  16  of  the 
370  projects. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Then  that  would  put  10  of  these  projects 
on  the  preferential  list,  and  then  next  year  the  appropria- 
tions would  be  made  for  this  preferential  list,  and  these  other 
boys  would  stiJl  be  at  the  foot  of  the  ladder. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Oh.  no.  The  gentleman  is  wrong  again, 
I  do  not  know  what  he  means  by  preferential.  Here  exactly 
Is  the  situation:  The  Flood  Control  Authorization  Act  of  1938. 
House  Docxunent  No.  1  of  the  Seventy-flfth  Congress,  second 
session,  was  passed  by  this  body  and  approved  by  another 
body.  Included  in  House  Document  No.  1  were  all  of  the  16 
projects  on  the  Arkansas  and  the  White  Rivers.  To  con- 
struct those  projects  would  have  cost  considerably  over 
$100,000,000. 

Understand  they  were  authorized,  and  they  are  now  au- 
thorized, but  to  construct  them  it  would  have  taken  an  ex- 
penditure of  considerably  over  $100,000,000.  In  the  Flood 
Contrtrf  Act  of  1938  there  was  a  ceiling  placed  over  the  Ar- 
kansas River  Basin  projects,  which  provided  that  $21,000,000 
only  could  be  expended  in  the  construction  of  those  projects, 
so  that  with  $100,000,000  and  over  of  authorization,  they 
could  expend  only  $21,000,000.  and  that  is  true  in  practically 
every  river  basin  in  the  United  States.  What  this  does,  and 
all  it  does.  Is  to  raise  that  $21,000,000  ceiling,  which  is  over 
the  Arkansas  Basin,  by  $28,000,000.  That  does  not  mean  the 
expenditure  of  any  more  money.  The  projects  are  already 
authorized.  It  simply  fixes  it  so  that  if  within  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers  further  work  should 
be  done  in  this  basin,  they  can  do  the  work,  and  I  disagree 
with  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Snyder]  again 
when  he  ssLys  that  this  gives  these  projects  a  preferred  status. 
Nothing  of  the  kind. 

TTie  Congress  has  no  power,  or  at  least  It  never  has  exer- 
cised the  power  of  telling  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers  where 
and  when  they  shall  expend  money  on  particular  projects. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Si)eaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrleld? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  In  Just  a  moment.  The  Chairman  stated 
It  very  well  in  reply  to  one  of  my  colleagues  from  the  left 
side  of  the  aisle,  when  he  asked  why  did  the  Senate  put  the 
amendment  in  on  these  projects  that  are  in  this  bill. 

The  chairman  very  properly  said.  "Why?  Because  the 
Senate  thought  they  were  the  most  important."  That  is  a 
good  answer,  and  is  it  not  sound?  What  is  the  matter  with 
It?  Certainly  that  is  the  answer — Army  engineers'  prefer- 
ence. Certainly  the  Army  engineers  su"e  the  only  ones  who 
can  do  anything  with  this.  But  if  they  determined  that  1 
of  these  16  projects,  either  on  the  White  or  the  Arkansas 
Rivers,  was  the  most  important  project  in  the  United  States 
to  flood  control  tomorrow,  they  could  not  spend  a  nickel  on  it 
because  of  this  $21,000,000  limitation  over  the  Arkansas 
Basin. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  srield  2  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrleld? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Will  the  gentleman  agree  that  all  these 
other  projects  shall  be  added  to  the  16  he  is  talking  about? 
Will  he  agree  to  such  an  amendment? 

Mi.  NICHOLS.  The  gentleman  does  iK>t  understand.  Let 
me  say  to  my  friend  from  Illinois  that  there  are  seven  or  eight 
amendments  to  this  bill.  This  is  not  the  only  one.  These 
amendments  are  being  considered  separately.    They  apply 
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I  think  to  seven  or  eight  different  States  where  similar  situa- 
tions exist. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Why  not  Include  all  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Flood  Control  Committee  Instead  of  16? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    It  is  perfectly  agreeable  to  me,  and  it  la 

a  perfectly  safe  procedure,  because  the  money  cannot  be 

spent  until  the  Army  engineers  say  it  shall  be  spent,  and  It 

is  within  their  control  to  spend  It 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  would  like  to  read  to  the  gentleman 
from  the  act  of  1938.  The  authorization  is  for  a  general 
comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control  as  set  out  In  the  docu- 
ment referred  to.  The  Senate  amendment  merely  raises  the 
limitation  of  $21,000,000  to  allow  them  to  proceed  with  au- 
thorized projects  set  out  In  the  document. 
Mr.  NICHOLS.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  And  I  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  language  of  the  Senate  bill  raising  the 
authorization  is  almost  exactly  similar  to  that  In  the  flood- 
control  bill  reported  by  the  Flood  Control  Committee. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    The  gentleman  is  correct,  and  I  thank  him 
for  his  contribution. 
[Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma 
would  leave  the  impression  that  this  particular  flood-control 
item  was  the  only  one  that  had  a  ceiling.  Every  one  of  them 
has  a  ceiling,  and  I  want  to  leave  with  the  Members  of  the 
House  the  thought  that  your  committee  Is  just  tnring  to 
defend  each  and  every  Member  of  the  House  who  is  interested 
in  flood  control  in  order  that  no  one  item  put  in  by  the  Senate 
will  discriminate  against  any  Individual  here  in  the  House. 
We  have  not  any  personal  feeling  about  a  lot  of  these  items, 
but  we  are  just  trying  to  defend  the  individual  Members  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  TbrryI,  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  1938  Congress  passed  a  gen- 
eral, comprehensive  flood-control  bill  which  gave  authoriza- 
tion to  construct  a  large  number  of  projects  that  had  been 
examined  by  the  Army  engineers  and  which  were  located  in 
various  parts  of  the  coimtry — projects  the  engineers  con- 
sidered would  best  give  flood-control  protection  to  the  entire 
country.  In  Report  No.  308  the  Army  engineers  included, 
among  others,  projects  which  affected  the  Arkansas  Valley, 
extending  from  Colorado  east  to  the  Mississippi  River. 

After  considerable  study.  General  Markham  made  a  report 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Flood  Control  Committee  in  May  1935, 
wherein,  in  speaking  about  reservoirs  that  would  best  pro- 
tect the  area  and  control  floods  on  the  Mississippi,  he  listed 
151  reservoirs,  and  said: 

The  most  effective  reservoirs  of  the  system  so  far  as  the  control 
of  floo<ls  on  the  Mississippi  Is  concerned  Is  the  group  of  13  on  the 
Arkansas  River  and  13  on  the  White  River. 

The  estimated  cost  of  these  26  projects  Is  $126,719,000. 
Based  on  that  authorization.  Congress  appropriated  for  the 
Arkansas  Valley  control  program  $21,000,000.  This  concerns 
the  entire  Arkansas  River  Valley,  but  not  one  of  the  reservoirs 
affected  by  the  authorization  in  the  present  bill  is  in  my  dis- 
trict or  even  in  my  State.  The  only  way  my  State  or  district 
will  beneflt  by  this  authorization  will  be  through  the  control 
of  floods  in  Oklahoma  and  to  the  west  of  Arkansas.  But  I 
am  vitally  interested  In  seeing  that  the  5-year  flood-control 
plan  that  was  authorized  by  the  Congress  in  1938  is  carried 
out  from  year  to  year  as  we  go  ahead  with  the  5-year  flood- 
control  program.  The  $21,000,000  referred  to  was  for  the 
whole  Arkansas  Valley — not  1  project,  but  13  or  15  projects  on 
the  Arkansas  River.  The  Arkansas  River  rises  in  Colorado 
and  pursues  a  course  of  1,500  miles  before  it  empties  into  the 
Mississippi  River  in  the  State  of  Arkansas. 

I  feel  about  this  flood-control  program  that  we  should  carry 
out  the  5-year  plan  that  Congress  In  its  wisdom  adopted. 
We  have  been  doing  that.  The  Congress  has  authorized  and 
we  have  appropriated  money  for  reservoirs  in  various  parts  of 
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the  cotmtry.    I  feel  that  we  should  not  cintail  altogether  the 
flood-control  program  of  this  country.     I  Applause.  J 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  6  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Coixiifsl. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  very  simple  proposi- 
tion. The  Flood  Control  Act  of  June  28.  1938,  authorized 
approximately  370  projects  and  set  a  limit  of  expendltiu«  on 
each  and  every  one  of  them. 

The  amendment  added  to  this  bill  by  the  Senate  undertakes 
to  change  the  authorization  limit  as  to  the  Arkansas  River 
from  $21,000,000  to  $49,000,000.  In  other  words,  it  imder- 
takes  to  increase  the  authorization  by  $28,000,000. 

As  to  the  White  River,  the  authorization  in  the  Flood 
Control  Act  was  $25,000,000.  The  Senate  proposes  to  increase 
that  by  $13,000,000.  This  means  that  when  the  Engineering 
Corps  of  the  Army  begins  to  spend  money  on  these  projects 
it  is  authorized  to  spend  that  much  more  money,  or  a  total 
of  $41,000,000  more  than  they  are  now  authorized  to  spend. 
Each  and  every  one  of  jrou  who  have  flood-control  projects 
in  your  congressional  districts.  States,  or  sections  will  have 
part  of  the  funds  that  would  otherwise  be  expended  on  these 
projects  taken  away  from  them  and  diverted  to  these  two 
rivers. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.    WiU  the  genUeman  yield? 

Ml.  COLLINS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Can  the  gentleman  tell  me 
Just  why  there  should  be  a  Flood  Control  Committee  of  the 
House  if  such  amendments  as  this  are  to  be  adopted? 

Mr.  COLLINS.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  should  not  make  appropriations  for 
these  objects  unless  authorized  by  proper  committees.  We 
find  ourselves  today  as  members  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee trying  to  protect  the  legislative  cwnmittees  of  this 
House,  and  I  appeal  to  each  and  every  one  of  you  to  stand  by 
us  In  that  endeavor. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLLINS.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  CaUfomia. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  I  have  been  trying  very  hard 
to  get  something  done  for  the  Compton  Creek  project  in  my 
district.  The  Army  engineers  have  now  O.  K.'d  it.  Can  the 
gentleman  tell  me  what  this  thing  will  do  for  my  project?  I 
do  not  want  to  be  a  dog  in  the  manger,  but  I  would  like  to 
know. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  This  is  bound  to  take  away  some  of  the 
funds  you  would  otherwise  get. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLLINS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  In  response  to  the  suggestion  that 
this  is  nothing  more  than  an  authorization,  is  it  not  true  that 
all  flood-control  and  all  rivers-and-harbors  legislation  is 
nothing  more  than  an  authorization  but  it  is  a  prerequisite 
that  has  to  be  followed  by  appropriations? 

Mr.  COLUNS.    Absolutely. 

Ur.  SANDAGER.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLLINS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Rhode 
Island. 

Mr.  SANDAGER.  The  gentleman  says  that  these  two  proj- 
ects will  be  increased  to  the  extent  of  $41,000,000  at  the  ex- 
pense of  other  flood-control  projects.  The  gentleman  does 
not  expect  that  men  who  have  projects  In  their  districts  are 
going  to  take  this  Idly?  Will  this  not  mean  In  the  long  run 
the  Increase  will  be  $41,000,000? 

Mr.  COLLINS.  The  Increase  In  authorizations  for  these 
two  flood-control  projects  will  be  $41,000,000. 

[Here  the  gavel  fed.l 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  3rteld  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  [Mr.  Engki.]. 

Mr.  ENGEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  would  Increase 
the  authorizations  for  flood  control  by  $41,000,000.  I  have 
always  taken  the  position — and  I  have  tried  to  be  consistent — 
that  the  Appropriations  Committee  should  not  authorize 
projects.  This  is  a  beautiful  illustration  of  bow  not  to  legis- 
late. 


If  you  will  examine  the  hearings  before  the  Senate  com- 
mittee which  placed  these  projects  into  the  bill,  you  will 
find  16  lines  of  testimony  on  page  65,  including  the  questions 
of  the  Senators,  devoted  to  this  project;  on  page  257,  1  line: 
and  on  page  258.  23  lines;  In  other  words,  41  lines  of  testi- 
mony appears  in  the  Senate  hearings  to  Justify  an  authori- 
zation of  $41.000.000— one  line  of  testimony  for  every  million 
dollars  of  authorization. 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  projects  should  go  to  the  Flood  Control 
Committee  headed  by  Its  able  chairman  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  WHirmfCTON].  where  proper  hearings  can 
beheld. 

The  President,  in  vetoing  the  rivers  and  harbors  bill,  gave 
two  reasons.  First,  that  an  additional  authorization  would 
create  a  backlog.  He  stated  that  after  this  year's  appropria- 
tions for  rivers  and  harbors,  there  was  still  authorized 
$132,000,000  not  appropriated  for.  According  to  the  testi- 
mony by  General  Schley  before  the  House  committee,  page 
134  of  the  hearings  held  before  the  subcommittee  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  there  are  377  projects  now  au- 
thorized, aggregating  $692,291,000.  If  the  rivers  and  harbors 
authorizaUon  bill  would  have  created  a  backlog  with  author!- 
zaUons  of  $132,000,000,  what  about  the  Senate  flood-control 
projects.  In  the  face  of  the  $692,000,000  flood-control  projects 
already  authorized  and  not  appropriated  for? 

I  placed  into  the  Recokd  a  statement  a  few  weeks  ago 
showing  that  in  1939  the  amoimt  of  money  turned  back  to 
the  States  in  direct  and  in  indirect  aid,  plus  the  Interest  on 
the  national  debt  that  year,  exceeded  the  net  revenues  of 
the  Nation  by  $200,000,000.  In  view  of  the  present  emer- 
gency, in  view  of  the  national-defense  program,  and  another 
billion  dollars'  Budget  item  coming  to  the  Congress,  I  call 
yowr  attention  to  the  President's  final  stiitement  in  vetoing 
the  Rivers  and  Harbors  bill  when  he  said: 

Re^rdleflfl  of  every  other  consideration,  it  aeems  to  me  that 
the  nonmlUtary  activities  of  the  War  Department  should  give 
way  at  this  time  to  the  need  for  mUitary  preparedneaa. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  statement  in  itself  ought  to  be  an  ade- 
quate reason  for  not  increasing  the  authorizations  in  this 
bill  one  doUar.     [Applause.] 

[Here  thflkavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Ellis  1. 

Mr.  ELUS.  Mr.  Speaker,  let  us  be  fair  about  this  thing. 
I  know  that  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  (Mr.  Collins  1, 
whom  I  admire  very  much,  did  not  mean  to  misstate  the 
facts.  In  answer  to  a  question  here  whether  any  project 
authorized  In  this  bill  would  take  away  from  other  projects, 
he  said  It  would,  which  might  be  true  with  regard  to  one 
project  in  this  bill,  but  it  most  certainly  Is  not  true  with 
regard  to  amendment  No.  3,  because,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  WHimNGTOM]  will  tell  you.  and  as  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Snyder]  will  tell  ,you, 
this  Is  merely  an  authorization  for  futive  appropriations, 
and  that  is  all.  Not  one  penny  of  the  money  appropriated 
in  this  bill  can  be  used  on  this  narticular  item. 

As  to  the  statement  that  over  in  the  Senate  they  put  In  an 
authorization  of  $1,000,000  per  line  of  hearing,  may  I  say 
that  this  item  is  exactly  the  same  as  approved  by  the  Flood 
Control  Committee,  That  Is  where  the  Senate  got  it.  They 
took  it  out  of  the  hearings  and  out  of  the  decision  and  out 
of  the  bill  of  the  Flood  Control  Committee.  The  $13,000,000 
item  here,  with  regard  to  the  White  River  in  Arkansas,  is 
identical  with  the  bill. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  situation  that  exists  In 
my  State  of  Arkansas.  We  have  been  voting  ftmds  to  help 
your  projects  in  other  parts  of  this  Nation,  but  never  yet  has 
there  been  a  foot  of  dirt  turned  on  the  White  River  in 
Arkansas,  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  in  that  record  flood  of 
1927,  as  Is  true  in  all  the  floods,  that  river  contributed  one- 
fifth;  1  cubic  foot  of  water  with  every  4  of  the  Mississippi. 
In  that  major  flood,  440,000  cubic  feet  of  water  per  second 
was  going  out  of  the  White  River  at  Its  confluence  with  the 
Mississippi,  but  never  yet  has  anyttilng  been  done  about  flood 
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control  on  the  White  River  except  that  In  1938  you  author- 
ized six  projects  and  left  us  in  this  situation.  You  put  a  ceil- 
ing of  $25,000,000  on  those  six  projects.  The  Army  engineers 
have  already  made  plans  to  start  one  project  at  Clearwater, 
in  the  district  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Zmmer- 
SfAM  1 .  on  the  Black  Pork  of  the  White  River  in  Missouri.  This 
will  cost  $9,000,000.  They  are  ready  now  to  begin  the  con- 
struction of  the  North  Pork  Dam  in  my  district  that  will  cost 
$16,000,000  for  flood  control  only.  But  the  engineers  have 
said  in  their  revised  plan  that  the  dam  should  be  constructed 
as  a  dual-purpose  project. 

They  are  ready  to  start.  The  designs  are  drawn.  If  they 
start  to  biUld  the  project  now,  they  will,  of  covu-se,  build  it 
for  power  also  as  far  as  they  go,  but  the  ceiling  is  too  low 
to  complete  it  to  full  height.  It  would  be  far  brtter  if  they 
were  given  this  increase  now  in  order  that  they  can  know 
definitely  what  to  expect  of  us.  They  do  not  want  to  do  that. 
It  will  not  cost  a  penny  more  to  put  it  in  now. 

As  far  as  we  are  concerned,  that  is  the  issue.  That  is  why 
we  are  vitally  interested  now,  and  that  is  why  we  should 
know  this  month,  because  we  people  in  the  Ozark  Mountain 
country,  where  we  have  not  a  ton  of  coal,  where  we  have  not 
a  barrel  of  oil  and  not  a  foot  of  gas— no  power  at  all— 
although  we  have  vast  untapped  deposits  of  lead,  zinc,  and 
manganese,  which  are  so  vital  to  national  defense,  need  this 
power,  and  the  development  of  these  resources  is  all  depend- 
ent upon  cheap  power. 

Mr.  TERRY.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  s^eld? 

Mr.  ELLIS.     I  yield  to  my  colleague  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  TERRY.  I  was  going  to  call  the  attention  of  the  gen- 
tleman to  the  national-defense  feature  of  this  project.  I  am 
glad  the  gentleman  is  going  into  it. 

Mr.  ELLIS.  That  is  right.  Senator  Miller  and  I  went  to 
the  President  on  this  North  Pork  project,  and  he  agreed 
with  us  that  especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  located 
right  in  the  center  of  this  lead,  zinc,  and  manganese  region, 
extending  through  the  south  part  of  the  Ozark  range,  il 
should  be  developed  and  developed  quickly,  particularly  be- 
oause  of  the  power  feature  of  the  item.  I  hope  you  retain  this 
amendment  In  the  bill. 

Mr.   LEWIS  of  Ohio.    Mr.   Speaker,  will   the   gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  ELLIS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.  What  the  gentleman  is  concerned 
about,  then,  and  the  purpose  of  Senate  amendment  No.  3.  is 
to  allow  you  to  develop  power  down  in  the  Ozark  Mountains, 
and  this  Is  not  a  flood-control  proposition  at  all.  Is  not  that 
true? 

Mr.  ELLIS.    No;  that  is  not  true.    The  gentleman  was  on 

the  committee. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  ELLIS.  The  gentleman  heard  the  hearings  and  the 
gentleman  heard  the  testimony  that  we  suffer  an  annual 
direct  flood-control  loss  of  $2,500,000  on  the  White  River  alone 
in  Arkansas. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  CaseJ,  a  member  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  arguments 
that  were  advanced  by  the  last  speaker  might  all  be  argu- 
ments for  the  passage  of  a  flood-control  authorization  bill, 
but  the  very  thing  that  he  stated  when  he  said  that  the 
Senate  had  reached  into  the  flood-control  bill  and  picked  this 
item  out  proves  the  contention  that  it  is  an  attempt  to  give 
preferential  status  to  a  particular  set  of  projects;  and  that  is 
a  thing  which  must  be  refused  by  the  House  at  this  session  if 
you  are  going  to  protect  the  integrity  of  flood-control  legis- 
lation and  the  integrity  of  the  flood-control  program. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  believe  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  since  under 
the  Flood  Control  Act  we  give  the  Secretary  of  War  power  to 
determine  the  question  of  priorities  because  he  is  more  capa- 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


May  30 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD—HOUSE 


7217 


ble  of  doing  it  with  his  engineers  than  anybody  else,  this  is 
simply  an  earmarking  for  this  particular  conununlty. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 
Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Ohio.  ^        ^ 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  In  line  with  what  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  said,  we  all  recognize  that  the  Army  engineers 
have  a  preferred  list.  This  preferred  list  will  be  modified  Just 
as  sure  as  we  are  here  if  we  adopt  this  Senate  amendment, 
because  they  will  say.  "Well,  the  Congress  has  spoken." 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Yes:  that  is  the  big  question 
at  issue  in  this  particular  proposition. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  [Mr.  WHrrnNCTONl. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  Interested  in 
flood  control  as  I  am  interested  in  no  other  subject.  Con- 
gress adopted  a  national  policy  in  1936.  We  authorized  ap- 
propriations for  $300,000,000.  This  policy  was  extended 
and  enlarged  in  1938,  and  we  authorized  projects  in  the  Ar- 
kansas, the  White,  and  the  other  regions  of  the  United 
States,  aggregating  $375,000,000.  It  is  the  province  of  the 
legislative  Committee  on  Flood  Control,  as  it  is  the  province 
of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors,  to  recommend  for 
adoption  by  the  Congress  projects  for  which  appropriations 

should  be  made. 

Standing  as  I  do  now,  and  as  I  have  stood  for  15  years 
as  a  Member  of  this  body.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  a  policy  of 
national  flood  control,  I  oppose  the  amendments  inserted  in 
this  bill  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  I  say  advisedly  on 
the  floor,  because  they  were  inserted  after  having  been 
rejected  by  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  for  it  is  a  blow  aimed  at  the  very 
heart  and  integrity  of  the  policy  of  national  flood  control 
that  we  have  adopted  and  that  we  have  supported  for  the 
past  4  years.     [Applause.] 

Now,  let  us  consider  the  matter.  I  should  like  to  remind 
you  that  until  about  3  years  ago  river  and  harbor  and 
flood-control  appropriations  were  a  part  of  the  appropria- 
tions for  the  Military  Establishment  of  the  Government. 
They  have  been  separated.  This  bill  carries  with  it  appro- 
priations of  $100,000,000  for  flood  control  and  some  $65,000,- 
000  for  rivers  and  harbors,  a  total  of  $165,000  000,  and  these 
projects  cover  all  parts  of  our  common  country.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  just  a  few  days  ago  vetoed  an 
authorization  bill  for  $123,000,000  for  rivers  and  harbors.  I 
call  upon  you,  the  friends  and  advocates  of  rivers  and  har- 
bors and  flood  control,  to  oppose  these  amendments  because 
if  we  adopt  Senate  amendments  and  insert  on  an  appro- 
priation bill  authorizations  for  $98,121,000  merely  because 
some  Senator  rose  in  his  place  and  said,  "Mr.  President,  I 
offer  the  following  amendment  on  my  own  responsibility,"  I 
tell  you  that  flood  control  and  the  protection  of  the  lives 
and  properties  of  the  people  of  our  country  are  doomed 
insofar  as  legislation  is  concerned.  [Applause.!  We  might 
£is  well  be  frank  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  I  will  be  glad  to  yield  in  just  a 
moment,  but  let  me  complete  my  statement  flrst. 

This  particular  amendment  carries  with  it  an  authorization 
of  $41,000,000  that  will  provide  for  some  three,  and  not  over 
four,  reservoirs  on  the  Arkansas  and  on  the  White  Rivers, 
and  it  is  in  substantially  the  exact  language  of  the  authoriza- 
tion bill  reported  to  the  House  by  the  Conunlttee  on  Flood 
Control.  In  other  words,  you  have  lifted  these  two  rivers  out 
of  that  bill  and  given  them  priority  over  projects  where  we 
leave  the  priority  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers  of  the  United 
States  Army  in  order  that  he  might  determine  priority  as  the 
exigencies  might  arise  from  year  to  year.  / 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  involves  an  authoriza- 
tion of  $41,000,000.  The  following  amendment  in  the  Con- 
necticut River  Basin  involves  an  authorization  of  $6,000,000, 
and  there  is  an  amendment  inserted  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  a  flood-control,  navigation,  and  a  power  project  under 


consideration  In  this  bin  involving  an  authorization  of  $28.- 
000.000.  So  the  total  authorizations  inserted  on  the 'floor  of 
the  Senate,  without  consideration  by  a  conunlttee  and  with- 
out hearings,  aggregate,  as  I  say.  substantially  $100,000,000. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  gentleman  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Committee 
on  Flood  Control  has  been  diligent.  We  conducted  exhaus- 
tive hearings.  On  the  7th  day  of  May  we  reported  a  bill,  and 
that  bill  carries  with  it  authorizations  of  $191,000,000.  Is  it 
not  fair  and  is  it  not  just  to  give  priority  to  the  projects 
embraced  in  the  amendments?  All  projects  should  first  be 
authorized  after  consideration  and  reports  by  proper  legis- 
lative committees. 

Let  me  remind  you  at  this  time  that  the  bill  that  the 
House  Flood  Control  Committee  has  reported  carries  only 
$191,000,000  of  authorizations.  These  Senate  amendments 
aggregate,  in  the  pending  appropriation  bill  I  repeat  to 
emphasize,  about  $100,000,000. 

Much  has  been  said  about  a  veto.  I  submit  that  a  bill 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control  which  provides 
not  only  for  the  Arkansas,  not  only  for  the  White,  but  for 
the  Brazos  River,  but  for  the  Colorado  River  In  Texas,  but 
for  the  San  Gabriel,  but  for  the  Santa  Ana  River,  the  Sac- 
ramento River,  the  Kings  River,  the  Willamette  River,  and 
the  rivers  of  New  E^ngland  and  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  carry- 
ing appropriations  aggregating  $191,000,000,  should  be  con- 
sidered, and  your  committee  has  done  its  dead,  level  best, 
because  we  have  gone  before  the  Rules  Committee  and  have 
contacted  the  leadership  for  a  hearing.  These  projects  are 
provided  for  in  a  better  way,  in  the  flood-control  bill  re- 
ported. 

I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahcmia. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  I  wanted  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he 
had  any  assurance  that  we  are  not  going  to  get  an  oppor- 
tunity to  vote  on  an  authorization  bill  for  flood  control  this 
year  in  the  House. 

Mr.  WHrmNGTON.  I  say  that  so  far  as  the  assurance 
is  concerned,  my  thought  is  that  you  would  endanger  the 
appropriations  already  made  for  flood  control  in  this  bill. 
If  3rou  put  in  the  authorizations,  for  $100,000,000.  because 
the  President  has  already  vetoed  authorizations  for  $123,- 
000,000  for  rivers  and  harbors.  My  judgment  is  that  you 
would  hinder  and  delay. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  The  gentleman  has  not  answered  the 
question^ 

Mr.  WHITI'INGTON.  I  have  received  no  assiu-ance  that 
the  flood  bill  reported  will  be  considered,  but  if  all  Members 
cooperate  I  am  still  hopeful.  TTie  gentleman  himself  came 
before  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control  and  advocated  two 
reservoirs  on  the  Arkansas  River.  They  could  not  be  con- 
sidered under  the  amendment  that  we  are  voting  on  now, 
and  in  our  bill,  the  committee  provided  that  those  two 
reservoirs  might  be  considered.  The  very  reservoirs  that 
the  gentleman  advocated  cannot  be  considered  if  this  Sen- 
ate amendment  is  adopted. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  That  is  right.  The  reservoirs  in  whose 
behalf  I  appeared  could  not  be  considered  under  this,  but  I 
ask  the  gentleman  if  every  reservoir  on  the  White  and  the 
Arkansas  Rivers  that  would  be  affected  by  this  has  not 
received  authorization  from  the  gentleman's  own  sub- 
committee? 

Mr.  WKI'ITINOTON.  They  have,  and  I  would  say  that 
they  are  not  alone.  The  way  the  Flood  Control  Committee 
authorizes  the  construction  of  reservoirs  Is  to  select  and 
approve  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
say.  40  or  50  reservoirs,  say,  on  the  Ohio  River  in  the  heart 
of  the  greatest  Industrial  empire  in  the  United  States,  along 
whose  banks  there  are  munition  factories  and  gun  factories 
from  which,  within  authorizations,  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
selects  the  projects  in  the  order  of  their  priority. 

If  this  Senate  amendment  is  adopted,  you  would  dis- 
regard the  recommendations  oi  your  Committee  on  nood 
Cmitrol,  and  eliminate  those  emergency  projects  that  pro- 


tect PittfibUTBh  and  Huntlncton  and  other  centers,  includ- 
ing munition  centers.  Something  has  been  said  about  the 
manufacture  of  airplanes.  I  am  in  sympathy  with  the 
project  for  the  protection  of  Hartford,  Conn.,  and  we  have 
agreed  in  our  bill  on  flood  control,  reported  to  this  House, 
on  provisions  not  only  for  Hartford,  but  for  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  where  they  have  a  population  of  two  million  and 
more,  and  where  we  have  the  largest  airplane  manu- 
factories in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MAY.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  I  yield  to  my  colleague,  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May]. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  wonder  if  there  is  not  something  m&re  im- 
portant still  involved  in  this  legislative  procedure^  than*  the 
mere  fact  that  a  Senator  personally  makes  the  recodunenda-* 
tion.  whether  they  are  not  usurping  the  functions  ol  the 
Flood  Control  Committee.  .  "      *        . 

Mr.  WHi  1-1  iNGTON.  The  gentleman  hais  aske^  a  fair 
question.  Authorizations  have  been  the  province  of  the 
Committee  on  Flood  Control.  I  have  been  chairman  of  that ' 
committee  for  some  time.  The  Conunlttee  on  Flood  Contr(4 
has  not  reported,  and  there  is  rK)t  contained  in  the  report 
now  submitted  to  this  body,  a  single  project  on  which  there 
has  not  been  a  favorable  report  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
on  which  exhaustive  hearings  have  not  been  conducted,  and 
as  long  as  I  am  chairman  of  that  conmiittee  it  will  continue 
to  be  my  policy  never  to  ask  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  appropriate  a  dollar  for  a  single  project  until  that 
project  has,  flrst  of  all,  been  approved,  not  only  by  the 
committee,  not  only  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  but  by  the 
House  and  by  the  committee  of  the  Senate,  and  signed  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States.  Otherwise  we  cannot 
preserve  the  integrity  of  our  legislative  and  appropriation 
system.  [Applause.]  Let  me  remind  you  that  if  this  policy 
of  Senate  amendment  is  adopted  it  means  the  doom  of  all 
legislation.  We  do  not  need  any  legislation  to  provide  for 
national  defense  if  we  authorize  the  appropriations  be  made 
in  the  flrst  place.  We  do  not  need  any  legislation  for  our 
Air  Force,  for  our  Army  and  Navy,  if  we  are  to  appropriate 
at  one  strc^e  here  by  initiating  and  adopting  the  policy  here 
proposed  of  putting  legislation  in  another  body  on  an 
appropriation  bilL 

Let  me  say  this  before  I  conclude.  The  situation  is  this. 
The  conunlttee  having  this  matter  in  charge  insists  on  a 
disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHrmNGTON.  A  preferential  prior  motion  has 
been  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma,  within  his 
rights,  and  that  motion  is  to  recede  and  concur.  I  urge  the 
membership  of  this  body,  in  accordance  with  the  policy  that 
has  obtained  in  river  and  harbor  legislation  for  115  years 
and  in  flood-control  legislation  for  75  years,  to  insist  on 
authorizations  duly  considered,  reported,  and  adopted,  and 
that  that  policy  be  maintained  by  voting  down  the  motion 
to  recede  and  concur.  Then  the  vote  will  recur  on  the 
motion  of  the  chairman  of  this  subc(»mnittee.  the  gentle- 
man from  Peimsylvanla  [Mr.  Sntdkr]  to  further  insist  on 
the  disagreement  of  the  House  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

As  stated  and  in  revising.  I  advocate  additional  authoriza- 
tioxis  for  the  Arkansas  River  and  for  the  White  River.  I 
favor  additional  authorizations  for  Hartford  and  for  East 
Hartford,  and  for  Springfield,  West  Springfield,  Chicopee, 
Holyoke,  and  Northampton,  Mass.  I  favor  an  additional 
authorization  for  the  Sacramento  River. 

The  Committee  on  Flood  Control  has  provided  adequate 
authorizations  for  all  of  these  ix-ojects.  They  are  contained 
in  the  bill  for  flood  control  reported  by  the  committee  to 
the  House  on  May  7,  1940. 

The  statement  is  often  made  that  a  bill  should  be  passed 
because  it  is  simply  an  authorization.  Such  a  policy  should 
not  obtain.  Authorizations  should  not  be  adopted  unless 
Congress  means  to  follow  them  up  with  appropriations. 
No  authorization  should  be  adopted  unless  the  flood-c(xitrol 
project  has  been  recommended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
and  carefully  considered  by  the  Flood  Control  Committee 
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of  the  House  and  the  Commerce  Committee  of  the  Senate, 
and  approved  by  both  the  Senate  and  House,  and  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  said  that  the  Connecticut  River  projects  and  the 
Prattsville  project  are  emergency  projects.  I  am  in  accord 
with  the  sutement,  but  there  are  other  emergency  projects; 
In  fact,  the  general  policy  of  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control 
is  to  include  priority  projects.  If  the  pending  Senate  amend- 
ments are  adopted,  a  discrimination  would  be  made  against 
other  important  projects.  Hereafter  Members  will  be  relieved 
of  the  necessity  of  securing  favorable  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  a  legislative  committee.  It  would  only  be  necessary, 
in  an  appropriation  bill,  for  the  Senator  from  the  State  in 
which  the  project  Is  located  to  propose  an  authorization  for 
the  project  from  the  floor,  without  a  favorable  report  by  the 
^  CtMnmerce  Committee  of  the  Senate  and  without  any  consid- 
eration whatsoever  by  the  Flood  Control  Committee  of  the 
House. 

I  express  no  opinion  respecting  the  Savannah  River  and 
Clark  Hill  Reservoir.  No  hearings  on  this  project  have  been 
conducted  by  the  Flood  Control  Committee  of  the  House.  I 
am  familiar  with  the  report.  There  is  flood  control  Involved, 
but  navigation  and  power  are  also  Involved.  The  amendment 
is  Inserted  under  the  paragraph  dealing  with  Fort  Peck  and 
with  Bonneville.  These  two  projects  have  been  considered  by 
the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors.  I  assimie  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  author  to  have  the  Savannah  River  and 
Clark  Hill  project  considered  as  a  river  and  harbor  project. 
I  may  say,  with  respect  to  this  project,  that  it  Is  an  authoriza- 
tion on  an  appropriation  bill,  and  it  Is  an  authorization  that 
has  not  been  reported  by  the  legislative  committee  having 
jurisdiction,  and  has  not  been  adopted  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. All  river  and  harbor  projects  should  take  the 
same  course.  All  flood-control  projects  should  take  the  same 
course.  Appropriations  should  be  preceded  by  authorizations, 
a.s  contemplated  by  law.  The  country  and  the  Congress  are 
entitled  to  hearings  so  that  the  projects  may  be  fully  and 
completely  considered. 

Senate  amendments  authorizing  projects  on  an  appropria- 
tion bill  is  a  blow  at  our  legislative  and  appropriating  system. 
If  substantially  $100,000,000  can  be  authorized  by  legislation 
on  an  appropriation  bill,  the  fimctlons  of  the  legislative  com- 
mittees might  as  well  be  abolished. 

In  1938  Congress  adopted  a  comprehensive  bill  for  flood 
control.  Generous  provision  was  made  for  reservoirs  along 
the  Connecticut  and  Merrimack  Rivers  in  New  England. 
\  along  the  Ohio  River,  the  upper  Mississippi,  the  Missouri, 
Nthe  White,  the  Arkansas,  the  Red.  and  the  Willamette 
kivers.  The  Chief  of  Engineers  selected  appropriate  reser- 
voirs along  each  of  the  rivers.  They  were  approved  by  the 
committee  and  by  the  Congress.  Authorization  for  con- 
structing all  of  them  were  inadvisable.  The  Flood  Control 
Act  of  1938.  therefore,  authorized  appropriations  in  the 
amounts  named  for  the  construction  of  reservoir  projects 
and  vested  in  the  Chief  of  Engineers  the  priority  and  selec- 
tion of  these  projects. 

The  Flood  Control  Committee  during  the  present  session 
conducted  exhaustive  hearings.  All  witnesses  requesting  a 
hearing  were  heard.  All  projects  submitted  were  consid- 
ered. If  the  Senate  amendments  are  adopted,  it  means 
that  projects  along  the  Hudson  River,  along  Lake  Cham- 
plaln.  along  the  Susquehanna,  along  the  Alabama-Coosa, 
the  Colorado  River  in  Texas,  the  Brazos  River  in  Texas,  the 
lower  Mississippi  River,  and  the  Red-Ouachita  River  will 
not  be  considered.  They  will  be  discriminated  against.  If 
the  Senate  amendments  are  adopted,  additional  reservoirs 
may  be  constructed  along  the  White  and  Arkansas  Rivers, 
but  additional  reservoirs  may  not  be  constructed  along  the 
Ohio,  the  Bilssourl,  the  Santa  Ana,  the  San  Gabriel  or  the 
Willamette  Rivers. 

The  Committee  on  Flood  Control  has  not  only  appeared 
before  the  Rules  Committee  and  asked  for  a  rule  at  the 
present  session,  but  it  has  urged  that  the  leadership  of 
the  House  give  the  bill  an  opportunity  to  be  considered  on 
the  floor  of  the  House. 


■Riere  is  no  emergency  and  there  Is  no  occasion  for  Ignoring 
the  time-honored  precedent  by  including  the  pending  au- 
thorizations in  the  pending  appropriation  bill. 

I  am  in  sympathy  with  flood  control  along  all  of  the  rivers 
of  the  United  States.  Asking  for  protection  from  floods  for 
the  people  whom  I  represent,  I  accord  similar  protection  to 
others  in  other  parts  of  the  country.  I  am  sjrmpathetic  with 
flood  control  at  Hartford  and  at  Springfield  in  New  England, 
but  I  recall  that  these  mimicipalities  are  small  compared  with 
the  larger  mu.niclpality  of  Los  Angeles,  with  a  population  in 
excess  of  2,000.000. 

If  airplanes  and  munitions  are  manufactured  In  New  Eng- 
land, they  are  also  manufactured  in  the  great  industrial  em- 
pire extending  from  Pittsburgh  to  Cincinnati.  If  it  is  neces- 
sary to  provide  for  national  defense  along  the  Cormecticut 
River.  It  is  equally  as  necessary  to  make  such  provision  along 
the  Ohio  River,  extending  as  it  does  from  Pittsburgh  to  Cairo, 
and  along  the  Mississippi  River,  the  father  of  waters  and 
the  father  of  floods. 

The  Committee  on  Flood  Control  did  not  report  an  au- 
thorization bill  in  the  first  session  of  the  present  Congress. 
There  were  many  demands  for  such  a  bill.  The  committee 
stated  that  it  planned  to  report  a  bill  in  1940.  It  has  made 
good  its  promise.  While  there  have  been  no  major  floods 
since  1938,  great  floods  have  occurred  in  many  of  the  regions 
of  the  United  States.  This  is  particularly  true  along  the 
Sacramento  River  and  the  Ohio  River. 

In  the  construction  of  projects,  changes  are  necessary, 
and  authorizations  for  these  changes  should  be  made.  The 
Committee  on  Flood  Control  has  pursued  a  reasonable  policy. 
We  have  recommended  the  adoption  of  projects  that  are 
sound;  that  are  recommended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers; 
and  that  will  provide  protection  In  all  of  the  principal  re- 
gions of  our  common  country.  We  have  endeavored  to 
distribute  internal  improvements  for  flood  control.  I  know 
of  no  more  satisfactory  public  works  than  levees,  flood  walls, 
and  reservoirs  for  flood  control. 

The  authorization  bill  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Flood 
Control,  authorizing  $191,000,000,  should  be  passed.  It  will 
place  the  projects  therein  authorized  on  a  par  with  other 
authorized  projects  for  future  appropriations.  It  contem- 
plates a  5-year  program. 

I  advocate  a  uriifled  policy  of  national  flood  control.  I 
therefore  urge  that  the  motion  to  recede  and  concur  be 
voted  down,  and  that  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  the  chairman  of  the  committee  In  charge  of 
the  pending  appropriation,  to  further  disagree  to  the  Senate 
amendments  be  adopted.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the  pref- 
erential motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  that  the 
House  recede  and  concur  in  Senate  amendment  No.  3. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  byw 
Mr.  Nichols)  there  were — ayes  28.  noes  121. 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  recurs  on  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  that  the  House 
insist  upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
No.  3. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  In  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  4:  Page  9,  Une  22,  Insert  the  following:  "Pro- 
vided further,  That  the  local  flood-protection  works  at  Hartford  and 
East  Hartford,  Conn.,  and  Springfield,  West  Springfield,  Chlcopee. 
Holyoke.  and  Northampton.  Mass..  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control 
Act  approved  June  28.  1938.  shall  be  constructed  In  accordance  with 
the  revised  plans  and  cost  estimates  described  In  House  Document 
No.  653,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  third  aeaslon." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  further 
insist  upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
No.  4. 
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The  SPEAKm  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania moves  that  the  House  further  insist  upon  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  4. 

Mr.  CLASON.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  a  preferential  moUon. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Clason  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  4  and  concur  in  the  same. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts submits  a  preferential  motion  to  recede  and  concur. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  is  recognized  for  1  hour. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  was  placed 
on  the  bill  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  It  formerly  was 
included  in  the  river  and  harbor  bill  recently  vetoed  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States.  It  is  purely  legislative 
in  character.  No  hearings  were  held  on  it  by  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee,  and  it  is  in  the  same  category 
exactly  as  the  amendment  we  just  voted  on.  It  has  no 
place  in  the  bill  in  the  judgment  of  the  committee  and, 
therefore,  we  ask  the  House  to  vote  down  the  motion  to 
recede  and  concur  and  to  vote  to  insist  on  the  disagree- 
ment of  the  House  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CLASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  me 
10  minutes? 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  ClasonI.  I  regret  that  I 
cannot  jrleld  him  10. 

Mr.  CLASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  one  of  the  flood-control  items 
which  was  added  In  the  Senate  to  the  appropriation  bill  for 
the  civil  functions  of  the  War  Department  is  to  be  used  in 
the  completion  of  the  flood-control  works  now  under  con- 
struction at  Northampton,  Holyoke.  Chlcopee.  Springfield, 
and  West  Springfield,  Mass..  and  Hartford  and  East  Hart- 
ford, Conn. 

As  the  Meml)ers  of  Congress  are  aware,  this  particular 
region  is  in  the  heart  of  the  industrial  area,  where  many  of 
the  great  plants  providing  munitions  for  national  defense 
are  located.  A  flood  in  this  area,  which  broke  through  the 
dikes  now  imder  construction,  would  invade  many  of  the 
most  Important  manufacturing  plants  for  war  purposes  in 
the  United  States.  Other  plants  would  not  be  reached  by 
the  floodwaters  but  would  be  put  out  of  commission  by  the 
blocking  of  railroads  and  power  plants  in  the  respective 
communities. 

The  history  of  the  local  protection  works  in  the  Connecti- 
cut Valley  extends  back  many  years  when  private  Interests 
and  local  municipal  goveniments  undertook  unsuccessfully 
to  protect  portions  of  the  area  from  disastrous  floods.  Pol- 
lowing  the  great  flood  of  March  1936,  the  most  disastrous 
financially  that  the  valley  ever  suffered.  Congress  passed 
legislation  authorizing  the  expenditure  of  $11,524,000  in  the 
above-named  cities  for  local  flood-protection  works.  The 
program  was  based  on  data  gained  from  the  1936  and  pre- 
ceding floods.  Work  was  actually  started  In  the  various 
cities  and  was  only  partially  completed  when  the  great  hur- 
ricane and  flood  disaster  of  September  1938  swept  that  por- 
tion of  New  England,  with  a  loss  of  hundreds  of  lives  and 
tiemendous  property  damage.  The  flood-protection  works, 
which  had  been  partially  completed  in  the  north  end  of 
Springfleld  and  in  West  Springfleld.  proved  the  worth  of  the 
entire  program,  as  the  people  and  property  behind  these 
particular  dikes  received  almost  complete  protection,  al- 
though the  dikes  themselves  gave  way  in  different  places. 

It  was  then  found  that  the  type  of  dike,  which  had  been 
constructed  largely  with  W.  P.  A.  funds,  was  not  capable  of 
withstanding  floodwaters,  but  ploughed  away.  The  cost  of 
repairs  to  the  damaged  dikes  in  Springfield  was  $315,000.  and 
In  West  Springfield  $458,000.  while  additional  damage  was 
done  at  other  places  along  the  river. 

The  1938  flood  brought  out  a  mass  of  new  data  about  the 
necessary  protective  works  at  the  seven  cities  and  towns,  as 
the  flood  originated  from  a  heavy  fall  of  rain  in  an  area 
different  from  that  of  preceding  floods.  For  instance,  the 
Chlcopee  River,  which  flows  through  the  city  of  Chlcopee. 


with  50.000  population,  and  close  to  the  Springfleld-Chicopee 
city  line,  reached  the  highest  flood  heights  In  its  history  In 
1938  at  the  same  time  that  the  crest  of  the  Connecticut  River 
flood  was  passing  the  mouth  of  the  Chlcopee  River.  Great 
losses  resulted,  which  showed  that  additional  protection  must 
be  given,  not  only  in  Chlcopee,  Springfleld.  and  West  Spring- 
field,  which  are  close  to  the  junction  of  these  two  rivers,  but 
at  the  other  named  cities.  TYiis  additional  authorization  for 
the  completion  of  the  works,  redesigned  because  of  the  addi- 
tional information  gained  from  the  1938  flood,  must  be  given 
in  order  that  the  works  originally  contemplated  may  be  of 
permanent  value. 

In  West  Springfleld,  it  is  known  that  the  new  dikes  which 
have  been  built  are  for  a  considerable  distance  on  top  of  a 
stratum  of  sand -bearing  water.  Even  this  spring,  the  water 
came  up  through  this  sand  behind  the  dikes  to  a  considerable 
depth,  and  during  a  fiood  might  result  In  the  water  inside  the 
dike  approximating  the  level  of  the  fioodwaters  in  the  river, 
with  the  possibility  that  the  dike  would  be  undermined  and 
give  way.  A  similar  condition  existed  in  the  north  end  of 
Springfield,  which  has  been  efTectually  taken  care  of  by  sink- 
ing steel  sheathing  and  making  use  of  concrete  walls.  The 
height  and  length  of  the  dikes  have  been  necessarily  in- 
creased because  of  the  knowledge  gained  from  the  1938  fiood. 
Likewise,  the  capacity  of  pumping  plants  must  be  increased. 

I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  any  question  or  controversy 
over  the  need  to  provide  the  Army  engineers  with  the  appro- 
priations necessary  to  complete  the  extensive  works  now 
under  construction  at  the  seven  cities  at  the  present  time.  I, 
therefore,  urge  you  to  vote  to  retain  the  provision  in  the  Sen- 
ate bill  for  these  punxises. 

The  locality  affected  by  this  legislation  is  in  the  heart  of 
the  most  important  area  In  the  United  States  in  producing 
supplies  for  national  defense.  Some  of  the  plants  which  are 
now  engaged  In  making  war  materials,  and  which  are  in 
each  instance  owned  by  private  concerns,  have  been  disas- 
trously affected. by  the  fioods  of  1936  or  1938,  or  both  of 
them.  The  operation  of  other  plants,  like  the  Springfield 
Armory,  which  are  located  high  above  floodwaters.  may  be 
seriously  crippled  indirectly  by  the  floods  through  the  In- 
undation of  nr.aln  power  plants  and  railroad  lines.  For 
instance,  the  main  power  plants  of  the  great  cities  of 
Holyoke,  Chicopee,  Springfleld,  and  Hartford,  which,  in  ad- 
dition, supply  the  other  cities  In  the  entire  surrounding  area 
in  large  part,  are  located  at  the  river's  edge.  Likewise,  the 
railroads  run  along  the  river's  banks  on  both  sides  and 
cross  It  on  several  bridges  in  this  area.  The  completion  of 
the  protective  works  outlined  by  the  Army  engineers  will  In 
large  measure  effectually  protect  these  utilities,  as  well  as 
the  plants  actually  manufacturing  the  munitions.  The 
direct  loss  from  the  1936  flood  was  $35,000,000.  The  direct 
loss  of  the  1938  flood  was  $25,000,000  and  might  have 
reached  $35,000,000  again  if  the  dikes  at  West  Springfleld 
and  in  the  north  of  Springfleld  had  not  been  effective,  even 
though  badly  damaged.  The  indirect  loss  on  each  occasion 
was  as  much  or  larger  than  the  direct  loss,  due  to  the  stop- 
page of  business,  loss  of  wages,  and  other  factors. 

At  a  time  when  the  United  States  Government  Is  spend- 
ing billions  for  national  defense,  perhaps  no  other  single  ex- 
penditure of  a  like  sum  of  money  is  contemplated  which  will 
add  more  to  the  security  and  national  defense  of  our  Gov- 
ernment than  the  completion  of  the  flood -protective  works 
at  the  seven  important  industrial  cities  on  the  Connecticut, 
for  which  this  sum  of  money  will  complete  fully  and  ade- 
quately their  protection  against  the  disastrous  floods  which 
rage  In  this  valley  and  which  paralyzed  business  for  weeks 
on  three  different  occasions  in  12  years. 

Behind  these  dikes  will  be  not  only  such  railroads  and 
public  utilities  but  also  many  plants  whose  names  have  been 
associated  for  years  with  national  defense.  Besides  the 
Springfleld  Armory,  there  is  the  new  Northeast  Air  Base, 
likewise  on  high  ground,  but  still  in  need  of  power  and  rail- 
road facilities.  Some  of  the  largest  machinery  and  machine- 
tool  companies  in  the  country  are  in  this  area — Pratt  li 
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Whitney.  Van  Norman.  Baush.  National  Equipment.  Package 
Machinery,  Perkins  Machinery  L  Gear.  Hayden.  Bay  State, 
and  Stacy  Machine  Works. 

In  addition,  in  Springfield  and  West  Springfield  alone,  we 
have  other  very  important  industrial  plants  which  make  mu- 
nitions for  the  War  Department,  including  the  great  works 
of  the  Westinghouse  Electric  &  Manufactui-ing  Co..  the  Amer- 
ican Bosch  Corporation.  Gilbert  &  Barker  Manufacturing 
Co.,  a  Standard  Oil  subsidiary,  and  numerous  others.  In  the 
Hartford-East  Hartford  area  are  such  important  munitions 
establishments  as  the  Colt  Patent  Fire  Arms  Corporation, 
which  manufactures  a  large  part  of  the  revolvers,  pistols,  and 
machine  gvms  used  by  the  United  States  Army,  the  main  en- 
gine-manufacturing plant  of  the  great  United  Aircraft  Cor- 
poration, whose  inactivity  for  even  a  few  days  would  be  a 
stai?gering  loss  in  the  production  of  airplanes  in  wartime, 
and  the  plant  of  the  Hamilton  Propeller  Co..  which  manufac- 
tures a  very  large  portion  of  all  the  propellers  used  on  Amer- 
ican aircraft.  At  Chicopee  is  the  Stevens  Arms  Co..  a  branch 
of  the  Savage  Corporation.  At  Springfield  is  the  world- 
renowned  plant  of  Smith  It  Wesson,  at  the  present  time  en- 
gaged in  the  manufacture  of  war  orders  for  small  arms.  The 
Indian  Motocycle  Co.  has  already  furnished  thousands  of 
motorcycles  for  the  French  Army,  and  its  uninterrupted 
operation  is  of  prime  Importance  to  the  United  States  Army. 
I  cou!d  continue  the  enumeration  of  plants  whose  products 
are  essential  to  the  successful  operation  of  a  war  by  the 
United  States  Government,  and  which  would  be  adversely 
and  seriously  affected  and  crippled  by  flobdwaters  entering 
the  areas  which  will  be  safeguarded  by  the  local  flood-pro- 
tection works,  designed  and  now  under  construction  by  the 
Army  engineers. 

As  a  measure  of  great  importance  for  flood  protection  alone, 
the  i>assage  of  this  amendment  Is  warranted.  As  a  measvire 
affording  absolutely  necessary  protection  to  sources  of  sup- 
ply of  the  greatest  importance  to  the  successful  conduct  of 
war  by  the  United  States  Government,  Its  passage  at  this 
time  is  of  the  utmost  necessity. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  Miller]. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  particularly  Interested 
In  part  of  the  items  in  amendment  4.  I  am  not  qualified 
to  speak  of  the  projects,  or  the  Importance  of  the  projects, 
except  in  a  general  way  as  they  relate  to  Springfield,  West 
Springfield,  and  Chicopee;  but  I  do  know  that  the  Hartford 
and  East  Hartford  items,  while  small  in  amount  of  money, 
are  of  great  Importance. 

I  would  not  want  to  do  anything  In  this  House  to  take  any 
prerogatives  away  from  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control. 
Amendment  4  and  amendment  6  were  offered  In  the  other 
body  because  of  an  emergency  situation.  The  Hartford  item 
calls  for  an  appropriation  on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment of  $252,000  to  relocate  a  dike  already  authorized. 
The  present  plans  call  for  putting  the  dike  behind  the  so- 
called  South  Meadow  plant  of  the  Hartford  Electric  Light 
Co.  I  have  here  a  telegram  from  the  president  of  that  com- 
pany pointing  out  that  that  plant  provides  power  for  the 
United  Aircraft  Co.,  the  Hamilton  Propeller  Co..  the  Pratt- 
Whitney  Machine  Tool  Co..  and  the  Colt  Patent  Firearms  Co. 
In  both  the  1936  and  1938  fioods  that  power  plant  was  out  of 
business  for  SV?  days  until  connections  could  be  made  to 
bring  electricity  in  from  other  sources.  The  city  of  Hartford 
win  spend  $135,000  to  match  the  $252,000  that  this  authori- 
zation calls  for.  I  will  not  discuss  the  East  Hartford  project 
now.  because  that  is  covered  in  section  6. 

I  am  sure  the  question  before  the  House  this  afternoon  Is 
not  whether  we  will  interfere  with  any  of  the  prerogatives 
of  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control,  but  whether  the  House 
is  willing  to  deal  with  an  emergency;  in  other  words,  cut  the 
red  tape  and  permit  the  expenditure  of  $252,000  to  protect 
ft  $20,000,000  power  plant  that  provides  electricity  and  cur- 
rent for  three  of  the  most  important  industries  in  this  coun- 
try in  regard  to  national  defense,  industries  which  manufac- 
ture aircraft,  firearms,  and  machine  tools. 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  that  covers  the  situation,  and  I  will 
refer  to  the  East  Hartford  item,  with  the  permission  of  the 
chairman,  when  the  other  amendment  is  considered. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  SbhthI. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  in  support 
of  the  preferential  motion.  I  am  sorry  I  have  only  2  minutes 
to  speak  on  it.  because  it  is  of  great  importance  to  the  national 
defense  of  our  country. 

I  regret  that  it  has  been  necessary  to  bring  this  item  here 
in  this  way,  because  the  Flood  Control  Conunittee  should,  as 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi,  Chairman  Whittincton,  has 
said,  control  the  fiood-contrcl  expenditures  under  normal  cir- 
cumstances. I  agree  thoroughly  with  everything  he  has  said, 
but  when  he  said  that  we  ask  preferential  treatment,  may  I 
say  that  he  is  correct.  We  do  ask  preferential  treatment  In 
this  case,  and  particularly  in  connection  with  item  No.  6.  be- 
cause we  feel  an  emergency,  which  is  more  than  the  ordinary 
flood  emergency,  exists  up  there. 

In  the  East  Hartford  plant  of  the  United  Aircraft  It  has 
been  said  that  one-third  of  our  aircraft  engines  are  manufac- 
tured. The  fact  is  that  today  one-half  of  the  military  air- 
craft engine  capacity  of  this  country  is  in  that  plant  in  East 
Hartford,  and  we  desperately  need  military  aircraft  engines. 
That  is  the  worst  bottle  neck  in  our  whole  production  of 
materials  with  which  to  defend  ourselves.  We  are  In  desper- 
ate need  of  that  capacity.  In  1936.  and  again  in  1938.  that 
plant  went  out  of  action  because  the  flood-control  works  were 
not  In  existence.  They  are  being  built.  The  amount  for  that 
East  Hartford  flood -control  project  Is  only  $249,000.  It  is 
contained  in  amendment  No.  6.  The  authorization  is  also 
contained  in  amendment  No.  4. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  3rteld  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman    from    Massachusetts    I  Mr.    TreadwayI. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to  corroborate 
all  the  remarks  made  by  the  three  previous  speakers.  The 
Connecticut  Valley  is  sorely  In  need  of  the  flood-control 
proposition  that  has  already  been  undertaken  by  the  Govern- 
ment, it  would  bi  unfortunate  to  delay,  particularly  in  view 
of  the  war  situation,  the  completion  of  the  protection  needed 
along  the  Connecticut  River,  both  in  the  districts  repre- 
sented in  Massachusetts  by  the  gentleman  from  Springfield 
(Mr.  ClasonI,  the  district  represented  by  myself,  and  the 
districts  represented  by  the  gentlemen  from  Connecticut  who 
have  spoken.  My  particular  interest  in  this  amendment  is 
the  additional  protection  from  future  floods  that  will  be 
provided  for  Holyoke. 

I  appreciate  very  much  the  statements  that  have  been 
made  both  by  the  chairman  of  this  committee  and  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Flood  Control  Committee.  The  chairman 
of  the  Flood  Control  Committee  has  been  more  than  fair 
and  liberal  at  all  times  with  the  representatives  who  have 
come  before  his  committee  in  connection  with  flood  control 
along  the  Connecticut  from  the  city  of  Holyoke  and  Hooslc 
Rivers.  The  Hoosic  River,  by  the  way.  is  not  In  this  bill, 
but  It  is  in  my  district,  and  there  is  a  preferred  project  for 
that  which  the  committee  has  already  approved.  It  is  not 
In  the  minds  of  the  people  at  home  a  very  serious  question 
where  these  authorizations  come  from.  Admitted  this  item 
has  been  placed  in  the  bill,  which  is  not  a  direct  flood-control 
measure,  nevertheless  that  is  not  applicable  so  far  as  the 
interest  of  the  people  directly  affected  are  concerned.  That 
Is  a  matter  of  committee  pride  here  and  possibly  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  orderly  procedure.  The  people  in  Holyoke  realize 
that  this  item  is  In  a  measure  being  considered  here  today, 
and  they,  the  ones  who  sent  us  here  to  represent  them,  want 
these  items  carried  out  and  the  authorization  made. 

I  want  to  take  exception,  if  I  may.  to  one  statement  that 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  made.  He  said  that  this  par- 
ticular amendment  No.  4  had  already  been  Included  In  the 
bill  vetoed  by  the  President.  He  made  that  statement,  as  I 
heard  it    If  he  will  look  up  the  matter,  he  will  find  that  this 


particular  Item  was  not  In  the  river  and  harbor  bill  vetoed 
by  the  President.    Am  I  correct  In  that? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  think  that  is  in  the  flood- 
control  bill  that  is  pending. 

Mr.  WHimNGTON.  It  is  my  understanding,  and  you 
can  correct  me  if  I  am  in  error,  that  that  project  was  not  in 
the  river  and  harbor  blU,  but  the  gentleman  has  another 
project  up  there  that  Is. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  It  was  formoly  included;  not  this  particu- 
lar one.  but  there  was  one  that  was  formerly  included. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  But  not  at  the  time  the  President 
vetoed  the  bUl? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    Yes;  I  thoi«ht  that  was  correct. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan. I 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Is  not  this  the  same  Item  that  was  re- 
jected by  the  House  last  year  while  in  Conmilttee  of  the 
Whole  when  we  were  considering  the  river  and  harbor  bill? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  do  not  believe  the  gentleman  is  cor- 
rect In  that  respect. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    I  am  asking  that  question. 

Mr.  TREADWAY,  This  is  a  flood-control  item,  and  we 
stand  on  the  flood-control  item.  I  insist  that  I  am  repre- 
senting people  interested  in  these  items  in  saying  that  where 
the  item  actually  appears  in  any  bill  is  of  small  concern  to 
them.  They  want  the  flood-control  project  adopted.  I  hope 
this  preferential  motion  will  be  agreed  to  and  that  the  city 
of  Holyoke  will  have  the  protection  It  so  badly  needs. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  6  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Soutii  Dakota  [Mr.  Case],  a  member  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  two  or 
three  things  I  believe  the  Members  of  the  House  should  know 
in  connection  with  this  item.  Hiis  particular  amendment 
goes  further  than  the  previous  amendment,  which  was  voted 
down.  That  was  an  authorization.  This  goes  further  and 
directs  the  construction.  Let  me  call  yoiu*  attention  to  the 
lancuage  that  is  used: 

Provided  further.  That  the  local  flood -protection  work*  at  Hart- 
ford and  East  Hartford.  Ootm..  and  Sprlngfleld,  West  Springfield, 
Chlcop««.  Holyoke.  and  Nortliampton,  Maoa..  authorUeed  by  the 
Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  28.  1038,  shall  be  constructed  In 
•ccnrdanre  with  the  revised  plans  and  cost  estlmaten  described  in 
House  Document  No.  6S8.  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  third  session. 

Mr.  WHmTNGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHl'l'l'lNGTON.  Let  me  remind  the  gentleman  that 
while  It  would  be  far  from  my  Intention  to  criticize  the  other 
body,  there  Is  no  amount  or  authorization  at  all  mentioned 
In  this  item  of  $6,000,000  which  is  Involved  and  is  not  referred 
to  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    Yes.    It  simply  sasrs: 

In  •coordanee  with  the  rerlsed  plans  and  cost  estimates  described 
In  House  IXtcument  No.  668. 

I  sent  out  and  got  House  Doctmient  Numbered  653  and  have 
it  here  in  my  hand.  It  recites  the  previously  authorized 
cost  under  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1928  as  $11,524,000,  and 
I  think  subsequently  that  had  an  Increase  of  $1,264,000,  but 
the  total  estimated  cost  under  this  revised  plan  is  $17,000,000; 
in  other  words,  this  amendment  not  merely  increases  the  au- 
thorization by  $6,000,000  but  says  that  much  shall  be  spent 
on  these  works. 

I  want  you  to  know  what  the  effect  of  that  win  be  upon 
the  bill  before  us.    This  bill  appropriates   $70,000,000  for 


flood-control  projects.    Some  of  that  Is  earmarked  tar  ad- 
ministration, but  the  bill  sUtes: 

Of  which  not  to  exceed  SM.1S5.780  shall  be  arallable  for  expendi- 
ture upon  projects  on  account  of  which  aUotmenta  have  baretofora 
been  made. 

Tliat  limitaUon  was  written  in  the  bill  in  order  to  Insure 
that  at  least  $6,400,000  would  be  available  for  new  projects. 
The  Senate  amendment  would  use  aU  of  that  for  these 
projects. 

When  the  subcommittee  was  considering  this  matter  we 
felt  that  It  would  be  unfortunate  if  all  the  money  appropri- 
ated by  this  bin  for  flood-control  projects  were  to  be  expended 
on  projects  which  had  heretofore  been  authorised  and  none 
left  available  for  some  of  the  more  recently  approved  projects 
or  some  that  might  be  approved  in  the  authorization  bUl 
now  pending.  Consequently,  after  consideration  of  that 
we  put  in  this  limitation  to  provide  that  not  more  than 
$58,000,000  should  be  available  for  expenditure  on  projects 
on  account  of  which  allotments  heretofore  had  been  made. 
We  did  this  designedly  and  figured  that  that  would  leave 
$6,400,000  for  the  expenditure  on  new  projects  which  had 
not  heretofore  been  authorized. 

If  we  should  leave  the  Senate  amendment  in  the  bill 
and  direct  the  construction  of  these  Connecticut  and  Massa- 
chusetts projects  and  an  increased  authorization  of 
$6,000,000,  it  means  that  the  entire  amotmt  we  tried  to 
reserve  for  emergency  projects  all  over  the  country  is  defi- 
nitely earmarked  icx  this  single  group  of  projects.  When 
you  vote  you  should  keep  in  mind  that  you  are  voting  on 
whether  to  take  this  $6,400,000  which  we  tried  to  reserve  for 
new  projects  and  authorize  and  appropriate  It  dlrectb'  for 
this  one  group  of  projects,  or  whether  you  will  keep  It  for  new 
projects  throughout  the  country  according  to  priorities  de- 
termined by  the  Army  engineers. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  In  the  bill  we  passed  last  Friday  we  handed  over 
to  the  President  $200,000,000,  which  I  imderstand  he  wants 
for  just  exactly  such  situations  as  this.  If  there  is  an  airplane 
engine  manufacturing  plant  in  peril,  he  can  take  care  of  it 
out  of  that  fimd. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  am  glad  that  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
brought  out  that  point. 

Since  something  has  been  said  about  national  defense  and 
the  urgency  of  these  projects  in  connection  with  It,  I  am  cer- 
tain I  violate  no  confldencc  when  I  say  that  the  appropriation 
bill  win  carry  enough  emergency  authority  to  take  care  of 
national  defense  projects.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.) 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3^  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  IMr.  Donderol. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  violat- 
ing any  of  the  rules  of  confidence  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers 
and  Harbors  when  I  say  to  the  House  that  when  the  President 
vetoed  the  rivers  and  harbors  bill  he  indicated,  at  least  by 
implication,  that  he  would  consider  certain  projects  which 
might  have  In  them  the  element  of  national  defense.  I  wish 
to  say  to  the  House  that  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Har- 
bors at  the  present  time  is  considering  a  list  of  projects  sent 
to  us  yesterday,  coming  by  the  direction  of  the  Army  and 
the  Navy,  for  national  defense.  Not  a  single  project  on  that 
list  is  on  any  inland  river  of  the  United  States,  or  in  the 
Great  Lakes  region  of  the  country,  neither  Is  there  any  on 
the  international  boimdary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  ^vtry  project  in  that  list  of  projects  for  na- 
tional defense  is  on  one  of  the  seacoasts  or  is  on  the  Otilf 
coast  of  the  United  States.  So  let  no  one  rise  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  and  assert  that  in  the  amendments  now  before 
us,  the  element  of  national  defense  Is  the  controlling  consider- 
ation. If  it  were,  why  were  they  not  Included  in  the  list  sent  to 
the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  yesterday  by  direction 
of  the  Army  and  Navy,  and  I  am  sure  at  the  direction  of  the 
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Chief  ExecuUve  of  the  United  SUtes.    So  I  say.  when  you 
consider  these  additional  authorizations  in  an  appropriation 
bill,  it  seems  to  me  they  do  not  come  with  a  justification  of 
national  defense. 
Olr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  DONDERO.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Connec- 
Ucut. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  do  not  believe  the  gentleman  means  Just 
what  he  said.  My  own  main  consideration  where  national 
defense  is  involved  is  that  If  a  power  plant  today  is  furnishing 
power  to  three  vital  munitions  factories,  that  must  be  consid- 
ered an  element  of  national  defense,  and  may  I  ask  one  ques- 
tion? Can  these  items  be  considered  in  your  river  and  har- 
bor bill? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Let  me  say  this  to  the  gentleman:  That 
the  items  in  here  are  by  way  of  an  authorization  on  an  ap- 
propriation bill,  and  I  do  not  know  why  they  were  not  stricken 
out  on  point  of  order. 

Mr.   WHmTNGTON.     A  point   of   order   would   not   He 

against  them. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  In  addition  to  that,  if  the  question  of  na- 
tional defense  was  of  sufficient  importance  they  would  have 
been  included  in  the  list  that  came  to  the  Rivers  and  Harbors 
Committee  yesterday. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2V2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Somers]. 

Mr.  SOMERS  of  New  York.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  previous  speaker.     My  sympathies  lie  with  the  dis- 
Jinguished  chairman  of  the  Flood  Control  Committee,  who 
feels  that  there  is  some  trespass  against  the  jurisdiction  of 
his  committee.    Nobody  squeals  more  loudly  than  I  do  when 
that  happens  to  my  committee,  but  there  was  something  said 
here  by  one  of  the  previous  speakers  that  I  think  should  be 
emphasized  with  respect  to  this  particular  item,  which  is  of 
vast  importance  at  the  present  moment.    If  this  particular 
Item  has  to  do  with  the  production  of  airplane  motors,  just 
bear  in  mind,  before  you  vote  against  it.  what  is  going  on  on 
the  other  side  of  the  ocean.    When  we  see  two  great  nations 
being  driven  from  Belgiiun  because  they  lack  airplanes  and 
airplane  motors,  gentlemen,  do  not  put  us  into  the  position 
at  the  present  time  of  permitting  our  defense  program  to 
bog  down  because  of  technicalities.    If  there  is  anything  we 
can  do  to  protect  our  motors  and  our  arms  Industries,  I 
think  this  is  the  moment  and  not  some  weeks  from  now, 
when  some  other  legislation  may  be  brought  In.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whittington]. 

Mr.  WHIITINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  I  were  advo- 
cating not  only  the  authorization  of  the  project  under  con- 
sideration, but  the  numerous  other  projects  in  the  flood- 
control  bill  that  I.  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Flood 
Control,  reported  to  this  House  on  May  7.  1940.  authorizing 
projects-  In  all  of  the  regions  of  the  United  States,  aggre- 
gating, as  I  have  stated,  $191,000,000.  on  which  I  have  dili- 
gently sought  a  rule. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  recall  that  a  few  crimes  were  committed 
during  the  last  World  War  in  the  name  of  national  defense. 
I  think  flood  control  has  a  legitimate  place  in  national  de- 
fense in  connection  with  the  interruption  of  transportation, 
communications,  and  the  protection  of  our  munitions  plants, 
and  I  am  sjrmpathetic  with  the  problem  along  the  Connecti- 
cut River.  It  is  one  of  the  most  beautiful  rivers  that  I  ever 
saw,  as  I  realized  when  I  motored,  a  few  years  ago,  through 
the  delightful  city  in  which  my  friend  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Treadway]  lives,  and  through  the  Berk- 
dilres  in  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut,  crossing  this  river 
in  a  most  delightful  mountainous  area  I  like  rivers,  but,  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  amendment  involves  $6,000,000.  My  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Clason],  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control,  has  been  perfectly  f raqk. 
None  of  these  factories  is  located  in  the  region  that  Is  pro- 


tected by  the  flood  walls.    That  Is  not  true  of  the  airplane 
project  in  East  Hartford,  which  Is  a  small  project. 
Mr.  MILLER.     Yes:  It  Is. 

Mr.  WHrmNOTON.  I  called  the  ofllce  of  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers, and  I  have  the  testimony  before  my  committee,  and 
he  stated  that  the  extension  of  this  project  would  provide 
for  an  area  that  was  not  contemplated  originally,  but  that 
It  would  provide  for  the  protection  of  some  homes  of  workers 
In  that  plant. 
Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  In  Just  a  moment,  I  am  giving  you 
a  statement  of  yesterday  when  I  called  his  of&ce  in  this  con- 
nection, and  he  stated  that  the  airplane  factory  was  not  In 
the  flooded  area.  Now,  having  made  that  statement,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  for  a  question. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Th<>  gentleman  is  correct  as  far  as  he  goes. 
The  factory  itself  is  not  in  the  area,  but  the  only  road  that 
you  can  get  from  the  city  of  Hartford  to  that  factory  will  be 
protected  by  the  $249,000  item. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.    I  will  say  this,  with  all  deference, 

and  I  am  sympathetic  with  your  problem 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  know  you  are. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.    I  have  gone  to  the  bat  for  you,  and 
the  first  flood-control  project  you  ever  had  Is  contained  in  the 
bill  I  reported  to  this  House. 
Mr.  MILLER.     We  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  And  the  Government  has  been  more 
generous  in  New  England  and  along  the  Connecticut  River 
than  in  almost  any  other  section  of  this  country,  and  I  have 
advocated  generous  consideration.  It  is  a  densely  populated 
area,  and  New  England  has  contributed  largely  to  the  taxes  of 
this  country,  and  I  have  gone  down  the  line,  and  we  have 
authorized  every  cent  recommended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
of  the  United  States  Army.  It  is  one  of  the  few  rivers  in  the 
country,  Mr.  Speaker,  where  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control 
in  1938  authorized  every  project  and  every  dollar  recom- 
mended for  local  protection  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 

We  were  unable  to  do  it  in  Pittsburgh,  In  Cincliuiati.  Hunt- 
ington, and  other  cities  of  the  country.  We  were  unable  to 
do  it  in  Los  Angeles,  but  along  the  Connecticut  River  we  in- 
cluded in  the  act  of  1938  every  dollar  recommended  for  every 
one  of  these  projects.  The  situation  is  this.  Our  New  Eng- 
land friends  know  a  good  thing  when  they  see  It.  The  Chief 
of  EIngineers  has  submitted  a  report,  and  he  has  recom- 
mended that  these  flood  walls  and  levees  be  extended  and 
enlarged  so  as  to  take  in  additional  territory,  and  I  am  for 
that.  That  situation  obtains  not  only  in  Hartford,  in  East 
Hartford,  at  Mount  Holyoke,  at  Chlcopee.  and  Northampton, 
where  these  splendid  schools  and  universities  are  located, 
but  It  also  obtains  in  other  parts  of  our  country.  There  is  an 
authorization  in  the  bill  that  we  have  reported  for  $6,000,000. 
that  will  authorize  these  projects.  Whatever  be  the  emer- 
gency, if  there  be  a  $20,000,000  power  project  privately  owned 
which  can  be  protected  by  a  $250,000  levee,  then  God  save 
the  country  If  in  an  emergency,  when  we  are  providing  for 
the  munitions  factories  of  the  country,  that  $20,000,000  in- 
stitution would  not  put  up  a  little  $250,000  flood-control 
levee  to  protect  itself.  So.  in  my  Judgment,  the  preferential 
motion  should  be  voted  down,  and  the  motion  proposed  by 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  has  expired. 
Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question. 
Mr.  SHANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  ask  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  to  yield  to  me  for  a  moment?  I  under- 
stood that  the  time  allowed  on  this  amendment  would  be 
an  hour. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Hiat,  of  course,  is  In  the 
discretion  of  the  gentleman  In  charge  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  state  at  this  point  that  the 
preferential    motion    should   be   voted    down,    if    gentlemen 
want  to  support  the  committee  recommendation.    I  move  the 
previous  question. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore,  "nie  question  Is  on  the 
I»referentlal  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

llie  question  was  taken  and  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  now  recurs  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  that  the 
House  insist  upon  Its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  htdisagreement. 

T^ite  Clerk  read  ai  follows: 

Senate  amendment  numbered  6:  Page  10,  tn  line  4,  following 
amendment  numbered  4  insert:  "FrovULed  further.  That  fund* 
appropriated  herein  may  be  uaed  for  flood-control  work  on  Ontauga 

Cteek  at  PrattTtlle.  Ala.,  In  accordance  with  the  recommendattona 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth 
In  Boxise  Document  No.  067.  Seven ty-alxth  Congreas.  third  aeaalon." 

Mr.  SNYDER,  lii.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  Insist 
upon  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania moves  that  the  House  Insist  upon  Its  disagreement 
to  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  In  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


Ifr.  HoBBS  moves  that  the  House  recede  and  coDc\ir  in  Senate 
amendment  numbered  6  with  an  amendment  as  foUowa:  "strike 
out  the  word  "Ontauga,'  insert  the  word  'Autauga.' " 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  can  say,  speaking  for  my- 
self, that  It  really  hurts  me  to  do  anything  that  would  injure 
the  feelings  of  my  friend  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  IMr. 
HoBBSl.  On  the  other  hand,  as  I  said  a  while  ago,  your 
c(»xunittee  Is  trying  only  to  act  fairly  with  all  Members  ctf 
the  House,  It  has  brought  back  here  in  disagreement 
all  amendments  that  would  favor  one  section  over  another. 

This  amendment  is  in  the  same  category  as  the  last  two 
amendments  on  which  we  have  acted.  I  ask  the  House  to 
support  the  committee. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama  (Mr.  HobbsI. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  remarks  (A  the  distin- 
guished chairman  make  me  think  of  the  way  an  old  judge 
used  to  "but"  defendants  into  the  penitentiary: 

Gentlemen  of  the  Jury,  this  defendant,  aa  every  other  defendant, 
oomea  before  you  armed  with  the  presumption  of  iiuKKence  which 
the  law  indulges  In  his  favor.  Tbat  presiimptlon  should  attend  him 
until  it  is  removed.  If  It  be  removed,  by  evidence  which  convinces 
your  mind  beyond  aU  reasonable  doubt  of  his  guilt.  But.  gentle- 
men of  the  Jtiry.  if  you  have  been  so  convUiced,  then  it  la  your 
solenm.  your  sworn  duty  to  convict  him. 

[Laughter.] 

These  friends  who  take  a  sweet  wind-up  and  then  pitch 
that  hard  word  "but"  at  you  are  mighty  nice.  I  love  them; 
in  fact,  I  love  everybody.     [Applause.] 

Now,  please  wipe  off  your  smiles  and  let  us  be  utterly  se- 
rious. The  majority  of  the  people  who  populate  hell  stand 
there  on  the  pavement  of  good  Intentions  and  voice  their 
lament  at  having  waited  too  long  to  accept  the  gift  of  God's 
free  grace  by  moaning,  "Too  late.    Too  late." 

The  second  world  war  has  taught  many  valuable  lessons, 
not  the  least  of  which  Is  that  action  Is  worse  than  useless 
irtUch  comes  too  late. 

Were  It  not  for  the  desperate,  the  tragic  situation  of  this, 
one  of  the  loveliest  towns  in  the  whole  wide  world,  the  home 
of  some  of  the  finest  people  under  the  sun,  whose  all  Is  there 
Invested;  were  It  not  for  the  fact  that  87  percent  of  the  em- 
ployables of  that  lovely  conununlty  are  employed  by  two  con- 
cerns each  of  which  hsis  resolved  to  move  because  in  1938  and 
again  in  1939  they  have  lost  over  $200,000  by  reason  of  floods; 
were  It  not  for  the  fact  that  this  community  out  of  its  poverty 
has  already  spent  more  money,  in  seeking  to  protect  Itself 
from  floods,  than  is  now  being  asked  In  this  amendment  for 
the  Federal  Government  to  spend;  I  do  not  believe  I  could, 
under  the  circumstances  and  believing  as  I  do  in  our  legisla- 


tive system,  bring  myself  to  tk.  yoa  to  recede  and  concur  In 

the  Senate  amendment. 

But  those  are  the  facts,  and  I  not  only  ask.  but  also  urge 
and  adjure  you  to  adopt  my  motion.  Every  member  of  the 
Alabama  delegation  In  both  Houses  has  certified  the  truth  of 
those  facts  and  Joined  In  an  appeal  to  you  to  pass  this  motion. 
We  know  the  facts.  We  plead  with  you  not  to  kill  Prattville. 
The  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  nood  Con- 
trol, the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  WHrrmcTOM ] .  and 
the  members  of  that  committee,  have  been  most  gracious,  dili- 
gent, sjonpathetic,  and  cooperative.  They  have  done  all  they 
could  for  Prattville.  Tht  same  thing  is  true  of  the  Appro- 
priations Committee.  Every  member  of  it  is  thmxrughly 
sympathetic  with  this  project.  It  involves  $530,000  leas  the 
local  contribuUon  of  $11,000.  PrattvUk  has  already,  out  of 
her  poverty,  spent  more  than  the  amount  we  are  asking  the 
Government  to  spend.  We  have  spent  the  last  cent  we  have, 
the  barrel  is  empty,  we  have  scraped  the  bottom;  we  asked 
no  aid  until  we  had  exhausted  ourselves  and  our  resources. 
Now,  in  our  extremity,  we  cry  for  help.    Save  us  or  we  perish. 

Out  of  the  desperateness  of  her  need,  an  American  city, 
small.  It  may  be  true.  Is  crying  to  Congress  to  act  before  it  Is 
too  late.  When  she  becomes  a  ghost  town  all  the  money  in 
the  world  will  not  help  her. 

Mr.  MOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    I  yield,  gladly. 

Mr.  MOTT.  The  project  In  which  the  gentleman  is  In- 
terested, of  course.  Is  In  the  1940  flood-control  authorization 
bill. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 
Mr.  MOTT.     So  are  a  dozen  other  Important  projects 
throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    That  is  certahily  true. 

Mr.  MOTT.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman  why  he  and  the 
distinguished  Speaker  of  the  House,  who  is  from  the  State  of 
Alabama,  do  not  insist  that  this  1940  flood-control  authoriza- 
tion bill  be  brought  upon  this  floor  and  passed  in  spite  of 
the  President's  veto?  I  feel  that  we  have  enough  votes  on 
this  side  that  we  could  pass  it  Over  his  veto. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  4  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  shall  be  so  happy  to  answer  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman's  question  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 
As  for  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  it  should  be  noted  that 
his  slgnatiue  to  the  letter  which  you  gentlemen  have  seen 
today  is  not  as  Speaker  but  as  a  Member  of  the  House  and 
as  a  citizen  of  Alabama.  I  am.  and  I  am  sure  he  Is.  heartily 
In  favor  of  an  adequate  flood-control  program.  So  Is  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt.  His  idea  Is  that  as  we  are  not  able  to  appro- 
priate enough  money  to  do  the  flood-control  work  already 
authorized,  further  authorization  can  serve  no  worthy  pur- 
pose. But  I  do  not  know  that  the  1940  flood-control  bill 
would  be  vetoed  if  passed.  It  Is  merely  an  authorization 
bill  and  would  take  no  money  out  of  the  Treasury.  It 
would  not  minimize  the  amotmt  of  money  we  should  si)end 
for  national  defense.  In  truth,  flood  control  strengthens 
national  defense  by  making  the  people  safer  and  happier — 
more  devoted  and  grateful  to  the  Government.  I  am  for 
the  new  flood-control  bill.  I  have  already  been  to  the  leader 
and  the  Speaker  urging  that  it  be  given  the  floor.  I  have 
already  approached  friends  on  the  Rules  Committee  urging 
that  a  rule  be  granted  for  its  consideration.  But  that  bill  will 
not  save  Prattville.    Prattville  needs  help  now.  not  In  1950. 

Mr.  MOTT.  Let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  that  he  can  get 
this  bill  out  if  he  will  have  the  Speaker,  the  maj<»1ty  leader, 
and  the  distingxiished  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Flood 
Control  insist  that  it  be  brovight  out.  They  can  bring  it  out. 
We  will  pass  It,  and  If  the  President  vetoes  the  bill,  we  will  pass 
It  over  the  veto. 

Blr.  HOBBS.  PYankly,  I  am  nxA,  Intrigued  by  the  gentle- 
man's suggestion.  You  may  speculate  if  you  wish.  I  do  not 
care  to  Join  you.    I  must  decline  to  be  diverted  from  reality, 
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into  the  pursuit  of  vanity.    That  bill  will  not  help  Prattville; 
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word  advisedly,  but  the  best  way  to  promote  the  great  com- 
mnn  intprpst  of  aU  the  retflons  and  of  all  the  rivers  of  the 
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pen.    This  Is  needed  to  Insure  us  against  a  shut-down  of 

this  plant  by  a  floodine  of  thp  town  in  whirh  \t  is  citiiat.i>/i 


on  Flood  Ccmtrol.  I  am  sure,  will  be  ready  to  tell  you.  he 


t~\^.^»-^  i_ki. 
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Into  the  pursuit  of  vanity.    That  bUJ  wUl  not  help  Prattvllle: 
the  adoption  of  my  motion  will. 
Mr.  MOTT.    But  the  majority  leader  and  the  Speaker  can 

bring  it  out.  ^    x.  i 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  have  no  control  over  them.  I  do  not  cnai- 
lenge  what  the  gentleman  is  saying.  I  am  doing  the  best 
I  can  for  the  flood-control  bill.  I  have  done  my  "damdesf* 
and  angels  can  do  no  "darnder"!  [Laughter.! 
Mr.  DONDERO.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOBBS.  I  am  always  glad  to  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  In  the  interest  of  clarity,  so  that  nobody 
will  misinterpret  the  name  of  this  company,  I  notice  that  it 
reads  "Continental  Oln  Co."  Will  the  gentleman  explain 
that? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  will  be  so  happy  to.  The  gin  referred  to 
is  not  the  liquid  kind.  It  is  a  concern  that  manufactures  the 
machinery  that  my  good  friend  the  gentleman  from  Missis- 
sippi (Mr.  WhittinctonI  uses  to  gin  his  cotton.  They  have 
branches  from  here  to  Brazil.  But  the  Pratt\ille  plant  is  the 
parent  factory — the  world's  first. 
Piiends.  for  God's  sake,  give  us  a  break.  [Applause.] 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  (Mr.  WHrmHCTON]. 

Mr.  WHTTTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  doubt  very  seriously 
if  I  would  have  said  anything  had  It  not  been  for  that  word 
"but"  used  by  my  good  friend  the  gentleman  fron  Alabama 
(Mr.  HoBBSl.  Ordinarily,  he  Is  exceedingly  serious,  but 
when  he  commingles  his  seriousness  with  his  jovial  atti- 
tude. I  then  think  it  Is  well  to  be  on  guard. 

Now.  so  far  as  this  splendid  project  is  concerned,  as  he 
saj's.  I  have  supported  it.     [Applause.]     It  Is  in  a  bill  now 
under  consideration,  and  if  you  want  to  hurt  that  bill  you 
take  out  his  project.    I  know  his  influence.    I  know  some 
of  the  influences  he  mentions.    If  you  people  now   from 
Maine  to  California,  from  Georgia  to  Oregon,  on  the  rivers 
and  streams  of  the  country,  would  like  to  have  a  flood-con- 
trol  bill  considered  this  seision,  help  me  now  by  voting 
down  his  motion  to  recede  and  conciir  with  an  amendment 
and   support   the   motion   offered   by   the   gentleman    from 
-  Pennsylvania  to  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendment. 
.  Whenever  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
HoBBs]    espouses    a   cause,   it   is   usually   bombproof.    This 
project  down   there  is  a  worthy  one.    It  involves  a  town 
with  a  population  of  about  3.000  people.    The  creek  is  25 
miles  long.    They  have  had  much  damage.    I  am  for  the 
project,  but  I  doubt  very  seriously  that  we  ought  to  take 
from   Hartford.   Pittsburgh.   Cincinnati,   New   Orleans.   Los 
Angeles,  and  other  similar  areas  the  money  that  is  appro- 
priated in  this  bill  this  year.    If  it  had  not  been  for  that 
word  "but,"  emphasized  by  my  friend,  I  should  not  have 
said  anything;  but  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  this  amendment  supported 
by  the  gentleman  from  Alabama   [Mr.  Uobbs]  is  different 
from  all  these  other  amendments. 
It  says: 
Provided.  That  the  fluids  appropriated  herel 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


May  30 


And  every  dollar  appropriated  herein  has  been  allocated  to 
the  Sacramento  River  or  to  the  Ohio  River  and  to  some 
other  river.  Now,  jovial  as  he  is,  he  provides  that  the  funds 
be  appropriated  herein  that  are  already  allocated  to  other 
projects.  When  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  approved 
this  bill  you  knew  where  every  dollar  of  it  was  going  to  be 
spent  because  you  had  a  list  of  the  projects.  This  particu- 
lar amendment  provides: 

The  funds  herein  may  be  used  for  flood  control  at  Prattvllle. 
Ala. 

In  all  seriousness,  and  In  an  effort  to  protect  the  legis- 
lation and  the  orderly  processes  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
•entatives  of  the  United  States.  I  ask  you  to  vote  down  his 
amendment.     I  admire  and  love  my  good  friend,  and  I  use  that 


word  advisedly,  but  the  best  way  to  promote  the  great  com- 
mon interest  of  all  the  regions  and  of  all  the  rivers  of  the 
United  States  that  my  big-hearted  friend  advocates  is  to 
vote  down  the  preferential  motion. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHTTTINGTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  here  is  a  general  appro- 
priation of  $70,000,000  carried  In  the  appropriation  bill,  and 
that  only  $64,000,000  worth  of  projects  have  been  allocated 
against  that  $70,000,000?  ' 

Mr.  WHTTTINGTON.  "That  is  a  fair  question.  If  the 
gentleman  had  had  as  much  experience  as  I  have  had  with 
flood-control  matters,  he  would  know  that  when  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  submits  his  projects  and  his  recommendations  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  he  gives  them  every  project 
and  he  reserves  a  backlog  for  administrative  expenses.  So 
this  particular  bill  safeguards  that.  It  has  estimated  the 
amount  and  stated  the  amount  that  shall  be  used  for  the 
projects,  but  the  gentleman's  amendment  would  provide  that 
the  amounts  herein  appropriated  shall  be  used  for  Prattvllle, 
Ala.,  although  allocated  to  other  projects. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Warren).  The  question 
Is  on  the  preferential  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  HcbbsI. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  HoBBs)  there  were — ayes  34.  noes  81. 

So  the  preferential  motion  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKIER  pro  tempore.  The  question  now  recurs  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  tMr. 
Snyder]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  Senate  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  6:  Page  11.  at  the  top  of  the  page  Insert 
the  following: 

'•Flood-control  project.  East  Hartford.  Conn.:  For  proeecuting 
work  on  the  flood-control  project  at  East  Hartford.  Conn.,  author- 
ized by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  28.  1938.  In  accordance 
with  the  revised  plans  and  cost  estimates  described  In  Hoiise  Docu- 
ment No.  653.  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  $249,000." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  Insist 
upon  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  prefer- 
ential motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  SMrrH  of  Connecticut  moves  that  the  House  recede  and  con- 
cur In  Senate  amendment  No.  6. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question. 
We  have  already  talked  on  this  question,  and  this  is  in  the 
same  category  as  the  rest. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point 
of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

I  withdraw  the  point  of  order,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  withdraw  my  motion  for 
the  previous  question  and  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  project 
Includes  only  a  diking  project  at  East  Hartford.  Conn.,  at 
which  town  the  Pratt  L  Whitney  aircraft  factory,  to  which 
I  have  referred  before,  is  situated.  This  is  not  only  an 
authorization  but  it  carries  a  sj)eciflc  appropriation  in  this 
paragraph,  so  that  the  arguments  about  removing  a  part 
of  the  other  appropriation  do  not  apply  to  this. 

This  is  a  project  which  has  been  approved  by  the  House 
Committee  on  Flood  Control  and  is  included  in  the  bill 
which  the  committee  seeks  to  bring  up.  The  orderly  way 
to  handle  it  would  be  to  wait  for  the  committee  to  bring  up 
a  bill  and  pass  it,  but  we  do  not  know  when  that  will  hap- 
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Mr  SNYDER.    Mr,  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  our  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  the  Committee  on  APPropriaUons, 
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tlon  is  before  the  House,    This  is  a  worthy  memorial  to  a 
^ttTp^ SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    "The  quesUon  is  on  the  mo- 
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pen.  Tills  is  needed  to  Insure  us  against  a  shut-down  of 
this  plant  by  a  flooding  of  the  town  in  which  it  is  situated 
and  the  cutting  off  of  the  roads  to  the  plant  by  floods.  As 
I  have  said,  the  idant  was  closed,  both  in  1936  and  1938. 
by  the  floods  which  occurred  then.  This  item  amounts  to 
$249,000.  It  is  something  we  can  well  appropriate  now  to 
protect  against  the  loss  of  the  facilities  for  making  the  most 
important  munitions  we  are  making  today.  The  thing  we 
are  most  desperately  in  need  of  is  aircraft  engines.  One- 
half  of  our  engine  capacity  is  in  this  particular  plant.  We 
are  turning  out  about  1,800  engines  for  military  aircraft  a 
month,  900  of  them  in  this  plant.  An  addition  Is  being  built 
now  which  will  increase  the  plant  capacity  by  over  50  per- 
cent. 

This  amount  is  needed  now.  otherwise  I  wotild  not  ask  for 
it.  I  may  say  that  this  is  not  in  my  district;  none  of  these 
projects  are  in  my  district.  I  beUeve  that  if  we  stop  and 
think  of  the  situation  that  faces  us  In  regard  to  aircraft  and 
aircraft  engines  we  will  be  willing  to  waive,  on  a  project  of 
as  much  necessity  as  this,  the  question  of  going  through  the 
normal  time-consuming  procedure  in  order  to  protect  the 
prerogatives  of  a  committee  of  the  House.  I  beheve  that  in 
all  normal  cases  they  should  be  protected,  but  in  this  case 
the  need  for  the  products  of  this  plant  is  so  great  that  we 
should  not  delay.  I  have  called  it  a  desperate  need,  and  I 
am  not  exaggerating.  We  need  engines  more  than  anything 
else  we  need  today  except  time.  If  we  had  the  time  we 
could  build  plants  all  over  the  country  where  there  would  be 
no  danger  from  floods  cutting  off  the  roads.  If  we  had 
time  we  could  build  all  the  things  we  need.  If  we  had  time 
we  could  wait  for  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control  to  bring 
in  this  bill  and  to  pass  the  bill.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  bill 
the  Committee  on  Flood  Control  has  reported,  and  as  I  say, 
it  includes  this  item,  but  we  do  not  have  the  time  to  wait. 
This  is  the  best  opportunity  we  would  have  to  get  work 
under  way  to  finish  this  dike  and  to  protect  that  part  of  our 
aircraft -engine  capacity. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  support  for  the  preferential  motion. 
[Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  8  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Mn.LER]. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  regret  that  the  chairman  of  (he  subcom- 
mittee has  seen  flt  to  shut  off  debate  on  this  amendment,  as 
it  is  of  vital  importance  not  only  to  Connecticut  but  to  an 
airplane-purchase  program. 

Mr,  Speaker,  we  have  come  to  an  amendment  now  that 
carries  $249,000.  and  that  is  getting  down  to  a  reastmable 
sum  of  money  that  I  can  comprehend.  My  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr,  Smith]  has  pointed  out  the 
importance  of  this  amendment  to  our  aircraft-expansion  pro- 
gram. The  chairman  <rf  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control 
very  truthfully  said  that  this  dike  does  not  protect  the  prop- 
erty of  the  Pratt  li  Whitney  Aircraft  Co.,  or  the  United  Air- 
craft Corporation,  l>ut  I  say  to  you  on  my  honor  as  a  Member 
of  this  House  that  this  extension — and  it  is  nothing  more 
than  an  extension  of  a  dike  already  authorized  and  being 
built — would  protect  the  ai^>roaches,  and  the  only  direct  ap- 
proaches, from  the  city  of  Hartford  and  the  city  of  Springfield 
to  the  East  Hartford  plant  of  the  United  Aircraft  Corporation. 
During  the  1938  flood  I  saw  the  streeU  that  will  be  protected 
by  this  extension  of  the  dike  under  18  feet  ot  water. 

When  the  corporation  built  their  plant  in  East  Hartford 
they,  of  course,  went  a  little  way  out  of  the  city  so  that,  as 
they  thought,  they  were  a  safe  distance  from  the  river.  This 
amendment  was  offered  in  the  other  body  by  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut.  At  that  time  lie  did  not  know  that 
these  other  Items  were  to  be  added  to  the  bill.  He  offered  it 
on  the  ground  of  an  emergency,  and  the  other  body  agreed 
to  an  appropriation  of  $249,000  simply  because  it  was  an 
emergency. 

I  hope  that  regardless  of  the  action  that  has  been  taken  on 
the  other  amendment  you  will  consider  seriously  the  impor- 
tance of  this  amendment.    Ab  the  chairman  ot  the  Committee 


on  Flood  Control.  I  am  sure,  will  be  ready  to  tell  yoa.  he 
approves  of  the  item.    It  Is  In  his  bUl,    Certainly  it  Is  not  a 
large  enough  item  to  affect  the  outcome  of  his  bill  when  it 
comes  here.     [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  iMr.  WHrrnNCTOw]. 

Mr.  WHirnNQTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rather  hesitate  to 
detain  the  House,  but  in  all  fairness  to  the  flood-control 
projects  in  the  other  parts  of  the  country  I  call  attention 
to  the  fact — and  this  is  the  purpose  of  my  rising — that  this 
particular  amendment  is  an  appropriation.  It  involves  an 
appropriation  without  this  project  having  been  authorized. 
The  authorization  for  this  project  is  embraced  in  the  previous 
amendment,  which  we  voted  down.  This  is  at  East  Hartford, 
across  the  river  from  Hartford,  Conn.,  a  much  smaller  mu- 
nicipality than  Hartford.  We  authorized  a  project  there  in 
1938.  It  has  been  given  priority.  In  the  prosecution  of  the 
project  they  wanted  to  extend  it,  the  levee  and  flood  walls, 
to  take  in  other  areas. 

It  is  a  worthy  project  and  I  stand  for  it  and  It  Is  em- 
braced In  our  bill  now  pending,  but  I  respectfully  submit 
that  where  Congress  appropriates  millions  and  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars  for  flood-control  projects  we  are  not 
justified  in  making  an  exception  and  nullifsring  that  policy 
by  appropriating  for  any  project  that  has  not  been  ap- 
proved and  authorized  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
I  States.  So  this  i>articular  amendment  has  all  the  vices  of 
previous  Senate  amendments  and,  in  addition  to  that,  it 
has  the  further  vice  that  it  has  not  been  authorized  by  the 
Congress.  I  trust  that  the  preferential  motion  will  be 
voted  down.  The  airplane  plant  is  not  located  within  the 
area  that  will  be  protected,  but  it  is  a  worthy  project  and 
should  finally  be  adopted. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell] 

Mr,  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  the  motion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Blr.  Waribn)  .  The  question 
Is  on  the  preferential  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  SioTHl  that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Smith  of  Connecticut)  there  were — ayes  12,  noes  66. 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  motion  now  recurs  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Sny- 
DKB]  that  the  House  insist  upon  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  7:  Page  11,  line  11,  ■ta-lke  out  "•600,000" 
and  Insert  "11,242,000." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
motion  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Sktdek  moves  that  the  House  recede  and  concur  In  Senate 
amendment  No.  7,  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  After  the 
anx>unt  named  in  said  amendment,  insert  the  following:  "Rro' 
vided.  That  from  and  after  the  approval  of  this  act  the  Caddoa 
Reservoir  project  for  flood  control  and  water  oonserratlon  In  Colo- 
rado and  Tfari— ,  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved 
June  22.  1936,  shall  be  linown  and  designated  on  the  public  records 
as  the  John  Martin  ReserToir  project,  and  that  the  change  In  the 
name  of  Fuch  project  shall  in  no  wise  affect  the  rights  of  the  State 
of  Colorado  or  the  State  of  Kansas,  or  any  county,  municipality, 
corporation,  association,  or  person,  and  all  records,  stirveys,  maps. 
and  public  documents  of  the  United  States,  or  of  either  of  saUl 
States  In  which  such  project  Is  mentioned  or  referred  to  under  any 
other  name  than  the  John  Martin  Eteeervolr  project,  shall  be  held 
to  refer  to  such  project  under  and  by  Urn  name  of  Jobn  Martin 
Bcswolr  project." 
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up  and  waves  4  and  5  feet  high  dashed  houses  to  pieces. 
The  levees  had  not  been  improved,  as  was  called  for  in  the 
river  and  harbor  bill  of  the  last  Coneress.    The  Armv  Eniri- 


One  thing  more,  with  all  deference  to  the  Senator  who  drew 
it,  the  amendment  was  drawn  ineptly.    The  language  is: 


m  Ar<t««       MAM^-.^I 
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!ilr  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  our  dis- 
tinguished chainnan  of  the  Committee  on  Appropr  aUons. 
the  gentleman  from  Colorado  IMr.  Taylor]      tAPPlau^-] 

Mr  TAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  you  all  realize,  this  amend- 
m^t"  is  purely  a  tribute  to  our  late  and  beloved  colleague 

5  A.  MartJi.  of  Colorado.    He  worked  incessantly  nearly 

6  years  to  bring  about  the  realization  of  this  project.  I  thmk 
it  was  to  him  the  most  Important  activity  of  his  entire  con- 
n-esslonal  career.  I  know  what  an  immense  amount  of  en- 
ergy and  persistence  it  required  for  him  to  accomplish  the 
definite  authorization  of  this  project.  I  know  the  House  will 
be  pleased  to  learn  that  not  only  the  entire  membership  of 
the  conference  committee  but  the  entire  population  of  the 
Arkansas  Valley  and  Colorado  are  unanimously  in  favor  of 
paying  this  permanent  expression  of  appreciation  and  grau- 
tude  to  John  Martin.  ^       , 

I  have  often  felt  that  actions  of  this  kind  are  not  only 
eminently  just  and  appropriate  but  they  are  a  perpetual 
inspiration  to  the  youth  of  our  country.  ^    ^      v. 

The  language  that  I  have  used  is.  merely  with  the  change 
of  names,  the  identical  language  that  I  have  used  several 
times  before.  A  number  of  years  ago  I  took  a  similar  action 
m  respect  to  the  Casper-Alcova  reclamation  project  in  Wy- 
oming. Senator  John  Kendrlcks.  of  that  State,  put  in  a  large 
part  of  his  time  for  about  10  years  creating  that  ProJ«:t. 
After  he  passed  away  I  inserted  a  provision  in  the  Interior 
Department  appropriation  bill  changing  the  name  of  that 
project  to  the  John  Kendricks  project. 

I  used  similar  language  in  changing  the  name  of  the  large 
dam  and  reservoir  on  the  Shagras  River  that  furnishes  the 
water  for  the  operation  of  the  locks  on  the  Panama  Canal 
and  named  it  the  Madden  Dam  and  Reservoir  in  honor  of 
the  former  chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
Martin  Madden,  of  Chicago. 

I  used  similar  language  in  changing  the  name  of  the  hos- 
piUl  in  the  city  of  Panama  in  honor  of  General  Gorgas. 

I  may  add  that  for  some  250  years  the  Colorado  River  was 
composed  of  two  branches  named  the  Green  River,  which 
came  from  Wyoming,  and  the  Grand  River,  which  came  from 
Colorado.  Those  two  streams  met  in  the  central  part  of 
Utah  and  formed  the  great  Colorado  River. 

When  the  Territory  of  Colorado  was  created  in  1861  the 
Territory  was  named  Colorado  after  that  great  stream.  But 
from  that  time,  for  60  years  thereafter,  the  river  for  which 
our  State  was  named  never  came  nearer  than  about  100  miles 

to  our  State.  ^       . 

In  1921  I  passed  a  seperate  bill  through  Congress  changing 
the  name  of  the  Grand  River  to  the  Colorado  River,  which 
was  the  main  branch  of  that  stream.  There  has  never  been 
any  question  about  the  legality  or  any  complications  as  a 
result  of  any  of  those  changes,  and  I  am  confident  there  will 
not  be  in  this  case.  I  hope  the  House  will  unanimously 
approve  this  amendment.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Dakota  IMr.  Cask]. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  simply  wish  to 
say  that  the  people  of  the  West  generally  recognize  the  fact 
that  John  Martin  was  a  fighter  for  the  West  and  a  rugged 
patriot  who  served  his  country  well.  I  am  sure  that  the 
people  who  knew  him.  regardless  of  their  party  afCUiation, 
will  appreciate  this  tribute  to  him,  the  renaming  of  this 
project  in  his  memory. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  compliment  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  for  offering  an  amendment  to 
this  bill  to  change  the  name  of  the  Caddoa  Reservoir  on  the 
Arkansas  River  in  Colorado  to  the  John  Martin  Reservoir. 
As  a  Representative  from  Kansas  and  a  member  of  the  Flood 
Control  Committee  at  the  time  the  Caddoa  Reservoir  was 
authorized,  it  was  my  privilege  to  cooperate  with  the  late 
John  Martin,  of  Colorado.  In  securing  its  approval  and  com- 
mencement. It  was  a  privilege  to  work  with  him.  as  he  was 
energetic,  enthusiastic,  and  at  all  times  a  gentleman.  Those 
of  us  who  worked  with  him  miss  his  inspiration  and  enthusi- 
aan  whenever  flood-control  and  water-conservation  legisla- 
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tlon  is  before  the  House.    This  is  a  worthy  memorial  to  a 

"^^-Sf  Weaker  pro  tempore.    The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  .       .„  *  **»« 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

<;pnat<>  amendment  No.  8:  On  page  11.  line  12,  Insert: 

^(S  SiUol  lacramento  Rive?,  Calif.:  There  U.  hereby  author- 
ized S?  Srcompletlon  at  Sacramento  River  Jood^ptrol  works 
heretofore  authorized  the  additional  sum  of  $1,844,000. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  insist 
upon  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  LEA.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Ij:a  moves  that  the  House  recede  and  concur  In  Senate 
amendment  No.  8. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  California  [Mr.  Lea]. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  appreciate  the  fine  work  done 
by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  IMr.  Whittington]  in 
his  leadership  in  flood-control  matters  in  this  House.  Per- 
sonally. I  believe  that  each  year  Congress  ought  to  pass  a 
river  and  harbor  bill  and  a  flood-control  bill.  Such  a  policy, 
if  followed,  would,  in  my  judgment,  confine  such  legislation 
to  more  meritorious  projects,  and  it  would  permit  action 
upon  them  within  a  reasonable  time.  There  is  now  no  cer- 
tainty as  to  how  long  it  may  take  to  secure  the  adoption  of 
the  most  meritorious  project. 

If  I  could  see  any  prospect  of  getting  action  under  the 
flood-control  bill.  I  would  not  be  so  concerned  about  this 
item  in  an  appropriation  biU.  In  view  of  the  tragic  results 
from  delays  in  completing  the  Sacramento  Valley  flood- 
control  project  and  the  danger  of  the  repetition  of  such  a 
disaster  any  winter,  it  is  distressing  to  see  no  certain  results 
as  to  a  situation  that  so  clearly  demands  the  most  prompt 

action.  ^       a.^  ^  x, 

I  might  distinguish  this  project  from  the  others  that  have 
been  considered  here  today.  A  simUar  amendment  for  the 
same  purpose  after  hearings  was  included  in  the  river  and 
harbor  bill  which  passed  this  House  last  year.  A  similar  Item 
Is  in  the  bill  recently  reported  to  this  House  by  the  Flood 
Control  Committee.  The  amendment  before  us  passed  the 
Senate.  So  we  have  the  situation  where  an  amendment  ap- 
proved by  both  Houses  cannot  be  considered  on  the  basis  of 
its  merits,  but.  Uke  other  authorizations,  is  proposed  to  be 
rejected  on  a  question  of  procedure  only.  M  these  floods 
would  delay  for  procedure,  I  would  be  highly  in  favor  of  that 

plan.  ,     _      . 

Let  me  explain  some  of  the  facts.  The  Sacramento  flood- 
control  project  covers  over  90  miles  of  that  river.  The  Sac- 
ramento River,  like  the  Mississippi  River,  for  a  long  distance 
flows  on  a  ridge,  and  the  river  channel  is  not  large  enough  to 
carry  much  of  its  storm  waters.  The  project  requires  vast 
levees,  bypasses,  and  spillways.  The  project  was  adopted  by 
the  Federal  Government  after  the  local  people  had  expended 
millions  of  dollars  for  flood-protection  plans.  Since  then 
over  $50,000,000  has  been  spent.  The  local  people  have  con- 
tributed over  $30,000,000.  The  Federal  Government,  without 
this  authorization,  would  spend  about  $20,100,000.  With  this 
amendment  the  Federal  responsibility  would  be  $1,844,000 
greater  than  now. 

In  1937  we  had  a  flood  in  that  area.  Great  damage  was 
done.  The  levee  system  was  incomplete  though  several  years 
beyond  the  time  for  \ls  completion  had  expired.  Flood  dam- 
age to  the  uncompleted  levees  had  Increased  the  amovmt 
necessary  to  finish  the  work.  Under  the  slow  procedure  of 
Congress,  it  was  not  until  1939  we  got  the  amendment  in  the 
river  and  harbor  bill,  but  it  failed  to  pass.  This  year  we  had 
two  floods.  One  of  those  floods  did  damage  of  over  $15,000,- 
000  In  this  flat  farming  section.  Six  thousand  people  were 
compelled  to  flee  from  their  homes.  The  water  submerged 
some  of  the  lands  as  deep  as  15  to  20  feet.    A  high  wind  came 
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cannot  be  realized  unless  we  have  a  larger  flow  of  water 
durii^  the  dry-weather  season.     This  can  be  accomplished 
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up  and  waves  4  and  5  feet  hl^  dashed  houses  to  pieces. 
The  levees  had  not  been  improved,  as  was  called  for  in  the 
river  and  harbor  bill  of  the  last  Congress.  The  Army  Engi- 
neers had  recommended  this  improvement.  If  that  work 
could  have  been  done  on  project  time  it  might  have  saved  sev- 
eral millions  of  the  damage.  In  the  recent  storms  38  breaches 
were  made  In  the  levees.  It  would  cost  $925,000  to  replace 
those  levees  temporarily.  It  will  cost  much  more  to  build  them 
to  project  standards.  Practically  all  the  breaches  occurred  in 
levees  not  yet  completed  according  to  the  project  standards. 
Over  600,000  acres  of  agricultural  lands  were  submerged  by 
that  flood.  The  project  was  originally  designed  on  a  5-year 
basis.  Instead  of  that  It  has  been  over  11  years  since  the 
revised  plan  was  approved.  The  delay  with  these  recurring 
floods  has  done  damage  to  the  levees  until  this  increased  cost 
is  necessary  to  complete  the  project.  The  funds  If  granted 
would  be  expended  for  the  purposes  and  on  the  contributory 
basis  of  the  established  project.  The  amendment  does  not 
call  for  the  extension  of  the  existing  works  but  simply  for 
their  completion. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentleman  1  minute 
more. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  recently  the  Governor  of  California 
called  a  special  session  of  the  legislature,  which  appropriated 
$1,900,000  to  match  the  authorization  proposed  in  this  amend- 
ment.   The  Governor  has  signed  the  bill. 

The  Sacramento  River  flood-control  project  Is  probably  the 
only  substantial  Federal  project  in  the  United  States  for  which 
the  local  people  contribute  50  percent  of  the  cost  of  levee  con- 
struction. That  50  percent  has  been  appropriated  by  the 
State  of  California  to  match  this  authorization. 

In  connection  with  the  recent  floods  In  the  Sacramento 
Valley,  the  Federal  agencies  did  much  to  afford  relief  and  to 
aid  recovery.  The  engineers  of  the  War  Department  acted 
with  fine  executive  ability,  diligence,  and  understanding. 
They  deserve  the  highest  commendation. 

I  sincerely  hope  the  House  will  adopt  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whittington]. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  15  years  and  since 
I  have  been  a  Member  of  Congress.  I  have  supported  appro- 
priations for  the  Sacramento  River.  I  am  in  sympathy 
with  the  situation  that  obtains  there  now.  and  the  Committee 
on  Flood  Control  has  reported  properly  and  in  proper  lan- 
guage. I  think,  an  amendment  for  an  authorization  for 
$2,000,000  additional.  I  am  grateful  for  all  appropriations 
made  on  the  Mississippi  River  and  on  the  other  rivers  of  the 
country  for  flood  contlol.  I  think  it  is  fair  for  me  to  say  that 
I  know  of  no  more  generous  treatment  that  has  been  accorded 
to  any  river  in  the  United  States  than  has  been  accorded  to 
the  Sacramento  River.  As  stated  by  the  gentleman  from 
California  IMr.  Lea],  the  Federal  Government  has  contrib- 
uted $20,000,000  for  flood  control  on  that  river,  and  the 
Government  contributed  that  before  it  made  any  other  con- 
tributions to  any  other  river  in  the  United  States  except  the 
lower  Mississippi.  There  Is  now  being  erected  in  the  head- 
waters in  the  vicinity  of  Mount  Shasta  one  of  the  greatest 
reservoirs  In  the  United  States,  at  a  cost  of  millions  and  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  and  it  was  said  at  the  time  we  authorized  it 
that  one  of  its  purposes  is  to  detain  the  waters  and  promote 
flood  control  in  the  Sacramento  River. 

Let  me  remind  you  of  the  situation.  In  agreeing  to  the 
previous  amendment  because  of  the  emergency  and  the  recent 
floods  I  was  delighted  that  we  increased  the  funds  for  work 
along  the  Sacramento  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Budget.  The  only  appropriation  made  for  flood 
control  that  was  Increased,  In  the  Senate,  and  Just  approved 
by  the  House  is  the  one  Increasing  the  appropriation  for 
flood  control  along  the  Sacramento  River  by  $642,000.  In 
other  words,  out  of  all  the  projects  in  the  United  States  we 
selected  this  one  to  increase  the  appropriation  this  current 
year. 
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One  thing  more,  with  all  deference  to  the  Senator  who  drew 
It.  the  amendment  was  drawn  ineptly.    The  language  is: 

Flood  control,  Sacramento  River,  Call!.:  There  Is  hereby  author- 
ized for  the  completion  of  Sacramento  River  flood-control  works 
heretofore  authorised  the  additional  sum  of  $1344.000. 

There  is  not  a  single  condition,  not  a  single  requirement  of 
local  Interests.  In  all  other  projects  in  the  United  States 
where  they  have  levees  and  flood  walls  the  local  interests  are 
required  to  provide  lands  for  the  right-of-way:  and  in  the 
general  authorization  bill  that  we  reported,  we  required  that. 

In  all  fairness,  I  submit  the  amendment  should  take  the 
same  course  as  previous  Senate  amendments,  and  that  the 
preferential  motion  should  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

"Hie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the 
preferential  motion  to  recede  and  concur. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  recurs  on  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  that  the  House 
insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
No.  8. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  11:  Page  12,  line  4,  Insert  the  following: 
"Savannah  River  and  Clark  Hill  Reservoir:  Senate  Document 
No.  66,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  first  session;  In  accordance  with 
the  plan  recommended  on  page  4  of  said  document:  Provided,  That 
In  marketing  power  developed  by  this  project,  the  policy  of  giv- 
ing preference  and  priority  to  States,  municipalities,  public  bodies, 
and  cooperatives,  heretofore  established  by  the  Congress  In  the 
Federal  Power  Act  and  the  Bonneville  Act.  shall  he  preserved  and 
continued. 

"Whenever  any  power  project,  not  under  Federal  license.  Is  bene- 
fited by  the  Clark  Hill  Reservoir  project,  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission, after  notice  to  the  owner  or  owners  of  such  unlicensed 
project  and  after  opportunity  for  hearing,  shall  determine  and  fix 
a  reasonable  and  equitable  annual  charge  to  be  paid  to  the  United 
States  on  account  of  such  benefits  by  said  owner  or  owners  or  other 
recipients  of  such  benefits." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  fur- 
ther insist  upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  No.  11. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  a  preferen- 
tial motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Brown  of  Georgia  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  11  and  concur  In 
the  same  with  an  amendment  as  "follows: 

"Savannah  River  and  Clark  Hill  Reservoir:  The  Savannah  River 
and  Clark  Hill  Reservoir  project.  In  accordance  with  the  plan  recom- 
mended on  page  4  of  Senate  Document  No.  66.  Seventy-sixth  Con- 
gress, first  session.  Is  hereby  authorized  and  adopted :  Provided,  That 
in  marketing  power  developed  by  this  project  the  policy  of  giving 
preference  and  priority  to  States,  municipalities,  public  bodies,  and 
cooperatives  heretofore  established  by  the  Congress  In  the  Federal 
Power  Act  and  the  Bonneville  Act  shaU  be  preserved  and  continued. 

"Whenever  any  power  project  not  under  Federal  license  Is  bene- 
fited by  the  Clark  Hill  Reservoir  project,  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
sion, after  notice  to  the  owner  or  owners  of  such  unlicensed  project 
and  after  opport,unlty  for  hearing,  shall  determine  and  fix  a  reason- 
able and  equitable  annual  charge  to  be  paid  to  the  United  States  on 
account  of  such  beneflU  by  said  owner  or  owners  or  other  reclplenU 
of  such  benefits." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  tMr.  Brown]. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  amendment 
has  only  two  additional  words,  "authorized  and  adopted." 
which,  by  mistake,  were  left  out  of  the  Senate  amendment. 

We  are  In  a  little  different  situation  with  respect  to  this 
project  in  that  it  Is  a  multiple-piupose  project  for  flood  con- 
trol, navigation,  and  power.  When  this  appropriation  bill 
was  considered  In  the  Senate  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnts]  and  the  two  distinguished  Sen- 
ators from  Georgia  sponsored  this  amendment  and  it  was 
agreed  to  unanimously. 

I  do  not  believe  we  ought  to  reject  this  amendment  just 
because  the  Senate  adopted  it.    I  will  show  you  in  a  few 
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Hill  site  for  power  and  storage,  and  the  improvement  for 
navigation  below  Augusta  by  the  United  States  under  the 
project  as  now  provided  for.  with  supplementary  regulating 


means  of  improving  the  river  below  Augusta  for  6-foot  navi- 
gation, due  credit  being  allowed  for  benefits  to  other  interests. 
The  comprehensive  renort  on  the  Savannah  River  Basin 
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minutes  where  this  project  haa  been  recommended  by  ^  or 
ae^  different  governmental  agencies  which  have  control  oj 
SJSecte  of  this  kind.    Its  authorizaUon  in  an  appropnaUon 

bill  seta  no  new  precedent.  ,^   «„ 

t"  those  Members  who  oppose  an  authoriaatlon  in  an 
appropriation  bill.  I  wish  to  state  that  this  is  not  a  new 

^^^iSlTas  done  in  the  War  Department  civil  f uncUons  ai>- 
proprtation  bill,  approved  July  19.  1937.  PuWic  Law  Na  208. 
Seventy-fifth  Congress.  This  bill  contained  an  authcariza- 
Uon  lor  such  work^  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  protecUon  of 

the  town  of  CoUinsville.  Ala.  

Also  the  War  Department  civil  funcUons  appropriaUon 
bill  Public  Law  No.  154,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  approved 
June  28.  1939.  contained  a  modification  of  the  authorization 
for  the  Memphis.  Tenn..  nood-control  project  authorized  by 
the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  August  28.  1937.  by  providing 
that  the  conditions  of  local  cooperaUon  should  be  so  mo<ll- 
fled— without  increasing  the  total  estimated  construction 
cost  of  the  project— that  the  cost  of  providing  pumping  sta- 
tions and  ouUet  works  for  interior  drainage  should  be  borne 
by  the  United  States,  all  in  accordance  with  plans  to  be 
approved  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  It  also  contained  a 
modification  of  the  Bayou  Bodcau  and  Cypress  Bayou.  La., 
project,  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  June 

28,  1938,  by  providing  that  the  reservoir  and  other  flood- 
control  works  on  Bayou  Bodcau  and  Cypress  Bayou.  La., 
should  be  constructed  in  accordance  with  the  revised  plans 
and  cost  estimates  in  the  Office  of  Chief  of  Engineers. 

On  page  9  of  the  pending  bUl.  put  In  by  the  House  com- 
mittee, is  the  provision  that  the  flood-control  jwoject  at 
North  Little  Rock,  In  Pulaski  County.  Ark.,  authorized  by 
the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  22,  1936,  shall  be  con- 
structed in  accOTdance  with  the  revised  plans  and  cost  esti- 
mates now  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 

With  the  different  reports  on  Clarks  Hill  of  practically  all 
the  Government  agencies  dealing  with  projects  of  this  type 
approving  this  project  and  stating  that  It  is  highly  desirable, 
sound,  and  economically  Justified;  and  in  further  view  of  the 
fact  that  it  will  be  self-liquidating,  this  amendment  should 
not  be  stricken  from  the  bill.  The  Senate  was  within  its 
rights  and  did  the  proper  thing  by  placing  this  item  in  this 
bill,  for  the  reason  that  it  was  not  placed  in  the  navigation 
or  flood-control  bills  on  the  theory  that  it  was  a  multiple- 
purpose  project  for  power,  flood  control,  and  navigation,  and 
especially  in  view  of  the  fact  fr«n  a  national-defense  aspect 
authorization  of  this  project  is  highly  desirable  at  this  time. 

The  report  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  dated  March 

29.  1939.  included  in  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
United  States  Army,  in  Senate  Document  No.  66.  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress,  first  session,  entitled  "Savannah  River  and 
Clarks  Hill  Reservoir,  Ga.,"  relative  to  national -defense  as- 
pects, stated  that  meritorious  water-power  developments  are 
of  special  significance  to  national  defense.  Constructed  in 
time  of  peace  in  connection  with  the  development  of  rivers 
for  the  benefit  of  navigation  and  for  the  control  of  floods, 
or  during  depressions  as  work -relief  measures,  they  repre- 
sent, in  effect,  stored  peacetime  labor  and  prpvide  a  soiurce 
of  dependable  power  which  almost  certainly  would  be  of 
great  value  in  a  war  emergency.  It  further  stated  that 
power  from  the  Clarks  Hill  project  would  thus  be  available 
for  supplying  the  increased  power  load  during  war  as  well 
as  the  expanding  market  in  the  region  of  the  project,  and 
It  would  make  possible  the  establishment  of  war  industries 
in  that  region  or.  In  the  alternative,  would  provide  power 
for  transmission,  by  relay,  to  distant  industrial  centers. 

The  recently  completed  navigation  project  on  the  Sa- 
vazmah  River  from  Augusta  to  Savannah  provides  a  depth 
of  6  feet  in  the  river  during  80  or  85  percent  of  the  year. 
The  Government  has  spent  nearly  (3.000.000  on  this  project. 
It  Is  very  unsatisfactory  because  It  will  not  carry  barges 
during  the  whole  year.  Dry  weather  occurring  every  fall 
causes  low  river  stages,  with  a  reduction  of  loads  being 
carried  on  barges.    Therefore,  the  full  benefit  to  navigation 
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cannot  be  realiaed  unless  we  have  a  larger  flow  of  water 
during  the  dry-weather  season.  This  can  be  accomplished 
only  by  construction  of  the  Clarks  Hill  Reservoir. 

The  only  pracUcal  way  to  secure  a  uniform  channel  100 
percent  of  the  time  is  to  store  water  in  reservoirs  during 
rainy  periods  and  to  release  the  water  at  a  uniform  rate 
during  dry  periods.  Not  only  will  the  Clarks  Hill  project, 
if  developed,  accomplish  this  but  It  will  produce  a  large 
amount  of  power  during  the  enUre  year  and  provide  flood 
control  to  many  counties  in  Georgia  and  South  Carolina 
lying  alcmg  the  Savannah  River  above  and  below  the  city 
of  Augusta.  ^  - 

In  1937  the  Federal  Power  Commission  made  a  survey  oi 
the  power  market  within  reach  of  the  Clarks  Hill  site,  and 
it  reported  that  the  maximum  demand  for  power  had  in- 
creased from  1.180.000  kilowatts  in  1933  to  1,425.000  kilowatte 
In  1936,  an  increase  of  20  percent  in  3  years.  The  Commis- 
sion also  estimated  that  the  power  demand  would  exceed 
2,000.000  kilowatts  by  1941.  The  estimated  average  annual 
increase  is  82.000  kilowatts.  The  Federal  Power  Commission 
also  stated  there  would  be  ample  market  for  the  power  before 
the  project  could  be  completed. 

As  has  been  pointed  out  by  the  Savannah  River  Special 
Board,  the  Clarks  Hill  site  is  exceptional  in  that  a  very  large 
reservoir  may  be  created  with  only  moderate  flowage  damage. 
The  reservoir  site  is  well  down  on  the  main  stem  of  the  river 
SO  that  a  large  volume  of  water  for  filling  purposes  each  year 
is  definitely  assured. 

The  usable  storage  capacity  is  sufficient  for  satisfactory 
annual  regulation  of  the  stream  flow  during  low -flow  years. 

The  damage  to  railroads,  highways,  and  other  valuable 
improvements  would  be  very  small.  The  lands  that  would  be 
fiooded  are  largely  uninhabited,  sparsely  wooded  tracts  and 
uncultivated  fields,  with  only  a  small  proportion  of  farm 
lands  in  high  state  of  cultivation,  and  with  practically  no 
farm  buildings.  Thus,  it  is  seen  that  the  entire  fiowage 
damage  would  not  greatly  exceed  the  bare  cost  of  the  project 

lands. 

Throughout  the  driest  years  the  project  could  so  regulate 
the  natural  flow  of  the  river  that  the  minimum  flow  at 
Augusta  would  be  approximately  5.600  cubic  feet  per  second, 
or  more  than  three  times  as  great  as  the  present  ordinary  low- 
water  flow.  The  greatly  augmented  low-water  flow  below 
Augusta  would  convert  an  imsatisf  actory  channel  into  a  navl- 
gati(Mi  route  of  importance,  with  navigable  depths  in  excess 
of  6  feet  available  100  percent  of  the  time,  and  capable  of 
accommodating  relatively  large-scale  tonnage. 

This  proposed  project  for  navigation,  flood  control,  and 
power  would  cost  nearly  $28,000,000  and  will  produce  annually 
500,000.000  kilowatt-hours  of  electric  energy  at  a  cost  of  about 
2V2  mills  per  kilowatt-hour  for  prime  power,  which  is  about 
53  percent  of  the  cost  of  steam-generated  power  in  this 
territory. 

This  project  has  been  approved  and  recommended  by 
various  Government  agencies  as  being  practical,  sound,  and 
economically  Justified,  including  the  following: 

First.  Brig.  Gen.  G.  B.  Pilsbury,  Acting  Chief  of  Engineers, 
November  9.  1934.    See  308  Report  Savannah  River.  House  . 
Document  64.  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  first  session,  pub- 
lished January  3.  1935. 

Second.  Special  board  appointed  by  President  Roosevelt. 
Report  dated  February  29,  1936. 

Third.  National  Resources  Committee,  November  5,   1936. 

Fourth.  Federal  Power  Commission  Power  Market  Survey, 
April  1937. 

Fifth.  Board  of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  January 
25,  1938. 

Sixth.  Federal  Power  Commissian,  March  1938. 

Seventh.  National  Resources  Committee,  April  1938. 

The  report  of  the  Acting  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the  Secretary 

of  War.  dated  November  9,  1934.  printed  in  House  Document 

No.  64,  shows  that  the  district  engineers  conclude  that  the 

most  economical  plan  for  the  coordination  of  development  of 

I  power  and  navigation  lies  in  the  development  of  the  Clarks 
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Hill  site  for  power  and  storage,  and  the  improvement  for 
navigation  below  Augusta  by  the  United  States  under  the 
project  as  now  provided  for.  with  supplementary  regulating 
works. 

They  consider  It  to  be  of  prime  importance  to  navigation. 
As  brought  out  in  section  V,  development  of  the  basin  above 
Augusta  for  power  would  provide  a  large  amount  of  storago 
and,  as  the  addition  of  storage  to  natural  low  flows  is  of  prime 
importance  in  connection  with  navigation  below  Augusta,  the 
possibility  of  a  coordinated  scheme  involving  the  development 
of  power  with  storage  and  navigation  is  apparent. 

The  report  shows  that  the  proposed  reservoir  at  this  site  is 
greater  than  at  any  other  power  site:  that  the  drainage  area 
above  Clarks  Hill  is  85  percent  of  that  above  Augusta,  hence 
the  reservoir  requirements,  as  to  operation,  for  cither  power 
or  navigation,  should  be  very  nearly  the  same;  and  that  the 
Claiks  Hill  site  is  but  21  miles  above  Augusta  and  therefore 
the  effectiveness  of  the  proposed  reservoir  for  navigation 
cannot  be  questioned. 

The  report  of  the  President's  special  board,  composed  of 
Col.  Earl  I.  Brown,  United  States  division  engineer;  Roger  B. 
McWhorter,  chief  engineer  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission; 
and  Sherman  M.  Woodward,  water  consultant.  National  Re- 
sources Committee,  dated  February  29,  1936,  shows  that  in  an 
official  report  dated  April  26,  1933,  the  district  engineer,  War 
Department.  Savannah.  Ga..  estimated  the  annual  benefits 
to  the  public  for  a  dependable  6-foot  navigation  channel  below 
Augusta,  with  project  depths  available  100  percent  of  the  time, 
at  $751,000.  The  division  engineer,  in  reviewing  the  report, 
concurred  in  the  principles  upon  which  the  district  engineer's 
estimate  was  based,  but  expressed  the  opinion  that  annual 
benefits  of  only  $500,000  could  be  foreseen  with  reasonable 
assurance.  The  Board  examined  the  reports  and  findings  of 
the  two  reporting  officers  and  considered  that  the  reduction 
made  by  the  division  engineer  may  haxe_beefi  somewhat  too 
drastic.  Consequently,  the  Board  assumed  for  the  purpose 
of  this  report  that  the  annual  benefits  to  the  public  from  a 
thoroughly  dependable  6-foot  navigation  project  below  Au- 
gusta would  be  $600,000.  stating  that  while  admittedly  such 
benefits  are  not  susceptible  of  exact  determination,  the  latter 
figure  appears  to  be  conservative. 

The  report  also  shows  that  by  drawing  water  from  the 
Claiks  Hill  reservoir  in  advance  of  the  maximum  inflow,  flood 
discharges  and  stages  could  be  reduced  at  Augusta,  without 
detriment  to  either  navigation  or  power. 

Due  to  the  short  advance  notice,  the  first  peak  of  the  1929 
flood  could  have  been  reduced  by  only  1.5  feet,  but  the  sec- 
ond peak  could  have  been  reduced  by  more  than  3  feet. 
Ordinarily,  in  the  case  of  large  floods,  it  is  believed  that  suffi- 
cient advance  notice  can  be  had  to  permit  of  operating  the 
reservoir  in  such  manner  as  to  prevent  the  river  at  Augusta 
from  rising  to  within  3  feet  of  the  stage  which  would  be 
reached  under  natural  conditions. 

The  report  states  that  the  reservoir  would  vitiate,  or  greatly 
reduce,  the  effect  downstream  from  the  project  of  small  and 
Intermediate  fioods.  and  the  control  of  such  floods  would 
afford  a  measure  of  protection  to  farm  lands  along  the  river 
between  Clarks  Hill  and  Savannah. 

The  United  States  is  committed  to  the  improvement  of  the 
Savannah  River  below  Augusta  for  steamboat  and  barge  nav- 
igation, and  any  channel  with  less  than  6  feet  of  dependable 
depth  would  be  inadequate  for  the  purpose.  The  Army  en- 
gineers have  estimated  the  cost  for  providing  a  dependable 
6-foot  channel  by  canalization  (locks  and  dams)  at  approxi- 
mately $15,000,000.  As  an  alternative  they  have  estimated 
the  cost  of  providing  such  a  channel  by  the  construction  of 
a  storage  dam  at  Brighams  Landing  (mile  142.4).  supple- 
mented by  open  river  Improvements,  at  $14,798,000.  They 
reached  the  conclusion,  however,  that  neither  of  these  meth- 
ods is  economically  justified  at  this  time.  The  special  board 
stated  in  the  report  that  aside  from  the  question  as  to  whether 
either  of  the  above  alternatives  would  be  justified  under  any 
conditions,  it  is  certain  that  the  Clarks  Hill  project,  rather 
than  either  of  these  schemes,  affords  the  most  economical 


means  of  Improving  the  river  below  Augusta  for  6-foot  navi- 
gation, due  credit  being  allowed  for  benefits  to  other  interests. 

The  comprehensive  report  on  the  Savannah  River  Basin 
by  the  National  Resources  Committee  In  cooperation  with 
the  East  Georgia  Planning  Council,  Prof.  Blake  R.  Van  Leer, 
water  consultant,  dated  November  5,  1936.  placed  this  project 
in  group  1  and  recommended  immediate  construction  because 
of  its  importance  to  navigation,  fiood  control,  and  power. 

It  stated  that  according  to  the  estimates  of  the  Department 
of  Commerce  Bureau  of  the  Census  the  States  of  South  Caro. 
Una  (15.7  percent)  and  Georgia  (15  percent)  showed  the 
greatest  percentage  growth  of  any  States  in  the  Union  be- 
tween 1930  and  1935,  and  that  the  industrial  possibilities  of 
this  region  are  just  dawning. 

It  fuither  stated  this  site  without  question  represents  the 
next  logical  step  in  power  generation  in  this  area,  and  the 
high  rate  of  cost  to  return  (1:1:49)  based  on  market  for  all 
power  is  so  high  as  to  offset  the  doubt  as  to  the  future  of  this 
market. 

The  power  market  for  the  output  of  the  Clarks  Hills  project 
by  the  Federal  PoWsir  Commission  in  April  1937  indicated 
there  would  be  an  ample  and  suitable  market  for  the  absorp- 
tion of  Clarks  Hill  power  by  the  year  1941,  when  the  project 
could  have  been  completed  if  construction  had  commenced 
in  1937. 

The  loads  which  might  advantageously  be  served  from  the 
Clarks  Hill  project  can  be  classified  as  follows: 

Class  1 :  Communities  and  wholesale  customers  within  about 
100  miles  of  the  site,  not  independently  served,  to  be  served 
over  separate  transmission  lines  from  Clarks  Hill. 

Class  2 :  Future  Increase  in  power  requirements  now  served 
from  existing  transmission  systems  In  the  territory  within 
economic  transmission  distance  of  Clarks  Hill,  largely  In  cen- 
tral Georgia  and  western  South  Carolina.  Clarks  Hill  power 
for  such  requirements  could  be  delivered  at  low  cost,  prin- 
cipally over  existing  lines. 

Class  3:  Power  requirements  in  Intermediate  areas  now 
supplied  from  sources  more  distant  than  Clarks  Hill.  Re- 
placement by  Clarks  Hill  power  would  release  the  generating 
capacity  of  the  distant  sources  to  supply  the  growth  of  loan 
in  their  own  territories. 

The  cost  of  Clarks  Hill  power  delivered  to  loads  described 
as  classes  1  and  2  above  is  thus  estimated  at  not  more  than 
4  to  5  mills  per  kilowatt-hour  for  firm  energy.  It  could, 
therefore,  be  sold  at  rates  advantageous  to  the  purchaser  aa 
compared  with  power  from  other  comparable  and  new  sources, 
according  to  this  survey. 

The  national  policy  of  the  United  States  has  been  declared 
to  be  that  a  navigable  river  is  a  public  highway  for  commerce 
and  the  advantages  should  be  utilized. 

The  Piedmont  Belt  is  an  agricultural  and  industrial  area, 
with  some  dairying.  Many  textile  mills  have  been  estab- 
lished, due  to  the  abundance  of  water  power.  Minerals  are 
also  found  in  this  region.  In  Elbert  County,  in  this  area, 
there  is  probably  more  monumental  granite  than  In  any  sec- 
tion of  the  United  States.  Much  cotton  is  raised,  besides 
poultry,  livestock,  and  fruits.  We  also  have  an  abimdance 
of  clay  products. 

It  is  estimated  that  there  is  available  for  upstream  move- 
ment in  the  river  some  600,000  tons  of  commerce  per  annum, 
and  for  downstream  movement  practically  400,000  tons,  mak- 
ing a  total  of  over  1,000,000  tons  at  an  estimated  saving  of 
over  $500,000,000.  Coal  could  be  shipped  much  cheaper  to 
this  section  by  navigation. 

It  is  shown  by  the  various  reports  that  the  Clarks  Hill 
project  will  pay  for  itself  and  in  the  end  will  not  cost  the 
Grovernment  anjrthing.  It  is  highly  desirable  that  this  proj- 
ect be  developed  rather  than  spend  some  $15,000,000  or  $18.- 
000,000  on  the  river  for  year-round  navigation  only.  This,  of 
course,  would  cost  the  Government  something  when  the  de- 
velopment of  Clarks  Hill,  with  a  threefold  purpose  of  power, 
navigation,  and  fiood  control,  would  in  the  long  run  be  of  no 
cost  to  the  Government 


7230 

This  river  Is  one  of  the  longest  that  empUes  Into  the  Atlan- 
tic Ocean,  and  probably  has  less  improvement  than  any  river 
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Mr.  HARE.    Mr.  Speaker,  If  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan, who  Just  preceded  me.  had  carefully  read  the  report 
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Savannah  at  any  point  between  CHarks  Hill  and  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.    It  is  shown  further  the  waters  can  be  loosed  in  dry 


something  of  that  fight.    Of  all  the  good,  genial  Members 
of  this  House,  there  is  nobody  who  swallows  the  proi)aganda 


I 
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This  river  Is  one  of  the  longest  that  empUes  into  the  AUan- 
tlc  Ocean,  and  probably  ha.s  less  improvement  than  any  river 
of  its  length  and  size  In  the  United  SUtes.  and  the  delay  in  its 
development  by  the  Oovemment  has  worked  to  the  disad- 
vantage of  the  people  of  the  Southeast. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.! 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  [Mr.  Dondkho]. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment,  like  some 
of  the  other  amendments  in  the  bill,  has  not  been  before  the 
Rivers  and  Harbors  Committee  of  the  House.  It  involves 
$28,000,000.  Undoubtedly  there  are  some  features  of  the 
proix»cd  project  that  are  meritorious.  It  may  even  have 
some  aspects  of  national  defense.  But  when  the  House  is 
asked  to  consider  a  project  involving  $28,000,000  it  does 
seem  to  me  that  it  ought  to  have  the  benefit  of  a  final  de- 
termination by  the  committee  that  should  have  this  matter 
before  it;  namely,  the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Committee. 

This  project  is  located  on  the  boundary  line  between  South 
Carolina  and  the  State  of  Georgia,  about  75  miles  or  more 
as  the  crow  flies  from  the  seacoast.  May  I  say  for  the 
beneilt  of  the  House,  and  I  do  not  think  I  am  violating  any 
confidences  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors,  that 
this  project  is  not  included  in  the  list  of  projects  that  was 
sent  to  the  committee  yesterday  to  be  considered  from  the 
standpoint  of  national  defense. 

There  are  two  things  in  the  report  of  the  Army  engineers 
regarding  this  project,  and  they  are  "navigation  and  the 
development  of  hydroelectric  power."  I  have  been  funda- 
mentally and  eternally  opposed  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  going  into  the  power  business  in  competition 
with  its  private  citizens.  This  is  an  attempt  to  load  upon 
the  Government  another  project  to  put  the  Government  in 
business  in  competiUon  with  its  private  citizens.  There  has 
been  no  great  necessity  shown  for  the  development  of  power 
in  that  region  and  certainly  at  the  present  time  if  it  were 
needed  for  naUonal  defense  it  could  not  be  completed  and 
made  ready  in  time  to  serve  the  national  need. 

Mr.  WHnriNGTON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Missis- 
sippi. 

Mr.  WHTTTINOTON.     Mr.  Speaker,  with  the  gentleman's 

permission.  I  would  like  to  call  attention  to  the  language  un- 
der consideration.  In  line  4  it  says  "Savannah  River  and 
Clark  Hill  reservoir.  Senate  Document  No.  66:  In  accord- 
ance with  the  plan  recommended  on  page  4  of  said  docu- 
ment." There  is  no  authorization,  there  is  no  appropriation, 
and  it  is  difficult  to  tell  Just  what  this  language  does  mean. 
At  all  events,  the  project  has  not  been  authorized  and  it  in- 
volves $28,000,000. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  That  was  corrected  by  an  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  WHl'1'1  INGTON.    I  did  not  catch  the  correction  as 

the  amendment  was  read. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.    Win  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  This  was  in  Senate  Document 
68.  and  was  considered  by  the  Commerce  Committee  of  the 
Senate.  It  is  located  In  the  southeastern  section  of  the  coun- 
try. Our  rivers  have  not  been  treated  fairly.  The  Savannah 
River  is  the  longest  river  running  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and 
here  you  are  freezing  us  out  when  we  have  a  project  that  will 
pay  for  itself.  It  is  In  the  southeastern  section,  and  we  need 
this  development.  The  gentleman  could  not  say  anything 
against  this  project  if  he  had  read  about  it. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  At  the  very  outset  I  conceded  this  project 
may  have  some  merit,  but  under  present  conditions,  without 
any  consideration  by  the  House  OHnmittee,  when  this  Nation 
needs  every  dollar  at  its  command,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are 
launching  on  a  veiy  large  program  when  we  need  this  for 
national  defense. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  HarxI. 
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Mr  HARE.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  genUeman  from  Michi- 
gan, who  Just  preceded  me,  had  carefully  read  the  report 
of  the  Army  engineers,  he  would  have  found,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  that  this  project  is  220  miles  from  the  seacoast,  or 
about  three  times  as  far  as  he  Indicated  In  his  speech. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  HARE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Perhaps  the  niap  I  have  before  me,  pre- 
pared by  the  Army  Engineers,  Is  correct,  but  I  was  trying  to 
be  generous.  The  gentleman  Is  convincing  the  House  along 
the  lines  of  the  argiunent  I  wanted  to  make  in  far  greater 
terms  than  I  could. 

Mr.  HARE.    If  that  is  the  case,  we  will  win. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  far  back  as  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of 
1927  there  was  a  provision  for  a  survey  and  study  of  navi- 
gation and  flood  control  as  related  to  rivers  in  southeastern 
United  States,  including  the  Savannah  River.  The  report 
was  to  be  prepared  and  submitted  to  Congress  under  the 
direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Chief  of  the 
Board  of  Engineers. 

The  survey  and  report  were  not  completed  and  submitted 
to  Congress  until  November  1934.  The  feasibility  of  flood 
control,  navigation,  and  power  development  by  one  or  more 
reservoir  dams  above  Augusta  was  recommended,  the  rea- 
sons therefor  being  set  out  at  considerable  length  and 
detail  in  the  report. 

On  August  15.  1935.  the  President  of  the  United  States 
addressed  a  communication  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  directing  that  a  three-member  board  be 
created,  consisting  of  one  representative  of  the  Corps  of 
Engineers,  one  from  the  Natural  Resources  Committee,  and 
one  from  the  Federal  Power  Commission  to  make  a  further 
study  and  prepare  a  report  on  the  advisability  of  proceeding 
the  following  year  with  the  Savannah  River  improvement 
by  erecting  a  dam  at  a  point  approximately  21  miles  above 
the  city  of  Augusta.  On  February  29.  1936.  the  committee 
submitted  a  report,  which  has  been  filed  and  Is  now  available 
to  both  the  House  and  Senate. 

The  report  suggested  that  the  Clarks  Hill  site  was  excep- 
tionally suited  for  the  creation  of  a  reservoir  to  Impound 
waters  for  fiood-control  purposes:  that  It  is  equally  well 
suited  for  storage  waters  to  be  used  when  needed  for  navi- 
gation purposes  on  the  river  between  Augusta  and  Savannah, 
Ga..  saying: 

This  reservoir  Is  located  weU  down  the  main  stream  of  the  river  so 
tbat  a  large  voliune  of  water  for  filling  pvirposes  each  year  is  defi- 
nitely assured.  The  reservoir  could  be  operated  In  such  a  manner 
as  to  reduce  the  stage  of  major  floods  at  points  helow  the  dam. 
without  detriment  to  either  navigation  or  power,  and  thus  Increase 
the  margin  of  safety  at  Augusta  against  possible  Inundation. 

That  is.  the  committee  found  that  the  construction  of  a 
dam  at  Clarks  HIU  will  prove  to  be  an  insurance  against 
floods  on  the  Savannah  River,  a  distance  of  over  200  miles, 
and  win  Insure  a  6-foot  channel  for  navigation  for  100  per- 
cent of  the  time. 

More  recently  the  report  referred  to  was  submitted  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  the  Natural  Resources 
Committee  and  Federal  Power  Commission  for  a  further 
study  and  report,  both  of  which  have  approved  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  special  committee  in  most  enthusiastic 
terms. 

These  reports  are  aH  now  before  us,  and  it  is  unnecessary 
for  me  to  review  them  at  any  length.  It  is  sufiBcient  to  say 
that  the  Natural  Resources  Committee,  as  well  as  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  find  and  conclude  that  the  Industrial 
possibilities  of  the  Savarmah  River  Valley  and  adjacent  terri- 
tory are  practically  in  their  beginning,  although  within  a 
radius  of  75  miles  of  this  site  we  find  the  center  of  the  great 
textile  industry  of  both  South  Carolina  and  Georgia.  The 
Federal  Power  Commission  concludes  there  Is,  and  will  be, 
ample  and  suitable  markets  for  all  of  the  power  to  be  gener- 
ated at  this  plant  when  completed. 

It  Is  made  clear  that  the  impounded  waters  will  be  sufQ- 
cient  to  obviate  the  possibility  of  a  major  flood  on  the 


Savannah  at  any  point  between  Clarks  Hill  and  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  It  Is  shown  further  the  waters  can  be  loosed  In  dry 
weather  and  provide  a  6-foot  channel  from  Augusta  to  the 
ocean  for  at  least  100  percent  of  the  time.  In  addition,  it  Is 
estimated  that  there  can  be  generated  upward  of  400.000.000 
kilowatt-hours  of  electric  current  for  rural  electrification.  If 
needed,  as  well  as  added  Industrial  enterprises. 

This  report  was  submitted  to  the  Commerce  Committee 
of  the  Senate  last  year  after  the  river  and  harbor  bill  had 
been  reported  out  by  the  House  Committee.  The  Senate 
committee  then  held  hearings  and  took  into  consideration 
the  report  of  the  Board  of  Engineers  and  the  several  other 
agencies  of  the  Government  that  had  studied  and  reported 
favorably  and  Included  this  project  In  the  river  and  har- 
bor bill  of  the  Senate  last  session.  Subsequently,  by  action 
of  the  Senate  the  river  and  harbor  bill  was  recommitted 
to  the  committee  the  early  part  of  this  session,  where  it  was 
decided  that  only  navigation  projects  would  be  included. 
The  Clarks  Hill  Dam  project,  therefore,  was  left  out.  Now 
let  us  take  just  a  minute  and  see  what  the  situation  Is. 
Under  the  policy  adopted  by  the  Senate  Commerce  Com- 
mittee no  project  that  is  not  purely  navigation  will  be 
considered  by  the  committee.  I  know  the  gentleman  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  PncRCK]  can  vouch  for  this  statement.  There- 
fore, this  bill,  under  the  ruling  made  by  the  Senate  com- 
mittee, cannot  be  considered  under  the  present  circiun- 
stances  and  included  in  the  river  and  harbor  bill.  Now 
let  us  see  what  the  situation  is  with  the  House  Committee 
on  Flood  Control.  I  understand  this  committee  has  a  policy 
that  a  project  must  have  at  least  50  percent  of  the  estimated 
appropriation  for  flood  control,  or  it  will  not  be  considered 
by  that  committee. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  j^eld  the  gentleman  5  swldl- 
tlonal  minutes. 

Mr.  HARE.  The  authorization  under  consideration  does 
not  have  50-percent  flood  control,  consequently  it  cannot  be 
considered  by  the  Flood  Control  Committee  of  the  House,  and 
it  Is  barred  from  the  Senate  committee  because  it  is  not 
wholly  navigation.  Then,  where  can  this  project  land.  The 
Senate,  which  had  a  right  to  do  so.  placed  it  upon  this  bill, 
and  it  attempts  to  provide  only  for  an  authorization.  It  does 
not  provide  for  any  appropriation  whatever  at  this  time.  The 
proposed  amendment  provides  for  authorization  for  naviga- 
tion, flood  control,  and  power.  I  can  say  here  and  show  you 
from  the  report  submitted  to  Congress  by  the  Board  of  En- 
.gineers  that  this  Is  one  of  the  most  plausible  projects  in  the 
United  States.  The  report  said  with  reference  to  the  Clarks 
Hill  site,  and  I  quote — 

The  Clarks  HIU  site  Is  one  of  the  best  undeveloped  power  sites 
on  any  stream  entering  the  Atlantic  Ocean  from  the  Atlantic 
States. 

Then,  why  should  we  not  accept  this  amendment  which 
the  Senate  has  placed  in  the  bill?  I  know  it  Is  legislation  on 
an  appropriation  bill,  and  it  Is  therefore  subject  to  a  point 
of  order,  but  it  is  on  the  bill,  and  it  is  a  proposal  which  has 
been  studied,  investigated,  and  recommended  by  more  gov- 
ernmental agencies  than  any  other  similar  project  now  be- 
fore Congress,  and  I  hoj*  the  motion  to  recede  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment  will  be  approved.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Pierce]. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  persistently  In  the 
consideration  of  this  bill  voted  with  the  committee  against 
these  amendments.  I  have  been  further  confirmed  in  that 
vote  by  the  statement  made  by  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Flood  Control,  to  whom  I  always  listen  when  he 
speaks  from  this  Well.  But  I  have  been  converted  to  this 
amendment  by  the  speech  of  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan.  When  he  takes  the  fioor  and  voices  his 
objection,  basing  it  on  the  fact  that  this  project  is  going  to 
produce  a  little  power,  then  my  feathers  are  up.    I  know 


something  of  that  fight.  Of  all  the  good,  genial  Members 
of  this  House,  there  is  nobody  who  swallows  the  proiiaganda 
of  the  utilities  more  readily  than  our  colleague  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan. 

I  have  had  some  reason  to  study  this  project.  I  fully 
concur  In  what  was  said  by  the  previous  speaker,  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  HareI,  that  there  Is  no 
other  way  under  the  President's  Instructions  by  which  this 
project  can  receive  consideration,  as  It  Is  both  power  and 
navigation. 

I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  preferential  motion  of  our 
friend,  and  I  do  so  simply  as  a  rebuke  to  that  group  who  are 
constantly  opposing  any  project  looking  toward  generating 
any  power. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  In  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  answer  to  the  distin- 
guished and  kindly  gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  PiekceI 
that  he  is  going  to  vote  for  Senate  amendment  No.  11  to 
H.  R.  8668  to  include  the  so-called  Clark  Hill  project,  may 
I  say  again  that  this  project  has  never  been  considered  by 
the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Committee  of  the  House,  it  Involved 
$28,000,000  and  is  almost  wholly  a  power  project.  It  is  a 
further  attempt  to  drive  the  Federal  Government  Into  com- 
petition with  its  citizens  and  speed  the  Nation  along  the  road 
of  socialism.  With  a  national  debt  exceeding  $45,000,000,000 
and  an  empty  Treasury,  my  venerable  friend  from  Oregon 
would  vote  to  further  weaken  the  national  defense  by  sup- 
porting another  raid  on  our  diminishing  finances.  To  oppose, 
in  principle,  every  effort  at  national  socialism  is  not  following 
a  protest  by  private  enterprise  to  the  competition  of  govern- 
ment, although  I  am  in  sympathy  with  that  complaint.  If 
power  is  required  in  the  region  of  this  project  why  has  private 
capital  refrained  from  venturing  in  such  an  investment.  I 
am  opposed  as  a  fundamental  principle  to  this  proposal. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Oregon  [Mr.  MottI. 

Mr.  MOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  voted  against  all  these 
amendments,  particularly  those  pertaining  to  fiood  control, 
not  because  I  felt  they  were  unworthy  amendments,  since 
personally  I  would  like  to  have  supported  all  of  them,  but 
I  have  voted  against  them  because,  in  my  opinion,  they  have 
no  business  in  this  appropriation  bill.  They  are  items  In  the 
1940  flood-control  authorization  bill,  which  has  already  been 
reported  to  the  House,  and  I  oppose  them  as  amendments  to 
an  appropriation  bill  in  protest  against  the  apparent  inabil- 
ity of  the  majority  leadership  to  bring  up  the  flood-control 
authorization  bill  on  the  floor  of  this  House  and  pass  it. 

This  debate  has  been  significant.  We  all  know  about  the 
flood-control  bill  and  the  refusal  of  the  majority  leadership 
to  give  it  a  rule.  We  all  know  that  It  Is  a  worthy  and  a 
necessary  bill.  We  all  know  that  It  contains,  among  many 
others,  the  very  projects  which  have  been  inserted  by  the 
Senate  in  this  appropriation  bill.  We  all  know  that  the 
only  reason  we  do  not  have  the  whole  flood-control  authori- 
zation bill  before  us  at  the  present  time  for  consideration  in 
an  orderly  and  proper  manner  is  that  the  President  has 
threatened  to  veto  It. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MOTT.    I  srleld  to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHmTNGTON.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  flood-con- 
trol bin  we  reported  does  contain  projects  where  multiple 
purposes  are  Involved?  I  invite  the  attention  of  the  gentle- 
man among  others  to  a  project  located  In  the  State  of 
Georgia,  the  Altoona  project,  and  the  project  In  the  State 
of  Texas  that  was  passed  2  years  ago,  the  Denlson  project. 
Where  there  is  power  that  can  be  produced,  the  Committee 
on  Flood  Control  has  made  provision  for  it  In  flood-control 
work. 
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Mr.  MOTT.  That  te  all  true.  These  project*  have  all  been 
approved  by  the  Board  of  Army  Engineers.  They  have  all 
been  approved  by  the  House  Committee  on  Rood  Control. 
They  are  Incorporated  In  the  1940  flood-control  bill.  Two- 
thirds  of  the  Members  of  this  House  would  like  to  pass  that 
flood-control  authorization  bill.  It  is  necessary  for  many 
reasons,  among  which  Is  national  defense;  yet  because  the 
President  does  not  want  It  we  are  not  allowed  to  have  a  rule 
for  its  consideration  here  on  the  floor. 

It  is  the  same  with  rivers-and-harbors  legislation,  and  to 
ft  large  extent  It  Is  the  same  with  road  legislation.  Why  does 
not  the  President  want  the  House  to  consider  legislation  of 
this  kind?  It  Is  because  these  bills  specify  how  and  under 
what  circumstances  the  money  can  be  spent.  The  President 
generally  disapproves  of  that  kind  of  legislation  because  it 
does  not  contain  a  blank-check  authorization  permitting  the 
President  to  say  how  the  money  shall  be  spent.  In  flood  con- 
trol, river  and  harbor,  and  road  legislation  the  law  Itself 
says  how  and  where  the  money  must  be  spent,  and  the  Presi- 
dent does  not  like  that  kind  of  legislation.  I  hope  the  flood- 
control  bill  will  be  forced  into  this  House  whether  the  Presi- 
dent wanta  it  or  not,  and  that  the  House  will  pass  It,  even  if  it 
has  to  do  so  over  the  President's  veto.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  one-half  minute  to 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson  1. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  detained  at  the  time 
the  House  adopted  the  amendment  changing  the  name  of 
the  Caddoa  Dam  to  the  John  Martin  Dam.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  at  that  point  in  the 
Rkcosd. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  fr«n  Oregon  [Mr.  AngellI. 

Mr.  ANOELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record 
and  include  therein  a  short  newspaper  article  on  this  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

BOKNZVnXX    IN    PKACK   AND   WAS 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  considering  items  Nos.  9 
and  10  in  H.  R.  8668  for  the  development  of  the  project  on 
the  Columbia  River  in  Oregon,  it  is  essential  to  keep  in  mind 
that  the  construction  of  the  dam  and  power  facilities  in  the 
Columbia,  known  as  the  Bonneville  project,  is  being  carried 
out  by  the  War  Department  as  one  of  the  civil  functions 
under  that  Department,  in  connection  with  the  development 
ol  the  Columbia  River  for  navigation.  Power  is  only  inci- 
dental, being  a  byproduct.  However,  the  marketing  of  the 
power  is  under  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  the  bill 
we  recently  considered,  making  an  appropriation  for  that 
Department,  carried  an  Item  for  distribution  facilities,  being 
power  lines  and  substations.  The  War  Department  has  no 
Jurisdiction  over  that  portion  of  this  development. 

This  improvement  in  the  Columbia  River  at  Bonneville 
was  authorized  by  the  Pubhc  Works  Administration  on  Sep- 
tember 30.  1933.  and  was  approved  by  the  River  and  Harbor 
Act  of  August  20.  1935.  Originally  an  installation  of  2 
units  of  43.200  kilowatts  each  was  authorized,  with  an  ulti- 
mate installation  of  10  units.  The  present  objective  of  six 
units  is  being  carried  forward  under  provision  heretofore 
made  in  appropriations  of  $9,800,000  which  have  been  made 
available.  When  this  bill  was  before  the  House  an  addi- 
tional $800,000  was  carried  for  power  installations  through 
unit  6.  but  the  House  determined  at  that  time  that  commit- 
ments should  not  be  made  going  beyond  the  six  imits,  au- 
thorized and  attached  a  condition  to  the  appropriation  to 
effectuate  that  purpose. 

There  is  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  those  responsible 
for  carrying  forward  the  Bonneville  project  to  build  beyond 
the  demands  for  the  electric  energy  to  be  produced.    It  la. 


however,  deemed  mdvteable  and  In  the  lntere«U  of  public  wel- 
fare that  the  additional  unlU  should  be  constructed  and 
put  Into  operation  as  rapidly  as  there  is  demand  for  the 
power.  It  should  be  kept  In  mind  that  the  power,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  act  under  which  the  project  is  being 
constructed,  must  be  sold  wholesale.  The  Bonneville  ad- 
ministration is  prohibited  from  entering  into  competition 
with  private  or  municipally  owned  utilities  by  marketing  the 
power  to  individual  usera.  with  the  exception  of  certain  large 
manufacturing  concerns,  which  buy  direct  at  wholesale  rate. 
Energy  is  now  being  furnished  to  utility  districts,  municipal- 
ities, and  privately  owned  utility  companies. 

After  this  bill  left  the  House  the  other  body  held  hearings. 

Senate  Report  No.  1397  on  the  War  Department  civU  func- 
Uons  appropriation  bill  for  the  fiscal  year  1941.  shows  an  in- 
crease of  $2,600,000  over  the  House  Bonneville  item.  This 
$2,600,000  represents  two  additional  expenditures,  namely. 
$100,000  for  accelerating  the  completion  date  of  units  3  and  4 
and  $2,500,000  for  starting  the  foundations  for  units  7.  8.  9. 
and  10.  The  Justifications  for  these  amounts  were  placed  in 
the  record  of  the  hearings  before  the  Senate  Subcommittee 
on  Appropriations  by  Senators  McNary  and  Holman,  and  are 
found  on  pages  169  and  213  of  the  Senate  bearings  on  H.  R. 
8668. 

Unfortimately.  the  status  and  necessity  for  the  work  was 
not  included  in  the  hearings  before  the  House  subcommittee. 
The  brief  testimony  before  the  House  subcommittee  shown 
on  page  125  of  the  House  hearings  was  based  on  a  misconcep- 
tion, which  was  partly  corrected  during  the  House  detjate  on 
the  bill,  and  is  shown  on  page  2177  of  the  Congressiohal 
Record  of  February  29.  1940. 

In  January  1940,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  wrote  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  indicating  the  necessity  for  this  work.  This 
letter  appears  in  the  House  appropriation  hearings  on  the 
Interior  bill,  page  223,  but  was  not  placed  l)efore  the  Budget 
or  the  House  war  committee.  In  this  letter  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  pointed  out  that  by  1942  there  would  be  a  demand 
for  primary  power  amounting  to  231,920  kilowatts,  which  Is 
37,520  kilowatts  in  excess  of  the  dependable  power  which  wlU 
be  available  at  Bonneville  at  that  time. 

The  details  making  up  this  estimate  appear  on  page  173  of 
the  Senate  hearings. 

On  page  174  of  the  Senate  hearings  the  prime  power  sales 
progress  schedule  is  given,  and  this  exhibit  may  be  sum- 
marized as  follows: 
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Itam 

Number 
of  appU- 
cations 

Kilowatts 

Applications  received ..._.• ... 

121 
40 
SS 
23 
1ft 

SS7.0U 

Applications  ready  for  connection .. 

Feasibility  reports  et>mpl«^ted —.-........ 

•2.971 
128.  (t21 

Contract,s  submitted  and  executed 

Contracts  executed .......... . 

82.210 
65,110 

Since  the  preparation  of  the  exhibit.  Administrator  Raver 
testified  on  page  213  and  the  following  of  the  Senate  hear- 
ings that  the  Aluminum  Co.  was  negotiating  for  an  addi- 
tional contract  of  32.500  kilowatts,  which  has  now  been  con- 
summated, and  that  another  large  industrial  organization 
has  asked  for  a  reservation  of  50,000  kilowatts. 

Under  the  present  schedule  of  construction,  units  3  and  4 
will  not  be  completed  until  April  1941.  To  take  care  of  con- 
tract commitments,  contracts  in  sight,  as  well  as  a  definite 
power  shortage  in  the  Portland  area,  there  will  not  be  suffi- 
cient capacity  in  operation  the  late  winter  of  this  year  to 
handle  the  load.  The  additional  revenue  accruing  to  the 
Government  from  accelerating  completion  date  of  units  3 
and  4  will  be  approximately  $500,000  and  the  cost  $100,000, 
leaving  a  net  advantage  to  the  Government  of  about  $400,000. 

Units  3,  4.  5.  and  6  are  now  under  construction  and  funds 
appropriated  and  available  do  not  make  any  provision  for 
any  work  on  the  remaining  units.  The  construction  schedule 
of  the  Army  engineers  was  jjpslgned  to  effect  the  most  eco- 
nomical plan.    Discontinuing  the  schedule  at  this  time  will 


result  In  *  construction  locc  to  the  Federal  Oovemment.  for 
this  reason  alone,  of  $200,000  to  $500,000. 

In  addition  to  the  loss  occasioned  by  interrupting  the 
schedule  there  will  be  a  very  substantial  loss  from  Inability 
to  contract  the  capacity  of  units  5  and  6.  If  the  foundations 
for  imita  7  to  10.  Inclusive,  are  put  in  at  a  later  date,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  construct  a  foundation  cofferdam  which  will 
block  off  the  water  from  units  5  and  6.  These  two  units  will 
have  a  capacity  of  108,000  kilowatts,  which  if  sold  on  a  firm 
basis  under  existing  rates  will  mean  $1,890,000  in  revenue 
per  year.  The  total  amount  of  loss  to  the  Government  cannot 
be  estimated  exactly,  as  the  same  will  depend  on  the  length 
of  time  units  5  and  6  will  be  tied  up.  and  this  in  turn  will 
depend  on  the  appropriation  schedule.  Industry  is  moving 
into  the  Bonneville  area.  This  is  not  Industry  transplanted 
from  other  sections,  but  is  either  new  projects  or  curtailment 
in  Canadian  development.  TWs  movement  should  not  be 
stopped  by  the  impression  that  Congress  is  curtailing  the  pro- 
gram. If  this  movement  is  slowed  down,  the  loss  to  the 
Federal  Government  could  amount  to  at  least  $10,000,000. 

The  object  of  the  $2,500,000  appropriation  is  to  cover  so 
much  of  the  foundation  work  for  units  7  to  10  as  will  obviate 
the  necessity  for  cofferdams  blccking  the  output  of  unites  5 
and  6. 

The  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  1939  shows  that 
$7,089,200  could  be  profitably  expended  during  the  fiscal  year 
1941  at  Bonneville,  and  of  this  amount  $4,000,000  would  be 
necessary  to  bring  the  substructure  of  the  last  four  units  to  a 
point  where  there  will  be  no  impairment  in  the  output  of 
units  5  and  6.  The  $2,500,000  is  that  minimum  part  of  the 
full  amount  that  the  War  Department  advises  can  be  profit- 
ably expended  in  the  fiscal  year  1941.  This  item  will  avoid 
tying  the  hands  of  the  Bonneville  administrator  on  power 
sales.  No  industry  seeking  a  location  in  the  Bonneville  area 
would  make  an  investment  unless  there  is  a  guaranty  of 
capacity  delivery.  The  $2,500,000  appropriation  is  designed 
to  remove  this  handicap  applying  to  108.000  kilowatts  of 
capacity. 

This  additional  appropriation  passed  by  the  other  body, 
of  $2,600,000,  is  authorized  specifically  so  that  this  project 
may  not  be  penalized  when  it  becomes  necessary  to  build 
the  foundations  for  units  7,  8,  9.  and  10.  by  having  to  shut 
down  the  plant.  A  shut-down  of  the  plant  would  result  in  a 
loss  of  much  revenue  from  power  sales.  This  additional 
appropriation  will  permit  the  building  of  the  foundations  of 
these  units  at  the  present  time,  for  which  an  additional 
allocation  of  $2,500,000  is  made,  and  will  also  permit  the 
accelerating  and  completion  of  units  3  and  4,  at  an  addi- 
tional cost  of  $100,000.  making  up  the  total  of  $2,600,000. 
Furthermore,  considerable  savings  may  be  made  by  the 
Government  by  building  these  foundations  at  the  same  time 
that  the  foundations  for  the  other  units  are  being  con- 
structed. As  I  have  pointed  out,  applications  for  power  thus 
far  received  clearly  demonstrate  that  there  will  be  a  market 
for  all  of  the  output  of  the  plant  as  rapidly  as  these  units 
may  be  completed. 

It  is  important  also  to  consider  this  project  in  connection 
with  the  national-defense  program  which  is  now  demanding 
so  much  attention.  Unfortunately,  we  find  that  many 
strategic  and  critical  materials  absolutely  essential  for  na- 
tional defense  are  not  available  within  the  United  States 
under  present  developments.  Many  of  these  come  from 
Europe  and  Asia  and  no  one  can  foretell  at  the  present  time 
whether  these  sources  of  supply  will  not  be  completely  cut 
off.  It  is  most  imperative  that  we  immediately  utilize,  so 
far  as  available,  our  natural  resources,  so  that  we  may  make 
available  these  strategic  and  critical  materials.  In  the 
Northwest  there  are  many  deposits  which  can  be  made 
available  through  the  use  of  cheap  electrical  power,  and 
thus  supplying  a  considerable  portion  of  our  needs  in  this 
respect.  Fortunately  we  have  in  the  vicinity  of  Bonneville 
and  Grand  Coulee  large  mineral  and  normietallic  deposits 
and  quantities  of  other  material  which  may  be  developed. 


which  will  fit  Into  any  program  designed  to  make  the  United 
States  self-sufficient  with  respect  to  these  strategic  and 
critical  war  materials.  It  should  not  be  overlooked  that 
these  materials  are  as  equally  desirable  In  times  of  peace. 

Under  leave  to  extend.  I  desire  to  include  in  my  remarks 
an  article  appearing  in  the  Christian  Science  Monitor  under 
date  of  March  15,  1940.  discussing  briefly  a  new  process 
with  reference  to  the  treatment  of  low-grade  chromium  ores 
in  the  Pacific  Northwest,  and  the  beach  sands  of  the  Oregon 
coast.    The  article  follows: 

Ir  New  Pbocxm  SuccuaruL.  OBsooif  Mat  Bccomb  Bio  CmoMinic 

Pboducxb 

PoBTLANo,  Okeo. — VmI  stofcs  of  chromlum  locked  In  the  low-gnde 
ores  of  the  Pacific  Northwest  and  beach  sands  of  the  Oregon  coast 
soon  may  form  the  basis  of  a  new  Industry  In  Oregon  and  revolu- 
tionize the  world  Industry. 

That  win  l>ecome  a  fact  If  the  new  process  perfected  by  Joseph 
Schuleln.  youthful  chemist,  for  electrochemical  reduction  of  low- 
grade  chromite  ores  proves  successful. 

He  declared  the  Schuleln  process  combines  chemicals  with  an 
electric  bath  with  a  resulting  production  In  one  operation  which 
results  In  metallic  chromium,  99.99  percent. 

MXTHOD  CHXAPER 

This  not  only  is  ptirer  than  that  produced  by  the  furnace  method 
but  also  would  be  cheaper.  Furnace  processing  of  Northwest  low- 
grade  ore  has  been  tried  but  t>ecause  ol  the  several  stages  of  refin- 
ing necessary  has  not  proved  practicable  financially. 

Chromite  metal  Is  melted  down  with  pure  iron  to  produce  ferro- 
chromlum,  which  has  a  wide  variety  of  uses  because  of  Its  unusual 
hardness. 

Development  of  the  new  process,  on  which  Mr.  Schuleln  has  ap- 
plied for  patents,  was  carried  on  In  the  Oregon  State  College  labo- 
ratory at  Corvallls.  He  is  an  ex-employee  of  the  Chromltim  Co. 
of  America  and  is  a  graduate  of  the  University  of  Wisconsin.  He 
lives  in  Portland  and  Is  a  special  student  at  Oregon  Stat«. 

Backing  was  by  L.  B.  Haley.  Hillsboro  meat  canner.  and  super- 
visory aid  was  provided  by  Profs.  George  Gleeson  and  G.  O. 
Ware,  of  the  college's  chemical  engineering  department. 

PLANS  NSW  PLANT 

Earl  K.  Nixon,  director  of  the  Oregon  State  department  of  Geol- 
ogy and  mineral  Industries,  declared,  "If  he  has  perfected  his  proc- 
ess, he  has  something  that  will  upset  the  whole  chromium  indus- 
try.   It  Is  something  that  experts  said  couldn't  be  done." 

Professor  Gleeson  said  he  thought  Mr.  Schulein's  process  la  "qult« 
sound  and  workable." 

Plans  already  are  under  way  for  construction  of  a  small-Bcale 
plant  to  start  commercial  production,  probably  In  Portland. 

BONNTVnXiX — UNKMPU3TMENT  AND  INDUSTRIAL  DEVELOPMENT 

The  development  of  these  power  resources  is  fxuther  impor- 
tant in  connection  with  our  whole  domestic  problem  of  un- 
employment, the  solution  of  which  we  have  met  with  such 
little  success.  I  have  made  some  studies  in  connection  with 
Bonneville  power  development,  making  comparisons  with 
other  similar  developments  for  the  piuTX)se  of  forecasting  so 
far  as  possible  the  possibilities  of  furnishing  employment  in 
the  Northwest.  These  studies  are  of  special  interest  in  con- 
nection with  this  whole  power-development  program.  The 
time  allotment  does  not  permit  me  to  direct  your  attention 
to  and  to  comment  upon  them  in  detail.  The  results  of 
these  studies  and  comparisons  will  be  extended,  however,  in 
full  in  my  remarks. 

BONNEVnXK 

Total  complete  Installed  capacity,  518.400  kilowatts.  This  Is 
equivalent  to  698.000  horsepower;  50  percent  is  reserved  for  publio 
agencies.    This  equals  349.000  horsepower. 

The  distributed  power  of  all  the  private  companies  In  the  United 
States  is  classified  as  follows: 

Percent 

Residential   and  rural 19.4 

Commercial 17. 0 

Industrial 64.  0 

Miscellaneous    uses 0.0 


100.0 
Employees  of  private  companies.  250.000. 

Lowered  resale  rates  will  increase  residential  and  commercial 
usage,  so  at  least  35  percent  of  the  distributed  power  should  go  to 
Intermediate  industry: 

Horsepower 

85  percent  of  349.000  horsepower 122.000 

Possible  direct  sales. 849,000 


Total  dinner-paU  horsepower . 471.000 


J 


^ 
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The  avaUable  BonnevUle  dInner-paU  horsepower  Is  19  percent 
more  than  the  usage  In  the  city  of  Niagara  Palls  and  about  5  per- 
cent more  than  Niagara  County.  Deducting  a  10-percent  trans- 
mission low  to  be  conaerratlve.  the  experience  In  other  localities 


-            w 

Item 

city  nf  M- 
apnFalb 

NiaKsra 
County 

C<Mnpcieit«of 

cajm  r!t«>d  of 

disui  bated 

Industries 

ICiimlvr  nf  dirv^t  waft*  I^ATD^TS    ........ 

1Z400 
11,580 

$7,000 
$8^850,000 

$44,900 

u.ano 
l^eoo 

$8,450 
$118,000,000 

$60,800 

72.500 

[-" 

Niirnher  of  inrliirrt  wa4PP  p«rwre 

KMim*t«4l  vmiur  of  producu  per  1im1u»- 

64.000 
$1000 

Total  annual  manutectturd  Tslue 

Annual  raJup  added  by  manufacture  to 
f>w  mstrrial       

$217,  HXi.  000 
$10g,  006,000' 

The  Bonneville  employment  estimates  based  on  other  experience 
can  only  be  taken  as  an  Index,  rather  than  an  absolute  measure, 
as  the  net  resxilt  will  depend  on  developed  rates  of  sattelite  to 
baste  Industries.  However,  these  facts  point  out  certain  conclu- 
•lODS  which  are  as  follows: 

(1)  Large  electrochemical  or  metallurgical  industries  are  neces- 
sary to  develop  the  latent  resources  of  the  Northwest. 

(3)  Such  major  Industries  are  necessary  to  Induce  distributed 
satellite   indvistrlea. 

(3)  Employment  per  1,000  horsepower  Is  lower  with  the  basic 
industries  than  with  the  distributed  satellite  Industries. 

<4)  The  annual  value  added  to  raw  materials  by  manufacture, 
for  the  final  complete  plant  Installation  should  run  from  •44.- 
000.000  to  say  $100,000,000.  This  added  value  would  pay  for  tbe 
complete  plant  in  1  or  2  years. 


stncMABT  or  MANtrracnTUNo  industries 


Entire   United  States 

Number  of  establishments .^~~ — 

Average   number   wage   earners 

Annual    wages.. 

Average  annual  wage  per  worker 

\Oo6t  of  materials,   fuel,  power . 

yalue  added  by  manufacture 

Viilue  of  manufactured  products 

Vklue  of  products  per  wage  earner 


Hor^power  of  Indtistrlal  Isolated  power  plants.. 
Horsepower  of  private  utilities  dedicated  to  In- 
duBUial  use   (estimated) 


169.  Ill 

7, 378. 845 

•7.  545. 338.  434 

$1,025 

$20,263,493,668 

$19. 496. 269. 394 

$45. 759.  763.  062 

$6,201 

20. 133.  000 
28.200.000 


48. 


/ 


Tptal  horsepower  servlrg  all  Industry 

Employed  per  1,000  horsepower,  all  kinds  of  In- 
dustrie  

(Baaed  onV  Depaitment  of  Commerce  data  for  1935.) 

\  City  of  Niagara  Fall*,  N.  Y. 

Installed  active  water  horsepower 

Approximate   horsepower   used  locally 

Approximate   horsepower  transmitted . 

Number  large   industries 

Number    satellite    Industries 

Satellite    Industry    per   major    Industry 

Number,  wage  earners 

Anniial  wages $14, 

Coat  of  raw  materials  and  power ,  $46 

Value  added  by  manufacture $49 

'Total  value  of  manufactured  productsi $9S 

Value  of  manufactured   product  per  wage  earner 

Direct  Indtistrtal  wage  earners  per  1.000  horsepower 

Indirect  wage  earners  per  1.000  horsepower 

Industrial  power  sale  price,  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y. 


333.000 
153 


607,000 

395.000 

112.000 

26 

68 

2.6 

11.392 

326,963 

642.904 

657.783 

300.687 

$8,453 

28.2 

24.0 


Ahiinlniun  Co..  nri^oal  contract. 

M«tal  oMnpaaiM 

AbtmSmt 


riMaiicil  eompaiuM. 
Paper  com  panlas 


TotaL. 


Number  of 
companies 


1 

t 

14 

3 


36 


Mills  per 

kilowatt - 

bour 


13 
3.4 

2.7 
3.3 
3.1 


Mills  per 
kilotoatt'hour 

Average  sale  price  all  liKlUfltrtes  at  Niagara  Falls 3. 1 

Boxuievllle  dump-power  sale  price 2.6 

BonnevUle  prime  power  at  95  percent  load  factor 2. 1 

Bonneville  prime  power  at  55  percent  load  factor 3.6 

Industrial  power  at  T.  V.  A.  sells  for  $24.00  per  kllow«tt-y«sr  or 
%3  mills  per  kilowatt-hour  at  95  percent  load  factor. 


450.000 

26 

200 

7  7 

19.296 


Bonneville  rates  are  on  average  about  30  percent  lower  than 
T.  V.  A.  Industrial  rates  and  about  25  to  30  percent  below  Nlag»r» 

Palls. 

Niagara  Countf.  N.  7. 

Estimated  horsepower  tised — 

Number  large  Industries 

Number  satellite  Industries 

Satellite  Industry  per  major  Industry . 

Wage    earners 

Total  fT^nntti   wages $23,471,437 

Cost  of  raw  materials  and  power $75,613,553 

Value  added  by  manufacture $73,531,622 

Value  of  manufactured  products •149,  145.  175 

Value  of  product  per  wage  earner $7.  730 

Direct  Industrial  wage  earner  per  1.000  horsepower.  _  42.  8 

Indirect  wage  earner  per  1,000  horsepower 40.0 

Note. — Comparison  of  city  Niagara  Palls  with  Niagara  County 
shows  that  the  distributed  satellite  Industries,  dependent  on 
large  Industries,  Increases  employment  per  1,000  horsepower. 

TTPICAL    CASES    OF    DIRICT    AKD    INDIRBCT    INUU&T«IAL    EMFLOTMINT 

1,000    HOBSZPOWXX 


Midtoestem  paper-mill  town 


Mills 

Satellite. 
Indirect. 


110 

18 

110 


238 


Total   wage  earners 

This  town  built  around  two  paper  mills. 

New  England  mill  towns 

Population 350.  000 

Number  families . 84.500 

Local   water — Horsepower — 155.  000 

Number  industries 477 

Number  Industrial  wage  earners 66.752 

Indirect  employment  per  direct  employment 0.49 

New  England  figures  do  not  Include  rural  areas.  Indirect  employ- 
ment In  mill  towns  Is  low  because  of  not  Including  rural  areas  and 
close  proximity  of  large  shopping  centers.  In  addition  to  water 
power  locally  located  In  these  mill  towns,  power  Is  also  transmitted 
Into  these  localities,  which  will  make  the  over-all  figtires  appro:cl- 
mately  as  follows: 

Direct  industrial  employment  per  IfiOO  horsepower  (large  and 

satellite  combined) . 175 

Indirect   employment 88 

Total  direct  and  Indirect  employment  per  1,000  horse- 
power   2C3 

Stciss  conditions — Largely  transmitted  power  to  num.erous  smaller 

industries 

Approximate  direct  employment  per  1,000  horsepower 178 

Approximate  Indirect  employment 220 

Total 396 

Canadian  conditions — Eastern  water-power  section 

Approximate  direct  emplojnnent  per  1,000  horsepower 167 

Approximate  Indirect  employment  i>er  1,000  horsepower 168 

Total 335 

Norway's  Industrial  activity  Is  similar  to  eastern  Canada. 

Completely  automatic  industries  will  run  as  low  as  34  employees 
per  1.000  horsepower  for  direct  employment.     However,  this  type  of 
Indxistry    generally     produces    substantial     employment     for     raw- 
materlals. 

Sierra  Iron  Co. 

This  is  the  company  which  recently  executed  Bonneville  contract. 
Total  complete  capacity.  32.000  kilowatts,  or  40,000  horsepower. 

Direct  employment,  complete  plant.  500-ton  capacity 350 

Mining,  transportation,  and  handling  ore 250 

Rich  Manufacturing  Co.,  Portland,  a  new  plant  to  use  prod- 
ucts of  finished  plant 400 

Eistlmated  new  additional  outlets,  as  this  operation  Is  the 

only  smelting  operation  on  the  Pacific  coast 250 

Indirect  mining  and  transportation  from  new  outlets 200 


Total  direct  and  indirect  employment 1,450 


Direct  factory  employment  per  1,000  horsepower 8.8 

Mining  and  transportation  per  1.000  horsepower 63 

Satellite  Industries  per  original  1.000  horsepower 10.  0 

New  satellite  Industries  per  original  1,000  horsepower 10.0 


Total  wage  earners  per  1,000  horsepower 35. 1 

Mr.  SNYDER.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The   SPEAKER   pro   temjwre.     The   question    Is    on    the 
preferential  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia    [Mr. 
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Brown]  to  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with 
an  amendment. 

Tlie  motion  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  now  recurs  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  that  the 
House  insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  .^ 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  12.  Page  12,  after  line  20,  Insert  the  following: 

"SOaVXTS    AND    MAPPINO 

"Por  topotn^phlc  surveys  and  mapping  as  proposed  In  Senate 
Document  No.  64.  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  first  session,  to  be  applied 
to  the  same  objects  (but  not  limited  to  the  amounts  specified  for 
such  objects)  enumerated  In  the  Interior  Department  Appropriation 
Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  under  the  heading 
'Geological  Survey'  and  the  subheading  thereunder  Topographic 
Svirveys',  $1,210,350,  to  remain  available  until  June  30.  1942:  Pro- 
vided, That  this  appropriation  shall  be  devoted  to  mapping  In 
strategic  areas.  In  accordance  with  priorities  to  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  War." 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Sntdeb  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  12  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  the  said  amendment  Insert 
the  following:  , 

'  "SUXVKTS   AND   MAPPING 

"Por  topographic  surveys  and  mapping  as  proposed  In  Senate 
Document  No.  54,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  first  session,  to  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  Geological  Survey,  and  to 
be  applied  to  the  same  objects  (but  not  limited  to  the  amounts 
specified  for  such  objects)  authorized  In  the  Interior  Department 
Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  In  the 
first  paragraph  under  the  heading  'Geological  Survey'  and  in  the 
subitem  for  'Topographic  Surveys',  and  to  the  employment  of 
personal  services  (not  to  exceed  $30,400)  In  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  purchase  of  office  equipment  for  use  In  the  District  of  Columbia, 
field  and  office  stationery,  and  engraving  and  printing  maps, 
$1,210,350.  to  remain  available  until  June  30.  1942:  Provided,  That 
this  appropriation  shall  be  devoted  to  mapping  in  strategic  areas, 
in  accordance  with  priorities  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary 
of  War." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore,  llie  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKiai  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  amendments  Nos.  13  to 
20,  inclusive,  are  all  concerned  with  the  proposition  to 
build  a  third  set  of  locks  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone.  What 
Is  done  on  amendments  18  and  19  will  determine  the  course 
to  pursue  with  respect  to  the  entire  number  of  amendments 
and  I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take  up  amend- 
ments Nos.  18  and  19  out  of  turn  and  consider  them 
together. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
all  of  these  eight  amendments  pertain  to  the  construction 
of  a  third  set  of  locks  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone.  I  wonder 
if  the  gentleman  would  revise  his  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest and  make  the  request  that  we  consider  all  eight  amend- 
ments as  one.  We  are  either  going  to  vote  this  proposition 
up  or  vote  it  down,  and  if  the  gentleman  will  revise  the 
request.  I  think  it  would  simplify  the  matter;  but  before  I 
shall  agree  I  would  like  to  have  some  understanding  with  the 
gentleman  as  to  how  much  time  there  will  be  for  debate  and 
what  the  division  of  the  time  will  be. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  If  it  Is  desired  to  consider  all  of  them  to- 
gether, I  shall  not  object. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Now,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  if  the 
gei)tleman  has  made  that  request — and  I  am  sure  he  has — 
may  I  ask  the  gentleman  how  much  time  we  are  going  to  have 
on  the  amendments  and  what  the  division  of  time  will  be? 

Mr.  SNYDBR.  I  suggest  that  we  run  along  for  an  hour, 
and  if  we  need  more  time  after  that,  we  will  take  more  time. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  gentleman  will  jrield, 
what  does  the  gentleman  mean  by  "if  we  need  more  time"? 


Mr.  SNYDER.  If  we  need  addiUonal  time  at  the  end  of  th« 
hour 

Mr.  POWERS.  The  gentleman  will  not  object  if  we  need 
2  hours? 

Mr.  SNYDER.  I  will  not  object  if  we  need  more  time  at  the 
end  of  the  hour,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  extend  the  time  now. 
We  want  to  dispose  of  this  matter  tonight. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Having  had  experience  with  the  gentleman 
I  would  really  like  to  know  if  I  ask  for  an  additional  hour 
whether  he  will  object  or  not. 

Mr.  SNYDER  At  the  end  of  the  hour,  if  the  genUeman 
has  requests  for  a  sufficient  amount  of  time  to  consume  an- 
other hour,  I  shall  not  object. 

Mr.  POWERS.    Then  how  will  the  time  be  divided? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    As  equally  as  possible. 

Mr.  POWERS.    Just  what  does  that  mean? 

Mr.  SNYDER.  That  means  about  30  minutes  for  the  gen- 
tleman and  about  30  minutes  for  me. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Then  if  we  require  an  additional  hour,  it 
will  be  divided  in  the  same  way — 30  minutes  for  the  gentle- 
man and  30  minutes  for  me? 

Mr.  SNYDER.  To  be  more  correct,  30  minutes  for  those  in 
favor  of  the  amendments  and  30  minutes  for  those  against 
the  amendments. 

Mr.  POWERS.    I  shall  not  object. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania asks  unanimous  consent  that  amendment.s  Nos.  13 
to  20,  inclusive,  be  considered  together.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  13:  Page  13.  line  15.  after  the  word  "Zone",  Insert 
"and  construction  of  additional  facilities." 

Amendment  No.  14:  Page  14;  line  6.  after  the  word  "Canal", 
Insert  "and  construction  of  additional  facilities." 

Amendment  No.  15:  Page  15,  line  5,  after  the  word  "Canal",  Insert 
"and  construction  of  additional  facilities." 

Amendment  No.  16:  Page  15,  line  23.  strike  out  "$8,861,367"  and 
Insert  "$8,011,367." 

Amendment  No.  17:  Page  15,  line  25,  strike  out  "$27361,367"  and 
Insert    "$27,011367." 

Amendment  No.  18:  Page  16,  at  the  end  of  line  9.  Insert: 

"Construction  of  additional  facilities — Panama  Canal:  For  con- 
struction of  additional  facilities  for  the  Improvement  and  enlarge- 
ment of  the  capacity  of  the  Panama  Canal,  In  accordance  with  the 
act  approved  August  11,  1939  (53  Stat.  1409),  including  reimburse- 
ment to  the  appropriations  'Maintenance  and  operation,  Panama 
Canal,'  'Sanitation,  Panama  Canal,'  and  'Civil  government.  Panama 
Canal,'  in  such  amounts  as  the  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  shall 
from  time  to  time  determine  to  be  additional  costs  incurred  for  the 
objects  specified  m  said  appropriations  on  account  of  the  prosecu- 
tion of  the  work;  In  aU,  $15,000,000." 

Amendment  No.  19:  Page  16,  line  20,  after  "$16,000,000"'.  Insert  a 
comma  and  the  following:  "and.  In  addition,  the  Governor  of  the 
Panama  Canal  may,  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  make 
or  authorize  the  making  of  contracts  prior  to  July  1,  1941,  for  or 
on  account  of  the  construction  of  such  additional  facilities,  to  an 
amount  not  in  excess  of  $99,000,000." 

Amendment  No.  20:  Page  17,  line  20,  strike  out  "$30,008,771" 
and  Insert  "$44,248,771." 

Mr.  SNYDE2i.    Mr.  Speaker 

Mr.  BLAND.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Does  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  yield  for  a  parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    I  yield.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  will  state  his 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Was  the  agreement  made  a  while  ago  that 
the  time  should  be  equally  distributed  between  those  for 
the  Senate  amendments  and  those  against  them? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  That  is  the  way  the  Chair 
is  going  to  try  to  divide  the  time. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  in- 
sist upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  13  to  20,  inclusive. 

Mr.  TERRY.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

llie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Terkt  moves  that  the  House  recede  and  concur  In  Senate 
amendments  Nos.  13  to  20,  Inclusive. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  act  approved  August  11. 
1939,  a  third  set  of  locks  was  authorized  to  be  built  in  the 
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Panama  Canal  Zone  at  a  total  cost  of  $2T7,000.000.  The  1941 
Budget  proposes  on  account  of  such  project  an  immediate  ap- 
propriation of  $15,000,000  and  contractual  authority  of  $99.- 
000.000.  The  House  Appropriations  Committee  made  an 
adverse  recommendation  and  its  recommendation  was  con- 
curred in  by  the  House.  The  Senate,  however,  approved  of 
the  Budget  proposal,  so  the  matter  is  before  us  for  reconsider- 
ation. 

When  this  bill  was  before  the  House  in  the  latter  part  of 
February,  the  House  was  intent  upon  effecting  substantial 
reductions  in  aH  of  the  regiilar  annual  appropriations  meas- 
ures. We  were  not  particularly  Impressed  with  projects 
which  would  talce  6  years  to  complete.  They  were  not  looked 
upon  as  being  in  an  emergent  category.  The  Appropriations 
Committee,  therefore,  decided  to  defer  the  initiation  of  this 
project  smd  merely  made  provision  for  continuing  the  prepa- 
ration of  detailed  plans  and  specifications.  That  enabled  us 
to  effect  a  reduction  of  around  $15,000,000. 

That  Is  what  every  appropriation  subconunittee  was  at- 
tempting to  do  at  that  time;  to  bring  every  appropriation 
bill  out  under  the  Budget,  with  the  object  of  making  up  the 
$462,000,000  we  wanted  to  make  up  in  order  to  keep  within 
the  forty-five  billion  debt  limit.  I  went  along  with  that  pro- 
gram at  that  time. 

Today  we  face  an  entirely  different  situation.  The  na- 
tional defense  phase  stands  out  alxjve  all  other  considera- 
tions. What  is  best  to  do  is  debatable.  If  our  need  be  of  an 
immediate  or  almost  immediate  natiire.  an  auxiliary  water- 
way which  cannot  be  made  ready  for  6  years  has  little  to 
commend  it  at  this  time.  In  that  case,  I  think  the  suggestion 
of  my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  EngklI.  is 
worthy  of  very  careful  consideration,  which  Is,  that  any 
outlay  we  are  prepared  to  make  in  the  Canal  Zone  should 
be  in  the  nature  of  more  extensive  protective  and  defense 
measures  for  the  existing  waterway.  There  is  no  question 
about  both  the  Army  and  the  Canal  authorities  being  able 
to  take  additional  steps  to  those  presently  in  course  of  con- 
summation. Another  consideration  not  earlier  of  special  con- 
cern, is  the  matter  of  labor,  skilled  and  unskilled,  both  at 
the  site  and  in  producing  establishments  of  the  materials 
which  would  be  used  In  the  project.  Is  it  wise  at  this  time 
to  tie  that  labor  up  upon  a  project,  the  completion  date 
of  which  lies  as  far  ahead  as  6  years?  These  are  questions 
which  should  be  very  carefully  considered. 

My  motion  that  we  further  insist  upon  our  disagreement  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  does  not  express  my  own  judg- 
ment. As  chairman,  I  offer  it  as  the  sentiment  of  a  majority 
of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

In  February  I  felt  the  matter  could  be  deferred.  Today,  in 
the  light  of  what  is  happening  in  Europe,  and  because  of 
what  may  follow,  I  feel  that  it  is  our  duty  to  make  eveiy  pro- 
vision possible  to  make  sure  the  continued  availability  of  this 
waterway  for  the  passage  of  our  fleet.  I  am  not  sure  in  my 
own  mind  what  the  answer  is.  but  I  offer  this  suggestion.  Mr. 
Speaker:  While  I  have  made  a  motion  further  to  insist  upon 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate.  I  should  like 
to  see  a  motion  to  recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment, 
which  would  add  to  the  Senate  amendment  a  proviso  read- 
ing— 

Protfided.  That,  as  an  alternative  course,  the  President  may  expend 
•U  or  any  part  of  such  aznoxint  upon  protective  measvires.  Including 
military  equipment,  for  the  seciirlty  of  the  existing  waterway. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr.  TniT]. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  dislike  to  rise  on  the  floor 
and  argue  against  the  conclusion  of  the  majority  of  my  com- 
mittee, and  3ret  I  feel  that  the  project  we  have  under  dis- 
cussion now  is  so  important  and  so  interwoven  with  the 
future  of  our  country  and  with  the  national -defense  pro- 
gram that  we  are  now  imdertaklng,  that  I  am  compeDed  to 
oppose  the  views  of  my  colleagues  on  the  subcommittee. 
During  the  hearings  on  this  bill  we  tried  to  cut  down  all 
appropriations  as  much  as  possible,  and  we  tried  to  reduce 
those  items  which  the  committee  thought  were  less  im- 


portant than  some  others  and  some  that  were  not  as  Im- 
portant In  point  of  time.  Our  committee  when  this  bill  was 
reported  out  provided  only  $850,000  for  the  drawing  of 
the  plans  of  these  supplemental  locks,  and  cut  out  the  re- 
quest that  was  made  by  the  Budget  for  $15,000,000  for  pre- 
liminary work  in  connection  with  the  supplemental  locks, 
and  also  cut  out  the  authorization  for  $99,000,000  with 
which  to  go  ahead  in  the  future  for  contracts  for  the  begin- 
ning of  the  construction  of  the  locks.  I  believe  that  every- 
one in  this  Chamber  will  agree  with  me  that  it  is  only  since 
the  Cterman  armies  rushed  into  Belgium  and  Holland  over- 
night and  started  the  "blitzkrieg"  with  the  aid  of  parachut- 
ists and  the  "fifth  column."  that  the  people  of  this  country 
realized  the  danger  to  what  is  left  of  democracy  in  this 
world. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  TERRY.    Yes. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Does  the  gentleman  feel  if  we  accept 
the  Senate  amendment  that  it  will  go  a  great  way  toward 
national  defense  and  to  protect  the  Panama  Canal? 

Mr.  TERRY.    That  is  my  feeling. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  TERRY.    Yes. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman  has  no  doubt  studied 
this  in  view  of  the  developments  in  Europe,  to  which  the  gen- 
tleman has  just  referred.  Would  it  be  possible  to  defend  this 
new  set  of  locks  which  I  understand  are  within  bombing 
range  of  the  other  set  of  locks,  or  would  we  not  simply  be 
spreading  out  the  sonount  of  things  we  have  to  defend  and  not 
making  it  any  harder  in  aerial  warfare?  I  do  not  know 
myself. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Answering  the  gentleman,  I  may  say  that 
I  am  a  layman  myself  and  of  course  am  not  familiar  with 
military  matters  to  any  considerable  extent.  I  do  know, 
however,  that  the  Congress  in  1939  duly  debated  and  con- 
sidered the  question  of  these  supplementary  locks  from  the 
standpoint  of  national  defense  rather  than  from  the  stand- 
point of  expansion  for  commercial  use. 

Mr.  LEAVY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TERRY.    I  3^eld  for  a  question. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  This  group  of  amendments  that  are  being 
considered  together,  I  understand,  form  a  p>art  of  the  pres- 
ent defense  program  that  the  President  has  recommended 
and  outlined.    Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  TERRY.  The  President  has  rec<xnmended  the  build- 
ing of  these  supplemental  locks.  Their  building  has  also 
been  recommended  by  the  War  Department  and  by  the 
Navy  Department.  All  the  military  and  naval  ofBcials  of 
the  country  are  asking  that  this  be  done. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TERRY.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  What  is  the  toUl  cost  of  the  third  set 
of  locks? 

Mr.  TERRY.  It  is  estimated  that  the  third  set  will  cost 
$277,000,000. 

Mr.  BLAND.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TERRY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Answering  the  interrogation  I  may  say  that 
the  President  was  so  much  in  favor  of  these  locks  that  he 
said  he  would  not  veto  the  bill  in  which  they  were  author- 
ized because  he  felt  it  was  necessa.T  that  the  locks  should 
be  installed. 

Mr.  TERRY.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  given  this  matter  a  great  deal  of  con- 
sideration and  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  greatest 
danger  to  which  the  Panama  Canal  is  subject  is  sabotage. 
At  the  present  time  two  sets  of  locks  exist  at  the  Canal  side 
by  side.  Army  and  Navy  authorities  tell  us  that  the  Canal 
at  present  is  not  subject  to  attack  from  land,  but  that  its 
main  danger  is  from  the  air  and  from  sabotage.  It  is  pro- 
posed that  this  third  set  of  locks  shall  be  constructed  at 
some  little  distance  from  the  present  locks,  one-third,  one- 
half,  and  three-quarters  of  a  mile,  respectively. 


Should  a  bombing  squadron  fly  over  the  Canal  and  bomb 
the  present  locks  or  drop  a  bomb  on  either  of  the  two  chan- 
nels the  danger  is.  that  because  the  locks  parallel  each 
other,  side  by  side,  an  explosion  of  a  heavy  bomb  from  the 
air  or  detonated  in  a  sliip  in  one  would  in  all  probability 
damage  the  contiguous  lock.  The  peril  the  Army  and  Navy 
officers  fear  is  that  before  we  get  into  a  war.  in  the  first 
few  dasrs  or  weeks  before  actual  entrance,  when  tension  is 
great,  an  enemy  ship  in  traversing  the  locks  may  be  blown 
up  and  destroyed,  not  only  sinking  the  ship,  but  seriously 
damaging  the  Canal  and  causing  weeks,  if  not  months,  of 
delay. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  TERRY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Is  it  intended  that  the  third  set 
of  locks  shall  be  made  bomb-proof? 

Mr.  TERRY.  It  is  intended  that  the  third  set  of  locks 
shall  be  made  bombproof.  And  I  may  say  in  this  connection 
the  Government  is  spending  between  $39,000,000  and  $40,- 
000.000  in  bombproofing  as  far  as  possible  the  present  locks. 
They  are  doing  what  they  can  to  correct  a  defect  that  now 
appears  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the  locks  were  built  long 
before  the  possibilities  of  aerial  warfare  was  realized. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  TERRY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Is  that  money  for  bombproofing  the 
present  locks  included  In  this  authorization? 

Mr.  TERRY.  No.  That  Is  an  additional  amount  that  is 
being  expended  to  build  up  the  protection  of  the  present  locks. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.     That  has  already  l>een  appropriated. 

Mr.  TERRY.    That  is  already  being  done. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  result  of  what  we  do  here  this  afternoon 
may.  in  the  days  to  come,  spell  the  difference  between  victory 
and  defeat  for  our  country.  We  do  not  know  what  the  future 
holds  in  store  for  us.  We  should  not  fail  to  do  everything 
that  is  humanly  possible  to  fully  protect  our  country  in  this 
war-maddened  world.  The  cost  of  these  supplemental  locks 
Is  large,  but  should  the  day  ever  come  when  their  need  would 
be  vital,  the  cost  of  their  construction  would  count  but  little 
when  compared  with  the  dire  results  that  their  absence 
would  impose.  You  and  I  cannot  afford  to  accept  the  re- 
sponsibility of  turning  a  deaf  ear  upon  the  recommendations 
of  those  upon  whom  we  have  the  right  to  rely  for  expert 
advice.  President  Roosevelt  recommends  it.  The  Navy  en- 
dorses it.  The  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  Zone  says  It  is 
essential.  Brigadier  General  Strong.  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff, 
War  Department,  at  page  52  of  the  hearings,  says: 

The  War  Department  feela  that  the  availability  of  a  third  set  of 
locks,  constructed  as  planned,  will  reduce  the  present  hazards  of 
interruption  of  passage,  through  sabotage  or  air  t>ombardment  by 
at  least  50  percent. 

Can  we  afford  to  take  the  chance  of  It  happening  here?  I 
say.  "No." 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Culkin]. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  necessity  of  building  a 
bypass  in  the  Panama  Canal  to  supplement  the  present 
double  locks  was  fully  discussed  before  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  which  considered  a  bill  au- 
thorizing this  construction.  That  bill  passed  the  House  with- 
out any  extended  debate  and  certainly  without  serious  op- 
position. The  committee  regarded  this  project  as  a  matter 
of  first  imjxjrtance  In  the  field  of  national  defense. 

The  country  is  confronted  with  the  building  of  two  navies 
unless  some  such  protection  is  given  the  Panama  Canal  as 
Is  proposed  here. 

The  Canal  at  present  is  open  to  sabotage  no  matter  what 

precautions  are  taken.    Ships  of  all  nations  pass  through 

I  these  locks  cariying  cargoes  some  of  which  are  essential  to 

'our  own  natiozial  well-being.    The  bypass  here  proposed 


would  be  limited  to  ships  of  the  Navy,  with  sabotage  within 
the  locks  a  very  remote  possibility. 

The  present  locks,  as  was  stated  a  moment  ago  by  the  able 
speaker  who  preceded  me,  are  more  or  less  archaic  in  type 
and  cannot  be  made  effectively  bombproof;  but  this  new  by- 
pass, the  chief  objection  to  which,  as  will  be  urged  here.  Is 
Its  nearness  to  the  present  Canal,  can  and  will  be  made  ef- 
fectively bombproof  under  the  existing  conditions  of  war- 
fare. This  will  avoid  the  necessity  of  the  country.  If  jrou 
please,  building  a  navy  for  the  Pacific  and  a  corresponding 
navy  for  the  Atlantic.  This  will  require  the  spending  of 
$4,000,000,000.  I  was  very  strongly  for  this  procedure  at 
the  time  the  request  for  the  authorization  was  before  the 
committee.  I  am  a  good  deal  more  strongly  for  it  at  this 
time  because  of  the  greater  potentialities  that  exist  by  reason 
of  conditions  in  Europe. 

Assuming  that  the  British  Navy  were  destroyed  or  taken 
over  by  Germany,  our  problem  would  be  vastly  more  serious 
than  It  is  today.  I  urge  the  House  to  consider  that  without 
my  going  into  detail  and  without  attempting  to  prophesy 
what  the  future  will  bring  forth.  The  procedure  of  building 
this  bypass  insures  the  almost  certaha  transit  of  the  Navy 
back  and  forth  from  the  Pacific  to  the  Atlantic  at  will. 
Without  this,  by  reason  of  sabotage  within  the  locks,  war- 
ships would  have  to  go  around  the  Horn,  as  the  Oregon  did 
in  the  Spanish -American  days. 

Mr.  SANDAOER.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CULKIN.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island. 

Mr.  SANDAGER.  I  think  the  gentleman  has  omitted 
something  with  which  he  is  familiar.  That  Is,  this  new  by- 
pass will  be  wide  enough  to  accommodate  the  most  modern 
warships. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  That  is  another  question.  We  are  talking 
about  building  greater  battleships,  with  beams  so  wide  they 
will  not  pass  through  the  present  locks.  As  my  colleague  on 
the  committee  suggests,  these  new  ships  with  the  additional 
beam  will  be  unable  to  pass  through  the  present  locks. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CULKIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  present  aircraft  carriers  can  just 
squeeze  through  the  present  locks? 

Mr.  CULKIN.  Yes.  I  recall  the  battleship  Renoum  of  the 
British  Navy  some  years  ago  jammed  her  bow  in  going 
through.  By  reason  of  the  new  menace  from  the  air,  future 
ships  must  be  more  heavily  armored.  That  will  require 
greater  beam. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.     Will  the  gentleman  j^eld? 

Mr.  CULKIN.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York,  We  were  advised  by  the  Navy 
Department  that  all  of  these  battleships  will  be  able  to  go 
through  the  present  locks. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  It  is  obvious  that  ships  of  the  futtire  must 
carry  greater  weight.  That  will  surely  require  greater  beam. 
That  is  the  lesson  of  the  present  war. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  urge  the  House  in  the  Interest  of  sound 
national  defense  to  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr,  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van  Zanbt]. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  arise  at  this  time  In 
support  of  the  preferential  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Arkansas  (Mr.  Terry],  because  it  will  provide  for  the 
immediate  construction  of  the  much-needed  new  set  of 
locks  for  the  Panama  Canal.  This  new  set  of  locks  is  im- 
perative if  we  are  to  fully  expand  the  defenses  of  our  Nation 
during  these  trying  days.  Some  few  months  ago  it  was  my 
privilege  to  make  a  thorough  study  of  the  Panama  Canal 
from  the  standpoint  of  national  defense.  At  that  time  it 
was  impressed  upon  me  by  high  officers  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  that  if  the  Panama  Canal  was  to  be  properly  de- 
fended not  only  would  Congress  have  to  provide  funds  for 
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additional  aircralt  batteries,  additional  defense  guns,  addi- 
tional regiments  of  infantry,  make  bombproof  the  present 
locks,  but.  by  all  means,  construct  immediately  a  new  set 
of  locks. 

In  the  discussion  of  a  new  set  of  locks,  time  and  time 
again  the  question  of  transferring  the  Navy  from  the  At- 
lantic to  the  Pacific  or  vice  versa  was  mentioned.  Tliose 
who  understand  the  military  necessity  of  transferring  the 
fleet  from  one  ocean  to  another  via  the  Canal  support  a 
.aew  set  of  locks  because  same  will  preclude  the  necessity 
of  our  Oovemment  spending  five  billions  of  dollars  for  the 
construction  of  another  fleet  to  be  stationed  in  the  Atlantic, 
since  the  present  fleet  is  in  the  Pacific. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  laaho.  Has  the  gentleman  ever  been  down 
to  the  Canal  and  inspected  it? 

Mr  VAN  ZANDT.    I  have. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  The  gentleman  knows  that  It  is 
controlled  by  locks  and  the  water  is  let  out  and  brought  back 
In.  Now.  one  well-placed  bomb  In  a  lock  would  destroy  the 
lock  and  let  the  water  out.  would  it  not? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  In  reply  to  the  gentleman's  question, 
those  in  charge  of  the  Army  and  Navy  in  the  Canal  Zcme  have 
already  provided  the  necessary  defenses  for  both  the  locks 
as  well  as  the  dams.  And  In  this  connection  I  have  great 
confidence  in  their  ability  to  defend  the  Canal  proper. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  What  defense  is  there  at  the  Pedro- 
Miguel  lock  or  at  the  lock  on  the  eastern  end?  What  defenses 
are  there  to  protect  those  locks? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  locks  on  both  the  Atlantic  and 
Pacific  sides  have  been  made  bombproof  by  the  burying 
of  all  machinery  under  heavy  layers  of  steel  and  cement. 
The  dams  that  control  the  water  level  are  protected  by 
auxiliary  breastworks  as  well  as  nets.  At  this  time  I  am 
certain  that  both  the  auxiliary  breastworks  as  well  as  the 
nets  are  in  full  operation. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Does  the  gentleman  think  they 
are  impregnalile  from  airplane  attack  or  bomb  attack? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Of  course,  that  would  be  very  dlflQcult 
for  me  to  say,  in  view  of  the  rapid  and  almost  unbelievable 
development  and  use  of  aircraft  since  the  beginning  of 
the  second  world  war.  However,  as  I  have  already  mentioned, 
I  have  great  confidence  in  the  ability  of  the  officers  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  stationed  in  the  Canal  Zone  when  it  comes  to 
protecting  the  Canal. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  present  facilities  of  the  Panama  Canal  are 
rapidly  reaching  the  point,  from  the  standpoint  of  com- 
mercial traffic,  of  operating  to  their  fullest  capacity.  Some 
say  this  point  will  be  reached  in  1961.  while  others  predict 
an  earlier  date.  Regardless  of  the  time,  when  the  Canal 
has  reached  the  limit  of  its  capacity,  we  will  be  called  upon 
to  provide  additional  facilities  to  handle  the  commercial 
traffic  of  the  world.  Therefore,  since  it  will  take  about 
6  years  to  complete  a  new  set  of  locks,  why  not  build  them 
now? 

Mr.  Speaker,  much  discussion  has  taken  place  concerning 
the  construction  of  a  new  canal  through  Nicaragua.  If  we 
were  to  construct  such  a  canal  at  this  time,  naturally,  we 
would  have  to  provide  the  necessary  defenses.  Not  only 
would  we  have  to  spend  about  two  billion  constructing  the 
c&nal  but  we  would  have  to  spend  an  additional  five  hundred 
milhon  to  defend  such  a  canaL  Common  sense  should  teD 
anyone  that  the  construction  of  a  new  set  of  locks  in  the 
already  existing  Panama  Canal  will  do  two  things:  First,  save 
the  cost  of  $5,000,000  that  would  be  necessary  to  construct 
the  second  fleet  for  our  Navy,  and.  next,  two  billion  five  hun- 
dred millions,  the  cost  of  constructing  another  canal  through 
Nicaragua. 

In  the  name  of  national  defense,  I  appeal  to  every  Member 
of  this  House  to  support  the  Terry  amendment,  and  It  is  with 
great  pleasure  that  I  have  been  afforded  this  opportunity  to 
speak  in  its  behalf. 

[Here  the  gavel  feO.] 


Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  [Mr.  Bland]. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  never  approached  a  sub- 
ject in  tills  House  with  a  deeper  feeling  of  the  Importance 
of  the  action  to  be  taken  on  the  future  of  our  country  or  upon 
Its  national  defense  than  I  do  now.  I  plead  for  adoption  of 
the  motion  to  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment.  The  author- 
ization of  these  locks  was  carefully  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries.  That  committee 
then  reported  to  this  House  the  authorization  bill  with  the 
endorsement  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy.  Every  angle  was 
considered.  Today  the  question  Is  whether  we  will  follow 
the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  United  States  in  his  desire 
to  provide  adequate  national  defense  for  America.  So  much 
did  he  realize  the  importance  of  this  measiu-e  that  when  he 
approved  the  authorization  bill  he  issued  a  statement  saying 
there  were  some  things  In  that  bill  which  he  felt  were  unwise 
at  the  time;  but  he  added: 

I  am  giving  my  approval  to  this  Important  bUl.  which,  by  au- 
thorizing the  construction  of  a  third  set  of  locks,  will  enhance  not 
only  our  own  sectirlty  but  that  of  the  hemisphere. 

So  important  did  he  consider  It  that,  though  the  bill  finally 
passed  the  House  and  Senate  only  a  few  days  before  the  ad- 
Jourimient  of  the  Congress,  he  sent  down  Immediately  an  esti- 
mate, asking  that  the  appropriation  be  made  forthwith.  He 
has  reiterated  that  request  again  and  again.  Why?  Because 
it  is  necessary  to  have  these  locks  to  take  care  of  the  larger 
ships  of  war  that  may  be  needed  in  a  few  years.  We  need 
the  locks  now  to  reduce  the  chance  that  the  use  of  the 
Panama  Canal  for  transit  purposes  will  be  stopped  by  sabo- 
tage or  air  raids. 

I  heard  the  statement  made  on  this  floor  some  time  ago 
that  an  effort  to  sabotage  the  Panama  Canal  would  be  an  act 
of  suicide.  There  are  yet  men  imbued  with  the  spirit  of  sui- 
cide in  defense  of  their  native  land,  as  they  see  it.  Richard 
Pierson  Hobson  doubtless  thought  himself  to  be  committing 
suicide  when  he  blocked  the  harbor  at  Santiago,  but  he  was 
willing  to  die.  and  other  men  went  with  him  for  the  same 
purpose.  Men  of  other  nations  feel  the  same  way.  We  must 
be  prepared  to  defend  against  them. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  is  necessary 
to  provide  locks  that  can  be  limited  to  the  exclusive  use  of  the 
Navy  if.  as.  and  when  desired.  We  are  bound  today  by  the 
Hay-Pauncefort  Treaty  to  keep  the  present  Canal  open,  but 
these  byijasses  may  be  reserved  for  the  use  of  the  United 
States  Navy.  No  ships  of  other  naticms,  whether  ships  of  war 
or  commerce,  may  use  these  additional  facilities  unless  we 
permit.  As  to  these  locks  the  treaty  does  not  apply.  We 
need  these  locks  to  provide  for  larger  ships  in  our  Navy. 
Admiral  Van  Keuren  had  this  to  say  when  he  appeared  before 
the  Senate  committee: 

As  stated  by  Captain  Cooke,  the  design  of  warships  Is  already 
hampered  by  the  present  dimensloiu  of  the  Panama  Canal  locks. 
Ord«B  are  now'  outstanding  for  addmg  blisters  to  the  imderwater 
body  of  the  Saratoga  and  Lexington,  aircraft  carriers  (converted 
from  battle  crulsersl.  for  the  purpose  of  adding  buoyance  and  in- 
creasing protection.  These  blisters  add  to  the  beam  of  the  ship  and 
would  have  been  made  considerably  larger  but  for  the  fact  that  the 
width  of  the  locks  permitted  only  a  small  Increase  in  t^f^m  over 
present  dimensions. 

He  also  said: 

The  projected  Canal  locks  will  be  140  feet  beam,  depth  45  feet,  and 
length  1.200  feet.  That  wlU  give  us  latitude  for  any  reasonable 
expansion  in  tonnage,  say,  up  to  100.000  tons  or  even  more.  But  the 
point  is.  if  now  we  want  to  increase  the  battery  of  the  present  type 
of  battleship,  to  put  on  more  guns,  we  have  got  to  make  the  ships 
bigger,  and  any  increase  of  tonnage  over  the  45.000-ton  limit,  which 
will  Jiist  nt  into  the  beam  of  the  present  locks,  would  be  prevented 
by  the  width  of  the  present  locks. 

He  further  said: 

It  is  reliably  reported  that  a  German  battleship  has  been 
latinched  that  has  118  feet  beam.  We.  ourselves,  in  our  studies 
of  larger  battleships,  have  gone  even  beyond  that  figure,  close 
to  130  feet  beam,  and  with  the  numerous  advantages  that  In- 
crease m  8l«e  affords,  can  visualize  battleships  in  the  not  too 
distant  future  that  will  reqiiire  the  services  of  the  3  drydocks 
that  we  are  now  building — 1,000  feet  by  133  feet  by  45  feet,  all 
at  which  can  be  extended  to  1,200  feet  in  length. 
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Admiral  Van  Keuren  also  made  a  comparison  of  the 
estimated  cost  of  new  locks  with  the  cost  of  the  probable 
increase  in  Navy  capital  ships.  He  pointed  out  that  the 
present  45.000  tonners  will  approach  $100,000,000  in  cost, 
and  said  that  we  have  laid  down  or  authorized  8  replace- 
ment battleships,  our  treaty  Navy  consists  of  15  battleships, 
and  there  are  still  7  to  be  built.  Admiral  Van  Keuren  said 
that  these  will  be  at  least  45.000  tonners.  and  that  the 
very  next  ones  will  prot>ably  be  larger  than  that,  if  they 
can  possibly  see  their  way  clear  and  get  the  necessary 
authority.  As  a  result  there  are  still  $700,000,000  worth  of 
battleships  to  be  built,  which  should  be  the  best  the  Navy 
can  design.  If  we  compare  the  $277,000,000  with  the  $700.- 
000,000  and  consider  the  vital  necessity  of  using  these  7 
battleships  in  both  oceans  for  26  years,  which  is  the  life 
of  a  battleship,  there  Is  emphasized  the  necessity  for  start- 
ing the  new  locks  in  order  to  be  ready  for  these  battle- 
ships as  they  come  along. 

Admiral  Van  Keuren  pointed  out  that  the  present  locks  of 
the  Panama  Canal  are  also  deficient  in  length  for  the  probable 
aircraft  carriers  of  the  future.  He  said  that  we  are  already 
crowding  the  length  of  the  present  locks,  and  with  the  in- 
crease in  size  and  speed  that  is  constantly  being  made,  our 
carriers  will  have  to  be  made  longer  and  longer.  He  noted 
that  carriers  of  over  1.000  feet  in  length  are  Just  around 
the  corner,  speaking  from  a  design  standpoint. 

Admiral  Van  Keuren  was  supported  in  his  testimony  by 
Capt.  C.  M.  Cooke  who  said  that  construction  and  protec- 
tion of  our  larger  men-of-war  are  now  being  hampered  by 
the  limit  of  the  beam  permitted  by  the  present  locks.  He 
said  that  our  large  aircraft  carriers  are  already  a  close  fit, 
and  have,  in  fact,  been  damaged  on  occasion  in  the  past 
during  passage  of  the  locks,  due  largely  to  the  narrow 
margin  of  clearance — about  13  inches  at  the  narrowest 
place.  We  now  find  it  necessary  to  add  to  our  large  ships 
additional  under-water  protection  against  enemy  torpedoes 
and  mines. 

Captain  Cooke  said  that  we  cannot  add  the  protection 
needed,  and  would  add  the  protection  needed  if  not  re- 
stricted by  the  limiting  width  of  the  present  Canal  locks. 

The  testimony  of  these  officers  was  in  exsu:t  accord  with 
that  given  by  Commander  Lowe,  of  the  Navy,  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  when  the  authori- 
zation bill  was  reported  by  that  committee. 

Commander  Lowe  said  then  that  it  is  very  important  that 
an  additional  safe  passage  be  provided^  early  as  possible, 
and  that  it  is  equally  important  that  the  larger  locks  be 
provided  and  quickly.  He  said  that  the  beams  of  our  older 
battleships  that  have  been  modemized^approach  very  closely 
the  width  of  the  present  Canal  locks;  that  they  make  a 
tight  fit;  that  our  ships  now  building  will  make  an  even 
tighter  fit. 

The  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  President  of  the  United 
States  have  all  said  that  these  locks  are  necessary  and  should 
be  constructed  at  once. 

Something  has  been  said  about  the  Nicaragua  Canal.  The 
testimony  before  the  committee  was  that  it  would  take  12 
to  15  years  to  get  the  Nicaragua  Canal  built.  15  at  the 
outside,  and  that  we  can  get  these  facihties  within  6  years. 
The  testimony  was  that  it  would  take  around  $1,400,000,000 
to  construct  the  Nicaragua  Canal,  and  that  these  locks  can 
be  constructed  for  $277,000,000.  The  testimony  further  was 
that  it  would  require  negotiation  in  order  to  make  arrange- 
ments. We  can  have  this  in  6  years.  The  annual  cost  of  the 
Nicaragua  Canal  would  be  around  $76,300,000  which  in- 
cludes operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Canal,  amortiza- 
tion of  defense  costs,  and  maintenance  of  garrison  and 
defense.  The  annual  cost  of  Panama  Canal  enlargement 
would  be  $10,010,000.  the  Increased  cost  of  Canal  mainte- 
nance and  operation  being  $1,700,000  as  against  $11,000,000 
for  Nicaragua,  and  increased  cost  of  garrison  and  defense 
being  nothing  as  against  $25,000,000  for  Nicaragua. 

As  I  see  it.  the  trouble  in  the  world  today  is  that  Great 
Britain,  France,  and  the  other  nations  have  deferred  prep- 


aration, and  even  we  have  deferred  preparation,  until  It 
seems  almost  too  late.  Do  not  let  us  commit  the  mistake 
that  has  been  committed  by  these  other  nations.  Let  us 
see  to  It  now  that  America  shall  be  defended  and  that  the 
Panama  Canal,  the  life  line  of  America,  the  very  heart  of 
our  national  defense,  shall  be  protected.  It  will  be  pro- 
tected by  the  construction  of  these  locks.  I  call  upon  the 
House  to  stand  with  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  In 
the  defense  of  America  and  to  construct  these  locks  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUcman  yield? 

Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  WlU  the  gentleman  develop  for  the 
benefit  of  the  House  the  fact  that  In  1961  the  present  locks 
will  reach  their  commercial  capacity. 

Mr.  BLAND.  They  will,  but  I  am  not  troubled  about  com- 
mercial capacity  now.  There  Is  a  higher  thing,  a  more 
important  thing,  Mr.  Speaker.  Every  man  who  concedes 
the  truth  knows  that  America  today  ts  in  danger.  I  remem- 
ber how  with  bated  breath  In  1898  we  listened  to  the  reports 
of  the  progress  of  the  Oregon.  Even  the  farmer  at  the  store 
asked  the  question  from  day  to  day,  "Where  is  the  Oregon?^ 
and  followed  the  Oregon  on  that  memorable  trip  from  the 
Pacific  around  Cape  Horn  to  the  Atlantic  to  engage  in  the 
battles  of  that  war.  That  progress  was  watched  day  by 
day.  and  every  farmer  at  every  store  asked,  "What  Is  the 
report  on  the  Oregon?  How  is  she  coming?  Will  she  be  on 
time?"  She  was,  but  let  no  such  question  come  hereafter. 
It  Is  for  America  I  plead.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Powers]. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  never  have  I  approached  a 
subject  In  Congress  with  the  feeling  I  have  about  the  subject 
I  am  going  to  discuss,  namely,  the  construction  of  a  third 
set  of  locks  at  Panama  at  this  time.  I  am  not  going  to  stand 
here  this  afternoon  and  wave  a  flag;  neither  am  I  going  to 
make  the  eagle  scresun;  but  I  am  going  to  tell  you  facts, 
and  then  I  want  every  lady  and  gentleman  to  vote  according 
to  what  he  or  she  thinks  Is  the  proper  thing  to  do, 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  absolutely  opposed,  bitterly  opposed,  to 
the  construction  of  a  third  set  of  locks  at  this  time.  Let  me 
give  you  my  reasons  and  my  facts.  Let  us  look  at  the  situ- 
ation in  Panama  as  it  is  today.  We  have  two  sets  of  locks 
parallel.  In  the  last  year  or  two  we  have  spent  $25,000,000 
on  protective  devices  for  the  present  locks.  We  have  appro- 
priated another  $39,000,000,  which  will  be  spent  within  a 
year  for  additional  protective  devices.  We  are  also  appro- 
priating In  our  supplemental  War  Department  bill  additional 
moneys  for  Panama  protective  devices,  and  before  we  are 
through  we  will  appropriate  many  millions  more. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  third  set  of  locks  calls  for  an  expenditure 
of  at  least  $277,000,000.  The  third  set  of  locks  Is  supposed 
to  be  constructed  within  a  quarter  or  a  half  mile  of  the  pres- 
ent site.  The  third  set  of  locks  will  take  6  long  years  to 
complete.  The  third  set  of  locks,  if  you  authorize  it,  will 
take  thousands  and  thousands  of  our  best  mechanics  out  of 
the  country  today  and  put  them  In  Panama  on  a  6-year  proj- 
ect, and  let  me  tell  you.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  going  to  need 
every  good  mechanic  we  have  right  now  and  in  the  days 
immediately  to  follow. 

Mr.  Speaker,  everyone  admits  that  If  an  attack  comes  on 
the  Panama  Canal  the  attack  will  come  by  air.  Everyone 
admits  that  with  the  present  efficacy  of  planes.  If  the  present 
set  of  locks  can  be  bombed,  another  set  of  locks  from  a 
quarter  to  a  half  mile  away  can  very  easily  be  bombed  by  the 
same  mission.  If  we  are  going  to  spend  $277,000,000,  let  us 
put  it  in  things  we  need  immediately.  Let  us  not  spend  it 
on  a  project  that  is  going  to  take  6  years  to  complete. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  gone  through  the  Senate  hearings  on 
the  third  set  of  locks;  I  have  listened  and  I  have  been  a  part 
of  the  House  hearings  on  the  third  set  of  locks;  and  in  my 
heart  right  now  I  can  find  no  justification  for  the  Immediate 
construction  of  them.  Do  you  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  If  a 
third  set  of  locks  was  so  vital  to  the  cause  of  national  defense 
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that  our  colleagtie  the  gentleman  from  Colorado,  Mr.  Edwaid 
TAYLoa,  chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Committee,  would 
oppose  it?  Do  you  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  if  a  third  set 
of  locks  was  so  vital  to  national  defense  that  my  colleague  and 
good  friend  from  Mississippi.  Ross  A.  Collins,  would  oppose 
it?  Do  you  think.  Members  of  this  House,  that  your  War  De- 
partment subcommittee  of  the  Appropriations  Committee 
would  oppose  it  if  they  thought  it  was  vital  to  national  de- 
fense at  the  moment? 

We  hear  a  lot  about  sabotage.  We  all  know — and  I  am  not 
going  to  dwell  upon  this  at  length,  because  it  is  not  a  subject 
for  the  Congressional  Record — but  we  all  know  the  pro- 
tective devices  that  we  have  installed  in  Panama.  We  all 
know,  too,  those  of  us  who  have  investigated  it  thoroughly, 
that  the  only  chance  for  sabotage  is  a  suicidal  mission  com- 
ing through  the  Canal,  and  that  can  be  done  in  spite  of 
almost  any  protective  device  which  we  may  put  there. 

We  have  heard  a  lot,  Mr.  Speaker,  about  the  size  of  the 
ships  and  about  the  present  locks  not  being  large  enough.  It 
is  a  matter  of  record  that  there  is  not  a  ship  in  the  United 
States  Navy  today  that  cannot  go  through  the  present  set  of 
locks.  It  is  a  matter  of  record  that  there  is  not  a  ship  tmder 
construction  that  cannot  go  through  the  present  set  of  locks. 
and  I  think,  also,  if  a  third  set  of  locks  were  completed,  if 
there  is  going  to  be  any  sabotage,  that  would  probably  be  the 
first  place  where  sabotage  would  occur. 

Bear  in  mind  that  if  and  when  the  emergency  occurs  the 
locks  will  be  closed  to  all  but  the  United  States  Navy  and 
American  ships,  so  that  danger  of  sabotage  will  not  exist 
when  we  need  the  locks  most.  In  the  next  few  weeks  we  are 
going  to  learn  a  lot  about  national-defense  appropriations. 
If  we  think  we  have  appropriated  money  in  our  regular  bills, 
and  if  we  think  we  are  going  to  appropriate  a  lot  of  money 
in  accordance  with  the  President's  message,  we  are  right;  but 
we  do  not  know  half  of  it  jret.  We  are  going  to  be  asked  to 
appropriate  a  lot  more  money  before  we  leave  Washington, 
and  if  conditions  get  any  worse  we  are  going  to  be  asked  to 
appropriate  billions  of  dollars  more.  I  say  to  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  I  say  in  all  sincerity  to  every  Member  of  this 
House,  now  is  not  the  time  to  put  $277,000,000  in  a  6-year 
project,  when  we  need  critical  items  of  equipment  so  badly 
and  so  quickly.     [  Applause.  1 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  ColliksI. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  before  us  is  very 
simple.  We  are  called  upon  to  embark  on  an  expenditure 
of  $277,000,000  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  a  third  set 
of  locks  within  about  a  quarter  of  a  mile  of  the  existing 
locks  on  the  Panama  Canal.  It  is  going  to  take  at  least  6 
years  to  build  them.  The  third  set  of  locks  will  not  be 
used  for  commercial  purposes  but  will  be  placed  in  a 
stand-by  condition  for  the  use  of  naval  craft  if  such  use  is 
necessary  after  the  locks  are  completed.  This  in  brief  is 
the  proposal.  The  subcommittee  recognized  the  fact  that 
there  ought  to  be  ample  protection  of  the  existing  locks  and 
facihties  of  the  Panama  Canal,  with  the  result  that  in  the 
last  year's  appropriation  bill  $27,000,000  was  appropriated 
for  protective  works,  and  in  the  military  appropriation  bill 
which  we  will  consider  again  when  we  act  on  the  conference 
report  in  a  few  days,  the  amount  of  $39,000,000  for  protective 
work  is  included.  In  addition,  there  are  literally  millions  of 
dollars  appropriated  for  the  augmentation  of  existing  forces 
at  the  Panama  Canal,  for  needed  antiaircraft  guns,  and  for 
other  military  and  protective  weapons.  We  have  been  alive 
to  the  situation  and  have  endeavored  to  protect  the  Canal, 
Canal  locks,  and  all  installations  on  the  zone. 

At  the  time  that  the  House  considered  this  item  when  the 
bill  was  "passed  we  figured  sabotage  would  come  from  ships 
that  might  go  through  the  Canal.  We  did  not  consider  sabo- 
tage as  we  know  it  has  been  carried  on  in  Europe  during 
recent  weeks — by  persons  wearing  Army  imlforms,  police- 
men's and  firemen's  uniforms  of  the  opposing  country  at 
war.  or  by  dropping  persons  from  parachutes  into  the  oppos- 
ing nation's  territory.     So  that  what  we  have  considered 


sabotage  then  is  not  the  modem  method  as  we  now  find  it 
practiced. 

In  my  opinion.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  anything  happens  to  the 
Panama  Canal,  it  is  not  going  to  happen  by  sabotage.  It  is 
going  to  happen  from  the  air  by  bombs  dropped  from  mili- 
tary planes.  For  that  reason  it  is  my  deliberate  judgment 
that  a  third  set  of  locks  a  quarter  of  a  mile  away  would  be 
practically  worthless. 

Mr.  TERRY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLLINS.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot.  If  we  feel  something 
is  necessary  in  the  way  of  additional  canal  faclLties,  let  us 
meet  the  problem  squarely  and  build  the  Nicaragua  Canal. 
[Applause.]  It  will  mean  a  greater  outlay  of  money,  but  it 
win  also  mean  that  if  the  Panama  Csmal  is  destroyed  we  will 
have  another  highway  through  which  we  can  carry  our  Navy 
and  our  merchant  vessels. 

These  are  matters  that  this  House  should  consider,  but  I 
submit  to  you  today  that  the  paramount  question  l)efore  this 
body  is  to  implement  properly  the  Army  of  the  United  States; 
and  if  we  expect  to  withdraw  skilled  mechanics  and  those 
persons  versed  in  the  manufacture  of  implements  of  war,  we 
should  put  them  to  work  in  continental  United  States  pro- 
ducing these  very  critical  items. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  the  gentleman  to  jrield 
me  5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Si)eaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  more  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  My  good  friend  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Bland] — and  I  have  great  respect  for  him  and 
high  regard  for  his  judgment — but  I  want  the  gentleman  to 
know  that  in  his  congressional  district  or  near  it  are  the 
Norfolk  Navy  Yard  and  the  Newport  News  Shii^building  & 
Dry  Dock  Co.  It  is  said  we  ought  to  have  three  shifts  of  men 
in  these  and  other  shipbuilding  plants.  A  gentleman  whom 
I  know  and  most  of  the  membership  of  this  House  know 
told  me  only  a  few  days  ago  that  it  is  impossible  to  provide 
three  shifts  of  men  for  the  shipyards  of  this  country;  that 
we  cannot  even  provide  one  shift  of  men  for  them.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  sent  us  care- 
fully prepared  language,  which  has  been  carried  in  the  Army 
and  Navy  appropriation  bills,  for  emergency  funds  to  be  ex- 
pended by  him. 

This  language  is  as  follows: 

The  procurement  and  training  of  civilian  personnel  necessary  In 
connection  with  the  production  of  critical  and  essential  itenw  of 
equipment  cmd  mat^iel  and  the  use  and  operation  thereof. 

We  are  insisting  on  trained  personnel  of  sroung  men  in  the 
country  in  mechanical  ways  so  that  we  can  produce  the  im- 
plements which  may  be  needed  in  the  very  near  future;  yet 
at  the  same  time  it  is  proposed  to  start  this  huge  under- 
taking which  would  take  away  people  of  this  very  sort  and 
transfer  them  to  Panama,  and  this  construction  cannot  be 
completed  for  at  least  6  years. 

I  submit  to  you  in  all  fairness,  as  one  who  believes  in  ade- 
quate military  preparedness  of  the  modem  type,  that  you 
should  sustain  the  committee,  vote  down  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, and  let  us  use  these  men  and  these  materials  for  pur- 
poses I  regard  as  more  urgent  at  this  time.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  chairman 
[Mr.  SntderI,  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Col- 
lins 1.  and  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Powers  1 
have  pretty  well  covered  the  argument  on  this  third  set  of 
locks.  They  have  pointed  out  that  protective  bombproof- 
ing  is  being  applied  to  the  existing  locks  at  a  cost  of  over 
$39,000,000.  I  want  only  briefly  to  call  your  attention  to 
testimony  given  before  the  Senate  subcommittee  in  which 
authorities  spoke  of  additional  protective  measures  that  can 
be  taken.  Indeed,  if  an  emergency  arises,  they  will  be  taken, 
I  understand. 
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General  Strong  testified  that  these  measures  could  be 
taken : 

First,  the  installation  and  operation  at  the  earliest  practical 
date  of  special  equipment  In  the  locks  designed  to  prevent  the 
placln<;  and  detonation  of  time  bombs  or  mines.  Of  course 
that  should  be  done  now. 

Second,  single  track  operation  which  involves  the  closing  of 
one  side  of  each  set  of  locks  to  all  trafflc,  except  elements  of 
the  United  States  Navy. 

This  would  mean  placing  the  locks  on  a  24-hour  basis  and 
operating  them  as  a  single-track  proposition.  At  the  present 
time  the  double  locks  there  are  operated  on  a  two-track  t>asis, 
cne  route  for  each  direction  of  trafiQc. 

Third,  the  placing  of  armed  guards  on  the  bridge  and  In  the 
engine  room  of  ships  to  control  their  movements,  coupled  with 
such  Inspection  of  the  ships  before  transit  as  it  Is  practicable  to 
make  without  unloading  the  cargo. 

Of  course.  It  is  understood  by  everyone  that  a  ship's  crew 
does  not  take  the  vessel  through  the  Canal.  That  is  done  by 
electric  "mules." 

All  of  us  are  approaching  this  question  from  the  stand- 
point of  national  defense.  After  studying  the  situation  and 
sitting  through  2  days  of  hearings  on  the  new  requests  for 
Army  appropriations,  it  is  my  firm  conviction  that  there  are 
many  critical  items  to  which  this  money  had  better  be  de- 
voted and  to  which  men  had  better  be  devoted  at  the  present 
time  than  the  sort  of  proposition  which  will  take  6  years  to 
complete  even  tmder  speed-up  conditions. 

The  normal  time  estimated  for  the  completion  of  this 
third  set  of  locks  was  9  years,  but  we  were  told  that  it  might 
be  done  in  6.  That  is  not  the  immediate  and  critical  propo- 
sition that  confronts  the  country.  The  immediate  and  criti- 
cal proposition  that  confronts  the  country  is  to  supply  the 
items  of  emergency  defense. 

The  most  that  we  can  do  so  far  as  protecting  the  Canal 
from  aerial  or  naval  attack  is  concerned  we  can  do  by 
acquiring  land  bases  that  will  keep  an  enemy  fso-  at  sea. 
We  can  do  more  for  the  Canal  defenses  by  acquiring  such 
bases  than  we  can  by  providing  another  target  which  would 
be  susceptible  of  bombing  from  the  air.  Let  us  put  first 
things  first. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  the  motion  to  recede  and  concur. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Terry)  there  were — ayes  38.  noes  68. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the 
ground  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 
The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will 
not.fy  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  190,  nays 
141,  answered  "present"  1.  not  voting  98,  as  follows: 


[Roll 

No.  1351 

-r]^    '                   YEAS— 190 

Allen.  La. 

CartWTlght 

Duncan 

Green 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Casey.  Mass. 

Dunn 

Gregory 

Arnold 

Chapman 

Durham 

Griffith 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Clark 

Eberharter 

Guyer.  Kans. 

Barnes 

Cochran 

Edelsteln 

Hare 

Barry 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Edmlston 

Harrington 

Bates.  Ky. 

Cooley 

EUls 

Havenner 

Bates.  MaM. 

Cooper 

Elston 

Healey 

Beckworth 

Costello 

Evans 

Hendricks 

Bell 

Courtney 

FergiMon 

Hennlngs 

Bland 

Cravens 

Fernandez 

Hess 

Bloom 

CTOMcr 

Fltzpatrlck 

Hill 

Boehne 

Crowe 

Plannagan 

Hlnshaw 

Boland 

Crowther 

Flannery 

Hobbs 

Boren 

Culkln 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Hook 

Brooks 

Cullen 

Ford.  Mlaa. 

Hunter 

Brown,  Oa. 

D'Alepandro 

Fries 

Jaoobsen 

Bryson 

Darden,  Va. 

Fulmer 

johnson.Luther  A. 

Buckler.  Ulnn. 

Davis 

Garrett 

Johnson,  Lyndon 

Bulwlnkle 

Dempaey 

Oa  things 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Burch 

DeRouen 

Ctevagan 

Jones.  Tex. 

Burgln 

Dlngell 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

Kefauver 

Byms,  Tenn. 

Disney 

Olbbe 

KeUer 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Doughton 

Gore 

Kelly 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Drewry 

Gossett 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Rllday 

Martin.  Iowa 

Raybum 

Sutphln 

Klrwan 

Maaslncale 

Rees,  Kans. 

Tarver 

Kitchens 

May 

Richards 

Tenerowlea 

Kramer 

Mills.  Ark. 

Robertson 

Terry 

Larrabee 

Mills.  La. 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Lea 

Monroney 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Thomaaon 

Leavy 

Murdock.  Arls. 

Romjue 

Tolan 

Leslnski 

Nelson 

Ryan 

Van  Zandt 

Lewis  Ohio 

Nichols 

Sandager 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Ludlow 

Norrell 

Sasscer 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

McAndrews 

Norton 

Sattertteld 

Wallgren 

McCormack 

O'Connor 

Schulte 

Ward 

McGchee 

Oliver 

Sec  rest 

Warren 

McKeough 

ONeal 

Shanley 

Weaver 

McMUlan.ClaraG 

Parsons 

Shcppard 

Welch 

McMillan.  John  L.  Patman 

Smith.  Conn. 

Wheat 

Maas 

Patton 

Smith.  Va. 

Williams,  Mo. 

Maclejewskl 

Pearson 

Somers.  N.  T. 

Wolverton.  N.  J. 

Magnu.snn 

Peterson.  Fla. 

South 

Wood 

Mahon 

Poage 

Spence 

Woodrum.  Va, 

Maloney 

Rabaut 

Steagall 

Zimmerman 

Marcantonio 

Ramspeck 

Sumner.  Dl. 

Martin.  111. 

Rankin 

Sumners,  Tex. 

NATS— 141 

Allen,  ni. 

Elliott 

Klnzer 

Rutherford 

Allen.  Pa. 

Engel 

Koclalkowskl 

Schafer.  WU. 

Andersen.  H.  Car] 

Englebrlght 

Kunkel 

Scrugham 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Gamble 

Lambertson 

Seccombe 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Gartner 

Landis 

Seger 

Andrews 

Orarhart 

Lanham 

Shannon 

Angell 

Gehrmann 

LeCompte 

Short 

Arends 

Gerlach 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Smith.  Ohio 

Austin 

Glfford 

Luce 

Smith.  W.  Va^ 

Barton.  N.  Y. 

Ollchrlst 

McDowell 

Snyder 

Bender 

Gillie 

McGregor 

Sprmger 

Blackney 

Goodwin 

McLaughlin 

Stames.  Ala. 

Bolton 

Graham 

McLean 

8teama.N.H. 

Burdlck 

Grant.  Ind. 

McLeod 

Stefan 

Carlson 

Gwynne 

Marshall 

Sweet 

Carter 

Hall.  Leonard  W 

Martin.  Maas. 

Taber 

Case.  S.  Dak. 

Halleck 

Mason 

Talle 

Chlperfleld 

Hancock 

Mlchener 

Thill 

Church 

Harness 

MUler 

Tibbott 

Clason 

Harter.  N.  T. 

Monkiewlcs 

Tmkham 

Clevenger 

Hoffman 

Mott 

Tread  way 

Cluett 

Holmes 

Mundt 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Hope 

Murdock.  Utah 

Wadsworth 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Horton 

Murray 

White.  Idaho 

Collins 

Houston 

OT>ay 

White.  Ohio 

Colmer 

Hull 

Peterson.  Ga. 

Whlttlngton  , 

Crawford 

Jarrett 

Pierce 

Wlggleswortb'V- 

Creal 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Pittenger 

WlUlams.  Del. 

Cxunmlngs 

Jensen 

Polk 

Winter 

Curtis 

Johnson,  ni. 

Powers 

Wolcott 

Dies 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Reed.  HI. 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Dltter 

Johnson,  W.  Va. 

Reed.  N.  Y. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Dondero 

Jonkman 

Rich 

Youngdahl 

Doxey 

Kean 

Robinson.  Utah 

Dworshak 

Keefe 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Eaton 

Kerr 

Routzohn 

ANSWERED  "PRESENT"—! 

Knutson 
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Alexander 

Douglas 

Keofh 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Ball 

FaddU 

Kllbum 

Sabath 

Beam 

Fay 

Kleberg 

Sacks 

Bolles 

Fenton 

Lemke 

Schaefer.  XO, 

Boykln 

Pish 

Lynch 

Schlfller 

Bradley.  Mich 

Flaherty 

McArdle 

Schueta 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Polger 

McOranery 

Schwert 

Brewster 

Ford.  ThonuM  F. 

Mansfield 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Grant.  Ala. 

Merrltt 

Sheridan 

Buck 

Gross 

MitcheU 

Simpson 

Buckley.  N.  Y 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Moser 

Smith,  ni. 

Byrne.  N  Y. 

Hart 

Moutnn 

Smith.  Waah. 

Byron 

Harter.  Ohio 

Myers 

Sparkman 

Caldwell 

Hartley 

O'Brien 

Sullivan 

Camp 

Hawks 

Olieary 

Sweeney 

Celler 

Izac 

O-imers 

Taylor 

Claypool 

Jarman 

OToole 

Thomas.  K.  J. 

Cole.  Md. 

Jeffries 

Pace 

Thorlcelson 

Connery 

Jenks,  N.  H. 

Patrick 

Vinson,  Oa. 

Corbett 

Jeimlngs 

Pfelfer 

Vreeland 

Cox 

Johns 

Plumley 

Walter 

Darrow 

Jones.  Ohio 

Randolph 

West 

Delaney 

Kee 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Whelchel 

Dicksteln 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Risk 

Dlrksen 

Kennedy.  Michael  Rockefeller 

So  the  preferential  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 
On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Plumley  (for)  with  Mr.  Randolph  (against) . 

Mr.  Keoiih  (for)  with  Mr.  Edwin  A.  Hall  (against). 

Mr.  Corbett  (for)  with  Mr.  Bolles  (against) . 

Mr.  Sullivan  (for)  with  Mr.  Vreeland   (against). 

Ut.  Delaney  (for)  with  Mr.  Ball  (against). 

Mr.  Vinson  of  Oeorgu  (lor)   with  Mr.  Rockefeller  (agaisat). 
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Mr    M&rtin  J.  Kennedy   (for)   with  Mr.  Qrom   (against). 

Mr    Schwert   (for)   with  Mr    Be«ce  of  Tenn«««ee   (asalnst). 

Mr.  Pfelfer  (for)  with  Mr.  Kllbiim  (against). 

Ilr.  FUbertT  (for)  with  Mr.  03nen  (against). 

Mr.  Mlcfaael  J.  Kennedy  (for)   with  Mr.  Slmpaoa  (against). 

Mr   OXeary  (for)  with  Mr.  Omers  (against). 

Mr.  Merrltt  (for)  with  Mr.  Douglas  (against). 

Mr   OToole^for)  with  Mr.  Hartley  (against). 

Mr.  pay  (for)  with  Mr.  Kleberg  (against). 

Mr.  Celler   (for)    with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey    (against). 

Mr.  Byrne  of  Hew  York   (for)    with  Mr.  Jeffries   (against). 

Mr.  Dlcksteln  (for)   with  Mr.  T  nwa  of  Ohio  (against). 

Mr.  Lynch  (for)  with  Mr.  Hart  (against). 

Mr.  Buckley  of  New  York  (for)  with  Mr.  Fenton  (against). 

Oeoeral  pairs: 

Mr  Mansfield  with  Mr  Dlrksen. 

Mr.  Beam  with  Mr.  Hawks. 

Mr.  Camp  with  Mr.  Jennings. 

Mr   Scbuetz  with  Mr  Risk. 
-  Mr    Cox  with  Mr.  Rodgers  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr    West  with  Mr    Pish. 

Mr.  Sparkman  with  Mr.  Alexander. 

Mr.  Pace  with  Mr.  Brewster. 

Mr.  Polger  with  Mr   Schlffler. 

Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Michigan. 

Mr    Grant  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  E)arrow. 

Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Cole  of  Maryland  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Boykln  with  Mr.  Johns. 

Mr.  Mouton  with  Mr.  Thorkelson. 

Mr   Patrick  with  Mr.  Jones  of  Ohio. 

Mr  Harter  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  liClchlgaii. 

Mr.  Claypool  with  Mr.  Moeer. 

Mr.  McArdle  with  Mr.  Sacks. 

Mr.  Sheridan  with  Mr.  Izac. 
'    Mr   Sabath  with  Mr    Kee. 

Mr.  PaddU  with  Mr.  Scbaefer  of  DUnola. 

Mr    Buck  with  Mr.  Whelchel. 

Mr.  Sweeney  with  Mr.  Walter. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Washington  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mr.  Myers  with  Mr.  CaldweU. 

Mrs.  Clara  G.  McMillan  and  Messrs.  Coftie  of  Washing- 
ton, RoGEKS  ol  Oklahoma,  and  Nelson  changed  their  votes 
from  "nay"  to  "yea." 

The  doors  were  opened. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

Mr,  VCX)RHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague 
from  California,  Mr.  Izac.  is  unavoidably  detained  on  very 
important  business.  Had  he  been  present  he  would  have 
voted  "yea"  on  the  motion  just  agreed  to. 

The  SPEIAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  21:  Page  19.  line  3,  strike  out  section  2  and 
Insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  2  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  used  directly  or  indirectly  after  May  1.  1941,  except  for  tem- 
porary emplo3rment  in  case  of  emergency,  for  the  payment  of  any 
civilian  for  services  rendered  by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while 
occupying  a  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive, 
or  supervisory  position  unless  such  person  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  of  America  or  of  the  Republic  of  Panama:  Provided, 
hotcrver.  (1)  That  at  no  time  shall  the  number  of  Panamanian 
citizens  employed  In  the  above-mentioned  positions  exceed  the 
number  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  so  employed,  if  United 
States  cltisens  are  available  in  continental  United  States  or  on  the 
Canal  Zone:  (2)  that  nothing  in  this  act  shall  prohibit  the  con- 
tinued employment  of  any  person  who  shall  have  rendered  15  or 
more  years  of  faithful  and  honorable  service  on  the  Canal  Zone; 
(3)  that  in  the  selection  of  personnel  for  skilled,  technical,  ad- 
ministrative, clerical,  supervisory,  or  executive  positions,  the  con- 
trolling factors  in  filling  these  positions  shall  be  efficiency,  experi- 
ence, training,  and  education;  (4)  that  all  citizens  of  Panama  and 
the  United  States  rendering  slOlIed.  teclmlcal,  clerical,  adminis- 
trative, executive,  or  supervisory  service  on  the  Canal  Zone  under 
the  terms  of  this  act  shall  (a)  normally  be  employed  not  more 
than  40  hours  per  week,  (b)  shall  receive  as  compensation  equal 
rates  of  pay  based  upon  rates  paid  for  similar  employment  in 
continental  United  States  pltis  25  percent." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
amendments  Nos.  21  and  22  be  considered  together. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Snyder  1? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  teU  us  what  his  motion 
to  recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment  will  consist  of? 

Mr.  SNYDER.     I  have  not  made  a  motion  yet. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Then  I  shall  object  to  consid- 
ering the  two  amendments  together.    I  reserved  the  right 


to  object  in  the  hope  the  gentleman  would  explain  what  his 
motion  will  be. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  In  that  case  I  will  have  to  offer  a  motion 
to  recede  and  concur  in  amendments  Nos.  21  and  22  with 
an  amendment,  which  I  will  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk,  as  « greed 
to  by  the  conferees.  I  talked  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  (Mr.  Powers]  about  this  and  he  said  it  was  all  right. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  is  absolutely 
wrong.  The  gentleman  spoke  to  me  and  I  said  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  was  handling  those 
two  amendments  and  to  see  him. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    I  beg  the  gentleman's  pardoiL 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  !»ir.  Speaker.  I  think  we  will 
save  time  by  considering  these  amendments  separately,  so 
I  object  to  the  request. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  recede  and  con- 
cur in  amendment  No.  21  with  an  amendment  which  I  send 
to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

ICr.  Sntbes  moves  to  recede  and  concur  in  amendment  No.  21 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by 
said  anoendment.   insert  the  following: 

"Ssc.  2.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  used  directly  or  indirectly  after  May  1.  1941.  except  for  teni- 
porary  employment  in  case  of  emergency,  for  the  payment  of  any 
civilian  for  services  rendered  by  him  on  the  C^nal  Zone  while 
occupying  a  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive, 
or  supervisory  position  unless  such  person  Is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  of  America  or  of  the  Republic  of  Panama:  Provided, 
tunoever,  (1)  That,  notwithstanding  the  provision  In  the  act  ap- 
proved August  11.  1939  (53  Stat.  1409).  limiting  employment  in 
the  above-mentioned  positions  to  citizens  of  the  United  States 
from  and  after  the  date  of  the  approval  of  SfUd  act.  citizens  of 
Panama  may  be  employed  in  such  poeitlons;  (2)  that  at  no  time 
shall  the  number  of  Panamanian  citizens  employed  In  the  above- 
mentioned  positions  exceed  the  number  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States  so  employed,  if  United  States  citizens  are  available  in  con- 
tinental United  States  or  on  the  (Danal  Zone:  (3)  that  nothing  In 
this  act  shall  prohibit  the  continued  employment  of  any  person 
who  shall  have  rendered  5  or  more  years  of  faithful  and  honor- 
able service  on  the  Canal  Zone;  (4)  that  in  the  selection  of  per- 
sonnel for  skilled,  technical,  administrative,  clerical,  supervisory, 
or  executive  positions,  the  controlling  factors  in  filling  these  posi- 
tions shall  be  efficiency,  experience,  training,  and  education;  (5) 
that  all  citizens  of  Panama  and  the  United  States  rendering 
skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory 
service  on  the  Canal  Zone  under  the  terms  of  this  act  (a)  shall 
normally  be  employed  not  more  than  40  hours  per  week;  (b)  may 
receive  as  compensation  equal  rates  of  pay  baaed  upon  rates  paid 
for  similar  employment  In  continental  United  States  plus  25  per- 
cent." 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
gentleman's  motion.  I  offer  an  amendment  that  in  subdi- 
vision 3  of  the  proviso  the  figure  "5"  be  changed  to  "15"  and 
that  in  subdivision  5  (b)  of  the  proviso  the  word  "may"  be 
stricken  out  and  the  word  "shall"  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr  Lakram  to  the  proposed  amendment 
offered  by  Mr  SNTOxa:  In  subdivision  3  strike  out  the  word  •five" 
and  Insert  "fifteen"',  and  in  subdivision  6  (b)  strike  out  the  word 
"may"  and  Insert  the  word  "shall." 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield  for  a  parliamentary  Inquiry? 

Mr.  SNYDER.  I  yield  to  the  genUeman  from  South  Da- 
kota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  Is  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  LanhamI 
divisible? 

The  SPEAKER.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Chair,  the  amend- 
ment is  divisible. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  Uke  to 
ask  for  a  division  on  the  two  parts  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  placed  on  this  bill 
and  on  the  War  and  Navy  appropriations  bills  a  provision 
prohibiting  the  employment  on  the  Canal  Zone  after  Janu- 
ary 1.  1941,  of  any  person  above  the  unskilled  class  who  Is 
not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations  gave  careful  con- 
sideration of  this  proposition,  and  after  conferring  with  the 
War  Department,  the  State  Department.  Panama  Canal  au- 
thorities, and  a  representative  of  the  American  Federation  of 


Labor,  drafted  the  sabstltote  provision  which  the  Clerk  has 
just  read. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  ICr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman 
yield? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Please  let  me  complete  my  statement. 

The  matter  was  discussed  in  the  House  at  some  length 
when  the  three  bills  I  have  mentioned  were  onder  considera- 
tion. The  Senate  provision  speaks  for  itself.  It  is  not  as 
drastic  as  the  provision  placed  on  the  bill  in  the  House.  It 
varies  chiefly  in  these  respects: 

First,  it  extends  by  4  months  the  effective  date;  second.  It 
excepts  temporary  employment  in  case  of  emergency;  third, 
it  excepts  citizens  of  the  Republic  of  Panama  and  thereby 
avoids  any  treaty  violation;  fourth,  it  guards  against  an  excess 
above  equality  of  Panamanian  employees;  fifth,  it  includes  a 
saving  clause  as  to  persons  who  shall  have  been  in  continuous 
employment  for  15  years  or  more;  sixth,  it  provides  for  a 
40-hour  week  under  normal  conditions;  and.  seventh,  it  pro- 
poses equality  of  compensation  as  between  American  and 
Panamanian  employees.  The  latter  two  considerations  intro- 
duce distinctly  new  factors  into  the  proposition. 

We  are  proposing  to  go  along  with  the  Senate  substitute 
with  the  following  excepUoos:  First,  we  change  the  saving 
clause  as  to  aliens  presently  employed,  excepting  those  who 
have  been  continuously  employed  for  5  or  more  years  instead 
of  15  or  more  jrears.  and  I  may  say  that  this  change  is 
strongly  recommended  by  the  War  Department. 

Second,  we  make  permissive  instead  of  mandatory  the 
proposal  touching  equality  of  compensation,  by  using  the 
word  "may"  instead  of  "shall." 

Lastly,  we  propose  that  the  President  in  the  event  of  war 
or  a  national  emergency  shall  have  the  right  to  suspend 
the  application  of  the  entire  section.  Tlie  reason  for  this 
latter  I  think  is  obvious. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
now  for  a  question? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  restored  the  provisions  of  the  Senate 
amendment  appearing  on  page  19,  line  23.  and  on  page  20, 
line  8.  It  simply  restores  the  language  to  that  of  the  Senate 
amendment. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    That  is  rl^t. 

Mr.  Fl'l'ZPATRICK.  That  language  met  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  American  F^eration  of  Labor  and  the  admin- 
istration; is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  SNYDER.  No;  not  with  the  approval  of  the  War 
Department. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  I  understand  it  met  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  administration. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  LanhamI. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  not  ask  yoin-  indul- 
gence at  this  late  hour  if  I  did  not  think  that  the  amend- 
ment I  have  offered  to  the  motion  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  is  one  of  serious  significance  in  the 
matter  of  national  defense. 

When  this  bill  was  pending  In  the  House  originally  I 
offered  an  amendment,  which  was  adopted  by  an  overwhelm- 
ing majority,  to  restrict  the  employment  in  the  Canal  Zone 
in  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  and  supervisory 
positions  to  persons  who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
The  only  objection  that  was  interposed  at  that  time  was 
that  that  might  in  some  way  violate  the  treaty  provisions. 

When  the  bill  went  to  the  Senate  the  amendment  was 
redrafted  as  it  appears  in  the  bill  before  3rou  In  the  new  sec- 
tion 2.  and  the  provisions  of  the  Senate  amendment  protect 
all  of  the  treaty  obligations,  consequently  that  question  does 
not  arise. 

I  am  seeking  to  amend  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  in  only  two  respects,  and  in  those  respects 
restore  the  language  of  the  Senate  amendment,  which  is  the 
new  section  2.  The  first  of  those  changes  has  to  do  with  the 
number  of  years  of  faithful  and  honorable  service  aliens  shall 
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have  performed  In  order  to  conttnoe  tn  employixKnt  tn  the 
Panama  Canal  Zone.  Tlie  provision  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment states — 

That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  prt^bit  the  continued  employment 
or  any  person  who  ahaU  have  rendered  IS  or  mete  years  tn  faithful 
and  honorable  service  on  the  Canal  Zone. 

The  recommendation  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
is  to  reduce  the  time  element  to  5  years.  I  want  to  retain  the 
Senate  language  and  make  it  15  years. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  talk  of  spies  and  subverslv« 
activities  in  the  Canal  Zone.  In  the  last  6  years.  In  these 
times  of  machination.  It  is  more  than  peradventure  of  possi- 
bility—in all  likelihood  it  Is  a  great  probability— that  agents 
of  the  "fifth  column"  have  been  busy  In  this  aone  of  our 
naUonal  defense.  What  I  am  trying  to  do  Is  to  retain  the 
Senate  provision  that  these  aliens,  the  people  from  Panama 
and  other  places,  who  would  be  retained  to  the  exclusion  of 
American  workers,  would  be  those  honorable,  faithful  ones 
who  have  been  serving  for  15  years,  as  is  provided  in  the 
Senate  provision. 

Mr.  MOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Let  me  within  my  time  explain  what  my 
second  provision  Is,  and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

The  second  part  of  the  amendment  retains  the  word  "shair 
as  it  is  in  the  Senate  amendment,  which  provides  that  citi- 
zens of  Panama  and  the  United  States  rendering  these  various 
skilled  services  shall  receive  as  compensation  equal  rates  of 
pay  based  upon  rates  paid  for  similar  employment  in  c(mti- 
nental  United  States  plus  25  percent. 

When  the  Panama  Canal  was  being  constructed  tmder 
Oeneral  CJoethals  the  increase  over  continental  pay  went  as 
high  as  80  percent,  but  when  the  Canal  was  approaching 
completion  a  provision  was  recommended  that  those  exorbi- 
tant rates  be  reduced  and.  consequently,  ever  since  the  Pan- 
ama Act  in  1912.  this  provision  has  been  carried  that  those 
working  in  the  Canal  Zone  should  receive,  because  of  the 
exigencies  of  that  environment  and  situation  far  from  home, 
an  increase  of  25  percent.  "That  is  what  is  being  paid,  that 
is  what  they  have  been  paying,  that  is  the  provision  of  the 
Panama  Act,  and  if  jo\i  make  that  permissive,  instead  of 
mandatory,  what  is  going  to  be  the  result?  The  result  Is 
going  to  be  that  In  these  skilled  axui  technical  and  clerical 
and  supervisory  and  administrative  places  they  are  going  to 
reduce  the  rates  of  pay  that  have  been  prevailing  down  there 
In  order  that  some  of  these  aliens  may  come  in  at  a  little 
cheaper  wage  and  do  the  work  while  American  workers  go 
idle. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman jrield? 

Mr.  LANHAM.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  But.  of  course,  the  Pana- 
manian citizens  who  are  employed  up  to  the  50  percent 
and  who  must  be  paid  this  25-percent  bonus,  are  not  away 
from  home. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  That  is  all  true,  and.  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
from  the  study  I  have  made  I  do  not  think  It  would  be  any 
violation  of  the  treaty  if  we  had  them  all  down  there  in  these 
positions  American  citizens,  and  that  is  the  amendment  I 
offered  originally.  And  let  me  call  this  to  your  attention: 
In  the  statement  given  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
he  mentioned  a  provision  which  evidently  will  be  offered 
under  amendment  No.  22  to  this  effect: 

Provided,  further.  That  the  President  may  suspend  compllancs 
with  this  section  in  time  (rf  war  or  national  emergency  if  hs 
should  deem  such  ootirse  to  be  in  the  public  interest. 

So  my  amendment,  as  put  in  by  the  Senate,  and  after 
deliberation  with  all  parties  concerned,  conforms  to  normal 
conditions  and  normal  operations,  and  in  the  next  amend- 
ment will  be  inserted  a  provision  that  in  time  of  war  or 
national  emergency  they  can  be  disregarded  in  accordance 
with  national-defense  plans;  but  for  our  national  defense 
in  this  crucial  Canal  Zone,  it  behooves  us  to  see  that  Just 
as  many  American  citizens  are  working  in  these  positiona 
as  possible,  and  I  very  greatly  fear  that,  unless  we  make 
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this  langiiage  mandatory  and  carry  on  In  narmal  times  the 
rates  of  pay  which  have  been  prevailing,  we  are  going  to  see 
American  citizens  dispossessed  of  their  positions  down  there 
and  aliens  substituted  in  their  stead. 

So  I  propose  in  these  two  suggestions  that  I  have  made, 
which  are  Just  exacUy  the  same  as  those  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment that  we  retain  those  who  have  had  the  15  years  of  loyal 
service  instead  of  5  years,  and  that  we  continue  in  normal 
times  the  rates  of  pay  which  have  prevailed  in  order  that 
American  citlaens  may  not  be  at  a  disadvantage  in  securing 
employment  in  the  Canal  Zone. 
Mr.  MOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 
Mr.  LANHAM.    I  yield- 
Mr.  MOTT.    I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  if  we  are 
going  to  permit  employment  of  aliens  at  all  In  the  Canal 
Zone  it  is  better  to  have  a  requirement  of  15  years'  employ- 
ment rather  than  5  years,  but  why  permit  any  aliens  to  work 
down  there  at  all,  when  there  are  Americans  who  can  do  the 
work? 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  will  say  In  response  to  the  gentleman  that 
that  was  the  original  amendment  that  I  offered  when  this  bill 
was  up  in  the  House  for  passage,  and  that  amendment  was 
overwhelmingly  adopted  by  the  House,  and  that  amendment 
represented  my  sentiments,  but  now,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  measiu^  has  gone  to  the  Senate,  and  these  provisions 
have  been  placed  in  it  because  it  is  said  they  comply  with 
treaty  obligations,  I  say  then  let  us  keep  it  as  the  Senate  sent 
It  to  us  and  protect  ourselves  by  retaining  only  those  aliens 
who  have  had  the  15  years  of  loyal  and  faithful  service,  and 
by  paying  in  normal  times  the  same  wage  that  Ikis  been  paid 
In  order  that  Americans  may  not  be  displaced  by  aliens  in 
these    technical,    clerical,    supervisory,    and   administrative 

positions. 

Mr.^MOTT.  Let  me  ask  the  gentleman  this  further  ques- 
tion.-'While  employment  of  Panamanians  may  come  imder 
the  treaty,  certainly  there  Is  nothing  in  our  treaty  obligations 
with  other  nations  that  would  require  us  to  employ  their  na- 
tionals on  the  Panama  Canal. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  No;  but  I  think,  perhaps,  the  gentleman 
might  find  upon  investigation  that  some  of  them  working 
down  there  were  not  Panamanians  originally. 

Kb-..  MOTT.  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  good  thing,  since 
this  provision  is  going  to  be  amended  an3rway,  to  allow  it  to 
go  to  conference  and  for  the  gentleman  to  revert  to  his 
original  view  and  take  that  15-year  requirement  out  entirely. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  thank  the  gentleman,  but  I  will  say  to 
him  that  I  think  under  the  circmnstances  it  behooves  us  to 
be  practical  with  reference  to  the  situation  which  confronts 
us  and  to  do  the  best  we  can  to  see  that  under  the  provision 
of  the  Senate  amendment  we  retain  only  those  aliens  that 
we  know,  through  long  years  of  service,  have  been  faithful  in 
their  work,  smd  that  we  make  mandatory  in  normal  times 
a  continuation  of  the  wage  scale  in  order  that  American 
workers  may  not  be  displaced.     [Applause.l 

(Here  the  gavel  felLl 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Thouasov).  The  gen- 
tleman from  South  Dakota  I  Mr.  Cask!  having  demanded  a 
division  of  the  question,  the  Clerk  will  report  the  first  part 
of  the  motion. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Collins]. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  two  propositions 
embraced  in  the  Lanham  amendments.  The  language  af- 
fected by  the  first  one.  in  part,  is  as  follows: 

No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  In  this  act  shall  be  used 
directly  or  Indirectly  after  May  1.  1941.  except  for  temporary  em- 
ployment In  case  of  emergency,  for  the  payment  of  any  civilian 
fcr  services  rendered  by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while  occupying 
a  sklUed.  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  super- 
visory position  unless  such  person  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  or  of  the  Republic  of  Panama. 

Then  there  is  the  50-percent  provision,  which.  In  substance, 
provides  that  50  percent  of  these  workers  shall  be  Panaman- 
ians.   Added  to  these  provisions  is  this: 

That  nothing  In  this  blcX  shall  prohibit  the  continued  empl03naaent 
of  any  person  who  shall  have  rendered  15  or  more  years  of  faith- 
ful *"«<  honorable  serrice  on  the  Canal  2tone. 
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The  Secretary  of  War  wrote  to  the  gentleman  from  Colorado 
[Mr  Taylor],  the  chairman  of  this  committee,  on  April  26, 
suggesting  that  15  years  be  changed  from  15  to  5  years,  and 
the  change  was  made  by  the  subcommittee  because  of  the 
warning  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

We  have  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone  a  great  number  or 
civilian  employees  who  hold  minor  clerical,  supervisory,  and 
administrative  positions.    We  generally  refer  to  them  as  silver 
employees.    The  higher-grade  employees  are  the  gold  em- 
ployees.   The  maximum  rate  of  pay  of  the  silver  employees 
is  about  $80  per  month.    The  average  pay  is  much  less  and 
I  have  never  thought  American  workers  wanted  these  jobs. 
This  is  the  type  of  workers  the  Lanham  amendment  is  strik- 
ing at,  and  the  Secretary  of  War  objects  to  eliminating  them 
from  the  service  down  there.    He  feels  that  they  are  honest 
and  faithful  and  ought  to  be  kept  in  the  positions  they  are 
now  occupying.    As  to  the  advisability  or  nonadvlsability  of 
doing  this,  let  me  submit  this  for  your  consideration:  There 
are  about  18,000  employees  that  are  affected.     About  three- 
fourths  of  them  will  go  if  this  provision  is  eliminated.    Some 
of  them  are  Panamanians.    I  am  very  doubtful  about  tho 
advisability  of  beginning  an  innovation  of  this  nature  on  a 
large  scale,  especially  at  this  particular  time,  when  there 
Is  so  much  ill-feeling  against  us  in  certain  sections  of  Central 
and  South  America.    It  seems  to  me  that  this  Is  the  time  that 
we  need  friends.    Furthermore,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is 
the  time  we  need  our  skilled  labor  in  the  United  States. 
Mr.  LANHAM.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COLLINS.    No:  I  am  sorry.    It  seems  to  me  that  in 
critical  times  like  these  we  ought  to  be  making  friends  of  our 
neighbors  rather  than  enemies,  and  I  am  saying  this  as  a 
person  who  has  been  a  consistent  friend  of  organized  workers 
and  have  a  consistent  voting  record  for  measures  affecting 
their  interests.    Furthermore.  I  submit  that  when  we  dis- 
charge 10.000  or  15.000  persons,  as  this  amendment  will  do, 
we  are  building  up  a  "fifth  column"  the  like  of  which  no 
foreign  nation  could  plant  there.    So  much  for  that. 
Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COLLINS.    The  gentleman  will  excuse  me.    Let  us  go 
to  the  next  amendment.    The  next  amendment  proposed  by 
the  gentleman  from  Texas — and  I  have  the  highest  regard  for 
the  gentleman — relates  to  this  language: 

That  all  citizens  of  Panama  and  the  United  States  rendering 
skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory 
service  on  the  Canal  Zone  under  the  terms  of  this  act  shall  nor- 
mally be  employed  not  more  than  40  hours  per  week,  shaU  receive 
as  compensation  equal  rates  of  pay  based  upon  rates  paid  for  similar 
employment  in  continental  United  States  plus  25  percent. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  to  yield  me  5  minutes  more. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentleman  5  min- 
utes more. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  What  does  that  mean?  It  means  that 
these  civil  employees  who  are  now  receiving  a  maximum  of 
$80  per  month  would  automatically  have  their  pay  raised. 
Panamanians.  Jamaican  Negroes,  all  types,  will  automati- 
cally have  their  wages  raised,  and  it  would  not  stop  there.  In 
addition,  the  amendment  provides  that  this  additional  pay 
must  be  supplemented  by  25  percent  additional.  I  do  not 
know  how  that  is  going  to  sound  back  home. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLLINS.  Just  let  me  rtm  along  for  a  moment.  I 
do  not  believe  it  is  going  to  be  very  healthy  for  you  who  votj 
to  increase  the  pay  of  Panamanians.  Jamaican,  and  West  In- 
dian Negroes  by  such  amounts.  We  of  the  committee  wanted 
to  leave  the  question  of  Increased  pay  up  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  and  we  use  the  word  "may."  If  the  word  "shall"  is 
used,  as  proposed  by  this  amendment,  the  Secretary  of  War 
must  Increase  the  pay  of  all  and  all  alike. 

Mr.  MAY.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COT  J. INS.    Yes, 

Mr.  MAY.    In  a  recent  conference  with  the  Governor  of 
Panama  I  was  Informed  by  him  that  the  amendment,  if 


adopted,  would  cost  an  additloDAl  $35,000,000  In  the  con- 
struction program  on  the  Panama  Canal. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  In  line  with  what  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  has  Just  said,  that  means  the  cost  of  constructing 
the  third  set  of  locks  will  go  from  $277,000,000  up  to 
$312,000,000. 

Mr.  LANHAM.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yieU? 

Mr.  COLLINS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Is  this  not  the  same  basis  of  pay  that  ap- 
plies down  there  now?  And,  furthermore,  does  the  gentle- 
man think  we  are  unfair  to  Central  America  when  we  give 
them  half  of  the  skilled  work,  when  they  have  practically 
all  of  the  common  labor? 

Mr.  COLLINS.  I  will  answer  the  latter  part  of  the  genUe- 
man's  question  first.  We  are  not  giving  Panama  anything, 
because  its  citizens  are  guaranteed  half  of  the  jobs  of  this 
type  under  the  treaty  we  made  with  them  jrears  ago.  As 
to  the  second  part  of  the  question,  if  these  Panamanians  are 
-  drawing  25  percent  additional  now,  n^iich  they  are  not  doing 
and  which  the  Secretary  of  War  sasrs  will  result  in  greatly 
increased  pay  for  all,  there  would  be  no  necessity  for  urging 
this  amendment. 

It  will  not  only  raise  the  cost  of  building  the  third  set  of 
locks  and  increase  it  materially,  but  it  will  also  Increase  the 
pay  of  all  employees  who  are  generally  referred  to  as  silver 
employees  in  Panama. 

So  I  urge  the  House  to  stand  by  the  subcommittee.  We  are 
merely  endeavoring  to  uphold  the  administration  at  a  critical 
time. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  CaskI. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  liCr.  Speaker,  this  question, 
like  a  lot  of  others  raised  these  days,  carries  more  impli- 
cations than  appear  on  the  surface. 

I  think  it  was  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Frrz- 
PATRicK)  who  asked  the  chairman  of  the  subc<Mnmittee 
whether  or  not  the  amendments  that  were  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  were  In  line  with  the  administra- 
tion's desire  In  the  matter.  I  did  not  quite  get  the  answer, 
but  I  think  it  Is  safe  to  say  that  the  amendments  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  are  not  in  line  with  the  de- 
sires of  the  administration  and  Its  national-defense  pro- 
gram. I  base  this  statement  upon  the  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  War  addressed  to  the  gentleman  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  Taylor],  chairman  of  the  general  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee, dated  April  26,  and  to  which  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  has  already  referred.  I  want  to  read  Just  a 
sentence.  Just  a  portion,  of  that  letter  in  reference  to  the 
first  amendment. 

In  asking  the  conferees  to  reduce  from  15  to  5  the  years 
of  employment  required  for  the  exception  to  the  citizenship 
rule  provided  by  the  section,  this  is  what  the  Secretary  of 
War  gave  as  his  reason: 

In  order  to  avoid  delay  and  disruption  of  construction  of  the 
cpeclal  protective  works  on  the  Panama  Canal  for  which  the  blU 
contains  •19.000,000,  this  work  is  now  proceeding  at  top  speed 
day  and  night,  and  it  Is  of  vital  importance  to  the  United  States 
that  nothing  whatever  delay  Its  completion. 

Mr.  LANHAM.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Bir.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    Surely. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota  to  the  fact  that  this  amendment  does 
not  take  effect  until  the  1st  of  May  1941,  which  would  give 
ample  time  to  replace  any  who  might  be  displaced  under 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The  Secretary  of  War  was 
not  satisfied  with  that. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield?     He  mentioned  my  name,  said  he  disagreed  with  me. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Yes;  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  genial  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  What  I  said  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  was  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  to  line  23  on  page  19  increased  the  time 
from  5  years  to  15.  The  Senate  figure  was  15.  Does  the 
gentleman  mean  to  say  that  is  incorrect?    And  on  page  20, 


line  8.  the  Senate  language  was  "sfaall.**  Those  were  two 
words  that  the  gentleman  from  Texas  restored. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    Yes. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  say 
that  is  not  correct? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  No.  I  said  that  this  did 
not  have  the  approval  erf  the  administration,  because  the 
Secretary  of  War  wrote  to  the  chairman  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee (XI  Appropriations  and  asked  that  the  conferees  re- 
duce the  15  to  5  as  is  proposed  by  the  motion  of  concur- 
rence offered  by  the  subcommittee  chairman,  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  SKTonl.  Now  then,  if  we  are  going 
to  prepare  for  a  condition  of  national  emergency  It  seems  to 
me  we  ought  to  give  careful  consideration  to  what  the  men 
who  are  directing  the  program  say  as  to  the  effect  of  legis- 
lative riders  such  as  this. 

The  purpose  of  the  gentleman's  amendment  is  commend- 
able— more  employment  for  American  citizens— but  I  am 
sure  the  gentleman  does  not  want  to  disrupt  the  progress 
of  important  work. 

The  gentleman  also  spoke  of  "fifth  column"  activities.  No 
one  wants  to  encourage  them.  As  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi has  ptMnted  out,  however,  faithful  employees  siun- 
marily  discharged  might  be  fertile  soil  for  foreign  agents. 
No  one  is  proposing  to  add  new  employees  who  are  not 
citizens:  the  amendment  requested  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
merely  retains  tried  and  tested  employees. 

I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  testimony  of  Gov- 
ernor Ridley  before  the  Senate  committee  on  these  matters. 
Mr.  Ridley  is  Governor  of  the  Canal  Zone.  Governor  Rid- 
ley said  of  these  employees  who  would  be  discharged: 

Ample  statutory  authority  now  exists  for  replacing  alien  em- 
ployees with  American  cltiisens  if  such  action  should  hereafter  be 
deemed  advisable.  However,  those  who  know  the  character  of  theae 
onployees  intimately  know  they  are  thoroughly  faithful  and  loyal 
to  the  Panama  Canal. 

And  it  will  be  noted  that  the  language  of  the  amendment 
provides  that  faithful  and  honorable  service  are  two  of  the 
requirements  for  those  who  stay  on.  So  if  there  is  any  dan- 
ger from  any  of  these  employees  they  can  be  gotten  rid  of. 

Governor  Ridley  also  said  not  only  that  the  cost  of  con- 
struction would  be  Increased  down  there  as  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  (Mr.  Mat)  has- pointed 
out,  but  he  said  that  a  survey  of  the  additional  cost  on  an 
earlier  similar  proposition  showed  the  annual  cost  of  mainte- 
nance thereafter  would  be  Increased  by  approximately 
$5,350,000;  and  he  said — 

This  estimate  takes  Into  account  the  superior  efBclency,  the 
higher  wages,  the  shorter  workweek,  the  more  liberal  vacation  priv- 
ileges, and  the  cost  of  recruitment  in  the  States  and  transportation 
to  and  from  the  Isthmus  Involved  in  the  employment  of  Americans. 
The  estimate  Is  conservative. 

Then  let  me  call  your  attention  to  this  sentence  from 
Governor  Ridley's  testimony  before  the  Senate  subcommittee 
considering  this  matter.  Speaking  of  the  fuU  proposal,  he 
said: 

If  the  object  of  the  proponents  of  this  change  1b  to  relieve 
unemployment  in  the  United  States  It  wo\Ud  be  much  better  from 
the  viewpoint  of  the  Panama  Canal,  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  Americans  who  are  proposed  to  be  employed  to 
pay  at  least  $1,600  per  year  for  life  to  each  of  these  Americans 
and  then  permit  them  to  remain  in  their  own  ooimtry  among 
their  friends  and  relatives. 

Do  you  get  the  import  of  that?  Governor  Ridley  says  that 
if  this  program  is  interrupted  it  is  going  to  have  a  serious 
effect  upon  the  national-defense  program,  upon  the  prosecu- 
tion of  these  protective  works  in  the  Canal  Zone  at  the 
present  time;  and  In  addition  he  says  that  if  the  object  of 
the  proponents  of  this  change  is  to  relieve  unemplosrment 
in  the  United  States  it  would  be  much  better  from  the  view- 
point of  the  Panama  Canal,  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  Americans  who  are  proposed  to  be  employed 
to  pay  at  least  $1,600  per  year  for  life  to  each  of  these 
Americans  and  then  permit  them  to  remain  in  their  own 
coimtry  among  their  friends  and  relatives. 

I  want  also  to  call  your  attention  to  the  language  of  the 
amendment  where  the  words  "shall'*  and  "may"  are  involved 
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In  the  25-peTCcnt  bonus  on  wages.  In  the  motion  of  the 
committee  to  recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment,  the 
word  "may"  Is  used  instead  of  "shall."  That  is  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  conferees.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  would 
change  the  "may"  back  to  "shall."  What  does  that  mean? 
Let  me  read  clause  4  of  this  section.  If  you  vote  for  the 
second  part  of  the  Lanham  amendment  you  will  be  voting 
to  have  the  legislation  carry  this  language: 
That  aU  citizens  of  Panama — 

It  also  says  "and  the  United  States"  but  I  drop  that  so 
you  will  get  the  full  import  of  the  provision — 

That  all  cltlaens  of  Panama  rendering  skilled,  technical,  clerical, 
administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  service  on  the  Panama 
Canal  under  the  terms  of  this  act  shall  normally  be  employed  not 
more  than  40  hours  per  week,  and  shall  receive  as  compensation 
equal  rates  of  pay  based  upon  rates  paid  for  similar  employment 
In  continental  United  States  plus  25  percent. 

Forty  hours  per  week  at  continental  United  States  wages 
plus  25  percent. 

You  go  back  and  tell  the  unemplosred  in  your  district  that 
you  voted  to  put  in  a  bill  a  mandatory  requirement  that  the 
citizens  of  Panama,  those  who  have  lived  there  and  grown 
up  there,  must  receive  the  wages  that  they  would  receive  on 
a  40-hour  week  in  the  United  States  plus  a  bonus  of  25  per- 
cent and  see  what  will  happen.  That  is  what  you  are  voting 
for  when  you  vote  for  the  second  part  of  the  Lanham  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  LANHAM.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Is  not  the  same  rate  of  pay  paid  to  a  citi- 
zen of  Panama  that  is  paid  to  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
for  these  skilled  services? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  It  may  be;  but  the  gentleman 
would  make  it  mandatory  to  give  them  a  25-percent  bonus, 
working  a  40-hour  week,  without  traveling  away  from  home. 
That  is  the  kind  of  a  proposition  you  will  have  to  defend 
under  the  amendment  that  the  gentleman  has  offered. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Hinshaw]. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  If  I  understand  the  gentleman  correctly, 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  will 
benefit  the  Panamanians,  but  not  the  American  citizens  who 
are  emplosred  down  there? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  It  will  probably  help  both  of 
them,  because  it  will  become  mandatory  for  all  of  them. 
The  committee  would  leave  it  jjermissive.  I  have  not  found 
recently  that  there  has  been  any  lack  of  applications  for 
these  positions  that  have  been  opening  up  down  in  Panama. 
My  mail  has  carried  a  great  many  requests  for  application 
blanks.  They  are  apparently  willing  to  go  down  there  with 
all  expenses  paid  and  work  under  the  conditions  they  find 
there.  Pay  averages  about  $250  per  month.  I  am  not 
wonying  about  further  applications.  I  think  we  are  estab- 
lishing, however,  a  strange  policy  when  we  put  into  a  na- 
tional emergency  set-up  provisions  like  these,  when  we  set 
up  caiditions  about  which  the  Governor  says,  "It  would  be 
better  for  the  Canal,  the  Treasury,  and  for  these  people 
to  pay  them  $1 ,600  a  year  for  life  and  leave  them  here."  That 
Is  not  the  testimony  of  a  layman  or  someone  who  may  have 
a  political  ax  to  grind.  "Hiat  was  the  testimony  of  Governor 
Ridley  before  the  Senate  subcommittee. 

I  Here  the  gavel  f  elL] 

Mr.  SNYDER  Me.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  [Mr.  Schxtltk]. 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  a  unique  position  for  a 
Member  of  Congress  to  be  placed  in  when  he  has  to  get  up 
and  defend  an  American  citizen  who  may  be  trying  to  get  a 
Job  in  an  American  country  and  be  paid  the  American 
standard  of  wages.  Certainly  we  have  reached  the  height 
of  something  when  we  do  that.  We  hear  all  of  you  Con- 
gressmen plead.  "I  am  an  American.  This  is  my  country. 
X  want  to  do  everything  I  can  for  my  people."    Yet  you  wiU 


go  back  home  with  that  same  story,  "I  tried  to  help  you." 
Well,  here  is  your  chance. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  property  down  there  belongs  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  yet  we  have  the  spectacle  of  18,000 
aliens  in  that  particular  country,  aliens  in  every  sense  of 
the  word,  receiving  the  same  rate  of  pay  that  an  American 
citizen  would  get  if  he  went  down  there  and  could  get  the 
Job.  You  have  heard  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  say 
this  would  mean  an  increase  in  wages.  You  heard  him  say 
it  would  mean  additional  millions  of  dollars,  but  the  gentle- 
man from  Mississippi  is  entirely  wrong.  It  does  not  mean 
an  increase  in  anything.  It  means  that  the  Americans  who 
are  unemployed  in  the  United  States,  carpenters,  plumbers, 
electricians,  railroad  engineers,  railroad  firemen,  and  others 
by  the  thousands  who  need  emplosmient  and  are  destitute 
who  want  to  go  down  there  may  do  so.  At  present  they 
are  stopped  because  the  Governor  of  Panama,  it  is  rumored, 
does  not  want  an  American  down  there  in  that  particular 
country.  I  do  not  know  why.  I  make  that  statement 
and  I  invite  the  Governor  of  Panama  to  deny  it,  and  I  want 
him  to  let  us  know.  Talk  about  aliens,  well,  here  is  an  item 
taken  from  a  newspaper,  the  Panama  American,  of  May 
6.  1940: 

B.  P.  ncMicKATioN  omcuLs  cmxTRnto  on  amxtvals  op  jamaicak 

WORKERS 

The  section  of  immigration  of  the  National  Police  Force  has 
asked  the  United  Fruit  Ck).  for  a  complete  list  of  the  passengers 
who  arrived  at  Cristobal  on  May  2  last  by  the  steamship  JaTTiaica 
In  order  to  check  a  report  made  by  the  Panamanian  vice  consul 
in  Kingston  that  the  vessel  In  question  brought  41  Jamaicans 
to  the  Isthmus. 

Now,  follow  this  closely: 

It  Is  asserted  that  the  Jamaicans  in  question  are  to  be  employed 
by  the  Panama  Canal  and  that  they  were  disembarked  In  Cristo- 
bal without  the  necessary  legal  formalities  having  been  fulfilled 
In  the  port  of  departure. 

According  to  Information  given  El  Panama  America,  It  Is  pro- 
posed to  bring  here  a  total  of  500  carpenters  from  Jamaica,  pref- 
erence being  given  to  those  who  speak  Spanish. 

Now  I  say.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  carpenters  and  plumb- 
ers and  all  kinds  of  workmen  in  the  State  of  Mississippi 
who  want  to  go  down  there  and  work.  There  are  men  in 
the  State  of  Virginia  who  want  to  go  down  there  and  work. 
I  know,  because  they  have  told  me  so.  In  January  3.000 
mechanics  are  going  to  be  let  out  of  work  in  the  State  of 
Washington  who  are  working  on  the  Grand  Coulee  Dam. 
There  are  men  in  my  district,  several  hundred  in  the  dis- 
trict represented  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota,  and 
other  districts,  who  have  written  asking  to  be  given  an 
opportunity  to  go  down  there  to  go  to  work. 

There  are  men  on  the  W.  P.  A.,  carpenters,  plumbers,  elec- 
tricians, getting  $58  a  month  who  are  begging  to  go  down 
there  to  Panama  and  be  given  the  opiportunity  to  work.  Yet 
Members  of  Congress  will  get  up  here  and  say.  "I  am  sorry, 
but  we  have  to  give  it  to  the  aliens  because  we  might  hurt  the 
feelings  of  some  other  nation."    O  Lord,  forbid! 

Since  when  do  we  have  to  apologize  because  of  the  fact 
we  are  Americans?  I  never  heard  of  that  before.  Why  not 
apologize,  if  that  is  so,  to  the  aliens  of  America?  Why  not 
turn  the  Americans  out  and  say,  "I  am  afraid  we  might  hurt 
some  other  nationality;"  so  you  say,  "Mr.  American,  step 
out  and  let  this  other  fellow  in"? 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  an  American.  100  perceiit.  and 
I  hope  and  pray  that  every  Member  of  this  Congress  is.  I 
know  that  if  you  are  you  will  support  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  and  give  the  American  work- 
man an  equal  chance.  That  is  all  he  is  asking  and  that  is 
all  he  wants.  Panamanians  and  Spaniards  are  now  employed 
and  they  receive  the  same  as  Americans.  I  beg  and  ask 
you  to  adopt  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Texas,  which  places  the  American  on  an  equal  basis,  at 
least  with  a  chance  to  go  to  work,  something  everyone 
wants.  I  beg  of  you,  in  humanity's  name,  let  us  give  the 
American  a  chance.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  [Mr.  Bland]. 
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Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  certain 
excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  DakoU.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  just  wanted  to  point  out 
that  the  first  part  of  this  amendment — and  it  is  not  at  all 
in  dispute — limits  the  employment  to  people  who  are  either 
citizens  of  the  United  States  or  the  Republic  of  Panama  for 
these  skilled  positions,  so  there  will  not  be  any  500  Jamaicans 
coming  in  there  who  are  not  citizens  either  of  Panama  or  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  not  take  your  time, 
but  there  is  one  fact  that  has  not  been  mentioned  at  all,  and 
that  is  that  any  indictment  of  the  labor  policy  of  the  Panama 
Canal  authorities  is  an  indictment  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  The  President  of  the  United  States  under  the 
present  legislation  has  the  right  by  Executive  order  to  deter- 
mine the  classifications  and  the  employees.  He  has  complete 
control  over  the  employment  policy.  It  was  fixed  by  Execu- 
tive order  issued  in  1908,  by  Executive  order  issued  in  1914, 
and  by  Executive  order  issued  in  1920.  If  labor  has  any 
request  to  make,  it  can  make  it  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  he  has  the  absolute  authority  to  answer  that 
request.  Tlie  President  has  amply  shown  himself  to  be 
friendly   to   labor.    Why   not  trust  him   now? 

In  a  complicated  situation  such  as  this,  with  international 
complexities  so  graphically  portrayed  by  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Mississippi — involving  international  problems 
of  the  first  order  in  this  perilous  time — that  question  by  all 
means  should  be  left  with  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
K  the  President  thinks  it  wise  to  make  a  change,  Gtovemor 
Ridley  cannot  stand  in  the  way.  Heaven  knows  that  the 
President  has  shown  that  he  is  the  friend  of  labor  in  this 
country.    I  am  willing  to  trust  him.    Are  you? 

The  cost  of  the  Lanham  amendment  will  be  about  $26,525,- 
000,  or.  annually.  $5,350,000.  Why?  Because  it  is  necessary 
to  construct  quarters  and  other  facilities.  Are  you  going  to 
send  American  employees  down  there  to  live  in  quarters  that 
have  been  occupied  by  Jamaicans  and  other  people  fronj  the 
West  Indies? 

I  am  informed  by  the  Canal  Zone  authorities  that  all  of 
the  aliens  today  emplojred  by  the  Panama  Canal  and  the 
Panama  Railroad  Co.,  other  than  the  citizens  of  the  Republic 
of  Panama,  are  British  subjects,  natives  of  various  West  In- 
dian islands,  including  j£unaica,  Barbadoes,  Trinidad,  and  St. 
Vincent.  None  of  them  is  German.  Japanese,  Italian,  or 
Russian,  and  it  is  believed  that  none  of  them  is  European 
or  Asiatic.  During  the  World  War  none  of  these  West  In- 
dians was  interned  and  none  was  arrested  for  sabotage  or 
espionage. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  one  other  thing.  This  troublesome 
question  continues  to  come  up  from  time  to  time.  Let  us 
freeze  the  situation  at  5  years  and  then  let  the  committee, 
working  with  the  President  of  the  United  States,  see  if  we 
cannot  provide  a  policy  whereby  we  will  provide  the  quar- 
ters, the  sanitation,  the  sewerage,  the  things  that  are  neces- 
sary for  Americans  if  they  are  going  down  there.  Let  us 
freeze  the  situation  and  gradually  get  away  from  this  con- 
dition of  which  Members  have  been  complaining  here.  Such 
a  situation  would  be  fair  and  would  save  these  people  from 
being  thrown  upon  Panama  and  causing  intematiwial  dis- 
cord, international  friction,  and  international  trouble. 

I  ask  you  to  stand  by  the  President.     [Applause.! 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota  having  demanded  a  division  of  the  question,  the 
Clerk  will  report  the  first  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas. 


Ttie  Cleric  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Lakham  to  the  motion  of  ICr. 
Sirnns:  In  subdivision  (3).  strike  out  "five"  and  insert  "Of teen." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  LAifHAM  and  Mr.  Schulti)  there  were — ayes  93,  noes  64. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Lanham  to  the  motion  of  Mr. 
SKTDca:  In  subdivision  (b).  strike  out  "may"  and  insert  "shall.- 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  Mf 
Mr.  Lanham  and  Mr.  Schttltx)  there  were — ayes  72,  noes  86. 

Mr.  SCHULTE.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  now  recurs  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to  recede  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment,  as  amended. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  22:  On  page  20,  line  10,  after  the  word  "per- 
oentum".  Insert  ":  (6)  this  entire  section  shall  apply  only  to  persons 
employed  In  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  admlnlsiratlve,  executive, 
or  supervisory  positions  on  the  C!anal  Zone  directly  or  Indirectly  by 
any  branch  of  the  United  States  Government  or  by  any  corporation 
or  company  whose  stock  Is  owned  wholly  or  In  fxirt  by  the  United 
States  Government." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  recede  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment,  which  I  send 
to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Sntdei  moves  to  recede  and  concur  In  Senate  amendment  No. 
22  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  sho^Ti  In 
Senate  amendment  No.  22  Insert  "this  entire  section  shall  apply 
only  to  persons  employed  In  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administra- 
tive, executive,  or  supervisory  positions  on  the  Canal  Zone  directly 
or  Indirectly  by  any  branch  of  the  United  States  Government  or 
by  any  corpioratlon  or  company  whose  stock  Is  owned  wholly  or  In 
part  by  the  United  States  Government:  Provided  further.  That  the 
President  may  suspend  compliance  with  this  section  In  time  of  war 
or  national  emergency  If  he  should  deem  such  course  to  be  In  the 
public  interest." 

Hie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by  which  the  various 
motions  were  agreed  to  was  laid  on  the  table. 

LKAVE    or    ABSXNCB 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Myers],  for  today, 
on  account  of  official  business. 

KXTENSIOM  or  SKMARKS 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  insert  a  concurrent 
resolution  of  the  New  Jersey  State  Legislature  with  reference 
to  the  airport  at  Newark. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERIHSSIOM  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOTJ8B 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my  remarks 
in  the  Record. 

The  SPEIAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentlewoman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  spent  these  last  days 
in  the  shadow  of  war,  in  contemplation  of  the  need  for  the 
physical  protection  of  this  Republic.    We  have  occupied  the 
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hours  of  this  day  voting  for  and  against  appropriations  for 
this  purpose  according  to  our  several  points  of  view. 

I  rise  in  protest,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  leadership  has  seen 
fit  to  disregard  the  deep  meaning  of  this  30th  day  of  May — 
a  day  set  apart  in  the  hearts  of  our  people  to  thank  God  for 
the  courage  of  our  illustrious  dead.  None  of  us  has  been 
unwilling  to  use  the  hours  of  this  day  for  a  better  defense 
of  the  Nation  we  serve,  but  we  do  protest  that  not  even  one 
moment  of  reverent  silence  has  been  given  to  do  homage  to 
those  who  died  in  the  service;  that  not  one  moment  has  been 
given  to  the  spiritual  defenses  without  which  America,  as 
Washington  dreamed  her,  will  most  surely  die. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  beg  to  record  this  protest,  made  in  the  deep 
sense  of  what  we  as  a  nation  owe  to  those  who  died  that 
America  may  continue  to  abide  under  the  shadow  and  in  the 
light  of  Almighty  God.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  this  Memorial  Day, 
May  30.  1940.  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  engaged 
in  the  consideration  of  the  Army  civil  functions  bill.  The 
atmosphere  Is  surcharged  with  talk  of  war  and  defense  pre- 
paredness. Our  sympathy  goes  out  to  the  millions  of  inno- 
cent victims  who  are  sutfering  directly  or  indirectly  as  a  result 
of  this  tragic  conflict.  For  all  our  people  it  means  sacrifice 
and  continuing  devotion  to  our  beloved  country.  The  follow- 
ing article  written  by  Walter  H.  Main  of  my  home  town.  Sche- 
nectady. N.  Y..  is  a  message  that  I  wish  every  American  might 
read.  It  is  a  literary  gem,  worthy  of  a  place  in  this  Congres- 
sional Record. 

THE  LAST  FHLL  MEASXTXE  OF  DEVOTIOW 

(By  Walter  H.  Main) 

The  bugles  that  will  sound  off  tomorrow  morning  will  remind  us 
that  another  Memorial  Day  has  come. 

The  drum-throbs  and  the  sound  of  marching  feet  will  again  sum- 
men  us  to  pay  silent  tribute  to  the  Nation's  dead,  and  to  uncover 
at  the  passing  of  the  flag,  the  symbol  of  that  for  which  they  died. 

This  Is  the  yearly  meed  of  respect  which  Is  due  to  them  from  us. 
the  living,  who  came  Into  our  heritage  of  freedom  through  the 
sacrifices  of  the  thousands  who  have  given  all  they  had  that  this 
Nation,  under  Ood.  might  have  a  new  birth  of  freedom. 

We  have  come  upon  a  fresh  visitation  of  war.  The  sounds  which 
reach  us  from  overseas  on  the  calm  May  morning  are  ominous.  We 
confidently  thought  on  last  Memorial  Day.  as  the  martial  hosts 
swung  down  the  street  on  their  peaceful  purpose  of  respect  to  the 
dead,  that  years  would  pass  before  war  again  wcuid  desecrate  the 
earth.  Under  the  fresh  foliage  of  spring,  on  that  day  a  year  ago. 
with  the  lush  grass  of  revived  life,  with  the  early  flowers  and  all  the 
promise  which  spring  brings,  thought  of  newly  desolated  homes,  of 
bleeding  bodies,  of  orphaned  children  was  so  foreign  to  the  peace 
and  beauty  of  the  occasion  that  it  seemed  impossible  It  ever  could 
occur  again. 

Yet  the  solemn  fact  overwhelms  vu  on  this  Memorial  Day  that 
forces  more  savage  and  more  destructive  have  been  let  loose  upon 
the  earth  than  ever  were  loosed  before,  and  that  their  purpose  Is  to 
destroy  democracy.  Already  thousands,  abroad,  have  made  the 
supreme  sacrifice  In  defense  of  democracy,  and  no  man  knows  what 
the  end  may  be. 

•Sacrifice"  is  not  a  pleasant  word.  It  carries  the  Implication  of 
giving  up  something  which  we  wish  to  keep,  whether  It  be  life  or 
possessions.  In  the  word  "sacrifice"  is  implied  the  idea  that  the 
individual  often  must  surrender  personal  rights  for  the  greater  good 
to  the  larger  number.  When  It  comes  to  preserving  the  principles 
and  the  Ideals  for  which  one's  country  stands,  sacrifice  entails  the 
supreme  test. 

Memorial  Day  is  sacred  to  the  sacrifices  of  the  past.  Not  all  those 
who  have  giv«n  all  that  the  principles  of  free  government  might 
live  died  on  the  battlefield.  Some  of  those  who  have  sacrificed 
much  may  not  have  died.  They  may  have  continued  to  live  lives 
of  exemplary  self-sacrifice  and  to  have  endured  persecution  for  their 
principles. 

We  gladly  pay  reverence  to  those  who  have  sacrificed  that  the 
Nation  might  live:  but  of  what  value  Is  our  tribute  unless  we.  the 
living,  dedicate  ourselves  to  the  imflnlshed  work  which  they  so 
nobly  advanced? 

Sacrifice  mtist  go  on.  If  freedom  is  to  live.  No  progress  Is  made 
jprjthout  cost.  Neither  tree,  nor  man.  nor  an  institution  grows 
Without  nourishment.  Everything  has  its  price.  For  everything 
that  lives,  something  must  die.  Freedom  itself  is  not  self-perpetu- 
ating. It  will  perish  unless  it  be  kept  alive  by  constant  sacrifice. 
If  we  do  not  deem  it  worth  the  sacrifice  by  living  and  dying  for  It, 
we  shall  be  unworthy  of  It,  axid  it  no  longer  will  remain. 


It  Is  not  for  us  complacently  to  sit  by  and  take  for  granted  this 
freedom  for  which  they  who  have  gone  before  paid  so  high  a  price. 
It  is  rather  for  us.  the  living,  to  be  here  dedicated  to  the  great 
task  remaining  before  us — that  from  these  honored  dead  we  take 
increased  devotion  to  that  cause  to  which  they  gave  the  last  full 
measure  of  devotion. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  tmanlmous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  article  on  sacrifice  and  devotion. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  [Mr.  WooDRurrl  has  45  minutes 
assigned  to  him  to  address  the  House  this  aftemon.  He  is 
unavoidably  absent  because  of  important  business,  and  he 
has  requested  me  to  ask  that  he  be  given  the  sime  time 
tomorrow  following  any  special  orders  that  may  heretofore 
have  been  entered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

memorial  day  OBSERVATIOIf 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  sincerely  pay 
respects  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Ohio  [Mrs.  Bolton  1  for 
her  remarks  concerning  the  use  of  this  day.  It  seems  to  me 
it  would  have  been  mighty  appropriate  for  us  to  have  given 
some  little  time  during  this  day  to  pay  respects  to  those 
who  have  made  the  supreme  sacrifice  in  the  wars  of  this 
country  in  the  past,  while  at  the  same  time  we  could  have 
given  suflBcient  time  to  look  after  our  defense  of  the  present. 

One  of  the  greatest  things  we  do  in  America  is  to  pause  on 
this  day,  giving  expression  to  our  sentiments  for  our  soldier 
dead  and  giving  them  credit  for  their  true  measurement. 
Let  us  put  it  this  way: 

A  prince  once  said  of  a  king  struck  down: 
"Taller  he  seems  In  death." 
And  the  word  holds  good,  for  now,  as  then. 
It  Is  after  death  that  we  measure  men. 

On  this  day  of  memory,  less  than  22  years  after  the  cessa- 
tion of  hostilities  of  the  World  War,  we  meet  when  a  war — 
more  brutal  than  any  t>efore — is  raging  in  Europe.  The  huge 
toll  in  life  will  only  be  told  when  It  comes  to  an  end.  The 
world's  economic  loss  will  be  evidenced  in  generations  to 
ccme.  Deprivation,  emaciation,  weakness,  and  incalculable 
suffering  follow  in  the  wake  of  death  and  maiming  at  the 
hands  of  the  god  of  war.  This  is  known  to  mankind.  This 
is  known  to  leadership  the  world  over,  but  wars  seem  to  be 
fought  just  as  surely  as  comes  our  normal  cycle  of  life  and 
death. 

It  is  grand  that  Ood  makes  man  strong,  vibrant,  and  with 
a  will  to  live  and  create,  but  it  is  hell  that  the  wisdom  of 
man  is  turned  to  efforts  of  destruction  of  his  fellow  man.  On 
this  day  of  memory  can  we  say  that  those  we  honor  did  not 
die  in  vain?  We  cannot  say  that  their  sacrifice  helped  to 
create  a  better  world.  Would  that  we  could!  Would  that  a 
clean.  God-fearing  world  were  here  today,  as  the  immortal 
veterans'  heritage  to  us.  Instead,  the  gods  of  greed,  waste, 
destruction,  dishonesty,  and  death  hold  forth  as  the  worldly 
fiends  of  today.  Oh,  yes;  no  matter  how  ruthless,  no  matter 
how  insanely  ingenious  war  is  made,  those  warring  prove 
to  their  own  satisfaction,  at  least,  that  theirs  is  a  holy  cause — 
God  is  with  them  because  right  is  on  their  side.  This  blighted 
world  picture  our  comrades  fortunately  are  missing  today. 
But  what  heritage  have  we  right  here  in  America  from  major 
wars  involving  our  country? 

The  War  of  the  Revolution  left  a  young,  struggling,  but 
free,  nation.  The  War  of  1812  brought  that  young  Nation 
freedom  of  the  seas.    The  War  of  the  Ret>ellion  gave  freedom 
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to  a  race.  The  War  with  Spain  has  resulted  in  one  free 
country,  with  freedom  for  the  Riilippines  now  scheduled  for 
IMS.  The  World  War,  wherein  our  youth  traveled  over  the 
Atlantic  to  fight  for  a  prlxxriple,  gave  lasting  freedom  to  none. 

Out  of  that  war  our  country  soufiiit  and  received  nothing 
for  its  people  except  the  desire  to  insure  to  the  people  of  the 
world  the  right  to  live,  governed  as  that  people  wish.  All  too 
quickly  have  we  seen  our  cherished  hopes  and  ideals  dashed 
to  the  depths.  All  too  quickly  have  we  observed  a  world 
traveling  away  from  God  and  moving  to  the  brink  of  oblivion. 
If  we  of  the  United  States  of  America  move  along  that  road — 
If  we  turn  away  and  Join  the  horde — then  I  say,  truly,  the  end 
of  free  civilization  is  at  hand  and  the  sacrifices  of  our  hal- 
lowed dead  are  in  vain.  But,  if  our  memory  is  clear,  if  our 
reasoning  remains  cool.  If  we  bend  our  efforts  to  building  this 
Nation  into  a  defensively  modem  and  strong  nation,  if  we 
eliminate  from  our  midst  those  who  owe  allegiance  to  foreign 
powers  and  care  naught  for  the  freedom  given  to  us  throufi^ 
our  forefathers,  and  in  all  of  this  if  we  will  but  think  more 
of  the  will  of  God  than  of  man,  then  can  we  truly  say  that 
those  whom  we  honor  on  this  Memorial  Day  in  the  year  of 
1940  have  not  been  sacrificed  in  vain. 

But.  you  say,  shall  we  sit  idly  by  while  horrible  sufferings 
are  prevalent  overseas?  If  you  mean  shall  we  again  send  our 
youth  over  there  to  become  a  part  of  a  war  machine,  my 
answer  is  "No."  In  the  first  place.  It  is  commonly  known  that 
we  do  not  now  have  the  means — the  equipment — if  we  would, 
and  memories  of  lack  of  international  accomplishment  flow- 
ing from  the  llfeblood  of  our  youth  of  1917  makes  that  "no" 
emphatic.  Have  we  no  heart  for  the  suffering  of  the  troubled 
world?  God  knows  we  have,  and  He  knows  that  we  are 
needed  at  peace  and  will  be  sorely  needed  when  peace  arrives 
to  combatants — whichever  turn  of  the  wheel  it  takes.  As  a 
nation  at  peace,  building  a  strong,  modem  defensive  machine, 
even  though  our  economic  situation  is  out  of  balance,  even 
though  our  debts  are  huge,  stlD,  as  that  nation  at  peace,  we 
can  and  do  use  our  resources  to  aid  suffering  world  humanity 
during  the  continuation  of  this  awful  war.  We  reach  out 
as  a  peaceful  people  to  help  furnish  medical  supplies  and 
clothe  and  feed  those  small  i>eople8  who  have  as  usual,  in 
war,  suffered  the  horrible  reality  of  disruption,  starvation, 
and  death.  In  peace  we  can  do  that.  In  war,  we  would  be 
doing  that  for  our  own  flesh  and  blood  on  the  battlefields, 
at  the  same  time  creating  the  problem  of  more  men  at  war 
when  the  machines  of  war  lacked  by  us  are  what  is  needed. 
And,  when  hostilities  cease,  we  will  find  a  different  world. 
Bitterness  is  being  extended  to  the  limit.  Resources  are  being 
burned  up.  blown  up,  and  just  plain  destroyed.  The  world 
will  bear  the  brunt  of  that  destruction  and  man  will  be  grovel- 
ing, slaving,  and  starving  for  generations  unborn  to  rehabili- 
tate the  nations  receiving  the  full  shock  of  devastating  war. 

Then.  If  never  before,  will  a  free-thinking  people  truly  have 
to  serve  the  world,  but  In  errands  of  mercy  and  not  of  war. 
Then,  likewise,  will  our  free  system  be  tested  as  never  before. 
A  bankrupt  world  will  be  grasping  for  trade  on  a  starvation 
basis.  The  picture  at  best  is  unpleasant  to  contemplate,  but 
our  dead  would  have  died  in  vain  were  we  to  pursue  any 
other  course  at  this  unhappy  time.  In  reverent  thoughtful- 
ness  and  devotion  to  our  sleeping  soldiers,  let  us  consecrate 
this,  our  land,  to  a  peaceful  helping  of  downtrodden  man- 
kind, to  a  continuation  and  rejuvenation  of  our  beloved  coim- 
try  as  a  strong,  virile  nation,  ready  to  protect  Its  freedom, 
but  working  for  a  fair,  lasting  world  peace  where  God  Is 
recognized  as  right  and  the  people  follow  Him,  rather  than 
any  one  human  being. 

Remember  the  immediate  cost  of  war  In  money,  property, 
manpower,  suffering,  mtdming.  and  death  is  only  the  begin- 
ning. The  resources  of  our  Nation  are  inevitably  strained 
for  years  to  pay  the  cost  of  rebuilding  and  replacing  of  prop- 
erty and.  above  all,  in  taking  care  of  those  who  fought  and 
after  them  those  who  were  dependent  on  them.  I  say  it  does 
not  imy,  and  those  honored  by  us,  I  know,  are  now  echoing  a 
silent  but  fervent  amen.  And  in  closing,  may  I  leave  with 
you  this  supplication  for  our  future: 


Our  fathers'  God.  from  out  wboee  hand 
The  centuries  fall  like  grains  of  sand. 
•  •  •  •  • 

Oh.  make  Thou  tis,  through  centuries  lon& 

In  peace  secure,  in  justice  strong: 

Around  our  gift  of  freedom  draw 

The  safeguards  of  Thy  righteous  law; 

And.  cast  in  some  diviner  mold, 

Let  the  new  cycle  shame  the  old. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  BECKWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanlmous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rkcors. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remains  and  to  include  certain  tables. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an  editorial 
from  the  Detroit  News  which  I  have  titled  "A  Timely  Word 
of  Caution.'' 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

WAGE  AND  hour  PROVISIONS  IH  PUERTO  RICO 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  some  time  ago  the 
House  without  opposition  passed  H.  R.  9576.  which  provided 
for  the  hospitalization  in  St.  Elizabeths  Hospital  in  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  6t  residents  of  the  Virgin  Islands.  When  the 
bill  was  considered  in  the  Senate  yesterday  an  amendment 
was  offered  by  Senator  Kino,  of  Utah,  and  adopted,  exempt- 
ing the  working  people  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands 
from  the  protection  of  the  wage  and  hour  law.  This 
amendment  had  no  more  relation  to  the  hospitalization  of 
Virgin  Islanders  than  a  fishing  creek  in  Montana  has  to  a 
navy  yard  in  New  York.  It  was  a  most  shocking  use  of  a  bill 
for  the  sick  people  in  the  Virgin  Islands  to  aid  and  abet  labor 
exploiters  in  Puerto  Rico.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  proce- 
dure was.  to  say  the  least,  inordinate.  I  hope  that  when  the 
leadership  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Committee  makes  any 
request  with  regard  to  this  bill,  which  is  now  on  the  Speaker's 
desk,  that  it  will  do  me  the  courtesy  of  giving  me  sufScient 
notice  so  that  I  may  be  present  to  object. 

EXTENSION  or   REKABKS 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  speech  by  Maj.  Al  Wil- 
liams, delivered  last  night. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  a 
short  poem. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  £isk  imanlmous  consent 
that  In  the  remarks  I  made  a  few  moments  ago  I  may  in- 
clude a  short  article  on  sacrifice  and  devotion. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

ITiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  article  from  tb« 
Toledo  Blade. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  article  by  David 
Lawrence. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  reso- 
lution adopted  recently  by  the  Selected  Weeklies  of  Okla- 
homa commending  the  Oklahoma  delegation  for  remaining 
at  its  post  of  duty. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION   TO    ADDRESS    THE    HOUSE 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
hat  on  Tuesday  next,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  legislative 
b\isiness  and  any  other  special  orders,  I  niay  be  permitted 
to  address  the  House  for  10  minutes. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  temjwre.    Is  there  objection? 
e  was  no  objection. 


CHANGE  or  REFERENCE 

Mr.  B;RAMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be  discharged  from 
the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  9232.  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respec- 
tively, to  deal  with  patented  and  secret  inventions,  and  for 
other  purpoMs.  and  that  the  same  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Patents. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SENATE  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS  RETERRED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and,  under  the  rule, 
referred  as  follows: 

S.  458.  An  act  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Emergency 
Officers'  Retirement  Act  of  May  24,  1928.  to  provisional, 
probationary,  or  temporary  officers  of  the  Army,  Navy.  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  who  served  during  the  World  War; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

S.  537.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  F.  Thomas;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

S.  769.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
furnish  mats  for  the  reproduction  in  magazines  and  news- 
papers of  photographs  of  national  park  scenery;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Public  Lands. 

S.  1009.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Bert  W.  Helmer; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

S.  1138.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Jane  Blackman; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

S.  1251.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  settlers  in  the  town 
site  of  Ketchum,  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public 
Lands. 

S.  1560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amos  B.  Cole;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

S.  1770.  An  act  granting  a  pension,  to  Mittie  Gaffney;  to 
the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

S.  1910.  An  act  to  extend  the  time  within  which  applications 
for  benefits  under  the  World  War  Adjusted  Compensation 
Act,  as  amended,  may  be  filed;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

S.  2263.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Timothy  C.  Toler; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

S.  2305.  An  act  relating  to  hours  of  work  of  licensed 
officers  and  seamen  on  tugs  operating  in  certain  inland 
waters  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  F^heries. 

S.  2413.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Arminda  Bauman; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

S.  2679.  An  act  to  amend  the  Independent  Offices  Appro- 
priation Act,  1934.  as  amended,  with  respect  to  the  authority 
of  the  Attorney  General  to  compromise  suits  on  certain  con- 
tracts of  insurance;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War  Veter- 
ans' Legisla^on. 


S.  2768.  An  act  authorizing  the  naturalization  of  Thomas 
A.  Lambie;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. 

S.  2891.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  October  6.  1917,  "An 
act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  officers,  enlisted  men, 
and  others  in  the  naval  service  of  the  United  States  for 
property  lost  or  destroyed  in  such  service";  to  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs. 

S.  2952.  An  act  to  reinstate  in  the  Court  of  Claims  the  suits 
entitled  "Eastern  or  Emigrant  Cherokees  against  the  United 
States."  No.  42077,  and  "Western  or  Old  Settler  Cherokees 
against  the  United  States,"  No.  42078;  to  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs. 

S.  2983.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of  lumber  and  other 
forest  products  obtained  from  the  forests  on  Indian  reserva- 
tions by  Indian  enterprises;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs. 

S.  2984.  An  act  authorizing  the  transfer  of  title  of  the 
Hayward  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin;  to  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

S.  3101.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  purchasers  of,  and 
entrymen  upon,  opened  lands  of  certain  Indian  reserva- 
tions: to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

S.  3131.  An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  United  States 
Employees'  Ccmpensation  Act  to  members  of  the  Officers' 
Reserve  Corps  and  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the 
Army  who  were  physically  Injured  in  line  of  duty  while  per- 
forming active  duty  or  engaged  In  authorized  training  be- 
tween dates  of  February  28,  1925.  and  July  IS,  1939,  both 
inclusive,  and  for  other  ptu'poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

8. 3136.  An  act  to  authorize  an  appropriation  for  the  con- 
struction of  small  reservoirs  under  the  Federal  reclamation 
laws:  to  the  Ccmmittee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 

8. 3218.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Schroeder  Employees' 
Thrift  Cl"b;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

S.  3223.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur  A.  Schlpke;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3266.  An  act  to  provide  pensions,  compensation,  retire- 
ment pay,  and  hospital  benefits  for  certain  Air  Corps  Re- 
serve officers  who  were  disabled  while  on  active  duty  with 
the  Regular  Army:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

S.  3339.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  C.  Crossman;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3351.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  I.  M.  Coc^.  J.  J.  Allen, 
and  the  Radiator  Specialty  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3352.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  August  27,  1935  (49 
Stat.  2194),  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs. 

S.  3443.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  A.  Wheeler;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3464.  An  act  to  amend  the  Perishable  Agricultural 
Commodities  Act,  1930,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

S.  3533.  An  act  authorizing  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mission to  prepare  a  new  code  of  laws  for  the  District  of 
Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  Revision  of  the  Laws. 

S.  3587.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earl  P.  Collins;  to  the 
Ccmmittee  on  Claims. 

S.  3597.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  C.  Brown  and  P. 
L.  Copeland:  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3617.  An  act  granting  the  consent  and  approval  of 
Congress  to  an  interstate  compact  relating  to  control  and 
reduction  of  pollution  In  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin;  to 
the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

S.  3642.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  State  of  Washington  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge  across 
the  Spokane  River.  Wash.;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Ccmmerce. 

S.  3643.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  Stevens  Coimty,  State  of 
Washington,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  highway 
bridge  across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Marcus,  Wash.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
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8.3644.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Great  Northern  Railway 
Co.  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  two  railroad  bridges 
across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Marcus.  Wash.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

S.  3649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  D.  Gann;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3683.  An  act  to  remove  the  time  limit  for  coc^ieratlon 
between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  in  the  development  of  farm  units  on  public 
lands  under  Federal  reclamation  projects;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Public  Lands. 

S.  3706.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  G.  Balls;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3727.  An  act  limiting  the  operation  of  sections  109  and 
113  of  the  Criminal  Code  and  section  190  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  with  respect  to  certain  counsel; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3742.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  E.  McGlvem;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3749.  An  act  to  relieve  certain  employees  of  the  Veter- 
ans' Administration  from  financial  liability  for  certain  over* 
payments  and  allow  such  credit  therefor  as  is  necessary  in 
the  accounts  of  certain  disbursing  officers,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

8. 3763.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  David  H.  Passell  and 
First  Lt.  Paul  EL  LaMaster;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

8.3780.  An  act  authorizing  Alabama  Bridge  Commission 
(an  agency  of  the  State  of  Alabama)  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  toll  bridge  and  causeway  between  Dauphin 
Island  and  the  mainland  at  or  near  Cedar  Point,  ^rlthin  the 
State  of  Alabama;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce. 

8.3794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  Navajo  Indians, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

8. 3899.  An  act  to  defray  the  cost  of  returning  to  the  United 
States  the  remains,  families,  and  effects  of  officers  and  em- 
ployees dying  abroad,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

8.3916.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence  T.  Post,  G.  F. 
Allen,  and  D.  Buddrus:  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3978.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  former  employees 
of  the  National  Reemplosrment  Service;  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 

8.  J.  Res.  157.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  present  to  Eire  on  behalf  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States  a  statue  of  Conunodore  John  Barry;  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

S.  J.  Res.  175.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  observance 
and  celebration  of  the  four-hundredth  anniversary  of  the 
discovery  of  the  Mississippi  River  by  Hernando  De  Soto;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

S.  J.  Res.  256.  Joint  resolution  designating  a  day  to  be  ob- 
served as  Doctor's  Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS  SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
rei»rted  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  follow- 
ing titles,  wliich  were  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  169.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and/or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior boundaries  of  the  Cleveland  National  Forest  in  San 
Diego  County,  Calif.; 

H.  R.  952.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Indians  who  have  paid 
taxes  on  allotted  lands  for  which  patents  in  fee  were  issued 
without  application  by  or  consent  of  the  allottees  and  subse- 
quently canceled,  and  for  the  reimbursement  of  public  subdi- 
visions by  whom  judgments  for  such  claims  have  been  paid; 

H.  R.  1312.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Ernest  Francis 
White; 

H.  R.  1379.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Timothy  A.  Line- 
ham; 

H.  R.  1843.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  K.  J.  Foss; 

H.  R.  2009.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and/or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior boimdaries  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  Calif.; 


H.  R  2143.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Helen  M.  Crowley; 
H.  R  2273.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Lizzie  May  Wilbur 
Clayton; 

H.  R.  2285.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Maud  Patterson; 

H.R3048.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on  the  State  of 
Kansas  over  offenses  conunitted  by  or  against  Indians  on 
Indian  reservations; 

H.  R.  3138.  An  act  authorizing  J.  E.  Pate,  his  successors  and 
assigns,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  bridge  or  ferry 
across  the  Rio  Grande  at  Boca  Chica,  Tex.; 

H.  R.  3233.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  acts  of  Congress  (pocket 
vetoed) ; 

H.  R.  4282.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  June  30,  1936  (49 
Stat.  2041),  providing  for  the  admiiUstration  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  in  the  States  of  Virpinia 
and  North  Carolina,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  4349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Lewis 
Marion  Garrard  Hale; 

H.  R.  4394.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  James  O.  Bailey; 
H.  R.  4832.  An  act  for  the  protection  of  the  bald  eagle; 
H.  R.  5007.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  John  W.  Swore- 
land; 

H.  R.  6089.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate, 
and  render  Judgment  on  the  claim  of  the  legal  representative 
of  the  estate  of  Rexford  M.  Smith; 

H.  R.  6459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  F.  Lewis,  ad- 
ministrator of  the  estate  of  Margaret  R.  Lewis; 

H.  R.  5477.  An  act  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians  of  the 
Crow  Reservation,  Moot.,  and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  5880.  An  act  to  incorporate  the  Navy  Club  of  the 
United  States  of  America; 

H.  R.  6906.  An  act  to  repeal  the  prohibition  against  the 
filling  of  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of  district  Judge  for  the 
southern  district  of  New  York; 

H.  R.  5918.  An  act  amending  Public  Law  No.  96  of  the 
Seventy-fifth  Congress,  being  an  act  entitled  "An  act  amend- 
ing section  2  of  Public  Law  No.  716  of  the  Seventy-fourth 
Congress,  being  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  relieve  restricted 
Indians  whose  lands  have  been  tsuced  or  have  been  lost  by 
failure  to  pay  taxes,  and  for  other  purposes'  "; 

H.  R.  5961.  An  act  granting  to  the  regents  of  the  University 
of  New  Mexico  the  right  to  alienate  certain  lands  conveyed 
to  them  under  authority  of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved 
August  19,  1935  (49  Stat.  659),  in  exchange  for  an  equivalent 
amount  of  land  more  expediently  situated; 

H.  R  6481.  An  act  to  authorize  the  conveyance  of  the 
United  States  fish  hatchery  property  at  Put  in  Bay,  Ohio. 
to  the  State  of  Ohio; 

H.  R.  6552.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  CSottlieb  Metzger. 

H.  R.  6681.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Capt.  Victor  Gon- 
dos,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  6751.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  laws  with  respect  to 
manifests  and  vessel  permits; 

H.  R.  6964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Nathan 
Kaplan; 

H.  R.  7072.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther  Ross; 

H.  R.  7084.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
regulate  proceedings  in  adoption  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia," approved  Augiist  25,  1937; 

H.  R.  7147.  An  act  to  amend  the  service  pension  acts  per- 
taining to  the  War  with  Spain,  Philippine  Insurrection,  and 
the  China  Relief  Expedition  to  include  certain  continuous 
service; 

H.  R.  7306.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  R.  Elliott; 

H.  R.  7530.  An  act  to  transfer  the  site  and  buildings  of 
the  Tomah  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 

H.  R.  7615.  An  act  authorizing  the  Bradenton  Co..  its 
successors  and  assigns,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a 
toU  bridge  across  Sarasota  Pass,  and  across  Longboat  Pass, 
coimty  of  Manatee,  State  of  Florida; 

H.  R7733.  An  act  to  provide  increased  pensions  for  vet- 
erans of  the  Regiilar  Establishment  with  service-connected 
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disability  Incurred  In  or  aggravated  by  service  prior  to  April 
21,  1898; 

H.  R.  7833.  An  act  to  set  aside  certain  lands  for  the  Min- 
nesota Chippewa  Tribe  in  the  State  of  Minnesota,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7853.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Gallup  Mercantile 
Co..  of  Gallup.  N.  Mex.; 

H.  R.  7901.  Xn  act  to  transfer  certain  Indian  lands  to  the 
Grand  River  Dam  Authority,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8086.  An  act  to  make  it  a  crime  to  wreck  or  attempt 
to  wreck  a  train  engaged  in  interstate  commerce; 

H.  R.  8317.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Hermosa-Redondo 
Hospital.  C.  Max  Anderson.  Julian  O.  Wilke.  Curtis  A. 
Wherry.  HoUie  D.  Murray.  Ruth  M.  Laird.  Sigrid  I.  Olsen,  and 
Stella  S.  Guy; 

H.  R.  8423.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
Increase  the  efficiency  of  the  Coast  Guard,"  approved  Janu- 
ary 12.  1938; 

H.  R.  8452.  An  act  to  declare  Prankford  Creek,  Pa.,  to  be 
a  nonnavlgable  stream; 

H.  R.  8475.  An  act  to  limit  the  interpretation  of  the  term 
"products  of  American  fisheries"; 

H.  R.  8537.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  enlargement  of  the 
Coast  Guard  depot  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Coast  Guard  servicing  base  at  or  near  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.; 

H.  R.  8589.  An  act  to  authorize  the  county  of  Burt.  State  of 
Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Decatur.  Nebr.; 

H.  R  9013.  An  act  to  transfer  Hardeman  County,  Tex.,  from 
the  Fort  Worth  division  to  the  Wichita  Palls  division  of  the 
northern  judicial  district  of  Texas; 

H.  R.  9115.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  provide  for  the  parking  of  automo- 
biles in  the  Municipal  Center; 

H.R.  9210.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  Board  of  Indeterminate  Sentence  and  Parole  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  to  determine  its  functions,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  approved  July  15,  1932.  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.R. 9236.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  books  for  the  adult  blind."  approved  March  3.  1931; 

H.  R.  9261.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  railroad  bridge  across  the 
Missouri  River  at  or  near  Randolph.  Mo.; 

H.R.  9271.  An  act  to  extend  the  existence  of  the  Alaskan 
International  Highway  Commission  for  an  additional  4  years, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9381.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  alteration  of  certain 

bridges  over  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  for  the 

,aipportionment  of  the  cost  of  such  alterations  l)etween  the 

United  States  and  the  owners  of  such  bridges,  and  for  other 

purposes; 

H.  R.  9441.  An  act  to  accept  the  grant  to  the  United  States 
of  certain  land  by  the  State  of  South  Carolina  and  to  au- 
thorize its  use  by  the  United  States  Coast  Guard; 

H.  R.  9553.  An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  certain  acts  per- 
taining to  the  Coast  Guard,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  J.  Res.  265.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  to  make  studies  of  productivity  and  labor 
costs  in  industry; 

H.  J.  Res.  302.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  compacts  or 
agreements  between  or  among  the  States  bordering  on  the 
AtlanUc  Ocean  with  respect  to  fishing  in  the  territorial 
waters  and  bays  and  inlets  of  the  AtlanUc  Ocean  on  which 
such  States  border,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.J. Res. 385.  Joint  resolution  establishing  a  Greenville 
Memorial  Commission  to  formulate  plans  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  memorial  building  to  conunemorate  the  Treaty  of 
Green  Ville.  at  Green^-^.Ile.  Ohio; 

H.J. Ret. 400.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  President 
of  the  UnllKl  States  of  America  to  proclaim  October  11.  1940. 
General  PiUaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance  and  com- 
memoration of  the  death  of  Brig.  Gen.  Caslmir  Pulaski; 


H.  J.  Res.  490.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  an  annual  ap- 
propriation to  meet  the  share  of  the  United  States  toward  the 
expenses  of  the  International  Techincal  Committee  of  Aerial 
Legal  Experts,  and  for  participation  in  the  meetings  of  the 
International  Technical  Committee  of  Aerial  Legal  Experts 
and  the  commissions  established  by  that  committee;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  496.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  more  imiform 
coverage  under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts  of  1935  and 
1937.  the  Carriers'  Taxing  Act  of  1937.  and  subchapter  B  of 
chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

ADJOURNICZNT 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Sjjeaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  6  o'clock  and 
18  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  imtil  tomorrow,  Fri- 
day, May  31,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 
coMMrrTEE  oir"ziftiaisTATK  and  foreign  commerck 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  on  Friday.  May  31,  1940,  at  10  a.  m. 

Business  to  be  considered:  To  continue  hearings  on  S.  280 
and  H.  R.  145.  motion  pictures.    The  opposition  will  continue. 

COMMITTEE  ON  MINES  AND  MDIXNG 

The  Subcommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  that  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  S.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Friday, 
May  31,  1940,  at  10  a.  m.,  in  the  committee  rooms  in  the 
New  House  OflQce  Biiilding. 

COMMITTEE  ON  MERCHANT  MARINE  AND  FISHERIES 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries  on  Saturday.  June  1.  1940.  at  10  a.  m., 
for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9905.  relating  to  vessels  affected 
by  the  Neutrality  Act. 

The  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  will  hold 
a  public  hearing  on  Thursday,  June  6.  1940.  at  10  a.  m.,  oa 
the  following  bill: 

H.  R.  9913,  relating  to  citizenship  requirements  for  man- 
ning of  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes. 

COMMITTEE    OM    THE    JUDICIARY 

On  Monday.  June  3.  194#  the  Special  Subcommittee  on 
Bankruptcy  and  Reorganization  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary will  hold  a  hearing  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9864)  amend- 
ing the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  respect  to  the  basis  of  property 
and  excluding  certain  corporations  from  the  provisions  of 
chapter  XI.  The  hearing  will  be  held  in  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee room.  346  House  Office  Building,  and  will  begin  at 
10  a.  m. 

COMMITTEE  ON  INVALID  PENSIONS 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions  on  Monday.  June  3.  1940.  at  10:30  a.  m..  in  room 
247.  House  Office  Building,  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
H.  R.  7899,  entitled  "A  bill  extending  the  provisions  of  pen- 
sion laws  relating  to  Indian  war  veterans  to  members  of 
Companies  E  and  P.  Frontier  Battalion.  Texas  Rangers  and 
for  other  purposes."  and  H.  R.  8030.  entiUed  "A  bill  granting 
pensions  to  certain  former  members  of  the  organizations 
known  as  the  Spring  Creek  Company  of  South  Dakota 
Volunteers." 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICA-nONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  commimlcationa 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows : 

1706.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting 
draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  authorize  the  construction  of  cer- 
tain facilities  in  Marjorie  Park.  Davis  Island,  Tampa.  Pla., 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

1707.  A  letter  from  the  acting  president.  Board  of  Com- 
missioners of  the  District  of  Columbia,  transmitting  draft  of 
a  proposed  bill  to  regulate  the  hours  of  emploj-ment  of  fe-' 
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males  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes: 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

1708.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  National  Capital  Park 
and  Planning  Commission,  transmitting  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  entitled  "A  bill  to  establish  a  boundary  line  between  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  the  Commonwealth  of  Virginia,  and 
for  other  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 


REPORTS   OF   COMMITTEES   ON   PUBLIC    BIIXS   AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm, 

Mr.  LANHAM:  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 
Grounds.  H.  R.  9927.  A  bill  declaring  a  forfeltuie  of  cer- 
tain land  heretofore  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the 
board  of  commissioners  of  the  Orleans  Levee  District,  in 
the  city  of  New  Orleans,  State  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and 
street  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2342).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK:  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service.  H.  R. 
8046.  A  bill  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
for  the  retirement  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Railroad, 
Territory  of  Alaska,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States," 
approved  June  29.  1936;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2343). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  STEAGALL:  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
H.  R.  9886.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act 
(June  26,  1934,  ch.  750,  par.  1,  48  Stat.  1216,  sec.  1761); 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2347).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  PEARSON:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  S.  2047.  An  act  to  divest  prize-fight  films  of 
their  character  as  subjects  of  interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce, and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2348).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  HILL:  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs.  H.  R.  9445.  A  bill 
for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for  the  Grand  Coulee  Dam 
and  Reservoir,  and  for  other  purposes;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2350).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  KELLER:  Committee  on  the  Ubrary.  H.  R.  9806.  A 
bill  to  permit  the  Smithsonian  Gallery  of  Art  Commission  to 
purchase  a  model  of  the  winning  design  for  the  proposed 
Smithsonian  Gallery  of  Art,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2352).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS   OP  COMMITTEES   ON  PRIVATE  BIULS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XITT, 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  H.  R. 
2117.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  nee;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2344).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  H.  R. 
7860.  A  bill  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  Merrill 
Scott;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2345).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  H.  R. 
9963.  A  bill  granting  incresise  of  pensions  to  sundry  widows; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2346).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MASON:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  4353.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Amelia  Eisenstein ; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2349) .  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  AUSTIN:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  4066.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jospflna  Alvarado; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2351) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BJUM  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXU.  public  bUls  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan: 
H.R. 9964.    A  bill  to  amend  section   1101  of  the  Social 
Security  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  FERNANDEZ: 
H.  R.  9965.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  acquisition  by  the  United 
States  of  land  for  addition  to  the  national-cemetery  area  of 
the   Chalmette   National   Historical   Park    in    the   State   of 
Louisiana,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  DOUGHTON: 
H.R. 9966.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national 
preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide 
a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  HOFFMAN: 
H.  Res.  505.  Resolution  requesting  certain  information  from 
the  Secretary  of  Labor;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  AUSTIN: 
H.R.9967.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ethel  Sherwood  Wake- 
man;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  9968.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Constantlnos  Dardas;  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

H.R. 9969.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hildegard  Lacour;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  HENDRICTKS: 
H.  R.  9970.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  E.  G.  Vans  Agnew; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH,  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8511.  By  Mr.  GOSSETT:  PeUtion  of  Mrs.  LeNeUe  Wheeler 
and  157  other  citizens  of  Bowie  and  Montague  County.  Tex., 
urging  action  against  subversive  elements  in  America  and 
insisting  upon  adequate  preparedness;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8512.  By  the  SPEAKER;  PeUUon  of  the  Motion  Picture 
Laboratory  Technicians,  Local  702,  New  York  City,  N.  Y., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  the  present  war  situation  in  Europe;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8513.  Also,  petition  of  the  Illinois  District  of  the  American 
Lutheran  Church,  (3oshen.  Ind.,  petitioning  consideration 
of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  entanglement; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8514.  Also,  petition  of  the  Illinois  District  of  the  American 
Lutheran  C?hurch,  Goshen,  Ind.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  personal  representative 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


SENATE 

Friday,  May  31,  1940 

{Legislative  dap  of  Tuesday,  May  28.  1940} 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  ZCBamey  T.  Phillips,  D.  D.,  offered  the 

following  prayer: 

O  Thou  who  dost  reveal  Thyself  in  the  magic  of  creative 
beauty,  no  less  in  the  mystery  of  night,  with  her  silent  stars, 
than  in  the  morning's  glorious  awakening,  for  darkness  and 
the  light  are  both  to  Thee  alike:  We  beseech  Thee  to  lighten 
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the  darkness  of  the  way.  and,  since  Thou  hast  always  known 
us  and  from  the  beginning  hast  purposed  when  and  where  to 
use  us.  impart  to  us  anew  the  sense  of  the  dignity  of  life,  that 
our  people  may  return  to  the  faithful  practice  of  those  simple 
virtues  without  which  no  nation  can  be  sound  at  heart  or 
constrained  to  do  Thy  will. 

In  the  face  of  our  exacting  duties,  help  us  to  quit  ourselves 
like  men.  Drive  from  our  minds  all  doubt  and  fear,  purge  oiu* 
lives  from  shame  and  our  lips  from  all  uncleanness,  that  we 
may  be  fitted  not  only  to  assist  in  the  alleviation  of  the  world's 
great  agony  and  sorrow  but.  as  prophets  rising  above  the 
clatter  and  confusion,  we  may  ever  point  the  way  to  the  road 
on  which  the  fathers  walked  whereon  their  hallowing  in- 
fluence flowed  to  make  and  keep  men  free.  In  the  Saviour's 
name  we  ask  it.    Amen. 

THK  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  BARKLrr.  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Thursday,  May  30.  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

CALL  or  THZ  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbacb 

Sheppard 

Ships  te  ad 

Slattery 

Smathen 

Smith 

8t«wart 

Taft 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuya 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 

Mr,  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  (Mr,  Green  1  is  unavoidably  detained. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  DonahkyI.  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely],  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Pittman]  are 
necesr^arily  absent. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  annoimce  that  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Reed]  is  absent  on  official  business  for  the  Committee 
Investigating  Campaign  Expenditures. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Prazier]  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  TobeyJ  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-eight  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

STTES  AT  MIAIO  BEACH.  FLA.,  FOR  THK  COAST  GUARD 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  transmitting  a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend  the  act  of  April  6. 
1938  (52  Stat.  201)  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  exchange  sites  at  Miami  Beach. 
Dade  County.  Pla..  for  Coast  Guard  purposes,"  which,  with 
the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce. 

BOUNDARY  LINE  BETWEEN  VIRGINIA  AND  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  chairman  of  the  National  Capital  Park  and  Plan- 
ning Commission,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legisla- 
tion to  establish  a  boundary  line  between  the  District  of  Co- 
liunbia  and  the  Commonwealth  of  TTurginia,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 


Adams 

ConnaJly 

King 

Andrews 

Danaher 

La  FoUette 

Ashurst 

Davis 

Lee 

Austin 

Downey 

Lodge 

Bailey 

Ellender 

Lucas 

Bankhead 

George 

Lundeen 

Barbour    - 

Gerry 

McCarran 

Barkley    ' 

Gibson 

McKellar 

Bilbo 

Glllett* 

McNary 

Bone 

Ouffey 

lialcney 

Bridges 

Gumey 

Mead 

Brown 

Hale 

Miller 

Bulow 

Harrison 

Ulnton 

Burke 

Hatch 

Mvirray 

Byrd 

~  Hayden 

Norrls 

Byrnes 

Herring 

Nye 

Capper 

Hill 

O'Mahoney 

Caraway 

Holman 

Overton 

Chandler 

Holt 

Pepper 

Chavea 

Hughes 

RadcUffe 

Clark.  Idaho 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reynolds 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Russell 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
of  the  Council  of  the  City  of  Compton,  Calif.,  favoring  con- 
servation and  protection  of  the  national  defense  against  all 
enemies,  foreign  and  domestic,  and  calling  attention  to  the 
alleged  presence  of  groups  of  aliens  or  persons  of  foreign 
extraction  in  the  vicinities  of  various  United  States  air  and 
naval  bases,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Illinois 
District  Convention  of  the  American  Lutheran  Church,  favor- 
ing the  immediate  recall  of  Msn-on  C.  Taylor  as  a  repre- 
sentative at  the  Vatican,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  RelatioiLs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Illinois 
District  Convention  of  the  American  Lutheran  Church,  favor- 
ing the  observance  of  neutrahty  and  the  avoidance  of  foreign 
entanglements,  the  uncovering  of  all  subversive  activities  In 
America,  and  also  that  the  United  SUtes  do  all  within  Its 
power  to  keep  out  of  present  and  future  European  or  Asiatic 
conflicts,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  memorial  of  sundry  citi- 
zens, being  trade-unionists  and  persoi;s  interested  in  social 
work,  of  the  Bronx,  New  York  City,  remonstrating  against 
any  involvement  of  the  Nation  in  the  present  war  situation, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  WALSH  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  a  meeting 
of  more  than  700  citizens  at  Boston,  Mass.,  held  under  the 
auspices  of  the  National  Negro  Congress,  favoring  the  prompt 
enactment  of  House  bill  801.  for  the  prevention  and  punish- 
ment for  lynching,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

RELIEF  OF  POPULATIONS  OF  INVADED  EUROPEAN  COUNTRIES 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  letter  I  have  received  from 
Right  Reverend  Monsignor  Bojnowski  and  other  distin- 
guished residents  of  my  State  concerning  the  matter  of  relief 
for  the  stricken  people  of  Poland,  together  with  copy  of  a 
resolution  adopted  at  a  mass  meeting  in  my  State,  and  also 
copy  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  261  on  the  subject  introduced 
by  myself  and  the  junior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
MiADl.  I  ask  that  the  letter  and  resolution  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  where  the  Joint  reso- 
lution was  referred  on  the  24th  instant. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  and  resolution  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and,  to- 
gether with  the  Joint  resolution  above  mentioned,  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

New  BaiTAiit.  CONW.,  May  15.  1940. 
His  Honor  Francis  T.  Malonrt, 

Senator  of  the  United  States,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Mt  Dxab  SENAToa:  Attached  herewith  la  a  resolution  passed  at 
a  mass  meeting  held  at  th«  Sacred  Heart  School  Hall,  New  Britain 
Conn.,  on  Sunday,  AprU  21,  1940.  which  mass  meeting  w«b  attended 
by  about  2.000  people  from  New  Britain  and  vicinity. 

May  we  ask  that  you  do  everything  in  your  power  to  help  th» 
poor  and  suffering  people  of  Poland  in  every  possible  way? 

Thanking  you  In  advance  for  any  help  you  may  render  them.  w« 
remain. 

Respectfully  yours. 

ODnauL  HAZxn  Rsckption  CoMacxrixv, 
Rev.  L.  BojNowsxi.  President. 
PhxnjH  NuaczTK.  Vice  President, 
Joseph  Sauojednt,  Secretary, 
Ano&xw  Maciao,  Treastirer. 

,«ll'*°i"5i°"«***°P*^  **  *  "^*^  meeting  held  on  Sunday,  Aprtl  21 
1940,  at  the  Sacred  Heart  Parish  Hall  In  New  Britain   Conn    in  the 
presence  of  His  Excellency  Oen.  Joseph  H&ller.  Minister  of  the  8Ut© 
of  the  Republic  of  Poland:  o«««« 

Whereas  we  Americans  of  Polish  descent  and  Polish  residents  of 

^Z  ^H  2^*°^  Iw  ^"^.^y  °'  '^'^  ^**^  °^  Connecticut  feel  in  common 
with  the  rest  of  the  American  people  and  each  and  every  civilized 
human  being; 

Whereas  we  are  fully  cognizant  of  the  unspeakable  conduct  of  the 
German  armies  now  occupying  a  portion  of  the  territories  of  our 
mother  country.  Poland; 

Whereas  we  are  fully  cognizant  of  the  unspeakable  conduct  of  the 
armies  of  Soviet  Russia  occupying  a  portion  oX  the  territories  of  our 
beloved  mother  country,  Poland; 


Now,  therefore,  we.  aasembled.  resolve  that  the  Congress  of  the 
TTnlted  States  be  hereby  petitioned  to  submit  to  the  Secretary  of 
Bute,  Hon.  Cordell  Hull,  this  unanimous  wish  of  ours  that  this  Oov- 
erziment  should  at  the  earliest  convenience  make  the  strongest  rep- 
resentaUon  through  their  dlplomjttlc  representatives  at  Berlin  and 
at  Moscow  and  OKWt  earnestly  request  them  to  stop  such  practices 
as  are  abhorrent  to  every  citizen  or  resident  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  Irrespective  of  race  and  creed. 

We  furthermore  resolve  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be 
laqpsctrxiUy  requested  to  vote  at  the  earliest  possible  time,  and  not 
later  than  before  the  closing  of  this  session,  such  relief  bills  for  the 
benefit  of  the  suffering  populations  in  Poland  as  are  worthy  of  the 
great  humanitarian  traditions  of  the  American  people. 

We  finally  resolve  that  copies  of  thU  resolution  be  forwarded  to 
the  Honorable  FVanklln  D.  Roosevelt.  President  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  all  Senators  and  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
Congress. 

|S.  J.  Res.  361.  in  the  Senate  of  tlie  U&lted  States,  Uay  M  (legislative 
day.  April  24),  1940.  Mr.  Malomzt  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Mkad) 
introduced  the  foUowlng  Joint  resolution;  which  was  read  twice 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relatlc«is| 

Joint  resolution  for  the  relief  of  the  distressed  and  starving  men, 
women,  and  children,  of  Poland.  Norway,  Holland,  Belgium,  Fin- 
land, and  other  similarly  afflicted  areas 

Resolved,  ete^  That  the  President  is  hereby  authorized,  through 
such  agency  or  agencies  as  he  may  designate,  to  purchase  exclusively 
In  the  United  States  and  transport  and  distribute  medical  suppUes, 
and  surplus  supplies  whenever  fotmd  to  be  practicable,  of  grain,  fats, 
dairy  products,  and  other  foodstijffs,  and  clothing,  for  and  adapted 
to  the  relief  of  the  distressed  and  starving  men,  women,  and  children 
In  Poland.  Norway,  Holland,  Belgltmx  Finland,  and  other  similarly 
afflicted  areas.  That  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  a  sum  not 
exceeding  115.000.000,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Joint  resolution: 
Provided,  That  no  part  of  any  moneys  that  may  be  appropriated 
under  the  authorization  of  this  Joint  resolution  shall  be  expended 
for  the  purchase,  transportation,  or  distribution  of  any  commodities 
mentioned  herein,  unless  and  untU  there  shall  have  been  concluded 
by  the  United  States  Oovernment,  or  some  authorized  agency  acting 
In  Its  behalf,  with  each  and  every  foreign  government  whose  con- 
sent to  or  cooperation  In  the  undertaking  proposed  herein  may  by 
the  President  be  deemed  necessary,  such  understandings  or  agree- 
ments as  will  satisfy  the  President  that  the  commodities,  so  to  be 
purchased  and  transported,  can  and  will  be  transported  without 
hindrance  or  diversion  and  distributed  to  and  received  by  such 
people  who  are  In  need  of  relief:  Provided  further.  That  the  pur- 
chase, transportation,  and  distribution  of  all  supplies  and  com- 
modities mentioned  in  this  Joint  resolution  shall  be  under  the 
direction  and  supervision  of  American  citizens:  And  provided  fur- 
ther. That  the  President  shall,  on  or  before  December  31.  1940,  sub- 
mit to  the  Congress  an  Itemized  and  detailed  report  of  the  expendi- 
tures and  activities  made  and  conducted  through  the  agencies 
selected  by  him  under  the  authority  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

AID  FOR  ALLIES 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  read  into  the  Record  at  this 
point  a  telegram  received  from  Mrs.  Dwlght  W.  Morrow. 
Mrs.  Morrow  is  the  widow  of  a  former  distinguished  Member 
of  this  body  from  New  Jersey.  Dwight  W.  Morrow,  and  the' 
mother-in-law  of  Col.  Charles  A.  Undbergh. 

ThR  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  telegram 
will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  telegram,  as  follows: 

I  and  members  of  my  family  support  resolution  passed  by  New 
York  branch  of  Committee  to  Defend  America  by  Aiding  Allies. 
Urge  you  to  support  Immediate  action  on  three  points  as  follows: 
First,  make  available  to  Allies  as  many  planes  as  may  In  opinion 
of  President  be  released  without  impairing  national  defense.  Sec- 
(md,  make  available  a  hundred  million  dollars  to  aid  refugees  in 
war  Bone.  Third,  stop  export  of  war  materials  which  may  find 
tbelr  way  to  aggressive  nations. 
Sincerely  yotira, 

MRS.  DwicHT  W.  Morrow. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  to  the  same  effect  is  a  tele- 
gram I  found  on  my  desk  this  morning  from  Dr.  Waldo  H. 
Heinrichs,  a  professor,  of  Middlebury,  Vt.  I  should  like  to 
read  it. 

Tremendous  dilft  In  public  opinion  Indicated  by  tmanlmous  vote 
of  Vermont  pubUc  as  Indicated  by  local  American  Legion  and  Ro- 
tary Club  and  Unmedlate  response  of  faculty  to  William  Allen 
White's  four-point  program.  Including  Immediate  relief,  all  pos- 
sible planes  to  Allies.  IIOO.OOO.CXX)  refugee  relief,  cessation  of  exports 
to  aggresBon,  and  fullest  possible  material  aid  to  Allies.  Rising 
sentiment  against  failure  of  Congress  to  help  stop  aggressors.  This 
represents  feeling  In  audiences  I  have  addressied  In  Burlington. 
Montpeller.  Brattleboro.  Middlebury.  Rutland.  St.  Albans,  Man- 
chester, and  many  other  smaller  centers. 

Wauk}  H.  HxnfucBB. 


REPORTS  or  COMMl'lTEES 

Mr.  WAGNER,  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, to  which  was  referred  tJie  blU  (S.  3938)  to  authoriae 
the  purchase  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporaticm  of 
stock  of  Federal  home-loan  banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  CorporaUon  Act,  as  amended;  and  for  other 
purposes,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1725)  thereon. 

Mr.  MTTJiER,  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4008)  to  authorize 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  make  loans  for 
the  development  of  deposits  of  strategic  and  critical  minerab 
and  other  metallic  and  nonmetallic  minerals,  and  to  au- 
thorize the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  make 
more  adequate  loans  for  mineral  developmental  purposes,  re- 
ported it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1726)  thereon. 

Mr.  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9848)  to  authorise  the  con- 
struction or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of 
certain  public  works,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  with 
amendments. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  71)  to  repeal  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  relating  to  Philippine  currency  reserves 
on  deposit  In  the  United  States."  reported  it  without  amend- 
ment and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1727)  thereon. 

Mr.  CONNALLY,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings 
and  Grounds,  to  which  was  referred  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J. 
Res.  517)  to  clear  title  to  certain  real  estate,  reported  It 
without  amendment. 

BILLS   AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION  INTRODirCED 

Bills  and  a  Joint  resolution  were  introduced,  reed  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  MEAD: 

S.  4074.  A  bill  to  place  postmasters  at  fourth-class  post 
ofQces  on  an  annual-salary  basis,  and  fix  their  rate  of  pay; 
and  provide  allowances  for  rent,  fuel,  light,  and  equipment, 
and  fix  the  rates  thereof;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  OflSces 
and  Post  Roads. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

S.  4075.  A  bill  extending  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Authority  over  certain  air-mail  services,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  McKFTJ.AR: 

S.  4076.  A  bill  to  amend  section  4021  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
and  to  repeal  section  4023  of  the  Revised  Statutes  relating  to 
establishment  of  postal  agencies;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Offices  and  Post  Roads. 

By  Mr.  WHEELER: 

S.  4077.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Hattie  Bickerdyke;  to 
the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  MINTON: 

8. 4078  (by  request).  A  bill  to  authorize  the  appropriation 
of  $200,000  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  a  national  airport 
and  aviation  school  at  Indianapolis,  Marion  County,  Ind.,  for 
training  Negro  citizens  to  become  aviators  in  the  United 
States  Aviation  Corps,  and  as  aviators  in  the  United  States 
Army  and  the  Government's  subsidies;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BRIDGES: 

S.  4079.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  a  site  for  m 
United  States  Post  Office  at  Woodsville.  N.  H.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 
By  Mr.  8HEPPARD: 

8.4080.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  WUUam  I.  Ryan;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BILBO: 

S.  4081.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harrison  Smith;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

8.  J.  Res.  268.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  to  postpone  the  effective  date  of  an 
order  relating  to  Joint  rates  between  certain  motor  carriers 
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and   forwarding   companies   not   conducting    motor-vehicle 
operations;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

■XVra    AND   HAKBOR    DEFENSE    IMPROVEMENTS — AMENDMENT    AS    TO 
XMTRACOASTAL  WATERWAY.  SHARK  AND  HACKZNSACK  RIVIMS.  N.  J. 

Mr.  BARBOUR  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9925)  authorizing  the  Im- 
provement of  certain  rivers  and  harbors  in  the  Interest  of  the 
national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Commerce  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

AMENDMENT    OT    RECONSTRUCTION     FINANCE     CORPORATION     ACT 

FOREIGN    SILVER 

Mr.  TOWNSEND  sutoiitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  3938)  to  authorize  the  pur- 
chase by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  of  stock  of 
Federal  home-loan  banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  Act,  as  amended;  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed, 

TKN-PERCENT    REDUCTION    IN    REGXTLAR     GOVERNMENTAL    EXPENDI- 
TURES— AMENDMENT 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  sub- 
mit an  amendment  to  House  Joint  Resolution  544,  the  work 
relief  and  relief  resolution,  the  amendment  to  be  laid  on  the 
desk  until  that  measure  shall  be  presented  to  the  Senate. 
The  amendment  reads: 

Sbc.  — .  That  all  appropriations  for  the  regiilar  expenditures  of 
the  Oovernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  shall  be 
reduced  by  an  amount  not  less  than  10  percent  of  the  total  of  such 
•pprcprlatlons.  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  the 
fixed  charges  of  Oovernment,  expenditures  for  the  national  defense, 
and  expenditures  out  of  tnist  funds. 

The  adoption  of  this  amendment  will  reduce  the  cost  of  the 
Government  approximately  $500,000,000  annually. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  does  the  amendment 
mean  a  reduction  in  the  pay  of  Federal  employees? 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  means  a  reduction  in  the  pay  of  Federal 
employees  provided  the  10-percent  reduction  cannot  be  ab- 
sorbed by  other  reductions  and  economies  in  the  respective 
departments. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  will  oppose  with  everything  in  my  be- 
ing a  reduction  in  the  pay  of  Federal  employees,  because  I 
think  they  are  the  most  underpaid  workers  in  the  United 
States  today. 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  also  provides  for  a  reduction  of  salaries  of 
Senators  and  Representatives  by  10  percent. 

•^The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  understands  that  the 
Senator  desires  to  have  the  amendment  lie  on  the  table,  not 
to  be  referred  to  a  committee. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  ask  that  it  lie  on  the  table  imtil  the  work 
relief  and  relief  joint  resolution  shall  be  presented  to  the 
Senate.  Of  course.  I  ask  that  it  be  printed,  and  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  I  have  read  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ment will  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

BENEFIT    PAYMENTS   AND    RESERVES    IN    UNEMPLOYMENT    COMPEN- 
SATION SYSTEM 

Mr.  liODOE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  making  a  study 
of  the  adequacy  of  benefit  pajrments  and  the  extent  of  re- 
serves in  our  unemployment-compensation  system.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  correspond- 
ence which  I  have  had  with  Mr.  Altmeyer  in  regard  to  this 
matter. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none. 

The  correspondence  is  as  follows: 

Apbxl  30.  1940. 
Bon.  A.  J.  ALTMrm. 

Chairman,  Social  Security  Board,  Washington,  D.  C. 
DsAA  Ma.  ALTSCxm:  Have  we  not  sufficient  experience  to  enable 
us  to  revise  the  existing  Federal  standards  for  State  unemployment- 
compensation  laws,  both  as  to  slxe  of  fund,  size  of  benefit  pay- 
ments, and  duration  of  waiting  and  payment  periods?  I  shall  be 
glad  to  have  your  views  in  regard  thereto. 
Sincerely  youra, 

H.  C.  XiOOG^  Jt. 


Fkdekal  SBCtnuTT  AcrwcT. 

Social  SBcrjamr  Boako, 
Washington.  May  11.  1940. 
Hon.  H.  C.  Lodge.  Jr, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dbab  Senato*  Lodcx:  The  following  comments  are  In  reply  to 
your  letter  of  April  30,  inquiring  whether  there  U  now  suificient 
experience  available  to  enable  us  to  revise  existing  Federal  stand- 
ards for  State  unemplojrment  compensation  laws  as  to  size  of  fund 
and  of  benefit  payments  and  the  duration  of  waiting  and  payment 
periods. 

As  you  are  aware.  Federal  standards  for  State  unemployment- 
compensation  laws  with  respect  to  the  size  of  State  funds,  scale 
of  benefit  pasrments.  etc.,  actually  exist  only  in  the  sense  that  a 
certain  scale  of  benefit  payments  was  originally  estimated  by  the 
Committee  on  Economic  Security  as  possible  for  the  United  States 
as  a  whole  on  the  basis  of  a  3-percent  contribution  rate,  and 
that  certain  recommendations  as  to  benefit  provisions  have  been 
made  to  the  States  by  the  Social  Sec\irity  Board.  Up  to  date  no 
Federal  law  has  required  the  maintenance  by  the  States  of  any 
specific  reserve  fund  or  minimum  scale  of  benefit  payn)ents.  The 
present  situation  is  that  there  are  Inadequate  scales  of  benefits  in 
all  States,  with  an  acctimulation  of  excessive  reserves  in  many  of 
them,  and  there  is  a  possibility  that  the  continuance  of  such 
accumulation  will  lead  to  a  reduction  of  contribution  rates  to  dan- 
gerously low  levels  without  any  effort  to  attain  an  adequate  benefit 
structure,  or  even  to  levels  at  which  the  present  scale  of  payments 
cannot  be  continued. 

Preliminary  studies  by  the  Board  now  In  progress,  based  upon 
experience  of  1932-39,  indicate  that  16  weeks  of  benefits  with  a 
1-week  waiting  period,  weekly  benefits  of  about  50  percent  of  the 
weekly  wage  with  a  $5  mlnlmvun  and  a  t20  maximum,  and  partial 
unemployment  benefits,  probably  could  be  supported,  for  the 
Nation  as  a  whole,  by  a  contribution  rate  in  all  States  of  2.7 
percent — the  present  generally  prevailing  rate.  These  standards 
would  appear  to  represent  the  very  minimun>  approach  to  adequacy 
which  should  be  considered.  In  spite  of  this,  no  one  State  pays 
benefits  on  a  scale  which  meets  these  standards  in  aU  respects,  and 
some  States  fall  below  such  standards  in  several  respects.  The 
need  then  seems  obvious  for  some  plan  which  will  preclude  any 
State  from  reducing  Its  average  rate  of  contributions  imless  It 
has  met  and  can  maintain  such  standards. 

Certain  States  with  large  reserve  acctmiulations  could  pay  bene- 
fits conforming  to  the  above-described  minimum  standards  with 
a  contribution  rate  lower  than  2.7  percent.  It  might  appear  advis- 
able that  such  States  be  allowed  to  lower  their  contribution  rates, 
either  uniformly  for  all  employers  or  for  particular  employers  on 
the  basis  of  their  experience  with  respect  to  stabUizatlon  of  em- 
ployment. Such  reductions  In  contribution  rates  should  l>e  al- 
lowed, however,  only  If  the  minimum-benefit  standards  described 
are  preserved,  and  necessarily  only  IX  a  Epecifled  minimum  reserve 
Is  maintained. 

Some  States,  on  the  other  hand,  may.  over  the  course  of  a  busi- 
ness cycle,  find  it  impossible  to  maintain  even  the  described  mini- 
mum-benefit standards  with  a  2.7-percent  contribution  rate. 
Studies  by  the  Board  of  State  unemplojrment  experience  to  date 
Indicate  that  this  is  particularly  likely  to  be  true  of  highly  indus- 
trialized States.  This  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  some  form  of 
national  reinsurance  fund  may  be  necessary  for  the  preservation  of 
minimum-benefit  standards  In  the  States  In  general.  Moneys  from 
such  fund  would,  of  course,  be  disbursed  only  to  States  which  found 
it  impossible  to  maintain  the  minimum  standards  by  their  own 
contribution  collections  made  at  the  prescribed  rate.  A  proposal 
which  has  been  made  is  that  one  source  of  funds  for  such  rein- 
surance should  be  the  excess  of  the  moneys  collected  under  the 
Federal  Unemployment  Tax  Act  over  the  amount  appropriated  to 
the  States  for  adnUnistration  of  their  unemployment  compensa- 
tion acts.  At  the  present  time  this  excess  amounts  to  between 
$20,000,000  and  130.000.000  per  year.  The  total  excess  collected 
since  1936  Is  about  $120,000,000. 

While,  as  stated,  a  2.7-percent  contribution  rate  for  the  Nation 
as  a  whole  would  probably  enable  benefits  to  be  paid  to  eligible 
claimants  for  16  weeks  of  unemployment,  it  may  be  questioned 
whether  such  a  duration  can  be  described  as  reasonably  adequate. 
To  the  extent,  however,  that  provision  Is  made  to  pay  benefits  on 
a  scale  that  would  more  fully  accomplish  the  purposes  of  the 
unemployment-compensation  program,  it  wovild  be  necessary  to 
provide  for  other  sources  of  income  for  the  reinsxirance  fxmd. 

The  questions  you  have  raised  in  your  letter  pertain  to  the  most 
significant    problems    now    confronting    the    unemployment-com- 
pensation program.     Please  feel  free  to  call  upon  me  again  if  at 
any  time  you  desire  further  advice  or  information  on  this  subject. 
Su3cerely  yovirs, 

A.  J.  Altmetb,  Chairman. 
ECONOMIC  EQUALITY — ADDRESS  BY  HON.  DAVID  E.   LILIENTHAL 

[Mr.  Hill  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  address  by  Hon.  David  E.  Lillenthal,  Director,  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority,  before  the  Southern  Newspaper  Pub- 
lishers' Association,  at  Mineral  Wells,  Tex.,  May  21,  1940, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 
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ADDBESa    BT    Oft.    7.    F.    UMMEHMAN    TO    NEW    MEXICO    KANXERS' 
,  AfiSOCIATIOM 

[Mr.  Hatch  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  address  on  the  subject  American  Foreign 
Relations  Today,  delivered  by  Dr.  J.  P.  Zimmerman,  presi- 
dent of  the  University  of  New  Mexico,  to  the  New  Mexico 
Bankers'  Association  at  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex..  on  May  16, 
1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

COMMUNISTS  AND  MAOS  ON  BOROKK 

rMr.  Lee  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  from  the  Washlng^ton  Daily  News  of  May 
31,  1940,  under  the  heading  "Communists  and  Nazis  concen- 
trated on  border,"  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

DEVELOPMENT    OI    TRADE    AND    COMMERCIAL    RELATIONSHIPS    WITH 

BRAZIL 

[Mr.  ScHwzLLENBACR  Bsked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  several  editorials  discussing  the  devel- 
opment of  trade  and  commercial  relationships  between  the 
United  States  and  Brazil,  which  appear  In  the  Appendix.] 

ATTITUDB  OP  LABOR  TOWARD  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  HoLMAN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  from  the  Washington  Daily  News  of 
May  31,  1940.  on  the  attitude  of  British  labor  toward  na- 
tional defense;  and  an  article  from  the  Washington  Evening 
Star  of  May  31,  1940.  on  the  attitude  of  American  labor  to- 
ward national  defense,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

NATIONAL  DBPENSE — ARTICLE  PROM  ST.  LOUIS  POST-DISPATCH 

[Mr.  Truman  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  on  national  defense  by  Richard  L. 
Stokes,  published  in  the  St.  Louis  Poet-I^spatch  of  May  19. 
1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

RELATION   or    FLOOD-CONTROL    PROJECT    AT   HARTFORD,    CONN.,    TO 

NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Malonby  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Hartford  Times,  of  Hart- 
ford, Conn.,  of  the  issue  of  May  29,  1940,  under  the  heading 
"Dikes,  etc.,  and  airplane  engines,"  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

A  CLEAR  ISSUE — EDITORIAL  PROM  SALIDA    (COLO.)    DAILY  MAIL 

[Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Sallda  (Colo.) 
Daily  Mail  of  May  21,  1940,  entitled  "A  Clear  Issue."  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

CIVILIAN   CONSERVATION   CORPS   IN   NEW   YORK   STATE 

[Mr.  Mead  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  a  statement  by  Mr.  Guy  D.  McKinney,  assistant  to 
the  EMrector,  Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  regarding  the 
Civilian  Conservation  Coris  in  New  York  State,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRXSIDKNT APPROVAL  OF  BILLS 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  were  communicated  to  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 
of  his  secretaries  who  also  annoimced  that  the  President  had 
approved  and  signed  the  following  acts: 
On  May  20.  1940: 

8.3251.  An  act  to  amend  sections  16  and  17  of  chapter  n 
of  the  act  of  June  19.  1934.  entitled  "An  act  to  regulate  the 
business  of  life  insurance  in  the  District  of  Columbia." 
On  May  24.  1940: 

8. 1036.  An  act  to  authorize  the  purchase  of  certain  lands 
adjacent  to  the  Turtle  Mountain  Indian  Agency  in  the  State 
of  North  Dakota. 

On  May  27,  1940: 

S.  2578.  An  act  to  designate  the  lock  and  dam  at  Alton, 
HI.,  as  the  Henry  T.  Rainey  Dam; 

S.  3016.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  approved  February  15, 
1929.  entitled  "An  act  to  permit  certain  warrant  officers  to 
count  all  active  service  rendered  imder  temporary  appoint- 
ments as  warrant  or  commissioned  ofScers  In  the  Regular 
Nayy,  or  as  warrant  or  commissioned  (rfSoers  In  the  United 
States  Naval  Reserve  force,  for  purixee  of  promotion  to  chief 


warrant  rank."  so  as  to  permit  servioe  to  the  Nattonal  Navml 
Volunteers  to  be  counted  for  purposes  of  promotion; 

S.  3017.  An  act  to  amend  tlie  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
authorize  an  exchange  of  lands  between  the  Richmond, 
Fredericksburg  k  Potomac  Railroad  Co.  and  the  United 
States  at  Quantico.  Va."  a|M>roved  June  Si.  1936  (49  Stat. 
895),  so  as  to  permit  the  removal  of  certain  encumbrances 
on  the  lands  concerned; 

S.  3183.  An  act  to  extend  the  time  for  completing  the  con- 
struction of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near 
La  Crosse,  Wis.; 

S.  3254.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
COTipleting  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi 
River  at  or  near  Friar  Point,  Miss.,  and  Helena.  Ark.; 

S.  3561.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Ohio  River 
at  or  near  Mauckport,  Harrison  County.  Ind.; 

S.3570.  An  act  to  grant  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  to  c<»struct.  maintain,  and 
operate  a  free  highway  bridge  across  the  Allegheny  River  at 
or  near  Port  Allegany  borough,  Uberty  Township,  in  the 
county  of  McKean,  and  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Penn- 
sylvania; 

S.  3571.  An  act  to  grant  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  to  construct,  maintain,  and 
operate  a  free  highway  bridge  across  the  Monongahela  River. 
at  a  point  between  the  boroughs  of  Elizabeth,  in  Elizabeth 
Township,  and  West  Elizabeth,  in  Jefferson  Township,  in 
the  county  of  Allegheny,  and  to  the  Commonwealth  of  Penn- 
sylvania: and 

S.  3575.  An  act  to  make  better  provision  for  the  teacher  of 
music,  the  leader  of  the  Military  Academy  Band. 
On  May  28,  1940: 

S.  229.  An  act  to  authorize  the  withdrawal  of  national- 
forest  lands  for  the  protection  of  watersheds  from  which 
water  is  obtained  for  municipalities,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  255.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  convey 
to  the  port  of  Cascade  Locks,  Oreg.,  certato  lands  for  munici- 
pal purixises; 

8. 2980.  An  act  providing  for  the  sale  of  certain  lands  to 
the  Arizona  State  Elks  Association  Hospital; 

S.  2999.  An  act  to  legalize  a  bridge  across  Bayou  Lafourche 
at  Galiano,  La.; 

S.  3402.  An  act  to  authorize  the  granttog  of  a  right-of-way 
for  roadway  purposes  on  the  Port  Thomas  Military  Reserva- 
tion, Ky..  to  exchange  for  the  release  of  property  rights  in 
and  to  a  certain  road  on  said  reservation;  and 

S.  3423.  An  act  to  tocreaae  the  number  of  brigadier  gen- 
erals of  the  line  of  the  Regular  Army  by  four. 
On  May  31.  1940: 

8. 1214.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  more  permanent  tenure 
for  persons  canylng  the  mail  on  star  routes. 

MESSAGE    FROM    THE    HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Callo- 
way, one  of  Its  readmg  clerics,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8668)  making  appropriations  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941.  for  civil  functions  ad- 
ministered by  the  War  Department,  and  for  other  purposes; 
that  the  House  receded  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  numbered  13, 14,  15. 16.  17.  18.  19.  and  20 
to  the  bill,  and  concurred  therein:  that  the  House  receded 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 7.  12.  21.  and  22  to  the  bUl.  and  concurred  therein, 
severally  with  an  amendment,  to  which  It  requested  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate,  and  that  the  House  Insisted  upon  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered 
3,  4,  5,  6,  8,  and  11  to  the  bilL 

ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLXTTXONS  8ICNZD 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Spealcer  had  affixed 
his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  jotot  resolu- 
tions, and  they  were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 
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8. 1239.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Priscllla  M.  Noland: 

8. 1289.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  city  of  Leavenworth, 
Kans.; 

0. 1445.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Bruno  Arena; 

8. 1474.  An  act  for  the  rebef  of  Thomas  O.  Abbltt; 

8. 1839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Le  Roy  Breithaupt; 

8. 1942.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  legal  representatives 
of  Anna  Barbara  Koslck,  deceased; 

S.  2199.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isadore  J.  Friedman; 

8. 2234.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Walter  R.  Magulre; 

8.  2268.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roxie  Richardson; 

S.  2419.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  J.  Hogan  and  W.  R. 
Larkin  In  connection  with  the  construction,  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  the  Port  Hall  Indian  irrigation  project,  Idaho; 

8.  2572.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  M.  Shea; 

8.2667.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  W. 
Plnley; 

8. 2798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Parr; 

8. 3071.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Luther  Devoe; 

S.  3073.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Verle  S.  Ward; 

8.  3091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bamet  Warren; 

S.  3092.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  MaJ.  John  R.  Holt; 

8. 3233.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  T.  Jensen; 

8.  3304.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  Prank  Kuner,  private, 
uniformed  force.  United  States  Secret  Service; 

8.3307.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  A.  R  Barnard.  Charles  A.  Stephens,  Donald 
W.  Prairie,  and  dependents  of  Vem  A.  Needles,"  approved 
July  15.  1939; 

8.3328.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dorothy  Crossing: 

S.  3487.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Lt.  William 
Lee  Clemmer,  Coast  Guard; 

Sv3789.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Eberhart  Steel  Prod- 
ucts" Co.,  Inc.: 

H.  R.  169.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and/or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior boundaries  of  the  Cleveland  National  Forest  in  San 
Diego  County,  Calif.; 

H.  R.  952.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Indians  who  have  paid 
taxes  on  allotted  lands  for  which  patents  in  fee  were  Issued 
without  application  by  or  consent  of  the  allottees  and  subse- 
quently canceled,  and  for  the  reimbursement  of  public  subdi- 
visions by  whom  judgments  for  such  claims  have  been  paid; 

H.  R,  1312.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Ernest  Francis 
White; 

H.  R.  1379.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Timothy  A.  Line- 
han; 

H.R.  1843.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  K.  J.  Foss; 

H.  R.  2009.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and/or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior boundaries  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  Calif.; 

H.  R.  2143.  An  act  granting  a  piension  to  Helen  M.  Crowley; 

H.  R.  2273.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Lizzie  May  Wilbur 
Clasrton; 

H.R. 2285.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Maud  Patterson; 

H.  R.  3048.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the  State  of 
Kansas  over  offenses  committed  by  or  against  Indians  on 
Indian  reservations; 

H.  R.  3138.  An  act  authorizing  J.  E.  Pate,  his  successors  and 
assigns,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  bridge  or  ferry 
across  the  Rio  Grande  at  Boca  Chica,  Tex.; 

H.  R.  3233.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  acts  of  Congress  (pocket 

vetoed) ; 

H.  R.  3955.  An  act  to  amend  section  335  (d)  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  of  1938; 

H.  R.  4229.  An  act  authorizing  the  conveyance  to  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Virginia  a  portion  of  the  naval  reservation 
known  as  Quantico  in  Prince  William  Coimty.  Va.; 

H.R.  4282.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  June  30.  1936  (49 
Stat.  2041),  providing  for  the  administration  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  In  the  States  of  Virginia 
end  North  Carolina,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R,  4349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Lewis 
Marion  Garrard  Hale; 


H.  R.  4394.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  James  O.  Bailey; 

H.R. 4832.  An  act  for  the  protection  of  the  bald  eagle; 

H.  R.  8007.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  John  W.  8wove- 
land; 

H.  R.  5089.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate, 
and  render  judgment  on  the  claim  of  the  legal  representative 
of  the  estate  of  Rexford  M.  Smith; 

H.  R.  5404.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  to  certain  lands  so  that  they  may 
beccMne  part  of  the  Ochoco  National  Forest.  Oregon; 

H.R. 5459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  F.  Lewis,  ad- 
ministrator of  the  estate  of  Margaret  R.  Lewis; 

H.R.  5477.  An  act  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians  of  the 
Crow  Reservation,  Mont.,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 5784.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  conservation  and 
transfer  of  accimiulated  sick  leave  and  vacation  time  due 
classified  civil-service  employees  who  succeed  to  the  position 
of  postmaster,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  5880.  An  act  to  incorporate  the  Navy  Club  of  the 
United  States  of  America; 

H.R. 5906.  An  act  to  repeal  the  prohibition  against  the 
filling  of  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of  district  judge  for  the 
southern  district  of  New  York; 

H.R.  5918.  An  act  amending  Public  Law  No.  96  of  the 
Seventy-fifth  Congress,  being  an  act  entitled  "An  act  amend- 
ing section  2  of  Public  Law  No.  716  of  the  Seventy-fourth 
Congress,  being  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  relieve  restricted 
Indians  whose  lands  have  been  taxed  or  have  been  lost  by 
fiulure  to  pay  taxes,  and  for  other  purposes' "; 

H.  R.  5961.  An  act  granting  to  the  regents  of  the  University 
of  New  Mexico  the  right  to  alienate  certain  lands  conveyed 
to  them  under  authority  of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved 
August  19,  1935  (49  Stat.  659).  in  exchange  for  an  equivalent 
amount  of  land  more  expediently  situated; 

H.R. 6481.  An  act  to  authorize  the  conveyance  of  the 
United  States  fish  hatchery  property  at  Put  In  Bay,  Ohio,  to 
the  State  of  Ohio; 

H.  R.  6552.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Gottlieb  Metzger; 

H.  R.  6681.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Capt.  Victor  Gon- 
dos,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  6751.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  laws  with  respect  to 
manifests  and  vessel  permits; 

H.  R.  6964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Nathan 
Kaplan; 

H.  R.  7018.  An  act  to  amend  section  289  of  the  Criminal 
Code; 

H.  R.  7020.  An  act  to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  of  March 
4.  1931  (46  Stat.  1528) .  in  regard  to  service  of  process  on  the 
United  States  in  foreclosure  actions; 

H.  R.  7072.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther  Ross; 

H.  R.  7078.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisition  by  the 
United  States  of  lands  in  Manchester  and  Jackson  Townships 
of  the  county  of  Ocean  and  State  of  New  Jersey  for  u«e  in 
connection  with  the  naval  air  station,  Lakehurst,  N.  J.; 

H.R- 7084.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
regxilate  proceedings  in  adoption  in  the  District  of  Columbia," 
approved  August  25.  1937; 

H.  R.  7147.  An  act  to  amend  the  service  pension  acts  per- 
taining to  the  War  with  Spain,  Philippine  Insurrection,  and 
the  China  Relief  Expedition  to  Include  certain  continuous 
service; 

H.  R.  7306.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  R.  Elliott; 

H.R. 7530.  An  act  to  transfer  the  site  and  buildings  of 
the  Tomah  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 

H.R.  7615.  An  act  authorizing  the  Bradenton  Co..  its 
successors  and  assigns,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a 
toll  bridge  across  Sarasota  Pass,  and  across  Longtwat  Pass, 
county  of  Manatee,  State  of  Florida; 

H.  R.  7733.  An  act  to  provide  increased  pensions  for  vet- 
erans of  the  Regular  Establishment  with  service-connected 
disability  incurred  in  or  aggravated  by  service  prior  to  April 
21.  1898; 


H,  R.  7833.  An  act  to  set  asl<fe  certain  lands  for  the  Min- 
nesota Chippewa  Tribe  in  the  State  of  MinnesoU.  and  for 
other  purposes: 

H.  R.  7853.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Gallup  Mercantile 
Co.,  of  Gallup.  N.  Mex.; 

H.  R.7901.  An  act  to  transfer  certain  Indian  lands  to  the 
Grand  River  Dam  Authority,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8086.  An  act  to  make  it  a  crime  to  wreck  or  attempt 
to  wreck  a  train  engaged  in  interstate  commerce; 

H.  R.  8119.  An  act  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code  so  as  to  con- 
fer concurrent  jurisdiction  on  courts  of  the  United  States 
over  crimes  committed  on  certain  Federal  reservations; 

H.R. 8283.  An  act  to  amend  section  4370  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  (U.  8.  C,  1934  ed..  title  46, 
sec.  316); 

H.  R.  8292.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erich  Hecht,  Grete  J.  L. 
Hecht.  and  EWch  F.  Hecht,  Jr.; 

H.R. 8317.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Hermosa-Redondo 
Hospital,  C.  Max  Anderson,  Julian  O.  Wilke,  Curtis  A.  Wherry, 
Hollie  D.  Murray.  Ruth  M.  Laird,  Sigrid  I.  Olsen.  and  Stella 
8.  Guy; 

H.  R.  8373.  An  act  to  amend  section  79  of  the  Judicial  Code, 
as  amended; 

H.  R.  8403.  An  act  to  convey  certain  lands  to  the  State  of 
Wyoming; 

H.  R.  8423.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
Increase  the  efficiency  of  the  Coast  Guard,"  approved  Janu- 
ary 12.  1938; 

H.  R.  8452.  An  act  to  declare  Frankf  ord  Creek,  Pa.,  to  be  a 
nonnavigable  stream; 

H.  R.  8475.  An  act  to  limit  the  interpretation  of  the  term 
"products  of  American  fisheries"; 

H.  R.  8491.  An  act  authorizing  the  county  of  Knox,  State  of 
Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Niobrara,  Nebr.; 

H.  R.  8537.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  enlargement  of  the 
Coast  Guard  depot  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Coast  Guard  servicing  base  at  or  near  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.; 

H.  R.  8589.  An  act  to  authorize  the  county  of  Burt,  State  of 
Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Decatur,  Nebr.; 

H.  R.  8749.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missoiu"! 
River  at  or  near  Petersburg.  Mo.; 

H.  R.  8958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  grant  to  the  county  of  Wayne,  State  of  Michigan,  an 
easement  over  certain  land  of  the  United  States  in  Wayne 
County,  Mich.,  for  a  sewage-disposal  line; 

H.R 8983.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  accept  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  a  gift  of  the  yacht 
Freedom  from  Sterling  Morton; 

H.  R.  9013.  An  act  to  transfer  Hardeman  County,  Tex.,  from 
the  Port  Worth  division  to  the  Wichita  Falls  division  of  the 
northern  judicial  district  of  Texas; 

H.  R.  9094.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  constraction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi 
River  at  or  near  Winona,  Minn.; 

H.R. 9115.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  provide  for  the  parking  of  automoDiles 
in  the  Municipal  Center; 

8.9118.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  travel 
expenses  to  certain  employees  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers, 
United  States  Army; 

H.  R.  9210.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  Board  of  Indeterminate  Sentence  and  Parole  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  to  determine  its  fimctions,  and 
for  other  piuposes,"  approved  July  15,  1932,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.R. 9236.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  books  for  the  adult  blind."  approved  March  3,  1931; 

H.  R.  9261.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  railroad  bridge  across  the 
Missouri  River  at  or  near  Randolph,  Mo.; 
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H.  R.  9271.  An  act  to  extend  the  existence  of  the  Alaskan 
International  Highway  Commission  for  an  additional  4  years, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9381.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  alteration  of  certain 
bridges  over  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  for  the 
apportionment  of  the  cost  of  such  alterations  between  the 
United  States  and  the  owners  of  such  bridges,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  9394.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  esUblishment  of  the 
Cimiberland  Gap  National  Historical  Park  in  Tennessee,  Ken- 
tucky, and  Virginia; 

H.  R.  9411.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  St. 
Lawrence  River  at  or  near  Ogdensburg,  N.  Y^  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  9441.  An  act  to  accept  the  grant  to  the  United  SUtes 
of  certain  land  by  the  State  of  South  Carolina  and  to  au- 
thorize its  use  by  the  United  States  Coast  Guard; 

H.  R.  9492.  An  act  making  It  a  misdemeanor  to  stow  away 
on  vessels  and  providing  punishment  therefor; 

H.  R.  9553.  An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  certain  acts  per- 
taining to  the  Coast  Guard,  and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  9595.  An  act  to  postpone  for  1  year  the  date  of  the 
transmission  to  Congress  by  the  United  States  Coronado 
Exposition  Commission  of  a  statement  of  its  expenditures; 

H.  J.  Res.  265.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  to  make  studies  of  productivity  and  labor 
costs  in  industry; 

H.  J.  Res.  302.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  compacts  or 
agreements  between  or  among  the  States  bordering  on  the 
Atlantic  Ocean,  with  respect  to  fishing  in  the  territorial 
waters  and  bays  and  inlets  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean  on  which 
such  States  border,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  J.  Res.  385.  Joint  resolution  establishing  a  Greenville 
Memorial  Commission  to  formulate  plans  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  memorial  building  to  commemorate  the  Treaty  of 
Greene  Ville,  at  Greenville,  Ohio; 

H.J. Res. 400.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  President 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  proclaim  October  11,  1940, 
General  Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance  and  com- 
memoration of  the  death  of  Brig.  Gen.  Casimlr  Pulaski; 

H.  J.  Res.  490.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  an  annual  ap- 
propriation to  meet  the  share  of  the  United  States  toward  the 
expenses  of  the  International  Technical  Committee  of  Aerial 
Legal  Experts,  and  for  participation  In  the  meetings  of  the 
International  Technical  Committee  of  Aerial  Legal  Experts 
and  the  commissions  established  by  that  committee; 

H.  J.  Res.  496.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  more  uniform 
coverage  under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts  of  1935  and 
1937,  the  Carriers'  Taxing  Act  of  1937,  and  subchapter  B  of 
chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  537.  Joint  resolution  to  make  temporary  emer- 
gency provision  for  the  determination  of  foreign  construction 
costs  under  section  502  (b)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act. 
1936,  as  amended. 

REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO.  V 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  551)  providing  for  the  taking  effect  of  Reorgani- 
zation Plan  No.  V. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
yesterday  It  had  under  consideration  House  Joint  Resolution 
551;  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  (Mr.  Nobris]  had  the  floor, 
and  announced  that  he  had  not  concluded  his  remarks.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  if  there  ever  was  a  time 
when  our  people,  and  especially  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  should  be  calm  and  deliberate,  and  not  be  carried 
away  by  clamor  or  hysteria  even  for  a  just  and  noble  cause, 
that  time,  I  think.  Is  now. 

In  my  opinion,  one  of  the  acts  which  would  lead  us  into 
trouble,  and  cause  us  to  do  things  that  in  years  to  come 
our  descendants  would  regret,  would  be  to  take  any  hasty  or 
ill-considered  action  affecting  the  civil  liberties  of  our  people. 
In  order  to  preserve  those  liberties,  as  I  see  the  matter,  it  is 


Nl: 


M 


7260 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-SENATE 


May  31 


.AW-_iA_   ^^  4.w^    w^^   ><«»(<.>«    nyxnr    I    rrPACAn/«a    /if    f-Hoii-    mntVtpr     tVi^ir    fufVipr     In    thp    rii^tndv    nf 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD—SENATE 


7261 


rtfV»«  nnf   nrPV5»11'    tirHoro  Vitimon    1/\trA     ^VkA   ff 


\I1*T      «««^r1    4-%^n    A «B^^ 


^4-       1.         V      A_a_- 


7260 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


May  31 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD—SENATE 


7261 


incumbent  upon  those  In  authority  to  take  no  action  now 
or  at  any  other  time  which  will  interfere  with  or  take  away 
from  our  people  the  liberties  and  the  rights  which  are  pre- 
served to  them  and  to  us  by  our  Bin  of  Rights. 

In  order  to  preserve  these  right.,  we  ought,  If  we  can,  to 
make  our  Government  worthy  of  the  love  and  the  esteem  of 
all  our  citizens  and  of  all  the  civilized  world.  Hitlerlsm  and 
fascism  and  communism  cannot  grow  In  any  land  where  the 
love  of  country  prevails  and  where  prosperity  and  happines* 
reign  amcmg  the  great  common  people. 

Hitlerism  and  communism  require  a  polluted  soil,  the  only 
kind  on  which  the  seeds  of  disunion,  bolshevism,  Stalinism, 
and  Hitlerlsm,  can  grow  and  propagate.  Anything  which 
detracts  from  the  love  and  the  admiration  our  people  may 
have  for  their  flag  and  their  country  prepares  the  ground 
for  seed  which  will  grow  into  hatred,  murder,  and  chaos,  as 
exemplified  by  the  doctrines  of  the  tyrants  I  have  mentioned. 

Tyranny  will  not  grow  or  thrive  in  a  pure,  healthy  environ- 
ment, and  Hitlerism  is  the  ssrstem  which  grows  only  in  cor- 
ruption and  dishonor.  It  is  t)ecause  I  think  the  civil  liberties 
of  our  people  would  be  to  some  extent  endangered  and  in- 
jured if  the  pending  Joint  resolution  should  be  enacted  that 
I  have  had  the  temerity  to  raise  my  weak  voice  in  protest. 

The  practices  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  have 
brought  no  credit  to  the  fimdamental  principles  of  human 
freedom  and  human  liberty.  The  practices  and  procedures 
of  that  Bureau  do  not  tend  to  build  up  a  love  of  country, 
especially  among  the  most  ignorant  and  imeducated  portions 
of  our  people.  I  think  the  practices  followed  and  used  by 
this  organization  in  recent  years  show  conclusively  that  the 
same  methods  are  being  used  and  the  same  objects  are  sought 
to  be  attained  as  were  apparent  in  the  arrest  and  imprison- 
ment of  thousands  of  people  20  years  ago,  mainly  by  this  very 
organization.  Although  the  raid  in  Detroit  took  place  tech- 
nically under  the  authority  of  the  Attorney  Qeneral,  the 
warrants  which  were  issued  and  the  processes  which  were 
followed  were,  as  far  as  possible,  those  of  the  Bureau  of 
Naturalization  in  the  Department  of  Labor.  It  is  because  I 
fear  that  the  same  practices  will  be  used  and  continued  to 
the  detriment  of  the  civil  liberties  of  our  people  that  I  feel 
that  the  enactment  of  the  pending  Joint  resolution  would  be 
well  nigh  a  catastroi^e. 

It  does  not  appear  at  first  blush  that  these  practices  are 
bringing  about  evil,  because  the  seed  is  sown  deep  down  in 
the  hearts  even  of  little  children  who  witness  the  methods 
employed,  and  those  seeds  will  grow,  they  will  live  as 
long  as  the  children  live,  and  will  raise  doubt  and  fear  in 
their  hearts  as  to  their  own  country.  That  silent  influence, 
which  grows  up  during  the  years  when  it  is  to  a  great  extent 
unobserved,  constitutes  a  danger  which  will  follow  any  inter- 
ference with  the  rights  of  any  person,  even  of  aliens  who 
happen  to  be  residing  in  this  land,  and  who  come  under  the 
influence  and  the  domiiuition  of  the  processes  to  which  resort 
is  had. 

Mr.  President.  I  spoke  yesterday  of  the  Carlson  case,  in 
Fremont.  Nebr.  I  cite  it  only  because  it  is  an  incident  similar 
to  others,  similar  to  what  occurred  in  Detroit,  which  has  been 
approved  by  the  Attorney  General,  similar  to  what  happened 
In  1920  in  connection  with  the  famous  raids  of  the  2d  of 
January  of  that  year.    I  refer  to  it  now  only  as  an  Incident. 

Carlson  was  a  man  admittedly  innocent  of  any  crime,  ad- 
mittedly arrested  under  a  warrant  issued  for  a  d:fferent  man 
entirely,  whose  description  was  not  at  all  like  that  of  Carlson. 
Carlson  was  a  man  who  had  served  his  country  in  Prance  in 
the  battles  of  the  World  War,  a  man  who  admittedly  had  suf- 
fered from  that  service.  He  was  living  quietly  in  his  home, 
not  suspecting  that  anyone  was  making  a  charge  of  crime 
against  him.  He  was  arrested  and  searched  on  the  front  porch 
of  the  house  where  he  was  living,  'and  then,  in  a  defenseless 
condition,  watf  taken  by  Hoover's  n»n  Into  the  house,  into  the 
IH-esence  of  his  family,  and  handcuffed. 

Will  that  picture  ever  be  forgotten  by  his  sons,  one  11  years 
oW  and  the  others  ranging  up  to  16?  Whatever  life  may  have 
in  store  for  them,  will  they  ever  forget  the  time  when,  in  the 


presence  of  their  mother,  their  father.  In  the  custody  of 
F.  B.  I.  men,  had  his  innocent  hands  handcuffed,  and  in  that 
condition  was  taken  to  the  Jail  of  the  county?  It  perhaps  did 
not  appeal  to  them  then  that  he  was  denied  the  right  of  coun- 
sel, that  he  was  at  first  denied  even  information  as  to  what 
was  the  charge  against  him.  but  they  will  remember  their 
father.  He  was  a  loving  father.  Although  extremely  poor, 
the  family  was  respectable  and  was  respected  in  the  com- 
munity by  all  the  people.  Will  that  picture  tend  to  make  those 
boys  good  citizens  of  the  United  States  as  they  grow  up.  when 
they  realize  that  under  their  own  Government,  which  their 
father  had  taught  them  to  love,  he  was  handcuffed  and 
chained  and  thrown  into  prison  for  a  crime  of  which  he  was 
not  guilty  under  conditions  which  called  for  no  such  inhuman 
treatment? 

Mr.  President,  how  many  thousands  of  little  Carl'nns  are 
there  in  the  United  States?  How  many  thousands  who  were 
children  at  the  time  of  the  Palmer  raid,  of  which  Mr.  Hoover 
had  charge,  have  now  grown  up  to  become  men  and  women, 
and  will  take  our  places  here  and  in  other  places  of  power  in 
the  Government  of  the  United  States?  If  poverty  contmuea 
with  them,  if  the  kind  of  conduct  exemplified  by  the  Palmer 
raid  continues,  and  they  see  it  continued  in  all  parts  of  the 
United  States,  will  that  have  a  tendency  to  make  them  love 
our  flag?  Will  they  become  patriotic  citizens?  Will  such 
actions  on  the  part  of  Government  officials  instill  in  the 
hearts  of  the  children  of  the  country  today  some  doubt 
whether  their  own  fathers  have  not  been  abused  and  ill- 
treated  by  men  who  are  sworn  to  uphold  the  law.  but  who  are 
violating  the  law  they  were  sworn  to  uphold? 

Mr.  President,  It  is  that  situation  which  alarms  me.  The 
time  will  come,  if  it  Is  not  already  here,  when  we  shall  need 
the  support  of  all  our  people,  rich  and  poor  aUke.  when  we 
shall  need  the  patriotism  that  comes  only  from  loving  hearts. 
But  we  cannot  expect  the  children  of  the  country  to  have  the 
patriotism  we  need,  or  expect  them  to  have  loving  hearts,  if 
they  are  obliged  to  witness  acts  of  tyranny  of  the  kind  which 
should  be  expected  only  under  the  rile  of  a  dictator  or  a 
tyrant. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  short  time  I  have  had  to  prepare  for 
this  debate  I  have  been  physically  unable,  because  of  the 
lack  of  time,  to  gather  together  the  statistics,  the  records, 
and  the  official  reports  I  should  like  to  have  laid  before  my 
brethren  here  for  their  consideration.  I  have  tried  to 
gather  together  some  reports  in  a  few  hours.  It  would  re- 
quire at  least  30  days  to  go  over  the  voluminous  record.  I 
shall  have  to  present  to  the  Senate  in  a  rather  informal  way 
statistics  and  documents  which  will  perhaps  not  come  in 
chronological  or  logical  order,  and  I  ask  the  forbearance  of 
my  colleagues  and  ask  them  to  consider  the  volumes  which 
ought  to  be  studied  if  we  are  to  pass  on  this  question  prop- 
erly, and  which  ought  to  be  digested  in  order  to  make  a 
logical  and  a  fair  presentation  of  the  case. 

Mr.  President,  before  I  read  some  extracts  I  wish  to  say 
that  It  seems  to  me  that  now.  Instead  of  being  carried  off 
our  feet,  we  should  confine  our  efforts  to  building  up  In  this 
coimtry  a  solid  l)ellef  In  the  theories  of  our  Government,  a 
firm  belief  that  we  shall  protect  the  liberties  of  all.  whether 
rich  or  poor;  whether  old  or  young;  whether  powerful  or 
weak.  We  want  to  have — and  we  ought  to  have — a  country 
which  will  emerge  from  the  terrible  catastrophe  which  Is 
now  almost  blotting  out  the  civilization  of  the  world,  with 
those  doctrines  at  the  masthead  of  the  ship  of  state  upon 
which  our  forefathers  based  their  declaration  of  the  right  of 
human  beings  to  be  Independent,  to  be  free;  doctrines  con- 
trary to  the  teachings  of  tyrants  and  dictators,  whose  meth- 
ods and  actions  we  abhor.  We  ought  to  emerge  as  a  nucleus 
around  which  a  dying  world  may  assemble  and  struggle  and 
be  upheld  in  the  preservation  of  the  rights  of  humanity.  We 
want  to  emerge  from  this  terrible  catastrophe,  a  people  free 
from  prejudice,  free  from  oppression.  We  wish  to  be  a  coun- 
try which  gives  to  all  alike  the  fundamental  rights  of  human 
liberty  which  the  Bill  of  Rights  has  sought  to  establish  as  a 
fimdamental  cornerstone  of  our  Government;  where  tyranny 


does  not  prevail;  where  human  love,  the  family,  and  the  fire- 
side   are    the    prime    considerations    and    bulwarks    to    be 
maintained. 
We  ought  to  wish  for  that  time.    Bryant  described  It: 

There  shall  come  a  time  when  no  grief  shall  gnaw  the  heart, 
and  never  shall  a  tender  tie  be  broken:  when  the  eternal  change 
that  waits  on  growth  and  action  sliall  proceed  with  everlasing 
concord,  hand  In  hand. 

Mr.  President,  we  want  to  l>e  on  the  side  of  right  and 
righteousness,  and  we  should  avoid  doing  anything  that 
would  have  a  tendency  to  take  away  from  us  and  our  people 
the  love  of  coimtry,  which  we  wish  to  Inspire  In  and  teach  to 
our  children  and  our  children's  children. 

Mr.  President,  it  will  appear  as  I  proceed  that  the  official 
report  In  the  infamous  and  disgraceful  Palmer  raid  was  made 
to  Mr.  Hoover,  the  man  who  is  now  perhaps  one  of  the  most 
popular  heroes  of  the  day;  the  man  who  spends  thousands  of 
dollars  of  the  taxpayers'  money  to  advertise  himself  and  his 
business;  the  greatest  advertiser  since  Barnum.  I  am  afraid 
that  in  the  enthusiasm  of  the  day  and  the  hour,  our  ipeople 
may  be  carried  away,  and  may  be  led  astray  In  the  years  to 
come,  when  neither  I  nor  my  colleagues  will  be  able  to  raise 
our  voices  here.  So  I  should  dislike  to  see  that  any  step  be 
taken  now  which  would  interfere  with  cherished  civil 
liberties. 

In  the  hearings  on  the  emergency  supplemental  appropri- 
ation bill  for  1940,  before  a  subcommittee  of  the  Appropri- 
ations Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  Mr. 
Hoover  testified.  I  shall  begin  reading  at  the  bottom  of  page 
303  of  those  hearings. 

As  a  justification  for  this  increase — 

This  Is  Mr.  Hoover  speaking,  asking  for  an  Increase  in 
appropriations — 

1  would  like  to  point  out  that  In  the  fiscal  year  1938  we  received 
250  complaints  Involving  matters  p>ertalnlng  to  the  national  defense, 
which  Includes  violations  of  the  espionage,  sabotage,  and  related 
national -defense  statutes. 

He  was  asked  the  question  by  Representative  Cannon: 

These  came  from  private  individuals? 

Mr.  Hoovn.  These  complaints  were  received  not  only  from  private 
Individuals  but  also  from  local  lavp-enforcement  agencies.  During 
the  fiscal  year  1939.  which  ended  June  30,  1939,  we  received  a  total 
of  1.651  such  complaints. 

Mr.  Snyder.  From  Washington,  D.  C? 

Mr.  Hoover.  From  the  entire  country.  At  the  present  time  we 
are  receiving  214  complaints  necessitating  Investigative  attention 
daily.  If  that  average  continues,  we  will  receive  a  total  of  approxi- 
mately 78.000  complaints  for  the  year.  This  comparison  Is  Indica- 
tive of  the  Increase  In  the  volume  of  this  work.  If  condltloru 
become  more  acute  abroad,  such  complaints  will  Increase  materially. 

Mr.  Lambertson.  They  are  going  over  the  heads  of  the  local  police 
officers? 

Mr.  Hoover.  That  Is  impossible  to  determine  without  first  In- 
vestigating the  complaints  received.  I  do  know  that  the  complalnta 
received  by  the  P.  B.  I.  refer  to  violations  of  the  Federal  statutes 
and  not  to  violations  of  local  statutes. 

Mr.  Ludlow.  About  what  percentage  are  you  able  to  dispose  of 
as  being  preposterous  on  their  face? 

This  Is  the  particular  thing  which  I  wanted  to  bring  out. 
He  Is  asked  the  question,  of  the  78.000  complaints  in  a  year: 

About  what  percentage  are  you  able  to  dispose  of  as  being  pre- 
posterous on  their  face? 

Mr.  Hoover  said: 

Not  any  of  these  214  are  of  that  character.  Because  of  the  source, 
many  complaints  can  be  disposed  of  without  making  any  extensive 
Investigation. 

Mr.  LtJDLOw.  What  Is  your  experience  as  to  the  percentage  of  the 
complaints  that  have  not  any  substance? 

I  think  this  answer  is  important  to  consider: 

Mr.  HoovxR.  A  comparatively  small  percentage  of  them. 

Remember  the  question: 

What  Is  your  experience  as  to  the  percentage  of  the  complaints 
that  have  not  any  substance? 

Mr.  Hoover  answered: 

A  comparatively  small  percentage  of  them. 


That  is.  I  take  it  most  of  them  are  genuine  and  have 
foundation  of  fact. 

For  Instance,  we  recently  received  complaints  of  sabotage  against 
certain  large  liners.  Several  such  complaints  have  been  given  to 
us  in  reference  to  those  ships.  They  came  from  sources  consid- 
ered reliable.  Steps  had  -to  be  Uken  promptly  to  make  certain 
that  proper  protection  is  accorded  to  them. 

I  read  that,  Mr.  President,  to  show  the  nature  of  the  busi- 
ness of  which  Mr.  Hoover  is  In  charge,  the  large  amount  of 
business,  and  the  tremendous  number  of  complaints  which  he 
says  are  well-founded,  having  to  do  with  various  activities 
against  the  Federal  Govermnent.  My  own  Idea  is  that  such 
complaints  will  increase  just  so  long  as  we  Increase  the  activ- 
ity of  Mr.  Hoover  and  approve  the  method  of  procedure 
which  he  follows.    I  think  that  will  appear  later. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  would  it  interrupt  the  Senator 
for  me  to  ask  him  a  question  at  this  point? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    No. 

Mr.  KING.  Was  there  anything  in  the  record  indicating 
that  complaints  had  been  made  to  the  local  authorities  and 
that  they  had  refused  to  take  action,  which  prompted  the 
complainants  to  appeal  to  Mr.  Hoover  and  his  organization? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Not  that  I  know  of.  I  have  not  found  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Mr.  KING.  Was  there  anj^thing  to  Indicate  that  com- 
plaints were  related  to  violations  of  Federal  statutes,  or 
were  they  related  to  violations  of  local  statutes,  which  viola- 
tions ought  to  have  been  proceeded  against  by  local  organ- 
izations? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  cannot  answer  that  question.  That  is 
another  question— and  a  very  proper  one,  I  think— which  I 
believe  I  should  have  been  able  to  answer  if  I  had  had  time 
at  my  disposal  to  go  over  the  very  voluminous  records  of  the 
past  20  years. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  before  me  a  book  entitled  "Federal 
Justice,"  written  by  Homer  Cummlngs  and  Carl  McFarland. 
As  we  know,  Homer  Cummlngs  was  for  a  long  time,  and  until 
recently.  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States.  In  speak- 
ing of  complaints  and  crimes,  the  Attorney  General  says: 

Inevitably  there  were  serious  abuses. 

I  think  that  will  be  COTiceded  by  every  thinking  citizen. 
He  quotes  from  John  Lord  O "Brian: 

"No  other  one  cause  contributed  bo  much  to  the  oppression  at 
Innocent  men  as  the  systematic  and  indiscriminate  agitation  against 
what  was  claimed  to  be  an  all-pervasive  system  of  German  espio- 
nage." said  the  Chief  of  the  War  Work  Unit  of  the  Department  of 
Jtistlce  later. 

That,  as  I  understand,  was  John  Lord  CBrian,  an  attorney 
of  national  reputation,  of  spotless  character,  and  of  admit- 
tedly great  ability. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  want  to  subscribe  to  everything  the 
Senator  has  said  about  John  Lord  O'Brian.  He  was  in  charge 
In  the  Department  of  Justice  during  the  wartime.  I  came  to 
Washington  to  see  him  and  to  discuss  the  subject  generally 
with  him.  Mr.  O'Brian  said  to  me,  "Mr.  Wheelek,  my  diffi- 
culty is  not  in  getting  district  attorneys  who  will  prosecute. 
My  difficulty  is  in  preventing  district  attorneys  from  prose- 
cuting for  treason  when  there  Is  no  treason  whatsoever." 
John  Lord  O'Brian.  who  was  In  the  Department  of  Justice 
during  that  time,  was  not  only  one  of  the  ablest  but  one  of 
the  fairest  and  highest  type  of  men  with  whom  I  came  in 
contact  during  the  period  when  I  was  a  United  States 
attorney. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  very  valuable 
contribution. 

I  continue  with  the  quotation: 

"One  unpleasant  fact  continually  Impressed  on  my  associates  and 
myself  was  the  insistent  desire  of  a  very  large  number  of  highly 
InteUlgent  men  and  women  to  become  arms  of  the  Secret  Service 
and  to  devote  their  entire  time  to  the  patriotic  purpose  of  pursuing 
spies."  As  many  as  a  thousand  letters  a  day  reached  the  Depart- 
ment calling  attention  to  Individuals  or  acts  thought  to  be  seditious. 
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Notice  this: 

At  least  95  percent  of  them  turned  out  to  be  of  no  Importance. 

Mr.  Hoover  says  that  they  are  practically  all  Important. 

I  read  that,  Mr.  President,  to  show  that  honest,  patriotic 
men  and  women  become  Imbued  with  hysteria,  and  that 
with  the  best  and  most  patriotic  Ideas  and  the  purest  of 
hearts  they  are  carried  away.  As  Mr.  O'Brlan  says,  they 
make  all  kinds  of  charges  upon  suspiciwi,  which  t\im  out  to 
be  groundless,  but  which  cost  money  to  investigate.  This 
condition  exemplifies  the  loss  of  confidence  In  our  Oovem- 
ment  from  which  some  of  our  people  naturally  suffer  because 
of  the  methods  pursued  by  those  who  ought  to  be  enforcing 
the  law  instead  of  violating  it. 

Mr.  President,  shortly  after  the  Palmer  raid  in  1920  some 
of  the  leading  members  of  the  bar  of  America  prepared  an 
address  to  the  people  of  the  United  States  on  what  had 
occurred  In  following  out  the  Hoover  methods  in  that  dis- 
graceful episode.    I  shall  read  that  address  to  the  Senate: 

To  the  American  people:  

For  more  tban  8  months  we.  the  tmderslgned  lawyers,  whose 
sworn  duty  It  is  to  uphold  the  Oonstttutlon  and  laws  of  the  United 
States,  have  seen  with  growing  apprehension  the  continued  viola- 
tion of  that  Constitution  and  breaking  of  those  laws  by  the 
Department  of  Justice  of  the  United  States  Government. 

Under  the  guise  of  a  campaign  for  the  suppression  of  radical 
activities,  the  offlce  of  the  Attorney  General,  acting  by  its  local 
agents  throughout  the  country,  and  giving  express  instructions 
from  Washington,  has  committed  continual  Illegal  acts.  Whole- 
sale arrests  both  of  aliens  and  citizens  have  been  made  without 
warrant  or  any  process  of  law;  men  and  women  have  been  Jailed 
and  held  incommunicado  without  access  of  friends  or  counsel: 
homes  have  been  entered  without  search  warrant  and  property 
seized  and  removed;  other  property  has  been  wantonly  deBtro3red; 
worklngmen  and  worklngwomen  suspected  of  radical  views  have 
been  shamefully  abused  and  maltreated.  Agents  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  have  been  introduced  into  radical  organizations 
for  the  purpose  of  informing  upon  their  members  or  Inciting  them 
to  actlvltlee;  these  agents  have  even  been  instructed  from  Wash- 
ington to  arrange  meetings  upon  certain  dates  for  the  express 
object  of  faciliUtlng  wholesale  raids  and  arrests.  In  support  of 
these  illegal  acts,  and  to  create  sentiment  in  its  favor,  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  has  also  constituted  Itself  a  propaganda 
bureau,  and  has  sent  to  newspapers  and  magazines  of  this  country 
quantities  of  material  designed  to  excite  public  opinion  against 
radicals,  all  at  the  expense  of  the  Government  and  outside  the 
scope  of  the  Attorney  General's  duties. 

We  make  no  argument  in  favor  of  any  radical  doctrine  as  such, 
whether  Socialist,  Communist,  or  anarchist.  No  one  of  us  belongs 
to  any  of  these  schools  of  thought.  Nor  do  we  now  raise  any 
question  as  to  the  constitutional  protection  of  free  speech  and  a 
free  press.  We  are  concerned  solely  with  bringing  to  the  attention 
of  the  American  i>eople  the  utterly  illegal  acts  which  have  been 
committed  by  those  charged  with  the  highest  duty  of  enforcing 
the  law — acts  which  have  caused  widespread  sxilTerlng  and  unrest, 
have  struck  at  the  foundation  of  American  free  Institutions,  and 
have  brought  the  name  of  our  country  in  disrepute.  These  acts 
nuiy  be  grouped  under  the  following  heads: 

(1)    CRUKL   AND   UNXTBOAL   PUNISHIIXMTS 

The  eighth  amendment  to  the  United  States  Constitution  pro- 
vides: 

"Ezceaslve  b«U  shall  not  be  required,  nor  excessive  fines  imposed, 
nor  cruel  and  unusual  punishments  inflicted." 

Punishments  of  the  utmost  cruelty,  and  heretofore  unthinkable 
In  America,  have  become  usual.  Great  numbers  of  persons  ar- 
rested, both  aliens  and  citizens,  have  been  threatened,  beaten  with 
blackjacks,  struck  with  fists.  Jailed  imder  abominable  conditions, 
or  actually  tortured. 

Annexed  hereto  as  Exhibits  1-lc,  3-2f.  6a,  6b,  and  0  are  aflldavltB 
and  evidences  of  these  practices. 

(3)  aaazsTs  wiihuut  wakxant 
The  fourth  amendment  of  the  Constitution  provides: 
•Ttie  right  of  the  people  to  be  secure  in  their  persons,  houses, 
papers,  and  effects,  against  unreasonable  searches  and  seizures, 
shall  not  be  violated,  and  no  warrants  shall  issue,  but  upon  prob- 
able cause,  supported  by  an  oath  or  afllrmatlon.  and  particularly 
describing  the  place  to  be  searched,  and  the  persona  or  things  to 
be  seised." 

That  is  the  end  of  the  quotation  of  the  fourth  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution,  which  Is  a  part  of  our  Bill  of 


MMiy  hundreds  of  dtteens  and  aliens  alike  have  been 'arrested 
In  wholesale  raids,  without  warrants  or  pretense  of  warrants. 
They  have  then  either  been  released,  or  have  been  detained  in 
police  stations  or  Jails  for  indefinite  lengths  of  time  while  war- 
rants were  being  applied  for.  This  practice  of  making  mass  raids 
and  mass  arrests  without  warrant  has  resulted  directly  from  tta« 


instructions,  both  vnltten  and  oral.  Issued  by  the  Department  of 
Justice  at  Washington.  The  cases  are  far  too  numerous  to 
catalog,  but  typical  Instances  may  be  found  In  Exhibits  1-lb. 
a-2f.  6.  and  13.  The  secret  instructions  of  the  Department  also 
appear  In  exhibits  11  and  12. 

<3>    in«aXASONABI.S  8BABCHKB  tUTD  SSIZUBXS  \ 

The  fourth  amendment  has  been  quoted  above. 

In  countless  cases  agents  of  the  Department  of  Justice  have 
entered  the  homes,  offices,  or  gathering  places  of  persons  sus- 
pected of  radical  affiliations,  and,  without  pretense  of  any  search 
warrant,  have  seized  and  removed  property  belonging  to  them 
for  use  by  the  Department  of  Justice.  In  many  of  these  raids 
property  which  could  not  be  removed  or  was  not  useful  In  the 
Dej)artment  was  intentionaUy  smashed  and  destroyed.  Exhibit 
a-A  is  a  photograph  of  the  interior  of  a  house  raided  by  the  De- 

gartment   of   Justice.     Exhibit   14  gives   a   recent   opinion    of   the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  In  a  nonradical   case,  condemning 
aalaure  without   warrant  by  the  Department  of  Justice,   and  ex- 
hibit 15.  the  opinion  of  the  United  States  district  court  in  Uon- 
tana  in  a  more  flagrant  radical  case. 
Other  exhibits  bearing  on  this  pomt  are  2.  2a.  3  and  13. 

(4)    PaOVOCATIVS  ACZWTB 

We  do  not  question  the  right  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to 
use  its  agents  in  the  Bureau  of  Investigation  to  ascertain  when 
the  law  is  beUig  violated.  But  the  American  people  have  never  tol- 
erated the  use  of  undercover  provocative  agents  or  "agents  provoca- 
teurs," such  as  have  been  familiar  In  old  Russia  or  Spain.  Such 
agents  have  been  Introduced  by  the  Department  of  Jtistice  Into  the 
radical  movements,  have  reached  positions  of  Influence  therein, 
have  occupied  themselves  with  informing  upon  or  instigating  acts 
which  might  be  declared  criminal,  and  at  the  express  direction  of 
Washington  have  brought  about  meetings  of  radicals  in  order  to 
make  possible  wholesale  arrests  at  such  meetings  Attention  Is 
called  to  Exhibits  10  and  11,  which  are  the  secret  instnictions  Issued 
from  Washington,  Exhibit  13.  containing  an  abstract  of  the  testi- 
mony In  the  Colyer  case  in  this  regard,  and  exhibits  6,  7,  and  8. 

tS)    COMPBXIKG  PZaSONS  TO  BE  WTrNKSSSS   AGAINST  THZVSEI.VXS 

The  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution  provides  as  follows: 
"No  person     •     •     •     shall  be  compelled  In  any  criminal  case 

to  be  a  witness  against  himself,  nor  be  deprived  of  life,  liberty,  or 

property,  without  due  process  of  law." 

That  is  not  all  the  fifth  amendment  but  that  Is  all  that 
pertains  to  this  discussion. 

It  has  been  the  practice  of  the  Department  of  Justice  and  its 
agents,  after  malclng  Illegal  arrests  without  warrant,  to  question 
the  acctised  person  and  to  force  admissions  from  him  by  terrorism, 
which  admissions  were  subsequently  to  be  used  against  him  in 
deportation  proceedings.  Instances  of  this  sort  appear  in  variotis 
exhibits,  Nos.  1,  IB,  2B.  and  2F.  Attention  Is  also  called  to  the 
Cannone  case,  exhibit  9,  in  which  the  Department  agents  com- 
mitted assault,  forgery,  and  perjury. 

(6)    PROPAGANDA   BY  THE   DKPAXTMENT  OF  JTTSTICS 

The  legal  functions  of  the  Attorney  General  are  to  advise  the 
Government  on  questions  of  law  and  to  prosecute  persons  who 
have  violated  Inderal  statutes.  For  the  Attorney  General  to  go 
Into  the  field  of  propaganda  against  radicals  Is  a  deliberate  misuse 
of  his  offlce  and  a  deliberate  squandering  of  funds  entrusted  to  him 
by  Congress. 

Annexed  as  Exhibit  17  Is  a  copy  of  a  form  letter  sent  out  by  the 
Attorney  General  under  date  of  January  27,  1920.  to  many  maga- 
zines and  editors  throughout  the  country,  deliberately  Intended 
to  prejudice  them  in  favor  of  his  actions.  Exhibit  18  Is  a  descrip- 
tion of  an  lUustrated  page  offered  free  to  country  newspapers  at 
the  expense  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  patently  designed  to 
affect  public  opinion  in  advance  of  cotirt  decision  and  prepared 
In  the  manner  of  an  advertising  campaign  In  favor  of  repression. 
These  documents  speak  for  them.selves. 

The  exhibits  attached  are  only  a  small  part  of  the  evidence 
which  may  be  presented  of  the  continued  violation  of  law  by  the 
Attorney  General's  Department.  These  exhibits  are,  to  the  best 
of  our  knowledge  and  belief  (based  upon  careful  Investigation) 
truthful  both  in  substance  and  detail.  Drawn  mainly  from  the 
four  centers  of  New  York  City;  Boston,  Mass.;  Detroit,  Mich.;  and 
Hartford.  Conn.,  we  know  them  to  be  typical  of  conditions  which 
have  prevailed  in  many  parts  of  the  country. 

Since  these  illegal  acts  have  been  committed  by  the  highest 
legal  powers  In  the  United  States,  there  is  no  final  appeal  from 
them  except  to  the  conscience  and  condemnation  of  the  Ameri- 
can people.  American  irvstitutions  have  not  in  fact  been  pro- 
tected by  the  Attorney  General's  ruthless  suppression.  On  the 
contrary,  those  institutions  have  been  seriously  imdermlned,  and 
revolutionary  uiu-est  has  been  vastly  Intensified.  No  organizations 
of  radicals  acting  through  propaganda  over  the  last  6  months  could 
have  created  as  much  revolutionary  sentiment  In  America,  as  has 
been  created  by  the  acts  of  the  Department  of  Justice  itself. 

Even  were  one  to  admit  that  there  existed  any  serious  "red" 
menace  before  the  Attorney  General  started  his  unflinching 
war  against  It,  his  campaign  has  been  slngiilarly  fruitless.  Out 
of  the  many  thousands  8US|>ected  by  the  Attorney  General  (he  had 
already  listed  60.000  by  name  and  history  on  November  14.  1919. 
aliens  and  citizens),  what  do  the  figures  show  of  net  reeultsf 
Prior  to  January  1,  1920.  there  were  actually  deported  263  persona. 
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Since  January  1  there  have  been  actually  deported  18  persons. 
6mce  January  1  there  have  been  ordered  deported  an  additional  529 
persons,  and  warrants  for  1.547  have  been  canceled  (after  full 
bearings  and  consideration  of  the  evidence)  by  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Labor  Louis  P.  Post,  to  whose  courageolis  reestablishment  of 
American  constitutional  law  in  deportation  proceedings  (see  ex- 
hibit 16)  are  due  the  atUcks  that  have  been  made  upon  him. 

The  Attorney  General  has  consequently  got  rid  of  810  alien 
suspects,  which,  on  his  own  showing,  leaves  him  at  least  69.160 
persons  (aliens  and  citizens)  still  to  cope  with. 

It  has  always  been  the  proud  boast  of  America  that  this  Is  a 
government  of  laws  and  not  of  men.  Our  Constitution  and  laws 
have  been  based  on  the  simple  elements  of  human  nature.  Free 
men  cannot  be  driven  and  repressed:  they  must  be  led.  Free  men 
respect  Justice  and  follow  truth,  but  arbitrary  jxjwer  they  will 
oppose  until  the  end  of  time.  There  Is  no  danger  of  revolution  so 
great  as  that  created  by  suppression,  by  ruthlessness,  and  by  de- 
liberate violation  of  the  simple  rules  of  American  law  and  American 
decency. 

It  Is  a  fallacy  to  suppose  that,  any  more  than  In  the  past,  any 
rervant  of  the  people  can  safely  arrogate  to  himself  unlimited 
authority.  To  proceed  upon  such  a  supposition  Is  to  deny  the 
fundamental  American  theory  of  the  coixsent  of  the  governed. 
Here  is  no  question  of  a  vague  and  threatened  menace,  but  a 
present  assault  upon  the  most  sacred  principles  of  otir  constitu- 
tional Uberty. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  all  of  the  address  itself.  I  shall  read 
the  names  attached  to  it.  Twelve  lawyers  signed  that  address 
to  the  American  people. 

The  first  one  on  the  list  was  R.  H.  Brown.  Memphis.  Tenn.; 
attorney  at  law;  member  of  the  TCimessee  Bar  Association. 

The  others  are  as  follows: 

Zechariah  Chaffee,  Jr.,  Cambridge,  Mass.;  professor  in  the 
Harvard  Law  School. 

Felix  Frankfurter.  Cambridge,  Mass.;  professor  of  law, 
Harvard  Law  School;  major  and  Judge  advocate.  Officers' 
Reserve  Corps.  United  States  of  America,  1914;  late  assistant 
to  the  Secretary  of  War;  and  counsel  to  the  President's 
Mediation  Commission. 

Ernst  Preund,  Chicago;  professor  of  jurisprudence  and 
public  law.  University  of  Chicago;  author  of  Standards  of 
American  Legislation. 

Swinburne  Hale,  New  York  City;  attorney  at  law;  graduate 
of  Harvard;  late  captain,  Military  Intelligence  Division,  Gen- 
eral Staff,  United  States  Army. 

Francis  Fisher  Kane.  Philadelphia;  attorney  at  law;  United 
States  district  attorney,  resigned. 

Alfred  Niles.  Baltimore;  attorney  at  law;  former  judge  of 
the  circuit  court;  professor  in  the  University  of  Maryland 
Law  School. 

Roscoe  Pound,  dean  of  the  law  school.  Harvard  Unverslty; 
author  of  Readings  on  the  History  and  System  of  the  Com- 
mon Law,  and  so  forth. 

Jackson  H.  Ralston,  Washington.  D.  C;  attorney  at  law; 
member,  American  Bar  Association;  umiiire,  the  Italian- 
Venezuelan  Claims  Commission;  author.  International  Arbi- 
tral Law  and  Procedure,  and  so  forth. 

David  Wallersteln.  Philadeli^iia;  attorney  at  law;  member 
of  the  American  Bar  Association. 

Frank  P.  Walsh,  Kansas  City  and  New  York;  attorney  at 
law;  Joint  Chairman  of  the  National  War  Labor  Board,  and 
so  forth. 

Tyrrell  Williams,  St.  Louis;  acting  dean,  law  school  of 
Washington  University;  author,  Missouri  Api>ellate  Practice, 
and  so  forth. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.  WiU  the  Senator  from  Utah  pardon  me  for 
a  moment  until  I  read  some  other  matter  that  comes  right  in 
this  connection?  I  think  it  is  at  this  point.  Perhaps  I  am 
mistaken  about  it.  I  shall  come  later,  somewhere  in  the  doc- 
uments I  have  l)efore  me,  to  a  statement  from  Mr.  Justice 
Stone,  then  head  of  a  law  school  in  New  York  City,  and  a 
statement  on  the  subject  from  Chief  Justice  Hughes;  but  they 
do  not  appear  at  this  point. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  a  moment  ago  the  Senator  in- 
vited attention  to  the  large  number  of  cases  for  deportation. 
I  assume  that  the  Senator  did  not  mean  to  imply  that  all  of 
the  persons  concerned  were  illegally  arrested  or  illegally  de- 
ported. 


Mr.  NORRIS.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  KING.  As  the  Senator  knows,  under  the  Immigration 
laws  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  when  persons 
have  entered  the  United  States  In  violation  of  law,  no  matter 
who  they  may  be,  no  matter  how  worth  while  they  may  be,  to 
Institute  proceedings  for  their  deportation. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  think  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  will  very  frankly  say  that  I  have  sometimes 
thought  some  of  the  proceedings  for  deportation  were  rather 
harsh  or  cruel;  and  yet  the  American  people  demand  the 
enforcement  of  the  law.  It  is  believed  by  some  that  there 
has  been  too  great  laxity  in  enforcing  the  law,  and  that  many 
aliens  have  been  permitted  to  come  into  the  United  States 
iUegally,  and  to  remain  in,  through  technicality  or  otherwise 
in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  statute. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  digress  here  to 
say.  now  that  the  Senator  reminds  me  of  it,  that  I  am  not 
contending,  in  the  matter  of  the  deportation  of  aliens, 
that  the  subject  is  not  constitutionally  in  the  hands  of 
the  Congress.  I  admit  that  the  Congress  has  a  rifi^t  to  ex- 
clude all  aliens  if  it  desires  so  to  do.  It  may  admit  them 
on  any  conditions  it  prescribes.  It  may  limit  their  residence 
here,  and  it  may  order  them  out  of  our  country  at  any 
time  if  such  a  course  does  not  interfere  with  a  treaty  or 
some  other  legal  obligation  under  which  the  aliens  entered 
the  country. 

Mr.  President,  the  references  made  by  these  12  lawyers 
were  mostly,  if  not  entirely,  to  incidents  and  arrests  which 
occurred  in  the  famous  raids  under  Attorney  General  Palmer. 
I  expect  to  show  as  I  proceed  that  Mr.  Hoover  at  that  time 
was  the  assistant  of  the  Attorney  General;  that  he  had 
charge  of  the  raids;  that  reports  in  regard  to  them  were 
made  to  him,  and.  although  warrants  of  deportation  all  had 
to  be  signed  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  or  the  Immigration 
Bureau.  I  think  there  is  no  dispute  that  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral's offlce  instigated  and  platmed  the  raids.  They  were 
raids  designed  to  bring  about  the  arrest  and  deportation  of 
aliens  who  were  guilty  of  subversive  acts,  or  who  belonged 
to  indicted  organizations.  The  raids  took  place,  as  I  recaD, 
on  the  2d  of  January  1920,  and,  these  lawyers  say,  under 
instructions  from  Washington.  The  instructions  were  that 
the  raids  and  arrests  were  to  take  place  between  the  hours 
of  7  p.  m.  and  7  a.  m.,  all  the  work  to  be  done  within  those 
hours. 

Later  on  Senator  Walsh,  of  Montana,  then  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the  Senate,  offered  a  reso- 
lution in  regard  to  the  raids  which  had  occurred;  the  resolution 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  a  subcommit- 
tee was  appointed,  and  hearings  were  held.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  volume  of  the  report  of  the  hearings  taken  before  that 
subcommittee,  and  I  shall  read  at  some  length  from  the  testi- 
mony taken. 

Before  I  do  that,  I  wish  to  read  from  two  statements  I  said 
I  desired  to  read  in  connection  with  the  address  of  these  12 
lawyers.  I  now  have  the  statements  in  my  hand,  and  first 
I  Will  read  what  was  said  by  the  present  Justice  Stone.  At 
that  time  he  was  professor  of  law  in  the  Columbia  University 
Law  School.  He  was  requested  to  appear  and  testify,  but  on 
account  of  something  that  happened,  I  have  forgotten  what, 
he  was  unable  to  appear,  but  he  sent  the  statement  I  am  now 
about  to  read,  which  became  part  of  the  record  of  the  com- 
mittee. The  full  statement  is  found  on  pages  279  and  280  of 
the  hearings.    Justice  Stone  said: 

It  appears  from  the  reported  decisions  of  Federal  courts  that  in 
deportation  proceedings  taken  by  the  Department  of  Justice  tinder 
direction  of  the  Attorney  General,  aliens  have  been  deprived  of  such 
constitutional  guaranties.  It  also  appears  that  the  agents  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  In  violation  of  the  express  provision  of  the 
statute  have  arrested  aliens  in  deportation  cases  without  warrant. 
These  undisputed  facts  would  of  themselves  seem  to  require  a 
thoroughgoing  investigation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  in  connection  with  the  deportation  cases.  •  •  •  It  is 
therefore  very  much  to  be  hoped  that  any  such  Investigation  wUl 
not  only  reveal  fully  the  facts  with  respect  to  the  violation  of 
constitutional  safeguards  and  statutes  by  the  agents  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  in  the  administration  of  the  deportation  laws, 
but  that  such  Investigation  will  result  in  legislation  more  ade- 
quately protecting  aUens  or  those  aUeged  to  be  aliens,  but  who 
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may  be  clUzens  of  the  United  States,  from  the  arbitrary  exercise  of 
power  by  admlntetratlTe  officers. 

It  Is  Inevitable  that  any  system  which  confers  uj)on  admlnls- 
tmtlve  officers  power  to  restrain  the  liberty  of  Indivldxials.  without 
safeetiards  substantially  like  tho«e  which  exist  In  criminal  caaea 
and  without  adequate  authority  for  judicial  review  of  the  action  of 
auch  administrative  officers  will  result  In  abuse  of  power  and  In 
Intolerable  Injxiatlce  and  cruelty  to  Individuals. 

Now.  I  wish  to  read  what  Chief  Justice  Hughes  said.  This 
b  an  excerpt  from  a  speech  by  Hon.  Charles  E.  Hughes,  en- 
titled "Some  Observations  on  Legal  Education  and  Democratic 
Progress."  from  a  booklet  entitled  "Two  Addresses  Delivered 
Before  the  Alumni  of  the  Harvard  Law  School  at  Cambridge, 
June  21. 1920."  published  by  the  Harvard  Law  School  Associa- 
tion. This,  of  course,  was  before  Mr.  Hughes  was  Chief 
Justice.    This  is  what  he  said  at  that  time: 

Flxidlng  the  Intricacies  of  modem  life  too  much  for  clearly  ex- 
pvMMd  law,  we  have  formed  the  habit  of  turning  the  whole  business 
over  to  bureau  chiefs,  who,  with  the  opportunity  to  create  manifold 
restrictions  and  annoyances,  hold  the  power  of  life  and  death  over 
enterprise  and  reputation.  This  has  seemed  to  be  a  comfortable 
way  of  dealing  with  evils,  and  the  mischief  It  has  been  iH^edlng 
has  received  scant  attention.  We  went  to  war  for  liberty  and 
democracy,  with  the  result  that  we  fed  the  autocratic  appetite. 
And.  through  a  fiction,  permissible  only  because  the  courts  cannot 
know  what  everyone  else  knows,  we  have  seen  the  war  powers, 
which  are  essential  to  the  preservation  of  the  Nation  In  time  of 
war.  exercised  broadly  after  the  military  exigency  had  passed  and 
In  conditions  for  which  they  were  never  intended,  and  we  may  well 
wonder.  In  view  of  the  precedents  now  established,  whether  consti- 
tutional government  as  heretofore  maintained  in  this  Republic 
oould  survive  another  great  war,  even  victoriously  waged. 

Apart  from  these  conditions,  we  cannot  afford  to  Ignore  the 
Indications  that,  perhaps  to  an  extent  unparalleled  In  ma  history. 
the  essentials  of  liberty  are  being  dlsrega.-ded.  Very  recently  In- 
formation has  been  laid  by  respjonsible  citizens  at  the  bar  of 
public  opinion  of  violations  of  personal  rights  which  savor  the 
worst  practices  of  tyranny.  And  In  the  conduct  of  trials  before 
the  courts  we  find  a  growing  tendency  on  the  part  of  proeecutors 
to  resort  to  grossly  unfair  practices.  Kven  as  I  speak,  there  appears 
In  the  Harvard  Law  Review  a  striking  sununary  of  this  sort  of  law- 
lessness.   (33  Harvard  Law  Review,  p.  956  [  19201.) 

This  is  the  quotation  referred  to: 

During  the  past  year  no  less  than  44  convictions  were  revmed 
by  appellate  tribunals  In  the  United  States  for  flagrant  mis- 
conduct of  the  public  prosecutor  or  the  trial  Judge  whereby  the 
accused  was  deprived  of  a  fair  trial.  In  33  of  these  cases  the 
district  attorney  made  inflammatory  appeals  to  prejudice  upon 
matters  not  properly  before  the  Jury.  In  three  of  them  the 
district  attorney  extorted  confessions  or  coerced  witnesses  by  pal- 
pably unlawful  methods.  In  4.  witnesses  were  so  browbeaten 
during  the  trial  as  to  prevent  the  accused  from  fairly  making  his 
case.  In  a.  the  trial  Judge  Interposed  with  a  high  hand  to  extort 
testimony  unfavorable  to  the  accused  or  to  Intimidate  witnesses 
tor  the  accused.  It  is  significant  that  these  cases  come  from 
every  part  of  the  country  and  from  every  sort  of  court. 

Mr.  President,  it  will  be  unnecessary  for  me  to  comment 
upon  the  reputation  and  the  ability  of  the  12  men  who  signed 
this  address  to  the  people,  or  of  Chief  Justice  Hughes,  or  Mr. 
Justice  Stone,  whose  comments  I  have  read,  Justice  Stone 
having  reference  to  the  particular  Investigation,  and  Chief 
Justice  Hughes  having  reference  to  the  subject  matter  in 
general. 

The  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  which  I 
speak  subpenaed  various  witnesses  and  took  the  testimony 
of  a  large  number  of  persons.  The  subcommittee  reported  to 
the  full  committee.  The  matter  was  there  discussed,  and  as 
there  were  two  reports  from  the  subcommittee,  the  full  com- 
mittee finally  decided  to  make  no  report  either  way. 

Later  on  Senator  Walsh  offered  for  the  CoNCKESsioifAL 
Record  both  of  the  reports  from  the  subcommittee,  and  also 
his  rejoinder  to  the  r'^oort  made  by  some  members  of  the  sub- 
oonunittee. 

I  shall  now  read  some  evidence  that  was  produced,  show- 
ing what  happened  in  that  raid.  I  read  on  page  294,  of  the 
bearings,  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Kane.  He  had  been  a 
district  attorney  and  served  two  terms,  or  part  of  two  terms, 
and  resigned  because  he  could  not  conscientiously  follow  the 
procedure  that  was  being  taken  in  those  cases. 

The  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  was  Senator  Sterling; 
of  South  Dakota,  and  he  questioned  Mr.  Kane: 

.Senator  Stbbumo.  Tour  resignation  as  what? 

.  Ifr.  Kaks.  As  United  States  attorney  for  the  eastern  district  at 
Peoauylvania,  I  having  taken  issue  with  the  departixkevt  on  tlkS 
matter  of  raids. 


Senator  arransm.  How  long  had  you  served  ss  United  States  dis- 
trict attorney?  

Ur  Kane  Six  years.  I  had  been  appointed  flrst  by  Mr.  Wilson  In 
his  first  admlnistratioi^  then  I  had  been  reappointed,  and  then,  as 
I  recall  It,  two  or  three  events  followed.  Just  at  that  time  the  ex- 
pulsion of  the  socialist  members  of  the  New  York  Legislature  oc- 
ctirred.  and  that  brought  the  matter  further  before  the  people — this 
whole  matter  of  the  light  against  the  so-called  radicals;  and  then, 
very  soon  afterward,  the  warrants  of  deportation,  that  is  the  origi- 
nal departmental  warrants,  were  held  up,  proceedings  had  to  take 
place  under  those  warrants,  hearings.  In  other  words,  they  were  taken 
up  and  considered  personally  by  Assistant  Secretary  Post  of  the 
Labor  Department,  and  it  very  soon  became  evident  that  a  large 
number,  or  a  certain  proportion,  at  any  rate,  of  the  aliens  who  had 
been  arrested  in  these  raids  were  not  going  to  be  deported  eventually. 
Then,  as  I  remember  it.  there  was  a  discxisslon  over  whether  or  not 
the  Communist  Labor  Party  was  In  the  same  category  as  the  Com- 
munist Party,  and  Just  about  that  time.  If  I  remember  correctly, 
Mr.  Ralston,  a  number  of  lawyers  sent  in  letters,  and  this  committee 
of  12  was  formed,  but  exactly  when  I  do  not  know. 

His  testimony  was  rather  lengthy.  I  have  read  sufficient 
of  it  to  introduce  the  man,  to  show  who  he  was.  and  I  shall 
now  read  some  extracts  from  his  testimony.    He  said: 

It  ought  to  be  understood,  sir,  that  the  raids  were  conducted 
from  Washington.  The  orders  came  down  from  that  division  of 
the  Department  of  Justice,  which  had  charge  of  such  matters, 
directly  to  the  local  division  superintendents  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  the  heads  of  the  detective  force  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice— that  is.  what  we  call  the  Bureau  of  Investigation;  the  agents. 
Then  the  orders  came  down  from  them,  but  not  to  the  district 
attorney,  and  It  might  appear  that  the  district  attorney  had  a 
j>erfect  right  to  stand  aside  and  say.  "This  Is  directed  from  Wash- 
liigton.  and  it  is  none  of  my  concern";  but  I  did  not  feel  It  In  that 
way,  and  I  do  not  feel  It  now.  because,  of  course,  large  numbers  of 
people  were  being  arrested  In  different  districts,  and  I  felt  that  we 
district  attorneys  were  necessarily  involved.     •      •     • 

I  felt  that  I  would  inevitably  be  caUed  In  to  aid  In  various  ways. 
You  will  understand  that  my  office  in  Philadelphia  is  right  across 
the  hall  from  that  of  the  local  superintendent  of  the  Bureau  of 
Investigation  He  acted  under  my  directions  ordinarily— would 
come  In  and  consult  me;  and  If  I  was  not  in  sympathy  with  what 
he  was  doing  it  was  only  fair  to  the  Department  for  me  to  express 
myself  and  get  out.  That  was  the  common  sense  of  the  thing.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  although  the  order  for  the  raid  in  Philadelphia, 
or  the  arresting,  as  It  was,  of  about  200  people.  I  think,  might  go 
through,  directed  from  Washington,  It  would  inevitably  follow  that 
I  would  be  consulted,  and  that  as  in  ordinary  Immigration  cases,  if 
we  put  on  the  stand  officers.  If  there  was  a  petition  for  habeas 
corpus,  either  I  or  one  of  my  assistants  would  have  to  step  across 
the  hall  and  represent  the  Oovemment. 

He  is  explaining  further  why  he  resigned. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  now  read  at  some  length  from  a 
report  contained  in  a  pamphlet  submitted  by  Mr.  Kane  before 
that  subcommittee  and  placed  in  the  record  of  the  hearings 
by  Senator  Sterling,  chairman  of  the  subcommittee.  Prom 
that  report  I  shall  now  read  some  extracts.  I  read  from  page 
313  of  the  hearings: 

Two  of  the  alleged  radicals  who  were  arrested  and  held  for  de- 
portation had  actually  served  In  the  United  States  Army.  In  the 
case  of  Steve  Kerekoff  (warrant  No.  64860/156).  a  certified  copy  of 
his  honorable  discharge  from  the  Army  was  introduced  In  the 
alien's  defense.  When  questioned  as  to  the  organization  of  which 
he  was  a  member,  he  replied,  "The  American  Legion."  His  personal 
effects  consisted  of  a  suitcase  and  an  Army  uniform. 

Record  Is  also  found  that  three  of  these  alleged  radicals  had 
waived  their  right  to  exemption  when  registering  for  the  draft  and 
one  had  volunteered  but  had  been  refused  because  of  physical  dis- 
ability. In  one  case  an  Aircraft  Industrial  Service  Army  birtton 
was  Introduced  Into  the  evidence  as  proof  of  the  loyalty  of  the 
alien.  Many  of  the  men  whose  cases  were  examined  were  beyond 
the  age  of  military  service.  Ernest  Behm  (warrant  No.  54735/102). 
a  man  50  years  of  age.  said  that  his  eldest  son  had  volunteered  and 
had  served  in  the  United  States  Naval  Reserve. 

One  man  who  was  deported  had  been  very  active  in  Liberty  loan 
drives  and  an  ardent  advocate  of  Americanism  among  his  Russian 
fellow  countrymen. 

In  connection  with  the  prison  Investigations,  four  ex-soldlers  were 
found  at  Detroit  among  those  being  held  on  a  charge  of  belief  In 
the  overthrow  by  force  of  the  United  States  Government.  These 
men  were  Poles,  and  each  had  received  his  honorable  discharge  from 
the  Army.  One  had  served  17  months  In  Prance  and  had  been  dis- 
charged becaiiBs  of  disability.  He  had  made  application  for  cit- 
izenship while  in  Prance,  and  remarked  to  the  Investigator:  **They 
did  not  kill  me  In  Prance:  they  get  me  here."  A  second  had  served 
12  months  at  the  front,  and  the  other  two  had  been  In  service  5 
months  each.  Two  of  them  had  experienced  difficulty  in  finding 
work  after  leaving  the  Army;  one  had  been  out  of  work  for  5  months. 
Still  another  man  said  when  interviewed  that  he  had  tried  to  Join 
the  Army  but  had  been  rejected.  He  had  volunteered  for  Oovem- 
ment service  and  had  his  badge  and  certificate  to  prove  this. 

Occupation  and  economic  status:  Occupationally  these  per- 
sons represented  the  average  run  of  inamigrants  in  America.  They 
were  steel  and  brass  workers,  carpenters,  painters,  printers,  restau- 


rant waiters,  teamsters,  mechanics,  shoemakers,  and  manual  labor- 
ers. In  over  half  of  the  cases  no  reference  Is  found  to  the  eco- 
nomic status  of  those  studies.  In  only  19  of  the  records  Is  It 
stated  that  the  Individual  had  no  money.  On  the  other  hand  45 
perspns  were  found  to  have  sums  ranging  from  a  few  dollars  to 
$2,000  The  money  was  usually  In  a  savings  bank,  but  one  man 
kept  hU  savings  In  a  Prince  Albert  tobacco  box  and  one  stated  that 
his  wife  was  his  savings  bank. 

A  number  had  Interests  In  various  kinds  of  business.  One  man 
had  an  Interest  in  an  ice  and  coal  business:  one  owned  stock  in  a 
mining  concern;  and  another  in  a  motortruck  company.  One  man 
owned  an  automobile,  two  persons  owned  a  home,  nearly  paid 
for.  while  two  others  owned  grocery  businesses  worth  $2.(X)0  and 
$7,000.  respectively.  Another  man  referred  to  his  having  lost 
$1,700  in  a  business  enterprise.  The  prison  investigations  showed 
similarly   a  considerable  range  In  economic  status. 

Four  men  stated  that  they  had  lost  all  they  had  since  being 
arrested;  one  of  these  had  given  power  of  attorney  to  a  fellow 
countryman  who  had  taken  all  the  money  and  disappeared. 

A  personal  testimony:  It  may  be  added  that  in  some  cases, 
both  In  the  prison  Investigations  and  in  the  examination  of  the 
records,  employers,  social -service  agents,  pastors,  and  even  a  deputy 
sheriff.  Immigration  inspectors,  and  Department  of  Justice  agents 
spoke  well  of  the  men.  In  the  case  of  four  persons,  a  representa- 
tive of  the  Ford  plant  In  Detroit,  where  they  had  been  employed, 
stated  that  he  had  always  considered  the  men  good  workmen. 
An  official  physician  at  a  certain  detention  station  In  a  letter  to 
the  author,  dated  May  11,  1920,  sums  up  the  opinion  of  many 
persons  who  came  Into  personal  contact  with  the  alleged  radicals. 
This  physician  had  had  persoiial  charge  of  all  the  aliens  while 
they  were  being  held  pending  their  hearing  or  their  deportation. 
I  quote  from  his  letter: 

"Most  of  them  impressed  me  as  rather  ordinary  foreign  workmen, 
a  grade  above  altogether  unskilled  labor,  of  fair  intelligence.  A 
few  had  more  Intelligence  and  some  were  quite  pleasant.  A  few 
also  were  obstinate,  unreasonable,  grouchy,  and  generally  unpleas- 
ant. The  few  with  whom  I  talked  had  fairly  radical  ideas  of 
social  change,  advanced  with  varying  degrees  of  skill.  I  never 
was  able  to  corner  anyone  into  an  sulmission  of  a  program  of 
violence.  None  of  the  men  pressed  his  views  upon  me  until 
approached,  and  then  only  as  a  matter  of  statement.  They  quits 
resented  some  clerk's  error  in  referring  to  them  as  anarchists. 
Order  was  kept  fairly  easy.  The  radicals  chose  their  own  com- 
mittees, through  whom  they  dealt  with  the  authorities.  They 
made  rules  for  their  own  conduct. 

"They  complained  occasionally  of  their  food  and  the  sanitation  of 
their  quarters;  most  of  these  complaints  had  at  least  some  ground. 
I  never  heard  of  any  violence  against  their  guards,  or  attempt  at  It. 

"In  general,  a  few  of  these  people  I  should  not  care  to  have 
around  me  at  all;  they  are  a  general  nuisance.  Most  of  them 
•eem  harmless." 

Cases  of  women  arrested:  Becavise  of  the  social  consequences  In- 
volved, a  general  statement  shoiild  be  made  at  this  point  con- 
cerning the  women  who  were  Included  In  these  groups  of  aliens. 
Of  the  200  cases  examined.  7  were  women;  the  husbands  of  5 
of  them  were  also  under  arrest;  the  nationality  record  shows  4 
to  be  Russian.  2  Polish,  and  1  Dutch.  They  had  been  In  the  United 
States  for  periods  of  from  5  to  15  years,  but  their  knowledge  of 
English  was  slight.  One  woman  could  speak  Russian.  Lithuanian, 
and  German,  but  handled  English  very  Imperfectly.  All  but  one 
were  mothers,  and  one  was  pregnant  at  the  time  of  the  hearing. 
Of  the  12  children  Involved  10  were  born  in  the  United  States. 

•  •••••• 

The  raids:  The  exact  number  of  arrests  made  In  connection  with 
deportation  proceedings  during  the  5-month  period  covered  by  this 
study  is  not  known.  It  Is  certain,  however,  that  the  total  number 
of  aliens  arrested  between  November  1919  and  Bdarch  1920  greatly 
exceeded  the  number  of  warrants  Issued. 

Arrests  were  made  in  two  ways:  By  raids  and  by  Individual 
apprehension.  Of  the  2(X)  cases  her*:  studied.  109  were  arrested 
in  raids.  There  were  two  principal  raids.  One  was  conducted  on 
Novemt)er  7,  1919.  against  the  Union  of  Russian  Workers.  The 
second  took  place  on  January  2,  1920,  against  the  Communist  Party 
of  America. 

These  raids,  or  round-ups.  as  they  are  commonly  called,  were  con- 
ducted by  special  agents.  In  some  cases  they  were  conducted  with 
the  aid  of  local  police,  and  In  still  other  cases  with  the  aid  of 
specially  sworn  deputies  and  citizens,  and  were  aimed  at  meeting 
places  of  radical  organizations.  <halls.  schools,  and  other  places  where 
aliens  were  accustomed  to  congregate.  Usually  all  the  men  found 
In  any  of  these  places  were  arrested  at  the  same  time.  As  wUl  be 
seen  later,  in  many  cases  there  were  no  warrants  of  arrest. 

•  •••••• 

Affidavit  of  probable  cause:  The  flrst  steps,  according  to  official 
records,  were  always  taken  by  special  agents  of  the  Department  of 
Justice.  Through  investigations  which  they  conducted  and  from 
so-called  confidential  sources  they  were  led  to  believe  that  certain 
aliens  advocated  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  force  or  violence  or  were  affiliated  with  an  organization 
which  had  for  its  object  such  a  revolutionary  purpose.  In  some 
cases  the  arrest  occurred  before  tha  date  of  the  special  agent's 
affidavit.  In  the  case  of  Jack  Lunee  (warrant  No.  54860  784)  a  tele- 
graphic warrant  was  Issued  on  January  15,  the  same  day  on  which 
Lunee  was  arrested.  The  regular  warrant  was  issued  on  January 
17,  although  the  affidavit  in  the  case  was  dated  Febriiary  2.     CoD- 


trary  to  legal  requirements,  this  evidence  was  seldom  forwarded  to 
the  proper  authorities  at  Washington,  and  Instead  of  requesting 
warrants  in  the  usual  way  they  were  requested  by  wire.  In  many 
cases  the  request  was  made  and  the  warrant  was  Issiied  by  telegram, 
and  later  confirmed  by  mall.  The  telegraphic  request  and  warrant 
often  Included  a  number  of  aliens. 

Arrests  without  warrant:  More  important  than  the  foregoing  la 
the  fact  that  arrests  were  frequently  made  without  warrant  or  even 
affidavit  of  probable  cause  of  arrest. 

••••••• 

The  period  by  which  the  arrests  preceded  the  issuance  of  war- 
rants ranged  from  1  to  67  days. 

With  respect  to  the  procedure  of  the  agents,  the  report 
has  this  to  say: 

"Agents  provocateurs":  The  term  "agent  provocateur"  has  been 
commonly  used  to  describe  a  well-known  type  of  official  of  the 
czarlst  regime  In  Russia.  Its  meaning  Is  precisely  what  a  Uansllt- 
eration  from  French  Into  English  indicates — "provocative  agent." 
The  agent  provocateur  is  employed  not  merely  to  apprehend  an 
offender,  but  to  get  rid  of  "undesirables"  by  inciting  them  to  acts 
for  which  they  may  be  apprehended  and  punished.  The  practice 
is  so  wholly  out  of  repute  In  this  country  that  no  one  would  pub- 
licly offer  a  Justification  of  it.  The  Attorney  General  has  publicly 
disclaimed  the  employme"ht  of  such  agents,  although  It  is  freely 
admitted  that  "undercover  men"  are  employed  by  the  Department 
of  Justice,  who  mingle  freely  with  radicals  and  Join  their  organi- 
zations. Manifestly  the  agent  must  counterfeit  radicalism  with 
sufficient  accuracy  to  mislead  persons  who  are  experts  in  that  field. 
To  draw  the  line  between  the  simple  agent  and  the  agent  provoca- 
teur may  not  be  easy.  In  connection  with  the  raid  of  January  2, 
1920.  the  Department  of  Justice  Issued  instructions  as  follows: 

These  are  instructions  from  Washington: 

"If  porslble,  you  should  arrange  with  your  undercover  Informants 
to  have  meetings  of  the  Communist  Party  and  Communist  Labor 
Party  held  on  the  night  set.  I  have  been  informed  by  some  of  the 
biireau  officers  that  such  arrangements  will  be  made.  This,  of 
course,  would  facilitate  the  making  of  the  arrests." 

Further  on  in  this  report  of  the  Philadelphia  cases  he 
states: 

Delays  In  admitting  to  counsel:  On  January  28.  1920.  less  than 
a  month  after  this  amendment  to  rule  22  was  promulgated,  it  was 
annulled  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  and  the  original  form  was 
restored.  But  in  the  meantime  this  obviously  Important  guaranty 
of  the  alien's  rights  was  in  abeyance,  and  it  is  Impossible  to  know 
to  what  extent  injiistlce  was  suffered  by  persons  ignorant  of  the 
law,  knowing  English  imperfectly  and  terrified  by  their  sudden 
seizure  and  arraignment,  in  the  absence  of  counsel,  to  aid  them  in 
making  a  defense.  So  far  as  the  records  of  the  200  cases  under 
examination  Indicate,  in  no  case  was  the  alien  informed  at  the 
preliminary  examination  that  he  was  entitled  to  be  represented  by 
counsel  at  the  trial. 

Mr.  President,  that  practice  was  common;  it  occurred  in 
more  than  a  thousand,  yes,  several  thousand  arrests  which 
were  made.  Those  arrested  were  not  accorded  the  privilege 
of  counsel.  As  we  sit  here  the  same  practice  is  going  on  in 
the  Bureau  of  Investigation  in  conformity  with  instructions 
coming  from  the  Dei>artment  of  Justice.  The  agents  are  to 
get  statements  from  those  arrested,  if  possible,  before  they 
have  an  opportunity  to  see  a  friend  or  a  lawyer.  That  is  not 
denied;  it  is  admitted.  That  was  true  in  all  the  Detroit 
cases;  it  was  true  in  the  Carlson  case,  which  I  have  men- 
tioned and,  I  take  it.  that  is  the  general  practice.  It  waa 
the  practice  then,  and  it  is  the  procedure  still.  To  my  mind, 
it  is  inhuman;  it  is  unjustified;  it  is  illegal;  it  is  illogical; 
it  is  a  denial  of  the  constitutional  right  that  every  person  in 
America  is  entitled  to  enjoy.  It  seems  to  me  the  first  thing 
these  agents  should  do  is  to  tell  the  men  whom  they  arrest 
that  they  are  entitled  to  counsel  and  give  them  every  pos- 
sible opportunity  to  communicate  with  their  families  so  as 
to  let  the  families  know  where  they  are.  Iliat  is  denied  in 
all  cases. 

Mr.  President,  this  inhumanity,  this  unreasonable  proced- 
ure which  has  been  followed  and  is  being  followed  now  by 
the  F.  B.  I.,  goes  beyond  the  scope  of  the  immediate  cases 
involved.  Rumors  of  arrests  spread  all  over  the  community. 
The  evidence  shows,  although  I  do  not  know  whether  I  have 
it  marked,  that  in  communities  such  as  Philadelphia,  where 
over  200  men  were  arrested,  some  taken  from  halls,  some 
taken  from  their  homes,  and  some  arrested  on  the  street,  and 
not  allowed  to  communicate  with  their  wives  and  families, 
information  of  the  arrests  became  noised  abroad  by  word  of 
mouth;  the  news  spread,  that  the  great  Oovemment  of  the 
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United  States.  Uncle  Sam  was  after  others.  They  were  all 
\frightcned  to  death,  even  though  they  were  not  molested  or 
arrested.  Wives  were  afraid  to  communicate  with  their  own 
husbands  or  their  own  sons:  they  were  afraid  to  go  out  and 
mi^e  Inquiry  lest  they  themselves  be  shut  up.  All  kinds  of 
runiprs,  many  of  them  exaggerated,  no  doubt,  spread,  but 
that  Is  the  method  pursued,  the  intention  being  to  do  that 
very  t^g.  to  put  the  fear  of  Ood  Into  their  hearts  and  scare 
them  to  deaUi.  if  possible. 

That  Is  what  the  P.  B.  I.  does.  There  Is  no  other  reason 
why  a  man  should  be  denied  the  right  to  see  an  attorney  or  to 
communicate  with  his  wife  or  his  family. 

They  put  men  whom  they  arrest  in  a  room,  frequently,  as 
the  evidence  shows,  a  room  10  by  20.  crowded  to  suffocation, 
with  one  little  window,  and  there  men  were  held  for  days, 
with  no  place  to  si  rep  except  on  the  stone  floor  of  the  cells 
where  they  were  held.  All  that  puts  the  fear  of  Ood  into  men's 
hearts,  because  they  do  not  know  what  has  happened  to  their 
families;  they  know  that  their  families,  if  unmolested,  are 
searching  for  them,  but  they  cannot  reach  them.  That  went 
on  all  over  the  United  States  on  that  fateful  night.  It  hap- 
pened in  Omaha;  It  happened,  I  think,  farther  West;  it  hap- 
pened all  over  the  East.  There  was  no  place  in  which  to  lock 
up  an  those  arrested.  Omaha  and  Detroit  afford  fair  samples 
of  what  was  done  everywhere.  The  Jails  were  all  filled  and 
had  not  the  capacity  for  holding  that  many  men.  In  Omaha 
500  or  600  men.  with  warrants  and  without  warrants,  were 
taken  up  into  the  garret  of  the  Federal  building,  which  was 
not  intended  to  be  inhabited,  and  were  held  there  for  days. 
T^elr  families  did  not  know  where  they  were,  and  for 
all  those  men  In  such  sleeping  quarters,  for  all  those 
men  in  that  garret,  there  was  Just  one  place  to  wash  their 
faces  and  only  one  toilet  room.  It  is  beyond  possibility  that 
any  human  being  can  realize  that  such  Inhuman  things  can 
happen  under  our  flag  without  a  feeling  of  regret  and  sorrow. 

This  investigation  further  shows: 

Types  of  evidence  submitted — ^Photoatats:  A  special  study  of  134 
cases  taken  at  random  was  made,  with  particular  reference  to  the 
tinges  of  evidence  submitted  In  substantiation  of  the  charges  of 
anarchy,  etc..  made  against  the  aliens.  The  prevailing  form  of  evi- 
dence was  found  to  consist  of  photostatic  copies  of  various  docu- 
ments, such  as  the  Communist  manifesto,  constitution  of  the  Union 
of  Russian  Workers,  etc.  These  were  made  up  in  stock  form  and 
ir.imsogi  aphed  and  submitted  as  evidence  In  60  cases,  or  slightly 
over  48  percent  of  the  total.  In  8  cases  no  evidence  whatsoever  was 
submitted. 

Affldavlts:  In  14  cases  the  only  evidence  submitted  was  the  cus- 
tomary al&davit  of  the  Department  of  Justice.  This  afDdavit  also 
was  in  a  mimeographed  form,  and  In  substance  was  a  statement 
that  the  agent — 

This  is  quoted  from  the  affidavit — 

"is  Informed  and  verily  believes"  the  alien  to  be  an  anarchist  or 
member  of  a  proscribed  organization.  In  some  cases  the  signature 
of  the  agent  making  the  affidavit  was  not  affixed.  The  record  of 
preliminary  examination  was  submitted  in  61,  or  49  percent,  of 
the  124  cases  examined.  In  8  cases  it  was  the  only  evidence  sub- 
mitted. These  records  frequently  did  not  bear  the  signature  of 
the  alien  or  of  the  oOoar  making  the  examination,  and  often  were 
extracted  under  threats  and  varying  forms  of  compulsion.  The 
absence  of  the  Interpreter  also  gave  rise  to  all  kinds  of  possibilities 
In  the  way  of  mlstuiderstanding.  as  an  examination  of  the  records 


Agkln.  the  records  of  the  hearings  frequently  revealed  the  fact 
that  the  agent  making  the  original  charge  was  asked  to  produce 
the  evidence  or  to  disclose  the  source  of  his  information.  In- 
variably he  refused  to  do  this. 

When  questioned  concerning  his  Infonnatlon  that  the  alien  was 
a  member  of  a  prescribed  organization,  the  agent  would  frequently 
state  that  his  information  was  derived  from  confidential  sources 
the  disclosure  of  which  he  considered  would  'be  iTiimi«>ai  to  the 
Intweets  of  the  Government. 

Can  any  lawyer  think  of  a  man  being  condemned  or  de- 
ported on  evidence  such  as  that — secret  evidence?  The 
agent  said  he  had  confidential  information,  and  he  did  not 
consider — he  was  the  Judge  of  It — ^he  did  not  consider  it 
proper  to  reveal  its  source,  because  he  thought  it  might  be 
inimical  to  the  Interest  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  Can  anyone  conceive  of  the  great  Government  of 
the  United  States  trying  to  send  anyl)ody  to  prison  or  to 
deport  any  alien  on  evidence  such  as  that?  Yet  there  were 
hundreds  upon  hundreds  of  such  cases. 


Mr.  President,  if  I  had  time  to  read  aH  the  evidence  In 
the  case,  it  would  take  a  week.  A  great  many  such  cases 
are  a  matter  of  record;  they  were  put  into  the  Congressionai. 
RscoRO  by  the  late  Senator  from  Montana.  Blr.  Walsh. 

Still  reading  from  this  repwt: 

Attention  has  already  been  called  to  the  fact  that  out  of  the  aOO 
cases  reported  In  this  account  91  of  the  aliens  were  arrested  without 
warrant.  The  records  unquestionably  disclose  rough  treatment  at 
the  time  of  arrest.  S-venteen  men  distinctly  testified  at  the  hear- 
ings that  they  were  pounded  with  clubs,  blackjacks,  handcuffs,  or 
were  threatened  into  submlssiveness  at  the  point  of  a  revolver, 
either  at  the  time  of  arrest  or  In  the  course  of  the  preUminary 
examination. 

•  •••••• 

The  part  of  the  ]aU  In  whltA  the  aliens  were  held  Is  made  up  of  a 
series  of  indlvldiial  cells  arranged  In  the  form  of  a  rectangle.  Each 
row  of  cells  forms  a  tier  In  a  deck-like  structure.  Each  floor  or  deck 
supports  a  tier  of  25  cells.  The  barred  side  of  each  cell  opened  into 
a  corridor  about  2'/^  feet  wide.  Each  man  was  held  in  one  of  these 
cells  with  no  opjxjrtunity  for  direct  communication  with  the  others. 

At  the  end  of  each  tier  there  were  three  ceUs  or  six  cells  in  each 
tier,  in  which,  on  account  of  the  concentration  of  steam  pipes  in  the 
corridor,  the  air  was  hot  and  suffocating.  The  men  in  these  cells  were 
naked  ot  nearly  so  when  the  cells  were  Inspected.  They  complained 
bitterly  of  not  having  sulficlent  air  and  some  appeared  very  listless. 
Three  of  the  men  said  that  If  they  were  held  much  longer  under 
such  conditions  they  would  die  of  consumption.  The  attention  of  a 
prison  officer  was  called  to  this  state  erf  things.  It  was  pointed  out 
to  him  that  there  were  some  vacant  cells  In  the  middle  of  each  tier 
where  the  air  was  better,  and  the  question  was  asked  whether  the 
men  might  not  be  transferred  to  these  oeUa.  The  offlcer  stated  that 
It  would  Involve  too  much  trouble  and  red  tape  and  would  not  be 
worth  while. 

The  prisoners  were  asked  a  nvunber  of  general  questions.  They 
seemed  to  be  very  eager  for  news,  and  upon  Inquiry  it  was  dis- 
covered that  they  had  been  held  incommunicado.  They  had  not 
seen  a  newspaper,  English  or  otherwise,  nor  had  they  received 
letters  from  their  relatives  or  friends.  They  had  not  been  per- 
mitted visits  from  their  friend*  until  the  latter  \»iX  of  January. 
A  conversation  was  heard  between  a  prison  offlcer  and  one  of  the 
aliens,  who  was  known  as  the  Professor.  This  man  was  desirous 
of  sending  a  note  to  his  wife,  who  was  waiting  outside.  The  offlcer 
refused  to  grant  the  permission,  stating  that  he  could  only  send 
her  his  address. 

In  the  offlce  of  one  of  the  departments  of  the  Oovemment  a 
number  of  letters  were  seen  on  a  desk  addressed  to  the  men  in  the 
Jail.  One  of  them  bore  the  January  postmark  and  was  therefore 
at  least  a  month  old.  They  were  opwn  and  arranged  in  tiers  with 
elastic  bands  around  them.  An  offlcer  informed  the  lnvestlgat<v 
that  the  letters  were  being  held  for  censorship. 

While  the  Investigator  was  in  the  same  offlce  three  persons  came 
In  to  ask  permission  to  interview  the  prisoners.  In  each  case  there 
was  considerable  argument  and  pleading  before  the  permission  was 
granted.  A  woman  with  a  little  child  of  about  7  years  of  age 
pleaded  at  length  for  permission  to  visit  her  husband.  Outside  of 
the  same  offlce  a  woman  was  seen  with  a  suitcase  of  food  and  cloth- 
ing. When  questioned  she  stated  that  her  brother  had  been  in  JaU 
for  a  month  and  that  she  had  not  been  permitted  to  see  him.  A 
permit  was  finally  granted  her.  and  she  was  very  much  pleased. 

On  a  later  visit,  March  25.  1920— 

These  men  had  been  there  since  January  2 — 

other  persons  were  fo\ind  to  be  held  incommunicado. 

Fourteen  men  were  in  the  upper  cells.  No  interview  with  these 
men  was  allowed  because  they  had  not  had  their  first  hearing,  and 
therefore  were  held  incommunicado.  According  to  records,  they 
has  been  in  prison  since  March  11,  or  2  weeks.  On  AprU  2,  8  days 
later,  they  still  had  not  had  their  first  hearing  and  were  still  held 
incommunicado.  In  other  words,  these  14  men  were  held  for  3 
weeks  without  hearing  and  without  a  knowledge  on  the  part  of  the 
authorities  as  to  whether  or  not  they  were  members  of  a  pro6crit>ed 
organization. 

On  April  9  and  10  a  similar  Investigation  w»b  made  of  the  aliens 
held  in  custody  at  Detroit  in  the  Wajme  CX)unty  JaU  on  charges  of 
anarchy  and  similar  beliefs.  There  were  at  the  time  about  150 
men  being  held  in  detention,  all  of  whom  had  been  seized  in  raids. 
There  was  no  complete  record  of  the  total  number  of  prisoners  who 
had  been  held.     Eighty-two  men  were  interrogated. 

The  conditions  surrounding  the  imprisonment  of  these  men  were 
exceedingly  bad  at  first.  Since  no  adequate  quarters  were  available 
for  the  large  number  of  prisoners  taken  in  Detroit  and  vicinity,  the 
upper  floors  of  the  post-offlce  building  were  converted  Into  a  prison 
In  which  hundreds  of  men  were  held.  A  prominent  citizen  of 
Detroit  compared  the  situation  with  the  Black  Hole  of  Calcutta. 
The  conditions  became  so  bad  that  the  mayor  of  the  city  protested 
not  on  the  ground  of  Justice  to  the  prisoners  but  because  of  menace 
to  the  health  of  the  city  which  this  situation  created.  Finally  the 
Federal  barracks  at  Fort  Wayne  were  secured  and  the  aliens  were 
transferred  to  them. 

A  Government  represenUtlve  at  Detroit  stated  that  when  he  first 
took  over  the  situation  there  had  been  a  considerable  amount  of 
graft  among  the  guards  who  were  surrotmdlng  the  men  and  who, 
for  the  moett  part,  were  uneducated  men  who  used  profanity  freely 
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and  who.  having  little  sympathy  with  the  prisoners,  gave  them 
abusive  treatnient.  Two  men  seemed  to  have  escaped  from  the 
barracks  and  on  account  of  this  severe  punishment  was  inflicted  on 
the  prisoners  who  in  turn  went  on  a  hunger  strike  In  order  to  bring 
about  a  change  in  the  treatment.  This  strike  continued  for  2  days 
without  serious  resiolts.  The  prisoners,  however,  were  refused  per- 
miaalon  to  receive  relatives  and  friends  after  that  for  a  period,  but 
at  the  time  of  the  Investigation  the  prisoners  were  doing  their  work 
steadily  and  were  being  allowed  an  hour  out  of  doors  in  good 
weather — sometimes  2  hours. 

The  food  given  the  prisoners  was  good,  but  the  congestion  which 
they  suffered  during  the  first  days  of  their  Imprisonment  made 
several  of  them  seriously  sick.  Although  the  men  were  left  without 
care,  which  endangered  the  health  of  the  entire  number,  there  were 
no  serious  results. 

By  far  the  greater  number  of  the  men  interviewed  In  Detroit  had 
been  in  Jail  since  the  raids,  which  occurred  early  in  January.  In 
fact.  64  of  the  82  men  seen  by  the  investigator  on  AprU  9  and  10 
had  been  In  custody  over  3  months.  Four  men  had  been  held  since 
December,  approximately  4  months,  and  2  since  early  In  November, 
over  5  months.  One  had  been  held  for  2  months.  In  11  cases  the 
period  of  detention  was  not  stated. 

Mr.  President.  I  read  further  from  what  was  put  into  the 
procedings  by  Mr.  Kane: 

jto  addition  to  the  Instances  Just  cited  where  the  women  were 
parmltted  to  see  their  husbands  ocasionally.  the  Investigation  dls- 
eloaed  that  frequently  prisoners  were  not  allowed  to  see  visitors, 
and  in  many  InsUnces  there  came  to  our  notice  wives  who  were 
not  allowed  to  see  their  husbands  at  all.  One  man,  Fred  Androchuk 
(warrant  No.  64809/297).  who  had  not  see  any  member  of  his  family 
since  his  arrest,  was  asked.  "Who  Is  taking  care  of  your  wife  and 
chUdren  now?"     "\  dont  know;  they  may  tje  dead,"  he  replied. 

One  of  the  Detroit  prisoners  Interviewed  seemed  beside  himself 
with  anxiety  over  his  wife  and  child.  He  did  not  belong  to  either 
of  the  proscribed  organizations  and  professed  to  know  no  reason  for 
his  arrest.  He  said,  bitterly,  "Wife  goes  from  one  house  to  another; 
no  help."  He  said  that  if  he  were  deported  without  his  wife  she 
would  commit  suicide.     He  asked  to  be  set  free  or  to  be  shot. 

That  reminds  me,  although  I  do  not  remember  that  I  have 
It  marked,  that  I  was  a  Member  of  the  Senate  when  this 
investigation  took  place.  I  was  on  the  committee  to  which 
the  resolution  was  referred.  Although  I  was  not  on  the  sub- 
committee which  tock  the  evidence.  I  joined  with  Senator 
Walsh  in  voting  that  these  findings  be  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  that  they  be  submitted  to  the  Senate. 

The  testimony  which  I  have  Just  read  refers  to  persons 
committing  suicide.  I  remember  distinctly  that  it  was  a  mat- 
ter of  public  record  that  at  least  two  persons  committed 
suicide  and  I  am  not  sure  there  were  not  more,  among  those 
who  were  held  incommunicado — some  of  them  for  more  than 
a  month,  some  of  them  without  knowing  what  charge,  if  any, 
was  made  against  them,  some  of  them  ignorant  aliens  who 
could  not  speak  the  English  language,  some  of  them  inci- 
dentally who  were  doing  the  best  they  could  to  become  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States.  Several  of  the  defendants  went 
insane  because  of  this  treatment.  One  of  those  who  was  held 
m  New  York  City  jumped  from  a  great  height,  in  the  building 
in  which  he  was  imprisoned,  and  died. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wonder  that  such  treatment  would 
drive  a  person  insane.  There  were  some  bad  men  among 
them.  I  admit  that  some  persons  who  should  be  arrested  are 
not,  and  I  wish  they  were  arrested.  But  when  we  deviate 
from  the  path  laid  down  by  our  forefathers  when  they 
adopted  the  Bill  of  Rights,  we  get  into  trouble  at  every  turn 
of  the  road.  When  we  deprive  persons  of  their  rights  to 
consult  their  attorneys,  to  talk  to  their  friends  and  relatives, 
to  let  their  families  know  where  they  are  kept  imprisoned, 
when  we  thus  deviate  from  the  path  laid  down  by  our  fore- 
fathers we  get  into  an  uncivilized  realm  fit  only  for  the  con- 
trol and  rule  of  such  men  as  Hitler  and  Mussolini.  We 
then  have  a  condition  which  does  not  represent  civilization. 
Such  actions  constitute  a  grievous  violation  of  human  lib- 
erty, that  most  sacred  thing  which  our  democracy  tries  to 
guarantee  to  all 

B4r.  President,  what  would  you  think  if  after  the  Senate 
adjourned  later  in  the  day,  and  you  started  on  your  way  to 
the  Senate  Offlce  Building,  you  were  arrested  and  held  In- 
communicado? If  you  could  not  communicate  with  your 
family,  your  friends,  or  with  a  lawyer,  but  were  held  incom- 
municado. It  would  not  matter  to  you  whether  those  v/ho  had 
seized  you  were  a  body  of  preachers  or  lawyers,  or  a  gang  of 
demons  or  tyrants  or  murderers. 


If  you  were  seized  and  thrown  into  an  automobile  and 
driven  away  without  the  knowledge  of  anyone  as  to  your 
whereabouts,  it  would  be  no  consolation  for  you  if  your 
captors  were  to  say.  "Why,  we  are  genUemen.  We  are 
preachers.  We  are  men  high  In  the  social  world.  We  are 
rich  men."  All  that  would  not  help  you  In  any  way,  and 
would  be  of  no  consolation  to  you.  Nor  would  It  ht  any 
consolation  to  your  wife  who  was  at  home  and  wondering 
why  you  did  not  come  home  to  her.  And  you.  knowing 
that  your  wife  was  waiting  for  your  footsteps,  and  had  no 
knoweldge  of  your  whereabouts,  would  not  be  consoled  by 
any  statements  on  the  part  of  your  captors  of  their  high 
purposes.  You  would  know  that  In  the  morning  your  little 
children  would  wake  up  and  find  that  their  father  was  not 
home,  and  you  would  know  that  those  you  loved  were  also 
suffering  because  of  what  was  being  done  to  you.  It  would 
not  only  be  a  case  of  your  own  suffering  but  you  would 
know  also  that  your  wife  and  children  would  be  suffering. 
You  would  know  that  your  wife  would  anxiously  consult  her 
neighbors  and  ask  them  what  she  should  do,  and  seek  advice 
from  your  friends.  You  would  know  she  would  take  up  the 
matter  with  the  police.  You  would  know  she  would  do 
evenrthing  possible  to  discover  your  whereabouts. 

Mr.  President,  the  men  to  whom  I  have  referred  were  taken 
by  the  agents  of  the  law.  They  suffered  just  as  much  as 
though  they  had  been  taken  by  Stalin  or  the  Emperor  of 
Japan.  It  would  make  no  difference  by  whom  they  were 
taken;  In  any  case  their  suffering  would  be  as  great.  Then 
these  men  found  out  that  other  men  in  the  community  were 
taken  likewise,  and  their  whereabouts  unknown.  As  the  hours 
passed  by,  as  the  days  passed  by,  and  in  many  cases  as  the 
months  passed  by,  there  was  no  knowledge  of  their  where- 
abouts. The  horror  and  the  agony  in  the  hearts  of  those 
left  at  home  may  easily  be  Imagined. 

No  wonder  the  man  about  whom  I  read  should  say,  after 
months  of  Incarceration  Incommunicado:  "I  do  not  know 
who  Is  taking  care  of  my  wife  and  child.  They  may  be 
dead."  It  would  not  be  surprising  if  the  wife  were  dead 
under  such  circumstances.  The  burden  of  grief  would  be 
sufficient  to  cause  her  to  lose  her  reason.  The  man  in  prison 
would  not  know  whether  the  little  boy  at  home  was  mother- 
less asjKrell  as  fatherless. 

Mr.  President,  we  carmot  tell  what  In  the  end  will  result 
from  such  procedure.  It  is  said  that  if  a  penny  Is  dropped 
near  one  shore  of  the  ocean,  in  time  the  effect  thereof  win 
be  felt  on  the  further  shore.  These  little  things,  at  which 
we  may  laugh,  which  we  may  say  are  of  no  concern  to  us,  are 
Jiappening  under  our  flag.  We  have  in  our  country  an  or- 
ganization that  is  doing  such  things  now.  When  asked  why 
it  was  the  practice  of  the  P.  B.  I.  not  to  let  the  arrested  man 
communicate  with  anyone,  the  answer  was,  "You  stand  a 
better  chance  of  getting  a  statement  out  of  him  if  you  do 
not  permit  him  to  talk  to  a  lawyer  or  anyone  else."  If  our 
purpose  is  to  convict  only  guilty  persons  we  ought  to  let  the 
light  of  day  shine  down  upon  every  action  we  perform.  We 
ought  to  let  the  sunlight  of  heaven  shine  through  the  little 
prison  windows  to  give  what  comfort  and  ease  and  joy  It  can 
give  to  a  brokenhearted  man  who  may  be  dying  In  agony  in 
prison. 

Mr.  President,  I  go  to  page  19  of  the  record,  and  read  a 
small  item  which  has  great  meaning  in  It,  and  which  shows 
that  the  raids  about  which  I  have  been  reading,  and  about 
which  I  shall  read  more,  were  under  the  charge  of  Mr. 
Hoover.  ITie  Attorney  General  was  on  the  stand  testifying, 
and  Senator  Walsh  of  Montana  asked  him  this  question: 

How  many  search  warrants  were  issued? 

Attorney  General  Palmcb.  I  cannot  tell  you.  Senator,  peraonaUy. 
If  you  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Hoover,  who  was  In  charge  of  this 
matter,  he  can  tell  you. 

I  want  the  Senate  to  know  that  when  I  stated  at  the 
beginning  that  Mr.  Hoover  had  charge,  it  was  not  without 
evidence,  borne  out  by  the  record.  I  shall  have  more  to  read 
showing  that  Mr.  Hoover  was  In  charge  of  the  raids  at  that 
time.    Do  not  forget  what  the  Attorney  General  said: 

If  you  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Hoover,  who  was  In  charge  of  this 
matter,  he  can  tell  yoti. 
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Mr.  President,  I  had  not  finished  with  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Blanc,  but.  because  the  volume  has  been  temporarily  misplaced, 
I  shall  read  some  other  testimony.  I  shall  read  from  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  BarkJey.  Mr.  Barkley  was  a  newspaperman 
Who  was  in  Detroit.  He  was  put  on  the  witness  stand.  His 
testimony  Is  exceedingly  interesting  all  the  way  through,  but 
tfnce  I  am  already  encimabering  the  Record  to  a  very  great 
extent.  I  shall  not  try  to  read  all  his  testimony.  He  said  in 
part,  on  page  714  of  the  committee  record: 

They  took  128  of  them — 

That  was  right  after  the  raid  he  had  been  telling  about. 
on  January  2.  1920. 

They  took  128  of  them  to  what  is  toown  as  the  "biUl  pen"  at  the 
IDimicl|MU  court.  That  Is  a  room  that  la  designed  to  hold  prisoners 
awaiting  trial  for  petty  offenses — to  hold  people  for  2  or  3  hours. 
They  bring  people  up  from  the  Jail  and  hold  them  there  tintll  their 
are  called. 


I  think  this  man's  testimony  Is  very  Important  and  very 
materiaL 

It  Is  a  room^ 

This  so-called  bull  pen — 
94  feet  by  30  in  size.  I  was  lnf<xmed  by  offlrialn  in  the  building. 

Bear  that  In  mind.  Senators— 24  feet  wide  and  30  feet  long. 

Ttaey  had  138  men  In  there.  Tliat  had  a  stone  floor,  with  some 
flat  benches  with  no  bitcka — J\ist  room  for  perhaps  20  men  to  sit  on 
those  benches.    In  that  room  they  were  held  fc»-  7  days. 

One  hundred  and  twenty-eij^t  men  in  a  room  24  feet  by  30. 
held  for  7  days.  That  evidence  is  undisputed.  Nobody  con- 
tradicts it.    It  is  admitted  to  be  true. 

TblB  WMa  cellar  room- 
Think  of  that— 

with  one  wlZMlow.  It  had  a  little  toUet  off  It,  and  one  door,  a  grated 
door,  and  that  was  the  condition  that  led  the  health  commissioner 
upon  the  complaint  of  the  mtinlcipal  court  judges,  and  the  threat  of 
the  employees  In  the  restaxirant  In  that  btiUdlng  to  strike  If  those 
men  were  not  removed,  to  make  recommendations  and  recommend 
again  to  the  mayor,  and  that  led  to  the  action  that  was  read  to 
you  that  the  council  later  took.  I  went  down  there  and  looked  In. 
They  were  packed  in  there  Just  about  as  close  as  you  cotild  get 
them.  One  man  had  an  Infected  hand  and  he  had  not  had  any 
treatment  for  It,  that  was  the  second  day.  and  his  hand  was  aU 
swelled  up  and  purple:  and  I  think  that  was  one  of  the  conditions 
that  led  these  men.  the  employees  In  the  restaurant,  to  threaten  to 
strike. 

They  told  me  that  they  had  been  fed  one  cup  of  coffee  and  two 
biscuits  twice  a  day.    That  was  the  only  food  they  had  had. 

Senator  Walsh  of  Montana.  Did  you  try  to  verify  that? 

Mr.  Barklkt.  Mo;  I  did  not  verify  that.  I  was  not  able  at  that 
time  to  verify  It. 

Senator  Walsh  of  Montana.  Did  you  accept  it  as  In  accordance 
with  the  facts? 

Mr.  Bauuxt.  Well,  it  was  in  accordance  with  the  same  thing; 
that  is.  it  was  similar  to  the  action  that  had  taken  place  In  the 
Federal  building,  where  Barkey  said  that  they  had  brought  in  coffee 
and  doughnuts. 

Senator  Walsh  of  Montana.  Was  there  any  systematic  effort  on 
the  part  of  the  officials  to  feed  them? 

Mr.  Bakktxt.  No.  Barkey  said,  "We  brought  them  in  coffee  and 
doughnuts:  but."  he  said,  "they  have  all  got  good  food  from  their 
homes,  and  boxes  of  oranges,  and."  he  said,  "we  did  not  have  time 
to  bother  with  it;  and  they  are  being  fed  now,  anyway.  Their 
friends  are  bringing  In  food." 

Seven  dajrs  with  no  place  to  sleep.  One  htmdred  and 
twenty-eight  men.  In  a  room  24  by  30.  had  to  sleep  on  the  cold 
stone  floor  if  they  slept  at  all.  There  was  no  room  for  them 
all  to  sleep  at  once.  They  vrould  have  had  to  do  it  in  relays, 
and  when  some  of  the  men  slept  they  would  have  had  to  pack 
the  other  men  In  the  other  part  of  the  room  closer  together. 

Mr.  Barkley  wrote  an  article  describing  these  conditi(»is. 
which  article  was  published  in  the  Nation.  It  is  printed  at 
page  720  of  the  hearings  of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  on  Senator  Walsh's  resolution.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  article  be  printed  in  the  Recobo 
at  this  p<dnt  In  my  remarks  without  reading. 

The  PRESTDINQ  OFFICER  (Mr.  Scbwxllxmbacb  in  the 
chair).    Is  there  objection? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

JAZLDfO    aAOICALS    IM    OKTSOIT 

(By  Frederick  R.  Barkley) 
On  January  2  Arthtn-  L.  Barkley.  chief  agent  of  the  Department 
of  Justice  In  Detroit,  received  an  order  from  Attorney  General 
Palmer,  instructing  Mr.  Barkley.  according  to  his  own  statement, 
to  raid  the  headquarters  of  a  group  of  interdicted  organizations, 
principally  the  Communist  Party,  "as  long  as  they  continue  to 
meet,"  in  a  "supreme  effort  to  break  the  back  of  radicalism"  In 
Detroit.  As  a  result.  800  men  were  Imprisoned  for  from  3  to  6 
days  in  a  dark,  wlndowless.  narrow  corridor  running  around  the 
big  central  areaway  of  the  city's  antiquated  Federal  building:  they 
alept  on  the  bare  stone  floor  at  night,  in  the  heavy  heat  that 
welled  sickenlngly  up  to  the  low  roof.  Just  over  their  heads;  they 
were  shoved  and  Jostled  about  by  heavy-handed  policemen:  they 
were  forbidden  even  the  chance  to  perform  a  makeshift  shave; 
they  were  compelled  to  stand  In  long  lines  for  access  to  the  solitary 
drinking  fountain  and  the  one  toilet:  they  were  denied  aU  food 
for  20  hours,  and  after  that  were  fed  on  what  their  families 
brought  in;  and  they  were  refused  all  communication  with  rela- 
tives or  with  attorneys.  These  800  men.  so  closely  packed  that  they 
had  to  step  over  one  another's  bodies  to  move  about  at  all.  In- 
cluded in  their  number  citizens  and  aliens,  college  gradiiates  and 
laborers,  skilled  mechanics  making  $15  a  day.  and  boys  not  yet 
out  of  short  trousers.  They  were  seised  without  warrant  while 
attending  dances  and  classes  In  physical  geography  and  similar 
subjects:  they  were  herded  behind  bars  with  no  examination  and 
no  chance  to  inquire  or  explain:  they  were  labeled  in  the  news- 
papers as  "reds,  bolsheviks,  anarchists,  terrorisu,"  and  were  left 
there  for  the  Jeering  gaze  of  the  credulous,  befoozled  public. 

What  was  the  crime  of  the  800?  The  crime  was  that  these  men 
were  attending  a  dance  or  studying  physical  geography  and  other 
sciences  in  a  hall  known  as  the  Hotise  of  the  Masses,  the  head- 
quarters of  the  Commimlst  Party  in  Detroit.  And  back  of  that 
was  the  crime  of  the  Commtmlst  Party — ^whlch  has  about  one 
member  for  every  thousand  men  In  the  country — in  declaring,  in 
stock  phrases,  for  "proletarian  revolution,  the  overthrow  of  capi- 
talism, and  the  establishment  of  a  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat 
and  destruction  of  the  bourgeois  state." 

So  the  Department  of  Justice  held  In  this  dark,  foul  cage  a 
young  American -born  college  instructor  who  had  come  down  from 
the  tinlversity  during  the  holidays  to  teach  this  revolutionary  class 
in  physical  geography  so  that  he  could  better  support  his  wife 
and  child.  Three  days  and  three  nights  they  held  him.  They  held 
a  17-year-old  txiy.  who  had  been  caught  while  at  the  House  of  the 
Masses  to  see  a  man  about  a  Job.  They  held  from  fotir  to  a 
dozen  men  who  had  simply  been  having  a  drink  of  near-beer  in  a 
cafe  on  the  first  floor  of  the  building.  They  held  at  least  one  man 
who  had  simply  stopped  out  of  curiosity. 

They  held  22  men  taken  from  another  hall  nearby,  and  labeled 
In  the  reports  as  the  headquarters  of  the  I.  W.  W.  "We  did  not 
leave  them  a  scrap  of  paper  with  which  to  do  business."  one  paper 
quoted  Mr.  Barkley  as  saying.  Eighteen  days  later,  S  of  these  22. 
who,  of  course,  were  finally  released,  appeared  before  Mayor  Couz- 
ens  with  an  appeal  for  aid.  They  were  ofllcers  of  the  Working- 
men's  Sick  Benefit  and  Educational  Society,  they  said,  and  with 
200  sick  members  on  their  lists,  they  were  unable  to  pay  benefits 
because  the  Department  of  Justice  had  taken  their  membership 
and  sick  lists.  They  feared  some  of  the  members  might  be  facing 
death  for  lack  of  the  money  due  them.  "We  have  tried  to  get  the 
members  together,"  said  one  of  them,  "but  they  are  so  afraid  of 
being  arrested  that  they  wont  come  to  a  meeting.  And  the 
Department  of  Justice  wont  give  \is  the  lists."  The  mayor  prom- 
ised to  do  what  he  could.  The  headquarters  of  the  I.  W.  W.  were 
actually  several  blocks  farther  down  the  street.  The  22  members 
of  the  Worktngmen'8  Sick  Benefit  and  Educational  Society  were 
playing  checkers  when  the  raid  was  made,  they  told  the  mayor. 

The  officers  held  one  young  man  who  was  getting  his  dinner  in  the 
cooperative  restaurant  run  by  the  Workers'  Educational  Society, 
which  controls  the  House  of  the  Masses.  "He  quit  the  Commxinlst 
Party  because  he  didn't  believe  in  force,"  his  sister  said.  "But  the 
restaurant  has  better  meals  at  cheap  prices  than  any  place  around 
there,  and  he  always  ate  there.    They've  had  him  10  days  now." 

The  raiders  held  together,  it  would  appear  from  tabulations  of 
releases  made  from  time  to  time,  more  than  350  American  citizens, 
or  aliens  who  could  prove  conclusively,  In  the  Department's  secret 
examinations,  that  they  had  not  even  a  "cursory  Interest  in  radical- 
ism." For  from  3  to  6  dajrs  they  held  these  men  and  boys  in  this 
temporary  prison,  and  then  began  to  transfer  them  to  precinct 
police  stations  and  to  the  "bvill  pen"  in  the  municipal  building. 
All  this  time  there  was  a  state  approaching  chaos  in  the  offices  of 
the  £>epartment  of  Justice.  No  list  of  those  held  was  available. 
Frantic  wives  and  children  haunted  the  lower  halls  In  the  Inderal 
Building  hoping  to  catch  a  glimpse  of  their  men  through  the  narrow 
apertvires  of  the  top-floor  corridor  railing.  "The  constabulary  t)e- 
lleve  that  the  prisoners  were  being  incited  by  a  number  of  well- 
dressed  women,  who  came  up  to  the  fourth  floor  and  waved  handker- 
chiefs and  scarfs  to  them,"  said  one  newspaper  in  reporting  the 
efforts  of  these  relatives  to  learn  If  their  menfolk  were  among  the 
prisoners.  The  women  often  were  well-dressed,  for  their  husbands 
were  skilled  workmen,  earning  substantial  wages  in  many  cases. 
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As  the  men  were  transferred  to  the  precinct  stations,  policemen 
sent  these  frightened  women  out  to  these  stations,  when  calls  for 
the  men  wanted,  which  were  permitted  after  the  first  few  days,  failed 
to  bring  a  response.  For  days  they  besieged  the  precinct  stations, 
bullied  by  the  police  and  refused  permission  to  see  their  men  or 
learn  where  they  were.  In  many  cases  It  was  more  than  a  desire  to 
converse  that  led  these  women  on  their  fruitless  search.  They 
needed  food  at  home.  Their  children  were  suffering  from  lack  of 
bread.  Their  men  had  cash  In  many  instances;  most  of  them  had 
bank  deposits  also;  but  under  the  order  holding  them  incommuni- 
cado it  was  Impossible  for  their  wives  to  get  either  the  cash  or 
orders  on  the  bank  for  the  money  they  needed  to  stave  off  hunger. 
Dozens  of  the  women  were  sent  to  the  public  welfare  commission  by 
their  attorneys.  One  attorney  tells  of  a  woman  fainting  in  his 
office.  On  being  revived  she  said  she  had  eaten  nothing  for  3  days. 
Taken  to  a  nearby  restaurant,  she  fainted  again  at  the  smell  of  food. 
Among  these  families  were  the  wives  and  children  of  American 
citizens,  whom  officials  of  the  Department  of  Justice  admitted  they 
had  nc  right  to  arrest.  "Do  you  know  how  many  citizens  you've 
got  up  there?"  Mr.  Barkey  was  asked  by  a  reporter  on  the  third  day 
after  the  flrst  raid.  "No,  no,"  he  replied  nervously,  "but  I  don't  say 
anything  about  citizens  being  held.  We  haven't  any  right  to  arrest 
citizens,  you  know,  so  dont  say  anything  about  that."  When  one 
newspaper  reported  Mr.  Barkey  to  this  effect,  and  told  the  condi- 
tions under  which  the  men  were  being  held,  another  Journal  re- 
ported his  reply  as  follows:  "The  public  should  bear  in  mind  that 
this  is  not  a  picnic,  and  the  Department  of  Justice  is  not  providing 
settees  for  criminals  (350  of  whom  were  later  released  for  lack  of 
evidence) .  They  have  got  to  sleep  on  the  floor.  That's  right.  But 
a  stone  bed  In  the  post  office  probably  isn't  any  harder  than  a 
board  bed  in  the  Jail.  The  majority  of  them  are  getting  better  than 
their  five-sleep-ln-a-bed  homes,  and  they  have  more  food  than  they 
can  eat.  Relatives  and  friends  have  brought  In  whole  boiled  hams, 
boxes  of  oranges,  and  other  delicacies." 

At  the  municipal  building,  where  some  of  the  men  were  taken 
after  6  days  in  the  corridor  prison,  the  same  abominable  conditions 
were  reestablished.  Prom  130  to  140  men  were  herded  into  the 
police  "bull  pen,"  a  room  built  to  hold  petty  offenders  for  not  more 
than  3  or  4  hours,  a  one-window  cellar  room,  24  by  30  feet  in  size, 
with  no  place  to  rest  but  wooden  benches  and  a  stone  fioor.  For  7 
days  these  men  were  held  here,  sleeping  on  the  floor,  fed  largely  by 
the  contributions  from  relatives  handed  through  the  single-grated 
door.  Many  of  them  were  ill;  one  was  suffering  from  an  infected 
hand  which  had  had  no  treatment.  Employees  in  the  cafe  of  the 
building  threatened  to  quit  if  the  men  were  not  removed.  "These 
conditions  are  Intolerable  in  a  civilized  city,"  Mayor  Couzens  told 
the  city  council,  after  asking  it  to  demand  that  the  Federal  au- 
thorities remove  the  men  to  a  proper  place  of  confinement.  To 
back  up  his  request,  he  submitted  a  report  from  the  superintendent 
of  municipal  buildings  and  the  health  commissioner,  reporting  the 
situation  as  "Intolerable  and  a  menace  to  the  health  of  the  city." 
Nothing  was  said  of  the  health  of  the  imprisoned  men.  "The  con- 
ditions are  no  worse  than  they  were  in  the  Federal  building,"  the 
health  commissioner  said. 

When  the  prisoners  held  In  the  "bull  pen"  were  taken  there  from 
the  Federal  building,  the  camera  men  were  on  hand  to  film  them. 
Six  days*  Imprisonment  without  opportunity  to  shave,  6  nights  of 
Bleeping  in  their  clothing  on  a  stone  floor,  had  prepared  them  well 
for  the  enforced  role  of  "Bolshevik  terrorists"  with  which  the 
public  is  regaled.  And  these  films,  like  the  photographs  taken  at 
the  House  of  the  Masses,  probably  are  doing  their  vicious  work  of 
reusing  hate  and  Intolerance  all  over  the  country  today.  At  the 
House  of  the  Masses  some  Revolutionary  War  flintlocks,  used  in 
presenting  costume  plays,  were  found  In  a  cupboard.  Stacked  before 
a  great  pile  of  books  thrown  from  the  institution's  library  and 
surmounted  with  framed  pictures  of  Lenin,  Trotsky,  and  Marx,  they 
made  a  picture  all  too  falsely  convincing  of  the  "menace  of  bol- 
■lievlsm." 

Today.  January  19.  the  300  men  left  of  the  800  seized  are  housed 
In  an  old  Army  fort  here.  In  addition,  about  140  are  out  on  bond. 
Warrants  for  holding  these  440  arrived  from  Washington  on  January 
12.  10  days  after  the  raids.  These  warrants,  the  chief  immigration 
Icqiector  explained,  "would  block  further  efforts  of  attorneys  to 
gain  release  for  their  clients  through  habeas  corpus  proceedings." 
For  there  are  a  few  attorneys  courageous  enough  to  take  the  cases 
of  these  persecuted  people.  One  of  them  is  Walter  A.  Nelson,  a 
student  of  constitutional  law  and  sociology,  and  head  of  a  corpo- 
ration engaged  m  supplying  milk  to  180  Detroit  stores  at  2  cents 
under  the  prevailing  rate.  "I  would  not  defend  one  of  these  aliens 
if  the  Government  would  open  Its  gates  and  permit  them  to  leave 
the  country,"  Mr.  Nelson  said.  "But  the  Government  refuses  them 
passports  to  leave  and  then  arrests  them  for  staying  here.  Scores 
of  these  people  came  to  me  months  ago  to  help  them  get  passports. 
1  couldnt  get  them.  Now  the  Government  proposes  to  ship  them 
to  some  unknown  port,  with  what-not  possibilities  of  death  await- 
ing them,  and  to  leave  their  families  behind  to  starve.  It  Is  an 
outraging  of  everything  that  America  ever  has  stood  for." 

This  is  the  situation  In  Detroit  today.  Nearly  400  men,  citizens 
and  aliens,  are  free  again  after  being  confined  for  1  to  2  weeks  under 
conditions  of  horror,  confined  because  their  p>eaceful  assemblage, 
guaranteed  by  the  Constitution,  led  the  Department  of  Justice  to 
suspect  that  their  beliefs,  also  protected  under  the  Constitution, 
Wire  inimical  to  the  peace  and  safety  of  110,000.000  people.  Nearly 
400  men  are  free  after  a  taste  of  "Americanization"  that  bodes  ill 


for  any  futtire  Amerlcanlzers  who  do  not  come  backed  by  the  clubs 
of  the  police  and  the  constabulary. 

Nearly  400  men.  and  hundreds  more  women  and  children,  have 
had  the  seeds  of  hatred  sown  In  their  breasts.  And  probably  400 
others,  no  more  guilty  of  a  crime  than  these,  are  waiting  exile  to 
Europe  to  spread  those  same  seeds  of  hatred  there.  Thousands  more 
Of  the  city's  great  foreign-born  population  have  had  terror  planted 
in  their  bosoms — terror  like  that  which  makes  it  impossible  for  the 
leaders  of  a  sick-benefit  society  to  get  its  members  together.  And 
terror  and  hate  are  close  akin.  As  for  those  Detrolters  who  may 
sometime  have  read  the  American  Constitution  and  the  Declara- 
tion of  Independence,  or  remembered  the  proud  boast  that  this  was 
the  land  of  freedom  for  exiles  from  autocratic  Europe,  a  revulsion, 
silent  but  nonetheless  deep-seated  and  stern,  has  come.  The 
mayor,  who  speaks  as  strongly  as  he  can,  represents  the  indigna- 
tion and  resolution  of  others  who  speak  not  at  all  now  but  who 
may  speak  at  the  ballot  box  at  some  not  distant  day.  The  people, 
sound  at  heart  and  steadfast  for  the  right  when  they  know  the 
truth,  will  some  day  come  to  demand  an  accounting  for  this 
slaughter  of  Americanism  to  make  a  Presidential  candidate's 
holiday. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  Senator  Walsh,  of  MonUna. 
put  into  the  Record  the  report  which  he  made  to  the  full  com- 
mittee, which  the  full  committee  did  not  adopt  because,  as  I 
have  said,  the  full  committee  finally  declined  to  make  any 
report  whatever.  Senator  Walsh's  report  was  printed  in  the 
CoNCRESsioNAL  RECORD  of  February  5,  1923.  I  wish  to  read 
Senator  Walsh's  request  to  print  this  matter  In  the  Record. 
On  page  3004  of  the  Congressional  Record  for  February  5, 
1923.  Senator  Walsh  said: 

Mr.  President,  in  the  month  of  December  1920  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  was  called  to  certain  charges  which  were  made  against 
the  Department  of  Justice  in  connection  with  what  were  known  as 
the  "red  "  raids.  The  matter  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  for  Investigation  and  report.  It  was  referred  by  the 
committee  to  a  subcommittee,  which  took  testimony  for  some 
months.  The  subcommittee  were  unable  to  agree  upon  the  report 
and  were  eventually  discharged  by  the  order  of  the  full  committee. 
Thereupon,  however.  I.  a  member  of  the  subcommittee,  submitted 
a  report  to  the  committee,  and  another  report  was  submitted  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  |Mr.  Sterling],  also  a  member  of 
the  subcommittee,  to  which  subsequently  I  replied. 

Recently  a  motion  was  made  before  the  committee  that  the  report 
submitted  by  myself  be  reported  to  the  Senate  as  the  report  of  the 
committee.     That  motion  was  defeated  by  the  following  vote- 

Yeas — ^Borah.  Norris,  Ashurst,  and  Walsh. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  proud  to  be  numbered  among  the  foiur 
who  voted  in  favor  of  the  Walsh  report.  One  reason  why  I 
am  proud  is  that  the  report  was  made  by  Senator  Walsh,  of 
Montana,  and  concurred  In  by  Senator  Borah,  of  Idaho.  Both 
those  Senators  have  now  passed  on.  The  present  Members 
of  the  Senate  were  all  acquainted  with  Senator  Borah.  Some 
of  the  newer  Senators  did  not  enjoy  the  privilege  and  the 
pleasure  of  being  acquainted  with  Senator  Walsh,  of  Mon- 
tana. It  has  been  about  7  years  since  he  passed  away.  He 
had  served  on  the  Judiciary  Committee  for  many  years,  and 
he  had  a  reputation  in  this  body  second  to  none.  He  was 
respected  by  enemy  and  friend  alike.  He  had  courage  that 
was  unlimited.  He  was  one  of  the  best  lawyers  In  this  body. 
He  had  a  judicial  mind,  the  superior  of  which  nc  other  Mem- 
ber possessed.  I  always  feel  that  when  Senator  Walsh  took 
his  stand,  after  the  study  he  made  on  this  subject,  after  the 
months  of  toll  and  work  he  put  In  on  this  investigation,  and 
on  the  raids  made  on  order  of  Attorney  General  Palmer,  if  I 
had  not  been  on  the  committee;  if  I  had  not  read  any  of  the 
record;  if  I  had  not  been  present  when  the  discussion  on  the 
report  or  proposed  report  took  place  in  the  committee;  if  I 
knew  nothing  about  it,  and  had  to  vote  one  way  or  the  other. 
I  would  not  have  hesitated  a  moment  to  have  followed  Senator 
Walsh;  such  was  my  respect  and  my  admiration  for  the  man. 
When  he  made  a  study,  as  he  did,  of  this  question,  and  spent 
the  time  he  did  upon  It,  I  never  feared  that  he  would  go  wrong. 
Now  I  will  continue  the  reading: 

Yeas:  Borah,  Norris.  Ashurst,  and  Walsh. 

Nays:  Dillingham.  Sterling,  £mst.  Shortrldge.  Overman.  Shields, 
and  Nelson. 

All  those  voting  in  the  negative  have  now  ceased  to  be 
Members  of  the  Senate,  and  most  of  them  have  passed  to  their 
eternal  reward. 

Absent  and  not  votUig:  Ooit,  Brandegee,  Cummins,  Seed  of  Mla- 
Bourl,  and  Culberson. 


\ 
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•RtereapoD  the  eommltUe  r«ol»ed  that  no  r«P«-t  be  f^^.^ 
Senate  upon  the  subject.  I  ask  unaninKnis  oonaent  that  the  vartoua 
reports  referred  to  be  printed  In  the  Rxookd.  ^  *».    __ 

Mr  Srnuiro.  Mr.  Preeldent.  I  did  not  quite  understand  the  re- 
quest cf  the  Senator  from  Montana  EXies  the  Senator  dwlre  thM 
all  the  report*  submitted  to  the  committee  may  be  printed  in  the 

Mr  Walsh  of  Montana.  It  to  my  request  that  aU  the  reports  which 
were  submitted  to  the  committee  shall  be  printed  In  the  Rwxw) 
and  that  the  committee  be  discharged  from  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  subject.  ,   ^.  ,         __ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  ims 
iMBharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject  and  the 
wports  were  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Rxcokd,  as  follows: 

I  should  like  to  print  the  entire  report,  but  it  is  already 
to  the  Rkcou).  and  I  will  not  ask  that  it  be  printed  again. 
I  would  be  very  glad,  if  Senators  have  the  time,  if  they 
would  read  that  entire  report  before  they  pass  on  the  pend- 
ing Joint  resolution.  It  is  difficult  for  me  to  read  it  because 
it  is  printed  in  exceedingly  small  type,  which  makes  it 
almost  impossible  to  read  in  this  Ught.  I  shall,  however, 
^read  an  extract  from  it: 

The  luiustially  large  haul  of  January  2.  1930.  arose  from  the 
apprehension  of  all  persons  attending  meetings  of  the  prescribed 
parties  being  held  on  the  night  of  that  day.  the  meetings  having 
been  called  at  the  particular  time  at  which  they  were  held  by  the 
procurement  of  "under  cover"  agenU  of  the  Department  of  Justice 
acting  under  explicit  directions  In  that  respect  from  Washington. 

And  those  agents  were  all.  without  exception,  agents  under 
the  control  and  supervision  of  Mr.  Hoover. 

•  •••••• 

In  many  case*  there  was  no  affidavit  submitted  as  a  basis  for 
the  warrant,  the  unsworn  statement  of  the  agent  of  the  Bureau 
being  accepted  as  sufficient,  the  theory  being  that  his  official  oath 
met  the  constitutional  requirement. 

•  •••••• 

What  was  done  was  substantially  as  follows:  A  batch  of  war- 
rants was  sent  to  an  agent  of  the  Bureau  at  a  particular  place — 
Boston.  Chicago,  or  Detroit.  He  secured  the  cooperation  of  the 
local  police  officers  and  with  their  aid  the  places  of  meeting — ^the 
synchronized  meetings  having  already  been  arranged  for  by  him 
or  through  him,  as  heretofore  stated — the  places  of  meeting  were 
raided.  It  was  assumed  or  perhaps  surmised  that  the  Individuals 
against  whom  warrants  were  held  residing  In  the  neighborhood  of 
the  meetings,  respectively,  would  be  among  those  attending.  Pos- 
sibly, not  unlikely,  In  some  Instances  Information  more  definite 
In  character  was  in  the  possession  of  some  of  those  acting  in  the 
premises  that  the  persons  whose  arrests  had  been  authorized  were 
actuaUy  present  at  the  meeting,  the  warrants  for  such  serving  as 
Justification,  such  as  it  was.  for  the  invasion  of  the  premises.  But 
regardlew  of  the  warrants  every  person  In  the  room  was  placed 
under  arrest.  They  were  lined  up  along  the  wall  after  the  manner 
of  the  making  of  arrests  of  desperate  criminals  or  of  an  old- 
time  stage  hold-up  and  searched. 

That  was  the  usual  practice.  These  meetings  were  held 
at  a  time  that  had  been  arranged  in  Washington  for  the 
raids:  and  when  the  agents  raided  a  hall  where  there  was 
an  organization  meeting  they  lined  up  against  the  wall  all 
the  persons  present  and  searched  them.  All  those  present 
were  placed  under  arrest,  and  they  were  all  taken. 

Senator  Walsh,  in  his  report,  said: 

The  essential  lawlessness  of  the  proceedings  detailed  needs  no 
comment.  It  will  be  startling  to  learn  that  they  were  carried  out 
in  strict  accordance  with  instructions  sent  by  the  Department  of 
Jxjstloe  to  its  agents  in  the  field  through  a  circular  letter,  the  ex- 
traordinary character  of  which  Justifies  its  Incorporation  at  length 
In  this  report.    A  copy  sent  to  the  agent  at  Boston  is  as  follows: 

These  are  the  instructions  which  went  out  from  Washing- 
ion  to  all  parts  of  the  United  States,  to  the  agents  who  were 
to  make  this  raid  on  the  2d  of  January  1920.  I  wish  every 
Senator  could  read  them.  Tbey  are  directed  in  this  case  to 
George  E.  Kelleher.  Esq.,  box  3485.  Boston,  liass.  He  was 
the  local  F.  B.  L  man  in  charge  at  that  place. 

I  read  from  the  instructions: 

On  the  evening  of  the  arrests  this  office  win  be  open  the  entire 
night,  and  I  desire  that  you  communicate  by  long  distance  to  Mr. 
Hoover  any  matters  of  vital  importance  or  Interest  which  may  arise 
during  the  course  of  the  arrests. 

That  again,  in  addition  to  the  testimony  of  the  Attorney 
General  already  read,  couples  Mr.  Hoover  with  this  dis- 
graceful raid,  which,  as  Senator  Walsh  says,  may  well  be 
likened  to  the  holding  up  of  a  stagecoach  by  desperadoes  In 
the  early  days. 
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Let  us  see  further.   The  instatictlona  further  say: 

I  desire  »^'^»  the  morning  following  the  arrests  you  should  for- 
ward to  this  office  by  special  delivery,  marked  for  the  "AtUnUon  of 
Mr  Hoover  "  a  complete  list  of  the  names  of  the  persons  arrested, 
with  an  indication  of  residence,  organization  to  which  they  belong, 
and  whether  or  not  they  were  Included  In  the  original  list  of  war- 
rants. In  cases  where  arrests  are  made  of  persons  not  covered  by 
warrants,  you  should  at  once  reqxiest  the  local  immigration  authori- 
ties for  warranu  in  aU  such  cases,  and  you  should  also  communi- 
cate with  this  office  at  the  same  time.  I  desire  alsb  that  the 
morning  following  the  arrests  that  you  communicate  In  detaU  by 
telegram.  "Attention  of  Mr.  Hoover."  the  resulU  of  the  arrests 
made  giving  the  total  number  of  persons  of  each  organization 
taken  into  custody,  together  with  a  sUtcment  of  any  Interesting 
evidence  secured. 

The  above  cover  the  general  Instructions  to  be  foUowed  In  these 
arrests,  and  the  same  will  be  supplemented  by  telegraphic  Instruc- 
tions at  the  proper  time. 
Very  truly  youn* 

Feank  BxraxK. 
Assistant  Director  and  Chief. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  comes  pretty  close  to 
ccmnecting  the  raids  in  1920  under  Palmer  with  the  raids  in 
Detroit  under  Hoover,  and  other  raids  like  that  under 
Hoover.  It  seems  to  me  it  shows  without  any  question  in 
effect  what  is  going  to  be  done  when  this  order  is  carried  out 
if  Mr.  Hoover  has  charge,  as  he  will.  I  think,  unless  the 
Attorney  General  changes  his  nUnd.  If  we  are  to  have  a 
continuous  performance  of  what  went  on  in  the  Palmer 
raid  and  what  went  on  in  the  Detroit  raid,  and  the  New 
York  raid,  and  the  Fremont,  Nebr..  raid — all  of  which, 
admittedly,  were  under  Hoover — if  we  are  going  to  continue 
that  indefinitely,  and  make  that  a  permanent  thing,  and 
turn  over  this  subject  matter  to  Mr.  Hoover,  the  result  will 
be,  to  my  mind,  to  bring  about  in  the  hearts  of  millions  of 
our  people  a  distrust  of  the  Federal  Government.  It  will 
inevitably  build  up  there  a  feeling  that  the  Government  is 
the  people's  enemy;  and  that  is  something  that  we  shotild 
avoid  in  this  country.  There  ought  to  be  no  such  feeling  on 
the  part  of  the  citizen. 

The  citizen,  however,  is  not  to  blame.  Especially  is  there 
no  blame  on  the  part  of  the  ignorant  alien  who  comes  over 
here  and  applies  for  citizenship,  who  probably  cannot  speak 
the  language.  He  probably  has  come  from  a  government 
which  has  been  oppressive.  He  left  his  native  land  for  that 
reason.  He  comes  over  here  and  finds  that  this  Government, 
as  he  sees  the  matter,  is  his  enemy,  or  at  least  he  looks  upon 
it  with  distrust.  The  fact  may  not  always  be  just  as  he  sees 
it.  because  it  is  admitted  that  he  may  be  misinformed.  He 
often  is;  but  we  have  to  take  conditions  as  they  are.  He  is  not 
to  blame  that  he  has  been  misinformed.  The  little  children 
who  have  suffered  because  their  parents  have  been  torn  away 
from  their  firesides  are  not  to  blame.  They  are  not  to  blame 
for  being  here.  They  were  not  asked.  They  are  here,  and 
they  ought  to  be  cared  for  Just  as  we  care  for  our  children. 
They  ought  to  grow  up  to  be  patriotic  and  loyal  citizens;  but 
if  they  are  going  to  commence  their  careers  In  life  by  looking 
upon  such  outrageous  things  as  have  occurred  in  the  Psdmer 
raids  and  the  P.  B.  I.  raids,  they  are  going  to  look  upon  their 
Government  with  suspicion;  and  when  hardship  and  distress 
and  privation  come,  as  they  have  come  to  us,  there  are  going 
to  be  places  in  those  hearts  where  the  seeds  of  bolshevism.  of 
communism,  of  Hitlerism  can  grow  and  thrive  and  bring  forth 
fruit. 

That  is  our  danger,  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  see  how  wc  can 
deny  it. 

I  have  a  great  many  other  quotations  which  I  should  like 
to  read  to  the  Senate  from  Senator  Walsh's  report;  but  I  have 
already  called  attention  to  the  place  in  the  CoNcaxasioNAL 
Record  where  it  can  be  found,  and  any  student  of  the  subject 
cannot  help  being  benefited  in  his  study  of  it  if  he  will  peruse 
the  whole  report  made  by  Senator  Walsh. 

Mr.  President,  some  of  the  persons  who  were  arrested  at 
that  time  later  commenced  habeas  corpus  proceedingcs.  They 
applied  for  writs  of  habeas  corpus,  and  the  case  was  tried  be- 
fore Judge  Anderson  in  Boston,  Mass.  Judge  Anderson  was  a 
circuit  judge,  but  he  came  down  to  the  district  court  and  tried 
the  case.    I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  some  of  the  things 
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which  Judge  Anderson  found  as  matters  of  fact,  and  to  his 
action  in  the  case. 

Mr.  President,  to  begin  with,  a  famous  attorney  repre- 
sented these  defendants,  an  attorney  who  is  now  a  member 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  It  was  Felix 
Frankfurter  who  appeared  on  behalf  of  these  defendants, 
some  of  whom  were  poverty-stricken.  He  went  into  that  court 
and  tried  the  case  before  Judge  Anderson. 

I  read  now  from  the  case  of  Colyer  and  others  against  Skef - 
flngton.  and  so  forth,  found  in  Two  Hundred  and  Sixty-fifth 
Federal  Reporter,  page  17.  I  read  first  from  page  28.  Judge 
Anderson  said  in  part — and  this  has  a  direct  bearing  upon  the 
question  of  whether  the  Immigration  Bureau  should  be  in  the 
Department  of  Labor  or  the  Department  of  Justice. 

There  are  obvious  reasons  why  Ckjngress  delegated  the  Im- 
portant and  delicate  functions  of  excluding  and  expelling  aliens 
to  the  Labor  Department.  This  Department  Is  charged  with 
certain  functions  pertaining  peculiarly  to  human  welfare;  It 
exercises  large  powers  over  millions  of  persons,  many  of  them  poor, 
comimratlvely  helpless,  and  unacquainted  with  our  language  and 
institutions.  As  the  functions  of  the  Department  of  Justice  and 
the  Department  of  Labor  are  radically  different,  the  official  per- 
sonnel of  the  two  Departments  would  naturally  have  different 
methods  of  procedure.  But.  without  elaborating  reasons,  the  man- 
date of  Congress,  entrusting  immigration  matters  to  the  D2part- 
ment  of  Labor,  is  binding  upon  all  Government  departments,  in- 
cluding the  courts.  The  Commissioner  General  of  Immigration  is 
a  subordinate  in  the  Department  of  Labor. 

Under  the  Immigration  laws  authority  is  vested  In  the  Secre- 
tary of  Labor  to  provide  rules  and  regulations  for  enforcing  the 
provisions  of  the  acU.  Of  these  rules,  which  have  the  effect  cf 
law,  the  court  must  take  Judicial  notice.  •  •  •  They  are  bind- 
ing upon  the  Department  of  Labor  as  part  of  the  law  of  the 
land.  For  present  purposes,  the  most  Important  rule  is  rule  22, 
entlUed  "Arrest  and  deportation  on  warrant." 

Subdivision  2  of  rtile  22  provides: 

"Officers  shall  make  a  thorough  investigation  of  all  cases 
when  they  are  credibly  Informed  or  have  reason  to  believe  that  a 
specified  alien  In  the  United  States  is  subject  to  arrest  and  de- 
portation on  warrant.  All  such  cases,  by  whomsoever  discovered, 
shall  be  reported  to  the  Immigration  officer  staUoned  nearest  the 
place  where  the  alien  is  foimd  to  be." 

I  read  that  rule  because  it  was  important  in  the  consid- 
eration of  the  case  before  Judge  Anderson,  and  his  approval 
of  it  is  important  to  be  noted.  The  judge,  in  his  opinion,  read 
the  following  instruction  to  agents: 

Person  or  persons  taken  Into  custody  not  to  be  permitted  to  com- 
municate with  any  outside  person  until  after  examination  by  this 
office  and  until  permission  is  given  by  this  office. 

The  judge  then  said: 

The  arrests  were.  In  fact,  made  by  the  representatives  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  assisted  by  the  local  police  authorities,  all 
of  whom  acted  under  the  direction  of  the  agents  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice.  The  raids  were  nuuie  on  the  evening  of  January 
2.  1920.  in  the  following  clUes. 

Then  he  gives  a  list  of  them. 

Agents  thereupon,  generaUy  without  warrants,  to  go  about  the 
halls  or  homes  where  these  people  were,  arrest  them,  and  bring 
them  to  the  concentration  point — commonly,  a  police  station. 
When  halls  were  raided  the  occupants  were,  as  required  by  the 
Instructions,  lined  up  against  the  wall  and  searched  Many  citi- 
zens were  gathered  into  the  net  in  this  fashion  and  brought  to  the 
various  police  stations. 

Judge  Anderson  continues,  as  appears  on  page  43  of  the 
Federal  Reporter,  volume  two  hundred  and  sixty-five,  from 
which  I  am  quoting: 

1  refrain  from  any  extended  comment  on  the  lawlessness  of  these 
proceedings  by  our  supposedly  law-enforcing  officials.  The  docu- 
ments and  acts  speak  for  themselves.  It  may.  however,  ntly  b« 
observed  that  a  mob  is  a  mob.  whether  made  up  of  Government 
officials  acting  under  instructions  from  the  Department  of  Justice 
or  of  criminals,  loafers,  and  the  vicious  classes. 

There  were  also  incidents  of  the  arrests  of  women  under  condl- 
uons  involving  great  hardship.  For  instance,  the  witness  Mrs. 
Stanislas  Vaslllewska,  the  mother  of  three  children  aged  13.  10, 
and  8.  was  arrested  in  a  hall  In  Chelsea,  taken  In  the  police  patrol 
wagon  with  her  eldest  girl  to  the  police  station,  and  both  put  with 
sjQOther  woman  Into  the  one  cell.  About  midnight  they  took  her 
child  and  sent  her  home  alone  to  a  remote  part  of  the  city.  Mrs 
Vaslllewska  was  taken  the  next  day  to  the  wharf,  where,  with 
Mrs.  Colyer,  she  was  confined  for  atxnit  6  hours  In  a  dirty  toilet 
room.  She  was  then  taken  to  Deer  Island,  where  she  was  kept  33 
days.  Such  treatment  of  women  by  the  Department  of  Justice 
contrasts    with    that    contemplated    by    rule    22.    subdivision    10, 


supra,  when  women  are  taken  by  the  Department  of  Labor,  which 
has  a  lawful  right  to  arrest  alien  women. 

-nie  witness.  Minnie  Federman.  was  arrested  at  her  home  at 
0  o  Clock  in  the  morning.  Several  men.  showing  her  no  warrant, 
entered  her  room  where  she  was  in  bed.  She  was  told  to  get  out 
of  bed  and  dress,  which  she  did  in  a  closet.  Then  she  was  taken 
in  a  police  wagon  to  the  police  station  after  they  had  searched 
her  premises,  apparently  for  I.  W.  W.  literature.  When  they  found 
that  she  was  a  naturalized  citizen,  she  was  allowed  to  go. 

Mr.  President,  when  we  read  the  description  given  of  that 
case  by  Judge  Anderson,  we  cannot  help  thinking  it  is  a 
perfect  photograph  of  what  happened  In  Detroit  under  Hoover 
in  his  later  years.  He  had  not  forgotten  how  to  follow  the 
methods  which  were  adopted  under  Palmer,  and  which  ar« 
now  in  full  force  under  Hoover  himself. 

I  read  further  from  Judge  Anderson's  opinion: 
In  Nashua  a  hall  was  raided  and  about  13  women  taken   6  or  7 
fL^   ^,7'^'^^  released  at  the  police  station;  5  of  them  were  kept 
from  Friday  night  to  Saturday  afternoon  In  one  ceU.  without  a 
mattress. 

Mr.  President.  It  Is  only  necessary  to  state  what  the  facts 
are  in  order  to  have  such  actions  condemned  by  any  court  in 
any  civilized  nation.  ' 

Judge  Anderson  continued: 

It  was  under  such  terrorizing  conditions  as  these  that  aliens 
were  subjected  to  questionnaires,  subsequently  used  as  and  gener- 
ally constituting  an  Important  part  of.  the  evidence  adduced  against 
them  before  the  immigration  inspectors.  Pains  were  taken  to  kIvs 
spectacular  publicity  to  the  raid,  and  to  make  It  appears  that  there 
was  great  and  imminent  public  danger  against  which  these  activities 
of  the  Department  of  Justice  were  directed.  The  arrested  aliens  in 
most  instances  perfectly  quiet  and  hamUess  working  people,  many 
Of  them  not  long  ago  Russian  peasants,  were  handcuffed  in  pairs, 
and  then,  for  the  purpose  of  transfer  on  trains  and  through  the 
streets  of  Boston,  chained  together. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  Detroit  situation  again. 

The  northern  New  Hampshire  contingent  were  first  concentrated 
in  Jail  at  Concord  and  then  brought  to  Boston  In  a  special  car. 
thus  handcuffed  and  chained  together.  On  detraining  at  th* 
North  Station,  the  handcuffs  and  the  chained  aliens  were  exposed 
to  newspaper  photographers  and  again  thtis  exposed  at  the  wharf 
where  they  took  the  boat  for  Deer  Island. 

The  Department  of  Justice  agents  in  charge  of  the  arrested 
aliens  appear  to  have  Uken  pains  to  have  them  thxis  exoosed  to 
public  photographing.  *^^ 

Private  rooms  were  searched   in  omnibus  fashion;    trunks    bu- 
reaus, suitcases,  and  boxes  broken  open;  books  and  papers  seized 
I  doubt  whether  a  single  search  warrant  was  obtained  or  applied 
for.    There  U  some  hearsay  or  Inferential  evidence  as  to  obtaining 
so-called  gtm  warrants  In  Worcester  and  Lawrence. 

And  SO  on. 

In  the  early  days  at  Deer  Island  one  alien  conunltted  suicide 
by  throwing  himself  from  the  fifth  floor  and  dashing  his  brains 
out  in  the  corridor  below  in  the  presence  of  other  horrified  aliens. 
One  was  conunltted  as  Insane;  others  were  driven  nearly  if  not 
quite,  to  the  very  verge  of  Insanity. 

••••••• 

As  the  hearings  before  the  Immigration  Inspectors  progressed. 
It  became  evident  that  the  preliminary  Investigations  made  before 
arrests,  not,  as  contemplated  by  the  rules  of  the  Department  of 
Labor,  by  the  experienced  Inspectors  of  that  Department,  but  by 
agents  of  the  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice, were  wholly  inadequate  and  unreliab'.e. 

Mr.  President,  a  question  of  law  was  involved  In  this  case. 
There  were  two  cases  just  alike.  One  was  tried  before  Judge 
Anderson  in  Boston,  and  one  was  tried  before  Judge  Mack. 
I  think,  in  New  York.  The  judges  held  differently  on  the 
question  of  law.  The  question  arose  whether  it  was  sufB- 
cient  to  allege  and  prove  that  the  alien  was  a  member  of 
the  Communist  Party,  or  the  Communist  Labor  Party. 

I  think  Judge  Anderson  held  that  it  was  not  enough  only 
to  prove  membership  in  those  organizations,  and  that  Judge 
Mack  held  that  it  was  suIBcient  to  prove  membership  in  one 
of  the  parties — I  think  the  Communist  Party,  That  ques- 
tion was  taken  to  the  Supreme  Coiut  and  settled.  But  the 
findings  of  fact  by  Judge  Anderson  were  never  disturbed. 
They  stand  before  the  world  today  undisputed,  uncontested! 
The  Judge  does  not  relate  all  the  things  that  occurred,  of 
course.  The  case  before  him  involved  a  comparatively  small 
number  of  these  people. 
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On  page  78  the  Judge  stated: 

X  regard  It  »s  entirely  clear  on  all  the  evidence,  some  parts 
of  which  have  been  abstracted  above,  that  the  sltxiation  of 
these  aliens  at  Deer  Island  was.  In  most  essenUal  respects,  within 
the  control  of  the  Department  of  J\i«tice;  that  the  agents  of  that 
Department  were  Improperly  interfering  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Ubor  inspectors  who  were  conducting  the  hear- 
ings- that  the  reconmiendations  of  these  Inspectors  were  natu- 
raUy  and   properly   taken   by   Acting   Commissioner   Sullivan. 

And  SO  forth. 

There  Is  no  evidence  warranting  a  finding  that  these  aliens, 
tf  released  on  reasonable  bail  pendente  lite,  would  have  endan- 
gered in  any  way  the  pubUc  safety,  or  that  they  would  not  have 
appeared,  when  required,  for  further  hearing,  or  to  answer  de- 
portation warrants.  There  is  no  reasonable  explanation  offered 
for  fixing  bail  in  sums  which  must  have  been  expected  to  be 
prohibitive,  thus  making  the  provision  of  the  statute  and  the 
general  order  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  of  no  real  effect.  The 
aliens,  when  balled  by  this  court,  had  already  been  held,  as 
though  imder  sentence  for  crime,  for  3  to  4  months.  Some 
of  them  were  arrested  and  held  for  days  without  any  war- 
rant whatsoever.  Some  of  them  had  very  substantial  savings. 
one  91.500,  others  less  sums,  deposited  in  banks  or  invested  in 
Government  bonds.  They  are  mostly  wage  earners  of  good 
average  type — not  loafers  or  agitators. 

Even  If  the  arrests  had  been  lawful  and  the  proceedings  had 
been  regular  throughout,  It  cannot  be  the  law  that  an  alien  shall 
be  held,  beyond  a  reasonable  time,  for  trial  and  determination  of 
his  right  either  to  go  free  and  earn  his  living  in  this  country,  or 
to  be  deported.  The  fact  that  in  this  Instance  the  Government 
bad  overloaded  itself  by  the  wholesale  arresU  of  hundreds  of 
aliens,  only  a  small  fraction  of  whom  was  there  evidence  to 
bold,  and  had  thus  caused  an  untoward  delay  In  the  cases  of 
these  particular  aliens,  was  not  the  fault  of  these  aliens.  Their 
rights  were,  within  reasonable  time,  either  to  be  deported  or 
to  be  allowed  their  freedom.  Their  detention,  under  all  the  un- 
precedented and  extraordinary  drcimistances  of  this  case,  I  find 
and  rule  was  Illegal,  warranting  the  Issuance  of  the  writs. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  not  read  it,  but  it  appears  in  evidence 
that  In  some  csises  these  raids  were  made  on  halls  and  club- 
,  rooms  in  which  the  defendants  were  engaged  in  various  social 
activities.  In  one  case  they  were  in  a  hall,  and  gathered  as 
an  educational  organization.  They  had  selected  from  among 
themselves  a  teacher,  the  one  best  qualified,  as  they  thought, 
and  they  were  studying  various  subjects.  Mostly  they  were 
trying  to  learn  to  speak,  and  to  read  and  write,  the  English 
language.  They  were  seized  for  deportation  while  they  were 
engaged  in  this  study.  Others  were  pursuing  the  most  law- 
ful and  honorable  tasks  in  the  effort  to  gain  a  living.  There 
were  honest,  honorable  men  and  women  among  them.  Per- 
haps some  of  them  ought  to  have  been  deported.  I  do  not 
question  the  authority  or  the  right  of  the  Government  under 
a  law  of  Congress  to  deport  any  alien  who  is  included  in 
deportation  plans.  It  is  admitted  that  Congress  has  the 
right  to  pass  such  laws.  But  it  is  not  admitted  that  even 
Congress  could  pass  a  law  which  would  provide  for  inhuman 
treatment  in  violation  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandlo  in  the  chair) . 
Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Were  those  deportations  based  primarily  and 
exclusively  upon  the  ground  that  the  persons  were  aliens,  or 
was  it  alleged  that  they  were  guilty  of  subversive  activities' 

Mr.  NORRIS.  They  were  alleged  In  many  cases  to  be  mem- 
bers of  the  Communist  Labor  Party. 

Mr.   KING.     Was    there    any   evidence   tending   to    show 
whether  or  not  any  of  them  had  made  application  fqr  citi- 
zenship? 
•  Mr.  NORRIS.    Some  of  them  had. 

Mr.  KINO.  Or  whether  they  had  been  in  the  United 
States  long  enough  to  acquire  citizenship? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Some  of  them  had  been,  and  had  not  yet 
acquired  it.    That  is  true. 

That  reminds  me.  Mr.  President,  that  the  evidence  did 
show  that  one  man  in  particular  who  was  questioned  as  to 
what  he  wanted  to  do,  and  what  he  was  doing,  said  he 
wanted  to  work  to  support  himself,  his  wife,  and  one  child, 
and  wanted  to  be  able  to  go  to  night  school  to  study  the 


H^giuh  language.  The  aliens  had  classes  among  themselves, 
where  those  a  Uttle  further  advanced  than  the  others  had 
been  selected  as  Instructors.  They  sat  aroimd  tables  trying 
to  obtain  a  better  knowledge  of  the  American  Government, 
and  trying  to  learn  to  speak  and  write  the  English  language. 
Without  any  doubt  whatever  some  of  them  had  a  burning  de- 
sire to  become  American  citizens.  Even  at  that  time  some 
of  them  were  carried  on  the  records  as  members  of  the  Com- 
munist Party. 

I  remember  reading  in  the  evidence  about  one  or  two  Poles. 
In  Poland  they  had  be«i  members  of  a  political  party  similar 
to  our  Socialist  Party,  and  when  they  went  into  the  city 
where  they  lived  with  their  own  people  who  went  there  be- 
fore them,  they  joined  the  Socialist  Party  because  they 
thought  it  was  the  party  to  which  they  had  belonged  in 
Poland,  and  they  remained  members  of  the  Socialist  Party. 
I  believe  this  was  in  Detroit,  although.  I  am  not  sure.  They 
had  a  hall,  and  they  went  to  the  meetings.  They  were  So- 
cialists. I  do  not  take  it  that  that  is  any  crime.  Some  of 
the  finest  people  in  the  world  are  Socialists.  At  least  under 
our  Constitution  one  has  a  right  to  be  a  Socialist. 

As  we  all  remember,  the  Socialists  had  a  national  conven- 
tion in  Chicago  quite  a  number  of  years  ago.  where  there  was 
great  strife.  I  have  forgotten  what  the  issue  was,  but  in 
that  national  convention  the  Socialist  Party  spUt  in  two. 
One  half  went  on  one  side,  and  the  other  half  on  the  other. 
One  faction  was  afterward  taken  over  by  the  Communist 
Party,  and  the  small  local  Socialist  organization  to  which 
these  Poles  belonged  was  not  even  aware  that  anything  of 
the  kind  had  happened.  They  did  not  know  the  Communist 
Party  from  a  wheelbarrow.  They  probably  had  never  heard 
of  it;  and  yet  their  own  lodge  and  all  its  members  had  been 
transferred  over  to  the  Communist  Party.  They  kept  on 
meeting  just  the  same,  doing  about  the  same  as  they  had 
always  done;  and  it  was  later  discovered  that  they  were 
members  of  the  Communist  Party  and  subject  to  deportation 
on  that  account. 

It  seems  to  me  cniel  to  persecute  a  man  who  left  the  coim- 
try  where  he  -was  born  to  escape  oppression  and  hardship 
and  has  ccme  to  the  United  States  of  America,  away  beyond 
the  sea,  where  he  had  been  told  the  door  was  open  and 
where  all  those  seeking  freedom  and  human  liberty  were 
invited  to  come  and  live  under  our  form  of  government. 

I  do  not  advocate  a  course  of  that  kind  for  my  country. 
I  think  the  time  has  come  when  we  ought  to  restrict  immi- 
gration more  than  ever.  However,  the  original  concept  was 
that  the  United  States  was  the  "melting  pot  of  the  world." 
These  people  heard  it.  They  gained  very  exaggerated  ideas 
of  it  and  came  to  America.  Like  little  children,  they  thought 
they  were  getting  into  paradise  when  they  came  to  this  land. 
The  most  natural  thing  of  all  for  a  Pole,  who  has  had 
correspondence  with  members  of  his  own  race  in  this  coun- 
try, is  to  go  to  them  and  become  a  part  of  them.  That  wac 
not  the  best  thing  to  do.  In  the  end,  that  does  not  produce  as 
good  a  citizeiury  as  would  be  produced  If  another  course 
were  pursued;  but  a  Pole  naturally  went  into  a  Polish  com- 
munity. It  was  only  the  children  who  learned  English. 
The  parents  did  not  learn  the  new  language.  They  went  to 
their  own  church,  where  services  were  conducted  In  the 
Polish  language.  They  went  to  their  own  organizations  of 
aU  kinds.  They  had  their  liUle  socieUes  and  meetings,  all 
of  them  iimocent.  They  were  only  giving  expression  to  the 
natural  desire  of  human  beings  for  a  little  enjoyment  in  this 
hfe.  They  all  had  homes  and  children.  They  loved  their 
children  and  their  firesides;  but  they  had  come  to  the  great 
United  States  of  America;  and,  because  they  did  not  mingle 
with  Americans,  because  they  were  Isolated,  because  they 
did  not  learn  our  language,  many  times  they  were  misled 
Into  paths  that  led  downward  instead  of  upward.  Some 
selfishly  inclined  individuals  of  their  own  race  took  advan- 
tage of  them  and  traded  upon  their  Ignorance  to  mislead 
them. 

Mr.  President,  we  see  the  children  of  those  people,  like  the 
11 -year-old  boy  in  Nebraska,  whom  I  mentioned  earlier,  grow- 
ing up  in  pieasant  homes,  with  nothing  to  be  said  against 
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them  except  that  they  are  very  poor,  and  on  the  verge  of 
being  on  the  list  which  has  to  be  supported  by  taxation. 
Nevertheless,  they  are  respectable  and  perfectly  Iimocent. 
They  look  upon  their  parents  just  as  our  children  look  upon 
us.  They  follow  them  as  our  children  follow  us.  If  we  do  a 
disreputable,  dishonorable  act  In  the  presence  of  our  children, 
or  within  the  knowledge  of  our  children,  and  continue  to  act 
in  such  a  way,  our  children  will  remember  It  after  we  are 
dead  and  gone.  It  will  affect  their  entire  life.  When  our 
children  see  us  imposed  upon  by  being  handcuffed,  chained, 
and  thrown  into  jail  without  cause,  they  receive  an  impres- 
sion which  persists  through  life,  and  will  eventually  leave  a 
scar  on  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  That  is  what  I  want 
to  prevent  from  happening,  and  that  is  what  we  will  prevent, 
to  a  degree,  if  we  refuse  to  pass  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  President,  I  sometimes  doubt  whether  I  shall  live  to 
see  the  time  come,  but  hetore  I  pass  from  this  mundane  sphere 
I  should  like  to  see  the  time  come  when  my  country  will  be 
on  the  road  to  prosperity  and  happiness.  I  should  like  to  see 
it  a  Nation  of  homes,  where  fathers  and  mothers  will  raise 
up  patriotic  families  of  children,  educate  them,  teach  them 
patriotism  at  their  mother's  knee,  and  prepare  them  for  the 
time  to  come  when  all  the  parents  will  have  gone,  when  the 
children  will  have  grown  and  come  Into  authority,  and  will 
be  guiding  the  great  ship  of  state.  I  want  to  see  them 
equipped  to  guide  it  through  channels  that  are  serene,  and 
among  flowers  that  bloom  and  bring  happiness  to  all  the 
I>eople.  , 

KESSAGI    FROM   TRZ    HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
110  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8202)  making  appropriations  for  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes;  that  the  House  insisted 
upon  its  amendments  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos. 
44,  45,  95,  99.  and  103  to  the  bUl;  that  the  House  further 
insisted  upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  Nos.  17.  20,  21.  37.  39,  41,  42,  43,  60.  61.  65,  66,  and 
105  to  the  bill;  agreed  to  the  further  conference  asked  by 
the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  there- 
on, and  that  Mr.  Cannon  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Tarver,  and  Mr. 
Laicbertson  were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  at  the  further  conference. 

AVIATION 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  on  May  24,  I  Introduced 
a  bill,  which  I  shall  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record. 
which,  to  my  mind,  is  in  keeping  with  the  strides  which 
have  been  made  by  the  greater  nations  of  the  world  along 
the  lines  of  aviation.  I  do  not  altogether  refer  to  the 
greater  nations  of  the  world  alone;  I  refer  to  all  the  nations 
of  the  world  which  have  seen  to  it  that  their  defense  along 
aviation  lines  was  protected. 

The  nations  abroad  which  are  now  in  a  life-and-death 
struggle  have  realized  far  more  than  the  American  people 
have  realized  that  aviation  is  their  first  line  of  defense. 
Unfortunately,  some  of  those  nations  have  looked  on  avia- 
tion as  their  first  line  of  offense.  But  from  the  standpoint 
of  a  peace-loving  nation,  the  United  States  aviation  should 
be.  and  I  hope  will  be,  its  first  line  of  defense. 

There  is  no  place  so  potential  for  the  development  of 
things  progressive  as  the  mind  of  youth.  So  in  the  nations 
abroad  a  great  fountain  has  spnmg  from  their  youth  which 
has  resulted  in  an  expansion  of  aviation. 

Germany  has  given  its  greatest  attention  to  developing 
aviation  from  the  standpoint  of  youth;  In  other  words, 
Germany  has  given  to  the  youth  of  that  nation  a  knowledge 
of  aviation  from  the  first  step.  In  the  schools  of  Germany 
for  the  past  10  or  more  years  there  has  been  a  department 
of  modeling  for  aviation,  in  which  boys  from  12  years  of 
age  on  have  been  taught  the  fundamentals  of  aviation  as 
a  part  of  manual  training  in  the  schools.  Indeed,  the  same 
thing  has  been  done  in  France  to  a  lesser  degree,  and  still 


again  to  a  lesser  degree  in  England.  The  youth  in  the 
schools  hav«  been  taught  to  model  so  as  to  prepare  them- 
selves for  aviation,  so  that  they  might  understand  aviation 
from  every  phase  of  its  growth  from  the  fluttering  toy  to 
the  deadly  bomber. 

The  bill  which  I  had  the  privilege  of  introducing  a  few 
days  ago  provides  that  in  the  manual  training  courses  in 
American  schools,  under  the  Department  of  Education  of  the 
United  States  Government,  there  shall  be  established  a  de- 
partment which  will  give,  to  the  ambitious  boy  or  girl  who 
Is  aviation -minded,  instruction  in  modeling  aviation. 

We  have  spent  millions  of  dollars,  and  we  are  going  to 
spend  millions  more,  to  produce  pilots  in  this  country  so 
that  the  President's  message  may  be  given  some  imple- 
menUtion.  If  we  produce  50.000  planes  in  the  United  States 
but  have  only  5.000  pilots,  there  will  be  45.000  planes  which 
will  remain  idle.  But  I  would  have  our  youth  taken  at  the 
initial  stage  at  which  pilots  begin  to  learn,  when  imagina- 
tion is  ever  present.  Imagination  is  the  basis  of  all  great 
adventure,  and  adventure  Is  the  greatest  prerogative  and 
greatest  power  of  youth.  When  the  love  of  ease  overcomes 
the  desire  to  adventure,  then  we  are  getting  old. 

I  ask  now,  as  an  initial  step,  in  order  that  the  Senate  may 
have  its  attention  drawn  and  the  people  of  the  United  States 
may  have  their  attention  drawn  to  this  matter,  that  the  bill 
which  I  introduced  on  May  24.  to  establish  a  Division  of 
Aviation  Education  in  the  United  States  Office  of  Education, 
Federal  Security  Agency,  and  for  other  purposes,  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  there  Is  hereby  created  and  established 
within  the  United  States  Office  of  Education,  Federal  Security 
Agency,  a  Division  of  Aviation  Education,  the  functions  of  which 
shall  be  as  follows:  (a)  To  conduct  research  and  make  studies  and 
investigations  with  respect  to  means  and  methods  of  promoting  and 
carrying  on  education  in  aviation  in  the  United  States;  (b)  to  fur- 
nish information  and  assistance  to  organizations  seeking  to  promote 
such  education;  (c)  to  cooperate  with  public  educational  institu- 
tions in  providing  plans  and  material  for  instruction  in  aeronautics, 
including  such  subjects  as  aerodynamics,  the  theory  of  flight,  the 
airplane  and  its  engine,  meteorology  and  map  reading;  (d)  to  stim- 
ulate Interest  in  aviation  among  the  youth  of  the  Nation;  (e)  to 
assemble,  compile,  and  maintain  for  reference  and  distribution 
records  and  statistical  and  other  data  on  occupational  opportunities 
In  the  field  of  aviation  and  the  availability  of  training  In  aviation; 

(f)  to  prepare  and  distribute  material  for  extension  courses;  and 

(g)  such  other  ftmctions  as  are  necessarily  incident  to  promoting 
education  In  aviation  or  related  thereto. 

Sbc.  2.  (a)  The  chief  administrative  official  of  such  Division  shall 
be  known  as  the  Director,  and  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Conunis- 
sloner  of  Education.  The  salary  of  the  Director  of  such  Division 
shall  be  $6,500  per  annum.  There  shall  be  In  such  Division  an 
Assistant  Director,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Educa- 
tion, who  shall  possess  the  power  and  perform  the  duties  of  the 
Director  during  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of  Director  or  during  the 
absence  or  InabUlty  of  the  Director.  The  salary  of  the  Assistant 
Director  shall  be  $5,600  per  annum. 

(b)  The  Director  is  authorized  to  appoint,  subject  to  the  dvll- 
servlce  laws,  such  other  officers  and  employees  as  are  deemed  neces- 
sary and  to  fix  their  salaries  in  accordance  with  the  Classification 
Act  of  1924.  as  amended.  With  the  consent  of  the  Commissioner 
of  Education,  the  Director  is  authorized  to  accept  and  utilize  vol- 
untary and  uncompensated  serrlces  of  any  person  and  to  utilize, 
without  additional  compensation,  the  services  of  such  consultants 
and  research  sissistants  as  may  be,  at  the  request  of  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Education,  assigned  for  that  purpose  by  any  department 
or  establishment  of  the  United  States. 

(c)  The  Director  Is  authorized  to  make  such  expenditures  as  may 
be  necessary  for  the  exercise  and  performance  of  the  duties  and 
functions  provided  for  by  this  act.  Including  expenditures  for  (1) 
rent  and  personal  services  at  the  seat  of  government  and  elaewhere: 
(2)  travel  expenses  for  officers  and  employees  of  the  Division  of 
Aviation  Education;  (3)  office  furniture,  equipment,  supplies,  news- 
papers, periodicals,  and  books  of  reference;  and  (4)  printing  and 
binding. 

Sac.  3.  The  Commissioner  of  Edxication  Is  authorized  to  sdect  m 
committee  of  not  to  exceed  15  members  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing advice  with  respect  to  programs  of  aviation  education.  Such 
committee  shall  meet  at  such  times  and  at  such  places  as  the  Com- 
missioner of  Education  shall  direct  and  confer  with  the  Director  of 
the  DivLsion  of  Aviation  Education  and  the  Commissioner  of  Edu- 
cation on  plans  and  methods  for  promoting  aviation  education. 
The  members  of  such  committee  shall  serve  without  compensation 
as  such  members  and  shall  be  selected  frcnn  persons  nominated  by 
the  following  organizations  or  Interests,  and  tbere  ShaU  be  at  ~ 
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1  member  on  «uch  committee  repreaentliig  each  such  crganiatlon 
or  mierest:  Aeronautical  Chamber  at  Commerce  of  Aixterlca.  Air 
TrtLDMOon  A««oclatlon  of  America,  private  flyUag.  aoarlng.  the  United 
8Ut«  Army  Air  Ccrpa,  the  United  States  Navy  Bureau  oX  Aeronau- 
tics, the  United  States  Weather  Bureau,  the  National  Advtoory 
Commltt«e  for  Aeronautics,  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority,  the 
NaUonai  Aeronautic  Aaaoclatlon.  Institute  of  Aeronautical  Sciences, 
the  Airline  Pilots  ABaoclatlon,  and  Model  Aircraft  Work. 

Sic.  4  There  la  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  fl.=cal 
year  IMl  the  sum  of  »35.000,  annually  thereafter  such  gums  as  may 
be  necessary,  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I  also  ask  to  have  In- 
serted in  the  Rkcord  an  excerpt  from  National  Aeronautics, 
a  publication  very  much  esteemed  In  the  United  States. 
This  excerpt  appears  on  page  19,  under  the  cai^lon 
"Education." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Tlicre  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Recou>,  as  follows: 

DTTCATION 
Start  an  education  program  through  the  Civil  Aeronautic  Au- 
thority on  the  advantages  of  privately  owned  planes  for  btislness 
and  pleasure  use.  Prepare  and  make  avaUable  at  low  cost  com- 
plete groxind-scbool  courses,  together  with  examinations  for  both 
instructed  and  self-taught  Publish  similar,  but  ground-school 
courses  for  younger  people,  together  with  plans  for  model  planes 
and  manuals  on  model-plane  construction  and  flying.  Establish 
a  secUon  of  aviation  education  In  the  Federal  Office  of  Education 
to  foster  the  use  of  aviation  as  a  conveyor  subject  In  secondary 
schools. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  also  ask  to  have  in- 
serted in  the  Rxcord  a  very  able  article  on  the  very  subject 
of  my  bill,  which  I  have  had  inserted  in  the  R«cord,  the 
article  being  by  J.  Parker  Van  Zandt.  which  appears  on  pages 
12  and  13  oX  National  Aeronautics,  bearing  on  the  training  of 
boys  and  girls  in  the  schools  of  the  United  States,  and  under 
national  control  and  supervision,  the  art  and  science  of 
aviation. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
I»1nted  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Making  thx  Pttbuc  Aoi-Minded — How  Dknmakk  Oivxc  Hcb  CRnj>azir 

AN   OPPORTXTNTrr    TO   Flt 

(By  J.  Parker  Van  Zandt) 

There's  nothing  rotten  In  Denmark,  speaking  aeronautlcally.  It's 
•  Uttle  country  with  a  big  Idea.  An  Idea  so  sound  and  far  reaching 
that  were  the  United  States  to  adopt  It  flying  In  America  would  be 
revolutionized. 

Quite  by  accident  I  stumbled  on  It  last  autumn  In  the  Uttle  city 
of  Esbjerg.  Danes  call  Bsbjerg  the  "Chicago"  of  Denmark:  tourists 
know  It  better  as  the  port  for  the  channel  route  from  Harwich  to 
Copenhagen.  The  romantic  Island  of  Fano  is  a  short  ferry  ride  away, 
with  Its  fine  bathing  beaches  and  colorful  native  costumes. 

That's  what  took  me  there.  I  was  hunting  a  spot  to  rest  and 
swim  after  months  spent  searching  for  new  Ideas  up  and  down 
Europe'.s  airways,  from  Egypt  to  the  Arctic  Circle  and  Ireland  to  the 
Black  Sea.  As  It  happened,  the  biggest  Idea  of  all  was  where  I  least 
expected  to  find  It. 

Denmark,  you  know.  Is  an  Island  kingdom  like  England,  but, 
unlike  England.  It  has  a  foothold  on  the  continent.  The  peninsula 
of  Jutland,  where  you'U  find  Esbjerg.  Is  the  Danish  mainland  and 
qiUte  the  biggest  part  of  the  kingdom.  But  In  Denmark  the  "tall 
wags  the  dog."  For  Copenhagen,  the  capital.  Is  on  a  snudler  Island  to 
the  east,  facing  Sweden  across  the  narrow  straits  where  Hamlet  once 
held  sway. 

Up  to  a  years  ago  the  Danish  penlnstila  was  not  cm  any  air  map. 
All  the  famous  ETuropean  air  lines  passed  It  by.  I'he  Scandinavian 
Air  Express,  which  brings  the  north  countries  within  a  few  hours  of 
London  and  Paris,  the  routes  to  Germany.  Holland,  and  elsewhere. 
aU  stopped  at  Copenhagen.  Jutland,  and  with  It  Esbjerg,  was  out 
of  the  great  current  of  modem  aviation  progress,  caught  in  a  quiet 
backwater. 

Not  that  the  Jutlanders  cared.  They  weren't  alr-mlnded.  Proud 
even  of  their  dialect.  Jutlanders  would  tolerate  no  condescension 
from  the  capital  or  new-fangled  cotitraptlon  from  Copenhagen. 
They  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  anything  proposed  by  the  directors  of  Det 
Danske  Luftfartselskab — the  Danish  Airways. 

SECcrLAa  snvicK  kstablishxd 

Two  years  ago.  however,  an  experimental  airline  to  northern 
Jutland  demonstrated  unmistakably  that  provincial  leaders  would 
profit  from  the  establishment  of  a  regular  air  service.  Last  sum- 
mer saw  the  Inauguration  finally  of  several  daUy  air  connections 
between  the  peninsula  and  the  capital,  as  weU  as  a  north-south 
route  from  Aalborg  via  Esbjerg.  to  Qermany. 

Converting  conservative  Jutlanders  to  air  travel,  however,  proved 
tough  sledding.  The  rank  and  file  still  belonged  to  the  Abraham 
Lincoln  school  of -flyers — they  believed  a  man's  legs  should  be  long 
enough  to  reach  the  ground.  Isolated  by  their  geographical  posi- 
tion, they  had  had  no  inducement  to  develop  an  Interest  In  flying. 


BHXAXnrC   THB  ICS 

8o  the  directors  of  the  air  line  went  toto  a  huddle  with  the 
city  fathers  of  Bsbjerg.  Something  had  to  be  found  to  stir  up 
local  enthusiasm.  Some  scheme  to  break  the  ice  and  get  more 
people  started  to  flying  was  essential.  The  first  time  off  the  groimd 
was  the  "hump";  once  over  that,  the  rest  would  be  easy  sailing. 

So  here  Is  the  Idea  they  evolved: 

The  city  fathers  agreed  to  Invite  all  the  school  children  to  fide 
free  of  charge  on  short  Joy  flights  over  the  city,  as  a  part  of  their 
regular  educational  training.  The  air  line  agreed  to  place  the  nec- 
saary  equipment  at  the  disposal  of  the  board  of  education,  at 
ffff»l»thing  less  than  actual  op)erating  cost. 

icAKiMa  rr  bimplx 

Before  each  flight.  Instructors  would  explain  In  simple  language 
what  kept  a  plane  In  the  air  and  the  fvmctlon  of  its  various  parts. 
Flights  would  be  only  out  of  regtilar  school  hotirs,  so  as  not  to 
Interfere  with  classroom  wwk.  Poilowlng  the  demonstrations, 
parents  and  others  wotild  also  be  offered  Joy  rides  at  reduced  rates. 

"But."  warned  the  skeptical  burgomaster,  "of  course,  not  half 
the  children  will  fly.  In  the  first  place,  their  parents  wont  let 
them.  It  must  be  clearly  understood  that  this  Is  entirely  volun- 
tary, without  obligation  either  on  our  part  or  theirs.  We  have 
4.600  school  children  In  Esbjerg,  and  you  won't  get  over  3.000. 

"All  right,"  agreed  the  air-line  directors.  "We'll  carry  the  first 
3.000  at  so  much  apiece,  and  any  over  that  number  at  a  lower 
flgtire."  Pinal  details  were  worked  out  and  the  plan  put  Into  effect 
last  June. 

How  many  of  the  4.600  school  children  do  you  suppose  accepted 
the  Board  of  Education's  Invitation?     Over  4.500. 

Youngsters  deviled  the  life  otrt  of  their  families  until  they  ob- 
tamed  the  coveted  permission  to  fly.    Timid  parents  had  no  peace. 

PASSNTS  COAXED  ALONG 

The  children  talked  of  nothing  else  around  the  family  table. 
Fathers  and  mothers  were  dragged  to  the  airport  to  watch,  loudly 
protesting,  and  ended  by  taking  joy  rides  themselves. 

On  1  day  alone  in  a  city  of  only  37.000  citizens  there  were  835 
psMengers.  In  6  weeks  over  10.000  had  flown — practlvally  one  out 
of  every  three  Inhabitants.  Aviation  was  the  town  topic — and  has 
stayed  so.  Today  Esbjerg,  on  the  Jutland  Peninsula,  Is  the  most 
alr-mlnded  city  in  Europe. 

Now,  transfer  this  Idea  to  America: 

Can  you  picture  to  yotirself  what  It  would  mean  If  the  boards  of 
education  In  all  our  progressive  cities  and  towns,  from  coast  to 
coast  and  from  Canada  to  the  Oulf  of  Mexico,  were  to  adopt  this 
plan?  How  many  hundreds  of  potential  Esbjergs  there  are  In  the 
United  States. 

"And  a  Uttle  child  .shall  lead  them."  More  than  S.OOO.OOO  school 
children  making  alr-mlnded  enthusiasts  out  of  10.000.000  parents 
and  an  uncounted  host  of  vmcles.  aunts,  and  In-laws.  It  would 
transform  the  whole  tempo  of  aviation  progress  in  America. 

This  Esbjerg  idea  is  no  idle  theory.  It  works.  It's  a  demon- 
strated plan  that  packs  a  wallop. 

Europe's  totalitarian  states  have  demonstrated  what  the  threat 
of  aircraft  can  do  to  democracies  that  do  not  prepare.  Let  little 
Denmark,  Europe's  oldest  unconquered  kingdom,  show  us  the  demo- 
cratic way  to  make  the  United  States  an  air-minded,  vmconquerable 
nation. 

Mr.  WHEELER  obtained  the  floor. 
Mr.  KINO.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  wUl  call  the  roH 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 

Bdiwartz 

Schwellenbadi 

Sheppard 

Shlpstesd 

Slattery 

Smathers 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Tbomas.  Okla. 

Tbomas.  Utah 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-eight  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  would  hesitate  to  take 
up  the  time  of  the  Senate  at  this  late  hour  of  the  day  but  I 
think  the  subject  which  I  am  about  to  discuss,  because  of 
the  hysteria  which  seems  to  be  now  sweeping  the  country.  Is 
of  sufflcient  importance  to  Justify  my  doing  sa 
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Adams 

ConnaUy 

King 

Andrews 

Danaher 

LaFoUetta 

Ashurst 

Davis 

Lee 

Austin 

Downey 

Lodge 

Bailey 

Ellender 

Lucas 

Bankhead 

George 

Lundeen 

Barbour 

Oerry 

McCarran 

Barkley 

OlbsoB 

McKellar 

Bilbo 

Gillette 

McNary 

Bone 

Ouffcy 

Maloney 

Bridges 

Oumey 

Mead 

Brown 

Hale 

Miller 

Bulow 

Harrison 

Mlnton 

Burke 

Hatch 

Murray 

Byrd 

Hayden 

Norrls 

Byrnes 

Herring 

Nye 

Capper 

Hill 

CMahooey 

Caraway 

Holman 

Overton 

Chandler 

Holt 

Pepper 

Chavez 

Htighes 

Radcllffe 

Clark.  Idaho 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reynolds 

Clark.  Mo. 

John.«on.  Colo. 

RuaseU 

The  Senator  from  NetMUska  [Mr.  Norris]  has  just  con- 
cluded a  speech  of  several  hoars,  which  I  regret  more  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  did  not  hear.  He  called  attention  to  what 
went  on  during  and  after  the  last  war  with  reference  to  per- 
sons being  persecuted  and  denied  their  civil  rights.  That 
the  same  thing  is  taking  place  or  beginning  to  take  place  in 
this  country  is  revealed  by  nearly  every  daily  newspaper 
which  is  printed  in  America.  I  happened  to  pick  up  and  read 
the  New  York  Times  of  this  morning.     I  noticed  a  headline: 

Two  Labor  Party  men  beaten  by  paraders.  Attacked  after  passing 
out  antiwar  bills. 

I  know  nothing  of  the  circumstances,  but  this  indicates  the 
hysteria  which  is  sweeping  the  country,  and  particularly  in 
some  of 'the  cities  of  the  East. 

Mr.  President,  at  a  time  when  wars  are  raging  around  us, 
problems  of  defense  and  national  safety  must  remain  upper- 
most in  our  minds.  We  shall  not  find  much  to  comfort  us 
until  we  have  taken  every  possible  step  to  preserve  liberty 
and  democracy  in  a  world  from  which  those  concepts  are 
rapidly  vanishing.  But  it  Is  important  for  us  to  remember 
that  such  steps  as  we  have  taken,  and  others  which  we  may 
be  called  upon  to  take,  will  be  nullified  unless  they  contain 
safeguards  to  preserve  our  traditional  freedom  of  speech  and 
opinion,  our  even-handed  justice  and  fair  labor  standards,  as 
well  as  whatever  amelioration  of  social  ills  we  have  been 
able  to  obtain.  It  is  impossible  to  defend  our  country 
against  any  possible  threats,  internal  or  external,  without 
defending  with  our  last  breath  the  very  l)asis  on  which  this 
country  was  founded.  Our  earliest  statesmen  formed  and 
stated  an  American  policy  of  civil  liberties  sufficiently  broad 
and  strong,  and  so  fundamentally  in  accord  with  American 
thought  then  and  now.  that  liberty  has  survived  and  con- 
tinued to  grow  In  our  land  despite  assaults  upon  it  made  in 
successive  periods  of  grave  emergency  and  strife.  We  have 
fought  for  liberty  In  the  past  with  the  strength  that  only 
freemen  can  muster.  We  must  continue  to  fight  in  the 
future  for  the  liberty  which  is  our  greatest  defense  against 
(^jpresslon  or  invasion  by  t3rrants. 

Civil  liberty  cannot  be  an  abstract  thing  for  Americans — 
a  phrase  to  which  we  can  pay  lip-service,  and  then  forget 
in  practice.  Our  whole  life  Is  rooted  upon  It,  and  we  have 
seen  what  has  happened  in  coimtries  where  it  has  ceased  to 
exist.  The  last  decade  has  made  us  all  familiar  with  the 
suppression  of  opinion,  of  newspapers,  of  churches,  of  legis- 
latures, of  courts,  and  of  civil  rights,  which  has  come  about 
in  some  European  countries  today.  We  all  know  the  horrors 
of  concentration  camps,  the  brutal  murders  of  political  op- 
ponents, the  functionings  of  secret  political  police  who  are 
employed  to  keep  every  person  under  observation,  and  to 
smash  latwr  unions,  and  torture  those  whose  only  crime  is 
that  they  hold  unpopular  religious  or  social  opinions.  To 
an  extent  unparalleled  in  history,  human  rights  have  been 
trampled  upon  and  banished  from  the  tottilitarian  sUtes. 
Now  that  Europe  is  at  war,  that  fanatical  forgetfulness  of 
all  ideas  of  justice  and  freedom  threatens  to  engulf  the 
world — even  our  part  of  the  world,  where  we  have  so  long 
cherished  quite  opposite  ideas. 

In  this  country  we  are  beginning  to  be  faced  with  attitudes 
and  states  of  mind  which,  if  unchecked  by  reason,  conunon 
sense,  and  the  lessons  of  past  experience,  may  threaten  seri- 
ous harm  to  our  security  and  independence. 

Let  me  call  attention  to  the  object  lesson  which  we  have 
before  us  today.  I  recently  traveled  across  the  country;  and 
during  my  trip,  patriotic,  good  citizens  came  to  me  and  said 
that  we  ought  to  pass  stringent  laws  to  suppress  this  group 
or  to  suppress  that  group.  It  should  be  remembered  by  all 
those  persons  who  are  talking  about  suppressing  their  op- 
ponents, or  persons  who  have  different  views  from  those 
held  by  some  of  us,  that  when  Mr.  Hitler  came  into  power 
he  promised  the  people  of  Germany  that  he  would  suppress 
all  labor  unions,  that  he  would  reduce  wages,  that  he  would 
Increase  profits,  and  that  he  would  stamp  out  all  liberal 
thought  in  all  of  Germany.  The  persons  who  put  Mr. 
Hitler  in  power— the  great  German  bankers  and  the  great 
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industrial  leaders— did  so  because  they  wanted  to  see  their 
opponents  crushed  and  liberalism  stamped  out  In  Oermany. 
Hitler  carried  out  his  program,  but  in  carrying  it  out,  the 
suppression  of  liberties  struck  home  at  those  who  sponsored 
him.  Thus  the  very  persons  who  had  i^aced  him  in  power 
gradually  began  to  complain  and  to  criticize  and  to  disagree 
with  him;  and  when  they  disagreed  with  him  he  sent  them 
to  concentration  camps.  He  suppressed  free  speech  upon 
their  part:  and  that  is  exactly  what  always  takes  place 
when  a  dictator  comes  to  power,  or  when  free  speech  is 
suppressed  in  any  country. 

This  is  exactly  what  has  happened  in  other  countries 
where  men  have  started  to  suppress  free  speech  on  the  part 
Of  their  opponents.  The  treachery  of  traitors  within  neutral 
countries  of  Europe  has  in  some  cases  proved  the  undoing 
of  those  countries.  We  have  seen  "fifth  columns"  of  dis- 
believers in  democracy  do  their  traitorous  work  behind  the 
lines,  and  have  wisely  begun  to  ask  ourselves  to  what  extent 
our  liberties  and  security  may  be  endangered  by  possible 
traitors  at  home.  Certain  precautions  have  been  taken,  or 
have  been  proposed.  There  is  general  agreement  that  if 
there  are  spies  or  traitors  in  our  midst  they  must  be  caught 
and  properly  dealt  with.  But  our  precautions  and  our  self- 
questioning  cannot  succeed  if  their  only  effect  is  to  arouse 
hysteria  and  set  in  motion  forces  and  programs  which  may 
become  as  great  a  menace  to  democracy  as  the  menaces 
they  seek  to  combat.  We  cannot  succeed  if  we  relinquish 
the  fundamental  basis  of  democracy,  or  if  we  abandon  vital 
parts  of  our  hard-won  social  progress.  The  President  has 
warned  us  against  succumbing  to  hysteria  arising  fi-om  the 
widespread  emotional  disquiet  provoked  by  recent  events 
abroad.  In  his  speech  on  May  26,  he  outlined  the  need  for 
an  adequate  defense.    Then  he  cautioned: 

While  our  Navy  and  our  airplanes  and  our  guns  may  be  otir  first 
lines  of  defense,  it  Is  stlU  clear  that  way  down  at  the  bottom, 
underlying  them  all,  giving  them  their  strenth,  sustenance,  and 
power,  are  the  spirit  and  morale  of  a  free  people. 

The  spirit  of  a  free  people  is  not  made  any  more  free  by 
knocking  out  the  props  from  under  freedom.  Quite  the 
opposite  is  the  case.  So  long  as  there  are  millions  of  unem- 
ployed we  cannot  afford  to  compel  people  to  work  longer 
hours  or  to  accept  lower  wages.  Neither  can  we  preserve 
liberty  and  justice  for  some  by  denying  it  to  others.  This  is 
not  a  time  to  harass,  hound,  or  persecute  anyone,  no  matter 
what  his  station  in  life  may  be.  whether  it  is  high  or  whether 
it  is  low.  It  seems  to  me  this  is  a  time  for  all  classes  of 
citizens  In  the  United  States,  whether  they  be  businessmen 
or  whether  they  be  laboring  people,  to  unite  for  the  common 
purpose  of  maintaining  democracy  here.  It  is  time  for  all  of 
us  to  stop  calling  each  other  names.  Proposals  which  may 
have  the  effect  of  persecuting  minorities  are  fundamentally 
un-American.  If  they  involve  the  denial  or  infringement  of 
the  civil  rights  granted  under  the  Constitution,  restrictive 
measures  may  become  as  obnoxious  to  freedom-loving  Amer- 
icans as  any  disloyal  action  by  a  citizen  or  noncitizen. 
Hysteria  or  mob  action  without  due  process  of  law  can  have 
no  part  in  the  solution  of  any  problem  raised  by  the  presence 
in  our  country  of  undesirable  immigrants. 

The  President  has  also  stated,  in  his  message  accompany- 
ing the  proposed  transfer  of  the  Bureau  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  from  the  Department  of  Labor  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice: 

While  It  Is  designed  to  afford  more  effective  control  over  aliens, 
this  proposal  does  not  reflect  any  Intention  to  deprive  them  of 
their  civil  liberties  or  otherwise  to  Impair  their  legal  status. 

I  do  not  believe  the  President  of  the  United  States  has 
any  intention  of  doing  other  than  he  stated  in  his  message 
to  the  Congress;  but  those  of  us  who  have  been  familiar 
with  the  activities  of  the  Department  of  Justice  in  the  past, 
and  particularly  during  periods  of  hysteria,  cannot  help 
being  fearful  lest  the  same  Bureau  of  Investigation  resort 
to  the  same  tactics  which  it  has  used  on  previous  occasions, 
particularly  when  one  of  the  same  men  is  in  charge  of  those 
activities. 
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Attorney  General  Jackson,  who  will  have  the  great  re- 
sponsibility of  guarding  the  rights  and  welfare  of  non- 
citizens  if  their  supervision  is  transferred  to  his  Department, 
vigorously  afBrmed  his  Intention  to  carry  out  the  President's 
assurance  that  the  rights  of  noncitizens  are  to  be  assiired. 
The  Attorney  General  said  on  May  23: 

Every  precaution  will  b«  taken  to  observe  both  the  letter  and  the 
spirit  of  the  Presidents  message  which  assures  proper  respect  for 
the  civil   rights  of  noncitizens. 

But  in  view  of  the  statements  which  have  been  made  upoil 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Nebraska  I  Mr.  NorrisI  as  to  some  of  the  things  that  have 
gone  on.  and  In  view  of  the  report  which  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral made  in  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  it  is  not 
any  wonder  that  people  are  skeptical.  As  I  said  on  yester- 
day. I  am  not  opposed  to.  and  in  fact.  I  should  be  very 
much  Inclined  to  vote  for.  a  transfer  of  the  Bureau  of  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization  to  another  Department  than  the 
Department  of  Labor;  but.  in  my  humble  judgment,  the 
Department  to  which  it  more  properly  belongs  is  the  De- 
partment of  State. 

The  reassurances  I  have  just  quoted  from  the  statements  of 
high  officials  have  come  at  a  time  when  they  are  sorely  needed. 
Already  zealous  persons,  in  their  vigilance  and  their  desire 
to  be  helpful,  have  acted  and  spoken  without  calmness  and 
reason.  Some  of  the  instances  reported  by  the  newspapers 
during  recent  weeks  might  move  us  to  laughter  if  they  were 
not  so  prophetic  of  more  dreadful  things  to  come.  For  exam- 
ple, last  week  here  in  Washington  police  and  Federal  officers 
surrounded  a  downtown  building  on  Twelfth  Street  to  make 
a  raid  on  suspected  "fifth  columnists."  They  dashed  up  three 
flights  of  stairs  only  to  find  one  of  the  alleged  plotters  propped 
up  in  bed.  innocently  reading  a  mystery  novel.  In  Philadel- 
phia the  police  had  to  rescue  from  a  barrage  of  eggs  two 
youngsters  who  had  obtained  a  permit  for  a  peace  talk.  The 
speakers  had  to  be  taken  to  a  police  station  as  a  protective 
measure.  In  Illinois,  a  number  of  radicals  were  threatened 
by  mob  action,  and  they,  too,  were  compelled  to  take  refuge 
in  a  police  station  overnight.  Three  persons  were  ejected 
from  a  border  town  in  Texas  by  an  angry  mob  of  citizens. 
They  were  suspected  of  l)eing  Nazi  sympathizers  and  the 
literature  they  carried  was  burned.  After  the  aroused  emo- 
tions of  the  townspeople  had  calmed  down,  it  was  discovered 
that  the  victims  were  in  fact  missionaries  of  a  religious  sect, 
and  that  the  leaflets  they  were  distributing  were  religious 
tracts  filled  with  Bible  quotations. 

It  so  happened  that  a  daughter  of  mine  returned  from  St. 
Louis  this  morning.  She  told  me  that  in  St.  Louis  people  are 
going  around  painting  swastikas  upon  the  homes  of  families 
of  German  descent.  That  is  happening  not  only  in  St.  Louis; 
the  tide  of  intolerance  is  again  rising  in  our  country  as  it  did 
during  the  last  war.  Such  instances  as  these  have  brought  to 
leaders  of  American  thought,  to  press  commentators,  and  to 
the  editors  of  influential  newspapers,  the  realization  of  the 
need  for  conquering  the  hysterical  currents  abroad  in  the 
land  Ixjfore  they  lead  to  a  complete  break-down  of  civil  rights. 
Raymond  Clapper  wrote  the  following  statement  in  the 
Scnpps-Howard  newspapers  of  May  28: 

We  are  In  d%nger  of  going  into  a  panic  of  fright,  if  indeed  we 
are  not  already  at  that  stage,  over  the  "fifth  column"  danger. 

Public  temper  concerning  national  defense  has  struck  an  ener- 
getic, workmanlike  pace.  That  same  spirit  should  be  applied  to 
the  "flfth  column"  problem.  We  are  In  danger  of  wrecking  some 
of  the  basic  things  for  which  democracy  stands,  of  doing  the  very 
things  for  which  we  so  despise  the  Hitler  regime,  of  wronging 
Innocent  people. 

Being  calm  and  avoiding  hysteria  does  not  mean,  or  should  not 
mean,  being  indifferent.  We  cannot  afford  to  be  Indifferent  about 
anything  that  concerns  our  national  security.  We  can  afford  to 
be  cool-headed. 

In  the  matter  of  the  "flfth  column"  some  fantastic  events  are 
being  reported  in  the  press.  One  organization  intends  to  have 
1,000.000  rifle-toting  mothers  ready  by  July  1  to  combat  any  para- 
chute Invasion.  Two  parachute  legions  have  been  formed  in 
Pittsburgh.  In  California  there  la  an  Erase  the  Fifth  Column.  Inc. 
Some  fellow  was  reported  shot  l)ecause  someone  thought  he  was 
a  "fifth  coltimnist."  A  newspaper  reader  telephoned  me  the  day 
after  ex-Oovemor  Landon  issued  his  recent  statement  against  a  third 
tarm   and   said   that   was  a   "traltoroits"   utterance.     A  friend   oX 


mine,  noticing  In  a  newspaper  a  headline  that  the  Nazis  were  ad- 
vancing, said  a  pro-German  must  be  writing  those  heada. 

Police  here  received  a  mysterious  telephone  call  that  two  "fifth 
columnists"  were  about  to  blow  up  a  Government  building.  Police 
raced  to  the  home  address  given.  Four  surrounded  the  house,  five 
dashed  upstairs,  flung  open  the  door,  and  found  one  of  the  svispecta 
reading  a  Conan  Doyle  detective  story.  After  questioning  him 
police  decided  their  tip  was  the  work  of  a  crank. 

Press  reports  indicate  that  mlnutemen  are  syringing  up  in  many 
places.  Before  long  any  little  pants  presser  will  be  able  to  put 
a  competitor  out  of  the  way  by  turning  him  In  as  a  "flfth 
columnist."  Any  fellow  who  wants  30  cents  an  hour  when  the  boss 
is  paying  25  cents  will  be  suspected  as  a  "fifth  colximnist."  If 
this  business  goes  on  what  will  be  the  difference  between  a  Com- 
munist criticizing  President  Roosevelt  or  a  Republican  criticizing 
him?     They  wlU  both  be  stirring  up  dissension. 

Mr.  Clapper  then  discussed  possible  measures  or  precau- 
tions which  he  would  like  to  see  taken.  He  concluded  with 
these  words: 

In  short,  there  Is  plenty  of  legitimate  work  to  be  done  against 
real  "flfth  column"  r.ctlvitles  by  authorized  ofDcials.  The  rest  must 
be  trusted  to  the  gocd  judgment  and  democratic  spirit  of  American 
citizens. 

In  the  previovis  war,  concrete  tennis  courts  were  reported  as  Ger- 
man gun  emplacements  cunningly  laid  here  for  future  use.  A 
restaurant  which  served  a  bit  of  rock  salt  In  a  dish  of  ice  cream 
was  liable  to  suspicion  of  having  a  German  spy  planting  ground 
glass  in  the  food.  It  will  be  a  sad  day  in  this  democracy  when  a 
fellow  can't  tell  one  of  those  old  W.  P.  A.  jokes  without  being  sus- 
pected of  "flfth  column"  tactics  to  undermine  confldence  in  the 
Government. 

I  have,  on  another  occasion,  told  the  story  how.  during  the 
last  war.  reports  came  into  the  city  of  Washington  from  my 
State  of  Montana,  that  German  airplanes  were  fljring  over  the 
Rocky  Mountains.  I  asked  a  Justice  Department  officer  to 
look  into  the  matter,  and  when  he  returned  he  reported  that 
there  was  nothing  to  It.  Later.  I  asked  a  United  States 
marshal  to  look  into  the  story,  and  he  also  reported  that 
there  was  no  basis  for  the  stories.  Yet  the  Washington  office 
insisted  that  German  airplanes  were  flying  around  out  there. 
I  then  went  down  and  conferred  with  an  Army  captain  at  the 
fort  at  Missoula.  He  said.  "Have  you  ever  been  up  to  the 
little  town  of  Hamilton  at  night,  and  then  returned  through 
that  beautiful  valley  to  Missoula?  As  you  come  down 
through  the  valley  and  look  over  your  right  shoulder  you  will 
see  the  North  Star,  and  as  you  are  moving  the  star  appears  to 
be  moving  too."  He  added.  "These  good,  patriotic  citizens  out 
here  have  actually  got  to  thinking  they  are  hearing  the  buzz 
of  an  airplane;  and  that  is  all  there  is  to  it." 

The  hysteria  In  those  days  reached  the  stage  where 
patriotic  citizens  all  over  the  country  were  carried  away, 
and  were  suspecting  every  one  who  had  a  German  name. 
I  could  call  attention  to  incident  after  Incident  along  that 
line.  All  who  were  then  active  in  affairs  can  do  the  same. 
There  is  no  need  for  further  detail  on  that  score. 

Mr.  Justice  Murphy,  when  Attorney  General,  ably  stated 
the  consequences  of  going  about  the  job  of  saving  democracy 
in  an  undemocratic  way.    He  said: 

You  do  not  and  cannot  strengthen  and  protect  democracy  by 
undermining  it  And  you  begin  to  undermine  democracy  the 
moment  you  t>egln  to  draw  the  line  and  say  that  this  or  that 
person  or  group  shall  not  have  civil  liberty.  Draw  the  line  against 
one  group  and  It  is  an  easy  step  to  draw  It  against  another,  and 
then  another. 

The  need  for  maintaining  democracy  by  making  democ- 
racy a  living  thing  was  recently  stated  by  Chief  Justice 
Hughes,  who  said: 

You  cannot  maintain  democratic  Institutions  by  the  forms  of 
words  or  taking  occasional  patriotic  vows.  You  maintain  democ- 
racy by  malting  the  Institutions  work  as  they  are  intended  to  do 
with  the  full  confldence  of  the  people. 

During  the  Court  fight  I  stated  that.  In  my  Judgment.  Chief 
Justice  Hughes  would  go  down  In  history  as  one  of  the  great- 
est Chief  Justices  ever  to  serve  upon  the  Supreme  Court.  All 
during  the  war  hysteria,  all  diiring  his  'ife.  in  fact,  he  has 
taken  a  position  in  line  with  the  statement  which  I  have  just 
quoted. 

In  a  well-considered  editorial  on  May  25,  the  Washington 
Post  declared  that  the  right  to  hold  and  express  opinions  is 
inherent  and  unassailable,  and  added  that  to  argue  otherwise 
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ts  to  emulate  the  methods  of  dictators  while  denouncing  them. 
The  Post  editorial  concluded: 

One  might  believe,  to  listen  to  some  current  assertions,  that  all 
who  are  not  now  feverishly  pro- Ally  are  by  that  token  pro-German 
and  "flfth  coltimn"  in  their  outlook.  The  use  of  the  phrase  In  that 
connection  is  omlnoxis.  It  implies  the  undermining  of  an  essential 
safeguard  of  democracy,  which  is  the  protection  of  minority  opin- 
ions— no  matter  how  unpopiilar  and  unwelcome  they  may  be. 

The  most  dangerous  "flfth  ccrfumn."  It  may  be  argued,  la  com- 
poaed  of  those  who  at  this  time  seek  to  overwhelm  and  silence 
xmorthodox  0{>inlon8.  It  is  composed  of  those  who  would  stigma- 
tize as  traitorous  all  Ideas  and  thoughts  which  do  not  coincide 
with  what  they  personally  deem  desirable.  That  "flfth  column" 
may  be  eager  to  defend  the  United  States.  But  it  has  no  wish  to 
defend  democracy. 

This  same  thought  wm  expressed  by  the  New  York  Times 
on  May  24: 

The  time  has  not  come — and,  God  willing,  win  not  come — ^when 
we  shall  see  a  spy  behind  ev»y  bush  and  a  public  enemy  behind 
every  foreign  accent.  The  President  speclflcally  disclaims  "any 
Intention  to  deprive  aliens  of  their  civil  liberties  or  otherwise  to 
Impair  their  legal  status."  We  can  count  on  Attorney  General 
Jackson  to  live  up  to  the  spirit  as  weU  as  the  letter  of  this 
admonition. 

The  "flfth  columnists"  in  every  democratic  country  have  abused 
their  liberties.  They  are  as  low  and  groveling  a  form  of  human 
life  as  one  can  Imagine.  But  they  cannot  be  successfully  fought 
by  taking  away  the  liberties  erf  loyal  citizens  or  of  law-abiding  aliens 
who  are  honestly  grateful  for  the  hospitality  they  have  found  here. 
Whatever  happens,  we  m\ist  stand  firm  in  friendship  for  all  who 
love  liberty. 

The  New  York  Post  on  May  27  warned  against  steps  which 

might  add  some  of  our  own  people  to  the  total  of  our 

enemies: 

To  cause  suflTerlng  and  despair  in  2,000,000  people  because  of  the 
actions  of  an  inflnitesimal  percentage  of  them  will  only  add  to  the 
problem  of  defense,  not  solve  it. 

On  May  24  the  New  York  Post,  in  the  course  of  a  long 
editorial,  emphasized  the  need  for  caution  in  launching  meas- 
ures against  our  neighbors: 

A  blind  movement  against  all  foreigners  to  gathering  force. 
Nothing  could  he  more  unjustlflable.  •  •  •  ProtecUon  of  our 
democracy  from  so-called  "flfth  crtumn"  plots  cannot  be  helped 
by  persecution  of  the  forelgn-bom. 

The  decent,  hard-working  neighbor  with  the  unfamiliar  accent  is 
still  the  same  today  as  he  was  last  week.  He  Is  busy  with  the 
problems  conunon  to  us  aU,  the  earning  of  a  living,  education  of 
his  children,  the  security  of  his  home.  If  he  belongs  to  any  or- 
ganization at  all  It's  probably  connected  with  his  church  or  it  may 
be  a  social  club,  where  he  can  play  a  game  of  pinochle  or  back- 
gammon and  relapee  for  half  an  hour  into  his  old  language.  The 
notions  and  politics  of  the  Old  World  are  far  away,  although  he 
may  be  worrying  over  the  fate  of  relatives  overseas. 

Men  such  as  theee  were  the  fathers  or  grandfathers  of  many  of 
us.  Yet  men  and  women,  under  the  stress  of  fear,  have  short 
memories. 

Mr.  President,  an  account  of  an  interview  with  Jonathan 
Daniels,  the  distinguished  North  Carolina  editor  and  traveler 
and  the  son  of  Josephus  Daniels,  now  Ambassador  to  Mexico, 
was  published  in  the  Washington  Post  on  May  25.  The 
account  reports  Mr.  Daniels  as  believing  that  the  country  is 
•*very  sound  at  the  core."  The  following  is  an  extract  from 
this  newspaper  story: 

[Mr.  Daniels]  believes  that  most  of  the  Germans  In  the  United 
States  would  be  loyal  to  this  ccvmtry  in  extreme  eventualities 
and  Is  convinced  that  the  chirf  concern  of  everyone  even  now  "ia 
how  to  get  something  to  eat." 

"When  they  have  a  fun  stomach  they  all  are  nice,"  he  said. 
He  found  them,  everyone,  stUl  wanting  bread  and  the  security 
that  t>nnga  It  rather  than  guns. 

On  May  29  the  New  York  Times  commented  on  one  of  the 
bills  currently  before  Congress  which  contains  what  the 
Times  refer  to  as — 

a  provision  which  is  a  deadly  blow  at  the  civil  liberties  of  several 
million  law-abiding  residents  of  the  United  States. 

The  editorial  reads: 

The  fact  that  the  alien  Is  legally  here  will  not  save  him  (from 
be.ng  subject  to  the  provision  1.  The  fact  that  he  may  be  a 
refugee  from  Russian  or  German  tyranny  will  not  excuse  him. 
The  fact  that  he  has  applied  for  his  ctttoenahlp  papers  is  im- 
material The  fact  that  he  fervently  accepts  the  loftiest  Ameri- 
can traditions,  InclwUng  the  Bill  of  Rlghta.  will  have  nothing  to 
do  with  his  case. 


U&conctttutknal  or  not,  the  measure  carries  In  every  syllable 
the  mark  of  bigotry  and  injustice.  It  turns  its  back  on  the 
noblest  aspirations  of  the  greatest  Americans  from  the  time  of 
George  Washington  down.  It  comes  as  fuel  to  the  flames  of  irra- 
tional prejudice  at  the  very  time  when  we  need  to  be  calm,  to  be 
tolerant,  and  to  seek  and  hold  the  friendship  of  all  men  every- 
where, on  our  shores  and  In  foreign  lands,  who  love  liberty,  who 
hate  injtistice  and  tyranny,  and  who  believe  in  progress  tinder  law. 

I  call  attention  to  these  things  because  I  have  heard  per- 
sons not  In  Congress  say  "Congress  ought  to  pass  laws  to  sup- 
press this  or  that  organization."  And  I  have  beard  Congress- 
men and  others  in  high  places  in  the  Govenunent  say  the 
same  thing.  They  denotmoe  a  totalitarian  form  of  govern- 
ment on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other  hand  tbey  would 
set  up  totalitarian  mechanisms  which  can  only  bring  about 
totalitarianism  in  the  United  States  of  America, 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  In  line  with  what  the  Senator  has 
just  said,  and  touching  one  phase  of  it — a  totally  different 
phase — I  want  to  take  the  liberty  of  reading  to  the  Senator 
one  paragraph  from  the  Presidential  message  which  was 
read  in  the  House  of  Re[H-esentatives  at  1  o'clock  today.  I 
read  as  follows: 

There  is  a  speciflc  recommendation  I  would  make  In  concluding 
this  message :  That  before  adjournment  this  Congress  grant  me — 

The  President  speaking — 

grant  me  the  authority  to  call  Into  active  service  such  portion  of 
the  National  Guard  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  to  maintain  our 
position  of  neutrality  and  to  safeguard  the  national  defense,  this  to 
Include  authority  to  call  into  active  service  the  necessary  Reserve 
personnel. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  read  that  paragraph  it  is  shocking  to 
me,  because  it  sounds  to  me  like  a  request  for  power  to 
order  at  least  partial  mobilization  on  the  strength  of  Execu- 
tive authority  alone.  I  submit  that  if  we  are  that  close  to 
emergency  this  Congress  had  better  stay  in  session  continu- 
ously, and  exercise  its  own  constitutional  authority  with 
respect  to  mobilization.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Montana  whether  civil  liberties  are  not  involved  in 
that  sort  of  a  contemplation. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  Issued  a  statement  a 
few  days  ago  in  which  I  said  that  I  thought  the  Congress 
ought  to  stay  in  session,  and  that  it  owed  a  duty  to  the 
people  of  this  country  to  remain  in  session  during  this 
period  of  hysteria. 

My  sympathies  are  with  the  Allies,  but  I  have  repeatedly 
said  that  I  am  vehemently  opposed  to  any  step  that  may 
lead  this  country  into  sending  American  boys  across  the 
waters.  Not  only  that,  but  I  oppose  granting  to  any  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  in  the  absence  of  the  Congress, 
the  authority  and  the  right  to  mobilize  or  to  take  away  the 
power  that  rightfully  rests  with  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

In  two  editorials  on  May  26  and  27  the  Washington  Post 
again  stated  the  case  for  tolerance  and  restraint.  On  May 
26  the  editorial  writer  pointed  out  that  there  is  at  present 
no  emergency  calling  for  the  discriminatory  treatment  of 
law-abiding  persons,  and  there  Is  "no  need  to  Impair  the 
fundamental  rights  and  privileges  that  have  made  this 
country  and  its  flag  a  source  of  pride."  On  the  following 
day  this  newspaper  said  that — 

Unremitting  vigilance  Is  essential  •  •  •  to  guard  against  acts 
ol  oppression  toward  harmleas  aliens  at  a  time  when  the  public  is 
In  a  highly  exciUble  state  of  mind.  •  •  •  Pair-minded  Ameri- 
cans must  resist  these  trends.  Otherwise  the  proposed  system  of 
alien  registration,  Instead  of  being  a  legitimate  protective  device, 
might  easily  become  a  census  of  persons  subject  to  unfair  discrimi- 
nation and  oppressive  reetrtctlona. 

The  press  of  the  Nation  In  general,  as  well  as  leaders  of 
opinion,  are  apparently  alive  to  the  dangers  implicit  in  any 
restrictive  measures  undertaken  against  minority  groups  In 
this  coimtry.  It  is  also  still  realized  that  we  cannot  back- 
track on  either  social  progress  or  civil  rights.  The  results  of 
maintaining  high  standards  of  wages  and  hours,  and  an 
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extended  rather  than  a  curtailed  program  of  economic  secu- 
rity, are  value  not  only  in  themselves.  They  have  now  be- 
come a  part  of  the  American  way  of  life  which,  if  we  should 
ever  have  to  go  to  war.  we  would  be  fighting  to  retain.  Mean- 
while, they  are  an  essential  part  of  the  defense  of  our  country, 
since  the  man  who  has  but  a  small  stake  in  democracy  and 
has  enjoyed  few,  if  any.  of  its  benefits  cannot  be  expected  to 
do  battle  as  energetically  in  its  defense  as  the  man  who  has 
a  Job,  who  has  some  measure  of  security  for  himself  and  his 
family,  and  who  is  the  beneficiary  of  all  our  heritage  of 
freedom. 

There  is  another  reason  why  neither  civil  rights  nor  the 
fruits  of  progress  can  be  sacrificed.  The  curtailment  of  either 
would  lead  to  the  possibility  of  dissension  and  would  surely 
turn  group  against  group  at  a  time  when  national  unity  is 
most  to  be  desirki.  The  singling  out  of  minorities  for  special 
controls  or  repressive  action  cannot  fail  to  arouse  resentment 
among  large  numbers  of  our  people,  whether  they  are  citizens 
or  noncltizens. 

If  action  against  minorities  should  include  repressions 
that,  through  zeal  or  misguidance,  result  in  needless  severity 
or  brutality,  or  in  violations  of  the  constitutional  rights  of 
aliens,  such  steps  would  be  resented  by  the  millions  of  Amer- 
icans whose  parents  or  grandparents  were  foreign-born  ani 
who  fled  to  this  country  to  escape  the  blight  of  oppression 
and  injustice  that  has  from  time  to  time  fallen  upon  other 
parts  of  the  world.  There  can  be  no  question  but  that  the 
deprivation  of  democratic  values  would  make  for  serious  dis- 
cord. Some  of  those  who  are  now  loyal  might  become  less 
loyal.  Some  of  those  who  have  loyally  closed  their  ears  to 
the  whisperings  of  the  disloyal  might,  in  the  face  of  cruelty 
and  the  raids  of  secret  police,  take  refuge  in  the  ranks  of 
the  very  "fifth  columns"  whose  threat  we  are  engaged  in 
combating.  Such  methods  would  gain  an  attentive  audience 
for  the  crackpots  and  the  foreign  agents  around  us. 

This  tragedy,  which  is  entirely  possible  of  accomplishment, 
as  events  of  the  past  prove,  must  be  prevented  at  all  costs. 
And  the  best  preventative  may  be  found  in  the  orderly  appli- 
cation of  the  processes  of  democracy.  Any  other  method  does 
Irreparable  harm  to  great  values.  In  the  emotional  chaos 
which  the  horrors  of  war  produce,  it  is  difficult  to  remem- 
ber— but  essential  to  remember — that  it  is  impossible  to  be 
too  free  to  fight  for  liberty,  too  democratic  to  fight  for  a 
republic,  too  just  to  fight  injustice.  The  best  bulwark  against 
dictatorship  is  democracy;  so  long  as  the  one  exists  there 
can  never  be  the  other. 

It  was  after  the  post-war  raids  against  aliens  in  1920 — raids 
which  were  replete  with  a  disregard  for  legal,  civil,  and 
persona]  rights  and  which  were  denounced  at  the  time  by 
eminent  members  of  the  bar  as  savoring  "of  the  worst  prac- 
tices of  tyranny" — that  the  Honorable  Charles  Evans  Hughes 
was  led  to  make  a  grave  speculation.    He  said: 

We  may  well  wonder  In  view  of  the  precedents  now  established 
whether  constitutional  government  as  heretofore  maintained  In 
this  Republic  could  survive  another  great  war  even  Tlctorlouslj 
waged. 

Bdr.  President,  those  are  not  the  words  of  a  radical.  Those 
are  not  the  words  of  a  Democrat.  Those  are  the  words  of  a 
Republican,  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States,  and  a 
great  American. 

The  memory  of  those  days,  when  the  Department  of  Justice 
carried  out  raids  in  which  as  many  as  2.000  law-abiding  per- 
sons were  arrested  in  a  single  night,  remain  very  much  in 
the  minds  of  many  of  us.  That  memory  and  the  fear  that 
hysteria  will  again  prompt  terroristic  night  assaults  on  many 
Innocent  and  worthy  citizens  and  noncitizens  in  the  name 
of  stamping  out  a  "fifth  column"  haunts  all  of  those  who  are 
now  raising  their  voices  against  the  enemies  of  tolerance,  of 
restraint,  of  lawful  process,  of  democratic  procedures  in  deal- 
ing with  as  yet  unrealized  and  undefined  threats  to  our 
democracy. 

The  1920  raids  were  carried  out  by  the  notorious  General 
Intelligence  Division  of  the  Department  of  Justice.  The  de- 
tails of  those  raids  Will  bear  close  study  if  we  wish  to  avoid 


their  repetition  now  or  in  the  future.  Among  other  evils 
accompanying  the  raids  were  serious  violations  of  funda- 
mental constitutional  rights,  as  was  pointed  out  in  later  years 
by  leading  Americans,  including  Charles  Evans  Hughes,  the 
present  Chief  Justice;  Prof.  Felix  Frankfurter  and  Dean 
Harlan  P.  Stone-,  now  on  the  Supreme  Court;  Senators  Tom 
Walsh,  Borah,  and  Norris;  United  States  Circuit  Judge  George 
W.  Anderson;  and  a  number  of  law-school  deans  and  pro- 
fessors. 

The  raids  were  Investigated  by  a  Senate  committee,  as  well 
as  by  a  Federal  court,  and  evidence  was  presented  of  arrests 
without  warrant,  searches  and  seizures  without  warrant,  sar- 
dinelike packing  of  hundreds  of  men  for  days  under  revolt- 
ing conditions,  as  in  the  "black  hole"'  of  Detroit,  transpor- 
tation of  arrested  persons  on  railroads  and  through  city 
streets  in  chains,  disregard  of  elementary  decency  in  the 
treatment  of  women,  some  of  them  pregnant,  and  separation 
of  families  so  that  destitute  dependents  were  unable  to  get 
help  from  breadwinners  held  incommunicado  or  "lost"  In 
undisclosed  places  of  detention. 

Because  some  perhaps  well-meaning  but  hysterical  persons 
are  again  calling  for  raids  and  round-ups.  it  is  interesting  to 
read  an  account  of  what  happened  in  1920  as  described  by 
one  of  the  country's  foremost  legal  scholars.  Prof.  Zechariah 
Chafee.  Jr..  of  Harvard  University: 

The  police  dragged  many  men  out  of  their  homes  In  the  dead 
of  night.  The  aliens,  none  of  them  under  any  criminal  charge 
and  many  of  them  held  without  warrants,  were  taken  on  trains 
and  through  the  streets  In  handcuffs  and  chains.  The  prisoners 
were  herded  In  vastly  overcrowded  quarters  without  sufficient 
clothing  and  food.  For  instance,  the  mayor  of  Deuoit  described 
as  "Intolerable  In  a  civilized  city"  conditions  In  the  police  "bull 
pen."  a  room  24  by  30  feet,  where  over  a  hundred  men  were  kept 
for  a  week.  Bail  was  often  fixed  at  very  high  amounts;  for  In- 
stance. •10.000.  although  $500  Is  the  nom:al  sum  specified  In  the 
Immigration  rules.  The  men  arrested  were  separated  for  days 
frona  their  wives  and  children,  who  were  left  without  support  by 
the  Government.  Instead  they  were.  Attorney  General  A.  Mitchell 
Palmer  a.ssures  us,  "looked  after  by  the  most  prominent  charitable 
organization  of  their  own  creed  In  the  locality.  It  Is  no  part  of 
the  Attorney  General's  duty  to  look  after  the  families  of  the  vio- 
lators of  our  law."  The  Supreme  Court  has  repeatedly  held  that 
aliens  held  for  expulsion  are  not  crlmlnlals.  This  apology  recalls 
the  British  CJeneral  Dyer,  the  hero  of  Amritsar.  who  found  shooting 
Into  a  crowd  a  still  more  satisfactory  way  to  get  rid  of  sedition, 
and  remarked  that  picking  up  the  wounded  was  no  business  of 
hla — that  was  the  business  of  the  ho^ltals. 

Let  me  remind  some  Members  of  the  Senate  of  what  took 
place  in  1920.  During  that  period  of  hysteria  it  was  the 
popular  thing  to  make  speeches  from  the  public  platform 
denoimcing  everybody  with  a  German  name,  to  talk  about 
"fifth  columns"  or  whatever  they  were  called  at  that  time,  and 
to  ask  that  laws  be  passed  to  put  certain  F>eople  in  prison  or 
In  concentration  camps.  Many  loyal,  honest  American  citi- 
zens, some  of  our  very  finest  and  most  patriotic  citizens,  in- 
dulged in  that  kind  of  speech  and  action.  We  had  a  Loyalty 
League  and  many  similar  organizations.  Men  sought  and 
were  elected  to  office  on  a  platform  of  tuxiusing  hysteria 
against  minority  groui>s.  But  also  let  me  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  these  same  men  who  sought  to  popularize  them- 
selves by  besmirching  the  character  of  others,  were  forgotten 
after  the  hysteria  was  over.  In  many  instances  they  became 
anathema  in  the  communities  in  which  they  lived. 

Now.  once  again,  we  witness  a  temporary  hysteria,  because 
of  the  use  of  "fifth  column"  tactics  by  Germany.  I  want  to 
see  our  Government  spend  every  single  cent  that  is  necessary 
to  be  spent  for  defense  purposes;  but  I  do  not  think  we  ought 
to  be  carried  away  by  the  hysteria  which  is  now  sweeping  the 
country  into  vast  expenditures  of  public  money  without  giving 
serious  thought  and  careful  planning  to  the  entire  program. 

Authoritative  reports,  some  of  them  official,  describe  the 
conduct  of  the  raids  about  which  I  have  spoken,  and  show 
in  detail  that  the  victims  were  mainly  persons  who  had  com- 
mitted no  crime  and  had  done  no  violence,  and  that  the 
government  iwlice,  under  cover  of  dealing  with  aliens,  ac- 
corded similar  treatment  to  many  citizens. 

In  the  case  of  Colyer  against  Skefflngton,  which  arose  out 
ol  a  1920  raid.  United  States  Circtiit  Court  Judge  George  W. 
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Anderson  indicated  that  the  Department  of  Justice  agents 
acted  like  a  mob,  made  arrests  without  warrants,  searched 
premises  without  warrants,  seised  papers  unlawfully,  held  ar- 
rested persona  incommunicado,  questioned  them  without  per- 
mitting them  to  have  a  lawyer,  chained  them,  exposed  th«n 
in  chains  before  newspaper  photographers,  and  used  under- 
cover informants  to  provoke  action  on  the  part  of  suspected 
persons.    As  i>art  of  many  criticisms.  Judge  Anderson  said: 

I  refrain  from  making  any  extended  comment  on  the  lawful- 
ness of  these  proceedings  by  our  supposedly  law-enfordng  offlclals. 
The  documents  and  acts  speak  for  themselves.  It  may,  however, 
fitly  be  observed  that  a  mob  Is  a  mob,  whether  made  up  of  Gcv- 
emment  offlclals  acting  under  Instructions  from  the  Department 
of  Justice,  or  of  criminals,  loafers,  and  the  vicious  classes. 

Mr.  Moorfield  Storey,  for  decades  a  leader  of  the  Boston 
bar,  and  who  la  remembered  wherever  lawyers  congregate, 
added  his  voice  to  that  of  those  who  came  to  look  on  the 
Government  raids  as  a  blot  on  American  history.    He  said: 

On  a  small  scale  a  reign  of  terror  was  produced  In  which  some 
thousands  of  Innocent  people  were  very  cruelly  treated  and  exposed 
to  much  suffering  and  loss.  The  statements  In  the  newspwipers 
were  false  and  misleading.  There  was  no  conspiracy  to  overthrow 
this  Oovenunent,  and  no  evidence  was  ever  produced  which  excused 
the  action  of  the  Government.  The  safeguards  of  the  Constitu- 
tion were  ignored,  and  any  true  American  must  blush  at  what 
was  done  and  at  the  Indifference  in  which  he  and  all  but  a 
handful  of  his  countrymen  tolerated  It. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  after  the  hysteria  had  passed,  many 
good  citizens  who  had  been  carried  away  by  the  hjrsteria 
blushed  at  what  they  had  done.  They  were  ashamed  of  it 
and  apologized.  We  all  remember  that  in  the  State  of  Wis- 
consin the  then  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  hanged 
In  effigy.  We  all  know  what  happened  to  other  Senators, 
Including  the  distingtiished  Senator  from  Nebraska  I  Mr. 
Norris  J  because  be  voted  against  this  country's  entering 
the  war.  Those  of  us  living  in  the  Northwest  know  that  a 
mob  daubed  yellow  paint  on  the  home  of  a  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  I  am  calling  attention  to  these  mat- 
ters now  because  all  over  this  country,  wherever  I  go,  I  can 
see  the  same  hysteria  being  aroused  again.  I  think  It  has 
been  aroused  partly,  if  I  may  say  so,  by  some  of  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  by  officials  in  Washington,  which 
have  frightened  many  of  our  people. 

Another  and  still  more  celebrated  Bostonian,  Mr.  Justice 
Holmes,  habitually  refused  to  mete  out  one  sort  of  Justice  for 
citizens  and  another  for  noncitizens.  He  clearly  saw  the 
danger  of  penalizing  aliens  for  holding  unpopular  opinions. 
This  is  what  he  said  in  the  Schwimmer  case: 

Sane  of  the  applicant's  answers  might  excite  popular  prejudice. 
but  if  there  to  any  principle  of  the  Constitution  that  man  im- 
peratively calls  for  attachment  than  any  other  it  Is  the  principle  of 
free  thought — not  free  thought  for  those  who  agree  with  us  but 
freedom  for  the  thought  that  we  hate.  I  think  that  we  should 
adhere  to  that  principle  with  regard  to  admission  into,  as  weU  as 
life  within,  this  country.  And  recurring  to  the  opinion  that  bars 
this  applicant's  way,  I  wotild  suggest  that  Quakers  have  done  their 
share  to  make  the  country  what  it  is,  that  many  citizens  agree  with 
the  applicant's  belief,  and  that  I  had  not  supposed  hitherto  that 
We  regretted  our  inability  to  expel  them  because  they  beUeve  more 
than  some  of  us  do  In  the  teachings  of  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount. 

This  morning  representatives  of  the  National  Broadcasting 
Co.  and  the  Columbia  Broadcasting  Co.,  and  the  head  of  the 
organization  of  all  the  broadcasters,  called  at  my  office. 
Tbey  called  my  attention  to  the  following  statement  which 
they  had  Issued: 

Htw  YOBK.  N.  Y.,  May  30.  1940. 

Gnus,  Radio  Station  WJSV.. 

Washinffton,  D.  C: 
The  Columbia  Broadcasting  System,  In  response  to  several  In- 
quiries concerning  Earl  Browder's  talk  Sunday  night.  Issued  the  fol- 
lowing statement:  The  radio  law  requires  broadca-sters  to  give  the 
same  treatment  to  lUl  candidates  for  any  public  office.  In  compli- 
ance with  this  law  we  have  arranged  to  carry  on  Sunday  evening 
June  2,  a  15-nilnute  talk  by  Earl  Browder  on  the  Communist  Party's 
represenUtlon  that,  at  that  time  he  will  be  the  duly  nomi- 
nated candidate  for  the  Presidency.  It  is  obvious  that  when  the 
Congress  enacted  the  communications  law.  present  conditions  and 
their  dangers  were  not  apparent.  Coliunbla  is  of  course  obedient  to 
the  laws  of  the  United  SUtes  but  It  Is  of  the  belief  that  the  com- 


mtmlcatloiM  law  should  be  changed  so  that  no  broadcaster  Is  com- 
peUed  to  give  time  to  the  candidates  of  any  political  party  if  It  is 
proven  to  be  aubeenrient  to  a  foreign  power. 

In  this  connection  I  call  attention  to  the  statute.  When 
we  passed  the  communications  law  some  years  ago  it  con- 
tained this  provision: 

S»c.  315.  If  any  licensee  shall  permit  any  person  who  Is  a  legally 
qualified  candidate  for  any  public  office  to  \ise  a  broadcasting  sta- 
tion, he  shall  afford  equal  opportunities  to  all  other  such  candidates 
for  that  office  in  the  use  of  such  broadcasting  station,  and  the 
Commission  shall  make  rules  and  regulations  to  carry  this  provi- 
sion into  effect;  Provided,  That  such  licensee  shall  have  no  power 
of  censorship  over  the  material  broculcast  under  the  provisions  of 
this  section.  No  obligation  is  hereby  imposed  upon  any  licensee  to 
allow  the  use  of  Its  station  by  any  such  candidate. 

The  present  law  was  drafted,  not  in  a  Democratic  admin- 
istration, but  in  a  Republican  administration,  to  preserve  the 
right  of  free  speech  In  the  United  States,  and  to  see  to  it  that 
each  candidate  for  public  office  shall  have  the  right  to  ex- 
press his  views,  whether  we  agree  with  them  or  not,  and  I 
certainly  do  not  agree  with  Mr.  Browder,  the  Communist 
Party,  or  their  theory  of  government.  I  think  that  the  law 
probably  should  be  changed,  because  of  the  fact  that  it  per- 
haps goes  too  far  in  one  respect  as  the  Commission  has 
interpreted  it.  Today  a  broadcaster  is  liable  in  damages  if 
the  speech  contains  libelous  matter.  Either  the  broadcaster 
should  be  relieved  of  liability  or  libelous  matters  should  not 
be  permitted. 

•nie  eminent  members  of  the  bar  who  prepared  a  search- 
ing report  on  the  1920  episodes  Included  such  men  as  Pro- 
fessor— ^now  Justice — ^Frankfurter,  Dean  Roscoe  Pound,  Pro- 
fessor Chafee,  Jr.,  Prank  P.  Walsh,  and  Francis  Fisher  Kane. 
Mr.  Kane  had  resigned  his  post,  after  having  been  United 
States  attorney  for  6  years,  because  he  could  not  stomach 
what  the  Department  of  Justice  was  doing  in  deportation 
proceedings.  This  report,  which  appeared  prior  to  the  con- 
gressional investigation,  sharply  condemned  the  raids  of  the 
Department  of  Justice.    I  read  a  portion  of  It: 

Por  more  than  6  months  we.  the  undersigned  lawyers,  whose 
sworn  duty  It  Is  to  uphold  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  Unlteil 
States,  have  seen  with  growing  apprehension  the  continued  viola- 
tion of  that  Constitution  and  breaking  of  those  laws  by  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  and  the  United  States  Government.  •  •  • 
We  are  concerned  solely  with  bringing  to  the  attention  of  the 
American  people  the  utterly  illegal  acts  which  have  been  com- 
mitted by  those  charged  with  the  highest  duty  of  enforcing  the 
laws — acts  which  have  caused  widespread  suffering  and  unrest, 
have  struck  at  the  foundation  of  American  free  Institutions,  and 
have  brought  the  name  of  our  country  Into  disrepute.  These  acts 
may  be  grouped  under  the  following  heads:  (1)  Cruel  and  unusual 
punishments;  (2)  Arrests  without  warrant;  (8)  Unreasonable 
searches  and  seizures;  (4)  Provocative  agents;  (6)  Compelling  per- 
sons to  be  witnesses  against  themselves;  (6)  Propaganda  by  the 
Department  of  Justice. 

Since  these  lUegal  acts  have  been  committed  by  the  highest  legal 
powers  In  the  United  States,  there  Is  no  final  appeal  from  them 
except  to  the  conscience  and  condemnation  of  the  American  people. 
American  Institutions  have  not  in  fact  been  protected  by  the  At- 
torney General's  ruthless  suppression.  On  the  contrary,  those  in- 
stitutions have  been  seriously  undermined,  and  revolutionary  unrest 
has  been  vastly  Intensified.  No  organizations  of  radicals  acting 
through  propaganda  over  the  last  6  months  could  have  created  as 
much  revolutionary  sentiment  in  America  as  lias  been  created  by 
the  acts  of  the  Department  of  Justice  itself. 

Even  were  one  to  admit  that  there  existed  any  serious  "red 
menace"  before  the  Attorney  General  started  his  "unflinching 
war"  against  It.  his  campaign  has  been  singularly  fruitless.  Out 
of  the  many  thousands  suspected  by  the  Attorney  General  (he 
had  already  listed  60,000  by  name  and  history  on  November  14. 
1919  aliens  and  citizens)  what  do  the  figures  show  of  net  results? 
Prior  to  January  1.  1920,  there  were  actually  deported  263  persons. 
Since  January  1  there  have  been  actually  deported  18 
persons.     •     •     • 

It  has  always  been  the  proud  boast  of  America  that  this  Is  a 
government  of  laws  and  not  of  men.  Our  Constitution  and  laws 
have  been  based  on  the  simple  elements  of  human  nature.  Free- 
men cannot  be  driven  and  repressed;  they  must  be  led.  Preemen 
respect  Justice  and  follow  truth,  but  arbitrary  power  they  wiU 
oppose  until  the  end  of  time.  There  Is  no  danger  of  revolution  so 
great  as  that  created  by  suppression,  by  ruthlessness,  and  by 
deliberate  vlcrfatlon  of  the  simple  rules  of  American  law  and 
American  decency. 

It  Is  a  fallacy  to  suppose  that,  any  more  than  in  the  past,  any 
servant  of  the  people  can  safely  arrogate   to  himself  unlimited 
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authority.  To  proc*«l  upon  such  •  rupposlUon  is  to  deny  the 
fundamenUl  American  theory  of  the  consent  of  the  governed. 
Here  Is  no  queation  of  a  vague  and  threatened  menace,  but  a 
present  assault  upon  the  most  sacred  principles  of  our  constltu- 

Uoual  liberty. 

It  is  difficult  to  believe  or  to  realize,  looking  back  to  those 
days,  the  extent  of  the  hysteria  and  terror  engendered  by  the 
oppressive  and  fear-provoking  methods  used  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  raids  of  the  early  20's.  Katharine  Pullerton 
Gerould.  writing  in  Harper's  magazine  in  1922,  paints  the 
following  picture  of  despair: 

America  Is  no  longer  a  free  country.  In  the  old  seiise;  and  liberty 
Is.  increasingly,  a  mere  rhetorical  figure  •  •  •  No  thinking 
citizen  I  venture  to  say.  can  express  In  freedom  more  than  a  part 
of  his  honest  convictions.  I  do  not.  of  course,  refer  to  convictions 
that  are  frankly  criminal.  I  do  mean  that  everywhere,  on  every 
hand  free  speech  Is  choked  off  In  one  direction  or  another.  The 
only  *way  In  which  an  American  citizen  who  is  really  interested 
In  aU  the  social  and  political  problems  of  his  country  can  preserve 
any  freedom  of  expression  is  to  choose  the  mob  that  is  most 
•ympathetlc  to  him.  and  abide  imder  the  shadow  of  that  m»b. 

I  have  already  quoted  from  an  address  by  the  Honorabte 
Charles  Evans  Hughes  in  which  he  was  caused  by  the  post- 
war abuses  of  civil  liberty  to  wonder  if  constitutional  gov- 
ernment could  survive  in  this  country  if  we  were  to  engage 
in  another  great  war.  Because  it  is  pertinent  both  to  the 
1920  raids  and  to  pre-war,  as  well  as  post-war  abuses  of 
poUce  power,  I  should  like  to  read  what  Chief  Justice  Hughes 
said  then: 

Finding  the  Intricacies  of  modem  life  too  much  for  clearly 
expressed  law.  we  have  formed  the  habit  of  turning  the  whole 
business  over  to  bureau  chiefs,  who  with  the  opportunity  to 
create   manifold  restrictions   and  annoyances,  hold  the   power  of 

-life  and  death  over  enterprise  and  reputation.  This  has  seemed 
to  be  a  comfortable  way  of  dealing  with  evils,  and  the  mischief  i 
It  has  been  breeding  has  received  scant  attention.  We  went  to 
war  for  liberty  and  democracy,  with  the  resvdt  that  we  fed  the 
autocratic  appetite.  And.  through  a  fiction,  permissible  only  be- 
cause the  courts  cannot  know  what  everyone  else  knows,  we  have 
seen  the  war  powers,  which  are  essential  to  the  preservation  of 
the  Nation  In  the  time  of  war.  exercised  broadly  after  the  military 
exigency  had  passed  and  In  conditions  for  which  they  were  never 
Intended,  and  we  may  well  wonder  In  view  of  the  precedents  now 
established  whether  constitutional  government  as  heretofore  main- 
tained in  this  Republic  could  siirvlve  another  great  war  even 
victoriously  waged. 

Apart  from  these  conditions,  we  cannot  afford  to  Ignore  the  Indi- 
cations that,  perhafw  to  an  extent  vmparalleled  In  our  history,  the 

-"  e«scntl«l»  of  liberty  are  being  disregarded.  Very  recently  informa- 
tion has  been  laid  by  responsible  citizens  at  the  bar  of  public 
opinion  of  violations  of  personal  rights  which  savor  of  the  worst 
practices  of  tyranny.  And  in  the  conduct  of  trials  before  the  courts 
we  And  a  growing  tendency  on  the  part  of  prosecutors  to  resort  to 
grossly  unfair  practices. 

In  1921  the  Honorable  Harlan  Piske  Stone,  then  dean  of 
the  Columbia  University  Law  School,  prepared  a  statement  on 
repressive  practices  during  the  1920  raids  against  aliens  and 
others.  This  statement  was  submitted  to  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  investigating  charges  of 
illegal  practices  of  the  Department  of  Justice  pursuant  to  a 
resolution  introduced  by  Senator  Thomas  J.  Walsh.    I  quote: 

It  appears  from  the  reported  decisions  of  Federal  courts  that  In 
deportation  proceedings  taken  by  the  Depanment  of  Justice  undeT 
direction  of  the  Attorney  General,  aliens  have  been  deprived  of 
such  constitutional  guaranties. 

It  also  appears  that  the  agents  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  In 
Tlolatlon  of  -the  express  provisions  of  the  statute,  have  arrested 
•liens  In  deportation  cases  without  warrant.  These  undisputed 
facts  would  of  themselves  seem  to  require  a  thoroughgoing  investl- 
gatlcn  of  the  conduct  of  the  Department  of  Justice  In  connection 
with  the  deportation  cases.  •  •  •  It  is  therefore  very  much  to 
be  hoped  that  any  such  Investigation  wlU  not  only  reveal  fully  the 
facts- with  respect  to  the  violation  of  constitutional  safeguards  and 
statutes  by  the  agents  of  the  Department  of  Justice  In  the  admin- 
istration of  the  deportation  laws,  but  that  such  Investigation  will 
result  m  legislation  more  adequately  protecting  aliens  or  those 
alleged  to  be  aliens,  but  who  may  be  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
from  the  arbitrary  exercise  of  power  by  administrative  officers. 

It  Is  inevitable  that  any  system  which  confers  upon  admlnlstra- 
tl%-e  offlcers  power  to  restrain  the  liberty  of  Individuals  without 
safeguards  substantially  like  those  which  exist  in  criminal  cases, 
and  the  acUon  of  such  administrative  offlcers  will  result  In  abuse  of 
power  and  Intolerable  Injustice  and  cruelty  to  individuals. 

Two  years  later,  on  February  5.  1923.  Senator  Tom  Walsh 
submitted  to  the  Senate  a  report  based  upon  Investigations 
by  the  subcommittee,  and  concurred  In  by  Senators  Borah. 


Norrls.  Ashurst.  and  Walsh.  The  full  committee  resolved 
that  it  would  not  report  to  the  Senate  on  the  subject.  Sen- 
ator Walsh's  report  is  a  remarkable  indictment.  Again  I 
quote: 

More  serious  are  the  accusations  touching  the  general  character 
and  conduct  of  the  so-called  raids  through  which  most  of  the 
arrests  were  made,  of  usurpation  by  the  Department  of  Justice  In 
connection  with  the  same,  and  of  flagrant  disregard  of  the  con- 
stitutional rights  of  those  against  whom  they  were  directed. 
•  •••••• 

Of  the  anxieties  aroused  In  the  families  of  those  arrested,  of 
the  eager  search  of  wives  for  unreturnlng  husbands,  of  their  pil- 
grimage from  one  place  of  concentration  to  another  in  their  quest, 
hoping  perhaps  that  no  worse  fate  had  befallen  their  loved  ones 
than  that  they  had  been  caught  In  the  raids,  of  the  distress  occa- 
sioned and  the  want  induced  by  the  incarceration  of  the  bread- 
winners of  so  many  households,  it  Is  unnecessary  that  the  hear- 
ings should  tell,  as  they  do.  Such  Incidents  and  conditions  were 
miserable  concomitants  of  the  proceedings. 

This  aspect  of  the  affair  never  seems  to  have  addressed  Itself 
to  the  conscience  or  the  heart  of  the  Attorney  <3eneral.  He  coolly 
declared  that  It  was  no  part  of  the  business  of  the  Department 
of  Justice  to  look  after  the  families  of  those  who  commit  crimes 
or  render  themselves  subject  to  arrest.  But  he  overlooks  the  fact 
that  none  of  those  whose  arrest  he  authorized  were  proceeded 
against  upon  any  theory  that  they  had  committed  any  crime; 
that  many  of  them,  because  of  their  citizenship  or  because  they 
were  obviously  Innocent,  if  aliens,  would  be  entitled  to  fhelr 
discharge  without  delay  and  that  delay  must  neceaaarlly  ensue, 
considering  the  number  to  be  taken,  and  that  even  among 
those  held  a  large  number  would  eventually  be  released  for  want 
of  evidence  to  Justify  deportation  or  because  their  Innocence 
was  established.  It  seems  quite  likely  from  the  meager  records 
kept  that  at  least  one-half  of  those  taken  were  discharged  upon 
the  preliminary  Inquiry. 

•  •••••• 

Many  of  those  arrested  were  householders,  and  not  a  few  had 
accumulated  considerable  property.  Instances  were  not  rare  In 
which  the  victims  were  the  fathers  of  families.  Including  a  number 
of  children  bom  in  America,  while,  sad  to  relate,  not  a  few  had 
enviable  war  records,  having  served  in  the  grand  army  of  that  coun- 
try whose  Government  they  were  sw;cused  of  proposing  to  overthrow 
by  force  and  violence.  (See  hearings,  pp.  313-380.)  For.  be  it 
remembered,  these  things  were  not  done  during  the  war.  when  offi- 
cial acts  questionable  in  character  at  other  times  might  be  held 
excusable  if  not  Justifiable  or  defensible.  A  year  and  more  had 
elapsed  since  the  armistice  at  the  time  of  these  raids.  Among  those 
taken  were  skilled  mechanics.  Altogether,  save  for  the  class  first 
named,  they  were  the  raw  material  out  of  which  the  American  public 
school  has  made  and  will  make  in  the  first  generation  native  to  otir 
soil  our  sturdiest  manhood  and  the  peers  In  devotion  to  this  country 
and  Its  ideals  of  any  of  Its  citizens. 

•  •••••• 

•  •  •  The  wise  men  who  framed  our  Constitution  and  who  had 
some  experience  with  arbitrary  government  were  convinced  that 
such  means  were  Inconsistent  with  the  spirit  of  liberty,  and  on  the 
whole  subversive  of  Justice.  They  believed  In  the  doctrine  that 
"every  man's  house  Is  his  castle."  and  determined  to  make  the  law 
of  the  Republic  they  were  establishmg  at  least  as  liberal  as  that  of 
the  parent  coimtry.  because  of  the  protection  which  the  nuxt 
eloquent  orator  of  the  day  said: 

"The  poorest  man  may.  in  his  cottage,  bid  defiance  to  all  the 
forces  of  the  Crown.  It  may  be  frail;  Its  roof  may  shake;  the  wind 
may  blow  through  It:  the  storm  may  enter;  the  rain  may  enter; 
but  the  King  of  England  may  not  enter;  all  his  force  dares  not 
cross  the  threshold  of  the  ruined  tenement." 

Those  who  conceived  the  procedure  here  criticized  were  obllvlotis 
of  the  letter  and  wholly  unapprectatlve  of  the  spirit  of  the  Bill 
of  Rights.  It  should  be  said,  for  what  extenuation  there  may 
be  In  It.  that  the  practice  of  making  such  unlawful  searches  and 
seizures  Is  not  without  precedent  in  the  department.  It  Is  an 
abuse  of  modem  growth  which  repeated  condemnation  by  the 
Supreme  Court  has  been  ineffective  to  stay  (Silverthome  v.  United 
States,  251  U.  S.  385.  Weefcs  v.  United  States.  232  U.  S.  383) . 

One  of  the  reports  on  the  Justice  Department  proceed- 
ings of  1920  was  prepared  by  a  minister  of  the  Methodist 
Episcopal  Church  who  was  a  student  of  immigration  prob- 
lems, and  was  published  for  the  Federal  Council  of  the 
Churches  of  Christ  in  America.    In  part,  the  report  said: 

We  have  found  that  these  aliens  were  the  common  run  of  work 
folk — storekeepers,  shopworkers,  shoemakers,  carpenters,  mechan- 
ics, unskilled  laborers,  and  the  like.  •  •  •  They  had  resided 
In  this  country  for  a  comparatively  long  period.  Over  half  of 
them  had  families,  most  of  whom  were  living  in  the  United  States, 
and  Included  American-bom  children.  The  large  majority  had  a 
little  knowledge  of  English,  and  many  of  them  had  made  appli- 
cation for  American   citizenship  papers.    A   few   had   served   in 

the    United    States    tnllltary    forces,    and    most    of   them    had    pur- 
chased bonds  or  In  other  ways  taken  part  In  wartime  activities. 

We  find  that  they  were  arrested  mostly  In  groups  while  attend- 
ing meetings  in  public  halls.    In  not  a  few  cases  there  were  no 
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warrants  of  arrest  until  long  after  the  apprehension.  At  the 
police  stations  or  other  places  of  detention,  a  number  of  the 
aliens  appear  to  have  been  forced  to  sign  statements  which  were 
later  Introduced  as  evidence  against  them.  It  Is  also  clear  that 
at  first  they  were  not  permitted  to  see  their  relatives  or  friends. 
Some  evidently  received  cruel  and  abusive  treatment  at  the  time 
of  arrest  and  during  the  period  of  detention. 

A  trial  was  In  some  cases  not  given  them  until  weeks  after  they 
were  Imprisoned.  EvenVat  best,  their  trial  was.  as  provided  by  law, 
only  an  administrative  hearing.  In  this  proceeding  the  Inunlgrant 
Inspector,  who  was  usually  a  man  untrained  in  law  and  often  with- 
out even  an  academic  training,  acted  as  prosecutor.  Judge,  and  Jury 
at  the  same  time.  Interpreters  were  often  necessary  because  the 
aliens'  knowledge  of  Engll.sh  was  so  Imperfect.  In  some  instances 
the  very  man  who  originally  had  caused  the  arrest  of  the  alien  acted 
as  Interpreter  at  the  hearing.  R-equently  the  accused  was  not  In- 
formed of  his  right  to  counsel,  and  when  he  was  so  Informed  it  was 
done  after  the  representatives  of  the  Oovemment  had  extracted  from 
him.  sometimes  by  inquisitorial  methods.  aU  the  admissions  they 
desired. 

The  simplicity  of  their  testimonies,  their  obvious  sincerity,  their 
stralghtforwardneas.  testify  to  the  fact  that  the  majority  of  the 
persons  Involved  in  this  study  were  simple-minded  folk  who  enter- 
tained no  purpose  hostile  to  the  Anterlcan  Oovemment  or  the 
American  people. 

Some  of  these  aliens  were  held  for  a  considerable  period,  which 
was  virtually  equivalent  to  an  Indeterminate  sentence.  A  number 
were  detained  for  weeks  after  they  had  been  ordered  released.  In 
the  meantime  their  families  had  been  left  without  a  means  of  sup- 
port. As  a  consequence  of  all  this  a  volume  of  prejudice  and  sus- 
picion has  been  produced  among  Immigrant  groups,  which  It  will 
require  perhaps  years  to  allay.  It  is  Impossible  to  know  how  much 
of  the  hostility  now  being  reported  on  the  part  of  foreign  countries 
against  America  is  due  to  the  Impressions  made  upon  the  nationals 
of  other  countries  who  have  resided  In  the  United  States.  It  Is 
difficult  to  avoid  the  conclusion  that,  with  the  exception  of  the  com- 
paratively few  persons  who  were  clearly  deportable  under  the  law. 
these  aliens  needed  not  legal  but  social  and  educational  treatment 
looking  toward  an  effectual  interpretation  to  them  of  the  best  Ideala 
of  American  life. 

Writing  in  1937,  Attorney  General  Cummings  and  Assistant 
Attorney  General  McFarland  referred  to  the  post-war  activi- 
ties of  the  P.  B.  I.,  showing,  as  did  the  Walsh  report,  that 
there  was  but  a  slim  line  dividing  those  activities  from  activi- 
ties against  labor  unions,    lliey  said: 

To  many  this  was  a  sordid  period,  echoes  of  which  are  still  heard 
upon  occasion. 

There  can  be  no  question  but  that  these  raids  were  indeed 
sordid.  They  led  to  the  establishment  of  a  powerful  secret 
police  system  whose  capacity  for  and  habits  of  lawless  be- 
havior knew  no  bounds.  I,  for  one,  have  not  forgotten  the 
Investigation  of  the  P.  B.  I.  In  1924.  in  which  I  brought  out 
that  an  agent  of  that  Bureau  had  sought  to  rifle  the  offices  of 
the  elder  Senator  La  Pollette.  Likewise,  during  that  investi- 
gation they  rifled  my  office,  as  I  stated  on  yesterday. 

The  Department  of  Justice  agents  went  from  aliens  to 
labor  unions,  and  from  labor  unions  to  Senators.  Had  not 
Attorney  General  Stone  brought  such  practices  to  a  stop, 
there  is  no  telling  how  far  matters  might  have  gone.  Appar- 
ently, even  Presidential  candidates  were  not  safe  from  the 
spying  of  this  police  bureau  which  had  got  its  start  in  spying 
on  and  raiding  aliens. 

In  1933  Ray  Tucker  wrote  In  Collier's  magazine: 

Ex-President  Hoover  was  shadowed  for  a  long  period  In  the 
early  twenties  when  William  J.  Bums  was  head  of  the  Btireau 
and  J.  Edgar  Hoover  was  his  assistant.  *  *  *  At  one  time 
or  another  the  Bureau's  files  have  contained  reports  on  such 
prominent  Americans  as  Justice  Harlan  Fiske  Stone,  the  late 
Senator  Thomas  J.  Walsh,  Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler,  Senator 
William  E.  Borah,  Dean  Roacoe  Pound,  Prof.  Felix  Frankfurter, 
Prof.  Zechariah  Chafee,  Jr.,  Frank  P.  Walsh,  and  John  L.  Lewis. 

Tolerance,  civil  liberties,  and  a  calm,  reasoned  approach 
to  the  pressing  problems  of  the  day  could  not  long  with- 
stand a  resumption  of  this  earlier  activity  against  the  foreign- 
born,  lat>or  unions,  and  Members  of  Congress,  with  all  its 
atmosphere  of  hysteria,  hatred,  rank  ille^^ties.  the  pitting 
of  man  against  man  and  group  against  group,  with  resulting 
dissension,  and  perhaps  the  ultimate  destruction  of  liberty 
In  the  United  States.  To  repeat  anything  remotely  approach- 
ing the  conduct  of  1920  in  the  hope  of  turning  up  spies  or 
protecting  the  country  against  foreign  agents  would  be  the 

most  disastrous  folly,  as  weU  as  an  exercise  in  futile  brutality. 
I  have  said  that  if  there  are  spies  and  traitors  and  foreign 
agents  going  about  their  poisonous  work  in  our  country  I  am 


all  for  catching  them  as  promptly  and  as  efficiently  as  pos- 
sible. It  would  certainly  be  criminal  to  delay  while  any 
remain  uncaught.  But  spy  hunts  provide  no  excuse  for 
raising  a  hue  and  cry  against  any  minority  group  which 
may  ccme  more  readily  to  hand.  Spies  go  alx>ut  their  busi- 
ness quietly,  and  with  stealth  and  cunning.  It  seems  obvious 
that  methods  to  catch  spies  must  be  tempered  with  some 
of  the  same  tactics  that  spies  use  to  evade  capture.  The 
excitement  and  furor  that  would  be  created  by  any  mass 
roundups,  or  by  sensational  methods  directed  against  those 
who  for  the  most  part  are  innocent,  law-abiding,  and  valuable 
residents  of  our  country,  would  only  furnish  a  cloak  to  cover 
up  any  failiu-e  to  perform  properly  the  job  of  apprehending 
spies  and  violators  of  various  defense  statutes. 

Our  country  cannot  possibly  be  endangered  by  any  opin- 
ion, expressed  or  unexpressed,  by  citizen  or  noncitlzen.  We 
cannot  and  have  not  ever  legislated  against  the  holding  of 
opinions,  for  our  Government  rests  on  a  sound  foundation 
of  freedom  of  speech  and  thought.  This  is  taught  every 
school  child  in  every  schoolroom  in  America.  This  has  also 
been  affirmed  frwn  time  to  time  in  opinioiis  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  although  it  has  probably  never  been  better  stated 
than  by  Justice  Brandeis  In  Whitney  against  California. 
Justice  Brandeis  said: 

Those  who  won  our  Independence  believed  that  the  final  end 
of  the  state  was  to  make  men  free  to  develop  their  faculties;  and 
that  In  Its  government  the  deliberative  forces  should  prevail  over 
the  arbitrary.  They  valued  liberty  both  as  an  end  and  as  a 
means.  They  believed  liberty  to  be  the  secret  of  happiness  and 
courage  to  be  the  secret  of  liberty. 

They  believed  that  freedom  to  think  as  you  will  and  to  speak  as 
you  think  are  means  indispensable  to  the  discovery  and  spread  of 
political  truth;  that  without  free  speech  and  assembly  discussion 
would  be  futile;  that  with  them  discussion  affords  ordinarily  ade- 
quate protection  against  the  dissemination  of  noxious  doctrine; 
that  the  greatest  menace  to  freedom  Is  an  inert  people;  that  public 
discussion  is  a  political  duty;  and  that  this  should  be  a  funda- 
mental principle  of  the  American  Government.  They  recognized 
the  risks  to  which  all  human  Institutions  are  subject.  But  they 
knew  that  order  cannot  be  secured  merely  through  fear  of  punish- 
ment for  Its  Infraction;  that  It  Is  hazardous  to  discourage  thought, 
hope,  and  Imagination;  that  fear  breeds  repression;  that  repression 
breeds  hate;  that  hate  menaces  stable  government;  that  the  path 
to  safety  lies  In  the  opportunity  to  discuss  freely  supposed  griev- 
ances and  proposed  remedies;  and  that  the  fitting  remedy  for  evil 
counsels  is  good  ones.  Believing  in  the  power  of  reason  as  applied 
through  public  discussion,  they  eschewed  silence  coerced  by  law — 
the  argument  of  force  In  Its  worst  form.  Recognizing  the  occa- 
sional tyrannies  of  governing  majorities,  they  amended  the  Consti- 
tution so  that  free  ^^eech  and  assembly  should  be  guaranteed. 

Justice  Brandeis  pointed  to  the  necessity  of  having  the 
right  of  free  speech  preserved  if  we  are  to  spread  political 
truths  and  he  referred  to  public  discussion  as  a  duty.  His 
opinion  was  written  some  13  years  ago.  Only  last  week, 
however,  a  portion  of  the  lesuling  editorial  in  the  Issue  of 
the  New  York  Times  for  May  27  applies  the  same  thought  to 
problems  of  national  defense: 

But  even  If  the  minority  made  very  severe  criticism  of  the  state 
of  our  defenses  or  of  the  future  defense  plans  of  the  administra- 
tion, the  net  effect  would  man  likely  be  good  than  bad.  For  no 
criticism  that  a  political  minority  at  home  can  make,  as  the 
British  and  French  are  now  learning  at  a  frightful  cost,  can  ap- 
proach the  terrific  criticism  of  a  foreign  enemy — the  devastating 
criticism  of  his  guns  and  tanks  and  planes.  The  British  and 
French  publics  today  certainly  vrlsh  that  the  alarming  admissions 
which  their  Governments  have  made  to  them  In  the  last  few  days 
bad  been  made  many  months  ago,  when  there  was  more  time  to 
correct  them.  Even  violent  critics  of  the  state  of  the  Allies'  prepa- 
rations. It  Is  now  seen,  would  have  been  performing  a  patriotic 
service.  We  need  to  know  of  any  weaknesses  In  our  armament 
before  an  enemy  finds  them  out;  and  these  weaknesses  can  often 
best  be  found  by  candid  outsiders  who  Ixave  not  been  responsible 
for  them. 

There  is  an  erroneous  assumption,  widely  held,  both  here 
and  in  Europe,  that  public  discussion  indicates  discord  or 
absence  of  unity.  This  belief  is  far  from  the  truth.  Even 
in  dictatorships,  as  is  well  known,  opinion  is  not  on  a  dead 
level  of  uniformity.  Judgments  vary,  policies  differ  between 
statesman  and  statesman,  general  and  general.    The  fact 

that  in  dictatorships  differences  are  visually  concealed  does 
not  hide  their  existence.     It  is  possible  that  the  fact  that 

differences  of   opinion  cannot   be   expressed   openly   and 
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promptly  in  dictatorships  may  lead  to  serious  missteps  which 
will  eventually  bring  about  the  dictators'  downfall.  In  de- 
mocracies the  will  of  the  people  Is  much  more  slowly  evolved, 
because  it  takes  time  to  debate  thoroughly  all  aspects  of  a 
problem.  Yet.  when  everyone  has  had  his  say  and  the  debate 
is  closed,  and  the  will  of  the  majority  prevails,  a  true  national 
unity  is  possible  in  a  democracy,  because  the  people  and  the 
government  are  one.  The  free  expression  of  opinion  plays 
a  healthy  and  indisipensable  part  in  the  formation  of  all  our 
governmental  policies.  The  recent  vote  in  the  Senate  on  the 
President's  request  for  defense  appropriations  shows  that 
there  Is  unity  on  the  part  of  the  people  in  this  country  on 
the  subject  of  national  defense.  While  there  is  unity  in  Con- 
gress between  Democrats  and  Republicans,  we  should  be  care- 
ful about  charging  ulterior  motives  to  anyone  who  may 
disagree  with  us. 

By  tradition,  the  Constitution,  and  the  laws  of  the  land 
we  enjoy  rights  and  liberties  which  are  all-important  to  most 
of  us.  It  would  be  mockery  to  talk  about  national  defense  if 
we  were  to  do  anything  which  would  deprive  us  of  our  greatest 
assets.  There  will  be  nothing  left  to  fight  for  when  there 
are  no  liberties  left  to  defend. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  glad  to  find  so  many  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  are  not  being  carried  away  by  the  hysteria  ap- 
parent throughout  the  country.  I  do  beseech  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  and  of  the  Congress,  no  matter  what  the  turn  of 
the  war  in  Europe  may  be.  to  be  calm,  to  remain  cool,  to 
keep  their  feet  on  the  ground,  and  not  be  carried  away  by 
any  demand  for  the  suppression  of  free  speech  or  of  any  of  the 
fundamental  rights  and  democratic  processes  in  the  United 
States. 

EXPANSION  or  NATION-U.  DETENSE  PROGRAM    (H.  DOC.  NO.  799) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was  read  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs: 

To  the  Congress  c/  the  United  States: 

The  almost  incredible  events  of  the  past  2  weeks  in  the 
Eiiropean  conflict,  particularly  as  a  result  of  the  use  of  avia- 
tion and  mechanized  equipment,  together  with  the  possible 
consequences  of  further  developments,  necessitate  another 
enlargement  of  our  military  program. 

No  individual,  no  group,  can  clearly  foretell  the  future. 
As  long,  however,  as  a  possibility  exists  that  not  one  con- 
tinent or  two  continents,  but  all  continents  may  become  in- 
volved In  a  world-wide  war.  reasonable  precaution  demands 
that  American  defense  be  made  more  certain. 

An  investigation  into  manufacturing  resources  since  my 
message  of  May  16  to  determine  the  practicability  of  placing 
additional  orders  with  industry  for  special  material,  both  to 
provide  an  early  expansion  of  existing  production  facilities, 
and  to  obtain  increased  quantities  of  the  special  weapons 
concerned,  has  caused  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  to 
submit  to  me  an  urgent  and  new  recommendation  that  in- 
creaaed  appropriations  and  authorizations  for  the  national 
defense  be  made  before  the  adjournment  of  the  present 
Congress. 

Over  and  beyond  the  acquisition  of  this  actual  material 
is  the  evident  requirement  for  the  immediate  creation  of 
additional  production  facilities  to  meet  possible  futiu« 
emergencies  as  well  ajs  present  deficiencies  in  the  making  of 
munitions,  such  as  guns,  ammunition,  and  fire-control  equip- 
ment. These  facilities  require  a  long  time  to  create  and  to 
reach  quantity  production.  The  increased  gravity  of  the 
situation  indicates  that  action  should  be  taken  without  delay. 

The  proWem  of  defending  our  national  Institutions  and 
territorial  integrity  Is  no  longer  a  problem  for  men  equipped 
simply  with  an  indomitable  determination.  Modem  defense 
requires  that  this  determination  be  supported  by  the  highly 
developed  machinery  of  our  industrial  productive  capacity. 

The  expansion  of  our  defense  program  makes  it  necessary 
that  we  undertake  immediately  the  training  and  retraining 
of  our  people,  and  especially  our  young  people,  for  employ- 
ment in  industry  and  in  service  in  the  Arzxxy  and  Navy. 


The  requirements  of  industry  and  the  expanded  armed 
forces  for  persons  with  experience  in  mechanical  and  manual 
fields  are  obviously  going  to  be  great.  We  do  not  have  such 
trained  persons  in  the  number  that  will  be  required  for  the 
tasks  that  lie  ahead  of  us  if  our  defense  is  to  be  assured.  We 
have,  therefore,  the  task  of  training  a  large  number  in  the 
skills  and  semiskills  required  by  modern  production  in  in- 
dustry and  by  a  highly  mechanized  defense  force  in  the  Army 
and  Navy.  A  primary  consideration  in  the  training  of  skills 
must  be  not  the  existing  distribution  of  workers  among  skilled 
fields  but  the  distribution  that  would  be  required  if  our  indus- 
trial machine  and  our  defensive  forces  were  fully  mobilized. 

In  the  national  effort  for  defense  upon  which  we  are  now 
engaged,  it  is  imperative  that  we  make  full  and  effective  use 
of  the  mighty  capacities  that  lie  in  our  population.  Here  as 
yet  undeveloped  lie  the  ability  and  the  strength  needed  in  the 
building  up  of  our  armaments  to 'provide  a  sure  Industrial 
foundation  for  the  meeting  of  any  and  all  defense  require- 
ments. Without  the  full  development  of  these  skills,  our 
national  defense  will  be  less  than  It  must  be  in  the  critical 
days  which  lie  ahead.  Without  the  full  contritnition  of  our 
people,  our  defense  cannot  attain  the  invulnerability  which 
the  Nation  demands  and  which  we  are  determined  it  shall 
have. 

The  one  most  obvious  lesson  of  the  present  war  In  Europe 
is  the  value  of  the  factor  of  speed.  There  is  definite  danger 
in  waiting  to  order  the  complete  equipping  and  training  of 
armies  after  a  war  begins. 

Therefore,  I  suggest  the  speedy  enlargement  of  the  pro- 
gram for  equipping  and  training  in  the  light  of  our  defense 
needs. 

I  have  instructed  the  representatives  of  the  War  and 
Navy  Departments  and  also  the  representatives  of  the  sev- 
eral agencies  dealing  with  the  training  of  young  men  for 
noncombatant  services  to  make  available  to  the  appropriate 
committees  of  the  Congress  the  plans  and  proposals  which 
they  have  laid  before  me. 

These  plans  call  for  immediate  appropriations  to  carry 
forward  congressional  decisions  in  bills  already  pending,  for 
immediate  appropriations  to  add  to  the  program  and  for 
authorizations  to  enter  into  contracts  which  it  will  take 
some  time  to  complete. 

Tliere  is  a  specific  reconmiendation  I  would  make  in  con- 
cluding this  message,  that  before  adjourrunent  this  Con- 
gress grant  me  the  authority  to  call  into  active  service 
such  portion  of  the  National  Guard  as  may  be  deemed  neces- 
sary to  maintain  our  position  of  neutrality  and  to  safeguard 
the  national  defense,  this  to  include  authority  to  call  into 
active  service  the  necessary  Reserve  personnel. 

The  amounts  involved  are  large— over  a  billion  dollars — 
but  I  believe  that  for  national  safety  the  needs  are  urgent. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  Hoitse,  May  31,  1940. 

REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO.  V 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  551)  providing  for  the  taking  efifect  of  Reorganiza- 
tion Plan  No.  V. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  after  listening  to  the  reading 
of  the  message  from  the  President  I  feel  that  I  can  concur 
fully  with  the  statement  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  VandenbergI  when  he  said  that  he  felt  that 
Congress  should  remain  in  session. 

Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  speak  to  the  House  Joint  Resolution 
551  now  before  the  Senate,  but  before  I  do  so  I  wish  to  com- 
pliment the  distinguished  Senator  from  Montana  I  Mr. 
Wheeler  1  for  his  very  wonderful  speech  in  the  Senate  today. 
I  wish  all  the  people  of  the  United  States  could  have  heard 
his  speech,  because  I  personally  felt  it  would  have  done  every- 
one a  great  deal  of  good. 

It  is  not  by  fear  or  hysteria  that  a  nation  equips  Itself  for 
any  emergency.  Not  by  fear  or  hysteria  have  the  group  of 
Englishmen  and  Frenchmen  and  Belgians  just  fought  one  of 
the  most  remarkable  retreats  in  history. 
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The  Senator  from  Montana  spoke  of  the  days  back  in 
1917  and  1918.  He  remembers  the  hysteria  of  those  days. 
He  at  that  time  was  a  prosecuting  attorney.  I.  too.  remem- 
ber those  days,  because  I  happened  to  be  on  the  side  of  the 
defense,  and  I  know  that  I  was  investigated  because  I  dared 
to  maintain  the  same  rights  the  great  Otis  of  the  revolu- 
tionary days  maintained  when  he  defended  Englishmen. 

No.  Mr.  President,  this  country  need  not  become  hysteri- 
cal, and  I  am  glad  to  echo  the  sentiments  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  when  he  said.  "There  is  no  hysteria  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States."  We  are  thinking  things 
through,  which  is  all  the  more  reason  why  we  should  hold 
the  fort,  stay  in  session,  and  do  the  job  that  is  to  be  done, 
and  not  adjourn. 

I  said  I  wished  to  speak  to  the  Joint  resolution  before  the 
Senate.  There  are  several  reasons  why  I  rise  to  my  feet 
at  this  time.  After  listening  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nebraska  for  several  years,  I  personally  cannot  under- 
stand why  he.  who  has  followed  his  leader,  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  for  7*^  years,  should  now  object  to 
his  recommendation  to  transfer  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  during  this  j)eriod,  this  critical  period, 
to  the  office  of  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  period  of  strife;  this  is  a  period 
when  no  sword  in  the  Government  service  must  be  dulled; 
when  no  instrumentality  which  can  aid  the  Government  must 
be  injured.  Heretofore,  during  the  last  IVz  years,  every  wish 
of  the  Executive  has  been  complied  with  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Nebraska,  but  now.  in  this  criUcal  period,  when 
the  President  speaks  not  only  as  the  President,  but  as  the 
Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  reasons  which  satisfy  him,  and  which  are 
apparent,  I  believe,  to  everyone  of  us — now,  when  the  Presi- 
dent asks  for  this  acUon  to  be  taken,  after  IVz  years  of  fol- 
lowing his  leader,  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraslta 
objects. 

Why  does  he  object,  Mr.  President?  Because,  aslhe  Sena- 
tor says,  he  feels  that  the  F.  B.  I.  may  be  called  upon  by  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  investigate  immigrants,  aliens  who 
are  here  legally  and  those  who  are  here  illegally.  Now,  for 
the  first  time,  we  find  a  revolt. 

The  Senator  says  he  is  not  prejudiced  against  the  F.  B.  I., 
but  he  recalls  three  occurrences  that  took  place  imder  Hoover. 
He  spoke  of  them  some  months  ago.  and  he  recited  them 
again  today.  One  Instance  was  that  of  the  Detroit  cases  in 
connection  with  which  I  say  the  P.  B.  I.  agents  acted  law- 
fully under  warrants  issued  by  the  Federal  courts,  and  if  any- 
one was  abused,  if  anyone  was  deprived  of  his  civil  rights,  he 
had  recourse  to  the  courts. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  cited  another  instance — the 
case  of  Mr.  Carlson,  who  was  arrested.  In  order  to  save  time, 
I  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  at  this  point  a  complete 
memorandum  in  relation  to  the  Carl  John  Carlson  episode. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
let  me  ask  who  prepared  the  memorandum? 

Mr.  wmCY.  Mr.  President,  I  believe  my  office  sent  to 
the  F.  B.  I.  for  the  memorandum,  and  received  it  this 
morning. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    That  Is  from  Mr.  Hoover's  office? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  have  not  seen  Mr.  Hoover,  but  some  one 
tn  the  F.  B.  I.  prepared  it. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    How  long  is  the  report? 

Mr.  WILEY.    It  is  three  pages  long. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  it  be  read.  I 
object  to  it  being  printed  without  being  read. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  very  happy  to  send  it  to  the  desk  and 
ask  that  it  be  read.  I  was  trying  to  accommodate  the  ma- 
jority leader  In  this  respect. 

Mr.  Hoover,  of  course,  cannot  speak  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate   of    the   United   States,   but   he   can   speak   in    a 

memorandum . 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection  the 
memorandum  will  be  read. 


The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 


MKltOBAllDUlC 

Re:  Cart  John  Carlson. 

On  May  36,  1939.  the  Des  Moines  DlyiEkni  of  the  Bureau  reoelTed 

a  complaint  that  one  Carl  J.  Carlson  had  violated  the  Impersona- 
tion statute  at  Sioux  City.  Iowa.  Inquiries  at  Sioux  City  revealed 
that  on  April  11,  1939,  one  Carl  J.  Carlaon  applied  for  a  room  at  the 
boarding  house  of  Mrs.  Oeorge  Abraham,  1018  Pierce  Street,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  and  represented  himself  to  be  a  Secret  Service  operator 
of  the  United  States  Government,  displaying  a  badge.  On  May  21. 
1939.  he  left  Mrs.  Abraham's  boarding  house,  giving  her  a  "no  fund" 
check  for  $8. 

In  the  investigation  of  the  complaint,  a  special  agent  of  the 
Bureau  nmde  a  request  of  the  Superintendent  of  Malls  at  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  for  the  forwarding  address.  If  any.  left  by  Carl  J.  Carlson 
who  had  been  receiving  mall  at  1018  Pierce  Street,  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 
Tlie  Superintendent  of  Malls  advised  the  agent  that  an  individual 
by  this  name  had  requested  aU  maU  to  be  forwarded  to  him  in  care 
of  Box  64.  FYemont,  Nebr. 

It  was  ascertained  further  that  while  Carlson,  the  impersonator. 
was  In  Slotix  City,  he  received  mall  from  and  was  visited  by  rela- 
tives from  Nebraska.  Further,  hfi^.  Abraham  advised  special  agents 
of  the  Bureau  that  Carlson,  the  impersonator,  suffered  from  eye 
trouble  and  that  he  had  a  relative  In  Nebraska  named  Selma 
Anderson. 

The  information  secured  in  this  matter  was  presented  to  United 
States  Attorney  E.  O.  Dunn  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  who  authorized 
the  filing  of  a  complaint  charging  Carlson  with  violation  of  the 
impersonation  statute.  The  complaint  was  filed  before  the  United 
States  commissioner  at  Siotix  City  on  May  31.  1939,  and  a  warrant 
was  Issued. 

Information  concerning  the  apparent  location  of  Carlson  at  Fre- 
mont, Nebr.,  was  transmitted  by  the  Des  Moines  office  to  the 
special  agent  in  charge  of  the  Bureau's  office  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 
On  June  22,  1939,  the  special  agent  in  charge  at  Omaha  by  tele- 
phone ascertained  from  the  post  office  in  Fremont,  Nebr.,  that  one 
Carl  J.  Carlson  was  receiving  mall  at  box  64.  Fremont.  Nebr.,  at 
that  time.  The  agent  in  charge,  accompanied  by  another  Bureau 
agent,  thereupon  proceeded  to  Fremont,  Nebr.  Before  approach- 
ing Carlson  the  Bureau  sigents  went  to  the  post  office  at  Fremont 
and  verified  the  fact  that  one  Carl  J.  Carlson  received  maU  at 
box  64.  It  was  further  ascertained  that  one  Karum  Anderson 
received  mall  at  oox  64.  It  should  be  noted  that  C.  J.  Carem 
was  listed  as  an  alias  of  Carlson,  the  impersonator,  and  that  the 
name  Anderson,  associated  with  the  recipients  of  mall  at  this 
post-office  box,  was  Identical  with  the  name  of  a  relative  of  Carl- 
son,  the    Impersonator. 

The  Bureau  representatives  then  visited  the  sheriff  at  Fremont, 
Nebr.,  who  advised  them  that  a  Carl  J.  Carlson,  of  Fremont,  had 
lived  there  a  number  of  years  and  was  generally  regarded  as  a 
dead  beat,  being  considerably  in  debt  at  that  time.  Several  years 
previously  he*  had  given  the  sherlfTs  son  a  worthless  check  for  $19. 

The  Bureau's  representatives,  accompanied  by  two  deputy  sherlfTs, 
went  to  the  Carlson  residence  at  6:40  p.  m.  on  June  22,  1939,  and 
talked  with  Carlson.  The  agents  questioned  Carlson  concerning  his 
possession  of  a  badge,  and  he  denied  having  a  badge,  although  a 
search  of  his  car  disclosed  a  white  metal  badge  bearing  the  lettering 
"special  police,"  the  possession  of  which  Carlson  could  not  satis- 
factorily explain. 

Carlson  was  questioned  as  to  having  been  in  Sioiut  City,  Iowa, 
and  he  advised  that  he  had  been  there  on  May  15.  17,  22.  and  23, 
1939.  but  that  he  stayed  at  the  Jackson  Hotel.  The  dates  closely 
coincided  with  the  dates  on  which  Carlson,  the  impersonator,  gave 
the  worthless  check  to  Mrs.  Abraham. 

In  the  questioning  of  the  relatives  of  Carlson  it  was  learned  that 
his  movements  were  clouded  with  cecrecy.  and  Carlson  could  offer 
no  plausible  explanation  for  the  secrecy  Involving  his  movements. 

The  description  of  Carlson,  the  impersonator,  and  Carlson,  the 
resident  of  Fremont,  Nebr.,  closely  coincide.  Both  are  40  years  of 
age  and  of  approximately  the  same  height;  both  have  dark-brown 
hair;  both  have  a  scar  or  welt  at  the  hairline;  both  wear  double- 
breasted  dark  suits;  and  both  professed  to  have  eye  trouble.  Carl- 
son, the  Impersonator,  stated  he  had  an  sunt  named  Selma  Ander- 
son.    The  name  of  the  mother  of  Carlson  »i  Fremont  was  Anderson. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  Carlson  was  handcuffed  and  was  taken 
to  the  office  of  the  sheriff  for  further  questioning.  While  he  was 
being  questioned,  members  of  his  family  produced  certain  reports, 
letters  postcards,  and  other  data  which  indicated  that  the  Carlson 
at  Fremont  might  not  be  Identical  with  Carlson,  the  Impersonator. 
Thereupon,  after  being  questioned  for  approximately  2  hotu«.  Carl- 
son was  taken  to  his  home  and  was  released.  This  action  was  taken 
after  representatives  of  the  F.  B.  I.  conferred  with  United  States 
Attorney  Votava,  of  Omaha,  Nebr.,  by  telephone. 

On  the  following  day.  Mr.  Carlson  voluntarily  reported  to  the 
office  of  the  United  States  attorney  at  Omaha,  Nebr..  approxi- 
mately 30  miles  from  Fremont.  United  States  Attorney  Votava 
suggested  to  Mr.  Carlson  that  he  go  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  and  con- 
front the  ccwnplalnlng  witness.  Mrs.  Oeorge  Abraham.  Carlson 
agreed  to  this  and  since  there  was  at  that  time  no  Btireau  agent 
at  Sioux  City.  Iowa,  It  was  arranged  for  Mr.  Carlson  to  contact  two 
local  detectives  at  Sioux  City  who  would  accompany  him  to  the 
borne  of  Mrs.  Abraham.     Carlson  proceeded  alone  to  Sioux  City, 
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low*,  where  Mrs.  Abraham,  upon  seeing  him.  sUted  that  he  waa 
not  the  impersonator. 

Investt^tlon.  consequently,  was  continued,  and  later.  In  October 
1939.  the  impersonator.  Carl  John  Carlson,  was  located.  Identlfled. 
entered  a  plea  of  guilty  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  and  was  sentenced  to 
■erve  90  days  In  Jail. 

In  reviewing  this  matter  to  determine  why  the  Bureau  agents 
received  erroneous  Information  from  the  Superintendent  of  Mails 
•t  Sioux  City.  Iowa,  it  was  determined  that  although  the  Bureau 
agent  requested  the  forwarding  address  of  Carl  J.  Carlson,  who 
foimerly  resided  at  1018  Pierce  Street.  Siotut  City.  Iowa,  the  Sup>er- 
Intendent  of  lilalls  had  furnished  the  forwarding  address  of  one 
Carl  J.  Carlson,  who  had  previously  received  mail  at  General  De- 
livery. Sioux  City,  and  who  bad  requested  a  change  of  address  from 
General  Delivery.  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  Box  64.  Fremont.  Nebr. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  follow  in 
the  footsteps  of  my  distingviished  colleague  and  make  a 
mountain  out  of  this  molehill.  My  only  purpose  in  rising 
at  this  time,  as  I  have  said,  is  to  see  to  it.  so  far  as  I  can, 
that  a  great  constructive  weapon  for  the  defense  of  the 
United  States  is  not  blunted.  Under  the  rule  in  every  State 
In  the  Union  the  prosecuting  attorney  is  supposed  to  repre- 
sent not  only  the  people,  but  also  the  defendant.  It  is 
s  gniflcant  that  certain  persons  who  are  currently  attacking 
Mr.  Hoover.  Director  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investi:;ation, 
with  respect  to  certain  alleged  activities  upon  his  part  dur- 
ing 1919  and  1920,  which  we  heard  described  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  do  not  bring  out  the  basic  facts.  It  is  sig- 
nificant also  that  they  remained  silent  during  the  dark 
days  when  our  citizens  were  menaced  by  an  overwhelming 
wave  of  kidnaping,  extortion  plots,  country-wide  bank  rob- 
beries, and  practically  unchecked  lawlessness  throughout 
the  country.  That  is  not  to  be  considered.  If  J.  Edgar 
Hoover  is  unfit  to  head  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
today,  then  he  was  unfit  to  head  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  in  those  days,  when  fathers  and  mothers 
looked  to  him  for  the  protection  of  their  homes  and  their 
loved  ones. 

It  is  true  that  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  as  an  ofUcial  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice,  played  a  prominent  part  In  the  de- 
portation of  the  late  Enuna  Goldman,  anarchist,  in  1919. 
Is  he  to  be  condemned  for  that? 

It  is  true  that  J.  Edgar  Hoover  was  largely  responsible 
for  the  deportation  of  Alexander  Bergmann,  anarchist.  Is 
Mr.  Hoover  to  be  condemned  for  that? 

It  is  true  that  J.  Edgar  Hoover  was  largely  responsible 
for  the  return  to  Russia  in  1920  of  Ludwig  C.  A.  K.  Mar- 
tens, who  claimed  to  be  the  representative  of  Soviet  Russia 
in  the  United  States.    Is  he  to  be  condemned  for  that? 

It  is  true  that  J.  Edgar  Hoover  took  an  active  part  in 
combating  widespread  anarchistic  and  communistic  activi- 
ties during  that  period.    Is  he  to  be  condemned  for  that? 

In  view  of  the  facts  which  have  been  injected  into  the 
RicoRD  today.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a  significant  situa- 
tion: During  the  time  of  the  so-called  Palmer  raids  in  1920, 
upon  which  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  (Mr.  NorrisI  has 
dwelt  for  two  and  a  half  hours.  J.  Edgar  Hoover  was  not 
in  the  P.  B.  I.  He  was  a  special  assistant  to  the  Attorney 
General:  and  the  evidence  put  into  the  Record  today  shows 
that  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  those  raids,  which  none  of 
us  approves.  The  Attorney  General  said — and  the  record 
Is  plain  and  undisputed — that  he  told  the  agents  to  report 
the  evidence  to  his  assistant.  J.  Edgar  Hoover  was  not  a 
member  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  at  that  time. 
He  was  charged  with  the  handling  of  prosecutions,  just  as 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Wheeler] 
was  charged  with  handling  prosecutions  when  he  was  acting 
as  a  prosecuting  attorney.  He  was  charged  with  the  han- 
dling of  prosecutions  following  the  obtaining  of  evidence  and 
the  arrest  of  persons  whose  activities  were  deemed  by  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  be  in  violation  of  certain  laws  and 
statutes.  The  arrests  and  the  obtaining  of  the  evidence  in 
those  cases  were  directed  by  and  were  under  the  immediate 
supervision  of  the  then  Director  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation.  William  J.  Flynn.  I  want  the  country  to  know 
that  Mr.  Hoover  was  not  in  the  P.  B.  I.  in  those  years.  He 
was  an  assistant  attorney,  serving  the  Government  of  the 
United  SUtes. 


The  other  day  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Byrnes!  rose  and  stated  that  he  was  informed  that  the 
Department  of  Justice  does  not  propose  to  place  the  Bureau 
of  Immigration  under  the  P.  B.  I.;  and  the  Senate  and  the 
country  were  so  informed. 

But  that  was  not  sufficient  to  stop  the  condemnation  of 
the  P.  B.  I.  The  story  had  to  go  on.  The  reason  for  the 
transfer,  and  the  fact  that  the  Commander  in  Chief  in  an 
emergency  requested  it,  made  no  difference.  The  one-act 
drama,  the  attack  on  the  P.  B.  I.,  had  to  continue. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  not  speak  at  all  on  this  subject  but 
for  this  situation  which  everyone  but  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  seems  to  be  aware  of.  I  know  the  eminent  posi- 
tion of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraska.  I  know 
the  valiant  services  he  has  rendered  the  country.  I  do  not 
impugn  his  motives;  but  I  do  question  his  judgment  in  tJilS 
matter.  I  honor  him  for  bringing  before  the  public  his  yes- 
terdays; but  more  than  23  years  have  gone  over  the  dam 
since  then,  and  the  world  has  changed  much.  Then  they 
had  no  "blitzkrieg"  methods.  Then  the  technique  of  the  "fifth 
column"  was  unknown.  Then  the  neutrality  of  nations  was 
respected.  Then  the  new  paganism  had  not  even  reached 
its  embryonic  stage.  Then  Hitler  and  Stalin  and  Musso- 
lini were  not  even  In  sight.  Then  the  parachutist,  the  90- 
ton  tank,  the  "blitzkrieg"  airplane,  were  unheard  of.  Now.  Mr. 
President,  we  have  all  these;  and.  what  Is  more,  we  have 
since  that  time  experienced  the  great  depression  and  the 
great  recession;  and.  what  is  more,  an  infiltration  of  what 
has  been  termed  the  "fifth  column"  from  overseas;  but  I 
want  to  enumerate  a  few  more  "fifth  columns"  that  have 
helped  to  demoralize  this  America  of  ours. 

First.  The  group  of  aliens  or  citizens  who  live  in  this  coun- 
try and  who  are  not  devoting  themselves  100  percent  loyally 
to  America.  Some  of  these  folks  belong  to  organizations 
that  have  taproots  in  the  various  capitals  of  Europe.  The 
members  of  this  group  think  more  about  the  welfare  of  other 
nations  than  about  the  welfare  of  America.  America  needs, 
as  I  have  said,  109-percent  loyalty. 

Second.  The  second  group  I  call  the  "parlor  pinks"  and  the 
internationalists  who  have  found  it  convenient  to  hobnob 
with  the  communistic  gioup  with  headquarters  In  Russia. 
Some  folks  high  up  in  Government  have  been  associating 
with  this  group. 

Third.  The  third  group  consists  of  certain  public  officials 
whose  laxity  has  permitted  disciples  of  communism,  nazi-ism, 
and  fascism  to  come  to  America  and  teach  their  doctrines, 
not  only  in  various  lat)or  and  social  groups  but  in  our  colleges. 

Fourth.  The  fourth  group  consists  of  pseudo  intellectuals 
who  have  been  guilty  of  causing  a  patriotic  erosion  in  our 
youth.  We  find  many  of  these  in  our  educational  centers. 
For  years  they  have  talked  America  down  and  never  talked 
her  up.  but  they  themselves  are  always  ready  to  live  on  the 
fsft  of  America. 

Fifth.  Another  group  is  the  defeatist  group.  We  find  them 
everywhere.  Locking  at  the  situation,  they  can  see  no  hope, 
economically  or  politically,  for  America.  They  see  our  un- 
preparedness.  and.  through  their  defeatist  attitude,  slow  up 
every  constructive  activity.  They  are  a  factor  which  must 
be  reckoned  with  in  our  present  situation. 

Sixth.  Another  group  we  must  eradicate  is  the  so-called 
Fascist  or  Nazi  group — not  the  foreigners,  but  the  same 
group  in  this  country  that  are  referred  to  in  the  case  of 
Europe  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Montana;  the 
same  group  that  handed  Germany  over  to  Hitler.  They  are 
always  damning  the  democratic  processes.  They  do  not 
know  it.  most  of  them,  but  they  have  become  inoculated 
with  insidious  suggestions  from  the  "fifth  columnists"  who 
are  tools  of  some  overseas  government. 

Seventh.  The  next  group  consists  of  Government  agen- 
cies which,  through  scatterbrained  administrators,  have  ham- 
strung business  and  harassed  business  with  unnecessary  rules 
and  regulations,  have  sabotaged  industry,  initiative,  and 
invention. 

Eighth.  The  next  group  is  that  of  the  racketeer.  We  find 
him  in  many  phases  of  our  life — In  business,  in  labor,  and 
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in  government.    The  labor  racketeer  has  done  more  dam- 
age to  labor's  cause  than  has  any  other  force. 

Ninth.  There  is  another  group  which  consists  of  men  in 
all  stations  of  life  who  let  indifference,  inaction,  lethargy, 
smugness,  and  complacency  dictate  their  course.  That  is 
the  group  to  which  I  want  to  si)eak.  The  President,  in  his 
message,  apparently  has  gone  to  the  other  extreme;  but  we 
cannot  permit  any  feeling  that  hysteria  is  sweeping  us  away 
to  cause  us  to  take  some  counteraction,  so  that  we  shall 
become  so  smug  and  complacent  that  we  cannot  handle  the 
situation.  They  are  the  men  who  will  not  meet  the  issue. 
They  put  off,  and  keep  on  putting  off.  the  problems  they 
should  solve  today. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  agreed  with  the  President  in 
many  of  his  recommendations  to  the  Congress;  but  when 
the  Commander  In  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy  tells  me 
that  he  would  like  to  switch  the  Immigration  Bureau — ap- 
parently for  the  period  of  the  crisis — he  knowing  what  he 
knows  because  he  is  President  and  Commander  in  Chief, 
I  believe  I  should  vote  to  grant  his  request  unless  someone 
can  show  a  valid  reason  why  it  should  not  be  done. 

I  ask  the  Senate,  Has  any  valid  reason  been  suggested? 
The  only  reason  that  has  been  suggested  is  hysteria  itself. 
in  that  it  is  claimed  that  back  In  1920  to  1921  or  1922,  when 
Mr.  Hoover  was  not  In  the  P.  B.  I.,  certain  injustices  were 
perpetrated  upon  some  2.000  personstin  this  country.  That 
is  the  reason  which  is  given  for  our  dulling  the  only  sword 
we  have  in  America  to  handle  the  situation  as  it  Is.  An  at- 
tack on  the  F.  B.  I.  based  upon  two  or  three  isolated  instances 
In  which  the  F.  B.  I.  acted  under  Federal  warrants  is  no 
Justification  for  turning  down  the  request  of  the  Elxecutive. 

A  mistake  was  made  in  the  Nebraska  Carlson  case.  Mr. 
Carlson  had  a  right  to  sue  for  false  Imprisonment  and  get 
damages,  and  if  he  could  not  collect  damages  from  the  opera- 
tive, he  had  a  right  to  come  before  the  Claims  Committee  of 
the  Senate  for  retribution.  If  he  was  damaged.  But  that  is 
no  reason  for  denouncing  this  man  who  has  eradicated  great 
sinners  against  the  civil  liberty  that  has  been  so  much  talked 
of  by  the  Senator  from  Montana;  this  man  who  has  made 
civil  liberty  In  the  United  States  a  reality.  That  is  what 
Hoover  has  done.  I  ask.  What  were  our  civil  liberties  worth 
before  the  racketeer  was  disposed  of;  before  the  kidnaper 
was  disposed  of? 

But  we  must  go  back  to  the  real  Issue.  The  President  wants 
this  transfer;  but  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Wheeler]  rises  and  tells  about  how.  years  ago,  his  per- 
sonal rights  were  Invaded,  and  therefore  he  does  not  want 
the  Department  of  Justice  to  look  after  this  phase  of  the 
national  defense.  That  Is  what  the  Senator  from  Montana 
did  the  other  day.  Everyone  would  condemn  that  sort  of 
thing.  It  has  no  place  In  our  American  life;  but  we  are  not 
talking  about  that.  We  are  talking  about  something  more 
precious  than  the  injuries  of  yesterday.  We  are  talking  about 
this  America  of  ours,  which  must  have  something  virile  In 
her  being;  this  America,  which  must  have  power  also  to  strike 
down  the  aggressor ;  which  must  have  the  power  necessary  to 
protect  your  civil  liberties  and  mine. 

There  has  been  too  much  delay  already  In  this  country. 
"Hiere  has  been  an  absolute  falling  asleep  in  the  face  of  the 
realities. 

I  feel  that  this  Nation  has  no  place  In  the  present  conflict 
to  Europe.  We  could  not  help  if  we  wanted  to.  We  are 
unprepared.  We  could  not  send  our  boys  overseas  with  pea- 
shooters. We  have  no  army,  no  air  force.  The  Allies  do 
not  need  credit.  They  have  plenty  to  buy  with  for  the  pres- 
ent, and  any  talk  of  repealing  the  Johnson  Act  Is  nonsense. 

Our  unpreparedness  makes  us  unable  to  help  If  we  wanted 
to;  but  I  believe  that  the  American  people,  as  shown  by  the 
polls,  do  not  want  America  to  become  involved  in  the  con- 
flict overseas;  but  they  do  want  America  prepared  to  meet 
any  emergency.  The  American  people  are  waking  to  the 
fact  that  America  may  be  the  next  nation  to  be  attacked. 
We  must  prepare.  We  must  arm;  and,  Mr.  President,  one 
of  the  ways  to  prepare  and  to  arm,  as  suggested  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana.  Is  not  to  lose  our  heads,  not  to 


become  hysterical,  but  to  be  steady.  Anyone  who  has  eyes 
with  which  to  see  knows  that  in  this  land  of  ours  there  are 
destructive  forces.  The  President  apparently  has  deliber- 
ated on  this  subject  for  some  time.  He  had  the  advice  of 
those  who  claim  to  know  before  he  made  this  recommenda- 
tion. 

He  feels  that  in  the  preparedness  program  the  Department 
of  Justice,  during  this  period  of  conflict  abroad,  should  take 
over  this  matter.  If  the  Justice  Department  needs  the  assist- 
ance of  the  P.  B.  L.  it  should  have  such  assistance.  Already 
the  saboteurs  are  starting  their  work.  Three  of  the  great 
airplane  manufacturers  reported  that  fact  yesterday.  To- 
day's newspapers  bring  out  the  significant  fact  that  In  the 
shipyards  in  New  Jersey,  where  labor  unions  have  strock 
for  a  10  cent  an  hour  increase,  there  are  two  destroyers  and 
two  cruisers  under  construction. 

Mr.  President,  there  was  once  a  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts who  said  that  policemen  had  no  right  to  strike,  and 
he  told  why.  I  introduced  Into  the  Rbcord  the  other  day  an 
article  from  a  newspaper  showing  there  had  been  over  1,000 
strikes  of  public  employees.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  Congress 
adjourning  now.  We  hitve  too  much  to  do.  and  one  of  the 
problems  we  have  to  face,  and  face  head-on,  Is  the  right  of 
labor  to  strike  when  it  Is  employed  In  a  great  national  de- 
fense program — when  the  Nation's  hotise  Itself  is  In  danger. 

I  make  these  remarks  as  a  friend  of  labor.  I  spoke  a  few 
days  ago  as  a  friend  of  labor  In  relation  to  the  so-called 
La  FoUette  civU  liberties  bill.  Up  to  the  time  I  spoke  In  the 
Senate  on  that  measure  I  had  received  no  communications 
from  any  labor  group,  thus  Indicating  that  they  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  bill.  Since  that  time  I  have  received  tele- 
grams from  three  or  four  different  unions  asking  me  to  sup- 
port the  bill,  but  not  telling  me  why. 

I  believe,  Mr.  President,  there  is  more  than  an  ounce  of 
truth  to  Rauschnig's  books.  I  believe  that  if  England  and 
Prance  should  go  under,  we  need  a  united  front  in  America. 
We  cannot  obtato  such  a  front  by  having  "special  pleaders" 
to  the  Congress.  The  welfare  of  the  Nation  demands  the 
united  effort  of  all  classes. 

What  would  be  thought  of  the  soldier  who.  Jiist  before  the 
battle  to  iirotect  home  and  country,  laid  down  his  arms? 
What  would  be  thought  of  the  fireman  who.  after  the  fire 
had  started,  refused  to  devote  himself  to  extinguishing  the 
fire?  What  would  be  thought  of  the  farmers  of  this  Nation 
if  they  should  refuse  to  plant  and  cultivate,  though  they 
have  the  best  reason  to  the  world  to  do  so?  T^ey  have  no 
40-hour  weeks. 

After  listentog  to  the  President's  message  a  few  moments 
ago«  we  know  that  we  have  to  be  straight  to  our  thlnktog. 
and  we  cannot  be  wishy-washy  in  our  attitude.  We  are  plan- 
ning now  to  tax  the  people  as  they  have  never  before  heen 
taxed.  We  are  asking  them  to  pay.  We  are  asking  the  youth 
of  the  Nation  to  become  pilots  and  soldiers.  We  are  asking 
the  farmers  to  produce  not  only  what  we  ourselves  need  but 
for  the  benighted  people  of  Europe  as  well ;  and  so  we  are  ask- 
ing all  those  who  labor  to  take  the  oar  and  pull  as  they  never 
pulled  before,  and  for  the  period  of  the  crisis  to  refrain  from 
all  strikes — to  make  themselves  immune  against  the  attacks 
of  any  "fifth  columnists." 

If  I  had  a  voice  to  the  councils  of  labor.  I  would  say,  "If  you 
want  to  make  yourself  solid,  issue  a  manifesto  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States  to  the  effect  that  during  this  period  you 
win  not  walk  out  on  your  jobs — that  you  will  pull  an  oar  to 
the  boat  with  all  the  rest  of  our  fellow  citizens." 

We  are  all  In  the  same  boat  with  the  other  nations.  Just 
as  labor  in  England  said,  we  know  what  we  have  to  do.  They 
are  dying  In  defense  of  country,  and  they  are  not  working 
merely  40  hours  a  week,  but  are  working  the  week  aroimd; 
and  if  the  crisis  is  nearly  so  serious  as  It  appears  to  be  from 
the  President's  message,  there  is  but  one  answer  to  the  prob- 
lem— get  away  from  self-seeking  groups;  be  men  who  repre- 
sent the  Nation  and  not  merely  some  special  toterests. 

I  realize  that  much  I  have  said  may  not  seem  perttoent 
to  the  joint  resolution  under  discussion,  yet  to  me  It  Is  rele- 
vant.   We  need  unity  of  action,  of  effort,  of  mind  and  soul,  to 
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put  our  house  in  order,  and  we  must  make  sure  that  the 
disorganizing  forces  are  not  given  power. 

Mr.  President.  I  come  from  one  of  the  great  States  of  this 
Nation — Wisconsin.  On  the  east  it  is  bordered  by  Lake 
Michigan,  en  the  west  by  the  father  of  waters,  on  the 
north  by  Lake  Superior.  We  are  a  thousand  miles  and  more 
from  the  east  coast. 

Until  the  war  clouds  spread  over  Europe  we  felt  that  we 
were  in  one  of  the  safest  places  in  the  world,  but  now  we 
know  that  no  place  is  safe.  In  other  words,  everyone  is  mod- 
ifying his  concept  of  isolation.  This  does  not  mean  that  war 
is  coming  upon  this  land.  It  does  mean,  however,  as  has 
been  suggested,  that,  due  to  invention  and  modem  methods, 
distances  have  become  shortened.  As  a  consequence.  I  be- 
lieve Wisconsin  is  100  percent  for  preparedness,  for  defense. 

Preparedness  means  an  adequate  air  force,  and  the  word 
"adequate"  means  a  great  deal  more  than  it  meant  2  years 
ago.    The  war  in  Ehirope  has  shown  us  what  it  means. 

Lindbergh  told  us  a  little  while  ago  about  German  suprem- 
acy in  the  air.  but  apparently  those  in  this  country  who  were 
advising  our  Government  were  sulflcient  unto  themselves, 
with  the  result  that  we  are  in  the  pickle  we  are  now  in. 

Adequate  preparedness  means  something  dififerent  from 
what  it  meant  2  years  ago.  so  far  as  navies  are  concerned. 

Let  me  digress  here  and  say  that  the  general  tendency 
for  most  people  is  to  get  into  a  rut,  and  that  is  what  has 
happened  with  our  advisers  on  national  defense.  They  have 
had  plenty  of  money.  It  is  time  that  we  have  alert  people 
in  positions  of  great  trust.  There  is  no  reason  In  the  world 
why  this  country  should  not  have  been  advised  of  the  great 
development  that  was  taking  place  in  Germany.  It  is  no 
excuse  for  us  to  say  that  Prance  and  England  and  the  neu- 
tral countries  were  also  asleep.  We  do  not  pay  men  in  posi- 
tions of  trust  to  be  asleep. 

I  believe  that  Lindbergh's  knowledge  and  experience 
should  be  drafted.  I  believe  that  anjrthing  we  can  do  that 
will  put  us  ahead  in  a  defense  program  that  is  really  a  de- 
fense  program  should  be  done.  The  mere  fact  that  Lind- 
bergh disagrees — as  do  millions  of  others — with  a  leadership 
in  this  Nation  is  no  reason  why  his  knowledge  in  the  field 
in  which  he  is  a  master  should  not  be  utilized  by  this 
Government. 

We  have  the  longest  shore  line  in  the  world.  Defense  is  a 
matter  of  geography.  Germany  has  placed  her  airplane  fac- 
tories underground,  and  in  different  portions  of  her  country. 
The  Middle  West  is  the  place  now  to  bring  great  arsenals 
Into  being.  There  we  can  produce  the  weapons  of  defense 
that  are  needed.  Speaking  about  weapons  of  defense,  we  need 
men  who  have  some  inventive  genius,  some  imagination — 
not  "rutists."  not  folks  who  are  living  in  their  yesterdajrs, 
not  folks  who  are  asleep  in  this  fast-moving  world. 

I  have  said  we  need  men  who  have  a  little  imagination. 
Germany  saw  other  countries  building  airports,  and  she 
swooped  down  and  took  them  and  used  them.  Is  there  no 
way  by  which  that  could  be  prevented?  Germany  has  air- 
ports, but  it  is  said  they  are  so  fortified  that  no  one  could 
capture  them  from  the  air.  We  need  air  bases,  a  vast  army 
of  trained  mechanics,  an  expanding  plan  for  facilities. 

Mr.  President,  we  need  men  in  the  Army  with  vision,  in- 
ventive genius,  and  imagination:  not  gold-braid  artists.    We 
have  spent  more  than  $8,000,000,000  in  the  past  6  years,  and 
our  Army  and  our  Air  Corp>s  and  our  coast  defense  are  a   ; 
farce.    We  have  no  adequate  supplies  of  modem  mechanized   ! 
equipment.    While  we  cannot  spend  time  on  spilt  milk,  we  I 
can  find  those  who  have  been  responsible  and  give  them  no  ! 
more  opportunity  to  spill  any  more  milk.     It  is  the  laeople's   ' 
money  that  has  been  spent.    We  must  profit  from  the  mis-  | 
takes  of  the  past.    We  must  get  alert  men  to  look  after  our  ' 
national  defense,  men  who  are  a  step  ahead  and  not  a  step 
behind. 

Our  primary  problem  now  in  relation  to  planes  and  in  re- 
lation to  equipment  is  that  of  capacity  to  produce.  And 
coupled  with  the  capacity  to  produce  there  must  be  an  alert 
research  group  who  are  willing  and  able  to  learn  new 
methods — men  whose  minds  are  not  anchored. 


Mr.  President,  we  have  minds  like  that  In  America,  but 
this  administration  has  not  been  willing  to  utDize  them. 
The  administration  wanted  simply  a  one-tsrpe  mind.  And  I 
believe  we  have  gotten  in  our  preparedness  program,  in  our 
farm  program,  and  in  our  spending  program  just  what  that 
type  of  mind  can  produce. 

We  have  heard  in  recent  years  the  word  "progressive"  and 
the  word  "liberal."  These  words  have  l)een  bastardized  in 
applying  them  to  certain  political  and  economic  misfit  no- 
tions, and  America  today  is  reaping  the  harvest.  I  pray 
God  we  will  not  reap  the  whirlwind. 

Because  of  the  war  fever  in  the  world  the  day  of  American 
leisure  is  over.  I  started  out  with  the  idea  that  the  notion 
of  isolation  is  changing.  It  is  changing  in  more  ways  than 
one.  The  war  fever  in  Europe  makes  it  necessary  that  we 
spend  billions  of  our  resources  to  protect  our  own.  The  war 
fever  in  Europe  threatens  to  disrupt  all  the  economic  life  of 
the  world.  It  already  has  demonstrated  that  neutral  na- 
tions— small  nations — prepared  or  unprepared,  have  no  right 
to  remain  neutral. 

I  am  hoping,  Mr.  President,  the  war  fever  In  Europe  will 
cause  America  to  think  more  and  more  of  becoming  self- 
su£Bcient.  What  about  our  manganese?  What  about  tin 
and  rubber?  Can  the  exploring  spirit  of  America  find  that 
answer? 

There  is  another  pITase  of  the  preparedness  program  that 
is  all  important.  Europe  has  made  us  do  the  thing  we  are 
bound  to  come  to;  that  is,  train  our  youth  to  handle  the  mod- 
em mechanized  instrumentalities,  the  airplane,  the  machine 
gun,  the  bomber,  the  antiaircraft  gun.  the  antitank  gun. 

I  am  not  in  favor  of  creating  a  great  army,  but  I  am  in 
favor — though  I  was  not  a  few  years  ago— of  giving  youth  a 
military  education  of  seme  kind,  which  will  not,  in  case  this 
country  has  to  defend  itself,  leave  them  to  be  slaughtered 
like  lambs.  No.  If  war  comes  to  America,  we  must  have 
our  youth  adequately  prepared. 

Why  has  Germany  been  able  to  do  what  she  has  been 
doing?  Because  she  has  created  a  war  mechanism.  I  am 
not  in  favor  of  mechanizing  the  minds  and  souls  of  America, 
but  I  am  in  favor  of  seeing  that  each  youth  has  some  knowl- 
edge of  the  weapons  of  defense. 

I  said  a  few  moments  ago  that  America's  day  of  ease  is 
over.  I  mean  that  ahead  of  us  there  is  work  to  be  done, 
taxes  and  more  taxes  to  be  paid.  We  can  lay  that  to  vari- 
ous conditions.  I  know  the  youth  in  this  country  realize  that 
if  they  are  to  maintain  America  they  will  have  to  be  prepared 
to  look  after  America.  That  means  individual  preparedness. 
It  means  also  that  not  only  the  Regular  Army  but  the  Na- 
tional Guard  must  be  adequately  prepared  and  equipped.  If 
we  fail  to  train  our  youth  with  modern  weapons — which 
means  something  more  than  simply  loading  a  gun  and  firing 
it — we  will  fail  in  our  responsibility  to  this  and  future  ages. 
The  lessons  we  must  learn  from  overseas  are  too  apparent. 
They  are  in  the  field  of  equipment  and  training.  It  was 
the  mechanized  units,  the  supermechanized  units,  coupled 
with  the  use  of  mass  bombers  and  quick  transport  of  troops 
fully  mechanized  and  equipped,  that  made  the  blitzkrieg  pos- 
sible. That  was  Hitler's  preparedness  on  the  land.  We  will 
shortly  see  what  his  supplemental  arm  is  on  the  sea. 

That  brings  me  to  this  matter  of  preparedness  in  our 
Navy.  We  have  been  building  ships,  with  very  little  modifi- 
cation, along  the  old  lines,  making  them  more  and  more  open 
to  attack  by  bombers.  Is  there  anyone  now  who  is  consulted, 
anyone  with  imagination  and  genius  for  such  things,  to  see 
If  ships  caimot  be  made  more  immime  from  attack  from 
bombs,  and  more  immune  from  attack  from  torpedoes?  Have 
we  seen  the  need,  with  our  vast  coast  line,  of  adopting  new 
methods  to  protect  our  land,  or  are  we  stiU  back  in  World  War 
days?  Would  it  not  be  a  good  thing  to  do  what  Weygand  did, 
fire  the  "ruttists"? 

When  we  are  talking  about  adequate  defense,  it  is  impera- 
tive that  we  put  our  house  in  order  in  this  country.  That 
house  has  been  very  much  in  disorder.  This  coimtry  must 
realize  fullj  the  serious  condiUon  it  is  in,  with  a  debt  of 
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$45,000,000,000,   Inability  now  to  balance  the  Budget,  and 
g(tog  into  the  red  more  than  $3,000,000,000  each  year. 

The  vast  bureaucracy  which  has,  fungus-like,  been  im- 
posed upon  our  economy,  must  be  reshaped,  cut  down,  and 
men  utilized  for  constructive  work  in  building  our  prepared- 
ness.   Let  us  get  rid  of  the  surplus  of  public  servants. 

There  is  work  to  be  done.  There  are  real  jobs  to  be  filled. 
Everyone  knows  that  in  ttiis  city  there  are  too  many  "swivel 
chair"  gentlemen,  too  many  loafers  on  the  Government  pay 
rolls,  too  many  artificial  jobs  and  unnecessary  employees. 

In  this  preparedness  program  we  need  to  accomplish  some- 
thing. We  must  get  rid  of  the  termites  within,  and  I  classify 
among  the  termites  not  simply  the  "fifth  columnists,"  but 
the  loafers,  the  "parlor  pinks,"  the  Nazi -minded  Americans. 
There  is  no  place  in  America  for  anyone  but  the  100-percent 
American.  And  that  goes  for  those  who  are  pro-German, 
or  pro-English,  or  pro-French,  or  pro  anything  else.  People 
can  have  their  own  sympathies,  but  they  cannot  gum  up 
the  works  with  their  hysteria  or  their  emotional- jag  methods. 
If  they  want  to  fight  for  other  countries  or  want  to  aid 
other  countries,  they  would  not  have  much  trouble  doing 
that.  There  is  Canada  to  the  north  of  us  and  other  channels 
open  where  they  can  individually  assist  if  they  want  to.  But 
today  I  am  talking  about  someone  who  needs  their  assistance 
very  much.  It  Is  their  country,  and  the  greatest  aid  one 
can  give  this  country  Is  to  preach,  act,  and  live  100-percent 
loyalty  to  it.  We  can  also  make  our  contribution  in  many 
other  lines.  We  can  aid  in  getting  rid  of  the  chiselers,  the 
grafters,  and  the  termites.  We  can  be  industrious,  and 
preach  again  the  doctrine  of  work  and  thrift  and  industry. 
We  have  had  7  srears  now  of  other  teachings.  We  have  tried 
the  magic  of  the  "hokus  pokus"  fellows,  and  we  still  find 
that  two  times  two  equals  four;  that  the  fundamental  laws 
in  economics  still  obtain,  that  the  fundamental  rules  of  living 
still  have  force;  that  the  things  of  the  spirit  are  the  vital 
things. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  take  this  occasion  to 
express  my  full  confidence  in  and  my  approval  of  the  public 
service  of  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Director  of  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation.  In  my  judgment,  Mr.  Hoover  has  performed 
a  difficult  task  in  a  very  satisfactory  and  eminent  way.  I  am 
not  in  sympathy  with  the  criticism  and  attacks  which  have 
been  made  on  him.  For  this  reason  it  is  a  matter  of  gratifica- 
tion to  me  that  the  Bureau  of  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion has  been  transferred  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  and 
I  hope  it  will  be  placed  under  Mr.  Hoover's  personal  direc- 
tion. Acttog  in  this  position,  he  can  do  much  to  control  alien 
activities  in  this  country,  and,  supported  by  drastic  legisla- 
tion requiring  the  fingerprinting  and  registration  of  aliens, 
much  can  be  accomplished  to  relieve  this  country  of  the  dan- 
ger which  now  exists  from  alien  influences  which  are  antag- 
onistic to  our  form  of  government. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Miller  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
T^xas? 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia that  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  has  already 
reported  to  the  Senate  a  comprehensive  bill  requiring  the 
fingerprinting  and  registration  of  all  aliens  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  am  glad  to  hear  that. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  We  hope  to  get  early  consideration  for 
the  bill. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  congratxilatc  the  Senator  from  Texas  on  the 
fine  work  I  am  told  he  did  in  connection  with  this  matter. 

Mr.  President,  the  time  is  here  to  purge  America  of  every 
alien  and  foreign  Influence  attempting  to  undermine  and  de- 
stroy our  S3^tem  of  government.  America  is  a  free  country 
for  American  citizens.  It  is  not  a  free  country  for  aliens  who 
owe  their  allegiance  to  and  take  their  orders  from  other 
countries.    Aliens  are  permitted  here  only  on  good  brfiavlor. 

There  are,  no  doubt.  In  America  many  citizens  of  other 
countries  who  are  TP'^<"g  no  effort  to  injure  our  democracy. 


but  it  is  equally  true  that  there  are  others  who  would  injure 
and  destroy  us  if  they  could. 

Ihe  treachery  of  the  "fifth  column"  in  Denmark,  Norway, 
Holland,  and  France  should  be  a  warning  to  us. 

I  thoroughly  approve  of  the  Executive  order  of  the  Presi- 
dent to  transfer  the  Bureau  of  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion from  the  Labor  Department  to  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice, but  this  is  not  enough.  The  Congress  should  at  once 
enact  laws  requiring  every  alien  in  this  country  to  register 
and  to  have  every  alien  fingerprinted,  and  these  aliens  diould 
be  required  to  carry  identification  cards  subject  to  inspection 
at  all  times. 

In  this  time  of  great  crisis,  it  is  no  reflection  on  the  legiti- 
mate and  honorable  alien  to  require  registration  and  an  iden- 
tification card,  so  it  will  he  possible  to  detect,  deport,  and,  if 
Justified,  punish  the  undesirable  alien  who  has  abused  the 
privileges  extended  to  him  by  the  United  States. 

Action  should  be  taken  quickly  and  no  time  lost  in  passing 
drastic  and  compulsory  legislation  requiring  a  complete  regis- 
tration of  every  person  in  America  who  is  not  today  a  legalized 
citizen,  together  with  careful  supenision  of  the  time  of  ex- 
piration on  the  permits  of  those  who  are  here  for  intervals 
limited  by  law. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  Mr.  President,  as  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  I  wish  to  say  that  I  hope  the  Presi- 
dent's plan  win  be  approved.  It  will  be  observed  that  there 
is  on  the  Calendar  Order  of  Business  1166,  Senate  Resolution 
168.  providing  for  an  investigation  of  the  immigration  of 
aliens  into  the  United  States,  which  has  been  unanimously 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration.  The  resolu- 
tion was  prompted  by  a  conviction  on  my  part,  approved 
unanimously  by  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  that  the 
Bureau  of  Immigration,  under  the  present  Secretary  of  Labor, 
is  not  functioning  as  the  law  intends  it  should  function. 

I  hope  that  the  Senate  will  approve  the  President's  plan. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendment  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
joint  resolution. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  of  course  the  Senate  is  going 
to  approve  the  plan.  I  understand  that.  I  hope  we  may 
have  a  yea-and-nay  vote,  although  I  may  be  the  only  one, 
with  the  exception  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  I  Mr. 
Wheeler],  who  will  vote  in  the  negative.  I  wish  to  be  on 
record  if  possible. 

Before  the  vote  Is  taken  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  reply 
to  what  has  been  said  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley].  I  recognize  that  I  am  in  the  minority  on  this 
question.  I  was  in  the  minority  23  years  ago;  but,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, neither  at  that  time  nor  at  any  time  since  have  I  ever 
charged,  or  said,  or  even  thought  that  any  of  my  colleagues 
who  were  on  the  other  side  and  who  I  thought  were  carried 
away  by  hysteria,  were  not  conscientious,  or  were  doing  any- 
thing except  to  follow  their  convictions.  I  never  questioned 
the  motives,  and  do  not  now,  of  anyone  on  the  other  side  of 
that  great  question. 

It  occurs  to  me.  however,  that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
Is  overenthusiastic  in  his  condemnation  of  me  and  of  the 
Senator  from  Montana  because  we  are  opposed  to  the  joint 
resolution.  We  are  just  as  conscientious  as  are  other  Sena- 
tors; no  more,  but  no  less.  We  are  just  as  patriotic  as  the 
others  are.  or  as  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is,  but  no  more. 
We  are  on  an  equality  and,  even  though  we  may  be  wrong, 
and  stand  alone,  we  still  have  the  constitutional  right  to  be 
wrong  and  to  stand  alone. 

Mr.  President,  I  never  said,  as  one  might  gather  from  the 
remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  that  Mr.  Hoover  was 
In  the  F.  B.  I.  at  the  time  of  the  Palmer  raids,  an  episode, 
conceded  by  everyone.  I  think,  to  be  disgraceful,  an  episode 
condemned  by  one  of  the  greatest  men  who  ever  honored 
the  Senate  Chamber  with  his  presence.  Senator  Walsh  of 
Montana,  who  was  a  member  of  the  same  political  party  as 
the  then  Attorney  General,  but  who  nevertheless,  in  respect- 
ful language  condemned  that  raid  in  the  terms  in  which  it 
deserved  to  be  condemned. 
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Mr.  President.  In  the  course  of  my  remarks,  either  today 
or  yesterday.  I  think  I  said — I  may  be  wrong  in  my  recollec- 
tion—that at  the  time  of  the  Palmer  raids  Mr.  Hoover  was  an 
assistant  to  the  Attorney  General.  That  is  a  matter  of 
record.  Any  intimation  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that 
I  claimed  that  Mr.  Hoover  was  running  the  P.  B.  I.,  or  was 
in  the  Bureau  of  Investigation  at  that  time,  is  uncalled  for, 
and  without  foundation  of  fact.  But  Mr.  Hoover  did  have 
charge  of  those  raids.  It  was  the  Department  of  Justice 
that  had  charge  of  them.  I  read  to  the  Senate  today  the 
testimony  of  the  Attorney  General  himself.  When  on  the 
stand,  and  asked  by  Senator  Walsh.  "How  many  warrants 
were  issued?"  the  Attorney  General  said.  "I  do  not  know. 
Senator  Walsh.  If  you  want  to  know  that,  ask  Mr.  Hoover. 
He  had  charge." 

Then  the  cCBcial  record  shows  that  the  Bureau  of  Investi- 
gation In  the  Department  of  Justice  gave  ofBcial  instructions 
to  everyone  in  that  organization,  to  all  its  field  men  through- 
out the  United  States,  when  it  made  provision  for  that  secret 
raid  on  the  2d  of  January  1920.  which.  I  repeat,  was  one  of 
the  most  disgraceful  things  that  have  ever  happened  in  any 
civilized  country.  The  raid  was  under  the  control  of  Mr. 
Hoover.  The  record  which  I  read  here  today  shows  that  in 
the  ofBcial  communication  which  went  out  all  the  inspectors 
were  directed  to  report  by  telegram  to  Mr.  Hoover,  and  to 
send  the  telegrams  to  his  ofBce  in  Washington,  which  would 
be  open  all  night ;  that  they  were  to  be  marked  "Attention  of 
Mr.  Hoover."  and  they  were  directed  to  send  on  the  following 
day  letters  to  that  oflBce  marked  "Attention  of  Mr.  Hoover." 

Mr.  President.  I  did  not  suppose  that  anyone  was  going  to 
deny  that  Mr.  Hoover  had  charge  of  the  raids,  when  the  record 
so  conclusively  shows  he  did.  But  it  seems  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  knew  positively  that  Mr.  Hoover  had  nothing  to  do 
with  that  raid.  I  do  not  know  where  he  obtained  his  infor- 
mation. He  did  not  get  it  from  the  records  of  the  committee. 
If  the  committee  records  are  untrue,  and  all  that  testimony, 
which,  so  far  as  I  know,  has  never  before  been  disputed,  is 
^talse.  then  I  may  be  wrong  and  Mr.  Hoover  may  not  have  had 
anything  to  do  with  those  raids. 

I  cannot  help  but  refer  again  to  that  Fremont.  Nebr..  case, 
the  Carlson  case,  with  respect  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  obtained  a  report  from  Mr.  Hoover's  cfiBce.  In 
that  report,  which  was  read  at  the  desk,  it  was  stated,  for 
Instance,  that  this  man  Carlson,  living  in  Fremont.  Nebr..  had 
a  plain  scar  on  the  back  of  his  neck,  and  that  the  imposter, 
who  had  obtained  money  under  false  pretenses,  and  went  to 
Jail  for  it  afterward,  also  had  a  scar;  that  they  both  had 
brown  eyes;  that  they  were  about  the  same  size. 

Mr.  President.  I  never  saw  Mr.  Carlson.  I  do  not  know 
anjrthlng  about  the  case  except  what  he  wrote  me  and  what 
Mr.  Sorenson.  the  vice  president  of  one  of  the  leading  banks 
at  Fremont,  a  well-known  citizen  of  the  State,  told  me. 

Judging  from  the  letter  and  from  my  conversation  with  a 
man  who  has  known  Carlson  for  years,  there  is  no  similarity 
whatever  between  the  two  men.  The  woman  who  swore  out 
the  warrant,  in  describing  the  man  who  had  passed  a  bad 
check  on  her,  said  in  her  afiSdavlt  that  he  had  a  large  scar  on 
the  back  of  his  neck,  not  completely  healed.  That  is  the  first 
difference.  The  real  Carlson  does  not  have  a  scar  on  the  back 
of  his  neck;  and  I  should  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wilby]  go  out  to  Nebraska  and  examine  him 
so  that  he  may  be  convinced.  Possibly  he  can  prevail  upon 
Mr.  Hoover  to  be  more  accurate  in  the  description  he  has  given 
and  the  record  he  has  made  of  what  happened. 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  in  a  moment. 

Both  men  had  brown  eyes,  says  J.  Edgar  Hoover.  That  may 
be  so.  I  cannot  testify  as  a  witness,  because  I  have  never  seen 
the  eyes  df  either  man. 

It  is  said  tha^they  both  had  brown  hair.  I  know  something 
about  that,  because,  again  from  my  conversation  with  Mr. 
Sorenson.  the  banker  in  Fremont.  I  know  what  the  color  of 
Carlson's  hair  is.  It  is  the  same  as  Carlson  said  it  was  in  his 
letter.  His  hair  is  white.  It  turned  white  because  he  was 
serving  his  country  in  France  under  a  difficult  situation,  under 


terrible  stress,  which  changed  the  color  of  his  hair  almost 
overnight.  That  is  why  he  has  white  or  gray  hair,  although 
he  is  a  comparatively  young  man. 

J.  Edgar  Hoover  says  that  the  sherifT  states  that  the  man 
was  a  "dead  beat"  and  that  his  credit  was  no  good.  The 
banker  told  me  that  outside  of  his  having  no  credit  and  no 
property,  morally,  particularly,  he  is  a  fine  citizen.  He  has 
been  a  leader  in  the  Boy  Scout  movement  and  his  family  has 
a  fine  reputation.  They  are  fine  people.  He  has  throe  boys, 
the  eldest  sixteen  and  the  youngest  eleven.  They  sat  in  their 
humble  little  home  and  saw  the  P.  B.  I.  agents  put  chains  upon 
their  father  for  a  crime  of  which  it  is  now  admitted  by  every- 
body he  was  absolutely  innocent. 

In  the  first  place,  the  agents  were  at  the  Carlson  home  all 
day.  One  of  them  came  to  Carlson's  house  during  the  day 
inquiring  for  Carlson.  Mrs.  Carlson's  mother  told  him  that 
Carlson  was  not  in  the  city,  but  would  be  in  that  night,  and 
would  be  home  for  supper.  Hoover's  man  told  her  that  he 
wanted  to  have  a  talk  with  Carlson  about  the  Boy  Scout  work; 
that  he  was  very  much  interested  in  it.  and  he  knew  that  Mr. 
Carlson  was  also.  That  was  a  bit  of  deception.  It  was  all 
false.     It  was  used  to  deceive  this  Innocent  man. 

When  Carlson  arrived,  and  the  agents  found  out  his  name, 
the  first  thing  they  did  was  to  lay  their  hands  on  him  and 
take  everything  away  from  him  so  that  he  could  not  fight. 
He  could  not  defend  himself  or  assault  anybody  else.  If  he 
had  a  penknife  or  a  toothpick,  they  took  it  away  from  him; 
and  after  he  was  searched  and  deprived  of  all  possible 
weapons,  they  took  him  into  his  home  and,  in  the  presence  of 
his  wife  and  three  t)oys,  made  him  put  his  hands  up.  and 
put  handcuffs  on  this  defenseless,  innocent  man. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  say  that  the  agents  ought  not  to 
have  arrested  him;  but  it  was  not  necessary  to  go  through  the 
cruel  performance  they  went  through  in  the  presence  of  the 
man's  family,  and  cause  him  to  suffer  the  humiliation  which 
he  suffered.  That  was  not  a  humane  thing  to  do.  Must  I 
pass  it  up  because  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley! 
thinks  Hoover  is  such  a  great  man.  and  because  Hoover  ap- 
proves it?  He  does  approve  it.  All  such  things  are  approved 
by  the  F.  B.  I.  That  is  their  method  of  procedure.  That  is 
what  I  have  been  inveighing  against  all  this  time. 

Under  the  same  circumstances  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
would  not  feel  that  he  had  been  treated  in  the  manner  in 
which  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  ought  to  be  treated. 
After  having  given  up  several  of  the  best  years  of  his  life  in 
defense  of  the  flag  on  foreign  soil,  two  or  three  strangers  from 
the  P.  B.  I. — Hoover's  men — came  in  and  handcuffed  him  in 
the  presence  of  his  family.  He  said  to  them,  "I  will  go  with 
you,  Mr.  Sheriff.  You  do  not  need  to  handcuff  me.  I  would 
have  come  if  you  had  called  me  on  the  telephone." 

Mr.  Hoover  makes  a  great  ado  about  the  police  Iwidge  which 
was  found  in  Carlson's  car.  The  agents  searched  not  only  his 
car  but  also  his  house.  They  had  no  more  right  to  search 
his  house  than  I  have  to  search  the  oflBce  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona.  They  had  no  right  to  search  his  car.  They  had  no 
warrant  to  search  ansrthing,  but  they  searched  the  house 
and  the  car,  and  they  found  a  police  badge.  Mr.  Carlson 
explained  the  badge,  although  Hoover  said  that  no  satis- 
factory explanation  was  given.  Carlson  told  where  he  had 
obtained  the  badge.  He  got  it  from  the  mayor  of  the  city  of 
Fremont.  The  agents  could  have  gone  to  the  mayor  and 
asked  him  about  it.  They  could  have  found  out  whether  or 
not  Carlson  was  telling  the  truth.  There  would  have  been 
no  diflQculty  in  ascertaining  how  Carlson  obtained  the  tiadge. 
He  received  it  as  an  honor  for  his  leadership  in  some  entertain- 
ment or  celebration.  It  was  renewed  after  he  had  had  it  for 
some  time  because  iW^as  a  leader  in  the  Boy  Scout  movement. 
I  get  all  this  from  hearsay.  I  was  not  there.  I  do  not 
know  the  man,  but  I  know  that  his  letters  are  corroborated 
by  a  man  who  would  not  lie  about  it.  who  has  no  interest  in 
the  matter,  and  who  says  that  Carlson  was  all  right  except 
that  he  was  poor.  He  was  struggling  to  keep  out  of  the  poor- 
house.  But  when  the  public  wanted  something  done  in  the 
Boy  Scout  movement.  Carlson  was  the  man  who  did  it.    He 


was  given  a  police  badge  to  hang  on  his  car  merely  to  entitle 
him  to  some  privileges  imder  certain  clrciimstances  which 
he  would  not  otherwise  have. 

I  pass  by  the  ridicule  in  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  about  how  I  have  followed  a  leader  for  7  years 
and  now  have  deserted  him.  If  all  that  were  true,  a  good 
reason  for  it  would  be  that  a  man  who  has  been  against 
Roosevelt  adl  his  life — the  Senator  from  Wisconsin — is  now 
coming  over  and  fighting  the  battles  of  Roosevelt  so  his  posi- 
tion is  Just  the  reverse  of  mine,  if  what  he  says  is  true.  I  do 
not  question  his  right  to  support  this  Joint  resolution.  I  do 
not  question  his  sincerity,  and  I  challenge  the  right  of  any 
man  in  this  Chaml)er  or  outside  of  it  to  challenge  my  sin- 
cerity because  I  refuse  to  agree  to  this  rule,  even  though  it 
be  made  by  a  President  whom  I  have  gone  with,  as  a  rule, 
ever  since  he  has  been  in  office.  I  would  have  a  right,  I  think, 
to  be  suspicious  of  the  action  of  that  President  because  now, 
after  7  years  of  bitter  opposition,  he  is  supported  by  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  That  ought  to  be  a  good  enough 
reason  to  desert  him  now,  if  my  action  may  be  called  that. 
It  certainly  would  be  a  good  enough  reason  to  be  suspicious; 
it  certainly  would  be  a  good  enough  reason  to  investigate 
before  going  any  further. 

Mr.  WILEY  rose. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  3^eld  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  after  that  brilliant  remark 
from  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraska,  let  me 
say 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  yielded  for  a 
speech.     I  supposed  the  Senator  wanted  to  ask  me  a  question. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  expected  that  the  Senator  would  be  fair 
enough,  after  using  such  language  as  he  did,  to  let  me  reply. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  care  how  much  the  Senator  replies, 
but  he  cannot  reply  in  my  time.  If  he  wants  to  ask  me  a 
question,  I  have  yielded.  If  he  wants  to  make  a  speech,  he 
probably  can  contain  himself  until  I  get  through  and  sit 
down.     [Laughter.] 

!ilr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  as  the  Record  will  show,  the 
distinguished  Senator  yielded  the  floor  to  me.  He  did  not 
in  the  first  instance  limit  his  srielding  to  a  question. 

I  am  sorry  what  I  have  said  has  hurt  the  distinguished 
Senator.  I  am  sorry,  too,  that  the  martyr  spirit  is  so  evi- 
dent. I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Hoover  w^as  charged  with  handling  prosecutions  following 
the  obtaining  of  evidence  and  the  arrest  of  persons;  and  that 
is  what  the  record  shows. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  call  the  Senator  to  order. 
I  have  the  floor,  and  under  the  rules  of  the  Senate  he  has 
no  right  to  make  a  speech  in  my  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin has  taken  his  seat. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  want  to  put  any  obstructions  In 
the  pathway  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  God  knows 
he  may  go  on  in  his  rapid  itath  as  fast  and  as  long  as  he 
wants  to.  and  he  will  not  offend  me.  He  has  insinuated, 
however,  that  I  said  that  Mr.  Hoover  was  in  the  F.  B.  L 
when  the  disgraceful  Palmer  raids  took  place.  I  did  not 
say  it.  The  record  does  not  show  it;  but  he  was  an  assist- 
ant to  the  Attorney  General,  and  he  did  have  charge  of 
those  raids.    That  Is  shown  by  the  record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the 
engrossment  of  the  amendment  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  joint  resolution. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the 
Joint  resolution  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is,  Shall  the 
Joint  resolution  pass? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  On  that  question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  SHEPSTEAD  (when  hts  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass!  .  I 
am  informed  that  if  he  were  present  he  would  vote  "yea." 


If  I  were  at  liberty  to  vote.  I  should  vote  ''nay.'*  I  withhold 
my  vote. 

Mr.  RADCXIPPE  (when  Mr.  Tydincs*  name  was  called). 
My  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Tydings]  is  unavoidably  detained.  Were  he  present  he 
would  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  CHANDLER  (after  having  voted  in  the  affirmative). 
I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Davis].  I  am  not  advised  how  he  would  vote  If  pres- 
ent. I  transfer  that  pair  to  iM  senior  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Blr.  Walsh],  and  will  permit  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Hayden]  is  unavoid- 
ably absent.    If  present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  KING.  I  announce  the  unavoidable  absence  of  my 
colleague,  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas  1.  He 
has  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges].  I  am  not  advised  how  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  would  vote  if  present.  I  am  advised  that  If  my 
colleague  were  present  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Schwartz)  is  im- 
avoidably  detained.    If  present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  announce  that  my  colleague,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mrs.  Caraway],  is  unavoidably  de- 
tained.   If  present  and  voting,  she  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  HILL.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  ReedJ.  I  am  not  advised  how  he  would 
vote  if  present.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tydings],  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  MEAD.  I  announce  the  ima voidable  absence  of  my 
colleague  [Mr.  Wagner],  who  is  detained  on  public  business. 
If  he  were  present  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  McKELLAR  (after  having  voted  in  the  affirmative) .  I 
have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
TowNSENDl.  I  am  advised  that  if  he  were  present  he  would 
vote  "yea."    Therefore,  I  will  let  my  vote  stand. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  the  necessary  absence  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  McNasy].  If  he  were 
present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

I  also  announce  the  necessary  absence  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  DanahekI.  If  present,  he  would  vote 
"yea." 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  Senior  Senator 
from  Oregon  LMr.  McNary];  but  in  view  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Vermont  touching  the 
senior  Senator  from  Oregon.  I  will  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Green]  is  unavoidably  detained. 

Ilie  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  LxTCAs],  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Maloney]. 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Slattery],  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smathers],  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas],  and  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  are  necessarily  detained.  I  am 
advised  that,  if  present  and  voting,  these  Senators  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Bone],  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Clark],  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Dona- 
hey],  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Gerry],  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Gillette],  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  IMr.  PittmawI 
are  unavoidably  detained. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  56,  nays  4,  as  follows: 
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Adams 

Byrd 

Oumey 

La  FoUette 

Andrews 

Byrnes 

Hale 

Lee 

Asbiirst 

Capper 

Harrison 

McCarran 

Austin 

Chandler 

Batch 

McKellar 

Bankhead 

Chavez 

Herring 

Mead 

Barbour 

Clark.  Mo. 

HUl 

MUIer 

Barkley 

Oonnally 

Holman 

Mlnton 

Bilbo 

KUender 

Holt 
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Brown 

George 

Hughes 

Oliahoney 

Bulow 

Gibson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Overton 

Burke 

Ouffey 

King 

Pepper 
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RkdcUffe 

Sheppard 

Taft 

Van  Nuys 

Reynolds 

Smith 

Thoma«.  Idaho 

White 

8cbwellcnb«cli 

Stewart 

Truman 
NAYS— 4 

WUey 

Lundeen 

Vlumy 

Norrls 

Wheeler 

NOT 

VOTING — 36 

Ballry 

Frazier 

McNary 

Sjiathers 

Bone 

Oerry 

Maloney 

Thomas,  OWa. 

BrIdCM 

Gillette 

Neely 

Thomas.  Utah 

Caraway 

o;a« 

PUtman 

Tobey 

Clark.  Idaho 

Green 

Reed 

Townsend 

Danaher 

Hayden 

Russell 

Tydlngs 

Davu 

Johnaon.  Calif.      Schwartz 

Vandenberg 

Donahey 

Lodge 

Shipstead 

Wagner 

Downey 

Lucas 

Slattery 

Walsh 

So  the  Joint  resolution  <H.  J.  Res.  551)  was  passed. 
Mr.  LODGE  subsequently  said.  Mr.  President,  I  was  de- 
tained from  the  Senate  by  reason  of  important  public  business 
at  the  time  the  vote  was  taken  on  House  Joint  Resolution  551, 
and  arrived  in  the  Senate  Chamber  a  few  minutes  after  the 
vote  was  concluded.  I  desire  to  say  that  if  present  I  should 
have  voted  "yea."  I  ask  to  have  this  announcement  appear  at 
the  proper  point  in  connection  with  the  vote. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  letter  written  by  Miss  Perkins, 
Secretary  of  Labor,  on  May  27.  to  the  Honorable  John  Taber, 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  which  she  com- 
ments on  some  statements  Mr.  Taber  made  regarding  her 
administration. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Mat   27.   1940. 
The  Honorable  John  Tabik,  M.  C, 

House  of   Representatives.    Washington,   D.   C. 

Mt  Dxak  Congressman  Taber:  I  have  Just  had  called  to  my 
attention  your  speech  In  the  House  today  with  regard  to  the 
reorganization  order  transferring  the  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion Service  to  the  Department  of  Justice.  You  are  quoted  as 
having  said: 

"We  are  going  to  vote  for  this  reorganization  plan  because  the 
President  has  not  the  patriotism  nor  the  courage  to  remove  the 
Secretary  of  Labor,  a  notorious  incompetent,  and  one  who  for  the 
last  7  years  has  steadily  and  steadfastly  failed  and  refused  to 
enforce  the  immigration  law.  and  continuously  admitted  and  kept 
here  thoee  who  were  not  entitled  to  stay." 

I  have  no  objection  to  your  expressing  your  opinion  about  my 
competency  That  is  a  matter  of  personal  Judgment  and  you  are 
unquestionably  entitled  to  yours.  I  feel,  however,  that  I  mxist 
ralae  objection  to  that  part  of  your  statement  which  professes  to 
be  a  statement  of  fact,  namely.  '"That  I  have  for  the  last  7  years 
steadily  and  steadfastly  refused  to  enforce  the  Immigration  law 
and  admitted  and  kept  here  persons  not  entitled  to  stay."  Thl» 
statement  Is  not  true,  nor  Is  It  a  mere  expression  of  opinion. 

The  immigration  law  has  been  enforced  faithfully  and  effectively 
during  the  last  7  years.  For  the  first  4  of  these  7  years  the  Immi- 
gration Service  was  In  charge  of  the  Commissioner,  Col.  Daniel  J. 
MacCormack.  an  officer  In  the  United  States  Army  with  a  long 
record  of  effectiveness,  efficiency,  and  patriotism.  I  appointed  him 
for  these  reasons  and  directed  him  to  enforce  the  law  fairly  and 
faithfully.  We  were  confronted  on  the  threshold  of  our  duties  with 
not  only  certain  undesirable  situations  of  administration  which  had 
been  denounced  by  the  Wlckersham  Committee,  appointed  by  Presi- 
dent Hoover,  but  by  clear  evidence  of  corruption  In  certain  offices. 
It  was  our  duty  to  correct  these  things,  and  we  did  so.  We  di- 
rected our  attention  not  only  at  the  deportation  of  aliens  not 
legaUy  entitled  to  remain  In  the  county  but  also  took  vigorous  steps 
to  prevent  the  Illegal  entrance  of  aliens.  Including  the  smuggling 
of  aliens,  falsification  of  Immigration  documents,  fraudulent  activi- 
ties In  naturalization  proceedings,  all  of  which  were  foimd  to  be 
going  on  under  the  administration  of  the  law. 

We  have  reorganized  and  expanded  the  border  patrol,  one  of  the 
most  effective  branches  of  the  Service  for  the  prevention  of  Illegal 
entry.  W^e  completely  motorized  the  Service  with  radio-call  system 
and  provided  for  the  modem  supervision  In  training  of  that  service. 
We  developed  a  system  of  education  and  training  for  naturalization, 
which  Is  practical  and  alms  to  enable  the  courts  to  make  proper 
selection  of  those  who  are  attached  to  the  principles  of  the  Consti- 
tution and  so  eligible  for  citizenship.  These  policies  have  been 
continued  under  Commissioner  J.  Lawrence  Houghteling. 

I  also  appointed  a  committee  of  experts,  external  to  the  De- 
partment (Dimock.  Hart,  and  Mclntyre)  to  study  the  problems 
of  Immigration.  On  the  basis  of  their  report  a  reorganization  In 
the  interests  of  making  the  service  still  more  effective  and  of 
giving  to  the  people  in  the  field  a  better  knowledge  of  the  law 
and  the  Court  decisions  is  being  set  up.  A  classification  survey 
of  positions  In  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Field  Service 
has  been  completed  In  the  interests  of  greater  efficiency,  following 
the  recommendations  of  the  committee. 


The  changes  made,  at  times  misrepresented  by  some,  were  de- 
signed to  Improve  the  system.  They  have  cleared  up  Irregularities 
and  dLshonest  situations  and  have  accomplished  many  of  the  re- 
forms badly  needed  and  recommended  In  the  report  of  President 
Hoover's  Wlckersham  Committee  In  1931. 

Every  person  admitted,  temporarily  or  otherwise,  to  the  United 
States  during  my  administration  of  the  Immigration  law  has  been 
admitted  In  accordance  with  the  laws  as  enacted  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States.  Thsse  admissions  for  brief  periods  as  tempo- 
rary visitors  have  l)een  under  proper  safeguards.  In  a  number 
of  deportation  cases  Involving  no  subversive  or  criminal  charges, 
but  which  would  have  meant  separation  of  families  and  the 
abandonment  of  American  citizens,  I  have  deferred  making  effec- 
tive final  deportation  orders  while  legislation  giving  relief  In  these 
cases  was  pending  In  Congress.  These  cases  have  been  reported 
to  the  immigration  committees  of  Congress  which  were  consider- 
ing them  in  connection  with  private  bills  and  with  proposals  for 
general  remedial  legislation. 

Throughout  my  administration  the  Immigration  law  has  been 
enforced  energetically,  fairly,  and  humanely,  under  my  direction. 

I  have  been  in  public  office  for  many  years.  I  have  a  reputation 
for  service  to  the  public  and  for  faithfulness  in  discharge  of  public 
duty,  and  for  placing  the  public  Interest  above  any  other,  which 
1  am  sure  you  will  admit  I  should  and  must  defend  In  falmets  to 
those  who  have  placed  their  confidence  In  me.  as  well  as  to  my- 
self. I  have  tolerated  many  expressions  of  opinion  adverse  to  me 
personally  In  my  administration  of  this  Department,  believing 
that  It  was  not  In  the  Interest  of  the  public  to  raise  personal  ob- 
jections to  the  free  expression  of  opinion,  however  unfavorable. 
Some  of  the  expressions  led  to  statements  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
and  to  Impeachment  proceedings.  These  charges  finally  culminated 
in  an  Investigation  by  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  re- 
stiltlng  in  a  finding  of  lack  of  any  evidence  to  evade  responsibility 
to  enforce  the  law,  or  of  failing  or  neglecting  or  refusing  to  enforce 
the  law  against  any  alien. 

Your  statement  of  today,  however,  I  feel  I  shotild  not  accept 
without  protest.  Since  It  was  offered  as  fact,  sir.  I  believe  that  it 
is  In  the  Interests  of  Justice,  not  only  to  me  but  to  the  4.000  men 
and  women  of  the  Immigration  Service  who  have  faithfully  carried 
out  the  law,  since  they  cannot  speak  for  themselves,  that  this 
letter  be  made  puMic. 

I  know  that  many  things  are  said  in  the  heat  of  political  contro- 
versy which  one  does  not  wish  to  stand  by,  and  I  am  sure  you  will 
undersUnd  that  I  be&r  you  no  personal  animosity,  but  wish  to 
correct  the  record.  I  realize  that  these  statements  were  made 
under  a  rule  of  Immunity  which  Members  of  Congress  have  and 
for  that  reason  I  am  sure  you  will  be  the  first  to  wish  to  correct 
anything  that  is  misleading  therein. 
Yours  very  sincerely. 

RELOCATION  OF  STATUE  OF  JOHN  MARSHALL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Library  I  report  favorably  House  Joint  Resolution  260, 
authorizing  the  removal  of  the  statue  of  John  Marshall  from 
its  present  site  on  the  Capitol  Grounds  to  a  new  site  in 
proximity  to  the  Supreme  Court  Building. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Minton  in  the  chair) .  Is 
there  objection  to  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  joint 
resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint  resolution  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

STATm  OF  GEORGE  WASHINGTON 

Mr.  BARKL£Y.  Mr.  President,  I  report  favorably  from 
the  Committee  on  the  Library  House  bill  6158,  and  ask 
for  its  present  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  be  stated  by 
title. 

The  Lecislativi  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  6158)  authorising 
the  selection  of  a  site  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the 
erection  thereon  of  a  statue  of  George  Washington. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
immediate  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  Inquire  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  why  there  is  any  particular  reason 
for  bills  reported  from  the  Committee  on  the  Library  being 
considered  immediately,  Instead  of  going  to  the  calendar? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  reason  is  that  these 
measures  have  been  pending  for  some  time;  they  have  both 
passed  the  House;  and  the  Pine  Arts  Commission  is  anxious 
to  have  them  enacted,  so  that  they  may  proceed  with  the 
removal  of  the  Marshall  statue,  and,  if  possible,  proceed  to 
select  a  site  for  the  statue  of  Washington. 


Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  intend  to  object,  but 
I  have  in  mind  that  for  the  last  20  years  the  Fine  Arts  Com- 
mission has  been  anxious  to  remove  the  statue  of  Andrew 
Jackson  from  Lafayette  Park,  and  I  do  not  see  any  particular 
reason  why  these  measures  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Library  should  be  removed  from  the  ordinary  practice  of  the 
Senate  of  ha\ing  bills  go  to  the  calendar  when  they  are 
reported  from  committees.    I  shall  not  object. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  far  as  the  Marshall  statue  is  concerned, 
it  is  located  at  the  foot  of  the  steps  on  the  west  of  the  Capitol 
and  very  few  people  who  come  to  Washington  see  it.  Inas- 
much as  the  Supreme  Court  has  been  located  on  the  square 
designated  for  it,  it  has  been  felt  appropriate  that  the  statue 
of  Marshall  should  be  removed  to  the  vicinity  of  the  Court, 
where  people  will  see  it.  It  is  not  sympathy  with  the  Fine 
Arts  Commission  that  leads  us  to  report  the  joint  resolution. 
We  feel  that  the  statute  should  be  moved. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  am  in  entire  sympathy  with 
the  purpose  of  the  measure,  but  that  condition  has  existed, 
to  my  certain  knowledge,  for  at  least  45  years — I  can  remem- 
ber it  back  that  far — and  the  statue  has  been  there  all  these 
years;  and  why  it  should  be  necessary  to  depart  from  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  sending  a  bill  to  the  calendar  and  having  it  go 
through  the  ordinary  procedure,  I  am  unable  to  understand. 
I  do  not  intend  to  object  because  I  think  what  the  measure 
provides  should  be  done. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
bill  and  will  be  glad  to  see  it  enacted;  but  I  corroborate  what 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  has  said  with  regard  to  the  Fine 
Arts  Commission  and  its  attitude  toward  the  statue  of 
Andrew  Jackson.  The  first  contest  I  had  as  a  new  Member 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  nearly  30  years  ago,  was 
over  an  attempt  of  the  Pine  Arts  Commission  to  have  the 
Andrew  Jackson  statue  removed  from  Lafayette  Square. 
My  recollection  is  that  the  House  determined  otherwise  by 
a  unanimous  vote. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  may  say  that  my  father  held 
up  that  attempt  for  20  years. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  at- 
tempt to  remove  the  Andrew  Jackson  statue.  There  Is  no 
bill  before  us  on  that  subject,  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  there 
is  none  before  the  Committee  on  the  Library,  and  has  not 
been  since  I  have  been  chairman  of  it. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  the  Senator  will  permit,  my 
reason  for  mentioning  the  subject  of  rushing  bills  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Library  through  at  a  late  hour  in  the 
afternoon  is  that  I  have  been  advised  that  there  is  soon  to 
be  an  attempt  made  to  take  down  either  the  great  painting 
of  the  Battle  of  Lake  Erie,  which  hangs  at  the  head  of  the 
stairway  on  one  side  of  the  Senate,  or  the  equally  great 
painting  of  the  storming  of  Chapultepec  Castle,  which  hangs 
at  the  head  of  the  stairway  on  the  other  side  of  the  Senate, 
so  as  to  make  room  for  the  new  painting  by  Mr.  Howard 
Chandler  Christy,  which  has  recently  been  paid  for  by  the 
Congress  to  the  tune  of  $30,000  under  a  measure  which,  I 
may  say.  was  passed  one  day  when  a  few  of  us  happened 
to  be  off  the  floor. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  has  the  site  already  been 
selected  for  Marshall's  statue? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     No. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Who  has  authority  to  make  the  selec- 
tion?   I  think  we  should  have  some  say  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  it  will  be  selected  by  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Library  and  the  Fine  Arts  Commission, 
working  together. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  a  committee  of  Congress  has  some- 
thing to  do  with  it,  that  is  all  right. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  has  been  thought  it  would  not  be  ap- 
propriate to  place  the  statue  of  Marshall  in  the  Supreme 
Court  Building;  but,  in  view  of  Marshall's  long  tenure  as 
Chief  Justice,  it  is  believed  his  statue  should  be  located  some- 
where in  the  vicinity  of  the  Court. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  in  that  sug- 
gestion. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  may  be  placed  on  the  Court  square, 
somewhere  outside  the  Court  Building. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  But  someone  in  Congress  should  have  a 
say  in  connection  with  selecting  a  location  for  the  statue. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  My  recollection  is  that  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  the  Library,  together  with  the  Pine  Arts  Commis- 
sion, will  decide  the  matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill  last  reported  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  6158)  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

BOLrrARY  expenditures 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  statement  made  by  the  Secretary  of  War, 
together  with  a  break-down  of  the  appropriations  for  military 
purposes  for  the  fiscal  years  1925  to  1940,  inclusive. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Mat  28.   1940. 
WAS  department 

There  has  been  much  discussion  in  recent  weeks  of  the  appro- 
priations of  monejrs  to  the  War  Department  for  its  military  activi- 
ties. In  order  to  afford  you  a  factual  and  long-range  picture  of 
those  national -defense  allotments.  I  enclose  a  tabulation  of  appro- 
priations for  military  purposes — as  distinct  from  those  for  the 
War  Department's  nonmilltary  civil  activities — covering  a  period  of 
16  fiscal  years,  1925  to  1940.  both  inclusive. 

You  win  note  that  during  that  16-year  period  the  amounts  ap- 
propriated for  the  military  activities  of  the  Army  totaled  $6,169.- 
300.000,  including  »371. 300,000  from  Federal  emergency  funds.  That 
total  Includes  not  only  allotments  for  the  Regular  Army,  but  for 
the  National  Guard,  the  Organized  Reserves,  the  Reserve  Officers* 
Training  Corps,  the  citizens'  military  training  camps,  and  other 
military  activities. 

Of  that  total  of  ♦6.169.300,000  it  should  be  noted  that  86.1  per- 
cent— that  is.  $5.314,744.000 — were  allotted  for  what  are  termed 
recurring  charges  and  Improvement  of  plant.  These  Items  Include 
pay.  rations,  clothing,  repairs,  research  and  development,  planning, 
construction,  training,  operations,  maneuvers,  schools,  and  similar 
activities.  Left  for  expenditure  by  the  War  Department,  after 
those  charges,  were  a  bare  $854,556,000  for  augmentation,  moderni- 
zation, and  replacement  of  arms  and  equipment.  Including  new 
aircraft,  spare  engines,  spare  parts,  bombs,  new  tanks,  antiaircraft 
and  antitank  guns,  semiautomatic  rifles,  trucks,  tractors,  field  guns, 
machine  guns,  ammunition,  and  similar  materiel. 

It  should  be  noted  that  of  this  $854,556,000,  $509,900,000  went 
to  the  Army's  Air  Corps,  a  comparatively  new,  but  nonetheless 
vital,  branch  of  the  land  forces.  In  other  words,  of  the  total  of 
somewhat  over  six  blHlons  appropriated  for  the  military  activities 
of  the  War  Department  over  a  period  of  16  years  only  $344.656.000 — 
a  bare  5.6  percent — was  available  for  the  augmentation,  modern- 
ization, and  replacement  of  arms  and  equipment  for  the  ground 
elements  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  In  view  of  these  facts 
It  Is  rather  remarkable  to  me  that  we  have  been  able  to  maintain 
any  mobile  ground  Army  at  all,  especially  when  it  is  considered 
that  the  useful  life  of  much  military  equipment,  such  as  tanks 
and  heavy  motor  vehicles,  barely  exceeds  5  years. 

You  will  note  from  the  break-down  that  an  average  of  only 
$21,000,000  per  year  has  been  allotted  for  the  modernization, 
motorization,  mechanization,  and  equipment  of  the  Army's  ground 
forces. 

It  is  my  hope  that  the  enclosed  tabulation  will  serve  to  clear 
up  some  of  the  prevailing  misconceptions  on  the  military  exi> 
penditures  by  the  War  Department  diulng  the  past  decade  and 
a  half. 

Total  military  appropriations,  1925-1940.  inclusive..  $6, 169,  300.  000 
Total  6i>ent  on  fixed  charges — ^food.  clothing,  bovis- 

ing,   training,   etc . 6,314.744.000 

i  854.  566.  000 

Total  spent  on  Air  Corps 609. 900. 000 

Total  left — spent  on  arms  and  equipment  for 
ground  forces 344.666,000 

16  years) $344,  656, 000($21. 000, 000 
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Hasst  H.  Woodrhvo, 

Secretary  of  War. 
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Apptrypriatioiu  for  the  MiUtary  Establiahment  thoteinir  aptwoxtmate 
break-dotm  into  major  /unctions  /Iscal  years  1925  to  1940, 
ineiusive 


ViMalynr 

B<«urriiiK     chances      and 
Improvement    of    plant: 
Pay,    rations,    clolhinjr. 
rrpiaini,     rMearrh     and 
d4>vo>opmei]t,  plaaniog, 
«on>tnjrtton,      tralnin*. 
optrations.     maneuver^ 
icbools,  etc. 

Amrmentatioii.     mod- 
ernizatiun,    aod   re- 
placvinoDt    of    arms 
and      equipment: 
This    Includies    new 
abrraft,     spar*    en- 
Kioes,    spare    parts, 
bombfl.   Dew   taaks. 
antiaircraft      and 
antitank  inins,  aexai- 
automatic      rifles, 
trucks,  tnutnrs.  OeW 
(uns,  niachin(>  mins, 
anununitioa,  etc. 

Total  ap- 
propriation, 
MUitary 
Establub- 
ment 

0} 

F.alin 
Army  (Ipso 
Air  Corps) 

(2) 

AlrCorpo 

(3) 

Knttre 
Army  (leas 
Air  Corps) 

(4) 

Air  Corps 
(5) 

m 

1925 

ma 

1«7 

iai»,»o.ooo 

3D3.795.riOO 
Xti,  MI.  om 

73*.  WM.  (WO 

331.  lil.iuo 
349.  K«.  000 
354.397,000 
344.031.000 
911003,000 
333,«U,000 
•53,  l.V»,000 
305.  210. 000 

«6.3oa()no 

343.538.000 

*  I3.»&n.0(l0 
238,834.000 
•23.  TOO.  000 
282.7«,0n0 
tT7.9.V).0nO 
2»4.0in.oOO 

•  4M.42%(jOO 
3M>.  oris.  IJOO 
»29,  2.Vt,000 

$35. 998, 000 
36.960.000 
37.  167.000 
42.917.000 
45,473,000 
53.975.0110 
60.5X1,000 
«0. 003, 000 
47.217.000 
45.472.000 

•18,  MO.  OPT 
54. 37\  000 
•a.  1(10,000 
57.384.000 
•4.050.000 
05. 951. 000 
«  7, 900, 000 
7.5.303,000 

>a«90.000 
81.431.000 

•31.475.000 

222.533.000 
•9.750.000 

$7.623. 000 
12.244.000 
21.673.000 

4. 219,  mo 

17.  .W4.  000 
ll,5Oi0OO 

iio«9,fy)0 

14.  163,000 

0.617.000 

500.000 

»  IS.  000,000 

8,371.000 

•SOO.OIIO 

34.121.000 

19,538,000 

$4,600,000 
7.011.000 
8. 058. 000 
H).  SOU.  000 
13.«12.i)00 
16,6iM,000 
17,989,000 

iA.ao\ooo 

IZ  163, 000 
8,313  000 

>  7.  500.  000 
13.03.1,000 

36,067.066 

tt.'«77,666" 

$256^000.000 
361. 000. 000 
269.000.000 

1»28 

!«• 

ino 

im 

2S«.  OOO.  000 
311.  (WO,  000 
332.000.1,100 
347,000,000 

ma 

8:».ooo,ooo 

19S3 

MB«'«™I I" 

MS 

KM . 

1987 

304.000.000 
277,or»).0(JO 
>  96.  700.  000 
281.000.000 
•  8.  9rH).  OOO 
355,000,000 
•  18.600.000 
388.000,000 

•31,600,000 

mt 

15,630.000 
30.151,000 

43,391,000 
it.  408. 000 

417,000,000 

1«9» 

•.10,600,  Of© 

460,000.000 

•  125.900,000 

IWO 

118.083.000 

3D2.aB^000 

923,000.000 
•39,000,000 

Total 

1.944.1(70.000 
•398.  .25,000 

1.034.574. 000   33B.  1IW.0OO 
86.575.000   •18.500.000 

j 

502.400.000 
•7.500,000 

5.798.000.000 
•  371.300.000 

Grand  total.. 

4.30,505,000 

1,111.149.000   344,656.000 

1509,900,000 

6.169.300.000 

TtM  rrand  total  fo— 

ColumD  2  is  68.  1  perrant  of  the  ;rrand  total  in  column  0. 
Column  3  is  18. 0  perc«nt  of  the  rrand  total  io  column  6. 
Column  4  is  5. 6  penvnt  of  the  grund  total  in  column  6. 
CQlumn  5  is    8. 3  (jercent  of  tb«  graod  total  in  column  6. 

100,0  perrent. 

*  A  total  of  approxiraataly  $36,500,000  was  impounded  and  rvfimded  in  1934.    This 
was  taken  more  or  levs  i>n>(K>rtionittely  from  all  activitiaa. 

•  .Allotments  frtnti  KecWral  emerfreiK-y  funds. 

UGHT-OP-WAY    ADJACENT   TO    POET    LAUDEXDALI.    FLA. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr,  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Senate  request  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
return  to  the  Senate  the  bill  (S.  3959)  authorizing  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  to  grant  a  certain  right-of-way 
across  Coast  Guard  property  adjacent  to  the  city  of  Fort 
Lauderdaie,  Fla. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  must  first 
make  a  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  Mil  was 
passed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  that  question  was  debated 
here  a  few  dajrs  ago,  I  hope  the  Chair  will  not  now  make 
the  ruling  he  indicates,  because  it  seems  to  me  the  Senate 
has  the  right  to  ask  the  other  body  to  return  the  papers 
in  any  case  so  long  as  the  measure  has  not  been  acted  on. 

When  the  papers  have  left  the  custody  of  the  Senate  a 
motion  to  reconsider  must  be  accompanied  by  a  motion  to 
ask  the  other  House  to  return  the  papers.  It  seems  to  me 
that  a  mere  request  that  the  other  House  return  papers 
should  not  require  that  a  motion  to  reconsider  be  made.  I 
clo  not  think  the  rule  so  requires.  The  rule  says  that  a  mo- 
tion to  reconsider,  made  when  the  papers  have  left  the 
Senate,  must  be  accompanied  by  a  motion  to  ask  the  House 
to  return  the  papers.  But  when  simply  a  motion  is  made 
to  ask  the  House  to  return  the  papers  without  regard  to  any 
other  consideration.  I  do  not  think  the  nile.  even  by  im- 
plication, is  to  the  effect  that  such  a  motion  must  be  accom- 
panied by  a  motion  to  reconsider. 
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Certainly,  so  long  as  the  other  House  has  not  acted  upon 
a  bUl  which  we  have  passed,  we  have  a  right  to  ask  the 
House  to  return  It  to  the  Senate,  and  the  rule  does  not  state 
to  the  contrary.  It  simply  states  that  when  a  motion  is 
made  to  reconsider  a  bill  which  has  left  the  Senate,  it  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  motion  asking  the  other  House  to 
return  the  papers. 

If  the  Chair  is  going  to  make  the  ruling  he  indicated,  I 
do  not  want  to  detain  the  Senate  here  to  argue  that  point 
now.  For  that  reason  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Florida 
will  not  press  his  request.  I  hope  that  a  ruling  may  not  be 
made  at  this  time. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Chandler],  who 
was  in  the  chair  the  other  day  when  a  similar  question  arose, 
withheld  his  ruling  so  far  as  that  question  was  concerned. 
although  he  held  properly  that  the  rule  is  that  when  a  motion 
is  made  to  reconsider  a  bill  which  has  left  the  custody  of  the 
Senate  it  must  be  accompanied  by  a  motion  to  return  the 
papers. 
Mr.  PEPPER.    A  parliamentary  Inquiry. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  wIU  state  It. 
Mr.  PEPPER.     What  is  the  appropriate  motion  to  make  If 
a  Senator  wishes  to  ask  the  Senate  to  request  the  return  of  a 
bill  which  has  recently  been  passed  by  the  Senate  and  which 
has  gone  to  the  Hoxise  of  Representatives? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  advised  by  the 
parliamentary  clerk  that  the  proper  procedure  is  to  make  a 
motion  to  reconsider. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  at  the  proper  time  I  shall 
appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Parliamentarian  on  that 
point,  because  I  do  not  think  the  rule  Justifies  that  interpre- 
tation. I  do  not  want  to  make  the  appeal  now.  because  a 
sufficient  number  of  Senators  are  not  present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  withholds  the 
ruling  for  the  time  being. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  With  all  due  respect  to  the  Parliamen- 
tarian, it  is  very  Important  that  that  ruling  be  thoroughly 
discussed  here.  He  and  I  have  argued  that  point.  We  do 
not  agree  on  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  let  the  Record  show  that  the 
request  is  withdrawn. 

The  I»RESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Record  will  so  show. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  state  that  I 
jrielded  my  place  on  the  list  of  speakers  today,  but,  with  the 
permission  of  the  Senate,  I  should  like  to  take  the  floor  as 
soon  as  the  naval-preparedness  bill  shall  have  been  ex- 
plained by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  state  to  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  that  I  am  advised  that  two  other 
Senators  have  already  indicated  their  desire  to  address  the 
Senate  Monday.  I  do  not  know  at  what  time  they  wish  to 
address  the  Senate,  but  I  think  I  ought  to  make  that  state- 
ment in  order  that  no  priority  may  exist  because  of  any 
notice  being  served  at  this  time.  I  am  satisfied  there  will 
be  plenty  of  time  for  all  Senators  who  wish  to  address  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  will  say  that  I  beUeve  I  was  next  on 
the  list  of  speakers,  and  I  should  like  to  be  heard  as  soon  as 
it  is  possible. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Minnesota  desired  to 
speak  today  and  very  courteously  yielded  his  position  In 
order  that  we  might  conclude  consideration  of  House  Joint 
Reeolution  551. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  could  not  resist  the 
distinguished  leader  of  the  majority,  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, who  requested  that  I  withhold  my  request  for  per- 
mission to  speak  today. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Minnesota.  I 
wish  I  were  irresistible  in  connection  with  many  other  mat- 
ters. 

KATRERINE  SCOTT,  AND  OTHERS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Minton  In  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2132)  for  the  relief  of  Kather- 
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Ine  Scott.  Mrs.  J.  H.  Scott.  Jettle  Stewart,  and  Ruth  Mince- 
meyer,  which  were,  on  page  1,  line  6,  to  strike  out  "$2,000" 
and  insert  '•$2.500";  in  line  7,  to  strike  out  "$1,300"  and  in- 
sert "$500";  in  line  8.  to  strike  out  -SlOO"  and  Insert  "$50"; 
in  line  9.  to  strike  out  "$100"  and  insert  "$50";  and  in  the 
same  line,  to  strike  out  "$3,500"  and  insert  "$3,100." 

Mr.  TRUMAN.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

AMENDMENT  OF  DISTRICT  CODE  RELATING  TO  MTTRDER  IN  FIRST  AND 
SECOND  DEGREES CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  KING  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendfiMOts  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  186) 
to  amend  section  798  of  the  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  relating  to  murder  in  the  ftrst  degree,  having  met.  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom- 
mend to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  to  the  text  of  the  bUl  and  agree  to  the  same 
With  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  House 
an\endment  Insert  the  following: 

•That  sections  798  and  800  of  the  Act  entitled  'An  Act  to  estab- 
lish a  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,*  approved 
March  3.  1901   (31  SUt.  1189).  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  SBC.  798,  Murder  In  the  first  degree :  Whoever,  being  of  sound 
memory  and  discretion,  kills  another  purp>osely,  either  of  deliber- 
ate and  premeditated  malice  or  by  means  of  poison,  or  In  per- 
petrating or  attempting  to  perpetrate  any  offense  punishable  by 
imprisonment  In  the  penitentiary,  or  without  purpose  so  to  do 
kills  another  In  perpetrating  or  In  attempting  to  perpetrate  any 
arson,  as  defined  In  section  820  or  821  of  this  Code,  rape,  mayhem, 
robbery,  or  Itldnapping,  or  in  perpetrating  or  In  attempting  to 
perpetrate  any  housebreaking  while  armed  with  or  using  a  dan- 
gerous weapon.  Is  guilty  of  murder  In  the  first  degree. 

•••Sec,  800.  Murder  In  the  second  de^ee:  Whoever  with  malice 
aforethought,  except  as  provided  In  the  last  two  sections,  kill* 
another.  Is  guilty  of  murder  In  the  second  degree.' " 

And  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  House  to  the  title  of  the  blU.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

WnxiAM  H,  King. 
Frederick  Van  Nttts, 
o.  w.  norris, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Jack  Nichols, 
Herman  P.  Eberharter, 
Everett  M.  Dirksen, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  tJie  House. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

EXECUTIVE   SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE    MESSAGES    REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Minton  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nominations,  which  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

executive  reports  of   a  COMMITTEE 
Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 

Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 

postmasters.  

The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.    If    there    be    no    further 

reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations 

on  the  calendar. 

FARM  CREDIT  ADBONISTRATIOK 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Albert  G. 
Black  to  be  Governor  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation is  confirmed. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  simdry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 


Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nomination  of  postmasters 
on  the  calendar  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc.  That  com- 
pletes the  calendar. 

RECESS  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12,  o'clock  noon  on  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6  o'clock  and  47  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  imtil  Monday,  June  3,  1940, 
at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive    nominations    received    by    the    Senate    May    31 

{legislative  day  of  May  28),  1940 

Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service 
Harold  L.  Williamson,  of  Illinois,  now  a  Foreign  Service 
officer  of  class  4  and  a  secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service, 
to  be  also  a  consul  general  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
Post  Office  Department 
Walter  Myers,  of  Indiana,  to  be  Fourth  Assistant  Post- 
master General,  Post   Ot&ce  Department,   vice   Smith  W. 
Purdum. 

Registers  of  the  Land  Office 

George  Finley,  of  Oregon,  to  be  register  of  the  Land 
Office  at  Rosebiu-g,  Greg.    (Reappointment.) 

William  Riddell,  of  Montana,  to  be  register  of  the  Land 
Office  at  Billings,  Mont.     (Reappointment.) 

Mrs.  Belle  D.  Byrne,  of  North  Dakota,  to  be  register  of 
the  Land  Office  at  Bismarck.  N.  Dak.     (Reappointment.) 

POSTMAS'nCRS 
ALABAMA 

James  A.  Sanders  to  be  postmaster  at  Beatrice,  Ala.,  in 
place  of  J.  A.  Sanders.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  13.  1940. 

George  B.  Pickens  to  be  postmaster  at  Moundvllle,  Ala.,  in 
place  of  G.  B.  Pickens.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19.  1940. 

Lucile  W.  Hereford  to  be  postmaster  at  New  Market,  Ala., 
In  place  of  L.  W.  Hereford.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

William  H.  Hoffman  to  be  postmaster  at  Summerdale,  Ala., 
In  place  of  W.  H.  Hoffman.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires July  1,  1940. 

Gladys  W.  Deramus  to  be  postmaster  at  Verbena,  Ala.,  In 
place  of  G.  W.  Deramus.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

ALASKA 

Augustus  H.  Kingsbury,  Jr..  to  be  postmaster  at  Haines, 
Alaska,  in  place  of  A.  H.  Kingsbury,  Jr.  Incumbent's  com- 
mission expires  July  1,  1940. 

ARIZONA 

Jessie  Stephens  to  be  postmaster  at  Camp  Verda,  Ariz. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

William  J.  Phlllpson  to  be  postmaster  at  Ray,  Ariz.,  In 
place  of  W.  J.  Phillpson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  16,  1940. 

Minnie  V.  Van  Deren  to  be  postniaster  at  Tombstone.  Ariz., 
in  place  of  M.  V.  Van  Deren.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  25,  1940. 

ARKANSAS 

Alfred  J.  Jefferles  to  be  postmaster  at  Clarendon.  Ark.,  In 
place  of  A.  J.  Jeffries.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 

7.  1940. 

LeRoy  May  to  be  postmaster  at  Rosston.  Ark..  In  place  of 
L.  C.  O'Keefe.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  9.  1940. 

Clyde  V.  Warr  to  be  postmaster  at  State  College.  Ark.,  in 
place  of  C.  V.  Warr.  Incumbent's  conmiission  expires  July  I, 
1940. 
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CALiyOIWIA 

Wlnfred  E.  Robb  to  be  postmaster  at  Arlington,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  W.  E.  Robb.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 

24,  1940. 

Jerome  Beatty  to  be  postmaster  at  Claremont.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  Jerome  Beatty.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  16.  1940. 

Myrtle  A.  Garaventa  to  be  postmaster  at  Davenport,  Calif. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

Melvin  L.  Horine  to  be  postmaster  at  Dcnair.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  M.  L.  Horine.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
22.  1940. 

Maud  W.  Wilson  to  be  postmaster  at  Pall  River  Mills,  Calif.. 
In  place  of  M.  W.  Wilson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  28.  1940. 

Richard  L.  Byington  to  be  postmaster  at  Priant.  Calif. 
OCRce  became  Presidential  January  1.  1940. 

William  R.  Bernard  to  be  postmaster  at  Gonzales.  Calif.. 
In  place  of  W.  R.  Bernard.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  27.  1940. 

Dorathea  Etooley  to  be  postmaster  at  Hopland.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  Dorathea  Dooley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  23,  1940. 

Margaret  A.  Brophy  to  be  postmaster  at  Hughson,  Calif., 
in  place  of  M.  A.  Brophy.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  1.  1940. 

Nettle  Fausel  to  be  postmaster  at  Independence.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  Nettie  Pausel.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  29.  1940. 

Edythe  C.  McGowan  to  be  postmaster  at  Julian.  Calif..  In 
place  pf  E.  C.  McGowan.  Incumbent  s  commission  expired 
July  1.  1939. 

Adelaide  T.  Orrell  to  be  postmaster  at  Junction  City,  Calif. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

Nannie  A.  Coleman  to  be  postmaster  at  Kentfleld.  Calif.. 
In  place  of  N.  A.  Coleman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  3.  1940. 

Lloyd  C.  Rowe  to  be  postmaster  at  Lancaster.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  L.  C.  Rowe.  Incumbent's  commission  exj^red  Feb- 
ruary 14,  1940.  >v 

Prank  G.  Kirby  to  be  postmaster  at  Larkspur,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  P.  G.  Kirby.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
18.  1940. 

Pred  J.  Darby  to  be  postmaster  at  Lemoncove.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  P.  J.  Darby.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

25,  1940. 

Claude  T.  Gadwood  to  be  postmaster  at  Los  Molinos,  Calif., 
In  place  of  C.  T.  Gadwood.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  25.  1940. 

Marshall  E.  Walden  to  be  postmaster  at  Newman,  Calif.,  In 
place  of  M.  E.  Walden.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  13,  1940. 

Roy  C.  Adams  to  be  postmaster  at  Paciflc  Beach.  Calif.,  In 
place  of  J.  J.  Ryan.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  August 

26,  1939. 

John  E.  Alfors  to  be  postmaster  at  Parlier,  Calif.,  In  place 
of  J.  E.  Alfors.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  23, 
1940. 

Martin  E.  Collins  to  be  postmaster  at  Pinole,  Calif.,  in  vAace 
of  M.  £.  Collins.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  14. 
1939. 

Pred  Jacobsen  to  be  postmaster  at  Roscoe.  Calif.,  in  place 
of  Pred  Jacobsen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Pebruary 
14.  1940. 

Manuel  S.  Trlguelro  to  be  postmaster  at  San  Miguel,  Calif., 
in  place  of  M.  S.  Trigueiro.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  25, 1940. 

Lester  C.  Reed  to  be  postmaster  at  Simi,  Calif.,  In  place  of 
R.  A.  Printz.  retired. 

Catherine  E.  Ortega  to  be  postmaster  at  Sonora,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  C.  E.  Ortega.  Inciunbent's  commissicm  expired 
March  29.  1940. 

Walter  S.  Young  to  be  postmaster  at  Spreckels,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  W.  S.  Young.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
24.  1940. 


Bess  Morabe  to  be  postmaster  at  Sutter  Creek.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  Bess  Morabe.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 23,  1940. 

Marjorie  G.  Bray  to  be  postmaster  at  Tranquillity,  Calif. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

COKNICnCtJT 

John  J.  Lee  to  be  postmaster  at  Beacon  Palls.  Conn..  In 
place  of  J.  J.  Lee.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  17, 
1940. 

John  J.  Mahony  to  be  postmaster  at  Derby.  Conn.,  in  place 
of  J.  J.  Mahony.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25, 
1940. 

Clinton  A.  Theis  to  be  postmaster  at  Madison.  Conn..  In 
place  of  C.  A.  Theis.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  Jime 
1,  1940. 

Edna  M.  Jenkins  to  be  postmaster  at  Middlefleld.  Conn..  In 
place  of  E.  M.  Jenkins.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
Augiist  22.  1939. 

Charles  J.  Fields  to  be  postmaster  at  Norfolk.  Conn..  In 
place  of  C.  J.  Fields.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
1.  1940. 

Charles  T.  Kelly  to  be  postmaster  at  Oakville.  Conn..  In 
place  of  C.  T.  Kelly.  Incimibent's  conunission  expired  May 
18.  1940. 

Charles  W.  Camp  to  be  postmaster  at  Plantsville.  Conn.,  in 
place  of  C.  W.  Camp.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
20.  1940. 

George  E.  Barton  to  be  postmaster  at  Salisbury.  Conn..  In 
place  of  G.  E.  Barton.  Inciunbent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

DELAWARI 

Byron  C.  Dunn  to  be  postmaster  at  Camden.  Del.,  in  place 
of  B.  C.  Dunn.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired  April  24, 
1940. 

FLORn)A 

Avie  L.  Hansford  to  be  postmaster  at  Altha.  Pla.,  in  place 
of  A.  L.  Hansford.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Pebruary 
5,  1940. 

Herbert  L.  Eiland  to  be  postmaster  at  Baker,  Pla.,  in  place 
of  H.  L.  HUland.   Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1.  1940. 

Frank  B.  Marshburn  to  be  postmaster  at  Bronson,  Pla. 
Office  Ijecame  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

Esther  M.  Stewart  to  be  postmaster  at  Graceville,  Fla.,  in 
place  of  E.  M.  Stewart.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

William  T.  Murrell  to  be  postmaster  at  Miami  Springs,  Pla., 
in  place  of  W.  T.  Murrell.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

Clarence  L.  Ware  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  Andrew,  Pla.,  In 
place  of  C.  L.  Ware.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

GEORGIA 

Alene  W.  Moxley  to  be  postmaster  at  Cobbtown.  Ga.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1.  1937. 

Alma  Bustle  to  be  postmaster  at  Coolidge,  Ga.  Office  be- 
came Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

John  L.  Callaway  to  be  postmaster  at  Covington,  Ga..  in 
place  of  J.  L.  Callaway.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  18,  1940. 

James  Jarratt  Pryor  to  be  postmaster  at  Fitzgerald,  Ga.,  in 
place  of  W.  A.  Adams,  resigned. 

Robert  A.  Fowler  to  be  postmaster  at  Port  Gaines.  Ga..  in 
place  of  R.  A.  Fowler.  Incumbent's  commission  *  expired 
March  18,  1940. 

Ursuline  Belcher  Ingersoll  to  be  postmaster  at  Industrial 
College,  Ga.    Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

Arthur  G.  Williams  to  be  postmaster  at  Jesup,  Ga.,  in 
place  of  A.  G.  Williams.  Incuml)ent's  commission  expired 
March  18,  1940. 

Pearl  E.  Hughs  to  be  postmaster  at  Stillmore.  Ga..  in  place 
of  P.  E.  Hughs.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  13. 
1940. 

Claude  M.  Proctor  to  be  postmaster  at  Summit.  Ga.,  In  place 
of  C.  M.  Proctor.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February 
27,  1940. 
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William  Hi  Freeman  to  be  postmaster  at  Toomsboro,  Ga., 
in  place  of  W.  H.  Freeman.  Incuml)ent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

ILLINOIS 

Richard  M.  Laux  to  be  postmaster  at  Addison,  111.,  in  place 
of  R  M.  Laux.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1.  1940. 

Charles  E.  Olds  to  be  postmaster  at  Albany,  111.,  in  place 
of  C.  E.  Olds.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1,  1940. 

Henry  Harris  to  be  postmaster  at  Auburn,  111.,  in  place  of 
Henry  Harris.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  25, 
1940. 

William  C.  Hueckel  to  be  postmaster  at  Caseyville,  111. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

Rasrmond  O.  Huffman  to  be  postmaster  at  Catlin,  111.,  in 
place  of  R.  O.  Huffman.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  1,  1940. 

George  R.  Bradley  to  be  postmaster  at  Chatham.  111.,  in 
place  of  G.  R.  Bradley.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Elizabeth  K.  Butler  to  be  postmaster  at  Crystal  Lake,  111.,  in 
place  of  E.  K.  Butler.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 

19,  1940. 

John  T.  O'Brien  to  be  postmaster  at  Harvard,  111.,  in  place 
of  J.  T.  O'Brien.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  January 

20,  1940. 

Margaret  Marshall  to  be  postmaster  at  Ipava,  111.,  In  place 
of  Margaret  Marshall.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
15,  1940. 

Oral  La  Van  Dowse  to  be  postmaster  at  Kempton,  III.,  in 
place  of  O.  L.  Dowse.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Mildred  M.  Conwell  to  be  postmaster  at  La  Harpe.  111.,  in 
place  of  Mildred  ConwelL  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  1,  1940. 

Marshall  P.  Kuhne  to  be  postmaster  at  McNabb,  111.,  in 
place  of  M.  P.  Kuhne.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Helen  C.  Mowen  to  be  postmaster  at  Macon,  111.,  In  place 
of  H.  C.  Mowen.    Incumbent's  conunission  expired  April  24, 

1940. 

Eugene  Hoerrmann  to  be  postmswter  at  Manhattan,  111.,  in 
place  of  Eugene  Hoerrmann.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired January  20,  1940. 

Harry  L.  Roberts  to  be  postmaster  at  Mulberry  Grove,  lU., 
in  place  of  H.  L.  Roberts.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 

Bona  D.  Sutter  to  be  postmaster  at  Pearl,  111.,  in  place  of 
B.  D.  Sutter.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  22, 
1939. 

Guy  George  Gillespie  to  be  postmaster  at  Pocahontas.  111., 
in  place  of  G.  G.  Gillespie.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  1,  1940. 

Melville  B.  Carr  to  be  postmaster  at  Scales  Mound,  111.,  In 
place  of  M.  B.  Carr.  Incimibent's  commission  expires  June 
20,  1940. 

Carney  V.  Kerley  to  be  postmaster  at  Simpson,  m..  in  place 
of  C.  V.  Kerley.     Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 1940. 

John  Wacker  to  be  postmaster  at  Techny,  111.,  in  place  of 
John   Wacker.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  27, 

1940. 

Dominick  J.  Giacoma  to  be  postmaster  at  Westville,  111.,  in 
place  of  S.  J.  Ronchetto,  resigned. 

INDIANA 

Clyde  B.  Oberlin  to  be  postmaster  at  Butler,  Ind.,  In  place 
of  C.  B.  Oberlin.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25. 
1940. 

C.  Dudley  Watson  to  be  postmaster  at  La  Crosse,  Ind.,  In 
place  of  P.  G.  Trinosky.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  20.  1940. 

Jeannette  Manifold  to  be  postmaster  at  Mooreland.  Ind.,  In 
place  of  Jeannette  Manifold.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires July  1.  1940. 

Albert  E.  Sewell  to  be  postmaster  at  Pleasant  Lake.  Ind..  in 
place  of  A.  E.  Sewell.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
8,  1940. 


Guy  R.  Sears  to  be  postmsuster  at  Red  Key.  Ind.,  in  place 
of  G.  R.  Sears.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  8.  1940. 

Ponzo  Martin  to  be  postmaster  at  Shelbum.  Ind.,  in  place 
of  Ponzo  Martin.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24, 
1940. 

Elijah  A.  Gebhart  to  be  postmaster  at  Warren,  Ind.,  In  place 
of  E.  A.  Gebhart.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24, 
1940. 

Dorothy  B.  Schirr  to  be  postmaster  at  Westville,  Ind.,  In 
place  of  D.  B.  Schirr.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  3.  1940. 

James  D.  Arnold  to  b^  postmaster  at  WInslow.  Ind.,  in  place 
of  J.  D.  Arnold.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  13, 
1940. 

lOWA 

Raymond  P.  Sullivan  to  be  postmaster  at  Afton,  Iowa.  In 
place  of  R.  P.  Sullivan.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  8,  1940. 

George  O.  Smither  to  be  postmaster  at  Anita,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  G.  O.  Smither.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  13,  1940. 

Orren  W.  Swartfager  to  be  postmaster  at  Ankeny,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  O.  W.  Swartfager.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19,  1940. 

Charles  E.  Malone  to  be  postmaster  at  Atlantic,  Iowa,  In 
place  of  C.  E.  Malone.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
19.  1940. 

William  A.  Piester  to  be  postmaster  at  Brandon,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  W.  A.  Piester.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  July 
1.  1939. 

Anthony  N.  Huber  to  be  postmaster  at  Calmar,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  A.  N.  Huber.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
19.  1940. 

Joseph  Benesh  to  be  postmaster  at  Chelsea.  Iowa,  in  place 
of  Joseph  Benesh.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  8, 
1940. 

Walter  H.  Eppens  to  be  postmaster  at  Colesburg.  Iowa.  In 
place  of  W.  H.  Eppens.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Genevieve  M.  Lattin  to  be  postmaster  at  Dakota  City.  Iowa, 
in  place  of  G.  M.  Lattin.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Ora  P.  Ward  to  be  postmaster  at  Dallas  Center.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  O.  P.  Ward.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
19.  1940. 

Samuel  H.  Sater  to  be  postmaster  at  Danville.  Iowa,  In 
place  of  S.  H.  Sater.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

Clifford  A.  Brause  to  be  postmaster  at  Denver.  Iowa.  In 
place  of  C.  A.  Brause.  Incumbent's  commisison  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

A.  George  Ross  to  be  postmaster  at  Doon,  Iowa,  in  place  of 
A.  G.  Ross.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  28,  1940. 

Mark  R.  Doud  to  be  postmaster  at  Douds,  Iowa,  in  place  of 
M.  R.  Doud.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  4,  1940. 

J.  Louis  Buss  to  be  postmaster  at  Dow  City,  Iowa,  in  place 
of  J.  L.  Buss.     Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25.  1940. 

Kathryn  D.  Finn  to  be  postmaster  at  Dumont.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  K.  D.  Finn.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
28,  1940. 

Gerald  Ellas  Faust  to  be  postmaster  at  E^arMlle,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  G.  E.  Faust.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
28,  1940. 

William  A.  Greenwood  to  be  postmaster  at  Parley,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  W.  A.  Greenwood.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Paul  E.  Morf  to  be  postmaster  at  Fredericksburg,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  P.  E.  Morf.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
28,  1940. 

Juanita  Springer  to  be  postmaster  at  Fremont,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  Jaunita  Springer.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Mabel  J.  Arnold  to  be  postmaster  at  Garden  Grove,  Iowa. 
In  place  of  M.  J.  Arnold.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  13,  1940. 
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1940 


Audra  R.  Howe  to  be  postmaster  at  Greenfield,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  A.  R.  Howe.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

25.  1S40. 

Clesson  E.  Woodward  to  be  postmaster  at  Oriswc^d.  Iowa, 
in  place  of  C.  E.  Woodward.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

May  19.  1940. 

Vem  U.  Waters  to  be  postmaster  at  Havalock,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  V.  U.  Waters.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

23.  1940. 

Palmer  H.  Hedges  to  be  postmaster  at  Hedrick.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  P.  H.  Hedges.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
8.  1940. 

Fritz  H.  Sctaulte  to  be  postmaster  at  Kensett,  Iowa,  in  place 
of  F.  H.  Schulte.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

William  E.  Lovett  to  be  postmaster  at  Lake  City.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  W.  E.  Lovett.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
19.  1940. 

J.  B.  Wood  to  be  postmaster  at  Lenox.  Iowa,  in  place  of 
J.  B.  Wood.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  13.  1940. 

Frank  W.  Baumgardner  to  be  postmaster  at  Livermore, 
Iowa,  in  place  of  P.  W.  Baimigardner.  Inc\mibent's  commis- 
sion expired  April  3.  1940. 

Bonar  B.  Wood  to  be  postmaster  at  Logan.  Iowa,  in  place 
of  E.  H.  Ross.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  13, 
1940. 

Wallace  G.  Strabala  to  be  postmaster  at  Lohrville.  Iowa, 
In  place  of  W.  G.  Strabala.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19.  1940. 

Edward  J.  Rutenbeck  to  be  postmaster  at  Lowden.  Iowa, 
In  place  of  E.  J.  Rutenbeck.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19.  1940. 

Harold  H.  Johnson  to  be  postmaster  at  Mondamin.  Iowa, 
in  place  of  H.  H.  Johnson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  19.  1940. 

Grace  Ryan  to  be  postmaster  at  Neola.  Iowa,  in  place  of 
Grace  R^^an.    Inciunbent's  commission  expired  May  13.  1940. 

William  H.  Theisen  to  be  postmaster  at  Palmer,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  W.  H.  Theisen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
July  19.  1939. 

Viola  F.  McCartan  to  be  postmaster  at  Pocahontas.  Iowa, 
in  place  of  V.  P.  McCartan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 

Verne  L.  Heskett  to  be  postmaster  at  Pulaski.  Iowa,  in  i^ace 
of  V.  L.  Heskett.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  13, 
1940. 

George  W.  Trowliridge  to  be  postmaster  at  Stuart.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  G.  W.  Trowbridge.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  1.  1940. 

Linus  L.  Powers  to  be  postmaster  at  Vail.  Iowa,  in  place  of 
L.  L.  Powers.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  28.  1940. 

Charles  E.  Lynch  to  be  postmaster  at  Waucoma,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  C.  E.  Lsmch.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
28,  1940. 

Eugene  T.  Alcorn  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Union,  Iowa,  in 
idace  of  E.  T.  Alcorn.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
13.  1940. 

Ella  M.  Hames  to  be  postmaster  at  Williams,  Iowa,  in  place 
W  E.  M.  Hames.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  23. 

KANSAS 


len  S.  Morris  to  be  postmaster  at  Elmdale,  Kans..  in 
piece  of  A.  S.  Morris.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1.  194di. 

Wllllwn  T.  Flowers  to  be  postmaster  at  Havensville,  Kans., 
In  place  of  W.  T.  Flowers.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Christie  C.  Doughty  to  be  postmaster  at  Leon,  Kans.,  In 
place  of  A.  M.  Kistler.  resigned. 

Loraine  Champlin  to  be  postmaster  at  Long  Island,  Kans., 
In  place  of  Loraine  Champlin.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires July  1.  1940. 


Walter  E.  Moore  to  he  postmaster  at  Manhattan.  Kans., 
In  place  of  W.  E.  Moore.    Incimibent's  commission  expires 

June  25.  1940. 

Barton  W.  Wherritt  to  be  postmaster  at  Montezuma.  Kans., 
in  place  of  B.  W.  Wherritt.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

May  19.  1940. 

Ralph  W.  New  to  be  postmaster  at  Norcatur.  Kans..  in 
place  of  R.  W.  New.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  Jime  1, 

1940. 

George  D.  Brooks  to  be  postmaster  at  Oil  Hill,  Kans..  in 
place  of  G.  D.  Brooks.    Incimibent's  commission  expired  May 

19.  1940. 

Harry  F.  Sloan  to  be  postmaster  at  Selden,  Kans.,  in  place 
of  H.  P.  Sloan.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  January 

20.  1940.  

KXNTUCKY 

Lela  O.  Sanders  to  be  postmaster  at  Burgln.  Ky..  in  place 
of  L.  O.  Sanders.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

Richard  L.  Kerr  to  be  postmaster  at  Campbellsville,  Ky., 
in  place  of  J.  P.  Gozder,  resigned. 

Elizabeth  R.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Irvine,  Ky.,  in  place 
of  E.  R.  Smith.  Incumbent's  commission  exi^red  April  24, 
1940. 

Samuel  J.  Spalding  to  be  postmaster  at  Lebanon.  Ky..  in 
place  of  S.  J.  Spalding.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  21,  1940. 

Hattie  D.  Wood  to  be  postmaster  at  Millersburg,  Ky.,  in 
place  of  H.  D.  Wood.  Inciunbent's  commission  expires  June 
25,  1940. 

Joe  Keefe  to  be  postmaster  at  Nicholasville,  Ky.,  in  place  of 
Joe  Keefe.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  9,  1940. 

Thomas  E.  Moss  to  be  postmaster  at  Outwood,  Ky.,  in  place 
of  B.  F.  Turner.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  6, 
1938. 

Vallette  McCllntock  to  be  postmaster  at  Paris,  Ky..  in  place 
of  Vallette  McCllntock.  Incumbent's  commission  ejcplres 
June  17,  1940. 

Charles  W.  Mitchell  to  be  postmaster  at  Wilmore,  Ky.,  in 
place  of  C.  W.  Mitchell.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

LOUISIANA 

Frank  Reed  to  be  postmaster  at  Baslle,  La.,  in  place  of 
Frank  Reed.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1.  1940. 

Frank  B.  Kennedy  to  be  postmaster  at  Cameron.  La.,  in 
place  of  F.  B.  Kennedy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  3,  1940. 

Ruth  W.  Monroe  to  be  postmaster  at  Elton,  La.,  in  place 
of  R.  W.  Monroe.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  1, 
1940. 

Rene  Tate  to  be  postmaster  at  Eunice,  La.,  in  place  of  Rene 
Tate.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  3,  1940. 

Richard  Broussard  to  be  postmaster  at  Iota,  La.,  in  place 
of  Richard  Broussard.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1.  1940. 

H.  Ernest  Benefiel  to  be  postmaster  at  Kenner,  La.,  in  place 
of  H.  E.  Benefiel.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
18,  1940. 

Henry  P.  Sobert  to  be  postmaster  at  Labadieville.  La.,  in 
place  of  H.  P.  Sobert.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Mary  K.  Roark  to  be  postmaster  at  Marlon,  La..  In  place 
of  M.  K.  Roark.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired  April  24, 
1940. 

Raleigh  Leslie  Wyble  to  be  postmaster  at  Melville.  La.,  in 
place  of  R.  L.  Wyble.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
22.  1940. 

Mark  D.  Sutberlln  to  be  postmaster  at  Oberlin.  La.,  in 
place  of  M.  D.  Sutherlin.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  16.  1940. 

Hubert  A.  Duhe  to  be  postmaster  at  Reserve.  La.,  in  place 
of  H.  A.  Duhe.  Incim:ibent's  commission  expired  March  18. 
1940. 
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Bertha  S.  Jamagin  to  be  postmaster  at  Rochelle,  La.,  in 
place  of  B.  S.  Jarnagln.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  16.  1940. 

I  MAINS 

Argie  S.  Henderson  to  be  postmaster  at  Brownvllle.  Maine, 
h.  place  of  A.  S.  Henderson.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired 
May  18.  1940. 

Ivadell  Gaddis  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Machias.  Maine, 
in  place  of  Ivadell  Gaddis.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  13.  1940. 

William  G.  Chamberlain  to  be  postmaster  at  Fort  Fairfield, 
Maine,  in  place  of  W.  G.  Chamberlain.  Incumbent's  commis- 
sion expired  May  29,  1940. 

Eleric  F.  Michaud  to  be  postmaster  at  Island  Falls,  Maine, 
In  place  of  E.  F.  Michaud.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17.  If40. 

Arthur  H.  Carpenter  to  be  postmaster  at  Limerick,  Maine, 
in  place  of  A.  H.  Carpenter.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  4,  1940. 

Herbert  L.  Osgood  to  be  postmaster  at  Mattawamkeag, 
Maine,  in  place  of  H.  L.  Osgood.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  February  4,  1940. 

Eugene  P.  Lowell  to  be  postmaster  at  South  Paris,  Maine, 
in  place  of  E.  P.  Lowell.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  21.  1940. 

Maynard  A.  Lucas  to  be  postmaster  at  Union,  Maine,  in 
place  of  M.  A.  Lucas.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
21,  1940. 

MARYLAND 

M.  Elizabeth  Acree  to  be  postmaster  at  Capitol  Heights, 
Md.,  in  place  of  Isabelle  Chaney,  resigned. 

Morgan  H.  Baldwin  to  be  postmaster  at  Crownsville,  Md. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

Benjamin  F.  Johnson  to  be  postmaster  at  Denton,  Md.,  in 
place  of  B.  P.  Johnson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  16.  1940. 

Clayton  F.  Porter  to  be  postmaster  at  Greensboro,  Md..  in 
place  of  C.  F.  Porter.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 

15.  1940. 

Herbert  A.  Wrenn  to  be  postmaster  at  Lanham,  Md.  OflBce 
became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

Alfred  P.  Gough  to  be  postmaster  at  Leonardtown,  Md..  In 
place  of  A.  P.  Gough.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
2.  1940. 

Charles  E.  Nlkirk.  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Middleton.  Md., 
in  place  of  C.  R.  Holter.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  17,  1939. 

E:thel  W.  Gallagher  to  be  postmaster  at  Preston,  Md.,  in 
place  of  E.  W.  Gallagher.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  13.  1940. 

Madeleine  L.  Bosher  to  be  postmaster  at  Rlverdale,  Md.,  in 
place  of  M.  L.  Bosher.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
2,  1940. 

Elizabeth  E.  Wood  to  be  postmaster  at  Sandy  Spring,  Md., 
in  place  of  E.  E.  Wood.    Incuml)ent's  commission  expires  June 

16.  1940. 

Basil  Prank  Dorsey  to  be  postmaster  at  Woodbine,  Md.,  in 
place  of  B.  P.  Dorsey.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
1,  1939. 

I  MASSACHUSETTS 

Richard  E.  O'Brien  to  be  postmaster  at  Ballard  Vale,  Mass., 
in  place  of  R.  E.  O'Brien.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24,  1940. 

Tliornton  S.  Swift  to  be  postmaster  at  Bourne,  Mass.,  in 
place  of  T.  S.  Swift.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Janu- 
ary 23,  1940. 

Joseph  J.  Durkln  to  be  postmaster  at  Brookfield,  Mass..  in 
place  of  M.  M.  Daley,  deceased. 

Leon  H.  Thomer  to  be  postmaster  at  Clifton,  Mass.,  in  place 
of  L.  H.  Thorner.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  22, 
1940. 

Evelyn  B.  Merrltt  to  be  postmaster  at  Egypt,  Mass.  Office 
made  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 


Marguerite  H.  Mallsdiy  to  be  postmaster  at  Flskdale,  Mass., 
in  place  of  M,  H.  Mallahy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  23.  1940. 

Osgood  L.  Small  to  be  postmaster  at  Sagamore,  Mass.,  in 
place  of  O.  L.  Small.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25,  1940. 

Lester  J.  Murphy  to  be  postmaster  at  Wrentham»  Mass.,  in 
place  of  L.  J.  Murphy.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  May 

22.  1940. 

MICHIGAN 

Joseph  L.  Winslow  to  be  postmaster  at  Alma,  Mich..  In  place 
of  J.  L.  Winslow.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  19. 
1940. 

Anne  C.  Parsal  to  be  postmsister  at  Benton  Harbor.  Mich, 
in  place  of  A.  C.  Parsal.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  21.  1940. 

Roy  W.  Maddock  to  be  postmaster  at  Benzonia,  Mich.,  In 
place  of  R.  W.  Maddock.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24,  1940. 

Mildred  C.  Smead  to  be  postmaster  at  Blanchard,  Mich., 
in  place  of  M.  C.  Smead.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 

Cecil  Plum  to  be  postmaster  at  Bloomingdale.  Mich.,  In 
place  of  Cecil  Plum.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
24.  1940. 

Gustav  H.  Knaak.  Jr.  to  be  postmaster  at  Bridgman, 
Mich.,  in  place  of  G.  H.  Knaak,  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  March  10.  1940. 

Benjamin  J.  Beasley  to  be  postmaster  at  Britton.  Mich.,  in 
place  of  B.  J.  Beasley.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

Mabel  E.  Sbonek  to  be  postmaster  at  Cedar.  Mich.,  in 
place  of  M.  E.  Sbonek.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

Francis  Jackson  to  be  postmaster  at  Clare,  Mich.,  in  place 
of  Francis  Jackson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
21,  1940. 

George  T.  Deline  to  be  postmaster  at  Columbiaville, 
Mich.,  in  place  of  G.  T.  Deline.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  July  1,  1940. 

Floyd  Harrison  to  be  postmaster  at  Conklin,  Mich.,  In 
place  of  Floyd  Harrison.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

Joseph  J.  Voice  to  be  postmaster  at  Fife  Lake,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  J.  J.  Voice.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

23,  1940. 

Clara  Woodruff  to  be  postmaster  at  Freeland.  Mich.,  in 
place  of  Clara  Woodruff.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  10,  1940. 

Robert  H.  Edsall  to  be  postmaster  at  Greenville,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  R.  H.  Edsall.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  21.  1940. 

William  C.  Radue  to  be  postmaster  at  Hermansville, 
Mich.,  in  place  of  W.  C.  Radue.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  April  24,  1940. 

Mabel  L.  McCallum  to  be  postmaster  at  Hesperia.  Mich., 
in  place  of  M.  L.  McCallum.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  1,  1940. 

Harry  E.  Penninger  to  be  postmaster  at  Lake  Linden, 
Mich.,  in  place  of  H.  E.  Penninger.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  March  21,  'l940. 

Guy  D.  Thompson  to  be  postmaster  at  Lapeer,  lyDch..  in 
place  of  G.  D.  Thompson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  20,  1940. 

Irwell  Brody  to  be  postmaster  at  Lawton,  Mich.,  In  place 
of  Irwell  Brody.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  10, 
1940. 

Hazel  B.  Erlckson  to  be  postmaster  at  Le  Roy,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  H.  B.  Erlckson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  27.  1940. 

Frederick  J.  Hosley  to  be  postmaster  at  Lowell,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  F.  J.  Hosley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
9,  1940.  . 
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Ross  W.  Oilllom  to  be  postmaster  at  McBain,  Bdlch.,  In 
place  of  R.  W.  OiUiom.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  16.  1940. 

Bert  Lowcry  to  be  postmaster  at  Manchester,  Mich.,  In 
place  of  Bert  Lowery.  Inctimbent's  commission  expired 
AprU    24.    1940. 

ClifTord  A.  Gardner  to  be  postmaster  at  Middleville,  Mich.. 
In  place  of  C.  A.  Gardner.  Incumbent's  cwnmission  expired 
March   10.   1940. 

George  Rundle  to  be  postmaster  at  Olivet,  Mich.,  in  place 
of  George  Rundle.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  9, 

1940. 

Charles  J.  Schmldlin  to  be  postmaster  at  Rockland,  Mich., 
in  place  of  C  J.  Schmidlin.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires July  1.  1940. 

Norman  C.  Reindel  to  be  postmaster  at  Roseville,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  N.  C.  Reindel.  Incumbent's  conmiission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

Jarvis  C.  Chamberlin  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  Clair.  Mich., 
in  place  of  J.  C.  Chamberlin.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired March  21.  1940. 

Jake  D.  Bowers  to  be  postmaster  at  Sodus,  Mich.,  In  place 
of  J.  D.  Bowers.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

Lydia  T.  Blng  to  be  postmaster  at  Tawas  City,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  L.  T.  Bing.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
24,  1940. 

Pranc  S  Gillespie  to  be  postmaster  at  Tecumseh,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  P.  S.  Gillespie.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  23.  1940. 

Georgia  I.  Holdship  to  be  postmaster  at  XJbly,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  G.  I.  Holdship.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

Wilbur  E.  Davis  to  be  postmaster  at  Vandalia,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  W.  E.  Davis.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  10.  1940. 

John  R.  Crumb  to  l>e  postmaster  at  Watervliet,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  J.  R.  Criunb.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  10,  1940. 

Charles  J.  McCauley  to  be  postmaster  at  Wells.  Mich.,  in 
place  of  C.  J.  McCauley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
M&rch  21.  1940. 

MIT<rNBSOTA 

Lloyd  A.  Ahles  to  be  postmaster  at  Albany,  Minn.,  In  place 
of  L.  A.  Ahles.  Incimibent's  commission  expired  February  5, 
1940. 

George  Enblom  to  be  postmaster  at  Atwater,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  George  Enblom.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  25.  1940. 

Jesse  M  Pierce  to  be  postmaster  at  Austin,  Minn.,  in  place 
of  L.  B.  Hanna.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February 
5,  1940. 

Walter  P.  Gregory  to  be  postmaster  at  Backus.  Mnn.,  In 
place  of  W.  F.  Gregory.  Incumbent's  commi^ion  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Edward  E.  Vig  to  be  postmaster  at  Belgrade.  Minn.,  in 
place  of  E.  E.  Vig.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Feburary 
5.  1940. 

William  F.  Priem  to  be  postmaster  at  Bellingham,  Minn., 
In  place  of  W.  P.  Prlem.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

Glen  M.  Squires  to  be  postmaster  at  Blackduck.  Minn.,  in 
place  of  G.  M.  Squires.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  1,  1940. 

Ethel  P.  Lerohl  to  be  postmaster  at  Bovey,  Minn.,  in  place 
of  E.  F.  Lerohl.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  8. 
1940. 

Arthiu-  Elmer  Imsdahl  to  be  postmaster  at  Brooten.  Minn., 
in  place  of  A.  B.  Imsdahl.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  5,  1940. 

William  P.  Tanner  to  be  postmaster  at  Cannon  Palls, 
Minn.,  in  place  of  W.  P.  Tanner.  Incumbent's  coinmissi(Hi 
expires  June  17,  1940. 


Mae  Kirwln  to  be  postmaster  at  ChoUo.  Minn.,  in  place 
of  Mae  Kirwln,  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  20, 
1940. 

Lucy  M.  Berczyk  to  be  postmaster  at  Clarissa,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  L.  M.  Berczyk.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  5,  1940. 

A.  William  Danielson  to  be  postmaster  at  Cyrus,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  A.  W.  Danielson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  13.  1940. 

Anna  Beatrice  Perrizo  to  be  postmaster  at  Delavan.  Minn., 
in  place  of  Beatrice  Perrizo.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
Bday  19.  1940. 

PYed  A.  Gerber  to  be  postmaster  at  Donnelly.  Minn.,  in 
place  of  P.  A.  Gerber,  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
20.  1940. 

Edward  B.  Anderson  to  be  postmaster  at  Elbow  Lake, 
Minn.,  in  place  of  E.  B.  Anderson.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  1.  1940. 

Christopher  J.  Keefe  to  be  postmaster  at  Eyota,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  C.  J.  Keele.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
15.  1940. 

Herbert  G.  Carlson  to  be  postmaster  at  Gibbon.  Minn.,  In 
place  of  H.  G.  Carlson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  7,  1940. 

Emma  Jones  to  be  postmaster  at  Gonvlck,  Mitm.,  in  place 
of  Emma  Jones.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  20, 
1940. 

Marvin  B.  Scheele  to  be  postmaster  at  Hamburg,  Minn. 
Office  made  Presidential  July  1,  1938. 

Hans  P.  Becken  to  be  postmaster  at  Hanska,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  H.  P.  Becken.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  Jime 
20,  1940. 

Earl  P.  Brackin  to  be  postmaster  at  Herman,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  E.  P.  Brackin.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
20,  1940. 

Joseph  M.  Hilger  to  be  postmaster  at  lona.  Minn.,  in  place 
of  J.  M.  Hilger.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  1, 
1940. 

Robert  J.  Mayheu  to  be  postmaster  at  Ironton,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  R.  J.  Mayheu.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
1.  1940. 

Hugh  T.  Kennedy  to  be  postmaster  at  Kerkhoven,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  L.  O.  Simdeen,  resigned. 

Joseph  A.  Schneider  to  be  postmaster  at  Le  Roy.  Minn.,  in 
place  cf  G.  A.  Boyd,  deceased. 

Herman  H.  Krenzke  to  be  postmaster  at  Lewiston.  Minn.,  In 
place  of  H.  H.  Krenzke.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  5,  1940. 

Mary  Davidson  to  be  postmaster  at  Middle  River.  Minn.,  In 
place  of  Mary  Davidson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  18.  1940. 

Walter  B.  Gislason  to  be  postmaster  at  Minneota.  Minn.,  in 
place  of  W.  B.  Gislason.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  8,  1940. 

Andrew  J.  Tauer  to  be  postmaster  at  Morgan.  Minn.,  in 
place  of  A.  J.  Tauer.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

Raymond  R.  Keefe  to  be  postmaster  at  Morton.  Minn.,  in 
place  of  R.  R.  Keefe.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
20,  1940. 

Alvin  A.  Ogren  to  be  postmaster  at  New  London,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  A.  A.  Ogren.  Inounbent's  commission  expired  April 
29. 1940. 

Prank  S.  Averlll  to  be  postmaster  at  Ogilvie,  Minn.,  in  place 
of  P.  8.  Averill.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  12 
1939. 

HeiUT  Falardeau  to  be  postmaster  at  Oklee,  Minn.,  in  place 
of  Henry  Falardeau.  Incvunbent's  commission  expires  June 
1.  1940. 

Raymond  C.  Faust  to  be  postmaster  at  Plerz,  Minn.,  In  place 
of  R.  C.  Faust.     Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  8.  1940. 

Chester  C.  Gallagher  to  be  postmaster  at  Plainview.  Minn., 
to  place  of  C.  C.  Gallagher,  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  a,  1940. 
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Werl  Smith  Harris  to  be  postmaster  at  Proctor,  Minn.,  In 
place  of  W.  S.  Harris.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
30.  1940. 

T.  Donald  O'Connor  to  be  postmaster  at  Renville,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  T.  D.  O'Connor.    Incumbent's  commission  expires 

June  8.  1940. 

Leonard  J.  Reiland  to  be  postmaster  at  RoUingstone,  Minn., 
In  place  of  Leonard  Reiland.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  1,  1940. 

Edward  C.  Keefe  to  be  postmaster  at  Rose  Creek,  Minn.,  In 
place  of  E.  C.  Keefe.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

Leslie  R.  Lisle  to  be  postmaster  at  Rcyalton,  Minn.,  In  place 
of  L.  R.  Lisle.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  1, 
1939. 

Arthur  Oliver  Skalbeck  to  be  postmaster  at  Sacred  Heart, 
Minn.,  in  place  of  A.  O.  Skalbeck.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  20.  1940. 

Harold  L.  Holmes  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  Hilaire,  Minn., 
In  place  of  H.  L.  Holmes.  Incimibent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

John  F.  Hawley  to  be  postmaster  at  Sandstone,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  J.  F.  Hawley.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
13.  1940. 

William  R.  Kleven  to  be  postmaster  at  Sebeka,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  W.  R.  Kleven.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  5.  1940. 

Delwin  B.  Clabaugh  to  be  postmaster  at  Swanville,  Minn.. 
In  place  of  D.  B.  Clabaugh.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  18.  1939. 

Ida  M.  Chiabottl  to  be  postmaster  at  Tower,  Minn.,  in  place 
of  I.  M.  Chiabotti.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25, 
1940. 

Alvi  Hanord  Auenson  to  be  postmaster  at  Ulen,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  A.  H.  Auenson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  5,  1940. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Grant  Hamilton  to  be  postmaster  at  Hollandale,  Miss.,  In 
place  of  T.  P.  Kirkpatrick.  removed. 

William  W.  Armstrong  to  be  postmaster  at  Leland,  Miss.,  In 
place  of  W.  W.  Armstrong.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17.  1940. 

Lucy  R.  Park  to  be  postmaster  at  Merigold,  Miss.,  in  place  of 
L.  R.  Park.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  20,  1940. 

Cornelius  V.  Thurmond  to  be  postmaster  at  Mound  Bayou, 
Miss.,  In  place  of  C.  V.  Thurmond.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  April  24.  1940. 

Delia  A.  Myers  to  be  postmaster  at  Newhebron,  Miss.,  in 
place  of  D.  A.  Myers.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 20,  1940. 

DeWitt  D.  McEachern  to  be  postmaster  at  Ruleville.  Miss., 
to  place  of  D.  D.  McEachern.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
I^res  June  2,  1940. 

Ethel  B.  Comegys  to  be  postmaster  at  Scott.  Miss.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

John  R.  Trimm  to  be  postmaster  at  Tishomingo.  Miss..  In 
place  of  J.  R.  Trimm.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940.  I 

I  MISSOURI 

Avery  L.  Dreler  to  be  postmaster  at  Billings,  Mo.,  in  place 
of  A.  L.  Dreler.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January 
28,  1940. 

Lettie  H.  Turner  to  be  postmaster  at  Chilhowee,  Mo.,  In 
place  of  L.  H.  Turner.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

John  A.  Byler  to  be  postmaster  at  Ethel,  Mo.,  in  place  of 
J.  A.  Byler.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  23, 
1940. 

Earl  L.  Smlthson  to  be  postmaster  at  Exeter.  Mo.,  to  place 
of  E.  L.  Smlthson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
13,  1940.  ; 

John  Earle  Lyons  to  be  postmaster  at  Higglnsville,  Mo.,  in 
place  of  J.  E.  Lyons.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
13. 1940. 


Charles  V.  HoUady  to  be  postmaster  at  nimo,  Mo.,  to  place 
of  C.  V.  Hollady.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  8. 
1940. 

John  O.  May  to  be  postmaster  at  Jasper,  Mo.,  in  place  of 
J.  G.  May.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25,  1940. 

P.  Gilbert  Utley  to  be  postmaster  at  Knobnoster,  Mo.,  in 
place  of  P.  Q.  Utley.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25,  1940. 

William  A.  Bickel  to  be  postmaster  at  Lockwood,  Mo.,  in 
place  of  W.  A.  Bickel.  Incvunbent's  commission  expired 
August  27,  1939. 

Joseph  E.  Soutee  to  be  postmaster  at  Marionvllle,  Mo.,  to 
place  of  J.  E.  Soutee.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 28,  1940. 

John  Y.  Glasscock  to  be  postmaster  at  Maysvllle,  Mo.,  in 
place  of  J.  Y.  Glasscock.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  27,  1940. 

Edward  T.  Rousselot  to  be  postmaster  at  Noel,  Mo.,  in  place 
of  E.  T.  Rousselot.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25, 
1940. 

Edgar  E.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Owensville,  Mo.,  in  place 
of  E.  E.  Smith.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24, 
1940. 

Willie  L.  Hixson  to  be  postmaster  at  Ozark.  Mo.,  in  place 
of  W.  L.  Hixson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  8, 
1940. 

Leonard  V.  Parker  to  be  postmaster  at  Plattsburg,  Mo.,  In 
place  of  L.  V.  Parker.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
8. 1940. 

Walter  J.  Paschal  to  be  postmaster  at  Verona.  Mo.,  In  place 
of  W.  J.  Paschal.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25, 
1940. 

Grailie  B.  Windes  to  be  postmaster  at  Washburn,  Mo.,  to 
place  of  G.  B.  Windes.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 28,  1940. 

MONTANA 

Esther  M.  Evenson  to  be  postmaster  at  Broadview,  Mont., 
In  place  of  E.  M.  Evenson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  2,  1940. 

Orion  A.  Tellifero  to  be  postmaster  at  Browning,  Mont.,  In 
place  of  O.  A.  Tellifero.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  2,  1940. 

Alfred  T.  James  to  be  postmaster  at  Cascade,  Mont.,  to 
place  of  A.  T.  James.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
2,  1940. 

Lars  E.  Kodalen  to  be  postmaster  at  Dodson,  Mont.,  In  place 
of  L.  E.  Kodalen.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

Frank  H.  McLean  to  be  postmaster  at  Fairfield,  Mont.,  in 
place  of  P.  H.  McLean.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

William  C.  MacCallum  to  be  postmaster  at  Geraldine,  Mont., 
In  place  of  W.  C.  MacCallum.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  2,  1940. 

Mollie  B.  Cameron  to  be  postmaster  at  Marttosdale,  Mont. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

Ralph  W.  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  Missoula,  Mont.,  in 
place  of  Stephen  Nuerenberg,  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired February  7,  1940. 

Phyllis  M.  Crockford  to  be  postmaster  at  Sweetgrass,  Mont., 
to  place  of  P.  M.  Crockford.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  1.  1940. 

NEBRASKA 

Gotthilf  I.  Pfeiffer  to  be  postmaster  at  Arlington.  Nebr..  In 
place  of  G.  I.  Pfeiffer.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  Jime 
1.  1940. 

Lyman  G.  Gake  to  be  postmaster  at  Beaver  Crossing,  Nebr., 
in  place  of  L.  G.  Gake.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
18,  1940. 

Margaret  H.  Andersen  to  be  postmaster  at  Belgrade,  Nebr., 
to  place  of  M.  H.  Andersen.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17,  1940. 

Eli  V.  Balthazor  to  be  postmaster  at  Campbell,  Nebr.,  in 
place  of  E.  V.  Balthazor.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19,  1940. 
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Gustav  A.  Koza  to  be  postmaster  at  Clarkson.  Nebr..  In 
place  of  Q.  A.  Koza.    Incumbents  commission  expired  March 

4.  1940. 

Henry  C.  Paquin  to  be  postmaster  at  Dakota  City,  Nebr..  in 
place  of  H.  C.  Paquin.  Incumbents  commission  expired  Feb- 
ruary 7.  1940. 

Harry  H.  Row  to  be  postmaster  at  Davenport.  Nebr..  in 
place  of  H.  H.  Row.  Incumbent's  commissi(Ma  expired  April 
28.  1940. 

James  A.  Sears  to  be  postmaster  at  Decatur,  Nebr.,  In  place 
of  J.  A.  Sears.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  17,  1940. 

Prank  J.  Srb  to  be  postmaster  at  Dodge,  Nebr.,  in  place  of 
F.  J.  Srb.    Inctmibent's  commission  expires  June  1.  1940. 

Floyd  S.  Worthing  to  be  postmaster  at  Elm  Creek,  Nebr., 
in  place  of  P.  S.  Worthing.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  1.  1940. 

Edna  M  Miner  to  be  postmaster  at  Ericson,  Nebr..  In  place 
of  E.  M.  Miner.  Incubent's  commission  expired  February  7, 
1940. 

Emma  O.  Oraben^teln  to  be  postmaster  at  Eustls.  Nebr..  In 
place  of  E.  Q.  Qrat>enstein.  Incumt)ent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

Prank  Ainsworth  to  be  postmaster  at  Exeter.  Nebr.,  in  place 
of  Frank  Aiiisworth.  Incimibent's  commission  expires  July 
7.  1940. 

Patrick  J.  Mullln  to  be  postmaster  at  Friend,  Nebr..  In 
place  of  P.  J.  Mullln.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
19.  1940. 

Roy  W.  Bruce  to  be  postmaster  at  Genoa,  Nebr.,  in  place  of 
R.  W.  Bruce.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  18.  1940. 

Irene  L.  Barrett  to  be  postmaster  at  Greeley,  Nebr..  in  place 
of  I.  L.  Barrett.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25, 
1940. 

Renald  A.  Tobey  to  be  postmaster  at  Gresham.  Nebr.,  In 
place  of  R.  A.  Tobey.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 23,  1940. 

Mary  Dolores  Jensen  to  be  postmaster  at  Hampton.  Nebr., 
in  place  of  Dolores  Jensen.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  1,  1940. 

George  B.  McDowell  to  be  postmaster  at  Hardy,  Nebr..  In 
place  of  G.  B.  McDow^.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17,  1940. 

Peter  P.  Braun  to  be  postmaster  at  Henderson,  Nebr..  in 
place  of  P.  P.  Braun.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Isaac  D.  Brownfleld  to  be  postmaster  at  Hershey,  Nebr..  in 
place  of  I.  D.  Brownfleld.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  28.  1940. 

Bertha  E.  Busch  to  be  postmaster  at  Howells,  Nebr.,  In 
place  of  B.  E.  Busch.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
19.  1940. 

Fredrick  F.  Thomas  to  be  postmaster  at  Unwood,  Nebr., 
in  place  of  F.  F.  Thomas.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  18.  1940. 

Arthur  H.  Barstler  to  be  postmaster  at  Nebraska  City,  Nebr., 
In  place  of  A.  H.  Barstler.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  18.  1940. 

Orval  C.  Mjrers  to  be  postmaster  at  Nelson,  Nebr..  In  place 
of  O.  C.  Myers.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  13. 
1940. 

Frank  H.  Kroger  to  be  postmaster  at  Newcastle,  Nebr.,  In 
place  of  P.  H.  Kroger.     Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

18.  1940. 

Kitty  Hennessy  to  be  postmaster  at  Platte  Center,  Nebr.,  In 
place  of  Kitty  Hennessy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  4,  1940. 

George  H.  Woolman  to  be  i>ostmaster  at  Republican  City. 
NetMT.,  In  place  of  Q.  H.  Woolman.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  1.  1940. 

Inez  Gail  Lldgard  to  be  postmaster  at  Stockville.  Nebr..  in 
place  of  I.  G.  Lldgard.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1.  1940. 

Leonard  L.  Rook  to  be  postmaster  at  Stratton.  Nebr..  in 
place  of  L.  L.  Rook.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

19.  1940. 


George  L.  Everett  to  be  postmaster  at  Union.  Nebr.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

Elmer  L.  Bunger  to  be  postmaster  at  Upland.  Nebr.,  in  place 
of  E.  L.  Bunger.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  1, 

1940. 

Harry  E.  Christensen  to  be  postmaster  at  Valparaiso.  Nebr., 
in  place  of  H.  E.  Christensen.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  19,  1940. 

J.  Marie  D.  Rutledge  to  be  postmaster  at  Wilsonville.  Nebr., 
in  place  of  J.  M.  D.  Rutledge.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  1,  1940. 

Russell  N.  Linkswiler  to  be  postmaster  at  Winnebago,  Nebr., 
in  place  of  R.  N.  Linkswiler.  Incumt>ent's  commission  ex- 
pires Jime  1,  1940. 

NEVADA 

Isaac  L.  Stone  to  be  postmaster  at  McGill,  Nev.,  in  place  of 
I.  L.  Stone.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  22,  1940. 

Effle  M.  Perry  to  be  postmaster  at  Yerington.  Nev.,  in  place 
of  E.  M.  Perry.  Incuml)ent's  commission  expired  May  9, 
1940. 

NEW   HAMPSHntE 

Arthur  A.  Croteau  to  be  postmaster  at  Marlboro,  N.  H.,  In 
place  of  A.  A.  Croteau.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired 
April  29,  1940. 

Edward  A.  Davis  to  be  postmaster  at  North  Conway.  N.  H., 
in  place  of  E.  A.  Davis.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  29.  1940. 

Edward  W.  Clement  to  be  postmaster  at  North  Woodstock, 
N.  H..  in  place  of  E.  W.  Clement.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  1,  1940. 

Louis  T.  Pike  to  be  postmaster  at  Pike,  N.  H.,  in  place  of 
L.  T.  Pike.    Incumbent's  conmiission  expires  June  1,  1940. 

Charles  L.  McGinness  to  be  postmaster  at  Troy,  N.  H..  in 
place  of  C.  L.  McGiimess.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24,  1940. 

NEW  JERSEY 

Walter  K.  Blttle  to  be  postmaster  at  Berlin,  N.  J.,  in  place 
of  W.  K.  Blttle.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  16, 
1940. 

Lewis  D.  Smith,  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Port  Hancock,  N.  J., 
in  place  of  L.  D.  Smith.  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17.  1940. 

Lottie  A.  Cubberley  to  be  postmaster  at  Hamilton  Square, 
N.  J.,  in  place  of  L.  A.  Cubberley,  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  February  14,  1940. 

Walter  P.  Hoagland  to  be  postmaster  at  Kenilworth,  N.  J., 
In  place  of  W.  P.  Hoagland.  Inctmibent's  commission  ex- 
pired March  25,  1940. 

Catherine  S.  E.  Cullen  to  be  postmaster  at  Millington,  N.  J., 
in  place  of  C.  S.  E.  Cullen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
July  3,  1939. 

Floyd  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  MontvlUe,  N.  J.,  in  place 
of  Floyd  Smith.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February 
14,  1940. 

Fred  Heckel  to  be  postmaster  at  Ridgefleld  Park.  N.  J.,  in 
place  of  Fred  Heckel.  Incimibent's  commission  expires  June 
20.  1940. 

Julia  B.  Hoaern  to  be  postmaster  at  Robbinsville,  N.  J. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

NEW    TOtK 

Barthold  C.  Hadel  to  be  postmaster  at  Amagansett.  N.  Y., 
in  place  of  B.  C.  Hadel.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  20.  1940. 

Agnes  O.  PoUey  to  be  postmaster  at  Andes.  N.  Y..  in  place 
of  A.  G.  Policy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24. 
1940. 

Curtis  Van  Valkenburgh  to  be  postmaster  at  Arkvllle.  N.  Y., 
In  place  of  Curtis  Van  Valkenburgh.  Incumbents  commission 
expired  August  14.  1939. 

Emma  Resmolds  to  be  postmaster  at  Brightwaters.  N.  Y., 
in  place  of  Emma  Reynolds.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired AprU  28.  1940. 

Chester  T.  Burnett  to  be  postmaster  at  Biirdett.  N.  Y..  in 
place  of  C.  T.  Burnett.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 


Albert  J.  LInehan  to  be  postmaster  at  Canandaigua,  N.  Y.. 
in  place  of  J.  C.  Monahan.  Inciimbent's  commission  expired 
January  31,  1938. 

Timothy  B.  Ryan  to  be  postmaster  at  Chateaugay.  N.  Y.. 
in  place  of  T.  B.  Ryan.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Philip  J.  Dwyer  to  be  postmaster  at  Chittenango.  N.  Y.,  in 
place  of  P.  J.  Dwyer.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired  Janu- 
ary 31,  1938. 

Purdy  A.  Kinkaid  to  be  postmaster  at  Cohocton,  N.  Y..  In 
place  of  P.  A.  Kinkaid.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

Melvin  C.  Bundy  to  be  postmaster  at  Cooperstown,  N.  Y..  in 
place  of  M.  C.  Bundy.  Incimibent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

John  H.  S.  Griffin  to  be  postmaster  at  Delhi,  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  J.  H.  S.  Griffin.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August 
21.  1939. 

Prank  P.  Morstatt  to  be  postmaster  at  Garnerville,  N.  Y., 
in  place  of  F.  P.  Morstatt.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  10,  1940. 

Wilmarth  J.  TuthiU  to  be  postmaster  at  Goshen,  N.  Y.,  In 
place  of  W.  J.  Tuthill.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
27,  1940. 

Anna  C.  Allen  to  be  postmaster  at  Groveland,  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  A.  C.  Allen.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25. 1940. 

Sarah  B.  Keenan  to  be  postmaster  at  Hague,  N.  Y..  in  place 
of  S.  B.  Keenan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24, 
1940. 

Ethel  M.  Martin  to  be  postmaster  at  Hamlin,  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  E.  M.  Martin.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

Rita  McGoey  to  be  postmaster  at  Hartsdale.  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  Rita  McGoey.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  17, 
1940. 

Antoinette  Ducharme  to  be  postmaster  at  Lyon  Mountain, 
N.  Y..  in  place  of  Antoinette  Ducharme.  Incumbent's  com- 
mission expires  Jime  25,  1940. 

Albert  A.  Morse  to  be  postmaster  at  Moravia,  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  C.  E.  Miller,  deceased. 

Lewis  N.  S.  Rockwell  to  be  postmaster  at  Otlsville,  N.  Y.,  In 
place  of  L.  N.  S.  Rockwell.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  22.  1940. 

Bernard  H.  Powers  to  be  postmaster  at  Oyster  Bay,  N.  Y.,  In 
place  of  B.  H.  Powers.  Incimibent's  commission  expires  June 
20,  1940. 

Eugene  B.  Gormley  to  be  postmaster  at  Phoenicia,  N.  Y.,  In 
place  of  E.  B.  Gormley.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Prank  P.  Bakutis  to  be  postmaster  at  Quogue,  N.  Y..  in  place 
of  P.  P.  Bakutis.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  2, 
1939. 

Ceclle  G.  Taylor  to  be  postmaster  at  Sloatsburg,  N.  Y.,  In 
place  of  C.  G.  Taylor.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

25,  1940. 

James  J.  Collins  to  be  postmaster  at  Water  Mill.  N.  Y.,  In 
place  of  J.  J.  Collins.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  21.  1939. 

Oliver  Townsend  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Coxsackie,  N.  Y„ 
In  place  of  Oliver  Townsend.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired August  21.  1939. 

Jack  Batt  to  be  postmaster  at  Woodmere,  N.  Y.,  in  place  of 
Jack  Batt.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  28,  1940. 

Gecrge  M.  Allen  to  be  postmaster  at  Worcester,  N.  Y.,  in 
place  of  G.  M.  Allen.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 

26,  1940.       I 

'  NORTH   CAROLINA 

Jewell  Ballentine  to  be  postmaster  at  Varlna,  N.  C.  in  place 
of  Jewell  Ballentine.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  July  1, 
1939. 

James  Russell  Wiggins  to  be  postmaster  at  Wake  Forest, 
N.  C,  in  place  of  J.  R.  Wiggins.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  April  29,  1940. 


NORTH  DAKOTA 

John  Urbon  Pavlik  to  be  postmaster  at  Buffalo,  N.  Dak.,  In 
place  of  J,  U.  Pavlik.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
1,  1940. 

Joseph  M.  Moen  to  be  postmaster  at  Galesburg,  N.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  J.  M.  Moen.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Ethel  E.  Hall  to  be  postmaster  at  Hettinger,  N.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  E.  E.  Hall.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
16,  1940. 

Bernhard  C.  Hjelle  to  be  postmaster  at  Mercer,  N.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  B.  C.  Hjelle.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

Mary  J.  Dunbar  to  be  postmaster  at  Souris,  N.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  M.  J.  Dunbar.  Incumbent's  conunission  expires 
June  16.  1940. 

Alice  G.  Russell  to  be  postmaster  at  Thompson,  N.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  Alice  Russell.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1.  1940. 

Anna  P.  Jones  to  be  postmaster  at  Verona,  N.  Dak.,  In 
place  of  A.  F.  Jones.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Mae  Scollard  to  be  postmaster  at  Watford  City,  N.  Dak.,  In 
place  of  Mae  Scollard.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25,  1940. 

OHIO 

Leo  V.  Walsh  to  be  postmaster  at  Barberton,  Ohio,  in  place 
of  L.  V.  Walsh.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  1, 
1940. 

Mary  Costigan  to  be  postmaster  at  Berlin  Heights,  Ohio,  In 
place  of  Mary  Costigan.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  13.  1940. 

John  L.  Keener  to  be  postmaster  at  Brookville,  Ohio,  in 
place  of  C.  R.  Hayes,  resigned. 

Alice  B.  Romie  to  be  postmaster  at  Port  Loramie,  Ohio,  in 
place  of  A.  B.  Romie.  Incimibent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

John  D.  Reed  to  be  postmaster  at  Green  Springs,  Ohio,  In 
place  of  J.  D.  Reed.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
18,  1940. 

Henry  Beuchat  to  be  postmaster  at  Louisville.  Ohio,  in 
place  of  Henry  Beuchat.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  25,  1940. 

Sylvie  E.  Sovacool  to  be  postmaster  at  Peninsula.  Ohio,  In 
place  of  S.  E.  Sovacool.  Incumbent's  conunission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

Paul  M.  Hawn  to  be  postmaster  at  Pleasant  Hill.  Ohio,  in 
pflace  of  P.  M.  Hawn.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
15.  1940. 

Charles  Calvin  Myers  to  be  postmaster  at  Rislngsun,  Ohio, 
In  place  of  C.  C.  Myers.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

Frank  Thompson  to  be  postmaster  at  Senecavllle,  Ohio.  In 
place  of  Frank  Thompson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

OKLAHOMA 

Mart  R.  Sargent  to  be  postmaster  at  Indlahoma.  Okla.,  in 
place  of  M.  R.  Sargent.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Hope  C.  McGlnty  to  be  postmaster  at  Kiefer,  Okla..  In 
place  of  H.  C.  McGlnty.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  18.  1940. 

Jasper  Hood  to  be  postmaster  at  Kiowa.  Okla..  in  place  of 
Jasper  Hood.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  18, 1940. 

OREGON 

Reginald  C.  Cooke  to  be  postmaster  at  Oswego.  Oreg..  in 
place  of  R.  C.  Cooke.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  July 
18,  1939. 

Nealia  G.  Haven  to  be  postmaster  at  Sweet  Home,  Oreg..  In 
place  of  N.  G.  Haven.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Joseph  R.  DeJardln  to  be  postmaster  at  Taft.  Oreg.,  in 
place  of  J.  R.  DeJardln.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 
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Louis  Earl  Hammer  to  be  postmaster  at  Tillamook,  Oreg.. 
In  place  of  L.  E.  Hammer,  Incimabent's  commission  expires 
June  1.  1940. 

PETOrSYLVAKIA 

Pahner  W.  Kunkle  to  be  postmaster  at  Alburtis.  Pa.,  In 
place  of  W.  P.  B.  Gery.  deceased. 

William  Scott  Rinedollar  to  be  postmaster  at  Everett.  Pa.. 
In  place  of  W.  8.  Rinedollar.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  3.  1940. 

Ray  A.  Deck  to  be  postmaster  at  Fredericksburg,  Pa. 
OfBce  became  Presidential  July  1,  1936. 

Delia  M.  Sullivan  to  be  postmaster  at  Genesee,  Pa.,  In 
place  of  D.  M.  Sullivan.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  20.  1940. 

William  J.  Tye  to  be  postmaster  at  Gordon,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  W.  J.  Tye.    Incimibent's  commission  expires  July  1,  1940. 

John  J.  Sheridan  to  be  postmaster  at  Hawley,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  J^  J.  Sheridan.  Incumbent's  commission  exi^res  June  25. 
1940. 

James  E.  Madigan  to  be  postmaster  at  Houtsdale.  Pa.,  in 
place  of  J.  E.  Madlgan.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  15.  1940. 

Leo  A.  Donahoe  to  be  postmaster  at  McKees  Rocks.  Pa..  In 
Idace  of  L.  A.  Donahoe.  Incimibent's  commission  expired 
June  18.  1938. 

John  C.  Rodgers  to  be  postmaster  at  Marianna.  Pa.,  In 
place  of  V.  J.  McCarty,  removed. 

Harry  B.  Wimer  to  be  postmaster  at  Quarryville,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  H.  B.  Wimer.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
20.  1940. 

Robert  E.  Walley  to  be  postmaster  at  Spring  City.  Pa..  In 
place  of  R.  E.  Walley.  Sr.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  3.  1940. 

Mable  L.  Lake  to  be  postmaster  at  Sprlngvllle.  Pa.,  in  place 
of  M.  L.  Lake.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1,  1940. 

L.  Pearle  Seep  to  be  postmaster  at  Titusvllle,  Pa.,  In  place 
of  R.  E.  Beep,  resigned. 

Claire  C.  Davis  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Alexander.  Pa..  In 
place  of  C.  C.  Davis.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

rrmiTo  rico 

Adela  Delpln  to  be  postmaster  at  Pajardo,  P.  R.,  in  place 
of  Adela  Delpln.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  17. 

1940. 

RHODE  ISLAND 

Peter  L.  Crelghton  to  be  postmaster  at  Harrisvllle.  R.  I.,  in 
place  of  P.  L  Crelghton.  Incumbent's  commlssicm  expires 
June  28.  1940. 

SOUTH   CAROLINA 

Russell  P.  Bamett  to  be  postmaster  at  Campobello.  S.  C, 
in  place  of  R.  P.  Bamett.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  1.  1940. 

Prank  P.  Bynum  to  be  postmaster  at  Darlington.  8.  C.  in 
place  of  T.  E.  Stokes.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  23.  1939. 

Mamie  C.  Spears  to  be  postmaster  at  Lamar.  S.  C^  in  ixlace 
of  M.  C.  Spears.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  18, 
1940. 

James  H.  Pox  to  be  postmaster  at  Lexington,  S.  C.  in  place 
of  J.  H.  Fox.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25.  1940. 

John  W.  Wilbanks  to  be  postmaster  at  Union.  8.  C.  in 
place  of  J.  W.  Wilbanks.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  13.  1940. 

SOX7TH    DAKOTA 

Charles  P.  Corcoran  to  be  postmaster  at  Miller.  8.  Dak., 
in  place  of  C.  P.  Corcoran.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  13.  1940. 

Michael  F.  McGrath  to  be  postmaster  at  Morristown, 
8.  Dak..  In  place  of  M.  F.  McQrath.  Incumbent's  commis- 
sion expires  June  16.  1940. 

Leroy  P.  Lemert  to  be  postmaster  at  Spencer,  8.  Dak.,  In 
place  of  L.  F.  Lemert.  Incumbents  commission  expires  June 
16.  1940. 


TtMNCSSKK 

George  V.  Anderson  to  be  postmaster  at  Gates.  Tenn.,  In 
place  of  G.  V.  Anderson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

Charles  C.  Gore  to  be  postmaster  at  Livingston,  Tenn.,  In 
place  of  W.  H.  Boswell.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  27,  1939. 

Otis  K.  Martin  to  be  postmaster  at  McKenzie.  Tenn.,  in 
place  of  O.  K.  Martin.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  12,  1939. 

Hughes  H.  Hunt  to  be  postmaster  at  Rives,  Tenn.,  in  place 
of  H.  H.  Hunt.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

TEXAS 

Edward  W.  Ross  to  be  postmaster  at  Arp,  Tex.,  in  place  of 
J.  O.  Allen,  removed. 

George  J.  Bell  to  be  postmaster  at  Aubrey.  Tex.,  in  place 
of  O.  J.  Bell.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1,  1940. 

Charles  M.  Fagg  to  be  postmaster  at  Blue  Ridge.  Tex.,  in 
place  of  C.  M.  Pagg.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 

1.  1940. 

J.  Prank  Weaver  to  be  postmaster  at  Cumby.  Tex.,  in  place 
of  J.  P.  Weaver.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

Coin  T.  Seago  to  be  postmaster  at  Gustine.  Tex.,  in  place 
of  C.  T.  Seago.    Incuml)ent's  commission  expires  July  1,  1940. 

C.  Lola  Hill  to  be  postmaster  at  Highlands,  Tex.,  In  place 
of  C.  L.  Hill.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1,  1940. 

Kate  Moses  to  be  postmaster  at  Keltys,  Tex.,  in  place  of 
D.  W.  Thompson,  resigned. 

Ruth  S.  Marion  to  be  postmaster  at  Kermlt,  Tex.,  In  place 
of  R.  S.  Marlon.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

Henry  T.  Peace  to  be  postmaster  at  La  Pryor,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  H.  T.  Peace.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Cicero  Harper  to  be  postmaster  at  Moran,  Tex.,  in  place 
of  Cicero  Harper.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  19, 
1940. 

James  M.  Noble.  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  OTDonnell.  Tex., 
in  place  of  J.  M.  Noble,  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Ida  A.  Stockburger  to  be  postmaster  at  Oglesby.  Tex..  In 
place  of  I.  A.  Stockburger.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Curry  H.  Walker  to  be  postmaster  at  Pampa.  Tex.,  in 
place  of  C.  H.  Walker.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Corinne  H.  Sewell  to  be  postmaster  at  Pearsall,  Tex.,  In 
place  of  C.  H.  Sewell.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  Jime 
25.  1940. 

Anna  L.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Port  Aransas,  Tex. 
OflBce  became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

Naomi  M.  Lewis  to  be  postmaster  at  Royalty.  Tex.,  In  place 
of  N.  M.  Lewis.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1, 
1940. 

UTAH 

James  W.  Nielsen  to  be  postmaster  at  Castlegate,  Utah, 
In  place  of  J.  W.  Nielsen.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Gilbert  L.  Janson  to  be  postmaster  at  Cedar  City,  Utah, 
in  place  of  G.  L.  Janson.  Inciunbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

Fred  H.  Jones  to  be  postmaster  at  Gunnison,  Utah,  in 
place  of  P.  H.  Jones.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

Heber  M.  Rasband  to  be  postmaster  at  Heber,  Utah,  in 
place  of  H.  M.  Rasband.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Eugene  C.  Gibson  to  be  postmaster  at  Helper,  Utah,  in 
place  of  E.  C.  Gil)son.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
20.  1940. 

Alice  M.  Todd  to  be  postmaster  at  Myton,  Utah,  In  place  of 
A.  M.  Todd.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1,  1940. 
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VXRMONT 

Dora  W.  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  Lunenburg.  Vt.,  in 
place  of  D.  W.  Brown.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired 
March  25.  1940. 

vntcmiA 

Richard  F.  Hicks  to  be  pwstmsister  at  Schuyler,  Va.,  in  place 
of  R.  F.  Hicks.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1,  1940. 

WASHINGTON 

Truman  W.  Chamberlain  to  be  postmaster  at  Quincy, 
Wash.,  in  place  of  T.  W.  Chamberlain.  Incumbent's  com- 
mission expires  June  17,  1940. 

Edward  V.  Pressentin  to  be  postmaster  at  Rockport.  Wash., 
in  place  of  E.  V.  Pressentin,  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

James  F.  Brislawn  to  be  postmaster  at  Sprague,  Wash.,  in 
place  of  J.  I'\  Brislawn.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  30.  1940. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Nancy  Bethel  Martin  to  be  postmaster  at  Belle,  W.  Va.,  in 
place  of  N.  B.  Martin.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

Austin  H.  Elrick  to  be  postmaster  at  Gormania,  W.  Va.,  In 
place  of  A.  H.  Elrick.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1.  1940. 

James  T.  Spahr  to  be  postmaster  at  Kingwood,  W.  Va..  in 
place  of  J.  T.  Spahr.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Janu- 
ary 29,  1939. 

Edson  Stout  to  be  postmaster  at  Nutter  Fort.  W.  Va.,  in 
place  of  Edson  Stout.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

James  B.  Shrewsbury  to  be  postmaster  at  Princeton,  W.  Va., 
in  place  of  J.  B.  Shrewsbury.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  17,  1940. 

Luclen  Edward  Felty  to  be  postmaster  at  Rowlesburg, 
W.  Va..  in  place  of  L.  E.  Pelty.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires July  15.  1940. 

WISCOMSIM  ■'" 

L.  Paul  Mundschau  to  be  postmaster  at  Dousman,  Wta., 
in  place  of  L.  P.  Mundschau.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired March  12.  1940. 

Leonard  P.  Sheehy  to  be  postmaster  at  Ettrlck.  Wis.,  in 
place  of  L.  P.  Sheehy.   Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 

28.  1940. 

Leonard  W.  LaBerge  to  be  postmaster  at  Stetsonvllle,  Wis., 
in  place  of  L.  W.  LaBerge.  Inciunbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

WYOIONC 

Grace  E.  Lyon  to  be  postmaster  at  Burns.  Wyo.,  In  place 
of   G.   E.   Lyon.    Incumbent's   commission   expires   July    1, 

1940. 

Edmund  P.  Landers  to  be  postmaster  at  Casper.  Wyo.,  In 
place  of  E.  P.  Landers.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  2,  1940. 


CONFIRMAnONS 
Executive  nominaticms  confirmed   by   the  Senate   May  31 
(legislative  day  of  May  28).  1940 
I    Farm  Credit  Administration 
Albert  G.  Black,  of  Iowa,  to  be  Governor  of  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration. 

Postmasters 
colorado 

Daniel  B.  Venable,  Ault. 
Bernard  C.  Killin.  Kiowa. 
Nea  G.  Gallegos.  San  Luis. 
Leo  F.  Houston.  Sugar  City. 
Mark  S.  Cole,  Yampa. 

INDIANA 

Edward  Bracher,  Boonville. 
WilUam  Henry  Lynch.  BoswelL 
Roy  L.  Jones,  Colfax. 
Edward  G.  Arnold.  Dubois.    . 


Jacob  De  Groot,  Highland. 
Sylvester  O.  Kelly,  Logansport. 
Henry  Harold  ZoUman,  Medora. 
Edward  H.  Scales,  Petersburg. 
Guy  Dunlap.  Poseyville. 
Bernard  J.  McCaflfery,  South  Bend. 
Alonzo  L.  Rogers,  Walkerton. 

KENTUCKY 

John  B.  Pendleton,  Hardyville. 
James  C.  Morris,  Masonic  Home. 

LOUISIANA 

Joseph  C.  Ballay,  Buras. 

Ethel  T.  Gauthier.  Lake  Arthtu-. 

Lawrence  S.  Bourgeois,  Schriever. 

MARYLAND 

Francis  E.  Thomas,  Centervllle. 

MINNESOTA 

William  W.  CMalley,  Le  Sueur. 

MISSOX7RI 

Carl  Richmond.  Advance. 
James  W.  Costello,  Baring. 
James  G.  Skidmore.  Barnard. 
Walter  Eraser.  Bolckow. 
Benjamin  F.  Coleman,  Center. 
Victor  F.  Engelage,  Chamois. 
Clay  C.  Shelton,  Clarkton. 
George  Petrus,  Hermann. 
Ruby  M.  Parr,  Kingston. 
Jesse  F.  Stevenson.  Lees  Summit. 
George  E.  Scott,  New  Hampton. 
Arch  B.  Young.  Perry. 
Theo.  J.  Quinn.  St.  Joseph. 
Vema  F.  Whlsner,  Sarcoxie. 
Edward  P.  MuUaley.  Sedalla. 
Marium  Ethel  Bnyart,  Stanberry. 
Harley  E.  Church,  Stockton. 
John  M.  Earp,  Versailles. 
William  R.  Buche,  Warrcnton. 

NEW  YOKK 

Alberta  J.  Webber.  Atlanta. 
Joseph  O.  Mattes,  Avon. 
Henry  E.  Benedict,  Broadalbln. 
Milton  B.  Emple.  Brownville. 
John  F.  McGovem,  Caledonia. 
Ronald  8.  Kingston,  Canaseraga. 
Katherine  M.  Raps,  Clarence  Center. 
George  Leigh  Dye,  Cuba. 
Henry  A.  Stecklng,  East  Northport. 
Raymond  A.  Switzer,  Ebenezer. 
Eva  M.  Wood.  Elbridge. 
Thomas  N.  Manlon,  Ferndale. 
Alice  L.  Lsron,  Fort  Ann. 
James  T.  McLaughlin,  Glen  Head. 
John  F.  Richards,  Hammondsport. 
Abner  B.  Woodworth,  Hensonville. 
George  J.  Petith,  Hillsdale. 
Laura  F.  Howland,  Hudson  Falls. 
William  H.  Toohey,  Hurleyville. 
Frederick  W.  Schadt,  JeCTersonville. 
,  Anna  M.  Shemet,  Keene  Valley. 
Earl  A.  Guertin,  Lakewood. 
Walter  E.  Slattery,  Lima. 
Michael  E.  Murphy,  Livonia. 
Frank  McBriarty.  Loomis. 
Katherine  A.  Slattery.  Maryknoll. 
Frederic  F.  Sheerln,  Middletown. 
William  C.  McRorle,  Milford. 
William  McNeal,  Montgomery. 
Ralph  S.  Washington,  MonticeUo. 
William  E.  Mensing.  Nassau. 
Harriett  H.  Rundle,  Odessa. 
John  Kenneth  Hoflfman,  Old  Forge. 
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J.  Frederick  Collins.  Oriskany  Palls. 
Thomas  A.  Kenney.  Ossining. 
Katherlne  S.  Wolosik.  I>econic. 
Victor  S.  Manchester.  Petersburg. 
George  H.  Stanton,  Pine  Bush. 
James  Earle  Molyneux.  RansomvUle. 
Irma  R.  Bennett.  Ripley. 
Maurice  H.  Fanning,  Roxbury. 
Timothy  V.  Sullivan.  St.  James. 
George  Arata.  Sea  Cliff. 
Alice  A.  Sherman.  Shelter  Island. 
Mary  P.  Mack.  Shelter  Island  Heights. 
Willis  Meabon.  Sherman. 
Walter  F.  Herrllng.  Skaneateles. 
E.  Edward  DeCamp,  Smallwood. 
Monte  Yost.  Springville. 
Sarah  C.  Lounsbery,  Stone  Ridge. 
William  Cronin,  Yonkers. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Orover  C.  Haynes,  Clyde. 

OHIO 

Marie  Novotny  Agee,  Northfield. 

OKLAHOMA 

Ernest  C.  Morris,  Dnimright. 

Lewis  B.  Rogers,  Fort  Gibson. 

James  W.  Kincaid.  Glencoe. 

Ernest  R.  Davis.  Keota. 

Blanche  Zoellner,  Mountain  View. 

Eleanor  Barnhill.  Strlngtown. 

Thomas  F.  Lynch.  Stroud. 

James  F.  Nicholson.  Tali  hi  na. 

Lester  F.  Wray,  Terral. 

Roy  C.  Bennett.  Vian. 

Frank  Bailey.  Vinita. 

Theodore  H.  Henderson.  Wapanucka. 

Sam  Cunningham,  Wellston. 

WASHINCTOIC 

Almon  D.  Hannan,  Bothell. 
Elliot  Curry.  ColevUle. 
Regina  M.  Mohrmann,  Pemdale. 
John  M.  Hurley.  La  Conner. 
Esther  H.  Boaz.  Manson. 
Thomas  Phil  Hickman.  Monroe. 
Howard  C.  Roberts.  Rosalia. 
Alf  Christian  Willard.  Stanwood 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday,  May  31,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon,  and  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

We  praise  Thee.  O  God,  our  heavenly  Father  upon  earth, 
that  lliou  art  still  mindful  of  us.  Whither  shall  we  go  from 
Thy  Spirit?  Or  whither  shall  we  flee  from  Thy  presence?  If 
we  ascend  into  heaven.  Thou  art  there.  If  we  make  our  bed 
in  the  grave,  behold  Thcu  art  there.  If  we  take  the  wings  of 
the  morning  and  dwell  in  the  uttermost  parts  of  the  sea.  even 
there  shalt  Thine  hand  lead  us  and  Thy  right  hand  shall 
hold  us;  how  precious.  O  Lord,  are  Thy  thoughts  of  us.  O 
spirit  of  purity  and  grace,  make  our  hearts  Thy  dwelling 
place.  O  Master,  so  rich  in  divine  goodness,  fill  us  with  Thy 
love  for  mercy  and  pity.  Almighty  God.  what  would  become 
of  us  if  Thou  wert"  not  our  Father?  Take  us  in  the  arms  of 
Thy  care;  interpret  to  us  Thy  holy  purpose,  even  if  it  be  but 
faintly  and  dimly  revealed.  As  the  sound  of  music  afar  off, 
may  we  hear  Thy  voice  from  the  glory  of  Thine  habitation. 
We  thank  Thee,  blessed  Lord,  that  America,  the  beautiful, 
still  remains  the  citadel  of  Christian  faith,  freedom,  and  of 
public  and  private  decency.  In  the  name  of  our  Saviour. 
Amen. 


The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MXSSAGK  rROK  THE  SENATS 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier,  Its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  8429.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  L.  P.  WtMTall,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
bills  of  the  following  titles,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested: 

S.  3115.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  establishment  and  main- 
tenance of  an  assay  office  at  Helena,  Mont.; 

S.  3230.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  general  welfare  through 
the  construction  of  needed  hospitals  and  grants  to  States  and 
political  subdivisions  thereof  for  the  construction,  improve- 
ment, and  enlargement  of  hospitals,  and  for  other  purposes; 
and 

S.  3959.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
grant  to  the  city  of  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla.,  an  easement  or 
easements  authorizing  such  city  to  construct  and  maintain  a 
highway  and  utility  facilities  over  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  Reservation  known  as  base  6  at  Port  Lauderdale,  Fla. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to 
the  amendments  of  the  House  to  bills  of  the  Senate  of  the 
following  titles: 

8.920.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Montana  to  hear,  de- 
termine.and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  estate  of 
Joseph  Mihellch; 

S.  1649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alan  C.  Winter,  Jr.,  and 
Elizabeth  Winter;  and 

8. 2083.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Parker 
McKee,  Sr..  and  Louise  McKee. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  biU  (H.  R.  8202)  entiUed  "An  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
Jime  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes." 

That  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the  House 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  8,  12,  and  13  to 
said  bill; 

That  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  110  with  an  amend- 
ment as  follows:  At  the  end  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
Senate  amendment  and  before  the  period  insert  the  follow- 
ing: "Provided.  That  there  is  hereby  appropriated  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated  for  an 
additional  amount  for  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration,  to  be  immediately  available, 
including  the  objects  specified  in  the  foregoing  paragraph 
and  subject  to  the  limitations  therein,  $600,000,  of  which 
amount  not  to  exceed  $23,000  may  be  transferred  to  the  ap- 
propriation 'Printing  and  binding.  Department  of  Agriculture 
1941'"; 

That  the  Senate  disagrees  to  the  amendments  of  the  House 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  44,  45,  95.  99,  and 
103  to  said  bill,  and  that  it  further  insists  upon  said  amend- 
ments; and 

That  the  Senate  asks  a  further  conference  with  the 
House  on  the  amendments  in  disagreement  and  appoints  Mr. 
Russell,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Tydings,  Mr.  Bankhead,  Mr.  Si«th. 
Mr.  Nye,  and  Mr.  McNary  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate. 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include 
therein  a  radio  address  delivered  by  David  Beck,  international 
representative  of  the  teamsters'  union. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  address  delivered  by  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Plumley]  before  the  Virginia  Federation 
of  Women's  Clubs. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Harf  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks. 

AOJOT7RNMENT   OVER 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 

Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection.  !       ^ 

the  EMBARGO  AND  AMERICAN  NEUTRALITY 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute,  to  revise  and  extend  my  re- 
marks, and  to  include  therein  an  editorial  published  m  one 
of  the  leading  papers  in  my  district. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  and 
I  shall  not.  I  take  this  opportunity  to  notify  the  House  that 
the  Public  Printer  has  asked  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions for  $450,000  to  continue  publication  of  the  Congres- 
sional Record.  This  gives  us  a  little  realization  of  the  cost 
of  publishing  these  articles  that  are  placed  in  the  Appendix. 
I  do  not  direct  these  remarks  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
but  to  the  House  generally. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  about  5  months  ago  the 
Members  of  this  Congress  were  deluged  with  telegrams,  let- 
ters, and  petitions  asking  them  under  no  consideration  to 
vote  to  lift  the  embargo  against  the  salelaf  munitions  of  war 
to  the  Allies  except  under  the  terms  of  cash  on  the  barrel- 
head. A  great  many  newspapers  throughout  the  country, 
particularly  certain  papers  in  the  city  of  Chicago,  were  be- 
hind this  movement  not  to  allow  any  of  the  belligerents  any 
supplies  of  any  kind  whatsoever. 

In  the  meantime  a  flood  of  propaganda  has  emanated 
from  across  the  ocean,  and  it  is  peculiar  to  see  how  the 
public  mind  at  this  time  has  reacted,  as  will  be  seen  from 
the  following  editorial,  which  was  written  by  one  of  the  most 
prominent  editors  in  the  State  of  Indiana,  a  man  whose 
views  go  a  long  way  In  influencing  the  people  of  the  State 
of  Indiana,  one  of  the  highly  regarded  citizens  of  the  city  of 
Gary.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  in  this  editorial 
he  has  expressed  the  opinion  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
people  throughout  the  United  States,  who  are  willing  to  do 
everything  at  this  particular  time  with  the  exception  of  send- 
ing American  boys  across  the  pond. 

The  editorial  I  refer  to  follows: 

TIME    IS    HERE    FOE    GREAT    DECISION    TT    AMERICA    13    TO    ATTBCT    COURSE 

OF  WAH 

A  large  number  of  Americans  have  believed  from  the  start  of  the 
war  that  the  United  States  might  get  In  It  If  the  Allies  were  in 
danger  of  defeat.  However,  It  was  felt  that  such  a  possibility  would 
not  arise  for  a  year  or  so  and  we  would  have  plenty  of  time  to 
make  our  decision. 

But  in  view  of  the  extreme  gravity  of  the  turn  of  the  fighting  In 
Prance  and  Belgium,  the  need  of  making  a  decision  arises  now. 
For  unless  the  entire  support  of  this  Nation  Is  quickly  thrown  into 
the  balance,  there  is  danger  the  scales  will  be  tipped  against  the 
AUles  in  the  very  near  future. 

Indeed,  the  danger  is  so  great  that  even  our  help  may  not  stave 
off  a  German  victory.  It  may  be  that  we  cannot  start  to  produce 
and  ship  the  needed  supplies  before  the  French  have  been  defeated 
and  England  ruined.  The  question  for  us  to  answer  and  answer 
now  is  this: 

Does  the  proepect  of  German  victory,  which  probably  means  a 
world  ruled  by  Hitler  and  the  Inhuman  barbarism  he  typifies, 
permit  us  to  remain  at  peace? 


It  all  depends,  as  we  have  said  many  times,  on  what  the  American 
p>eople  want.  If  they  are  satisfied  to  remain  in  the  United  States 
and  accept  whatever  standard  of  life  fate  may  give  us  and  at  the 
same  time  feel  no  responsibility  for  what  goes  on  an3rwhere  in  the 
world,  then  we  should  let  the  AUles  go  and  permit  Hitler  to  rule  the 
earth. 

But  Is  that  what  we  want?  The  American  people  know  today 
that  It  is  not.  It  has  taken  the  Invasion  of  neutrals,  the  near  defeat 
of  the  French  and  British,  and  the  now  almost  incomprehensible, 
yet  clear,  picture  of  the  triumph  of  barbarism  to  convince  us  that 
there  are  values  In  this  world  much  higher  than  |)eace. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  the  American  people  are  vitally  Interested 
In  this  struggle.  They  know  It.  But  do  they  know  they  must 
decide  between  a  strained  neutrality  or  nonbelligerency  and  war? 

We  are  now  at  the  stage  of  a  strained  neutrality.  Yesterday 
Wendell  Wlllkle  had  reached  an  advanced  stage  for  a  Republican 
candidate  for  the  Presidency.  He  said  he  favored  our  Government 
conferring •  with  Prance  and  England  to  find  out  what  they  need. 
Mr.  Wlllkle  Is  moving  rapidly  toward  war,  even  though  he  is  opposed 
now  to  sending  American  troops  to  Europe. 

There  is  reason  to  believe  our  Government  has  already  conferred 
with  those  nations  and  is  sending  any  available  supplies,  and  now 
a  council  of  national  defense  is  meeting  to  expand  our  munitions 
production. 

But  that  jwobably  will  not  be  enough  to  save  France  and  Britain. 
In  all  probability  only  a  national  effort  can  do  that.  As  the  result 
of  such  an  effort,  a  great  deal  cf  help  could  be  flowing  toward 
E^lrope  In  a  very  short  time,  despite  our  unpreparcdness.  Some 
supplies  could  be  produced  very  rapidly  and  much  that  we  could 
send  would  fill  a  very  great  need,  either  In  the  battle  line  or  back 
of  It. 

Henry  Ford  estimated  yesterday  that  his  plant  alone  could  turn 
out  1.000  lighting  planes  a  day  after  6  months'  preparation.  That 
may  be  an  overestimation,  but  we  have  no  doubt  we  could  produce 
astonishing  results  with  this  Nation  engaged  in  the  one  business 
of  helping  to  wm  this  war. 

The  American  Industrial  system  Is  so  vastly  superior  to  the  1917 
system  that  we  can  feel  quite  certain  the  long  delay  in  getting 
started  would  not  occur  again.  We  could  not  use  1,000  planes  a 
day.  but  who  doubts  that  the  Ford  plant  and  the  General  Motors 
plants  alone  could  turn  out  planes  and  tanks  to  supply  a  great 
army  In  an  extremely  short  period? 

But  It  Is  not  only  supplies  the  Allies  must  have.  Right  now  they 
need  moral  support  more  than  airplanes  and  tanks.  Their  morale 
is  low.  The  war  has  gone  against  them  and  they  are  in  danger, 
not  only  of  widespread  death  and  destruction  but  of  utter,  over- 
whelming defeat. 

The  knowledge  that  the  United  States  has  stepped  forth  to  their 
support  to  save  clvUlzation  from  the  black  night  of  barbarism 
would  not  only  renew  their  strength  and  their  belief  in  their  own 
powers  to  resist,  but  the  announcement  that  we  had  taken  our 
stand  against  Hitler  would  ring  like  a  bell  of  freedom  throughout 
the  now  slipping  and  spineless  neutral  world. 

And  that  announcement  would  resound  through  Germany  as  the 
knell  of  Nazi  hopes.  Germany  seems  united  behind  Hitler,  but 
millions  of  Germans  don't  like  him  and  would  desert  him  at  the 
first  crack  In  his  good  fortime.  They  remember  what  America  did 
in  the  last  war  and  they  would  fear  we  can  do  the  same  thing  again. 

And  then  think  what  a  declaration  of  war  would  mean  to  Mus- 
solini and  the  Italian  people.  They  don't  want  to  fight  this  coun- 
try. Mussolini  will  not  attack  France  if  Italians  knew  that  in 
doing  so  they  are  also  attacking  us. 

The  time  has  come  to  act  If  we  expect  to  affect  the  decision  now 
being  made  on  the  battlefield.  If  we  wait  a  month  or  two  months, 
it  may  be  too  late.  No  fairy  godmother  is  protecting  the  democ- 
racies today.  They  must  protect  themselves,  and  the  only  way  we 
can  protect  our  civilization  and  our  freedom  Is  through  a  decision 
that  is  not  delayed.  If  we  wait,  the  Allies  are  probably  lost.  If 
we  go  to  their  aid,  they  probably  can  be  saved. 

DEPARTBfENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  APPROPRIATION  BILL,   1941 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8202)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture for  the  fiscal  year  endmg  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other 
purposes,  has  been  returned  by  the  Senate  and  is  now  on  the 
Speaker's  table. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  House  agree  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  110;  insist  upon  its 
amendments  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  nimibered  44, 
45.  95,  99,  and  103;  further  insist  upon  its  disagreement  to 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  17,  20.  21,  37,  39.  41, 
42,  43,  60,  61,  65, 66,  and  105;  that  the  House  agree  to  the  fur- 
ther conference  requested  by  the  Senate;  and  that  the  Chair 
appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
and  I  shall  not,  as  I  imderstand  the  import  of  the  gentleman's 
motion  it  is  to  further  insist  upon  all  matters  with  which  the 
House  is  m  disagreement  with  the  Senate  and  to  agree  only  in 
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respect  of  the  $60,000,000  provision  for  the  Rural  Electrifica- 
tion Administration,  together  with  an  additional  $600,000  of 
administrative  funds. 

Mr.  CANNON  pf  Missouri.  We  are  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senate  to  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad- 
ministration amendment  providing  an  appropriation  for 
administrative  funds.  We  are  otherwise  taking  the  same 
position  on  the  remaining  amendments  taken  by  the  House 
in  the  original  disagreement  when  the  bill  was  first  sent  to 
V  conference. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri?  [After  a  pause.)  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Cannon  of  Missouri.  Tarver,  and  Lambertson. 

EXTENSION    or    RKMARKS 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  address  made  to  the  West  Point  Cadets. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

LABOR  UNREST  IN  SHIPYARDS 

Mr.  HARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  view 
with  a  great  deal  of  alarm  the  headlines  in  this  morning's 
Washington  Post  which  read  as  follows: 

.     mST    BI.OW    TO    DDXireE    PtANS 

The  country  was  confronted  last  night  with  Its  first  strike  In  a 
key  Industry  tn  the  defense  program  only  a  few  days  after  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  had  voiced  confident  hope  that  such  difficulties 
would  be  averted.  Union  employees  of  the  Federal  Shipbuilding 
*  Dry  Dock  Co..  where  2  destroyers  and  2  cruisers  are  under 
construction  for  the  Navy,  voted  today  to  strike  at  midnight  in  a 
move  affecting  6.000  workmen. 

John  Dempsey.  national  vice  president  and  president  of  Local 
16,  Industrial  Union  of  Maritime  &  Shlpworkers  of  America  (C.  I.  O.) , 
said  5.000  workers  at  a  meeting  in  nearby  Jersey  City  voted  over- 
whelmingly to  strike  after  he  and  two  other  leaders  had  urged 
them  to  delay  action  pending  further  negotiations. 

WORXXKS  ASKING   A    10   CENT   AN    HOUK   INCRI:aSE 

Dempsey  said  the  leaders  would  support  the  men.  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  Edison  was  quite  correct  when  he  issued 
the  statement  "We  cannot  have  trouble  of  this  sort  in  these 
times."  However,  I  would  go  further  and  say  that  we  should 
not  tolerate  trouble  of  this  sort  in  these  times.  I  wonder  if 
the  C.  I.  O.  covets  the  questionable  honor  of  being  branded  by 
public  opinion  as  the  first  to  imfurl  the  "fifth  columnist"  flag? 

Congress  and  the  President  are  rushing  in  every  way  pos- 
sible legislation  that  would  enable  the  United  States  to  provide 
necessary  and  adequate  means  of  defense.  Ships,  arms.  guns, 
tanks,  and  ammunition,  for  this.  Congress  is  called  upon  to 
appropriate  money  and  levy  taxes  to  raise  this  money.  We 
are.  and  wisely  so,  using  figures  showing  normal  cost  of 
production:  and  now  the  C.  I.  O.  at  Kearny,  N.  J..  6.000  of 
them,  have  walked  out  and  quit  work  on  2  destroyers  and  2 
cruisers  because  their  demand  for  10  cents  per  hour  increase 
in  wages  was  refused.  The  more  profitable  we  make  war  the 
greater  our  chances  are  for  having  war.  The  good  name  of 
labor  should  be  protected  against  such  a  blot,  and  racketeer 
leaders  should  be  told  where  to  head  in.  If  we  are  facing  a 
national  emergency  and  we  are.  then  patriotism  and  love  of 
country  should  not  be  discarded  or  be  placed  in  No.  2 
position. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

STRIKES 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Coxl? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  supplementing  what  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina  has  just  said,  I  would  like  to  say 
that  to  strike  against  the  Government  or  essential  production 


for  the  Government  in  time  of  stress  Is  in  fact  treason,  and 
ought  to  be  so  declared  by  law.  I  hope  that  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  will  see  fit  to  examine  this  subject  and  in 
Its  wisdom  report  a  bill  dealing  with  just  such  situations. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Has  the  gentleman  introduced  any  reso- 
lution? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  have  one. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  ENGEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  address  by  Dr.  Harold  M.  Dorr,  assistant  professor  of 
political  .•science  of  the  University  of  Michigan. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  EncelI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  a  statement  from  the  War  Department. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mi-.  Anderson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  insert  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  an  article 
appearing  in  the  press  this  morning. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  ColeI  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ASSISTANCE   TO  THE   RED   CROSS 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  ColeI? 

There  w^as  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  millions 
of  people  m  this  country  who  are  distressed  and  living  imder 
undesirable  and  deplorable  conditions,  but  however  bad  those 
conditions  may  be  they  are  not  as  bad  as  the  conditions  under 
which  millions  of  people  in  Europe  are  now  forced  to  live 
due  to  the  ravages  of  war.  This  Government  has  in  ware- 
houses and  stockrooms  throughout  the  country  millions  of 
bales  of  cotton,  thousands  of  bushels  of  wheat  and  com,  tons 
of  dried  fruits,  all  those  things  that  go  to  sustain  bfe  and 
which  are  so  sorely  needed  by  the  war  refugees. 

I  have  today  introduced  a  resolution  authorizing  the 
Government  to  turn  over  to  the  American  Red  Cross 
$25,000,000  worth  of  those  products  for  distribution  in  Europ)e. 
I  hope  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  will  give  it  the  imme- 
diate and  favorable  consideration  which  is  characteristic 
of  the  generous  and  charitable  American  heart.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record 
and  to  include  two  tables  which  I  personally  prepared. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Thomas  P.  PordI? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  a  letter  signed  by  a  Washington.  D.  C, 
mother  on  the  subject  of  world  peace. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Coitee]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
letter  received  from  the  Secretary  of  Labor  and  also  an  edi- 
torial in  this  morning's  Post. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey  [Mrs.  Nortoii]? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  insert  in  the  Recosd  an  editorial  from  a  Bucyrus. 
Ohio,  newspaper. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Smith!  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude a  brief  editorial  from  the  Lead  (S.  Dak.)  Daily  Call. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  LBir.  Casij? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  In- 
clude therein  a  radio  address  delivered  by  myself. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  AngellI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PREVENTING  NATIONAL    DEFENSE 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  own 
remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER..  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoitman]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  supplementing  what  was 
Just  said  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden], 
permit  me  to  call  your  attention  to  this  headline  in  today's 
press,  "British  Labor  United — Determined  To  Win  War." 

Listen  to  and  consider  and  let  those  who  claim  to  represent 
labor  in  this  country  read  again  and  consider  these  authorized 
statements  of  British  labor: 

This  Is  not  the  Tories'  war.  It  Is  labor's  war — a  people's 
war.     •     •     • 

Hitler's  concept  Is  that  the  people  exist  for  the  Government. 
Ours  Is  that  the  Oovemment  should  be  of,  by,  and  for  the  people. 
Abraham  Lincoln  might  well  be  the  patron  saint  of  British  labor, 
for  his  brand  of  democracy  rvms  strong  in  our  ideals  of  statecraft. 

•  •••••• 

Wars  made  by  mere  governments  are  easily  lost,  but  a  war  backed 
by  an  entire  free  people  can  end  only  in  victory.     •     •     • 

The  fact  that  Brltlbh  labor  has  voluntarily  given  up  benefits  which 
It  took  us  a  hundred  years  to  win  proves  how  much  in  earnest  we 
•re.  We  are  working  vmlimlted  hours.  7  days  a  week,  and  doing  it 
gladly. 

Capital  Is  giving  up  all  Its  war  profits  and  labor  Is  pulling  its  full 
share  of  the  load  without  thought  of  Increased  pay.  We  refuse  to 
take  advantage  of  the  situation  to  force  higher  wages  or  win 
advantages,  even  where  these  are  long  overdue. 

We  refuse  to  do  anything  that  might  In  any  degree  Imperil  the 
cause  for  which  the  Allies  are  fighting — for  that  cause  Is  really  ours. 

There  are  no  racketeer  leaders  in  British  labor.  We  do  not  say 
that  to  reflect  upon  the  American  labor  movement,  which  we 
know  Is  inspired  by  Ideals  as  high  as  ours.  But  apparently  the 
rank  and  file  of  American  labor  has  not  been  able  to  keep  some 
unworthy  men  who  are  not  reaUy  workers  from  gaining  power  in 
their  movement.  It  Is  fortunate  for  us  that  this  has  not  hap- 
pened here,  for  confidence  in  our  leaders  is  one  great  factor  in 
enabling  British  workers  to  get  unanimously  behind  the  war 
effort. 

•  •••••• 

British  labor  thorotighly  understands  the  position  of  the  United 
States.  We  don't  want  America  to  come  into  the  war.  We  don't 
need  American  manpower.  But  we  do  need  American  planes 
and  materials  in  vast  quantity,  and  we  do  want  America's  moral 
support. 

British  labor  hoi>es  that  American  labor  wiU  answer  our  appeal. 

Quite  true,  these  United  States  are  not  now  engaged  in 
a  war.  We  do  not  propose  to  become  involved  in  a  war. 
But  we  have  determined  that,  come  what  will,  we  shall  not 
be  found  imprepared. 

So  well  prepared  must  we  be  to  protect  our  Nation  that 
even  a  madman  will  not  dare  to  attack  us.  To  accomplish 
that  end  we  must  in  this  country  have  cooperation;  put  an 
end  to  the  Government's  assault  upon  business;  to  the 
Internecine  strife  in  labor. 

The  seriousness  of  our  situittion;  the  impossibility  of  pre- 
paring to  defend  ourselves.  If  present  conditions  continue,  is 
demonstrated  by  another  headline  showing  the  attitude  of 
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labor  in  at  least  some  Instances.    'Riis  Is  the  headline  from  a 
morning  paper: 

Wage  Dispute  Ties  Up  Work  on  Two  Crulaera— Two  Destrofen. 

Then  follows  the  statement: 

The  country  was  oontronted  last  night  with  Its  first  strUce  in  a 
key  mdustry  in  the  defense  program. 

Another  paper  carries  this  statement: 

strike  is  voted  at  yard  mnvirtg  four  United  States  warships. 
Kearny  shipbuilding  tie-up  authorized  by  C.  I.  O.  may  halt 
♦43,500,000  work. 

The  strike  was  authorized  by  5,000  members  of  the  Indus- 
trial Union  of  Marine  and  Shipbuilding  Workers  of  America, 
Local  16,  a  C.  L  O.  affiliate,  and  will  affect  6.700  of  its  members. 

The  union  is  asking  a  flat  increase  of  10  cents  an  hour  in 
the  pay  of  its  men  who  now  receive  from  62  Vi  cents  an  hour 
to  $1  an  hour.  As  one  of  the  reasons  for  the  strike,  the  work- 
ers state  that  the  proposed  tax  for  national  defense  will  im- 
pose a  further  burden  upon  them.  Their  share  of  that  tax 
will  be  but  a  few  cents  per  week. 

C.  I.  O.  workers  in  the  plant  of  the  Tlmken-Detroit  Axle 
Co.,  making  axles  for  gun  carriages,  have  given  notice  that 
they  intend  to  strike. 

Never  can  we  prepare  for  national  defense  if  the  C.  I.  O. 
is  to  be  permitted  to  hold  up  production  of  warships,  of 
munitions  of  war. 

Matthew  Woll,  vice  president  of  the  A.  P.  of  L.,  called 
attention  to  the  danger  when  he  said,  with  reference  to  the 
appointment  of  Sidney  Hillman.  C.  I.  O.  vice  president,  to 
the  Advisory  Commission  on  National  Defense: 

What  the  President  has  done  is  to  put  the  entire  vast  problem 
of  employment  under  the  defense  program  in  the, hands  of  a 
representative  of  a  minority  faction,  riddled  with  Communists, 
and  engaged  in  making  war  upon  more  than  4,000,000  members 
of  the  American  Federation  of  Lat>or. 

In  response  to  the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Cox],  permit  me  to  add  that  I  am  introducing 
a  bill  to  end  this  Intolerable  situation,  which  is  but  a  part 
of  the  movement  of  the  "fifth  column"  to,  from  within,  open 
the  door,  make  easy,  and  pave  the  way  for  a  foreign  invader. 
The  bill  is  as  follows: 

A  bill  to  promote  the  national  defense  and  to  eliminate  certain 
oppressive  labor  practices  affecting  the  national-defense  program, 
and  for  other  ptirposes 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "Non- 
Interference  With  National  Defense  Act  of  1040." 

Tttle  I 

Sectioit  1.  (a)  The  Congress  hereby  finds  that  the  violation  of 
contracts  of  employment  by  those  engaged  in  the  production  of 
things  Intended  for  use  in  national  defense:  the  vuifair  use  of 
pickets  in  places  where  things  intended  for  use  in  national  de- 
fense are  being  produced;  the  interference  with  the  right  to  work 
m  places  where  things  intended  for  use  in  national  defense  are 
being  produced;  and  the  delay  or  stoppage  of  the  construction  of 
products  designed  or  intended  for  use  in  the  national  defense. 

(1)  Causes  and  tends  to  provoke  acts  of  violence,  breaches  of 
the  peace,  and  destruction  of  property: 

(2)  Hinders  and  delays  preparations  for  national  defense;  and 

(3)  Endangers  the  safety  of  our  Nation. 

Sec.  2.  All  persons  engaging  in  empioyment  In  any  place  where 
anything  is  being  produced  for  the  United  States  or  for  any  agency 
or  department  thereof,  or  for  any  individual,  association,  partner- 
ship, corporation,  or  group,  and  intended  for  use  by  the  United 
States  or  any  agency  thereof  in  national  defense,  shall  be  required 
to  enter  into  a  contract  of  employment  with  the  United  States,  or 
the  department  or  agency,  or  individual,  association,  partnership, 
corporation,  or  group  producing  such  thing  intended  for  use  in 
national  defense,  which  contract  shaU  contain  a  statement  fixing 
the  hours  of  work,  the  wage  to  be  received,  the  duration  of  the 
employment,  and  a  further  provision  that  the  terms  of  such  con- 
tract shaU  not  be  altered  without  the  consent  of  the  Federal  Oov- 
ernment  or  of  some  person  duly  authorized  by  the  executive  or 
other  department  of  the  Government,  or  the  consent  of  the  indi- 
vidual, association,  partnership,  corporation,  or  group  entering 
Into  such  contract. 

Sbc.3.  It  shall  be  deemed  an  oppressive  labor  practice  for  any 
p>erson  to  violate  the  terms  of  any  such  contract  under  which  he  is 
employed  in  any  place  referred  to  in  section  2  of  this  act.  or  to 
Interfere  with  the  performance  by  any  person  of  any  work  In  such 
•  place. 

Sec.  4.  It  shall  be  unlawful  to  violate  any  of  the  terms  of  the  con- 
tract described  in  section  a  or  to  interfere,  directly  ot  Indirectly. 
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^th  any  person  In  the  performance  of  his  obligation  under  «uch 
a  contract;  or  to  prevent  by  force  or  by  show  of  force  or  by  threat  or 
coercion  any  person  from  working  in  any  place  referred  to  In 
•ectlon  a. 

Sac.  5.  Any  person  violating  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall, 
upon  conviction  thereof,  be  subject  to  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
91,000  or  Imprisonment  for  not  more  than  6  months,  or  both. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

CALL    or    TRX    HOTJSX 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  a  quorum  Is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.    Evidently  a  quorum  Is  not  present. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members  failed 
to  answer  to  their  names: 


Alexander 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Auhttn 

Bail 

Barnes 

BoUe* 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Bradley,  pa. 

Brewster 

Brown.  Ohio 

Buckley   N   H. 

Byrne.  N.  T. 

Byron 

Caldwell 

Camp 

Cartwrlfrht 

Ca«ey.  Ifaas. 

Celler        ^ 

Claypool 

Connery 


|RoU 

Cooley 

Darrow 

Delaney 

Douglas 

Fenton 

Femandea 

Plah 

Flaherty 

Flannagan 

Folger 

Oran:.  Ala. 

Ouycr.  Kans. 

Hall.  Edwm  A. 

Hart 

Harter.  N  T. 

Hartor.  Ohio 

Hinshaw 

Hook 

Izac 

Jarman 

Johns 


No.  136] 

Kllbum 
Klrwan 
Lemke 
McOranery 


Mansfield 

UanhaU 
Merrltt 
Moscr 
Myers 

Osmers 
Pace 

Patrick 
Randolph 
Beece.  Tenn. 
RUk 

Rockefeller 
8a bath 
Backs 

Schacfer.  111. 
Scbuetz 


Schwert 

Scrugham 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Smith,  m. 

Bparkman 

Btarnes.  Ala. 

Sullivan 

Sweeney 

Taylor 

Thomas.  N  J. 

Thorkelson 

Tlbbott 

Vinson.  Oa. 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Whelchel 

White.  Idaho 

White.  Ohio 

Wood 


The  SPEAKER.  Three  hundred  and  flfty-two  Members 
have  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum. 

Further  proceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed  with. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  Cole  of  Maryland  asked  and  was  given  permission  to 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

AMENDMENT   Or    rEDERAL    HOME    LOAN    BANK    ACT.    HOME    OWNERS' 
LOAN  ACT  or  1933.  AND  TITLE  IV  OF  THE  NATIONAL  HOUSING  ACT 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  I  call  up  House  Resclution  280  and  ask  its  immediate 
consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  280 
Rrsolz>ed.  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  It  shall  be 
In  order  to  move  that  the  House  •■esolve  Itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  H.  B.  6971.  a  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act. 
Home  Owners'  Loan  Act  of  1933.  titl3  IV  of  the  National  Housing 
Act.  and  for  other  purposes,  and  all  points  of  order  against  said 
blU  are  hereby  waived.  That  after  general  deliate.  which  shall  be 
confined  to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  2  hours,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  the  bill  shall 
be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  con- 
clusion of  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment  the  Com- 
mittee shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit,  with  or  without  instructions. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  of  the  60  minutes  allowed  for  the 
discussion  of  the  resolution  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  (Mr.  Allen],  to  be  in  turn  yielded  by  him. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  6  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama (Mr.  Stkagall]. 

Mr.  STEAGAI.T.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  seeks  to  liberalize 
and  enlarge  the  service  that  may  be  rendered  home  borrow- 
ers of  the  Nation  by  the  home-loan  banks.  It  will  be  re- 
membered that  the  Home  Ijoan  Bank  System  was  established 
In  1932  in  an  effort  to  meet  the  difficulties  that  had  de- 
veloped with  respect  to  home  financing  and  the  general 
demonetization  in  the  real-estate  market  of  the  Nation.  I 
have  never  tmderstood  why  leaders  in  the  banking  and 
financial  world  should  have  undertaken  to  treat  real  estate 
as  a  stepchild  at  the  door  of  lending  institutions.    Our  real 


estate,  otir  soil,  is  so  fundamental  in  the  production  of  all 
the  essentials  of  life  and  happiness  that  I  have  always  enter- 
tained the  view  that  our  bankuig  institutions  should  be  more 
liberal  in  the  recognition  of  real-estate  securities  offered  for 
consideration,  and  that  ample  machinery  should  have  been 
established  long  ago  for  protecting  real-estate  values  and 
maintaining  stability  of  real-estate  values.  These  values  are 
vastly  important  in  their  bearing  upon  our  entire  economic 
structure. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  was  established  to 
accomplish  these  ends.  The  act  grew  out  of  the  unhappy 
experiences  of  the  years  immediately  prior  to  the  passage 
of  that  law.  The  bill  before  us  seeks  to  enlarge  that  service 
by  liberalizing  the  provisions  for  accommodation  of  meml)ers 
with  home  mortgages  as  security.  I  am  not  going  to  under- 
take to  review  every  provision  of  the  bill,  but  that  is  one. 

A  provision  of  the  bill  which  Is  of  supreme  importance 
would  permit  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  purchase  the 
obligations  of  the  banks.  The  Home  Loan  Bank  System  had 
a  capital  originally  of  $125,000,000.  subscribed  by  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States.  That  capital  has  been  Increased  by 
accumulation  of  ownership  on  the  part  of  borrowers  to  $163,- 
000,000.  The  banlcs  have  loaned  over  $600,000,000  since  the 
establishment  of  the  system.  Collections  have  been  made 
which  have  reduced  the  amount  of  loans  now  outstanding  to 
about  $140,000,000. 

The  System  has  operated  without  a  dollar  of  loss  and  has 
paid  annual  dividends  on  the  stock  purchased  by  the  Treas- 
ury amounting  to  a  return  substantially  as  high  as  the  average 
rate  paid  by  the  Treasury  upon  its  obligations.  The 
Home  Loan  Bank  System  has  resulted  in  a  reduction  of  the 
Interest  rate  to  its  borrowers  from  7  and  8  percent  to  between 
4  and  5  percent.  In  some  sections  of  the  country  before  the 
enactment  of  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Act  the  interest  rate  ran 
up  to  9  percent  and  sometimes  more.  The  Home  Loan  Bank 
System  has  accomplished  vast  benefits  in  the  reduction  of 
these  rates,  and  has  contributed  largely  toward  the  improve- 
ment of  real-estate  values  and  the  stability  of  the  real-estate 
market  in  the  United  States. 

We  contemplate  by  this  bill  a  reduction  In  the  charge 
against  participating  institutions,  which  is  amply  justified  by 
the  record,  which  shows  that  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Insurance  Corporation  has  made  a  profit  of  $22,000,000  after 
sustaining  all  its  losses  up  to  this  time.  Therefore,  we  pro- 
pose to  reduce  the  rate  from  one-eighth  to  one-twelfth  with 
the  right  to  reassess  in  case  of  necessity. 

It  is  provided  that  the  Treasury  will  purchase  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  home- loan  banks,  this  arrangement  being  similar 
to  that  which  exists  with  reference  to  the  obligations  of  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  and  other  similar  insti- 
tutions where  the  Treasury  purchases  their  obligations. 

The  legislation  embodies  another  vitally  important  step 
in  the  administration's  program  of  social  seciu-ity  in  its 
broadest  sense — a  program  to  protect  the  savings  of  citizens 
of  small  and  moderate  income  and  to  insure  them  possession 
of  their  homes  in  the  face  of  any  crisis  the  future  may  bring. 
The  principal  feature  of  the  bill  is  the  provision  authorizing 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  buy  debentures  of  the  Fed- 
eral Home  Loan  Bank  System  and  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Insurance  Corporation  whenever,  in  his  judgment,  such 
purchases  conform  to  and  will  promote  sound  public  policy. 

There  is  nothing  revolutionary  in  this  proposal.  The 
Treasury  already  is  authorized  to  support  the  Federal  Re- 
serve and  the  member  institutions  which  comprise  that  Sys- 
tem; it  is  now  authorized  to  provide  resources  through  which 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  can  assure  the 
safety  of  deposits  in  commercial  banks.  The  bill  before  us 
today  seeks  to  give  this  same  protection  to  the  small  savers 
and  investors  who  entrust  their  savings  to  thrift  and  home- 
financing  institutions. 

There  is  no  call  in  this  bill  for  new  Government  expendi- 
tures. The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  bears  its  own 
expenses  and  pays  its  own  way.  Under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, the  system  is  more  than  self-sufficient.  But.  while 
It  has  no  trouble  In  raising  credit  funds  by  the  sale  of  its 
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debentures  In  orfinary  times— every  issue  thus  far  has  been 
oversubscribed — in  a  crisis  the  bank  system  would  have  to 
look  elsewhere  for  buyers.  In  such  a  crisis,  the  only  pur- 
chaser of  its  debentures  would  be  the  Federal  Oovemment 
Itself. 

There  is  no  more  risk  involved  here  than  in  the  authoriza- 
tion to  the  TreasiuTT  to  support  the  Federal  Reserve.  The 
only  support  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  needs  is 
the  assurance  of  liquid  fimds  when  good  collateral  is  frozen 
during  a  period  of  economic  depression.  This  assurance 
would  be  provided  by  the  passage  of  the  legislation  now 
before  us.  The  assurance  will  enable  the  banks  to  market 
its  sectirities  through  private  channels. 

■nie  other  provisions  of  the  bill  are  directed  toward  mak- 
ing the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  a  more  effective 
credit  reservoir.  They  permit  of  a  wider  range  of  invest- 
ments. They  broaden  the  use  of  mortcages  as  collateral; 
permit  the  acceptance  of  mortgages  amounting  to  more  than 
$20,000  and  mortgages  on  multiple  dweUlngs.  They  wotild. 
for  instance,  make  mortgages  insured  by  the  Federal  Hous- 
ing Administration  eligible  as  collateral  and  in  this  way  they 
would  bring  to  an  end  the  anomalotu  situation  which  sees 
bank  system  members  forbidden  to  extend  credit  on  many 
mortgages  insured  by  F.  H.  A. 

Essentially,  the  biU  before  us  is  an  attempt  to  perfect  the 
legislation  which  we  inaugurated  8  years  ago.  The  bank 
system  was  esUblished  in  1932.  when  home-financing  insU- 
tutions  and  home  owners  throughout  the  country  were  in 
desperate  straits.  With  no  credit  reserves  to  fall  back  upon, 
the  institutions  were  helpless  to  save  themselves  and  help- 
less to  extend  aid  even  to  home  owners  who  offered  sound 
collateral. 

The  legislation  we  passed  in  1932  has  iK»t  resulted  in  a 
perfect  bank  system  by  any  means.  We  realize  that  while 
we  have  established  a  pattern  that  will  suffice  in  normal  times, 
we  have  failed  to  fortify  the  system  for  periods  of  economic 
stress.  We  realize  that  steps  must  be  taken  so  that  the  sav- 
ings held  by  institutions  of  the  bank  system  will  be  available 
to  tlieir  owners  in  times  of  necessity;  that  those  institutions 
must  be  enabled  to  draw  upon  the  national  credit  to  preserve 
their  own  sound  assets  and  extend  leniency  to  their  debtors 
if  a  crisis  should  arise.  This  bill  will  afford  that  protection 
and  assurance. 

May  I  briefly  point  out  and  explain  the  condition  that  calls 
for  this  action? 

The  savings  and  loan  associations  and  other  thrift  insti- 
tutions which  comprise  the  bank  system  have  financed  prac- 
tically half  the  small  hwnes  of  this  country.  In  this  task 
they  have  used  the  savings  of  workers,  small -business  men. 
housewives,  and  children.  Thus  these  institutions  have  had 
two  coordinated  purposes:  One,  providing  sound  credit  for 
the  construction,  purchase,  repair,  modernization,  and  re- 
financing of  homes:  the  other,  developing  thrift  through 
systematic  savings  and  conserving  the  use  of  the  capital  of 
their  communities  by  providing  a  safe  investment  with  a  fair 
return  for  savings  already  accumulated. 

These  institutfons  provide  for  the  purchase  of  homes 
through  small  monthly  payments;  it  is  their  desire  that  every 
person  who  executes  a  mortgage  shall  eventually  own  a  home. 
It  is  their  desire  to  extend  leniency  In  troubled  times,  because 
they  know  that  their  borrowers — average  American  home 
owners — will  "come  through"  if  given  a  fair  chance. 

But  the  home-financing  institutions  which  do  not  have  a 
credit  reserve  have  no  choice  in  times  of  economic  stress. 
They  are  compelled  to  do  either  of  two  things:  to  foreclose  on 
hard-pressed,  delinquent  mortgagors,  or  to  deny  their  in- 
vestors the  privilege  of  withdrawing  their  savings  at  a  time 
when  those  savings  are  most  needed. 

We  have  established  a  bank  system  which  provides  ade- 
quate credit  for  any  expansion  in  home  building  the  future 
is  likely  to  bring.  It  has  helped  build  institutions  which 
today  are  doing  $100,000,000  of  home  financing  every  month, 
bringing  home  ownership  to  thousands  on  thousands  of  fam- 
ilies of  small  income  who  never  would  be  able  to  purchase  a 


home   through  any  other  means.    It  has  provided  a  safe 
refuge  for  the  savings  of  milUons  of  our  people. 

But  the  system  is  not  bulwarked  against  the  period  of 
crisis.  That  is  why  this  legislation  is  needed.  If  it  is  en- 
acted, the  regional  banks  of  the  system  would  have  a  mar- 
ket for  their  debentures,  an  ample  supply  of  funds  to  serve 
their  member  institutions  in  any  circiunstances.  It  will  do 
more  than  provide  safety  in  time  of  panic;  it  might  well 
prevent  panic  itself.  It  is  fear  that  worse  may  come  that 
often  turns  an  ordinary  emergency  into  an  extraordinary 
one.  The  knowledge  that  the  Treasury  stood  back  of  the 
banks  and  that  the  bank  sjrstem  could,  under  any  condition, 
dispose  of  its  debentures  and  provide  an  adequate  supply 
of  funds,  would  reassure  every  individual  and  concern  inter- 
ested in  real  estate  and  home  financing  and  would  avert 
threatened  upheavaL 

If  we  had  had  on  the  statute  books  in  1930  the  existing 
bank  system,  bulwarked  by  the  additional  legislation  we 
now  know  is  necessary  and  which  is  now  before  us,  there 
would  have  been  no  need  for  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Cor- 
poration in  1632  and  1933.  There  would  have  been  fore- 
closures, it  Is  true,  for  there  are  always  victims  who  cannot 
be  saved  from  such  a  catastrophe.  But  those  with  sound 
equities  in  their  homes  would  have  been  carried  over  to  bet- 
ter times,  and  the  savings  of  those  who  financed  them  would 
have  been  safe.  There  would  have  been  no  wholesale  dis- 
possession of  home  owners  and  no  panic  in  the  real -estate 
market,  to  add  to  the  economic  disaster  which  engulfed  the 
whole  Nation. 

Why  should  we  deny  the  4.000  institutions  of  the  bank 
system  the  same  protection  that  Is  accorded  the  commercial - 
bank  members  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System?  This  bill  is 
for  the  protection  of  the  vast  number  of  workers  and  small- 
business  people  of  the  Nation,  and  the  security  afforded  is 
the  soundest  known  to  the  financial  world. 

We  are  called  on  here  to  extend  protection  to  a  great 
group  of  American  citizens.  Of  the  51,000,000  savings  ac- 
counts in  this  country,  between  65  and  75  percent  are  in 
amounts  less  than  $1,000,  and  between  30  and  40  percent 
are  less  than  $100.  A  great  many  of  these  savings  accounts. 
It  is  true,  are  already  protected  through  the  legislation 
granted  to  safeguard  commercial  banks.  This  legislation 
merely  extends  similar  protection  to  others  in  the  same 
group. 

Investors  in  savings  and  loan  associations  seek  to  guard 
against  illness  and  old  age,  or  to  give  their  children  a  start 
in  life.  Home  seekers  who  finance  their  homes  through  such 
Institutions  are  making  the  most  important  Investment  of 
their  lives.  Together,  they  constitute  the  most  solid  and 
substantial  group  of  citizens  of  which  this  country  can  boast. 

We  seek  here  no  Government  appropriation,  no  class  leg- 
islation, no  allotment,  no  favor.  We  merely  ask  that  the 
same  protection  be  afforded  them  that  already  has  been 
afforded  other  investors  and  property  owners.  This  legisla- 
tion is  not  in  their  Interest  alone,  for  no  segment  of  the 
financial  structure  of  our  country  can  stand  by  Itself;  no 
economic  structure  can  withstand  a  mortgage  and  real -estate 
market  collapse  in  a  nation  where  the  home-mortgage  debt 
alone  is  $18,000,000,000. 

The  Roosevelt  administration  embarked  on  an  era  of 
securlty-for-all  long  before  that  term  became  applied  to  a 
few  special  bills.  Whatever  criticism  the  administrution  has 
aroused,  every  Member  of  this  Congress  knows  that  no  pohti- 
cal  party  or  faction  dares  challenge  the  basic  social  legisla- 
tion that  has  been  enacted  here.  The  bill  now  before  you 
offers  another  basic  statute  vital  to  six  and  one-half  million 
savers  and  home  owners,  and  it  affects,  in  some  measure,  the 
lives  of  perhaps  20,000,000  of  our  people. 

I  could  make  an  appeal  to  the  very  groups  which  have 
backed  the  minority  report  against  this  bill — asking  them.  In 
the  name  of  ccwnmon  sense,  to  protect  the  home-mortgage 
and  real-estate  market  In  defense  of  their  own  larger  Inter- 
ests. But  I  prefer  to  make  the  appeal  In  the  broader  sense, 
that  the  Congress  which  has  extended  protection  to  buslneai 
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and  Industry  and  to  cltlzena  In  every  walk  of  life.  U)  the  aged, 
the  blind,  the  unemployed,  cannot  fall  to  grant  saicguarda 
to  those  whose  life  savings  are  invested  In  homes. 

The  bill  will  have  your  full  and  thoughtful  consideration. 
It  deserves  your  overwhelming  support. 

I  wish  to  read.  In  conclusion,  a  letter  I  received  this  morning 
from  the  Fedtral  Loan  Administrator.  Jesse  Jones: 

I  Fdoul  Loan  AcrNcr. 

Washington.  May  31.  1940. 
Hon.  Hembt  B.  Sttacall, 

Chairman.  Banktng  and  Currency  Committee,  House  of  Reprt' 
sentatives.  Washinffton.  D.  C. 
DcitK  Chaibmaw  Sttacall:  While  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  details 
of  H  R  6971.  Chairman  Fahey  and  Director  Hancock  a-wure  me  that 
the  provision*  of  the  bill  are  desirable.  I  think  It  Is  generally  con- 
ceded that  the  service  rendered  o\ir  home  owners  and  savers  of  mod- 
erate means  by  the  Federal  Home  Loan  banks  and  their  members, 
the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  A.'^soclatlons.  anijl  the  Federal  Savings 
and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation.  Is  essential  to  the  welfare  of  our 
country,  and  the  laws  under  which  they  operate  should  be  Unproved 
an  experience  develops  the  need  for  It. 

1  understand  Mr.  Ldc«.  member  of  your  committee,  expects  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  which.  I  am  Informed.  Is  acceptable 
to  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

Under    these    circumstances,    as   Federal    Loan    Administrator,   I 
rrecommend  the  bill  be  passed. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Jessk  H.  Joncs,  Administrator. 

I  hope  there  will  be  no  hesitancy  on  the  part  of  the  House 
In  adopting  the  proposed  rule  and  giving  the  membership  an 
opportunity  to  pass  on  this  important  legislation.    [Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  15  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Wolcott]. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  probably  is  the  most 
important  and  far-reaching  bill  which  has  been  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  for  years.  I  do  not  believe  that  Mr.  Jesse  Jones 
has  given  very  much  consideration  to  this  bill.  It  is  noted 
that  he  starts  out  his  letter,  in  which  he  allegedly  approves 
the  bill,  by  this  statement: 

While  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  details  of  H.  R.  6971.  Chairman 
Fabey  and  EMrector  Hancock  assure  me  that  the  provisions  of  the 
bUl  are  dealrable. 

I  believe  that  if  Mr.  Jesse  Jones  had  given  consideration  to 
the  details  of  this  bill  he  would  not  on  his  own  responsibility 
be  advocating  its  passage. 

Let  us  look  at  the  history  of  this  bill.  It  is  over  a  year  old. 
Hearings  were  started  in  the  Banking  and  Currency  Com- 
mittee on  April  25.  1939.  They  continued  through  June  6. 
1939.  The  House  Committee  reported  the  bill  on  June  23, 
1939.  and  It  lay  dormant  in  the  Rules  Committee  until  July 
28.  1939,  a  matter  of  5  weeks,  before  the  Rules  Committee  took 
any  action  on  It  whatsoever,  indicating  that  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee hesitated  before  they  granted  a  rule  on  the  bill.  Why 
did  they  hesitate  to  grant  a  rale  on  this  bill?  The  Banking 
and  Currency  Committee  is  made  up  of  25  members;  13  mem- 
bers of  the  Banking  and  Ctirrency  Committee,  or  a  majority 
of  that  committee,  are  on  record  as  opposing  this  bill.  On  the 
last  page  of  the  so-called  minority  report  you  will  notice  that 
11  members  of  the  committee  signed  the  minority  report, 
calling  attention  to  the  vlciousness  of  the  bill,  2  others  who 
for  reasons  of  their  own  did  not  sign  the  minority  report  voted 
against  the  bill  in  committee.  Therefore  13  of  this  25-man 
committee  indicated  that  the  bill  should  not  be  reported  out 
of  the  committee,  and  that  is  the  reason  the  Rules  Committee 
hesitated  for  5  weeks  before  grantina  a  rule. 

Now.  for  10  months  this  bill  has  lain  dormant  on  the  calen- 
dar of  this  House.  Nobody  contends  that  it  is  necessary. 
E\'erybody  contends  that  it  will  expand  the  authority  of  the 
Federal  savings  and  loan  associations.  The  only  group  which 
is  pressing  this  bill  are  the  Federal  savings  and  loan  asso- 
ciations which.  Mr.  Speaker,  are  the  foundation  upon  which 
will  be  built,  if  this  bill  is  passed,  a  colossal.  Nation-wide 
branch-banking  system  and.  of  coiu"se,  they  are  for  the  bill. 
The  State-chartered  institutions,  every  savings  bank,  every 
mutual  savings  bank,  every  cooperative  bank,  every  Morris 
Plan  bank,  every  other  thrift  institution  but  the  Federal  sav- 
ings and  loan  associations  are  violently  opposed  to  this  bill 


because  there  Is  the  potential  danger  In  this  bill  that  every 
thrift  institution  in  this  country  will  have  but  two  alterna- 
tives  the  one  to  go  out  of  business,  the  other  to  convert  to 

a  federally  and  politically  controlled  Federal  bureau.  In  that 
they  will  be  forced  to  convert  to  Federal  savings  and  loan 
associations  if  they  want  to  do  bxislness. 

I  question  the  advisability  of  the  Rules  Committee  report- 
ing a  rule  on  a  bill  and  the  House  adopting  a  nile  on  a  bill 
wherein  a  majority  of  the  legislative  committee  oppose  the 

bill. 

Now,  this  does  set  up  a  third  banking  system  to  the  preju- 
dice of  all  banks  now  established,  whether  they  are  State- 
chartered  banks  or  are  Federal-chartered  banks.  One  of  the 
chief  reasons  for  the  bank  crash  of  1933,  we  are  told  by  every- 
one, and  we  are  all  agreed  on  this  was  overexpanslon  and 
unrestrained  competition  of  banking  facilities.  One  of  the 
blessings  of  that  crash,  if  there  were  any,  and  one  of  the  most 
constructive  activities  of  tills  present  administration,  has 
been  the  elimination  of  cutthroat  banking  competition. 

Every  effort  has  been  made  by  this  administration  and  all 
other  to  discourage  the  overlapping  of  linking  facilities  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  depositors  in  banks.  Have  in  mind  that 
when  we  set  up  this  system  we  set  it  up  with  Federal  money. 
We  subsidize  this  system  which  competes  with  all  private 
financial  enterprises. 

This  rule  should  be  defeated  because  a  majority  of  the  com- 
mittee is  opposed  to  it,  a  majority  of  thrift  institutions  are 
opposed  to  it,  all  the  banks  of  the  United  States  are  opposed 
to  It  because  it  sets  up  a  Nation-wide  branch-banking  system. 

Is  there  a  man  on  the  floor  of  this  House  who  would  vote. 
If  he  knew  what  he  was  doing,  to  set  up  a  Nation-wide  branch 
banking  system  whereby  the  loan  policy  of  his  home-town 
bank  would  be  controlled  by  Wall  Street  or  a  federally  con- 
trolled bureau?  Of  course  not;  and  that  is  just  what  we  have 
here. 

Mr.  PATMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  am  sorry,  but  I  have  a  limited  amount 
of  time  and  a  lot  of  material  and  I  cannot  jrield. 

Of  course,  we  would  not  vote  to  establish  a  Nation-wide 
branch-banking  system  if  we  knew  what  we  are  about,  but 
this  bill  does  that.  This  bill  would  centralize  the  control  of 
credit  under  a  politically  controlled  Federal  bureau,  the  Fed- 
eral Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

It  puts  the  Federal  savings  and  loan  associations  in  the 
savings-bank  business,  in  competition  with  all  savings  banks, 
mutual -savings  banks,  cooperative  banks,  Morris  Plan  banks, 
and  State  chartered  building  and  loan  associations. 

It  broadens  the  investment  field  of  Federal  savings  and 
loan  associations  to  enable  them  to  invest  in  all  first  mort- 
gages instead  of  home  mortgages,  thereby  changing  the  pur- 
pose of  the  associations  in  that  they  may  enter  an  unre- 
stricted Investment  field  Instead  of  being  confined  to  the 
financing  of  home  building  incident  to  thrift  savings. 

At  the  present  time  they  are  confined  to  the  home-mort- 
gage field,  and  we  set  them  up  to  encourage  people  to  build 
a  home,  not  to  establish  a  new  Investment  field,  but  to  en- 
courage the  building  of  homes  so  that  a  person  could  buy 
certificates  in  one  of  these  Federal  savings  and  loan  associa- 
tions and  pay  on  that  certificate  until  he  had  money  enough 
on  it  to  make  a  down  payment  on  a  home. 

That  is  the  purpose  of  the  Federal  savings  and  loan  asso- 
ciations, and  it  is  the  purpose  of  all  building  and  loan  associ- 
ations, but  now  we  broaden  the  field  to  allow  these  Federal 
savings  and  loan  associations  to  invest  in  all  first  mortgages, 
without  restraint,  to  invest  in  Government  obligations,  to 
invest  in  almost  every  class  of  security.  The  bill  authorizes 
the  Investment  in  every  class  of  security,  the  principal  and 
interest  of  which  is  guaranteed  by  the  Federal  Government. 
It  does  not  throw  around  the  shareholders  of  these  associa- 
tions the  same  protection  which  a  savings  Ijank  finds  it 
necessary  to  maintain  for  the  protection  of  its  depositors. 
It  encourages  the  issuance  of  repurchasable  and  withdraw- 
able certificates.  It  enables  the  associations  to  operate  as 
savings  banks,  without  restrictions  and  limitations,  and  with- 
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out  the  maintenance  of  adeqiutte  capital  and  reserves  •gaintt 
losses  as  are  required  to  protect  the  depositors  in  savings 
banks. 

It  makes  possible  the  destruction  of  the  savings  and  thrift 
banking  system.  The  possible  destruction  of  the  savings- 
bank  system  lies  in  the  fact  that  because  of  the  advantages 
given  to  these  associations  through  tax  exemption,  under- 
stand, their  capital,  their  surplus,  their  certificates,  and  so 
forth,  and  their  franchises  and  charters  are  exempt  from 
taxation.  The  income  from  their  shares  is  exempt  from  tax- 
ation. That  is  not  true  of  State  chartered  institutions  or  the 
stock  of  any  savings  bank  or  mutual-savings  bank  in  the 
United  States.  The  possible  destruction  of  the  savings-bank 
system  lies  in  the  fact  that  because  of  the  advantages  through 
tax  exemptions,  the  encouragement  of  loose  investment 
policies.  Irregular  and  Inadequate  examinations,  and  others. 
Federal  savings  and  loan  associations  do  now  and  can  con- 
tinue to  pay  as  high  as  4-percent  interest  on  their  shares  which 
are  insured  up  to  $5,000  by  the  Government.  A  savings  bank, 
and  other  similar  institutions,  because  of  limitations,  restric- 
tions, and  requirements  with  respect  to  the  maintenance  of 
reserves,  a  limited  Investment  field,  nontax  exemption,  and 
other  restrictions  enforced  by  rigid  and  frequent  examina- 
tions, and  many  times  by  law  Itself,  are  unable  to  pay  more 
than  2-percent  interest.  In  most  States  the  interest  rate  on 
savings  bank  deposits  is  1^^2  percent  and  in  many  localities 
It  is  only  1  percent.  Also  they  are  prevented  from  paying 
higher  interest  rates  because  there  is  no  demand  for  credit 
within  the  investment  field  to  which  they  are  limited.  At 
the  present  time — and  this  is  on  this  question  of  competi- 
tion— there  are  over  five  and  a  half  billion  dollars  of  excess 
reserves  in  our  banks,  of  untouched  capital,  untouched  credit. 
If  we  had  not  raised  the  reserve  requirements,  which  these 
banks  must  maintain,  twice,  the  excess  reserves  of  these 
banks  today  would  he  over  $8,000,000,000.  So  that  there  are 
over  $8,000,000,000  lying  idle  in  these  banks  today,  because 
of  the  lack  of  demand,  and  that  Is  one  of  the  reasons  they 
cannot  pay  any  higher  Interest  rate. 

If  this  bill  is  passed,  as  I  said  before,  all  savings  banks,  all 
mutual  savings  banks,  corporate  banks,  Morris  Plan  banks, 
State  chartered  building  and  loan  associations  have  but  two 
courses  to  follow.  They  must  either  convert  to  a  Federal 
sa\-ings  and  loan  association,  which  is  under  the  political 
control  of  a  Federal  bureau,  or  they  must  go  out  of  business. 
These  are  the  only  alternatives  which  they  have. 

Mr.  Speaker,  much  as  some  might  disagree  with  the  policies 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  we  respect  that  Board  and 
its  interest  in  the  maintenance  of  the  banking  system  as  now 
established.  Mr.  Marriner  Eccles.  Chairman  of  the  Board 
of  Governors,  was  asked  to  comment  on  this  bill.  He  had 
this  to  say  about  it  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  chairman  of 
the  committee: 

I  do  not  believe,  however,  that  the  permissible  activities  of  Fed- 
eral savings  and  loan  associations  and  other  member  Institutions 
of  Federal  home-loan  banks  should  be  expanded  so  far  beyond 
their  original  charter  as  local  mutual  thrift  and  home-financing 
Msoclatlons  aa  to  allow  them  to  transact  a  large  amount  of  gen- 
eral banktng  business.  •  •  •  The  proposed  bill  contains  a 
number  of  far-reaching  provisions  leading  to  these  ends,  and,  in 
my  opinion,  its  enactment  would  tend  to  establish  a  separate  com- 
plete banking  lystem  which  would  compete  on  favored  terms  with 
savings  banks  and  the  savings  departments  of  commercial  banks. 
I  therefore  do  not  favor  Its  enactment. 

I  want  to  respectfully  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
minority  report  accompanying  the  report  on  this  bill.  The 
first  sentence  of  the  minority  report  states  that  the  purpose 
of  this  bill  Is  to  set  up  a  Nation-wide  branch-banking  system, 
to  monetize  mortgages,  and  to  centralize  the  management 
of  credit  under  a  politically  controlled  Federal  bureau.  That 
is  not  an  exaggeration,  because  these  charges  have  been  con- 
firmed by  bankers  in  high  position  and  men  in  high  position 
in  this  Government,  Including  Marriner  Eccles,  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  Governors.  In  a  telephone  conversation  with 
me  he  confirmed  the  statements  In  his  letter  that  this  bill 
might  establish  a  Nation-wide  branch-banking  system.  And 
understand  also  that  the  bonds  and  debentures  which  are 
issued  by  these  associations  become  a  public  debt  transaction 


and  there  is  a  contingent  liability  on  the  part  of  the  Federal 
Government  proportionate  to  the  amount  of  bonds  and  other 
obligations  which  these  associations  issue,  because  the  Treas- 
lUT  is  authorized  to  take  them  and  to  make  them  a  part  of 
the  Federal  debt  transactions. 

Here  we  are  in  the  position  where  we  are  scrlmiMng  and 
pinching  everywhere  we  can.  We  are  raising  new  taxes  to 
carry  on  a  defense  program.  A  bill  will  be  presented  to  the 
House  within  the  next  2  weeks  providing  for  the  re- 
capture of  the  capital  of  some  of  these  associations,  be- 
cause the  Treasury  needs  the  money — and  here  we  are  creat- 
ing new,  unusual,  and  unwarranted,  and  unlimited  liability 
on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Treasury  to  maintain  a  system 
which  competes  with  established  systems  which  have  ade- 
quate reserves  and  facilities  to  furnish  every  cent  of  credit 
which  is  demanded  not  only  for  our  current  and  ordinary 
needs  but  for  the  unusual  requirements  of  the  national- 
defense  program. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  3rield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  us  the  practical 
effect  of  section  3  under  which  these  bonds  and  debentiures 
become  a  part  of  the  public-debt  transaction? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  They  may  issue  bonds  and  other  obliga- 
tions, and  the  Treasury  takes  them.  I  will  read  from  the 
minority  report.  If  I  may,  for  I  think  it  covers  it  very  well: 

Federal  home-loan  banks  are  authorized  to  Issue  bonds  and 
debentures.  The  bill  would  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  purchase  these  obligations,  and  the  bonds  Issued  for  this 
purpose  are  to  be  treated  as  a  public-debt  transaction.  Thus  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  not  only  subscribes  to  the  capital  of  the 
Federal  home-loan  banks  but  he  would  be  authorized  to  obligate 
the  United  States  Treasury  for  payment  of  aU  the  bonds  and  de- 
bentures of  such  banks.  This  would  create  a  contingent  public- 
debt  liability  equal  to  the  aggregate  amount  of  the  capital,  bonds, 
and  other  obligations  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks.  Under 
other  provisions  of  the  law,  Federal  home-loan  banks  are  author- 
ized to  make  advances  to  nonmember  Institutions  over  which  the 
Board  exercises  little  or  no  supervision.  These  advances  tend 
strongly  to  impair  the  capital  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks  and 
increase  the  possibility  of  losses  which  will  have  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  Federal  Treastiry. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Sjjeaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
further  at  that  point? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  For  the  benefit  of  the  House,  would  the 
gentleman  mind  giving  Just  a  bit  more  information  relative 
to  the  bill  he  referred  to  a  little  while  ago,  which  would  au- 
thorize the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  purchase 
the  stock  of  the  home-loan  banks  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment so  as  to  give  additional  funds  to  the  Treasury  to  carry 
on  the  defense  program. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Yes;  that  Is  the  bill  we  have  all  heard 
about,  known  as  the  recapture  bill,  directing  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  to  purchase  this  capital,  which  is 
now  owned  by  the  Treasury,  thereby  relieving  the  Treasury 
of  the  burden  of  carrying  this  capital,  and  this  at  a  time 
when  we  are  expected  by  this  bill  to  increase  the  obligations 
against  that  capital. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  And  this  need  for  recapture  is  some- 
thing entirely  new  that  has  arisen  since  this  bill  was  reported 
by  our  committee  and  since  the  Rules  Committee  had  the 
bill  sent  to  it  some  time  last  summer. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Yes;  and  Is  an  added  reason  why  this 
rule  should  not  be  adopted. 

This  is  a  dangerous  bill.  If  you  were  cognizant  of  the 
potentialities  of  this  bill  you  would  not  vote  for  it;  I  am 
sure  you  would  not. 

Nobody  is  interested  in  the  bill  except  the  institutions 
which  will  be  used  as  a  foundation  upon  which  to  build  this 
colossal  Nation-wide  branch  banking  system.  I  have  been 
pressured,  and  I  know  you  have  been  pressured  for  the  last 
few  months  by  these  institutions — and  they  have  a  perfect 
right  to  do  it  because  they  have  an  interest  involved  in  this 
bill — but  they  are  the  only  ones  who  have  an  interest  Li 
the  bill  and  their  interest  lies  in  the  fact  that  they  are  going 
to  profit  by  it.     [Applause.! 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.1 
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Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky  I  Mr.  SpbnceI. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  outset  let  me  inform 
the  Members  that  this  is  not  a  United  States  Housing  Au- 
thority bill.  There  may  be  some  confusion  in  the  minds  of 
Members  that  it  Involves  in  some  way  the  United  States 
Housing  Authority,  but  it  does  not.  This  is  a  bill  to  amend 
the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act,  the  Home  Owners'  Loan 
Act  of  1933.  and  title  IV  of  the  National  Housing  Act. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Wolcott],  who  just 
addressed  you.  complains  about  the  manner  in  which  the 
b-11  was  reported  and  the  manner  in  whichs  a  rule  was 
obtained  for  the  consideration  of  this  bill.  The  biU  was  re- 
ported in  an  orderly  fashion  by  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  by  a  majority  of  a  quorum.  It  was  then  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Rules,  the  great  political  com- 
mittee of  this  House.  They  considered  the  bill  and  gave  us 
a  rule  for  its  consideration  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
an  open  rule,  a  broad  rule  as  open  as  the  blue  sky.  There 
Is  not  an  amendment  that  you  want  to  propose  to  this  bill 
that  you  cannot  propose.  Any  germane  amendment  is  in 
order.  The  House  of  Representatives  can  consider  this  bill 
from  any  angle  and  in  any  manner;  yet  the  gentleman  from 
Mich  gan  tells  you  you  should  vote  down  the  rule.  To  vote 
down  the  rule,  it  seems  to  me.  would  be  a  confession  that 
the  House  of  Representatives  was  not  able  intelligently  to 
consider  this  bill.  It  would,  it  seems  to*  me,  typify  the  atti- 
tude of  the  justice  of  peace  who  had  just  been  elected.  When 
they  attempted  to  introduce  some  evidence  In  favor  of  the 
accused  he  said:  "I  do  not  care  to  hear  any  evidence.  I 
heard  all  about  it  down  at  the  corner  saloon  last  night.  You 
are  fined  $10  and  costs."  [Laughter.]  Certainly.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, the  House  is  going  to  consider  this  bill. 

This  home-loan  bank  is  not  an  institution  that  has  Just 
been  established,  it  is  an  institution  that  is  part  of  the  public 
policy  and  one  of  the  great  governmental  agencies  of  the 
United  States.  It  is  an  agency  that  has  rendered  satisfactory 
service  to  a  great  body  of  institutions  which  in  turn  have 
rendered  splendid  service  to  the  people  of  America. 

It  creates  a  liquid  reservoir  of  credit  for  the  savings  and 
loan  associations,  building  and  loan  associations,  and  other 
thrift  and  home -financing  institutions,  such  as  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  furnishes  to  its  members. 

It  would  give  greater  availability  to  the  assets  of  these 
institutions  to  furnish  the  accommodations  to  the  people  for 
which  they  were  organized.  It  will  make  available  for  ad- 
vances to  the  members  the  assets  of  the  organizations  and 
will  enlarge  their  power  to  secure  these  advances.  It  will 
allow  the  member  institutions  to  obtain  advances  from  the 
|iome-loan  bank  on  the  security  of  the  notes  and  mortgages 
the  member  institutions  are  authorized  to  accept  for  loans. 
ItVill  further  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  at  his 
discVetion.  to  purchase  obligations  issued  under  the  provi- 
sions\^f  this  act  or  title  rv  of  the  National  Housing  Act.  which 
will  further  liquefy  the  assets  of  the  home-loan  banks  and 
the  Federal  Housing  Administration.  The  Federal  Reserve 
S3rstem.  agencies  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration,  (he 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation,  and  various  C'ther 
agencies  have  this  support.  There  are  also  some  provisions  in 
reference  to  the  powers  of  the  Board  to  bring  suit  and  ciimi- 
nal  provisions  defining  the  criminal  jurisdiction,  to  protect 
the  assets  of  the  institutions  against  criminal  acts.  It  further 
exempts  from  taxation  the  building  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan 
Corporation,  which  houses  that  corporation  and  the  home- 
loan  bank,  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insiirance  Corpora- 
tion. It  also  reduces  the  premiiun  to  be  paid  by  institutions 
for  insurance  of  accoimts  to  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  In- 
surance Corporation  from  one-eighth  of  1  percent  per  annum 
to  one-twelfth  of  1  percent  per  aimimi.  This  is  in  conformity 
with  the  premiiun  paid  by  the  banks  for  insurance  imder  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insiuance  Corporation. 

It  should  be  observed  also  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  In- 
surance Corporation  only  insures  solvency.  The  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  insures  both  solvency  and 
liquidity.    Certainly  these  thrift  and  home-financing  institu- 


tions should  not  be  compelled  to  pay  more  for  insurance  than 
the  banks.  The  banks'  loans  are  based  upon  individual  credit, 
often  unseciired.  and  often  the  result  of  personal  favoritism 
and  friendship  of  the  bankers.  Every  loan  made  by  the  build- 
ing and  loan  associations  is  secured  by  a  first  mortgage  upon 
a  home  or  other  property  authorized  as  security  for  these 
loans  after  appraisal  by  a  board  of  disinterested  appraisers. 
The  home  is  probably  the  best  security  for  a  loan  that  can  be 
obtained.  Men  will  strive  with  diligence  and  sacrifice  every 
other  character  of  property  in  order  to  retain  their  homes, 
and  even  if  through  adversity  and  misfortune  they  eventually 
have  to  sacrifice  them,  the  lending  institution  will  then,  in  a 
great  majority  of  cases,  have  ample  security  to  protect  its 
loans.  This  reduction  in  the  premium  is  a  simple  matter  of 
Justice.  While  there  will  be  some  reduction  immediately  in 
the  income  of  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Cor- 
poration, the  Corporation  expects  to  make  up  the  deficiency 
by  the  increase  in  the  volimie  of  Insurance  and  in  the  increase 
of  the  number  of  insured  Institutions.  Many  of  these  insti- 
tutions are  not  insiu-ed  at  the  present  time  by  reason  of  the 
high  rate  they  have  to  pay  for  insurance,  but  under  the  re- 
duced insurance  premiiun  the  Corporation  expects  great  num- 
bers of  those  who  are  now  uninsured  to  apply  for  this  insur- 
ance, which,  by  a  greater  spread  of  the  insurance  risk,  will 
give  greater  security  to  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insur- 
ance Corporation  and  will  give  greater  security  to  those  who 
have  invested  their  funds  in  these  lending  institutions. 

I  am  not  in  favor  of  enlarging  the  lending  powers  of  these 
institutions  to  the  extent  this  bill  does.  I  am  not  in  favor 
of  the  provision  in  reference  to  $100,000  loans.  The  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  LuceI.  I  understand,  will  offer 
an  amendment  to  change  this  authority. 

I  am  in  favor  of  that  amendment.  But  to  say  that  be- 
cause the  bill  in  its  present  shape  does  not  meet  the  wishes 
of  all  Members  of  the  House  and  we  should  not  consider  it, 
seems  to  me  is  ridiculous.  I  am  sure  the  Members  of  the 
House  want  to  consider  this  great  question  and  want  to 
consider  it  in  the  light  of  the  information  they  may  obtam. 
In  order  to  increase  the  efBciency  of  these  splendid  institu- 
tions that  mean  so  much  to  the  people  of  America. 

I  also  intend  to  offer  two  amendments  which  have  the 
approval  of  every  building  and  loan  association  in  the  United 
States  and  one  of  which  also  has  the  approval  of  all  the  or- 
ganizations of  accountants  in  the  United  States,  amend- 
ments that  I  think  are  just  and  that  will  be  of  great  benefit 
in  the  administration  of  these  institutions. 

A  building  and  loan  association  encourages  home  owner- 
ship and  thrift  in  America.  We  have  had  a  great  many  in- 
quiries as  to  the  cause  of  subversive  activities,  but  I  think 
the  thing  that  would  have  a  greater  effect  upon  America 
and  the  stability  of  its  institutions  and  in  the  patriotism  of 
its  people  would  be  to  make  this  a  land  of  home  owners. 
Anarchy  and  communism  are  not  bom  In  the  home.  There  Is 
something  that  gives  a  dignity  and  importance  to  him,  when 
he  can  put  his  foot  upon  his  own  land.  A  man's  house  is  his 
castle.  That  has  come  to  us  from  the  old  English  law. 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell.  1 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  srield  the  gentleman  3  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Sipeaker,  there  was  a  distinction  in 
ancient  times  between  the  serf,  the  vassal,  and  the  free  man. 
The  free  man  could  own  his  own  home.  The  home  has  al- 
ways had  a  significance  under  the  common  law.  Sir  Edward 
Coke  said  in  a  case  reported  in  1605,  "The  house  of  every 
one  is  to  him  his  castle  and  fortress,  as  well  for  his  defense 
against  injury  and  violence,  as  for  his  repose." 

When  you  make  the  American  people  home  owners  you  are 
doing  a  great  service  to  the  Nation,  and  nothing  has  done  more 
than  the  building  and  loan  associations  of  the  United  States 
in  this  direction.  They  have  rendered  an  incomparable 
service. 

In  my  section  of  the  State  of  Kentucky  they  have  made  it 
a  land  of  home  owners.  The  men  who  have  been  interested 
in  those  institutions  have  given  unselfishly  of  their  time  and 
labor.    Many  members  of  the  boards  of  directors  of  these 
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institutions  receive  little  or  no  compensation  for  the  services 
they  render.  Now  when  these  fine  institutions  ask  for  the 
same  privileges  that  the  banks  have  had,  we  hear  voices 
raised  that  they  are  invading  the  province  of  the  bank. 

We  need  the  banks,  and  we  have  given  them  many  privi- 
leges. However,  the  banks,  as  a  rule,  never  wanted  home 
mortgages  until  the  F.  S.  H.  A.  came  along  and  insured 
their  mort«£iges  100  percent.  Then  they  considered  the 
building  associations  were  invading  the  field  of  the  banks. 
The  building  associations  ought  to  be  kept  within  the  field 
they  have  heretofore  occupied,  but  we  certainly  ought  to  do 
nothing  to  weaken  these  fine  institutions.  I  appeal  to  the 
Members  of  the  House  not  to  close  your  minds  to  the  merits 
of  this  case.  If  the  Rules  Committee  had  put  us  in  a  legis- 
lative strait  jacket,  if  the  Rules  Committee  had  shackled 
Members  so  they  could  not  give  voice  to  their  opinion,  I 
would  say  vote  down  the  rule.  But  what  reason  would 
there  be  to  vote  down  a  rule  as  broad  as  this  for  the  con- 
sideration of  a  bill  as  meritorious  as  this  bill  is? 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

COMBOTTEK  OW  WAYS  AHD  MEANS 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  may  have  permission  to 
Bit  during  the  session  of  the  House  for  the  remainder  of  the 
day. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

AMENDMENT  OF  THE  FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  ACT,  HOME  OWNKEfl' 
LOAN   ACT  OF    1933,   TrTLE  IV   OF   THE   NATIONAL   HOUSING   ACT 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  GiffordI. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  contemplates  im- 
portant changes  in  our  present  banking  structure.  Lengthy 
and  full  explanations  should  be  made  to  Members  before 
action  should  be  taken  by  the  House.  However,  we  can  for- 
get for  a  moment  the  many  complicated  and  so-called  techni- 
cal amendments  contained  in  the  bill  and  present  to  you  its 
real  purpose.  This  is  to  change  the  entire  Intent  of  the 
original  home-loan  bank  which  is  to  take  care  of  home 
mortgages  and  limited  to  4-family  units. 

Under  the  plea  that  a  large  corporation  backed  by  the 
Treasury  itself  must  be  set  up  as  a  safeguard  against  any 
future  collapse  in  the  mortgage  market,  extraordinary  and 
liberal  terms  should  be  granted  to  federally  capitalized  and 
controlled  Institutions  will  at  once  force  these  independent 
State-chartered  cooperative  banks  and  building  associations 
and  even  the  large  savings  banks  under  this  umbrella  of 
so-called  Federal  protection.  It  Is  simply  another  attempt  of 
reformers  to  extend  another  mighty  arm  of  Federal  control 
over  Institutions  of  established  reputation  for  safe  and  con- 
servative conduct  In  Its  operations.  It  now  Insures  the  shares 
of  building  sissociations  up  to  $5,000  and  carries  the  implied 
assurance  that  these  shares  are  really  classed  as  savings,  al- 
ways carrying  the  privilege  of  Immediate  withdrawal.  The 
savings  and  loan  institutions,  set  up  by  the  Government  with 
the  intent  to  be  placed  in  localities  where  banking  facilities 
were  lacking,  have  now  penetrated  into  sections  fully  served 
with  such  banking  facilities.  Their  preferred  status  by  Gov- 
ernment-supplied funds  constitute  a  ruinous  competition. 

It  Is  for  this  House  today  to  determine  whether  another 
immense  raid  on  private  control  and  direction  of  capital  shall 
be  made  by  these  ambitious  bureaucrats  to  enlarge  their 
respective  domains.  They  quote  other  powers  granted  to  the 
Federal  Reserve  and  other  departments  of  Government  and 
want  such  powers  duplicated  in  their  own  activities.  For  the 
Government  Itself  to  interfere  and  upset  the  already  full  and 
completely  satisfactory  financial  institutions  of  many  States 
should  not  be  tolerated.  The  one  item  in  this  bill  which  would 
force  the  Treasury  to  furnish  almost  unlimited  funds  to  this 
contemplated  huge  mortgage  institution  and  to  be  treated  as 
a  public -debt  transaction  is  disheartening  and  adds  more 
public  distrust  to  the  public  credit. 


The  rule  should  be  voted  down  at  this  moment  when  our 
attention  is  on  other  pressing  matters.  We  should  not  fur- 
ther Jeopardize  the  national  credit  in  assuming  this  large 
mortgage  responsibility. 

Mr.  PATMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  The  gentleman  stated  the  Government's 
credit  is  already  being  questioned.  Who  is  questioning  the 
Government's  credit  when  the  interest  rate  is  the  lowest  of 
history? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  That  is  the  trouble.  The  interest  rate  is 
low.  That  is  what  has  bedeviled  the  country  and  Jeopardized 
the  savings  of  everybody.  Money  issued  because  of  debt  cer- 
tificates has  caused  this  plethora  of  money  and  caused  this 
low  rate  of  interest.  When  you  come  to  renew  these  bonds  at 
a  later  date  it  may  be  that  you  will  pay  twice  as  much  as  the 
present  low  rate  of  interest  you  boast  about.  I  see  it  ahead. 
Do  not  boast  about  it.    It  is  a  positive  danger. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of 
his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the  House  that  on  the  fol- 
lowing dates  the  President  approved  and  signed  bills  of  the 
House  of  the  following  titles: 
On  May  22.  1940: 

H.  R.  8357.  An  act  to  amend  the  Mount  Rushmore  Memorial 
Act  of  1938. 

On  May  24,  1940: 

H.  R.  2948.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Morris  Hoppenheim, 
Lena  Hoppenheim,  Doris  Hoppenheim,  and  Ruth  Hoppen- 
heim; 

H.R.  3094.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Luise  Ehrenfeld; 

H.  R.  7079.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  addi- 
tional district  and  circuit  judges;  and 

H.  R.  8826.  An  act  to  authorize  an  appropriation  to  assist  in 
defraying  the  expenses  of  the  American  Negro  Exposition  to 
be  held  in  Chicago,  111.,  during  1940. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES — NATIONAL  - 
DEFENSE    (H.  DOC.  NO.  799) 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was  read, 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

The  almost  incredible  events  of  the  past  2  weeks  in  the 
European  conflict,  particularly  as  a  result  of  the  use  of  avia- 
tion and  mechanized  equipment,  together  with  the  possible 
consequences  of  further  developments,  necessitate  another 
enlargement  of  our  military  program. 

No  individual,  no  group  can  clearly  foretell  the  future.  As 
long,  however,  as  a  passibility  exists  that  not  one  continent 
or  two  continents  but  all  continents  may  become  Involved  in  a 
world-wide  war,  reasonable  precaution  demands  that  Ameri- 
can defense  be  made  more  certain. 

An  Investigation  into  manufacturing  resources  since  my 
message  of  May  16,  to  determine  the  practicability  of  placing 
additional  orders  with  industry  for  special  material,  both  to 
provide  an  early  expansion  of  existing  production  facilities 
and  to  obtain  Increased  quantities  of  the  special  weapons  con- 
cerned, has  caused  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  to  submit 
to  me  an  urgent  and  new  recommendation  that  Increased 
appropriations  and  authorizations  for  the  national  defense  be 
made  before  the  adjournment  of  the  present  Congress. 

Over  and  beyond  the  acquisition  of  this  actual  material  is 
the  evident  requirement  for  the  immediate  creation  of  addi- 
tional production  facilities  to  meet  possible  future  emergencies 
as  well  as  present  deficiencies  In  the  making  of  munitions, 
such  as  guns,  ammunition,  and  fire-control  equipment.  These 
facilities  require  a  long  time  to  create  and  to  reach  quantity 
production.  Tlie  increased  gravity  of  the  situation  indicates 
that  action  should  be  taken  without  delay. 

The  problem  of  defending  our  national  institutions  and 
territorial  integrity  is  no  longer  a  problem  for  men  equipped 
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simply  with  an  Indomitable  determination.  Modem  defense 
requires  that  this  determination  be  supported  by  the  highly 
developed  machinery  of  our  Industrial  productive  capacity. 

The  expansion  of  our  defense  program  makes  it  necessary 
that  we  undertake  Immediately  the  training  and  retraining  of 
our  people,  and  especially  our  young  people,  for  employment 
in  industry  and  in  service  in  the  Army  and  Navy. 
^  The  requirements  of  industry  and  the  expanded  armed 
forces  for  persons  with  experience  in  mechanical  and  manual 
fields  are  obviously  going  to  be  great.  We  do  not  have  such 
trained  persons  in  the  number  that  will  be  required  for  the 
tasks  that  lie  ahead  of  us  if  our  defense  is  to  be  assured. 
We  have,  therefore,  the  task  of  training  a  large  number  in  the 
skills  and  semiskills  required  by  modem  production  in  industry 
and  by  a  highly  mechanized  defense  force  in  the  Army  and 
Navy.  A  primary  consideration  in  the  training  of  skills  must 
be.  not  the  existing  distribution  of  workers  among  skilled 
fields  but  the  distribution  that  would  be  required  if  our  indus- 
trial machine  and  our  defensive  forces  were  fully  mobilized. 

In  the  national  effort  for  defense  upon  which  we  are  now 
engaged.  It  is  imperative  that  we  make  full  and  effective  use 
of  the  mighty  capacities  that  lie  in  our  population.  Here  as 
yet  undeveloped  lie  the  ability  and  the  strength  needed  in  the 
building  up  of  our  armaments  to  provide  a  sure  industrial 
foundation  for  the  meeting  of  any  and  all  defense  require- 
ments. Without  the  full  development  of  these  skills,  our 
national  defense  will  be  less  than  it  must  be  in  the  critical 
days  which  lie  ahead.  Without  the  full  contribution  of  our 
people,  our  defense  cannot  attain  the  invulnerability  which 
tlie  Nation  demands  and  which  we  are  determined  it  shall 
have. 

The  one  most  obvious  lesson  of  the  present  war  in  Europe 
is  the  value  of  the  factor  of  speed.  There  is  definite  danger 
in  waiting  to  order  the  complete  equipping  and  training  of 
armies  after  a  war  begins. 

Therefore.  I  suggest  the  speedy  enlargement  of  the  program 
for  equipping  and  training  in  the  light  of  our  defense  needs. 

I  have  instructed  the  representatives  of  the  War  and  Navy 
Departments  and  also  the  representatives  of  the  several  agen- 
cies dealing  with  the  training  of  young  men  for  noncombatant 
services  to  make  available  to  the  appropriate  committees  of 
the  Congress  the  plans  and  proposals  which  they  have  laid 
before  me. 

These  plans  call  for  Immediate  appropriations  to  carry  for- 
ward congressional  decisions  in  bills  already  pending,  for 
Immediate  appropriations  to  add  to  the  program  and  for  au- 
thorizations to  enter  into  contracts  which  it  will  take  some 
time  to  complete. 

There  is  a  specific  recommendation  I  would  make  in  con- 
cluding this  message,  that  before  adjournment  this  Congress 
grant  me  the  authority  to  call  into  active  service  such  por- 
tion of  the  National  Guard  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  to 
maintain  our  position  of  neutrality  and  to  safeguard  the  na- 
tional defense,  this  to  include  authority  to  call  into  active 
service  the  necessary  Reserve  personnel. 

The  amounts  involved  are  large — over  a  billion  dollars — 
but  I  believe  that  for  national  safety  the  needs  are  urgent. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

Thb  Whiti  Housk,  May  31,  1940. 

AMENDMENT    OF    FEDERAL    HOME    LOAN    BANK    ACT.    HOME    OWNERS' 
LOAN  ACT  OF  1933,  AND  TITLE  IV  OF  THE  NATIONAL  HOUSING  ACT 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  (Mr.  DirksenI. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  a  sense  of  humility  and 
perhaps  apology  I  find  myself  in  disagreement  with  Mem- 
bers on  my  own  side  and  particularly  the  members  of  the 
Banking  Committee  on  the  pending  bill  and  pending  rule. 
I  do  not  share  the  apprehensions  that  were  uttered  on  this 
floor  his  afternoon.  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  rule  will  not 
be  voted  down,  so  that  the  Members  of  the  House  can  per- 
fect the  bill  now  before  us  in  the  hope  that  it  can  be 
■   enacted  into  law. 

Perhaps  I  find  comfort  in  the  refrain  of  that  old  song 
current  during   the   World   War,   They  Were   All   Out   of 


Step  But  Jim.  It  may  be  that  I  am  out  of  step  on  this 
matter.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  have  labored  with  this  bill 
for  quite  a  long  time  and  I  think  I  express  the  feeling  of 
most  of  the  building  and  loan  associations  In  the  country, 
whether  they  be  State  chartered  or  whether  they  be  Fed- 
eral, that  there  ought  to  be  implementing  legislation  to  the 
existing  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System,  in  the  interest 
of  justice,  equity,  and  mere  expeditious  operation. 

This  system  was  created  in  1932.  It  bears  the  same 
relation  to  the  thrift  institutions  that  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  does  to  the  banks.  There  has  to  be  some  flexibility 
about  the  discounting  of  home-mortgage  paper.  It  has  been 
operating  now  for  8  years  without  any  substantial  amend- 
ment, and  it  occurs  to  me  that  some  of  the  provisions 
in  this  bill  at  least  are  worthy  of  trial  in  the  hope  that  a 
greater  flexibility  may  be  introduced  into  the  home-loan 
financing  field  so  that  they  can  render  better  service  not 
only  to  the  Federal  but  to  the  State  institutions  as  well. 

There  are  only  some  1,350  Federal  associations  as  against 
more  than  8.500  State  institutions.  I  know  State  institutions 
that  are  in  accord  with  many  of  the  provisions  of  this  bill, 
since  more  than  2.500  such  institutions  are  members  of  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System. 

If  there  were  no  other  reason  for  voting  for  the  rule  so 
that  this  bill  can  be  considered,  there  would  be  one  outstand- 
ing and  selfish  reason  that  I  can  give  to  every  Member  of 
the  House,  and  that  is  that  under  existing  law  the  State- 
chartered  institutions  today  are  not  tax-exempt,  whereas  the 
Federal  institutions  are  tax-exempt.  I  know  of  no  way  to 
dispel  that  inequity  in  existing  law  today  unless  we  have  a 
legisUitive  instrumentality  on  which  to  hang  that  kind  of  an 
amendment.  I  know,  speaking  for  the  associations  back  in 
my  State,  and  particularly  my  district,  that  if  we  could  save 
the  enacting  clause,  if  nothing  else,  and  then  write  in  the 
provision  that  will  be  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
IMr.  SpenceI,  our  deliberations  this  afternoon  on  this  bill 
will  have  been  worth  while.  For  that  reason,  if  for  no  other, 
I  trust  that  the  rule  will  not  be  voted  down  because  I  believe 
it  is  important  legislation,  and  I  believe,  sooner  or  later,  we 
must  induce  a  greater  degree  of  flexibility  in  the  home-financ- 
ing and  in  the  thrift  field. 

Much  has  been  said  about  setting  up  another  banking  sys- 
tem and  about  a  branch-banking  system.  I  say  to  you  very 
frankly,  with  all  possible  dignity  and  with  the  highest  regard 
for  Mr.  Eccles,  the  Governor  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board, 
that  I  would  prefer  other  testimony  besides  his  in  the  field 
of  thrift  and  home-financing  institutions. 

Mr.  Eccles,  if  I  remember  my  banking  history  correctly 
from  the  days  when  I  served  on  this  committee,  was  prob- 
ably the  outstanding  banker  in  the  State  of  Utah.  I  have 
always  recognized  the  conflict  between  banks  on  the  one 
side  and  the  thrift  institutions  on  the  other  and  so  I  think 
I  would  rather  have  some  authority  besides  that  before  I 
undertook  to  vote  upon  this  rule,  because  I  think  we  ought 
to  give  this  matter  consideration  this  afternoon,  amend  it 
as  you  will. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  now  embraces  2.517 
State  institutions,  1.380  Federal  institutions.  9  savings  banks, 
and  40  insurance  companies.  Whatever  is  done  to  make  the 
system  more  workable  and  operative  inures  to  all  types  of 
savings  and  thrift  institutions.  The  matter  is  of  importance 
to  every  State  in  the  union  in  view  of  the  fact  that  nearly 
10.000  such  savings  and  loan  and  thrift  institutions  are  pro- 
viding loan  and  savings  service  to  people  of  moderate  means. 
They  have  constituted  the  very  backbone  of  home  financing 
in  season  and  out.  They  have  weathered  the  shock  of  the 
depression  and  rendered  yeoman  aid  to  people  everywhere. 
Surely,  the  Congress  should  give  careful  consideration  to 
such  a  far-flung  enterprise  which  is  so  close  to  the  people 
and  therefore  I  earnestly  hope  that  the  rule  will  be  sup- 
ported and  the  measure  considered.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Elinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  remainder 
of  my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Ke.\n1. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  heard  with  admiration 
the  beautiful  laudation  of  home  ownership  made  by  the  gen- 
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tleman  from  Kentucky  and  would  say  that  my  complete 
agreement  with  what  he  sasrs  in  this  matter  Is  my  reason 
for  opposing  this  bill. 

I  believe  in  building  and  loan  associations.  In  my  coimty 
there  are  probably  as  many  of  these  associations  as  in  any 
other  county  in  the  Union,  and  they  have  performed  a  val- 
uable service,  encouraged  thrift  and  home  ownership,  and 
I  believe  that  all  possible  means  should  be  taken  to  aid  them 
in  continuing  their  valuable  work  in  their  own  field. 

But  if  this  bill  should  pass,  its  effect  would  be  to  divert  the 
Federal  associations  from  the  functions  that  building  and 
loan  associations  have  exercised  so  well  in  the  past,  take 
them  out  of  this  field  and  make  them  into  a  chain  of  Nation- 
wide savings  banks — in  other  words,  a  third  banking  system. 

Now  all  of  us  know  that  there  have  been  too  many  banks 
In  this  country  and,  as  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  (Mr. 
WoLcoTTl  saj's,  the  policy  of  the  supervising  authorities, 
ably  aided  by  Jesse  Jones  and  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation,  has  been  to  provide  for  strengthening  the 
banking  structure  by  combining  unnecessary  banks  so  that 
in  place  of  many  weak  banks  every  community  would  have 
a  few  strong  ones. 

This  bill  would  undo  all  the  good  that  has  been  done  along 
this  line  and  again  weaken  the  banking  stmctiire  by  pro- 
viding for  that  further  competition  which  will  once  more 
tempt  banks  to  vie  with  these  Federal  associations  for  de- 
posits through  questionable  promotional  methods,  practices 
which  were  one  of  the  causes  for  the  banking  collapse  in 
1932. 

There  is  a  valuable  and  legitimate  field  for  the  building 
and  loan  associations — to  provide  a  means  for  the  thrifty  to 
save  funds  toward  the  building  of  their  own  homes. 

And  as  the  money  invested  by  the  shareholders  is  em- 
ployed by  the  association  in  real  estate  which  is  a  non- 
liquid  asset,  it  is  entitled  to  a  higher  rate  of  return  than 
money  which  is  available  on  demand,  such  as  money  which 
the  thrifty  may  place  In  a  savings  account. 

Risk  and  long-term  capital  is  entitled  to  a  higher  rate  of 
interest  than  short-term  and  demand  capital,  yet  this  bill 
would  provide  that  the  building  and  loan  associations  need 
not  use  their  funds  as  intended — for  the  financing  of  homes — 
but  may  invest  them  In  any  type  of  securities  which  are  legal 
investment  for  fiduciary  or  trust  funds,  thus  getting  away 
entirely  from  the  home-financing  field  where  they  belong. 

Again,  section  14  of  this  bill  provides  in  case  of  default  by 
an  insured  association  for  the  immediate  payment  to  the 
shareholders  in  cash  of  the  $5,000  which  is  insured,  com- 
pared with  the  present  method  of  paying  10  percent  in  cash, 
45  percent  in  1  year,  and  the  balance  in  3  years.  This  is  a 
provision  which  again  completely  confuses  the  functions  of 
these  loan  associations,  for  if  you  must  pay  out  cash  on 
demand  you  must  keep  liquid  assets — and  home  mortgages 
are  not  liquid  assets. 

Why  should  anyone  place  money  in  a  savings  account  at  a 
low  rate  of  interest,  if  by  this  bill  they  can  be  assured  of 
immediate  cash  at  any  time  at  a  higher  rate  of  Interest  in  a 
Federal  loan  association? 

Again,  getting  away  from  the  theory  which  has  been  so 
successful  for  so  many  years  of  a  thrift  institution  by  which 
the  thrifty  can  save  to  build  a  home,  this  bill  takes  the  asso- 
ciations out  of  this  field  Into  the  field  of  financing  business 
properties  and  by  amending  the  law  to  take  out  the  word 
"home"  from  the  bill  puts  these  associaUons  in  the  field  of 
financing  business  properties  which  may  cost  as  much  as 

$200,000. 

Many  of  us  know  from  sad  experience  that  this  Is  a  risky 
business— far  afield  from  the  original  purpose  of  these  asso- 
ciations. 

Again,  section  3  of  this  bill  provides  that  the  secretary- 
treasurer  may,  in  his  discretion,  at  any  time,  piu-chase  any 
obligaUons  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  and  thus  increase 

the  public  debt. 

So  far  these  banks  have  sold  their  securities  to  the  pubUc 
without  any  Government  giiaranty.  and  have  had  a  good 
market  because  they  were  secured  by  conservaUve  home 


mortgages,  which  are  always  a  good  risk  when  properly 
diversified. 

But  under  this  bill  this  practice  can  be  discontinued 
any  time  the  Secretary  wishes  to,  and  certainly  if  this  Wll 
is  to  be  passed  this  section  should  be  amended  to  provide  that 
this  may  be  done  only  in  time  of  emergency  if  the  Secretary 
finds  that  the  bank  itself  cannot  sell  its  securities  at  a  rea- 
sonable fig\u*e. 

This  is  a  dangerous  bill.  It  will  disturb  the  present  bank- 
ing structure,  and  it  will  impair  the  usefulness  of  the  build- 
ing and  loan  associations  in  aiding  thrifty  persons  to  save 
toward  building  homes.  This  rule  should  be  defeated.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  6  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  (Mr.  PatmanJ. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  Is  nothing  in  this  bill 
to  justify  the  statement  that  it  will  create  a  Nation-wide 
branch-banking  system.  If  the  gentleman  is  apprehensive 
that  such  will  result,  let  him  offer  an  amendment  to  prohibit 
It  and  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  support  It,  and  I  believe  it  will 
receive  substantial  support  on  this  side. 

This  bill  does  not  involve  the  Government's  credit  except 
to  the  extent  of  permitting  one  of  the  most  deserving  classes 
in  America  to  use  the  Government's  credit  to  a  limited  ex- 
tent and  under  restrictions  that  will  be  no  risk  whatsoever  to 
the  Government.  This  bill  will  not  cost  the  Government  one 
penny,  not  one  red  cent. 

Now,  who  are  opposed  to  this  bill?  The  big  bankers  are 
opposed  to  it.  They  are  the  only  ones  I  have  heard  squawk- 
ing about  it.  They  want  high  interest.  They  are  opposed  to 
lew  interest.  They  want  to  keep  for  themselves  privileges 
which  they  have  refused  to  use,  and  if  we  judge  the  future 
by  the  past  they  will  refuse  to  grant  these  home  loans  In 
the  future.  As  evidence  of  that  fact,  over  a  period  of  70 
years  the  national  banking  system  only  granted  loans  for 
home  ownership  aggregating,  in  all.  $1,200,000,000.  and  in  7 
years  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Banking  System  has  granted 
more  than  that  amount  of  loans.  So  this  shows  that  the 
large  commercial  banks  have  not  tried  to  develop,  have  not 
tried  to  expand  this  type  of  business. 

Now,  who  is  in  favor  of  this  bill?  There  are  7.000.000  peo- 
ple In  the  United  States  who  are  associated  with  these 
building  and  loans  and  savings  and  loans  in  every  State 
who  are  greatly  Interested  in  the  passage  of  this  bill.  Who 
are  these  people?  They  are  not  the  big  people,  they  are  the 
little  people,  they  are  the  ones  who  have  obtained  an  aver- 
age loan  of  $3,500,  and  they  are  saving  enormous  amounts 
in  interest  charges  and  other  charges.  They  are  saving  on 
an  average  of  $1,600  on  a  $5,000  loan,  compared  with  the 
time  prior  to  1933.  The  average  invested  saving  in  these 
Institutions  is  $700.  So  the  person  who  is  involved  in  this 
legislation,  who  is  being  fought  by  these  big  bankers,  is 
the  fellow  who  has  an  average  saving  of  $700  and  the  fellow 
who  has  an  average  loan  on  his  home  of  $3,500.  In  order  to 
have  an  average  of  $3,500  you  must  have  many  loans  that 
are  only  $1,000  or  $1,500. 

The  big  banks  have  no  right  to  be  against  this  bill.    They 
cannot  justly  oppose  it,  but  they  do,  and  they  are  putting 
up  a  greedy,  selfish  fight.    The  Congress  has  been  too  good 
to  them  already  to  let  them  get  by  with  any  such  thing  as  . 
that,  and  I  hope  for  once  that  Congress  does  not  permit  them 

to  do  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  (Mr.  WolcottI  stated  in 
his  minority  report,  and  I  read  it  for  the  purpose  of 
thoroughly  agreeing  with  him: 

It  has  been  said  that  credit  Is  the  life-blood  of  the  Nation. 
Tt)  allow  any  Individual  to  control  credit  Is  to  place  In  th*t 
person's  hands  powers  which.  If  used  Improperly,  can  result  in 
ecouoQilc  cbaoe.  | 

I  agree  with  the  words  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 
Now,  let  us  see  the  difference  here.  If  you  are  for  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Banking  System,  you  are  for  the  dis-  "'' 
tributlon  and  use  of  credit  all  over  the  Nation.  This  credit 
is  distributed  Into  every  State,  per  capita,  about  the  same. 
Let  us  compare  it  with  the  commercial  banking  system,  the 
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83rstem  that  Is  opposing  this  bill,  although  they  have  no  right 
to  oppose  it. 
Mr.  ARNOLD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Wr.  PATMAN.    I  have  no  time  to  yield.    I  am  sorry,  but 
I  Just  cannot  do  it. 

Over  a  period  of  10  years,  from  1929  to  1939,  the  10  largest 
banks,  and  incidentally  they  are  all  in  one  city,  increased 
their  deposits  90  percent.  That  Is  over  a  period  of  10  years. 
During  that  same  period  of  time,  all  of  the  other  banks 
actually  lost  15  percent  of  their  deposits.  What  is  the  re- 
sult? The  result  Is.  and  I  now  refer  to  15  banks,  instead  of 
10.  all  in  one  city,  that  15  banks  in  New  York  City  have  one- 
third  of  the  banking  deposits  of  the  entire  Nation — startling 
Information.  That  is  what  the  commercial  banking  system 
is  doing.  Let  us  try  to  break  up  this  great  concentration  of 
wealth  and  economic  power  by  encouraging  these  little  home- 
ownership  Institutions,  which  will  cause  the  distribution  of 
money  and  credit.  Over  that  same  period  of  time.  15  banks 
ii^creased  their  deposits  86  percent,  and  300  of  the  largest 
banks  63  percent,  and  all  banks  in  the  Nation  other  than 
these,  including  demand  deposits  and  tune  deposits,  actually 
lost  22  percent  of  their  deposits.  That  means  concentration 
of  money  and  credit.  And  remember  that  these  Institutions 
are  locally  owned.  They  are  owned  by  the  people  in  each 
Individual  community,  and  to  say  that  they  are  going  to 
adopt  and  engage  in  a  Nation-wide  branch  banking  system, 
I  think,  is  absolutely  ridiculous.  This  is  a  good  bill  and  I 
hope  the  rule  will  be  adopted. 

Permission  having  been  granted  to  extend  my  remarks,  the 
following  statement  and  tables  are  inserted: 

The  Pedcral  Hom«  Loan  Bank  System  and  Commekctal  Banks 
The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  was  created'  In  1932  to 
UBlst  Jn  urban  home  Hnanclng.  Urban  home  financing  is  one  of 
three  major  fields  of  Investment  In  this  country,  the  other  two 
being  commercial  banking  and  agricultural  finance.  What  the 
Federal  Reaerve  System  and  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  do 
for  other  fields,  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  does  for 
urban  home  financing. 

In  the  field  of  home- mortgage  finance  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  System  has  added  a  great  national  credit  reservoir.  It  serves 
3.912  home-financing  institutions,  with  aggregate  resources  of 
approximately  •4.763.000.000.  These  member  Institutions  operate 
m  every  State  and  are  helping  to  meet  the  home-financing  needs 
of  almost  every  community  in  the  country. 

Savings  and  loan  associations,  mutual  savings  banks  and  life- 
insurance  companies  comprise  the  membership  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  System  All  of  these  types  of  institutions  have 
for  many  years  been  engaged  in  the  field  of  hom?-mortgage  finance. 
Member  institutions  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  serve 
6  500.000  savers  and  borrowers,  representing  about  one-fourih  of 
the  nonfarm  families  In  the  United  States 

Savings  and  loan  associations,  which  comprise  the  major  mem- 
bership of  the  system,  have  traditionally  served  the  small-home 
owner  This  Is  .^hown  by  the  fact  that  their  average  loan  of 
•2.519  is  considerably  smaller  than  the  average  loan  of  any  other 
Institutional  lender.  Until  recently  savings  and  loan  associations 
were  practically  the  sole  source  of  long-term  amortized  home- 
mortgage  loans.  Because  they  devote  practically  all  their  efforts 
to  home  financing  and  are  specialists  in  this  field,  they  are  weU 
equipped  to  carry  a  major  portion  of  financing  home  ownership 
in  this  country.  Moreover,  they  are  In  a  position  to  give  a  high 
degree  of  personal  service  because  they  are  locally  owned  and 
managed. 

Since  1831.  when  the  first  savings  and  loan  association  was 
eetabllfhed.  these  Institutions  have  traditionally  utilized  almost 
their  entire  resources  In  the  financing  of  small  dwellings,  on  a 
home-ownership  basis.  Mutu.il  savings  banks  and  life-insurance 
companies  have  also  been  active  for  many  years  in  the  mortgage 
field,  although  they  have  not  specialized  in  the  home-mortgage 
lean,  but  have  also  made  a  large  volume  of  loans  on  other  types 
of  property.  As  far  back  as  1914,  the  proportion  of  assets  Invested 
In  real-estate  loans  was  almost  45  percent  for  mutual  savings  banks 
and  35  percent  for  life-insurance  companies.  Mortgage  lending 
has  ihUJ  been  a  traditional  field  for  the  long-term  savings  insti- 
tutions of  the  country  such  as  mutual  savings  banks,  llfe-lnsxir- 
ance  companies,  and  savings  and   loan   associations. 

On  the  other  hand,  mortgage  lending  is  a  new  field  for  com- 
mercial banks  which  have  In  the  past  been  chiefly  concerned  with 
Rhort-term  commercial  loans  and  demand  deposits.  Experience. 
law.  and  common  sense  have  required  that  commercial  banks  keep 
the  largest  part  of  their  assets  In  highly  liquid  loans  and  that 
they  put  only  a  small  proportion  of  their  capital  Into  long-term 
Investments.  It  Is  a  fact,  however,  that  commercial  banks  have 
twen  steadUy  and  determinedly  encroaching   upon  the   mortgage 


field  served   by  mutual   savings   banks,   life-insurance   companies, 
and  savings  and  loan  associations. 

As  I  have  stated,  for  the  long-term  savings  Institutions  of  the 
country,  mortgage  loans  have  long  represented  a  large  portion  of 
total  assets.  On  the  other  hand,  prior  to  1913,  national  banks  had 
only  0.7  percent  of  their  resources  Invested  in  mortgages.  Since 
that  time,  as  shown  by  an  examination  of  the  statutes,  the  powers 
of  national  banks  to  make  mortgage  loans  have  been  progressively 
liberalized,  and  national  banks  have  encroached  more  and  more  In 
the  mortgage-lending  field. 

Prior  to  1913  national  banks  were  not  allowed  to  make  any 
mortgage  loans,  although  they  were  permitted  to  take  mortgages 
In  satisfaction  of  prior  indebtedness.  However,  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act  in  that  year  permitted  national  banks  outside  of  central  Reserve 
cities  to  make  farm-mortgage  loans  for  terms  up  to  5  years  and  up 
to  50  percent  of  appraised  value.  Then.  In  1916,  national  banks 
were  first  allowed  to  make  urban  real  estate  leans.  Of  course.  It 
was  intended  that  these  loan^  would  be  only  short-term  loans,  not 
exceeding  1  year,  and  that  they  would  not  be  competitive  with  the 
lon?-term  loans  made  by  savings  and  loan  associations.  But.  in 
1927.  to  prevent  national  banks  from  withdrawing  from  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  another  concession  was  made,  and  they  were  al- 
lowed to  make  loans  up  to  5  years  on  nonfarm  property.  Since 
June  1934  national  banks  have  been  permitted  to  make  long-term, 
amortlzed-mortgage  loans. 

The  statutes  have  likewise  been  amended  to  Increase  the  aggre- 
gate Eunount  which  national  banks  could  lend  on  the  security  of 
real  estate.  As  a  result  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  of  1913  the 
maximum  amount  of  real-estate  loans  was  set  at  25  percent  of 
capital  and  surplus,  or  one-third  of  time  deposits.  In  1927.  1934, 
and  1935  the  aggregate  amount  which  could  be  loaned  was  succes- 
sively increased.  At  the  present  time  the  statutes  permit  national 
banks  to  Invest  in  real-estate  loans  up  to  60  percent  of  time  and 
savings  deposits,  or  an  amount  equal  to  the  paid-in  and  imlmpaired 
capital,  whichever  Is  greater. 

Now.  what  was  the  result  of  these  changes  In  law  which  per- 
mitted national  banks  to  put  more  and  more  of  their  assets  in 
real-estate  loans?  On  June  4.  1913.  the  total  real-estate  loans  of 
national  banks  amounted  to  approximately  •77.000.000.  By  1916 
these  loans  aggregated  approximately  •151.000.000.  By  1927  the 
total  had  Jumped  to  •1.063.000,000.  By  1934.  notwithstanding  the 
depression,  national  banks  had  •1.330,000.000  invested  in  real -estate 
loans  and  by  the  end  of  1939  the  total  had  risen  to  •1.910,000,000. 

In  1913  national  banks  had  orUy  0.7  percent  of  their  total  re- 
sovirces  invested  in  real-estate  loans.  By  the  end  of  last  year,  this 
ratio  had  Jumped  to  5.4  percent.  In  other  words,  during  this  period 
the  proportion  of  their  resources  Invested  In  real-estate  loans  had 
lncrea.sed  seven  and  one-half  times. 

All  these  Irrefutable  facts  demonstrate  that  the  commercial  banks 
have  to  an  Increasing  degree  encroached  upon  the  field  of  savings 
and  loan  associations  and  other  long-term  savings  institutions.  On 
the  other  hand,  no  one  can  say  that  savings  and  lean  associations 
are  attempting  to  invade  the  field  of  commercial  banking.  The 
purpose  of  this  bill  is  not  to  create  a  third  banking  system  but 
merely  to  implement  the  work  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
System,  which  is  doing  such  an  excellent  Job  in  serving  as  a  credit 
reservoir  for  long-term  savings  institutions. 

REGARDING    SIXmON    8 

Much  ado  has  been  made  of  the  provisions  in  section  8  of  this 
blU.  dealing  with  the  powers  of  Federal  savings  and  loan  associa- 
tions, and  the  question  deserves  some  specific  discussion  There 
are  approximately  1.400  of  these  Federal  associations  operating  in 
the  country  today.  Approximately  half  of  these  are  newly  organ- 
ized associations,  organized  In  territories  which  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board  has  determined  were  not  adequately  served.  The 
others  are  converted  from  State-chartered  associations,  because  the 
owners  of  the  associations  thought  they  cculd  do  a  better  com- 
munity job  under  Federal  charter.  These  1.400  Federal  associations 
are  securing  a  steady  flow  of  new  private  savings  In  local  ccmmunl- 
tles  and  are  lending  about  •30.000.000  a  month  on  homes,  a  large 
part  of  which  is  to  build  new  homes  Their  average  loan  Is  per- 
haps not  more  than  »3.500.  and  this  means  that  they  are  making  a 
great  many  loans  of  •I. 000  and  •I. 500  on  humble  homes.  This 
program  has.  for  the  first  time,  provided  in  many  communities  a 
sound  thrift  system  which  is  actually  doing  a  good  job  of  financing 
small  homes.  In  many  other  communities  the  converted  associa- 
tions have  Improved  conditions. 

The  minority  report  on  the  bill  refers  to  branch  banking  to 
monetizing  mortgages,  and  to  a  third  banking  system  but  there  U 
nothing  In  the  legislation  on  any  of  th^se  three  subjects. 

These  associations  are  Just  as  much  local  private  enterprises  as 
are  our  local  national  banks  They  are  locally  owned  operated 
managed,  and  directed,  accumulating  local  savings  and  lending 
the  same  on  local  homes.  The  Federal  Government  simply  pro- 
vides a  uniform  Federal  charter  and  Federal  examination  and 
supervision  to  protect  the  public.  The  original  statute  esUbllshed 
extreme  limitations,  permitting  these  associations  In  effect  to  loan 
only  upon  homes  and  Invest  in  Government  bonds,  except  that  15 
percent  might  be  loaned  on  other  Improved  property  Section  8 
would  permit  an  additional  15  percent  to  be  loaned  on  small  apart- 
ment houses  and  would  slightly  liberalize  the  investment  provision 
These  assoclaUons  wlU  still  be  much  more  restricted  In  their  opera- 
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tlon  than  are  oar  local  State  btilldlng  and  loan   associations  In 
most  of  the  States. 

No  one  thing  has  been  done  by  the  Ooremment  which  has  made 
a  greater  contribution  to  home  building  than  the  establishment  of 
the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System.  It  Is  reaching  Into  the  small 
cities  and  towns,  as  well  as  Into  the  big  cities,  and  providing  a 


thrift  program  and  liberal  home  financing  on  a  local  private  basis 
without  any  expense  to  the  Government.  The  only  criticism  of 
this  effort  to  Improve  these  associations  has  come  from  a  few 
bankers  and  their  representatives  who  object  to  what  the  com- 
mittee believes  Is  wholesome  and  helpful  private  competition  in 
the  public  Interest. 


Summary  table  of  number  of  associations,  total  members/iip,  and  total  assets  of  savings,  building  and  loan  associations,  by  States, 

1933^ 
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• 

Bute 

Federal 

Total 

Incroa<io(+) 

or  dem-a.'* 

(-)  o(  total 

over  1937 

State 

Federal 

Total 

Increa*>  (+) 

or  decTww« 

(-)  of  total 

over  1937 

Alabama. _ 

Arizona « 

Arkansas . 

California ♦ 

Colorado    ,^ 

C(>nriccfi«nit ♦ 

23 

1 
» 

115 
» 
35 
43 
» 
40 
» 
S 

592 

191 
•5 

120 

122 

82 

38 

'TOO 

185 
hS 
4S 
25 

183 

90 

57 

4 

38 

1.327 

14 

216 

1«3 
IT 

•M 
36 
U 

8 
43 
14 
14 
•2 
IS 
12 

m 

M 
43 

171 
6 
8 

14 

2 

33 

75 

23 

15 

1 

2 

48 

43 

0 

98 

68 

31 

>4 

51 

12 

5 

31 

as 

27 
30 
21 
37 
2 
15 

S7 

8 

42 

190 

56 

50 

44 

28 

88 

08 

14 

690 

2W 

90 

144 

173 

74 

41 
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78 
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22 
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22 
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23 
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9 

73 

18 

53 

184 
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14 
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70 

64 
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14 

9 

1 
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71 
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498,.H1K'.>»8 

34.180,833 

8,800.309 

3.171.677 

2,689.938 
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3.233,255 
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Montana *. 

Nebraska        , 

-♦-10.622.432 

-♦-631.344 

-754.212 

-.MO.  905 

-4,084.254 

+2.  434 

New  Hampshira 

New  Jenoey ..._ 

New  Mexico ....I' ... 

2 

ft,  581 

i.'682" 

205.  2.^9 

13.076 

2.796 

283,968 

46,  222 

18.112 

46,342 

700 

18,968 

2,. '37 

29,668 

53.306 

10,701 

1,828 

17.076 

94.022 

15.463 

13,600 

2,559 

1.702 

169 

C  417, 844 

i,"634,'853 

138. 572.  753 

10.674.641 

1,981.196 

180.9.M.633 

42, 896.  404 

12.356,799 

34, 767.  .134 

616.038 

14, 090,  420 

1, 619.  131 

21,  .17Z  108 

39,  708,  239 

6, 624. 067 

l,8f»,703 

16.146.812 

38.  458, 340 

13.709.147 

11.023.426 

2, 450, 013 

1, 828.  377 

139.305 

+1.146. 538 
-lOCi.401.361 

8 

64 

16 

6 

113 

33 

22 

71 

1 

30 

4 

39 

92 

« 

2 

21 

3fi 

21 

27 

9 

1 

1 

-♦-582.325 

New  York _ 

North  CaroliBa_     

+  18.091.216 
-1-10,  419.  7V« 

North  Dakota 

+3r-i,  2.13 

Ohio 

-4,  447.  4.14 

n^lfthnnn              I    . 

+1,733.764 

Oreffon .» 

Penn.<vlvanla , 

Rhode  L«land 

-♦-2.190,371 

-63.579,454 

-1.311,269 

South  Carolina... . 

-♦-3.  590,  4.10 

South  Dakota... 

+211.122 

Tennessee 

Texas . 

+4. 675.  288 
-♦-7.646.284 

UUh       - 

-i-tMl^-2 

Vmnont.......L.... ....... 

+38.1.  942 

Vlrpinia I 

+3. 370.  C47 

Washinfcton...... ..... 

V\>st  Virginia, .,^.. ........ . 

-♦-6. 558,  408 
+374,  383 

Wisconsin ^... 

Wyoming „ .... 

Hawnii 

Alaska 

—6.318,429 

+301084 

+1  295,  882 

-♦-43,330 

Total _ 

7.  683 

1.368 

8,951 

M«7,504 

1,661,663 

6, 829,  167 

+596,148 

4,  318.  357,  238 

1.311,207,631 

5, 629,  564,  860 

-81003,541 

I  Estimated. 

Bouroe:  Secretary-treasurer's  report,  1939,  United  SUtes  Savings  and  Loan  Leagtie. 

Deposits    in    commercial    banks    in    the    United    States,    excluding 

possessions* 
(In  millions  of  dollars] 


Total  deixjsiis; 

Dec.  31,  1919 

Dee.  81,  1*S§ .. 

Dec.  31.  1«7 

Dec. 31,  1020 

Chantce  (Tom  Dec.  31,  1929,  to 

Dec.  31,  1900  (peroent) 

Demaad  daposttR 

Dec.  31.  1930 

Dec.  81, 1038 

Dec.  31,  1037. 

Dec.  31    1929     

Cbanre'from  Dec.'ii,  I02B.  to 
Dec.  81, 1039  (percent) 


AQ  oora- 
mereial 


67,403 
61.170 
48,475 
51.205 

+11 

41,064 

85,941 
88.190 
81.636 

+33 


mo 
lanrrst 
com- 
mercial 
banks 


38,960 
3.1.  .197 
31.231 
27,518 

+42 

81,787 
26,601 
24.  183 
19,522 

+« 


Other 
com- 
mercial 
banks 


18,543 
17,573 
17.i44 
33,687 

-22 

10,177 
0,340 
9,016 

12  013 

-16 


Percent  of  total 
bcWby— 


300 

larpest 
banks 


68 
66 
64 
54 


n 

74 
78 
63 


Other 
banks 


32 
84 

96 
46 


34 

26 
27 
88 


«  Deposit-i  of  nonlnsured  hanks  In  1939,  1988,  and  1937,  and  of  banks  not  members 
at  the  Federal  Keserve  System  in  1929.  partly  estimat«l. 


Deposits  in  the  300  largest  commercial  banks  in  the  United  States. 

excluding  possessions 

[In  miUk>ns  of  di'Uar*) 


Total  deposits: 

Dec.  31,  1939 

I>ec.  31,  1938- 

Dec  31.  1937 

Dec.  31. 1929 

Chanite  from  Dec.  31.  1929, 

to  Dec.  31,  1939  (jicroent). 
Demand  depositr  * 

Dec.  31,  19N 

Dec.  31,  1988 

Dec.  31,  1937 _ 

Dec.  31,  1929 

Chance  from  Dec.  31,  1929, 

to  Dec.  31,  1939  (percent). 


H) 
lancest 
banks 


14.375 

II.  874 

10,788 

8,400 

+71 

11706 

M.234 

8.913 

6,671 

+90 


15 
largest 
bonks 


17.595 
14.654 
13.  327 
10,552 

+67 

IS,  812 
11665 
11,322 

8.488 

+86 


11 
largest 
banks 


21.635 

18.  176 
16,676 
13,667 

+60 

18.787 
15.302 
13.841 
10,600 

+77 


100 
largest 
banks 


31.601 
27.072 
24,992 
21.606 

+47 

96,493 
21017 
19.840 
16^616 

+70 


200 
larjcest 
banks 


36.  .162 

Stan 

28,909 
25,244 

+44 

30,071 
A  029 
21718 
18,179 

+65 


300 
largest 
banlu 


88,  MO 
83.907 

81.231 
27,  &1S 

+4* 

81,787 
26.601 
24,188 
19.623 

+« 


>  Demand  deposits  of  nonlnsured  banks  In  1939,  1938,  and  1037,  and  of  banks  not 
members  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  In  1929  are  partly  estimated. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation,  Division  of   Research  and  Statistlcj^ 
Mar.  22,  1940. 
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May  31 


Tot<il  drposiU  of  the  15  largest  commercial  banks  in  New  York  City 
and  of  all  commercial  banks  in  the  United  States  and  possessions. 
June  1909.  1914.  1919.  1924.  1929.  1934.  and  1939.  and  December 
30.  1939 

[Amounts  io  thousands  of  dollars] 


Jane  30- 

I.Anre9t  hanks 

in  New  York 

City 

(15  hmnks) 

All  commer- 
cial h«nks  in 
Unitf«l  States 
and  posses- 
sions 

natioof 

column  1 

to  column  2 

Number  of 
all  commw- 
cial  banks 
in  United 
States  and 
possessions 

1000 
Total  deposits 

1914 
Total  depodU 

« 1.678. 032 
1,995,488 
4,490,114 
S,  107,  Ma 

13.326.637 
17.  295.  529 
S2, 714. 147 
40.883.442 

Pneent 
11.84 

11.54 

13.73 

1Z49 

20,385 
25.067 
27.484 
28.175 

1919 
Total  dej-owts 

1934 
Total  depoalu 

1939 
Total  deiK«its . 

«.W1, 103 

48.795.779 

14.08 

24  328 

Demaad 

6.958,889 
90%  414 

28.960.468 
19.835.311 

30.58 
4.55 

Time 

1934 
Total  deposits..        . 

7.«M»2.831 

36.477.221 

21.91 

15  080 

Demaad 

7,  316.  523 
678,309 

23.786.317 
IZ  600. 904 

30.76 
5.33 

Xia» 

1999 
Total  deposits 

13,  fins.  198 

83.478.124 

3S.58 

14.530 

Demand 

11,9S0,«W 
627.  JJtt 

37,  8SS,  1.12 
I5.5W).'JU2 

31.63 
4.02 

Time 

1939  (Dec.  30) 
Total  deposlU 

13.  ra.  387 

57.  291. 297 

23.96 

14,483 

D<>mftnd 

Time 

13.  Ofi4,  .VW 
ti0U,798 

41.  MO.  *X 
15,  760,  M7 

31.46 
119 



'  As  of  November  1909.  the  only  date  in  tbe  year  for  which  Individual  bank  figures 
•re  available. 

Note.—  Demsitid  and  time  d<>po(iits  not  available  for  years  listed  above  prior  to  1929. 
Prepared  by  Comptrf>llt'r  of  Currency. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question  on 
the  resolution. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Allew  of  Dlinois)  there  were — ayes  51.  noes  115. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  205.  nays 
133,  answered  "present"  1,  not  voting  91.  as  follows: 


|RoU 

No.   137] 

YEAS— 205 

Allen.  La. 

Carlson 

Cummlngs 

Ford.  Miss. 

Andersen.  H.  CSmI  Cartwrl«ht 

D'Alesandro 

Ford.  Thomas  F 

Anderson.  CallX. 

Caae.  8  Dak. 

Darden.  Va. 

Fries 

Andrrson.  Mo. 

Casey.  Maaa. 

Davis 

Pulmer 

Angell 

Chapman 

Dempeey 

Garrett 

BardFU.  N.  O. 

Oark 

DeRouen 

Gathlngs 

Barry 

Cochran 

Dlngell 

Geyer.  CallX. 

Batew.  Kjr. 

Cofffe,  Nebr. 

Dlrksen 

Goodwin 

Beckwortii 

Coffee.  Waah. 

Dlaney 

Gore 

Bland 

Cole.  B£d. 

Doxey 

Ooaeett 

Bloom 

Collins 

Dunn 

Green 

Botand 

Colmer 

Durham 

Gregory 

Boren 

Connery 

Eberharter 

Griffith 

Boykln 

Cooley 

Edelsteln 

G»Tnne 

Brown.  Ga. 

Cooper 

EdmLston 

Hare 

Bryson 

Courtney 

Elliott 

Havenner 

Bxjck 

Cox 

Ellts 

Healey 

BiK-kler.  Minn. 

Cravena 

Evans 

Hendricks 

Buiw'.ntle 

Crawtonl 

Pay 

Hennlnga 

Burdick 

Creal 

Fergvison 

Hill 

Bxirgln 

Crofiser 

Pttzpatrlck 

Hobbs 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Crowe 

Flannagan 

Hope 

Cannon.  Mo. 

CuUen 

Flannery 

Horton 

Houston 

McArdle 

Patton 

Smith.  Conn. 

Hunter 

McCormack 

Pearson 

Smith.  Wash. 

JacotMen 

McGehee 

Peterson,  Fla. 

Snyder 

Jarrett 

McOranery 

Peterson.  Ga. 

South 

Johnson .  Luther  A  JylcKeougtx 

PfeUer 

Spence 

Johnson.  Lyndon  McLaughlin 

Pierce 

Steagall 

Johnson.  Okla. 

McMillan.  Clara 

Poage 

Stefan 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

McMillan.  John  L.  Polk 

Sutphin 

Kee 

Maclejewskl 

Powers 

Sweet 

Keefe 

MagnuAon 

Rabaut 

Tarver 

Kefauver 

Mahon 

Ramspeck 

Taylor 

Kelly 

Maloney 

Rankin 

Tenerowica 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Marcantonlo 

Raybum 

Terry 

Keogli 

Martin.  Iowa 

Richards 

Thill 

Kerr 

Massingale 

Robinson.  Utah 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Kllday 

May 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Tbomason 

Klrwan 

Mills.  ArV. 

Romjue 

Tolan 

Kitchens 

Mills.  La. 

Ryan 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Kleberg 

Monroney 

Sacks 

VoorhU.  Calif. 

Kocialkowskl 

Mouton 

Sandager 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Kramer 

Murdock.  Aria. 

Sasscer 

Wallgren 

Kunkel 

Murdock.  Utah 

Schaf er.  Wis. 

Warren 

Land  is 

Nelson 

Schulte 

Weaver 

Lanham 

NorreU 

Scrugham 

Welch 

Larrabee 

Norton 

Secrest 

Williams.  Mo. 

Lea 

O'Connor 

Shannon 

Woodrtim.  Va. 

Lea\-y 

O'Day 

Sheppard 

Ludlow 

ONeal 

Shanley 

McAndrews 

Patman 

Sheridan 

NATS— 133 

Allen.  HI. 

Fernandez 

Kean 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Allen.  Pa. 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Keller 

Rogers.  Masa. 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Gamble 

Klnzer 

Routznhn 

Andrews 

Gartner 

Knutson 

Rutherford 

Arends 

Gear  hart 

LeCompte 

Satterfleld 

Arnold 

Gehrmann 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Schlffler 

Barnes 

Gerlach 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Seccomba 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Gifford 

Luce 

Seger 

Bates.  Mass. 

Gilchrist 

McDowell 

Short 

Bell 

GUlle 

McGregor 

Simpson 

Bender 

Graham 

McLean 

Smith.  Ohio 

Blackney 

Grant.  Ind. 

McLeod 

Smith.  Va. 

Bolton 

Gross 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Byrns.  Tenn. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Marshall 

Springer 

Carter 

Halleck 

Martin.  HI. 

Steams.  N.  H. 

Chiperfleld 

Hancock 

Martin.  Mass. 

Sumner,  lU. 

Church 

Harness 

Taber 

Clason 

Harrington 

Mlchener 

Talle 

Clevenger 

Harter,  N.  T. 

MlUer 

Tinkham 

Cole.  N.  T. 

Hartley 

Monklewlcz 

Treadway 

Corbett 

Hawks 

Mbtt 

Van  Zandt 

Costello 

Hess 

Murray 

Wadsworth 

Crowther 

Hoffman 

O'Brien 

Ward 

Culkln 

Holmes 

Oliver 

Wheat 

Curtis 

Hook 

Parsons 

WlUiams.  DeL 

Dttter 

Hull 

Pittenger 

Winter 

Etondero 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Plumley 

Wolcott 

Drewry 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Dworahak 

Jennings 

Reed.  111. 

Wolverton.  N.  J 

Eaton 

Jensen 

Reed.  N.  Y. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Elston 

Johnson,  ni. 

Rees.  Kans. 

Engel 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Rich 

Englebright 

Jones.  Ohio 

Robertson 

^ 

Faddis 

Jonkman 

Robslon.  Ky. 

^^ 

ANSWERED  PUSSENT     1 

.  ■• 

Mundt 

■ 

NOT  VariNG— 01 

Alexander 

Dies 

Kllbum 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Austin 

Dough  ton 

Lambertson 

Smith,  ni. 

Ball 

Douglas 

Lemke 

Somers.  N.  Y. 

Beam 

Dimcan 

Lesinaki 

Sparkman 

Boehne 

Fen  ton 

Lynch 

Stames.  Ala. 

BoUes 

Pish 

Man.<;fleld 

Sullivan 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Flaherty 

Merrltt 

Sumners.  Te«. 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Folger 

Mitchell 

Sweeney 

Brewster 

Gavagan 

Moser 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Brooks 

Gibbs 

Myers 

Thorkelson 

Brown.  Ohio 

Grant.  .Ma. 

NlchoU 

Tlbbott 

Buckley.  N.  T. 

Guyer.  Kans. 

OXeary 

Vinson.  Ga. 

Burch 

Hall.  Edwm  A. 

Osmers 

Vreeland 

Byrne.  N.  T. 

Hart 

OToole 

Walter 

Byron 

Harter.  Ohio 

Pace 

West 

CaldweU 

Hlnahaw 

Patrick 

Whelcbel 

Camp 

Izac 

Randolph 

White.  Idaho 

Celler 

Jarman 

Risk 

White.  Ohio 

aaypool 

Jeffries 

RockefcUer 

Whittington 

Cluett 

Johns 

8a bath 

Wigglesworth 

Darrow 

Jones.  Tex. 

SchaeTer.  IlL 

Wood 

Delaney 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Schueta 

Dlcksteln 

Kennedy.  Michael  Schwert 
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So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Mundt  (for)  with  Mr.  Johns  (against) . 
Mr.  Stames  of  Alabama  (for)  with  Mr.  Wlgglesworth  (agalnrt). 
Mr.  Claypool  (for)  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey   (against). 
Mr.  Schueu  (for)   with  Mr.  Ball   (against). 


Mr.  Blerritt  (for)  with  Mr.  Vreeland  (against). 
Mr.  OXeary  (for)  with  Mr.  Douglas  (against). 
Mr.  Randolph  (for)  with  Mr.  Austin  (against). 
Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia  (for)   with  Mr.  Brown  of  Ohk>  (against). 
Mr.  BoUes  (for)   with  Mr    Edwin  A.  Hall    (against). 
~lCr.  Oaragan  (for)  with  Mr.  Kllbum  (against). 
Mr.  SulllTan  (for)  with  Mr.  Rockefeller  (against). 
Mr.  Martin  J.  Kennedy   (for)   with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio  (agalnct). 
Mr    Delaney  (for)   with  Mr.  Jeffries   (against). 
Mr   Somers  of  New  York  (for)  with  Mr.  Cluett  (against). 
Mr.  Michael  J.  Kennedy  (for)  with  Mr.  Bisk  (against). 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Burch  with  Mr.  Lambertson. 
Mr.  Doughton  with  Mr.  Fish. 
Mr.  CTamp  with  Mr.  Alexander. 
Mr.  Folger  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Michigan- 
Mr.  Grant  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Tlbbott. 
Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  Brewster. 
Mr.  Whittington  with  Mr.  Thorkelson. 
Mr.  West  with  Mr   Osmers. 
Mr.  Sparkman  with  Mr.  Fenton. 
Mr.  Pace  with  Mr.  Guyer  of  Kansas. 
Mr.  Mansfield  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Mtrhlgan. 
Mr.  Beam  with  Mr.  Lemke. 
Mr.  Lvnch  with  Mr    Hinshaw. 
Mr.  Wood  with  Mr    EMurow. 
Mr.  Patrick  with  Mr.  Boehne. 
Mr.  Dlcksteln  with  Mr.  Nichols. 
Mr.  Dies  with  Mr   Hart. 
Mr.  Zimmerman  with  Ui.  Sweeney. 
Mr.  Flaherty  with  Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Duncan  with  Mr.  Jones  of  Texas. 
Mr.  Whelchel  with  Mr.  Harter  of  Ohio. 
Mr.  Sumners  of  Texas  with  Mr.  Walter. 
Mr.  OTToole  with  Mr.  Sabath. 

Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Schaefer  of  lUlnola. 
Mr.  Schwert  With  Mr.  Brooks. 
Mr.  Leslnskl  with  Mr.  Caldwell. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  this  vote  I  voted  "aye."  1 
have  a  pair  with  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  Johns, 
who.  if  present,  would  have  voted  "no."  I  therefore  withdraw 
my  vote  of  "aye"  and  vote  "present." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

NAVAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,   1941 

Mr.  S<rRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  until  midnight  tonight  to  file  a  conference  report 
on  the  bill  H.  R.  8438.  the  naval  appropriation  bill  for  1941. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  by  inserting  a 
speech  delivered  by  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  YoungdahlI. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

HOT     SPRINGS     DIVISION     OF     WESTERN     JUDICIAL     DISTRICT     OF 

ARKANSAS 

Mr.  Mclaughlin.  Mr.  speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  take  from  the  Speaker's  Uble  the  bUl  (H.  R.  7811)  to 
establish  the  Hot  Springs  division  of  the  western  Judicial 
district  of  Arkansas,  with  Senate  amendmenU,  and  agree  to 
the  Senate  amendments. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  any  controversy  over  the  bill? 

Mr.  McLaughlin.    There  is  no  controversy,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerit  will  report  the  Senate  amend- 
ments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  a.  hne  16.  strike  out  "Orant." 

Page  2.  line  25.  after  "October".  Insert  "and  for  tbe  Hot  Sprlngi 
dlTUlon  at  Hot  Springs  on  the  third  Mondays  In  March  and  Sep- 
tember." 

Pag*  3.  line  1.  after  "Fayettevllle",  Insert  "and  Hot  i^rlnga." 

Page  3.  line  fl.  after  "bulkUng",  Insert  "or  addition  or  annex 

thereto."  ^  .     .   ^. 

Pa^e  3  line  7.  strike  out  aU  after  "In"  down  to  and  Incltidlng 
••States"  In  line  11  and  Insert  *Tayetteville  or  Hot  Springs:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  the  referee  In  bankruptcy  of  the  western  divi- 
sion of  the  eastern  district  may  Ise  appointed  by  the  Judge  of  the 
western  district  as  referee  in  bankruptcy  teg  tbe  division  herein 
created  at  Hot  Springs." 


Page  3,  line  14.  strike  out  "and." 
"  Page  3,  line  14,  after  "Harrison",  insert  ".  and  Hot  brings." 
Page  4.  line  4.  after  "Faulkner".  Insert  "Grant." 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  understand  that  all  this  does  is  to 
provide  a  referee  in  bankruptcy  for  Hot  Springs,  Ark.? 

Mr.  Mclaughlin.  That  is  correct.  In  addition,  it  pro- 
Tides  for  a  clerk  at  Hot  Springs. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  In  view  of  the  way  we 
are  spending  money,  I  guess  this  is  a  national-defense 
measure. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  ol  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Tlie  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

BLXTE   RIDGE   PARKWAY   ACROSS   CHEROKEE '  RESERVATION   IN   NORTH 

CAROLINA 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6668)  to  grant 
the  State  of  North  Caxolina  a  right-of-way  for  the  Blue 
Ridge  Parkway  across  the  Cherokee  Indian  Reservation  in 
North  Carolina,  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  just  compen- 
sation for  said  right-of-way,  and  for  other  purposes,  with 
Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  any  controversy  over  this  bill? 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  No,  Mr.  Speaker;  both  the  majority  and 
minority  members  of  the  committee  are  in  agreement. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object.  I  understand  this  does  not  inflict  any 
penalty  upon  the  Indians. 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Not  at  all.  It  Is  a  concession  and  a  pro- 
tection for  the  Indian  tribe. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  what  right  has  the  gentleman's  committee  got 
to  consider  legislation  giving  right-of-way  across  Indian  res- 
ervations? It  seems  to  me  this  is  a  matter  which  would  come 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  For  the  reason  that  we  are  dealing  with  a 
public  domain — this  land  belongs  to  the  United  States — it 
came  to  our  committee.  In  order  to  get  a  right-of-way  to 
the  reservation  we  had  to  give  them  certain  concessions. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  As  a  member  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Indian  Affairs  of  the  House,  may  I  ask  If  the  Indians 
who  are  on  the  reservation  approve  of  these  amendments? 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Yes;  the  Indians  approve  of  them,  and  all 
departments  involved  approve  of  them. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  the  Indians  approve  of 
them.  I  shall  not  object;  but  I  suggest  that  further  bills  such 
as  this  should  be  referred  to  the  right  committee. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  Senate  amend- 
ments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert:  "That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  and  directed  to  convey  to  the 
State  of  North  Carolina  for  use  as  a  right-of-way  in  connection  with 
the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina  all  right, 
title,  and  interest  of  the  United  States  and  the  Eastern  Band  of 
Cherokee  Indians  In  such  land  and  the  timber  thereon,  to  be  deter- 
mined as  hereinafter  provided,  within  the  Cherokee  Indian  Reser- 
vation in  the  State  of  North  Carolina  as  may  be  necessary  for  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  such  parkway  over  the  following 
covtfse:  Beginning  at  a  j)olnt  in  State  Highway  No  293  near 
Booo  0«p  and  extending  to  a  Jimction  with  State  Highway  No.  107. 
near  the  mouth  of  the  Ravens  Pork  of  the  Oconoluftee  River  by 
way  of  the  following  approximate  controls:  Leaving  Soco  Gap  and 
following  the  east  and  northerly  slopes  of  Soco  and  Bunches  Bald 
ridge  and  crossing  through  Docks  Gap  to  the  south  and  west  side  of 
Soco  and  Bunches  Bald;  thence  crossing  Llckstone  Rtdge  and 
entering  Bimches  Gap  from  the  south;  thence  from  Bunches  Gap, 
following  the  south  slopes  of  the  main  ridge,  crossing  Jenkins 
Divide  ridge  and  entering  Big  Witch  Gap  from  the  southeast:  thence 
leaving  Big  Witch  Gap  In  a  northwesterly  direction  and  keeping  on 
the  northerly  and  westerly  slopes  of  the  main  ridge,  but  crossing 
the  various  spur  ridges  circling  around  the  heads  of  Mingo  Creek 
and  SherrUls  Cove,  and  arotind  the  north  end  of  the  ridge  lying  im- 
mediately  northeast   of    tbe  Bavensfofd   Mill   site,   croailng   the 
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Oconolvift«e  River  to  the  jiinction  with  State  Highway  No.  107.  pre- 
viously referred  to.  and  In  addition,  starting  In  a  northeasterly 
direction  frocn  Bunches  Gap  passing  about  one-half  mile  north 
of  Soco  Bald:  thence  turning  north  and  intersecting  the  boundary 
between  the  Qualla  Indian  Reservation  and  the  Great  Smoky 
lirwmf  Im  ItTlfnnl  Park  at  a  point  approximately  1  mile  north- 
caat  ct  Wunciif  Gap. 

•^■c  3.  Before  making  such  conveyance,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  aball  have  the  lands  along  such  course  surveyed  and  shall 
determine  the- exact  location  and  boundaries  of  ths  land  to  be 
conveyed  for  lAe  as  such  right-of-way.  which  shall  not  exceed  125 
acres  per  mile.  The  deed  of  conveyance  for  such  land  shall  contain 
an  accurate  description  of  the  location  and  boundaries  of  such 
land  in  order  that  the  interests  of  the  United  States  and  the  Eastern 
Band  of  Cherokee  Indians  may  be  proi}erly  protected. 

"Owe.  3.  In  consideration  of  conveyance,  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  shall  pay  to  the  United  States  the  sum  of  $40,000.  or  $30 
F)er  acre,  for  the  lands  embraced  In  the  right-of-way  described  in 
section  1.  whichever  sum  is  the  largest,  which  shall  be  deposited 
in  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  Eastern  Band  of  Cherokee  In- 
dians and  held  in  trust  by  the  United  States  for  the  Eastern  Band 
of  Cherokee  Indians  It  is  understood  and  agreed  that  the  State 
of  North  Carolina  shall  build  without  further  payment  for  right-of- 
way,  and  without  expense  to  the  United  States  or  the  Cherokee 
Indians,  a  suitable  State  highway  between  Soco  Gap  and  Cherokee 
Village,  subject  to  the  same  laws,  rules,  and  resulatlons  applicable 
to  all  State  highways  of  North  Carolina. 

"Sbc  4.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  ia  hereby  authorized.  In  his 
discretion,  to  grant  to  the  Eastern  Band  of  Cherokee  Indians  the 
beneficial  Interest  in  any  lands  selected  by  the  council  of  said 
band  within  the  Boundary  Tree  tract,  containing  approximately 
884  acres;  and  the  said  Secretary  is  hereby  directed  to  exclude  from 
the  Great  Smoky  Mountains  National  Park  any  lands  so  selected 
and  granted  Prior  to  the  consummation  of  any  such  grant,  pay- 
ment .shall  be  made  for  all  lands  included  therein  by  the  transfer 
of  a  sum  equal  to  the  fair  market  value  of  such  lands,  as  deter- 
mined by  the  S?cretary  of  the  Interior,  from  any  funds  in  the 
United  States  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  said  band,  including  funds 
made  available  under  section  3  hereof,  to  the  credit  of  the  fund 
'National  Park  Service,  donations.'  which  transfer  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  to  make  upon  request  by  the 
council  of  said  band  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
Funds  .so  transferred  shall  be  available  for  national  park  and  monu- 
ment uses.  Including  the  acquisition  of  lands  for  incltision  in  the 
Great  Smoky  Mountains  National  Park.  All  lands  purchased  or 
otherwl.se  acquired  for  the  Eastern  Band  of  Cherokee  Indians  under 
authority  contained  in  this  act  shall  constitute  a  part  of  the  Chero- 
kee Indian  Reservation  in  North  Carolina,  shall  be  held  by  the 
United  States  In  trust  for  said  band,  and  shall  be  nontaxable,  non- 
allenable  to  the  same  extent  as  other  lands  within  said  reservation." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
-  of  the  Interior  to  convey  to  the  State  of  North  Carolina  for  use  in 
connection  with  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  certain  land  within  the 
Cherokee  Indian  Reservation  In  the  State  of  North  Carolina." 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EX'rENSION  OF  REM.ARKS 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record 
and  to  include  therein  an  editorial  appearing  in  the  Rich- 
mond Tlmes-Dlspatch  and  copy  of  my  reply  thereto. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Smith]? 
^^^Therc  was  no  objection. 

AlRRUiENT  or  THE  FEDERAL  HOME  LOAM  BANK  ACT.  HOME  OWNERS' 
LOAM  ACT  or    1933.   TITLE  IV   OF  THE  NATIONAL   HOUSING   ACT 

Mr.  STEAGAT.I.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6971)  to  amend  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act,  Home 
Owners'  Loan  Act  of  1933.  title  IV  of  the  National  Housing 
Act.  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6971)  with  Mr.  Cole  of  Maryland 
in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  first  reading  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  STEAGAT.I.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  15  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  (Mr.  WilllamsI. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  share 
the  behef  expressed  here  by  some  Members  that  this  is  such 
a  far-reaching  and  dangerous  bill.  As  is  usually  the  case, 
especially  when  there  are  bankers  involved,  there  is  a  very 
large  element  of  selfishness.    The  American  Bankers'  Associ-  ] 


ation  and  the  big  bankers  of  this  country  have  declared 
against  this  bill.  They  express  the  fear  that  the  building  and 
loan  associations  are  about  to  encroach  upon  their  territory 
and  they  are  afraid  that  some  business  will  be  taken  away 
from  them  by  reason  of  the  adoption  of  this  measure.  They 
have  gone  so  far  as  to  say  that  this  bill  attempts  to  establish 
a  third  Nation-wide  banking  system.  I  cannot  imagine  where 
they  got  that  idea.  There  is  not  a  word  in  this  bill,  there  is 
not  anything  which  can  be  drawn  from  this  bill,  that  would 
even  intimate  the  establishment  of  another  banking  system. 

I  want  to  discuss  just  for  a  minute  or  so  our  present  banking 
system  and  show  you  what  this  bill  does.  We  already  have 
two  banking  systems  in  this  country  and  this  bill  simply 
amends  some  of  the  laws  that  apply  to  one  of  those  systems, 
and  that  is  all  it  does. 

Back  in  1913  when  the  national  banking  system  had  broken 
down,  there  was  a  demand  in  this  country  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  banking  system  that  would  furnish  liquid  credit  to 
the  commercial  interests  of  the  Nation.  In  response  to  this 
demand,  the  Federal  Reserve  System  was  created,  which  in 
case  of  necessity  furnishes  a  reservoir  which  the  commercial 
banks  of  the  country  may  go  to  in  order  to  obtain  the  neces- 
sary credit  and  currency  with  v^hich  to  accommodate  the 
demand  of  agriculture,  commerce,  and  industry. 

Following  the  debacle  of  1929.  when  real-estate  values  tum- 
bled in  this  country  so  rapidly,  many  of  the  banks,  building 
and  loan  associations,  and  insurance  companies  found  them- 
selves loaded  up  with  frozen  real-estate  assets  in  their  port- 
folios and  they,  as  did  many  other  institutions,  turned  to  the 
Government  for  help. 

They  first  asked  for  the  establishment  of  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  to  make  loans  to  them,  and  that 
was  done.  That  did  not  satisfy  them,  and  then  the  build- 
ing and  loan  associations  by  united  effort  asked  the  Con- 
gress in  1932  for  the  establishment  of  the  home  loan  banking 
system,  which  was  established  at  that  time.  It  was  my  privi- 
lege, along  with  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts I  Mr.  LtrcEl.  to  be  a  member  of  the  subcommittee  that 
wrote  this  legislation  and  helped  secure  the  passage  of  it  in 
this  House. 

Those  who  are  familiar  with  the  history  of  that  time  I 
am  sure  will  not  accuse  me  of  being  any  too  enthusiastic 
or  lopsided  toward  the  building  and  loan  associations.  I 
owJosed  that  legislation,  but  anyway  it  was  enacted  into 
law. 

We  have  at  the  present  time  those  two  banking  systems, 
the  Federal  Reserve  and  the  home  loan  banking  system. 
They  are  very  much  alike  in  their  own  fields  in  many 
respects.  There  is  a  central  board,  a  Beard  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  appointed  by  the  President 
and  located  in  Washington.  They  have  supervisory  powers 
over  members  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System.  There  is  a 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  located  here,  appointed  by  the 
President,  that  has  general  supervision  over  the  home-loan 
banks  of  the  coimtry  that  are  members  of  the  Institution. 

Each  system  is  divided  into  districts  and  there  are  12  of 
each  in  different  parts  of  the  coimtry.  Each  of  them  is  man- 
aged by  a  local  board,  part  of  the  members  of  which  are 
elected  by  the  member  institutions,  and  part  of  which  are 
appointed  by  the  central  board.  Each  of  them  has  a  mem- 
bership, the  members  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  being 
composed  of  the  national  banks  and  those  State  banks  that 
can  qualify  and  secure  admission.  The  home  loan  bank 
system  has  the  Federal  building  and  loan  associations  as 
members  and  those  State  members  that  can  qualify.  Each 
member  must  subscribe  to  stock  in  the  central  system.  The 
members  in  each  system  obtain  loans  from  the  central  au- 
thority. Commercial  banks  obtain  their  loans  from  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  System.  The  building  and  loan  associations  of 
the  country  obtain  their  loans  through  the  home-loan  banks. 

There  are  two  insurance  corporations,  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation,  which  insures  deposits  in  the  com- 
mercial banks,  and  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance 
Corporation,  that  insures  accounts  in  the  building  and  loan 
associations.    It  will  be  seen  that  there  is  a  strange  parallel 
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between  these  two  banking  systems  that  this  country  has 
established,  one  of  them  to  furnish  credit  to  the  commercial 
interests  of  the  coimtry  and  the  other  to  furnish  credit  to  the 
home-loan,  savings,  and  thrift  institutions  of  the  Nation. 

This  proposed  law  does  not  touch  the  Federal  Reserve  Sjre- 
tem.  It  provides  for  amendments  in  certain  respects  to  the 
laws  regulating  the  home-loan  banks.  Let  us  see  what  it 
does.  Let  us  clear  away,  il  we  may,  some  of  the  rubbish  that 
seems  to  have  been  thrown  in  the  way  here. 

This  has  been  talked  about,  as  I  say.  as  establishing  a  third 
banking  system.  There  is  not  a  word  in  this  law  that  would 
justify  that  statement.  It  has  been  said  that  it  will  create 
a  Nation-wide  chain-banking  system.  There  is  not  a  man 
on  this  floor  who  has  been  more  persistently  and  consistently 
against  a  chain -banking  system  than  I.  If  I  thought  for  a 
minute  that  there  was  a  word  in  this  bill  that  justified  that 
Statement  I  would  not  be  fwr  it.  I  challenge  anybody  to 
show  who-e  there  is  a  word  in  this  bill  that  justified  that 
statement  or  any  implication  along  that  line.  The  Federal 
buiWing  and  loan  associations  under  the  present  law  may 
and  have  In  a  half  a  dozen  or  so  cases  established  branch  as- 
sociations in  States  where  the  State  law  permits  the  estab- 
lishment of  State  branches.  That  is  as  far  m  they  have  gone, 
that  is  as  far  as  they  can  go,  and  this  bill  does  not  change 
that  situation  a  single  syllable,  remember  that. 

There  are  three  important  things,  in  my  opinion,  in  this 
measure.  There  are  some  others,  but  there  are  only  three 
Important  questions  in  this  bill.  The  first  one  is  that  when  a 
local  building  and  loan  association  wants  to  obtain  an  ad- 
vance or  a  loan  from  the  home-loan  banks  in  its  district,  this 
bill  permits  it  to  put  up  as  security  for  that  loan  some  obliga- 
tions and  .securities  in  addition  to  what  if  already  can  put  up 
under  the  law;  in  other  words,  it  broadens  the  base  of  secu- 
rities on  which  a  bank  or  a  building  and  loan  association  in 
need  may  borrow  from  the  central  bank.  That  is  all  it  does. 
Under  the  present  law  that  security  is  limited  to  home  mort- 
gages and  Government  obligations  direct  and  guaranteed. 
Under  this  law  it  is  extended  somewhat.  It  includes  not  only 
home  loans  but  it  may  include  loans  on  residential  properties 
up  to  the  extent  of  $100,000,  and  instead  of  permitting  only 
the  filing  of  obligations  guaranteed  by  the  Government  as 
security,  it  will  permit  any  other  legally  held  and  sound 
security  as  an  advance. 

How  does  that  compare  with  our  Federal  Reserve  System? 
What  have  we  done  with  reference  to  a  member  bank  in  the 
Federal  Reserve  System?  Why  should  not  we.  in  all  fair- 
ness, grant  to  these  building  and  loan  associations  the  same 
opportunity  and  the  same  right  in  case  they  are  in  need  to 
obtain  a  loan  from  the  central  bank,  as  we  have  already 
granted  to  the  members  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System? 
Yfl»i  who  are  familiar  with  that  legislation  know  that  in 
1935,  in  the  Banking  Act  we  passed  at  that  time,  we  per- 
mitted any  member  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  to  borrow 
money  from  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  upon  any  sound  secu- 
rity without  limiting  it  at  all.  There  is  no  limitation  at  all 
on  it.  The  windows  are  thrown  wide  open  as  far  as  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  member  banks  are  concerned.  They  can  obtain 
a  loan  on  any  security  the  Board  will  approve  and  think  is 
sound.  We  have  had  the  limitation  heretofore  mentioned  as 
to  security  which  building  and  loan  associations  must  put  up 
to  obtain  a  loan  up  until  this  time.  We  propose  not  to  make 
it  without  limitation  yet.  but  to  throw  down  the  bars  so  far 
as  to  permit  these  local  building  and  loan  associations  to 
borrow  in  case  they  need  money  by  putting  up  security  on 
h(»nes  which  they  have  or  on  other  real-estate  loans,  includ- 
ing residential  properties. 

What  objection  can  there  be  to  that?  The  banks  of  this 
country  say  that  the  building  and  loan  associations  are 
encroaching  upon  their  preserves.  Do  not  forget  that  the 
commercial  banks  in  this  country  today  have  over  $14,000,- 
000.000  in  their  time-deposit  accounts,  and  those  accounts  are 
piling  up.  The  banks  do  not  and  will  not  loan.  It  is  my  idea 
that  this  field  should  be  broadened;  and  if  the  commercial 
banks  will  not  make  those  loans— and  they  have  not  made 


them  and  will  not  make  them — ^why  should  not  these  local 
building  and  loan  associations  engage  in  that  field  of  lend- 
ing and  lend  their  money  on  some  of  these  enterprises  that 
ere  now  striving  to  obtain  loans,  but  cannot  get  them  from 
the  banks?  This  will  furnish  a  market  for  capital  goods  and 
give  labor  employment.  This  will  help  put  idle  money  and 
idle  men  to  work. 

That  is  the  first  thing  of  Importance  In  this  bill — to  broaden 
the  security  base  upon  which  these  thrift  institutions,  if  you 
please,  can  obtain  loans  and  place  them  somewhat  upon  a 
comparable  basis  with  the  commercial  banks  of  this  country 
in  their  borrowing  capacity. 

In  my  judgment,  the  second  important  provision  in  this 
bill  Is  the  one  which  permits  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  to  buy  the  obligations  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks 
and  the  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation.  You  say, 
Why  should  that  be  done?  That  is  only  in  case  of  an  emer- 
gency. It  does  not  direct  him  to  do  it,  it  permits  and  au- 
thorizes the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  buy  these  obliga- 
tiotns  In  case  of  necessity. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  swidltional  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri, 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  That  has  been  done  in  the 
case  of  every  other  substantial  governmental  agency,  every 
one  of  them,  and  you  can  go  down  the  line  and  pick  them 
out.  You  talk  about  these  securities  being  dangerous.  They 
are  the  soundest  securities  that  can  be  found  today  any- 
where in  the  United  States.  So  far  they  have  been  able  to 
sell  them  on  the  open  market  at  a  rate  of  interest  compara- 
ble to  the  Government  bonds,  and  sell  them  at  par,  without 
any  Government  guaranty  or  without  any  authorization  on 
the  part  of  the  Treasury  to  buy  them. 

You  take  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Association.  Weau-  ' 
thorize  the  issue  of  $2,000,000,000.  There  is  ah  agency  whose 
bends  are  fully  guaranteed  by  the  Governmeiit,  and  the  * 
Treasury  Is. authorized  to  buy  them.  You  take  the  Home 
Owners'  "Loan  Corporation,  with  an  authorized  issue  'of 
$4,750,000,000.  fully  guaranteed  by  the  Government,  and  the 
Treasury  authorized  to  buy  their  obligations.  You  take  the 
United  States  Housing  Authority  bonds:  They  are  guaran- 
teed, and  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to-i)uy  them.  You  can- 
take  the  bonds  of  the  Federal  Housing  Administration:  They 
and  guaranteed  by  the  Governrtrent,  and  the  Treasury  may 
buy  them.  You  may  take  the  T.  V.  A.  bonds  and  perhaps 
some  others.  We  have  passed  a  law  already-  authorizing  the 
Treasiu-y  to  buy  those  securities  in  case  of  necessity.  The 
F.  D.  I.  C.  is  another  one.  That  is  the  insurance  corporation 
representing  the  commercial  banks.  Its  obligations  may  be 
inirchased  by  the  Treasury. 

This  being  true,  why,  I  ask  you,  in  the  name  of  fairness 
to  these  two  banking  systems,  if  those  obligations  are  pur- 
chased by  the  Secretary,  why  should  he  not  be  permitted,  in 
case  of  necessity,  to  purchase  the  obligations  of  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation  as  well?  Not  only 
that,  but  the  Government  owns  the  stock  In  these  corpora- 
tions and  in  case  of  need.  In  case  of  necessity,  in  case  of  an 
emergency,  as  a  matter  of  common  sense  and  good  business, 
why  should  not  the  Treasury  be  permited  to  come  In  and  buy 
these  obligations  if  it  becomes  necessary  to  do  so?  So  that 
is  the  second  thing. 

The  third  Important  change  In  this  bill,  to  my  mind,  Is  the 
reduction  in  the  premium  rate  to  be  paid  by  the  building  and 
loan  associations  to  their  Insurance  company. 

When  the  Corporation  was  established,  that  rate  of  pre- 
mium was  set  at  one-fourth  of  1  percent,  as  you  know.  Later 
on  the  law  was  changed  making  It  one-eighth  of  1  percent, 
with  the  authority  in  the  Corporation,  If  necessary,  to  raise 
It  one-eighth  of  1  percent  more.  TTiIs  bill  proposes  to  reduce 
that  premium  rate  from  one-eighth  to  one-twelfth  of  1  per- 
cent and  place  it  upon  the  same  basis  that  the  members  of 
the  F^eral  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  pay  to  that  in- 
surance company.  There  we  are  again  placing  this  insurance 
Corporation,  in  whose  vaults  are  Insured  the  accounts  of  the 
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building  and  loan  associations,  upon  the  same  basis  as  the 
commercial  banks  of  the  country  which  now  pay  one-twelfth 
of  1  percent. 

These  are  the  three  important  changes  in  this  bill,  and  we 
are  not  giving  in  any  instance,  under  any  circumstances,  to 
any  of  these  building  and  loan  associations  a  right  and  a 
privilege  which  does  not  already  belong  to  every  commercial 
bank  from  one  end  of  this  country  to  the  other,  and  there  is 
no  reason,  there  is  not  any  sense  or  any  justice,  in  continuing 
a  discrimination  against  these  institutions  any  longer.  They 
have  already  been  at  a  disadvantage  in  this  contest,  if  you 
please  to  call  it  that,  between  the  banks  of  this  country  as 
lending  Institutions  and  the  building  and  loan  associations. 
This  bill  should  be  passed.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  LUCE.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  15  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
on  which  I  have  served  for  many  years,  is  the  most  powerful 
committee  in  the  House  for  a  singular  reason.  There  are 
in  attendance  at  the  moment  less  than  one-fifth  of  the 
membership  of  the  House.  The  other  four-fifths  know 
nothing  about  finance  or  want  to  know  anything  about 
finance.  They  have  gone  over  to  their  oflBces  or  are  other- 
wise enjoying  themselves.  Presently,  when  the  bells  ring 
they  will  troop  in  here  and  jvhen  they  come  through  the 
door  they  will  ask.  "How  does  the  committee  stand."  and 
they  will  vole  according  as  they  agree  with  :he  Democratic 
or  the  Republican  members  of  the  committee.  In  the  20 
years  I  have  here  served  it  has  been  impossible  to  raise  an 
objection  to  a  bill  reported  by  the  committee,  supported  by 
a  majority  of  its  membership,  and  to  overthrow  that  decision. 

Here  is  a  unique  situation.  This  is  the  only  time  since 
I  have  been  here  that  I  have  seen  the  will  of  the  majority 
of  a  committee  threatened  by  the  decision  of  a  minority  of 
the  committee.  Our  rules  are  based  on  the  theory  that 
we  will  entrust  these  things  largely  to  a  majority  of  our 
committees,  and  when  by  a  strange  chance  a  majority  of 
the  members  of  this  committee  wanted  to  refrain  from  re- 
porting the  bill  and  the  minority  thought  otherwise,  the 
minority  had  its  way,  and  here  for  the  first  time,  so  far  as 
I  know  in  the  history  of  representative  government,  you 
are  finding  the  will  of  the  minority  pretty  certain  to  accom- 
plish the  result  it  desired,  because  those  who  come  trooping 
in.  the  other  four-fifths  of  the  membership,  will  not  know 
that  this  bill  was  rejected  by  a  majority  of  the  committee. 

In  this  particular  instance,  with  some  reluctance.  I  voted 
against  the  consideration  of  the  bill  now  because  of  the 
fact  that  since  the  bill  was  brought  in  to  be  acted  upon  a 
year  ago.  concessions  have  been  made  and  what  to  me  were 
the  important  things  have  been  ironed  out. 

I  take  no  issue  with  any  argument  presented  by  my  very 
good  friend  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  (Mr.  Williams!. 
and  I  am  glad  to  learn  that,  having  seen  the  result  of  our 
years  of  experiment,  no  longer  does  he  oppose  it  as  he  did 
at  the  beginning. 

In  the  course  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment  I 
shall  present  two  or  three  amendments  which  I  feel  have  the 
approval,  or  at  any  rate  the  acceptance,  of  all  the  persons  so 
far  as  I  know  behind  this  bill.  I  have  small  doubt  that  you 
will  accept  the  amendments,  but  should  a  majority  of  those 
now  here  see  fit  to  question  and  put  it  up  to  the  absentees  lo 
decide  when  they  arrive,  they  may  blindly  vote  against  the 
amendments,  and  so  the  bill  may  go  to  the  Senate  without 
improvement. 

However,  for  your  benefit,  at  least  that  of  the  one-fifth 
of  the  House  now  in  attendance,  I  will  draw  the  background 
for  this  present  bill. 

Eight  years  ago  I  was  one  of  several  members  to  share 
in  the  obligation  and  privilege  of  creating  the  home  loan 
bank  system.  I  took  a  keen  interest  in  the  subject  because 
for  many  years  it  had  been  one  of  my  favorite  themes. 
I  built  my  first  house  by  the  use  of  such  an  Institution  as 
the  building  and  loan  association.  In  New  England  we  call 
It  a  cooperative  bank.  Elsewhere,  generally,  it  is  called  a 
building  and  loan  association.  It  is  all  the  same  thing,  with 
the  same  principle.    The  idea  that  took  root  in  this  coun- 


try about  a  century  ago  has  spread  until  this  has  now 
become  one  of  the  great  institutions  of  the  United  States. 

Eight  years  ago  we  found  out  that  one-half  of  the  counties 
in  this  Nation  had  no  thrift  institution  within  their  borders; 
one-half  of  the  people  of  the  country  knew  nothing  about  a 
cooperative  bank,  a  building  and  loan  association,  a  savings 
bank,  or  any  other  instrumentality  for  thrift.  The  field  had 
been  entered  in  that  half  of  the  country  by  the  State  banks 
and  national  banks  whose  primary  function  was  to  do  a  com- 
mercial business.  They  should  have  been  restricted  to  that 
business,  but  they  were  the  only  institutions  in  one-half  of 
the  counties  of  this  cotmtry  that  could  lend  a  man  money 
enough  to  add  to  his  own  in  order  to  build  a  house.  We 
thought  it  would  be  well  to  allow  the  other  half  of  the  country 
to  enjoy  the  institution  that  had  brought  us  in  New  England 
and  in  the  East  generally  so  much  satisfaction.  So  we  created 
the  Federal  savings  and  lean  associations  in  order  that  the 
national  protection  thrown  around  these  institutions  would 
furnish  the  same  benefits  to  all  the  counties  in  the  land. 

Mark  you  the  change  in  the  name.  That  was  a  compro- 
mise between  the  building  and  loan  associations  and  the 
cooperative  banks  and  the  Louisiana  institutions. 

We  looked  forward  to  the  prosperity  they  could  achieve, 
the  good  work  they  could  do,  with  satisfaction  and  certainty 
that  it  would  be  accomplished.  It  has  l)een  accomplished, 
until  today  the  savings  and  loan  associations  are  an  addi- 
tion to  the  welfare  of  the  public  that  I  personally  feel  happy 
to  have  had  even  a  slight  share  in  creating.  But  at  the 
same  time  the  unexpected  happened.  It  was  decided — and 
I  do  not  know  who  made  the  decision — that  these  Federal 
associations  should  also  be  created  in  the  States  where  there 
were  already  the  State  institutions.  In  my  own  State  18 
Federal  associations  have  been  created,  while  we  have  180 
State  cooperative  banks.  Among  these  Federal  associations 
are  some  of  the  big  concerns.  They  outrank  the  State 
institutions  in  ratio  of  business. 

Then  the  trouble  began.  Then  began  the  quarrel,  the 
rivalry  between  the  two  creations,  one  of  State  origin  and 
the  other  of  national  origin.  My  own  State  restricted  co- 
operative banks  to  loans  of  $8,000,  up  to  80  percent  of  the 
value.  You  now  find  a  bill  for  Federals  that  would  make 
the  limit  of  single  investment  $100,000. 

Naturally  the  cpportunity  to  invest  attracted  the  atten- 
tion of  the  shrewd  financiers  of  the  country.  They  fell  for 
the  idea — a  good  idea,  you  say — that  the  poor  man  ought  to 
have  as  good  a  chance  as  a  rich  man  to  have  his  money 
invested  profitably.  Ah,  but  look  behind  it.  The  cooperative 
bank  was  created  100  years  ago  to  help  the  man  of  moderate 
circumstances,  the  man  like  myself,  starting  out  in  life  hav- 
ing only  a  small  amount  to  invest — to  h»lp  him  get  a  home — 
h-o-m-e.  home.  It  is  today  still  thought  these  were  to  be 
home-building  institutions.  For  my  part  I  cannot  conceive 
of  an  apartment  house  as  a  home,  I  cannot  conceive  a  young 
man  just  starting  in  life  wishing  to  buy  an  apartment  in  a 
block  for  a  home.  What  is  a  home?  What  did  the  poet  say, 
"Be  it  ever  so  humble,  there's  no  place  like  home" — home, 
with  all  of  its  associations,  the  family,  children,  the  quiet, 
the  peace,  the  contentment,  the  satisfaction  of  the  home. 
That  is  the  very  foundation  of  our  social  system,  and  it  ought 
to  be,  and  to  encourage  the  building  of  homes  was  a  noble 
work,  a  righteous  work. 

But  now  the  Federals  see  a  chance  of  Investing  their 
money  In  other  directions  than  homes,  and  you  will  find  in 
the  printed  bill  a  $100,000  limit,  which  means  that  the 
allurement  of  this  opportunity  to  Invest  money  at  a  high 
rate  of  interest  is  more  than  they  can  pass  up.  So  they 
come  here  and  ask  to  enter  this  field  of  the  commercial 
banks.  Fortunately  we  have  been  able  to  persuade  these 
friends  of  the  bill  that  it  is  an  unwise  thing,  and  as  a  con- 
cession they  will  not  reject  an  amendment  that  drops  out 
the  apartment  house. 

What  I  am  leading  up  to  is  this,  that  if  one-fifth  of  you 
allow  the  other  four-fifths  to  come  in  and  vote  for  this  bill 
as  it  reads,  then  you  will  perpetrate  the  destruction  of  an 
understanding  now  reached  that  risking  the  savings  of  the 
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poor  shall  not  be  a  part  of  the  activity  of  a  home-loan  asso- 
ciation. For  this  reason  I  plead  with  you  to  ask  that  absent 
four-fifths,  as  they  come  trooping  in  the  doors,  to  vote  to 
sustain  that  understanding  and  to  tell  them  that  every- 
body so  far  as  I  know  agrees  that  this  ought  to  be  done,  that 
the  amendment  I  shall  offer  ought  to  be  accepted. 

It  is  also  provided  by  another  amendment  I  shall  present 
that  the  conditions  of  competition  shall  be  restored — free 
and  square  competition.  I  am  going  to  ask  this  absentee 
four-fifths  to  say  that  each  State  shall  decide  for  itself  what 
limits  It  shall  Impose  upon  these  institutions.  My  own  State, 
I  am  sure,  will  want  to  continue  the  cooperative  banks  as 
home-building  institutions.  It  will  not  desire  to  go  beyond 
the  original  limit.  The  limit  of  a  single  loan  now  imposed  by 
my  State  has  for  50  years  and  more  satisfied  everybody, 
has  produced  very  little  hardship  or  loss,  has  been  a  benefi- 
cent thing,  a  blessing  to  the  State.  The  statute  law  of  my 
State  says  that  the  cooperative  banks  shall  not  make  any 
one  loan  of  more  than  $8,000  on  an  30-percent  valuation  basis. 

Mark  you.  that  is  what  we  think  is  best.  Now  if  some  of 
your  other  States  think  it  is  all  right  for  the  building  and 
loans  to  go  ahead  and  lend  $15,000.  $20,000,  or  $75,000,  that 
is  your  lookout,  but  I  want  protection  in  my  own  State,  for 
the  right  of  the  people  of  the  State  if  they  so  desire  to  re- 
strain the  activities  of  these  associations  to  their  normal, 
natural,  valuable  field.  So  I  shall  present  another  amei^- 
ment  providing  in  effect  that  no  Federal  institution  of  this 
nature  in  those  States  shall  lend  to  any  one  person  more 
money  than  is  permitted  to  the  State  institution.  That 
should  put  a  crimp  In  those  28  Federal  institutions  In  my 
State  with  all  their  glittering,  glaring— I  will  not  call  it  false— 
but  all  their  deceptive  advertising,  leading  the  people  in  a 
community  where  the  two  institutions  exist  together  to  think 
that  somehow  it  is  better  for  them  to  patronize  the  Federal 
institution.     (Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  California  IMr.  Thomas  F.  Ford]. 

Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  stripping  this  bill 
Of  all  its  involved  legal  verbiage,  we  find  that  it  is  designed 
to  achieve  two  important  objectives.  It  is  designed,  first,  to 
afford  an  opportunity  for  the  building  and  loan  associations 
in  the  larger  cities  to  utilize  large  pools  of  idle  money  looking 
for  a  place  to  go  to  work.  This  is  done  by  raising  the  limi- 
tation on  the  amount  they  may  lend.  The  second  purpose  is 
to  so  implement  the  present  law  that  in  the  event  of  financial 
crisis  or  an  emergency  it  would  be  possible  for  the  Board  to 
take  care  of  any  of  its  members  who  were  temporarily  finan- 
cially embarrassed.  In  other  words,  if  they  have  sound  mort- 
gages on  which  they  have  loaned  money,  the  granting  of  this 
additional  power  will  enable  them  to  meet  a  sudden  demand 
for  money  that  they  could  not  get  in  any  other  way.  What 
would  happen  is  that  they  can  take  these  securities  to  this 
Board  and  borrow  on  them  just  as  a  commercial  bank  now 
may  borrow  at  the  Federal  Reserve  bank,  thus  securing  the 
necessary  financial  relief  to  save  them  from  destruction. 

If  we  had  had  a  system  of  this  kind  In  operation  in  1932— 
and  this  is  not  a  criticism  of  anybody — we  might  have  saved 
one  of  the  worst  cycles  of  defiation  this  Nation  ever  went 
through.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  forestalling  the  recurrence 
of  such  a  tragic  situation  that  the  law  is  being  implemented. 

There  are  a  number  of  technical  details  in  connection  with 
the  matter  which  I  shall  not  discuss  because  other  members 
of  the  committee  who  have  given  the  details  very  deep  study 
will  discuss  them. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  balance  of  my  time  to  those  who 
wish  to  discuss  the  technical  details  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  California  yields 
back  1  minute. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Gitford]. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  few  minutes  I  used 
on  the  rule  earlier  this  afternoon  I  spoke  only  in  generali- 
ties to  show  the  intent  of  the  legislation,  hoping  that  the 
rule  might  be  defeated. 
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The  details  of  this  bill  may  be  easily  understood.  Several 
pages  are  devoted  to  penal  clauses  to  which  no  one  will 
probably  object. 

There  is  no  man  In  this  House  who  has  received  more 
commendation  from  me  than  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Williams].  I  think  so  highly  of  him  that  sometimes 
I  am  shocked  after  listening  to  certain  of  his  argiunents 
in  support  of  the  way  he  votes;  but  I  have  been  shocked 
many  times  today  as  I  listened  to  the  votes  cast  on  the 
last  roll  call.  Voices  that  pleaded  with  you  lest  the  public 
credit  be  damaged,  voices  that  told  you  how  much  the  public 
credit  is  in  danger  were  today  heard  to  vote  "yes"  on  this 
resolution.  There  seems  to  be  no  such  thing  as  consist- 
ency. I  do  not  suppose  that  I  am  consistent  either.  Some- 
one questioned  me  one  day  about  my  consistency,  and  I 
said:  "Yes;  I  probably  sometimes  go  to  questionable  places." 
But  the  public  credit  is  what  bothers  me.  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Williams]  reciteS  to  you  a  long  list  of 
guaranties  by  the  Federal  Government  and  asked:  "If  we 
guarantee  all  these  things  why  should  we  not  guarantee 
this?" 

I  have  good  reason  to  know  what  mortgages  mean.  When 
you  go  to  a  sale  today  in  my  section — and  I  assume  it  is 
true  in  all  other  sections  of  the  coimtry — there  are  almost 
always  but  two  people  present,  the  auctioneer  and  the  rep- 
resentative of  the  mortgagee  who  bids  it  in.  Often  in  my 
locality^  if  there  is  a  mortgage  of  $10,000,  no  matter  what 
the  value  is,  the  bidder  makes  a  bid  of  $2,000  and  gets  it, 
and  then  may  sue  for  a  deficiency  judgment. 

As  I  stated  before,  I  have  been  In  this  business  nearly  40 
years.  I  know  the  very  great  danger  of  taking  too  high  a 
mortgage.  I  know  the  damage  that  a  tenant  can  do  to  prop- 
erty. I  know  the  damage  done  by  some  people  coming  into 
a  locality  in  the  effect  of  their  presence  on  the  value  of  all 
other  property  in  that  section.  I  cannot  begin  to  explain  to 
you  the  damages  resulting  from  many  different  unforeseen 
conditions,  and  I  am  sure  you  will  agree  with  me  that  taking 
mortgages  is  a  very  risky  business.  However,  my  friend  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  IMr.  Williams]  says  that  we  ought 
to  guarantee  these  things  because  the  Government  guarantees 
everything  else.  That  is  an  amazing  argiunent.  Is  there  no 
stopping  place?  I  repeat  what  I  said  very  recently:  There  Is 
in  the  oflang  a  plan  to  control  another  great  creditor  of  the 
Government;  an  additional  instance  where  this  Government, 
through  its  politicians,  wishes  to  control  another  phase  of 
credit  facilities.  The  new  dealers  are  trying  to  blacken  the 
life-insurance  companies,  our  greatest  creditor,  the  ones  who 
buy  outright  most  of  our  bonds.  The  next  step  is  to  control 
those  life-insurance  companies,  and  if  we  do  that,  of  course, 
the  Federal  Government  should  guarantee  their  obligations. 
That  is  but  one  step  ahead.  My  friend  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Patman]  has  suggested  that  the  public  credit 
must  be  good,  since  the  rates  of  Interest  are  so  low  and  the 
people  so  willing  to  lend  the  Government  money. 

For  fear  he  was  not  here  the  other  day.  I  will  repeat  what 
I  said  then:  "He  did  not  want  to  take  his  neighbor's  note." 
The  neighbor  said,  "Why  do  you  hesitate  taking  my  note? 
My  notes  must  be  good.  Everybody's  got  'em."  I  think  it  is 
a  good  illustration. 

In  my  section  of  the  country  they  are  taking  money  out  of 
the  savings  banks  to  buy  Government  bonds,  especially  the 
so-called  baby  bonds,  because  the  saving  banks,  as  a  result  of 
monetary  policies  of  the  Government,  cannot  pay  a  dividend 
even  of  1  percent  in  many  cases.  Small  wonder  that  our 
people  are  buying  Government  bonds.  What  else  would  they 
do?  It  does  not  matter  how  many  billions  are  borrowed. 
They  are  reassured  constantly  by  those  In  authority.  It  does 
not  matter  in  Germany  what  kind  of  money  they  use.  If 
Hitler  saj^,  "You  take  this  kind  of  money,"  as  between  na- 
tionals It  is  all  right,  just  as  good  as  a  bad  check  going 
around  paying  off  everybody  and  good  so  long  as  it  does  not 
reach  the  bank. 

Mr.  SACKS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  OIFFORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 
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Mr.  SACKS.  Docs  the  gentleman  wish  to  leave  with  the 
House  the  impression  that  the  United  States  Govermnent  la 
saying  to  its  citizens  the  same  thing  that  Hitler  is  saying  to 
his  people.  "You  must  buy  our  bonds"? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  No.  I  did  not  say  anything  of  the  kind.  I 
said  If  we  had  a  government  like  that  which  exists  under 
Hitler,  where  he  can  determine  what  kind  of  money  the  peo- 
ple are  to  use.  we  would  use  that  kind  of  money.  But.  of 
course,  when  he  wants  to  do  business  outside  of  his  nation 
he  has  to  have  another  sort  of  money,  so  he  is  bartering  all 
he  can.  forcing  his  people  to  sacrifice  in  order  to  get  a  little 
gold  that  other  nations  will  take.  The  situation  is  altogether 
different  here,  at  least,  for  the  present.  Let  us  hope  that 
we  can  protect  this  Nation  so  that  when  these  loans  are  repaid 
it  may  be  in  good,  sound  money. 

This  very  low  rate  of  interest  lulls  our  people  to  sleep. 
The  suggestions  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Patman] 
allays  fear.  As  there  is  no  place  else  to  place  money,  we 
will  buy  Government  bonds,  especially  as  they  pay  more  than 
private  institutions  can  offer.  Our  people  must  buy  billions 
and  billions  more,  and  a  time  may  come  when  too  many  are 
on  the  market.  My  own  fingers  were  burned.  I  sold  $2,000 
par  value  of  Liberty  Bonds  for  about  $1,600.  The  national 
debt  was  only  half  as  great  then  as  it  is  now.  and  the  bonds 
bore  4V4  percent  interest.  But  the  public  did  not  want  them. 
I  had  to  dlsixjse  of  them  at  that  very  considerable  loss.  If 
that  should  happen  again,  heaven  help  this  country.  Senator 
Glass  and  others  make  direful  predictions. 

We  recall  1922.  There  was  no  hysteria,  but  Government 
bonds  were  down  almost  20  points  and  the  Congress  did  not 
do  a  thing  to  come  to  the  rescue.  It  would  have  let  them 
go  down  to  50.  Many  had  told  the  people  that  the  resources 
of  the  Nation  were  back  of  the  bonds.  Now.  by  this  bill,  you 
want  to  put  the  Government  back  of  mortgages,  and  that, 
frankly,  is  very  frightening  to  me.  It  should  be  to  you.  It 
is  worse  than  any  other  guaranty  that  you  have  given,  be- 
cause the  losses  would  be  so  much  greater  than  in  any  other 
business  activity,  under  present  loans  of  80  and  90  percent 
gxiaranteed  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  BACKS.    Will  the  gtsntleman  yield  again? 

Mr.  GIPPORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  SACKS.  Is  my  colleague  again  trying  to  Impress 
the  House  with  the  fact  that  all  the  people,  all  the  bankers, 
and  all  the  institutions  that  are  bu3ring  our  bonds  have  lost 
their  judgment? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  No.  But  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman 
that  I  noticed  last  year  that  the  New  York  City  banks  took 
all  the  new  bonds  that  were  issued.  At  the  end  of  the  year 
the  country  at  large  did  not  have  any  more  United  States 
bonds  than  they  had  at  the  beginning  of  the  year.  The  New 
York  City  banks  had  taken  them  all.  They  had  to  support 
the  market.  They  hold  so  many  of  them  they  have  to  carry 
on  this  bucket-shop  business  to  hold  up  the  price.  The  gen- 
tleman knows  that. 

Mr.  SACKS.  I  do  not  agree  with  that  statement.  What 
institution  owned  all  the  bonds?    Was  it  the  banks? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  am  talking  about  the  banks  of  the 
country  outside  of  New  York  City.  They  did  not  increase  by 
a  dollar  their  holdings  of  bonds  last  year.  The  balance  was 
all  taken  eventually  by  the  New  York  City  -banks.  I  repeat 
that.  The  Government  wants  the  insurance  compcuiies  to 
buy  them  because  the  insurance  companies  pay  cash  for 
them  the  same  as  you  would  do.  When  the  banks  take  them 
they  have  credits  and  create  this  damaging  surplus  of  debit 
money,  of  which  we  have  so  much  we  cannot  use. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  5 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  This  morning  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury Morgenthau  appeared  before  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Yes;  I  understand  he  hsid  a  most  uncom- 
fortable hour  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 


Mr.  CRAWFORD.  He  made  what  I  would  call  a  very 
genuine  Morgenthau  conservative  plea  that  the  Congress 
leave  within  his  hands  a  $2,000,000,000  stabilizaUon  fund  with 
which  to  meet  some  contingent  emergency  that  might  arise 
in  the  future.  A  few  minutes  following  that,  Mr.  Bell,  of  the 
Treasury  Department,  made  the  observation  that  there  was 
about  $19,000,000,000  worth  of  gold  in  the  country  and  that 
all  of  it  was  active.  Here  we  have  a  plea  for  the  additional 
guaranty  of  securities  by  the  Federal  Government.  To  me 
there  are  three  very  significant  things.  The  gold  comes  in. 
Certificates  are  issued  against  It.  These  go  to  the  banks  and 
create  excessive  reserves,  and  if  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania will  listen  to  this  and  consider  the  fact  that  the 
banks  have  approximately  six  and  a  half  to  seven  billion 
dollars  of  excess  reserves  now.  he  will  have  some  idea  why 
the  New  York  banks  are  so  anxious  to  buy  Government  twnds, 
not  because  the  credit  is  so  good,  not  because  they  are  .so 
anxious  to  have  these  bonds  in  their  portfolios,  but  because 
the  gold  comes  in  in  an  unceasing  stream,  in  an  ever-increas- 
ing stream,  which  creates  excess  reserves. 

I  wish  the  gentleman  would  tell  us  what  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  and  his  assistants  meant  when  they  said 
the  $19,000,000,000  of  gold  was  active.  I  wish  somebody 
would  support  that  statement,  because  I  do  not  believe  it. 
There  are  the  excess  reserves  which  are  inactive,  also  the 
greater  part  of  the  stabilization  fund,  and  the  gold  in  the 
general  fund. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    The  gentleman  knows  that  cannot  be 

supported. 

In  the  2  or  3  moments  I  have  left  I  wish  to  emphasize 
a  point,  and  I  want  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr. 
Healey]  to  pay  attention  to  me.  He:  ought  to  take  the 
floor  in  the  fight  against  this  bill.  We  have  a  great  many 
Massachusetts  State  building  and  loan  associations  called 
cooperative  banks.  They  are  put  in  jeopardy  by  this  bill. 
We  willingly. a  few  years  ago  chartered  these  Federal  sav- 
ings and  loan  institutions  so  they  could  go  into  places  where 
money  was  needed,  and  voted  Federal  money  as  capital  to 
finance  them.  In  Massachusetts  private  individuals  sub- 
scribed and  furnished  all  the  capital,  and  they  want  to  be 
let  alone.  But  now  unless  we  come  under  this  umbrella 
we  in  Massachusetts  must  go  out  of  business.  Every  one 
of  those  institutions  are  pleading  with  you  today  to  stop 
Federal  encroachment  and  competition.  Let  these  Federal 
associations  keep  to  their  own  proper  field,  where  facilities 
are  lacking. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  IMr.  Williams]  said  that 
this  does  not  set  up  a  third  banking  institution.  But  those 
Institutions  that  we  set  up  in  Massachusetts  cannot  com- 
pete. They  must  come  under  this  bill.  The  Federals  take 
larger  amounts  on  risk.  At  any  time  you  may  get  your 
money  on  your  shares,  or  so  it  is  implied.  No  organi- 
zation lacking  Federal  aid  can  withstand  that  sort  of 
competition. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  s^eld  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Many  of  tlie  old  cooperative  banks  have 
taken  out  charters  In  the  F^eral  Savings  and  Loan  Associa- 
tion. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    Not  lately.    They  did  for  a  time. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    How  many  of  them  have? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    Only  a  few.    Perhaps  18  out  of  150. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  I  just  want  to  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
a  man  whom  I  believe  is  a  very  sound  banker,  who  for  over 
a  quarter  of  a  centiiry  has  been  in  this  cooperative  bankmg 
business,  called  me  today  and  asked  me  to  support  this  bill. 
I  believe  his  judgment  on  these  matters  is  worth  considera- 
tion, because  I  know  that  for  a  quarter  of  a  century  he  has 
been  in  this  business. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  The  gentleman  has  that  one  instance;  but 
I  had  an  army  of  cooperative  bankers  down  here  even  2  or  3 
years  ago.  I  took  them  down  to  the  Bureau  and  they  pleaded, 
and  I  pleaded  for  them,  that  the  savings  and  loan  institutions 
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keep  away  from  their  territory  where  they  were  not  needed. 
To  take  advantage  of  the  Government  subsidy  deliberately 
to  compete  and  destroy  State  associations  ought  not  to  be 
tolerated.  When  private  capital  will  do  the  job,  why  pledge 
the  Government  further  in  the  matter?  Let  us  stop  travel- 
ing on  this  dangerous  road.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  ["Mi.  SMrrnl. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  anyone  who  has 
studied  the  classical  experiences  of  inflation  and  who  is  ac- 
quainted with  our  own  situation,  with  the  conditions  as  they 
now  exist  in  this  country,  cannot  help  but  realize  that  we 
are  at  this  moment  involved  to  a  great  extent  in  inflation. 
We  are  now  in  about  the  same  position  as  France  was  in 
during  the  early  part  of  her  great  revolution. 

It  has  been  stated  that  this  is  costing  the  Government 
nothing.  The  question  has  been  asked  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  whether  the  people  of  this  country  are 
forced  to  buy  Government  issues,  as  Hitler  forces  his  people 
tc  buy  German  or  Nazi  Government  bonds.  I  do  not  know 
exactly  how  Hitler  is  doing  that  in  Germany,  but  let  me 
answer  the  gentleman  from  Permsylvania  by  saying  that 
we  in  the  United  States  are  today  forced  to  buy  Government 
bonds.  Virtually  all  the  obligations  that  are  being  sold  by 
the  Government  at  the  present  time  are  forced  sales. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  How  can  the  gentleman  make  the  state- 
ment that  they  are  forced  sales,  when  the  people  bid  for 
them? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  If  the  gentleman  will  give  me  time, 
I  shall  answer  his  question. 

In  the  first  place,  answering  the  gentleman  from  Texas, 
there  is  no  market  in  private  industry  for  new  capital.  As 
Is  well  known,  last  year  the  new  capital  invested  amounted 
to  about  $360,000,000  as  against  an  average  of  about  $3,000,- 
000.000  annually  from  1919  to  1929.  There  is  no  demand  for 
money  in  private  industry.  Politics  has  destroyed  this  de- 
mand. Therefore,  savings  find  no  place  for  investment  ex- 
cept in  Government  obligations. 

Secondly,  the  Federal  Reserve  Banking  Act,  as  I  under- 
stand, specifically  makes  it  mandatory  for  the  Federal  Re- 
serve banks  to  take  the  obligations  of  the  Government.  The 
Federal  Reserve  bank  has  no  choice  in  this  matter.  What 
does  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  do  with  these  issues?  It 
allocates  them  to  the  member  banks.  Have  the  member 
banks  any  choice  as  to  whether  or  not  they  wish  to  buy 
these  bonds  or  obligations?     Certainly  not. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
there? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  would  rather  finish  my  statement, 
laecause  I  will  probably  cover  what  the  gentleman  wishes  to 
ask  me. 

Having  no  outlet  for  their  funds  in  private  industry,  and 
being  forced  to  invest  these  deposits  somewhere,  banks  must 
invest  them  in  governments.  Moreover,  every  banker  in 
this  country  knows  that  he  is  obligated— I  am  speaking  of 
the  member  banks  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  now— 
every  bank  belonging  to  that  System  knows  that  it  must 
subscribe  in  some  amount  to  these  allocated  Government 
obligations. 

How  long  would  it  be  before  a  member  bank  would  receive 
a  telephone  call  from  the  powers  that  be  if  it  did  not  subscribe 
to  the  amount  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  thinks  it  ought 
to  take?  Not  very  long,  of  course;  and  let  me  answer  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  from  another  standpoint. 
Does  he  know  that  the  moment  any  nation  suspends  or  stops 
specie  payment  all  government  loans  laecome  forced?  Our 
Nation  has  been  under  the  domination  of  forced  loans  since 
the  Grold  Reserve  Act  of  1934. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  will  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man. 


Mr.  GIFPORD.  Can  I  square  one  thing  that  the  gentle- 
man has  said?  The  gentleman  recalls  the  statement  I  made 
that  at  the  end  of  the  year  the  New  York  City  Bank  had  all 
the  surplus.  The  gentleman  has  said  that  they  have  to  take 
them,  and  they  do ;  but  you  have  brought  out  that  during  the 
year  they  quietly  unloaded  after  they  had  taken  them;  and 
they  did  take  them  under  duress  in  many  cases  that  I 
know  about. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Now,  the  fact  is  that  these  Govern- 
ment issues  are  forced  loans.  There  can  be  no  question  about 
that.  No  sound  student  of  money  has  ever  questioned  that 
Government  lending  becomes  forced  the  moment  specie  pay- 
ment is  suspended. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  will  be  pleased  to  yield  to  the 
gentlewoman  from  Illinois. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  think  one  might  say  quite 
truthfully  that  they  are  also  voluntary.  When  a  bank  buys 
a  Government  bond,  it  can  always  discount  it  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  bank  for  cash,  and  many  people,  fearful  of  the 
future  and  what  may  happen  in  the  way  of  taxation,  are  glad 
to  have  their  Investments  in  a  place  where  they  can  get 
cash. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  "Fearful  of  the  future,"  is  the  whole 
story.  Certainly,  when  the  Gtovemment  credit  goes,  all  credit 
goes. 

The  statement  has  been  made  here  today  that  the  low 
interest  rate  now  prevailing  is  an  indication  the  credit  of 
the  Government  is  good.  Low  interest  rate  is  no  criterion 
of  good  Government  credit.  Was  the  low  Interest  rate  on 
the  paper  issued  by  the  French  Government  diulng  the 
revolution  a  criterion  of  good  government  credit?  Was  the 
low  interest  rate  which  the  Austrian  Elmpire  for  nearly  100 
years  put  on  its  paper  Issues  a  criterion  of  good  government 
credit?  I  refer  to  the  period  of  her  money  debauch  In  the 
latter  part  of  the  eighteenth  century  and  lasting  into  the 
second  half  of  the  nineteenth.  Of  course  not.  Since  our 
Issues  are  forced,  to  be  sure  the  Government  fixes  the  rate 
arbitrarily,  and  there  is  nothing  left  for  the  people  to  do  but 
to  buy  those  obligations  with  such  savings  as  they  still  can 
accumulate. 

Now,  let  us  see  if  this  has  not  cost  the  Government  anything 
or  will  not  cost  the  Government  anything,  as  has  been  stated 
here  on  the  fioor.  To  make  such  a  clsdm  is  to  assert  that  the 
lending  of  money  by  the  Federal  Grovemment  involves  no  risk 
whatsoever.  Let  me  show  you  from  some  actual  figures 
whether  or  not  the  Government  loses  anything  through  the 
operations  of  these  lending  agencies. 

I  have  here  some  figures  taken  from  the  report  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  In  response  to  Senator  Byrd's  request  for 
a  statement  showing  the  financial  condition  of  the  30  political 
lending  and  spending  bureaus — wrongly  called  corporations — 
which  have  been  set  up  in  the  last  5  years.  If  you  have  not 
read  this  report  you  will  find  it  very  interesting.  It  will  prob- 
ably be  published  and  available  to  all  in  a  very  short  time. 
I  took  my  figures  from  the  only  copy  thus  far  available. 
However,  let  me  read  you  some  of  the  losses  reported  in  this 
report : 
Disaster  Loan  Corporation $1,591,618 

I  am  reporting  losses  now  given  by  the  Federal  Treasury 
itself.  ^ 

Eectrlc  Home  and  Farm  Authority %G7. 172 

Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation 59,  562,  029 

Federal  Housing  Administration 34.458,062 

Agricultural  Marketing  Administration 319,  206.  513 

Emergency  Crop  and  Feed  Loan  Corporation 134,  247,  927 

Regional  Agricultural  Credit  Corporation 2.303.597 

Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corjxiratlon 82,  408,  464 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation .__.—. 180.965,315 

Farm  Security  Administration .^.^ 239,860,832 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 4, 906,  575 

Rural   Electrification 4.623,184 

Tennessee  Valley  Association,  Inc 109,  514 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Will  the  gentleman  please  state  where  be 
is  getting  those  flgiu'es? 
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Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Prom  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas-   ! 
urys  report  in  response  to  Senate  Resolution  150  demand- 
ing a  financial  statement  of  the  balance  sheets  of  the  30 
political  lending  and  spending  bureaus. 

Mr.  PATMAN.    Whose  answer  are  you  reading  from? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Whose  answer? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Yes;  in  other  words.  Senator  Byrd  made 
an  inquiry,  and  somebody  is  answering  that  inquiry. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  As  I  have  said,  this  is  from  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  response  to  Senate 
Resolution  No.  150. 

Mr.  PATMAN.    Who  made  the  report? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  As  I  stated  a  while  ago,  this  is  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  PATMAN.    Did  Mr.  Morgenthau  make  that  report? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    This  is  Mr.  Morgenthau's  report. 

Public  Worka,  Administration $1,144,894,302 

United  States  Housing  Administration 4.744,051 

Vt.  S.  Maritime  Commission —  75.102.429 

TexuMOBee   VaUey    Authority 22.129.880 

Puerto  Rico  Reconstruction  Administration 37.959.311 

This  makes  a  toUl  of  $2,348,740,772. 

Now.  there  is  an  offset  to  that,  so  that  the  final  total  net 
loss  in  round  numbers  is  $1,600,000,000. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
has  expired. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gentleman  3 
minutes  more. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  In  addition,  that  report  shows  a  bil- 
lion in  defaults,  in  interest  and  prlncijial. 

Mr.  SACKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  question  at  that  point? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Yes. 

Mr.  SACKS.    Does  that  report  say  losses? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Yes. 

Mr.  CRAWFXDRD.  Mr.  Chairman,  win  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Yes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  To  further  enlighten  the  gentleman,  if 
he  will  refer  to  page  228  of  the  last  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board  report,  he  will  find  that  the  H.  O.  L.  C.  has  a  deficit 
there. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Let  me  analyze  the  deficit  of  the 
H.  O.  L.  C.  As  I  stated,  the  Byrd  report,  and  I  call  it  the 
Byrd  report  because  he  is  responsible  for  It,  shows  the 
H.  O.  L.  C.  had  a  loss  of  $59,562,000  as  of  June  1939.  I  made 
this  statement  on  the  floor  before  and  received  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Pahey,  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  in  which 
he  stated  that  the  H.  O.  L.  C.  has  $89,000,000  in  assets,  which 
I  understand  are  supposed  to  be  derived  from  interest  on 
loans  made.  In  this  letter  he  takes  exception  to  my  state- 
ment that  this  agency  shows  a  loss  of  more  than  $59,000  000, 
but  he  does  not  analyze  the  statement  all  the  way  through. 

It  Is.  of  course.  Impossible  to  set  up  any  true  balance  sheet 
of  the  financial  status  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corpora- 
tion. There  are  several  important  reasons  why  this  is  so. 
The  June  1939  annual  report  of  the  Federal  home-loan 
bank  shows  $549,441,184  worth  of  property  owned  or  in  the 
process  of  acquisition  by  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Cor- 
poration. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
has  again  expired. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  3 
minutes  more. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  In  the  letter  above  referred  to  It  Is 
sUted  that  $46,129,337  of  that  amount  represents  the  proi>- 
erties  in  process  of  acquisition.  This  would  leave  $503,311,847 
worth  of  houses  actually  forectosed  and  owned  by  the  Home 
Owners'  Loan  Corporation  as  of  that  date.  Itie  seventh  an- 
nual report  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  page  13. 
shows  the  Home  Owners  Loan  Corporation  had  by  June  1939 
acquired  141.752  properties,  of  which  it  had  sold  55.303.  "leav- 
ing 87.618  owned  by  it." 

Using  the  figures  $59,562,029  as  showing  the  loss  and  55,303 
properties  as  having  been  sold,  this  would  represent  a  loss  of 
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$1,077  per  property.  Assuming  the  same  loss  will  be  sustalr>ed 
on  the  87.618  houses  still  owned,  and  there  is  no  reason  to 
think    otherwise,    there    would    be    an    additional    loss    of 

$94,364,586. 

Bear  in  mind,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  giving  the  figures  from 
the  report  of  the  Government  agency,  which  has  charge  of 
H.  O.  L.  C.  operations.  This  would  represent  a  total  loss  of 
$153  926  815  as  of  June  30.  1939.  Deducting  from  this  amount 
$89,000,000.  which  Mr.  Fahey  states  is  held  as  reserve,  there  is 
a  loss  of  $64,926,615.  In  addition  the  report  shows  11.736 
properties  in  process  of  acquisition.  If  the  same  loss  Is  sus- 
tained on  these  properties  as  was  sustained  in  55.303  prop- 
erties sold,  there  will  be  an  additional  loss  of  $12,639,672.  It 
is  reasonable  to  assert,  therefore,  that  the  net  loss  of  the 
Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation  as  of  June  30,  1939.  will 
have  approximated  $77,566,287.  Furthermore,  the  $89,000,- 
000  which  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  claims  as  a  re- 
serve held  by  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation  requires 
still  further  qualification. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Yes. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  The  gentleman  has  truly  stated 
that  money  is  going  from  the  banks  into  Government  bonds, 
because  inevitably  it  has  to  go  into  Government  bonds. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  That  is  correct. 
Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  It  is  only  good  business  to  put 
it  there  from  the  standpoint  of  the  bank.  Permit  me  to  add 
this  statement  from  the  seventh  annual  report  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  System,  that  the  average  annual  amount  of 
corporate  securities  issued  by  the  railroad  utilities  and  all 
other  corporations  in  1937-38,  on  June  30,  1939.  was  $2,255,- 
000.000:  for  the  whole  total  mortgage  loans  on  one-  to  four- 
family  dwellings  covered  by  this  particular  bill,  being  the 
bill  under  consideration,  is  $2,500,000,000.  In  other  words, 
there  are  only  $55,000,000  more  in  mortgages  of  other  kinds 
than  there  are  in  the  one-  to  four-family  dwellings,  showing 
a  situation  which  should  not  be  encouraged,  as  it  would  be 
by  the  passage  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Apparently  Congress  is  deliberately 
closing  its  eyes  to  the  losses  that  are  being  sustained  by  the 
lending  bureaus  of  the  Government.  As  regards  the  national 
credit:  Do  you  realize  that  the  deficit,  not  the  net  deficit  of 
the  two  Roosevelt  administrations,  without  counting  the  extra 
expenditures  we  are  adding  at  the  present  time,  counting 
only  what  is  shown  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  and  what 
was  projected  in  the  1941  Budget — is  more  than  $25,000,000,- 
000.  The  total  deficit,  not  net  deficit,  of  all  the  previous 
administrations  combined  was  less  than  $33,000,000,000. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.    WOLCOTT.    Mr.    Chairman.    I    yield    2    additional 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Oho.  If  you  take  into  consideration  the 
additional  expenditures  that  are  now  being  contracted,  if  you 
add  certain  other  Government  obligations,  such  as  the 
$800,000,000  U.  S.  H.  A.  obligation — and  here  let  me  remark 
how  any  man  can  stand  on  this  floor  and  say  this  $800.- 
000.000  is  not  an  obligation  of  the  Government,  exactly  like 
every  other  bond  of  the  Federal  Government,  is  most  diflS- 
cult  to  understand — and  if  you  add  still  further  other  obliga- 
tions assumed  by  the  Government  in  the  last  7  years,  such  as 
the  heavy  losses  already  shown  to  have  taken  place,  the  total 
deflcit  of  the  two  Roosevelt  administrations  approximates 
closely  the  total  deficit  of  all  the  administrations  up  to  1933. 
Furthermore,  the  net  deflcit  of  the  two  Roosevelt  admin- 
istrations is  at  the  present  time,  not  taking  into  consideration 
these  extras  but  only  what  is  stated  on  the  boola  of  the 
Treasury,  plus  the  projected  deficit  of  the  1941  Budget,  more 
than  $2,000,000,000  in  excess  of  the  net  deficit  of  all  the 
other  administrations.  Let  me  repeat  that  the  net  deficit 
in  the  8  years  of  the  Roosevelt  administration,  all  during 
peacetime,  is  more  than  $2,000,000,000  in  excess  of  the  net 
deficit  of  all  the  other  administrations.  These  other  admin- 
istrations had  to  finance  10  or  15  wars,  some  of  them  major 
wars.    When  you  say  the  credit  of  the  United  States  is  not 
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strained,  my  answer  to  you  is  that  it  is  not  only  strained 
but  it  is  more  than  strained.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  balance  of  my 
time  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Crawford  1. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  is  recc«- 
nized  for  9  minutes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  the  benefit  of  those 
few  Members  who  are  on  the  fioor  who  are  not  members  of 
the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee,  I  wish  to  read  Just  a 
few  lines  from  the  June  30.  1939  report  of  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board  which  was  issued  under  date  of  October  1. 
1939.  and  which  refers  to  this  legislation: 

In  order  to  Increase  the  usefulness  of  the  agencies  under  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  to  thrlft-and-home-flnanclng  In- 
stitutions, the  Board  has  supported  a  series  of  proposed  amend- 
ments to  the  Ptderal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act  and  other  laws  govern- 
ing the  activities  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board.  These 
proposals  are  based  on  more  tban  6  years'  experience  and  delibera- 
tion. During  these  years,  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  has 
made  a  thorough  study  of  the  effects  of  the  existing  legislation,  and 
has  carefully  considered  improvements  regarded  as  desirable.  The 
amendments  now  before  Congress  represent  a  program  which.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  Board,  will  assist  greatly  in  a  more  efficient  per- 
formance of  the  functions  of  the  agencies  under  the  Board,  and 
which  will  better  enable  these  agencies  to  meet  future  emergencies. 

Prom  that  language  I  can  come  to  only  one  conclusion,  that 
the  Board  has  in  mind  that  the  future  does  hold  some  very 
serious  problems  which  the  Board  will  ha^  e  to  meet  and  that, 
therefore,  it  is  aiiung  for  this  great  Uberalization  of  the 
present  law. 

Continuing,  the  Board  sasrs: 

Under  the  existing  law,  mortgages  eligible  as  collateral  for  Fed- 
eral home-loan  bank  advances  are  confined  to  mortgages  on  one- 
to  four-family  dwellings  with  a  maturity  limit  of  20  years.  Under 
the  amendatory  legislation  as  Introduced  In  Congress,  any  first 
mortgage  would  be  acceptable  as  collateral,  the  matvirlty  limit  would 
be  extended  to  25  years,  and  the  present  $20,000  limit  on  mortgages 
eligible  as  collateral  for  advances  to  members  would  be  removed. 
In  addition,  the  Federal  home-loan  banks  would  be  allowed  to 
make  advances  to  members  on  obligations  of  the  banks  themselves, 
and  those  of  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation, 
as  well  as  on  any  other  obligations,  acceptable  to  the  Board,  which 
such  members  may  lawfully  have  available.  The  House  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency.  In  reporting  the  proposed  legislation. 
amended  these  provisions  so  that  eligible  mortgages  would  have  to 
be  on  prcjjertles  designed  principally  for  residential  use,  and  so 
that  a  $100,000  limit  would  be  substituted  for  the  $20,000  limit. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  very  much  regret  that  we  find  ourselves 
facing  a  situation  such  that  I  imderstand  many  members  of 
the  Building  and  Loan  League  have  been  forced  into,  some- 
what of  an  acceptance  of  certain  parts  of  this  proposal  in 
the  hope  of  obtaining  the  benefit  of  certain  other  parts  of 
the  proposal.  Personally,  I  very  much  dislike  to  act  on  a 
bill  where  the  industry  involved  has  not  itself  taken  a  clear 
position. 

There  was  handed  to  the  members  of  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee  today  a  set  of  figures  which  Interested 
me  very  much,  and  which  came,  I  understand,  from  the  Build- 
ing and  Loan  League.  It  shows  the  dollar  and  percent  dis- 
tribution of  new  loans  made  by  all  savings  and  loan  associa- 
tions for  all  piu-poses  in  the  year  1937.  It  shows  that  the 
Federal  members  wrote  34.3  percent  of  the  business:  in  1938 
they  wrote  36  percent;  in  1939  they  wrote  40.6  percent;  and 
in  the  first  3  months  of  1940  they  wrote  42  percent.  The 
insured  State  and  the  uninsured  State  and  the  nonmembers 
wrote  the  balance  of  the  business.  As  you  go  through  this 
set  of  figtires  you  find  it  broken  down  into  divisions  for  home 
mortgages,  for  home  constructicm,  for  refinancing  of  homes, 
for  reconditioning  of  homes,  for  miscellaneous  purposes;  and 
In  every  case  as  you  run  through,  from  1937  to  1940,  you  find 
a  tremendous  growth  in  the  amount  of  business  transacted  by 
the  Federal  institutions. 

Mr.  DONDEaRO.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Does  that  mean  an  Increasing  invasion 
on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government  into  the  field  of  pri- 
vate enterprise? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  No;  I  would  not  construe  It  that  way. 
To  me  it  means  that  building  and  loan  associations  which 


voluntarily  desire  to  go  Federal,  we  will  say,  proceed  to  do  so 
and  Join  the  Federal  family.  The  Federal  family  Is  picking 
up  a  greater  and  greater  percentage  of  the  total  business 
written.  If  I  am  in  error  in  my  construction,  I  hope  some- 
body will  correct  me,  because  I  have  had  no  chance  to  inquire 
closely  into  these  figures. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  If  that  pace  continues,  how  long  will  It 
be  before  the  Federal  Government  will  control  in  some  meas- 
ure all  of  them? 

Mr.  CRAWIXDRD.  If  all  the  building  and  loan  associa- 
tions of  the  country  put  themselves  in  that  position  and 
then  proceed  to  go  Federal,  thereafter  100  percent  of  the 
business  will  be  handled  by  Federal  institutions.  But  the 
thing  that  puzzles  me  more  every  day  is  why  private  busi- 
ness, as  such,  keeps  pleading  for  the  opportunity  to  have  its 
business  engineered  and  planned  by  Federal  bureaus  and 
Federal  control.  However,  if  an  industry  wants  to  do  that, 
I  do  not  know  how  we  can  prevent  them  from  proceeding 
on  that  basis.  If  they  Just  want  to  become  children  of  the 
Federal  Government,  what  is  going  to  stop  them?  I  am  not 
so  sure  we  can  ever  bring  about  enough  infiuence  here  to 
stop  them. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  In  other  words,  local  self-government  is 
vanishing  from  America? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  In  my  firm  opinion  it  is.  and  doing  so 
very  rapidly. 

Mr.  Chairman,  amendments  are  to  be  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  [Mr.  SpenceI  and  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Luce].  As  far  as  I  am  personally 
concerned,  I  expect  to  support  those  amendments.  If  we 
can  get  a  few  good  amendments  added  to  this  bill,  I  might 
be  able  to  go  along  with  it.  I  certainly  hope  all  of  the 
amendments  offered  by  those  two  gentlemen  will  be  approved 
by  the  House  so  that  we  may  have  a  bill  that  we  can  vote 
for  without  having  to  hold  our  nose.  Unless  those  amend- 
ments are  agreed  to,  I  have  not  the  faintest  idea  that  this 
bill  will  be  approved  by  the  Senate. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Sacks]. 

Mr.  SACKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  during  the  discussion  this 
afternoon  concerning  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  many  state- 
ments have  been  made  concerning  the  position  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  the  savings  and  loan  association  field.  It 
seems  to  me  that  many  of  us  might  well  recall  1929,  1930, 
1931,  and  1932  when  the  building  and  loan  field  was  left  en- 
tirely to  supervision  by  the  States.  We  can  remember  the 
catastrophe  that  came  as  a  result  of  this  supervision.  In 
my  own  State  of  Pennsylvania  millions  of  dollars  were  lost  by 
people  who  had  used  the  building  and  loan  associations  under 
State  supervision  to  save  their  money  so  that  in  old  age  they 
would  either  have  a  home  or  would  have  some  savings. 

That  Is  the  supervision  that  the  Republicans  want  to  pro- 
tect. This  supervision  by  the  States  resulted  In  the  loss  of 
millions  of  dollars  to  the  ordinary  men  and  women  who  were 
working,  and  also  resulted  In  the  loss  of  their  homes.  This 
is  the  supervision  that  they  are  attempting  at  this  time 
to  protect. 

I  am  against  the  Government  being  in  the  building  and 
loan  business,  but  I  certainly  am  not  against  supervision  of 
the  building  and  loan  associations  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, because  it  is  proven  that  since  its  inception  the  losses 
in  the  Federal  building  and  loan  associations  have  been 
negligible. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.    Will  the  gentleman  srleld? 

Mr.  SACKS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  the  Members 
of  the  House  how  many  millions  of  dollars  of  Investors'  and 
depositors'  money  were  lost  In  the  failure  of  national  banks 
imder  national  supervision? 

Mr.  SACKS.  I  do  not  know  the  exact  amotmt,  but  I  feel 
all  of  that  came  as  a  result  of  an  economic  policy  adhered  to 
by  this  Government  for  a  number  of  years  prior  to  1932. 

The  minority  report  on  H.  R.  6971.  which  would  amend  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act,  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Act, 
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and  title  IV  of  the  National  Housing  Act.  Is  a  strange  docu- 
ment. It  was  signed  by  the  RepubUcan  members  of  our 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee  and  by  one  other  Member 
listed  as  a  progressive.  The  report,  for  pure  flight  of  fancy 
and  for  fearsome  bogles,  is  a  fitter  product  of  imagination 
tlian  of  sound  reason.  When  read  without  careful  reference  to 
the  bill  itself,  the  report  appears  to  deal  with  sinister  pro- 
posals for  centralization  of  power  of  the  Nation's  thrift  and 
credit  resources  which  are  applied  to  the  financing  of  homes 
and  appears  to  contemplate  the  destruction  of  commercial 

banks. 

The  report  refers  glibly  to  the  setting  up  of  a  Nation-wide 
branch-banking  ssrstem,  the  monetization  of  mortgages,  and 
the  centralization  of  credit  under  a  politically  controlled  bu- 
reau. The  report  is  so  full  of  gross  inaccuracies  and  mis- 
representations that  I  would  not  give  It  any  dignity  or  stand- 
ing by  referring  to  it  except  that  some  unfamiliar  with  the 
purposes  of  H.  R.  6971  might  be  deceived  by  its  innuendo 
and  Its  sweeping  charges  into  a  belief  that  there  is  some 
foundation  in  fact  for  them. 

If  the  Members  of  the  House  had  time  to  do  so,  it  would 
be  illuminating  to  read  the  provisions  of  the  bill  and  then 
examine  the  minority  report.  Any  careful  reading  of  the  bill 
makes  clear  that  the  legislation  sought  is  nothing  more  than 
an  effort  to  correct  and  Improve  certain  provisions  of  the 
V  acts  referred  to,  so  that  In  the  light  of  experience  they  might 
Njie  made  to  serve  more  fully  the  fundamental  needs  and  pur- 
iK>ses  for  which  this  Congress  created  them. 

For  more  than  100  years  we  have  had  a  group  of  thrift  and 
lending  institutions  variously  known  throughout  the  country 
as  building  and  loan  associations,  savings  and  loan  associa- 
tions, homestead  associations,  and  cooperative  banks.  These 
Institutions  are  locally  o^-ned  and  locally  operated.  In  them 
the  workingman  and  others  of  small  Income  may  place  their 
savings  and  receive  a  moderate  return.  The  common  fund 
thus  produced  Is  Invested  in  first-mortgage  loans  on  homes. 
The  instittitlons  are  mutual  in  character,  operated  by  and  for 
the  benefit  \)f  their  members  through  officers  and  managers 
of  their  choice.  Their  public  need  and  their  public  service 
have  never  been  questioned. 

In  1913.  under  the  Democratic  administration  of  Woodrow 
Wilson,  the  Nation  took  a  forward  step  in  creating  a  Federal 
Reserve  System  to  provide  reserve  funds  for  commercial 
banks  in  times  of  stress.  In  1918  the  organization  and  ac- 
tivities of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  were  begun  under 
legislation  which  began  with  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act 
and  wf  re  amplified  and  perfected  in  the  Farm  Credit  Acts  of 
1933.  1935.  and  1937.  During  these  years  It  was  evident  that 
'  there  was  general  need  of  a  reserve  system  for  local  thrift 
and  home-financing  Institutions  which  would  serve  the  needs 
of  urban  home  owners  and  of  those  who  placed  their  small 
■  savings  In  institutions  of  the  Iwilding  and  loan  type.  In 
<  1932  tills  need  was  met  by  the  passage  of  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Act.  Companion  legislation  followed  in  1933  and 
1934  by  the  passage  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Act.  which, 
among  other  things,  provided  for  the  creation  of  Federal 
savings  and  loan  associations  and  by  tiUe  IV  of  the  National 
Housing  Act.  which  provided  for  the  creation  of  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation,  created  to  Insure 
the  accounts  up  to  $5,000  of  those  whose  Investments  were 
placed  in  institutions  covered  by  the  Insurance  Corporation. 
H.  R.  6971  makes  no  radical  changes  in  the  system  thus  set 
up.  The  original  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act  authorized 
the  creation  of  12  regional  home-loan  banks  and  the  inclusion 
^  In  the  membership  of  these  bcuiks  of  all  building  and  loan 
associations,  savings  banks,  life-insurance  companies,  and 
similar  institutions  engaged  in  making  loans  on  uriMui  homes 
who  could  qualify  for  membership.  The  law  authorized  these 
banks  to  make  advances  to  member  Institutions  on  the  se- 
curity of  home  mortgages;  that  is-,  on  first  mortgages  ca 
properties  designed  for  the  residential  use  of  from  one  to 
four  families.  In  some  cases  members  of  the  Federal  home- 
loan  banks  are,  under  existing  laws,  authorized  to  make 
loans  on  the  security  of  properties  for  more  than  four  fami- 
lies.   Tlie  present  bill   authorises  the  Federal  home-loan 


banks  to  make  advances  to  their  members  on  such  collateral, 
provided  the  property  is  designed  principally  for  residential 
use.  The  charge  in  the  minority  report  that  the  bill  "author- 
izes each  Federal  home-loan  bank  to  make  advances  to  its 
members  on  coUateral  secured  by  any  first  mortgage"  is  un- 
true. 

Equally  untrue  is  the  charge  that  "this  puts  the  members 
of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks  in  direct  competition  with 
banks,  insurance  companies,  and  other  institutions  making 
first-mortgage  loans  on  business  as  well  as  home  properties." 
I  repeat,  the  only  mortgages  on  which  the  Federal  home-loan 
banks  would  be  authorized  to  make  advances  to  their  mem- 
bers are  those  "designed  principally  for  residential  use,"  as 
the  bill  shows  on  its  face. 

Just  as  misleading,  through  half-truths,  are  the  statements 
made  with  reference  to  the  provision  which  would  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  his  discretion,  to  purchase 
obligations  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks.  The  purpose  of 
this  provision  is  to  enable  the  Federal  home-loan  banks  to  ob- 
tain funds  in  times  of  financial  stress  and  emergency  when 
it  might  not  be  possible  for  them  to  sell  their  obligations  In 
the  open  market.  The  Federal  home-loan  banks  would  thus 
be  enabled  to  supply  funds  to  their  members  in  order  to  avert 
the  danger  of  runs  and  frozen  credits.  Every  dollar  of  the 
obligations  so  purchased  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
would  be  supported  by  the  sound  mortgages  held  by  the  Fed- 
eral home-loan  banks  as  collateral  for  the  advsmces  made  to 
their  members  and  by  the  reserves  and  surplus  of  the  mem- 
ber institutions  to  which  the  Federal  home-loan  banks  had 
made  advances.  In  purchasing  these  obligations,  the  Treas- 
ury would  not  only  be  averting  the  danger  of  panic  and  hys- 
teria but  would  also  be  making  a  sound  investment. 

A  particularly  misleading  statement  appears  in  the  minor- 
ity report  in  this  connection.    The  report  states: 

Under  other  provision*  ot  law.  Federal  home-loan  banks  are  au- 
ttaorlzed  to  make  advances  to  nonmember  Institutions  over  which 
the  Board  exerclaes  little  or  no  supervision.  These  advances  tend 
strongly  to  Impair  the  capital  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks  and 
Increase  the  possibility  of  looees  which  will  have  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  Federal  Tnaswrj. 

The  minority  report  neglects  to  mention  that  such  advances 
may  be  made  only  on  the  security  of  mortgages  insured  un- 
der title  IV  of  the  National  Housing  Act  and  then  only  to  In- 
stitutions which  are  approved  mortgagees  under  said  title 
and  are  subject  to  the  inspection  and  supervision  of  a  gov- 
ernmental agency.  If  a  mortgage  insured  by  the  Federal 
Housing  Administration  is  not  good  seciu"ity  the  commercial 
banks  and  other  financial  institutions  of  the  country  are  be- 
ing sadly  misled. 

In  the  remainder  of  the  minority  report  charges  are  made, 
wholly  without  proof,  that  H.  R.  6971  enables  the  Federal 
savings  and  loan  associations  to  "indulge  In  loose  financial 
practices"  and  "puts  the  F^eral  savings  and  loan  associations 
in  the  savings-bank  business  in  competition  with  savings 
banks,  cooperative  banks,  mutual  savings  banks.  State-char- 
tered building  and  loan  associations,  and  other  thrift  institu- 
tions." 

No  basis  whatever  exists  for  these  charges.  At  present,  a 
Federal  savings  and  loan  association  may  make  loans  on  its 
own  shares  and  on  first  liens  of  not  more  than  $20,000  on 
homes  or  combination  home  and  business  properties  located 
within  50  miles  of  its  home  office,  except  that  not  more  than 
15  percent  of  its  assets  may  be  loaned  on  other  Improved  real 
estate  without  regard  to  said  $20,000  and  50-mile  limitations 
but  secured  by  a  first  lien.  The  present  bill  provides  that 
where  an  institution  applies  and  is  so  authorized  by  the  Board 
because  of  its  size  or  location  it  may  lend  up  to  an  additional 
15  percent  of  its  assets  on  first  liens  on  improved  real  estate 
upon  which  there  is  located  one  or  more  structures  designed 
principally  for  residential  use.  without  regard  to  the  $20,000 
limit  but  within  the  50-mile  zone.  The  purpose  of  this  provi- 
sion is  to  provide  a  means  by  which  an  association  located  in 
a  metropolitan  area,  where  there  is  a  larger  demand  for 
apartment  houses  and  multifamily  properties  and  a  relatively 
smaller  demand  for  single-faoiily  properties,  may  lend  a 
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slightly  greater  percentage  of  its  assets  on  such  larger  proper- 
ties, which  must,  however,  be  designed  principally  for  residen- 
tial use.  In  these  metropolitan  areas,  as  elsewhere,  there  is 
need  for  institutions  in  which  the  people  may  place  their  sav- 
ings. There  Is  also  need  to  put  these  savings  to  work  in  the 
community  where  they  are  held.  In  building  the  kind  of  home 
that  is  in  demand  in  the  community.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  SACKS.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  In  what  financial  condition  is  the 
Federal  home-loan  bank  today?    That  is,  as  to  its  surplus? 

Mr.  SACKS.  It  has  a  great  stu-plus  and  it  is  in  very  fine 
financial  shape. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  that  the 
bill  be  read  for  amendment. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quoriun. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  will  count. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  temporarily  withdraw  the 
point  of  order. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  (a)   the  flrst  two  sentences  of  subsection 

(a)  of  section  10  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act,  as  amended, 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  10.  (a)  Upon  such  terms  and  restrictions  as  the  Board  may 
Impose,  each  Federal  home-loan  bank  Is  authorized  to  make  ad- 
vances to  Its  members,  upon  the  security  of   (a)    home  mortgages, 

(b)  flrst  mortgages  on  real  estate  upon  which  there  Is  located  a 
structure  or  structures  designed  principally  for  residential  use  for 
more  than  4  families  In  the  aggregate,  irrespective  of  whether  any 
such  structure  has  a  party  wall  or  Is  otherwise  physically  connected 
with  any  other  structure  or  structures,  or  (c)  obligations  of,  or  fully 
guaranteed  as  to  principal  and  Interest  by,  the  United  States,  subject 
to  the  following  limitations  as  to  amount:". 

(b)  Paragraph  (3»  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  10  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(3)  If  secured  by  a  flrst  mortgage  given  In  respect  of  any  other 
mortgage  loan,  the  advance  shall  not  be  for  an  amount  In  ezceas  of 
60  percent  cf  the  unpaid  principal  of  the  mortgage  loan;  but  in  no 
case  shall  the  amount  of  such  advance  exceed  40  percent  of  the 
value  of  the  real  estate  secvirlng  the  mortgage  loan." 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  further  reading  of  the  bill  be  dis- 
pensed with  and  that  It  may  be  now  open  for  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Williams)? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserving  the  right  to 
object,  I  do  not  want  to  do  anything  to  disrupt  the  orderly 
debate  of  amendments  to  this  bill;  neither  do  I  want  to  do 
anything  to  delay  consideration  of  these  amendments,  but  it 
will  be  recalled  that  the  committee  has  not  had  this  bill  tmder 
consideration  for  about  a  year.  I  will  make  the  bold  confes- 
sion that  I  have  not  read  the  bill  for  11  months.  I  have 
many  notes  in  my  files  concerning  amendments  which  I  ex- 
pected to  offer.  In  order  to  give  us  time  to  pull  our  thoughts 
together  on  them,  possibly  it  might  be  well  for  the  bill  to  be 
read.  We  will  at  least  have  that  much  time  to  consider  it 
and  whatever  amendments  we  may  have  to  offer.  So.  for  the 
time  being,  I  object  to  dispensing  with  the  reading  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  LUCE.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Lncz:  Beginning  on  line  3,  page  1, 
strike  out  section  1. 

Mr.  LUCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  section,  the  next  section, 
and  one  further  on  In  the  bill  are  the  sections  that  concern 
what,  for  brevity's  sake.  I  shall  call  power  of  the  thrift  Insti- 
tutions to  lend  large  sums  of  money  on  apartment  houses. 
It  also  would  include  business  buildings,  perhaps,  although  I 
think  not.  Anyhow,  it  Is  the  apartment  house  thing  that  we 
want  to  get  rid  of.  I  have  the  Impression  or  understanding 
that  the  gentlemen  who  are  favoring  this  bill  are  willing  to 
drop  out  the  apartment  houses  in  order  to  save  what  they 
consider  to  be  the  more  important  parts  of  the  biU. 

I  would  not  like  the  House  to  understand  that  I  guarantee 
this  covers  no  provision  that  it  is  desirable  to  keep.  If  there 
Is  such  a  provision,  this  being  a  technical  bill  full  of  details 


that  are  hard  even  for  one  familiar  with  the  general  subject 
to  understand,  it  may  be  that  the  destruction  of  these  two 
sections  will  require  the  replacing  of  some  provisions  in  them 
when  the  matter  comes  before  the  Senate.  I  do  not  think  so, 
but  it  may  be  that  the  amendment  goes  too  far.  The  only 
practical  way  that  I  see  to  determine  the  question  at  this 
moment  Is  to  strike  out  the  whole  section  In  order  that  we 
may  declare  our  view  as  to  this  loaning  on  apartment  houses. 

To  emphasize,  and  to  repeat,  perhaps,  what  I  said  before, 
I  am  against  permitting  the  home  institutions,  the  thrift  in- 
stitutions, to  lend  their  money  in  a  commercial  market.  They 
are,  to  be  sure,  pressed  for  chances  to  Invest,  because,  by  rea- 
son of  the  diCBcult  times,  people  are  now  generally  unwilling 
to  take  the  ordinary  places  for  investment. 

Mr.  BROOKS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LUCE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana.       , 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Would  the  gentleman's  amendment  strlb-e 
out  small  homes  as  well  as  the  apartment-type  home? 

Mr.  LUCE.  No.  If  the  gentleman  will  look  at  the  last 
thing  on  the  page  he  will  see  that  the  sentence  reads — 

for  residential  use  for  more  than  four  families. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  That  is  subsection  (b),  however.  If  the 
gentleman  Includes  (a) ,  would  that  not  strike  out  the  small 
homes,  too? 

Mr.  LUCE.  No.  It  Is  the  Intention  to  return  the  situation 
to  just  where  It  is  now. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  LUCE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  How  much  does  the  gentleman's  amend- 
ment strike  out  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  LUCE.    The  whole  first  section,  halfway  down  page  2. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Down  to  and  including  line  IS  on 
page  2? 

Mr.  LUCE.    Line  15  on  page  2, 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  LUCE.  It  may  be  that  the  last  provision  in  there 
does  not  go  to  the  core  of  the  problem,  but  I  am  taking  my 
chance  on  that,  assuming  that  It  would  be  put  back  in  the 
Senate  if  It  could  be  pointed  out  that  some  part  of  the  section 
should  still  remain. 

Our  vote  on  this  question  will  be  whether  we  will  permit 
the  funds  put  there  by  the  people  of  humble  circumstances 
and  people  of  moderate  means,  to  be  risked  on  what  Is,  to 
me,  a  most  dangerous  type  of  investment,  the  Investment 
In  apartment  houses.    [Applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  2.  The  flrst  sentence  of  subsection  (b)  of  section  10  of  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  BanlL  Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"(b)  No  mortgage  shall  be  accepted  as  collateral  security  for 
an  advance  by  a  Federal  home-loan  bank  If,  at  the  time  such 
advance  Is  made,  the  mortgage  loan  secured  by  It  (1)  has  more 
than  25  years  to  run  to  maturity,  or  (2)  exceeds  $100,000,  or  (3) 
is  past  due  more  than  6  months  when  presented,  unless  the  amount 
of  the  debt  secured  by  such  mortgage  Is  less  than  50  percent  of 
the  value  of  the  real  estate  with  respect  to  which  the  mortgage 
was  given,  as  such  real  estate  was  appraised  when  the  mortgage 
was  made;  each  Federal  home-loan  bank  may  make  advances  to 
Its  members  secured  by  obligations  Issued  pursuant  to  this  act. 
the  National  Housing  Act,  or  other  obligations,  acceptable  to  the 
Board,  which  a  member  may  lawfully  have  available,  but  no  such 
advance  shall  exceed  the  market  price  or  face  value  of  such  obliga- 
tion, whichever  Is  lower,  and  no  such  obligation  shall  be  accepted  as 
collateral  security  for  an  advance  If  such  obligation  is  In  default." 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 

word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  expect  to  make  any  argument  about 
the  matter,  but  I  do  this  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the  gentle- 
man In  charge  of  the  bill  Just  a  question  or  two.  Do  I  cor- 
rectly understand  that  section  2  of  this  bill  would  authorize 
the  acceptance  by  the  home-loan  bank  of  a  past-due  mort- 
gage that  Is  as  much  as  6  months  past  due  as  collateral  for  a 
loan? 
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Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.    Yes;  under  condiUoas  set 

forth  In  the  bill. 

Mr.  MAY.  In  other  words.  If  it  is  6  months  until  it  is  due 
it  could  be  accepted? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.    No. 

Mr.  MAY.  But  the  home-loan  bank  would  not  be  per- 
mitted to  accept  It  as  security  for  a  loan  if  it  was  past  due? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  It  would  if  it  was  under 
that  one  condition;  yes.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  will 
notice  that  there  is  a  provision  in  there  reading  as  follows: 

Unless  the  amcnmt  of  the  debt  secured  by  such  mortgage  Ls  less 
Xhmn  50  per  centum  of  the  value  of  the  real  estate  with  respect 
to  which  the  mortgage  was  given. 

In  other  words,  if  tlie  security  is  more  than  double,  they 
can  afford  to  take  it  even  though  it  is  past  due  6  montlis. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  matter  I  had  in  mind  was  this.  I  did  not 
like  the  idea  of  a  Federal  institution  being  permitted  to 
take  as  security  paper  that  is  past  due.  because  it  is  usually 
discredited  paper  when  it  becomes  past  due  and  is  not  taken 

care  of. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  It  is  only  on  that  condition 
where  the  amount  of  the  security  is  more  than  double  the 
amount  of  the  obligation.  Then  they  figure  that  that  would 
be  perfectly  safe  security,  even  though  it  was  6  months  past 
due.  ^, 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  pro  forma  amendment  was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  LUCE.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  ofTer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Lucx:  Beginning  on  page  2.  line  10, 
strike  cut  all  of  section  3. 

Mr.  LUCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  same  considerations  apply 
to  this  section  as  apply  to  section  1  and  the  intent  of  the 
motion  is  the  same  as  in  that  case.  If  there  is  anything 
desirable  in  the  section  apart  from  the  apartment-house 
provision.  I  presume  it  will  be  put  beck  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LUCE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  thought  the  purpose  of  the  section  was 
Just  to  leave  existing  law  intact  and  make  maturities  con- 
form with  P.  H.  A.  insured  mortgages  of  25  years.  ,Is  that 

correct? 

Mr.  LUCE.  No;  you  will  find  in  there  the  figure  in  the 
twenty- third  line  "exceeds  $100,000."  j 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    That  is  added? 

Mr.  LUCE.    That  is  new.  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Would  not  the  gentleman's  purpose  be 
accomplished  by  striking  that  out  instead  of  the  entire 
section? 

Mr.  LUCE.  I  think  the  section  ought  to  be  rewritten,  and 
If  there  is  anything  there  that  ought  to  be  kept,  that  can 
be  done  In  the  other  branch. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes;  I  know  the  gentleman's  familiarity 
with   the  matter. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  LUCE.    T  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  In  other  words,  striking  out  section  2 
brings  the  bill  back  now  to  the  present  law  wherever  the 
rediscount  privileges  apply  to  mortgages  on  individual  homes 
and  apartments  not  to  exceed  four  families. 

Mr.  LUCE.    Yes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  And  makes  it  correspond  with  the 
previous  amendment  offered. 

Mr.  LUCE.     Yes. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sic  3.  Section  11  ot  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Balik  Act,  as 
amended.  Is  further  amenctod  by  the  addition  of  a  new  subsection 
as  follows: 

"(1)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  In  his  discretion.  Is  author- 
taed  to  ptirchase  any  obligations  issued  under  the  provisions  of 
thu  act  or  title  TV  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  and  f<a  such 
purpose  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxjry  Is  authorised  to  xiae  as  a 
public-<lebt  transaction  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  any  seciirltlea 
hereafter  Issued  under  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended. 


and  the  purposes  for  which  lecurlUes  may  be  Issued  under  the 
Second  Liberty  Bond  Act.  as  amended,  are  extended  to  Include  such 
purchases.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasfury  may.  at  any  time,  sell 
any  of  the  obligations  acqxiired  by  him  under  this  subsection.  AU 
redemptions,  purchases,  and  sales  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
of  such  obligations  shall  be  treated  as  pubUc-debt  transactions 
<rf  the  United  States." 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike 
out  the  last  word. 

I  do  not  intend  to  make  a  speech,  but  I  think  the  attention 
of  the  House  should  be  drawn  to  the  fact  that  whereas  in  the 
^deral  Reserve  law  the  amount  of  money  that  can  be  issued 
on  security  tendered  by  the  banks  is  limited,  it  is  not  limited 
in  the  case  of  mortgage  loans,  because  you  have  new  build- 
ings aU  the  time,  and  at  present  there  are  $17,300,000,000  of 
mortgage-residential  debt  in  the  United  States,  and  that  is 
gradually  increasing.  One  objection  I  have  to  the  bill  is  that 
there  is  this  unlimited  responsibility  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  My  other  chief  objection  has  already  been 
covered  by  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Luce]. 

The  pro  forma  amendment  was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  reswl  as  follows: 

Section  3.  page  4.  line  3,  after  the  period  Insert  the  following: 
"The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  not  at  any  time  purchase 
under  this  subsection  any  obligations  Issued  under  the  provisions  of 
this  act  If  such  purchase  would  Increase  the  aggregate  principal 
amount  of  his  then  outstanding  holdings  of  such  obligations  under 
this  subsection  to  an  amount  greater  than  three  times  the  aggregate 
amount  of  the  then  outstanding  capital  stock,  reserves  and  surplus 
of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Banks.  Likewise  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  shall  not  at  any  time  purchase  under  this  subsection  any 
obligations  Issued  under  title  IV  of  the  National  Housing  Act  If  such 
purchase  would  Increase  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  his  then 
outstanding  holdings  of  such  latter  obligations  under  this  section 
to  an  amount  greater  than  three  times  the  aggregate  amount  of  the 
then  outstanding  capital  stock,  reserves  and  surplus  of  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation." 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  that 
perhaps  meets  the  objection  just  raised  by  the  gentlewoman 
from  Illinois  [Miss  Sumner  I.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that 
there  should  be  some  limitation,  and  the  amendment  that 
I  have  offered  places  a  limitation  upon  it. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.    Yes. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  congratulate  the  gentleman.  He  is  tak- 
ing the  viewpoint  that  I  thought  he  would.  Tliere  is  a  limi- 
tation here.  Can  the  gentleman  give  us  any  idea  of  what 
the  present  amount  would  be,  what  is  the  amount  of  capital 
stock  of  these  corporations? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  The  capital  stock  of  the 
home-owners'  loan  bank  is  $165,000,000. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.     And  this? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.    One  hundred  million  dollars. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  So  that  the  obligation  of  the  Govern- 
ment under  this  amendment  would  amount  to  less  than 
$250,000,000? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  There  Is  a  limitation  In  the 
law  as  to  the  amount  of  bonds  that  the  home  loan  banks 
may  issue.  There  is  no  limitation  on  the  debentures  which 
the  savings  and  loan  insurance  corporation  may  issue. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Will  the  Treasiiry  have  the  privilege  of 
buying  the  obligations  thereunder? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  I  have  had  the  notion,  and 
so  expressed  myself  In  the  committee  that  there  should  be 
a  limitation  on  the  amount.  There  is  a  limitation  as  I  recall 
it  on  all  of  the  others. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  There  is  a  limitation  on  the 
amount  of  bonds  which  the  Treasury  may  purchase  under 
this  amendment.  There  are  various  other  limitations  on 
the  amoimt  of  bonds  which  the  home  loan  banks  may  issue, 
and  while  I  have  no  fear  of  this  being  abused,  yet  I  think 
as  a  matter  of  proper  legislative  procedure  that  a  limitation 
should  be  placed  there,  and  that  is  the  reason  that  I  have 
offered  the  amendment. 
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Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  do  not  quite  understand  the  total 
amoimt  that  can  be  issued  under  this  $165,000,000  of  capitaL 
I  don't  understand  what  the  amount  is. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  Of  Missouri.  Three  times  the  amount, 
though  I  am  not  sure  that  I  tmderstood  the  gentleman's 
question.  If  he  means  the  amount  which  they  may  issue, 
that  is  one  thing. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.     Not  issue  but  guarantee. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  The  amount  which  the  Treas- 
ury may  purchase  under  this  amendment  and  have  on  hand 
at  any  one  time  is  limited  to  three  times  the  amount  of  the 
capital  stock  and  surplus,  but  that  Is  not  a  limitation  upon 
the  amount  of  issue. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  4.  Section  17  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act.  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  foUowlng: 

"For  the  enforcement  of  Its  rights  and  powers  and  of  Its  orders, 
rules,  and  regtilatlons.  the  Board  shall  have  power,  by  resolution, 
in  its  own  name  or  In  the  name  of  the  United  States  through 
the  Attorney  General,  or  using  Its  own  attorneys  subject  to  the 
direction  of  the  Attorney  General,  as  the  Attorney  General  may 
determine,  to  institute  or  otherwise  voluntarily  participate  in  and 
to  prosecute  to  flnal  satisfaction  any  action,  suit,  or  other  pro- 
ceeding in  any  State.  Federal,  or  other  court.  Any  such  action, 
suit,  or  other  proceeding  Instituted  in  a  district  court  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  Instituted  by  an 
officer  of  the  United  States  authorized  by  law  to  sue.  within  the 
meaning  of  section  24  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended." 

Sec.  5.  (a)  Section  20  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  Inserting  at  the  beginning  thereof  the 
letter  "a"'  in  parentheses,  by  striking  the  word  "twice"  where  It 
appears  In  the  flrst  sentence,  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  such 
section  the  foUowlng  additional  sentence:  "Such  examiners  shall 
not  use  their  powers,  privileges,  or  position,  directly  or  IndlrecUy, 
for  personal  advantage." 

(b)  Section  20  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act.  as  amended, 
is  further  amended  by  adding  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(b)  The  Board  shall  have  power  to  require  each  msmber  of 
each  Federal  home-loan  bank  to  make  an  annual  report  of  Its 
affRlrs  to  the  Board  as  of  the  end  of  each  calendar  year,  or  as 
of  such  other  date  as  the  Board  may  permit,  upon  forms  pre- 
scribed by  the  Board  and  to  require  such  additional  information 
as  the  Board  by  resolution  may  request.  The  Board  shall  have 
power  to  examine,  audit,  and  supervise  (1)  federally  or  State- 
chartered  Institutions  Insured  under  title  IV  of  the  National 
Housing  Act;  and  each  such  Insured  Institution,  by  accepting  the 
benefits  of  such  Insurance,  agrees  to  permit  and  pay  for  such 
examinations,  audits,  and  supervision  by  the  Board;  (2)  other 
members  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks.  If  such  members  are 
not  subject  to  State  examination  and  supervision  or  If.  in  the 
Judgment  of  the  Board.  State  examination  and  supervision  Is 
Inadequate  for  the  protection  of  such  banks,  other  members,  and 
the  public;  and  each  such  member,  by  the  acceptance  of  the 
Ixneflts  of  membership  In  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  agrees  to 
permit  and  pay  for  such  examinations,  audits,  and  supervision." 

(c)  The  third  sentence  of  section  8  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Act.  as  amended.  Is  hereby  repealed. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  the  following 
amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Spence:  Add  to  section  6,  subsec- 
tion (b).  page  5.  line  25.  the  following:  "The  Board  Is  authorized 
to  accept.  In  whole  or  In  part,  reports  of  examinations  and  audits 
made  by  independent  public  accountants  or  public  supervisory 
authorities  to  the  extent  that  such  reports  will  serve  the  purposes 
of  the  Board.  Reports  of  audits  and  examinations  made  by  inde- 
pendent accountants  and  public  supervisory  authorities  and  made 
available  to  the  Board  by  the  associations  examined  shall  be  con- 
sidered, and  If  determined  by  the  Board  to  be  adequate  and  relia- 
ble, such  a.ssoclation  shall  not  be  charged  for  duplicate  auditing 
or  examination  for  the  same  period." 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  merely  enlarges  the 
powers  of  the  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  and  gives  it  the  au- 
thority to  accept  these  examinations  if  they  are  adequate 
and  satisfactory.  There  is  nothing  mandatory  in  the  provi- 
sion. There  has  been  quite  an  imposition  on  some  of  these 
institutions  by  reason  of  the  amounts  that  are  required  to  be 
paid  for  these  examinations,  and  what  can  be  the  objection 
to  allowing  the  Board  to  accept  an  examination  that  is  ade- 


quate and  satisfactory  if  the  Board  desires  to  do  so?  This 
amendment  not  only  has  the  endorsement  of  all  of  the  build- 
ing, savings,  and  loan  associations,  but  it  has  the  approval 
of  all  the  large  organizations  of  accountants.  I  hope  and 
trust  the  amendment  will  be  adopted,  together  with  the  other 
amendment  which  I  shall  offer. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Yes;  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  gentleman's  amendment  reads  "in- 
dependent public  accountants."  In  the  country  we  have  cer- 
tified public  accountants  and  we  have  accountants,  members 
of  the  American  Institute  of  Accountants,  and  we  have  inde- 
pendent public  accountants  who  might  be  senior  bookkeepers 
who  open  an  oflBce  to  perform  accountancy  work  and  who 
know  very  little  about  first-class  bookkeeping,  as  a  matter 
of  fact.  Would  the  gentleman  be  willing  to  accept  substitute 
language  and  make  that  a  certified  public  accountant? 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Yes.  My  idea  in  that  was  that  they  did  not 
have  to  be  supervisory  authorities,  but  accoimtants  certified 
by  the  proper  authorities.  If  the  gentleman  thinks  it  will  be 
more  acceptable  to  strike  out  the  word  "independent,"  I  would 
be  perfectly  willing  to  have  that  done. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     It  will  give  public  protection. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  There  are  independent  certified  public 
accountants  that  are  not  connected  with  any  supervisory 
institution,  or  the  State,  and  it  was  the  purpose  to  include 
those  m^n  who  are  authorized  to  do  this  work,  but  who  are 
not  connected  -with  a  State  or  any  of  its  subdivisions,  who 
are  independent,  certified  accountants. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  to  the  degree  the 
gentleman  uses  the  language,  to  that  extent  It  will  serve  the 
public  and  the  Board.  It  is  resilient  enough  to  satisfy  the 
Board,  it  seems  to  me. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  It  merely  gives  them  the  power  to  do  It  If 
they  decide  to.    It  leaves  it  in  the  discretion  of  the  Board. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPENCE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky that  he  modify  his  amendment  as  -suggested  by  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan;  and  I  may  say  that  I  do  not 
believe  there  will  be  any  trouble  in  having  It  passed;  for  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  What  I  wish  is  this,  if  the  gentleman 
will  permit,  that  if  In  their  judgment  they  need  an  audit 
made  that  it  be  by  an  independent  certified  public  accountant. 

Mr.  SPENCE.    The  modification  is  agreeable  to  me. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  audit  should  be  by  a  certified 
public  accountant  because  then  it  is  done  by  a  person  the 
State  approves. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
modify  my  amendment  by  striking  out  the  word  "independ- 
ent" and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "certified." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection  the  amendment  will 
be  modified  accordingly. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to  strike  out 
the  last  word  In  order  to  register  in  the  Record  the  opposi- 
tion of  certain  building  and  loan  organizations  In  New 
Orleans  to  this  particular  section.  In  this  connection  I 
read  two  telegrams  and  a  letter  I  have  received  from  the 
Central  Homestead  Association  of  New  Orleans  and  my  reply 

thereto: 

New  Orleans,  La.,  March  7,  1940. 

Hon.  H.  J.  FEBNArroiz, 

House  of  Representatives  Building,  Washinffton,  D.  C: 
As  president  of  Southwestern  Building  and  Loan  Conference 
representing  associations  in  the  States  of  Arkansas,  Colorado. 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Mlssovirl,  New  Mexico.  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas,  the  majority  of  which  associations  are  State-chartered 
Institutions.  I  must  advise  that  there  Is  serious  objection  to  section 
6  of  House  bill  6971,  which  In  Its  present  form  gives  supervisory 
power  over  State-chartered  associations  to  the  Federal  Home  Ix>an 
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Bank  Board.  8tate-«bmrtered  tnstltutlons  are  rightfully  creatures 
of  the  several  States  autbcrlzlng  their  operation  and  supervisory 
powers  over  these  Institutions  rightfully  belong  to  the  State 
bank«"fr  departments  of  the  various  States.  Enactment  of  House 
bUl  ton  wUl  be  a  usurpation  of  powers  rightfully  belonging  to 
a  Stat*  by  an  agency  of  the  Federal  Oovemment.  and  I  ask  that 
the  bin  referred  to  be  retiimed  to  the  committee  for  redrafting 
of  the  objectionable  featxirea  referred  to  or  killed  outright  in  Its 
pnment  tana.    Kindest  personal   regards. 

AlXKN  H.  OzNEssa. 

New  Oklzams,  La..  May  7.  1940. 

Hon.    H.  J.   PCEMAMDC 

House  of  Representatives  Building,  Washinffton,  D.  C: 
Our  association,  comprised  of  over  2.000  shareholders,  vigorously 
objecto  to  section  5  of  House  bUl  6971  which  gives  supervisory 
power  over  State-chartered  Institutions  to  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board.  This  is  definitely  an  Infringement  on  State 
rigbU  and  a  usurpation  of  powers  of  supervision  rightfully  belong- 
ing to  the  State  Banking  Department  of  Louisiana.  We  ask  that 
House  bill  6971  be  returned  to  the  committee  for  redrafting  or 
killed  outright  In  Its  present  form. 

CKNTaAI.    HOMXSTSAD    ASSOCIATION, 

C.   E.   WBrmoRX.   Secretary. 

House  OF  RCHlESaNTATIVZS, 

Washington.  D.  C,  March  S.  1940. 
lir.  AixxN  H.  Osivnis, 

Core  CoTWcrrotlre  Homestead  Association.  Audubon  Building, 
New  Orleans.  La. 

Secretary.  Central  Homestead  Association,  Audubon  Building, 
Nev  Orleans.  La. 

GKNixncxN :  I  acknowledge  your  night  telegrams  of  last  night  In 
opposition  to  section  6  of  H.  R.  6971,  designed  to  give  the  Federal 
home-loan  bank  "the  power  to  examine,  audit,  and  supervise 
(1)  federally  or  State-chartered  institutions  insured  under  title  IV 
of  the  National  Housing  Act;  and  each  such  insured  Institution,  by 
accepting  the  benefits  of  such  insurance,  agrees  to  permit  and  pay 
for  such  examinations,  audits,  and  supervision  by  the  Board; 
(3)  other  members  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks.  If  such  mem- 
bers are  not  subject  to  State  examination  and  supervision  or  If, 
In  the  judgment  of  the  Board.  State  examination  and  supervision 
to  Inadequate  for  the  protection  of  such  banks,  other  members, 
and  the  public;  and  each  such  member,  by  the  acceptamce  of  the 
benefits  of  membership  in  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  agrees  to 
permit  and  pay  for  such  examinations,  audits,  and  supervision." 

From  my  point  of  analirsls.  there  may  be  some  Justification  In 
Federal  examination,  audit,  and  supervision  if  the  State's  super- 
vision Is  unsatisfactory  fc*  the  general  welfare  of  the  public  In- 
Ttdved.  However.vl  do  not  feel,  even  in  those  particular  cases,  that 
the  Federal  Government  should  supersede  State  authority,  but  be 
supplemental  thereto;  also  that  such  Federal  scrutmy  should  be 
made  only  under  extraordinary  clrcximstances  warranting  such 
actlcm. 

ncMe  let  me  know  how  you  feel  about  this. 
Sincerely. 

J.  O.  F^lNANDIZ. 

Cbntsal  Hombbtsao  Association. 

New  Orleans,  March  12.  1940. 
Bon.  J.  O.  Fehnand^, 

House  of  Representatives  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 

I>KAii  Mb.  Fkknandez:  Replying  to  yotir  letter  of  March  8  re- 
garding section  5  of  H.  R.  6971,  we  beg  to  point  out  the  following: 

Our  objection  to  this  bill  is  not  to  the  power  granted  the  Federal 
hom<'-loan  bank  to  examine  or  audit  our  records.  At  the  present 
time  examiners  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  make  annual 
examinations  of  State-chartered  Institutions  that  are  Insured, 
which  are  also  subject  to  complete  audit  by  the  examiners  of  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  in  the  event  the  audit  which  they 
have  made  is  not  satisfactory  to  the  said  Board. 

However,  at  the  present  time  the  Board  is  not  vested  with  the 
right  of  supervision,  which  power  Is  presently  vested  In  the  State 
banking  departments  of  the  respective  Statea 

W^  can  even  agree  that  If  State  supervision  Is  unsatisfactory  for 
the  general  welfare  of  the  public  Involved,  there  may  be  Justifica- 
tion for  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  to  give  such  super- 
Tlskon;  but  under  the  act  as  It  Is  presently  framed,  the  power  to 
cocamlne,  audit,  and  supervise  federally  State-chartered  Lnstltu- 
tl<HW  Insured  imder  title  IV  of  the  National  Housing  Act  is  granted 
without  any  qualification,  and  only  In  the  case  of  members  of  the 
Federal  home-k)an  bank  which  are  not  Insured  is  there  a  qualifica- 
tion that  the  supervision  shall  b<j  exercised  In  the  event  there  Is 
not  State  supervision,  or  if.  In  the  judgment  of  the  Board.  State 
supervision  is  inadequate. 

In  other  words,  where  a  State-chartered  Institution  Is  insured. 
It  Is  subject  to  supemsion  by  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
regardless  of  the  degree  of  supervision  given  by  the  State  banking 
department;  and  from  the  wording  of  the  act,  particularly  that 
section  giving  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  the  right  to  go 
Into  any  court,  whether  State  or  Federal,  in  order  to  have  its  regu- 
lations  «nf oroed.  U  would  seem  to  Indicate  that  tbe  soperylslon 


0*  the  Federal  Oovemment  should  supersede  State  supervision  and 
not  be  supplemental  thereto. 

We  wish  to  thank  you  for  the  Interest  shown  In  this  matter,  and 
sincerely  trust  that  you  will  get  our  point  of  view  and  do  what 
you  are  able  to  maintain  the  right  of  State  supervision. 
Yours  very  truly, 

C.  E.  Whitmobx,  Secretary. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  may  say  in  conclusion  that  I  shall  vote 
for  the  passage  of  the  bill  because  it  contains  many  sections 
that  are  beneficial. 

By  unanimous  consent  the  pro  forma  amendment  was 
withdrawn. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sic.  6.  Section  21  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act,  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(a)  Whoever  makes  any  statement,  knowing  it  to  be  false,  or 
whoever  willfully  overvalues  any  security,  for  the  purpose  of  Influ- 
•anclng  in  any  way  the  action  of  a  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  co-  the 
Board,  a  member  of  a  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank,  or  the  Federal 
Savings  Insurance  Corporation  upon  any  application,  advance,  dis- 
count, purchase.  or*repurchase  agreement,  or  loan,  or  any  exten- 
sion thereof  by  renewal,  deferment,  or  action  or  otherwise,  or  the 
acceptance,  release,  or  substitution  of  security  therefor,  shall  be 
piuilshed  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $5,000  or  by  Imprisonment 
for  not  more  than  2  years,  or  both. 

"(b)  Whoever  (1)  falsely  makes,  forges,  or  counterfeits  any 
note,  debenture,  bond,  or  other  obligation,  or  coupon,  or  share 
accoimt.  In  imitation  of  or  purporting  to  be  a  note,  debenture, 
bond,  or  other  obligation,  or  coupon,  or  share  accovmt  Issued  by 
the  Board,  a  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank,  a  member  of  a  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank,  or  the  Federal  Savings  Insurance  Corporation; 
or  (2)  passes,  utters,  or  publishes,  or  attempts  to  pass,  utter,  or 
publish,  any  false,  forged,  or  counterfeited  note,  debenture,  bond, 
or  other  obligation,  or  coupon,  or  share  account,  purporting  to 
have  been  issued  by  the  Board,  a  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank,  a 
member  of  a  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank,  or  the  Federal  Savings 
Insurance  Corporation,  knowing  the  same  to  be  false,  forged,  or 
counterfeited;  or  (3)  falsely  alters  any  note,  debenture,  bond,  or 
other  obligation,  or  coupon,  or  share  accotint.  Issued  or  purporting 
to  have  been  Issued  by  the  Board,  a  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank,  a 
member  of  a  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank,  or  the  Federal  Savings 
Insurance  Corporation;  or  (4)  psisses,  utters,  or  publishes,  or  at- 
tempts to  pass,  utter,  or  publish,  as  true  any  falsely  altered  or 
spurious  note,  debenttire.  bond,  or  other  obligation,  or  coupon,  or 
share  account,  issued  or  ptirportlng  to  have  been  Issued  by  the 
Board,  a  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank,  a  member  of  a  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank,  or  the  Federal  Savings  Insurance  Corporation,  know- 
ing the  same  to  be  falsely  altered  or  spurious,  shall  be  punished 
by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000  or  by  imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  five  years,  or  both. 

"(c)  Whoever,  being  connected  In  any  capacity  with  the  Board  or 
a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  a  member  of  a  Federal  home-loan  bank, 
or  the  Federal  Savlnps  Irisurance  Corporation.  ( 1 )  embezzles,  ab- 
stracts, purloins,  or  willfully  misapplies  any  moneys,  funds,  securities, 
or  other  things  of  value,  whether  belonging  to  or  pledged  or  other- 
wise entrusted  to  said  Board,  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  a  member 
of  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  or  the  Federal  Savings  Insurance  Cor- 
poration; or  (2)  with  intent  to  defraud  the  Board,  a  Federal  home- 
loan  bank,  a  member  of  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  or  the  Federal 
Savings  Insurance  Corporation,  or  any  other  body  politic  or  cor- 
porate, or  any  Individual,  or  to  deceive  any  ofBcer.  auditor,  or  exam- 
iners of  the  Board  or  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  a  member  of  a 
Federal  home-loan  bank  or  the  Federal  Savings  Insurance  Corpora- 
tion, makes  any  false  entry  In  any  book,  report,  or  statement  of  or 
to  the  Board,  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  a  member  of  a  Federal 
home-loan  bank,  or  the  Federal  Savings  Insurance  Corporation,  or. 
wlthovit  being  duly  authorized,  draws  any  order  or  Issues,  puts  forth. 
or  assigns  any  note,  debenture,  bond,  or  other  obligation,  or  draft, 
mortgage,  judgment,  or  decree  thereof,  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine 
of  not  more  than  $10,000  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  5 
years,  or  both. 

"(d)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  Individual,  firm,  partnership, 
association,  or  corporation  (1)  which  Is  not  such  an  institution  to 
use  the  words  'Federal  home-loan  bank.*  'Federal  savings  and  loan 
association,'  or  'Federal  Savings  Insurance  Corporation,'  or  a  com- 
bination of  the  word  'Federal'  with  any  of  such  words,  as  a  name  or 
a  part  of  a  name  under  which  he  or  it  shall  do  business  except  in 
the  case  of  a  name  under  which  business  is  being  done  at  the  time 
of  the  enactment  of  this  set);  (2)  which  Is  not  such  an  institution 
to  advertise  or  represent  in  any  way  that  he  or  it  is  a  Federal  home- 
loan  bank,  a  Federal  savings  and  loan  association,  or  Federal  Sav- 
ings Insiu-ance  Corporation,  or  to  publish  or  display  any  sign,  sym- 
bol, or  advertisement  reasonably  calciilated  to  convey  the  impression 
that  he  or  It  Is  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  a  Federal  savings  and 
loan  association,  or  Federal  Savings  Instirance  Corporation;  or  (3) 
Which  is  not  a  member  of  a  Federal  home-loan  bank  to  advertise 
or  represent  In  any  way  that  he  or  it  is  such  a  member,  or  to  publish 
or  display  any  sign,  symbol,  or  advertisement  reasonably  calculated 
to  convey  the  Impression  that  he  or  It  Is  such  a  member.  E^•ery 
association,  partnership,  firm,  oar  corporation  violating  any  provision 
of  this  subsection  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall  be 
subject  to  a  fine  ctf  not  exceeding  $1,000.    Any  individual  violating 
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any  provision  of  this  subsection,  or  any  ofBcer  or  director  of  any 
association  or  corporation  or  any  member  of  any  firm  or  partnership 
violating  any  provision  of  this  subsection,  who  participates  in.  or 
knowingly  acquiesces  in.  any  such  violation  shall  be  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  shall  be  subject  to  a  fine  of  not  exceeding  $1,000  or  to 
Imprisonment  not  exceeding  1  year,  or  both.  Any  violation  of  any 
provision  of  this  subsection  may  be  enjoined  by  the  United  States 
district  court  having  Jurisdiction,  at  the  instance  of  any  United 
States  district  attorney,  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  or  a 
Federal  home-loan  bank,  a  Federal  savings  and  loan  association,  or 
the  Federal  Savings  Insurance  Corporation. 

"(e)  The  provisions  of  sections  29.  30.  82,  35,  37,  39,  112,  113.  114. 
115,  116,  117  of  the  Criminal  Code  of  the  United  States  (U.  S.  C. 
title  18.  sees.  73.  74.  76.  80,  82.  83,  88.  91.  and  202  to  207.  inclusive). 
Insofar  as  applicable,  are  extended  to  apply  to  Federal  home-loan- 
banks  and  members  thereof,  and  to  Federal  Savings  Insurance  Cor- 
poration and  to  contracts  or  agreements  of  any  Federal  home-loan 
bank  and  members  thereof,  and  the  Federal  Savings  Insurance 
Corporation,  which,  for  the  purposes  hereof,  shall  be  held  to  include 
advances,  loans,  discounts.  Insurance,  and  purchase  and  repurchase 
agreements;  extensions  and  renewals  thereof;  ind  acceptances,  re- 
leases, and  substitutions  of  security  therefor. 

"(f)  Any  person  who  willfully  and  knowingly  makes,  circulates, 
or  transmits  to  another  or  others  any  statement  or  riunor,  written, 
printed,  or  by  word  of  mouth,  which  is  untrue  in  fact  and  is  di- 
rectly or  by  Inference  derogatory  to  the  financial  condition  or 
affects  the  solvency  or  financial  standing  of  a  Federal  home-loan 
bank,  a  member  of  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  or  the  Federal  Sav- 
ings Insurance  Corporation,  or  w^ho  knowingly  counsels,  aids,  pro- 
cures, or  induces  another  to  start,  transmit,  or  circulate  any  such 
statement  or  rumor,  is  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  punishable  by  a 
fine  of  not  more  than  $1,000  or  by  Imprisonment  of  not  exceeding 
1  year  or  both. 

"(g)  As  used  In  this  act,  the  term  'examiner'  means  any  person 
employed  by  the  Board,  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  or  by  the  Fed- 
eral Savings  Insurance  Corporation  to  maice  examinations.  No  such 
Institution,  no  member  of  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  no  Institu- 
tion which  Is  Insured  by  the  Federal  Savings  Insurance  Corpora- 
tion, and  no  officer,  director,  employee,  attorney,  or  agent  thereof, 
shall  hereafter  knowingly  make  any  loan  or  grant  any  gratuity  to 
any  examiner  who  examines  or  has  authority  to  examine  it.  Any 
such  officer,  director,  employee,  attorney,  or  agent  violating  this 
provision  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall  be 
Imprisoned  not  exceeding  1  year  or  fined  not  more  than  $5,000,  or 
both,  and  may  be  fined  a  further  sum  equal  to  the  money  to  loaned 
or  gratuity  given.  Any  examiner  who  shall  accept  a  loan  or  gratuity 
from  any  institution  examined  by  him,  or  from  any  officer,  director, 
employee,  attorney,  or  agent  thereof,  or  who  shall  steal  or  unlaw- 
fxilly  take,  or  unlawfully  conceal,  any  money,  note,  draft,  bond, 
share  account,  or  security  or  any  other  property  of  value  In  the 
possession  of  any  such  Institution,  or  from  any  safe  deposit  box  in 
or  adjacent  to  the  premises  of  such  institution,  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof  In  any 
distrtct  court  of  the  United  States,  be  Imprisoned  for  not  exceed- 
ing 1  year  or  fined  not  more  than  $5,000,  or  both,  and  may  be  fined 
a  further  sum  equal  to  the  money  so  loaned,  gratuity  accepted,  or 
property  stolen,  and  shall  forever  thereafter  be  dlsquallfled  from 
employment  by  the  Board,  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  or  member 
thereof,  or  the  Federal  Savings  Insurance  Corporation,  or  any  Insti- 
tution Insured  by  it.  No  examiner  shall  perform  any  other  service 
for  compensation,  while  holding  such  office,  for  any  institution 
which  he  has  authority  to  examine  or  for  any  officer,  director,  em- 
ployee, attorney,  or  agent  thereof.  No  examiner,  officer,  director, 
employee,  attorney,  or  agent  of  the  Board,  a  Federal  home-loan 
■  bank,  or  the  Federal  Savings  Inarurance  Corporation  shall  disclose 
the  names  of  borrowers  or  Investors  or  the  collateral  for  loans  of, 
or  other  facts  confidential  to  the  management  and  not  otherwise 
publicly  disclosed  regarding  any  Institution  examined  by  him  to 
any  person  other  than  the  Board,  a  Federal  home-loan  bank,  or 
the  Federal  Savings  Insurance  Corporation,  their  officers  and  em- 
ployees, or  to  the  proper  officers  of  such  Institution,  without  first 
having  obtained  express  permission  in  writing  from  his  respective 
employer,  or  from  the  boards  of  directors  of  the  institutions  exam- 
ined, except  when  ordered  to  do  so  by  a  court  of  competent  Juris- 
diction or  by  direction  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  or  of 
either  House  thereof,  or  any  committee  of  Congress,  or  of  either 
House  duly  authorized.  Any  person  violating  any  of  the  provisions 
of  the  last  two  sentences  shall  be  imprisoned  not  more  than  1  year 
or  fined  not  more  than  $5,000.  or  both." 

Sec.  7.  (a)  The  ninth  sentence  of  subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of 
Home  Owners*  Loan  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by 
striking  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  and  adding  a  colon  and  the 
following:  "Prmided.  That  any  building  now  or  hereafter  owned 
by  the  Corporation  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  used  principally 
as  an  office  building  of  the  Corporation,  together  with  the  land 
upon  which  the  same  stands,  and  all  appurtenances,  buildings,  and 
land  used  principally  in  connection  therewith,  shall  be  exempt  from 
any  and  all  taxation  heretofore  or  hereafter  imposed." 

(b)   The  fourth  sentence  of  subsection  (d)   of  section  4  of  the 
Home  Owners'  Loan  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by 
sulking  the  word  "fifteen"  In  the  phrase  "not  to  exceed  15  years", 
/    and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  word  "twenty-five." 

Mr.  BARRY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 


Hie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barbt:  Page  13,  line  13.  after  the 
word  "imposed",  strike  out  subsection  (b)  (lines  14  to  18.  inclu- 
sive) and  insert  the  following  language: 

"That  the  sixth  sentence  of  section  4  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan 
Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows:  The  Cor- 
poration must  at  any  time  grant  an  extension  of  time  to  any  home 
owner  for  the  pa3nnent  of  principal  or  interest  owed  by  him  to  the 
Corporation  or  must  at  any  time  during  the  existence  of  the  mort- 
gage grant  an  extension  and  revision  of  its  terms  to  provide  for  the 
amortization  by  means  of  monthly  payments  sufficient  to  retire  the 
interest  and  principal  within  a  period  not  to  exceed  25  years  from 
the  date  of  its  execution  if  the  home  owner  was  in  arrears  in  his 
payments  of  either  interest,  principal,  or  taxes  on  May  1,  1940." 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  section  my  amendment 
strikes  out  was  enacted  into  law  last  year  by  this  House  as 
a  separate  bill  and  was  signed  by  the  President.  It  gives  the 
corporation  the  right  to  extend  the  amortization  period  for 
10  years.  My  amendment  is  designed  to  carry  out  what  I 
believe  to  be  the  intent  of  the  amendment  we  adopted  last 
year. 

Let  me  point  out  to  the  House  briefly  that  when  the  Cor- 
poration ended  its  work  there  were  1,018.171  loans.  On 
April  1  of  this  year  the  Corporation  authorized  the  fore- 
closure of  203.891  loans.  This  leaves  a  balance  of  814,280. 
Of  this  amount.  Mr.  Fahey  testified  before  our  committee 
when  he  appeared  in  behalf  of  this  bill  that  there  were 
435,207  loans  paid  up  to  date.  This  leaves  a  balance  of  379,- 
073  loans  now  in  distress  but  not  in  sufficient  distress  to  be 
foreclosed.  My  amendment  does  not  affect  the  435,207  loans 
that  are  paid  up  to  date.  It  applies  merely  to  the  379,000, 
and  makes  it  mandatory  upon  the  Corporation  to  extend  the 
10-year  amortization  period  which  we  passed  last  year.  The 
Corporation  has  undertaken  this  work  within  the  discretion 
granted  it  by  the  law,  but  there  has  been  considerable  com- 
plaint by  people  who  feel  they  should  be  granted  this  relief. 
Others  believe  that  they  have  not  received  a  sufficient 
amount  of  relief. 

I  feel  that  we  should  do  everything  within  reason  to  try 
and  save  these  379,000  loans  now  in  distress.  We  passed 
legislation  to  carry  out  a  housing  program  with  Government 
subsidies.  We  passed  legislation  to  permit  home  building 
under  the  Federal  Housing  Act  with  the  liberal  terms  and  with 
a  small  down  payment  and  with  25  years  in  which  to  pay  it 
off.  I  think  the  House  should  take  into  account  those  fam- 
ilies who  have  been  living  in  these  H.  O.  L.  C.  homes  for  a 
great  many  years  and  not  foreclose  unless  It  actually  has  to, 
unless  they  are  a  total  bad  risk,  because  after  we  get  the 
houses  we  merely  spend  a  lot  of  money  on  repairs.  The 
Corporation  pays  a  lot  of  money  in  foreclosure  costs.  Then 
it  turns  around  and  rents  them  for  an  amount  equal  to  and 
in  many  cases  less  than  what  the  home  owner  can  now  pay, 
or  it  sells  the  houses  in  the  real-estate  market  at  a  very 
substantial  loss. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted.     iApplause.l 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  just  called  attention  to  a  liberal  provision  formerly 
adopted  with  reference  to  the  extension  of  defaulting  mort- 
gages held  by  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation.  Atten- 
tion has  been  called  during  this  debate  to  the  losses  that  have 
necessarily  been  incurred  under  the  operation  of  the  Home 
Owners'  Loan  Corporation,  losses  at  which  I  do  not  com- 
plain— losses  that  it  might  be  fair  to  say  were  contemplated 
when  the  act  was  passed,  because  the  legislation  was  intended 
to  take  care  of  citizens  facing  immediate  loss  of  their  homes. 
It  was  in  the  nature  of  an  altruistic  endeavor.  But,  Mr. 
Chairman,  this  amendment  would  give  to  any  borrower  the 
right  to  say  whether  or  not  his  mortgage  should  be  extended. 
It  would  take  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Board  all  their  powers 
and  discretion  in  the  administration  of  the  law  insofar  as 
extension  of  mortgages  is  concerned.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
going  so  far  that  it  is  almost  unthinkable  that  a  Member  of 
the  House  would  seriously  advocate  it.  The  proposal  would  be 
unjust  and  unfair  to  borrowers  who  are  meeting  their 
obligations. 

Mr.  BARRY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  STEAOALI*.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  BARRY.  This  amendment  does  not  affect  the  435,000 
^deral  mortgages  that  are  now  paid  up  to  date.  It  applies 
only  to  those  who  were  in  arrears  on  May  1,  1940,  and  I  have 
■dteted  that  date  so  that  tf  this  amendment  should  pass,  the 
people  who  are  paid  up  to  date  cannot  lapse  their  payments. 

Mr.  CTEAOALL.  Well.  true.  It  applies  only  to  mortgagors 
whose  mortRages  were  in  default  on  the  1st  of  May,  but  with 
that  qualification  all  I  have  said  applies. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  May  I  direct  the  gentleman's 
attention  to  a  report  issued  by  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Administrator,  after  the  bill  was  in  our  committee,  in  which 
it  is  sUted  that  there  were  (mly  13  States  now  with  mora- 
toriums on  mortgages  and  he  thought  that  conditions  in  the 
country  no  longer  warranted  moratoriums.  This  in  effect 
is  a  moratorium. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Yes.  It  Is  unfair  to  the  mortgagors  who 
make  the  necessary  sacrifice  to  pay. 

Mr.  BROOKS.     WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  am  wondering  if  the  379.000  mortgages 
in  default  as  of  May  1  will  reduce  the  losses  of  the  H.  O.  L.  C. 
when  it  takes  over  that  many  homes  because  of  default  in 
payments?  I  notice  the  wholesale  advertisements  In  some 
of  the  papers  of  these  little  homes  which  have  been  taken 
over  in  large  numbers.  It  seems  to  me  it  has  a  depressing 
effect  upon  the  real-estate  market  to  advertise  homes  in 
wholesale  quantities  which  have  been  taken  over  as  a  resvUt 
of  the  fact  that  an  owner  has  not  been  able  to  keep  up  with 
his  payments. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Whenever  it  is  decided  that  we  are  not 
going  to  try  to  enforce  collection  of  these  mortgages,  we  in- 
vite defaults. 

Mr.  BARRY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  BARRY.  In  answer  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois 
[Miss  SumfXR]  may  I  say  this  is  not  a  moratorium.  This 
merely  spreads  the  principal  pasmients  over  an  extra  10 
years  that  we  gave  the  right  to  the  corporation  to  do  last 
year.    Tliere  is  no  moratorium  involved. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  When  you  leave  it  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  borrower,  you  in  effect  give  him  a  moratorium. 

Mr.  BARRY.  No.  This  spreads  the  payment  over  an 
additional  10  years  and  the  corporation  is  doing  that  in  many 
cases  now. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  This  would  be  a  temporary 
moratorium,  at  least. 

Mr.  BARRY.  It  is  not  a  moratorium  at  all.  The  pay- 
ments are  only  spread  over  the  10  years. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Blr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  first  place,  the  Home  Owners'  Loan 
Corporation  has  permissive  authority  to  liberalize  to  a  certain 
extent  now,  so  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  Barry  J  would  become  unnecessary. 
Secondly,  he  has  used  the  word  "must"  in  his  amendment. 
The  mortgagee  tenant  can  commit  waste,  tear  up  all  the  wall- 
paper, ruin  all  the  floors;  yet  if  he  is  in  default,  the  Cor- 
poration could  not  secure  possession  under  this  amendment. 
I  will  not  lend  my  vote  to  that  kind  of  amendment,  and  I  hope 
it  is  voted  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Baut]. 

TYie  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment, which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendm«it  offered  by  Mr.  Ftt^atmck:  On  TMig«  18,  line  18, 
after  the  word  "twenty-five",  add  a  new  subsection,  to  read  M 
follows: 


"(c)  That  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan 
Act.  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  tbe  following: 

"That  the  rate  ol  Interest  on  the  unpaid  balance  of  the  obliga- 
tion oX  any  home  owner  to  the  Ckirporatlcn  xinder  this  act  out- 
standing on  the  date  this  paragraph  takes  effect,  or  on  the  unpaid 
balance  of  any  such  obligation  Incurred  after  such  date,  shall  not 
exceed  3V»  percent  per  annum.'  " 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  Mr.  Chairman.  T  am  offering  this 
amendment  to  bring  a  little  relief  to  the  distressed  property 
owners  who  are  trying  so  hard  to  hold  their  homes,  which  are 
so  near  and  dear  to  each  and  every  one  of  them. 

However,  I  feel  that  I  should  say  a  word  or  two  about  the 
Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporaition.  This  Corporation,  in  my 
oiuniOQ.  has  been  managed  in  a  most  efQcient  manner.  I 
doubt  if  there  is  any  private  organization  in  the  United 
States  that  has  been  handled  \vith  more  economy  or  efficiency 
than  this  Corporation. 

After  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation  Act  was  passed. 
this  Corporation  took  over  more  than  a  million  mortgages  of 
distressed  property  owners  in  this  country.  Moat  of  these 
mortgages  were  in  such  a  condition  that  it  was  only  a  matter 
of  time  when  foreclosures  would  have  taken  place.  However. 
I  understand  that  over  75  percent  of  these  home  owners  win 
be  able  to  save  their  homes,  which  I  believe  is"^  greater  per- 
centage Chan  what  is  held  by  private  mortgagors.  This  was 
brought  about,  no  doubt,  by  the  efficient  management  of  the 
Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation.  They  had  a  very  hard  Job 
on  their  hands,  but  they  met  the  situation  and  are  doing  fine 
work  in  order  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  the  act. 

The  amendment  offered  by  me  Is  to  reduce  the  interest  rate 
to  3  V2  percent,  as  I  understand  the  Government  is  borrowing 
the  money  for  around  2  percent. 

For  that  reason  I  believe  in  justice  to  the  distressed  prop- 
erty owners  of  this  covmtry  who  are  holding  H.  O.  L.  C.  mort- 
gages and  for  whom  the  interest  rate  should  be  reduced  to  3  '^ 
percent.  I  hope  the  amendment  offered  by  me  will  be  ap- 
proved by  the  Committee. 

Mr.  BARRY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  3^eld  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  BARRY.  On  occasions  this  House  on  behalf  of  the 
farmers  has  overridden  the  President's  veto  message  and  has 
kept  the  farmers'  rate  of  interest  at  3 '2  percent.  If  it  is 
consistent  to  do  that,  it  should  support  the  gentleman's 
amendment. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman's  state- 
ment, and  I  voted  to  keep  the  farmers'  rate  q^  interest  at  3  Vz 
percent. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  may  say  to  my  good  friend  from  New 
York  that  30  days  ago  the  chairman  of  the  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  said  that  if  this  t3npe  of  amendment  is  agreed 
to.  providing  for  3V2  percent  interest,  it  will  cost  the  Federal 
Treasury  $280,000,000  the  first  year.  That  is  what  it  will 
cost  if  you  approve  this  amendment. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  The  Government  borrows  this 
money  for  less  than  2  percent.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  the 
home  owners  pay  34  percent  interest,  the  loss  could  not  be 
as  great  as  stated  by  the  chairman  of  the  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  FITZPATRICK)  there  were — ayes  40,  noes  67. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  a  further 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  PrrePATWCK:  On  page  13,  after  the 
word  "  *twenty-flve' •'.  add  a  new  subsection,  to  read  as  follows: 

"(c)  That  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan 
Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  the  following: 

"  That  a  moratorium  Is  hereby  proclaimed  forbidding,  suspend- 
ing, causing,  and  stopping  the  foreclosure  of  home  owners'  loan 
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mort^ges  by  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation.  Its  agents  and 
employees,  for  a  period  of  2  years  from  the  date  of  enactment: 
Provided.  That  the  mortgagor  pays  the  interest,  taxes,  and  all  other 
assessments  levied  against  the  mortgaged  property  except  any  part 
of  the  principal  indebtedness.'  " 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  I 
offered  for  a  moratorium  is  to  relieve  the  distressed  property 
owners  for  2  years  from  making  payment  on  their  principal 
and  giving  them  a  chance  and  opportunity  to  pay  up  their 
taxes  without  any  loss  to  the  citizens  of  this  country,  because 
after  the  2-year  moratorium  they  are  to  take  up  and  pay  the 
balance  of  the  mortgage  as  prescribed  in  section  4  of  the 
Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation  Act. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  shield? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  under  section  77  (b)  of  the 
Federal  statute  relating  to  bankruptcy  all  farm  loans  may 
have  a  moratorium  of  3  years? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Yes:  and  why  should  the  home 
owners  not  receive  the  same  consideration? 

Mr.  MAY.     Simply  on  the  payment  of  interest. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Yes;  and  why  not  let  the  home 
owners  have  a  moratorium  of  2  years,  as  long  as  they  pay 
their  interest,  assessments,  and  any  other  indebtedness? 

Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman.  wUl  the  gentle- 
man jrield? 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  under  the 
gentleman's  amendment  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corpora- 
tion would  make  money  and  save  itself  from  taking  over  a 
great  mass  of  dead  property  and  carrying  it  for  2  or  3  years, 
and  flooding  the  market  with  foreclosed  properties? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  There  is  not  question  about  it.  It 
would  be  money  saved  to  the  taxpayers  throughout  the  coun- 
try.   I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  agreed  to.    [  Applause.  1 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  FITZPATRICK)  there  were — ayes  31,  noes  71. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  8.  Subsection  (c)  of  section  5  of  Home  Owners'  Loan  Act 
of  1933,  as  amended.  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(c)  Such  associations  shall  lend  their  funds  only  on  the  se- 
curity of  their  shares  or  on  the  security  of  first  Hens  upon  homes 
or  combination  home  and  business  prof>ertle8,  as  defined  by  regu- 
lations of  the  Board,  within  50  miles  of  their  home  office,  no  such 
loan  to  exceed  tlCW.OOO:  Provided,  That  not  more  than  $20,000 
shall  be  loaned  on  the  security  of  a  first  lien  upon  any  one  prop- 
erty upon  which  there  is  located  a  dwelling  or  dwellings  designed 
principally  for  residential  use  for  not  more  than  four  families  in 
the  aggregate,  irrespective  of  whether  such  dwelling  or  dwellings 
have  a  party  wall  or  are  otherwise  physically  connected  with 
another  dwelling  or  dwellings.  However,  not  exceeding  15  percent 
of  the  assets  of  any  association  may  be  loaned  on  any  Improved 
real  estate,  which  by  reason  of  Its  condition  is  not  only  marketable 
but  is  capable  of  producing  Income  reasonably  in  relation  to  the 
pajrmcnt  of  interest  upon  and  the  amortization  of  the  loan  se- 
cured thereby,  and  all  other  loan  charges,  without  regard  to  said 
limitations  on  amount  of  loans,  and  without  regard  to  said  50-mile 
limit  but  secured  by  a  first  lien  thereon.  Subject  to  regulations 
of  the  Board,  associations  upon  application  to  and  authorization 
by  the  Board,  because  of  their  size  or  location,  may  lend  within 
the  50-mlle  limit  and  without  regard  to  said  $20,000  limitation,  up 
to  an  additional  15  percent  of  their  assets  on  any  improved  real 
estate  upon  which  there  Is  located  one  or  more  structures  designed 
principally  for  residential  use.  Irrespective  of  whether  such  struc- 
ttires  have  a  party  wall  or  are  otherwise  physically  connected  with 
other  structures.  All  real  estate  owned  as  a  result  of  the  foreclosure 
of  loans  previously  made  within  any  such  percentage  of  assets  shall 
be  included  In  computing  such  percentage  of  assets.  Any  portion  of 
the  assets  of  such  associations  may  be  otherwise  invested  only  In 
obligations  of,  or  fully  puarauteed  as  to  principal  and  interest 
by,  the  United  States,  the  stock  of  a  Federal  home-loan  bank, 
or  obligations  Is'iued  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act, 
or  the  National  Housing  Act.  or  in  other  securities  which  are  legal 
Investments  for  fiduciary  and  trust  funds  and  are  approved  by 
regulations  of  the  Board.  Also,  upon  application  to  and  approval 
by  the  Board,  an  association  may  make  loans  under  title  I  of  the 
National  Housing  Act  as  now  or  hereafter  amended.  Subject  to  reg- 
ulations of  the  Board,  any  association  which  is  converted  from  a 
State -chartered  institution  may  continue  to  make  loans  In  the 
territory  lu  which  It  made  loans  whUe  operating  under  State 
charter." 


Mr.  LUCE.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Lttcb:  Page  13.  line  25.  strike  out  "as 
defined  by  regulations  of  the  Board." 

On  page  14,  line  1,  strike  out  "no  such  loan  to  exceed  IIOO.OOO" 
and  insert  "loans  made  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  limitations  on 
the  principal  amount  of  the  loan  and  the  type  of  property  with  re- 
spect to  which  the  loan  may  be  made  as  are  applicable  to  coopera- 
tive banks  or  similar  home  financing  institutions  under  the  law  of 
the  State,  Territory,  or  district  in  which  the  property  with  respect 
to  which  the  loan  is  made  is  situated;  however,  this  provision  shall 
be  applicable  only  to  loans  made  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act  and  shall  not  apply  to  loans  made  after  such  date  with 
respect  to  which  a  binding  commitment  to  make  the  loan  is  In  effect 
on  such  date." 

Also  strike  out,  in  line  16,  the  words  "Subject  to  regulations",  and 
all  of  lines  17  through  24,  Inclusive. 

Mr.  LUCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  will  do  two 
things.  It  will  complete  the  extermmation  of  the  apartment- 
house  feature  and  it  will  provide  by  separate  provision  that 
no  Federal  bank  can  exceed  the  permissions  given  to  the 
State  bank  in  the  particular  State  concerned.  I  pointed  out 
previously  that  in  Massachusetts  we  limit  the  loaning  power 
of  the  cooperative  banlcs  to  loans  of  $8,000  on  an  80-percent- 
valuation  basis.  This  would  provide  that  a  Massachusetts 
Federal  bank  could  not  make  a  larger  loan.  Those  who  may 
not  have  heard  me  before  will  remember  that  my  desire  is  that 
the  Federal  and  the  State  banks  shall  start  on  an  even  footing, 
and  make  the  race  honorably,  squarely,  and  fairly,  giving 
advantage  to  neither  kind  of  bank.  In  Massachusetts  the 
Federals,  28  of  them,  have  an  advantage  now  over  the  180 
cooperatives.  In  their  advertising  the  Federals  misrepresent, 
I  fear  sometimes,  and  certainly  exaggerate  the  advantages 
from  being  shareholders  in  the  Federal  institution.  Inas- 
much as  I  helped  create  the  Federal  institutions  I  have  no 
hostility  toward  them,  but  I  want  both  sides  to  start  even  and 
have  the  same  privileges  and  the  same  restrictions  in  a  given 
State.    Therefore,  I  present  this  amendment,     t Applause.  1 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  to  some  parts 
of  this  amendment,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  see  no  objec- 
tion, such  as  the  part  making  the  provision  conform  to  the 
amendments  which  have  already  been  adopted;  in  other 
words,  the  striking  out  of  the  $100,000  limitation,  limiting 
that  as  we  have  already  done  with  the  agreement  entered  into 
concerning  section  1.  However,  as  to  the  part  of  the  amend- 
ment which  requires  the  Federal  savings  and  loan  Institutions 
to  be  standardized  by  the  various  laws  of  the  different  States, 
to  my  mind  that  is  an  impossible  situation,  if  we  are  going 
to  have  a  Federal  system  at  all.  The  conditions  and  the 
laws  under  which  building  and  loan  associations  may  operate 
are  different  in  all  the  States,  There  is  a  limitation  placed 
upon  the  amount  of  loans  which  may  be  made  in  some  States 
and  in  other  States.  I  understand,  there  Is  no  limitation  at  all. 
There  is  what  is  known  as  a  legal  list  In  some  States  in  which 
a  building  and  loan  association  may  invest  in  certain  secur- 
ities. 

These  securities  are  entirely  different  In  other  States  and 
now  if  we  are  to  have  a  Federal  system,  a  system  that  is  set 
up  by  an  act  of  Congress,  a  system  that  is  regulated  by  a 
national  board  and  by  national  examiners,  it  seems  to  me  as 
a  practical  proposition  it  is  almost  impossible  to  administer 
it  in  accordance  with  the  laws  of  all  the  different  States  of 
this  Union,  and  for  that  reason,  if  the  gentleman  keeps  his 
amendments  combined  in  the  shape  they  are  at  the  present 
time.  I  will  ask  that  they  be  voted  down.  Some  of  them,  I 
want  to  say  again,  I  have  no  objection  to,  and  if  the  gentle- 
man will  separate  them,  I  am  satisfied  that  so  far  as  the 
committee  is  concerned,  there  will  be  no  objection  to  that 
part  of  the  amendment,  but  the  other  part,  it  seems  to  me,  is 
entirely  impossible  under  our  present  system  unless  we  are 
going  to  destroy  the  Federal  system.  We  might  just  as  well 
say  we  will  place  the  national  banks  In  our  system  imder  the 
rules  and  regulations  and  laws  of  the  various  States.  It 
would  be  exactly  analogous  and  for  that  reason  that  part  of 
the  amendment  should  not,  and  must  not,  be  adopted. 

Mr.  LUCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  have  no  objection  to 
separating  the  amendment  and  taking  the  vote  first  on  the 
first  part  of  the  amendment 
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I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  amendment  be  separated 
and  that  the  amendment  be  reported  in  that  form. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  amendment  will 
be  changed  In  the  manner  directed  by  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  and  the  Clerk  will  report  the  first  amendment. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr  Lrcx:  On  page  13.  line  25,  strike  out 
••ms  defined  by  regulations  of  the  Board",  and  on  page  14.  line  1, 
strike  out  "no  sucb  loan  to  exceed  $100,000"  and  insert  "loans  made 
■hall  be  subject  to  the  same  limitations  on  the  principal  amovint 
of  the  loan  and  the  type  of  property  with  respect  to  which  loans 
may  be  piade  as  are  applicable  to  cooperative  banks  or  similar  home- 
financing  Institutions  under  the  law  of  the  State.  Territory,  or 
District  In  which  the  prupetty  with  reapect  to  which  the  loan  is 
made  Is  situated." 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  not  a 
separation  of  the  amendment  along  the  lines  contemplated 
by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  as  I  imderstand  it, 
and  I  would  have  to  oppose  the  amendment  in  that  shape. 

Mr.  LUCE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  withdraw  the  amendment  for  the  time  being,  until  it 
can  be  perfected,  and  return  to  this  portion  of  the  bill  later. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
asks  unanimous  consent  to  withdraw  the  amendment  at  this 
point  and  return  to  the  section  later.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SPENCE.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  the  following  amend- 
ment, which  I  send  to  the  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  foUows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Si»rNCE:  Insert  a  new  section  between 
original  sections  8  and  9.  page  15.  line  17,  to  be  numbered  9.  and 
renumber  sections  9  to  17.  inclusive,  seriatim  as  10  to  18,  Inclusive, 
the  new  section  to  read  as  foUows: 

"Sxc.  9.  Subsection  (h)  of  section  5  of  Home  Owners'  Loan  Act  of 
1933.  as  amended,  la  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following:  'Any  exemption  from  taxation  by  the  United  States  now 
or  hereafter  provided  applicable  to  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Asso- 
ciations or  the  shares  thereof  or  the  Income  therefrom  shall  like- 
wise apply  to  any  buUdlng-and-Ioan.  savlngs-and-Ioan.  homestead 
•aaoctation.  and  cooperative  bank  organised  under  the  laws  of  any 
Btate.  Territory,  dependency,  or  possession  of  the  United  States  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  to  the  shares,  deposits,  and  certificate* 
of  indebtedness  Issued  by  such  associations  and  to  the  Income  de- 
rived therefrom:  Provided,  however.  That  nothing  herein  contained 
•hall  exempt  any  huildtng-and-loan.  savlngs-and-loan.  homestead 
•flsodation.  or  cooperative  bank,  organized  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  or  of  any  State.  Territory,  dependency,  or  possession 
of  the  United  States  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  from  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Sodal  Security  Act.'  *• 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  seeks  to 
do  long-delayed  justice.  The  National  Congress  has  per- 
mitted men  to  organize  corporations  in  States  to  do^the  very 
thing  that  State  corporations  have  been  doing  for  years,  yet 
has  given  the  national  corporations  certain  privileges  and 
immunities  that  it  has  denied  to  the  corporations  of  the 
State.  It  seems  to  me  this  goes  to  a  fundamental  question, 
a  principle  on  which  our  Government  was  founded.  When 
the  Supreme  Court  selected  an  inscription  to  be  placed  on 
the  Supreme  Court  Building  that  would  epitomize  the  spirit 
of  our  national  institutions,  they  chose  to  engrave  the  words, 
"Equal  justice  under  law,"  and  that  is  the  purpose  of  this 
amendment. 

The  Income  on  the  shares  of  the  State  associations  is  sub- 
ject to  the  normal  income  tax  of  the  shareholder.  The 
income  on  shares  of  Federal  associations  is  by  law  exempted 
from  that  tax.  The  national  associations,  therefore,  have  a 
certain  advantage  over  the  State  associations  that  is 
unconscionable  and  unjustified. 

It  seems  inconceivable  that  the  National  Government 
would  authorize  citizens  of  a  State  to  create  a  corporation 
under  the  Federal  laws  and  give  to  that  corporation  privi- 
leges and  immunities  which  a  corporation  of  the  same  char- 
acter, organized  exactly  for  the  same  purpose  and  to  do  the 
very  things  that  the  Federal  Corporation  is  authorized  to 
do,  does  not  have.  This  amendment  would  merely  exempt 
from  normal  income  taxation  the  income  on  the  shares  of 
the  State  associations,  just  as  the  Income  on  the  shares  of 
the  Federal  aosociations  is  now  exempt,  but  would  subject 


both  to  the  provisions  of  the  Social  Security  law.  There 
may  be  a  contention  made  that  the  income  on  the  shares  of 
both  should  be  subject  to  this  tax,  rather  than  exempt  the 
State  associations  as  a  means  of  doing  justice.  However.  I 
think  the  peculiar  services  these  institutions  are  rendering 
to  the  people  of  America  would  justify  the  exemption  of  the 
Income  on  the  shares  of  both  from  the  normal  income  tax. 
The  building  associations  are  doing  and  have  been  doing 
what  the  Government  has  been  attempting  to  do  by  subsidy 
and  direct  aid.  We  have  made  an  effort  to  keep  the  home 
owner  in  his  home  by  the  organization  of  the  Federal  home- 
loan  bank  of  the  Federal  Housing  Administration  and  the 
Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation.  We  have  recognized  that 
the  very  basis  of  our  civilization  and  the  stability  of  our  insti- 
tutions are  the  homes  of  our  people.  We  have  recognized 
that  the  best  way  to  combat  subversive  activities  and  sinister 
doctrines  is  to  make  this  a  land  of  home  owners.  The 
anarchist,  the  Communist,  and  all  those  who  advocate  doc- 
trines inimicable  to  our  institutions  that  would  overthrow 
our  present  form  of  Government  do  not  come  from  the 
homes  of  America.  To  be  a  home  owner  gives  a  man  a  sense 
of  importance  and  stability,  a  sense  of  dominion  that  makes 
him  feel  that  he  has  an  interest  in  his  community  and  in  the 
Government  and  its  institutions.  A  man  who  can  put  his 
foot  upon  his  own  land  feels  that  he  is  an  important  citizen 
in  the  community  In  which  he  lives.  A  man's  house  is  his 
castle,  and  so  I  say  that  because  of  the  splendid  services 
these  Institutions  are  rendering  to  the  people,  because  of  the 
money  they  are  saving  the  National  Government,  which 
would  have  to  furnish  this  aid  either  directly  or  by  subsidy, 
those  who  invest  their  small  periodic  savings  in  these  insti- 
tutions are  entitled  to  exemption  from  the  normal  income 
tax.  I  know  of  no  way  of  discovering  what  this  would  mean 
in  loss  to  the  Government,  but  I  venture  to  say  it  would  be 
very  little.  Almost  all  the  people  who  resort  to  building 
associations  as  a  means  of  bu3ring  homes  or  saving  are  of 
moderate  means.  They  are  almost  all  married  people  and 
have  an  exemption  from  oonral  income  tax  of  $2,500. 

The  average  amount  Invested  in  shares  is  $700.  If  we  say 
they  yield  5  percent,  that  would  be  $35  a  year  in  income.  So 
we  see  that  the  loss  to  the  Government  would  be  very  very 
little  in  doing  this  act  of  justice.  Most  of  these  people  have 
comparatively  meager  incomes  and  the  great  majority  of 
these  shares  would,  l)ecause  of  the  exemptions  from  the  In- 
come tax,  be  exempt  from  the  payment  of  this  normtd  tax. 
However,  the  passage  of  this  amendment  would  have  the 
effect  of  promoting  thrift  and  saving.  It  would  be  an  act 
of  simple  justice  that  would  t)e  a  stimulation  to  the  future 
activities  of  the  building  and  loan  and  savings  and  loan  asso- 
ciations and  other  similar  institutions.  The  income  from 
postal  savings,  baby  bonds,  and  credit  unions,  which  are  in 
direct  competition  with  the  building  and  loan  associations,  are 
exempt. 

The  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  has  said  there  is  no  opposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Board  to  this  amendment. 

It  may  be  said  that  both  State  and  Federal  institutions 
should  be  taxed,  but  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  local 
associations  have  borne  this  burden  for  a  long  time  and  the 
Fiederals  have  been  exempt  from  it.  The  just  thing  to  do  would 
be  to  give  the  local  associations,  the  State  associations,  this 
exemption  until  some  comprehensive  measure  can  be  consid- 
ered by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

I  hope  and  trust  that  this  Committee  will  adopt  this  amend- 
ment. It  means  very  little  loss  to  the  Government  in  revenue. 
It  win  stimulate  these  local  institutions  that  have  l)een  car- 
rying the  burden  of  this  fine  activity  for  a  long  time  and  will 
give  them  the  same  rights  and  the  same  immunities  the  Fed- 
eral associations  have.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  a  sub- 
stitute amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Ur.  WnxiAMa  of  Mlawyurl  ••  a  nibetitut* 
for  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  flrnfcx:  On  page  18,  line  19, 
after  ib*  figure  "8',  insert  "{%)". 


i-»/^xT/^T>T7'C«c«TrkXT  A  T     "Dl?r«ril>"n      TTATTGW 
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On  pa^e  15,  after  line  16.  insert  the  folloTTtng  new  subsection: 

"(b)  Section  6  (h)  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Act  of  1933.  as 
amended,  relating  to  tax  exemption  of  Federal  savings  and  loan 
aasoclatlons  and  their  shares  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(h)  Such  associations.  Including  their  franchises,  capital,  re- 
serves, and  surplus,  and  their  loans  and  income,  shall  be  exempt 
from  all  taxation  now  or  hereafter  imposed  by  the  United  States 
except  the  taxes  imposed  by  sections  1410  and  1600  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  with  respect  to  wages  paid  after  E>ecember  31,  1939. 
for  employment  after  such  date.  No  State,  Territorial,  'county, 
municipal,  or  local  taxing  authority  shall  impose  any  tax  on  sucb 
associations  or  their  franchises,  capital,  reserves,  surplus,  loans,  or 
Income,  or  on  the  value  of  or  Income  from  shares  thereof  greater 
than  that  imposed  by  such  authority  on  other  similar  local  mutual 
or  cooperative  thrift  and  home-finance  institutions  or  on  the  value 
of  or  Income  from  shares  thereof,  respectively.' 

"2.  The  amendment  made  by  this  subsection  removing  exemp- 
tions frcm  Federal  income  tax  on  shares  shall  be  applicable  only  to 
the  Income  received  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act." 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  very 
sorry  to  be  in  disagreement  with  my  friend,  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

The  substitute  just  read  sotmds  rather  complicated,  but 
in  effect  it  is  simple.  Ttie  substitute  makes  income  from 
building  and  loan  associations  in  the  hands  of  individuals 
subject  to  tax  regardless  of  whether  it  is  a  State  or  a  Federal 
institution.  Under  the  present  law  the  Federals  are  exempt. 
When  I  say  "the  Federals"  I  mean  the  income  from  the  Fed- 
eral institutions  in  the  hands  of  the  individual. 

The  present  law  is  that  all  building  and  loan  associations 
so  far  as  the  association  itself  is  concerned — understand 
that — are  not  subject  to  any  kind  of  Federal  tax  outside  of 
the  social -security  tax.  That  is  the  only  tax  they  pay. 
They  do  not  pay  any  income  tax.  They  do  not  pay  any  capital 
tax.  They  do  not  pay  any  corporation  tax;  they  do  not 
even  pay  any  stock-transfer  tax.  They  are  absolutely  Fed- 
eral-tax free,  except  as  above  stated.  This  substitute  does 
not  involve  that  question  at  all. 

The  only  question  here  is:  Are  you  going  to  permit  the 
individual  who  has  his  investments,  who  has  his  deposits  in 
the  building  and  loan  associations  of  this  country,  and  who 
receives  an  individual  income  from  it — are  you  going  to  have 
him  pay  an  income  tax  on  that  or  not? 

State  and  Federal  institutions  should  be  treated  equally. 
The  individual  income  frcm  investments  or  deposits  in  State 
and  Federal  building  and  loan  associations  should  be  taxed 
alike.  But  such  income  should  be  taxed  in  each  case  in- 
stead of  not  taxed  at  all,  as  provided  by  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucl^r.  At  this  time  when  we  are 
seeking  all  the  avenues  and  fields  possible  to  obtain  reve- 
nue for  the  Treasury  it  is  a  remarkable  suggestion  we  have 
here  to  expand  the  field  of  tax  exemption  and  make  the  in- 
come from  investments  and  deposits  in  building  and  loan 
associations  tax  free.  Is  it  possible  that  we  are  going  to 
let  down  the  bars  and  say  to  the  individual  who  has  his  in- 
vestment, who  receives  his  income,  and  interest  on  his  de- 
posits from  these  institutions,  that  he  should  not  pay  an 
income  tax  on  that? 

What  reason  or  what  excuse  can  there  be  for  not  making 
him  pay  the  same  income  tax  as  is  paid  by  the  individual 
who  has  his  investment  in  bank  stock  or  in  stock  of  any  other 
corporation?  I  believe  in  equalizing  the  taxes  between  the 
Federal  and  the  State  building  and  loan  associations,  but 
instead  of  exempting  all  of  them,  as  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Spence]  would  do.  In- 
stead of  exempting  the  income  which  the  investors  in  these 
Institutions  receive,  instead  of  exempting  that  from  a  norma] 
income  tax.  my  substitute  makes  them  all  subject  to  taxation. 

Mr.  SPENCE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  At  the  present  time  the  United  States  sav- 
ings bonds  are  exempt,  the  Federal  Savings  Loan  Associa- 
tion shares,  the  National  Mortgage  Association  obligations, 
and  many  others  are  exempt.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
think  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  have  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  go  into  these  things  and  recommend  an  act  that 
would  be  Just  and  equitable  among  all  of  these  organizations? 


For  a  long  time  the  State  associations  have  carried  the 
load. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  All  of  those  institutions  the 
gentleman  has  mentioned  are  Federal  agencies.  The  ques- 
tion whether  or  not  we  should  remove  the  tax  exemption  as 
to  Federal  obligations  is  a  question,  of  course,  that  is  open 
to  debate.    We  may  lose  more  than  we  gain. 

But  there  is  not  any  question  open  to  debate  anywhere 
when  it  comes  to  what  the  individual  receives  on  his  invest- 
ment in  any  kind  of  an  enterprise.  It  is  income  to  him. 
whether  he  receives  it  from  a  building  and  loan  association 
or  receives  it  from  a  bank-stock  dividend  or  any  kind  of  a 
dividend  or  any  place  else.  There  is  not  any  Just  reason  or 
excuse  anjnvhere  why  an  investment  in  a  building  and  loan 
association  should  not  be  subject  to  an  income  tax.  It  is 
absolutely  ridiculous  to  have  these  institutions,  which  have 
deposits  or  Investments  that  may  run  into  the  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars,  investments  which  draw  3-  or  4-percent 
interest,  and  not  tax  them;  say  to  them  that  they  will  not 
be  subject  to  an  income  tax.  It  is  not  right,  it  is  not  just 
to  anybody,  and  there  is  no  reason  and  no  sense  in  it.  Let  us 
make  them  pay  a  tax  on  all  incomes  received  from  these  asso- 
ciations instead  of  paying  no  tax  at  all.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr,  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  was  a  great  deal  of  discussion  about 
this  matter  in  the  committee.  We  were  split  upon  the  ques- 
tion whether  we  would  continue  the  policy  of  exempting  from 
taxation  the  income  from  these  shares  in  the  Federals  or  to 
accept  either  one  of  these  proposals  to  remove  the  tax-exempt 
features  of  this  law  as  they  applied  to  the  federally  char- 
tered and  State-chartered  building  and  loan  associations 
to  tax  all  equally.  Either  one  of  these  amendments,  as  I 
understand  them,  will  equalize  the  taxes  which  the  State- 
chartered  and  federally  chartered  institutions  will  have  to 
pay.  The  only  difference  in  principle  between  the  two  amend- 
ments, as  I  understand  It,  Is  that  the  Spence  amendment 
would  make  all  the  instritutions  tax  exempt.  State-chartered 
as  well  as  Federal-chartered;  and  the  Williams  amendment, 
contrary  to  that,  would  tax  the  Federal  savings  and  loan 
associations  on  the  same  basis  that  the  State-chartered  asso- 
ciations are  taxed. 

In  adopting  the  Williams  amendment  we  would  remove  any 
advantage  which  the  Federal  savings  and  loan  associations 
have  over  other  thrift  institutions.  The  income  from  sav- 
ings deposits  is  not  tax-exempt,  the  Income  from  Morris 
Plan  Bank  shares,  the  Income  from  cooperative  bank  shares 
or  mutual  savings  bank  shares  are  not  tax-exempt.  The 
only  class  of  income  from  thrift  institutions  which  is  tax- 
exempt  Is  that  which  the  shareholders  receive  from  the 
shares  which  they  own  in  Federal  savings  and  loan  associa- 
tions. That  gives  the  Federal  savings  and  loan  associations 
a  decided  advantage  over  all  other  thrift  institutions. 

Personally,  I  very  much  favor  the  Williams  amendment. 
We  have  been  told  in  late  months  that  It  is  the  policy  of  the 
present  administration  to  do  away  with  tax-exempt  securities 
as  far  as  possible.  The  White  House  has,  on  several  occa- 
sions, informed  us  that  it  objected  to  tax-exempt  features  in 
certain  bills  which  we  have  passed.  We  have  harmonized  our 
differences  and  have  removed  the  tax -exemption  feature  from 
very  many  security  Issues  during  the  past  few  months.  I  can- 
not speak  for  the  President  In  this  respect,  and  I  do  not  in- 
tend to,  but  it  would  seem  to  me  If  we  adopted  the  Spence 
amendment  today  we  would  be  doing  something  contrary  to 
the  announced  policy  of  this  and  other  administrations  in 
respect  to  tax-exempt  securities.  I  believe  the  best  way  of 
equalizing  taxation  Is  to  adopt  the  Williams  amendment. 

Mr.  SPENCE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  The  gentleman  is  a  student  of  national 
finance.  Can  he  tell  us  how  much  the  Government  wo^ild 
lose  by  the  adoption  of  my  amendment?  Would  it  not  be  a 
very  small  amotmt? 
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Mr.  WOLCOTT.  It  is  more  a  matter  of  principle.  It  la  a 
matter  of  advantage.  If  you  had  your  choice  between  in- 
vesting your  money  In  the  shares  of  a  federally  chartered 
Institution,  knowing  that  the  income  was  to  be  tax  exempt, 
and  putting  it  into  a  State-chartered  Institution,  knowing 
you  would  have  to  pay  a  tax  on  the  latter,  what  would  the 
gentleman  do?  It  would  give  a  decided  advantage  to  the 
federally  chartered  institution  over  the  State-chartered  in- 
stitution and  other  thrift  institutions.  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  specific  case,  of  minor  importance,  to  be  sure,  but 
the  President  has  vetoed  a  bill  which  provided  that  tax- 
exempt  bonds  might  be  issued  in  respect  to  the  Niagara 
Bridge.  We  passed  a  bill  authorizing  the  issuance  of  those 
bonds  and  providing  that  the  income  from  those  bonds  be  tax 
exempt. 

The  President  vetoed  it.  thereby  establishing  the  policy 
that  this  administration  is  against  tax-exempt  securities. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Does  the  gentleman  believe  it  is  a  sound 
governmental  policy  for  a  national  government  to  invade  the 
province  of  a  State  and  say  to  the  citizens  of  the  State  that 
they  can  organize  a  corporation  that  will  have  immunities 
and  privileges  that  a  State  association  does  not  have? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  No;  and  I  also  do  not  believe  the  Federal 
Oovemment  should  say  to  the  States,  "We  can  set  up  organi- 
zations and  exempt  their  securities  from  taxation,  but  you 
shall  not." 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Chahman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

I  recently  called  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  fact 
that  I  am  between  two  fires.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri 
this  afternoon  argued  so  earnestly  that  l)ecause  we  had  guar- 
anteed everything  else,  why  should  we  not  guarantee  these 
mortgages?  Well,  we  have  exempted  everything  else,  why 
should  we  not  exempt  these?  Why  does  not  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  use  the  same  argtmient?     It  was  so  effective. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Does  the  gentleman  want  to  know  my  opin- 
ion? I  think  it  is  a  species  of  legislative  impudence  for  the 
Congress  of  -the  United  States  to  go  into  a  State  and  let  the 
people  organize  a  corporation  and  give  it  certain  immtmities 
that  the  State  corporation  does  not  have. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  The  point  I  want  to  bring  out  is  that  you 
now  see  the  two  gentlemen  lined  up  against  each  other  on 
this  matter;  now  acknowledging  that  which  I  tried  to  point 
out,  the  competition  between  the  federally-owned  institu- 
tions and  the  State-owned  institutions.  The  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  would  like  to  help  a  little.  I  should  like  to 
help  a  lot.  But  it  is  a  pleasure  for  me  to  listen  to  the  ac- 
knowledgement of  the  two  gentlemen  now. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    Yes. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  is 
in  favor  of  exempting  this  income  from  the  tax? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.     No. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  In  other  words,  is  the  gen- 
tleman for  the  amendment  or  the  substitute? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  No;  I  am  voting  for  about  every  amend- 
ment offered  to  this  bill  today  that  makes  it  a  little  better. 

Mr  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  We  have  two  amendments 
here. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  I  shall  vote  for  the  gentleman's  amend- 
ment. But  I  am  calling  the  attention  of  the  other  gentle- 
man to  this:  Why  do  you  not  use  the  Missoinri  gentleman's 
style  of  oratory?  "They  did  it  for  everybody  else,  why  not 
do  tills?" 

[Here  the  gavel  felLl 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  qtiestion  Is  on  the  substitute 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  (Mr. 
WzLLXAMBl  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  (Mr.  Spencs). 

The  substitute  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  as  am^nrtrd. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  LUCE.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  mmendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Lucb:  On  page  13.  Une  25,  strike  out 
"••  defined  by  regulations  of  the  Board." 

On  page  14,  Une  1.  strike  out  "no  such  loan  to  exceed  SIOCOOO. 

Also  strike  out  In  line  16.  page  14.  the  words  "Subject  to  regu- 
laUons  •  and  all  of  lines  17  through  34,  Inclusive. 

Mr.  LUCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  completes  the  apartment- 
house  provisions. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LUCE.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  a  further  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Lttck:  On  page  14,  after  the  period  In 
line  16.  Insert:  "Loans  made  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  limita- 
tions on  the  principal  amount  of  the  loan  and  the  type  of  prop- 
erty with  respect  to  which  the  loan  may  be  made  as  are  applica- 
ble to  cooperative  banks  or  similar  home-financing  institutions 
under  the  law  of  the  State,  territory,  or  district  in  which  the 
property  with  respect  to  which  the  loan  Is  made  is  situated; 
however,  this  provision  shall  be  applicable  only  to  loans  made 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  and  shall  not  apply  to 
loans  made  after  such  date  with  respect  to  which  a  binding 
commitment  to  make  the  loan  is  in  effect  on  such  date." 

Mr.  LUCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  provision  is  the  one  as  to 
which  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  and  I  differ  in  judgment. 
My  own  feeling  is  prompted  by  the  situation  in  my  own  State, 
where  the  State  law  prohibits  loans  in  excess  of  $8,000. 
The  Federals — as  I  previously  said,  and  I  hope  I  shall  have 
your  patience  while  I  repeat — are  able  to  give  larger  loans 
than  the  State  cooperatives  can  give  The  provision  here 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  thinks  is  impracticable.  It 
certainly  will  not  be  so  in  my  State.  It  would  only  provide 
that  the  Federal  shall  be  on  the  same  footing  with  the  co- 
operative banks  and  shall  not  have  advantages  which  they 
may  set  forth  in  their  advertising  to  take  away  business 
from  the  cooperative  t>anks. 

There  ought  never  to  have  been  any  Federals  In  Massa- 
chusetts. We  did  not  pass  this  law  with  the  intention  of 
putting  any  Federals  in  Massachusetts.  We  passed  this  law 
because  one-half  of  the  counties  in  the  country  had  no  thrift 
institution,  and  we  created  it  for  them.  I  somewhat  regret 
that  the  Federal  system  saw  fit  to  come  into  Massachusetts 
to  comi)ete  with  our  State  s^'stem.  They  have  taken  away 
28  of  our  cooperative  banks  and  turned  them  into  Federals. 
This  has  produced  an  unfortunate  result.  The  amendment 
simply  provides  that  \n  this  particular  they  shall  be  put  on 
the  same  level  and  exposed  to  the  same  conditions. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  LUCE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Is  it  not  true  that  in  some  States  the 
State  institutions  have  some  privileges  which  the  Federals 
do  not? 

Mr.  LUCE.  It  Is  possible;  I  am  familiar  only  with  the 
situation  in  my  own  State. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  know 
that  I  shall  take  the  5  minutes,  because  I  do  not  know  that 
I  have  much  to  add  to  what  I  said  a  while  ago.  This  is  the 
same  proposition  that  I  previously  objected  to;  and  from  the  * 
standpoint  of  the  Federal  associations,  I  do  not  believe  there 
is  any  question  about  the  fact  that  it  could  not  work  at  all. 
Here  is  a  sample  of  that:  We  have  already  limited  now, 
under  this  other  amendment  which  we  have  agreed  to,  these 
investments  to  $20,000.  There  are  States,  I  understand,  in 
which  there  is  no  limit  at  all.  and  still  we  would  have  the 
anomalous  situation  of  having  a  Federal  association  located 
in  one  State  where  it  could  not  make  a  loan  anything  like 
comparable  to  the  loan  made  by  the  local  or  the  State  build- 
ing and  loan  association.  If  we  are  going  to  have  a  Federal 
system,  or  if  we  are  going  to  have  Federal  building  and  loan 
associations,  they  must  certainly  be  regulated  according  to  the 
Federal  law  and  not  be  controlled  and  regimented  by  the  laws 
of  each  individual  State.  It  is  utterly  Impossible  to  do  this 
and  carry  on  the  system  that  we  have  already  established. 
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and  for  that  reason  I  certainly  hope  the  amendment  win  be 
voted  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts   fMr.  Ltrcxl. 

Tlie  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Luce)  there  were — ayes  53.  noes  61. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  further  reading  of  the  bill  be  dis- 
pensed with  and  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record  and  that 
amendments  may  t>e  offered  at  any  pomt  in  the  remaining 
portion  of  the  bill. 

Tlie  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlemsm  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SBC.  9.  Subsection  (1)  of  section  5  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Act 
of  1933,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  the  period  at  the  end 
thereof  and  inserting  a  colon  and  the  following:  "Provided,  how- 
evtr.  That  said  conversion  shall  not  be  in  contravention  of  the 
State  law.  Any  association  chartered  as  a  Federal  savings  and  loan 
association  may  convert  itself  into  a  thrift  and  home-flnanclng 
institution  or  mutual  savings  bank  incorporated  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  (hereinafter  termed  a  'State-chartered  institution")  in 
which  the  home  ofHce  of  such  Federal  association  is  located,  upon 
the  vote,  cast  at  a  legal  meeting  called  to  consider  such  action. 
specified  by  the  law  of  such  State  a£  required  for  a  State-chartered 
Institution  to  convert  itself  into  a  Federal  association,  but  in  no 
event  less  than  51  percent  of  the  votes  cast  at  such  meeting, 
provided  legal  titles  are  protected  by  such  conversion  or  provided 
proper  conveyances  of  legal  titles  are  made:  And  provided  further. 
That  if  any  shares  of  such  Federal  asBociaiion  are  held  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  or  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation, 
such  conversion  shall  be  subject  to  approval  by  the  Board." 

Sec  10  Subsection  (c)  of  section  401  of  the  National  Housing 
Act.  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

"(c»  The  term  'Insured  account*  means  any  investment  or  interest 
In  an  Insured  institution  whether  In  the  form  of  a  share  of  capital 
or  a  deposit  cr  Investment  certificate,  which  Investment  or  interest 
may  be  withdrawn  by  the  holder  or  repurchased  by  the  Insured 
Institution  in  whole  or  in  part  and  the  value  thereof  paid  to  the 
holder  prior  to  the  liquidation  and  payment  of  all  of  the  liabilities 
of  the  Institution  upon  the  winding  up  of  the  institution,  less  any 
part  thereof  which  In  in  excess  of  $5,000.  The  total  Insurance  which 
any  insured  member  may  obtain  in  any  one  Insured  institution  Is 
$6,000.  whether  the  insured  member  has  one  or  more  withdrawable 
or  repurchasable  accounts  in  such  insured  institution;  and  if  such 
•ccounts  are  of  a  different  priority,  the  Corporation  shall  have  the 
right  to  determine  upon  the  payment  of  insurance  which  of  such 
accounts  shall  have  the  benefit  of  the  $6,000  aggregate  amount  of 
Insurance.  InvestmenU  or  Interests  in  an  insured  Institution 
which  cannot  be  withdrawn  or  the  value  thereof  paid  to  the  holder 
untU  all  of  the  liabilities  of  the  Institution  have  been  fully  liqui- 
dated and  paid  upon  the  winding  up  of  the  institution  are  not 
insurable,  being  nonwlthdrawable  accounts.  The  total  amount  of 
all  accounts  of  the  insured  members  of  an  insured  institution  is 
the  total  amount  of  withdrawable  or  repurchasable  accounts 
credited  or  apportioned  to  all  Insxired  members,  whether  or  not 
such  withdrawable  or  repurchasable  accounts  are  subject  to  a 
pledge  and  whether  Insxired  in  full  or  only  in  part." 

S»c.  11.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  402  of  the  National  Housing 
Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following : 

"On  the  effective  date  of  this  amendment  to  subsection  (a)  of 
■ection  402  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended,  the  name  of 
the  'Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation'  shaU  be 
changed  to  'Federal  Savings  Insurance  Corporation.' " 

Sec.  12  The  last  sentence  of  subsection  (b)  of  section  402  of 
the  National  Housing  Act  is  repealed,  and  the  following  Inserted 
In  lieu  thereof:  "The  CorporaUon  shaU  issue  to  the  Home  Owners' 
Loan  Corporation  receipts  for  payment  for  or  on  account  of  such 
stock,  which  shall  serve  as  evidence  of  the  ownership  thereof,  and 
when  the  reserve  fxmd  of  the  Corporation  established  under  the 
provisions  of  aection  404  of  this  title  equals  5  percent  of  all 
instired  accounts  and  creditor  obligations  of  all  Insured  Institutions. 
such  stock  shall  be  entitled  to  the  payment  of  dividends  out  of 
net  earnings  at  a  rate  equivalent  to  that  currently  paid  by  the 
Ckjvernment  on  lU  last  Issued  bonds  having  a  maturity  of  10 
years  or  more.  Such  dividends  shall  not  be  cTimulative.  Dividend* 
heretofore  accumulated  but  unpaid  are  hereby  waived." 

Sec.  13.  (a)  Subacctlons  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  404  of  the 
Natiorud  Housing  Act,  a*  amended,  are  amended  by  striking  the 
word  "one-eighth"  wherever  It  appean  therein  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  word  "one-twelfth." 

(b)  Subeectlon  (c)  of  eection  404  of  the  National  Housing  Act, 
as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

••(c)  The  one-twelfth  of  1  percent  per  annum  Insurance  premium 
rate  shall  be  effective  as  of  January  1,  1030  If  an  Insured  instltu- 
Uon  has  paid  a  premium  at  a  higher  rate  for  any  period  of  time 
bvyoDd  stich  date  it  shall  rvcelTt  a  credit  upon  lu  future  premiums 
In  an  amount  equal  to  ttM  esoets  premium  so  paid  for  the  period 
beyond  such  date." 
LXXXVI 


8k.  14.  Subeectlon  (h)  of  aection  40S  of  the  National  Housing 
Act.  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  rn  the  event  of  a  default  by  an  Insured  Institution  the 
Corporation  shall  promptly  determine  the  Insured  members  thereof 
and  the  amount  of  each  Insured  account,  and  shall  make  payment 
of  the  insured  accotuits  in  such  Insvired  Institution  to  each  Insured 
member  as  soon  as  possible  upon  surrender  and  transfer  to  the 
Corporation  of  each  Insured  account  free  and  clear  of  any  lien  or 
other  encumbrance  either  (1)  by  making  avaUable  to  each  Insured 
member  a  transferred  insvired  account  in  an  msured  institution 
not  in  default  in  the  same  community  In  an  amount  equal  to  the 
Insured  account  so  transferred,  or  (2)  in  such  other  manner  as 
the  board  of  trtistees  may  prescribe:  Provided.  That  the  Corpora- 
tion may  require  proof  of  the  ownership  of  Insured  accounts  and 
that  In  any  case  where  the  Corporation  is  not  satisfied  as  to  the 
ownership  of  an  insured  account.  It  may  require  the  final  deter- 
mination of  a  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction  before  paying  such 
insured  account." 

Sbc.  15.  Subsection  (f)  of  section  406  of  the  National  Housing 
Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(f)  In  order  to  prevent  a  defatilt  In  an  Insured  institution. 
reeUM*  an  instired  Institution  In  default  to  normal  operation  as  an 
insured  institution,  or  minimize  loss  which  the  Corporation  might 
otherwise  suffer  by  reason  of  the  liqxildatlon  of  an  insured  Institu- 
tion in  default,  the  Corporation  Is  authorized.  In  Its  discretion,  to 
make  loans  to,  ptirchase  the  assets  of.  or  make  contributions  to. 
any  such  Institution." 

Sec.  16.  Section  407  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as  amended. 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  407.  (a)  Any  Insured  institution  other  than  a  Federal 
savings  and  loan  association  may  vote  to  terminate  the  insiiranoe 
contract  by  a  majority  vote  of  all  of  the  members  of  its  board  of 
directors  or  other  similar  governing  body,  unless  under  State  law, 
the  charter,  constitution,  or  bylaws  of  any  such  institution,  the 
shareholders  only  are  entitled  to  vote  on  such  question:  Provided, 
That  where  such  vote  is  reserved  to  the  shareholders  by  State  law. 
the  charter,  constitution,  or  bylaws,  they  shall  have  the  sole  power  to 
vote  to  terminate  the  insurance  contract.  Upon  a  legal  vote  for 
the  termination  of  the  Insurance  contract,  a  notice  of  termination 
of  such  contract  shall  be  sent  to  the  Corporation  at  its  office  in 
Washington.  District  of  Columbia,  by  registered  mail,  together  with 
evidence  satisfactory  to  the  Corporation  that  the  procedure  required 
by  this  section  has  been  dtily  complied  with.  The  contract  of 
instirance  shall  terminate  at  the  close  of  business  on  the  ninetieth 
day  after  the  date  of  the  registration  of  such  notice  of  termination: 
Provided,  however.  That  final  termination  of  all  insurance  of  ac- 
counts shaU  take  effect  as  provided  in  subsection  (d)  of  this  section. 
"(b)  For  any  violation  by  an  insured  institution  of  any  provision 
of  this  title,  any  rtile  or  regulation  made  thereunder,  or  any  agree- 
ment made  pursuant  to  section  403,  or  otherwise,  the  Corporation. 
after  allowing  such  insixred  Institution  an  opportunity  to  be  heard, 
may  give  such  institution  by  registered  mail  a  notice  of  termination 
of  the  insurance  contract.  The  contract  of  instirance  shall  ter- 
minate at  the  close  of  business  on  the  ninetieth  day  after  the  date 
of  the  registration  of  such  notice  of  termination :  Provided,  howexH^. 
That  final  termination  of  all  Insurance  of  accounts  shall  take  effect 
as  provided  in  subsection  (d)  of  this  section. 

"(c)  In  the  event  such  institution  votes  to  terminate  the  insur- 
ance contract,  written  notice  of  such  termination  shall  be  given 
within  10  days  to  each  Insured  member  at  the  last  address  shown 
on  the  txxjks  of  the  institution.  In  the  event  the  CorpKjratlon  sbaU 
exercise  its  power  to  terminate  the  insurance  contract  of  any  in- 
sured institution  at  any  time,  such  institution  shall,  within  10  days 
after  receipt  of  the  notice  of  termination  provided  in  subsection  (b) 
of  this  section,  give  written  notice  to  each  Insured  member  as  above 
provided  of  the  fact  of  sxich  termination  of  the  insxiranoe  contract. 
In  all  cases,  a  copy  of  the  notice  Rent  to  insured  members  in  refer- 
ence to  the  termination  of  the  insurance  contract  of  any  institution 
shall  be  furnished  to  the  Corporation,  together  virlth  evidence 
that  such  notice  was  given  as  herein  provided.  In  the  event  that, 
in  the  Judgment  of  the  Corporation,  such  notices  given  by  an 
instired  institution  do  not  give  adequate  notice,  the  Corporation 
shall  have  the  right,  for  the  protection  of  Insured  members  and 
the  public,  to  give  such  additional  notice  as  it  deems  to  be 
appropriate. 

"(d)  In  the  event  of  termination  of  the  Insurance  contract  of 
any  insured  institution  under  the  provisions  of  this  section,  no 
shares,  certificates  of  deposit,  investment  certificates,  or  other  ac- 
counts issued  or  created  by  such  institution  after  the  ninetieth 
day  after  the  registration  of  such  notice  of  termination  of  the 
insurance  contract  shall  be  insured;  but  the  insured  accounts  of 
such  institution,  to  the  extent  that  they  were  Insured  on  the 
ninetieth  day  after  the  registration  of  such  notice  of  termination, 
less  any  amounts  thereafter  withdrawn  or  repurchased,  shall  re- 
main insured  for  a  period  of  2  years  after  euch  date,  which  date 
shall  be  the  effective  date  of  the  termination  of  Insurance  for  all 
purposes.  No  payments  on  account  of  such  insured  account*  and 
no  additions  thereto  by  way  of  the  credit  of  dividends  or  other- 
wise made  or  accrued  after  the  ninetieth  day  after  the  registration 
of  Btich  notice  of  termination  sliall  be  Insured.  Such  institution 
■ball  be  obligated  to  pay  within  80  days  after  the  effective  date 
of  the  termination  of  the  Insurance  contract,  as  a  final  Insurance 
premliUD  twice  the  annual  rate  of  premium  last  paid  by  stich 
Institution  applied  upon  all  accounu  of  the  Insured  members  of 
sttcb  institution  plus  all  creditor  obllg atlons  d  sucb  Instlttitlon  on 
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the  ninetieth  day  after  the  registration  of  such  notice  of  termi- 
nation of  Inirurance.  as  shown  by  a  sworn  statement  of  financial 
condition  accompanying  such  payment  of  the  final  Insurance 
premium.  If  such  institution  falls  to  furnish  such  sworn  state- 
ment, the  Corporation  may  asseas  and  collect  a  final  Insurance 
premium  as  above  provided  calculated  upon  the  accounts  of  In- 
sured members  and  creditor  obligations  shown  upon  the  latest 
statement  of  financial  condition  submitted  to  the  Corporation,  or 
at  Its  option  the  Corporation  may  by  court  process  compel  the 
production  of  the  sworn  statement  of  financial  condition  herein- 
above required  to  accompany  the  paj'ment  of  the  final  Insurance 
premium. 

"(e)  No  Institution  which  has  voted  to  terminate  the  insurance 
contract  under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  or 
which  has  been  notified  by  the  Corporation  In  accordance  with 
the  provision*  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  that  Its  contract 
of  Insurance  is  terminated,  shall  thereafter  advertise  or  represent 
by  any  means  that  it  Is  an  insured  institution,  nor  shall  It 
advertise  or  represent  by  any  means  that  any  new  account  created 
after  such,  termination  of  the  Insurance  contract  or  any  sum 
thereafter  received  by  such  Institution  on  any  account  or  credited 
thereto  by  way  of  dividends  or  otherwise,  are  Insured.  After  the 
effective  date  of  the  termination  of  Insurance  as  provided  In  sub- 
Eection  (d)  of  this  section,  no  such  institution  sliall  advertise  or 
represent  In  any  manner  that  any  of  its  accounts  or  any  part  oX 
the  same  are  Insured  under  this  title.  The  Corporation  Is  au- 
thorlz«*d  to  make  reasonable  rules  and  regulations  with  respect  to 
the  procedure  herein  prescribed  governing  the  termination  of 
iQBur&nce." 

S«c.  17.  Notwithstanding  any  other  evidences  of  the  intention  of 
Congreas.  it  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  controlling  Intent  of 
Congresa  that  If  any  provision  of  this  act.  or  the  application 
thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances.  Is  held  Invalid,  the  re- 
mainder of  thl.<t  act.  or  the  application  of  such  provision  to  per- 
sons or  circumstances  other  than  those  as  to  which  It  is  held 
Invalid,  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Wolcott:  On  page  17,  beginning  In 
lice  16.  strike  out  all  of  section  11. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  reason  the  name  the 
Federal  Savings  L  Loan  Insurance  Corporation  was  to  be 
changed  in  this  bill  to  the  Federal  Savings  Insurance  Cor- 
poration was  because  the  Federal  savings  and  loan  associa- 
tions were  to  enter  into  the  savings-bank  business. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  we 
can  all  agree  on  that.  It  is  simply  a  matter  of  change  of 
name,  and  I  believe  there  is  no  objection  to  that. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tlie  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  are  no  further  amendments, 
the  Committee  automatically  rises  imder  the  rule. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  pro 
tempore  (Mr.  Rwburn)  having  assumed  the  chair.  Mr.  Cole 
of  Maryland.  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that  Com- 
mittee, having  had  under  consideration  the  bill  (H.  R.  6971) 
to  amend  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act.  Home  Owners' 
Loan  Act  of  1933.  title  IV  of  the  National  Housing  Act.  and 
for  other  purposes,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  280,  he 
reported  the  same  back  to  the  House  with  sundry  amend- 
ments agreed  to  in  the  Committee. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  the  rtile.  the  previous 
question  is  ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any  amendment;  if  not, 
the  Chair  will  put  them  en  gross. 

Th3  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

PERMISSION  TO   FILE    REPORT 

Mr.  DeROUEN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  until  12  o'clock  tonight  to  file  a  report  on  H.  R.  9972. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  that 
my  colleague.  Mr.  Fernandez,  may  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  by  including  therein  the  remarks  made  by  him  before 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  H.  R.  6971,  and  also  two  tele- 
grams and  a  short  letter. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 
Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  my 
testimony  before  the  Civil  Ftmctions  Appropriations  Subcom- 
mittee, and  also  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LARRABEE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEIAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  the  remarks  I  made  in  the  committee  today,  and  to 
include  an  additional  statement  and  also  tables  relating  to 
that  statement. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempjre.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  telegram  from  a  con- 
stituent and  an  answer  thereto. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  table  from  the  Farm 
Security  Administration.  Also,  to  extend  my  own  remarks 
and  to  include  an  article  from  the  Washington  Post. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  article  from  the  New 
Yoik  Times  of  March  24.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  speech  dehvered  by  Sen- 
ator Claude  Pepper  on  April  29,  1940.  at  the  convention  of 
Young  Democrats,  at  Raleigh.  N.  C. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  also  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  a  letter  I  addressed 
to  Secretary  Wallace  concerning  the  storage  of  cotton  and 
other  communications  with  reference  to  a  bill  I  am  intro- 
ducing today. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERSONAL   EXPLANATION 

Mr.  RUTHERFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Tibbott]  is  unavoidably  de- 
tained today,  and  if  he  were  present  he  would  have  voted 
against  the  resolution  considered  today. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Mr. 
Myers,  for  today,  on  account  of  official  business. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  previous  order  of  the 
House,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  WooDRurFl  is  rec- 
ognized for  45  minutes. 

COL.   CHARLES   A.  LINDBERGH 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  history  does 
repeat  itself. 

Fifteen  years  ago  Gen.  "Billy"  Mitchell  was  criticized 
viciously  and  bitterly;  court-martialed;  driven  from  the  Army: 
held  up  to  public  ridicule,  abuse,  and  condemnation;  ostra- 
cized socially;  damaged  financially;  and  nnally  went  to  his 
grave  with  a  broken  heart.    Why? 

Because  he  dared  to  warn  this  country  that  the  potential 
power  of  airplanes  was  greater  than  officers  of  the  Army  and 
the  Navy  were  willing  to  admit;  that  the  potentially  destruc- 
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tlve  capacity  of  the  airplane  was  such  that,  unless  the  United 
States  prepared,  unless  it  had  the  best  and  most  modem  fleet 
of  airplanes  in  the  world,  with  a  plentiful  supiily  of  pilots, 
observers,  ground  crews,  bombs,  guns,  and  so  forth,  this  Nation 
would  one  day  face  a  danger  more  grave  than  any  it  had  ever 
encountered  in  our  short  history  as  an  Independent  people. 

Intolerant  officers,  rendered  mentally  rigid  by  professional 
Jealousy  and  prejudice,  not  only  fought  every  inch  of  the  way 
against  the  warnings  and  proposals  of  General  Mitchell ;  they 
stooped  to  attacks  on  his  personal  character,  to  personal 
venom.  They  were  utterly  hostile  toward  the  views  of  anyone 
who  dared  to  disagree  with  the  powers  that  were  in  the  Army 
and  Navy  at  that  time. 

MAJ.   GZN.   BnXT   Mi-wmi  T 

General  Mitchell  today  lies  in  his  grave — a  victim  of  that 
intolerance  of  men  whose  professional  Jealousies  blinded 
them  to  their  plain  duty  and  responsibility  as  the  Nation's 
trusted  guardians.  Pride  of  opinion  prevented  them  seeing 
where  the  safety  and  security  of  their  country  was  weak. 
Where  are  those  men — those  high-command  officers  who 
opposed  General  Mitchell's  views,  and  who  publicly  ridiculed 
him? 

Where  are  they  today,  when  this  Nation  faces  exactly  the 
danger  which  General  Mitchell  warned  us  15  years  ago  we 
would  face?  What  have  those  men  to  say  for  themselves 
and  their  Intolerance  today,  when  the  President  of  the 
United  States  has  demanded  50,000  airplanes  as  rapidly  as 
they  can  be  produced,  and  has  thus  publicly  admitted  the 
truth  of  every  warning  and  of  every  argument  uttered  by 
General  Mitchell?  None  of  those  generals  or  admirals  have 
anything  to  say  now. 

I  said  a  moment  ago,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  history  repeats 
Itself.  Well,  it  does.  Today  men  just  as  intolerant  as  those 
men  were,  Just  as  prejudiced.  Just  as  bitter,  are  trying  to 
assassinate  the  character  of  a  great  and  patriotic  American 
citizen — Col.  Charles  Augustus  Lindbergh.  They  are  trying 
most  viciously  to  discredit  him  for  daring  to  disagree  with 
the  views  of  some  of  the  new  dealers.  Men  exactly  similar 
in  their  intolerance,  and  In  their  methods,  to  those  who 
sent  "Billy"  Mitchell  to  his  grave  a  broken-hearted  and  dis- 
illusioned man,  now  are  attacking  the  great  flier.  This  time 
they  are  not  military  men. 

It  was  my  great  privilege  to  have  been  Intimately  ac- 
quainted with  General  Mitchell.  I  knew  the  great  depth 
of  his  patriotism.  I  knew  the  great  earnestness  and  sin- 
cerity of  his  warnings  to  his  superiors  and  his  country.  I 
knew  his  experience  upon  which  he  based  his  arguments 
and  his  warnings. 

I  knew  his  freedom  from  egotism,  from  any  desire  for 
self-aggrandizement  or  glorification.  "Billy"  Mitchell  dared  to 
tell  the  truth,  even  though  it  reflected  upon  his  superiors 
and  his  service  and  he  had  to  pay  the  jxjnalty.  But  the 
awful  tragedy  of  it  is  that  this  Nation  has  had  to  pay  the 
penalty  along  with  General  Mitchell.  The  Nation  today 
faces  a  state  of  very  grave  danger  because  his  superiors 
refused  to  listen  to  General  Mitchell.  And  that  danger  will 
become  greater,  day  by  day.  if  we  permit  the  same  sort 
of  intolerance,  bias,  and  prejudice  to  succeed  in  this  attack 
on  the  Lone  Eagle  because  he,  too,  places  the  welfare  of 
his  country  and  the  safety  and  security  of  his  fellow  citi- 
zens, above  the  opinions,  and  some  of  the  jwlicles.  of  the 
New  Deal  administration. 

WOUU>    ASSASSINATE   UMDBEKGH'S    CHARACTER 

While  they  mouth  platitudes  about  free  speech  and  the 
blessings  of  democracy.  New  Deal  spokesmen  are  in  the  very 
act  of  trying  to  assassinate  the  character  of  Colonel  Lind- 
bergh, and  to  discredit  his  warnings  against  dangers  which 
are  obvious.  Free  speech?  Constructive  discussion?  Open- 
minded  faVmess?  Where  are  any  of  those  elements  of 
democracy  to  be  found  In  the  case  of  Colonel  Lindbergh's 
critics  today? 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  for  one  do  not  Intend  to  remain  silent 
while  Lindbergh  is  insulted  and  assailed  by  men  who  were 
busily  indulging  in  armchair  activities  while  he  was  writing 


one  of  the  proudest  chapters  in  American  history  by  his 
lone  and  epic  flight  across  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 

It  has  been  said  of  Lindbergh  In  the  last  few  days  that 
he  has  no  more  business  to  be  muddling  into  foreign  policy. 
or  aviation,  or  military  affairs,  than  "Wrong  Way"  Corrigan 
or  any  other  aviator  who  may  fly  the  ocean. 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  to  presume  Colonel  Lindbergh 
was  chosen  by  the  Guggenheim  Foundation  as  its  chief  avi- 
ation technical  adviser  because  he  did  not  know  anything 
about  aviation,  military  or  cIvIL 

That  is  to  presume  the  degree  of  master  of  aeitmautlcs 
was  conferred  upon  him  by  New  York  University  in  1928 
because  he  knew  nothing  about  aviation  or  foreign  policy. 

That  is  to  presume  that  the  degree  of  doctor  of  laws 
was  given  him  by  Northwestern  University  and  by  the  Uni- 
versity of  Wisconsin,  and  the  degree  of  master  of  science  was 
conferred  by  Princeton  because  he  knew  nothing  about  avi- 
ation and  was  just  an  aviator  who  had  flown  across  the 
ocean. 

That  Is  to  presume  that  he  was  made  chairman  of  the 
technical  committee  of  the  Continental  &  Western  Air  Trans- 
port Co.  and  was  technical  adviser  to  the  Pan-American 
Airways  because  he  knew  nothing  about  aviation.  He  was 
Just  a  pilot  who  had  flown  across  the  ocean. 

That  is  to  presume  that  Colonel  Lindbergh  was  made  a 
colonel  in  the  military  Air  Reserve  because  he  did  not  know 
anything  about  aviation,  military  or  otherwise. 

That  is  to  presume  Colonel  Lindbergh  was  made  a  member 
of  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics  because 
he  did  not  know  anything  about  military  aviation. 

That  is  to  presume  Colonel  Lindbergh's  flights  over  vari- 
ous parts  of  the  world,  on  some  of  which  he  was  accom- 
panied by  his  lovely  and  courageous  wife,  were  all  successful 
because  he  did  not  know  anything  about  airplanes  or 
aviation. 

That  Is  to  prestime  that  Colonel  Lindbergh's  studies  of 
the  air  strength  of  Russia,  and  later  of  Germany,  failed  to 
teach  him  anything  about  military  aviation  or  the  air 
strength  of  Europe. 

That  Is  to  presume  that  Colonel  Lindbergh's  advice  to 
Great  Britain  a  year  ago,  which  has  since  been  tragically 
and  horribly  confirmed,  was  given  because  he  did  not  know 
ansrthing  about  Germany's  air  strength. 

That  is  to  presume  Colonel  Lindbergh  was  asked  to  ap- 
pear before  executive  sessions  of  congressional  committees 
because  he  did  not  know  an3rthlng  about  military  aviation, 
the  air  strength  of  Europe,  or  the  necessity  for  an  air  de- 
fense of  his  own  country. 

Oh,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  Intolerance;  what  prejudice;  what 
unfairness;  what  ruthless,  vicious,  bitter  Injustice  has  been 
leveled  at  this  man  who  alone,  unaided,  without  any  public 
subscriptions  or  governmental  subsidies,  wrote  a  saga  of  the 
air  that  made  every  man,  woman,  and  child  In  this  Nation 
proud  and  glad  to  be  a  fellow  American  of  the  Lone  Eagle. 

And,  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  ask,  just  how  many  oceans  and 
cotmtries  have  been  flown  by  these  bitter  critics  of  this  dis- 
tinguished and  brave  American?  How  many  times  have 
any  of  these  critics  of  Colonel  Lindbergh  pioneered  airways 
over  the  world,  led  scientific  explorations,  good-will  tours? 

How  much  concentrated  study  have  they  given  the  ques- 
tion of  civil  and  military  aeronautics  In  different  parts  of 
the  world?  These  sparrows  perched  on  high  political  and 
official  limbs  chirping  angrily  at  a  lone  eagle. 

Another  critic  of  Colonel  Lindbergh  challenges  him  to  re- 
veal who  wrote  his  speech.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  one  thing 
is  certain:  Colonel  Lindbergh's  speech  was  not  written  by 
•♦Tommy-the-Cork"  or  "Benny-the-Co-hen."  That  sort  of 
sniping  is  petty — too  petty  to  be  Indulged  in  under  circum- 
stances such  as  these  when  our  national  safety  is  endangered. 

After  all,  Mr.  Speaker,  Colonel  Lindbergh  is  an  American 
citizen.  He  has  exactly  the  same  right  to  raise  his  voice,  to 
speak  his  views  over  the  radio,  as  any  other  citizen — includ- 
ing those  drawing  good  salaries  on  the  public  pay  rolls. 

After  all,  Mr.  Speaker,  free  speech  has  not  yet  been  stifled 
In  this  Nation.    But  if  critics  like  those  who  so  viciously 
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assail  Colonel  Lindbergh  have  their  way.  free  speech  will 
soon  be  but  a  memory  in  this  land  of  the  free  and  home 
of  the  brave. 

THAT   CZKMAir    DECOHATIOIf 

One  of  the  most  unfair  and  vicious  aspects  of  this  assault 
against  the  Lone  Eagle  Is  the  half-truth  being  repeated 
about  his  having  accepted  a  Nazi  decoration.  His  detrac- 
tors are  very  careful  not  to  tell  all  the  facts  about  that 
Incident.  So.  in  the  Interest  of  fairness — of  just  common, 
ordinary,  decent,  American  fairness — I  want  to  recall  the 
real  facts  surrounding  that  incident. 

You  will  all  remember  that  Lindbergh  had  inspected  the 
air  forces  of  Russia  and  had  said  they  were  weak.    His 

V  Russian  hosts  promptly  called  him  a  liar.    Subsequent  events 

"-.have  proved  the  Soviet  officials  to  be  the  liars. 

Chen  Llndberg  was  invited  by  the  Hitler  government  to 

,  Inspect  the  German  air  forces.  He  went  to  Germany  to 
do  that. 

\  At  a  stag  dinner  given  in  Colonel  Lindbergh's  honor  by 
the  United  States  Ambassador.  Hugh  R.  Wilson,  Lindbergh 
was  surprised  and  embarrassed  by  the  sudden  presentation 
of  the  meda|.  The  New  York  Times  of  Thursday.  October 
20.  1938,  in  reporting  the  incident,  stated  in  part  as  follows: 

On  arriving  (at  the  stag  party  at  the  American  Embassy)  Marshal 
Ooerlng  immediately  produced  a  little  box  and  In  the  name  of  the 
Fuehrer  put  the  decoration — the  service  cross  suspended  from  a 
ribbon — cu-ound  Colonel  Lindbergh's  neck  and  pinned  on  his  chest 
ttte  six-pointed  silver  star  that  goes  with  it. 

Colonel  Lindbergh  appeared  surprised,  displayed  an  embarrassed 
■mile,  and  thanked  Marshal  Ooerlng. 

In  the  American  magazine  of  April  1939.  this  statement 
concerning  the  incident  was  made: 

Marshal  Ooerlng  came  In  late  and.  to  everybody's  surprise,  pre- 
sented the  medal  to  Lindbergh.     What  could  Undbergh  do  but 
^accept  It? 

Elxactly.  What  else  could  he  do?  He  could  not  refuse  It,  for 
that  would  have  been  an  affront  by  the  Anierlcan  Elmbassy,  not 
by  Lindbergh  He  could  not  send  It  back,  for  the  same  reason.  He 
could  not  explain,  either. 

So,  then.  It  is  clear.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  Lindbergh  knew 
nothing  of  the  Intended  presentation  of  this  medal.  He  was 
surprised  and  embarrassed.  But  he  was  a  guest  of  a  govern- 
ment with  which  we  were  at  peace.  He  was  suddenly  honored 
at  a  dinner  In  the  embassy  of  his  coimtry  by  the  second  most 
Important  ofiDclal  of  the  German  Government. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  ask  you,  just  what  would  you. 
Just  what  would  any  Members  of  this  Congress,  of  our  Gov- 
ernment, or  any  citizen,  have  done  under  similar  circum- 
.  stances?  In  what  way  would  any  of  us  have  acted  differently 
than  Colonel  Lindbergh  acted?  There  was  neither  reason 
nor  excuse  for  him  to  scornfully  Insult  a  friendly  government 
by  rejecting  the  decoration.  He  had  received  decorations 
from  every  other  country  in  the  world  for  his  great  exploit. 
i'  It  would  be  Just  as  fair  for  Lindbergh's  critics  to  assert  now 
that  he  is  biased  in  favor  of  all  those  other  governments — 
including  England,  Prance — because  they  have  given  him 
decorations,  as  to  assert  that  he  is  pro-Nazi  because  Goering 
and  Hitler  surprised  him  with  such  an  honor.  So  In  sheer 
fair  play,  let  his  critics  tell  the  whole  truth  about  that  inci- 
dent, not  a  half-truth  turned  to  the  effort  of  deliberately 
falsifying  the  whole  incident. 

JUST  WHAT  DID  COLONS.  LINDBSRCH  SAT? 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to  dissect  Colonel  Lindbergh's 
speech  and  see  with  just  what  parts  of  it  you  or  any  Member 
Of  this  House  can  find  disagreement. 

Said  Colonel  Lindbergh: 

In  ttma  of  war  and  confusion  it  is  essential  for  our  people  to 
bave  a  clear  understanding  of  the  elements  upon  which  our  na- 
ttonal  aafety  depends. 

Does  anybody  deny  the  truth  of  that  statement? 
Aviation  has  now  become  one  of  those  elements. 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  true,  is  It  not?    And  what  is 
wrong  with  anybody  saying  so? 
Said  Colonel  Lindbergh  further: 
Tbe  power  of  aTlatlon  has  been  greatly  underrated  In  the  past. 


Now  what  Is  wrong  or  pro-Nazi  about  that  statement?  He 
said  further: 

Now  we  must  be  careful  not  to  overrate  this  power  In  the  excite- 
ment of  reaction. 

All  right,  Mr.  Speaker,  who  is  there  in  this  Congress  who 
believes  we  should  overrate  aviation  power  in  the  excitement 
of  reaction?  This  is  simply  a  counsel  of  cool-headedness  and 
caution.    Now  for  the  next  statement: 

Air  strength  dei>ends  more  upon  the  establishment  of  intelligent 
and  consistent  policies  than  upon  the  sudden  construction  of  huge 
numbers  of  airplanes. 

Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  not  that  exactly  what  committees  of 
this  Congress  are  being  told  now  by  the  highest  ofiBcials  of  the 
Army  and  the  Navy?  It  is.  So,  then,  are  we  to  brand  them 
as  pro-Nazis,  and  as  disloyal  to  the  New  Deal  administration, 
or  to  their  country,  simply  because  they  insist  on  speaking 
the  truth  and  the  facts  in  the  midst  of  this  hullabaloo  raised 
by  the  White  House  '•Janizariat"  and  New  Deal  spokesmen  in 
the  Congress? 

Colonel  Lindbergh  said  further: 

Even  here  In  America  it  is  difficult  to  think  clearly  amidst  the 
conflict  of  facts  and  headlines,  the  contradictory  advice  of  column- 
ists, the  claims  and  counterclaims  of  propaganda,  and  the  blind 
selfishness  of  party  politics. 

All  right,  Mr.  Speaker,  who  denies  that  every  word  of  that 
paragraph  is  a  statement  of  fact?  Now,  let  us  take  the  next 
statement : 

The  conservative  who  scoffed  at  aviation  yesterday  has  become 
the  radical  who  says  that  tomorrow  we  will  be  Invaded  by  European 
aircraft. 

That  is  another  statement  of  fact,  is  it  not? — 
Let  MS  reexamine  the  position  of  America  In  the  air — 

continues  the  Colonel.  Well,  who  disagrees  with  that  propo- 
sition? How  can  we  have  an  Intelligent  and  practical  air 
defense,  unless  we  do  first  reexamine  our  position  in  the  air 
with  relation  to  the  other  nations  of  the  world — particularly 
other  nations  which  are,  or  may  become,  potential  enemies  of 
this  Nation? 

New  discoveries  and  developments  affect  nations  In  different  way*. 
In  Europe  aviation  has  affected  England  adversely  and  Germany 
advantageously.  One  nation  may  have  a  psychology  and  topography 
which  promotes  the  development  of  aviation,  while  another  finds 
itaelX  entirely  unadjusted  to  the  tempo  of  the  air. 

All  right,  now,  what  is  wrong  with  those  statements?  Who 
can  disagree  with  them?    They  are  all  true,  are  they  not? 

Judged  by  aeronautical  standards,  we  In  the  United  States  are 
in  a  singularly  fortunate  position.  Our  p>eople  have  natural  abil- 
ity In  the  design,  construction,  and  operation  of  aircraft.  Our 
highly  organized  Industry,  our  widely  separated  centers  of  popula- 
tion, our  elimination  of  formalities  in  interstate  travel  all  con- 
tribute to  the  development  of  American  aviation.  Prom  the  stand- 
point of  defense  we  still  have  two  great  oceans  between  us  and  the 
warring  armies  of  Europe  and  Asia. 

In  fact,  there  is  hardly  a  natural  element  contributing  to  air 
strength  and  impregnability  that  we  do  not  now  possess.  Aviation 
is  for  us  an  asset.  It  adds  to  our  national  safety.  With  a  firm  and 
clear-cut  policy,  we  can  build  an  air  defense  for  America  that  will 
stand  above  these  shifting  sands  of  war. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  Member  of  Congress,  what  member 
of  the  administration,  what  good  American  citizen  anywhere 
could  quarrel  with  that  view? 

But  until  we  have  decided  upon  a  definite  policy  of  defense  the 
mere  construction  of  large  numbers  of  aircraft  will  not  be  adequate 
for  our  national  safety.  In  fact,  without  a  strong  policy  of  defense 
we  will  not  even  know  what  tjrpes  of  planes  to  build.  The  speed 
and  range  of  our  fighting  planes  must  depend  upon  the  bases  avail- 
able for  their  use. 

Now  at  this  point,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  begin  to  get  down  to 
some  of  the  statements  the  administration  spokesmen  do  not 
like,  and  for  which  they  would  assassinate  Lindbergh's  char- 
acter, distort  his  motives,  and  discredit  his  standing  before 
the  American  people.  And  yet  Lindbergh's  assertion  has  been 
more  than  amply  borne  out  by  high  Army  officials  testifying 
before  congressional  committees  and  by  industrialists  who  at- 
tended that  famous  "four-alarm"  meeting  at  the  Treasury  to 
decide  on  aviation  coordination  and  constiruction. 


n  we  are  to  defend  the  United  States  alone,  then  we  must 
construct  numerous  air  bases  along  the  Mexican  and  Canadian 
borders.  Such  a  plan  would  require  numbers  of  small  bombers 
and  pursuit  planes,  and  eventually  it  would  leave  us  as  vulnerable 
to  air  attack  as  the  nations  of  Europe  are  today.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  we  are  to  defend  the  entire  Western  Hemisphere,  we  need 
long-range  bombers  capable  of  attacking  a  hoetUe  fleet  a  thou- 
sand miles  or  more  at  sea.  But  there  is  little  use  discussing  typee 
and  numbers  lUitU  a  defense  policy  is  established. 

I  venture  the  assertion,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  there  is  not  a 
Member  of  this  Congress  who  can  honestly  disagree  with 
those  views.  I  venture  further  that  there  is  xx)t  a  single 
responsible  official  of  either  the  Army  or  the  Navy  who  will 
disagree  with  those  views.  We  do  not  have  to  be  military  or 
naval  air  experts  to  be  able  to  comprehend  the  simple  truths 
enunciated  in  that  paragraph.    They  are  obvious. 

Colonel  Lindbergh  continues: 

This  brings  us  to  an  issue  which  must  sooner  or  later  be  faced. 
An  adequate  air  defense  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  necessitates  the 
cooperation  of  other  nations  of  this  hemisphere. 

Our  military  aircraft  must  have  access  to  their  bases.  Their  for- 
eign policy  must  have  some  relationship  to  ours.  We  cannot  hold 
this  hemisphere  free  from  foreign  wars  11  nations  which  lie  within  It 
declare  war  on  foreign  powers. 

Mr.  Speaker,  It  must  be  clear  to  every  Member  of  this  dis- 
tinguished body  that  we  cannot  go  flawing  our  military  air- 
planes into  countries  of  Central  and  South  America  without 
agreements  permitting  us  to  do  so  and  unless  we  have  similar 
foreign  policies — unless  we  have  agre«nents  with  these  other 
countries  that  they  will  tsJce  no  action  toward  war  without 
our  sanction. 

It  must  be  equally  plain  to  every  Member  of  this  House  that 
if  we  are  going  to  undertake  the  protection  of  the  entire  zone 
covered  by  the  Monroe  Doctrine  we  must  be  prepared  to  face 
the  consequences  if  any  of  the  other  nations  within  the  zone 
of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  become  involved  with  some  other 
coimtry  in  war — as,  for  instance,  Mexico.  So,  then,  what  is 
there  to  qusurel  with  In  that  paragraph  of  Colonel  Lindbergh's 
address?    Said  the  Colonel  further: 

Let  us  not  Ije  confused  by  this  talk  of  invasion  by  European  air- 
craft. The  air  defense  of  America  is  as  simple  as  the  attack  is 
dlfXk:ult  when  the  true  facts  are  faced. 

We  are  In  danger  of  war  today  not  because  European  people  have 
attempted  to  Interfere  with  the  internal  affairs  of  America,  but  be- 
cause the  American  people  have  attempted  to  Interfere  with  the 
internal  affairs  of  Europe. 

Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  only  possible  criticism  of  that  factual 
statement  that  could  be  made  is  that  Colonel  Lindbergh  used 
the  term,  "the  American  people,"  when  he  might  have  been 
more  specific  and  said,  "American  officials."  Have  we  for- 
gotten the  lectures  and  the  tirades  and  the  speeches  and  the 
advice  directed  by  various  administration  spokesmen  to  the 
peoples  of  other  nations? 

Now.  my  colleagues,  it  does  no  good,  it  Is  no  sufBcIent  an- 
swer to  accuse  anybody  of  being  a  "fifth  columnist"  simply 
because  some  of  us  still  stick  to  the  American  policy  of  de- 
manding to  be  left  alone  by  the  peoples  of  other  nations  in 
the  settlement  of  our  own  internal  affairs,  and  insisting  that 
we  have  no  right  to  interfere  in  the  internal  affairs  of  the 
peoples  of  other  nations? 

Indeed,  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  cite  an  authority  on  this  point 
that  certainly  will  be  acceptable  to  the  majority  party  In 
this  House  and  to  the  administration.  It  is  from  the  Demo- 
cratic platform  of  1928,  which  states,  imder  the  head  of 
foreign  policy,  that — 

We  declare  for  •  •  •  (dT  noninterference  with  the  elections 
or  other  internal  political  affairs  of  any  foreign  nation. 

In  view  of  this  declared  position  of  the  Democratic  Party, 
certainly  Colonel  Lindbergh  cannot  be  considered  anything 
but  a  good,  patriotic  American  for  endorsing  the  policy. 

It  is  true,  continues  the  colonel's  address,  that  bombing  planes 
can  be  built  with  sufficient  range  to  cross  the  Atlantic  and  return. 
They  can  be  built  either  in  Europe  or  America. 

Aeronautical  engineers  have  known  this  for  many  years.  But  the 
cost  is  high,  the  target  large,  and  the  military  effectiveness  small. 
Such  planes  do  not  exist  today  in  any  air  force.  A  foreign  power 
could  not  conquer  us  by  dropping  bomtjs  in  this  country  unless  the 
bombing  planes  were  accompanied  try  an  invading  army.  And  an 
Invading  army  requires  thousands  of  small  bombers  and  pursuit 
planee;  it  would  have  little  use  for  hxige  trans-Atlantic  alrcnft. 


No;  the  advantage  still  lies  with  tis,  for  great  armies  must  still 
cross  oceans  by  ship.  Only  relatively  small  forces  can  be  trans- 
ported by  air  today,  and  over  distances  of  a  few  hundred  miles  at 
most.  This  has  great  signlflcance  in  Europe,  but  It  1b  not  an  ele- 
ment that  we  have  to  contend  with  In  America. 

Such  a  danger  can  come,  in  any  predictable  future,  only  through 
division  and  war  among  our  own  peoples.  As  long  as  American 
nations  work  together,  as  long  as  we  maintain  reasonable  defense 
forces,  there  will  be  no  invasion  by  foreign  aircraft.  And  no  foceign 
navy  will  dare  approach  within  bombing  range  of  our  coasts. 

Mr.  Speaker,  what  Member  of  Congress,  or  what  officer  of 
the  Army  or  Navy,  or  what  official  of  the  administration  can 
honestly  quarrel  with  a  single  one  of  those  statements?    They 

are  all  true. 

Have  we  forgotten  the  facts  set  forth  recently  by  a  distin- 
guished, if  plain-spoken,  general  of  the  marines.  Gen.  Smedley 
D.  Butler?  Perhaps  someone  may  have  the  temerity  to  assert 
that  he  knows  nothing  of  warfare  or  of  military  strategy,  but 
I  am  willing  to  accept  his  views  as  sound. 

MAJ.  GEN.  SMI3H.KT  D.  BTmOl 

In  the  Congressional  Record  of  October  18,  1939.  extracts 
from  an  address  by  General  Butler  were  printed,  and  they 
contained  the  following  salient  facts,  somewhat  saltily  stated. 
Said  General  Butler  in  part: 

They  say:  "WeU,  if  the  British  and  the  French  dont  lick  Hitler, 
Hitler  will  be  over  here  and  on  our  necks." 

"Hell  be  bombing  our  women  and  children  and  shelling  our 
cities." 

Dont  let  anytxxly  feed  you  that  misinformation. 

It  doesnt  take  a  military  education  to  figure  out  what  I'm  going 
to  tell  you. 

It  wUI  take  not  less  than  1,000,000  soldiers  to  invade  the  United 
States  with  any  hope  of  getting  ashore. 

These  million  men  must  come  all  at  once. 

They  must  bring  not  less  than  7  tons  of  baggage  per  man — 1,000,- 
000  men,  7,000,000  tons  of  food,  ammunition,  and  what  not. 

They  must  bring  400.000  motor  vehicles.  They've  got  to  find 
room  for  60  gallons  of  gasoline  per  day  for  each  vehicle  for  270 
days — that's  8  months'  supply. 

Why,  there  are  not  enoiigh  ships  in  the  whole  world  to  carry  that 
kind  of  an  expedition.  And,  remember,  those  ships  have  to  have 
enough  fuel  to  get  back  with — to  make  the  round  trip. 

But  hne's  some  more:  They've  got  to  have  harbors  to  land  in: 
docks  to  get  their  stores  ashore.  You  know  you  can't  stop  2S 
miles  out  at  sea,  drop  a  5-ton  armored  tank  overboard,  and  tell  it 
to  swim  ashore  and  meet  you  on  Broadway. 

You  know  very  well  we're  not  going  to  open  otir  harbors  to  them, 
prepare  docks  for  them,  and  invite  them  in. 

New  York  Harbor  is  the  only  big  one  we've  got  on  this  coast,  and 
to  block  New  York  Harbor  all  you  have  to  do  Is  to  dump  2  days' 
garbage  in  the  channel  instead  of  hauling  it  out  to  sea.     •     •     • 

Now.  what  about  aerial  bombardment?  Well.  Colonel  Lindbergh 
and  Eddie  Rlckenbacker,  the  two  foremost  fliers  we  have,  already 
have  told  you  it  is  rldlciilous  to  talk  or  think  about  bombing  New 
York  from  Berlin. 

Now,  let  us  return  to  Colonel  Lindbergh's  address: 

Om-  danger  in  America  is  an  internal  danger.  We  need  not  fear 
a  foreign  invasion  unless  American  peoples  bring  it  on  through 
their  own  qxiarreling  and  meddling  with  affairs  abroad.  Our  eyes 
should  not  search  beyond  the  boilBon  for  problems  which  lie  at  our 
feet.  The  greatest  lesson  we  can  draw  from  Europe  today  is  that 
national  strenErth  must  be  built  within  a  nation  itself  and  cannot 
be  achieved  by  limiting  the  strength  of  others. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  venture  the  assertion  that  I  can  take 
the  Congressional  Record  and  in  its  pages  find  those  same 
sentiments,  in  one  form  or  another,  expressed  by  more  than 
half  a  hundred  Members  in  this  and  the  other  Chamber.  You 
know  that  is  true.  So  what  is  there  for  us  to  criticize  in 
Colonel  Lindbergh  saying  over  the  radio  the  very  things  that 
have  been  said  time  and  again  upon  the  floors  of  the  Con- 
gress and  by  Members  of  the  Congress  and  others  over  the 
radio  and  in  the  public  addresses? 

Let  us  take  another  statement,  now: 

What  of  the  unforeseen  developments  of  science?  Rocket  proptil- 
slon?  New  forms  of  energy?  New  methods  of  destruction?  No 
generaU<m  can  entirely  safeguard  the  future  for  those  that  follow. 
They  must  meet  their  own  problems  as  those  problems  arise.  The 
greatest  inheritance  we  can  pass  on  to  our  chUdren  is  a  reasonable 
solution  of  the  problems  that  confront  \is  In  our  time — a  strong 
Nation,  a  lack  of  debt,  a  solid  American  character  free  from  the 
entanglements  of  the  Old  World. 

All  right,  Mr.  Speaker,  let  the  critics  now  sing  out.  What 
is  wrong  with  that  statement?  If  my  memory  serves  me. 
Colonel  lindbergh  is  very  distinctly  and  emi^iatlcally  in  line 
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with  George  Washington,  Thomas  Jefferson,  Abraham  Lin- 
coln, and  a  dozen  other  great  statesmen  of  the  past.  Or  Is 
it.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  these  vociferous  and  vehement  critics 
of  Lindbergh  do  not  approve  either  of  him  or  of  the  company 
he  keeps? 

Let  vu  guard  Americs  today  as  our  taretaXben  guarded  it  In 
tbe  pa£t. 

Now  that  sounds  to  me.  Mr.  Speaker,  like  a  good,  sound 
\Amerlcan  sentiment — precisely  like  the  sentiments  you  and 

have  heard  expressed  on  this  floor  times  without  number 
dtiring  our  years  here.  Indeed,  I  seem  to  recall  that  some  of 
the  New  Deal  orators,  when  they  were  waving  the  flag,  have 
procliiimed  such  sentiments. 

But  ^aybe  Colonel  Lindbergh  ought  not  to  say  it. 

Let  UB^ffXiard  America  today  as  otir  forefathers  guarded  It  In  the 
past.  They  won  this  coxxntry  from  Europe  with  a  handfiil  of 
Revolutionary  soldiers.  We  certainly  can  hold  It  now  with  a  popu- 
lation of  130,000,000  people.  If  we  cannot,  we  are  unworthy  to 
have  it. 

That,  Mr.  Speaker,  is.  as  I  understand  it.  one  of  the  pas- 
sages in  the  Lindbergh  address  that  caused  many  New  Deal 
henchmen  to  see  red.  Such  being  the  case,  suppose  a  tall, 
lanky,  carelessly  dressed,  sad,  and  kindly  faced  man  got  on 
the  radio  tonight  and  said: 

At  what  (>olnt  shall  we  expect  the  approach  of  danger?  By 
what  means  shall  we  fortify  against  It?  Shall  we  expect  some 
transatlantic  military  giant  to  step  the  ocean  and  crush  us  at  a 
blow?  Never!  All  the  armies  of  Europe,  Asia,  and  Africa  com- 
bined, with  all  the  treasure  of  the  earth  (our  own  excepted)  in 
their  military  chest,  with  a  Bonaparte  for  a  commander,  covUd  not 
by  force  take  a  drink  from  the  Ohio  or  make  a  track  on  the  Blue 
Ridge  in  a  trial  of  a  thousand  years. 

Suppose  at  the  end  of  that  statement  the  announcer  said: 

You  have  just  heard  Abraham  Lincoln  in  an  address  entitled, 
"Can  23,000.000  People  Hold  This  Country  Against  the  Whole  of 
Europe?" 

Why.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  basis  of  this  vicious  criticism 
of  Lindbergh,  Lincoln  would  be  run  out  of  Washington  by 
these  New  Deal  patriots  if  he  said  such  a  thing  over  the 
radio. 

Now  let  us  proceed  to  another  statement  made  In  the 

Lindbergh  address: 

But  the  course  we  have  been  following  In  recent  months  leads 
to  neither  strength  nor  friendship  nor  peace.  It  will  leave  us 
hated  by  victor  and  vianqxilshed  alike,  regardless  of  which  way  the 
tide  of  battle  turns.  One  side  will  claim  that  we  aided  Its 
enemiea:  the  other,  that  we  did  not  help  enough. 

Now  what  is  there  new,  startling,  or  offensive  in  that  state- 
ment? Not  a  single  thing.  Do  you  want  to  find  similar,  if 
not  almost  exactly  the  same,  statements  that  have  been 
made  on  the  floors  of  this  Congress?  Then  read  the  debates 
on  the  amendment  of  the  Neutrality  Act.  You  will  find 
scores  of  statements  exactly  along  this  line  expressed  by 
members  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 

To  be  successful  in  modern  warfare  a  nation  must  prepare  many 
years  before  the  flgbtlng  starts.  If  anyone  doubts  that,  let  him 
turn  his  eyes  to  Europe. 

"T..  Well,  my  colleagues,  there  is  nothing  disloyal,  imtrue,  pro- 
Nazi,  or  anti-New  Deal  in  that  statement — except  that  when 
new  dealers  say  it — as  new  dealers  have  said  the  same 
thing — it  is  all  right;  but  when  Col.  Charles  Augustus  Lind- 
bergh says  It  the  new  dealers  read  some  subtle  and  dangerous 
meaning  into  the  words. 

Tears  ago  we  decided  to  stay  out  of  foreign  wars — 

Continues  the  coloneL    And  so  we  did. 

We  based  our  nrllltary  policy  on  that  decision — 

He  adds.    And  so  we  did. 

We  must  not  waver  now  that  the  crisis  Is  at  hand.  There  Is  no 
longer  time  for  us  to  enter  this  war  successfully.  The  resvxlt  of 
▼mclllating  policies  lies  clearly  before  us  in  the  chaos  of  Exirope 
today. 

All  fact — every  bit  of  It.  And,  again,  no  less  an  authority 
than  Mr.  Roosevelt  himself  has  given  utterance  to  similar 
sentiments,  except,  possibly,  as  to  whether  we  still  have  time 
to  enter  the  war  successfully.     Well,  every  Member  here 


knows  that  Colonel  Lindbergh  stated  the  fact,  and  I  am  going 
to  repeat  it  on  my  own  responsibility  as  a  Member  of  this 
House. 

I  say,  in  agreement  with  Colonel  Lindbergh,  there  is  no 
longer  time  for  us  to  enter  this  war  successfully — and  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  American  people  did  not  and  do 
not  want  the  United  States  to  enter  this  war;  and  you.  Mr. 
Speaker,  know  that  is  the  fact. 

Let  us  turn  again  to  America's  traditional  role — that  of  building 
and  guarding  our  own  destiny. 

Again  Undbergh  is  in  distinguished  company.  Washington, 
Jefferson,  Lincoln,  and  a  thousand  others,  many  of  them 
Members  of  this  Congress  at  one  time  or  another,  have  said 
exactly  the  same  thing.  So  what  is  there  to  criticize  about 
the  statement?  Do  the  Lindbergh  critics  believe  we  ought 
not  to  build  and  guard  our  own  destiny?  That  miist  be  so 
if  thoy  disagree  with  this  statement. 

Let  us  proceed  to  the  next  statement: 

We  need  a  gieater  air  force,  a  greater  Army,  and  a  greater  Navy: 
they  have  been  inadequate  for  many  years. 

Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  that  one  of  the  declarations  which 
critic  of  Colonel  Lindbergh  insist  is  wrong  because  he  knows 
nothing  about  military  aviation  or  foreign  policy?  Well,  all 
the  colonel  had  to  do  was  to  read  some  of  the  speeches  and 
messages  of  the  President;  some  of  the  speeches  of  the 
Secretaries  of  War  and  Navy;  some  of  the  statements  of  the 
Assistant  Secretaries  of  War  and  Navy;  some  of  the  speeches 
and  testimony  of  tiie  highest-ranking  officers  of  the  Army 
and  Navy,  in  order  to  get  that  information.  This  Congress 
has  heard  little  else  for  weeks;  the  newspapers  have  printed 
little  else  for  weeks;  the  very  colunonists  who  now  bitterly 
criticize  Colonel  Lindbergh  for  saying  this  have  been  saying 
the  same  thing  for  weeks.  Ah.  consistency,  thou  art.  indeed, 
a  jewel.    Now  let  us  take  the  next  statement: 

Let  us  form  with  our  neighboring  nations  a  clear-cut  and 
definite  policy  of  American  defense. 

In  that  statement  Colonel  Lindbergh  has  repeated  what 
leading  new  dealers,  from  President  Roosevelt  down,  have 
said:  so  to  criticize  him  for  that  statement  is  to  criticize 
everybody  In  the  administration  who  has  in  any  way  dis- 
cussed the  good-neighbor  policy. 

And  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  face  to  face  with  the  passage 
in  the  Lindbergh  address  that  served  most  to  incense  the 
new  dealers.  This  statement  which  I  shall  quote  in  a 
moment  seems  to  be  the  one  which  caused  the  most  frothing 
at  the  mouth  and  gnashing  of  the  New  Deal  teeth.  Here 
it  is: 

But,  above  all,  let  us  stop  this  hysterical  chatter  of  calamity  and 
Invasion  that  has  been  running  rife  these  last  few  days.  It  Is  not 
befitting  to  the  people  who  built  this  Nation, 

There  it  is.  Mr.  Speaker.  That  is  the  statement  that  did 
the  damage,  because  the  new  dealers  all  construed  it  to  be  a 
reference  to  the  assertion  that  we  are  only  about  2V2  hours 
from  an  invasion.  Maybe  it  was  a  reference  to  that 
wild  statement.  Whether  it  was  or  not.  and  whether 
the  New  Deal  gentleman  like  the  statement  or  not.  I  venture 
the  opinion  here  and  now  that  millions  of  Americans  agree 
with  Lindbergh's  statement.  The  chatter  has  been  hysterical, 
and  it  has  been  unworthy  of  those  who  built  this  Nation.  We 
are  reading  in  the  newspapers  now  that  men's  clubs  and 
even  women  are  banding  together  and  arming  themselves 
with  rifles  to  shoot  down  German  parachute  troops  whom 
they  fear  will  be  dropping  in  on  us  any  day  now.  So.  then, 
some  folks  may  not  like  the  statement,  but  it  is  a  statement 
of  fact  just  the  same. 

"That  the  world  is  facing  a  new  era  is  beyond  question." 
said  Lindbergh.  I  presume  even  the  new  dealers  agree  with 
that  statement.  "Our  mission  is  to  make  it  a  better  era." 
he  added.  I  think  even  Mr,  Roosevelt  would  agree  with  that 
statement  because  it  is  in  accord  with  his  own  declarations 
repeated  times  over. 

Now  we  come  to  another  statement  that  seems  to  have 
aroused  ire  in  some  quarters.     Indeed,  some  critics  have 


pettishly  inquired  If  Ooloael  Undbergh  Is  competent  to  apeak 
for  Hitler  on  this  point    Hie  statement  is: 


But.  regardless  of  which  side  wins  this  war,  there  Is  no 
•side  from  our  own  aotiona,  to  prevent  a  oontlnuatkm  of  peauxful 
relationships  between  America  and  the  countries  of  Europe.  If 
wt  desire  peace,  we  need  only  to  stop  asking  for  war.  No  one 
wishes  to  attack  \ia,  and  no  one  Is  tn  position  to  do  so. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  let  us  analyze  these  statements  amd  see 
whether  the  Lone  Eagle  was  pro-Nazi,  disloyal,  talking 
through  Ws  hat.  or  meddling  into  foreign  policies  which  do 
not  concern  him.  In  making  these  statements. 

To  begin  with.  Colonel  Lindbergh  Is  concerned  as  a  citizen, 
as  a  husband,  as  a  father  and  as  one  who  would  participate 
In  any  war  in  which  this  Nation  might  become  engaged.  On 
that  score,  he  has  much  more  rlg^t  to  be  concerned  than 
some  of  his  critics,  because  many  of  them  never  fought  in  a 
war  and  never  will;  and  others  are  too  old  to  fl^t  in  any 
war,  while  othei^S  have  no  children  to  be  affected  by  any 
turn  of  future  events. 

There  Is  no  reason — 

Sajrs  Colonel  Lindbergh — 

to  prevent  a  continuation  of  peaceful  relationships  between  Amer- 
ica and  the  countries  of  Europe,  regardless  of  which  side  wins  the 
war. 

Well.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  still  maintain,  even  in  this  very 
hour,  diplomatic  relations  with  the  belligerents  on  both  sides 
of  the  conflict.  This  is  ix}t  because  of  Colonel  Lindbergh's 
policy.  That  is  administration  policy.  Is  there  any  critic  of 
Colonel  Lindbergh  who  can  tell  us  that  if  one  or  the  other 
side  wins  the  war  in  E^urope  we  are  going  to  sever  relations 
and  sunder  peaceful  intercourse  and  go  to  war  with  them? 
If  that  has  been  decided  on,  who  made  the  decision — and 
when?  Unless  that  is  the  case,  the  Lindbergh  critics  can- 
not criticize  his  statement.  "If  we  desire  peace,  we  need 
only  to  stop  asking  for  war,"  the  great  flyer  observes. 

That  is  a  fact.  If  we  want  peace  we  do  not  want  respon- 
sible spokesmen  in  high  governmental  places  going  on  world- 
wide hook-ups  and  rebroadcasts  making  belligerent  speeches 
at  foreign  governments  or  the  heads  of  foreign  govenunents. 
Certainly  every  sensible  person  knows  that  Is  not  the  way  to 
maintain  peace,  but  it  is  exactly  the  way  to  get  this  country 
Into  war. 

"No  one  wishes  to  attack  us.  and  no  one  is  in  position  to," 
says  the  Lone  Eagle.  All  right.  Is  there  anyone  in  this 
House  or  In  this  Congress  or  in  the  administration  who  can 
assert  with  acceptable  proof  that  any  nation  In  the  Old  World 
wants  to  attack  us.  Is  going  to  attack  us.  or  is  in  positi(Hi  to 
do  so?  If  any  official  of  the  Government,  any  Member  of 
this  Congress,  hajs  such  information — if  he  knows  of  such 
plans — then  he  should  step  forth  with  his  proof  and  make 
known  to  this  Congress  the  facts.  Otherwise,  by  concealing 
such  dangerous  facts,  so  vital  to  the  security  of  the  Nation,  he 
becomes  a  traitor  of  the  first  degree.  So,  then,  let  the  critics 
of  that  p£UT«raph  produce  the  proof  to  the  contrary  or  admit 
the  truth  of  the  Lindbergh  statement. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  to  whether  Colonel  Lindbergh  Is  In 
position  to  know  more  about  whether  any  nation  wants  to 
attack  us  or  Is  In  position  to  do  so,  I  think  every  fair-minded 
man  and  woman  here  will  agree  that  he  is  in  much  better 
position,  by  study,  travel,  observation.  Investigation,  and 
Judgment,  to  say  nothing  of  the  information  reaching  him 
frtttn  many  sources,  to  make  a  statement  on  that  point  than 
is  any  one  of  his  critics,  barring  nope.  Certainly  the  swivel- 
chair  patriots  and  glass- top-desk  (^servers  who  criticize  him 
most  bitterly  are  in  no  sense  as  well  equipped  to  speak  au- 
thoritatively on  that  point  as  he  is.  And.  finally,  let  these 
critics  bring  forth  their  proof  that  somebody,  some  nation, 
intends  to  attack  us.  and  i^en. 

The  only  reason  that  we  are  in  danger  of  t>ecomlng  Involved  In 
this  war  is  because  there  are  powerful  elements  In  America  who 
desire  us  to  take  part.  They  represent  a  smaU  minority  of  the 
American  people,  but  they  control  much  of  the  machinery  of  In- 
fluence and  propaganda.  They  seize  every  opportimlty  to  push  us 
closer  and  closer  to  the  edge. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  Is  the  only  paragraph  or  statement  in 
the  entire  Lindbergh  address  that  I  personally  wish  might 


have  been  eliminated.  Not  because  the  statement  Is  not  true, 
for  it  Is.  I  think,  correct  to  say  there  are  those  who,  for  rea- 
sons of  profit  or  prejudices,  do  want  us  to  get  into  war  with 
some  of  the  other  nations.  I  think,  however,  that  any  state- 
ment of  this  sort  is  very  apt  to  be  misconstrued,  distorted, 
and  msMle  to  appear  as  being  directed  at  those  at  whom  it  was 
not  aimed.  But  I  think  no  one  will  attempt  to  say  there  is 
no  minority  in  this  country  that  has  wanted  us  to  get  into 
war. 

It  Is  time  for  the  underlying  character  of  this  country  to  rise 
and  assert  itself,  to  strike  down  these  elements  of  personal  profit 
and  foreign  Interest. 

Well,  certainly.  Mr.  I^;>eaker,  from  what  we  have  learned 
through  the  work  of  the  Committee  Investigating  Un-Amer- 
ican Activities,  it  would  appear  Colonel  Lindbergh  spoke  the 
truth  in  that  Une.  Ihose  who  hope  to  profit  in  business,  in 
work,  in  the  chaos,  in  speculation — all  of  these  dangerous, 
self-seeking,  and  self-serving  elements  which  want  to  push 
us  into  war  should  l>e  sought  out  and  rendered  powerless. 

This  underlying  character  of  America  Is  our  true  defense — 

Says  Colonel  Lindbergh.  I  take  it  that  no  one  questions 
that  statement. 

Until  It  awakes  and  takes  the  reins  In  hand  once  more,  the  pro- 
duction of  airplanes,  cannon,  and  battleships  Is  of  secondary  Im- 
portance. 

No  one,  I  am  sure,  will  question  that  statement,  because  It 
has  been  made  over  and  over  again  on  the  floors  of  this 
Congress,  It  means  simply  that  character,  patriotism,  cour- 
age, love  of  freedom  are  necessary  to  make  cannons  and  ships 
and  airplanes  effective. 

Let  tis  turn  our  eyes  to  our  own  Nation.  We  cannot  aid  others 
until  we  have  first  placed  our  own  country  in  a  position  of  spiritual 
and  material  leadership  and  strength. 

That  statement  ends  the  address.  With  it  no  one  can 
quarreL  Member  after  Member  of  this  House  has  risen  in 
his  or  her  place  in  past  months  and  warned  the  coimtry  that 
our  domestic  problems  are  dangerous;  that  they  may  cause 
our  ruin;  that^e  must  end  unemployment,  suffering,  agri- 
cultural distress^hat  we  must  watch  a  rising  national  debt, 
recurring  deflclts.  intolerable  taxes.  And  yet  today  we  face 
even  greater  problems  along  these  lines  than  ever  before. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  few  words  in  conclusion  as  to  why  I 
have  taken  the  time  of  this  House  to  analyze  the  Lindbergh 
speech  and  to  answer  his  critics. 

UMDBCBCB  A  GBZAT  AMTRZCAK 

Lindbergh  is  a  great  American.  He  proved  himself  so  by 
his  own  efforts  and  through  his  own  ability  and  courage. 
He  has  made  valuable  contributions  to  science;  his  trans- 
oceanic flight  did  more  for  aviation  at  a  time  when  it  was 
languishing  than  any  other  single  feat  ever  performed. 
Lindbergh  did  a  magnificent,  a  thrillingly  magnificent  thing 
in  fiying  the  Atlantic  alone.  He  has  been  as  modest  as  he 
has  been  brave. 

His  later  exploits  in  flying,  in  which  he  was  accompanied 
by  his  wife,  have,  in  and  of  themselves,  been  epics  of  ad- 
venture, daring,  care,  and  skill,  which  would  have  stood  out 
had  they  not  been  overshadowed  by  the  previous  more  spec- 
tacular feat. 

Lindbergh  has  sufficient  funds  to  retire  from  the  public 
gaze;  he  could  avoid  all  contact  with  public  questions — and, 
therefore,  any  criticism.  Instead  he  has  had  the  com-ace  to 
speak  because,  I  believe,  his  knowledge  and  his  deep  patriot- 
ism Impelled  him  to  speak  out. 

Now,  with  those  who  may  not  agree  with  Colonel  Lind- 
bergh's views,  and  who  may  want  to  argue  with  those  views, 
I  have  no  differences.  Discussion  after  disagreement  is  a 
ftmdamental  American  method.  But  there  has  arisen  a 
storm  of  personal  abuse,  a  ijenomous  attack  against  the 
character  and  the  motives  of  this  distinguished  and  coura- 
geous American  flier.  An  attempt  has  been  made  to  besmear 
his  purposes,  to  injure  his  character,  to  question  his  sin- 
cerity, to  belittle  his  experience,  his  intelligence,  and  his 
judgment — all  because  he  has  dared  to  disagree  publicly 
with  some  of  the  New  Deal  administration  adherents.    Such 
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tactics  represent  a  trend  toward  an  Intolerance  not  a  whit 
different  than  the  intolerance  in  countries  ruled  by  ruthless 
dictators. 

Such  tactics  represent  a  trend  toward  such  Intolerance, 
toward  such  venom  In  public  affairs,  toward  such  a  philoso- 
phy of  gangsterism  in  politics  as  cannot  be  tolerated  or 
permitted  to  grow  in  the  United  States  of  America.  To 
permit  this  trend  to  gain  headway,  fellow  Members  of  the 
House,  will  be  to  loose  a  tide  that  eventually  will  sweep 
the  Bill  of  Rights  out  of  the  Constitution.  Free  speech 
and  free  press  are  the  essence  of  Americanism,  and  for  oflQ- 
cials  In  high  places  to  stoop  to  personal  attacks,  character 
assassination,  and  libelous  slurs,  is  a  spectacle  to  make  every 
American  who  admires  courage,  and  who  believes  in  fair 
play,  ashamed. 

I  assiime,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  every  Member  of  this  House 
knows  exactly  what  my  sentiments  are  regarding  a  national 
defense.    Certainly  I  have  expressed  them  often  enough. 

I  believe  the  question  of  the  national  defense  should  be 
kept  wholly  free  from  any  taint  of  partisanship,  politics, 
class,  or  sectional  prejudices.  I  believe  nonpartisanship 
means  nonpartisanship  for  all — not  merely  for  the  critics 
of  the  administration. 

Let  us  by  all  means  create  an  adequate  national  defense — 
but  let  us  do  it  sensibly,  practically,  calmly,  as  quickly  and 
as  economically  as  ixxssible.     [Applause.] 

BKIfATI  BILLS  AMD  JOUrT  RESOLUTIONS  RETntRED 

Bills  and  Joint  resolutions  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and,  under  the 
rule,  referred  as  follows; 

8.217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  B.  Payne;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  1460.  An  act  to  provide  uniform  reciprocal  hospitaliza- 
tion In  any  Army  or  Navy  hospital  for  retired  personnel  of 
the  Army,  Navy.  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

S.  1473.  An  act  to  extend  the  time  for  filing  claims  for  re- 
funds of  amounts  collected  under  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

S.  1789.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deportation 
proceedings  In  the  case  of  Florence  Sinclair  Cooper  and 
daughter.  Margaret  Lavallie,  and  Philip  P.  Roy;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

S.  2013.  An  act  to  amend  the  Code  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  provide  for  the  organization  and  regulation  of 
cooperative  associations,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Colimibia. 

8. 2326.  An  act  to  provide  and  maintain  an  adequate  supply 
of  suitable  seed  for  production: of  food  for  the  population  of 
Hawaii  in  times  of  emergency;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
ctilture. 

S.  2915.  An  act  relating  to  rentals  in  certain  oil  and  gas 
leases  issued  under  authority  of  the  act  of  February  25,  1920. 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Public  Lands. 

S.  3021.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  A.  Ramsay;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

S.  3115.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  establishment  and  main- 
tenance of  an  assay  office  at  Helena.  Mont.;  to  the  Committee 
on  Coinage.  Weights,  and  Measures. 

8. 3146.  An  act  relating  to  the  citizenship  of  William  Law- 
rence Tan;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. 

8. 3230.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  general  welfare  through 
the  construction  of  needed  hospitals  and  grants  to  States 
and  political  subdivisions  thereof  for  the  construction,  im- 
prorement.  and  enlargement  of  hospitals,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

S.  3594.  An  act  to  provide  an  additional  sum  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  claim  under  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide 
for  the  reimbursement  of  certain  personnel  or  former  per- 
sonnel of  the  United  States  Navy  and  United  States  Marine 
Corps  for  the  value  of  personal  effects  destroyed  as  a  result 


of  a  fire  at  the  Marine  Barracks,  Quantico.  Va.,  on  October 
27,  1938,"  approved  June  19.  1939;  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

S.  3608.  An  act  to  authorize  an  exchange  of  lands  between 
the  people  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the  United  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

S.  3647.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  legal  guardian  of  Paul 
Sanford,  a  minor;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

8. 3707.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  agents 
and  certifying  officers  of  the  Indian  Service,  the  United  States 
Veterans'  Administration,  and  the  Treasury  Department;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3739.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  providing  for  Federal  aid 
to  the  States  in  the  establishment  of  wildlife-restoration  proj- 
ects, for  the  purpose  of  clearly  indicating  that  such  projects 
are  to  be  owned  by  the  respective  States  and  maintained  by 
them  in  accordance  with  th?  provisions  of  their  laws;  to  the 
Committee  en  Agriculture. 

S.  3748.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  disburs- 
ing ofiBcer,  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3769.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jerry  McKlnley  Thompson; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3786.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  punishment  of  persons 
transporting  stolen  animals  in  interstate  commerce,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3807.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri 
River  at  or  near  Arrow  Rock.  Mo.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8. 3808.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  certain 
officers  and  enlisted  men  or  former  officers  and  enlisted  men 
of  the  United  States  Navy  for  personal  property  lost  in  the 
hurricane  and  flood  at  New  London,  Conn.,  on  September  21, 
1938;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

8.  3927.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  administration  of  the 
Washington  National  Airport,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8. 3958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  road  department  of  the  State  of  Florida  an 
easement  for  a  road  right-of-way  over  the  Coast  Guard 
Reservation  at  Flagler  Beach,  Fla.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

8.  J.  Res.  214.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  recognition 
of  the  two  hundredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Pennsylvania  by  Benjamin  Franklin  and  the  begin- 
ning of  university  education  in  the  United  States,  and  provid- 
ing for  the  representation  of  the  Government  and  people  of 
the  United  States  in  the  observance  of  the  anniversary;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Library. 

S.  J.  Res.  222.  Joint  resolution  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia  and  the 
Commonwealths  of  Virginia  and  Pennsylvania  and  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  as  signatory  bodies  to  enter  into  a  compact 
for  the  creation  of  a  Potomac  Valley  conservancy  district  and 
the  establishment  of  the  interstate  commission  on  the  Poto- 
mac River  Basin;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

S.  J.  Res.  260.  Joint  resolution  to  make  emergency  provision 
for  the  maintenance  of  essential  vessels  affected  by  the  Neu- 
trality Act  of  1939.  and  for  adjustment  of  obligations  with 
respect  to  such  vessels;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine 
and  Fisheries. 

IHROLLES  BILLS  AWD  JOINT  RESOLXmON  SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  bills  and  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles,  which  were  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  3955.  An  act  to  amend  section  335  (d)  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  of  1938; 

H.  R.  4229.  An  act  authorizing  the  conveyance  to  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Virginia  a  portion  of  the  naval  reservation 
known  as  Quantico  in  Prince  William  County.  Va.; 

H.R.  5404.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  to  certain  lands  so  that  they 
may  become  part  of  the  Ochoco  National  Forest,  Oreg.; 


H.  R.  5784.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  conservation  and 
transfer  of  accumulated  sick  leave  and  vacation  time  due 
classified  civil-service  employees  who  succeed  to  the  posi- 
tion of  postmaster,  and  for  other  pur]X>ses; 

H.  R.  7018.  An  act  to  amend  section  289  of  the  Criminal 
Code; 

H.  R.  7020.  An  act  to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  of  March 
4,  1931  (46  Stat.  1528),  In  regard  to  service  of  process  on  the 
United  States  in  foreclosure  actions; 

H.  R.  7078.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisition  by  the  United 
States  of  lands  in  Manchester  and  Jackson  Townships  of  the 
county  of  Ocean  and  State  of  New  Jersey  for  use  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  N.  J.; 

H.R. 8119.  An  act  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code  so  as  to 
confer  concurrent  jurisdiction  on  courts  of  the  United  States 
over  crimes  committed  on  certain  Federal  reservations; 

H.  R.  8283.  An  act  to  amend  section  4370  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  (U.  S.  C,  1934  ed..  title  46, 
sec.  316) ; 

H.  R.  8292.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erich  Hecht,  Orete  J.  L. 
Hecht.  and  ELnch  P.  Hecht,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  8373.  An  act  to  amend  section  79  of  the  Judicial  Code, 
as  amended; 

H.  R.  8403.  An  act  to  convey  certain  lands  to  the  State  o^ 
Wyoming ; 

H.R.  8491.  An  act  authorizing  the  county  of  Knox.  State 
of  Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Niobrara,  Nebr.; 

H.  R.  8749.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri 
River  at  or  near  Petersburg.  Mo.; 

H.  R.  8958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  grant  to  the  county  of  Wayne,  State  of  Michigan, 
an  easement  over  certain  land  of  the  United  States  in  Wajme 
County,  Mich.,  for  a  sewage-disposal  line; 

H.  R.  8983.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
accept  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  a  gift  of  the  yacht 
Freedom  from  Sterling  Morton; 

H.  R.  9094.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi 
River  at  or  near  Winona,  Minn.; 

H.R. 9118.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of 
travel  exjjenses  to  certain  employees  of  the  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers, United  States  Army; 

H.  R.  9394.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Cumberland  Gap  National  Historical  Park  in  Tennessee,  Ken- 
tucky, and  Virginia; 

H.  R.  9411.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  St.  Law- 
rence River  at  or  near  Ogdensburg,  N.  Y.,  and  for  other 
purposes;        \ 

H.  R.  9492.  An  act  making  It  a  misdemeanor  to  stow  away 
on  vessels  and  providing  punishment  therefor; 

H.  R.  9595.  An  act  to  postpone  for  1  year  the  date  of  the 
transmission  to  Congress  by  the  United  States  Coronado 
Exposition  Commission  of  a  statement  of  its  expenditures; 
and 

H.  J.  Res.  537.  Joint  resolution  to  make  temporary  emer- 
gency provision  for  the  determination  of  foreign  construction 
costs  under  section  502  (b)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act. 
1936.  as  amended. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  bis  signature  to  enrolled  bills 
of  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

8. 1239.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Priscllla  M.  Noland; 

8. 1289.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  city  of  Leavenworth, 
Kans.; 

8. 1445.  An  act  for  the  relief  cf  Bruno  Arena; 

8. 1474.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  O.  Abbitt; 

8. 1839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Le  Roy  Brelthaupt; 

8. 1942.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of 
Anna  Barbara  Kosick,  deceased: 

8.  2199.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isadore  J.  Friedman; 

8. 2234.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  R.  Maguire; 

8. 2268.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Roxie  Richardson; 


8. 2419.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  J.  Hogan  and  W.  R. 
lATkln  In  connection  with  the  construction,  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  the  Fort  Hall  Indian  Irrigation  project,  Idaho; 

S.  2572.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  M.  C^iea; 

8.2667.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  W. 
Finley; 

S.  2798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Parr; 

S.  3071.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Luther  Devoe; 

S.  3073.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Verle  8.  Ward; 

8. 3091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Barnet  Warren; 

S.  3092.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Maj.  John  R.  Holt; 

S.  3233.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  T.  Jensen; 

S.  3304.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  Frank  Kuner,  private, 
uniformed  force.  United  States  Secret  Service; 

S.  3307.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  A.  R.  Barnard,  Charles  A.  Stephens,  Donald  W. 
Prairie,  and  dependents  of  Vern  A.  Needles,"  approved  July  15, 
1939; 

S.  3328.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dorothy  Crossing; 

S.  3487.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Lt.  William  Lee 
Clemmer,  Coast  Guard;  and 

S.  3789.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Eberhart  Steel  Products 
Co.,  Inc. 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLITTIGNS  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  did  on  this  day  present  to  the 
President,  for  his  approval,  bills  and  joint  resolutions  of  the 
House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  169.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and/or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the 
exterior  boundaries  of  the  Cleveland  National  Forest  in  San 
Diego  County,  Calif.; 

H.  R.  952.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Indians  who  have  paid 
taxes  on  allotted  lands  for  which  patents  in  fee  were  issued 
without  application  by  or  coasent  of  the  allottees  and  subse- 
quently canceled,  and  for  the  reimbursement  of  public  sub- 
divisions by  whom  judgments  for  such  claims  have  been 
paid; 

H.  R.  1312.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Ernest  Francis 
White; 

H.  R.  1379.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Timothy  A. 
linehan; 

H.  R.  1843.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  K.  J.  Foss. 

H.  R.  2009.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and/or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the 
exterior  boundaries  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest.  Calif.; 

H.R. 2143.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Helen  M. 
Crowley; 

H.  R.  2273.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Lizzie  May  Wilbur 
Clayton; 

H.  R.  2285.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Maud  Patterson; 

H.  R.  3048.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the  State  of 
Kansas  over  offenses  committed  by  or  against  Indians  on 
Indian  reservations; 

H.  R.  3138.  An  act  authorizing  J.  E.  Pate,  his  successors 
and  assigns,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  bridge  or 
ferry  across  the  Rio  Grande  at  Boca  Chica,  Tex.; 

H.R. 3233.  An  act  to  repeal  certam  acts  of  Congress 
(pocket  vetoed) ; 

H.  R.  3955.  An  act  to  amend  section  335  (d)  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  of  1938; 

H.R. 4229.  An  act  authorizing  the  conveyance  to  the 
Commonwealth  of  Virginia  a  portion  of  the  naval  reserva- 
tion known  as  Quantico  in  Prince  William  County,  Va.; 

H.R. 4282.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  June  30.  1936 
(49  Stat.  2041),  providing  for  the  administration  and  main- 
tenance of  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  in  the  States  of  Virginia 
and  North  Carolina,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 4349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Lewis 
Marion  Garrard  Hale; 

H.  R.  4394.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  James  G.  Bailey; 

H.R. 4832.  An  act  for  the  protection  of  the  bald  eagle; 

H.  R.  5007.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  John  W.  Swove- 
land; 
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H.R.  5089.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate, 
and  render  Judgment  on  the  claim. of  the  legal  representa- 
tive of  the  estate  of  Rexford  M.  Smith: 

H.R. 5404.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act.  as  amended,  to  certain  lands  so  that  they 
may  become  part  of  the  Ochoco  National  Forest,  Oreg.; 

H.  R.  5459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  F.  Lewis,  ad- 
ministrator of  the  estate  of  Margaret  R.  Lewis; 

H.  R.  5477.  An  act  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians  of  the 
Crow  Reservation.  Mont.,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 5784.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  conservation  and 
transfer  of  accumulated  sick  leave  and  vacation  time  due 
classified  civil-service  employees  who  succeed  to  the  position 
of  postmaster,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 5880.  An  act  to  incorporate  the  Navy  Club  of  the 
United  States  of  America; 

H.  R.  5906.  An  act  to  repeal  the  prohibiticxi  against  the 
filling  of  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of  district  Judge  for  the 
southern  district  of  New  York; 

H.R.  5918.  An  act  amending  Public  Law  No.  96  of  the 
Seventy-fifth  Congress.  l)eing  an  act  entitled  "An  act  amend- 
ing section  2  of  Public  Law  No.  716  of  the  Seventy-fourth 
Congress,  being  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  relieve  restricted 
Indians  whose  lands  have  been  taxed  or  have  been  lost  by 
failure  to  pay  taxes,  and  for  other  purposes'  "; 

H.  R.  5961.  An  act  granting  to  the  regents  of  the  University 
of  New  Mexico  the  right  to  alienate  certain  lands  conveyed 
to  them  under  authority  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
August  19.  1935  (49  Stat.  659) .  in  exchange  for  an  equivalent 
amount  of  land  more  expediently  situated: 

H.  R.  6481.  An  act  to  authorize  the  conveyance  of  the 
United  States  fish  hatchery  property  at  Put  in  Bay,  Ohio, 
to  the  State  of  Ohio: 

H.  R.  6552.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Gottbeb  Metzger; 

H.  R.  6681.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Capt.  Victor  Gon- 
dos,  Jr.; 

H.R. 6751.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  laws  with  respect  to 
manifests  and  vessel  permits; 

H.  R.  6964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Nathan 
Kaplan; 

H.  R.  7018.  An  act  to  amend  section  289  of  the  Criminal 
Code; 

H.  R.  7020.  An  act  to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  of  March 
4,  1931  (46  Stat.  1528).  in  regard  to  service  of  process  on  the 
United  States  in  foreclosure  actions; 

H.  R.  7072.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther  Ross: 

H.  R.  7078.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisition  by  the 
United  States  of  lands  in  Manchester  and  Jackson  Town- 
ships of  the  county  of  Ocean  and  State  of  New  Jersey  for 
use  in  connection  with  the  Naval  Air  Station.  Lakehurst. 
N.  J.; 

H.R.  7084.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
regulate  proceedings  in  adoption  in  the  District  of  Columbia." 
approved  August  25,  1937; 

H.  R.  7147.  An  act  to  amend  the  service  pension  acts  per- 
taining to  the  War  with  Spain.  Philippine  Insurrection,  and 
the  China  Relief  Expedition  to  include  certain  continuous 
service: 

H.R.  7306.  An' act  for  the  relief  of  John  R.  Elliott: 

H.  R.  7530.  An  act  to  transfer  the  site  and  buildings  of  the 
Tomah  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 

H.  R.  7615.  An  act  authorizing  the  Bradenton  Co..  its  suc- 
cessors, and  assigns  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll 
bridge  across  Sarasota  Pass  and  across  Longboat  Pass,  county 
of  Manatee,  State  of  Florida; 

H.  R.  7733.  An  act  to  provide  increased  pensions  for  vet- 
erans of  the  Regular  Establishment  with  service-connected 
disability  incurred  m  or  aggravated  by  service  prior  to  April 
21.  1898; 

H.  R.  7833.  An  act  to  set  aside  certain  lands  for  the  Minne- 
sota Chippewa  Tribe  in  the  State  of  Minnesota,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7853.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Gallup  Mercantile 
Co..  of  Gallup.  N.  Mei.; 


H.R.  7901.  An  act  to  transfer  certain  Indian  lands  to  the 
Grand  River  Dam  Authority,  and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  8086.  An  act  to  make  it  a  crime  to  wreck  or  attempt 
to  wreck  a  train  engaged  in  interstate  commerce; 

H.R. 8119.  An  act  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code  so  as  to 
confer  concurrent  Jurisdiction  on  courts  of  the  United  States 
over  crimes  committed  on  certain  Federal  reservations; 

H.R. 8283.  An  act  to  amend  section  4370  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed..  title  46.  sec. 
316); 

H.  R.  8292.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Erich  Hecht.  Crete  J.  L. 
Hecht.  and  Erich  P.  Hecht.  Jr.; 

H.  R.  8317.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Hermosa-Redondo 
Hospital.  C.  Max  Anderson,  Julian  O.  Wilke,  Curtis  A.  Wherry, 
Hollie  B.  Murray,  Ruth  M.  Laird,  Sigrid  I.  Olsen.  and  Stella 
S.  Guy; 

H.  R.  8373.  An  act  to  amend  section  79  of  the  Judicial  Code, 
as  amended; 

H.  R.  8403.  An  act  to  convey  certain  lands  to  the  State  of 
Wyoming ; 

H.  R.  8423.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  in- 
crease the  eflBciency  of  the  Coast  Guard."  approved  January 
12.  1938; 

H.R. 8452.  An  act  to  declare  Frankford  Creek.  Pa.,  to  be 
a  nonnavigable  stream; 

H.  R.  8475.  An  act  to  limit  the  interpretation  of  the  term 
"products  of  American  fisheries"; 

H.  R.  8491.  An  act  authorizing  the  county  of  Knox.  State 
of  Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Niobrara,  Nebr.; 

H.  R.  8537.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  enlargement  of  the 
Coast  Guard  depot  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Coast  Guard  servicing  base  at  or  near  Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn.; 

H.  R.  8589.  An  act  to  authorize  the  county  of  Burt.  State 
of  Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Decatur,  Nebr.; 

H.R. 8749.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mis- 
souri River  at  or  near  Petersburg,  Mo.; 

H.  R.  8958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior to  grant  to  the  county  of  Wayne,  State  of  Michigan,  an 
easement  over  certain  land  of  the  United  States  in  Wayne 
County.  Mich.,  for  a  sewage-disposal  line; 

H.  R.  8983.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  accept  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  a  gift  of  the  yacht 
Freedom  from  Sterling  Morton; 

H.R. 9013.  An  act  to  transfer  Hardeman  County.  Tex., 
from  the  Fort  Worth  division  to  the  Wichita  Falls  division 
of  the  northern  Judicial  district  of  Texas; 

H.R.  9094.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mis- 
sissippi River  at  or  near  Winona.  Minn.; 

H.R. 9115.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  provide  for  the  parking  of  automo- 
biles in  the  municipal  center; 

H.R.  9118.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of 
travel  expenses  to  certain  employees  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 
United  States  Army; 

H.  R.  9210.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  estab- 
lish a  Board  of  Indeterminate  Sentence  and  Parole  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  to  determine  its  functions  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  July  15.  1932.  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: 

H.R. 9236.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  books  for  the  adult  blind."  approved  March  3.  1931; 

H.  R.  9261.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  railroad  bridge  across  the 
Missouri  River  at  or  near  Randolph.  Mo.; 

H.R.  9271.  An  act  to  extend  the  existence  of  the  Alaskan 
International  Highway  Commission  for  an  additional  4  years, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R.  9381.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  alteration  of  certain 
bridges  over  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  for  the 
apportionment  of  the  cost  of  such  alterations  between  the 
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United  States  and  the  owners  of  such  bridges,  and  for  other 
purposes: 

H.  R.  9394.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Cumberland  Gap  National  Historical  Park  in  Tennessee,  Ken- 
tucky, and  Virginia; 

H.  R.  9411.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  St. 
Lawrence  River  at  or  near  Ogdensburg.  N.  Y..  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  9441.  An  act  to  accept  the  grant  to  the  United  States 
of  certain  land  by  the  State  of  South  Carolina  and  to  authorize 
its  use  by  the  United  States  Coast  Guard; 

H.  R.  9492.  An  act  making  it  a  misdemeanor  to  stow  away 
on  vessels  and  providing  punishment  therefor; 

H.  R.  9553.  An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  certain  acts  per- 
taining to  the  Coast  Guard,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9595.  An  act  to  postpone  for  1  year  the  date  of  the 
transmission  to  Congress  by  the  United  States  Coronado 
Exposition  Commission  of  a  statement  of  Its  expenditures; 

H.  J.  Res.  265.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  to  make  studies  of  productivity  and  labor 
costs  in  industry; 

H.  J.  Res.  302.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  compacts  or 
agreements  between  or  among  the  States  bordering  on  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  with  respect  to  fishing  in  the  territorial 
waters  and  bays  and  Inlets  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean  on  which 
such  States  border,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  J.  Res.  385.  Joint  resolution  establishing  a  Greenville 
Memorial  Commission  to  formulate  plans  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  memorial  building  to  commemorate  the  Treaty  of 
Greene  Ville.  at  Greenville.  Ohio; 

H.  J.  Res.  400.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  President  of 
the  United  SUtes  of  America  to  proclaim  October  11,  1940, 
General  Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance  and 
commemoration  of  the  death  of  Brig.  Gen.  Casimir  Pulaski; 

H.  J.  Res.  490.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  an  annual  ap- 
propriation to  meet  the  share  of  the  United  States  toward  the 
expenses  of  the  International  Technical  Committee  of  Aerial 
Legal  Experts,  and  for  participation  in  the  meetings  of  the 
International  Technical  Committee  of  Aerial  Legal  Experts 
and  the  commissions  established  by  that  committee; 
-  H.  J.  Res.  496.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  more  imif orm 
coverage  under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts  of  1935  and 
1937.  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937,  and  subchapter  B  of 
chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code ;  and 

H.J.  Res.  537.  Joint  resolution  to  make  temporary  emer- 
gency provision  for  the  determination  of  foreign  construction 
costs  under  section  502  (b)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936, 
as  amended. 

ADJOURNlfENT 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  5  o'clock  and 
42  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House,  under  the  order  heretofore 
adopted,  adjourned  until  Monday,  June  3,  1940,  at  12  o'clock 
noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

COMMITTEE    ON    INTERSTATE    AND    FOREIGN    COMMERCE 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  on  Monday.  June  3.  1940,  at  10 
a.  m.  Business  to  be  considered:  To  continue  hearings  on 
S.  280  and  H.  R.  145,  motion  pictures.  The  opposition  will 
continue. 

COMMITTES  ON  INDIAN  AFFAHtS 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Indian  Af- 
frirs  on  Monday,  June  3.  1940,  at  10:  30  a.  m.,  for  the  con- 
sideration of  bills  that  have  passed  the  Senate  and  bills 
reported  by  subcommittees. 

COMMITTEE  ON  MXKCHAHT  MAKINE  AND  fl.SH  FRIES 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries  on  Saturday,  June  1,  1940.  at  10  a.  m., 


for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9905,  relating  to  vessels  affected 
by  the  Neutrality  Act. 

The  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  will  hold 
a  public  hearing  on  Thursday,  June  6.  1940,  at  10  a.  m.,  on 
the  following  bill: 

H.  R.  9913.  relating  to  citizenship  requirements  for  manning 
of  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes. 

I  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JTTDICIART 

On  Monday.  June  3,  1940.  the  Special  Subcommittee  on 
Bankruptcy  and  Reorganization  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary will  hold  a  hearing  on  the  bill  (H.  R  9864)  amending 
the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  respect  to  the  basis  of  property  and 
excluding  certain  corporations  from  the  provisions  of  chapter 
XI.  The  hearing  will  be  held  in  the  Judiciary  Committee 
room.  346  House  Office  Building,  and  will  begin  at  10  a.  m. 

COMMITTEE  ON  INVALID  PENSIONS 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions on  Monday.  June  3,  1940.  at  10:30  a.  m..  in  room  247, 
House  Office  Building,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  H.  R. 
7899.  entitled  "A  bill  extending  the  provisions  of  pension  laws 
relating  to  Indian  war  veterans  to  meml)ers  of  Companies  E 
and  F,  Frontier  Battalion.  Texas  Rangers,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." and  H.  R.  8030.  entitled  "A  bill  granting  pensions  to 
certain  former  members  of  the  organizations  known  as  the 
Spring  Creek  Company  of  South  Dakota  Volunteers." 

COBCMITTEE  ON  MINES  AND  MINING 

The  subcommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  that  was  appointed 
to  consider  S.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Tuesday,  June  4. 
Thursday,  June  6,  and  Friday,  Jime  7,  1940,  at  10  a.  m.  each 
morning,  in  the  committee  rooms  In  the  New  House  Office 
Building. 

COICMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- 
fairs at.  10  a.  m..  Tuesday  morning.  June  4.  1940. 

COMMITTU  ON  IMMIGRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Conunlttee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  In  room  445.  Old  House  Office  Building,  at 
10:30  a.  m.,  on  Wednesday,  June  5,  1940,  for  the  consideraticn 
of  private  bills. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1709.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  provision  to  be 
added  to  the  language  submitted  in  connection  with  my 
request  for  funds  for  the  Council  of  National  Defense  which 
was  transmitted  to  you  on  May  29.  1940  (H.  Doc.  No.  797) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  ApiM-opriations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

1710.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  Federal  Works  Agency  for  the  fiscal  year  1940 
in  the  amount  of  $1,060,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  79tf) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1711.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  amend  the  act  of 
April  6,  1938  (52  Stat.  201)  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  exchange  sites  at  Miami  Beach. 
Dade  County,  Fla..  for  Coast  Guard  purposes";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 


REPORTS   OF   COMMITTEES    ON   PUBLIC   BILLS   AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XHt, 

Mr.  RAMSPECK:  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service.  H.  R. 
8181.  A  bill  to  grant  retirement  benefits  to  Chinese,  Japanese, 
and  Hindu  interpreters  in  the  United  States  Immigration  and 
Naturabzation  Service;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2353). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 
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Mr.  RAMSPECK:  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service.  H.  R. 
8645.  A  bill  to  provide  Saturday  half  holidays  for  char  force 
working  in  Poet  Office  Department;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2354).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  H.  R.  9898.  A 
bill  to  further  amend  section  13a  of  the  National  Defense 
Act  so  as  to  authorize  officers  detailed  for  training  and  duty 
as  aircraft  observers  to  be  so  rated,  and  for  other  purposes; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2355) .  Referred,  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BUCKLER  of  Minnesota :  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
H.  R.  8583.  A  bill  for  expenditure  of  funds  for  cooperation 
with  the  public-school  board  at  Walker,  Minn.,  for  the  con- 
struction, extension,  equipment,  and  improvement  of  public- 
Echool  facilities  to  be  available  to  all  Indian  children  in  the 
district;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2358).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  KELLER:  Committee  on  the  Library.  H.  R.  9751.  A 
bill  for  the  creation  of  the  United  States  De  Soto  Exposition 
Commission,  to  provide  for  the  commemoration  of  the  four 
hundredth  anniversary  of  the  discovery  of  the  Mississippi 
River  by  Hernando  De  Soto,  the  commemoration  of  De  Soto's 
visit  to  the  Chickasaw  Territory  in  northern  Mississippi,  and 
other  points  covered  by  his  expedition  and  the  two  hundred 
and  fifth  anniversary  of  the  Battle  of  Ackia.  and  for  other 
purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2359).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  9531.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  holding  of  the  terms 
of  court  of  the  United  States  Court  for  the  Eastern  Division 
of  the  Eastern  District  of  Arkansas  at  Forrest  City,  St. 
Francis  County.  Ark.;  to  transfer  Desha  County  from  the 
eastern  division  to  the  western  division  of  the  eastern  dis- 
trict of  Arkansas;  and  to  transfer  Crittenden  County  from 
the  Jonesboro  division  to  the  eastern  division  of  the  eastern 
district  of  Arkansas;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2360). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DkROUEN:  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors.  H.  R. 
9972.  A  bill  authorizing  the  improvement  of  certain  rivers 
and  harbors  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense,  and  for 
other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2361).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Ml-.  SCRUGHAM:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R  8438.  A  bill  mak- 
ing appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval 
service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other 
purposes  (Rept.  No.  2362).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  O.  f  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clausA  2  of  nile  xm. 

Mr.  JOHN  L.  McMILLAN:  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization.  H.  R.  9593.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Walter  attner;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2356).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mrs.  OTJAY:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  8163.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio  Sabatinl: 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2357).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  9971.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  distribution  of  Govern- 
ment-owned  farm   commodities   to   the   American  National 
Red  Cross  and  other  organizations  for  relief  of  distress;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 


By  Mr.  DeROUEN: 
H.  R.  9972.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Improvement  of  certain 
rivers  and  harbors  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 
By  Mr.  JONES  of  Texas: 
H.  R.  0973.  A  bill  to  transfer  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Ar- 
lington Farm.  Va..  to  the  jurisdictions  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  LARRABEE: 
H.  R.  9974.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Division  of  Aviation  Educa- 
tion in  the  United  States  Office  of  Education.  Federal  Secu- 
rity Agency,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education. 

By  Mr.  RANDOLPH: 
H.  R.  9975.  A  bill  to  regulate  the  hours  of  employment  of 
females  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

H.  R.  9976.  A  bill  to  establish  a  boundary  line  between  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  the  Commonwealth  of  Virginia,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

By  Mr.  RICH: 
H.  R.  9977.  A  bill  providing  for  the  control  and  regulation 
of  alien- published  periodicals,  pamphlets,  newspapers,  and 
other  publications  in  the  United  States  of  America;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HOFFMAN: 
H.  R.  9978.  A  bill  to  promote  the  national  defense  and  to 
eliminate   certain   oppressive   labor   practices   affecting   the 
national-defense  program,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor. 

By  Mr.  COOLEY: 
H.  R.  9979.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  fa- 
cilitate the  execution  of  arrangements  for  the  exchange  of 
surplus  agricultural  commodities  produced  in  the  United 
States  for  reserve  stocks  of  strategic  and  criticsil  materials 
produced  abroad,"  approved  August  11,  1939;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 
H.  Res.  506.  Resolution  expressing  the  sense  of  the  House 
with  respect  to  fimds  appropriated  for  the  citizens'  military 
training  camps;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8515.  By  Mr.  BROOKS:  Petition  of  Arcadia  National  Farm 
Loan  Association,  of  Arcadia,  La.,  opposing  the  Wheeler- 
Jones  bill,  favoring  an  independent  board  to  head  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration,  suggesting  a  continued  reduction  of 
the  loan  interest  rate,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

8516.  By  Mr.  GOODWIN:  Petition  of  the  Independent 
Business  Men's  Association.  Des  Moines,  Iowa;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Wajrs  and  Means. 

8517.  By  Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the 
Association  of  State  Civil  Service  Employees  of  the  State  of 
New  York.  Albany,  N.  Y.,  urging  as  full  and  complete  aid 
as  is  practicable  to  the  democracies  in  their  present  struggle 
for  that  freedom  which  is  the  inherent  right  of  each  man; 
that  food  be  immediately  forwarded  to  alleviate  the  distress 
of  millions  of  refugees;  and  that  the  material  resources  of 
this  country  be  mobilized  and  utilized  in  every  way  neces- 
sary to  preserve  civilization  and  the  rights  of  all  men  every- 
where; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8518.  Also,  peUtion  of  the  American  Legion,  national  legis- 
lative committee,  Washington.  D.  C.  urging  support  of 
Senate  bill  134;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8519.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  Safair, 
Inc..  in  affiliation  with  Erickson  k  RemAiert.  Brooklyn.  N.  Y., 
urging  the  designation  of  Floyd  Bennett  Field  for  the  con- 
templated military  flight-training  program  of  the  Federal 
Government;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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8520.  Also,  petition  of  the  Association  of  State  Civil  Service 
Employees  of  the  State  of  New  York,  commending  the  pro- 
gram of  national  defense  outlined  by  the  President  and 
approved  by  the  Congress,  and  pledging  itself  to  whole- 
hearted support  of  that  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8521.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Grange,  Washington, 
D.  C  favoring  enactment  of  House  bill  8813.  to  amend  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8522.  Also,  petition  of  the  Women's  International  League 
for  Peace  and  Freedom,  New  York  State  board,  commending 
the  appointment  of  a  civilian  commission  to  study  defense 
needs;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8523.  Also,  petition  of  J.  R.  Wood  Federal  Credit  Union, 
New  York  City,  favoring  enactment  of  Senate  bill  2568.  which 
would  increase  unsecured  loans  for  Federal  Credit  Union 
members  from  $50  to  $100;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 

8524.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  Board  of  Trade. 
Inc..  favoring  immediate  enactment  of  House  bill  8813;  to 
the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8525.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  Board  of  Trade.  Inc., 
commending  and  supporting  the  appropriations  for  national 
defense  recently  proposed  by  the  President;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs. 

8526.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Association  of  Uni- 
versity Women,  opposing  enactment  of  Senate  bill  1970;  to 
the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8527.  Also,  petition  of  the  Enterprise  Association  of  Local 
Union  638  of  the  United  Association,  relative  to  certain  pros- 
ecutions of  labor  unions  by  the  Department  of  Justice;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8528.  By  Mr.  KRAMER:  Resolution  of  the  Democratic 
Council  of  Los  Angeles  County,  relative  to  the  rejaeal  or 
modification  of  the  Johnson  Act.  etc.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

8529.  By  Mr.  ESOGH:  Petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  the  State  of  New  York,  with  reference  to  taxation 
and  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8530.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  concerning  a  threat  to  the  nation's  defense 
program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8531.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
Borough  of  Queens.  City  of  New  York,  concerning  the  so- 
called  Smith  bill  (H.  R.  8813) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8532.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  Board  of  Trade.  Inc., 
New  Yom  City,  favoring  appropriations  for  national  defense 
as  proposed  by  the  President;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8533.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  Board  of  Trade.  Inc., 
New  York  City,  concerning  House  bill  8813;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

8534.  By  Mr.  LUDLOW:  Petition  of  sundry  citiaens  of 
Indianapolis,  Ind..  protesting  against  the  imposition  of  new 
processing  taxes;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Agriculture, 

8535.  By  Mrs.  NORTON:  Petition  of  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  memorializing  Congress  and  the  War  Department  to 
investijgate  conditions  at  Newark  Airport,  Newark,  N.  J.;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8536.  By  Mr.  PFEIFER:  Petition  of  the  New  York  Board 
of  Trade,  Inc.,  New  York  City,  concerning  House  bill  8813;  to 
the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8537.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  Federation  of  Post 
Office  Clerks.  Local  No.  10,  New  York  City,  urging  support  and 
passage  of  the  longevity  and  court  of  appeals  bills;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

8538.  By  Mr.  SHAFER  of  Bilichigan:  Petition  of  200  citi- 
zens, asking  consideration  of  House  bill  5237,  which  provides 
that  postal  employees,  after  having  served  30  years,  may  apply 
for  voluntary  retirement;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office 
and  Post  Roads. 

8539.  By  Mr.  TENEROWICZ:  Resolution  adopted  at  a 
mass  meeting  held  at  the  Sacred  Heart  School  hall.  New 
Britain.  Conn.,  April  21,  1940,  urging  early  assistance  to  the 


suffering  population  of  Poland:  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

8540.  Also,  resolution  adopted  by  the  United  Polish  Organ- 
izations of  Camden,  N.  J.,  protesting  against  the  injustices 
which  are  being  committed  against  the  people  of  Poland,  and 
urging  early  aid  to  the  civilian  population  of  Poland;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8541.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  M.  Berger,  Bronx. 
New  York  City.  N.  Y.,  petitioning  consideration  of  his  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  embargoes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

8542.  Also,  petition  of  the  Grand  Lodge  of  Alabama  Knights 
of  Pythias,  Montgomery,  Ala.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  national  defense;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8543.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Longshoremen's 
and  Warehousemen's  Union,  Locals  1-10.  petitioning  consid- 
eration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  a  bill  to  deport 
Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

8544.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Union.  United 
Automobile  Workers  of  America.  Congress  of  Industrial  Or- 
ganizations. Local  No.  2.  Detroit,  Mich.,  petitioning  considera-t^ 
tion  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  Senate  bill  591, 
United  States  Housing  Authority  program;  to  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8545.  Also,  petition  of  Muscoda  Red  Ore  Local  Union,  No. 
123.  International  Union  of  Mine,  Idill,  and  Smelter  Workers, 
Bessemer,  Ala.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  defense 
program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


SENATE 

Monday,  June  3,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Tuesday,  May  28,  1940} 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  ZeBamey  T.  Phillips.  D.  D.,  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  Eternal  CJod,  unto  whom  each  morning  we 
direct  our  prayer,  we  thank  Thee  for  Thy  merciful  provi- 
dence bestowed  on  us  as  a  people;  for  the  years  of  growth 
through  which  we  have  come;  for  the  great  souls,  the  men 
of  light  and  leading,  who,  though  having  finished  their 
earthly  course,  still  live  in  the  work  they  have  bequeathed. 
Help  us  to  persevere  in  dutiful  loyalty  to  those  ideals  which 
are  part  of  our  national  heritage  and  are  often  difficult  to 
maintain,  that  we  may  covet  and  acquire  only  that  kind  of 
superiority  which  is  bom  of  the  spirit  of  integrity  and  the 
love  of  freedom.  Strengthen  and  direct  us  In  all  our  paths, 
whether  of  sun  or  shade;  pity  and  help  us  when  we  are  out 
of  tune  with  life,  when  the  strings  of  the  soul  are  deranged 
and  we  are  as  Instnunents  from  which  no  touch  draws  aught 
but  mordant  sounds.  Then  bring  to  bear  Ihy  restoring  in- 
fluence that  we  may  recover  our  lost  tone,  by  which  alone  we 
may  penetrate  the  secret  of  life  eternal.  Through  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ.    Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklet,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Friday,  May  31,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal 
was  approved. 

MZSSAGES   ntOlC  THK  PRESn>ElfT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
were  commimicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of  his 
secretaries. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
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The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Donabey 

LaFollette 

Schwartz 

Downey 

L*« 

Hchwellenbach 

Eliender 

Lodgre 

Sheppard 

Oeon* 

Lucas 

Shipetead 

Oerry 

Lundeen 

Slattcry 

Olboon 

McCarraa 

Sma  tilers 

OlUrtt* 

lIcKellar 

Smith 

Onaa 

McNary 

Stewart 

Mead 

Taft 

Oumey 

UUler 

ThomAs.  Idaho 

Hkle 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Okia. 

Harrison 

Necly 

Thomas.  Utah 

Hatch 

Norrls 

Towusend 

Hayden 

Nye 

Truman 

Hcrrlxig 

O'Mahoney 

Tydings 

HiU 

Overton 

Vandenberg 

Holnum 

Pepper 

Van  Nuys 

HoU 

Pittman 

Wagner 

Hushea 

RadcUffa 

Walsh 

Johnaon.  CallT. 

Reed 

Wheeler 

JohnaoD.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

White 

King 

RxisaeU 

Wiley 

Andrewa 

Aehurst 

Austin 

Bankhesd 

Barbour 

Barklcy 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Brown 

Billow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Bymea 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Uo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davis 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  BAttEYl.  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  ClarkI, 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass  1.  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Malonxy],  and  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Murray!  are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  ToBrr)  and  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Frazixr]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEI^T.  Eighty-eight  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quor\mi  is  present. 

DISPOSITION  OF  KSTATBS  OF  AMERICAN  CTTIZENS  DYING  ABROAD 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
^Ing  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  wiilch 
was  read  and,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  commend  to  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  Congress 
the  enclosed  draft  of  proposed  legislation  designed  to  clarify 
and  simplify  the  existing  laws  governing  the  disposition  by 
American  consular  ofiBcers  of  the  j)ersonal  estates  of  Ameri- 
can citizens  who  die  abroad  and  to  remove  therefrom  cer- 
tain ambiguities.  The  draft  also  authorizes  diplomatic 
OfiBcers,  in  the  absence  of  consular  ofiBcers,  to  dispose  of  such 
estates. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  Wnms  Hotjse.  June  3.  1940. 


[Elnclosure 

8AI.I 


Draft  of  proposed  bill.] 


OF    WILMOT    N.^TIONAL    GtXARD    TAnCET    RANGE. 
MESSAGE    (S.  DOC.  NO.   204) 


ARIZ. — VETO 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read.  and.  with  the  accompanying  bUl,  refened  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith  without  my  approval  S.  2122  entitled 
"An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of  the  Wilmot  National  Guard 
^rget  range,  Arizona." 

l^iis  legislation  involves  land  which  was  set  apart  from  the 
public  domain  by  Executive  Order  No.  2131  of  January  30. 
1915,  for  military  purposes  for  the  use  of  the  National  Guard 
of  Arizona  as  a  target  range.  The  range  has  become  unsuit- 
able for  this  purpose,  and  it  is  proposed  to  sell  the  lands  and 
to  use  the  prcceeds  thereof  for  the  construction  of  neces- 
sary improvements  in  the  National  Guard  camp  located  at 
FlagstaCr.  Ariz. 

I  believe  that  it  is  In  the  Interest  of  the  sound  utilization 
of  Federal  public  lands  to  provide  for  the  return  to  the 
public  domain  for  administration  under  the  general  land 
laws  any  public  lands  which  have  become  unsuitable  for  the 
purpose  for  which  they  have  l)een  set  aside.  In  harmony 
with  this  policy  section  7  of  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act  provides 
lor  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Internior  of 
the  most  suitable  use  of  lands  within  the  public  domain. 


In  the  vicinity  of  the  lands  involved  In  this  legislation  are 
at  least  three  t3rpes  of  Federal  reservations.  Without  exam- 
ination and  classification  imder  the  general  laws  it  Is  not 
possible  to  know  whether  these  lands  will  be  required  in  the 
future  in  the  orderly  development  and  extension  of  these 
reservations. 

Regardless  of  the  question  of  policy  with  respect  to  the 
return  of  the  land  to  the  public  domain,  the  legislation  is 
objectionable  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  It  makes  a  direct 
appropriation  of  receipts,  and,  therefore,  in  effect  provides 
an  indefinite  appropriation.  Moreover,  there  would  appear 
to  be  no  direct  relation  between  the  amount  that  may  be 
realized  frcm  the  sale  of  the  V/ilmot  target  range  lands 
and  the  amount  required  for  improvements  at  the  National 
Guard  camp  at  Flagstaff,  und  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would 
b?  better  procedure  to  provide  for  the  deposit  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  sale  of  the  lands  in  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of 
miscellaneous  receipts,  and  have  the  Improvement  needs  of 
the  PlagstafiT  camp  separately  considered  on  their  merits  as 
estimates  of  appropriation. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  June  3.  1940. 

REDUCTION    IN   INTEREST    RATE   ON    LOANS   MADE    TO    THE    DISTRICT 
THROUGH    PTJBLIC    WORKS   ADMINISTRATION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  John  M. 
Carmody,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  au- 
thorizing a  reduction  in  the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on 
certain  loans  and  advances  made  to  the  District  of  Columbia 
by  the  United  States  of  America  through  the  Public  Works 
Administration,  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

PETTnONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing joint  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia, which  were  referred  to  committees  as  indicated  below: 

To  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  2 

Senate  Joint  resolution  relative  to  damage  by  earthquake  in 
Imperial  Valley. 

Whereas  the  Imperial  Valley  has  suffered  a  catastrophe  caused  by 
the  recent  earthquake  In  the  damage  of  public  property  In  the  cities 
and  counties  of  Imperial  Valley  and  the  Imperial  Irrigation  district, 
particularly  to  their  water  systems  endangering  the  shutting  off 
of  a  domestic  water  supply  necessary  to  preserve  health  and  lUe; 
and 

Whereas  In  the  city  of  imperial,  the  city  hall,  also  library,  are 
severely  damaged  and  condemned;  and 

Whereas  In  the  city  of  Brawley  the  Immediate  requirements  are 
to  replace  the  buildings  of  the  fire  department,  city  hall,  with 
much  damage  to  public  property  in  the  city  of  Calexlco.  Holtvllle. 
and  El  Centro;  and 

Whereas  the  board  of  trustees  of  the  Brawley  School  District  state 
that  the  earthquake  has  caused  great  and  Irreparable  damage  to 
their  schoolhouse  structures  and  In  such  a  manner  as  to  make 
mandatory  the  expenditure  of  1419.000  In  order  to  replace  struc- 
tures damaged  beyond  repair  and  to  rehabilitate  structures  capable 
of  repair,  with  a  request  for  Immediate  relief;  and 

Whereas  the  Imperial  irrigation  district  furnishing  water  to  all 
the  cities  and  farms  of  Imperial  Valley  has  been  damaged  to  the 
extent  of  over  $250,000.  whUe  the  water  supply  for  domestic  and 
stock  purposes  Is  in  a  serious  condition;  and 

Whereas  water  for  delivery  for  agrlctxltural  purposes  la  now  com- 
pletely cut  off  and  will  remain  In  such  condition  xmtU  said  caiud 
can  be  repaired  and  placed  In  operating  condition;  and 

Whereas  the  fxmds  of  the  Imperial  Irrigation  district  for  such 
emergency  work  have  been  exhausted  on  account  of  a  flood  of  major 
proportion  occurring  through  cloudburst*  In  the  siimmer  of  1939 
leaving  the  district  without  funds  to  care  for  this  grave  emergency: 

Whereas  the  faUure  to  meet  the  foregoing  situation  will  bring 
about  untold  human  stifferlng  and  loss  of  property  and  wUl  increase 
the  relief  burden  of  the  SUte  If  funds  are  not  made  available  Imme- 
diately: and 

Whereas  as  near  as  It  can  be  determined  at  the  present  time  the 
damage  to  public  property  exceeds  one  and  one-half  to  two  million 
dollars,  not  Including  many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  doUars  to 
private  property:  Therefore 

The  Senate  of  California  (the  assembly  ccmcurring).  Do  hereby 
urge  the  Federal  GovernnSent  to  render  Immediate  financial  assist- 
ance, either  through  a  special  appropriation  or  W.  P.  A  asslstonce 
or  both,  for  substantial  reUef  for  the  rehablllUUon  of  the  damage 


■ustalned  In  cooperation  with  State  and  local  aastotanoe  through 
the  director  of  PubUc  Works  of  the  State  of  California:  Therefore. 
belt 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  as  passed  be  forwarded 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  Congress,  and  to  our 
California  Representatives  In  Congress. 

To  the  Committee  on  Commerce: 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  1 

Senate  joint  resolution  relative  to  memorializing  the  President 
and  Congress  with  reference  to  the  authorisation  of  flood-control 
projects  In  California. 

Whereas  one  of  the  major  problems  of  the  State  of  California 
Is  the  solving  of  the  problems  ot  flood  control;  and 

Whereas  the  devastating  floods  of  1938  as  well  as  the  great 
damage  caused  by  floods  during  the  season  of  1940  has  clearly 
demonstrated  how  vtilnerable  the  cities  aaui,  valleys  are  to  floods 
caused  by  periodical  storms,  and  the  run-off  from  snows  In  the 
high  mountain  areas  during  the  firing  months;   and 

Whereas  it  Is  understood  that  preliminary  reports  have  been 
prepared  by  the  United  States  Army  Engineers  determining  some 
of  the  TltaUy  needed  flood-control  projects  within  the  State  of 
California;  and 

Whereas  it  is  further  believed  that  final  reports  thereon  will  be 
submitted  to  the  proper  Federal  agencies  in  the  near  future,  and 
that  said  reports  will  show  the  needed  projects  and  what  will  be 
necessary  to  be  done;  and 

Whereas  the  uruiecessary  delay  may  permit  another  flood  to  cause 
preventable  loss  of  life  and  property  In  the  near  future,  therefore 
It  la  imperative  for  the  protection  of  the  State  from  such  loss, 
that  work  on  these  several  projects  be  commenced  without  delay; 
and 

Whereas  should  a  rule  prevail  whereby  projects  are  considered 
and  authorized  by  Congress  In  even-numbered  years,  that  such 
rule  be  set  aside  for  the  welfare  and  the  protection  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States;  and 

Whereas  the  Federal  Government  has  adopted  a  policy  of  aiding 
In  flood  control  throughout  the  various  States;  and 

Whereas  that  flood  control  is  a  problem  too  great  to  be  handled 
by  the  State  without  Federal  aid;  and 

Whereas  It  is  necessary  that  the  several  reports  made  and  to  be 
made  by  the  United  States  Army  Engineers  regarding  flood  contrcri 
must  be  passed  upon  by  several  Federal  agencies  and  must  be 
authorized  as  projects  to  be  constructed  before  appropriations  can 
be  made   and  construction   begun:    Now,   therefore,   be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Assembly  of  the  State  of  California 
iointly.  That  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  California  hereby 
respectfully  urges  and  memorializes  the  President  and  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  at  the  earliest  possible  date  to  authorize 
the  flood-control  projects  as  recommended  and  as  they  may  be 
recommended  by  the  United  States  Army  Engineers  in  their  re- 
ports with  reference  to  the  construction  of  such  projects  in  the 
State  of  California. 

The  Legislature  of  the  State  of  California  further  urges  and 
memorializes  you.  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  to  provide  the  necessary  funds  for  the  construction  and 
completion  at  an  early  date  of  such  construction;  and  further- 
more, that  such  additional  sums  be  made  available  as  may  be 
necessary  to  provide  for  such  additional  reports  as  may  be  found 
neeessary  by  the  Army  engineers. 

Resolved.  That  the  secretary  of  the  senate  is  hereby  directed 
to  send  copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  President  and  the  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Repreeenutives.  and  to  each  Member  of  the  Senate  and  the  House 
of  Representatives  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  from 
California. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  reso- 
lution of  the  National  Farm  Loan  Association  of  George 
West,  Tex.,  favoring  restoration  (rf  the  cooperative  farm 
credit  system  under  the  operation  of  an  independent  Fed- 
eral bureau,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Detroit 
(Mich.)  branch  of  the  National  Woman's  Party,  favoring 
the  prompt  adoption  of  the  so-called  equtd-rights  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  BONE  presented  several  petitions  numerously  signed 
by  sundry  citizens  of  the  SUte  of  Washington  praying  for 
the  enactment  ot  the  bill  (H.  R.  8615)  to  provide  few:  em- 
ployment, for  cooperation  by  the  Federal  Government  with 
the  several  States  in  relieving  the  hardships  and  suffering 
caused  by  unemployment,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  presented  resolutions  of  the  Federation  of 
Citizens'  Associations,  and  the  Tacoma  and  Pet  worth  Citi- 
seos'  Associations,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  favoring 
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more  stringent  regulation  of  the  sales  of  alcoholic  beverages 
in  the  District  of  Columtria.  which  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Maryland  branch  of 
the  Women's  International  League  for  Peace  and  Freedom, 
Baltimore.  Md.,  calling  upon  Congress  to  remain  In  session 
throughout  the  summer  months  so  as  to  keep  the  Nation 
out  of  war  and  reaffirming  Its  stand  against  war  as  a  means 
of  settling  disputes,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  lu-esented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Maryland  praying  for  the  prompt  expansion  of  the  na- 
tional-defense program,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

30-YKAR   VOLUKTARY    RKnXEMEMT    BILL — PETmONS 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  consent  to  present 
herewith  several  petitions  bearing  310  names  of  post-office 
employees  asking  consideration  of  Senate  bill  540,  the  30- 
year  voluntary  retirement  bUl;  and  I  request  that  the 
petitions  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petitions  were  received  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service. 

REPORTS   or   COIOCITTCES' 

Mr.  HUGHES,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3329)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  E. 
Molster.  former  disbursing  clerk  for  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce and  the  National  Recovery  Administration;  J.  L.  Sum- 
mers, deceased,  former  chief  disbursing  clerk.  Division  of 
IMsbursment.  Treasury  Depcu-tment;  and  Guy  F.  Allen,  Chief 
Disbursing  Officer,  Division  of  Disbursement.  Treasury  De- 
partment, reported  it  without  amendment  and  sutoiitted  a 
report  (No.  1728)  thereon. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3710)  for  the  relief  of  James  H. 
Hearon.  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1729)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  3962)  for  the  relief  of  the  Louis  PuccinelU  Bail 
Bond  Co..  reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  re- 
port (No.  1730)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6845)  for  the  relief  of  Anthony  Borsellino. 
reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1731)  thereon. 

Mr.  CAPPER,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  was 
referred  the  bill  (S.  3143)  for  the  relief  of  Chandler  V.  Jen- 
sen, reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report 
(No.  1732)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  3866)  for  the  relief  of  George  W.  Coon,  reported 
It  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1733) 
thereon. 

Mr.  ELLENDER,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  5930)  for  the  relief  of  Raymond 
C.  Knight,  reported  It  without  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1734)  thereon. 

Mr.  BURKE,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  was 
referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  1857)  for  the  reUef  of  Nell  Mullen, 
reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1735)  thereon. 

Mr.  TOBEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  was 
referred  the  bill  (H.  R  3774)  for  the  relief  of  Albert  L.  Bam- 
holtz,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report 
(No.  1736)  thereon. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8868)  conferring  jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment 
upon  the  claim  of  the  Bolinross  Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  reported 
it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1737) 
thereon. 

Mr.  BROWN,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  was 
referred  the  bill  (S.  2997)  for  the  relief  of  the  Greenlee  County 
Board  of  Supervisors,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1738)  thereon. 
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He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  were  referred 
the  following  bills,  reported  them  each  without  amendment 
and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  5211.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Kentucky  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claims  of 
Mat  Hensley,  Arnold  Bianton.  Llllie  Price.  Clyde  Thorpe,  and 
D.  L.  Biason  (Rept.  No.  1739) :  and 

H.  R.  7959.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nathan  A.  Buck  (Rept. 
No.  1740). 

Mr.  BROWN  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  7861)  conferring  jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment 
upon  the  claims  of  Hannah  S.  Bray,  Jane  Bickers,  and  Prances 
Bickers,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  to  the  title  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1741)  thereon. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  from  the  Committee  on  Territories  and 
Insular  AfTau-s.  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  <S.  3582)  relat- 
ing to  the  status  of  certain  natives  and  inhabitants  of  the 
Virgin  Islands,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted 
a  report  <No.  1742)  thereon. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma,  from  the  Committee  on  In- 
dian Affairs,  to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  re- 
ported them  each  with  amendments  and  submitted  reports 
thereon: 

S.  2001.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Choctaw  and  Chickasaw 
Tribes  of  Indians  of  Oklahoma  (Rept.  No.  1743) :  and 

S.  3766.  A  bill  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for  the 
Grand  Coulee  Dam  and  Reservoir,  and  for  other  purposes 
(Rept.  No.  1751)  thereon. 

Mr.  WHEELER  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Schwartz)  ,  from  the 
Ccmmittee  on  Interstate  Commerce,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  4070)  to  provide  for  more  uniform  coverage  of  cer- 
tain persons  employed  in  coal-mining  operations  with  respect 
to  insurance  benefits  provided  for  by  certain  Pederal  acts, 
and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  with  amendments  and 
submitted  a  report  iNo.  1744)  thereon. 

Mr.  McNARY.  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  253)  to  authorize  the  leasing. 
of  certain  Indian  lands  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1745)  thereon. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and 
Surveys,  to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported 
them  each  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  reports 
thereon: 

S.  3975.  A  bill  granting  to  certain  claimants  the  preference 
right  to  purchase  certain  public  lands  in  the  State  of  Florida 
(Rept.  No.  1746) ;  and 

H.  R.  7736.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  issue  patents  for  lands  held  under  color  of  title  iRept.  No. 
1747). 

Mr.  ADAlilS  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and 
Surveys,  to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported 
them  each  with  amendments  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

S.  1433.  A  bill  to  add  certain  lands  to  the  Siuslaw  National 
Forest  In  the  State  of  Oregon  (Rept.  No.  1750) ;  and 

H.  R.  6831.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  lease  certain  of  the  public  lands  to  the  Metropolitan  Water 
EMstrict  of  Southern  California  for  the  extraction  of  sodium 
chloride  for  water-conditioning  purposes  (Rept.  No.  1748). 

Mr.  ADAMS,  also  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and 
Sur\'eys,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9274)  to  amend 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of 
the  Cape  Hatteras  National  Seashore  in  the  State  of  North 
Carolina,  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  August  17.  1937 
<50  Stat.  669) .  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted 
a  report  (No.  1749)  thereon. 

Mr.  WAGNER,  from  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Com- 
merce, to  which  was  referred  the  bill   (S.  3920)    to  amend 
the  Railroad  Unemplosrment  Insurance  Act.  approved  June 
25.  1938,  as  amended  June  20,  1939,  and  for  other  purposes.  "^ 
reported  it  with  amendments,  and  submitted  a  report  (No 
1752)  thereon. 


Mr.  GURNEY  (for  himself  and  several  other  Senators) ,  as 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce,  pre- 
sented minority  views  on  the  bill  (S.  3920)  to  amend  the  Rail- 
road Unemployment  Insurance  Act,  approved  June  25,  1938, 
as  amended  June  20.  1939,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  as  one  report  in  connection  with  Report 
No.  1752. 

JUDICIAL  DECISIONS  ArTECTTNC  CORRTTPT  PRACTICIS  LAWS — REPORT 
OF  PRINTING  COMMITTEE    (S.   DOC.  NO.   203) 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on 
Printing.  I  report  back  favorably,  without  amendment.  Senate 
Resolution  258.  and  ask  imanimous  consent  for  its  present 
consideration. 

There  being  no  ob'jection,  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  258) ,  sub- 
mitted by  Mr.  Nye  on  April  12,  1940,  was  considered  and 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  manuscript  entitled  "Judicial  Decisions  Affect- 
ing tho  Corrupt  Practices  Laws  In  the  United  States,"  submitted  by 
Senator  Gekalo  P.  Ntk  on  AprU  10,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Printing,  be  printed  as  a  Senate  document. 

BILLS  AKD  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time.  and.  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as   follows:  ; 

By  Mr.  DOWNEY: 

S.  4082.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  defense  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States  and  for  the  defense  of  such  other  nations 
in  the  Western  Hemisphere  as  may  desire  the  cooperation 
and  assistance  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs.  ; 

By  Mr.  HAYDEN: 

S.  4083.  A  bill   to  permit  mining  within  the  Organ  Pipe 
Cactus  National  Monument  in  Arizona:  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 
By  Mr.  CAPPER: 

S.  4084.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marcel  Stark;  and 

S.  4085.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Max  von  der  Porten  and  his 
wife.  Charlotte  von  der  Porten;  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration. 

By  Mr.  RADCTLIFFE: 

S.  4086.  A  bill  to  amend  section  233  of  the  Criminal  Code, 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

(Mr.   Gillette   introduced    Senate   Joint   Resolution   269. 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations] 
and  appears  under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  KING: 

S.J.  Res.  270.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  a  reduction  In 
the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances 
made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States  of 
America  through  the  Public  Works  Administration;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  PITTMAN: 

S.J.  Res.  271.  Joint  resolution  approving  nonrecognition  of 
the  transfer  of  any  geographic  region  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere from  one  ncn-American  power  to  another  non-Ameri- 
can power,  and  providing  for  consultation  with  other  Ameri- 
can republics  in  the  event  that  such  transfer  should  appear 
likely;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

UNmO)    ACTION    BY    AMERICAN    REPUBUCS    FOR    COMMON    DEFENSE 

POLICY 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  consent  to  Introduce 
a  Joint  resolution  for  proper  reference.  At  a  later  time  I  hope 
to  address  the  Senate  on  its  purpose,  which  I  deem  of  para- 
mount importance.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  it 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate,  and  also  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  Joint  reso- 
lution win  be  received,  appropriately  referred  as  requested  by 
the  Senator  from  Iowa,  and  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  Joint  resoIuUon  (S.  J.  Res.  269)  for  the  purpose  of  urg- 
ing immediate  consultative  and  coordinated  action  by  the 
American  republics  f ot-  unified  defense  policy  in  the  common 
Interest,  was  read  twice  by  its  Utle,  referred  to  the  Com- 
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mittee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  260 

Whereas  at  the  Inter-Amerlcan  Conference  for  the  Maintenance 
of  Peace,  held  at  Buenos  Aires  In  th"?  year  1936,  the  governments 
of  the  American  republics  approved  r  Convention  for  the  Mainte- 
nance, Preservation,  and  ReestabllshmeLt  of  Peace,  which  contained 
the  following  provisions: 

"In  the  event  that  the  peace  of  the  American  republics  Is  men- 
aced, and  In  order  to  coordinate  efforts  to  prevent  war,  any  of  the 
governments  of  the  American  reputUcs  signatory  to  the  Treaty  of 
Paris  of  1928  or  to  the  Treaty  of  Nor  aggression  and  Conciliation 
of  1933,  or  to  1tx)th,  whether  or  not  a  member  of  other  peace  organ- 
izations. Ehall  consult  with  the  other  governments  of  thf.  American 
republics  for  the  purpose  of  finding  and  adopting  methocis  of  peace- 
ful cooperation";  and 

"That  every  act  susceptible  of  disturbing  the  peace  of  America 
affects  each  and  every  one  of  them,  end  Justifies  the  Initiation  of 
the  procedure  of  consultation  provided  for";  and 

Whereas  at  the  Eighth  International  Convention  of  American 
states,  held  at  Lima  in  1938.  there  was  adopted  a  further  provision: 

"That  the  procedure  of  consultation,  provided  for  In  the  con- 
ventions and  resolutions  adopted  by  the  Inter-Amerlcan  Confer- 
ence for  the  Maintenance  of  Peace,  may  also  be  applied,  on  the 
initiative  of  one  or  more  governments;  and  that  In  those  cases 
where  the  consultation  requires  personal  contact.  It  shall  take  place 
with  the  attendance  of  the  ministers  of  foreign  affairs  or  of  their 
speclaUy  authorized  representatives;  and  that  In  case  the  peace, 
security,  or  territorial  Integrity  of  an"  American  republic  Is  threat- 
ened by  acts  of  any  nature  that  may  Impair  them,  they  shall  pro- 
'  claim  their  common  concern  and  their  determination  to  make  effec- 
tive their  solidarity,  coordinating  their  respective  sovereign  wills  by 
means  of  the  procedure  of  consultation,  using  the  measures  which 
In  each  case  the  circumstances  may  make  advisable";  and 

Whereas  at  a  consultative  conference  of  foreign  ministers  of  the 
American  republics,  convened  at  Panama  City  In  the  year  1939.  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

"That  in  case  any  geographic  region  of  America  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  any  non -American  state  should  be  obliged  to  change 
its  sovereignty  and  there  should  result  therefrom  a  danger  to  the 
secxirlty  of  the  American  continent,  a  consultative  meeting  such  as 
the  one  now  lacing  held  will  be  convoked  with  the  urgency  that 
the  case  may  require":  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  etc..  That  in  view  of  recent  International  events  which 
have  stirred  the  entire  world.  It  appears  desirable  to  place  In  Im- 
mediate operation  the  procedure  of  consultation  provided  for  and 
agreed  upon  In  the  pertinent  provisions  of  the  convention  and 
declarations  of  the  Inter-Amerlcan  Conference  for  the  Maintenance 
of  Peace,  held  at  Buencs  Aires  In  1936.  and  the  Eighth  International 
Conference  of  American  States,  held  ac  Lima  In  1938,  and  the  con- 
sultative meeting  held  by  the  ministers  of  foreign  relations  of 
the  American  republics  at  Panama  City  In  1939; 

That  the  rapid  development  and  change  In  the  military,  political, 
and  economic  situation  in  non-American  sections  of  the  world 
carry  a  possible  threat  to  the  peace,  security,  and  common  welfare 
of  the  American  republics,  and  It  Is  urgent  that  the  consultative 
features  be  Invoked  for  the  formulation  and  enunciation  of  com- 
mon aims  and  policies  to  meet  possible  eventualities,  and  to  plan 
thoroughly  policies  of  unified,  cooperative,  and  coordinated  action 
to  meet  any  probable  contingency;  ^     ».      ,j 

And  that  the  executive  department  of  the  Government  should 
take  Immediately  such  initiatory  steps  as  are  necessary  to  put  into 
effect  the  consultative  machinery  heretofore  agreed  upon  to  secure 
such  unified  purpose,  program,  and  pol'cy.  and  a  closer  union  of  the 
American  states  in  the  joint  interest  and  defense  of  all  and  also  to 
explore  the  possibility  of  a  clearly  definitive  statement  of  a  Pan- 
American  doctrine,  restating  the  so-called  Montroe  Doctrine  and 
shaping  it  to  meet  the  common  needG  and  Interests  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere. 

INCRIASB  IN  LIMIT  OF  EXPENDmJRES  FOR  INVESTIGATION  OF  TELE- 
GRAPH INDUSTRY 

Mr.  WHEELER  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res. 
274).  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
Commerce: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce,  author- 
ized by  Senate  Resolution  95  of  the  first  session  of  the  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress,  and  Senate  Resolution  268  of  the  third  session  of 
the  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  to  Investigate  the  telegraph  industry. 
Is  hereby  authorized  to  expend  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate,  In  furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the  above-mentioned 
resolutions,  $5,000  In  addition  to  the  amount  heretofore  author- 
ized for  said  purposes. 

THE  CONNECTICUT  PLAN  FOR  TRAINING  INDUSTRIAL   WORKERS 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  in  the  1939  session  of  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Connecticut  there  was  cre- 
ated a  commission  to  study  generally  the  unemployment  prob- 
lem.   The  whole  program  was  thoroughly  considered  and  a 
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commission  was  appointed,  headed  by  Mr.  Carl  Gray  as  chair- 
man. That  commission  has  done  extraordinarily  competent 
work,  such,  I  think,  as  to  attract  the  attention  of  economists 
and  students  throughout  the  coimtry.  Commissioner  John 
W.  Studebaker  of  the  United  States  Office  of  Education  re- 
cently asked  the  Governor  of  Connecticut,  Hon.  Raymond  E. 
Baldwin,  if  he  would  give  a  report  by  telegraph  of  the  prog- 
ress of  the  plan  and  an  outline  of  its  scope  and  intendment. 
That  telegram  was  sent  under  date  of  May  28,  addressed  to 
Mr.  Studebaker.  I  should  like  to  have  a  copy  of  it  appear 
in  the  Record,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be  In- 
cluded as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram  was  ordered  to  ba 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Hartford,  Conn.,  May  28,  1940. 

At  the  request  of  Dr.  Wright,  I  am  sending  a  short  cutUne  of 
Connecticut  plan  for  training  Industrial  workers. 

Nineteen  hundred  and  thirty-nine  session  of  general  assembly 
created  commission  to  study  employment.  In  July  1939.  chairman 
of  commission,  Carl  Gray,  with  Governor,  called  In  group  of  em- 
ployers of  representative  Industries  from  all  parts  of  the  State 
for  conference  on  reemployment. 

As  result  of  conference,  analysis  of  unemployed  was  made 
through  State  employment  bureau,  working  through  the  18  dis- 
trict offices.  Analysis  Indicated  bulk  of  unemployed  In  untrained, 
unskilled.  Inexperienced  gi-oup. 

Eighteen  local  committees,  representing  Industrial  areas,  were 
next  organized  to  make  analysis  of  jobs  and  Job  turn-over  In  their 
local  communities.  Based  on  findings,  we  began  November  1939 
In  the  Hartford  Trade  School  a  job-training  course  to  train  be- 
ginners for  placement  In  oi>enlngs  available.  As  analyses  con- 
tinued similar  training  courses  to  meet  local  needs  were  estab- 
lished in  other  trade  schools  with  flexible  courses  to  meet  local 
conditions  and  demands. 

State  has  11  trade  schools.  Regular  courses  continued,  together 
with  advanced  night  courses.  Job-training  courses  done  In  third 
shift  so  not  to  Interfere  with  regular  training.  When  evening 
courses  suspended  for  summer,  additional  time  used  for  further 
job  training.  Courses  formulated  under  commissioner  of  educa- 
tion and  director  of  trade-school  training,  cooperating  with  indus- 
try.   About  600  already  graduated  and  placed  In  Jobs. 

Management  and  labor  represented  on  local  committees. 

At  recent  meeting  of  chairmen  of  local  committees  In  Hartford 
Monday,  May  20.  expansion  of  job  training  considered. 

Suljcommlttee  headed  by  Mr.  Gray  and  Commissioner  Grace 
now  conducting  new  survey  through  local  committees  to  ascer- 
tain needs  for  additional  workers  created  by  defense  program.  Also 
making  new  survey  of  available  facilities  In  trade  schools  and  high 
schools  and  industrial  plants  for  expansion  of  training  program. 
Plan  to  coordinate  training  program  to  current  demand  for  work- 
ers, using  facilities  on  one.  two,  and  three  shifts.  If  demand 
requires. 

Long-range  program  begun  last  year  Includes  study  of  vocational 
guidance  and  training  needs  for  State. 

Believe  existing  facihtles  used  to  capacity  desirable  as  first  step 
In  training  program. 

Plan  Is  flexible — ^use  trade  schools,  high  schools,  vacant  or  un- 
occupied portions  of  existing  plants. 

If  Federal  funds  are  made  available,  should  be  expended  by  State 
under  State  department  of  education,  using  machinery  of  State 
government  and  organization  already  existing. 

Connecticut  plan  developed  w^lth  complete  cooperation  with  in- 
dustry, which  furnished  Instructors,  additional  equipment,  fund* 
in  part,  and  Invaluable  assistance  In  developing  courses. 

Raymond  K.  Baldwin. 
Governor  of  Con-necticut. 

ADDRESS    BY    SENATOR    PITTMAN    AT    COMMENCEMENT    EXERCISES. 
MONTANA  SCHOOL  OF  MINES 

[Mr.  PITTMAN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  him  at  the  commencement 
exercises  of  the  Montana  School  of  Mines  at  Butte,  Mont.,  on 
May  31,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.! 

LAUNCHING     OF     BATTLESHIP    XT.     8.     S.     "WASHINGTON" — ADDRESS 

BY  SENATOR  WALSH 

[Mr.  Walsh  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  speech  delivered  by  him  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on 
Saturday,  June  1,  1940,  at  the  launching  of  the  battleship 
U.  S.  S.  Washington,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  BY  SENATOR  BILBO  ON  AFRICAN  HOME  FOR  NEGROES 

[Mr.  BiLBO  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  written  by  him  entitled  "African  Home  for 
Negroes,"  published  in  the  Living  Age  for  June  1940,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 
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ASDUSS  BT  WDTSKLL  L.  WILUOS  AT  AKBOIT.  OHIO 

fMr.  BvKKK  asked  and  obtalred  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  RscotJ)  an  address  delivered  by  Wendell  L.  Willkie  be- 
fore American  Legion  Sununlt  Post  19  at  Akron,  Ohio.  May 
28.  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.! 

THI  IKTCTNATIOlfAL   STTUATION ADDRESS   BT  HBNRT  R.  HTCE 

[Mr.  Pkpper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  RscoRo  an  address  delivered  by  Mr.  Henry  R.  Luce, 
editor  of  the  magazines  Time  and  Life,  on  Saturday,  June 
1,  1940.  on  the  internaUonal  situation,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

AltTICLX   IT  MASK   SUIXIVAN   ON   COlOnTNIST   BROADCAST 

[Mr.  Rbtkolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
'  in  the  Rccoao  an  article  by  Mark  Sullivan  entitled  "Com- 
munists Go  on  Air  Sunday,  Week  After  Roosevelt  Warning." 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix! 

EDITORIAL    FROM   SHEBOYGAN    PRESS   ON   THE    POSTAL   SKRVICX 

[  Mr.  McKellar  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Sheboygan  Press  of  May  22, 
1940.  entitled  "Oir  Postal  Service,"  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.! 

ni  THE  WRONG  SPIRIT — EDITORIAL  FROM  DAILY  ARCDS- LEADER 

[Mr.  OiTRNET  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  entitled  "In  the  Wrong  Spirit,"  from 
the  Daily  Argus-Leader,  of  Sioux  Falls.  S.  Etak..  of  the  issue 
of  May  27,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

MESSAGE  rROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Callo- 
way, one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  each  of  the  fol- 
lowing bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  6668.  An  act  to  grant  the  State  of  North  Carolina  a 
right-of-way  for  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  across  the  Cherokee 
Indian  Reservation  in  North  Carolina,  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  Just  compensation  for  said  right-of-way,  and  for 
other  purposes:  and 

H.  R.  7811.  An  act  to  establish  the  Hot  Springs  division  of 
the  Western  Judicial  District  of  Arkansas. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  a 
bill  (fl.  R.  6971 )  to  amend  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act, 
Home  Owners'  Loan  Act  of  1933.  title  IV  of  the  National 
Housmg  Act.  and  for  other  purposes,  in  which  it  reqiAsted 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

ENROLLED   BILLS   SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

S.  920.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Montana  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  estate 
of  Joseph  Mihelich; 

S.  1649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alan  C.  Winter,  Jr.,  and 
Elizabeth  Winter:  and 

S.  2083.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Parker 
McKee,  Sr..  and  Louise  McKee. 

HOUSE  BILL  REFERRED 

The  bill  (H.  R  6971  >  to  amend  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Act,  Home  Owners'  Loan  Act  of  1933.  title  IV  of  the 
National  Housing  Act.  and  for  other  purposes,  was  read  twice 
by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  R«niring  and 
Currency. 

NAVAL  EXPANSION 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Chair  to  lay  before 
the  Senate  the  unfinished  business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8026  >  to  establish  the  composition  of  the  United  States  Navy, 
to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  naval  vessels,  and 
for  other  purposes. 


Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  last  Tuesday  I  attempted 

to  point  out  some  facts  which  are  pertinent  to  the  national 
defense  of  the  United  States  of  America  at  this  critical 
juncture  of  world  history.  At  that  time  I  made  the  general 
observation  that  no  one  in  the  world  knows  what  the  dura- 
tion of  the  present  war  will  be.  how  far  It  will  spread  before 
It  is  over,  who  the  victor  and  the  vanquished  will  finally  be, 
what  the  aftermath  of  the  peace  that  must  come  at  some 
time  will  entail  for  all  of  us:  and  In  connection  with  those 
observations  I  tried  to  stress  the  necessity,  the  imperative 
need,  for  financial  preparedness  to  go  hand  in  hand  with 
Army.  Navy,  and  air  preparedness. 

At  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks  the  genial  Senator  from 
Mississippi  (Mr.  Harrison]  the  chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  rose  and  said  that  this  subject  had  been  occupy- 
ing the  attention  of  various  authorities  of  our  Government, 
and  that  a  new  tax  bill  raising  perhaps  some  six  or  seven  hun- 
dred million  dollars  or  more  would  l>e  formulated  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  administration.  It  was  very  heartening  to 
learn  that  we  are  to  begin  to  pay  more  as  we  go  than  we 
have  been  doing  since  the  depression  started  in  1929.  After 
a  closer  examination  of  past  history  and  our  present  situa- 
tion, however,  I  believe  that  six  or  seven  hundred  million  dol- 
lars will  be  no  more  than  a  drop  in  the  bucket:  and,  indeed.  I 
may  say  that  we  might  as  well  have  no  tax  at  all  as  to  have 
one  so  small,  for  it  will  only  minimize  to  a  small  degree  the 
aggravated  condition  of  our  national  finances  at  the  present 
time. 

The  war  itself  is  costly,  but  the  aftermath  of  the  war  will 
be  equally  costly.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  present  de- 
pression is  to  no  small  extent  attributable  to  the  effects  of 
the  last  World  War  on  every  country.  Including  our  own. 

I  will  say,  without  partisanship,  that  some  of  the  effects  of 
the  depression  were  offset  for  a  long  period  when  we  were 
lending  money  to  foreign  governments  and  subdivisions 
thereof  after  the  war  to  the  extent  of  approximately  $14,- 
000.000.000  in  a  9-year  period,  which  foreign  governments 
and  subdivisions  thereof  were  using  the  money  to  buy  the 
products  which  we  were  selUng  in  the  handsome  and  high 
days  of  prosperity  of  the  1920's.  With  the  stoppage  of  that 
lending  the  real,  true  picture  of  rhe  actual  conditions  ap- 
peared to  this  Nation :  the  depression  began,  and  we  are  deal- 
ing with  it  even  today. 

Now,  let  u^  for  Just  a  moment  trace  the  national  deflcita 
of  the  past  10  years. 

We  incurred  our  first  deficit  In  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1931.  which  was  $462,000,000 

On  June  30.  1932.  at  the  end  of  another  fiscal  year,  we  had 
a  deficit  for  that  year  of  $2,530,000  000 

In  1933  the  deficit  was  $1,783,000,000. 

In  1934  we  had  a  deficit  of  $2,895  000.000. 

In  1935  we  had  a  deficit  of  $3,210  000,000. 

In  1936  we  had  a  deficit  of  $4,550  000.000. 

In  1937  we  had  a  deficit  of  $3,149  000,000. 

These  are  net  deficits,  not  gross  deficits. 

In  1938  we  had  a  deficit  of  $1,385,000,000. 

In  1939  we  had  a  deficit  of  $3  543.300,000. 

In  1940 — the  fiscal  year  ending  at  the  end  of  this  month 

the  deficit  will  be  $3,346,000,000. 

For  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  on  May  27  the 
deficit  was  estimated  to  be  $3,700,000,000:  since  which  time  the 
President  has  asked  for  another  billion  dollars,  which  makes 
our  probable  deficit  for  1941,  $4,800,000,000,  as  we  stand  today. 

Consider  those  figures  for  a  moment  The  total  of  the  11- 
year  period  is  $30,553,000,000.  There  are  30.000.000  families 
In  the  United  States.  That  means  that  our  annual  deficit 
for  the  past  10-year  period  has  l)een  nearly  $100  a  year  per 
family.  It  was  over  $100  in  1940.  It  was  over  $140  in  1939. 
It  was  less  than  $100  a  year  in  1938.  It  was  about  $100  a 
year  in  1937.  It  was  $150  a  year  per  family  in  1936.  It 
was  $100  a  year  per  family  in  1935.  It  was  approximately 
$100  a  year  per  family  in  1934.  less  than  $100  a  year  in  1933, 
and  about  $100  a  year  in  1932. 
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During  this  emergency  we  had  always  hoped  that  Improved 
national  income,  better  world  conditions,  many  things  that 
we  had  tried  to  achieve,  would  create  such  an  earning  power 
in  America  that  the  deficits  of  themselves  would  disappear 
as  the  country  became  more  prosperous.  I  think  even  the 
most  optimistically  inclined  Member  of  this  body,  even  one 
who  put  his  hope  in  that  prospect,  must  now  reach  the  con- 
clusion that  the  basis  of  that  hope  has  completely  vanished: 
for  no  longer  do  we  face  the  prospect  of  a  country  which  Is 
likely  to  have  a  greater  annual  income  than  it  has  in  1940,  as 
far  as  we  can  see  ahead  in  the  years  immediately  following 
1940. 

This  deficit  is  only  the  deficit,  of  course,  from  June  30.  1930, 
down  to  date.  It  is  not  the  total  national  debt.  It  is  the  net 
deficit  after  allowing  for  interest  on  the  national  debt  and 
all  other  factors  which  remain,  and  the  figures  are  taken 
from  the  official  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

The  question  therefore  is.  What  are  we  going  to  do  about  it? 
Before  making  a  suggestion,  let  me  analyze  a  little  further 
the  figures  on  this  board  and  our  expenditures  during  the  past 
10  or  11  years. 

One  would  think  at  first  that  perhaps  the  cost  of  the  Army 
and  the  Navy  had  occasioned  these  deficits.  One  would  sup- 
pose at  first  glance  that  the  extraordinarily  large  Army  and 
Navy  expenditures  of  the  last  4  or  5  years  had  increased  the 
deficits.  But  an  examination  of  the  figures  proves  that 
not  to  be  true,  and  so  that  there  may  be  no  question  about  It 
I  shall  read  into  the  Record  figures  to  show  just  how  much 
has  been  spent  on  the  Army,  first.  Including  the  river  and 
harbor  appropriations,  appropriations  for  the  Panama  Canal, 
and  all  incidental  appropriations  which  are  properly  charge- 
able to  the  Army,  in  addition  to  the  Regular  Army  appro- 
priations. For  the  various  years  the  following  appropriations 
were  made  for  the  Army: 

1931 ^ M78. 418.  000 

1932  I    . 477,449.000 

1933  -   449.395,000 

1934  _  . 408,894,000 

1935  'S'V'.V. 48»  158.  000 

1936 _  618.919.000 

1937  *  628,348.000 

1938    644.525,000 

1939l""II"III"IIIII 695.  780.  000 

In  1940.  allowing  for  all  appropriations,  and  even  expendi- 
tures which  have  not  been  Incurred  but  for  which  appropria- 
tions have  been  made.  $1,050,466,000.  For  1941.  up  to  May 
27  of  this  year,  there  was  appropriated  $1,723,000,000.  So  it 
may  be  seen  that  If  we  take  the  annual  appropriations  for  the 
Army  over  a  10-year  period,  they  average  approximately 
$600,000,000  a  year,  which  is  only  one-fifth  or  one-sixth  of  the 
deficit  for  each  year.  Therefore  we  cannot  charge  the  deficits 
up  to  the  Army,  even  though  most  of  the  Army  appropriations 
were  for  routine,  for  soldiers,  maintenance,  clothing,  and  so 
on.  and  very  little  in  the  nature  of  expansion  or  for  new 
equipment. 

Now  let  us  lock  at  the  Navy.  Has  the  Navy  caused  this 
additional  cxpsnse?  The  figures  for  the  Navy  are  less  than 
those  for  the  Army.  For  the  various  years  the  following 
apprcpriations  were  made  for  the  Navy: 

1031  $354,000,000 

19M ' "  — 357,000,000 

IflSa  "  349.000,000 

;2a4 — — .— 297.000.000 

1^  -I 436.000.000 

ins *  -     529.000,000 

1^ - 656.000.000 


1988- 


596.  000. 000 


iSo —  -     672.000,000 

1940""I"IIIII"I""------- '^°'  °°°-  °^ 

So  If  we  add  the  Army  figures  and  the  Navy  figures  together, 
we  find  that  there  Is  rarely  a  year  when  the  two  of  them  total 
a  billion  dolars.  and  the  average  deficit  for  the  past  10  years 
has  been  about  $2,600,000,000  a  year.  Therefore  it  is  per- 
fectly apparent  that,  with  all  the  preparedness  we  have  pro- 


vided for  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  the  deficits  cannot  be 
charged  to  the  Army  and  Navy  appropriations,  for  the  deficits 
are  more  than  twice  greater  than  the  combined  Army  and 
Navy  appropriations. 

As  we  seek  further  to  find  where  the  money  has  gone,  let 
us  consider  where  the  great  bulk  of  Federal  appropriations  l^i 
finally  spent.  The  civil  and  miscellaneous  appropriations, 
not  including  the  War  Department,  the  Navy  Department, 
the  Indian  Service,  pensions,  postal  deficiencies.  Interest  on 
the  public  debt,  and  so  forth,  are  as  follows: 

1931      $1,800,000,000 

1932   2. 639, 000,  00^ 

1933     2,  000,  000,  (KK> 

1934    . 4. 153,  000.  000 

1935  _._- ^ 4,  797,  000,  000 

1936  6, 254, 000,  000 

1937  _    5.915,000,000 

1938     4,978,000,000 

1939-  _   _  6,395.000.000 

1940 ■—     6.  500.  000.  000 

So  we  can  see  that,  taking  the  period  from  1931  to  1940,  the 
increase  has  been  In  the  civil  and  miscellaneous  appropria- 
tions, taking  in  all  the  various  activities  of  the  Government 
outside  the  Army,  Navy,  pensions,  postal  deficiencies,  interest 
on  the  public  debt,  and  so  forth.  The  total  has  increased 
from  $1,800,000,000  In  1931  to  $6,500,000,000  in  1940,  while  our 
taxes  have  remained  more  or  less  stationary. 

The  striking  thing  is  that  after  we  eliminate  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  the  postal  deficiencies,  the  interest  on  the  public  debt,  ^ 
Indian  Service,  pensions,  and  so  forth,  the  figures  I  have  Just  - 
read  as  to  5  of  the  10  years  are  greater  than  the  National 
Treasury's  Income  from  all  sources.  In  other  words,  the  fig- 
ures I  have  just  read  of  civil  and  miscellaneous  appropria- 
tions are  greater  than  the  total  income  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, without  counting  appropriations  for  the  Army, 
Navy,  pensions,  Indian  Service,  postal  deficiencies.  Interest  on 
the  public  debt,  and  the  like.  So  where  are  we  today?  We 
are  in  this  position:  We  have  set  up  a  type  of  government, 
on  which  I  will  for  the  moment  not  comment,  but  which  we 
as  a  group  think  it  necessary  for  this  coimtry  In  the  times 
in  which  we  live.  We  have  not  provided  for  the  financing  of 
that  type  of  government,  even  exclusive  of  any  appropria- 
tions fftr  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Indian  Service,  Interest  on 
the  public  debt,  jxinsions,  and  so  forth.  The  financial  plctxure 
on  June  3.  1940.  Is  that  we  are  not  even  paying  out  of  govern- 
mental income  the  expenses  of  the  Government,  exclusive  of 
the  Army,  exclusive  of  the  Navy,  exclusive  of  pensions,  exclu- 
sive of  postal  deficiencies,  exclusive  of  the  Indian  Service, 
exclusive  of  interest  on  the  public  debt.  Do  we  need  a  new  tax 
bill,  or  shall  we  keep  on  going  down  the  selfsame  road,  and 
shall  we  go  down  it  all  the  way? 

Now  for  a  moment  let  us  transpose  all  the  "3*s"  on  the  chart 
to  which  I  have  been  referring  to  "4's."  Let  us  assume  that 
"1931"  is  "1941."  The  deficit  in  1941  will  be  greater  than  it 
was  in  1931.  In  1942  the  deficit  will  be  greater  than  it  was  in 
1932,  as  we  now  view  the  world  scene.  And  so  on  with  each 
one  of  these  years. 

For  the  next  10  years  we  are  likely  to  keep  right  on  as  we 
have  been  going  for  the  last  10  years.  And  what  will  that 
mean?  From  what  source  is  the  money  coming?  It  Is  coming 
from  borrowings.  Where  do  borrowings  come  from?  They 
come,  first,  from  the  banks.  What  are  the  banks?  They  are 
nothing  more  than  depositaries  In  which  the  people  can  put 
what  they  have  saved  for  safekeeping  and  investment  and 
until  they  need  it;  and  the  banks  of  the  country  own  the 
I.  O.  U.'s  for  the  $30,000,000,000  loaned  to  the  United  States 
Government,  which  in  turn  is  owed  to  the  people. 

Then,  too  66.000,000  people  in  the  United  States  carry  life 
Insurance,  aggregating  120,000.000  policies.  Where  do  the 
life-insurance  companies  invest  the  premivuns  they  take 
from  their  patrons?  A  large  part  of  that  money  is  invested 
in  State,  county,  city,  and  Federal  bonds.  That  is  what  we 
owe  the  life-insurance  companies.  So  if  we  were  to  permit 
this  debt  structure  to  keep  growing  higher  and  higher  the 
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day  woukl  ultimately  conie.  unless  we  put  a  bottom  under  it. 
when  all  the  life-insurance  policies,  or  a  large  proportion  of 
them,  plus  aU  the  savings  in  the  savings  banks,  or  a  large 
prop<Mrtion  of  them,  might  conceivably  be  wiped  out. 

I  lay  it  down  as  a  proposition  which  I  do  not  l)elieve  can  be 
luccessfully  refuted,  that,  as  things  look  today,  there  will  be 
no  period  in  the  next  10  years  of  our  history  when  we  will 
be  as  weU  able  to  pay  our  way  as  we  are  at  this  minute.  I 
npeat  that  there  will  not  be  a  period  perhaps  in  the  next  10 
years,  viewing  the  world  situation  as  it  is.  when  we  will  be  as 
well  able  to  pay  our  way  as  we  are  at  this  very  moment;  and 
I  do  not  believe  that  as  a  Government  we  can  longer  defer 
taking  action  accordingly. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  making  no  criticism  of  these  deficits. 
I  am  not  sajring  that  there  was  not  a  certain  ground  for  hope 
that  the  country  would  adjust  iUelf .  I  did  not  feel  that  way 
about  it:  but  I  had  no  patent  on  that  \iew.  There  were 
other  men  who  disagreed.  But  the  point  is  that  now,  with  a 
world  war  ra«;ing.  and  with  the  prospect  of  bankruptcy  and 
unemployment,  and  disruption  of  all  the  regular  avenues  and 
methods  of  conducting  trade  and  finance  after  the  war.  with 
the  soldiers  returning  home,  with  the  munitions  plants  closed 
down,  as  they  are  bound  to  close  down  when  the  war  is  over, 
with  them  closing  down  in  our  own  country,  with  our  markets 
largely  gone,  we  are  boimd  to  face  a  serious  financial  problem 
in  meeting  the  distress  which  will  be  evident  on  all  sides 
in  this  country. 

Is  there  anyone  in  the  United  States  who  will  say  that 
ftlx  or  seven  hundred  million  dollars,  or  a  billion  dollars,  if 
you  please,  will  do  anything  more  than  put  a  very  weak  sup- 
port under  the  financial  foundations  of  the  Republic?  Unless 
we  make  up  oux  minds  to  raise  a  billion  and  a  half,  or  even 
$2,000,000,000,  and  make  our  finances  coincide  with  our  ex- 
penditures and  appropriations,  we  will  be  only  hastening  and 
aggravating  the  distress  which  will  ensue  when  the  war  is 
over,  even  if  we  stay  out  of  it,  and  from  which  there  will  be 
no  possible  escape. 

Superimposed  wi  the  figures  I  have  given  must  be  an  ever- 
Increasmg  outlay  for  national  defense.  We  have  not  yet 
finished  with  that.  Even  if  we  stay  out  of  the  war,  we 
know  that  the  deficit  for  the  present  fiscal  year,  which  was 
$3,700,000,000  the  other  day,  has  already  reached  $4,800.- 
000,000  today,  if  we  shall  Accede  to  the  President's  latest 
request.  I  shall  be  astounded  if  before  adjournment  other 
requests  for  national  defense  do  not  come  to  Congress,  re- 
quests which  will  be  granted.  If  we  do  not  begin  to  finance 
this  outlay  now  we  will  have  let  the  American  people  down. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  the  American  people  are  ready  to 
pay  their  share  of  taxes.  They  know  if  we  have  war,  or 
even  if  we  escape  war  which  ts  all  around  us,  that  prepared- 
ness is  necessary,  and  they  know  that  it  costs  money.  And 
as  we  expect  our  aviators  and  our  soldiers  and  the  men  of 
our  Navy  to  sacrifice,  and  join  the  colors,  and  receive  train- 
ing and  be  ready  in  emergency,  those  fighting  men  have  a 
right  to  require  the  ci\il  population  to  be  good  soldiers 
back  home,  and  furnish  the  sinews,  so  that  after  the  war  is 
over,  or  prevented,  the  fighting  men  will  not  return  to  a 
country  whose  financial  structure  has  been  dissiipated.  and 
which  has  gone  to  ruin. 

The  picture  today,  as  I  see  It.  Is  an  average  yearly  deficit 
for  each  of  10  years  of  $2,685,300,000.  What  is  $600,000,000 
or  $700,000,000  a  year,  with  a  black  future  which  will  require 
more  money  than  perhaps  we  expended  in  those  10  years? 
If  the  average  yearly  deficit  was  nearly  $3,000,000,000  a  year 
in  the  last  10  years,  certainly  it  is  not  likely  to  be  less  in  the 
next  10  years,  predicated  on  present  revenues. 

I  think  I  have  shown  conclusively  that  these  deficits  are 
not  due  to  expenditures  for  preparedness,  they  are  not  due 
to  building  up  the  Army  or  the  Navy,  for  the  cconbined  ex- 
penditures of  those  two  departments  would  be  perhaps  at 
best  but  35  or  40  percent  of  the  total  deficit  If  they  were  all 
charged  up  to  the  deficit.    We  might  as  well  make  up  our 


minds  that  there  are  only  two  or  possibly  three  ways  that  we 
can  face  this  picture.  Firstly,  we  can  raise  more  taxes. 
Secondly,  we  can  reduce  expenses.  Thirdly,  we  can  take 
care  of  the  burden  in  part  by  raising  taxes,  and  In  part 
through  a  reduction  in  expenses.  But  one  of  the  three  ways 
must  be  embraced,  otherwise,  as  the  years  roll  on,  the  saving 
ol  life  insiu-ance  and  all  that  men  have  struggled  for  through 
their  hves  is  in  jeopardy,  as  much  Jeopardy  and  more  in 
Jeopardy,  in  my  opinion,  than  we  are  from  the  fear  of  enemy 
invasion  at  this  very  minute. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  more  danger  in  financial  chaos  fol- 
lowing the  European  war  than  there  is  any  danger  at  this 
very  minute  to  our  country.  If  we  can  appropriate  billions 
of  dollars  to  prevent  the  danger  of  invasion,  which  Ls  even  now 
somewhat  remote,  we  should  be  able  to  tax  and  raise  billions 
of  dollars  to  prevent  a  danger  which  is  not  remote,  and  which 
is  certain  to  come  with  the  after-effects  of  the  World  War. 

Picture  conditions  even  today,  without  the  war  spreading 
any  further:  It  is  estimated  that  there  are  85,000,000  Ger- 
mans fighUng  85.000.000  French  and  British,  taking  the  popu- 
lations of  the  countries  as  a  whole.  There  are  perhaps  from 
5,000,000  to  6.000.000  German  soldiers  and  sailors,  and  about 
from  five  to  six  million  French  and  British  soldiers  and  sail- 
ors. Once  the  war  is  over  the  army  of  the  vanquished  will 
be  demobilized  almost  immediately.  That  will  be  a  part  of 
the  terms  of  the  victors,  and  those  4,000,000  to  6.000,000  men 
will  go  back  home.  Will  there  be  jobs  for  them?  No.  How 
about  the  millions  in  the  vanquished  country  or  coimtries  who 
now  work  making  guns  or  clothing  or  munitions,  or  trans- 
porting gasoline  or  airplanes  or  what  not?  Their  plants  will 
be  closed  down  almost  overnight,  and  the  men  and  women 
therein  engaged  will  likewise  be  thrown  out  into  the  stream 
of  unemployment. 

During  this  war  the  belligerent  nations  are  buying  more 
and  more  from  parts  of  their  own  empires,  or  by  the  use  of 
ersatz,  synthetic  materials,  are  endeavoring  to  replace  those 
which  they  do  not  have — taking  the  place  of  materials  in  both 
Instances  which  we  originally  produced  in  this  country  and 
sold  abroad  in  exchange  for  the  coffee  and  the  rubber  and 
tin  and  other  commodities  which  we  have  to  have  in  order 
to  round  out  our  national  economy.  So  that  in  the  period 
of  reconstruction,  the  new  homes  to  be  built,  the  expendi- 
tures for  damage  to  factories  and  railroads,  fields  and  forests, 
will  all  require  from  the  countries  engaged  tremendous  out- 
lays of  money. 

In  addition  to  that,  in  the  United  States  a  short  while  after 
hosdlities,  if  we  shall  escape  the  war,  and  if  the  peace  looks 
at  all  durable,  we  too,  will  retrench.  We  will  cancel  orders 
when  we  can  cancel  them,  lest  the  things  being  made  will 
not  be  needed  and  be  obsolete  soon  after. 

Take  my  own  city  of  Baltimore  as  an  illustration.  Located 
there  is  a  large  airplane  plant,  the  Glenn  Martin  factory. 
I  am  advised  that  it  employes  10,000  men.  I  have  no  doubt 
at  all  that  were  war  to  cease  tomorrow  morning  thousands 
of  those  men  would  probably  be  turned  out  into  the  ranks 
of  unemployed.  So  it  will  be  with  the  farmers;  so  it  will  be 
with  the  laborers;  so  it  will  be  with  others,  rich  or  poor,  high 
or  low.  skilled  or  unskilled.  Wliat  kind  of  a  financial  con- 
dition will  we  find  our  Treasury  in  when  those  people  come 
in  groups  and  knock  on  the  doors  for  the  help  which  we  have 
been  accustomed  to  give  them  during  the  last  10  or  11  years? 
They  will  find  a  national  debt,  even  if  we  stop  it  now.  of 
$45,000,000,000.  They  will  find  a  naUonal  debt  far  in  excess 
of  that,  because,  as  things  now  stand,  we  cannot  pay  for  all 
this  war  as  we  go. 

Then,  if  we  go  through  10  years,  which  are  likely  to  be 
10  more  greatly  aggravated  years  than  the  10  years  just 
used  by  way  of  illustration,  we  must  put  another  $30,000.- 
000.000  on  top  of  that.  Then  our  national  debt  will  be 
eighty  billion  or  ninety  billion  or  one  hundred  billion  dollars. 
Is  there  a  limit  somewhere— is  there  a  figure  which  can  finally 
be  fixed  and  pointed  to  beyond  which  we  dare  not  go?  I 
think  there  is.    I  do  not  think  we  have  reached  it  yet.    I  do 
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not  think  we  will  reach  it  tomorrow,  or  the  week  after,  or 
perhaps  this  year.  But  every  time  we  add  several  billion 
dollars  to  the  national  debt  we  go  closer  to  the  precipice  of 
inflation,  which  means,  as  everyone  knows,  the  reduction  of 
the  wages  of  every  workingman  in  America,  for  that  is  all 
inflation  is,  with  the  cost  of  everything  simultaneously  going 
up  by  leaps  and  lx)unds  until  he  cannot  get  the  necessities 
of  Ufe. 

That  is  what  we  are  inviting.  Therefore  I  feel  that  at 
this  critical  jimcture  to  say  that  we  will  raise  six  or  seven 
hundred  million  dollars  is  not  only  a  breach  of  faith  with 
the  American  people  but.  in  my  judgment,  a  failure  to  appre- 
hend the  dark  consequences  which  will  confront  every  govern- 
ment on  the  earth  before  the  last  echo  of  the  present  conflict 
shall  have  died  upon  the  distant  hills.  It  is  sure  to  be  heard 
on  our  doorsteps. 

If  we  can  escape  this  holocaust  by  remaining  neutral,  it 
may  be  a  miracle.  We  may  flnd  new  combinations  of  great 
powers  working  together  against  us  before  it  is  all  over.  It 
is  quite  possible  that  we  may  be  the  last  remaining  great 
democracy.  Who  knows?  We  are  the  richest  nation.  We 
have  more  to  attract  conquest  than  all  the  magnets  of  all  the 
other  countries  in  the  world  have  to  attract  conquests  to  their 
countries.  Here  is  wealth  already  saved  and  in  the  hills  of 
Kentucky.  Here  are  resources.  Here  is  a  virgin  coimtry — 
the  richest  on  the  face  of  the  earth— yet  we  go  into  this 
dark  period  of  imminent  danger  without  any  thought  of 
building  such  a  financial  bulwark  around  us,  as  we  are  trying 
to  build  a  defense  bulwark  by  our  Army  and  Navy  and  air 
force,  and  without  any  comprehension  apparently  of  what 
we  must  face,  in  addition  to  the  armed  foe,  by  way  of  the 
invisible  foe  of  poverty  and  want,  unemployment,  distress, 
malice,  class  prejudice,  if  you  please,  international,  racial, 
and  other  hatreds — all  of  which  in  this  condition  will  be  as 
salt  in  the  wound  by  its  aggravating  propensities. 

So  I  am  hopeful,  Mr.  President,  today,  that  all  three  courses 
suggested  will  be  adopted.  I  realize  we  cannot  take  a  meat 
ax  and  chop  down  appropriations  without  sometimes  creat- 
ing more  harm  than  good.  But  there  is  room  for  scientific 
retrenchment  without  hurting  a  person  and  without  hurting 
a  needed  and  vital  function  of  the  Government. 

There  is  room,  and  we  must  find  the  room  to  make  sucn 
retrenchment.  Prom  now  on,  every  dollar  of  waste  we  can 
detect  should  be  checked  and  avoided.  In  addition,  we  must 
broaden  our  tax  base  all  the  way  down  to  those  who  up  to 
this  time  have  escaped. 

Let  me  illustrate  why  that  is  necessary. 

The  other  day  I  made  a  calculation  on  the  basis  of  some 
official  Treasury  figures.  I  wondered  how  much  money  we 
could  get  if  we  took  the  total  income — not  a  part  of  it,  as  we 
are  now  doing,  but  every  dollar  and  every  cent — from  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  in  this  land  who  receives  an  income 
of  $100,000  a  year  or  more,  whether  or  not  it  be  earned  or 
all  or  partly  from  investments.  How  much  would  we  have 
if  we  took  every  cent  from  every  person  in  America  who  has 
an  income  of  more  than  $100,000  a  year?  Only  $960,000,000. 
That  is  all  we  would  have.  How  much  is  that?  Only  about 
20  or  25  percent,  at  the  most,  of  the  annual  recurring  defi- 
cits for  the  past  10  or  11  years,  and  about  12  percent 
of  our  annual  expenditures.  Of  course,  the  wealthy  must 
pay  in  proportion  to  their  incomes;  they  must  pay  more 
than  they  have  been  paying;  but  we  should  no  longer  de- 
lude ourselves  with  the  idea  that  they  can  pay  it  all. 
Even  if  we  should  take  everything  they  have,  they  could 
not  do  it.  The  tax  l>ase  shotdd  be  broadened.  In  my 
judgment,  exemptions  should  be  somewhat  lowered.  We 
cannot  write  a  tax  bill  in  open  debate  or  upon  the  fioor 
of  Congress.  It  is  a  matter  which  requires  close  study, 
advice,  and  consideration  in  order  to  do  less  harm  than 
good.  But  we  ought  to  carry  the  tax  base  down,  and  I  be- 
lieve the  American  people  are  ready  to  carry  it  down.    In 


fact.  I  believe  they  want  to  carry  it  down.  If  the  tax  bill  is 
equitable  and  fair,  so  that  every  man — even  the  single  man 
making  $700  or  $800  a  year — may  at  least  contribute  $5  to 
the  welfare  of  his  country;  and  the  married  man,  even  with 
children,  whose  total  income  is  only  $2,000  a  year,  may  give 
at  least  $10. 

We  must  all  realize  that  we  are  very  close  to  war;  and  even 
if  we  stay  out  of  the  war  we  are  even  closer  to  the  inevitable 
consequences,  aftermaths,  and  effects  of  war  which  we  have 
all  sensed  to  some  extent  In  the  past  11  years. 

When  the  committee  finally  comes  to  write  the  bill,  I 
hope  with  all  my  heart — not  that  I  want  to  put  one  penny  of 
unnecessary  taxes  on  anyone — that  the  committee  will  scan 
the  whole  picture.  Let  men  of  great  means  pay  more.  I 
am  ready  to  vote  for  that.  Let  us  take  from  them  first,  of 
course,  because  they  are  lietter  able  to  stand  it;  and  without 
driving  or  crushing  anybody  down  into  the  earth,  let  us 
distribute  the  load,  so  far  as  we  can,  all  the  way  down  the 
line,  and  at  least  make  our  expenditures  for  all  normal  pur- 
poses coincide  with  our  income  when  we  studl  have  obtained 
the  last  cent  we  can  scientifically  and  decently  obtain  In  the 
face  of  this  emergency. 

Not  to  do  so.  as  the  party  having  charge  of  the  affairs  of 
the  Government,  would  not  be  an  advantage.  It  would  be  a 
disadvantage.  I  do  not  believe  the  people  of  this  country 
would  welcome  skimming  by  with  just  a  few  new  taxes. 
Every  newspaper  article  and  every  bit  of  conversation  in 
every  community  is  predicated  on  the  world  disaster  which 
is  now  taking  place.  The  people  know  that  we  are  not  pre- 
pared financially.  They  know  that  we  ought  to  be  pre- 
pared on  land,  on  sea,  in  the  air,  and  in  the  Treasury.  They 
are  ready  to  bear  their  share  of  the  load.  They  are  patriotic. 
They  are  demanding  that  we  put  our  house  in  order  to  bear 
the  full  Impact  of  every  one  of  the  foes  that  are  bound  to 
assail  us  even  if  we  escape  war. 

I  am  hoping  that  when  we  write  the  bill  we  shall  write  it 
as  scientifically  and  equitably  as  possible,  and  in  line  with  the 
policy  of  the  ability  to  pay.  Then  we  can  go  to  the  country 
and  say  that  we  did  It  to  protect  the  country  during  the  war 
and  after  the  war,  just  as  we  are  tn'lng  to  provide  the  forces 
to  protect  the  country  if  war  itself  should  actually  come  to  us. 
ITiat  is  our  problem.  That  Is  the  reason  why  I  have  pre- 
sented these  visible  figures.  We  cannot  go  on  like  this  from 
now  on.  The  day  of  promiscuous  expenditure  is  over. 
Whether  It  was  good  or  bad,  I  am  not  commenting  on  It  now. 
Some  may  think  it  was  necessary;  but  from  now  on  we  must 
pay  as  we  go,  insofar  as  we  can.  If  we  do  not  do  so,  the  next 
depression  will  catch  us  as  unprepared  as  the  present  war 
has  caught  many  countries  unprepared  to  defend  them- 
selves. We  still  have  time  to  act,  and  we  ought  to  act  fully 
before  the  adjournment  of  the  present  Congress. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  we  have  all  listened  with 
interest  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr. 
Tydings]  making  his  gloomy  statement  about  what  con- 
fronts the  American  Nation  If  we  fail  to  balance  the  National 
Budget.  If  we  accept  the  premise  of  the  Senator  that  we 
must  continue  a  nation  of  partially  employed  people,  if  we 
accept  his  statement  tliat  we  lack  the  ability  to  increase  our 
national  income  and  fully  utilize  our  farm  and  factory 
capacity,  then,  in  my  opinion.  It  does  not  make  very  much 
difference  what  we  do  from  now  on  for  our  social  collapse 
cannot  much  longer  be  delayed. 

I  should  like  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  able  Senator 
from  Maryland  a  statement  issued  by  Mr.  Morgenthau  as 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  showing  the  receipts  which  would 
fiow  Into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  from  our  present 
tax  rates  if  we  were  to  do  what  ordinarily  Intelligent  men 
would  do.  that  Is,  eliminate  unemployment  and  thereby  in- 
crease our  national  income  to  at  least  $90,000,000,000 
annually,  a  gain  of  about  $24,000,000,000  over  present 
productivity. 
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Mr.  Mcrgenthau's  fl«ures  show  that  on  a  national  Income 
of  $70,000,000,000.  Lax  receipts  would  be  only  $6,000,000,000, 
but  that  if  we  should  increase  the  national  income  up  to 
$30  000.000.000  our  tax  receipts  would  increase  to  $10.- 
600.000,000.  In  other  words.  Mr.  President,  il  we  had  the 
will,  the  vision,  and  the  intelligence  to  end  unemployment  in 
this  Nation,  to  provide  our  farmers  with  a  'market  for  food 
which  is  now  being  destroyed,  to  provide  our  railroads  with 
freight  which  they  could  now  carry,  to  provide  our 
merchants   with   goods   which   they   have   the   abUity   to 

move if    we    but    had    the    Intelligence    to    operate    our 

factory  capacity  to  full  employment  there  would  then  auto- 
matically flow  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
about  $5,000,000,000  more  than  is  now  the  case.  All  this 
could  readily  be  accomplished  in  a  12  months'  period, 
and  if  thereafter  we  had  the  energy  to  continue  the  full 
operation  of  our  farms  and  factories  for  another  3  or  4  years, 
until  we  should  have  reached  a  national  income  of  $110.- 
000.000.000.  the  present  tax  rates  would  yield  to  the  Federal 
Treasury  about  $10,000,000,000  more  than  they  now  yield. 
These  figures  are  of  vital  importance,  and  they  are  un- 
deniably true. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Maryland  assumes  an  atti- 
tude of  defeatism  by  predicting  that  we  cannot  increase  the 
national  income;  and  if  that  attitude  finally  prevails,  it  can 
end  only  in  the  complete  collapse  of  oiu-  social,  industrial,  and 
financial  orders. 

Mr.  President,  I  hold  no  brief  for  Germanic  tyranny  or  for 
Adolph  Hitler.  Throughout  my  life  I  have  been  opposed  to 
oppression  and  absolutism:  but  I  say  that  unless  we  shake 
ourselves  out  of  the  unfortunate  complacency  which  has 
gripped  the  American  people  in  the  past  few  years,  unless  we 
realize  how.  in  the  greatest  and  wealthiest  nation  of  all  times 
and  all  p!aces.  we  have  fallen  into  inefficiency,  unemployment, 
and  poverty,  our  civilization  will  be  doomed  by  the  seeds  of 
decay  planted  by  ourselves  in  our  own  country. 

I  ask  Senators  to  consider  with  me  for  a  moment  wtiat 
Hitler  has  accomplished  since  1933 — under  a  dictatorial  form 
of  government,  to  be  sure,  but  nevertheless  he  has  accom- 
plished it.  During  the  past  7  years,  while  cur  economy  has 
been  stagnant.  Germany  lias  increased  its  capital  equipment 
and  assets  from  15  to  20  percent  a  year.  It  has  spent  upon 
its  armament  $100,000,000,000.  It  has  created  the  greatest 
superhighway  system  in  the  world,  a  system  which  puts  to 
shame  the  dangerous.  ine£Bcient  trafBc  arteries  of  the  United 
States.  Let  me  give  one  typical  example  of  how  far  German 
industry  has  outnm  American  factories  as  well  as  the  British 
and  the  French. 

In  1933  the  German  population  was  half  ours,  with  one- 
sixth  of  our  wealth  i^nd  resources.  It  then  had  a  machine- 
tool  industry  far  inferior  to  ours  or  that  of  Great  Britain,  and 
probably  not  even  equal  to  that  of  France.  Under  the  4-year 
program  their  statesmen  wisely  began  to  build  the  machine- 
tool  industry,  because  that  industry  is  the  foundation  of  utili- 
ties, transportation,  factories,  and  national  defense  alike;  and, 
according  to  our  consular  reports,  in  1938  the  German  Nation 
was  producing  eight  times  the  amount  of  machine  tools  that 
were  being  produced  there  in  1933.  Alas,  in  the  last  10  years 
our  machine-tool  industry  has  depreciated  about  one-half, 
until  today  it  is  far  inferior  to  Germany's. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  conversed  with  many  of  the  econ- 
omists in  Washington,  and  they  tc!l  me  that  if  our  farmers 
and  businessmen  could  freely  sell  their  full  production  within 
1  year  we  could  produce  $25,000,000,000  more  wealth  than 
we  now  produce,  and  by  doing  it  fully  and  fairly  employ  all 
our  people.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  last  fall,  when  we  had  the 
^inventory  boom,  stimulated  by  the  demand  for  war  goods  for 
.JSufope.  our  national  income  stepped  up  at  about  the  rate 
of  $2.000,000,OCO  a  month.  I  ask  yen  gentlemen,  is  it  not 
time  at  the  end  of  10  years,  instead  of  discussing  how  to  levy 
heavier  taxes  or  increase  the  national  debt,  we,  at  least  for  a 
few  hours  and  a  few  days,  sit  down  around  the  council  table 


with  our  bankers  and  businessmen  and  see  how  a  free 
economy  can  be  sUmulated  and  inspired  so  that  fanners  and 
factory  operators  may  seU  the  goods  which  wiU  be  produced 
by  full  employment?  And  I  declare,  in  confident  terms,  that 
tolerant,  intelligent  cooperation  between  business  and  gov- 
ernmental leaders  would  rapidly  bring  us  to  a  full  tinder- 
standing  and  a  full  solution  of  economic  problems. 

Mr.  President,  prophecy  is  an  uncertain  business  but  I  am 
only  echoing  the  words  of  our  Chief  Executive  when  I  say  the 
probabilities  are  that  Germany  will  emerge  the  victor  in  this 
contest,  and  the  British  emd  French  Empires  will  be  ended. 
Assuming  ttiat  condition  develops.  I  then  want  to  make  the 
prophecy  that  we  shall  see  Europe — stripped  of  all  artificial 
tariff  barriers,  its  resources  pooled  in  a  common  pot  under 
Germanic  leadership — going  forward  to  an  industrial  ren- 
aissance unequalled  in  the  history  of  the  world, 

German  economic  leaders,  under  the  direction  of  Schacht, 
are  already  drafting  a  program  involving  not  only  the  Scan- 
dinavian Peninsula,  the  Netherlands,  and  Belgiimi,  but  Po- 
land. Russia,  and  many  other  European  nations.  While  wag- 
ing vast  battles  in  Prance  and  on  the  English  Channel  Ger- 
man leadership  has  the  will  and  the  power  to  carry  forward 
its  plans  looking  to  the  industrial  reinvigoration  of  Europe. 

Mr.  President.  I  suppose  everyone  admits  that,  with  potent, 
dynamic,  intelligent  leadership,  this  power-driven  machine 
age  can  produce  a  superabundance  of  wealth  for  us  all;  but 
I  say  if  the  gloomy  prophecy  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  is 
fulfilled— and  well  it  may  be — and  we  continue  part  employed 
and  part  unemployed,  within  2  or  3  years  we  will  see  so  many 
revolutionary  groups,  so  many  "fifth  columns"  formed  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  in  Mexico,  in  the  United  States,  in 
South  America,  that  all  our  power  and  strength  will  not  be 
able  to  check  them. 

Mr.  President,  I  can  tell  you  how  to  do  away  with  80  or  90 
percent  of  the  danger  coming  from  "fifth  column"  groups  and 
revolutionary  activities.  There  is  just  one  way,  and  that  is  gen- 
eral employment.  If  within  1  year  we  should  bring  prosperity 
to  our  farmers,  our  merchants,  and  our  workers,  if  every  man, 
women,  and  youth  in  America  who  wanted  to  work  had  the 
opportimity  to  labor  at  just  wages,  there  would  be  but  little 
danger  then  from  disorder  and  domestic  destruction. 

Oh,  I  know,  Mr.  President,  demagogic  and  pathological 
leaders  would  still  exist  who  would  preach  treason  and  vio- 
lence and  disruption  of  democratic  goverimient.  Men  with 
matches  would  still  be  abroad  to  threaten  our  free  govern- 
mental structure.  But  universal  prosperity,  general  employ- 
ment, would  remove  from  the  fields  of  America  the  inflam- 
mable material  which  if  it  is  left  here  to  increase  and  decay 
will  produce  within  the  next  few  years  a  holocaust  that  all 
the  direct  action  of  the  Depariment  of  Justice  and  the  Army 
alike  will  not  be  able  to  control. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  heard  intelligent  Senators,  for  whom 
I  have  the  highest  respect,  wonder  how  we  could  carry  out 
the  gigantic  defense  program  of  the  President.  I  speak  not 
critically  of  the  President  when  I  say  it  is  not  a  gigantic  pro- 
gram at  all.  The  expenditure  of  two  or  three  extra  billions 
on  armaments  will  probably  not  employ  very  many  more 
workers  than  will  be  discharged  from  work  because  of  the 
failure  of  our  foreign  trade.  I  doubt  if  all  our  armament 
program  will  decrease  our  idle  army  by  more  than  a  millicm 
or  two. 

Mr.  President,  during  the  course  of  the  present  month. 
June,  we  will  have  graduating  from  high  schools  and  colleges 
of  the  country  700.000  boys— not  boys  and  girls,  but  boys 
alone — who.  under  normal  conditions,  if  conditions  continue 
for  the  next  few  years  as  they  have  for  the  past,  will  have 
great  difficulty  in  finding  jobs  at  al).  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if 
we  follow  the  sad  course  predicted  by  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land, it  may  be  said  that  over  half  that  700.000  young  boys. 
the  best  human  material  we  have  in  the  land,  will  be  hope- 
lessly hunting  employment  a  year,  2  years,  3  years,  5  years 
from  now.    Here  is  a  wealth  of  manpower,  talent,  and  genius 
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that  could  be  made  a  reservoir  of  service  and  devotion  and 
loyalty,  that  could  help  protect  this  American  Nation  and 
help  restore  well-being  and  prosperity  to  us  all.  But  unless 
employment  Is  restored,  they  will  aggravate  our  danger,  not 

lessen  it. 

Mr.  President,  nothing  succeeds  like  success.  Adolph  Hitler 
for  the  last  few  years  has  been  lampooned  and  ridiculed  to 
the  four  corners  of  the  earth.  But  let  him  once  be  successful, 
and  all  over  the  world,  including  the  United  States;  yes.  In  all 
of  South  and  North  America,  you  will  find  individuals  driven 
into  a  hysterical,  fanatical  desire  to  follow  his  example,  to 
become  dictators  or  to  help  create  a  dictatorship. 

We  in  America  may  well  become  the  last  refuge  of  democ- 
racy. And  we  sJ:a!l  never  safeguard  freedom  here  until  our 
governmental  leaders  take  the  time  to  learn  abcut  the  oper- 
ation of  our  industrial  machine,  determine  why  it  does  not 
operate,  and  undertake  to  make  it  operate  at  full  capacity. 

Adolph  Hitler,  in  his  Mein  Kampf,  fanatically  expresses  a 
dual  thesis,  first  that  a  dictatorship  is  the  most  potent,  effi- 
cient form  of  government,  and  that  a  democracy  is  woefully 
inefficient  and  weak. 

I  take  it  that  the  whole  world  now  agrees  that  Hitler  has 
abundantly  demonstrated  the  first  half  of  his  thesis — the 
dynamic,  yes.  diabolically  dangerous  efficiency  inherent  in 
his  dictatorial  form  of  government. 

Pray  God  that  we  here  in  America  do  not  demonstrate  the 
second  half  of  his  contention — that  democracy  in  this  com- 
plicated technological  age  must  result  in  confusion,  collapse. 

and  chaos. 

As  for  me,  I  shall  ardently  cling  to  my  loyalty  and  belief 
in  a  free  government,  and  if  the  American  dream  shall  fail 
and  our  social  order  go  down  in  chaos,  I  shall  still  contend 
that  it  is  not  democracy  that  has  failed,  but  its  leaders.  I 
shall  believe  that  it  was  not  their  hearts  that  were  weak,  but 
their  mathematical  sense.  That  free  government  perished 
because  its  statesmen  were  so  obsessed  by  a  complex  of  pov- 
erty, so  lacking  in  an  understanding  of  the  basic  machanism 
of  a  free  economy  that  they  could  not  make  it  operate. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  convinced  that  a  free  people,  enjoying 
all  the  fundamental  sacred  rights  of  humankind,  fully  em- 
ployed and  industrially  operating,  comprise  the  finest  Nation 
the  world  has  yet  produced. 

I  believe  that  such  a  people,  united  and  determined,  can 
achieve  more,  both  from  an  economic  and  military  stand- 
point, than  any  nation  whose  people  are  driven  and  regi- 
mented under  the  whip  of  some  dictatorial  tyranny.  I  am 
confident  that  if  our  leaders  in  this  crisis  display  the  will, 
energy,  and  intelligence  that  they  should  possess  as  the  rep- 
resentatives of  a  great  and  independent  people,  we  shall 
vindicate  our  claim  that  a  Government  of  free  citizens  is 
the  best  and  most  efficient  that  men  can  build. 

Do  you  suggest  to  me.  as  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Tycings]  evidently  had  in  mind,  that  with  the  burden  of  war 
preparedness  upon  us  it  will  be  more  difficult  than  ever  to 
progress  economically?  I  say  to  you,  Mr.  President,  on  the 
contrary,  this  immediate  period  may  possibly  be  the  last  year 
we  shall  ever  have  to  restore  this  Nation  to  full  employment 
and  the  abundant  prosperity  that  is  ready  for  us  whenever 
we  are  ready  for  it. 

Do  you  again  suggest  that  that  may  be  difficult?  Well,  let 
me  point  out  this  fact:  When  I  say  that  we  should  raise  our 
national  income  from  seventy  to  ninety  billion  dollars,  re- 
member, that  would  be  accomplished  by  an  increase  of  less 
than  a  third  in  our  national  productivity;  it  merely  means 
that  our  citizens  who  now  grow  cotton  in  Mississippi,  fruit 
and  vegetables  in  California,  who  now  have  the  potential 
ability  to  produce  wealth,  will  have  the  opportunity  to  market 
according  to  their  productive  power. 

In  other  words.  Mr.  President,  it  does  not  take  any  great 
effort  to  step  up  by  one-third  our  farm  products.  It  does 
take  a  certain  amount  of  will  power  to  do  what  we  are  doing- 
let  those  farm  products  rot  and  decay  or  be  unplanted. 


In  order  to  increase  our  national  income  to  $90,000,000,000. 
does  it  mean  that  we  have  to  build  new  factories?  Oh.  no. 
Many  existing  factories  are  running  at  from  50  to  75  percent 
of  capacity. 

Does  it  mean  more  railroads?  No;  existing  railroads  could 
carry  an  extra  third  more  freight  and  p>assengers.  and  mer- 
chants with  their  present  equipment  and  stores  could  handle 
a  third  more  goods  than  they  do. 

Mr.  President,  the  number  of  men  we  now  have  on  relief 
alone,  if  by  full  employment  they  were  brought  into  our 
productive  economy,  would  greatly  speed  up  our  present  op- 
erations and  help  to  increase  the  national  income  from 
seventy  to  ninety  billion  dollars. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  also  to  make  the  point  that  the 
last  third  of  our  income  can  be  produced  with  far  less  man- 
power than  the  first  two-thirds.  Many  factories  could  step 
up  their  production  to  100  percent  by  the  full  operation  of 
their  machines  with  little  more  manpower  than  is  now  beiua 
utilized. 

And  I  think  we  should  bear  in  mind  that  under  our  economy 
a  national  income  is  generated  by  the  production  of  our 
wealth.  If  we  want  to  increase  the  national  income,  if  \\e 
want  to  increase  Federal  taxes,  there  is  just  one  way  in  which 
it  can  be  done,  and  that  way  is  by  full  employment  and  greater 
production  of  farm  and  factory  products. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  sent  to  the  desk  an  emergency 
defense  bill  which  I  am  introducing  today.  That  bill  con- 
tains, I  think,  seven  sections.  I  do  not  intend  to  argue  any 
further  upon  it  today;  but  before  I  conclude  I  want  to  offer 
the  solemn  prayer  from  my  own  heart  that  we,  the  leaders 
of  the  American  Government,  may  awaken  out  of  the  de- 
lusive complacency  which  has  engulfed  us  for  the  past  several 
years;  that  we  may  with  will,  energy,  and  Intelligence  under- 
take to  understand  just  why  it  is  that  our  economy  has  oper- 
ated with  half  employment,  paralyzed,  chaotic,  disintegrat- 
ing; and  then,  having  gained  that  understanding,  that  we 
shall  register  the  solemn  vow  that  within  1  year  from  the 
date  hereof  we  shall  end  all  unemployment,  increase  the 
national  income  to  $90,000,000,000,  and  thereafter  spend  upon 
our  military  defense,  out  of  the  abundant  revenues  that  will 
then  come  to  us,  whatever  is  needed  for  full  defense  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  and  the  continent  of  North 
America. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 

quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Bankhead 

Barbour 

Barkley 

Blltx) 

Bone 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davis 


Donahey 

Downey 

Ellender 

George 

Gerry 

Gibson 

Gillette 

Qreen 

Guffey 

Gurney 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

King 


La  Pollette 

Schwartz 

Lee 

Bchwellenbach 

Lodge 

Sheppard 

Lucas 

Shtprtead 

Lundeen 

Slattery 

McCarran 

Smathers 

McKellar 

Srolth 

McNary 

Stewart 

Mead 

Taft 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Minton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Neely 

Thomas.  Utab 

Norrls 

Townsend 

Nye 

Truman 

O'Mahoney 

Tydings 

Overton 

Vandenberg 

Pepper 

Van  Nuys 

Pittman 

Wagner 

RadcUffe 

Walsh 

Reed 

Wheeler 

Reynolds 

White 

Russell 

WUey 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr,  Minton  in  the  chair). 
Eighty-eight  Senators  having  answered  to  their  names,  a 
quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  LOEK3E.  Mr.  President,  the  unbelievable  events  of  the 
past  few  weeks,  added  to  the  disclosure  of  the  inadequacy  of 
our  national  defense,  have  produced  an  undoubted  excite- 
ment, in  some  cases  bordering  on  hysteria  and  panic.    This 
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agitation  has  served  a  useful  purpose.  In  forcing  the  taking 
of  steps  toward  the  building  up  of  our  national  defense.  Of 
course,  much  remains  to  be  done;  yet  important  steps  have 
been  taken  in  the  past  few  weeks.  But  I  respectfully  sub- 
mit that  the  occasion  now  calls  for  a  long  view  in  which  de- 
ficiencies and  weaknesses  may  be  calmly  noted,  and  corrected 
with  firmness  and  promptness.  In  our  eagerness  to  acqiiire 
those  things  which  we  do  not  have,  we  should  not  forget  en- 
tirely those  things  which  we  do  have. 

Some  weeks  ago  I  stressed  the  need  of  developing  a  mili- 
tary policy  for  the  United  States.  I  submitted  a  resolution. 
Which  I  caused  to  have  lie  on  the  table,  in  the  hope  that 
thus  we  could  obtain  prompt  action  without  the  delays  which 
are  incident  to  conunlttee  reference.  When  I  was  blocked 
In  this  direction,  I  had  the  resolution  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  AfTairs.  expressing  the  hope  that  the  com- 
mittee would  act  promptly  on  my  resolution,  or  on  some 
resolution  of  similar  nature,  for  I  repeat,  I  have  no  pride  of 
authorship  at  all  in  this  matter. 

I  have  said  many  times  that  it  is  vital  to  have  a  clear  un- 
derstanding of  what  we  are  to  defend,  and  how  we  are  to 
defend  it.  if  we  are  to  spend  money  Intelligently  and  make 
our  efforts  count.  Every  lesson  of  the  war  and  every  teach- 
ing of  our  experience  at  our  own  maneuvers  confirms  the 
need  for  a  military  policy.  I  wish  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  would  report  some  kind  of  a  resolution  setting  up  a 
body  to  evolve  such  a  policy.  As  a  believer  in  democracy.  I 
feel  that  such  a  procedure  would  produce  a  better  policy 
than  that  which  any  one  individual  cotild  evolve. 

I  feel,  however,  that  the  need  for  some  guiding  rule  is  so 
great  that  I  have  humbly  attempted  to  draft  my  personal  sug- 
gestions for  a  military  policy  and  will  submit  them  to  the 
Senate  at  the  first  opportunity.  The  draft  of  policy  is  as 
follows: 

Tmrrm  states  akmt  polict 

It  shall  be  the  mission  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  to 
maintain  the  manpower,  equipment,  and  installations  which 
are  sufBcient.  in  the  light  of  the  international  situation,  to 
achieve  the  following  results: 

First.  To  protect  a  base  area,  essential  to  the  safety  of  the 
United  States,  consisting  of  North  America,  Central  America, 
and  the-islands,  waters,  and  shores  comprising  the  Caribbean 
area. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  map  which  is  hang- 
ing on  the  wall,  on  which  I  have  outlined  in  red  what  I  de- 
scribe as  the  t>ase  area.  It  will  be  noted  that  the  island  of 
Bermuda  is  outlined  in  red.  because  I  think  that  is  part  of  our 
base  area. 

Second.  To  prevent  any  non-American  state  from  acquiring 
territory  in  the  area  bounded  on  the  east  by  the  thirtieth 
meridian  of  west  longitude,  and  on  the  west  by  the  line 
Alaska-Hawaii  to  the  southern  extremity  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere. 

That  is  bounded  on  the  map  in  blue  lines,  and  that  is  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  area. 

Third.  To  support  the  civil  power  in  the  United  States  when 
such  support  is  required. 

Fourth.  To  develop  the  citizen  army  which  might  be  neces- 
sary in  an  emergency. 

Fifth.  To  be  prepared,  with  the  cooperation  of  the  State 
Department,  to  take  all  necessary  steps  for  the  defense  of  the 
hemisphere. 

Sixth.  To  maintain  closest  cooperation  with  the  Navy. 

TBX  BCCTUUi  ASICT 

First.  The  Regular  Army  shall  not  only  be  a  laboratory  for 
the  development  of  military  science  and  a  body  capable  of 
expansion  in  war  time,  but  shall  be  su£Bciently  large  to  be 
able  to  make  a  major  effort  immediately  upon  the  outbreak 
of  an  emergency. 

Second.  To  keep  the  Regular  Army  concentrated  by  Army 
Corps  in  four  major  areas. 

I  think  the  reason  for  that  is  self-evident.  Unless  the 
Army  can  frequently  be  assembled  in  large  units  it  is  utterly 
Impossible  to  train  the  generals  or  to  train  their  staffs  in  the 


Indispensable  work  they  must  do  in  handling  large  units  In 
the  field. 

Third.  To  have  maneuvers  for  the  Regular  Army  every 
year  so  that  a  constantly  high  level  of  technical  proficiency 
and  physical  toughness  will  be  maintained. 

THS  NATIONAL  CVAMD 

First.  The  National  Guard  to  continue  as  a  reinforcement 
to  the  Regular  Army  after  the  first  month  of  an  emergency. 

Second.  In  addition,  the  National  Guard  to  become  a  first 
line  force  insofar  as  antiaircraft  artillery  Ls  concerned. 

I  may  say  in  passing  that  I  believe  that  the  handling  of 
antiaircraft  artillery  is  a  function  which  the  National  Guard 
Is  particularly  well  designed  to  assume. 

THZ   SXSKSVKS 

The  mission  of  the  Organized  Reserves  Is  to  provide  the 
personnel  necessary. 

First.  To  build  up  to  war  strength  and  to  maintain  at  war 
strength  the  units  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 

Second.  The  R.  O.  T.  C.  and  the  C.  M.  T.  C.  to  furnish 
personnel  for  the  Organized  Reserves,  discretion  being  vested 
In  corps-area  commanders  in  the  awarding  of  coounissions 
to  those  physically  and  mentally  qualified. 

SXJPPLT 

First.  The  equipment  of  the  Regular  Army  and  National 
Guard  force  to  be  complete  and  modern. 

Second.  Adequate  war-reserve  stocks  to  be  kept  to  meet 
the  needs  of  wartime  operations  up  to  such  time  as  wartime 
production  has  reached  an  adequate  level. 

Third.  Diulng  industrial  mobilization  to  procure  mxmltlons 
from  private  industry  through  a  procurement  agency  headed 
by  a  single  Individual,  appointed  by  the  President,  with  full 
powers,  who  shall  be  a  leading  Industrialist. 

Fourth.  Knowledge  of  military  requirements  to  be  Imparted 
to  private  industry  through  educational  orders  and  peacetime 
purchases. 

Rfth.  Government -owned  plants  to  be  set  up  where  neces- 
sary for  operation  in  an  emergency  by  qualified  private 
concerns. 

MOBIUZATION 

First.  To  assemble  and  begin  training  our  manpower  even 
if  equipment  requirements  are  not  complete. 

Second.  The  personnel  In  peacetime  to  be  procured  by 
voluntary  enlistment.  In  time  of  war  or  in  an  emergency 
declared  by  the  Congress  all  enlistments  to  be  for  duration 
of  emergency  only.  Suggestions  have  been  made  that  young 
men  now  on  the  rolls  of  the  C.  C.  C.  and  other  Government 
agencies  be  placed  in  the  military  service.  While  there  can 
be  no  objection  to  optional  instruction  in  trades  and  skills 
which  would  have  wartime  value,  such  as  photography,  radio 
work,  and  so  forth,  there  would  be  the  gravest  objection  to 
sending  these  boys  out  for  service  with  the  combat  troops. 
It  would  be  far  better  to  have  universal  service  for  all  boys 
of  18  for  a  6-month  period  and  expose  the  well-to-do  boys  to 
the  broadening  and  hardening  influence  of  Army  life  rather 
than  confine  it  to  a  single  class  which  happened  to  be  in 
moderate  means  financially.  The  Civil  War  should  have 
taught  us  the  lesson  that  a  personnel  system  which  exempts 
the  well-to-do  from  military  service  is  bound  to  cause  a 
sense  of  injustice  and,  consequently,  sap  and  weaken  the 
Nation's  will  to  win. 

Third.  In  time  of  war  personnel  to  be  procured  through  the 
operation  of  a  selective-service  law. 

That  concludes  the  statement  of  United  States  Army 
poUcy  wliich  I  have  prepared  and  which  I  submit  to  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  printed  Immediately 
following  this  statement  of  United  States  Army  policy  the 
existing  statement  of  United  States  naval  policy,  so  that  the 
two  may  be  in  the  body  of  the  Rkcoro  for  Senators  to  see  con- 
currently. Those  two  together  will  form  a  comprehensive 
national-defense  program. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  of  naval  policy 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rxcord,  as  follows: 
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UNITED  STATES  NAVAL  POLICY 
Naval  policy  la  the  system  of  principles,  and  the  general    terms  of  their  application,  govemlni?  the  development, 
orirantzation.  maintenance,  training,  and  operation- of  a  navy.    It  Is  based  on  and  is  designed  to  support  national 
coUc'es  and  nat.onal   Interests.     It  comprehends  the  questions    of    number,    size,    type,    and    distribution    of    naval 
vessels  and  stations,  the  character  and  number  of  the  personnel,  and  the  character  of  peace  and  war  operations 


FUNDAMENTAL  NAVAL  POLICY  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 

To  maintain  the  Navy  In  sufflc-ent  strength  to  support  the  national  policies  and  commerce,  and  to  gxiard  the  Con- 
tinental and  overseas  possessions  of  the  United  States 


CENKSAL   NAVAL   POLICT 


TO  create,  maintain,  and  operate  a  navy  second  to  none   and  In  conformity  with  treaty  provisions. 

To   develop   the   Navy  to  a   maximum    In   battle   strength    and  ability  to  control  the  sea  In  delense  of  the  Nation  ana 

To  "organize  't^e^Navy  for  operations  In  either  or  both  oceans  so  that  expansion  only  will  be  necessary  In  the  event 

To^mam'taln  the  Marine  Corps  In  strength  sufficient  to   furnish   detachments   to   vessels  of    the    fleet,    guards   for 

shore  stations    carrlsons  for  outlying  positions,  and  to    provide  expeditionary  forces  In  Immediate  readiness. 
To  make  war  efficiency  the  object  of  all  development  and   training  and  to  maintain  that  efficiency  at   all   times. 

To  suDiwrt  ^[me'lMm  interests  ^e'spc1;laliy  the  development  of  American  foreign  commerce  and  the  merchant  marln*. 

To  make  foreign  cruises  to  cultivate  friendly  International  relations. 

To  ^courage  and  to  lead  In  the  development  of  the  art  and  material  of  naval  warfare. 

To  nValntain  a  definite  system  of  progressive  education  and  tralnmg  for  navai  personnel. 

To  determine  emergency   material   needs    and  to  plan  for   procurement. 

To  inspect  systematically  all  naval  activities  ^ndj^'®'^'*!"-    „„«.  * 

To  cooperate  fully  with  other  departments  of  the  Government. 

To  encourage  clvU  industries  and  activities  useful  In  war. ■ 


rLEET    BUILDINO    ANB   MAIlTTTNaWCT   POLICT 


To  build  and  maintain  a  fleet  of  all  classes  of  fighting  ships  of 
the  maximum  war  efficiency  as  permitted  by  Treaty  provisions; 
to  replace  over-age  ships  under  continuing  programs. 

To  prepare  and  maintain  designs  for  new  ship  construction  of 

To  ™k^superlorlty  in  their  class  the  end  In  view  In  the  design 

To°  p?ovldf  greft'^adfus  of  action  In  all  classes  of  flght'ng  ship. 
tS  mamSrin  maximum  efficiency  of  all  ships  by  incorporation  of 

such    improvements    as    good    practice    sanctions    and    Treaty 

tenna   permit. 


CanTAX.  8HI»« 

To  replace  existing  capital  ships 
when   Treaty   provisions  per- 
mit. 
AiaciArr     CAHRirus,     chthscts, 

MESmOTOtS,     AND    STTBMAPINTS 

To  build  and  maintain  the 
maximum  effective  tonnage 
In  these  types  that  accord* 
with  Treaty   provisions. 

AIRCRATT 

To  develop  Naval  Aviation  pri- 
marily for  operations  with 
the     fleet. 

(a)     H«AVini-THAN-AI« 

To  build  and  maintain  air- 
planes to  the  full  comple- 
ments authorized  for  aircraft 
carriers  and  tenders,  battle- 
ships, cruisers,  and  Marine 
Expeditionary    Forces. 

To   determine   and   develop   the 
tyi>e8  of  airplanes  and  appli- 
ances best  suited  for: 
(o)  Increased     effectiveness 
of  naval   ves.sels. 

(b)  Attacks    on    all    classes 

of  naval  objectives. 

(c)  Scouting   and  patrol. 

(b)    UGHTD-THAN-Ant 

To  maintain  as  necessary  the 
rigid  airships  now  built  and 
building  to  determine  their 
usefulness  for  naval  and  oth- 
er governmental  purposes  and 
their  commercial  value. 


To  build  only  such  nonrlgld 
alrshl^M  as  may  be  necessary 
for  training  purposes. 

PATHOL  VESsna 

To  build  and  maintain  such 
patrol  vessels  as  are  required 
for   special   services. 

MINK   VESSELS 

To  maintain  an  adequate  mine 
force  prepared  for  Immediate 
service. 

ATTXnJARIES 

Colliers,  oilers,  supply  ships, 
transports,  cargo  vessels,  tend- 
ers, repair  ships,  hospital 
ships,  survey  ships,  ammu- 
nition ships,  ocean-going 
tugs 

To  maintain  the  minimum 
number  needed  for  training 
and  mobility  of  the  fleet. 

BlTBMAItlNE     RESCUE     SHIPS 

To  provide  and  maintain  as 
necessary. 

DISraiCT  CIATT 

To  maintain  the  minimum 
number  to  meet  shore  sta- 
tion requirements. 

CONVERSION 

To  maintain  deUlled  plans  for 
rapid  acquisition  and  conver- 
sion of  merchant  vessels  to 
naval  use  in  time  of  emer- 
gency.   


SHORE  ESTABLISHMENT  POLICT 

A  system  of  outlying  naval  and  commercial  bases  suitably  dis- 
tributed,  developed,  and   defended.  Is  one  of  the  most   Impor- 
tant   elements    of    national    strength. 


To  maintain  a  shore  establish- 
ment sufficient  to  sustain  the 
forces  afloat  In  peace  and  ca- 
pable of  expansion  to  meet 
their  needs  In  emergency. 

To  maintain  a  system  of  naval 
districts  whose  administrative 
organizations  are  distinct  from 
those  of  component  activities. 

To  retain  only  those  shore  sta- 
tions that  would  be  of  use  in 
war. 

To  maintain  shore  activities  in 
such  operative  status  as  Is 
necessary  to  support  the  Navy 
in  time  of  peace. 


To  further  the  development  of 
outlying  bases  in  the  Hawai- 
ian   Islands    and    the    Canal 

2Sone. 

To  ftuther  the  development  of 
two  Main  Home  Bat>es  on  each 
coast. 

To  maintain  and  operate  hydro- 
graphic  and  astronomical 
facilities  necessary  for  the 
preparation  and  dissemination 
of  Information  of  value  to 
the  Navy  and  to  other  gov- 
ernmental and  commercial 
Interests. 


PZBSONNCL    POLICT 


FLKET   OPSRATINO    POLICT 


To   organize    forces   afloat   so  as 
to   obtain   maximum  adminis- 
trative efficiency,  tactical  and 
strategical  flexibility  and  mo- 
bility,    decentralization     and 
unity  of  commond. 

To  operate  forces  afloat  under 
balanced  schedules  designed 
to  secure  proflciency.  disci- 
pline, and  contentment  of 
personnel,  and  general  ex- 
cellence as  to  condition  of 
material,  adminl-stration.  and 
technical,  tactical,  and  stra- 
tegical   performances. 

To  assemble  the  United  States 
Fleet  for  a  r>erlod  of  not  leas 
than  two  months  at  least 
once  a  year. 

To  keep  in  conunisslon,  fully 
manned,  and  In  active  train- 
ing, a  maximum  number  of 
fluting  ships. 

To  maintain  vessels  assigned  to 


reserve  In  condition  for  ac- 
tive service. 

To  operate  a  naval  train  suffi- 
cient for  the  upkeep  of  fight- 
ing shirs  and  expeditionary 
forces. 

To  exercise  economy  in  expen- 
ditures compatible  with  effi- 
ciency. 

To  assign  suitable  vessels  for 
training  Naval  Reserves. 

To  operate  the  Asiatic  Fleet 
and  such  other  independent 
forces  as  may  be  required, 
all  organized  and  trained  so 
that  in  case  of  necessity  they 
can  readily  become  a  part  of 
the  United  States  Fleet. 

To  operate  survey  vessels  nec- 
essary for  the  survey  of  stra- 
tegical and  commercial  areas 
outside  the  coastal  limits  of 
the  United  Stotes  and  Its 
possessions. 


To  maintain  the  personnel  at 
the  highest  standard  and  In 
sufficient  numbers  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  naval 
r>oIlcles. 

To  develop  and  coordinate  fys- 
tematic  courses  of  Instruction 
and  training  for  officers,  petty 
ofllcers.  and  enlised  men. 

To  assign  officers  to  duty  In 
foreign  countries  to  broaden 
and  perfect  their  professional 
education. 

To  retain  a  resaonable  excess 
of    petty    officers   over    those 


necessary  for  peacetime  oper- 
ation of  the  Navy. 

To  avoid  frequent  shifting  of 
personnel. 

To  build  up,  train,  and  maln- 
tam  Naval  and  Marine  Corps 
Reserves  to  provide  for  mo- 
bilization. 

To  cultivate  close  association  of 
officers  of  the  Navy  and 
Marine  Corps  with  the  Re- 
serves, and  to  assign  ofltcers 
to  duty  with  the  Reserves  and 
to  educational  institutions. 


C0MMT7NICAT10NS  POLICT 


To  maintain  and  operate  a 
navai  communication  system 
based  on  war   requirements. 

To  provide  and  operate  direc- 
tion finder  stations  as  re- 
quired. 

To  continue  the  use  of  naval 
communication  facilities  to 
enhance  safety  on  the  sea 
and  In  the  air. 

To     cooperate     with     American 


commercial  communication 
activities  so  as  to  enhance 
their  military  value  in  time 
of  national  emergency  and  to 
safeguard  the  communication 
interests  of  the  United  States. 
To  provide  and  operate  a  system 
of  radio  stations  adequate  for 
communication  with  the  fleet 
and  merchant  marine  and  di- 
rect with  overseas  possessions. 


INTOKMATION  POLICT 


To  acquire  through  naval  and 
other  agencies  accurate  infor- 
mation concerning  the  politi- 
cal, military,  naval,  economic, 
and  industrial  policies  and 
activities  of  all  countries. 

To  select,  analyze,  and  preserve 
information  for  ready  refer- 
ence and  for  historical  pur- 
poses. 

To  acquire  and  to  disseminate 


expeditiously  appropriate  In- 
formation m  time  of  war. 

To  disseminate  appropriate  in- 
formation systemat  Ically 
throughout  the  Naval  Service. 

To  provide  protection  against 
espionage  and  propaganda. 

To  keep  the  public  informed  of 
the  activities  of  the  Navy, 
compatible  with  military 
secrecy. 


Approved  May  10.  1933. 


CLATTDB    A.   SWANSON, 

Secretary  o/  the  Navy- 
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impossible  to  train  the  generals  or  to  train  their  staffs  in  the 


xncic  ut;iiiK  no  cDjeciion,  me  statement  or  naval  policy 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord.  as  follows: 
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Mr.  LODGE.  The  policy  which  I  am  proposing  contains 
six  new  departures  from  the  usual  practice.  There  are  at 
teMt  six  of  these  new  departures  which  I  think  are  sufficiently 
dgnlflcant  to  single  out. 

First.  It  defines  the  base  area  which  as  a  mlnlmirai  we 
iball  be  able  to  protect.    That  Is  that  area  outlined  in  red. 

Second.  It  setjt  up  a  Regular  Army  which  is  able  to  make 
a  major  effort  immediately.    That  Is  not  true  today. 

Third.  It  makes  the  National  Guard  a  first-line  force  in 
eeruin  fields  of  antiaircraft  activity. 

rourth.  It  outUnw  a  new  tj^ersonoei  policy. 

Fifth.  It  eonoentrat«t  Um  Army  Into  large  tinlt«. 

Sixth.  It  seu  up  une-mgn  control  of  induitrlal  mobilize* 
tloft  instead  of  having  ti  done  through  a  oommlttee. 

The  Navy  has  such  g  itAtcment  of  policy.  Takim  together 
thrae  form  a  canprglitnalve  natloniil-dcfenig  doctriiM, 

The  military  tttgbliahmrnt  which  I  have  hi'fe  outlined 
embodies  the  fruits  of  the  M4KW  plaiM-productlon  prog  ram  In 
that  It  ftllowa  for  an  glr  force  of  U4W0  pUnrs  and  a  peraonntl 
for  the  air  foree  of  t76,000  men.  That  is  the  numbrr  of  men 
that  will  be  required  to  oponte  11,000  ptanf<#,  Xt  ooveri  an 
tnrrraee  of  mtchanliatton  to  the  numb«r  of  units  which  wlU 
be  madg  poMlble  by  an  expansion  of  our  tank*  from  thg 
prtieni  number  of  400  to  a  propoeed  number  of  3,400.  Xft 
prendef  for  a  Regular  Army,  embracing  ail  these  categories, 
of  760,000  mrn 

Xf  It  la  giaumrd  that  this  army  has  been  set  up,  »nd  the 
equipment  for  It  has  ail  been  acquired,  It  Is  possible  to  esti- 
mate what  such  an  army  would  cost.  On  that  basis,  allow- 
ing for  a  10-perotnt  anntuU  replacement  charge  on  materiel, 
the  force  here  described,  supplied,  and  trained  as  herein  set 
forth,  would  cost  in  the  neighborhood  of  $1,080^)00.000  a 


Mr.  President,  that  is  the  outline  of  the  situation,  I  cer- 
tainly hope  that  Senators  will  study  this  policy,  and  if  they 
can  Improve  it  and  correct  it,  no  one  will  be  happier  than 
WlU  I. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  LODGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  not  quite  clear  In  my  mind  as  to 
the  distinction  the  Senator  makes  between  the  area  outlined 
In  red.  which  stops,  on  the  south  with  the  Panama  Canal, 
and  which  I  understood  him  is  the  base  area  which  we  are 
to  be  prepared  to  defend — I  do  not  understand  how  he  dis- 
criminates between  that  and  the  blue  area,  which,  as  he  states, 
includes  the  entire  area  comprehended  within  the  Monroe 
Doctrine.  What  is  the  Senator's  discrimination  between  the 
two  areas? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  feel  that  the  base  area  outlined  in  red  is  a 
minimum.  It  Is  something  we  simply  cannot  go  l)elow.  To 
the  protection  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  area  we  are  com- 
mitted morally  and  In  every  other  way,  and  we  should  make 
every  effort  to  protect  it.  But  to  give  really  comiriete  pro- 
tection to  an  area  of  that  size  is  a  far  greater  undertaking. 
At  the  present  moment  we  are  not  within  reach  of  protecting 
the  base  area.  I  set  the  base  area  as  a  first  objective.  In 
the  present  condition  of  the  world  the  course  I  have  outlined 
would  undoubtedly  be  adequate  to  protect  the  base  area;  and, 
of  course,  we  could  make  efforts  beyond  that. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LODGK    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Does  the  Senator's  plan  contemplate 
the  use  of  the  National  Guard  within  the  limits  set  out  in  red 
on  the  Senator's  map? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Under  my  plan.  In  case  of  war  the  National 
Guard  would  be  available,  as  it  now  is.  30  days  after  mobiliza- 
tion. That  is  the  present  situation.  In  addition,  I  would 
train  the  National  Guard  as  a  first-line  force  insofar  as  anti- 
aircraft artillery  Is  concerned.  The  stationary  type  of  anti- 
aircraft artillery  is  something  in  which  the  National  Guard 
can  drill  and  achieve  proficiency  without  going  far  from 
their  homes. 


Mr.  CHANDLER.  Does  the  Senator's  plan  contemplate 
the  use  of  the  National  Guard  in  case  of  an  emergency  at 
points  such  as  Bermuda  and  the  outlying  possessions  shown 
on  tlie  map? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Of  course.  If  we  were  at  war,  we  should 
use  the  National  Guard  for  the  same  purposes  for  which  we 
use  the  Regular  Army.  So,  If  we  were  at  war,  the  answer 
would  be  "Yes:  after  30  days." 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  there 
should  be  included  In  his  plan  a  blue  line  over  on  the  Atlantic 
aide  similar  to  the  one  he  has  drawn  east  of  Pearl  Harbor? 
Should  he  not  have  a  line  on  the  other  side? 

Mr,  LODGE,  I  have  a  blue  lino  at  the  thlrtltth  mcridlAn 
of  west  longitude, 

Mr,  CUANDLm.  Xt  is  A  itrAlffht  lint  lnit«Ad  of  a  cunrtd 
line, 

Mr,  LODOI,  X  hAvt  tAktn  thAt  line  for  purposes  of  dis- 
cussion, An  argument  could  be  niAde  for  running  that  lint 
between  Iceland  And  Greenland  Instead  of  through  a  pArt 
of  OreenUnd,  X  hA¥f  tAktn  thAt  lint  for  purpoNi  of  dls- 
eusslon,  X  hAve  purposely  omitted  leeUnd  And  the  Aaotm 
And  hAve  purposely  Included  OrtenlAnd  And  the  eASternmotft 
And  of  BrAgll, 

Mr,  McNAJIY.  Mr.  President,  X  suggest  the  Absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRISIDINO  OFFICBR.    The  clerk  will  caU  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
Ators  Answered  to  their  nAmes: 

AdABM 

Andrvws 
A«liufa( 

wttn 

nkhM 

rbour 

rU«y 

bo 

IM 

9wn 

Jow 

irke 

rd 

mn 

pper 

raway 

andlei 

avez 

trk.Mi 

nnally 

naher 

Tto 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eigbty-eight  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.     A  quonmi  is  present. 

UAJ.  L.  p.  WORRALL KBCONSISnATION 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  last  Thursday  the  Senate  passed 
a  private  bill,  House  bill  8429.  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  L.  P. 
Worrall.  There  was  an  error  made  in  the  bill.  The  date 
"1939"  was  inserted  where  the  date  "1938"  should  have  been 
Inserted.  On  behalf  of  my  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from 
Alalaama  [Mr.  Bakkheao]  I  enter  a  motion  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed,  and  pending  action  on 
that  motion  I  move  that  the  House  be  requested  to  return 
the  blU  (H.  R.  8429)  to  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr  Mnrroif  In  the  chair). 
The  motion  to  reconsider  win  be  entered,  and  the  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  last  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama.    [Putting  the  question.] 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MKSSAGX   FROM   THE   HOTJSA 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Meglll.  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  iH.  R.  5827)  to 
authorize  the  cancelaticm  of  deportation  proceedings  in  the 
case  of  John  L.  Harder  and  children  Paul  William  Harder. 
Irvin  W.  Harder,  Edna  Justina  Harder,  Elsie  Anna  Harder 
and  Elizabeth  Harder. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J. 
Res.  561)  providing  for  the  taking  effect  of  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  V. 
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i    maxirnuiii    uumuci    u* 
__itlng  ships.  ,        ^  . 

To  maintain  vessels  assigned  to 


the     United 
possessions. 


Stotes    and    Its 


11 


Approved  May  10.  IKU. 


Secretary  o/  the  Naoy. 
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ENROLLED    BILLS   AND   JOINT   RESOLUTION   8IGNI1) 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  Sijeaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  Joint 
resolution,  and  they  were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

8. 186.  An  act  to  amend  sections  7D8  and  800  of  the  Code  of 
Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  relating  to  murder  in  the 
first  degree; 

8. 2132.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherlne  Scott,  Mrs,  J.  H. 
Scott.  Jcttie  Stewart,  and  Ruth  Mlncemeyer;  and 

H.J. Ret. 651.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  tht  taking 
effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V. 

MAVAL  gXPAMSIOM  PROGRAM 

The  SenAt«  reiumed  the  conslderAtlon  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
•036)  to  eitAbllih  the  eompoiltlon  of  the  United  BUUi  Mavy, 
to  Authorize  the  eonitructlOD  of  cer tAln  havaI  veiieli,  And  for 

othpr  purpoi6i,  .  .  .  .    ^     ^  .« 

Mr.  nmm.   Mr,  Preildtflt,  \Mi  mvk  X  Introduced  la 
the  lonAiA  A  joint  reioluiion.  tenAie  Joint  lUiolutlon  361,  tht 
full  lAniUAfe  of  which  U  aa  foUowi; 
Joint  r»»oiution  suthoflPini  limited  »ld  »hort  of  w»r  to  for«lin 

govsrnmtnii  rMi»itng  ihs  uupr»;volwd  miMurr  sgireMtoti  of  Off- 

tunny 

Whsr»M  ths  Otrmsn  Oofwnment  in  vloUtlon  of  tht  Otwrsl 
TiMiy  (or  lUnunciKtton  of  Wsr  oenflluAed  st  Fsru  on  August  87, 
iJS  iomimmJy  Hno^i.  «•  tht  KtUugi  l»M.t  or  f ttt  of  Ptru,  to  wh  ch 
ir.niy  both  tht  United  iutet  snd  Otrmtny  ure  purilts  htt  dtUb- 
trm«iy  aUnpttd  wsr  M  »n  mitrummt  of  tmiuiunl  pnUcy,  ttw  m 
dtftftnot  of  bM  rults  of  mitrnsiiontl  Isw  bM  doUbtrsuly  violated 
tht  t«rritor(ss  of  neutral  oountrirN;  tnd 

Whereas  suc»j  unlawful  tfgrtttiont  thrttttn  tht  pttot  »nd  tt- 
curity  of  tht  Unlttd  Btntrs;  and  ^  ^  .    _^ 

WhtrtM  by  tuch  unltwlul  tggrtttlons  Hitler  »nd  Oermtny  htft 
forftit*d  their  right  to  clsim  tht  protection  of  inttrnstlonol  law: 

^JlcfSlrd,  eto..  Th»t  tht  Prttldtnt  be  authorlaed  to  gtvrf  tld  ihort 
of  war  to  the  recognlttd  Oovornm«?nU  of  Orett  Brttnin.  Frtnct, 
AuBtrls.  Cftchctlovakls.  Poland.  Norway.  Denmark.  Holland,  and 
BelRlum.  and  •ufh  other  countries  at  may  be  tubjcct  to  unprovoked 
military  aggrcaalon  by  Oermany  In  violation  of  the  Kellogg  Pact  or 
of  the  rulei  of  international  law,  by  aelllng  and  delivering  within 
the  United  States  to  any  or  all  such  rountrles.  upon  payment  of 
■uch  purchase  price  as  the  President  may  fix.  such  aircraft,  ships, 
artillery  pieces,  and  other  war  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment  as 
In  his  Judgment  can  be  spared  without  Imperiling  the  safety  of  the 
United  States:  Proinded.  That  the  governmenta  to  which  such  air- 
craft ships,  artillery  pieces,  and  other  war  supplies,  materials  or 
equipment  are  sold  and  delivered  agree  to  assign  If,  as,  and  when 
reouebted  by  the  President,  any  and  all  contracts  that  they  may  have 
with  manufacturers  In  the  United  States  for  such  aircraft,  bhlps, 
artillery  pieces,  and  other  war  supplies,  materials,  or  equipment. 

Since  that  resolution  was  introduced.  Mr.  President,  the 
world  condition  has  grown  incalculably  more  dangerous  to 
the  security  of  the  United  States  than  it  then  was,  ominous 
as  it  then  was.  Since  that  time  the  people  of  the  United 
States  from  the  North  and  South,  the  East  and  the  West, 
have  come  to  appreciate  that  the  best  way  to  defend  Amer- 
ica the  best  way  to  defend  the  American  Hemisphere,  the 
best  way  to  defend  the  things  for  which  America  stands,  is 
for  the  United  States  of  America  to  do  something  affirma- 
tive in  our  defense.  The  thing  upon  which  the  pubUc  mind 
has  largely  centered  is  for  the  United  States  Government  to 
make  available  to  the  Allies,  now.  particularly,  as  many  air- 
planes and  as  much  armament  and  equipment  as  can  be 
spared  without  imperiling  the  security  of  the  United  States 

and  the  national  defense. 

Mr  President.  I  have  before  me  an  editorial  from  the 
Washington  News  of  this  issue,  the  capUon  of  which  Is: 

Leading  from  the  rear. 

The  first  sentence  reads: 

An  astonishing  phenomenon  of  the  national-defense  crisis  Is  the 
sluggishness  with  which  Washington  is  foUowlnfr  In  the  wake  of 
public  opinion. 

I  have  in  front  of  me  the  New  York  Times  of  yesterday  In 
which  is  depicted  the  result  of  the  Gallup  and  Princeton  polls 
of  public  sentiment.  The  graph  indicating  that  poll  shows 
that  while  in  September  last  year  less  than  10  percent  of  the 
American  people  wanted  the  United  States  to  do  anything  to 
help  the  Allies  win  the  present  war.  when  the  tiger's  claws 
gripped  Norway  In  March  the  American  people  became  con- 


scious not  only  of  the  great  moral  Issue  Involved  but  of  how 
closely  the  claws  of  that  tiger  were  reaching  toward  the  In- 
teresU  and  the  security  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
Prom  that  day  the  graph  of  public  opinion  mounted  sharply 
upward  from  less  than  20  percent  favoring  aid  short  of  war  to 
the  Allies  to  over  71  percent  favoring  aid  short  of  war  to  the 
Allies  now.  ^  , 

Mr,  President,  this  is  one  of  those  peculiar  tostances  in 
which  the  people  of  the  United  States  are  In  the  front  Im- 
ploring the  Congress  to  catch  up  with  them.   This  U  one  of 
those  Umes  when  the  judgment  of  the  people  of  the  United 
SUtes  lu  more  disturbed  And  the  conscience  of  the  country 
moTA  AlArmed  thAO  U  th<  Conirfse  of  the  United  8tA(«6. 
Since  last  Wfrk  1  hAve  recelvpd  several  thouiAnd  letteri  from 
every  pArt  of  this  groAt  country  And  from  every  strAtum  of 
our  ioolety.  1  hAve  boon  ImpreMod  by  the  numbw  of  womi-n 
who  hAVf  oAlled  ovir  thi  islpphono  And  implored  to  know 
whAt  they  could  do  to  itlmulAte  Action  by  our  Oovemment 
In  this  momont  of  criilf.    X  hAVf  betn  immoAiurAbly  Im- 
prcMed  by  the  promln«nco  ai  will  ai  tht  humility  of  the  peo- 
ple manlfeiitlni  An  InteroM  In  thli  nubjeet,  men  luch  as  fllhu 
Root,  Jr.,  cAiling  from  New  York;  men  such  aa  Colonel  Ireok- 
enrldie,  Attorney  for  ChArlei  Undberih;  And  lAdtei  such  aa 
Mri,  Dwlaht  Morrow,  who  ii  the  widow  of  a  former  Member 
of  thli  body  And  of  An  AmbASSAdor  of  this  Oovemment,  And 
the  mother  by  marrlniio  of  Col.  ChArlei  Lindbergh;  end  like- 
wise have  X  baon  imprMiHcd  by  what  hAi  come  from  the 
humble  walks  of  our  country,  for  well  dooi  the  hCATt  of  tho 
people  know  that  the  things  they  Uve  by  are  In  Jeopardy  tn 
thli  med  world  today. 

Mr,  President.  I  can  Imagine  what  must  be  the  sentiment 
In  the  hearts  of  the  Gold  Star  Mothers  of  America  to  see  the 
grave*  of  their  tons  In  Prance  detecrated  without  even  a  pro- 
test from  a  timid  government  or  a  remonstrance  from  the 
Congress  that  sent  their  sons  to  their  dissolution  in  that  soil. 
I  know  If  the  people  of  the  United  States  sat  here  In  the  posi- 
tions of  power  which  we  occupy  at  a  time  when  the  headlines 
blazon  the  news  that  the  Nazis  In  their  Insatiate  and  animal- 
like  bestiality  are  showering  bombs  upon  the  civilian  popula- 
tion of  Paris,  that  they  would  not  be  indifferent  to  ravages  of 
that  character  upon  civilization  and  civilization's  code. 

I  am  grateful  beyond  measure,  Mr.  President,  that  such  an 
eminent  Senator  on  the  other  side  as  the  very  able  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Austin]  made  in  the  newspapers  yester- 
day an  unequivolcal,  brave,  and  courageous  statement  that 
he  favored  the  principle  which  is  embodied  in  the  resolution 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Florida. 

I  have  been  immensely  heartened  this  morning  to  have 
the  very  able  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King],  whose  career 
has  been  like  a  meteor  in  this  body,  in  expressing  the  fear 
that  this  horrible  thing  was  coming  to  pass  and  imploring 
his  colleagues  to  be  ready  to  do  what  they  could  to  prevent 
its  hideous  arrival,  tell  me  he  favored  my  resolution. 

I  have  been  greatly  encouraged  to  have  the  able  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed]  approach  me  in  the  restaurant  a 
few  moments  ago  and  say.  "I  am  with  you  in  your  resolution 
and  want  to  see  it  passed." 

It  is  not  a  question  now  of  haggling  over  details  or  techni- 
calities; it  is  a  question  of  action  now  to  save  our  own 
security  and  to  save  the  things  which  the  traditions  of 
America  have  kept  sacred  for  our  generation. 

I  venture  to  say.  Mr.  President,  that  when  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  of  the  Senate  meets  day  after  tomorrow 
there  will  not  be  only  one  vote  in  the  committee  for  the 
joint  resolution  but  there  will  be  other  votes,  because 
Senators  have  come  to  appreciate  the  gravity  of  the  situation 
and  the  necessity  of  some  action  now. 

What  I  say,  Mr.  President,  I  say  in  behalf  of  the  defense 
of  America;  I  say  it  in  behalf  of  the  defense  of  the  territorial 
Integrity  of  continental  United  States;  I  say  it  in  behalf  of 
the  territorial  Integrity  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  and  in 
defense  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  I  say  it  because  I  desire 
to  keep  American  boys  out  of  war.  I  do  not  want  to  see  the 
soldiers  even  of  the  American  Regular  Army,  dedicated  to 
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war  by  voluntary  act.  have  to  oppose  the  "Witakrieg"  of  the  |  the  heh-  to  all  the  sacrlflces  of  the  past — when  those  things 


livestock  are  being  killed — ^the  livestock  which  have  been 

«v.A    a/.rvr«rtmir«    f  nntrihiif  inn     nf    that,    rnnntrv — because    the 


country  with  respect  to  Its  government  would  constitute  a 
breach  of  international  law." 
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war  by  voluntary  act.  have  to  oppose  the  "blitzkrieg**  of  the 
German  dictatorship  that  has  had  nothing  but  war  and  con- 
qiiest  for  an  objective  for  at  least  the  last  7  years.  I  do  not 
want  to  see  a  single  boy  who  l)elongs  to  the  National  Guard 
have  to  leave  his  employment,  forsake  the  sacred  precincts  of 
his  home  and  hearthstone,  aiKl  go  out  to  bare  his  breast 
against  the  PranketLstein  monsters  that  have  been  conceived 
md  generated  out  of  the  immense  monstrosity  of  the  Oer- 
man  military  machine.  I  speak  for  those  boys,  and  I  speak 
for  the  mothers  who  want  to  keep  them  at  hcwne.  no  less  than 
for  the  mothers  who  want  to  protect  them  by  keeping  the 
war  orer  there  In  Europe  and  not  letting  it  profane  our 
peaceful  .shores. 

Senators  who  are  satisfied  to  think  of  nothing  except  draw- 
ing a  little  ring  of  fteel  around  continental  United  States,  or 
even  around  the  Western  Heml.n)here.  sec.  as  the  Bible  says 
some  see,  "as  through  a  glass  darkly."  I  was  impressed  by 
the  eloquent  and  patriotic  address  on  the  national  defense 
made  a  few  days  ago  by  the  very  able  Senator  from  Illinois 
(Mr.  LvcASl.  and  I  know  that  our  people  everywhere  want 
our  defense  program  to  proceed  to  its  aenlth  of  possibility; 
but,  Mr.  President,  how  long  Is  it  going  to  take  for  the  air- 
planes which  we  propose  to  have  manufactured  up  to  the 
number  of  SO.OOO  to  be  actually  upon  our  air  fields?  How  long 
Is  It  going  to  take  for  the  battleships  we  have  authorized  to  be 
in  the  water,  so  that  their  guns  can  blaze  back  America's 
answer  to  the  challenge  of  the  dictatorships  of  the  Orient 
and  of  Europe?  How  long  is  it  going  to  take  for  the  muni- 
tions and  the  artillery  pieces  and  all  the  things  for  which  we 
are  now  appropriating  money  to  be  effective  In  America's 
defense? 

I  am  thinking.  Mr.  President,  about  our  national  defense 
In  terms  of  next  week.  In  terms  of  next  month,  in  terms  of  the 
next  3  months,  when  the  issue  of  civilization  probably  will 
be  determined. 

Fifty  planes  now — modem  American  planes,  built  in  the 
genius  of  American  factories,  put  upon  the  western  front 
protecting  Paris,  aiding  at  the  Somme,  saving  the  south  of 
Prance,  preserving  the  things  we  came  from  in  the  British 
Isles — might  turn  the  tide.  This  is  one  of  those  crucial 
periods  comparable  to  days  of  the  past  when  great  battles 
determined  whether  Europe  was  to  be  pagan  or  Christian. 
In  those  crucial  hours,  patriots  were  not  only  patriots  of  a 
sacred  soil:  they  were  martyrs  for  a  faith.  I  am  ashamed 
to  have  posterity  read  the  history  of  these  days  and  find  us 
relatively  indifferent  to  civilization's  collapse  and  to  civiliza- 
tion's values. 

Mr.  President,  the  Issues  which  are  Involved  in  this  con- 
test are  not  territorial.  If  It  were  I  should  be  the  last  of 
the  citizenry  of  my  country  to  raise  a  finger  for  either  side 
In  a  war  which  was  a  typical  European  bickering  for  territory. 
It  Is  not  a  question  of  commercial  actlTity  and  a  commercial 
future  for  the  countries  involved.  It  te  that,  but  It  is  a 
thousand  times  more  than  that. 

Mr.  President,  the  German  dictator,  the  man  who  is  the 
spearhead  of  the  philosophy  of  Nietzsche,  the  philosophy  of 
force;  the  man  whose  one  criterion  is  success,  insensible  to 
all  human  sentiments:  the  man  whose  policy  has  been  to 
bomb,  with  his  iniquitous  machines,  maternity  hospitals  and 
humble  families,  to  drive  them  into  the  highways  so  that 
their  destitute  •  journey  would  be  an  impediment  to  the 
movement  of  men  and  war  materials — that  man  has  emblaz- 
oned to  the  world  what  he  professes  to  believe.  And  his  first 
declaration  meets  no  other  Issue  than  the  doctrine  of  the 
first  commandment. 

For  by  his  whole  philosophy  he  has  tried  to  dethrone  from 
His  heaven  humanity's  Christian  God. 

In  his  second  doctrine,  Mr.  President,  he  has  attacked  noth- 
ing less  sacred  than  the  second  of  the  commandments,  which 
preaches  the  principle  of  the  dignity  of  man. 

80  by  a  demeaned  God  and  a  disparaged  man  doth  be  hope 
to  reach,  by  his  mad  career,  the  realization  of  his  dream. 

While  we  have  profited  from  the  culture  of  the  ages  and 
the  dehcate  sentiments  of  civillsatioo — ^we  who  are  pecullaxly 


the  heir  to  all  the  sacrifices  of  the  past — when  those  things 
that  are  the  nourishment  of  our  spiritual  life  are  in  jeopardy, 
we  sit  here  and  twiddle  oin*  thumbs  and  speak  about  some 
misconception  of  the  local  character  of  our  national  defense. 
Mr.  President,  if  there  Is  any  danger  to  our  great  country 
now.  it  Is  not  even  the  serious  economic  dilemma  in  which 
we  find  ourselves,  great  as  it  is.  If  there  is  any  danger  to 
our  country.  It  is  not  in  the  fast-disappearing  richness  of 
our  eroded  soil  or  the  diminution  in  the  storehouses  of  our 
volimiinous  resources.  Therein  lies  not  our  danger,  but  in 
the  disintegration  of  the  character  and  the  Immortal  soul 
of  the  American  people. 

If  the  pioneers  of  an  earlier  day  had  thought  only  of 
comfort,  if  they  had  thought  only  of  their  individual  security 
or  happiness,  they  would  not  have  carried  the  flag  of  this 
country  across  rough  and  crude  and  bloody  frontiers,  one 
after  another,  until  they  let  it  wave  finally  intermingled  with 
the  laving  waters  of  the  Pacific  on  the  western  coast.  I  sup- 
pose some  think  that  our  citizenry  should  say  what  Pope  has 
the  citizen  saying  in  the  Immortal  poem  of  Homer  when  he 
says: 

What  cause  have  I  to  war  at  thy  decree? 

The    distant    Trojans    never    injur'd    me. 

I  hope  there  is  no  American  citizen  so  deluded  as  to  be- 
lieve that  Hitler  has  not  done  anything  to  him.  and  that 
Hitler  threatens  nothing  to  him. 

The  other  day.  thinking  about  the  larger  aspect  of  our  na- 
tional defense,  I  sent  an  inquiry  to  the  Hydrographic  Sxirvey 
of  our  Government  to  know  how  far  it  is  from  the  northeast- 
ern comer  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  around  below  the 
point  of  South  America,  back  again  to  Alaska.  They  sent 
me  back  the  startling  information  that  it  was  over  48,000 
miles.  I  said,  "Surely  there  must  be  a  mistake."  and  I  sent 
back  for  a  confirmation  of  the  Inquiry:  and  finally  I  said. 
"Just  tell  me  how  far  it  is  from  the  Arctic  Circle  just  south 
of  Iceland  and  over  the  southern  part  of  Greenland  around 
the  coast  of  the  United  States  of  America,  of  Central  America 
and  South  America,  back  to  Alaska."  which  is  our  possession 
of  the  west  coast;  and  what  figure  do  you  think  they  sent 
back?    Forty-three  thousand  miles. 

Mr.  President,  3^ur  Senate  here  has  already  appropriated, 
in  the  past  10  days,  the  unimaginable  sum  of  three  and  a 
half  billion  dollars.  The  President  has  just  sent  down  to  us 
a  request  for  another  billion,  which  I  know  the  Senate  will 
accede  to  as  soon  as  it  has  opportunity  to  do  so.  That  is 
four  and  a  half  billion  dollars,  and  we  have  only  begun  the 
establishment  of  a  defense  that  would  give  any  measure  of 
security  to  this  country  and  to  this  hemisphere. 

General  Arnold,  testifying  before  a  committee,  said  It 
wotild  cost  $7,000,000,000  to  biUld  us  an  air  fieet  of  50.000 
planes;  and  that,  Mr.  President.  Is  first  cost,  and  not  up- 
keep or  replenishment.  Ask  the  Navy  how  much  it  would 
cost  to  build  another  navy  for  the  other  ocean,  and  they 
will  tell  you  from  three  to  four  billion  dollars.  Ask  them 
how  much  it  would  cost  to  put  a  million  men^ven  a  mil- 
lion— under  arms,  and  to  give  them  modem  equipment,  and 
they  will  tell  you.  Including  an  air  force  of  10.000  planes, 
another  $5,000,000,000;  and  that,  too.  is  only  first  cost,  Mr! 
President. 

Senators  talk  about  our  fiscal  condition.  Our  people 
who  have  been  concerned  about  the  debt  limit  throw  up 
their  hands  In  holy  horror  about  the  undermining  of  our 
fiscal  structure.  Mr.  President,  they  have  not  even  seen  the 
early  stages  of  what  we  are  going  to  do  here  In  the  next 
few  months,  or  In  the  next  2  or  3  years.  If  Hitler  is  not 
crushed  in  Europe,  from  which  he  seeks  to  leap  like  an 
angry,  bloodthirsty  animal  upon  the  rest  of  the  world. 

Our  citizens  are  just  waking  up  to  what  Is  Involved,  and 
the  significance  of  it  to  us.  They  are  just  beglning  to 
appreciate  the  problem  which  would  present  itself  to  us  if 
Hitler  should  win  this  war.  They  know  that  Germany  and 
the  countries  of  which  he  would  be  in  possession  would  be 
Without  food,  and  without  the  means  of  producing  food  in 
any  early  period.    They  know  that  in  Denmark  already  the 
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livestock  are  being  killed— the  livestock  which  have  been 
the  economic  contribution  of  that  country— because  the 
Danes  have  not  the  foodstuffs  upon  which  to  sustain  their 
livestock. 

They  know  that  Hitler,  in  order  to  feed  a  hungered  and 
impoverished  Europe,  would  have  to  turn  to  the  bursting 
storehouses  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

He  would  approach  in  one  of  two  places.  He  would  either 
say  to  little  Uruguay,  or  to  Argentina,  or  to  some  other  coun- 
try in  South  America,  "I  offer  you  manufactured  goods, 
which  you  do  not  have,  at  a  premium,  for  the  raw  materials 
you  do  possess."  Then  behind  that  appeal  would  be  the 
mailed  fist  of  the  dominant  Hitler,  who.  in  the  course  of  less 
than  a  month,  has  almost  trampled  the  Old  World  under 
his  feet.  With  hardly  any  navy,  with  scarcely  an  air  fieet, 
with  barely  an  army,  what  would  little  Uruguay  be  able  to 
say  to  the  demands  of  such  a  conqueror? 

Suppose  they  did  begin  to  trade  with  him.  and  there- 
fore to  bolster  up  his  totalitarian  world?  What  would  we 
say  If  he  extended  the  same  appeal  to  another  country  and 
they  acceded  to  his  demands,  just  as  has  Rumania,  as  the 
terror  of  the  German  armies  has  become  more  obvious  to  the 
intimidated  Balkans,  as  the  invincible  character  of  the  mili- 
tary machine  has  become  more  evident,  capitulated?  We 
find  that  Carol,  who  has  bravely  held  out  to  maintain  his 
country's  integrity  as  a  nation,  has  had  to  yield,  and  appoint 
as  his  own  foreign  minister  a  known  Nazi  official.  So  the 
"fifth  column"  grows  bolder  and  their  infiltration  yet  braver, 
assuring  that  their  power  is  an  unconquerable  one. 

Suppose,  instead  of  that  happening.  Hitler  should  say  to 
the  United  States  of  America,  "Let  bygones  be  bygones.  I 
offer  you  exchange  of  goods  and  services.  Let  us  sit  down 
around  a  council  table  and  divide  up  the  economic  world. 
I  shaU  satisfy  my  lust— temporarily."  he  will  say  aside, 
"with  what  I  have  already  in  the  Old  World.  You  have  rich 
resources  which  I  need,  and  I  can  open  to  you  the  doors  of 
international  trade  which  you  need,  for,  Mr.  United  States 
of  America,  the  day  of  free  trade  has  passed."  He  would 
say,  "The  situation  demands  an  immediate  answer,  and  not 
equivocation,  Uncle  Sam." 

Then  what  would  brave  and  troubled  Uncle  Sam  say? 
Hitlers  proffer  would  amount  in  substance  to  an  ultimatum. 
"Are  you  our  friend,  or  are  you  against  us?  He  who  is  not 
for  me  Is  against  me."  Then  what  should  we  say?  Should 
we  shut  down  our  factories,  should  we  further  reduce  the 
acreage  of  our  farms,  should  we  further  restrict  the  output 
of  our  economic  machine,  with  the  consequent  loss  to  our 
own  economy,  or  should  we,  at  the  sacrifice  of  every  prm- 
ciple  we  hold  dear,  clasp  the  bloody  hand  of  Hitler  In  order 
to  live  economically? 

Some  would  say,  "Let  us  wait  until  next  month.  Mr. 
Hitler,  and  talk  about  It.  Would  not  you  postpone  it  for  a 
year,  until  we  are  stronger?"  I  do  not  suppose  grown  men 
would  expect  Hitler  to  accede  to  any  such  hope  as  that. 

Our  people  are  also  beginning  to  appreciate  another 
dilemma.  Let  us  suppose  that  the  "fifth  column"  should 
finally  seize,  according  to  local  ritualism  and  law,  the  gov- 
ernment of  one  of  the  South  American  countries.  Is  there 
anyone  who  would  doubt  that  if  that  government  took  its 
orders  from  Berlin,  orders  issuing  only  from  the  foul  mouth- 
ings  of  Hitler,  that  that  would  be  any  less  a  violation  of 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  than  if  a  German  fleet  and  soldiery 
appeared  off  the  coast  of  that  unhappy  country?  Of  course 
it  would  not  be  different  in  principle.  There  would  be  a 
collapse  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  unless  the  United  States 

chose  to  fight. 

Ah.  but  some  of  our  friends,  some  of  our  conscienUous 
friends,  who  have  been  characterized  as  "isolationists"  in  tho 
past,  say,  "Oh,  no;  let  us  not  go  outside  the  United  States  of 
America.  Let  us  build  a  great  fleet,  create  an  air  force,  en- 
large our  Army,  strengthen  our  fiscal  structure,  perhaps 
arouse  the  concern  of  our  people  for  their  own  safety,  but  let 
us  not  go  an  inch  beyond  territorial  United  SUtes.  because 
that  would  be  afllrmaUve  acUon,  and  to  interfere  In  another 


country  with  respect  to  Its  government  would  constitute  a 
breach  of  international  law." 

By  "international  law"  they  refer  to  a  code  which  civiliza- 
tion created  out  of  the  sacrifices  of  decent  men  of  the  past, 
which  was  preserved  by  the  sacrifices  and  the  blood  of  our 
heroic  dead.  But  since  Hitler  by  "intemational  law"  they 
refer.  I  say,  to  a  system  which  is  the  refuse  of  the  ages,  some- 
thing that  Is  dead,  dead  by  the  hand  of  Hitler. 

But  what  should  we  do,  in  the  case  I  put,  Mr.  President? 
Would  we  say,  "Very  well.  They  have  elected  those  officials 
In  X  country  or  Y  country,  and  it  would  be  a  breach  of 
International  law  If  we  Interfered.  Therefore  we  will  not 
Interfere."  Such  government  or  governments  with  what  they 
could  get  from  their  own  subjects,  and  the  subsidies  they 
would  receive  from  their  master  abroad,  would  begin  to 
build  up  their  own  army,  to  strengthen  their  own  navy.  and. 
furthermore,  to  place  their  economy  absolutely  at  the  mercy 
of  the  conquering  Hitler  and  his  hosts. 

When  that  practice  proceeded  to  country  after  country 
and.  perhaps,  eventually  approached  the  Rio  Grande,  at 
what  point  would  the  United  States  consider  that  its  na- 
tional defense  demanded  affirmative  action?  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  any  Senator  would  see  that  thing  occur  anywhere 
without  voting  for  affirmative  action.  Yet  that  Involves 
taking  our  boys  thousands  of  miles  to  the  south  of  us.  and 
marshaling  our  energies  and  resources  in  war  upon  foreign 

soil.  ^    ^ 

Where  is  it  better  to  defend  the  United  States?  I  say 
there  is  one  place  for  defending  the  United  States,  and  that 
is  where  its  danger  lies.  That  danger  is  in  one  place  and 
one  cause — in  Europe,  and  the  cause  of  Adolf  Hitler. 

For  the  last  few  days  all  eyes  have  been  turned  upon  the 
leader  of  the  Italian  people.  What  a  paradox  there  would  be 
in  scenery  to  one  who  could  look  from  the  other  world,  across 
the  Styx,  at  the  great  seat  of  a  great  church,  the  great  seat  of 
a  great  government,  at  a  great  leader  of  a  great  people,  and 
see  him  haggling  and  bargaining,  Uke  villains  dividing  their 
spoil,  as  to  which  side  he  should  join  in  this  war. 

Mussolini!  Well,  I  am  sure  that  Mussolini  has  been  ad- 
dressed by  the  President  of  this  country  in  sentiments  he 
should  not  have  misunderstood.  As  one  humble  member  of 
a  legislative  body — something  that  is  dead  in  his  country,  but, 
thank  God.  stiU  lives  yet  awhile  here— I  speak  to  him  as  a 
representative  of  the  people  always  speaks,  with  that  force 
and  dignity  which  comes  from  expressing  the  sentiments  of 
a  free  people. 

But  I  say  as  one  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  one 
Senator,  that  Benito  Mussolini  wUl  rue  the  day  that  he  casts 
his  lot  with  one  who  viciously  attacks  everything  which  civ- 
ilization holds  dear  in  the  wortd  today.  He  knows  he  Is 
looked  upon  with  no  confidence  by  Hitler,  whose  bloody  hand 
he  would  grasp.  He  should  know  he  will  be  but  a  vassal  in 
the  Hitler  state.  He  must  know  that  every  civUized  senti- 
ment of  his  country  calls  out  to  him  and  implores  him  not 
to  take  this  fatal  step.  He  knows  that  the  flowering  culture 
of  Roman  civilization,  which  he  has  tried  to  bring  back  to 
consciousness  and  to  life,  to  throb  through  the  civilized 

world he  knows  that  every  one  of  the  flne  sentiments  he 

cherishes  will  be  crushed  in  the  iron  fist  of  Hitlerism  as 
soon  as  Hitler's  nasty  job  is  partially  finished. 

He  must  know  that  all  the  beauty,  and  the  music,  and  the 
art,  and  the  culture,  and  the  refined  sentiments  of  his 
people,  would  revolt.  If  they  were  left  free  from  the  oper- 
ations of  a  vicious  propaganda  machine,  at  the  Frankenstein 
which  Hitler  has  created  out  of  the  German  people. 

Mr.  President,  if  Mussolini  has  any  doubt  about  what  the 
sentiment  of  the  people  of  this  country  is,  tell  him  to  send 
his  envoy  into  the  hmnble  homes  of  the  United  States;  tell 
him  to  read  letters  I  have  received  from  men  who  fought  in 
the  other  war,  and  who  hold  the  Distingxiished  Service  Cross; 
tell  him  to  read  the  communications  which  have  come  from 
women's  clubs  and  from  men  of  every  walk  of  life.  When  he 
sees  what  the  sentiment  of  the  United  States  Is.  he  will  know 
that  the  dastardly  power  which  would  try  to  assassinate  a 
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dvlllzatlcn  when  It  Is  flghUng  with  Its  back  to  the  wall,  win 
eventually  and  inevitably  be  overturned  by  the  moral  Indig- 
naUon  of  decent  men  and  by  retributive  jusUce  the  world 
over. 


give  aid  short  of  war"  to  the  Allies,  naming  them,  "Great 
Britain.  France,  Austria.  Czechoslovakia.  Poland,  Norway. 
Denmark.  Holland,  and  Belgium,  and  such  other  countries  as 
may  be  subject  to  unprovoked  military  aggression  by  Ger- 


done  to  prevent  the  occurrence  of  the  wretched  scene  which 
horrifies  the  world  today. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  whether  the  able  Senator 
from  Missouri  meant  to  Imply  that  my  patriotism  was  to  be 
subject  to  question,  and  that  I  might  join  the  "fifth  column- 


the  United  States  was  founded.  The  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  I  Mr.  Nye]  and  I  Introduced  a  series  of  resolutions. 
We  introduced  the  resolutions  jointly,  not  as  individuals,  but 
on  l>ehalf  of  the  Munitions  Committee,  which  had  been  con- 
sidering the  matter;  and  the  Munitions  Committee  originally 
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iMUzaticn  when  It  Is  flRhtlng  with  Its  back  to  the  wall,  will 
«¥entually  and  inevitably  be  overturned  by  the  moral  indig- 
nation of  decent  men  and  by  retributive  JusUce  the  world 
over. 

In  the  name  of  the  people  of  America  I  challenge  Musso- 
lini to  look  into  the  face  of  America  and  see  what  America 
ttiinks  atwut  the  cowardly  blow  he  is  about  to  strike.  Al- 
though I  cannot  speak  for  the  Senate  today,  I  will  venture 
to  prophesy  to  Mussolini.  Mr.  President:  Let  him  do  it  if  he 
will;  let  him  think  he  will  strike  down  civilization  when  it  is 
prostrate,  and  I  tell  him  that  there  will  be  a  time  when  he 
win  feel  the  sting  of  America's  lash  upon  his  body,  and  he 
will  craw!  like  a  scourged  slave  to  an  ignoble  dungeon  and 
spend  eternity  in  penance  for  what  he  has  done  to  destroy 
a  spiritual  body. 

So.  Mr.  President,  let  him  go  his  mad  way,  and  he  will  do 
more  to  provoke  America  to  action  than  even  his  insensible 
soul  can  feel — than  even  his  dull  conscience  can  perceive. 

I  speak  not  about  war.  for  God  forbid  that  war  should 
erer  come  to  let  its  foul  breath  strike  down  the  greatness  of 
our  country  or  the  flower  of  our  youth.  But  there  are  forces 
which  we  can  use  and  use  In  a  perfectly  permissible  way. 
We  can  sell  airplanes,  we  can  sell  certain  guns,  if  need  be  we 
can  sell  certain  vessels  that  will  be  needed  so  badly  in  the 
next  few  days.  More  than  that;  we  can  stand  up  like  men, 
like  Americans.  Mr.  President,  and  looking  him  in  his  own 
shifting  eyes,  already  looking  with  iust  upon  the  loot  that  he 
thinks  he  Is  going  to  get.  we  can  tell  him  that  the  first  com- 
mandment, recalling  the  sovereignty  of  a  supreme  God.  shall 
yet  live  as  It  has  lived  through  the  eons  of  the  past  against 
dictators  as  sordid  as  he;  we  can  tell  him  that  the  second  com- 
mandment, upholding  the  brotherhood  and  the  dignity  of 
man,  has  survived  other  scourges  and  will  survive  his;  we 
can  tell  him  that  the  sentiments  of  democracy,  which  have 
been  purchased  by  the  lifeblcod  of  Americans  and  their 
predecessors — they,  too,  shall  live,  because  they  are  embodied 
In  foundations  as  secure  as  are  the  sentiments  of  Christianity, 
the  dignity  of  God,  and  the  decency  of  man. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I  call  upon  the  Senate.  I  call  upon  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  members  on  Wednesday  next, 
to  be  present  at  that  meeting  and  to  speak  up  and  out  like 
men,  men  of  America,  men  of  America's  past,  and  say  "Amer- 
ica will  not  stand  indifferently  or  blindly  by  while  her  own 
security  is  undermined  inch  by  inch,  while  her  civilization 
is  destroj-ed  by  one  who  comes  with  the  flames  of  hell  to  de- 
vour the  beauty,  the  orderliness,  and  the  righteousness  of  the 
world." 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
before  he  resumes  his  seat? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  La  PoLLrms  in  the  chair) , 
Does  th^  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  What  I  ask  may  be  a  matter  of  repetition. 
It  may  be  that  the  able  Senator  explained  the  contents  of 
the  joint  resolution  either  today  or  at  some  other  time  while 
he  has  occupied  the  floor.  But  in  view  of  the  Impassioned 
plea  that  he  has  made  for  recognition  of  this  important 
Joint  resolution  by  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee.  I  re- 
spectfully request  the  able  Senator  to  give  me  briefly  the 
points  contained  in  the  joint  resolution,  and  how  far  he 
thinks  America  ought  to  go  in  her  aid  to  the  Allies  at  this 
particular  time. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  much  Indebted 
to  the  able  Senator  from  Illinois  for  that  Inquiry.  The  joint 
resolution  to  which  the  Senator  refers  Is  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 263.  After  the  recital  part,  it  provides  that  all  that 
we  shall  do  shall  be  short  of  war.  and  that  all  we  do  shall 
be  to  defend  countries  which  are  parties  to  the  Kellogg  Pact 
in  resisting  unprovoked  aggression  from  another  signer  of 
the  Kellogg  Pact,  to  which  we  are  a  party. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield?  

Mr.  PEPPER.  In  a  moment.  The  resolving  part  of  the 
Joint  resolution  provides  that  the  President  Is  "authorized  to 


give  aid  short  of  war"  to  the  Allies,  naming  them,  "Great 
Britain.  France.  Austria.  Czechoslovakia,  Poland,  Norway, 
Denmark,  Holland,  and  Belgium,  and  such  other  countries  as 
may  be  subject  to  unprovoked  military  aggression  by  Ger- 
many in  violation  of  the  Kellogg  Pact  or  of  the  rules  of  inter- 
national law." 

The  Joint  resolution  proposes  to  help  the  Allies  short  of 
war — how? 

By  Belling  and  delivering  within  the  United  States  to  any  or  all 
such  countries,  upon  payment  of  such  purcha.se  price  as  the  Pres- 
ident may  fix.  such  aircraft,  ships,  artillery  pieces,  and  other  war 
supplies,  materials,  and  equipment  as  in  his  judgment  can  be 
spared  without  imperiling  the  safety  of  the  United  States. 

And  it  provides  further,  Mr.  President,  that  the  govern- 
ments who  are  the  recipients  of  this  favor  shall  agree  with 
our  country  that  the  President  may  replace  from  any  goods 
being  manufactured  here  for  their  account  any  materials 
that  he  sells  them. 

Does  that  explain  to  the  Senator  what  I  had  in  mind? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  It  explains  it  to  me  very  fully,  Mr.  President. 
I  simply  wish  to  ask  one  more  question.  I  think  I  appreciate 
the  entire  force  of  the  joint  resolution,  and  if  I  imderstand 
it  correctly  from  the  explanation  of  the  eminent  Senator, 
it  merely  places  into  the  hands  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  full  power  and  authority  and  discretion  to 
make  disposition  of  any  mimitions  of  war  that  we  might 
have  on  hand,  to  the  countries  named  in  the  joint  resolu- 
tion, so  long  as  the  President  believes  that  in  making  such 
disposition  our  own  national  defense  is  in  no  wise  imperiled. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    That  is  exactly  right. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  other  words,  if  the  President  of  the 
United  States  ultimately,  after  a  careful  examination,  de- 
cided to  make  disposition  of  24  destroyers,  he  would  be 
able  to  do  that  under  this  joint  resolution,  assiuning  that 
he  believed  that  the  sale  of  those  destroyers  would  in  no 
way  impair  the  defense  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Yes. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLAiiK  of  Missouri.  Does  the  Senator  undertake  to 
tell  the  Senate  that  the  sale  of  our  Navy,  or  any  material 
part  of  it,  or  the  sale  of  our  air  force,  or  any  material  part 
of  it,  or  the  sale  of  our  coast-defense  guns,  or  any  material 
part  of  them,  would  not  be  an  act  of  war?  Does  the  Senator 
think  that  those  would  be  acts  short  of  war? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  certainly  do. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  will  answer  the  Senator  then 
in  my  own  time,  because  that  shows  an  abysmal  ignorance 
that  I  did  not  suppose  anybody  would  ever  exhibit  upon 
the  floor  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  And  the  remark  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri exhibits  an  abysmal  ignorance  of  the  realities  of  the 
present  situation  that  I  wish  no  Senator  on  the  floor  of  the 
United  States  Senate  would  present. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield  further? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  gladly  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  wishes  to  ad- 
monish Senators  with  regard  to  rule  XIX. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  assume  it  will 
not  be  a  violation  of  rule  XIX  for  me  to  suggest  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida,  if  he  is  thirsting  so  much  for  gore, 
that  trains  nm  regularly  to  Canada,  and  he  might  form  up 
in  the  United  SUtes  the  "fifth  colunm  for  intervention"  and 
take  them  all  on  the  train  and  enlist  tomorrow  in  Canada 
for  overseas  service. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  am  willing  to  let  posterity 
compare  the  patriotism  of  the  eminent  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri with  the  patriotism  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Florida. 
And  I  do  not  have  any  preconceived  prejudice  on  the  sub- 
ject either.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Missoiul,  other 
than  the  preconceived  prejudice  that  grew  out  of  very  deep 
and  aorrowfiU  regret  when  the  United  SUtes  of  America 
failed  to  do  a  long  time  ago  what  it  could  and  should  have 
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done  to  prevent  the  occurrence  of  the  wretched  scene  which 
horrifles  the  world  today. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  whether  the  able  Senator 
from  Missouri  meant  to  imply  that  my  patriotism  was  to  be 
subject  to  question,  and  that  I  might  join  the  "fifth  column- 
ists" or  not.  At  least  the  junior  Senator  from  Florida  has 
not  been  one  of  the  Senators  of  this  body  who  every  time 
an  appeal  from  the  Allies  has  been  presented  has  declared 
it  vicious  propaganda.  And  I  thank  God  that  I  have  not 
tried  to  throw  obstructions  in  the  way  of  those  who  have 
tried  to  bring  to  the  consciousness  of  America  the  heinous- 
ness  of  what  was  going  on. 

Now  a  word  about  international  law,  about  which  my 
friend  has  indirectly  commented.  The  Senator  implies  that 
it  would  be  a  breach  of  international  law  for  us 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator 
ought  to  suggest  that  I  ever  implied  anything  in  any  debate 
with  him.  I  made  very  explicit  statements;  and  when  the 
Senator  concludes  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  express  my  posi- 
tion very  explicitly,  and  not  by  Implication. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  the  Senator 
approaches  the  mr.tter  in  that  way,  because  it  is  unbecom- 
ing in  any  of  us  to  approach  matters  by  implication.  What 
the  Senator  said  about  the  "fifth  column"  was  perhaps  an 
unintentional  implication  which  he  would  far  more  properly 
have  stated  directly. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  referred  to  the 
columnists'  "fifth  column"  for  intervention,  which  is  one 
of  the  great  controlling  factors  in  working  up  the  hysteria 
which,  in  my  opinion,  the  Senator  from  Florida  Is  also  trying 
to  work  up  at  the  present  time,  for  involving  the  United  States 
in  war. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  In  the  first  place.  I  am  not  trying  to  work 
up  any  hysteria.  I  am  trying  to  tell  the  people  of  my  coun- 
try, as  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  do,  the  danger  which  I  see 
hovering  upon  my  country's  horizon;  and  instead  of  wanting 
to  do  nothing  about  it,  I  want  us  to  do  what  we  can  about  it. 
Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  in  a  moment,  if  the 
Senator  will  withhold  his  request. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  second  place,  the  Senator  from  Florida 
has  been  speaking  about  a  resolution  which  is  set  down  in  the 
American  lancuage.  in  black  and  white.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  in  every  utterance  he  has  made,  has  spoken  about 
aid.  short  of  war.  which  this  country  might  give  the  Allies. 
Furthermore,  his  resolution,  in  the  American  language,  says 
that  we  propose  to  do  nothing  except  to  remove  the  shackles 
from  the  constitutional  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States,  who,  under  the  Constitution  and 
in  the  opinion  of  the  coimtry,  is  presumed  to  do  his  duty. 
I  propose  to  do  nothing  except  to  put  it  within  the  power  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  whose  integrity  and 
wisdom  the  people  of  the  coimtry  have  confidence,  to  do  what 
can  be  done,  short  of  war.  to  let  the  Allies  in  this  crucial  hour 
have  some  materials  of  war  the  title  to  which  might  happen 
to  be  in  the  United  States  of  America,  as  well  as  instruments 
of  war  the  title  to  which  might  happen  to  be  in  some  manu- 
facturer over  in  Baltimore. 

Talk  about  international  law.  I  want  to  know  what 
distinction  Hitler  makes  in  his  mind  between  a  bomber  which 
is  taken  from  Langley  Field  and  sold  to  a  factory,  and  then 
sold  by  the  factory  to  the  Allies,  and  a  bomber  from  Langley 
Field  which  is  sold  directly  to  the  Allies,  or  a  bomber  which 
is  made  by  the  Glenn  Martin  Co.  in  Baltimore  and  sold  to 
the  Allies.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  the  able  Senator  from 
Missouri  I  Mr.  ClarkI  was  one  of  those  who  opposed  the 
Neutrality  Act.    Or  am  I  In  error? 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  was  one  of 
the  authors  of  the  original  Neutrality  Act.  I  opposed  strik- 
ing out  the  embargo  against  sales  to  belligerent*.  I  was  one 
of  the  two  Senators  who  originally  introduced  the  series 
of  resolutions  upon  which  the  whole  ncutraUty  structure  of 


the  United  States  was  founded.  The  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Ny«]  and  I  introduced  a  series  of  resolutions. 
We  introduced  the  resolutions  jointly,  not  as  individuals,  but 
on  behalf  of  the  Munitions  Conmxittee,  which  had  been  con- 
sidering the  matter;  and  the  Mimitions  Committee  originally 
entered  upon  the  course  of  drawing  up  those  resolutions 
upon  the  suggestion  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  PEPPER.  Very  well,  Mr.  President. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  the  Senator  from  Florida 
wishes  to  make  anything  out  of  that,  he  is  welcome  to  make 
anything  he  can  out  of  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  gladly  acquit  the  able  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri  

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Tlie  Senator  does  not  need  to 
acquit  me.  I  am  very  proud  that  I  was  one  of  the  Senators 
who  introduced  the  series  of  resolutions  which  became  the 
fundamental  basis  for  the  present  neutrality  policy  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Very  well,  Mr.  President.  I  am  glad  that  the 
Senator  now  seems  to  express  his  approval  of  the  Neutrality 
Act  which  we  passed  at  the  last  special  session.  But  I  ask. 
What  difference  is  there  in  principle  between  passing  a  neu- 
trality act  which  permits  our  factories  to  make  implements 
of  war  and  sell  them  to  the  Allies,  and  the  United  States  of 
America  selling  an  old  vwr  plane,  or  one  slightly  outmoded, 
with  the  prospect  of  getting  a  new  one  for  it  next  week  or 
next  month? 

Aside  from  that  distinction,  I  wish  to  mention  another  mat- 
ter. The  only  argument  which  can  be  made  is  that  such 
action  might  constitute  a  technical  violation  of  international 
law.  International  law  as  to  whom?  Has  Hitler  any  right 
to  claim  the  benefit  and  protection  of  international  law  while 
he  rapes  Europe?  Has  a  murderer,  while  he  is  looting  his 
victim,  any  right  to  insist  that  an  officer  shall  not  restrain 
his  bestial  greed  unless  he  has  a  search  warrant?  Hitler  has 
violated  every  law  of  God  and  man.  If  he  has  any  standing 
before  the  bar  of  international  justice  or  conscience  then  no 
perfidy  can  take  the  cloak  of  such  a  right  away  from  a  human 
being. 

Mr.  President,  little  Belgium,  with  Germans  massing  on 
her  frontiers,  knew  that  the  only  hope  of  defense  she  had  was 
Allied  arms.  In  spite  of  Hitler's  villainous  lies,  in  my  opinion, 
not  one  Allied  tank  or  soldier  ever  crossed  the  Belgian  frontier 
until  after  Hitler,  following  his  own  solemn  assurance  that  he 
would  net  violate  the  Belgian  frontier,  sent  his  armed  minions 
across  her  relatively  defenseless  boundaries.  Yet  the  Allies 
were  held  back  upon  the  other  frontier.  What  was  the  sad 
effect?  Belgium  said.  "If  we  scrupulously  observe  interna- 
tional law,  if  our  neutrality  cannot  possibly  be  questioned,  if 
we  show  no  favoritism,  perhaps  the  vows  of  Hitler,  the  senti- 
ments of  civilization,  the  rules  of  international  law,  and  civili- 
zation's code  of  decency  will  protect  us,  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  such  things  did  no  good  in  1914." 

Who  originated  the  phrase  "A  scrap  of  paper"?  That  is 
not  a  recent  German  doctrine.  The  able  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri fought  bravely  and  valiantly  in  the  last  war;  and  while 
he  may  have  one  opinion,  I  cherish  another,  about  the  high 
quality  of  that  sacrifice,  what  it  did,  and  how  long  it  staved 
off  what  we  now  have.  But  I  shall  not  det>ate  that  question 
now.  Who  was  it  in  1914  who  gave  currency  to  the  odious 
phrase  "A  scrap  of  paper"?  What  was  that  scrap  of  paper? 
It  was  a  solemn  treaty  entered  into  by  the  sovereign  and 
imperial  Government  of  Germany  with  the  King  of  the  Bel- 
gians and  his  people,  that  Belgian  territory  would  not  be 
violated.  Yet  what  happened?  International  law  did  not 
save  the  Belgians  then  or  recently.  It  did  not  save  the  Dutch. 
It  did  not  save  the  Danes.  It  did  not  save  the  Norwegians. 
It  did  not  save  Poland.  It  did  not  save  Czechoslovakia,  and 
it  did  not  save  little  Luxemburg. 

Luxemburg,  a  little  country  with  a  total  army  of  only  a 
few  hundred  men — hardly  more  than  a  police  force — de- 
pended upon  nothing  except  the  decent  regard  of  Its  neigh- 
bors for  Its  own  boundaries.  What  happened?  Did  Hitler 
hesitate  about  International  law?  I  think  perhaps  some  of 
my  friends  are  expecting  to  see  Hitler  hailed  before  a  police 
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eourt  ov«r  there  and  fined  by  some  Dutch  magistrate  or  Bel- 
gian officer  of  the  law  for  having  committed  a  legal  trespass. 
Mr.  President.  Hitler  has  gone  so  far  beyond  the  code  of 
..._  ^, ^  wi-  _^~<»  .1^  inHA<u«Hh>ahip  in  the  lAneuaees 
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the  Allies  to  win.    Suppose  they  do  not  win;  suppose  that  is 
not  enough  to  win  against  Hitler;  does  the  Senator  want  to 

go  the  rest  of  the  way? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    When  that  situatitm  presents  Itself  for  de- 
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would  be  providing  the  other  governments  munitions  of  war 
by  the  Federal  Government  itself. 

6o  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  does  he  know  of  any 
precedent  in  modem  times  of  a  government  supplying  a  war- 


repealing  the  old  neutrality  laws  and  establishing  a  new  one. 
Those  opposed  to  the  change  of  the  neutrality  laws  declared 
that  the  change  would  involve  us  in  the  war.  Indeed,  before 
that,  when  we  increased  our  naval  and  military  appropria- 
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court  over  there  and  fined  by  some  Dutch  magistrate  or  Bel- 
gian officer  of  the  Uw  for  having  cominitted  a  legal  trespass. 
Mr  President.  Hitler  has  gone  so  far  beyond  the  code  of 
humanity  that  his  wrongs  are  Indescribable  in  the  languages 
of  man  It  U  ridiculous  to  say  that  that  man.  upon  his  mad 
mission,  may  claim  that  we  should  not  let  the  Allies  have  a 
few  abipB.  because  to  do  so  would  be  to  violate  international 

Mr  President,  what  is  the  one  hope  of  IntemaUonal  law 
ever  coming  back  to  the  world?  It  is  in  Hitler  being  crushed. 
Whatever  we  do  to  crush  Hitler  will  help  to  restore  inter- 
national law  to  mankind. 

A  little  while  ago  many  eminent  Jurists  gathered  here  from 
the  foin-  comers  of  the  earth.  What  has  happened  to  juris- 
prudence with  Hitler  loose?  All  the  noble  temples  of  the 
law  have  been  desecrated.  Their  musty  volumes  have  X>een 
thrown  into  the  rulAish  heap. 

In  1938  I  had  the  privilege — If  it  be  a  privilege — of  visiting 
the  Nazi  party  congress  at  Nuremburg.  which  gave  me  the 
first  ghastly  view  of  what  I  have  come  to  see  in  the  German 
military  machine.  We  happened  to  be  in  attendance  one 
day  when  one  of  the  law  officers  next  to  Hitler  was  speaking. 
Of  course  we  could  not  imdcrstand  what  he  said,  but  others 
around  us  could  understand  enough  so  that  we  picked  up  the 
threads  of  it.  I  noticed  that  the  audience  was  laughing. 
The  speaker  would  go  along  and  say  another  sentence  or  two, 
and  then  the  audience  would  burst  into  laughter.  Finally 
I  Mked  one  of  the  American  representatives  what  the  speaker 
was  saying.  He  repUed.  "He  is  making  fun  of  our  system 
of  law."  He  was  belittling  it.  speaking  of  It  as  one  of  the  old. 
outworn  vestiges  of  an  old.  outworn  day. 

Must  we,  the  defenders  of  the  law.  be  hamstrung  by  the 
technicians  who  say.  "No;  we  must  not  do  that  because  It 
constitutes  a  technical  violation  of  a  dead  code." 

So.  Mr.  President,  my  analogy  is  of  firemen  rushing  to 
put  out  the  flames  that  are  about  to  engulf  a  dear  edifice. 
In  that  emergency.  I  would  not  have  them  stopped  by  signs 
which  read,  "Keep  off  the  grass."  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
have  the  American  people  answer  this  question.  Here  Is  an 
answer  in  the  Gallup  poll,  which  shows  that  71  percent 
think  the  United  States  is  not  giving  enough  help  to  the 
Allies. 

The  American  people  have  seen  through  the  pretense  of 
this  thing.  They  see  the  sham  of  Hitler's  claim  and  they 
are  disturbed  in  their  hearts.  I  say,  my  fellow  Senators,  that 
this  is  what  America  is  sajring: 

Leading  from  the  rear. 

Says  an  editorial  from  the  Washington  Dally  News  of  thia 
date: 

An  utonlshlng  phenomenon  of  the  natlonal-defenae  crlslB  Is  the 
alf^gjchnen  with  which  Washington  is  lollowlng  in  the  wake  at 
public  opinion. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  do  want  to  defend  America. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President- 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Will  the  Senator  read  the  remainder  of  the 
editorial?  If  so.  be  will  see  that  it  is  not  about  war  prepara- 
tion but  about  taxation.  The  Senator  merely  read  the  first 
■entence  of  the  editorial. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  and  all  those  who  observe  the 
future  policy  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  under 
whatever  administration  may  have  possession  of  it  will 
learn  more  about  taxation  In  the  next  2  or  3  years  than 
they  have  ever  learned  in  all  their  lives,  if  we  are  really 
going  to  give  the  American  people  any  substantial  assurance 
of  the  territorial  safety  and  integrity  of  their  country. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
norida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  PEPPER    I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  HOLT.  The  Senator  says  he  wants  to  supply  arms  and 
ammunition,  ships,  and  all  other  things  necessary  to  enable 
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the  Allies  to  win.    Suppose  they  do  not  win;  suppose  that  is 
not  enough  to  win  against  Hitler;  does  the  Senator  want  to 

go  the  rest  of  the  way? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  When  that  situation  presents  itself  for  de- 
cision then  I  will  decide  it,  and  I  will  directly  decide  it.  At 
the  present  time  I  should  say  "No."  What  I  would  say  at 
some  future  time  would  be  for  me  to  decide  when  presented 
with  the  importance  of  the  question  whether,  if  I  have  to  fight 
a  war,  I  would  rather  fight  it  upon  American  soil  or  fight  it 
upon  foreign  soil,  remembering  that  since  1815  Germany  has 
not  fought  one  war  upon  German  soil. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Then  the  Senator  has  considered  the  possi- 
bility of  fighting  a  war  across  the  sea. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  feel  that  there  is  a  very  great  certainty  of 
our  fighting  a  war  eventually  here  upon  this  continent,  if  it 
is  not  kept  abroad,  and  I  do  not  want  to  see  it  come  here. 

Mr.  HOLT.  So  the  Senator  wants  to  go  abroad  instead 
of  fighting  it  here? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Just  a  moment.  Now  by  furnishing  aid 
that  is  seasonable,  that  is  in  the  discretion  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  whom  the  people  trust,  and  that  will 
not  endanger  our  own  security  and  safety.  In  his  opinion,  I 
believe  we  can  keep  war  from  ever  coming  here  and  make  it 
unnecessary  for  a  single  American  boy  ever  to  go  to  war  either 
here  or  abroad. 

Mr.  HOLT.  But  the  Senator  will  not  say  that  he  will  not 
vote  to  send  the  boys  across  the  seas  if ,  in  his  opinion,  it  is 
necessary? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  It  all  depends  upon  what  Is  meant  by 
"necessary."    Now,  I  would  say  "No." 

Mr.  HOLT.     But  tomorrow  what  would  the  Senator  say? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    It  would  depend  upon  circumstances. 

Mr.  HOLT.  That  is.  the  American  boys  are  going  to  pay 
with  their  lives  according  to  circumstances? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  wish  we  might  be  permitted,  if  we  could 
behold  such  a  ghastly  thing  without  recoiling  before  it,  to  look 
down  the  lane  of  the  future  and  say  what  policy  will  save  most 
of  America's  boys  from  experiencing  the  carnage  of  war. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Would  the  Senator  enlist  to  go  over  when  he 
sends  American  boys  over? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Well.  I  suspect  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Florida  would  exhibit  about  as  much  patriotism  bs 
would  his  associates  here.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  am  glad  to  hear  the  Senator  will  enlist. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I,  at  least,  was  technically  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  during  the  previous  war. 

Mr.  HOLT.    How  long  did  the  Senator  serve? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Prom  October  7,  1918.  until  December  12. 
as  is  attested  by  an  honorable  discharge.  Has  the  Senator 
one? 

Mr.  HOLT.  No;  I  was  only  12  years  old  at  that  time; 
but  on  which  side  of  the  Atlantic  did  the  Senator  serve? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Are  there  any  honorable  discharges  in  the 
Senator's  family? 

Mr.  HOLT.  No;  but  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  on  which 
side  of  the  Atlantic  he  served? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  On  this  side.  I  hope  to  God  no  American 
boy  shall  ever  have  to  go  abroad;  and  that  Is  the  reason  why 
I  want  to  assure  that  he  will  not  have  to  fight  anywhere, 
here  or  elsewhere. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  Some  3  or  4  years  ago  I  introduced  into  the 
Senate  a  measure  to  authorize  the  Federal  Government  to 
manufacture  munitions  of  war  and  giving  it  what  amounted 
to  a  monopoly  within  certam  very  restricted  areas  of  opera- 
tion. It  was  suggested  to  me  at  that  time  by  a  number  of 
Senators  that  that  would  not  be  a  desirable  situation,  and 
they  based  their  objection  upon  the  ground,  if  the  Govern- 
ment made  munitions  and  was  the  sole  producer  that  it  could 
not  sell  munitions  of  war  to  any  other  Government  without 
thereby  possibly  violating  international  law;  in  other  words, 
that  would  be  regarded  as  in  the  nature  of  an  overt  act;  it 
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the  attitude  of  the  leading  statesmen  of  the  world,  and  they 
are  acquainted  with  his  attitude.  He  has  been  tried  with 
rtnmAstip  nnp.«;tinns  nrobablv  weightier  than  any  which  have 
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would  be  providing  the  other  governments  munitions  of  war 
by  the  Federal  Government  Itself. 

So  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  does  he  know  of  any 
precedent  in  modern  times  of  a  government  supplying  a  war- 
ring nation  with  arms  and  ammunition?  Is  there  such  a 
precedent,  and  if  so  was  that  an  overt  act  or  regarded  in 
effect  as  being  a  possible  casus  belli?  I  know  of  no  such 
precedent. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Very  well.  Let  me  see  if  I  can  answer  the 
Senator's  question.  First,  I  should  say  Spain;  second.  I 
should  say  Finland;  third,  I  should  say  every  other  country 
which  has  been  ravaged  by  the  German  Government  with- 
out a  declaration  of  war;  for.  mind  you.  Mr.  President.  Hit- 
ler has  not  declared  war  on  any  of  these  countries;  Mus- 
solini will  not  declare  war.  They  merely  begin  action,  and 
that  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  my  friend  from 
Florida  to  the  fact  that  we  invaded  Nicaiagua  without  a 
declaration  of  war;  that  the  United  States  of  America  sent 
ships  down  and  bombarded  the  port  of  Vera  Cruz,  landed 
troops  there,  and  shot  Mexicans  and  Nicaraguans  to  death 
without  a  declaration  of  war.  We  ourselves  were  gvulty  of 
imdeclared  wars.  So  we  cannot  be  too  holy  about  undeclared 
wars  when  we  killed  so  many  Nicaraguans  that  if  the  Japanese 
had  killed  proportionately  as  many  Chinese  they  would  have 
had  to  have  shot  to  death  2.000,000  Chinese  to  kill  as  many 
proportionately  as  we  killed  Nicaraguans  in  an  undeclared 
war.    The  Senator  knows  that  to  be  true. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  rise  to  defend  any 
act  of  our  Government  or  our  coimtry.  It  is  the  country  of 
my  friend,  the  able  Senator  from  Washington,  as  it  is  my 
country.  We  will  have  to  share  the  obloquy  of  its  wrong  as 
we  glory  in  the  dignity  of  its  greatness.  But.  Mr.  President, 
that  is  not  the  issue  that  is  jaresent  here.  The  question  is 
whether  we  will  act  now,  whether  we  will  act  helpfully,  or  i 
whether  we  will  refuse  to  do  anything  that  will  protect  our 
country  against  the  spread  of  war  to  our  shores  from  the 
carnage  of  Europe. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  my  piuTJOse  to 
make  a  war  speech,  though  I  will  refer  to  the  war  indirectly. 
But  I  am  going  to  do  the  rather  imusual  thing  of  making  a 
peaceful  political  speech.  [Laughter.]  I  think  I  can  assure 
the  Senate,  as  I  shall  speak  from  notes,  that  the  speech  will 
not  take  over  12  minutes  to  deliver,  and  then  I  will  relinquish 
the  fioor  to  someone  else  who  may  want  to  get  into  a  row. 

Mr.  President,  in  these  unusual  days  the  front  pages  of  all 
our  newspapers  and  the  greater  part  of  all  radio  programs 
are  quite  naturally  taken  up  with  the  European  war  now  going 
on,  and  today  it  seems  to  have  spread  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  The  war  is  the  topic  of  conversation  on  every 
tongue. 

The  country  at  large  seems  to  be  giving  little  attention  to 
domestic  political  questiotf  which  ordinarily  at  this  quad- 
rennial period  are  devoted  to  Presidential  politics.  Notwith- 
standing the  alarming  and  almost  terrifying  news  which  we 
are  daily  receiving  with  reference  to  the  progress  of  the  Euro- 
pean war,  I  am  one  of  those  who  still  hope  that  when  it  Is 
over  and  its  settlements  are  effected,  the  United  States  will 
have  retained  her  neutrality,  that  she  will  not  be  the  loser  by 
the  results  of  the  war,  and  that  peace  will  continue  to  be  our 
portion. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  not  sent  our  boys  to  Europe  to  take 
part  in  that  war.  nor  have  we  given  any  nations  engaged 
therein  any  flnanriai  credits,  and  I  believe  that  our  action  in 
these  two  matters  is  approved  by  almost  every  right-thinking 
American  citizen;  indeed,  I  believe  that  our  whole  course  of 
conduct  during  the  period  since  the  war  started  has  been 
approved  by  the  American  people. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  about  a  year  ago.  before  the  war 
began,  the  President  recommended  that  our  neutrality  laws 
be  changed  and  amended,  and  the  Congress  at  first  refused 
to  change  these  neutrality  laws.  Then  President  Roosevelt 
called  an  extra  session  of  the  Congress  for  the  purpose  of 
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repealing  the  old  neutrality  laws  and  establishing  a  new  one. 
Those  opposed  to  the  change  of  the  neutrality  laws  declared 
that  the  change  would  Involve  us  in  the  war.  Indeed,  before 
that,  when  we  increased  our  naval  and  military  appropria- 
tions last  year,  many  opposed  the  increases  on  the  ground 
that  those  increases  would  put  us  In  the  European  war. 
Nearly  a  year  has  passed,  and  these  dire  predictitms  have 
not  come  true,  and  I  sincerely  hope  they  will  not  come  tine. 
We  are  not  in  the  European  war,  and  we  do  not  intend  to  get 
in  the  war. 

Mr.  President,  who  is  responsible  for  the  successful  course 
pursued  by  the  United  States  in  this  crisis?  My  answer  is, 
and  I  believe  it  is  the  answer  of  every  fair-minded  and  intelli- 
gent American  citizen,  it  is  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt.  He  has 
taken  the  lead.  He  has  successfully  managed  our  foreign 
affairs  up  to  this  good  hour  in  this  crisis.  It  is  true  that  he 
has  had  an  able  assistant  in  a  great  Secretary  of  State,  Cordell 
Hull;  and  let  me  say  in  passing  that  I  do  not  believe  the 
United  States  ever  had  a  greater  Secretary  of  State  than  Mr. 
Hull.  But  the  responsibility  of  keeping  us  out  of  this  war  was 
that  of  President  Roosevelt,  and  up  to  this  good  hour  he  has 
in  every  way  successfully  exercised  that  responsibility. 

It  was  President  Roosevelt  who  earnestly,  and  time  and 
again,  recommended  the  repeal  of  the  old  Neutrality  Act  and 
the  substitution  of  the  new  one.  Immediately  upon  the  pas- 
sage of  the  present  Neutrality  Act,  the  great  body  of  our 
people  realized  that  it  was  the  only  right  and  proper  thing  to 
do;  and  today  there  is  scarcely  a  suggestion  of  criticism  of  it. 
President  Roosevelt  did  not  recommend  the  psissage  of  the 
Johnson  Act,  introduced  by  my  distinguished  friend,  our 
l>eloved  tetither  Senator  from  California,  Hiram  Johnson, 
prohibiting  the  extension  of  credits  to  European  nations 
which  were  indebted  to  us.  but  he  awroved  that  act.  He 
Approved  that  policy,  and  up  to  date  it  has  worked  well 
under  his  direction  and  guidance. 

When  Austria  was  ovemin  and  later  when  Czechoslovakia 
and  Poland  were  overrun  by  Hitler,  our  people  in  America 
were  greatly  incensed  at  these  xmjustiflable  and  unwarranted 
invasions  and  occupations  oi  small  democratic  States  by  the 
great  German  power. 

Later  on.  our  people  were  again  greatly  outraged  by  the 
ruthless  and  unjustifiable  invasion  of  Finland  by  Russia. 
TTiese  invstsions  incensed  President  Roosevelt  also,  but  they 
did  not  throw  him  off  his  guard.  While  fervently  urging 
peace  and  protesting  against  these  unjustifiable  invasions, 
yet  every  question  that  arose  concerning  them  he  and  his 
wise  Secretary  of  State  considered  with  care  and  frankness, 
and  with  an  eye  on  what  was  best  for  America,  and  kept  us 
from  being  Involved  in  any  of  those  crises. 

More  recently,  when  Norway,  Denmark,  Luxonburg,  Hol- 
land, and  Belgium  were  overrun  by  the  Hltlerlzed  Germany, 
In  violation  of  every  known  rule  of  international  law  and 
morality  and  justice,  again  our  people  became  greatly  en- 
raged and  incensed;  but  through  these  several  crises  our 
foreign  policy,  under  our  great  President,  has  successfully 
weathered  the  storm. 

Mr.  President,  what  the  end  of  this  general  European  war 
and  strife  will  be,  no  one  can  say.  No  one  can  predict  the 
future  in  such  matters.  No  one  can  predict  even  for  a  day 
what  the  European  war  may  bring  forth. 
No  one  can  predict  whether  France  will  win  or  succimib. 
No  one  can  even  predict  whether  Great  Britain  will  win 
or  succumb. 

No  one  can  predict  whether  Germany  will  finally  win  or 
succumb. 

If  Fiance  and  Great  Britain  lose,  who  can  prophesy  what 
the  future  would  hold  in  store  for  the  European  world,  or 
even  for  the  Western  Hemisphere? 

If  Germany  should  win  and  become  possessed  of  the  British 
and  French  navies,  who  can  predict  what  she  might  do  or 
attempt  to  do  with  them? 

If  Germany  should  win,  what  would  she  undertake  to  do 
with  Canada,  or  the  British  or  French  islands  in  the  West 
Indies? 
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may  be  ready  for  future  eventualities.    The  Senator  from 
Connecticut  will  not  speak  at  length.  I  hope. 
Mr.  DANAHER.    I  shall  not. 


whether  the  pound  should  be  pegged,  or  the  tin  and  rubber 
markets  contracted  to  insure  better  prices,  or  whether  trade 
should  be  conducted  on  a  barter  basis  with  participation  by 
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Who  can  predict  what  Germany's  attitude  toward  the 
nations  of  South  or  Central  America  would  be? 

Who  can  predict  what  her  attitude  would  be  toward  our 
next-door  neighbor.  Mexico? 

Great  Britain  had  certain  rights  in  the  Hay-Pauncefote 
Treaty,  under  which  the  Panama  Canal  was  built.  Who  can 
t«ll  what  Hitlers  attitude  toward  that  great  canal  might  be  11 
he  should  control  Great  Britain? 

Who  can  predict  what  his  attitude  toward  Canada  would 
be.  or  what  Canada's  attitude  might  be? 

Who  can  predict  what  would  become  of  the  West  India 
islands? 

All  of  these  questions  gravely  affect  the  welfare,  interests, 
and  policies  of  the  United  States. 

The  Monroe  Doctrine,  established  in  1825.  by  which  it  was 
declared  and  ever  since  has  been  maintained  that  the  United 
States  would  not  stand  by  and  see  European  powers  obtaining 
territory  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  is  a  doctrine  very  dear 
to  the  hearts  of  all  American  citizens.  Naturally  we  would 
riot  willingly  give  up  that  doctrine. 

If  the  British  Ides  should  fall  a  prey  to  Germany.  Canada 
might  wish  to  come  under  our  protection  at  once,  or  the 
British  or  French  West  Indies  might  want  to  come  under  our 
protection  at  once. 

Who.  then.  Mr.  President,  can  predict  the  result  of  these 
questions  and  others  like  unto  them? 

In  my  opinion,  the  Pres:dent  of  the  United  States  and  his 
administration  have  dealt  and  are  dealing  with  these  several 
vital  questions  to  our  country  in  a  way  satisfactory  to  every 
right-thinking  American.  Our  Nation's  course  m  this  world 
crisis  has  been  wise,  has  been  far-seeing,  and  has  been  just  and 
right  according  to  all  proper  concepts  of  international  justice. 
Just  recently  Mr.  Roosevelt  has  recommended  a  vast  in- 
crease in  national  defense.  He  has  reconmiended  enormous 
additions  to  our  Army,  to  our  Navy,  and  to  our  Air  Corps.  He 
has  recommended  a  survey  of  our  industrial  and  economic 
resources  which  may  be  used  for  preparedness.  He  has  recom- 
mended that  every  step  be  taken  to  prepare  our  country  for 
any  emergency. 

In  all  these  things  he  has  the  backing  of  the  American  peo- 
ple and  he  has  the  backing  of  our  Congress,  as  is  shown  by  the 
fact  that  the  bills  he  has  recommended  carrying  out  these 
policies  have  passed  with  absolute  unanimity  in  the  Senate, 
and  with  almost  absolute  unanimity  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr.  President.  It  is  in  this  situation  that  the  national  con- 
ventions of  our  two  great  national  parties  are  fast  approach- 
ing— one  the  Republican,  on  June  24.  and  the  other  the 
Democratic,  on  July  15.  The  delegates  to  the  Republican 
Conventioh  have  been  well-nigh  all  chosen.  The  delegates  to 
the  Democratic  Convention  have  not  yet  all  been  chosen,  but 
a  great  majority  of  them  have  been.  The  Republican  Conven- 
tion is  divided  among  a  number  of  reactionary  cand  dates. 
The  delegates  to  the  Democratic  Convention  are  far  more 
unanimous:  and  it  is  apparent  that  the  great  body  of  them 
desire  to  renominate  and  reelect  Franklin  Roosevelt  as 
President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  under  this  state  of  facts,  under  conditions  as 
they  now  exist  in  our  country,  under  conditions  as  they  now 
exist  in  the  war-torn  world.  I  unhesitatingly  say  that  Franklin 
Roosevelt  should  be  renominated  and  reelected  President  of 
the  United  States.  It  is  no  time  for  us  to  swap  horses  in  the 
middle  of  the  stream.  It  is  no  time  for  us  to  take  chances  on 
a  new  and  untried  man.  It  is  no  time  for  us  to  be  restrained 
by  precedents,  or  to  divide  on  policies  or  on  facts  staring  us  in 
the  face.    It  is  no  time  for  us  to  gamble  on  our  leadership. 

One  of  the  outstanding  difficulties  in  the  way  of  Allied  suc- 
cess in  this  war  is  that  they  have  no  outstanding  leader  either 
in  their  governments  or  in  their  war  machines.  I  devoutly 
hope  one  may  arise.  In  this  country,  whether  we  like  him  or 
not,  we  all  know  we  have  a  great  leader — not  a  despot,  not  a 
dictator,  but  an  honest  and  real  democratic  leader. 

President  Roosevelt  has  been  the  head  of  this  Nation  for 
more  than  7  years.  He  is  familiar  with  every  relationship 
between  this  Nation  and  other  nations.   He  is  acquainted  with 
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the  attitude  of  the  leading  statesmen  of  the  world,  and  they 
are  acquainted  with  his  attitude.  He  has  been  tried  with 
domestic  questions  probably  weightier  than  any  which  have 
heretofore  come  before  our  Government.  He  has  managed 
those  questions  with  remarkable  skill  and  ability.  He  is  now 
being  tried  with  even  weightier  foreign  questions.  In  these 
he  has  met  every  test.  He  has  made  a  good  fight.  He  has 
kept  the  faith.  He  has  been  true  in  every  detail.  He  has  kept 
our  Nation  on  an  even  keel.  His  leadership  has  been  wise  and 
patriotic,  statesmanlike,  able,  vigorous,  high-minded,  and  In 
every  way  in  keeping  with  the  highest  and  best  American 
traditions  and  American  principles. 

Again,  Mr.  President,  it  has  been  urged  that  if  the  war 
speedily  ends  there  will  not  be  any  necessity  of  renominating 
Mr.  Roosevelt.  This  is  not  true,  for  several  outstanding  rea- 
sons. If  the  war  should  soon  terminate,  as  everyone  knows, 
the  questions  arising  from  It  could  not  possibly  be  settled  by 
January  1.  1941.  Again,  oiir  domestic  questions  must  not  be 
settled  either  by  an  Isolationist  or  by  a  reactionary.  They 
must  be  settled  along  progressive  lines.  Mr.  Roosevelt  is  in 
the  midst  of  the  job,  and  he  Is  the  best  man  to  complete  it. 
Again,  he  is  the  strongest  man  the  Democrats  can  nominate, 
and  we  should  take  no  chances.  Under  no  circumstances 
should  we  return  to  the  policies  and  tragedies  which  existed 
in  our  Government  and  in  our  country  prior  to  the  year 
1933.  At  this  time,  Mr.  Roosevelt's  reelection  is  just  as 
necessary  from  a  domestic,  democratic,  and  national  stand- 
point as  from  the  standpoint  of  our  foreign  affairs. 

Mr.  President,  the  Democratic  Convention  at  Chicago  must 
renominate  Mr.  Roosevelt.  I  hope  he  may  be  renominated 
without  a  dissenting  voice.  The  candidates  for  the  nomina- 
tion on  the  Democratic  side  are  all  able  and  worthy  men. 
With  the  President's  active  help,  perhaps  any  one  of  them 
could  be  elected.  I  believe  Mr.  Hull  could  be  elected,  or 
Vice  President  Garner  could  be  elected,  or  Mr.  Parley  could 
be  elected,  or  Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  could  be  elected,  or  Mr. 
Wheeler  could  be  elected,  or  Mr.  Tydings  could  be  elected, 
or  Mr.  Speaker  Bankhead  could  be  elected,  or  Mr.  Leader 
Barkley  could  be  elected,  or  Mr.  McNutt  could  be  elected, 
for  they  are  all  patriots,  splendidly  equipped,  able,  and  worthy 
men;  but,  Mr.  President,  I  think  it  is  clear  to  every  thinking 
Democrat  that  no  one  of  our  candidates  has  the  availability 
and  esteem  of  the  American  people  to  the  extent  that  Mr. 
Roosevelt  has.  or  has  the  certainty  of  election  that  Mr. 
Roosevelt  has.  For  these  reasons,  in  this  crisis,  I  sincerely 
hope  that  before  the  convention  meets  in  Chicago  all  candi- 
dates will  themselves  withdraw  except  our  President,  and 
that  his  name  may  be  the  only  one  placed  before  the  con- 
vention, and  that  he  may  be  drafted  to  run,  and  that  he 
may  be  renominated  by  acclamation. 

Some  say  he  does  not  want  the  nomination,  and  that  may 
be  true.  I  believe  it  is  true.  But  in  our  present  situation — 
both  our  domestic  situation  and  our  foreign  situation — the 
country  needs  Mr.  Roosevelt  at  the  helm.  He  should  be 
renominated  without  dissent,  and  then  he  could  not  refuse; 
and  I  am  sure  that  he  would  be  overwhelmingly  elected  in 
November.  There  might  be  a  slight  doubt  about  Maine  or 
Vermont  I  laughter)  but  there  would  be  no  doubt  about  the 
rest  of  the  covmtry. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion,  let  me  say  that  in  my  judg- 
ment it  is  high  time  not  only  that  all  Democrats  should  pre- 
sent a  solid  front  for  November,  but  that  all  citizens  of  the 
United  States  who  believe  in  free  government  and  are  op- 
posed to  tyranny,  and  who  vAsh  to  preserve  their  freedom, 
should  stand  solidly  behind  Mr.  Roosevelt,  and  thus  present 
a  solid   front    to    the   world.    Democracy    must    live,   and 
America  must  see  that  it  lives. 
Mr.  DANAHER  obtained  the  floor. 
Mr.  WALSH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DANAHER.     I   yield. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Now  that  we  have  been  considering  the 
questions  of  who  should  be  the  next  President,  and  have 
discussed  a  partial  entrance  by  our  country  into  the  World 
War.  I  should  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
pending  bill  relating  to  our  national  defense,  so  that  we 
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may  be  ready  for  future  eventualities.  The  Senator  from 
Connecticut  will  not  speak  at  length.  I  hope. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  shall  not. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts flatters  me  very  much 

Mr.  WALSH.  Let  me  suggest,  if  the  Senator  will  permit, 
that  there  are  two  distinct  types  of  naval  vessel,  over-age  and 
under-age  vessels.  I  wish  to  serve  notice  on  Senators  who 
are  not  Included  among  those  who  are  to  be  reelected,  that 
they  are  either  in  the  under-age  or  the  over-age  category. 
[Laughter.  1 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut yield  to  me  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  jneld  for  chat  purpose. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonua. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  La  Follettb  in  the 
chair) .    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Banlcbead 

Barbour 

BarJdey 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davis 


Donahey 

Downey 

Blender 

George 

Gerry 

Olbaon 

GUlette 

Green 

Guffey 

Gurney 

Hale 

Barrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

HUl 

Hoi  man 

Holt 

HuRhes 

Johnson.  CallX. 

Johnson,  Oolo. 

King 


LaPollett« 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

McKellar 

McNary 

Mead 

Miller 

Mlnton 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

CMahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

pittman 

RadcUffe 

Beed 

Reynolds 

BxisseU 


Schwarts 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Bhlpetead 

Slattery 

Bmathers 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

VanNuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-eight  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  there  is  a  quorvun  present. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Danaher]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  over  a  period  of  more  than 
3  centuries,  through  hardship  and  perseverance,  out  of  the 
vicissitudes  of  war,  and  from  the  blessings  of  peace,  the  people 
of  Connecticut  have  been  engaged  in  the  development  of  a 
political  philosophy  of  whose  very  essence  the  form  of  our 
National  Government  partakes.  It  has  been  based,  above  all 
other  factors,  on  the  premise  of  the  inherent  sovereignty  of 
the  individual,  whose  self-respect  was  born  of  the  fact  that 
man  is  made  in  the  image  and  likeness  of  God.  Prom  that 
basic  principle  there  was  evolved  the  sovereignty  of  a  whole 
people,  from  which  our  great  Grovemment  has  drawn  its 
strength.  We  in  Connecticut  particularly  have  always  proudly 
borne  aloft  the  light  which  illuminated  the  road  to  freedom 
and  to  the  ultimate  triumph  of  a  representative  republic  as 
superior  to  the  authoritarian  and  totalitarian  philosophy. 
Notwithstanding  that  here  in  the  United  States  we  have  held 
forth  to  the  peoples  of  the  world  a  living,  moving,  and  force- 
ful example  of  the  successful  operation  of  our  Government 
and  the  principles  upon  which  it  is  predicated,  our  model 
over  these  many  years  has  been  rejected  by  the  peoples  of 
other  countries.  That  there  should  be  a  clash  between  the 
conflicting  viewpoints  of  true  Americans  and  peoples  not  hold- 
ing to  our  views  is  inevitable. 

Our  people,  with  hearts  so  great  and  minds  so  full  of  under- 
standing, with  quick  sympathy  and  the  deepest  of  emotions, 
have  always  viewed  with  concern — indeed,  with  alarm — the 
distress  of  the  suffering  peoples  of  other  countries.  The 
tragic  events  of  the  past  few  months  in  the  war  now  raging 
overseas  have  stirred  our  people  to  the  very  fiber  of  their  souls. 
They  do  not  now  stop  to  think  that  a  year  ago  there  were  13 
political  parties  in  France  vying  with  one  another  to  accom- 
plish aims  and  objectives  concerning  which  our  American 
people  had  no  knowledge.  We  even  overlook  the  fact  that 
in  Great  Britain  political  parties,  as  always,  represented  in- 
tereste  and  debated  issues  in  which  the  American  people  had 
no  voice,   nor   should  they  have.    Americans  little  knew 


whether  the  pound  should  be  pegged,  or  the  tin  and  rul)ber 
markets  contracted  to  insure  better  prices,  or  whether  trade 
should  be  conducted  on  a  barter  basis  with  participation  by 
peoples  of  other  nations,  or  the  tho\isand  and  one  other  issues 
constantly  raised  by  interested  partisans. 

In  the  years  since  the  last  war  those  in  charge  of  the  formu- 
lation of  the  policies  of  France  and  Great  Bfitain  have  un- 
doubtedly made  many  mistakes,  and  out  of  it  all  there  was 
evolved  a  monstrous  war — brutal,  degrading,  death  dealing, 
horrible.  It  differs  from  other  wars  chiefly  in  that  death 
itself  is  mechanized. 

In  times  past  there  were  the  ravages  of  the  Goths  and  of 
the  Visigoths;  there  were  the  sacrileges  of  the  Huns;  there 
were  the  Angles  and  Saxons;  and  then  the  Normans.  The 
devastation  and  loss  through  civil  wars,  the  wars  of  conquest 
in  the  nineteenth  century,  finally  culminated  in  a  war  to 
save  democracy  in  1914-18. 

Tliat  man  has  lived  and  died  by  the  sword  is  no  comfort 
now,  to  be  sure,  but  that  America  should  join  that  war  t>eing 
waged  in  Europe  is  unthinkable.  That  we  have  already 
broken  almost  every  rule  of  international  law  is  undoubted. 
With  Canada,  our  nearest  neighbor,  already  a  belligerent, 
that  retribution  to  us  is  possible  is  an  almost  inevitable  con- 
comitant of  the  policy  which  has  been  followed  by  this  Nation. 
Among  other  things,  the  fear  of  consequences  now  engages 
our  attention,  and  each  new  day  sees  some  new  form  of  pre- 
paredness for  our  defense.  Billions  upon  biUions  of  dollars 
produced  through  the  labor  and  the  effort  of  American  citi- 
zens will  be  devoted  to  the  forces  of  destruction.  The  Ameri- 
can people,  with  the  end  of  this  year  not  yet  in  sight,  will  face 
a  lowered  standard  of  living.  If  we  can  hold  fast  to  (hat 
Which  we  have  found  so  good,  such  result  will  follow  only  from 
a  transcendent  common  sense  and  a  judgment  which  must 
be  i>ermitted  to  supersede  the  hysteria  and  emotions  which 
are  being  incited  by  people  in  high  places. 

The  responsibility  of  the  Congress,  itself  the  outgrowth 
and  the  epitome  of  our  political  philosophy,  is  enormous. 
If  we  have  rights  as  Americans  there  is  imposed  upon  us 
equally  a  duty  to  our  people  and  to  our  Nation.  In  the 
Congress  are  those  Senators  and  Representatives  who,  in 
their  executive  sessions,  hear  the  testimony  of  our  o£Bcers 
from  the  Army  and  the  Navy.  We  know  from  them  that 
we  cannot  adequately  prepare  our  Nation  for  our  own  de- 
fense in  a  period  less  than  from  2  to  3  years.  We  know  from 
them  that  our  antiaircraft  guns  are  obsolete,  that  our  Army 
is  inadequate  and  111 -equipped,  that  our  aircraft  are  so  few 
that,  despite  everything  we  have  done,  it  will  be  October  of 
this  year  before  all  the  aircraft  manufacturers  in  the  United 
States  can  achieve  a  total  production  of'  as  many  as  800 
aircraft  of  all  types  in  any  one  month. 

In  our  committeees  we  hear  the  fiscal  agents  of  our  Gov- 
ernment seeking  power,  ever  more  power,  over  the  structure 
of  our  national  life. 

There  are  those  who  say,  "Send  immediate  aid  to  our 
former  Allies."  With  what?  A  man  who  makes  pins  does 
not  know  how  to  bore  a  gun  barrel,  a  man  who  has  been 
making  crockery  lacks  the  skill  to  grind  an  engine  cylinder, 
a  factory  producing  jewelry  lacks  machinery  to  produce 
gages  and  jigs  and  fixtures  necessary  for  the  manufacture 
of  a  rifle. 

There  are  those  who  say,  "Repeal  the  Johnson  Act."  It 
is  not  credit  our  former  Allies  lack.  "Itiey  have  over 
$5,000,000,000  of  cash  available  in  this  country,  and  it  is 
estimated  that  they  possess  a  total  in  excess  of  double  that 
figure  through  credits.  And  even  if  we  gave  them  all  the 
funds  available  to  finance  the  war,  what  more  can  they  buy 
than  they  are  now  getting?  Since  September  1939  down  to 
May  1,  1940,  for  example.  Great  Britain  sought  and  pro- 
cured from  us  licenses  for  the  export  of  arms  to  the  total  of 
$29,821,521.88.  Over  the  same  period  she  actually  exported 
arms  and  implements  of  war  to  the  total  value  of  only 
$17,240,771.90.  No;  it  is  not  credit  they  lack,  repeal  of  the 
Johnson  Act  is  not  the  answer,  the  plain  fact  Is  that  in  the 
conflict  and  the  clash  of  the  concepts  of  civilization  it  re- 
mains our  plain  duty  so  to  legislate  that,  first,  we  wiU 
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determine  the  needs  of  the  American  people:  second,  that 
-  there  will  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  a  plan  of  action 
designed  to  meet  those  needs;  and,  third,  that  the  Congress, 
in  the  light  of  all  of  the  facts,  in  the  exercise  of  its  best  and 
concerted  judgment  as  the  representatives  of  the  American 
people,  shall  then  act  for  their  best  interests. 

There  are  so  many  factors  involved  in  the  whole  general 
situation  that  time  will  not  now  admit  of  their  full  discus- 
sion. But  one  phenomenon  current  today  is  the  response 
dictated  largely  by  fear,  either  created  or  Inspired  by  people 
who  necessarily  are  busy  every  day  with  their  own  affairs, 
who  can  glean  as  the  basis  for  their  attitudes  only  such 
statements,  often  not  the  facts,  as  appear  as  news.  Obvi- 
ously such  information  is  limited  to  the  sources  available 
to  the  men  who  write  the  articles  and.  naturally,  even  they 
cannot  get  complete  facts.  The  wonder  is  that  they  do  as 
well  as  they  do.  and  they  are  entitled  to  our  highest  appre- 
ciation for  their  daily  efforts  to  keep  our  public  informed. 
Inferences  must  be  drawn  from  the  facts,  and  conclusions 
must  be  tested  in  the  light  of  them.  Those  who  will  coolly 
and  studiously  consider  the  dire  reaches  of  our  dilemma  are 
performing  a  public  service  of  the  highest  order.  An  exam- 
ple of  such  service,  undoubtedly  written  by  the  able  editor, 
Maurice  S.  Sherman,  appeared  in  the  Hartford  Daily 
Courant  for  Friday.  May  31.  There  is  little  more  that  needs 
'  be  said  at  this  particular  time;  indeed  there  is  nothing  more 
that  can  be  said.  In  that  thought.  I  commend  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Congress  and.  for  that  purpose,  now  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  there  be  included  as  part  of  my  remarks 
the  editorial  to  which  I  referred,  entitled  "President  Conant's 
Appeal." 

There  t)eing  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

i  IFrom  the  Hartford  (Conn  )  Coxirant  of  May  31.  1940) 

PRESIDENT    CONANTS    APPEAL 

President  Conant.  of  Harvard  University.  In  a  Nation-wide  broad- 
'  caat  Wednesday  night,  urged  that  we  do  everything  possible  to 
aid  the  cause  of  the  Allies  short  of  sending  them  troops.  Our 
actual  entry  into  the  war.  he  said.  Is  neither  necessary  nor  wtae. 
■^  although  he  rrgards  Great  Britain  and  Prance  as  our  first  line  of 
defense  a^lnst  all  that  Httlerism  represents.  Long  ago  we  as  a 
nation  ceased  to  be  neutral  In  this  conflict;  actually  we  are  now 
playing  the  role  of  a  nonbelligerent  on  the  side  of  the  Allies,  a  role 
not  dissimilar  to  that  which  Italy  is  playing  on  the  side  of  the 
Nazis.  But  in  this  role  there  is  precious  Utile  that  we  can  do  that 
we  are  not  doing  already. 

Specifically.  Dr.  Conant  urges  our  citizens  to  petition  Congress 
to  stay  in  session  to  consider  "emergency  legislation"  for  Allied  aid 
and  to  speed  up  our  own  rearmaments.  But  the  only  emergency 
legislation  that  Is  being  tallied  of  Is  to  repeal  the  Johnson  Act. 
whl''h  forbids  loans  to  any  belligerent  In  arrears  to  us.  and  to 
extend  credit  to  the  Allies  should  their  cash  for  purchases  here  run 
out.  Smce  the  Allies  already  have  asset.s  here  of  fully  $11,000,000,000 
which  could  be  easily  converted  into  dollars,  the  emergency  that  Dr. 
Conant  visualizes  Is  still  a  long  way  off.  A  new  Congress  will  tie 
elected  before  it  arises.  And  when  It  comes  to  pushing  the  defense 
program.  Congress  Is  more  of  a  hindrance  than  a  help. 

As  for  the  suggestion  that  we  Inunedlately  release  to  the  Alllee 
such  planes  and  implements  of  war  as  we  can  spare  "without 
Impairing  our  own  security."  it  has  already  been  considered  by  a 
committee  of  the  Senate  which  flatly  rejected  a  resolution  to  the 
tame  effect  offered  by  Senator  Peppeh,  of  Florida.  There  was  no 
lack  of  sympathy  for  the  Allies  in  taking  this  action.  It  was 
dictated  solely  by  the  realities  of  the  situation. 

Our  Army  now  has  only  2.422  planes;  of  which  but  863  arc  combat 
types,  and  few  of  these  are  strictly  modern.  It  is  plain  from  this, 
•a  the  Senate  committee  saw.  that  we  sadly  lack  planes  necessary 
to  oiu-  own  security.  And  this  applies  to  all  other  Implements 
of  war.  We  have  not  even  enough  semiautomatic  rifles  to  supply 
the  needs  of  the  Army,  which  requires  241,000.  Only  38.000  are 
on  hand.  The  105.000  on  order  at  the  Springfield  Arsenal  will  not 
be  produced  until  September  1941,  while  the  65.000  ordered  from 
the  Winchester  Arms  Co.  will  not  be  ready  until  June  1942.  As 
for  tanks,  we  have  none  of  the  heavy  type  and  only  a  ridiculously 
small  number  of  modern  light  tanks.  Aside  from  the  Navy  we  are 
almost  wholly  unprepared  to  defend  ourselves,  as  a  break -down  of 
our  military  equipment  lamentably  discloses.  The  President  In 
his  "fireside  chat"  the  other  night,  in  which  he  tried  to  explain 
what  has  been  done  with  the  six  or  seven  billion  dollars  appro- 
priated during  his  administration  for  defense  purposes.  lumped 
together  the  things  ordered  with  the  things  we  actually  have. 
There  Is  a  vast  and  embarrassing  difference  between  the  two 
categories. 

Dr.  Conant  thinks  we  might  repeal  laws  preventing  our  citizens 
from  volunteering  to  serve   in  foreign   armies,   but  IX  that  were 


done  and  If  a  large  number  responded,  the  Allies  would  not  be 
materially  helped.  It  is  not  men  they  need  but  all  those  imple- 
ments of  modem  warfare  which  Germany  has  in  abundance  and 
which  we  ourselves  are  as  yet  unable  to  supply.  And  as  a  final 
suggestion.  Dr.  Conant  says  we  ought  not  only  to  give  priority  to 
Great  Britain  and  Prance  with  respect  to  our  exports,  but  we  ought 
to  exercise  a  more  stringent  control  over  all  exports  so  as  to  pre- 
vent Germany's  getting  hold  of  them.  But  under  our  so-called 
Neutrality  Act  Great  Britain  and  Prance,  through  their  control 
of  the  seas,  already  have  priority,  and  It  Is  difficult  to  see  what 
more  we  can  do  than  we  are  already  doing  to  keep  our  goods  and 
products  out  of  Germany.  Despite  the  efficiency  of  the  British 
blockade  there  are  bound  to  be  some  leaks  unless  we  cease  trading 
entirely  with  all  nonbelligerent  countries. 

So  when  It  nil  simmers  down  It  appears  that  deep  as  our  sym- 
pathies are.  hopeful  as  we  are  that  the  democracies  of  Europe  will 
triumph  over  the  forces  of  totalltarianl.sm.  we  are  already  giving  the 
Allies  all  possible  assistance  that  otir  own  state  of  unpreparedness 
admits.  Not  a  single  respKnslble  porson.  so  far  as  we  know,  who 
wants  us  to  do  more  for  the  hard-pressed  Allies  than  we  are  doing, 
has  proposed  that  we  send  an  expeditionary  force  to  help  them.  If 
public  sentiment  sanctioned  it,  which  It  definitely  does  not.  we 
have  no  troops  to  send  and  no  mechanized  equipment  to  accompany 
them  such  as  modem  warfare  requires. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  made  reference  to  the  Presi- 
dent's statement  about  the  expenditure  of  $7,000,000,000  for 
national  defense  and  criticized  the  President  for  lumping,  as 
the  Senator  said,  what  we  have  with  what  we  have  on  order. 
In  all  fairness,  does  not  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  realize 
that  a  large  part  of  the  $7,000,000,000  expenditure  for  na- 
tional defense  went  for  maintenance,  for  pay  of  ofBcers  and 
men.  for  food,  clothing,  and  so  forth;  and  that  all  the  ex- 
penditure was  not  promised  for  equipment  and  mobile  mecha- 
nized forces?    Does  not  the  Senator  realize  that? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  There  is  no  question  about  it.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas  that  a  large  part 
of  any  appropriation  for  the  Army  or  Navy  necessarily  would 
go  to  maintenance.  But  certainly  we  may  very  properly  criti- 
cize any  effort  to  make  the  American  people  think  that  we 
have  1.700  antiaircraft  guns  when  the  fact  is  that  we  have  450 
on  hand  and  the  remainder  on  order. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut that  I  do  not  think  it  is  very  helpful  to  national  de- 
fense for  Senators  and  Representatives,  presumably  speaking 
with  authority,  to  be  constantly  telling  the  world  that  we  are 
not  prepared  in  any  way.  Of  course,  we  are  not  prepared  on 
a  war  footing,  but  our  Navy  is  stronger  today  than  it  has  been 
in  its  history  in  time  of  peace.  Today  the  Navy  is  better 
equipped,  has  more  men.  and  is  better  prepared  for  offensive 
or  defensive  action  than  at  any  time  in  peacetime  in  the 
history  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  will  vote  with  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh  1  to  authorize  increased  strength 
and  increased  armament  for  the  Navy.  I  do  not  think  we  are 
serving  our  country  or  the  Allies— if  that  is  what  the  Senator 
has  in  mind — by  constantly  telling  the  world  that  we  have 
nothing  to  fight  with  and  will  not  fight  if  necessary. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  Does 
the  Senator  recall  that  a  year  ago  in  March  we  voted 
$300,000,000  to  buy  airplanes? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Yes:  I  remember  it.  I  do  not  know  how 
the  Senator  voted,  but  the  Senator  from  Texas  voted  for  it. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Has  the  Senator  seen  any  of  the  planes 
which  came  from  that  appropriation? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Certainly  I  have  not  seen  the  planes. 
I  assume,  however,  that  planes  are  being  manufactured.  I 
do  not  know  of  any  rule  of  mechanics  by  which  we  can  push 
a  button  and  have  a  plane  jump  out.  There  are  no  auto- 
matic devices  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Would  not  the  Senator  reasonably  ex- 
pect that  the  $300,000,000  appropriated  to  procure  airplanes 
would  go  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Certainly. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  If  the  Senator  will  read  the  hearings 
and  the  testimony  of  General  Arnold  on  that  subject,  he 
will  find  that  $182,000,000  of  the  $300,000,000  went  to  build 
hospitals,  went  into  plant  and  maintenance,  forts,  and  the 
like,  throughout  the  United  States.    That  is  what  happened 
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to  $182.000000  of  the  $300,000,000,  and  still  no  airplanes 
from  that  appropriation. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  There  Is  still  an  authorization  for  the 
$300,000,000,  and  if  $182,000,000  was  not  spent  for  that  pur- 
pose, it  is  still  on  the  l)ooks,  and  could  be  expended  tomor- 
row.' I  assume  that  the  Army  and  Navy  are  going  ahead 
with  the  program. 

The  Senator  makes  a  great  cry  about  our  Inability  to 
send  airplanes  and  equipment  to  the  Allies.  If  I  correctly 
remember  the  record,  last  fall  the  Senator  voted  against 
the  Neutrality  Act,  and  voted  against  sending  any  equip- 
ment of  any  kind  to  the  Allies  or  anybody. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  The  Senator  has  not  heard  me  make  a 
cry  on  the  subject  In  the  words  used  by  him.  What  he  has 
been  hearing  me  complain  about  Is  the  constant  delusion 
of  the  American  public,  lulling  them  into  a  false  sense  of 
security,  and  telUng  them  that  we  have  something  "on  hand 
and  on  order."  Impljring  that  something  ordered  yesterday 
Is  available  for  our  defense. 

If  the  arms  embargo  had  not  been  repealed,  I  believe  that 
a  negotiated  peace  would  have  followed.  Furthermore,  hav- 
ing repealed  it.  there  should  have  been  a  concomitant  program 
of  arming  and  equipplQg  ourselves  and  the  Allies,  if  that  was 
the  purpose.  The  fact  renmlns  that  in  April  Britain  obtained 
from  us  23  planes  and  12  engines.  Canada  got  4  planes 
from  us  in  April.  The  people  were  led  to  think  that  the 
United  States  was  to  be  the  arsenal  for  those  who  are  now 
at  the  mercy  of  aggressors  who  axe  waging  relentless  and 
total  war. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  admire  the  Senator's  Industry  and 
ability;  but  more  commanding  of  my  admiration  are  his 
optimism  and  his  feeling  that  if  we  had  not  repealed  the 
embargo  on  arms  we  should  already  have  had  a  negotiated 
peace.  I  cannot  understand  how  such  a  conception  can  be 
generated  out  of  the  fantasies  of  imagination.  I  suppose  that 
by  our  edict,  refusing  to  send  any  arms,  the  war  would  have 
been  brought  to  a  sudden  end  and  everything  would  have  been 
harmonious  and  peaceful.  I  cannot  understand  such  an 
argtmient.  I  do  not  see  why  the  Senator  did  not  urge  that 
argument  in  his  debate  on  the  Neutrality  Act  when  he  was 
fighting  repeal  of  the  arms  embargo  and  telling  the  Amer- 
ican people  that  we  should  not  send  a  single  airplane  or  a 
single  Item  of  armament  to  violate  our  neutrality  and  that 
to  do  so  would  plunge  the  Nation  Into  war. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Neutrality  Act  has  kept  us  out  of 
war,  and  we  hope  it  will  continue  to  keep  us  out  of  war.  I 
do  not  think  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  serving 
the  country.  What  are  we  on  this  side  doing  and  what  is 
the  President  doing?  What  are  most  of  the  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  doing?  The  President  Is  not  deceiving 
anybody.  The  President  Is  urging  a  program  of  national 
defense.  He  wants  more  battleships,  more  airplanes,  and 
more  mechanised  equijMnent.  He  wants  all  the  instru- 
mentalities and  panoply  of  war.  He  is  not  deceiving  the 
country.  He  is  not  trying  to  liUl  the  country  into  any  false 
sense  of  security.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  believes 
that  If  we  had  not  repealed  the  arms  embargo  but  had  stuck 
our  heads  Into  the  sand  and  imagined  all  these  peaceful  emo- 
tions there  would  have  been  a  negotiated  peace.  Where 
would  such  peaceful  emotions  have  arisen  in  Europe  had  we 
not  repealed  the  arms  embargo?  In  the  breast  of  what  dic- 
tator would  such  iKaceful  emotions  have  fructified  so  as  to 
bring  the  fruits  of  peace  on  earth? 
T  Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  decline  further  to  yield. 
If  the  Senator  wants  to  make  a  speech,  he  may  do  so  on  his 
own  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut declines  further  to  yield- 
Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  am  perfectly  wUllng 
to  retire,  but  I  had  assumed  that  I  had  the  consent  of  the 
Senator.  I  asked  him  to  permit  me  to  make  a  statement,  and 
he  yielded. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut declines  further  to  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  shall  speak  In  my  own  time. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
have  the  Senator  speak  In  his  own  time,  and  I  want  to 
thank  him  for  his  helpfulness  at  this  time. 

I  will  say  further,  though,  Mr.  President,  that  we  toW  the 
Senator  from  Texas  last  fall  that  the  repeal  of  the  arms  em- 
bargo would  be  a  first  step  toward  war,  and  the  Senator  from 
Texas  and  others  asked  how.  The  course  of  conduct  which 
was  thoroughly  and  conclusively  predicted  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  in  October  and  November  1939  has  been  borne  out 
and  corroborated  by  events.  There  was  the  effort  on  the 
part  of  the  administration  gradually  to  take  a  course  to 
help  Russia.  All  through  the  winter  from  September  to 
December,  Inclusive,  Russia  became  the  largest,  the  No.  1 
customer  of  the  United  States  for  aluminum  and  tin  and 
crude  rubber,  supplies  of  which  we  lack  today  and  of  which 
we  face  a  shortage. 

Consider  how  we  increased  the  capitalization  of  the  Export- 
Import  Bank.  For  more  than  a  year  the  President  had  been 
tnring  to  double  the  capital  of  the  Export-Import  Bank,  and 
he  seized  upon  a  moment  when  the  people  were  all  for  the 
aid  of  Finland.  We  came  here  and  discovered  In  January 
that  there  was  a  bill  on  our  desks  to  edd  the  Republic  of 
Finland — that  was  the  title  of  It — but  when  the  adminis- 
tration got  through  with  it,  every  word  about  aid  to  Finland 
was  stricken  out,  even  from  the  title,  and,  quite  the  con- 
trary, there  was  substituted  in  lieu  thereof  a  plan  to  double 
the  capital  of  the  EScport-Import  Bank.  That  Is  what  hap- 
pened; and,  as  a  result,  there  was  no  aid  rendered  to  Finland 
In  the  things  she  needed,  but,  quite  the  contrary,  what  really 
happened  was  that  not  only  mention  of  Finland  was  stricken 
from  the  bill  but  the  President  sent  us  a  message  saying: 
Do  not  under  any  circumstances  vote  arms,  mtinltlonB  of  war. 
or  Implements  of  war  to  Finland. 

There  was  the  same  sort  of  performance,  the  same  model 
and  pattern  were  set  before  the  country  with  reference  to 
freezing  credits  of  Denmark  and  Norway.  Of  course,  every- 
body wanted  to  freeze  the  credits  of  Deiunark  and  Norway 
so  that  no  aggressor  could  take  advantage  of  his  conquest 
and  realize  on  available  balances  in  this  country  as  a  result. 
That  was  said  to  us  to  be  the  motive  back  of  the  bill  which 
was  sent  to  us.  Did  we  get  a  bill  that  mentioned  Denmark 
and  Norway?  We  did  not.  We  got  a  bill  under  the  terms  of 
which  we  found  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  was 
being  given  power  to  sequester  the  assets  and  certificates  of 
ownership  of  property  and  certificates  of  evidences  of  In- 
debtedness of  all  the  countries  in  the  world.  Including  the 
interests  of  American  citizens  therein. 

We  find  in  furtherance  of  the  same  policy  one  program  set 
out  before  the  country,  told  to  the  press  in  conferences,  on  the 
air  and  everywhere  else,  and  another  program  on  the  floor. 
We  find  here  at  this  very  minute  before  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee  a  bill  osteiisibly  to  assist  in  the  develop- 
ment and  expansion  of  American  industries.  Wait,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, until  the  Congress  sees  the  bill  that  is  coming  up.  It  Is 
a  bill  under  the  terms  of  which  the  President  of  the  United 
States  at  his  sole  discretion,  or  rather,  the  R.  F.  C,  under  the 
direction  of  the  President  and  by  his  approval,  can  set  up  any 
kind  of  a  plant  and  produce  any  kind  of  equipment  and  sup- 
plies that  may  be  desired  without  limitation  of  any  kind 
whatever,  under  the  guise  of  national  defense.  That  is  the 
sort  of  thing  that  is  happening. 

I  am  not  "crying  out."  let  me  say  further,  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas,  against  the  deficiency  in  the  production  rate  of 
American  arms  and  mimltions  factories;  quite  the  contrary. 
I  have  always  believed  In  peace.  I  have  been  disabused  by 
the  course  of  conduct  which  has  followed  from  the  first  step 
toward  war  last  November;  and  now  we  find  committees 
being  formed  to  get  Americans  Into  war.  to  get  American 
volunteers  over  there.  "Do  not  send  American  troops."  we 
are  told,  to  be  sure,  but  for  what  reason  were  four  ships  of  the 
American  Navy  sent  last  Thursday  to  European  waters? 
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Thoy  were  sent  there,  we  were  told,  "to  protect  American 
interests  abroad."  II  the  Senator  from  Texas  Is  right,  what 
interests  have  we  over  there  in  Eixropean  belligerent  waters. 
In  the  zone  which  was  defined  a  combat  zone  under  the 
Neutrality  Act?  But  there  are  our  naval  ships  going  over- 
seas, possible  victims  of  a  bomb  attack  from  which  an  inci- 
dent may  arise. 

We  see  instance  after  instance  of  that  sort  of  thing  going 
on.  Step  by  step  American  sentiment  is  being  aroused,  even 
under  the  direction  of  a  Senator  on  this  floor,  who  in  the 
moving-picture  theater  speaks  to  every  movie  audience  in  the 
United  States,  and  in  the  news,  in  radio  broadcasts  on  the 
air,  all  day  by  day  in  a  concerted  effort,  emanating,  as  every- 
body in  this  Chamber  knows,  from  the  desire  and  with  the 
incitation  back  of  it.  to  stimulate  the  American  people  to 
believe  that  thoir  interests  Le  overseas. 

I  submit  to  you,  Mr.  President,  that  the  first  step  toward 
war  has  been  taken.  I  sincerely,  earnestly,  and  honestly  hope 
that  it  is  the  last,  but  I  am  fearful.  I  know  that,  at  the  best, 
the  United  States  can  take  nothing  but  misery  and  loss,  and. 
at  the  worst,  we  can  lose  our  form  of  government;  we  can 
lose  everything  that  has  been  dear  to  and  honored  by  us;  we 
can  lose  the  lives  of  millions  of  our  boys;  we  can  lose  every- 
thing we  have  made  and  everything  we  have  hoped  for  our 
people  in  years  to  come. 

With  those  thoughts.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  floor  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  or  to  any  other  Senator. 

Mr.  BONE.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Oonahey 

La  Pollette 

Schwartz 

Downey 

Lee 

Schwellenbach 

Ashurat 

Ellender    ' 

Lodge 

Sheppard 

Aiwtln 

George 

Lucas 

Shipstead 

B«nkhe»d 

Oerry 

Lundeen 

Slattery 

Barbour 

Gibson 

McCarran 

Smathers 

Barkley 

Gillette 

McKellar 

Smith 

BUbo 

Green 

McNary 

Stewart 

Bone 

Gufley 

Mead 

Taft 

Brown 

Ourney 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bulow 

Hale 

Mtnton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Burke 

Harrison 

Necly 

Thomas.  Utah 

Byrd 

Hatch 

Norrls 

Townsend 

Byrnes 

Hayden 

Nye 

Truman 

Capper 

Herring 

CMahoney 

Tidings 

Caraway 

Hill 

Overton 

Vandenberg 

Chandler 

Holman 

Pepper 

Van  Nuys 

Chavez 

Holt 

Plttman 

Wagner 

Clark.  Uo. 

Hughes 

Radcliffe 

Walsh 

Connally 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Keed 

Wheeler 

Danaher 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

White 

Davu 

King 

Russell 

WUey 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-eight  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  first  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  must  apologize 
to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Walsh],  the  able 
and  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs,  whose  recent  report  is  one  of  the  greatest  dociunents 
on  national  defense  which  has  ever  t)een  presented  to  the 
Congress  since  the  foundation  of  the  Government;  I  must 
apologize  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  American  people  for  con- 
tributing, by  the  few  brief  remarks  I  shall  make,  to  the  delay 
in  the  consideration  of  this  great  measure  designed  for  na- 
tional defense.  I  regret,  Mr.  President,  that,  owing  to  the 
remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Florida  (Mr.  Peppbr]  this  de- 
bate has  l)een  changed  from  a  debate  upon  the  subject  of 
national  defense,  and  uiwn  measures  to  be  taken  for  national 
defense,  into  a  delwte  upon  the  subject  which,  to  my  mind, 
involves  a  declaration  of  war. 

Those  of  us  who  have  been  willing,  backed  by  some  opinions 
of  our  own.  to  proceed  in  the  interest  of  national  unity  and 
national  defense,  have  been  shocked  by  the  recurrent  efforts 
at  propaganda  in  this  country  to  force  a  discussion  in  this 
Chamber  and  outside  this  Chamber  which  might  he  fairly 
taken  in  any  nation  on  any  side  abroad  as  being  the  prelude 
to  our  entry  into  the  European  struggle. 

Far  l>e  it  from  me.  Mr.  President — I  am  sorry  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Peppeb]  is  not  present 


Mr.  PEPPER.    He  is  here. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  MissourL  Far  be  it  from  me,  with  my 
feeble  voice,  to  try  to  interfere  with  the  efforts  of 
the  Senator  from  Florida  to  damn  himself  to  everlasting 
fame  as  the  man  who  brought  about  the  entrance  of  the 
United  States  into  the  present  struggle.  If  the  Senator  from 
Florida  wishes  to  do  that,  he  has  a  right  under  the  Constitu- 
tion to  Introduce  any  resolution  he  sees  fit,  and  to  discuss  it 
upon  this  floor.  Let  me  say,  however,  that  a  few  days  ago 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate— a  committee  embodying  every  school  of  thought,  I  think, 
upon  our  international  affairs,  including  the  Senator  from 
Florida  himself,  certainly  a  fair  cross-section  of  the  opinion 
of  the  Senate,  which  is  ordinarily  a  fair  cross-section  of  the 
opinion  of  the  United  States — by  a  vote  of  21  to  1,  upon 
the  day  after  its  introduction,  laid  upon  the  table  a  much 
milder,  less-explicit  declaration  of  war  than  that  contained 
in  the  Senator's  Joint  Resolution  No.  263,  now  pending  before 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

I  hope  that  the  vote  upon  the  latest  resolution  will  be  no 
less  conclusive. 

Mr.  President,  leaving  aside  the  somewhat  fiamboyant  and 
grandiloquent  preamble  of  the  joint  resolution,  the  resolution 
itself  in  its  very  first  sentence  involves  an  entire  contradic- 
tion in  terms. 

The  resolution  starts  out: 

That  the  President  be  authorized  to  give  aid  short  of  war  to  the 
recognized  governments  of — 

Obtain  countries,  some  of  which  are  not  now  In  existence, 
all  of  which  are.  or  have  been  at  one  time  or  another,  bel- 
ligerents— 
and  such  other  countries — 

To  be  determined  in  a  manner  not  prescribed  in  the  reso- 
tlon — what? — 

upon  payment  of  such  purchase  price  as  the  President  may  fix. 
such  aircraft,  ships.  artUlery  pieces,  and  other  war  euppUes.  mate- 
rials, and  equipment  as  in  his  judgnient  can  be  spared  without 
Imperiling  the  safety  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  no  one  questions  the  wisdom  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  when  charged  with  high  authority, 
as  to  his  patriotism  or  his  high  purposes;  but  an  authoriza- 
tion to  the  President  to  give  aid  short  of  war  by  the  sale  of 
the  air-defense  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  the  sale  of 
our  Navy,  by  the  sale  of  our  coast-defense  gtms,  by  the  sale 
of  whatever  mechanized  equipment  we  have — and  it  is  not 
sufficient;  we  all  agree  on  that — is  not  a  measure  short  of 
war.  It  is  war  itself.  It  cannot  be  taken  in  any  other  way. 
It  is  an  act  of  war.  I  am  not  assuming  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States  would  act  upon  this  joint  resolution  if 
It  were  passed.  I  hope  and  believe  he  would  not;  but  the  pas- 
sage of  such  a  Joint  resolution  necessarily  signed  by  the  Presi- 
dent would  in  itself  amount  to  a  declaration  of  war. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  likes  to  talk  about  international 
law  and  to  claim  that  those  who  are  opposed  to  his  resolu- 
tion of  intervention  are  hiding  behind  international  law.  I 
exculpate  myself  from  any  such  suggestion.  I  was  in  favor 
of  the  Neutrality  Act.  and  I  have  repeatedly  stated  on  this 
floor  and  in  many  other  places  that  I  w^as  in  favor  of  the 
Neutrality  Act  and  in  favor  of  the  United  States  taking 
measures  to  keep  out  of  war,  because  there  is  no  such  thing 
as  international  law  except  the  right  of  the  strongest  power 
to  enforce  international  law  and  to  put  its  own  construction 
upon  it.  I  say,  though,  that  as  a  matter  of  ordinary  common 
sense  this  joint  resolution  as  it  is  drawn  amounts  to  a  declara- 
tion of  war,  because  certainly  any  nation  against  which  we 
leveled  such  measures  as  are  proposed  in  the  joint  resolution 
of  the  Senator  from  Florida  would  be  entitled  to,  and  In- 
evitably would,  treat  it  as  an  act  of  war. 

Suppose  we  were  engaged  in  a  war  with  a  foreign  power, 
and  some  other  foreign  power  proceeded  to  sell  to  the  power 
with  which  we  were  engaged  in  war  their  army,  their  fleet, 
their  air  forces,  their  mechanized  equipment,  their  coast- 
defense  gims:  Does  anybody  doubt  for  a  minute  that  we  would 


regard  and  treat  that  as  an  act  of  war,  both  during  the  war 
and  at  the  conclusion  of  the  war? 

Why,  Mr.  President,  it  was  suggested  today  in  an  Associated 
Press  dispatch  published  in  the  first  edition  of  the  Evening 
Star  of  today,  that  the  United  States  has  a  thousand  planes 
which  could  fly  the  Atlantic  within  the  next  3  weeks — the  most 
powerful  front-line  defense  planes  of  the  Army  and  Navy  of 
the  United  States — and  It  is  suggested  that  the  fact  that  we 
have  a  thousand  planes  that  can  fiy  across  the  sea  exemplifies 
the  tremendous  power  of  those  planes.  It  is  further  suggested 
that  those  planes  are  armed  with  the  greatest  military  secret 
of  the  United  States,  the  airplane  bomb-sight,  and  that  those 
planes,  armed  with  our  greatest  military  secret,  might  pos- 
sibly turn  the  tide  of  war  abroad.  But,  Mr.  President,  suppose 
they  did  not  turn  the  tide  of  war  abroad:  Suppose  that  some 
of  those  planes  were  shot  down,  and  that  a  foreign  nati(Mi 
became  possessed — as  it  would  become  possessed  when  those 
planes  were  shot  down— of  the  secret  of  our  bomb-sight :  The 
United  States  itself  might  conceivably  l>e  left  denuded  of  any 
adequate  aeronautical  defense  in  this  country. 

It  has  been  suggested  in  this  country,  in  rumors  which  have 
been  repeated  in  an  increasing  degree  in  the  past  week  or  10 
days — rumors  which  I  am  persuaded  have  been  put  out  as 
propaganda  by  the  Ambassador  of  His  Brittanic  Majesty  to 
the  United  States  himself,  and  such  other  very  potent  influ- 
ences in  the  United  States  as  Sir  Wilmott  Lewis  of  the  Lon- 
don Times — that  unless  we  intervene  in  the  war  the  British 
might  surrender  their  Navy,  Mr.  President,  if  the  British 
under  any  conditions  were  prepared  to  surrender  their  own 
Navy,  they  would  be  equally  prepared  in  the  event  of  defeat 
to  surrender  our  Navy  or  any  part  of  it  that  we  sold  to  them. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  the  British  might  be  disposed  to 
surrender  their  own  Navy  unless  we  went  over  and  sigreed 
to  defend  Singapore.  7,000  miles  from  our  western  shore. 
Mr.  President,  if  there  is  any  danger  of  the  British  Navy 
being  siurendered,  there  is  all  the  more  reason  for  keeping 
our  own  Navy— every  vessel  of  it,  obsolete,  active,  or  on  the 
ways — as  close  to  our  own  shores  as  it  is  possible  to  do.  It 
should  be  kept  as  close  to  our  great  naval  base  at  Pearl 
Harbor,  in  Hawaii ;  it  should  be  kept  as  close  to  our  means  of 
access  to  the  Atlantic,  the  Panama  Canal,  as  It  Is  possible 
to  do.  If  the  suggestion  Is  made  that  the  British  may  be 
compelled  to  surrender  their  Navy,  there  is  all  the  greater 
reason  against  such  hysterical  arguments  as  those  put  forth 
by  the  Senator  from  Florida  against  the  sale  or  the  gift  or 
any  other  transfer  of  a  single  ship  of  our  Navy  to  the  British 
or  the  French  or  the  Germans  or  anybody  else. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  said,  I  regard  the  joint  resolution 
of  the  Senator  from  Florida  as  nothing  more  or  less  than  a 
declaration  of  war;  perhaps  not  as  honorable  as  a  forthright 
declaration  of  war,  certainly  not  as  candid  to  the  American 
people,  who  would  ultimately  be  called  upon  to  endure  the 
sacrifice  and  the  agony  which  such  a  war,  particularly  a  war 
abroad,  would  involve,  but  none  the  less  an  effective  involve- 
ment In  this  war.  More  than  that,  Mr.  President,  it  Is  a 
declaration  of  war  without  the  concomitant  that  ought  to 
go  with  a  declaration  ot  war — a  declaration  as  to  the  sacri- 
fice to  be  made  by  the  American  people,  the  setting-up  of  a 
scheme  of  industrial,  financial,  and  military  mobilization 
which  ought  to  accompany  a  declaration  of  war.  Therefore 
I  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  such  a  discussion  as  we  have  been 
forced  to  indulge  in  this  afternoon  upon  such  a  resolution 
as  the  Senator  from  Florida  has  introduced  is  not  in  the  best 
Interests  of  this  country,  although  I  fully  recognize  the  right 
of  the  Senator  from  Florida  to  introduce  any  resolution  he 
pleases,  and  to  speak  on  it  whenever  he  wants  to  do  so. 

Mr.  President,  something  was  said  here  a  while  ago  about 
some  of  us  who  were  opposed  to  the  repeal  of  the  arms 
embargo.  The  Senator  from  Florida  suggested  that  I  had 
been  opposed  to  the  original  Neutrality  Act.  I  undertook  to 
prtnt  out  that  I  was  one  of  the  authors  of  the  original  Neu- 
trality Act;  that  the  authorship  of  that  measure,  in  all 
reality,  came  from  the  Committee  on  Munitions,  and  that  the 
original  inspiration  came  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 


I  was  glad  to  have  had  a  part  In  the  passage  of  the  original 
Neutrality  Act.  I  was  opposed  to  the  repeal  of  the  arms 
embargo,  which  I  disctissed  at  length  at  the  last  extraor- 
dinary session  of  the  Congress  on  several  occasions.  But 
so  far  as  the  repeal  of  the  arms  embargo  is  concerned,  that 
is  water  over  the  dam  with  me.  I  opposed  it.  I  still  think 
that  the  repeal  was  a  mistake.  But  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  by  an  overwhelming  vote,  decided  to  repeal  the  arms 
embargo,  and  that  apparently  has  l>een  approved  by  a  ma- 
jority of  the  American  people.  As  part  of  the  Congress  and 
part  of  the  American  people.  I  accept  that  as  res  judicata, 
and  water  over  the  dam. 
Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Did  the  able  Senator  from  Missouri  oppose 
the  repeal  of  the  arms  embargo? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missom^,  I  did;  with  every  power  at  my 
command.  If  the  Senator  was  here  he  heard  me  make  at 
least  three  or  four  speeches  at  considerable  length  upon  that 
subject,  and  for  that  I  have  no  regret  whatever.  I  am  still  of 
the  same  opinion. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Did  the  Senator  vote  for  what  we  call  the 
Neutrality  Act  as  it  passed? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  voted  several  times  for  the  pas- 
sage of  the  several  bills  making  up  the  original  Neutrality 
Act.  I  voted  against  the  act  which  modified  the  Neutrality 
Act  then  in  existence  on  the  statute  books. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  In  other  words,  the  Senator  did  oppose  the 
repeal  of  the  arms  embargo? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  did  oppose  the  repeal  of  the 
arms  embargo,  with  every  power  at  my  command,  and  every- 
one in  the  United  States  who  took  the  trouble  to  pay  any 
attention  to  the  proceedings  in  Congress  and  to  what  I  was 
doing  knows  that  to  be  a  fact. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  yield? 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  gladly  yield. 
Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  The  Senator  knows  that  I  have 
had  here  for  some  time  a  resolution  which  would  prohibit  our 
citizens  from  shipping  war  materials  to  Japan,  under  the 
theory,  which  I  hold  to  be  a  sound  one.  that  we  have  a  treaty 
obligation  not  to  ship  war  materials  which  Japan  could  use 
to  destroy  the  territorial  administrative  integrity  of  China. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  get  very  far  with  that  resolution,  have 
not  been  able  even  to  get  a  hearing  before  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  has 
made  the  request  since  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee, though  I  have  not  been  a  member  of  that  committee 
very  long.  Let  me  say  that  any  time  the  Senator  asks  for  a 
hearing  on  any  matter  he  desires  to  press  I  shall  be  glad  to 
vote  for  it. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  I  think  the  Senator  will  agree 
that  the  opposition  to  my  resolution  comes  from  a  fear  that 
withholding  of  material  by  our  people  from  one  belligerent  to 
be  used  against  another  belligerent  might  be  considered  an 
act  of  war.  When  we  have  a  treaty  obligation  not  to  destroy 
the  territorial  and  administrative  integrity  of  China,  if  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  is  afraid  to  stop  furnishing  war 
materials  to  Japan  which  she  could  use  for  the  purpose  of 
destroying  the  territorial  and  administrative  integrity  of 
China,  Is  it  not  about  twice  as  much  of  an  act  of  war  for  us 
deliberately  to  take  materials  which  our  Government  owns 
and  furnish  them  to  one  belligerent  to  use  as  against  another? 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think 
there  can  be  any  question  whatever  as  to  the  correctness  of 
the  views  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Washington.  The 
Senator  from  Washington  presented  one  resolution,  the 
Senator  from  Nevada,  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  presented  another  resolu- 
tion, and  various  other  resolutions  have  been  proposed,  au- 
thorizing the  withholding  of  the  shipment  of  munitions  to 
one  or  another  country  because  it  was  alleged  it  would  be 
a  violation  of  some  treaty  with  the  United  States,  and  the 
discussion  in  each  case  has  gone  upon  the  question  whether 
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or  not  It  waa  the  proper  procedure  under  a  particular  treaty 
for  us  to  take  the  enforcement  of  the  treaty  upon  our  own 
shoulders,  or  whether  we  should  proceed  under  the  proc- 
esses set  down  by  the  treaty  itself.  But  until  the  Senator 
from  Florida  presented  his  resolution  a  few  days  ago.  it  has 
never  been  suggested  that  the  sale  of  American  warships, 
American  military  and  naval  aircraft,  of  our  coast-defense 
SUDS,  of  our  antiaircraft  guns,  of  our  mechanized  equipment. 
of  our  small  arms,  of  the  other  myriad  items  entering  into 
the  defense  of  the  Nation,  would  not  be  an  act  of  war. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Is  it  the  opinion  of  the  able  Senator  that 
Japan,  while  in  the  course  of  a  breach  of  an  International 
npct.  and  committing  unprovoked  aggression  upon  China, 
could  complain  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  not 
sending  to  her  arms  and  munitions  with  which  to  continue 
that  breach  of  a  treaty.  Just  l>ecause  she  had  a  commercial 
treaty  with  the  United  SUtes? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  made  no  such 
suggestion.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  whole  question  of  an 
embargo  against  Japan  is  a  question  entirely  apart  from 
the  question  involved  in  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida.  His  resolution  is  a  declaration  of  war.  But  let  me 
say  to  the  Senator  fnxn  Florida — and  he  must  have  heard. 
If  he  was  pre.sent  In  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations — 
that  a  suggestion  was  made  with  regard  to  the  resolution 
of  the  Senator  from  Washington,  and  the  companion  reso- 
lution of  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  that  the  Kellogg  Pact 
itself  set  up  certain  methods  of  procedure  in  the  event  of  a 
violation  of  the  treaty,  which  procedure  was  consultation 
between  the  signatory  powers. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  It  was  not  the  KeUcgg  Pact;  it 
was  the  Nine  Power  Treaty. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his 
correction;  it  was  the  Nine  Power  Pact. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  a  question  entirely  beside  the  point 
In  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Florida  and  certainly  beside  the  point  in  the  consider- 
ation of  the  pending  national-defense  bill.  Let  me  say 
a«aln — and  I  apologize  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
for  delaying  even  this  long  consideration  of  the  important 
national -defense  measure  under  his  charge — this  is  a  dec- 
laration of  war.  It  is  not  an  authorization  for  measures 
short  of  war.  It  is  a  provision  for  a  declaration  of  war 
without  giving  any  consideration  whatever  to  the  necessity 
for  national  defense  and  for  national  preparation  involved 
in  a  declaration  of  war. 

Mr.  President.  I  hope  that  if  the  time  ever  comes  when  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  shall  determine  to  wage  a  war 
overseas,  to  wage  any  war  except  in  defense  of  the  United 
States — against  which  I  shall  vote,  if  and  whenever  the  ques- 
tion arises — I  hope  that  whenever  that  time  comes,  the  Con- 
gress will  at  the  same  time  take  adequate  steps  for  the  de- 
fense of  the  United  States,  as  regards  civil,  industrial,  finan- 
cial, and  military  responsibility. 

I  think  that  even  the  consideration  and  the  discussion  of 
such  a  resolution  as  this,  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago.  is  con- 
trary to  the  vital  Interests  of  the  United  States, 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  is  now  con- 
sidering the  naval  expansion  bilL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  first 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  had 
this  bill  brought  before  the  Senate,  and  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
am  heartily  in  favor  of  It.  I  have  always  advocated  for  the 
United  States  the  best  navy  in  the  world.  Some  Senators 
may  recall  that  as  long  ago  as  February  1929  I  made  a  rather 
extended  speech  on  the  subject  of  increasing  the  Navy,  in 
favor  of  making  It  an  unconquerable  and  an  invincible  Navy. 
I  stand  today  where  I  stood  then. 

The  Senate  is  a  great  forum,  an  unexampled  place  for  free 
speech.  I  respect  the  views  of  every  Senator  upon  every  ques- 
tion. In  the  Interchange  between  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut I  Mr.  Damahxk]  and  me  earlier  in  the  day  I  made 


some  reference  to  his  having  voted  against  the  repeal  of  the 
arms  embargo.  I  meant  no  reflection  upon  him.  as  I  mean 
no  reflection  on  any  Senator  for  the  views  he  entertains  when 
I  comment  on  any  statement  he  may  make.  If  Senators  can- 
not stand  on  this  floor  and  express  th  Mr  views  and  vote  their 
honest  convictions,  they  have  no  b'lsiness  here.  But  that 
does  not  mean  that  other  Senators  cannot  express  their  views, 
cannot  take  issue  with  their  colleagues. 

The  world  today  is  being  Influenced  by  forces  and  powers 
which  may  in  their  eventuality  profoundly  affect  not  alone 
the  safety  and  the  security  of  the  United  States  but  our 
entire  governmental  and  social  and  economic  system. 

I  congratulate  the  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Cham- 
ber for  having  voted  unanimously  some  days  ago  in  support 
of  the  naval  appropriation  bill.  As  I  now  recall,  they  also 
voted  unanimously  In  favor  of  the  Army  expansion  bill  re- 
quested by  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

This  is  the  time  when  we  should  have  unity,  and  I  con- 
gratulate Senators  on  both  sides  of  the  Chamber  for  the  fine 
spirit  of  unity  in  national  defense  in  this  very  critical  hour 
'  of  the  world's  history. 

What  the  Senator  from  Texas  complained  about  In  respect 
to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut — and  I  regret  he  is  not  In 
the  Chamber,  and  I  hope  someone  will  tell  him  that  I  propose 
to  discuss  his  remarks  for  a  time — was  that  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  while  voting  for  all  these  appropriations  for 
national  defense,  was  extremely  critical  and  seemed  to  be 
making  political  point  of  the  fact  that  there  had  not  been  as 
many  planes  produced  as  he  thought  should  have  been  pro- 
duced from  the  appropriations  which  had  been  voted,  and 
that  the  Navy  had  not  secured  as  much  building  and  equip- 
ment as  he  thought  it  should  have  received.  When  the  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  returns  I  will  give  some  references  to 
some  of  his  votes  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  no  time  for  partisanship.  If  Senators 
are  for  the  program  of  national  defense,  let  them  be  for  It. 
but  let  them  not,  while  pretending  to  be  for  it.  criticize  and 
impede  and  hara^  those  agencies  which  are  undertaking  to 
secure  the  arms  and  the  equipment  with  which  to  protect  the 
Eafety  and  the  security  of  the  United  States. 

I  am  not  one  of  those  who  believe  that  the  strength  of  naval 
power  has  disappeared.  The  airplane,  of  course,  is  a  formid- 
able offensive  as  well  as  defensive  weapon.  But  the  answer  to 
airplanes  is  airplanes  and  defensive  equipment  In  the  form  of 
i  antiaircraft  guns.  These  being  equal,  the  supremacy  of  the 
Navy  on  the  seas  still  remains.  Of  course,  we  must  have  air- 
planes, but  we  must  also  maintain  a  navy.  Flanked  as  we 
are  by  oceans  on  either  side,  we  would  be  criminally  negligent 
of  our  own  interests  if  we  failed  to  provide  the  strongest  and 
the  l)est  Navy  that  floats  the  seven  seas. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  complains  that  a  couple  of 
warships  or  armed  vessels  have  been  sent  to  Europe,  and  he 
wanted  to  know  why  they  had  been  sent  there.  They  were 
sent  there  to  look  after  and  protect  the  interests  of  the 
United  States.  What  is  the  Navy  for?  Do  we  want  to  tie  up 
our  Navy  at  oiu-  own  docks  and  yards  and  never  let  It  go  tc 
sea?  Of  course,  the  very  essence  of  a  navy  is  its  mobility,  its 
ability  to  go  anywhere,  where  the  seven  seas  extend  their 
long  arms,  to  look  after  the  interests  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  wrong  with  that?  If  there  are  "fifth 
columns,"  and  if  there  is  Infiltration  in  Central  and  South 
America,  and  If  the  United  States  in  its  benevolence  has  made 
j  a  pledge  to  defend  those  territories,  why  should  we  not  send 
I  armed  vessels  down  there  to  look  after  the  interests  of  the 
United  States  of  America?  What  Is  the  Navy  for?  It  is  to 
go  wherever  our  national  interests  require  that  it  be  sent. 

I  am  sorry  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  not  yet 
returned  to  the  Senate  Chamber.  I  thought  he  understood 
that  I  was  going  to  speak  as  soon  as  he  completed  hia 
remarks. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
for  the  purpose  of  letting  me  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quoriun? 
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Mr.  CONNALLY.  No,  Mr.  President.  If  Senators  do  not 
wish  to  hear  me  speak  and  answer  them.  I  do  not  wish  to 
compel  them  to  come. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  disturbed  about  those 
matters.  I  wish  to  say  that  in  1939,  when  the  last  Navy 
bill  was  before  the  Senate,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
voted  against  It.  He  did  not  want  an  appropriation  for  the 
Navy  in  1939.  But  now,  under  the  stress  of  public  sentiment 
and  rising  Interest,  the  Senator  from  Copnecticut  votes  for 
naval  appropriations.  He  voted  for  the  naval  bill  the  other 
day,  and  I  assume  he  will  vote  for  similar  bills  in  the  future. 
He  votes  for  them,  and  then  he  stands  upon  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  and  seeks  to  attack  the  President  and  all  the  Presi- 
dent has  done,  and  to  attack  the  President  for  what  he  has 
not  done. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has  not  been  derelict 
with  regard  to  national  preparation.  I  have  in  my  hand  a 
number  of  messages  which  the  President  has  sent  to  the 
Congress.  Here  is  one  he  sent  in  September  1939,  only  a 
few  months  after  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  voted  against 
the  naval  appropriation  bill.  Tins  is  what  the  President  said 
in  that  message  on  the  neutrality  issue: 

To  those  who  say  that  thJa  program  would  Involve  a  «tep  toward 
war  on  our  part,  I  reply  that  It  offers  far  greater  safeguards  than 
we  now  possess  or  have  ever  possessed  to  protect  American  lives 
and  property  from  danger.  It  Is  a  positive  program  for  giving 
safety.  This  means  less  likelihood  of  Incidents  and  controversies 
which  tend  to  draw  us  into  conflict,  as  they  did  in  the  last  World 
War. 

What  did  he  mean?  He  meant  that  by  our  restrictions  on 
American  shipping  we  would  avoid  incidents  similar  to  those 
which  after  abusing  our  patience  and  violating  our  rights 
over  a  long  period  of  months  finally  involved  us  in  the  World 
War. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  insinuates  that  the  President 
Is  undertaking  to  take  us  into  war.  Here  is  what  the  Presi- 
dent said  in  1939.    I  continue  to  quote  from  his  address — 

There  lies  the  road  to  peace. 

Is  that  the  voice  of  one  who  is  trying  to  take  the  Nation  into 
the  war?  He  was  pointing  out  then  to  Senators  such  as  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut,  who  would  not  listen,  and  who 
would  not  hear,  that  that  was  the  road  to  peace.  He  wanted 
peace. 

What  else  did  the  President  say? 

The  position  of  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  is  that 
the  age-old  and  time-honored  doctrine  of  internal  law.  coupled 
with  these  positive  safeguards.  Is  better  calctilated  than  any 
other  man  to — 

Do  what?    To  get  us  Into  war?    Not  at  all. 

To  keep  us  out  of  this  war. 

That  was  in  September  1939.  On  May  16.  1940.  the  Presi- 
dent addressed  a  Joint  session  of  the  Congress.  I  observe 
that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  still  absent. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  have  ascertained  that  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  is  necessarily  engaged,  but  will  be  here  as  soon 
as  it  Is  possible  for  him  to  be  here. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Vermont  for 
his  Industry  in  looking  after  his  duties  as  assistant  leader  of 
the  minority  party.  But  If  I  had  as  small  a  minority  as  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  has  I  would  keep  some  of  the  mem- 
bers here.     [Laughter.  J 

This  is  what  the  President  said,  and  this  Is  what  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  is  challenging.  He  said  the  President  and 
others  have  deceived  us  and  are  continuing  to  deceive  us 
about  the  condition  of  our  national  defense.  The  President 
said  in  his  address  to  the  joint  session  of  the  Congress,  and  he 
told  the  truth: 

The  Navy  is  stronger  today  than  at  any  time  in  the  Nation's 
history. 

Where  is  the  Senator  who  challenges  that  sUtement?  Here 
is  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Walsh],  the  chair- 
man of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  who  bears  witness  to 


the  fact  that  the  President  spoke  the  truth  when  on  May  16 
he  said  the  Navy  today  is  in  the  best  condition  it  has  ever 
been  in  during  time  of  peace  In  the  history  of  the  Republic. 
It  is  better  today  in  time  of  peace  than  at  any  time  sine* 
Connecticut  joined  the  Union.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Texas  has 
made  a  correct  statement.  I  may  add,  in  order  to  be  specific, 
that  since  1934  we  have  built  102  combatant  naval  vessels. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Since  when? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Since  1934;  and  we  are  now  building  56 
more.  That  represents  over  150  naval  vessels  in  the  last  5 
years. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  One  himdred  and  fifty  naval  vessels  in 
the  last  5  years.  Does  that  look  as  if  anyone  is  deceiving  the 
country?  We  are  preparing,  and  we  have  been  preparing. 
Not  on  a  war-strength  basis,  of  course.  We  carmot  in  time 
of  peace  maintain  an  Army  adequate  to  meet  the  shock  of 
war.  Even  European  countries  do  not  undertake  to  do  that. 
They  wait  for  general  mobilization.  I  congratulate  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  return  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  I  repeat 
the  President's  words: 

The  Navy  is  stronger  today  than  at  any  time  In  the  Nation's 
history. 

That  is  what  the  President  said  on  the  16th  of  May.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  dispute  that  statement?  The 
Navy  Is  stronger  today,  notwithstanding  the  vote  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  a  year  ago  against  naval  appropria- 
tions. He  did  not  want  any  appropriations  for  the  Navy  a 
year  ago.  He  voted  the  other  day — and  I  congratulate  him 
for  it — for  naval  appropriations.  He  has  learned  something 
since  he  has  been  in  the  Senate.     [Laughter.] 

Today  also— 

This  is  the  President  speaking.  It  Is  not  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  but  it  is  the  President  from  whom  I  am  quoting. 
The  Senator  from  Connecticut  could  not  have  said  what  he 
did  in  a  burst  of  passion,  because  I  hold  in  my  hand  his 
prepared  speech,  and  I  see  the  stains  of  midnight  oil  all  over 
it.  He  labored  over  that  prepared  address,  so  he  could  not 
have  said  what  he  did  in  a  burst  of  sudden  passion. 

The  President  speaking: 

Today,  also  a  large  program  of  new  construction  is  well  tmder 
way.  Ship  for  ship,  ours  are  equal  to,  or  better  than,  the  vessels  of 
any  foreign  power. 

Is  that  true,  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  WALSH.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  carry  my  witnesses  with  me,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. [Laughter.]  The  Navy  is  stronger  today  than  ever 
in  time  of  peace.  Is  that  deception?  Is  that  misleading 
anyone?  Notwithstanding  that  it  is  stronger  than  at  any 
time,  in  time  of  peace,  I  want  to  go  on  and  make  it  the  best 
Navy  that  rides  the  oceans. 

The  argument  of  mihtary  dictators  cannot  be  answered 
by  sewing  circles.  The  arguments  of  artillery  and  tanks  and 
swarms  of  airplanes  cannot  be  overwhelmed  by  resolutions. 
The  answer  to  that  kind  of  voice  is  to  have  greater  armament, 
stronger  armament  than  the  enemy.  Then  he  may  be  chal- 
lenged and  defied.  Therefore,  I  want  the  best  navy  on  the 
ocean;  better  than  the  British  Navy,  or  the  Japanese  Navy, 
or  the  German  Navy,  or  the  navy  of  any  other  country. 
That  is  why  I  shall  vote  for  the  pending  bilL 

So  the  President  has  not  deceived  us  in  that  respect.  Now 
let  us  see  if  the  President  has  deceived  us  in  relation  to  the 
Army.    The  President  said: 

The  Army  likewise  Is  at  its  greatest  peacetime  strength.  Its 
equipment.  In  quality  and  quantity,  has  been  greatly  increased  and 
improved. 

That  is  all  true.  But  it  is  not  sufficient.  I  want  the  Army 
increased  still  further. 

I  want  its  cannon  to  be  bigger  and  better,  and  of  longer 
range.  I  want  its  antiaircraft  forces  to  be  expanded.  I 
want  the  armor  on  its  tanks  thickened  and  strengthened 
to  meet  the  shock  of  any  attacking  force  which  may  have 
the  hardihood  to  attack  them.  We  cannot  win  wars  with 
our  mouths.     We  must  have  armament. 
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What  else  did  the  President  say  In  his  address?    The 

Senator  from  Connecticut  insinuates  and  intimates  that 

the  President  is  scheming  in  some  fashion  to  wiggle  us 

into   war.    I   shall   quote   what    the   President   says   about 

that:  and  I  really  believe  the  President  is  as  good  a  witness 

as  to  what  is  in  his  heart  and  mind  as  is  the  Senator 

from  Connecticut.     I  do  not  know  that  the  Senator  from 

Connecticut  possesses  any  psychic  X-ray  which  peers  into 

the  hearts  of  men  and  analyzes  their  motives  and  their 

beliefs,  to  contradict  what  they  say  with  their  mouths  and 

brains.      If   the  Senator  from  Connecticut   possesses   any 

such  mystic,  ineffable,  clairvoyant  qualities,  he  has  failed 

to  disclose  them  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I       This  is  the  President  speaking: 

Thes*  perilous  days  demand  cooperation  between  xis  without 
trace  of  partisanship. 

That  is  what  the  President  is  saying  to  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut.  The  President  says.  "These  days  demand  co- 
operation l)etween  us  without  trace  of  partisanship."  If 
the  Senator  heard  that,  he  did  not  heed  it. 

The  President  said  further: 

Our  acta  must  be  guided  by  one  single,  hard-headed  thought — 

What  is  that  thought?  The  Senator  from  Connecticut 
imagines  that  it  is  to  drag  America  into  war.  I  do  not  think 
he  l)elieves  it.  but  he  imagines  it. 

The  President  says — 

Keeping  American  out  of  this  war. 

That  is  what  the  President  says. 

These  perilous  days  demand  cooperation  between  us  without 
trace  of  partisanship.     Our  acta — 

Not  only  the  President's  acts,  but  the  acts  of  Senators. 
Representatives,  and  other  citizens.  The  President  is  not 
responsible  for  everything.  The  Senate  is  responsible  for 
its  function. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  date  of  that 
expression  of  the  President? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  September  21,  1939,  away  back  yonder. 
The  President  was  talking.    That  is  what  the  President  said. 

In   that  spirit — 

The  spirit  to  keep  us  out  of  this  war — 

I  am  asking  the  leaders  of  the  two  major  parties  In  the  Senate 
and  In  the  Houae  of  Representatives  to  remain  in  Washington  be- 
tween the  close  of  this  extraordinary  session  and  the  beginning  of 
the  regular  session  on  January  3.  They  have  assured  me  that  they 
win  do  so,  and  I  expect  to  consult  with  them  at  frequent  Intervals 
on  the  course  of  events  in  foreign  affairs  and  on  the  need  for  futura 
action  In  this  held,  whether  It  be  Executive  or  legislative  action. 

Does  that  sound  as  though  the  President  were  trying  to 
wiggle  us  into  war? 

On  the  17th  of  May  the  President  asked  the  Congress  for 
large  appropriations,  and  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  voted 
for  them.  If  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  believed  that  in 
asking  for  funds  for  preparation  and  defense  the  President 
was  seeking  to  drag  us  into  this  war.  why  did  he  vote  for 
them?  If  he  had  been  courageous  he  would  have  said,  "No, 
Mr.  President:  you  are  seeking  these  arms,  tanks,  and  air- 
planes, and  this  increase  in  the  Naval  Establishment  in  order 
to  drag  us  into  war.  Speaking  for  the  grand  old  State  of 
Connecticut.  I  shall  vote  against  them,  because  I  do  not 
want  to  be  dragged  into  the  war." 

But  he  voted  for  them,  when  he  knew,  or  thought  he  knew, 
that  the  President  intended  to  use  them  to  drag  us  into  war. 
Under  his  responsibility  and  oath  as  a  Senator,  he  voted 
"aye."  I  cannot  believe  that  he  was  right  both  times.  Either 
he  is  right  with  his  vote,  or  he  is  wrong  with  his  mouth. 

That  request  was  on  May  17.  1940.  We  have  the  Budget 
estimates.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut — and  I  congratu- 
late him:  I  think  it  was  fine  of  him — voted  for  the  Army  ap- 
propriations, although  he  did  not  vote  for  the  naval  bill  in 
1939.     He  voted  against  it. 

On  the  31st  of  May.  a  few  days  ago.  the  President  sent 
to  Congress  another  Budget  message.  What  did  the  Presi- 
dent say? 


In  the  national  effort  for  defense  upon  which  we  are  now 
engaged,  it  la  imperative  that  we  make  full  and  effective  use  of 
the  mighty  capacities  that  lie  In  our  population.  Here  as  yet 
vmdeveloped  lie  the  ability  and  the  strength  needed  In  the  building 
up  of  our  armaments  to  provide  a  sure  industrial  foundation  for 
the  meeting  of  any  and  all  defense  requirements.  Without  the 
full  development  of  these  skills,  our  national  defense  will  be  less 
than  It  must  be  In  the  critical  days  which  lie  ahead.  Without 
the  full  contribution  of  our  people,  our  defense  cannot  attain  the 
invulnerability  which  the  Nation  demands  and  which  we  are  all 
determined  It  shall  have. 

I  conjure  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  to  heed  those 
words,  because  this  is  a  time  when  we  need  unity  of  purpose, 
unity  of  sentiment,  and  unity  of  action. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  before  me  the  prepared  speech  of 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  It  is  a  splendid  essay  on 
historical  events.  But  we  are  living  today.  I  like  history. 
I  like  to  read  about  the  campaigns  of  conquerors  and  others 
in  the  far-off  ages,  the  evolution  of  peoples,  the  migrations 
and  settlements,  the  pioneering,  the  making  of  new  boundary 
lines,  and  the  establishment  of  new  empires.  All  such 
matters  are  interesting  to  the  contemplative,  reflective,  and 
scholarly  research  investigator.  But  today  we  are  living  in 
a  period  when  these  things  are  breaking  all  about  us;  and 
It  behooves  us  to  wake  up  to  the  terrors  and  dangers  of  our 
position,  and  to  our  own  transcendent  responsibility. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  thought  the  Senator  would  like  to  have  a 
minute  or  two  to  look  at  the  speech  which  he  holds  in  his 
hand.  I  have  before  me  an  editorial  which  I  should  like  to 
put  into  the  Record.  It  will  take  about  2  minutes.  WiU 
the  Senator  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  another  angle  of  the  war  has 
not  been  stressed.  My  attention  has  Just  been  called  to  an 
editorial  which  appeared  in  the  New  York  Times  of  yester- 
day.   I  should  like  to  read  it: 

CASUALTISS 

Rembrandt  was  killed  at  Rotterdam  In  the  bombing  that  took 
place  after  the  surrender.  Shakespeare  fell  at  Dunkerque,  trying 
to  get  the  wounded  off.  Goethe  got  the  bullet  with  his  number  on 
It  at  the  crossing  of  the  Albert  Canal,  and  Beethoven  fell  at  the 
moment  of  victory  in  front  of  Lille.  A  dive  bomber  took  the  life 
and  genius  of  Pasteur  when  the  Ninth  Army  broke  Victor  Hugo 
wa.<<  killed  In  action  over  the  German  lines.  Dumas  and  Anatole 
Prance  hold  p?rllously  a  ditch  on  the  bank  of  the  Somme.  New- 
ton and  Faraday.  Semxnelwelse  and  Koch.  Curie  and  ESirllch  are 
wounded,  missing. 

Is  this  only  an  unhappy  fancy,  compounded  of  bad  news  and 
uneasy  dreams?  We  shall  never  know.  We  shall  never  know  what 
men  of  genius  took  their  quietus  In  the  Battle  of  Flanders,  or  will 
perish  In  battles  yet  to  come.  We  shall  never  know  what  gifts 
meant  for  all  mankind  forever  were  sacrificed,  or  will  be,  on  the 
altar  of  an  unholy  ambition.  The  dive  bombers  and  the  flame 
throwers  do  not  discriminate.  A  Darwin,  a  Dante,  a  Columbus, 
a  Kepler,  an  Ibsen,  a  Orotlus.  an  Erasmus,  a  Thomas  Aquinas,  a 
Marconi,  a  Keats,  a  Cezanne,  a  saint  or  a  sinner,  a  wise  man  or  a 
fool — it  Is  all  one  to  them. 

They  who  strike  at  the  flower  of  European  culture  strike  also 
at  the  young  men  who  might  have  cultivated  It.  The  singers  will  be 
silent:  the  artists'  paints  dry  up  In  their  pots;  spiders  will  weave 
their  webs  m  the  laboratories  where  men  were  to  have  been  made 
wiser  and  happier;  statesmen  who  might  have  led  their  countries 
toward  peace  and  freedom  20  years  hence  will  lie  In  unmarked 
graves  Some  will  survive,  but  never  shall  we  know  what  inflnlte 
human  riches  have  been  lost. 

Let  these  things  also  be  written  beneath  Adolf  HlUers  name  m 
the  book  of  his  damnation. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut in  his  prepared  speech  made  this  statement: 

That  we  have  already  broken  almost  every  rule  of  International 
law  Is  undoubted. 

I  do  not  know  the  basis  for  that  statement:  but  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut  accuses  his  own  country — the  United 
States — of  having  broken  almost  every  rule  of  international 
law.  It  is  not  a  very  good  attitude  in  which  to  place  ourselves 
before  the  other  nations  of  the  wo^ld.  But  what  I  am  com- 
plaining about  is  the  statement  of  the  Senator  as  to  the  toUl 
inadequacy  of  our  defense,  and  his  intimations  that  the 
Goverrunent  has  not  been  doing  what  it  could  do  In  the  way 


of  securing  equipment  with  the  money  which  Congress  here- 
tofore has  appropriated. 

I  quote  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  speaking  about 
bearing  witnesses  In  committees: 

We  know  from  them  that  our  antiaircraft  guns  are  obsolete, 
that  our  Army  Is  Inadequate  and  Ill-equipped,  that  our  aircraft  are 
GO  few  that  despite  everything  we  have  done  It  will  be  October  of 
this  year — 

I  should  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 

Massachusetts  to  this  statement — 

that  our  aircraft  are  so  few  that,  despite  everything  we  have  done.  It 
will  be  October  of  this  year  before  aU  the  aircraft  manufacturers  In 
the  United  States  can  achieve  a  total  production  of  as  many  as  800 
aircraft  of  all  types  in  any  I  month. 

I  am  not  prepared  to  dispute  the  last  statement,  because 
I  do  not  know;  but  800  aircraft  a  month  would  be  about 
10,000  a  year,  and  that  probably  is  as  many  as  any  nation 
\n  the  world  possesses  today. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  allow  me  to  say  that  I  very 
much  deplore  statements  that  go  out  to  the  country  and 
frighten  the  people  into  the  view  that  Congress  has  been 
derelict,  that  we  have  no  Navy  and  we  have  no  Army  and 
we  have  no  airplanes  and  no  aircraft  defenses.  That  is  not 
helping  the  morale  of  the  American  people,  and  it  is  not 
helping  the  program  of  preparedness  and  national  defense 
in  which  we  are  now  engaged. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  reaches  his  climax  in  insert- 
ing in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Hartford  Daily 
Courant — I  believe  Hartford  is  in  Connecticut — and  he  men- 
tions the  editor  by  name.  He  says  the  editorial  undoubtedly 
was  written  by  the  able  editor,  Maurice  S.  Sherman,  and  ap- 
peared in  the  Hartford  Daily  Courant  for  Friday,  May  31.  I 
assume  that  all  that  went  ahead  In  the  speech  was  merely  the 
exordium  to  work  up  Interest  in  the  peroration  for  the  pur- 
pose of  permanently  embalming  In  the  Recoro  an  editorial 
from  one  of  the  Senator's  probably  most  influential  con- 
stituents. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  for  the  pending  naval  bill.  It  will  not 
put  the  Navy  where  the  Navy  will  have  to  be  in  the  years  to 
come.  It  win  only  carry  on,  as  I  understand,  a  program 
which,  in  the  long  view,  will  in  due  course  of  time,  after  a 
while,  give  us  a  Navy  that  we  believe  is  adequate  to  our 
national  needs.  In  voting  for  the  largest  navy  and  the  best 
navy  In  the  world  we  have  to  remember  that  we  are  flanked 
on  both  sides  by  the  oceans.  We  cannot  transfer  our  Navy 
from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  with  great  speed,  even  with 
the  Panama  Canal  in  working  condition;  and  there  is  always 
a  possibility  of  sabotage  or  something  else  wrecking  the 
Canal.  We  have  possible  enemies  on  the  west  and  possible 
enemies  on  the  east. 

I  believe  that  the  United  States,  out  of  our  resources,  out 
of  our  manpower,  and  out  of  our  willingness  to  sacrifice  some 
of  our  comforts  and  perhaps  some  of  our  necessities,  should 
provide  an  absolutely  unconquerable  and  invulnerable  Navy. 
We  should  not  stop  there.  We  should  have,  of  course,  air- 
plane carriers  to  go  with  the  Navy.  It  should  have  an  ade- 
quate force  of  airplanes  to  combat  the  enemy  and.  if  need 
be.  to  attack  the  enemy.  The  Army,  on  the  other  hand,  must 
have  mechanized  equipment. 

Mr.  President.  I  propose — and  I  shall  Introduce  a  bill  to^ 
that  effect — that  we  provide  for  a  great  national  research 
laboratory  for  both  the  Navy  and  the  Army;  that  we  not 
confine  It  to  military  men;  that  we  bring  into  the  laboratory 
scientists  and  the  best  minds  In  the  field  of  Invention  and 
mechanics  to  study  arms  and  equipment  during  the  years, 
and  to  be  ahead  of  the  other  nations  of  the  world;  that  we 
not  wait  until  some  other  nation  invents  a  new  weapon  and 
then  ourselves  be  unprepared,  but  that  we  ourselves  have 
these  inventions  ahead  of  other  nations  of  the  earth.  Some 
of  the  Army  oflBcers  probably  are  planning  to  fight  the 
next  war  on  the  same  principles  and  along  the  same  lines  of 
strategy  as  the  World  War.  We  cannot  fight  in  this  modern 
time  as  George  Washington  fought,  with  a  few  old  muskets 
and  flintlocks.  We  must  fight  with  all  the  modem  equip- 
ment of  war;  and.  If  possible,  we  should  outstrip  the  rest  of 


the  world  in  Invention  and  In  protection  and  In  devising 
weapons  to  secure  the  national  safety. 

I  am  confident  that  such  a  research  laboratory  to  serve 
both  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  staffed  with  some  military  and 
naval  officers  but  also  having  within  It  civilians  and  experts 
and  scientists,  would  go  a  long  way  toward  providing  for  the 
equipment  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  not  after  the  start  of 
a  war,  not  after  an  attack  upon  us  by  some  enemy  armed 
with  a  new  weapon  that  we  did  not  know  about,  but  ahead 
of  the  other  nations,  so  that  we  ourselves  might  be  ready  to 
employ  new  instrumentalities  of  war. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  no  war.  God  knows  I  want  this 
great  Nation  to  remain  at  peace.  But,  considering  the  man- 
ner in  which  militaristic  powers  are  now  sweeping  over  the 
fair  face  of  some  of  the  greatest  regions  of  the  earth,  and 
having  in  mind  the  ambitions  of  dictators  and  military 
masters,  democracy  and  the  people  on  this  hemisphere  must 
realize  the  facts  and  face  them.  It  is  our  manifest  duty  to 
our  people,  and  to  ourselves,  and  to  all  the  generations  that 
we  hope  to  come  after  us  on  this  continent,  to  prepwire  a 
navy  so  superb  as  to  be  able  to  defend  us  on  both  of  the 
oceans,  and  an  army  so  well  equipped  £md  so  officered  and  so 
Increased  In  personnel  that  if  a  foreign  invader  ever  lands 
upon  these  shores  we  may  overwhelm  him  and  send  him 
down  Into  the  wreckage  and  the  ruin  of  defeat. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  first  committee  amendment,  which  will  be  stated  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  amendment  was,  in  section  1.  page  2,  line  8.  after  the 
word  "by",  to  strike  out  "16.700"  and  Insert  "33.400",  so 
as  to  read: 

(c)  Submarines.  21.000  tons,  making  a  total  authorlssed  under- 
age tonnage  of  102.956  tons:  Provided.  That  the  foregoing  total 
tonnage  for  aircraft  carriers,  cruisers,  and  submarines  may  be 
varied  by  33,400  tons  in  the  aggregate  so  long  as  the  sum  of  the 
total  tonnages  of  these  classes  as  authorlssed  herein  Is  not  ex- 
ceeded: Provided  further.  That  the  terms  used  In  this  or  any  other 
act  to  describe  vessels  of  designated  classes  shall  not  be  under8t09d 
as  limited  or  controUed  by  defluitlons  contained  In  any  treaty 
which  Is  not  now  in  force. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  3,  page  3,  line  2,  after 
the  word  "useful",  to  insert  "nonrigid";  in  line  3,  after  the 
word  "not",  to  strike  out  "less"  and  insert  "more";  and  in 
the  same  line,  after  the  word  "than",  to  strike  out  "twelve" 
and  insert  "eighteen",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  3.  The  President  of  the  United  States  Is  hereby  authorieed 
to  acquire  or  construct  naval  airplanes,  and  llghter-than-alr  craft, 
and  spare  parts  and  equipment,  as  may  be  necessary  to  provide 
and  maintain  the  number  of  useful  naval  airplanes  at  a  total  of 
not  more  than  4,600,  Including  500  airplanes  for  the  Naval  Reserve; 
and  the  number  of  useful  nonrigid  llghter-than-alr  craft  at  a 
total  of  not  more  than  18. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  In  section  5,  page  3,  line  13. 
after  the  word  "act",  to  strike  out  "which  purposes  shall  in- 
clude, in  addition  to  shipbuilding  ways  and  shipbuilding 
docks  at  the  navy  yards  at  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  Norfolk,  Va.,  essential  equipment  and  facilities  at 
naval  establishments  for  building  and  equipping  any  ship  or 
ships  herein  or  heretofore  authorized"  and  insert  "including 
not  to  exceed  $35,000,000  for  shipbuilding  ways,  shipbuilding 
docks,  and  essential  equipment  and  facilities  at  naval  estab- 
lishments for  building  or  equipping  any  ship,  herein  or  here- 
tofore authorized,  and.  In  addition,  not  to  exceed  $6,000,000 
for  essential  equipment  and  facilities  at  either  private  or 
naval  establishments  for  the  production  of  armor  or  arma- 
ments: Provided,  That  equipment  and  facilities  procured  for 
the  production  of  armor  or  armament  pursuant  to  the  au- 
thority contained  herein  may  be  leased,  sold,  or  otherwise 
disposed  of,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
when  no  longer  required  for  use  under  naval  contract.",  so 
as  to  make  the  section  read: 

See.  5.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  ap- 
propriated, such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  effectuate  the  pur- 
poses of  this  act,  Including  not  to  exceed  $35,000,000  for  ship- 
building ways,  shlpbuUdlng  docks,   and  essential   equipment  and 
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fftcintlea  at  n«v»l  «rt»bJ?9hment8  for  building  or  equipping  any 
ship,  herein  or  heretofore  authorized,  and.  In  addition,  not  to 
exceed  96.000.000  for  eshentlal  equipment  and  facilities  at  either 
prlTate  or  naval  e8tablishment«  for  the  production  of  armor  or 
armamentx:  Provided.  That  equipment  and  facilities  procured  for 
the  production  of  armor  or  armament  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  herein  may  be  icaaed,  sold,  or  otherwise  disposed  of.  In 
the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  when  no  lo^er  re- 
quired for  uat  under  naval  contract. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5.  after  line  2,  to  Insert  a 

new  section,  as  follows: 

See.  9.  For  the  purpose  of  modernizing  the  United  States  ships 
New  York.  Texas,  and  Arkansas,  alterations  and  repairs  to  such 
vessels  are  hereby  authorized  at  a  total  cost  not  to  exceed  the  sum 
of  t<t.OOO.OOO.  This  sum  shall  be  In  addition  to  the  total  appro- 
priation expenditures  for  repairs  and  changes  to  each  of  these 
vessels  a*  limited  by  the  Act  of  July  18.  1935  (49  Stat.  482;  U.  S.  C 
title  5.  sec.  468a). 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5,  after  line  10,  to  insert 
a  new  section,  as  follows: 

See.  10.  The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April 
35.  1939  (53  Stat  590.  592).  shall,  during  the  period  of  any  national 
emergency  declared  by  the  President  to  exist,  be  applicable  to  naval 
public  works  and  naval  public  utilities  projects  in  the  fourteenth 
naval  district  for  which  appropriations  are  made  or  authorized: 
Provided.  That  the  fixed  fee  to  be  paid  the  contractor  as  a  result 
of  any  contract  entered  into  under  the  authority  contained  herein. 
or  any  contract  hereafter  entered  into  under  the  authority  con- 
tained tn  said  act  of  April  25.  1939.  shall  not  exceed  6  percent 
of  the  estimated  cost  of  the  contract,  exclusive  of  the  fee,  as  deter- 
sained  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  wa^  on  page  5,  after  line  22.  to  insert 
a  new  section,  as  follows: 

Sac.  11.  There  is  hereby  authorized  and  eaftabllshed  a  Naval 
Consulting  Board  of  seven  members  to  be  appointed  by  the  Presi- 
dent, by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  from 
among  eminent  civilians  in  the  fields  of  Industry,  science,  and 
research,  to  serve  during  the  pleaetu-e  of  the  President.  This  Board 
la  hereby  authorized  to  make  recommendations  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  in  any  matter  concerning  the  Naval  Establishment  and 
the  national  defense.  The  members  thereof  shall  serve  without 
compensation,  but  shall  be  reimbursed  for  all  expenses  incurred  In- 
cident to  their  travel  and  employment  as  members  of  the  Board. 
There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  not  to  exceed  925,000  to 
effectuate  the  purposes  of  tbls  section. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  completes  the  com- 
mittee amendments. 

The  bill  is  open  to  further  amendment.  If  there  be  no 
further  amendment  to  be  proposed,  the  question  is  on  the 
engrossment  of  the  amendments  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

Tbe  bill  (H.  R.  8026)  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

NAVAL  AIRCRAFT  EXPANSION 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  Senate  bill  4024. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  be  stated  by 
title  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  4024)  to  authorize  the 
construction  or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction 
of  certain  public  works,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  desire  to 
go  forward  with  the  bill  tonight? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  May  the  Chair  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  to  the  fact, 
which  the  Chair  is  sure  he  realizes,  that  House  bill  9848, 
Calendar  No.  1809.  is  identical  with  the  Senate  bill. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes.  Mr.  President;  I  was  about  to  ask  that 
House  bill  9848  be  substituted  for  the  Senate  bill,  and  move 
that  it  be  considered  instead  of  the  Senate  bill.    I  so  move. 


The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  9848.  Calendar 
No.  1809,  which  will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  9848)  to  authorize 
the  construction  or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the  con- 
struction of  certain  public  works,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  no  notice  was  given  of  the 
intention  to  consider  either  of  these  bills  today.  I  think  the 
able  Senator  would  be  willing,  perhaps,  that  the  Senate  take 
a  recess  at  this  time  and  consider  the  bill  tomorrow  at  12 
o'clock. 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  shall  be  pleased  to  do  that. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  prefer  that  that  course  be  taken.  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  bill  being  made  the  unfinished  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs  with  amendments. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  be  recognized  on  the  convening  of  the  Senate  tomor- 
row so  that  I  may  speak  on  the  bill  which  is  now  the  unfin- 
ished business. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  Is  so  ordered. 

ratST,  SECOND,   AND  THIRD  NATIONAL  STEAMSHIP   COS. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
I  may  submit  a  resolution,  and  then  I  shall  ask  that  it  be 
Immediately  considered. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  reso- 
lution will  be  received,  and  will  be  read  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  275)  was  read,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  blU  (S.  2609.  75th  Cong..  1st  sess.)  for  the 
relief  of  the  First.  Second,  and  Third  National  Steanx^lp  Cos., 
together  with  aU  accompanying  papers,  referred  to  the  Court  of 
Claims  by  Senate  Resolution  147.  Seventy-flfth  Congress,  first  ses- 
sion, be.  and  the  same  Is  hereby,  recalled,  and  that  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 147  be,  and  is  hereby,  repealed. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  state  briefly 
what  he  desires  to  accomplish  by  the  resolution? 

Mr.  BURKE.  Yes;  and  then  I  shall  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  resolution. 

At  the  first  session  of  the  Seventy-flfth  Congress  a  meas- 
ure was  reported  from  the  Committees  on  Claims  of  both 
Houses,  and  passed,  sending  to  the  Court  of  Claims  a  cer- 
tain claim.  The  measure  was  vetoed  by  the  Chief  Executive, 
one  of  the  grounds  being  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Chief 
Executive,  the  Government  would  be  denied  certain  defenses 
if  the  measure  were  enacted  in  that  form. 

A  little  later  in  the  Seventy-fifth  Congress  there  was  intro- 
duced Senate  bill  2609,  by  the  then  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 
Mr.  Moore,  an  ordinary  claim  bill,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims.  Following  that  the  late  Senator 
Logan,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  reported  Senate  Reso- 
lution 147,  wtxich  was  agreed  to  on  June  28,  1937,  first  session 
of  the  Seventy-flfth  Congress. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield, 
I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Then  I  will  conclude  in  one  sentence.  Last 
week  the  junior  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Brown],  at  the 
request  of  the  Committee  on  Claims,  offered  the  substance 
of  this  proposal  as  an  amendment  to  a  bill  which  was 
passed.  But  the  matter  is  a  little  confused  now,  because  the 
former  reference  to  the  Court  of  Claims  stiU  stands,  and  all 
I  propose  by  the  resolution  I  have  just  offered  is  that  the 
matter  be  recalled  from  the  Court  of  Claims. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present  consideration  of 
the  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  considered 
and  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  WALSH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business, 

EXECUTIVE   ICSSSACES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  La  Follrte  In  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nominations  (and  with- 
drawing the  nomination  of  a  postmaster),  which  were  re- 
ferred to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received  and  nominaticm  with- 
drawn, see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 

BXSCimVB    REPORTS   OF    COMKITnCBS 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and 
Survesrs.  reported  favorably  the  following  nominations: 

Mrs.  Carrie  H.  Malone.  of  Nevada,  to  be  register  of  the 
land  office  at  Carson  City,  Ncv.,  vice  Mrs.  Gladys  Huyck; 

George  Finley,  of  Oregon,  to  be  register  of  the  land  office 
at  Roseburg.  Oreg.  (reappointment); 

William  Riddell,  of  Montana,  to  be  register  of  the  land 
office  at  Billings.  Mont,  (reappointment) ;  and 

Mrs.  BeUe  D.  Byrne,  of  North  DakoU,  to  be  register  of  the 
land  office  at  Bismarck.  N.  Dak.  (reappointment) . 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Pc»t  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there  be  no  further  re- 
ports of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on 
the  calendar. 

I  POSntASTEXS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomi- 
nations of  postmaster  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
nominations  are  confirmed  en  bloc.  That  completes  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

tKCXSS 

Mr.  WALSH.  As  in  legislative  session,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  tomorrow  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  15 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow, 
Tuesday,  June  4,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS 
nominations    received    by    the    Senate    June    3 
{legislative  day  of  May  28),  1940 
I  Foreign  and  Diplomatic  Servics 
Troy  L.  Perkins,  of  Kentucky,  now  a  Foreign  Service  officer 
of  class  8  and  a  secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service,  to  be 
also  a  consul  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
Appointments  to  Temporary  Rank  in  the  Air  Corps  in  the 
I  Regular  Army 

to  be  colonel 
Lt.  Col.  Hubert  Vincent  Hopkins.  Air  Corps,  from  May  27, 
1940. 

TO  BE  HEOTEMANT  COLONEL 

Maj.  Dache  McClain  Reeves,  Air  Corps,  vice  Lt.  Col.  Hubert 
V.  Hopkins.  Air  Corps,  nominated  for  appointment  as  tem- 
porary colonel.  Air  Corps.  1 

TO  BE  major  j 

Capt.  Russell  Edward  Randall,  Air  Corps,  vice  MlaJ.  Dache 
McC.  Reeves.  Air  Corps,  nominated  for  appointment  as  tem- 
porary lieutenant  colonel.  Air  Corps.  i 
Appointment  in  the  Reculae  Army      j 

Second  Lt.  William  Frederick  Stewart,  Air  Corps  Reserve, 
to  be  second  lieutenant  in  the  Air  Corps  with  rank  from  date 
of  appointment. 


Appointments,  by  Transfer,  in  the  Regular  Army 
TO  corps  or  engineers 
Second  Lt.  Philip  Yeager  Browning,  Field  Artillery,  with 
rank  from  June  14,  1938.  effective  November  15,  1940. 

TO  riNANCE  department 

Maj.  Joseph  Charles  Kovarik,  Infantry,  with  rank  from 
AprU  30,  1940. 

Promotxohs  a  the  Regular  Abmt 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel 

Maj.  Harold  Albert  Nisley,  Ordnance  Department,  from 
May  27,  19;10. 

To  be  major 

Capt.  Joseph  Franklin  Battley.  Chemical  Warfare  Service, 
from  May  27.  1940. 

medical  corps 
To  be  majors 

Capt.  Norman  Hyde  Wiley,  Medical  Corps,  from  July  2, 
1940. 

Capt.  Paul  Irwin  Robinson,  Medical  Corps,  from  July  27, 
1940. 

Capt.  Silas  Beach  Hays,  Medical  Corps,  from  July  27,  1940. 

Capt.  Henry  William  Daine.  Medical  Corps,  from  July  27. 
1940. 

Capt.  Earl  Maxwell.  Medical  Corps,  from  July  27,  1940. 

Capt.  Wilford  F.  Hall.  Medical  Corps,  from  July  27,  1940. 

To  be  captain* 

First  Lt.  Byron  Edward  Pollock,  Medical  Corps,  from  July  1, 
1940.  ,; 

First  JJt.  William  Donald  Preston,  Medical  C^rps,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

First  Lt.  Winston  Hunter  Vaughan,  Jr.,  Medical  Corps,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

First  Lt.  Richard  Patrick  Mason,  Medical  Corps,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

First  Lt.  Daniel  Joseph  Sheehan,  Medical  Corps,  from  July 
1,  1940. 

■  First  Lt.  Joseph  Edward  Cannon,  Medical  Corps,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

First  Lt.  Donald  Edgar  Carle,  Medical  Corps,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

First  Lt.  Thomas  Donald  McCarthy,  Medical  Corps,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

First  Lt.  James  Bernard  Seaman.  Medical  Corps,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

First  Lt.  Henry  McClellan  Greenleaf.  Medical  Corps,  from 
July  1.  1940. 

First  Lt.  Clark  Batchelder  Williams,  Medical  Corps,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

First  Lt.  Michael  Louis  Sheppeck.  Medical  Corps,  from  July 
1,  1940. 

First  Lt.  Merrill  Clark  Davenport.  Medical  Corps,  from 
July  1.  1940. 

First  Lt.  John  Washington  Simpson,  Medical  Corps,  from 
July  1.  1940. 

First  Lt.  Harold  Robert  (barter.  Medical  Corps,  from  July 
5,  1940. 

First  Lt.  Melvin  Frederic  Eyerman,  Medical  Corps,  from 
July  12.  1940. 

First  Lt.  Frederick  James  Knoblauch.  Medictd  Corps,  from 
July  15.  1940. 

First  Lt.  Eugene  Richard  Inwood,  Medical  Corps,  from  July 
23,  1940. 

DENTAL  CORPS 

To  be  majors 

Capt.  James  Simon  Cathree,  Dental  Corps,  from  July  5, 
1940. 

Capt.  Ingolf  Bernhardt  Hauge,  Dental  Corps,  from  July  5, 
1940. 

Capt.  John  LeRoy  Carter,  Dental  Corps,  from  July  5,  1940. 
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To  be  captain 
First  U.  Clare  Thomas  Budge.  Dental  Corps,  from  July  8, 
1940. 

TKTXRnfAST  CORPS 

To  be  major 

Capt.  Maurice  Wendell  Hale,  Veterinary  Corps,  from  July 

25,  1940. 

Chaplain 

To  be  chaplain  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel 

Chaplain  Prank  Lewis  Miller  (major) ,  United  States  Army. 

from  July  16.  1940. 

Appointments  in  the  Regular  Arict 

to  be  second  lieutenants  with  rank  from  junb  11,  1940 

Corp^  of  Engineers 

1.  Harold  Clifton  Brown. 

2.  Alan  Edward  Gee. 

3.  John  Plnzer  Presnell,  Jr. 

4.  John  William  Burfenlng, 

5.  John  Anthony  Graf.  Jr. 

6.  Winston  Cureton  Powler. 

10.  Leo  Erway  Dunham,  Jr. 

11.  Alton  Parker  Donnell. 

12.  George  Francis  Dixon,  Jr. 

13.  Ashod  Michael  Ahmajan. 

14.  Lawrence  Joseph  Fuller. 

15.  Paul  Francis  CNeil. 

17.  Samuel  Richard  Peterson. 

18.  Eugene  Joseph  Carr. 

19.  Austin  James  Russell. 

20.  David  Stuart  Parker. 

21.  Harry  Albright  French. 

22.  Earl  McFarland,  Jr. 

25.  Edward  Aiken  Flanders. 

26.  Edward  Thcmas  Podufaly. 

28.  Marvin  Leroy  Jacobs. 

29.  Clayton  Allen  Rust. 

30.  Howard  Wilson  Penney. 

32.  Thomas  Duvall  Quaid. 

33.  RajTTiond  Maurice  Clock. 
^    34.  Robert  Carter  Pfeil. 

"^  35.  Louis  Aloysius  Thommen. 

36.  Francis  Richard  Sullivan. 

37.  James  Arthur  Plant. 

38.  Leonard  Landon  Haseman. 

39.  Richard  Henry  Free. 

40.  Edward  Gaylord  Cook. 

48.  Robert  Edward  Applegate. 

49.  Thaddeus  Michael  Nosek. 

50.  Ivan  Sattem. 

53.  Oval  Hale  Robinson. 
55.  Charles  Harvey  Banks. 
57.  Charles  Carmin  Noto. 
64.  John  Edward  Minahan. 

67.  Robert  Irving  Dice. 

Signal  Corps 

8.  Lawrence  Cutrlght  Sheetz. 

16.  Lawrence  Gordon  FVirbes. 

23.  Joseph  Vincent  lacobucci. 

24.  Raymond  Harold  Goodrich. 
45.  Nathan  Louis  Krisberg. 

68.  Charles  Edmund  Harrison,  Jr. 
71.  Jack  Stewart  DeWitt. 

76.  David  Roger  Guy. 

80.  Edward  Patrick  Wsmne. 

82.  Bernard  Ambrose  Ferry. 

83.  Lawrence  Ronald  Kiar. 
90.  Edward  Vemer. 

99.  Charles  Richard  P^irlamb. 

Cavalry 

9.  Charles  Bellows  Haaeltlne.  Jr. 

43.  Mllford  Franklin  Stablein. 

44.  Montgomery  Cunningham  Meigs. 


58.  Ralph  Morris  Rogers. 
100.  Dean  Titus  Vanderhoef. 

Edward  Joseph  Walker. 

John  Zachariah  Endress. 

125.  John  Paul  Gerald. 

126.  Robert  John  Pate. 
Dennis  Ladislaus  Barton. 
James  Lavem  Smiley. 
James  Ralph  Taylor. 
George  Jcseph^LaBreche. 
Thomas  Bowman  Hargis,  Jr. 
James  Elroy  Tyler, 
Edwin  Carroll  Haggard. 
James  Frederick  Kreitzer. 

216.  James  Harold  Pitman. 
218.  Gilbert  Hume  Woodward. 

George  Columbus  Hines. 

Herbert  Mead  Bowlby,  Jr. 

Scott  Montgomery  Case. 

Rowland  Herman  Renwanz. 

James  Scott  Greene,  Jr. 

Thomas  Corwin  Chamberlain. 

Robert  Edwin  Maxwell. 

Robert  Russell  Dodderidge. 


108. 
110. 


165. 
177. 
190. 
191. 
192. 
195. 
197. 
212. 


219. 

236. 

237. 

239. 

254. 

262. 

268. 

281. 

284.  Wallace  Leo  Clement. 

286 

294 

303 

307 

308 


Dan  Porter  Briggs. 

Samuel  McClure  Goodwin. 

Joseph  Lee  McCroskey. 

Henry  Patrick  Heid,  Jr. 

Rush  Spencer  Wells,  Jr. 
329.  John  Ross  East.  Jr. 
332.  Robert  William  Strong,  Jr. 
338.  Milton  Carlton  Barnard  2d. 

340.  John  William  Norvell. 

341.  James  Frederick  Williams,  Jr. 
Edward  Deming  Lucas.  Jr. 
George  Washington  England,  Jr. 
Allan  Ashley  Crockett. 


342. 
343. 
344. 


Field  Artillery 
41.  Walter  Eugene  Gunster.  Jr. 
51.  Carey  Law  O'Bryan,  Jr. 
54.  Paul  David  Phillips. 
59.  John  Bunyan  Corbly.  Jr. 

61.  Luther  Dixon  Arnold. 

62.  Cuyler  Llewellyn  Clark.  Jr. 

65.  William  Regis  Shanahan. 

66.  James  Pershing  Strauss. 

69.  Urey  Woodson  Alexander. 

70.  William  Payne  Francisco. 

72.  Delano  Edgell. 

73.  Elbert  Dotterer  Hoffman. 

74.  Alan  Greene  Rorick. 

75.  Woodrow  Maurice  Smith. 
77.  Robert  Ray  Williams. 

79.  Wendell  John  Coats. 

85.  George  Mayo.  Jr. 

86.  Raymond  Renola. 

87.  Clarence  William  Clapsaddle.  Jr. 

91.  Robert  Moore  Brewer. 

92.  Kenneth  McRae  Lemley. 

94.  Raymond  Leroy  Shoemaker.  Jr. 
97.  Edward  Hamilton  Kyle. 
104.  John  Joseph  Murphy,  Jr. 
107   Dean  Marti  Benson. 
111.  James  Robert  Wendt.  Jr. 

116.  Raymond  Weir  Millican. 

117.  Donald  Vivian  Bennett. 

121.  Richard  Josiah  Kent. 

122.  James  WiUard  Walters.  Jr. 
124.  Samuel  Merrick  Patten. 
127.  James  Kirkbride  Taylor. 

131.  William  Henry  Harrison  MulUn. 

132.  Burdett  Eugene  Haessly. 
138.  Richard  Sargent  Abbey. 
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141.  John  Jacob  Beiser. 

142.  WilUam  Henry  BirrelL 

143.  Bradley  Foote  Prann. 

144.  Donald  Boyle  Stewart. 

145.  Charles  Simonton  Brice,  Jr. 
155.  Joseph  Richard  Couch. 

157.  Jerry  Spears  Addington. 

158.  James  Garland  Dubuisson. 
161.  Joseph  Patrick  Donohue. 
172.  Paul  Schroeder  Deems. 
174.  Robert  Campbell  Cassibry. 

186.  Robert  Lamar  Williams. 

187.  Davison  Dalziel.  Jr. 

198.  Melvin  Herl)ert  Rosen. 

199.  Donovan  Paul  Yeuell,  Jr. 
202.  Bertil  Andrew  Johnson. 
208.  Jordan  Joseph  Wilderman. 
214.  James  Lawson  Orr. 

220.  Robert  Thome  Tuck. 

226.  George  Alexander  Aubrey. 

227.  Paul  S.  Cullen. 

230.  John  Joseph  Kenney. 
233.  Michael  Francis  Bavaro. 
235.  Olin  Lee  Bell. 
238.  Francis  Edward  Kramer. 
240.  James  Wilboume  Milner. 
245.  Sanford  Patrick  England. 
247.  Jack  Pershing  Thompson. 
252.  Philip  John  Moore  3d. 

256.  Salvo  Rizza. 

257.  John  Robert  McLean. 
263.  Cornelius  Arthur  Murphy. 
267.  Israel  Wald. 

272.  Reginald  James  Cllzbe. 

275.  Roderick  Wetherill. 

285.  William  Benjamin  Wright  3d. 

287.  Ford  Prioleau  Puller,  Jr. 

288.  Robert  Phineas  Knapp,  Jr. 
293.  John  Thomas  O'Keefe. 

296.  Wallace  James  Hackett. 

297.  Ralph  Anderson  Osbom,  Jr. 

298.  David  Barbour  Byrne. 

299.  Lester  Frank  Schockner. 

300.  John  Dibble.  Jr. 
302.  Harry  Ami  Stella. 

304.  Harry  Bert  Lane. 

305.  William  Eugene  Farthing.  Jr. 

-  I  Coast  Artillery  Corps 

7.  Robert  Gibson  Cooper. 

27.  Herbert  Edward  Pace,  Jr. 

31.  Robert  Ha  Wheat. 

56.  William  Harvey  Roedy. 

63.  Gerhard  E\'ans  Brown. 

78.  James  Montgomery  Moore. 

88.  Morris  Loeb  Shoss. 

93.  John  Thomas  Harvey  Spengler. 

96.  Anthony  Benvenuto, 

98.  Homer  Barron  Chandler.  Jr. 

101.  Stephen  Silvasy. 

102.  Charles  Webster  Bagstad. 
105.  Robert  Hamilton  Warren. 
109.  Henry  Augustine  Miley,  Jr. 

112.  Clarence  Talmage  Marsh,  Jr. 

113.  RoUand  Woodrow  Hamelin. 

114.  Clarence  Edward  Gushurst. 

115.  Clyde  Henry  Webb,  Jr. 

118.  WUliam  Clark  Craig. 

119.  Henry  Allen  Cunningham,  Jr. 
123.  George  Daniel  Camahan. 
128.  Edwin  Pahey  Black. 

130.  Robinson  Riley  Norris. 

134.  William  Elliott  Helnemann. 

135.  Hobart  Bumside  Pillsbury. 
139.  Theodore  Louis  Hoffmann,  Jt. 
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149.  Everett  De  Witt  Light. 
153.  John  Andrew  O'Brien. 
156.  Joseph  Michael  Cole,  Jr. 

159.  Sydney  Gilbert  Fisher. 

160.  Solomon  Theodore  Willis,  Jr. 
162.  Leonard  Milton  Orman. 

164.  Edward  Henry  Hendrickson. 
166.  Philip  Courtney  Loofbourrow. 
170.  Harry  Thompson  Simpson,  Jr. 
173.  John  MacNair  Wright,  Jr. 
175.  William  Loring  Clay, 
178.  Arthur  Austin  McCartan. 
180.  Harry  Lee  Wilson,  Jr. 

183.  Robert  Jerome  Delaney. 

184.  William  Roscoe  Kintner. 

185.  WendeU  Burley  SeU. 

188.  William  Edward  Buck.  Jr.  ^ 

189.  Frank  Armand  de  Latour.  Jr. 

193.  Charles  Langwerthy  Beaudry. 

194.  Chester  Kieser  Britt. 

196.  Richard  Hobbs  Fraser.  i 

200.  Stewart  Lawrence  McKenney. 

201.  Edison  Albert  Lynn,  Jr. 
205.  John  Joseph  Pidgeon. 

210.  John  Stevens  Harnett. 

211.  Robert  Leonard  Colllgan,  Jr. 
213.  John  Edward  Aber. 

221.  Harry  Prank  Bunze. 

224.  Howard  Thomas  Wright. 

225.  James  Lotozo. 

228.  Thomas  Frederick  Gordon. 

229.  Joe  Wilbur  Leedom.  Jr. 
234.  William  Frederick  Hortoo. 
243.  Jules  David  Yates. 

249.  Dill  Baynard  Ellis. 

251.  Everett  Houston  Ware. 

253.  Ronald  Maurice  Kolda. 

255.  Hugh  Jefferson  Turner.  Jr. 

265.  James  Thomas  Hennessy. 

271.  Joseph  William  Ruebel. 

274.  James  Holland  Stephen  Rasmussen. 

279.  Augustus  John  Cullen. 

280.  Ernest  Bryant  Jones. 

282.  Thomas  Franklin  Mansfield. 

283,  Maurice  Earle  Parker, 
301.  Raymond  Henry  Bates. 
306.  Martin  Bell  Chandler, 
309.  Greorge  John  Bayerle,  Jr. 
311.  Albert  Park  Richards. 

314.  James  McLaurin  Ridgell,  Jr. 
318.  Thomas  Henry  MuUer. 
321.  Harmon  Porter  Rimmer. 

325.  Leonard  Edward  SymroskL 

326.  Andre  Ringgold  Brousseau. 

327.  William  Meyers  Kasper. 
330.  Richard  Thomas  Cassidy. 
336.  Franklin  Stapf  Shawn. 

347.  Warren  Curtis  Stirling. 

348.  Gilford  Dalton  Green. 

353.  Archie  Joyce  Knight. 

354.  Arthur  Gordon  Malone. 

355.  Roy  Willard  Nelson.  Jr. 

362.  Charles  Theodore  Biswanger,  Jr. 

363.  Arthur  Theodore  Frontczak. 

366,  Thaddeus  Philip  Floryan. 

367.  Albert  Dale  Epley. 

377.  Robert  Neville  Mackin.  3d. 

378,  Richard  Alexander  Shagrin. 

380.  James  Bs^lngton  McAfee. 

381.  William  Joseph  Gildart. 

382.  Joseph  Jackson  Eaton,  Jr. 
388.  Julius  Boswell  Summers,  Jr. 
390.  Mark  Clair  Baugher  Klunk. 
392.  John  Patrick  Dwjrer. 

S94.  Leon  Luther  Clarke. 
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312.  John  Kerr  Roberts.  Jr. 


179.  Charles  Gillies  EsaiL 
203.  Alan  Phillin  Thaver. 


Reuben  C.  Yarger,  Loleta. 
Albert  .7    Fnit^hpv    T/^s  Miptns 


ii 


I 


I 


r38« 

397.  William  Francis  Coleman. 

402.  Ralph  Edward  Miner. 

403.  Edward  AJcysius  Murphy.  Jr. 

404.  Robert  Charles  Raleigh, 
406.  Burton  Elmo  McKenzie. 
409.  Ir\lne  Harrison  Shearer. 
411.  Page  Egerton  Smith. 

413.  William  White  Saunders. 

414.  Aquilla  Ballard  Hughes,  Jr. 

415.  Frank  Benjamin  Wagner. 

416.  Henry  Harley  Arnold.  Jr. 
418.  Marvin  Hatfield  Merchant. 

425.  Raymond  John  LaRose. 

426.  Philip  Rot)ert  Cibottl.  Jr. 

427.  Marshall  Cloke. 

428.  Henry  Randolph  Brewerton. 
430.  Harlan  Benton  Ferrill. 

432.  Ralph  Newlin  Ross. 

434.  Landon  Albert  Witt.  • 

436.  John  Bertram  Coontz. 

438.  Milton  David  Lederman. 

440.  William  Lyon  Porte. 

441.  Graham  Charles  Sanford. 

442.  Albert  Henry  Bethune. 

443.  Percy  Charles  Stoddart.  Jr. 

444.  Frederick  Grinnell  White. 

445.  Thomas  Klauder  Spencer. 

446.  Alfred  Jennings  Floyd. 

448.  Michael  Kuziv.  Jr. 

449.  William  John  Bennett. 

Infantry 

47.  Paul  Hobart  Krauss. 

52.  Lawrence  Joseph  Legere,  Jr. 

81.  Walter  Ferrell  Win  ton.  Jr. 

84.  Frederick  Jacob  Yeager. 

95.  Nils  Martin  Bengtson. 

103.  Donald  Haldeman  Baiuner. 

106.  Manford  Jay  Wetzel. 

129.  Willis  PrankLn  Lewis. 

133.  Thomas  Huntington  Monroe,  Jr. 

136.  William  Wilbur  Wilcox. 

137.  Virgil  Alvin  Schwab. 
147.  Francis  Joseph  Crown. 
150.  Francis  Clare  Gideon. 

154.  Victor  Woodfln  Hobson.  Jr. 

168.  Orlcff  Lake  Bowen,  Jr. 

169.  Richard  Levin  Belt. 
171.  Walter  Joseph  Fellenz. 
176.  Michael  Paulick. 

181.  Jerry  Oeza  Toth. 

182.  Victor  Stanislaw  Zienowicz. 
206.  Frederic  Watson  Oseth. 
215.  Alan  Martin  Strock. 

222.  Osmund  Alfred  Leahy. 

223.  James  Butler  Bonham. 
231.  John  Joseph  Smith,  Jr. 
241.  James  Fant  Berry. 

244.  Glenwood  Gordon  Stephenson. 

258.  John  Dcber  Townsend. 

259.  John  Harold  Wohner. 

260.  Charles  Henry  ColwelL 

261.  Wing  Fook  Jung. 

264.  Francis  Michael  Rooney. 

269.  Robert  Anthony  O'Brien,  Jr. 

270.  John  Christie  Emery. 
273.  Delbert  Earle  Munson. 

^  276.  Craig  Lowe  Moore. 

277.  Arthur  Robert  Barry. 

278.  Bryce  Frederic  I>enno. 

289.  James  Francis  Downing. 

290.  Arthur  Dudley  MaxwelL 

291.  Frank  Colacicco. 

295.  Robert  Carroll  Cameron. 
810.  Fred  Hughes  Coleman,  Jr. 
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Jr. 


312.  John  Kerr  Roberts.  Jr. 

313.  George  Hans  Mueller, 

315.  Neri  Philip  Cangelosl. 

316.  Charles  Edward  Balthls. 

317.  Leland  George  Cagwin. 

319.  William  Parham  Kevan. 

320.  Silvio  Emil  Gasperini.  Jr. 

322.  James  David  Loewus. 

323.  William  Fielding  Lewis. 

324.  David  Rockwell  Crocker. 
328.  Frank  Meszar. 

Lester  Cicil  Hess. 

Henry  Hudson  Norman.  Jr. 

Lee  Watson  Fritter. 

Eugene  Orville  McDonald, 
337.  Morrill  Elwood  Marston. 
339.  Sanford  Harvey  Webster. 

Robert  FYancis  OTtoruielL 

Mercer  Patton  Davis. 

Raymond  John  Downey. 

Frank  Chittenden  Mandell. 
352.  Emory  Sherwood  Adams.  Jr. 
356.  Howard  Lewis  Peter. 

Carter  Burdeau  Johnson. 

Richard  Ware  Mabee. 

Florian  John  Erspamer. 

Andrew  DTlia. 
361.  Charles  Eugene  Oglesby. 

364.  Ralph  Adair  Colby. 

365.  Bidwell  Moore. 
Anthony  Lewis  Paul  Wermuth. 
Andrew  Donald  Budz.  Jr. 
Durward  Henry  Galbreath. 
Jodie  Gibson  Stewart,  Jr. 
James  Edward  McGinity. 
Eben  French  Swift. 

Louis  Gonzaga  Mendez.  Jr. 
Stanton  Thomas  Smith,  Jr. 

384.  Melville  GiTers. 

385.  Mark  Ransom  Hudson.  Jr. 

386.  Sidney  Vincent  Bingham.  Jr. 

387.  Stephen  Bernard  Morrlssey. 
391.  Edward  Franklin  Hoover.  Jr. 

Victor  George  Conley. 
Roland  Merrill  Gleszer. 
William  Norman  Holm. 
Franklin  Wolfram  Horton. 
Paul  Sorg  Reinecke.  Jr. 
Edward  Dunphy  Pitzpatrick. 
Julian  Aaron  Cook. 
George  Thomas  Larkin. 
Henry  Force  Daniels. 
417.  William  Powell  Litton. 

419.  Alvan  Cullom  Gillcm,  2d. 

420.  Chester  Moffet  Frcudendorf. 

421.  Russell  Joseph  Manzolillo. 

422.  Benjamin  Franklin  Delamater,  3d. 

423.  Jack  Borden. 

424.  Theodore  Ross  Milton. 
429.  Albert  Eger  Brown.  Jr. 
431.  Francis  Thomas  Devlin. 
433.  Frederick  Leif  Andrews. 

Kermit  Robert  Dyke. 
John  Richard  Knight. 


331. 
333. 
334. 
335. 


345. 
349. 
350. 
351. 


357. 
358. 
359. 
360. 


369. 
370. 
372. 
373. 
374. 
375. 
379. 
383. 


393. 
395. 
399. 
400. 
401. 
405. 
407. 
410. 
412. 


435. 
439. 


Quartermaster  Corpi 
60.  Philip  Lovell  Elliott. 
120.  Woodrow  Wilson  Vaughan. 
140.  Manley  Calbraith  Perry. 

146.  Thomas  Henderson  Scott,  Jr. 
148.  Walter  Wellman  LaveU. 

151.  William  Everett  Marling. 

152.  Charles  Alexander  Shaunesey,  Jr. 
163.  Otis  Maxwell  Ulm. 

167.  Alan  Griffith  Baker. 
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179.  Charles  Gillies  EsaiL 

203.  Alan  Phillip  Thayer. 

204.  Raymond  Starrat  Sleeper. 
207.  John  Robert  Wilbraham. 
209.  Arthur  Harold  Nelson. 
217.  William  Beverly  CampbeU. 
232.  John  Edmimd  Collins. 
242.  Joseph  Schuyler  Hardin. 

246.  William  Goodnow  Stoddard,  Jr. 

248.  James  Richard  Maedler. 

266.  Ralph  Edward  Zahrobsky. 

292.  Donald  Lionel  Bierman. 

346.  Frederick  Anthony  Schmaltz. 

368.  Lloyd  Webster  Hough. 

371.  Frank  Talman,  Watrous.  Jr. 

376.  TTieodore  Welsman  Davis. 

389.  Karl  Tweeten  Rauk. 

396.  Joseph  Lee  Mastran. 

398.  Walter  Drummond  Swank. 

408.  James  Mason  Smelley. 

447.  Lsmian  Oscar  Heidtke. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive   nominations   confirmed   by   the   Seriate   June   3 
{legislative  day  of  May  28) ,  19i0 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA  , 

Maude  A.  Bosarge.  Bayou  Labatre. 
Thomas  Maxwell  Karrh,  Berry. 
Hugh  H.  Dale.  Camden. 
Maunsell  Gabbctt.  Camp  Hill. 
Clyde  H.  West.  Centre. 
Violet  A.  Yeend,  Chickasaw. 
John  P.  Cox,  Collinsville. 
Leslie  D.  Stallworth,  Cordova. 
James  Claude  Golden.  Dora. 
James  Davis  Hilyer.  East  Tallassee. 
Clellon  L.  Wager,  Heflin. 
James  E.  Summerour,  Henagar. 
Annie  M.  Campbell,  Lexington. 
Ruth  K.  Bullard,  Lockhart. 

Ora  B.  Wann,  Madison. 

Grover  C.  Warrick.  Millry,  »  ' 

Robert  A.  Reid.  Montevallo. 

Harry  E.  Marshall,  Orrville. 

Jennings  B.  Key.  Parrish. 

Albert  C.  Blacklidge.  Phil  CampbeU. 

Harold  C.  Sharpe,  Piedmont. 

Orcar  Sheffield.  Pine  Hill. 

Stella  K.  Martin.  Plantersville. 

Madge  B.  Bankhead.  Sulligent. 

Cora  A.  Lee,  Town  Creek. 

Minnie  L.  Garrett,  Uriah. 

Frank  Poole.  Wetumpka. 

Velma  F.  Murdock,  Wilson  Dam. 

Maggie  Winningham.  York. 

CALIFORNIA 

Louis  H.  Hoskins.  Anaheim. 
Jeremiah  P.  Shields.  Bakersfleld. 
Carl  C.  McClellan,  Barstow. 
Walter  I.  Ricketts,  Biggs. 
A.  Dewey  Newburn.  Carlsbad. 
Fred  M.  Snider,  Colton. 
Clark  Wallace,  Compton. 
Samuel  E.  Bunun.  Dinuba. 
John  H.  Dodson,  El  Cajon. 
Walter  A.  Filer,  Fellows, 
John  W.  Winton.  Fowler. 

Dwight  E.  Knapp,  Garberville. 
W.  Sinclair  Head.  Garden  Grove, 
Corinne  Dolclnl,  Guadalupe. 
Sidney  C.  Moon.  Hemet. 
Edgar  M.  Bandy.  Lindsay. 
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Reuben  C.  Yarger,  Loleta. 
Albert  J.  Frutchey.  Los  Nietos, 
Cortez  B.  Combs.  McFarland. 
Frank  J.  Bole.  Monrovia. 
Olive  W.  Bush.  Monte  Rio. 
Clarence  N.  Hamblet,  Oildale. 
John  N.  Tibessart.  Orland. 
John  I.  Fiscus,  Rio  Vista. 
Noah  A.  Stump.  Rosemead. 
Lawrence  C.  Murphy,  San  Gabriel. 
Joseph  Galewsky,  St.  Helena. 
Carl  A.  Romer,  San  Juan  Capistrano. 
Mary  G.  Newby,  San  Quentin. 
Alva  M.  Smitli.  Shasta  Dam. 
Irene  C.  Witmer,  Solana  Beach. 
Walter  L.  Murphy,  Sonoma. 
George  H.  Banning,  South  Pasadena. 
Clarence  G.  Carratt.  Templeton. 
J.  Howard  Clark,  Tulare. 
Milburn  M.  Brame,  Turlock. 
Sam  H.  Long.  Tustin. 
Frank  E.  Chambers,  VictorviUe. 
Ellwyn  R.  Connelly,  Visalia. 
Gertrude  M.  Cox,  Walkermine. 
Edward  Marion  Sehom.  Willows. 

MONTANA 

Robert  S.  Nicholson,  Darby. 
Winifred  C.  Jeffers,  Ennis. 
Lewis  H.  Rutter,  Hinsdale. 
Thomas  Butler.  Miles  City. 


WITHDRAWAL 

Executive  nomination  vnthdraivn   from   the   Senate  June   -J 

(legislative  day  of  May  28),  1940 

Postmaster 
north  dakota 
Ole  A.  Larson  to  be  postmaster  at  Killdeer,  in  the  State  of 
North  Dakota. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  June  3,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Our  gracious  Master,  breathe  Into  our  hearts  the  peace 
and  rest  of  Thy  saving  name;  speak  to  us  in  the  mystery  of 
Thy  waiting.  Teach  us  to  walk  among  men  as  Thou  didst 
with  patience,  with  faithful  rebuking  of  evil,  in  discernment 
of  speaking  of  the  truth,  and  in  the  spirit  of  brotherhood. 
When  the  world  is  given  to  penury,  when  the  heart  aches  and 
doubt  hangs  low;  when  so  many  things  contest  us  and  the 
beautiful  teachings  of  our  mothers  are  violated,  O  may  we 
not  lose  ourselves  between  Calvary  and  Olivet.  Make  us 
strong  to  brighten  the  desert  wastes  of  care,  anxiety,  and 
disappointment.  When  spiritual  enthusiasms  are  being 
threatened,  ideals  being  shattered,  and  hate  is  in  a  wild  de- 
lirium of  human  wreckage,  O  Lord  God,  set  Thy  joy  before 
us  to  seek  and  to  save  that  which  was  lost.  Thou  art  in  the 
storm  when  the  ship  is  tossing  and  in  the  vale  when  the 
heart  is  weeping.  We  thank  Thee,  that  no  matter  what 
veiling  fogs  may  shut  out  the  stars,  how  often  we  may  drop 
the  anchor  and  wish  for  the  day-dawn,  nor  how  perilous  the 
journey,  O  Thou  Christ,  the  hope  of  the  world,  art  with  us. 
O  hear  us  as  we  pray  for  our  President,  our  Speaker,  and  the 
Congress  assembled.  May  our  entire  country  support  and 
sustain  them  in  their  wise  and  patriotic  decisions.  In  our 
dear  Redeemer's  name.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Friday,  May  31,  1940, 
was  read  and  approved. 
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KESSACE   FROM   THE   SEKATl 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazler.  Its  legislative 
clerk  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without 
amendment  a  bill  and  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the 

following  titles:  ^       ^^     ^ 

H.  R.  6158.  An  act  authorizing  the  selection  of  a  site  In 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  erection  thereon  of  a  statue 
of  George  Washington:  and 

H.  J.  Res.  260.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  removal  of 
the  sUtue  of  John  Marshall  from  its  present  site  on  the  Cap- 
itol Grounds  to  a  new  site  In  proximity  to  the  Supreme  Court 
Building. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following 
title: 

H.J.  Res.  551.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  taking 
effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing title: 

S.  2132.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherine  Scott.  Mrs.  J.  H. 
ficott,  Jettle  Stewart,  and  Ruth  Mincemeyer. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  House  to 
the  bill  (S.  186)  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  section  798  of  the 
Code  of  Law  for  the  EMstrict  of  Columbia,  relating  to  murder 
in  the  first  degree." 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESISEirr 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  Unit«d 
States  was  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOTreE 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
on  tomorrow,  after  disposition  on  the  Speaker's  table  and  any 
other  special  orders  of  the  day,  I  may  be  permitted  to  address 
the  House  for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  and  I  am  not  going  to  object.  I  hope  that 
no  Member  will  ask  permission  to  speak  today,  because  we 
hope  to  have  a  conference  on  this  side  after  the  legislative 
program  of  the  day. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ATTENDANCE  OF  MARINE  BAND  AT  CONVENTION  OF  G.  A.  R..  SPRINC- 

FIELO. ILL. 

Mr.  PRIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9296)  to  au- 
thorize the  attendance  of  the  Marine  Band  at  the  convention 
of  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic  to  be  held  at  Springfield, 
m..  September  8  to  13.  inclusive.  1940. 

The  CJerk  read  the  title  of  the  biU. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  WOIiCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, I  understand  this  bill  is  on  the  Consent  Calendar.  The 
Consent  Calendar  will  be  called  today.  Surely  there  Is  no 
necessity  for  taking  this  bill  up  out  of  order.  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  bill,  however. 

Mr.  FRIES.    It  is  not  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  understand  It  is  not  on  the  calendar.  I 
do  not  know. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  aa 
foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  Th«t  the  PrKldent  is  authorlaed  to  permit 
tbe  band  of  the  United  States  Itfu-lne  Corps  to  attend  and  give 
concerts  at  the  convention  or  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Bepublie 
to  be  held  at  Springfield,  ni..  from  September  8  to  13.  incltislve, 
1940. 

Se^.  2.  For  the  purjKiee  of  defraying  the  expenses  of  siich  band 
In  attending   and   giving  concerts   at   such   coavention.   there   U 


authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of  ♦T.eSS.as.  or  ao  much 
thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  to  carry  out  the  provlfilona  of  the 
act  Provided,  That  in  addition  to  transportation  and  Pullman 
accommodations  the  leaders  and  members  of  the  Marine  Band 
be  allowed  not  to  exceed  $5  per  day  each  for  additional  living 
expenses  while  on  duty,  and  that  the  payment  of  such  expenses 
shall  be  In  addition  to  the  pay  and  allowances  to  which  they 
would  be  entitled  while  serving  at  their  permanent  station. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  two  unanimous- 
consent  requests:  First,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend 
my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therewith  cer- 
tain short  excerpts  from  a  very  splendid  article  in  the  Sun- 
day Star  by  Roger  L.  Stokes  on  aviation  develoixnent  In 
this  country;  and.  second,  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  In- 
clude certain  excerpts  from  a  speech  delivered  by  a  friend 
of  mine  who  subsUtuted  for  me  at  a  meeting  In  West 
Virginia. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  by  including  a  radio  speech  I 
made  on  Jime  1  over  the  National  Broadcasting  System. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION    TO    ADDRESS    THE    HOT7SI 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  on  Wednesday  of  this  week  I  may  have  20  minutes  in 
which  to  address  the  House,  after  disposition  of  business  on 
the  Speaker's  table  and  any  other  business  of  the  day. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  BYRNS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an 
address  by  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut, 
Hon.  Thomas  R.  Ball. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

REORGANIZATION  PLAN  NO.  V 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Organization.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  table  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  551) 
providing  for  the  taking  effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V. 
with  a  Senate  amendment,  and  agree  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  House  joint  resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment  as  follows: 

Page  a.  after  line  17.  insert: 

"Sec.  4.  The  provisions  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  m,  sub- 
mitted to  the  Congress  on  April  2,  1940.  and  the  provisions  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  IV.  submitted  to  the  Congress  on  April 
11.  ld40.  shall  take  effect  on  June  30.  1940.  notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1939." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
also  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  editorial  from 
the  St.  Louis  Post  Dispatch. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DISTRICT    OF    COLUMBIA    APPROPRLATION    BILL,    1 94 1— CONFERENCE 

REPORT 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  have  until  midnight  tonight  within  which  to  file  a 
conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9109)  making  appropria- 


tions for  the  District  of  Colimibia  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend 
my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a  statement 
made  up  by  the  Congressional  Library  of  the  Members  and 
Delegates  who  have  been  members  of  the  House  Military 
Affairs  Committee  from  the  Seventeenth  to  the  Seventy-sixth 
Congresses,  inclusive. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered- 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HENNTNGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  on  Wednesday  next,  after  the  disposition  of  the  legislative 
business  of  the  day  and  any  other  special  orders,  that  I  may 
be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  certain  editorials  with  reference  to  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Board  and  the  Smith  investigating 
committee;  and  also  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein 
certain  excerpts  from  a  speech  made  by  J.  Warren  Madden, 
of  the  Labor  Board. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objsction. 

Mr.  OATHINOS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  radio  address  delivered  by  me  on  last  Saturday. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

DELEGATION  OF  POWER  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  few  years  ago  we  were  re- 
quested to  grant  unlimited  fimds  to  the  Chief  Executive. 
Tliis  the  Congress  did,  but  I  question  whether  it  has  not 
been  detrimental  to  the  Chief  Executive,  to  the  party  in 
power,  and  I  am  sure  it  has  to  the  country  generally.  We 
have  been  requested  lately  to  extend  greater  power  to  the 
Chief  Executive  because  of  a  national  emergency.  I  won- 
der what  that  national  emergency  Is.  I  wonder  whether  the 
Members  of  Congress  know  exactly  what  is  in  the  making 
by  the  national  emergency.  We  should  be  informed.  Let 
the  President  take  Congress  into  his  confidence.  Why 
should  he  keep  the  Congress  in  the  dark? 

If  we  turn  over  to  the  Chief  Executive  the  power  he  now 
requests,  what  becomes  of  States'  rights?  Where  do  they 
begin  and  end?  Should  we  turn  over  the  State  militia  to 
the  Chief  Executive?  I  am  for  State  rights;  I  do  not  be- 
lieve we  want  a  dictator  in  the  White  House.  I  am  positive 
I  do  not  want  a  dictator  as  our  ruler.  I  warn  you,  if  you  do 
not  stop  turning  power  over  to  the  Chief  Executive  a  dicta- 
tor will  be  here.  Dictatorship  is  just  about  here  now.  It  is 
time  to  halt.  Congress  must  remain  in  session  during  the 
national  emergency  and  not  turn  over  all  its  power  to  the 
President.  What  were  you  elected  for?  When  you  were 
elected  by  your  constituents  to  serve  as  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress they  had  confidence  you  would  assume  your  responsi- 
bility as  a  Congressman.  Now,  in  the  name  of  our  coimtry. 
serve  your  people  and  do  the  thing  you  think  best,  but  do 
not  give  a  blank  check  to  the  President  to  use  as  he  sees  fit. 
Do  not  let  it  be  said  that  you  delegate  the  authority  that 


the  Constitution  gives  to  you  to  any  President,  regardless  of 
who  he  may  be. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

RADIO   BROADCASTING    NEEDS   INVESTIGATING 

Mr.  cox.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  yesterday  the  broadcasters 
announced  that  they  were  compelled  by  law  to  broadcast 
the  proceedings  of  the  Communist  convention.  I  happen  to 
hold  in  my  hand  the  law.    It  compelled  no  such  thing. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Samoff,  who 
heads  the  R.  C.  A.,  inspired  the  editorial  Public  Enemy  No.  1, 
carried  in  a  recent  issue  of  Colliers,  and  in  view  of  the  further 
fact  that  he  Is  the  close  associate  of  the  brother-in-law  of  Mr. 
Molotov,  Premier  of  Russia,  and  in  consideration  of  the  fur- 
ther fact  that  it  has  been  said  for  a  long  while  that  subver- 
sive activities  were  freely  carried  on  in  this  organization.  I 
want  to  make  the  observation  that  we  have  about  reached 
the  point  where  we  should  investigate  the  broadcasting  busi- 
ness. It  Is  too  late  in  the  session  to  undertake  such  an 
Investigation  now,  but  we  can  get  to  it  early  in  the  next 
Congress. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

JEFFERSON  DAVIS*  BIRTHDAY 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  of  1  minute,  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANICIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  holiday  in  Mississippi 
smd  in  many  of  the  other  Southern  States.  It  Is  the  birthday 
of  the  greatest  of  all  Mississippians  and  one  of  the  greatest 
of  all  Americans,  Jefferson  Davis,  the  great  white  chieftain 
of  the  Confederacy  of  whom  it  was  said  by  Hon.  Caleb 
Cushing  that  he  was  wise  among  the  wisest  in  cotmsel,  elo- 
quent among  the  most  eloquent  in  debate,  and  brave  among 
the  bravest  on  the  battlefield. 

I  cannot  express  it  better  than  in  the  words  of  Bishop 
Galloway,  who  said: 

Marvelous,  many-sided,  masterful  man.  his  virtues  will  grow 
brighter  and  his  name  be  writ  larger  with  each  passing  century. 
When  another  hundred  years  have  passed  away  no  Intelligent 
voice  win  fall  to  praise  him,  no  patriotic  hand  will  reftbse  to  place 
a  laurel  wreath  upon  his  radiant  brow. 

Ood  give  VIS  more  of  auch  men. 

[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

CONGRESS   MUST   NOT   ADJOURN 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute,  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Speaker,  half  of  the  world  is  in 
flames.  Aggressors,  drunk  with  dreams  of  power  yet  to  be 
achieved,  spread  death  and  destruction  in  western  Europe 
and  eastern  Asia.  This  mad  orgy  of  blood  letting  may  any 
moment  expand  into  a  veritable  holocaust,  a  slaughter  of 
world-wide  proportions. 

Ten  nations  have  already  been  overrun,  their  peoples  mur- 
dered, mutilated,  maimed.  And  their  only  offense  has  been 
their  love  of  their  fatherland,  the  land  of  their  birth,  the 
scenes  of  their  childhood's  happy  hours. 

The  thought  of  adjournment  in  the  face  of  a  developing 
situation  such  as  the  one  which  is  now  taking  form  should 
not  find  hospitality  in  the  mind  of  any  thinking  American. 
If  there  ever  were  a  time  when  the  necessities  of  a  moment 
required  a  Congress  to  remain  in  session  that  time  is  now. 

Because  the  wild  dogs  of  war  run  unleashed,  it  is  impera- 
tive that  our  country  prepare  itself  against  any  eventuality. 
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Ordinary  prudence  dictates  that  we  bring  our  defenses  to  the 
point  where  we — Americans — can  if  needs  be  face  a  war-mad 
world  alone.  To  place  our  dependence  upon  others  in  times 
such  as  these  would  be  but  to  invite  destruction,  to  court  dis- 
aster, trifle  with  fate. 

The  problem  which  is  ours  is  not  difficult  to  define.  The 
path  that  we  should  follow  Is  not  hard  to  discern.  Our  ob- 
jective is  a  prepared  America — a  Nation  equipped  to  suc- 
cessfully defend  Itself  against  any  nation  or  combination  of 
nations  that  might  intrude  upon  our  shores,  attack  our  peo- 
ple, Insult  our  flag. 

With  the  President  we  are  in  hearty  agreement  when  he 
says.  "Our  defenses  must  be  made  invulnerable,  our  security 
absolute."  Though  this  Is  no  easy  task,  nothing  short  of  this 
is  compatible  with  common  sense. 

As  clearly  as  our  national-defense  objectives  now  appear 
to  us.  their  attainment  will  be  no  easy  matter.  The  bringing 
of  our  natfonal -defense  establishment  to  a  high  state  of  effi- 
ciency will  require  the  best  thought  of  which  this  country  is 
capable. 

To  accomplish  an  adequate  preparedness  the  Congress  and 
the  Chief  Executive  must  work  In  the  closest  cooperation,  as 
"a  team,"  not  alone  in  the  first  inning,  but  throughout  the 
entire  play.  How  ridiculous  would  our  performance  be  with 
the  captain  in  Washington  and  the  players  scattered  through- 
out the  vast  territorial  expanse  of  this  far-flung  Nation.  No; 
the  Congress  must  not  adjourn. 

The  proper  preparedness  of  our  country  does  not  contem- 
plate merely  the  multiplication  of  weapons,  mechanizations, 
the  authorization  of  new  equipment,  airships  and  the  mus- 
tering of  men.  the  appropriation  of  funds.  A  thorough -going 
build-up  of  the  national  defense  will  require  many,  many 
other  activities,  nearly  all  of  which  will  require  legislative 
enactment,  committee-room  studies,  floor  debate. 

The  problems  which  are  under  study  at  this  moment — the 
problems  which  are  within  our  contemplation  at  this  time — 
are  few  indeed  compared  with  those  which  the  morrow  will 
bring  forth,  problems  which  are  today  undreamed  of.  Con- 
gress must  be  here,  remain  in  Washington,  to  meet  each 
situation — to  address  itself  to  each  problem — as  it  arises. 

Congress  need  not  sit  idly  by  twiddling  its  thumbs.  There 
is  plenty  to  do  right  at  this  moment. 

Prominent  among  the  problems  of  the  moment  is  that  of 
war  proflteering — a  scandalous  practice  which  again  threat- 
ens to  raise  its  ugly  head  in  this  fair  land. 

If  we  are  to  make  good  our  vow  so  often  repeated  since  the 
close  of  the  first  World  War  that  never  again  shall  there  be 
erected  in  these  United  States  a  new  marble  palace  for  a  new- 
made,  war-profiteering  millionaire  for  every  white  cross  that 
Is  raised  to  mark  the  hallowed  resting  place  of  a  soldier,  sailor, 
or  marine  who  died  upon  the  field  of  honor  in  defense  of  his 
covmtry's  cause,  then  this  Congress  must  remain  in  session. 

A  way  to  end  this  cruel  practice  must  be  found.  Only  a 
Congress  in  session  can  find  it. 

Then  there  is  the  problem  of  the  "enemy  within  our  gates." 
From  every  side  we  hear  of  the  pernicious  activities  of  those 
who  would  destroy  our  institutions,  overthrow  our  Govern- 
ment, seiie  power.  Fascists.  Communists,  bimders  Infest  our 
land.  To  this  motley  crew  of  destructionists  we  must  now 
categorically  add  vast  numbers  of  spies,  saboteurs,  yea,  even 
traitors— all  intent  upon  the  common  purpose  of  rendering 
this  country  naked  and  helpless  in  the  face  of  its  enemies. 

Eternal  vigilance  is  still  the  price  of  liberty.  A  lack  of  vigi- 
lance at  this  time  might  result  in  the  destruction  of  all  of  that 
which  we  hold  dear,  the  overturning  in  a  day  of  the  Govern- 
ment it  has  taken  us  150  years  to  build. 

To  successfully  combat  these  subversive  elements  will  re- 
quire the  ever  alert  attention  which  only  a  Congress  In  ses- 
sion, a  Congress  aroused  to  the  dangers  with  which  we  are 
beset,  can  supply.  With  this  threat  from  within  ever  present. 
who  can.  who  will  suggest  that  the  Congress  do  now  adjourn? 
Such  a  course  would  be  folly  indeed. 

^^^    The  fiscal  affairs  of  our  country  are  in  a  critical  condition. 
We  contemplate  coUosal  demands  upon  the  Treasiiry  at  a  time 


when  the  coimtry  Is  already  overburdened  with  the  largest 
national  debt  in  the  history  of  the  nations  of  the  world. 

As  we  face  this  vexing  situation  new  tax  legislation  must  be 
written  to  supply  a  part,  if  not  all.  of  the  funds  which  the 
world  crisis  will  require  us  to  expend  to  "make  oxir  defenses 
invulnerable,  our  security  absolute."  This  is  not  a  subject 
that  can  be  disposed  of  overnight.  Days,  weeks,  even  a 
month,  could  well  be  devoted  to  the  solving  of  the  intricate 
problems  with  which  taxes  have  to  do. 

In  order  to  improve  the  precarious  financial  position  of 
the  Nation,  a  sound  fiscal  jxjlicy  should  be  worked  out  to  re- 
place the  willy-nilly  psuedo  policies  that  have  giuded  adminis- 
trative activity  during  the  recent  spending  years.  Order  must 
be-  brought  out  of  chaos.    Only  Congress  can  accomplish  that. 

Even  in  this  world  of  crises  there  is  no  reason  why  we  sliould 
rush  to  hysterical,  ill-considered  decisions  which,  hastily  ar- 
rived at.  may  produce  results  more  harmful  than  the  evils 
they  were  designed  to  cure. 

If  the  Congress  would  put  out  of  its  mind  all  thoughts  of 
home — and  of  the  personal  politics  that  may  be  involved — and 
settle  down  to  the  business  of  legislation,  the  answers  to  all  of 
these  problems  could  be  found  and  the  tension  arising  out  of 
the  uncertainties  of  the  moment  relieved. 

In  the  face  of  the  demand  for  a  solution  of  our  fiscal  prob- 
lems how  can  Congressmen  talk  of  adjournment? 

Though  war  now  rages  in  Europe  and  Asia,  there  will  come  a 
time  when  peace  will  again  reign  throughout  the  world,  a 
peace  which  will  usher  in  conditions  quite  different  from  any 
we  have  experienced  heretofore.  When  that  time  comes 
America  must  be  prepared  for  that  peace  as  she  now  prepares 
for  the  contingencies  of  war. 

Tariff  laws  will  have  to  be  revised  and  reciprocal-trade 
agreements  will  have  to  be  restudied  in  the  light  of  the 
new  conditions  which  the  war  will  impose  on  victor  and 
vanquished  alike. 

The  dislocations  in  trade  and  commerce  which  the  war 
which  rages  "over  there"  is  bound  to  bring  about  will  have 
to  l>e  adjusted  and  the  causes  eliminated  lest  greater  dis- 
locations completely  disrupt  the  free  flow  of  goods  in  the 
trade  between  the  nations.  If  America  Is  caught  in  a  new 
world  of  peace  completely  unprepared,  she  might  suffer 
economic  defeats  in  the  marts  of  the  world  comparable  to 
major  disasters  in  war. 

So  Congress  should  remain  in  session  to  prepare  for  the 
peace  that  will  some  day  return  to  the  world  as  well  as  to 
prepare  against  the  possibility  of  involvement  in  war. 

There  is  plenty  for  Congress  to  do,  to  do  right  now. 

Congress  should  not  adjourn. 

MSSSAGX     FSOM    THK     PRESTOENT    OF     THX     UNTtED     STATES — THE 

FOREIGN   SERVICE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  mes- 
sage from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read.  and.  with  the  accompanying  papers,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  SteUes: 

I  commend  to  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  Congress 
the  enclosed  draft  of  proposed  legislation  designed  to  clarify 
and  simplify  the  existing  laws  governing  the  disposition  by 
American  consular  officers  of  the  personal  estates  of  Ameri- 
can citizens  who  die  abroad  and  to  remove  therefrom  cer- 
tain ambig\iities.  The  draft  also  authorizes  diplomatic 
officers,  in  the  absence  of  consular  officers,  to  dispose  of  such 
estates. 

PRANKLiif  D.  Roosevelt. 
Tkk  White  House.  June  3.  1940. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  some  remarks  by  the  Honorable  James  A.  Reed,  of 
Blissourl.  on  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  RoxttzohnI? 

There  was  no  objection. 


r«riXTr«T>TrcoTnM  AT     T?Tr'r'nPn WOTTSF, 


June  3 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7391 


Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  editorial  from  the  New  York  Tribune. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]?  / 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  aditorial  from  a  Chilton,  Wis.,  newspaper. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  KeefeI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

agriculture   and    WISCONSIN 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
own  remarks  In  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  KeefeI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  May  14,  1940,  the  Mil- 
waukee Journal  published  a  news  story  covering  an  address 
delivered  at  a  luncheon  meeting  of  the  Women's  Interna- 
tional League  for  Peace  and  Freedom  by  Mr.  Grover  B.  Hill, 
who  described  himself  in  this  address  as  the  No.  2  man  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  at  Washington. 

In  this  address,  as  reported  In  this  news  item,  the  gentle- 
man, who  referred  to  himself  as  a  "Texas  cattle  rsuicher," 
attempted  to  tell  the  people  of  Wisconsin  of  the  wonders  and 
glories  of  the  New  Deal  agricultural  policy. 

The  address  should  attract  the  attention  of  thoughtful 
citizens  for  what  was  left  out  rather  than  for  what  was 
stated,  and  in  order  that  the  omissions  may  be  cataloged 
and  the  record  kept  straight,  my  colleague  from  Wisconsin, 
the  Honorable  Reid  Murray,  a  member  of  the  House  Agri- 
culture Committee,  who  has  rendered  outstanding  service 
to  the  people  of  this  country  as  a  member  of  this  great 
committee,  propounds  the  following  questions  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  in  the  hope  that  the  people  of  Wisconsin 
and  the  Nation  may  have  the  benefit  of  direct  and  cate- 
gorical answers  thereto: 

1.  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  Texas  had  Increased  Its  cheese 
production  500  percent  wbUe  It  was  receiving  $365,000,000  out  of 
the  United  States  Treasury  for  not  growing  cotton  and  other  crops? 

2.  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  20  percent  of  the  farm  Income 
In  Texas  Is  In  the  form  of  subsidies  from  the  United  States  Treas- 
ury and  that  the  Wisconsin  farm  Income  from  this  source  Is  Insig- 
nificant In  comparison? 

3.  Why  didn't  you  tell  the  good  Wisconsin  people  that  your  State, 
Texas,  and  four  others  had  received  40  percent  of  the  parity  money, 
and  that  in  1  year  your  State  bad  received  over  27  fNcrcent  of  the 
parity  money? 

4.  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  your  State,  Texas,  had  obtained 
over  $365  000.000  in  subsidies  out  of  the  United  States  Treasury 
while  Wisconsin  was  obtaining  a  mere  $47,000,000?  Why  didn't  you 
tell  them  that  your  State  had  received  over  one-eighth  of  all  the 
agricultural  subsidies  that  bad  been  distributed  so  generously  by 
the  New  Deal? 

5.  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  many  of  your  Southern  States 
have  had  agricultural  subsidies  representing  25  to  30  percent  of 
the  assessed  valuation  of  your  farms,  while  many  Northern  States 
have  been  having  subsidies  which  represented  only  1  to  3  percent  of 
the  assessed  value  of  their  farms? 

6.  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  the  public  debt  has  Increased 
$21,000,000,000  and  that  the  farmers  will  have  their  share  to  pay, 
or  $6,000,000,000.  even  though  they  have  received  only  $3,000,000,000 
in  subsidies  from  the  Public  Treasury?  Why  didn't  you  tell  them 
about  Mr.  Morgenthau  coming  out  to  Wisconsin  and  loading  the 
farmers  with  enormous  mortgages  and  then  you  turned  around 
and  lowered  the  tariff  by  42  percent  on  their  cheese  so  that  they 
were  unable  to  pay  their  mortgages?  Why  didn't  you  call  their 
attention  to  the  fact  that  at  many  places  over  50  percent  of  the 
Federal  loans  are  delinquent  and  that  If  these  were  foreclosed. 
Wisconsin  would  be  much  worse  off  than  In  1032,  which  year  Is 
so  dear  to  the  new  dealer's  heart? 

7.  Why  didn't  you  teU  the  Wisconsin  people  about  the  84.000 
farms  on  which  the  New  Deal  has  foreclosed  the  last  6  years?  Why 
didn't  you  tell  them  that  President  Roosevelt  twice  vetoed  the  bill 
providing  for  lower  interest  rates  for  farmers  and  that  these  lower 
rates  were  obtained  over  the  President's  veto  and  that  Republican 
votes  were  necessary  to  accomplish  this? 

8.  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  about  these  new  farmers  who  hSiVe 
been  started  up,  largely  In  the  South,  where  the  new  farmer  doeta't 
pay  a  cent  down  on  the  farm  and  where  the  total  purchase  price  Is 
furnished  from  the  United  States  Treasury?     Why  didn't  you  tell 


these  Wisconsin  people  that  your  Department  has  been  buying 
$8,000  to  $13,000  farma  for  people  who  had  never  owned  a  farm  and 
set  them  up  In  btisiness  In  competition  to  the  men  whose  farms 
you  were  taking  away  from  them?  Why  didn't  you  tell  the  Wiscon- 
sin people  that  your  Department  had  paid  up  to  $650  an  acre  for 
farms  to  start  beginners  on  farms  while  you  were  taking  away,  by 
the  thousands,  the  average-price  farms  from  the  average  farmers 
who  were  already  living  on  their  farms? 

9.  Why  didn't  you  tell  the  Wisconsin  people  that  your  Department 
has  obtained,  and  is  obtaining,  millions  of  dollars  from  Congress 
under  the  name  of  rural  rehabilitation  when  you  have,  in  fact, 
been  using  this  money  to  start  canning  factories  and  all  other  such 
schemes  instead  of  spending  the  money  for  the  rural  people  who 
are  really  on  the  farms?  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  about  these  20 
canning  factories  that  have  been  promoted,  largely  In  the  South, 
so  that  the  Wisconsin  canning  factories  will  really  know  why  It  Is 
difficult  for  them  to  make  a  success  of  their  factories? 

10.  As  an  expert  on  trade  treaties,  why  didn't  you  tell  them 
that  in  1937,  with  the  reduced  New  Deal  tariffs  in  effect,  you 
imported  $868,000,000  worth  of  competitive  products,  or  10  percent 
of  our  national  production,  and  at  the  same  time  you  used 
millions  of  dollars  out  of  the  United  States  Treasury  to  buy 
surpluses  in  a  futile  effort  to  improve  prices?  Who  but  a  new 
dealer  would  ever  even  think  of  trying  to  stabilize  any  market 
by  adding  10  times  as  many  products  to  a  market  as  he  removed 
from  the  same  market?  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  cheese, 
during  the  7  pre-New  Deal  years,  averaged  17.5  cents  per  pound 
and  in  the  7  New  Deal  years  averaged  only  13.2  cents  per  pound? 
This  represents  a  loss  of  at  least  $100,000,000  to  the  cheese  farmers 
of  Wisconsin  and  represents  twice  as  much  as  all  the  subsidies 
you  have  given  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin.  Why  didn't  you  tell 
them  that  even  though  cheese  did  average  10  cents  per  pound  In 
the  year  1932  it  really  averaged  14.7  cents  per  pound  the  last  4 
Republican  years  and  it  has  averaged  only  12.7  cents  per  pound 
the  last  2  years  of  the  "more  abundant  life"?  Cheese  averaged 
only  11.7  cents  per  pound  the  first  6  months  of  1939.  after  7  years 
of  the  "more  abundant  life,"  so  10-cent  cheese  for  1  Republican 
year  is  not  so  disturbing  as  you  would  like  to  picture  it.  Why 
didn't  you  tell  them  that  the  Imports  of  this  American  cheese 
amounted  to  7  or  8  percent  of  the  national  production  instead  of 
trsrlng  to  say  that  the  Americans  had  99.4  percent  of  the  American 
market  when  everyone  knows  that  a  large  percentage  of  this 
market  Is  supplied  by  fluid  milk?  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that 
the  imports  of  American  cheese  represent  7  or  8  percent  of  the 
national  production  and  that  the  Import  of  the  Swiss  cheese 
represents  from  20  to  25  percent  of  the  national  production? 
Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that.  In  1938,  when  cheese  averaged 
only  12.6  cents  p>er  pound,  which  is  about  two-thirds  of  the  cost 
of  production,  the  second  Canadian  treaty  reduced  the  tariff  by 
another  20  percent?  I  doubt  if  you  can  answer  this  one  because 
there  is  none  here  In  Washington  who  has  been  able  to  answer 
It  up  to  this  time.  As  Monroe.  Wis.,  Is  headquarters  for  Swiss 
cheese  in  this  country,  why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  during  the  6 
pre-New  Deal  years  Swiss  cheese  averaged  24.8  cents  per  pound 
and  that  during  the  first  6  years  of  the  New  Deal  It  averaged 
only  18.7  cents  per  pound? 

11.  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  under  the  trade  treaties 
60  percent  more  agricultural  products  were  Imported  than  were 
exported?  Why  didn't  you  teU  them  that  In  1939,  after  7  years 
of  the  "more  abundant  life."  of  the  total  exi>orts  of  this  country 
agricultural  products  represented  only  21.7  percent  of  the  total 
exports,  the  smallest  percentage  of  agrlcviltural  products  exported 
in  the  history  of  our  country? 

12.  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  on  December  31,  1032,  only 
45  percent  of  the  Federal  loans  were  delinquent  and  now.  In 
many  places,  over  60  percent  are  delinquent?  Why  didn't  you 
tell  them  that  as  a  part  of  your  foreign-trade  policy  you  bought 
gold  at  $35  an  ounce  when  it  was  worth  only  $20.67  an  ounce 
and  that  up  to  this  time  you  have  lost  $4,500,000,000  on  these 
transactions?  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  you  had  lost  half 
the  world's  cotton  market  by  your  New  Deal  schemes?  Why 
didn't  you  tell  them  that  you  pay  an  export  bounty  in  order  to 
bolster  up  your  sigrlcultural  exports  and  that  millions  of  dollars 
from  the  Treasury  have  been  used  to  pay  this  export  subsidy  of 
25  cents  a  bushel  on  wheat  and  $7.50  a  bale  on  cotton? 

13.  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  your  Department  boasts  of 
the  fact  that  they  doubled  the  production  of  poultry  and  hogs  In 
their  promotional  program  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration 
and  that  they  also  increased  the  cattle  production  by  75  percent 
in  this  program?  Tliese  men  were  set  up  in  business  against  the 
regular  farmer  already  on  their  farms. 

14.  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  that  though  cheese  was  only  10  cents 
a  pound  In  1932,  this  price  compares  favorably  with  4% -cent 
hogs  and  12-cent  eggs  and  the  6-month  average  of  11.7  cents  per 
pound  for  cheese  in  1930  which  the  New  Deal  has  been  giving  the 
farmers? 

15.  Why  tell  them  about  the  potatoes  that  weren't  dug  in  the  days 
before  the  "more  abundant  life,"  when  in  1935  and  1937  thousands 
of  acres  were  not  dug  in  Wisconsin  under  these  New  Deal  years? 
Why  didn't  you  tell  them  about  the  potatoes  that  were  shipped  from 
Idaho  to  Antlgo,  Wis.,  for  distribution  to  people  on  relief,  while 
Antigo  Is  one  of  the  leading  potato  centers  in  the  country?  And  tell 
them  why  if  you  can. 

16.  Why  boast  of  the  $3,000,000  worth  of  agrictiltural  products 
purchased  in  Wisconsin  for  free  distribution  when  Wisconsin  is  the 
eighth  leading  agricultural  State  of  the  Nation,  and  when  you  have 
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traichawd  hundrwlB  of  mtlltons  of  donars*  worth  of  these  products 
ttvoL  Other  8Utc8  for  dlstrtbutkm?  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  why 
voa  aent  oranges  by  the  truckkMkl  Into  Wisconsin  for  distribution 
vtien  the  apples  were  rotting  on  the  ground  In  the  orchards  of  the 
State?  Why  didn't  you  tell  the  Wl9Con«ln  farmers  why  you  have 
not  bou^t  I  pound  of  Wisconsin  cheese  as  cheap  as  the  New  Deal 
has  made  It  the  past  2  fiscal  years?  Why  didn't  you  teU  them  about 
the  tl. 000,000  worth  of  surplxis  flsh  that  you  bought  Instead  of 
buyliw  the  11 -cent  and  l2-cent  cheese  or  other  farm  crops?  Why 
dtdnt  you  tell  them  about  the  $1,900,000  worth  of  fiuld  milk  that 
was  distributed  In  Boston,  none  being  distributed  In  Wisconsin  or 
any  other  State  with  the  exception  of  a  small  amotmt  In  New  York 
City?  Wasn't  this  milk  purchased  In  New  York  City  to  stabilize  the 
whole  milk  market,  and  wasn't  this  milk  exchanged  for  powdered 
aktm  milk  and  this  distributed  to  the  people  of  this  country  on 
relief? 

17.  Whv  didn't  you  tell  them  about  the  large  soil  checks  that  were 
■ent  to  the  South?  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  about  the  •122.000 
one  ranch  alone  In  Texas  received  this  year  and  the  $112,000  check 
thto  same  ranch  recelTed  last  year?  Why  dldnt  you  tell  them  that 
th*»  Is  more  than  some  entire  counties  In  Wisconsin  get  under  this 
oooaervatton  program?  Why  didn't  you  tell  them  about  the  $200,000 
•oil  checks  you  gave  the  large  Insurance  companies?  The  New  Deal 
■eems  to  have  more  Interest  In  conserving  the  New  Deal  than  In 
oonservlng  the  soil  of  our  country. 

18.  Why  dMn't  you  tell  them  who  was  paying  the  expenses  of  all 
speakers  who  are  trying  to  defend  and  Justify  the  enormous 
of  all  New  Deal  programs?  Why  dldnt  you  tell  them  that  the 
Department  cannot  send  them  out  any  more,  telling  how  the 
treaties  were  going  to  have  such  an  influence  on  world  peace 

It  doeant  seem  to  have  worked  out  that  way? 


There  are  many  other  agrlcxUtural  facts  which  the  gentle- 
man could  have  told  the  people  of  Wisconsin  and  the  Nation 
and  I  am  certain  that  If  he  had  spent  more  time  In  studying 
the  agricultural  situation  in  this  country  than  he  has  ap- 
parently spent  in  promoting  New  Deal  propaganda,  the  people 
of  the  Nation  would  have  a  better  and  clearer  picture  of  the 
utter  and  complete  failure  of  the  present  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  solve  the  farm  problem.  Agricultural  experts 
from  the  State  of  Texas  have  no  hesitancy  In  declaring  that 
despite  the  outpouring  of  $365,000,000  in  farm  subsidies  into 
the  State  of  Texas  during  the  last  7  years,  agriculture  in  that 
State  is  pertiaps  In  the  worst  shape  it  has  been  in  the  history 
of  the  State.  It  seems  almost  conclusive  that  the  talents  and 
energies  of  the  No.  2  man  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
can  be  used  to  better  advantage  here  in  Washington  in  en- 
deavoring to  work  out  a  program  that  will  give  a  fair  wage 
to  the  American  farmer  and  Insure  to  him  at  least  his  cost 
of  production,  rather  than  gadding  about  the  Nation  spread- 
ing New  Deal  agricultural  propaganda. 

KXTCNS70N  OP  REKARKS 

Mr.  Barton  of  New  York  asked  and  was  given  permission 
to  revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Recoko. 

WORLD  CONDITIONS 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  vmanlmous  consent  to 
proceed  for  one-half  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
own  remarks  in  the  Rkcoko. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
fentleman  from  Massachusetts  IMr.  GittordI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  prolific  statements  from 
columnists  and  writers  during  the  past  few  days  present  an 
urge  that  we  proceed  with  cautious  deliberation.  Let  us  not 
be  stampeded  toward  hasty  action.  We  have  great  azxl 
sudden  responsibility  thrust  upon  us. 

A  Uttle  actual  experience  wipes  out  a  great  many  theories. 
Hitler  has  awakened  the  world  to  the  menace  to  civilization 
ttai^.  MillioDS  of  humans  are  to  be  slai^htered.  New 
engines  of  destruction  are  to  determine  who  may  survive. 
"nie  doetrine  of  good  wiH  among  natiaas  now  seems  only  a 
mockery. 

Our  own  Secretary  of  State,  In  his  high  position  among 
nations  and  with  his  sincere  desire  and  his  great  efforts  for 
peace,  must  suffer  pangs  of  great  disappointment  in  his  ap- 
parently futile  results.  Ifls  immediate  duties  seemingly 
would  force  him  to  mobilize  oiu:  neighbors  for  war  purposes 
rather  than  those  of  peace.  Inventive  genius  and  its  accom- 
plishments are  now  used  for  the  destruction  of  mankind. 
Suddenly  It  dawns  on  peace-loving  peoples  that  a  higher 
education  leads  to  a  proportionate  danger  in  diplomacy. 


The  religious  and  the  good  may  survive  only  as  they  are 
protected  by  the  mightiest  of  armaments.  This  great  Nation 
suddenly  awakens  to  its  own  danger.  Its  citizens  are  puz- 
zled and  even  dvunfounded.  Their  representatives  are  grop- 
ing to  determine  a  policy  of  action.  Shall  we  assist  others 
now  in  resistance  to  the  invader?  And  to  what  extent?  Is 
that  method  our  own  first  line  of  defense?  Shall  we  arm 
ourselves  only  for  our  own  immediate  safety?  Or  shall  we 
now  guarantee  protection  to  the  whole  hemisphere?  Grad- 
ually the  seriousness  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  casts  Its  shadow 
upon  us.  Seemingly  nearly  all  who  venture  to  express 
opinions  advise  assuming  protectorate  over  all  foreign  pos- 
sessions In  this  hemisphere.  With  our  eyes  open  and  only 
with  full  realization  of  its  fateful  results  must  this  step  be 
taken. 

Does  not  the  conquerer.  armed  with  deeds  from  the  van- 
quished, intend  to  assume  possession?  Will  any  doctrine 
declared  by  us  deter  him?  Let  no  hasty  assurances  by  our 
military  authorities  be  too  convincing.  Our  people  must  b3 
fully  aware  of  the  great  responsibility  and  determine  whether 
we  are  prepared  for  such  a  sacrifice  of  substance  and  lives 
as  might  follow  such  decision.  Let  diplomacy  first  make  the 
attempt  for  peaceable  negotiation.  Another  great  nation  In 
the  other  hemisphere  awaits  our  action  to  make  claim  to  a 
similar  doctrine. 

We  may  attempt  to  reassure  ourselves  that  we  would  then 
be  only  in  a  defensive  position  and  the  enemy  would  t)e 
obliged  to  take  the  offensive.  Recent  results  of  war  opera- 
tions prove  that  offense  tactics  are  now  the  more  succ^sful. 
The  defense  suffers  damage  and  often  disaster  In  its  own 
territory  while  the  land  of  the  invader  remains  unscathed. 

At  the  moment  no  wave  of  hysteria  is  to  be  noted  in  our 
legislative  chambers.  Acts  of  the  Executive  are  closely  ob- 
served, and  the  brakes  of  caution  will  be  applied  if  necessary. 
However,  the  Executive  is  charged  with  diplomatic  action. 
His  pronoimcements  may  cause  serious  tnnible.  His  every 
movement  in  the  direction  of  foreign  policy  should  be  made 
only  with  the  advice  and  approval  of  our  leaders  in  the  Con- 
gress.   Temperamental  outbursts  must  be  avoided. 

Fireside  chats  of  assurance  "that  we  have  on  hand  or 
ordered.'  to  be  followed  with  direful  warnings  and  frightening 
demands  for  billions,  are  most  upsetting.  Calmness  Is  now 
desired.  The  Congress  is  more  than  willing  to  vote  the  bil- 
lions without  arousing  their  constituents  to  immediate 
apprehension  for  their  safety. 

The  really  great  fear  of  our  citizens  may  well  be  whether 
our  leader  will  clothe  with  real  authority  those  capable  of 
providing  for  our  defense.  Window  dressing  his  present 
Cabinet  officials  now  having  full  power  of  action  will  not 
suffice.  The  •*yes"  men  surrounding  him  for  many  years 
should  be  entitled  to  a  long  vacation  from  their  continued 
experiments  and  raids  on  the  Public  Treasury. 

Important  personages  outside  legislative  halls  are  now 
making  definite  statements  as  to  their  own  opinions  of 
action.  A  stream  of  letters  follows  in  agreement  or  disagree- 
ment with  those  opinions.  We  must  be  most  careful  in 
hasty  decision.  Only  after  mature  judgment  should  we  make 
a  declaration,  which,  once  made,  is  not  easy  to  retract,  if 
or  when  we  may  be  forced  to  do  so. 

This  is  no  criticism  of  the  expressed  opinions  of  prominent 
persons.  We  need  to  know  their  views.  However,  these 
opinions  so  conflict  with  each  other  that  the  Members  of 
this  body  must  weigh  them  carefully  and  act  only  when 
convinced  of  the  right  course  of  action. 

PEKBOSSION  TO  ADDRESS   TOT  ROUSX 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  PORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
conaent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record,  and  to  include  two 
newspaper  clippings  dealing  with  five  sabotage  attempts  on 
our  air  plants  and  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  hearing 
in  Los  Angeles. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  tMr.  Lkland  M.  FV3U>i? 
There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  LELAND  M.  PORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Members  of  the  House  to  two  newspaper  ar- 
ticles that  I  am  Including  in  my  remarks,  one  dealing  with  five 
sabotage  attempts  in  the  last  10  days  to  Interfere  with  water 
and  power  supplies  to  three  large  aircraft  plants  engaged  in 
making  planes  for  oiu-  Government.  These  are  actualities, 
not  suggestions. 

The  other  article  has  to  do  with  the  unfiUr.  un-American 
way  that  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  is  conducting 
Its  hearing  in  Los  Angeles  County. 

The  newspaper  articles  referred  to  follow: 

(From  the  Santa  Monica  (CaliX.)  Outlook  of  May  30,  1940] 
FivK  Sabotage  Atttmpts  Revealed — Apparent  Plot  Aims  at  Airplanx 

Factories 

Los  ANGCtES. — County  and  Federal  authorities  were  prohlng  today 
live  attempts  in  the  last  10  days  to  Interfere  with  water  and  power 
supplies  to  three  large  aircraft  plants  engaged  in  making  planes  for 
the  Government  and  the  Allies.  They  were  seeking  to  find  out 
whether  these  were  part  of  an  organized  sabotage  plot. 

The  most  recent  act  was  early  today,  when  the  ix)wer  line  to  the 
Hawthorne  city  water  plant  was  cut.  stilling  for  6  hours  pumps 
supplying  the  new  Northrop  airplane  factory  and  the  city  of 
Hawthorne.  A  wooden  control  bar  was  sawed  in  two.  breaking  the 
water  company's  power  switch. 

SWnCH    DAMACO 

Early  Sunday  morning,  authorities  disclosed  today,  the  El  Segundo 
substation  of  the  Southern  California  Edison  Co.  was  entered  and 
a  switch  damaged  at  the  same  time  that  a  switch  on  a  pole  at  El 
Segundo  and  Sepulveda  Boulevards  was  thrown.  These  controlled 
power  lines  to  the  El  Segundo  Northrop  plant,  as  well  as  the  sub- 
station signal  system,  showing  trouble  on  any  lines  from  the  station. 

Another  power  line  was  cut  parallel  to  that  leading  to  the  North 
American  and  Doiiglas  plants,  throwing  a  minor  circuit  out  of 
commission.  Investigators  believe  the  intent  was  to  cut  the  Other 
line. 

A  fifth  incident  was  said  by  investigators  to  have  been  an  attempt 
to  cut  the  water  supply  of  the  North  American  plant. 

DOUGLAS    URGES  GREATEST   PRECAUTIONS 

Donald  W.  Douglas,  president  of  the  Nation's  largest  airplane  man- 
ufacturing company,  warned  his  18,000  employees  today  to  guard 
against  the  possibility  of  sabotage  by  "interests  or  elements  opposed 
to  the  security  of  this  Nation." 

"Under  conditions  resulting  In  the  new  defense  program  It  is  pos- 
sible that  alien  interests  or  elements  opposed  to  the  security  of  this 
Nation  may  attempt  to  hinder  cur  production  and  sabotage  activities 
or  products  of  cur  plants,"  Douglas  said  in  a  letter  to  employees. 

"It  Is  the  duty  of  every  loyal  American  and  every  employee  of  this 
company  to  report  acciu'ately  and  promptly  any  and  all  such  at- 
tempts and  to  exercise  Increased  vigilance  in  his  work     •     •     •." 

Douglas  did  not  mention  If  attempts  had  been  made  to  sabotage 
the  huge  plant,  policed  by  private  officers,  but  urged  caution.  The 
factory  now  is  turning  out  large  orders  of  military  planes  for  the 
Allied  Powers  and  the  United  States  Army. 

Defense  Lawtek  Quits  Awning  Case  Hearing — Attornet  Watkins 
Walks  Oxrt  in  Protest  Against  Asserted  Injustices  in  Peo- 
ceedincs 

The  National  Labor  Relations  Board's  highly  controversial  tent 
and  awning  hearing,  costliest  and  longest  in  the  Board's  local  re- 
gime, took  an  abrupt  turn  at  its  8-month  milepost  yesterday,  and 
Paul  R.  Watkins.  a  principal  among  respondent  counsel,  picked  up 
his  brief  case  and  hat  and  walked  out  of  the  hearing  In  protest 
against  what  he  termed  "Injustices." 

Watkins.  attorney  for  Southern  Calif ornlans.  Inc.,  the  Neutral 
Thousands,  and  Employees'  Advisory  Service,  unsuccessfully  pro- 
tested time  after  time  to  Board  Trial  Examiner  Howard  Myers 
against  the  latitude  allowed  by  Myers  to  Board  Attorney  David 
Sokol  when,  after  a  previous  warning  that  he  was  considering 
withdrawal,  he  arose  and  said: 

"situation  impossible 

"We  are  going  to  be  up  against  an  impossible  situation.  I'm 
going  to  leave  the  room,  and  111  not  be  back  again  unless  my  clients 
EO  instruct  me." 

Sokol  called  on  Watkins  to  reconsider  and  return  as  Watkins 
was  leaving  the  room,  saying,  "Be  sensible,"  and  drawing  from 
Watkins  the  reply,  "I  am." 

Myers  then  adjourned  the  session  for  2  hours,  which  Included 
the  u.sual  lunch  period. 

When  Myers  reopened  the  hearing  he  reversed  one  of  his  rulings 
to  which  Watkins  had  so  strenuovisly  objected,  stating  that  he  was 
trying  "to  preserve  the  peace  and  harmony"  among  participants 
Watkins  was  not  present,  and  Myers  recessed  the  hearing  until  11 
a.  m.  today  to  give  Watkins  time  to  reconsider  his  action  in  view  of 
the  reversal.  Meanwhile  Watkins  issued  a  public  statement  ex- 
plaining his  attitude. 

BACKED    in    protest 

Joining  with  Watkins  in  protests  against  Myers  allowing  Sokol 
to  do  what  they  declared  was  far  outside  fair  and  regular  pro- 
cedure were  Attorneys  C.  R.  LesUe  for  the  Merchants'  &  Manufac- 


turers' Association,  Harry  K.  Wolff  and  Quy  T.  Graves  for  the  tent 
and  awning  companies  in  the  case. 

Wolff  charged  Sokol  with  "a  travesty  on  Justice."  Graves  termed 
the  Myers-Sokol  positions  at  times  as  "imposition."  "gross  injus- 
tice," and  "unfair." 

"We've  wandered  from  hell  to  breakfast  during  the  8  months  of 
this  hearing,"  Watkins  exclaimed  on  one  occasion. 

COURSE  DEFENDED 

Both  Myers  and  Sokol,  with  Uttle  or  no  explanation,  held  that 
they  were  proceeding  according  to  proper  board  practice  as  de- 
fense counsel  made  their  various  and  repeatedly  unsuccessful 
objections  and  were  overruled  or  not  sustained. 

Paula  Hotchkln,  former  T.  N.  T.  employee,  was  on  the  witness 
stand  when  the  "last  straw"  fell  on  Watkins'  back.  She  had  been 
caUed  by  Watkins  as  a  hostUe  witness,  and  Sokol  had  her  on 
cross-examination — "purported  cross-examination"  Watkins  called 
it — when  defense  counsel  all  charged  that  Sokol  was  taking  her 
far  outside  the  proper  procedure  and  issues  in  order  to  go  after 
the  defendants. 

Before  the  situation  had  become  grave  over  the  "Injustice"  pro- 
tests, it  reached  one  of  its  most  hilarious  moments  during  the 
long  period  that  it  has  been  running  since  last  October  16. 

SOKOL   queries    SELF 

Sokol  put  himself  on  the  witness  stand  and  cross-examined 
himself  In  such  stirring  manner  that  Graves  called  out  in  mock 
gravity : 

"Stop  badgering  the  witness!" 

The  substance  of  Sokol's  tussle  with  hlnvself  was  that  when  he 
first  began  quietly  working  up  the  Board's  case  against  respond- 
ents he  had  a  hard  time  trying  to  get  Rittenhoxiae's  aid. 

Defense  evidence  was  to  the  effect  that  l)efore  the  case  went  to 
hearing  Sokol  and  Rlttenhouse  were  working  together. 

WARNING  to  PUBUC 

An  open  statement,  containing  a  warning  to  the  public  about 
civil  liberties  and  framed  in  severely  critical  language,  was  issued 
later  by  Attorney  Watkins  explaining  why  he  walked  out  of  the 
hearing: 

"I  withdrew  from  further  participation  because  I  have  become 
sick  and  weary  of  the  treatment  the  respondents  have  received  in 
that  case.  We  have  been  in  trial  since  November  of  1939  on  a 
case  that  could  and  should  have  been  tried  in  30  days  at  the 
outside.  There  are  over  400  exhibits  and  more  than  8.000  pages 
of  testimony,  at  least  90  percent  of  whlvh  has  no  bearing  on  any 
issue  which  could  properly  be  tried  as  a  Board  caae. 

"CLOSED    CASE    WEEKS    AGO 

"The  Board  closed  its  case  several  weelu  ago  after  having  been 
permitted  a  latitude  which  Is  impossible  to  conceive.  Repeated 
objections  were  made  by  all  counsel  for  the  resp>ondents  during 
the  Board's  presentation  of  immaterial  and  scandalous  matters 
which  the  trial  examiner  permitted  in  thi  record.  The  objections 
were  brushed  aside.  The  respondents  whom  I  represent  proceeded 
to  put  In  their  defense.  A  hostile  witness  was  called  by  me  and 
asked  a  limited  number  of  questions. 

"Despite  the  fact  that  this  witness  sat  for  days  In  the  early 
part  of  the  hearing  as  an  observer,  she  was  not  called  by  the 
Board.  The  Board  took  her  this  morning  on  what  purported  to 
be  cross-examination,  and  embarked  upon  an  examination  of 
matters  which  were  Immaterial,  hearsay,  conclusions,  and  out- 
side of  the  issues  in  the  case,  and  which  were  In  no  sense  of  the 
word  proper  cross-examination.  I  made  repeated  objections  to 
this  type  of  procedure  and  endeavored  to  explain  to  the  trial  ex- 
tmiiner  on  the  record  that  It  had  been  almost  impossible  to 
prepare  a  defense  in  this  case  due  to  the  latitude  permitted  to 
the  Board  In  presenting  its  case,  and  that  It  became  an  impossi- 
bility, if  after  preparing  for  defense,  every  type  of  new  matter 
was  going  to  be  permitted  to  be  brought  in  en  what  purported 
to  be  cross-examination. 

"EXPLANATIONS    WITHHELD 

"Though  I  repeatedly  asked  the  examiner  for  his  reasons  for 
such  rulings  and  for  a  definition  of  the  limits  as  to  which  this 
cou!d  go,  no  explanation  was  given  and  my  objections  were  over- 
ruled. I  stated  to  the  examiner  that  if  such  tactics  were  con- 
tinued I  would  withdraw  from  the  hearing.  They  did  continue 
and  I  did  withdraw. 

"Throughout  this  whole  case  almost  everyone  connected  with 
the  respondents,  either  as  officials,  directors,  or  counsel,  has  been 
submitted  to  unjustified  Inference,  innuendo,  and  slander.  Many 
of  the  individuals  are  and  have  been  for  many  years  leading 
citizens  in  this  community.  They  have  been  treated  as  criminaU 
In  this  case,  despite  the  fact  that  the  whole  legitimate  issue  before 
this  Board  is  whether  or  not  some  of  these  organizations  fostered 
lndep>endent  unionism  as  against  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
or  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations. 

"THROUGH    with    IT 

"I  have  tried  quite  a  number  of  cases  before  the  Board  and 
have  never  had  any  difficulty  there.  This  present  case  has  been 
the  most  astounding  thing  in  my  experience.  Its  conduct  and  the 
things  permitted  there  are  of  real  concern  to  everybody  In  this 
community  and  to  everybody  In  this  country. 

"They  go  to  the  very  heart  of  the  protection  of  our  constitutional 
righu  of  fair  trial  and  due  process.  Civil  liberties  of  the  whole 
people  have  been  utterly  disregarded  by  the  very  people  who  are 


I 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7395 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7394 

■creAminc  for  th«  protection  oT  the  cItU  Ubertle«  of  Ubor  untons. 
The  wh^  caae  has  been  an  effort  to  unean  everybody  In  town 
that  haa  had  any  connection  with  the  open-ehop  organization*. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  am  through  with  it  and  the  Board  can 
take  whatever  action  It  wants  to." 

IXTXltSIOll   or    RKXAJtSS 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Rbcou  and  to  include  an 

editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  AunosI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  Include  two 
articles. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
genUeman  from  Ohio  tMr.  SbccombsI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  Insert  In  the  Appendix  of  the  Rxcord  an  article 
appearing  in  the  paper  this  morning. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  CoLil? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PCRiaCSION  TO   ADDRESS   THE  HOTTSE 

*■  Mr.  VREELAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanlmous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  own 
remarks  in  the  Recore. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  VreelahdI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VREELAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Thursday  night  last,  at 
midnight,  operations  ceased  at  what  was  once  the  world's 
busiest  airport,  namely.  Newark  Airport,  situated  at  Port 
of  Newark  in  New  Jersey,  and  then  closed  an  ejxKh  in  the 
history  of  the  development  of  aviation  and  wrote  a  final 
chapter  in  the  thankless  expenditixre  of  millions  of  dollars 
of  the  taxpayers'  money. 

Might  we.  for  a  minute,  dwell  on  the  history  of  aviation  as 
It  affected  northern  New  Jersey  and  the  metropolitan  area  of 
New  York? 

In  1919.  shortly  after  the  World  War,  aviation,  still  in  Its 
Infancy,  had  become  an  Important  factor  in  our  everyday 
life,  the  public  slowly  coming  to  the  realization  that  the  speed 
of  air  travel  is  a  great  facility  for  business  and  the  develop- 
ment of  modem  civilization.  In  that  year,  because  of  the  size 
of  the  city  of  Newark.  N.  J.,  and  the  proximity  to  New  York 
City,  a  field  was  established  on  property  belonging  to  the 
Forest  Hill  Golf  Club  and  known  as  Heller  Field,  from  which 
the  air  mall  of  the  Federal  Government  serving  Newark  was 
flown.  Unfortunately,  because  of  the  small  size  and  its  haz- 
ard, followed  by  many  serious  and  fatal  accidents,  in  1920 
the  field  was  abandoned  with  the  air-mail  terminus  being 
transferred  to  Hadley  Field  In  New  Brunswick. 

With  the  increase  in  air-mail  business,  and  the  necessity 
of  larger  planes.  Hadley  Field  was  found  to  be  not  only  inade- 
quate in  size  but  too  great  a  distance  from  New  York  City  to 
be  of  any  value.  It  was  then,  and  {particularly  after  Colonel 
Lindbergh's  dramatic  flight  across  the  Atlantic  Ocean  in  May 
1927.  the  far-sighted  oflQcials  of  the  city  of  Newark  visioned 
the  transforming  of  the  then  valueless  Newark  meadowland 
into  an  airport  to  service  northern  New  Jersey  and  metro- 
politan New  York. 

Plans  were  prepared  and  submitted  to  the  Federal  Ciov- 
ernmept.  and  by  authority  thereof  the  construction  of  New- 
ark Airport  on  420  acres  of  meadowland  began  in  1928.  A 
twofold  benefit  was  derived  by  such  construction.  The  fill, 
necessary  to  surface  the  swampland  of  the  meadows  was 
pumped  from  the  channel,  which  later  became  Port  Newark, 
so  that  not  only  did  it  deepen  and  widen  the  channel  to  allow 
oceangoing  vessels  to  dock  at  Port  Newark,  but  It  also  filled 
tn  the  marshland  with  silt,  which  hardened  to  clay,  forming 
an  excellent  hard  base  for  the  surface  of  the  air  field. 

The  first  commercial  flight  from  Newark  Airport  was  Au- 
gust 1,  1928,  and  the  field  was  officially  opened  for  service  on 
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October  1  of  that  year.  The  first  transpOTt  company  to  oper- 
ate from  that  field  was  Colonial  Western  Airways,  later 
American  Airlines,  and  in  February  of  1929  it  was  designated 
as  the  eastern  terminus  for  air-mail  service,  followed  the 
next  year  by  the  leasing  of  ground  by  Eastern.  United,  and 
T.  W.  A.  A  post  office  was  erected,  and  in  1931  it  was  known 
all  over  the  world  and  became  the  world's  busiest  airport.  In 
1937  it  shipped  a  large  percentage  of  the  country's  air  mall, 
34.8  percent  of  the  express,  and  27.1  percent  of  the  passenger 

traffic. 

Newark  Airport,  through  the  expenditure  of  fvmds  of  the 
city  of  Newark  and  the  taxpayers  of  the  city,  who  willingly 
allowed  the  city  officials  to  make  such  expenditures  as  a 
public  service  to  the  rest  of  the  country,  expanded.  At  the 
beginning  of  1940  we  find  that  exclusive  of  the  purchase  of 
land  necessary  for  the  building  of  the  airport,  the  taxpayers 
of  the  dty  of  Newark  had  spent  $5,700,000,  from  which  the 
city  itself  derived  no  benefit  and  was  given  as  a  public  service 
for  the  development  of  aviation. 

The  Government  in  1931.  through  C.  W.  A.  granted 
$1,000,000  for  an  administration  building  and  field  improve- 
ments. The  administration  building  has  not  yet  been  placed 
into  operation  or  use.  In  August  of  1935  the  W.  P.  A.  made 
a  grant  of  $4,000,000  which  project  has  not  yet  been  com- 
pleted and.  in  all  probability,  will  not  be. 

While  there  are  220  acres  in  actual  use,  the  city  has  title  to 
63  addiUcnal  acres  with  a  possibility  of  1.100  yet  to  be  pur- 
chased and  used  if  necessary.  To  date  there  has  been  spent 
in  the  development  of  Newark  airport  by  Government  agencies 
and  the  city  of  Newark  $11,430,000.  There  has  been  also  some 
private  expenditure  on  the  field  aggregating  $700,000. 

After  I  have  given  you  this  brief  outline  of  the  development 
from  the  infancy  of  air  travel  to  the  largest  and  busiest  air- 
port in  the  world,  which  in  1939.  the  last  year  of  operation, 
handled  481,056  passengers,  5,755,369  pounds  of  mail,  and 
3,050.162  pounds  of  express,  let  us  now  consider  what  was 
going  on  in  the  meantime.  Mayor  LaGuardia.  a  former  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  became  obsessed  with  the  idea  that  he 
should  stand  out  in  history  as  an  advocate  of  aviation  and 
must  of  necessity  be  the  leader  in  that  field.  However,  the 
main  obstacle  was  the  city  of  Newark  had  the  grant  of  the  air- 
mail terminus,  so  he  proceeded  to  make  every  effort  to  seize  by 
one  method  or  another  the  air-mail  contracts  and  to  force 
the  major  airlines  to  leave  Newark  for  some  field  in  metro- 
politan New  York.  The  first  attempt  was  the  attempted  re- 
moval thereof  to  Floyd  Bennett  Field,  considerably  removed 
from  the  city  than  was  Newark  Airport,  and,  to  make  it  at- 
tractive, he  expended  large  sums  of  money  for  the  develop- 
ment of  that  field  but  it  was  finally  rejected  by  the  Federal 
Government. 

His  next  move  was  to  attempt  to  place  an  airport  on  Gov- 
ernors Island,  the  headquarters  of  the  second  corps  area. 
United  States  Army.  This  met  with  a  protest  from  every  pilot 
In  the  country  because  of  the  danger  of  operation. 

Again  being  thwarted.  Mr.  LaGuardia,  using  the  world's 
fair  as  a  springboard  and  excuse,  sought  and  received  from 
the  Federal  Government  a  W.  P.  A.  grant  of  $27,430,000  up  to 
March  31,  1940.  and  with  $500,000  or  $600,000  still  needed  to 
complete  the  project  for  the  development  of  the  airport  at 
North  Beach  adjacent  to  the  world's  fair  grounds.  Inasmuch 
as  the  construction  did  not  proceed  with  sufficient  speed,  W. 
P.  A.  funds  were  used  for  the  payment  of  union  labor  at  union 
scale  to  hasten  the  opening  of  the  field  in  time  for  the  world's 
fair. 

In  December  of  1939,  after  a  hearing  before  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Authority  and  much  controversy  together  with  many 
tales,  whether  founded  or  unfounded,  I  do  not  know,  of  the 
manipulations  and  methods  used,  the  major  airlines  moved  to 
LaGuardia  Airport  and  subleased  from  American  Airlines 
the  hangars  which  that  company  had  many  months  before 
leased  |rom  the  city  of  New  York.  Newark  Airport  began  to 
dwindle  in  traffic,  after  having  had  246  planes  land  there 
daily,  and  finally  on  May  31,  of  1940,  by  order  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority,  the  once  world's  busiest  airport  ceased 
operations. 


It  is  strange,  however,  to  note  that  this  great  LaGuardia 
Airport,  which  is  the  last  word  In  airport  con<5truction,  is 
bounded  on  three  sides  by  water,  blocked  effectively  for  a 
comfortable  landing  by  high  buildings  of  the  city  on  the 
south,  and  blocked  for  safety  in  emergency  landings  on  one 
side  by  congested  areas  of  Long  Island  is  further  hampered 
by  something  that  neither  the  Government  nor  the  mayor 
can  control,  and  that  is  the  elements. 

Let  us  look  at  the  record  since  the  moving  of  the  major 
air  lines  to  LaGuardia  Field,  abandoning  Newark  Airport, 
and  we  find  that  since  December  of  1939,  when  such  air  lines 
moved.  It  was  Impossible  to  land  at  LaGuardia  Field  because 
of  fog  or  low  ceiling  and  necessary  to  land  at  the  abandoned 
Newark  Airport  with  the  following  surprising  facts:  During 
the  month  of  December  1939,  10  days;  during  the  month  of 
January  1940,  10  days;  February  1940,  10  days;  March  1940, 
6  days:  April  1940.  16  days;  and  May  1940.  16  days.  As  fate 
would  have  it,  with  Newark  Airport  closing  on  May  31.  even 
for  emergency  landings.  June  1  the  planes  were  grounded  at 
LaGuardia  Field,  a  dramatic  finis  to  the  world's  busiest  air- 
port and  an  expenditure  of  $11,430,000  of  the  taxpayers' 
money. 

What  is  the  future  of  Newark  Airport?  V7ith  the  proposed 
expenditure  of  millions  of  dollars  for  the  construction  and 
development  of  new  airports  for  the  national  defense,  would  it 
not  be  wise  economy  and  good  sense  for  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  take  over  the  Newark  Airport  as  one  of  the  defending 
air  bases  for  the  Port  of  New  York,  and  thereby  save  the  pur- 
chase of  additional  airports  In  that  vicinity  and  make  use 
of  the  millions  expended  in  Its  development?  It  is  Ideally 
located,  sufficiently  far  from  the  coast  defense  to  be  out  of 
reach  of  attacking  forces,  and  yet  sufficiently  close  for  defense 
aviation  to  reach  its  objective  within  reasonable  time.  I  urge 
the  War  Department  to  give  this  its  every  consideration  and 
immediate  attention,  not  only  for  the  benefit  of  cur  country 
but  to  at  least  show  the  taxpayers  of  the  city  of  Newark  that 
the  Federal  Government  is  not  blind  to  their  sacrifice  over 
the  years  for  aviation. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  address  on  national  defense  delivered  by  the  president  of 
the  International  Teamsters  Association. 

TTie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Sj)eaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  and 
include  therein  a  brief  editorial  from  the  Jefferson  City  Daily 
Capital  News. 

The  SPEAKER.  If  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERBflSSION   TO  ADDRESS   THE   HOUSE 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  Just  returned  from 
Wisconsin,  where  3.000  delegates  sat  in  a  Republican  con- 
vention, making  a  new  record-  I  heard  up  there  a  good  story 
about  an  old  lumberman  who  settled  with  his  men,  and  he 
told  them  when  he  paid  them: 

Now.  there  Is  a  dollar  3rou  have  and  a  dollar  you  didn't  have. 
That  18  $2.  There  la  a  plug  of  tobacco  you  had  and  a  plug  of 
tobacco  you  didn't  have.  That  Is  60  cents.  There  Is  a  shirt  you  had 
and  another  shirt  that  you  didnt  have,  and  that  Is  another  dollar. 

In  that  way  he  settled  with  his  men.  These  shirts  and  plugs 
of  tobacco  they  didn't  have  were  the  things  which  evidently 
were  "on  order."    [Laughter  and  applause.] 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hold  In  my  hand  a  photo- 
static copy  of  a  letter  written  by  C.  A.  Hathaway,  editor  of 
the  Dally  Worker,  a  Communist  paper  in  New  York.  It 
states  this: 

I  could  predict  this  with  confidence:  That  In  the  event  that  the 
Smith  committee  makes  recommendations  to  Congress  which  in 
any  way  curtails  the  N.  L.  R.  B.  policies.  It  will  be  followed  by  the 
sharpest  class  upheavals,  comparable  only  to  the  sit-down  strikes 
In  auto,  steel,  and  other  Indusuies  at  the  beginning  of  the  C.  I.  O. 

I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  as  the  necessity  for 
Immediate  development  of  national  defense  comes  along  we 
are  welcomed  with  a  big  strike  in  the  Kearney  shipyard 
near  Trenton. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  or   REMARKS 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanlmous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  therein 
an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  CLUETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  address  by  the  Bishop  of  Albany,  N.  Y. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  an 
oration  entitled  "The  Gods  of  Valhalla." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHIFFLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  Include  therein 
an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
table  on  rural  electrification. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  Memorial  Day  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION    TO    ADDRESS    THE    HOTTSE 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  America  faces  the  greatest  crisis 
since  the  dark  days  of  the  Civil  War.  Is  the  Congress  to 
desert  its  post  of  duty  in  this  national  emergency?  Does  the 
DemocraUc  leadership  believe  the  only  function  of  Congress 
is  to  delegate,  without  precedent,  more  and  more  discre- 
tionary power  and  money  to  President  Roosevelt  and  en- 
courage him  to  set  up  a  dictatorial  government  in  the  United 

States? 

The  future  destiny  of  our  country  and  its  free  institutions 
are  at  stake,  yet  the  Congress  is  about  to  adjourn  in  order 
to  go  fishing  or  to  mend  political  fences.  Members  of  Con- 
gress are  paid  an  annual  salary,  and  should  not  nm  out  on 
the  Job  during  the  war  hysteria  and  existing  emergency. 
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Legislation  to  thwart  the  purposes  and  objectives  of  the 
"fifth  column"  should  be  passed  to  make  America  safe  for 
Americans.  The  Communist  Party  should  be  outlawed  from 
the  ballot  as  an  agency  of  the  Communist  International  at 
Moscow.  Alien  agitators  and  foreign  propagandists  should 
be  deported-  My  bill  to  prohibit  the  arming,  drilling,  and 
uniforming  of  un-American  groups,  such  as  Communist*. 
Nasis.  and  Fascists,  should  be  enacted  into  law. 

The  Congrress  should  provide  for  immediate  national  de- 
fense, but  Its  war  powers  should  not  in  any  manner  be  dele- 
gated to  the  President.  Ninety  percent  of  the  American 
people  are  in  favor  of  the  Allies,  preparedness,  and  keeping 
America  out  of  foreign  wars.  The  Congress  owes  it  to  the 
American  people  to  stay  In  Washington  to  protect  and 
safeguard  their  rights  and  the  Interests  of  the  Nation. 
[Applause.] 

Consent  Calkndar 

The  SPEAKER.  Tliis  is  Consent  Calendar  day.  The 
Clerk  will  call  the  first  bill  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 

WAPrro   SCHOOL   district   no.    54,    YAKUCA    COXTNTY.    WASH. 

•nie  Clerk  called  the  first  Wll  on  the  Consent  Calendar, 
H.  R.  3824.  to  provide  funds  for  cooperation  with  Wapeto 
School  District  No.  54,  Yakima  County,  Wash.,  for  exten- 
sion of  public-school  buildings  to  be  available  for  Indian 
children  of  the  Yakima  Reservation. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  CHURCH,  and  Mr.  KEAN  objected. 

PASSiOUQUOODT  BAT  TDAL  POWER 

The  Clerk  called  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  57)  author- 
izing the  Secretary  of  War  to  cause  a  completion  of  siu*- 
veys.  test  borings,  and  foundation  investigations  to  be  made 
to  determine  the  advisability  and  cost  of  putting  in  a  small 
experimental  plant  for  development  of  tidal  power  in  the 
waters  in  and  about  Passamaquoddy  Bay,  the  cost  thereof  to 
be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made 
for  such  examinations. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consmt 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

OSACK   TUBE  GW  INDIANS 

"nie  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6314,  authorizing  an 
appropriation  for  pa3mient  to  the  Osage  Tribe  of  Indians  on 
account  of  their  lands  sold  by  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Cochran,  Mr.  Rich,  Mr.  Wolcott,  and  Mr.  Church 
objected. 

KSTABUSHINQ  A  NATIONAL  LANS  POUCT 

The  aerk  caUed  the  next  bUl.  H.  R  1675.  to  establish 
a  national  land  policy,  and  to  provide  homesteads^  free  of 
debt  for  actual  farm  families. 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  lay  this  bill  on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  the  request  agreeable  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia? 

Mr.  DbROUEN.    It  is.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

KIOWA,  COMANCHE,  AND  APACHE  TRIBES,  XURISDICTIONAL  ACT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  business.  House  Joint  Resolution 
290.  referring  the  claims  of  the  Kiowa.  Comanche,  and  Apache 
Tribes  of  Indians  in  Oklahoma  to  the  Court  of  Claims  for 
finding  of  fact  and  report  to  Congress. 

Mr.  COCHRAN,  Mr.  RICH,  and  Mr.  WOLCOTT  objected. 

BRIDGK   ACROSS  IQSSOURI   RIVER   IN   THE   CITT  OF   OMAHA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU,  H.  R.  7069,  authorizing 
Douglas  County.  Nebr.,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate 
a  toll  bridge  across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Florence 
Station,  in  the  city  of  Omaha.  Nebr. 


Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  pirejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 'the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

AlCENCMENT  OP  CROP-LOAN  LAW 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7878.  to  amend  the 
crop-loan  law  relating  to  the  lien  Imposed  thereunder,  and 
for  other  purpjoses. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimoiis  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DELAWARE  TRIBK  OF  INDIAHS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6535,  authorizing  an 
appropriation  for  payment  to  the  Delaware  Tribe  of  In- 
dians on  account  of  permanent  annuities  under  treaty 
provision. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  RICH,  and  Mr.  WOLCOTT  objected. 

COMPENSATION  OF  SPECIAL  COUNSEL  FOR  UNITED  STATES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  4366.  to  authorize  the 
payment  of  additional  compensation  to  special  assistants  to 
the  Attorney  CJeneral  in  the  case  of  United  States  against 
Doheny  Executors. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

RELIEF  OF   NEEDY  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  Wll,  H.  R.  8937,  to  authorize  an 
appropriation  for  the  relief  of  ill-clothed,  ill-fed.  and  ill- 
housed  needy  American  Indians  through  the  utilization  of 
surplus  American  agricultural  and  other  commodities. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  CHURCH,  and  Mr.  KEAN  objected. 

APPOINTMENT      OF     PRESIDENTIAL      ELECTORS      AND      ELECTION     OF 
SENATORS    AND    REPRESENTATIVES    IN    CONGRESS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R  8700,  to  change  the 
time  of  the  appointment  of  Presidential  electors  and  the 
election  of  Senators  and  Representatives  in  Congress. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PROCUREMKNT  WrTHOUT  ADVERTISING 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8152,  providing  for 
procurements  without  advertising. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

Mr.  BLAND.    I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  author  of  the  bill  I 
am  going  to  object  myself.  l}ecause  I  realize  that  the  bill  is  not 
in  proper  form  in  view  of  the  emergency  that  now  con- 
fronts us. 

The  SPEAKER  Three  objections  having  been  heard,  the 
bill  is  ordered  stricken  from  the  calendar. 

ASSISTANT   POSTMASTERS,   FIRST-   AND   SECOND-CLASS   POST  OFFICES 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R  8171)  to  require  the  filling 
ct  all  vacancies  in  the  position  of  assistant  postmaster  in 
first-  and  second-class  post  offices. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  paragraph  1.  section  8.  of  the  act  of 
CSongress  approved  February  28.  1926  (43  SUt.  1066;  U.  8.  C,  1934 
ed..  title  39.  sec.  88),  Is  hereby  amended  by  changing  the  period  at 
the  end  thereof  to  a  colon  and  adding  the  foUowlng  proviso:  "Pro- 
vtded..  That  In  ail  poet  offices  at  the  first  and  second  classes  where 
vacancies  In  the  position  of  assistant  postmaster  exist,  such  vacan- 
cies shall  be  filled  within  60  days  after  the  approval  of  this  act,  and 
thereafter  vacancies  occurring  in  the  position  of  assistant  post- 
master In  any  office  of  the  first  or  second  classes  shall  be  filled  by 
appointment  in  the  regular  manner  within  60  days  after  the  vacancy 

OOCUtB." 
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With  \ht  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  2.  line  1.  strike  out  "60"  and  Insert  "120." 
Une  5,  strike  out  "eO"  and  Insert  "120." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PUBLIC-SCHOOL    FAdLTTIES,    M'CXTRTAIN,    OKLA. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  2523)  to  provide  for  the  con- 
struction, extension,  equipment,  and  improvement  of  public- 
school  facilities  at  McCurtain.  Okla.,  Haskell  County. 
•  Mr.  WOLCOTT,  Mr.  CHURCH,  and  Mr.  COSTELLO  ob- 
jected, and  the  bill  was  stricken  from  the  calendar. 

tJNIFORMITY    IN    PAY,    CIVILIAN    EMPLOYEES,    NAVY    DEPARTMENT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3014)  to  amend  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service 
for  the  fl£cal  year  ending  June  30.  1903,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses", approved  July  1,  1902  (32  Stat.  662),  so  as  to  provide 
uniformity  in  the  pay  of  all  civilian  employees  of  the  Navy 
Department  appointed  for  duty  beyond  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States  and  in  Alaska. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  entitled  "An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1903,  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  July  1.  1902 
(32  Stat.  662 ),.  Insofar  as  the  provisions  thereof  are  embodied  in 
section  506  of  title  34  of  the  United  States  Code,  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"The  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  his  discretion.  Is  authorized  to 
pay  all  civilian  employees  appointed  for  duty  beyond  the  conti- 
nental limits  of  the  United  States,  and  in  Alaska,  from  the  date 
of  their  saUing  from  the  United  States  until  they  report  for  duty 
to  the  officer  under  whom  they  are  to  serve,  and  while  returning 
to  the  United  States  by  the  most  direct  route  and  with  due 
expedition,  compensation  at  a  rate  corresponding  to  their  rate  of 
pay  while  actually  employed." 

TTie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

SALE  OF   FUEL,   ELECTRIC   CURRENT,    ETC..   AT   NAVAL   STATIONS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bUl  (S.  3065),  authorizing  the  sale  of 
luel.  electric  current,  ice,  and  water  at  isolated  naval 
stations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized 
to  sell,  under  such  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  and  at  such 
prices  as  he  may  deem  reasonable,  to  private  concerns  or  indi- 
viduals doing  business  or  residing  at  or  in  the  immediate  vicinity 
of  isolated  naval  stations,  such  supplies  of  fuel,  water,  ice.  and 
electric  current  as  may  be  required  to  meet  the  necessities  of.  and 
as  may  not  otherwise  be  locally  obtainable  by,  such  concerns  or 
individuals. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

SPEECHES  AND  WRITINGS  OF  EDBCTTND  BURKE 

The  Clerk  called  House  Joint  Resolution  307.  to  provide  for 
the  printing  of  the  speeches  and  writings  of  Edmund  Burke 
as  a  House  document. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

'SLUM   CLEARANCE  IN  ALASKA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  8884)  to  authorize  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska  to  create  a  public  cor- 
porate authority  to  undertake  slum  clearance  and  projects 
to  provide  dwelling  accommodations  for  families  of  low  in- 
come, and  to  issue  bonds  and  other  obligations  of  the  au- 
thority for  such  purpose,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ADDITIONAL  LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE.  EMPLOYEES.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTINO 

OFFICE 

The  Clerk  called  Senate  Joint  Resolution  71,  relating  to  pay 
to  certain  employees  of  the  Grovernment  Printing  OfiBce  for 
uncompensated  leave  earned  during  the  fiscal  year  1932. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PRINTING  OF  BIOGRAPHICAL  DIRECTORY  OF  CONGRESS 

The  Clerk  called  House  Concurrent  Resolution  54,  for  the 
printing  of  revised  edition  of  the  Biographical  EMrectory  of 
the  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

J.  L.  SAVAGE 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  7254)  authorizing  the  tem- 
porary detail  of  J.  L.  Savage,  an  employee  of  the  United 
States,  to  service  under  the  Government  of  the  State  of 
New  South  Wales,  Australia. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

ITiere  was  no  objection. 

ROME   UNIVERSAL  EXHTBITION,    1942 

The  Clerk  called  House  Joint  Resolution  486.  authorizing 
the  acceptance  of  the  invitation  of  the  Government  of  Italy 
to  participate  in  the  Rome  Universal  Exhibition  to  be  held 
at  Rome.  Italy,  in  1942. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

ITiere  was  no  objection. 

TWO   MOUNTS   FOR   OFFICERS,   REGULAR   ARMT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  5478)  to  provide  for  the 
maintenance,  at  public  expense,  of  two  mounts  for  officers  of 
the  Regular  Army  who  are  designated  as  mounted  officers. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

RETARDATION  IN  PROMOTION  AND  PAT  AND  ALLOWANCES  OF  PERMA- 
NENT PROFESSORS  OF  UNITED  STATES  MILITARY  ACADEMY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3496,  to  prevent  retarda- 
tion in  promotion  and  in  pay  and  allowances  of  permanent 
professors  of  the  United  States  Military  Academy  appointed 
by  the  President  from  the  commissioned  officers  of  the  Regu- 
lar Army. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  permanent  professors  of  the  United 
States  Military  Academy  who  have  been  or  may  hereafter  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  President  from  the  commissioned  officers  of  the 
Regular  Army  shall  have  the  rank,  pay,  and  allowances  of  colonel 
from  the  date  now  provided  by  law  or  from  the  date  each  would 
have  been  entitled  to  such  rank,  pay,  and  allowances  had  he  not 
accepted  such  appointment,  whichever  date  Is  the  earlier :  Provided, 
That  no  back  pay  or  allowances  shall  accrue  hereunder. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

LOCAL  DELIVERY  RATE  ON  CERTAIN  FIRST-CLASS  MAIL  MATTER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3667.  to  provide  for  the 
local  delivery  rate  on  certain  first-class  mail  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bUl  go  over  without  prejudice. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Rentleman  frcm  Illinois?  ^ 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
does  the  iteziUem&n  know  that  this  bill  has  passed  the  House 
<m  two  different  occasions  and  has  been  reported  out  unanl- 
nouslv  by  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads? 
We  have  had  lengthy  hearings  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  MASON.    And  I  will  vouch  for  It. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  I  am  obliged  to  ask  that  the  bUl  go  over 
without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  BARRY.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  obliged  to  object. 

DESIGNATING  THB  PSRSON  WHO  SHALL  ACT  AS  PRXSXDCNT 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  blU.  H.  R.  9462.  designating  the 
person  who  shall  act  as  President  if  a  President  shall  not 
have  been  chosen  before  the  time  fixed  for  the  beginning  of 
his  term,  or  when  neither  a  President-elect  nor  a  Vice- 
President-elect  shall  have  qualified. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectitm  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

trrs  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  72.  to  amend  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  examme,  adjudicate,  and 
render  Judgment  on  any  and  all  claims  which  the  Ute  Indians 
or  any  tribe  or  band  thereof  may  have  against  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  28,  1938. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Spzaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  go  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecticxi  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  at  this  point  in  the  Rccokd  I  may  be  permitted  to 
insert  a  letter  received  from  the  Attorney  General  with 
reference  to  the  bill  (8.  72). 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Omcx  or  thc  AtTOKicrT  Oknouu., 

WasMngton.  D.  C.  May  24,  1940. 
Hon.  John  J.  Cochbah. 

Chaiman,  Commtttee  on  Erpenditures  in  the  Executive  Depart- 
ynents.  Houae  of  Rrprrsentativrs.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Deak  Mk  CoHonssMAN :  Yuur  letter  of  May  20.  1940.  request- 
ing my  views  regafdlng  «  bUl  to  amend  the  Ute  Icdlans  jurtsdic- 
tlotial  bill  (S.  73).  as  reported  by  tlie  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs 
of  the  House,  has  been  received. 

The  bill,  as  originally  Introduced,  proposed  three  unobjectionable 
amendments  to  the  Ute  Jurl3dlctional  Act  (52  Stat.  1209).  In 
lU  present  form,  however,  the  bill  contains  some  far-reaching 
pimliiunii. 

1.  Section  S  proposes  "•  •  •,  That  there  shall  not  be  offset 
in  any  suit  (1)  expenditures  made  prior  to  the  time  the  cause  of 
action  sued  upon  arose  *  *  *."  The  existing  law  {vovides  that 
•••  •  •  ezpei^dltures  made  prior  to  the  date  of  the  law.  treaty, 
agreement,  or  Siccutive  order  under  which  the  claims  arise  shall 
not  be  offset  •  •  •."  "Hie  proposed  relaxation  of  the  present 
law  In  favor  of  the  Ute  Indians  ha.s  not  been  accorded  to  any  other 
tribe.  The  extent  to  which  it  would  affect  the  claim  cannot  be 
determined  In  the  absence  of  an  accounting,  but  the  report  of  the 
coaalttee  aaseru  (p.  11)  that  the  mam  claim  of  the  Indians  is  for 
land  taken  in  103S.  Consequently  the  sums  gratuitously  expended 
before  that  time  could  not  be  offset  under  the  proposed  amendment. 

2.  Section  3  proposes  to  preclude  the  United  States  from  off- 
setting expenditures  made  for  education.  This  alao  would  be  a 
relaxation  of  the  present  law  which  is  not  accorded  to  any  other 
tribe  The  expense  of  education  usually  is  one  of  the  large  Items 
o<  gratuiuss. 


3.  Section  3  alao  provides  that  there  shaH  not  be  offset  "expendi- 
tures made  for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  public  high- 
ways or  other  Improvements  available  for  use  by  the  general  public, 
as  weU  as  Indians."  The  law  with  reference  to  offsetting  gratuities 
specifically  requires  tliat  the  expenditures  must  have  been  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Indians,  and.  where  an  expenditure  has  been  for  the 
joint  benefit  of  a  tribe  and  others,  the  Court  of  Claims  has  uni- 
formly refused  to  offset  against  the  Ulbal  claim  more  than  the 
tribe's  proportionate  share  of  benefit.  The  proposed  amendment 
would  change  this  practice  and  free  the  Ute  Tribe  from  the  offset 
of  any  portion  of  the  cost  of  maintenance  and  construction  of  a 
highway,  no  matter  to  wtiat  extent  the  members  of  the  trltw  might 
be  directly  benefited. 

4.  Section  4  proposes  that  the  Indiana,  In  addition  to  being 
compensated  for  the  taking  of  lands  formerly  belonging  to  them, 
should  also  be  compensated  for  land  formerly  '^possessed"  by  them. 
This  appears  to  be  intended  as  the  creation  of  Uablllty  for  the 
taking  of  lands  which  may  have  been  merely  occupied  by  the  tribe, 
but  which  occupancy  was  never  recognized  by  the  United  States. 
The  kind  of  possession  Ls  not  defined;  It  U  not  limited  to  exclusive 
and  immemorial  possession,  but  might  Include  a  transitory  pos>- 
sesslon.  Thus,  not  only  would  the  bill  create  a  liability  not  existing 
before  but  the  meaning  of  "possesslcn"  would  lead  to  confusion 
in  the  conduct  of  litigation. 

5.  Section  4  provides  that  the  United  States  shall  be  liable  to  the 
Indians  for  land  which  they  occupied  and  concerning  which  treaties 
were  negotiated  for  Its  surrender,  but  the  Senate  reftised  to  ratify 
the  treaties.  The  further  provision  that  the  relinquishment  of 
such  lands  in  Itself  should  be  sufficient  grounds  for  equitable  relief, 
and  that  compensation  should  be  paid  as  though  It  were  dl.spo.sed  of 
under  the  public-land  laws  of  the  United  States,  presumably  Is 
Intended  to  fix  the  price  at  $1.25  per  acre,  without  regard  to  the 
actual  value  of  the  land:  rx>t  only  therefore  does  the  section  create 
liability  against  the  United  States  which  otherwise  does  not  exist 
but.  in  effect.  It  provides  for  the  payment  of  $1.25  per  acre,  which 
may  be  greater  than  the  actual  value  of  the  land. 

6.  Section  4  would  extend  to  Utah  the  following  provisions  In  the 
original   Jurisdictional   act: 

"  •  •  •  anything  In  any  other  acts  of  Congress  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding,  no  lands  in  Colorado  north  of  and  including 
range  35,  formerly  owned  or  claimed  by  the  Ute  Indians  or  any 
band  thereof  shall  be  restored  to  tribal  ownership  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  3  of  the  act  of  June  18.  1934  (48  Stat  984).  and 
said  lands  to  the  extent  that  they  have  not  been  disposed  of  by 
the  United  States  are  hereby  declared  to  be  the  absolute  property 
of  the  United  States." 

The  act  of  June  18,  1934  (the  Wheeler-Howard  Act),  provides 
that  where  there  are  any  remaining  surplu.s  lands  of  any  Indian 
reservation  previously  opened  for  sale  or  other  form  of  disposal,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  restore  such  lands  to  tribal  owner- 
ship. The  following  langiiage  appears  on  page  11  of  the  com- 
mittee's report: 

"The  main  claim  of  these  lands,  however.  Is  for  land  taken  in 
1938.  so  there  will  not  be  any  long  period  during  which  the 
United  States  will  be  compelled  to  pay  Interest.  In  that  respect 
this  bin  Is  different  from  many  other  Indian  bills,  and  it  is  greatly 
in  the  Interest  of  the  Government  that  this  bill  be  passed  so  that 
suit  may  be  instituted  immediately  In  order  to  avoid  any  large 
payments  of  Interest,  as  has  happened  in  other  Indian  cases." 

Obviously,  this  means  that  the  Ute  Indians  intend  to  assert 
that  the  Jurisdictional  act  of  June  28.  1938.  by  Its  terms  appro- 
priated unsold  surplus  Ute  lands  in  Colorado  under  the  power  of 
eimnent  domain.  It  Is  understood  that  about  3.700.(X)0  acres  of 
such  surplus  lands  remain  unsold.  At  $1.25  per  acre,  as  Is  contem- 
plated by  the  amendment  discussed  in  paragraph  6  above,  the 
value  would  amount  to  $4,625.(X)0  as  of  June  28,  1938.  with  Interest 
at  the  rate  of  5  percent  per  annum.  The  amendments  propose  to 
create  a  similar  liability  for  all  unsold  Ute  surplus  lands  In  Utah. 
It  may  be  pointed  out  that  neither  the  bill  itself  nor  the  com- 
mittee report  indicates  the  purp>ose  for  which  the  appropriation  of 
these  lands  is  to  be  made.  Whether  they  are  needed  for  public 
purposes  and  whether  they  might  be  obtained  by  direct  purchase, 
thus  avoiding  the  payment  of  Interest,  also  does  not  appear.  There- 
fore it  may  be  questioned  whether  the  creation  of  liability  In  this 
instance  is  justified  or  not. 

7.  Section  4  also  provides  generally  "Provided  further.  That  any 
lands  formerly  belonging  to  any  Indian  reservation  in  said  State 
(Utah)  to  the  extent  they  have  not  been  disposed  of  by  the  United 
States  are  hereby  declared  to  be  absolute  property  of  the  United 
States."  This  no  doubt  Is  Intended  to  Include  any  lands  not  cov- 
ered by  the  amendment  described  In  paragraph  6  above.  There 
la  likewise  in  this  instance  no  indication  in  the  bill  itself,  or  In 
the  report,  of  the  purpose  for  which  the  appropriation  la  being 
made. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  considerations.  I  am  unable  to  recom- 
mend the  passage  of  the  bill  in  Ito  present  form. 
With  kind  regards. 
Sincerely, 

BoBsrr  H.  Jacksom. 

Attorney  General. 

CLASSmCATION     Of    SUBSTITUYK     DIXVn-lCKCHAincS    IN     POSTAL 

snvicx 
The  Clerk  called  the  next  bin.  H.  R.  8422.  rclaUng  to  the 
classification  of  substitute  driver-mechanics  in  the  Postal 
Service. 
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There  belhg  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  effective  60  days  after  tha  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act  no  substitute  position  in  the  motor-vehicle  service 
of  the  Postal  Service,  the  duties  of  which  consist  In  the  operation 
of  a  Government-owned  United  States  mall  truck  during  a  greater 
portion  of  the  time  of  employment,  shall  be  filled  by  an  employee 
other  than  an  employee  classified  and  compensated  as  a  sub- 
stitute driver-mechanic. 

EEC.  2  Any  position  In  the  motor-vehicle  service  of  the  Postal 
Service  made  vacant  by  the  provisions  cf  section  1  shall  be  filled 
Insofar  as  possible  by  the  promotion  to  such  position  of  persons 
now  employed  In  the  Postal  Service  as  substitute  garagemen-drlvers 
upon  taking  and  passing  a  noncompetitive  examination  for  the 
position  of  substitute  driver-mechanic. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engros.sed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

DISPOSITION    OF    FINES    FOR    FAILURE    TO    PAY    LICENSE    TAXES    IN 

ALASKA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7634,  to  provide  that 
fines  for  failure  to  pay  license  taxes  In  Alaska  shall  be  dis- 
posed of  as  provided  for  the  disposition  of  such  taxes. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill.  S.  3491.  be  substituted  for  the  House  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  7  of  the  act  of  June  6.  1900  (ch. 
786.  31  Stat.  324,  as  amended;  35  Stat.  840;  U.  S.  C,  title  48.  sec.  106), 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Ssc.  7.  That  four  clerks  shall  be  appointed  for  the  court,  one  of 
whom  shall  be  assigned  to  each  division  thereof,  and  during  his  term 
of  office  shall  reside  at  such  place  in  the  division  as  the  Attorney 
General  may  direct.  Each  clerk  shall  In  his  division  of  the  district 
perform  the  duties  required  or  authorized  by  law  to  be  performed  by 
clerks  of  United  States  courts  in  other  districts,  and  such  other 
duties  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
relating  to  the  district  of  Alaska.  He  shall  preserve  copies  of  all 
laws  applicable  to  the  district  and  shall  preserve  all  records  and 
record  all  proceedings  and  official  acts  of  his  division  of  the  court. 
He  shall  also  collect  and  receive  all  moneys  arising  from  the  fees 
of  his  office,  from  licenses,  fines,  forfeitures.  Judgments,  or  on  any 
other  account  authorized  by  law  to  be  paid  to  or  collected  by  him, 
and  shall  apply  the  same,  except  the  money  derived  from  licenses 
and  fines  imposed  for  failure  to  pay  license  taxes,  to  the  incidental 
expenses  cf  the  proper  division  of  the  district  court  and  the  allow- 
ance thereof  as  directed  In  written  orders,  duly  made  and  signed  by 
the  Judge,  and  shall  account  for  the  same  in  detail,  and  for  any 
balances  on  account  thereof,  under  oath,  quarterly,  or  more  fre- 
quently If  required,  to  the  court,  the  Attorney  General,  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury:  Provided,  That  fines  imposed  and  col- 
lected for  failure  to  pay  license  taxes  shall  be  disposed  of  as  pro- 
vided by  law  for  the  disposition  of  such  license  taxes;  and  moneys 
accruing  from  violations  of  the  customs  laws,  civil  customs  cases, 
or  internal-revenue  cases,  moneys,  not  Including  costs,  accruing 
from  civU  post-office  suits,  fines  in  criminal  cases  for  violations  of 
the  postal  laws,  the  net  proceeds  of  sales  of  public  property  under 
section  3618.  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  any  other  moneys 
the  disposition  of  which  Is  otherwise  specially  provided  for  by  law, 
shall  not  be  available  for  the  expenses  of  the  court,  but  shall  be 
paid  over  or  deposited  as  provided  by  law  for  other  districts.  And 
after  all  payments  ordered  by  the  judge  shall  have  been  made,  any 
balances  remaining  In  the  hands  of  the  clerk  shall  be  by  him  de- 
posited to  the  credit  of  the  United  States  at  such  times  and  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
prescribe.  The  clerk  shall  be  ex  officio  recorder  of  instruments  as 
hereinafter  provided  and  also  register  of  wills  for  the  division,  and 
shall  establish  secure  offices  for  the  safekeeping  of  his  official  record 
where  terms  of  his  division  of  the  court  are  held.  He  may  appoint 
necessary  deputies  and  employ  other  necescary  clerical  assistance  to 
aid  him  in  the  expeditious  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  office,  with 
the  approval  and  at  compensation  to  be  fixed  by  the  court  or  Judge, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Attorney  General.  Any  person  so 
appointed  or  employed  shall  be  paid  by  the  clerk  on  the  order  of 
the  judge,  as  other  court  expenses  are  paid." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  7634)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

AMENDING  SECTION  201  OF  THE  A.  A.  A.  OF  1938 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8354,  to  provide  for 
complaint,  assistance  to  farmers,  and  intervention  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  In  proceedings  before  the  United 


States  Maritime  Commission  relating  to  the  transportation  of 
farm  products. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  201  of  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act  of  1938,  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  inserting  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(e)  This  section  shall  apply  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Maritime  Commission  in  the  same  manner  and  with  the  same 
effect  as  it  applies  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

FARM  CREDIT  BILL  OF   1940 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9843.  to  provide  for 
loans  to  Federal  Ismd  banks,  for  refinancing  certain  farm- 
loan  bonds  by  the  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation,  and  chang- 
ing the  method  of  fixing  interest  rates  on  land-bank 
mortgages. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  res«>rving  the  right  to  object, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without 
prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right 
to  object,  this  particular  measure  is  the  result  of  a  unani- 
mous report  of  the  committee  after  going  into  the  subject 
very  thoroughly  and  I  believe  would  save  the  Government 
considerable  money.  The  second  phase  of  it,  that  Is.  the 
rediscoimt  privilege,  has  the  endorsement  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Board.  I  have  a  letter  from  them  saying  that  there 
is  no  objection  to  that  particular  provision. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  will  say  that  we  did  not  get  a  copy  of  that 
bill.  Some  mistake  was  made  and  no  copy  of  that  bill  was 
given  us  and  I  have  not  been  able  to  study  it  sufficiently  up 
to  this  time. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  It  does  two  things:  It  permits  the 
Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  to  purchase  land-bank  bonds 
at  not  more  than  one-quarter  of  1  percent  above  the  price  of 
Government  obligations  and  then  it  authorizes  the  land 
banks  to  have  the  same  rediscount  privileges  that  regular 
commercial  banks  have  at  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  that 
Is  subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  will  say  that  a  mistake  was  made  and 
another  bill  was  given  to  us.  I  only  discovered  it  this  morn- 
ing. I  tried  to  get  it  before  12  o'clock,  but  I  have  not  had 
time  to  look  over  the  bill  sufficiently  up  to  this  time. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  It  is  a  unanimous  report  of  the 
committee  members  v/ho  were  present  and  it  is  very  im- 
portant. As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  will  save  the  Government 
considerable  money  and  enable  this  program  to  run  along 
and  practically  assure  a  reasonable  rate  of  Interest  without 
the  present  Government  subsidy.  I  think  the  gentleman 
will  find  that  it  is  a  very  desirable  bill.  The  committee  after 
thorough  hearings  and  consideration  of  other  bills  reported 
this  measure.    I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  object. 

Mr.  HOPE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  this  bill 
was  reported  to  the  House  unanimously  by  the  committee 
after  it  had  given  very  careful  consideration  to  the  bill  and 
the  farm-credit  situation.  The  gentleman  is  perhaps  think- 
ing about  another  bill  which  was  introduced  at  an  earlier 
date,  but  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  that 
there  is  no  connection  between  this  bill  and  the  other  bill. 
There  is  not  a  feature  in  the  other  bill  which  was  contro- 
versial which  was  included  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Does  the  bill  have  the  unanimous  approval 
of  all  the  Republican  members  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  HOPE.  As  far  as  I  know  there  was  no  vote  against 
It  in  the  committee,  and  I  know  of  no  Republican  who  is 
opposed  to  it. 
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Seattle.  Wash.,  the  duplicate  of  the  pioneer  place  totem  pole  which 
has   been   carved   by   Alaskan   native   Civilian   Conservation   Corps 


The  labor  organizations  in  both  Alaska  and  Hawaii  favor 


I.J 
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Tbe  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 
There  being   no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bin.   as 

foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  thl«  met  may  be   cited  M  the  Farm 
Credit  Act  of  1040. 

'      pnaCHASI    AND    CXCHAMC*    BT    r*MU    MOTTCACB   C0»P0BATI01f    Of    LAIfD- 

BANK    BONDS 

Sac.  3.  The  first  paragraph  of  section  4  (b)  of  the  Federal  Farm 
lfort«age  Corporation  Act.  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  adding  at 
tlie  end  thereof  the  following:  "In  the  case  of  consolidated  farm- 
loAn  bonda  acquired  under  this  subsection  from  land  banks  after 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  the  Farm  Credit  Act  of  1940.  the 
yield  to  maturity  of  the  bonds  acquired  shall  not  exceed,  by  more 
than  one-fourth  of  1  percent  per  annum,  the  yield  to  maturity, 
as  estimated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  which  bonds  of  the 
Corporation  of  similar  terms  and  maturities  would  return  If  issued 
and  sold  in  the  open  market  at  the  time  of  such  acquisition.  The 
Corporation  shall,  as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  the  Farm  Credit  Act  of  1940.  surrender  to  the  Land  Bank 
Commlasloner  for  cancelation  all  farm-loan  bonds  (Including  con- 
solidated land-bank  bonds)  held  by  it  on  such  date  and  shall  re- 
ceive in  exchange  therefor  consolidated  farm  loan  bonds  of  an 
equal  face  amount  having  such  maturities  and  call  dates  ««  shall 
be  determined  upon  by  the  bond  committee  of  the  Federal  land 
'  Iwnln  and  approved  by  the  Governor  of  the  Farm  Credit  Admin- 
Istntlon.  and  the  yield  to  maturity  of  the  farm-loan  bonds  so  re- 
ceived shall  not  exceed,  by  more  than  one-fovu-th  of  1  percent 
per  annum,  the  yield  to  maturity,  as  estimated  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  which  bonds  of  the  Corporation  of  similar  terms 
and  maturities  would  return  U  issued  and  sold  In  the  open  market 
•t  the  time  of  the  exchange." 

nrntBEST  katxs  on  iiomiACES 
Sic.  3.  (a)  Paragraph  "Second"  of  section  12  of  the  Federal 
Farm  Loan  Act.  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  striking  out  "a  charge 
on  the  loan  at  a  rate  not  exceeding  the  interest  rate  In  the  last 
series  of  farm-loan  bonds  isarued  by  the  land  bank  making  the 
k>an"  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "a  charge  on  the  loan  at  a 
rmte  approved  bv  the  OovernOT  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration 
which  shall  not  exceed  the  average  Interest  rate  borne  by  all  farm- 
loan  bonds  outstanding  during  the  preceding  quarter  on  which 
the  land  bank  making  the  loan  was  obligated." 

(b)  The  amendment  made  by  subsection   (a)   shall  be  effective 
•     only  with  respect  to  loans  made  after  30  days  after  the  date  (tf 
the  enactment  of  this  act. 

LOANS  BT   rXSBKAI.  RXSXXVB  BANKS  TO  LAND   BANKS 

8bc.  4.  Section  13a  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act.  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  Inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
psragrsph: 

"Any  Federal  Reserve  bank  may.  subject  to  regulations  and  limi- 
tations to  be  preflcrit>ed  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  make  advances,  for  periods  not  exceeding  1  year, 
to  any  Federal  land  bank  operating  in  its  district  on  promissory 
notes  of  Buch  bank  secured  by  the  deposit  or  pledge  of  notes  given 
by  borrowers  from  such  bank  under  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act, 
as  amended,  and  mortgages  given  to  secure  such  notes.  Each  such 
advance  shall  bear  interest  at  the  rate  applicable  to  discounts  for 
member  banks  under  the  provisions  of  the  second  paragraph  of 
section  13  in  effect  at  such  Federal  Reserve  bank  when  stich 
advance  is  made." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

PHOVTSION    FOB    HOLDING    COURT    AT    WINCHESTER.    TENN. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3828,  to  amend  section  107 
of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended,  to  eliminate  the  requirement 
that  suitable  accommodations  for  holding  the  court  at  Win- 
chester, Tenn.,  be  provided  by  the  local  authorities. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  107  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as 
amended  (U.  S.  C  1934  ed^  title  28.  sec.  188).  is  amended  by 
striking  out  "Provided,  That  suitable  accommodations  for  holding 
the  courts  at  Winchester.  Columbia,  and  Cookevllle  shall  be  pro- 
vided by  the  local  authorities  without  expense  to  the  United  States 
until,  subject  to  the  reconunendatlon  of  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  with  respect  to  providing  such  rooms  and  accom- 
modations for  holding  court  at  Columbia,  a  public  building  shaU 
bsvs  been  erected  or  other  Federal  space  provided  for  court  pur- 
poMS  in  said  city",  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"Provided.  That  suitable  accommodations  for  holding  the  ccurt  at 
OooksvUIe  shall  be  provided  by  the  local  authorities  without  ex- 
pense to  the  United  States:  Prot'<d«f  further,  That  suitable  accom- 
modations for  holding  the  courts  at  Winchester  and  Columbia  shall 
be  provided  by  the  local  authorities,  but  only  until  such  time  as. 
In  th«  case  of  each  of  such  dtlea,  such  accomnx>datlons  shaU  bay* 


been  provided,  upon  recommendation  of  the  Attorney  Oeneral.  In  a 
pubUc  building  or  in  other  quarters  provided  by  the  Federal  Oov- 
emment  for  such  purpose." 
With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2.  lines  12  and  13.  strike  out  the  words  "Attorney  General" 
and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  "Director  of  the  administrative  office  of 
the  United  States  cotirta." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table.  ' 

FORT  PICK  RAILROAD,  STATE  OT  MOItTAHA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  2639.  relating  to  the  hours 
of  service  of  persons  employed  upon  the  Government-owned 
Wiota-Port  Peck  Railroad  in  the  State  of  Montana. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
relating  to  the  limitation  of  the  hours  of  daily  service  of  laborers 
and  mechanics  employed  upon  the  public  works  of  the  United  States 
and  of  the  DUtrlct  of  Coltmibia,"  approved  Aiigust  1,  1892.  as 
amended,  shall  not  be  applicable  with  respect  to  the  service  and 
employment  of  persons  employed  in  connection  with  the  operation 
or  maintenance  of  the  Government-owned  Wiota-FOrt  Peck  Railroad 
In  the  State  of  Montana;  but  the  hours  of  labor  or  service  of  such 
persons  shaU  be  limited  to  the  same  extent  that  such  hours  of  labor 
or  service  would  be  limited  If  the  United  States  in  the  operation  of 
such  railroad  were  a  common  carrier  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
act  entitled  'An  act  to  promote  the  safety  of  employees  and  travelers 
upon  railroads  by  limiting  the  hours  of  service  of  employees  thereon." 
approved  March  4.  1907.  as  amended. 

Sic.  2.  Any  officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  whose  duty  it  shall 
be  to  employ,  direct,  or  control  any  person  employed  in  connection 
with  the  operation  or  maintenance  of  such  railroad  who  shall  inten- 
tionally require  or  permit  such  person  to  be  employed  for  hours  of 
labor  or  service  in  violation  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor,  and  for  each  and  every  such  offense  shall,  upon  con- 
viction, be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  to  exceed  tl.OOO  or  by  imprison- 
ment for  not  more  than  6  months,  or  by  both  such  fine  and  impris- 
onment, in  the  discretion  of  the  court  having  Jiirlsdictlon  thereof. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

CrvnOAN   CONSERVATION   CORPS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3042.  to  amend  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  to  establish  a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps, 
and  for  other  purposes."  approved  June  28.  1937,  as  amended. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  5  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  Civilian  Conserration  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  June  28.  1937  (50  Stat.  319).  as  amended,  is  amended  by 
adding  to  the  end  of  said  section  the  following:  "Provided  further. 
That  such  officers,  agents,  or  employees  paid  from  funds  appropri- 
ated for  or  allocated  to  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  as  may  be 
designated  or  approved  for  the  purpose  by  the  Director  shall  have  the 
general  powers  of  notaries  public  to  the  administration  of  oaths,  the 
execution  and  acknowledgment  of  legal  Instruments,  the  attestation 
of  documents,  and  all  other  forms  of  notarial  acts  determined  to  be 
necessary  by  the  Director  to  prosecute  effectively  the  operations  of 
the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

SSATTLK  TOTEM  POLE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9113.  to  donate  to  the 
city  of  Seattle  a  totem  pole  carved  by  the  Alaskan  native 
Civilian  Conservation  Corps. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELIXD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
substitute  a  similar  Senate  bill,  S.  3677.  for  the  House  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Director  of  the  Civilian  Conservation 
Corps,  through  the  regional  forester.  United  States  Forest  Service, 
Juneau,   Alaska,   Is  bereby   authorized   to   donate   to   tbe   city   of 
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Seattle.  Wash.,  the  duplicate  of  the  pioneer  place  totem  pole  which 
has  been  carved  by  Alaskan  native  ClvUi&n  Conservation  Corps 
enrollees. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bUl  (H.  R.  9113)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

WAGS  RATE  ON  FEDERAL  PXTBLIC  WORKS  IN  ALASKA  AND  HAWAH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9021,  to  require  the 
payment  of  prevailing  rates  of  wages  on  Federal  public  works 
in  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
substitute  a  similar  Senate  bill,  S.  3650.  for  the  House  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
relating  to  the  rate  of  wages  for  laborers  and  mechanics  employed 
on  public  buildings  of  the  United  States  and  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia by  contractors  and  subcontractors,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  March  3.  1931  (46  Stat.  1494),  as  amended,  is  further 
amended  by  striking  out  the  words  "States  of  the  Union  or  the 
District  of  Columbia"  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "States  of  the 
Union,  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  or  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia";  and  by  striking  out  the  words  "or  other  civil 
subdivision  of  the  State"  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "or  other  civil 
subdivision  of  the  State,  or  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  or  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii." 

Sec.  2.  The  amendments  made  by  this  act  shall  take  effect  on  the 
thirtieth  day  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  but  shall  not 
affect  any  contract  In  existence  on  such  effective  date  or  made  there- 
after pursuant  to  invitations  for  bids  outstanding  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  pas^sed.  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9021)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  on  the  bill  just  passed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  just  passed,  S.  3650, 
to  require  the  payment  of  prevailing  rates  of  wages  on  Fed- 
eral public  works  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  is  simply  the  exten- 
sion to  those  two  Territories  of  the  provisions  of  the  Davis- 
Bacon  Act,  approved  August  30,  1935,  as  amended.  The  act 
as  originally  passed  was  limited  in  its  application  to  the  sev- 
eral States  and  to  the  District  of  Columbia.  For  reasons 
undisclosed  the  act  did  not  embrace  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
or  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 

The  able  Delegate  from  Hawaii.  Hon.  Samuel  W.  King. 
first  introduced  a  bill.  H.  R.  7345,  to  extend  the  provisions 
of  the  Davis-Bacon  Act  to  Hawaii  only.  That  bill  was  intro- 
duced on  July  4.  1939. 

It  was  not  until  March  21.  1940,  that  I  introduced  the  bill 
now  on  the  calendar.  H.  R.  9021,  to  extend  the  provisions  of 
the  act  in  question  to  both  Alaska  and  Hawaii.  The  Dele- 
gate from  Hawaii  I  Mr.  Ktsg]  very  generously  acquiesced  in 
having  H.  R.  9021  considered  rather  than  his  own  bill,  H.  R. 
7345,  because  H.  R.  9021  covers  both  Territories,  whereas  his 
bill  would  apply  to  Hawaii  only.  On  March  22.  1940.  at  my 
request  in  which  the  Delegate  from  Hawaii  [Mr.  King]  joined, 
Senator  Schwellenbach  introduced  the  companion  Senate 
bill.  S.  3650,  in  the  Senate,  the  same  being  identical  with  H.  R. 
9021  so  as  to  cover  both  Alaska  and  Hawaii.  Under  the  par- 
liamentary procedure  it  was  found  possible  to  have  the  Senate 
bill  considered  first,  and,  accordingly.  S.  3650  passed  the 
Senate  on  May  28  and  has  been  held  in  the  House  on  the 
Speaker's  table  in  order  that  it  might  be  substituted,  as  it 
just  has  been  substituted,  for  the  House  bill,  H.  R.  9021,  when 
that  bill  was  called  for  consideration. 


The  labor  organizations  in  both  Alaska  and  Hawaii  favor 
this  legislation  and  urge  that  its  enactment  would  prevent 
the  possibility  of  wage  disputes  between  contractors  and  em- 
ployees on  public  works  of  various  types  and  thereby  avoid 
possible  cessation  of  work  which  might  otherwise  occur  if  the 
contractors  should  insist  upon  paying  less  than  the  prevailing 
wages.  The  enactment  of  the  bill  will  deter  the  exploiUtion 
of  labor  by  any  possible  imscrupulous  contractor  who  may 
have  been  successful  in  obtaining  a  Government  contract. 
The  bill  safeguards  existing  and  pending  contracts  by  pro- 
viding that  the  effective  date  thereof  shall  be  30  days  after 
enactment,  and  that  it  shall  not  aflfect  contracts  made  pur- 
suant to  invitations  for  bids  outstanding  on  the  date  of 
enactment. 

My  principal  purpose  in  making  these  remarks  is  to  give 
to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Hawaii  I  Mr.  King!  the 
credit  which  he  deserves  for  having  originally  initiated  this 
legislation  and  for  having  actively  supported  it  in  all  of  its 
several  stages  of  enactment.  He  is  the  real  father  of  the  bill, 
and  I  am  happy  to  be  associated  with  him  in  its  passage. 

feed  and  seed  loans 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9859,  to  provide  a  time 
limit  for  collection  of  feed  and  seed  loans. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
may  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Texas  why  there  is  a  provi- 
sion in  this  bill  for  release  of  a  lien  on  a  loan  if  it  cannot  be 
collected? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  The  gentleman  may  not  perhaps 
understand  that  these  loans  are  made  only  on  current  crops 
as  security.  While  there  is  an  obligation,  probably  even 
though  the  crop  is  disposed  of.  they  feel  that  to  pursue 
these  loans  and  try  to  collect  them,  especially  after  a  num- 
ber of  years'  time  has/4apsed,  involves  greater  expense  in 
collecting  than  thc/^ount  of  the  collections  themselves. 
This  would  give  them  6  years  in  which  to  collect  a  loan. 
Most  of  these  loans  are  for  $50,  $75,  or  $100.  They  average 
around  $75.    They  are  current  crop  loans. 

Mr.  STEFAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  This  applies  particularly  In  drought  areas 
where  they  have  suffered  from  drought  and  where  in  some 
cases  there  is  no  possibility  of  feed  and  seed  loans  being  iJttid 
back. 

Members  should  know  that  this  bill  was  written  around 
the  principles  embraced  in  a  similar  bill  introduced  by  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  AndersenI.  Feb- 
ruary 19,  1940.  It  appears  that  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture  took  the  Andersen  bill  as  the  basis  of  this  bill, 
and.  although  the  latter  does  not  go  as  far  as  the  former,  it 
does  move  toward  the  objective  of  the  Andersen  bill,  an 
objective  in  which  so  many  of  us  from  drought  farm  districtvS 
have  been  interested.  The  original  Andersen  bill  proposed 
to  cancel  all  outstanding  Indebtedness  and  release  all  liens  in 
connection  with  emergency  crop  and  feed  loans.  On  April 
29.  1940.  Grover  B.  Hill.  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  sent 
a  letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture, stating  that  the  bill  proposed  by  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen],  would 
not  be  in  accord  with  the  program  of  the  President. 

So  we  have  this  modified  bill.  It  should  not  be  objected 
to  by  any  Member  who  believes  ih  keeping  the  farmer  on  his 
farm.  While  in  my  opinion  the  bill  is  not  suflSciently  liberal. 
It  gives  us  some  relief.  I  wish  I  could  amend  it  by  incorpo- 
ration of  part  of  my  own  bill,  which  proposes  the  repayment 
of  these  feed  and  seed  loans,  bushel  for  bushel,  in  kind. 
That  is  not  possible  at  this  time,  and,  although  I  have 
asked  for  a  report  on  my  bill.  I  wish  to  support  this  particu- 
lar bill  because  of  the  many  letters  I  have  received  from 
farmers  in  my  district  who  tell  me  that  they  cannot  pay 
their  feed  and  seed  loans  because  they  have  suffered  con- 
secutive droughts  and  have  not  had  any  revenue  crops  to 
enable  them  to  repay  their  crop -production  loans.  In  fact  I 
have  heard  that  in  some  States  farmers  were  required  to 
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part  with  wrae  of  the  proceeds  ot  their  parity  payments  in 
order  to  apply  same  on  their  feed  and  seed  loans,  when  they 
needed  the  cash  for  the  living  expenses  of  their  families. 

In  some  of  my  counties  we  have  had  7  consecutive  years 
of  drouchts.  Farmers  m  those  counties  who  borrowed  money 
for  feed  and  seed  some  years  a«o  certainly  have  no  money 
n«ht  now  with  which  to  pay.  They  have  not  had  cash  for 
aome  years.  If  they  get  a  crop  this  year  they  may  be  able 
to  pay  somethinc.  but  it  would  suit  them  better  to  be  allowed 
to  pay  back,  bushel  for  bushel,  in  kind.  That  is  not  possible 
now.  because  my  bill  has  not  been  passed.  So  we  have  here 
the  Jones  bill.  It  provides  what  amounts  to  a  statute  of 
Mmitatlons  on  the  collection  of  the  so-called  seed  and  feed 
loans.  If  you  will  read  the  report  of  the  committee  you  will 
find  that  since  1918  Congress  has  at  various  times  author- 
ized the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  or  the  Oovemor  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Admmistration  to  make  loans  to  farmers  for 
production  and  harvesting  of  crops  and  for  feed  of  livestock. 
Generally  these  loans  have  been  made  in  areas  afflicted  with 
cataltoophe.  You  will  recall  that  recently  we  stipulated 
drought  as  a  major  catastrophe,  calling  for  emergency  relief. 
Loans  have  been  made  to  farmers  only  who  have  been  unable 
to  obtain  credit  elsewhere.  These  loans  have  met  an  urgent 
need  in  situations  where  but  for  them  the  farmers  would 
be  forced  to  go.  on  relief.  Notwithstanding  the  emergency 
character  of  the  loans,  the  payments  on  principal  and  in- 
terest have  been  very  high.  Only  where  annually  recurring 
drought  has  made  repayment  impossible  have  delinquencies 
existed  In  substantial  number.  This  bill  recognizes  that 
some  of  these  loans  cannot  be  repaid.  It  certainly  is  wiser 
to  avoid  the  expense  to  the  Government  to  continually  try 
to  collect  and  to  remove  from  the  farmer  the  burden  of  debt 
which  he  cannot  meet.  This  bill  does  this  by  providing  a 
Ttatute  of  limitation  comparable  to  the  statute  of  limita- 
tion on  ordinary  loan  contracts  between  private  persons. 
It  prohibits  demand  for  payment  on  any  such  loan  after 
6  shears  from  the  last  payment  and  also  prohibits  legal  pro- 
ceedings after  the  6-year  period.  A  period  of  1  year  after 
enactment  of  the  act  Is  allowed  during  which  demand  and 
suit  may  be  had  in  the  case  of  loans  where  the  6-year  period 
had  expired  or  will  expire  within  the  year  in  order  to  afford 
a  last  opportunity  to  attempt  collection.  One  section  re- 
quires the  Governor  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  to 
cancel  liability  and  release  the  lien  if  the  loan  may  not  be 
collected  and  if  the  borrower  ajH^Ues  for  cancelation  and 
release. 

I  hope  this  explanation  of  the  bill  will  satisfy  those  who 
feel  constrained  to  object  and  they  will  allow  this  bill  to 
pass,  because  it  will  give  the  farmers  who  are  barely  hang- 
ing on  in  the  drought  sections  the  encouragement  that  they 
need  at  this  particular  time.  If  we  get  a  good  crop  again, 
I  am  sure  there  will  be  no  demands  for  loan  cancelations, 
and  I  hope  that  eventually  we  will  get  a  favorable  report 
on  my  bill  to  allow  the  farmers  to  repay  their  loans,  bushel 
for  bushel,  in  kind. 

Mr.  KEAN.  The  one  thing  I  wanted  to  know  was  why  we 
shotild  release  any  lien  held  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man srield? 

Mr.  KEAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Is  it  not  true,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  that  under  the  laws  in  many  States  provision  for  a  crop 
lien  is  practically  meaningless  after  a  year  ansrway?  In 
many  States  the  laws  permit  a  lien  of  this  kind  for  only  a 


I  appreciate  the  gentleman's  conscientious  inquiry  Into 
matters  of  this  kind.  He  is  one  of  the  members  of  a  most 
thankless  committee — the  unofDcial  committee  which  each 
party  has  to  examine  and  question  the  bills  that  come  up  on 
the  Consent  Calendar.  He  knows,  of  course,  that  bills  of  this 
kind  are  important  to  many  Members  and  to  various  sections 
Of  the  country.  He  is  always  courteous  but  be  does  not  let 
his  consideration  for  individual  Members  deter  him  from  his 
conscientious  inquiry  into  these  biUs.    I  admire  him  for  it. 


As  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Stkfaii]  has  indi- 
cated, bills  to  handle  the  old  seed  and  feed  loans  have  been 

the  object  of  many  endeavors  by  Members  who  come  from 
districts  where  these  loans  were  made.  In  the  first  session  of 
which  I  was  a  Member.  I  introduced  a  bill  to  permit  the  bor- 
rowers to  work  out  their  old  accounts  by  road  work  and  the 
building  of  dams.  In  the  next  session,  the  special  session  of 
1937. 1  introduced  a  bill  <H.  R.  8561)  for  refimding  these  old 
debts  on  a  10-year-installment  basis,  with  cancelation  of  the 
interest  on  each  payment  as  it  was  made.  That  particular 
bill  was  reintroduced  in  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress  as  H.  R. 
955.  and  I  have  received  many  letters  in  favor  of  it  from 
farmers,  farm  leaders,  and  individuals  who  are  familiar  with 
or  identified  with  the  crop-loan  program. 

A  better  record  in  repayment  of  these  crop  loans  has  been 
made  than  many  ];>eopIe  think.  In  1937,  for  example,  Mr. 
8.  P.  Lindsey,  Jr.,  then  Director  of  the  Emergency  Crop  and 
Feed  Loan  Section  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration,  de- 
murred to  my  installment,  interest-waiver  bill,  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  be  distasteful  to  those  farmers  who  had  paid 
their  accounts  in  full.  He  stated  that  as  of  December  31. 
1931,  out  of  a  total  of  189.575  loans.  105.613  had  been  paid  in 
full.  We  had  had  some  experience  in  South  Dakota,  however, 
with  an  installment  interest-waiving  plan  for  pasrment  of  old 
taxes.  We  found  that  it  collected  a  lot  of  taxes  and  encour- 
aged property  owners  to  start  paying  again.  The  other  tax- 
payers were  not  angry  to  see  the  interest  waived:  they  were 
glad  to  see  the  property  on  the  taxpaylng  list  again. 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  crop  loans  have  carried  from  V'2  to  6 
percent  interest.  In  6  years  the  interest  alone  will  equal  from 
one- fourth  to  one-third  the  original  amoimt  borrowed. 
Imagine,  if  you  can,  the  discouragement  of  putting  in  a  crop 
on  borrowed  money  and  not  getting  your  seed  back.  And 
then  to  see  it  happen  again  another  year  and  possibly  still 
another.  And  then,  possibly,  to  get  a  fair  crop  and  see  the 
price  such  that  it  will  take  4  or  5  bushels  of  the  yield  to  get 
enough  money  to  pay  back  the  money  borrowed  to  buy  1 
bushel  of  seed.  That  is  the  reason  why  so  many  of  us  have 
supported  the  proposal  mentioned  by  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska,  reiiayment  in  kind,  bushel  for  bushel. 

So  there  have  been  many  approaches  to  this  problem — the 
problem  of  making  it  possible  for  the  drought-hit  farmer  to 
get  his  debts  In  such  shape  that  he  could  live  with  them. 

The  bill  imder  consideration,  following  a  suggestion  by  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen],  as  I 
understand  it.  will  create  what  amounts  to  a  statute  of 
limitations.  If  6  years  have  elapsed  since  a  borrower  was 
able  to  make  any  payment  on  his  loan,  and  if  within  a  year 
the  F.  C.  A.  has  made  a  formal  demand  for  payment  and 
foimd  the  borrower  still  unable  to  pay,  this  bill  would  permit 
the  account  to  be  wiped  off  the  books  and  any  claim  for  lien 
surrendered.  It  does  not  go  as  lar  as  I  would  like  to  have  it 
go.  but  I  am  told  it  was  the  only  bill  on  which  agreement 
could  Ije  reached  in  the  committee,  and  I  hope  it  may  be 
passed  today.  Surely,  small-crop  loans  on  which  the  Gov- 
ernment has  been  imable  to  make  a  collection  for  6  years 
have  little  collection  value  and  would  cost  more  than  they 
are  worth  to  collect.  Their  cancelation  will  enable  the 
farmer  to  wipe  that  part  of  his  slate  clean  and  to  work  on 
his  more  recent  obligations  where  interest  charges  do  not 
make  his  problem  appear  hopeless.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
will  not  object. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  object  to 
this  bill.  Farmers  in  my  State  need  this  legislation  in  view 
of  renewed  drought  threats. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  do  not  intend  to  object,  but  I  want  to  know 
about  it. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  This  means  a  great  deal  to  the  way  of  re- 
lief to  hundreds  of  farmers  in  the  drought  area  who  are 
again  facing  a  drought  in  the  Middle  West.  We  want  to 
keep  them  on  the  farms.    This  will  help. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object.  I  want  to  obtain  some  information.  The 
gentleman  has  been  talking  about  these  poor  farmers  who 
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owe  this  money  but  I  am  thinking  about  the  poor  people 
who  have  to  pay  the  money  into  the  Federsd  Treasury. 
How  much  money  Is  involved  in  this  bill? 

Mr.  STEFAN.  The  Government  is  not  going  to  collect  a 
lot  of  this  money  anywsy  for  the  reason  a  lot  of  these 
farmers  come  from  the  drought  areas  where  they  have  not 
raised  a  crop  and  it  is  costing  more  to  try  to  collect  some  of 
this  than  the  Government  is  going  to  get  out  of  it. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  If  the  gentleman  will  examine 
the  bill  he  will  find  first  of  all  that  before  anybody  can 
make  application  to  have  these  old  seed  and  feed  loans  set 
aside,  that  is  canceled,  there  must  not  have  been  any  pay- 
ments upon  that  particular  loan  for  a  period  of  6  years. 
Then  following  that  the  Commissioner  has  the  right  for  1 
year  to  enter  suit  if  he  considers  it  to  the  benefit  of  the 
United  States  to  go  to  that  extent. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  What  if  some  of  these  peo- 
ple who  made  these  loans  and  owe  this  money  to  the  Treasury 
are  financially  able  to  pay? 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  There  would  be  no  such  case, 
as  the  commissioner  is  amply  protected  in  that  1-year  period 
during  which  he  can  enter  suit. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  will  not  object  to  the  present  consideration  of  this 
much-needed  legislation.  I  am  sure  that  if  the  Members  of 
this  House  could  look  into  my  files  and  see  the  hundreds  of 
letters  received  by  me  entreating  that  something  be  done  to 
remove  this  millstone  from  around  the  necks  of  fanners  that 
there  would  be  no  objection. 

When  our  fellow  colleagues,  such  as  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska  (Mr.  Stefan  1.  and  the  gentlemen  from  South  Da- 
kota (Mr.  Case  and  Mr.  Mitndt],  stand  up  and  fight  for  the 
passage  of  any  bill,  that  in  itself  is  a  guaranty  that  the 
legislation  Is  sound  and  needed. 

My  only  regret  is  that  more  liberal  legislation  looking  to- 
ward earlier  cancelation  of  these  loans  that  should  have  been 
considered  emergency  relief  in  the  first  place  cannot  be  had 
at  this  session  of  Congress.  I  do.  however,  want  to  express 
my  appreciation  to  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture  for 
reporting  the  present  bill  as  they  have,  at  the  insistence  of 
my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  (Mr.  AndresenI. 

Surely,  Members  of  the  House,  it  would  be  poor  business 
for  our  great  United  States  of  America  to  grind  into  the  dust 
the  farmer  who  is  barely  holding  his  own  by  enforcing  collec- 
tions of  old  seed  and  feed  loans  that  cannot  be  repaid  without 
causing  suffering  to  those  farmers. 

I  wonder  how  many  of  you  here  today  know  what  dis- 
couragement it  is  to  a  family  who  are  depending  on  a  wheat, 
com,  hay,  or  any  other  crop  for  their  bread  and  butter  and 
clothes,  to  suddenly  see  the  hot  winds  destroy  and  shrivel  up 
these  crops  and  leave  this  family  practically  destitute.  The 
drought  of  1934  did  this  to  thousands  of  the  best  farmers 
In  America  throughout  the  Middle  West.  They  were  forced 
to  ask  for  aid. 

Do  you.  ladies  and  gentlemen  of  the  House,  think  for  one 
minute  that  these  farmers  enjoyed  asking  our  Government 
for  aid  following  this  drought  that  they  might  keep  their 
livestock  alive?  No  more  so  than  do  the  millions  of  people 
today  who  are  now  out  of  work,  who  formerly  could  find  work, 
but  now  because  of  the  economic  distress  facing  our  Nation, 
are  forced  to  ask  for  relief  so  as  to  keep  their  children  and 
themselves  from  want. 

So,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to  plead  with  this  House  today  to 
permit  consideration  of  the  bill  under  unanimous  consent. 
Far  better  to  help  keep  these  farmers  on  their  farms  by  re- 
lieving them  of  burdens  such  as  these  than  to  enforce  pay- 
ment and  help  to  swell  the  ranks  of  the  unemployed  waiting 
their  turn  to  get  on  to  the  W.  P.  A.  rolls. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  New  Deal  farm  relief 
gets  into  the  racket  stage  when  people  who  own  6.000  acres  of 
land  in  Mississippi  obtain  as  high  as  $87,000  in  one  check 
for  not  raising  a  full  crop.  Are  some  of  these  6,000-acre  farm- 
ers going  to  obtain  some  more  relief  under  this  bill? 

Mr.  STEFAN.  If  the  gentleman  wants  to  save  money  sO 
far  as  the  Government  Is  concerned  he  will  not  object  to  this 
bill.    Collectors  cost  more  than  some  of  these  loans. 
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Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconshi.  I  am  Interested  In  saving 
the  taxpayers'  money.  I  wiU  take  the  gentleman  at  his 
word,  and  I  will  withdraw  my  objection  to  the  consideration 
of  this  bill  in  view  of  the  information  given  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Nebraska  [Mr.  StktanI  and  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen]. 

Mr,  GIPPORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, I  want  to  recall  to  the  gentleman's  mind  that  often  I 
have  objected  to  the  Treasvuy  bookkeeping  when  they  car- 
ried these  loans  at  full  value.  I  did  that  back  in  1921.  Now, 
can  the  gentleman  assure  me  that  they  will  be  marked  ofl 
after  6  years? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  At  the  end  of  6  years,  naturally, 
they  will  be  marked  off.  because  the  man  has  the  right  to 
cancelation.  As  soon  as  they  are  canceled,  they  will  be 
checked  off. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.    Then  we  can  expect  honest  bookkeeping? 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  after  6  years  after  the  date  of  the 
last  payment  of  any  sum  due  under  any  loan  to  a  farmer  made 
under  the  acts  enumerated  In  subsection   (c)  — 

(1)  no  demand  shall  be  made  for  the  payment  of  any  sum  due 
tmder  such  loan;  and 

(2)  no  suit  or  proceeding  shaU  be  instituted  on  account  of  such 
loan  to  coUect  any  sum  due  under  it  or  to  realize  on  the  security 
given  to  sectire  the  loan. 

In  any  case  where  the  6-year  period  provided  for  in  this  sub- 
section expired  on  or  before  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
act,  or  will  expire  within  1  year  after  such  date,  the  period  shall 
be  held  to  expire  on  the  date  1  year  after  such  date  of  enactment. 

(b)  On  application  of  the  borrower  under  any  loan,  payment  on 
which  may  not  be  required  by  reason  of  subsection  (a),  the  Gov- 
ernor is  authorized  and  directed  to  cancel  all  liability  to  the 
United  States  under  such  loan  and  to  release  any  lien  or  other 
encumbrance  held  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  arising 
out  of  such  loan. 

(c)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  i4)ply  to  any  loans  to 
farmers  pxirsviant  to  the  act  of  January  29,  1937  (60  Stat.  5),  and 
prior  and  subsequent  acts  of  the  same  character. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2,  line  7.  after  the  word  "Oovemor",  insert  "of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  5.  after  "(c)",  insert  a  comma  and  the  foUowing: 
"or  after  6  years  after  the  date  of  maturity  of  any  such  loan, 
whichever  ts  later." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  resui  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  upon  this 
bill  at  this  point  in  the  Recobd. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  (Mr.  H.  Carl  Amdersen]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record  on  the 
bill  just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Stefan]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  on  the  bill  just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

OBLIGATIONS  TO  CERTAIN  ENROLLED  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  5944,  to  carry  out  (»r- 
tain  obligations  to  certain  enrolled  Indians  imder  tribal 
agreement. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 
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The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  cX  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Wolcott]? 
There  was  no  objection. 

LCASX  or   MISSION  INDIANS  OF  CALITORNIA 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  blU.  H.  R.  7738.  to  ratify  a  lease 
entered  into  by  certain  Mission  Indians  of  Califoriua. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  a  lease  bearing  date  of  December  8.  1939. 
between  the  Agua  CaUente  or  Palm  Springs  Band  of  Mission  In- 
dians of  California  and  the  city  of  Palm  Springs.  Calif..  In  the 
following  words.  Is  hereby  ratified  and  confirmed: 

•This  Indenture  of  lease  executed  at  Palm  Springs.  Calif.,  as 
of  the  4th  day  of  December  1939.  by  and  between  the  Agua  Caliente 
or  Palm  Springs  Band  of  Mission  Indians  of  California,  the  party 
of  the  first  part  hereinafter  referred  to  as  lessor  and  the  city  of 
Palm  Springs,  a  municipal  corporation  of  the  State  of  California, 
the  party  of  the  second  part.  Jierelnafter  referred  to  as  lessee, 
both  of  said  parlies  being  within  the  county  of  Riverside.  State 
of  California. 

•  Witncsseth.  that  the  lessor  hereby  leases  to  the  leasee  the 
land  and  premises  m  the  city  of  Palm  Springs,  county  of  River- 
side. State  of  California,  described  as  section  18.  township  4  south, 
rai-ge  5  east  of  the  San  Bernardino  base  and  meridian,  for  a 
term  of  25  years  beginning  on  the  1st  day  of  January  1941  and 
endmg  en  the  31st  day  of  December  1965.  for  the  rental  for  said 
prefnl5<es  for  said  term  which  the  lessee  agrees  to  pay  to  the 
l«Mor  which  shall  be  10  percent  of  the  gross  receipts  of  the  lessee 
for  the  use  of  said  premises  during  said  term,  it  being  agreed. 
howrrer.  that  the  minimum  rental  which  the  lessee  shall  pay  the 
Inror  shall  be  the  sum  of  $640  per  annum,  payable  in  advance 
on  or  before  the  31st  day  of  January  of  each  year  of  the  term 
of  this  lease,  and  that  during  the  month  cf  January  1942.  and  the 
month  of  January  of  each  year  thereafter  of  fald  term,  the  lessee 
•hall  furnish  to  the  lessor  a  sworn  statement  of  the  gross  receipts 
received  by  the  lessee  for  the  use  of  said  premises  for  the  preceding 
year,  and  on  or  before  the  31st  day  of  said  month  of  January  in 
each  said  year  of  the  term  of  this  lease  the  lessee  shall  pay  to 
the  lessor  in  addition  to  said  stun  of  $640  an  amount  equal  to 
10  percent  of  the  excess.  If  any.  of  said  gross  receipts  over  and 
above  the  sum  of  $6,400. 

•The  term  gross  receipts  as  used  herein  for  the  purpose  of  cal- 
culating the  amount  cf  said  rental  Is  herein  defined  as  being  all 
sums  of  money  received  by  the  lessee  for  the  use  of  said  premises 
for  the  purposes  herein  specified  during  each  annual  period  of 
the  term  of  this  lease. 

"Said  demised  premises  shall  be  used  by  the  lessee  and  Its  sub- 
lessefs  for  public  airport  and  other  uses  and  purposes. 

'■ypjn  the  termination  of  this  lease  by  surrender  by  the  lessee 
or  by  dispos-scsslon  of  the  lessee  by  the  lessor  or  by  any  authority 
•uperior  to  the  lessor,  all  rent  and  liabilities  of  the  lessee  accru- 
ing thereafter  shall  cease  and  the  lessee  may  within  a  period  of 
60  days  remove  any  and  all  Improvements  placed  upon  said 
premises  during  the  term  of  said  lease  save  and  except  buildings 
permanently  affixed  to  the  land.  but.  upon  failure  to  remove  same 
within  that  period,  any  Improvements  remaining  thereon  shall 
become  the  property  of  the  Agua  Caliente  Band  of  Indians. 

"It  is  expressly  understood  and  agreed  by  and  between  the 
parties  hereto  that  the  lessor  does  not  assume  any  responsibility 
for  damage  caused,  either  directly  or  Indirectly,  by  any  operations 
of  the  lessee  under  this  contract,  and  the  lessee  hereby  agrees  to 
hold  the  lessor  harmless  for  any  damage  which  may  result  from 
the  operations  of  the  lessee,  or  of  Its  employees  or  agents  under 
this  lease,  whether  the  acts  causing  such  damage  be  negligent 
or  otherwise. 

'The  leasee  must  comply  with  all  State,  sanitary,  health,  and 
housing  regulations. 

"The  lessee  agrees  that  it  will  not  use.  or  permit  to  be  used 
any  part  of  the  premises  for  the  manufacture,  sale.  gift,  storage, 
or  drinking  of  intoxicating  liquor  or  t)everages.  so  long  as  these  are 
prohibited  by  law  upon  the  demised  premises. 

"This  lease  may  be  canceled  by  the  lessor  at  the  discretion  of 
and  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  failure 
of  the  lessee  to  comply  with  ai^y  of  the  terms  thereof. 

"The  rental  herein  required  to  be  paid  by  the  lessee  to  the 
lessor  for  the  use  of  said  premises  during  said  term  shall  be  paid 
to  the  legally  authorized  agent  of  the  lessor  entitled  by  law  to 
receive  the  same  and  receipt  therefor,  and  such  pajrment  shall 
be  a  full  discharge  of  the  lessee  therefor. 

"It  Is  agreed  that  the  lessee  may  enter  upon  said  premises  Im- 
mediately upon  the  lawful  ratification  &nd  approval  hereof,  and 
prior  to  the  beginning  of  said  term  for  the  purp>ose  of  Improving 
and  preparing  said  premises  for  use  as  an  airport. 

"In  witness  whereof  the  parties  hereunto  have  subscribed  their 
names  and  affixed  their  seals  as  of  the  day  first  hereinabove 
mentioned.     (Executed  In  qulntuplicate — five  copies.) 

_-  ^Aqua  Caliente  or  Palm  Springs  Band  of  Mission  Indians  of 
California,  (By)  Willie  Marcus  Belardo.  chairman:  Lee 
Arenas,  vice  chairman.  Lena  C.  Welmas.  secretary;  Juana 
8.  Hatchltt.  member  of  council:  Clcmente  Segundo.  mem- 
ber of  council:  Carrie  Pierce  Casero;  Francisco  Patendo; 
Viola  J.  Hatchltt:  Frank  Moiro:  John  Joseph  Andreas; 
John  Joseph  Patenclo;  John  Anthony  Andreas;  Moreno 


Patenclo:     Ramon     Manuel:     Santos     Albert     Patenclo; 
Eeterla  Arenas  Nicholson;  Marcus  J.  Pete:  Florida  Paten- 
clo Roxey;  Anna  J.  Pierce;  Cecelia  Patenclo  Roxey;  Baristo 
Sol  Santiago:   Genevieve  P.  St.  Marie:    Virginia  Patenclo 
81  va;    Ramalda    Lugo   Taylor:    Augusta    Patenclo    Torro; 
Matlld  Patenclo  Welmas:  Frank  Segundo. 
"City  of  Palm  Springs.  Calif.,  by  Philip  L.  Boyd,  mayor;  Guy 
Pinney.  city  clerk. 
•^,  Clemente  Segundo.  hereby  certify,  that  all  the  persons  named 
as  signers  on  the  lease  of  the  Agtia  Caliente  or  Palm  Springs  Band 
of  Mission  Indians  for  section  18,  township  4  south,  range  5  east. 
Riverside  County.  Calif.,  are  all  duly  enrolled  and  qualified  mem- 
bers of  said  band:   that  they  have  read  or  had  read  to  them  and 
Interpreted  to  them  said  lease,  made  to  the  city  of  Palm  Springs. 
Calif.:   that  they  have  expressed  their  understanding  of  the  same 
and  desire  to  have  the  same  approved  and  put  into  effect  for  the 
mutual  benefit  of  all.  both  the  Indians  and  white  residents  of  the 
said   city.    That   the   terms   were   explained   and   approved   by   all 
signers. 

"Witness  my  hand  this  6th  day  of  December.  1939. 

"Clemente  Segundo. 
"I.  Lena  Welmas,  hereby  certify  that  I  am  the  acting  secretary  for 
the  Agua  Caliente  or  Palm  Springs  Band  of  Ml."^£lon  Indians  of 
California,  and  secretary  of  the  acting  council.  That  I  certify  that 
all  the  persons  named  as  signers  of  the  foregoing  described  lease  are 
Indians  qualified  to  sign  the  same,  and  that  the  said  lease  has  been 
thoroughly  discussed  and  read,  and  explained,  particularly  to  those 
who  could  not  read  or  understand  the  English  language.  Particu- 
lar care  has  been  exercised  to  give  a  thorough  explanation  to  those 
not  understanding  the  Enshsh  language.  That  I  have  personally 
seen  to  giving  full  explanations  as  to  the  same. 

"Witness  my  hand  and  seal  this  6th  day  of  December  1939.  at 
Palm  Springs.  Calif. 

"Lena  C.  Welmas. 


"Approved. 


**WnxiE  Masctjs  Bclabdo. 

"Chairman.' 


With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  the  following: 
"That  the  act  approved  August  25.  1937  (50  Stat.  811),  Is  hereby 
amended  to  provide  that  the  lease  or  sale  therein  authorized  to 
be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors. Riverside  Cotinty.  Calif.,  may.  In  the  discretion  of  the  said 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  be  made  to  the  Incorporated  city  of 
Palm  Springs.  Calif." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read :  "A  bill  to  amend  the 
act  entitled  'An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  lease  or  sell  certain  lands  of  the  Agua  Caliente  or  Palm 
Springs  Reservation.  Calif.,  for  public  airport  use.  and  for 
other  purposes.'  " 

COOPERATION   WITH   SCHOOL   DISTRICTS — MINNESOTA 

The  Cleric  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8124.  to  provide  funds 
for  cooperation  with  public-school  districts  (organized  and 
unorganized)  in  Mahnomen.  Itasca,  Pine.  St.  Louis.  Clear- 
water. Koochiching,  and  Becker  Counties.  Minn.,  in  the  con- 
struction, improvement,  and  extension  of  school  facilities  to 
be  available  to  both  Indian  and  white  children. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  bill  appropriates  $120,500.  In  order  to  pass  this 
bill  by  unanimous  consent  the  House  must  be  assured  that 
the  expenditure  of  this  $120,000  is  justified.  I  have  studied 
the  bill  very  carefully.  I  have  on  former  occasions  con- 
sistently objected  to  these  bills  wherein  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment takes  over  the  construction  and  maintenance  of 
sch(X)ls  on  the  supposition  that  it  is  justified  in  doing  so  by 
the  fact  that  Indian  children  go  to  these  schools. 

I  should  like  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  to  explain 
what  this  bill  does  and  the  need  for  it.  As  I  view  it.  there 
are  some  nine  school  districts  involved.  I  should  like  to  know 
how  many  white  children  are  involved  and  how  many  Indian 
children  are  involved,  and  in  what  manner  the  Federal 
Goverment  recoups  the  amount  which  it  advances  for  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  these  schools. 

Mr.  BUCKLER  of  Minnesota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  very  glad 
the  gentleman  has  given  me  the  opportunity  to  try  to  explain 
this  bill. 

This  bill  provides  that  these  districts  should  borrow  this 
$120,000  and  that  the  money  should  be  paid  back  in  30  years 
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by  tuition  that  Is  paid  for  the  Indian  schools.  I  might  say 
that  the  twenty-ninth  district  is  in  my  congressional  district. 
The  report  states  that  there  are  203  children  in  this  dis- 
trict, and  68  of  them  must  go  to  school  outside  the  district 
for  lack  of  facilities  at  home.  There  are  2  old  buildings 
which  are  not  really  fit  for  the  children  to  go  into,  accord- 
ing to  the  report.  This  particular  district  has  $15,411.78  of 
Its  own  money.  The  bill  provides  $19,000  for  it.  so  they  can 
put  up  the  sponsor's  share.  This  has  already  been  laid 
out  and  agreed  to  by  the  W.  P.  A.  If  they  get  this  $19,000 
they  can  go  ahead  and  build  the  school  and  take  care  of  the 
203  pupils.  All  of  these  pupils  are  Indian  children  but  6. 
There  are  only  6  white  children  out  of  the  203  pupils  in  this 
district. 

School  district  No.  92  has  an  old  building  built  to  accom- 
modate 20  Indian  children,  and  now  there  are  42  who  go  to 
that  school.  They  are  all  Indians.  That  is  not  in  my  dis- 
trict; I  l)elieve  it  is  in  the  district  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  I  Mr.  Pittenger].  And  so  on  all  down  the  line. 
There  are  only  a  few  white  children  that  go  to  this  sch<x»l. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.     Mr.  Speaker.  wUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  PllTENGER.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  that  the  Government  already  has  some  school 
buildings  which  are  just  worn  out.  Nine  dififerent  places  are 
affected  by  this  bill.  If  the  bill  passes  and  these  appropria- 
tions are  available,  they  will  amount  to  the  sponsor's  share 
on  these  different  projects  so  they  can  put  up  some  habitable 
schools  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians.  As  I  understand,  the 
white  children  can  go  there,  too. 

Mr.  BUCKLER  of  Minnesota.  There  are  only  a  few  white 
children,  however.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  sanctioned 
this  bill,  as  well  as  the  Interior  Department. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield, 
may  I  say  that  I  happen  to  be  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs,  which  reported  this  bill.  This  money  is  not  a 
hand-out.  because  the  provisions  of  the  bill  on  page  6  require 
that  over  a  30-year  period  the  Government  shall  recoup  the 
amount  of  money  expanded,  by  reductions  in  the  tuitions  paid 
for  Indian  children,  or  under  arrangements  whereby  these 
public  schools  will  take  in  the  Indian  children  without  tuition. 

Mr.  BUCKLER  of  Minnesota.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Furthermore,  provisions  of 
the  bill  restrict  the  payment  of  this  money  for  educational 
purposes  until  the  districts  agree  to  educate  all  of  the  In- 
dian children  in  the  districts.  Hundreds  of  Indian  children 
now  have  no  opportunity  to  go  to  school.  This  is  a  very 
fine  bill,  in  the  interest  of  the  taxpayers  and  the  Indian 
children. 

Mr.  BUCKLER  of  Minnesota.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will 
not  object,  because  the  Government  is  guaranteed  a  return 
on  Its  expenditure  for  these  Indian  children.  There  are  no 
school  facilities  there  now.  They  farm  the  pupils  out  over 
the  country.  These  schools  are  certainly  needed.  I  hope  we 
can  build  them  under  the  W.  P.  A.  with  this  little  grant. 
It  will  be  saving  everylwdy  money. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  this  same 
condition  does  not  apply  to  certain  children  of  the  Menomi- 
nee Tribe? 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  If  the  gentleman  Is  going  to  object, 
may  I  say  that  this  bill  comes  out  of  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs  with  a  favorable  report. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  am  merely  asking  a  question.  Does 
not  this  samo  condition  prevail  in  the  Menominee  Tribe? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  will  answer  it.  We  have 
a  number  of  similar  bills  in  the  Commitee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
In  fact,  we  unanimously  killed  a  bill  in  the  committee  today 
which  would  appropriate  $150,000  and  give  it  to  a  school  dis- 
trict which  has  only  69  Indian  children.  That  bill  passed 
the  Senate  with  a  unanimous  vote.  The  bill  imder  considera- 
tion was  carefully  considered  on  its  merits.  This  bill  is  fair 
to  the  taxpayers  and  fair  to  the  Indian  children.  It  will  not 
cost  the  Federal  Treasury  one  penny,  in  the  final  analysis. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield,  I  would 
like  to  call  attention  to  the  report  of  the  Department.  A 
careful  consideration  of  this  report  will  enable  this  bill  to 


pass  by  unanimous  consent.  If  the  gentleman  will  read  what 
the  Department  says  and  read  about  its  program,  he  cannot 
have  any  real  objection  to  this  bill.  After  all,  these  Indian 
children  are  warcis  of  the  Government. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  The  gentleman  has  convinced  me,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  I  shall  have  no  further  objection  to  the  bill. 

TTiere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  there  U  hereby  authorised  to  be  apprcH 
prlated.  out  of  any  funds  in  the  Tteasury  not  otherwise  ^proprl- 
ated,  the  sum  of  (120.500  for  the  ptirpose  of  cooperating  with  the 
foUowlng  public-school  districts  (both  organized  and  unorganized) 
In  the  State  of  Minnesota,  Eiu:h  appropriation  to  be  apportioned  aa 
follows:  Naytahwaush.  Independent  School  District  No.  0.  Mahno- 
men i^unty.  $19,000;  Inger  District  No.  6  (Deer  River),  Itasca 
County,  $7,000;  Lake  Lena  District  No.  2,  Pine  County.  $12,600; 
Vermillion  Lake,  Tower-Soudan  District,  St.  Louis  County,  $7,000; 
Beaulleu.  unorganized  district,  Mahnomen  Coimty.  $12,500:  Jack 
Pine,  unorganized  district,  Clearwater  County,  $7,000;  Nett  Lake, 
unorganized  district.  St.  Louls-Koochlchlng  Counties,  $37,500;  Pine 
Point,  unorganized  district.  Becker  County.  $3,000;  Squaw  Point, 
unorganized  district.  Case  Coiinty.  $15,000;  for  the  construction,  ex- 
tension, equipment,  and  Improvement  of  public-school  facilities: 
Provided.  That  the  expenditure  of  any  money  so  authorized  shall 
be  subject  to  the  express  conditions  that  the  schools  maintained 
by  these  said  districts  In  the  said  buildings  shall  be  available  to  all 
Indian  children  of  the  districts,  on  the  same  terms,  except  as  to 
payment  of  tuition,  as  other  children  of  said  school  districts:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  plans  and  speciflcatlons  for  construction,  exten- 
sion, or  Improvement  of  structures  shall  be  furnished  by  local  or 
State  authorities  without  cost  to  the  United  States  Government, 
and.  upon  approval  thereof  by  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs, 
actual  work  shall  proceed  xuider  the  direction  of  such  local  or  State 
officials.  Payment  for  work  in  place  shall  be  made  monthly  on 
vouchers  properly  certified  by  local  officials  of  the  Indian  Service: 
Provided  further.  That  funds  thus  appropriated  may  be  used  as 
sponsors'  contribution  for  the  construction,  extension,  equipment, 
and  Improvement  of  the  said  public-school  facilities  approved  and 
carried  on  under  funds  of  the  Work  Projects  Administration :  Pro- 
vnded  further.  That  any  amount  expended  on  any  project  hereunder 
shall  be  recouped  by  the  United  States  within  a  period  of  30  years, 
commencing  with  the  date  of  occupancy  of  the  project,  through 
reducing  the  annual  Federal  payments  for  the  education  of  Indian 
pupils  enrolled  In  public  or  high  schools  of  the  district  Involved, 
or  by  the  acceptance  of  Indian  pupils  In  such  schools  without  cost 
to  the  United  States,  and  in  computing  the  amount  of  recoupment 
for  each  project  Interest  at  3  percent  per  annum  shall  be  Included 
on  unrecouped  balances:  And  provided  further,  That  not  to  exceed 
10  percent  of  the  amount  allocable  to  any  of  the  several  above- 
named  districts  may  be  transferred.  In  the  discretion  of  the  Com- 
mtfsloner  of  Indian  Affairs,  to  the  amcmnt  of  any  other  of  the  above- 
mentioned  projects,  but  no  project  shall  be  Increased  more  than 
10  percent  by  any  such  transfer. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  line  3,  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert 
the  following: 

"That  there  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any 
funds  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of 
$120,500  for  the  purpose  of  cooperating  with  the  following  public- 
school  districts  (both  organized  and  unorganized)  In  the  State  of 
Minnesota,  such  appropriation  to  be  apportioned  as  follows:  Nay- 
tahwaush. Independent  School  District  No.  29,  Mahnomen  County, 
$19,000;  Inger  District  No.  6  (Deer  River).  Itasca  County.  $7,000: 
Lake  Lena  District  No.  2,  Pine  County.  $12,500;  Vermillion  Lake, 
Tower-Soudan  District.  St.  Louis  County.  $7,000;  Beaulleu.  un- 
organized district.  Mahnomen  County,  $12,500;  Jack  Pine,  unorgan- 
ized district.  Clearwater  County.  $7,000;  Nett  Lake,  unorganized 
district.  St.  Louls-Koochlchlng  Counties.  $37,500:  Pine  Point,  un- 
organized district,  Becker  County,  $3,000;  Squaw  Point,  unorgan- 
ized district,  Cass  County,  $15,000;  for  the  construction,  extension, 
equipment,  and  Improvement  of  public -school  facilities:  Provided, 
That  the  expenditure  of  any  money  so  authorized  shall  be  subject 
to  the  expiesB  conditions  that  the  schools  maintained  by  these  said 
districts  in  any  buildings  constructed  or  Improved  with  such 
money  shall  be  available  to  all  Indian  chUdren  of  the  districts, 
on  the  same  terms,  except  as  to  payment  of  tuition,  as  otber  chil- 
dren of  said  school  districts:  Prtwided  further,  That  plans  and 
specifications  for  construction,  extension,  or  improvement  of  striic- 
tures  shall  be  furnished  by  local  or  State  authorities  without  cost 
to  the  United  States  Ooverrunent.  and,  upon  approval  thereof  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  actual  work  shall  proceed 
under  the  direction  of  such  local  or  State  officials.  Payment  for 
work  In  place  shall  be  made  monthly  on  vouchers  properly  certified 
by  local  officials  of  the  Indian  Service:  Provided  further,  That  funds 
appropriated  pursuant  to  this  act  may  be  used  as  sponsors'  contri- 
butions for  the  construction,  extension,  equipment,  and  improve- 
ment of  the  said  public-school  facilities  approved  and  carried  on 
tinder  funds  of  the  Work  Projects  Administration:  Provided, 
further.  That  no  funds  available  under  this  act  shall  be  exp>ended 
for  Improvements  to  existing  buildings  which  belong  to  a  school 
district  and  which  are  on  tribal  land  or  for  construction  of  new 
buildings  on  tribal  land  tmtil  the  tril>e  shall  have  Issued  to  the 
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•chool  dlatrlct  a  permit  approved  bv  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs  authorizing  the  use  of  the  tract*  required  as  school  sites  for 
•o  long  as  the  land  shall  be  used  for  school  purposes  by  the  school 
district  and  agreeing  that  the  improvements  and  buildings  shall  be 
and  remain  the  property  of  the  school  district.  Title  to  improve- 
menU  and  to  new  buildings  shall  remain  in  the  United  States  until 
recoupment  of  expenditures  by  the  United  States  as  provided  in 
this  act.  Upon  recoupment.  Improvements  made  and  new  build- 
ings constructed  *hall  become  the  property  of  the  school  district: 
ProtttUa  further.  That  any  amount  expended  for  Improvements  to 
existing  buildings  belonging  to  the  school  district  or  for  the  con- 
struction of  new  buildings  shall  be  recouped  by  the  United  States 
wtthln  a  period  of  30  years,  commencing  with  the  date  of  occupancy 
of  the  project,  through  reducing  the  annual  Federal  payments  for 
the  educaUon  of  Indian  pupils  enrolled  in  public  or  high  schools  of 
the  district  Involved,  or  by  the  acceptance  of  Indian  pupils  In  such 
schools  without  cost  to  the  United  States,  and  In  computing  the 
amount  of  recoupment  for  each  project  Interest  at  3  percent  per 
annum  shall  be  included  on  unrecouped  balances:  And  provided 
further.  That  not  to  exceed  10  percent  of  the  amount  allocated  to 
any  one  of  the  above-named  districts  may  be  transferred,  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Conmilssloner  of  Indian  Affairs,  to  the  allocation 
for  any  other  district,  but  no  project  shall  be  Increased  more  than 
10  percent  by  any  such  transfer." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EASEMENT   TO  THE   TEXAS   PIPE   LDTE   CO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9192.  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  grant  permission  for  pipe  lines. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to 
object.  I  would  like  to  have  this  bill  explained. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.    It  is  purely  a  local  bill. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.    What  secUon  does  it  affect? 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  It  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
grant  permission  to  an  oil  company  to  construct  a  pipe  line 
over  some  Government  lands  at  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi 
River. 

Mr.  PITl'ENGER.    I  have  no  objection.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  i)resent  con- 
slderaUon  of  the  bill? 

Hiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  similar  Senate  bill  (S.  3693)  be  substituted  for  the 
House  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be.  and  he  Is 
hereby,  authorized  and  empowered  to  grant,  tinder  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  are  deemed  advisable  by  him,  to  the  Texas  Pipe 
Line  Co.,  Its  successors,  and  or  assigns,  an  easement  for  a  period 
not  exceeding  50  years  for  a  right-of-way  for  pipe  lines  for  the 
transportation,  of  oil  and  or  gas  over,  across,  in.  and  upon  certain 
lands  owned  by  the  United  States  of  America,  situated  In  the 
State  of  Louisiana  and  in  the  parish  of  Plaquemines,  described  as 
follows:  Sections  30.  31.  32.  36,  and  39,  township  31  south,  range 
19  east;  and  sections  3,  4,  6.  8,  and  9.  township  22  south,  range  19 
east,  including  any  accretions  thereto:  and  such  portion  of  section 
29.  township  22  south,  range  32  east  as  remains,  and  to  cross  the 
channels  of  Chenlere  and  Pass  a  Loutre  with  said  pipe  lines:  Pro- 
vided. That  such  easement  for  right-of-way  shall  be  granted  only 
upon  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  of  War  that  the  same  will  be  In 
the  public  Interest  and  will  not  substantially  Injure  the  Interest 
of  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  property  affected  there- 
by: Provided  further.  That  all  or  any  part  of  such  easement  tat 
right-of-way  may  be  annulled  and  forfeited  by  the  Secretary  of 
War  for  failure  to  comply  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  any 
grant  hereunder,  or  for  nontise  or  for  abandonment  of  rights 
granted  under  authority  hereof. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R  9192)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

REVEKUES  ntOM  NATIONAL  PARKS  AND  NATIONAL  MONTTKENTS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R  9535.  to  authorize  the 
participation  of  States  in  certain  revenues  from  national 
vparks.  national  monuments,  and  other  areas  under  the  admin- 
istrative jurisdiction  of  the  National  Park  Service,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  RICH.  MI*.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  kHll  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 
There  was  no  objection. 

LIMITATIONS  ON   PROFITS   OF   CERTAIN   CONTRACTORS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  2464,  to  amend  the  act  of 
March  27.  1934  (48  Stat.  505).  as  amended  (49  Stat.  1926;  34 
U.  S.  C,  Supp.  IV.  496;  sec.  14  of  Public.  No.  18.  76th  Cong.), 
to  adjust  the  limitations  on  the  profits  of  certain  contractors 
with  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  we  should  have  some  information 
on  this  bill. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object.  I  would  like  to  find  out  what  this  bill  provides. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object,  in  the 
absence  of  an  explanation. 

EASEMENT   OVER    COAST   GUARD   PROPERTY.   FORT   LAUDERDALE.    FLA. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9349.  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  grant  to  the  city  of  Port  Lauder- 
dale. Fla..  an  easement  or  easements  authorizing  such  city  to 
construct  and  maintain  a  highway  and  utility  facilities  over 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard  Reservation  known  as  base 
six  at  Fort  Lauderdale.  Fla. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  similar  Senate  bill  (S.  3959)  may  be  considered  in 
Leu  of  the  House  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  grant  to  the  city  of  Port  Lauderdale.  Fla.,  an  ease- 
ment or  easements  authorizing  such  city  to  construct  and  main- 
tain across  such  of  the  lands  constituting  a  part  of  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard  Reservation  known  as  base  six  at  Fort 
Lauderdale.  Fla.,  as  the  Secretary  may  designate,  a  highway,  sewer 
lines,  water  mains,  electric-distribution  lines,  and  other  utility 
facilities. 

Sbc.  2.  Such  easement  or  easements  shall  be  granted  subject  to 
the  condition  that  the  Secretary  may  at  any  time  require  the  re- 
moval of  the  highway  and  the  utility  facilities,  or  either  of  them, 
at  the  expense  of  the  city  of  Port  Lauderdale,  and  shall  be  subject 
to  such  other  reasonable  conditions  as  the  Secretary  may  deem  de- 
sirable to  Include  In  the  grant  to  protect  the  Interests  of  the  United 
States  and  to  enable  the  Government  to  use  such  lands  In  such 
manner  as  the  public  Interests  may  require.  In  addition,  the  city 
of  Fort  Lauderdale  shall  furnish  bond  with  good  and  adequate  se- 
curities, or  such  other  security  in  lieu  of  such  bond.  In  such 
reasonable  amount  and  In  such  form  as  the  Secretary  may  require, 
to  assure  the  fulfillment  of  any  or  aU  the  conditions  and  stipula- 
tions of  such  easement  or  easements. 

Sbc.  3.  In  the  event  the  United  States  disposes  of  its  Interest* 
In  the  Coast  Guard  Reservation  known  as  base  six.  such  ease- 
ment or  easements  shall  cease  to  be  subject  to  such  conditions, 
unless  the  Secretary  shall  find  that  the  discontinuance  of  any  or 
all  of  such  conditions  would  adversely  affect  the  sale  value  of  such 
lands.  In  which  case  the  conditions  with  respect  to  which  the  Sec- 
retary shaU  have  made  such  a  finding  shall  run  with  the  land. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  BIr.  Costello:  Strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  Insert: 

"That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  Is  authorized  and  directed 
to  grant  to  the  city  of  Fort  Lauderdale.  Fla..  a  permanent  ease- 
ment or  easements  authorizing  such  city  to  construct  and  main- 
tain across  such  of  the  lands  constituting  a  part  of  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard  Reservation  known  as  Base  Six  at  Fort  Lauder- 
dale. Fla.,  as  the  Secretary  may  designate,  a  highway,  sewer  lines. 
water  mains,  electric  distribution  lines,  and  other  utility  facilities. 

"Sea  2.  Such  easement  or  easements  shall  be  granted  subject 
to  the  condition  that  the  Secretary  may  at  any  time  require  the 
removal  of  the  highway  and  the  utility  facilities,  or  either  of 
them,  to  any  other  location  or  locations  on  said  property,  without 
expense  to  the  United  States,  and  shall  be  subject  to  such  other 
reasonable  conditions  as  the  Secretary  may  deem  desirable  to 
include  In  the  grant  to  protect  the  Interests  of  the  United  SUtes 
and  to  enable  the  Government  to  use  such  lands  in  such  manner 
as  the  public  Interests  may  require.  In  addition,  the  city  of  Fort 
Lauderdale  shall  furnish  bond  with  good  and  adequate  sureties,  or 
•uch   other   security    in   lieu    of    such    bond.    In    such    reasonable 
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Rw>  A  Th»  Bnnrrf  rf  DirfTtors  of  the  Canal  Zone  Bioioeicai  Area  I       Tlip  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
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amovrnt  and  In  cuch  form,  as  the  Secretary  may  reqtilre.  to  assure 
the  fulfillment  of  any  or  all  the  conditions  and  stlptilatlons  of 
•uch  easement  or  easements. 

"Sec.  3.  In  the  event  the  United  States  disposes  of  Its  Interests 
In  the  Coast  Guard  Reservation  known  as  Base  Six,  such  easement 
or  easements  shall  cease  to  be  subject  to  such  conditions,  unless 
the  Secretary  shall  find  that  the  discontinuance  of  any  or  aU  of 
such  conditions  would  adversely  affect  the  sales  value  of  such 
lands.  In  which  case  the  conditions  with  resp>ect  to  which  the 
Secretary  shall  have  made  such  a  finding  shaU  nm  with  the  land." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

BRIDGES  ACROSS  STRAITS  OF  MACKINAC 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <S.  1379)  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  Authority  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of  bridges, 
causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  Straits  of 
Mackinac  at  or  near  a  point  between  St.  Ignace,  Mich.,  and 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEIAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

BBIDGX  ACROSS  MTSSTSSTPPI  RIVER.  KEOKXHC.  IOWA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  5382)  authorizing  the  city 
of  Keokuk,  Iowa,  to  purchase,  construct,  maintain,  and  op- 
erate a  toU  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near 
Keokuk,  Iowa. 

TTie  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  he  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEIAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

BRIDGE    ACROSS   KETTLE   RIVER,    KETTLE   FALLS,   WASH. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9039)  granting  the  consent 
of  Congress  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  Stevens 
Coimty.  State  of  Washington,  to  construct,  maintain,  and 
operate  a  highway  bridge  across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Kettle 
Palls.  Wash. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  Senate  bill  3643  be  substituted  for  the  House  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  consent  of  Congress  Is  heret>y 
granted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  Stevens  County,  State 
of  Washington,  Jointly  or  separately,  to  construct,  maintain,  and 
operate  a  toll-free  highway  bridge  across  the  Kettle  River  at  a 
point  suitable  to  the  Interests  of  navigation,  necu-  Marcus,  and 
between  Ferry  County  and  Stevens  County.  Wash.,  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  act  entiUed  "An  act  to  regulate  the 
construclon  of  bridges  over  navigable  waters,"  approved  March 
38,  1006.  and  subject  to  the  conditions  and  limitations  contained 
In  this  act. 

Sbc.  a.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  Is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9039)  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 


BRIDGE  ACROSS  SPOKANE  RIVER,  LINCOLH  COUNTY,  WASH. 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  9050)  granting  the  con- 
sent of  Congress  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the 
State  of  Washington  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a 
highway  bridge  across  the  Spokane  River.  Wash. 

The  SPEAKER,    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  Senate  3642  be  substituted  for  the  House  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  consent  of  Congress  Is  hereljy 
granted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  State  of  Wash- 
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Ington,  Jointly  or  separately,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate 
a  toll-free  highway  bridge  across  the  SpcAane  River  at  a  point 
suitable  to  '.he  interests  ot  navigation,  between  Stevens  County 
and  Llnc(4n  County,  Wash..  In  aooordance  with  the  provisions  at 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  reg\ilate  the  construction  of  bridges 
over  navigable  waters,"  i^iproved  March  23.  1906,  and  subject  to 
the  conditions  and  limitations  contained  In  this  act. 

Sbc.  a.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  Is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  th« 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R,  9050)  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

RAILROAD  BRIDGES  ACROSS  KETTLE  RIVBX,  WASH. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9051)  granting  the  consent 
Of  Congress  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Oreat 
Northern  Railway  Co.  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  two 
railroad  bridges  across  the  Kettle  River  near  Kettle  Falls. 
Wash. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  subsUtute  Senate  bill  3644. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  consent  of  Congress  Is  hereby  granted 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Co., 
a  corporation  organized  and  existing  und«-  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  Minnesota,  and  their  successors  and  assigns,  Jointly  or  sepa- 
rately, to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  two  railroad  bridges 
across  the  Kettle  River  at  points  suitable  to  the  interests  of  naviga- 
tion, near  Marcus,  and  between  Perry  Coxxnty  and  Stevens  County, 
Wash.,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  regulate  the  construction  of  bridges  over  navigable  waters." 
approved  March  23,  1906,  and  subject  to  the  conditions  and  limi- 
tations of  this  act. 

Sxc.  2.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  Is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9051)  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

PRESERVING  CANAL  ZONE  FOR  SCIENTIFIC  STUDY 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  8919)  to  authorise  the  set- 
ting aside  of  an  area  within  the  Canal  Zone  to  m'eserve  and 
conserve  its  natural  features  for  scientific  study,  for  providing 
and  maintaining  facilities  for  such  study,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  eruicted.  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  War,  with  the  advice 
of  the  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  and  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  Canal  Zone  Biological  Area  hereinafter  provided,  Is  authorized 
and  directed  to  set  aside  within  the  Canal  Zone  an  area  In  Gatun 
Lake  known  as  Barro  Colorado  Island.  In  which  the  natural  features 
shall,  except  In  event  of  declared  national  emergency,  be  left  In  their 
natural  state  for  scientific  observation  and  Investigation. 

Sbc.  2.  The  purpose  of  setting  aside  such  an  area  is  to  preserve 
and  conserve  Its  natural  featiires,  Incliidlng  existing  flora  and  fauna. 
In  as  nearly  a  natural  condition  as  possible,  thus  providing  a  place 
where  duly  qualified  students  can  make  observations  and  scientific 
Investigations  for  increase  of  knowledge,  under  such  conditions  and 
reg\ilatlon8  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Canal  Zone  Biological  Area. 

Sic.  3.  The  Secretary  of  War.  the  Secretary  of  Agrlcviltxire,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the  Secretary  of  the  Smithsonian  Institu- 
tion, the  President  of  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences,  and  three 
distinguished  biologists  of  the  United  States  of  America,  appointed 
by  the  President  of  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretaries  of  War,  Agriculture,  Interior,  and  the 
Smithsonian  Institution,  shall  constitute  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  Canal  Zone  Biological  Area.  The  President  of  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences  shall  be  the  chairman  of  the  Board  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution  the  vice  chairman.  The 
biologists  of  distinction  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences  shall  each  serve  for  a  term  of  3  years:  Provided, 
That  of  the  three  first  appointed,  one  shall  be  designated  to  serve 
for  1  3rear,  one  for  2  years,  and  one  for  3  years.  Vacancies  In  ap- 
pointed membership  occurring  from  any  cause  shall  be  filled  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  appointment  and  for  the  same  period.  The 
members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Canal  Zone  Biological 
Area  shall  serve  without  compensation,  but  subsistence  and  travel 
expenses  incident  to  attendance  of  called  meetings  of  the  Board 
may.  on  appropriate  action  of  the  Board,  be  paid  from  funds  avaU- 
able  to  it. 
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Ek.  4.  TTie  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Canal  Zone  Blclo^cal  Area 
shall  (a)  meet  In  Washington.  D.  C.  at  least  once  In  each  calendar 
year  to  consider  policies  and  procedures  for  carrying  out  the  pur- 
pose of  this  act:  <b)  determine  the  policy,  prescribe  conditions  under 
which  studies  may  be  pursued  within  the  area,  and  promulgate 
regulations  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act;  (c)  be  re- 
sponsible for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  laboratory  and 
other  facilities  on  the  area  provided  for  the  use  of  students  author- 
ized to  carry  on  studies  within  the  confines  of  the  area;  (d)  deposit 
Into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  sums  donated  or  subscribed 
or  collected  to  be  expended  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this 
act;  (e)  In  Its  dltcrotlon.  fixed  charges  that  may  be  made  for  use 
of  laboratory  or  other  facilities  provided  students  authorized  to 
make  observations  and  Investigations  within  the  prescribed  area 
ar.d  provide  for  the  collection  of  such  sums  for  deposit  Into  the 
TrrasTU7  of  the  United  States;  (f)  make  such  disposal  of  any 
moneys  donated,  subscribed,  collected,  or  otherwise  provided  as  In 
their  Judgment  Is  to  the  best  Interest  In  carrying  out  the  purpose 
of  this  act\  Prciidcd.  That  sums  contributed  or  appropriated  for 
specific  ptirposes  shall  be  used  for  such  purpose  only;  and  (g) 
through  Its  chairman  submit  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
net  later  than  the  15th  day  of  each  January  a  report  of  activities 
and  operations  during  the  preceding  year. 

Src.  5.  At  each  annual  meeting,  or  at  special  meetings  shotild 
occasion  so  demand,  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Canal  Zone  Bio- 
logical Area  shall  appoint  an  executive  offlcer  whom  they  may 
authorize  to  carry  out  functions  of  the  Board.  With  the  approval 
cf  the  Board  the  executive  officer  may  select  and  designate  a  resi- 
dent m.anager  to  assist  In  carrying  out  the  policy,  conditions,  and 
regulations  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Canal  Zone 
Biological  Area  In  compliance  with  the  ptirpoaes  of  this  act.  The 
executive  offlcer  and  the  resident  manager  shall  receive  such  com- 
pensation for  their  services  as  may  be  allowed  by  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Canal  Zone  Biological  Area. 

8«c.  6.  All  moneys  received  by  donation,  subecrlptlon,  fees,  or 
otherwise,  except  the  moneys  appropriated  pursuant  to  section  7, 
for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act  shall  be  deposited  Into 
the  Treasury  as  trust  funds  and  are  hereby  appropriated  for  such 
purposes.  Dlsbtirscments  of  such  funds  shall  be  made  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  through  the  Division  of  Disbursement  on 
requisitions  or  vouchers  signed  by  or  on  authority  of  the  executive 
offlcer  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Canal  Zone  Biological  Area. 

Sxc.  7.  There  Is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  annually,  from 
money  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appropri- 
ated, not  to  exceed  $10,000  for  expenses  necessary  In  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  act  and  for  the  maintenance  of  lalxnatory  or  other 
facilities  provided  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment : 

Page  1,  be^nnlng  in  line  3,  strike  out  the  remainder  of  the 
page  and  Insert  "That  the  President  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
set  aside  within  the  Canal  Zone  an  area  In  Gatun  Lake  known  as 
Barro  Colorado  Island  In." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  laid  on  the  table. 

'  MASSACRE  or  SIOl^C  INDIAN  MEN,  ETC. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  953)  to  liquidate  the 
liability  of  the  United  States  for  the  massacre  of  Sioux 
Indian  men.  women,  and  children,  at  Wounded  Knee  on 
December  29.  1890. 

Mr.  CX)STELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

COMPACT     or     MONTANA.     NORTH     DAKOTA,     SOTTTH     DAKOTA,     AND 
WYOMING.   DIVISION  Or  WATERS  Or  LITTLE  MISSOURI  RIVER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1777)  granting  the  consent 
of  Congress  to  the  States  of  Montana,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wyoming  to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact 
or  agreement  for  division  of  the  waters  of  the  Little  Missouri 
River. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  consent  of  Congress  Is  hereby  given  to 
the  States  of  Montana.  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming 
to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement  not  later 
than  January  1,  1943,  providing  for  an  equitable  division  and 
•pp<Maionment  among  the  States  of  the  water  supply  of  the  Little 
IfOaaourl  River  and  of  the  streams  tributary  thereto,  upon  condi- 
tions that  one  suitable  person,  who  ahaU  be  appointed  by  the 
Preeldent  of  the  United  States,  shall  participate  In  said  negotia- 
tions as  the  representative  of  the  United  States  and  shall  make 
report  to  Congress  of  the  proceedings  and  of  any  compact  or  agree- 
ment entered  into:  Provided.  That  any  such  comp>act  or  agreement 
shall  not  be  binding  or  obligatory  upon  any  of  the  parties  thereto 
imlcas  and  until  the  same  shaU  have  been  approved  by  the  legis- 
lature of  each  of  said  States  and  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

GRANTING   Or   CERTAIN  LAND    IN   MONTANA  TOR   SCHOOL   Or   MINES 

The  Clerk  called  the  bil^  (S.  2191)  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  grant  to  the  State  of  Montana  for 
the  use  and  benefit  of  the  Montana  School  of  Mines  a 
patent  to  a  certain  tract  of  land. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  what  is  the  value  of  this  land? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  It  is  problematical,  but  the  situation  is 
covered  by  the  report  of  the  Interior  Department,  which  is 
as  follows: 

In  response  to  yotir  request  for  report  on  8.  2191.  titled,  etc.,  the 
tract  has  an  area  of  approximately  twelve  one-htindredths  of  an 
acre  and  Is  surrounded  by  mining  claims  patented  many,  many 
years  ago.  Being  public  land  It  Is  subject  to  location  under  the 
mining  laws  upon  the  making  of  discovery  within  Its  boundaries. 
It  Is  undoubtedly  in  the  Interests  of  the  State  to  secure  title  to  the 
tract  and  may  be  of  Interest  to  the  Federal  Government  by  making 
more  secure  the  loan  to  the  State. 

In  view  of  the  circumstances,  I  desire  to  withdraw  my  recom- 
mendation of  July  16  and  now  recommend  that  the  bill  be  enacted. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    In  view  of  the  gentleman's 
objection,  I  will  withdraw  my  objection. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  grant,  subject  to  vested  existing  rights,  to  the 
State  of  Montana  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  Montana  School 
of  Mines  a  patent  to  the  tract  of  land  (including  all  mineral  rights 
therein)  known  as  the  WPA  Quartz  Lode  Mining  Claim,  located  In 
Summit  Valley  Mining  District,  Mont.,  and  designated  on  the 
official  plat  of  the  United  States  General  Land  Office  as  lot  19, 
section  14.  township  3  north,  range  8  west,  Montana  principal 
meridian.    Such  claim  Is  more  particularly  described  as  follows: 

Beginning  at  the  south  comer  of  the  tract  herein  described,  a 
point  on  the  east  end  line  of  survey  numbered  1688.  Occidental 
Lode,  lot  441,  and  which  is  also  comer  numbered  10  of  survey 
numbered  2942,  Arkansaw  Lode  Mining  Claim,  and  comer  num- 
bered 4  of  survey  numbered  018,  Great  Western  Lode,  lot  339; 
thence,  first  course  north  eight  degrees  west  along  the  east  end  line 
of  survey  numbered  1688.  Occidental  Lode,  two  hundred  and  thirty- 
eight  feet  to  the  northwest  comer  of  the  tract  herein  descrlt)ed  and 
which  Is  also  corner  numbered  2  of  survey  numbered  1688.  Occi- 
dental Lode,  and  a  point  In  the  south  side  line  of  survey  numbered 
1687.  Bummer  Lode,  lot  440;  thence,  second  cotu"8e.  north  eighty- 
one  degrees  east  along  the  south  side  line  of  survey  numbered  1687, 
Bummer  Lode,  forty-four  feet  to  the  northeast  comer  of  the  tract 
herein  described,  which  Is  also  the  point  of  Intersection  of  line  4-3 
of  survey  nimibered  1687.  Bummer  Lode,  at  south  eighty-one 
degrees  west,  two  hundred  and  three  feet  from  Its  comer  nuntibered 
3.  with  line  3-4  of  survey  numbered  1218,  Great  Western  Lode, 
at  south  two  degrees  thirty-four  minutes  west,  one  hundred  and 
thlrty-slx  feet  from  Its  comer  numbered  3;  thence,  third  course, 
south  two  degrees  thirty-four  minutes  west  along  line  3-4,  the 
west  end  line  of  survey  numbered  1218,  Great  Western  Lode,  two 
hundred  and  forty-four  feet,  to  the  place  of  beginning,  containing 
an  area  of  one  hundred  and  twenty  one-thousandths  acre,  more 
or  less.  Such  trace  being  entirely  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
location  corners  set  for  the  said  WPA  Quartz  Lode  Mining  Claim. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

TIME   FOR   HOLDING   COURT   AT   ROCK  HILL   AND  SPARTANBlHiG.   S.   C. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2262,  to  provide  for  a 
change  in  the  time  for  holding  court  at  Rock  Hill  and  Spar- 
tanburg, S.  C. 

There  being^o  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  105  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as 
amended  (U.  S.  C  title  28,  sec.  186).  be,  and  the  same  Is  hereby, 
amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

"Sec  105.  The  State  of  South  Carolina  Is  divided  Into  two  districts 
to  be  known  as  the  eastern  and  western  districts  of  South  Carolina. 

"The  western  district  shall  include  the  territory  embraced  on  the 
1st  day  of  July  1910  In  the  counties  of  Abbeville.  Anderson.  Chero- 
kee. Chester.  Edgefield.  Fairfield.  Greenville.  Greenwood.  Lancaster. 
Laurens.  Newberry,  Oconee.  Pickens,  Saluda,  Spartanburg,  Union, 
and  York. 

"The  western  district  of  South  Carolina  Is  divided  Into  five  divi- 
sions, to  be  known  as  the  Anderson.  Greenville.  Greenwood,  Rock 
Hill,  and  S^jartanburg  divisions.  The  Anderson  division  shall  In- 
clude the  territory  embraced  in  the  counties  of  Anderson,  Oconee, 
and  Pickens.  The  Greenville  division  shall  Include  the  territory 
embraced  In  the  counties  of  Greenville  and  Laurens.  The  Green- 
wood division  shall  include  the  territory  embraced  In  the  countle* 
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of  Abberflle.  Bdgefleld.  Greenwood.  ICcOormlck,  Newberry,  and 
Baluda.  The  Rock  HIU  division  shall  include  the  territory  embraced 
In  the  counties  of  Chester.  Fairfield.  Lancaster,  and  York.  The 
Spartanburg  division  shall  Include  the  territory  embraced  in  the 
counties  of  Cherokee,  Spartanburg,  and  Union.  The  terms  of  the 
district  court  for  the  Anderson  division  shall  be  held  at  Anderson, 
for  the  Greenville  division  at  Greenville,  for  the  Greenwood  division 
at  Greenwood,  for  the  Rock  Hill  division  at  Rock  Hill,  and  for  the 
Spartanburg  division  at  Spartanburg.  Terms  of  the  district  court 
for  the  western  district  shall  be  held  at  Greenville  on  the  first 
Mondays  In  AprU  and  October;  at  Rock  Hill  the  second  Monday  In 
March  and  the  first  Monday  in  Septeml)er;  at  Greenwood  the  first 
Ifoodays  in  February  and  November:  at  Anderson  the  fourth  Mon- 
days In  May  and  November;  and  at  Spartanburg  on  the  third 
Monday  In  February  and  the  second  Monday  In  September. 

"The  eastern  district  shaU  Include  the  territory  embraced  on  the 
1st  day  of  July  1910  In  the  counties  of  Aiken.  Bamberg,  Barnwell, 
Beaufort,  Berkeley.  Calhoun,  Charleston.  Chesterfield.  Clarendon, 
Colleton.  Darlington,  Dillon,  Dorchester.  Florence,  Georgetown 
Hampton.  Horry.  Kershaw.  Lee,  Lexington.  Marlon.  Marlboro, 
Orangebtirg,  Richland,  Sumter,  and  Williamsburg. 

"The  eastern  district  of  South  Carolina  Is  divided  Into  five  divi- 
sions, to  be  known  as  the  Aiken,  Charleston.  Columbia,  Florence, 
and  Orangeburg  divisions.  The  Aiken  division  shaU  Include  the 
territory  embraced  In  the  counties  of  Aiken,  Allendale,  Barnwell, 
and  Hampton.  The  Charleston  division  shall  Include  the  territory 
embraced  In  the  counties  of  Beaufort.  Berkeley,  Charleston,  Claren- 
don. Colleton.  Dorchester,  and  Jasper,  "nie  Columbia  division  shall 
Include  the  territory  embraced  In  the  counties  of  Kershaw.  Lee. 
Lexington,  Richland,  and  Stimter.  The  Florence  division  shall  In- 
clude the  territory  embraced  In  the  counties  of  Chesterfield,  Dar- 
lington, Dillon,  Florence,  Georgetown.  Horry,  Marlon.  Marlboro,  and 
Williamsburg.  The  Orangeburg  division  shall  include  the  terri- 
tory embraced  In  the  counties  of  Calhoun.  Btunberg,  and  Orange- 
burg. The  terms  of  the  district  court  for  the  Aiken  division  shaU 
be  held  at  Aiken,  for  the  Charleston  division  at  Charleston,  for  the 
Columbia  division  at  Columbia,  for  the  Florence  division  at  Flor- 
ence, and  the  Orangeburg  division  at  Orangeburg. 

"Terms  of  the  district  court  for  the  eastern  district  shall  be  held 
at  Charleston  on  the  second  Monday  In  October,  the  third  Monday 
In  January,  and  the  fourth  Monday  In  May;  at  Coltunbla  on  the 
first  Monday  in  November  and  the  third  Monday  In  March;  at 
Florence  on  the  first  Monday  in  December  and  the  Fotirth  Monday 
In  April;  at  Aiken  on  the  fourth  Monday  in  September  and  the 
second  Monday  In  Febmary;  and  at  Orangeburg  on  the  third  Mon- 
day In  November  and  the  second  Monday  In  April:  Provided,  That 
facilities  for  holding  court  at  Orangeburg  are  furnished  free  of 
expense  to  the  United  States.  The  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  district 
court  for  the  western  district  shall  be  at  GreenvUle  and  the  office 
of  the  clerk  of  the  district  court  for  the  eastern  district  shaU  be  at 
Charleston.  - 

"All  criminal  cases  shall  be  tried  In  the  division  In  which  the 
offense  was  committed,  unl«*s-«!  upon  proper  showing  the  venue 
would  be  changed  by  the  Judge  from  one  division  to  another,  and 
this  change  be  made  only  upon  affidavits  and  motion  made  In  open 
court  after  4  days'  notice  to  the  adverse  party."^ 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

REOBGAinZATIOH   OT   MAVT    DtPAKTMEMT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9266,  providing  for  the 
reorganization  of  the  Navy  Department,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, it  seems  to  me  we  should  give  a  little  more  consideration 
to  this  reorganization  bill  than  that  which  can  be  done  under 
unanimous  consent.  If  the  gentleman  puts  me  in  the  position 
of  being  forced  to  object,  in  order  that  the  House  may  give 
consideration  to  It.  then  I  will  have  to  object,  but  I  do  not 
think  we  should  pass  by  unanimous  consent  a  bill  having  to  do 
with  the  Navy  and  Army  policy  and  abolishing  bureaus,  con- 
solidating bureaus,  and  so  forth.  I  think  the  House  would 
like  a  little  time  to  look  this  bill  over. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  It  is  not  my  purpose  to  go 
further  into  it.  It  Is  legislation  that  Is  needed  for  the  ex- 
peditious fimctioning  of  the  Navy. 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  tbe  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 
Mr.  WOUXnT.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object 

PROlCOnON  OF  RKTXKED  OITTCERS  TO  RAlfK  BBCOMlOClfVCD  DTTMNQ 

WORLD  WAF. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2328.  to  promote  on  the 
retired  list  offlcers  who  were  decorated  and  recommended  for 
promotion  for  distinguished  service  during  the  World  War 
and  who  have  not  attained  the  rank  to  which  recommended. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  an;^  conunlssloned  officer  ot  the  Army 
below  the  grade  of  brigadier  general,  now  retired  or  hereafter  re- 
tired, except  those  retired  under  the  provisions  of  section  24b  of 
the  act  of  June  4,  1920,  who  for  services  rendered  during  the  World 
War  was  officially  recommended  in  writing  for  promotion  to  In- 
creased rank  by  a  division  commander  or  coordinate  or  higher  au- 
thority or  by  the  chief  of  a  staff  corps  or  department,  and  who  has 
not  attained  said  rank,  and  who  as  evidenced  by  bestowal  of  Medal 
of  Honor  or  Distinguished  Service  Cross  or  Distinguished  Service 
Medal  rendered  exceptionally  meritorious  services  or  demonstrated 
gallantry  In  action  beyond  the  call  of  duty  shall,  upon  application. 
be  advanced  one  grade  on  the  retired  list:  Prot;ided,  That  any  such 
offlcer  on  the  active  or  retired  list  who  died  or  may  die  prior  to  the 
approval  of  this  act,  or  on  the  active  list  who  may  hereafter  die 
before  retirement,  shall  upon  application  in  his  behalf  be  advanced 
one  grade  as  of  date  of  death:  Provided  further.  That  such  promo- 
tion shall  not  carry  with  It  any  Increase  of  pay  or  allowances. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

TRANSFER  OF  CERTAIN  PROPERTY  IN  SAW  FRANCISCO  TO  CTTY  AND 
COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R  9063,  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  transfer  certain  property  In  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  to  the  city  and  county  of  San  Francisco  for 
street  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  t>elng  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  transfer  to  the  city  and  county  of  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  all  the  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the  United  States  in  and 
to  that  portion  of  the  Mint  property  In  the  city  of  San  Francisco 
which  Is  now  used  for  street  purposes,  particularly  described  as 
follows : 

Commencing  at  a  point  on  the  northwesterly  line  of  Mission 
Street,  distant  thereon  two  hundred  and  seventy-flve  feet  south- 
westerly from  the  southwesterly  line  of  Fifth  Street,  and  running 
thence  at  right  angles  northwesterly  two  hundred  and  seventy-flve 
feet;  thence  at  right  angles  northeasterly  two  hundred  and  seventy- 
five  feet  to  a  point  on  the  southwesterly  line  of  Fifth  Street,  distant 
thereon  two  hundred  and  seventy-flve  feet  northwesterly  from  the 
northwesterly  line  of  Mission  Street;  thence  at  right  angles  south- 
easterly, along  said  southwesterly  line  of  Fifth  Street,  fifty-four 
feet;  thence  at  right  angles  southwesterly  two  hundred  and  fifteen 
feet;  thence  at  right  angles  southeasterly  two  hundred  and  twenty- 
one  feet  to  the  northwesterly  ime  of  Mission  Street;  thence  at  right 
angles  southwesterly,  along  said  northwesterly  line,  sixty  feet  to 
the  point  of  commencement;  being  a  portion  of  100  Vara  Block  380. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  3,  strike  out  tbe  words  "Secretary  of  the  Treasury" 
and  Insert  "Administrator  of  the  Federal  Works  Agency"; 

At  the  end  of  line  6,  after  the  word  "California",  Insert  "by  the 
usual  quitclaim  deed." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  reported  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  a.  line  15.  after  the  word  "Vara",  strike  out  "Block  380"  and 
Insert  "Lot  198." 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Spesiker,  I  offer  a  substitute  amend- 
ment for  the  last  committee  amendment. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Tbe  Clerk  will  report  the  substitute 
amendment. 

ITie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cosmxo  as  a  substitute  for  the  com- 
mittee amendment:  Page  2.  line  15,  after  the  word  "Vara",  strike  out 
nsiock  380"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "Lot  198,  Block  380." 

The  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 
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lands  that  he   may  select   and   acquire   for  the  purpose,    and   to 
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^V title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bUl  authorizing 
the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Works  Agency  to  transfer 
certain  property  in  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  to  the  city  and 
county  of  San  Francisco  for  street  purposes." 

AFPHOPRIATIOW  FOR  CONSTRUCTION  AT  MIUTARY  POSTS 

^^The  Clerk  called  the  next  bin.  H.  R.  9896.  to  authorize  ap- 
propriations for  construction  at  military  posts,  and  for  other 
purposes. 
The  SFEABIER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 

sldcraUon  of  the  bill? 

Mr  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  if  this  bill  were 
brought  to  the  floor  by  a  rule  or  in  some^  other  manner  so 
that  we  might  have  time  to  consider  it,  I  might  vote  for  it. 
The  bill  appears  to  be  necessary,  but  I  am  going  to  ask  unsoii- 
mous  consent  that  it  go  over  without  prejudice,  in  order  to 
keep  faith  with  the  policy  which  was  annoimced  about  18 
months  ago  that  we  would  hesitate  to  let  bills  pass  by  unani- 
mous consent,  carrjring  authorized  appropriations  of  more 
than  a  million  dollars.  I  have  not  succumbed  to  war  hysteria 
to  the  point  that  I  want  to  accept  the  responsibility  of  this 
House  passing  by  unanimous  consent  a  bill  authorizing  $15,- 
000.000  for  any  purpose.  It  Is  only  for  that  purpose  that  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without 
prejudice. 

The  same  reason  applies,  of  course,  to  the  next,  bill,  which 
authorizes  an  appropriation  of  $3,500,000. 

The  SPEAKER-  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection.  ; 

ACQUISITION   or  LAND   FOR   laLITARY   PURPOSES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9897.  to  authorize  the 
acquisition  of  additional  land  for  military  purposes. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

STATUS  or  RKTIREO  OmCERS  Or  THK  ARICY.  NAVY,  MARINE  CORPS. 
AND  COAST  GUARD  Or  THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9024.  relating  to  the 
status  of  retired  officers  of  the  Army.  Navy.  Marine  Corps, 
and  Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States,  and  to  amend  section 
113  of  the  Criminal  Code. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  this  bill  may  t)e  passed  over  without 
prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

COOPntATION     BETWEEN     BX7KEAU     OF     RECLAMATION     AND     FARM 
*  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9087,  to  remove  the 
time  limit  for  cooperation  between  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion and  the  Farm  Security  Administration  in  the  develop- 
ment of  farm  units  on  public  lands  vmder  Federal  reclama- 
tion projects. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  with- 
hold his  objection  to  permit  me  to  make  a  statement? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  will  with- 
hold my  objection  for  the  time  l)eing  to  permit  the  gentleman 
to  make  a  statement.  We  are.  however,  spending  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars  to  take  alleged  surplus  land  out  of 
production,  yet  at  the  same  time  we  are  spending  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars  to  bring  more  land  into  production 
through  irrigation  projects,  including  those  covered  in  this 
bifl. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  an  amendment  to 
propose  to  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Consent  has  not  yet  been  granted  for  its 
consideration. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  may  state  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Wisconsin  that  this  bill  permits  cooperation 


between  the  Farm  Security  Administration  and  the  Recla- 
mation Bureau,  The  Farm  Security  Administration  has  ex- 
tended financial  help  to  a  large  number  of  fanners  from  the 
Great  Plains  area  in  establishing  themselves  on  farms  in 
Colorado.  Wyoming,  and  Montana.  A  total  of  23.384  fami- 
lies have  been  aided  by  the  Farm  Security  Administration  in 
Montana  from  the  summer  of  1935  to  March  1,  1940. 

The  act  approved  August  7.  1939.  authorized  the  Farm 
Security  Administration  to  assist  homestead  entrymen  on 
Federal  reclamation  projects  by  making  loans  for  the  de- 
velopment of  public  land  farm  units,  but  limited  such  assist- 
ance to  the  fiscal  year  1940.  Under  this  act  there  were  45 
entrymen  granted  loans  of  approximately  $230,000  on  the 
Sun  River  project,  Montana,  in  connection  with  an  opening 
of  lands  in  the  fall  of  1939.  There  were  141  farms  opened  to 
entry  April  22.  1940,  and  792  applications  have  been  sub- 
mitted. Of  this  number  466  were  not  possessed  of  suEBcient 
capital  and  will  not  be  able  to  make  entry  unless  assistance 
can  be  granted  by  the  Farm  Security  Administration.  In 
view  of  the  number  of  applications  that  have  been  received 
and  appeals  that  have  been  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  on  account  of  rejections  of  applications  it  will 
not  be  possible  to  pass  upon  all  of  the  pending  cases  prior  to 
June  30.  1940.  Because  of  this  it  is  highly  essential  that  the 
provisions  of  the  act  of  August  7,  1939,  be  extended  as 
provided  in  H.  R.  9087. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Why  should  the  Government 
lend  $2,000  to  each  of  these  fellows  and  bring  new  land  Into 
production  at  a  time  when  the  Government  is  foreclosing  and 
taking  possession  of  the  farms  of  many  thousand  American 
farmers  and  sending  them  to  the  bread  lines? 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TABER.  Because  they  could  not  get  anybody  to  go  on 
these  Irrigation  projects  If  they  did  not  subsidize  them. 

Mr.  O  CONNOR.  The  idea  is  that  the  Government  ham 
already  spent  millions  and  millions  of  dollars  on  these  irriga- 
tion projects.  Just  as  the  gentleman  from  New  York  pointed 
out,  people  who  have  the  cash  available  to  buy  cows,  horses, 
and  implements  as  a  rule  will  not  move  into  such  territories. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  prepared  to  put  everybody  on  the  land  and  set 
him  up  in  business?  That  is  pure,  unadulterated  socialism. 
I  shall  object  to  this  socialistic  bill. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  withdraw  his 
objection.  There  are  no  delinquents  arising  out  of  these 
loans. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  this 
socialistic  bill. 

PROVIDE   FOR   HOLDING   TERMS  OF   COURT  OF   THE  UNITED   STATES 
COURT  FOR  THE  EASTERN   DISTRICT  OF  ARKANSAS 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9531)  to 
provide  for  the  holding  of  the  terms  of  court  of  the  United 
States  Court  for  the  Eastern  Division  of  the  Eastern  District 
of  Arkansas  at  Forrest  City.  St.  Francis  County.  Ark.;  to 
transfer  Desha  County  from  the  eastern  division  to  the  west- 
ern division  of  the  eastern  district  of  Arkansas;  and  to  trans- 
fer Crittenden  County  from  the  Joncsboro  division  to  the 
eastern  division  of  the  eastern  district  of  Arkansas. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  ttc  .  That  paragraph  (e)  of  section  71  of  the  Judicial 
Code  (U.  S.  C.  1934  cd.,  title  28,  sec.  144)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"(e)  The  e.-'stern  district  shall  include  four  divisions,  constituted 
as  follows:  The  eastern  division,  which  shall  Include  the  territory 
embraced  on  July  1.  1920.  in  the  counties  of  Crittenden.  Lee.  PhU- 
Ups.  St.  Francis.  Cross,  Monroe,  and  WoodrufT;  the  northern  divi- 
sion, which  shall  Include  the  territory  embraced  on  such  date  In  the 
counties  of  Fulton.  Independence.  Cleburne,  Stone,  Izard,  Sharp, 
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and  Jackson:  the  Jonesboro  division,  which  shall  include  the  ter- 
ritory embraced  on  such  date  in  the  counties  of  Clay.  Craighead. 
Greene.  Mississippi,  Poinsett,  Randolph,  and  LawTence;  and  the 
western  division,  which  shall  Include  the  territory  embraced  on  such 
date  in  the  counties  of  Arkansas.  Chicot,  Clark,  Cleveland.  Conway. 
Dallas,  Desha,  Drew.  Faulkner,  Garland.  Grant,  Hot  Springs.  Jeffer- 
son. Lincoln,  Lonoke.  Montgomery.  Perry,  Pope.  Prairie,  PiUaskl, 
Saline.  Van  Buren,  White,  and  Yell." 

Sec.  2.  Paragraph  (f )  of  section  71  of  the  Judicial  Code  (U.  8.  C, 
1934  ed.,  title  28,  sec.  144)  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(f)  Terms  of  tlie  district  court  for  the  eastern  division  shall  be 
held  at  Forrest  City  on  the  second  Monday  in  March  and  the  first 
Monday  In  October:  for  the  northern  division,  at  Batesvllle  on  the 
fourth  Monday  In  May  and  the  second  Monday  In  December;  for 
the  Jonesboro  division,  at  Jonesboro  on  the  first  Monday  in  May  and 
the  fourth  Monday  In  November;  and  for  the  western  division,  at 
Little  Rock  on  the  first  Monday  in  April  and  the  third  Monday  In 
October:  Provided.  That  suitable  rooms  and  accommodations  for 
holding  court  at  Forrest  City  are  furnished  without  expense  to  the 
United  States:  Provided  further.  That  nothing  In  this  section  shall 
be  construed  to  prevent  the  provision  of  quarters  for  the  olBcers  of 
said  court  and  appropriate  courtrooms  for  the  holding  of  the  terms 
of  said  court  in  any  new  Federal  building  which  may  be  constructed 
In  Forrest  City." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ACQmsrnoN  or  lands  for  grand  coulee  dam  and  reservoir 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
Immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9445)  for  the  acqui- 
sition of  Indian  lands  for  the  Grand  Coulee  Dam  and  Reser- 
voir, and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bin,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  the  Grand 
Coulee  Dam  project,  authorized  by  the  act  of  August  30,  1936  (40 
Stat.  1028).  there  is  hereby  granted  to  the  United  States,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  act,  (a)  all  the  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  the 
Indians  In  and  to  the  tribal  and  allotted  lands  within  the  Spokane 
and  Colvllle  Reservations,  including  sites  of  agency  and  school  build- 
ings and  related  structures  and  unsold  lands  In  Klazta  town  site,  as 
may  be  designated  therefor  by  the  Secretory  of  the  Interior  from 
time  to  time:  Provided.  That  no  lands  shall  be  taken  for  reservoir 
purposes  above  the  elevation  of  1.310  feet  above  sea  level  as  shown  by 
General  Laud  Offlce  surveys,  except  In  Klaxta  town  site;  and  (b) 
such  other  Interests  In  or  to  any  of  such  lands  and  property  within 
these  reservations  as  mny  be  required  and  as  may  be  designated  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  from  time  to  time  for  the  construction 
of  pipe  ItneB,  highways,  railroads,  telegraph,  telephone,  and  electric- 
transmission  lines  in  connection  with  the  project,  or  for  the  reloca- 
tion or  reconstruction  of  such  facilities  made  necessary  by  the 
construction  of  the  project. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  lieu  of  reserving  rights  of  hunt- 
ing, fishing,  and  boating  to  the  Indians  in  the  areas  granted  under 
this  act,  shall  set  aside  approximately  one-quarter  of  the  entu-e 
reservoir  area  for  the  paramount  use  of  the  Indians  of  the  Spokane 
and  Coiville  Reservations  for  hunting,  fishing,  and  t>oatlng  pur- 
poses, which  rights  shall  be  subject  only  to  such  reasonable  regula- 
tions as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe  for  the  protection  and  conser- 
vation of  fish  and  wildlife:  Provided,  That  the  exercise  of  the 
Indians'  rights  shall  not  Interfere  with  project  operations.  The 
Secretary  shall  also,  where  necessary,  grant  to  the  Indians  reason- 
able rights  of  access  to  such  area  or  areas  across  any  project  lands. 

Sec.  2.  As  lands  or  interests  In  lands  are  designated  from  time 
to  time  under  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shaU  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  money  to  be  paid  to  the  Indians  as  Just  toid 
equitable  compensation  therefor.  As  to  the  tribal  lands,  the 
amounts  so  determined  shaU  be  transferred  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  from  the  funds  now  or  hereafter  made  available  for 
the  construction  of  the  Grand  Ccmlee  Dam  project  to  the  credit  of 
the  appropriate  tribe  and.  In  the  case  of  allotted  lands,  to  the 
credit  of  the  allottees  or  their  heirs.  These  amounts  while 
remaining  to  the  credit  of  the  Indians  in  the  Territory  shall  bear 
Interest  at  the  rate  of  4  percent  per  annum  from  the  time  of  the 
transfer. 

Sec.  3.  Funds  held  to  the  credit  of  allottees  or  heirs  heretmder 
shall  be  handled  in  the  like  manner  as  moneys  received  from  the 
sale  of  land  undor  section  1  of  the  act  of  May  29.  1908  (35 
Stat.  444)  :  Provided,  That  such  fimdF  may  be  used  In  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  for  the  acquisition  of  other 
lands  and  improvements,  or  the  relocation  of  existing  Improve- 
ments or  construction  of  new  improvements  on  the  lands  so 
acquired  for  the  allottees  «■  heirs  whose  lands  and  improvements 
are  acquired  under  the  provisions  of  this  act.  Lands  so  acqtUred 
shall  be  held  in  the  same  status  as  those  from  which  the  funds 
were  derived  and  shall  be  nontaxable  untU  otherwise  provided  by 


Sec.  4.  As  to  any  Indian  cemetery  lands  required  for  the  project, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized,  in  his  discretion.  In 
lieu  of  reqtilrlng  payment  therefor,  to  establish  cemeteries  on  other 


lands  that  he  may  select  and  acqtUre  for  the  purpose,  and  to 
remove  Ixxlles.  markers,  and  other  appurtenances  to  the  new  sites. 
All  costs  Incurred  In  connection  with  any  such  relocation  shall  be 
paid  from  moneys  appropriated  for  the  project.  All  right,  title, 
and  Interest  of  the  Indians  in  the  lands  within  any  cemetery 
so  relocated  shall  terminate  and  the  grant  of  title  under  this  act 
take  effect  as  of  the  date  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  authorizes 
the  relocation.  Sites  of  the  relocated  cemeteries  shall  be  held  in 
trust  by  the  United  States  for  the  Spokane  or  Colvllle  Tribe.  M 
the  case  may  be,  and  shall  be  nontaxable. 

Sac.  5.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  authorized  to  per- 
form any  and  all  acts  and  to  prescribe  such  regulations  as  he 
may  deem  appropriate  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

On  page  3.  line  9.  Insert  a  comma  after  the  word  "tribe",  strike 
the  remainder  of  the  section,  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing: "pusuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May  17.  1926 
(44  Stat.  560).  The  amounts  due  individxial  landowners  or  their 
heirs  or  devisees  shall  be  paid  from  funds  now  or  hereafter  made 
available  for  the  construction  of  said  project  t9  the  superintend- 
ent of  the  Colvllle  Indian  Agency  or  such  other  officer  as  shall  be 
designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  credit  on  the  t>ooks 
of  said  agency  to  the  accounts  of  the  Individuals  concerned." 

On  page  3,  line  14,  following  "Sec.  3",  strike  the  remainder  of 
the  line  and  all  of  lines  15,  16.  and  17  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:  "Funds  deposited  to  the  credit  of  allottees,  theli 
heirs,  or  devisees." 

TTie  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CREATION   OF    UNITED    STATES    DE    SOTO    EXPOSITION    COMMISSION 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9751)  for  the 
creation  of  the  United  States  De  Soto  Exposition  Commis- 
sion, to  provide  for  the  commemoration  of  the  four  hun- 
dredth anniversary  of  the  discovery  of  the  Mississippi  River 
by  Hernando  De  Soto,  the  commemoration  of  De  Soto's  visit 
to  the  Chickasaw  Territory  in  northern  Mississippi,  and  other 
points  covered  by  his  expedition,  and  the  two  hundred  and 
fifth  anniversary  of  the  Battle  of  Aokia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses.   It  is  No.  802  on  the  calendar. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin  1? 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
this  bill  is  on  the  calendar  but  was  not  called,  because  it  has 
not  been  on  the  calendar  long  enough.  There  are  Members 
who  would  be  interested  in  being  here,  and  I  think  I  shall 
have  to  ask  the  gentleman  to  withhold  his  request  for  the 
time  being. 

Mr.  RANEZN.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
tliat  before  the  Budget  would  approve  this  measure  we  had 
eliminated  the  provision  providing  for  an  authorization.  The 
only  other  Member  who  Is  particularly  interested  in  it  Is  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  NorrellI.  He  and  I  have 
agreed  on  an  amendment  which  I  propose  to  offer. 

Mr.  TABER.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  there  will  be  no 
expenditure  connected  with  the  proposition? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  There  Is  no  authorization  here  for  any  ap- 
propriation. The  Department  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  to 
pay  only  the  traveling  expenses  of  these  Commissioners  in 
connection  with  it.  It  is  not  a  question  of  appropriation.  This 
is  the  four  hundredth  anniversary  of  De  Soto's  expedition. 
He  landed  In  1537,  and  crossed  the  Mississippi  River  In  1541. 
Arrangements  have  already  been  begun  for  these  celebrations 
at  various  points,  and  for  this  reason  we  want  to  get  the 
measure  passed  now  in  order  that  the  arrangements  may  go 
forward.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  object.  A  similar  bill 
has  passed  the  Senate,  and  my  amendment  will  clarify  it  and 
make  it  conform  to  the  Senate  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin] ? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  a  Commission  Is  hereby  established, 
to  be  known  as  the  United  States  De  Soto  Exposition  Commission 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Commission"),  to  be  composed  of 
five  members  who  shall  be  appointed,  upon  the  recommendation  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  by  the  President,  to  serve  at  him 
pleasure.    The  Commission  shall  elect  Its  own  offlcera. 
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(b)  Th<?  Commission  shall  aasume  all  fiinctlons  of  the  Ackia 
Battle  Memorial  Commlwlon,  established  pursuant  to  the  act  oi 
August  27.  1935  (49  Slat   897).  which  is  hereby  abolished. 

(c)  The  members  of  the  Commission  shall  serve  without  com- 
pensation for  their  services  as  members,  but  shall  be  entitled  to 
reimbursement  for  such  necessary  travel  and  other  expenses  as 
may  be  authorized  or  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 
Provided,  That  nothing  In  this  section  shall  prohibit  the  payment 
to  any  member  of  the  Commission  who  may  be  elected  secretary  or 
treasurer  of  the  Commission  of  such  compensation  for  the  per- 
formance of  his  duties  as  secretary  or  treasurer,  as  may  l>e  deter- 
mined by  the  Commission  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sec  2.  The  Commission  shall  prepare  plans  and  programs,  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  shall 
supervise  the  commemoration.  In  the  year  1941,  of — 

(1)  the  four  hundredth  annlveisary  of  the  first  croeslng  of  the 
MiselssippI  River,  by  Hernando  De  Soto,  to  be  held  at  Memphis. 
Tenn..  the  largest  city  on  the  river  near  the  point  of  discovery,  as 
indicated  in  the  final  report  of  the  United  States  De  Soto  Expedi- 
tion Commission  (H    D<k.  No.  71.  76th  Ccng  ) ; 

(2)  the  four  hundredth  anniversary  of  De  Soto's  expedition  and 
visit  to  the  Chickasaw  Territory  in  northern  Mississippi  and  the 
two  hundred  and  fifth  anniversary  of  the  Battle  of  Ackia,  to  be 
held  at  such  plnce  as  the  Commission  shall  determine;  and 

(3)  other  features  of  De  Sotos  expedition  to  North  America,  to 
be  held  at  such  places  as  the  Commission  shall  determine.  In  pre- 
paring plans  and  programs  under  this  subsection  consideration  shall 
he  given  to  the  recommendations  contained  In  the  final  report  of 
tlie  United  States  De  Soto  EZxpedltlon  Commission. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  The  Commls.sion  Is  authorized  to  utilize  voluntary 
and  uncompensated  services  and  to  receive  funds  from  any  State. 
municipal,  or  private  source  for  the  purposes  of  this  act  Any 
such  (\inds  received  by  the  Commission  shall  be  deposited  with  the 
United  States  Treasury  and  shall  be  kept  in  a  separate  account. 
Such  funds,  as  well  as  any  funds  appropriated  for  the  purposes  of 
this  act.  shall  be  disbursed  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Commission  or  by  such  person  as  he  .chall  designate. 

(b)  The  heads  of  the  departments  and  establishments  of  the 
Oovernment  are  authorized  to  detail  personnel  to  assist  the  Com- 
mission and  to  cooperate  with  the  Commission  in  the  procurement, 
installation,  and  display  of  exhibits;  to  lend  to  the  Commission  for 
exhibit  purposes  such  articles,  documents,  specimens,  or  other 
exhibit  materials  in  the  possession  of  the  Government. 

(c)  The  Conunlsslon  Is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  with 
private  publishers  for  such  printing  and  binding  as  may  be  deemed 
advisable  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act.  The  Commis- 
sion Is  authorized  to  purchase  without  competitive  bidding  in 
quantities  not  to  exceed  $100  In  cost. 

(d)  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  employ,  without  regard  to 
civil-service  laws  and  the  Classification  Act.  such  persons  as  may 
be  deemed  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

Sec  4.  The  Commission  shall  cease  to  exist  when  its  functions 
and  duties,  as  herein  provided,  have  been  executed  In  a  manner 
satisfactory  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  who  shall  notify 
the  Congress  accordingly, 

Src.  5.  (a)  The  Ackia  Battle  Ground  National  Monument.  In  the 
State  of  Mls.slsslppl.  shall  hereafter  be  known  as  the  "Chickasaw 
National  Monument.  •  and  there  shall  be  available  for  the  said 
national  monument  all  moneys  heretofore  or  hereafter  appropri- 
ated under  Its  previous  designation. 

(b>  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  his  discretion,  may  erect  a 
memorial  within  said  national  monument  of  such  type  as  he  may 
deem  appropriate  to  commemorate  the  history  and  accomplish- 
ments of  the  Chickasaw  Indians. 

Sec  6.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sums 
as  the  Congress  shall  deternUne.  for  expenditure  In  such  manner  as 
the  Secretary  of  Uie  Interior  shall  deem  to  be  advisable  in  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  this  act  and  such  sums,  when  appropriated 
shall  remain  available  until  expended  or  until  the  expiration  of  the 
Commission.  The  unexpended  balance  of  any  funds  appropriated 
pursuant  to  the  aforesaid  act  of  August  27.  1935  (49  Stat.  897),  shall 
alao  be  available  for  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amendment  which 
I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rankin:  On  page  3.  change  subsection 
(B)  to  8ut>section  (C).  and  Insert  a  new  subsection  after  line  24  to 
read  as  follows: 

"Any  exposition  or  celebration  to  be  held  pursuant  to  this  act 
may.  if  deemed  advisable  by  the  Commission  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  take  the  form  of  a  conservation  exposition  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dramatizing  all  con.servation  activities  of  the  Federal  and 
State  Governments  and.  for  the  purposes  of  this  subsection,  exposi- 
tions may  be  held  at  such  places  in  the  Mississippi  Valley  as  the 
■aid  Commission  shall  determine." 

On  page  4.  line  7.  change  the  sutJsectlon  (C)  to  subsection  (D): 
»cd.  in  line  13,  change  subsection  (D)  to  subsection  (E). 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the  point  of  order  the 
amendment  is  not  germane.  Putting  on  shows  is  not  ger- 
mane to  holding  a  commemorative  exposition. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  this  is 
a  provision  which  appears  in  the  Senate  bill  that  has  already 


passed  that  body.    It  was  recommended  by  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  and  does  not  add  any  expense  to  the  bili. 

M.  TABER.    It  means  putting  on  shows. 

Mr.  RANKIN.     No. 

Mr.  TABER.     It  says  so. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  By  the  local  authorities.  The  local  people 
do  that. 

Mr.  TABER.  They  can  do  It  withoi^  such  a  thing  in 
the  bill.    The  local  people  can  do  that  if  they  want  to. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  does  the  Chair  desire  to  hear 
me  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  insist  on  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    What  is  the  point  of  order? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  point  of  order  is  that  the  amend- 
ment is  net  germane  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  that  the  amendment 
is  germane  to  the  bill.  It  merely  carries  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Senate  bill  that  has  already  passed  the  Senate.  It 
enables  the  authorities  to  hold  these  conservation  celebra- 
tions along  the  Mississippi  River.  That  provision  is  in  the 
bill  introduced  in  the  Senate  by  Senator  Lundeen  and  in  the 
House  by  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  NorrellI. 
When  the  question  arose  of  reconciling  the  two  bills,  the 
matter  was  taken  up  with  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  it  agreed  to  this  amendment. 

I  submit  the  amendment  is  germane  to  the  bill;  it  merely 
carries  out  the  purposes  of  it,  and  the  gentleman's  point  of 
order  Is  not  well  taken. 

The  SPEAPCER.  The  Chair  has  very  hurriedly  compared 
the  amendment  with  the  original  text  of  the  bill,  not  antici- 
pating a  point  of  order  would  be  made. 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  3,  page  3.  provides  that  the 
heads  of  the  departments  and  establishments  of  the  Gov- 
ernment are  authorized  to  detail  personnel  to  assist  the 
commission  and  to  cooperate  with  the  commission  in  the 
procurement,  installation,  and  display  of  exhibits.  The 
Chair  is  of  the  opinion,  however,  that  the  amendment  goes 
considerably  further  than  the  provisions  of  the  original  bill. 
It  enters  upon  the  subject  of  the  dramatization,  and  so 
forth,  of  all  conservation  activities  of  the  State  and  Federal 
Governments. 

The  Chair  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  amendment  goes 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  bill  and  therefore  sustains  the 
point  of  order. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

DEVELOPMENT    OP    FARM    UNITS    ON    PUBLIC    LANDS 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  return  to  Calendar  No.  791,  and  for  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  H.  R.  9087,  to  remove  the  time  limit  for  cooperation 
between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  in  the  development  of  farm  units  on  public 
lands  under  Federal  reclamation  projects. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  (Mr.  O'Connor]? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  does  the  gentleman  propose  to  offer  an 
amendment? 

Mr.  OCONNOR.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  I  have  an 
amendment  on  the  Clerk's  desk,  limiting  the  operation  of 
the  bill  to  the  fiscal  year  1941. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman 
has  seen  the  light,  and  I  will  not  object. 

Mr.  TABER,  Mr,  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  the  gentleman  insist  on  that  amendment  as  between 
the  two  Houses  of  Congress? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.     I  will. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  O'Connor] ? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr,  COSTELU).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  S,  3683.  to  remove  the  time  limit  for  coopera- 
Uon  between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Farm 


Security  Administration  in  the  development  of  farm  units 
on  public  lands  under  Federal  reclamation  projects  be  sub- 
stituted for  the  House  bill. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Costello]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  of  August  7.  1939  (Public,  No. 
807,  76th  Cong.,  1st  sess.),  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out 
"during  the  fiscal  year  1940,". 

Mr.   O'CONNOR.    Mr.   Speaker,   I  offer  an   amendment 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  O'Cownor:  Page  1,  line  5,  after  the 
word  -year',  strike  out  "1940"  and  Insert  "1941." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  f 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 

the  title  striking  out  the  word  "remove"  and  to  insert  the 

word  "extend," 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costkixo  to  the  title  of  the  bill  S. 
3683:  In  the  first  line  of  the  title  strike  out  the  word  "remove" 
and  Insert  the  word  "extend." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table, 

A  House  bUl  (H.  R.  9087)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

JOHN  L.  harder  and  CHILDREN 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas,  lii.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  5827) 
to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deportation  proceedings  in 
the  case  of  John  L,  Harder  and  children,  Paul  William  Har- 
der, Irvin  W.  Harder,  Edna  Justina  Harder,  Elsie  Anna  Har- 
der, and  Elizabeth  Harder,  with  a  Senate  amendment  there- 
to, and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

I  may  say  for  the  benefit  of  the  House  that  this  is  a  clar- 
ifying amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Line  12,  after  "rest"  Insert  "and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  lawful 
residents  of  the  United  States." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 

Mr,  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  reserve  the  right  to  object, 
Mr.  Speaker,  to  obtain  some  information.  Why  should  the 
Congress  pass  a  special  act  to  legalize  an  illegal  entry,  and 
permit  aliens  to  continue  to  reside  legally  in  the  United 
States,  when  we  have  11,000,000  imemployed  now? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  in  his  general  view  on  this  question,  but  I  may  say 
that  this  man  was  bom  in  the  United  States,  went  to  Canada 
and  took  up  a  claim  there,  and  thereby  lost  his  citizenship. 
He  did  not  enter  illegally.  He  has  been  here  for  a  number 
of  years,  having  come  in  on  a  visitor's  visa.  He  is  now  a 
sick  man.  He  has  been  ill  for  10  years.  He  is  American 
bom.   This  is  nothing  but  a  technicality. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  shall  not  object,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr,  Speaker, 
was  this  bill  on  the  Private  Calendar  of  the  House? 

Mr,  REES  of  Kansas,  Yes;  this  bill  passed  the  House  by 
imanimous  consent  a  nimil>er  of  months  ago. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  It  went  to  the  Senate,  and  the  gentleman 
now  wishes  the  House  to  concur  In  the  Senate  amendment? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  To  concur  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment.   This  is  only  a  clarifying  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred  In. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 
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Mr.  CARTWJUGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  suspend  the 
rules  and  pass  the  bill  (H.  R.  9575)  to  amend  the  Federal 
Aid  Act,  approved  July  11.  1916,  as  amended  and  supple- 
mented, and  for  other  purposes,  as  amended. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill  as  amended,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  pro- 
Tlsions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  that  the  United  States 
shaU  aid  the  States  In  the  construction  of  rural  post  roads,  and  for 
other  purposes."  approved  July  11.  1916  (39  Stat.  355),  and  all  acta 
amendatory  thereof  and  supislementary  thereto,  there  is  hereby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  following  sums,  to  be  expended 
according  to  the  provisions  of  such  act  as  amended  and  supple- 
mented: The  sum  of  •93.750.000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 
1942,  and  the  sum  of  $93,750,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1943. 

Sac.  2.  For  the  purpose  of  continuing  the  provisions  of  section  7 
of  the  act  of  June  16.  1936  (49  Stat.  1621).  there  Is  hereby  author- 
ized to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of  $18,750,000  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1942.  and  the  stun  of  $18,750,000  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1943;  said  sums  to  be  expended  on  secondary  or 
feeder  roads,  including  farm-to-market  roads,  niral-free-delivery 
mall  roads,  and  public-school  bus  routes. 

Sec.  3.  If  within  the  fiscal  years  1942  and  1943  the  Federal  Works 
Administrator  shall  find  with  respect  to  any  State  (1)  that  the  pro- 
ceeds of  all  special  taxes  on  motor-vehicle  transF>ortation.  as  re- 
ferred to  In  section  12  of  the  act  of  June  18,  1934  (48  Stat.  995), 
as  amended,  are  applied  to  highway  purposes  as  defined  in  said 
section;  (2)  that  at  least  90  percent  of  such  proceeds  are  applied  to 
the  administrative  and  operating  expenses  of  the  State  highway 
department,  the  maintenance  of  the  State  and  Pederal-aid  highway 
systems,  and  the  payment  of  Interest  on,  and  the  amortization  of, 
bond  obligations  of  the  State  for  the  pa3rment  of  which  such 
revenues  have  heretofore  been  pledged;  and  (3)  that  the  portion  of 
the  proceeds  of  all  such  special  taxes  then  available  for  construction 
and  reconstruction,  together  with  funds  available  to  the  State  from 
any  other  sources  for  highway  purposes,  will  be  insufficient  to  match 
all,  or  any  part,  of  the  regular  and  secondary  Federal-aid  road  funds 
apportioned  to  such  State  for  such  fiscal  years  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  (42  Stat.  212),  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  then  such  portion  of  such  apportion- 
ment as  the  Federal  Works  Administrator  shall  find  the  State  Is 
unable  to  match  shall  be  made  available  for  expenditure  In  such 
State  in  accordance  with  said  Federal  Highway  Act  without  being 
matched  by  the  State:  Provided,  That  any  such  funds  made  avail- 
able to  any  State  without  being  matched  by  the  State  shaU  be 
expended  by  the  State  on  the  system  of  Federal-aid  highways  and 
on  secondary  roads  in  the  construction  of  projects  desirable  from 
the  standpoint  of  national  defense. 

Sec.  4.  Any  balances  of  the  regular  and  secondary  Federal-aid 
road  funds  apportioned  for  the  fiscal  years  1939  and  1940  to  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  which  may  remain  unexpended  at  the  close  of 
the  period  of  their  availability  shall  be  available  thereafter  for 
expenditure  in  such  Territory  by  the  Public  Roads  Administration 
In  the  construction  of  projects  desirable  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
national  defense,  and  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Roads  Is  hereby 
empowered  to  enter  Into  any  agreements  which  he  may  deem  neces- 
sary with  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  setting  forth  the  method  by  which 
such  construction  work  shall  be  performed  and  the  conditions  which 
shall  apply  thereto,  and  he  Is  further  authorized,  at  his  discretion, 
to  pay  all  or  any  part  of  the  costs  incurred  after  approval  of  any 
such  project,  including  the  cost  of  surveys,  the  preparation  of  plans, 
specifications  and  estimates,  and  of  necessary  new  or  additional 
rights-of-way.  and  to  make  advances  to  such  Territory  under  appro- 
priate safeguards  to  enable  it  to  make  prompt  payments  to  con- 
tractors on  projects  that  may  be  agreed  shall  be  constructed  under 
contracts  to  be  let  and  supervised  by  the  Territory. 

Sec.  5.  For  the  elimination  of  hazards  to  life  at  railroad  grade 
crossings,  including  the  separation  or  protection  of  grades  at  cross- 
ings, the  reconstruction  of  existing  railroad-grade-crossing  struc- 
tures, and  the  relocation  of  highways  to  eliminate  grade  crossings, 
there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  to  be  apf>ortloned  on 
or  t>eforc  the  1st  day  of  January  of  each  year  preceding  the  fiscal 
year  for  which  it  is  authorized  among  the  several  States  In  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  (42  Stat  212), 
as  amended  and  supplemented,  except  that  such  apportionment 
shall  be  one-half  on  population  as  shown  by  the  latest  decennial 
census,  one-fourth  on  the  mileage  of  the  Federal-aid  highway  sys- 
tem as  determined  by  the  Federal  Works  Administrator,  and  one- 
fourth  on  the  railroad  mileage  as  determined  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  and  to  be  expended  in  accordance  with  said 
Federal  Highway  Act,  as  amended  and  supplemented,  except  that  no 
part  of  such  funds  apportioned  to  any  State  need  be  matched  by 
the  State:  The  sum  of  $37,500,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1942,  and  the  sum  of  $37,500,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jun« 
80.  1943. 

Sbc.  6.  For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section 
23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  of  1921  (42  Stat.  218).  there  is 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  forest  highways,  roads, 
and  trails  the  following  suras,  to  be  available  until  expended  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  said  section  23:  The  svnn  of 
$10,500,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1942;  the  sum  of 
$10,500,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943 :  Provided.  That 
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one-third,  but  not  less  than  $3,000,000.  of  the  appropriation  made 
for  any  flacal  year  for  carrying  out  the  provlsiona  of  said  section 
23  may  hereafter  be  expended  for  the  purposes  enumerated  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  clause  (a)  of  said  section  23:  And  provided 
further.  That  the  apportionment  for  forest  highways  In  Alaska 
Bhall  be  for  each  of  the  flscal  years  1500,000  and  that  such  addi- 
tional amount  as  otherwise  would  have  been  apportioned  to 
AlBf^'n  for  each  of  said  fiscal  years  shall  t>e  apportioned  by  the 
BMretary  of  Agrlcuiture  among  those  States.  Including  Puerto  Rico, 
whose  forest-highway  apportionment  for  such  flscal  year  otherwise 
would  be  leas  than  1  percent  of  the  entire  apportionment  for 
forest  highways  for  that  flscal  year. 

Sec.  7.  For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 3  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  (42  Stat.  212).  as  amended  by 
the  act  of  June  24.  1930  (46  Stat.  805).  there  is  hereby  authorized 
to  be  appropriated  for  the  survey,  construction,  reconstruction, 
and  maintenance  of  main  roads  through  unappropriated  or  un- 
reserved public  lands,  nontaxable  Indian  lands,  or  other  Federal 
reservations  other  than  the  forest  reservations  the  sum  of  tl.STS.- 
000  for  the  flscal  year  ending  June  30.  1942.  and  the  sum  of 
$1,875,000  for  the  flscal  year  ending  June  30.  1943.  to  remain 
available  until  exp>ended. 

Sec  8.  For  the  construction,  recoristructlon.  and  Improvement 
of  roads  and  trails.  Inclusive  of  necessary  bridges.  In  the  national 
parks,  monuments,  and  other  areas  administered  by  the  National 
Park  Service.  Including  areas  authorized  to  be  established  as 
national  parks  and  monuments,  and  national  park  and  monument 
approach  roads  authorized  by  the  Act  of  January  31.  1931  (46  Stat. 
1053).  as  amended,  there  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated 
the  sum  of  $5  625  000  for  the  flscal  year  ending  June  30.  1942.  and 
the  sum  of  $5,625,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jime  30.  1943. 

S«c.  9.  For  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  parkways,  td 
give  access  to  national  parks  and  national  monuments,  or  to  become 
connecting  sections  of  a  national  parkway  plan,  over  lands  to  which 
title  has  been  transferred  to  the  United  States  by  the  States  or 
by  private  Individuals,  there  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated 
the  sum  of  $7  500.000  for  the  flscal  year  ending  June  30.  1942,  and 
the  sum  of  $7,500,000  for  the  fl.scal  ye.<\r  ending  June  30.  1943: 
Prmndrd.  TTiat  hereafter  the  location  of  such  parkways  upon  public 
lands,  national  forests,  or  other  Federal  reservations  shall  be  deter- 
mined by  agreement  between  the  department  having  Jurisdiction 
over  such  lands  and  the  National  Park  Service. 

Sbc.  10  For  construction  and  Improvement  of  Indian  reservation 
roads  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  approved  May  26.  1928  (45 
Stat  750),  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  l)e  appropriated  the  sum 
of  $3  000  000  for  the  flscal  year  ending  June  30.  1942.  and  the  sum 
of  $3,000,000  for  the  flscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943:  Prorided.  That 
hereafter  the  location,  type,  and  design  of  all  roads  constructed 
under  the  provisions  of  said  act  of  May  26.  1928.  shall  be  approved 
by  the  Public  Roads  Administration  before  any  expenditures  are 
made  thereon,  and  all  such  construction  done  by  contract  shall  be 
under  the  general  supervision  of  the  Public  Roads  Administration. 

Sbc.  11  Subsection  (c)  of  section  1  of  the  Federal  Aid  Highway 
Act  of  1938  (52  Stat.  633)  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Hereafter  the  construction  of  highways  by  the  States  with  the 
aid  of  Federal  funds  may  Include  such  roadside  and  landscape 
developnient.  including  such  sanitary  and  other  facilities  as  may 
be  deemed  reasonably  necessary  to  provide  for  the  suitable  accom- 
modation of  the  public,  all  within  the  highway  right-of-way  and 
adjacent  publicly  owned  or  controlled  recreational  areas  of  limited 
Btae  and  with  provision  for  convenient  and  safe  access  thereto  by 
pedestrian  and  vehicular  traffic,  and  the  purchase  of  such  adjacent 
strips  of  land  of  limited  width  and  primary  importance  for  the 
preservation  of  the  natural  beauty  through  which  highways  are 
constructed,  as  may  be  approved  by  the  Public  Roads  Administra- 
tion: and  not  to  exceed  5  percent  of  the  Federal -aid  funds  appor- 
tioned to  and  matched  by  any  SUte  under  this  act  may  be  used 
for  the  pvuThase  of  such  adjacent  strips  of  land  without  being 
matched  by  the  States." 

Sec.  12.  (a)  The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  pursuant 
to  Its  authority  under  existing  law  and  subject  to  all  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof.  Is  authorized  to  cooperate  with  States  to  finance, 
or  to  aid  In  financing,  the  acquisition  of  real  property  or  Interests 
In  property  (any  such  acquisition  t>elng  herein  called  a  "right-of- 
way")  necessary  or  desirable  for  road  projects  eligible  for  Federal 
aid  under  the  Federal  Highway  Act  (42  Stat.  212).  as  amended 
and  supplemented. 

(b)  Every  loan  or  purchase  of  securities  by  Reconstruction  Fi- 
nance CorpwraUon  to  Finance  or  to  aid  In  financing  the  acquisition 
of  a  right-of-way.  as  defined  In  this  section,  shall  hereafter  be 
made  only  after  approval  of  the  project  (Including  the  plans,  admin- 
istration, and  financing  thereof)  by  the  highway  department  of 
the  State  and  by  the  Public  Roads  Administration  of  the  Federal 
Works  Agency.  In  order  to  furnish  additional  assurance  of  the 
regular  amortization  or  retirement  of  SUte  securities  which  are 
sold  to.  or  pledged  with.  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  in 
connection  with  any  financing  of  the  acquisition  of  a  right-of-way 
as  provided  herein,  and  which  are  secured  by  a  pledge  of  revenue 
•XjCgm  State  gasoline  taxes  or  from  other  special  taxes  on  motor 
vehicles  or  on  motor-vehicle  operators,  the  Federal  Works  Adminis- 
trator is  authorized  and  directed,  from  time  to  time,  upon  the 
happening  of  any  default  in  the  payment  by  a  State  on  account  of 
any  of  Ita  securities  so  held  by  ReconstrucUon  Finance  CorporaUoo. 


to  deduct,  or  cause  to  be  deducted,  from  the  then  unexpended 
Federal  funds  apportioned  to  such  States  as  Federal  Aid  for  high- 
way construction,  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Highway  Act,  as  amended 
and  supplemented,  the  total  amount  certified  by  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  as  being  then  due  and  payable  on  account  of 
such  securities,  and  to  Issue,  or  cause  to  be  issued,  a  warrant  In 
favor  of  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  for  such  amount, 
whereupon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  upon  the  presentation 
thereof  shall  pay  to  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  the 
amount  of  such  warrant  for  application  on  account  of  the  State's 
defaulted  payments. 

Sec.  13.  The  Commissioner  of  Public  Roads  is  hereby  authorized 
upon  the  request  of  any  State  to  perform  engineering  services 
and  furnish  technical  aid  and  advice  In  connection  with  the  loca- 
tion and  development  of  "flight  strips"  adjacent  to  public  high- 
ways or  roadside  development  areas,  for  the  landing  and  take-off 
of  aircraft,  when  not  in  conflict  with  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act 
of  1938 

Sec  14.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "Federal  Highway  Act  o« 
1940." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  a  second  demanded? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  a  second. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  second  be  considered  as  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
CartwrightI  is  recognized  for  20  minutes  and  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  WolcottJ  for  20  minutes. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  some 
tables. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
for  a  parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.    I  yield  for  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  will  state 
his  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Was  there  Included  in  the  motion  to 
suspend  the  rules  and  pass  the  bill  that  the  bill  be  passed 
with  an  amendment? 

The  SPEAKER.    That  was  included  in  the  motion. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  every  Member 
of  the  Congress  is  familiar,  at  least  in  a  general  way,  with 
the  provisions  of  this  highway  authorization  bill  and  realizes 
the  importance  of  passing  it  at  this  session,  so  that  the  vital 
road  improvement  programs  of  the  Nation  will  not  be  inter- 
rupted. 

If  there  is  any  opposition,  on  either  side  of  the  aisle  or  in 
any  party,  to  the  principles  and  policies  which  this  bill  will 
continue,  I  do  not  know  about  it. 

This  bill  is  very  similar  to  the  Hayden-Cartwrlght  Acts  of 
1934.  1936.  and  1938  and/nakes  the  customary  authorizations 
of  appropriations  for  the  eight  regular  Federal  road  programs 
for  the  fiscal  years  1942  and  1943.  It  Is  based  on  bills  which 
the  junior  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  HaydenJ  and  I  intro- 
duced early  in  January. 

KXTENSrVZ  HSAJinVGS  HDJ) 

The  House  Roads  Committee  began  hearings  on  January  22 
on  H.  R.  7891.  for  which  H.  R.  9575  is  a  substitute.  Because 
of  much  concern  over  traffic  problems  as  they  now  exist,  the 
hearings  were  exhaustive,  extending  until  March  15.  In  view 
of  the  voluminous  testimony  which  was  taken,  the  committee 
feeling  that  everyone  who  desired  to  be  heard  should  have  an 
opportunity,  it  was  not  possible  for  the  committee  to  report 
the  bill,  in  amended  form,  until  April  29,  after  careful  con- 
sideration had  been  given  to  all  proposals  in  executive  ses- 
sions. 

TTNAKIMOTTS  REPOST  BT  COMMrmi 

As  usual,  the  committee  was  able  to  present  you  a  unani- 
mous report.   Highway  legislation  has  always  been  considered 
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on  a  nonpartisan  basis,  and  it  Is  my  understanding  that  there 
has  never  been  a  minority  report  submitted  from  the  Roads 
Committee  since  it  was  established  in  1913,  27  years  ago. 

As  reported,  the  bill  provided  total  authorizations  for  each 
flscal  year  of  $238,000,000,  with  the  largest  Item,  $125,000,000, 
for  Federal  aid  to  the  States  in  improving  and  modernizing 
the  main  roads  included  in  the  Federal-aid  highway  system. 

I  ALL  AMOtTMTS   BS>UCII>   IS   PEkCSNT 

It  was  and  is  the  considered  judgment  of  the  Roads  Com- 
mittee that  the  amounts  first  proposed — which  are  exactly 
the  same  as  those  authorized  for  the  fiscal  years  1938  and  1939 
and  the  same  as  approved  by  the  House  for  1940  and  1941— 
were  reasonable  and  fully  justified  in  view  of  the  great  need 
for  continued  highway  work  in  all  the  States. 

However,  at  a  special  meeting  last  Wednesday  the  com- 
mittee agreed  to  amendments  to  the  bill  reducing  all  items 
25  percent,  with  the  understanding  that  the  House  leadership 
would  cooperate  in  arranging  for  the  biU  to  be  considered  and 
passed  today  under  suspension  of  the  rules. 

It  is  understood  that  with  these  reductions  the  bill  will  not 
be  In  conflict  with  the  program  of  the  President. 

In  other  words,  the  committee  felt  that  three-fourths  of  a 
loaf  was  better  than  no  loaf  at  all. 

This  bill  and  these  amounts  will  continue  all  the  regular 
Federal  road-improvement  programs  through  1942  and  1943 
at  about  the  same  rate  of  progress  as  that  made  in  the  fiscal 
years  1940  and  1941. 

The  amounts  now  carried  in  the  bill  total  $178,500,000  for 
each  fiscal  year,  or  $357,000,000  for  the  bienniimi.  This  Is 
$7,500,000  more  than  was  authorized  in  the  Federal  Aid  High- 
way Act  of  1938.  It  is  a  total  reduction  of  $59,500,000  for 
each  year  under  the  amounts  the  committee  recommended  in 
Its  report  submitted  on  May  1. 

The  amounts  for  each  program  as  originally  recommended 
and  the  reduced  amounts  in  the  bill,  as  amended,  are  as 
follows: 


Program 


Reimlar  Federal  aid .    

Federal  aid  for  secondary  or  feeder  roads 

Elimination  and'  (irotpct ion  of  rrade  eroastnes 

Fore«t  highways,  roads,  and  trails 

PnbIJc-lnnd5  hifrhways 

National-park  roads  and  trails 

National  parkways _ 

Indian  reserv'ation  roads 


Total — 


Orirnally 

With  25- 

recom- 

percent re- 

mended 

duction 

$I2S.noo.OOO 

$93,7.W.000 

%\  0()0. 0()0 

18,750,000 

60.0(K).000 

37,  .'500.  ono 

14.  tmo,  ujo 

10,  eoD.  000 

2.S00.0Q0 

1,875,000 

7,  MO.  000 

6,93S.000 

10,000,000 

7,  .100,000 

4,000,000 

3,000.000 

238,000,000 

178,  MO,  000 

For  purposes  of  comparison  I  submit  for  the  Record  the 
amounts  authorized  by  the  Federal  Aid  Highway  Act  of  1938 
for  the  flscal  years  1940  and  1941: 


Pracram 

mo 

IMl 

RefniUr  Federal  aid        . 

$ioa  000. 000 

\\  000,  000 

ao,ooaooo 
io,ooaooo 

1,000^000 
4.000,000 
6,000,000 

:^fioo,ooo 

$115,000,000 

Seoondary  or  fnednr  miu1«              „ ,. 

16. 000, 000 

Eliminatonof  p-ade  rrossinps         _ 

so,ooaooo 

Fore.<;t  highways,  roads,  and  tran»_.    ._ 
Public-lanas  hiehwavs                                    ,      .     ,      .. 

13.000,000 

a,ooaooo 

National-park  roads  and  traOa 

National  parkwav«                    

ft,ooaaoo 

8.000.000 

Indian  reaervation  roada       ___ 

a,  000, 000 

TotaL     

158,000,000 

191,000^000 

AH  AtrrROUZATION — NOT  AW  APPaOPUATtON 

"Hiis  bill  merely  authorizes  appropriations  for  the  next  2 
flscal  years.  No  actual  appropriations  for  the  major  items  of 
the  bill  will  be  required  before  the  flscal  year  1943.  But  ap- 
portionments of  Federal  aid  to  the  several  States  would  be 
made  by  the  Federal  Works  Administrator  on  January  1,  IMl, 
and  January  1.  1942.  permitting  the  State  highway  depart- 
ments to  submit  projects  and  proceed  with  construction  work. 
Payments  to  the  States  are  made  after  the  work  Is  actually 
completed. 

ADVANCE  PLANNHrO  NECISSAXT 

This  prtjcedure  is  In  accordance  with  a  long-established 
policy  and  enables  the  States  to  know  in  advance  \rtiat  Federal 
cooperation  may  be  expected  and  to  make  their  plans  ac- 
cordingly. The  legislatures  of  44  of  the  48  States  will  meet 
In  regular  session  next  January  to  pass  on  State  budgets  for 
the  next  2  years  and  provide  State  funds  to  match  the  Federal 
aid  for  highway  construction.  So  the  importance  of  deter- 
mining now  the  Federal  aid  to  be  available  during  that  period 
is  apparent.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  in  order  that  the  Fed- 
eral-aid program  In  cooperation  with  the  States  may  be  con- 
tinued without  interruption. 

8TABLZ  PROCKAM  IS  AIM 

The  importance  of  adequate  highways  to  all  the  people  and 
the  need  for  not  only  extending  existing  highway  facilities  but 
for  modernizing  the  main  routes  in  the  interest  of  traffic 
safety  and  economy  would  justify  much  larger  Federal  au- 
thorizations and  appropriations  than  have  ever  been  pro- 
posed. The  aim  of  the  Roads  Committee  has  been  to  provide 
a  stable  and  orderly  program  and  maintain  a  steady,  reason- 
able rate  of  progress. 

The  American  Association  of  State  Highway  OflBcials  sub- 
mitted data  to  the  committee  showing  that  more  than  100,000 
miles  of  the  principal  highways  should  be  rebuilt,  widened,  or 
relocated.  They  also  presented  evidence  that  thousands'  of 
bridges  on  the  main  highways  need  widening  or  rebuilding  in 
order  to  be  made  safe  and  stiltable  for  modern  traffic  and 
adequate  for  Army  transport  requirements. 

I  offer  for  the  Record  a  table  showing  these  estimated  needs 
in  each  State,  which  would  require  an  estimated  total  ex- 
penditure of  nearly  $4,000,000,000. 


Needed  reconstruetUm  on  main  or  Tprineipal  highvoayt 


}U(« 


Alabama 

Arizona «. 

Arkan5as .»... . 

Cali/omia 

Ookcadq 

I>el8w«i« . .  .'.IIIIIIII 

Florida 

Oeoreto 

Idaho . 

Illiubis. ..„.. 

Indiana. 

Kansas .._..._.._ 

Kentucky . 

Louisiana...^. ....._ 

Maine .«. 

Maryland. 


Micliixan... 
MkUMiota.. 


ta 


Bhoald  be  rebollt 


Mllea 


300 
230 
000 

7,800 

4M 

400 

50 

2,097 
4I« 
340 
196 
SI 
W 

i.ian 

1.180 

M 

472 

370 

190 

3,331 

1.144 

49 


Estimated 
cost 


IB.ono.nno 

3,  «.V),  ()00 

20,  ono,  (100 

ao9.  oo(x  (loo 

la  000, 000 

20.000. 000 

2.  ma  000 

73.  3!*.S.  000 
8,300,000 

4,  OUO,  000 
9, 371.  000 
6,930.000 
2;  (00, 000 

40.  000.  000 

22,Ii.h.0ilO 

2,040,000 

20.000.000 

II.  SOU.  on 

12,200.000 

101. 712.000 

23.880.000 


Should  be  iridened 


Miles 


son 

482 
8«) 

1,200 
600 
300 
119 

1,&S6 
672 
854 
105 
673 
700 
45 

1010 
<33 
67 
310 
210 
6A4 
»7 


Estimated 
cost 


$8,000,000 

4.  OHO.  OX) 

12.  OW).  (KK) 

i2aooaoao 

30.  000.  UOi) 
30, 000,  000 
i.  600. 000 
47,  6IM,  000 
9,190,000 
8,100.000 
6.252,000 

19, 9.S5.  noo 

18.000.000 

2,200,000 

81,217.000 

lA.  610, 000 

4  600,000 

0. 000. 000 

22,800.000 

34,800,000 

U4ao,ooo 


Sboald  be  rdooated 


Miles 


SOO 
233 
2U0 
1,700 
490 

aoo 

8 
200 
112 
412 
139 
68 
250 
1.030 
1,985 
818 
162 
430 
4fiO 
709 
464 
18t 


Estmated 
cost 


$20,000,000 

0,  1 10, 000 

7,000,000 

105, 000. 000 

18,000.000 

30,000.000 

400.000 

8.0O).000 

4.600.000 

8,400,000 

6, 147, 000 

S,«0,000 

It;  000,000 

4^600.000 

80,720.000 

20,fil4,000 

9,000.000 

22,700.000 

84.400,000 

27,882.000 

9,270.000 

1^380,000 


Total 
miles 


1.300 

045 

1,000 

10,700 

1,400 

1,000 

1S3 
3.883 
1,100 
1,006 

442 

872 
1,000 
2,105 
7,184 
1,005 

601 
1,110 

830 
4,604 
1.81S 

8M 


Total  eirtl- 
mated  ooet 


$37,000,000 
1«.  (>4<l,  000 
39.  000,  000 

434.000.000 

66.000,000 

80,000,000 

4,800,000 

128.076,000 
21,0M,000 
16,80a000 

20,  no,  000 

30,535,000 

10,000,000 

100,700.000 

IIS.  105, 000 

88.164.000 

31.500,000 

43,300.000 

110.400,000 

164.664.000 

44,570,000 

1^68^000 


Bridges  to  be  widened 
or  rebuilt 


Number 


im 

13 


2,300 
000 

90 


75 

242 

45 

170 

627 

100 

1,316 

I,7»7 


C) 


m 
so 


218 

90 

4 


Estimated 
cost 


$8,000,000 

1,430.000 

6,500.000 

70,000,000 

16,0011,000 

6,000,000 

S.W.OOO 

11,250.000 

2,050,000 

1,400.000 

Z76S.00O 

9,300,000 

4,000,000 

7,300.000 

19.325,000 

IZ  921, 000 

2.200,000 

4,700,000 

(') 
9,784.000 
6,000.000 

i.060iooa 


Estimated 
grand  total 
oast,  roads 
and  bridges 


$45.  ono.  000 

10.470.000 

45,  .VXl.  OUO 

804,000.000 

81,000.000 

85,  UUO.  UUO 

6.150.000 

140.22.5.000 

24,00u^000 

16, 900, 000 

23,636,000 

20,835,000 

84,000.000 

108.010. 000 

132. 430,  (500 

6I.O<C'>.000 

33,  TOO.  (XJO 

48,000.000 

119,400.000 

164,338.000 

60,670,000 

9,636. 00$ 


>  iDcluded  under  roads. 
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i^  .m^^^^l         KJ^K. 


..>  /^...^^lo. 


f\f  nftttnnal  /tpf»nc/>     rwkcf  iVkO<fc     Inforcf^ofA  «»<uiiii»«»r«»o     on/1  tfie     )     1Dnii1/1    Ko    ^rlnaicln    or{i-ml<v<4    In    /^AATtncr    nHf>i    on«    enAntv    af,_ 
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Needed  reconstruction  on  main  or  principal  highways — Continued 


June  3 


State 


Should  be  rebuilt 


Miles 


-Mis!«DarL.._^ . 

Atonlana ^ .., 

Nrbreslia 

NeTsria 

New  Hampsbb* 

Kew  Jmfj  

New  Mexico 

New  York  ....- 

North  Carolina 

North  DakoU 

Ohio 

On* 

Pennsyl  van!*. . . . 
Kh(Mk  Itlaod  ... 
tHHiib  C'lUxtUna.. 
South  DakoU... 

Texas. .'.™1I 

Itah 

Vermont .„. 

VintiiiU  

Wa'ihinrton 

WMt  Vtrciaia.. 

Wisconsin 

Wyominc 

Total 


S.«3S 

1.700 

1.050 

4M 

000 

133 

44 

ZS83 
425 

4.423 

3,863 

47 

U4 

1.120 
127 
»3 

1.400 

MM) 

MO 

43 

777 

1.000 
8M 
400 

8,300 
230 


3S.857 


Estimated 
cost 


IfM.MZOOO 
42.  5(».000 
J->.  7.T0.0OO 
1I.2S0.<»0 

15. 000.  mx) 

12,000.000 

450.000 

129.  k-M.  OIW 

H.  .VX).  tMN) 

61.022.000 

33a  033. 000 

Z35a000 
27.i«0.00O 
73. 601).  000 

7. 910. 000 

5, 67.5.  OlX) 
16.000,000 
15,000.000 
17.  UOO.  OUO 

2,070,000 
28.48H.000 
25.000,000 

48.  o<n  ntw 

20.  OfO.  000 

119,01)0.000 

4.000,000 


1.  737,  101.  000 


Shoold  be  widened 


Miles 


aoo 


(•) 

100 
000 

rs 

822 

o 

600 

o 
o 

124 

294 

1,5.S0 

19 

1.048 

(»> 

400 

1,600 

591 

511 

2,000 

(') 

300 

1,U00 

75 


26,326 


EstimatAd 
cost 


KOOO.00O 

(») 

(') 

2.0iTO.OOO 

1000.000 

33.000.000 

4.150,000 


fi.  520, 000 
(«) 

"""'626.666 

7.OSO.000 
99. 97.5.  OCO 

I.ZVXOOO 
16. 375. 000 


a  000. 000 

24.  OlX).  000 

7.  av),  000 

7,406,000 
50,000.000 

(') 
4.500.000 
28,000.000 
500.000 


737,52^000 


Should  be  relocated 


MQes 


360 


700 
25 


290 
146 
(») 
406 

8 

847 

580 

1,000 

28 

200 

100 

f>00 

3.800 

71 

100 

1,!)00 

(«) 


500 
250 


21,377 


Estimated 
cost 


$14,400,000 
(«) 
10, 500. 000 
750,000 


7a  000, 000 
5,ooaooo 


13, 15a  000 

(•) 
(»> 

4Z  3.50.  000 

61, 1'i).  000 

60. 425. 000 

1.430.000 

7,100.000 

zooaooo 

21, 000. 000 

133.000,000 

2.380,000 

4.  000.  000 

30.000.  UOO 


25.000.000 
6.000.000 


1,008,008,000 


Total 


4,185 
l.TW 
1,750 

575 
1,500 

600 
1,012 

1.520 
4.423 
5,863 
1.018 
1,808 
3.730 

174 
1.543 
1.500 
1.600 
6.^50 

7tt5 
1.3M8 
4,000 

890 

700 
0.800 

555 


106,560 


Total  esti- 
mated cost 


185,  Oa  008 

4zsoaooo 

26,2Sa0OO 
14.000.000 
19.000.000 

115.000.000 
9.600.000 

129, 520. 000 
26.  170. 000 
61.922.000 

33a  033. 000 
45,320.000 
86,700.000 

243.00a  000 

la  500. 000 

29, 15a  000 
18.000,000 
44.00a  000 
174, 0U1, 000 
11,500.000 
39,804.000 

io5,ooaooo 

48,000.000 

24.  50a  000 

172. 000, 000 

9.500.000 


3.  500. 620, 000 


Bridges  to  be  widened 
or  rebuilt 


Number 


O 
100 
400 
20 
300 
450 
880 
124 

1.2S0 
180 

1.493 

760 

881 

780 

8 

181 

60 

373 

354 

30 

58 

3,000 

(') 
100 

4170 
80 


21.682 


Estlmatwl 
cost 


R00O.0OO 

6,ooaooo 

600,000 

8,ooaooo 
44.ooaooo 

4,500.000 

5,504.000 

17,000.000 

2,7oaooo 

17,378,000 

18,300,000 

0,000,000 

15,000.000 

45a  000 

aioaooo 
3.ooaoot 
i5,ooaooo 
lasoaooo 
i.fioaooo 

1. 519, 000 

aa  000, 000 

0) 

4.ooaooo 

2%  000,  000 

5oaooo 


444,476,000 


Estimat^Hl 
Krand  total 
cost,  roads 
and  bridges 


l85.04Z0no 
40.500,000 
31.2Sa000 
14.600.000 
27. 000.000 

150,000,000 
14. 100. 000 

135.024.000 
43. 17a  000 
64.C22.000 

347,401.000 
63.530.000 
BS,70aOOO 

258.000,000 
11. 04a  000 
35. 25a  000 

sa  000. 000 
fio,ooaooo 

184.  200.  000 
1.%  000,  000 
41,413,000 

1.35, 000, 000 
4h.  000,  000 
2S,  .VH),  OOO 

ISl,  000,  O'O 
10.  000.  UOO 


3. 945, 105,  000 


'  Inrlihle<l  iin<ler  n.ii'ls. 
'Included  m  column  1. 

_^M  intnium  mileage  involved  for  immediate  improvement  because  of  traffic  and  saTety  conditions  (prepared  by  the  American  Association  of  State  Hifhway  Officials,  Jan.  1, 


SXCONOAXT    OB   FCESER   ROAOS 

Many  Members  of  the  House,  I  know,  are  specially  Inter- 
ested, as  I  am,  in  the  improvement  of  secondary,  feeder,  and 
farm-to-market  roads.  FVsur  years  ago  the  Congress  made 
the  first  authorization  to  aid  the  States  in  improving  a  sys- 
tem of  secondary  roads.  The  amount  of  money  provided 
was  not  large  in  proportion  to  the  amount  needed,  but  it 
was  very  Important  in  establishing  a  policy  which  I  hope 
will  be  continued  through  the  years  to  come  until  all  our 
important  rural  roads  are  adequately  improved. 

And.  as  in  the  case  of  Federal  aid  for  primary  roads, 
started  20  years  earlier.  In  1916,  I  believe  that  Federal  assist- 
ance in  building  good  country  roads  will  also  result  in  each 
State  establishing  more  adequate  and  efficient  administra- 
tive machinery  to  deal  with  local  road  problems.  It  was  not 
expected  that  this  would  come  about  overnight,  and  it  has 
not.  But  unquestionably  more  serious  attention  Is  being  given 
to  secondary  reads  now  than  ever  before  in  our  Nation's  his- 
tory. And  greater  efforts  are  being  made  to  properly  co- 
ordinate^ the  work  of  Federal,  State,  and  local  officials  who 
have  responsibilities  in  connection  with  local  road  improve- 
ments. 

One  reason  that  the  regular  authorization  for  secondary 
roads  is  not  larger  now  is  that  large  sums  of  emergency 
work-relief  funds  are  being  expended  on  farm-to-market 
road  projects  of  the  Work  Projects  Administration,  and  the 
Federal  Government  is  making  a  very  substantial  contribu- 
tion in  that  way  to  the  solution  of  this  problem. 

CKAOS   CXOSSINCS 

The  bill  provides  for  continuation  of  the  program  of  elimi- 
nating hazards  to  life  at  railroad  grade  crossings.  Last  year 
over  14,000  grade  crossings  were  eliminated  or  protected  with 
Federal  funds,  for  which  State  matching  funds  were  not 
required.  But  there  still  remain  alwut  230.000  dangerous 
grade  crossings. 

•.1  «lCHT9-OF-WAT 

In  many  parts  of  the  country  the  difficulty  In  acquiring 
adequate  rights-of-way  in  the  proper  locations  is  the  greatest 
obstacle  to  highway  progress  at  this  time.  This  is  a  par- 
ticularly pressing  problem  in  and  near  the  large  centers  of 
population. 

There  is  an  urgent  need  for  new  methods  to  speed  up  and 
simplify  land-acquisition  procedure  and  to  provide  easier 
financing  of  the  initial  cash  outlay  which  must  be  nuule  when 
expensive  rights-of-vt'ay  are  acquired. 


A  variety  of  proposals  for  Federal  Government  assistance 
with  this  problem  has  been  carefully  studied  by  the  Roads 
Committee,  and  section  12  of  the  pending  bill  contains  the 
only  provision  which  could  be  agreed  upon.  It  specially  au- 
thorizes the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  make 
leans  to  the  States  for  right-of-way  purchases,  pursuant  to 
its  authority  under  existing  law,  and  provides  that  in  case  of 
default  on  such  a  loan  by  any  State  the  amount  in  default 
may  be  deducted  from  that  State's  Federal  aid  highway  ap- 
portionment. This  provision  applies  only  to  projects  eligible 
for  Federal  aid  and  approved  by  the  State  highway  depart- 
ment and  the  Public  Roads  Administration. 

PRESERVING    NATIHUL   BEAUTT 

Another  new  provision  in  the  bill  would  permit  limited  use 
of  Federal-aid  funds  for  purchase  of  adjacent  strips  of  land 
for  the  preservation  of  the  natural  beauty  through  which 
highways  are  built,  when  approved  by  the  Public  Roads  Ad- 
ministration. 

IXICHT    STRIPS 

Another  section  would  authorize  the  Commissioner  of  Pub- 
lic Roads  to  cooperate  with  any  State  in  rendering  engineer- 
ing and  technical  aid  in  connection  with  the  development  of 
strips  along  public  highways  for  landing  and  taking  off  of  air- 
craft. Such  services  and  advice  would  be  furnished  only  upon 
request  from  the  State.  This  does  not  give  any  authority  to 
use  any  highway  funds  for  air-field  construction  or  right-of- 
way  costs.  Only  technical  aid  and  advice  by  highway  engi- 
neers, in  connection  with  proper  development  of  emergency 
landing  areas,  an  activity  which  has  an  important  relation- 
ship to  preparations  for  national  defense. 

ROAO     USER     RXVENT7XS 

When  It  Is  considered  that  the  Federal  Government  col- 
lects each  year  about  $350  000,000  in  special  excise  taxes  on 
gasoline,  lubricating  oils,  tires,  tubes,  automobiles,  and  so 
forth,  which  are  paid  by  American  motorists,  in  addition  lo 
all  regular  taxes.  It  certainly  cannot  be  reasonably  contended 
that  the  expenditures,  or  investments,  of  less  than  $200.- 
000,000  a  year  in  the  regular  Federal  road  programs  are  ex- 
cessive. 

However.  I  do  not  think  we  should  emphasize  this  point  to 
the  extent  of  making  road-user  taxes  the  sole  justification  for 
Federal  participation  in  road  construction.  We  had  Federal 
aid  for  highways  for  16  years  before  we  had  any  Federal 
taxes  of  this  kind,  and  it  was  fully  justmed  on  the  grounds 
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reannunciate  a  poUcy  to  respect  to  loans  to  the  States  by  i  25  percent  there  was  grave  doubt  that  the  President  would 
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of  national  defense,  post  roads,  interstate  commerce,  and  the 
general  welfare. 

I  submit  for  the  Record  tables  showing  the  taxes  paid  by 
motor  vehicle  users  during  the  last  7  years,  and  expenditures 
on  the  State  highway  sjrstems  for  the  same  period. 

Taxes  paid  by  motor^vehicle  uaera,  1933-39 
(Prepared  by  tbe  American  Association  of  State  Hiebway  Officials) 


1      T«« 

State  taxes 

Federal  Uzas 

Total 

1S83. 
1814 



8815.107.000 

m.\  717.  Or» 

040.  AV>.  cno 
1.057,99&,000 
1,  1U5.  13i!.  000 
1, 175,  3n^  000 
11.300,000,000 

tl«7.a6».000 

2SH.  179.0(10 
25.'.,  1S9,  (100 
3B7,  S34. 000 
330,  004.  000 
311,  IW.OOO 
815. 82.%  000 

8BR2.17a,000 
1.17U806^000 

Na5. 

1,195,628,000 

1. 345.  Xa,  000 

U87. 



1,534.736.000 
1, 486, 399. 000 

mt. 

ToUI 

1.516.83^000 

7, 267,  592, 000 

1.064,303,000 

0,231,985.000 

1  Estimated. 

Diaburtement*  of  ntotor-vehicle-uaen'  taxes.  1933-39 
(Prepared  by  tbe  American  Association  of  Stale  Highway  Officials] 


1 

Total  motor- 

vehicle  users' 

taaas 

On  State  highway  system 

For  purpoWM 
other  than 
State  high- 
ways 

Ym 

From  State 
eolloctions 

From  Federal 
coUectioas 

na  

fUt2,17S.000 
1,171,998.000 
1. 195,(t2^a00 

1. 345.  mow 

1.931 738. 000 
1.48«,3M,nnO 
1,515,835,000 

S800, 702,000 
873. 959. 000 
033.  IIS. 000 
M2. 513. 000 
900.431.000 
038, 060, 000 
000.000.000 

$175,244,000 
317.815,000 
215.230.000 
828,638.000 
aw,  275. 000 
IW.  006, 000 
180,000.000 

$20aiM,000 

1W4 

1035 I 

MM 

1987.    

l«ai22,000 
347.270.000 
214.178,000 
368,030.000 

351.277.000 
375,825.000 

ToUI.  4 

9,231.085,000 

1^811,837,000 

1.882,277.000 

1080.871,000 

KoTK. — "for  other  purposes"  kiclades  State  funds  paid  to  oounties  and  cities  tor 
highways. 

THiri'T     imXION     AUTOMOBILXS 

Mr.  Speaker,  with  30.000  000  automobiles  in  the  United 
States  traveling  over  highways  with  speed  undreamed  of  a 
few  years  ago.  and  convejring  passengers  and  commerce  in 
numbers  and  quantities  almost  beyond  calculation,  the  trans- 
portation program  has  l)ecome  very  much  of  a  national 
concern. 

The  development  of  roads  has  been  fast,  but  the  develop- 
ment of  traflflc  has  been  much  faster.  Perhaps  jrou  have 
heard  of  the  fast  driver  who  said  to  the  guest  rider,  "That's 
an  attractive  village  we're  coming  to,  wasn't  it?" 

BALANCWD    BOAO-IMFSOVEMEMT    PBOCRAM    NECESSAXT 

Good  roads  are  necessary  for  the  general  welfare,  and  for 
the  postal  service,  national  defense,  and  interstate  commerce. 
It  is.  therefore,  our  patriotic  duty  to  have  a  plan  of  free 
highway  development,  and  a  balanced  improvement  program 
of  interregional,  primary,  and  secondary  roads  to  satisfy 
commercial  and  military  requirements. 

MO  ravoRmsM  ob  "pork" 

There  Is  no  opportimity  for  favoritism  in  the  apportion- 
ment of  Federal -aid  highway  funds.  The  amount  that  goes 
to  your  State  and  to  mine  is  not  determined  by  high-pressure 
tactics,  political  or  otiierwise.  The  Ck)ngress  has  established 
a  fair  formula  for  apportionments  on  a  basis  of  the  area, 
population,  and  road  mileage  of  each  State.  And  each  year, 
without  fear  or  favor,  there  is  measured  out  to  each  State 
its  pro  rata  share.  This  is  not  in  any  sense  "pork  barrel" 
legislation. 

TBAmc  SArrrr 

Safety  Is  an  important  factor  in  any  consideration  of  high- 
way legislation.  Safety  is  one  of  the  iMlmary  reasons  why 
each  year  the  Congress  appropriates  Federal  funds  to  aid 
in  building  better  and  safer  roads. 

Although  new  cars  and  new  roads  are  designed  for  the 
greatest  possible  safety,  there  is  still  an  appalling  death  toll 
in  traffic  accidents  of  almost  4  lives  every  hour,  90  every 
single  day.  2,700  a  month,  and  32,000  a  year. 

NATIOMAI,  DtrZKSK 

Finally,  concerned  as  we  all  are  with  plans  to  buUd  up  our 
national  defense,  let  us  keep  In  mind  that  without  good 
roads,  under  conditions  of  modern  warfare,  the  United  States 


would  be  seriously  crippled  in  dealing  with  any  enemy  at- 
tack. 

•nie  roads,  first  of  all,  will  serve  our  every-day  commer- 
cial needs,  but  no  Army  and  no  Navy  can  move  without  food 
and  supplies. 

It  is  generally  agreed  that  roads  are  as  necessary  a  part 
of  national  defense  as  guns  and  ammunition.  We  need 
roads  to  the  farms  where  the  food  is  produced.  We  need 
roads  to  the  factories  where  munitions  and  supplies  are 
made.  We  need  roads  so  our  defense  forces  can  be  trans- 
ported wherever  and  whenever  needed. 

OOMCLTTSIOK 

In  conclusion.  It  is  a  matter  of  Interest  to  all  to  rcallro 
that  the  funds  expended  for  roads  and  tnidges,  in  addition 
to  giving  employment  in  virtually  every  county  In  the  United 
States,  add  to  the  permanent  wealth  of  each  community, 
each  State,  and  the  Nation.  Our  highway  improvement  pro- 
grams are  l)eing  supervised  with  economy  and  integrity, 
which  should  be  a  source  of  great  satisfaction  to  all  high- 
way-minded citizens. 

Roads  have  continuously  played  stellar  roles  in  the  dra- 
matic history  of  the  world.  Once  the  trails  of  buffalo  and 
pioneers,  roads  are  now  the  channels  through  which  pass 
the  energies  and  progress  of  great  nations.  As  they  serve 
our  America  In  its  forward  drive  to  greater  progress,  peace 
and  prosperity,  so  also  will  they  serve  us,  if  we  are  forc«d  to 
stop  and  defend  what  we  have  built.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  WOLCX)TT.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speakei*.  we  are  told  that  all  legislation  is  a  matter  of 
compromise,  and  so  it  Is  with  this  bill.  This  bill,  in  its  pur- 
pose. Is  not  any  different  than  the  bills  we  have  passed  every 
2  years  since  about  1921.  We  have  missed  only  once  passing 
a  Federal  highway  bill.  It  Is  a  bill  which  is  very  popular 
among  the  Members  of  Congress  because  of  the  job  that  is 
done  under  it. 

The  reason  the  bill  Is  brought  up  at  this  particular  time 
under  a  suspension  of  the  rules  is  that  there  is  no  organized 
opposition  to  it,  and  it  is  necessary  to  pass  the  bill  at  this  time 
in  order  that  the  State  legislatures  may  set  up  their  programs. 
The  legislatures  of  almost  all  the  States  meet  In  January. 
I  believe  there  are  only  four  or  five  legislatures  which 
do  not  meet  this  coming  January.  Unless  this  bill  is  passed 
at  this  session  of  Congress,  it  is  doubtful  whether  the  States 
can  take  full  advantage  of  the  Federal  highway  program. 

In  the  report  is  a  list  of  allocations  which  will  give  the 
Meml)ers  information  concerning  the  amount  each  State  will 
get.  I  have  said  that  all  legislation  Is  a  matter  of  compromise. 
We  have  reasonable  assurance  that  with  the  amendment  as 
adopted  by  the  committee,  the  bill  will  become  law  at  this  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  because  all  objections  wiilch  might  other- 
wise be  made  to  the  bill  will  be  withdrawn.  So  in  computing 
the  amount  which  your  State  will  receive  as  an  allocation 
under  this  bill,  of  course  It  will  be  necessary  to  reduce  the 
amount  by  25  percent,  because  the  committee  has  agreed  to 
make  a  horizontal  cut  of  25  percent  in  all  the  authorizations 
to  this  bill.        J 

I  have  said  this  bill  is  a  very  popular  bill,  and  it  is.  The 
chairman  has  reviewed  the  bill,  and,  as  usual,  has  given 
you  all  toformation  necessary  to  a  full  understanding  of  it. 
It  might  be  called  a  bill  to  relieve  unemployment,  because 
It  is  rightfully  said  that  over  90  cents  of  every  dollar  which 
is  spent  for  highway  construction  gives  employment. 

Every  cent  of  money  to  this  bill  is  earmarked  for  a  par- 
ticular purpose.  If  there  Is  any  question  about  this  authori- 
zation not  being  to  keeping  with  any  present  program.  I 
might  say  that  this  authorization  is  for  the  fiscal  years  1942 
and  1943.  We  are  always  2  years  ahead  on  this  program 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  State  legislatures  have  to  lay  out 
their  programs  in  accordance  with  the  authorizations  which 
are  in  our  highway  bill. 

There  is  only  one  important  new  feature  In  highway  con- 
struction which  we  toclude  to  this  bill  differing  from  prevous 
highways  acts,  and  that  Is  section  12  of  the  bill.  Hereto- 
fore the  States  have  had  to  acqure  right-of-way  without  any 
assistance  frtHn  the  Federal  Government,  and  under  this 
bill  they  will  still  have  to  acquire  the  right-of-way,  but  we 
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to  bring  up  the  bill  in  the  regular  manner  it  would  have  i  Every  State  has  its  own  peculiar  kind  of  roadside  scenic 
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reannunclate  a  policy  In  respect  to  loans  to  the  States  by 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  CorporaUon  for  that  purpose. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  3  additional 

minutes. 

The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  for  a  good  many 
years  has  had  authority  to  make  loans  for  acquiring  right- 
of-way.  There  was  some  question  about  this,  however,  and 
so  we  reannunciated  in  this  bill  a  policy  by  which  the  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation  is  authorized — not  directed, 
but  authorized — to  make  loans  to  States  and  municipalities 
for  acquiring  right-of-way.  These  loans  may  be  secured  in 
almost  any  manner  that  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration demands.  They  may  be  secured  against  revenue, 
against  taxes  collected  from  weight  of  vehicles,  license  taxes, 
and  gasoline  taxes,  or  in  any  other  manner  that  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  sees  fit.  We  think  that  this 
provision  In  the  law  will  so  broaden  the  program  that  each 
and  every  State  will  be  enabled  to  take  up  its  allocation. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield  for  a  question  about  the  sjrstem  of  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  in  lending  money? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman  stated  that  they 
lend  to  the  States  and  municipalities.  Does  that  mean  that 
every  loan  must  have  the  State  back  of  it  or  will  some  of 
them  be  made  direct  to  mimlcipalitles? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  These  allotments  are  made  to  the  States 
and  the  States  distribute  them,  with  the  approval  of  the 
FMeral  Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  and  the  Federal  Bureau  cf 
Public  Roads  does  no  business  whatsoever  directly  with  a 
municipality.  It  does  business  through  the  State  highway 
commission  or  whatever  other  body  is  set  up  for  superin- 
tending the  construction  of  highways  within  the  State. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  In  other  words,  we  could  meet 
ftny  such  objection  by  the  statement  that  we  are  not  going 
to  make  any  loan  to  any  municipality. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  That  is  right.  We  make  them  to  the 
State  in  accordance  with  agreements  which  are  entered  into 
between  the  municipalities  and  the  State  or  any  other  set-up 
which  they  agree  upon  within  the  State. 
^  Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield  for 
^^-^e  further  question,  how  are  you  going  to  make  the  25- 
percent  reduction? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.     Horizontally. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Is  that  language  Included  in  the 
bill? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Yes.  On  page  7  of  the  report  there  is 
set  forth  the  different  things  for  which  this  money  is  au- 
thorized aggregating  $238,000,000.  If  you  take  each  one  of 
those  figures  and  subtract  25  percent,  that  will  be  the  figure 
that  will  be  authorized  if  the  committee  amendment  is 
adopted. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    I  notice  in  section  2  there  is  an 
impropriation  made  for  farm-to-market   roads  or  country 
\  roads.    Is  that  in  keeping  with  the  usual  amount  appropri- 
ated heretofore? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Yes;  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  will  be 
$3,750,000  more  than  we  provided  for  1940-41,  even  after  the 
25-percent  deduction  is  made. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  2  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  jrleld  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  wish  to  compliment  the 
gentleman  and  his  committee  for  bringing  in  this  splendid  biU. 
I  would  like  to  inquire  what  reason  was  assigned  for  making 
the  horizontal  cut  of  25  percent  In  this  appropriation  or 
authorization. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    Well,  a  compromise  between  the  majority 
•     and  the  minority,  with  the  understanding,  or  my  understand- 
ing at  least,  that  if  25  percent  was  cut  from  the  bill  it  would 
be  enapted  into  law  at  this  session,  and  if  it  was  not  cut  by 


25  percent  there  was  grave  doubt  that  the  President  would 
sign  the  bill. 

Mr.  GILCHRIST.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GILCHRIST.  Does  the  25  percent  apply  to  the 
apportionment  shown  on  page  4  of  the  report  or  only  the 

figures  on  page  7? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  You  must  take  the  apportionments 
shown  on  pages  3  and  4  and  cut  25  percent  from  all  of 
them  and  then  you  will  have  the  figure  that  your  particular 
State  wUl  be  allotted  under  this  bill.  Of  course,  it  would 
apply  to  that  because  this  allocation  is  based  upon  the  orig- 
inal figure  of  $125,000,000.  So,  by  cutting  25  percent  off  the 
total  allocation,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  allocations  to  the 
several  States  will  be  cut  proportionately. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morr], 

Mr.  MOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  every  2  years  for  more  than  20 
years  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  have 
heard  a  discussion  of  a  Federal-aid  road  authorization  bill, 
and  every  2  years  for  more  than  20  years  the  House  and  the 
Senate  have  passed  such  a  bill  and  it  has  become  law.  This 
system  of  road  building  in  the  United  States  is  so  well  estab- 
lished, so  thoroughly  approved  both  by  the  Congress  and  the 
country  that  I  am  sure  at  this  time  no  argument  is  needed 
for  the  advancement  of  the  bill  now  before  us — H.  R.  9575. 
the  Federal  Highway  Act  of  1940. 

The  building  and  maintenance  of  roads  in  the  United  States 
is  no  longer  a  local  matter.  It  is  no  longer  even  a  State 
matter.  It  has  long  since  become  a  national  matter  and  it 
Is  rapidly  becoming  an  international  matter. 

No  money  appropriated  by  the  Congress  serves  a  more 
useful  purpose  than  that  which  the  Federal  Government 
spends  upon  the  building  and  maintenance  of  roads.  And 
the  building  and  maintenance  of  roads  is  not  only  one  of 
the  most  useful  of  aU  governmental  activities,  but  it  is  the 
only  activity  of  the  Federal  Government  which  pays  its 
own  way.  For  years  road  building  has  been  and  is  now 
carried  on  through  a  special  tax.  Roads  are  built  and  main- 
tained from  gasoline  and  other  automotive  sales  and  excise 
taxes,  so  that  the  road  users  of  the  country  pay  the  entire 
expense  of  road  building  and  maintenance,  and  they  pay 
for  it  in  direct  proportion  to  the  actual  use  they  make  of  the 
roads. 

As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Roads,  it  has  always 
been  my  contention  that  the  Federal  Government  should 
exp3nd  for  road  building,  in  the  several  States,  every  year, 
at  least  as  much  as  it  collects  from  the  road  users  of  the 
country  through  the  gasoline  and  other  automotive  sales 
taxes  which  the  Federal  Government  imposes.  I  think  that 
would  be  fair  and  proper.  The  fact  is.  however,  that  while 
the  Federal  Government  spends  less  than  $200,000,000  a  year 
for  roads,  it  collects  in  gasoline  and  automotive  sales  taxes 
from  the  road  users  more  than  $350,000,000  a  year.  The 
Government  thus  derives  a  net  profit  from  the  Federal  sales 
taxes  paid  by  the  road  users  of  $150,000,000  per  year. 

A  question  has  been  asked  why  the  committee  saw  fit  to 
reduce  the  bill  this  year  by  25  percent.  Originally,  as  it  was 
reported  out  of  our  committee,  it  carried  an  authorization  of 
$238,000,000  a  year  for  the  next  2  years.  Let  me  say  in  the 
first  place  that  I  was  opposed  and  still  am  opposed  to  any 
reduction  whatever  in  the  1940  bill.  l)ecause  I  think  that 
$238,000,000  is  the  minimum  which  ought  to  be  authorized. 
There  are  a  number  of  reasons,  however,  why  a  majority  of 
the  committee  came  to  the  decision  that  some  reduction  in 
that  amount  should  be  made.  One  reason  was  that  we  are 
at  present  in  a  national  emergency  which  is  requiring  huge 
expenditures  for  national  defense,  and  that  a  majority  of 
the  committee  were  convinced  that  if  the  1940  authorization 
carried  as  much  as  $238,000,000,  the  President  would  not 
sign  this  bill.  In  fact  he  did  threaten  to  veto  the  bill  if  it 
carried  more  than  $100,000,000.  My  own  opinion  is  that  a 
$238,000,000  road  bill  could  have  been  passed  over  the  Presi- 
dent's veto.    The  trouble  is,  however,  that  if  we  had  waited 
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pracUcaHy  on  a  par  with  our  1938  bill.    Ibat  action  was  i  matter  of  farm-to-markct  roads  and  highways  generally 
hv  unanimous  vote.    I  think  it  is  imperaUve  that  we  pass  this      as  a  No.   1  item  for  national  defense.     To   that  I  wish 
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to  bring  up  the  bill  in  the  regular  manner  it  would  have 
been  so  close  to  the  time  of  adjotumment  that  the  President 
could  have  given  it  a  pocket  veto  after  adjournment,  thus 
depriving  us  of  the  opportunity  of  undertaking  to  pass  it 
over  the  veto. 

The  committee  decided,  therefore,  to  do  the  most  practical 
thing  in  the  circumstances.  We  reached  an  agreement  with 
those  who  control  the  procedure  on  the  majority  side  that  If 
the  original  authorization  were  reduced  by  25  percent  the 
bill  would  be  called  up  immediately  under  suspension  of  the 
rules,  and  they  also  undertook  to  give  us  reasonable  assiu"- 
ance  that  if  this  bill  were  passed  that  it  would  become  law. 
That  is  the  reason  the  biU  comes  before  the  House  under 
suspension.  I  think  the  strategy  of  the  committee  was  the 
proper  and  practical  strategy,  and  in  the  circumstances  I 
think  the  compromise  was  Justified. 

I  do  not  say  the  President  will  not  veto  this  bill,  which,  in 
Its  amended  form,  carries  an  authorization  of  approximately 
$200,000,000  per  year,  because  the  President  has  never  with- 
drawn his  threat  to  veto  any  road  bill  which  carried  more 
than  $100,000,000.  But  I  do  say  that  this  bill,  under  our 
agreement,  will  be  passed  in  time  to  compel  the  President,  if 
he  does  veto  it,  to  do  so  while  the  Congress  is  still  in  session. 
It  will  prevent  him  frcnn  giving  it  a  pocket  veto.  And  I  say, 
further,  that  if  the  President  does  veto  this  bill  we  can  pass 
It  over  his  veto. 

P^)r  the  Congress  to  refuse  to  pass  a  Federal-aid  highway 
authorization  bill  this  year  would  be  one  of  the  most  serious 
mistakes  that  could  possibly  be  made.  It  would  disrupt 
and  throw  out  of  gear  the  highway  program  of  every  State  in 
the  Union.  Directly  it  would  throw  tens  of  thousands  of  men 
out  of  employment  and  put  them  on  the  relief  rolls.  In  some 
States  it  would  bring  road  building  to  a  virtual  stop  at  a  time 
when  not  only  the  economic  welfare  but  the  national  defense 
demands  that  the  road-building  program  of  every  State  be 
carried  out  in  a  proper,  orderly  manner,  such  as  for  years 
has  obtained  under  our  well-established  Federal-aid  highway 
policy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  1940  road  bill,  like  those  of  1938  and  1936, 
not  only  provides  Federal  aid  for  the  regular  State  highway 
systems,  but  it  also  includes  large  authorizations  of  Federal 
money  to  secondary  roads,  farm-to-market  roads,  rural-frec- 
delivery  mail  roads,  and  public-school  bus  routes,  which  are 
indispensable  to  the  farmers  of  the  country  and  without  wliich 
the  farmers  could  hardly  exist  in  this  modem  age.  Without 
this  Federal  aid.  all  of  which  is  financed  by  the  taxes  paid  by 
the  road  users  themselves,  it  would  be  impossible  for  any  but 
the  most  wealthy  States  to  build  the  farm-to-market  roads 
and  the  school-bus  roads  which  we  now  have. 

This  bill  also  includes  Federal  funds  for  forest  roads,  for 
roads  In  national  parks  and  over  the  public  domain,  and  Fed- 
eral funds  for  roads  of  this  class  are  not  required  to  be 
matched  by  the  States.  Some  objection  has  been  heard  to 
this,  but  I  think  the  objection  is  not  well  taken.  The  reason 
matching  by  the  States  is  not  required  for  building  roads 
through  our  national  forests  and  parks  and  on  the  public  do- 
main is  that  these  areas  are  the  property  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  not  of  the  States,  and,  obviously,  the  Govern- 
ment should  pay  the  entire  expense  of  constructing  roads 
upon  its  own  property. 

I  am  particularly  happy  that  in  the  1940  bill  the  Roads 
Committee,  of  which  I  am  very  proud  to  be  a  member,  adopted 
an  amendment  which  I  have  advocated  for  a  long  time.  The 
amendment  which  I  offered  in  committee  permits  the  States 
to  use  Federal-aid  highway  funds  to  purchase  strips  of  land 
along  the  roadside  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  the  natural 
beauty  of  the  country  through  which  the  highways  are  con- 
structed, and  It  allows  the  use  of  not  exceeding  5  percent  of 
the  State's  apportionment  without  the  necessity  of  matching 
it  with  State  funds.  This  provision  will  enable  the  States 
for  the  first  time  to  undertake  a  program  of  preserving  the 
magnificent  stands  of  virgin  timber  which  line  many  of  the 
highways  in  States  like  my  own  State  of  Oregon.  These  for- 
ests which  border  the  highways  are  an  inspiration  not  only  to 
ourselves  but  to  all  those  from  other  States  who  visit  us. 
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Every  State  has  its  own  peculiar  kind  of  roadside  scenic 
beauty.  All  of  it  should  be  preserved.  This  amendment  will 
enable  us,  with  Federal  aid,  to  keep  that  beauty  and  grandeur 
for  all  time.  I  am  very  grateful.  Indeed,  to  my  colleagues  of 
the  Roads  Committee  for  adopting  the  amendment,  which  I 
am  sure  will  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  Congress  and 
the  country. 

While  this  road  bill  benefits  every  State  alike,  it  Is  of 
particular  value  to  the  land-grant  States.  Those  are  the 
11  western  States  in  which  the  FederrJ  Government  owns 
such  a  large  percentage  of  thie  total  area.  In  my  own  State 
of  Oregon  the  Government  owns  54  percent  of  all  the  land. 
We  are  not  allowed  to  tax  that  Federal  land,  and  so  we  are 
obliged  to  see  to  it  that  the  Government  reimburses  us  in 
some  measure  for  our  tax  loss.  The  building  of  roads 
through  our  national  forests  and  public  domain  by  the  Gov- 
ernment is  one  method  of  reimbursement.  Without  it  we 
could  not  build  the  roads  we  need— roads  that  are  used  con- 
stantly not  only  by  us  but  by  the  thousands  of  people  from 
other  States  who  visit  us  every  year.  Our  population  is 
small,  our  road  mileage  is  necessarily  great,  and,  of  course, 
we  have  a  huge  area  which  must  be  served  by  roads. 

In  the  report  of  the  committee  which  lies  before  you  you 
will  find  a  table  showing  what  each  State  will  receive  from 
this  1940  road  bill  for  the  next  2  fiscal  years.  I  think  you 
will  be  interested  in  that,  and  I  think  you  will  realize  that 
without  this  money  your  own  State  could  never  have  built 
the  roads  it  now  has.  Please  remember  also  that  the  amount 
■  of  money  appearing  opposite  the  name  of  your  State  is  not 
money  which  the  general  taxpayer  is  giving  you.  It  is  your 
share  of  the  money  which  all  the  road  users  of  the  country 
have  contributed  through  their  payment  of  Federal  gasoline 
and  other  automotive  sales  taxes. 

My  own  State  will  receive  from  this  bill,  even  with  the 
compromise  reduction  I  mentioned  at  the  beginning,  about 
$4,000,000  per  year,  which  is  approximately  the  same  amoimt, 
or  a  little  more,  than  the  amount  authorized  by  the  last  road 
bill  in  1938.  The  entire  amount  authorized  by  the  bill  for 
the  48  States  is  Just  imder  $200,000,000,  which  slightly  ex- 
ceeds the  amounts  actually  appropriated  for  the  years  1939 
and  1940.  It  will  enable  each  of  your  States  to  ctirry  on  the 
same  amoimt  of  road  work  that  was  undertaken  in  the  past 
2  years,  and,  what  is  more  important,  it  will  keep  the  high- 
way program  of  your  State  Intact  for  the  next  2  years  and 
will  insure  the  continuous  employment  of  thousands  of  men 
who  otherwise  would  have  to  be  laid  off. 

Now,  in  conclusion,  may  I  say  this  for  the  Roads  Commit- 
tee: Having  brought  in  a  road  bill  imder  the  most  diflicult 
circumstances,  having  overcome  all  objections  so  far  as  the 
House  is  concerned,  and  having  won  for  all  of  you  and  for  ; 
your  States  a  strategic  victory  in  bringing  up  the  bill  under  ^ 
suspension  of  the  rules  so  as  to  preclude  the  possibility  of  a  . 
pocket  veto  from  the  President,  I  trust  that  every  one  of  you 
will  stand  by  the  committee.    The  amount  authorized  by  this  ! 
bill  can  be  justified  from  the  angle  of  national  defense  alone,  j 
for  in  national  defense  there  is  nothing  more  important  than 
good  roads  in  the  United  States.    Since  this  bill  is  now  up 
for  your  consideration  under  suspension  of  the  rules,  it  will 
require  a  two-thirds  vote  to  pass  it.    I  believe  that  this  bill 
will  pass  the  House  by  a  great  deal  more  than  a  two-thirds 
majority.    I  even  venture  to  hope  that  there  will  not  be  one 
single  vote  cast  against  it.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Warrkn]. 

Mr.  WARREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  most  of  us  agree  that  this 
is  the  most  popular  form  of  Federal  aid  and  I  certainly 
think  it  is  the  best  money  along  that  line  that  we  appro- 
priate. In  1936  we  reported  out  the  highest  Federal  aid 
road  building  biU  in  history,  carrying  $238,000,000  a  year. 
In  1938  we  brought  out  a  much  lower  bill.  As  has  been 
stated  by  the  preceding  speakers,  the  committee  at  first 
brought  out  this  bill  on  the  basis  of  the  1936  bill.  As 
strong  as  I  am  for  roads,  as  strongly  as  I  have  supported 
this  measure  in  the  past,  I  fully  agree  vsrlth  the  subsequent 
action  of  the  committee  in  reducing  the  bill  and  putting  it 
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pracUcmHy  on  a  par  with  our  1938  bill.  .  That  action  was 
by  unanimous  vote.  I  think  it  is  imperaUve  that  we  pass  this 
bill  at  this  session.  With  the  present  unsettled  state  of 
thiwf*  it  we  should  let  this  bill  go  over  for  another  session 
It  might  be  that  the  whole  Pederal-aid  system  wUl  finally 
be  destroyed.  We  would  then  see  all  of  the  States  driven 
to  W.  P.  A.  and  making  a  25  percent  contribution  for  some- 
thing we  must  admit  is  very  inferior  to  the  present  type  of 
roads  we  are  gettixi«.  and  I  voice  the  opinion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Oregon  (Mr.  Morrl  that  this  bill  ought  to  go 
through  without  a  single  vote  being  cast  against  it.  (Ap- 
plause. J 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  (Mr.  Cask]. 

NATIONAL-OKTSMSS    HIGHWATS 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  IDakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  has  well 
been  said,  it  Is  important  that  this  bill  be  passed  at  this 
time  In  order  that  the  State  legislatures  may  take  appro- 
priate action.  It  is  also  important  that  the  bill  be  passed 
at  this  time  that  the  Budget  may  give  consideration  to  the  au- 
thorizations herein  proposed  for  the  next  fiscal  year  in  order 
that  the  Appropriations  Subcommittee  for  Independent  Offices 
may  have  the  estimates  and  justifications  when  it  prepares 
the  regular  supply  bill  next  winter.  The  bill  for  the  inde- 
pendent agencies  which  now  appropriates  for  the  Federal 
Works  Agency,  in  which  the  Public  Roads  Administration 
Is  now  incorporated,  generally  brings  on  its  bill  early  In  the 
session.  It  was  first  of  the  regular  supply  bills  at  the  present 
aesslon.  So.  for  that  reason  also.  It  is  impcxtant  that  the 
bill  be  passed  at  this  time. 

Mention  has  been  made  of  the  value  of  good  roads  to  na- 
Uoiud  defense.  It  should  be  pointed  out  that  this  bill  makes 
a  special  effort  in  that  direction.  I  refer  to  the  provision 
which  makes  it  possible  for  a  State's  unmatched  allotments 
of  primary  and  secondary  Pederal-aid  moneys  to  be  used  on 
primary  and  secondary  roads  that  have  special  values  for 
national  defense. 

The  requirements,  as  set  forth  In  the  bill.  Include  that 
a  State  must  have  used  all  of  the  proceeds  from  its  special 
taxes  on  motor-vehicle  users  for  highway  purposes.  Not 
only  must  all  of  the  proceeds  go  for  this  purpose,  but  the 
State  Itself  must  control  the  expenditure  of  at  least  90  per- 
cent of  such  revenues.  If  these  conditions  are  met,  and  the 
State  la  still  unable  to  match  its  full  allotments,  the  immatched 
balances  may  be  expended  without  matching  on  highwaj^ 
approved  for  their  defense  values. 

It  win  be  recogniaed,  of  course,  that  this  provision  will 
benefit  all  of  the  road  demands  within  a  State.  The  roads 
approved  for  their  military  values  will  doubtless  be  roads 
that  would  have  a  high  priority  on  any  building  program. 
Until  they  are  completed,  the  demcuid  for  them  is  bound  to 
delay  completion  of  road  systems  in  other  parts  of  the 
States.  With  them  taken  care  of  under  the  terms  of  this 
bill,  money  that  would  have  been  used  on  them  will  be  used 
on  other  parts  of  a  State's  system. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  discuss  the  need  of  such  a  provision 
with  Mr.  Thomas  H.  MacDonald,  Commissioner  of  the  Public 
Roads  Administration,  several  weeks  ago,  and  subsequently  to 
appear  before  the  Conunlttee  on  Roads  in  support  of  such  a 
section  In  the  bill.   I  am  glad  to  see  It  here  today. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Commissioner  and  the  House  Committee 
on  Roads  have  developed  a  constructive  philosophy  for  the 
bulling  of  highways  in  America.  You  cannot  discuss  these 
matters  with  them  and  escape  that  convlctiOD.  I  predict 
that  when  the  history  of  the  twenties  and  the  thirties — and 
I  trust,  the  forties — is  written,  high  credit  in  the  making  of 
America  will  be  given  to  these  people  who  put  good  roads 
atwve  pressure  and  partisanship  and  speculation,  sind  saw 
In  a  national  system  of  highways  unity,  defense,  and  national 
progress. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  jrield  the  balance  of  my 
time,  3*^2  minutes,  to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  (Mr. 

STTTAIf]. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  other  day  when  we  had 
before  us  the  naval  Ull  I  took  the  floor  and  discussed  the 


matter  of  farm-to-market  roads  and  highways  preneraDy 
as  a  No.  1  item  for  national  defense.  To  that  I  wish 
to  add  that  in  my  State  the  building  of  farm-to-market 
roads  and  highways  provides  the  greatest  source  of  em- 
ployment for  our  unemployed  people.  Further  than  this 
I  shall  not  discuss  the  merits  of  road  building  as  a  national- 
defense  measure  for  the  reason  that  I  want  to  preserve  my 
time  to  say  something  about  our  procedure  hfere. 

I  feel  that  this  bill  should  be  passed  by  a  unanimous  vote  of 
this  House  because  or  the  necessity  of  its  speedy  enactment 
into  law  in  order  to  keeo  up  the  orderly  method  of  road 
construction  as  has  been  done  these  many  years  and  because 
it  will  fit  into  our  plan  for  a  mechanized  and  motorized 
defense  army. 

We  are  told  here  by  other  speakers  that  the  committee 
reached  a  compromise  by  reducing  the  amount  for  Federal 
aid  for  highwajrs  25  percent  in  all  items  because  there  was 
a  threat  that  this  bill  would  be  vetoed  if  such  a  reduction 
was  not  made.  Intimations  are  made  that  there  is  some 
assurance  that  the  veto  will  not  come  if  the  reductions  are 
made.  No  one  knows  now  what  will  be  done  with  the 
bill  when  it  reaches  the  other  end  of  the  Capitol.  It  will 
require  a  two- thirds  vote  to  pass  this  bill  under  the  open 
rule  under  which  we  have  it  here  now.  We  cannot  amend 
this  bill  under  the  rule.  We  have  to  vote  for  or  against  it, 
and  in  order  to  save  what  the  committee  has  brought  to  us 
I  am  ready  f<K-  a  record  vote  if  the  House  so  desires  in  order 
to  put  the  administration  on  notice  that  so  far  as  this  House 
Is  concerned,  we  are  for  the  continuation  of  the  orderly 
method  of  highway  construction. 

I  cannot  let  this  opportunity  pass  without  thanking  the 
members  of  the  committee  for  giving  an  increased  amount  of 
consideration  to  the  item  for  secondary  or  farm -to -market 
roads.  Even  with  the  25-percent  cut,  we  have  an  authoriza- 
tion here  of  over  $18,000,000  for  secondary  roads  which  is  over 
$3,000,000  more  for  farm-to-market  roads  than  we  had  in  the 
previous  bill.  This,  with  what  the  Work  Projects  Admin- 
istration will  allot  for  the  farm -to- market  road  work,  should 
give  us  a  continuance  of  work  on  roads  ^hich  must  be  made 
all-weather  roads  in  order  that  eventually  there  will  be  no 
avoidable  delay  between  the  sources  of  raw  materials  and 
food  supplies  and  our  markets  and  the  consuming  sections  of 
our  country.  I  hope  Mr.  Speaker,  when  the  vote  is  taken  on 
this  bill,  it  will  be  a  imanimous  vote  and  that  the  legislation 
will  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  Senate  and  the  Chief 
Executive.     ( Applause.! 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  (Mr.  Elliott]. 
rEDnAL  Am  roa  highwats 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  year  there  has  been  a 
strong  demand  that  Congress  increase  the  amounts  author- 
ized to  adequately  finance  the  growing  traffic  needs  of  the 
country.  The  House  Committee  on  Roads,  of  which  I  am  a 
member,  has  had  this  matter  under  consideration  since  Jan- 
uary and  on  April  29  favorably  reported  H.  R.  9575.  a  new 
2-year  Pederal-aid  highway  authorization  bill.  The  new 
measure  reported  at  that  time  restored  the  authorizations  to 
the  1938-39  level  of  $238,000,000.  However,  the  Road  Com- 
mittee was  called  in  special  session  on  May  29  and  at  that 
meeting  recommended  that  the  above-named  amount  be  re- 
duced 25  percent.  At  that  meeting  I  opposed  the  reduction 
of  25  percent  and  believe  that  the  amount  to  be  authorized 
should  be  $238,000,000  as  previously  approved. 

As  stated,  for  the  fiscal  years  1938-39  Congress  authorized 
Federal  aid  for  highways  to  the  extent  of  $238,000,000  for 
each  ye&r.  For  the  fiscal  years  194(y-41  the  authorizations 
were  reduced  to  approximately  $175,000,000  for  each  year  and 
now  we  propose  a  total  of  $178,500,000  for  each  year. 

In  considering  the  bill  we  should  not  get  the  Impression 
that  Congress  is  generous  in  the  matter,  for  we  must  keep  In 
mind  the  fact  that  the  Federal  Government  collects  over 
$350,000,000  a  year  in  highway-user  taxes,  such  as  the  Federal 
gasoline  tax  of  1  cent  a  gallon.  It  Is  only  logical  for  the 
highway  user  to  receive  a  return  on  his  Investment.    It  is  only 
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reasonable  that  the  money  be  pays  be  used  to  keep  the  high- 
ways modem  and  safe. 

Another  reason  for  not  curtailing  our  highway  program  Is 
unemployment.  We  know  that  1  out  of  every  7  persons  in 
this  country  are  employed  in  the  business  and  industry  of 
highway  transportation.  Also,  many  large  industries  and 
many  small  businesses  depend,  directly  or  indirectly,  upon 
road  building. 

Legislation  is  now  being  drafted  proposing  a  taxation  pro- 
gram. It  is  icnown  that  in  that  measure  there  will  be  pro- 
vision for  an  additional  tax  on  gasoline  of  one-half  cent  per 
gallon.  It  has  been  said,  "Roads  rank  in  importance  with 
the  soldier  and  his  weapons  as  elements  in  the  national  de- 
fense." Adequate  preparedness  lies  in  swift  mobility  and 
rapid  concentration  of  fire  power.  The  Army  is  more  and 
more  mechanized  and  motorized.  The  importance  of  good 
roads  to  the  success  of  national  defense  is  obvious.  Highways 
built  for  peacetime  purposes  will  serve  the  needs  of  national 
defense.  We  cannot  expect  our  various  States  to  go  ahead 
with  needed  highway  improvements  without  Federal  aid.  and 
the  States  have  a  right  to  expect  that  in  this  national  emer- 
gency the  Federal  Government  should  continue  the  highway- 
aid  program  even  to  a  greater  extent  than  in  an  ordinary 
peacetime  program. 

The  1-cent  gasoline  tax  which  the  Federal  Government 
collects  in  California  puts  into  the  National  Treasury  from 
$17,000,000  to  $18,000,000  every  year.  There  is  still  a  wide 
discrepancy  between  the  amount  of  Federal  gasoline  taxes 
paid  by  California  motorists  and  the  sum  authorized  for  Fed- 
eral aid  to  California  highways. 

Forty  and  seven-tenths  percent  of  the  total  area  of  Cali- 
fornia consists  of  public  lands,  national  forests,  or  other  reser- 
vations wholly  under  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Government. 
Of  the  99.560  miles  of  rural  reads,  10,723  miles  are  under  ex- 
clusive control  of  the  Federal  Government  and  9,220  miles  are 
Pederal-aid  or  forest-highway  and  developed  roads  which  the 
Federal  Government  controls  jointly  with  State  or  local 
authority. 

There  were  2,807,573  motor  vehicles  registered  in  California 
in  1939.  It  is  estimated  this  number  will  approximate  3,750,- 
000  by  1950.  An  average  of  3,015  persons  have  been  killed 
and  50,942  injured  per  year  from  1936  to  1938  in  motor-vehicle 
accidents. 

There  are  approximately  15,000  crossings  of  railroad  and 
highways  in  the  State;  only  600  of  these  are  grade  separa- 
tions. There  are  5,361  grade  crossings  which  have  an  acci- 
dent record.  An  average  of  181  persons  are  killed  and  777 
injured  in  accidents  at  these  crossings  each  year.  It  is  esti- 
mated the  cost  of  grade  separation  for  the  262  crossings  hav- 
ing the  highest  record  for  accidents,  deaths,  and  injury,  will 
be  $50,000,000. 

Over  3,000  miles  of  the  State  highway  system  is  below  safe 
standard  as  to  sight  distance  and  some  2.500  miles  has  grades 
which  restrict  the  normal  movement  of  heavy  outfits.  There 
are  6,500  miles  of  road  and  725  bridges  with  a  traveled  way 
width  of  less  than  20  feet.  The  safety  of  28  percent  of  traffic 
on  these  rural  State  highways  is  effected  thereby;  368  of  the 
bridges  are  posted  for  restricted  loadings.  These  restrictions 
effect  the  full  use  of  1,500  miles  of  road.  Many  of  these 
bridges  are  on  routes  of  particular  value,  in  case  of  military 
need. 

Similar  conditions  exist  in  other  States  and  this  Congress 
should  recognize  this  Important  problem  and  appropriate  at 
least  the  $238,000,000  as  originally  proposed  in  this  measure. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such  time  as  he 
may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  (Mr. 
Randolph]. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  agreed  on  the  im- 
portance of  continuing  our  Federal-highway  program.  As  we 
consider  this  bill  Members  recall  the  war  preparations  of 
European  nations  over  the  past  several  years.  We  were  in- 
formed of  these  developments  through  our  daily  press  and 
nationally  circulated  periodicals.  We  constantly  read  of  ex- 
tensive mechanized  divisions,  large  navies,  and  great  air 


forces.  We  hourly  hear  about  preparations  In  all  phases  of 
warefare,  except  the  roads  which  ultimately  lead  a  great  bulk 
of  these  forces  into  battle. 

HrrUCB  ITSKD  ROAOWATS 

In  Hitler's  rush  to  the  French  coast,  roads  have  been  his 
pathways  of  conquest.  In  like  manner  the  Allies  have  found 
good  hlghwaj^  a  major  asset  in  concentrating  mobile  units 
for  combat  with  the  Nazi  legions.  We,  therefore,  are  led  to 
conclude  that,  hand  in  hand  with  armed  preparedness,  roads 
must  be  considered  and  built  from  a  military  viewpoint.  No 
longer  are  the  so-called  invulnerable  fortifications  the  de- 
vices on  which  to  hang  national  security.  Prance's  recent 
experience  has  proved  this. 

Greneral  Weygand's  recent  elevation  to  commander  In  chief 
of  the  Allied  forces  has  changed  the  tactics  of  the  combined 
armies.  *A  brilliant  strategist  and  a  soldier  of  quick  daring. 
General  Weygand  has  sent  his  armies  to  meet  the  invaders  in 
the  open  terrain.  He  got  his  cue  from  Winston  Churchill's 
recent  speech — 

The  armies  must  cast  away  the  idea  of  resisting  attack  behind 
coucrete  lines  or  natural  obstacles  and  must  realize  that  m^astery 
can  only  be  regained  by  furioiis  and  unrelenting  assault. 

Thus  the  warfare  of  Europe  today  evolves  from  highways 
running  in  all  directions.  Tank  divisions,  tractor-drawn  ar- 
tillery units,  and  infantry  mobilized  into  truck  brigades  are 
rapidly  transported  over  wide  areas  of  warring  activity  to 
meet  the  onslaughts.  A  little  over  a  week  ago  it  was  reported, 
in  the  Belgian  crisis,  three  of  the  seven  highways  connecting 
Belgium  and  Prance  were  reserved  for  Allied  troop  movements 
to  the  north. 

Bwarr  advance  possiblx 

All  the  pictures  of  this  present  conflict  that  reach  our 
newspapers  and  magazines  show  mechanized  units  moving 
over  highways  in  the  open  country.  Such  a  swift  advance  on 
wheels  is  formidable,  unless  it  is  met  at  the  point  of  Invasion 
with  tank  for  tank,  aimed  car  for  armed  car,  and  man  for 
man. 

We  have  this  modern  war  strategy  before  us  and  we  know 
what  part  good  highways  play  in  its  success  or  failure.  We 
have  seen  destruction  ride  across  Europe  on  rubber  tires  and 
set  new  records  in  military  achievement.  What  has  l)een 
wrought  by  the  gods  of  war,  in  the  way  of  crushing  nations, 
we  must  look  upon  as  a  poignant  lesson  to  be  heeded  now  in 
our  peacetime  preparations. 

Our  national  defense  can  never  be  considered  complete 
until  we  have  ironed  out  our  Nation-wide  roadway  problems. 
In  our  haste  to  bridge  the  gaps  in  equipment  necessities,  we 
must  not  forget  that  what  we  are  building  in  mechanized 
units  must  depend  on  first-class  highways  for  their  swiftness 
and  effectiveness.  To  carry  the  weight  of  this  thundering 
equipment,  moving  at  high  speed,  many  of  our  existing  high- 
ways throughout  the  country  must  be  either  materially  im- 
proved or  rebuilt  and  rerouted  to  provide  the  greatest  service 
in  time  of  national  distress. 

TEXAS  IS   EXAMPLS 

In  our  deliberations  on  H.  R.  9575  today  we  can  very  well 
keep  in  mind  the  recent  report  made  by  the  Texas  Highway 
Commission  and  sent  to  the  chairmen  of  the  Senate  and 
House  Committees  on  Military  Affairs,  and  also  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads, 
and  to  our  own  fine  House  Roads  Committee  chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma,  the  Honorable  Wilburk  Cart- 
wright.  That  report  was  made  by  Robert  Lee  Bobbitts  on 
the  Army  maneuvers  in  east  Texas  and  Louisiana,  as  they 
concerned  highways  and  roads.  Certain  very  definite  conclu- 
sions were  reached.   I  quote  from  that  reiwrt  briefly: 

The  recent  Army  maneuvers  in  Texas  and  Louisiana  and  the 
transportation  situation  in  Europe  in  recent  weelcs  have  empha- 
sized the  necessity  and  caused  all  of  us  to  give  a  lot  of  thought  and 
attention  to  the  adequacy  of  oxir  highways  from  the  standpoint  of 
national  defense. 

1.  The  roads  used  in  connection  with  the  maneuvers,  which  were 
of  a  standard  comparable  to  those  set  by  the  War  Department  for 
military  roads,  have  stood  up  reasonably  well.  However,  these  roada 
comprised  only  about  25  percent  of  the  roads  used. 
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a  The  lOMls  of  lower-type  construction  were  inadequate  to  cany 
the  traffic  even  of  the  very  Ught  type  of  motorized  equipment  ufled. 
Wt  understand  that  the  heaviest  tank  was  only  10  tons  and  that 
the  heaviest  Run  was  a  155  howitzer,  which  Is  light  equipment  when 
ocmpared  with  that  now  being  utilized  In  modern  warfare. 

3  Many  of  the  bridges  and  culverts  were  inadequate  and  the 
Highway  Department  built  detours  around  them,  which  tiecame  Im- 
DMaable.  however,  during  rains  

4  There  was  considerable  disturbance  to  normal  trair.c.  wmcn 
would  Indeed  have  been  orltlcal  under  actual  war  conditiorw  where 
civilian  population  Is  fleeing  while  troops  and  supplies  are  being 
moved  Normal  trafllr  in  the  area  of  the  maneuvers  was  very  light. 
probably  averaging  less  than  200  vehicles  per  day  on  the  roads  In- 
volved »o  that  the  traffic  friction  between  miUtary  and  civilian 
vehicles  was  much  lighter  than  would  be  found  on  any  of  the  desig- 
nated military  highways  in  our  State. 

5  Prior  and  in  preparation  for  the  maneuvers  the  State  highway 
department  spent  considerable  money  resurfacing  certain  paved 
roads  in  the  area  which  were  deemed  to  have  sufficient  base,  and 
during  the  maneuvers  the  maintenance  division  of  the  highway 
dspartment  kept  crewa  constantly  maintaining  and  patching  the 
roads. 

While  this  information  is  not  complete  it  la  obvious  that  the  con- 
clTislon  must  be  reached  that  thousands  of  miles  of  our  highways, 
which  are  reasonably  satisfactory  lor  present  normal  civilian  traffic. 
are  totally  Inadequate  for  military  purposes. 

Just  as  soon  as  the  additional  deOnite  data  Is  available,  it  will  be 
forwarded  to  you  for  your  consideration.  As  is  generally  known, 
extensive  Army  maneuvers  have  been  held  in  different  portions  of 
the  State  from  time  to  time  and  we  have  had  the  experience  in  such 
matters  that  we  feel  should  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Con- 
greaa  for  their  consideration.  It  should  be  distinctly  understood 
that  this  information  and  report  is  submitted  from  the  facts  and 
experience  through  which  we  have  passed,  and  because  of  our  Inter- 
est in  adequate  national  defense  and  all  that  goes  with  it.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  we  have  made  these  recommendations,  suggestions, 
and  requests  before  the  present  unprecedented  critical  situation 
arose. 

It  Is  now  academic  that  the  reason  the  German  Army  has  been 
able  to  crush  the  opposition  with  such  devastation  and  rapidity  is 
the  fact  that  It  planned  ahead  of  time  and  not  only  had  the  equip- 
ment but.  at  least  in  Its  own  country,  the  road  facilities  over  which 
to  move  tbc  equipment  and  manpower  as  well  as  supplies. 

It  is  our  desire.  In  all  possible  and  proper  ways,  without  any 
desire  or  thought  of  doing  anything  other  than  trying  to  be  helpful 
on  the  proper  basis,  to  submit  the  facts  and  experiences  which  we 
have  had  and  to  do  anything  in  our  power  that  might  be  consid- 
ered to  be  helpful  to  the  Congress  in  these  tremendously  important 
matters. 

wo   UBSKKTMO    OV   mOCaAM 

I  trust  there  will  be  no  opposition  to  this  measure  today. 
The  members  of  the  Roads  Committee,  and  the  House  mem- 
bership generally,  recognize  the  need  for  a  continuance  of 
our  Federal  road-building  program.  We  are  conscious  of  the 
defense  implications,  especially  this  year,  as  we  bring  this 
bill  to  the  floor.  There  can  be  no  lessening  of  the  work  being 
carried  on  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such  time  as 
be  may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Robinson]. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  before  us 
was  given  very  careful  and  conscientious  consideration  by 
your  committee  over  a  period  of  several  weeks,  and  during 
that  time  men  from  every  part  of  the  United  States  appeared 
and  gave  evidence.  The  imanlmous  testimony  of  these  wit- 
nesses was  to  the  effect  that  all  of  the  money  authorized  in 
this  bill  as  originally  proposed  by  the  cominlttee  could  be 
and  would  be  economically  used.  Many  of  the  witnesses 
thought  that  larger  authorizations  should  be  made.  None 
of  the  witnesses,  so  far  as  I  know,  believed  that  the  author- 
izations should  be  for  a  less  amount. 

There  was  conclusive  evidence  adduced  at  these  hearings 
to  prove  that  no  money  ai;H>roprlated  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  a  greater  value  so  far  as  putting  men  to  work 
is  concerned  than  the  money  authorized  under  this  bill. 
All  of  the  testimony  shows  that  this  money  Is  expended 
through  re^larly  organized  and  constituted  agencies  whose 
duty  it  is  to  handle  a  particular  kind  of  work;  namely,  the 
.building  of  roads.  Therefore,  so  long  as  roads  are  to  be  liuilt 
and  so  long  as  we  have  men  unemployed  it  has  always 
led  to  me  that  we  should  appropriate  such  money  as  this 
itasatlon  can  use  rather  than  having  highway  construc- 
tioii  done  by  organizations  that  are  not  particularly  set  up 
for  ihis  kind  of  work.  It  was,  therefore,  my  thought  that 
we  shpuld.  as  a  Committee  on  Roads.  Insist  on  retaining  the 


amounts  of  authorization  set  up  In  this  bill  as  originally 
drawn :  and  which  represented  the  considered  Judgment  of  % 
large  majority  of  the  members  of  the  Roads  Committee. 
However,  due  to  conditions  that  have  arisen,  it  was  consid- 
ered necessary  in  order  to  obtain  an  authorization  lull, 
which,  of  course,  is  absolutely  essential  because  the  State 
legislatures  will  meet  next  year  before  Congress  would  have 
time  to  enact  legislation,  to  reduce  the  amounts  authorized 
by  25  percent.  I.  for  one,  am  very  reluctant  to  agree  to  such 
a  reduction.  I  am  doing  it  wholly  and  only  because  I  feel 
reasonably  certain  that  we  must  do  it  in  order  to  obtain  an 
authorization  bill  for  roads  during  the  present  session  of 
Congress.  I  am  satisfied  that  a  large  majority  of  the  Mem- 
l)ers  of  Congress  feel  tiie  same  as  I  do  about  this  legislation. 
but  rather  than  take  any  chances  of  being  left  without  an 
authorization  bill  for  the  next  2  years,  they  have  felt,  as  I 
do,  that  we  had  letter  pass  a  bill  with  a  25-percent  reduction 
than  not  pass  any  bill  at  alL  It  seems  to  me.  however,  so 
long  as  we  are  spending  vast  sums  of  money  on  public  high- 
ways through  W.  P.  A.,  that  it  is  a  mistake  to  curtail  in  any 
manner  whatsoever  the  regular  Federal  highway  program. 
This  is  especially  true  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  road  user 
Is  pajrtng  in  taxes  approximately  $100,000,000  more  than  is 
authorized  in  the  bill  as  drawn  by  the  committee.  The  total 
authorization  of  this  bill  as  originally  drawn  was  $238,000.- 
000.  Conservative  estimates  of  road-user  taxes,  including 
the  gasoline  tax.  are  $350,000,000  per  annum.  It  seems  to 
me.  therefore,  only  a  matter  of  fair  dealing  to  these  road 
users  that  this  money  be  spent  under  contract  and  In  a  man- 
ner where  it  will  give  the  public  the  most  for  the  money 
expended. 

Of  course,  this  program  is  of  vital  concern  to  my  own 
State.  On  its  present  Federal -aid  highway  system  Utah  has 
345  miles  of  two-lane  road  which  has  been  Improved  with 
Federal -aid  funds  and  which,  due  to  the  demands  of  in- 
creased trafiQc.  is  now  obsolete.  It  is  estimated  that  $10,500.- 
000  will  be  required  to  bring  this  mileage  of  road  to  a  stand- 
ard satisfactory  for  present-day  trafQc. 

Utah  has  184  miles  of  unimproved  Federal-aid  road.  An 
expenditure  of  $4,300,000  will  be  required  to  bring  this 
mileage  to  a  satisfactory  standard. 

The  most  important  mileage  on  the  Federal -aid  road 
system  in  Utah  is  comprised  of  152  miles  of  road  urgently 
In  need  of  widening.  To  accomplish  this,  approximately 
$7,500,000  will  be  required. 

Utah  has  on  its  Federal-aid  system  265  Inadequate  bridges. 
To  bring  these  structures  to  satisfactory  standard,  a  $2,000.- 
000  expenditure  would  be  necessary. 

Utah  has  1,020  grade  crossings  which  should  be  eliminated 
or  protected.  This  work  would  require  an  expenditure  of 
approximately  $3,300,000. 

Utah's  secondary — farm-to-market — road  system  is  com- 
prised of  nearly  2,000  miles.  Much  of  this  mileage  is  in  great 
need  of  Improvement  and  at  least  200  miles  are  in  urgent 
need  of  construction,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $1,500,000. 

Under  the  provisions  of  this  bill  Utah  will  receive  approxi- 
mately the  foUowing  amoimts  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years: 

Regular  Federal  aid $1,410,802 

Secondary 282, 160 

Grade  crossing 321.  103 

Forest    highways 313.486 

Public   lands . 255,244 

It  is,  therefore,  very  easy  to  see  that  even  under  the  pro- 
posed authorizations  it  will  be  a  number  of  years  before  my 
State  will  be  able  to  bring  its  road  program  up  to  a  proper 
standard  of  road  construction,  and,  yet,  I  feel  reasonably 
certain  that  the  roads  in  Utah  are  equal  to  the  roads  of 
most  any  State  in  the  Union,  and  far  superior  to  those  in 
many  States. 

In  view  of  these  conditions,  I  am  very  sorry  that  It  Is  nec- 
essary for  us  to  decrease  the  authorizations  proposed  in  the 
bill  now  before  us  by  25  percent  of  each  item. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes  to 
I  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  LMr.  WuittzngtonI. 
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Mr.  WHiri'lNGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  more  than  20 
years  it  has  been  customary  every  2  years  for  Congress  to 
pass  a  Federal-aid  Highway  Authorization  Act.  The  first 
act  was  for  authorizations  for  the  fiscal  years  1917  and 
1918.  The  amount  of  the  first  authorization  was  $5,000,000. 
The  amount  of  the  authorization  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  is 
$160,000,000.  There  were  no  authorization  bills  for  the 
fiscal  years  1934  and  1935  inasmuch  as  there  were  provisions 
in  the  Emergency  and  Public  Works  Acts  for  appropriations 
of  $400,000,000  for  the  year  1934  and  $200,000,000  for  the 
year  1935. 

Existing  authorizations  provide  for  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  years  1940  and  1941.  Authorizations  for  1942  and 
1943  are  necessary  to  provide  for  the  continuance  of  the 
Federal-aid  program. 

LECISLATITRES 

The  legislatures  of  40  States  meet  in  odd  years.  There  are 
legislative  sessions  in  4  States  in  even  years.  There  are 
annual  sessions  in  4  States.  The  State  legislatures  make 
their  plans  under  Federal  legislation.  It  is  necessan'.  there- 
fore, for  the  authorization  act  to  be  passed  during  the 
present  session  in  order  that  the  States  may  make  provisions 
for  matching  Federal  aid. 

AMENDMENTS 

The  bill  H.  R.  9575,  sis  reported  and  as  shown  by  page  7 
of  the  report  of  the  committee,  carried  authorizations  for 
the  fiscal  years  1942  and  1943  aggregating  $238,000,000. 
Authorizations  and  appropriations  have  been  reduced  during 
the  present  session  because  of  increased  expenditures  for 
national  defense.  Such  expenditures  have  been  materially 
increased  in  the  past  2  weeks.  There  was  a  unanimous 
report  and  with  the  ranking  members  of  both  the  majority 
and  minority  I  supported  the  chairman  of  the  committee  in 
his  request  for  a  rule.  We  were  successful  in  obtaining  a 
rule  but  the  situation  in  the  House  was  such  that  although 
repeated  efforts  had  been  made  to  obtain  consideration, 
there  was  a  probability  of  adjournment  without  the  pas- 
sage of  an  authorization  bill.  Following  repeated  confer- 
ences with  the  majority  leader,  it  was  suggested  that  if  the 
committee  would  reduce  the  authorizations  by  25  percent, 
provision  would  be  made  for  considering  the  authorization 
imder  a  suspension  of  the  rules. 

The  bill  is  before  you  with  amendments  that  provide  for 
horizontal  reduction  of  25  percent.  These  reductions  were 
not  satisfactory  to  the  meml)ers  of  the  committee.  We  were 
face  to  face  with  the  probability  of  no  authorizations  whatso- 
ever. It  is  fair  to  say  that  the  average  of  the  two  authoriza- 
tions for  1940  and  1941  was  $174,750,000.  The  authorization 
for  each  of  the  two  fiscal  years  in  the  pending  bill  is  $179,500,- 
000.  or  $4,750,000  in  excess  of  existing  authorizatons.  Per- 
sonally I  wou:d  like  to  have  seen  the  authorization  for  regular 
Federal  aid  at  least  $100,000,000  instead  of  $93,750,000. 

The  average  for  each  of  the  2  years,  1940  and  1941.  for 
Federal-aid  highways,  for  regular  Federal  aid,  secondary  Fed- 
eral aid,  and  grade  crossings  was  $147,500,000,  whereas  the 
average  under  the  bill  as  amended  and  as  it  will  be  passed,  I 
trust,  under  suspension,  is  $15,000,000.  Personally  I  have 
supported  secondary  roads  from  the  beginning  and  promoted 
the  passage  of  the  first  authorizations  in  the  Federal  Aid 
Highway  Act  of  1936.  There  is  great  need  for  completing  our 
main  highways  and  for  reconditioning  these  highways  in 
many  cases.  This  is  especially  true  in  our  plans  for  national 
defense.  It  would  be  agreeable  with  me  to  increase  the  total 
authorizations  for  Federal-aid  highways  $7,250,000  annually 
and  reduce  the  authorizations  for  secondary  or  grade  cross- 
ings by  this  amount.  At  all  events,  the  bill  now  under  con- 
sideration makes  reasonable  provision  for  Federal-aid  high- 
ways, secondary  Federal-aid  roads,  the  elimination  of  grade 
crossings,  the  first  two  being  matched  and  the  second  not 
being  matched,  as  is  the  case  under  existing  law,  and  also 
makes  provision  for  forest  roads,  public-land  roads,  national- 
park  roads,  parkways,  and  Indian  lands. 


X7BCENT   NEEDS 

I  extend  by  saying  that  the  total  road  mileage  In  the  United 
States,  as  prepared  by  the  American  Association  of  State 
Highway  Officials  as  of  June  30,  1939.  aggregated  2.936.228 
miles.  The  Federal -aid  system  amounted  to  225,091  miles, 
while  the  States  system,  which  also  includes  the  Federal-aid 
system,  aggregated  425.858  miles. 

Of  the  State  roads.  156.305  miles  are  of  a  high  type.  94.688 
are  of  a  medium  type,  111.745  are  of  a  low  type,  21,560  are 
earth  improved,  while  41,560  miles  are  not  Improved.  It  will 
be  kept  in  mind  that  the  Federal-aid  system  is  generally  7 
percent  of  the  total  mileage  of  the  country. 

The  Federal-aid  highway  system  was  designated  as  a  result 
of  the  Federal  Aid  Highway  Act  of  1921.  The  original  system 
was  limited  to  7  percent  of  the  rural-road  mileage  within 
each  State.  When  provision  has  been  made  for  the  improve- 
ment of  90  percent,  an  additional  1  percent  is  permitted,  and 
further  additions  are  permitted  on  the  same  basis. 

The  Public  Roads  Administration  has  completed  an  ex- 
haustive study  of  the  national-highway  situation  during  the 
past  year.  There  has  been  cooperation  with  the  State  high- 
way departments.  A  report  was  prepared  entitled  "Toll 
Roads  and  Free  Roads."  This  report  recommended  against 
toll  roads.  Attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  there  is  need 
for  express  highways  into  and  through  the  center  of  big 
cities  rather  than  around  the  cities.  It  is  worthy  of  note 
that  90  percent  of  the  traflBc  on  main  highways  near  the 
large  cities  is  bound  to  or  from  points  in  the  cities  them- 
selves, and  this  traffic  caimot  be  bypassed.  The  report,  how- 
I  ever,  recommended  continued  elimination  of  railroad  grade 
crossings,  the  improvement  of  secondaiTr  and  feeder  roads 
so  they  will  be  properly  integrated  with  the  land-use  pro- 
grams, the  modernization  of  the  Federal-aid  highway  system, 
and  an  interregional  highway  system. 

The  recommendations  are  helpful  and  constructive.  They 
confirm  the  necessity  for  careful  and  adequate  planning. 
Main  thoroughfares  should  be  available  not  only  for  agri- 
culture and  industry  but  for  national  defense.  Railroad 
grade  crossings  should  be  eliminated  where  there  is  most 
danger.  Secondary  roads  should  be  located  where  they  will 
be  accessible  to  the  homes,  farms,  and  markets  of  the  rural 
population. 

The  recommendations  mentioned  will  strengthen  the 
Federal-aid  program.  Nothing  has  done  so  much  to  stabilize 
highway  construction,  promote  economical  highway  build- 
ing, aid  In  highway  safety,  provide  roadside  improvements, 
and  reduce  the  costs  of  highway  construction  as  the  Public 
Roads  Administration.  A  laboratory  has  been  constructed 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  where  safety  devices  are  studied, 
soils  and  types  of  material  are  examined,  and  where  statistical 
research  is  made  that  contributes  to  safety  and  to  reduced 
construction  and  maintenance  costs.  The  Investigations  In 
the  laboratory  are  economic  and  statistical.  The  work  of 
the  laboratory  is  of  great  aid  to  the  States. 

COSTS   or  CONSTRUCTION    REDUCED 

The  Public  Roads  Administration  has  not  only  stabilized 
highway  construction,  but  there  has  been  coordination  of 
highway  work.  The  States  select  the  roads  to  be  constructed, 
but  they  have  to  be  approved  by  the  Administration.  Ex- 
cessive overhead  costs  are  examined  and  excessive  bids  can 
be  rejected.  The  very  best  material  and  type  of  construction 
can  be  utilized.  While  the  costs  of  labor  have  increased  with 
the  increasing  costs  of  living,  because  of  labor-saving  machin- 
ery and  the  information  made  available  to  all  of  the  States 
through  the  Public  Roads  Administration,  the  costs  of  con- 
crete and  other  permanent  highways  are  now  less  than  the 
costs  of  highway  construction  of  10  or  15  years  ago.  The 
type  of  construction  has  Improved,  but  the  costs  of  con- 
struction in  the  aggregate  are  less  than  some  10  or  15  years 
ago  by  10  percent  and  more  in  many  cases. 

IMPROVEMENTS 

Exhaustive  hearings  were  conducted  by  the  Committee  on 
Roads.    Official  reports  indicated  that  over  100,000  miles  of 
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highways  on  the  main  routes  of  our  State  highway  system 
should  be  rebuilt,  widened,  or  relocated,  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  more  than  three  and  a  half  billion  dollars.  These  reports 
showed  that  about  21.000  bridges  on  important  highways 
need  to  be  widened  or  rebuilt,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
more  than  $400,000,000.  The  ofBcial  estimates  of  the  48 
State  highway  departments  indicated  that  there  is  need 
for  highway  improvements  aggregating  a  total  of  nearly 
$4  000.000.000. 

Many  of  the  highways  constructed  20  years  ago  have  de- 
teriorated. Traffic  has  increased;  roads  are  too  narrow; 
grades  are  too  steep;  there  are  too  many  curves.  The  roads 
must  be  straightened:  they  must  be  widened.  Narrow  roads 
and  bridges  and  crooked  roads  contribute  to  accidents.  They 
must  be  eliminated  to  provide  for  safety. 

As  I  have  indicated  there  must  be  system  in  the  construc- 
tion. Interregional  roads  are  needed.  Parm-to-market 
roads  should  fit  into  an  integrated  system.  There  are 
31.000.000  motor  vehicles  today.  Road  improvements  are 
imperative.  The  mileage  must  be  increased  and  the  type  of 
roads  Improv^  for  the  benefit  of  the  traveling  public,  as  well 
as  In  the  interest  of  national  defense.  Many  roads  will  have 
to  be  rebuilt;  others  will  have  to  be  widened  and  still  others 
will  have  to  be  relocated. 

UIBOB 

Atxjut  90  percent  of  every  highway  dollar  goes  into  salaries 
or  wages  whether  the  amount  is  expended  on  the  Job  or  in 
the  mines  or  factories,  or  along  the  transportation  lines. 
Highway  Improvements  are  not  confined  to  limited  sections. 
They  are  widespread;  they  reach  every  State,  county,  city, 
town,  and  hamlet  in  the  Nation.  Highway  work  takes  the 
Job  to  the  laborer.  No  other  industry  affords  as  many  bene- 
fits to  labor  as  highway  construction.  For  every  $100,000,000 
spent  In  highway  improvements  there  is  initiated  a  movement 
which  eventually  Involves  a  total  business  transacted  of 
approximately  $315,000,000. 

NA-nONAL  DEFEirSX 

Good  roads  are  needed  in  modern  welfare.  Mechanical 
and  mechanized  units  in  modem  warfare  necessitates  good 
highways.  Methods  are  changing,  and  there  are  always 
problems  of  military  transportation  to  solve.  There  has 
been  coordination  between  the  Public  Roads  Administration 
and  the  War  Department.  Generally  speaking,  the  high- 
ways that  serve  industrial,  commercial,  and  agricultural 
demands  will  satisfy  the  military  requirements. 

As  was  pointed  out  recently  by  an  Army  oflBcial.  there  has 
been  progress  in  traveling  along  roads  from  the  oxcart  at  2 
miles  per  hour  to  the  staff  car  at  70  miles  per  hour.  There 
has  been  progress  from  a  division  marching  20  miles  per 
day  to  a  division  with  more  than  1,300  vehicles  traveling 
320  miles  in  14  hours.  The  Army  is  being  streamlined. 
Supply  trains  and  cavalry  on  wheels  move  fstster  and  faster. 
Adequate  roads  are  necessary  to  increase  mobility  and  make 
possible  greater  speed  in  war  and  in  national  defense. 

rOEKAL    AID 

There  are  many  reasons  for  Federal  aid.  Highways  are 
no  longer  used  alone  by  the  people  of  the  State  in  which 
they  are  located.  They  are  used  by  the  people  of  the  whole 
country.  Federal  aid  for  highway  construction  is  necessary 
not  only  for  peace,  but  imperative  in  war.  Federal  aid  is 
the  only  way  that  all  of  the  people  of  the  country  can  con- 
tribute to  the  building  of  the  roads  and  highways  that  are 
used  by  all  of  the  people  of  the  country. 


A  gas  tax  obtains  In  all  of  the  States  and  in  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  weighted  average  rate  is  3.96  cents.  The  low- 
est rate  is  2  cents  a  gallon  in  the  District  of  Colimtibia  and  7 
cents  a  gallon  in  Florida  and  Louisiana  is  the  highest  rate. 

TOLX  aoAre  and  bridceb 
Toll  roads  are  being  eliminated  wherever  possible.    So  are 
toll    bridges.    Highways    are    being    used.    They    promote 
trftvel.    The  continuance  of  Federal  aid  will  promote  the 


program  to  eliminate  tolls  not  only  on  highways  but  on 
bridges.  There  must  be  no  tolls  on  Federal-aid  highways 
and  bridges. 

DIVXBSION 

In  the  Federal  Highway  Act  of  1934  Congress  undertook 
to  deal  with  the  diversion  of  gasoline  taxes.  Section  12  of 
that  act  penalized  the  States  that  diverted  taxes  on  gasoline 
from  highways  to  other  purposes.  The  Justification  for 
gasoline  and  motor  taxes  is  highways.  When  the  taxes  are 
diverted  to  other  punxjses,  the  public  suffers.  The  spon- 
sors and  advocates  of  better  highwajrs  should  Insist  that 
there  be  no  diversion  of  gasoline  and  motor  taxes  from 
highways  to  other  purposes. 

szu'-UQxnoATun: 

For  the  calendar  year  1939  the  road  users  of  the  United 
States  paid  Federal  taxes  on  gasoline,  oils,  tubes,  motorcycles, 
trucks,  and  accessories  aggregating  $353,350,178.  Less  than 
half  of  that  amount  was  appropriated  for  highway  con- 
struction. 

SECONDARY    ROADS 

I  was  among  those  who  urged  the  incorporation  of  pro- 
visions for  secondary  roads  in  Federal  highway  legislation. 
I  would  like  to  see  the  authorizations  increased.  I  dislike 
to  see  them  reduced,  but  it  is  fair  to  say  that  large  amounts 
of  relief  and  emergency  funds  liave  been  utilized  in  the  con- 
struction of  feeder,  farm-to-market,  rural,  and  secondary 
roads.  For  the  fiscal  year  1939,  $881,448,000  was  expended 
by  the  Works  Progress  Administration  for  highways,  roads, 
and  street  projects.  It  is  estimated  that  for  highways  and 
rural  roads  during  the  fiscal  year  1939,  $203,840,000  was 
expended.  It  is  a  source  of  satisfaction  to  me  that  during 
the  past  7  years  more  money  has  been  spent  for  highway, 
road,  and  street  construction  by  the  Federal  Government 
than  in  all  of  the  previous  history  of  the  United  States. 

RIGHTS-Or-WAT 

There  are  immaterial  amendments  with  respect  to  the 
distribution  of  funds  for  forest  roads,  and  there  is  an  amend- 
ment which  I  think  is  unwise  that  authorizes  not  to  exceed 
5  percent  of  the  Federal -aid  funds  to  be  used  for  the  pur- 
chase of  strips  of  land  to  preserve  natural  t>eauty.  I  am 
for  l)eautifying  the  highways.  I  l)elieve  the  States  where 
the  beautifying  is  done  should  contribute  to  such  beautifi- 
cation.  Federal-aid  funds  should  be  devoted  to  needed  con- 
struction. 

There  is  an  amendment  that  the  Commissioner  of  Public 
Roads  will  furnish  aid  in  the  development  of  flight  strips 
in  the  aid  of  safety  for  aircraft  when  not  in  conflict  with 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938. 

The  important  amendment  in  the  pending  bill  is  section 
12. "which  autiiorizes  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion to  make  loans  to  States  to  finance  or  aid  in  financing 
the  acquisition  of  rights-of-way.  This  should  be  of  benefit 
to  cities  and  municipalities  where  through  highwasrs  are  to 
be  constructed.  This  provision  was  prepared  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation.  It 
really  strengthens  the  security  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  in  making  such  loans,  and  at  the  same  time 
win  aid  the  jurisdictions  where  funds  are  needed  to  acquire 
rights-of-way. 

I  might  say  in  this  connection  that  as  originally  intro- 
duced the  Federal-aid  highway  bill  embraced  the  provisions 
of  the  lending  and  spending  bill  of  1939,  with  no  limitation 
as  to  the  amounts  that  might  be  borrowed  for  rights-of- 
way  and  for  the  purchase  of  adjoining  lands.  The  com- 
mittee felt  that  section  12,  authorizing  loans  for  the  pur- 
chase of  rights-of-way,  was  as  far  as  the  committee  was 
warranted  in  going  at  the  present  time. 

The  passage  of  the  pending  bill  is  imperative,  if  Federal 
aid  for  highway  construction  is  to  be  continued.  I  know  of 
no  more  satisfactory  provision  for  public  works  In  all  of  the 
48  States  of  the  Union  than  the  continuance  of  Federal-aid 
highway  authorizations  and  appn^riations.     tApplauseJ 

[Here  the  gavel  fellj 
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Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  such  time  as  he 
may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Johnson]. 

BETTER   ROADS   MEAN   EEITER   NATIONAL   DETENSE 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  glad  to 
join  several  other  Members  of  this  House  in  urging  the  pas- 
sage of  the  pending  bill  providing  for  the  authorization  of 
appropriations  for  the  entire  Federal-road  program  for  the 
fiscal  years  of  1942  and  1943. 

I  agree  with  the  able  gentleman  from  Mississippi,  who  has 
Just  preceded  me.  that  the  building  of  a  system  of  highways 
throughout  the  country  constitutes  real,  practical  national 
defense.     [Applause.] 

In  the  years  of  1935  and  1937,  between  sessions  of  Congress, 
I  had  the  honor  and  privilege  of  attending  important  peace 
conference  In  Paris  and  Geneva,  as  one  of  the  rcprresentatives 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  During  that  trip  I 
spent  several  days  in  Germany,  at  which  time  I  went  from  one 
end  of  that  country  to  the  other.  I  was  in  Berlin  during  the 
famous  love  feast  of  Adolf  Hitler  and  Mussolini.  One  of  the 
many  things  that  impressed  me  about  Germany  was  the  fact 
that  they  were  building  great  air-line  highways,  most  of 
which  radiated  from  their  capital  city  of  Berlin.  One  of 
those  highways  went  toward  the  wheatfields  of  Russia,  an- 
other toward  Czechoslovakia.  Others  toward  Belgium.  Hol- 
land, and  Alsace-Lorraine.  No  one  knows  better  than  Ger- 
many that  the  ability  to  move  troops,  materials,  ammunition, 
and  supplies  quickly  and  directly  over  the  highways  is  an 
Important  cog  in  any  national-defense  program. 

Those  of  us  who  were  in  France  during  the  late  World  War 
have  not  forgotten  that  one  of  the  most  serious  handicaps  to 
the  Allies  in  that  terrible  death  struggle  was  the  lack  of 
straight  and  properly  constructed  highways  and  bridges  in 
France. 

In  our  own  defense  program  which  we  are  now  undertaking 
on  land,  water,  and  in  the  air,  and  which  we  should  have,  of 
course,  begun  more  seriously  many  years  ago.  we  must  not 
overlook  the  construction  of  a  real  system  of  highways 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  this  land.  It  is  also 
important,  as  is  contemplated  at  least  in  part  by  the  pending 
bill,  to  construct  many  additional  feeder-roads,  improve  our 
rural  mail  routes  and  farm-to-market  roads. 

Mr.  Speaker,  my  main  reason  for  speaking  for  a  few  mo- 
ments at  this  late  hour  Is  not  to  discuss  primarily  the  pending 
bill  or  the  need  for  highways  in  this  country.  Our  people 
are  finally  becoming  conscious  of  the  necessity  for  improving 
and  building  more  and  better  roads  and  highways.  The  fact 
that  there  appears  to  be  little  or  no  opposition  to  the  pending 
measure  is  sufficient  evidence  that  at  last  the  country  is  sold 
on  the  necessity  for  a  real  highway  system  throughout  the 
Nation. 

PRAISES   CHAIRMAN 

My  purpose  for  asking  the  indulgence  of  Members  of  the 
House  at  this  late  hour  is  to  offer  my  sincere  congratulations 
to  my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  I  Mr.  Cart- 
Wright],  chairman  of  the  Roads  Committee,  as  well  as  the 
members  of  his  committee,  upon  bringing  this — another  im- 
portant road  bill — to  the  floor  of  the  House  during  this 
session.  Especially  is  the  chairman  of  this  committee  entitled 
to  great  credit,  not  only  in  the  preparation  of  the  pending 
measure,  but  in  the  splendid  skillful  manner  in  which  he 
has  presented  the  bill  and  handled  it  during  this  rather  ex- 
tensive debate.     (Applause.] 

I  have  known  the  chairman  of  the  Roads  Committee  for 
the  past  quarter  of  a  century.  He  and  I  came  to  Congress 
the  same  year.  I  have  watched  him  grow  and  develop  during 
his  seven  terms  in  Congress,  until  he  is  today  recognized  as 
the  greatest  authority  In  America  on  the  subject  of  highways 
and  highway  legislation.     [Applause.] 

May  I  say  that  it  is  not  a  mere  accident,  but  because  of 
long  hours  of  study,  woik,  and  perseverance  that  he  has 
reached  a  place  of  power  and  Influence  in  the  Congress, 
especially  In  the  matter  of  road  legislation.  Since  the  day 
that  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma,  Wilburn  Cartwright, 
became  a  member  of  the  Roads  Committee,  back  in  the  spring 


of  1927,  he  has  been  diligently  seeking  first-hand  Information 
about  American  highways,  and  the  great  distressing  need  for 
more,  better,  and  safer  highways  of  the  Nation. 

When  my  colleague  from  Oklahoma  became  chairman  of 
the  Roads  Committee  in  1934  he  was  therefore  well  equipped 
by  study,  work,  and  first-hand  information  for  the  stupen- 
dous task  before  him. 

The  gentleman  from  Oklahoma,  Chairman  Cartwright, 
has  visited  practically  every  section  of  the  United  States,  at- 
tending road  meetings,  delivering  addresses,  and  contributing 
much  towaid  making  Americans  road  conscious. 

It  is  largely  due  to  his  leadership,  energy,  and  foresight 
that  greater  progress  has  been  made  in  the  United  States 
in  building  good  roads  under  this  administration  than  in  any 
similar  period  by  any  nation  in  all  history.    [Applause.] 

Legislation  which  bears  his  name,  and  of  which  he  has 
been  the  author  and  sponsor,  has  made  available  more  than 
$2,000,000,000  for  building  l)etter.  broader,  and  safer  roads. 

It  is  now  reasonably  certain  that  this  bill  which  he  has 
presented  to  us  today,  after  careful  preparation,  and  with 
the  unanimous  support  of  his  committee,  will  be  passed 
within  the  next  few  minutes  without  a  dissenting  vote.  It 
will  authorize  an  additional  $357,000,000  for  more  improve- 
ments to  the  Nation's  highway  facilities.         ^ 

Recently  I  obtained  a  report  of  Federal  road  expenditures 
for  the  7  fiscal  years.  1933  to  1939,  inclusive,  and  I  should 
like  to  give  other  Members  of  the  House  these  impressive 
totals: 

Public  Roads  Administration $1,767,415,519 

Forest    Service 36,393,079 

National  Park  Service 56,981,457 

Indian   Service 19,977.747 

Public  Works  Administration 220,844,886 

Work   Projects   Administration 2.921,180,000 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Oklahoma  asked  and  was  given  permis- 
sion to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  such  time  as  he 
may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  RabautI. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  a  great  necessity  for 
the  continuation  of  Federal  aid  for  highways.  And,  coming 
as  I  do  from  Michigan,  the  home  of  automobile  transporta- 
tion, I  Intend  to  support  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma  (Mr.  Cartwright]  and  his  committee. 

SECTION    12   AN   ADVANTAGE 

Loans  for  right-of-way  acquisitions  as  contained  in  sec- 
tion 12  of  the  bill  provide  that  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  may  cooperate  with  States  to  finance  or  to  aid 
in  financing  the  acquisition  of  real  estate  deemed  necessary 
for  road  projects.  This  section  of  the  bill  is  of  vital  im- 
portance to  the  city  of  Detroit  and  will  prove  of  tremendous 
assistance  to  many  municipalities.  Rightfully  it  has  been 
said  concerning  the  road  program.  "We  have  been  able  to 
take  people  to  the  country,  but  with  bottleneck  conditions  in 
the  cities  it  is  becoming  more  difficult  to  get  them  out  of 
town." 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  distinguished  State  highway  commissioner 
of  Michigan.- also  the  president  of  the  American  Road  Build- 
ers' Association,  Mr.  Murray  D.  Van  Wagoner,  addressed  the 
committee  and  dealt  most  Intimately  with  the  subject  under 
discussion.  Because  of  his  thorough  knowledge  of  the  high- 
way problem,  I  include  herewith  his  timely  statement  made 
before  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  recorded  in  the  hearings. 

Statement  or  Murray  D.  Van  Wagoner,  State  Highway  Commis- 
sioner or  Michigan,  and  President  American  Roao  Builders* 
Association,  I^ansing,  Mich. 

Mr.  Van  Wagoner.  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  Roada 
Committee. 

The  Chairm/n.  Mr.  Van  Wagoner. 

Mr.  Van  Wagoner.  In  order  to  save  time,  and  I  know  time  la 
essential  to  this  committee,  I  have  tried  to  put  the  many  phases 
of  what  I  have  to  say  in  printed  form  and  if  you  will  bear  with  me 
I  will  read  this  as  quickly  as  p>osslble  and  get  those  points  over  to 
you. 

In  the  first  place  we  deeply  appreciate  the  courtesy  of  your  com- 
mittee In  granting  us  time  to  testify  concerning  the  bUl  under 
your  consideration. 

I  am  speaking  as  State  highway  commissioner  of  Michigan,  and 
as  president  of  the  American  Road  Builders'  Association. 


irnYei.     lae  conunuance  oi  reaerai  aia  wui  promoie  uie  i       Luere  ine  gavel  leuj 
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It  Is  my  underrtandlng  that  repre«entatlvc8  of  other  States,  of 
eountlea.  of  clUes.  and  of  organizations  Interested  in  an  adequate, 
efficient  hlRhwajr  sjatem  will  testify  here. 

I  believe  thla  committee  u  ihorougliJy  arnvlnced  of  the  need  for 
an  adequate  Federal -aid  program  for  the  continued  Improvement 
and  expanalon  of  Pederal-ald  routes.  You  wlU  find  highway 
admlnlatrators  everywhere  convinced  generotis  Federal  aid  to  otir 
highway  system  Is  an  economic  Investment  close  to  the  general 
welfare  of  our  people. 

I  strongly  urge  the  oontinuanoe  of  the  present  Federal-aid  pro- 
gram financed  by  the  authorization  of  at  least  such  amounts  as 
were  approprUted  for  the  1938  and  1930  fiscal  years. 

Mr.  Henry  P.  Cabell,  chairman  of  the  Highway  Commission  of 
Oregon,  and  prestdent  of  the  American  Association  of  State  High- 
vay  Ot&cials.  has  0ven  you  a  most  convincing  picture  of  our 
needs  in  that  respect. 

Results  of  the  highway  planning  surveys  are  becoming  avail- 
able m  many  States.  These  surveys  are  the  basis  for  long-term 
planning.  Only  a  continued  system  of  financing,  such  as  that 
offered  under  the  Federal-aid  program,  will  fit  into  this  new  con- 
ception of  highway  building  for  the  future.  This  planned  build- 
ing, with  the  plans  based  on  scientific  determination  of  needs. 
Is  the  greatest  advance  in  highway  building  since  the  advent 
of  the  concrete  road.     It  demands  planned  financing. 

We  need  also  the  advance  in  our  road  building  and  financing 
profn-am  embodied  in  the  proposal  for  Federal  aid  to  finance  the 
purchase  of  rights-of-way  by  local  communities  and  States. 

For  decades  we  have  seen  emphasis  placed  on  rural  construc- 
tion. In  a  few  shcM^  years,  we  have  built  up  a  great  national 
highway  system.  The  expansion  in  improved  mileage  is  almost 
unbelievable. 

Today  those  Identified  with  highway  development  are  faced  not 
with  taking  the  motorist  out  of  the  mud  but  of  lifting  him  out  of 
the  traffic  congestion  which  is  blaniteting  the  arterial  highways  of 
our  great  metropolitan  areas.  This  congestion  Is  threatening  not 
only  a  system  of  rapid  passenger-car  movement,  but  it  is  threaten- 
ing our  Industrial  expansion. 

One  of  the  basic  dlfflctilties  involved  In  the  solution  of  this 
pressing  and  urgent  problem  of  urban  traffic  congestion  is  the 
relatively  high  cost  of  needed  rights-of-way.  Like  many  other 
social  and  economic  problems  which  have  taken  on  national  pro- 
portions, this  problem  also  will  need.  If  It  Is  to  be  solved,  Federal 
assistance. 

I  have  made  some  study  of  the  national  slttiatlon.  I  am  most 
familiar  with  the  Michigan  problem,  so  I  will  confine  myself  to 
my  own  State — a  typically  Indiistrial  State. 

.'  Michigan  is  the  automotive  empire  of  our  country.  Detroit 
la  the  capital  of  that  empire.  You  will  recall  that  a  recent  Com- 
merce Department  report  said  the  automotive  Industry  was  lead- 
ing the  way  to  recovery.  I  believe  it  is,  but  it  is  carrying  the 
"Old  man  of  the  sea"  on  its  back;  the  btirden  of  inadequate  traffic 
facilities  In  the  city  of  Detroit  which  hampers  even  the  movement 
of  raw  materials  to  and  of  finished  products  from,  the  industrial 
plants. 

Let  me  recite  for  you  a  few  facts  gathered  in  a  recent  study. 
They  are  given  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  mistakenly  say  the 
State  and  the  ipunictpality  should  finance  themselves  toward  a 
modernized  traffic  system. 

Michigan  has  approximately  9.000  miles  of  trunk-line  highways. 
Fyjr  the  Improvement  and  extension  of  this  system  it  has,  inclusive 
of  State  and  Federal  funds,  about  $8,000,000  a  year  for  actual 
construction. 

During  the  current  administration  of  the  highway  department, 
the  widening  of  a  bottleneck  an  Woodward  Avenue.  Jiost  2«i,.  miles 
long,  was  undertaken.  Construction  on  that  job  cost  us  $1,537,000. 
But  right-of-way  cost  us  $12,479,000.  The  courU  determined  that 
the  price  was  fair. 

If  we  had  applied  all  available  State  constructipn  money  for  1 
year  to  the  completion  of  that  Job.  we  still  would  have  been  more 
than  $6,000,000  short. 

That  should  show  you  how  alow  is  going  to  be  the  process  -of 
lifting  the  blanket  of  dangerous  congestion  from  our  metropolitan 
areas  if  we  cazmot  borrow  money,  if  we  cannot  establish  Federal 
credit. 

Cur  engineers.  In  preparing  the  material  for  these  hearings.  Inves- 
tigated cost  sheets  on  nine  separate  metropolitan  projects  They 
learned  actual  physical  construction  on  those  projects,  mostly  street 
wldenlngs.  averaged  $232,600  a  mUe.  but  right-of-way  on  which  to 
lay  these  improvements  averaged  $1,142,000  a  mile. 

cThe  9  projects  totaled  27  6  miles.  The  total  cost  of  physical 
construction  was  $6,433,000.  The  cost  of  right-of-way — and  these 
pefe  already  existing  .streets — was  $31,586,000. 
'  ^Michigan  has  sufficient  motor  vehicles  to  carry  at  one  time  every 
man.  woman,  and  child  in  the  State.  More  than  70  percent  of  our 
•nttre  population  rides  in  a  motor  vehicle  once  each  day. 

Our  highway-planning  survey,  in  an  exhaustive  report,  said  our 
traffic  will  double  by  1960.  It  has  estimated  that  to  care  for  the 
traffic  of  1965  a  total  of  $850,000,000  should  be  spent  in  the  next 
S5  years  on  the  State  trunk-line  system. 

One  of  the  factors  which  has  contributed  most  heavily  to  the  cost 
of  right-of-way  In  the  Detroit  area  has  been  piecemeal  buying.  We 
had  to  dicker  for  each  foot,  for  each  lot.  with  no  promise  of  a 
completed  program. 

_^  We  have  imder  way  In  Detroit  today  a  study  of  a  proposed  cross- 
town  highway  route.  ISVi  miles  long,  the  physical  structure  to  be 


of  the  limited  access,  depressed,  or  elevated  type.  The  engineer  in 
charge  of  the  study — and  he  is  here  today — has  estimated  we  could 
purchase  the  needed  right-of-way  for  $11,500,000.  But  he  estimates 
the  cost  may  be  several  times  that  in  a  few  years  from  now. 

That  estimate  is  based  on  the  supposition  that  money  could  be 
made  available  for  the  ptirchase  of  the  entire  strip  at  one  stroke — a 
supposition  that  is  an  empty  one  unless  we  can  establish  Federal 
credit. 

Compare  that  figure  to  the  $124XX),000  q>ent  for  a^o  miles  of 
right-of-way  on  Woodward  Avenue. 

In  Michigan  we  have  a  pressing  need  for  two  limited  access, 
express  motorways,  one  reaching  from  Detroit  toward  Toledo  and 
the  second  from  Detroit  toward  Chicago. 

The  raw  materials  for  heavy  industry,  the  finished  products  of 
Detroit  factories,  move  over  these  roads.  The  traffic  band  from 
Detroit  to  Toledo  Is.  I  believe,  the  second  heaviest  of  any  route 
east  of  the  Mississippi  River. 

L«t  US  look  at  the  increase  in  traffic  here.  From  1930  to  1936 
tractor-trailer  traffic  increased  304  percent;  truck  and  bus  traffic 
Increased  11  percent:  passenger -car  traffic.  25  percent;  and  all  traffic. 
38  percent. 

On  the  Chicago  to  Detroit  route,  passenger-car  traffic  increased 
21  percent  In  the  same  period,  1930  through  1936:  truck  and  bus 
traffic.  14  percent:  tractors  and  trucks  with  trailers,  570  percent; 
and  all  traffic,  31  percent. 

This  traffic  was  reflected  In  the  death  and  Injtnr  reports.  It 
was  reflected  in  smashed  property,  delayed  traffic  and  In  direct 
loss  to  industry.  Yet,  such  traffic  must  continue  to  travel  juat 
such  highways  for  years  to  come  unless  we  can  perform  a  major 
operation  on  these  two  trunk  lines. 

The  time  for  first-aid  treatment  is  past.  Temporary  measures 
will  only  lose  us  money. 

From  Chicago  to  Detroit  Is  287  miles.  We  must  have  new  right- 
of-way  and  widened  right-of-way  if  we  are  to  perform  the  major 
operation  necessary.  With  State  resources  what  they  are,  I  cannot 
visualize  purchase  of  the  needed  land  for  years  to  come.  Mean- 
while its  value  is  skyrocketing  through  developing. 

From  Detroit  to  Toledo  Is  57  miles.  The  route  lies  through  a 
highly  developed  region.  Land  costs  are  high  there.  I  see  no 
Immediate  possibility  for  acquisition  of  the  right-of-way  we  need 
by  purchase  through  the  usual  channels. 

Yet  there  are  two  obstructions  in  the  easy  flow  of  traffic  which 
Impede  the  orderly  progress  of  our  commercial  life.  I  question 
whether  the  Federal  Government  will  consider  it  good  bxisiness  to 
permit  such  conditions  to  prevail. 

I  am  a  firm  believer  in  the  Government's  investment  in  the 
welfare  of  its  people,  at  least  In  such  instances  where  these  in- 
vestments will  be  paid  back  over  a  period  of  years. 

Right-of-way  costs  are  not  decreasing.  Once  ptirchased  the 
right-of-way  cannot  be  carried  off.  It  serves  as  solid  coUateral  for 
an  investment  at  the  same  time  it  serves  national  enterprise. 

I  am  now  going  to  submit  to  the  committee  evidence  of  the  need 
of  our  State  for  additional  Federal  assistance  as  is  proposed  in 
title  n  of  the  bill  under  consideration. 

It  is  my  imderstanding  that  able  testimony  already  has  been 
submitted  In  support  of  title  n  of  the  biU  under  consideration. 

As  president  of  the  American  Road  Builders'  Association.  I 
heartily  endorse  the  testimony  on  the  necessity  for  continuance 
of  an  imrestrlcted  Federal  highway  program  as  submitted  by  Mr. 
Henry  F.  Cabell,  chairman  of  the  Highway  Commission  of  Oregon, 
and  president  of  the  American  Association  of  State  Hiehwav 
Officials.  **        ' 

The  system  of  Federal  aid  to  States  established  by  Congress  and 
administered  by  the  Public  Roads  Administration  is  the  founda- 
tion of  Federal  and  State  financial  participation  in  an  economic 
structure  vital  to  the  social  progress  of  our  country.  Any  limita- 
tion Imposed  on  Federal  participation  in  expansion  of  our  inte- 
grated highway  system  is  a  direct  constriction  of  the  articles  <rf 
our  Nation's  commerce. 

Members  of  the  House  Roads  Committee  and  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads  necessarily  are  the  best 
Informed  Members  of  Congress  on  the  problems  of  our  national 
road  system.  Most  of  them,  I  believe,  are  in  agreement  that  we 
are  not  overspending  under  the  provisions  of  title  I. 

As  in  all  other  lines  of  construction,  road  builders  constantly 
are  faced  with  the  necessity  for  repair  and  expansion.  Roads,  even 
concrete  ones,  wear  out.  It  is  their  |>ecullar  nature  to  wear  out 
more  swiftly  where  they  are  most  needed  because  that  is  where 
they  are  most  used.  Road  building  Is  not  a  static  thing.  As  we 
build  and  improve  new  routes,  we  constantly  must  be  repairing 
and  replacing  established  routes.  Road  building  and  improvement 
programs,  in  their  very  nature,  must  be  continuing  programs, 
Increasing  in  scope  as  traffic  and  commerce  increases. 

The  problem  of  raising  money  for  right-of-way,  dealt  with  In 
title  n  of  this  bill.  has.  we  might  say,  suddenly  come  upon  ua 
as  one  of  the  most  perplexing  problems  of  the  road-bulldlng 
Industry. 

It  was  not  of  particular  Import  when  we  were  building  to  get 
back-country  motorists  out  of  the  mud.  It  flashed  upon  the  con- 
sciousness of  the  American  public  when  in  recent  years  we  turned 
to  the  problem  of  getting  tremendous  traffic  flow  through  the  gate- 
ways of  our  modem  cities  and  distributing  it  to  its  orderly  des- 
tinations. Since  the  first  automobiles  made  their  appearance  we 
have  concentrated  on  building  continuous  through  highways  In 
our  country.     The  bulk  of  our  ooo&tructlon  was  rural  construe- 


that  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma,  Wilburn  Cartwright, 
became  a  member  of  the  Roads  Committee,  back  in  the  spring 


your  consideration. 

I  am  speaking  as  State  highway  commissioner  of  Michigan,  and 
as  president  of  the  American  Road  Builders'  Association. 
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tlon  and  Intenirban  construction.    In  the  early  days  right-of-way 
was  contributed  or  bought  cheaply. 

In  those  days  we  boasted  of  our  miles  of  roadway  without  clear 
realization  that  cheaply  built  roads  would  wear  out:  that  narrow 
and  dangerous  highways  must  be  widened  and  replaced:  that  cars 
approximating  s|}eeds  of  100  miles  an  hour  would  be  built  and 
that  there  would  be  no  place  to  utilize  their  speed. 

It  was  a  great  day  when  we  could  t>oast  of  driving  to  Florida 
or  to  Washington  or  St.  Louis  without  leaving  a  concrete  surface. 
We  had  no  conception  then  of  the  gigantic  enterprise  we  were 
undertaking.  That  was  an  era  of  overcoming  natural  physical 
hazards.  We  built  bridges  and  cut  into  the  mountain  sides. 
Right-of-way  coct  little  for  those  enterprises. 

Now  we  are  beginning  to  realize  our  task  is  only  half  started. 

Try  and  visualize  a  metropolitan  area  as  the  hub  of  a  system  of 
outspreading  trunk  lines.  These  trunk  lines  are  like  great  funnels 
spread  with  their  tips  toward  the  center  of  the  city.  Into  these 
funnels  the  outlying  origins  of  traffic  pour  their  traffic  voliunes. 

The  funnels  constrict  at  the  approaches  to  the  cities.  Their 
capacity  for  passage  is  made  less.  The  traffic  pressures  become 
greater.  Vehicles  are  crowded  wheel  to  wheel  and  hub  to  hub. 
The  sides  of  the  constructions  In  these  funnels  can  be  visualized 
as  costly  property,  property  needed  to  relieve  pressure  on  traffic 
streams. 

As  the  funnels  reach  more  deeply  into  the  congested  traffic  areas 
surrounding  cities,  they  suddenly  release  their  burdens.  Constricted 
traffic  streams,  with  no  direct  passage  available,  break  against  a 
network  of  old-fashioned  unplanned  city  streets.  There  is  a  terrific 
back  pressure  as  these  inadequate  thoroughfares,  wandering  aim- 
lessly from  a  lack  of  planning,  attempt  to  take  up  the  burden  of 
modem  traffic  flow. 

Vehicles  cannot  proceed  directly  to  their  destination.  They  must 
wind  and  flow.  Intersecting  with  oth6r  traffic  streams,  twisting  their 
way  by  devious  routes  and  through  unnecessary  dangers  l>efore 
reaching  their  destinations. 

There  you  have  a  picture  of  what  has  occtured  In  the  urban  areas 
while  we  have  been  developing  trunk-line  mileage  in  rural  areas. 

A  through  traveler  enters  one  of  these  figurative  funnels,  passes 
the  city  limits,  and  then  must  Alter  his  way  across  the  heavily  popu- 
lated area  on  winding  streets  before  he  can  reach  the  tip  of  a  funnel 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  city  which  will  carry  him  approximately 
in  the  direction  he  is  traveling. 

The  driver  of  a  tractor-trailer  must  jump  off  into  this  maelstrom 
of  traffic  and  wind  his  way  through  narrow  and  dangerous  side 
streets,  maneuvering  tons  of  commercial  cargo  around  short  corners 
for  miles,  before  he  can  deliver  his  consignment  of  raw  materials 
at  an  industrial  plant. 

Huge  drive-away  trucks,  loaded  with  the  flnished  products  of 
factories,  lose  hours,  and  often  new  orders,  filtering  their  way  across 
cities  to  reach  trunk-line  routes  to  their  destinations.  They  repeat 
the  process  at  each  Industrial  and  residential  center. 

The  factory  and  office  commuter,  living  miles  from  his  Job  In  the 
Industrial  center,  must  start  for  work  before  daylight  and  reach  his 
home  again  after  nightfall  because  of  these  bottlenecks  In  ovir  cities. 
This  same  commuter  Is  the  backbone  of  our  country,  striving  to  own 
his  own  home  in  a  community  where  he  can  meet  taxes  and  have 
independence  for  himself  and  his  family. 

And  I  believe  we  are  safe  in  saying  that  the  major  reason  for  this 
constriction  of  traffic,  this  delay,  these  traffic  dangers,  is  lack  of 
facilities  for  wldenmg  and  through-city  construction.  The  tremen- 
dous cost  of  right-of-way  through  the  obstacles  that  stand  In  the 
way  of  improving  our  city  traffic  arteries  has  paralyzed  local  govern- 
mental action  by  mere  contemplation. 

The  automotive  Industry  Is  an  impatient  giant.  It  was  bom 
approximately  40  years  ago.  By  1930  It  was  contributing  10.000,- 
000.000  vehicle-miles  of  travel  to  our  State  and  local  #oada.  That 
figure  is  for  Michigan  alone. 

Transportaticn  systems  are  the  blood  streams  of  the  automotive 
Industry.  If  we  restrict  them,  we  stifle  the  Industry  and  make  It 
HI.    Economic  troubles  follow. 

I  can  best  speak  with  authority  of  Michigan's  problem.  Our  State 
Is  the  center  of  the  automobile  Industry  and  Detroit  Is  its  metropo- 
lis. We  can  match  our  highway  system  with  that  of  any  other 
State — provided  we  eliminate  those  urban  areas  where  the  stupend- 
ous potential  cost  of  right-of-way  has  limited  our  activities. 

We  have  a  trunk-line  system  of  9.000  miles.  Of  that,  only  3.000 
miles  remains  to  be  hard-siutaced.  For  many  miles  of  our  recent 
construction,  we  have  400-foot  right-of-way  in  rural  areas.  We  have 
Incorporated  curves  that  can  be  driven  safely  at  80  or  more  miles 
an  hour.  We  have  provided  new  alinements  with  long-sight  dis- 
tances. We  have  cut  the  hills  to  fill  the  hollows  and  gone  through 
instead  of  over  or  around  physical  obstacles.  Our  people  are  en- 
thusiastic pluggers  for  good  roads  which  bring  an  estimated  $400,- 
000,000  tourist  business  to  oxu-  State  each  year. 

This  year  we  anticipate  a  motor-vehicle  registration  of  1,500.000 
vehicles.  We  could.  If  proper  arrangements  were  made,  load  the 
entire  population  of  our  State  into  these  vehicles.  Our  highway 
planning  survey  reported  more  than  70  percent  of  Michigan's  pop- 
ulation is  in  and  out  of  a  motor  vehicle  once  each  day. 

Cars  have  become  necessary  economic  units  of  our  workers  as 
well  as  pleasure  vehicles.  Thousands  of  our  workers  live  in  rural 
communities  to  maintain  their  independence  and  drive  20  to  50 
miles  to  their  work  In  Industrial  areas.  No  matter  how  modern 
the  goal  when  we  attempted  to  plan  our  present  highway  system,  we 
have  outgrown  it. 


The  present  sjrstem  practically  was  replaced  In  the  last  few  yean. 
Our  planning  survey,  financed  by  the  State  and  the  Public  Roads 
Administration,  has  taken  this  inventory  of  our  road  system  into 
the  laboratory  for  miscroecopic  examination.  These  laboratory 
workers  have  come  out  of  their  years  of  study  with  some  astovmding 
facts. 

I  refer  you  to  a  table  of  present  and  future  needs  of  our  highway 
system  prepared  by  this  highly  valuable  division  of  our  department, 
and  request  it  be  made  a  part  of  the  record  in  this  hearing. 

The  Chaoman.  Without  objection,  it  will  be  made  part  of  tha 
record. 

The  table  referred  to  by  Mr.  Van  Wagoner  Is  as  follows: 
Table  1. — State  of  Michigan  State  Highway  Department,  present 

and  future  needs 
[State  tmnk-line  wldoninK  to  divided  roadways  of  4  or  more  lanes] 


Item 

Length  in 
miles 

Estimated 
cost' 

Pr(r«<«nt  need  for  widpnlnir: 

Rural  Stale  trunk  lines a . '. 

in 

.   134 

t8S.71Z000 

l'rt>an  State  l^u^k  lines #....„„.„..... . 

30.671,000 

Total .'„• .,.. :.i ; •. 

eoe. 

01,383.000 

Future  need  for  widening: 

Uural  Stat*"  trunk  lines 

■     1,028 
206 

121,780,000 

Urt>tin  SUil«  trunk  lines 

SO.  537. 000 

Total '. 

1.32^ 

181,323,000 

rresert  snd  future  widening  needs:  • 

Rural  Siatp'trunk  linos 

1,.V)0 
432 

1M,49R,000 

Urban  State  trunk  lines...................... 

iM,2U(i,000 

Total .v.: 

1,032 

275.706.000 

When  the  estimated  cost  of  widening  is  added  to  these  costs 
the  tntal  estimated  eost  of  higher  capacity  and  new  type 
fscilil'os  amount""  to - 

453.  42S.  000 

To  this  should  be  added  the  estimated  cost  of  constructing 
2-l«ne  lavement  on  prr.sent  gravel-surface   routes,  on 
routes  at  pre.sent  surfaced  with  old  or  inadequate  2-lane 
pavement,  and  on  new  or  relocated  routes 

7,618 

400.000.000 

Total,  estimated  present  and  future  needs 

10,121 

853.426,000 

'  Includes  cost  of  planning,  engineering,  and  right-of-way. 

•  These  estimates  do  not  take  into  account  the  need  for  additional  belt  lines  around 
cities  or  limited -acre.ss  express  ways  in  rural  and  urban  areas.  The  aooompanying 
estimate  might  be  used: 


Item 

Length  In 
miles 

Estimated 
cost 

Additional  belt  lines--4  to  6  lanes 

2S1 
320 

tSA.970.000 

Limited-access  express  ways ............... 

120.750,000 

Total 

671 

177,720,000 

Bir.  Van  Waconxs.  This  proposal  to  aid  local  governmental  units 
In  purchase  of  right-of-way  for  highway  construction  applies 
directly  to  three  typical  problems  faced  by  Industrial  States. 

The  first  Is  to  provide  swift  and  safe  transportation  across  our 
Industrial  cities  for  purely  clty-trafflc  movements.  This  movement 
Is  of  both  commercial  and  plea8\ire  vehicles,  and  much  of  Its 
bulk  Is  made  up  of  workers  going  to  or  coming  from  their  Jobs. 

The  second  problem  is  to  permit  imrestrlcted.  high-speed  flow 
on  limited-access  highways  between  industrial  centers  such  as 
Detroit  and  Chicago  and  Detroit  and  Toledo.  Here  Is  a  constant  flow 
of  raw  materials  and  flnished  products,  of  food  and  the  necessities 
of  life,  of  travel  units  operating  on  schedules,  and  of  pleasure 
drivers. 

The  third  Is  to  get  otir  visiting  tourists  through  the  Indtastrlal 
centers  which  straddle  our  trunk  lines  and  delay  swift  arrival  at 
the  recreation  areas  to  the  north.  A  large  portion  of  our  State  relies 
on  tourist  business  for  a  livelihood. 

These  three  problems  require  the  acquisition  of  new  and  wider 
right-of-way.  In  the  first  instance,  we  must  acquire  that  right-of- 
way;  we  must  acquire  that  right-of-way  at  tremendous  cost  In 
highly  developed  industrial  centers. 

In  the  second,  we  must  acquire  right-of-way.  and  In  some  In- 
stances control  additional  right-of-way  through  southern  Michigan 
territory  which  lies  in  the  most  valuable  districts  of  the  State. 

In  the  third,  we  must  acquire  right-of-way,  either  through  indus- 
trial centers  or  around  them  where  developments  are  proceeding 
rapidly  and  real-estate  prices  pjrramldlng. 

The  three  phases  of  construction  in  which  right-of-way  costs  are 
most  closely  involved  are  belt  line,  urban,  and  interurban.  Discus- 
sion of  these  costs  will  be  limited  to  actual  figures  taken  from  past 
experience  and  surveys  completed  or  nearly  completed  on  a  cross- 
town  project  for  Detroit.  We  can  speak  only  In  general  terms  when 
we  refer  to  proposed  limited-access  highways  Unking  Detroit  and 
Chicago  and  Detroit  and  Toledo. 

The  State  Highway  Department  of  Michigan  has  put  Its  super- 
highway problem  study  In  the  hands  of  a  competent  engineer.  Bs 
has  divided  It,  at  our  suggestion.  Into  three  phases: 


VAVAA       M^\f 


>u  \Miiiafc    \jx 


completed  program. 

We  have  under  way  In  Detroit  today  a  study  of  a  proposed  croes- 
town  hlgbway  route.  ISii  miles  long,  tbe  physical  structure  to  be 


w«)a  ui  uur  utuut.Tn  cities  ana  aisiriDUiing  ii  to  Ita  oroerly  des- 
tinations. Since  the  flrst  automobiles  made  their  appearance  we 
have  concentrated  on  building  continuous  through  highways  in 
our  country.     lUe  buiX  oX  our  con&trucUoa  was  rural  coustruc- 


miles  to  their  work  in  industrial  areas.  No  matter  how  modern 
the  goal  when  we  attempted  to  plan  our  present  highway  system,  we 
have  outgrown  It. 


hlghway  problem  study  in  the  hands  of  a  competent  engineer.     Be 
has  divided  it,  at  our  suggestion,  Into  three  phases: 
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Project  I.  a  stody  of  the  feasibility  and  coet  of  a  Detroit  crose- 
town  motorway,  from  13>4  to  10  milM  in  length,  crossing  the  city 
and  proTldln^  inlets  and  ouUets  to  three  centralized  Industrial  arcM 
DOW  Isolated  by  Inadequate  transportation  facilities. 

Project  II.  a  study  of  a  proposal  for  a  limited-access  express 
highway  from  Detroit  toward  Toledo,  a  route  showing  the  second 
beeriest  traOc  band  east  of  the  MlastsMppi  River. 

Project  in.  a  study  of  •  similar  project  from  Drtroti  toward 
Chicago. 

Previous  experience  warned  us  that  rlgbt-of-way  costs  for  such 
projects  would  br  tremendous  for  highways  of  adequate  width  in 
the  metropoliun  area  Our  State  hlgbway  department  not  so 
lone  ago  — ignrfl  Itself  the  task  of  widening  U  8  10,  Woodward 
Avenue,  for  3d  miles  In  the  downtown  district  of  Detroit. 

Actual  physical  construction  on  that  3.6  miles  cost  us  $1,637,- 
OaaJ)l.     lU«ht-of-way  cost  us  $12.47S.783.M. 

The  Bute  highway  department,  inclusive  of  Federal-aid  and 
State  money,  has  only  about  18.000.000  a  year  for  construction  on 
our  0,000-mile  system.  Had  we  applied  this  entire  amount  for 
1  year  to  the  3.6  miles  we  would  have  been  between  six  and  seven 
million  short  of  paying  for  it. 

Our  engineering  division  recently  computed  right-of-way  costs  on 
nine  major  n>etropolltan  projec*  Construction  costs  averaged 
•232.619  a  mile  for  37  miles.     Right-of-way   averaged   $1,142,114. 

But  a  survey  of  the  cross- town  route,  based  on  valuation  figures 
and  on  the  assumption  tliat  we  could  go  in  and  buy  the  property 
in  entirety  for  the  development,  surprised  us.  Our  engineer  re- 
ported, after  a  check  of  3.779  Individual  parcels  and  conversations 
with  valuation  authorities,  that  the  necessary  property  and  build- 
ings possibly  could  be  bought  for  $11,549,700.  if  we  confined  our- 
selves to  13*3  miles.  Those  purchases  were  predicated  on  a  250- 
foot  right-of-way. 

It  would  be  the  height  of  presumption  to  believe  the  highway 
department  ever  could  step  In  and  buy  that  property  at  one  swoop. 
We  need  the  aid  of  long-term  loans  from  the  Federal  Government 
If  we  are  to  build  that  cross- town  route  on  an  economical,  mass- 
ptirchase  bMts.  It  is  Interesting  to  compare  the  figure  quoted  foe 
the  IS  Vi -mile  stretch  required  for  the  cross-town  highway  with 
the  amount  paid  for  2.6  nUles  of  right-of-way  on  Woodward 
Avenue. 

To  illustrate  the  part  that  actual  construction  costs  play  in  the 
building  of  modern  thoroughfares  In  comparison  to  right-of-way 
costs,  the  following  table  Is  submitted. 

The  Chairman.  Without  objection  it  will  be  made  a  piui  of  the 
record 

The  tattle  referred  to  by  Mr.  Van  Wagoner  Is  as  follows: 

TsBLS  3. — Summary  of  comparative  right-of-vxiy  arid  physical  con- 
struction costs  of  9  metropolitan  projects 


MOes 

Constnio- 

tion 

RiKht-of- 
way 

Total  cost 

U  8  ISl.  Orand  R»pi<ls 

LOU 

$126, 006. 0« 

1467,202.47 

$993,238.51 

(WoalthT  to  II:\1I  ) 

V  8  IM.  (ir»D<l  Rs|»m1s 

.817 

125,  200. 12 

33.  393.4S 

461.G02.60 

(Mlcbifan  to  (\.l<lhrook.) 

V  8  2.S.  McHjnt  rienifns 

.234 

76.071.83 

328.871.32 

404.943.15 

fCass  to  Markot  ) 

8  Mile  KtmU  Detroit  tam 

4.W5 

47S,  190.  ii 

1553, 736. 42 

3,031.935.87 

(UrwnfteM  U)  Juhn  R.) 

»Mi\e  Kiiatl.  L>«'tnjit  area 

X9S4 

410, 2ia  00 

1,687,623.14 

%  103, 833. 14 

tJohn  11  to  Or»liot.) 

8  MiV  Rfvwl,  I>troit  »i«l 

M(B 

52R,90a20 

1. 163. 740.  16 

1.602.643.36 

(Orstiot  to  Jflfcrson.) 

US  10.1>«troit 

1036 

1.637.028.91 

12. 479. 7S2. 86 

14.016.80S<.77 

(W«<t  (tnixl  Beolevard 

to  Vl-it.%«rFll.} 

USai.  Detroit 

1824 

1.S00.85£.31 

9. 240.  48S  92 

10.  840.  344.  23 

(Randolph  to  Harper.) 

V  S  112.  l>etft>it       

1052 

1,554.815.74 

S.  319. 467  04 

4. 874.  r2. 78 

(LWernon  to  Buth.) 

Total         

27.S58 

0,  4.13. 327.  eo 

31. 586.  295.  81 

38.019,623  41 

Aveneeonnstnictloo  eost  per  mile  for  9  typical  metropolitan  prolsctL. $233. 619 

Aven(«''>K^('o''*oy  ci>-t  V*T  mit*  for  9  typical  luouo^ioLtaii  projecLs 1, 142.114 

A  ventre  total  cost  r^r  mile  for  9  tyiaoal  metropolitan  projects 1,374.733 

Mr.  Vah  WAGomot.  We  believe  a  right-of-way  of  350  feet  will  be 
required  for  the  Detroit  cross-town  project.  Tbe  13  V^ -mile  pro- 
posed route  crosses  the  city  in  an  approximately  east-and-west 
direction  and  cuts  through  many  different  types  of  developments. 

On  the  west  It  croases  a  more  recently  developed  residential 
section  of  industrial  workers.  The  central  portion  crosses  an  old 
axMl  blighted  residential  area  of  Detroit  which  has  been  changing 
In  character  from  a  realdential  to  a  strictly  coaunercial  and  indvis- 
trial  area.  A  portion  of  tbe  eastern  end  of  the  proposed  motor- 
way crosses  a  new  residential  development  of  good  character,  in 
portions  of  which  there  is  considerable  vacant  pn^ierty  available 
at  the  present  time. 

Becau.s«  the  proposed  motorway  crosses  the  entire  city,  it  touches 
ptBeCteally  every  type  of  development  that  a  large  Industrial  center 
pnmtktM.  This  wide  variety  of  development  is  reflected  in  the 
spread  of  unit  land-cost  figures,  which  we  find  to  be  as  low  as  12 
cents  a  sqtmre  foot  and  as  high  as  $4.50  a  squeire  foot. 

Our  original  survey  leads  us  to  believe  that  of  the  3.779  parcels 
of  property  needed,  most  of  them  would  be  acqtiired  only  by  con- 
demnation.   Approximately  1,983  of  these  parcels,  or  71Vti  percent. 


carry  a  building  derelcfnaent  of  some  nattire.    Zn  other  words. 

only  2813  percent  of  the  property  needed  Is  Tacant. 

A  portion  of  the  proposed  rlght«of-way  located  betwssn  Connors 
Avenue  on  tbe  west  and  Morang  Drive  on  the  east  presents  a  mucb 
more  favorable  ratio  of  vacant  to  tmilt-up  properties. 

Within  this  portion  there  are  approximately  970  parcels  ot 
property  of  which  874  are  Improved  with  btilldlngs,  representing 
88  V^  percent  of  the  total.  The  balance  of  tbe  properties  Is  vacant, 
and  stspe  should  be  taken  in  the  immediate  futtire  to  acqtilrs  this 
available  right-of-way  within  the  city  before  It  Is  completely 
developed  and  valuations  raised  accordingly. 

Detroit  ezperisnced  a  rapid  growth  during  tbe  last  quarter  cen- 
tury.  It  was  in  keeping  with  the  derelopmsnt  of  the  automobUs 
Industry — an  Industry  recently  credited  by  the  Department  of 
Commerce  with  leading  the  way  to  recovery. 

Thu  rapid  growth  brotight  with  it  the  immediate  need  for  such 
basic  mtinlclpal  services  as  water  lines,  sewer  lines,  paving,  and 
other  necessities.  In  order  to  furnish  these  services  within  a 
short  time.  It  was  necessary  to  resort  to  the  floating  of  bond  Issues. 
When  the  economic  structure  collapsed  10  years  ago,  it  lowered 
very  drastically  realty  values  and  changed  altogether  tbe  ratio  of 
assessed  valuations  to  bonded  indebtedness. 

Tbe  city  of  Detroit  finds  itself  bonded  beyond  Its  permissible 
legal  limit.  The  possibility  of  pledging  the  faith  and  credit  of  the 
community  for  additional  bond  Issues  to  acquire  right-of-way  for 
needed  highway  Improvements  within  the  city  limits  is  entirely 
out  of  the  question. 

The  development  of  low-cost  housing  projects  in  Detroit  would 
be  impossible  without  Federal  assistance.  The  same  is  true  of  the 
Immediate  start  of  the  cross-town  highway  project. 

This  problem  of  caring  for  the  swiftly  increasing  flow  of  traflk;  Is 
not  confined  to  our  greatest  city.  It  Involves  every  municipality 
sitting  astride  of  a  State  trtink  line.  The  traffic  system  of  these 
cities  must  be  either  modernized  now  or  at  much  greater  expense 
In  the  years  to  come. 

Wherever  possible,  we  must  avoid  the  situation  which  befell 
Detroit.  We  must  avoid  clogged  highways  and  distressed  trafllc 
conditions. 

It  is  advisable,  wherever  possible,  to  route  a  large  portion  of 
through  trafllc  around  cities  by  construction  of  wide  belt  lines 
which  will  carry  automobiles  swiftly  and  safely.  We  must  provide 
feeder  roads  from  cities  to  llnxlted  access,  express  superhighways 
which  span  States  and  regions  and  which  may  span  our  coimtry 
with  the  swift  Increase  of  motor  traffic. 

It  has  been  proposed  that  such  roads  of  limited  access  be  built 
between  Detroit  and  Toledo  and  Detroit  and  Chicago.  Chicago 
already  has  planned  an  entrance  for  such  a  highway  from  Detroit. 
The  Detroit  end  of  the  express  way  wotild  reach  to  the  proposed 
cross-town  highway.  We  consider  that,  in  fact,  step  No.  1  in  the 
construction  of  either  of  the  two  routes. 

Traffic  on  both  of  these  arterial  highways  is  of  a  mixed  natiire. 
The  swift  pleasure  cars  are  speeding  by  the  trailer  trucks  and  the 
busses.  There  is  a  constant  shuttling  in  and  out  of  traffic.  This  is 
reflected  in  our  fatal-accident  figtires  shown  at  the  end  of  this 
statement. 

Surveys  showed  traffic  on  the  Detroit  to  Toledo  route,  most  of 
which  Is  over  Telegraph  Road,  increased  38  percent  between  1930 
and  1936.  Traffic  over  the  Detroit-Chicago  route  increased  31  per- 
cent In  the  same  period.  At  that  time  average  daily  traffic  was 
8.462  cars  on  the  Detroit-Toledo  route  and  7.460  cars  on  the  Detroit- 
Chicago  route. 

The  State  Highway  Department  has  realized  that  alleviation  of 
traffic  conditions  on  these  two  routes,  the  partial  relocation  of  both 
routes,  is  too  great  a  finaiK:ial  problem  to  tackle  with  the  present 
limited  resources  at  our  disposal.  A  patchwork  of  repair  sections 
can  l>e  considered  OTily  temporary.  Much  of  the  Chicago  route  is 
winding,  curved  right-of-way.  This  must  be  straightened,  widened, 
and  relocated. 

The  distance  between  Detroit  and  Chicago  is  287  miles.  TO 
purchase  an  adequate  right-of-way  for  a  llmite<l  access,  high-speed, 
express  way  l>etwcen  these  two  cities,  with  the  financial  condition 
Of  the  State  such  as  it  is,  is  impossible.  The  route,  if  it  were  laid 
out  directly,  would  traverse  ^  wealthy  section  of  the  State.  It 
would  split  farms,  cross  streams,  reqtUre  ptirchase  of  municipal 
property,  and  divide  estates. 

Yet,  If  we  could  borrow  money  on  long-term  arrangement  with 
an  agency  of  the  Federal  Oovemment,  buy  right-of-way  other 
than  In  piecemeal  lots,  and  get  our  construction  started,  I  am  firmly 
convinced  the  Investment  would  give  new  impetus  to  our  in- 
dustries and  soon  repay  the  loans. 

What  I  have  said  of  the  Detroit  to  Chicago  route  applies  to  the 
Detroit  to  Toledo  route.  I  am  convinced,  too,  that  the  Investment 
In  right-of-way  along  these  routes,  which  the  Government  might 
sponsor,  would  be  returned  In  no  snuUl  measure  by  Improvenient 
of  Its  so-called  military  road  system. 

A  glance  at  a  list  of  War  Department  material  requirements  wfll 
emphasize  the  need  of  keeping  transp<»rtatlon  routes  to  our  major 
Industrtal  city  undogged  in  time  of  war. 

Despite  every  possible  precaution,  more  than  1,500  people  in 
Michigan  died  as  a  result  of  traffic  accidents  last  year.  I  believe 
that  appalling  loss  could  have  been  greatly  reduced  by  widened 
streets  and  straightened,  limited  access  highways,  by  the  use  of 
some  of  that  costly  property  which  jams  traffic  together  at  city 
gateways  and  overcrowds  it  on  mixed  pleastire  and  commercial 
highways. 
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TO  support  that  statetnent,  there  are  attached  some  tabulations 
of  accident  percentages  on  highways  where  Federal  assistance  In 
Obtaining  room  for  new  construction  could  save  tbe  lives  of  our 
motorists. 

The  CHAiaMAir.  Without  objection,  they  will  be  made  a  part  of 
the  record. 

The  tables  referred  to  by  Mr.  Van  Wagoner  are  as  follows: 

Table  3. — Motor  vehicle  traffic  in  1930  and  1936  on  rural  State 
trunk  lines  that  connect  Detroit  and  Toledo,  and  Detroit  and 
Chicago 


Averagp  dsily  trsfllc  volume 

1930 

1936 

Percent 
of  In- 

Number 

Percent 

Number  Tercpnt 

crraae 
I9;«l  to 
1936  > 

Detroit  snd  Tole 
PxRMneer  cni 
Tnicli.H  lind  t 
Traitor}  and 

All  vehicle) 

Detroit  nnd  Chic 
l';Ls,>>eiiirer  cm 
Tractors  and 
Tractors  and 

All  vehiclei 

-lo: 

8.257 
306 

86 

9 
5 

6,S83 

CM 

1.235 

78 

7 

15 

25 

xi.tises ..„ 

11 

trucks  with  trallen.. 
( .... 

304 

6,113 

100 

8,426 

100 

38 

.leo: 

4.931 
624 
113 

87 

11 

2 

5.984 
709 
757 

80 
10 
10 

21 

\wss«a 

14 

truclu  with  tntilera.. 
1 

670 

6,«58 

100 

7,450 

100 

31 

I  All  traffic  in  the  State  increased  18  percent  from  1930. 

The  pressure  on  these  tvro  important  industrial  trunk  lines  is 
greater  than  is  Indicated  by  the  percentages  of  traffic  Increase. 
The  growth  of  their  traffic  at  a  rate  nearly  twice  that  in  the  State 
as  a  whole  points  to  a  still  greater  need  for  added  capacity,  but 
the  fact  that  the  heaviest,  slowest,  and  largest-dimensioned  com- 
ponents of  their  traffic  have  Increased  more  than  three  and  five  fold, 
respectively,  emphasizes  the  necessity  for  providing  facilities  of  a 
special  t3rpe. 

The  presence  of  large,  slow-moving  commercial  vehicles  on  a 
general-use  pavement  means  that  the  faster  traffic  units  must 
make  more  overtaking  and  passing  maneuvers.  When  these  con- 
ditions exist  on  a  single  pavement  carrying  traffic  moving  in 
opposite  directions,  traffic  Is  slowed  down  and  subjected  to  un- 
usual hazards.  Undei  these  circumstances  divided  roadways  for 
directional  traffic  are  required  If  motor-vehicle  transportation  needs 
are  to  be  served  efficiently  and  safely. 

ACCmENTS    AND    UIGHWAT    TaAFFIC    AND    AOEQTTACT 

Traffic-accident  occurrence  la  accepted  as  one  of  the  Indexes 
of  highway  adequacy.  The  following  tables  show  the  distribu- 
tion of  accidents  on  different  classes  of  roadways  In  Michigan 
and  their  concentration  on  certain  strategic  trunk-line  routes  and 
sections  of  routes.  The  figures  and  percentages  in  all  cases  relate 
to  fatal  accidents,  the  recortls  of  which  are  accepted  as  accurate 
and  therefore  suitable  for  statistical  analysis. 

FATAL    TRAFnC    ACCmKNTS,    1934-37,    INCLtJSIVS 

Distribution  to  system  of  occurrence  in  percentages  of  State-wide 

4-year  total 

SYSTEM 

Urban  streets- 47  86 

Detroit  streets 240.  83 

Other  urban  streets 23.03 

Rtiral  roads 52. 14 

State  trunk  lines 34.  41 

Other  rural  roads 17. 73 

State   total __ ._ 100.00 

These  percentages  indicate  that  the  urban -accident  problem  is 
centered  in  Detroit  and  that  most  niral  accidents  occur  on  trunk- 
line  highways. 

FATAL   KUSAL  TRTJNK-LINI  ACCnJENTS,    1934    TO    1937.    INCLtJSmB 

On  selected  heavy-traffic  routes,  in  percentages  of  rural  State  trunk- 
line  4-year  total 

Route: 

U  S  24  and  25,  State  line  to  Jtmctlon 4. 6 

U  8  24.  Junction  to  Pontlac 2. 1 

U  S  25,  junction  to  Detroit .6 

U  8.  25,  Detroit  to  Port  Huron 1. 6 

Total  for  U  S  24  and  25 - - 8.6 

U  S  12.  Detroit  to  State  line —     6.4 

U  S  112.  Detroit  to  New  Buffalo 6.6 

M-80.  Jackson  to  NUes .8 

Total  D  S  12  and  112  and  M-80 13.8 

Total  5  routes 21.4 


These  five  routas  comprise  about  7  percent  of  tbe  total  rural  Stata 
trunk-line  mileage. 

Seven  percent  of  trunk-line  mileage  account*  for  21.4  percent  of 
total  rurcl  trunk-line  accidents. 

Ninety-three  percent  of  tnmk-llns  mileage  accounts  for  78.6  Tptr- 
cent  of  total  trunk-line  accldenU. 

FATAL   ACCTOCNT   OCCtTKKEMCI    IN    ZONV    ASOXTT   CniM,    1034    TO    IttT, 

XNCLVSIVX 

Types  of  fatal  accidents  occurring  in  1-.  3-,  and  S-miU  tones  abouf 
cities  in  percentages  of  total  rural  State  trunk-Unt  fatal  aoeidentt 
of  each  type 
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Pedestrian  accidents ...................... 

72.4 
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67  ( 

Between  Inter aectioDS 

06.7 

These  percentages  point  clearly  to  sections  of  trunk  line  In  the 
vicinity  of  cities  as  the  places  where  fatal  accident  occurrence  is 
concentrated,  "nils  is  due  to  the  suburban  development  along  these 
sections,  which  causes  higher  traffic  volumes  and  a  nrixture  of  local 
and  through  travel  on  the  same  pavements.  Isolating  through 
traffic  on  a  limited-access  express  way  in  metropolitan  districts 
would  cut  dovm  most  of  these  types  of  accidents,  particularly  those 
In  which  pedestrians  are  involved  and  those  at  intersections. 

FATAL  ACCIDENT  OCCURRENCE  IN  ZONES  ABOTTT  DETROIT  AND  OTHER  CITIBS, 

1934-37 


Fatal  trunk-line  accidents  per  mile 

of  trunk  line 

0-  to  l-mile  cone 

2-  to  3-mlle  tone 

4-  to  5-mile  tone 

Detroit 

All  cities 

Detroit 

AU  cities 

Detroit 

AU  cities 

All  types 

1.37 
.75 
.33 
.29 
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.16 
.07 
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.18 

0.24 
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.04 
.14 
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.33 
.22 

0.21 

Pedpstriin 

.05 

Intprsoction     

.03 

Betwwn  intersections 

.14 

Concentration  of  the  suburban  fatal  accident  problem  in  the 
Detroit  area  Is  shown  by  these  figures.  Unquestionably  an  explana- 
tion of  the  preponderance  In  the  metropolitan  area  is  that  suburban 
development  and  traffic  volumes  on  suburban  trunk  lines  are  greater 
there.  The  fact  that  the  contrast  is  less  pronounced  in  the  case  of 
"between  intersection"  accidents  is  probably  due  to  the  considerable 
mileage  of  divided  roadways  entering  Detroit. 

DETROIT  FATAL  TRAFFIC  ACCIDENTS,  193S 

A  Study  of  street  accidents  in  Detroit  made  by  the  Detroit  traffic 
stu-vey  indicates  that  22.6  percent  of  all  fatal  accidents  In  that  year 
occurred  on  the  route  of  U  S  25  through  the  city,  the  route  of  U  S 
12  and  112  into  the  city,  and  one  of  the  projected  routes  of  tbe 
proposed  cross-town  artery.  The  conditions  which  caused  these 
accidents,  so  far  as  they  had  to  do  with  street  design  and  adequacy, 
would  be  relieved  by  the  construction  of  the  latter  route. 

Mr.  Van  Wagoner.  It  is  not  for  me  to  suggest  technical  changes 
in  the  form  of  the  bill.  Final  draft  of  this  measure  is  a  task  for 
you  legislators,  and  I  have  confidence  in  your  judgment  and  ability. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention.  I  will  be  glad  to  answer,  if  I  can, 
any  questions  you  may  ask. 

The  Chairman.  We  thank  you.  Mr.  Van  Wagoner,  for  your  very 
fine  statement  and  for  tbe  information  you  have  given  tis. 

Mr.  Van  Wagoneb.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such  time  as 
he  may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Arizona   [Mr.  Mmt- 

DOCK]. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  favor  this  bill 
authorizing  appropriations  for  highway  building  for  a  2 -year 
period.  As  might  be  expected,  I  have  received  numerous 
telegrams  from  authorities  in  Arizona  urging  the  passage 
of  this  legislation.  It  may  seem  that  Congressmen  from 
the  Western  States  are  very  insistent  with  regard  to  high- 
way legislation  and  appropriation,  but  I  assure  you  that  it  is 
exceedingly  vital  to  us  out  into  the  great  open  spaces. 

With  seventy-odd  percent  of  the  entire  area  of  the  State  of 
Arizona  owned  and  controlled  by  the  United  States  Oovem- 
ment. it  must  be  plainly  evident  that  Federal  aid  for  that 
State  in  highway  building  is  imperative.  It  is  Impossible 
for  us  to  have  a  scientific  highway  system  traversing  my 
State  In  any  direction  without  crossing  Oovemment  lands. 
So  largely  true  Is  this  that  tbe  United  States  Government 


i\ 


Our  otiglnai  survey  le*d8  us  to  believe  that  of  the  2,779  parcels 
of  property  nee<le<l.  most  of  tbczn  would  be  acquired  only  by  con- 
denmatloa.    Approximately  1,983  of  tbese  parcels,  or  71^^  percent. 


Bome  of  that  costly  property  which  Jams  trafllc  together  at  city 
gateways  and  OTercrowds  it  on  mixed  pleasure  and  commercial 
lUghways. 
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oaght  to  pay  for  aO  the  cost  of  construction  througbout 
most  of  that  State. 

AD  of  our  appropriations  in  these  trying  times  are  Judged 
with  relation  to  national  defense.  From  that  standpoint,  we 
ought  to  regard  highway-s  as  a  part  of  our  preparedness  pro- 
gram. Blilitary  experts  have  suggested  defense  highways 
extending  from  the  Mexican  to  the  Canadian  border.  In 
fact,  we  ought  to  have  several  such  defense  highwajrs.  Some 
of  them  should  be  through  the  Interior  part  of  our  country 
beyond  the  reach  of  a  foe  attacking  our  seacoast.  Such  a 
highway  should  extend  through  the  more  accessible  part  of 
our  Rocky  Mountain  area,  traversing  such  States  as  Ari- 
zona. Utah.  Idaho,  and  others. 

Existing  highwasrs.  by  improvement,  could  be  made  to  serve 
as  defense  highways,  and  I  believe  that  it  would  be  good 
strategy  and  a  proper  expenditure  of  defense  funds  to  com- 
plete such  military  highways  along  strategic  routes  both 
for  defense  and  commerce.  It  is  wise  national  economy  to 
combine  these  better -class  highways  for  miLtary  and  com- 
mercial purposes,  useful  in  war  or  jseace.  I  favor  the  bill 
l)efore  us  as  a  continuation  of  a  wise  program  Initiated  some 
years  ago. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Rkcoro. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  a  pleasure 
to  me  to  rise  in  support  of  this  measure  authorizing  approxi- 
mately $180,000,000  for  Federal  aid  for  the  Federal-aid  high- 
_  way  system,  secondary  or  feeder  roads,  to  aid  in  the  elimina- 
tion of  railroad-grade  crossings,  to  build  highways  in  our  na- 
tional parks  and  Indian  reservations,  and  so  forth,  and  to  aid 
the  counties  and  cities  to  secure  loans  to  provide  for  rights- 
of-way. 

About  20  years  ago  it  was  my  pleasure  to  Introduce  and  have 
charge  of  the  first  great  Pederal-aid  road  bill  in  the  House. 
The  measure  to  which  I  refer  became  the  Federal  Road  Act  of 
November  9,  1921.  This  policy  of  Federal  aid  for  highways 
once  adopted  has  been  carried  through  for  a  period  of  20  years 
and  we  have  developed  a  great  system  of  unified  and  coordi- 
nated highways  embracing  hundreds  of  thousands  of  miles, 
connecting  every  county  seat  and  the  industrial  and  populous 
communities  of  every  part  of  the  Nation.  A  person  getting  on 
any  part  of  this  great  system  of  highways  in  any  part  of  our 
Nation  may  now  travel  to  alt  parts  of  our  great  country. 

It  is  needless  to  say  that  there  is  no  legislation  in  which  I 
have  l)een  more  interested  than  In  providing  Federal  aid  for 
our  highways.  This  is  known  as  the  great  farm-to-market 
system  of  highways. 

Nothing  has  contributed  or  will  contribute  more  to  our  pre- 
paredness and  our  national  defense  than  this  great  unified 
system  of  highways.  This  system  has  greatly  enriched  and 
benefited  agriculture.  labor,  industry,  and  commerce.  It  has 
made  possible  the  emptojmient  annually  of  millions  of  workers 
throughout  the  Nation.  It  has  brought  a  good  road  to  more 
than  90  percent  of  the  population  of  our  country.  It  has  con- 
tributed in  the  building  up  of  our  farms,  our  schools,  churches, 
and  homes.  It  has  brought  comfort  and  happiness  to  our  en- 
tire population.  No  money  spent  has  meant  more  to  the 
peace,  happiness,  and  prosperity  of  the  American  people  than 
the  money  that  has  l)een  appropriated  and  expended  in  de- 
veloping this  great  highway  system;  and  I  am  happy  to  be 
present  on  today  and  vote  to  add  to  the  further  development 
and  Improvement  of  the  greatest,  finest,  and  best  highway 
sjrstem  of  any  country  of  the  world. 
The  SPEAKER.    All  time  has  expired. 

The  question  is.  Shall  the  rules  be  suspended  and  the  bill 
•s  amended  pass? 

The  question  was  taken;  and  two-thirds  having  voted  in 
the  afflrmatlve.  the  rules  were  suspended  and  the  bill  was 
passed. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  all  Members  may  have  5  legislative  days  within 
which  to  extend  their  own  remarks  on  the  bill  Just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SIVZR  AND  HABBOR  APPROPRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  suspend  the  rules 
and  pass  the  bill  (H.  R.  9972)  authorizing  the  Improvement 
of  certain  rivers  and  hartxirs  in  the  interest  of  the  national 
defense,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  following  works  of  Improvement  of 
rivers,  harbors,  and  other  waterways  are  hereby  adopted  and  au- 
thorized, to  be  prosecuted  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  supervision  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers.  In  accordance  with  the  plans  recommended 
In  the  respective  reports  hereinafter  designated  and  subject  to 
conditions  set  forth  therein: 

Kennebec  River,  Maine;  improvement  In  accordance  with  the 
report  on  file  in  the  Office.  Chief  of  Engineers; 

Boston  Harbor,  Mass.;  House  Documents  Nos.  225  and  362,  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress: 

Nantasket  (Hull)  Out  and  We3rmouth  Tbre  River.  ICam.;  House 
Document  No.  568.  Seventy-sixth  Congress; 

Thames  River.  Conn.;  House  Doctiment  No.  367,  Seventy-sixth 
Congress; 

Raritan  River.  N.  J.;  channel  to  the  Rarltan  Arsenal  In  accordance 
with  the  report  on  file  In  the  OOce,  Chief  of  Eiiglneers; 

Baltimore  Harbor.  Md.;  channel  In  Curtis  Creek  In  accordance 
With  the  report  on  file  In  the  Office,  Chief  of  Engineers; 

Middle  River  and  Dark  Head  Creek.  Md.;  House  Document  No.  556, 
Seventy-sixth  Congress; 

Portsmouth  Harbor.  Va.;  channel  to  Nansemond  Ordnance  Depot 
In  accordance  with  the  report  on  file  in  the  Office,  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers: 

Channel  from  Manteo  to  Oregon  Inlet,  N.  C;  House  Document  No. 
813,  Seventy-sixth  Congress; 

SUver  Lake  Harbor,  N.  C;  House  Document  No.  325,  Seventy-sixth 
Congress; 

Charleston  Harbor,  8.  C;  House  Document  No.  259,  Seventy-sixth 
Congress; 

Charleston  Harbor.  8.  C;  channel  to  the  ordnance  depot  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  report  on  file  in  the  Office,  Chief  of  Engineers; 

Mobile  Harbor,  Ala.;  House  Docimients  Noe.  221  and  282.  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress; 

Corpus  Chrlsti,  Tex.;  channel  to  and  Including  a  turning  basin  at 
Navy  seaplane  base.  Encinal  Peninsula,  in  accordance  w^lth  the  re- 
port on  file  in  the  Office,  Chief  of  Engineers; 

Oswego  Harbor,  N.  Y.;  House  Document  No.  96.  Seventy-sixth 
Congress; 

San  Diego  Harbor,  Calif .;•  seaplane  basin  and  related  works  In 
accordance  with  the  plan  recommended  In  the  report  on  file  in 
the  Office.  Chief  of  Engineers; 

Los  Angeles  and  Long  Beach  Harbors.  Calif.;  Improvement  in 
accordance  with  the  plan  recommended  in  the  report  on  file  in  the 
Office.  Chief  of  Engineers; 

Sitka  Harbor,  Alaska;  House  Document  No.  331,  Seventy -sixth 
Congress; 

Kodiak  Harbor,  Alaska;  House  Document  No.  332,  Seventy-sixth 
Congress; 

Keehi  Lagoon,  Oahu,  T.  H.;  House  Document  No.  329,  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress;  and 

San  Juan  Harbor.  P.  R.;  House  Docimient  No.  364,  Seventy-sixth 
Congress. 

Sbc.  2.  The  following  modifications  of  projects,  involving  no  cost 
to  the  United  States,  in  addition  to  that  heretofore  authorized, 
are  hereby  adopted  and  authorized  to  be  prosecuted: 

Wilmington  Hart>or,  Del.,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  House  Document  No.  658,  Seventy-sixth  Congress; 

Cleveland  Harbor,  Ohio:  the  existing  project  set  forth  in  House 
Doctiment  No.  84.  Seventy -fourth  Congress,  and  authorized  by 
PubUc  Law  No.  392.  Seventy-fifth  Congress,  is  hereby  modified  to 
provide  that  cuts  or  partial  cuts  may  be  made  before  the  related 
railroad  bridges  are  modified  or  rebuilt  when  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  such  procedure  will  be  advantageous  to  navi- 
gation; 

The  second  proviso  tn  section  2  of  the  act  of  August  26  1937 
(60  Stat.  844,  850).  authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preser- 
vation of  certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors,  and  for  other 
purposes.  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows:  "Provided  further 
That  the  entire  Central  Valley  project,  California,  heretofore  au- 
thorlaed  and  established  imder  the  provisions  of  the  Emergencv 
Relief  Appropriation  Act  of  1935  (49  Stat.  115)  and  the  First 
Deficiency  Appropriation  Act.  fiscal  year  1936  (49  Stat  1622)  Is 
hereby  reauthorized  and  declared  to  be  for  the  purposes  of  im- 
proving navigation,  regulating  the  flow  of  the  San  Joaquin  River 
and  the  Sacramento  River,  controlling  floods,  providing  for  stor- 
age and  for  the  delivery  of  the  stored  waters  thereof,  for  construc- 
tion under  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  redamaUon  laws  of  such 


Total  U  S  12  and  112  and  M-60 12.8 


Total  5  routes. 


21.4 


lor  us  vo  nave  a  scieniinc  nignway  system  traversing  my 
State  In  any  direction  without  crossing  CK>vemment  lands. 
So  largely  true  Is  this  that  the  United  States  Oovernment 
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distribution  gyetems  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  deems  necessary 
In  connection  with  lands  for  which  said  stored  waters  are  to  be 
delivered,  for  the  reclamation  of  arid  and  semiarld  lands  and  lands 
of  Indian  reservations,  and  other  beneficial  uses,  and  for  the 
generation  and  sale  of  electee  energy  as  a  means  of  financially 
aiding  and  assisting  such  undertakings,  and  in  order  to  permit 
the  full  utilization  of  the  works  constructed  to  accomplish  the 
aforesaid  piuposes." 

Sec.  3.  That  the  paragraph  In  section  1  of  the  River  and  Harbor 
Act.  approved  July  25.  1912.  authorizing  the  removal  of  temporary 
obstructions  from  tributaries  of  waterways  under  Federal  im- 
provement (37  Stat.  L.  722).  as  amended  in  section  3  of  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preser- 
vation of  certain  public  wock  on  rivers  and  harbors,  and  for  other 
purposes",  approved  July  3,  1930,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"The  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  his  discretion,  and  after  approval 
by  the  Secretary  of  War.  Is  hereby  authorized  to  make  preliminary 
examinations  and  minor  surveys  preliminary  thereto  and  to  remove 
snags  and  other  temporary  or  readily  removable  obstructions  from 
tributaries  of  waterways  already  under  Federal  Improvement  or 
In  general  use  by  navigation,  or  to  make  such  minor  Improvements 
In  any  of  the  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States  as  he  may 
deem  advisable  In  the  Interest  of  national  defense,  the  cost  thereof 
to  be  paid  from  funds  appropriated  for  the  maintenance  and  Im- 
provement of  rivers  and  harbors:  Provided.  That  the  cost  of  such 
work  In  any  single  year  shall  not  exceed  fS.OOO  per  tributary." 

Sec.  4  The  project  for  the  Denlson  Reservoir  on  Red  River  In 
Texas  and  Oklahoma,  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved 
June  28,  1938.  is  hereby  declared  to  be  for  the  purpose  of  Improv- 
ing navigation,  regulating  the  flow  of  the  Red  River,  controlling 
floods,  and  for  other  beneficial  uses. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  second  demanded?  [After  a  pause.] 
If  not,  the  Chair  w.U  put  the  question. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  two-thirds  having  voted  in 
favor  thereof,  the  rules  were  suspended  and  the  bill  was 
passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

GOVERNMENT    FOR    THE    TERRITORY    OF    HAWAH 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9185)  to  amend 
section  73  of  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  a  government 
for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,"  with  Senate  amendments,  and 
agree  to  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  6,  strike  out  "paragraph"  and  Insert  "paragraphs." 
Page  1.  line  9,  after  "paragraph".  Insert  "excluding  those  home- 
steads under  the  control   of   the  Hawaiian   Homes  Commission  as 
provided  In  section  203  of  the  Hawaiian  Homes  Conunlsslon   Act, 
1920." 

Page  3.  lines  22  and  23.  after  "modified".  Insert  "whereupon 
liability  for  payment  of  any  balance  then  due  under  such  special 
homestead  agreement  shall  terminate." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  legislation? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  may  say  this  bill  passed  the 
House,  went  to  the  Senate,  and  has  been  returned  with  two 
minor  clarifying  amendments. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  What  are  the  amend- 
ments? 

Mr.  KING.  The  purpose  of  the  bill  Itself  is  to  permit  the 
local  government  to  make  certain  refimds  to  homesteaders. 
No  Federal  funds  are  involved.  The  only  reason  this  is  before 
the  Congress  at  all  is  that  we  have  no  authority  to  amend 
the  organic  act. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  This  is  simply  an  Ha- 
waiian bill? 

Mr.  KINO.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  There  is  no  objection  by 
any  meml>er  of  the  committee  to  it? 

Mr.  KINO.    No. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida  I  Mr.  Green  J? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CONTINUOUS  SESSION 

Mr.  EBE31HARTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  1  minute. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  EberharterJ? 

There  was  no  objection.  ^ 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  November  3.  1939, 
the  extraordinary  session  adjourned.  At  that  time.  I  voted 
against  the  adjournment  resolution,  because  I  felt  the  Con- 
gress should  remain  in  session-  to  consider  grave  matters 
involving  the  world  situation. 

At  the  present  time.  I  believe  that  the  coimtry  is  faced 
with  an  emergency  infinitely  more  grave,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  it  is  our  plain  dtity  to  remain  in  session,  so  that 
we  can  be  ready  at  a  moment's  notice  to  properly  take  care 
of  any  situation. 

World  changing  events  are  happening  with  lightning- 
like and  appalling  rapidity.  Should  we  now  adjourn,  we 
would  only  be  called  upon  to  reassemble  under  extraordinary 
circumstances,  and  probably  would  be  required  to  act  speed- 
ily and  hurriedly  on  measures  of  the  greatest  import.  It  is 
almost  impossible  to  get  the  legislative  machinery  In  motion 
in  less  than  2  or  3  weeks.  Surely  it  would  be  better  to 
remain  in  order  that  we  may  continue  to  give  the  needed 
and  unhurried  consideration  to  those  matters  which  are 
arising  almost  daily,  and  which  will,  without  a  doubt,  vitally 
affect  the  future  history  of  this  Nation.  Furthermore,  by 
remaining  in  session,  it  would  give  notice  to  all  nations, 
belligerent  and  neutral  alike,  that  this  great  democracy  Is 
prepared  to  function  speedily  and  to  meet  any  emergency. 

At  the  same  time,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  well  for 
the  leaders  of  both  parties  to  come  to  an  agreement  that 
purely  domestic  matters  of  a  partisan  or  controversial  char- 
acter should  not  be  taken  up.  Such  matters  can  well  remain 
in  abeyance  until  the  next  regular  session  in  January  at 
which  time  we  will  have  the  benefit  of  the  expression  of  the 
will  of  the  people  at  the  polls  in  November. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  Woodruff  of  Michigan  and  Mr.  Brewster  asked  and 
were  given  permission  to  extend  their  own  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

PASSAGE    of    federal-aid    HIGHWAY    BILL 

Mr.  MOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  one-half  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morrl? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Federal-aid  highway  bill, 
H.  R.  9575,  passed  the  House  a  few  minutes  ago,  and  there 
was  not  a  roll  call  vote;  however.  I  think  it  should  be  noted 
in  the  Record  that  this  bill  passed  unanimously.  All  of 
those  present  and  voting,  voted  in  favor  of  the  road  bllL 
No  Member  of  the  House  voted  against  it. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  JARRETTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  JarrettI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LANDIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  reports 
from  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  IMr.  LandisJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

examination  OF  civilian  nautical  schools 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  biU  (H.  R.  9262)  to  provide 
for  the  examination  of  civilian  nautical  schools  and  for  the 
Inspection  of  vessels  used  in  connection  therewith,  and  for 
other  purposes,  with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  agree 
to  the  Senate  amendment.  I  may  say  the  committee  met 
the  bther  day,  and  there  is  no  objection  to  this  amendment. 

Tlie  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bilL 


.   lion  unaer  me  provisions  of  the  Federal  redamaUon  laws  of  such 
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The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Page  3.  after  line  30.  Insert: 

"Sec.  4.  The  provlslona  of  section  3  of  this  act  shall  not  apply  to 
Teasels  of  the  Navy  or  the  Coast  Cuiiid  used  by  or  In  connection 
with  civilian  nautical  achools." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Bland  1? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  BLAND.  All  the  amendment  does  is  to  specifically 
provide  that  It  shall  not  apply  to  Coast  Guard  and  Navy  ves- 
sels. We  thought  it  impliedly  did  that  when  we  passed  the 
bill.  I  took  this  up  in  committee  Saturday  and  the  commit- 
tee agreed  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  It  has  the  unanimous 
approval  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  BLAND.     Yes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  IMr.  BlakdJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLTTTICN  AND  BILLS  SIGNED 

^  Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  a  joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following  title, 
which  was  thereupon  signed  by  the  Si)eaker: 

H.J.  Res.  551.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  taking 
effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V. 

The  Speaker  announced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills  of 
the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  186.  An  act  to  amend  sections  798  and  800  of  the  Code 
of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  relating  to  .murder  in 
the  first  degree; 

S.  920.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Ccurt  for  the  District  of  Montana  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  estate 
of  Joseph  Mihelich; 

S.  1649.  An  act  for  the  relief  ot  Alan  C.  Winter,  Jr.,  and 
Elizabeth  Winter: 

S.  2083.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Parker 
McKee.  Sr..  and  Louise  McKee;  and 

S.  2132.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherine  Scott,  Mrs. 
J.  H.  Scott.  Jettie  Stewart,  and  Ruth  Mincemeyer. 

ADJOrRNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do 
new  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  2  o'clock  and 
30  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow. 
Tuesday,  Jime  4.  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 
COmOTTEB  ON  INTERSTATE  AND  FOREIGN  COBCICERCE 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  on  Tuesday.  June  4.  1940.  at  10  a.  m. 

Business  to  be  considered:  To  continue  hearings  on  S.  280 
and  H.  R.  145.  motion  pictures.     The  opposition  will  continue. 

COMMITTEE  ON  MINES  AND  MINING 

■nie  subcommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  that  was  appointed 
to  consider  S.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Tuesday,  June  4, 
Thursday.  June  6.  and  Friday.  June  7.  1940.  at  10  a.  m.  each 
morning.  In  the  committee  rooms  in  the  New  House  Office 
Building. 

COMMTTTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
at  10  a.  m.,  Tuesday  morning.  June  4.  1940. 

COMMITTEE  ON  IMMIGRATION  AND  NATT7RALIZATION 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  in  room  445.  old  House  Office  Building,  at 


10:30  a.  m..  on  Wednesday.  June  5. 1P40,  for  the  consideration 
of  private  bills. 

COMMITTEE  ON  MERCHANT  MARINE  AKD  FISHERIES 

The  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Rsheries  will  hold 
a  public  hearing  on  Thursday,  June  6.  1940.  at  10  a.  m..  on 
the  following  bill: 

H.  R.  9913.  relating  to  citizenship  requirements  for  manning 
of  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communicatlona 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1712.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  supplemental  estimates  of  appropria- 
tions for  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  fiscal  year  1940 
in  the  amount  of  $8,800  (H.  Doc.  No.  800) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1713.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  supplemental  estimates  of  appropria- 
tions and  draft  of  a  proposed  provision  pertaining  to  existing 
appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Commerce  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941.  amounting  to  $236,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  801);  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1714.  A  commimication  frwn  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  fiscal  year  1941  for  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture in  the  sum  of  $380,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  802) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1715.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator.  Federal  Works 
Agency,  transmitting  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  authorizing  a 
reduction  in  the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans 
and  advances  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States 
of  America  through  the  Public  Works  Administration;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

1716.  A  commimication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations 
for  the  Treasury  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  1941,  amount- 
ing to  $2,518,900  (H.  Doc.  No.  803) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
piopriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1717.  A  conrununication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supjrfemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  legislative  establishment.  Architect  of  the  Capitol, 
for  the  fiscal  year  1941  in  the  amount  of  $585,000  (H.  Doc.  No. 
804 ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

1718.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  an  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the 
American  Negro  Exposition,  amoimting  to  $75,000.  to  be  im- 
mediately available  until  December  31. 1940  (H.  Doc.  No.  805) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Apprc^riations  and  ordered  to  be  printedl 


REPORTS    OF   COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    T^n.T.s    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  nile  Xm. 

Mr.  STEAGALL:  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
H.  R.  9958.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home- 
loan  banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion Act.  as  amended,  and  for  other  pui-poses;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2363).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK:  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service.  H.  R. 
9041.  A  bill  to  provide  that  assistant  or  deputy  heads  of 
certain  bureaus  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  shall  be 
appointed  under  the  civil-service  laws,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2364).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  stete  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  9109.  A  bill  mak- 
ing appror;riations  for  the  government  of  the  District  of 
Coiumbia  and  other  activities  chargeable  in  whole  or  in 
port  against  the  revenues  of  such  District  for  the  fiscal  year 


Mr.  EBERHARTER.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  1  minute. 


the  bther  day,  and  there  is  no  objection  to  this  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 
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ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes.  (Rept.  No. 
2368.)  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XTTT. 

Mr.  MASON:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  8432.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Florence  Chumley; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2365).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. H.  R.  9027.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Gustav  Weil, 
Irma  Weil,  and  Marion  Weil;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2366  > .     Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  H.  R. 
9589.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Frances  Folsom  Cleveland 
Preston;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2367).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  DICKSTEIN: 
H.  R.  9980.  A  bill  to  revise  and  codify  the  nationality  laws 
of  the  United  States  into  a  comprehensive  nationality  code; 
to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  MAY: 
H.  R.  9981.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
facilities  in  Marjorie  Park,  Davis  Island,  Tampa,  Fla..  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BLAND: 
H.  R.  9982.  A  bill  to  require,  during  an  emergency,  the  ship- 
ment and  discharge  of  seamen  on  certain  vessels  of  the 
United  States  before  shipping  commissioners,  and  for  other 
purposes;    to    the    Committee    on    Merchant    Marine    and 
Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  LAMBERTSON: 
H.  R.  9983.  A  bill  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the  United  States 
Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Missouri  to  render  Judgment 
on  claims  for  damages  resulting  from  the  development  and 
building  of  the  Jefferson  National  Expansion  Memorial  proj- 
ect in  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  TOLAN: 
H.R.  9984.  A  bill  removing  the   $3,000  limitation   on  the 
amount  of  naturalization  fees  permitted  to  be  retained  by 
clerks  of  courts  exercising  naturalization  jurisdiction;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  MAY: 
H.  J.  Res.  555.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  observ- 
ance, safeguarding,  and  enforcement  of  neutrality,  and  the 
strengthening  of  the  national  defense,  and  the  promotion  of 
peace:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BLOOM: 
H.  J.  Res.  556.  Joint  resolution  approving  nonrecognition  of 
the  transfer  of  any  geographic  region  in  the  Western  Hemis- 
phere from  one  non-American  power  to  another  non- Ameri- 
can power,  and  providing  for  consultation  with  other  Ameri- 
can republics  in  the  event  that  such  transfer  should  appear 
likely;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  JONES  of  Texas: 
H.  Res.  507.  Resolution  providing  additional  compensation 
to  the  stenographer  in  the  office  of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms;  to 
the  Committee  on  Accounts. 


I  MEMORIAia 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXll,  memorials  were  presented 
and  referred  as  fellows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  California,  memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  consider  their  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tions No.  1  and  No.  2.  with  reference  to  flood  control;  to  the 
Committee  on  Flood  Control. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  DEMPSEY: 
H.R. 9985.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonio  Armljo;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  EVANS: 
H.  R.  9986.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ernst  August  Meyer;  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8546.  By  Mr.  KEOGH:  Petition  of  the  Building  and  Con- 
struction Trades  Council  of  Greater  New  York.  Long  Island, 
and  vicinity,  favoring  the  passage  of  Senate  bill  591;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banlcing  and  Currency. 

8547.  Also,  petition  of  the  Greater  New  York  Federal 
Credit  Union,  favoring  the  passage  of  House  bill  9886;  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8548.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Guild  of  Variety 
Artists,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  concerning  the  Neely  bill;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreigm  Commerce. 

8549.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Association  of 
Machinists,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  opposing  any  amendments  to 
the  Walsh-Healey  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8550.  By  Mr.  ROMJUE:  Resolution  of  the  Association  of 
Sheriffs  and  Chiefs  of  Police  of  Missouri  at  their  annual  con- 
vention, held  at  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  May  27  to  29.  1940.  com- 
mending the  Director  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation, 
Hon.  John  Edgar  Hoover,  and  the  members  of  his  staff  for 
their  excellent  cooperation,  their  splendid,  fair  investigative 
work,  and  their  excellent  cooperation  in  the  fields  of  finger- 
printing, training,  technical,  and  statistical  service,  and  fur- 
ther valuable  aid  as  a  clearing  house  for  law  enforcement; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8551.  By  Mr.  TREADWAY:  Petition  of  simdry  citizens  of 
Athol  and  Orange,  Mass.,  urging  the  enactment  of  House  bill 
9485,  to  provide  domiciliary  and  hospital  care  and  medical 
treatment  to  World  War  veterans  of  the  United  States  mer- 
chant marine;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War  Veterans' 
Legislation. 

8552.  By  Mr.  WELCH:  California  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
No.  2,  relative  to  damage  by  earthquake  in  Imperial  Valley; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

8553.  Also.  California  Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.  1.  rela- 
tive to  memorializing  the  President  and  Congress  with  refer- 
ence to  the  authorization  of  flood-control  projects  in  Cali- 
fornia; to  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control. 

8554.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  United  Electrical, 
Radio,  and  Machine  Workers  of  America.  Brooklyn.  N.  Y., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8555.  Also,  petition  of  the  Workers'  Alliance  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, San  Francisco.  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges;  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8556.  Also,  petition  of  the  Jewish  Peoples  Committee,  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  House  bill  9858,  concerning  quota  immigration; 
to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization, 

8557.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Automobile  Workers  of 
America,  Local  230,  Huntington  Park,  Calif.,  petitioning  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  deportation  of 
Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Natu- 
ralization. 

8558.  Also,  petition  of  the  Minneapolis  Junior  Association 
of  Commerce,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  aeronautics;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8559.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Automobile  Workers  of 
America,  Local  455,  Saginaw,  Mich.,  petitioning  consideration 
at  their  resolution  with  reference  to  Senate  bill  591,  United 
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states  Housing  Authority  program;   to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

8560.  Also,  petition  of  the  San  Joaquin  Coimty  Industrial 
Union  Council,  Stockton.  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  deportation  of  Harry 
Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. 

8561.  Also,  petition  of  Local  No.  103,  International  Union 
of  Mine.  Mill,  and  Smelter  Workers,  Bessemer,  Ala.,  peti- 
tioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
1^  present  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8562.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Union  of  Mine, 
Mill,  and  Smelter  Workers.  Local  157,  Bessemer,  Ala.,  peti- 
tioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
the  present  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8563.  Also,  petition  of  the  Women's  International  League 
for  Peace  and  Freedom.  Massachusetts  Branch.  Boston, 
Mass.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  ref- 
erence to  the  time  Conpress  shall  remain  in  session;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8564.  Also,  petition  of  Local  1-4.  International  Longshore- 
men and  Warehousemen's  Union.  Vancouver.  Wash.,  peti- 
tioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
deportation  of  Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization. 

8565.  Also,  petition  of  Santa  Clara  and  San  Benito  Counties 
Industrial  Union  Council.  California,  petitioning  consideration 
of  their  resolution  with  refereifce  to  deportation  of  Harry 
Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. 

8566.  Also,  petition  of  the  lithuanian  Literature  Associa- 
tion. Branch  52.  Etetroit.  Mich.,  petitioning  consideration  cf 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  antialien  tills;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8567.  Also,  petition  of  State.  County,  and  Municipal  Work- 
ers of  America,  Local  246.  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  petitioning  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  deportation  of 
Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Natu- 
ralization. 

8568.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Cotton  Shippers  Asso- 
ciation. Memphis.  Tenn ,  petitioning  consideration  of  theur 
resolution  with  reference  to  regaining  and  retaining  foreign 
markets  for  American  cotton;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

8569.  Also,  petition  of  the  Mining  and  Metallurgical  Society 
of  America.  New  York,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  selecting  a  new  Director  of  the  Bureau 
Of  Mines;  to  the  Committee  on  Mines  and  Mining, 


SENATE 

Tuesday,  June  4,  1940 

(Leffislative  day  of  Tuesday.  May  28.  1940^ 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  ZfBamey  T.  Phillips,  D.  D.,  offered  the 


C^'foiie 


wmg  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  our  Heavenly  Father.  In  whom  we  live  and 
move  and  have  our  being,  prepare  us  for  what  this  day  may 
have  to  offer  of  new  impressions  of  the  truth,  of  new  duties 
and  responsibilities,  and.  as  we  lift  up  our  hearts  to  Thee, 
we  j)ray  that  they  may  gather  calm  as  Thou  flllest  them  with 
high  and  holy  aspirations.  If  they  are  heavy  and  dull,  re- 
animate them ;  if  they  are  blurred  with  the  stains  of  the  flesh 
and  the  world,  do  Thou  cleanse  them.  Increase  imto  us  our 
faith,  that  we  may  see  not  a  world  wherein  crime  Is  crowned 
and  virtue  scourged,  with  liberty  in  chains,  but  a  world  emerg- 
ing from  the  night  of  darkness  into  blessed  day.  Deliver  us 
and  all  the  nations  of  the  earth  from  this  agony  of  war, 
that  the  will  to  peace  may  not  only  prevail  but  lead  Thy 
children  once  more  to  where  they  may  find  the  rii^ling  river 


of  Joy.  flowing  fresh  and  free  from  the  heart  of  Ood.  whose 
every  wayward  wave  may  drown  each  smallest  fretful  care. 
We  ask  it  in  the  name  of  Jesus  Christ,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THK  JOmtHAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklby,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Monday.  June  3,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal 
was  approved. 

CALL  or  THI  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Donahey 

Lodge 

Bheppard 

Andrews 

Downey 

Lucas 

Ships lead 

Aahiirst 

George 

Lundeen 

Slattery 

Austin 

Gerry 

McCarran 

Smathers 

BanKbead 

Gibson 

UcKellar 

Stewart 

Barbour 

Gillette 

McNary 

Taft 

Barkley 

Green 

Mead 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Bilbo 

Gumey 

Miller 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bone 

Hale 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Utah 

Brown 

Harrison 

Neely 

Tobey 

Bulow 

Hatch 

Norrls 

Townsend 

Burke 

Hayden 

Nye 

Truman 

Byrd 

Herring 

CMahoney 

Tydlngs 

Byrnes 

Htll 

Overton 

Vandenberg 

Capper 

Holman 

Pepper 

VanNuys 

Caraway 

Holt 

Plttman 

Wagner 

Chandler 

Hughes 

RadcUffe 

Walsh 

Chavez 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reed 

Wheeler 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

White 

Connally 

King 

Russell 

Wiley 

Danaher 

La  PoUette 

Schwartz 

navu 

Lee 

Schwellenbacta 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  (Mr.  BailetI.  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Clark], 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellendcr].  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
GuTfTY],  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  MaloneyI.  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray  1,  and  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  (Mr.  Smtth]  are  necessarily  absent  from  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Frazier]  Is  necessarily  absent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.  Eighty-six  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.   A  quonmi  is  present. 

EXTENSION  or  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  TO  INCLUDE  POSTMASTERS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Acting  Postmaster  General,  transmitting  a  draft  of  pro- 
posed legislation  amending  the  act  of  June  25.  1938.  extend- 
ing the  classifled  civil  service  to  include  postmasters  of  the 
first,  second,  and  third  classes,  and  for  other  purposes,  which, 
with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Civil  Service. 

PETITION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  executive  board  and  membership  of  Silverton 
Miners'  Union,  No.  26,  International  Union  of  Mine.  Mill,  and 
Smelter  Workers,  of  Silverton,  Colo.,  requesting  that  a  thor- 
ough investigation  be  made  as  to  the  alleged  "mysterious  dis- 
appearance" of  certain  confidential  files  or  documents  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  in  connection  with  an  investl- 
gati  m  conducted  by  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives relative  to  the  case  of  the  American  Potash  and  Chem- 
ical Corporation,  the  original  charges  having  been  filed  more 
than  4  years  ago  and  the  Board  having  ruled  against  the  cor- 
poration and  in  favor  of  the  union,  and  such  ruling  having 
been  sustained  by  the  courts,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor. 

REPORTS   or   COMMITTEES 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings 
and  Grounds,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8076)  to 
authorize  the  furnishing  of  steam  from  the  central  heating 
plant  to  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences,  and  for  other 
purposes,  reported  it  without  amendment. 

Mr.  BROWN,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  was 
referred  the  bill  (S.  3437)  for  the  relief  of  the  Franco- Ameri- 
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of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  Senate  bill  591.  United 
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can  Construction  Co.,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1753)  thereon. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  PRESENTED 

Mis.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  presented  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  the  following  enrolled  bills: 
On  May  31.  1940: 

S.  1239.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  PriscUla  M.  Noland; 

S.  1289.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  city  of  Leavenworth, 
Kans.; 

S.  1445.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bruno  Arena; 

S.  1474.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  O.  Abbltt; 

S.  1839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Le  Roy  Breithaupt; 

S.  1942.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of 
Anna  Barbara  Kosick.  deceased; 

S.  2199.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isadore  J.  Friedman; 

S.  2234.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  R.  Maguire; 

S.  2268.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roxie  Richardson; 

S.  2419.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  J.  Hogan  and  W.  R. 
Larkin.  in  connection  with  the  construction,  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  the  Fort  Hall  Indian  irrigation  project,  Idaho; 

S.  2572.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  M.  Shea; 

S.  2667.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  W. 
Pinley; 

S.  2798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Parr; 

8.  3071.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Luther  Devoe; 

S.  3073.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Verle  S.  Ward; 

S.  3091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bamet  Warren; 

S.  3092.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  John  R.  Holt; 

8.  3233.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  T.  Jensen; 

S.  3304.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  Frank  Kuner,  private, 
uniformed  force.  United  States  Secret  Service; 

S.  3307.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  A.  R.  Barnard,  Charles  A.  Stephens.  Donald  W. 
Prairie,  and  dependents  of  Vem  A.  Needles,"  approved  July 
15.  1939; 

8.  3328.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dorothy  Crossing; 

S.  3487.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Lt.  William  Lee 
Clemmer.  Coast  Guard;  and 

S.  3789.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Eberhart  Steel  Products 
Co.,  Inc. 

On  June  3,  1940: 

S.  920.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Montana  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  estate 
of  Joseph  Mihelich; 

8. 1649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alan  C.  Winter,  Jr.,  and 
Elizabeth  Winter;  and 

8. 2083.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Parker 
McKee,  Sr.,  and  Louise  McKee. 

BILLS    AND    JOnnr    resolution    INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  imanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  NEELY: 

S.  4087.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Big  Creek  Bridge  Co.,  Con- 
solidated, its  successors  and  assigns,  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  bridge  across  the  Tug  Fork  of  the  Big  Sandy 
River  at  or  near  Nolan,  W.  Va.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce, 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California: 

S.  4088.  A  bin  to  grant  retirement  benefits  to  Chinese,  Jap- 
anese, and  Hindu  Interpreters  in  the  United  States  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization  Service;  to  the  Committee  on 
Civil  Service. 

8.4089.  A  bill  to  authorize  percentage  increases  In  com- 
puting the  retired  pay  of  certain  retired  officers  of  the  Navy 
and  Marine  Corps  for  active  duty  performed  subsequent  to 
retirement;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BARKLEY: 

8.  4090.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  donate 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  H.  S.  Scott.  D.  W.  Collins, 
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Fred  M.  Gross,  trustees.  Ashland  District  Coimcil,  Boy  Scouts 
of  America,  the  log  house  known  as  the  John  Secrest  home, 
located  on  the  site  of  the  Federal  Correctional  Institution 
near  Ashland,  Ky. ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DONAHEY: 
S.  4091  (by  request) .  A  bill  authorizing  the  county  of  Law- 
rence, Ohio,  to  acquire  and  operate  as  a  unit  certain  privately 
owned   toll  bridges  across   the  Ohio   River  adjoining  such 
coimty;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  HERRING: 
S.  4092.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  K-M  Construction  Co.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  MEAD: 
S.4093.  A  bill  to  exempt  certain  State-owned-and-oper- 
ated  carriers  and  emplosrees  of  carriers  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937;  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  McKELLAR: 
S.  4094.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Administrator  of  Veterans* 
Affairs  to  transfer  certain  land  to  the  city  of  Memphis.  Tenn., 
for  street-widening  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  WAGNER: 

8. 4095.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Act, 
Home  Owners'  Loan  Act  of  1933,  title  IV  of  the  National 
Housing  Act,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  WHITE: 

8.4096.  A  bill  to  amend  part  n  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act  (the  Motor  Carrier  Act,  1935),  as  amended,  so  as 
to  make  certain  provisions  thereof  applicable  to  freight  for- 
warders; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  PITTMAN: 
S.  4097.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates  or 
American  citizens  who  die  abroad;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

By  Mr.  BANKHEAD: 
S.  4098.  A  bill  relating  to  claims  for  refund  of  processing 
and  related  taxes;   to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

S.  4099.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Bruce,  Jr.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

(BCr.  Vandenberg  introduced  Senate  Joint  Resolution  273, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  ap- 
pears under  a  separate  heading.) 

STRINGTHINING    OP    THI    NATIONAL    DEFENSE — AMENDMIMT 

Mr.  LA  FOLLEITE  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to 
be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (8.  4025)  to  expedite  the 
strengthening  of  the  national  defense,  which  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

river   and    harbor    DEFENSE   IMPROVEMENTS ^AMENDMENT   A8    TO 

INTRACOASTAL     WATERWAY,    SHARK    AND    HACiCENSACK    RIVERS, 
N.  J. 

Mr.  BARBOUR  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9972)  authorizing  the  im- 
provement of  certain  rivers  and  harbors  in  the  Interest  of 
the  national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  SCHWRLLKNBACH  ON  "nPTH  COLUMN"  AND 

CIVIL  LIBERTIES 

[Mr.  Smathers  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  tuldress  on  the  subject  "Fifth  Column"  and 
Civil  liberties  delivered  by  Senator  Schwellenbach  before 
the  forty-second  annual  meeting  of  the  New  Jersey  State  Bar 
Association  at  Atlantic  City.  N.  J.,  on  June  1,  1940,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

AMERICA,    PREPARE — ^ADDRESS    BY   SENATOR    HILL    AT   CONrCDBRATE 

MEMORIAL  EXERCISES 

[Mr.  Barkley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  address  by  Senator  Hill  delivered  at  the  Con- 
federate memorial  exercises,  Arlington  Natloncd  Cemetery, 
June  2, 1940,  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 


ui4»b   wic  wui   i,u  pctti^c  uitxy   uui,  uiuy   prevau   uui  leaa    iny 

children  once  more  to  where  they  may  find  the  rij;q;>ling  river 


Mr.  BKOWN.  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  was 
referred  the  biU  (S.  3437)  for  the  relief  of  the  Franco- Ameri- 
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AOORKSS  BY  SENATOR  IfXAO  AT  SEVENTH  REGIlfENT  ARMORT.  N.  T. 
(Mr.  Meao  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  June  2,  1940,  at 
the  Seventh  Regiment  Armory  in  New  York  City,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS    BY    POSTMASTER    GENERAL    FARLEY    ON    THE    AOtPLANE    IN 

PEACE    AND    WAR 

fMr.  Mead  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  address  on  the  subject  The  Airplane  in  Peace  and 
War  delivered  by  Hon.  James  A.  Parley,  Postmaster  General, 
at  the  National  Aviation  Fonmi  Banquet  in  Washington, 
D.  C.  on  May  29,  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

MEMORUL  DAY  ADDRESS  BY  HON.  PAm.  V.  M'NTTTT 

fMr.  Minton  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  Memorial  Day  address  delivered  by  Hon.  Paul 
V.  McNutt.  Federal  Security  Administrator,  at  Arlington 
Cemetery,  May  30.  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE    UBRARIAN'S     PROFESSION ARTICLE     BY     ARCHIBALD     K'LEISH 

[Mr.  Barkley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  entitled  "The  Librarian's  Profes- 
sion." by  Archibald  MacLeish.  published  in  the  Atlantic 
Monthly  of  June   1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

address  by  HON.  JAMES  P.  POPE  ON  CONSERVATION  AND  DEVELOP- 
MENT  OF   OUR   NATIONAL   RESOURCES 

(Mr.  Bankhead  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Hon.  James  P.  Pope, 
Director,  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  before  the  New  School 
for  Social  Research,  New  York  City,  on  May  16,  1940,  on 
the  subject  of  conservation  and  development  of  our  national 
resources,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  ON  RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  BY  HON.  HARRY  SLATTERY 

[Mr.  McKellar  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  address  by  Rural  Electrification  Admin- 
istrator Harry  Slattery  on  June  3,  1940,  on  the  subject  of 
rural  electrification,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

FIBS  SPEECH  CNDER  NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS  ACT 

[Mr.  Wacner  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  by  the  board  of  directors  of  the 
American  Civil  Liberties  Union,  issued  May  21,  1940,  in  op- 
position to  the  pending  amendment  to  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  purporting  to  guarantee  free  speech,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

BROADCAST  OF   SPEECH    OF   COKMUinST    NOIOKZI    FOE    PRESIOEHT 

(Mr.  Mead  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  statement  issued  bj  the  Columbia  Broadcast- 
ing System  and  an  Associated  Press  dispatch  of  May  31,  in 
relation  to  the  broadcast  of  the  speech  of  the  nominee  for 
Pr«Bident  of  the  Communist  Party,  which  appear  in  the 
Appendix.] 

MESSAGE    FROM    THE    HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr, 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  without  amendment  the  following  bills  of  the 
Senate  : 

S.  1777.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
States  of  Montana,  North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  and  Wyo- 
ming to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement 
for  division  of  the  waters  of  the  Little  Missouri  River; 

S.  2191.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  grant  to  the  State  of  Montana  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
the  Montana  School  of  Mines  a  patent  to  a  certain  tract 
of  land: 

S.  2262.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  change  in  the  time  for 
holding  court  at  Rock  Hill  and  Spartanburg.  S.  C; 

S.  2328.  An  act  to  promote  on  the  retired  list  officers  who 
were  decorated  and  recommended  for  promotion  for  dis- 
tinguished service  during  the  World  War  and  who  have  not 
attained  the  rank  to  which  recommended; 

S.  2639.  An  act  relating  to  the  hours  of  service  of  persons 
employed  upon  the  Government-owned  Wiota-Port  Peck 
Railroad  in  the  State  of  Montana;  ' 


S.  3014.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1903,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  July  1,  1902 
(32  Stat.  662),  so  as  to  provide  uniformity  in  the  pay  of  all 
civilian  employees  of  the  Navy  Department  appointed  for 
duty  beyond  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States  and 
in  Alaska; 

S.  3042.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  estab- 
lish a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  June  28,  1937,  as  amended; 

S.  3065.  An  act  authorizing  the  sale  of  fuel,  electric  cur- 
rent, ice,  and  water  at  isolated  naval  stations; 

S.  3491.  An  act  to  provide  that  fines  for  failure  to  pay 
license  taxes  in  Alaska  shall  be  disposed  of  as  provided  for 
the  disposition  of  such  taxes; 

S.  3496.  An  act  to  prevent  retardation  in  promotion  and 
in  pay  and  allowances  of  permanent  professors  of  the  United 
States  Military  Academy  appointed  by  the  President  from 
the  commissioned  officers  of  the  Resular  Army; 

S.  3642.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  ^iie  State  of  Washington  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge  across  the 
Spokane  River,  Wash.; 

S.  3643.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  Stevens  County.  State  of  Wash- 
ington, to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge 
across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Marcus  Wash.; 

S.  3644.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Co. 
to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  two  railroad  bridges 
across  the  Kettle  River  near  Marcus.  Wash.; 

S.  3650.  An  act  to  require  the  payment  of  prevailing  rates 
of  wages  on  Federal  public  works  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii; 

S.  3677.  An  act  to  donate  to  the  city  of  Seattle  a  totem 
pole  carved  by  the  Alaskan  native  Civilian  Conservation 
Corps;  and 

S.  3693.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  grant 
an  easement  for  pipe  lines  across  public  lands  reserved  for 
military  purposes  in  the  parish  of  Plaquemines.  La. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  the 
bill  (8.  3683)  to  remove  the  time  limit  for  cooperation  be- 
tween the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Parm  Security 
Administration  In  the  development  of  farm  units  on  public 
lands  under  Federal  reclamation  projects,  with  amendments, 
in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills  of  the  Senate,  each  with  an  amendment, 
in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

8.  3828.  An  act  to  amend  section  107  of  the  Judicial  Code, 
as  amended,  to  eliminate  the  requirement  that  suitable  ac- 
commodations for  holding  the  court  at  Winchester,  Tenn..  be 
provided  by  the  local  authorities;  and 

8. 3959.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  city  of  Port  Lauderdale,  Fla.,  an  easement 
or  easements  authorizing  such  city  to  construct  and  maintain 
a  highway  and  utility  facilities  over  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  Reservation  known  as  Base  6.  at  Port  Lauderdale,  Fla. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9185)  to 
amend  section  73  of  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  a 
government  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii."  approved  April  30, 
1900.  as  amended. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9262)  to 
provide  for  the  examination  of  civilian  nautical  schools  and 
for  the  inspection  of  vessels  used  in  connection  therewith,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  has  passed  the 
following  bills,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate: 

H.  R.  7738.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  au- 
thorize the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  lease  or  sell  certain 
lands  of  the  Agua  Caliente  or  Palm  Springs  Reservation, 
Calif.,  for  public -airport  use.  and  for  other  purposes; 


on  behalf  of  the  United  SUtes  to  H.  S.  Scott.  D.  W.  Collins, 
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H.R.  8124.  An  act  to  provide  funds  for  cooperation  with 
public-school  districts  (organized  and  imorganized)  in  Mah- 
nomen, Itasca.  Pine,  St.  Louis,  Clearwater,  Koochiching, 
and  Becker  Counties,  Minn.,  in  the  construction,  improve- 
ment, and  extension  of  school  facilities  to  be  availalsle  to  both 
Indian  and  white  children; 

H.  R.  8171.  An  act  to  reqiiire  the  filling  of  all  vacancies  In 
the  position  of  assistant  postmaster  in  first-  and  second-class 
post  offices; 

H.  R.  8354.  An  act  to  provide  for  complaint,  assistance  to 
farmers,  and  intervention  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in 
I»t)ceedings  before  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission 
relating  to  the  transportation  of  farm  products; 

H.  R.  8422.  An  act  relating  to  the  classification  of  substitute 
driver-mechanics  in  the  Postal  Service; 

H.  R.  8919.  An  act  to  authorize  the  setting  aside  of  an  area 
within  the  Canal  Zone  to  preserve  and  conserve  Its  natural 
features  for  scientific  study,  for  providing  and  maintaining 
facilities  for  such  study,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 9063.  An  act  authorizing  the  Administrator  of  the 
Federal  Works  Agency  to  transfer  certain  property  In  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  to  the  city  and  county  of  San  Francisco  for 
street  purposes; 

H.R.  9296.  An  act  to  authorize  the  attendance  of  the 
Marine  Band  at  the  convention  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the 
Republic  to  be  held  at  Springfield,  ni..  September  8  to  13, 
inclusive,  1940; 

H.R. 9445.  An  act  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for 
the  Grand  Coulee  Dam  and  Reservoir,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9531.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  holding  of  the  terms 
of  court  of  the  United  States  Court  for  the  Eastern  Division 
of  the  Eastern  District  of  Arkansas  at  Forrest  City,  St.  Francis 
County,  Ark.;  to  transfer  Desha  County  from  the  eastern 
division  to  the  western  division  of  the  eastern  district  of 
Arkansas;  and  to  transfer  Crittenden  County  from  the  Jones- 
boro  division  to  the  eastern  division  of  the  eastern  district  of 
Arkansas ; 

H.  R.  9575.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act.  approved 
July  11,  1016,  as  amended  and  supplemented,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.R. 9751.  An  act  for  the  creation  of  the  United  States 
De  Soto  Exposition  Commission,  to  provide  for  the  com- 
memoration of  the  four  hundredth  anniversary  of  the  dis- 
covery of  the  Mississippi  River  by  Hernando  De  Soto,  the 
commemoration  of  Dc  Soto's  visit  to  the  Chickasaw  Territory 
In  northern  Mississippi,  and  other  points  covered  by  his  expe- 
dition, and  the  two  hundred  and  fifth  anniversary  of  the 
Battle  of  Ackla.  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 9843.  An  act  to  provide  for  loans  to  Federal  land 
banks,  for  refinancing  certain  farm-loan  bonds  by  the  Farm 
Mortgage  Corporation,  and  changing  the  method  of  fixing 
interest  rates  on  land-bank  mortgages; 

H.  R.  9859.  An  act  providing  a  time  limit  for  collection  of 
feed  and  seed  loans;  and 

H.  R.  9972.  An  act  authorizing  the  improvement  of  certain 
rivers  and  harbors  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  AMD  JOINT  RESOLUTION  SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  Joint 
resolution,  and  they  were  signed  by  the  President  pro 
tempore: 

H.  R.  5827.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deporta- 
tion proceedings  in  the  case  of  John  L.  Harder  and  children. 
Paul  William  Harder.  Irvin  W.  Harder.  Edna  Justina  Harder, 
Elsie  Anna  Harder,  and  Elizabeth  Harder; 

H.  R.  6158.  An  act  authorizing  the  selection  of  a  site  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  the  erection  thereon  of  a  statue  of 
George  Washington; 

H.R. 6668.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  convey  to  the  State  of  North  Carolina  for  use  in  c<m- 
nectlon  with  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  certain  land  within  the 
Cherokee  Indian  Reservation  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina; 


H.R. 7811.  An  act  to  establish  the  Hot  Springs  division  of 
the  western  judicial  district  of  Arkansas; 

H.R. 9185.  An  act  to  amend  section  73  of  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  a  government  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii," 
approved  April  30,  1900,  as  amended; 

H.  R.  9262.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  examination  of  civilian 
nautical  schools  and  for  the  inspection  of  vessels  used  In 
connection  therewith,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.J. Res. 260.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  removal  of 
the  statue  of  John  Marshall  from  its  present  site  on  the  Capi- 
tol Groimds  to  a  new  site  in  proximity  to  the  Supreme  Court 
Building. 

HOUSE   BILLS    REFERRED   OR    PLACED    ON   CALENDAR 

The  following  bills  were  severally  read  twice  by  their  titles 
and  referred,  or  ordered  to  lt)e  placed  on  the  calendar,  as  indi- 
cated below: 

H.  R.  7738.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  lease  or  sell  certain 
lands  of  the  Agua  Caliente  or  Palm  Springs  Reservation, 
Calif.,  for  pubhc  airport  use,  and  for  other  purposes";  and 

H.  R.  8124.  An  act  to  provide  funds  for  cooperation  with 
public-school  districts  (organized  and  unorganized)  in  Mah- 
nomen. Itasca^  Pine.  St.  Louis.  Clearwater,  Koochiching,  and 
Becker  Counties.  Minn.,  in  the  construction,  improvement, 
and  extension  of  school  facilities  to  be  available  to  both 
Indian  and  white  children;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  8171.  An  act  to  require  the  filling  of  all  vacancies  In 
the  position  of  assistant  postmaster  in  first-  and  second- 
class  post  offices; 

H.R.  8422.  An  act  relating  to  the  classification  of  substi- 
tute driver-mechanics  In  the  Postal  Service;  and 

H.  R.  9575.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act.  approved 
July  11.  1916.  as  amended  and  supplemented,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads. 

H.  R.  8354.  An  act  to  provide  for  complaint,  assistance  to 
farmers,  and  intervention  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in 
proceedings  before  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission 
relating  to  the  transportation  of  farm  products;  and 

H.R. 9859.  An  act  providing  a  time  limit  for  collection  of 
feed  and  seed  loans;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

H.R. 8919.  An  act  to  authorize  the  setting  aside  of  an 
area  within  the  Canal  2k)ne  to  preserve  and  conserve  its 
natural  features  for  scientific  study,  for  providing  and  main- 
taining facilities  for  such  study,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interoceanlc  Canals, 

H.R. 0063,  An  act  authorizing  the  Administrator  of  the 
Federal  Works  Agency  to  transfer  certain  property  in  San 
Francisco,  Calif,,  to  the  city  and  county  of  San  Francisco  for 
street  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 
Grounds. 

H.  R.  9296.  An  act  to  authorize  the  attendance  of  the  Marine 
Band  at  the  convention  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic, 
to  be  held  at  Springfield.  111.,  September  8  to  13,  Inclusive, 
1940;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

H.  R.  9445.  An  act  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for 
the  Grand  Coulee  Dam  and  Reservoir,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  calendar. 

H.R.  9531.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  holding  of  the  terms 
of  court  of  the  United  States  Court  for  the  Eastern  Division 
of  the  Eastern  District  of  Arkansas  at  Forrest  City.  St.  lYancis 
County,  Ark.;  to  transfer  Desha  County  from  the  eastern 
division  to  the  western  division  of  the  eastern  district  of 
Arkansas;  and  to  transfer  Crittenden  County  from  the  Jones- 
boro  division  to  the  eastern  division  of  the  eastern  district  of 
Arkansas;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  9751.  An  act  for  the  creation  of  the  United  States 
De  Soto  Exposition  Commission,  to  provide  for  the  commemo- 
ration of  the  four  hundredth  anniversary  of  the  discovery  of 
the  Mississii^i  River  by  Hernando  De  Soto,  the  commemora- 
tion of  De  Soto's  visit  to  the  Chickasaw  Territory  in  northern 
Mississippi,  and  other  points  covered  by  his  expedition,  and 


Railroad  in  the  State  of  Montana; 
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the  two  hundred  and  fifth  anniversary  of  the  Battle  of  Ackia, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

H.  R.  9843.  An  act  to  provide  for  loans  to  Federal  land 
banks,  for  refinancing  certain  farm-loan  bonds  by  the  Farm 
Mortgage  Corporation,  and  changing  the  method  of  fixing 
interest  rates  on  land-bank  mortgages;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R  9972.  An  act  authorizing  the  improvement  of  certain 
rivers  and  harbors  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

i  NAVAL  VESSIL  AND  AIRCRAFT  EXPANSION 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9848)  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisition  of  naval 
aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  public  works,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  think  a  statement  for  the 
Record  on  House  bill  8026.  which  passed  the  Senate  yester- 
day, would  be  informative  and  would  make  the  Record  clear 
as  to  what  we  are  undertaking  to  do,  step  by  step,  in  the  de- 
velopment of  our  Navy. 

House  bill  8026.  a  bill  for  the  construction  of  certain  naval 
Tessels,  is  the  first  of  four  bills  before  the  Senate  at  this  time. 

The  next  bill.  House  bill  9848,  is  a  bill  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of 
public  works,  and  for  other  purposes.  This  measure  is  now 
pending  before  the  Senate,  and  I  shall  discuss  it  shortly. 

The  third  bill.  Senate  bill  4026,  authorizes  and  provides  for 
the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  Department  by  consolidating 
the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  and  the  Bureau  of 
Engineering  into  one  bureau  to  be  known  as  the  Bureau  of 
Ships. 

A  companion  bill.  Senate  bill  4027,  provides  for  the  transfer 
of  the  active  list  of  the  Construction  Corps  to  the  line  of  the 
Navy. 

THX  NAVAI.  VESSQ.  EXPANSION  BIIX 

Turning  now  to  House  bill  8026,  which  passed  the  Senate 
3resterday,  first  of  all  I  present  a  brief  statement  in  chrono- 
logical order  of  naval  events  sjnce  the  Washington  limitation 
of  arms  treaty  in  1922. 

At  the  time  of  the  Washington  Treaty  in  1922.  the  Navy 
Of  the  United  States,  in  ships  completed,  and  in  process  of 
building,  was  very  much  superior  to  any  other  navy.  As  a 
result  of  that  treaty  we  scrapped  many  line  vessels  that  were 
nearlng  completion  and  adopted  the  policy  of  limitations  of 
naval  armaments. 

While  this  treaty  was  In  operation  we  passed  the  Vinson- 
Trammeil  Act  which  authorized  the  building  up  of  our  Navy 
to  the  5-5-3  ratio  originally  fixed  in  the  Washington  Treaty 
and  reenacted  in  the  London  Treaty  of  1930. 

In  1938  Congress  again  increased  the  strength  cf  our  Navy 
by  authorizing  the  construction  of  approximately  46  addi- 
tional combatant  vessels  having  a  total  tonnage  of  295.412; 
the  construction  of  26  auxiliary  vessels  and  by  increasing  the 
number  of  useful  naval  airplanes  to  a  total  of  not  less  than 
3.000. 

In  1938  it  was  believed  that  the  Navy  authorized  to  be 
built  by  the  Congress  would  afford  an  adequate  defense  to 
America  prcvided  foreign  nations  did  not  expand  their 
navies  beyond  what  we  believed  they  were  doing.  The  Navy 
authorized  at  that  time  was  not  suflQciently  strong  to  make 
certain  our  success  in  case  of  foreign  attack  but  was  beheved 
,to  be  sufficient  to  provide  reasonable  assurance  that  we 

irould  not  be  attacked. 

\While  we  were  building  up  our  Navy  in  an  orderly  man- 
ner, war  broke  out  in  both  Europe  and  the  Par  East;  other 
nations  expanded  their  navies  and  air  forces  with  the  result 
that\  today  we  are  below  the  comparative  strength  deemed 
neceS^ry  for  our  security.  The  ratios  in  under-age  com- 
batant^ ships,  built,  building,  and  appropriated  for,  from  the 
most  reliable  sources,  as  of  March  20.  1940,  were  as  follows: 

Great  Britain 6.22 

United  Slates I  5  00 

Japan , H  3.  46 


f  We  have  definite  information  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
British  expansion  program.  In  the  case  of  Japan  we  have 
practically  no  reliable  information.  Japan  has  successfully 
concealed  the  extent  of  her  naval  building  program  since 
1936.  She  appears  to  feel  that  this  concealment,  even 
though  it  may  stimulate  United  States  and  British  building, 
serves  her  Interest  better  than  would  nonconcealment. 

In  view  of  world  conditions  the  Navy  Department  made 
a  resurvey  of  our  naval  needs  and  recommended  that  the 
Congress  at  this  session  authorize  an  increase  in  our  Navy 
of  about  25  percent  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $1,596,411,277. 
Officials  of  the  Department  believe  that  the  25-percent  in- 
crease would  fall  somewhat  short  of  maintaining  parity  with 
England,  but  that  it  would  bring  us  about  up  to  the  5-3 
ratio  with  Japan  if  built  quickly. 

Officials  of  the  Navy  Department  were  of  the  opinion  that 
the  program  recommended  by  them: 

(a)  Would  provide  considerable  added  strength. 

<b)  Would  provide  some  degree  of  protection  against  any 
probable  enemy  combination. 

(c)  Could  be  accomplished  at  a  reasonable  construction 
rate. 

(d)  Would  not  entail  exorbitant  costs. 

(e)  Could  be  met  with  existing  l&boT  markets  augmented 
by  a  vigorous  training  program. 

(f>  Would  not  too  greatly  disturb  the  Nation's  economic 
situation  if  conditions  should  necessitate  accelerating  or 
abandoning  the  program. 

The  committee  feels  that  the  program  submitted  by  the 
Department  may  require  revision  upward  in  the  future. 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, after  considering  the  views  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, reported  favorably  and  the  House  of  Representatives 
passed  a  bill  authorizing  an  Increase  of  our  Navy.  The 
bill,  however,  limited  the  expansion  program  to  the  maxi- 
mum tormages  that  could  be  laid  down  over  a  period  of  2 
years. 

There  Is  a  definite  limit  to  the  practice  of  deferring  cur- 
rent building  of  ships  and  planes  to  accord  with  the  pace 
of  inventive  and  scientific  changes  in  design  and  con- 
struction. We  must  have  an  adequate  number  of  ships  and 
planes  at  any  given  time,  whatever  the  expense  and  what- 
ever the  chances  of  their  early  obsolescence. 

All  our  naval  experts,  as  well  as  the  members  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  House  Committees  on  Naval  Affairs,  who  investi- 
gated the  needs  of  our  Navy  are  convinced  that  unless  we 
accelerate  our  naval  shipbuilding  program,  our  Navy  in 
the  near  future  will  not  be  sufficiently  strong  to  make  cer- 
tain our  success  in  case  of  foreign  attack.  Many  of  them 
are  convinced  that  our  best  hope  of  remaining  at  peace  Is 
to  make  our  Navy  so  strong  that  no  nation  will  think  of 
attacking  us. 

Next.  I  present  the  conclusions  reached  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on.  Naval  Affairs  on  the  needs  of  our  Navy  today : 

After  examining  thoroughly  aU  available  facts;  after  considering 
carefully  the  views  of  our  most  responsible  and  best  informed  navai 
officers  and  naval  experts  and  the  views  of  other  competent  persons 
Interested  In  the  problem  of  national  defense,  the  committee  has 
arrived  at  the  following  conclusions: 

1.  Our  economic  problems  and  military  situation  are  not  similar 
to  those  of  other  nations,  and  courses  of  action  which  may  t>e 
appropriate  for  them  to  follow  are  not  necessarily  appropriate  for 
this  country.  Examples  of  basic  differences  may  be  cited  as  fol- 
lows: 

(a)  The  British  Empire  Is  today  both  a  continental  power  since 
It  can  be  attacked  directly  by  aircraft  and  an  Insular  country  since 
the  British  Isles  are  dependent  upon  the  sea  for  Importation  of 
food  and  vital  raw  materials.  Our  country  on  the  other  hand 
Is.  In  effect,  an  insular  nation.  « 

(b)  Germany's  chief  economic  problem  is  the  acquirement  of 
raw  materials.  Our  country  is  well  supplied  with  most  raw  mate- 
rials and  our  chief  economic  problem  Is  that  of  converting?  these 
raw  materials  into  useful  products  and  distributing  them  more 
equitably  among   our   peoples. 

2.  In  the  military  sense  the  United  States  is  an  Insular  Nation 
and  can  be  defended  upon  the  seas. 

3.  An  insxilar  nation  caimot  be  defeated  if  It  Is  able  to  maintain 
command  of  the  sea  and  air  approaches  to  its  shores  and  Its  vital 
trade  routes. 


4.  An  insular  nation  dependent  upon  the  sea  for  the  importation 
of  food,  or  raw  materlaU  essential  to  her  Industries  and  the  crea- 
tion of  weapons  of  defense,  can  be  defeated  and  forced  to  Fue  for 
peace  without  invasion  or  military  conquest  by  an  enemy  sufll- 
ciently  strong  to  command  the  seas. 

6.  Tlie  United  States  at  the  present  time  is  not  T\ilnerable  to 
direct  attack  by  any  means  whatsoever  save  tlioae  with  wbicli  a 
thoroughly  modem  Navy  and  air  force  can  deal  adequately. 

6.  Air  power,  due  to  lU  limited  radius  of  actlcm.  has  not  yet 
changed  the  fact  that  In  a  military  sense  we  are  an  insular  Na- 
tion and  that  we  are  not  vulnerable  to  direct  attack  If  we  prevent 
the  establishment  of  air  bases  in  this  hemisphere. 

7.  Military  power  can  always  be  exercised  more  efficiently  and  to 
much  greater  effect  within  a  reasonable  radius  of  action  than  it 
can  by  fighting  thousands  of  miles  away. 

8.  The  instrumentalities  of  war  required  to  make  reasonably 
sure  that  we  shall  not  be  threatened  or  attacked  are:  A  Navy  suf- 
ficiently strong  to  meet  and  defeat  any  potential  enemy  before  he 
reaches  our  shores;  an  Army  and  an  air  force  of  sufHclent  strength 
to  give  our  Navy  freedom  of  action:  and  the  necessary  secure 
bases  from  which  our  fleet  and  air  forces  can  operate  effectively. 

9.  It  Is  not  enotigh  merely  to  defend  ourselves.  Without  the 
Hi— M  and  the  wlU  to  carry  the  fight  to  an  enemy,  in  case  we  are 
attacked,  there  can  be  no  alternative  other  than  subjugation  to 
his  wishes.  Without  a  Navy  capable  of  controUlng  the  sea  areas 
against  an  enemy  the  Importation  could  be  prevented  of  the  neces- 
sary raw  materials  required  fOT  our  industries,  our  outlying  pos- 
sessions could  be  captured  and  used  against  us  as  advance  bases, 
there  would  be  nothing  to  prevent  the  establishment  of  bases  in 
this  hemisphere  from  which,  as  well  as  from  aircraft  carriers. 
repeated  bombing  attacks  could  be  dispatched  against  our  cities 
and  our  highly  industrialized  areas. 

10.  Aircraft  alone  cannot  protect  our  cities  and  industrial  areas 
from  aircraft  attack  if  an  enemy  controls  the  sea  and  maintains 
aircraft  carriers  upon  the  seas. 

11.  Nothing  would  be  more  conducive  to  aggression  on  the  part 
of  an  unscrupulous  and  reasonably  intelligent  enemy  outside  this 
hemisphere  than  the  knowledge  that  he  could  wage  war  upon  this 
country  while  exposed  only  to  the  negligible  Injury  of  the  passive 
defense  to  which  we  should  be  committed  by  primary  reliance 
on  shore-based  aircraft  and  upon  light  surface  vessels. 

12.  There  is  no  evidence  as  yet  which  indicates  that  battleships 
or  other  surface  craft  are  obsolete.  If  Germany's  shore-based  air 
force  should  succeed  in  destroying  British  sea  p>ower  It  would  not 
follow  that  they  would  be  able  to  defeat  our  Navy  if  our  Navy 
operated  In  this  hemisphere  or  that  we  should  abandon  our  plans 
to  build  up  oiu-  Navy  and  place  our  chief  reliance  on  ovu-  own 
shore-based  aircraft.  The  assiunptlon  that  British  sea  power  may 
be  destroyed  implies.  hoT^-ever,  that  we  should  take  our  stand  In 
the  Western  Hemisphere,  where  our  military  power  can  be  applied 
effectively  and  efficiently;  that  our  Navy  should  not  be  subjected  to 
the  hazards  of  short-range  shore-based  aircraft  and  smaU  sub- 
marines based  on  the  Continent  of  Europe.  It  Implies  that  our 
Navy  should  be  retained  Intact  to  prevent  ship-borne  aircraft  from 
directing  attacks  against  our  cities  and  industrial  areas  and  pre- 
vent an  enemy  from  establishing  naval,  air,  or  submarine  bases 
in  this  hemisphere  which  would  threaten  our  security  by  attacking 
In  any  manner  our  vital  sea  communications  or  our  homeland. 

13.  If  we  fall  to  provide  ourselves  with  a  sufficient  number  of 
battleships,  we  will  Invite  that  which  we  dread  most — the  bringing 
of  war  to  our  own  shores. 

14.  We  need  not  subject  our  Navy  to  the  hazards  of  shore-based 
aircraft  and  small  submarines.  If  we  prevent,  by  force  If  necessary, 
the  establishment  of  naval,  air,  or  submarine  bases  In  this  hemis- 
phere. It  is  easier  to  prevent  an  enemy  from  establishing  bases  in 
this  hemisphere  than  to  dislodge  him  after  he  had  established  him- 
self firmly.  In  order  to  establish  bases  In  this  hemisphere,  troops, 
munitions,  and  supplies  must  be  transported  across  the  sea  in  ships. 
Our  Navy,  if  adequate,  can  destroy  these  forces  upon  the  seas  with- 
out risking  destruction  from  shore-baaed  aircraft  or  smaU  sub- 
marines 

16.  We  should  acquire,  if  possible,  places  in  the  Caribbean  area 
for  additional  United  States  naval  bases  or  to  prevent  these  places 
from  faUing  Into  the  hands  of  any  potential  enemies. 

16.  We  should  make  sure  that  we  command  the  sea  and  air 
approaches  to  this  country,  the  Caribbean  Sea,  and  the  Panama 
Canal. 

17.  We  must  not  only  keep  abreast  of  the  improvements  made 
abroad  in  foreign  vessels,  airplanes,  and  other  weapons  of  war  and 
Incorporate  the  best  of  these  In  our  own  defense  equipment,  but  also 
we  must  take  advantage  of  American  ingenuity  and  Inventive  genius 
and  provide  ourselves  with  better  and  niore  effective  weapons  of  war 
than  those  possessed  by  other  nations. 

18.  We  should  acquire  stock-piles  of  essential  raw  materials,  not 
only  for  our  mUitary  establisiiments  but  also  for  our  Industrial 
establishments,  for  a  period  of  at  least  2  years  and  develop  the  neces- 
sary facilities  to  use  the  essential  raw  materials  available  on  this 
continent  and  prepare  for  the  possible  use  of  substitutes. 

19.  American  efforts  to  preserve  peace  by  treaties  limiting  naval 
armaments  have  failed.  We  need  not  abandon  our  efforts  to  main- 
tain peace,  however.  Under  present  world  conditions  this  seems  to 
be  the  path  to  peace  as  weU  as  the  path  to  our  own  security — that 
our  warlike  efforta  be  limited  to  the  defense  of  this  hemisphere  untU 
ctir  country  or  our  vital  Interests  are  actually  attacked  and  that  we 
make  our  anus  to  be  feared  so  that  no  aggressor  will  attack  us. 


20.  We  are  more  fortunately  situated  than  any  other  peoples. 
We  should  take  advantage  of  our  fortunate  situation  and  avoid 
entangling  otir  peace  and  prosperity  in  the  quarrels  of  Europe  or 
Asia. 

21.  We  should  make  every  effort  to  preserve  peace  in  the  Far 
■ast.  We  can,  if  we  have  to.  defeat  Jfmn,  but  the  effort  required 
would  be  enormous.  At  the  present  time,  due  to  lack  of  United 
States  naval  bases  in  this  area,  a  war  in  the  Par  Bast  could  be 
undertaken  only  in  conjunction  with  Great  Britain,  France,  and 
Holland. 

22.  No  circumstances  were  presented  to  the  committee  which 
would  indicate  the  necessity  for  United  States  naval  forces  being 
■ent  to  operate  In  European  waters  or  United  States  air  forces 
being   sent   to   operate   from   bases   in   Europe.     Otir   naval   forces 

;  shoxild  not  be  subjected  to  the  hazards  of  European  shore-based 
aircraft  and  small  submarines.  Otir  naval  and  air  forces  should 
be  preserved  for  our  own  defense  if  and  when  needed. 

23.  We  should  face  the  basic  military  and  economic  facta  that 
we  do  not  have  the  power  or  the  means  to  police  the  world;  that 
we  cannot  bring  peace  to  a  warring  world,  but  that  we  do  have 

,  the  power  and  the  means  to  prevent  others  from  transporting 
their  wars  to  this  hemisphere. 

24.  We  should  culUvate  friendly  relations  with  all  nations  in 
this  heml.'Tjhere,  and  should  go  to  their  assistance  If  any  foreign 
ration  attempts  to  establish  naval  ot  air  bases  In  their  countriee- 
f!^m  which  direct  attacks  could  be  made  against  us. 

25.  When  the  world  was  at  peace  it  was  determined  that  a  6-4-8 
naval  ratio  was  necessary  to  make  certain  that  we  should  not  be 
attacked  in  either  one  of  the  two  oceans.  At  the  present  time 
our  Navy  Is  below  that  ratio.  Immediate  steps  should  be  taken  to 
provide  oiirselves  with  a  reasonable  defense. 

THX   BOX    nf    OKTAn. 

Enactment  of  the  present  bill  is  the  first  step  that  must  be 
taken  at  this  time  to  insure  that  our  sea  and  air  power  are 
sufficiently  strong  to  prevent  any  unscrupulous  aggressor  out- 
side of  this  hemisphere  from  believing  that  he  could  wage 
war  on  this  country  with  any  hope  of  success. 

The  bill  as  approved  by  the  committee — 

1.  Increases  the  authorized  composition  of  the  United  States 
Navy  In  under-age  vessels  from  1,557.480  tons  to  1,724.480  tons. 

This  is  an  Increase  of  167.000  tons  (approximately  21  vessels). 
The  increase  is  In  the  following  categories: 

(a)  Aircraft  carriers 79  600 

(b)  Cruisers ZI..II™"  66,600 

(c)  Submarines ^ 21,000 

2.  Authorizes  the  President  to  construct  such  vessels  as  may  be 
necessary  to  provide  the  total  vmder-age  compxxltlon  authorised  in 
section  1  of  this  act  and  procure  the  necessary  aircraft. 

3.  Increases  the  number  of  authorized  useful  naval  airplanes 
from  not  less  than  S.OCX)  to  not  more  than  4,500. 

4.  Increases  the  authorized  number  of  useful  Ughter-than-alr 
craft  to  a  total  of  not  more  than  18.  There  are  now  7  llghter-than- 
alr  craft  (blimps)  in  service. 

5.  Authorizes  the  President  to  acquire  and  convert  or  to  under- 
take the  construction  of  75,000  tons  of  auxUlary  vessels  (approxi- 
mately 22  vessels) . 

6.  Authorizes  an  appropriation  of  $35,000,000  for  shlpbuildlug 
ways,  shipbuilding  docks,  and  essential  equipment  and  facilities  at 
naval  establishments  for  buUdlng  or  equipping  any  ship  authorize, 
and  $6,000,000  for  essential  equipment  and  facilities  at  either  private 
or  naval  establishments  for  the  production  of  armor  and  armament. 

7.  Makes  all  contracts  for  the  Increases  authorized  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  act  of  1934.  This  Includes  the  construction  of 
ships  alternately  in  Government  and  private  yards,  a  10-percent 
limitation  of  profit,  and  the  requirement  that  10  percent  of  the  air- 
craft, including  engines,  mtist  be  constructed  in  Government 
factories. 

8.  Provides  that  vessels  of  the  following  categories  shall  be  deemed 
under  age  until  the  number  of  years  indicated  have  elapsed  since 
completion : 

Years 
Battleships 98 

Alrcrtift  carriers  and  cruisers . 90 

Other  combatant  surface  craft I     10 

Submarines 13 

9  Repeats  the  requirement  contained  In  the  1938  act  that  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act,  relating  to  labor  and  wage  conditions,  shall  apply 
to  the  construction,  alteration,  furnishing,  or  equipping  of  the 
Tessels  authorized  unless.  In  the  Judgment  of  the  President,  such 
course  would  not  be  In  the  Interests  of  national  defense. 

10.  Authorizes  an  appropriation  of  $6,(X)0,000  for  modernizing  the 
U.  S.  S.  New  York,  Texas,  and  Arkansas. 

11.  Authorizes  the  construction  by  contract  on  a  cost-plus-a- 
flxed-fee  basis  of  authorized  naval  public  works  projects  In  the 
fourteenth  naval  district  exclusive  of  dredging  and  restricts  the  fee 
to  6  percent  of  the  authorized  cost. 

12.  Authorizes  the  establishment  of  a  naval  consulting  board  of 
seven  members  to  make  recommendations  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  in  matters  concerning  the  Naval  BBtabilshment  and  the 
national  defense. 
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COSTS 

The  estimated  costs  of  the  additional  tonnages  provided 
by  this  bill,  as  modified,  are  as  follows: 

167.000  comtmf  nt  too*  repreaentUig  approximately 
23  itiips  at  an  estUnated  cost  at... $372,750,000 

75.000  auxiliary  tona  repreaentlzig  approximately  22 
abips  at  an  tjtlmated  coat  of 183.000.000 

1.011  airplanes  at  an  estimated  cost  of 99. 152.270 

Ttotal   esUmated  cost  of 654.902.270 

Requests  on  the  Budget  for  funds  for  the  combatant  types 
in  this  bill  would  be: 

1941.... $6.  600.  000 

IMa 62.  300,  000 

1043 98.  000,  000 

1944 116. 000,  000 

1945 60,  900.  000 

Subsequent  years 28.950,000 

This  will  provide  for  approximately  22  ships. 
Requests  on  the  Budget  for  the  auxiliary  types  in  the  bill 
will  be  as  follows: 

1941 _ _ 

1942 : $8.  eoO.  000 

1»*3— 44,  400,  000 

!•♦* - 61.  600.  000 

1945 45.300,000 

Subsequent  years 23,100,000 

This  wUl  provide  for  approximately  22  auxiliary  ships,  the 
construction  of  which— 75.000  tons — will  follow  with  the 
building  of  the  combatant  ships. 

Requests  on  the  Budget  for  the  increase  in  the  planes — 
1.011 — will  be  as  follows: 

1941 

1942 _ '^Q   3987461 

1»*3 _.. 19.  326.  019 

1944 17.  753  411 

1M5 _  15.  681.  553 

1948 : 15.  992,  826 

TOTAL  AUTHOUZXD  COMPOSmON  OF  THE  TJNllEU  STATES  NAVY 

The  total  authorized  composition  of  the  United  States 
Navy  in  combatant  under-age  vessels  is  approximately  272 
vessels  with  a  total  tonnage  of  1,557,480  tons. 

The  present  bill  increases  the  composition  of  the  Navy  by 
167,000  tons  In  the  combatant  class,  making  a  total  of  ap- 
proximately 294  vessels  of  a  total  tonnage  of  1,724.480  tons. 

On  M%rch  1.  1940.  there  were  150  under-age  vessels  and  151 
over  age.  a  total  of  301  combatant  vessels  in  commission. 
There  were  also  1  under-age  and  71  over-age  vessels  not  in 
commission. 

On  March  1, 1940,  there  were  110  vessels  under  construction 
as  follows: 

Battleships 8 

Aircraft   carriers IIIIIZIII  2 

Lilght   cruisers IIIIIIIIII"  6 

Submarines IIZ"II""  14 

Destroyers I.IIIIIIIIII"  30 

Destroyer  tenders "I.IIIIIIII  3 

Mine  sweepers """""  2 

Repair  ship ZZZZZZZl  1 

Submarine    tender IIIIIIII  1 

Fleet  tugs IIIIIIIII  2 

Seaplane  tenders  : 

Large _  _  j 

Small 4 

Mine  layer I_"IZIIIII"I  1 

Submarine  chasers I.IIIIIII  16 

Motor  torpedo  boats '..""".'.  19 

Initial  funds  have  been  included  in  the  1941  appropriations 
for  24  vessels,  as  follows: 

Battleships 2 

Aircraft  carrier llll.l       1 

Cruisers 


Destroyers 

Submarines 

SttlMnarlne   tender 

le  tender,  large. 


3 

8 

8 

- 1 

Seaplane  tenders,  small 'SSSS.VS.VSiSi'SS.Z.      3 

Mine  sweeper 1 

At  the  present  time  there  are  on  hand  1.780  useful  naval 
airplanes.  952  on  order,  and  appropriated  for  but  not  yet 


ordered,  171.  These  are  exclusive  of  those  appropriated  for 
by  the  appropriation  bill  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1941. 

NAVAL   ATRCKAtT   EXPANSION 

Mr.  President,  we  have  before  us  House  bill  9848.  authoriz- 
ing the  construction  or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft  and  the 
construction  of  certain  public  works. 

The  bill  authorizes  a  threefold  naval  expansion  program: 

First.  It  authorizes  the  construction  and  procurement  of 
additional  shore-base  facilities. 

Second.  It  authorizes  the  procurement  and  training  of  ad- 
ditional pilots. 

Third.  It  authorizes  the  procurement  of  additional  air- 
planes for  the  Navy. 

A  brief  history  of  the  legislation  relating  to  airplane  ex- 
pansion of  the  Navy  would  seem  appropriate  before  we  come 
to  the  present  bill. 

In  the  Vinson-Trammell  Act  of  1934  authorization  was 
given  to  the  Navy  to  build  as  many  planes  as  were  deemed 
necessary  for  a  treaty  Navy;  that  is.  for  a  5-5-3  Navy.  This 
number  was  fixed  by  the  Navy  Department  at  2,250. 

The  next  step  in  the  building  of  naval  planes  was  in  1938. 
The  naval  expansion  bill  of  that  year  authorized  the  number 
of  naval  planes  to  be  not  less  than  3,000.  The  bill  passed 
yesterday,  which  has  been  pending  during  the  entire  session, 
and  which  was  prepared  before  the  bill  we  now  have  under 
consideration,  increased  the  authorization  to  not  more  than 
4,500  planes. 

The  bill  now  before  the  Senate  increases  the  number  of 
authorized  and  useful  naval  airplanes  to  not  more  than  10,000. 
Including  850  planes  for  the  Naval  Reserve,  and  increases  the 
number  of  useful  nonrigid  aircraft  to  not  more  than  48.  ,It 
also  authorizes  the  President  to  provide  facilities  for  training 
16.000  aviators  and  enlisted  pilots. 

For  the  information  of  the  Senate.  I  will  state  that  there 
are  approximately  10  different  types  of  naval  planes,  varying 
in  cost  from  training  planes  costing  about  $30,000  to  patrol 
bombing  planes  costing  about  $289,000.  I  ask  that  a  table 
showing  the  different  planes  and  their  cost  be  inserted  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection?     The  Chair 
hears  none. 
The  table  is  as  follows: 

Cost  of  varioiLS  types  of  nat>al  planes 


Type 


Scoutinit  (obsprvation). 

FitthtinK 

Souiit  hombinit 

Torprdo  NiiB)>ing 

Patrol  (bombing) 

Utility: 

Nlultipnjrin* 

Single  ciuiine 

TransjM.rt  

Advaniffl  training 

I'riiuary  training 


Estimated 

cost  to  build 

(unit  cust) 


S'K.ono 

70.000 
109.000 
141,000 
289,000 

102.000 
68.000 

130,000 
30.000 
18.000 


Estimated 
cost  to  main- 
tain (annual 
cost) 


$R.TO2 
6,490 
R,7M 

10.335 

18,892 

1R.S20 
7,441 

14.878 
4. 1.14 
2.000 


The  above  flpures  include  cost  of  spare  parts  and  Oovernmcnt-fumished  material. 

Mr.  WALSH.  It  takes  about  6  months  to  build  a  training 
plane.  It  takes  about  a  year  and  a  half  to  build  a  bombing 
plane,  which  is  the  most  effective  and  strongest  military  plane. 

Turning  from  the  authorizations  to  what  we  really  have  had 
on  hand  during  these  years,  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
in  1933  we  had  approximately  919  useful  naval  planes,  whereas 
today  we  have  a  total  of  1.813  useful  planes  in  the  Navy, 
Marine  Corps,  and  Naval  Reserve.  One  thousand  three  hun- 
dred and  sixty-seven  of  the  1,813  are  useful  combatant  planes. 
These  combatant  planes  are  assigned  to  carriers,  battleships, 
cruisers,  and  the  fleet  marine  force.  Only  44  combatant 
planes  are  at  the  present  time  assigned  to  shore  stations. 
We  have  a  sufficient  number  of  useful  planes  for  all  our  fight- 
ing craft  and  have  made  provision  for  sufficient  planes  to  be 
available  when  ships  now  building  are  completed.    That  is  aa 
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Interesting  fact.  We  have  at  the  present  time  a  naval  plane 
for  every  place  that  Is  available  on  a  batUeshlp.  a  cruiser,  or 
an  aircraft  carrier.  We  have  passed  legislation  giving  au- 
thority to  provide  the  number  of  planes  that  will  be  necessary 
for  the  ships  which  are  now  in  building,  and  some  of  which 
will  not  be  completed  until  1946.  That  is  why  the  figure  was 
fixed  in  the  previous  bill  at  4.500  planes,  being  the  number 
necessary  to  accompany  the  fieet. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Tlie  Senator  speaks  of  these  planes 
as  being  useful  and  available  for  combat.  Does  the  Senator 
mean  that  they  are  available  for  combat  in  the  sense  that 
they  are  equipi>ed  to  meet  the  techniques  that  have  been  de- 
veloped in  recent  weeks  and  months  in  the  World  War? 

Mr.  WALSH.  No.  Up  to  the  time  of  the  World  War  they 
were  useful,  and  as  good  as  were  then  known  to  be  in  opera- 
tion. I  ought  to  add  that  some  of  the  1,300  i^anes  are  4  and 
6  years  old;  and,  of  course,  in  these  times  of  rapid  advance- 
ment and  development  in  building  planes,  a  plane  becomes 
obsolete  in  not  more  than  2  or  3  years;  but  the  1.300  planes 
are  now  with  the  fieet.  They  are  being  used,  and  they  are 
satisfactory  for  peacetimes;  but,  in  my  opinion,  in  case  of  a 
military  engagement  they  would  not  be  as  satisfactory  as  if 
we  had  some  of  the  newer  and  later  planes  which  are  now 
being  built,  and  which  are  equipped  with  all  the  known 
modem  devices. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  How  many  planes  have  we  which 
could  be  considered  competent  to  enter  air  combat  as  it  is 
known  today? 

Mr.  WALSH.  One  thousand,  three  himdred  Is  the  num- 
ber that  the  naval  authorities  would  attempt  to  use  if  we 
bad  to  go  to  war  tomorrow.  I  personally  think,  from  the 
evidence  before  us.  that  the  number  of  first-class  planes — 
and  I  do  not  mean,  now,  the  most  modem  and  best  planes — 
Is  about  1,000. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  How  many  ot  these  planes,  for  ex- 
ample, have  self -sealing  gas  tanks? 

Mr.  WAUSH.     Practically  none  of  them  now. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  How  many  of  them  are  armored  in 
the  new  fashion? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Practically  none.  There  are  917  planes  now 
on  order  which  will  contain  the  devices  to  which  the  Senator 
has  referred.  Tliey  are  beginning  to  be  ready  for  delivery; 
but  the  delivery  of  that  number  of  planes  will  not  be  con- 
summated imtll  next  summer. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Then  the  Inventory  which  the  Sena- 
tor presents  really  includes  no  planes  which  could  be  con- 
sidered completely  eligible  for  combat  today? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  think  they  would  be  considered  as  good 
as  the  British  planes,  but  I  do  not  think  anybody  would 
consider  them  as  good  as  the  German  planes,  although 
while  the  CSterman  planes  have  more  modern  facilities  for 
attacking  the  enemy  and  for  protecting  themselves,  it  is  said 
that  they  are  not  as  strongly  constructed  as  the  planes  we 
are  now  constructing;  but  I  must  frankly  say  to  the  Senator 
that  our  situation  so  far  as  modem,  up-to-date,  up-to-the- 
minute  planes  is  concerned,  does  not  present  a  very  attractive 
picture. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Tliat  is  a  rather  mild  sUtement  of 
the  case,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  WALSH.  But  it  Is  only  fair  to  say  that  up  to  the 
time  of  the  beginning  of  the  present  war,  our  planes  were 
considered  of  such  type  and  of  such  character  and  of  such 
strength  and  of  such  usefulness  that  the  Navy  continued  to  use 
them,  and  is  using  them,  and  would  use  them  in  the  event 
of  our  country  engaging  in  war. 

We  have  never  up  to  this  time  undertaken  to  expand 
naval  airplanes  to  the  extent  of  basing  fighting  planes  on 
shore.  All  the  combatant  naval  airplanes  that  we  have  are 
those  used  with  the  fieet  or  based  upon  vessels  in  the  Navy. 
It  is  proposed  in  the  pending  bill  that  we  begin  to  operate 
insular  naval  air  bases,  and  the  autliority  for  that  is  set 
forth  in  this  bilL 


Coming  now  to  the  insular  air  bases  which  are  authorized 
in  the  pending  bill.  2  years  ago  a  number  of  the  ablest  offi- 
cers of  the  Navy  made  a  study  of  our  defenses,  and  a  report 
was  submitted,  known  as  tlje  Hepburn  report.  Admiral 
Hepburn  is  one  of  the  ablest  and  most  outstanding  men  in 
the  Navy.  He  was  commander  in  chief  of  the  fleet  for 
several  years.  In  that  report  there  are  set  forth  all  the 
naval  air  bases  which  the  officers  making  the  reiwrt  deemed 
essential  for  the  defense  of  our  country. 

The  list  Is  a  long  list.  Many  of  the  bases  are  outside 
the  continent  of  the  United  States.  One  is  In  Cuba,  and 
others  are  in  Alaska  and  in  the  Pacific  islands.  The  bill 
proceeds  to  authorize  the  construction  of  all  the  bases  rec- 
ommended in  the  Hepburn  report  except  one.  the  one  at 
Guam.  The  Navy  Department  and  the  committee  did  not 
recommend  at  this  time  the  undertaking  of  establishing  a 
naval  base  in  Guam.  It  is  not  expected  that  all  these 
bases  will  be  built  at  once.  It  is  merely  an  authorization 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the  Hepburn  board 
as  to  what  was  essential  in  the  way  of  naval  land  bases 
for  and  as  an  auxiliary  to  our  fleet.  The  naval  planes  with 
the  fleet  participate  in  any  battle  at  sea.  If  auxiliary  or 
additional  naval  airplanes  are  required,  they  leave  the  land 
bases  and  go  out  to  the  fleet  and  increase  rapidly  the 
number  of  airplanes  and  are  an  additional  source  of  power 
and  strength  to  the  fleet  in  its  combat  with  an  enemy  at 
sea.  That  is  the  purpose  of  the  bases,  and  they  are  located 
up  and  down  the  Atlantic  coast  and  up  and  down  the 
Pacific  coast. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator 
yield? 

Bilr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  notice  one  of  the  Items  involves 
an  additional  expenditure  at  Guantanamo.  Cuba.  What  is 
the  basis  of  our  control  over  an  installation  in  Cuba? 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  naval  experts  say  we  have  a  lease  on 
land  there  for  100  years  from  the  Government  of  Cuba. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Is  it  a  lease  which  permits  us  com- 
plete freedom  of  action  in  the  use  of  the  station? 

Mr.  WALSH.    Absolutely. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  yield? 

Mr.  WAI£H.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  think  the  Senator  Is  reading  from  a  Ust 
of  the  projects  shown  in  the  report,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  WALSH.     Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  observe  one  on  the  western  coast  near 
the  mouth  of  the  Columbia  River,  for  which  an  appropria- 
tion was  heretofore  made.  Is  this  sum  in  addition  to  that 
which  has  heretofore  been  appropriated  by  the  Congress? 

Mr.  WALSH.    It  is  in  addition. 

Ml".  McNARY.  Is  It  the  purpose  to  follow  this  authoriza- 
tion with  an  appropriation  in  order  that  work  may  start  on 
these  various  bases  this  year? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  understand  the  President  intends  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Congress  a  request  for  a  deflciency  appropriation 
to  commence  the  completing  of  some  of  the  bases  named 
In  this  bill,  and  also  to  commence  the  completing  of  the 
additional  planes  which  are  authorized  In  the  bill. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Is  it  the  understanding  of  the  able  Senator 
that  this  request  will  be  made  before  the  adjournment  of  this 
session  of  Congress? 

Mr.  WALSH.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  President 
Intends  to  make  the  recommendation  before  Congress  ad- 
journs or  that  some  of  the  funds  in  the  naval  appropriation 
bill  for  1941  will  be  used  for  these  purposes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Shortly  after  the  adoption  of  this  author- 
ization, then,  there  will  be  appropriations  carried  in  an 
appropriation  bill? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes;  but  I  am  told  the  appropriation  will 
not  be  very  excessive  for  this  year,  that  it  will  be  sufficient 
to  start  the  operations,  and  also  sufficient  to  pay  the  pre- 
liminary costs  of  the  planes  which  are  authorized. 
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Mr.  McNARY.  Will  It  be  for  the  full  amount  authorized, 
or  only  a  portion? 

Mr.  WALSH.    Only  a  portion. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  brings  me  to  the  last  page  of  the  bin, 
page  5.  covering  a  large  number  of  projects  which  have  been 
added  to  those  already  existing  in  the  State  of  Florida, 
What  is  the  reason  for  this  very  imiisual  and  heavy  arma- 
ment at  that  particular  point? 

jMr.  WALSH.    I  was  commg  to  that. 

'Mr.  McNARY.    I  do  not  wish  to  anticipate  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH.  It  is  a  very  proper  time  to  suggest  that. 
The  bill  provides  for  an  expansion  of  our  naval  training 
facilities.  As  the  Senator  knows,  we  have  now  only  one 
facility,  located  at  Pensacola.  Tlie  Navy  is  using  in  part  a 
fleld  at  Jacksonville,  and  another  at  Miami  temporarily.  It 
Is  proposed  to  expand  those  two  fields  so  that  larger  and 
greater  facilities  will  be  available  for  training  purposes. 
Both  of  them  are.  as  I  understand,  to  be  temporary  fields 
cmly.  the  belief  being  that  after  the  emergency  Is  over,  and 
if  we  do  not  engage  in  war.  the  Pensacola  station  will  be 
sufficient  for  peacetime  training.  In  addition  to  that,  there 
Is  another  proposal  here  for  a  naval  aviation  training  station 
at  Corpus  Christl.  Tex. 

The  bill  provides  for  an  increase  In  the  number  of  pilots 
from  150  a  month  to  about  500  a  month.  As  the  Senator 
knows,  it  takes  about  a  year  to  train  a  pilot,  and  it  is  thought 
that  by  establishing  these  additional  bases,  the  facilities  at 
Pensacola  being  complete  and  filled,  we  will  be  able  to  com- 
mence the  training  of  pilots  so  that  within  a  year  we  will 
be  turning  out  550  a  month,  instead  of  150  a  month,  as  at 
present.    Does  that  answer  the  Senator's  question? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Yes,  In  part;  it  is  a  very  frank  statement — 
the  kind  the  Senator  always  makes. 

I  observe  that  these  are  all  naval  air  stations,  approxi- 
mating in  cost  about  $25,000,000.  all  of  which  the  Senator 
says  are  to  be  temporary  in  character. 

Mr.  WALSH.  No;  the  two  to  which  I  have  referred  only 
are  to  be  temporary.  The  others  are  not.  The  two  training 
fields  are  temporary  In  character,  it  being  the  view  of  the 
Navy  that  the  buildings  should  be  temporary  war-time  build- 
ings, and  that  there  should  not  be  any  obligation  for  perma- 
nent training  schools  at  these  points. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Take  the  naval  air  station  at  Jacksonville. 
Fla.,  on  the  Jacksonville-Banana  River.  $9,500,000.  Is  that 
to  be  a  temporary  or  a  permanent  institution? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  understand  there  is  a  station  there  al- 
ready— not  a  training  station,  but  a  naval  station,  and  this 
money  is  additional,  to  make  It  possible  to  enlarge  it  for 
training  facilities. 

Mr.  McNARY.    For  temporary  purposes? 

Mr.  WALSH.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McNARY.    The  others  fall  in  the  same  category? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes;  those  two— Jackson\-ille  and  Miami, 
Fla. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  am  not  complaining  about  the  situation. 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  understand. 

Mr.  McNARY.  It  is  a  little  imusual  to  have  all  these 
located  in  one  section  of  the  country. 

Mr.  'WALSH.    It  is  on  account  of  climate  entirely. 

Mr.  McNARY.  An  aviator  must  protect  himself  In  all 
kinds  of  climate.  All  the  fighting  is  not  going  to  be  done  in 
Florida.  If  a  prospective  aviator  has  any  such  notion,  he  had 
better  not  go  to  one  of  these  stations.. 

Mr.  WALSH.  After  he  gets  his  preliminary  training.  It 
is  supposed  that  he  will  be  sent  to  one  of  these  other  stations 
or  to  the  fleet. 

Mr.  McNARY.  It  would  occur  to  me  that  the  statiraa 
should  l>e  located  geographically,  because  those  who  desire 
training  will  be  selected  from  various  parts  of  the  country. 
I  am  just  directing  my  questions  to  the  policy. 

Bir.  WALSH.  The  Navy  Department  makes  the  conten- 
tion that  these  locations  are  such  that  they  can  train  all 
the  year  around,  every  day  in  the  year,  and  that  in  other 
parts  of  the  country  that  is  impossible.  That  is  their 
position. 


Mr.  McNARY.  The  Navy  Department,  or  whoever  Is  re- 
sponsible, has  never  visited  the  delightful  West,  then.  We 
can  train  there  the  year  rovmd.  But  aside  from  being  pro- 
vincial, it  does  occur  to  me  that  in  a  matter  of  this  kind 
there  should  be  some  idea  as  to  the  geographical  distribu- 
tion of  stations  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  WALSH.  There  is  much  to  be  said  for  the  contention 
of  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  suppose  it  is  too  late  for  correction  now, 
but  I  am  disappointed  at  the  vision  of  the  naval  officer  who 
desired  to  locate  all  these  training  quarters  in  one  little  neck 
of  the  bottle.    That  fellow  should  be  Investigated  himself. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  will  proceed  now  with  the  training  of 
pilots,  which  is  a  very  interesting  subject. 

At  present  there  are  14  schools  where  pilot  training  is 
conducted.  The  following  list  contains  the  names  of  all 
the  schools. 

Naval  air  station.  Pensacola,  Fla.,  primary  and  advanced 
training. 

Naval  Reserve  aviation  bases  for  elimination  flight  train- 
ing. The  product  of  these  schools  Is  sent  to  Pensacola  for 
primary  training,  followed  by  advanced  training.  There  are 
13  of  these.  These  preliminary  training  schools  are  located 
in  various  parts  of  the  country.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  McNARY.    In  what  part  of  the  bill  is  that  covered? 

Mr.  WALSH.  It  is  not  in  any  part  of  the  bill;  I  am  now 
giving  an  explanation  of  the  present  facilities  for  traming, 

Mr.  McNARY.    Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Senator  wUl  find  the  information  in 
the  committee  report,  on  page  5. 

The  number  of  pilots  in  the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  at 
the  present  time  is  as  follows — the  estimate  figures  approxi- 
mately one  and  one-half  pilots  for  the  management  and 
operation  of  a  plane: 

Naval  aviators.  Regvilar  naval  officers w_: 1,  093 

Naval  aviators.  Reserve  naval  officers 930 

Naval  aviators,  retired  naval  officers 3 

Naval  aviation  pUots,  enlisted  men IIIIII"  697 

So  that  as  of  this  day  and  time  we  have  2,623  pilots  in  the 
Navy.  I  think  those  figures  indicate  at  once  the  importance 
of  additional  facilities  for  increasing  the  number  of  pilots 
and  training  them. 

Mr.  WHITE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Are  these  training  schools  available  only  to 
enlisted  men  in  the  Navy,  or  may  boys  who  are  not  yet  a 
part  of  the  Naval  Establishment  have  an  opportimity  to  study 
at  them? 

Mr.  WAISH.  I  suppose  the  Senator  means  the  prelimi- 
nary schools,  13  of  them,  in  different  parts  of  the  country? 

Mr.  WHITE.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH.  They  are  the  first  schools  to  which  a  yoimg 
man  who  has  had  2  years  of  college  or  the  equivalent  is  sent. 
The  minimum  requirement  Is  2  years  of  college,  except,  of 
course,  those  who  are  graduates  of  the  Naval  Academy.  It 
is  possible,  and  it  does  happen,  that  enlisted  men  who  show 
special  facilities  and  special  adaptability  are  sent  to  these 
schools,  and  sometimes  become  officers  and  sometimes  be- 
come enlisted  pilots.  More  than  900  enlisted  men  now  are 
pilots. 

Mr.  WHITE.  May  young  men  who  are  not  in  the  Naval 
Establishment  be  admitted  to  these  schools? 

Mr.  WALSH.  No.  Such  a  yoimg  man  must  file  an  appli- 
cation like  a  man  who  enlists  in  the  Regular  Navy.  He  must 
make  application  to  go  to  the  school,  and  he  must  meet  the 
minimum  requirements,  among  them  being  very  exceptional 
and  extraordinary  physical  requirements. 

Mr.  WHITE.  But  even  If  he  meets  those  requirements, 
unless  he  enlists  in  the  Navy,  he  will  not  be  permitted  to  go 
to  the  schools.   That  is  what  I  wanted  to  get  at. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  do  not  know  that  I  understand  the  Sen- 
ator's quesUon  clearly.  If  the  applicant  has  had  2  years  of 
college,  if  he  is  of  the  right  age,  and  if  he  is  physically  sound, 
he  is  admitted  to  the  schooL 
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Mr.  WHITE.     Whether  he  is  In  the  Navy  or  not? 

Mr.  WALSH.     Yes;  but  if  he  is  accepted,  he  l>ecome8  a 

part  of  cur  naval  forces. 

Mr.  WHITE.    That  is  what  I  wanted  to  know. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Most  of  them  come  from  civil  life.  Let  me 
say  that  we  have  what  is  known  in  the  Navy  as  aviation 
cadets.  After  completing  their  course  of  Instruction  they  are 
given  commissions  as  officers  in  the  Naval  Reserve.  This 
group  of  college  men,  many  of  them  college  graduates,  made 
exceptionally  fine  officers  and  pilots.  They  compare  satis- 
factorily with  and  measure  up  to  fully  as  high  standards  as 
the  graduates  of  the  Naval  Academy. 

TOTAI.  PILOTS 

Total  pilots  in  Navy 2.623 

The  total  number  of  pilots  on  active  duty  in  the  Marine 
Corps  at  present  is  as  follows: 

Naval  aviators  (Reg\ilar  Marine  Corps  officers) 187 

Naval  aviators  (Reserve  Marine  Corps  officers)..... 102 

Naval  aviation  pUots  (enlisted  men) ^^ 46 

Total  pUots  In  Marine  Corps 835 

Total  pUots  in  Navy  and  Marine  Corps 2,958 

At  present  there  are  383  students  who  have  just  completed 
or  are  undergoing  elimination  flight  training  at  the  13  Naval 
Reserve  aviation  bases,  preparatory  to  entering  the  school  at 
Pensacola.  There  are  793  students  in  the  various  categories 
now  under  primary  or  advanced  flight  training  at  Pensacola. 
Total  under  training  383  plus  793.  or  1.176  students. 

rUTUmE  NT7MBEE  OF  PILOTS 

If  this  bill  shall  pass — and  the  objective  is  to  build  up  our 
defenses  in  the  air  for  the  fiscal  year  1941 — it  is  proposed  to 
send  1 ,800  students  to  primary  and  advanced  field  training  at 
Pensacola.  Approximately  70  percent  of  these  will  qualify, 
according  to  estimates,  during  the  latter  part  of  the  fiscal 
year  1941  and  in  the  fiscal  year  1942. 

Under  this  bill  it  is  estimated  that  the  Navy  will  have  by 
July  1.  1941.  3,850  pilots,  the  gain  for  1941  being  small,  due 
to  the  lack  of  facilities  for  training  and  the  building  of  addi- 
tional planes.  There  is  no  use  having  pilots  if  we  do  not  have 
planes  for  them  to  fly. 

By  1942  there  will  be  6,800;  in  1943.  13.100;  and  in  1944,  a 
total  of  18.500. 

I  may  say  aside  that  It  seems  to  me  these  figures  ought  to 
lead  people  to  pause  before  rushing  us  into  war  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  They  ought  to  give  us  pause  about 
giving  anything  away.  too.  should  they  not? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  feel  that  way. 

coers 

I  have  covered  the  main  features  of  the  bill,  except  the 
costs.  It  is  understood  that  it  would  cost  approximately — and 
this  is  going  to  cover  a  long  period.  5  or  6  years  anjrway,  as- 
suming that  the  authority  given  the  President  Is  exercised  to 
the  fullest  degree— 12,250.000.000. 

Broken  down  the  figures  are: 

For  additional  planes.  $1,150,000,000. 

For  additional  shore  facilities.  $410,000,000. 

For  training  of  pilots  $90,000,000. 
'  For    procurement    or    training    of    additional    personnel. 

$300,000,000. 

Ordnance  equipment,  bombs,  torpedoes,  ammunition,  and 
so  forth,  $300,000,000. 

Making  a  total  of  $2,250,000,000. 

Of  course,  all  that  means  a  very  substantial  increase  year 
by  year  in  the  maintenance  of  this  large  and  increased  naval 
air  force. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  I  have  covered  all  the  principal 
features  of  the  bill.  In  brief,  it  is  the  undertaking  for  the 
first  time  of  a  program  which  we  have  heretofore  never 
thought  was  necessary,  of  establishing  naval  air  bases  on 
shore,  and.  secondly,  increasing  our  naval  planes  from  4.500 
/  to  10.000  over  the  next  3  or  4  years,  and  also  the  training  of 
500  pilots  per  month  and  providing  the  facilities  for  them,  to 


be  available  about  a  year  hence.  Instead  of  the  present  number 
of  150. 

If  there  are  no  more  questions,  I  ask  that  the  Senate  con- 
sider the  bill. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.  If  the  Senator  U  willing  to  have  the  Ua 
disposed  of,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  objection  to  It. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  merely  wanted  to  ask  a  question  or  two. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  happen  to  have  any 
figures  available  as  to  how  much  it  would  cost  if  we  were  to 
double  the  present  size  of  our  naval  force? 

Mr.  WALSH.  We  have  provided  In  the  appropriation  bill 
of  this  year  for  an  increase  in  our  Navy  of  personnel  of  25.000; 
from  130.000  to  155,000,  and,  of  course,  a  corresponding  num- 
ber of  officers,  the  officers  being  determined  by  the  number 
of  enlisted  men.  It  would  be  very  difficult  to  answer  the  Sen- 
ator's question  except  in  a  general  way.  The  maintenance  of 
our  Navy  today,  very  generally  speaking,  which  means  pay 
for  the  enlisted  men  and  the  officers,  food,  clothing  and 
equipment  of  all  kinds,  the  vessels,  and  planes,  and  so  forth, 
is  between  $300,000,000  and  $400,000,000.  Of  course,  this  is 
true.  Senator,  that  it  is  of  no  value  to  increase  the  number 
of  enlisted  men  when  you  have  no  place  to  put  them.  Every 
ship  we  have  has  all  the  enlisted  men  it  needs.  We  are  in- 
creasing the  number  of  enlisted  men  this  year  because  of  the 
54  ships  we  are  building  and  which  we  expect  gradually  to 
be  completed,  one  at  a  time.  We  launched  a  battleship  last 
Saturday  at  Philadelphia,  but  it  will  be  a  year  before  that  is 
completed,  although  It  is  launched.  Another  one  is  being 
launched  at  New  York  this  month. 

The  personnel  for  those  vessels  will  not  be  needed  until  a 
few  months  before  the  actual  launching  of  the  vessels,  when 
they  will  be  given  training  so  as  to  be  ready.  We  ought  to 
begin  right  away  and  start  training  our  yoimg  men  to  be 
pilots.  However,  the  trouble  is  that  we  do  not  have  the  planes 
for  them.    That  is  the  difficulty.  Senator. 

Let  me  add  that  we  also  increased  the  Marines  from  26.000 
to  35.000  in  the  appropriation  bill  passed  this  year.  That 
seemed  to  me  very  desirable,  because  if  it  became  necessary 
for  us  to  make  an  attack  upon  any  enemy  seeking  to  estab- 
lish a  base  on  this  continent  the  Marines  are  the  boys  who 
would  have  to  go  ashore  and  do  the  fighting. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  merely  expected  to  ask  the  able  Senator, 
the  chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  how  much 
money  it  would  cost  to  double  the  size  of  our  fleet  in  ships. 

Mr.  WALSH.     Approximately  $5,000,000,000. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Five  bilUon  dollars? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes.  If  our  existing  Navy  today  were  all 
wiped  out,  and  we  had  to  build  it  over  again,  it  would  cost 
not  less  than  $5,000,000,000.  That  is  the  replacement  cost 
today. 

I  was  interested,  and  the  Senator  will  be  interested  to 
know  that  when  I  was  in  Philadelphia  Saturday  at  the 
launching  of  the  battleship  Washington,  to  learn  that  the 
last  battleship  we  built,  which  was  launched  in  1921,  cost 
$26,000,000.  The  Washington,  just  launched,  which  will  be 
ready  in  a  year,  is  costing  $80.000,000 — almost  three  times  as 
much  as  the  last  previous  battleship  we  launched. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Let  me  further  make  two  or  three  Inquiries. 
About  how  long  would  it  take  to  reconstruct  our  fleet? 

Mr.  WALSH.  That  is  a  very  Interesting  question.  In  the 
bill  which  we  passed  yesterday  we  provided  for  the  use  of 
every  available  place  in  the  United  States  for  the  building 
of  additional  naval  vessels.  Tlie  bill,  as  originally  Introduced, 
provided  for  a  25  percent  increase  in  the  Navy.  As  Senators 
know,  the  bill  provided  for  only  11  percent  increase.  We 
had  about  20  percent  Increase  In  1938.  The  reason  we  made 
It  cover  2  years  was  because  we  had  facilities  only  for  a  lim- 
ited amount  of  building.  It  seemed  of  no  value  to  make  an 
authorization  if  we  could  not  get  the  money  and  do  the 
building. 

Furthermore,  none  of  us  knows  what  we  may  learn  about 
surface  naval  craft  from  this  war.  I  think  my  committee 
very  wisely  said,  "Let  us  limit  ourselves  to  a  2-year  program. 
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/and  perhaps  In  the  next  year  or  two  we  shall  learn  that  sub- 
'  inarines  are  of  greater  or  less  value  than  we  thought  they 
were.     The   same   thing   applies  to   battleships,   and   other 
surface  naval  vessels.' 

But  If  we  attempted  to  consider  such  a  program — we  could 
not  do  It.  We  simply  do  not  have  the  facilities.  For  the 
next  2  years  every  facility  upon  the  Atlantic  or  Pacific  coast 
where  there  is  an  opportunity  to  build  a  naval  vessel  will  be 
in  full  operation. 

Mr.  PEPPEIR.    In  the  first  place,  we  have  no  additional 
facilities  to  carry  on  such  construction. 
Mr.  WALSH.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    In  the  second  place.  I  presume  a  mini- 
mum of  5  or  10  years  would  be  required. 
Mr.  WALSH.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  PEPPER,  How  much  time  is  required  to  build  a 
battleship? 

Mr.  WALSH.  At  least  4  years.  With  respect  to  the  ship 
Just  launched.  I  saw  an  editorial  rather  critical  of  the 
delay.  I  think  the  money  was  authorized  in  1936,  and  we 
began  building  in  September  1937.  We  have  just  launched  it. 
A  year  was  spent  in  drafting  the  plans,  3  years  in  building 
up  to  date,  and  it  will  be  another  year  before  it  is  com- 
missioned. 

In  that  connection,  it  is  only  fair  to  say  that  we  have  not 
built  a  battleship  in  this  country  for  19  years.  The  last 
battleship  was  launched  in  1921.  We  lost  the  art.  There 
has  been  such  progress  and  such  advance  in  new  types,  new 
inventions,  and  increased  resistance  against  modern  attack, 
that  we  had  to  t>egin  almost  from  the  ground  to  build  up 
our  battleships.  I  refer  to  the  largest  battleships.  The 
building  problem  is  very  serious.  There  are  long  delays.  It 
is  dlScult  to  understand  the  problem.  For  example,  it  is 
difficult  to  understand  that  2  years  are  required  to  build  a 
^  destroyer  and  practically  the  same  time  for  a  submarine. 
^^  Progress  is  very  rapid.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not 
the  Senator  has  been  on  one  of  the  new  destroyers  or 
cruisers  recently.  If  he  had  not  been  on  one  of  them 
for  5  years  he  would  be  amazed  to  find  the  whole  thing 
transformed  into  a  series  of  electric  pushbuttons.  In  a 
submarine  I  think  there  are  approximately  276  buttons  which 
the  operators  have  to  press  in  order  to  get  action  at  various 
times  and  carry  out  the  desires  of  those  who  are  navigating 
the  boat.  That  problem  has  been  very  serious.  Of  course, 
it  is  even  greater  now  with  the  situation  in  Europe,  and 
what  we  are  learning  every  day.  or  trying  to  learn  every  day, 
from  what  is  happening  over  there. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
another  question?  _ 

Mr.  WALSH.    Certainly. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     What  is  the  approximate  annual  mainte- 
nance cost  of  the  Navy  as  it  is  now  constituted? 
Mr.  WALSH.    I  should  say  about  $400,000,000. 
Mr.  PEPPER.    If  it  were  doubled  in  size.  I  presume  the 
maintenance  cost  would  also  be  doubled. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes.  I  have  been  thinking  about  the  finan- 
cial problem,  and  I  wish  my  colleagues  would  give  some 
thought  to  it.  Of  course,  we  cannot  stop.  It  is  a  matter 
of  life  and  death.  However,  I  am  wondering  how  our 
country  is  going  to  carry  the  load  of  maintenance  of  a 
tremendous  increase  in  our  Navy  and  Army.  We  shall  have 
to  find  some  way  to  do  it.  but  I  sometimes  wonder  whether  or 
not  our  fiscal  system  can  stand  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  able  chairman  of  the  committee. 
In  making  that  statement,  foresee  a  continuing  necessity  for 
enlargement  of  our  naval  forces? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes.  Of  course.  In  my  opinion  much  de- 
pends upon  the  treaty  which  may  result  from  the  European 
war.  The  situation  may  be  such  that  we  can  go  back  to 
normalcy.  But  in  my  opinion  one  thing  is  certain.  Until 
the  domination  of  power  Is  ended  and  the  moral  forces  in 
the  world  are  restored,  there  is  no  hope  of  stopping.  We 
must  go  on  and  on,  building  up  our  defenses  so  as  to  be 
Impregnable.      As  George  Washington  said,  the  best  way 


to  preserve  peace  is  to  be  prepared  for  war;  and  I  think  the 
American  people  are  learning  it  today  more  than  ever,  and 
regret  that  they  did  not  learn  it  a  Lttle  earlier. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
another  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Schwellenbach  in  the 
chair).  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida?  ; 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Do  I  gain  the  correct  Impression  from  the 
Senator's  answer  that  the  necessity  for  the  enlargement  of 
our  building  program  arose  out  of  disturbed  world  condi- 
tions, and  particularly  the  destruction  of  moral  forces  as 
the  guide  of  world  conduct,  and  the  substitution  in  lieu 
thereof  of  ruthless  forces  of  power? 

Mr.  WALSH.  In  general,  the  Senator  is  correct.  When 
my  committee  met  early  in  the  year  the  bill  submitted  by  the 
Navy  Department  had  been  prepared  before  the  World  War. 
Such  bills  are  usually  prepared  5  or  6  months  in  advance.  It 
was  the  ordinary  naval-exjiansion  bill.  The  Navy  Depart- 
ment was  very  modest  in  its  requests  for  authorizations  and 
appropriations.  But  as  the  war  has  gone  on,  and  the  senti- 
ment has  developed  in  this  country  that  it  might  come  to  our 
own  shores,  the  Navy  Department  and  the  President  have  felt 
it  their  obligation  and  duty — and  my  committee  feels  the 
same  obligation — to  leave  nothing  undone  In  our  preparation 
to  be  ready  for  whatever  eventualities  may  follow.  We  must 
have  a  navy  second  to  none,  because  whatever  attack  is  made 
upon  us  by  an  enemy  Is  almost  certain  to  come  across  the 
Pacific  or  the  Atlantic,  and  we  cannot  wait  until  the  enemy 
gets  here.  We  must  have  a  navy  to  defeat  the  enemy  before 
he  reaches  our  shores.  We  cannot  hang  around  the  shores 
and  harbors  of  this  country  waiting  for  the  enemy  to  come 
over  and  train  his  guns  on  our  large  cities.  As  soon  as  we 
know  an  enemy  is  on  the  way  and  our  pilots  discover  him,  we 
must  go  out  and  engage  him  in  battle.  We  must  have  what 
we  are  providing  today.  If  our  fleet  is  lost,  we  must  have  a 
fleet  of  naval  planes,  which  operate  on  the  sea.  to  go  out  and 
continue  the  battle  and  do  everything  possible  to  prevent  the 
enemy  from  reaching  our  shores  before  we  call  upon  our 
Army  or  our  forces  on  land.  Of  course,  as  the  Senator  per- 
haps knows,  in  Europe  practically  all  the  air  forces  are  land 
forces,  as  distinguished  from  naval  air  forces. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  supipose  one  thing  which  makes  it  so 
necessary  for  the  United  States  to  have  such  a  large  naval 
force  is  that,  having  undertaken  the  defense  of  the  whole 
Western  Hemisphere,  we  have  a  coast  line  of  some  43,000 
miles  to  defend,  from  Iceland  around  the  tip  of  South  Amer- 
ica, and  back  to  Alaska. 

Mr,  WALSH,  That  is  a  difficult  question  to  answer.  My 
own  view  is  that  we  must  give  consideration  and  close  study 
to  the  question  of  whether  or  not  we  shall  have  to  defend  all 
of  the  Western  Hemisphere.  We  are  now  giving  considera- 
tion to  that  question.  Our  military  authorities  are  preparing 
for  that  emergency.  It  is  all  premised,  however,  on  someone 
establishing  a  base  near  us.  We  must  anticipate  that  event, 
although  it  may  never  happen.  We  are  not  going  to  war 
when  we  hear  rumors  of  somebody  going  down  to  Brazil  or 
somewhere  else  to  establish  a  base:  but  the  moment  there  is 
actually  an  effort  by  any  of  the  European  or  oriental  powers 
to  establish  an  air  base  or  a  naval  base  on  this  continent  it  is 
notice  to  us  that  our  fleet  is  not  the  powerful  weapon  of  de- 
fense we  had  thought,  but  that  we  can  be  bombarded  and  at- 
tacked by  air  from  such  bases  as  are  close  to  our  shores;  and 
our  fleet  will  not  be  as  effective  and  as  valuable  in  our  defense 
as  we  expected,  and  as  we  have  found  it  from  the  beginning 
of  our  Republic. 

So  the  Senator  is  correct  in  stating  that  the  establishment 
of  bases  is  a  very  serious  problem.  Personally,  I  do  not  think, 
to  take  an  extreme  case,  that  the  fact  that  Italy  might  obtain 
Bermuda  as  the  result  of  a  treaty  would  mean  war  for  us.  I 
am  now  giving  my  own  opinion.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
anticipate  that  all  the  belUgerents  in  Europe  hate  and  despise 
us,  and  are  coming  over  here  to  establish  bases  at  once.    We 
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ought  to  be  prepared  for  It  tf  they  do  it.  We  ought  to  be 
ready  to  fight  them  if  they  do  it;  but  I  do  not  think  we  ought 
to  anticipate  that  they  will  necessarily  be  hostile. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  However,  I  beheve  the  Senator  did  express 
the  opinion  that  we  should  be  prepared  to  resist  such  an 
effort. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Absohitely.  For  the  first  time  in  our  his- 
tory we  are  confronted  with  the  question  of  whether  or  not 
we  shall  go  to  war  to  stop  the  establishment  of  air  or  naval 
bases  on  this  continent.  That  question  is  staring  us  in  the 
face.  We  must  answer  it.  However,  I  distinguish  between 
that  question  and  the  location  of  people  from  any  of  the 
European  countries  on  an  Island  in  the  Western  Hemisphere, 
or  even  on  the  continent.  We  have  never  had  trouble  with 
the  English  at  Bermuda.  We  have  never  had  trouble  with 
the  French,  who  have  possessions  in  the  Carlbl)ean  area. 
Shall  we  have  trouble  with  the  Italians?  Why  assume  it? 
Perhaps  we  can  live  peaceably  with  them.  Perhaps  we  can 
live  peaceably  even  with  Russia,  if  she  merely  has  a  possession 
In  the  Western  Hemisphere,  as  England  and  France  have. 
But  the  moment  she  starts  to  establish  a  base  and  turns  her 
guns  toward  us,  or  puts  her  planes  over  here,  then  we  must  act 
and  move. 

As  I  understand,  the  program  is  based  entirely  on  that  pos- 
sibility. I  l)elieve  it  is  the  President's  view  in  mapping  out 
the  program  that  the  very  thing  about  which  I  have  been 
speaking  is  a  possible  eventuality  which  we  cannot  ignore. 
We  cannot  remain  indifferent  to  it,  and  we  must  be  ready  to 
meet  a  challenge  when  the  time  comes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  has  been  so  very 
kind  that  I  am  reluctant  to  ask  him  further  to  shield,  but  I 
should  appreciate  it  if  he  will  yield  for  one  further  question. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Certainly. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  As  I  understand,  it  is  considered  vitally 
necessary  to  the  defense  of  North  America  that  we  have  naval 
air  bases  and  army  air  bases  as  an  adjunct  to  the  fleet. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Unquestionably. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  it  follow  from  the  Senator's  statement 
that  if  we  are  adequately  to  defend  Central  and  South 
America,  we  must  do  the  same  thing? 

Mr.  WALSH.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  That  would  contemplate,  then,  the  neces- 
sity. If  the  United  States  is  really  to  undertake  the  defense, 
effectively,  of  South  America,  that,  In  .some  way  or  other,  ade- 
quate bases,  including  air  liases,  must  be  established  down 
there? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Let  us  asstime  we  are  In  executive  session. 
In  my  opinion,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  has 
that  In  mind  now,  and  has  arrangements  and  plans  made  to 
bring  that  about.  I  hope  the  press  will  not  report  this.  I  may 
say  that  what  the  Senator  suggests  is  all  anticipated  if  the 
eventuality  should  come. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  thank  the  Senator  very  much. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  clear  up 
something  in  my  own  mind. 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

lir.  WHEKT.KR.  As  the  Senator  knows,  I  have  been  one  of 
those  who  have  felt  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  build  up  a 
great  fleet  for  this  country,  but,  frankly,  conditions  have  so 
changed  in  Europe  that  I  think  nearly  everybody  now  realizes 
that  we  have  got  to  i>repare  for  eventualities. 

Mr.  WALSH.    We  have  no  alternative. 

BCr.  WHKKl.ER.  We  have  no  alternative,  no  matter  how 
peace-loving  we  may  be  or  bow  much  we  may  be  against 
building  up  great  armaments. 

Ttiere  has  been  so  much  h3rsteria  abroad  to  the  effect  that 
bomtiing  planes  could  come  over  here  and  bomb  various  cities 
In  the  United  States  that  I  should  like  a  little  information  on 
that  subject.  I  know  the  Senator  is  familiar  with  it,  and, 
for  my  own  information  I  should  like  to  inquire  how  far  can 
one  of  the  big  bombers  operate  effectively? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Tb  answer  the  Senator  directly — and  then 
I  will  amplify  the  answer  later — not  more  than  a  thousand 
miles.    No  military  strategist,  no  military  authority,  so  far  as 


I  know,  entertains  any  other  view.  By  the  way,  leaving  out 
whatever  one  may  think  of  some  features  of  Colonel  Lind- 
bergh's speech  the  other  night,  he  expressed  a  military  point 
of  view  exactly  in  accord  with  that  of  the  Anny  and  Navy, 
namely,  that  it  is  impossible  for  this  coimtry  to  be  in\'aded 
from  the  air.  That  is  why  our  Navy  is  still  our  first  line  of 
defense.  We  should  always  differentiate  between  the  war  In 
Europe  and  our  own  situation.  The  British  fleet  is  forced 
to  operate  in  narrow  waters  and  close  to  shore-based  enemy 
aircraft.  The  trouble  it  has  been  having — and  how  great 
they  have  been  recently  we  do  not  know  nor  do  we  know  to 
what  extent  her  Navy  has  been  injured — have  arisen  from  the 
fact  that  the  vessels  of  the  British  Navy  have  been  bombed 
by  bombing  and  other  planes  which  could  operate  from  the 
shore.  Under  present  conditions  airplanes  operating  from  the 
shore  could  not  affect  our  Navy,  but  if  an  enemy  should  obtain 
a  foothold  on  our  shores  or  bases  nearby,  the  same  thing  could 
happen  to  the  American  Navy  as  has  happened  to  the  British 
Navy,  or  if  our  Navy  went  over  to  Europe  and  joined  the 
British  Navy  and  had  to  operate  in  close  waters  there,  the 
same  thing  could  happen  to  our  Navy  as  has  happened  to  the 
British.  Our  naval  experts  say  that  we  would  not  be  able 
to  be  of  much  service  if  we  did  go  over  there,  "niat  is  their 
opinion.  If  we  went  over  to  Japan  the  Japanese  air  force 
could  do  the  same  thing  to  our  Navy.  Ttie  Navy  is  valuable 
and  important,  chiefly  in  meeting  a  naval  fleet  away  from 
shore  and  away  from  the  danger  of  land-based  planes. 

Speaking  from  the  evidence  that  came  before  the  commit- 
tee, the  superiority  of  the  German  air  force  has  given  Ger- 
many a  very  great  advantage  in  this  war  in  her  attacks  upon 
shipping  and  upon  the  English  Navy.  But  the  English  Navy 
has  given  Great  Britain  an  advantage,  for,  in  my  opinion, 
and  in  the  opinion  of  experts,  if  It  were  not  for  the  British 
Navy,  Great  Britain  would  probably  be  another  Poland  today. 
The  British  Navy  has  been  able  to  keep  away  her  enemy  be- 
cause of  her  naval  power  or  impede  the  enemy  from  coming 
over  water  to  her. 

The  difficulty  the  British  are  encountering,  according  to 
our  records,  is  that  the  Germans  have  such  superior  air 
power,  that  the  British  are  at  a  disadvantage  not  only  in 
the  air.  but  their  Navy  is  at  a  disadvantage,  for  a  navy  is 
no  longer  impregnable  or  of  value  without  an  air  force  of 
the  size  of  that  of  the  enemy — ^not  merely  in  the  few  planes 
on  an  air  carrier  or  on  battleships,  but  in  total  air  force. 
So  our  objective  is  to  augment  or  increase  our  fleet  of 
movable  vessels  with  an  air  force  of  sufficient  size  at 
least  to  equal  that  of  any  other  naval  or  military  power. 
That  is  the  objective  we  have  in  this  bill. 

So  the  Senator  is  correct  in  the  statement  that  it  is  very 
essential  and  very  important  that  our  surface  craft  as  well 
as  our  aircraft  be  augmented.  I  do  not  think  we  really 
discovered  that  a  large  naval  air  force  was  essential,  at 
least  I  did  not  discover  it,  and  I  do  not  think  many  other 
people  did  until  the  present  war  in  Europe.  It  should  be 
noted,  however,  that  Germany  is  only  operating  a  few  hun- 
dred miles  away  from  shore  with  her  airplanes,  out  and 
back,  and  her  bombers  cannot  go  over  a  thousand  miles  and 
get  back  again.  They  have  not  yet  designed  a  bomber  of 
sufficient  fuel  capacity  to  reach  this  coast  and  do  great 
damage.  In  my  opinion,  "it  is  to  laugh"  to  talk  about  the 
invasion  of  this  country  by  an  enemy  merely  coming  over 
here  by  air.  A  submarine  might  reach  here  and  do  some 
damage,  but  a  general  invasion  of  this  country  is  simply 
impossible  if  we  have  a  navy,  naval  vessels,  and  an  air 
force  of  such  superior  power  that  they  can  stop  an  enemy 
before  they  near  our  shores. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  have  such  great  confidence  in  the 
chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  that  I  wanted 
to  ask  him  the  question  because  we  hear  so  many  stories 
of  people  becoming  hysterical  thinking  that  a  possible  foe 
could  send  bombers  across  the  ocean  and  bomb  us  or  locate 
bases  in  South  America  and  bomb  us  from  there. 

Now  let  me  ask  the  Senator  another  question.  I  have 
been  Informed  by  people  whom  I  regard  as  reliable  that. 
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as  a  matter  of  fact.  Germany  cannot  successfully  bomb  even 
London  from  Berlin  If  England  has  a  sufficient  number  of 
tighiing  planes,  because  the  fighting  planes  move  so  much 
more  rapidly  than  the  bombers  that  they  can  quite  success- 
fully drive  off  bombers,  which,  necessarily,  move  more 
glowly. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  think  that  is  the  reason  the  Germans 
ha'.'c  taken  the  "Lowlands."  because  their  fighting  planes 
could  not  go  the  distance  from  Berlin  or  from  the  Gsrman 
border.  To  be  effective,  bombers  must  be  accompanied  by 
fighting  planes  to  protect  them. 

It  is  interesting  to  note — I  did  not  know  It  until  the  dis- 
cussion took  place  In  the  committee — that  formation  of  an 
air  fleet  Is  like  the  formation  of  a  naval  fleet.  The  bomber 
Is  in  the  middle  of  a  fleet  of  other  aircraft;  the  bomber  is 
the  destructive  power,  as  the  battleship  is  the  long-range, 
hard-hitting  fortress  at  sea.  The  cruisers  and  destroyers 
and  submarines  are  massed  around  the  battleship  to  pro- 
tect the  battleship,  and  the  planes  go  out  to  locate  the 
enemy  and  bring  back  messages  to  get  ready. 

In  the  air  Is  where  Germany  has  succeeded.  She  has  a 
large  number  of  planes,  scout  planes,  and  fighting  planes  and 
other  planes  which  surround  the  bomber,  and  the  bomber 
gets  over  and  does  the  damage.  It  is  very  interesting  to  find 
that  almost  the  same  condition  of  warfare  exists  in  the  air 
as  has  been  developed  at  sea  with  surface  battleships  and 
other  naval  craft. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  thankful  to  the  Senator,  because 
that  verifies  the  opinion  which  I  myself  have  with  reference 
to  the  matter;  but  we  hear  much  misinformation  being 
circulated. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  only  way  we  can  ever  get  into  trouble 
Is  to  go  over  the  ocean  and  participate  in  the  present  war  or 
by  preventing  later  the  establishments  of  bases  here. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  informed  that  the  reason  why  Ger- 
many, as  a  matter  of  fact,  went  into  Norway  was  to  get  closer 
to  the  British  Navy  so  that  they  could  get  at  them,  and 
they  were  not  able  to  get  at  them  until  they  went  into  Norway 
and  established  bases  from  which  they  could  bomb  the  British 
Navy  much  more  easily.  Also  I  understand  the  reason  they 
took  Holland  was  because  they  wanted  to  be  in  such  a  posi- 
tion that  they  could  get  over  more  easily  and  bomb  London 
as  they  could  not  do  it  from  Berlin.  Is  not  that  correct  In 
substance? 

Mr.  WALSH.  That  is  my  view.  I  want  to  say.  in  answer 
to  the  question,  that  the  only  way  we  can  get  involved  in  a 
military  way  is  by  going  over  there.  I  think  that  modifica- 
tion should  be  made. 
Mr.  WHEELER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
a  question  along  the  line  of  the  range  of  air  bombers.  As  I 
understand,  it  is  the  information  imparted  by  naval  experts 
or  military  experts  or  both 

Mr.  WALSH.  There  is  one  exceUent  lay  expert  who,  I 
think.  Is  perhaps  fully  as  good  as  any  of  our  naval  experts. 
I  refer  to  Major  Elliot.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator 
has  read  any  of  his  books. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes.  MaJ.  George  Fielding  Elliot,  a 
voluminous  and  omnivorous  writer  on  all  military  subjects. 

Mr.  WALSH.  He  really  appears  to  be  exceedingly  well  in- 
formed, and  I  may  add  that  our  naval  officers  have  the  high- 
est respect  for  his  opinions.  So  our  views  are  a  mingling  of 
both  the  civilian  and  the  military  views. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  was 
this:  The  thousand-mile  range  of  bombers  at  present  is  as 
far  as  the  plane  designers  have  been  able  to  develop  their 
range  up  to  this  time. 

Mr.  WAI^H.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  has  been  such  a  rapid  increase  In 
the  effecUveness  as  well  as  the  range  of  airplanes  of  all  sorts 
that  I  am  wondering  whether  the  statement  that  a  thousand 
miles  is  the  maximum  distance  that  bombers  can  fly  and  come 
back  takes  into  consideration  the  future  rapid  development 
of  aircraft,  and   the  lengthening  of  the  range.     While   a 


thousand  miles  is  as  far  as  bombers  can  fly  now.  In  another 
year  or  2  years  or  5  years  they  may  be  able  to  fly  double  that 
distance. 

Mr.  WALSH.  That  is  a  very  wise  observation.  I  agree 
with  the  Senator.  In  my  opinion.  It  is  humanly  Impossible  to 
prognosticate  what  further  advances  there  will  be  in  the  way 
of  aviation.  I  think  our  committee  was  wise  in  limiting  its 
program  to  2  years  because  of  the  very  thing  the  Senator 
speaks  about.  There  was  a  proposal  that  we  write  into  one  of 
our  bills  "not  less  than"  so  many  airplanes,  which,  of  course, 
would  mean  that  the  Navy  could  go  on  forever;  but  we  wisely 
changed  that  to  "not  more  than,"  so  that  when  they  have 
those  planes  they  will  have  to  come  back  to  Congress,  and 
we  shall  want  to  see  what  kind  of  planes  they  are  using,  and 
whether  or  not  they  are  the  proper  kind. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  none  of  us  can  foresee  whether 
any  present  belligerent,  if  entirely  successful  in  the  present 
European  war.  would  attempt  to  gain  footholds  for  bases  of 
various  kinds  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  WALSH.    That  is  another  very  good  observation. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  another  situation  which  I  think 
we  cannot  afford  to  ignore.  While  we  would  prefer  to  think 
that  no  American  republic  would  willingly  accord  such  privi- 
leges to  any  European  nation,  we  all  know  that  sometimes 
things  are  forced  on  small  nations  which  they  do  not  them- 
selves desire;  and  in  that  event  we  might  have  certain  obli- 
gations of  our  own.  of  long  standing,  that  would  require  us  to 
take  some  action  in  legard  to  the  matter.  But  if  it  happened 
that  bases  for  European  nations  could  be  obtained  anywhere 
in  the  continent  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  or  on  any  of 
the  Islands  off  the  Western  Hemisphere,  then  even  the  present 
thousand-mile  range  would  bring  them  within  a  very  short  dis- 
tance in  hours  of  some  of  the  most  vital  points  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Senator  is  absolutely  correct  that  we 
must  be  on  the  alert  to  prevent  anjrthing  happening  which 
might  possibly  be  conceived  as  happening  on  the  part  of  a 
hostile  nation. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So,  however  much  we  may  desire  that 
those  things  shall  not  happen,  we  must  take  into  considera- 
tion the  possibility  that  they  may  happen;  and  we  cannot 
afford  to  be  caught  napping  with  respect  to  any  movement 
of  that  sort. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  the  thing 
we  ought  to  be  careful  about  in  this  country  Is  getting  the 
people  worked  up  into  a  hysteria.  After  all.  we  have  lived 
peacefully  for  a  long  period  of  time  with  Canada,  which  is  a 
possession  of  the  British  Government. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  say  that  we 
could  live  peacefully  with  Germany,  or  he  will  be  called 
pro-German. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  not  going  to  say  that;  but  I  say 
that  after  all  we  have  lived  peacefully  with  the  British  Gov- 
ernment. Canada  being  a  possession  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment. No  nation  in  the  world  has  lived  as  peacefully  with 
Canada  as  we  have,  without  any  visible  boundaries,  without 
any  forts,  or  anything  of  the  kind,  clear  across  the  continent 
of  the  United  States. 

A  number  of  persons  in  this  country  assume  that  which- 
ever way  the  present  war  goes,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  war 
some  nation  will  come  over  here  and  attack  the  United 
States.  Why,  I  do  not  know;  but  they  assume  that  that  is 
gomg  to  happen,  and  some  persons  go  so  far  as  to  assume 
that  Russia  and  Italy  and  Germany  and  JajMin  will  aU  get 
together  and  attack  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WAI^H.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  assump- 
tion is  more  or  less  explainable  by  the  fact  that  the  pubUc 
rrnnd  has  been  stimulated  to  such  a  pitch  that  it  cannot 
think  straight,  and  cannot  differentiate  between  aU  these 
ramifications,  and  that  the  thought  of  force,  force,  force 
bemg  dominant  in  the  world  has  led  to  that  state  of  mind' 

Mr  WHEEXER.  Of  coOrse;  and,  as  I  say,  it  Is  unforl 
tunate  that  that  state  of  mind  exists.  It  seems  to  me  that 
?f  «°^  J^erican  citizens,  interested  in  the  welfare  of  the 
United  States,  we  ought  to-  Uy  to  allay  that  hj-steria     I 
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think  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  and  aU  pablic  officials 
ought  to  try  to  tell  the  American  people  that  they  should  be 
calm,  rather  than  to  try  to  work  them  up  into  a  hysteria 
tbat  Is  going  to  lead  us  nowhere  except  to  make  enemies  out 
of  almost  every  other  nation  in  the  world. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Personally,  I  think  the  thing  for  us  to  do  Is 
to  bite  our  lips,  and  go  on  smd  prepare  and  prepare,  and  think 
more  than  talk,  but  have  gims  and  all  otiier  defenses  ready  to 
meet  an  enemy  when  he  comes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  Senator  that 
what  we  ought  to  do  is  to  go  ahead  and  be  prepared.  We  do 
not  know  what  the  eventualities  are  going  to  be,  but  we  ought 
to  be  prepared  at  this  time  for  any  eventuality.  Let  us  not, 
however,  create  the  impression  that  some  other  nation  will 
come  over  here  and  attack  the  United  States,  because  there  Is 
not  any  reason  why  it  should  come  over  here  and  attack  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.     Certainly. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  have  Just  been  informed  by  a  representa- 
tive of  the  Associated  Press  that  Mr.  Churchill  has  made  the 
announcement  that  if  England  has  to  do  so  she  will  fight  as 
long  as  she  can  on  the  island,  but  If  the  island  must  give  way 
she  will  take  the  fleet  and  government  to  Canada.  So  we  do 
not  have  to  go  to  Europe  to  get  a  war;  the  war  will  come  to 
us.  "Cash  and  carry!"  That  is  the  last  statement  of  Mr. 
Churchill. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Does  the  Senator  say  that  if  the  King  and 
Queen  of  Great  Britain  should  move  to  Canada  there  would 
be  a  declaration  of  war  against  us? 

Mr.  MINTON.  No;  I  am  just  giving  the  Senator  the  in- 
formation I  have — that  Mr.  Churchill  has  said  that  if  the 
British  cannot  hold  the  island  the  British  Government  will 
come  over  to  Canada  and  bring  the  fleet  with  it;  and  the  war, 
of  course,  will  come  with  it.  I  give  the  Senator  that  informa- 
tion for  whatever  it  may  be  worth. 

Mr.  WAUSH.  Such  action  would  bring  us  closer  to  the 
zone  of  war  than  we  now  are,  and  would  create  a  very  delicate 
and  a  very  dangerous  situation. 

Mr.  MINTON.  In  other  words,  we  do  not  have  to  go  to 
the  war.     The  war  is  going  to  come  to  us. 

Mr.  WAI£H.    To  our  nelsSiborhood. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  But  we  should  not  take  the  position  that 
even  If  the  King  and  Queen  of  Great  Britain  should  come  to 
Canada,  that  of  itself  would  involve  us  either  in  a  war  with 
Great  Britain  or  in  a  war  with  any  other  country. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  might  depend  on  whether  or  not 
Hitler  followed  the  King  and  Queen  to  Canada. 

HALT  Ut  Aim  HALT  OXTT  OT  WAS 

Mr.  WALfiH.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  prolong  the 
discussion,  but  an  admirable  editorial  on  this  very  subject 
was  printed  in  a  Philadelphia  newspaper,  and  I  should  like 
to  have  it  read  from  the  desk.  I  do  not  Icnow  of  anything 
better  that  has  been  said.  It  is  my  concept  of  our  respon- 
sibility and  duty  at  the  present  time. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  edi- 
torial will  be  reed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  editorial,  as  follows: 

(Prom  tbe  RilUdelpbla  Record  of  June  S.  1040] 

A     NATION     CAN'T     BK     HAI.r     IN,     HALT     OUT     OT     WAB 

Great  hue  and  cry  arises.  Send  the  Allies  "eyerything  but 
men." 

Give  them  our  existing  air  force  and  build  another.  Let  them 
have  part  of  our  fleet.  Repeal  the  Johnson  act.  to  afford  them 
unlimited  loans.  Repeal  the  neutrality  act.  so  ttie  coffers  of  our 
roeources  will  be  wide  open — and  they  only  will  have  to  come 
and  get  it. 

Readers  of  The  Record  scarcely  need  to  be  told  of  oxir  whole- 
hearted devotion  to  and  sympathy  for  the  cavise  of  the  AUies. 
But  Just  as  ve  believe  In  the  Allied  cause. — 

So  do  we  believe  in  being  Iionefit  with  the  American  people. 

It  U  not  l>eing  honest  to  them  to  pretend  that  the  United 
States  can  get  half  into  Europe's  war  and  still  stay  half  out. 

It  Is  not  being  honest  to  talk  about  sending  "everything  but 
men"  without  frankly  admitting  that  doing  so  would  be  inter- 
vention in  the  European  war, 

Americans  are  overwhelmingly  sympathetic  to  the  Allied  cause. 
Oaeent   men.  In  our   opinion,   no   longer   can   make   out  even   a 
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shadowy  ease  for  Oennany.  The  old  argoments  about  the  in- 
Jiistlces  of  the  VsnalUes  Treaty  are  reduced  to  seit)  by  the  moo- 
strous  horrors  of  this  war  which  Hitler  and  his  TTilrd  Reich 
have  visited  upon  a  world  eager  for  peace. 

Americans  are.  however,  far  from  unanlmaus  In  believing  that 
the  United  States  should  Intervene  tn  tbe  European  war.  Indi- 
cations are  that  a  substantial  majoilty  of  our  people  oppose 
intervention. 

6o,  to  advocate  that  the  United  States  send  over  "everything 
but  men"  is  to  becloud  the  real  issue.  It  Is  to  urge  that  we  move, 
crab-like,  obliquely,  further  and  further  toward  the  precipice  of 
war — until  we  have  gone  so  far  no   alternative   but   war   is  left. 

The  Record  doesnt  like  that  way  of  dealing  with  a  free  people. 

Tbe  Record  believes  the  issue  at  intervention  should  be  made 
clear-cut.  faced  frankly,  oiealt  vrith  bonesUy,  and  debated  ther- 
oughly  In  Congress  until  the  final  decision  is  made. 

History  tells  us  that  once  a  nation  gets  In  a  war  It  is  In  to  win — 
and  that  It  cannot  stop  until  It  has  utilised  every  resource  for 
victory.  If  we  Join  the  belligerents  by  sending  "everything  but 
men" — it  means  only  that  we  must  send  the  men  when  doin^  bO 
becomes  necessary  for  victory. 

Why  fool  our  people? 

This  Nation  must  have  the  courage  to  stay  all  the  way  out  of 
this  war — 

Or  It  must  have  the  cotirage  to  go  all  the  way  In. 

The  notion  of  crawling  into  the  war  by  sending  "everything  but 
men"  arises,  we  believe,  from  hypocrisy  or  thoughtlessness. 

If  the  United  States  of  America  is  going  to  enter  the  war  to  aid 
the  Anies — 

Then  probably  the  n>ost  Important  Immediate  help  we  could  give 
would  be  the  announcement  of  Intervention  Itself. 

The  effect  of  such  an  announcement  would  be  profound  through- 
out the  world.  In  England  and  France  it  would  in^lre  the  people 
with  new  hope  and  revived  courage;  in  Oermany,  and  perhaps  Italy, 
it  would  have  the  opposite  effect,  by  warning  the  peoples  of  those 
countries  that  the  Imntense  resources  of  the  Western  Hemisphere 
had  been  pitted  against  them. 

By  crawling  into  the  war  we  soon  would  find  ourselves  In  it  Just 
as  deeply  but  with  the  great  psychological  effect  of  a  Ixild  decision 
lost — ^lost  to  ourselves  as  well  as  to  the  Allies. 

We  refuse  to  even  estimate  the  dlsUlusionment  of  otir  own  people 
if  they  were  to  awaken  one  morning  to  find  their  country  in  the 
war  after  they  had  sincerely  believed  what  they  had  been  told — 
that  it  could  plunge  to  the  very  fringe  of  the  conflict  and  then 
halt — "short  of  war." 

Imagine  a  parachute  trooper  trying  to  halt — short  of  terra  flrma. 

The  United  States  can  go  into  the  war. 

The  United  States  can  stay  out  of  the  war. 

It  has.  today,  a  free  choice. 

But  there  is  one  thing  the  United  States  cannot  do: 

It  cannot  go  halfway  In  the  war — and  then  expect  to  stay  halfway 
out. 

It  cannot  honestly  talk  about  "sending  everything  but  men." 

Once  engulfed  in  a  hurricane,  the  power  of  choice  Is  lost. 

OOKPABSBON    OT    AIBPtANX    STEENCTB 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  the  able  senior  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas],  a  very  efficient  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs,  has  suggested  that  it  would  be 
informative  to  the  Senate  to  state  that  when  the  war  began 
Great  Britain  had  only  approximately  279  naval  planes  on 
her  surface  naval  vessels.  We  have  1.300;  and  we  now  think 
we  are  very  weak  in  having  only  that  number.  I  thought 
that  was  a  further  indication  that  what  is  happening  In 
Europe  is  largely  due  to  a  complete  lack  of  naval-air  prepa-' 
ration. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALfiH.    Certainly. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  It  is  my  imderstanding.  from  the  testimony 
before  our  committee,  that  the  1300  naval  combat  planes 
which  we  have  at  present  are  sufficient,  In  the  opinion  of 
the  experts  of  the  Navy,  to  take  care  of  our  Navy  at  sea  If 
a  combat  comes  along,  and  our  lack  is  in  naval  aircraft  for 
shore  bases. 

Mr.  WALSH.  "Riat  Is  correct.  The  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan called  attention  to  a  matter,  and  I  wonder  If  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  agrees  with  me  in  my  answer.  I  stated 
that  some  of  these  1.300  planes  were  being  used,  and  would 
be  used,  but  some  of  them  are  reaching  the  obsolete  age. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  correct,  and  they  will  soon  be  re- 
placed by  planes  which  are  now  being  completed,  according 
to  the  testimony  of  the  experts.  Furthermore,  as  to  all  of 
the  new  ships  which  are  now  under  construction,  as  I 
understand  the  testimony,  there  are  contracts  for  naval  air- 
planes which,  when  the  ships  are  completed,  will  properly 
protect  them.  The  naval  airplanes  will  be  completed  about 
the  same  time. 


I 


7448 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD—SENATE 


June  4 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


7449 


7448 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


June  4 


1940 


I 


I 


Mr.  WALSH.  That  Is  true.  Mr.  President,  I  tinderstand 
the  Senator  from  Florida  desires  to  take  the  floor.  Let  me 
suggest  that  we  pass  the  bill,  and  then  I  will  move  to  take 
up  the  next  bill  and  the  Senator  can  take  the  floor.  That 
will  be  very  accommodating.  May  we  have  action  on  the 
amendments? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
first  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  committee  was,  in  section  1, 
page  1.  line  4,  after  the  words  "airplanes  and",  to  strike  out 
"ligher-than-aircraft"  and  to  insert  "nonrigid  lighter-than- 
alr  craft";  on  line  7,  after  4the  word  "not",  to  strike  out 
"less"  and  to  insert  "more";  on  line  10,  to  strike  out  "lighter- 
than-aircraft"  and  to  insert  "nonrigid  lighter-than-air 
craft",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

That  the  President  of  the  United  States  la  hereby  authorized  to 
acquire  or  construct  naval  airplanes  and  nonrigid  llghter-than-alr 
craft,  and  spare  parts  and  equipment,  as  may  be  necessary  to  pro- 
Tide  and  maintain  the  number  of  useful  naval  airplanes  at  a  total 
of  not  more  than  10.000,  Including  850  airplanes  for  the  Naval  Re- 
serve, and  the  number  of  useful  nonrigid  llghter-than-alr  craft 
at  a  total  of  not  more  than  48.  He  is  also  authorized  to  provide 
such  training  facilities  as  may,  In  his  Judgment,  be  necessary  for 
16.000  naval  aviators  and  enlisted  pilots:  Provided,  That  nothing 
herein  shall  be  construed  to  limit  or  affect  the  responsibility  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  defined  In  the  act  of  July  12.  1921  (42  Stat. 
141;  U.  8.  C.  title  34.  sec.  732). 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  in  section  2,  page  2,  line  16,  to 
strike  out  "Island  of  Oahu.  Hawaii,"  and  to  insert  "Hawaiian 
Islands";  on  page  3,  line  3.  after  the  word  "may",  to  strike 
out  "in  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  deem  advisable,  for  auxiliary  aviation  bases," 
and  to  insert  "in  his  discretion,  deem  advisable  for  other 
auxiliary  air  bases",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  la  hereby  authorized  to  estab- 
lish, develop,  or  Increase  naval  aviation  facilities,  with  which  shall 
be  Included  the  authority  to  purchase,  accept  by  gift,  or  otherwise 
acquire  land  and  to  construct  buildings  and  accessories,  with  ap- 
proximate costs  as  Indicated,  at  or  in  the  vicinity  of  Norfolk,  Va., 
•  13  246.000;  San  Juan.  P.  R..  $2,330,000;  Coco  Solo,  C.  Z.,  $12,690.- 
000;  Seattle,  Wash.,  $4,670,000;  Kodiak,  Alaska.  $2,012,000;  Hawaiian 
Islands,  $6,385,000;  Midway  Island,  $1,870,000;  Wake  Island,  $5,562,- 
000:  Johnston  Island,  $460,000;  Quonset  Point,  R.  I..  $24,204,000; 
Qiiantlco,  Va..  $2,326,000;  Guantanamo.  Cutia.  $2,886,000;  Charlotte 
Amalie.  V.  I..  $1,510,000;  San  Diego,  Calif..  $5,637,000;  Alameda. 
Calif,  $6,861,000:  Unalaska,  Alaska,  $2,963,000;  Canton  Island, 
$1,500,000:  Tongue  Point,  Oreg..  $2,000,000;  Corpus  Chrlstl,  Tex., 
$25  000  000:  at  such  localities  within  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States  as  may.  In  his  Judgment,  be  necessary  for  the  Naval 
Reserve,  which  authority  shall  also  Include  the  acquisition  of 
existing  facilities,  $10,000,000;  and  In  such  vicinities  as  he  may.  In 
his  discretion,  deem  advisable  for  other  auxiliary  air  bases,  $10,- 
-000.000:  Provided.  That  the  approximate  cost  indicated  for  each 
project  enumerated  above  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  NavTT,  be  varied  upward  or  downward  by  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  25  percent  of  the  approximate  cost  Indicated,  but  the  total 
cost  shall  not  exceed  $144,132,000:  Prm-tded  further.  That  this  shall 
be  In  addition  to  all  authorizations  heretofore  made  for  projects 
In  these  vicinities:  And  provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  shall  report  to  the  Congress,  at  the  beginning  of  each 
regular  session,  the  extent  to  which  he  has  exercised  the  authority 
herein  contained  with  respect  to  Naval  Reserve  aviation  and  the 
location  of  those  faculties  left  to  his  discretion. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  in  section  4.  page  4,  to  add  at 
the  end  of  the  section  "Provided  further.  That  all  contractors 
who  enter  into  contracts  authorized  by  this  section  shall  be 
held  to  be  agents  of  the  United  States  for  the  purposes  of 
such  contracts",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sbc.  4.  The  prorislons  of  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April  26 
1839  (53  8ut.  590.  592).  shall  be  applicable  to  all  facilities  author- 
teed  by  this  act.  Including  facilities  located  within  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States:  Pnyvided.  That  the  fixed  fee  to  be  paid 
the  contractor  as  a  result  of  any  contract  entered  into  under  th© 
authority  contained  herein  shall  not  exceed  8  percent  of  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  contract,  exclusive  of  the  fee,  as  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy:  Provided  further.  That  all  con- 
tractors who  enter  into  contracts  authorized  by  this  section  shall 
be  held  to  be  agents  of  the  United  States  for  the  purposes  of  such 
oonuacts. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4,  after  line  10,  to  insert 
a  new  section,  as  fellows: 


Sbc.  6.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  hereby  authorized  to  con- 
tinue the  employment.  In  the  District  of  Coltmibla  and  elsewhere, 
of  such  employees  now  carried  on  the  rolls  as  will  be  required  for 
the  preparation  of  plans  and  specifications  and  administrative 
work  in  connection  with  the  public-works  and  publlc-utUities 
projects  authorized  by  this  act.  or  heretofore  otherwise  authorized. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4.  after  line  17,  to  add 
a  new  section,  as  follows: 

Sbc.  6.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  proceed 
with  the  construction  of  the  following  public-works  projects  at  a 
cost  not  to  exceed  the  amount  stated  after  each  Item  enumerated: 

Navy  Yard,  Pearl  Harbor,  T.  H.:  Temporary  storehouses  suid  acces- 
sories. $1,000,000. 

Naval  Station.  Guantanamo.  Cuba:  Defense  facilities.  Including 
buildings  and  accessories.  $1,500,000. 

Net  and  ammunition -storage  facilities:  Naval  net  depots  and 
ammunition  storage,  including  buildings  and  accessories  and  the 
acquisition  of  land,  $6,262,362. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola.  Fla.:  Development  of  aviation  fa- 
cilities for  training,  including  buildings  and  accessories,  and  acqui- 
sition of  land,  $4,000,000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Miami,  Fla.:  Development  of  aviation  facilities 
for  training,  including  buildings  and  accessories,  and  acquisition  of 
land.  $3  500.000. 

Naval  Air  Station,  JacfcsonvUle-Banana  River,  Fla.:  Development 
of  aviation  facilities  for  training.  Including  buildings  and  acces- 
sories, and  acquisition  of  land,  $9,500,000. 

Naval  Air  Station.  Jacksonville,  Fla.:  Trade  schools.  Including 
buildings  and  accessories,  $3,000,000. 

Temporary  housing,  including  extension  of  existing  structures 
and  facilities,  for  Marine  Corps  personnel.  $4,500,000. 

Temporary  housing  for  hospital  faculties,  $600,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendments  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  two  Senators  who  are  absent 
have  advised  me  that  they  desire  to  be  present  before  the  bill 
is  passed.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 
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Adams 

Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Bankhead 

Barbour 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davis 


Donahey 

Downey 

George 

Gerry 

Gibson 

Gillette 

Green 

Oumey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 


Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

McKellar 

McNary 

Mead 

Miller 

Minton 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Pittman 

Radcliffe 


Johnson.  Calif,  Reed 

Johnson.  Colo.  Reynolds 

King  Russell 

La  Follette  Schwartz 

Lee  Schwelienbach 


Sheppard 

Shipstead 

Slattery 

Smathers 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Tobey 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydlngs 

Vandcnberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

Wiley 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-six  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  inquire  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  the  reason  for  carrying  in  the 
bill  approximately  $25,000,000  for  activities  in  Florida.  I 
was  wondering  whether  all  of  the  expected  naval  wars  are 
to  be  fought  along  the  coast  of  Florida.  What  is  the  neces- 
sity for  appropriating  so  much  for  fovu-  or  five  new  stations 
and  plants  in  one  State? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  the  question  Is  a  very  natu- 
ral one,  and  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  McNary]  was 
prompted  to  make  the  same  inquiry  earlier  in  our  delibera- 
tions. The  items  relating  to  Florida  are.  nrst.  for  the  naval 
air  station  at  Pensacola.  Pla.  Of  course,  there  is  an  exist- 
ing training  station  there,  and  the  amount  proposed  to  be 
appropriated  is  $4,000,000,  to  increase  the  facilities  there 
for  training. 

I  may  say  to  the  distinguished  and  able  Senator  from 
Utah  that  the  bUl  contemplates  speeding  up  the  training 
Of  pilots  from  150  a  month  to  500  a  month.    The  period  of 


training  Is,  ronghly,  9  months  to  a  year.  We  will  not  be 
able  to  reach  the  500-a-month  stage  for  2  or  3  years.  But 
It  so  happens  that  we  can  increase  the  facilities  at  Pensa- 
cola and  we  have  now  an  air  station  at  Miami.  Let  me  add 
that  the  State  of  Florida,  or  the  city  of  Miami,  I  have  for- 
gotten which,  has  granted  as  a  gift  to  our  Government  an 
extension  of  the  field  at  Miami,  and  it  is  proposed  that  we 
Increase  the  training  facilities  there  temporarily,  in  addi- 
tion to  what  we  have  at  Pensacola.  The  station  at  Pensa- 
cola cannot  take  more  than  175  or  200  students.  There  is 
also  a  similar  situation  at  Jacksonville.  They  are  both  fields 
which  are  well  located  and  in  every  way  desirable,  and  it 
is  thought  they  both  can  be  utilized  for  training,  and  that 
at  comparatively  little  expense  temporary  facilities  can  be 
established  at  once. 

One  reason  for  going  there  is  that  there  are  already  train- 
ing fields  located  there.  I  wish  the  Senator  from  Utah  to 
note  that.  We  do  not  have  to  spend  any  money  on  build- 
ing a  field.  All  we  have  to  spend  money  on  is  buildings  to 
house  the  students  and  the  planes  and  tlie  officers. 

The  amount  for  Miami  is  only  $3,500,000.  The  £dr  station 
at  JacksonviUe-Banana  River.  $9,500,000.  There  we  have  to 
buy  some  land.  The  other  air  station,  Jacksonville,  $3,000,- 
000.  The  plant  at  Jacksonville  will  also  be  used  for  a  trade 
school,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator,  for  teaching  and  training 
mechanics  for  aviation.  We  have  not  only  to  train  pilots,  in 
connection  with  this  big  expansion,  but  also  mechanics.  The 
reason  for  going  there,  first  of  all.  Is  that  there  are  existing 
plants  there.  Secondly,  the  officers  of  the  Navy  state  that 
the  training  work  can  be  done  every  day  in  the  year,  and 
It  is  much  more  desirable  for  training  purposes  than  to  go 
to  the  north.  After  the  training  the  men  are  sent  to  the 
naval  bases  in  the  North  for  training  in  the  severer  and 
harder  weather,  but/  for  primary  training  it  is  the  opinion 
of  the  naval  offlcefs  that  Corpus  Christi.  Pensacola,  and 
these  other  locations  in  Rorlda  are  the  most  desirable. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendments  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

Tlie  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  H.  R.  9848  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  4024,  which  is  identical  with  the  House  bill  Just  passed,  is 
Indefinitely  postponed. 

REORGAmZATION  OF  THK  NAVY  DEPARTMENT 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  Calendar  No.  1749,  Senate  bill 
4026.  providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (S.  4026)  providing  for  the  reorganization  of 
the  Navy  Department,  and  for  other  purposes,  wliich  was  read, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  following  changes  are  hereby  made 
In  the  organization  of  the  Department  of  the  Navy: 

(a)  The  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  the  Office  of  the 
Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  the  Bureau  of 
Engineering,  and  the  Office  of  the  Cliief  of  the  Bureau  of  Engi- 
neering are  hereby  abolished. 

(b)  The  functions  of  the  Btireau  of  Construction  and  Repair  and 
the  (unctions  of  the  Bureau  of  Engineering  are  hereby  transferred 
to  and  consolidated  under  one  bureau  to  be  known  as  the  Bureau 
of  Ships,  with  a  Chief  of  Bureau  at  the  head  thereof.  The  duties  of 
the  Bureau  of  Ships  shall  be  assigned  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
and  performed  under  his  authority,  and  the  orders  of  the  Chief 
of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  shall  be  considered  as  emanating  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  shall  have  fuU  force  and  effect  as  such. 

(c)  The  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  for  a 
term  of  4  years,  from  among  the  officers  of  the  active  list  of  the 
Navy  who  are  specially  qualified  and  experienced  In  naval  engi- 
neering or  naval  architecture.  The  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships 
shall  have  the  same  rank  and  sbaU  be  entitled  to  the  same  pay, 
allowances,  and  privileges  of  retirement  as  are  now  or  may  here- 
after be  prescribed  by  or  In  pvirsixance  of  law  for  other  Chiefs  of 
Bvireaus  in  the  Navy  Department,  and  shall  take  precedence  ahead 
of  all  other  officers  on  duty  in  the  Bureau  of  Ships. 

(d)  An  officer  on  the  active  list  of  the  Navy  who  Is  specially 
quAll&ed  and  experienced  In  naval  engineering  or  naval  architecture 


shall  be  detailed  as  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships.  He 
shall,  while  so  serving,  have  the  rank  of  rear  admiral  and  shall 
receive  the  highest  pay  and  allowances  of  that  rank:  Provided, 
That  if  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  be  specially  qualified  and 
experienced  In  naval  engineering,  the  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Bureau 
of  Ships  shall  be  specially  qualified  and  experienced  in  naval  archi- 
tecture; and  If  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  be  speclaUy  quali- 
fied and  experienced  In  naval  architecture,  the  Assistant  Chief  of 
the  Bureau  of  Ships  shall  be  specially  qualified  and  experienced  In 
naval  engineering:  Provided  further.  That  nothing  herein  shall 
operate  to  deprive  the  Inctmxbenta  In  office  as  the  Chief  at  the 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  and  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau 
of  Engineering  on  the  effective  date  of  this  act  of  the  rank, 
pay,  allowances,  or  retirement  privileges  to  which  they  may  be  en- 
titled under  existing  law.  nor  to  affect  the  status  of  any  officer 
heretofore  retired  from  said  offices. 

(e)  Officers  on  the  active  list  of  the  Navy  who  are  speclaUy 
qualified  and  experienced  In  naval  engineering  or  naval  architecture 
shall  be  detailed  as  heads  of  the  major  divisions  in  the  Bureau  of 
Ships. 

(f)  The  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  and  then  the 
heads  of  the  major  divisions  of  that  Bureau  shall  succeed  to  the 
duties  of  the  Chief  of  Bureau  dtirlng  his  absence  or  disabiUty.  or 
In  the  event  of  a  temporary  vacancy  in  that  office,  in  such  order 
as  may  be  directed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

(g)  All  records  and  prop>erty  (including  office  equipment)  of  the 
Bureau  of  Engineering  and  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 
and  all  the  personnel  used  In  the  administration  and  functions  of 
such  Bureaus  are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Ships  for 
use  in  the  administration  and  functions  transferred  or  provided  by 
this  act:  Provided,  That  any  clvUlan  personnel  transferred  by  this 
section  found  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  be  In  exoeas  of  the 
personnel  necessary  for  the  administration  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships 
shall  be  retransferred  under  existing  law  to  other  positions  In  the 
Government  service,  or  separated  from  the  service  in  accordance 
with  the  applicable  provisions  of  section  10  (a)  of  the  Eleorganl- 
Bation  Act  of  1939. 

(h)  The  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations,  allocations,  or 
other  funds  available  for  use  In  connection  with  the  exercise  of 
any  fimctlon  herein  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Ships  shall  be 
transferred  to  that  Bureau  for  use  In  connection  with  the  exercise 
of  the  functions  so  transferred.  All  funds  available  in  the  appro- 
priations for  the  fiscal  year  1941  under  the  headings  "Salaries, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair"  and  "Salaries.  Bureau  of  Engi- 
neering" shall  be  transferred  and  consolidated  into  one  appropria- 
tion account  to  be  entitled  "Salaries,  Bureau  of  Ships,"  and  all 
fluids  avaUable  in  the  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  1941 
under  the  headings  "Engineering"  and  "Construction  and  Repair" 
shall  be  similarly  transferred  and  consolidated  Into  another  ap- 
propriation account  to  be  entitled  "Maintenance,  Bureau  of 
Ships,"  and.  further,  such  part  of  the  funds  avaUable  under  tbe 
appropriations  "Instruments  sind  Supplies,"  "Maintenance,  Sup- 
plies, and  Accounts,"  and  "Ordnance  and  Ordnance  Stores"  for  the 
fiscal  year  1941,  as  relate  to  the  procurement  of  equipage,  supplies, 
and  services  necessary  to  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  ves- 
sels, and  repairs  to  such  equipage,  but  not  Including  technical 
ordnance  equipage  and  technical  supplies.  shaU  be  transferred 
upon  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  the  appropriation 
"Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Ships,"  provided  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  shaU  authorize  and  direct  the  transfer  of  cognizance  over 
such  equipage,  supplies,  and  services  and  repairs  to  equipage  to 
the  Bureau  of  Ships, 

Sbc.  2.  In  addition  to  the  duties  now  prescribed  by  law  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations  shall,  under  the  direction  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy,  be  charged  with  the  coordination  of  the  func- 
tions of  the  Naval  Establisnment  afloat,  together  with  the  deter- 
mination of  priorities  relating  to  repair  and  overhaul  of  ships  in 
commission  or  about  to  be  commissioned. 

Sbc.  3.  There  shall  be  in  the  Department  of  the  Navy  an  Under 
Secretary  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  from  civU  life, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  iierform  such  duties  as  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  required  by  law  and  shall 
be  next  in  succession  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  during  his 
absence  or  disability  or  in  the  event  of  a  temporary  vacancy  in 
that  office.  The  compensation  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
shall  be  at  the  rate  of  $10,000  per  annum.  The  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy,  next  after  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  shall 
hereafter  succeed  to  the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  dxir- 
Ing  his  absence  or  disabiUty.  or  in  the  event  of  a  temporary 
vacancy  In  that  office. 

Sbc.  4.  Section  4  of  the  act  approved  June  24,  1926  (44  Stat. 
767;  U.  S.  C,  title  5,  sec.  421a),  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize 
the  construction  and  procurement  of  aircraft  and  aircraft  equip- 
ment in  the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  to  adjust  and  define  the 
statiis  of  operating  personnel  in  connection  therewith",  ts  hereby 
repealed. 

Sbc.  6.  All  laws  or  parts  of  laws  so  far  as  they  are  inconsistent 
with  or  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  act  are  hereby 
repealed. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  I  am  very  happy  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Florida,  who  very  graciously  withheld  his 
speech  until  after  the  bill  Just  passed  was  disposed  of. 
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AVIATIOW 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  some  time  ago  I  intro- 
duced a  bin  (S.  4041)  to  establish  a  Division  of  Aviation  Edu- 
cation in  the  United  States  Office  of  Education.  Federal  Se- 
curity Airency,  and  for  other  purposes.  I  find  that  the  subject 
has  been  dealt  with  by  authorities  throughout  the  country  in 
a  most  interesting  manner. 

I  ask  to  have  inserted  In  the  Record  at  this  point  an  article 
entitled  "Germany's  Youth  in  the  Air,"  written  by  William  R. 
Enyart.  and  published  in  the  N.  A.  A.  magazine  of  March  1937. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

CERMANT'S  TOtTTH  IN  TH«  AOL 

'  (By  William  R.  Enyart) 

Either  the  Nazis  have  enlightened  foresight  or  It  Is  a  rare  political 
wind  that  blows  nobody  good.  After  viewing  the  new  Germany 
first  hand,  you  Incline  toward  the  former.  Certainly  the  great 
"Hitler  Youth"  movement,  and  more  partlc\ilarly  the  Luftsport 
Verband,  the  aviation  offshoot  of  this  movement,  has  social  impli- 
cations for  good  which  would  seem  to  overwelgh  the  political  or 
militaristic  leanings  which  might  be  acquired  thereby.  Today 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  the  young  people  of  Germany  are  en- 
rolled as  "Hitler  Youth"  and  foUow  out  a  program  of  training  and 
education  which  makes  our  splendid  Boy  Scout  organization  appear 
■maU  by  comparison. 

And  front  rank  in  the  "Hitler  Youth"  is  given  to  aeronautics. 
The  Air  Ministry,  as  in  all  things  aviation  in  Germany,  has  planned 
and  actively  directs  the  Integrated  program  for  aeronautic  educa- 
tion which  starts  with  children  in  the  primary  schools,  and  this 
program  does  not  end  until  the  youth  is  a  pilot  or  aviation  tech- 
nician or  has  become  a  voting  Nazi  with  a  proper  background  of 
the  Importance  of  aviation,  both  civil  and  military,  to  the  new 
Germany. 

In  each  German  school  there  mtist  be  at  least  one  teacher 
quallfled  In  aeronautics.  If  the  school  faculty  includes  no  one 
suitably  informed  on  aviation,  one  is  selected,  under  Air  Ministry 
direction,  which  Includes  visits  to  aviation  centers  and  a  special 
course  of  study.  Such  teachers  receive  weekly  throughout  the  school 
year  a  special  publication  designed  to  keep  them  posted  on  new 
aeronautic  education  activity.  Youngsters  showing  special  inter- 
est In  aviation  have  the  opportunity  to  do  elementary  model 
building  during  regular  school  hours.  All  are  taught  the  funda- 
mentals of  aeronautics  and  imbued  with  the  view  that  they  are 
fortunate  In  having  been  born  Into  the  new  aviation  era. 

Thus  Indoctrinated  with  the  aviation  idea,  the  youth  who  have 
demonstrated  special  interest  In  classroom  work  have  the  oppor- 
tunity to  become  members  of  the  Deutscher  Luftsport  Verband, 
the  semigovernmental  air  organization  In  Germany  which  pro- 
motes aeronautic  education  among  the  German  people  and  the 
development  of  model  building  and  gilding  and  soaring  on  the 
part  of  the  nation's  youth.  Prom  the  N.  A.  A.  point  of  view,  the 
operation  of  the  D.  L.  V.,  as  It  Is  termed.  Is  of  special  Interest. 
Therefore,  when  at  the  huge  new  German  Air  Ministry  building 
recently  I  was  asked  to  name  what  I  should  like  to  see,  one  of 
my  first  requests  was  regarding  the  working  of  this  great  organi- 
zation. 

With  typical  German  thoroughness  a  program  was  laid  out  for 
me  which  gave  me  a  remarkably  detailed  view  of  the  organization 
and  operation  of  the  D.  L.  V.  Oxir  inspection  tour  started  with  a 
call  upon  one  of  the  division  directors  of  the  D.  L.  V.  for  Berlin. 
In  general,  the  D.  L.  V.  Is  made  up  of  a  national  headquarters 
manned  by  officers  of  the  German  air  force  assigned  for  this  pur- 
pose territorial  divisions  based  upon  the  different  German  prov- 
inces, and  subdivisions  of  each  territorial  organization  for  local 
representation.  In  Berlin  the  city  was  split  Into  seven  sections. 
or  divisions,  with  a  director  in  charge  of  each.  The  director  of 
the  "new"  Berlin  section  was  the  one  selected  by  the  German 
Air  Ministry  for  our  call  We  found  him  quartered  In  a  residence 
-of  considerable  size  In  a  quiet  residential  section.  We  were  met 
at  the  door  by  an  orderly  in  the  gray  and  green  uniform  of  the 
German  air  force  and  conducted  to  the  office  of  the  director,  on 
the  third  floor.  He  Is  a  very  pleasant  fellow.  Indeed,  whose  Eng- 
lish, fortunately,  was  very  good.  As  with  all  Germans  I  met.  he 
was  anxious,  if  not  eager,  to  tell  me  everything  about  his  work 
and  apparently  withheld  nothing.  After  reviewing  generally  the 
nation -wide  organization  of  the  D.  L.  V..  he  took  \is  on  a  tour  of 
the  building  where  his  officers  were  housed,  explaining  it  was  a 
combination  headquarters  offlfflce  for  hla  division  in  Berlin  and  a 
clubhouse  for  his  D.  L.  V.  members. 

The  D.  L.  V  is  concerned,  first,  with  educating  German  youth 
on  aeronautics  through  the  medium  of  model  building:  second, 
training  them  In  the  art  of  flying  by  means  of  gliding  and  soaring. 
They  stress  the  fact  that  member  particl{>atlon  Is  ail  voluntary 
"after  classroom"  activity.  Although  D.  L.  V.  operation  is  directed 
by  officers  of  the  Air  Ministry,  the  operation  of  each  section  is 
financed  by  dues  from  members  and  contributions  from  patriotic 
and  aviation  Interests.     Some  idea  of  the  size  of  t<he  organization 


Is  indicated  by  the  fact  that  In  Berlin  alone  there  are  60.000 
members.  Throughout  Germany  an  estimate  of  200.000  members 
probably  would  he  conservative.  The  membership  falls  In  two 
general  divisions:  Active  members  who  are  engaged  in  model 
building  or  in  glider  construction  cr  flying,  and  members  who 
support  the  work  of  the  organization  through  the  medium  of 
thei.-  membership  dues.  Of  the  60,000  members  In  Berlin  I  was 
told  approximately  40,000  are  active.  20X>00  being  therefore  In  the 
patron  class.  Of  the  60.000  It  was  estimated  that  between  2.000 
and  3.000  had  become  experienced  gliding  pUots  through  their 
membership  In  the  organization.  The  paying  members,  the  active 
members,  range  from  elderly  women  to  industry  executives,  and 
It  was  explained  that  their  return  for  their  membership  came 
through  visiting  the  model  and  gilder  centers  and  acting  as  inter- 
ested spectators  at  the  various  meets. 

The  new  Berlin  section  had  16.000  of  the  60.000  membership 
total  In  the  Berlin  area.  In  addition  to  the  headquarters  office 
and  Its  clubroom,  this  new  Berlin  section  maintains  three  model- 
building  shops,  five  glider  shops,  and  a  number  of  clubrooms. 
In  general,  model  activity  is  centered  In  the  lO-to-16-age  group, 
the  gliding  activity  from  16  on.  Other  than  the  10  officers  of 
the  Air  Ministry  who  direct  the  national  phases  of  the  work, 
most  of  the  activity  is  volunteer.  Although  It  was  stressed  that 
the  organization  is  clvU.  not  military,  all  members  wear  a  uniform. 
The  organization,  of  course,  has  an  insignia  and  publishes  a  very 
attractive  monthly  magazine. 

In  our  tour  of  the  headquarters  office  we  were  shown  the  thou- 
sands of  membership  cards,  where  a  record  of  the  work  and  activ- 
ity of  each  member  is  kept;  then  ttnf  glider  office,  where  on  a 
large  wall  chart  we  could  see  the  status  of  each  of  the  29  gliders 
owned  by  that  section  of  the  D.  L.  V.  It  was  explained  that  about 
half  of  these  had  been  purchased  from  German  gl.der  factories: 
the  other  half  had  been  constructed  by  the  boys  themselves  in 
the  gilder  shops.  The  29  gliders  varied  in  typ>e  from  primary 
trainers  to  the  most  advanced  sailplanes.  There  v/as  a  clerical 
staff  of  approximately  20  members  of  the  division  headquarters. 
It  was  explained  that  the  salaries  of  this  staff,  plus  the  oper- 
ating expenses,  were  financed  from  the  memberships  and  con- 
tributions received  In  that  territory.  In  the  gilder  office  we  noted 
that  Insurance  was  carried  on  the  gliders  to  cover  them  during 
transportation  and  at  times  other  than  In  actual  flight  and  were 
told  that  this  Insurance  was  obtained  annually  for  a  cost  of  500 
I  marks  per  glider.  The  wall  chart  showed  the  cxxrrent  condition  of 
the  glider  and  Its  camp  or  shop  location.  The  glider  shops  were 
all  within  their  section  territory.  Three  soaring  camps  operated 
by  the  section  were  located  within  reasonable  driving  distance  of 
Berlin;  one  of  these  at  Terrin.  we  would  visit  the  next  day.  The 
ground  floor  of  the  headquarters  building  was  arranged  as  club 
rooms  for  the  members,  containing  a  combined  lounge  and  li- 
brary and  a  lecture  room  equipped  to  show  motion  pictures. 
I  was  then  shown  two  films  which,  it  was  explained,  would 
,  help  to  visualize  for  me  the  activities  of  the  organization.  The 
first  film  showed  models  under  construction  of  the  soaring  sites; 
the  second,  members  making  gilder  flights.  Close-ups  were  shown 
I  of  various  take-offs  by  shock  cord,  automobile  towing,  and  power 
I  winch.  The  film  was  concluded  by  a  view  of  one  of  the  advanced 
I  pilots  doing  a  beautiful  diving  "8"  maneuver  in  a  large-span  sail- 
plane. In  this  maneuver  the  pilot,  from  an  altitude  of  what  ap- 
peared to  be  only  several  hundred  feet,  dove  down  past  the  spec- 
'  tators,  then  pulled  his  sailplane  up  Into  a  climbing  chandelle 
turn,  diving  again  past  the  spectators  to  make  a  similar  climbing 
turn  at  the  opposite  end  of  the  field.  He  was  able  to  repeat  this 
twice  at  each  end  and  concluded  with  a  beautiftil  spot  landing 
directly  In  front  of  his  obviously  enthusiastic  gallery.  I  could 
not  help  but  note  that  throughout  the  two  films  there  were  re- 
peated showings  of  what  appeared  to  be  military  Inspections,  as 
well  as  close-ordered  drill,  both  by  the  young  model  builders, 
and  the  older  gilder  members.  All,  of  course,  were  attired  In  the 
uniform  of  the  D.  L.  V.  and  there  are  many  uniforms  In  Germany 
these  days. 

After  I  saw  the  films  I  was  taken  by  the  section  leader  to  a 
typical  model  shop  and  a  typical  gilder  workshop  of  his  section. 
The  model  shop  was  first.  It  was  a  one-story  building  approxi- 
mately 75  by  40  feet  In  floor  size,  at  the  rear  of  a  double  flat 
building  In  a  residential  section.  It  might  well  have  been  a  con- 
verted garage.  Although  the  night  was  bitterly  cold  It  was  well 
heated  and  comfortable  Inside.  Upon  our  arrival  everyone  gave 
the  Nazi  salute,  the  customary  welcoming  and  leave-taking  gesttire 
In  Germany.  There  were  probably  20  boys  at  work  around  a  large 
work  table  constructing  models  of  various  types.  One  comer  of 
the  building  contained  a  toolroom  where  a  simple  check  system 
was  used  for  wlth-irawlng  and  returning  needed  tools.  At  the 
rear  of  the  building  was  a  storage  room  where  boys  In  other  groups 
kept  their  semlcompleted  models.  Hung  from  the  celling  of  the 
workshop  were  apparently  prize-winning  models  made  by  mem- 
bers. A  middle-aged  instructor  was  in  charge,  who.  my  host 
said,  was  a  manual-training  teacher  In  one  of  the  German  schools 
and  was  giving  his  time  voluntarily  as  the  leader-Instructor  of 
this  evening  class.  The  Instructor  In  charge  had  an  attendance 
iHwklet  which  he  showed  me  on  which  the  attendance  of  each 
member  and  the  rating  given  for  various  stages  of  his  model- 
bulldlng  work  was  noted.  There  were  a  series  of  booklets  each 
containing  a  description  of  a  certain  type  of  model  plane  plus 
a  large-scale  drawing  of  the  model  showing  the  exact  size  of 
each  piece.     Prom  this  instruction  booklet  and  drawing  and  under  . 
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the   general    supervision   of   the   leader,    the   boy   completed    his 
model.  "^ 

In  accepting  boys  for  the  model  work  I  was  told  that  all  were  first, 
members  of  the  Hitler  youth  movement  and  that  those  who  were 
especially  Interested  In  fiying  and  showed  some  capabUltles  in  this 
direction  then  became  members  of  the  D.  L.  V.  Those  who  had 
the  best  ratings  could  take  flying  InstrucUon  and  finally  thoee 
who  were  the  most  proficient  in  flying  had  the  opportunity  to  go 
Into  the  military  flying  schools  for  advanced  pilot  training.  We 
should  remember  that  in  buUding  and  those  who  were  best  were 
recommended  for  the  more  advanced  building  of  the  D.  L  V  shops 

From  the  model  workshop  we  went  to  the  glider  shop,  which  was 
located  apparently  a  mile  or  so  away  in  another  residential  section 
This  shop  was  considerably  larger.  I  counted  6  gilder  fuselages 
with  the  wings  demounted  apparently  in  storage  for  the  winter  and 
approximately  5  models  in  various  stages  of  repair  or  construction 
on  the  work  floor.  There  were  3  automobUes  which  were  part  of 
their  glider  equipment.  Two  were  of  passenger  type,  with  trailer 
attachments.  One  was  a  truck  on  which  was  mounted  a  large 
winding  spool  with  steel-braided  towing  cable.  There  were  prob- 
ably 25  young  men  at  work  In  the  shop.  I  noted  In  particular  a  late- 
type,  high-performance  sailplane  fuselage  on  which  minor  repairs 
were  apparently  being  made  while  the  rudder  and  tall  assembly 
was  being  recovered.  I  was  told  that  all  those  working  In  the  shop 
were  C  pilots.  Here  again  there  was  a  leader  in  charge.  A  toolroom 
was  well  stocked  with  equipment  of  all  kinds  and  with  a  check 
system  for  withdrawing  and  returning  equipment.  At  the  back  of 
the  shop  I  met  a  flne-looklng  chap,  apparenUy  22  or  23  years  of  age 
who  was  Introduced  as  the  best  soaring  pilot  of  the  section  He 
told  me,  with  some  pride,  that  he  held  the  sliver  C  or  D  His  license 
number  was  187.  There  are  only  300  D  pilots  In  the  world.  He  had 
placed  sixth  at  the  annual  Waaserkuppe  meet  In  1936.  My  host  told 
me  all  the  members  of  his  section  were  hopefvU  he  would  be  able 
to  win  first  place  at  this  year's  contest  for  them. 

Unfortunately  our  tour  next  day  to  Terrin  to  look  over  the 
glider  camp  at  that  location  met  with  grief  several  miles  from 
the  camps  site,  our  big  Mercedes  Air  Ministry  touring  car  flnally 
succumbing  to  the  heavily  drifted  snow  which  covered  the  ap- 
proach road.  The  result  was  that  after  shoveling  out  our  car  we 
were  forced  to  abandon  the  sightseeing  project  until  more  favor- 
able weather  From  the  description  given  me  of  this  site,  which 
apparently  was  typical  of  the  many  soaring  camps  throughout 
Germany,  it  was  located  on  a  natural  elevation  having  a  drop  cf 
600  to  800  feet.  Permanent  buildings  erected  on  the  site  in- 
cluded an  administration  and  meteorological  office,  a  hangar  for 
the  gliders  and  facilities  for  week-end  camps.  Captain  Coppelle 
of  the  Air  Ministry,  my  very  graclotis  host  on  the  projected  trip 
to  Terrin.  told  me  these  soaring  camps  become  very  Jolly  week- 
end gathering  places  for  the  people  In  the  surrounding  country- 
side, that  each  camp  had  Its  bend  made  up  of  D.  L.  V.  members, 
and  that  beer  was  always  available.  Gathered  to  see  the  gliding 
and  to  listen  to  band  concerts,  the  spectators  could  always  be 
counted  on  to  add  to  the  social  cheer.  It  was  his  opinion  that 
this  Interest  on  the  part  of  so  many  nonflylng  persons  and  the 
friendly  camp  spirit  of  these  soaring  sites  was  an  important  factor 
In  their  great  popularity. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  another  article  by  William 
R.  Enyart  entitled  "The  New  Europe  in  the  Air,"  published 
in  the  N.  A.  A.  magazine  of  March  1937. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

THE  NEW  EtTSOPE  IN  THE  AIB 
(By  WlUiam  R.  Enyart) 

The  third  front  on  which  the  German  Air  High  Command  is  wag- 
ing Its  campaign  for  the  new  Germany  may  well  prove  most  Impor- 
tant of  all  to  the  success  of  their  aeronautic  plan,  since  It  deals 
with  public  aeronautic  education  and  youth  air  training.  A  more 
detaUed  glimpse  of  the  operation  of  the  D.  L.  V.  (Deutscher 
Luftsport  Verband ) ,  which  carries  on  this  work  under  alr-mlnlstry 
direction,  is  given  In  another  article  In  this  Issue.  Suffice  to  say 
here  that  through  the  work  of  the  D.  L.  V.  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  people,  young  and  old.  In  Germany  have  been  Imbued  with  the 
view  that  in  aviation  lies  one  of  the  major  German  hopes  for  future 
commercial  and  military  greatness.  In  addition,  by  first-hand  flight 
training  thousands  of  the  younger  people  of  Germany  are  being 
Initiated  Into  the  fascination  of  flying.  This  vast  campaign  toward 
an  enthusiastic  and  forward-looking  public  consciousness  toward 
aviation,  both  commercial  and  military,  is  already  sUiklngly  evident 
on  all  sides  and  among  all  classes. 

Thus  Germany's  remarkable  nationalistic  aviation  program  gathers 
momentum.  It  cannot  overshadow,  however,  except  in  point  of  size, 
the  thoroughgoing  program  almost  parallel  In  detail  by  which  Mus- 
solini Is  developing  aviation  In  the  new  Italy.  In  Russia's  amazing 
parachute-Jumping  clubs  alone  there  is  a  brief  glimpse  of  the  extent 
of  Soviet  air  planning  in  the  Stalin  way.  In  France  we  see  the 
beginnings  of  the  new  National  Socialist  government's  answer  to 
German  and  Italian  activity  in  their  nationalization  program  for 
the  French  aircraft  Industry,  In  greatly  augmented  activity  at 
Chalals-Meudon.  the  French  air-research  center,  and  In  the  nation- 
wide educational  and  youth  training  program  of  La  Federation 
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Populalre  des  Sports  Aeronautlques.  which  was  described  briefly  by 
R.  C.  Wood  In  last  month's  Issue  of  this  magazine. 

Great  Britain,  smarting  under  her  loss  of  face  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean per  Ethiopian  sanctions,  or  rather  their  failure,  and  now 
realizing  fully  that  It  was  Italy's  stronger  position  as  regards  air 
power  which  was  the  major  factor  in  her  Mediterranean  "paper 
defeat,  has  evolved  her  much  discussed  shadow  scheme  as  one 
British  answer  to  the  nationalistic  production  programs  of  other 
countries.  But  in  the  Important  field  of  aeronautic  education  and 
youth  training  Great  Britain  is  still  depending  upon  Individual 
initiative,  plus  only  limited  Government  financial  priming  to 
match  the  air  ministry  directed  educational  programs  now  well 
under  way  in  Germany  and  Italy  and  starting  in  Prance.  One 
tning  is  certain— the  uncoordinated,  and  only  partly  financed 
British  system  is  going  to  be  sorely  pressed  to  keep  up  Its  end. 
in  later  articles  we  will  tell  you  some  of  the  details  of  the  Italian 
educational  program,  review  the  current  British  activity  in  public 
education  and  youth  training,  and  furnish  you  further  Informa- 
tion on  the  program  of  the  French  Air  Ministry's  Federation 
Populalre. 

Without  any  attempt  to  weigh  the  social  Implications  of  the 
nationalistic  nature  of  the  majority  of  the  new  aviation  programs 
under  way  abroad,  it  is  evident  tha*^  they  are  already  obtaining 
I  results.  Particularly  is  this  so  in  Germany  and  Italy,  where  many 
citizens  apparently  welcome  regimentation.  What  the  ultimate 
result  of  these  aviation  happenings  in  Europe  will  be  is  yet  to  be 
seen.  Of  one  thing,  however,  we  are  sure — the  aviation  activity 
in  Europe  today  offers  a  chaUenge  of  far-reaching  consequence  to 
any  nation  such  as  our  own.  Interested  from  an  economic  as  well 
as  military  reason  In  being  first  In  the  air. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  also  ask  to  have  printed  In  the  Record 
an  article  entitled  "Prance  Trains  Her  Youth,"  published  in 
the  N.  A.  A.  magazine  for  February  1937. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

FKANCK    TBAINS    HEB    TOtrTH 

A  carefully  planned  and  well  coordinated  movement  to  popularize 
aviation  In  its  various  forms  has  been  organized  In  Prance.  It  is 
termed  "La  Federation  Populalre  des  Sports  Aeronautlques"  and 
has  the  active  backing  of  the  air  ministry  and  the  aid  of  the 
ministry  of  national  education.  Special  efforts  are  being  made  to 
familiarize  the  French  youth,  from  school  children  up.  with  the 
possibilities  offered  by  aviation  to  enable  boys  and  young  men  to 
acquire  an  aeronautical  education  at  nominal  rates. 

Luclen  Boussotrot,  well  known  as  the  former  chief  pilot  of  the 
Bleriot  Aeroplane  Co.  and  now  chairman  of  the  chamber  of  deputies 
aviation  commission.  Is  the  president  of  this  new  association. 
Edmund  Serre.  the  technical  director  of  the  AM  France  Air  Line 
System,  Is  the  vice  president,  and  George  Andre,  a  former  well 
known  athlete,  the  secretary.  The  Federation  was  formed  in  the 
early  part  of  this  year  and  received  the  enthusiastic  approval  of  Mr. 
Pierre  Cot,  the  present  air  minister,  when  he  took  office  last  June. 

A  special  department  of  the  air  ministry,  headed  by  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Jeannln.  has  been  created  to  take  charge  of  these  activities, 
and  Sadl  Lecolnte.  the  well  known  speed  pUot,  has  been  appointed 
Inspector  general  to  oversee  and  encourage  them. 

An  Interesting  program  has  been  laid  out  which  will  Include: 

1.  Aeronautical  education  at  the  primary  schools  for  all  children 
between  the  ages  of  9  to  14  years.  Talks  will  be  given  on  aviation 
subjects  to  the  younger  ones  and  paper  models  of  airplanes  will  be 
constructed  from  sheets  of  thick  paper,  the  material  for  27.0(X)  of 
which  has  been  sent  by  the  air  minister  to  the  ministry  of  national 
education.  The  older  boys  will  be  given  instruction  in  shops  and 
will  construct  actual  working  models  of  various  planes. 

Prizes  wUl  be  awarded  by  the  Air  Minister  to  the  students  accom- 
plishing the  best  results. 

2.  Boys  between  the  ages  of  14  to  21,  whose  attention  and  work 
Justify  It,  will  then  receive  certificates  enabling  them  to  take  a 
2-year  course  In  a  technical  school  and  to  be  admitted  to  member- 
ship in  a  section  of  Aviation  Populalre.  Boys  thus  selected  and 
who  pass  the  necessary  physical  examination  will  be  entitled  to 
receive  practical  training  In  gliding  and.  If  proficient,  wlU  be  sent 
to  the  National  Gliding  CJsnter  at  la  Banne  d'Ordanche.  or  to  one 
of  several  others  which  wlU  be  shortly  created  throughout  France 
as  follows: 

Bcynes  Thlerval  (near  Paris),  Dtine  de  Pilots  (Arcachon),  Pont 
Saint  Vincent  (Nancy),  Montagne  Noire  (Toulouse),  Coteau  du 
Layou  (Angers),  Pujaut   (Avignon),  Saint  Inglevert   (Nord). 

3.  When  the  gliding  course  has  been  finished  and  the  boy  has 
passed  his  examinations  successfully,  he  will  be  trained  to  fly  an 
airplane  equipped  with  an  engine  of  from  40  to  60  horsepower. 
From  that  he  will  pass  to  an  airplane  powered  with  an  engine  of 
100  to  130  horsepower,  and  then  flnally  to  a  regular  tourist  machine. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  air  ministry  to  ftirnlsh  the  varloxis  sec- 
tions of  the  federation  who  wUl  receive  their  gasoline  (fuel)  free  of 
the  present  taxes  Imposed  and  will  be  enabled  to  take  out  Insurance 
policies  at  especially  favorable  rates. 

The  monthly  dues  In  these  sections  will  not  exceed.  It  Is  said. 
10  francs  (50  cents  approximately)  at  a  maximum. 

This  program  has  met  with  quick  responses  from  all  parts  of 
France,  and  120  sections  of  the  Federation  Populalre  have  already 
been  formed.    The  Federation  Aeronautlque  de  Prance  (Associated 
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Fr«ncb  Aero  Clubs^.  of  which  SeoAtor  lAurent  Byiuc  former  Air 
IClnlster.  i»  president,  and  which  groups  176  aero  clubs  and  aaso- 
ctTitKHw  throiJghout  Prance  and  the  ookmles.  tinanlmoualy  approved 
the  immediate  adoption  of  thia  new  program  at  Its  meeting  held 
October  10.  1B36.  in  Pmrts.     A  strong  nucleus  is  thus  formed. 

Of«r  100  light  planee  have  already  been  furnished  to  the  new 
fednstlon  by  the  Air  Miniatry,  and  in  a  statement  made  before  the 
Chamber  of  Deputiea"  Aeronautics  Commission  on  December  2.  1936, 
Mr.  Pierre  Cot,  the  Air  Minister,  declared  that  700  light  planes  and 
aOO  gilders  would  be  supplied  to  the  federation  during  1917. 

MXSSACX  FROM  THX  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  bad  agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5584)  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone  Code. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  disagreed 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9209) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Military  Establishment  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes; 
agreed  to  the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr. 
SwYrrn,  Mr.  TnutY,  Mr.  Starwis  of  Alabama,  Mr.  Collins, 
Mr.  KutR.  Mr.  Mahon,  Mr.  Powers.  Mr.  Emgel.  and  Mr.  Case 
of  South  Dakota  were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  at  the  conference. 

The  message  returned  to  the  Senate,  in  compliance  with 
Its  request,  the  bin  (H.  R.  8429)  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  L.  P. 
Worrall,  and  for  other  purposes. 

nin.AlfD'S  DKBT  TO  THS  XTSITTD  STATES 

Mr,  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me? 

Mr,  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  I  desire  to  introduce  a  resolution, 
and  if  the  Senator  from  Florida  win  permit  me  to  take  2 
minutes  to  explain  it,  I  shall  be  grateful  to  him. 

On  June  15,  1940.  the  Republic  of  Finland  will  owe  its  next 
debt  Installment  of  $159,398.  On  May  24.  1940,  I  wrote  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  regarding  the  status  of  the  Finnish 
debt,  and  I  wish  to  read  one  explanatory  paragraph  from 
that  letter: 

I   wish   to   present    a    concurrent   resolution    in    the   Senate   to 

preserve  the  favorable  status  of  the  Republic  of  Finland  In  respect 

to  her  war -debt  record  without  the  necessity  of  any  payment  by 

_  Finland  on  her  approaching  Jtme  obligation  and  her  subsequent 

Decemt>er  obligation. 

In  other  words,  I  want  Finland  to  have  the  full  benefit  of  her 
debt-paying  record  and  of  whatever  American  advantages  may 
accrue  therefrom  without  the  necessity  of  any  payment  of  the 
next  two  insUllmenu.  In  view  of  the  plight  of  Finland,  it  seems 
to  me  that  It  would  be  as  embarrassing  for  us  to  accept  these 
next  payments  as  it  might  be  difflcult  for  Finland  to  maite  them — 
although  I  have  no  doubt  that  she  would  still  persist  In  this 
heroic  sacrifice.  I  do  not  see  that  any  precedent  Is  involved 
which  might  subsequently  affect  other  war  debtors  because,  of 
cotirse,  the  record  of  Finland  Ls  tinique  and  alone. 

The  Secretary  of  State  replied  In  a  letter  dated  June  3, 
and  while  he  does  not  pass  upon  the  merits  of  the  sugges- 
tion, he  at  least  does  not  indicate  any  opposition.  Further- 
more, he  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  President  him- 
self evidently  had  something  of  this  character  in  mind.  I 
quote  from  the  Secretary's  letter: 

Tour  letter  of  May  24  regarding  payments  due  from  Finland 
this  year  raises  the  same  question  the  President  had  In  mind  last 
December  when  he. directed  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  place 
the  Deceml>er  IS  payment  In  a  separate  account  pending  such 
action,  if  any,  as  the  Congress  might  desire  to  take  with  respect 
to  it. 

This  payment  of  last  December  of  $234,613  Is  stiU  in  a 
stxspended  account  in  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  President,  with  this  brief  explanation.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  introduce  a  Joint  resolution  which  should 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  which  would  per- 
mit the  Republic  of  Finland  to  maintain  her  favorable 
debtor  status  without  the  necessity  for  the  next  two  debt 
payments. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res. 
272)  to  authorize  the  ixtstponement  of  payment  of  amounts 
payable  to  the  United  States  by  the  Republic  of  Finland  on 
its  Indebtedness  under  agreements  between  that  Republic 


and  the  United  States  dated  May  1,  1923.  azul  May  23.  1932. 
was  received,  read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Florida  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWELI.ENBACH.  I  should  like  to  make  a  remark 
with  reference  to  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan. I  have  no  inside  Information  about  the  debt  situation. 
However,  I  have  very  definite  information  that  it  is  the  full 
Intention  of  the  Finnish  CJovemment  to  make  the  payment 
on  the  15th  of  June  precisely  In  the  same  way  as  It  has  made 
It  in  the  past.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  resolution  of  the 
Senator  from  Michigan,  but  since  the  resolution  has  been 
introduced  we  should  at  this  time  recognize  the  fact  that 
Finland  intends  to  make  the  payment,  regardless  of  whether 
or  not  Congress  will  agree  to  any  resolution. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  Presideiit,  wiU  the  Senator  yield 
to  me  to  permit  me  to  reply? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  the  greater  the  will- 
ingness of  this  amazing  little  country,  in  view  of  her  present 
burdens  and  difficulties,  to  continue  making  these  payments, 
the  greater  would  be  my  desire  to  prove  Just  once  in  this 
modest  way  that  it  does  p€0^  to  be  a  good  war  debtor  to  the 
United  States.  The  money  involved  is  less  important  than 
the  principle  involved.  Finland  needs  every  penny  she  can 
muster  in  her  hard  tasks  of  recuperation  and  rehabilitation. 
and  I  am  simply  saying  that  she  should  not  be  put  to  the 
added  strain  of  debt  payments  to  us  for  the  time  being, 
despite  her  sturdy  and  courageous  willingness.  My  resolu- 
tion simply  testifies,  in  tangible  form,  to  her  deserved  repu- 
tation as  a  superior  credit  risk. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President.  In  connection 
with  the  same  matter  I  should  like  to  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  Field  Mar- 
shal Mannerheim's  order  of  the  day  to  tiie  Finnish  Army, 
issued  on  Thursday,  March  14,  1940. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  order  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rxcoro.  as  follows: 

nXLO  MABSHAL  MANTmHETMS  ORDER  OF  THE  DAT  TO  THE  TOtVlSH  AUCT 
ISST7ED  ON  THXmSOAT,  MABCH   14,   1»40 

Soldiers  of  Finland's  glorious  Army!  Peace  has  been  concluded 
between  our  country  and  Soviet  Russia.  It  is  a  hard  peace,  giving 
Russia  practically  every  battlefield  on  which  you  have  shed  your 
blood  for  ail  that  you  hoM  dear  and  sacred.  Tou  did  not  want  war. 
You  loved  peace,  work,  at.d  progress.  But  the  fight  was  forced  upon 
you.  and  the  deeds  you  have  performed  will  shine  for  centuries  in 
the  annals  of  history. 

More  than  15.000  of  you  who  went  out  wlU  not  see  your  homes 
again,  and  how  many  are  they  who  have  not  lost  forever  tiieir  ability 
to  worlc.  But  you  have  hit  back  hard,  and  If  200.000  of  the  enemy 
now  lie  b?neath  the  frozen  snows  or  with  sightless  gaze  contemplate 
oui  starry  skies,  the  blame  does  not  lie  with  you.  You  did  not  hate 
them.  You  wished  them  no  liarm.  You  merely  followed  the  stem 
law  of  war:  to  kill  or  die. 

Soldiers!  I  have  fought  on  many  battlefields,  but  never  yet  have 
I  seen  "your  equals.  I  am  proud  of  you.  Just  as  If  jrou  were  my  own 
children,  equally  proud  of  him  from  the  northern  Tundras,  of  hlm 
from  the  broad  plains  of  East  Bothnia,  from  the  Karelian  woods, 
from  Savos  villages.  I  am  proud  of  those  who  come  from  the  flour- 
ishing farms  of  Hame  and  Satakunta.  of  those  from  the  whispering 
blrchwoods  of  Uuslmaa  and  Finland  proper.     •     •     • 

Officers  and  men,  I  thank  you  all.  But  I  particularly  wish  to  draw 
attention  to  the  courage  and  devotion  to  dxity  of  the  reserve  offlcers, 
and  the  skill  with  which  they  carried  out  a  work  which  normally 
was  not  theirs.  Also  their  sacrifice  was  in  proportion  the  greatest 
In  the  war.  and  given  gladly  and  with  unswerving  loyalty. 

I  thank  the  staff  offlcers  for  their  ability  and  untiring  work. 
Finally.  I  thank  my  nearest  colleagues — the  chief  of  the  general 
staff,  the  quartermaster  general,  the  Army  commanders,  the  corps 
and  divisional  commanders,  who  in  many  cases  made  the  Impos- 
sible ]xisslble. 

I  thank  all  the  services  of  the  Finnish  Army,  who  In  brUllant 
combat  achieved  such  fine  exploits  and  who.  from  the  first  day  of 
the  war,  went  with  great  boldness  to  the  attack  of  an  enemy  many 
times  stronger  and  armed  with  untried  weapons.  I  thank  them  for 
the  tenacity  with  which  they  clung  to  every  Inch  of  soli  of  their 
native  land.  The  destruction  of  more  than  1,500  Russian  tanks 
and  over  700  airplanes  bears  witness  to  the  heroic  deeds  frequently 
performed  by  individual  men. 

With  Joy  and  pride  I  think  of  Finland's  women  of  Lotta  Svird 
and  of  their  contribution  to  the  war.  their  spirit  of  sacrifice  and  un- 
tiring work  in  all  branches,  thus  liberating  thousands  of  men  for  tha 
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front  line.  With  their  courageous  spirit  they  supported  and  spurred 
on  the  Army  whose  gratitude  and  appreciation  they  fully  earned. 
A  place  of  honor  has  been  filled  by  the  thousands  of  workers  who, 
during  the  bitterest  days  of  the  war  and  under  air  attaclcs.  faithfully 
and  often  as  volunteers,  remaired  at  their  work  producing  the 
necessities  of  war,  and  also  those  who  under  .-nemy  fire  untiringly 
worked  on  the  fortiflcations.  In  the  name  of  our  country  I  thank 
you  all. 

Despite  all  courage  and  the  will  to  sacrifice,  the  Ckjvernment  has 
been  forced  to  make  a  peace  on  hard  terms.  Tills  nevertheless  has 
its  explanation. 

Our  Army,  including  reserves,  was  insufficient;  we  were  not 
equipped  for  a  war  with  a  great  power.  While  our  brave  soldiers 
were  defending  our  frontier,  it  was  necessary  with  superhuman 
efforts  to  make  up  the  deficiencies,  to  create  a  line  of  defense  which 
t>efore  did  not  exist,  and  to  seek  the  help  which  did  not  arrive.  It 
was  a  question  of  getting  arms  and  equipment  at  a  time  when  our 
country  was  feverishly  preparing  for  the  storm  which  is  now 
sweeping  over  the  world. 

Your  deeds  have  aroused  admiration  the  whole  world  over:  but 
after  3 '4  months  of  war  we  still  stand  alone.  We  did  not  succeed 
in  obtaining  any  foreign  aid,  except  for  two  battalions  reinforced  by 
some  artillery  and  airplanes,  whilst  our  own  troops,  fighting  day  and 
night,  without  a  chance  of  relief,  stood  up  to  the  attacks  of  every 
new  enemy  formation  till  long  past  physical  and  moral  breaking 
point. 

When  at  last  the  history  of  this  war  is  written  the  world  wUl 
see  what  deeds  you  have  performed. 

Without  the  generous  help  of  ammunition  and  equipment  given 
by  Sweden  and  the  western  powers  we  could  not  haVe  withstood 
for  so  long  the  innumerable  guns,  tanks,  and  airplanes  which 
were  thrown  against  us.  Unfortunately,  the  splendid  promise  of 
help  given  us  by  the  western  powers  could  not  be  fulfilled,  owing 
to  our  neighbors'  concern  for  their  own  safety.  They  refused 
the  right  of  passage  to  the  Allied  troops. 

After  16  weeks  of  fierce  struggle,  without  resting  day  or 
night,  our  army  stands  today  unljeaten  by  an  enemy  which,  in 
spite  of  enormous  losses,  has  only  grown  In  numbers. 

Neither  ha.s  our  home  front  wavered,  despite  the  innumerable 
air  attacks  which  have  spread  death  and  terror  among  our  women 
and  children. 

Our  towns,  which  have  been  burnt  down,  our  villages  lying  far 
behind  the  front,  even  as  far  back  as  the  western  frontier,  are  a 
striking  witness  of  what  our  people  have  had  to  undergo  during 
the  past  months. 

It  is  a  hard  fate  for  us  now  that  we  have  i>een  obliged  to  give 
up  to  a  race  which  is  foreign  and  of  a  different  phllcs:;phy  and 
moral  standards,  land  which  we  tilled  for  centviries  by  the  sweat 
of  our  brow. 

We  win  spare  no  effort  to  provide  homes  and  better  living  con- 
ditions within  the  remaining  territories  for  all  those  whose 
houses  and  property  have  been  ruined. 

And  we  will  be  prepared  as  before  to  defend  our  diminished 
mother  country  with  the  same  determination  and  strength  with 
which  we  fought  for  her  undivided. 

We  have  the  proud  knowledge  that  we  have  a  liistoric  mission 
to  fulfill:  to  protect  the  western  civilization  which  for  centuries 
has  been  part  of  our  heritage.  We  also  know  that  we  have  paid 
to  the  last  penny  that  debt  which  we  have  owed  to  the  West. 

Mannesheiic. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  Mr.  President,  of  course,  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  introduction  of  the  resolution  and  its  reference  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance.  But  along  the  same  line  as  sug- 
gested" by  the  Senator  from  Washington,  I  have  Information 
which  I  think  is  absolutely  authentic  that  not  only  does  Fin- 
land intend  to  pay  the  next  installment  but  wants  to  do  it 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    And  is  able  to  do  It. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  is  able  to  do  It.  It  may  be  that 
Finland  will  need  assistance  of  another  nature,  for  which 
provision  has  at  least  to  some  extent  been  made. 

Finland  Is  not  only  not  asking  that  this  payment  be  fore- 
gone, but  I  have  been  informed  by  those  who  are  in  position 
to  speak  for  Finland  that  Finland  insists  most  emphatically 
on  making  the  payment,  and  can  do  it,  and  wants  to  do  it,  and 
will  do  it. 

That  may  not  have  any  bearing  on  the  propriety  of  the 
friendly  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan,  but 
It  ought  to  be  understood  that  the  Republic  of  Finland  has 
no  intention  or  desire  that  this  payment  be  omitted. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from 
Florida  will  permit  me  further,  I  wish  to  agree  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky,  as  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington. The  facts  as  stated  by  both  of  them  are  precisely 
the  facts  as  I  understand  them  to  exist. 

I  think  the  Republic  of  Finland  is  preparing,  in  spite  of 
everything  it  has  suffered,  still  to  maintain  the  magnificent 
credit  record  it  has  made.    I  simply  repeat  that  the  greater 


her  desire  to  do  it,  the  greater  my  desire  to  demonstrate  In 
this  very  simple  way  that  the  United  States  has  some  tangible 
interest  in  proving  that  it  does  pay  to  pay  debts  owed  to  the 
United  States.  Finland's  willingness  to  pay,  and  her  inten- 
tion to  pay,  are  no  reason  why  we  should  not  voluntarily  ease 
the  terms  imder  which  she  will  ultimately  pay.  The  fact  that 
Finland  does  not  solicit  this  consideration  is  all  the  more 
reason  why  we  should  pass  this  resolution. 

REORGANIZATION  OF  NAVY  DEPARTMENT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4026) 
providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  Department, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  not  only  the  Senate  but  the 
country  is  indebted  to  the  able  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Walsh],  chairman  of  the  Senate  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee, for  the  very  illuminating  and  comprehensive  testi- 
mony which  he  gave  the  Senate  and  the  country  today  about 
the  naval  forces,  now  and  to  be,  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  It  seems  to  me  that  statement  should  convince  any- 
body that  those  who  speak  in  terms  of  the  United  States  of 
America  being  insulated  from  what  happens  in  Europe  are 
not  acquainted  with  what  is  going  on  even  In  their  own 
country.  Mr.  President,  the  chairman  of  our  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  stated — and  it  is  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
Senate  in  greater  detail — that  not  only  have  we  spent  colossal 
sums  in  the  construction  of  the  Navy  we  already  have;  not 
only  are  we  in  the  process  of  spending  even  greater  sums  in 
the  construction  of  a  navy  at  the  present  time;  but  we  face 
the  inevitable  necessity  of  spending  yet  larger  sums  in  the 
further  enlargement  of  our  naval  forces. 

The  chairman  of  our  Naval  Affairs  Committee  made  It  very 
clear  why  we  are  doing  so.  It  is  because  moral  forces,  law 
and  decency,  and  civilization's  code,  are  being  destroyed,  and 
have  virtually  been  destroyed  in  the  world,  and  the  world  is 
dominated  by  force  alone.  Nations  respect  force  alone.  We 
therefore  have  had  to  prepare  ourselves  for  that  kind  of  a 
world:  and  the  taxpayers  of  America  are  paying  cut  of  their 
already  hard-pressed  pocketbooks  for  what  Hitler  has  already 
done  to  the  world.  They  are  not  isolated  from  taxes  imposed 
by  the  United  States  Government.  They  are  not  insulated 
from  the  necessity  of  raising  revenue  which  the  Federal  Gov- 
erimient  needs  to  build  up  mighty  armaments. 

So  the  people  of  America  are  being  compelled  by  what 
Hitler  has  already  done  to  take  money  which  they  need  to  pay 
their  own  existing  debts,  and  money  which  they  need  to  im- 
prove the  public  health  and  perform  other  useful  services, 
and  contribute  it  to  the  national  defense.  Dr,  Parran  told  us 
that  an  appropriation  by  the  Federal  Government  of  only 
$3,000,000,  to  be  devoted  to  a  pneumonia-control  program, 
would  save  a  minimum  of  20,000  lives  a  year.  But  we  have 
not  the  money  for  that  purpose.  Why?  We  must  build 
ships.  We  must  build  airplanes.  We  must  build  air  bases. 
Navy  bases,  and  Army  bases.  Of  course  we  must.  Why? 
Because  Hitler  lives  and  dominates  the  world  with  the  ruth- 
less force  of  a  ruthless  conquerer. 

So,  Mr.  President,  not  only  are  the  pocketbooks  of  the 
people  of  America  affected  by  what  is  going  on  in  Europe, 
but  the  lives  of  American  citizens  are  affected  by  the  car- 
nage of  Europe's  war  and  Hitlerian  conquests. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  not  been  speaking  about  a  remote 
thing.  I  have  been  talking  about  a  proximate  fact.  I  have 
been  speaking  about  the  most  effective  way  to  keep  the  war 
in  Em-ope  and  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  the  stupendous 
armament  program  in  which  we  are  now  engaged.  All  of 
us  admit  the  necessity  of  it,  but  we  would  not  admit  the 
necessity  of  it  if  tomorrow  the  Allies  should  win  the  war 
and  Hitler  and  his  hosts  should  be  sent  scurrying  back  to 
Potsdam  and  Berlin,  bearing  upon  their  backs  the  scars  of 
the  retributive  Justice  of  civilization. 

Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago  we  were  ready  to  go  home. 
We  had  already  made  some  progress  toward  balancing  our 
Budget.  We  had  not  laimched  upon  any  great  new  pro- 
grams, because  we  did  not  have  the  money  with  which  to 
carry  them  on.    We  did  not  want  to  raise  the  debt  limit.    We 
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did  not  want  to  Impose  additional  taxes.  We  were  prepared 
to  stint  our  own  people  becaiise  we  did  not  have  the  money 
to  serve  their  admitted  needs.  Agriculture  was  receiving 
only  three-fourths  of  parity.  Two  himdrcd  and  fifty  thou- 
sand persons  a  year  were  dying  preventable  deaths.  Briany 
Children  were  being  reared  in  ignorance  because  adequate 
\  achool  facilities  were  not  available;  and  the  Senate  was  about 
to  go  home,  not  because  we  were  insensible  to  these  demands, 
but  because  the  Senate  did  not  feel  that  we  had  the  money 
"with  which  to  help  tlie  people  of  America. 

Then  what  happened?  The  mad  tiger  turned  his  vicious 
claws  toward  Norway.  He  had  already  devoured  Denmark, 
and  he  turned  to  strike  defenseless  Holland  and  Belgium. 
nien  we  did  not  go  home.  We  were  not  isolationists  then. 
We  forgot  about  the  debt  limit.  We  were  even  willing  to 
hurdle  the  barriers  of  additional  taxation.  We  said.  "Amer- 
ica's future  and  America's  world  are  Jeopardized." 

What  has  happened  to  the  debt  limit  in  the  past  few  dajrs 
imder  the  impulse  of  this  necessity?  In  spite  of  all  the  eco- 
nomic restraint  which  made  us  not  want  to  do  it.  by  unani- 
mous vote  in  the  Senate  in  the  past  10  days  we  have 
appropriated  or  authorized  the  appropriation  of  more  than 
$3,000,000,000.  We  have  another  billion -dollar  request  on 
the  Vice  President's  desk  ready  for  early  action.  That 
makes  four  and  a  half  billion  dollars.  I  believe  there  is  not 
a  Senator  who  does  not  know  down  in  his  heart,  repulsive  as 
ts  the  ugly  fact,  that  that  is  Just  the  beginning,  as  the  able 
Senator  from  Maryland  IMr.  TydingsI  said  the  other  day, 
of  the  drain  which  is  to  be  made  upon  the  Treasury  and  the 
pocketbook  of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

The  essential  question  presented  to  America  is  whether  or 
not  that  is  to  be  an  interminable  and  indefinite  drain,  whether 
or  not  the  program  of  armament  has  finite  limits,  whether 
or  not  it  is  a  part  of  our  determined  national  policy,  and 
whether  or  not  we  are  to  act.  in  accordance  with  what  has 
always  been  the  genius  of  American  character,  in  the  most 
direct  and  effective  way  to  save  our  people  that  unhappy 
prospect. 

As  the  able  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  TydingsI  told  us 
yesterday  in  his  able  address,  and,  as  the  very  able  chairman 
of  our  Naval  Affairs  Conmiittee  IMr.  Walsh  1  said  today,  we 
do  not  know  where  we  are  to  get  the  money.  If  we  were  to 
adopt  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
La  FVjLurrTE]  to  lower  the  income-tax  base,  and  then  imc>ose 
a  sales  tax  in  addition,  I  have  been  told  that  the  revenue  of 
our  Government  would  even  then  be  only  about  equal  to  the 
present  outgo  before  the  last  armament  expenditures. 

Where  is  the  money  coming  from?  Somebody  will  have 
to  pay  it.  Poor  people  will  have  to  pay  it  in  taxes  which 
will  be  imposed  on  the  necessities  of  their  table.  Those  of 
medium  income  wUl  have  to  take  it  out  of  their  budgets, 
which  would  have  allowed  them  larger  sums  for  medical  care, 
recreation,  and  reasonable  comfort.  The  wealthier  classes 
Will  have  the  money  which  they  would  otherwise  have  em- 
ployed in  useful  reproductive  enterprise  drained  down  the 
rat  hole  of  armament  defense. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  not  a  very  pretty  picture.  Even 
fiscally  speaking,  it  ts  not  a  very  happy  prospect.  I  want 
to  see  if  there  is  anything  we  can  do  in  America's  defense 
whicKv  would  be  cheaper. 

I  was  not  bom  under  the  shadow  of  war.  I  never  thought 
about  war  as  a  matter  of  the  future  in  my  country.  I  thought 
^of  war  as  something  which  prevailed  in  Europe,  but  which 

d  only  slightly  touched  our  great  country.  Other  wars  were 
relatively  dim  memories  to  me.  I  learned  about  them  at  the 
kb^s  of  two  grandfathers,  who  spent  4  years  in  our  long, 
tra^,  fratricidal  strife  in  this  country.  But  it  never  dawned 
on  toe  that  I  should  ever  become  involved  In  a  war.  Any 
possible  connection  I  might  have  with  Europe  in  a  military 
capacity  was  as  remote  In  my  mind  as  was  my  connection 
with  the  sun  or  the  stars.  Yet  when  I  was  18  years  of  age 
I  was  wearing  the  uniform  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States, 
subject  to  the  orders  of  my  country  to  go  to  Europe  or  any- 
where else  to  which  I  might  be  sent.    So  were  miiiinn.s  of  other 


American  boys.  The  world  had  changed  much  in  that  18- 
year  period. 

Mr.  President,  what  do  I  see  ahead?  I  see  a  man  whose 
philosophy  has  one  tenet  and  that  is  success.  By  success  he 
means  mastery  of  everything  that  can  Xx  brou^t  within  the 
reach  of  his  tenacious  claws.  He  does  not  stop  at  the  bound- 
aries of  his  coimtry,  or  of  the  Scandinavian  countries,  or  of 
the  low  countries,  or  of  the  Balkans,  or  of  Prance  or  Spain, 
or  even  of  the  Ukraine,  or  of  the  east.  I  suppose  even  the 
almost  illimitable  reaches  of  Africa  are  yet  not  enough  to 
satisfy  his  ravenous  appetite. 

I  know  he  looks  hungrily  upon  the  bursting  storehouses  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere.  So,  Mr.  President,  I  see  that  al- 
most indomitable  and  Invincible  will  of  Hitler  casting  its 
shadow  upon  my  own  homeland. 

Am  I  to  wait  until  It  gets  here  before  I  act.  except  to  try 
to  build  a  ring  of  steel  around  me?  Or  am  I  to  act  like  an 
intelligent  human  being,  evincing  a  little  courage,  a  little 
common  sense,  and  a  few  of  the  characteristics  which  have 
made  America  a  positive  and  not  a  negative  force  In  the 
world?  I  say  that  all  this  armament  springs  from  one  neces- 
sity, the  necessity  of  combating  Hitler  and  his  intimate  crew. 
If  tomorrow  a  destiny  which  seemed  to  be  sensitive  to  the 
prayers  of  the  world  should  take  him  from  life,  we  should  be 
ready  to  adjourn  and  revoke  the  appropriations  we  have 
made  in  the  last  few  days.  I  am  sure  that  with  the  im- 
mediate removal  from  Germany  of  Hitler  and  Goerlng.  and 
their  weaker  assistant,  Hess,  we  should  be  more  assured  than 
we  now  are  that  we  shall  not  be  here  July  1. 

Germany  has  grown  into  a  world  menace  under  that  leader- 
ship and  that  philosophy,  and.  so  long  as  that  menace  lasts, 
must  last  our  Herculean  efforts  to  counteract  it. 

So  I  see  not  merely  the  small  appropriations  we  have  al- 
ready made,  but  I  see  what  the  able  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Walsh]  envisioned,  that,  if  it  is  necessary  to 
build  air  bases  to  protect  North  America,  it  is  necessary  to 
build  air  bases  to  protect  South  America  and  Central 
America.  That  Involves  the  necessity  of  our  going  beyond 
our  own  shores  and  bxiilding  bases  in  other  countries  and 
along  the  shores  of  other  nations.  It  involves  placing  our  fleet 
not  only  in  North  America  but  In  Central  and  South  America; 
it  involves  working  out  a  whole  comprehensive  plan  of  de- 
fending the  Western  Hemisphere  which,  as  I  said  yesterday, 
involves  forty-three-thousand-odd  miles  along  the  coast  line 
from  the  northern  part  of  Iceland  at  the  Arctic  Circle  to  the 
southern  point  of  South  America,  and  thence  along  the  west- 
em  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  to  Alaska. 

Not  only  that,  but  the  able  Senator  from  Montana  this 
morning  said  we  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  aggressor 
countries  will  "gang  up"  on  us.  Do  we  not  have  any  reason 
to  suppose  that  they  will  gang  up  on  us?  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  has  not  been  away  on  a  long  journey  for  the  last 
few  weeks,  has  he?  Has  the  Senator  really  not  noticed 
anything  like  cooperaticm  already  among  the  dictator  pow- 
ers? Does  he  not  remember  Spain?  Etoes  he  not  remember 
Finland?  Has  he  forgotten  about  Poland?  At  the  very 
instant  when,  perhaps,  the  Poles  could  have  counterattacked 
the  Germans  who  had  rather  overreached  themselves  with 
their  infiltrating  columns?  What  happened?  They  were 
stabbed  in  the  back  by  a  confederate — Russia. 

And  now  what  is  happening?  As  the  Germans  now  poise 
upon  the  Somme  to  strike  at  the  heart  ol  the  French  people, 
what  are  they  expecting?  As  the  French  bare  their  breasts  to 
the  brutality  of  the  German  dictator,  that  they  shall  feel  the 
stiletto  as  it  goes  in  their  backs  from  Mussolini's  hand.  Yet 
the  Senator  says  there  is  no  evidence  of  cooperation  among 
the  dictators. 

And  what  about  Japan  to  the  east?  When  the  situation 
becomes  tense  in  Europe,  then,  they  become  loud  and  begin 
to  talk  about  the  East  Indies  and  about  pulling  out  of  China. 
When  Europe  Is  involved  they  become  restive.  Why?  So  as 
to  make  a  play  to  divert  a  part  of  the  ships  of  the  British 
fleet.  The  able  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  WhxelxrI— and 
I  am  sorry  he  is  not  here — speaks  as  if  all  that  had  happened 
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were  a  dream.    God  knows  most  of  us  are  yet  unable  to  com- 
prehend it  as  a  fact. 

It  seems  yet  that  we  have  been  awakened  in  the  throes  of 
a  hideous  nightmare  and  that  when  we  blink  our  eyes  and 
clear  our  heads  we  shall  know  that  It  Is  another  world  from 
which  we  have  returned  and  not  the  world  In  which  we  fell 
asleep.  Yet,  Mr.  President,  we  have  been  appropriating  cold, 
hard  American  dollars  here  that  must  come  out  of  hard- 
pressed  American  pockets.  That  Is  not  a  dream;  it  is  a  fact. 
We  are  here  struggling  with  it;  that  Is  a  fact.  The  news 
release  says  that  Paris  has  been  bombed  again  and  children 
kiUed;  that  Is  a  tragic  fact,  Mr.  President,  and  not  a  fancy. 

So  what  I  see  for  my  country.  If  we  are  to  defend  the 
whole  Western  Hemisphere  is  Incalculable  expense,  the  exer- 
tion of  every  energy  of  which  we  are  capable,  living  under 
the  shadow  of  inevitable  war,  regimenting  our  economy  for 
war  purposes  only.  I  see  an  America  under  which  we  have 
never  lived  in  our  whole  history. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  speaking  about  the  defense  of  Amer- 
ica. Of  course.  If  we  want  to  give  up  the  Monroe  Doctrine, 
we  may  say,  "Well,  perhaps  after  all  It  might  have  been 
all  right  to  have  had  the  Monroe  Doctrine  in  the  former 
days  when  old  weapons  were  in  vogue,  but  nowadays  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  is  going  to,  get  us  into  trouble  If  we  do  not 
get  out  of  it  as  quickly  as  we  can."  We  can  say.  "In  order 
to  avoid  the  hazard  and  danger  of  war,  we  will  now  revoke 
our  previous  declarations  before  they  are  challenged,  and 
we  can  save  face;  by  revoking  it  we  can  restrict  the  territory 
we  will  have  to  defend.  It  will  cost  less,  it  will  take  fewer 
men,  fewer  ships,  and  fewer  airplanes."  We  can  say  we  will 
make  the  Rio  Grande  or  perhaps  the  southern  boundary  of 
Colombia  beyond  the  Panama  Canal  our  last  line  of  defense. 
We  will  consolidate  our  forces  there;  we  will  erect  Maginot 
lines  there;  we  will  have  air  bases  and  fleet  bases  there, 
and  there  we  will  stand.  That  would  cost  less.  Whether 
or  not  we  would  be  more  secure  is  another  question,  but  it 
would  assuredly  restrict  the  area  we  would  have  to  defend 
by  many  thousands  of  miles;  it  would  reduce  the  hazard  of 
war  because  South  America  is  large  enough  for  Hitler  to  chew 
on  for  several  years,  I  suppose,  even  with  his  greedy 
appetite. 

Yes;  that  would  simplify  our  problem.  Is  America  willing 
to  do  that?  Have  we  become  so  cowardly  that  we  would  do 
that  rather  than  fight?  I  do  not  believe  that  about  my 
country. 

So  there  is  some  place  where  we  must  say.  "by  the  grace 
of  God.  here  we  stand  and  they  shall  not  pass."  Where  is 
that  line?  We  all  admit  that  it  is  within  the  scope  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere. 

Why  do  we  defend  South  America?  It  is  not  our  country; 
we  did  not  come  from  there;  it  does  not  generally  have  our 
traditions;  it  emanates  in  history  from  an  area  south  of  our 
ordinarily  accepted  place  of  origin.  We  are  friends,  but  we 
do  not  come  from  identically  the  same  stock.  We  do  not 
defend  South  America  because  we  love  it;  we  defend  South 
America  because  we  think  It  is  inextricably  related  to  our 
own  safety  and  security.  Even  our  friends  in  South  America 
understand  that  to  be  so.  They  understand  that  our  Monroe 
Doctrine  has  become  a  hemisphere  doctrine  for  the  benefit  of 
us  all.  So  it  is  not  charity  but  it  is  selfishness  that  makes  us 
want  to  keep  the  enemy  away  from  the  Panama  Canal  and 
the  Rio  Grande. 

I  say  that  the  same  principle  applies  to  doing  something 
in  Europe  and  the  same  justification  exists — not  charity 
but  willlul.  intelligent  self-interest. 

I  have  heard  the  able  Senator  from  Maryland  indicate 
many  times  on  this  floor,  as  a  military  man  who  bravely 
offered  himself  in  the  World  War.  exhibit  some  conscious- 
ness of  the  danger  which  he  saw  in  the  situation  in  Europe 
for  this  country.  His  statements  In  this  Senate  are  a  matter 
of  eloquent  record. 

I  say  that  we  can  act  now  in  Europe  in  an  effective  way 
short  of  war,  and  when  we  do  so  we  shall  act  most  efficiently 
and  efficaciously  in  defense  of  oiu*  own  country,  and  may  I 
add,  most  cheaply,  Mr.  President,  in  the  same  cause. 


But  I  am  Immediately  met  by  the  argument,  "Well,  what 
you  propose  to  do  is  to  declare  war."  Of  course,  I  do  not 
propose  to  declare  war.  My  resolution  says  "short  of  war" 
in  the  American  language.  Not  only  that,  but  my  resolution 
sasrs  that  nothing  will  be  done  except  the  President  of  the 
United  States  does  it.  and  he  Is  an  honorable  man  and  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  the  armies  of  our  country.  So  those 
two  safeguards  exist. 

A  third  one  is  imposed  in  the  resolution.  He  can  do  noth- 
ing that  would  substantially  Imperil  our  own  defense.  There 
is  some  discretion,  some  leeway,  but  there  would  be,  of  course, 
a  point  beyond  which  reasonable  men  would  not  differ.  So 
the  resolution  has  very  definite  limitations. 

But,  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  met  so  much  with  the  argu- 
ment that  we  cannot  spare  a  few  planes,  that  we  do  not  have 
a  few  extra  destroyers,  that  we  cannot  make  available  a  few 
cannon  or  some  ammimitlon.  I  am  met  primarily  with  a  legal 
argimient.  and  I  raise  the  question.  What  is  the  tribunal  that 
will  afford  redress?  There  is  none,  of  course.  I  say  a  legal 
argument,  and  what  is  the  argument?  It  Is,  You  are  violating 
international  law.  I  ask  against  whom — Canada?  No.  I 
would  listen  to  the  argument  if  Canada  was  mentioned.  We 
live  by  a  civilized  code  with  Canada,  and  she  does  with  us. 
Do  they  say  Great  Britain,  Prance.  South  America,  the  Scan- 
dinavian countries,  honorable  little  Finland  that  has  already 
met  with  her  own  feeble  hand  the  attack  of  one  dictatorship  In 
collusion  with  another.  I  would  say  you  are  appealing  to  a 
tribunal  of  honorable,  decent  men,  and  when  you  say  those 
countries  protest  I  shall  hear  what  they  have  to  say. 

But  I  say,  Mr.  President,  do  you  understand  me?  My 
resolution  proposes  help  to  crush  Hitler.  Others  still  say. 
"But  international  law  forbids";  so  I  thought  It  would  be 
pertinent  to  let  Hitler  speak  for  himself  on  that  subject. 

I  read  from  pages  178  and  179  of  Mein  Kampf.  the  un- 
expurgated  edition,  which  came  from  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress.   This  is  what  Hitler  says: 

When  peoples  are  fighting  for  their  existence  on  this  planet,  and 
are  faced  with  the  fatal  question,  to  be  or  not  to  be.  all  considera- 
tions of  humaneness  or  aesthetics  crumble  into  nothing:  for  these 
conceptions  are  not  floating  In  the  ether  of  the  world,  but  are  bom 
of  man's  Imagination  and  are  bound  to  It.  His  departure  from 
this  world  dissolves  those  concepts  Into  nothing  again,  for  Nature 
knows  them  not.  Even  so,  they  are  peculiar  to  the  men  of  but 
a  few  peoples,  or  rather  races,  and  this  to  whatever  degree  they 
spring  of  themselves  from  these  men's  feelings.  In  fact  humane- 
ness and  aesthetic  feeling  would  disappear  from  the  Inhabited 
world  If  the  races  which  have  created  and  upheld  these  concepts 
were  to  be  lost. 

In  a  people's  struggle  for  Its  existence  In  the  world,  therefore, 
these  concepts  are  of  but  minor  Importance;  they  have  no  part  in 
determining  the  form  of  the  struggle  If  the  moment  comes  when 
they  might  cripple  the  force  of  self-preservation  In  a  struggling 
people.     Always  that  Is  the  only  visible  result. 

So  far  as  the  question  of  humaneness  Is  concerned,  even  Moltke 
pointed  out  that  In  war  this  always  consists  in  the  shortness  of  the 
process,  which  Is  to  say  that  the  most  drastic  style  of  fighting  best 
achieves  It. 

If  anyone  should  try  to  advance  upon  us  In  such  matters  with 
drivel  about  aesthetic  feelings,  etc..  there  can  be  but  one  answer: 
Questions  of  destiny  so  important  as  a  people's  struggle  for  exist- 
ence do  away  with  any  duty  to  be  beautiful.  The  least  beautiful 
thing  that  can  exist  In  human  life  is  and  must  be  the  yoke  of 
slavery.  Or  do  these  artlsfs-qtiarter  decadents  find  the  present  lot 
of  the  German  nation  "aesthetic"?  We  have  truly  no  need  to  dis- 
cuss the  matter  with  the  Jews,  the  modern  Inventors  of  this  per- 
fume of  civilization.  Their  whole  existence  Is  protest  tncarnate 
against  the  aesthetics  of  the  Lord's  Image. 

If  consideration  of  humaneness  and  beauty  do  not  count  In  the 
battle,  neither  can  they  be  used  as  standards  to  Judge  propaganda. 

Propaganda  In  the  war  was  a  means  to  an  end:  the  German 
people  s  struggle  for  existence:  and  hence  the  propaganda  could  be 
considered  only  in  the  light  of  the  principles  which  there  applied. 
The  crudest  weapons  were  humane  If  they  brovight  quicker  vic- 
tory, and  only  those  methods  were  beautiful  which  helped  assure 
the  dignity  of  freedom  for  the  Nation.  This  was  the  only  possible 
attitude  toward  the  question  of  war  propaganda  In  such  a  llfe- 
and-death  struggle. 

Mr.  President,  Mr.  Hitler,  speaking  again  on  page  596. 
says: 

It  Is  the  task  of  diplomacy  to  see  to  it  that  a  nation  does  not 
perish  heroically  but  Is  maintained  by  practical  means.  Every 
road  that  leads  In  that  direction  answers  the  pvu-poae.  Not  to 
loUow  It  Is  a  neglect  of  duty  and  a  crime. 
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And  his  last  statement,  on  page  653,  sasrs  this  about  self- 
defense  for  the  Oerman  people.  Let  us  see  where  they  have 
defended  themselves: 

This  French  »'ar  goal  coxild  have  been  reacaed  by  the  war 
i.  If.  as  they  had  hoped  In  Paris  at  the  outset,  the  war  had 
roi^t  on  German  soil.  Let  us  suppose  that  the  bloody  bat- 
of  the  World  War  had  not  been  fought  on  the  Somme,  In 
IHanders.  in  the  Artols.  near  Warsaw.  NishnlJ  Novgorod.  Kowno. 
Riga,  and  wherever  else,  but  had.  Instead,  been  fought  In  Oer- 
BBUly.  on  the  Ruhr  and  on  the  Main,  on  the  Elbe,  near  Hanover, 
httfmig.  Nuernberg,  etc.:  then  one  can  readily  realize  that  the 
possibility  of  K  complete  destruction  of  Germany  would  have  been 
at  hand.  It  Is  very  doubtful  whether  or  not  our  young  federated 
•tate  would  have  endured  the  same  burdensome  ordeal  for  4 '/a 
years  as  did  France,  which  had  been  rigidly  centralized  for  cen- 
turies and  looked  only  to  the  indisputable  center,  Paris.  The 
fact  that  this  huge  struggle  of  the  nations  took  place  outside  the 
boundaries  of  our  Fatherland  was  not  only  to  the  merit  of  the 
unsurpassed  old  army  but  also  the  greatest  piece  of  good  fortune 
for  the  future  of  Germany.  It  Is  my  vinshakable  conviction, 
which  sometimes  causes  me  great  anguish,  that  In  the  opposite 
ease  the  German  Reich  would  long  since  have  ceased  to  exist, 
and  today  nothing  but  "German  states"  would  have  remained. 
This  Is  the  only  reason  why  the  blood  of  otir  friends  and  brothers 
who  have  died  on  the  battlefields  has  not  altogether  been  shed 
tn  vain. 

I  read  another  statement  from  Hitler  on  page  457  of  a 
book  called  I  Knew  Hitler,  by  Kurt  G.  W.  Ludecke.  This  is 
what  Hitler  says  about  the  countries  which  waited  and  let 
him  build  up  his  invincible  power.  This  is  just  before  Hit- 
ler was  called  into  the  Government  by  Von  Hindenburg: 

With  that  he  took  his  seat  again  across  the  table. 

That  was  Hitler. 

*1  refuse  to  see  black,"  he  went  on. 

That  is  Hitler. 

"Of  course,  there  are  things  that  trouble  me.  Possible  foreign 
eomplicatlons  give  me  headaches.  Can  I  also  fool  those  gentle- 
men abroad  for  any  length  of  time?  That's  the  question. 
What  will  England  say.  Prance,  the  United  States,  once  I'm 
chancellor  with  Hugenberg  in  my  cabinet?  Oh.  Ill  set  that 
worthy's  chair  outside  the  door  fast  enough — but  will  I  be  able 
to  rearm  Germany  before  they  get  on  to  me  and  strike  at  me 
with  a  preventive  war?  That  depends  largely.  I  suppose,  on 
whether  they  have  the  leadership  and  guts  to  strike — if  they 
can  get  the  people  to  go  to  war  again,  and  that  I  doubt." 

Mr.  President,  that  is  Hitler  speaking  of  the  folly  of  the 
Baldwins  and  the  Chamberlains,  who  would  not  strike  cou- 
rageously early  enough  to  stop  him  in  the  inception  of  his 
monstrous  machine.  They  waited,  waited  event  by  event, 
hoping  almost  against  hope  that  waiting  would  avail.  I 
heard,  in  this  very  Capitol,  citizens  of  Great  Britain  in 
January  of  1938  say,  "Maybe  if  he  has  enough  he  will  be 
satisfied,  and  maybe  our  error  is  not  to  have  given  him 
enough  soon  enough." 

Mr.  President,  when  Chamberlain,  thinking  that  at 
Munich,  got  back  to  Godesburg,  and  found  that  the  terms 
to  which  he  had  agreed  were  not  satisfactory  to  Herr  Hit- 
ler— that  he  did  not  want  merely  Czechoslovakia,  he  wanted 
E^irope,  and  after  Europe,  as  Mein  Kampf  sajrs.  the  world — 
there  for  the  first  time  the  forebodings  of  danger,  I  think, 
entered  into  the  optimistic  heart  of  Prime  Minister  Cham- 
berlain. 

So,  Mr.  President,  what  has  everybody  done?  They  waited, 
waited,  waited,  waited,  and  hoped  and  prayed.  Their  wait- 
ing has  simply  left  them  defenseless,  and  their  prayers  have 
had  no  avail.  Finally  they  stopped  Hitler  only  with  action 
tn  a  way  that  he  could  understand. 

So  I  say  to  the  citizenry  of  America  that  this  is  not  a 
remote  war.  It  has  already  cost  every  man,  woman,  and 
child  In  America  many  dollars,  and  already  the  basis  has 
been  laid  for  costing  many  more.  I  remind  Senators  of  the 
statement  of  Prime  Minister  Churchill,  which  the  able 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Minton]  mentioned  a  moment 
ago.  that  Canada  was  the  nearest  British  commonwealth, 
that  in  case  of  defeat  the  British  would  retreat  there  with 
their  fleet,  and  stay  there  until  they  had  rehabilitated  their 
forces  in  an  effort  to  reconquer  the  world  they  lost.  If  that 
should  happen,  fighting  would  be  going  on  to  the  north 
of  us. 


If  the  British  based  In  Canada  and  defended  Canada,  and 
the  Germans  defeated  them  there  as  well  as  in  the  British 
Isles,  then  what?  Would  some  of  our  friends  then  say  the 
war  was  close  enougli  for  us  to  stop  it?  If  a  hostile  fleet 
hammered  at  the  door  of  Canada,  and  the  roar  of  guns  could 
be  heard  by  American  citizens,  as  they  now  startle  the  citi- 
zenry of  Great  Britain  from  across  the  Channel,  would  that 
be  close  enough?  Would  we  act  affirmatively  then,  or  would 
we  wait  yet  longer,  until  we  saw  their  green-clad  legions 
marching  toward  the  unfortified  Canadian  border?  Then 
would  Senators  say,  "Now  we  must  defend  America,  now  that 
it  is  lost"? 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Before  the  Senator  concludes  his  very  elo- 
quent address,  I  hope  he  may  have  the  opportunity  of  quot- 
ing Herman  Schusnigg,  who  for  many  years  was  an  associate 
of  the  author  of  Mein  Kampf;  that  is  to  say.  Hitler.  In 
his  book  on  Nihilism,  and  his  former  book  descriptive  of  the 
philosophy  and  the  ideology  of  Hitler,  Schusnigg  exposes  the 
purpose,  the  ambition,  the  design  of  the  government  under 
Mr.  Hitler;  namely,  the  conquest  of  the  world. 

Herman  Schusnigg,  who  for  years  wsts  associated  with 
Hitler,  who  had  intimate  relations  with  him,  who  relates  in 
his  book  conversations  that  he  had  with  Hitler,  indicates  most 
conclusively  that  Germany's  purpose,  under  Hitler,  as  indi- 
cated a  moment  ago  by  the  Senator  who  is  addressing  the 
Senate,  was  the  subjugation  of  the  world,  the  destruction  of 
religion,  of  all  of  the  spiritual  and  moral  values  of  civilization, 
and  the  superimposition  upon  the  people  of  the  world  cf  the 
ijon  rule  of  the  Hitler  regime.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  is  rendering  a  distinct  service  in  challenging 
attention  to  the  philosophy  of  Hitler,  which  is  the  philosophy 
of  the  destruction  of  all  of  the  moral  and  spiritual  values 
which  persist  in  all  the  world. 

I  recall,  if  I  may  be  pardoned  a  personsU  allusion,  when  the 
World  War  was  launched  upon  the  world  by  the  rulers  of 
Germany,  I  invited  attention  then,  in  a  very  brief  address,  to 
the  philosophy  of  Nietzsche,  and  the  philosophy  of  those  who 
sought  the  destruction  of  religion  and  the  spiritual  values  of 
the  world.  I  stated  that  if  they  should  conquer,  Christianity 
would  be  destroyed,  the  finest  flowers  of  civilization  would 
be  obliterated,  and  we  would  be  thrust  Into  the  dungeon  of 
darkness,  to  be  controlled  by  the  false  ideologies  and  philoso- 
phies of  those  who  seek  the  destruction  of  civilization. 

Mr,  Hitler  is  a  legitimate  offspring  of  the  philosophy  set 
forth  in  the  works  of  Nietzsche  and  Trietszche.  of  the  philoso- 
phy which  prevails  among  those  who  seek  the  destruction  of 
religion,  of  those  who  believe  In  a  Godless  world,  as  the  Com- 
munists do.  He  follows  the  philosophy  of  the  Communists 
of  Russia,  but  goes  further;  he  would  destroy  religion,  destroy 
government,  destroy  the  great  temple  of  liberty  which  has 
been  builded  through  the  centuries  by  the  sufferings  and  the 
struggles  of  those  who  sought  a  better  way  of  life. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  much  indebted, 
and  the  Senate  and  the  country  are  very  much  indebted,  to 
the  very  able  Senator  from  Utah.  I  have  sat  here  and  listened 
to  his  eloquent  speeches  on  this  subject  many  times  when  he 
has  called  attention  to  those  things  which  he  has  reiterated 
today,  and  challenged  attention  to  them.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  address  the  Senate  again  in  the  very  near  future,  and  I 
hope  more  than  that  that  he  will  address  the  country,  and 
tell  them,  as  he  sees  it,  what  issues  are  involved  in  this  contest. 

Mr.  President,  it  would  be  enough,  it  would  seem  to  me, 
in  addressing  an  American  Senate  or  other  audience,  to  say 
that  this  man,  as  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  said.  Is  an 
enemy  of  ChrisUanlty,  not  of  sect  nor  of  church,  but  of 
Christianity  in  the  largest  of  concepts,  that  this  man  is  an 
enemy  of  the  dignity  of  man,  that  this  man  is  an  enemy  of 
the  senUments  of  democracy.  Surely,  surely,  one  would  not 
have  to  appeal  strongly  to  Americans  to  invoke  some  aid 
from  them  when  the  Issue  is  that  holy  controversy. 

Mr,  President,  I  put  the  matter  upon  a  more  practical 
basis.  I  have  spoken  about  the  best  way  to  defend  the 
United  States,  and  this  hemisphere,  and  save  our  citizens 


the  interminable  burden  of  debt  which  will  have  to  come 
from  interminable  armaments. 

I  am  not  speaking  remotely  when  I  speak  about  the  de- 
fense of  the  United  States.  It  has  been  said  by  competent 
military  authority  that  the  first  point  of  attack  upon  the 
United  States  of  America  in  the  event  of  war  would  be  in 
the  area  of  the  Caribbean  and  the  State  of  Florida,  which 
I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent  in  this  body.  The  air 
bases  which  have  been  established  on  the  coast  of  Florida, 
the  fleet  which  has  been  concentrated  in  the  Caribbean  in 
proximity  to  the  Panama  Canal — they  would  be  proximate 
to  the  point  of  vulnerability  of  our  country.  Therefore  I 
am  not  only  speaking  for  my  country,  I  am  speaking  for 
my  State  and  my  home,  when  I  say  I  want  to  crush  Hitler 
in  Europe  before  he  can  attack  the  Panama  Canal  and  our 
positions  in  the  Caribbean,  or  the  fair  coast  of  Florida. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  those  who  say  we  are  violating 
international  law  in  sending  a  few  airplanes  at  a  time,  when 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  has  said 
there  are  no  bombers  which  can  come  and  hurt  us  now.  The 
able  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas]  lucidly  caused  that 
fact  to  be  established.  The  range  of  the  bombers  is  not  great 
enough  to  enable  them  to  hurt  us  now.  Yet  we  are  build- 
ing ships,  ships  which  will  take  even  4  years  to  build,  and 
airplanes  which  it  will  take  a  year  to  build,  and  destroyers 
and  cruisers  which  it  will  take  2  years  to  build.  Why?  Be- 
cause we  are  thinking  about  the  future. 

So  I  say  that  at  a  time  when  our  defense  Is  relatively  safe, 
let  us  make  it  possible  for  the  Allies — our  allies  in  principle 
and  in  Interest — to  fight  our  battle  for  us,  for  if  they  win,  we 
will  be  in  no  possible  danger.  ' 

D:d  not  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs 
say  that  this  naval-expansion  program  in  substance  was 
coincident  with  the  rise  of  Hitler,  because  the  rise  of  Hitler- 
ism  meant  the  destruction  of  the  moral  restraints  of  the 
world?  There  is  an  unprepared  and  undefended  boundary 
between  us  and  Canada.  Upon  what  does  its  integrity  de- 
pend? Upon  one  of  the  intangible,  human,  aesthetic  values 
which  Hitler  says  are  worth  nothing  in  his  calculation. 

We  have  lived  by  the  code  of  civilized  men.  We  have  not 
fortified  that  little  imaginary  boundary  between  the  great 
United  States  and  smaller  Canada  any  more  than  we  have 
fortified  the  boundary  between  any  two  States,  because  moral 
values  still  live  here.  We  do  not  have  to  put  a  Maginot 
line  along  the  Rio  Grande  or  along  the  Canadian  border 
because  they  are  defended  by  moral  forces  and  respect  for 
them.  So  in  private  life  every  man  does  not  have  to  be  an 
armed  citadel,  conscious  every  moment  that  the  assassin  may 
strike  under  the  cover  of  an  iimocent  appearance. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  are  to  let  this  be  that  kind  of  a  world, 
we  need  not  stop  at  one  place;  we  will  have  to  go  to  yet 
others  in  our  defense.  So  I  hope  that  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  will  approach  this  question  as  an  immediate 
and  proximate  one,  one  which  has  to  do  with  our  immediate 
safety  and  welfare,  and  that  Senators  will  consider  both 
sides  of  the  dilemma,  consider  the  extension  of  our  present 
program,  of  course,  but  consider  whether  or  not  we  may  not 
with  propriety  do  that  which  may  make  unnecessary  even 
the  continuation  of  that  program  to  its  conclusion. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  will  meet  to- 
morrow. I  wish  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  could 
be  there  to  speak  on  that  occasion.  I  wish  they  could  have 
heard  what  the  able  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Walsh)  said  this  morning.  I  wish  they  could  have  heard 
what  the  able  Senator  from  Oklahoma  (Mr.  Thomas],  who 
has  been  leading  the  battle  for  a  more  adequate  armed 
force,  has  said  on  this  floor.  If  they  knew  what  he  knows, 
if  they  knew  what  we  know,  when  we  face  the  facts,  about 
America's  safety,  and  what  is  necessary  to  assure  its  se- 
curity— if  they  were  there,  women,  men,  ministers,  educa- 
tors, college  presidents,  workmen,  ploughmen,  boys  and 
girls — I  believe  they  would  say,  "We  are  not  war  mongers. 
We  do  not  want  to  Intervene  in  war.  But  we  love  oiu"  coun- 
try, we  love  our  country's  laws,  we  love  the  civilization  we 


have  Inherited  from  our  elders,  we  want  to  preserve  it  in 
Its  beauty,  in  its  elegance,  in  its  loveliness. 

We  want  to  make  this  a  better  world  instead  of  a  worse 
one.  and  we  can  see  no  hope  of  it  being  a  better  world  so 
long  as  the  forces  which  Hitler  has  generated  and  propa- 
gated are  loosed  in  their  mad,  destructive  sweep  over  the 
world.  They  would  say,  "Let  us  do  what  we  can  short  of 
war  to  aid  the  Allies  over  there,  to  crush  the  forces  over 
there  against  which  we  are  preparing  right  here  now  in  our 
own  Congress." 

They  said  that  in  the  Gallup  polls.  Seventy-one  percent 
of  our  people  said  it.  They  say  it  in  the  letters,  the  tele- 
grams, and  the  telephone  calls  which  are  coming  into  the 
office  of  every  Senator  on  this  floor,  I  venture  to  say.  They 
say  it  because  in  their  hearts  they  believe  it.  They  believe 
it  so  strongly  that  they  have  not  only  said  it  once,  but  they 
will  continue  to  say  it  until  we  respond  to  their  entreaty,  the 
imploring,  plaintive  cry  of  the  world  that  we  should  help  in 
this  crucial  hour. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missoiu-i.  Mr.  President,  earlier  In  the  day 
I  asked  that  I  might  be  recognized  to  immediately  follow  the 
Senator  from  Florida,  because  I  was  advised  that  the  Senator 
from  Florida  was  going  to  answer  the  few  feeble  remarks  I 
made  yesterday,  and  I  wanted  to  be  in  a  position  to  answer 
what  he  might  say.  Let  me  say  that  there  is  very  little  the 
Senator  has  said  today  which  I  feel  requires  taking  up  the 
time  of  the  Senate  to  answer.  I  have  sat  here  faithfully  all 
day  to  hear  his  remarks,  and  I  might  just  as  well  have  read 
the  Record  of  yesterday,  or  the  record  of  his  remarks  last 
week,  or  the  record  of  some  of  his  radio  speeches,  so  far  as 
any  new  matter  being  presented  for  discussion  was  concerned. 
I  do  not  desire  to  detain  the  Senate,  therefore.  Mr.  President, 
except  to  say  that  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from  Florida 
recites  in  his  joint  resolution  that  certain  matters  are  "meas- 
ures short  of  war"  and  then  goes  on  to  describe  in  the  powers 
enumerated  measures  which  are  war  itself  can  only  be  com- 
pared with  the  old  story  which  I  have  told  on  the  Senate 
floor  before  of  the  time  when  Abraham  Lincoln  turned  around 
to  Seward  at  a  Cabinet  meeting  and  said.  "Seward,  if  you 
were  to  call  a  sheep's  tail  a  leg,  how  many  legs  would  the 
sheep  have?"  Seward  snorted  impatiently  and  said.  "Of 
course,  five."  "No,"  said  Uncoln;  "caUing  a  sheep's  taU  a 
leg  wouldn't  make  it  a  leg." 

So  the  descriptions  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  of  acta 
short  of  war  do  not  make  them  acts  short  of  war. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Florida  is  entirely  earnest  and  honest  in  his  conviction,  but 
I  think  he  would  be  very  much  better  off  and  very  much  more 
consistent  and  candid  with  the  American  people  if  he  said 
publicly  what  he  said  to  me  privately  some  time  ago  when  1 
offered  for  the  Record  a  statement  from  Bishop  Cannon  call- 
ing for  America's  entry  Into  the  war.  and  the  Senator  told 
me  that  he  approved  wholeheartedly  of  that.  So  what  is  the 
use  in  beating  the  devil  aroimd  the  stump  with  such  a  propo- 
sition as  this? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  certainly  would  not  want  to  enter  Into 
any  controversy  as  to  veracity  with  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri. I  would  certainly  accede  to  the  statement  if  the  Sen- 
ator said  he  understood  me  to  say  it.  But  I  have  never  In 
any  conscious  moment  made  even  an  approximate  statement 
of  that  sort  to  the  Senator.  I  have  never  gone  farther  than 
what  I  said  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  yesterday, 
that  there  may  be  a  time  when  we  can  well  present  this 
question  for  decision  to  the  American  people,  but  I  have 
repeatedly  said  that  I  would  not  in  any  sense  of  the  word, 
now  or  ever,  favor  sending  American  boys  either  in  ships, 
airplanes,  or  with  guns  to  fight  in  Europe. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Florida  that  If  we  are  In  disagreement 
about  a  private  conversation  I  certainly  withdraw  the  state- 
ment, but  I  recall  very  well,  indeed,  that  the  other  day  when 
I  offered  for  the  Record  the  flat  statement  from  Bishop  Can- 
non, retired,  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Chiu-ch  South,  in 


Uft 


umiea  biates,  and  this  hemisphere,  and  save  our  citizens 


7458 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


June  4 


I 

I 


^^ch  he  demanded  Immediate  American  entrance  into  the 
war.  and  made  some  remarks  about  the  fact  of  a  clergsonan 
trying  to  bring  about  war.  that  as  I  passed  out  the  Senator 
from  Florida  told  me  that  Bishcp  Cannon  was  absolutely 
right.  If  I  misunderstood  the  Senator  I  withdraw  the  state- 
ment and  I  am  glad  to  apologize  to  him. 

But.  Mr.  President,  the  whole  argument  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida  Is  to  this  effect:  He  says  that  we  should  com- 
mit acts  of  war.  He  calls  them  acts  short  of  war.  Every 
reasonable  man  knows  that  there  are  acts  of  war  which  are 
equivalent  to  the  proposition  of  the  old  nursery  rhyme  we 
used  to  hear  when  we  were  children — 

"Mother,  may  I  go  out  to  swim? 
Yes.  my  darling  daughter; 
'  Hang  3rour  clothes  on  a  hickory  limb. 

But  don't  go  near  the  water." 

Many  people  In  this  country.  Mr.  President,  like  to  go  and 
dabble  their  toes  In  the  war  with  the  idea  of  assisting  with- 
out being  actually  belligerent.  It  cannot  be  done  that  easily. 
Every  man  who  has  ever  had  anything  to  do  with  studying 
military  strategy  knows  that  troops  committed  to  engage- 
ment cannot  be  withdrawn  at  the  will  of  the  commanding 
officer. 

The  very  heroic  sacrifices  of  the  British  Expeditionary 
Force,  their  remarkable  and  heroic  retreat,  which  has  chal- 
lenged the  admiration  of  the  world,  illustrates  that  point  to 
the  fullest  extent.  You  cannot  go  half  in  and  half  out.  as 
the  editorial  read  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  a  little 
while  ago  suggested. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  reminded  of  a  matter  which  I  heard 
about  during  the  World  War.  It  happened  in  a  battalion  in 
the  Rainbow  Division,  that  great  National  Guard  outfit  made 
up  of  units  from  half  the  States  of  the  Union.  It  dealt  with 
a  Regular  Army  Inspector  general  who  afterward  was  evacu- 
ated for  observation  and  treatment  as  to  his  mental  condi- 
tion. He  came  a^ong  to  a  front  line  infantry  battalion  com- 
mander and  said,  "What  signals  do  you  have  to  get  a  bar- 
rage?" The  major  of  infantry  in  the  front  line  said,  "Well, 
sir.  we  have  a  rocket  which  we  send  up,  five  blue  stars  and 
,  three  stars  and  two  white  stars,  and  the  artillery  puts  down 
'  a  barrage  of  5  minutes  on  the  Boche  front  line."  This  great 
inspector  general  said.  "Get  me  a  barrage."  The  major, 
being  well  advised,  said,  "Sir.  we  also  have  a  signal  for  a 
practice  barrage.  We  send  up  a  rocket  with  two  blue  stars, 
and  three  red  stars.  In  which  case  the  artillery  fires  four 
shots  to  assure  us  that  the  communication  is  working."  So 
Colonel  Murphy  said.  "I  did  not  ask  you  ansrthing  about  a 
practice  barrage.  Get  me  a  barrage."  The  major  said,  "Yes, 
sir."  He  sent  up  the  signal  to  bring  down  a  barrage.  The 
artillery  came  down  on  the  German  line.  The  German's 
counter  batteries  replied.  They  got  into  an  engagement 
which  lasted  for  some  30  minutes.  But  as  soon  as  it  started 
the  Inspector  general  turned  around  to  the  infantry  front 
line  commander  and  said.  "All  right  now.  That  is  all  right. 
Stop  it."  The  front-line  commander  said,  "No,  sir;  we  have 
no  signal  for  stopping  It." 

Mr.  President,  as  I  said,  we  talk  about  engaging  in  war  by 
measures  short  of  war.  We  ought  to  be  very  certain  whether 
they  are  measures  short  of  war.  or  acts  of  war. 

I  repeat  what  I  said  yesterday,  and  I  apologize  to  the  Senate 
for  detaining  It  at  all  on  a  subject  which  is  apparently  going 
to  be  a  subject  of  repetition  every  day.  I  say  that  this  Is  a 
subject  which  can  better  be  discussed  in  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Florida.  I 
wish  the  whole  country  could  be  present  at  that  meeting  to- 
morrow morning.  It  is  obvious  that  the  whole  country  can- 
not be  present.  But  as  one  member  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  I  promise  that  I  will  be  there  and  I  will  vote  in 
favor  of  tabling  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Rorida. 

APPROPRIATIONS    POR    CIVIL    PTmCTIOlfS    OP    WAR    DEPARTMENT — 

COirPraKNCI  REPORT 

Mr.  LEE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield  to  me  for  the  purpose  of  submitting  a  conference 


report  on  the  appropriation  bill  providing  for  the  civil  func- 
tions of  the  War  Department? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  submit  the  conference  re- 
port on  House  bQl  8668.  the  War  Department  civil  functions 
aKJropriation  bill,  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  report  will  be  read. 

The  report  was  read  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Hoiues  on  the  amendmenU  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8668) 
making  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941.  for 
dvU  functions  administered  by  the  War  I>partment,  and  for  other 
purposes,  having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to 
recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 
That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendment  numbered  1. 
That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  9  and  10;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  2:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  2,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  »67.365.310:  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  In  disagreement  amendment* 
numbered  3,  4.  5,  6.  7,  8,  11.  12,  13.  14.  15,  16.  17.  18,  19.  20,  21.  and  22. 

Elmx>  Thomas, 
Cabl  Hatden, 
John   H    Overtok. 
Richard  B   Rtrssrn,, 
Morris  Shepparo, 
8TTI.IS  Bkiocis, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

J.  Btteu.  Sntoer. 
Edward  T.  TATix)m, 
David  D.  Tkmmt. 
Ross  A.  CoixiifS, 
John  H.  Kzsr. 
D.   Lane   Powers, 
Albert  J    Enccl, 
Francis  Case, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hotue. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  for  the  immediate  con- 
sideration of  the  conference  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  report. 

Mr.  KING.  iAIr.  President,  I  should  like  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  to  make  an  explanation  before  action  is  taken. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  it  will  take  but 
a  moment  of  explanation.  If  my  colleague  will  further  y^eld, 
I  move  the  adoption  of  the  conference  committee  report,  and, 
if  that  motion  is  carried,  I  desire  to  make  some  subsequent 
motions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  a  mes- 
sage from  the  House  of  Representatives  announcing  its  action 
on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  House  bill  8668,  which 
was  read  as  follows: 

Ik  th«  HotTss  or  Rbpusxntativcs,  VitmD  States, 

May  30.  1940. 

Resolved.  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  th« 
amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  13.  14,  15,  16,  17,  18.  19  and 
20  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  8668)  making  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1941.  for  civil  functions  administered  by  the 
War  Department,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  conciir  therein; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  7  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment,  as  follows: 

After  the  amount  named  In  said  amendment.  Insert:  "Provided. 
That  from  and  after  the  approval  of  this  act,  the  Caddoa  Reservoir 
project  for  flood  control  and  water  conservation  In  Colorado  and 
Kansas,  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  22. 
1936,  shall  be  known  and  designated  on  the  public  records  as  the 
John  Martin  Reservoir  Project  and  that  the  change  In  the  name 
of  such  project  shall  In  nowise  affect  the  rights  of  the  State  of 
Colorado  or  the  State  of  Kansas  or  any  county,  municipality, 
corporation,  association,  or  person,  and  all  records,  surveys,  maps, 
and  public  docvmients  of  the  United  States  or  of  either  of  said 
States  In  which  such  project  is  mentioned  or  referred  to  under 
any  other  name  than  the  John  Martin  Reservoir  Project  shall  be 
held  to  refer  to  such  project  tUKlex  aod  by  the  name  of  John 
Martm  Reservoir  Project."* 
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That  the  Hotise  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  12  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment,  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert: 

"StntVCTS    AND    MAPPtNO 

"For  topographic  surveys  and  mapping  as  projKwed  In  Senate 
Docimaent  No.  54.  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  first  session,  to  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  Geological  Survey,  and 
to  be  applied  to  the  same  objects  (but  not  limited  to  the  amounts 
specified  for  such  objects)  authorized  in  the  Interior  Department 
Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jvme  30.  1941,  in  the 
first  paragraph  under  the  heading  'Geological  Svirvey*  and  In  the 
sub- Item  for  'Topographic  Surveys,'  and  to  the  employment  of  per- 
sonal services  (not  to  exceed  $30,400)  In  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  purchase  of  office  equipment  for  use  In  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, field  and  office  stationery,  and  engraving  and  printing  maps, 
•  1.210.350.  to  remain  available  imtll  June  30.  1942:  Provided.  That 
this  appropriation  shall  be  devoted  to  mapping  In  strategic  areas. 
In  accordance  with  priorities  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
War." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  21  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment,  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  insert: 

"Sec.  2.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  In  this  act 
shall  be  used  directly  or  Indirectly  after  May  1,  1941,  except  for 
temporary  employment  In  case  of  emergency,  for  the  payment  of 
any  civilian  for  services  rendered  by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while 
occupying  a  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive, 
or  supervisory  position  unless  such  person  is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  of  America  or  of  the  Republic  of  Panama:  Provided,  how- 
ever. (1)  That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  In  the  act  approved 
August  11.  1939  (53  Stat.  1409).  limiting  employment  In  the  above- 
mentioned  positions  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  from  and 
after  the  date  of  the  approval  of  said  act.  citizens  of  Panama  may 
be  employed  in  such  positions:  (2)  that  at  no  time  shall  be  num- 
ber of  Panamanian  citizens  employed  In  the  above-mentioned  posi- 
tions exceed  the  number  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  so  em- 
ployed, If  United  States  citizens  are  available  In  continental  United 
States  or  on  the  Canal  Zone:  (3)  that  nothing  In  this  act  shall 
prohibit  the  continued  employment  of  any  person  who  shall  have 
rendered  15  or  more  years  of  faithful  and  honorable  service  on  the 
Canal  2k)ne:  (4)  that  in  the  selection  of  personnel  for  sUlled, 
technical,  administrative,  clerical,  supervisory,  or  executive  posi- 
tions, the  controlling  factors  In  filling  these  positions  shall  be 
efficiency,  experience,  training,  and  education:  (5)  that  all  citizens 
of  Panama  and  the  United  States  rendering  skilled,  technical, 
clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  service  on  the 
Car.al  Zone  under  the  terms  of  this  act  (a)  shall  normally  be 
employed  not  more  than  40  hours  jjer  week,  (b)  may  receive  as 
compensation  equal  rates  of  pay  based  upon  rates  paid  for  similar 
employment  in  continental  United  States  plus  25  percent." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  ajnendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  22  to  said  bUl  and  concvir  therein  with  «n  amend- 
ment, as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert: 
"(6)  this  entire  section  shall  apply  only  to  persons  employed  in 
skilled,  technical,  clericcl.  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory 
positions  on  the  Canal  Zone,  directly  or  Indirectly,  by  any  branch 
of  the  United  States  Government  or  by  any  corporation  or  com- 
pany whose  stock  Is  owned  wholly  or  In  part  by  the  United  States 
Government:  Provided  further.  That  the  President  may  suspend 
ccmpliance  with  this  section  In  time  of  war  or  national  emergency 
If  he  should  deem  such  course  to  be  in  the  public  interest";   and 

That  the  House  Insist  upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  Nos.  3,  4,  6.  6.  8,  and  11  to  said  blU. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  several 
questions. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  As  I  make  the  various  mo- 
tions I  shall  explain  them. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  7  and  12.  I 
shall  explain  those  amendments. 

In  the  case  of  amendment  No.  7  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives has  concurred  with  an  amendment.  The  amendment 
deals  with  the  changing  the  name  of  a  certain  reservoir  in 
Colorado,  the  change  being  from  Caddoa  to  the  John  Martin 
Reservoir  project.  The  Senate  conferees  were  glad  to  con- 
cur in  that  amendment.    That  Is  amendment  No.  7. 

Amendment  No.  12  relates  to  the  making  of  topographic 
surveys  and  maps.  Tliat  is  the  amendment  submitted  by 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  HaydenJ.  The  sub- 
stance of  the  amendment  presents  no  change,  but  some  limi- 
tations were  placed  upon  the  amendment  and  the  Senate 
conferees  concurred. 

So  those  two  amendments  are  embraced  in  my  motion  to 
concur  in  the  amendments  proposed  by  the  House. 


Mr,  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  were  there  other  amend- 
ments? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  There  are  other  amend- 
ments.   I  will  come  to  those  in  orde**. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  They  will  not  be  wi;ted  upon  until  we  shall 
have  information  upon  them? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    No. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas] 
to  concur  in  the  House  amendments  to  Senate  amendments 
Nos.  7  and  12. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  disagree  to  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  21  and  22.  Amendments 
21  and  22  go  together.  They  relate  to  our  relations  with 
the  Panamanian  Republic,  and  employees  on  the  Canal  Zone. 
The  original  House  bill  proposed  to  repeal  the  treaty  in 
question.  The  Senate  added  a  new  section  for  section  2, 
which  was  so  worded,  in  our  opinion,  as  to  permit  of  the 
things  being  done  which  we  desired  done,  and  yet  not  violate 
the  treaty  with  Panama.  So  it  is  desired  that  that  section 
embraced  in  amendments  21  and  22  remain  in  conference. 

There  are  one  or  two  matters  which  can  be  worked  out  If 
there  is  another  conference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  disagree  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos. 
21  and  22. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  further  insist  upon  its  amendments  still  in  dis- 
agreement, request  a  further  conference  with  the  House  of 
Representatives  thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  at  the  further  con- 
ference. 

Before  that  motion  is  acted  upon,  I  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  amendments. 

The  Senate  added  to  the  bill  a  number  of  legislative 
provisions.  Amendment  numbered  3  provides  for  the  raising 
the  ceiling  in  the  Arkansas  Basin,  and  likewise  in  the  White 
River  Basin  of  Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Colorado,  and 
New  Mexico.    That  amendment  is  still  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  numbered  4  has  to  do  with  the  authorization 
of  some  flood-control  works  at  Hartford,  Conn. 

Amendment  numbered  5  relates  to  some  work  at  Pratt- 
ville.  Ala. 

Amendment  numbered  6  relates  to  some  work  at  East 
Hartford,  Conn. 

Amendment  numbered  8  refers  to  legislation  affecting  the 
Sacramento  River,  Calif. 

Amendment  numbered  11  is  the  amendment  submitted  by 
the  senior  Senate  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George]  relating  to 
the  Clark  Hill  Reservoir  in  Georgia. 

Amendments  numbered  13.  14,  15,  16.  and  17,  relate  to  the 
Panama  Csuial.  The  Senate  added  the  sum  of  $15,000,000 
with  which  to  begin  construction  of  the  third  set  of  locks 
in  the  Panama  Canal.  In  addition  to  making  that  appro- 
priation we  provided  a  contract  authorization  in  the  sum  of 
$99,000,000.  The  House  has  agreed  to  those  provisions,  but 
some  adjustments  are  necessary,  and  the  amendments  still 
in  disagreement  relate  to  the  adjustments. 

Amendment  numbered  18  relates  to  the  Panama  Canal 
locks,  having  to  do  with  the  amount  of  money. 

Amendment  numbered  19  is  a  contract  authorization. 

Amendment  numbered  20  relates  to  the  total. 

All  these  legislative  provisions  are  in  disagreement,  and  I 
therefor  submit  the  motion  that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its 
amendments  still  in  disagreement,  ask  for  a  further  confer- 
ence with  the  House  thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  LMr. 
Thomas]. 


p. 
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The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  Officer  (Blr. 
Wiley  in  the  chair)  appointed  Mr  Thomas  of  Oklahoma, 
Mr.  Hatdsm,  Mr.  Ovnioif.  Mr.  Russkll.  Mr.  Shxppabo,  Mr. 
TowNSDfD,  and  Mr.  Bridges  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate  at  the  further  conference. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  yield  to  me  so  that  I  may  propound  a  question 
to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  should  like  to  inquire  whether  or  not  the 
item  with  respect  to  the  acquisition  of  certain  lands  Indis- 
pensable for  the  airport  in  Ogden  was  accepted. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mi.  President,  the  bill  which 
I  have  Just  been  distuasing  is  known  as  the  War  Department 
civil  fimcUons  appropriation  blU.  relating  to  flood  control  and 
matters  of  that  character.  The  Inquiry  now  submitted  re- 
lates to  the  main  War  Department  or  Military  Establishment 
appropriation  bill,  which  is  to  be  taken  up  today  in  the  House, 
and  which  I  understand  will  go  to  conference.  The  conferees 
will  consider  that  item  at  an  early  date. 

AUTHORITT  TO  MOBILIZE  NATIOIf  AL  CTTARD 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rccoed  a  telegram  which  I  have  Just 
received  from  Governor  Lehman,  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
urging  that  Congress  grant  to  the  President  the  authority 
requested  by  him  in  his  message,  to  call  Into  active  service 
such  portion  of  the  National  Guard  as  may  be  deemed  neces- 
sary for  the  national  defense. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Albant.  N.  Y..  June  3.  1940. 
Bon.  RoBSKT  P.  WAONxa. 

United  States  Senate: 
Aa  Oovernor  of  the  State  of  New  York  and  as  constitutional  com- 
mander In  cblef  at  Its  National  Guard.  I  strongly  urge  tbat  tbe 
Congrea*  grant  to  the  President  the  authority  requested  by  him  In 
his  niMMige  of  May  31.  to  call  into  active  service  such  portion  of  the 
National  Guard  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  for  the  national  de- 
fense. I  would  appreciate  It  If  3rou  would  make  my  views  known  to 
the  appropriate  committee*  of  the  Congress. 

HBaBBBT  H.  Lkhmam. 
Governor  o/  New  York. 

REOBGANIZATIOIf  OF  NAVY  DEPARTMEMT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4026) 
providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  Department,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  we  should  add  to  our  slogan  "Keep 
America  out  of  war"  a  new  slogan — "Be  prepared  to  keep 
war  out  of  America."  We  should  speed  this  program  with 
redoubled  effort.  There  was  a  time  when  I  believed  that  If 
America  maintained  an  adequate  peacetime  defense  and  did 
not  interfere  in  the  affairs  of  other  nations  we  could  enjoy 
peace  so  long  as  we  followed  such  a  pohcy;  but  circumstances 
have  forced  me  to  surrender  that  idealistic  belief. 

The  decision  of  remaining  at  peace  or  going  to  war  is  no 
longer  a  matter  of  choice  with  the  nations  of  the  earth.  The 
l>art)aric  philosophy  that  might  makes  right  has  once  again 
returned  to  the  throne. 

No  matter  what  sacrifice  nations  may  make  In  order  to 
remain  neutral,  it  profits  them  nothing.  The  only  guaranty 
of  peace  today  Is  found  in  strong  armament.  Weakness  in- 
vites attack.  Our  good-neighbor  policy  is  based  upon  the 
philosophy  of  brotherly  love  and  good  will  toward  all  men. 
But  such  a  policy  can  be  maintained  only  when  other  nations 
follow  the  same  philosophy.  Today  the  dictator  nations  of 
Europe  and  Asia  respect  no  rights  except  those  which  are 
defended  by  a  superior  force  of  arms.  Therefore,  In  order  to 
guarantee  national  security,  the  United  States  must  embark 
upon  a  program  of  strong  national  defense. 

The  unfolding  of  circumstances  has  shown  that  President 
Roosevelt  foresaw  this  situation  from  the  t)eginning  cf  his 
administration. 

Mr.  President.  In  the  interest  of  our  own  security,  the 
United  States  should  redouble  its  efforts  toward  national 
defense.    We  hear  the  expression  on  every  hand  that  the 


United  States  is  arming  as  fast  as  It  can.  We  hear  the  ex- 
pression that  we  are  doing  all  that  can  be  done,  but  are  we? 
Is  everything  being  done  that  can  be  done,  and  as  rapidly 
as  we  are  capable  of  doing  It?  The  answer  Is  "No."  If  we 
should  be  suddenly  catapulted  Into  war.  we  would  double  our 
present  efforts,  "Rierefore  we  must  double  our  present  efforts 
now. 

First.  All  factories  manufacturing  planes,  tanks,  and  guns 
should  be  placed  on  a  24-hour  schedule.  There  may  be  limi- 
tations to  such  a  program,  but  those  limitations  can  be  over- 
come more  rapidly  if  we  demand  it. 

Second.  We  should  divert  as  much  of  the  W.  P.  A.  funds 
as  possible,  consistent  with  good  administration,  to  the  con- 
struction of  national-defense  projects,  such  as  military  high- 
wasrs,  air  bases,  underground  depots,  permanent  military  bar. 
racks,  and  so  forth. 

Third.  We  should  place  military  training  In  the  C.  C.  C. 
camps  on  a  voluntary  basis,  which  would  provide  a  minimum 
of  3  hours  of  military  training  daily.  Such  training  would 
consist  of  training  In  the  manual  of  arms  and  close-order 
drill. 

Fourth.  We  should  establish  a  ground  school  for  aviation, 
and  furnish  instructors  to  all  public  or  private  schools  apply- 
ing for  them. 

Fifth.  We  should  increase  the  personnel  of  the  F.  B.  I., 
and  require  the  Army  and  Navy  to  increase  the  personnel  of 
their  Intelligence  departments  Immediately  in  order  to  com- 
bat "fifth-column"  activities  within  the  United  States. 

Sixth.  We  should  purchase  surplus  grain  and  food  prod- 
vtcts  in  the  United  States  and  give  them  to  the  Allies  with 
which  to  feed  the  great  army  of  refugees.  This  would  relieve 
the  Allies  of  the  burden  of  supporting  the  refugees,  and  leave 
them  that  much  more  for  their  soldiers.  Such  a  plan  would 
help  the  American  farmer  as  well  as  the  Allies. 

Mr.  President,  these  are  only  some  of  the  things  which 
could  be  done  to  speed  our  national -defense  program. 

There  is  another  phase  of  our  national  defense  which  is 
equally  Important.  I  t>elieve  the  United  States  is  interested 
In  the  success  of  the  Allied  armies  In  Europe. 

If  the  Allied  fleet  should  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  Nazis, 
the  future  for  America's  security  would  not  be  bright.  We 
might  as  well  face  the  facts.  All  sea  power  but  the  American 
fleet  would  then  be  in  the  hands  of  the  dictators.  In  such 
a  situation  would  America  be  able  to  defend  the  Monroe 
Doctrine?     It  Is  hardly  likely. 

Neither  Is  it  likely  that  Hitler  would  strike  at  the  United 
States  with  a  "blitzkrieg";  but  it  is  more  likely  that  he  would 
strike  through  "fifth  column"  activities  in  some  of  the  coun- 
tries to  the  south  of  us  where  he  already  has  strong  support, 
and  there  establish  a  base. 

Prom  that  day  on  it  would  be  necessary  for  the  United 
States  to  spend  all  we  could  rake  and  scrape  for  national 
defense,  and  live  In  a  state  of  constant  uncertainty,  as  the  fear 
of  attack  would  hang  like  a  pall  over  our  country. 

Therefore  It  Is  imperative  that  the  United  States  redouble 
all  efforts  toward  national  defense.  We  are  in  a  race  against 
time.  It  is  true  that  the  odds  are  against  us.  That  is  all  the 
more  reason  why  we  should  put  our  entire  defense  program 
on  a  24-hour  schedule. 

By  speeding  up  our  defense,  we  shall  be  placing  our  fac- 
tories on  a  mass-production  basis  which  will  make  defense 
weapons  avaUable  to  the  United  States  if  and  when  we  should 
need  them. 

Furthermore,  by  speeding  up  our  defense  program  we  can 
make  available  at  an  earlier  date  planes,  tanks,  and  mecha- 
nized equipment,  which  are  so  desperately  needed  by  the 
Allies. 

Mr,  President,  time  is  of  the  essence.  Every  day  and  every 
hour  is  valuable  to  the  future  liberty  and  security  of  the 
United  States.  What  would  England  give  today  for  some  of 
the  weeks  she  wasted  under  her  policy  of  wait  and  see? 

The  speed  with  which  we  increase  our  military  defenses  on 
the  sea  and  In  the  air  may  mean  the  difference  between  being 
able  to  maintain  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  being  compelled  to 
at)andon  it. 
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Therefore  it  is  our  patriotic  duty  to  throw  ovu-  national- 
defense  program  in  high  gear  and  maintain  the  fastest  possi- 
ble tempo  until  we  have  a  sea  and  air  force  capable  of  de- 
fending the  western  world. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  the  pending  bill  (S.  4026)  for 
the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  Department  has  my  support. 
I  am  supporting  the  President's  requests  for  appropriations 
for  national  defense  100  percent,  but  I  am  not  for  interven- 
tion in  Europe's  rrar.  It  is  a  time  to  keep  our  feet  on  the 
ground.  This  Nation  has  settled  down,  doggedly,  deter- 
minedly, and.  we  all  hope,  Intelligently  to  prepare  speedily  a 
national  defense  adequate  to  meet  whatever  may  come  in  the 
future. 

Our  first  task  is  to  mobilize  our  resources  to  create  an  ade- 
quate national  defense  for  the  United  States.  In  the  next 
few  months  we  probably  cannot  go  too  far  nor  too  fast  in 
the  construction  of  airplanes,  in  the  mechanization  of  the 
Army,  in  strengthening  the  Navy,  in  the  training  of  airplane 
pilots  and  crews,  in  shifting  as  much  as  is  necessary  our 
manufacturing  Interests  to  a  war  basis. 

We  can  do  this  while  keeping  in  mind  that  the  United 
States  is  not  at  war.  and  I  do  not  believe  It  will  be  necessary 
for  the  United  States  to  go  to  war.  My  sympathies  are  all 
with  the  Allies,  and  the  sentiment  of  our  country  is  over- 
whelmingly for  the  Allies,  but  so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  am 
emphatically  opposed  to  sending  our  boys  overseas  to  fight 
other  peoples'  wars.  We  do  not  belong  in  Europe's  power 
political  game.  But  so  far  as  our  domestic  economy  is  con- 
cerned, the  realities  of  the  situation  demand  that  in  building 
up  our  national  defense.  In  several  fields  we  must  conduct 
ourselves  as  if  we  were  at  war,  or  might  be  at  war  within  a 
short  time. 

We  should  have  all  the  airplanes.  batUeships.  tanks,  and 
tix>ops  necessary  to  meet  any  possible  attack.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  mobilize  troops  by  the  millions. 

It  is  necessary  to  mobilize  our  industries,  our  agriculture, 
our  labor,  our  resources,  to  perfect  an  impregnable  national 
defense. 

It  is  only  realistic  to  face  the  fact  that  a  modem  war  is 
not  waged  by  armies  alone.  Modern  war  is  industrial  war. 
It  is  total  war.  Success  depends  upon  how  well  the  re- 
sources of  the  nation  back  of  the  battle  lines  are  organized 
and  coordinated,  as  well  as  upon  the  organized  military 
forces  at  the  front. 

That  is  why  the  organization  and  functioning  of  a  na- 
tional defense  council  is  fully  as  Important — ^in  many  re- 
spects even  more  important — as  the  appropriation  by  Con- 
gress of  four  billion  or  five  billion  dollars  for  the  national 
defense  program.  The  President  has  done  the  right  thing  in 
asking  for  these  appropriations.  He  has  done  the  right  thing 
In  creating  the  National  Defense  Commission.  My  one  pos- 
sible criticism  might  be  that  the  Commission  should  have 
more  responsibility  and  more  power  than  so  far  apparently 
has  been  conferred  upon  It. 

In  view  of  the  fast  changing  world  picture,  and  Its  reper- 
cussions upon  the  United  States,  I  feel  that  Congress  should 
remain  In  session,  prepared  to  act  as  occasion  may  demand. 
My  feeling  that  Congress  should  remain  in  session  is 
heightened  by  the  request  of  the  President  that  he  be  given 
authority  to  call  out  the  National  Guard  for  service  wherever 
needed,  after  the  adjournment  of  Congress. 

If  need  for  the  services  of  the  National  Guard  is  that 
Imminent.  I  say  Congress  would  be  derelict  in  its  duty  if  it 
should  adjourn.  The  authority  to  call  out  the  guard,  be- 
yond what  authority  the  President  now  has  in  that  respect, 
should  be  exercised  by  Congress  and  the  President  as  a 
team — the  team  he  spoke  of  in  his  recent  message  delivered 
at  the  joint  session  of  the  two  branches  of  Congress. 

I  also  feel  that  Congress  should  study  the  question  of 
financing  preparedness  preparations  with  due  care,  and  de- 
cide, very  frankly,  whether  the  tax  measure  now  under  con- 
sideration in  a  committee  at  the  other  end  of  the  Capitol  is 
adequate.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Federal  Government 
should  adopt  more  of  a  pay-as-you-go  policy  in  national 


defense — and  also  In  the  entire  field  of  governmental  ex- 
penditures. 

The  sacrifices  which  the  people  of  the  United  States  will 
be  called  upon  to  make,  should  not  go  to  the  benefit  of 
another  set  of  "war  baby"  millionaires.  The  tax  legislation 
enacted  should  contain  a  provision  to  prevent  profiteering, 
perhaps  through  a  stringent  excess-profits  tax.  The  defense 
expenditures  should  go  for  national  defense,  not  to  line  the 
pockets  of  the  greedy. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  received  hundreds,  thousands  of  let- 
ters In  the  past  few  weeks  from  people  in  all  sections  of  the 
United  States.  They  represent  all  classes  of  American  cit- 
izens. Including  a  great  many  veterans  of  the  World  War. 

These  people  are  practically  unanimous  in  support  of  a 
strong  national  defense  program.  The  vast  majority  of 
them  are  opposed  to  United  States  intervention  in  foreign 
wars. 

I  find  myself  in  entire  agreement  with  that  position. 

I  do  not  believe  it  Is  our  destiny,  nor  do  I  believe  It  is 
within  our  power,  to  settle  the  age-long  disputes  of  the  Old 
World.  Once  we  adopt  such  a  policy,  we  will  find  ourselves 
fighting  other  people's  wars  for  them  every  generation.  I 
am  not  ready  to  adopt  such  a  program.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  a  few  of  the  letters  I  have  received  and  excerpts 
from  some  others  be  printed  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Wiley  in  the  chair). 
Without  objection  permission  is  granted. 

The  letters  and  excerpts  are  as  follows: 

TT   .*  ^  «.  .       „  Philadelfhia,  Pa.,  May  19.  1940. 

United  States  Senator  Arthuh  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:  I  am  a  World  War  veteran.    To  foster 
peace.  I  urge  that   we: 

1.  Do  not  issue  any  blank  checks. 

2.  Earmark  all  preparedness  moneys  for  defense  only. 

3.  Let  us  take  over  the  Islands  of  the  beUlgerenta  in  the  west 
Atlantic  as  part  payment  of  their  Just  debts. 

4.  Investigate  previous  New  Deal  spending  for  the  Army  and 
Navy. 

5.  Keep  from  meddling  In  Eiirope's  war. 

Sincerely, 

C.  R.  Fishes. 

Washington,  D.  C.  May  20,  1940. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:  Thank  God  you  had  the  courage  to  speak 
the  truth.     If  only  we  had  more  men  like  you  who  are  not  afraid. 
I  am  1.000  percent  In  favor  of  defense — defense  of  America 
Do  everything  in  your  power  to  keep  the  United  States  out  of 
war. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Wii.  P.   Capp. 

„        .  Brookltn,  N.  Y..  May  18.  1940. 

Hon.  Arthur  Capper, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  I  heard  you  speak  over  the  air  the  other  night  It 
was  a  grand  speech;  keep  up  the  good  work.  I  served  in  the  late 
war  and  believed  we  were  fighting  for  freedom,  but  now  I  know 
we  were  fighting  for  Imperialism.  Let's  not  send  our  boys  to  die 
again. 

RespectfuUy, 

Harolo  Thompson. 

United  States  Veterans'  Hospital, 

Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Hon.  Arthttr  Capper, 

Senator  from  Kansas. 
Dear  Sir:  I  wish  to  thank  you  and  to  commend  you  in  the 
most  sincere  and  heartfelt  way  after  listening  to  your  great  and 
courageous  radio  address  this  evening.  If  your  coUeagues  have 
the  intelligence  to  see  the  European  situation  as  you  see  it,  then 
America  has  nothing  to  fear  from  any  country. 
CordlaUy  yours. 

J.  a.  LnaoLo. 

Baltimore,  Md..  May  17,  1940. 
Hon.  ARTHtJR  Capper, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator   Capper:  As   a   veteran  of   the   Spanish- American 
War  and  the  World  War  (a  private  In  the  first  and  a  colonel  In 
the  second),  please  allow  me  to  congratulate  you  on  your  broad- 
cast, to  which  I  Just  listened. 

I  served  In  Prance  before  the  Armistice;   after  that,  served  for 
several  years  as  military  attach^  to  omx  legations  In  Copenhagen, 
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BeUlnia.  uid  Riga;  and  trmveled  octesatvely  In  Pofamd  aiDd  Ocr- 
maay.  In  all.  I  have  spent  about  10  yean  of  my  life  in  Europe. 
The  leaaon  I  learned  from  that  experience  is  that  we  should  keep 
out  at  Curope's  wars. 

It  Is  my  slnoere  hope  that  you  will  continue  to  pound  this  belief 
Into  the  minds  of  the  American  people,  who  are  being  aroxised 
to  a  hysterical  pitch  by  the  press,  radio  commenUtors.  and  even 
our  Ooremment.  I  am  strongly  In  favor  of  preparedness,  but 
ahaoiutcly  sgaloat  partielpatloQ  in  war  unless  we  are  attacked, 
and  I  can  sec  no  Immediate  danger  of  attack. 
Very  respectfully  yours. 

IF  osTHZifCTOif  HoiXTnaT. 


CaMBnc,  If.  J..  May  19.  1940. 
Senator  Mmtbvw  A.  Cappb. 

WmMiitngfton,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dcab  Sknatob:  The  opinions  you  expressed  tonight  over  the 
radio  I  heartily  agree  with  I  served  In  the  last  war  as  a  lieutenant 
medical  ottoar  in  the  United  SUtes  Navy  from  which  I  resigned 
in  1934.  I  certainly  do  agree  with  you  that  we  should  mind  our 
own  business  and  stop  making  faces  at  countries  with  whom  we  do 
not  happen  to  agree. 

Very  sincerely  youra, 

CaaaoLL  H.  Paaivcis.  M.  D. 


X)BxmorT.  IbcB..  Maw  if.  i»*0. 

Beoator  AaiMua  Cappoi. 

Congrtta  of  the  United  States,  Washington,  D.  C. 
DKAa  Sknato*  CAPPxa;  As  a  World  War  veteran  and  the  father 
of  an  18-year-old  son.  I  want  to  add  my  thanks  and  sincere  ap- 
precuticoi  to  those  of  other  thousands  of  fathers  who  heard  your 
speech  tonight.  The  splendid  manner  In  which  you  presented 
America's  case  In  relation  to  the  war  in  Europe  strengthens  the 
hope  of  every  parent  who  heard  your  broadcast  that  America's  sons 
will  never  again  be  called  to  spend  their  blood  In  Europe's  war. 

Wit^  every  good  wlah  for  the  success  of  your  labors  In  Washing- 
ton, I  am, 

Vary  truly  yotira. 

A.  R.  SRazEvz. 

CoLoaAoo  SpaiNcs,  Colo.,  Ma^  18.  1940. 
Hon.  AKTHrm  Catvtm, 

United  States  Senate.  Waahington,  D.  C. 
DcAS  SzMAToa:   I  beard  your  radio  address  last  evening  on  non- 
intervention  in   the  European  war  and   eiulorae  those  sentiments 
roo  percent.     I  was  a  machine  gunner  in  the  A.  E.  P.  during  the 
l«st  war  and  I  am  ready  to  Oght  af^aln  when  our  country  is  In- 
vaded, but  not  until  then.     I  am  oppcsod  to  putting  the  lives  of 
our  boys  at  the  disposal  of  the  British  Empire. 
With  sincere  appreciation,  I  am. 
Respectfully  yours, 

AxTBtra  E.  Wai.kxx. 

Kansas  Crrr.  Mo..  May  20.  1940. 

Senator  Aaini'i  Cap  mix  ■ 

I^Aa  HoNoaABLx  SxNATOx:  I  wish  to  congratulate  you  on  your 
radio  talk:  that  speech  of  yours  should  have  been  heard  by  every 
person  in  these  United  States  I  agree  with  you  100  percent.  If 
awgo  to  war  again  lor  those  foreigners  we  will  no  doubt  have  a 
dMstor  and  more  debts  and  lose  our  liberties  as  well. 
Tours  very  truly, 

J.  L.  BERNAUnt. 

Member  of  V.  F.  W..  Louis  A  Craig  Port  So.  18,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

DSNVsa.  Cou>.,  May  20.  1940. 
Senator  Ajernim.  CAppsa. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
DcAK  SzNAToa  Cappek:   We,  as  real  American  people,  certainly  did 
appreciate  your  radio  address  Friday  evening.    We  feel  deeply  grate- 
ful for  such  Senators  as  you.     Am  sure  if  enough  Senators  would 
express  such  views  they  would  keep  us  out  of  war 

Would  like  to  see  you  Senators  send  Harrv  Bridges.  Prltz  Kuhn. 
and  other  Communist  sllens  back  to  their  beloved  Hitler. 

Also  see  that  Congressman  Dies  gets  some  of  the  big  money  being 
passed  around  for  his  e.xcellent  work,  defending  our  country  within. 
Again  we  thank  you  for  your  high  Ideas,  and  the  courage  to  present 
them 

Moat  ainoarely. 

1ft.  AHD  IIEB.  C.  Q.  PBICS. 

Cltdb.  KAMa..  Jfcy  20, 1940. 
Senator  CASisa. 

Wa-ihrngton,  D.  C. 

Dbab  Skmatob:  Tout  radio  talk  ywterday  was  Twy  good,  and  I 
want  to  thank  you  very  much  for  the  stand  you  are  still  taking  on 
that  war.  We  agree  with  everything  that  Colonel  Lindbergh  said  In 
big  radio  talk  last  evezun^.  We.  oX  tne  American  Legion,  bave  al- 
ways been  in  favor  of  adequate  national  defense,  but  only  to  be  used 
in  our  land,  and  to  protect  our  ihores,  and  let  the  Suropeau  war  be 
their  war  and  not  ours. 

Now  then.  Senator,  let's  have  adeqiiate  "»»«^»«tI  defense,  but  only 
to  protect  our  own  land  and  shorea. 
Very  sincerely, 

John  Koch. 


BsuaosB,  Loiro  Island,  N.  T..  Mmg  17,  1940. 

Senator  AxTBtrB  Cafpcx. 

Senofe  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

DxAa  Sn :  I  wish  to  congratulate  you  on  your  stand  against  Amer- 
ican Intervention  In  the  European  war.  It  is  too  bad  we  have  not 
more  Americans  like  you  in  the  Senate,  to  really  represent  the  Amer- 
ican people.  We  are  willing  to  defend  our  grand  country  of  America 
any  time,  but  never  again  to  cross  the  ocean  to  save  a  bunch  of 
tyrants. 

Mora  power  to  yoti,  and  let's  hope  others  will  follow  joxa  stepa. 

J.  C.  Plkiceno. 

PLKKINO-jACXSON-SzKVXa  PoflT  No.  6. 

Atchison.  Kant..  May  21.  1940. 
Bon.  Abthub  Cappik. 

United  States  Senator.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr  Oeax  ScNAToa  Cappxx  :  I  agree  with  you  and  Colonel  Lindbergh 
on  this  war  situation. 

We  shoxild.  under  no  drctunstances.  send  troops  to  Europe.  We 
have  no  business  in  these  European  troubles.  No  other  country 
In  the  Western  Hemisphere  is  tiying  to  intermediate  and  neither 
should  we. 

In  the  World  War  Russia  and  Italy  were  alined  with  the  Allies. 
In  this  war  they  are  alined  with  Germany.  In  the  World  War 
Turkey  was  alined  with  Germany,  but  in  this  war  Turkey  is  alined 
with  France  and  England.  Why  should  we  mess  in  such  a  tangled 
mess  of  European  politics  as  that? 

I  am  for  preparedness,  but  for  defense  against  Invasion  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere  only,  but  such  an  eventuality  is  not  likely 
at  least  for  another  generation.  In  other  words,  even  if  Germany 
should  conquer  France  and  England,  she  will  be  so  exhausted  that 
it  will  be  another  generation  before  she  could  even  think  of  in- 
vading the  Western  Hemisphere.  I  am  out  of  patience  with  this 
hysteria  mongerlng.  which  is  the  next  thing  to  war  mongering. 
coming  from  high  places. 

Yours  very  sincerely,  n   p  ir 

Commander  Fleming-Jackson-Seever  Post. 

BouLDOt.  Colo.,  May  17.  1940. 
Hon.  AaTHTTa  Capper. 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senato*  Capper:  Tour  radio  address  this  evening  was  a 
sensible  one.  I  sutwcribe  to  your  ideas  100  percent.  There  has  been 
too  much  war  hysteria  displayed  these  last  few  days  and  the  people 
of  this  country  need  some  cold  reasoning. 

My  life  was  ruined  by  the  last  war  and  I  am  now  living  on  a  small 
pittance  from  the  Government — I  don't  want  any  other  American 
boys  to  go  through  the  hell  I  went  through. 

While  I  believe  in  preparedness.  I  think  it  must  be  done  with 
some  understanding  and  not  by  a  few  emotionally  blinded  men. 
If  this  country  spends  $2,000,000  000  blindly.  It  may  not  be  any 
more  prepared  at  the  end  than  It  Is  now.  It  isn't  the  quantity  of 
war  materials  that  counts,  but  the  quality. 

I  am  sure  the  majority  of  the  people  In  Colorado  believe  that 
we  should  stay  out  of  E\irope.  Every  World  War  veteran  I  know  is 
of  that  opinion  and  moat  of  them  believe  that  the  last  war  was  a 
mistake. 

Tours  sincerely,  ^  ^  ..^ 

'  OXBOLD  C.   WlCBMANir. 

Tacoua.  Wash..  May  20.  1940. 
Bon.  Arthttr  Capper, 

United  States  Senator,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  Allow  me  to  express  my  deepest  appreciation  for  yoiir 
splendid  and  courageous  radio  broadcast  of  recent  date.  As  a  great 
and  fearless  American,  keep  up  your  brave  and  noble  fight  in 
behalf  of  our  Nation  and  In  behalf  of  ovu-  boys  and  ovur  loved  ones. 
Americans  will  gladly  fight  and  die  for  the  protection  of  our 
glorious  country — our  good  old  U.  S.  A.  for  which  I,  too.  had  the 
honor  to  shed  my  blood  upon  the  battlefield. 

However,  this  time  ft  is  not  a  matter  of  saving  our  cotintry  but 
to  save  foreign  kings  and  empires. 

Very  reepectfxilly.  

J-  H.  Zecendxb, 
(Served   In    the   One    Hundred    and    Porty-flfth    Infantry 
A.  E.  P..  wounded  September  26.  1918.) 

__  Mountain  Lakbb.  N.  J. 

Bon.  Arthttr  C.^ppEa. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
IIT  DkAi  SiMAToa  CAiTst:  Thank  you  for  your  very  fine  radio 
address  Friday  night.  I  am  only  one  of  many  mothers  whose  sons 
are  of  draft  age  wbo  wlah  all  our  Senators  felt  as  you  do  about  the 
lauauit  war  In  Europe.  We  have  already  organized  as  a  mothers' 
league  and  hope  to  defeat  any  Presidential  candidate  that  advo- 
cates our  entrance  into  war  abroad. 
Very  truly  youra, 

Mas.  BaaniA  L.  Cook.  , 

-      ^      . BntKELET,  Caup..  May  20,  1940. 

Senator  AcTHrm  Cappb, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

*•''  DKAa  Senator:   I  am  a  member  of  the  National  Mothers  Le- 

P"**  *  ?*^  organlaatlon  which  is  encouraging  mothers  to  do  some- 

Uxlng  about  keeping  their  sons  out  of  Europe's  awful  slaughter- 

bouse.    Our  boys  are  already  being  caUed  "Teds"   because   they 
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don't  want  to  stop  bullets  in  a  war  which  was  none  of  their  making 
and  will  not  bring  lasting  peace.  We  look  to  you  to  hold  President 
Roosevelt  from  intervention  in  this  war.  We  hear  that  war  hys- 
teria started  by  German  victories  and  augmented  by  President 
Roosevelt's  defense-program  speech.  Please  help  us  who  see  no 
good  In  American  intervention,  to  Iceep  us  out  of  war. 

Mrs.  a.  A.  M.  RtrssELL. 


Long  Island,  N.  Y.,  May  19.  1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  Capper, 

Senate  Chamber,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:  Permit  me  to  congratulate  you  on  your 
radio  speech  of  the  other  night,  in  which  you  asserted  your  oppo- 
sition to  the  Involvement  of  the  United  States  in  the  European 
war. 

This  is  as  It  should  be.  We  must  keep  our  resources  here,  so  that 
we  will  be  in  a  position  to  defend  our  Institutions  should  we  be 
attacked. 

Will  you  kindly  continue  your  opposition  to  any  Involvement  of 
our  Nation  by  means  of  military,  financial,  naval,  or  air  aid  to  the 
belligerents,  directly  or  indirectly. 

May  I  be  pardoned  If  I  state  that  I  am  of  Pennsylvania  colonial 
ancestry,  a  member  of  the  Sons  of  the  American  Revolution,  and  a 
veteran  of  the  American  forces  in  the  World  War. 
Very  truly  yours, 

GoDPRET  VON  Hope. 
President,  Allied  Civics  of  Forest  Hills  and  Vicinity,  Forest 
Hills.  Long  Island,  S.  Y. 

I  Pbtalttma.  Calip. 

Hon.  Artrxtr  Capper, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Honorable  Sm:  Please  accept  my  sincere  appreciation  for  the 
fearless  manner  in  which  you  handled  your  discussion  on  the 
European  crisis  on  the  radio  tonight.  If  only  we  had  more  men 
like  you  In  oiu-  Congress. 

We  all  do  want  to  defend  otir  country  when  necessary,  but  why 
should  we  become  involved  in  a  war  which  does  not  concern  us? 
We  gave  our  brothers  and  other  loved  ones  In  the  last  war.  now 
must  we  give  our  own  precious  sons.  I  am  a  widow  and  have  raised 
my  sons,  given  them  good  educations  at  a  great  deal  of  self-sacri- 
fice; certainly  I  am  not  Interested  in  such  vague  reasons  as  safe 
for  democracy,  etc.    We  had  all  that  once  before. 

More  power  to  you.  and  God  ble£s  you. 

Mrs.  Clara  Blooic. 

•  I  Denver,  Colo.,  May  20,  1940. 

Hon.  Arthttr  Capper, 

United  States  Senate  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  I  was  delighted  to  hear  your  speech  over  the 
radio  the  other  evening.  Frankly.  I  think  there  is  a  lot  of 
hysteria  in  the  administration;  it  is  the  old  proposition  of  guaran- 
teeing 8omet>cdy's  war  in  E^irope.  As  you  know,  I  went  all  through 
that  stuff  in  1917  and  1918.  and  of  course  we  were  the  goats,  and 
we  would  be  the  goats  if  we  got  into  It  this  time. 

Any  time  we  get  into  the  idea  of  guaranteeing  the  Allies  in  their 
different  wars  or  any  other  country  over  there  in  their  different 
wars  we  are  the  "saps,"  and  we  get  nothing  out  of  It  except  hatred, 
contempt,  and  lack  of  respect.  The  fact  is,  anyone  that  knows 
anything  at  all  knows  that  we  couldn't  do  a  single  thing  to  help 
the  Allies  if  we  did  go  into  the  war  now.  because  we  are  not 
prepared  enough  to  do  anything  quickly  and  anything  that  isn't 
done  quickly  is  a  wasted  effort.  I  think  we  have  alx)Ut  as  much 
as  we  can  attend  to  to  take  care  of  this  country  of  ours  here  and 
we  haven't  built  up  the  business  sitttatlon  to  stand  the  tax  load 
and  the  debt  load,  to  guarantee  the  defense  preparedness,  and  we 
have  to  build  up  otir  Internal  situation  economically  and  indus- 
trially, so  that  we  can  build  up  a  real  defense,  and  we  have  to 
get  down  to  brass  tacks  in  not  throwing  oiu  money  to  the  four 
winds  and  getting  nothing  for  it. 

We  really  ought  to  get  a  conunlttee  composed  of  the  House  and 
the  Senate  together  with  naval  and  war  exp>erts  together  with  the 
greatest  industrialists  that  we  have,  to  work  out  just  how  we  are 
going  to  spend  the  money  the  best  way  to  bring  about  real  defense. 
We  can't  go  on  depending  solely  upon  those  that  have  been 
responsible  for  the  outlay  of  the  f7,000,000,000  the  past  7  years 
to  get  results.  During  the  next  several  years  we  must  have  people 
defining  what  must  be  done  and  then  seeing  that  it  Is  done,  so 
that  we  do  reaUy  get  sometbing  in  the  way  of  real  defense. 

I  Ralpm  W.  Smfth. 

331  West  Eighty -fifth  Street,  New  Tork  Cmr. 
Senator  AjtruuR  Capper. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Weuhington,  D.  C. 

Mr  Dear  Senator:  I  am  writing  this  as  you  are  speaking.  I  am 
writing  as  a  veteran  born  in  Washington  and  who  naturally  enlisted 
In  the  last  war. 

I  have  not  found  one  veteran  who  favors  our  entering  the  war. 

Should  the  United  States  enter  the  war.  1  would  volunteer  again 
as  I  did  last  time,  but  until  that  time  comes  I  shall  oppose  with 
what  little  power  I  have  every  attempt  to  involve  us  in  this 
confilct. 

Can  you  not  bring  out  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  the  cost  of 
the  last  war?  The  fact  that  only  a  portion  of  that  cost  sp>ent  in 
armament  would  Insure  us  completely  against  any  invasion  less  the 
cost  of  thousands  of  lives  and  heartaches. 


Thousands  of  refugees  have  come  to  New  York  In  the  pa«t  f*w 
years.  No  one  can  count  the  thousands  who  have  come  in  legally 
and  illegally  In  the  past  few  years.  I  will  vouch  for  the  fact  that 
2.000  refugees  have  parsed  the  medical  examination  in  New  York, 
and  I  feci  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  twice  that  many  have  passed  the 
bar  examination.  If  we  go  to  war.  these  people,  being  nationals  of 
another  country,  will  be  exempt  from  the  draft,  and  our  men  will 
return  from  the  conflict  to  find  their  Jobs  and  practices  taken  over 
by  foreigners. 

My  only  Interest  Is  in  America — In  seeing  it  the  same  kind  of 
country  for  my  children  that  it  was  for  me  as  a  chUd  in  Washington. 
Sincerely, 

J.   Gtrr  JUENEMANN. 

Chanute,  Kans.,  June  3,  1940. 
Senator  Capper. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
We,  the  repre-sentotives  of  the  United  Brethren  Church.  Earlton. 
Kans.,  do  hereby  object  to  giving  the  President  power  over  our 
Constitution  and  Congress. 

Jim  Tatlor,  President. 
S.  T.  Walklet,  Secretary. 

WicHrrA,  Kans.,  May  31,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthttr  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir  :  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  the  present  defense  appropria- 
tion as  a  guard  to  keep  us  out  of  war. 

As  a  mother  I  sincerely  hope  you  will  vote  against  the  amending 
of  the  Johnson  Act  and  give  your  wholehearted  support  to  such 
legislation  as  wUl  keep   us  out  of   war  during   adjournment  of 
-Congress. 

Sincerely. 

Mrs.  Cora  Darmer, 
American  Mothers,  Inc. 

Manhattan,  Kans.,  Jfoy  9.  1940. 
fienator  Arthttr  Capper. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  We  wish  to  express  our  burning  desire  to  stay  out 
of  the  European  conflict.  Once  we  fought  England's  battles  and 
she  made  no  attempt  to  pay  the  debt  that  she  owes  us.  This  should 
be  a  lesson  to  the  United  States.  Poland  had  no  air  force,  and  prac- 
tically no  navy.  She  was  crushed  in  no  time.  The  same  thing  hap- 
pened to  Denmark  and  Norway.  Germany  did  not  attack  England 
or  Prance  directly  t>ecause  these  countries  were  armed  with  defen- 
sive weapons.  This  should  l>e  another  lesson  to  the  United  States. 
The  United  States  must  arm  if  she  is  to  stay  out  of  war.  We  want 
an  air  force  that  will  not  allow  any  enemy  plane  across  our  bound- 
aries; we  want  a  navy  that  will  not  allow  any  enemy  ship  1o  get 
within  300  miles  of  our  coast  lines.  If  we  do  this  there  is  no  reason 
for  the  United  States  to  go  to  Europe  to  fight  their  battles. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Glenn  W.  Taylor,  Mrs.  Arthur  Devor,  Lora  Frawnfelder.  Ber- 
nard Schlim,  Kem  Sitterley,  Dean  Engwall,  Foster  Yeager, 
Paul  C.  Dooley,  Mrs.  Yeager.  Lester  Barrett.  Albert  R. 
Hanks,  Vernon  Rector,  Lucille  Mcintosh,  H.  H.  Elliott. 

Kansas  Crrr,  Kans.,  June  1,  1940. 
Hon.  ARTHtTR  Capper, 

The  United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:   Will  you  please  use  yotir  influence  to  stop 
any  legislation  which  would  give  the  President  of  the  United  States 
the  power  to  call  out  the  National  Guard  for  extended  training  at 
times  when  war  has  not  been  declared? 

All  the  men  In  the  National  Guard  have  been  told  that  they  would 
not  be  called  into  Federal  service  unless  Congress  declared  war.  Any 
change  In  this  policy  would  put  the  National  Guard  recruiting  offi- 
cers in  an  embarrassing  position,  unless  the  men  who  cared  to  would 
be  allowed  a  discharge  upon  their  application. 

Let  me  urge  you  to  stand  for  prep>aredness  and  national  defense, 
but  build  this  with  men  who  enter  tlie  service  with  the  intention 
of  continued  service  in  jjeace  times. 

Let  me  urge  further  that  the  power  to  call  the  National  Guard  Into 
Federal  service  still  be  kept  in  the  hands  of  Congress. 
Yours  sincerely, 

L.  B.  Glotnx.  M.  D. 

ToPEKA,  Kans.  May  21,  1940. 
Senator  Arthttr  Capper, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Mr  Dear  Senator  Capper:  I  am  writing  you  for  a  group  of  church 
women,  to  thank  you  for  your  clear  thinking  and  speaking  against 
our  panic  Into  war.  Your  radio  talks  the  past  2  weeks  have  seemed 
to  caU  to  sanity  and  against  the  mad  rush  Into  the  spending  and 
wasting  of  money,  and  perhaps  life,  on  ill-considered  plans,  or  no 
plans  at  all,  and  we  do  not  fail  to  express  our  gratitude. 

It  will  take  months  or  years  to  secure  any  appreciable  results  for 
defense  from  the  money  so  voted,  so  time  need  not  t>e  lost.  It  seems 
to  us  In  Kansas,  if  there  Is  well-considered  mental  and  industrial 
preparedness  to  secure  wise  use  of  the  large  sums  so  freely  voted. 
Very  sincerely. 

Ma  Bells  Tatn^  M.  IX 
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Donm.  Coua..  May  17.  1940. 
Senator  Aktrtts  CArm, 

United  Sistea  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 

DcA«  Sis:  My  tunily  and  visiting  friends  were  deeply  gratified  to 
hear  you  apeak  In  such  uncompromising  terms  for  the  continued 
BonlnterrenUon  of  the  United  States  In  the  current  Bimspean  war. 
Tboae  of  us  who  lire  far  from  the  seat  of  national  planning  and 
JMCkmhlp.  and  hurt  an  Increasingly  oKnre  dllScult  time  keeping  up 
with  developments  In  Washington,  like  to  know  that  the  cause  of 
national  sanity  has  such  powerful  champions  as  yourself.  Espe- 
cially Is  this  so  when  there  seems  to  be  no  end  of  voices  raised  In  the 
clamor  for  a^aln  maklnic  the  tragic  mistake  of  1917.  On  every  turn 
•re  to  be  found  Impassioned  appeals,  using  the  same  methods  as 
a  decades  ago.  ur^'lng  us  to  leave  our  own  shores  and  stake  our 
lives,  progress,  nattunal  security,  and  our  democratic  Government 
Itself  on  the  century -old  battlefields  of  Europe.  Certainly,  If  we 
Americans  do  have  a  destiny  for  world  leadership,  fcr  new  Ideas  of 
jTtstice  and  world  cooperation,  that  destiny  cannot  be  found  in  the 
rectimng  scrapa  to  uphold  an  outmoded  theory  of  Imperial  power 
politics  in  Europe. 

Tet  there  are  seemingly  patriotic  persons  who  would  have  us 
relinquish  our  peace  and  security  for  idealistic  reasons,  and  others. 
espectally  national  leaders,  who  seem  to  want  us  to  go  to  war  so 
that  domestic  pressure  and  unrest  may  be  lessened.  In  the  face 
of  this  propaganda  for  foreign  involvement  we  need  to  hear  more 
from  you. 

Pie— e  tell  us  how  speclflcallv  we  may  help  as  citizens  In  the 
cniMrtc  for  peace  and  security  for  America.  Our  sincere  gratitude 
to  you. 

Obthxi  L.  Wkllzb. 

XLMHXTBST,  LOKO  ISLMITD,  N.  T.. 

May  18.  1940. 
Ron.  AamrxTU  Capprb. 

Dkab  Sia:  I  listened  In  on  your  broadcast  and  thank  you  for  your 
Btaad  against  war.  I  am  assiired  you  spoke  for  the  majority  of  the 
American  people 

Defense  cf  cur  Nation  Is  necessary,  but  we  would  like  to  see  some- 
thing for  those  billions  and  billions  already  allotted — not  only  lip 
service;  would  also  like  to  be  sure  that  the  armament  we  pay  for  la' 
really  for  our  defense,  not  Europe's. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Josxrana  Smith. 

CoLTOH,  Calif.,  May  17,  1940. 
Hon.  Senator  AaTHxra  Capper. 

Dkax  Ou>  PatKNo:  We  want  to  write  you  a  few  lines  to  thank  you 
for  your  good  speech. 

It  is  not  our  war  and  we  have  no  business  over  there,  neither  In 
person  nor  money.     If  we  keep  our  help  and  money  on  this  side,  we 
feel  that   Is  all  we  have  to  do.     No  nation  wants  to  bother  this 
country.     Thank  you  for  the  good  work  you  are  doing. 
Very  respectfully. 

Ms.  AND  Mas.  L.  A.  Hxlton. 

CLKVxuun).  Ohio.  May  17,  1940. 
Senator  Akthxtb  Cappoi. 

Waahinffton.  D.  C. 
Dba«  Sknato*  Cappex:  We  heard  you  speak  over  the  radio  this 
evening  and  were  so  impressed  that  we  want  to  let  you  know  how 
right  you  are. 

Thank  God  we  have  men  like  you  In  the  Senate  to  keep  us  out  of 
European  wars,  and  we  hope  the  majority  of  the  Senate  is  fully 
convinced  that  nothing  could  be  gained  by  our  entrance  Into  for- 
eign affairs. 

There  should  be  no  quibbling  of  Issvies  at  this  time.  Every  true 
American  will  want  the  United  States  to  stay  out  of  Europe. 

L«t  us  stay  home  and  restore  the  liavoc  that  the  last  war  brought 
on  us  and  rebuild  America  the  way  tlie  Lord  intended  it  to  be  with 
such  wonderful  natural  lesourcea.  natural  boundaries — gifts  from 
Ood  Himself. 

Very  truly  yours. 

ICb.  Ain>  Mas.  Cakl  Glaser. 

Wbt  Havxn,  Conn  .  May  17.  1940. 
Senator  AvrRum  Cappcb, 

WasK'.nffton.  D.  C. 
DcAS  Sknatos:  Let  me  congratulate  you  from  the  bottom  of  my 
heart  on  your  wonderful  radio  address  urging  and  Insisting  on  the 
United  States  staying  out  of  the  European  conflict.  Your  most 
Inspiring  and  most  appealing  speech  is  one  of  the  finest  ever  heard 
over  the  radio.  Three  cheers  for  ycu.  and  may  America  have  the 
good  fortune  to  have  more  men  of  yotir  type  and  ability  in  our 
Nation's  Capital. 
Sincerely, 

F.  J.  Sullivan. 

^  "Kew  York  Crrr,  May  20.  1940. 

Bbn.  Arthttr  Capper. 

Waahinffton,  D.  C. 
Dbar  SXkatok  Capper:  I  wholeheartedly   support  your  position 
.•gatzist  American  participation   in   this  European  war.     This  war 
must  not  be  brought  to  these  shores.     Our  country  tried  once  to 
help  BXirope  to  a  better  life.     We  must  not  be  fooled  again. 


Please  do  your  best  to  prevent  any  relaxation  whatsoever  of  our 
present  neutrality  legislation.  The  Johnson  Act  must  not  be 
wrecked.  It  is  an  Important  aafegviard  against  our  involvement. 
You  and  the  other  clear -minded  representatives  of  the  people  must 
speak  out  In  Congress  against  propaganda. 

The  President,  too.  must  be  warned  against  any  overt  step  that 
will  send  yoimg  men  like  myself  to  die  3,000  miles  away  from  otir 
land. 

I  want  to  live  here,  not  die  over  there. 
Sincerely  yours, 

M.  SoLOssm. 

Hn-LMTai  LsATRSR  Shop, 

ropeica,  Kans..  May  21,  1940. 

DtAR  Senator  Capper  :  This  letter  Is  to  tell  you  that  my  stand  on 
the  European  question  Is  the  same  as  before.  Our  first  duty  Is  to 
these  our  United  States.  We  should  build  up  our  own  defenses  and 
our  own  loyalties. 

Any  army  or  navy  strategist  will  tell  that  the  longer  the  lines  of 
communication. .the  longer  from  the  home  base,  the  more  difficult 
It  is  to  fight  effectively.  If  we  are  to  fight,  let  It  be  in  these  conti- 
nents. We  do  not  favor  any  sujU  tiling  as  a  coalition  governinei;t 
or  anything  that  might  give  Roosevelt  an  excuse  to  run  for  a  third 
term.  These  sentiments  are  expressive  of  those  of  many  of  my 
friends  here.  We  trust  you  will  give  them  your  sincere  consider- 
ation. 

Harold  Hjujuer. 

Carpintexia,  Calip..  May  21,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthttr  Capper. 

United  States  Senator. 
Dear  Six:  In  behalf  of  the  citizens  of  Carplnteria  who  happened 
to  listen  In  to  3rour  radio  addresses  last  week.  I  want  to  extend  to 
you  our  hearty  congratulations  fcr  the  manly  way  in  which  you 
expressed  yourself  on  the  present  sitviatlon,  and  we  truly  hope  that 
you  will  be  able  to  use  your  influence  In  keeping  the  United  States 
from  ever  declaring  war  on  any  country,  except  when  they  try  to 
Invade  our  own  country.  Personally.  I  had  a  boy  ruined  In  the  last 
war  In  Prance,  fighting  to  keep  us  out  of  war  In  the  future:  there- 
fore, I  never  want  to  see  any  other  boy  leave  these  United  State* 
to  fight  any  other  man's  war. 

Again  thanking  you  tar  your  splendid  sentinoents,  I  am. 
Sincerely  yours, 

W.  H.  Jamb, 
Secretary,  Carpinteria  Valley  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Princeton.  N.  J,  May  17,  1940. 
The  Honorable  Arthttr  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
My  Dear  Senator  Capper:  Thank  you  for  your  timely  speech  made 
over  the  radio  this  night  on  nonintervention  In  Europe's  war.  You 
speak  the  views  of  all  true  Americans.  Wars  have  never  proved  any- 
thing. Proper  attitudes  toward  other  nations  always  gain  friends. 
May  you  be  successful  In  keeping  America  out  of  war  and  by  doing 
so  strengthen  her  economically  as  well  as  morally.  Save  democracy 
in  America  and  the  lives  of  our  American  boys. 
Very  truly  yotirs, 

Mrs.  George  B.  Doone,  Jr. 

New  York,  May  17.  1940. 
Hon.  Arthttr  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:  After  listening  to  your  radio  talk  tonight 
I  want  to  thank  you  for  delivering  nry  own  thoughts  and  Ideas  to 
an  audience  far  t)eyond  any  I  could  ever  hope  to  have.  Every  word 
of  that  speech  came  from  a  real  American  heart  and  brain,  and  I 
believe  that  90  percent  of  us  who  think  like  you  have  been  ever 
more  firmly  grounded  In  their  determination  to  keep  out  of  this  and 
all  other  European  wars  unless  some  nation  from  that  continent 
decides  to  war  en  us  in  our  own  domain. 
Sincerely, 

TkD  MONTGOMIST. 

Kansas  Crrr.  Mo.,  May  20,  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Capper, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Honorable  Sir:  I  listened  to  your  radio  talk,  and  I  want  you 
to  know  that  you  expressed  my  views  as  accurately  as  I  could  have 
stated  them  myself. 

It  is  most  reassuring  to  have  men  like  yourself  representing 
the  people  of  this  area,  because  many  thousands  of  us  know  that 
you  will  never  be  swept  away  from  solid  American  moorings  by 
any  wave  of  hysteria  that  may  result  from  un-American  agitation. 
We  may  not  be  as  clamorous  as  those  whose  fears  and  prejudices 
have  been  stirred  up,  but  we  would  be  Just  as  vocal  if  equal 
publicity  was  available  tar  viewpoints  than  run  counter  to  current 
propat^anda. 

Frankly.  I  am  very  skeptical  of  this  defense  of  American  interests 
idea.  The  very  wording  suggesu  the  possibUlty  of  protecting 
Interests  that  might  be  interpreted  to  extend  throughout  the 
world.  It  Is  a  label  that  could  be  applied  to  either  national  de- 
fense or  national  aggression. 
Respectfully  yours. 

Bat  8.  Bowrxa. 
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Saw  Francisco,  Caut.,  May  22,  1940. 
Hon.  Senator  Arthttr  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  Your  speech  of  May  17  is  a  classical  example  of  true 
Americanism  which  deserves  full  attention  of  all  real  Americans. 
I  have  read  it  several  times  and  liked  it  better  each  time. 

I    sincerely    hope    you    will    continue    to   fight    all    attempts   to 
involve  us  in  the  European  conflicte. 
Respectfully  yours, 

HeNRT   lilPPSCATT. 

RiDLET  Park.  Pa..  May  17,  1940. 
Senator  Arthttr  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C 

Dear  Senator  Capper:  Your  speech  was  heard  here  and  I  want 

to  say,  thank  Ood,  there  are  still  men  like  you  to  help  govern  our 

country.     We  are  putting  all  our  faith  and  hope  in  such  men  as 

you  to  keep  our  youth  home  and  our  home  from  being  torn  apart. 

Thank  you,  a  real  American. 

I  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Anthont  Spaniko. 

Denver,  Colo.,  May  18.  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:   We  agree  100  percent  with  you  that  the 
United  States  has  absolutely  no  business  to  get  into  the  war  in 
Europe.     We  also  agree  with  your  suggestion  on  preparedness  for 
this  country. 

Respectfully  yours, 

V.  E.  Lantow. 

I  Glendale,  Long  Island,  N.  Y..  May  17,  1940. 

Hon.  Arthur  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  Congratulations  on  your  radio  speech  tonight.     I  am 
28  years  old.  a  husband,  and  father  of  a  little  girl,  and  positively 
will  not  fight  on  the  other  side,  but  will  without  hesitation  defend 
this  country  If  Invaded. 

Chester  E.  Maag. 

I  Los  Angeles,  Calip.,  May  19.  1940. 

Hon.  Senator  Arthttr  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir  :  Please  accept  my  congratulations  on  your  stand  on  the 
war.     Prepare  America  the  best  you  know  for  defense.     You  told 
the  truth — this  Is  not  our  war.    When  we  are  Invaded,  I  am  ready 
to  shoulder  a  gun.     More  power  to  you.     America  for  America! 

Dr.  W.  C.  Drummond. 


Excelsior  Springs,  Mo.,  May  19.  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Capper. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  I  listened  to  your  radio  address  and  was 
pleased  to  hear  you  talk  like  you  did  about  the  war  In  Europe. 
You  certainly  have  the  right  analysis  of  It.  Please  do  all  you  can 
to  keep  us  out  of  this  tragedy.  Let  the  warring  nations  settle  it 
among  themselves.  It  will  never  cease  If  new  nations  keep  enter- 
ing. Some  men  In  high  Government  positions  are  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  "crisis"  to  promote  themselves  on  the  tragedy  of 
war. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Dr.    E.    L.    Parker. 


ToPEKA,  Kans.,  May  19,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C^ 
Mt  Dear  Senator:  I  have  Just  listened  to  your  remarkably  able 
summation  of  the  war  and  preparedness  Issues.    I  agree  with  you 
in  every  particular.     But  I  ask  you.  Senator,  why  this  country  is 
not  prepared  for  national  defense. 

At  times  such  as  these  we  need  to  rise  alx>ve  partisanship  but 
X  do  not  believe  that  a  dollar  should  be  appropriated  until  per- 
sons of  ability  and  honor  are  put  in  charge  of  the  vast  sxuns  to 
be  expended.  I  know  that  you  will  do  your  utmost  to  protect  the 
interests  of  the  people  and  do  all  that  you  can  to  prevent  the 
murder  of  American  young  men  in  the  massacres  of  Europe. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Mrs.  Mablr  C.  Foltz. 

I  North  Newton,  Kans..  May  20.  1940. 

Hon.  AxTHtm  Capper, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Capper:  We  uphold  your  hands  in  your  effort  to  keep 
America  out   of   war.     We   regret    very   much   this   hysterical   so- 
called  defense  program,  and  will  appreciate  anything   you  do  to 
stem  expenditures  for  armaments. 
Sincerely, 

.  Mr,  and  Mrs.  Geek.  Priesen. 

Wichita,   Kans.,   May  19.   1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  Capper. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  The  Mothers  of  American  Sons  approve  adequate  de- 
fense appropriation  but  urge  that  you  be  not  swayed  to  Involve 


us  further  In  the  European  conflict,  that  you  do  not  amend  the 
Johnson   Act.   and    that   such   legislation    he   passed    as  will    limit 
the  powers  of  the  President  so  tliat   we  may   not    be  drawn  into 
the  war  during  the  adjournment  of  Congress. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs.  Dean  Rhodes, 
Corresponding  Secretary,   Wichita  Chapter  of  Mothers  of 
American  SOns. 

Salina,  Kans.,  May  30,  1940. 

Senator  Arthur  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Capper:  I  am  writing  to  you  because  I  knoy  you 

are  fair  and  honest  and  I  ask  you  whether  you  agree  with  me  or 

not.    Plefase  give  my  mes.sage  to  the  S*,nate:  That  I  believe  America 

should   make    available    to   the   Allies    as   many    planes    as   can    be 

spared  without   impairing   our  national   defense:    that   we   should 

make  $100,000,000  available  to  refugees  in  the  war  zone;   that  we 

should  stop  the  export  of  all  war  materials  which  may  And  their 

way  to  aggressor  nations.    Trusting  you  to  do  this  and  hoping  to 

bear  from  you. 

With  warm  regards,  .,        —    «•    », 

^  Mrs.  E.  K.  Morrow. 

CoLUkCBUS,  Ohio.  May  17,  1940. 
Senator  Capper, 

Senator  from  Kansas,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Your  eloquent  talk  expresses  the  belief  of  millions  of  Americana 

Harvey  S.  Cashatt. 

San  Diego,  Caut..  May  17.  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Cappis, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C: 
Congratulations  on  your  broadcast.  Ninety-five  percent  of  the 
American  people  are  against  intervention  in  Eiu-ope's  age-old 
quarrels.  In  my  opinion,  you  are  a  red-blooded,  loyal  American, 
using  common  sense  and  loyalty  to  the  people  you  so  ably  repre- 
sent.   Ood  bless  and  help  you. 

Eugene  E.  Engel. 

Fresno,  Calif.,  May  22.  1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  Capper, 

Senate  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  Capper:  In  this  morning's  edition  of  the  San 
Francisco  Examiner  I  noticed  an  excerpt  from  your  address  for 
the  coalition  of  patriotic  societies,  and  I  certainly  would  like  to 
congratulate  you  on  that  unbiased  statement  of  pure  facts. 

As  an  Individual  and  member  of  an  organization  composed  of 
3,000,000  women  known  as  the  National  Legion  of  the  Mothers  of 
America.  I  admire  your  stand  on  nonintervention.  Please  continue 
to  stand  strong  against  repeal  or  modification  of  the  Johnson  Act. 

We  have  so  many  hot  heads  In  these  United  States  who  prob- 
ably think  they  are  moved  by  some  sort  of  high  Ideals  when  as  a 
matter  of  fact  they  are  merely  victims  of  propaganda  and  hysteria 
Just  as  the  Government  intends  them  to  he. 

Respectftilly  yours,  „  ,^ 

OiLDA  Pinkard. 

Highland  Park,  Mich..  May  20.  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Capper, 

c  o  Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  As  the  mother  of  five  sons,  three  of  whom  are  of 
draft  age.  I  am  putting  my  trust  in  you  to  do  everything  within 
your  power  to  keep  the  United  States  out  of  this  war. 

In  case  of  Invasion  my  sons  would  be  among  the  first  to  lay 
down   their   lives   for   their   country,   but   they  will   never,  never 
fight  on  foreign  soil. 
With  best  wishes. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Mrs.  C.  E.  MmnsER. 

Livingston,  N.  J.,  May  20.  1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  Capper. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Honorable  Sir:  I  listened  to  your  radio  address  on  Friday,  May 
17,  and  wish  to  thank  you  very  much.     It  is  refreshing  Indeed  to 
hear  the  voice  of  an  American  who  ha»  a  realistic  attitude  and 
who  refuses  to  be  swept  off  his  feet  by  war  hysteria. 

Needless  to  say,  I  believe  in  adequate  national  defense  and  that 
we  should  be  fully  prepared  for  all  emergencies;  but  we  should  not 
go  over  there  every  time  a  war  breaks  out.  This  is  not  our  war. 
Up  to  this  writing  It  seems  that  an  overwhelming  majority  of 
the  American  people  wishes  to  remain  neutral — may  your  voice 
help  that  this  sentiment  will  not  be  changed. 
Yours  very  truly, 

Emma  J.  Bareiss. 

Templeton,  Caut.,  May  17,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  Capper, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  We  listened  to  your  broadcast  this  evening,  and  wholly 
approve  of  your  stand,  and  take  this  opportunity  to  congratulate 
you  on  yotir  fine  and  patriotic  determination  not  to  be  stampeded 
into  thinking  we  should  be  drawn  into  a  war  which  does  not  con- 
cern us. 
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n  to  boped  you  wfll  throw  yova  fuH  tupport  behind  our  Call- 
fonUA  SMuitar  Johwsow  in  hl«  effort  to  helk  the  plan  to  scrap  the 
Johnaon  Act   and  that  you  will  glT  ♦  irof  radio  taUca  tiqxialng  tbia 
tfh^p^*  to  force  lu  Into  Curope's  war. 
Toun  Tvy  tr\ily, 

BT7SXWC99  MCM'S  CLTTB  OF  TCMPLCTOI*. 

CirrABOOA  Faua.  Ohio,  May  It.  1940. 
Hon.  AiTBTm  Catpbi. 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C. 
Deas  Sib:  I  most  beartUy  agree  with  your  remarks  for  non- 
intervention. At  the  same  time  that  we  sympathize  with  the 
iBTaded  countries.  I  believe  that  nothing  Is  to  be  gained  by  o\ir 
entering  the  Eiiropean  war.  As  you  so  ably  stated,  our  real  Job 
is  to  prepare  to  defend  ourselves  and  this  hemisphere  against  any 
outside  forces,  no  matter  how  strong  they  may  be.  Our  entering 
tb«  wai^  will  settle  nothing,  and  will  merely  result  In  a  tremendous 
loas  of  life  and  property  for  our  own  country,  to  be  followed  by 
tremendous  Internal  domestic  dlfScviltles.  I  encotirage  you  to 
continue  to  lead  the  Aght  against  nonintervention. 
Very  truly  youra, 

AmrcTs  R.  Kauss. 

BAxraa  SpaiNcs.  Kans.,  May  30,  1940. 
Senator  ArrHra  Cappt*. 

Senate  Chambrr.  Washinffton,  D.  C. 
Dkas  Sia:  Most  of  my  employees,  my  family,  and  mirself  think 
that  we  should  do  ever3rthlng  possible  short  of  sending  men  to 
■nrope  to  help  the  British  and  the  French.  We  feel  by  so  doing 
W9  are  helping  ourselves.  We  feel  that  It  is  high  time  merit 
and  efficiency  should  govern  promotion  In  our  Army  and  Navy. 
It  Is  time  the  bunds  and  the  various  Isms  are  brought  under 
control 

Respectfully, 

-  C.  T.  SrMPLK. 

Phixjuiixphia.  Pa..  May  19,  1940. 
Senator  AanfTra  Cappdi. 

Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Tour    broadcast    on    defense    and    nonintervention    should    be 
repeated   on   radio   every   day   until   citizens   of   this   country   are 
secure  from  the  influences  which  would  have  us  enter  this  war. 
Congratul  atlona. 

Phiup  Q.  Rochx. 

CXxvn^ND,  Ohio,  May  18,  1940. 
Mr.  AaiHua  Cappkk, 

Senafor  from  Kansas,  Washington.  D.  C. 
DcAS  Sib:   Tour  radio  address  of  May   17  was  very   Interesting 
and  timely. 

We  must  stay  out  of  this  European  conflict  for  the  good  of 
America. 

Such  preposterous  Ideas  as  Hitler  comi|)g  over  here  is  too  Infan- 
tile even  for  discussion,  but  the  majority  of  people  will  believe  It 
If  It  la  repeated  often  enough.  They  dont  stop  to  think  that 
Germany  will  be  prostrate,  even  If  victorious,  nor  of  the  tremen- 
dous Job  It  is  to  land  here. 

We  must  have  strong  national  defense — to  protect  the  greatest 
country  In  the  world.  If  we  want  to  be  a  great  nation  we  must 
depend  on  no  one  for  protection.  Lefs  realize  that  at  last  we 
have  grown  up — don  our  long  trousers  and  get  to  work  taking  our 
place  as  a  first  power  in  the  world. 
Totirs  truly. 

Mrs.  C.  W.  FoLwxu.. 

FoBxsT  Hills,  N.  T.,  May  17.  1940. 

Mr  DcAB  SntAToa:  T  listened  to  your  talk  over  the  radio  this 
evening.  Totir  Ixjdd  statement  of  the  situation  and  the  part,  if 
any.  that  our  country  should  play  In  the  European  situation  are 
entirely  in  accord  with  my  own  ideas. 

I  am  a  veteran  of  the  last  World  War.  Also  for  the  better 
part  of  the  years  since  then.  I  have  been  a  working  newspaperman, 
as  I  am  today.  I  feel  that  I  am  in  a  little  better  position  than 
the  average  man  on  the  street  to  arrive  at  a  sane  conclusion,  al- 
thotigh  I  confess  that  at  times  the  dlz27  pace  of  events  has  had 
me  shaking  my  head. 

You  said  that  In  your  opinion  nine-tenths  of  the  people  of 
Ksn^as  were  against  any  entanglement  in  the  present  European 
war  It  Is  my  obaermtlon  that  even  here  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard 
the  ratio  of  those  opposed  to  our  taking  any  part  la  at  least  two 
to  one. 

I  was  particularly  pleased  to  hear  you  say   that  this  was  one 
Issue  that  transcciKied  party  politics.     That  it  wasn't  a  question 
of  being  a  Republican  or  a  Democrat,  but  of  being  an  Amerldtn. 
with  the  welfare  of  ourselves  and  our  posterity  at  stake. 
Very  sincerely. 

Max  Hawkins. 

Cncaco,  May  20.  1940. 
Hon.  AsmTTm  Cappks. 

United  States  Senate,  Wa^ington.  D.  C. 
Dbab  Sctatob:  I  read  with  great  Interest  the  report  of  what  yoa 
Mid   In  your  recent  broedcast.     I  hope  there  are  many  Senators 
MMl  Representatives  with  similar  views.    A  lot  of  people  are  now 


tr3rlng  to  stampede  us  into  war.    A  lot  of  well-meaning  people 
are  telling  us  we  should  abandon   partisanship  and  support   the 
President.    I  beUeve  we  should  stipport  the  Oovemment  in  provld- 
ts^  adequate  defense  for  the  cotintry. 
Very  truly, 

DwioKT  8.  Boss. 

Sam  Amsslko.  Caup..  May  21,  1940. 
Mt  Dtar  SnvAToa  Cappeb:  Just  a  word  of  appreciation  for  your 
splendid  radio  talk.  It  Is  time  for  the  exercise  of  a  little  conunon 
sense,  to  flght  If  need  be  In  defense  of  our  rights.  Jaut  to  keep  out 
of  other's  quarrels  and  quit  calling  names.  Our  business  Is  to 
set  an  example,  showing  the  advantages  of  an  enlightened  democ- 
racy. No  need  to  be  discouraged.  May  success  attend  your  efforts 
for  a  sane  United  States  program,  not  without  a  feeling  of  deepest 
sympathy  for  all  the  misery  that  we  see  In  Europe,  but  which 
we  cannot  prevent.  We  can  only  help  to  bind  up  their  woxinda. 
Respectfully. 

JiTUA  A.  Hatss. 

Los  Anczlxs.  Caup..  May  18.  1940. 
Hon.  Abthttb  Cappdi. 

United  States  Senator,  Kansas. 

DxAB  Senatob  Cappxh:  Your  radio  speech  last  night  against 
Intervention  of  America  into  the  European  war  was  timely  and 
patriotic.  As  representative  of  the  people,  you  undertook  a  most 
Important  Job  to  inform  the  Americans  against  hysteria. 

It  Is  not  our  war.  and  therefore  let  us  stay  out  of  It  and  not 
commit  the  same  grave  mistake  of  1917.  Let  ub  solve  our  own 
problems  and  forget  the  ever-recurring  troubles  of  a  war-Jaded 
Europe  which  cares  only  In  maintaining  power  politics. 

Keep  up  your  fight  and  we  shall  be  with  you  always.  Let  us 
be  Americans  now  and  always  and  show  the  world  that  democracy 
can  work. 

Very  truly  yours.  C.  J.  Catxb. 

Haguistoww.  Md.,  May  20,  1940. 
Senator  Abthttb  Cappkb, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Mt  Deab  Senator  Cappeb:  Every  American  should  be  sensible 
and  do  everything  in  their  power  to  keep  this  country  out  of  the 
European  war.  Our  experience  in  the  last  war  should  be  at  least 
one  great  factor  in  helping  to  keep  us  neutral  minded.  We 
should  be  watching  our  steps  as  we  are  a  peace-loving  people  and 
do  not  want  war.  Want  to  congratulate  you  on  your  opposition 
to  entering  this  awful  war  and  hope  many  other  Senators  will 
feel  as  you  do. 

Youn  very  tnily.  (Mrs.)    Opal  Mttssxlman. 

Anacostia,  D.  C  May  20.  1940. 
Senator  Cappcb, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Honorable  Six:   I  listened  to  your  radio  broadcast  speech  last 
Friday  night  and  I  was  impressed  most  favorably. 

I  pray  to  our  heavenly  Father,  that  He  may  give  you  strength 
and  His  choicest  blessings  upon  your  convictions,  and  also  gran( 
you  all  the  power  necessary  to  guide  our  f>eopIe  against  too  hasty 
decisions  and  molded  sympathies  for  the  belligerent  nations  that 
will  eventually  throw  us  in  the  throes  of  war. 
With  slncerest  wishes  and  respects,  I  remain. 
Respectfully  yours, 

AwTHOKT    PiCOFfB. 

Mebbtam,  Kakb..  May  IS,  1940. 
Senator  Asthttb  Cappeb. 

Wanhington,  D.  C. 
Deab  Sbmatob  Cappeb:  Coincidental  with  the  International  events 
of  the  last  few  days,  propaganda  for  our  active  participation  In 
the  European  conflict  is  becoming  Increasingly  manifest.  May  I 
urge  you  to  stand  against  any  modification  of  the  Johnson  Act 
and  Instead,  support  the  sadly  needed  appropriations  for  our  own 
national  defense.  The  billions  of  dollars  which  we  could  or  would 
loan  to  the  Allied  cause  should  Instead  be  spent  to  make  our  own 
shores  secure  against  the  "Mad  Man"  of  Etirope. 
Yours  very  truly, 

F.  C.  HuTCHiscm;- 

New  York  Crrr.  May  18,  1940. 
Senator  Axthitb  Cappeb. 

Senate  Office  Building: 
National  Maritime  Union  supports  you  In  your  position  against 
participation   In  European  war  and  for  adequate  national   defense 
as  expressed  over  radio  Friday  night. 

Joseph  CtraRAN, 
President,  National  Maritime  Union. 

Xvxbett,  Wash.,  May  19.  1940. 
Senator  Cappeb, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 
DSAB  Senatob:   The  Everett  Youth  League  unanimously  cheers 
you  for  the  radio  speech  you  made  on  the  evening  of  May  17.     We 
are  for  peace.     We  are  against  war. 
Sincerely, 

The  BvnwTT  Youth  Le.actts, 
EkAAB  HoocaroM,  Secretary. 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


7467 


Titt  MncHANTS  National  Bahk. 

m^^trm  .„— ^  ^^..^  Toptka.  Kant..  June  I,  1940. 

Benstor  Arthur  Cappoi, 

Washington,  D.  O. 

Mt  Dsa>  Sbnatos:  I  want  to  take  this  opportunity  of  commending 
you  for  the  attitude  you  have  taken  on  the  President's  defense  pro- 
gram and  partlctilarly  yotir  approval,  as  reported  in  the  press,  of 
the  proposal  to  increase  taxes  to  carry  this  defense  expenditure 
Insofar  as  possible. 

X  think  It  very  Important  that  no  further  increases  are  made  In 
our  national  debt  except  that  new  Uxes  are  levied  for  Its  reUrement, 
and  certainly  In  this  kind  of  a  crisis  all  of  our  cltleens  should  be 
wllUng  to  dig  down  In  their  pockets  for  the  building  of  proper 
defense.  *         *-    «- 

I  W.  L.  Deam. 

Canon  Citt,  Colo.,  May  18,  1940. 
Senator  Axthttr  Cappeb. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Deab  Senator:  I  wish  to  thank  you  for  your  timely  radio  address 
the  night  of  May  17.  Talks  on  that  subject  supporting  your  view 
are  our  greatest  national  need  at  this  time.  Entering  their  war 
would  only  mean  ruin  for  our  democratic  Ideals.  I  hope  that  more 
men  of  prominence  will  Join  you  in  advocating  otu'  nonintervention 
In  the  E^iropean  conflict. 

I  Just  heard  on  the  radio  that  we  are  practically  defenseless  in 
almost  every  respect.  Please  uncover  this  situation  so  we  taxpayers 
may  have  the  facts.  If  it  is  a  scandal,  the  people  who  support  the 
Government  are  entitled  to  know  the  facts.  You  could  render  the 
countJ7  no  greater  service  than  digging  up  the  facts. 
Very  truly  yoiua, 

I  Mebit  K.  BtnutotTS. 

Hacebstown,  Md.,  May  18.  1940. 
Senator  Abthoti  Capp^, 

United  States  Senate,  WaAinffton.  D.  C. 
Mr  Dear  Senator  Capper:  These  are  times  when  Americans 
should  keep  a  cool  head  and  stay  out  of  this  European  war.  By  no 
stretch  of  the  imagination  could  we  poeslbly  get  Into  it  unless  we 
go  hunting  for  it.  The  hsrsteria  created  by  the  administration  is 
lamentable  to  say  the  least. 

I  heard  yoiu-  broadcast  last  night  and  only  wish  that  there  were 
more  Senators  like  you.  We  have  nothing  to  gain  and  everything 
to  lose  if  we  go  breaking  into  someone  else's  war.  We  must  stay 
out  and  I  congratulate  you  on  your  opposition  to  entering  this 
•wful  war. 

Youra  very  truly, 

B.  L.  Mills. 

Philadelphia.  Pa.,  May  17.  1940. 
Senator  Abthttb  Cappdi. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Deab  Sib:   My  wife  and  I  listened  to  your  discussion,  "Against 
Intervention  in  the  War." 

We  are  100  percent  for  the  ideas  expressed  by  you  and  wish  you 
success  In  your  further  efforu  to  keep  the  United  States  out  of 
foreign  wars. 

Very  truly  youn^ 

Hknrt  S.  Flick. 

I  CoFFETViLLS.  Kans..  May  16.  1940. 

Senator  Abihur  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Forty  and  Eight  Volture  of  eoutheastem  Kansas  meeting  tonight 
advocate   appropriations  for   immediate   augmentation   of   national 
defenses.     Better  spill  some  more  red  ink  now  than  red  blood  later. 

Clarence   P.    Oakes. 

Htttchinson,  Kans.,  May  17,  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Capper, 

Washington.  D.  C: 
Mt  Dear  Senator  :  The  people  want  to  and  will  remain  cool  if  only 
our  leaders   will   keep  their  equanimity.     Our  troubles   are  never 
coming  from  abroad  but  are  here,  right  among  us.     We  have  a  big 
Job  to  make  our  democracy  work — work  so  well  that  all  foreigners 
Will  want  to  pattern  after  us — that  should  be  our  task. 
With  best  wishes,  I  am. 
Yours  very  truly, 

B.    O.     WOLXSLACEL. 

CaMBBN,  N.  J.,  May  20,  1940. 
Eon.  Axthttr  Cappbi, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
HoNOBASLE  Sir:  Thank  you  for  your  recent  splendid  message. 
Please  give  another  soon.  Congress  should  be  kept  m  session.  Our 
boys  are  not  to  fight  Europe's  wars.  Defend  our  United  States  of 
America;  yes,  and  we  mothers  will  help.  We  wish  the  Ludlow 
amendment  passed  that  those  who  may  have  to  flght  may  vote  to 
live  or  die.    Keep  our  own  peace. 

M.A.  Mallet« 

ItTTXVI— — *7D 


Lo*  Amoslb,  Cauy.,  May  It,  1940. 
Senator  Artrttr  Capper, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dbab  Sib:  Please  continue  your  flght  for  peace  because  this  Is 
not  our  war  and  we  the  people  of  the  United  States  want  peace. 
Very  sincerely, 

R.  Bbnnbt. 

„        .  Gbbbnwich,  Conn,,  May  17,  1940. 

Hon.  Abtrttb  Capkb, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Senator  Capper:  Congratulations  to  you.  It  Is  so  seldom  we  hear 
a  pro-American  broadcast  that  it  was  refreshing  to  hear  you. 
There  should  be  more  men  in  Washington  giving  their  services  to 
the  United  Stetes  instead  of  the  decadent  empires  across  the  ocean. 
They  may  pass  from  the  scene  but  I  hope  we  do  not  eet  on  the  skids 
with  them. 

B.  A.  Benbdict. 

Dotlestown.  Pa.,  May  18,  1940. 
Senator  Arthttr  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  Please  keep  up  the  flght  to  keep  us  out  of  foreign 
wars.  We  mothers  are  aU  very  much  upset  over  world  affairs  and 
certainly  want  our  boys  to  be  able  to  lead  their  own  normal  lives 
and  not  be  compelled  to  be  cannon  fodder.  Your  radio  address 
was  splendid  and  full  of  meat  for  thought  for  all  of  us.  I  wish  to 
express  my  appreciation.  We  need  more  men  In  Washtneton  like 
you.  " 

Mrs.  H.  Darlincton. 

^  Kingston,  N.  Y..  May  22.  1940. 

Hon.  Arthur  Capper. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Honorable  Senator:  I  had  the  pleasure  of  hearing  your  flne 
stralght-from-the-shoulder  talk.  I  and  many  thousands  of  our 
good  people  would  like  to  know  who  is  going  to  attack  us  I  thlhk 
we  stUl  have  some  men  in  Washington,  D.  C.  that  have  common 
sense  and  who  will  try  and  stop  this  madness  that  is  now  taking 
place.  * 

Very  truly  yours. 

Edward  J.  FBntoh. 

„       ,       .  Niagara  Falls.  N.  Y..  May  19,  1940. 

Senator  Arthttr  Capper, 

United  States  Senator,  Washington,  D.  C: 
I  had  the  pleastue  of  listening  to  your  speech  Friday  evening  and 
I  feel  that  I  must  tell  you  how  much  I  appreciated  it.  and  admired 
you  as  a  real  American      Would  that  every  Member  of  Congress  felt 
the  same  about  national  affairs. 

Our  boys  must  not  be  sent  to  Europe  again.  I  do  not  know  one 
person  who  favors  it.  We  must  defend  our  country  and  ours  alone 
Fight  for  this. 

Very  sincerely, 

Jahb  E.  Sttllitah. 

Wakb  Forbst.  N.  C.  May  17,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthitr  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C 
Dear  Senator  Capper:  I  listened  to  your  radio  address  tonight, 
and  I  want  to  tell  you  that  it  was  not  only  a  very  great  speech,  but 
also  that  you  spoke  with  tremendous  wisdom.  I  trust  that  you  will 
continue  to  speak  to  America  and  to  Congress  as  you  spoke  tonight. 
While  I  am  only  a  teacher  of  European  history  in  a  small-town 
college,  I  have  very  profound  convictions  about  the  international 
situation,  and  I  could  not  have  expressed  my  ideas  better  than 
you  expressed  them  tonight.  Believe  me  to  be  a  sincere  believer  In 
your  Ideas  on  the  present  course  of  the  United  States  in  European 
war  situation. 

Very  truly  yours. 

Prof.  F.  W.  CLotrrs. 

Obass  Points  Park.  Mich.,  May  18,  1940. 
Senator  Abthttb  Cappeb, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  Your  radio  address  May  17  truly  expressed  the  views  of 
the  American  people.  Please  keep  the  Johnson  Act.  Please  don't 
modify  the  Neutrality  Act.  We  don't  want  to  send  our  dearly  be- 
loved sons  to  be  cannon  fodder  In  an  economic  war.  You  are  cer- 
tainly with  me  100  percent. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Mn.  Alois  Ptach. 

Pau,  IND.,  May  17,  1940. 
Senator  Arthttr  Cappdi. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  We  Just  heard  your  speech  against  Intervention  In 
European  wars.  We  want  you  to  know  we  appreciate  your  efforts 
to  keep  America  out  of  this  war.  We  thank  God  for  men  with 
courage  to  speak  their  convictions  at  a  time  like  this.  We  hope  you 
will  keep  right  on.  Our  war  in  1917  and  1918  didn't  settle  anrthlns 
Sincerely,  #— — » 

Bar.  and  Ux%.  M.  G.  B.vrwujkM. 
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Palo  Alto,  Caot..  May  17,  1940. 
Bon.  Amm  Cappix. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
DsAS  Sib:  I  heartily  approve  of  your  stand  on  Intervention.    You 
have  my  support.     It  Is  time  for  Americans  to  be  for  America  first. 
XiCt  us  Iceep  this  country  away  from  Europe's  wars. 
Sincerely, 

Mabcarxt  WnnTRS. 

HoLLDrBZ3to.  Kaks.,  May  17,  1940. 
Hon.  ABTHtm  CAPPra. 

Washingtcrx.  D.  C. 
Dbai  Mr.  CAPPm ;  In  the  name  of  the  common  people  of  America, 
for  the  :>ake  of  Christian  culture  and  all  that  Is  good  In  creation. 
I  iT.plore  you  to  do  your  uttermost  to  keep  this  Nation  out  of  the 
madness  in  Europe.  We  have  nothing  to  gain  and  everything  to 
low  In  another  war. 
Sincerely, 

ADEI.AIDC   F.    STAPANLIS. 

Stxphen  Stapanles. 

TlOT.  Kans..  May  17,  1940. 
Bon.  AtTHTTS  Cappc*. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
DXAR  ScNAToa:   Northeastern  Kansas  wants  the  Allies  to  have  all 
the  war  material   they  need,  regardless  of  whether   they  can  pay 
for  it  or  not.  but  no  manpower  from  this  country. 
Respectfully. 

A.  E.  Williamson. 

St.  Paul.  Minn..  May  18,  1940. 
Honorable  Senator  Cappbs. 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C. 
HoNOKABLE  SIR-  I   wlsh   to  volce  my  wholehearted   appreciation 
and  congratulations  for  the  true  American  talk  you  presented  over 
the  radio  on  May  17.     The  American  people  can  be  held  in  check 
by  such   truthful   reasoning. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Oscar  W.  Lindon. 

Minneapolis.  Minn.,  May  17,  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Capper. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  Thank  you  for  your  wonderful  talk  against  war  and 
■ending  our  boys  to  fight  on  foreign  shores.     We  need  more  talks 
like   yours. 

I  have  a  son  19  years  old  and  I  don't  want  to  send  him  to  fight 
Xurope's  continual  battles,  but  I  do  believe  in  our  preparedness. 
Tours  truly. 

Mrs.  W.  H.  Patton. 


Greenwich.  Conn.,  May  17,  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Capper. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:  I  was  impressed  and  encouraged  with  the 
sincerity  of  your  radio  address  this  evening.  I  and  many  others 
agree  entirely  with  your  comments.  We  fear  the  Presidents  emo- 
tionalism and  are  grateful  for  the  few  voices  who  make  a  plea 
for  calm  In  this  crisis.  Keep  up  the  fight  to  prevent  extension  of 
credit  to  the  Allies.  Defenses — yes.  War — no. 
Sincerely, 

Barbara  Graham  Jungs. 

Chicago.  May  20,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  Capper. 

United  States  Senator  from  Kansas,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  As  a  native  Kansan.  my  congratulations  on  your 
Fplendld  radio  talk.  Thank  Ood  for  men  like  yourself  who  have 
the  wisdom  and  hardihood  to  point  the  way  in  these  troublesome 
times  while  others  are  capitalizing  on  the  hysteria  Induced  by 
acts  provoking  the  righteous  Indignation  of  our  citizenry.  No 
matter  how  deeply  we  deprecate  and  deplore  such  acts,  it  is  sheer 
Insanity  to  for  one  nvsment  consider  taking  active  sides  in  this 
Imbroglio.  It  is  still  a  Etiropean  war — let's  keep  out.  Like- 
Wise,  let's  follow  a  sane  policy  of  defense  or  preparedness  and  not 
one  of  imminent  hostility. 
Tours  very  trxily. 

Joseph  B.  Rollheiser. 

Mat  18.  1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  Capper. 

Untted  States  Senator.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  I  listened  very  attentively  to  your  address  on  the 
racUo  Ian  night.    I  thoroiighly  agree  with  you  In  the  things  you 


Sincerely  yours. 


B.  E.  Clothier. 
Mayor  of  Perry,  Iowa. 


Wichita.  Kans.,  May  15,  1940. 
Benator  Arthur  Capper. 

Senate  Building,  Washitigton.  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  I  am  in  hopes  this  will  reach  jrou  before  any  action  is 
taken  regarding  tlxe  pending  armament  program.  Is  discussed.    1 


don't  suppose  one  letter  will  have  any  effect  on  your  decision:  on 
the  other  hand,  I  am  a  new  voter  in  Kansas  and.  being  from  Ken- 
tucky. I  take  my  position  as  a  voter  very  seriously. 

I  am  certainly  not  In  favor  of  raising  the  present  debt  limit,  and 
I  am  certain  the  voters  of  Kansas — at  least,  the  ones  I  have  talked 
with — are  of  the  same  opinion. 

I  think  that  Congress  should  stay  In  Washington  through  the  war 
crisis,  no  matter  what  the  political  reasons  are  for  going  home. 
Last  year  Congress  left  without  completing  their  work,  and  that 
action  made  our  embargo  an  tinneutral  act.  This  time  we  ought  to 
stick  to  our  giins.  , 

Yours  uuly, 

O.  Richard  Challinor. 

ToPEKA,  Kans.,  May  17,  1940. 

Hon.   Arthur  Capper. 

Senior  Senator  for  Kansas. 

Senate  Offices,  Washington,  D.  C: 
If   by  spending   a   billion   dollars  for   national   defense   we   can 

save  the  honor  of  10.000.000  Americans  and  the  lives  of  a  million 

American  boys,  what  are  we  waiting  for? 

U.  B.  Wade,  Louis  Gleischenhaus,  Sam  Gleichenhaus,  H.  S. 
Hastings.  Abe  Ulamperl.  L.  R.  Benson.  I.  L.  Keck. 
Charles  St.  Louis.  Kenneth  L.  Duyer.  Merle  E.  Harris. 
Julius  Casper,  Leo  Pressman.  Raymond  Brlman.  Wayne 
Kirk.  Pat  M  Lucas.  F.  M.  Wilson.  H.  L.  Steinrauf.  B.  H. 
Lunde.  H.  E.  Stultz.  W.  H.  Bolin.  Mrs.  J.  Casper.  F.  W. 
Hill.  George  M.  Hoffman.  Don  Casebler.  Owen  A.  Ridlon. 
Jane  Hoffman.  L.  O.  Stratmeyer,  Francis  L.  2^1dler, 
J.  Russell  Johnson.  Bill  Davison,  Vernon  F.  Abel, 
Wichita.  Kans..  Mrs.  R.  C.  Eastman.  C.  Oakley  Mcintosh, 
Ray  Nightingale.  C.  R.  Burg.  Mrs.  Holland.  Shafer 
Leonard  P.pkln.  Jr..  W.  R.  Williamson.  Dale  Wells.  L.  C. 
Hilner,  J.  J.  Abell,  Mary  Mcintosh.  Ivan  Holstrom.  Abe 
M.  Affron.  Mrs.  L.  G.  Wright.  Jack  Reardon,  Mrs.  E.  W. 
Stogsdill.  Ray  R.  Todd.  H.  W.  Freeman.  Harry  Wenger, 
C.  R.  Greely.  H.  W.  Norwood.  Juanlta  Yost.  Everett 
Brunker,  Walter  Nickel.  W.  H.  Graves.  Lavem  Oliver, 
Francis  Puhr.  Jack  Allen.  Homer  R.  Pelton,  W.  H.  Wood- 
worth.  Wayne  Darland. 


Kansas  State  Teachers  College, 

Pittsburg,  Kans.,  May  29,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  Capper, 

United  States  Senator  from  Kanstis, 

Senate  Chamber,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:  I  believe  I  am  expressing  the  wish  of  a 
decided  majority  of  our  people  when  I  ask  you  to  render  every 
possible  assistance  to  the  Allies  by  way  of  planes  and  such  other 
equipment  as  is  necessary  to  assist  them  In  the  defense  of  our  own 
Nation  in  this  brutal  attack.  It  is  my  Judgment  that  nothing 
short  of  a  miracle  can  prevent  the  ruthless,  murderous  Invaders 
from  victory.  Whether  we  like  It  or  not.  the  only  sensible  posi- 
tion for  us  to  take  is  a  plan  for  immediate  defense,  the  same 
to  be  forthcoming  as  rapidly  as  it  can  be  profitably  expended. 
We  are  bitterly  opposed  to  shipping  a  single  gun  or  other  war 
material  to  any  source  from  or  by  way  of  which  it  may  reach 
aggressor  nations.  We  should  manifest  that  bigger  brand  of 
Christianity  for  which  our  Nation  stands  by  sending  at  least 
$100,000,000  to  aid  refugees  in  war  zone.  Urgent  action  Is  highly 
desirable  on  our  part. 
Thank  you  for  your  ass.stance. 
Respectfully, 

W.   A.    Brandenburg. 

The  Wichita  Council  op   Churches, 

Wichita.  K<fis..  May  27.  1940. 
The  Honorable  Arthur  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dear  Sen.\tor  Capper:  I  am  very  eager  that  under  the  stress 
of  present  conditions  in  Europe  our  own  country  does  not  become 
hjrsterically  Involved  In  large  arms  appropriations  without  careful 
consideration  of  areas  which  we  should  be  prepared  to  defend. 
Many  of  us  feel  that  much  waste  of  funds  has  come  about 
through  Army  and  Navy  appropriations  which  never  seem  to  have 
up-to-date  effective  defense  materials  In  spite  of  these  large 
appropriations. 

Respectftilly,  i  / 

Elsie  L.  Miller. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate 
Is  explainable  in  a  very  few  words.  It  provides  for  the  con- 
solidation of  duties  now  performed  in  the  Navy  Department 
by  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  and  the  Bureau  of 
Engineering  in  one  bureau  to  be  known  as  the  Bureau  of 
Ships. 

It  also  provides  for  the  transfer  of  the  fimctions  of  the  two 
bureaus  to  the  new  Bureau  of  Ships. 

It  further  provides  for  the  creation  of  an  Undersecretary 
of  the  Navy  and  for  the  repeal  of  the  present  law,  the  act  of 
June  24,  1926,  which  authorized  .the  appointment  of  an  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  Air.    The  office  of  Assistant 


^" 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


7469 


Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  Air  has  not  been  filled  for  some 
time,  as  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics  handles  aviation  matters 
and.  therefore,  that  office  is  really  of  no  practical  benefit  at 
this  time. 

The  reason  for  the  const^idatlon  of  the  Bureau  of  Con- 
struction and  Repair  and  the  Bureau  of  Engineering  is  patent. 
Under  the  present  system  the  Bureau  of  Engineering  and 
the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair — two  bureaus  instead 
of  one — handle  all  matters  of  naval  construction.  The  Bu- 
reau of  Ships  would  handle  and  have  under  its  Jurisdiction 
both  the  Bureau  of  Engineering  and  the  Bureau  of  Construc- 
tion and  Repair.  It  is  believed  this  would  expedite  the  con- 
struction of  naval  vessels  and  add  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
construction  work  of  the  Navy. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  such  a  situation  already  prevails.  It 
was  thought  that  the  President,  under  his  executive  author- 
ity, could  bring  about  the  consolidation,  but  the  President 
feels  that  it  ought  to  be  accomplished  by  statutory  enactment. 

In  addition,  new  duties  are  added  to  the  Office  of  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations,  so  that  it  becomes  necessary  to  adopt  by 
statute  tills  change. 

In  brief,  that  is  an  explanation  of  the  bilL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bUl  is  before  the  Senate 
and  open  to  amendment.  If  there  be  no  amendment  to  be 
proposed,  the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third  read- 
ing of  the  bill. 

The  bill  (S,  4026)  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

TRANSFER  OF  CONSTRUCTION  CORPS  OFFICERS  TO  LINl  OF  THE  NAVY 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Calendar  No.  1750,  Senate  bill  4027. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  title  of  the  bUl  will  be 
stated  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk,  The  bill  (S.  4027)  to  transfer  the  active 
list  of  the  Construction  Corps  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (S.  4027)  to  transfer  the  active  list  of  the 
Construction  Corps  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, which  was  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Construction  Corps  of  the  Navy  is 
hereby  abolished,  but  nothing  herein  shall  affect  the  status,  rights, 
or  obligations  of  any  officer  now  on  the  retired  list  of  the  CX)nstruc- 
tlon  Corps. 

NAVAL  CONSTRUCTORS  TRAMSPERRED  TO  THE  LIKE :  STATUS  UPON  TRANSPER 

Sbc.  2.  Officers  now  on  the  active  list  of  the  Construction  Corps 
are  hereby  transferred  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  shall  be  com- 
missioned accordingly.     Each  officer  so  transferred  shall — 

(a)  Be  designated  for  engineering  duty  only. 

(b)  Occupy  the  rank  and  grade  corresponding  to  those  held  by 
him  In  the  Construction  Corps.  | 

(c)  Continue  amenable  to  disciplinary  action  to  the  same  extent 
In  all  respects  as  if  not  transferred. 

(d)  Be  an  additional  number  in  the  grade  to  which  transferred 
and  In  any  grade  to  which  he  may  thereafter  be  promoted. 

(e)  Have  the  lineal  position  and  precedence  In  the  line  which  a 
board  of  naval  officers  finds  that  he  would  have  had  If  he  had  re- 
mained in  the  line  or  if  his  original  appointment  had  been  In  the 
line,  and  the  finding  of  such  board  when  approved  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  shall  be  conclusive  for  all  purposes:  Provided,  That  the 
existing  relative  rank,  precedence,  or  seniority  among  themselves  of 
officers  transferred  by  this  act  shall  not  be  altered  by  such  transfer. 

(f)  Kzoept  as  herein  otherwise  provided,  be  governed  by  the 
provisions  of  existing  laws  and  of  laws  hereafter  enacted  relating 
Co  line  officers  assigned  to  engineering  duty  only. 

ADJUSTMENT   OF   STATUS 
Sec.  3.  For  the  ptirpose  of  adjusting  the  status  In  the  line  of  the 
officers  transferred  thereto  by  tills  act,  the  following  shall  govern 
with  respect  to  such  officers: 

(a)  Bach  officer  shall  become  eligible  for  consideration  by  a  line 
selection  board  as  of  the  date  the  next  Junior  line  officer  becomes 
eligible  therefor,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  7  (a)  of  this 
act,  and  the  same  eligibility  rule  shall  apply  to  all  other  officers 
designated  for  engineering  duty  only. 

(b)  Bach  officer  who  at  the  time  of  transfer  has  been  passed  over 
one  or  more  times  in  the  rank  in  which  transferred  shaU  be  re- 
garded as  having  failed  of  selection  as  best  fitted  once  only. 

(c)  Each  captain  whose  date  of  commission  in  such  rank  Is  earlier 
than  February  2,  1932.  shall.  If  promoted  pursuant  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  first  line  selection  board  convened  for  bis  rank 


after  the  date  of  this  act.  have  the  date  of  commission  and  the 
precedence  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  finds,  that  he  would 
have  had  if  he  had  remained  In  the  line  w  if  his  original  appoint- 
ment had  been  In  the  line :  Provided,  That  his  existing  relative  rank, 
precedence,  or  seniority  shall  not  be  altered  thereby  with  reference 
to  other  such  officers  advanced  to  the  rank  of  rear  admiral  pursuant 
to  the  recommendation  of  the  same  or  an  earlier  selection  board. 

(d)  Commanders  and  lieutenant  commanders  who,  whUe  In  the 
rank  In  which  transferred,  have  been  considered  by  staff  selection 
boards  shall,  if  promoted  pursuant  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
first  line  selection  board  convened  for  their  rank  after  the  date  of 
approval  of  this  act.  have  the  date  of  conunlsslon  and  the  precedence 
which  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  finds  that  they  would  have  had  If 
such  promotion  had  occurred  prior  to  their  transfer. 

ADomONAL  OPnCERS  TO  BE  DESIGNATED  fOa  ENCnfEnUNO  DOTT  ONLY 

STATUS  AND  DUTOS 

Sbc,  4.  (a)  Officers  heretofore  appointed  or  designated  for  the  per- 
formance of  aeronautical -engineering  duty  only  in  accordance  with 
the  act  of  June  5.  1935  (49  Stat.  823;  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V,  title  34. 
sec.  71a).  are  hereby  designated  for  engineering  duty  only  and  no 
further  appointments  or  deslgnaticms  shall  be  made  under  that 
act,  which  is  hereby  repealed. 

(b)  The  provision  of  the  act  approved  August  29,  1918  (39  Stat. 
680:  U.  S.  C,  title  34.  sec.  71).  which  authorizes  the  assignment 
of  officers  "not  below  the  grade  of  lieutenant"  to  engineering  duty 
only  is  hereby  amended  by  deleting  the  word  "lieutenant"  and  In- 
serting In  lieu  thereof  the  words  "heutenant  (Junior  grade) ." 

(c)  Officers  designated  for  engineering  duty  only  shall  be  addi- 
tional numbers  In  grade  and  shall  not  succeed  to  command  except 
on  shore  and  then  only  as  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Sec.  5.  (a)  The  number  of  rear  admirals  designated  for  engineering 
duty  only  shall  be  reduced  to  six,  as  provided  in  this  section,  and 
thereafter  that  ntimber  shall  be  the  permanent  authorized  number 
of  such  officers.  In  the  meantime,  only  the  first  and  each  alternate 
succeeding  separation  of  such  officers  from  the  active  list  shall  be 
deemed  to  create  a  vacancy,  and  If  more  than  one  vacancy  should 
result  In  any  fiscal  year  the  excess  shall  not  he  fiUed.  but  the  next 
succeeding  separation  from  the  active  list  shall  be  regarded  as  the 
alternate  succeeding  separation  within  the  meaning  of  this  section: 
Provided,  That  the  line  selection  boards  convened  in  the  fiscal  years 
1941  and  1942  to  recommend  captains  for  promotion  to  the  grade  of 
rear  admiral  shall  be  furnished  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  with 
an  estimated  number  of  vacancies  In  that  grade  for  officers  desig- 
nated for  engineering  duty  only,  which  number  shall  be  four  and 
two,  respectively,  regardless  of  the  number  of  officers  separated  from 
the  active  list. 

(b)  Officers  transferred  to  the  line  of  the  Navy  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  2  of  this  act  who,  at  the  time  of  transfer, 
have  been  recommended  for  advancement  to  the  rank  of  rear 
admiral,  and  those  who  may  be  so  recommended  In  the  report 
of  the  selection  board  convened  next  subsequent  to  the  date  of 
approval  of  this  act  shall  be  eligible  for  promotion  on  January  2r 
1941.  upon  which  date  there  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  created 
a  number  of  vacancies  equal  to  the  number  of  such  officers  recom- 
mended for  promotion.  Except  as  above  provided,  each  captain 
designated  for  engineering  duty  only  on  the  promotion  list  for 
the  grade  of  rear  admiral  shall  be  promoted  to  rank  from  the 
date  stated  In  or  In  due  course  to  be  stated  in.  the  commission 
In  that  grade  of  the  next  Junior  officer  on  the  promotion  list 
who  Is  not  designated  for  engineering  duty  only. 

INFORMATION  TO  BE  FURNISHED  SELCCTION  BOARDS 

Sec.  6,  (a)  The  estimate  furnished  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  line-selection  boards  convened  for  the  consideration  of  captains, 
pursuant  to  section  8  (a)  of  the  act  approved  June  23,  1938  (52 
Stat,  946;  U.  S.  C.  supp.  V,  tlUe  34.  sec,  294),  shaU  show  separately 
the  number  of  vacancies  existing  In  the  grade  of  rear  admiral 
among  officers  designated  for  engineering  duty  only  and  among 
officers  not  bo  designated,  and  the  number  of  such  vacancies  esti- 
mated to  occur  before  the  end  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year. 
In  excess  of  the  number  of  officers  of  each  group  then  on  the 
promotion  list. 

(b)  The  statement  furnished  llne-eelectlon  boards  purvuant  to 
section  8  (a)  of  the  act  approved  June  23.  1938  (52  Stat  946- 
U.  S.  C,  supp.  V,  title  34.  sec.  294).  shall  Include  the  percentage  of 
engineering-duty-only  officers  adjudged  fitted  for  promotion  which 
shall  be  continued  on  the  active  list  to  meet  the  Immediate  re- 
quirements of  the  Navy. 

(c)  Each  hne  selection  board  convened  for  the  consideration 
of  captains  shall  be  furnished  with  the  names  Of  aU  captains 
eligible  for  consideration  to  be  designated  for  retention  or  con- 
tinuance on  the  active  list  pursuant  to  this  act,  in  addition  to 
the  names  of  captains  eligible  for  consideration  for  promotion 
required  to  be  furnished  such  board  by  section  8  (a)  of  the  act 
approved  June  23,  1938  (52  Stat.  046;  U.  S.  C,  Supp.  V,  title  84, 
sec.  294). 

DUTIES  or  sn^BcnoN  boards 
Sec.  7.  (a)  The  recommendations  of  selection  boards  In  the  case 
of  officers  who  are  now  or  may  hereafter  be  designated  for  en- 
gineering duty  only  shall  be  based  upon  their  comparative  fitness 
for  the  duties  prescribed  for  them  by  law:  Provided.  That  no  cap- 
tain designated  for  engineering  duty  only  shall  be  eligible  for 
consideration  by  a  selection  board  for  promotion  unless  the  esti- 
mate of  vacancies  furnished  that  board  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  In  compliance  with  section  6  (a)  of  this  act  fehows  one  or 
more  vacancies  existing  or  estimated  to  occur  in  the  grade  of  rear 
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admiral  among  offlcers  dMlgnated  for  engineering  duty  only,  but 
any  such  captain  who  Is  promoted  pursuant  to  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  first  ■election  board  by  which  he  was  considered  shall 
be  gtTcn  In  bla  new  commission  the  same  date  of  rank  which  has 
been  or  In  due  course  will  be  stated  In  the  commission  in  such 
rank  of  the  senior  oflBcer  below  him  who  was  recommended  for 
promotion  by  the  approved  report  of  a  selection  board  which  did 
not  consider  him  because  of  this  proviso:  Provided  further.  That 
no  captain  so  promoted  shall  be  entitled  to  Increased  pay  or 
allowances  prior  to  the  date  of  the  vacancy  to  which  promoted. 

(bl  Officers  designated  for  engineering  duty  only  may  be  recom- 
by  a  line  selection  board  as  best  fitted  for  promotion  to 
below  rear  admiral,  pursuant  to  section  9  (a)  of  the  act 
of  June  23.  1938  (52  SUt.  947;  U.  8.  C.  Supp.  V.  title  34.  sec. 
297a).  m  addition  to  the  number  of  estimated  vacancies  certified 
to  the  board  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Sec.  8.  Each  selection  board  considering  captains  designated  for 
engineering  duty  only  shall — 

(a)  Prom  among  such  captains  who  have  twice  failed  of 
■election  as  best  fitted  designate  by  name  for  retention  on  the 
active  list  in  the  grade  of  captain  until  not  later  than  the  end  if 
the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year  those  officers  whose  fitness,  in  the 
opinion  of  at  least  six  of  the  members,  warrants  their  retention. 
Captains  ao  retained  shall  be  ineligible  for  consideration  for  recom- 
mendation for  promotion  by  subsequent  selection  boards,  but 
shall  be  eligible  for  consideration  by  such  boards  for  retention 
on  the  active  list.  If  not  again  designated  for  retention  on  the 
active  list  they  shall  be  placed  on  the  retired  list  as  provided  in 
lectlon  9  of  this  act. 

(b)  When  the  number  of  Involuntary  retirements  in  any  fiscal 
=  year  pursuant  to  section  9  (c)   of  this  act  would  otherwise  exceed 

four,  designate  by  name  such  excess  of  officers  for  continuance  on 
the  active  list  until  the  end  of  the  next  fiscal  year:  Provided.  That 
Buch  officers  shall  be  ineligible  for  consideration  for  recommenda- 
tion for  promotion  by  subsequent  selection  boards,  but  shall  be 
eligible  for  consideration  for  continuance,  en  the  active  list.  If  not 
again  designated  for  continuance  on  the  active  list,  they  shall  be 
placed  on  the  retired  list  as  provided  in  section  9  of  this  act. 

RETiaEMENT 

Sbc.  9.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (c)  of  this  section, 
each  officer  in  the  grade  of  captain  designated  for  retention  on  the 
active  list  pursuant  to  section  8  (a)  of  this  act  shall  be  transferred 
to  the  retired  list  on  June  30  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year  or 
on  the  1st  day  of  the  month  following  that  in  which  he  attains  the 
age  of  61  years,  whichever  shall  occur  first. 

(b>  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (c)  of  this  section,  each 
officer  described  In  section  8  (a)  of  this  act  who  is  not  designated 
pursuant  thereto  for  retention  on  the  active  list  shall  be  transferred 
to  the  retired  list  on  June  30  of  the  fiscal  year  In  which  he  fails 
of  such  designation  or  on  the  1st  day  of  the  month  following  that 
In  which  he  attains  the  age  of  61  years,  whichever  shall  occur  first. 

(c)  No  officer  transferred  to  the  grade  of  captain  by  section  2  of 
this  act  shall  be  retired  pursuant  to  subsection  (a)  or  (b)  of  this 
section  earlier  than  4  years  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act. 
nor  shall  more  than  four  such  captains  thereafter  be  so  retired  In 
any  one  fiscal  year.  Such  officers  who  are  considered  for  retention 
or  continuance  on  the  active  list  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 8  of  this  act.  and  are  not  designated  therefor,  shall  be  placed 
on  the  retired  list  on  June  30  of  the  fiscal  year  in  which  they  fail 
of  such  designation. 

8»c.  10.  Officers  transferred  by  this  act  to  the  grade  of  commander 
of  the  line  whose  names  are  not  placed  upon  the  promotion  list, 
shall  be  placed  on  the  retired  list  on  June  30  of  the  fiscal  year  in 
which  they  fail  of  selection  as  best  fitted  the  second  time  or  In 
which  they  complete  28  years  of  commissioned  service  computed  as 
provided  in  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  3.  1931  (46  Stat  1483; 
D  8.  C.  title  34.  sec  286a).  whichever  date  shall  be  later:  Provided. 
That  any  officer  retained  on  the  active  list  pursuant  to  this  section 
shall  be  Ineligible  for  consideration  for  promotion  by  subsequent 
selection  boards. 

Sac.  11.  Officers  transferred  by  this  act  to  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
commander  or  lieutenant  of  the  line  shall,  at  their  own  request,  in 
^lleu  of  the  honorable  discharge  provided  in  section  12  (c)   of  the 

t  approved  June  23.  1938  (52  SUt.  948:  U.  8.  C.  title  34.  sec. 
(c)).  be  retired  on  June  30  of  the  fiscal  year  In  which  they 
r4U  of  selection  as  best  fitted  the  second  time  or  in  which  they 
plete  21  and  14  years,  respectively,  of  conunissioned  service  com- 
puted as  provided  in  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1931  (46  Stat. 
1483;  U.  S.  C.  title  34.  sec.  286a).  whichever  date  shall  be  later: 
Provi^d,  That  any  officer  retained  on  the  active  list  pursuant  to 
this  •ectlon  shall  be  Ineligible  for  consideration  for  promotion  by 
subseq\ient  selection  boards. 

Sac.  la.  No  officer  transferred  by  this  act  to  the  grade  of  com- 
mander or  lieutenant  commander  of  the  line  shall  be  retired  pur- 
suant to  section  12  (f)  of  the  act  of  June  23.  1938  (52  Stat.  950: 
U  S  C.  Supp.  V.  tlUe  34.  sec.  40  (f)).  prior  to  June  30  of  the 
fiscal  year  in  which  he  completes  30  or  25  years,  respectively,  of 
active  commissioned  service  in  the  Navy. 

S»c.  13.  Officers  transferred  to  the  retired  list  In  conformity  with 
this  act  shall  be  entitled  to  retired  pay  computed  as  prescribed  In 
section  12   (b)   of  the  act  of  June  23.  1938   (52  Stat.  949;   U    8    C 
UU«  34.  sec.  404  (b)). 

inacKUJu«aous  raovisioNs 
8»c.  14.  Nothing  herein  ahaU  be  construed  to  Interfere  with  the 
promotton  of  officers  who  have  been  recommended  for  advancement 


on  the  effective  date  of  this  act.  except  that  the  provisions  of 
section  11  (b)  of  the  act  approved  June  23.  1938  (52  Stat.  948; 
U.  S.  C.  title  34.  sec.  300  (b)  )  shall  be  applicable  In  the  cases  of 
Buch  officers.  When  promoted,  such  officers  shall  have  the  date  of 
commission  and  the  precedence  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
finds  they  would  have  had  If  such  promotion  had  occxirred  prior 
to  their  transfer. 

Sec.  15.  Nothing  In  this  act  shall  operate  to  reduce  the  pay  and 
allowances  of  officers  hereby  transferred  to  the  line  of  the  Navy 
below  that  now  authorized  for  officers  of  the  Staff  Corps  with 
corresponding  rank  and  service. 

Sec.  16.  All  laws  or  parts  cf  laws  so  far  as  they  are  inconsistent 
with  or  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  act  are  hereby 
repealed. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a  companion  bill  to 
the  measure  just  passed.  All  it  proposes  to  do  is.  in  view  of 
the  passage  of  the  bill  just  acted  upon,  to  transfer  the  per- 
sonnel on  the  active  list  of  the  Construction  Corps  to  the 
line  in  the  Navy.  It  puts  the  personnel  of  the  Construction 
Corps  in  the  same  category  as  oflBcers  in  the  Engineer  Corps 
and  other  cflScers  in  the  line  of  the  Navy.  It  is  merely  a 
transfer  of  the  personnel:  no  expense  is  involved:  and  it  is 
necessary  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  we  have,  by  law,  now 
changed  the  powers,  duties,  and  functions  of  the  Bureau  of 
Construction  and  Repair  and  the  Bureau  of  Engineering  and 
consolidated  them  into  one  bureau,  the  Bureau  of  Ships.  So 
It  is  necessary  to  transfer  the  personnel  of  the  Construction 
Corps  to  the  line. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Is  the  Construction  Corps  of  the  Navy  en- 
tirely wiped  out  and  a  new  organization  created? 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Construction  Corps  of  the  Navy  is  not 
being  wiped  out.  It  is  being  transferred  to  the  line  of  the 
Navy.  There  are  now  seven  or  eight  different  bureaus  in  the 
Navy  Department,  as  the  Senator  knows,  such  as  the  Bureau 
of  Navigation,  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  the  Bureau 
of  Ordnance,  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  the 
Bureau  of  Engineering,  and  the  Bureau  of  Supplies  and 
Accounts.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  passed  a  few 
moments  ago,  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  and 
the  Bureau  of  Engineering  are  imlted  imder  one  bureau, 
which  is  to  be  called  the  Bureau  of  Ships. 

It  is  suggested  that  the  building  of  naval  vessels  would 
be  expedited  if.  instead  of  the  plans  being  gone  over  and 
studied  by  the  Bureau  of  Engineering  and  the  Bureau  of 
Construction  and  Repair,  and  then  going  back  again  to  the 
Bureau  of  Engineering  and  returned  again  to  the  Bureau  of 
Construction  and  Repair,  all  matters  pertaining  to  the  con- 
struction of  vessels  were  put  under  one  Bureau  of  Ships.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  as  I  have  said,  such  a  plan  is  already  in 
operation. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield  for 
another  question? 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Would  the  bill  terminate  present  functions 
or  do  away  with  any  fimctions  now  being  performed? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Not  at  all.  It  would  retain  the  functions 
and  the  personnel,  but  would  transfer  the  personnel  of  the 
Construction  Corps  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  the  Bureau 
of  Ships  of  the  Department  would  carry  on  just  the  same. 
Instead,  however,  of  having  two  bureaus,  the  number  has  now 
been  reduced  to  one  so  far  as  ship  construction  is  concerned, 
and  that  Bureau  is  the  Bureau  of  Ships.  So  that  one  Bureau 
will  be  responsible  for  engineering  and  for  the  construction 
of  ships,  and  it  will  be  impossible  for  the  Bureau  of  Engineer- 
ing to  claim  that  any  delay  in  construction  is  due  to  the 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  and  for  that  Bureau  to 
claim  that  delay  is  due  to  the  Bureau  of  Engineering.  The 
one  Bureau  of  Ships  ^^ill  be  responsible  for  engineering,  the 
drawing  of  plans,  and  the  actual  construction  of  the  ship. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Is  it  the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts that  one  of  the  effects  of  this  reorganization  would 
be  reduction  of  personnel? 

Mr.  WALSH.     Personally,  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Bir.  WALSH.     Yea. 
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Mr.  KINO.  Does  It  mean  an  increase  in  the  personnel  of 
any  of  the  agencies  or  departments  or  bureaus  that  are  thus 
created? 

Mr.  WALSH.  No:  not  at  all,  except,  of  course,  the  salary 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  $10,000:  but  at  the  same 
time  there  is  abolished  the  position  of  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  for  Air.  which  Is  not  flUed  and  has  not  been  ni'.ed 
for  several  years,  but  for  which  there  is  statutory  authority, 
and  which  the  President  could  fill  tomorrow  if  he  so  desired. 

Mr.  KINO.  The  observation  Just  made  by  the  Senator 
would  apply  to  the  bill  which  has  just  been  passed  more 
particularly  than  to  the  one  now  pending. 

Mr.  WALSH.  That  is  true;  the  observation  would  apply 
to  that  bill  rather  than  to  this.  This  bill  applies  only  to 
the  personnel.  It  simply  lifts  out  the  personnel  from  the 
present  Corps  of  Constructors,  where  it  is  by  law,  where  Its 
rights  are  fixed  by  law,  and  transfers  it  to  the  line  of  the 
Navy. 

Mr.  KINO.  Is  there  so  much  rigidity  in  the  existing  law 
that  there  may  be  no  transfer,  when  it  is  obvious  that  it 
ought  to  be  made,  from  one  section  or  segment  of  the  bureau 
to  another? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Some  of  the  legal  authorities  of  the  Navy 
Department  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  President  can  do 
this  by  Executive  order.  TTie  President  himself  does  not 
think  he  can.  He  thinks  it  is  doubtful  If  he  can,  and  there- 
fore he  wants  the  matter  to  be  determined  by  statute. 

I  am  again  speaking  of  the  previous  bill.  I  withdraw  that 
statement.  I  was  speaking  of  the  extra  powers  given  in 
the  bill.  In  other  words,  in  the  transfer  of  the  two  bureaus 
to  the  Bureau  of  Ships  there  is  not  only  a  transfer  of  the 
present  powers  of  those  bureaus  but  a  grant  of  some  slight 
additional  powers. 

The  bill  extends  the  authority  of  the  Chief  of  Operations. 
Under  the  present  law  there  is  some  question  whether  he 
has  any  right,  for  instance,  to  say,  "These  ships  that  need 
repairs  shall  have  priority  over  other  ships."  There  Is  some 
question  whether  that  Jurisdiction  Is  not  in  the  hands  of 
another  bureau.  The  blU  clarifies  the  matter,  and  in  the 
opinion  of  everybody  It  Is  a  desirable  Improvement  In  an 
attempt  to  fix  responsibility  and  to  secure  more  efficient 
direction  of  the  work  of  building  and  repairing  ships. 

Mr.  KING.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  if  he  does  not  believe 
there  is  too  much — if  I  may  use  a  common  expression — 
compartmentism  in  the  various  departments:  that  Is,  too 
many  watertight  compartments,  whereas  there  ought  to  be 
greater  fluidity  and  not  so  much  rigidity,  so  that  activities 
may  be  moved  from  one  agency  or  department  to  another 
without  the  necessity  of  coming  to  Congress  for  authority. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  agree  with  the  Senator.  I  heartily  agree 
with  him  that  when  the  head  of  a  department,  after  his 
knowledge  of  the  department  is  thorough  and  fixed,  finds 
that  he  can  consolidate  activities  and  reduce  expenses  and 
promote  the  efficiency  of  the  public  service,  he  ought  to  have 
authority  to  do  so  without  coming  to  Congress.  I  think  they 
have  such  authority;  but,  of  course,  we  are  up  against  the 
old  proposition,  as  the  Senator  knows  so  well,  of  which  he 
has  so  often  spoken,  that  they  will  not  drop  employees;  they 
will  not  reduce  their  pay  roll.    Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  KINO.  I  think  the  Senator  is  right.  It  seems  to  me 
that  when  economies  may  result,  and  transfers  should  be 
made  in  the  interest  of  efficiency  and  economy,  there  ought 
to  be  authority  somewhere,  in  the  President  or  in  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  to  make  the  neces- 
sary transfers  to  accomplish  that  result. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Of  course,  the  President  has  that  authority 
under  the  act  we  passed  last  year,  but  apparently  in  this 
case  he  has  some  doubt  as  to  whether  he  has  full  executive 
authority  in  the  case  of  the  bureaus  of  the  Navy  which 
already  have  their  powers  and  activities  clearly  and  defi- 
nitely defined.  The  bill  which  we  just  passed  seeks  to  con- 
solidate both  bureaus  into  one  and  to  make  one  head 
responsible  for  them. 

Mr.  KINO.  Of  course,  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  In  many 
Qt  the  agencies  and  departments  of  the  Oovemment  thers 


are  forces — and  I  am  not  too  critical — ^whidi  seek  to  enlarge 
their  authority  and  to  augment  their  powers,  and  whicli 
would  take  advantage  of  authority,  if  it  were  unlimited,  to 
accomplish  that  result.  Therefore,  it  occurs  to  me  that 
those  like  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  who  are  in  charge 
of  the  Army  or  Navy  appropriation  bills,  should  be  fully 
advised,  and  should  advise  us,  because  thos^e  of  us  who  are 
not  upon  those  committees  do  not  have  time  to  make  the 
investigations  essential  to  obtain  full  information  regarding 
the  validity  of  the  claims  which  are  made  for  transfers  and 
changes. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  think  through  the  years  the  Senator  from 
Utah  more  than  any  other  man  on  this  floor  has  rendered 
a  great  public  service  in  advocating  just  the  principle  he 
has  announced.  Unfortunately,  his  voice  very  often  has  been 
like  that  of  St.  John  the  Baptist,  a  voice  crying  in  the  wil- 
derness; but  I  still  think  the  Senator  has  been  effective  in 
calling  the  attention  of  the  departments  to  the  need  of  con- 
stantly improving  the  efficient  management  of  their  respec- 
tive bureaus,  and  of  cutting  down  unlimited  expenses;  and. 
of  course,  as  the  Senator  and  I.  both  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  know,  somettiing  drastic  will  happen  if  some 
step  is  not  taken  in  that  direction. 
Mr.  KINO.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  his  compliment. 
I  desire  to  say  that  I  was  a  member  of  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  for  a  number  of  years.  I  was  so  dissatisfied  with 
some  of  the  administrative  officers  of  the  Navy,  with  what  I 
regarded  as  their  reactionary  policies,  their  indifference  to 
what  I  conceived  to  be  important  changes  as  a  result  of  the 
World  War  and  the  lessons  which  it  taught,  that  I  decided 
to  no  longer  serve  on  the  committee. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Of  course,  the  present  chairman  of  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee  was  not  its  chairman  at  that  time, 
Mr.  KING.  That  is  true.  If  we  had  then  had  the  pres- 
ent chairman  I  think  I  would  have  agreed  with  him.  and  I 
would  not  have  severed  my  connection  with  the  Naval  Af- 
fairs Committee;  but  I  will  frankly  say  that  I  was  so  dis- 
satisfied with  the  conduct  of  the  committee,  with  the  con- 
duct of  some  of  the  naval  officers,  with  their  opposition  to 
the  establishment  of  a  Bureau  of  Air  Force  or  a  Bureau  of 
Aeronautics,  to  make  provision  for  what  I  conceived  to  be 
the  vital  requirements  of  the  Navy  in  view  of  the  lessons  of 
the  World  War,  that  I  declined  further  service  upon  the 
committee.  There  was  too  much  opposition  to  what  I  be- 
lieved to  be  needed  reforms  In  the  plans  of  the  Navy.  The 
battleship  and  battle  cruiser  were  given  too  great  con- 
sideration at  the  expense  of  airplanes  and  submarines  and 
more  modem  techniques.  I  urged  a  strong  and  modern  air 
force — an  Assistant  Secretary  of  Aeronautics,  a  Bureau  of 
Submarines.  This  plan  was  not  approved  by  the  Navy. 
I  repeat  there  was  no  cordial  reception  to  methods  or 
policies  in  the  Department.  The  views  of  Admiral  Sims 
and  Rear  Admiral  Fullam  regarding  the  Importance  of 
submarines  and  airplanes  were  disregarded.  If  their  recom- 
mendations had  been  adopted  our  Navy  would  be  more  ef- 
fective than  it  is  today. 

Mr.  WALSH.  At  times  I  have  entertained  somewhat  the 
same  feeling  that  the  Senator  has;  but  I  must  remind  the 
Senator  of  this  fact: 

No  naval  officer  or  Army  officer  Is  free  to  say  wtiat  he 
thinks.  They  must  submit  all  their  recommendations,  all 
their  requests,  all  their  bills,  to  higher  authority:  and  they 
are  very  much  restricted  in  their  freedom  of  action.  I  hope 
the  Senator  appreciates  that  fact. 
Mr.  KINO.    I  understand  that. 

Mr.  WALSH.  It  is  rather  painful,  at  times,  before  our 
committee,  to  find  a  fine  officer  who  is  free  and  frank  within 
certain  limitations,  but  when  it  comes  to  saying,  "We  could 
not  do  it  for  this  reason  or  that  reason,"  he  Just  cannot 
say  it.  and  does  not  say  it.  On  the  whole,  however,  I  think 
we  have  a  fine  body  of  naval  officers.  I  have  been  very  much 
Impressed  with  their  intelligence.  Before  my  committee  every 
day  this  week  there  has  appeared  Captain  Plsher.  I  do  not 
think  any  lawyer  has  appeared  before  a  legislative  committee 
at  tills  session  who  has  shown  greater  astuteness,  greater 
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Mr.  WALSH.     Personally.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.     Yes. 
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ability,  and  greater  frankness  in  presenting  his  views  on  a 
very  important,  very  compLcated  bill,  which  will  be  before  the 
Senate  next  week  or  the  week  after  that. 

I  entertain  a  very  high  regard  for  the  intellectual  ability 
of  the  higher  naval  officers.  I  think  there  has  been  a  great 
improvement  since  the  days  when  the  Senator  from  Utah 
was  a  member  of  the  committee.  I  mj-self  have  seen  it  in 
more  recent  years.  The  courses  of  study  we  have  in  the 
postgraduate  schools,  and  the  specializing  work  many  of  the 
officers  do,  have  redounded  greatly  in  their  favor;  and,  of 
course,  those  things  are  of  supreme  importance,  because,  as 
the  Senator  knows,  after  all.  we  do  not  win  war  with  steel  or 
with  battleships.  Wars  are  won  with  manpower;  and  there- 
fore, if  we  have  not  a  high-class  personnel  of  officers  and 
enlisted  men.  we  are  in  a  dangerous  plight. 

I  am  happy  to  say.  however,  that  my  observation  has  been 
one  of  general  commendation  of  the  naval  officers.  I  agree 
with  the  Senator  that  at  times  there  has  Jappeared  to  be  on 
their  part  a  reluctance  to  move  away  from  old  practices  that 
have  become  ingrained  in  the  life  of  a  naval  officer  and  have 
become  a  part  of  his  very  existence. 

Let  me  refer  also  to  the  enlisted  men.  though  I  am  afraid  I 
am  perhaps  unduly  prolonging  the  discussion. 

Mr.  KINO.     I  am  very  happy  to  hear  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  cannot  find  words  to  compliment  too  highly 
the  enlisted  men.  I  have  never  heard  a  naval  officer  speak 
With  reference  to  them  who  has  not  spoken  In  the  very  highest 
terms  of  our  enlisted  men.  They  are  now  nearly  all  high- 
school  graduates.  Many  of  them  are  college  graduates.  They 
are  patriotic:  they  are  industrious;  they  are  proficient.  On 
some  of  the  ships  60  p>ercent  of  them  are  taking  correspond- 
ence courses  for  the  purpose  of  improving  themselves  and 
advancing.  I  lost  myself  in  talking  about  them  on  a  recent 
occasion,  when  I  was  addressing  the  Daughters  of  the  Amer- 
ican Revolution — these  dear  old  ladies — a  week  ago;  and  I 
said.  "You  never  ought  to  meet  an  enlisted  man  on  the  street 
without  stopping  to  say,  'Thank  you.'  "  Afterward,  in  talking 
at  Quantico  to  the  enlisted  men.  I  said,  "Mind  you,  I  made 
that  remark  to  old  ladles,  not  to  young  ladles."    [Laughter.] 

But  I  want  to  say  that  we  could  not  nm  our  Navy  24 
hours  without  the  enlisted  men;  and  what  I  am  saying  every 
officer  In  the  Navy  would  say  to  you  even  more  enthusiastically 
than  I  do.  I  have  a  profound  admiration — and  I  want  to 
•ay  It  to  my  countrymen— of  the  fine  tjrpe  of  the  enlisted 
\  men  of  the  Navy  and  their  devotion  to  duty,  their  losralty,  their 
patriotism.  If  you  find  a  Commimist  on  one  of  our  ships 
you  can  imagine  what  happens  to  him  with  those  bosrs.  There 
is  a  constant  desire  to  improve.  I  am  happy  to  say  that, 
and  I  thank  the  Senator  for  giving  me  an  opportunity  to 
say  it. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  am  very  happy  to  associate  myself  with  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  in  his  commendation  of  the  sea* 
men  who  man  our  fleet.  Nevertheless,  as  I  stated  a  moment 
ago,  I  have  felt  constrained  at  various  times  to  criticize  what 
I  conceived  to  be  the  rather  static  policies  of  some  of  those 
in  control  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  WALSH.  As  I  said  before,  it  does  not  do  any  harm 
for  the  Senator  to  take  that  position,  and  I  think  that  even 
in  that  attitude,  while  I  may  not  agree  with  him.  he  is 
•gain  rendering  a  good  service  to  the  Navy. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  am  referring  particu- 
larly to  the  conduct  of  some  of  the  officials  during  and  imme- 
diately after  the  World  War.  I  have  forgotten  whether  the 
Senator  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs 
In  1920.  1921.  1922.  and  1923. 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  was  not. 

Mr.  KINO.  That  was  at  a  time  when  it  seemed  to  me 
the  leoons  of  the  World  War  would  have  burned  themselves 
into  the  minds  of  the  naval  officials,  and  that  they  would 
have  attempted  to  formulate  a  plan  which  would  more  nearly 
meet  the  demands  of  a  modem  navy. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Of  course,  the  Senator  appreciates  the  seri- 
ous handicap  that  came  through  the  limitation  treaties  of 
1921  and  1922. 

Mr.  KINO.   I  appreciate  that,  of  course. 


Mr.  WALSH.  That  almost  stopped  the  Navy  from  going 
forward  for  17  years. 

Mr.  KINO.  In  1919  and  1920,  when  efforts  were  being 
made  by  a  few  persons  to  develop  an  air  force  and  a  suitable 
submarine  policy,  we  were  not  met  with  proper  support.  As 
I  have  stated,  Admiral  Sims  and  Rear  Admiral  Fullam  were 
the  only  naval  authorities  who  came  l>efore  the  committee 
and  testified  to  the  importance  and  vital  necessity  of  sub- 
marines, and  a  strong  and  modern  and  scientific  airplane 
policy.  I  believed  that  the  airplane  was  to  be  one  of  the 
most  important  forces  of  the  Navy,  as  well  as  of  land  military 
activities.  Naval  authorities  were  not  converted  to  what  I 
believed  to  be  a  new  and  modem  naval  policy,  which  ac- 
corded to  air  forces  and  to  subsurface  craft,  a  more  important 
role  in  national-defense  plans.  Now  we  are  pajring  the  pen- 
alty for  what  I  believe  was  a  rather  negative  or  reactionary 
policy  which  was  regnant  during  the  years  following  the 
World  War. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  war  in  Europe  has  demonstrated  that 
the  Senator  was  sounding  the  right  note  in  regard  to  na- 
tional defense  20  years  ago. 

Mr.  KING.  I  was  so  sure  that  I  was  right  that  when  I 
could  not  make  any  headway,  I  felt  constrained  to  take  an- 
other committee  assignment  and  leave  to  those  who  held 
different  views  control  of  the  committee  and  its  policies  of  the 
future. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  (S.  4027)  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MAJ.  L.  p.  WORRALL ^RECONSIDERATION 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  on  the  call  of  the  calendar  re- 
cently the  Senate  passed  the  bill  (H.  R.  8429)  for  the  re- 
lief of  Maj.  L.  P.  Worrall,  and  for  other  piUTjoses.  There 
were  two  or  three  minor  errors  in  the  bill.  For  instance, 
the  year  was  1939.  whereas  it  should  have  been  1938.  The 
name  of  an  Individual  was  mispelled.  On  behalf  of  my 
colleague  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Bankhead)  I  made 
a  motion  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill 
was  agreed  to.  That  motion  is  now  pending.  I  then  made  a 
motion  to  request  the  House  to  retum  the  bill  to  the  Senate. 
The  House  has  retumed  the  bill  to  the  Senate,  and  the  bill  is 
now  here. 

I  now  move  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  bill  was  passed. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER,  Without  objecUon,  the  mo- 
tion is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote 
ordering  the  bill  to  a  third  reading,  be  reconsidered. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  now  offer  an  amendment,  on  page  1,  line 
5.  after  the  words  "Finance  Department"  to  Insert  the 
words  "United  States  Army". 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HILL.  On  page  1.  line  7,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
strike  out  the  name  "Booser"  and  to  insert  "Boozer." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HILL.  On  page  1.  line  10.  after  "June  29",  I  offer 
an  amendment  to  strike  out  "1939"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"1938." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HILL.  On  page  2.  line  4.  1  offer  an  amendment  to 
strike  out  "Booser"  and  to  insert  "Boozer",  and  in  line  6.  the 
same  amendment. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  ttiird  time  and  passed. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT — APPROVAL  OP  BILLS 

A  message  In  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  submitting  a  nomination  was  communicated  to  the 
Senate,  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of  his  secretaries,  who  also  an- 


responslble  for  them. 

Mr.  KINO.     Of  course.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  in  many 
at  the  agezudes  and  departments  of  the  Oovemment  tliera 


day  this  week  there  has  appeared  Captain  Rsher.  I  do  not 
think  any  lawyer  has  appeared  before  a  legislative  committee 
at  tills  sessicwi  who  has  shown  greater  astuteness,  greater 
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nounced  that  on  May  31.  1940.  the  President  had  approved 
and  signed  the  following  bills: 

8. 2303.  An  act  authorizing  the  continuance  of  the  Prison 
Industries  Reorganization  Administration,  established  by  Ex- 
ecutive Order  No.  V94  of  September  26,  1935.  to  June  30.  1941; 
and 

S.  3013.  An  act  to  amend  section  5  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of 
certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  approved  March  3,  1925  (43  Stat.  1190;  34  U.  S.  C. 
893) ,  so  as  to  authorize  the  pasrment  of  a  per  diem  in  connec- 
tion with  naval  aerial  surveys  and  flight  checking  of  aviation 
charts. 

ARMY   PROMOTION   STSTEM — CONrERENCE   REPORT 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  conference  report  on 
House  bill  9243. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    What  is  the  conference  report  about? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  is  the  conference  report  on  the  Army 
promotion  bill,  which  was  debated  for  a  day  or  two  about  a 
week  ago. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Tile  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  report,  which  was  read,  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  blU  (H.  R.  9243) 
to  provide  for  the  promotion  of  promotlon-Ilst  ofllcers  of  the  Army 
after  specified  years  erf  service  in  grade,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  foUows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendments  numbered  12  3 
and  4. 

MoKsn  JSHCPPAaD, 
robt.  r.  rctnolob, 
Elbskt  D.  Thomas, 
Wakken  R.  Austih, 
Sttixs  Bridges, 
Manoffen  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

A.    J.    IllAT, 

EWINO  Thomason. 
Dow  W.  HArm. 
L.  C.  Akknds, 
Thos.  E.  MAsmff. 
Chas.  H.  Elston, 
Managert  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  before  this 
conference  report  is  agreed  to,  I  desire  to  call  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  a  few  of  the  grotesque 
absurdities  contained  in  the  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quonmi. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 

Sheppard 

Shlpstead 

eiattery 

8m*  then 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

ThomM,  Okla. 

ThonuM,  Utali 

Tobejr 

Townsend 

Truman 

Trdlngs 

Vandenbcrg 

Van  Nuys 

Wacner 

Walah 

Wheeler 

White 

Wiley 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Eighty-six  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names,  A  quorum  is  present.  The  Chair 
recognizes  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson]. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  before  the 
Senate  adopts  the  conference  report.  I  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion to  some  of  the  peculiar  things  which  are  contained  in 
the  pending  legislation.    Under  the   aut<xnatic  promotion 


Adams 

Donahey 

Lodce 

Downey 

Lxicas 

Oeorga 

Lundeen 

Auitln 

Oerry 

IfcCtrran 

Bankhead 

01b«m 

McKellar 

Barbour 

OUlette 

ICcNary 

Barkley 

Orecn 

UMkA 

Bilbo 

Oumey 

Miller 

Bone 

Hale 

Mlntoa 

Brown 

Harrison 

Neely 

Bulow 

Hatch 

Morris 

Burk* 

Hayden 

Nys 

Byrd 

Herring 

CMahoney 

ByrhM 

Hill 

Overton 

Capper 

Rolman 

Pepper 

Carawar 

Holt 

Plttman 

Chandler 

Hxjsbes 

Badcliffe 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Heed 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Beynolds 

Connally 

King 

Buaaell 

Danahet 

La  FoUstt* 

Sch  warts 

Davu 

Lee 

Schwellenbach 

system  for  the  commissioned  officers  of  the  United  States 
Army,  as  provided  for  under  the  bill,  the  Army  will  liave 
4,800  lieutenant  colonels,  and  only  2,300  majors  and  captains 
together.  Everyone  familiar  with  the  Army  knows  that 
there  are  needed  about  4  majors  to  1  lieutenant  colcmel, 
but  under  the  provisions  of  the  conference  report  there  will 
be  4  lieutenant  colonels  to  1  major. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Under  the  old  orgaixization,  during  the 
World  War,  a  major  was  in  command  of  a  battalion,  and  a 
regiment  consisted,  as  I  remember,  of  three  battalions. 
Three  were  one  Ueutenant  colonel  and  three  majors  to  a 
regiment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    Yes. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Since  that  time  has  not  the  organization 
been  changed,  and  is  not  a  lieutenant  colonel  in  command 
of  a  battalion  now? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  I  think  not. 
Mr.  MINTON.  I  think  the  Senator  will  find  upon  exami- 
nation that  a  lieutenant  colonel  is  now  in  charge  of  a  bat- 
talion, and  that  a  major  is  the  executive  officer  of  the 
battalion.    I  think  that  is  the  plan. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  have  received  a  recent  plan 
from  the  War  Department,  and  it  does  not  show  any  such 
arrangement  as  that.  It  still  shows  a  major  in  command  of 
a  streamlined  battalion. 

Mr.  MINTON.  My  understanding  is  that  the  major  is 
now  the  executive  officer  of  the  battalion,  and  the  Ueutenant 
colonel  is  in  command  of  the  battalion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  do  not  think  so.     At  any 
rate,  certainly  there  is  no  need  for  4  lieutenant  colonels 
to  1  major.    In  the  World  War  we  had  200,000  officers  and 
4,000.000  men  under  arms.    There  were  then  12,227  majors 
and  only  3.151  lieutenant  colonels.    Yet  under  the  pending 
measure  we  find  that  the  Army  will  have  4,800  lieutenant 
colonels,  with  an  enlisted  strength  of  only  280,000,  and  only 
1.200  captains,  and  1.300  majors. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    Does  the  Senator  mean  that  under  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  there  would  be  more  lieutenant  colonels 
tlian  there  would  be  captains? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  say  under  the  bill  there 
will  be  4  lieutenant  coKmels  to  each  major,  and  4  lieutenant 
colonels  to  each  captain,  in  other  words,  there  will  be  4,800 
lieutenant  colonels. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  astounded  at  that  statement. 
Surely  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  does  not  agree  with 
that. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I,  myself,  was  astounded  at 
the  flgures.  We  had  General  Marshall  before  ua,  and  he 
corroborated  that  statement. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  U  tliey  keep  on  at  that  ratio  they  will 
have  four  times  as  many  generals  as  they  would  have 
colonels. 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senator,  of  course,  un- 
derstand.'; that  this  is  only  temporary.  It  perhaps  will  be  true 
only  for  10  years,  while  we  are  getting  rid  of  the  World  War 
"hump."  which  Is  talked  about  so  much.  The  officers  who 
served  In  the  World  War  now  average  46  years  of  age.  The 
situation  to  which  I  have  referred  is  due  to  temporary  promo- 
tions. Pour  thousand  two  hundred  officers  will  move  Into  the 
grade  of  lieutenant  colonel.  They  will  remain  there  until  they 
are  60  years  of  age.  So  while  this  peculiar  situation  may  not 
be  exactly  permanent,  it  will  continue  for  a  great  many  years. 
In  the  World  War,  as  I  have  said,  the  Army  had  12,227 
majors  and  41,953  captains,  and  only  3,151  lieutenant  colonels. 
But  under  this  bill  we  will  have  more  lieutenant  colonels  than 
we  had  during  the  World  War.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  under  the 
existing  law,  the  lieutenant  colonels  are  restricted  to  9  per- 
cent of  the  number  of  commissioned  officers.  Not  more  tlian 
9  percent  of  the  commissioned  officers  can  be  lieutenant  col- 
onels. But  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  before  us  40  per- 
cent of  the  commissioned  officers  in  the  Army  will  be  lieu- 
tenant colonels;  and  there  will  be  705  colonels  in  addition.   So 


t 


ous  nanaicap  tnat  came  uirougn  me  lumtauon  treaues  ox 
1921  and  1922. 
Mr.  KINO.   I  appreciate  that,  of  course. 


A  message  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  submitting  a  nomination  was  communicated  to  the 
Senate,  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  ol  his  secretaries,  who  also  an- 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  before  the 
Senate  adopts  the  conference  report.  I  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion to  some  of  the  peculiar  things  which  are  contained  in 
the  pending  legislation.    Under  the   autcxnatic  promotion 


9  percent  of  the  commissioned  officers  can  be  lieutenant  col- 
onels. But  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  before  us  40  per- 
cent of  the  commissioned  officers  in  the  Army  will  be  lieu- 
tenant colonels;  and  there  will  be  705  colonels  In  addition.   So 
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nearly  50  percent  of  all  the  commissioned  officers  In  the 
United  States  Army  will  be  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant  colonel 
and  colonel. 

Those  are  the  provisions  of  this  bill.  To  General  Marshall, 
who  appeared  before  the  conference  committee,  I  presented 
thes;  very  figures  and  asked  him  If  that  was  not  so,  and.  if  It 
was.  what  he  could  do  about  it?  General  Marshall  bit  his 
lip.  looked  toward  the  floor,  shook  his  head  sadly  from  side 
to  side,  and  said.  "That  will  be  my  headache."  The  bill  will 
give  the  military  chief  a  military  headache.  It  can  be  un- 
derstood how  that  will  be  when  I  give  the  figures.  I  presume 
that  when  Ripley  gets  hold  of  this  information  the  United 
States  Senate  will  be  made  the  laughing  stock  not  only  of 
the  United  States  but  of  the  entire  world.  He  will  say,  "Be- 
lieve It  or  not.  40  percent  of  the  commissioned  officers  in  the 
United  States  Army  are  lieutenant  colonels — more  colonels 
than  are  in  the  Mexican  Army,  and  more  than  are  turned  out 
in  Kentucky." 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Davis  in  the  chair) .  Does 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  checked  on  the  matter  about  which  I  In- 
terrupted the  Senator  a  moment  sigo.  Under  the  new  organi- 
zation it  Is  true  that  a  lieutenant  colonel  is  the  commander  of 
a  battalion  and  a  major  Is  second  in  command.  Therefore, 
there  is  need  for  many  more  lieutenant  colonels  than  were 
formerly  needed  under  the  old  organization.  As  I  stated 
awhile  ago.  a  regiment  is  composed  of  three  battalions.  In 
my  time  a  regiment  had  three  majors,  the  lieutenant  colonel 
was  the  executive  officer  of  the  regiment,  and  the  colonel 
commanded  the  regiment.  Now.  however,  the  colonel  com- 
mands the  regiment;  his  senior  lieutenant  colonel  is  executive 
officer;  a  lieutenant  colonel  commands  each  battalion;  and  a 
major  is  second  in  command  of  a  battalion.  So  it  can  be 
seen  that  under  the  new  organization  plan  there  is  much 
greater  need  for  lieutenant  colonels  than  ever  before. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  should  like  to  submit  a 
statement  which  I  received  from  the  Army  the  other  day. 
which  shows  the  number  of  officers  in  one  of  the  stream- 
lined divisions.  At  division  headquarters  there  are  a  major 
general.  2  brigadier  generals,  1  colcnel,  13  lieutenant  colonels. 
4  captains,  5  first  lieutenants,  and  1  second  lieutenant,  or  27 
officers.  In  the  Infantry  4  companies  make  up  a  battalion. 
Each  battalion  has  4  captains  and  12  second  lieutenants,  and 
each  company  has  129  enlisted  men.  According  to  the  report, 
in  a  regiment  there  are  3  lieutenant  colonels,  12  captains,  3 
first  lieutenants,  and  39  first  or  second  lieutenants.  I  ask 
imanimous  consent  to  have  the  report  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

A  division  la  made  up  of  three  Infantry  regiments  and  two  field 
artillery  regiments. 

n*TAi»raT 

4  companies  »1  battalion. 

4  captains. 

12  second  lieutenants. 
129  enlisted  men  each  company. 

8  battalions  >  1  regiment. 
3  lieutenant  colonels. 
12  captains. 
3  first  lieutenants. 
89  first  or  second  lieutenants. 


8  regiments  -  1  division. 
3  colonels 

13  lieutenant  colonels. 
3  majors. 

3  additional  majors  or  captains. 
48  captains. 
6  additional  captains  or  first  Ueutenants. 
IS  first  lieutenants. 
117  first  or  aeoond  Ueutenants. 


nSLD   ASTtLUatT 


a  batteries -^1  battalion. 
2  captains. 
2  first  lieutenants. 
4  second  lieutenants. 
122  enlisted  men  each  battery. 
2  twttallons     1  regiment. 
2  lieutenant  colonels. 
2  majors. 
10  captains. 
10  first  lieutenants. 
10  second  lieutenants. 

34 

2  regiments  =  1  division. 

2  colonels. 

6  lieutenant  colonels. 

6  majors. 
30  captains. 
22  first  lieutenants. 
22  second  Ueutenants. 
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1  major  general. 

2  brigadier  generals. 
1  colonel. 

13  lieutenant  colonels.  | 

4  captains. 

5  first  lieutenants. 

1  second  lieutenant.  j 

A  total  of  437  ofllcers  In  a  division. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  shall  be  very  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  As  I  understand,  the  statement  which  the 
Senator  has  submitted  shows  that  each  regiment  has  three 
lieutenant  colonels.  Under  the  old  organization  each  regi- 
ment had  only  one  lieutenant  colonel.  Each  regiment  has 
three  battalions.  Each  battalion  is  now  commanded  by  a 
lieutenant  colcnel,  and  the  senior  battalion  commander  is  the 
executive  officer  of  the  regiment,  directly  under  the  colonel, 
who  commands  the  regiment. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALXiY.  Assuming  that  to  be  true,  and  assum- 
ing that  the  bill  provides  for  three  lieutenant  colonels  in- 
stead of  one.  as  under  the  eld  organization,  and  that  the 
lieutenant  colonels  command  battalions,  what  is  the  neces- 
sity of  it?  Cannot  a  major  command  a  battalion  now  as 
well  as  he  has  always  done?  Why  is  It  necessary  to  make  a 
battalion  commander  a  lieutenant  colcnel.  unless  it  is  simply 
the  desire  to  have  more  lieutenant  colonels? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  think  that  argument  Is  very 
sound.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Indiana  IMr. 
MiNTONl  a  question.  Does  he  contend  that  we  need  4.800 
lieutenant  colonels  in  the  Army  as  compared  to  1,200  majors? 
Certainly  he  does  not  make  any  such  contention. 

Mr.  MINTON.  If  the  Senator  will  yield.  I  know  that  there 
are  positions,  other  than  commands  in  the  line,  in  which  the 
higher  ranks  are  required.  For  example,  there  are  commands 
at  colleges  and  in  R.  O.  T.  C.  units.  A  lieutenant  colonel  is 
always  preferred  in  such  commands.  Many  such  commands 
require  a  higher  rank  than  that  of  major.  So  it  is  not  only 
an  increase  in  the  line  personnel,  but  also  in  the  other  com- 
mands which  the  Army  has  to  fill  throughout  the  country, 
which  requires  higher  rank. 

I  am  not  advised  as  to  why  the  Army  has  changed  the 
organization  and  put  a  lieutenant  colonel  In  command  of  a 
battalion.  That  was  part  of  the  organization  plan  which  was 
conceived  and  adopted  long  before  the  biU  was  ever  thought 
of.  So  the  bill  does  not  produce  a  great  number  of  lieutenant 
colonels  merely  to  meet  that  situation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  pro- 
duces many  lieutenant  colonels,  and  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  need  whatsoever  for  them.  Nevertheless,  it  produces 
them.    At  the  present  time  we  have  1.048  Ueutenant  colonels. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 


Mr.  CONNALLY.  So  far  as  the  tables  of  organization  re- 
quiring a  lieutenant  colonel  for  a  certain  command  is  con- 
cerned, the  War  Department  can  make  new  tables  of 
organization  at  any  time.  If  we  are  to  follow  that  theory, 
the  War  Department  might  make  tallies  of  organization 
which  would  require  a  brigadier  general  to  conmiand  a  com- 
pany if  it  so  desired.  The  War  Department  makes  up  the 
tables  of  organization.    Congress  has  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is  correct.  It  is  not 
done  pursuant  to  a  law  of  Congress.  The  organization  tables 
are  made  up  in  the  War  Department. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Of  course,  that  brings  us  back  to  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  or  not  we  think  the  Army  would  do  the 
ridiculous  thing  which  the  Senator  from  Texas  suggests. 
I  have  sufficient  faith  In  General  Marshall  and  in  the  General 
Staff  to  believe  that  they  will  not  set  up  any  such  ridiculous 
standards  for  the  command  of  various  units  of  the  Army. 
They  must  have  some  good  reason  for  changing  the  tables  of 
organization  and  putting  a  lieutenant  colonel  in  command 
of  a  battalion,  rather  than  leaving  it  in  the  command  of  a 
major,  as  heretofore.  The  Army  would  not  last  very  long  if 
it  did  the  ridiculous  things  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  When  I  asked  General  Mar- 
shall about  It.  he  said  it  would  be  his  headache  to  find  places 
for  all  the  lieutenant  colonels. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Does  the  Senator  know  the  duties 
prescribed  in  the  Infantry  Drill  Regulations  or  the  Army 
Manual  for  a  lieutenant  colonel? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  do  not. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Of  course,  one  duty  is  to  com- 
mand the  regiment  if  the  colonel  should  be  killed  or  inca- 
pacitated; but  in  any  of  the  manuals  with  which  I  am 
familiar — they  may  have  been  changed — the  only  duty 
prescribed  for  a  lieutenant  colonel  Is,  when  the  regiment  is 
formed  in  line  of  battalions  at  the  command  of  the  colonel, 
to  advance  and  say,  "Pass  in  review."  That  is  the  only  duty 
assigned  to  a  lieutenant  colonel. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  that  In  many  Instances  lieutenant 
colonels  have  been  employed  to  very  good  use.  It  has  always 
been  the  practice  that  lieutenant  colonels  may  be  assigned 
to  command  a  battalion.  I  commanded  battalions  when  I 
was  a  lieutenant  colonel.  A  lieutenant  colonel  may  be  as- 
signed as  executive  officer  of  the  regiment,  and  may  be  so 
utilized  by  the  colonel  if  the  colonel  so  desires,  but  he  does 
not  have  to  be.  A  lieutenant  colonel  may  be  assigned  on 
detached  service  with  schools,  with  the  staff  in  Washington, 
or  on  any  other  duty.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  the  figures 
which  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has  produced,  showing  the 
tremendous  preponderance  of  lieutenant  colonels  over  ma- 
jors and  captains,  require  an  explanation.  In  an  ordinary 
infantry  regiment  we  formerly  had  1  colonel.  1  lieutenant 
colonel,  3  majors,  and  15  captains.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
tables  of  organization  now  are,  but  that  used  to  be  the  plan. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    There  are  now  12  captains. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  seems  to  me  that  rather  than 
getting  away  from  the  "hump"  which  has  been  complained 
of,  we  are  creating  another  "hump."  The  "hump"  has  been 
created  by  the  fact  that  in  the  creation  of  general  officers 
the  World  War  officers  have  been  consistently  Jumped  over. 
A  large  number  of  them  are  entitled  to  promotion,  so  it  is 
now  proposed  that  we  create  a  system  tmder  which  the 
number  of  lieutenant  colonels  shall  be  entirely  dispropor- 
tionate to  the  number  of  officers  of  other  grades. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    Yes.    That  is  what  the  bill 
provides. 
Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  yield. 
Mr.  BONE.     I  know  little  about  the  inner  set-up  of  the 
Army  with  respect  to  methods  of  promotion.    I  should  like 
to  inquire  whether  or  not  the  bill  is  the  result  of  the  normal 


and  to-be-ezpected  desire  to  secure  what  officers  Justly  feel  is 
a  promotion  to  which  they  are  entitled.  Is  the  purpose  merely 
to  take  care  of  the  large  group  of  men  who  are  now  captains 
or  majors,  and  who  are  being  pushed  upward  in  order  to  give 
them  some  reasonable  excuse  for  having  stayed  in  the  Army? 
Is  the  bill  the  result  of  pressure  for  promotion  within  the 
Army  or  from  some  other  source? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  At  the  present  time  under  the 
existing  law  not  more  than  25  percent  of  the  commissioned 
field  officers  may  be  majors,  not  more  than  9  percent  may  be 
lieutenant  colonels,  and  not  more  than  6  percent  may  be 
colonels.  The  bill  would  make  promotion  automatic.  After 
having  served  in  the  Army  for  17  years  and  having  attained 
the  rank  of  captain,  an  officer  would  be  automatically  pro- 
moted to  the  grade  of  major.  After  having  served  in  the 
Army  for  23  years  and  having  attained  the  grade  of  major, 
he  would  be  automatically  promoted  to  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
colonel.  Promotion  is  made  automatically,  all  the  way  from 
second  lieutenant  up  to  the  grade  of  colonel.  After  serving 
for  3  years  as  a  second  lieutenant,  7  years  as  a  first  lieutenant, 
7  years  as  a  captain,  6  years  as  a  major,  and  5  years  as  a  lieu- 
tenant colonel,  an  officer  would  then  be  entitled  to  be  pro- 
moted to  the  rank  of  colonel. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
read  again  the  figures  as  to  the  niunber  of  lieutenant  colonels, 
majors,  and  captains  provided  for  by  the  conference  report? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  it  provides  for  705 
colonels.  4.800  lieutenant  colonels,  1,200  majors,  and  1,300 
captains.  It  provides  for  four  times  as  many  lieutenant 
colonels  as  there  are  captains  or  majors.  Forty  percent  of 
all  the  commissioned  officers  in  the  Army  will  be  of  the  rank 
of  lieutenant  colonel  and  nearly  50  percent  of  all  the  com- 
missioned officers  in  the  Army  will  be  in  the  grade  of  Ueu- 
tenant colonel  and  colonel. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    So  far  &s  organization  is  con- 
cerned, is  not  that  exactly  equivalent  to  trying  to  fire  a  .30- 
caliber  shell  from  a  6-inch  cannon  or  something  of  that  kind? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    It  may  be  as  bad  as  that. 
We  have  heard  all  the  time  that  the  Army  needed  revitaliza- 
tion,  that  it  needed  younger  officers  in  charge  of  companies, 
battalions,  and  regiments,  but,  instead  of  that,  we  will  have 
all  these  lieutenant  colonels,  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
claims  that  they  are  not  going  to  be  placed  in  charge  of 
battalions. 
Mr.  MINTON.    They  will  be  young  officers,  Just  the  same. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    They  will  have  to  have  23 
years'  service  in  the  Army. 
Mr.  MINTON.     Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  They  start  In  when  they  are 
24  and  will  be  not  less  than  47  years  old  when  they  are 
lieutenant  colonels. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  We  have  often  heard  about  the 
Mexican  Army  as  an  army  of  generals.  As  I  understand  this 
proposal,  it  is  to  make  the  American  Army  an  army  of  lieu- 
tenant colonels. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    Yes.    As  I  said  a  moment 

ago,  the  Senate  Is  creating  more  colonels  than  the  State  of 

Kentucky  has  created,  and  the  only  difference  between  the 

State  of  Kentucky  and  the  Senate  is  that  Kentucky  does  not 

pay  anything  to  the  colonels  it  creates,  but  the  United  States 

Senate  proposes  that  the  Army  colonels  shall  be  paid  $5,700 

a  year  apiece,  which  is  more  than  the  Governors  of  many  of 

the  States  receive. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.    How  does  this  bill  change  the  present  Army 

promotion  system?     Does  it  create  many  more  lieutenant 

colonels  than  would  normally  be  created  in  the  mine  run 

process  of  promotion?    For  instance,  take  the  number  of 

lieutenant  colonels  who  wiH  be  created  under  this  proposed 

act  and  contrast  that  with  the  number  of  lieutenant  colonels 
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Mr.  CXDNNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 


Army  with  respect  to  methods  of  promotion,    I  should  like 
to  Inquire  whether  or  not  the  bill  is  the  result  of  the  normal 


lieutenant  colonels  who  wiH  be  created  under  this  proposed 
act  and  contrast  that  with  the  number  of  lieutenant  colonels 
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who  would  normally  reach  that  grade  by  the  promotion  sys- 
tem now  In  effect  and  give  us  the  flgures  as  to  that. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  the 
existing  law  does  not  permit  more  than  9  percent  of  the  com- 
missioned officers  to  hold  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel  but 
under  the  provisions  of  this  bill  the  percentages  vary;  there 
is  no  fixed  percentage;  and  when  this  bill  is  finally  enacted 
and  written  into  law,  the  number  of  lieutenant  colonels  will  be 
40  percent  instead  of  9  percent. 

Mr.  BONE.  If  there  are  arbitrary  years  of  service  pre- 
scribed for  advancement,  and  an  oflBcer  has  served  the  requi- 
site number  of  years,  under  the  9- percent  barrier  how  does 
the  Army  select  the  ofiBcers  who  are  to  be  advanced  into  that 
grade?     Does  it  have  a  selection  board? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  senior  officer  is  pro- 
moted. 

Mr.  BONE.    It  is  done  by  seniority. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  It  is  done  by  seniority.  For 
instance,  when  a  class  from  West  Point  goes  into  the  Army 
the  cadet  with  the  highest  grade  in  scholarship  is  No.  1 
and  the  cadet  with  the  lowest  grade  In  scholarship  is  No.  450. 
They  now  go  through  all  the  grades  of  promotion  according 
to  that  seniority;  that  Is,  the  one  with  the  best  scholarship 
marks  is  promoted  first.  Under  this  bill  the  450  cadets 
would  go  ahead  right  through  all  the  grades  from  second 
lieutenant  up  to  colonel  together.  They  would  move  along 
together.  For  Instance,  we  are  now  about  to  add  4,000 
additional  commissioned  officers  to  the  Army  because  of  the 
second  world  war  scare.  Those  4,000  will  move  right  up 
to  the  grade  in  one  group  if  they  come  in  the  same  year. 
The  change  that  has  been  made  In  the  promotion  system 
brings  that  about. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  This  bill  does  not  create  that  situation. 
That  situation  has  always  existed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    No. 

Mr.  MINTON.  This  bill  does  not  create  that  situation. 
•  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    What  situation? 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  situation  the  Senator  is  talking  about: 
that  if  we  increase  the  number  of  officers  in  this  emergency 
by  4.000  they  will  all  come  In  on  the  same  day  and  will 
move  along  at  the  same  rate  of  promotion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Oh,  no.  This  is  the  way  it 
will  work:  If  4.000  additional  officers  should  come  in  under 
existing  law  the  Army  would  be  entitled  to  have  1.000  col- 
onels, 1,500  lieutenant  colonels,  and  4.179  majors,  because 
now  the  number  is  arranged  on  a  percentage  basis,  and  the 
first  officer  to  come  in  is  the  first  officer  to  be  promoted,  and 
the  last  officer  to  come  In  is  the  last  officer  to  t>e  promoted. 
When  the  cadets  from  West  Point  graduate  they  are,  as 
I  have  said,  given  grades  from  1  down  to  450,  The  cadet 
having  the  poorest  scholarship  marks,  the  one  making  the 
poorest  record  at  the  Military  Academy,  is  at  the  bottom  of 
the  list,  the  foot  of  the  list,  and  receives  his  promotion  last. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Under  the  circumstances  that  exist  today, 
If  we  should  add  4.000  officers,  how  would  they  come  in? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  They  would  not  all  come  In 
the  same  minute.  I  do  not  know  how  the  seniority  of  the 
new  officers  will  be  determined  but  it  will  be  necessary  to 
have  some  way  of  determining  It. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  we  can  judge  the  future  by 
the  past,  the  officers  who  come  in  as  emergency  officers  and 
then  are  placed  in  the  Army  will  get  very  much  the  worst 
of  it  in  the  matter  of  promotion  when  It  comes  to  making 
general  officers,  which  is  what  created  the  "hump."  There 
Win  be  another  "hump"  very  much  greater  than  the  pres- 
ent one  sometime  In  the  future. 

Mr.  MINTON.  But.  Mr.  President,  what  we  are  trsring 
to  do  under  this  bill  is  to  make  it  poissible  for  some  of  the 
World  War  officers  who  served  with  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri eligible  to  be  appointed  generals.    This  bill  will  permit 


the  War  Department  to  go  down  into  the  rank  of  lieutenant 
colonels,  who  are  to  be  pushed  up  by  this  bill  from  the 
World  War  "hump,"  and  promote  some  of  them  to  be  gen- 
erals, if  they  are  efficient. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is  the  only  good  thing 
I  have  found  in  the  bllL 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  has  referred  to  the  proposed  in- 
crease of  4.000  officers.  The  increase  of  4,000  officers  will 
be  over  a  period  of  5  years,  so  that  when  the  new  officers 
enter  the  Army  another  "hiunp"  such  as  we  now  have  will 
not  be  created.  They  will  gradually  go  in  over  a  period  of 
5  years  to  avoid  such  a  "hump"  as  now  exists  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  It  is  suggested  that  they  be 
brought  into  the  Army  during  a  10 -year  period,  so  that 
only  10  percent  would  go  in  each  year,  but  there  is  already 
need  of  4,000  more  officers:  they  are  needed  right  now,  and 
they  must  be  brought  into  the  service. 

Mr.  HIT  J  I.  They  are  not  going  to  be  brought  In  all  at 
once,  because  in  that  event,  a  "hump"  would  be  created  simi- 
lar to  the  "hump"  which  now  exists  as  the  result  of  what 
was  done  after  the  World  War.  when  some  7,000  officers  of 
about  the  same  age  were  appointed  to  the  Army  at  one  and 
the  same  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes.  but  the  additional  of- 
ficers are  needed:  the  Army  must  have  them,  for  the  Army 
is  being  expanded. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  get  one  thing 
clear  in  my  mind.  This  bill  does  not  add  to  the  number  of 
officers  of  the  Army,  does  it? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    No. 

Mr.  BONE.  It  confines  itself  really  to  the  question  of 
promotion? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  BONE.    I  wanted  to  be  sure  about  that, 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    It  is  a  promotion  bilL 

Mr.  BONE.    A  promotion  bill  and  nothing  else? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Well,  there  is  something 
else  in  it,  too. 

Mr.  BONE.  But  that  is  the  major  purpose  of  the  bill. 
It  merely  fixes  the  status  of  promotions  and  does  away  with 
the  restrictions  the  Senator  has  mentioned. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Now.  I  want  to  pass  to  an- 
other point  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  JONHSON  of  Colorado.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  HILL  The  Senator  referred  to  pay.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator should  say  that  pay  is  based  on  longevity,  rather  than 
grade,  so  that  the  pay  of  a  major  and  the  pay  of  a  lieutenant 
colonel  are  the  same  if  they  have  had  the  same  length  of 
service. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    They  are  practically  the  same. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  fact  that  an  officer  is  made  a  lieutenant 
colonel  does  not  mean  that  he  will  cost  the  taxpayers  more 
money.  I  think  that  is  very  important.  The  statement  that 
many  officers  are  to  be  advanced  to  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
colonel  might  create  the  impression  that  an  additional  burden 
will  be  imposed  on  the  taxpayers.  The  truth  is  the  bill,  if 
enacted,  would  not  cost  the  taxpayers  one  additional  cent, 
because  pay  in  the  Army  is  based  on  length  of  service  rather 
than  on  rank. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  Is  what  the  Senator 
thinks,  but.  of  course,  that  is  not  entirely  true,  although  it  Is 
largely  true,  because  length  of  service  in  the  Army  does  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  pay  that  an  officer  receives.  But  now  I 
wish  to  refer  to  another  feature  of  this  measure. 

I  presume  when  we  go  home  one  of  these  days  the  senior 
citizens  will  come  to  us  and  want  to  know  what  we  did  about 
pensions.  They  wiU  probably  want  to  know,  in  some  of  the 
States,  whether  they  will  be  able  to  get  more  than  $7  or  $9 
or  whatever  the  amount  may  be,  and  they  will  ask  us  what 
we  did  about  the  Townsend  Act  and  about  some  of  the  other 
pension  bills  which  have  been  before  the  Senate.    When  we 


tell  them,  "We-have  not  done  anjrthing  about  that,"  they  will 
say,  "Did  you  not  do  anything  about  pensions."  and  we  will 
reply.  "CerUinly.  we  did.  We  passed  the  Army  promotion 
WU." 

We  thought  Dr.  Townsend  was  a  piker;  he  only  wanted 
to  give  the  senior  citizens  of  the  Nation  $200  a  month;  and 
they  would  have  to  live  to  the  age  of  60  before  they  could  get 
the  $200  a  month,  but  under  the  Army  promotion  bill,  as 
passed  by  the  Congress,  we  give  officers  whose  average  age  is 
46,  a  $3,500  pension.  We  call  it  retirement  pay,  but  it  is  a 
pension  nevertheless;  and  if  that  officer  remains  in  the  Army 
5  more  years,  until  he  is  51  or  52  years  of  age,  he  will  be  given 
a  pension  of  $4,350  a  year.  So  when  we  go  home  we  can 
explain  to  the  senior  citizen  that  we  have  done  something 
about  pensions.  Certainly  we  have  done  something  about 
pensions.  He  may  not  see  the  point;  he  may  not  be  able  to 
grasp  the  fact  that  he  is  not  going  to  get  any  more  i>ension; 
but.  Just  the  same,  we  shall  have  done  something  about  pen- 
sions. Anyone  who  will  devote  any  time  to  a  study  of  the 
situation  now  existing  among  the  commisslcMied  officers  of  the 
United  States  Army  must  reach  the  conclusion  that  something 
Is  radically  wrong  with  the  system  under  which  the  commis- 
sioned officers  serve.  He  must  be  absolutely  convinced  of  that 
fact. 

As  I  said  a  moment  ago.  General  Marshall  appeared  before 
the  conference  committee;  and  he  made  the  most  distressing 
report,  the  most  damaging  indictment  of  the  commissioned 
officers  I  have  ever  heard  ansrwhere  or  at  any  time.  He  was 
charitable.  He  called  them  mediocre.  He  said,  "I  am  re- 
ceiving demands  from  colleges.  They  want  instructors  for 
the  R.  O.  T.  C.  I  am  receiving  demands  from  the  National 
Guard.  Tliey  want  instructors.  I  am  receiving  demands 
from  the  Reserve  officers'  organizations.  They  want  in- 
structors." He  said,  "I  have  no  men  whom  I  can  send  them. 
I  have  the  greatest  difficulty  in  finding  the  right  men  to  send 
them."  I  asked  him,  "Why?"  He  said,  "Well,  so  many  of 
the  officers  are  mediocre."  Tliat  is  a  very  charitable  term. 
I  suppose  he  means  that  they  are  very  Inefficient. 

We  gather  up  boys  all  over  the  United  States,  the  finest 
young  men  we  can  find.  We  hand-pick  them.  We  send 
them  up  to  the  Military  Academy.  We  pay  for  their  educa- 
tion, and  give  them  a  fine  opportunity.  They  pass  into  the 
Army;  and  then,  when  we  need  them  to  serve  their  coimtry 
by  going  out  as  instructors  to  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  camps,  and  to 
the  colleges,  and  to  the  National  Guard  units,  the  Chief  of 
Staff  says,  "I  am  having  great  difficulty  in  finding  instructors 
because  of  the  mediocrity  of  the  commissioned  officers  of  the 
Army."    There  is  something  radically  wrong  there. 

I  asked  General  Marshall  this  question:  "If  a  commissioned 
officer  is  not  morally  what  he  should  be,  can  you  not  class-B 
him?  Can  you  not  put  him  in  class  B?"  Senators  will  un- 
derstand that  when  an  officer  Is  placed  In  class  B  he  is  auto- 
matically retired.  The  general  shook  his  head.  No;  he  coiild 
not  very  well  do  that.  He  said  he  might  do  it  in  a  few  cases. 
I  asked,  "If  an  officer  Is  not  efficient,  if  he  is  not  cooperative, 
if  he  is  not  able  to  do  his  work  as  he  should  do  it,  can  you 
not  class-B  him?"  The  general  said,  "No;  we  cannot."  He 
said,  "As  a  matter  of  fact,  class  B  is  a  dead  letter  in  the 
Army  today."  He  said.  "Last  year  we  only  class-B'd 
3  officers  out  of  12.000.  Only  3  of  them  were  put  in  class  B." 
He  said,  "We  have  the  greatest  difficulty  in  putting  them  In 
class  B.  We  classified  some  as  class  B  after  hearings;  and 
then  the  Department  gets  hold  of  it,  and  we  are  told,  'You 
cannot  do  that  to  that  officer.  You  cannot  do  that  to  this 
officer';  and  If  you  get  by  the  division,  then  the  men  up  here 
on  the  Hill" — and  he  meant  the  Congress — "come  down  there 
and  say.  *Oh.  you  cannot  do  that  to  that  officer.  You  cannot 
do  that  to  this  officer.  He  is  my  friend.  You  will  have  to 
keep  him  in  the  Army.' "  General  Marshall  testified  that  as 
a  result  of  those  conditions  class  B  is  dead  among  the  com- 
missioned officers  of  the  Army.  So  when  a  man  goes  Into 
the  Army  as  an  officer,  regardless  of  how  inefficient  he  may 
be.  he  passes  on  automatically  up  through  the  grades. 

There  are  a  number  of  very  efficient  officers  among  the 
commissioned  personnel.    I  venture  to  say  that  75  percent  of 
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them,  perhaps  a  greater  percentage,  are  the  finest  kind  of 
officers.  General  Marshall  said  that  many  of  the  older  colo- 
nels were  splendid  officers;  he  could  not  ask  for  anything 
better;  and  we  know  that  many  of  the  commissioned  officers 
of  the  Army  are  the  finest  kind  of  officers.  But  there  is  much 
deadwood  in  the  Army,  and  the  deadwood  is  not  removed. 

Instead  of  the  War  Department  coming  to  Congress  and 
saying,  "We  want  some  help  in  getting  out  the  deadwood 
among  the  commissioned  officers  of  the  Army,"  they  come 
with  an  automatic  promotion  bill  and  try  to  promote  them 
out  of  the  Army,  simply  because  the  War  Department  have 
not  the  courage  or  the  stamina  to  face  their  own  problem 
and  do  the  right  thing  by  the  citizens  of  the  country. 

Prance  has  that  difficulty,  France  discovered  what  was 
wrong  with  her  commissioned  officers  when  the  "blitzkrieg" 
was  striking,  and  she  had  to  stop  operations  when  her  life 
was  at  stake  and  revitalize  the  men.  and  remove  from  the 
Army  the  officers  who  did  not  deserve  to  be  In  the  Army. 
We  are  going  to  get  into  the  same  kind  of  condition  if  our 
War  E)epartment  do  not  have  the  courage  and  the  stamina 
to  face  the  problem  before  them.  If  they  need  any  help,  they 
will  get  it  from  the  Congress  If  they  will  tell  us  what  they 
want,  Instead  of  trying  to  promote  the  deadwood  and  the 
able  officers  out  of  the  Army  in  order  to  get  rid  of  them, 
and  offering  them  large  pensions  In  the  effort  to  kick  them 
out  the  easy  way,  trying  to  be  soft. 

I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  Senators  read  the  press 
reports  of  the  recent  maneuvers  in  Louisiana.  I  have  here 
a  clipping  from  the  Evening  Star  of  Washington  of  Tuesday. 
May  28,  1940: 

WA«   OAMKS    BJETKAL   TKAGIC    WKAKXESS,    SAT8   OKKXHAL    MCT» 

Camp  Biaurecahd.  La.,  May  28.— In  a  critical  review  of  the 
Army's  greatest  peacetime  maneuvers.  Maj.  Gen.  H.  J  Brees  re- 
ported to  assembled  offlcers  yesterday  that  had  the  concentration 
been  on  a  larger  scale  similar  to  what  might  be  expected  by 
general   mobUization,   they  might  have   bogged   down. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  King  in  the  chair) .  Does 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  do. 

Mr.  MINTON.  As  I  remember  the  criticism  of  General 
Brees,  it  was  directed  at  the  higher  officers. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  It  was  directed  at  the  com- 
missioned officers. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Oh,  of  course,  at  the  commissioned  officers. 
Every  officer  from  a  second  lieutenant  up  is  a  commissioned 
officer  in  the  Army,  as  the  Senator  knows;  but  General  Brees' 
criticism,  as  I  read  it,  was  directed  at  the  higher  commissioned 
officers — the  generals,  the  brigadiers,  the  majors,  and  the 
colonels — some  of  the  old  colonels  that  this  bill  seeks  to  get 
out  of  the  way.  They  are  the  very  offlcers  General  Brees  was 
criticising.  He  had  very  high  praise  for  the  officers  we  are 
trsrtng  to  help  by  this  bill.  He  had  very  high  praise  for  the 
captains  and  the  majors. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  If  the  Senator  will  have 
patience,  I  will  read  what  General  Brees  had  to  say  about  the 
captains  and  the  majors.  General  Brees  goes  on — this  is  his 
language,  not  mine — 

If  results  would  not  have  been  so  tragic — 

He  said — 

some  of  the  so-called  attacks  without  use  of  supporting  weapons 
were  so  absurd  as  to  be  farcical. 

In  praising  the  soldiers  who  took  part  in  the  war  games. 
General  Brees  said: 

Our  noncommissioned  offlcers  are  the  backbone  of  our  Army. 
They  acted  on  their  own — intelligently,  with  initiative,  with  a  keen 
and  complete  understanding  of  what  it  was  aU  about,  and  of  what 
they  were  trying  to  do.  My  hat  is  oCT  to  our  enlisted  man.  be  ha 
private,  corporal,  or  sergeant. 

He  is  referring  to  the  enlisted  man,  the  $21-a-month  man, 
the  $30-a-month  man,  the  $60-a-month  man. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Of  course;  but  wUl  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado point  in  General  Brees*  statement  to  any  place  where 
General  Brees  said  that  the  captains  and  the  majors  did  not 
measure  up  to  the  requirements? 


I 


to  do  under  this  bill  is  to  make  it  possible  for  some  of  the 
World  War  ofHcers  who  served  with  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri eligible  to  be  api>ointed  generals.    This  bill  will  permit 


W...VVV.,  ..A<^>^^vi  witjr  will  i^  auic  to  get  more  uian  J7  or  (9 
or  whatever  the  amount  may  be.  and  they  will  ask  us  what 
we  did  about  the  Townsend  Act  and  about  some  of  the  other 
pension  bills  which  have  been  before  the  Senate.    When  we 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  I  will  not  point  to  that, 
because  he  never  said  that. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Of  course  he  did  not.  Those  are  the  officers 
we  are  trying  by  this  bill  to  help  get  promotions — the  captains 
and  the  majors  who  are  frozen  into  the  so-called  war  hump. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  If  the  Senator  will  only  be 
patient.  I  will  read  what  General  Brees  said. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  have  read  what  the  general  said.  I  know 
what  he  said  as  well  as  does  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  would  not  trust  my  memory 
about  it.  I  am  reading  from  direct  quotations  by  the  Associ- 
ated Press. 

The  general  goes  on.  after  paying  his  tribute  to  the  non- 
commissioned officers — the  $21  and  the  $30  and  the  $60  men; 
the  men  who  get  very  little.  He  takes  off  his  hat  to  them. 
Then  this  is  what  he  has  to  say : 

I  regrcat  to  say  there  were  reports  of  commanders  of  all  grade 
falling  to  play  the  game. 

When  he  said  "commanders  of  all  grade."  I  presume  he 
meant  from  second  lieutenant  on  up  to  colonel. 

"There  waa  a  general  striking  disinclination  to  move  across  coun- 
try Because  of  little  or  no  liaison  there  resulted  Instances  of 
friendly  troops  firing  Into  each  other.     •      •      • 

"We  seem  to  have  forgotten  entirely  the  effects  of  flre.  Ofp 
Infantry  seems  to  have  a  tendency  to  forget  that  maching  on  foot 
is  still  a  necessity.     You  can't  fight  In  a  truck." 

That  is  the  end  of  the  quotation  from  the  general. 

I  wish  to  put  In  the  Record  at  this  jxDint  an  editorial  en- 
titled "Lonergan's  Comment."  appearing  on  the  editorial  page 
of  Latxjr.  of  June  4. 1940.  commenting  on  the  same  situation. 

There  t>cing  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rxcoro,  as  follows: 

LoMXBCAM's  Comment — Asmt's  Pooa  Showing — Ocnbuu.  Is  CamcAi. 
(By  Raymond  Lonergan) 

About  70.000  of  our  Regulars  have  been  Indulging  In  war  games 
In  the  vicinity  of  Camp  Beauregard.  La.  MaJ.  Gen  Herbert  J  Brees. 
a  83-year -old  veteran  who  began  fightmg  in  the  Spanish-American 
War  42  jrears  ago  and  has  l>e«n  at  it  ever  since,  including  distin- 
guished service  In  Prance  in  the  World  War.  summarizes  the  results 
In  an  official  report,  which  is  calculated  to  embarrass  the  gentlemen 
who  command  our  military  forces. 

"Some  of  the  so-c&lled  attacks,  without  use  of  supporting  weapons, 
were  ao  abstird  as  to  be  farcical."  says  the  general. 

PKAISCS  XNLISTKD  MEN 

"Our  noncommissioned  officers  are  the  backbone  of  our  Army. 
They  acted  on  their  own.  intelligently,  with  initiative,  with  a  keen 
and  complete  understanding  of  what  It  was  all  about  and  of  what 
they  were  trying  to  do. 

"My  hat  la  off  ta  the  enlisted  man.  be  he  private,  corporal,  or 
sergeant." 

The  general  compile*  a  long  list  of  deficiencies.  The  Infantry 
Insisted  on  riding  in  trucks  Instead  of  marching;  the  officers  didn't 
know  how  to  use  aviation  observation,  and  there  was  little  effort  to 
maintain  contact  between  the  various  detachments. 

WILL  OITEB  USUAL  ALIBIS 

The  generals  will  probably  pass  the  buck,  saying  Congress  dldnt 
give  them  enough  money  and  that  oxir  Army  Is  too  small. 

But  Congress  certainly  gave  them  enough  money  to  make  a  small 
Army  efficient,  and  they  had  an  exceptionally  fine  enlisted  personnel. 

Then  who's  to  blame?  Clearly,  the  West  Pointers.  What  wUl  be 
done  about  It?  Nothing,  probably.  untU  some  catastrophe  forces 
a  shake-up 

That  is  what  has  just  happened  in  Prance  and  Britain.  They  had 
to  oust  the  incompetents  while  the  Nazis  were  raining  bombs  on 
the  Allied  forces. 

Why  not  do  whatever  may  be  necessary  In  this  cotmtry  before  th« 
shooting  begins? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  we  have  estab- 
lished an  aristocracy  in  this  country.  We  have  a  democracy, 
but  we  have  established  an  aristocracy.  We  place  the  com- 
missioned officers  of  the  Army  on  a  pedestal.  We  give  them 
good  salaries,  we  give  them  security,  and  we  see  that  they  re- 
ceive good  retirement  pay  when  they  retire  from  the  Army. 
We  educate  them.  We  need  them.  I  think  our  plan  is  a  good 
one;  I  think  the  Army  is  well  worth  all  we  put  into  it.  But 
after  creating  that  sort  of  a  situation,  we  should  not  walk  off 
and  leave  it.  When  dead  timber  appears  in  that  aristocracy 
it  should  be  dealt  with  as  dead  timber  should  be  dealt  with 
elaewhere.  and  the  of&cers  within  that  class  should  be  removed 
from  the  Army. 


I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  a  great  deal  of  the  time  of  the 
Senate.  In  the  conference  between  the  House  and  the  Senate 
I  tried  to  get  one  small  crumb  of  concession  out  of  the  group. 
I  asked  them  if  they  would  not  please  allow  the  lawyers  in 
the  Army,  in  the  Judge  Advocate  General's  Office,  and  the 
chemical  engineers  in  the  Army,  together  with  the  other  tech- 
nicians, the  men  in  the  Ordnance  Department,  scientific  men, 
men  who  were  ready  to  devote  their  lives  to  their  country — 
if  they  would  not  let  them  retire  on  the  same  basis  with  medi- 
cal men,  surgeons,  dentists,  chaplains,  and  veterinary  stur- 
geons. The  members  of  the  conference  turned  me  down. 
They  said  it  could  not  be  done,  that  they  were  not  going  to 
make  any  changes  whatsoever.  One  or  two  of  the  House  con- 
ferees were  quite  Interested  in  that  sort  of  a  concession,  but 
the  members  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
who  were  on  the  conference  would  not  listen  to  it  for  a 
moment.    So,  of  course,  I  was  voted  down. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President.  I  intended  to  speak  on  the 
Army  promotion  bill  at  the  time  it  was  under  consideration, 
or  reconsideration,  on  the  day  when  the  President  delivered 
his  message  to  the  Joint  session  of  the  Congress.  I  wish  to 
state  now  that  I  am  completely  in  favor  of  the  Senate  adopt- 
ing the  conference  report.  I  feel  that  the  Army  promotion 
bill  should  go  through  at  this  time. 

Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  the  new  Army  promotion 
bill.  I  want  the  Senate  to  know  that  I  have  spent  much  time 
on  it,  and  am  fully  convinced,  for  a  great  number  of  reasons, 
that  it  should  receive  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  Senate,  with- 
out delay.  I  hesitate  greatly,  because  I  am  one  of  the  younger 
Members  of  the  Senate,  to  take  up  the  argiunent  in  favor 
of  the  bill.  However,  in  this  national  emergency.  I  feel 
that  it  is  obligatory  on  the  part  of  someone  to  give  to  the 
Senate  as  much  information  as  is  possible,  so  that  all  Mem- 
bers will  be  as  completely  informed  as  can  be. 

Right  at  the  present  time  I  feel  that  the  bill  has  been  badly 
misrepresented  by  the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Colorado  (Mr.  Johnson!  who  held  the  floor  during  a  large 
part  of  the  time  the  bill  was  imder  consideration.  I  feel 
Members  of  the  Senate  have  not  been  given  the  correct 
picture. 

The  President,  in  his  message  to  the  joint  session  of  Con- 
gress, stated  that: 

I  know  that  our  trained  officers  and  men  know  more  about  fight- 
ing and  the  weapons  and  equipment  needed  for  fighting  than  any 
of  us  laymen;  and  I  have  confidence  In  them. 

That  observation  also  pertains  to  the  matter  of  handling 
the  personnel  of  the  United  States  Army. 

We  have  listened  to  the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Colorado  stating  his  opposition.  I  feel  that  in  many  in- 
stances he  is  not  ccmipletely  informed,  and  has  therefore 
come  to  the  wrong  conclusion.  After  contending  that  he 
had  established  facts,  in  many  instances  which  were  opin- 
ions of  his  own  and  not  facts  as  established  by  the  War 
Department,  he  stated: 

I,  therefore,  contend  that  the  promotion  formula  set  up  In  the 
pending  bill  is  not  eound. 

He  also  stated: 

The  President  of  the  United  States  vetoed  a  similar  bill  which 
provided  for  a  system  of  promotion  and  retirement  for  commis- 
sioned personnel  of  the  Navy.  I  will  read  In  part  what  the  Presi- 
dent said  in  his  veto  message  In  giving  his  reasons  for  his  action. 
That  bill  was  similar  to  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  but  it 
applied  to  the  Navy  whUe  the  pending  bUl  applies  to  the  Army. 

But  the  Senator  did  not  quote  all  of  the  President's  mes- 
sage or  give  the  reasons  why  the  President  vetoed  the  Navy 
bill.  In  the  first  place,  the  Navy  bill  had  nothing  in  com- 
mon with  the  pending  bill,  in  spite  of  the  statement  made 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  of  Colorado.  Every  Member 
of  Congress  knows  the  Navy  has  a  promotion  system  which 
is  based  on  selection.  In  order  to  correct  some  of  the  defi- 
ciencies of  the  Selection  Act  of  1938.  the  Navy  submitted  a 
bill  embodjring  amendments  desirable  from  the  viewpoint 
of  the  Navy  Department.  In  his  veto  message  the  Presi- 
dent stated: 

Each  of  these  amendments  was  considered  desirable  by  the 
Navy  Department,  the  most  important  one  t>elng  for  the  purpose 


ixie  Army  as  an  omcer.  regardless  of  how  inefficient  he  may 
be.  he  passes  on  automatically  up  through  the  grades. 

There  are  a  number  of  very  efficient  officers  among  the 
commissioned  personnel.    I  venture  to  say  that  75  percent  of 


Mr.  MINTON.  Of  course;  but  wUl  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado point  in  General  Brees*  statement  to  any  place  where 
General  Brees  said  that  the  captains  and  the  majors  did  not 
measure  up  to  the  requirements? 
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of  eliminating  the  doubt  that  existed  relative  to  the  pay  of  officers 
retired  under  certALn  conditions,  a  doubt  which  has  been  re- 
moved by  a  decision  of  the  Comptroller  General.  •  •  •  D\ir- 
tng  the  progress  of  this  biU  throtigh  the  Congress,  however, 
amendments  in  committee,  cm  the  floor,  and  in  conference  not 
only  changed  the  chfiracter  of  the  bill,  but  Introduced  a  number 
of  objectionable  provisions.  The  effect  of  these  provisions  Is  such 
•s  to  outweigh  the  ft'w  desirable  features  which  the  bUl  admittedly 
contains. 

That  is  the  reason  why  the  President  vetoed  the  Navy 
bni.  and  not  because  It  was  similar  to  the  pending  bill,  as 
Stated  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  who.  when  he  made 
his  quotation,  carefully  avoided  the  main  reason  why  the 
President  vetoed  the  Navy  bill. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  President  has  approved  the  meas- 
ure now  pending.  This  was  stated  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
In  the  hearings  before  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee, 
page  4.  It  not  only  has  the  approval  of  the  President,  as 
quoted  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Woodring,  but  also 
bas  the  complete  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  War  himself, 
who  testified  before  the  cwnmittee.  The  Chief  of  Staff. 
Gen.  George  C.  Marshall,  urgently  requests  passage  of  this 
bill  on  behalf  of  himself  and  the  entire  General  Staff.  Maj. 
Gen.  John  Williams,  Chief  of  the  National  Guard  Bureau. 
and  Brigadier  General  Thompson.  Chief  of  the  Organized 
Reserves,  give  their  complete  endorsement. 

Further,  without  a  dissenting  vote  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, the  bill  came  to  the  Senate.  This  was  due  to  a 
complete  understanding  and  thorough  knowledge  of  the  con- 
tents of  the  bill  in  the  House.  Not  only  did  the  House  com- 
mittee hold  long  hearings,  but  members  of  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  of  the  House  worked  with  the  War  De- 
partment for  6  months  in  preparing  the  bill.  During  that 
time  the  War  Department  representatives  kept  members  of 
the  Military  Affairs  Committees  of  both  Houses  completely 
informed  as  to  the  progress  being  made. 

I  personally  know  that  the  bill  is  in  complete  accordance 
with  the  desires  expressed  by  hundreds  of  officers  who  were 
contacted  by  members  of  the  two  Military  Affairs  Commit- 
tees and  the  two  Appropriations  Committees  who  visited 
about  50  Army  posts  in  the  United  States,  Panama  Canal, 
and  Puerto  Rico  last  winter.  The  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado  was  not  a  member  of  that  party,  but  it  did 
Include  my  colleagues,  the  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Min- 
ton],  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Truman],  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  (Mr.  Thomas],  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico (Mr.  Chavez],  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
ScHWAKTz],  and  myself. 

The  Senator  from  Colorado  read  a  few  letters  from  dis- 
gruntled officers;  he  did  not  read  many  letters,  but  un- 
doubtedly many  have  been  received  by  Members  of  the 
Senate  favoring  the  bill.  He  did  not  talk  to  hundreds  of 
officers,  as  we  did  during  our  inspection  last  winter. 

In  the  debate  on  May  15  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Colorado  admitted — 

I  do  not  know  very  much  about  the  Army  •  •  •.  (Page  6153 
of  the  RscoBs.) 

And  yet  he  concludes — 

*     *     *     the  promotion  formula  set  up  In  the  pending  bill  Is  not 
■otind. 

I  submit  that  at  a  time  like  this  the  best  Judgment  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  General 
Staff  of  the  Army  should  be  considered  as  to  whether  or 
not  they  should  retain  officers  who  are  not  outstanding  at 
60  years  of  age.  or  replace  them  with  yoimger  officers,  or 
whether  they  should  keep  those  officers  on  to  64  years  of 
age. 

I  have,  as  I  know  every  other  Member  of  the  Senate  has, 
great  confidence  in  the  Chief  of  Staff.  Gen.  George  C.  Mar- 
shall. Let  us  see  what  he  said  in  his  testimony  before  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Senate.    He  stated: 

Retirement  at  00  years  la.  In  my  opinion,  the  most  easentUl 
feature  of  this  legislation.  If  retirement  of  colonels  Is  deferred 
to  64.  the  procedure  under  this  bill  wlU  not  only  Involve  a  material 
Increase  in  cost,  but  it  will  delay  the  advancement  of  a  number 
ct  lieutenant  colonels,  and  will  definitely  c|ierate  to  the  dlaad- 
Tantage  of  leadership  In  the  ofllcer  corpe. 


The  other  factor  which  la  <rf  tremendous  concern  to  me  Is  the 

efficiency  of  the  Army,  and  the  effect  that  such  a  measure  as  this 
will  have  on  that  state  of  efficiency — and  I  am  talking  primarily 
about  leadership.  As  the  Secretary  has  stated.  If  we  do  not  do 
something  of  this  sort  in  a  few  years  we  wlU  have  a  situation 
where  officers  In  a  position  of  comparative  obscurity  will  be  sud- 
denly elevated  to  positions  of  great  Importance  in  command 
control. 

Behind  this  hump,  and  Included  In  the  tall  of  the  htmp  itself, 
are  a  large  numt>er  of  officers  whose  careers  are  being  blighted  and 
will  be  increasingly  damaged  unless  something  is  done  to  permit 
them  to  advance  to  positions  of  reasonable  parity  with  the  dignity  of 
their  years  and  the  wisdom  and  experience  they  are  presimied  to 
have  accumulated  with  the  years.  This  factor  Is  of  parUciilar  im- 
portance to  me  as  Chief  of  Staff,  because  we  must  have  a  contlnultv 
of  leadership  in  the  Army. 

For  example,  consider  the  classes  that  have  graduated  from  West 
Point  from  1920  up  to  1930.  with  a  few  other  entries  from  civU  life 
or  honor  schools.  Those  men  have  been  held  to  low  rank  and  small 
responsibUlty  through  a  long  period  of  years.  They  probably  aver- 
S?.n  1^  ^w*"  °'  *^^-  ^^^  upper  half  of  that  group,  and  yet  they  are 
still  in  the  grade  of  captain.  They  have  spent  the  most  active  years 
of  their  lives  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant,  with  a  very  limited  oppor- 
tunity for  expressing  their  Individuality  and  for  the  development 
of  Initiative  and  command  responsibility.  Under  existing  law  they 
will  face  more  years  of  limited  responsibility  and  of  increasing  em- 
barrassment, as  Junior  officers  of  advanced  years,  with  contempora- 
ries far  beyond  them  In  positions  of  dignity  In  the  Army.  That  group 
from  1920  to  1930  represents  a  definite  period  of  leadership  in  the 
Army.  If  we  chain  them  to  the  company  grades  until  the  last  mo- 
ment and  then  suddenly  advance  them  from  obecxmty  to  com- 
manding positions,  the  result  will  be  harmful  In  effect.  This  should 
be  avoided,  and  this  proposal  is  such  a  method  and  apparently  the 
best  method  that  can  be  devised  for  avoiding  such  a  situation. 

I  am  most  deeply  interested  in  this  phase  of  the  matter  because 
It  pertains  to  leadership  and  command. 

Without  retirement  at  age  of  60  for  those  colonels  who  are 
not  outstanding,  the  upper  grade  is  blocked  for  the  advance- 
ment of  junior  officers.  I  believe  that  Is  an  answer  to  the 
argument  Just  made  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

The  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army  says  that  he  wants  these 
officers  retired  because  he  cannot  find  places  for  them.  There 
are  only  157  command  assignments  for  colonels  in  the  Regular 
Army,  In  order  to  give  each  colonel  some  command  duty 
and  test  him  to  find  out  whether  or  not  he  is  suitable  to  be 
promoted  to  the  grade  of  brigadier  general,  the  command  duty 
is  rotated,  and  a  colonel  gets  about  2  years  of  command  duty. 
An  effort  Is  being  made  by  the  War  Department  to  get  colonels 
around  50  to  53  years  of  age  In  command  of  regiments.  At 
the  present  time  there  are  about  15  colonels  between  58  and 
60  years  of  age,  In  command  of  regiments;  but  I  am  told  that 
as  their  tours  of  service  expire,  they  will  be  replaced  by 
younger  men.  However,  some  of  these  oflBcers  have  such  fine 
records  that  they  may  be  selected  to  the  grade  of  brigadier 
general,  and  that  is  why  they  are  being  left  in  command. 
Furthermore,  most  of  these  colonels  would  probably  be  re- 
tained under  the  provisions  of  the  pending  bill  because  if 
they  are  good  enough  to  be  kept  In  command  of  a  regiment, 
they  would  imdoubtedly  be  retained  in  the  5  percent  of  ofUcers 
the  Secretary  of  War  is  authorized  to  retain. 

There  are  only  two  command  assignments  held  by  ofBcers 
60  years  of  age  or  older,  one  In  the  Field  Artillery  and  one  In 
the  Air  Corps. 

I  again  desire  to  quote  the  Chief  of  Staff  as  to  why  we  do 
not  have  more  colonels,  and  why  it  is  impracticable  to  have 
colonels  on  the  active  list  who  are  not  eliisible  for  command 
assignments: 

It  is  difficult  to  place  a  man  as  a  colonel.  He  does  not  serve 
at  all  weU  If  he  is  demeaned  by  the  character  of  his  assignment. 
and  he  has  so  much  rank  that  he  Is  bound  to  command.  You 
cannot  Ignore  rank,  because  that  Is  the  basis  of  all  mUltary 
organizations,  and  if  we  are  given  a  large  nimtiber  of  colonels  we 
will  be  very  much  embarrassed.  Such  a  condition  presents  im- 
possibilities for  normal  administration. 

BBTBXICEMT  AT  AGS   SO   IS   THX  BSBSimAL  VITALXZINO   VBATITU   or   TBS 

BILL 

Retirement  at  age  64.  as  at  present,  would  throw  the  pri- 
mary objective  of  the  bill  entirely  out  of  line  insofar  as 
lieutenant  colonels  and  colonels  are  concerned.  The  ma- 
jority of  the  age-60  retirements  will  occur  in  the  grade  of 
colonel.  Without  such  retirements  the  World  War  veterans 
In  the  "hump"  will  stagnate  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
colonel  with  the  grade  of  colonel  filled  to  its  limit  ol  70ft 
with  Increasingly  older  officers. 


m 


after  creating  that  sort  of  a  situation,  we  should  not  walk  off 
and  leave  it.  When  dead  timber  appears  in  that  aristocracy 
it  should  be  dealt  with  as  dead  timber  should  be  dealt  with 
elsewhere,  and  the  officers  within  that  class  should  be  removed 
from  the  Axmy. 


ciencies  oi  me  jseieciion  Aci  oi  ly^B.  tne  Navy  submitted  a 
bill  embodjring  amendments  desirable  from  the  viewpoint 
of  the  Navy  Department.  In  his  veto  message  the  Presi- 
dent stated: 

Each    of    these    amendments    was    considered    desirable    by    th« 
Navy  Department,  the  most  Important  one  being  for  the  purpose 


Retirement  at  00  years  Is.  In  my  opinion,  the  most  essential 
feature  of  this  legislation.  If  retirement  of  colonels  Is  deferred 
to  64.  the  procedure  under  this  bill  will  not  only  Involve  a  material 
Increase  in  cost,  but  It  will  delay  the  advancement  of  a  number 
at  lieutenant  colonels,  and  will  definitely  ofwrate  to  the  cUaad- 
Tantage  of  ieaderahlp  in  the  oOcer  corpa. 


«i/\/A-&WA  J^^^A. 


xuc    uia« 


Jorlty  of  the  age-60  retirements  will  occur  in  the  grade  of 
colonel.  Without  such  retirements  the  World  War  veterans 
In  the  "hump"  will  stagnate  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
colonel  with  the  grade  of  colonel  filled  to  its  limit  ol  70ft 
with  Increasingly  older  officers. 
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We  cannot  build  an  effective  leadership  throughout  the 
grades  if  the  grade  of  colonel,  the  regimental-command 
grade,  is  choked  with  older  oflBcers.  Regardless  of  long  and 
falthftil  service,  a  colonel  or  lieutenant  colonel  at  60  is  too  j 
old  to  meet  the  physical  requirements  of  active  and  effi- 
cient field  leadership  of  regimental  troops,  either  In  peace 
or  war. 

The  Army  officer  and  the  civilian  are  not  to  be  compared 
on  the  iMisls  of  age.  Far  greater  physical  vigor  and  stamina 
are  required  of  an  Army  officer.  Even  in  peacetime  a  regi- 
mental commander  should  possess  the  physical  energy  and 
drive  to  supervise  the  training  of  his  command  and  to  domi- 
nate its  leadership  in  the  field  under  all  conditions  of  ter- 
rain and  weather  without  regard  to  hours  or  lack  of  food  or 
sleep.    A  weary  colonel  means  a  disheartened  regiment. 

Effort  has  been  made  to  confuse  the  subject  of  cost  and  the 
savings  feature  of  the  bill.  The  facts  as  presented  by  the 
War  Department  and  which  can  be  verified  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget,  are  these. 

The  cost  of  the  present  system,  active  and  retired,  includes 
retiring  an  officer  at  64  years  of  age.  and  bringing  in  a  new 
second  lieutenant  to  replace  him. 

Tlie  proposed  bill  provides  retirement  at  60  years  of  age. 
that  Is  4  years  earlier  than  the  present  law  for  officers 
who  will  not  be  promoted  to  the  grade  of  brigadier  general 
or  who  are  not  considered  sufficiently  efficient  to  be  retained 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  within  the  5-percent  limit. 

The  comparison  then  is  between  the  present  system,  that 
Is.  retiring  at  64  and  the  proposed  system,  that  is,  retirement 
at  60. 

In  other  words,  when  you  retire  an  officer  at  60  years  of  age, 
instead  of  64  years  of  age.  you  save  the  difference  between 
his  active  and  retired  pay  for  4  years,  or  $10,800  per  officer. 
The  maximum  pay  of  a  colonel  on  the  active  list  is  $600  per 
month;  and  his  retired  pay  is  $375  per  month.  Therefore,  by 
retiring  him  4  years  tarlier,  you  save  a  little  over  $10,000. 

During  the  next  4  years,  the  commissioning  of  second  lieu- 
tenants to  make  up  the  difference  between  the  64-  and  the 
60-year  retirement  features  must  speed  up.  Instead  of  com- 
missioning a  second  lieutenant  4  years  from  now,  to  take  the 
•  place  of  a  colonel  retired  at  64  years  of  age.  the  Army  will 
'  commission  a  second  lieutenant  to  take  the  place  of  a  colonel 
retired  at  60  years  of  age;  and,  therefore,  the  bill  as  written 
will  increase  costs  by  about  $300,000  per  year  for  the  first  4 
years.  Thereafter,  because  the  commissioning  of  second  lieu- 
tenants will  have  caught  up  with  the  retirement  at  age  60. 
there  will  be  an  annual  saving  of  about  $2,300,000  per  year. 
V  That  annual  saving  represents  the  difference  between  active 
and  retired  pay  for  the  number  of  colonels  who  will  be  retired 
at  60  years  of  age.  rather  than  continuing  on  to  64  years  of 
age  and  working  for  one-fourth  of  their  pay. 

If  the  retirement  at  60  years  of  age  provision  is  eliminated 
by  final  adoption  of  the  Johnson  amendment,  it  will  not  only 
wipe  out  all  the  economy  which  this  bill  has  over  the  present 
system,  but  it  will  also  hold  up  the  promotion  of  lieutenant 
colonels  to  colonels,  by  clogging  the  authorized  number  of 
colonels,  705,  with  a  lot  of  over-age  officers  who  the  War 
Department  desires  to  retire. 

I  am  informed  that  these  figures  are  outside  costs — that  Is, 
the  predicted  increased  costs  the  first  4  years  will  probably  be 
less  than  the  figures  given,  and  the  savings  Indicated  for  the 
next  12  years  will  probably  be  greater.  The  estimating 
agency  of  the  War  Department  plays  safe  when  it  has  to  esti- 
mate so  far  in  advance. 

The  provision  for  the  60-year  retirement  does  not  go  into 
effect  for  2  years,  in  order  to  give  due  notice  to  tjie  officers 
who  will  be  retired,  so  no  great  Injustice  win  be  done  when 
an  officer  is  retired  2  years  from  now  at  $375  per  month. 

Retirements  imder  the  bill  are  estimated  at  frcm  about 
100  in  1943  to  325  in  1956.  In  estimating  costs,  of  course. 
the  savings  are  spread  over  4  years  In  accordance  with  the 
attrition  estimates  for  ages  between  60  and  64.  and  are 
cumtilative  to  the  fourth  year. 

I  believe  my  colleagues  will  agree  with  me  that  no  great 
Injustice  Is  done  by  retiring  an  officer  at  age  60  with  retire- 
ment pay  of  $375  per  month.     The  Finance  Department 


figures  indicate  an  extra  cost  for  the  first  year  of  the  opera- 
Uon  of  this  law.  of  $290,000;  in  1942.  $260,000;  1943.  the  addi- 
tional cost  only  $197,000,  and  in  1944,  the  additional  cost  would 
be  $412,000.  From  then  on  there  is  an  annual  saving  which 
averages  close  to  $2,000,000.  In  fact,  the  savings  in  1945  of 
$1,420,000  will  be  more  than  the  extra  cost  during  the  entire 
first  4  years  up  until  1944.  The  reason  for  the  additional 
cost  during  the  first  4  years  Is  that  retirements  do  not  start 
taking  effect  imtU  July  1.  1942.  and  that  the  retirements 
will  not  catch  up  with  the  new  enlisted  second  lieutenants 
imtil  1945  when  the  big  savings  start.  As  It  figures  out  in 
dollars,  there  is  an  extra  cost  for  the  first  4  years  of  $1,159,- 
000;  and  starting  with  1945  and  running  up  to  the  year  1956 
the  total  savings  are  $28,000,000,  or  a  net  total  saving  of 
$26,800,000. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  JohnsonI 
made  the  statement  last  Thursday  that  when  a  colonel  is 
retired,  immediately  another  lieutenant  colonel  is  brought 
in  to  fill  his  job,  and  the  lieutenant  colonel  must  l>e  pro- 
moted in  pay.  That  Is  not  a  fact,  because  the  lieutenant 
colonel  who  is  promoted  to  fill  the  grade  of  colonel  and  take 
the  job  of  the  one  who  has  been  retired  under  the  provisions 
of  the  bill.  l>ecause  he  already  has  28  years  of  service,  is 
therefore  drawing  the  same  pay  as  the  colonel.  Therefore 
there  is  no  increase  in  pay.  Furthermore,  the  pay  schedules 
of  the  Army  are  based  on  length  of  service  and  not  entirely 
on  grade,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  these  particular 
periods  for  promotion  were  set.  For  example:  A  captain 
who  has  17  years  of  service  draws  the  same  pay  as  a  major, 
and  the  bill  provides  that  a  captain  shall  be  promoted  to  the 
rank  of  major  after  17  years  of  service.  A  major  who  has 
23  years  of  service  draws  the  same  pay  as  a  lieutenant 
colonel;  therefore,  when  the  major  is  promoted  by  length 
of  service  to  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel,  he  draws  no 
additional  pay.  A  lieutenant  colonel  who  has  28  years  serv- 
ice draws  the  same  pay  as  a  colonel,  and  therefore  the  lieu- 
tenant colonel  who  is  promoted  costs  the  Government  no 
more  than  the  colonel  who  is  drawing  the  same  pay  at  time 
of  retirement.  These  are  facts  furnished  by  the  Finance 
Office  of  the  Army,  and  they  can  be  verified  at  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget.  Misstatements  Indicating  otherwise  may  be 
made  by  anyone  not  informed. 

I  wish  to  call  attention  again  to  the  fact  that  the  bill,  as 
written,  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  War  to  retain  until  62 
years  of  age  5  percent  of  the  colonels  who  are  outstanding 
or  who  are  in  key  positions.  Five  percent  of  705  colonels  is 
about  35  colonels.  At  the  present  time  the  War  Department 
has  16  colonels  58  years  of  age  or  older  in  command  of 
regiments,  and  only  2  colonels  over  60  years  of  age  in  com- 
mand of  regiments.  Therefore  those  percentages  are  well 
within  the  5  percent  authorized  by  the  bill. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  colonels  who  are  not  out- 
standing or  who  have  not  been  selected  for  the  grade  of 
brigadier  general  will  be  retired  at  60  years  of  age.  If  this 
country  should  unhappily  get  into  the  war.  under  existing 
law  any  retired  officer  may  be  brought  back  to  active  duty 
and  placed  on  some  job  on  which  he  is  physically  fit  to 
function;  but  it  would  not  be  in  command  of  troops.  In  the 
meantime,  retiring  officers  over  60  will  give  the  Chief  of 
Staff  of  the  Army  the  opportunity  to  assign  young  officers 
to  command  duties  in  order  to  train  them  properly  for  their 
wartime  duties. 

After  all,  remember  that  the  Army  is  supposed  to  be  a 
combat  force.  The  active  list  of  the  Regular  Army  is  sup- 
posed to  be  a  fighting  force  of  men  young  enough  to  Inspire, 
by  their  leadership,  success  in  battle. 

It  is  true  that  the  Army  needs  more  officers.  It  needs 
more  young  combat  officers.  It  does  not  need  more  older 
officers.    It  has  too  many  older  officers  now. 

The  civilian  components  require  young,  vital,  and  vigorous 
leadership— interested  young  officers  who  can  lead  and  In- 
struct. Pew  places  can  be  filled  by  colonels  over  60  years  of 
age  who  have  been  passed  over  for  selection  as  general  officers 
and  who  are  not  rated  within  the  top  5  percent  of  colonels. 

I  call  attention  to  the  table  on  page  11  of  the  hearings  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Senate,  which 


shows  that  ours  Is  the  only  army  In  the  world  which  has  retire- 
ment laws  which  keep  officers  not  selected  for  higher  com- 
mand after  they  have  passed  60  years  of  age.  Great  Britain 
retires  her  colonels  at  55.  Prance  at  58,  Italy  at  58,  and  Japan 
at  55.  Either  every  other  army  in  the  world  is  wrong  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  correct,  or  the  reverse  is  true. 

The  statement  has  been  made  that  Germany  carries  certain 
of  its  officers  beyond  60  years  of  age  for  duty  other  than 
command  of  troops.  I  am  informed  by  the  War  Department 
that  that  statement  is  correct.  However,  there  is  a  big  dif- 
ference, because  while  Germany  has  no  retirement  age  she 
has  a  most  rigid  selection  system,  and  there  is  no  come-back 
when  an  officer  is  ruthlessly  passed  over  for  command  and 
assigned  to  the  zone  of  the  interior  or  to  duties  which  in  the 
United  States  are  performed  by  civilians.  In  other  words, 
Germany  is  at  war  and  is  in  the  same  predicament  with  re-' 
spect  to  over-age  officers  that  we  would  be  in  if  we  were  at 
war.  Under  our  present  regulations  every  officer  who  is  not 
too  old  and  who  is  physically  fit  for  some  kind  of  duty  would 
be  recalled  from  the  retired  list  in  case  of  war. 

There  is  one  other  important  point.  Remember  that  Ger- 
many Is  a  dictatorship,  and  that  German  Army  officers  are 
used  on  a  great  many  duties  which  in  this  country  are  super- 
vised by  civilians.  Furthermore,  since  1933,  or  in  the  past  7 
years,  the  German  commissioned  personnel  has  been  expanded 
from  about  4,000  to  between  25,000  and  26,000,  and  Germany 
Is  making  use  of  the  older  officers  in  the  zone  of  the  interior 
commands. 

By  reason  of  this  huge  expansion.  Germany  had  to  make 
use  of  every  available  officer  on  some  kind  of  duty.  Also, 
Germany  does  not  have  the  Organized  Reserves  and  the  Na- 
Uonal  Guard,  as  we  have  In  the  United  States.  Germany  has 
only  its  regular  Army. 

However,  Germany  is  careful  not  to  have  any  older  officers 
in  places  where  young  and  aggressive  leadership  is  necessary. 
The  newest  division  which  has  been  organized  by  Germany 
is  commanded  by  a  major  general  who  is  only  45  years  of 
age. 

The  result  of  having  young,  energetic,  physically  active  offi- 
cers in  command  in  time  of  battle  is  vividly  illustrated  by  the 
recent  activities  of  the  German  Army  during  the  blitzkrieg 
In  Poland  and  In  the  Scandinavian  activities,  and  at  present 
on  the  western  front.  In  reply  to  England's  Ironside,  Gen- 
eral von  Brauchitsch,  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  German  Army, 
when  asked,  "where  were  those  British  generals?"  replied, 
"They  were  too  weary  to  march  and  fight.  •  •  •  I  stand 
at  the  head  of  the  best  young  generals  in  the  world." 

How  many  officers  over  60  may  we  suppose  Hitler  Is  using 
to  smash  through  the  Belgian  and  French  Armies?  Not 
many. 

"Hie  amendment  to  retain  officers  over  60  years  of  age  on 
duty  away  from  troops  puts  a  premium  on  duty  away  from 
troops,  when  the  premium  should  be  on  officers  who  are  in 
command  of  troops  and  who  are  to  do  the  actual  fighting. 
The  ambitloiis  officer  today  endeavors  to  obtain  duty  with 
troops  In  order  that  he  may  be  trained  with  combat  duty 
commensurate  with  his  grade. 

If  the  Army  cannot  use  a  larger  numl)er  of  officers  60  years 
of  age  and  older  in  wartime,  why  should  It  continue  them  on 
active  duty  In  time  of  peace,  at  heavy  expense  to  the  tax- 
payers, and  without  justification  from  the  viewpoint  of  the 
national  defense? 

What  the  Senator  from  Colorado  is  apparently  attempting 
to  accomplish  by  his  amendments  Is  to  convert  the  active  list 
of  the  Army,  insofar  as  It  pertains  to  colonels  over  60  years 
of  age.  into  a  pension  list.  The  amendments  are  no  doubt 
motivated  by  a  few  officers  who  have  passed  60  years  of  age, 
or  who  are  nearing  the  three-score  mark,  and  who  are  fearful 
that  they  will  be  retired  from  the  active  list  of  the  Army, 
thereby  losing  about  $10,000  in  active-duty  pay,  which  amount 
represents  the  difference  between  active  and  retired  pay  for 
the  4  years  between  60  and  64  years  of  age.  If  they  retire  they 
receive  75  percent  of  their  pay,  but  by  continuing  on  the  active 
list  they  receive  one-quarter  more;  and  it  is  for  that  one- 
quarter  pay  that  these  few  individuals  would  Jeopardize  the 
efficiency  of  our  Army. 
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Another  statement  made  In  the  argument  is  that  the  Army 
is  short  of  officers,  and  therefore  requires  the  services  of  every 
officer  now  on  its  acUve  list.  It  is  true  that  the  Army  is  short 
of  certain  classes  of  officers.  It  is  short  of  young  officers. 
However,  the  Army  at  present  is  not  short  of  officers  who  are 
60  years  of  age  and  over.  The  Army  now  has  on  its  rolls  too 
many  officers  who  are  over  60  years  of  age. 

The  officers  of  the  Army  represent  an  insurance  policy  for 
the  clUzens  of  the  United  States.  Tliat  insurance  policy  is 
good  as  long  as  it  is  kept  active.  It  Is  no  good  when  It  lapses. 
A  colonel  60  years  of  age  who  has  been  passed  over  for  selec- 
tion to  the  grade  of  brigadier  general,  and  who  Is  not  so  out- 
standing that  he  wUl  be  selected  to  be  held  over  in  the  5  per- 
cent which  the  Secretary  of  War  Is  authorized  to  hold  over 
imtll  the  age  of  62.  is  not  a  part  of  the  active  insurance  policy 
of  the  United  States.    That  part  of  the  policy  has  lapsed. 

The  Johnson  amendment  proposes  to  retain  these  officers 
on  the  active  list  untU  they  are  64  years  of  age.  but  not  to 
let  them  command  troops.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  ad- 
mits that  it  is  necessary  to  secure  young  and  vital  leadership 
in  the  regimental  commands.  The  War  Department's  policy 
is  to  put  into  the  grade  of  colonel  officers  between  50  and  53 
years  of  age.  This  is  necessary  not  only  to  secure  young  and 
vital  leadership  for  our  combat  regiments,  but  also  to  deter- 
mine the  officers'  qualifications  for  selecUon  as  general  offi- 
cers. If  this  amendment  is  finally  adopted,  within  a  few 
years  the  enUre  list  of  705  authorizad  colonels  wUl  be  made 
up  of  officers  over  60  years  of  age.  The  number  of  colonels 
then  will  have  to  be  raised  in  order  to  secure  a  sufficient 
niimber  of  officers  under  60  years  of  age  to  command  regi- 
ments, to  serve  on  the  General  Staff,  and  to  perform  the 
other  duties  commensurate  with  the  grade  of  colonel,  which 
requires  young  and  vital  men.  not  old  colonels.  We  must 
remember  that  the  World  War  hump  of  4,200  officers  of  about 
the  same  age  are  now  entering  the  grade  of  Ueutenant 
colonel.  Therefore,  when  they  reach  the  grade  of  colonel, 
they  will  have  spent  more  than  8  years  passing  into  that 
grade,  and  they  will  be  getting  older  and  older.  Keeping 
them  on  to  age  64  will  result  in  having  approximately  2,000 
colonels  in  a  few  years,  a  situation  demoralizing  to  that 
grade,  and  administratively  unsound  from  the  viewpoint  of 
the  Army. 

TTie  statement  has  been  made  by  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado that  the  War  Department  now  has  16  colonels  mors 
than  58  years  of  age  in  command  of  troops,  and  he  points 
out  that  in  2  years  these  colonels  will,  of  course,  be  60  years 
of  age.  I  am  Informed  by  the  War  Department  that  this 
figure  is  correct,  and  I  have  been  given  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment   the    additional   statement   that   there    are    only   two 

colonels  over  60  years  of  age  in  command  of  regiments 1 

Plelri  Artillery  colonel  and  1  Air  Corps  colonel.  The  policy  of 
the  War  Department  Is  to  rotate  colonels  In  command  of 
troops,  and  the  best  they  are  able  to  give  them  is  about  2 
years'  command  duty.  Therefore,  the  colonel  who  is  today 
58  years  of  age  and  in  command  of  troops  will  have  com- 
pleted his  tour  in  command  of  troops  in  2  years,  or  by  the 
time  he  is  60  years  of  age. 

The  point  has  been  made  that  colonels  over  60  years  of 
age  can  be  used  in  the  Corps  of  Engineers  on  such  duty 
as  river  and  harbor  work,  and  that  at  the  present  time  only 
2  colonels  are  In  command  of  regiments.  I  am  informed 
by  the  War  Department  that  there  are  5  out  of  50  colonels 
in  command  of  regiments.  The  Engineers  do  not  have  very 
many  regiments  in  peacetime.  There  are  21  colonels  on 
river  and  harbor  duty,  and  of  this  number  only  3  are  more 
than  60  years  of  age. 

Furthermore,  in  time  of  war  a  great  proportion  of  these 
Engineer  officers  who  In  time  of  peace  are  functioning  in 
charge  of  river  and  harbor  work  would  have  to  be  replaced 
by  their  civilian  assistants,  and  these  officers  would  be  given 
command  of  Engineer  Regiments.  The  Engineers  in  time  of 
war  are  part  of  the  combat  army.  They  build  roads;  they 
take  care  of  antiattack  defenses;  they  build  trenches  and 
dugouts  and  artillery  forts,  and  all  these  things.  So.  the 
Engineers,  as  much  as  any  other  branch,  should  be  active 
officers,  and  the  officers  uzuier  60  now  heading  these  jobs 
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the  savings  are  spread  over  4  years  in  accordance  with  the 
attrition  estimates  for  ages  between  60  and  64,  and  are 
cumulative  to  the  fourth  year. 

I  believe  my  colleagues  will  agree  with  me  that  no  great 
Injustice  is  done  by  retiring  an  officer  at  age  60  with  retire- 
ment pay  of  $375  per  month.     The  Finance  Department 


leadership— interested  young  officers  who  can  lead  and  in- 
struct. Pew  places  can  be  filled  by  colonels  over  60  years  of 
age  who  have  been  passed  over  for  selection  as  general  officers 
and  who  are  not  rated  within  the  top  5  percent  of  colonels. 

I  call  attention  to  the  table  on  page  11  of  the  hearings  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Senate,  which 


represents  the  difference  between  active  and  retired  pay  for 
the  4  years  between  60  and  64  years  of  age.  If  they  retire  they 
receive  75  percent  of  their  pay,  but  by  continuing  on  the  active 
list  they  receive  one-quarter  more;  and  it  Is  for  that  one- 
quarter  pay  that  these  few  individuals  would  Jeopardize  the 
cfRriency  of  our  Army. 
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command  of  Engineer  Regiments.  The  Engineers  in  time  of 
war  are  part  of  the  combat  army.  TTiey  build  roads;  they 
take  care  of  antiattack  defenses;  they  build  trenches  and 
dugouts  and  artillery  forts,  and  all  these  things.  So.  the 
Engineers,  as  much  as  any  other  branch,  should  be  active 
officers,  and  the  officers  under  60  now  heading  these  Jobs 
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would  be  replaced  by  civilians  or  by  retired  officers  brought 
back  and  placed  on  active  duty. 

Let  us  not  go  against  the  recommendation  of  the  Chief  of 
Staff.  Gen.  George  C.  Marshall,  who,  if  this  Nation  should 
be  so  unfortunate  as  to  become  involved  in  the  present  World 
War.  would  undoubtedly  command  our  armies. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas  1,  during  his 
talk  on  the  national  defense,  introduced  a  statement  by 
Oen.  John  J.  Pershing,  who  commanded  the  armies  of  the 
United  States  in  the  last  World  War,  making  an  appeal  for 
adequate  defense.  Let  us  see  what  he  cabled  from  the  A.  E.  F. 
to  Washington  on  July  28,  1917: 

Por  the  Chief  of  Staff:    My  observation  of  Brltish-Prench  Armies 
and  most  exacting  arduous  service  conditions  at  the  front  fully 
convinces   that   only    officers    In    full    mental    and    physical    vigor 
should  be  sent  here.      Contrary  course  means  certain  inefficiency   : 
in  our  service  and  possible  later  htimlUatlon  to  officers  concerned. 
General  officers  must  undergo  extreme  efforts  In  personal  super-    | 
-  vision  of  operations  In  trenches.     Very  few  British-French  division    , 
commanders  over  45  or  brigadiers  over  40.      We  have  too  much    ; 
at  stake  to  risk   Inefficiency  through   mental  or  physical  defects. 
Strongly    recommend    conditions    be    fully    considered    In    making 
high  appointments,  and  suggest  that  no  officer  of  whatever  rank 
be  sent  here  for  active  service  who  Is  not  strong  and  robust  In 
every    particular.       Officers   selected    for    appointment    as    general 
officers  of   line  should   be   those   with   experience   In   active   com-    • 
numd  of  troops.      Officers  not  fulfilling  above  conditions  can  be 
uaefuUy  employed  at  home  in  training  troops. 

(Signed)     PrasHiNO. 

In  the  last  World  War  the  average  age  of  colonels  in 
command  of  combat  regiments  was  43  years. 

Colonels  not  assigned  to  command  duty  would  obviously 
have  to  be  assigned  to  duty  with  the  National  Guard,  the 
Organized  Reserves,  the  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps,  to 
recruiting  duty,  and  to  other  duties  which  can  better  be 
performed  by  majors,  captains,  and  lieutenants. 

As  I  said  l)efore,  the  Chief  of  the  National  Guard  Bureau 
stated  that  he  does  not  want  these  old  colonels.  He  does 
not  want  them  in  his  cfDce  in  Washington,  and  he  does  not 
want  them  as  instructors  for  the  National  Guard  units  over 
the  United  States.  An  instructor  for  National  Guard  units 
must  be  young  and  active.  In  most  cases,  an  instructor  has 
several  cities  and  towns  in  his  jurisdiction.  He  must  travel 
from  place  to  place  at  all  hcurs  of  the  day  and  night,  and 
he  must  have  the  youth  and  vigor  to  lead  properly  the  offi- 
cers and  men  whom  he  is  instructing.  Furthermore,  there 
ts  no  place  for  these  old  colonels  on  R.  O.  T.  C.  duty,  where 
the  ycuths  of  the  universities  are  being  trained.  That  is  the 
place  for  young  majors  and  captains  and  lieutenants.  The 
Organized  Reserves  do  not  want  them.  The  Adjutant  Gen- 
eral's Department  complains  that  they  do  not  make  good 
recruiting  officers. 

One  of  the  first  things  that  Gen.  Peyton  C.  March,  Chief 
of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army  in  1917,  had  to  do  was  to 
clean  out  the  War  Department  and  put  younger  men  even 
In  the  so-called  desk  Jobs;  since,  with  few  exceptions,  the 
older  men  not  only  failed  to  visualize  the  magnitude  of  the 
requlrementA  and  the  enormity  of  the  tasks  confronting 
them,  but  they  also  did  not  have  the  physical  vigor  and 
stamina  to  put  the  requirements  into  action. 

Instead  of  making  the  argument  that  we  should  retain  on 
the  active  list  officers  over  60  years  of  age  because  these  are 
troublous  times,  exactly  the  opposite  argument  should  be 
made,  because  these  are  troublous  times.  The  Army  must  ' 
be  prepared  not  only  with  material  which  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  is  about  to  authorize,  but  also  with  a 
vigorous  corps  of  young  and  active  officers  who,  if  the  neces- 
sity arises,  will  have  the  drive  necessary  to  teach  and  train 
and  lead  the  American  soldiers. 

There  are  many  Members  of  the  Senate  who  wore  in  the 
last  World  War  and  who  can  remember  only  too  well  the 
failures  of  fine  old  gentlemen  attempting  to  command  regi- 
ments and  brigades  and  do  staff  duties  and  other  functions 
when  they  were  far  past  the  prime  of  life. 

I  quote  the  Chief  of  Staff  in  his  testimony  during  the  hear- 
ings before  the  Committee  on  Mihtary  Affairs  of  the  House 
of  Representatives: 

I  think  you  should  regard  this  tn  the  Army  from  a  little  different 
point  of  view  from  almllar  considerations  La  other  activities  in  llf«. 


One  does  acquire  experience  and  Judgment  with  the  years,  but  also, 
unfortunately,  we  lose  the  resiliency  of  tendons  and  muscles,  and 
leadership  In  the  field  depends  to  an  Important  extent  on  one's  legs 
and  stomach  and  nervous  system,  and  on  one's  ability  to  withstand 
hardships  and  lack  of  sleep  and  stUl  be  disposed  energetically  and 
aggressively  to  command  men,  to  dominate  men  on  the  battlefield. 
We  may  have  the  wisdom  of  the  years,  but  we  lack — I  know  I  do  In 
many  respects — the  physical  ruggedness  of  more  youthful  days. 

Every  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army  since  the  World  War  has 
recognized  this  principle.  It  was  recognized  by  General  Craig 
and  General  MacArthur  In  their  testimony  before  the  Senate 
Military  Affairs  Committee  recommending  change  in  the  pro- 
motion S3rstem  of  the  Army. 

The  point  is  made  that  the  Army  used  about  1,700  colonels 
in  the  World  War — a  total  of  1,725.  to  be  exact — and  that  we 
need  more  than  705  colonels,  the  number  authorized  imder 
the  proposed  legislation,  based  on  the  numl)er  used  in  the 
last  World  War.  However,  do  not  forget  that  a  large  number 
of  these  1.700  colonels  were  from  the  National  Guard  and  the 
Organized  Reserves.  They  were  not  all  from  the  Regular 
Army. 

The  correct  information  is  that  the  Regiilar  Army  fur- 
nished only  1,270  of  the  1,725  men  who  held  colonels'  commis- 
sions in  the  World  War.  In  fact,  out  of  the  200.004  officers 
during  the  World  War,  a  total  of  only  11,346  officers  of  all 
grades  were  furnished  by  the  Regular  Army.  The  rest  of 
them  came  from  the  Organized  Reserves  at  that  time,  the 
National  Guard,  and  from  the  National  Recruited  Army. 
The  total  number  of  enlisted  men  who  served  in  the  World 
War  United  States  Army  was  3,816,707.  including  the  Regular 
Army,  the  National  Guard,  and  the  Organized  Reserves. 

This  bill  is  correcting  the  promotion  system  of  the  Regular 
Army.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  National  Guard  or  the 
Organized  Reserves. 

Moreover,  the  situation  as  it  pertains  to  the  United  States 
Army  has  changed  since  the  World  War.  If  this  country 
is  to  be  so  unfortunate  as  to  be  drawn  into  another  conflict, 
we  shall  not  be  in  such  a  sad  state  of  unpreparedness  as  we 
were  in  1917.  Today  we  have  a  Reserve  Officers'  Corps  which 
contains  700  colonels;  the  National  Guard  has  256  colonels; 
and  the  Regular  Army,  under  this  legislation,  will  have  705 
colonels.  That  is  a  total  of  1.661  colonels.  In  wartime  the 
remaining  number  of  colonels  necessary  would,  of  course, 
come  from  officers  of  all  3  of  the  components  of  the  United 
States  Army  who  would  be  promoted  to  colonels. 

Retiring  officers  over  60  years  of  age  will  save  the  country 
money,  lose  It  nothing,  and  give  It  efficient,  vigorous  leader- 
ship. As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  this  country  were  in  an 
emergency  tomorrow,  the  War  Department  would  assign 
officers  over  60  years  of  age  to  replacement  depots,  training 
centers,  recruiting  stations,  and  various  other  duties  which 
would  be  commensurate  with  their  age  status  and  their 
physical  Inactivencss.  Young  officers  would  be  pushed  up 
into  the  positions  now  held  by  the  older  officers. 

Do  not  forget  that  the  present  legislation  authorizes  the 
War  Department  to  recall  to  active  duty  any  retired  officer 
who  is  physically  qualified  to  any  extent  to  hold  any  Job  he  is 
capable  of  holding  in  time  of  war.  Therefore,  these  officers 
over  60  years  of  age  who  would  be  retired  would  be  given 
exactly  the  same  assignments  in  case  of  war  as  if  they  were 
retained  on  the  active  rolls.  The  essential  difference  Is 
that  keeping  the  old  officers  on  the  active  list  prohibits  the 
War  Department  from  promoting  young  officers  to  fill  the 
Jobs  and  train  them  in  the  duties  which  they  will  have  to 
assume  in  case  of  war. 

Por  years  the  War  Department  has  been  endeavoring  to 
reach  a  soluUon  which  will  do  away  with  the  so-called  himip 
which  Is  the  result  of  bringlnsr  into  the  Army  a  great  many 
officers  between  November  1916  and  November  1918.  I  quote 
from  the  Secretary  of  War's  testimony  before  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs: 

The  veterans  of  the  World  War  have  grown  old  without  corre- 
sponding Increase  In  rank  and  positions  of  command  to  which  their 
age  and  war  experience  entitles  them.  A  thousand  or  more  offloers 
commissioned  after  the  war  group  have  reached  age  and  service 
appropriate  to  a  lieutenant  colonel  while  still  serving,  as  today  in 
the  grade  of  captain     The  morale  of  the  service  U  adversely  affected 
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by  the  uncertainty  of  the  situation  of  the  senior  group,  and  the 
future  lendershlp  of  the  Army  Is  Jeopardized  by  the  hopeless  pUght 
of  the  officers  behind  the  so-caUed  war  'hump." 

It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  the  National  Guard  and  the 
Organized  Reserves  also  have  too  many  over-age  officers;  and 
as  soon  as  this  legislation  is  enacted  undoubtedly  regulations 
will  follow  which  will  insure  that  these  other  corjjs  likewise 
improve  their  standards. 

There  is  one  feature  of  this  bill  which  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado  htis  not  even  touched  upon,  and  which 
is  most  important  from  the  viewpoint  of  leadership  in  the 
Army.  The  bill  throws  open  for  selection  to  the  grade  of 
brigadier  general  some  3,900  officers  in  the  grade  of  lieuten- 
ant colonel  who.  under  the  present  law,  would  never  be  con- 
sidered for  selection  to  general  officer. 

Under  the  present  law,  the  selection  to  general  officer  was 
confined  to  the  grade  of  colonel.  A  man  has  to  be  a  full 
colonel  before  he  can  be  considered  for  selection  to  the  grade 
of  brigadier  general. 

At  the  present  time  the  Army  has  698  colonels.  Last 
October  it  had  698.  Under  the  present  law,  the  selection  to 
brigadier  general  is  confined  to  those  698  colonels. 

The  bill  will  throw  selection  open  to  any  officer  who  has 
28  years  of  service,  and  that  means  all  colonels  and  all  lieu- 
tenant colonels.  So,  instead  of  limiting  the  selection  of 
brigadier  general  to  about  700  colonels,  the  selecting  board 
of  major  generals  can  select  from  about  4,000  officers.  I 
submit  that  both  in  peace  and  in  war  the  Army  and  the 
people  are  entitled  to  the  best  selections  that  can  be  made 
for  our  general  officers.  That  is  the  reason  why  some  of 
these  colonels  are  objecting  to  the  provisions  of  this  bill. 
They  do  not  want  to  be  thrown  into  competition  with  some 
4.000  other  officers,  all  of  whom  have  approximately  the 
same  length  of  service,  and  no  doubt  in  many  cases  the 
lieutenant  colonels  have  better  records  and  more  experience 
than  have  some  of  our  colonels. 

Unless  these  officers  holding  the  job  of  colonel  can  be 
retired  and  taken  off  the  active  list,  if  they  are  not  to  be 
selected  for  higher  command,  or  if  they  are  not  outstanding, 
the  flow  of  promotion  into  the  grade  of  colonel  and  lieutenant 
colonel  will  be  blocked,  and  the  vitalizing  feature  of  the 
measure  will  be  lost. 

By  the  time  a  man  has  reached  28  years  of  service  he 
certainly  should  be  entitled  to  the  grade  of  lieutenant  colonel 
In  order  that  he  may  be  eligible  for  selection  to  the  grade  of 
brigadier  general. 

Our  system  of  national  defense  places  the  ultimate  reliance 
for  the  defense  of  the  country  upon  a  citizen  army,  a  great 
proportion  of  which  must  be  organized,  equipped,  and  trained 
after  the  beginning  of  the  emergency.  In  the  meantime  the 
protective  mobilization  plan  contemplates  that  the  first  mis- 
sion must  be  accomplished  by  the  Regular  Army  and  the 
National  Guard.  It  is  the  Regular  Army  which  constitutes 
the  military  framework,  the  nucleus  around  which,  in  time 
of  war.  the  Army  of  the  United  States  must  be  built. 

We  have  three  components — the  Regular  Army,  the  Na- 
tional Guard,  and  the  Organized  Reserves.  It  Is  the  Regular 
Army,  this  nucleus,  which  has  the  responsibility  in  peace- 
time of  carrying  on  the  essential  preparations  in  organizing. 
In  training,  and  the  procurement  of  the  necessary  supplies 
and  materiel. 

The  duties  of  the  Regular  Army  may  be  said  to  Include  the 
following : 

First.  To  furnish  adequate  garrisons  for  our  overseas  terri- 
tory, including  both  mobile  and  harbor-defense  troops. 

Second.  To  provide  a  well-balanced,  mobile,  and  modern- 
ized force  in  the  continental  United  States  for  Initial  defense 
against  a  surprise  attack,  to  hold  or  repel  an  invader  at  the 
outset  of  hostilities,  and  to  serve  as  a  covering  force  during 
mobilization. 

Third.  To  furnish  garrisons  for  harbor  defenses  in  the  con- 
tinental United  States. 

Fourth.  To  provide  instructors  for  training  other  com- 
ponents of  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 
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Fifth.  To  maintain  the  framework  for  the  organization  of 
corps,  army,  and  higher  headquarters,  and  for  administra- 
tive and  supply  establishments,  to  meet  expansion  required  by 
mobilization. 

Sixth.  To  develop  modern  equipment,  organization,  and 
tactical  methods  and  accomplish  necessary  indoctrination  of 
all  components. 

Therefore,  It  is  apparent  that  the  first  essential  of  an  ef- 
ficient Army  of  the  United  States  is  a  highly  qualified,  physi- 
cally active,  and  mentally  alert  corps  of  Regular  Army  of- 
ficers. 

The  first  concern  of  the  Congress  should  be  to  insure  the 
ability  of  the  professional  officer  to  carry  out  his  missions. 
The  duties  of  the  Regular  Army  officer  are  many,  and  upon 
their  satisfactory  performance  and  accomplishment  depends 
the  effectiveness  of  the  entire  Army  of  the  United  States. 

It  Is  the  Regular  Army  officer  who  Is  the  professional  leader 
and  instructor  of  the  whole  establishment,  and  who  Is  respon- 
sible for  keeping  all  elements  abreast  of  modem  developments 
In  doctrine,  technique,  and  weapons.  The  Regular  Army 
must  set  the  tempo  and  the  pace;  must  set  the  standard  of 
leadership  for  the  other  components  of  the  Army.  The 
American  system  relies  for  Its  defense  primarily  upon  a  citizen 
army;  and  without  the  leadership  and  the  unified  Infiuence  of 
an  efficient  Regular  Army  corps  the  system  would  produce 
nothing  more  than  a  collection  of  unintegrated  and  isolated 
units  of  doubtful  efficiency  and  of  little  value  to  the  Federal 
Government. 

In  no  other  profession  are  the  penalties  for  inefficiency  so 
great.  The  Chief  of  Staff  has  stated  several  times  that  ineffi- 
cient leadership  in  the  World  War  was  at  most  times  trace- 
able to  physical  inefficiency.  General  Pershing  indicated  the 
same  thing  in  his  final  report.   In  no  other  profession  are  the 

penalties  for  inefficient  leadership  so  appalling  and  so  irrev- 
ocable as  they  are  in  the  Military  Establishment.  Other  pro- 
fessions can  make  mistakes;  other  professions  can  harbor  per- 
sonnel who  are  not  at  their  physical  peak;  but  the  Regular 
Army  cannot  do  so.  These  leaders  bear  immeasurable  respon- 
sibilities, because  they  pay  for  their  mistakes  in  human  lives. 

Physical  training  must  go  with  mental  training  and  ex- 
perience. All  the  executive  and  mental  ability  in  the  world 
are  without  avail  to  the  Army  officer  unless  he  has  the  physi- 
cal capacity  and  endurance  to  set  the  all-inspiring  example 
In  leadership  so  necessary  to  accomplish  that  which  h<s  brain 
dictates.  He  cannot  carry  his  brains  to  the  battlefield  on 
crutches.  A  leader  physically  tired,  though  mentally  able, 
leads  a  tired  command.  A  commander  who  never  tires  leads 
his  troops  to  victory.  In  the  event  of  an  emergency  himian 
and  material  costs  and  risk  of  defeat  are  proportionate  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  officer  In  command.  Lack  of  skill  In  the  indi- 
vidual soldier  inevitably  results  in  exposure  of  his  own  life 
to  unnecessary  risk;  but  lack  of  skill,  lack  of  leadership,  lack 
of  physical  endurance  on  the  part  of  the  officer  not  only 
endanger  the  lives  of  his  followers  and  his  comrades,  as  weU 
as  his  own,  but  perhaps  risk  defeat  of  his  regiment,  his  bat- 
talion, or  his  division,  with  incalculable  results. 

An  Army  without  physically  fit  officers  is  a  contradiction  in 
terms.  The  fitness  of  officers,  therefore,  is  a  matter  of  serious 
concern  to  the  War  Department — a  concern  which  should  be 
of  vital  interest  to  the  Members  of  Congress  and  which  would 
be  shared  by  the  whole  American  people  if  there  were  a 
universal  appreciation  of  these  basic  facts. 

Four  times  during  the  nineteenth  century  the  United  States 
went  to  war,  and  at  the  beginning  of  each  war  had  many  of 
its  units  commanded  by  officers  too  old  to  command.  It  was 
not  until  the  Civil  War  was  well  under  way  that  the  old  offi- 
cers were  banished,  and  the  young  command  officers  came 
into  being.  In  spite  of  these  repeated  lessons  the  same  error 
was  repeated  in  1917,  but  to  a  lesser  degree. 

Let  us  not  repeat  it  again.  Let  us  pass  this  bill,  as  recom- 
mended by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War,  by  the  Chief  of  Staff,  by  the  War  Department 
General  Staff,  and  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
without  a  single  dissenting  vote.  Let  us  assure  that  our  Reg- 
ular Army  is  composed  of  officers  who  are  mentally  alert  and 


wnen  tney  were  rar  past  the  pnme  of  life. 

I  quote  the  Chief  of  Staff  In  his  testimony  during  the  hear- 
ings before  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  House 
of  Representatives: 

I  think  you  should  regard  this  In  the  Army  from  a  little  different 
point  of  Tlew  from  wlmllar  considerations  in  other  activities  in  Hie. 


on  ftiimary  Anairs: 

The  veterans  of  the  World  War  have  grown  old  without  corre- 
sponding increase  in  rank  and  positions  of  command  to  which  their 
age  and  war  experience  entitles  them.  A  thousand  or  more  officers 
commiasloned  after  the  war  group  have  reached  age  and  service 
appropriate  to  a  lieutenant  colonel  while  still  serving,  as  today  In 
the  grade  of  captatn     The  morale  of  the  service  ia  adversely  affected 
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young  enough  to  be  physically  fit  to  endure  the  rigors  and 
withstand  the  sacrifices  of  the  battlefield,  so  that  should  an 
emergency  arise  in  the  next  few  years  the  coimtry  will  be 
guaranteed  an  effective  and  efllclent  leadership. 

For  these  reasons  and  others.  I  hope  the  Senate  win 
agree  to  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  HTT-T.  Mr.  President,  I  recognize  the  lateness  of 
the  hour,  and.  as  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Otmifry]  has  very  ably  covered  the  salient  points  in  the 
conference  report,  and  has  shown  very  strong  reasons  why 
the  conference  report  should  be  adopted.  I  shall  not  detain 
the  Senate  for  more  than  a  few  minutes. 

The  question  of  Army  promotion  has  been  before  the 
Congress  ever  since  the  World  War.  At  the  time  of  the 
World  War  we  commissioned  into  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  some  7.000  ofQcers.  all  of  whom  were  about  the 
same  age.  and  all  of  whose  commissions  bore  about  the 
same  date.  More  than  half  of  the  promotion-list  officers  of 
the  Army  were  of  about  the  same  age.  and  all  had  entered 
the  Army  at  the  same  time.  This  brought  about  what  has 
been  commonly  and  often  referred  to  as  a  "hump,"  and 
caused  stagnation  in  the  matter  of  promotions. 

The  War  Department  recognized  that  if  this  "hump" 
continued  in  the  promotion- list  of  the  Army,  inevitably  It 
would  bring  about  inefficiency  and  bad  morale.  The  Con- 
gress recognized  that  fact;  and  as  far  bcu:k  as  1926.  when 
the  Congress  passed  the  Air  Corps  Act  of  that  year,  the 
Congress  wrote  into  that  act  a  provision  directing  the  War 
Department  to  make  a  study  of  the  question  of  promotion, 
and  to  submit  to  Congress  recommendations  for  legislation 
which  would  remove  the  so-called  "hump"  and  make  for 
the  efflcicQcy  and  the  morale  of  the  officer  personnel  of 
the  Army. 

1929  both  Rouses  of  the  Congress  passed  bills  to  this 
.end.  It  happened  to  be  a  short  session  of  the  Congress.  The 
bUJa  went  to  a  conference  committee  very  late  in  the  session, 
and  the  differences  between  the  two  Houses  were  not  recon- 
ciled, and  therefore  no  legislation  came  about.  But  the 
Congress  continued  to  study  the  question  of  promotions, 
recognizing  that  something  had  to  be  done,  that  legislation 
had  to  be  enacted.  After  several  years  of  study  on  the  part 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Mlhtary  Affairs  and  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  the  Congress  in  1935  passed 
what  was  known  as  the  Army  promotion  bill  of  that  year. 

When  that  bill  was  passed.  It  was  recognized  by  both 
Houses  of  Congress  that  the  bill  took  only  half  a  step,  that 
it  corrected  the  situation  only  so  far  as  the  Junior  officers  of 
the  Army  at  that  time  were  concerned,  and  both  Houses  rec- 
ognized then,  as  was  stated  not  once,  but  a  number  of  times, 
on  the  floors  of  both  Houses  when  the  act  of  1935  was  under 
consideration,  that  at  a  later  date,  a  date  not  In  the  far  dis- 
tant future,  the  Congress  would  have  to  take  the  other  half 
of  the  step  in  order  to  correct  the  promotion  situation  in  the 
Army. 

At  the  last  session  of  Congress  the  War  Department  sent  to 
the  Congress  a  bill  undertaking  to  complete  the  step  and  to 
finish  the  Job.  That  bill  was  not  satisfactory  to  the  House 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  did  not  meet  with  much 
favor  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
The  House  committee,  having  rejected  the  bill,  proceeded 
then  to  make  another  and  an  additional  study  of  the  subject 
of  Army  promotions.  The  committee  spent  weeks  and 
months  studying  the  subject.  After  thorough  hearings  and 
study,  it  appointed  a  subcommittee  authorized  to  draft  a  bill 
meeting  the  views  of  the  House  committee.  The  bill  we  have 
before  us  today  embodied  In  the  conference  report  is  the  bill 
which  was  prepared  and  drafted  by  the  committee  of  the 
House.  The  committee  of  course  consulted  with  the  experts 
of  the  War  Department,  but  the  bill  is  not  a  War  Department 
bill.  It  is  a  bill  largely  of  the  House  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

The  House  committee,  with  a  membership  of  25,  reported 
the  bill  unanimously,  without  a  single  dissenting  vote.  The 
bill  then  came  up  In  the  House  of  Rei»esentatlves.  and  it  Is 


most  Interesting  to  read  the  debate  in  the  House  on  the  bilL 
The  House  of  Representatives,  as  we  know,  is  composed  of 
435  Members,  and  It  Is  very  seldom  that  a  bill  comes  up  for 
consideration  In  the  House  when  there  is  not  some  challenge 
to  It.  when  some  opposition  does  not  develop.  But  when  we 
read  the  discussion  on  the  bill  in  the  House  we  find  that 
there  was  no  opposition  to  It.  The  bill  was  thoroughly 
explained  by  the  chairman  of  the  House  committee  and  by 
other  members  of  the  House  committee,  and,  after  being 
explained,  it  passed  the  House  of  Representatives  without  a 
dissenting  vote. 

Mr.  President,  the  bill  came  to  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  and,  after  consideration,  was  reported  with- 
out a  dissenting  vote,  with  the  exception  of  that  of  the  able 
and  disting\iished  Junior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  John- 
son). Then  it  came  to  the  floor,  and  certain  amendments 
were  put  on  the  bill,  as  we  know,  the  amendments  not  being 
thoroughly  stated,  not  being  thrashed  out,  but  being  accepted 
really  in  an  effort  to  make  time  and  to  rush  the  bill  to 
conference. 

The  bill  was  considered  in  conference,  and  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  was  a  member  of  the  conference  committee, 
and  no  doubt  in  the  deliberations  of  the  conferees  he  pre- 
sented his  argument  in  behalf  of  his  amendments  and  voiced 
his  views;  but  the  conference  committee,  with  the  exception 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  was  unanimous  in  rejecting 
the  amendments.  So  the  bill,  after  having  run  the  whole 
gamut  of  legislation  down  to  the  final  point  where  it  is  now, 
pending  before  us  in  a  conference  report,  comes  here  for 
action  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  did  I  imderstand  the  Senator 
correctly  as  stating  that  the  conference  committee  was 
unanimous  In  rejecting  the  amendments  which  were  adopted 
by  the  Senate? 

Mr.  HILL.  It  was.  The  conference  report  came  out  with- 
out the  amendments. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  was  Inquiring  as  to  the  extent  to  which 
the  Senate  conferees  supported  the  Senate  in  the  conference. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senate  conferees  supported  the  Senate, 
but  the  conference  report  comes  before  us  with  those  amend- 
ments rejected,  with  the  signatures  of  all  the  conferees  ex- 
cept that  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  There  was  but  one  vote  in  opposition 
among  the  Senate  conferees,  that  of  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    Certainly  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senate  conferees  did 
not  any  time  support  the  amendments  which  were  placed 
In  the  bill  by  the  Senate.  The  various  members  of  the  con- 
ference committee  representing  the  Senate  argued  against 
the  Senate  amendments  from  the  very  beginning,  all  of 
them,  with  the  exception  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  was  not  a  member  of  the  Con- 
ference Committee,  and  of  course  I  do  not  know  just  what 
occurred.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the  action  taken 
by  a  conference  committee  Is  public,  but  I  know  that  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  was  a  member  of  the  conference,  and 
knowing  how  diligent  and  able  and  faithful  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  is,  I  am  sure  that  all  the  arguments  on  behalf  of 
the  Senate  amendments  were  forcibly  presented  to  the  con- 
ference committee.  Tlie  fact  remains  that,  although  the 
conference  committee  had  in  Its  membership  the  author 
of  the  amendments  himself,  and  he  was  there  to  speak  and 
to  argue  for  the  amendments,  the  conference  committee  re- 
jected the  amendments,  and  reported  the  bill  without  the 
amendments. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  In  the  Army  today  some  4.200 
ofScers  who  were  World  War  officers.  Tliose  officers  are  of 
the  average  age  of  46  years.  They  are  all  about  the  sam.e 
age,  they  all  came  In  at  about  the  same  time.  Pour  hundred 
of  those  officers  are  lieutenant  colonels,  2.900  are  majors. 
and  the  other  900  are  captains.    Unless  we  take  some  action 


mobilization. 

Third.  To  furnish  garrisons  for  harbor  defenses  In  the  con- 
tinental United  States. 

Fourth.  To  provide  Instructors  for  training  other  com- 
ponents of  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 
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mended  by  the  presiaent  oi  tne  umtea  states,  oy  tne  secre- 
tary of  War,  by  the  Chief  of  Staff,  by  the  War  Department 
General  Staff,  and  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
without  a  single  dissenting  vote.  Let  us  assure  that  our  Reg- 
ular Army  is  composed  of  officers  who  are  mentally  alert  and 
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about  the  promotion  list  those  World  War  officers  who  are 
captains  today  will  not  become  colonels  for  12  or  15  years, 
although  other  World  War  officers  who  are  now  lieutenant 
colonels  and  who  are  of  the  same  age  as  the  World  War 
captains  will,  within  a  very  brief  time,  some  of  them  wltliln 

2  or  3  months,  become  colonels. 

The  pending  bill  is  not  primarily  predicated  on  the  idea 
of  doing  something  for  any  Individual  officer.  It  Is  predi- 
cated on  the  idea  of  increasing  the  efficiency  of  the  Army. 
Every  military  expert  knows  that  an  officer  in  the  Army 
should  serve  in  a  particular  grade  when  he  Is  of  a  partic- 
ular age.  If  he  Is  a  youngster,  he  should  be  a  second  lieu- 
tenant. As  he  grows  older,  he  becomes  a  first  lieutenant. 
*nien,  after  a  certain  period,  he  becomes  a  captain,  then  a 
major,  then  a  lieutenant  colonel,  and  a  colonel,  and  on  up 
the  line.  TTiere  should  be  a  steady  flow,  a  regular  progres- 
sion upward,  of  officers  in  the  Army,  if  the  morale  of  the 
Army  Is  to  be  of  the  best  and  if  the  officers  are  to  have  the 
efficiency  which  they  should  possess. 

If  we  do  not  take  some  action,  something  to  step-up  pro- 
motion for  officers  who  are  45  and  46  years  of  age — some 
4,200  of  them — and  who  are  In  the  heart  of  the  promotion 
list,  it  will  mean  that  many  of  them  will  have  no  opportu- 
nity to  pass  properly  into  the  different  gitides.  Some  of 
them  will  be  captains  for  many  years,  and  then,  all  of  a 
sudden,  without  going  through  the  grade  of  major,  without 
having  an  opportunity  to  become  proflcient  and  to  know  the 
work  and  the  duties  of  the  grade  of  major,  without  having 
had  the  opportunity  to  serve  as  a  lieutenant  colonel,  to  be- 
come proflcient  in  that  grade,  and  know  the  work  and  the 
duties  in  that  grade,  these  captains  will  be  catapaulted  over- 
night, so  to  speak,  into  the  grade  of  colonel;  and,  not  hav- 
ing been  properly  trained  In  the  grades  of  major  and  lieu- 
tenant colonel,  they  will  not  be  competent  to  serve  as  col- 
onels. When  they  are  thus  catapulted  into  the  grade  of 
colonel,  they  will  not  have  had  the  experience  and  training 
which  flts  them  for  the  higher  grade. 

TTie  whole  bill  is  predicated  on  the  idea  that  officers  must 
go  into  the  different  grades  at  the  proper  ages,  and  then  must 
serve  the  proper  time  in  those  grades  if  they  are  to  be  efficient 
and  if  our  Army  is  to  be  efficient.  If  we  should  have  any 
kind  of  trouble  within  the  next  1  or  2  years,  or  in  the  next 

3  or  4  or  5  or  even  6  or  7  or  8  years,  we  would  have  to  rely 
upon  these  4,200  officers  for  the  important  commands.  They 
would  be  the  officers  who  would  have  command  of  the  regi- 
ments and  the  brigades  and  the  divisions  In  our  Army,  and 
they  have  to  be  properly  trained  and  prepared  so  as  to  be 
fit  to  take  over  such  commands. 

The  bill  is  not  aimed  at  any  old  officers.  Under  the  law 
today  the  President  of  the  United  States  can  retire  any  officer 
in  the  Army  at  the  age  of  62  years.  All  the  bill  seeks  to  do 
Is  to  pull  the  62-year  retirement  down  to  a  60-year  retire- 
ment, so  that  all  officers  can  receive  the  proper  training,  the 
proper  experience,  and  the  proper  preparation  which  they 
must  have. 

Mr.  President,  we  could  not  fight  a  war.  if  it  should  ever 
become  our  lot  to  fight  one,  with  old  officers  In  the  top  grades. 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  called  attention  to 
the  urgent  cablegram  which  General  Pershing,  as  commander 
In  chief  of  the  A.  E.  P.,  sent  to  Greneral  March.  After  he 
had  landed  in  France,  and  looked  over  the  situation  there, 
and  had  come  to  a  realization  of  what  was  needed  in  the 
American  Army  if  we  were  to  win  the  war.  General  Pershing 
cabled  to  General  March,  the  Chief  of  Staff  In  Washington, 
as  follows: 

My  observations  of  British  and  French  Armies  and  most  exacting 
arduous  service  conditions  at  the  front  fully  convinces  that  only 
officers  In  full  mental  and  physical  vigor  should  be  sent  here.  Con- 
trary course  means  certain  inefficiency  in  our  service  and  possibly 
later  humiliation  to  officers  concerned.  General  officers  must  un- 
dergo extreme  effort  In  personal  supervision  of  operation  in 
trenches.  Very  few  British-French  division  commanders  over  45 
or  brigadiers  over  40. 


Then  he  goes  on  strongly  urging  that  young  men  who  are 
physicaLy  fit  be  sent. 

Officers  selected  for  appointment  as  peneral  officers  of  line  shotJld 
be  those  with  experience  In  active  command  of  troops. 

Mr.  President,  the  bill  seeks  to  give  submerged  captains  and 
submerged  majors  an  opportunity  actively  to  command  troops 
so  that  if  and  when  we  need  them  they  will  be  able  to  meet 
the  specifications  laid  down  by  General  Pershing.  All  mili- 
tary experts  know  they  must  be  met  by  our  officers  if  we  are 
to  have  an  efficient  Army. 

The  division  commanders,  the  brigade  commanders  fight- 
ing the  war  in  Europe  today  are  yoimg  men.  We  must  not 
only  have  young  men,  but  we  must  pass  the  bill  so  as  to  give 
the  yoimg  officers  the  opportunity  to  obtain  experience  in 
commanding  troops. 

General  Marshall,  the  present  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army, 
when  testifying  before  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Commit- 
tee called  our  attention  to  the  fact  that  whUe  on  duty  with 
the  A.  E.  P.  in  France  he  had  the  opportunity  intimately  to 
observe  27  of  the  29  American  divisions  in  the  A.  E.  P.,  and 
he  said  that  he  witnessed  failure  after  failure  by  officers  In 
high  command,  and  that  in  his  Judgment  not  a  single  one 
of  those  failures  was  due  to  a  lack  of  knowledge,  a  lack 
of  courage,  or  a  lack  of  ability.  Those  failures.  General 
Marshall  said,  were  due  to  the  fact  that  the  officers  were 
too  old,  that  they  became  physically  tired,  their  minds  be- 
came tired,  their  nervous  systems  became  shattered,  and 
they  were  not  able  to  carry  on,  and  therefore  failed. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  heard  our  former  Ambassador  to  Spain, 
Mr.  Claude  Bowers,  make  the  statement  that  three  or  four 
outstanding  generals  who  were  developed  in  the  Spanish 
Civil  War  were  young  men  from  28  to  32  years  of  age. 

Mr.  HTT.Ti.  That  Is  correct,  of  course.  I  happened  to 
see  yesterday  afternoon's  edition  of  the  Washington  Daily 
News.  The  pictiue  section  is  on  page  20,  and  among  the 
pictures  shown  on  that  page  are  those  of  Goering,  Relch- 
enau.  Admirals  Darlan  and  Poimd,  Grand  Admiral  Raeder. 
General  Brauschitch,  commander  in  chief  of  the  German 
Army,  General  Udet  and  General  Dill.  All  of  them  are 
young  men.    Practically  all  are  under  55  years  of  age. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senator  realizes  that 
under  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  brigadier  generals  are  not 
retired  until  they  are  62  years  of  age.  and  major  generals 
and  other  generals  are  not  retired  imtll  they  are  64  years 
of  age. 

Mr.  HILL.  Yes,  and  I  will  tell  the  Senator  why.  Before 
an  officer  can  become  a  general  officer  he  must  have  shown 
that  he  is  an  exceptional  officer.  He  must  stand  out  among 
the  other  officers.  He  not  only  must  stand  out  from  the 
standpoint  of  mental  capacity  and  mental  ability,  but  he 
must  stand  out  physically.  He  must  show  that  he  is  able 
"to  take  it."  All  officers  60  years  of  age  who  would  be  re- 
tired under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  have  been  passed  over 
in  the  appointment  of  general  officers.  A  colonel  in  the  Army 
today  who  has  not  been  selected  to  be  a  brigadier  general  by 
the  time  he  reaches  the  age  of  60  never  will  be  selected  to  be 
a  brigadier  general.  We  are  not  taking  away  from  him  any 
right  to  be  selected  to  be  a  brigadier  general.  He  knows  that 
he  will  never  go  any  higher,  that  he  will  never  be  a  general, 
and  he  Is  waiting,  so  to  speak,  to  be  retired;  and  when  he  is 
retired  he  goes  on  three-fourths  pay. 

Hie  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  said  that,  according 
to  the  figures  of  the  War  E)epartment,  the  bill  Imposes  upon 
the  taxpayers  no  additional  financial  burden.  It  will  save 
the  taxpayers  an  average  of  $2,300,000  a  year,  bearing  in  mind 
always  that  officers  in  the  Army  draw  their  pay  not  entirely 
on  the  basis  of  their  grade,  but  on  their  length  of  service. 


» 


the  bill  unanimously,  without  a  single  dissenting  vote.    The 
bill  then  came  up  in  the  House  of  ReiMresentatives,  and  it  Is 


-o'-.  ~.-.j  ~*^  v.«»u<v  *u  ni,  owuuv  uic  Mune  ume.  rTJur  nunorea 
of  those  officers  are  lieutenant  colonels,  2.900  are  majors. 
and  the  other  900  are  captains.    Unless  we  take  some  action 


or  brigadiers  over  40. 


I  on  tne  oasis  oi  ineir  graae.  oui  on  ineir  length  oi  service. 
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When  we  pay  officers  who  are  60  years  of  age  three-iiuarters 
of  their  pay  Instead  of  all  their  pay.  we  make  a  saving. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Do  I  correctly  imderstand  that  there  is  no 
difference  between  the  pay  of  a  captain  and  that  of  a  Uea- 
tenant  colonel,  or  between  the  pay  of  a  major  and  a  colonel, 
if  they  have  bad  the  same  length  of  service? 

Mr.  HILL.  That  is  true.  If  they  have  had  the  same  length 
of  service,  the  pay  Is  the  same. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  think  the  Senator  is  mis- 
taken in  his  reply.  There  is  a  difference  between  the  pay  of 
a  captain  and  that  of  a  major. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  is  quite  right.  In  the  lower 
grades  there  is  a  difference.  The  bill  affects  officers  who 
are  majors  and  colonels,  in  which  ranks  the  pay  is  based 
upon  length  of  service  rather  than  on  selection. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  Senate  longer. 
Hiere  is  in  the  bill  a  provision  which  will  permit  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  exempt  from  retirement  at  60  years  of  age 
5  percent  of  the  number  of  colonels.  The  point  has  been 
raised  that  some  very  proficient  officer  might  be  on  special 
duty,  and  that  It  might  be  desired  to  keep  him  on  the  active 
rather  than  to  put  him  on  the  retired  list.  If  that  be  the 
case,  the  bill  gives  the  Secretary  of  War  ample  authority  to 
keep  such  an  officer  on  the  active  list  rather  than  to  retire 
him. 

I  realise  that  at  least  some  of  the  officers  who  feel  that  they 
win  have  to  be  retired  at  60  years  of  age.  and  receive  three- 
fourths  ptky  Instead  of  four-fourths,  are  opposed  to  the  bill. 
However,  some  of  those  officers  have  been  big  enough,  fine 
enough,  and  patriotic  enough  to  forget  themselves  and  to 
look  at  the  bill  not  in  the  interest  of  themselves  but  in  the 
Interest  of  their  country.  I  have  received  a  number  of  letters 
from  officers  telling  me  that  the  bill  will  j)erhaps  work  to  their 
disadvantage — retiring  them  at  60  years  of  age  when  they 
would  like  to  stay  on  full  pay  until  the  age  of  64 — but  becauoc 
they  believe  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  country  and  the  national 
defense,  they  are  for  the  bill. 

^  I  should  like  to  read  an  excerpt  from  one  such  letter  as  an 
Illustration  of  the  kind  of  letters  which  I  have  received. 

This  officer  says: 

The  bill  will  retire  me  at  60  Irustead  of  at  64,  and,  except  for  earlier 
prooaotlon  without  any  suljetantlal  Increase  In  p)ay,  it  contains  little 
or  no  oocapensatory  proviBlona  tar  me.  However,  I  consider  my 
commission  a  profession,  not  a  Job.  and  imder  present  conditions 

every  Army  officer  should  thtnk  flrst  of  the  Army  and  then  of  him- 
self. Undoubtedly  something  bad  to  be  done  about  the  stagnation 
ot  promotions,  especially  of  captains.  I  think  that  the  bill  Is  good 
tor  the  Army,  although  bad  for  me.  and  I  am.  therefore.  p>ersonally 
In  favor  of  It  In  principle.     *     *     *     I  hope  you  will  support  the 

X  bUl. 

\  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  sviTlt  voiced  by  this  officer  in  his 
\letter  will  be  the  spirit  of  the  United  States  Senate.  The 
wne  for  talking,  the  time  for  quibbling,  the  time  for  delay, 
luu  ended.  We  have  been  struggling  all  these  years  to  pass 
a  jsromoticxi  bill,  and  the  reason  why  we  have  not  passed  one 
is  shnply  that  somebody  would  be  adversely  affected.  Some- 
body\lid  not  get  all  he  wanted,  and  as  a  result  a  whole  shower 
of  propaganda  fell  upon  the  Senate.  All  manner  of  pressure 
was  brought  to  bear.  Letters,  telegrams,  and  messages  of 
every  son  came  to  the  Senate,  and  as  a  result  we  failed  to 
do  our  duty. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  confronted  with  a  great  crisis.  We 
stand  today  in  one  of  the  darkest  hours  in  the  history  of  our 
country.  The  American  people  expect  us  to  do  our  duty. 
Let  us  do  it.  and  agree  to  the  conference  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chawdlo  in  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  detain  the  Senate 
for  only  a  short  Ume.    I  regret  the  necessity  for  doing  so. 


Senators  supporting  the  un  Insist  on  acting  on  the  conference 
report  tonight. 

I  wish  the  Rkcoro  to  show  why  I  am  opposed  to  agreeing  to 
the  conference  rejport.  It  is  extremely  impleasant  for  me  to 
take  such  a  position,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  my  own  colleague 
the  Senate  from  Texas  [Mr.  ShxpparoI  is  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  I  have  very  great  personal 
affection  as  well  as  high  admiration  for  him.  However.  I  am 
convinced  that  the  report  should  not  be  agreed  to.  and  I  wish 
the  Record  to  show  my  reasons. 

Now,  of  all  times,  we  want  more  officers  in  the  Army.  We 
want  a  larger  Army,  a  better  Army,  and  better  officers.  The 
bill  announces  a  policy  under  which  2  years  from  now  ap- 
proximately three  or  four  thousand  officers,  many  of  them 
West  Point  graduates,  many  of  whom  have  been  in  the  Army 
for  25  or  30  years,  will  be  kicked  out  of  the  Army.  We  are  to 
get  rid  of  them.  Why?  Are  they  good  officers?  Yes.  They 
are  good  officers,  but  some  young  officers  down  below  have  to 
be  made  lieutenant  colonels,  and  so  long  as  the  places  of 
lieutenant  colonels  are  occupied  by  some  old  officers  60  years 
old.  the  youngsters  cannot  have  them.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  obtain  places  for  some  yoimgsters.  we  are  to  kick  out  the 
older  men. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  always  thought  the  Army  was  made 
to  serve  the  country.  Judging  from  the  bill,  it  seems  that 
the  country  was  made  to  serve  the  Army.  Army  officers, 
educated  at  Government  expense  through  a  selective  process, 
receive  good  pay  and  allowances  all  during  their  lifetime,  and 
then  when  they  retire  they  receive  three-fourths  pay.  The 
position  of  an  Army  officer  is  a  good  one;  but  I  do  not  think 
service  in  the  Army  necessarily  carries  with  it  a  guaranty 
that  some  day  every  man  must  be  a  colonel  or  a  brigadier 
general.  It  seems  to  me  the  bill  is  based  upon  the  hyjwthesis 
that  some  day  every  officer  who  goes  into  the  Army  must  be 
made  a  colonel.  It  reminds  me  of  a  show  I  saw  years  and 
years  ago.  called  Hoyt's  A  Milk  White  Flag. 

It  depicted  one  of  the  military  organizations  in  colonial 
days.  Each  man  wore  a  colonial  uniform,  and  had  on  his 
shoulders  gold  epaulets  weighing  about  4  or  5  pounds.  There 
were  captains,  majors,  colonels,  and  generals,  but  only  one 
private  in  the  whole  organization.  The  private  ran  his  legs  off 
waiting  on  the  colonels  and  lieutenant  colonels.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee,  and  I  may  make  some  errors  as  to  facts.  How- 
ever, the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson  1.  a  member  of 
the  committee,  today  stated  that  imder  the  terms  of  the  bill 
there  would  be  more  lieutenant  colonels  than  captains  in  the 
Army.  If  that  is  not  true.  I  should  like  to  have  some  member 
of  the  committee  dispute  it.  There  will  be  more  lieutenant 
colonels  than  captains  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.    That  would  be  only  a  t«nporary  situation, 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Temporary  or  permanent 

Mr.  HILL.  Certainly  it  would  be  only  a  temporary  situ- 
ation. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Very  well.  Let  us  see  how  temporary  it 
would  be. 

Oh,  yes;  they  are  going  to  have  a  promotion  bin.  They  are 
going  to  settle  the  whole  matter  by  this  bill. 

There  has  been  a  "hump"  In  the  Army  ever  since  I  have 
been  in  the  Congress.  The  Army  had  to  get  rid  of  the 
"hump,"  and  we  passed  promotion  bills  and  p&y  bills  to  get 
rid  of  the  "hump";  and  as  soon  as  they  took  the  "hump"  out 
here  another  "hump"  popped  up  in  another  place  about  2 
years  later,  and  they  had  to  correct  that. 

Let  us  see  about  it.  I  did  not  intend  to  refer  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama,  but  he  could  not  resist  impaling  me  upon 
the  point  of  his  remarks.  Let  us  see  how  long  the  Army 
have  been  tinkering  with  this  matter. 

In  the  first  place,  in  1922  they  had  a  pay  bill  in  which 
they  abandoned  the  old  theory  of  pay  according  to  rank, 
and  based  it  on  length  of  service.  An  officer  of  a  certain 
grade  got  so  much  pay  based  on  the  years  of  service  rather 


That  was  the  effort  to 


than  upon  the  rank  he  occupied, 
get  rid  of  the  first  hump. 
In  1926— 

And  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Alabama  will  now  give  heed; 
he  wants  information,  and  I  am  trying  to  give  him  some — 

In  1926  the  Secretary  of  War  was  directed  by  the  act  of  July  2. 
1926.  to  report  to  Congress  on  alleged  Injustices — 

This  measure  was  not  for  any  individual.     Oh,  no;  it  was 

not  to  help  anybody  in  the  Army:  it  was  merely  based  on 

alleged  injustices  done  to  officers  in  the  Army — 

alleged  injustices  In  the  arrangement  of  the  promotion  list  and  on 
ttie  general  subjects  of  promotion  and  retirement  In  the  Army. 

Is  anything  stated  there  about  the  general  welfare  or  about 
the  national  defense?  The  only  subjects  referred  to  are 
retirement  and  promotions.  How  does  that  affect  anybody 
except  the  officers  of  the  Army? 

The  report  submitted  recommended  age-in-grade  and  servlce-ln- 
grade  mandatory  retirements.    Great  controversy  arose — 

And  it  was  not  done. 

That  was  in  1926.  In  1935  another  promotion  bill  was  in- 
troduced.   It  passed  Congress. 

In  1935  the  act  of  July  31.  1935,  ended  stagnation  In  the  lieu- 
tenant grades  by  providing  promotion  to  flrst  lieutenant  after  3 
years"  service;  to  captain  after  10  years'  service. 

But  it  did  not  get  the  "hump"  out  of  anybody  except  the 
lieutenants;  and  the  "hump"  on  the  majors  and  the  others 
is  still  there. 

It  gave  a  temporary  boost  In  promotion — 

There  is  the  whole  cat  in  the  bag — boost  in  promotion. 
That  is  what  this  bill  means— boost  in  promotion.  That  is 
the  basis  of  it. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  says  this  is  not  a  War  Depart- 
ment bill,  but  General  Shedd  says  it  is.  I  wiU  read  his  state- 
ment in  a  moment. 

Mr.  TTTT-T.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3^eld? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama?   / 

li4r.  CONNALLY.    Yes. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  happen  to  know  that  this  bill  was  prepared 
by  the  House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    That  does  not  mean  that  It  is  not  an 

Army  biU. 

Mr.  HILL.  Oh,  yes;  it  means  that  the  Army  bill  which 
came  up  at  the  last  session  was  rejected  by  the  House  com- 
mittee, and  that  committee  then  sat  down  to  write  its  own 
bill,  and  the  subcommittee  did  the  actual  drafting. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  whose 
bill  it  is.  It  is  just  as  bad  whether  it  is  an  Army  bill  or  a 
committee  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.  It  is  a  bUl  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  It  is  just  as  bad.  There  is  no  sanctity 
about  the  House.  I  would  ratlier  have  a  Senate  bill  than  a 
House  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.    Will  the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  In  a  moment.  I  would  have  preferred 
to  have  the  Senator  from  Alabama  and  the  Senator  from 
Texas  and  the  Senator  from  Colorado  sit  around  the  table 
and  write  a  Senate  bill.  There  is  no  sanctity  about  the 
measure  because  of  its  being  a  House  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.    Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  There  is  no  sanctity  whatever  about  it  for 
that  reason.  When  I  was  in  the  House  I  would  rather  have 
had  a  House  bill.  Now  that  I  am  in  the  Senate  I  would 
rather  have  a  Senate  bill. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  But  the  Senator  takes  the  House  bill. 
Now  let  us  see  what  General  Shedd  says  about  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  General 
Shedd  was  testifying  before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 


of  the  Senate.    The  Senator  from  Alabama  was  present. 
This  is  what  he  said. 

First,  he  went  on  and  talked  about  the  act  of  June  16,  1936. 
The  Army  had  to  have  another  bill.  There  was  a  "hump" 
in  the  Air  Corps,  and  they  took  out  the  "hump"  in  1936. 
They  took  cut  one  "hump"  in  1935.  They  had  a  smaller 
"hump"  in  1936.  and  they  smoothed  out  that  "htunp."  That 
act — 

Granted  temporary  promotion  to  Air  Corps  officers.  This  has 
resulted  In  what  is  In  effect  branch  promotion — 

This  shows  that  whenever  the  War  Department  promotes 
one  bunch  to  get  rid  of  It,  the  other  crowd  complains,  "You 
will  have  to  raise  us  up  to  put  us  on  a  level  with  the  other 
bunch." 

This  has  resulted  in  what  is  In  effect  branch  promotion  In  the 
Air  Corps,  with  a  resulting  disparity  with  other  officers  on  ttie 
promotion  list. 

In  other  words,  the  War  Department  had  us  promote  the 
Air  Corps  officers,  and  as  soon  as  they  were  promoted  the 
Department  had  to  promote  the  others  to  put  them  on  an 
equality.  » 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Wait  until  I  get  to  what  the  Senator  re- 
ferred to  a  moment  ago.    This  is  what  General  Shedd  says: 

In  1939 — 

This  is  the  statement  of  Brig.  Gen.  William  E.  Shedd.  As- 
sistant Chief  of  Staff.  He  ought  to  speak  with  authority. 
He  is  right  next  to  the  Chief  of  Staff — 

In  1939.  last  year,  the  War  Department — 

The  House  committee?  No;  the  report  does  not  say  any- 
thing about  the  House  committee.  The  Senate  committee? 
No.     Who?     The  War  Department — 

the  War  Department  propoeed  an  age-in-grade  retirement  measure 
which  would  have  retired  captains  at  50 — 

Put  them  out  at  50.  That  is  what  they  wovild  like  to  do. 
Why  not?  The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  GurnxyI 
said  that  by  retiring  them  at  60  we  save  money,  and  if  we 
had  retired  them  at  50  we  would  have  saved  10  years'  pay. 
Why  not  retire  them  at  40  and  save  20  years'  pay;  or  at  30, 
and  save  30  years'  pay?     ILaughter.l 

Wait  a  minute,  now — 

majors  at  55,  lieutenant  colonels  at  58.  colonels  at  60,  and  brigadier 
generals  at  62.  There  was  considerable  opposition  to  the  retire- 
ment of  officers  below  the  age  of  60,  and  the  resultant  compromlM 
proposals  Introduced  many  undesirable  features. 

This  is  what  General  Shedd  said: 

After  further  study — 

A  study  by  whom?  The  House  committee?  No.  Further 
study  by  whom?  The  Senate  committee?  He  does  not  say 
so.     He  says: 

In  1939,  last  year,  the  War  Department  propoaed — 

Then  he  says: 

After  further  study  an  entirely  different  meastire  has  been  pre- 
pared. 

Who  prepared  it?  I  do  not  mean  that  the  War  Depart- 
ment used  the  same  typewriter.  They  did  not  use  the  same 
paper;  but  this  bill  is  approved  by  the  War  Department, 
and  they  are  urging  it  here. 

After  further  study  an  entirely  different  measure  has  been  pre- 
pared.   This  measure,  S.  3712,  now  before  your  committee — 

I  suppose  that  is  this  bill,  for  the  promotion  of  promo- 
tion-list officers  of  the  Army  sifter  specified  years  of  service 
in  grade,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  the  subject  of  a 
hearing  on  April  8,  1940.  There  has  not  been  a  new  bill 
since  April — 
now  before  your  committee,  reaches  the  desired  objectives — 

What  desired  objectives?  Those  he  Is  talking  about  for 
the  Army — 

to  a  very  great  degree  and  contains  none  of  the  objectionable 
features  of  the  former  measure.  It  Is  based  primarily  on  pro- 
motion by  length  ot  service  up  to  the  grade  of  colons. 
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lor  only  a  short  time.    I  regret  the  necessity  lor  doing  so.  '  grade  got  so  much  pay  based  on  the  years  oX  service  rather 


7488 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


June  4 


i 

1 


t 


Mr.  President,  the  reason  why  I  am  objecting  to  this  bin 
Is  that  it  retires  colonels  at  60  years  of  age.  Is  there  any- 
thing wrong  with  a  colonel  of  that  age?  We  are  told  that 
we  must  have  officers  whose  minds  are  sound.  Under  the 
ttweat  law.  if  there  Is  anything  wrong  with  a  colonel's  mind 
or  a  lieutenant  colonel's  mind  or  a  lieutenant's  mind,  all 
It  la  necessary  to  do  is  to  bring  him  before  a  retirement 
board  of  doctors,  find  out  what  is  the  matter  with  his  mind, 
ftnd  put  him  out  of  the  Army — ^retire  him  on  pay. 

It  Is  said  that  the  service  Is  so  strenuous — riding  around 
in  automobiles  and  sitting  at  desks — that  it  is  necessary  to 
have  young  men  with  full  vigor.  If  there  is  anjrthing  wrong 
with 'an  officer,  if  he  stubs  his  toe  or  if  he  skins  his  shins, 
he  can  now  be  retired  for  disability. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President- 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  inquiry  I  desire  to  make  goes  back  to 
the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill] 
that  one  of  the  purposes  of  the  bill  Is  that  ofQcers  shall  have 
training  in  their  appropriate  ranks.  I  am  wondering 
whether  or  not  there  are  available  places  to  train  four- 
thousand-odd  lieutenant  colonels  in  the  Army  as  now  con- 
stituted, if  we  are  really  going  to  give  these  officers  the 
training  of  their  appropriate  ranks,  because  I  imderstood 
from  the  argument  that  the  purpose  of  the  promotion  was 
to  give  to  the  officers  training  m  their  appropriate  ranks. 
I  understand,  under  the  new  arrangement  of  the  Army,  that 
a  lieutenant  colonel  Is  in  command  of  a  battalion.  Will 
there  be  enough  battalions  to  go  around? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  there  are  not  enough  battalions, 
the  War  Department  will  make  enough  battalions. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  How  many  men  would  that  require  in  the 
Army?    I  am  asking  the  Senator  as  a  military  man. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  am  not  a  military  man. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  A  Senator  by  my  side,  whose  name  I  will 
not  mention,  sasrs  that  some  of  us  are  interested  in  self- 
defense  about  persons  over  the  age  of  60.  Of  course,  that 
does  not  apply  to  the  Senator  from  Texas.    I  admit  it. 

Ifr.  CONNALLY.  I  thank  the  Senator.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Smator  that  the  War  Department,  without  any  law.  has  the 
right  to  change  its  tables  of  organization.  I  do  not  think  It 
Is  required  by  law.  but  it  has  the  right  to  change  the  size  of 
divisions  and  brigades  and  regiments.  During  the  World  War 
a  regiment  contained,  as  I  remember,  about  2.800  men.  If  I 
am  not  correct.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana correct  me.  Now  regiments  contain  only  about  1.200 
men.  as  I  recall.  So  that  if  there  is  a  colonel  to  every  regi- 
ment we  can  decrease  the  nimaber  of  men  in  the  regiment 
and  we  will  have  that  many  more  colonels. 

Until  very  recently  the  officers  of  a  regiment  consisted  of  a 
colonel,  a  lieutenant  colonel,  and  three  majors,  each  major 
bemg  in  command  of  a  battalion.  But  the  Senator  fr(xn 
Indiana  pointed  out  earlier  in  the  day  that  in  order  to  find 
places  for  the  lieutenant  colonels  they  have  switched  it 
around,  and  ndw  a  lieutenant  colonel  is  put  in  command  of 
each  battalion,  and  the  major  is  made  the  executive  officer 
for  the  colonel.  There  is  an  expansion  of  three  places  for 
one  right  there.  It  is  not  law.  it  Is  merely  an  order  of  the 
War  Department. 

Mr,  President.  I  am  not  against  the  War  Department.  I 
have  an  affection  for  the  Army.  I  admire  its  great  traditions 
and  its  great  achievements  in  the  past.  What  I  am  complain- 
ing about  is  that  now.  when  we  should  be  preparing  for  the 
national  defense,  should  be  building  up  the  Army,  a  great 
portion  of  the  War  Department  is  studying  the  matter  of  pro- 
motions, officers  saying.  "How  can  we  get  some  more  stars  on 
oiu-  shoulders."  or  *How  can  we  get  some  more  bars  on  our 
shoulders?  How  can  we  kick  out  these  World  War  officers 
so  that  we  can  get  their  places?" 

It  is  said  they  do  not  want  to  put  out  the  World  War  officers. 
The  Senator  from  Alabama  stated  that  if  we  should  have  a 
war  we  would  have  to  depend  on  the  4.200  World  War  officers. 
What  does  the  bill  do?  The  bill  offers  them  a  temptation  to 
get  out.  so  that  we  can  get  rid  of  them.  The  bill  also  provides 
that  any  officer  with  World  War  service  may  retire  at  any  time 


with  three-fourths  pay.  He  may  have  had  only  21  years* 
service  in  the  Army,  yet.  If  he  is  a  Woj  Id  War  veteran,  they 
'vould  let  him  retire  right  now.  At  60  years  of  age?  No;  at 
50.  or  at  45,  whatever  his  age.  If  he  is  a  World  War  officer 
he  can  retire  with  three -fourths  pay.  That  is  inserted  in 
order  to  bait  them,  to  influence  them  to  get  out  of  the  way, 
because  they  are  the  "himap,"  standing  in  the  way  of  younger 
officers  whom  the  Department  wants  to  promote.  What  sol- 
dier is  there  whose  body  is  whole,  and  whose  mind  is  in  good 
condition,  who  should  retire  after  serving  his  country  only  23 
years,  and  then  go  on  the  pay  roll  at  three-fourths  pay  for  50 
years;  perhaps,  for  the  remainder  of  his  life? 

I  do  not  stand  for  that,  Mr.  President.  We  cannot  defeat 
this  conference  report,  of  course:  It  is  already  written  in  the 
stars  that  it  will  be  adopted.  But  I  want  the  record  to  show 
my  views,  and  that  my  voice  was  against  it. 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESID^G  OFFICER.  Etoes  the  Senator  from  Texas 
srleld  to  the  Senator  from  Wyonxing? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  I  have  been  Impressed  with  what  the 
Senator  from  Texas  has  had  to  say.  Not  being  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  I  have  not  had  occasion 
to  study  the  bill.  I  am  prompted  by  the  Senator's  remarks 
to  ask  one  or  two  questions. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  shaU  be  glad  to  answer  if  I  can. 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  When  was  the  bill  passed  by  the  Sen- 
ate? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    It  passed  about  a  month  ago;  I  think. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    It  passed  on  May  16. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    When  was  it  passed  by  the  House? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  do  not  kiu>w. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  About  2  weeks  previous  to  the 
day  It  passed  the  Senate.    I  should  say  about  May  1. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Then  it  must  be  obvious  that  the  meas- 
ure was  considered  by  the  committees  of  both  the  Senate  and 
the  House  before  Congress  was  considering  the  present  emer- 
gency. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Exactly. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  There  is  every  Indication  of  a  desire 
on  the  part  of  Congress  to  expand  the  Army.  I  am  im- 
pressed with  the  thought  that  the  original  purpose  of  the 
bin  was  to  provide  an  opportunity  for  the  promotion  of 
officers  in  a  small  military  establishment,  in  which  yovmg 
men  would  not  have  an  opportimity  to  rise  to  higher  com- 
mands unless  the  older  officers  were  retired  at  an  earlier  age 
than  formerly. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    However,  we  have  had  very  striking 
evidence  in  the  past  2  weeks  of  the  valuable  service' 
can  be  rendered  in  time  of  war  by  officers  of  much 
age  than  that  named  in  the  bill  as  the  retirement  age, 
understand  correctly  what  has  been  said. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  The  Republic  of  Prance  has  found  It 
necessary  to  recall  a  retired  officer.  General  Weygand.  and 
put  him  in  complete  command  of  the  armed  forces  of  France. 
I  am  impressed  with  the  thought  that  it  may  not  be  advis- 
able to  adopt  now  the  conference  report  upon  a  bill  which 
obviously  was  passed  before  we  were  considering  the  present 
emergency. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    The  Senator's  conclusion  is  soimd. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  So  I  am  prompted  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Texas,  smce  he  apparently  has  given  great  study  to 
this  quesUon,  Why  should  he  be  content  to  let  this  measure 
pass  at  a  time  like  this,  if  he  believes  it  should  not  pass? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  not  content  to  let  it  pass,  but  It 
passed  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago  by  practically  an  over- 
whelming vote,  and  the  conference  committee  has  rejected 
the  Senate  amendments.  I  am  against  the  bill,  that  is  why 
I  am  speaking.  I  want  the  Record  to  show  that  I  am  against 
It.  I  should  like  to  defeat  the  conference  report.  If  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  and  other  Senators  will  stand  by  me, 
we  will  do  it. 
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Mr.   CONNALLY.    I   will   yield   in   a   moment.    General 
Shedd  was  testifying  before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
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Mr.  OT^AHONEY.  I  have  risen  now  for  the  first  time  to 
discuss  the  bill,  and  I  have  been  brought  into  the  debate 
by  my  attention  being  called  to  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas,  which  have  impressed  me  rather  forcefully. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  have  not  heard  from  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  I  came  into  the 
chamber  while  the  Senator  from  Alabama  I  Mr.  Hill!  was 
concluding  what  was  apparently  a  studied  explanation  of  the 
bill,  in  favor  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  General  Marshall  appeared  before  the 
conferees  only  a  few  days  ago  and  stated  that  the  bill  was 
necessary  because  of  the  present  emergency.  He  said  he 
felt  he  could  not  properly  function  unless  he  had  the  assist- 
ance of  a  measure  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  of  course,  when  my  col- 
league says  General  Marshall  made  that  statement  I  know 
he  did  so,  but  while  I  have  always  had  a  high  respect  for 
General  Marshall.  I  do  not  believe  a  word  of  what  he  said. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Senator  from  Wyoming  said  the  bill 
was  not  passed  with  reference  to  the  present  emergency, 
and  I  merely  desired  to  give  him  the  information  we  received 
from  General  Marshall. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  stated  I  accepted  what  my  colleague 
said  as  to  General  Marshall's  sUtement,  but  I  do  not  care 
if  General  Marshall  did  say  that,  I  do  not  believe  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Texas  yield  to  me  so  that  I  may  ask  his  colleague  a 
question? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  How  many  officers  under  64  years  of 
age  will  be  retired  under  the  terms  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  can  give  the  Senator  the  information. 
They  will  not  begin  to  retire  the  officers  at  60  years  of  age 
imtil  1942.  In  1942,  292  colonels  will  be  retired,  85  lieuten- 
ant colonels,  69  majors,  and  no  captains — a  total  of  448 
officers.  Then  the  next  year  there  will  be  another  allot- 
ment, right  on  down  the  line. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  In  view  of  the  emergency,  is  not  this  a 
very  poor  time  to  be  retiring  oflBcers  before  they  reach  retire- 
ment age?  I  am  very  much  impressed  by  what  has  been  said 
here  this  afternoon.  I  do  not  think  this  is  the  time  to  retire 
officers  whom  we  have  educated  very  thoroughly.  I  desire  to 
register  my  opposition  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  OTCIAHONEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  say  a  word  in  response  to  what 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  has  said.  Though  the  retire- 
ment at  60  begins  only  in  1942,  if  this  is  a  real  crisis,  it  is 
not  going  to  be  over  by  1942.  I  mean  by  that,  that  with  de- 
velopments In  Europe  such  as  they  are,  the  preparations  we 
are  making  now  for  defense  are  going  to  be  stretched  over  a 
period  of  5  or  10  years.    We  do  not  know  what  may  happen. 

But  it  is  proposed  that  we  put  out  of  the  Army  officers 
who  were  educated  at  West  Point  and  who  have  spent  their 
lives  in  the  Army,  merely  because  they  are  60  years  old. 
They  are  husky;  they  are  well;  they  are  strong;  their  minds 
are  alert;  but  because  there  is  a  desire  that  places  be  made 
for  others,  we  are  asked  to  put  them  out  of  the  Army. 

Furthermore,  there  Is  a  great  body  of  about  4,000  officers 
who  are  World  War  veterans,  who  were  trained  abroad.  They 
have  seen  the  battlefields.  They  know  actual  service.  Some 
of  them  even  are  West  Pointers,  but  if  they  were  in  the  Army 
during  the  World  War.  we  are  badgering  them  and  enticing 
them  to  retire  from  the  Army. 

Listen  to  this.  If  a  World  War  soldier  has  23  to  28  years' 
service  and  has  not  reached  the  grade  of  colonel,  he  can  be 
retired  with  the  grade  and  pay  of  a  colonel.  Why  should  he 
retire  with  the  grade  and  pay  of  a  colonel  if  he  has  never  been 
a  colonel?  That  is  done  to  induce  these  majors  and  lieu- 
tenant colonels  to  get  out.  because  they  will  receive  the  re- 
tired pay  of  colonel.  That  is  the  "hump."  The  "hump"  is 
composed  of  the  4,200  World  War  officers. 


Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  The  question  I  was  going  to  ask  was 
this:  Why  would  it  not  be  desirable  to  allow  this  matter 
to  go  over  until  tomorrow?  Personally  I  should  like  very 
much  to  read  the  debate.  I  should  like  to  read  what  has 
been  said  in  support  of  the  bill,  because  I  am  frank  to  say, 
from  what  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  said,  I  would  be  per- 
suaded to  vote  against  the  conference  report,  and  I  feel  that 
if  there  had  been  a  larger  attendance  here  this  afternoon 
while  the  Senator  from  Texas  was  speaking,  others  might 
have  been  Influenced  in  their  opinion  by  what  he  has  said, 
as  I  have  been  influenced. 

I  inquire  of  the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee whether  there  will  be  any  objection  on  his  part,  or 
will  there  be  any  on  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
I  Mr.  Barkley].  to  letting  the  conference  report  go  over  until 
tomorrow. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  not  only  no  objection,  but  I  have 
repeatedly  suggested  during  the  last  hour  that  it  should  go 
over. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Obviously  it  would  only  be  necessary 
to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonun  and  the  conference 
report  would  not  be  agreed  to  today. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no  disposition  to 
insist  on  continuing  the  debate  when  even  one  Senator  asks 
that  the  report  go  over. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  wish  to  say,  before  yielding,  that  if  the 
report  is  to  go  over  until  tomorrow.  I  will  yield  the  floor  now, 
because  I  know  Senators  are  anxious  to  have  the  Senate  take 
a  recess.  However,  it  will  take  me  only  a  few  minutes  to  con- 
clude what  I  have  to  say.  and  I  will  finish  my  few  remarks  if 
Senators  prefer  that  I  do  so. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  the  only  suggestion  I  wish 
to  make  now.  while  the  matter  is  before  the  Senate,  is  that  as 
for  the  "himip"  in  the  Army,  the  tremendous  enlargement  of 
our  Army  growing  out  of  the  present  emergency  will  remove 
the  "himip,"  and  there  will  be  ample  opportunity  for 
promotion. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Yes;  there  will  be  ample  opportunity  for 
promotion.  My  idea  Is  that  p)erhaps  we  should  double  the 
strength  of  the  Army  right  now  so  that  Instead  of  240.000  we 
would  have  an  Army  of  half  a  million  men. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
report  is  to  go  over,  anyway.  I  think  it  would  be  better  to 
suspend  the  discussion  now. 

EASEMENTS     OVER     LANDS     AT     FORT     LAUDERDALE.     FLA. — BASE     6, 
COAST   GUARD    RESERVATION 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  the  bill  (S.  3959)  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  grant  to  the  city  of  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla., 
an  easement  or  easements  authorizing  such  city  to  construct 
and  maintain  a  highway  and  utility  facilities  over  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard  Reservation  known  as  Base  6  at  Port 
Lauderdale.  Fla..  which  was.  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting 
clause  and  Insert: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  grant  to  the  city  of  Port  Lauderdale.  Fla..  a  permanent  ease- 
ment or  easements  authorizing  such  city  to  construct  and  main- 
tain across  such  of  the  lands  constituting  a  part  of  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard  Reservation  known  as  Base  6  at  Fort  Lauder- 
daJe.  Fla.,  as  the  Secretary  may  designate,  a  highway,  sewer  lines, 
water  mains,  electric  distribution  lines,  and  other  utility  faculties. 

Sec.  2.  Such  easement  or  easements  shall  be  granted  subject  to 
the  condition  that  the  Secretary  may  at  any  time  require  the 
removal  of  the  highway  and  the  utility  facilities,  or  either  of  them, 
to  any  other  location  or  locations  on  said  prop>erty,  without  ex- 
pense to  the  United  States,  and  shall  be  subject  to  such  other 
reasot^able  conditions  as  the  Secretary  may  deem  desirable  to 
include  In  the  grant  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  United  States 
and  to  enable  the  Government  to  use  such  lands  in  such  manner 
as  the  public  Interests  may  require.  In  addition,  the  city  of  Port 
Lauderdale  shall  furnish  bond  with  good  and  adequate  sureties, 
or  such  other  security  in  Ueu  of  such  bond.  In  such  reasonable 


A.u^  >^u«i.v>  iiuin  xuaudiiia  obaicu  iii»L  u  we  Miuuiu  iiave  a   |   une  jsenate  amenamenis.    i  am  against  the  bill,  that  is  why 


war  we  would  have  to  depend  on  the  4.200  World  War  officers. 
What  does  the  bill  do?  The  bill  offers  them  a  temptation  to 
get  out,  so  that  we  can  get  rid  of  them.  The  bill  also  provides 
that  any  officer  with  World  War  service  may  retire  at  any  timf^ 


I  am  speaking.  I  want  the  Record  to  show  that  I  am  against 
It  I  should  like  to  defeat  the  conference  report.  If  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  and  other  Senators  will  stand  by  me, 
we  will  do  it. 


^L 
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•mount  and  In  roch  form,  as  the  Secretary  may  Peqtdre.  to  aaaxire 
tbe  fxilflllnyent  of  any  or  al'  the  condlUons  and  sUpulaUons  of 
such  eaaement  or  easements. 

Sec  3  In  the  event  the  United  States  disposes  of  Its  Interests 
to  tbe  Coast  Guard  Reservation  known  as  Base  6,  such  easement 
or  easements  shall  cease  to  be  subject  to  such  conditions,  unless 
the  Secretary  shall  find  that  the  dlsconUnuance  of  any  or  all 
of  such  conditions  would  adversely  affect  the  sales  value  of  such 
lands.  In  which  case  the  conditions  with  respect  to  which  the 
Secretary  ■»»»"  have  made  such  a  w^^tng  ahall  run  with  the  land. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  In  the 
amendment  of  the  House. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

AMElfOaCEirr    or   JTTBICIAL    code — ACCOMMODATIOHS    for   HOLDINa 
COVRT  AT  AATNCHESTER.  TENN. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
3828  >  to  amend  section  107  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended, 
to  eliminate  the  requirement  that  suitable  accommodations 
for  holding  the  court  at  Winchester.  Tenn..  be  provided  by  the 
local  authorities,  which  was.  on  page  2.  lines  11  and  12.  to 
strike  out  "Attorney  General"  and  insert  "Director  of  the 
Administrative  OfHce  of  the  United  SUtes  Courts." 

Mr.  STEWART.  I  move  that  the  Senate  conctur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

gxsctmvc  sBUioif 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  {>roceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  tniHiMss, 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXBTtrnvi  mssAoi  Rirmsso 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Cmaiidlbr  In  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  a  message  from  the  President  of  the 
Unitj»d  8lnle.<»  nubmlttlng  the  nomination  of  Wllford  8  Alex- 
ander, of  Connecticut,  to  be  Administrator  of  the  Federal 
Alcohol  Administration  (reappointment),  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Exictrnvc  rkposts  or  a  comtrrm 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Walter 
Myers,  of  Indiana,  to  be  Fourth  Assljitant  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral, Post  Office  Department,  vice  Smith  W.  Purdum. 

He  also,  from  tlie  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
nominations  of  sundry  postmasters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there  be  no  further  re- 
ports of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 

EBCISTCRS   or   LAND    OmCES 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Carrie 
H.  Malone  to  be  register  of  the  land  office  at  Carson  City, 
Nev. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
ination is  confirmed. 

The  lecrislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  George  Fln- 
Icy  to  be  register  of  the  land  office  at  Roseburg,  Oreg. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
ination is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  William  Rld- 
deD  to  be  register  of  the  land  office  at  Billings.  Mont. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Belle  D. 
Byrne  to  be  register  of  the  land  office  at  Bismarck,  N.  Dak. 
;     The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
'  nation  1|s  confirmed. 

POSTMASTERS 

•nie  lefrislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  simdry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

-^    Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  postmas- 
ters be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations are  confirmed  en  bloc.    That  completes  the  calendar. 


XXCS8S 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session,  T  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  (at  6  o'clock  and  5  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Wednesday. 
June  5. 1940.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATION 
Executive  nomination  received  by  the  Senate  June  4  (.legis- 
lative day  of  May  28),  1940 
Federal  Alcohol  Admikistratioh 
Wllford  S.  Alexander,  of  Connecticut,  to  be  Administrator 
of  the  Federal  Alcohol  Administration  (reappointment). 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  June  4  (.legts- 

lative  day  of  May  28),  1940 

RxoisTEis  or  Lajto  Omca 

Mrs.  Carrie  H.  Malone  to  be  register  of  the  land  office  at 

Carson  City.  Nev. 

George  Finley  to  be  register  of  the  land  ofBce  at  Roseburg, 
Oreg. 

William  Ridden  to  be  register  of  the  land  office  at  Billingi, 
Mont. 

Mrs.  Belle  D.  Byrne  to  be  register  of  the  land  office  at  Bis- 
marck, N.  Dak. 

POtTMAflTgU 
ALAIAICA 

Leon  H.  Hinds,  Arab. 

ARXZOITA 

Winnie  M.  Johnson,  Gilbert. 
Josle  B.  Fenwlck,  Litchfield  Park. 
Fred  B.  Moore,  Morenci. 
Edward  M.  Schmidt.  Tolleson. 

CONMBCnCUT 

Leo  A.  Legros,  Baltic. 

UUian  N.  Snow.  Mllldale. 
Francis  T.  Green.  Naugatuck. 
James  T.  Kelley,  New  Canaan. 
Michael  P.  Spezzano,  Riverside. 
John  J.  CKeefe.  Southington. 
Cornelius  P.  McGuinness,  Stamford. 

ILLINOIS 

Arthur  McKlnney.  Alto  Pass. 

Virginia  F.  Dodge.  Arlington  Heights. 

Effle  B.  Mueller.  De  Soto. 

Ellis  S.  Sharp,  Eureka. 

Robert  R.  Newton,  Goreville. 

William  H.  Cato,  Homewood. 

Clyde  Hardbarger.  EliopoUa. 

J.  Walter  Lowrey.  Joliet. 

Francis  J.  Keigher.  Mantena 

Mary  R.  Wilson.  Milan.  4^ 

Edith  Brain.  Orient. 

John  S.  Kaler,  Rantoul. 

Edward  P.  Devine.  Somonauk, 

Rudolph  L.  Lightfoot,  Stonefort. 

George  E.  Kull,  Strasburg. 

George  Lyons,  niden. 

Prank  E.  Binkley.  Warrensburg. 

George  M.  Mader.  Waverly. 

IOWA 
Sydney  B.  Dailey.  Allison. 
Arthur  R.  Otto,  Bettendorf. 
Rex  O.  Mayhew,  Blairstown. 
Otto  T.  Lamansky,  Brighton. 
Estelle  Coon.  Brooklyn. 
Raymond  W.  Baxter,  Burlington. 
Ellen  B.  Neff,  Calamus. 
Alice  E.  Owens,  Carlisle. 
Charles  H.  Ward,  Castana. 


a  colonel?  That  is  done  to  induce  these  majors  ana  lieu- 
tenant colonels  to  get  out,  because  they  will  receive  the  re- 
tired pay  of  colonel.  That  is  the  "hump."  The  "hump"  is 
composed  of  the  4,200  World  War  officers. 


I.&AC     wJiAiv^u    owabco 


inciuuc    III    LUC    i^iaub    lAJ    f>iui^;b    bxic    lui/ctc^bo    ux 

and  to  enable  the  Government  to  use  such  lands  in  such  manner 
as  the  public  Interests  may  require.  In  addition,  the  city  of  Port 
Lauderdale  shall  furnish  bond  with  good  and  adequate  sureties, 
or  stich  other  security  in  lieu  of  such  bond.  In  such  reasonable 
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Leslie  H.  Hughes.  Cedar  Falls. 

Dee  C.  Batten.  Chariton. 

Carl  E.  Jones,  Cincinnati. 

Clarence  L.  Herren,  Clarinda. 

William  T.  Oakes,  Clinton. 

Ruth  A.  Hynes,  Coggon. 

Boyd  L.  Yance,  Coin, 

J.  Gerald  Christy,  Coon  Rapids. 

Prank  Howard  Garrett,  Council  BluSs. 

Donald  D.  Mead,  Cresco. 

Edith  M.  Reed.  Delta. 

Lemuel  S.  Hill,  Des  Moines. 

Herbert  L.  Smith.  DeWitt. 

Herman  F.  Volberding.  Dike. 

John  J.  Langenfeld,  Earling. 

Pauline  K.  Kraschel,  Farragut. 

Daisy  V.  Farrell,  Fonda. 

William  R.  Flemmlng,  Forest  City. 

Anna  T.  Wleland.  Gladbrook. 

Rose  M.  Fischbach.  Granville. 

John  Vanderwlckcn.  Grundy  Center. 

John  L.  McLaughlin,  Guthrie  Center. 

George  R.  Sawyer.  Hawarden. 

Ralph  V.  Johnson,  Hudson. 

Walter  J.  Barrow.  Iowa  Cltj. 

Oscar  K.  Dick,  Iowa  Falls. 

Louis  A.  Hasselbrlnk.  Kellogf. 

Walter  J.  Leslie,  Lakota. 

Wallace  H.  Blair.  Lamonl. 

Frederick  1.  MulhoUand,  Malvern. 

Kathryn  D.  Eden,  Manning. 

William  Harry  Thompson.  Mapleton. 

Frank  O.  Ferguson.  Mechanletville. 

Glen  Vauthrln,  Melbourne. 

Mae  K.  Wilson,  Monroe. 

James  D.  Mlnnes.  Moravia. 

Peter  J.  McOrath,  Mount  Ayr. 

Byrd  8.  Clark.  Mount  Vernon. 

Harold  E.  MafTett.  Murray. 

Stacla  E.  Hartley.  New  Albin. 

Clifford  P.  Shane,  New  Virginia. 

William  H.  Lucas.  Nora  Springs. 

Hans  C.  John.son,  Northwood. 

John  L.  O'NeUl,  Oakland. 

Earle  P.  Rex.  Odebolt. 

Esther  M.  Olson.  Pacific  Junction. 

Boies  Capper,  Postville. 

Harold  J.  Long.  Rock  Valley. 

Marcella  E.  Roeder.  Rockwell. 

George  J.  Mettlin.  Russell.' 

Carl  L.  Anderson.  Sac  City. 

Henry  J.  Kelley,  Shannon  City. 

Anthony  J.  Salland.  Sibley. 

Glenn  C.  Bowdish.  Springville. 

Robert  Edwin  Listen,  State  Center.      ^ 

Peter  Peterson,  Story  City. 

Peter  T.  Belgard.  Tipton. 

Collis  E.  Moore,  Villisca. 

Otto  Germar,  Volga. 

Bemice  Herrick,  Wapello. 

George  T.  Shanley,  Webster  City. 

Jimmie  N.  Hopkins,  Whiting. 

Lester  P.  Sauser,  Worthington. 

KENTUCKY 

John  D.  McIX)nogh,  Jeffersontown. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Richard  E.  O'Brien,  Ballard  Vale. 
Thornton  S.  Swift,  Bourne. 
Joseph  J.  Enirkin,  Brookfield. 
Alphonse  E.  Roberts,  Chicopee  Palls. 
Leon  H.  Thorner,  Clifton. 
Evelyn  B.  Merritt.  Egypt. 
Marguerite  H.  Mallaby,  Flskdale. 


Osgood  L.  Small,  Sagamore. 
Lester  J.  Murphy,  Wrentham. 

mCHIGAV 

Joseph  L.  Wlnslow,  Alma. 
Anne  C.  Parsal,  Benton  Harbor. 
Roy  W.  Maddock,  Benzonia. 
Mildred  C.  Smead,  Blanchard. 
Cecil  Plum.  Bloomingdale. 
Gustav  H.  Knaak,  Jr.,  Bridgman. 
Benjamin  J.  Beasley,  Britton. 
Mabel  E.  Sbonek,  Cedar. 
Francis  Jackson,  Clare. 
George  T.  Deline,  Columbiaville. 
Floyd  Harrison,  Conklin. 
Joseph  J.  Voice,  Fife  Lake. 
Clara  Woodruff,  Preeland. 
Robert  H.  Edsall,  Greenville. 
William  C.  Radue,  HermansviUe. 
Mabel  L.  McCallum,  Hesperia. 
Harry  E.  Penninger,  Lake  Linden. 
Guy  D.  Thompson,  Lapeer. 
Irwell  Brody,  Lawton. 
Hazel  B.  Erlckson,  Le  Roy. 
Frederick  J.  Hosley,  Lowell 
Bert  Lowery,  Manchester. 
Ross  W.  Ollllom.  McDaln. 
Clifford  A.  Gardner,  MlddlevlUa. 
George  Rundle.  Olivet. 
Charles  J,  Schmldlln,  Rockland. 
Norman  C.  Rrlndel,  RoseviUe. 
Jarvls  C,  Chamberlln,  0t.  Clair. 
Jake  D,  Bowtrs,  Sodui. 
Lydla  T.  Blng,  Tawas  City. 
Franc  B.  Olllesple,  Tecumseh. 
Georgia  I.  Holdshlp,  Ubiy. 
Wilbur  E.  Davis,  Vandalla. 
John  R,  Crumb.  WatervUet. 
Charles  J.  McCauley,  Wells. 

MXNinESOTA 

Palmer  M.  Swenson.  Dawson. 
Kalervo  O.  Finnila,  Floodwood. 
Henry  L.  Peters.  Glencoe. 
Calvin  R.  Bouvette,  Hallock. 
Alfred  Erlckson,  Lake  Bronson. 
Henry  Hillesheim,  Madelia. 
Ross  Andrews,  Meadowlands. 
Rudolph  S.  Viitala,  Mountain  Iron. 
William  J.  Crook.  Pipestone. 
Arthur  P.  Hemlem,  Red  Wing. 
John  C.  Christensen,  Ruthton. 
Harry  C.  Mertz.  Shakopee. 
George  W.  Phares,  Sturgeon  Lake. 
Joseph  Trojohn,  Woodlake. 

MONTANA 

Lee  Biggerstaff,  Charlo. 
Charles  Gibson  Monkman,  Choteau. 
John  E.  Brennan,  Harlem. 
William  G.  Kelly,  Kalispell. 
George  T.  O'Brien,  Sidney. 
Reginald  W.  Spangler,  Superior. 
Richard  B.  Vickers,  Virginia  City. 

NEVADA 

Gladys  E.  Huyck,  Sparks. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Claude  L.  Arildson,  Alexander. 
Harvey  W.  Emanuel,  Berthold. 
Roald  B.  Halvorson,  Buxton. 
Arthur  C.  Pagenkopf,  Dickinson. 
Arthur  E.  Bean,  Donnybrook. 
Francis  Higgins,  Dunseith. 
Florence  M.  Law,  Halliday. 
Harold  J.  Rock.  Hamilton. 


^    Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  postmas- 
ters be  conflrmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations are  conflrmed  en  bloc.    That  completes  the  calendar. 


Raymond  W.  Baxter.  Burlington. 
Ellen  B.  Neff.  Calamus. 
Alice  E.  Owens.  Carlisle. 
Charles  H.  Ward.  Castana. 
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Elmer  Knorr.  Hunter. 
Herman  E.  Moyes.  Qboron. 
James  M.  Thomson,  Turtle  Lake. 

PENNSYLVAJrXA 

Mary  K.  Roach,  Ba!a-Cynwyd. 

Edward  B.  Walker,  Berlin. 

Howard  P.  Schaeffer.  Bemharta. 

Blair  L.  Nagle.  Blrdsboro. 

John  Brady  Marrln.  Butler. 

Isaac  A.  Hiorth.  Chester. 

Ruth  R.  Dufford.  Clintonville. 

James  A.  Modey,  Creighton. 

Elijah  E.  HaU,  Elizabeth. 

Charles  H.  Schloss.  Erie. 

Chester  R.  Wahl.  Evans  City. 

Cletus  L.  Ooodllng,  Farms  School. 

Willis  C.  Jack.  Freedom. 

Mildred  E.  Wagner.  Fref'mansburg. 

Harvey  P.  Hartman,  FuJlerton. 

John  Johnston.  Library. 

John  Seibert  Barclay.  Loysville. 

Marie  E.  Logan,  Ludlow. 

Daniel  P.  Guinan,  Jr..  Mahanoy  City. 

EInoch  W.  Filer.  Mercer. 

Brian  W.  Kauffman.  Mlddleburg. 

Genevieve  C,  McMahon,  Mildred. 

R.  D.  Hiram  Hagenbuch,  Montgomery. 

Ellis  Walter,  New  Enterprise. 

Clinton  H.  Hoffman.  Pennsburg. 

Maurice  E.  Sassaman.  Sr.,  Pottstown. 

John  W.  Connelly,  Prospect  Park. 

William  F.  Halligan,  Jr..  Radnor. 

Paul  W.  Marshall.  Rochester. 

MarUn  W.  Workman.  Six-Mile  Run. 

Emma  S.  Happel,  Tatamy. 

Jeane  C.  Lewis,  Weedville. 

Florence  J.  McMahon.  Wesleyville. 

Edward  J.  Quinn.  Wllkes-Barre. 

Frank  E.  Plankenhorn,  Williamsport. 

Henrietta  T.  McEvoy,  Willow  Grove. 

Ruth  A.  McKenna.  Yardley. 

PUKRTO  RICO 

Adela  Delpin,  Fajardo. 

VntCIKIA 

Charles  P.  Graham,  Bridgewater. 
Mae  R.  Bostick,  Burkeville. 
Garland  W.  Spratley,  Dendron. 
Walter  S.  Wilson.  Raphine. 
Lawrence  Hottle.  Toms  Brook. 
LiUian  C.  Ruff,  Vienna. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  June  4,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery.  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

O  Tliou  who  wert  the  Word  In  the  beginning  and  that  Word 
was  with  God  and  God  was  the  Word.  O  come  from  t>ehind 
chaos  and  death;  breathe  upon  our  hopes,  our  ideals,  and 
cause  them  to  live  anew.  Depressingly  shocked  by  the  moral  i 
and  religious  impoverishment  of  this  world.  Almighty  One,  ; 
flow  through  its  veins  and  arteries  and  stay  the  brutality 
which  is  filling  the  lands  with  injustice  and  staining  the  sea 
with  blood.  We  pray  that  the  work  of  restoration  and  spirit- 
ual enrichment  in  the  sunless  places  of  all  the  earth  may  soon 
give  liberty  to  the  captives  and  set  the  prisoners  free.  Let  Thy 
word.  O  God,  be  our  staff  and  our  comfort.  The  Lord  is  good 
unto  them  that  wait  for  Him  and  to  the  souls  that  seeketh 
Him.  It  is  good  that  a  man  should  both  quietly  wait  and  hope 
for  the  salvation  of  the  Lord.  He  doth  not  afOict  willingly  nor 
grieve  the  children  of  men.   Judge  me,  O  God,  and  plead  my 


cause  against  an  ungodly  nation:  O  deliver  me  from  the  de- 
ceitful and  tm just  man ;  Thou  art  the  God  of  our  strength.  O 
send  out  Thy  light  and  truth  and  bring  them  to  Thy  holy  hill 
and  to  Thy  tabernacles.  The  unsearchable  riches  of  Christ 
are  all -sufficient;  they  will  be  our  glory  in  time  and  our  sur- 
prises in  eternity.    In  our  dear  Redeemer's  name.    Amen. 

The  Joiimal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  hazier,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed,  with  amend- 
mrnts  In  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  Is  requested,  a 
bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  8026.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the  United 
Sutes  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  naval 
vessels,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  ordered 
that  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  request  the  Hou^ie  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  return  to  the  Senate  the  bill  (H.  R.  8429)  en- 
titled "An  act  for  the  relief  of  MaJ.  L.  P.  Worrall,  and  for 
other  purposes." 

MILITARY  ESTABLISHMKMT  APPROPRIATION  BILL,   1941 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  H.  R.  9209,  the  Mili- 
tary Establishment  appropriation  bill,  with  Senate  amend- 
ments thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments,  and 
agree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

Pending  that  request,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  may  have  recog- 
nition, perhaps  I  should  make  a  brief  statement  touching 
the  pending  bll.  Owing  to  the  magnitude  and  scope  of 
the  changes  effected  by  the  Senate  in  the  military  ap- 
propriations bill,  it  was  deemed  prudent  that  the  House 
Committee  on  Appropriations  should  conduct  hearings  on 
those  amendments  of  the  Senate  relating  to  matters  which 
had  received  no  consideration  on  this  side.  We  have  con- 
ducted such  hearings,  and  they  are  available  today  in 
printed  form.  Of  course,  we  had  available  to  us  the  rather 
voluminous  hearings  conducted  by  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  much  detailed  data  supplied  to  us  by 
the  War  Department. 

TTie  Senate  had  before  it  for  consideration  supplemental 
propositions,  presented  after  the  bill  had  passed  the  House, 
calling  for  additional  appropriations  of  $624,770,364  and  ad- 
ditional contractual  authority  of  $257,229,636.  In  addition, 
the  Senate  considered  an  informal  estimate  of  $55,172,546 
for  further  increasing  the  enlisted  strength  of  the  Regular 
Army.  The  Senate  approved  in  toto  all  of  these  additional 
sums  except  the  one  for  additional  men,  for  which  purpose 
it  allowed  a  round  $50,000,000. 

Under  the  Senate  increases  the  enlisted  strength  of  the 
Regular  Army  will  be  brought  to  Its  full  authorized  peace 
strength  of  280.000  men.  and  provision  Is  made  for  supplying 
completely  and  expeditiously  all  critical  Items  of  equipment 
for  the  whole  force  embraced  by  the  protective  mobilization 
plan.  These,  and  the  further  enlargement  of  the  aviation- 
training  program  and  provision  for  a  number  of  additional 
large  bombing  planes  constitute,  I  should  say,  the  outstand- 
ing features  of  the  Senate  changes. 

You  will  find,  on  page  19  of  the  hearings,  we  have  con- 
ducted a  rather  comprehensive  table  allocating  the  entire 
amount  of  the  supplemental  estimate  presented  following  the 
President's  recent  national-defense  message  to  appropria- 
tions and  general  objects. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  POWERS.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  tell  me  If  we  can  arrive  at  some  agreement 
as  to  time  for  debate  when  this  bill  comes  out  of  conference? 

Mr.  SNYDER  I  suggest  that  we  have  2  or  3  hours  of  de- 
bate.   Will  that  satisfy  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  POWERS.  If  the  gentleman  from  Pennsjivania  would 
agree  to  3  hours  of  debate,  the  time  to  be  equally  divided, 
there  would  be  no  objection  on  my  part,  Mr.  Speaker. 


Leon  H.  Thomer,  Clifton. 
Eveljm  B.  Merrltt,  Egypt. 
Marguerite  H.  Mallahy.  Fiskdale. 


Francis  Higgins,  Dunseith. 
Florence  M.  Law,  Halliday. 
Harold  J.  Rock.  Hamiltoo. 
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Mr.  SNYDER.  I  am  glad  to  agree  to  that,  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  may  I  include  that  in  my  request? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  asks 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill 
H.  R.  9209,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to 
the  conference  requested  by  the  Senate.  The  gentleman  in- 
cludes in  his  request  that  when  the  conference  report  comes 
back  to  the  House  there  may  be  3  hours  of  debate  upon  It,  to 
be  equally  divided  between  ttie  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  SKTSBtl  and  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Powers]. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  tmderstood  that  the  3  hours  comprehends  all  of 
the  debate  that  will  be  had  on  all  of  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses? 

Mr,  POWERS.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  RICH.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  how  many 
amendments  are  In  disagreement;  and  are  we  going  to  have 
only  3  hours  of  debate? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  We  made  the  same  arrangement  with 
reference  to  the  naval  appropriation  bill,  which  is  now  out 
of  conference. 

Mr.  RICH.  How  many  amendments  are  going  to  be  in  dis- 
agreement? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Nobody  knows. 

Mr.  RICH.  Ordinarily  if  you  had  five  or  six  amendments 
In  disagreement  you  would  have  5  or  6  hours  of  debate  on 
them.  ITiere  may  be  some  very  large  sums  to  be  considered 
in  this  bill,  and  we  are  not  going  to  tie  ourselves  down  now 
to  3  hours  when  there  may  be  seven  or  eight  items  in 
disagreement. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  members  of  the  subcommittee,  I 
may  say  to  the  gentleman,  are  all  agreeable  to  this  arrange- 
ment, as  they  were  with  reference  to  the  naval  appropria- 
tion bill.  Of  course,  you  can  bring  in  a  conference  report 
and  adopt  it  in  an  hour,  if  you  want  to,  without  allowing 
3  hours  for  debate.     That  is  not  entirely  necessary. 

Mr.  RICH.  It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  have  sufficient 
time. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  believe  if  we  have  3  hours  of  debate  that 
ought  to  be  fair  and  give  everybody  who  has  a  legitimate 
view  to  air  an  opportunity  to  do  so. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Skyder,  Terry,  Starnes  of  Alabama.  Collins,  Kerr,  Mahon, 
Powers,  Engel,  and  Case  of  South  Dakota. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Ludlow  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear  In 
the  Appendix  of  the  Recoho.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  brief  editorial  from  the  Washington  News. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanl- 
mous  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
Include  therein  a  message  to  his  soldiers  from  Baron  Man- 
ner helm. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

MEXICAN   CLAIMS   BILL 

Mr.  LUTHER  A_  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  one-half  minute,  and 


to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  Include  therein  three 
letters. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  recent 
debate  In  the  House  on  the  Mexican  claims  bill.  I  stated  as  one 
of  the  reasons  why  the  Government  should  pay  the  claimants 
who  had  awards  made  in  their  favor  by  the  General  Claims 
Commission,  that  one  of  the  claimants,  the  Illinois  Central 
Railroad,  had  an  offer  of  settlement  after  the  Commission 
had  been  set  up  imder  the  treaty  with  Mexico,  and  that  the 
representative  of  the  railroad,  together  with  a  representa- 
tive of  the  Mexican  Government  came  to  Washington  to 
ascertain  whether  or  not  our  Government  wouldoermlt  the 
railroad  to  settle  Its  claim  directly  with  Mexico^r  whether 
It  would  be  prohibited  from  doing  so  under  the  treaty  and 
the  Commission  set  up  thereunder,  and  that  when  the  matter 
was  taken  up  in  Washington,  that  our  own  State  Department 
refused  to  permit  the  railroad  company  to  settle  its  claim 
with  Mexico. 

In  corroboration  of  the  statement  so  made  by  me.  I  sub- 
mit herewith  the  following  letters  which  are  self-explanatory: 
(1)  Letter  to  me  from  the  State  Department  dated  June  3, 
1940,  verifying  the  authenticity  of  the  other  two  letters;  (2) 
letter  dated  March  17,  1926,  from  James  R.  Sloan,  assistant 
agent  of  the  General  Claims  Commission  of  the  United  States, 
to  Mr.  Robert  V.  Fletcher,  at  that  time  attorney  for  the 
Illinois  Central  Railroad:  (3)  letter  dated  March  17.  1926, 
from  Henry  W.  Anderson,  agent  of  the  United  States  under 
the  General  Claims  Commission,  to  Hon.  Benito  Flores,  agent 
for  the  Mexican  Government  under  the  General  Claims  Com- 
mission, and  which  letters  speak  for  themselves  in  clearly 
establishing  that  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  was  denied 
the  right  by  our  Government  to  settle  its  claim  with  the 
Mexican  Government. 

Okpastmknt  or  State, 
Washington,  June  3,  1940. 
The  Honorable  Luther  A.  Johnson. 

House  of  Representatives. 
Mt  Deak  Mr.  Johnson:  In  accordance  with  your  request  by 
telephone  I  compared  the  attached  copies  ol  a  letter  dated  March 
17.  1926.  from  Mr.  James  R.  Sloane  to  Robert  V.  Fletcher,  Esq., 
and  a  letter  dated  March  17,  1926,  from  Mr.  Heru7  W.  Anderson 
to  the  Honorable  Benito  Flores.  with  the  copies  In  the  records  of 
the  General  Claims  Commission,  United  States  and  Mexico,  and 
found  them  to  be  full  and  exact  copies  thereof. 
Sincerely  yours, 

8.   HUBBAKD. 

Assistant  to  the  Legal  Adviser,  Department  oj  State. 

Agency  of  the  Untted  States. 
Geneka^  and  Special  Claims  Commissions, 

United  States  and  Mexico. 
Washington,  D.  C,  March  17.  1928. 
Roeert  V.  Pletcher.  Esq. 

Washington  Hotel.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Fletcher:   I  enclose  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  Colonel 
Anderson  was  obliged  to  send  to  the  Mexican  agent  after  a  con- 
ference with  the  Secretary  of  State. 

In  view  of  the  circumstances.   It  seems  probable  that  the  case 
which  Is  set  for  hearing  tomorrow  will  be  heard  at  that  time. 
Very  truly  yours, 

James  R.  Sloan, 
Assistant  Agent. 

March  17,  1936. 
Hon.  Benito  Plores, 

Agent  for  the  United  Mexican  States,  General  Claims  Commis- 
sion. United  States  and  Mexico,  WashiTigion.  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  Referring  to  the  conversation  of  yesterday  between 
Seftor  Carbajal  y  Rosas  and  myself  In  regard  to  a  possible  settle- 
ment of  the  case  of  the  United  States  on  behalf  of  the  minols 
Central  Railroad  Co.  against  Mexico,  I  beg  to  advise  that  I  have 
today  conferred  with  the  Secretary  of  State  In  regard  to  this 
matter,  and  he  informs  me  that  it  is  the  view  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  that  when  claims  have  once  been  espoused 
by  the  Government  and  filed  before  the  General  Claims  Commis- 
sion they  become  claims  of  the  United  States  and  must  be  dis- 
posed of  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  General  Claims 
Convention.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  convention  provides  that 
the  awards  in  favor  of  the  respective  governments  shall  be  oCset 
against  each  other,  the  Department  does  not  feel  that  It  Is  au- 
thorized under  the  terms  of  the  treaty  to  make  a  settlement 
providing  for  immediate  disposition  of  the  amount  of  the  daUn  or 


ir 


for  the  salvation  of  the  Lord.    He  doth  not  afflict  willingly  nor 
grieve  the  children  of  men.   Judge  me.  O  God,  and  plead  my 


-    —    ••— ^— .  •^     «••»,    B^'-*>-'<-^'^«H    Ai\JLAM    X^C^IHI.'IJ  IVttlim     WUIUU 

agree  to  3  hours  of  debate,  the  time  to  be  equally  divided, 
there  would  be  no  objection  on  my  part,  Mr.  Speaker. 


MEXICAN   CLAIMS   BILL 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  one-half  minute,  and 


the  awards  In  favor  oi  the  respective  gcvemments  shall  be  onset 
against  each  other,  the  E>cpartment  does  not  feel  that  It  Is  au- 
thorized under  the  terms  of  the  treaty  to  make  a  settlement 
providing  for  immediate  dlspobition  of  the  amount  of  the  claim  or 
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any  part  thereof,  or  of  any  payment  direct  to  any  Indlvklual  who 
may  have  been  concerned  In  the  claim. 

In  these  circumstances  It  would  not  seem  practicable  to  make 
an  adJiMtn^nt  at  a  claim  by  agreement  other  than  to  stipulate 
the  amount  of  an  award  In  favor  of  either  Government  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Commission  for  Its  action  thereon  in  accordance 
with  ita  rules  and  the  terms  of  the  Convention. 

I  regret,  therefore,  that  It  does  not  seem  practicable  tmder  this 
Ticw  of   the   Department   to  dispose  of   the   claim   in   the   "'»""«'^ 
discussed  by  Sefior  Carbajal  y  Boaas  and  myaeU  on  yesterday. 
I  bave  the  honor  to  be.  sir. 
Tour  obedient  servant. 

Rorar  W.  Ammatai. 
Agent  of  the  United  States. 

COST  or  If  AT10HAL  DinHSB 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  of 
the  financial  strength  of  the  United  States,  to  my  mind,  is 
spoken  about  all  too  much  by  people  who  do  not  stop  to 
analyze  what  that  strength  really  is.  It  all  depends  upon  the 
kind  of  monetary  system  that  one  has. 

The  recent  Gallup  poll  shows  that  76  percent  of  the  people 
are  In  favor  of  paying  the  cost  of  national  defense  as  we  go. 
That  Is,  three-quarters  of  the  people  say  they  are  ready  now 
to  pay  the  taxes  which  may  be  necessary.    I  am  afraid  that 
many  of  them  have  received  the  impression  that  if  Congress 
Increases  the  national  debt  limit  by  $3,000,000,000  or  $4,000- 
000.000  in  order  to  obtain  funds  for  national  defense  expendi- 
tures and  then  provides  new  taxes  to  raise  some  $600,000,000 
or  $800,000,000  annually  wc  will  be  meeting  the  situation.    It 
ought  to  be  made  clear  that  this  is  not  a  pay-as-you-go  propo- 
sition at  all.    This  plan  contemplates  paying  for  1  year's  na- 
tional defense  costs  over  a  5-year  period.    But  the  costs  of 
national  defense  wiD  probably  be  as  great  next  year  and  the 
next  and  the  next  as  they  are  this  year.     What  will  we  do 
about  that?    Are  we  to  Increase  the  national  debt  limit  step 
by  step  each  3rear.  gradually  adding  enough  taxes  to  care  for 
this  multiplying  debt  burden?    The  straightforward  thing  to 
do  would  be  to  meet  the  thing  head-on  and  to  meet  it  now. 
particularly  since  that  is  what  the  people  say  they  want.    I 
believe  the  people  of  the  country  would  prefer  to  know  Just 
where  they  stand  on  this  matter.    I  beUeve  further  that  the 
levying  of  certain  taxes  is  most  important  as  a  matter  of 
Justice.    We  are  anxious,  we  say,  to  avoid  the  creation  of  a 
crop  of  war  miUionaires.    There  is  one  way  to  prevent  such 
a  crop  from  sprouting  and  that  is  by  an  excess  war- profits 
tax.    But  It  should  be  levied  now,  not  later  after  the  seedlings 
have  grown  Into  stout  plants.    And  this  is  the  only  tax  that 
will  equalize  the  burden  as  between  industries  greatly  bene- 
fited by  war  trade  and  those  severely  hurt — like  agriculture — 
as  a  result  of  loss  of  export  markets.    Moreover,  I  see  no 
reason  for  Increasing  the  debt  limit  and  selling  tax-exempt, 
taiterest-bearlng  bonds  to  banks  for  figures  on  their  books  in 
order  to  obtain  these  funds.    The  Constitution  gives  Congress 
the  right  and  duty  to  create  the  money  of  the  Nation.    If  It 
exercised  this  right  to  a  necessary  extent,  the  value  of  every 
dollar  of  that  money  would  be  sustained  by  the  inevitable 
expansion  of  prtJductlon  and  trade  in  real  goods,  which  is  the 
only  tiling  that  gives  either  national  money  or  bankers'  flat 
credit  any  value  at  all.    Under  these  circumstances  we  wotild 
not  be  in  debt  either  for  interest  or  principal,  and  there  is 
nothing  as  important  for  true  national  defense  as  an  answer 
to  this  debt  problem.    Moreover,  the  Treasury  holds  outright 
gold  and  silver  in  an  amount  in  excess  of  $3,000,000,000,  and  a 
simple  act  of  Congress  calling  in  gold  certificates  and  re- 
placing them  with  40-percent  gold-backed  currency  would 
not  only  leave  bank  reserves  intact  but  would  make  some 
$27,000,000,000  of  40-percent  gold-backed  money  available  to 
the  Nation.    Finally,  authority  has  been  granted  the  Presi- 
dent to  Issue  $3,000,000,000  of  United  States  currency  tomor- 
row if  he  decides  to  do  so.    We  have  sp(^en  of  sacrifice  in  the 
Interest  of  the  NaUon.    I  think  it  will  do  us  all  good  to  sacri- 
fice for  our  country  provided  only  the  burden  of  sacrifice  is 


equally  borne.  And  I  can  see  no  reason  why  the  opportunity 
for  sacrifice  should  not  be  extended  to  those  financial  institu- 
tions which  now  usurp  the  power  of  money  and  credit  creation 
and  which  wiD  wax  fat  by  collecting  interest  on  the  Nation's 
own  credit  and  manipulate  the  values  of  every  type  of  real 
wealth  in  America  unless  Congress  acts  m  a  sensible  manner 
about  these  things.  There  can  be  no  Infiation  as  long  as 
money  creation  is  matched  either  by  Increasing  production  or 
by  compensatory  taxation.  There  are  vastly  tetter  ways  to 
finance  the  national  defense  effort  than  by  raising  the  debt 
limit. 

EXTENSION  OP  KEMAKKS 

Mr.  DISNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  two  state- 
ments, one  by  Payette  B.  Dow  and  one  by  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Commerce  Noble. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection.        ' 

Mr.  Cox  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  rerlse  and  ex- 
tend his  own  remsirks  In  the  Record. 

AMEM)MENT  OP  CANAL  ZONE  COOK 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  5584)  to  amend  the 
Canal  Zone  Code,  with  a  Senate  amendment,  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Page  5,  strike  out  lines  9  to  24.  inclusive,  and  lines  1  and  2,  on 
page  6.  and  Insert: 

"271.  Maintenance  and  operation  of  the  Canal  Zone  Postal  Serv- 
ice: The  Postal  Service  of  the  Canal  Zone  shall  be  governed,  except 
as  otherwise  provided  In  the  Canal  Zone  Code,  by  such  of  the  laws, 
rules,  regulations,  and  conventions  of  the  Postal  Service  of  the 
United  States  as  by  their  terms  apply  in  the  Canal  Zone  and  by 
such  additional  laws,  rules,  and  regulations  of  the  Postal  Service 
of  the  United  States  as  the  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  shall  by 
regulation  determine  to  be  applicable  to  conditions  existing  In  the 
Canal  Zone.  The  Governor  may  prescribe  such  additional  rules  and 
regulations  as  are  necessary  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
the  Canal  Zone  Postal  Service. 

"The  CJovemor  of  the  Panama  Canal  la  authorized — 

"a.  To  maintain  and  operate  a  postal  eervlce  In  the  Canal  Zone, 
including  a  money-order  system,  a  parcel-post  system,  a  postal- 
savings  system,  and  such  other  services  as  may  be  necessary  or  con- 
venient in  cormectlon  with  the  postal  service; 

"b.  To  establish  and  discontinue  poet  offlces; 

"c.  To  prescribe  the  postage  rates:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
United  States  domestic  postage  rates  shall  be  applicable  to  regtilar 
mail  exchanged  with  the  United  States;  and 

"d.  To  prescribe  the  postage  stamps  and  other  stamped  paper 
which  shall  be  used  In  such  service." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  explain  this  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  BLAND.  The  sole  question  was  one  between  the  Post 
Office  Department  and  the  Canal  Zone  authorities  as  to  the 
extent  of  the  power  given  to  regulate  postage,  not  only  the 
rates  but  other  things,  and  the  provision  of  the  House  bill 
was  thought  to  go  beyond  the  matters  that  the  postal  authori- 
ties were  consenting  to.  The  postal  authorities  and  the 
Canal  Zone  authorities  agree  on  this  amendment. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  This  is  simply  a  matter 
of  postage  In  the  Canal  Zone? 

Mr.  BLAND.    It  is  a  clarifying  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred  In. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

THE  WHEAT  STTUATION,  1940 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon? 
Hjcre  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  delivering  a  speech  before  the 
Eastern  Oregon  Wheat  League  at  Condon,  Oreg..  on  December 
9,  1939,  I  a.sked  my  farmer  friends  there  assembled  to  picture 
to  themselves  what  would  have  been  their  own  financial  con- 
dition and  the  general  business  situation  in  the  section  of  the 
State  in  which  they  lived  had  there  been  no  wheat  program 
for  the  last  7  years,  during  which  this  administration  has 
been  in  power.  For  more  than  a  half  century  I  have  been 
well  acquainted  with  wheat-farming  conditions  in  the  Pacific 
Northwest.  This  intimate  acquaintance  commenced  when  I 
became  a  farm  hand  in  Umatilla  County  in  1883,  and  my 
wheat  education  continued  during  the  time  that  I  was  county 
school  superintendent,  county  clerk,  member  of  the  State 
senate.  Governor.  Member  of  Congress — most  of  the  time  a 
farmer  and  wheat  raiser.  I  have  set  forth  the  results  of  my 
experience  and  observation  in  a  speech  called  Wheat,  pub- 
lished in  the  Congressional  Record  of  December  1937. 

During  this  period  which  I  knew  so  well  as  a  farmer,  and 
up  to  my  days  as  a  Congressman,  in  the  past  7  years  the 
price  of  eastern  Oregon  wheat  was  always  fixed  in  Liverpool. 
The  farmer  could  ascertain  the  Liverpool  price,  take  out  the 
transportation  charges  to  tidewater  and  the  ocean  freight, 
and  approximate  the  price  he  would  receive  for  his  wheat.  It 
was  different  during  the  World  War  period,  when  our  wheat 
was  sold  at  a  fixed  price.  It  has  been  different  under  our 
farm  program  of  the  last  7  years,  when  the  farmer  has  cer- 
tainly been  coming  into  his  own. 

CrriES  DEMAND  CHEAP  FOOD 

I  am  sincerely  hoping  that  the  city  folks  who  depend  upon 
farm  buyers  for  their  manufactured  wares  are  beginning  to 
realize  that  the  farmer  is  entitled  to  a  decent  living  wage 
and  that  he  should  not  be  allowed  to  drift  to  peasantry,  as 
he  was  unquestionably  drifting  until  the  inauguration  of  our 
New  Deal  farm  program.  It  is  true  that  the  industrial  East 
wants  cheap  food,  even  if  it  is  imported  food.  This  demand 
for  cheap  food  is  destructive  to  farmers'  prosperity,  and.  if  It 
persists,  will  surely  ruin  our  boasted  high  living  standards  of 
American  farmers.  Nevertheless,  the  thinking  workingman 
of  the  city  must  realize  that  if  there  is  to  be  a  satisfactory 
market  for  the  products  of  his  factory,  the  farmer  who  raises 
his  food  must  also  receive  cost  of  production,  with  a  reason- 
able profit  added  thereto.  The  farmers  are  entitled  to  an 
equitable  share  of  the  national  income.  They  must  get  a 
larger  share  than  they  have  received  if  they  are  to  be  saved 
from  peasantry.  It  is  gross  injustice  to  expect  them  to  feed 
our  city  people  without  adequate  return. 

HISTORY  REPEATS  OLD  PATTEaNS 

In  the  Beards'  Rise  of  American  Civilization  they  use  these 
words  in  opening  their  chapter  on  The  Triumph  of  Business 
Enterprise : 

In  the  development  of  every  great  civilization  in  the  past  there 
had  come  to  the  top  groups  of  rich  and  enterprising  businessmen 
devoted  to  commerce,  industry,  and  finance.  The  sources  of  their 
fortunes  varied  and  their  modes  of  acquisition  differed  from  age 
to  age.  but  they  formed  a  dynamic  element  in  every  ancient  society 
that  passed  t>eyond  the  primitive  stage  of  culture,  and  everywhere 
they  advanced  with  deadly  precision  on  the  classes  which  derived 
their  sustenance  from  agriculture. 

During  the  last  7  years  the  present  administration  has 
been  making,  as  It  still  is  making,  a  desperate  effort  to  re- 
verse the  trend  of  history  and  save  that  group  which  derives 
its  sustenance  from  agriculture  from  the  oppression  of  groups 
engaged  in  transportation,  industry,  and  finance. 

In  our  frequent  motor  trips  from  the  Atlantic  border  to  the 
Pacific  I  have  made  close  study  and  observation  of  farming 
conditions,  and  I  find  that  farmers  can  readily  be  divided 
into  three  groups: 

First,  those  who  enjoy  the  pleasure  of  managing  farms 
but  have  independent  incomes  from  some  other  business. 
Their  farms  are  universally  run  with  financial  loss.  They  are 
true  agriculturists,  gentlemen  farmers. 

The  second  class  includes  those  who  farm  lands  handed 
down  from  father  to  son.  Some  of  these  farms  are  free  from 
mortgage  and  are  generally  run  at  a  small  profit,  enough  to 
pay  for  living  expenses  and  education  of  children. 


Then  I  find  a  third  class  of  farmers  who  are  not  drifting 
Into  peasantry  but  are  already  peasants.  Many  of  them  are 
tenant  farmers  and  sharecroppers.  Peasantry  for  many  of 
them  is  an  actuality.  The  children  of  this  class  generally 
show  the  cruel  marks  of  undernourishment  and  near  starva- 
tion.   They  are  ill-clad,  ill-fed.  and  ill-housed. 

The  importance  of  this  human  problem  has  not  yet  been 
grasped  by  the  rulers  of  America.  It  will  shortly  become 
seriously  threatening  to  our  form  of  government  unless  some- 
thing is  really  done  about  it.  I  know  of  no  curative  legisla- 
tion under  consideration,  though  there  have  been  many 
experiments. 

TKIPLE  A  ACT  OT  1033 

When  Congress  met  in  March  1933  events  In  agricultural 
legislation  marked  a  new  era  in  the  history  of  wheat  produc- 
tion in  America.  The  Government  of  the  United  States 
reached  out  its  strong  arm  to  uphold  and  assist  the  wheat 
farmer  and  to  relieve  him  from  his  bondage  to  the  wholesale 
price  of  wheat  in  Liverpool.  England.  In  March  1933  corn  at 
country  stations  was  20  cents  a  bushel ;  wheat  was  34  cents — 
in  my  home  town.  La  Grande.  Oreg..  it  brought  25  cents — 
oats  sold  for  13  cents;  cotton  had  been  less  than  5  cents  a 
pound.  The  total  cash  income  in  1932  for  the  farmers  of 
America  was  $4.606,000,000 — the  lowest  year  on  record.  I  re- 
member distinctly  when  President  Roosevelt  spoke  at 
Gresham.  Oreg..  in  1932.  he  made  mention  of  this  point,  and 
it  impressed  me  deeply.  Of  course,  we  did  not  then  have  the 
complete  figures  for  1932  but  we  did  have  them  for  prior  years, 
and  he  said  that  this  constant  downward  trend  of  the  farm 
income  must  be  stayed.  We  have  gone  a  long,  long  way  since 
then;  we  have  made  great  progress. 

In  general.  I  believe  the  agricultural  program  growing  out 
of  the  emergency  in  1933  Is  the  best  ever  devised  at  any  time 
by  any  nation  in  the  world.  It  is  working  so  well  that  more 
than  6,000,000  farmers  who  farm  over  80  percent  of  the  crop 
land  in  the  United  States  are  participating  in  it  beneficially. 
I  am  delighted  to  report  that  the  farmers  of  my  district,  one 
of  the  largest  agricultural  districts  in  the  United  States,  are 
not  only  imder  the  program,  but  most  of  them  are  enthusi- 
astically supix)rtlng  it.  I  am  intensely  interested  In  pros- 
perity for  all  lines  of  farming  in  our  country,  but.  without 
being  narrowly  sectional  in  my  interests.  I  naturally  concent 
myself  with  the  success  of  the  farm  activities  of  eastern 
Oregon,  a  wheat  and  stock  producing  section.  Never  can  we 
of  the  Northwest  consume  the  amount  of  wheat  we  produce; 
we  fully  realize  the  problems  created  by  a  surplus  crop  and 
distance  from  markets. 

WHAT  MIGHT   HAVE   HAPPENED 

What  would  have  happened  to  the  farmers  of  America  if  we 
had  not  had  a  farm  program  during  these  changing  and  revo- 
lutionary years?  Note  the  average  price  of  a  bushel  of  wheat 
received  by  farmers  for  each  year  since  1931: 

Crop  grown  In —  Cents 

1931 39. 0 

1932 88.  2 

1933 74. 4 

1934 84  8 

1935 83.  2 

1936 102  6 

1937 96.  3 

1938 66. 1 

1939 «7.  6 

These  figures  do  not  Include  the  payments  to  wheat  farmers 
under  the  program.  Had  It  not  been  for  the  farm  program  of 
the  present  administration,  the  farming  world  would  hava 
faced  disaster  and  bankruptcy.  The  old  A.  A.  A.  program, 
which  was  worked  out  by  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  of 
the  House,  in  cooperation  with  the  Department,  during  thQ 
spring  of  1933,  was  unquestionably  the  fairest  and  best  agri- 
cultural program  ever  devised  by  a  legislative  body.  If  it  had 
not  been  for  that  program  American  farmers  would  have 
taken  the  world  price  for  wheat,  less  cost  of  transportation, 
which  would  have  been  in  the  neighborhood  of  25  cents  a 
bushel  throughout  eastern  Oregon — yes;  25  cents  a  bushel 
through  nearly  every  month  since  March  1933,  except  for  the 


flee  for  our  country  provided  only  the  burden  of  sacrifice  is  I      There  was  no  objecUoa. 


pay  for  living  expenses  and  education  of  children. 


I  through  nearly  every  month  since  March  1933.  except  for  the 
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crop  of  1937.  Thanks  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
and  the  leadership  which  worked  out  the  A.  A.  A.,  under  a 
sjmipethetic  President  in  the  White  House,  the  American 
farmer  did  not  have  to  take  the  world  price  for  his  wheat. 

This  year,  with  the  conservjition  payment  of  17  cents,  and 
the  price-adjustment  paymert  of  11  cents,  and  an  averaRc 
price  throughout  the  country  of  70  cents,  the  farmer  realized 
nearly  a  dollar  a  bushel  for  his  wheat.  Unquestionably  this 
price  followed  as  the  result  of  legislation.  The  farmers  have 
been  given  this  half-bright  day  by  reason  of  the  farmers' 
tariff,  which  has  kept  the  sheriff  from  foreclosing  many  a 
mortgage  and  kept  many  a  farm  home  intact. 

WHKAT   COtnjn€rTlOM   DBCKXASES 

We  know  that  the  consumption  of  wheat  has  not  anywhere 
increased  with  the  population.  In  other  words,  we  are  con- 
sim:iing  less  wheat  per  capita  because  food  habits  have 
changed,  owing  to  poverty  and  also  to  the  fickleness  of  con- 
sumer ideas  and  habits  following  radio  and  press  propaganda. 
I  remember  listening  about  10  years  ago  to  a  speech  before 
wheat  growers  In  Pendleton.  Oreg.,  made  by  Alexander  Leg^e. 
formerly  President  of  the  Farm  Board,  in  which  he  stated  the 
consumption  of  wheat  in  the  United  States  had  dropped  al- 
most 1  bushel  per  capita  in  a  period  of  20  years.  He  declared 
that  farmers  must  adjust  themselves  to  these  world-changed 
conditions. 

Domestic  consumption  of  wheat  varies  Uttle  from  year  to 
jrear.  except  when  low  prices  cause  more  to  be  used  for  feed. 
It  ranges  from  650.000.000  to  700.000.000  bushels  imder  normal 
conditions — roughly.  500,000.000  for  food.  80,000.000  for  seed, 
and  80,000.000  for  feed. 

BIC  CUSPLCS  or  WHZAT 

Farmers,  being  only  partially  organized  In  their  few  loosely 
bound  associations,  have  not  been  able  to  act  as  a  unit  to  meet 
these  changed  conditions.  Being  widely  scattered  and  unor- 
ganized, they  have  not  been  able  to  do  what  industry  has 
always  done,  namely,  to  adjust  their  production  to  the  de- 
mand. The  result  was  that  we  had.  at  the  close  of  the  1939 
harvest  season,  the  largest  world  supply  of  wheat  on  hand 
ever  known.  5.458.000.000  bushels,  compared  with  4.630.000.000 
for  the  5  years  1933-37.  In  August  1939.  with  this  tremen- 
dous surplus  of  wheat  in  sight,  the  price  of  wheat  in  Liver- 
pool went  down  to  48  cents  a  bushel,  the  lowest  price  since 
1592.  350  years  ago.  Remember,  that  lowest  price  was  re- 
corded 15  years  before  Jamestown  was  settled;  28  years 
before  the  Pilgrims  landed  at  Plymouth.  It  is  estimated 
that  on  the  1st  day  of  July  1940  there  will  be  a  world  surplus 
of  more  than  1,000.000.000  bushels  of  wheat  and  no  place  to 
sell  it  for  money. 

WHKAT    ANO    THS   TAUTT 

We  know  full  well  that  before  the  World  War,  when  we 
were  a  debtor  nation  owing  large  sums  <rf  money  to  Europe, 
the  market  for  our  wheat  was  far  better  than  it  has  been 
since  we  became  a  creditor  nation.  Other  nations  today  owe 
us  money.  The  foreigner  who  needs  our  wheat  does  not 
have  the  dollar  exchange  he  had  when  Americans  owed  large 
simis  of  money  in  his  country;  therefore,  he  is  not  able  to  buy 
our  products. 

Unquestionably,  the  Smoot-Hawley  tariff  was  a  potent 
factor  in  bringing  economic  disaster  to  the  farmers  of  our 
entire  coimtry.  The  wheat  piu'chaslng  coimtries  formerly 
demanded  from  the  wheat  exporting  countries  a  little  over 
900.000.000  bushels  of  wheat  annually.  Today  they  take 
less  than  600.000.000  bushels,  many  of  them  having  increased 
their  own  production.  This  year  Germany  is  subsidizing 
their  production  of  wheat  at  the  rate  of  $40  per  acre  for 
each  acre  of  sod  and  pasture  land  put  into  wheat.  Great 
Britain  is  paying  $10  subsidy  to  all  who  will  plow  up  their 
large  estates  and  plant  them  into  wheat.  Before  the  last 
World  War,  American  farmers  furnished  about  16  percent 
of  the  wheat  sold  abroad,  but  the  total  export  trade  was  then 
60  percent  greater  than  it  is  today.  Only  10  years  ago  wheat 
exporting  countries  sold  as  much  as  950.000.000  bushels  to 
wheat -consuming  countries.  Last  year  these  wheat-con- 
suming countries  took  only  535,000.000  bushels.    We  have 


held  our  place  in  the  exporting  market  because  we  have  had 
a  wheat  program.  This  would  not  be  possible  if  it  were  not 
for  the  laws  passed  by  Congress  in  the  interest  of  the  wheat 
producers. 

8TTBSIDT   FOB   CXFOKTS   OF   WHSAT 

In  the  10  years  from  1913  to  1922.  inclusive,  the  United 
States  exported  a  total  of  2.455,000,000  bushels  of  wheat  and 
flour.  The  year-by-year  exportation,  with  average  price  of 
wheat  for  each  year  is  as  follows: 


Yew 


1913 „ 

l»U 

WIS 

1»18 

1917 

1V18 

19I« 

1920 

IWl 

1922 

1923 

IW4 

liriS 

noe 

iw; 

1928 

1939 

Itt30 

itni 

1U32    -L. 

11*.  a j.. 

I9.T4 ^. 

1«« ^. 

l«36 

1987 

1938 ^. 

1939 4-- 


Prtxluctlon 
(million 
busbels) 


751 
«B7 
1.000 
«3S 
«20 
904 
963 
M3 
819 
847 
750 
843 
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IMPOKTATIONS  CONTBOIXED 

In  addition  to  direct  payments  for  the  subsidizing  of  wheat 
for  export  the  last  Congress  also  passed  H.  R.  7171.  This  bill 
limited  the  Importation  of  any  commodity  which  would  have 
a  detrimental  effect  uiwn  domestic  prices.  It  gave  the  Tariff 
Commission  authority  to  call  hearings  at  any  time  a  commod- 
ity was  being  imported  or  was  threatened  to  be  imported.  In 
the  case  of  wheat,  nearly  140,000,000  bushels  were  lying  at 
ports  just  across  the  border  in  position  to  move  Into  the 
United  States.  There  was  an  excess  of  40.000,000  bushels 
already  entered  the  United  States  imder  bond.  If  this  bill 
naa  not  been  passed,  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that 
much  of  this  wheat  would  have  been  thrown  upon  the  Amer- 
ican market,  with  the  resulting  bad  effect  upon  prices.  Re- 
member, this  act  gives  the  President,  after  recommendation 
by  the  Tariff  Commission,  the  authority  to  embargo,  establish 
a  quota,  or  to  raise  the  tariff  duties  at  least  50  percent,  which, 
in  the  case  of  wheat,  would  mean  raising  the  tariff  from  42 
cents  a  bushel  to  63  cents  a  bushel. 

THK  PACHTC  MOSTHWKST  WHEAT  SUBSIDT 

During  the  marketing  year  1938  and  1939  we  marketed 
abroad  118,000,000  bushels  of  wheat  and  wheat  products,  107.- 
000.000  of  this  being  actual  wheat.  We  of  the  Pacific  North- 
west know  full  well  that  this  was  done  by  paying  an  export 
subsidy.  Out  of  the  118,000,000  bushels  exported,  43  percent, 
or  more  than  two-fifths,  went  from  the  Pacific  Northwest. 
Programs  to  assist  flour  exports  from  the  Pacific  Northwest 
to  the  Philippine  Islands  have  been  in  continuous  operation 
since  March  1936.  This  program  is  being  continued,  In  spite 
of  the  fact  of  the  suspension  of  the  general  wheat  and  fiour 
export  program  as  announced  by  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture on  December  29, 1939.  The  Pacific  Northwest  is  the  only 
area  of  the  United  States  that  Is  so  favored. 

I  am  informed  that  the  Department  will  continue  to  offer 
export  subsidy  payments  for  wheat  shipments  from  the  Pacific 
Northwest  area  to  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  on  wheat  and 
floiff  to  China.  These  subsidies  from  the  United  States 
Treasury  for  the  benefit  of  the  growers  of  soft  wheat  have 
cost  the  Treasury  over  $22,000,000.  The  fanners  of  the  Pa- 
cific Northwest  should  not  forget  this.    This  large  export 


program,  together  with  the  ever-normal  granary,  has  kept 
the  domestic  price  of  wheat  more  than  30  cents  higher  than 
the  world's  market  levels.  This  is  absolutely  true.  Let  no 
man  nor  organization  tell  you  to  the  contrary.  With  our 
domestic  consumption,  and  our  exports  under  the  subsidy 
plan,  we  am  dispose  of  something  like  750.000.000  bushels 
annually. 

The  soft,  white  wheat  grown  in  the  Pacific  Northwest 
raises  some  problems  that  are  quite  different  and  peculiar 
when  compared  with  hard  vinter  or  soft  red  wheat.  Since 
the  first  settler  plowed  these  western  fields  and  planted  them 
Into  wheat  there  has  been  more  wheat  produced  In  the  North- 
west than  we  were  able  to  use.  and  we  had  to  depend  upon 
shipping  the  surplus  either  to  the  Etist  and  South  in  the  sliape 
of  soft,  white  wheat  flour  or  export  it  abroad. 

It  is  possible  to  sell  flour  made  from  this  soft  white  wheat 
in  the  South  only  if  we  take  a  much  lower  price  than  Is  paid 
wheat  raisers  in  other  areas  of  the  United  States.  This  is 
because  of  the  enormous  distance  of  our  outlets  from  the 
source  of  production.  The  farmers  who  raise  soft  red  wheat 
In  Kentucky,  Ohio,  and  Indiana  are  only  a  few  miles  from 
their  consumers,  while  we  have  to  pay  freight  on  this  Pacific 
Northwest  flour  often  for  more  than  3.000  miles  to  get  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  ultimate  consumer. 

During  the  period  1920-28,  when  more  than  $18,000,000,000 
was  loaned  to  European  nations,  much  of  the  Pacific  North- 
west wheat  was  exported  to  Europe,  to  Ireland,  and  to  Great 
Britain.  When  the  United  States  ceased  to  loan  money,  the 
Pacific  Northwest  lost  this  favorable  market,  which  will 
probably  never  be  regained  in  our  time.  What.  then,  is  the 
answer  for  wheat  growers  In  the  Northwest,  with  their  large 
export  markets  closed,  with  their  high  freight  rates  to  the 
East  and  the  deep  South?  It  seems  to  me  that  Pacific  North- 
west wheat  growers  should  limit  their  production  to  what 
they  can  sell  at  a  profit,  plus  a  small  amount  that  they  might 
be  able  to  ex]X)rt  under  subsidy,  plus  a  reasonable  amount 
to  be  stored  in  the  "ever-normal  granaries"  to  be  used  in  case 
of  emergency. 

WHXAT  ACBEAGB 

A  disposition  of  something  like  750,000.000  bushels  an- 
nually, translated  into  acreage,  means  a  total  of  something 
between  sixty  and  sixty-five  million  acres  of  wheat  annually. 
In  1939  the  wheat-acreage  allotment  was  less  than  that, 
because  we  had  in  1938  one  of  the  largest  domestic  wheat 
crops  ever  grown,  and  consequently  a  tremendous  sin-plus 
hold-over.  In  the  year  Just  closed  production  was  lower,  and 
under  the  act  total  national  wheat-acreage  allotment  for 
1940  was  increased  to  62.000,000  acres,  with  the  same  amount 
for  1941.  This  is  a  clear  demonstration  of  the  flexibility  of 
the  new  farm  program.  The  acreage  of  any  commodity  may 
be  Increased  In  order  to  make  the  supply  meet  the  demand. 
This  is  a  perfect  example  of  "agricultural  adjustment."  pre- 
cisely what  industry  has  been  doing  through  many  long  years, 
and  what  agriculture  must  hold  to  If  farmers  are  to  enjoy 
the  comforts  afforded  by  our  civilization. 


>. 


ADJUSTING  ACBEAGE  TO  DEMAND 


Adjusting  the  supply  to  the  potential  market  is  the  secret 
of  agricultural  success  the  same  as  in  industry.  Never  in  the 
world  could  farmers  have  done  this  individually  any  more 
than  one  factory  could  have  set  the  pace  in  the  industrial 
world.  It  is  because  we  have  the  A.  A.  A.  program,  given  us 
by  Congress,  and  a  favorable  Administration  in  the  Presi- 
dency and  Department  of  Agriculture,  that  the  Government, 
States,  and  counties  In  cooperation  are  enabled  to  carry  out 
this  program.  Oregon  has  furnished  leadership  of  ability  and 
high  character. 

In  allotting  acreage,  provision  Is  made,  first,  for  all  the 
wheat  that  can  be  consumed  by  the  domestic  market,  then  for 
the  demand  by  the  export  market,  plus  30  percent  to  be  held 
In  reserve  in  the  ever-normal  granary.  This  surely  is  a  con- 
clusive answer  to  the  critics  who  have  called  the  present 
farm  program  one  of  scarcity.  It  is  indeed  a  program  of 
abundance. 


CHANGED   WOELD  CONDmONS 

TTie  present  dreadful  war  in  Europe  will  make  more  neces- 
sary than  ever  an  established  wheat  program  in  America, 
and  after  this  war  is  over  the  warring  nations,  which  means 
practically  all  of  Europe,  will  be  in  no  financial  condition 
to  buy  our  surplus  agricultural  products — including  wheat. 
They  will  have  little  gold,  for  today  we  have  nearly  70  per- 
cent of  the  monetary  gold  of  the  world.  They  will  have  no 
commodities  that  we  want  or  could  use.  It  is  obvious  that 
a  program  must  be  worked  out  with  American  agriculture, 
depending  very  little  on  export  trade. 

As  I  discuss  this  question  of  disposal  of  oiu*  wheat  supply. 
I  realize  that  we  may  soon  enter  upon  a  new  era  so  far  as 
our  surplus  crops  are  concerned.  The  great  war  among 
trading  nations  has  closed  ports,  exhausted  purchasing 
power  formerly  used  for  foodstuffs,  and  forced  us  to  face 
abnormal  conditions  now.  and  probably  for  a  long  period  in 
the  future.  Just  what  will  result  from  the  European  situa- 
tion no  one  is  wise  enough  to  forecast.  Starving  popula- 
tions, living  in  countries  subjected  to  mechanized  warfare, 
cannot  at  once  till  fields  which  have  been  desecrated  by 
tanks.  Factories  which  have  been  bombed  will  not  produce 
manufactiu-ed  exports  which  can  again  start  trade  relations 
between  nations. 

Here,  in  the  United  States,  the  unprecedented  situation 
has  been  met  by  unprecedented  action.  On  May  18.  1940, 
Secretary  Wallace  sent  the  following  telegram  to  all  grain 
exchanges: 

Ab  a  temporary  protective  measure  against  further  price  disturb- 
ance from  current  war  developments.  It  is  requested  that  the 
governing  board  of  your  exchange,  effective  Monday,  May  20.  pro- 
hibit trading  in  grain  futures  until  fxxrther  notice  at  prices  below 
closing  prices  on  Saturday.  May  18. 

Wheat  prices  had  dropped  32  cents  on  the  Chicago  mar- 
ket in  the  course  of  a  few  days  of  war  panic.  Again  I  ask 
my  farmer  and  business  friends  to  consider  the  conditions 
which  would  have  prevailed  in  our  wheat  sections  under  the 
old  regime. 

There  was  a  great  outcry  in  the  eastern  press  after  the 
speculative  bubble  was  pricked,  and  the  collapse  in  the  grain 
market  came  because  of  the  effort  to  increase,  through 
congressional  legislation,  the  borrowing  power  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation.  This  increase  was  thought  by 
farm  friends  in  Congress  essential  to  provide  price-stabiliz- 
ing loans  on  various  farm  products,  in  order  to  meet  the 
emergency  due  to  decreased  agricultural  exports  occasioned 
by  the  war.  It  was  felt  by  some  in  Washington,  D.  C,  that 
additional  price-fixing  legislation  might  be  necessary,  and 
that  its  constitutionality  would  surely  have  to  be  tested  in 
the  courts.  No  one  yet  knows  what  readjustment  may  be 
forced  upon  us. 

THE  LOAN  PEOVISION 

The  very  heart  of  the  wheat  program,  especially  In  the 
Pacific  Northwest,  is  the  loan  provision.  Under  this  provision, 
the  wheat  producer  is  allowed  to  borrow  from  the  Government 
a  certain  percentage  of  the  parity  price  of  wheat.  That  loan 
has.  approximately,  7  months  before  maturity,  if  made  early 
after  harvest.  With  it  is  the  right  of  repossessing  the  wheat 
and  repaying  the  loan  with  addition  of  carrying  charges  and 
3-percent  interest.  The  wheat  producer  may,  should  he  so 
desire,  consider  the  matter  closed,  in  which  event  the  Gov- 
ernment takes  the  wheat  at  the  amount  loaned.  We  know 
this  form  of  transaction  as  the  nonrecourse  note.  The  Gtov- 
ernment  takes  the  risk;  the  wheat  producer  gets  the  advan- 
tage of  a  possible  rising  market  during  the  life  of  the  note,  or 
until  the  following  harvest. 

The  farmer  is  not  obliged  to  sell  his  wheat  Immediately 
after  harvest.  He  is  allowed  several  months  to  consider  the 
market,  and  mind  you.  during  this  time,  he  is  taking  no  great 
risk  if  he  has  taken  the  loan.  I  am  informed  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  that  168,000,000  bushels  of  wheat  were 
stored  under  the  loan  in  1939.  This  was  the  first  time  in  all 
history  that  a  producer  has  been  allowed  to  borrow  money  on 
his  crop  at  3  percent,  enjoying  the  protective  advantages  he 
has  under  the  wheat  loans. 
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Nothing  like  this  loan  profiTam  has  ever  before  been  known 
anywhere,  anjrtime.  In  the  history  of  agriculture.  Can  the 
wheat  fanners,  particularly  those  of  eastern  Oregon,  who  are 
•o  dependent  upon  the  Oovemment  for  their  prosperity,  ever 
forget  the  effective  worlt  of  this  Congress  and  the  present  ad- 
ministration? Had  our  farmers  been  obliged  to  sell  their 
wheat  In  the  usual  manner,  under  the  whip  and  spur  ai 
speculators  and  at  the  mercy  of  the  market  manipulators, 
they  would  have  been  ruined.  Financiers  and  business  In- 
terests, including  l>anks  and  merchants,  would  have  joined 
the  farmers  on  a  sad  trail  to  the  bankruptcy  courts. 

This  loan  has  enabled  the  fanner  to  hold  his  wheat  off  the 
market  xintil  the  Government  backing  has  stabilized  the  price. 
The  benefits  are  more  far  reaching  than  the  amounts  actually 
loaned  to  the  farmers.  Many  times  wheat  is  higher  than  the 
loan  value,  and  still  the  farmer  prefers  to  take  the  loan. 
During  harvest,  the  price  of  wheat  on  the  market  is  generally 
lower  than  the  loan  value,  but  when  the  farmers  begin  to  take 
their  loans,  the  market  quickly  recovers,  and  often  runs  higher 
than  loan  value. 

As  a  matter  of  fact  the  farmer's  present  price  of  wheat  Is  a 
fictitious  price  maintained  by  Oovemment  regulation.  In 
the  fall  of  1939,  when  700.000,000  bushels  were  cleared  for  an 
average  loan  value  of  64  cents  the  cash  price  of  wheat  was  48 
centa.  The  result  was  that  farmers,  by  withholding  supplies, 
actually  had,  for  the  first  time  in  history,  a  comer  on  the 
market.  The  sustaining  influence  of  the  loan  value  kept 
wheat  In  the  Pacific  Northwest  from  plunging  downward  in 
price  to  18  cents. 

I  feel  much  personal  pride  In  the  loan  feature  of  the  wheat 
program,  for  it  was  upon  my  motion  that  this  provision  was 
inserted  into  the  program,  and  carried  by  a  very  close  vote  in 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  of  the  Hoiise. 

OOP   INStntANCX 

I  have  been  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  of 
the  House  since  March  1933,  and  the  only  member  from 
either  party  on  that  committee  from  the  Pacific  coast.  I 
have  listened  to  argmnents  for  many  and  diverse  panaceas 
for  the  troubles  which  affect  agriculture.  Several  years  ago 
a  proposition  was  made  to  insure  the  farmer  against  adverse 
world  conditions  as  well  as  against  such  calamities  of  nature 
as  drought  and  insect  pests,  against  lean  years  as  well  as 
abundant  years — in  other  words,  crop  insurance  on  wheat 
When  this  was  first  presented  to  the  committee,  I  quite 
vigorously  opposed  the  idea  on  the  groimd  that  wheat  in- 
surance would  encourage  the  growing  of  wheat  on  sub- 
marginal  land,  when  the  whole  program  affecting  wheat 
should  be  one  of  reduction  and  control.  I  contended  that 
nothing  should  be  done  by  law  to  encourage  the  planting  of 
wheat  on  submarginal  lands.  Owing,  to  determined  oppo- 
sition in  the  committee,  the  wheat-ipsurance  program  was 
delayed  from  jrear  to  year. 

After  the  Supreme  Court  had.  on  January  6.  1936.  de- 
clared the  processing  tax  unconstitutional,  and  the  present 
conservation  program  was  devised,  the  pressure  for  wheat 
Insurance  became  much  stnxiger.  RnaUy,  I  and  other 
opponents,  foimd  it  necessary  to  change  our  attitude  toward 
the  plan,  and  it  is  now  incorporated  as  a  part  of  the  wheat 
program.  I  still  believe  the  plan  has  encouraged  the  plant- 
ing of  wheat  on  submarginal  lands  and  has  increased  the 
production  of  wheat  many  milUons  of  bushels. 

The  farmer  sows  his  crop  knowing  that,  imder  the  In- 
surance plan,  he  will  be  assured  so  many  bushels  per  acre. 
If  he  gives  the  required  attention  to  the  growing  of  the  crop. 
If  the  guaranteed  yield  is  not  produced,  the  grower  will 
receive  from  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation,  out  of 
its  reserve,  the  necessary  number  of  bushels  to  equal  such 
guaranteed  yield;  then,  imder  the  guaranteed  jrield,  together 
with  its  loan  value,  the  banker  knows  just  what  will  be  the 
minimiun  value  of  the  wheat  produced  on  the  farm  acreage. 
It  is  a  perfect  set-up  for  the  bankers  or  other  money  lenders, 
and  for  the  large,  mechanised,  commercial  farm  operators. 
It  is  simply  impossible  for  the  Government  to  observe  all  the 
farming  operations  on  these  lands,  and  careless  farming,  if 


not  property  appraised,  may  result  in  the  payment  of  unjus- 
tified indemnities.  The  administration  of  the  insurance  pro- 
gram will  have  to  be  carried  on  with  great  caution  in  the 
future.  If  premiums  are  to  cover  losses  over  a  period  of  years 
as  was  intended  by  those  responsible  for  the  passage  of  the  act. 
When  we  have  learned  properly  to  adjust  crop  insurance  on 
wheat,  it  will  probably  help  to  stabilize  the  ever-normal 
granary.  About  380.000  have  applied  for  1940  crop  insurance, 
and  over  167.000  took  advantage  of  it  In  1939.  About  one- 
fourth  of  these  farmers  lost  all  or  a  part  of  their  income 
from  one  cause  or  another.  Under  the  insurance,  they  were 
enabled  to  collect  from  one-half  to  three-fourths  of  the 
normal  production.  Possibly  wheat  insurance  will  work 
out  in  the  future,  but  it  will  require  very  careful  adminis- 
tration. 

■on.    CONSnVATTON 

I  now  come  to  a  feature  of  the  program  that,  probably, 
through  the  years,  is  the  most  important  of  all — the  soil 
conservation  program.  It  is  right  and  proper  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  should  place  conservation  first  in 
his  program.  This  good  earth  has  got  to  sustain  lives  for- 
ever, lliose  peoples  whose  families  live  on  the  same  lands 
through  coimtless  generations  have  learned  to  value  and 
conserve  the  soil.  The  Chinese  were  called  by  a  great 
American  conservationist,  who  studied  their  methods, 
"farmers  of  30  centuries."  "Ilie  English,  moved  by  their 
law  and  custom  of  primogeniture,  make  it  a  point  of  honor 
to  hand  down  improved  lands.  Their  tenants  are  allowed 
credit  for  soil-Improving  practices  through  many  years,  even 
if  they  move  from  the  land  they  have  farmed  so  intelligently 
and  at  a  sacrifice.  We  have  mined  our  lands,  driven  by  high 
taxes,  high  interest  rates,  and  greed.  Now  that  our  free 
lands  are  gone  and  our  whole  economy  is  changed  and 
changing  with  amazing  rapidity,  we  must  adapt  ourselves  to 
more  civilized  farming  methods. 

I  like  very  much  what  Secretary  Wallace  said  recently  in 
an  address  before  a  meeting  of  the  Association  of  Land  Grant 
Colleges : 

What  other  nations  fight  for  we  have  We  must,  m  a  Nation, 
guard  these  precious  and  irreplacable  assets.  Not  only  for  pos- 
terity, but  for  ourselves  and  our  own  Inunedlate  welfare,  we  must 
fight  the  battle  with  all  the  vigor  we  possess.  We  must  combat 
erosion  and  destruction  just  as  we  would  combat  any  insidious 
enemy  lurking  within  our  gat«e.  That's  an  indispensable  part  of 
our  American  patriotism  today. 

I  wonder  how  many  of  our  people  reaDy  know  what  a  vital 
problem  soil  conservation  presents  Farmers  know  better 
than  city  people,  but  I  doubt  if  farmers  themselves  fully 
understood,  until  the  coming  of  the  A.  A.  A.,  how  tremen- 
dously important  it  is  to  take  care  of  their  soil.  Perhaps  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  World  War  we  should  not  even  now 
realize  it.  We  did  not  know  much  about  dust  storms  imtil  a 
few  years  ago.  But  we  now  know  that  dust  storms  are  caused 
by  wholesale  erosion  of  land,  much  of  which  never  should  have 
been  plowed.  We  know  that  millions  of  acres  of  once  precious 
soil  have  been  destroyed.  It  has  been  estimated  that  we  have 
lost  in  the  United  States  one-fourth  of  our  total  topsoil.  Some 
experts  estimate  that  we  would  lose  one-half  of  It  within  30 
jrears  If  nothing  were  done  to  save  it;  and  other  authorities 
believe  that  within  100  years  this  country  would  cease  to  be  a 
world  power  if  we  kept  on  farming  in  the  old  expl(Mtative  way. 
We  have  had  to  learn  our  lesson  in  a  costly  manner  forced  by 
drought  In  a  depression  era. 

Pifty-elght  years  ago  I  traveled  by  covered  wagon  across 
most  of  Kansas.  Wyoming,  and  Colorado.  Some  buffalo  were 
still  on  the  plains,  though  the  great  herds  had  been  broken  up 
a  few  years  before.  We  Journeyed  across  miles  and  miles 
of  low.  curly  grass  known  as  bufTalo  gtass.  which  is  the  most 
nutritious  grass  grown  from  the  soil.  It  had  the  pecubar 
quality  of  curing  itself,  and  whether  green  or  brown  it  was 
nutritious  to  stock.  This  is  the  same  land  that  since  has 
been  known  as  the  Dust  Bowl,  which  has  brought  sorrow  to 
so  many  farms  and  villages.  In  reading  the  story  of  the 
Mongols,  by  Harold  Lamb,  we  learn  how,  through  the  cen- 
turies, the  deserts  of  (antral  Asia  have  increased  and  many 
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former  grassy  lands  have  disappeared  and  been  replaced  by 
the  dust  bowls  of  central  Asia. 

It  is  fortunate  that  this  administration  has  taken  steps 
to  prevent  the  repetition  of  the  disaster  that  came  to  those 
people  who  for  centuries  followed  grass.  I  know  that  farmers' 
incomes  are  still  below  parity;  farmers  are  in  debt  and  need 
farm  and  home  improvements;  unaided  they  could  not  afford 
to  sacrifice  immediate  cash  interest  for  the  long-time  welfare 
of  the  Nation's  resoiu-ces.  Without  the  program  and  Gov- 
ernment help  the  average  fsuroer  might  be  strongly  tempted 
to  repeat  the  soil  exploitation  of  the  last  World  War  period. 
Indeed,  hard  times  would  drive  him  to  it  for  self -protection. 

Conservation  costs  money.  Farmers  themselves,  scattered 
and  without  Oovemment  aid.  could  not  undertake  to  solve 
this  great  problem  of  conservation.  They  must  have  financial 
and  organization  assistance  and  protection,  and  this,  thanks 
to  a  far-seeing  Congress  and  providential  leadership  in  the 
Government,  has  been  given  them  under  the  soil-conservation 
features  of  the  A.  A.  A. 

Soil  conservation  necessarily  means  acreage  adjustment 
from  soil -depleting  to  soll-bulldlng  crops  and  soil-building 
practices.  All  these  are  conservation  measures.  The  Nation 
cannot  afford  to  sell  its  soil  fertility  at  10  cents  a  bushel  for 
corn  and  25  cents  a  bushel  for  wheat  or  5  cents  a  pound  for 
cotton.  Acreage  reduction  of  soil-depleting  crops  must  there- 
fore be  greater  In  the  future  than  now  if  we  are  to  win  the 
conservation  fight.  The  ever-normal  granary  is  a  conserva- 
tion program  which  stores  soil  fertility  in  the  granary  in  fat 
Srears  for  use  in  lean  years  Instead  of  spilling  it  out  in  a  great 
flood  to  be  wasted  at  ruinous  prices  in  years  of  abundance 
and  permitting  starvation  to  prevail  during  lean  years. 

AOMIKISTRATOSS  OF  THZ   PROCKAM 

The  farmers  of  this  Nation — Indeed,  all  of  its  people — should 
be  grateful  that  we  have  at  the  head  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  a  man  schooled  in  agricultural  history  and  pt&c- 
tice.  Secretary  Henry  A.  Wallace.  Wheat  producers  have 
confidence  in  R.  M.  Evans,  the  competent  head  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Administration.  The  wheat  farmers  of 
the  Pacific  Northwest  take  particular  pride  in  the  fact  that 
N.  E.  Dodd,  of  Baker  County.  Greg.,  is  director  of  the  western 
division,  having  the  wheat  program  under  his  direct  super- 
vision. Our  wheat  farmers  applaud  Mr.  Dodd  for  his  ener- 
getic, far-sighted  activity  and  cooperative  attitude.  This 
group  is  recording  the  greatest  accomplishment  for  agricul- 
ture this  Nation  has  ever  enjoyed.  They  are  performing  a 
work  of  education  not  only  for  the  farmer  but  for  the  public 
as  a  whole.  Today.  largely  through  their  efforts,  we  know 
that  soil  conservation  is  among  the  Nation's  chief  problems, 
and  that  the  expenditiu-e  of  millions  and  millions  of  dollars 
of  Federal  money  to  help  the  farmers  save  their  soil  is  not  a 
bounty,  it  is  not  a  subsidy,  but  it  is  a  sound  investment  which 
will  return  many,  many  times  what  it  has  cost.  The  benefits 
will  reach  far  into  other  generations. 

PARTTT  PATMZNTS 

On  Thursday.  May  9.  1940,  the  House  approved  the  Senate 
amendment  to  the  appropriation  bill  for  $212,000,000  for 
partial  parity  payments  on  basic  agricultural  commodities — 
wheat,  cotton,  corn,  tobacco,  and  rice.  This  appropriation 
was  made  after  a  carefully  organized  campaign  by  a  House 
majority  of  only  31.  It  provides  the  money  to  make  partial 
parity  payments  in  1941.  Tlie  money  to  make  partial  ptuity 
payments  in  1940  was  approved  the  previous  year.  It  is  my 
opinion  that  this  is  probably  the  last  direct  appropriation 
from  the  Federal  Treastuy  to  pay  to  the  producers  partial 
parity  on  basic  farm  commodities.  It  is  my  belief  that  a 
plan  must  be  now  found  to  give  the  farmers  cost  of  produc- 
tion or  parity  payments  without  resorting  to  direct  appro- 
priation. "Cost  of  production"  is  a  very  indefinite  term.  It 
may  range  on  wheat  from  50  cents  a  bushel  in  Oregon,  under 
favorable  conditions,  to  $1.80  a  bushel  in  Maine.  We  have 
testimony  to  that  effect  on  record  in  Washington. 

ITie  Secretary  of  Agricultxu-e  has  stated  that  he  does  not 
know  of  any  method  by  which  an  average  can  be  found  to 
estimate  the  cost  of  production  on  basic  farm  ctxnmoditles. 
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The  Department  has,  however,  made  careful  studies  of  what 
Is  known  as  parity.  By  the  term  "parity  price"  we  mean  a 
price  which  will  give  the  fanners  each  year  for  their  agri- 
cultural commodities  an  amount  which  will  enable  them  to 
purchase  in  the  market  the  same  quantity  of  manufactured 
commodities  they  could  buy  In  the  basic  period. 

Briefly,  parity  legislation  is  intended  to  raise  farm-pur- 
chasing power  to  the  level  which  It  reached  in  prosperous 
times,  and  to  put  it  on  a  parity,  or  equality,  or  par  with 
the  income  of  other  groups,  especially  industrial  groups, 
which  buy  farm  foods  and  sell  manufactiu-ed  material  to  the 
farmers.  The  farm  producers  are  constantly  getting  less  in 
buying  power  than  they  had  before  the  World  War,  while 
other  groups  have  been  protected  and  stabilized.  The  fanner 
must  be  enabled,  through  legislation,  to  secure  some  of  the 
benefits  which  industrial  organization  and  protective  tariffs 
have  given  manufacturers,  and  which  organized  labor  has 
secured  through  unionization.  The  millions  of  widely  scat- 
tered farmers,  raising  crops  under  totally  different  climatic 
and  marketing  conditions,  can  never  be  welded  into  a  com- 
pact organization.  They  are  forced  to  secure  remedies 
through  legislative  action. 

The  base  period  selected  for  estimating  prices  was  1909 
to  1914,  inclusive.  This  period  was  decided  upon  as  a  basis 
of  calculation  because  students  of  agriculture  are  generally 
agreed  that  the  relationship  between  Industry,  labor,  flnance, 
transportation,  and  farming. activities  in  those  years  was  the 
most  favorable  and  equitable  for  all  activities  concerned. 
During  this  base  period,  a  relationship  existed  in  prices  for 
industrial  products,  transportation  costs,  cost  of  government, 
and  cost  of  farming  which  we  would  like  very  much  to  emu- 
late today.  Since  1914.  industrial  commodities  which 
farmers  must  purchase,  such  as  farm  machinery,  have  ad- 
vanced rapidly  in  price.  Some  articles  have  doubled  in  price. 
Taxes  have  materially  increased.  We  must  have  today  for 
the  farmer  the  same  ratio  between  what  he  buys  and  sells 
In  farming  activity  that  existed  in  the  base  period.  He  must 
possess  the  same  bm^ng  power  today  that  he  had  in  that 
vanished  period  of  well-balanced  prosperity  from  1909  to 
1914.  Parity  would  vary,  of  course,  from  year  to  year,  bls 
prices  of  farm  machinery  advance — and  these  prices  seldom 
fall — and  the  farmers'  cost  of  doing  business  increases — these 
costs  seldom  decrease.  Using  these  factors,  statisticians  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  have  found  that  wheat  should 
sell  today  at  $1.13  per  buslicl  to  give  the  farmers  parity. 

Another  factor  involved  Is  that  parity  prices  depend  ma- 
terially on  whether  the  commodities  in  question  have  an 
exportable  surplus,  or  whether  It  is  necessary  to  import  them 
to  fill  domestic  needs.  This  discussion  considers  only  those 
basic  commodities  of  which  we  have  an  exportable  surplus. 
At  the  present  time  we  have  such  an  exportable  siuiplus  of 
cotton,  rice,  peanuts,  tobacco,  and  wheat.  We  need  to  im- 
port wool. 

After  very  careful  study.  It  Is  my  belief  that  for  such  surplus 
basic  commodities,  parity  prices  may  be  secured  for  the  pro- 
ducer by  asking  domestic  consumers  of  these  commodities  to 
pay  sufficient  for  them  so  that  farmers  will  have  parity. 
Because  I  am  very  familiar  with  wheat  farming,  my  discus- 
sion has  been  confined  to  wheat  production.  As  a  Member 
of  the  Congress,  I  am  Interested  In  other  commodities,  and 
I  believe  the  same  arguments  used  here  for  wheat  will  apply 
to  all  basic  commodities,  except  com. 

The  able  editor  of  the  East  Oregonian,  a  paper  published  in 
the  center  of  a  great  wheat-producing  section  at  Pendleton, 
Oreg.,  watches  wheat  legislation  very  closely  and  comments 
upon  It  very  cogently.  No  one  has  better  expressed  the  Justi- 
fication of  parity  price  legislation.    I  quote: 

The  parity  money  Is  not  relief  money  and  should  not  be  so  con- 
sidered. The  piirpose  Is  to  correct  a  plain  Injxistlce  worked  upon 
surplus  crop  farmers  by  the  Tariff  Act  and  by  present  world  condi- 
tions. This  policy  can  be  defended,  yet  in  the  minds  of  many  people 
all  expenditures  not  for  regular  operations  of  the  Oovemment  are 
placed  m  the  relief  category,  hence  farm  adjustment  suffers.  If  we 
had  parity  prices  there  would  be  less  need  of  the  W.  P.  A.  There 
would  be  no  recession,  but  metropolitan  people  seem  unable  to 
the  connection  between  the  surplus  and  general  prosperl^. 
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cotrr  or  mootrcnoN 
Last  winter  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  of  the  House  held 
long  and  extensive  hearings  on  a  cost  of  production  bill  for 
domestic  commodities,  introduced  by  several  Members  of  Con- 
gress. However,  a  majority  of  the  committee  voted  an  unfa- 
vorable report  on  this  biU.  I  voted  favorably  and  recom- 
mended that  it  bo  amended  so  as  to  provide  for  strong  control 
of  production.  The  bill  then  considered  has  now  been  changed 
from  cost  of  production  to  a  parity  payment  bill,  which  is  now 
pending  before  the  committee.  That  bill  includes  all  farm 
commodities  that  have  a  total  cash  sale  value  of  $10,000,000 
or  more  annually.  Hearings  have  not  been  held  on  that  parity 
pa3rment  bill.  There  Is  a  grave  question  whether  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  can  fl.x  prices  on  farm  commodities 
without  providing  for  the  money  necessary  to  buy  up.  at  the 
fixed  price,  all  the  commodities  offered.  This  would  take  an 
Immense  sum  of  money.  It  is  a  debatable  question  whether 
the  Government  can  so  fix  prices  of  farm  commodities.  Advo- 
cates of  the  plan  say.  "Surely  the  Government  has  fixed  the 
minimum  wage;  has  fixed  basic  farm  Interest  rates:  it  can 
surely  fix  the  price  of  wheat."  It  Is  my  belief  that  the  Gov- 
ernment must  firmly  control  production  in  any  agricultural 
program  which  includes  guarantees. 

THZ    CntTiriCATX    FLAN 

On  April  8.  1940.  I  Introduced  H.  R.  9273.  a  bill  to  amend 
the  present  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  so  as  to  provide  a 
certificate  plan  for  wheat,  cotton,  rice,  tobacco,  and  peanuts. 
Com  was  not  included,  because  it  was  not  believed  that  the 
plan  would  work  With  com.  for  the  major  portion  of  that 
commodity  is  "processed"  by  hogs  and  cattle.  It  would  be 
very  dlfiQcult  to  make  paymasters  out  of  these  '"processors." 
It  is  my  hope  thaf  this  legislation  will  be  enacted,  as  It  will 
fix  a  permanent  farm  price  for  that  portion  of  these  com- 
modities domestically  consumed.  The  bill  is  not  one  for  a 
new  law.  but  it  offers  a  series  of  amendments  to  the  A.  A. 
Act  of  1938.  This  bill  would  provide  for  requiring  the  proc- 
essors or  millers  of  wheat  to  purchase  certificates  previously 
Issued,  in  an  amount  sufBcient  to  cover  the  fiour  produced 
for  domestic  consumption.  There  would  be  no  certificate 
required  for  flour  or  wheat  exported  by  the  United  States. 
but  certificates  would  be  required  for  all  importations  of 
these  products.  My  bill  would  absolutely  and  automatically 
prevent  the  importation  of  wheat  or  fiour,  as  the  cost  of 
these  certificates  would  be  an  addition  to  the  present  pro- 
tective-tariff duties.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  would  be 
required  to  set  the  price  on  wheat  certificates  at  not  less 
than  10  cents  a  bushel,  and  not  to  exceed  25  cents  a  bushel. 
The  certificates  would  be  distributed  to  the  farmers  by  the 
Secretary,  immediately  after  planting,  for  the  allotment 
panted  to  each  farmer  by  the  county  committee.  The  bill 
provides  that  a  pool  be  organized,  funds  to  be  supplied  by  the 
Surplus  Commodities  Credit  Corporation  to  provide  for  th2 
purchase  and  sale  of  these  wheat  certificates.  The  money 
paid  by  the  millers  for  these  certificates  would  go  Into  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  and  he  held  in  a  special  fund 
to  pay  for  the  certificates  previously  distributed  to  the  pro- 
ducers of  wheat.  The  certificates  for  each  farm  would  be 
divided  between  the  landlord  and  tenants  on  the  same  basis 
as  payments  are  now  divided  under  the  present  program.  No 
wheat  fanner  will  receive  certificates  nor  be  allowed  to  sell 
them  unless  he  fully  complies  with  the  wheat  allotment  of 
the  agricultural -adjustment  program. 

CONS  11 1  U I  ION AUTT   OF  THX   CXSTinCATS   PLAN 

It  has  been  argued  that  this  is  but  another  processor's  tax. 
which  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  In  its  decision 
of  January  6.  1936.  In  the  famous  Hoosac  Mills  case.  United 
States  V.  Butler  (297  U.  S..  p.  1)  declared  unconstitutional.  It 
should  not  be  forgotten,  however,  that  three  Judges  of  the 
nine — Stone.  Brandeis.  and  Cardozo — signed  the  strong  dis- 
senting opinion,  and  had  there  been  two  more,  the  act  would 
have  been  declared  constitutional.  Since  that  decision  was 
given  by  the  High  Court,  three  members  of  that  body  who 
voted  "imconstitutional"  have  been  retired,  and  there  are  now 
three  new  Judges  In  their  places,  with  conditions  everywhere 


changed.  The  trend  indicates  they  might  take  a  more  lib- 
eral view  than  the  extremely  conservative  decision  rendered 
In  1936.  Then,  too.  this  plan  differs  in  its  detail  very  mate- 
rially from  the  old  processing  tax.  Competent  lawyers  have 
expressed  the  opinion  that  there  is  no  question  about  its 
constitutionality. 


COST  or  PAarrr  to  consttmi 

A  bushel  of  wheat  will  make  62  loaves  of  bread.  An  addi- 
tion of  1  cent  on  the  price  of  a  loaf  of  bread  would  give  the 
farmers  an  additional  62  cents  a  bushel  for  their  wheat,  if 
there  were  no  chiselers.  The  highest  possible  additional 
wheat  cost  to  the  baker  or  miller,  under  my  bill,  would  be  25 
cents  a  bushel,  or  less  than  one-half  cent  per  loaf.  The  low- 
est price  fixed  in  my  bill  would  be  one-sixth  of  a  cent  on  a  loaf 
of  bread.  That  is  about  the  amount  of  partial  parity  pay- 
ment that  the  farmer  will  receive  in  1940  and  1941. 

I  propose  that  it  shall  he  required  by  law  that  every  bread 
wrapper  shall  contain  thereon  a  statement  as  to  what  part  of 
the  cost  of  the  loaf  of  bread  was  due  to  the  price  of  wheat 
contained  in  the  loaf,  also  the  fraction  of  a  cent  caused  by 
the  certificate  plan.  Processors  who  were  out  of  sjrmpathy 
with  the  program,  as  well  as  the  Inevitable  chiselers  who  are 
always  a  menace,  took  advantage  of  the  consumers  and  pro- 
ducers as  well  as  of  the  Government,  when  the  processing  tax 
was  being  collected  under  the  A.  A.  A.  Act.  They  tacked 
onto  the  term  "processing  tax"  every  possible  cost  of  doing 
business,  such  as  wages,  profits,  and  so  forth,  and  the  poor 
old  farmer  in  overalls  got  blamed  for  it  all.  The  farmer  got 
less  than  one-half  cent  per  loaf  benefit  under  the  old  process- 
ing tax  which  the  chiselers  claimed  bore  down  so  heavily  on 
the  consumer.  This  bill  I  have  introduced  could  not  under 
any  circumstances  mcrease  the  cost  of  bread  more  than  five- 
twelfths  of  a  cent  per  loaf. 

I  find  the  following  pertinent  Information  in  the  record  of 
hearings  in  June  and  July  1939  before  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  of  the  United  States  Senate. 
This  is  in  the  testimony  of  Mr.  M.  W.  Thatcher  of  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  representing  the  National  Farmers'  Union: 

I  recall  tbat  in  1931.  when  wheat  prices  went  tumbling.  Senator 
Capper  introduced  a  resolution  that  was  approved  by  the  Senate 
tor  inquiry  as  to  why  there  was  a  great  decline  in  wheat  prices 
when  there  was  not  a  comparable  decline  in  bread  prices,  and  at 
the  hearings  on  that  resolution  Biir  Sidney  Anderson,  formerly  a 
Member  of  the  House,  then  and  now  vice  president  of  General 
Mills,  testified  before  your  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture  that 
the  evolution  of  milling,  selling  to  the  big  bakeries  and  their 
distribution  had  brought  about  such  changes  that  in  putting  in 
the  ingredients,  sugar,  butter,  and  other  things,  wrapping  the 
loaf,  slicing  the  loaf,  delivering  it.  and  so  forth,  the  wheat  cost  In 
the  delivered  loaf  of  bread  was  so  inconsequential  that  you  could 
hardly  reflect  it  in  the  price  of  the  loaf  of  bread,  even  though  the 
wheat  farmer  got  nothing  for  it.  That  is  testimony  of  record  here 
In  Congress  before  your  Senate  committee  in  contrast  to  the  state- 
ment that  you  have  Just  read  by  the  gentleman  representing  the 
millers. 

My  interest  led  me  to  read  the  hearings  of  February  10. 
1931.  to  which  Mr.  Thatcher  referred.  I  am  sure  that  the 
actual  words  in  the  discussion  will  prove  exceedingly  in- 
teresting to  wheat  farmers: 

Senator  Capper.  Haven't  the  people,  certainly,  a  good  reason  to 
expect  a  decided  reduction  In  the  price  of  bread  as  a  result  of  the 
economic  situation  disclosed  by  these  graphs? 

Mr  Anderson.  But  you  must  Uke  into  consideration  there  that 
as  bread  is  made  today,  and  has  been  made  for  several  years 
flour  is  a  relatively  smaU  factor  of  cost  In  the  total  cost  of  the 
loaf  of  bread  •  •  •  flour  ig  not  the  governing  factor  in  the 
price  of  bread.  •  •  •  The  governing  factors  very  largely  are 
other  ingredients,  labor  costs,  distribution  costs,  and  costs  of  that 
sort.  If  the  flour  cost  the  baker  nothing,  you  still  have  difficulty 
In  reflecting  that  difference  In  cost  into  a  loaf  of  bread. 

Senator  Capper  then  read  from  statements  released  by 
General  Mills  to  newspapers  on  August  13,  1930. 

The  price  of  flour  is  not  the  governing  factor  in  the  price  of 
bread.  For  the  decrease  of  every  dollar  in  the  price  of  every  barrel 
S  „„  °"^-  ****  decrease  in  the  cost  of  the  flour  to  the  baker  is  only 
0.33  cent  per  pound  loaf.  If  the  farmer  had  hlc  wheat  for  noth- 
ing.  If  t^e  miller  milled  his  flour  for  nothing,  if  the  railroad 
hauled  the  flour  for  nothing,  then  it  would  cost  the  baker  4J 
cents  per  pound  loaf,  which  might  be  fairly  summed  up  in  the 
statement  that  value  for  value,  there  is  nothing  as  cheao  or  as 
good  a«  bread.  ^^        w«=»f  u*  »• 
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MZANTNO    or    PARTTT    TO   TH«    WHE.^T    PARMERS 


When  I  Introduced  my  bill  on  the  certificate  plan  for  parity 
payments  on  basic  commodities,  I  explained  it  in  a  sj)eech  in 
the  House  on  April  8,  1940.  At  the  end  of  that  speech  I  pre- 
sented a  tabular  illustration  of  the  operation  of  the  certificate 
plan  for  the  wheat  farmer.  I  know  of  no  better  way  to  illus- 
trate the  matter  and  to  show  the  benefit  of  the  certificate  plan 
than  to  reprint  that  section: 

ON    BASIS    or    XMDIVIOITAL    PAUCn 

(Assume  this  slttiation) 

Wheat -acreage      allotment      for 
farm  (acres) ,  100. 

Normal  production  per  acre  on 
farm's  allotment  (bushels),  12. 


ON    NATIONAI.    BASIS 

(Assume  this  situation) 

Normal  production  of  allotment 
(bushels),  750.000.000. 

Part    of    production    consumed 

domestically     for     food 

(bushels).  500,000,000. 

The  remainder  of  the  produc- 
tion is  exported  or  used  for  feed 
and  seed. 
Market  price  of  wheat  per 

bushel —  $0.75 

Parity  price  of  wheat  per 

bushel - 1.18 

On  basis  of  this  assumed  situ- 
ation, the  price  is  38  cents  below 
parity.  In  order  to  Increase  the 
Income  from  the  production 
consumed  domestically,  the  38 
cents  is  applied  to  the  500.000,- 
000  bushels  This  would  amount 
to  $190,000,000.  and  would  be 
the  amount  which  the  certifi- 
cates wotild  have  to  raise. 

Since  the  certificates  would  be 
Issued  on  basis  of  the  750.000.- 
000-bushel  normal  production 
(assuming  1  certificate  for  each 
bushel),  the  value  of  each  cer- 
tificate would  be  determined  by 
dividing  $190,000,000  by  750,000.- 
000.  This  would  be  25  cents — 
the  value  of  the  certificate  re- 
ceived by  the  farmer. 

Since  manxifacturers  and  Im- 
porters must  buy  750.000.000 
certificates  In  connection  with 
the  sale  or  importation  of  arti- 
cles mi.nufactiu-ed  from  500,- 
000.000  bushels  of  wheat,  this 
means  they  will  buy  IV3  cer- 
tificates for  every  bushel  sold. 
Thus,  the  total  cost  per  bushel 
of  wheat  for  domestic  consump- 
tion would  be: 

liCarket  price. tO. 76 

1^     certificates    at    25 

cents •37V4 


Wheat  -  conservation    pajrment, 
10  cents. 


Since  the  normal  production 
from  the  farmer's  allotment  Is 
1,200  bushels,  he  would  receive 
1,200  certificates,  each  worth  25 
cents.  He  would  receive  these 
as  soon  as  It  was  established 
that  he  had  seeded  within  his 
acreage  aUotmeut. 


On  basis  of  figures  used  in  this 
example,  domestic  consumption 
(excluding  feed  and  seed)  Is 
two-thirds  of  the  Nation's  nor- 
mal production.  Likewise,  the 
part  of  the  farmer's  crop  going 
for  domestic  consumption  as 
food  Is  two-thirds  of  his  normal 
production,  or,  in  this  case,  800 
bushels. 

Under  the  certificate  plan, 
this  is  what  he  would  receive: 


Total 1.12^4 

This     Is     approximately     the 
parity  price. 


Sale      In      market      (1,200 

bushels  at  75  cents) $900 

1,200      certificates      at     25 

cents 3(X) 

Conservation    payment    at 

10  cento 120 

In  other  words,  on  his  entire 
production,  the  farmer  would 
receive  $1,320,  or  $1.10  a  bushel, 
which  is  97  percent  of  parity. 
On  just  the  pnrtion  of  his  crop 
consumed  domestically  as  food, 
he  would  receive,  in  addition  to 
hie  conservation  payment,  a 
total  of  $900.  or  $1.13  a  bushel, 
which  Is  parity. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks in  the  Rbcori)  at  this  point  and  to  include  therein  cer- 
tain quotations. 

The  SPEAEIER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SXrBVERSIVE  ACTIVITIES  IN  THE  UNTTn)  STATES 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPELAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  NICHOI^.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  26th  of  May  I  made  a 
statement  on  the  floor  wherein  I  pointed  out  the  necessity  of 
increasing  the  force  in  the  F.  B.  I.  for  the  searching  out  of 
subversive  activities  in  the  United  States. 


On  the  27th  I  sent  a  telegram  to  the  Attorney  General  re- 
questing certain  information  concerning  the  ability  of  the 
P.  B.  I.  to  cope  with  this  situation  and  the  number  of  men  In 
that  Bureau  who  were  Eissigned  to  this  duty.  The  information 
was  requested  by  the  Attorney  General  from  J.  Edgar  Hoover, 
and  on  May  29  Mr.  Hoover  made  a  report  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral which.  In  turn,  was  sent  to  me,  containing  that  informa- 
tion, I  hope  later  on  during  the  day  to  get  enough  time  to 
discuss  this  very  important  matter,  but  imtil  I  do,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  to  include  therein  a  telegram  that  I  sent  the  At- 
torney General  and  his  reply,  together  with  a  memorandum 
sent  to  him  by  J.  Edgar  Hoover. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection.  ^ 

The  matter  referred  to  follows: 

Mat  37,  1940. 
RoBiKT  H.  Jackson, 

Attorney  General,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Win  you  kindly  supply  me  immediately  with  the  following  In- 
formation and  any  other  pertinent  to  the  subject :  How  many  men 
are  there  now  available  in  the  P.  B.  I.  whose  duties  are  to  Investi- 
gate "fifth  column"  activities  In  the  United  States?  How  much 
money  was  available  for  this  purpose  in  the  fiscal  year  ending  1940, 
and  how  much  is  available  for  fiscal  year  ending  1941?  Advise 
number  of  requests  for  the  services  of  these  men  and  whether  or 
not  force  Is  sufficient  to  exp>editiovisly  Investigate  all  information 
and  requests  received.  If  the  Information  Is  not  considered  too 
confidential  I  would  appreciate  knowing  the  approximate  distri- 
bution of  the  men  assigned  to  these  duties  throughout  the  United 
States.  I  respectfully  request  that  this  Information  be  furnished 
me  not  later  than  5  o'clock  Wednesday  evening. 

Jack  Nichols, 
Member  of  Congress. 

OmcE  or  THX  Solicitor  Oenxral. 

Washington,  D.  C.  May  30.  1940. 
Hon.  Jack  Nichols, 

House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Deab  Congressman:  In  reply  to  your  telegram  of  May  27, 
1940,  addressed  to  the  Attorney  Oeneral,  concerning  the  national- 
defense  work  devolving  upon  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
of  this  Department  In  connection  with  the  national  emergency,  I 
am  attaching  hereto  a  memorandum  addressed  to  me  on  May  29, 
1940.  by  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover.  Director  of  the  Federal  Bureau  oC 
Investigation,  which  I  beUeve  fully  answers  your  inquiry. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Francis  BnnxJi. 
Solicitor  General. 

Federal  Bttreau  or  Investigation, 
United  States  Department  or  Justice. 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  29,  1940. 

MXMORANDXTM  FOR  THE  SOLICITOR  GENERAL 

I  am  returning  herewith  the  telegram  addressed  to  the  Attorney 
General  on  May  27  by  Congressman  Jack  Nichols  requesting  certain 
Information  relative  to  the  national -defense  work  of  this  Bureau. 

As  you  wUl  recall,  the  President  on  September  6,  1939.  in  de- 
claring a  limited  national  emergency  directed  that  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  E>epartment  of  Justice  "take  charge 
of  Investigative  work  in  matters  relating  to  espiooage,  sabotage, 
and  violations  of  the  neutrality  regiilations."  The  President 
steted  on  September  6,  1939,  "•  •  •  i  request  all  poUce  ofll- 
cials,  sheriffs,  and  aU  other  law-enforcement  officers  in  the  United 
States  promptly  to  turn  over  to  the  nearest  representative  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  any  information  obtained  by  them 
relating  to  espionage,  counter  espionage,  sabotage,  subversive  activ- 
ities, and  violations  of  the  neutrality  laws." 

In  September  1939  the  President  authorized  an  increase  of  150 
sp>eclal  agents  in  the  field  staff  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion to  handle  the  national -defense  work.  Congiess.  subsequently, 
appropriated  •1.475.000  to  permit  the  employment  of  these  addi- 
tional field  special  agents  and  to  defray  Incidental  clerical  and 
operating  expenses  for  the  remainder  of  the  fiscal  year,  which 
ends  June  30,  1940.  Congress  appropriated  $2,488,000  for  the 
national -defense  work  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  for 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  J\ily  1,  1940.  This  sum  provides  for  100 
special  agents  for  this  work  In  addition  to  the  150  authorised  for 
the  fiscal  year  1940.  The  appropriation  for  the  next  fiscal  year, 
therefore,  will  provide  a  total  of  250  field  special  agents  for  national 
defense  work. 

During  the  5  years  prior  to  1938,  an  average  of  36  complaints 
In  national  defense-matters  was  received  by  the  P.  B.  I.  During 
the  fiscal  year  1938  the  Bureau  received  a  total  of  250  complaints 
of  this  nature  for  investigation.  E>urmg  the  fiscal  year  1939  there 
were   1,651   national -defense   complaints. 

Since  September  1939  there  has  been  a  tremendous  increase  In 
complaints  of  this  nature.    At  the  beginning  of  May  1940  a  total 
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icivcn  uy  iiic  nigii  ^^uuri.  inree  memoers  oi  mat  body  who 
voted  "unconstitutional"  have  been  retired,  and  there  are  now 
three  new  judges  In  their  places,  with  conditions  everywhere 
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_  of  3.800  complaints  in  national-defense  matters  was  pending  in 
the  Bureau  field  ofBces  for  Investigation.  Of  this  number.  2.508 
complaints  were  assumed  to  special  agents  for  Investigative  atten- 
tion and  1J292  complaints,  or  34  percent,  were  in  an  unasslgned 
status  because  special  agents  we.e  not  available  to  investigate 
them. 

Recent   events   have    again    materially    Increased   the    volume   of 
complaints  pertaining  to  the  national  defense.     On  Monday.  Blay 
27.  1940.  the  F.  B.  I.  received  a  total  of  2.871  such  complaints  at 
^  Its  50  field  offices  located  thruughout  the  United  States  and  terri- 
torial possessions  and  at  Washington.   D.   C. 

The  Bureau  has  been  endeavoring  to  handle  the  emergency  work 
with  the  150  special  agents  provided  for  that  purpose.  However, 
recent  events  have  necessitated  taking  additional  personnel  from 
the  regulnr  work  of  the  Bureau  for  assignment  to  national -defense 
Investigations.  The  regular  work  of  the  Bureau  is  also  quite  de- 
linquent. On  May  1.  1940.  there  was  pending  in  connection  with 
the  Bureau's  regular  activities  a  total  of  17.422  complaints  which 
required  investigation  Of  this  number.  12.310  were  assigned  for 
Investigative  attention  and  5,112.  or  29  2  percent,  were  unassigncd 
due  to  lack  of  personnel  to  handle  them.  The  assignment  of  more 
than  150  special  agents  to  the  national-defense  work  means  that 
the  regular  work  of  the  Bureau  will  become  even  more  delinquent 
and  further  delays  occurring  in  handling  the  regular  work  will 
make  It  more  difficult  and  more  costly  to  take  care  of  this  work  at 
a  later  date. 

Obviously,  the  present  personnel  of  the  Bureau  is  not  adequate 
^lo  properly  cope  with  the  present  demands.  All  annual  leave  for 
the  entire  field  service  of  the  P  B.  I.  has  been  canceled  and  the 
special  agents  are  presently  working  from  4  to  6  hours'  overtime 
each   day. 

Incidental  to  the  national -defense  work  of  the  Bureau  and  at 
the  request  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments,  special  agents  have 
been  engaged  In  surveys  of  protective  facilities  at  plants  through- 
out the  United  States  which  are  engaged  in  manufacturing  mate- 
rials for  the  armed  services.  At  the  present  time,  there  Is  a 
priority  list  of  612  such  plants  which  require  svirveys  as  soon  as 
Investigative  personnel  te  available.  It  Is  understood  that  there 
are  some  12.000  plants  in  the  United  States  which  ultimately  will 
have  to  be  surveyed  by  special  agents  These  survcjra  are  con- 
ducted for  the  purpose  of  offering  suggestions  for  the  protection 
of  the  planu  so  that  confidential  documents  and  materials  may 
be  safeguarded  to  avoid  acts  of  sabotage  or  thefts.  Of  the  612 
plants  on  the  priority  list  of  the  Army  and  Navy  for  inspection 
and  survey.  236  plant  surveys  have  been  completed  to  date  and  26 
indu.^trial  plants  are  now  under  survey.  It  is  obvious,  in  view  of 
the  present  emergency  situation,  that  it  would  be  most  desirable 
to  be  able  to  expedite  surveys  of  additional  plants  very  promptly. 

I  tielieve  it  highly  undesirable  to  indicate  the  distribution  of 
the  investigative  personnel  assigned  to  national-defense  work. 
The  Jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  in  these  matters  covers  not  only 
the  United  SUtes  but  also  its  Territorial  possessions,  including 
Alaska.  Puerto  Rico.  Hawaii,  and  the  Panama  Canal  Zone. 
Very   truly    yours. 

J.  Edgak  Hoovxh.  Director. 
1  J 

BXTINSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  article  by  Albert  Warner  appearing  in  Broadcast  magazine. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Mexico? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
some  correspondence  that  I  received  from  Montana  respecting 
our  duties  in  relation  to  the  war. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  how 
much  of  the  Record  will  the  correspondence  that  comes  from 

bntana  require? 

Mr.  OCONNOR.    I  imagine  it  will  require  about  one-third 
column.    The  correspondence  is  very  short  and  it  is  in 
tlon  to  our  duties  concerning  what  is  going  on  in  Europe 
as  expressed  by  my  people  in  Montana. 
=    Mr\RICH.    It  is  a  petition? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR,  No:  it  is  not  a  petition.  It  Is  signed  by 
many  people  and  they  say  what  they  think  we  ought  to  do. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  a  heavy  program 
for  today,  and  I  demand  the  regular  order. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  we  permit  all  these  things  to  go 
into  the  Rccord,  it  will  not  be  the  record  of  Congress,  but  the 
record  of  the  people  back  home. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  regular  order  is  demanded.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


THE  RECORD 

Bflr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  majority  leader  demands 
the  regular  order  when  It  comes  time  for  a  Republican  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  Members 
are  putting  everything  into  the  Record.  They  have  been  per- 
mitted to  do  that  all  of  this  session.  The  Public  Printer, 
Mr.  Giegengack.  came  to  the  Appropriations  Committee  the 
other  day  and  asked  for  $450,000  to  continue  the  Record 
for  this  session.     Who  is  responsible  for  that? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
I  Mr.  Rich]  is  responsible,  because  all  these  things  go  into 
the  Record  by  unanimous  consent,  and  he  is  a  Memt>er  of 
the  House  and  could  exercise  his  privilege  of  objecting  if  he 
wished  to  do  so. 

Mr.  RICH.  Yes:  but  I  get  no  help  from  the  Democratic 
side  of  the  House,  not  a  bit  from  the  majority  leader,  not  a 
bit  from  the  Members  on  the  Democratic  side  of  the  House, 
and  you  are  responsible,  not  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  I  want  the  gentleman  to  know  it. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  accept  my  responsibility,  but  I 
do  not  do  as  much  talking  about  it  as  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  Pour  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars 
Increase  is  demanded  by  the  Public  Printer.  Its  horrible, 
terrible,  and  indefensible! 

The  majority  party  must  assume  that  responsibility. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  expired. 

EX-TENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  table  from 
the  Federal  land  bank  showing  loans  of  the  United  States. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  brief  editorial. 

The  SPEAPCER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  copy  of  an 
address  I  delivered  at  the  commencement  of  the  Sevier 
County  High  School  and  also  to  extend  my  remarks  on 
T.  V.  A.  tax  replacement. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  DEBT  LIMIT  AND  NEW  TAXES 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  half  a  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  caU  attention  at 
this  time  to  the  admissions  made  by  the  administration 
before  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  in  its  request  for 
an  extension  of  the  debt  limit  and  the  necessity  for  higher 
taxes  to  cover  expenditures  during  7  years  and  to  meet  a 
new  emergency: 

NATIONAL    DEBT 

National  debt.  May  25,  1940.  was  $42,782,000,000. 

Present  working  balance  in  the  Treasury.  $1,300,000,000. 

Financing  required  during  calendar  year:  $353,000,000 
Treasury  bonds  maturing  June  15.  1940:  $737,000,000  Treas- 
ury notes  maturing  on  December  15,  1940. 

Borrowing  power  of  Treasury.  May  25.  1940,  was  $1,973.- 
000,000. 


\ 


siaiemeni  on  me  noor  wnerem  i  pouitcu  uuu  wic  nc^xi>tu\,y  ui 
increasing  the  force  in  the  F.  B.  I.  for  the  searching  out  of 
subversive  activities  in  the  United  States. 


were   1,651   national -defense   complaints. 

Since  September  1939  there  has  been  a  trenaendous  increase  in 
compl&i&tB  of  tbls  nature.    At  the  beginning  of  May  1940  a  total 
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Borrowing  power.  January  1.  1941.  will  be  $734,000,000. 

Working  balance  on  January  1,  1941,  will  be  down  to 
$850,000,000. 

On  February  28.  1941,  the  borrowing  power  will  be  ex- 
hausted. 

The  balance  would  be  down  to  $600,000,000  on  February 
28.  1941;  this  is  assuming  $700,000,000  from  the  return  of 
capital  from  the  corporations  and  credit  agencies. 

The  $3,000,000,000  now  requested  by  extending  the  debt 
limit  to  be  met  by  authorizing  taxes  is  to  carry  not  alone  the 
emergency  defense  program  but  also  the  defense  provisions 
carried  in  the  regular  Budget. 

About  seven  or  eight  hundred  millions  to  be  used  tor 
emergency  defense. 

The  $3,000,000,000  extension  in  debt  limit  is  to  provide  for 
both  the  defense  expenditure  in  the  President's  Budget  and 
those  recommended  in  the  President's  emergency  defense 
message  of  May  16,  1940. 

Proposed  tax  bill  will  yield,  during  the  period  from  July 
1.  1940.  to  January  1.  1941.  the  simi  of  $215,900,000. 

It  will  yield  during  the  fiscal  year  1941  $525,200,000. 

Estimated  in  sut>sequent  years  $651,800,000. 

Taxes  to  be  earmarked  to  pay  off  the  $3,000,000,000  de- 
fense bonds  diu-ing  5  years. 

No  provision  made  for  additional  request  by  the  President 
for  $1,200,000,000. 

While  not  within  the  debt  limit  of  $45,000,000,000.  never- 
theless there  must  be  added  to  the  debt  as  potential  liabili- 
ties the  bonds  or  debentures  issued  by  corporations  and 
credit  agencies  now  guaranteed  by  the  United  States,  which 
are  as  follows: 

Corporation  and  credit  agencies  haiAng  authority  to  isaue  their 
bonds  or  debentures,  tchich  are  guaranteed  by  the  United  States 
ms  of  Apr.  30,  1940 

(In  millions  of  doliara] 


• 

Oatstandinf;  bonds  or 
debentures 

Held  by 

the 
Treasury 

Hold  by 

the 
public 

Total 

Keconstructbn 
Homo  Ownoir' 
Fedoral  Farm  > 
I'nitod  Sutes  I 
Tennejvve  Valle 
Federal  Hoiuin 
Commodity  On 
UniUHl  SUtes  & 

TotaL.... 

Finanoe  Corporatinn .    

I^oan  Oorporstion  

lortgape  rorixjration 

lou.<;ine  Authority .. 

y  Authority 

K  Administration 

»dit  Corporatioa . 

.fitr>t>mr '~'f>mn)iacion     

»'6" 

M.I 

1,006.3 

Z  7«n.  7 

1,269.7 

114.2 

8.3 

6.6 

«n68 

1.00&.2 

2,7rj.7 

1,268.7 

139.2 

68.6 

6.6 

406.8 

85.3 

6,6«5.S 

5,750.8 

Of  this  $5,750,800,000  the  public  holds  $5,665,500,000. 

If  debt  limit  is  extended,  as  requested,  to  $48,000,000,000. 
and  to  this  is  added  the  guaranteed  bonds  and  debentures 
the  national  debt  will  amount  to  $53,750,800,000;  and  to  this 
must  te  added,  if  granted,  $1,200,000,000  more,  or  a  total  debt 
of  $54,950,800,000. 

There  wiU  be  another  deficit  in  1941  of  $3,703,000,000,  which 
will  be  increased  by  whatever  amount  of  the  $1,200,000,000 
Is  expended  and  not  reduced  by  an  Increase  of  revenue. 

The  total  receipts  of  the  Government  for  1941  are  $5,652,- 
000.000,  which  does  not  include  the  social-security  taxes  now 
set  aside  in  a  trust  fimd  amounting  to  $2,195,000,000. 

The  total  appropriations  that  have  been  made — and  of 
the  bills  now  pending,  including  Post  OflBc*.  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  the  trust  account — total  $12,284,000,000.  This 
does  not  Include  the  $1,200,000,000  which  the  President  has 
Just  requested. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  must  not  be  assumed  that  these  admis- 
sions by  the  administration  touching  the  deplorable  debt 
situation  includes  all  of  the  exi&ting  obligations  which  must 
be  met  by  further  taxes  and  borrowings — far  from  it. 

The  present  proposed  tax  bill,  BL  R  9966,  if  enacted  with- 
out change,  especially  if  no  cuts  are  made  in  Government 
expenditures,  will  not  forestall  the  Imposition  of  more  drastic 
taxes  within  a  few  months  to  come. 


I  believe  hysteria  should  not  be  permitted  to  dethrone 
reason  in  oiu-  approach  to  the  problem  of  financial  prepared- 
ness. The  eyes  of  the  citizens  of  our  Nation  must  not  be 
blinded  to  the  dangers  which  lurk  in  the  continued  wild  and 
reckless  expenditure  tmd  waste  of  Federal  revenue  and  of  the 
steady  impairment  of  our  national  credit. 

The  admissions  made  by  the  administration  calls  for  ft 
frank  and  full  accounting  to  the  public  for  the  $8,000,- 
000,000  appropriated  during  the  last  7  years  by  Congress  for 
the  national  defense.  Tliose  who  must  bear  the  burden  of 
national  defense  are  entitled  to  know  the  facts. 

KXTEMSION    OF    RKMAKKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  also  to 
extend  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Recoid  my  own  remarks  with 
reference  to  the  exports  and  imports  of  farm  products. 
Including  a  table.  And  a  further  request,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
include  an  article  and  a  short  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  com- 
munication received  from  a  nimiber  of  my  constituents. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  letter  from  a  con- 
stituent. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unatilmous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  short  editorial  from 
the  American  Pur  Breeder. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Bendes  was  granted  permis- 
sion to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  and  to  include  a  radio 
address. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 

ITiere  was  no  objection. 

im-AMERICAN    ACTIVITIES 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  no  matter  how  much  we  may 
disagree  as  to  the  probability  of  any  attack  on  continental 
United  States,  I  am  sure  we  all  agree  that  we  have  a  problem 
within  the  United  States,  dealing  with  those  who  are  spread- 
ing un-American  doctrines  throughout  the  country.  With 
that  thought  in  mind,  I  have  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Ameri- 
canism chairman  of  the  American  Legion,  pointing  out  that 
that  organization  is  peculiarly  equipped  to  offer  its  services  to 
the  F.  B.  I.  at  this  time. 

Throughout  their  more  than  11.000  posts  they  have  many 
members  who  served  with  G-2  during  the  war.  who  serve  in 
police  departments  throughout  the  country,  and  we  need  have 
no  fear  of  that  organization  bringing  about  a  red  scare.  I 
believe  they  can  render  a  very  real  service  to  the  country  at 
this  time.    [Applause.] 

The  letter  I  have  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Jxmx  4,  1940. 
Hr.  Leslie  P.  Kefgen, 

Chairman,  Amerioanism  Committee.  t?ie  American  Legion,  508 
North  Van  Buren  Street.  Bay  City.  Mich. 
DcAB  Les:  Knowing  the  efficiency  and  effectiveness  of  the  Ameri- 
can Legion  when  once  it  undertakes  to  do  a  Job,  the  thought  has 
occurred  to  me  that  there  is  a  real  man-size  job  In  the  ofllng  for 
some  national  organization  in  the  United  States. 

At  the  outset,  I  think  we  can  agree  that,  regardless  of  how  we  feel 
about  the  possibility  of  an  attack  on  the  United  States  from  with- 
out, we  face  a  very  real  danger  of  trouble  from  within.  I  believe 
that  IX  the  American  Legion,  as  a  national  organization,  offered  its 


r- 


There  was  no  objectioa. 


000.000. 


'**^6  >/wHu  ui   xiciuury,  aoay  £0.  iy40,  was  $1,973.- 
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■er?>cg»  to  Mr   J.  Edgar  Hoover,  Chief  of  the  P.  B.  I.,  roch  services 
wculd  be  uccepted.  ^ 

If  the  national  organization  could  set  up  a  national  committee 
to  deal  with  the  so-called  "fifth  column"  activities  and  perfect  that 
orgmnlaatlon  down  through  the  departments  and  Into  the  more  than 
11.000  posts,  a  very  effective  organization  could  b^  developed.  In 
my  own  department  of  Connecticut,  for  example,  I  know  of  several 
members  who  served  with  0~2  during  the  war  and  who  have  done 
police  and  detective  work  since  their  return  from  service.  In  fact, 
our  commLsalooer  of  State  police — a  good  Legionnaire — Is  considered 
one  of  the  outstanding  detectives  In  the  country.  In  practically 
every  city  In  the  United  States,  we  have  members  who  are  on  the 
detective  forces  in  such  cities. 

While  I  don't  believe  we  should  stir  up  any  "red~  scare.  I  do 
believe  that  with  the  type  of  men  who  would  be  attracted  to  this 
type  of  volunteer  service  they  could  and  would  work  quietly  and 
•ffcetlvely. 

It  seems  that  It  might  at  least  be  the  kernel  for  an  Idea  which 
could  be  developed  at  a  mlrUmum  of  expense.  I  am  sending  copl€>s 
of  this  letter  to  National  Commander  Kelly  and  Homer  Challleaux 
In  the  hopes  that  I  might  receive  their  reaction  as  v/cll  as  yours. 

Hoping  to  see  you  again  soon — at  least  at  the  Boston  convention — 
and  with  kindest  personal  regards.  I  am. 
Sincerely. 
~^      .  ■,  WuiiAM  J.  Mn.i.o. 

'  EXTENSION   OF   RSilARKS 

Mr.  KUNKEL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  to  include  an 
article  by  Walter  Lippmann  which  appeared  in  the  Washing- 
ton Post  last  Saturday. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

FARM  MARKETS 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Gross  was  granted  permis- 
sion to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks  and  include  therein 
an  address  delivered  by  Governor  James  at  Gettysburg. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  present  strikes  we  have  in 
our  great  industries  are  without  a  doubt  the  direct  result  of 
the  recent  fireside  chat.  In  that  same  chat  the  President 
assured  labor  that  costs  of  living  shall  not  advance  during 
our  industrial  boom  created  by  our  armament  program. 
In  view  of  the  present  low  prices  of  farm  products.  I  am 
wondering  what  consolation  the  farmers  of  the  country  are 
-  getting?  The  price  of  wheat  has  dropped  30  cents  a  bushel 
In  the  last  30  dasrs.  And  we  are  about  ready  to  start 
harvesting.  A  year  ago  when  we  threshed  our  wheat  and 
it  was  60  cents  a  bushel,  farmers  were  wondering  whether 
they  should  hold  it  or  sell  It.  and  a  great  many  decided  they 
would  hold  their  wheat.  Secretary  Wallace  issued  a  state- 
ment that  appeared  in  all  of  the  newspapers  sasrlng  there 
was  too  much  wheat,  farmers  will  have  to  sow  less,  and  the 
administration  was  willing  to  pay  them  to  sow  less.  This 
broke  their  confidence  in  the  market.  Farmers  sold  their 
wheat  for  around  60  cents,  just  about  one-half  of  the  cost 
of  production,  and  before  the  end  of  the  srear  wheat  was 
$1  a  bushel.  If  the  Department  of  Agxicultiu-e  cannot  direct 
the  farmers  better  than  this  it  might  be  well  for  those  in 
authority  there  to  hand  the  job  over  to  someone  else.  The 
relation  between  feed  prices  and  livestock  prices  continues 
to  be  most  unfavorable.  The  present  lew  price  of  hogs  is 
most  discouraging  to  the  hog  growers  of  the  country.  And 
now  Wallace  is  trying  to  console  them  by  saying  that  he 
expects  Americans  to  eat  more  pork  this  summer  than  they 
did  last  summer.  I  wonder  on  what  basis  he  makes  this 
assertion. 

I  notice  by  the  newspapers  that  Mrs.  Roosevelt  is  going 
to  address  a  meeting  tonight  here  in  the  Capital  In  the 
Interest  of  the  rural  youth.  This  is  her  idea.  I  hope  if  the 
rural  youths  are  to  be  herded  together  they  will  have  better 
leadership  than  a  number  of  youth  groups  that  I  know  of. 
At  any  rate.  I  am  wondering  just  what  Mrs.  Roosevelt's 
interests  are  in  the  farm  youths  of  this  country.  Young  people 
of  the  farms  will  be  a  contented  and  happy  lot  if  their 
parents  have  decent  markets  so  that  they  can  maintain  a 


standard  of  living  that  will  encourage  these  sroimg  people  to 
remain  on  the  farms  and  live  honorable  lives. 

AOmrSS  BT  HOK.  AKTHTTB  H.  JAMZS,  COVEONOR  OF  PENNSYLVANIA.  AT 
THE  AKNTTAL  MEMORIAL  DAT  EXERCISES  AT  THE  NATIOKAL  CEMETEaT. 
CflT  I SBUSG,   I'A.,  THTTRSDAT,   MAT    30.    1»40 

FeUow  Americans,  you  have  Just  heard  the  Immortal  words  of 
Abraham  Lincoln  spoken  on  this  very  scene  four-score  years  less 
three  ago.  No  eloquence  will  ever  add  to  or  replace  those  words. 
No  ceremonies  on  these  hallowed  fields  and  sacred  hills  of  Gettys- 
burg will  ever  be  complete  without  thena. 

This  year  and  this  day  those  words  of  Lincoln  have  a  deeper 
and  graver  slgniflcance  than  perhaps  at  any  time  since  he  uttered 
them. 

When  Lincoln  spoke,  he  was  pleading  for  unity  in  finishing  a 
War  between  the  States  which  already  was  well  advanced. 

Today  those  same  words  constitute  a  plea  for  national  clear- 
sightedness In  a  time  of  crisis,  a  supplication  for  unity  and 
cooperation  in  the  great  task  before  us  of  national  defense,  and  a 
stmimons  for  courage  and  steadfastness  dtu-lng  the  threat  of 
possible  wars  to  come. 

On  this  Memorial  Day,  the  world  that  we  have  always  known 
Is  In  a  death  struggle.  The  civilization  and  the  traditions  which 
are  the  pride  of  generations  of  history  are  at  death  grips  with  a 
monster  from  the  darkest  dark  ages  that  has  armed  Itself  with 
science  and  marches  in  the  name  of  expediency  and  brute  force. 

There  is  little  new  in  the  philosophy  of  government  which  is 
behind  the  armed  camps  we  know  as  Russia  and  Italy  and  Germany. 

Since  Cain  slew  Abel,  might  and  right  have  fought  with  each 
other.  History  Is  full  of  tyrannies  founded  on  military  su- 
premacy.    DlctatorshipG  are  merely  streamlined  tyrannies. 

The  radio  waves  have  often  resounded  with  the  phrase  "social 
gains."  What  is  the  greatest  social  gain  of  the  last  2,000  years? 
It  Is  personal  liberty.  Prom  the  words  and  sentiments  of  the 
Saviour,  out  of  the  wreckage  of  one  dynasty  after  another,  out  of 
the  darkness  of  the  Middle  Ages,  came  an  understanding  of  the 
dignity  and  the  ultimate  supremacy  of  the  individual. 

God  created  man  in  His  own  image;  in  the  image  of  God  created 
He  him;  male  and  female  created  He  them. 

The  whole  story  of  20  centuries  may  be  reduced  to  terms  of 
the  struggles  of  races  of  men  to  exercise  their  Divinely  Inspired 
right  to  such  simple  things  in  life  as  their  homes,  their  famUies. 
their  Jobs,  and  their  personal  freedom. 

The  real  social  gains  of  countless  generations  are  the  progress 
common  people  have  made  In  exercising  their  right  to  live  their 
own  lives.  Wars  fought  to  defend  or  advance  those  rights  have 
been  the  only  wars  worth  fighting. 

AU  forces  which  have  combatted  those  rights,  no  matter  In 
what  name  those  forces  struggled,  nor  what  they  promised,  nor 
whether  they  intrigued  In  peace  or  battled  in  war— aU  forces  which 
have  tried  to  undermine  the  rights  of  the  Individuals  have  always 
been  and  still  are  enemies  of  mankind. 

Our  American  Constitution  was  buUt  to  be  a  bulwark  forever 
protecting  the  rights  of  American  men  and  women  to  live  their 
own  lives. 

This  Nation.  In  Lincoln's  words,  was  conceived  In  liberty  and 
WM  dedicated  to  the  proposition  that  all  men  are  created  equal. 

Further,  the  minds  of  many  men  met  In  working  out  a  pattern 
of  government  by  which  these  rights  of  mankind  could  be  pro- 
tected not  only  from  forces  without  and  agencies  within,  but 
from  the  Government  itself. 

There  is  nothing  accidental  or  haphazard  about  the  scheme  of 
constitutional  democracy  which  America  has  tried  out  during  a 
century  and  a  half  of  both  peace  and  war. 

The  American  plan  of  government  Is  a  system  of  checks  and  bal- 
ances whereby  executive,  legislative,  and  Judicial  authority  each 
Is  curbed  by  equal  authority  in  the  other  two.  The  national  au- 
thority is  checked  by  sovereignty  in  the  States  in  all  but  a  limited 
field.  Supreme  and  final  authority  Is  lodged  nowhere  In  the  Gov- 
ernment    itself,    but   in    the   men   and   women   who   make   up    the 

Our  founding  fathers  built  a  ship  of  state  which  can  weather  any 
storms  if  her  crew  be  only  vigilant  and  stout  hearted.  Our  ship 
of  state  was  launched  in  times  of  international  crisis,  and  has  been 
christened  and  rededlcated  in  the  blood  of  countless  thousands  who 
died  in  her  successful  defense. 

If  we  can  but  keep  our  ship  of  state  seaworthy,  she  can  ride  out 

oceans  of  blood  and  tempests  of  hate  and  greed  which  are  lashlnjr 

the  world—she  can  ride  them  proudly  and  safely  on  into  the  better 

day  which  we  all  know  is  Just  beyond  our  present  narrow  horizon. 

But  to  override  our  Constitution  in  thU  time  of  crisis  Is  to  tear 

Jli'    i?   ^^  ^^'^  °^  ^*P*^  ^'^^  ^  ^^  puts  out  to  stormy  seas 

The  first  step  for  any  defense  program  worthy  of  the  support  of 

America  Is  to  defend  our  Constitution.  oui'i~'^i.  ui 

From  the  finings  of  my  heart,  speaking  as  a  native  son  and  as 
Governor  of  the  Keystone  State,  speaking  to  you  from  the  sacred 

♦•I^H^,*^  "^  !°"„°°  ^^^''^  ^"°^  °'  another  generation  died 
that  liberty  might  live,  speaking  on  the  day  chosen  from  all  the 
year  to  memoriaUze  our  honored  dead  who  gave  the  last  fuU 
measure  of  their  devoUon,  I  can  give  you  no  more  earnest  message. 

Our  first  duty  is  to  our  own  country! 

We  must  defend  more  than  our  own  shores;  we  must  defend  our 
Inheritance  of  Uberty.  of  personal  Independence,  of  consUtuUonal 
goveriunent. 


out  cnange,  especially  u  no  tuus  »ix  mixuc  m  \jnjy^iiiiii^m. 
expenditures,  will  not  forestall  the  imposition  of  more  drastic 
taxes  within  a  few  months  to  come. 


about  the  possibility  of  an  attack  on  the  United  States  from  with- 
out, we  face  a  very  real  danger  of  trouble  from  within.  I  believe 
that  U  the  American  Legion,  as  a  natioiua  organization,  offered  its 
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Lest  these  boys  rnxxd  men  wtio.  clad  both  In  blue  and  gray,  sleep 
beneath  the  sod  and  the  dew  of  Gettysbxirg,  shaU  truly  have  died  In 
Tain,  we  must  uphold  the  catise  of  freedom  for  which  they  died. 
We  must  hold  high  the  torch  of  liberty  given  us  by  their  falling 
bands. 

We  shall  not  lose  thereby.  Americans,  fighting  as  free  men  de- 
fending their  liberty,  can  hold  their  own  against  the  world.  Pre- 
pare we  must,  but  we  dare  not  lose  the  fight  preparing  for  it. 

Grave  are  the  dangers  about  xis.  But  In  the  midst  of  thoee 
dangers  let  America  never  forget  those  other  words  of  the  great  man 
whose  Gettysburg  address  wc  remember  today.  Mcwe  than  a  hun- 
dred years  ago  Llnodn  made  a  prophetk:  utterance  when  be  said: 
*^  danger  ever  reach  xis.  It  must  spring  up  amongst  us;  It  cannot 
come  from  abroad." 

More  and  more  Is  America  awakening  to  the  significance  of  that 
warning.  More  and  more  are  we  reall^ng  that  our  Indifference  to 
OTir  national  defenses  have  been  more  of  a  danger  to  tis  In  recent 
years  than  any  armed  force  abroad.  More  and  more  are  we  realiz- 
ing that  the  following  of  false  gods,  of  experimentation  and  regi- 
mentation within  our  own  land  was  the  danger  amongst  us  which 
Lincoln  forecast. 

•*Plfth  column"  is  a  new  name  for  an  old  evil.  More  than  one 
race  and  one  civilization  has  died  because  those  on  v^om  It  most 
depended  heeded  evil  counsel  and  nursed  In  high  position  the  bit- 
terest enemies  of  all.  The  time  has  not  yet  come  when  at  least 
•CDie  of  a  people's  leadership  in  time  of  crisis  do  not  think  more  of 
personal  gain  than  public  welfare. 

If  the  tongues  of  "fifth  columns"  did  not  find  willing  eaia.  their 
efforts  would  be  fruitless.  America  today  may  weU  ask,  not  only 
where  Is  the  "fifth  column"  working  here,  but  who  are  those  giving 
aid  and  comfort  to  that  "fifth  column"? 

But  America  has  already  won  the  first,  and  we  may  hope,  the 
strategic  battle  In  her  war  against  the  dangers  which  beset  her. 

Our  first  victory  was  a  moral  one.  Perhaps  never  has  this  Nation 
had  an  emotional  shock  greater  than  came  only  2  weeks  or  so  ago 
when  our  people,  uneasy  and  alarmed  over  the  whirlwind  of  events 
abroad,  were  told  that  our  national  defense,  as  It  exists  today,  "does 
not  provide  sectulty  against  potential  developments  and  dangers  of 
the  future." 

Two  emotional  reactions  threatened  this  Nation,  and  our  men  and 
women  resisted  both.  One  temptation  was  recrimination:  through- 
out the  breadth  of  this  cotintry  smoldering  anger  demanded  under 
Its  breath:  "What's  become  of  the  money?"  But  America  post- 
poned xinttl  one  day  in  the  future  the  final  reckoning  on  the  ques- 
tion of  why  #60.000.000.000  In  7  years  wasnt  enough  to  provide 
defenses  for  the  Natlcn. 

The  other  reaction  which  America  might  hav<e  suffered  was  a  war 
hysteria  dtuing  which  our  people  could  have  lost  sight  at  the  very 
liberties  which  are  the  Inheritance  we  must  defend  through  peace 
or  war. 

Whatever  may  have  been  the  hopes  of  ambltlouB  cliques  that  ladlo 
Jitters  would  blind  the  men  and  women  of  America  to  their  true 
Interests  and  furnish  a  smoke  screen  under  which  these  ruthless 
cllqties  could  raid  our  liberties  and  oar  resources  alike,  those  hopes 
have  been  dashed. 

It  may  have  been  In  the  minds  of  some  that  the  war  scare  would 
permit  the  successful  centralisation  of  powers  which  hsis  so  often 
been  tried  before.  The  American  people  were  not  too  upset  by  the 
picture  of  their  defenselessness  thus  suddenly  shown  them  not  to 
make  clear  their  fixed  resolve  of  abiding  by  constitutional  govern- 
ment. 

A  few  days  ago  It  may  have  been  In  the  mtods  of  certain  scheming 
amateur  experts  that  they  could  wear  the  white  pltunes  of  leader- 
ship while  they  fumbled  at  the  task  of  assembling  our  defenses. 
But  America  has  made  It  tmrnletakably  clear  that  she  wants  men 
whose  Judgment,  training,  and  piirpose  she  can  trust  put  In  charge 
of  the  defense  program. 

It  may  have  been  the  Intention  of  some  to  use  the  occasion  for  a 
fasclstlc  taking  over  of  business  by  the  Government.  America's 
reaction  was  Just  the  contrary.  To  the  men  and  women  of  this 
Nation  the  summons  for  the  help  of  industry  in  rearming  America 
was  the  reestabllshment  of  the  7-year  stepchild  of  America  In  Its 
rightful  position  as  a  member  of  the  household  in  which  we  all  live. 

There  may  have  been  groups  In  America  who  hoped,  under  the 
•crecn  of  national  alarm,  to  drown  out  any  protests  and  to  freeze 
Into  power  all  present  officeholders  by  absorbing  minority  party 
representation,  and  thus  making  the  will  of  the  people  themselves 
Inarticulate  and  powerless. 

U  there  was  such  Intention  In  the  minds  at  any  group,  once 
again  their  hopes  were  dashed.  Coalition  in  war  may  be  the  road 
to  security.  Coalition  In  times  of  peace  Is  only  another  name  for 
dictatorship.  America  signified  only  too  clearly  she  considers  her 
minority  party  voice  one  of  the  most  vital  bulwarks  of  both  liberty 
and  security  in  this  crisis. 

Throughout  the  present  crisis  America  has  kept  her  head  clear 
and  her  feeC  on  the  ground.  Indifference  has  died,  hut  America 
knows  what  she  wants.  She  wants  Uncle  Sam  rearmed,  not  for 
piirpoees  of  war  but  for  purposes  of  peace.  She  wants  the  one  lamp 
of  liberty  which  still  shines  In  the  world  fully  protected  from  all  the 
evil  winds  which  blow. 

The  men  and  women  of  this  Nation  have  spoken;  they  will  sup- 
port to  the  limit  any  rearmament  program  which  may  be  placed  In 
hands  they  can  trust  and  which  looks  to  fully  protecting  their 
country  against  all  enemies,  wherever  they  are. 

But  more  than  that.  Americans  are  realizing  that  danger  and 
opportunity  travel  hazul  In  hand 


Oimv«  ••  are  the  dangers  about  us.  narrow  as  may  be  the  doors 
l«wx11ng  to  national  security,  beyond  those  portals  we  can  see  a 
vlsta  in  which  the  traditions  of  America  can  clasp  hands  with  a 
most  glcHlous  and  bountlfxil  future. 

The  national  crisis  has  tried  in  the  fires  at  fate  the  new  theories 
and  philosophies  with  which  Antertca  has  been  toying.     Some  of 
those  theories  went  down  forever  In  the  first  blast  of  heat.    Planned 
■carcity  as  a  goal  Is  dead,  unwept,  unhonored.  and  unsung,  and  . 
wUl  not  again  haunt  the  next  generations. 

Dead.  too.  Is  the  thought  that  a  nation  can  grow  rich  through 
Idleness,  that  jobs  are  not  as  vital  to  our  daUy  needs  as  bread 
Itself,  that  rusted  fact<»ies  and  decaying  mills  are  monuments 
marking  progress  toward  some  strange  and  Ul -defined  abundance. 

America  Is  awkenlng.  The  national  crisis.  Instead  of  stxuuilng 
this  Nation,  is  rousing  it. 

Tb  rearm  America,  we  must  revive  our  dormant  Industries.  To 
create  our  defenses,  millions  of  Idle  hands  must  learn  to  handle 
tools.  A  whole  generation  erf  young  people,  for  the  first  thne  In 
their  lives,  will  find  (^xjrtunity  to  do  useful,  creative  work.  Into 
the  national  symphony  will  again  cocoe  such  notes  as  the  sound 
of  the  factory  whistle,  the  hum  of  the  carpenter's  saw.  the  cUnk 
of  the  mason's  trowel. 

To  defend  America,  we  mtist  have  many  things  which  will  be 
of  service  to  us  alike  In  peace  or  war.  We  must  have  highways, 
a  vast  network  of  them  on  a  scale  far  greater  than  we  have  ever 
known.  We  must  have  airplanes  and  airports.  We  must  have  a 
trained  and  skilled  Army,  learned  not  only  In  the  arts  of  fighting, 
but  stlU  more  Important,  practiced  In  all  the  mechanical  and 
professional  skills  which  form  the  foundations  of  a  fighting  force. 

It  Is  this  side  of  the  picture  which  will  be  most  heartening 
not  only  to  the  young  men  and  wtxnen  of  this  Nation  so  long  d»« 
prlved  of  work  but  to  their  fathers  and  mothers  as  well. 

PuU  advantage  must  be  taken  of  the  opportunities  th\is  afforded. 
By  every  process,  from  trade  schools  and  retraining  activities  to 
apprenticeships  and  trade  union  assistance.  America  must  equip 
her  vast  reservoir  of  unskilled  youths  to  fight  not  only  the  battles 
of  America  but  the  battles  of  lUe. 

America  must  not  and  will  not  be  denied.  The  long  struggle 
against  the  depression  can  end  at  once.  We  have  the  men  and 
we  have  the  need.  We  have  the  money — we  do  not  require  further 
Federal  borrowing  to  finance  this  task,  for  every  bank  In  the 
Nation  Is  overflowing  with  tavlngs  that  have  been  gathering  dust 
solely  for  lack  of  confldetice  and  Incentive.  Mow  that  money 
can  have  t>oth. 

On  the  stepping  stones  furnished  by  the  nilns  of  discarded 
experiments,  America  can  strike  safely  forward  Into  the  high  ground. 

There  have  been  two  schools  of  thought  about  America's  proper 
place  in  the  world  during  the  present  conflagration.  There  have 
been  those  who  honestly  beUeved  that,  as  they  said,  America's 
frontiers  were  on  the  Bhlne.  There  have  been  those  on  the 
opposite  side,  and  I  have  shared  their  views,  that  America's  great- 
est obligation  to  the  world  was  to  maintain  peace  within  her 
own  borders. 

Those  who  sought  American  Intervention  abroad  now  at  last  have 
a  full  and  convincing  answer — America  has  been  In  ik>  position 
to  Intervene;  we  have  not  even  been  prepared  to  defend  our  own 
coasts,  let  alone  aid  In  the  defense  of  foreign  powers.  We  have 
been  In  no  proper  position  to  sit  In  Judgment  among  other  nations, 
for  we  have  not  kept  our  own  house  In  order. 

Both  by  reason  of  time  and  of  our  delays  In  preparedness,  the 
hovu-  has  passed  when  there  can  be  any  question  of  America  acting 
as  policeman  among  the  nations  of  Exirope. 

There  can  easUy  rise  grave  question  of  whether  we  have  delayed 
too  long  for  our  own  self-preservation.  The  seeds  of  dissension 
have  blown  far  and  wide  throughout  the  world.  We  have  seen 
them  sprout  within  the  United  States  Itself.  They  are  taking  root 
rapidly  in  many  parts  of  the  Western  Hemisphere.  New  fires  may 
btirst  out  at  any  moment  barely  outside  our  borders.  This  con- 
tamination must  be  one  of  our  ffrst  concerns. 

We  have  no  guaranty  of  peace.  If  we  are  invaded,  or  If  the 
thunderbolts  of  dictatorship  strike  so  closely  that  we  are  obviously 
threatened,  war  can  result. 

Nevertheless,  I  still  believe  I  can  see  a  highway  leading  to  peace, 
and  I  believe  I  am  Joined  by  the  vast  predominance  of  sentiment 
in  this  Nation  when  I  say,  "Let  xis  follow  that  path." 

Peace  can  be  attained,  if  at  aU.  first,  by  preparing  to  defend  our- 
selves; second,  by  tending  to  our  own  business,  and  tending  to  It 
properly:  and,  third,  by  setting  as  our  goal  the  vision  of  an  America 
at  the  future  which  can  be  a  rock  of  liberty  In  a  sea  of  anarchy  and 
dissolution. 

America  must  prepare,  not  only  for  her  seciirlty  but  for  htr 
future  role  as  leader  and  torch  bearer  In  a  world  which  wUl  emerge 
dased  and  kwt  fom  Its  present  tornado  of  blood. 

To  do  that.  America  must  use  again  the  same  gtilding  stars  which 
have  led  her  safely  through  the  past — the  stars  of  liberty  and  free- 
dom and  personal  Independence. 

We  must  rebuild  and  renovate  the  mansion  in  which  America 
has  so  long  resided,  the  household  In  which  men  and  women,  labor 
and  Industry,  farmer  and  factory  hand,  all  are  members  of  the 
same  famUy. 

In  the  long  nm,  the  largest  part  of  the  task  consists  of  rescuing 
and  preserving  for  the  future  generations  the  same  traditions  cur 
forefathers  gave  to  us — the  heritage  of  America  as  a  land  of  homes 
and  liberty  and  opportunity. 

Too  long  have  the  boys  and  girls  at  America  been  denied  their 
birthright.    Tcx>  long  has  their  share  of  our  national  life  been 
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mwely  the  bUl — a  bill  of  vast  proportlona  stretching  far  Into  the 
future,  a  bill  which  they  have  been  supposed  to  pay  without  oppor- 
tunity to  find  Job*. 

Thfy  can  And  the  Jobs  today  and  tomorrow.  They  am  find  the 
opportunltlea  for  work  and  for  founding  the  homea  and  for  learn- 
ing the  lessons  of  husbandry  and  thrift  which  grow  only  out  of 
cmnUBg  your  own  living  and  living  within  yotir  own  means. 

The  youth  of  America  are  both  our  promise  and  cur  responsl- 
bUity.  Let  Us  seek  to  control  our  Nation  so  that  the  blood  of 
this  youth  is  not  shed  In  useless  war — let  us  resolve  that.  God 
willing,  we  have  dedicated  the  last  national  cemetery  bousing  the 
torn  bodies  of  those  who  died  In  war  that  might  have  been 
averted. 

Let  us  rather  seek  among  the  danger  and  the  wreckage  of  so 
much  with  which  we  have  been  familiar  to  Hnd  the  means  whereby 
to  bridge  America  over  from  her  glorious  past  Into  a  still  more 
glorious  futtire. 

L«t  us  here  highly  resolve  that  our  dead  shall  not  have  died 
in  vain;  that  the  nation  shall,  under  God.  have  a  new  birth  of 
freedom,  and  the  government  of  the  people,  by  the  people  and 
for  the  people  shall  not  perish  from  the  earth. 

KZTUfSION  OP  RZMAItKS 

Mr.  OTTJ.TE.  Mr.  I^Deaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  an  arti- 
cle on  agriculture  as  It  affects  my  district. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  Include  a  petition  and  letter. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  Include  therein  a  short  newspaper 
article. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  letter. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 
There  was  no  objection. 

NATIONAL  DEFlSfSX 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  request  of  President  Roose- 
velt for  blanket  power  to  call  the  National  Guard  into  serv- 
ice If  necessary  "to  maintain  neutrality  or  the  Nation's  de- 
fense" is  a  typical  Roosevelt  grab  for  power  during  a  period 
Of  war  hysteria. 

It  is  obvious  from  General  Marshall's  statement  that  the 
President  is  contemplating  sending  our  National  Guard  and 
Reserves  outside  the  borders  of  the  United  States.  If  he 
can  send  them  to  South  America  he  could  send  them  to  Por- 
tugal or  to  Ireland. 

The  Congress  must  not  surrender  any  of  its  war-making 
powers  to  President  Roosevelt,  particularly  If  we  are  to  ad- 
journ, otherwise  America  will  be  quarantining  foreign  na- 
tions with  our  NaUonal  Guard  soon  after  the  Congress  has 
gone  home. 

The  very  words  of  the  President,  "to  maintain  neutrality 
or  defense"  are  utterly  misleading.  There  is  no  neutrality, 
and  there  is  no  pretense  of  maintaining  neutrality  by  the 
Administration.  As  for  defense,  the  President  has  the  right 
to  call  the  National  Guard  into  service  if  the  Nation  is 
threatened  with  Invasion.  The  Congress  should  stay  In  ses- 
sion during  the  emergency  to  provide  adequate  national 
defense  and  keep  America  out  of  war.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  felLl 

MAJ.  L.  p.  WOBSALL 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  request 
from  the  Senate: 

Ordered.  That  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  reqxiest  the  House  of 
RcpnMDtatives  to  return  to  the  Senate  the  bill  H.  B.  8429.  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  relief  of  MaJ.  L.  P.  Worndl.  and  for  other  purpcees." 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  the  request  is  granted. 
There  was  no  objection. 


EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  two  letters 
I  have  received. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  certain  editorial  comments. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

FEDERAL  AID  FOB   HICHWATS 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  resolution.  H. 
Res.  480.  providing  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9575,  to 
amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act,  approved  July  11.  1916.  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
was  passed  by  the  House  yesterday,  will  be  laid  on  the  table. 

There  was  no  objection. 

CALL  or  THE  ROUSE 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
there  is  no  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count.  (After  cotmting:) 
One  hundred  and  sixty  Members  are  present,  not  a  quorum. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

Tlie  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Membera 
failed  to  answer  to  their  names: 

IRoU  No.  138) 
Andresen.  A.  H.      Folger  May  Steams  N  H. 

Burgln  Ouyer.  Kans.  Merrltt  Sutphin 

Camp  Barter.  Ohio  MitcheU  Sweeney 

Taylor 


Carter 

Clark 

Crowe 

Cummlngs 

Darrow 

Dtrksen 

Drewry 

yiannagan 


Barter.  Ohio 
Holmes 
Jar  man 
Kennedy.  Md. 
.  Kramer 
Lea 
Lemke 
McOranery 
Mansfield 


Merrltt 

MitcheU 

Murdock.  Aria. 

Osmers 

Risk 

Schaefer,  m. 

Schulte 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Shanley 

SteagaU 


Walter 
White.  Ohio 
Wood 

Woodrum.  Va. 
Toungdahl 


The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roll  call  393  Members  have  an- 
swered to  their  names;  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent  further  proceedings  under  the  call 
were  dispensed  with. 

THE  HATCH-DEMPSET  BILL 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  may  be  allowed 
untU  midnight  tonight  to  file  a  majority  report  and  minority 
views  on  the  bill  (S.  3046)  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and 
employees  In  the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  per- 
nicious political  activities."  approved  August  2.  1939. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  Insert  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  a  letter  from  Gen- 
eral Rivers  concerning  a  department  of  national  defense 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objecUon. 

Mr.  DICKSTETN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  letter 
printed  in  the  New  York  Times  on  the  question  of  finger- 
printing aliens. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

AMENDMENT   OF   NATIONAL   LABOR   RELATIONS   ACT 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  House  Res- 
oluUon  465  for  consideration. 
The  clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  465 
Resolved.  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  It  shall  be  in 

?J!^*Ll°.°^'^  ^^**  ^^^  "°^  ^«^^^^  '^1'  into  the  Committee  of 
?  b^,qV*  k",^.°"  ^^*  '^*^^  °'  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of 
^.^..  ,  •  "J''"  ^  amend  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  and  all 
points  of  order  against  said  bill  are  hereby  waived.  That  after  cen- 
eral  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bUl  and  continue  not  to 


I 


But  more  than  that.  Americans  are  realizing  that  danger  and 
opportunity  travel  hand  in  hand. 


Too  long  have  the  boys  and  girls  at  America  been  denied  their 
birthright.    Too  loog  has  their  share  of  our  national  life  been 
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exceed  4  horira.  1  hour  to  be  controlled  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Oommlttee  on  Labor.  1  hour  to  be  controlled  by  the  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Conunlttee  on  Labor,  and  2  hours  to  be  controUed  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Special  Committee  to  Investigate  the  NaUonal 
Labor  Relations  Board,  the  bill  shall  be  read,  and  after  the  reading 
of  the  first  section  of  such  bill  It  shall  be  In  order  to  move  to  strike 
cut  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  as  a  substitute  the  text 
of  the  bill  H.  R.  8813  and  all  points  of  order  against  such  substitute 
are  hereby  waived.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the 
biU  H.  R.  9195  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  biU  to  the 
House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the 
prevlotis  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  Intervening  motion, 
except  one  motion  to  recommit,  with  or  without  Instructions. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the  genUeman  from  Vir- 
ginia is  recognized  for  1  hour. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI. 

Mr.  SABATH.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  yield 
for  a  parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Yes.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  wiH  state 
his  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  SABATH.  The  genUeman  from  Virginia  has  intro- 
duced this  resolution  and  Is  calling  it  up.  Not  only  Is  the 
genUeman  from  Virginia  for  the  resoIuUon  but  the  minority 
also  is  for  the  resolution.  I  and  many  others  are  opposed  to 
the  resolution.  I  feel  that  in  justice  the  time  should  be 
equally  divided.  I  have  endeavored  to  obtain  an  agreement 
with  the  minority 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yielded  for  a 
parliamentary  Inquiry.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  yield  for 
that  purpose  if  it  is  not  to  be  taken  out  of  my  time,  but  I 
cannot  yield  for  a  speech. 

"ITie  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  his  Inquiry. 

Mr.  SABATH.  The  inquiry  is,  whether  the  time  should  not 
be  equally  divided  between  those  who  are  in  favor  of  and 
those  who  are  opposed  to  the  resolution. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Answering  the  gentleman's  parliamen- 
tary inquiry,  the  Chair  will  state  that  while  ordinarily  the 
time  is  equally  divided  unless  there  Is  some  arrangement  to 
the  contrary,  the  rule  could  be  changed  by  agreement  with 
the  genUeman  from  Virginia  who  has  been  recognized  to 
call  up  the  resolution.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  has 
control  of  the  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Speaker 

The  SPEAKER.     The  genUeman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  the  rule,  of 
course.  1  hour  is  allowed  on  the  resoluUon.  I  have  yielded 
one-half  of  the  hour  to  the  minority.  I  have  advised  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  that  I  proposed  to  yield  to  him  15 
minutes  of  the  time  that  has  been  reserved  on  this  side.  I 
think  nothing  could  be  fairer.  I  recognize,  however,  there 
are  a  number  of  Members  who  wish  to  speak  in  opposition 
to  the  resolution.  I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent,  if  it 
be  in  order,  that  10  addlUonal  minutes  may  be  allowed  for 
debate  on  the  resolution  to  be  controlled  by  this  side  so  that 
the  desires  of  those  opposed  to  the  resolution  may  be  met. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  as  far  as  I  can  determine,  not  even  1  minute 
has  been  set  aside  for  any  person  representing  the  State  of 
New  York.  After  all,  we  represent  11.000,000  people  and  are 
Vitally  interested.  If  there  is  some  way  by  which  the  State 
of  New  York  can  get  even  1  minute  in  this  debate,  I  will  not 
press  my  objection. 

lifr.  SABATH.  If  my  request  is  granted,  I  will  endeavor  to 
see  that  the  gentleman  from  New  York  gets  that  1  minute. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
as  I  understand  the  request  propounded  by  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  the  additional  time  is  to  be  controlled  by  him- 
self. It  seems  to  me  that  the  minority  should  have  control 
of  one-half  of  the  additional  time. 

B«r.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  think  that  probably  would  have 
to  be  done,  but  I  hope  that  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  in 
the  interest  of  fairness,  will  give  that  5  minutes  to  those  who 


are  opposed  to  the  rule.  I  am  sure  he  wants  to  be  fair  and 
give  the  opposlUon  an  equal  opportunity. 

Mr.  HATJ.BCK.  I  will  undertake  to  do  that,  but  I  think 
that  the  rules  of  the  House  with  regard  to  an  equal  division 
of  the  Ume  should  be  followed. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
the  Committee  on  Labor  certainly  should  have  some  consid^ 
eraUon  in  this  rule.  Several  of  its  members  would  like  to 
speak  in  opposlUon  to  the  rule.  I  ask  that  the  time  be  ex- 
tended to  give  them  the  opportunity  to  extend  themselves; 
that  the  time  be  extended  <xie-half  hour  Instead  of  10 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  yield 
for  the  purpose  of  allowing  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey 
to  submit  the  request  Indicated? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  sorry,  but  I  feel  that  the 
request  I  have  made  is  ample  to  take  care  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  f  i-om  Virginia  a^ree  that  we  should  have 
at  least  10  minutes  rather  than  5? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Further  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  understand  it.  half  of  the  additional  10 
minutes  requested  will  be  granted  to  the  minority.  I  have 
indicated  that  insofar  as  this  side  is  concerned  the  additional 
5  minutes  will  be  granted  to  Members  who  want  to  speak 
against  the  rule. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  Inqtihre 
whether  this  is  being  taken  out  of  the  time  on  the  rule? 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  may  say  that  It  Is. 

Mr,  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  modify  my  re- 
quest, and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  time  may  be 
extended  20  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  provision  in  the  request  with 
reference  to  who  shall  srield  the  additioruil  time? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  expect  to  control 
the  time  and  yield  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  SmtthI? 

Mr.  HALLECK  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. I  think  half  of  the  time  should  be  under  the  contrcd 
of  the  minority. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  that  is  imderstood. 

Mr.  SABATH.  And  the  gentleman  will  yield  that  time  to 
those  who  are  opposed  to  the  resolution? 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
additional  time  should  be  yielded  to  members  of  the  Labor 
Committee. 

The  regular  order  was  demanded. 

The  SPEAICER.  The  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia-[Mr.  SmtthI  is  that  the  1  hour  granted  imder  the  rules 
of  the  House  be  extended  20  addlUonal  minutes.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  6  minuteS  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Coxl. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  srield  4  minutes  to  the 
genUeman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Coxl. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  told  that  for  political 
reasons  this  rule  must  fail  of  adoption;  that  the  passage  of 
the  bill,  consideration  of  which  It  makes  in  order,  would 
incur  the  wrath  of  a  certain  militant  minority  who  knows 
how  to  punish  those  it  regards  as  its  enemies  as  well  as  how 
to  reward  those  that  it  counts  as  its  friends  and  that  this  is 
a  hazard  that  must  be  avoided  at  all  costs.  I  am  also  told 
that  the  Republicans  will  vie  with  Democrats  to  see  who  can 
contribute  most  to  the  smothering  of  the  rule.  As  to  this  I 
do  not  know  but  I  know  one  thing  and  that  is  that  the  roll 
will  be  called  and  the  people  of  the  country  made  to  know 
what  is  being  done  to  them  and  by  whom. 

In  the  life  of  every  citizen  of  the  Republic  there  is  likely 
to  come  a  time  when  he  is  called  upon  to  defend  the  insUtu- 
Uons  we  cherish  and  the  civilization  we  hold  dear. 

For  me  that  time  is  now.  I  am  compelled  by  a  sense  of 
duty  to  rise  in  protest  against  the  iniquity,  the  disloyalty. 


I 


There  was  no  objection. 


b.*H«av^««^    *»V.»i,     Kkl^\A     ail 


^?^  5.°'"'**^  "^«*°s^  said  bin  are  hereby  waived.     TTiat  after  aen- 
«ral  debate,  wtiicb  shall  be  conllned  to  the  bill  and  ccnUnue  not  to 
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and  the  treachery  of  the  membership  and  staff  of  the  Board 

whose  displacement  is  in  part  the  object  of  this  nile. 

At  the  moment  we  live  in  the  hysteria  of  war.  Mr.  Speaker. 

,   Day  by  day  we  are  being  induced  to  believe  that  from  out 

>   the  skies,  from  overseas  an  enemy  will  appear  to  make  war 

upon  us.  to  destroy  cur  cities  and  our  homes. 

I  do  not  particularly  fear  the  invasion  of  an  enemy  from 
overseas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  believe  he  can  rain  death 
and  destruction  upon  us  from  out  the  skies.  I  knew  that 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  still  lies  between  Europe  and  America, 
and  I  know  we  do  not  stand  defenseless. 

But  what  I  do  fear.  Mr.  Speaker.  Is  the  enemy  within  the 
gates  of  the  Republic,  soldiers  secure  in  the  Trojan  horse, 
the  "fifth  column"  behind  the  lines  of  American  defense.  I 
fear  treachery,  treason,  and  traitors.  I  fear  the  destruction 
of  otir  constitutional  precepts.  I  fear  the  destruction  of 
.  American  institutions.  I  fear  the  menace  to  individualism 
which  has  glorified  American  men  and  women  and  which 
has  established  the  principle  of  the  private  ownership  of 
property. 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  record  of  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Board,  and  of  the  findings  of  the  Smith  committee.  I 
charge: 

First.  That  the  conduct  of  the  Board  and  its  staff  in  the 
administration  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  has  oc- 
casioned a  storm  of  protest  by  outraged  citizens  of  the 
Republic. 

Second.  That  in  administering  the  act  contrary  to  its 
spirit  and  letter  the  Board  has  been  guilty  of  maladministra- 
tion and  of  bias;  that  It  has  substituted  its  own  philosophy 
In  the  conduct  of  cases  before  it.  while  deliberately  ignoring 
the  provisions  of  the  act. 

Third.  I  charge  that  the  Board  has  thwarted  the  develop- 
ment and  maintenance  of  stable  industrial  relations;  that 
although  the  intent  of  the  Congress  was  to  establish  and 
preserve  Industrial  peace,  the  Beard  has  deliberately  fo- 
mented, aided,  and  abetted  strife  between  industry  and  labor 
Fourth.  I  charge  that  the  Board  has  attempted  to  Impose 
unlawful  and  iUegal  sanctions  upon  employers  through  the 
weapons  of  the  blacklist  and  the  boycott:  that  it  has  imposed 
unlawful  and  iUegal  punishment  by  inducing  the  withholding 
of  Government  contracts  and  Government  loans  to  employers 
in  its  disfavor. 

Fifth.  I  charge  that  the  blacklist  or  boycott  as  used  by  the 
Board  Is  contrary  to  law  and  foreign  to  American  principles 
Of  justice,  and  in  distinct  violation  of  the  intent  of  Congress. 
Sixth.  I  charge,  that  as  administered  by  the  Board  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act  constitutes  a  danger  to  our 
institution  of  private  property,  that  outweighs  any  benefit  it 
might  confer  on  labor. 

Seventh.  I  charge  that  the  Board  has  disclosed  a  lack  of 
that  judicious  and  impartial  temperament  that  the  American 
people  have  a  right  to  demand  of  their  quasi-judicial  officers 
Eighth.  I  charge  that  the  Board  In  violation  of  law  has  con- 
ducted an  illegal  and  Immoral  lobby  in  order  to  prevent 
amendments  to  the  labor  act;  that  it  has  sought  to  bring 
to  bear  upon  the  Members  of  the  Congress  pressure  from 
labor  unions  throughout  the  Nation:  that  it  assigned  the 
members  of  Its  legal  staff  to  the  conduct  of  an  extensive  cam- 
paign at  heavy  expense  to  the  taxpayers. 

Ninth.  I  charge  that  the  Board  used  pressure  activities  of 
a  far-flung  scope  to  influence  legislation  with  respect  to  its 
appropriations;  that  it  has  misused  the  people's  money  to 
conduct  its  lobbying  acUvlUes;  and  that  Its  lobbying  activities 
are  in  violation  of  law. 

Tenth.  I  charge  that  the  Board  solicited  litigation  to  bo 
brought  before  it  in  order  that  it  might  harass  Industry  in 
its  conduct  and  in  its  relations  with  its  employees;  and  that 
it  has  sought  to  subject  both  industry  and  labor  to  bureau- 
cratic dictatorship. 

'  Eleventh.  I  charge  that  the  employees  of  the  Board  were 
not  selected  upon  the  principle  of  merit  or  qualification  for 
the  duties  they  were  to  perform,  but  upon  their  atUtudes  of 
class  consciousness. 


Twelfth.  I  charge  that  the  employees  of  the  Board  are  gen- 
erally incompetent  to  perform  the  duties  that  have  been  as- 
signed to  them;  that  they  are  mentally  and  temperamentally 
unfit  for  the  duties  they  perform ;  and  that  they  are  partisan 
and  biased. 

Thirteenth.  I  charge  that  the  legal  employees  of  the  Board 
lack  the  training  and  experience  in  law  requisite  to  perform 
their  duties;  and  that  they  have  been  guilty  of  conduct 
unbecoming  officers  of  the  Federal  Government. 

Fourteenth.  I  charge  that  persons  known  to  be  openly 
sympathetic  to  the  C.  I.  O.  have  been  employed  and  retained 
by  the  Board ;  and  that  one  such  employee  was  the  author  of 
a  book  on  the  C.  I.  O.;  that  employees  of  the  Board  entertain 
a  derisive  contempt  for  American  institutions  and  do  not 
hesitate  to  express  that  contempt  in  writing. 

Fifteenth.  I  charge  that  the  employees  of  the  Board  have 
engaged  in  unconscionable  practices  in  connection  with  the 
records  and  the  trial  of  cases;  that  they  have  fomented  in- 
dustrial discord  and  destroyed  Industrial  peace;  that  they 
have  been  guilty  of  gross  IrregularlUes  in  the  conduct  of  the 
public  business. 

Sixteenth.  I  charge  that  the  Board  and  its  staff  have  con- 
ducted a  system  of  espionage  both  in  Industry  and  within  its 
own  organization  that  would  put  to  shame  the  acUvlUes  of 
the  Ogpu.  and  that  at  the  expense  of  the  people;  that  it 
has  conducted  InvestigaUons  in  secrecy  and  behind  closed 
doors  and  under  star-chamber  conditions. 

Seventeenth.  I  charge  that  the  employees  of  the  Board 
constitute  within  themselves  a  vertical  labor  union  and  that 
it  occupies  the  quarters  of  the  Board  to  conduct  its  acUvltles 
on  Government  time. 

E  ghteenth.  I  charge  that  the  decisions  of  the  Board  are 
written  by  its  review  attorneys;  that  these  attorneys  gener- 
ally lack  the  education,  training,  or  experience  necessary  to 
perform  the  duties  upon  which  they  are  engaged;  that  they 
are  incompetent  to  review  legal  problems  arising  under  the 
Labor  Act. 

Nineteenth.  I  charge  that  the  review  attorneys  of  the  Board 
are  guilty  of  legal  misconduct  In  holding  that  they  are  not 
bound  by  the  formal  record;  that  they  have  caused  procras- 
tination and  delay;  and  I  charge  that  the  employee  of  the 
Board  who  now  occupies  the  key  position  of  chief  trial  exam- 
iner—George O.  Pratt— has  stated  that  he  considered  his 
duties  while  a  regional  director  to  be  those  of  judge  jury 
and  prosecutor. 

Twentieth.  I  charge  that  the  Division  of  Economic  Re- 
search of  the  Board  conducted  by  David  J.  Saposs  is  guilty 
of  unwarranted  and  unnecessary  activities  at  a  cost  to  the 
American  people  of  $75,000  anually.  and  I  contend  that  it 
should  be  abolished. 

Twenty-first.  I  charge  that  through  David  J.  Saposs  the 
Board  acts  as  its  own  witness  in  producing  evidence  upon 
which  to  base  its  findings,  as  well  also  as  prosecutor  judge 
Jury,  and  executioner,  as  declared  by  the  United  SUtes  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  Appeals  in  the  Inland  Steel  case 

Twenty-second.  I  charge  David  Sapoes  with  the  manifes- 
tation of  a  strongly  exaggerated  serial  consciousness  I 
charge  that  he  was  bom  in  Russia;  that  he  was  and  proba- 
bly still  is  a  member  of  the  Socialist  Party;  that  he  was  and 
probably  still  is  a  member  of  the  Conference  for  Progressive 
Labor  Action;  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  faculty  of 
Brookwood  Labor  CoUege.  characterized  by  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  as  a  Communist  school;  that  his  writ- 
ings show  that  he  holds  democracy  in  derisive  contempt- 
hat  he  would  destroy  capitaUsm;  and  that  he  openly  urgei 
labor  to  destroy  capitalism,  asserting  that  the  time  Is  now 
ripe  for  such  destruction. 

Twenty-third.  I  charge  that  David  Saposs  has  demon- 
strated by  his  writings  and  affiliations  that  he  is  unfit  to 
occupy  a  position  of  policy  making  and  trust  in  our  Gov- 
ernment; that  he  holds  in  derisive  contempt  our  consUtu- 
tional  system  our  institution  of  private  ownership;  and 
that  he  has  been  and  Is  now  engaged  as  an  officer  of  this 
Government  in  its  destrucUon. 
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Twenty-fourth.  I  charge  that  in  Its  policies  and  in  its 
Interpretations  of  the  Labor  Act  the  Board  has  engaged  in 
practices  beyond  the  language,  intent,  and  scope  of  the  act, 
and  that  it  has  used  its  influence  to  champion  the  industrial 
form  of  organization. 

Twenty-fifth.  I  charge  that  the  Board  has  ignored  or 
violated  all  the  rules  of  evidence  and  that  it  has  substi- 
tuted surmise,  suspicion,  and  guess  for  proof. 

Twenty-sixth.  I  charge  that  the  Board  has  violated  the 
principles  and  formalities  of  due  process  and  that  it  has 
unscrupulously  exercised  arbitrary  powers. 

Twenty-seventh.  I  charge  that  the  Board  has  violated  the 
right  of  freedom  of  speech  by  declaring  certain  expressions 
of  employers  to  be  the  basis  for  the  finding  of  unfair  labor 
practices. 

Twenty-eighth.  I  charge  that  the  Board  is  guilty  of  the 
daily  infliction  of  wrongs  upon  labor,  industry,  and  the 
American  people. 

Twenty-ninth.  I  charge  that  the' Board  has  not  admin- 
istered the  law  with  purity  and  integrity,  that  it  has  closed 
its  ears  to  the  voice  of  Justice,  refused  to  be  guided  by 
rules  of  reason,  and  has  no  moral  sense  of  right. 

Therefore.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  charge  the  National  Labor  Re- 
lations Board  with  malfeasance  and  misfeasance  in  office. 
I  charge  that  it  has  shown  bias  in  the  performance  of  a  quasi- 
Judicial  function;  that  It  has  thwarted  the  administration  of 
law  and  justice;  that  it  has  placed  itself  above  and  beyond 
the  law;  that  It  has  conducted  star-chamber  proceedings 
against  industry;  that  it  has  imposed  pains  and  penalties 
maliciously  and  in  violation  of  law;  that  it  has  implemented 
the  aid  of  other  bureaus  of  the  Government  in  the  infliction 
of  such  pains  and  penalties;  that  it  has  deliberately  and  with 
malice  violated  the  criminal  code;  that  while  created  to  per- 
form a  quasi-judicial  function  it  has  conducted  itself  in  a 
capricious  and  arbitrary  manner;  that  it  has  acted  immorally 
and  illegally  by  inciting  labor  groups  to  subversive  activities 
against  the  peace  and  welfare  of  other  groups  of  citizens;  that 
it  has  caused  labor  discontent  and  fomented  industrial  dis- 
cord; that  it  has  sought  to  coerce  the  Congress  through  the 
expenditure  of  large  sums  of  public  funds;  that  it  has 
harassed  the  citizens  of  the  United  States;  that  it  has  as- 
simied  the  attitude  of  a  bureaucratic  dictator;  that  it  has 
aided  and  abetted  those  who  seek  the  overthrow  of  the  Amer- 
ican Government  by  giving  them  employment  upon  its  staff; 
that  it  has  constituted  itself  Judge,  Jury,  and  executioner  in 
the  conduct  of  cases  before  it;  that  It  has  suffered  it^  em- 
idoyees  to  engage  in  the  legal  misconduct  of  cases  before 
them  and  to  advocate  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States;  that  it  has  violated  the  principles  of  free 
speech  and  of  due  process;  that  it  has  neither  the  wisdom 
nor  the  willingness  to  render  justice  with  an  even  hand:  that 
it  is  a  professional  troublemaker,  a  reflection  upon  the  ad- 
ministration, and  a  disgrace  to  the  country.  Wherefore,  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  contend  that  this  Board  should  be  replaced,  and 
the  law  otherwise  amended.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  13  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SabathI,  to  be  in  turn 
yielded  by  him  to  whomever  he  desires. 

Mr.  SABATH.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  3  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  Just  as  much  Justification  for  the 
charges  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  (Mr.  Coxl  that  he 
has  made  against  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  and 
its  actions  as  there  is  Justiflcation  for  the  charge  that  Ameri- 
can labor  is  disloyal.  I  mean  that  there  is  no  Justiflcation 
whatsoever,  not  the  slightest,  in  either  Instance.  American 
labor,  organized  or  not  organized,  has  demonstrated  time  and 
time  again  that  it  is  both  loyal  and  patriotic  and  can  be 
fully  relied  upon  in  any  emergency  and  on  any  occasion. 
Therefore,  labor  is  entitled  to  fair  treatment  and  certainly 
should  not  be  charged  here  or  elsewhere  with  disloyalty. 
[Applause.  1 

The  gentleman,  by  his  wholesale  charges,  seeks  to  lull  you 
to  sleep  and  blind  you  as  to  the  purposes  and  inequalities  of 
the  rule  now  before  us,  which  should  be  defeated,  as  was  the 


bin  amending  the  Wage  and  Hour  Act,  after  it  had  been 
emasculated  by  being  loaded  down  with  amendments.  The 
same  thing  will  happen  here.  I  am  sure  we  are  wasting  time. 
We  are  going  to  waste  another  2  or  3  days  on  this  one-man 
(Smith)  bill  that  this  rule  makes  in  order.  I  know  the  Sen- 
ate will  never  consider  this  legislation,  even  If  It  should  pass 
the  House.  And.  even  If  It  should  get  through  both  branches 
of  Congress.  I  have  good  reason  to  believe  the  President  would 
veto  It  because  It  would  greatly  injure  the  usefulness  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act.  Tills  act  that  it  is  now  being 
sought  to  destroy  has  brought  cooperation  between  capital 
and  labor  as  no  other  legislation  ever  has.  Since  the  Su- 
preme Court  has  held  It  constitutional  in  every  Instance  there 
have  been  fewer  and  fewer  strikes,  the  Labor  Board  has 
settled  over  2.000  strikes  In  4Mj  years,  averted  824.  and  con- 
ducted over  3.000  secret-ballot  elections,  in  which  over 
1,127.000  votes  were  cast. 

The  gentleman  from  Cjleorgla  made  a  number  of  wild  and 
ridiculous  charges.  I  shall  reply  to  the  gentleman,  substan- 
tiating my  statement;  first,  as  to  the  rule;  second,  as  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor;  and,  thirdly,  as  to  the  President's  posi- 
tion on  this  proposed  amendment  to  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act,  Public  No.  198,  Seventy-fourth  Congress. 

The  rule  Itself  is  highly  objectionable.  It  is  even  worse 
than  the  rule  that  was  before  the  House  April  25 — House 
Resolution  289 — for  the  purpose  of  smiending  the  Wage  and 
Hour  Act.  That  was  the  first  occasion  in  the  history  of  the 
American  Congress  that  such  an  unfair  method  was  ever  re- 
sorted to  to  force  before  the  House  a  bill  that  had  never  been 
sufficiently  considered  or  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Labor, 
the  committee  having  jurisdiction.  I  opposed  that  rule  just 
as  I  am  opposing  this  one.  and  I  said  then  that  we  were 
setting  a  precedent  that  would  return  to  plague  us,  Tliese 
two  precedents  practically  give  the  Rules  Committee  the  right 
and  pwwer  at  any  time  to  consider  any  rule  that  any  Member 
may  ask  for,  notwithstanding  objections  raised  by  members 
of  the  committee  having  jurisdiction. 

I  repeat  this  rule  is  even  worse  and  more  dangerous  than 
the  wage  and  hour  rule  is.  because  it  not  only  deprives  a 
legislative  committee  of  this  House  of  its  rights  and  func- 
tions, thus  practically  insulting  it,  but  it  even  discriminates 
and  sets  a  new  precedent  by  allocating  to  the  proponent  of 
the  substitute  bill,  which  the  Committee  on  Labor  has  refused 
to  report,  2  hours  of  the  allotted  4  hours  of  general  debate. 
This  action  has  never  before  been  attempted  or  even  con- 
templated. All  this  effort  and  Irregular  action,  Mr.  Speaker, 
for  the  purpose  of  short-changing  labor  and  even  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  who  are  opposing  the  scuttling  and  defeat 
of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 

The  act.  in  fact,  provides  simply  for  collective  bargaining. 
The  National  Labor  Relations  Board  is  charged  with  the 
simple  function  of  enforcing  the  provisions  of  the  act.  It  is 
an  administrative  body.  The  attack  upon  the  act  and  upon 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  is  the  same  now  as  when 
the  act  was  pending. 

The  purposes  of  the  act  and  the  Board  are  simply  to  get 
the  two  sides  around  the  conference  table  and,  through  col- 
lective bargaining,  settle  their  own  conflicts.  The  Board  Is 
not  even  a  mediation  agency. 

Tlie  Board  is  charged  with  being  prosecutor,  judge,  and 
Jury  in  cases  before  it.  The  answer  is  that  the  Board  is  an 
administrative  body  having  the  responsibility  of  enforcing 
an  act.  It  receives  complaints  about  violations  of  the  act. 
It  sifts  the  complaints  through  its  agents.  It  confers  with 
both  sides  and  a  majority  of  cases  are  settled.  When  the 
evidence  appears  to  be  clear  that  a  violation  of  the  act  has 
taken  place,  a  pukilic  hearing  is  held  before  a  trial  examiner. 
The  evidence  of  both  sides  is  put  into  the  record.  The  record 
is  reviewed  by  the  trial  examiner  and  findings  are  made  by 
him.  These  are  submitted  to  the  employer,  who  has  a  chance 
to  make  exceptions  to  the  Board  and  be  heard  by  the  Board 
on  any  matters  believed  by  him  to  be  in  error.  The  Board 
makes  a  decision,  but  this  decision  has  no  force  of  law  until  it 
has  been  reviewed  by  a  circuit  court  of  appeals.   The  coiirt  may 
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order  enforcement  or  may  modify  the  findings  and  order  of 
the  Board.  How  it  can  be  charged  that  the  Board  is  prose- 
cutor, judge,  and  Jury  when  the  whole  process  Is  reviewed  as 
indicated,  is  beyond  the  imagination  of  an  ordinary  man. 
.  >  It  Is  the  big  interests  and  organizations  such  as  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers  and  American  Chaml)er 
of  Commerce  who  are  seelcing  to  emasculate  the  act  or 
defeat  It.  They  have  tried  to  resist  It  from  its  very  incep- 
tion. They  have  left  no  stone  unturned  to  attack  and  assail 
members  of  the  Board  and  some  of  its  employees,  and  fought 
its  constitutionality,,  bi't  the  Supreme  Court  has  sustained  it. 
Therefore,  the  hue  and  cry  raised  by  the  big  employers  about 
its  partiality  and  unfairness  fall  to  the  ground  completely. 
If  Tom  Oirdler.  labor-seducing  head  of  Republic  Steel,  and 
men  of  his  ilk  had  not  set  themselves  above  Congress  and 
the  courts  in  attacking  this  legislation  there  would  have 
l)een  general  compliance  and  harmony  and  cooperation  long 
before  it  finally  came.  That  some  of  the  gentlemen  from 
Virginia.  Georgia,  and  North  Carobna.  who  do  not  know 
anything  about  the  labor  conditions  of  the  country,  should 
continue  to  permit  themselves  to  be  fooled  by  these  enemies 
of  the  lowest  paid  of  American  workers  is  extremely  hard 
for  me  to  understand. 

At  first  we  beard  that  due  to  this  act  business  and  indus- 
try was  suffering.  These  accusations  have  proven  to  be 
false.  Here  is  a  Wall  Street  report  from  one  of  the  em- 
ployers' own  trade  Journals.  What  does  it  show?  That 
they  are  making  more  money  than  ever  before  and  that  in 
their  avariciousness  they  want  more,  and  more,  and  more. 
and  still  more,  and  to  give  labor,  that  creates  this  wealth 
and  makes  these  millions,  not  even  enough  to  provide  sub- 
sistence. 

The  following  figures  from  the  Wall  Street  Journal  show 
the  result.s  of  some  of  the  more  important  Industrial  and 
commercial  groups  for  1938  and  1939,  together  with  the 
number  of  companies  included  in  each  classification  and  the 
percentage  of  Increase: 
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Chdin  and  (Ifpartm^nt  stores 
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75.  1 

FIrctrinU  products 

FiiiMt  prrxtucts 

MiniPK  *n<l  nirtals 

67.5 
6.3 

47  7 

According  to  a  recent  bulletin  of  the  National  City  Bank, 
the  combined  net  profits  of  960  leading  companies  in  1939, 
after  deduction  of  taxes  and  the  deficits  incurred  by  a  small 
fraction  of  the  total  numt)er  of  companies,  amounted  to  ap- 
proximately $1,281,000,000,  as  compared  with  $647,000,000  in 
1938. 

WaU  Street,  however,  cannot  arouse  itself  to  admit  an  im- 
provement of  this  kind,  for  it  is  too  busy  and  too  anxious  to 
throw  mud  at  the  administration  of  Pranklin  D.  Roosevelt. 
Robert  Laflan.  in  the  same  Wall  Street  Journal,  tells  the 
story  of  a  security  salesman  who  called  on  a  country  client 
recently  and  heard  the  usual  lament  alx)ut  the  country  going 
to  the  dogs  under  the  New  Deal.     He  then   produced  the 
figures  cited  above,  showing  the  tremendous  gain  in  profits 
during  1939.    Said  the  client,  *I  dont  believe  it."    The  ex- 
planation is  simple.    Some  people,  especially  the  Republicans 
and  big  business,  are  too  blinded  by  political  prejudice  to 
recognize  or  admit  what  a  blessing  Roosevelt  has  been  to 
them,  even  If  It  is  pointed  out  with  wholly  accurate  and 
unquestioned    figures.    They    forget    that    when    President 
Ro::sevelt  took  over  the  Government  from  the  hands  of  Her- 
bert Hoover  on  March  4.  1933.  that  the  farmers,  big  Inisiness. 
and  every  form  of  industry  was  hanging  on  the  ropes,  on  the 
very  verge  of  complete  collapse,  and  with  revolution  just 
around  the  comer. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is  legislation  like  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act  that  the  pending  rule  would  destroy  that  have  l)een 


responsible  for  the  recovery  that  has  come  about  since  Frank- 
lin D.  Roosevelt  has  been  in  the  White  House.  I  plead  with 
Members  to  study  carefully  this  unfair,  unjustifiable  rule  that 
has  been  forced  upon  them  today,  and  to  vote  against  It. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Routzohn]. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  20th  day  of  July, 
last  year,  this  legislative  Ixxly,  by  the  decisive  vote  of  254  to 
134.  adopted  a  resolution  to  appoint  a  special  committee  of 
five  to  inquire  into  the  administration  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act. 

That  act  and  the  governmental  agency  created  by  its  pro- 
visions, known  as  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board,  had 
l)een  in  existence  but  4  years. 

In  that  4  years,  however,  a  storm  of  protest,  emanating  from 
the  four  corners  of  this  broad  land  of  ours  had  increased  to 
such  proportions  that  Congress  was  compelled  to  take  af- 
firmative action. 

These  protests  of  outraged  justice  did  not  come  merely 
from  one  element  or  group  of  our  citizens  but  from  all  alike — 
employer  and  employee,  organized  labor  and  unorganized, 
press,  and  puLllc. 

Polls  of  public  opinion  revealed  that  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority of  the  people  were  demanding  amendment  or  repeal, 
and  the  press  of  the  country  was  practically  unanimous  in 
urgently  appealing  to  Congress  to  review  and  revise  the 
law. 

The  original  sponsor  of  the  act,  the  American  Pederatiorx 
of  Labor,  was  loud  in  Its  protestations  and  forceful  in  Its 
appeals  to  Congress. 

The  report  of  the  executive  council  of  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  unanimously  adopted  by  the  fifty-eighth  an- 
nual convention  at  Houston.  Tex.,  in  1938.  declared  that 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  "had  administered  the 
act  contrary  to  its  letter,  spirit,  and  ptirpose." 

This  great  labor  organization,  comprised  of  more  than 
4.000.000  members,  did  not  conchide  its  endeavors  with  the 
mere  adoption  of  a  report  and  resolution.  It  offered  some- 
thing constructive  to  remedy  the  wrong.  It  proposed  and 
strenuously  advocated  amendments  to  the  act.  favorable  to 
both  employer  and  emplo3^e.  and  demanded  the  creation  of 
a  new  board.  It  assigned  to  its  president  the  task  of  In- 
forming the  public  of  the  misconduct  and  maladministration 
of  the  Board,  necessitating  a  change  of  Its  personnel  as  well 
as  amendment  of  the  act. 

In  accord  with  that  assignment.  William  Green.  Its  able 
and  worthy  president,  has  waged  a  strenuous  fight  for  the 
accomplishment  of  the  desired  results,  and  only  yesterday 
he  wired  every  Congressman  to  support  this  rule. 

Because  of  his  comprehensive  discussion  of  the  entire  sub- 
ject in  a  few  well-chosen  words.  I  quote  from  a  radio  address 
by  Mr.  Green,  delivered  on  May  22,  1939.  over  the  Columbia 
Broadcasting  System,  the  following: 

The  American  Federation  of  Labor  Is  now  leading  a  Btruggle 
which  Is  of  direct  and  vital  importance  to  every  citizen  of  the 
United  States. 

We  have  asked  Congress  to  make  certain  changes  In  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act  and  we  are  rallying  all  our  forces  In 
support  of  these  amendments  because  we  are  convinced  that  their 
adoption  will  correct  present  injustices,  stabUlze  labor  relations 
In  Interstate  Industry,  and  help  bring  about  national  recovery 

As  a  d-mocratlc  American  institution,  the  American  Federation 
or  Labor  always  has  been  responsive  to  public  opinion  We  have 
done  our  utmost  to  merit  public  support  of  our  policies  We  be- 
lieve we  have  abundant  evidence  today  that  the  American  public 
overwhelmingly  supports  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  in  Ita 
efforts  to  guarantee  fair  play  in  the  administraUon  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act. 

That  is  all  we  ask— fair  play.  That  is  all  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  ever  was  Intended  to  accomplish— fair  play.  That 
i^nL  .*  M^*  National  Labor  Relations  Board  has  disgracefully 
fal.ed  to  live  up  to  in  administering  the  actr-the  principle  of  fair 
play. 

••••••• 

Remember  that  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  was  the  orle- 
Inal  sponsor  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  We  nurturwl 
it  and  fought  for  it  and  succeeded  in  getting  it  enacted.     We  be- 

.iri  ^^^J°  *"  principles  and  we  are  Just  as  wholeheartedly  com- 
mitted to  tliem  now.     All  the  law  set  out  to  do  was  to  esUbUsh  a 
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basis  of  ralr  i^y  tn  lndvu>trlal  reUtlona  between  employers  and 
their  workers.  It  was  expected  that  fair  pLty  would  create  good 
win.  that  peaceful  negotiations  would  be  substituted  for  costly 
strikes,  and  that  the  free  flow  of  interstate  commeroe  wotikl  no 
longer  be  seriously  interrupted  by  labor  trout>les. 

It  hasn't  worked  out  that  way  and  the  responsibility  lies  squarely 
with  the  Labor  Board     •     •     •. 

The  present  situation  Is  80  Bcrlous  that  the  American  IPederatlon 
of  Labor  believes  it  m\ist  be  remedied  at  once.  We  have  asked 
Congress  to  do  so  by  abtdisbing  the  present  Board  and  establishing 
a  new  Federal  Labor  Board  of  five  members.  Only  In  this  way 
can  the  Nation  obtain  the  necessary  house  cleaning  of  a  bureau 
which  has  wandered  far  afield  from  its  original  fiinctlons. 

We  should  not  stop  there.  We  hope  and  trust  that  a  new  Board 
will  not  dupUcate  the  mistakes  of  the  present  one.  But  we  must 
make  certain  that  the  wide  discretionary  powers  vested  In  the 
Board  will  not  be  abused  in  the  future.  Therefore,  In  order  to 
MBOre  fair  play,  we  have  asked  Congress  to  write  into  the  law  the 
rules  of  the  game,  rules  that  will  apply  to  aU  and  guarantee  every 
party  equal  justice  under  the  law. 

•  •••••• 

Now,  let  us  see  just  who  these  people  are  who  protest  so  vehe- 
mently that  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  is  sacred  and  that 
not  even  one  of  Its  precious  semicolons  must  be  dlst\irbed.  First 
ic  the  line-up  we  find  the  Lat>or  Board  Itself,  a  group  of  bureau- 
crats bitterly  opposed  to  siirrendering  any  part  of  their  power. 
Second  in  line  stands  the  C.  I.  O..  frantically  trying  at  any  cost 
to  keep  Intact  the  favored  treatment  it  now  enjo3r8  from  the 
Labor  Board.  And.  finally,  we  find  lurking  in  the  rear,  but  beat- 
ing the  drum  even  louder  than  the  rest,  the  ComnMinist  Party. 

The  American  public  wUl  Judge  these  warriors  in  a  common  cause 
by  their  motives  and  by  the  company  they  keep. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  last  paragraph,  just  quoted,  pointedly 
answers  the  question  I  now  desire  to  emphasize. 

What  organizations  or  groups  are  opposing  this  rule  and 
the  consideration  of  the  proposed  sunendments? 

On  April  15.  last,  the  Ohio  Congressmen  were  subjected 
to  a  lobby  by  75  C.  I.  O.  members,  who  had  journeyed  from 
Ohio  to  Washington,  headed  by  one  Ted  P.  Silvey,  secretary- 
treasurer  of  the  Ohio  C.  L  O.  coimcil.  On  the  same  day  or 
at  about  the  same  time  other  State  delegations  likewise 
called  upon  their  Congressmen. 

"Die  real  object  of  these  visits  was  obvious,  namely,  to 
prevent  this  Congress  taking  action  to  amend  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  by  attempting  to  bulldoze,  intimidate 
and  coerce  the  Members  of  Congress. 

Following  this  demonstration  of  alleged  political  strength. 
In  addition  to  several  telephone  calls  from  the  leader,  Silvey. 
I  received  from  him  and  the  C.  I.  O.  these  letters  and  tele- 
grams which  I  shall  place  in  the  Rccord  for  your  edification 
and  delectation.  For  sheer  brazen  effrontery  they  cap  the 
climax.  They  even  go  so  far  as  to  state  in  a  letter  that  was 
forwarded  to  all  Members  of  the  House  that  the  head  of 
our  Labor  Committee  is  opposed  to  any  and  all  amendments, 
including  the  Norton  amendments. 

Mr.  Speaker.  In  my  remarks  thus  far — necessarily  brief — 
I  have  confined  my  quotations  to  those  who  actually  or  al- 
legedly are  representatives  of  American  labor. 

I  have  refrained  from  presenting  the  views  of  industry 
and  employer  organizations  directly  affected  by  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  and  its  administration,  for  those  of 
outraged  labor  arc  all  sufficient. 

The  demand  today  for  a  new  Board  and  remedial  amend- 
ments to  the  act  Is  no  less  formidable  than  it  was  a  year 
ago.  resulting  in  the  appointment  of  an  investigating  com- 
mittee. Due  to  the  turn  of  events  In  Europe  a  far  greater 
necessity  to  amend  the  act  exists  today. 

Heretofore,  the  maladministration  of  the  act  merely  re- 
tarded our  national  economic  recovery.  With  the  C.  I.  O. 
strike  in  Kearny.  N.  J^  as  a  timely  warning  of  what  may 
follow.  It  Is  Imperative  that  the  unholy  t  llianoe  between  the 
N.  L.  R.  B.  and  C.  I.  O.,  both  infested  '  ith  and  Infiuenced 
by  Commimists.  be  completely  and  permanently  obliterated. 

Need  I  do  more  at  this  time  than  remind  you  that  the 
evidence  of  our  hearings  shows  that  two  members  of  the 
Board  firmly  believe  In  and  have  repeatedly  attempted  to 
justify  sit-down  strikes:  that  one  of  these  two  Board  mem- 
bers— Smith — is  on  entirely  too  friendly  terms  with  that 
radical  alien.  Harry  Bridges,  who  openly  advocates  the 
tying-up  of  transportation  as  the  effective  means  of  sabotag- 
ing industry;  that  these  same  two  Board  members.  Madden 
and  Smith,  have  taken  orders  from  said  Bridges  In  the  assign- 


ment of  staff  members  to  cases  in  which  Bridges  was  inter- 
ested; that  these  same  two  Board  members  work  hand-ln- 
glove  with  the  C.  I.  O.  and  are  under  the  constant  and 
complete  domination  of  John  L.  Lewis;  that  the  Board,  either 
unanimously  or  by  a  majority  vote,  has  flaimted  and  defied 
this  Congress,  both  House  and  Senate,  and  retained  as  its 
counselor  and  chief  adviser,  David  Saposs? 

Adopt  this  rule,  my  colleagues,  and  we  shall  have  more 
time  in  wlilch  to  dte  evidence  adduced  at  our  hearings  which 
you  should  know  In  order  to  intelligently  determine  whether 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  needs  amendment. 

Your  Investigating  committee  was  charged  with  the  duty 
of  reporting  not  only  the  results  of  its  investigation  but  of 
submitting  amendments.  May  I  read  to  you  two  paragraphs 
of  the  resolution  which  you  adopted  last  July? 

Whether  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  has  been  fair  and 
impartial  in  its  conduct,  In  its  decisions,  in  its  interpretation  of 
the  law,  and  in  its  dealings  t>etween  different  labor  organizations 
and  its  dealings  between  employer  and  employee. 

What  amendments,  if  any,  are  dealrable  to  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  in  order  to  more  effectively  carry  out  the  intent  of 
Congress,  bring  about  lietter  relations  t>etween  labor  unions  and 
between  employer  and  employee,  and  wtiat  changes,  if  any,  are  de- 
sirable in  the  personnel  of  those  charged  witli  the  administration 
of  said  law. 

In  the  light  of  these  paragraphs,  you  will  note  that  the 
majority  of  your  five -member  committee — the  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  Judge  Smith:  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 
Mr.  Halleck;  and  myself — in  submitting  the  proposed 
amendments  have  therefore  complied  with  the  duties  specifi- 
cally enjoined  by  this  House. 

Not  only  that,  but  your  special  investigating  committee  has 
won  the  approval  of  all  fair-minded  people  and  the  commen- 
dation of  the  press  for  the  fair,  forthright,  and  judicial  con- 
duct of  Its  hearings. 

It  would  be  sheer  travesty  for  this  House  to  reverse  its 
action  of  July  20.  1939,  and  at  this  time  of  even  greater  need 
to  refuse  to  adopt  the  rule  and  grant  to  us.  the  majority 
members  of  the  committee,  the  opportunity  to  prove  our  case. 

I  append  hereto  as  part  of  my  remarks  the  letters  and  tele- 
grams from  the  C.  I.  O.  referred  to.  and  Uie  telegram  from 
William  Green,  president  of   the  American  Federation  of 

Labor. 

Ohio  C.  I.  O.  Cottnctl, 
Colunilma.  AprU  17.  1940. 
Hakrt  N  RoTrrrowN. 

Congressman,  Third  Ohio  District.  House  Office  Building,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Rotttzohn:  Monday  morning  when  you  and  I  disputed 
the  validity  of  efforts  of  a  few  t<^  officers  of  the  Amerlcsm  Federation 
of  Labor  to  amend  the  Wagner  Act  I  asserted  vigorously  to  you  that 
such  action  did  not  arise  from  the  wishes  of  members  of  that  organi- 
zation. The  necessity  to  hurry  along  to  conclvide  our  meeting 
caused  me  to  overlook  telUng  you  of  the  recent  primary  results  in 
the  State  of  Nebraska. 

Senator  Edward  R.  Bttrkk  Is  one  of  the  noisiest  opponents  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act  in  past  and  present  sesBlons  of  this 
Congress.  Alle^dly  he  represent*  the  wishes  of  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor.  Actually  he  does  not.  Despite  what  a  small 
clique  of  natlontd  officers  may  have  said,  the  working  members  of 
that  organization  in  Nebraska,  along  with  memberE  of  the  C.  I.  O. 
and  raUroad  brotherhoods  and  the  citizenry,  expressed  tttelr  opinions 
otherwise. 

Mr.  Buucr  will  not  be  In  another  Congress. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Ted  F.  SiLvrr, 
Secretary-Treasurer,  Ohio  C.  t.  O.  Covneil. 

Ohio  C.  I.  O.  Coxnfcn., 
Columbus.  AprU  12,  1940. 
Habbt  N.  Rotttzohw, 

Congressmen.   Third   Ohio  District,  House  of  Representatives 

Office  Building.  Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Routzohn:  Last  Monday  morning  I  appeared  before 

you  In  Waahlngton  with  a  delegation  of  Ohio  labor  union  ofBcera 

from    every    part    of    the    State    to    oppose    amendments    to    the 

National  Labor  Relations  Act. 

Stnoe  then  the  Labor  Board  has  completed  the  woilc  of  collective 
bargaining  elections  In  the  00  American  plants  of  the  General 
Motcffs  Corporatiom.  The  C.  I.  O.  Industrial  union  victory  over 
the  A.  F.  of  L.  craft  unions  had  been  everywhere  conceded,  but 
the  tremendous  preference  for  the  C.  I.  O.  was  a  dramatic  result. 
However,  the  thing  I  would  emphaslae  to  you  as  a  further  argu- 
ment against  any  present  amendmenta  to  ttie  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act  waa  the  very  small  number  of  "no  union"  TOtea. 


«««^  „^»  .*..w  ^^  *^..uxxa«  ,uic  wuuiu  uciiruy  uiai  nave  oeen   •   mitted  to  them  now.     All  the  law  set  ouT  to  do  wm  to  ^stebUsh  a 


and  Smith,  have  taken  orders  from  said  Bridges  In  the  assign-      tiom  Act  was  tbe  very  small  number  of  "no  union"  votea. 
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Tbere  were  135.000  votes  to  ca»t.  More  than  125.000  were  voted. 
The  ballot  was  as  secret  as  your  own  precinct  on  election  day. 
Only  13.919  General  Motors  workers  voted  "no  union."  Over 
113.000  voted  for  union  representation,  for  the  C.  I.  O..  by  an 
overwhelming  majority  in  49  plants,  and  for  a  number  of  other 
organisations  in  6  plants. 

This  result  pretty  effectively  gives  the  He  to  assertions  of  dally 
newspapers  and  antllabor  officeholders  that  workers  would  not 
Jem  unions  unless  they  were  forced  Into  them  by  aggressive,  self- 
seeking  oOean. 

Oeneral  Motors  workers  are  proud  that  they  can  peacefully  and 
without  coercion  express  their  choice  of  union  organization — 
whatever  their  preference  may  be.  In  my  opinion  the  large  ntim- 
ber  of  ballots  cast  In  proportion  to  the  total  eligible  voters  was 
significant  In  this  election  year. 

This  esUbllshes  for  us  a  goal — that  we  may  get  out  to  the  polls 
In  the  general  elections  next  November  as  large  a  percentage  of 
the  eligible  voters. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Ted  F.  Sn.vrT, 

I  Secretary-Treasurer ,  Ohio  C.  I.  O.  Council. 

Ck>LnMBus,  Ohio.  April  30,  1940. 
Congressman  Habbt  Rot7T7,oHif 

Hou»e  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Insist  you  vote  to  defeat  rule  on  amendments  to  National 
Labor  Relations  Act.  Mary  Norton  Is  against  her  own  bill.  No 
friend  of  labor  can  be  for  the  Smith  amendments.  You  know 
your  A.  P  of  L.  constituents  are  urging  that  the  act  be  left 
alone  If  they  are  addressing  you  at  all.  Consider  situation  Senator 
fitnuu  finds  himself  after  his  vicious  assault  of  the  Labor  Act. 
Leave  the  Wagner  Act  alone. 

To  p.  Silvxt. 
i  Secretary -Treasurer.  Ohio  C.  I.  O.  Council. 


Columbus,  Ohio,  May  1,  1940. 
Congressman  H.uiiit  RoimtoHN. 

Hou9e  Office  Building.  Washington.  D.  C: 
No   part   of   my   telegram   of   yesterday   should   be   construed   to 
mean  anything  except  our  strong  feeling  that  the  Latxir  Relations 
Act  should   be  left  untouched.     Amendments  proposed   are  calcu- 
lated not  to  Improve  but  to  destroy  It.     Vote  against  all  amend- 

TED     p.     Stl-VET. 

Secretary-Treasurer,  Ohio  C.  I.  O.  Council. 


Concuss  or  iNDtrsTRi.^L  Organizations. 

Washington,    D.    C. 

Mrs.  Mast  T.  Nobton.  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Labor,  has  declared.  In  a  letter  to  an  alBllate  of  the  Congress  of 
Industrial  Organizations,  that  "no  amendments  should  be  passed 
this  year  to  the   National  Labor  Relations  Act." 

Mrs.  NosTON  made  this  statement  In  reply  to  a  letter  from  Miss 
Margaret  Wallace,  executive  secretary.  District  of  Columbia  Coun- 
cil. United  Federal  Workers  of  America,  in  which  the  organiza- 
tion's opposition  to  the  Norton  and  Smith  amendments  was  ex- 
pressed.   The  letter  follows  in  full: 

"Mt  Deab  Miss  Waixack:  This  will  acknowledge  receipt  of  your 
letter  of  April  20  with  attached  copy  of  a  resolution  adopted  by  your 
organization  opposing  H.  R.  9195.  the  Norton  bill,  and  H.  R.  8813,  the 
Smith  bill,  to  amend  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 

"As  chairman  of  the  conunittee.  all  committee  bills  bear  my 
name.  This  Is  the  usual  procedure  In  all  committees!  However, 
I  am  entirely  In  accord  with  you  that  no  amendments  should  be 
passed  this  year  to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  I  shall 
take  this  position  on  the  floor  when  the  rule  comes  before  us. 
The  only  way  all  amendments  can  be  defeated  Is  to  vote  down 
the  rule  when  It  comes  up  for  adoption. 

"Thank  you  for  letting  me  know  the  views  of  your  organization 
"Sincerely. 

,  "Mast  T.  Norton." 


Washington.  D.  C,  June  3.  1940. 
Raut  N    ROTmORN, 

Member.  House  o/  Representatives.  Washington.  D.  C: 
I  earnestly  appeal  to  you  and  all  our  friends  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
■enUtlves  to  support  a  rule  which  will  make  possible  the  adoption 
of  amendments  to  the  Labor  Relations  Act.  Constructive  amend- 
ments are  highly  necessary  and  greatly  desired  by  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor.     We  will  greatly  appreciate  yoxir  support. 

Wm.  Green. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Barton]. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  voted  again:>t 
the  Smith  resolution  for  setting  up  a  special  investigating 
committee  for  two  reasons:  First,  because  I  felt  that  it  was 
an  unmerited  reflection  upon  the  intelligence  and  good  faith 
of  the  Labor  Committee,  of  which  I  am  a  member,  and.  second, 
because  as  far  as  I  persoiudly  was  concerned  as  a  Member  of 


the  House  I  did  not  feel  that  I  needed  any  more  Information 
to  enable  me  to  act  intelligently  in  respect  to  the  Labor  Board. 
I  felt  then  as  I  feel  now,  that  the  one  amendment  that  is  nec- 
essary in  this  case  is  to  abolish  this  Board  and  set  up  an 
entirely  new  Board  in  its  place.  [Applause.]  I  believe  that 
if  that  single  amendment  could  be  adopted  most,  if  not  all,  of 
the  criticism,  abuse,  and  scandal  which  has  attended  the 
administration  of  this  act  would  disappear  overnight. 

In  saying  this  and  in  sajrlng  that  I  propose  to  support  this 
rule  and  to  support  that  amendment  if  opportunity  arises.  I 
think  I  am  speaking  as  a  real  friend  of  labor.  I  bslieve  that 
those  self -professed  friends  of  labor  who  stand  against  any 
amendment  or  any  improvement  in  lalwr  legislation  or  its 
administration  are  making  the  same  mistake  that  was  made 
by  those  who  stood  against  any  regulation  and  reform  of 
finance  and  industry  and  believed  that  by  so  doing  they  were 
being  friends  to  the  capitalistic  ssrstem.  Time  has  proved 
that  they  were  very  unwise  friends.  I  believe  that  whenever 
defects  or  abuses  develop  in  labor  legislation  or  its  administra- 
tion the  Congress  ought  promptly  to  correct  those  defects  or 
abuses,  and  that  in  proceeding  in  that  fashion  It  is  being  in 
the  truest  sense  a  friend  to  organized  labor.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  1 3^eld  3  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Healey]. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  had  the  honor  to 
serve  on  the  special  committee  investigating  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Beard.  The  committee  spent  many  weeks 
in  the  conduct  of  this  investigation.  We  have  a  voluminous 
record  of  the  proceedings.  But  during  all  that  time  the 
eminent  counsel  for  the  committee,  an  astute  and  brilliant 
gentleman,  consumed  all  the  time  delving  at  great  length 
Into  scattered  and  unrelated  Instances  of  alleged  indiscre- 
tions on  the  part  of  employees  of  the  Board. 

We  were  commissioned  by  the  Congress  to  make  a  thor- 
ough and  well-rounded  investigation  and  study  of  some  of 
the  substantial  problems  and  issues  that  confronted  this 
Board  in  administering  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 
But  the  committee  had  not  even  skimmed  the  surface  of  the 
important  problems  involved  when  hearings  were  abruptly 
suspended,  and  there  were  presented  to  the  committee  some 
18  or  19  amendments  which  went  to  the  basic  principles 
and  fundamentals  of  this  act.  These  amendments  were  not 
founded  on  evidence  adduced  at  those  hearings,  and  they 
must  have  been  preconceived  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
Introduced  them,  because  there  is  a  total  lack  of  substantial 
evidence  of  record  on  which  the  committee  action  could  be 
based. 

The  distinguished  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Routzohn] 
has  stated  that  Mr.  Green,  president  of  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor,  has  telegraphed  Members  of  Congress  to 
vote  for  this  rule,  because  he  believes  there  should  be  some 
changes  in  this  act.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  gentleman,  and  I 
challenge  anyone  to  disprove  this  statement,  that  after  the 
Smith  committee  had  submitted  its  preliminary  report,  after 
the  Smith  committee  had  drawn  the  amendments  which  it 
submitted  to  the  Congress.  Mr.  Green  and  Mr.  Lewis  and 
every  labor  organization  in  this  country  undeniably,  un- 
qualifiedly, and  categorically  opposed  the  Smith  amend- 
ments.    [Applause.] 

Every  man  who  works  in  overalls,  every  man  who  works 
by  the  sweat  of  his  brow,  the  toil  of  his  mind  and  body,  is 
opposed  to  the  Smith  amendments  because  they  are  emas- 
culatory  of  the  great  biU  of  labor's  rights,  this  Magna 
Carta,  that  the  Congress  wrote  In  1935  for  the  protection  of 
labor.  The  Smith  amendments  will  destroy  those  guaran- 
ties; the  Smith  amendments  will  destroy  that  act.  and  labor 
is  intelligent  enough  to  know  that  these  amendments,  harm- 
less as  they  may  appear  and  as  innociious  as  they  may  seem, 
are  destructive  of  the  very  basic  elements  of  that  act  which 
Congress  wrote  to  protect  the  rights  of  labor.     [Applause  ] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Labor  Committee,  the  gentlewoman  from 
New  Jersey  [Mrs.  Norton]. 
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Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  I^)eaker.  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Cox]  charged  many  things  in  his  denunciation.  He 
could  have  summed  up  his  charges  by  sasring.  "I  charge  that 
the  Wagner  Act  should  be  repealed."  He  would  have  saved 
ft  lot  of  time,  for  certainly  all  of  his  remarks  Indicate,  and 
It  must  be  clear  to  the  House,  that  he  is  opposed  to  every- 
thing contained  In  the  act  and  hopes  that  in  repealing  the 
Wagner  Act  the  rights  of  labor  would  be  destroyed. 

Mr.  Speaker,  my  purpose  In  addressing  the  House  is  to 
protest  this  resolution  and  to  ask  the  Members  of  the  House 
to  vote  it  down.  Tiie  most  important  question  before  us,  as 
I  see  it,  is  whether  or  not  the  Committee  on  Rules  is  to 
dominate  and  govern  the  actions  of  a  standing  committee  of 
the  House.  The  Committee  on  Rules  apparently  has  the 
authority  to  report  a  rule  making  any  bill  which  has  been 
introduced  in  the  House  in  order  without  even  committee 
consideration.  Such  a  policy,  if  continued,  would  not  only 
lead  to  confusion  but  would  destroy  order^  procediu'e  and 
render  the  standing  committees  of  the  House  lumecessary 
and  useless. 

TO  serve  the  selfish  interests  of  certain  antllabor  mem- 
bers of  the  Rules  Committee  a  rule  la  rei)orted  on  H.  R. 
9195,  the  committee  bill,  making  in  order  a  l3ill  never  re- 
ported by  the  Labor  Committee,  and  using  H.  R.  9195  as  a 
vehicle  to  present  the  Smith  bill  to  the  House;  and  they 
never  could  have  gotten  It  before  the  House  in  any  other 
way.  I  am  unalterably  op^xised  to  such  procedure  and  I 
protest  the  obvious  insult  to  the  Labor  Committee. 

The  great  difference  between  the  Labor  Committee  bill  and 
the  Smith  bill  is  that  the  committee  bill  protects  labor  and 
the  rights  of  8.500.000  organized  workers  in  this  country.  It 
protects  the  rights  of  all  of  those  workers,  particularly  in 
their  right  to  bargain  collectively.  Bear  that  in  mind!  It 
also  corrects  a  few  defects  in  the  law  and  enlarges  the  mem- 
bership of  the  Board.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Smith  bill — 
and  I  say  this  most  emi^iatically — is  an  employer  bill — de- 
signed to  take  the  heart  out  of  the  Wagner  Act  and  render 
the  workers  of  the  country  helpless. 

If  the  Members  are  interested  enough  to  examine  the  labor 
record  of  the  majority  members  of  the  Smith  committee — and 
I  hope  you  will  do  so — you  will  find  an  answer  to  why  this 
imusual  rule  was  reported.  Their  labor  record  is  one  of 
consistent  opposition  to  any  bill  to  benefit  labor.  They  are 
absolutely  opposed  to  giving  the  workers  of  the  country  even 
a  fair  break.  [Applause.]  I  wish  to  call  attention  at  the 
same  time  to  the  fact  that  the  minority  report,  written  by 
men  who  have  always  been  friends  of  labor.  Is  a  report  that 
the  Members  of  the  House  should  examine  with  very  great 
care.  In  this  report  they  will  find  an  answer  to  every  charge 
in  the  majority  report. 

I  appeal  to  you.  I  beg  of  you,  to  vote  down  this  rule.  It 
has  been  said  that  if  we  do  this  you  will  have  no  consideration 
of  amendments  to  the  Wagner  law.  I  say  that  is  not  so.  If 
this  rule  is  voted  down,  opportimlty  will  be  afforded  to  bring 
up  the  Labor  Committee  bill.  No  real  friend  of  labor  can 
justify  his  vote  for  this  rule.  I  appeal  to  the  Members  of  the 
House  to  vote  down  this  vicious  rule.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  felLl 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  fMr.  Seccx)Mbe]. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  somewhat  amaised  at 
the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath] 
when  he  asked  that  we  vote  down  this  forced  rule  today.  This 
is  not  a  forced  rule,  this  Is  a  most  welcome  rule.  This  rule  is 
not  in  opposition  to  labor.  I  come  from  the  ranks  of  labor, 
and  I  am  glad  to  join  with  them  today  In  support  of  this  rule, 
and  a  vote  in  favor  of  the  rule  has  the  support  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor. 

Before  coming  to  Congress  I  was  the  mayor  of  a  thriving 
industrial  community,  and  had  the  unpleasant  exi)erlence  of 
having  the  Governor  of  my  State  send  in  troops  to  help  main- 
tain law  and  order  during  strike  trouble.  After  that  experi- 
ence I  had  the  imfortimate  experience  of  having  some  deal- 
ings with  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board,  and  I  charge 


them  with  causing  more  dissension  between  labor  and  Indus- 
try than  any  other  board  or  agency  that  ever  existed  in  this 
great  country. 

I  think  we  face  no  greater  problem  today  aside  from  na- 
tional-defense legislation  than  our  experiences  of  5  long  years 
where  the  administration  of  tht«;  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  has  acted  as  the  judge,  prosecutor,  and  jury,  and  now 
is  the  time  for  us  to  face  this  issue  courageously  and  fear- 
lessly. I  do  not  say  that  all  of  the  Smith  amendments  are 
perfect  in  their  entirety,  but  I  do  say  that  certainly  some  of 
them  are  of  grave  necessity  and  should  be  adopted.  What  I 
want  is  justice  and  fairness,  and  I  ask  you  to  support  this 
rule  so  we  can  hear  the  facts  of  the  Smith  Investigating  com- 
mittee— then  we  can  know  better  how  to  vote.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  WklchI. 

Mr.  WELCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  the  second  rule,  within 
recent  weeks,  dealing  with  labor  legislation,  which  estal> 
lishes  precedent  inasmuch  as  It  not  only  permits  considera- 
tion of  two  bills — ^BL  R.  9195,  known  as  the  Norton  bill,  and 
H.  R.  8813,  known  as  the  Smith  bill — pertaining  to  the  Na- 
tional I^bor  Relations  Act,  but  It  goes  still  further.  The 
rule  ];nt)vides  for  4  hotirs  of  general  debate — 1  hour  to  be 
controlled  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  1  hour  to  be 
controlled  by  the  ranking  minority  member  and  2  hours  to 
he  given  to  the  sponsor  of  H.  R.  8813. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  contemptible  rule  gives  one-half  of  the 
time  to  the  sponsor  of  H.  R.  8813,  which  bill  never  at  any 
time  has  been  considered  by  the  Committee  oo  Labor.  This 
is  a  refiection  on  a  hard-working,  conscientious  legislative 
committee  of  this  House.  As  the  ranking  minority  member 
I  resent  this  procedure  and  will  not  participate  in  the  con- 
sideration of  legislation  imder  such  an  unjust  and  degrading 
rule.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  IMr.  Martin  J.  Kenwedy]. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker  and  Members 
of  the  House,  I  am  opposed,  and  I  Intend  to  vote  against. 
House  Resolution  465  which,  if  adopted,  will  make  in  order 
the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9195.  This  rtile  provides  that 
after  the  reading  of  the  first  section  of  H.  R.  9195,  it  shall 
be  in  order  to  move  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert  as  a  substitute  the  text  of  the  bill  H.  R.  8813. 
This  substitute  bill  was  introduced  by  Representative  Smith 
of  Virginia,  and  is  entitled  "A  bill  to  amend  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act." 

It  is  regrettable  that  only  1  hour  is  allowed  to  debate  this 
rule,  but  I  deeply  appreciate  even  this  limited  opportimlty  to 
express  my  views  In  opposition  to  the  proposed  rule.  I  feel 
sure  that  I  am  voicing  the  sentiments  of  the  entire  New  York 
delegation  in  the  House  when  I  say  that  the  passage  of  the 
Smith  bill  will  be  a  death  blow  to  labor's  "Magna  Carta" 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  I  propose  to  vote  against 
this  rule,  and  I  am  going  to  vote  against  it  because  I  believe 
Its  passage  will  open  the  door  to  amendments  to  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  that  are  uimecessary  and  would  be  most 
harmful.  I  believe,  ovemii^t.  the  President  could  correct 
all  of  the  evils  that  are  the  basis  for  this  pror>06ed  legislation. 
Most  of  the  complaints  result  from  the  conduct  of  individual 
N.  L.  R.  B.  employees.  As  a  Democrat.  I  have  no  apology  for 
them.  I  do  not  know  how  they  were  selected  for  their  posi- 
tions or  by  whom  they  were  selected-  Many  of  them  are  not 
Democrats.  I  wish  my  Republican  colleagues  would  realise 
that  a  man's  politics  has  no  bearing  in  the  filling  of  positions 
in  this  administration.  He  is  selected  solely  on  merit  and 
ability.  I  think  we  can  accomplish,  by  administrative  proc- 
esses, all  that  is  proposed  in  this  bill.  It  is  possible  to  correct 
the  admitted  defects  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act,  and 
by  so  dctog  make  the  act  in  fact  as  well  as  in  spirit  the  "Bill 
of  Rights"  ol  labor.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell] 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  mei^  here  today  to  pass  upon  this  rule, 
and  in  contemplation  ol  Jie  condition  which  exists  in  the 
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country  and  throughout  the  world,  I  say  to  you  It  Is  highly 
Important  business. 

In  considering  this  we  should  constantly  keep  in  mind  that 
the  so-called  Labor  Act  was  enacted  In  1935,  and,  funda- 
mentally, it  means  simply  this.  We  have  written  into  the 
statute  a  guaranty  of  the  right  of  employees  to  organize  and 
bargain  collectively  through  representatives  of  their  own 
choosing.    Now.  let  us  not  get  away  from  that. 

There  are  very  few,  if  any.  people  in  this  country  who  seek 
the  destruction  of  that  act  or  of  the  principle  for  which  it 
stands.  Certainly,  I  do  not  stand  for  any  such  action,  and 
as  a  Member  of  the  House  I  shall  vigorously  oppose  any 
amendment  offered  here  that  might  be  calculated  to  destroy 
the  fundamental  ^purposes  and  objects  of  the  statute.  We 
must  remember,  however,  that  this  was  pioneering  legisla- 
tion.   It  set  a  precedent  In  governmental  actioi^ 

During  the  5  years  that  the  act  has  been  in  operation,  we 
have  seen  imperfections  develop,  imperfections  in  admin- 
istration and  imperfections  in  the  very  law  itself.  Our  ex- 
perience has  indicated  that  some  changes  should  be  made. 
Why.  let  me  call  to  your  attention  the  fact  that  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act  was  put  on  the  b6oks  of  this  country 
over  50  years  ago.  but  it  has  l)een  repeatedly  changed  to 
make  it  more  worlcable.  to  make  it  more  nearly  in  line  with 
the  objectives  which  It  was  originally  intended  to  reach. 

The  demand  for  the  amendment  of  this  act  is  general.  As 
has  been  pointed  out,  it  is  not  a  matter  of  employers  on  one 
side  andjemployees  on  the  other.  As  a  matter  of  fact  some 
of  the  most  insistent  demands  for  changes  in  tills  act  have 
come  from  one  of  the  great  organizations  of  lalx)r.  The  most 
recent  demand  came  to  you  people  yesterday,  and  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Smith  bill  let  me  say  that  no  one  I  know  of  is 
wedded  to  every  line  or  every  paragraph  of  any  bill.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  are  amendments  included  in  that  bill 
that  are  also  included  in  the  bill  reported  by  the  Labor  Com- 
mittee. There  are  amendments  In  there,  such  as  the  free- 
speech  amendment  and  the  right  of  employers  to  petition 
^or  elections  when  they  are  caught  in  the  midst  of  conflicting 
organizations,  that  have  been  approved  by  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  for  years.  Leaders  of  t>oth  latwr  organiza- 
tions have  in  the  past  expressed  dissatisfaction  with  the  ad- 
jnlnistration  of  the  labor  act. 

Tliere  have  been  hearings  not  only  by  the  Smith  committee 
but  by  the  Labor  Committee.  The  Labor  Committee  reported 
a  bill  that  is  made  in  order  in  this  rule,  which  adds  two 
memt)ers  to  the  Board. 

^n.  NORTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Not  now,  I  have  not  the  time.  The  provi- 
sion to  give  to  employers  the  right  to  petition  for  election  is 
in  tx)th  the  Norton  bill  and  the  Smith  bill,  and  also  a  provi- 
sion that  after  you  have  certification,  you  cannot  have  another 
election  for  1  year.  What  is  the  matter  with  that?  Insofar 
as  the  Norton  bill  seeks  to  add  two  members  to  the  Board.  I 
say  that  it  recognizes  that  something  is  the  matter  and  some- 
thing should  be  done. 

This  rule  is  open  and  fair.  As  I  understand  it,  the  time 
will  be  divided,  half  to  the  people  who  are  opposed  to  the 
amendments  and  half  to  the  people  who  favor  the  amend- 
ments. Either  bill  can  be  used  as  a  vehicle  on  which  the 
House  will  operate.  The  House  can  take  any  of  these  pro- 
posals, or  leave  them. 

I  heard  my  good  friend  from  New  York  argue  that  he  was 
not  going  to  vote  for  this  rule,  if  I  understood  him  correctly, 
becau^  it  might  open  the  door  for  some  amendments  to 
this  act  that  would  be  undesirable  or  improper.  That  has 
been  the  argument  of  a  great  many  people  against  amend- 
ment I  say  that  that  is  an  Indictment  against  the  House 
of  Representatives.  Talk  about  an  indictment  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor.  Why.  for  those  who  oppose  any  and  all 
amendments  to  argue  that  the  House  of  Representatives 
cannot  be  trusted  to  pass  upon  this  great  question  is  to  my 
mind  to  write  an  indictment  of  our  system  of  representative 
government,  to  which  I  do  not  subscribe.  I  say  that  the 
House  must  be  trusted  with  this  iM^lem.  Bring  the  bills  in 
here,  -lliey  are  subject  to  amendment,  and  let  the  House 


itself  pass  on  these  provisions  Item  by  Item,  one  by  one.  and 
when  the  House  has  spoken,  as  a  Meml)er  of  the  House,  or 
as  a  memt)er  of  the  Smith  committee,  I  shall  abide  by  that 
Judgment. 

Let  me  point  out  something  else.  It  has  been  suggested 
here,  and  I  believe  it  Is  true,  that  if  imi)erfections  develop 
in  tills  act  or  In  its  administration  or  if  there  are  Irritants 
in  the  act  or  in  the  administration  which  are  creating  the 
sentiment  that  clearly  exists  demanding  some  change  in  the 
act.  then,  is  it  not  better  that  these  irritants  be  taken  out  of 
the  act  and  out  of  the  administration  before  the  sentiment 
which  they  create  rises  to  such  proportions  as  to  uproot  the 
law  Itself?  I  say  that  a  true  friend  of  latwr  will  recognize 
that  situation  as  it  exists  and  will  support  legislative  action 
which  is  calculated  to  take  out  of  the  act  and  out  of  its  ad- 
ministration those  things  which  are  creating  an  overwhelm- 
ing sentiment  and  demand  throughout  the  country  that 
some  amendments  be  adopted. 

I  point  out  another  thing  to  you  In  connection  with  a 
number  of  these  proposals.  I  referred  a  moment  ago  to 
the  right  of  employers  to  force  an  election  when  they  are 
caught  in  the  middle  of  conflicting  claims  of  conflicting 
unions.  I  think  nearly  everybody  agrees  that  that  Is  about 
the  sort  of  thing  that  should  be  done.  Even  the  Labor 
Board  recognizes  that  in  principle,  because  sometime  ago 
the  Board  adopted  a  regulation  saying  that  employers  should 
have  the  right  to  such  petition.  Fortunately  or  unfortu- 
nately, however,  up  to  the  time  our  hearings  were  concluded, 
only  one  such  petition  had  been  granted.  And  let  me  ask 
you  this  question — if  that  is  a  proper  amendment,  and  I 
challenge  anyone  to  prove  that  it  is  not.  then  is  it  not  in- 
cumt)ent  upon  us.  charged  with  the  legislative  functions  of 
this  Government,  to  make  the  change  in  the  law  and  to 
set  up  the  standards,  set  up  the  outline  by  which  an  em- 
ployer can  petition  for  an  election? 

Mr.  SABATH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.     Not  Just  now. 

Mr.  SABATH.  The  gentleman  is  interested  from  the  em- 
ployers'  standpoint. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course.  I  fully  expected  something 
like  that  might  be  said.  If  my  being  for  such  an  amend- 
ment means  that  I  am  defending  the  cause  of  the  employer, 
then  I  say  make  the  best  of  it.  I  will  stand  on  it  [Ap- 
plause], because  it  is  fair  and  right. 

I  am  just  as  interested  in  protecting  the  fundamental 
rights  of  labor  under  this  law  as  are  any  of  you.  There 
are  many  things  that  have  been  asked  for  in  the  way  of 
amendments  that  have  not  been  put  into  any  of  these  bUls. 
Is  there  anything  in  the  Smith  bill  to  regulate  unionizing 
activities  of  employees?  That  has  been  demanded.  Is  there 
anjrthing  in  the  Smith  bill  that  would  provide  for  outlaw- 
ing the  closed  shop?  Is  there  anything  in  the  Smith  bill, 
as  has  been  requested  by  many,  which  would  provide  that 
after  a  contract  is  entered  into  under  the  functioning  of 
this  act  and  the  contract  is  breached  by  the  labor  organ- 
ization, its  rights  under  the  act  shall  be  forfeited?  No.  no: 
those  things  are  not  in  there.  Examine  the  amendments. 
That  is  what  I  ask. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  jrleld  myself  1  additional  minute.  Mr. 
Speaker. 

I  understand  that  anyone  can  be  criticized  for  his  attitude 
on  this  legislation.  Criticism  would  come  from  all  directions, 
and  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  when  I  started  on  It  I  was  firmly 
convinced  that  whatever  I  might  do  probably  would  not 
satisfy  anybody  but  I  have  tried  to  be  fair.  I  tried  to  satisfy 
myself,  and  that  has  been  a  pretty  big  Job.  I  do  not  say  that 
the  House  of  Representatives  should  adopt  all  of  these  pro- 
posals, but  I  do  say  there  are  certain  things  that  should  be 
done,  that  can  be  done  and  ought  to  be  done.  We  ought  to 
face  the  problem  before  us  with  courage  and  do  the  job  and 
do  it  properly.  After  all.  in  the  condition  in  which  the  world 
finds  itself  today,  this  great  country  of  ours,  relying  upon 
democraUc  processes  of  private  Initiative  and  private  enter- 
prise in  the  long  nm  for  its  continued  happiness,  prosperity 
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and  existence,  must  depend  upon  our  Internal  economic 
strength.  Pair  and  equitable  legislaUon  on  the  subject  before 
us  will  aid  us  in  that  direction.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  balance  of  the 
time  to  the  gentleman  fn«n  Utah  [Mr.  MurdockI. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  is  recognized  for  2 
minutes. 

-     Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  never  realized 
until  right  now  what  a  terrible  word  "minority"  is.    When  I 
joined  with  my  friend,  the  distinguished  Member  of  this  House 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Arthxj*  D.  Healey] 
in  writing  the  minority  report,  as  members  of  the  Special 
Committee  of  this  House  Investigating  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  and  Board,  the  fact  that  our  report  was  called 
the  minority  report  and  that  we  were  styled  the  "minority" 
of  the  committee,  did  not  mean  very  much  to  me.    There 
was  no  stigma  attached  to  the  word  "minority"  at  that  time, 
and  when  we  have  spoken  of  the  Republican  side  of  this 
House  as  the  "minority  side,"  I  have  never  felt  that  there 
was    anything   very   wrong   in    the   word   "minority."     But 
today.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  been  brought  to  a  full  realization 
of  what  this  terrible  word  really  means.    Under  our  great 
Constitution,  and  under  the  laws  of  the  Federal  Government 
and  the  laws  of  our  State  governments,  we  always  take  pride 
in  the  fact  that  the  minority  is  fully  protected:  that  they 
have  their  day  in  court;  that  they  have  full  opportunity  to 
express  themselves.    But  in  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
which  is  before  us  today,  I  find  that  at  least  the  minority  of  the 
Smith  committee,  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts   [Mr. 
HxALKT]  and  I.  are  certainly  not  protected  in  our  rights  to  pre- 
sent the  minority  views  on  this  resolution  and,  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  time  for  the  consideration  of  this  resolution,  we  are  all 
but  left  out  on  a  limb,  with  no  time  at  all.    On  the  other  hand, 
we  find  that  the  chairman  of  the  Smith  committee,  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia.  Hon.  Howard  W.  Smtth.  has  a  full  hour  at 
his  disposal.     On  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  we  find  the 
ranking  Republican  member  of  the  Smith  committee  ac- 
corded half  of  the  time  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Smtth]  ;  and  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck],  the 
ranking  Republican  member  of  the  Smith  committee,  gives 
to  the  other  Republican  member  of  the  Smith  committee, 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Routzohn],  10 
minutes'  time,  and  reserves  for  himself  another  10  minutes. 
The  honorable  gentleman  from  Georgia    [Mr.  Cox],  than 
whom  there  is  no  more  vicious  critic  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  and  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  In  the 
House,  is  given  10  minutes.    The  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Healey]  is  given  3  minutes,  and  I  have  been  given  2. 
Perhaps  this  Is  in  full  accord  with  fair  play.    Perhaps  this 
gives  full  and  complete  opportunity  for  the  minority  members 
of  the  Smith  committee  to  present  their  views,  but  it  Is 
rather  difficult  for  me,  with  my  brief  2  minutes,  to  arrive  at 
such  a  conclusion.    By  the  procedure  here  today,  the  meaning 
of  "minority"  is  emphasized  to  the  fullest  extent. 

It  seemed  to  me  that  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  was,  in  a  way.  apologizing  for  the 
Smith  amendments  when  he  said  he  was  not  wedded  to  each 
and  all  of  the  said  amendments.  But  if  I  understand  the 
majority  of  the  Smith  committee  correctly,  they  did  volumi- 
nously. In  detail,  emphatically  and  enthusiastically,  recom- 
mend in  the  report  of  the  committee  the  passage  by  this 
House,  of  each  and  all  of  the  Smith  amendments.  And, 
notwithstanding  what  I  have  inferred  to  be  an  apology  by 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck].  I  think  that 
the  majority  members  of  the  Smith  committee,  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith],  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Halleck].  and  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  RoutzohwI, 
must  take  the  position  that  they  are  here  today  asking  adop- 
tion of  this  rule  so  that  each  and  all  of  the  Smith  committee 
amendments  may  be  approved  and  adopted  by  this  House. 
The  gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Routzohn]  referred  to  a 
telegram  which  he  said  had  been  received  by  every  Member 
Of  this  House  today,  from  President  William  Green,  of  the 
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American  Federation  of  Labor,  which  telegram  he  read,  and 
which  telegram  requested  the  adoption  of  this  resolution. 
Notwithstanding  my  high  regard  for  President  Green,  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor.  I  find  it  rather  difficult  to 
harmonize  this  telegram  with  the  statement  Issued  by  Mr. 
Green  immediately  after  the  Smith  amendments  were  intro- 
duced In  this  House.  To  have  the  record  clear.  I  will  now 
read  the  statement  read  by  President  Green  at  that  time: 

T^e  amendmenta  offered  by  the  Smith  committee  as  a  whole 
sti-ike  to  a  destructive  way  at  vital  fundamental  principles  of 
the  Labor  Relations  Act.  The  American  Federation  of  Labor  has 
repeatedly  stated  and  emphasized  Ita  opposition  to  any  impairment 
of  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  Labor  Relations  Act  in  any 
way  whatsoever.  We  again  urge  and  insist  that  Its  principles  and 
Its  fundamentals  shall  be  preserved  and  protected.  The  Labor 
Relations  Act  still  remains  the  Magna  Charta  of  labor. 

The  statement  which  I  have  Just  read  to  you  is  clear-cut,  it 
is  simple,  and  it  is  emphatic.  I  read  again  the  first  sentence 
of  that  statement:  "The  amendments  offered  by  the  Smith 
committee  as  a  whole  strike  in  a  destructive  way  at  viUl, 
fundamental  principles  of  the  Labor  Relations  Act."  Has  Mr. 
Green  changed  his  mind  with  reference  to  the  Smith  amend- 
ments? Does  he  want  us  to  follow  his  statement  which  I  have 
just  quoted,  or  does  he  want  us  now  to  ignore  that  statement? 
Does  he  want  us  to  believe  that  he  was  insincere  in  making  it? 
Have  the  Smith  amendments  changed  in  any  way  since  he 
made  that  statement?  Are  they  any  less  destructive  today 
than  they  were  on  the  day  they  were  first  introduced?  No, 
Mr.  Speaker,  they  are  the  same  identical  amendments  which 
were  denounced  by  Mr.  Green  as  striking  In  a  destructive  way 
the  vital,  fundamental  principles  of  the  Labor  Relations  Act. 
When  he  made  that  statement  it  is  my  opinion  that  he  spoke 
for  the  rank  and  file  of  the  great  American  Federation  of 
Labor.  Unless  he  has  changed  his  mind  alwut  the  Smith 
amendments,  how  can  he  today  ask  this  great  body  to  adopt 
this  rule  which  will  afford  the  vehicle  and  the  means  of  pass- 
ing the  Smith  amendments,  which  he  denounced  as  "striking 
destructively  at  vital,  fundamental  principles  of  the  Labor 
Relations  Act?"  I  believed  with  him  when  he  made  his  orig- 
inal statement  about  the  Smith  amendments.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Healey]  and  I  enthusi- 
astically included  his  statement  as  a  part  of  our  report 
and  considered  it  the  voice  of  the  millions  of  men  and 
women  who  are  members  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor.  But  when  he  asks  us  today  to  Ignore  that  statement 
and  to  adopt  this  resolution  to  enhance  the  chances  of  adop- 
tion, by  this  House,  of  the  Smith  amendments,  I  must  refuse 
to  follow  his  request,  because  It  Is  my  best  Judgment  that  his 
telegram  of  today  is  not  the  voice  of  the  rank  and  file  of  his 
great  organization.  The  rank  and  file  of  the  American  FW- 
eration  of  Labor  and  the  rank  and  file  of  the  C.  I.  O.,  in  my 
opinion,  are  unanimously  against  the  Smith  amendments. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker,  today  this  great  Nation  is  confronted  with 
the  task  of  uniting  every  citizen,  every  group,  every  agency 
in  a  gigantic  and  speedy  program  of  building  an  adequate, 
formidable,  and  invincible  national  defense.  There  can  be 
no  division  politically,  religiously,  economically,  or  otherwise 
in  this  great  task.  No  group  of  our  citizens  can  be  left  out: 
we  need  them  all.  In  order  to  bring  about  this  unity,  this 
united  effort,  we  will,  each  and  all  of  us.  be  called  upon  to 
make  some  sacrifice  in  our  political,  our  economic,  and  our 
social  philosophy.  We  must  give  and  take.  We  must  concede 
and  compromise  If  we  perpetuate  the  democracy  of  America. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  Members  of  this  House  we  can  talk  from 
now  imtil  doomsday,  we  can  become  hysterical  in  our  zeal  in 
expressing  our  views,  but  we  cannot  in  this  Chamber,  with  all 
of  our  eloquence  and  all  of  our  zeal,  build  a  battleship,  or  the 
smallest  part  of  It:  an  airplane:  or  the  most  unimportant  bolt 
that  goes  into  its  construction,  or  motorized  equipment.  The 
great  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United  States  can  con- 
demn and  denounce  and  criticize  labor,  the  Labor  Act.  and  the 
Labor  Board,  but  they  cannot  build  a  battleship  or  the  small- 
est part  of  it.  an  airplane,  or  a  tank,  or  even  a  rifle.  The 
great  metropolitan  newspapers  of  the  United  SUtes  which 
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have  been  denouncing  said  criticizing  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tiosis  Act  and  the  Labor  Board  for  years  will,  in  all  probability, 
renew  their  efforts  with  enthusiasm  if  we  consider  amcnd- 
menu  to  the  Labor  Act.  the  magna  carta  of  labor.  But 
when  it  comes  to  building  battleships,  they.  too.  are  impotent, 
they,  too,  are  helpless,  for  they  cannot  build  the  smallest  part 
of  one  nor  of  anything  that  goes  into  our  national  defense. 
You  can  pile  up  all  the  millions  of  the  multimillionaires  of 
America,  but  those  millions  are  impotent.  t,hey  are  helpless  in 
the  building  of  our  national  defense.  What  group  is  it  that 
will  build  the  battleships,  and  make  the  tools;  what  group  is 
It  that  will  construct  the  airplanes;  what  group  Is  it  that  will 
make  the  rifles;  what  group  is  It,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  you  and  I 
and  every  Member  of  this  House  depend  on  to  build  the  great- 
est dreadnaught.  to  thread  the  smallest  bolt,  and  weld  the 
most  important  seam  in  the  armaments  that  will  make  up  our 
national  defense? 

That  group  is  labor.  And  labor  alone  Is  the  potent,  willing, 
and  loyal  group  in  America  on  whom  we  must  depend  for 
the  building  of  our  national  defense,  for  each  and  every  part 
and  detail  of  it.  And,  in  my  opinion.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  this 
grave  national  crisis  that  confronts  us  all.  there  is  no  group 
in  all  America  that  is  more  loyal,  more  patriotic,  more  ener- 
geUc.  and  more  ambitious  in  the  cause  of  democracy  than 
the  man  in  the  overalls.  We.  therefore,  should  stop,  look, 
and  listen  before  we  begin  tampering  with  or  emasculating 
what  has  become  sacred  among  the  laborers  of  the  United 
States,  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 

The  distinguished  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Cox] 
stood  here  for  10  full  minutes  hurling  one  accusation  after 
another  at  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board.  He  ac- 
cused them.  Mr.  Speaker,  of  every  crime  in  the  books,  from 
treason  to  petty  larceny.  He  waxed  eloquent,  if  not  hsrstcr- 
Ical.  in  his  scathing  accusations  of  the  Labor  Board.  I  have 
not  time  to  go  into  detail  in  the  very  brief  time  allotted  to 
me  in  answermg  the  accusations  of  the  gentleman  from 
-  Georgia,  but  there  is  an  answer.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  each  and 
every  one  of  the  ill-founded  accusations  made  by  the  distin- 
guished gentleman,  and  that  cmswer  is  the  most  eloquent 
and  conclusive  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  (Mr. 
Coxl  and  the  other  vicious  critics  of  the  Labor  Board  possi- 
ble. The  answer  I  have  in  mind.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  the  glorious 
and  unparalleled  court  record  made  by  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  in  its  administration  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act.  (Applause.!  I  will  devote  the  remainder  of 
my  brief  time  to  this  court  record. 

TRX  IV.  I..  K.  B.'S  COXTBT  KSCOBO 

It  seems  to  me  that  altogether  too  little  emphasis  has  been 
placed  upon  the  record  of  the  National  I^bor  Relations 
Board  in  the  Federal  courts,  and  particularly  in  the  Supreme 
Court.    I  say  this  for  several  reasons. 

There  is  wily  one  respect  In  which  the  Board's  actions  have 
any  binding  effect  upon  anyone.  That  is  when  the  Board 
enters,  and  the  courts  enforce,  an  order  directing  an  em- 
ployer to  cease  and  desist  from  unfair  labor  practices  or  to 
take  affirmative  action  to  remedy  the  effects  of  such  prac- 
tices. Of  course,  if  some  individual  employee  of  the  Board 
makes  a  mistake  in  some  case,  is  tactless  in  his  dealings  with 
the  parties,  or  shows  a  lack  of  an  impartial  attitude,  that 
is  of  some  Importance,  although  it  is  only  to  be  expected 
occasionally  In  any  large  organization.  But  in  any  inspec- 
tion of  the  Board's  stewardship  in  a  broad  sense,  it  seems 
to  me  that  we  should  look  at  the  final  decisions  and  orders 
of  the  Board  itself,  and  try  to  discover  whether  it  has  or  has 
not  done  a  fair  and  competent  jab  in  administering  this  law. 

How  can  we  test  these  decisions  of  the  Board?  As  we  all 
know,  these  decisions  are  not  self -enforcing.  They  must  be 
approved  by  the  couits  before  they  have  any  binding  effect. 
I  am  sure  that  no  one  here  will  undertake  to  say  that  our 
great  circuit  courts  of  appeals  or  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  are  biased  or  prejudiced.  When  these  decisions 
of  the  Board  come  before  the  courts  for  review,  the  entire 
record  of  the  proceedings  is  open  to  the  scrutiny  of  the 
'judges.    Not  merely  the  evidence  introduced  at  the  Board 


hearings  but  all  the  procedural  steps  starting  with  the  filing 
of  the  charge  with  the  Board  are  placed  under  the  microscope 
for  the  minute  inspection  of  the  judiciary. 

Something  else  should  be  pointed  out  in  this  connection. 
Without  in  any  way  casting  any  aspersions  on  the  Smith  com- 
mittee or  various  columnists  writing  for  the  newspapers.  It 
Is  only  fair  to  observe  that  they  cannot  and  do  not  study  the 
fun  record  in  these  cases.  The  courts  do,  and  from  the 
courts  we  can  get  a  really  valuable  indication  of  whether  the 
Board  has  been  fair,  impartial,  and  competent  in  its  decisions. 

Let  us  also  study  the  Board's  court  record  to  see  how  It 
compares  with  that  of  other  agencies.  Let  us  take  for  this 
purpose  two  agencies  which  all  will  concede  to  be  fair  and 
Impartial — the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission.  Both  of  these  great  apencies  are 
exempted  from  the  provisions  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill  re- 
cently passed  by  the  House.  They  are  both  highly  respected. 
Neither  of  them  had  as  many  cases  in  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the  first  10  years  of  their  existence  as  the  Board  has  had  in 
Its  first  5  years.  Accordingly,  they  had  more  time  to  prepare 
their  cases  carefully  in  their  formative  years.  Keeping  this 
in  mind,  what  would  we  normally  expect  to  find,  if  the  bar- 
rage of  criticism  leveled  at  the  Board  is  valid?  We  would,  of 
course,  expect  to  find  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
and  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  with  vastly  better  records 
in  the  Supreme  Court  than  the  record  of  the  Labor  Board. 
What  are  the  facts? 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  had  12  cases  in  the 
Supreme  Court  in  the  first  10  years  of  its  existence.  In  2 
of  these  cases  its  order  was  modified;  in  10  it  was  reversed 
In  full.  In  not  a  single  case  was  its  action  approved  in  full. 
In  the  first  10  years  of  the  existence  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  that  agency  had  15  cases  in  the  Supreme  Court. 
In  3  its  orders  were  affirmed  in  full;  in  1  its  order  was 
modified;  in  11  its  orders  were  completely  reversed. 

I  think  that  these  figures,  while  somewhat  startling,  do  not 
necessarily  indicate  any  bias  or  incompetence  on  the  part  of 
these  agencies.  Any  agency,  administering  a  new  law,  has 
difficult  and  delicate  problems  to  work  out.  The  agencies 
are  run  by  human  beings,  and  so  errors,  especially  in  the 
early  years  of  their  existence,  are  inevitable.  If  the  Board 
has  had  a  much  better  experience,  it  is  a  magnificent  tribute 
to  the  competence  and  fairness  of  Its  staff,  and  not  any  re- 
flection of  these  other  agencies.  What  is  the  Board's 
record? 

In  5  years.  It  has  had  26  cases  in  the  Supreme  Court.  In 
2  its  orders  have  been  reversed  in  full;  in  4  its  orders  have 
been  modified;  in  20  its  actions  have  been  approved  com- 
pletely. 

This  is,  in  all  fairness,  an  amazing  record.  There  is  no 
getting  away  from  it.  It  is  not  only  better  than  the  records 
of  any  other  governmental  agency  In  our  history,  it  is  better 
than  the  record,  in  the  Supreme  Court,  of  several  of  the 
circuit  courts  of  appeals  themselves. 

The  Board's  record  in  the  circuit  courts  of  apiieals  is  also 
exceptional.  It  has  had  104  contested  cases  in  the  circuit 
courts.  In  only  19  have  its  orders  been  reversed.  In  34  they 
have  been  modified  and  enforced  as  modified.  In  51,  they 
have  been  approved  in  full.  In  306  cases,  consent  decrees 
have  been  entered,  in  which  the  employer  agrees  to  the 
enforcement  of  the  Board's  order  by  the  court. 

The  above  facts  cannot  be  denied,  but  there  may  be  cer- 
tain efforts  to  minimize  their  force.  Let  me  anticipate  2 
or  3  of  these  arguments.  It  may  be  said  that  the  Board 
wins  these  cases  because  the  law  provides  that  its  findings 
of  fact  are  conclusive  If  supported  by  evidence.  There  Is 
such  a  provision  in  the  Wagner  Act.  There  is  also  such  a 
provision  in  the  statutes  creating  the  other  governmental 
agencies,  whose  records  are  far  poorer  than  the  Board's. 
But  these  26  cases  in  the  Supreme  Court,  with  the  exception 
of  1  or  2.  did  not  turn  on  that  provision  in  the  statute 
at  all.  In  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  cases,  the  Issue 
was  not  the  correctness  of  the  Board's  findings  of  fact — that 
was  admitted — but  rather  was  a  legal  issue.    For  example. 
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a  number  of  the  c&ses  Involved  primarily  the  question  of 
interstate  commerce — whether  the  Board  had  jurisdiction 
over  the  company  in  question.  The  Board  won  every  one  of 
these  cases.  Several  cases  Involved  procedural  questions — 
whether  the  Board  could  lawfully  be  enjoined  by  the  district 
courts  from  holding  hearings;  whether  the  Board  could  va- 
cate an  order  for  further  proceedings  once  a  petition  was 
filed  in  the  circuit  court,  and  similar  questions.  These  were 
important  questions  on  which  competent  lawyers  disagreed. 
The  Board  won  all  these  cases.  Other  cases  involved  questions 
as  to  the  propriety  of  the  Board's  remedial  orders— whether  a 
company- dominated  union  could  be  disestablished  by  the 
Board,  whether  yellow-dog  contracts  could  be  invalidated, 
whether  strikers  retained  the  status  of  employees,  and  so 
forth.  In  two  recent  cases  only— Waterman  Steamship  Co. 
and  Bradford  Dyeing  Co. — did  the  issue  turn  largely  on  the 
question  of  whether  the  Board's  findings  of  fact  were  sup- 
ported by  the  evidence.  In  both  of  these  cases,  the  Supreme 
Court  unanimously  decided  that  the  circuit  court  of  appeals, 
and  not  the  Board,  had  disregarded  the  evidence. 

It  should  not  be  thought,  incidentally,  that  the  Board's  find- 
ings are  final  so  long  as  there  is  some  little  scintilla  of  evi- 
dence supporting  them.  The  Supreme  Court  and  the  circuit 
courts  have  clearly  held  that  substantial  evidence  must  sup- 
port the  findings.  The  parties  are  amply  safeguarded  against 
arbitrary  findings  of  fact. 

I  do  not  know  whether  anyone  will  make  the  second  argu- 
ment which  I  have  in  mind.  That  is  the  possible  contention 
that  the  Supreme  Court's  approval  of  the  Board's  actions  is 
traceable  to  the  presence  of  New  Deal  appointees  on  the  Court. 
Such  an  argument  would  be  wholly  without  merit.  It  is  a 
fact  that  in  every  one  of  these  Labor  Board  cases.  Justice 
Roberts  and  Chief  Justice  Hughes  have  agreed  with  the 
Court's  ruling.  Neither  has  dissented  once  in  these  26  cases. 
If  the  Board  has  been  wrong,  so  have  Roberts  and  Hughes. 
I  do  not.  of  course,  imply  at  all  that  the  views  of  the  recently 
appointed  justices  are  any  less  deserving  of  weight,  but  it 
is  significant  that  even  these  conservative  justices  have  con- 
curred fully  in  the  Court's  approval  of  the  Board's  work. 

Finally,  it  may  be  contended  that  the  Board's  court  record 
is  good  because  the  Board  selects  the  cases  it  will  take  to 
court.  This  is  also  a  wholly  false  theory.  The  fact  is  that 
the  employer,  as  well  as  the  Board,  has  the  power  to  appeal 
the  cases  to  the  courts,  and  has  done  so  time  after  time. 
There  Is,  therefore,  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  decisions 
which  have  gone  to  court  constitute  a  fair  cross-section  of  the 
Board's  work. 

Let  us  be  fair  and  honest  about  this  matter.  It  is  true,  and 
it  might  as  well  be  admitted,  that  this  Board  has,  through 
hard  work  and  single-minded  devotion  to  its  allotted  task, 
administered  this  law  in  a  way  which  deserves  not  condemna- 
tion but  public  gratitude. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  say  this,  that  it  is  rather 
difficult  in  times  such  as  these  to  consider  any  legislation  in 
the  cool,  dispassionate  way  that  it  should  be  considered. 
Labor  relations,  in  my  opinion,  were  never  more  peaceful  than 
they  are  right  now.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  could  well  afford 
to  forego  taking  any  action  at  this  time,  and  I  am  confident 
that  employee  and  employer  will  unite  their  efforts  in  support 
of  a  speedy,  adequate,  and  formidable  national-defense  pro- 
gram. I  hope  that  the  resolution  will  be  voted  down. 
[Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  7  minutes 
remaining,  I  understand.  I  yield  myself  5  minutes.  (Ap- 
plause.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  the  House 
should  be  reminded  that  for  5  long  years  the  American 
people  have  been  demanding  proi>er  and  appropriate  and 
fair  amendments  to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  I 
think  the  House  should  be  reminded  that  more  than  a  year 
ago  the  Labor  Committee  of  this  House  held  hearings  and 


considered  amendments.  The  Senate  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor  held  extensive  hearings  and  considered 
amendments.    No  action  came  from  either  committee. 

Let  me  remind  3rou  that  after  those  occurrences  this 
House,  by  a  vote  of  2  to  I.  and  with  Just  as  much  and 
probably  more  violent  opposition  to  the  resolution  than 
exists  here  today,  set  up  a  special  committee  to  do  the 
things  which  it  seemed  to  the  House  the  legislative  com- 
mittee had  refused  to  do. 

Mr.  Speaker,  you  also  had  a  similar  vote  when  this  House 
voted  first  $50,000  for  this  Investigation  and  again  another 
$50,000  for  the  Investigation.  This  investigation  has  been 
going  on  for  a  year.  I  have  devoted  practically  all  of  my 
time  to  It,  yet  my  beloved  chah-man  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  says  I  know  nothing 
about  the  subject  of  labor  relations.  I  wonder  where  he 
thinks  I  have  been  for  the  last  year. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  not  time  at  this  moment  to  go  Into 
the  merits  of  the  Smith  amendments,  and  that  is  not  the  ^ 
issue  before  the  House.  The  issue  before  the  House  is: 
After  you  have  set  up  a  special  committee,  after  you  have 
appropriated  money  for  that  purpose,  and  after  you  have 
had  that  committee  working  on  the  subject  for  12  long 
months  to  the  exclusion  of  almost  every  other  business,  the 
question  is  presented  to  this  House :  Do  you  propose  to  Ignore 
the  report  of  the  committee,  and  do  you  propose  as  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  to  refuse  to  consider  the  work  of  that 
committee? 

Mr.  WOOD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  have  not  time  to  yield. 

It  is  stated  in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  that 
they  consider  the  Smith  amendments,  yet  one  of  the  mem- 
bers of  that  committee  just  disclosed  to  the  House  what 
I  have  long  suspected,  that  the  Smith  amendments  were 
never  considered  by  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  sorry,  I  have  not  the  time 
to  yield. 

The  question  which  Is  presented  to  you  Is  a  simple  one  at 
this  time.  When  It  comes  to  going  Into  the  merits  of  these 
amendments,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  show,  and  other  Mem- 
bers will  be  prepared  to  show,  that  there  is  nothing  emascu- 
latory  about  the  amendments  which  we  have  offered. 

Mr.  WOOD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  sorry;  I  cannot  yield,  Mr. 
Speaker.     I  do  not  have  time  to  yield. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  declines  to 
yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  All  we  are  asking  you  now  to  do  is 
to  grant  consideration  of  the  measure.  I  wonder  why  It  Is 
that  these  gentlemen  who  say  we  are  seeking  to  emasculate 
the  bill  and  who  confess  that  something  must  be  wrong  about 
this  situation  down  there — I  wonder  why  they  will  not  under- 
take to  do  something  constructive  abgut  it.  The  Lord  knows 
If  they  had  imdertaken  their  duty  I  would  never  have  been 
in  this  picture  today.     [Applause.] 

I  have  heard  some  complaint  about  the  nature  of  this  rule — 
complaint  because  we  brought  in  a  rule  making  in  order  the 
measure  which  your  special  committee  had  recommended.  I 
say  to  the  House  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Rules 
that  there  is  ample  precedent  for  bringing  In  such  a  rule 
making  a  committee  bill  In  order  and  making  another  bill  In 
order  as  an  amendment  or  as  a  substitute.     (Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
has  expired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question  on  the  resolution. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I  ask  for  the  . 
yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 
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The  question  waa  taken:  and  there  were— yeas  293,  nays 
106.  not  voting  32.  as  Xollows: 


(Bon  No.  1SS| 
TBA8— 303 


(^ 


Alien.  La. 

AUra.Pa. 

Aadanra.  H.  Cui 

Aatfmon.Caltf. 

Andrraon.  Mo. 

AndreMn.  A.  B. 

Andrews 

AngeU 

Arends 

Arnold 

AtMtln 

B«ll 

B«rdcn.  19.  C. 


Barton.  N.1 
Bates.  Ky. 

B«t«S.MMB 

Beckworth 

Bender 

Blackney 

Bland 


BoHm 

Bolton 

Bor*n 

Boykin 

Bradley.  ICch. 

Brewster 

Brooke 

Brown.  On. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Bryaon 

Buck 

Buiwtnkle 

Btirch 

Byma.  Tenn. 

Caldwell 

Cannon.  F^a. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Carlaon 

Carter 

CartwHirht 

Case.  S  Dak. 

Chapman 

ChlperflaM 

Church 

aark 

CI  aeon 

Clerenger 

Cluett 

Cochran 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Cole,  Md. 

Oole.  N.  T. 

ColUna 

Oolmer 

COoley 

Cooper 

Corbett 

Ooetello 

Courtney 

Cox 

Crarens 

Crawford 

Creal 

Crowe 

Culktn 

Cununings 

Curtis 

Oarden.  Va. 

Davto 


Dnnpsey 

De  Rouen 

Dirs 

DIrkaen 

DUney 

Dttter 

Dondero 

Doughton 

Doxey 
Durham 
Dworshak 
Baton 

Klllott 

nils 

Baton 

Kngel 

Knglebrlght 

Paddu 

Fervuaon 

Fernandez 

Ford.  Leiand  M. 

Ford.  Mlaa. 

Fulmer 

Gamble 

OarreU 

Oartner 

Oathinga 

Oearbart 

Ochrmann 

Oerlach 

Olbbe 

Oifford 

OllchrlM 

Ooochrln 

Oor« 
Oosaett 

Oraham 

Grant.  Ala. 

Grant.  Ind. 

Oreen 

Gregory 

Orlfflth 

OroBs 

O  Wynne 

Hall  Edwin  A. 

HaU.  Leonard  W. 

Balleck 

Hancock 

Bare 

Harness 

Harrington 

Harter.  N.  Y. 

Hartley 

Hawks 

Hendricks 

Hennings 

Hess 

Hin.shaw 

Hobbs 

H<^rman 

woiroea 

Rope 

Horton 

HuU 

Jarrett 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Jennings 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson.  PI. 


Bloi^m 
Boland 
Bradlfy.  Pa. 
Buckler.  Minn. 
Buckle^N.  Y. 
Byrne.  WXY. 
Byron 
Caeey. : 
Celler 
Claypotd 
Coffee.  Wash. 
Conooy 


Crowtbar 
Cullen     * 
IXAlesandzo 
Delaney 
Dtcksteln 


Johnson.  Ind. 

Johnson. Luther  A 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Jooea.  Ohio 

Jones.  Tex. 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

Kerr 

Kilbum 

Kllday 

Klnzer 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Knutson 

Koclalkowskl 

Kramar 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

Lea 

Leavy 

LeCompte 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Luce 

Ludlow 

McOoweU 

McOehee 

McGregor 

McLaughlin 

McLean 

McLeod 

McMillan.  Clara 

MrMlUan,  John  L 


Maclejewskl 

Mabon 

Maloney 

MarthaU 

Martin,  Iowa 

Martin,  Maas. 

Mason 

Mlchener 

Miller 

Mills.  Ai«. 

MUls.  La. 

Monklewlca 

MonroDey 

Moaer 

Mott 

Mouton 

Mundt 

Murdock,  Aria. 

Murray 

Nichols 

NorreU 

O'Brien 

Oliver 

Pace 

Patman 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson,  Ka. 

Peterson.  Oa. 

Pierce 

Ptttenger 

PlunUey 

Poage 

Polk 

Poi 


Ramspsck 
Rankin 

Raybxim 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Reed,  ni. 

Bead.  N.  Y. 

Rees.  Kana. 

Rich 

Richards 

Robertson 

Robinson.  Utah 

Bobalon.  Ky. 

Rockefeller 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Romjue 

Routzohn 

Rutherford 

Ryan 

Bandager 

Sasscer 

Satterfleld 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Seocombe 

Beger 

Bhafer.  Mich. 

Sheppard 

Short 

Simpson 

Smith.  Ohio 

Smith,  Va. 

South 

Sparkman 

Springer 

Starnes.  Ala. 

Stearns,  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sumner.  111. 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Sutphln 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Tanrer 

Terry 

Thill 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Thomason 

Thorkelson 

Tlnkham 

Tread  way 

Van  Z&ndt 

Vinson.  Oa. 

Vory8.0hk> 

Vreeland 

Wadsworth 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

West 

Wheat 

Whelchel 

White.  Ohio 

Whlttlngton 

Wlgglesworth 

Williams.  Del. 

Williams.  Mo. 

Wolcott 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Woodrum.  Va. 

Toungdahl 

Zimmerman 
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Dlngell 

Duncan 

D\inn 

Kberharter 

■delstein 

Bdmlston 

Srana 

Canton 

Fltzpa  trick 

Flaherty 

Flannery 

FOrd.  Thomas  F. 

Fries 

Oavagan 

Oeyw.OaUf. 

Hart 

Havennar 

Healay 

BUI 


Hook 

Houston 

Hunter 

Izae 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Kee 

Keller 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Kennedy.  Michael 

Keogh 

Ktrwan 

Landts 

Larrabee 

Laslnskl 

Lynch 

McAndrewB 

McAxfUe 

liPOormac* 


McKeough 

Magnuson 

Marcantonlo 

Masslngale 

May 

Murdock.  Utah 

Myers 

Nelson 

Norton 

O'Connor 

OT)ay 

OXeary 

O'Toole 

Parsons 

Patrick 

Pfelfer 

Rabaut 

Randolph 

Boger8.Cttl^ 

Sabath 


Backs 

Bchlfflw 

Behusta 

Bchwert 

Scrugham 

Secreit 


BeU 
Burdlck 

Burgin 

Camp 

Darrow 

Drewry 

Fish 

Flannagan 


Bherldan 
Smith,  Conn. 
Smith,  ni. 
Smith.  Wash. 
Smith.  W.  Va. 
Snyder 
8om«ia.N.  Y. 

NOT 

Folger 

Guyer,  Kans. 
Bartar.  Ohio 
Jaeohaen 
Jarman 
Jeffries 
Lemke 
McOranery 


Spenoe 

Sullivan 

Sweeney 

Tenerowlca 

Tlbbott 

Tolan 

Vlnoant.  Ky. 

VOnNO — S3 

Mansfield 

Martin,  lU. 

MemU 

Mitchell 

O'Neal 

Oamers 

Risk 

8chaefer,IU. 


VoorhU.  CaUf . 
Wallgren 
Welch 

White.  Idaho 
Wolvenon.  N.  J. 


Sehulte 

Shanley 

StaagaU 

Taylor 

Walter 

Winter 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Wood 


So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Pish  (for)  with  Mr.  Shanley  (against). 

Mr.  Winter  (for)  with  Mr.  Sehulte  (against). 

Mr.  Guyer  of  Kansas  (for)    with  Mr.  Merrltt  (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Mansfield  with  Mr.  Wolfenden  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Jeilrles. 

Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  Osmers. 

Mr.  O'Neal  with  Mr    Lem"ke. 

Mr.  Polger  wHh  Mr    Rl£k. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Ullnols  with  Mr.  DarrtTW. 

Mr.  Flannagan  with  Mr.  Burdlck. 

Mr.  Camp  with  Mr.  Walter. 

Mr.  McGranery  with  Mr.  Mitchell. 

Mr.  Harter  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  SteagaU. 

Mr.  Jacobaen  with  Mr.  Kramer. 

Mr.  Burgin  with  Mr.  Schaefer  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Bell  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mr.  ToLAN  changed  his  vote  from  "yea"  to  "nay." 
Messrs.  McLioo.  Green,  and  Cxowx  changed  their  vote 
from  "nay"  to  "yea." 
The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CONTERENCE      REPORT      ON      JfAVY      DEPARTMENT      AFPROPRIATION 

BILL,   1941 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM-  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  conference 
report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  8438)  making  appropriations  for  the 
Navy  Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement  may  be  read  in  lieu 
of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Nevada  [Mr.  ScruchamI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

COKrUtKMCK  BXPOKT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  Two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8438) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval 
8er\-lce  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  pur- 
pof^es,  having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to 
recommei.d  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Hotises  aa 
follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendments  numbered  11,  13, 
13,  14,  15,  10.  17.  18.  19.  20.  37.  38.  39,  40.  41,  42.  43.  44,  46,  46.  47. 
48.  49,  50.  54.  65.  66.  57.  59,  60,  61,  62.  63,  64,  66,  and  66 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2.  3.  4.  5.  6.  7.  8.  9,  21,  22.  23,  24,  25, 
26,  27,  28.  29,  30.  31.  32.  33.  34,  51,  52,  53,  68.  67.  68,  69,  70.  71.  72. 
73.  74,  75,  76,  77.  78.  79.  80.  81.  83,  83,  85.  86,  87,  88.  90.  91.  93,  93, 
04.  95.  96.  97,  98.  99.  100.  101.  103,  103.  104.  106,  107,  108,  109.  110, 
111.  114,  116,  117,  123,  134,  129.  130.  131,  and  133.  and  agrea  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  35:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  35.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  num- 
ber proposed  Insert:  "eleven  thousand  four  hundred  and  forty"; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  36:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  36,  and 
agree  to  the  same  wlUi  an  amendment,  as  follows;  In,  lieu  of  the 
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number  propoaed  Insert  "nine  thousand  nine  hundred  and  ninety- 
three";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  In  disagreement  amend- 
ments numbered  10.  84.  89.  105,  113,  113,  115,  118.  119,  120,  131,  123, 
135.  136,  127,  138.  and  133. 

J.  O.  ScircHAM. 
J.  O.  Ftrnandez, 
Joseph  E.  Caset, 
M.  F.  Cau>weu.. 
J.  W.  Dirm, 
Charles    A    Plumlet, 
Clarence  J.  McLeod. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

James  F.  Btrnes, 
Cartth  Glass, 
John  H.  Overton, 
Davio  I.  Walsh, 
Frederick  Hale, 
H.  C.  Lodge,  Jr. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8438)  making  appropriations  for  the 
Navy  Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  state- 
ment In  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and 
recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of 
such  amendments,  namely: 

On  amendment  No.  1:  Inserts  a  title. 

On  amendments  Nos.  3  to  9,  both  Inclusive,  relating  to  the  appro- 
priation "Miscellaneous  expenses":  Increases  from  $22,000  to $23 .800, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  the  limitation  upon  allowances  for  liv- 
ing quarters  for  civilian  employees  abroad,  and  adjusts  allocations 
of  amounts  to  "A"  and  "B"  items,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  11  to  20.  both  Inclusive,  relating  to  Naval 
Training  Stations:  Appropriates  $2,015,470  on  account  of  the  4 
naval  training  stations,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of 
$1,914,820.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  21 :  Appropriates  $855,000  for  "Instruments 
and  Supplies."  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  $755,000,  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

On  amendment  No.  22:  Provides  for  the  detail  of  three.  Instead 
of  two.  hydrographlc  stirveyors  from  the  field  to  the  Washington 
office,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

«  On  amendments  Nos.  23.  34,  and  35.  relating  to  the  Naval  Re- 
serve: Appropriates  $12,068,000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead 
of  $12,268,000,  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

On  amendments  Nos.  26  to  30,  both  inclusive,  relating  to  the 
appropriation  "Engineering":  Appropriates  $40,374,080.  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  $39,853,080.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and 
Imposes  a  limit  upon  the  pay  of  classified  employees  of  $2,340,000, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $2,115,000,  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

On  amendments  Nos.  31,  33.  and  33:  Appropriates  $33,008,100  for 
"Construction  and  repair,"  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of 
$32,511,600.  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

On  amendments  Nos.  34  to  61.  both  Inclusive,  relating  to  "Pay, 
subsistence,  and  transportation.  Navy":  Excludes  chief  petty  officers 
of  the  Naval  Reserve  from  the  regular  Navy  allowance,  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate;  provides  for  11.440  chief  petty  officers,  or  460  less 
than  proposed  by  the  House,  and  limits  those  with  a  permanent 
appointment  to  9.993,  Instead  of  10,395,  as  proposed  by  the  House; 
restores  the  amounts  of  all  subitems  and  totals  to  the  amounts 
proposed  by  the  Hovise  upon  the  basis  of  150.000  enlisted  men,  in- 
stead of  145.000  enlisted  men,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  strikes  out 
the  proposal  of  the  Senate  to  charge  to  this  appropriation  expenses 
in  connection  with  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  general  courts-martial 
prisoners;  Increases  from  57  to  59  the  number  of  mess  attendants 
assignable  to  thr  quarters  or  messes  of  officers  ashore,  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate,  and  provides  unqualifiedly  for  the  payment  of  com- 
muted rations  at  the  rate  of  50  cents  per  diem.  In  keeping  with  the 
spirit  of  Public,  No.  433,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  62  and  63:  Appropriates  $13,870,000  for 
"Maintenance.  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts,"  as  proposed  by 
the  House.  Instead  of  $13,370,000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  64:  Adds  $5,000,000  to  the  naval  supply  ac- 
count fund,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $3,000,000,  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  65  and  66:  Appropriates  $3  327.000  for 
"Medical  Department."  as  proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $3,- 
317.000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  67:  Increases  by  one  the  number  of  passen- 
ger-carrying vehicles  which  may  be  purchased  as  a  charge  to  the 
appropriation  "Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,"  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  68  to  83,  both  inclusive,  relating  to  Public 
Works,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks:  Appropriates  $49,888,475,  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  $41,638,476.  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  an  increase  of  $8  250,000  on  account  of  the  following  estab- 
lishments: Navy  Yaids,  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Bos- 


ton, Mass ,  Charlecton.  8.  C.  Mare  Island,  Calif.,  New  York.  N  T.. 
Norfolk.  Va  .  Puget  Sound.  Wash..  Washington.  D.  C.  and  Pearl 
Harbor.  T.  H.;  naval  fuel  depot.  Pearl  Ha;bor,  T.  H.:  submarine  base. 
New  London,  Conn.;  naval  proving  groimd,  Dahlgren,  Va.,  and 
xuval  torpedo  station,  Newport.  R.  1. 

On  amendments  Nos.  85  to  88,  both  inclusive,  relating  to  "Avia- 
tion. Navy":  Appropriates  C94.202.900,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 
Instead  of  $99,202,900.  as  proposed  by  the  House;  reduces  by  $5,000.- 
000  the  sum  of  $46,083,400  pioposed  by  the  House  for  application  to 
the  procurement  of  new  airplanes,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  and 
increases,  as  proposc«d  b/  the  Senate,  from  $10,000,000  to  $25,000,- 
000  the  contractual  authorization  respecting  the  procurement  of 
new  aircraft. 

On  amendment  No,  90.  relating  to  "Replacement  of  Naval  Ves- 
sels": Substitutes  the  current  provision  barring  expenditures  upon 
new  vessels  after  commissioning,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  for 
the  modified  provision  proposed  by  the  House. 

On  amendment  No.  91:  Corrects  punctuation. 

On  amendments  Nos.  92  to  102.  both  inclusive,  relating  to  salaries. 
Navy  Department:  Appropriates  $4,545,079,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $4,537,439.  as  prop>osed  by  the  House. 

On  amendment  No.  103:  Strikes  out  section  6  of  title  I.  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate,  directed  against  expenditures  upon  alterations 
of  certain  destroyers  to  Improve  stability. 

On  amendment  No.  104:  Strikes  out  section  7.  which  deals  with 
the  employment  of  aliens  In  the  Panama  Canal  Zone,  in  view  of 
the  modification  of  such  section,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  (amend- 
ment No.  105).  the  provisions  of  which,  in  modified  form,  the 
House  has  agreed  to  on  the  War  Department  civil  appropriation  bill 
(H.  R.  8668). 

On  amendment  No.  106:  Inserts  a  title  embracing  amendments 
In  consequence  of  supplemental  estimates  contained  in  H.  Doc,  753. 

On  amendment  No.  107:  Appropriates  an  additional  amount  of 
$256,700  for  "Miscellaneous  expenses",  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  108:  Appropriates  an  additional  amotint  of 
$3,425,000  for  the  Naval  Reserve,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  109:  Appropriates  an  additional  amoimt  of 
$5,314,500  for  "Engineering",   as  proposed  by  the   Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  110:  Appropriates  an  additional  amoimt  of 
$8,022,500  for  "Construction  and  repair",  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  Ill:  Appropriates  an  additional  amount  of 
$31,527,200  for  "Ordnance  and  ordnance  stores.  Navy",  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  114,  118.  and  117,  relating  to  Public  Works, 
Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks:  Provides  for  additional  facilities  at 
the  Navy  Yard,  Pearl  Harbor.  T.  H..  the  Naval  Air  StaUon.  Coco 
Solo,  C.  Z.,  and  the  Naval  Supply  Depot,  Pearl  Harbor,  T.  H.,  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  123:  Appropriates  an  additional  amotint  of 
$408,280  for  "General  expenses.  Marine  Corps",  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  124:  Appropriates  $6,000,000  on  account  of 
major  alterations  to  the  battleshifn  New  York,  Texas,  and  Arkansas, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  129:  Appropriates  an  additional  amount  of 
$124,380  for  salaries.  Navy  Department,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  130:  Appropriates  an  additional  amount  of 
$28,000  for  contingent  expenses.  Navy  Department,  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  131:  Appropriates  an  additional  amount  of 
$50,000  for  printing  and  binding.  Navy  Department,  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  132:  Appropriates  an  additional  amount  of 
$10,000  for  contingent  and  miscellaneous  expenses,  Hydrographlc 
Office,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  reported  in  disagreement 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  the  following 
amendments  of  the  Senate: 

On  amendment  No.  10:  Relating  to  the  appropriation  for  the 
Naval  Research  Laboratory. 

On  amendment  No.  84:  Providing  for  accessory  construction  at  the 
Naval  Medical  Center,  Washinston,  D.  C. 

On  amendment  No.  89:  Relating  to  the  construction  of  two  new 
cruisers. 

On  amendment  No.  105:  Relating  to  the  citizenship,  and  so  forth, 
of  employees  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone. 

On  amendment  No.  112:  Providing  an  additional  appropriation  for 
"Pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation  of  naval  personnel." 

On  amendments  Nos.  113,  115,  118.  119,  and  120:  Relating  to  addi- 
tional public  works  projects  under  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks. 

On  amendment  No.  121:  Relating  to  the  continued  employment 
of  persons  now  on  the  rolls. 

On  amendment  No.  122:  Relating  to  an  additional  appropriation 
for  "Aviation.  Navy." 

On  amendments  Nos.  125  and  126:  Relating  to  additional  appro« 
prlations  for  "Replacement  of  naval  vessels." 

On  amendment  No.  127:  Relating  to  additional  appropriations  in- 
cident to  an  Increase  in  the  enlisted  personnel  of  the  Navy. 

On  amendment  No.  128:  Relating  to  additional  appropriations  In- 
cident to  an  increase  in  the  enlisted  strength  of  the  Marine  Corps. 

On  amendment  No.  133:  RelaUng  to  an  emergency  fund  for  the 
President. 
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Comments 


With  rw«pect  to  Senate  uncndment  No.  74.  providing  for  addi- 
tional facilities  at  the  submartne  base.  New  London.  Conn.,  the 
Committee  of  Conference  la  agreed  that  such  work  should  not  be 
undertaken  unless  and  xintll  a  further  study  by  naval  officials  of 
tbe  proposed  ImprovcmenU  discloses  them  to  be  essential  for  naval 

purpoMs. 

With  respect  to  Senate  amendment  No.  133.  relating  to  an  emer- 
gency fund  for  the  President,  the  Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
recomn»end  that  $2,000,000  of  such  fund  shall  be  made  Immediately 
available  to  the  Bxxreau  of  Mines.  Department  of  the  Interior.  Tor 
the  erection,  equipment,  and  operation  of  a  pilot  plant  for  the 
beneflclation  of  manganese  ores  and  the  production  of  metallic 
manganese  therefrom  by  the  electrolytic  process,  including  expenses 
In  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elaewhere  for  the  preparation  of 
plana  and  specincatlons.  advertising,  and  supervision  of  construc- 
tion: and  for  all  expenditures  requisite  for  and  Incident  to  the 
exploration  of  manganlferous  deposits  In  accordance  with  Public. 
No   117.  approved  June  7.  1939 

Thla  recommendation  is  made  In  the  belief  that  provision  should 
be  made  Immediately  to  bencftclate  domestic  low  grade  manganese 
o««*.  depoalta  of  which  are  favorably  located  with  respect  to  large 
and  cheap  sources  of  electrical  energy.  Resulting  high-grade  man- 
gaikese  can  thus  be  produced  and  stored  for  future  use,  and  domestic 
supplies  develoj)ed  without  the  Government  competing  with  In- 
diMtry  for  the  existing  stocks  of  high  grade  manganese  of  commercial 
grade. 

J.  a.  ScatJCHAM, 
^  J.  O.  FERNAI<n>EB, 

Joseph  E.  Casxt. 
M.  F.  Calowzlx, 
J.  W.  DiriXK. 
Chaklcs  a.  PLtneixT, 
Claxenct  J.  McLxoo, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Tile  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Scruc- 
RAMl  is  recognized. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  events  of  the  past  few 
weeks  have  conclusively  demonstrated  that  the  very  civiliza- 
tion of  the  occidental  world,  as  we  know  It.  is  threatened  in 
the  titanic  struggle  now  in  progress  in  Europe. 

All  the  rights  of  freedom  that  uphold  the  dignity  of  human 
spirit,  and  for  which  humanity  has  fought  since  the  dawn 
of  history,  are  most  seriously  menaced. 

Tbe  day  Is  here"  when  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
through  their  elected  representatives,  must  spend  every 
ounce  of  energy  in  the  major  and  all-important  task  of 
keeping  the  conflagration  away  from  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. 

This  is  no  time  for  real  leaders  to  consider  party  or  fac- 
tional advantage.  The  storm  is  too  close  at  hand.  Neither 
wishful  thinking,  fault  flndmg.  nor  well  meaning  back-seat 
driving  will  help  us  in  the  day  when  bombing  planes  and 
mechanized  columns  directed  by  dictators  begin  to  blast  at 
our  defenses.  The  objective  at  stake  will  be  possession  of 
the  rich  natural  resources  of  this  hemisphere.  With  only  a 
small  fraction  of  the  world's  population,  we  possess  or  con- 
trol some  50  percent  of  the  world's  raw  materials. 

The  only  effective  step  to  keep  us  out  of  war  is  to  now 
make  adequate  preparation  to  hold  on  to  what  we  have  and 
all  it  connotes,  and  to  hold  tt  under  democratic  processes 
of  government. 

The  means  at  our  disposal  to  obtain  this  defense  are  to 
properly  utilize  the  vast  potential  resources  of  our  Nation 
In  leadership,  manpower,  and  in  the  efBcient  utilization  of 
our  raw  materials. 

In  my  opinion,  we  have  too  closely  copied  English  practice 
in  both  navy  and  army  organization  and  preparation.  The 
idea  that  large  numbers  of  armed  vessels  will  automatically 
strangle  the  enemy  is  a  shattered  belief.  The  Allied  lines  of 
defense  seem  to  have  been  no  more  effective  in  repelling  the 
mechanized  might  of  the  Germans  than  the  Chinese  Wall  in 
holding  back  the  Japanese.  Unless  we  avoid  the  errors  of 
the  Chamberlain  Tories  and  of  the  British  labor  leaders  we 
will  waste  immense  sums  of  money  in  obsolescent  material 
and  ships.  We  do  not  need  to  place  our  future  safety  in  the 
hands  of  amateurish,  hydrahesided  committees  to  negotiate 
and  consult  on  matters  of  national  defense.  For  positive  re- 
sults we  require  responsible  commanders  equipped  with  all 
necessary  legal  authority. 

Inability  of  brilliant  consulting  boards  and  committees  to 
agree  on  details  of  method  and  process  caused  incessant 


changes  of  design,  likewise  wasted  time  through  lost  motions, 
and  nearly  wrecked  our  Industrial  preparedness  program  some 
22  years  ago.    The  costly  mistake  must  not  be  repeated. 

At  this  time  the  resjwnsibility  is  squarely  up  to  the  President 
and  to  the  Congress  to  formulate  and  carry  out  a  program 
that  will  meet  the  requirements  of  the  American  people. 
This  naval  appropriations  bill  as  covered  by  the  conference 
committee  report  is  an  earnest  effort  in  that  direction  and  is 
now  presented  for  your  consideration. 
The  high  lights  of  the  measure  are  as  follows: 
This  bill,  when  it  left  the  House,  carried  appropriations 
totaling  $965,779,438  and  contractual  authority  of  $22.- 
183.250.  As  we  bring  it  to  you  from  conference,  assuming 
the  House  will  approve  the  recommendations  we  shall  offer 
with  respect  to  the  amendments  in  disagreement,  the  measure 
will  carry  $1,308,171,138  of  immediate  appropriations  and 
contractual  authority  of  $184,371,612. 

As  to  title  I  of  this  bill,  which  is  the  measure  the  House 
originally  passed  back  in  February,  the  Senate  effected  a 
net  reduction  of  $1,981,960.  As  here  presented  that  section 
of  the  bill  carries  a  net  increase  of  $4,155,140  over  the  total 
sum  approved  by  the  House,  but  I  may  say  that  that  in- 
crease is  considerably  more  than  offset  by  the  supplemental 
estimates  in  Senate  Document  175. 

Title  n  of  the  bill  grows  out  of  the  President's  message 
of  May  10,  which  he  followed  with  supplemental  Budget 
estimates.  These  are  printed  in  House  Document  753.  They 
call  for  a  supplement  or  addition  of  amounts  previously 
requested  by  $250,000,000  and  for  $68,000,000  for  expenditure 
by  the  President,  one-half  of  such  amount,  however,  being  in 
the  nature  of  contractual  authority. 

The  Senate  accepted  all  of  the  supplemental  submissions, 
except  $304,440  applying  to  four  relatively  minor  projects,  and 
added  thereto  $54,525,000  pursuant  to  the  recommendation  of 
responsible  naval  oflBcials  for  Increasing  the  enlisted  strength 
of  the  Navy  by  20.000,  and  of  the  Marine  Corps  by  9,000  men, 
and  by  making  provision  for  major  alterations  to  the  battle- 
ships New  York,  Texas,  and  Arkaristis. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  made  a  statement  at  the  time  this  bill  was 
sent  to  conference  on  May  30,  explaining  the  principal  pur- 
poses embraced  by  title  n,  and  I  see  no  occasion  to  encumber 
the  record  or  consume  time  in  going  over  the  same  ground 
again. 

I  might  say  in  conclusion  that  the  bill  at  this  stage  is  $63,- 
140,439  below  Budget  recommendations — original  and  supple- 
mental 

I  shall  withhold  the  previous  question  until  those  who  wish 
to  speak  upon  the  pending  matter  have  concluded.  The 
usual  hour  has  been  extended  to  three.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  RICH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRU'OHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  What  did  the  gentleman  say  the  amount  was 
for  title  n? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Two  hundred  and  fifty  million  dol- 
lars for  the  Navy  was  the  original  amount:  then.  In  addition, 
$68,000,000  for  the  President,  of  which  $34,000,000  is  in  the 
way  of  contractual  authority. 

Mr.  RICH.    Title  H  involves  $318,000,000  altogether? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  No.  There  was  another  amount  added 
by  the  Senate,  which  we  discussed  a  moment  ago.  What 
Is  it  the  gentleman  wants  to  know,  in  particular? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  wanted  to  know  the  sum  total  of  title  II. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  It  is  $284,000,000  plus  $54,000,000.  This 
Is  cash.  The  latter  amount  is  for  elevating  the  guns  on  cer- 
tain ships  and  for  additional  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  enlisted 
personnel. 

Mr.  RICH.  Two  hundred  and  fifty  million  dollars  plus 
fifty-four  million  dollars? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Yes;  plus  $34,000,000.  What  does  the 
gentleman  want,  cash  only? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  want  the  cash  and  contractual  obligations. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Pour  hundred  and  thirty-eight  million 
dollars;  there  is  included  $100,000,000  of  contractual  author- 
ity under  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics. 
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Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  WUl  the  gentleman  advise  the 
House  when  he  will  take  up  discussion  of  the  amendments  In 
disagreement? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Immediately  following  the  general 
discussion. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  DitterI. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  solemn  duty  devolves  upon 
the  Congiess  at  this  time.  The  need  for  an  adequate  national 
defense  is  evident.  Under  the  Constitution  it  becomes  the 
duty  of  the  Congress  "to  raise  and  support  armies  •  •  • 
to  provide  and  maintain  a  navy,  to  make  rules  for  the  gov- 
ernment and  regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces." 

The  discharge  of  this  duty  contemplates  the  careful  con- 
sideration, the  critical  analysis  and  the  honest  appraisal  of  the 
purposes  and  plans  of  the  President  relating  to  the  dangers 
which  may  be  present,  and  the  means  to  protect  the  Nation 
against  them.  Such  action  by  the  Congress  of  necessity  may 
Include  criticism,  and  sincere  and  honest  opposition  to  the 
methods  sought  to  be  used  for  reaching  a  desired  end.  Such 
criticism  and  opposition  I  submit.  Mr.  Speaker,  can  be  tem- 
perate and  constructive.  It  Is  in  this  spirit  that  I  approach 
the  discussion  of  this  conference  report.  I  believe  that  only 
as  such  course  is  taken  can  we  hope  to  avoid  the  pitfalls 
which  are  inevitable  when  arbitrary  decisions  prevail.  I  con- 
tend that  such  action  is  an  evidence  of  loyalty  to  American 
Institutions  and  time-honored  American  practice.  I  hope 
that  the  day  has  not  come  when  devotion  to  America  is 
measured  by  the  yardstick  of  purely  personal  loyalty.  So. 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  plead  for  a  liberalism  of  discussion  and  a 
tolerance  of  opinions  from  which  it  is  hoped  the  safety  and 
security  of  the  Nation  may  be  assured  with  the  greatest 
possible  dispatch  and  the  least  possible  disturbance  to  our 
American  way  of  life. 

I  make  that  prefatory  statement  for  a  purpose.  During 
the  consideration  of  a  bill  that  came  from  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs,  there  were  some  expressions  of  opinion 
from  the  majority  which  questioned  the  loyalty  of  those 
who  might  make  either  an  honest  criticism  or  a  critical 
analysis  of  the  purpose  of  the  measure.  For  myself.  I  believe 
that  we  must  liave  an  open  forum  of  discussion  on  these 
questions.  As  for  myself.  I  still  believe  that  we  can  have 
a  loyalty  to  American  institutions  and  American  traditions 
and  yet  preserve  to  ourselves  the  right  of  appraisal,  the 
right  of  analjrsis,  the  right  of  criticism,  and  the  right  of 
honest  opposition.  So  to  my  friends  on  the  majority  side  I 
plead  again,  and  repeat  the  plea  that  I  uttered  a  moment 
ago,  that  you  give  to  those  who  may  differ  with  you  such 
tolerance  and  liberalism  as  you  believe  are  inherent  In  our 
American  way  of  life. 

We  have  had  much  discussion  since  the  16th  of  May  with 
reference  to  the  need  for  an  expanded  naval  program.  Dur- 
ing the  course  of  the  discussions,  especially  those  on  the  air, 
there  was  by  implication  the  suggestion  made  that  the  de- 
plorable state  in  which  we  find  ourselves  as  far  as  the  Navy 
is  concerned  is  due  to  a  failure  of  a  previous  administration. 
I  want  to  approach  that  charge.  I  want  to  remind  the  House 
today  that  immediately  following  the  World  War,  not  only 
here  in  America  but  throughout  the  world,  there  was  a  very 
sincere  effort  made  by  hopeful  people  in  all  nations  that  war 
and  the  carnage  of  destruction  might  be  avoided. 

I  will  remind  the  Hoiise  today  that  there  were  such  pacts 
as  the  Kellogg-Briand  Pact,  that  we  had  disarmament  agree- 
ments, and  that  we  had  conferences  in  London  and  in  Wash- 
ington, all  of  which  had  as  their  purpose  a  limitation  of 
armaments,  a  reduction  of  armaments,  and  the  cessation  of 
a  world's  arms  race.  So  I  think  in  fairness,  as  this  subject 
is  discussed  today,  those  who  may  be  critical  of  the  attitude 
of  the  previous  administration  should  be  honest  enough  to 
present  the  full  picture  and  to  say  that  the  disillusionment 
which  has  come  not  only  to  America  but  to  the  world  as 
well,  with  reference  to  disarmament,  came  after  the  cloGe 


of  the  previous  administration.    The  Hitler  menace  came 
Into  being  when  the  present  administration  came  into  power. 

For  myself,  I  can  make  the  claim  that  I  have  supported 
every  national-defense  program  since  I  have  been  a  Meml)er 
of  the  House.  I  could  challenge  some  on  the  majority  side 
at  the  present  time  who  took  exception  to  naval  appropriation 
bills  m  years  gone  by.  It  is  not  my  purjxjse  to  question  that 
now.  I  believe  all  of  us  join  wholeheartedly  today  in  a  sin- 
cere effort  to  provide  for  the  American  people  such  defense 
as  present  world  conditions  require. 

To  a  very  large  extent  the  problem  that  presently  con- 
fronts the  American  people  is  one  of  industrial  mobilization. 
I  think  this  Congress  ought  to  be  concerned  today  more  with 
this  question  of  industrial  mobilization  than  it  should  be 
concerned  with  making  appropriations.  Most  of  you  will 
remember  that  last  fall  a  committee  was  appointed  by  the 
President  under  the  leadership  of  Mr.  Stettinius  and  known 
as  the  Stettinius  Committee.  I  want  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  House  today  to  the  fact  that  that  committee  met, 
that  it  went  very  carefully,  according  to  press  reports.  Into 
the  ways  by  which  industry  could  be  geared  up  to  the  needs 
of  the  national  defense,  and  subsequently  it  made  a  report. 

I  want  to  remind  the  House  today  that  neither  the  Con- 
gress nor  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  nor  the  members  of 
the  Appropriations  Subcommittee  for  the  Navy  have  as  yet 
had  the  opportunity  of  examining  the  Stettinius  report.  The 
Stettinius  report  is  a  sealed  docimient.  I  have  It  on  good 
authority  that  there  are  four  copies  of  that  report,  one  copy 
in  the  hands  of  the  President,  one  copy  in  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  one  copy  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  and  one  copy  in  the  hands  of  a  member  of  the 
committee.  With  this  great  problem  of  industrial  mobiliza- 
tion right  at  our  door,  with  the  Stettinius  committee's  report 
prepared  and  ready,  you  will  find,  according  to  the  record  in 
the  hearings  on  this  bill  that  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 
has  never  seen  that  report.  It  has  never  been  submitted  to 
him.  He  does  not  know  what  the  recommendations  of  that 
committee  were.  He  has  no  means  of  having  the  benefit  of 
the  study  of  that  group  m  his  hoi>es  of  coordinating  and 
gearing  up  industry  with  the  national -defense  needs. 

Your  Republican  members  of  the  subcommittee  tried  to  get 
that  report.  We  did  it  because  we  wanted  to  serve  the 
House.  We  knew  we  were  the  agents  of  the  House.  We 
knew  that  the  majority  might  like  to  have  the  benefit  of  that 
report  just  as  the  minority  would.  We  made  requests  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  we  asked  the  Budget  Officer  of 
the  Navy.  Every  means  at  our  command  were  used  to  get 
the  Stettinius  report  so  that  it  might  be  an  open  book,  so 
that  it  might  be  the  means  for  an  honest  and  careful  ap- 
praisal of  the  way  by  which  industry  could  be  geared  up  to 
the  great  needs  of  national  defense.  Every  one  of  these 
efforts  was  frustrated.    That  report  is  still  a  sealed  document. 

I  submit  that  if  the  great  problem  of  industrial  mobiliza- 
tion is  admitted,  and  it  is  admitted  on  all  sides,  then  why 
should  not  this  Congress,  why  should  not  every  Member  of 
Congress,  as  he  tries  to  discharge  his  duty  honestly,  fairly, 
and  conscientiously,  have  a  copy  of  the  Stettinius  report  in 
order  that  he  may  weigh  the  better  and  decide  probably  the 
more  judiciously  how  industry  and  the  Navy  may  be  geared 
together  to  meet  the  great  needs  that  are  ours  today.  I  hope 
my  distinguished  friend  the  gentleman  from  Nevada  IMr. 
SCRUGHAM  1  will  not  give  up  the  efforts  he  has  made.  He  has 
promised  to  try  to  get  the  Stettinius  report.  I  hope  he  will  get 
it  before  the  Congress  is  adjourned.  Mark  you,  I  did  not  say 
before  the  Congress  adjourns,  but  before  the  Congress  is 
adjourned.  There  will  be  supplemental  requests  for  further 
money,  and  the  Stettinius  report  can  still  be  of  value  in 
passing  upon  this  question  of  gearing  industry  and  defense 
together. 

I  submit  to  the  House  today  that  there  is  more  to  the 
matter  of  providing  for  the  national  defense  than  simply 
saying  as  to  a  great  many  privileges  and  powers,  "We  au- 
thorize the  President  to  do  so-and-so."  As  for  myself,  I 
refuse  to  limit  my  responsibility  by  simply  saying  I  am  going 
to  hand  over  all  tbe  authority,  delegate  to  somebody  else 
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and  consult  on  matters  of  national  defense.  For  positive  re- 
sults we  require  responsible  commanders  equipped  with  all 
necessary  legal  authority. 

Inability  of  brilliant  consulting  boards  and  committees  to 
agree  on  details  of  method  and  t>rocess  caused  incessant 


gentleman  want,  cash  only? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  want  the  cash  and  contractual  obligations. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Pour  hundred  and  thirty-eight  million 
doUars:  there  is  included  $100,000,000  of  contractual  author- 
ity under  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics. 


of  the  previous  administration  should  be  honest  enough  to 
present  the  full  picture  and  to  say  that  the  disillusionment 
which  has  come  not  only  to  America  but  to  the  world  as 
well,  with  reference  to  disarmament,  came  after  the  cloGe 
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aD  the  power,  pass  on  to  someone  else  all  the  duty,  that 
devolves  upon  me  and  the  other  Members  of  this  Congress 
to  provide  for  the  national  defense. 

I  hope  tnat  sense  of  responsibility  can  be  impressed  upon 
the  membership.  In  connection  with  this  industrial  gearing 
up.  let  me  remind  the  House  that  the  course  of  the  hearings 
will  disclose  that  one  of  the  great  problems  today  Is  the  lack 
of  skilled  workers  in  the  industries  engaged  In  the  defense 
program.  And  why  Is  it  that  these  workers  are  not  available? 
Why  is  it  that  skilled  artisans  are  not  at  hand?  You  know  the 
answer  as  well  as  I  do.  You  know  the  moves  that  have  been 
made  by  which  this  whole  industrial  machine,  representing 
the  greatest  resources  In  the  world,  representing  the  finest 
spirit  of  initiative  and  adventure  and  endeavor,  representing 
the  dynamic  power  that  has  challenged  the  attention  of  the 
world  as  It  has  provided  a  great  machine  for  mass  produc- 
tion, has  been  paralyzed.  I  say  this  Industrial  machine  has 
been  paralyzed  during  the  last  7  years,  and  the  workers  are 
not  at  hand  today  to  carry  on  the  work.  This,  to  my  mind, 
challenges  the  attention  of  this  Congress  Just  as  much  as 
the  appropriating  of  funds  for  the  expansion  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  Nation. 

The  suggestion  has  been  made  that  the  Congress  has  not 
provided  the  money  needed  for  national  defense  in  years 
gone  by.  I  want  you  to  examine  these  hearings.  You  will 
find  that  in  every  instance  the  bureau  chiefs  have  admitted 
that  they  have  had  balances  at  the  end  of  the  year,  and 
that  the  funds  that  we  had  appropriated  had  not  been  con- 
sumed. This  machine  for  national  defense  that  presently 
seems  to  be  so  much  out  of  gear  Is  not  out  of  gear  because 
of  the  failure  of  the  Congress  to  provide  the  money.  It  is  out 
of  gear  because  a  leadership  failed  to  sense  a  danger  at  hand. 
Our  job  today  is  to  get  avenues  opened  by  which  indiistry 
and  Government  will  be  brought  into  team  play.  It  is  my 
reasoned  Judgment  that  this  can  only  be  done  if  we  adopt  an 
about-face  attitude  on  what  has  been  going  on  during  the 
last  few  years.  If  Industry  is  continually  penalized,  if  a 
spirit  of  punishment  motivates  those  in  charge  of  Govern- 
ment activities,  if  punitive  taxation  and  exacting  regiilatory 
measures  continue  to  be  the  goal  toward  which  an  adminis- 
tration directs  its  efforts.  Industry  cannot  expand.  It  is 
ready  to  expand,  it  is  willing  to  expand  if  only  the  avenue  ts 
opened  to  It  to  bring  into  play  the  great  energies  that  it  has 
at  its  command. 

There  will  be  a  few  Issues,  a  few  amendments  that  will 
require  disctisslon.  I  am  gomg  to  yield  at  this  time,  but 
during  the  course  of  the  discussion  on  a  few  of  these  amend- 
ments I  am  going  to  Invite  your  attention  particularly  to 
those  methods  that  have  been  suggested  by  the  Senate 
amendments  which  to  my  mind  infringe  upon  constitutional 
protection  and  which  to  my  mind  sabotage  private  enter- 
prise and  private  investment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  tragic  news  from  Europe  within  recent 
weeks  has  brought  to  xis.  a  peace-loving  nation,  a  sense  of 
disillusionment  and  a  feeling  of  deep  dismay. 

The  ghastly  details  of  the  devastation  and  destruction 
wrought  by  mechanized  Instruments  of  death  arouse  our 
abhorrence  of  wso-.  Tlie  thought  of  death  raining  down  from 
the  skies  upon  women  and  children  and  of  st«el  juggernauts 
crushing  beneath  them  thousands  of  Europe's  youth  fill  us 
with  horror. 

The  resistless  march  of  Germany's  men  and  machines 
through  the  Low  Countries  and  part  of  Prance  has  brought 
us  face  to  face  with  the  grim  reality  that  we  cannot  afford 
to  ignore  our  own  national  safety  and  security. 

There  are  many  who  tell  us  that  this  is  not  merely  another 
European  war.  Be  that  as  It  may.  all  of  us  recognize  that 
in  one  of  its  aspects  It  is  a  ferocloCs  battle  between  two 
wholly  contradictory  wajrs  of  life — two  violently  clashing 
ideals.  To  escape  certain  consequences  of  its  outcome  seems 
Impossible. 

As  Members  of  this  Congress  and  chosen  representatives 
of  the  American  people,  our  obligation  has  been,  and  still 
continues  to  be,  to  keep  America  out  of  war.  Today  we 
luve  an  added  obUgation — to  keep  war  out  of  America.    We 


must  so  strengthen  our  defenses  that  no  amlritious  foe  would 
dare  attack  us  and  no  rash  foe  could  hope  to  succeed.  I 
believe  the  report  now  before  us  is  a  step  toward  that  end. 

This  is  neither  the  time  nw  the  place  for  passion  or  for 
partisanship.  It  dare  not  be.  Too  much  Is  at  stake.  I 
refuse  to  make  this  a  party  matter.  It  is  a  matter  of  grave 
national  concern,  affecting  all  of  us.  Republicans  and  Demo- 
crats alike.  I  believe  it  is  otir  solemn  duty  to  provide  for 
our  own  people  such  an  adequate  defense  that  all  fear  of 
possible  aggression  will  be  banished  from  their  minds;  that 
they  will  be  seciu-e  in  their  persons,  imfettered  in  their 
traditional  liberties  and  free  to  enjoy  all  of  the  rich  promises 
of  our  national  life. 

My  position  is  not  the  result  of  any  recent  or  sudden  con- 
version. It  Is  no  compromise  with  principle;  no  bowing  to 
a  pressing  emergency  of  the  moment.  It  has  always  been 
my  attitude.  It  has  always  been  a  cardinal  principle  of  my 
creed.  It  has  always  been  a  motivating  force  of  my  legis- 
lative action.  I  repeat  today  what  I  have  said  on  many 
occasions;  I  believe  the  Congress  should  vote  every  dollar 
that  is  necessary  to  provide  a  navy  that  Is  second  to  none 
for  the  adequate  defense  of  America. 

All  of  us  know  that  the  first  duty  Imposed  upon  the  Federal 
Government  by  the  Constitution  Is  the  duty  to  provide  for 
the  national  defense.  To  this  obligation  I  pledge  myself 
imreservedly.  I  trust  that  no  one  will  misinterpret  that 
statement  as  an  indication  of  war-mindedness.  It  is  simply 
the  acceptance  of  a  primary  responsibility. 

By  the  same  token  the  desire  of  our  people  to  avoid  in- 
volvement in  foreign  wars  must  not  be  taken  as  approval  of 
ruthless  aggression  and  the  cruel  and  inhuman  persecution 
of  individuals  and,  indeed,  of  whole  nations  by  brutally  bar- 
baric methods  of  dictatorship.  Least  of  all  should  our  efforts 
to  keep  free  of  Europe's  wars  be  regarded  as  lack  of  courage. 
To  do  so  would  be  to  misconstrue  the  spirit  of  the  American 
people. 

There  is  courage,  yes;  courage  to  spare  in  the  heart  of 
America  for  the  defense  of  this  country  and  the  preservation 
of  our  Constitution — our  guaranteed  liberties  and  our  time- 
honored  traditions.  We  hate  war,  but  we  do  not  hesitate  to 
accept  it  if  need  be  to  save  the  things  we  hold  dearer  than 
life  itself.    We  love  pe&ce,  but  not  at  the  price  of  liberty. 

We  in  this  country  have  sought  to  live  by  the  Golden  Rule. 
And  as  we  stand  with  bowed  heads  in  muted  horror  at  the 
almost  unbelievable  suffering  and  cruelty  of  total  war,  from 
the  lips  of  millions  of  Americans,  from  the  altars  of  thou- 
sands of  American  homes,  from  the  hearts  of  a  thankful 
people — a  people  alert  to  the  defense  of  their  rights,  happy 
in  the  possession  of  their  heritages  and  mindful  of  the 
stewardship  with  which  they  are  charged — ^there  is  uttered 
to  the  Throne  of  the  Eternal  a  universal  plea,  "God  give  to 
this  troubled  world  peace." 

Our  current  effort  to  strengthen  all  of  ovu-  defenses,  of 
which  the  Navy  is,  I  believe,  the  most  important,  is  not  based 
upon  unreasoning  fear  but  upon  a  realistic  facing  of  world 
conditions  which  confront  us.  It  is  not  a  departure  from 
om-  traditional  policy  of  nonintervention  in  the  wars  of  other 
nations.  But  we  are  equally  determined  that  the  wars  of 
foreign  nations  shall  not  spread  to  our  own  shores.  That  de- 
termination must  be  backed  by  more  than  high  resolve. 

It  Is  a  melancholy  fact,  but  a  fact  nevertheless,  that  force 
is  the  dominant  influence  in  international  relations  through- 
out a  large  part  of  the  world  today.  We  need  not  subscribe 
to  Napoleon's  cynicism  that  God  is  on  the  side  of  the  biggest 
battalions-to  concede  that.  What  we  do  need  to  realize  is 
that  we  cannot  afford  to  depend  too  strongly  on  the  fortunate 
accident  of  geographical  iposition  to  preserve  this  Nation  and 
the  ideals  for  which  it  stands  and  to  keep  both  safe  from  all 
harm. 

I  hold  no  brief  for  the  twin  poUcies  of  political  isolation  and 
economic  self-suflBciency.  I  believe  that  we  have  a  vital 
Interest  and  concern  in  world  affairs  as  one  of  the  most 
important  members  of  the  family  of  nations.  I  believe  in  the 
cultivation  of  international  friendship  and  trust,  in  an  iminter- 
rupt^  flow  of  commerce  among  all  nations  In  a  world  where 
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governments  deal  honestly  with  one  another,  where  agree- 
ments are  made  to  be  kept,  where  covenants  are  regarded  as 
binding,  where  international  law  is  respected  and  where 
justice  is  more  highly  regarded  than  force.  But  that  is  not 
the  kind  of  world  in  which  we  are  living  today. 

Although  the  ssTnpathles  of  an  overwhelming  majority 
of  our  people  have  been  with  the  Allies,  the  possibility  of 
their  defeat  was  not  viewed  with  the  misgiving  that  has  been 
apparent  here  since  the  crushing  blow  in  Flanders.  The 
reason  for  this,  it  seems  to  me,  is  not  to  be  fcimd  in  the 
showing  of  strength  made  by  the  Germans,  but  in  the  revela- 
tion of  the  unsuspected  weakness  of  the  Allies,  their  apparent 
lack  of  preparedness  to  meet  the  type  of  attack  directed 
against  them.  It  was  this  which  opened  our  eyes  to  the 
neglect  of  years  which  had  weakened  our  defensive  position, 
and  which  prompted  an  immediate  examination  of  our  own 
preparedness.  It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  our  duty  is 
plain — we  must  and  we  will  underwrite  the  safety  and  se- 
curity of  this  Nation  and  the  safety  and  security  of  our 
neighbors  in  the  Americas. 

Our  stake  is  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  Our  responsi- 
bility is  measured  by  the  Monroe  E>octrIne.  That  doctrine 
declares  rights  and  assumes  responsibilities.  We  must  be 
prepared  to  insist  upon  a  recognition  of  those  rights  and 
at  the  same  time  be  willing  to  discharge  those  responsi- 
bilities. Because  of  our  relations  with  oiu-  neighbors  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  and  because  it  is  vital  to  oiu-  national 
defense,  we  must  demand  a  recognition  of  that  time-hon- 
ored doctrine  and  we  must  be  prepared  at  all  times  to  de- 
fend its  intent  and  purposes  against  any  and  all  powers. 
A  national-defense  program  adequate  under  present-day 
conditions  to  require  such  recognition  is  our  solemn  duty. 
Discharge  erf  that  duty  will  meet  with  the  approval  of  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  our  people. 

As  I  have  already  said,  I  believe  that  the  shock  which 
has  come  to  the  American  people  within  the  last  few  weeks 
is  more  the  result  of  the  revelation  of  the  weakness  of  the 
Allies  than  of  the  strength  of  Germany.  I  also  believe  it  is 
due  in  part  to  a  realization  of  the  peril  to  which  we.  In  our 
state  of  unpreparedness.  were  exposed  by  those  among  us 
who  indulged  in  vituperative  utterances  and  halfway  eco- 
nomic sanctions  with  no  adequate  armed  force  to  back  them 
up.  It  is  dangerous.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  threaten  potential 
enemies  with  a  shotgtm  that  is  not  loaded.  Gratuitous  in- 
sults are  often  remembered  after  scars  of  actual  battle  have 
been  forgotten. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  about  the  sincerity  of  the  desire 
of  the  American  people  for  peace.  The  record  of  our  ac- 
tions is  eloquent  testimony  of  our  ambitions.  Indeed,  for 
considerably  more  than  a  decade  after  the  "war  to  end  war," 
an  exhausted  and  war-weary  world  shared  that  desire  with 
us.  An  attempt  to  realize  the  common  ideal  was  made 
through  conferences,  agreements,  and  disarmaments.  A 
survey  of  the  record  will  show  why.  until  approximately  the 
time  of  the  fall  of  the  Republic  of  Weimar  and  the  begin- 
ning of  the  ascendancy  of  Hitler,  we  did  not  biUld  arma- 
ments. 

In  pursuance  of  the  ideal  of  world  peace  through  collective 
security  and  the  settlement  of  international  disputes  by  peace- 
ful negotiation  instead  of  by  the  arbitrament  of  war,  a  Con- 
ference on  the  Limitation  of  Armaments  was  held  here  in 
Washington  from  which  emerged  a  series  of  treaties  limiting 
naval  strength.  We  not  only  agreed  to  scrap  some  of  our  bat- 
tleships but  also  to  halt  construction  on  others  that  already 
were  on  the  way. 

In  1927  came  the  Kellogg-Briand  Pact,  which  was  signed  by 
56  nations.  The  signatories  condemned  recourse  to  war  for 
the  solution  of  international  controversies  and  renounced  it 
as  an  instnunent  of  national  policy  in  their  relations  with  one 
another.  When  Secretary  Kellogg  went  abroad  to  obtain  the 
signatures  of  the  agents  of  the  other  powers,  he  was  hailed  as 
an  apostle  of  peace  with  the  same  sort  of  enthusiasm  that 
marked  Wilson's  arrival  for  the  peace  negotiations  at  Ver- 
sailles. 


At  a  tremendous  welcome  In  Dublin,  Seumas  Murphy, 
speaking  for  the  Irish,  said  this  to  Mr.  Keilogg: 

There  are  many  names  on  the  world's  register  of  fame,  placed 
high  by  deeds  of  coxirage  and  acts  of  wisdom.  But  with  you  the 
angels  of  peace  have  come  to  minister  to  men  again.  Wltb  your 
advent  In  Europe  has  come  the  birth  of  what  may  he  called  the 
second  era  of  peace — peace  on  earth  and  to  men  good  wUl. 

There  were  other  important  conferences  at  London  smd 
Geneva.  There  is  no  need  for  me  to  recite  the  details  here. 
The  point  is  that  we  and  most  of  the  nations  of  the  world  be- 
lieved that  the  time  had  come  when  armaments  should  be 
reduced.  That  was  true  during  the  era  I  have  been  discussing. 
It  explains  why  our  armaments  were  low  when  President 
Roosevelt  took  office  in  1933  and  Hitler  started  on  his  meteoric 
rise  to  power.  UntU  the  fall  of  the  Weimar  Republic  in  Ger- 
many, peaceful  adjustment  of  differences  among  the  nations 
had  been  the  soul -cry  of  most  of  the  peoples  of  the  world. 

We  in  this  country  endeavored  to  translate  the  idealism 
of  world  peace  into  the  reality  of  accomplishment.  We  ac- 
cepted the  solenm  assiu-ances  and  covenants  of  other  na- 
tions without  reservation.  We  evidenced  our  confidence  in 
those  covenants  by  specific  and  positive  acts.  Disappoint- 
ment and  disillusionment  have  been  our  portion.  Not  upon 
us,  but  upon  other  nations  rests  the  onus  of  the  failure  of 
the  altruistic  hopes  of  mankind  for  the  limitation  and  the 
reduction  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  world. 

Let  us  look  at  the  record  again  and  trace  the  steps  by 
which  this  "second  era  of  peace"  was  brought  to  an  end. 
One  by  one  the  collective  security  treaties  failed.  The 
League  of  Nations  failed  to  prevent  war.  So  did  the  Kel- 
logg-Briand Pact.  And  so  did  the  JTme  Power  Pact.  On 
December  31,  1934,  Japan  annoimced  her  intention  to  ter- 
minate the  Washington  Naval  Treaty.  Because  she  would 
not  renew,  the  other  signatories  could  not. 

But,  meanwhile.  Hitler  had  come  to  power  in  Germany.  In 
1933  he  started  the  "mechanization  and  motorization  of  army 
tactical  units."  Then  an  there,  almost  concurrently  with  the 
beginning  of  the  first  Roosevelt  administration,  began  the  tre- 
mendous efforts  of  the  totalitarian  powers  to  build  up  theij: 
armed  forces.  The  administration  in  Washington  knew 
what  was  going  on  and  was  kept  informed  of  every  step  in 
the  progress  made  from  that  time  on.  So  were  the  French 
and  the  English  Gtovemments.  The  extent  and  character 
of  the  German  militarization  must  have  been  fully  reported 
by  English,  French,  and  American  intelligence  officers  and 
military  attaches. 

Even  the  nature  of  the  German  plan  of  attack  was  a 
matter  of  record  in  these  three  nations.  There  was  no 
secrecy  about  this  plan — the  substitution  of  airplanes  for 
heavy  artillery  in  laying  down  the  advance  barrage  of  bombs, 
finding  weaknesses,  and  preventing  coimter  attacks;  the  suc- 
ceeding waves  of  tanks  scattering  the  defense;  the  motorized 
infantry  rushing  up  to  occupy  the  new  salient;  the  regular 
troops  moving  up  to  free  the  mechanized  forces  for  another 
assault. 

During  1937  military  preparation  went  on  apace  in  Ger- 
many, but  there  were  no  threats  or  demands  of  any  kind 
from  Berlin.  War  news  centered  in  the  Sino- Japanese  hos- 
tilities and  the  civil  war  in  Spain.  But  from  1938  down  to 
the  present  Hitler  has  been  the  center  of  international 
Interest,  the  orbit  about  which  wars,  large  and  small,  have 
revolved.  His  seizure  of  Austria  was  the  first  of  a  series 
of  offensives  with  which  we  are  all  too  familiar  to  need 
recounting  here. 

There  is  one  feature  of  this  report  to  which  I  am  irrev- 
ocably opposed  in  principle,  although  at  this  time  and  under 
the  present  circumstances,  I  will  not  permit  it  to  stand  in 
the  way  of  my  vote  for  approval.  This  Is  the  principle 
of  blank-check  appropriations,  embodied  in  this  report  In 
the  item  of  $34,000,000  to  be  spent  at  the  discretion  of  the 
President.  I  am  firm  in  my  belief  that  not  only  should 
the  Congress  preserve  at  all  costs  its  constitutional  preroga- 
tive of  making  appropriations  but  that  it  should  exercise  its 
equally  Important  right  of  directing  how  appropriations  should 
be  spent.    I  do  not  need  to  tell  the  Members  of  the  House 


ideals.    Td  escape  certain  conse<iuences  of  its  outcome  seems 
Impossible. 

As  Members  of  this  Congress  and  chosen  representatives 
of  the  American  people,  our  obligation  has  been,  and  still 
continues  to  be,  to  keep  America  out  of  war.  Today  we 
have  an  added  obiigatiOD — to  keep  wax  out  of  America.    We 


I  hold  no  brief  for  the  twin  policies  of  political  isolation  and 
economic  self-sufficiency.  I  believe  that  we  have  a  vital 
interest  and  concern  in  world  affsdrs  as  one  of  the  most 
important  members  of  the  family  of  nations.  I  believe  in  the 
cultivation  of  international  friendship  and  trust,  in  an  uninter- 
rupted flow  of  commerce  among  all  nations  in  a  world  where 
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how  unfortunate  has  been  our  experience  with  blank-check 
appropriations,  especially  in  the  matter  of  relief. 

The  measure  before  us  does  require  an  accounting  by  the 
Executive,  but  not  until  a  year  has  elapsed.  To  me  that  sug- 
.^ests  the  old  proverb  about  locking  the  stable  after  the  horse 
has  gone.  Public  confidence  In  the  efficiency  of  administra- 
tion Is  a  prime  requisite  In  the  carrying  out  of  such  a  huge 
^national-defense  program  as  we  are  undertaking.  I  believe 
that  much  could  be  done  by  the  Executive  to  bolster  public 
confidence  if  he  would  take  the  public  into  his  confidence 
from  time  to  time  as  this  sum  Is  gradually  spent  instead  of 
waiting  until  the  time  prescribed  to  make  a  full  accounting. 
But  better  still,  I  believe,  would  be  to  make  no  blank-check 
apprcHirlation  but  to  keep  the  Congress  in  session  throughout 
the  emergency  so  that  it  could  make  appropriations  when, 
and  In  the  amounts,  needed. 

Time  is  of  the  essence  In  carrying  out  our  defense  program. 
Yet  that  is  no  reason  why  billions  should  be  spent  haphaz- 
ardly, as  has  been  done  all  too  often  here  in  recent  years. 
Not  to  make  every  dollar  count  would  be  as  shortsighted 
as  going  to  the  opposite  extreme  and  making  a  niggardly 
Investment  in  insurance  against  war. 

Fundamentally,  our  defense  problem  is  a  construction  prob- 
lem. No  nation  in  the  world  Is  in  so  favorable  a  position  as 
we  to  tackle  that  kind  of  job.  We  are  rich  in  natural  re- 
sources, manpower,  mass-production  power,  and  trained  and 
experienced  leadership.  An  all-important  essential  Is  whole- 
hearted cooperation  among  Government,  industry,  and  labor. 
Sacrifice  must  be  made  by  all  of  us.  Government  officials, 
captains  of  industry,  and  leaders  of  labor  who  refuse  to  recog- 
nize that  fact  can  be  rightly  charged  as  doing  an  imforgive- 
able  disservice  to  their  country. 

Nb  person  familiar  with  the  true  state  of  our  national  de- 
ftoaes  today  questions  that  8.11  the  energies  of  the  Nation  will 
need  to  be  mobilized  for  the  great  work  of  patriotism  before 
us.  Our  first  step  must  be  to  harness  the  productive  and 
creative  powers  of  the  Nation  in  a  practical  program  of  pro- 
viding a  real  defense  machine.  Certainly  there  is  nothing 
In  the  history  of  the  last  7  years  to  suggest  that  this  great 
work  may  be  accomplished  by  the  methods  of  bureaucracy 
which  have  prevailed  in  other  fields  of  national  endeavor. 
The  overcentralization  of  vast  administrative  powers  has 
proved  a  crippling  obstacle  to  real  national  accomplishment  In 
many  of  the  new  undertakings  of  government.  Are  we  not 
entitled  at  least  to  profit  by  the  mistakes  of  this  period,  and 
launch  our  national-defense  program  on  the  basis  of  sound 
tdmlnlstratlve  principles? 

We  have  been  too  long  in  the  attitude  of  waiting  upon 
Washington  for  decisions  and  directior^.  In  every  field  of 
commerce  and  finance  today,  all  activities  are  directed,  con- 
trolled, or  regulated  by  the  executive  decrees  of  a  top-heavy 
and  domineering  bureaucracy.  The  energies  of  the  people  are 
shackled.  The  driving  power  of  our  creative  skill  is  dormant 
and  enfeebled.  The  flow  of  private  capital  into  new  enter- 
prises has  all  but  ceased  during  the  last  year.  Bureaucracy 
cannot  make  airplanes  or  antiaircraft  guns.  Bureaucrats 
cannot  make  torpedoes  or  coast  artiUery  weapons. 

The  Hitler  mlllUry  machine  has  afforded  a  striking  object 
iBBaon  by  which  our  Government  departments  may  well  profit. 
Ftr  instance,  it  has  been  the  practice  for  Government  de- 
partments to  design  our  tanks.  Why  should  not  the  Govern- 
ment profit  by  the  experience  of  our  tractor -manufacturing 
companies?  We  produce  annually  more~tractors  than  all  of 
the  rest  of  the  world  combined.  Our  tractor  companies  have 
been  at  work  for  decades  on  proWems  of  an  efficient  low-cost 
motive  power  and  on  problems  of  a  track  that  will  stand  up 
under  every  tsrpe  of  field  condition. 

It  has  been  suggested  to  me  by  one  familiar  with  the  man- 
ufacture of  tractors  that  the  Ooverrunent  could  profit  enor- 
moiisly  by  famiUarizing  the  designing  department  of  four 
or  five  of  the  corvcems  In  this  field  with  problems  It  wants 
solved  and  asking  them  to  work  up  competitive  deeisns.  He 
added  that  the  Army  engineers  could  study  problems,  state 
them,  familiarize  the  heads  of  designing  departments  with 


field  conditions  and  make  an  effort  to  stimulate  them  to 
make  further  suggestioiis  for  improvements  that  would  make 
tanks  more  efficient  than  any  tank  that  has  been  developed 
in  Europe.  If  the  problem  of  higliest  efficiency  designs  and 
mass  production  can  be  solved  by  proper  coordination  be- 
tween Government  and  private  industry,  the  probability  is 
that  we  would  save  not  only  valuable  time  but  many  millions 
of  dollars. 

But.  above  all  else,  the  success  of  our  national-defense 
program  will,  in  the  last  analysis,  depend  upon  the  tough- 
ness of  fiber  and  the  hardy  spirit  of  the  American  people. 
I  l)elieved  that  when  I  first  voted  for  a  Navy  appropriation 
bill  in  this  House.  I  believe  it  today.  That  being  the  case. 
I  do  not  believe  that  I  could  say  more  about  this  aspect  of 
national  preparedness  than  what  I  said  years  ago.  The 
observations  I  made  then  I  want  to  repeat  with  even  greater 
emphasis  today. 

Our  national  defense  depends  not  alone  on  battleships, 
cniisers.  submarines,  smd  aircraft.  Men.  more  than  mate- 
rials, will  determine  the  adequacy  of  our  defense.  Security 
is  not  primarily  dependent  uiwn  the  size  of  either  oiu:  Army 
or  our  Na^-y. 

The  strength  of  America  rests  upon  the  sturdiness  of  the 
character  of  her  people.  The  strength  of  America  is  meas- 
ured by  the  courage,  the  industry,  the  thrift,  the  honesty, 
the  self-reliance,  the  loyalty,  and  the  devotion  of  her  people; 
hc»nely  virtues  which  have  always  been  the  warp  and  woof 
of  dependable  American  character.  ITie  strength  of  Amer- 
ica depends  upon  a  regard  for  her  traditions,  upon  an  ap- 
preciation of  her  accomplishments,  and  upon  a  lover  of  her 
institutions. 

We  should  not  build  units  for  the  fleet  and  at  the  same 
time  tear  down  fil)er  for  character.  It  Is  inconsistent  to 
expect  adherence  to  peace  pacts  abroad  and  at  the  same 
time  repudiate  solemn  pledges  at  home.  It  Is  impossible  to 
develop  national  zeal  and  at  the  same  time  destroy  indi- 
vidual initiative. 

It  is  difficult  to  dispel  suspicion  among  the  nations  and 
at  the  same  time  foster  doubt  and  uncertainty  among  our 
own  people.  We  have  as  much  responsibility  in  providing 
for  the  sinews  of  character  as  we  have  in  appropriating  for 
the  Instruments  of  war.  With  the  building  of  fleets  let  us 
build  men.  Let  us  reestablish  an  assurance  that  virtue  is 
more  worthy  than  depravity,  that  Industry  is  more  desirable 
than  indolence,  that  ambition  is  more  deserving  than  in- 
difference, that  thrift  Is  more  profitable  than  prodigality, 
and  that  self-reliance  is  more  estimable  than  dependency. 

Let  us  strive  for  a  reincarnation  of  the  spirit  of  the  Ameri- 
can pioneer  and  patriot;  let  us  rededicate  ourselves  to  the 
principles  of  constitutional  government  and  depend  upon 
the  assurance  which  springs  from  a  conviction  that  justice, 
morality,  reason,  and  experience  will  continue  to  be  the  mo- 
tivations of  our  national  life.     Supported  by  this  spirit,  our 

forces  will  be  invincible  and  our  security  assured.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr.  SCRUOHAM.     B£r.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 

from  Utah  (Mr.  MukdockI. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rscoko  and  to  include 
therein  a  statement  from  Mr.  Madden,  of  the  Labor  Board, 
With  reference  to  the  accomplishments  of  the  Board. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Utah? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  some  letters  and  telegrams  I  referred  to  in  my  re- 
marks today. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mi.  SCRUOHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  FtitifAHDKZl. 


as  an  instrument  of  national  policy  in  their  relations  with  one 
another.  When  Secretary  Kellogg  went  abroad  to  obtain  the 
signatures  of  the  agents  of  the  other  powers,  he  was  hailed  as 
an  apostle  of  peace  with  the  same  sort  of  enthusiasm  that 
marked  Wilson's  arrival  for  the  peace  negotiations  at  Ver- 
sailles. 


the  item  of  $34,000,000  to  be  spent  at  the  discretion  of  the 
President.  I  am  firm  In  my  belief  that  not  only  should 
the  Congress  preserve  at  all  costs  its  constitutional  preroga- 
tive of  making  appropriations  but  that  it  should  exercise  its 
equally  important  right  of  directing  how  appropriations  should 
be  spent.    I  do  not  need  to  tell  the  Members  of  the  House 
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Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  propositions  em- 
braced In  the  pending  bill  constrain  me  to  observe  what  sins 
are  committed  in  the  name  of  national  defense. 

Title  n  of  this  bill  is  entitled  "Emergency  national -defense 
appropriations."  Of  the  Navy's  $250,000,000.  $50,000,000  is 
allocated  to  urgent  national-defense  items,  $100,000,000  is  for 
speeding  up  the  shipbuilding  program,  and  $100,000,000  pri- 
marily is  for  trebling  the  inflow  ol  airplane  pilots,  while  the 
general  purpose  of  the  President'  fund,  we  are  told,  is  for 
plant  expansions  to  expedite  the  production  of  ships,  muni- 
tions, and  aircraft.  Everything  is  expedition,  you  will  ob- 
serve, at  least  on  the  surface,  but  when  we  take  a  peek  inside 
what  do  we  find? 

There  Is  not  a  man  on  this  floor,  I  dare  say,  who  does  not 
believe  that  our  paramount  effort  at  this  time  should  be  in 
the  directions  of  offensive  and  defensive  aviation.  That 
means,  besides  planes  and  antiaircraft  weapons  and  accesso- 
ries, a  large  reservoir  of  trained  pilots.  Now,  you  cannot  get 
trained  military  and  naval  pilots  overnight.  When  Industry 
is  properly  geared  up,  the  Inflow  of  planes  easily  can  out- 
number the  Inflow  of  pilots.  We  do  not  now  possess  ade- 
quate training  facilities  to  turn  out  the  naval  pilots  called 
for  by  this  emergency  program,  and  it  is  necessary  to  look 
beyond  the  air  school  at  Pensacola  to  supply  the  demand. 
But  what  is  proposed?  Not  a  temporary  establishment  here  or 
there;  not  recourse  to  expanding  temporarily  existing  Naval 
Reserve  air  bases,  such  as  at  Squantum,  Mass.,  or  Floyd  Ben- 
nett Field  outside  of  New  York  City,  and  others  I  might 
name,  or,  again,  recourse  to  civilian  flying  schools,  as  the 
Army  has  done  with  such  marked  success.  No;  not  any  of 
these.  The  Navy's  solution  is  a  costly  and  long-time  devel- 
opment program  at  Jacksonville  and  Miami,  Fla..  and 
Corpus  Christ!,  Tex.,  the  latter  "down  Mexico  way."  A  $25,- 
000.000  layout  is  proposed  for  Corpus  Christi,  a  little  more 
than  100  miles  from  the  Rio  Grande.  Admiral  Towers  says 
It  will  take  2  years  to  complete  these  training  facilities,  but 
that  it  is  expected  to  start  to  use  them  on  the  1st  of  July 
1941 — 13  months  hence — and  yet  this  is  called  an  emergency 
program. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  phase  of  the  program — and  I  submit  It 
Is  the  most  urgent  phase — just  is  out  of  step  with  the  senti- 
ment of  the  American  people.  God  help  us  if  war  were  just 
over  the  horizon — and  I  am  not  so  sure  that  it  is  not — if  we 
have  got  to  wait  from  13  months  to  2  years  to  provide  places 
in  which  to  train  fls^ng  personnel,  with  another  delay  of 
seme  8  months  in  getting  the  finished  product. 

I  submit,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  there  are  other  decidedly  more 
expeditious  and  appreciably  less  costly  ways  of  handling  the 
problem.  In  the  first  place,  most  of  us  can  well  recall  the 
type  of  construction  employed  to  meet  temporary  demands 
during  the  World  War.  It  was  of  frame  and  severely  plain. 
It  is  quick,  it  is  cheap,  and  answers  the  requirements.  In 
the  second  place  there  are  many  locations  well  back  of  our 
boundary  lines,  and  I  wish  to  stress  that  point,  where  sites 
are  available  for  the  asking,  suitable  in  all  respects  for  pri- 
mary and  basic  training.  I  know  that  to  t>e  so  as  far  as  my 
own  State  of  Louisiana  is  concerned.  Lake  Pontchartrain  is 
*a  very  admirable  location,  with  lumber  right  at  hand  and 
plenty  of  labor.  Moreover,  it  is  not  on  another  country's 
doorstep.  I  am  sure  another  admirable  site  is  in  Chairman 
ScRUGHAic's  State  of  Nevada,  on  the  shores  of  Lake  Meade. 
There  no  doubt  are  lots  of  places  suitable  for  temporary 
training  stations,  and  where,  as  I  said  before,  land  purchase 
would  not  be  Involved.  There  would  be  no  permanent  de- 
velopment and  hence  no  maintenance  costs  in  the  years  to 
come. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  by  all  means  that  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  gentleman  from  Nevada,  Chairman  Scrugham. 
should  be  adopted,  and  I  think  it  thoroughly  Justifies  a  cut  in 
the  $45,000,000.  My  preference  would  be  a  more  drastic  limi- 
tation, under  which  only  structures  of  World  War  t>T)e  could 
be  erected,  and  which  excluded  any  land  purchase,  because  I 
am  confident  land  purchase  means  additional   permanent 


naval  shore  establishments,  of  which  we  have  an  abundant 
number  already.    [Applause.] 

COVISirOB   JONES'  ATTZaXFTD   "BUTZKBIBO"  OW  WASHIWCTOK 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  my  remaining  time,  in  cormectlon  with 
this  defense  program,  I  want  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  a  news  article  appearing  in  a  New  Orleans  newspaper 
to  the  effect  that  His  Elxcellency,  the  Governor  of  Louisiana, 
and  his  two  friends  are  coming  to  Washington  for  the  pur- 
pose of  securing  for  Louisiana  national-defense  projects; 
not  only  national-defense  projects,  but  he  was  also  going  to 
settle  the  old-age-pension  question  In  Louisiana  by  getting 
the  Federal  Government  to  pay  the  full  $30  that  the  State 
now  pays  one-half  of;  that  he  was  going  to  settle  the  sugar 
program  by  getting  increased  sugar  acreage;  that  he  was 
going  to  settle  the  rice  question  and  numerous  other  ques- 
tions,   I  shall  Insert  the  article  In  the  Record. 

His  Excellency,  the  Governor  of  Louisiana,  is  coming  to 
Washington  to  get  what  I  Would  consider,  as  far  as  this 
naval  bill  Is  concerned,  as  pork,  but  there  is  no  pork  in  this 
naval  appropriation,  Mr.  Speaker.  The  Governor  has  not 
learned  that  yet.  but  His  Excellency  arrived  In  state  and 
was  comfortably  located  In  the  Mayflower  Hotel  here,  where, 
I  am  told,  he  entertained  very  lavishly  on  last  evening,  and, 
I  may  also  state,  royally.  I  am  told  that  the  cocktail  party 
was  enjoyed  by  the  celebrities  of  Washington.  However,  the 
two  United  States  Senators  from  Louisiana  and  the  Con- 
gressmen were  conspicuous  by  their  absence. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  wondering  why  this  hurried  trip  to 
Washington  by  the  Governor  and  his  friends.  The  Legisla- 
ture of  Louisiana  Is  now  in  session,  and  I  would  think  that 
the  presence  of  the  Governor  would  be  needed  at  the  State 
Capitol  at  Baton  Rouge.  I  wonder  why  this  hurried  trip 
here  to  Washington,  When  the  Democratic  Party  of  Louisiana 
is  holding  its  State  convention  tonight  to  nominate  delegates 
to  the  National  Convention  of  the  Democratic  Party. 

Oh,  of  course,  the  Governor  knows  that  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  Members  of  Congress  from  Louisiana  are  for  the 
President  if  he  wants  a  third  term.  Could  it  be  that  the  dis- 
tinguished Governor  of  Louisiana  is  ducking  that  issue  down 
there  In  Baton  Rouge?  Why  this  hurried  trip  to  Washing- 
ton I  ask  you,  when  all  of  the  Governors  of  the  South  are 
having  a  Governors'  conference  for  the  purpose  of  working 
out  on  problems  that  will  affect  the  people  of  Louisiana  and 
of  the  Southeast?  Of  course,  I  am  stisplcious  of  why  our 
Governor  is  up  here.  I  think  that  he  is  up  here  not  for  de- 
fense projects  which  we  are  now  considering  In  this  bill,  but 
1  think  he  is  up  here  for  what  we  people  in  Louisiana  call 
lagniappc.  or  pap — political  patronage — but  I  say  to  my 
friend,  the  Governor,  that  without  the  help  of  the  two  dis- 
tinguished United  States  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress, 
he  will  not  be  successful  on  his  political  patronage  journey 
here.  I  am  sure  that  when  the  Governor  went  over  and 
talked  with  the  Secretary  of  Agricultiu-e,  Mr.  Henry  Wal- 
lace, that  he  was  told  that  there  can  be  no  Increase  in  the 
sugar  acreage  for  Louisiana  growers  this  year.  I  am  sin-e  he 
was  told  that  the  sugar  child  labor  bill  that  he  'was  inter- 
ested in  has  passed  the  Senate  and  is  now  in  the  capable 
hands  of  the  gentlemen  from  Louisiana,  Congressmen  De- 
RoTJEN  and  Bob  Mouton,  and  the  rule  has  already  been 
granted  on  that  particular  bill  in  the  House,  and  as  to  the 
rice  legislation,  which  he  said  he  was  coming  up  here  to 
settle,  he  should  know  that  the  Ellender  rice  bill  has  already 
passed  the  Senate  and  is  pending  before  the  House,  and  I  am 
sure  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  told  that  to  the  Gov— 
emor  In  his  conference  on  yesterday.  And  the  same  is  true 
of  all  other  projects  that  the  Governor  of  Louisiana  says  he  is 
up  here  trying  to  get  by  himself. 

Let  me  make  this  clear  to  you.  Here  Is  the  Governor  of 
Louisiana  coming  here  to  Washington  issuing  this  statement, 
quoting  Times-Herald  of  Washington,  D.  C,  June  4,  1940; 

Jones    accxued    Senators   Ovzbton    and   Blucnobi   of    "taking   a 
bitter   stand    against   reform   In   Louisiana"    and   said   they 
"not  entitled  to  return  to  tbe  X7nlted  States  Senate." 


mously  by  familiarizing  the  designing  department  of  foitr 
or  five  of  the  concerns  In  this  field  with  problems  It  wants 
solved  and  asking  them  to  work  up  competitive  designs.  He 
added  that  the  Army  engineers  could  study  problems,  state 
them,  familiarize  the  heads  of  designing  departments  with 


The  SPEAKI31  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mi.  8CRUOHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  FtaucAXDZZ]. 


the  $45,000,000.  My  preference  would  be  a  more  drastic  limi- 
tation, under  which  only  structures  of  World  War  type  could 
be  erected,  and  which  excluded  any  land  purchase,  because  I 
am  confident  land  purchase  means  additional  permanent 


ijouisiana  coiiiinK  iiere  lu  wumiiiikiuii  issuing  mis  siaternem, 

quoting  Times-Herald  of  Washington,  D.  C,  June  4,  1940: 

Jones  accused  Senators  Ovxbtoic  and  BLunvon  of  "taking  m 
bitter  stand  against  reform  In  Loutsiana"  and  said  they  were 
"not  entitled  to  return  to  tlie  United  States  Senate." 
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Think  of  it.  Senator  Ovzktow  will  be  In  the  United 
States  Senate  for  a  long  time  after  Jones  of  Louisiana  has 
gone  out  of  office  and  has  been  forgotten  by  the  people  of 
Louisiana,  as  Senator  Overton's  term  does  not  expire  until 
January  1945.  Senator  Ovtrton  in  the  same  paper,  same 
day,  answered  In  a  statement  and  said: 

It  Ul  become*  a  Oovemor  of  Louisiana  to  make  a  bid.  as  Gov- 
ernor Jones  did,  for  a  conference  with  reporters  In  the  National 
Capital  and  after  denouncing  his  own  State,  tmdertake  to  repu- 
diate the  two  United  SUtes  Senators  elected  from  Louisiana. 

My  term  doea  not  exprtre  \inUl  January  1»45  at  which  time 
Jooaa  will  have  passed  forever  from  the  political  scene,  and  Senator 
XLLBWDn's  term  does  not  expire  until  January  1&43. 

I  was  elected  without  opposition:  It  took  two  primary  elections 
and  a  tremendous  campaign  fund  to  put  Jones  Into  the  governor- 
ship. His  criticism  of  the  two  United  States  Senatcrs  will  faU 
here  on  deaf  ears. 

According  to  Jones,  the  sin  committed  by  the  two  United  SUtes 
Senators  was  not  supporting  him  as  the  self-styled  reform  Oov- 
emor. Jones  has  yet  to  give  any  evidence  of  his  being  a  friend 
csf  rcfoctn. 

His  action  has  been  limited  to  addressing  men  out  of  oflSce— 
a  procedure  not  resorted  to  in  Louisiana  since  carpetbagger  days — 
in  preparing  to  order  a  new  election  In  New  Orleans,  and  in  super- 
seding the  district  attorneys  with  emlanrles  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral's ofBce.  a  device  against  which  he  raUed  in  the  campaign  for 
the  governorahlp.  Is  Jones  sincere  In  hU  statement  that  the  day 
of  dictatorship  is  over  In  Louisiana? 

It  would  be  better  for  Jones  if  he  would  undertake  to  confine 
his  activities  in  Washington  to  carrying  out  his  pre-election  and 
post-election  promises  to  legislate  unrestricted  production  of  sugar- 
cane In  Louisiana,  to  relieve  Louisiana  and  other  States  from 
making  a  sponsors  contribution  of  25  percent  to  W.  P.  A.  projects 
and  toward  having  the  Federal  Government  bear  the  entire  cost 
ot  a  tSQ-a-month  old-age  pension. 

Mr.  Speaker,  throughout  Governor  Jones'  recent  campaign 
he  said  that  his  main  object  wm  to  do  away  with  dictator- 
ship in  Louisiana:  yet.  he  now  tries  to  set  up  a  super-dic- 
tatorship of  his  own. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  my  people,  that  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent  in  Congress,  to  know  again  that  I  have  offered 
the  governor  my  cooperation  on  matters  for  the  good  of 
Louisiana.  The  Oovemor  is  now  in  Washington — ^hls  first 
act  after  arriving  here  was  to  call  in  the  press  and  criticize 
the  two  United  States  Senators  from  Louisiana.  He  has 
ignored  Members  of  Congress  from  Louisiana,  and  I  am 
wondering  what  all  of  the  people  of  New  Orleans  and  the 
rest  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  are  thinking  about  their  Gov- 
ernor up  here,  and  his  sasring  that  he  was  coming  up  here 
to  get  certain  benefits  for  LouisHma:  to  get  some  Federal 
money  for  Louisiana,  all  the  while  ignoring  the  two  United 
States  Senators  and  Members  of  Congress — who  were  duly 
elected  by  the  people  of  Louisiana  to  represent  them  here  In 
Washington.  It  Just  cannot  be  done.  Mr.  Speaker.  Things 
are  not  done  that  way  in  Washington,  and  this  great  super- 
man that  is  now  Governor  of  Louisiana,  probably  reads 
that  comic  strip  about  superman,  and  it  is  my  opinion  he 
will  soon  realize  that  he  Is  Just  an  ordinary  man. 

While  he  tried  to  imitate  the  great  "Kingflsh''  of  Louisiana, 
he  did  not  even  make  the  first  page  of  papers  in  Washington. 
As  you  will  notice  by  the  Washington  Star  of  yesterday,  he 
made  the  first  page  of  the  last  section  of  the  Star. 

I  am  for  anything  that  Is  for  the  best  interests  of  Louisiana. 
I  want  to  cooperate  with  the  Governor  or  the  mayor  or  any 
other  citizen  of  Louisiana  or  New  Orleans,  but  I  demand  in 
return  that  I  be  shown  the  respect  that  is  due  me  as  a  Repre- 
sentative of  a  quarter  of  a  million  people  in  Louisiaoa,  who 
elected  me  by  their  votes  as  their  Representative  in  C(Migres8. 
The  time  to  fight  factional  politics  is  at  election  time,  but  I 
say  to  him  for  the  good  of  Louisiana  he  should  have  come 
here,  and  not  ridiculed  the  United  States  Senators  or  ignored 
Members  of  Congress,  but  he  should  seek  their  help  and  their 
infiuence  for  projects  and  money  that  would  redoimd  to  the 
benefit  of  the  State  of  Louisiana.     [Applause.] 

(Prom  the  New  Orleans  Tlmea-Plcayune  of  Jtme  3,  1940] 
SHAax  roa  State  or  DNrru)  Statxs  Spending  Sought  bt   Jonxs — 

OovBUfoa    Plisb   to    Capitai.    to    Coioxa    Wrru    PaxsiocNT    and 

Otrxs  OmciALs  ott  Wn>E  Rancs  or  Topics 

Gov.  Sam  Jones  left  Sxinday  afternoon  by  plane  for  Washington, 
where  Tuesday  he  wlU  jlay  before  President  Booaevelt  I/iulslana's 


argument  for  a  generous  portion  of  the  bUIlons  to  be  spent  by 
the  Federal  Government  In  expanding  national  defenaes  and  other 
projects. 

Boarding  a  {dane  at  the  New  Orleans  Airport  at  8:56  p.  m..  the 
Oovemor.  leaving  the  State  for  the  first  time  since  he  took  the 
oath  of  office,  declared  he  would  confer  with  a  number  of  high 
Government  officials.  Including  the  President  and  Henry  Wallace. 
Secretary  of  Agrlculttire,  on  a  wide  range  of  subjects,  foremost 
among  which  are  national -defense  fiuxU  and  legl&laUon  affecting 
Louisiana  agriculture. 

APPonrnfXMTs  mads 
Listing  President  Roosevelt:  Secretary  Wallace;  Harold  Ickes, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Louis  Johnson.  Assistant  Secretary  of 
War;  Col.  Francis  C.  Harrington.  W.  P.  A.  CommLssloner;  and 
Robert  Jackson,  Attorney  General,  as  those  with  whom  he  had 
appointments  In  Washington,  the  Governor  added,  "I  very  likely 
wlU  see  a  great  many  other  persons  who  are  not  on  the  schedule 
before  returning  from  Washington." 

The  Louisiana  Congressmen,  he  said,  are  not  on  his  list  of 
engagements. 

"I  do  not  jdan  to  see  any  ot  the  Congressmen."  he  declared, 
"but  they  may.  of  course,  look  me  up  if  they  have  anything  to 
discuss." 

In  the  conference  with  Secretary  Wallace,  which  Is  schedxiled 
today.  Oovemor  Jones  said  he  plans  to  discuss  several  national 
legislative  matters,  particularly  legislation  which  wotild  affect 
Louisiana  rice  and  sugar  farmers. 

"I  might  even  be  audacious  enough  to  mention  the  strawberry 
situation  to  Ui.  Wallace."  he  smiled.  The  principal  topic  of  dis- 
cussion, however,  is  expected  to  be  the  sugar  sltuatloa. 

MO  sPBcnnc  paoaaAM 
When  he  meets  the  President  Tuesday  morning  to  discuss  the 
possibility  of  obtaining  Pederal  defense  funds  for  Louisiana.  Gover- 
nor Jones  wUl  hsve  no  specific  program  to  lay  before  Mr  Roosevelt, 
but  will  "ask  for  anything  and  everything  that  will  help  Louisiana." 
"Governor,"  be  was  asked,  "do  you  mean  you  Intend  to  request 
establishment  of  new  defense  staUons  in  Louisiana,  expansion  of 
present  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  organizations,  opening  of  airplane 
factories,  or  anything  in  connection  with  the  new  program?" 

"You  bet  your  life,"  the  Governor  exclaimed.  "If  there  are  any 
Federal  funds  to  be  got.  I  am  going  to  do  my  darnedest  to  get  them." 
His  conference  with  Attorney  General  Jackson  is  expected  to 
center  around  an  effort  to  obtain  from  Federal  investigators  evi- 
dence of  apparent  violations  of  State  laws  encountered  by  the  Ped- 
eral men  in  operatloiu  In  Louisiana  in  recent  months,  to  be  used  In 
proeecutlons  within  the  State. 

In  addition  to  the  conferences  on  defense  funds  and  agrlculttn*. 
Governor  Jones  has  arranged  meetings  with  Jesse  Jones,  head  of 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  and  Henry  Morgenthau. 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

"These  meetings  are  only  to  make  valtiable  contacts,"  said  Gover- 
nor Jones. 

He  said  he  expected  to  return  Wednesday  at  3  a.  m.,  which 
schedule  woxild  mean  his  mi&slng  the  DemocraUc  State  convention, 
which  will  be  held  Tuesday  at  Baton  Rouge. 

Accompanying  the  Governor  to  Washington  were  E.  A.  Stephen*. 
New  Orleans  businessman,  and  Rabiirn  Monroe,  attorney. 

[From  the  Washington  Times-Herald] 
Jowas  Do«8m"t  Amount  to  a  Hu.l  of  Scans  Haax.  Sknatob  Ovnrrov 
States — SEMAToa  Assails  Louisiana  Goviknob  in  Riplt 
I        Statements  reminiscent  of  Huey  Long's  heyday  were  exchanged 
:    here   yesterday  by  two  Louisiana  political   figiires.   Senator  Johm 

Holmes  Ovexton  and  Governor  Sam  H.  Jonee. 
,       The  newly  elected  Governor,  here  on  State  btisiness,  set  off  the 
fireworks  when  he  called  a  press  conference  and  suggested  retire- 
ment  of   Ovebton   and   the   Junior   Louisiana   Senator,   Allen   J. 
Ellxnoeb.  "as  a  step  toward  elimination  of  the  Long  influence.'* 

assails  two  ant atobs 
Jones  acciised  Senators  Ovtbton  and  Sujaiosa  of  "taking  a  bit- 
ter stand  against  reform  In  Louisiana."  and  said  they  were  "not 
entitled  to  return  to  the  United  States  Senate." 
All  of  which  inspired  Ovcbtom  to  respond: 

"Jones  may  be  temporarily  the  cock  o'  the  walk  in  Louisiana, 
but  he  doesn't  amount  to  a  hlU  of  beans  in  Washington." 

OvnrroN  added :  "It  ill  becomes  a  Oovemor  of  Louisiana  to  make  a 
bid,  as  Governor  Jones  did,  for  a  conference  with  reporters  in  the 
National  Capital  and,  after  denouncing  his  own  State,  vmdertake  to 
repudiate  the  two  United  States  Senators  elected  from  Louisiana. 

IT'S  A  LONG  WATT 

"My  term  does  not  expire  untU  January  IMS.  at  which  tloM 
Jones  will  have  passed  forever  from  the  political  scene;  and 
Senator  Ellendeb's  term  does  not  expire  until  January  1943. 

"I  was  elected  without  opposition:  it  took  two  primary  elections 
and  a  tremendous  campaign  fund  to  put  Jones  into  the  governorship. 
His  criticism  of  the  two  United  States  Senators  from  Louisiana  will 
fall  here  on  deaf  ears. 

"According  to  Jones,  the  sin  committed  by  the  two  United  States 
Senators  was  not  supporting  him  as  the  self-styled  reform  Governor. 

QtTESnONS  HIS  STAND 

"Jones  has  yet  to  give  any  evidence  of  his  being  a  friend  of  reform. 

"His  action  has  been  limited  to  addressing  men  out  of  office — a 

procedvu«  not  resorted  to  in  Louisiana  since  carpetbagger  days — in 
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prepsring  to  order  a  new  election  In  New  Orleans,  and  In  superseding 
the  district  attorneys  with  emissaries  of  the  attorney  general's  office, 
a  device  against  which  he  railed  in  the  campaign  for  the  govemor- 
Bhip.  Is  Jones  sincere  in  his  statement  that  the  day  of  dlctatorfijlp 
Is  over  In  Louisiana?' 

becalls  pbomises 
"It  would  be  better  for  Jones  If  he  would  undertake  to  confine 
his  activities  in  Washington  to  carrying  cut  his  preelection  and  post- 
election promises  to  legislate  unrestricted  production  of  sugarcane 
In  Louisiana,  to  relieve  Louisiana  and  other  States  from  making  a 
sponsor's  contribution  of  25  percent  to  W.  P.  A.  projects,  and  toward 
having  the  Federal  Government  bear  the  entire  cost  of  a  $30-a- 
mcnth  old-age  pension." 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  one-half  minute 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Bradley], 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  connec- 
tion with  the  vote  on  the  roll  call  covering  the  amendments 
to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act,  my  colleague  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  McGranery]  was  unavoidably 
absent  on  account  of  illness.  He  authorizes  me  to  say  that 
if  he  had  been  present  he  would  have  voted  against  the  rule. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Hawks], 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  the  regular  appropria- 
tion bill  for  the  Navy  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  1941, 
With  additions,  taking  into  consideration  the  so-called 
emergency  appropriations. 

Last  fall  I  had  an  opportunity  to  spend  some  time  on  the 
west  coast  and  to  inspect  some  of  our  navy  yards  and  naval 
defenses  out  there.  I  was  deeply  Impressed  with  the  inade- 
quacy of  those  defenses.  While  I  do  not  want  to  add  one 
single  word  to  the  administrative  hysteria  that  is  going 
around  this  country,  I  do  want  to  say  right  now  that  any 
appropriation  to  the  United  States  Navy  and  the  Navy  De- 
partment that  would  improve  those  woefully  inadequate  de- 
fense situations  on  the  west  coast  and  other  important  places 
would  certainly  meet  with  my  approval. 

I  have  a  very  firm  conviction  in  my  mind  that  altogether 
too  much  of  this  war  talk  today  is  political — purely  political. 
The  reason  I  feel  that  way  is  because  I  carmot  understand 
why  during  the  special  session,  the  second  session  of  the 
Seventy-sixth  Congress,  which  was  called  on  September  21, 
1939.  we  did  not  take  some  action,  and  why  the  defenses  of 
our  Nation  were  not  called  to  our  attention  and  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  American  public.  Also  why  appropriations  to 
take  care  of  those  inadequacies  were  not  made  8  or  9  months 
ago.  Certamiy  we  would  be  that  much  further  along  on  the 
road  to  adequacy.  We  certainly  missed  the  boat  in  that 
respect. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  HAWKS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  For  the  gentleman's  benefit. 
I  wish  to  say  that  over  the  last  4  years  your  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  has  reported  out  authorization  bills  that  today 
embrace  two  and  one-half  billion  dollars.  They  have  been  on 
the  books  for  the  best  part  of  2  years.  Even  last  year  when 
we  had  authorization  for  two  and  one-half  billion  dollars  on 
the  books,  only  a  half  billion  has  been  spent  for  naval  con- 
struction. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  I  was  going  to  point  that  out.  I  am  glad 
the  gentleman  reminded  me  of  It.  You  understand,  I  am 
talking  my  convictions.  I  am  not  making  a  political  speech. 
I  am  Just  as  sick  and  concerned  about  this  defense  situation 
as  the  most  ardent  new  dealer.  But  the  responsibility  rests 
with  them.    They  have  been  in  power. 

Mr.  MOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Not  now.  I  would  like  to  know  if  the  State 
Department,  in  the  War  Department,  the  Navy  Department, 
or  if  the  President  did  not  have  approximately  as  much  In- 
formation about  our  defenses  last  September  as  they  have 
today?  The  reason  I  am  convinced  that  there  is  altogether 
too  much  politics  in  this  defense  business  today  Is  that  it  was 
brought  up  at  a  time  when  politics  and  a  general  election  in 
this  country  are  right  upon  us, 

Mr.  MOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  HAWKS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MOTT.  The  gentleman  mentioned  the  special  session. 
Does  he  recall  the  President's  message  to  the  Congress  at 
that  time,  in  which  he  remarked  that  it  was  only  the  dictator 
nations  who  were  spending  their  money  for  armament,  but 
we  in  the  United  States  were  putting  men  to  work  on  W.  P.  A. 
and  other  forms  of  reemployment? 

Mr.  HAWKS.    I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  MOTT.  And  at  that  time  the  President  never  men- 
tioned the  necessity  of  a  rearmament  program  such  as  we 
have  now? 

Mr.  HAWKS.  The  gentleman  Is  correct.  In  other  words, 
what  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  Is  trying  to  bring  out  and  what 
I  am  trying  to  point  out  Is  that  the  general  welfare  of 
130.000,000  American  citizens  has  been  put  on  the  block  of 
political  expediency,  and  I  do  not  hke  It. 

Amendment  133  in  this  bill.  "Emergency  fund  for  the  Pres- 
ident," involves  an  outlay  of  $34,000,000  In  cash,  and  not 
exceeding  $34,000,000  authorized  for  tlie  President  to  spend 
through  such  agencies  on  and  after  the  enactment  hereof,  to 
enter  Into  contracts  for  the  purpose  in  an  amount  not  ex- 
ceeding $34,000,000.  I  know  I  am  golr^  to  be  criticized  by 
some  of  my  friends  on  the  Democratic  side  of  the  aisle  for 
taking  Issue  with  the  President,  but,  as  the  elected  Repre- 
sentative of  some  300,000  American  citizens.  I  think  I  have 
that  right,  and  I  intend  to  speak  out. 

For  10  years  we  have  had  a  most  serious  domestic  problem. 
That  problem  today  is  just  as  serious  as  It  was  10  years  ago. 
We  have  turned  over  blank  check  after  blank  check  to  this 
man  who  now  wants  to  be  the  international  savior  of  the 
world. 

Involved  in  this  bill,  a  bill  that  Is  otherwise  perfectly  all 
right.  Involved  in  this  bill  is  another  blank  check  for  $34,000,- 
000  in  cash,  and  $34,000,000  on  the  cuff.  I  appreciate  that 
in  his  mind  and  In  the  mind  of  some  of  his  ardent  sup- 
porters $68,000,000  is  mere  chicken  feed.  I  appreciate  the 
fact  that  Congress  turned  over  to  him  at  one  time  a  blank 
check  for  over  $4,000,000,000.  So  many  think  that  $68.- 
000,000  does  not  amount  to  very  much.  It  represents  a  whale 
of  a  lot  of  money  to  me.  But  he  has  not  made,  and  the 
New  Deal  has  not  made,  a  proper  accounting  of  the  fimds 
that  we  have  previously  turned  over  to  him  m  the  form  of 
anything  worth  while  accomplished;  and  I  am  not  going  to 
support  any  legislation  that  proposes  to  turn  more  funds 
over  to  a  man  or  to  an  admmistratlon  that  has  shown  Its 
utter  Incompetency  In  the  matter  of  taking  care  of  domestic 
problems  in  this  country. 

There  Is  no  need  In  the  consideration  of  these  naval  and 
military  appropriation  bills  further  to  excite  the  people  of 
our  coimtry.  Three  thousand  miles  of  blue  water  Is  going 
to  keep  some  people  away  from  here  for  a  long  enough  time 
80  that  we  can  repair  our  own  defenses,  build  our  Army  and 
build  our  Navy  to  a  point  where  they  will  not  dare  come  over 
here,  and  I  am  not  going  to  sit  here  in  this  House  as  a 
Representative  of  American  citizens  and  be  swept  away  by  a 
political  drive — and  that  is  what  I  think  It  Is  as  sincerely 
as  I  am  standing  here — by  a  political  drive  in  the  name  of 
national  defense.     [Applause.] 

IHere  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller]. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rather  imagine  that  the 
thoughts  which  are  going  through  my  mind  as  I  read  this  bill 
are  similar  to  those  that  are  going  through  the  minds  of  most 
of  the  Members  of  this  House.  I  am  wonderijig  and  wish  I 
knew  Just  what  we  were  getting  prepared  to  defend  beyond 
our  own  country.  I  wish  I  knew  what  the  foreign  policy  of 
this  Government  is  at  the  present  time. 

Is  this  bill  brought  to  us  in  order  that  we  may  be  prepared 
to  protect  all  of  this  Hemisphere.  South  America  as  well  as 
North;  or  is  It  a  bill  to  make  the  protection  of  the  United 
States  and  Its  island  possessions  secure?  If  the  answer  Is 
"yes"  to  the  former,  our  need  is  one  thing.  If  It  is  "yes"  to 
the  latter,  we  need  a  great  deal  less.    From  what  I  have  been 


(From  tta«  New  Orleans  Tlmes-Plcayune  of  June  S,  IMO] 
SOAMM  ro«  Statk  nr  Uj^ttid  States  Spknbikc  Soxjcht  bt   Jonxs — 

OOVSSMOB     PYlXB     TO     CAPITAL     TO     CONTEK     WiTU     PRESIOIINT     AND 

Otrci  OmciALs  ON  ^^s  Ramcc  or  Topics 

Oov.  Sam  Jones  left  Sxinday  afternoon  by  plane  for  Washington, 
where  Tuesday  he  will  jlay  before  President  Booeevelt  I/iulsiana's 


lau  u«rt;  on  ueai  ears. 

"According  to  Jones,  the  sin  committed  by  the  two  United  States 
Senators  was  not  supporting  him  as  the  self -styled  reform  Governor. 

QUESTIONS  MIS  STAND 

"Jones  has  yet  to  give  any  evidence  of  his  being  a  friend  of  reform. 

"His  action  has  been  limited  to  addressing  men  out  of  office — a 

procediu«  not  resorted  to  in  Louisiana  since  carpetbagger  days — In 


today?    The  reason  I  am  convinced  that  there  is  altogether 
too  much  politics  in  this  defense  business  today  is  that  it  was 
brought  up  at  a  time  when  politics  and  a  general  election  in 
this  country  are  right  upon  us. 
Mr.  MOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 


to  protect  all  of  this  Hemisphere,  South  America  as  well  as 
North;  or  is  it  a  bill  to  make  the  protection  of  the  United 
States  and  its  Island  possessions  secure?  If  the  answer  is 
"yes"  to  the  former,  our  need  is  one  thing.  If  it  is  "yes"  to 
the  latter,  we  need  a  great  deal  less.    Prom  what  I  have  been 
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ftble  to  learn  I  do  not  think  the  ranking  ofiilcers  of  the  Army 
and  the  Navy  knew  what  they  are  going  to  be  called  upott  to 
protect. 

I  think  I  can  truthfully  «ay  that  In  the  very  short  time  I 
have  been  a  Member  of  this  House  that  I  have  not  been  par- 
ticularly partisan,  that  I  have  never  critlzed  the  President  of 
the  United  States  simply  for  the  purpose  of  criticism.  I  voted 
for  bills  be  has  sent  up  here,  bills  he  wanted,  bills  In  which  I 
could  see  no  harm.  I  voted  for  them,  I  have  gladly  voted  for 
them.  Perhaps  some  of  them  were  unimportant,  such  as  the 
bill  providing  for  the  building  of  a  museum  in  Hyde  Park, 
N.  Y..  to  house  his  papers.  I  did  not  feel  that  that  should  be 
a  partisan  Issue  because,  after  all.  they  were  the  President's 
papers  and  he  had  the  right  to  do  with  them  as  he  wished,  to 
house  them  in  Hyde  Park  or  In  Washington;  and  I  felt  that 
Congress  should  appropriate  a  reasonable  sum  for  that  pur- 
pose. 80  I  hope  that  any  criticism  I  may  make  of  the  Presi- 
dent's national-defense  program  will  not  be  construed  by  any- 
body as  a  partisan  utterance,  because  I  think  every  one  of  us 
feels  the  responsibility  of  the  hour,  and  we  all  have  a  desire 
to  do  those  things  that  are  necessary  to  Insure  our  own 
protection. 

In  the  limited  time  I  have  had  to  study  this  bill  there 
are  three  amendments  about  wliich  I  am  concerned,  and  as 
I  understand  it  they  are  three  of  the  amendments  reported 
back  by  the  conferees  in  disagreement.  One  is  amendment 
No.  120  on  page  77  of  the  Wll.    I  will  read  only  the  proviso: 

Provided.  That  all  contractors  who  enter  Into  contracts  under 
the  authority  contained  In  this  paragraph  shall.  In  the  discretion 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  be  held  to  be  agents  of  the  United 
States  for  the  pxirpo5e8  of  such  contracts  and  all  purchases  under 
mch    cootr»cts   abaU    be    exempt    from    Federal,    State,    and    local 


I  confess  I  do  not  know  just  how  far-reaching  that  is, 
but  without  further  explanation  of  the  amendment  I  can  see 
no  good  reason  for  it,  and  I  question  the  necessity  and  even 
the  right  of  the  Federal  Government  to  enact  Into  law  a 
provision  that  a  contractor  furnishing  supplies,  whether  it 
be  cruisers,  destroyers,  aircraft  engines,  or  propellers,  to 
write  into  law  a  provision  that  the  property,  whether  it  be 
property  that  is  going  to  be  molded  into  national-defense 
weapons  or  not  shall  be  exempt  from  local  taxes.  Does  that 
lai^uage  go  so  far  as  to  cover  equipment  in  a  plant  that 
might  be  built  to  meet  this  emergency?  Does  it  mean  that 
the  plant  itself  is  net  to  be  taxed?    The  purpose  is  not  clear. 

We  all  know  that  as  a  result  of  this  enlarged  program 
there  are  going  to  be  communities  that  must  expand.  I 
have  in  mifKl  a  town  in  my  own  district  where  at  the  present 
time  is  located  the  Pratt  ti  Whitney  Engine  Corporation,  a 
corporation  which  at  the  present  time  is  making  about  one- 
third  of  the  aviation  engmes  being  made  in  the  United 
States.  Within  the  last  48  hours  they  have  announced  that 
they  are  going  to  build  an  $8,000,000  extension  of  their 
plant,  a  new  building.  Certainly  this  provision  cannot 
mean  that  that  community  may  not  tax  that  building,  its 
contents,  or  its  equipment,  because  that  additional  facility 
Is  going  to  lu-ing  an  added  Imrden  to  the  community,  new 
families  will  live  In  the  community  and  the  community 
must  provide  school  and  other  facilities  for  them.  It  may 
be  that  is  not  the  purpose  of  it.  but  certainly  the  question 
is  raised  and  it  is  a  serious  one  for  the  communities  in- 
volved. I  hope  those  who  are  familiar  with  the  bill  and  its 
amendments  will  make  it  clear,  that  they  will  tell  us  at 
least  a  littlejt)it  about  the  purpose  of  the  amendment  as  far 
as  exempting  any  contractor  from  a  Federal  tax  is  con- 
cerned. I  do  not  know  bow  far  reaching  that  is  going  to  be, 
but  I  do  know  that  a  committee  of  this  House  is  now  con- 
sidering ways  and  means  to  Increase  the  revenues  of  oiu: 
Government. 

The  next  amendment  about  which  I  am  concerned  is 
amendment  No.  122  on  page  78.  It  relates  to  the  leasing, 
selling,  or  otherwise  making  available  to  the  manufacturers 
of  aircraft  certain  essential  equipment.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  that.    I  know  that  a  lot  of  these  small  manufac- 


turers must  lecture  aid  in  the  way  of  financing  needed 
equipment  if  we  are  going  to  ipeed  this  program  along. 
The  provision  I  question  Is  that  which  fcves  the  Secretary 
cf  the  Navy  the  right  to  dispose  of  that  property  as  he  aeet 
fit  after  the  emergency  is  over.  After  the  emergency  is 
over,  and  certainly  that  provision  applies  only  to  a  time 
after  the  emergency  is  over,  I  can  see  no  reason  for  dis- 
posing of  that  material  In  any  other  way  than  other  naval 
property  or  Government  property  is  disposed  of,  that  Is, 
by  survey  and  by  advertising  for  sale.  I  see  an  opportunity 
there,  either  through  carelessness  or  with  some  other  pur- 
pose In  mind,  of  being  very  generous  to  certain  contractors 
and  certain  manufacturers  who  are  going  to  be  doing  busi- 
ness with  the  Government  In  the  next  few  months,  If  not 
the  next  few  years. 

I  go  over  now  to  amendment  No.  133,  found  on  page  84, 
relating  to  emergency  funds  for  the  President.  I  know  It 
is  going  to  be  said  that  we  have  already  authorized  these 
funds  and  I  for  one  voted  to  authorlre  them,  but  I  voted 
the  authorization  under  definite  misinformation.  I  think 
In  these  days  when  we  are  trying  to  use  all  speed  possible,  it 
behooves  every  Member  of  the  House  to  be  very  careful  in 
reference  to  the  statements  he  makes  as  statements  of  fact. 
The  statement  was  made,  undoubtedly  through  error,  that 
there  was  ample  precedent  for  this,  that  such  funds  were 
made  available  to  President  McKinley  and  to  President 
Wilson  prior  to  our  entry  into  the  Spanish- American  War 
and  the  World  War.  I  have  looked  up  those  appropriations 
and  I  find  that  no  funds  were  made  available  to  President 
McKinley  to  spend  as  he  saw  fit  until  after  war  was  de- 
clared, and  that  no  funds  were  made  available  to  Mr.  Wilson 
until  after  the  declaration  of  war  in  April  1917.  If  I  had 
known  that  to  be  a  fact.  I  would  not  have  voted  for  the 
authorization  a  couple  of  days  ago. 

As  we  go  through  the  hearings  on  this  naval  bill,  we  find 
this  $34,000,000  is  practically  earmarked  for  specific  pur- 
poses. At  least,  representatives  of  the  Navy  Department 
have  stated  in  the  hearings  that  they  are  going  to  use  cer- 
tain amounts  of  this  money  for  definite  purposes.  Is  it  not 
much  better  practice,  and  will  it  not  meet  with  more  gen- 
eral approval,  if  we  write  into  the  bill  these  specific  items? 
No  one  wants  to  hamstring  the  President  of  the  Uniterf 
States  in  this  period,  but  I  can  see  no  emergency,  nor  has 
he  indicated  any  emergency  that  would  justify  waiving  this 
normal  procedure. 

I  can  sum  up  my  objection  to  these  three  amendments  In 
one  sentence,  by  saying  I  want  to  contribute  in  every  way 
possible  to  providing  for  oiur  defense  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment,  but  I  do  not  want  to  do  that  by  lifting  any  of  the 
safeguards  or  any  of  the  constitutional  restrictions  that  we 
now  have.    I  believe  we  can  have  national  defense  without 
waiving  any  of  the  prerogatives  of  this  House  or  going  beyond 
the  limits  of  the  Constitution. 
Mr.  STEFAN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska. 
Mr.  STEFAN.    I  do  not  believe  there  is  anyone  in   this 
House  more  qualified  to  talk  on  this  subject  than  the  gentle- 
man who  is  now  addressing  the  House.    He  has  the  admira- 
tion and  respect  of  everyone  here.   The  gentleman  touched  on 
a  very  vital  point  a  little  while  ago,  with  reference  to  the  item 
of  raising  revenue  to  pay  for  these  national -defense  expenses. 
What  does  the  gentleman  think  of  an  excess-profits  tax 
being  written  into  the  bill  on  national-defense  items  at  this 
time?    This  town  is  full  of  people  today  who  have  come  to  get 
a  chunk  of  this  national -defense  money  in  some  way  or  other. 
I  think  an  excess-profits  tax  would  be  very  popular  with  the 
American  people.    What  would  the  gentleman  say  alxnit  that? 
The    gentleman   from    Connecticut    [Mr.    Miller]    men- 
tioned several  amendments  which  we   will  have  to  deal 
with  in  just  a  few  minutes.    Let  us  take  cur  time  and  do 
something  with  these  amendments  to  eliminate  the  possi- 
bility of  war  profiteering,  war  grafting,  and  war  racketeering 
which  were  such  great  scandals  during  and  following  the  last 
war.    We  have  the  opportunity  here  to  amend  these  big- 
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money  bills  so  these  profiteers  will  have  absolutely  no  chance 
of  taking  advanUge  of  these  huge  expenditures.  We  should 
do  everything  that  we  can  before  we  adjourn  to  stop  any 
possible  exploitation  of  these  expenditures  for  the  benefit  of 
any  person,  persons,  or  organizations.  The  young  men  who 
must  do  the  fighting  and  the  dying  in  case  war  comes  again — 
and  I  pray  to  the  Almighty  that  it  does  not  come — must  be 
assured  that  there  will  be  no  profiteers  in  this  program  for 
national  defense  and  that  if  anyone  is  going  to  do  any 
sacrificing  every  individual  citizen  of  America  will  have  to  sit 
in  and  take  an  equal  piece  of  sacrifice.  There  must  be  no 
excess  profits  from  these  expenditures  for  national  defense 
and  notice  must  be  served  on  those  who  feel  otherwise  that  so 
far  as  this  Congress  Is  concerned  we  will  stay  here  until  we 
are  sure  that  we  have  applied  all  necessary  safeguards. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  do  not  want  to  see  a  single  individual 
or  corporation  profit  excessively  through  any  money  that  is 
appropriated  In   these  national-defense  bills.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentleman  2 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  further  answering  the  ques- 
tion may  I  say  that  at  the  end  of  the  World  War  millions  of 
young  Americans  came  home  and  found  that  while  they 
had  been  serving  for  a  dollar  a  day  their  compatriots  in  the 
United  States  had  been  making  millions.  We  said  then  that 
never  again  would  the  citizens  of  this  Nation  be  permitted 
to  profit  by  war,  and  I  hope  before  the  Congress  adjourns  that 
we  will  enact  legislation  that  will  definitely  take  excess 
profits  out  of  any  national -defense  program  we  undertake. 

Mr.  STEFAN.     I  agree  with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  The  gentleman  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  one  of  the  naval  authorization  bills  passed  here  last  week 
contained  a  provision  which  lifted  the  restriction  of  profits  to 
10  percent  on  naval  construction? 

Mr.  MILLER.     Yes;  and  it  should  not  have  been  in  there. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  The  gentleman  will  agree  that  the  majority 
of  us  on  the  minority  side  are  in  favor  of  the  enactment  of 
an  excess-profits  tax  in  connection  with  the  program  being 
carried  out  by  the  President,  so  there  will  not  be  any  million- 
aires made  out  of  this  national-defense  program. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like  to  express  this 
one  thought  in  the  remaining  time  I  have.  We  had  a  tragic 
experience  in  the  procurement  of  aircraft  during  the  last  war. 
We  issued  licenses  to  manufacturers  of  automobiles  to  make 
aircraft  and  we  spent  more  than  a  billion  dollars  in  a  year's 
time,  still  when  the  year  was  up  we  did  not  have  a  single 
combat  plane  in  France.  The  only  engines  we  had  were  the 
so-called  Liberty  engines,  or  as  the  men  who  flew  them  called 
them  flaming  cofiBns.  I  hope  that  we  can  learn  from  that 
experience  that  in  this  emergency  we  will  expand  the  air- 
craft industry  and  not  the  automotive  industry;  that  we  will 
build  aviation  engines  which  will  not  burn  In  the  air;  and 
that  we  will  proflt  by  the  experiences  of  the  World  War.  be- 
cause as  I  said  the  other  day.  there  is  just  as  much  difference 
between  manufacturing  an  aircraft  engine  and  an  automobile 
engine  as  there  is  between  manufacturing  a  watch  and  a 
tractor.  I  wish  I  had  time  to  discuss  some  of  the  experiences 
of  the  Packard  Co.  in  building  aircraft  engines. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion on  the  adoption  of  the  conference  report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  McLaughlin).  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
first  amendment  in  disagreement.  . 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


Amendment   No.    10: 
and  insert  -S403.350." 


On  page  5.  line  10.  strike  out  "SesS.SSO" 


Xiir.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  In  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  SckUGKAic  moves  that  the  Hotiae  recede  from  Its  disagree^ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No,  10  and  concur  In  the 
same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Restore  the  amount  stricken 
out  by  EBld  amendment  and  In  line  8.  page  S.  of  the  blU  strike  out 
•••80.000"  and  Insert  'Sieo.OOO.^' 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  In  disagreement.  ^ 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  84:  On  page  47.  after  line  8.  Insert  "Naval 
Medical  Center.  Washington,  D.  C:  Accessory  construction, 
$992. 000. •' 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  In  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  In  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  89:  On  page  68,  line  0.  strike  out  "of  sub- 
category  (b)." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  In  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  105:  On  page  72,  after  line  19.  Insert  the  follow- 
ing: 

••Sec.  6.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  used  directly  or  Indirectly  after  May  1,  1941.  except  for  temporary 
employment  In  case  of  emergency,  for  the  pajmient  of  any  civilian 
for  services  rendered  by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while  occupying  a 
skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory 
position  unless  such  person  Is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of 
America  or  of  the  Republic  of  Panama:  Provided,  however,  (1)  That 
at  no  time  shall  the  number  of  Panamanian  citizens  employed  In 
the  above-mentioned  positions  exceed  the  nxunber  of  citizens  of  the 
United  States  so  employed,  if  United  States  citizens  are  available 
in  continental  United  States  or  on  the  Canal  Zone;  (2)  that  nothing 
In  this  act  shall  prohibit  the  continued  employment  of  any  person 
who  shall  have  rendered  15  or  more  years  of  faithful  and  honorable 
service  on  the  Canal  Zone:  (3)  that  In  the  selection  of  personnel 
for  skilled,  technical,  administrative,  clerical,  supervisory,  or  execu- 
tive positions,  the  controlling  factors  in  filling  these  positions  shall 
be  efSciency,  experience,  training,  and  education;  (4)  that  all 
citizens  of  Panama  and  the  United  States  rendering  skilled,  tech- 
nical, clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  service  on 
the  Canal  Zone  under  the  terms  of  this  act  shall  (a)  normally  be 
employed  not  more  than  40  hours  per  week,  (b)  shall  receive  as 
compensation  equal  rates  of  pay  based  upon  rates  paid  for  similar 
employment  In  continental  United  States  plus  25  percent." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  ,• 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  105  and  concur 
In  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  the  following: 

•'Sec.  6.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  used  directly  or  indirectly  after  May  1,  1941.  except  for  tempo- 
rary employment  In  case  of  emergency,  for  the  payment  of  any 
civUian  for  services  rendered  by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while  occu- 
pying a  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive,  en* 
supervisory  position  unless  such  person  is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  of  America  or  of  the  Republic  of  Panama :  Provided,  hoioever, 
(1)  That  notwithstanding  the  provision  In  the  act  approved  Au- 
gust 11,  1939  (53  Stat.  1409),  limiting  employment  in  the  above- 
mentioned  positions  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  from  and  after 
the  date  of  the  approval  of  said  act,  citizens  of  Panama  may  be  emr- 
ployed  in  such  positions;  (2)  that  at  no  time  shall  the  number  of 
Panamanian  citizens  employed  In  the  above-mentioned  positions 
exceed  the  number  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  so  employed  If 
United  States  citizens  are  available  In  continental  United  States 
or  on  the  Canal  Zone;  (3)  that  nothing  in  this  act  shaU  prohibit 
the  continued  employment  of  any  person  who  shall  have  rendered 
15  or  more  years  of  faithful  and  honorable  service  on  the  Canal 
Zone;  (4)  that  In  the  selection  of  personnel  for  skilled,  technical. 


amendment  No.  122  on  page  78.  It  relates  to  the  leasing, 
selling,  or  otherwise  making  available  to  the  manufacturers 
of  aircraft  certain  essential  equipment.  I  have  no  objec- 
tioo  to  that.    I  know  that  a  lot  of  these  small  manufac- 


something  with  these  amendments  to  eliminate  the  possi- 
bility of  war  profiteering,  war  grafting,  and  war  racketeering 
which  were  such  great  scandals  during  and  following  the  last 
war.    We  have  the  opportunity  here  to  amend  these  big- 
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»dmlnUtP»tlve.  clerical,  superrtoory.  or  executive  posltiona  the  con- 
troliuig  r»ctors  In  fllling  theM  poeltlons  shall  be  efficiency,  experi- 
ence training  and  education:  (5)  that  all  citizens  of  Panama  and 
the  United  StatM  rendering  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administra- 
tive executive,  or  sxipervtaory  service  on  the  Canal  Zone  under  the 
tenia  of  this  act  (a)  shall  normally  be  employed  not  more  than  40 
hours  per  week;  (b)  may  receive  as  comi>cnsatlon  equal  rates  of  pay 
baaed  upon  rates  paid  for  slmllsr  employment  In  continental  United 
States  plus  26  percent;  (B)  this  entire  section  shall  apply  only  to 
persons  employed  In  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  exec- 
utive, or  supervisory  positions  on  the  Canal  Zone  directly  or  Indi- 
rectly by  any  branch  of  the  Dnlt^'d  States  Oovemment  or  by  any 
corporation  or  company  whose  stock  Is  owned  wholly  or  In  part  by 
the  United  States  Oovemment:  Prooided  further.  That  the  Presi- 
dent may  suspend  ccmpliance  with  this  section  in  time  of  war  or 
'  national  emergency  If  he  should  deem  such  course  to  be  In  the 
public  Interest." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  to  the 
Senate  amendment  which  I  have  presented  substitutes  for 
the  Senate  provision  the  identical  provision  approved  by 
the  House  the  other  day  for  inclusion  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment civil  functions  appropriation  bill.  It  has  been  generally 
agreed  that  the  War.  Navy,  and  civil-functions  appropriation 
bills  should  each  carry  the  same  provision. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.     I  srield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 
/  Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.     I  wi.sh  to  call  the  attention 

of  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  to  the  language  in  line 
9.  where  the  amendment  restricts  employment  to  those  who 
have  rendered  15  years  or  more  of  service.  If  I  recall  rightly, 
the  authorization  bill  last  week  had  it  down  to  5. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM      No;  It  was  15. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  The  House  amended  it 
to  5. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    No:  5  was  not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  3^eld  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  It  Is  my  recollection  that  in  the 
Army  appropriation  bill  the  House  struck  out  the  provision 
which  is  contained  In  subsection  (4)  of  the  amendment  as 
printed  In  the  bill,  under  which  employees  should  receive  a 
rate  of  pay  of  25  percent  in  addition  to  the  regular  rate  of 
pay.  My  recollection  is  that  the  House  struck  that  out.  I 
think  the  two  bills  should  be  consistent. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  It  was  made  permissive  in  the  other 
bill  rather  than  mandatory. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.     And  this  makes  it  permissive? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  This  makes  it  permissive  also.  This 
amendment  is  the  identical  amendment  passed  by  the  House 
on  the  War  Department  civil  functions  appropriation  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
--  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  112:  Page  76.  after  line  8,  insert  the  foUowing: 
"BnaxAD  or  Supplus  and  Accottnts 

"PAT,  SXTBSISTXKrCE,  AND  TaANSPOBTATION  OF   NAVAL  PXaSONNEI. 

"For  an  additional  amount  for  pmy.  subsistence,  and  transporta- 
tion of  naval  personnel,  comprising  the  same  objects  specified 
under  this  head  in  title  I  of  this  act.  •3350,000." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

llr.  BcatTQHAM  movca  that  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  112  and  concur 
In  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  Before  the  amoxint 
named  in  said  amendment,  insert  the  following:  "including  three 
additional  officers  above  the  rank  of  captain  in  a  flight-pay  statiis,". 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Docs  the  gentleman  from 
Nevada  yield  for  that  purpose? 
Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    I  yield  for  that  ptirpose,  Mr.  Speaker. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  ViKaow  of  Georgia  to  the  motion  <a 
Mr.  ScaucHAM:  At  the  end  of  the  amendnient  inaert  a  colon  and 
the  following  proviso :  "Provided,  That  no  officer  of  the  Navy  or 
Marine  Corps  who  has  been  adjudged  fitted  shall  be  Involimtarily 
retired  during  the  existing  Umlted  emergency." 

The  amendment  to  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.   The  Clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
Amendment  No.  118. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  amendment  No.  113  may  be  passed  over  until  we  dispose 
of  amendments  numbered  115,  118,  and  119.  Amendment  No. 
113  is  concerned  only  with  the  total. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada? 

There  wsts  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  115:  Page  T7,  after  line  2,  insert: 
"Naval  Station.  Ouantanamo.  Cuba:  Defense  facilities,  including 
buUdlngs  and  accessories,  $1,500,000:" 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  118:  Page  77,  after  line  8,  Insert  the  following: 
"Net  and  ammunition  storage  facilities:    Naval  net  depots  and 

ammunition  storage.  Including  buUdlngs  and  accessories  and  the 

acquisition  of  land,  $6,262,362;" 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  119:  Page  77.  after  line  11,  Insert  the  following: 
"Naval    aviation   shore   facilities,    tncltidlng   acquisition   of   land. 
$45,000,000." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendment  and 
concur  in  the  same  with  an  amendment. 

Tlie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  ScsvcHAM  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  Senate  amendment  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an 
amendment  as  foUows:  After  amount  named  in  said  amendment, 
insert  the  following:  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  amount  or 
any  other  amount  in  this  title  for  temporary  housing  shall  be 
available  for  erecting,  including  utilities,  upon  any  site  however 
acquired  subsequent  to  the  calendar  year  1038.  niarried  officers' 
quarters  at  a  unit  cost  of  more  than  $8,500.  nor  bachelor  officers' 
quarters  at  a  unit  coat  of  more  than  $1,750,  nor  student  fiyers' 
quarters  at  a  xinlt  cost  of  more  than  $550;  nor  barraclcs  for  en- 
listed men  at  a  unit  cost  of  more  than  $350:  Provided  further.  That 
no  part  of  this  amount,  nor  of  any  other  amount  in  this  title  for 
temporary  housing,  shall  be  available  for  erecting  buildings  upon 
any  site  acquired  subsequent  to  the  calendar  year  1938  except  of 
a  distinctly  temporary  character  unless  structures  (such  as  hos- 
pitals, hangars,  and  storage  facilities  for  inflammable  or  explosive 
materials)  of  a  more  substantial  type  are  essential  to  the  purpose." 

Mr,  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    May  I  make  a  brief  explanaUon  of  the 

motion  first? 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  appropriates  $45,000,000  for 
naval  aviation  shore  facilities.  With  the  exception  of  $4,500.- 
000  for  providing  seaplane-operating  facilities  at  Banana 
River,  Pla.,  the  entire  amount  is  urged  at  this  time  because 
Of  the  need  to  expand  pilot-training  facilities.  By  stations, 
the  allocation  of  the  money  is  as  follows:  Pensacola.  $4,000,- 


)    i 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment   No.   10:   On  page  5,  line  10.  strike  out 
and  insert  "$403,350." 


"$853  .aso" 


or  on  the  Canal  Zone:  (3)  that  nothing  in  this  act  shall  prohibit 
the  continued  employment  of  any  person  who  shall  have  rendered 
15  or  more  years  of  faithful  and  honorable  service  on  the  Canal 
Zone;  (4)  that  in  the  selection  of  personnel  (or  skilled,  technical. 
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000;    Miami,    $3,500,000;    Jacksonville,    $8,000,000;    Banana 
River.  $4,500,000;  and  Oorpos  Cbristl,  Tex.,  $25,000,000. 

There  can  be  no  question  about  the  need  to  develop  more 
aviators,  and  we  know  that  Pensacola  has  not  the  facilities  to 
bear  the  whole  additional  load,  but  we  have  considerable 
doubt  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the  Department's  program  for 
handling  the  situation.  Speed  is  the  very  essence  of  the 
project,  and  iHt>posed  expenditures  of  such  magnitude  can 
only  mean  a  tsTPe  of  construction — call  it  temporary,  or  what 
you  will — that  will  take  unnecessary  time  to  accomplish,  to 
say  nothing  of  the  cost  and  tying  up  skilled  labor,  both  at  the 
site  and  in  the  material-production  plants  of  the  country. 

The  amendment  we  are  proposing  is  designed  primarily 
to  save  time.  Obviously  it  will  save  money  as  well.  We 
endeavored  to  have  the  Senate  conferees  agree  to  a  more 
drastic  provision,  which  would  have  limited  structures  to 
frame  buildings  of  the  severely  plain  type  put  up  during  the 
World  War.  This  is  just  a  temporary  need  and  that  type  of 
construction  should  suffice.  However,  our  amendment  goes 
part  way  in  carrying  out  our  ideas.  It  should  mean  earlier 
readiness  of  the  additional  facilities  and  a  substantial  money 
saving.  Personally,  I  feel  that  the  appropriation  should  be 
reduced  25  percent. 

I  shall  be  glad  to  yield,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  anyone  wishes  time, 
before  moving  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  As  I  understand  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman,  the  proviso  makes  it  applicable  to  all  the 
shore  establishments  that  were  recently  authorized  by  the 
bill  passed  by  the  House. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    Only  to  one  or  two,  as  I  recollect. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Then  the  House  should  under- 
stand that  indirectly  you  are  nullifying,  at  least  to  a  certain 
extent,  the  action  with  req^ect  to  shore  establishments  by 
characterizing  them  as  of  a  temporary  nature,  because  your 
language  is — 

Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  this  amount,  nor  of  any  other 
•mount  in  this  title  for  temporary  housing,  shall  be  available  for 
erecting  buUdlngs  upon  any  site  acquired  But>6equent  to  the  cal- 
endar year  1938.  except  of  a  distinctly  temporary  character. 

And  so  forth.  I  think  the  House  should  understand  that  in 
the  shore  establishment  bill  passed  the  other  day  by  a  vote 
of  400  to  1.  that  was  a  program  which  was  carrying  out  a  rec- 
ommendation of  the  Hepburn  Board.  By  putting  on  this 
limitation  the  Appropriations  Committee  is  indirectly  nullify- 
ing the  permanency  of  that  which  we  adopted  Just  a  few  days 
ago.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    No;  it  Is  not. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    What  does  that  proviso  mean? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  It  only  appUes  to  appropriations  in 
this  particular  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  But  the  language  Is  "all  appro- 
priations subsequent  to  1938." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  No;  I  am  afraid,  in  the  confusion,  the 
gentleman  misunderstood  the  reading  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  The  language  is  "property 
acquired." 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  This  property  is  going  to  be 
acquired.  For  instance,  the  property  at  Corpus  Christi  and  in 
Massachusetts  and  various  other  places  has  not  been  acquired 
3ret,  but  they  are  going  to  be  acquired  and  with  this  limitation 
it  means  they  will  not  be  of  a  permanent  character,  but  a 
temporary  character,  and,  of  course,  that  is  the  Joker  in  the 
proposition. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  In  order  that  the  Record  may  carry 
exactly  the  locations  affected,  the  amendment  applies  to 
Miami,  Jacksonville,  and  Corpus  Christi. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  But  the  proviso  the  gentleman 
has  put  in  here  means  that  the  only  construction  that  can 
take  place  at  any  place  that  was  acquired  subsequent  to  1938 
can  only  be  of  a  temporary  character. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  No;  it  does  not  go  that  far.  The  limi- 
tation applies  only  to  the  money  in  the  paragraph  tmder 
consideration,  and  possibly  to  an  amount  in  amendment  No. 
128,  pertaining  to  the  Marine  Corps. 
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Mr.  DITTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  ask  this  privilege  at  this  time  to  answer 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson].  It  seems  to  me 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  is  trying  to  put  an  interpreta- 
tion on  this  provision  that  certainly  the  language  will  not 
permit.  There  Is  no  language  here  that  indicates  that  all 
construction  should  be  temporary  In  character.  It  very  defi- 
nitely provides  that  that  construction  which  is  temporary  in 
character  and  which  the  Department  has  indicated  It  wanted 
to  have  of  a  temporary  character  should  have  this  limitation 
set  about  it. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  If  there  be  no  misunderstand- 
ing, if  it  Is  the  understanding  of  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations and  the  House  that  the  authorization  bin  which  was 
passed  the  other  day.  which  provides  for  permanent  estab- 
lishments throughout  the  various  parts  of  the  United  States, 
shall  not  be  limited  by  this  provision,  that  is  all  right. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  assure  the  gentleman  there  was  no  pur- 
pose on  the  part  of  the  conferees  to  in  any  way  be  in  conflict 
with  that  provision. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  is  all  right. 

Mr.  DITTER  Of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee.  This  was 
prompted  solely  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment stated  that  It  wanted  temporary  construction  at  some 
of  these  points. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Ttiat  Is  true. 

Mr.  DITTER.  And  we  wanted  to  set  about  that  construc- 
tion certain  limitations. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Then  it  Is  imderstood  between 
the  ranking  minority  member  and  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee that  it  does  not  require  the  Navy  Department  to  con- 
fine all  of  Its  buildings  now  to  buildings  of  a  temporary 
nature,  as  at  Swampscott,  Mass.,  Corpus  Christi,  Jacksonville, 
and  the  other  places. 

Mr.  DITTER.  But  I  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman 
to  the  fact  that  one  matter  brought  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  was  that  the  Corpus  Christi  construction  the 
Navy  Department  wanted  to  be  temporary. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  grant  that  is  true. 

Mr.  DITTER.  And  that  certain  portions  of  the  con- 
struction at  Jacksonville  and  Miami  the  Department  wanted 
to  be  temporary. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  DITTER.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  the  Department  wants 
to  carry  on  a  program  which  provides  for  only  temporary 
construction  in  certain  Instances,  this  Congress  should  not 
compel  the  Department  to  put  up  permanent  construction. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  DITTER.    We  are  not  in  disagreement. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  We  are  not  in  disagreement,  pro- 
vided there  is  nothing  here  that  would  tie  the  hands  of  the 
Department  from  carrying  out  what  we  did  the  other  day. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virfi^nia.  Mr.  Speaker,  did  I  imderstand 
the  gentleman  a  moment  ago  that  nothing  in  this  provision 
would  affect  the  development  of  the  naval  operation  at  Hamp- 
ton Roads  or  Norfolk,  Va.? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.     That  Is  correct 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.     Yes. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  am  Interested  In  the  gentleman's  state- 
ment that  he  Is  not  entirely  satisfied  with  the  program  as  it 
has  been  outlined  by  the  Navy  for  new  i^ots.  Does  the 
gentleman  know  of  any  effort  being  made  for  an  extension 
of  authority  granted  the  ClvU  Aeronautics  Authority  last 
year  to  train  civilian  pilots  for  the  ben^t  of  the  Navy?   ^ 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    Not  in  this  bill. 


Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia, 
ment  to  the  amendment. 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amend- 


Of  the  need  to  expand  pilot-training  facilities.    By  stations, 
the  allocation  of  the  money  is  as  follows:  Pensacola.  $4,000.- 
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Mr.  HINSHAW.  Nothing  has  been  brought  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  and  I  am  won- 
dering how  they  intend  to  allocate  all  those  pilots. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  An  item  of  that  character.  I  under- 
stand, has  been  presented  to  the  subcommittee  on  deficiency 
appropriations. 

Mr  HINSHAW.  The  authorization  contained  in  the  bill 
brought  out  from  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Com- 
mittee is  definitely  limited  In  Its  amount.  Are  there  any  addi- 
tional amounts  to  be  brought  to  the  committee  or  will  it  all  go 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropnations? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.     I  am  not  advised. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Will  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  be  called  on  for  an  additional  authoriza- 
tion, or  win  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  report  it  in 
their  own  bill? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  do  not  know,  with  respect  to  addi- 
tional authorization. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  113:  Page  76.  after  line  15,  Insert: 
"Brruun  or  Yauw  and  Docks 

"PUBLIC    WOEKS,     BUKIAU    OF    TAKOS    AND    DOCKS 

"To-ward  the  following  public  works  and  public  utilities  projects 
at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  the  amount  stated  for  each  project,  re- 
spectively. »53.325000.  which  amount,  together  with  unexpended 
balances  of  appropriation."*  herein  and  heretofore  made  under  this 
tomtfL  sbaU  be  disbursed  and  accounted  for  In  accordance  with 
•sUtlng  law  and  shall  constitute  one  fund." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  recede  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  Senate  amendment  In  disagreement. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman 
from  Nevada  I  Mr.  Scrucham)  and  I  may  not  come  to  some 
agreement  as  to  time  on  this  amendment?  In  other  words, 
it  was  my  understanding  with  the  majority  leader  that  when 
it  came  to  the  matter  of  amendments  we  would  have  ap- 
proximately 2  hours  for  the  amendments  that  might  require 
discussion. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  anything 
particularly  controversial  in  this. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  should  like  to  have  some  time  on  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  would  like  to  have  at  least 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  DITTER.  May  we  come  to  an  agreement  that  we 
have  30  minutes  on  this  amendment,  and  if  it  is  not  used 
then  the  gentleman  can  carry  on  with  his  program. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  do  not  think  that  is  necessary. 
Suppose  we  take  5  minutes  on  each  speech  and  see  how  it 
goes. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Oh.  the  gentleman  from  Nevada  and  I  had 
a  distinct  agreement  by  which  originally  we  were  to  have  3 
hours'  discussion.  Under  the  rules,  we  can  have  1  hour 
for  each  of  these  amendments.  I  am  simply  trying  to  expe- 
dite the  matter. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Here  is  what  I  am  trying  to  do:  Take 
all  the  time  you  require,  but  take  it  5  minutes  at  a  time. 

Mr.  DITTER.     All  right.     I  withdraw  my  request. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
amendment. 

-The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  120:  Page  77.  line  14.  Insert  "The  provisions 
of  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April  25.  1939  (53  Stat  590-592) 
shall  be  applicable  to  all  public-works  and  publlc-utUltles  projects 
mentioned  In  this  act:  Provided.  That  all  contractors  who  enter 
Into  contracts  under  the  authority  contained  in  this  paragraph 
shall,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  be  held  to  be 
a*?ents  of  the  United  States  for  the  purposes  of  such  contracU 
and  all  purchases  under  such  contracts  ahaU  l>e  exempt  from 
Federal.  State,  and  local  taxes." 


Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  recede  and 
concur  with  a  substitute  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  ScBtTCHAM  moves  to  recede  and  concur  In  Senate  amend- 
ment No.  120  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  following: 

"The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April  25.  1939 
(53  Stat.  590-592)  shall  t>e  applicable  to  aU  public- works  and 
publlc-uUlltles  projects  mentioned  In  this  act  regardless  of  loca- 
tion: Provided.  That  all  purchases  under  contracts  entered  Into 
under  the  authority  contained  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  exempt 
from  Federal.  State,  and  local  taxes,  and  for  the  purposes  of  such 
purchases  the  contractors  shaU  be  deemed  to  be  agents  of  the 
United  States." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  make  a  brief 
explanation  of  this  amendment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  grants  authority  to  negotiate 
cost-plus  contracts  for  all  public  works  projects  in  the  bill, 
that  is.  under  both  titles  I  and  n.  Similar  authority  was 
granted  to  the  Army  and  Navy  at  the  first  session  of  this 
Congress  as  to  certain  projects  without  the  continental  limits 
of  the  United  States.  It  is  in  the  Interest  of  expedition  and 
should  be  the  more  economical  course,  because  bidders  today 
on  fixed-price  contracts  are  going  to  make  their  bids  cover  all 
kinds  of  contingencies,  some  of  which  may  never  arise. 

The  section  of  the  law  cited  in  the  amendment  requires 
Presidential  approval  of  all  such  negotiated  contracts  and 
provides  that  the  fee — 

ShaU  not  exceed  10  percent  of  the  estimated  cost  of  the  contract, 
excltislve  of  the  fee.  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Nav/. 
Changes  In  the  amount  of  the  fee  shall  be  made  only  upon  material 
changes  in  the  scope  of  the  work  concerned  as  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Havy,  whose  determination  shall  be  conclusive. 

Joined  with  the  matter  I  have  l)een  discussing  is  a  provi- 
sion making  those  who  are  awarded  contracts  agents  of  tlie 
United  States  for  the  purpose  of  exempting  them  from  paying 
Federal,  State,  and  local  taxes  upon  materials  which  they  buy 
to  perform  their  contracts.  The  theory  is  that  the  tax  would 
not  lie  if  the  Government  were  bujring  the  material  and  turn- 
ing it  over  to  the  contractor,  and  therefore  its  agent  should 
not  be  taxed.  Otherwise  the  Government  would  pay  the  tax 
indirectly  and  a  percentage  thereof  in  addition  in  the  case  of 
cost-plus  contracts. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  would  the  gentleman,  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  McLeoo],  who  desires  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  And  then  they  can  all  be  discussed  at 
one  time.  Yes;  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan, 
minority  member  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  McLEOD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amendment  strik- 
ing out  the  taxing  phase  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Nevada.  My  amendment  is  to  strike  out 
the  ♦axing  phase  of  the  amendment  just  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Nevada. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  ' 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  McLeod  as  a  substitute  for  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Scsugham:  On  page  77,  after  amend- 
ment  num tiered   119.   Insert: 

"The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April  25.  1939 
(53  Stat.  590-592).  shall  be  applicable  to  all  public-works  and 
public-utilities  proJecU  mentioned  in  this  act:  Provided.  That  all 
purchases  under  contracts  entered  Into  under  the  authority  con- 
tained In  this  paragraph  shall  be  exempt  from  Federal,  State,  and 
local   taxes." 

Mr.  McLEOD.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  the  language  that  I 
desire  to  amend  by  striking  out.  My  amendment  is  to  strike 
out  that  language  contained  in  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  DITTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  gentleman  in  offering  the  amendment  that  he  has  sent 
to  the  desk  to  provide  that  amendment  No.  120  will  have 
language  as  follows: 

The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April  25.  1930 
(53  SUt.  590-592).  shall  be  applicable  to  all  puhllc-works  and 
public-utilities  projects  mentioned  in  this  act. 

Mr.  McLEOD.    That  is  correct. 


consideration,  and  possibly  to  an  amount  in  amendment  No. 
128,  pertaining  to  the  Marine  Corps. 
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year  to  train  civilian  pilots  for  the  benefit  of  the  Navy? 
Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    Not  in  this  bllL 
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Mr.  DITTER  And  that  the  balance  of  the  paragraph  as 
presently  contained  on  page  77  shall  be  stricken.  Am  I  cor- 
rect in  that  assumption? 

Mr.  McLEOD.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  would  provide  that  all  con- 
tracts made  under  this  appropriation  to  the  Bureau  of 
Yards  and  Docks  can  be  made  on  the  basis  of  negotiating 
contracts  under  the  act  of  April  25,  1939.  Thus  com- 
petitive bids  would  not  be  required  under  this  provision. 
The  amendment  goes  on  to  provide  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  can  declare  that  all  persons  who  enter  into  contract 
under  this  section  may  be  made  agents  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  contracts  shall  be  exempted  from  Federal,  State,  and 
local  taxes. 

It  would  appear  that  there  are  several  purposes  involved 
in  making  these  contractors  agents  of  the  United  States. 
First,  the  contractor  would  be  made  subject  to  all  of  the 
laws  regulating  Government  purchases  directly.  Thus  in 
any  negotiation  with  subcontractors,  they  would  be  in  the 
same  position  as  the  contractor,  and  the  contractor  in  the 
position  of  the  Government.  Laws  relative  to  prevailing 
rate  of  pay.  length  of  working  day,  purchase  of  materials 
and  supplies  would  all  apply  to  the  subcontractor  as  well  as 
the  contractor.  Second,  if  the  contractor  is  an  agent  of  the 
United  States,  It  would  appear  that  any  labor  employed  by 
him  could  hardly  strike  against  him  for  it  would  be  a  strike 
against  the  Government.  Third,  it  is  necessary  to  have  the 
specific  language  exempting  the  contractor  from  State  and 
local  taxation  because  imder  recent  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  States  can  tax  Federal  agents  and  instrumentalities. 
ITiese  exemptions  from  taxation  most  distinctly  would  break 
down  States'  rights.  It  would  exempt  such  contractors  and 
all  contracts  made  thereimder  from  State  and  local  sales 
taxes,  franchise  taxes,  other  business  taxes  and  income  taxes. 
This  is  a  fundamental  invasion  of  the  principles  of  the  dual 
ssrstem  of  Federal  Government  that  exists  in  the  United 
States.  It  is  a  part  of  the  general  program  of  nationaliza- 
tion that  has  t)een  evident  in  repeated  statements  of  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  and  other  New  Dealers.  It  is  quite  apparent 
that  every  effort  will  be  made  during  the  course  of  the  pres- 
ent emergency  to  break  down  States'  rights.  This  provision 
Is  but  sm  entering  wedge  and  an  indication  of  this  tendency. 

It  will  be  noted  that  amendment  126  confers  discretion 
upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  to  whether  or  not  he 
desires  to  make  a  contractor  an  agent  under  this  section.  He 
can  thus  exempt  them  from  the  burden  of  Federal.  State, 
and  local  taxes  and  by  freeing  them  from  the  possibility  of 
labor  stoppages  in  their  works.  The  possibility  of  such  dis- 
cretion of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  should  be  restricted. 
The  attached  draft  of  amendment  120  does  this  by  eliminat- 
ing the  provision  relative  to  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
from  Nevada  yield  me  5  minutes? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  VntsoMl. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Before  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan takes  his  seat,  let  me  ask  him  whether  the  only  effect 
of  his  amendment  ts  to  strike  out  the  proviso  in'amendment 
No.  120? 

Mr.  McLEOD.  That  is  the  purixjse  of  the  amendment  I 
offered. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Bir.  Speaker,  win  the  gentlemsui  yield  for 
one  question? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Will  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  submit 
a  request  that  the  language,  as  he  originally  presented  it.  shall 
be  substituted  for  ttie  provision  striking  out  the  proviso  clause? 

Mr.  McLEOD.    I  make  that  request,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
modified  amendment. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


yanendment  submitted  by  Mr.  McUboo:  After  the  word  ••act".  In 
line  4  of  the  amendment  strike  out  the  remainder  of  the  paragraph 
so  that  the  amendment  will  read  as  follows: 

"The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  act  improved  April  25,  1939 
(63  Stat.  500  592).  shall  be  applicable  to  ail  publlo-works  and 
public-utility  projects  mentioned  In  this  act." 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  can 
thoroughly  understand  that  the  only  issue  is  whether  or  not 
we  shall  strike  out  the  proviso.  To  go  back  briefly,  in  1939 
the  Congress  authorized  some  $63,000,000  to  be  spent  on  air 
stations  throughout  the  United  States  and  beyond  the 
boundaries  of  continental  United  States.  In  the  section  au- 
thorizing contracts  to  be  made  outside  the  continental  lim- 
its of  the  United  States  we  wrote  this  language: 

To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  accomplish  without  delay 
or  excess  cost  these  public-works  projects  authoriaed  by  this  act 
to  be  located  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States, 
he  is  authorized  to  enter  Into  contracts  on  a  cost  plua  a  fixed 
fee  base. 

That  was  perfectly  all  right  because  the  contracts  were 
outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States.  In  the 
present  emergency,  in  the  bill  that  we  passed  the  other  day. 
which  is  referred  to  here,  was  a  proposition  to  apply  the 
same  principle  within  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States  and  to  go  one  step  farther,  to  make  these  contractors 
the  agents  of  the  United  States  Government.  There  is 
where  my  committee  and  the  gentleman  from  Nevada  are 
in  disagreement.  This  identical  provision  was  inserted  in 
the  bill  we  passed  the  other  day  and  was  sent  to  the  com- 
mittee. After  hearings  before  our  committee  we  voted 
imanimously  to  strike  out  this  proviso. 

The  effect  of  it  is  this.  It  is  not  going  to  cause  the  build- 
ing of  any  of  these  ships  one  particle  faster  with  this 
proviso  out  than  it  would  with  this  proviso  in;  but  it  has 
this  effect,  it  exempts  and  seeks  to  exempt  from  local  taxes 
the  property  acquired  by  these  contractors.  For  Instance, 
a  contractor  will  buy  a  large  bill  of  material  to  carry  on 
the  building  of  some  of  these  public  activities,  "niis  pro- 
vision exempts  him  from  taxation  and  makes  him  the  agent 
of  the  United  States  Government.  You  can  readily  see  the 
many  difficulties  that  are  liable  to  arise  when  a  designated 
person  becomes  the  agent  of  the  Umted  States  Government. 
It  is  a  most  dangerous  thing,  and  I  certainly  hope  the  mo- 
tion to  strike  out  this  proviso  will  prevail. 

It  is  all  right  to  have  negotiated  contracts  with  a  fixed 
fee.  It  would  be  horrible  if  you  had  a  negotiated  contract 
imless  you  did  fix  the  fee.  The  law  requires  the  fee  to  be 
fixed. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  willthe  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  would  also  point  out  that  all 
these  contractors  under  the  proviso  recommended  by  the 
committee  would  pay  no  Federal  Income  tax  and  no  pay-roll 
tax. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Hiat  is  right. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Their  employees  would  not  be 
benefited  by  the  employees'  compensation  tax. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     Tliat  is  right. 
'    Mr.  DARDEN.  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Speaker,  tirlll  the  gentle- 
man yield?      •       •• 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yiekl. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  Is  it  not  also  true  that  the 
Government  might  be  involved  in  any  number  of  claims 
for  damages  as  a  result  of  the  activities  of  contractors  work- 
ing as  agents  of  the  F^ederal  Government? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  There  is  nothing  that  Congress 
could  do  that  would  involve  more  litigation  and  more  trouble. 
After  we  heard  from  the  Bureau  of  Yajxls  and  Docks  and  . 
debated  it,  every  member  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee 
Toted  to  strike  it  out  Tbe  vote  was  unanimous.  TJaiM 
proviso  is  a  very  dangerous  thing. 

Mr.  DFTTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 


[.  ^ 


Into  contracts  under  the  authority  contained  In  this  paragraph 
shall,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  be  held  to  be 
agents  of  the  United  States  for  the  purpoees  of  such  contracU 
^nti  all  purchases  under  such  contracts  shall  be  exempt  from 
~   1.  State,  and  local  taxes." 


The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April  25.  1930 
(53  Stat.  590-592).  shall  be  applicable  to  all  puhllc-works  and 
public-utilities  projects  mentioned  in  this  act. 

Mr.  McLEOD.    That  is  correct. 
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Mr  DITTER.  The  gentleman  will  also  concede  that  this 
is  an  invasion  of  SUtes'  rights  and  their  taxing  power. 

Mr  VINSON  of  Georgia.  CerUinly.  I  have  the  most 
serious  doubts  whether  Congress  constitutionaUy  can  do 
what  is  sought  to  be  done  here,  because  we  cannot  by 
statute  deny  a  Slate  of  its  right  to  coUect  its  ad  valorem 
taxes  or  its  property  taxes. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  seems  to  be  an 
astonishing  amount  of  misunderstanding  about  this  amend- 
ineot.  Let  me  read  its  language  to  you  that  you  may  ap- 
preciate what  it  does. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  wUl  the  gentleman 
yield  me  5  additional  minutes? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  wUl  yield  additional  time  to  the  gen- 
tleman in  a  moment. 

This  proviso  does  not  affect  income  taxes  or  pay-roll  taxes. 
Let  me  read  the  proviso: 

Provided.  That  all  purchases  under  contracts  entered  into  under 
the  authority  contained  in  this  paragraph — 

'  Let  me  read  it  again — 

All  purchases  under  contracts  enters  Into  under  the  authority 
conuined  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  exempt  from  taxes. 

That  applies  only  to  purchases — nothing  else. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield, 
assume  that  Stone  L  Webster,  or  some  other  contractor  hav- 
ing a  contract  under  this  bill,  should  buy  and  have  $1,000,000 
worth  of  property  in  the  State  of  Nevada  under  this  provi- 
sion—that they  have  bought  it  to  carry  out  this  contract,  they 
would  be  exempt  from  any  tax. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    I  cannot  imagine  such  a  contingency. 

B^.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Of  course,  it  is  exempt.  I  say  to 
this  House  that  this  matter  was  thoroughly  considered  by  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee.  We  rejected  it.  We  told  the  Navy 
Department  that  we  were  embarking  on  a  dangerous  prece- 
dent, and  it  is  certain  to  be  if  Congress  is  going  to  pick  up 
theae  contractors  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
United  States  and  clothe  them  with  the  agency  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. 
--  If  you  do.  you  will  have  claims.  You  will  have  Congress- 
man after  Congressman  introducing  bills  here  to  do  certain 
things  growing  out  of  this  agency.    It  is  a  dangerous  thing. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  yield  to  the  genUeman  from  Mich- 
igan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Suppose  that  a  contractor  had  to  pur- 
chase land  in  order  to  carry  out  one  of  these  contracts  with 
the  Government,  what  authority  have  we  to  exempt  land 
in  a  State  from  taxaUon  that  may  be  imposed  locally? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  This  applies  only  to  materials.  Land 
would  be  excluded  under  any  fair  and  reasonable  interpre- 
tation of  the  amendment  I  have  offered. 

Mr.  PTTZPATRICK.     Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 

fork.  ^  .       ^  . 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  I  understand  if  this  amendment  Is 
agreed  to  an  employer  would  not  have  to  pay  a  tax  for  his 
emtiloyees  and  they  would  not  come  under  the  Unemploy- 
ments Compensation  Act? 

Mr.\8CRUGHAM.     Oh.  no. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.    According  to  this  statement  they 

would  not. 

Mr.  eCRUOHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  section  printed  in  the  bill  is  not  the 
amendment  under  discussion.  For  the  purpose  of  clarity  I 
will  once  more  read  this  amendment: 

Provided,  That  all  purchases  imder  contracts  entered  into  under 
the  authority  contained  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  exempt  from 
FMeral  State,  and  local  taxes,  and  for  the  purposes  of  such 
purchase*  the  oontractora  shaU  be  deemed  to  be  agents  of  the 
United  States 

Mr.  DITTER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  DITTER.  All  the  gentleman  has  done  Is  change  the 
verbiage.    The  intent  is  exactly  the  same. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  It  is  tweedledee  and  tweedle- 
dum. 

Mr.  DITTER.  It  provides  that  these  contractors  are 
agents  of  the  Government  and  in  the  purchases  they  make 
there  shall  be  an  exemption  with  reference  to  taxation. 
This  violates  the  rights  of  the  State  and  the  local  munici- 
pality and  its  taxing  power.  It  centralizes  in  the  Federal 
Government  the  power  that  should  remain  in  the  local 
municipality  and  the  SUte.  The  gentleman  has  probably 
corrected  the  English.  He  has  done  a  magnificent  job  in 
that  respect  and  I  commend  him  for  it.  but  as  to  its  intent 
and  purpose  it  is  exactly  the  same  as  it  was  originally. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  gentleman. 
The  two  amendments  have  been  read  and  will  speak  for 
themselves. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  If  the  contractor  is  made  the  agent 
of  the  Federal  Government  under  the  gentleman's  amend- 
ment, is  he  supposed  to  turn  over  the  profits  that  he  makes 
to  the  Federal  Government  or  will  he  keep  that  for  him- 
self? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  That  is  quite  an  astonishing  quesUon 
to  ask.  Is  there  anything  in  this  amendment  that  would 
lead  the  gentleman  to  believe  anything  of  the  kind  would 
he  possible? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Of  course,  you  do  not  intend  to 
have  him  turn  over  his  profits,  but  he  is  getting  all  the 
immunities  which  go  with  being  an  agent  of  the  Federal 
Government. 

Mr.    SCRUGHAM.    No;    his    immunities    are    distinctly 

limited. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  am  wondering  if  the  use  of  the 
word  "agency"  in  the  amendment  would  not  necessarily  carry 
the  idea  that  the  contractor  is  a  general  agent  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  within  the  piu^ew  of  this 
wording?  That  would  mean,  according  to  my  opinion,  that 
unless  you  limit  the  scope  of  the  power  of  the  agent,  he  can 
bind  the  United  States  in  most  anything  he  undertakes. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  In  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa. I  may  say  that  this  applies  specifically  to  purchases 
and  nothing  else. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  understand  that,  but  for  how  long 
a  time  is  this  man  going  to  be  authorized  to  bind  the  United 
States  Government  in  its  public  expense? 

Mr.  DTTTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  cannot  hear.  I  wish  the 
gentleman  would  g-vs  the  minority  the  benefit  of  his  words 
of  wisdom. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  am  siu-e  I  have  lots  of  that  and 
I  know  the  minority  needs  it. 

Mr.  DITTER.     We  will  accept  ansrthing  we  can  get. 
Mr.  MASSINGALE.    I  just  cannot  reconcile  myself  to  the 
point  that  we  ought  to  pass  a  law  stating  that  a  man  is  an 
agent  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  unless  we 
circumscribe  his  powers.     [Applause.  1 
Mr.  MAAS.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota. 

Mr.  MAAS.  There  are  no  powers  involved  at  all.  other 
than  you  make  him  an  agent  for  the  purpose  of  making 
purchases  under  these  contracts? 
Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Yes;  piu-chases  only. 
Mr.  MAAS,  If  I  understand  the  gentleman's  point.  It  is 
that  the  Federal  Government  pays  every  dollar  of  the  expense 
involved  and  if  they  have  to  pay  local  taxes  on  top  of  that  the 
Federal  Government  pays  them.  The  local  contractor  doe« 
not  pay  anything. 


A.  lAc;     KJ*.  Cifaa^*r*a  V     ^*  v^ 


request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
modified  amendment. 


Toted  to  strike  it  out     The  vote  was  unanimous.     Thii 
proviso  Is  a  very  dangerous  thing. 

Mr.  DTTTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  SCRUGHAM  And  in  addition  the  Govemmenj;  will 
have  to  pay  an  additional  10  percent  on  the  tax  paid  by  the 
contractor. 

Mr.  MAAS.  If  we  are  going  to  spend  $25,000,000  building 
an  air  station  in  a  given  community,  it  seems  that  commtmity 
is  receiving  enough  benefit.  Most  of  these  benefits  go  to 
comparatively  few  communities  in  the  Nation  anyway.  The 
rest  of  us  in  the  inland  States  are  taxed  to  pay. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.     Exactly. 

Mr.  MAAS.  I  think  the  gentleman's  amendment  is  all 
right. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

Mr.  DflTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  we  have  the  amendment 
we  are  presently  voting  on  read? 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  Clerk  wiU  report 
the  modified  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  McLxool. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  reread  the  McLeod  amendment 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  (Mr. 
McLjcodI  to  the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Nevada 

[Mr.  SCRUGHAMl. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  SctiTCHAM)  there  were — ayes  77.  noes  22. 

So  the  amendment  to  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the  motion 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Nevada,  as  amended. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendmejit  No.  121:  Page  77.  foUowlng  amendment  No.  130. 
insert  the  following: 

"The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  authorized  to  continue  the  employ- 
ment. In  the  Ertstrlct  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  of  such  employees 
now  carried  on  the  rolls  a.s  wlU  be  required  for  the  preparation  of 
plans  and  specifications  and  administrative  work  in  connection  with 
the  public-works  and  publlc-utOltles  projects  authorized  by  this  act. 
or  heretofore  otherwise  authorized." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next   amendment   in   disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  122:  On  page  78,  after  line  6,  insert  the  foUowlng: 
"BxmsAU  or  Aibonavticb 

"AVtATIOM,    NAVT 

"Tor  an  additional  amount  for  aviation.  Navy.  comprUlng  the 
•ame  objects  specified  under  this  head  In  title  I  of  this  act,  to  be 
Immediately  available.  MS.SSCOOO.  which  sum  is  hereby  made  avail- 
able for  expenditure,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
for  the  procurement  and  installation  of  special  facilities  for  use  by 
contractors  in  manufacttirl^jg  aircraft  and  aeronautical  material: 
Prxmded  That  existing  contracts  for  aircraft  and  aeronautical 
material '  mny  be  appropriately  modified:  Provided  further.  That 
facilities  procured  hereunder  may  be  leased,  sold,  or  otherwise  dis- 
posed of.  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  when  no 
longer  required  for  use  under  naval  contracts:  Provided  further. 
That  m  addition  to  the  amotmt  herein  approprUted.  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  may.  prior  to  July  1,  1942,  enter  Into  contracts  for  the 
production  and  purchase  of  new  airplanes  and  their  equipment. 
(pare  parts,  and  acceMorles,  to  an  amount  not  In  excess  of 
$100,000,000." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concin-  in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  SciuoHAM  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  122  and  concur  in  the 
■ame  with  an  amendment  as  foUows:  In  the  third  proviso  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment,  strike  out  "1942 "  and  Insert  In 
lieu  thereof  "1941. ' 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Bpeakei,  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
motion. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Does  the  gentleman  from 
Nevada  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    I  yield.  M^.  Speaker. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  BCr.  Dixtke  to  the  motion  offered  by  Itr. 
SCRUGHAM :  At  the  end  of  the  motion  offered  by  Mr.  ScBtTOBAM  add 
the  following:  "Provided  further.  That  faculties  procured  under 
this  act.  when  not  required  for  use  under  Government  contracts  or 
In  Government  manufacturing  plants,  may  be  leased  at  an  aimiial 
rate  of  not  less  than  one-twentieth  of  the  cost  of  such  facilities  or 
sold  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law  for  the  disposal  of  surplus  or 
condemned  material." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  purpose  of  the  amend- 
ment I  have  offered  is  to  secure  to  the  taxpayers  some  pro- 
tection under  the  delegation  of  authority  contained  in  the 
present  bill.  The  language  as  we  have  It  at  present  gives 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  absolute  discretion  with  ref- 
erence to  both  the  leasing  and  the  selling  of  material  that 
may  be  acquired.  It  seems  to  me  that  some  rule  should  be 
set  up  by  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  would  be  regu- 
lated in  the  leasing  and  the  disposing  of  the  facilities  that 
may  be  acquired.  The  suggestion  I  have  made  provides 
that  an  amortization  rate  of  one-twentieth  of  the  cost  of 
the  facility  shall  be  charged  as  a  basis  for  the  rental  that  is 
to  be  paid  by  the  one  who  will  use  the  facilities.  It  also 
provides  that  at  the  time  of  the  disposal  the  usual  method 
followed  by  the  Government  in  the  disposal  of  other  prop- 
erty shall  be  followed.  It  simply  gives  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  the  same  responsibility  that  other  administrative 
officers  of  the  Government  are  required  to  assume  in  sell- 
ing or  disposing  of  property  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 
Mr.  DITTER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Where  does  the  gentleman  get 
the  idea  that  one-twentieth  should  be  the  correct  figure  for 
amortization? 

Mr.  DITTER.  The  basis  upon  which  I  reach  that  figure  is 
that  the  Army  engineers  tell  us  that  that  is  approximately 
the  life  of  a  facility  which  I  think  may  be  comparable  to  the 
facilities  we  anticipate  acquiring  under  this  section  of  the 
act.  I  have  tried  to  set  some  standard  which  I  believe  is  fair, 
and  I  turned  to  the  Corps  of  Engineers  of  the  Army  for  the 
authority. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia,  This  states  that  facilities  procured 
hereunder  may  be  leased,  sold,  or  otherwise  disposed  of  In 
the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  when  no  longer 
required  for  use.  The  Secretary  is  getting  rid  of  property  and 
not  acquiring  anything. 

Mr.  DITTER.    The  danger  Is  in  the  disposition. 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Yes. 

Mr.  DITTER.  In  other  words,  my  fear  is  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy — and  I  presently  direct  no  criticism  against 

the  present  Secretary 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Of  course  not. 
Mr.  DITTER.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  providing 
for  an  official  a  wide  delegation  of  power  if  he  in  his  discre- 
tion can  dispose  of  any  of  the  facilities  acquired  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  without  some  standard  or  regulation.  May 
I  direct  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  to  the 
fact  that  the  langtiage  of  the  act  applies  to  disposing  of  the 
facility  acquired  as  well  as  the  leasing  and  the  selling  of  the 
facility.  It  seems  to  me  that  Uie  gentleman's  usual  cauUoa 
would  prompt  him  to  join  with  me  in  setting  up  the  standard 
I  have  set  up  in  this  amendment 

Mr.  VINSON  of  GeorgU.  It  has  to  be  safeguarded,  of 
course,  but  we  have  to  leave  the  discretion  to  someone.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  the  one  to  whom  to  leave  the  dis- 
cretion with  regard  to  upon  what  terms,  conditions,  and  cir- 
cumstances he  either  leases,  sells,  or  otherwise  disposes  at 
the  property.  When  we  seek  to  impose  limitations  on  that 
we  are  seeking  to  impose  limitations  when  we  do  not  have 
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Federml.   State,    ana    locai   umbb.   »ua   iw    vuc   jjun^wa^a 

the  contracton  shall  b«  deemed   to  be  agents  of  the 


purchi 
United  State*. 

Mr.  DITTER.    Will  tbe  gentleman  jrleld? 


involved  and  if  they  have  to  pay  local  taxes  on  top  of  that  the 
Federal  Government  pays  them.  The  local  contractor  doe« 
not  pay  anything. 
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the  facta  and  circumstances  in  connection  with  the  particu- 
lar transaction. 

Mr.  DITTER.    If  the  gentleman  will  permit  at  this  point, 
may  I  say  that  the  gentleman,  of  course,  is  familiar  with  the 
usual  survejrs  that  are  made  by  the  Army  and  Navy  of  mate- 
rial that  comes  to  them. 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Yea. 

Mr.  Dl'l'l'KH.  After  the  survey  has  been  made  and  the 
value  determined,  depreciation  and  obsolescence  being  taken 
Into  account,  the  property  is  then  disposed  of.  and  disposed 
Of  according  to  certain  prescribed  rules  and  regulations. 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  is  right. 
Mr.  DITTER.  All  I  am  aslcing  is  that  this  same  pro- 
cedure be  followed  In  this  instance. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  What  is  back  of  this  language? 
What  prompted  this  proviso  to  be  put  in?  The  House  is 
entitled  to  know  what  is  running  through  the  mind  of  the 
committee  with  reference  to  the  likelihood  of  certain  prop- 
erty being  leased  or  sold.    What  is  it? 

Mr,  DnTER.  Of  course.  I  shall  answer  the  gentleman  by 
saying  that  this  idea  never  ran  through  my  head.  It  was  so 
repellant  to  me  that  I  simply  would  not  let  it  seep  in  at  all. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  What  is  the  background  of  this 
language? 

Mr.  DITTER.  Well.  I  suppose  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
having  been  authorized  to  procure  the  facilities  and  let 
these  facilities  to  private  enterprise,  the  Department  then 
felt  that  some  means  must  be  at  hand  for  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  to  dispose  of  the  material  after  it  had  been  used. 
I  have  no  objection  to  that  whatever,  provided  we  establish 
ft  standard. 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentleman  2 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Then  the  purpose  of  this  lan- 
guage is  that  where  the  Government  makes  advances  to  a 
shipbuilder  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  machine  tools  or 
other  things,  the  Secretary  is  to  have  the  determination  in 
eettUng  and  adjusting  such  matters. 

Mr.  DITTER.  The  gentleman  will  recall  that  at  the 
Charleston  plant  there  have  been  certain  facilities  installed 
by  the  Federal  Government  for  the  use  of  those  who  are  at 
the  present  time  in  the  production  of  steel  for  Navy  needs. 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Yes;  that  is  right. 
Mr.  DITTER.  The  present  paragraph  we  are  considering 
applies  to  activities  similar  to  those  which  presently  prevail 
down  at  Charleston.  These  facilities  are  to  be  installed,  they 
are  to  be  rented  or  leased  to  the  private  manufacturer,  and 
this  provision  takes  into  account  ultimate  disposition  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy.  Now.  it  is  that  ultimate  disposition, 
when  it  is  sold  or  disposed  of.  that  I  think  we  should  hedge 
about  with\ules  and  regulations. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Can  we  have  the  amendment 
again  reported.  Mr.  Speaker? 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  Clerk  will  again 
report  the  amendment  offered  to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Nevada  (Mr.  ScrughamI. 

The  Clerk  again  reported  the  amendment. 
Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  should 
be  cauUous  in  passing  upon  many  of  these  items  under  the 
stress  and  strain  of  present-day  world  conditions.  The  temp- 
tation is  to  pass  hurriedly  whatever  requests  are  made  if  they 
apply  directly  or  indirectly  to  national  defense. 

The  emergency  legislation  now  before  Congress  would  au- 
thorize the  President  in  his  uncontrolled  discretion  to  use  pub- 
lic funds  to  finance  the  building  or  expansion  of  plant  and 
the  supply  of  equipment,  for  the  manufacture  of  airplanes, 
airplane  engines,  and  other  war  materials  required  to  meet 
the  needs  of  the  Nation's  special  defense  program. 

Apparently  it  is  being  assimied  by  the  supporters  of  this 
emergency  legislation  that  private  initiative  and  private  en- 
terprise in  America  is  moribund,  or  dead,  and  that  the  expan- 
sion of  plant  and  equipment  needed  for  the  manufactiu-e  of 
war  equipment  cannot  be  financed  except  through  Oovem- 
inent  aid  or  by  Government  fiinds. 


This  assumption  is,  in  essence,  identical  with  the  assimip- 
tlons  contained  In  the  testimony  spread  on  the  record  before 
the  Temporary  National  Economic  Committee  by  advocates 
of  a  collectivist  economy. 

The  Institute  of  Economics  of  the  Brookings  Institution  at 
Washington.  D.  C.  has  just  published  a  study  entitled  "Capi- 
tal Expansion,  Employment,  and  Economic  Stability,"  ex- 
posing through  economic  research  the  fallacy  of  the  col- 
lectivist contention  that  private  capital  and  free  enterprise 
cannot  revitalize  American  industry  and  bring  it  to  any 
volume  of  productivity  required  to  meet  the  Nation's  needs. 
Turning  from  the  field  of  economic  theory  and  research  to 
an  examination  of  what  has  recently  taken  place  and  is  actu- 
ally happening  today  in  the  field  of  business  and  finance,  it  is 
found  that  free  enterprise  and  private  capital  are  actively  at 
work  meeting  the  requirements  of  industry  in  general,  and 
In  particular  of  those  industries  which  are  or  will  be  engaged 
in  the  manufacture  of  war  material. 

Unquestioning  surrender  to  the  conquests  of  totalitarianism 
at  home  is  an  unnecessarily  heavy  price  to  pay  for  protection 
against  the  threats  and  dangers  which  come  from  the  con- 
quests of  totalitarianism  in  Europe. 

It  is  a  plain  fact  that  no  American  manufacturer  of  air- 
planes, airplane  engines,  or  other  material  of  war  needs  to 
turn  to  the  United  States  Government  for  funds  to  finance 
expansion  of  plant  and  equipment.  Private  capital  brought 
these  industries  into  being.  It  has  financed  all  of  their  needs 
up  to  now  and  it  is  ready  and  eager  to  finance  all  of  the  future 
needs  of  these  industries.  It  desires  only  to  he  given  the 
opportunity  to  do  so. 

American  institutions  must  be  protected  against  totali- 
tarianism from  within  as  well  as  from  abroad.  If  the  use  of 
public  funds  is  to  be  authorized  for  financing  industrial  plant 
and  equipment,  this  use  should  be  made  strictly  subject  to  the 
condition  that  public  funds  shall  be  used  for  such  purposes 
only  when  it  is,  in  fact,  impossible  for  Industry  to  obtain 
needed  financing  from  private  sources  on  reasonable  terms 
and  when  the  manufacturer  or  industry  concerned  desires  to 
obtain  and  applies  for  financial  aid  from  the  Government. 
The  special  authority  proposed  to  be  granted  to  the  President 
in  connection  with  the  emergency  defense  program  should 
definitely  be  made  subject  to  such  conditions. 

The  Boeing  Airplane  Co.,  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation, 
the  Glenn  L.  Martin  Co..  and  ether  airplane  manufacturers 
have  recently  obtained  substantial  amounts  of  capital  from 
the  investment  markets  and  could  easily  do  so  again.  Pros- 
pectuses covering  recent  financing  show: 

First.  The  Glenn  L.  Martin  Co.  obtained  approximately 
$3,122,000  through  a  stock  offering  made  in  the  investment 
markets  in  December  1938. 

Second.  In  1939,  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  obtained 
approximately  $3,100,000  from  an  offering  of  stock  in  the 
investment  markets  and  in  January  1940  obtained  an  addi- 
tional amount  of  approximately  $5,700,000  through  a  similar 
offering  in  the  investment  markets — a  total  of  more  than 
$8,900,000. 

Third.  Boeing  Airplane  Co.,  through  an  offering  of  stock 
made  in  the  investment  markets  in  May  1940.  has  obtained 
approximately  $5,479,000  of  new  capital.  It  previously  ob- 
tained approximately  $4,000,000  through  a  similar  offering 
made  in  the  investment  markets  in  1937.  All  told,  therefore, 
this  company  has  received  about  $9,500,000  from  investment 
sources  within  recent  periods. 

Fourth.  Eastern  Air  lines  has  obtained  approximately 
$3,340,000  of  new  capital  from  the  investment  markets  in 
May  1940. 

The  foregoing  are  merely  a  few  illustrations.  The  supply 
of  capital  available  from  investors  to  finance  the  needs  of 
such  industries  is  greatly  in  excess  of  the  demand. 

United  Aircraft  Corporation,  which  is  one  of  the  leading 
manufacturers  of  airplane  engines — Pratt  &  Whitney  en- 
gines— obtained  approximately  $6,000,000  of  new  capital  in 
tbe  investment  markets  in  1936  and  could  readily  obtain  ad- 
ditional financing  in  the  investment  market  if  required.  Cur- 
tiss-Wright  Corporation  and  other  manufacturers  of  airplane 


■^^ 
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Mr.  DITTER. 
motion. 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment  to  tbe 


the  property.    When  we  seek  to  Impose  limitations  on  that 
we  are  seeking  to  impose  limitations  when  we  do  not  have 
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engines  could  also  readily  obtain  new  capital  in  the  investment 
markets  if  desired. 

The  fact  is  that  most  manufactiu-ers  of  airplanes,  aiririane 
engines,  and  related  war  materials  already  have  as  much  or 
more  capital  than  they  can  employ.  Using  the  resources  al- 
ready possessed  by  them,  they  are  in  a  position  greatly  to  ex- 
pand their  productive  capacity,  if  the  obstructions  to  such 
expansion,  created  by  government,  are  removed.  Rirther- 
more,  without  any  increase  in  plant  or  equipment,  the  pro- 
ductivity of  the  airplane  industry  could  be  immensely  in- 
creased by  greater  utilization  of  existing  plant.  But  because 
of  the  Healey-Walsh  Act,  tbe  Wage  and  Hour  Act,  many 
airplane  manufacturing  plants  are  working  only  5  days  a 
week.  It  is  not  economic  for  them  to  work  longer  periods. 
Reasonable  modification  of  these  laws  permitting  existing 
plant  to  work  a  6-day  week  would  increase  productivity  by 
20  percent.  By  putting  existing  plant  on  a  7-day-week  basis, 
productivity  could  be  increased  by  40  percent  without  any 
further  capital  investment.  There  is  a  shortage  of  skilled 
mechanics:  but  if  an  adequate  supply  of  skilled  labor  could 
be  obtained,  the  productivity  of  airplane  plants  could  ob- 
viously be  Increased  to  a  substantial  further  extent  by  em- 
ploying additional  shifts  and  putting  operations  on  a  24-hour- 
day  basis,  as  is  now  being  dCHie  in  certain  of  the  shipbuilding 
plants  engaged  in  naval  construction  work. 

Tax  laws,  as  they  stand,  are  a  serious  obstacle  retarding 
tbe  building  of  such  additional  plant  as  may  be  necessary  to 
meet  the  war  emergency.  The  tax  laws  do  not  permit  manu- 
facturers to  depreciate  and  write  off  the  cost  of  special  emer- 
gency plants  against  the  income  of  special  war  orders.  No 
manufacturer  can  assume  tbe  economic  risk  of  building  plant 
far  in  excess  of  that  required  to  meet  peacetime  demands,  if 
he  must,  after  these  special  plants  have  served  their  purposes, 
continue  to  carry  them  as  a  burden  to  be  depreciated  and 
written  off  against  the  normal  income  of  peaceful  years. 
Amendment  of  the  tax  laws  permitting  the  cost  of  wartime 
plant  to  be  written  off  against  wartime  income  would  immedi- 
ately restUt  in  larger  scale  building  by  manufacturers  to  meet 
wartime  emergency  orders.  The  funds  for  such  expansion 
are  already  possessed  in  substantial  volume  by  manufacturers 
and  they  are  ready  and  willing  to  use  them,  granted  tbe 
establishment  of  conditions  which  made  it  economically  pos- 
sible for  them  to  do  so. 

It  should  be  recognized,  too,  that  there  are  certain  obstacles 
created  by  other  legislation  which  stand  in  the  way  of  private 
financing  in  the  investment  market.  Because  of  these  im- 
pediments, Douglas  Aircraft  Co.  in  1939  went  to  the  Nether- 
lands market  in  Amsterdam  and  Rotterdam  to  obtain  ap- 
proximately $1,800,000  of  new  capital.  It  did  this  not  because 
private  investors  and  private  enterprise  in  the  United  States 
were  unwilling  to  supply  the  needed  funds,  but  because 
Douglas  Aircraft  Co.  did  not  wish  to  submit  to  the  incon- 
venience, expense,  and  delay  occasioned  by  the  requirements 
of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 

If  it  is  sincerely  desired  to  permit  American  industry  to 
gain  ready  access  to  supplies  of  capital  through  the  private 
i  Investment  market  so  as  to  facilitate  the  carrying  out  of  the 
defense  program,  immediate  action  should  be  taken  to 
simplify  the  procedure  of  registration  and  to  eliminate  the 
delays  imposed  by  tbe  Secxirities  Act  of  1933. 

The  Brookings  Institution,  in  its  study  just  published,  rec- 
ommends various  changes  in  the  Securitico  Act,  including  a 
recommendation  that  the  waiting  period  imposed  by  the  1933 
act  should  be  materially  shortened. 

Freed  from  unnecessary  trammels  of  the  sort  to  which  the 
Brookings  Institution  and  others  have  called  attention,  the 
private  investment  market  of  the  United  States  would  be  fully 
competent  to  respond  promptly  and  effectively  to  the  capital 
needs  of  American  industry. 

The  United  States  cannot  eflflclently  arm  herself  for  the 
iJght  against  totalitarianism  unless  she  frees  for  effective 
action  the  energies  and  initiative  of  free  enterprise  throtigh 
which  she  achieved  greatness.  To  confer  unnecessarily 
broad  powers  on  a  highly  centralized  government  while  leaving 
private  enterprise  to  struggle  under  tbe  burdens  of  unneces- 


sarily restrictive  laws  will  expose  the  national  economy  to 
dangers  from  within  as  great  as  those  which  threaten -it  from 
outside  our  borders. 

At  this  stage  it  would  be  wise  to  concentrate  upon  attempt- 
ing to  reorient  the  program  under  which  it  is  planned  that 
the  Federal  Government  should  supply  money  to  the  war  in- 
dustries for  the  necessary  expansion  of  plant  and  equipment. 
If  these  Industries  are  assured  of  orders  for  their  output  from 
the  Government,  as  they  will  be  by  Government  contracts. 
and  if  the  present  tax  law  is  amended  so  as  to  permit  tbese 
industries  to  write  off  the  cost  of  such  expansion  of  plant  and 
equipment  out  of  war  profits,  there  will  be  absolutely  no  need 
of  Federal  funds  for  such  purposes.  There  are  billions  of  idle 
dollars  available  at  the  lowest  rates  in  history  to  do  this  job. 
It  will  be  done  on  an  e£acient  and  eoxiomic  basis  by  private 
industry  without  political  considerations,  which  will  inevitably 
affect  the  allocation  of  funds  if  the  Government  is  permitted 
to  supply  them. 

The  amortization  of  these  emergency  costs  of  construction 
and  equipment  should  be  permitted  on  the  following  basis: 

First.  The  law  could  be  rewritten  to  permit  the  amortiza- 
tion of  these  emergency  costs  of  construction  and  equipment 
out  of  profits  over  the  next  3  years;  or 

Second.  Amortization  might  be  permitted  over  the  total 
war  period;  or 

Third.  They  might  be  exempt  from  taxation  completely 
until  such  time  as  the  costs  are  written  off.  This  latter  course 
would  reduce  income  immediately,  but  would  increase  income 
subsequently  as  the  plants  are  used  for  other  piuT>oses. 

The  important  thing  at  the  present  moment  is  to  change 
the  approach  to  this  financial  program.  The  necessary  cor- 
rections of  the  tax  law,  the  Walsh-Healey  Act,  and  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  Act  to  facilitate  financ- 
ing and  maximum  productivity  can  be  taken  up  later. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  had  some  practical 
experience  along  the  lines  of  the  proviso  in  question,  and  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
IMr.  DrrrER]  in  my  opinion,  is  impracticable,  for  the  reason 
that  there  are  all  kinds  and  varieties  of  facilities  that  have 
to  be  purchased.  There  is  a  great  difference  in  their  location 
and  a  great  variety  in  the  uses  to  which  they  are  put  and  this 
makes  it  unwise  to  attempt  to  set  any  hard  and  fast  per- 
centage—either one-twentieth  or  one-fourth  or  any  other 
percentage.  There  must  be  a  responsible  agency  for  settling 
these  contracts,  otherwise  there  will  be  interminable  losses. 
We  have  before  some  of  the  subcommittees  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  now  items  that  have  been  dragging  along 
for  20  years  or  more  on  accoimt  of  having  vague  and  Indef- 
inite provisions  with  respect  to  the  disposition  of  facilities. 

Mr.  MAAS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Would  the  gentleman  object  to  a  provision 
which  would  require  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  report  to 
the  Congress  each  year  upon  the  disposition  he  has  made 
of  such  excess  material?  This  would  keep  them  from  r\m- 
ning  wild  with  Congress  not  knowing  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    I  would  have  no  objection  to  that. 

Mr.  DITTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.    Yes. 

Mr.  DITTER.  The  proposal  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Maas]  simply  means  that  be  wants  to  lock 
the  stable  door  after  the  horse  is  stolen. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  What  horse  is  the  gentleman  referring 
to?  

Mr.  DITTER.  I  am  using  a  phraseology  which  I  believe 
the  gentleman  from  Nevada  well  understands,  and  that  I 
think  is  very  applicable.  I  do  not  say  that  tbe  horse  is  going 
either  with  this  administration  or  with  any  adnainlstration, 
but  it  is  loose  policy  to  provide  that  after  a  lapse  of  a  year  a 
report  should  be  made.    Let  us  establish  the  standard  now. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  But  the  gentleman  is  establish- 
ing a  standard  when  there  is  nothing,  so  far  as  the  Navy  is 
concerned,  to  Justify  such  a  yardstick. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Oh,  I  do  not  doubt  that  the  gentleman's 
regard  for  the  Army  engineers  would  support  my  contention. 
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Mr.  VINSON  of  G<?orgia.  But  the  gentleman  could  no 
more  establish  a  sUnclard.  and  say  that  amortization  is  one- 
twentieth  on  this  any  more  than  you  could  say  that  a  freight 
rate  should  be  such  a  percentage  for  carrying  a  cargo  of  coal. 
We  should  not  say  by  statute  that  that  is  going  to  be  one- 
twentieth  depreciation. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Nevada. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  DiTTER )  there  were — ayes  90.  noes  88. 

Ur.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  vote  upon 
the  ground  that  there  is  no  quorum  present,  and  I  make  the 
point  of  order  that  there  is  no  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Nevada  makes  the 
point  of  order  that  there  Is  no  quorum  present.  The  Chair 
will  count.  (After  counting.!  One  hundred  and  seventy- 
eight  Members  present,  not  a  quorum.  The  roll  call  is  auto- 
matic. The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Nevada. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  158,  nays 
230.  not  voting  42.  as  follows: 


|RoU 

No.    140] 

YEAS— 158 

Alexander 

Engel 

Jones.  Ohio 

Rogers.  Biass. 

Allen,  ni. 

Knglebrlght 

Jonkman 

Routzohn 

Anderaen.  H.  Carl 

Penton 

Kean 

Rutherford 

Anderaon.  CaMf. 

Pord.  Le'and  M. 

Keefe 

Sandager 

Autreaen.  A.  H. 

Gamble 

KUbum 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Andrews 

Oartner 

Kinzcr 

Schlfller 

Angell 

Oearhart 

Knutson 

Seccombe 

Arenda 

Oehrmann 

Kunkel 

Seger 

Austin 

OerlBch 

Lambertson 

Short 

Ball 

Oi:  Christ 

Landts 

Simpson 

Barton.  N.  Y. 

OiUie 

LeCompte 

Smith.  Ohio 

Bates.  Mass. 

Goodwin 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Springer 

Beiider 

Graham 

Luce 

Steams.  N.  H. 

Blackney 

Grant.  Ind. 

McDowell 

Stefan 

Belles 

Gro*s 

McGregor 

Sumner.  lU. 

Bolton 

Gwynne 

McLean 

Sweet 

Brad'ey.  Ulch. 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

UcJjKxi 

Taber 

Brew-ter 

Hall.  Leonard  W 

.    Maas 

Talle 

Brown  Ohio 

Halleck 

Marcantonio 

Thill 

Burdlck 

Hancock 

Marshall 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Carlson 

Harneaa 

Thorkelson 

Case.  S  Dak. 

Barter.  N.  Y. 

Martin.  Mass. 

Tibbott 

Chlperfleld 

Hartley 

Mason 

Tlnkham 

Church 

Hawks 

Michener 

Tread  way 

Claaon 

Hess 

Miller 

Van  Zandt 

Clevenger 

Hlnshaw 

Mott 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Cluett 

Hoffman 

Mundt 

Vreeland 

Cole.  N.Y. 

Holme* 

Murray 

Wadsworth 

COrbett 

Hope 

Oliver 

Welch 

Crawford 

Horton 

Plttenger 

Wheat 

Crowiher 

Hull 

Plumley 

White.  Idaho 

Culkin 

Jarrett 

Powers 

Wigglesworth 

Curtts 

Jeffries 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Williams.  Del. 

Dlrksen 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Reed.ni. 

Wolcott 

Ditter 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Reed.  N.T. 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Dondero 

Jennings 

Rees.  Kan.5. 

Wolverton.  N.  J. 

Douglas 

Jensen 

Rich 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Dworshak 

Johns 

Robsion.  Ky. 

Ybungdahl 

Baton 

Johnson,  ni. 

Rockefeller 

Cston 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Rodgers.  Pa. 
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Byrne.  N  Y. 

Cox 

Edelsteln 

Allen.  Pa. 

Byms.  Tenn. 

Cravens 

Edml3»on 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Byron 

Creal 

Elliott 

Arnold 

Caldwell 

Croaser 

Ellis 

Barden,  N.  C. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Crowe 

E\ans 

Barnes 

Cartwright 

Cullen 

Paddls 

Bury 

Casey.  Mass. 

C\immlngs 

Pay 

Bates.  Ky. 

CeUer 

D'Alesandro 

Perguson 

Beam 

Chapman 

Darden.  Va. 

Pernandez 

Beckworth 

aark 

Delaney 

PI  tzpa  trick 

Bland 

Claypool 

Deir.psey 

Plaherty 

Bloom 

Cochran 

DeRouen 

Placnery 

Boehna 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Dicksteln 

Pord.  Mlas. 

Boland 

Coffee,  Wash. 

Ehngell 

Pord.  Thomas  F 

Boren 

Cole.  Md. 

DUney 

Pries 

Boyktn 

OoUlns 

Dough  ton 

Pulmer 

Braoks 

Cohner 

Doxey 

Garrett 

Bnjwn.  Qa. 

Connery 

Drewry 

Oa  things 

Bryson 

Cboley 

Duncan 

Gavagan 

Buckley.  N.  T. 

Oooper 

Dunn 

Oeyer,  C»llf . 

Bulwmkle 

Coatello 

Durham 

Olbbe 

Burcb 

OourtocT 

Kber  barter 

Oora 

Goaaett 

Lanham 

OXeary 

Sheridan 

Grant.  Ala. 

Larrabee 

O'Neal 

Smith,  Conn. 

Green 

Lea 

OToole 

Smith.  Va. 

Gregory 

Leavy 

Pace 

Smith.  Wash. 

Griffith 

Leslnskl 

Parsons 

Smith.  W  Va. 

Hare 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Patman 

Snyder 

Harrington 

Ludlow 

Patrick 

Somers.  N.  T. 

Hart 

Lynch 

Patton 

South 

Havenner 

McAndrews 

Pearson 

Sparkman 

Healey 

McArdle 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Spence 

Hendricks 

McCormack 

Peterson.  Ga. 

Starnes,  Ala. 

Hennlnga 

McOehee 

Pfeifer 

Sullivan 

HUl 

McKeough 

Pierce 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Hobbfl 

McLaughlin 

Poage 

Sutpbin 

Houston 

McMillan.  Oara 

Polk 

Tarver 

Hunter 

McMillan.  John  L.  Rabaut 

Tenerowlca 

Izac 

Maclejewskl 

Ramfpeck 

Terry 

Jaoobaen 

Magnuson 

Randolph 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Johnson.Luther  A  Mahon 

Rankin 

Thomason 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Maloney 

Rayburn 

Tolan 

Johnson.  Okla 

Martin.  HI. 

Richards 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Maaslngale 

Robertson 

Vln.son.  Oa. 

Jones.  Tex. 

May 

Robinson.  Utah 

VoorhU.  Calif. 

Kefauver 

Mills.  Ark. 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Wailgren 

Keller 

Mills.  La. 

Ro.TiJue 

Ward 

Kelly 

Monroney 

Ryan 

Warren 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Moser 

Sabath 

Weaver 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Sasscer 

Weit 

Kennedy.  Michael  Murdock.  UUh 

Satterfleld 

Whelchel 

Keogh 

Myers 

Schuctz 

Whlttlngton 

Kllday 

Nelson 

Schulte 

Williams.  Mo. 

Kirwan 

Nichols 

Schwert 

Wood 

Kitchens 

Norrell 

Scrugham 

Woodrum.  Va. 

Kleberg 

Norton 

uecicat 

Zimmerman 

Koclalkowskl 

O'Connor 

Shannon 

Kramer 

ODay 

Sheppard 
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Bell 

Pish 

McGranery 

Shafer,  Mich. 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Flannagan 

Mam  field 

Shanley 

Buck 

Polger 

Merrttt 

Smith,  ni. 

Buckler,  Minn. 

Glfford 

Mitchell 

Steagall 

Burgln 

Guyer.  Kans. 

Monklewlcz 

Sweeney 

Camp 

Harter.  Ohio 

Mou'on 

Taylor 

Cannon.  Pla. 

Hook 

OBrien 

Walter 

Carter 

Jarman 

Osmers 

White,  Ohio 

Darrow 

Kee 

Rl.sk 

Winter 

DavU 

Kerr 

Sacks 

Dies 

Lemke 

Schaefer.  DI. 

So  the  amendment  to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nevada  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 
On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Osmers  (for)  with  Mr.  Jarman  (against). 

Mr.  Guyer   of   Kansas    (for)    with    Mr.    Merrltt    (against). 

Mr.  Risk  (for)  with  Mr.  Buck  (against). 

Mr.  Pish  <for)   with  Mr    Shanley   (against). 

Mr.  Monkiewlcz    (for)    with    Mr.    Schaefer   of    nunols    (against). 

Mr.  Carter  (for)   with  Mr.  fiarter  of  Ohio  (against). 

Mr.  Winter  (for)   with  Mr.  Sweeney   (against). 

Mr.  O'Brien   (for)   with  Mr.  Polger  (against). 

Mr.  Shafer   of   Michigan    (for)    with   Mr.   McGranery    (against). 

Mr.  Darrow   (for)    with  Mr.  Mitchell   (agalni.t). 

Mr.  White  of  Ohio   (for)   with  Mr.  Plannagan   (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Mansfield  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr.  Buckler  of  Minnesota. 

Mr.  Walter  with  Mr.  Camp. 

Mr.  Dies  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Sachs  with  Mr.  Steagall. 

Mr.  Mouton  with  Bdr.  Kee.  f 

Mr.  Bell  with  Mr.  Burgin. 

Mr.  Davis  with  Mr.  Hcx>k. 

Mr.  Maas  changed  his  vote  from  "no"  to  "aye." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded- 

The  doors  were  opened. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  motion. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Hobbs).  Docs  the 
gentleman  from  Nevada  jrleld  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
CoLil  to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cole  of  New  York  to  the  motion  made 
by  Mx.  ScaucHAM :  At  the  end  of  the  motion  add  the  following,  and 
In  line  20  of  said  amendment  No.  122.  after  the  word  "contracta". 
Insert  "and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  annually  to  the 
€X>ngras8  on  the  rental,  sale,  or  disposal  of  the  faculties  provided  for 
la  ttkls  act." 


imich  she  achieved  greatness.  To  comer  unnecessarily 
l»t>ad  powers  on  a  highly  centralized  government  while  leaving 
private  enterprise  to  struggle  imder  the  burdens  of  unneces- 


concernea,  to  jusiuy  sucii  a  yarubiicK. 

Mr.  DITTER.    Oh,  I  do  not  doubt  that  the  gentleman's 
regard  for  the  Army  engineers  would  support  my  contention. 
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Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  I  offer  no  objection  to  the  amendment, 
Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the 
tmiendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  to  the 
motion. 

The  amendment  to  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  now  recurs 
upon  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada  as  amended. 

The  motion  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  reconsider  the  McLeod  amendment  to  amendment  No.  120. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  reason  for  this  request 
for  reconsideration  is  as  follows: 

Probably  inadvertently  and  without  due  knowledge  of  the 
wording  of  my  amendment,  which  was  pending  at  the  desk, 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Mc- 
Lbod],  as  agreed  to,  applies  only  to  Public  Works  projects  out- 
side the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States.  I  am  certain 
that  was  not  the  intent  of  the  proposer  of  the  amendment. 

Therefore.  I  move  that  there  be  added  at  the  end  of  the 
McLeod  amendment  the  following  words,  "regardless  of  loca- 
tion". In  order  that  the  paragraph  may  apply  to  the  United 
States  as  well  as  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
McLeod  amendment  as  amended  by  the  gentleman  from 
Nevada. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

After  the  word  "act".  In  Une  4  of  the  motion  made  by  Mr. 
ScKucHAM.  Etrlke  out  the  remainder  of  the  paragraph,  so  that  the 
amendment  will  read  as  follows: 

"The  provlfitons  of  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April  25,  1939 
(53  SUt  590-502).  shall  be  applicable  to  all  public- wotIm  and 
pubUc-utUiUes  projecu  menUoned  in  this  act,  regardless  of  loca- 
Uon." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  mo- 
tion as  amended  will  be  agreed  to. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  motion  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  125:  On  page  79,  after  line  14.  insert: 

**REPLACClCZIfT  OF  NAVAL  VESSELS 

"Construction  and  machinery:  Por  an  additional  amount  on  ac- 
count of  hulls  and  outfits  of  vessels  and  machinery  of  vessels  here- 
tofore authorized  (and  appropriated  for  In  part),  including  the 
necessar>'  machine  tools  and  other  equipment  in  naval  establlFh- 
mcnts  and  Government  equipment  in  private  planU  required  for 
expediting  shipbuilding,  to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain 
available  until  expended.  Including  the  same  objects  and  under  the 
■ame  conditions  and  limitations  prescribed  tmder  this  head  In  title 
I  of  this  act.  $66,000,000." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  temjwre.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  126:  On  page  80.  after  line  2.  Insert: 

"Armor,  armament,  and  ammunition:  Por  an  additional  amount 
toward  the  armor,  armament,  and  anununltlon  for  vessels  here- 
tofore authorized  (and  appropriated  for  In  part).  Including  the 
iMCMaary  machine  tools  and  other  equipment  and  facilities  at 
naval  or  private  establishments  required  for  expediting  shipbuild- 
ing, to  be  immediately  avaUable  and  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  including  the  same  objects  and  under  the  same  condi- 
tions and  limitations  prescribed  tinder  this  head  in  title  I  of 
this  act.  ,$35.000.000. ' 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  Koase 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend- 
ment, which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  8c«tJCHAM  moves  that  the  Hotwc  recede  from  its  dlsagre»- 
icent  to  the  Senate  amendment  numbered  126  and  agree  therein 


with   the   following  amendment:  In   Ilea  of  tlie  matter  Inserted 
by  said  amendment,  insert  the  following: 

"Armor,  armament,  and  ammtmltlon :  For  an  additional  amount 
toward  the  armor,  armament,  and  ammunition  for  vessels  and 
aircraft  heretofore  authorized  (and  appropriated  for  In  part), 
including  the  necessary  machine  tool*  and  other  equipment  and 
facilities  at  naval  or  private  establishments  required  for  expedit- 
ing shipbuilding,  to  be  Immediately  avaUable  and  to  remain  avail- 
able until  expended,  including  the  same  objects  and  under  the 
same  conditions  and  limitations  prescribed  under  this  head  In 
title  I  of  this  act.  $35.000.000 :  Provided,  That  aU  parenthetical 
clauses  In  title  I  of  this  act  in  which  certain  amounts  are  de- 
nominated as  'A'  and/or  'B'  Itenos  shaU  be  disregarded  for  aU  pur- 
poses, together  with  section  3  of  such  title." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  purpose  of  thi» 
amendment  is  to  simplify  the  procedure. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

"nie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  127:  On  page  80,  after  line  11,  insert: 

"NAVAL     PEXSOIfNSL 

"Ftor  an  additional  20.000  naval  enlisted  men  and  naval  rmenrlsta 
(for  training),  five  hundred  Naval  Reserve  oflJoers  and  500  retired 
naval  ofBcers.  on  active  duty,  during  the  fiscal  year  1941,  under 
headings,  and  for  the  same  objects  as  specified  under  their  head- 
ings m  title  I  of  this  act.  as  follows: 

"Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts: 

"Pay.  subsistence,  and  transportation.  $20,821,000; 

"Maintenance.  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts.  $1333,000; 

"Salaries.  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts,  $51,000; 

"Clothing  and  small-stores  fund,  $3,000,000. 

"Bureau  of  Navigation: 

"Training,  education,  and  welfare,  Navy: 

"Naval  Training  Station,  San  Diego,  Calif.,  $11,000; 

"Naval  Training  Station,  Newport.  R.  I..  $10,000; 

"Naval  Training  Station,  Great  Lakes,  111.,  $7,000; 

"Naval  Training  Station.  Norfolk,  Va.,  $8,000; 

"Instruction.  $11,000; 

"Ubrarles,  $40,000; 

"Welfare  and  recreation,  $164,000. 

"In  all.  training,  education,  and  welfare.  $251,000; 

"Salaries.  Bureau  of  Navigation,  $15,000. 

"Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery: 

"Medical  Department,  $174,000; 

"Naval  hospital  fund.  $63,000; 

"Salaries.  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery,  $12,000. 

"Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks:  Public  Works:  Tempwary  hospital 
facilities,  $400,000. 

"Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair: 

"Construction  and  repair:  Recruit  outfits.  $154,000. 

"Navy  Department:   Printing  and  binding,  $13,000. 

■In  all.  $26,538,000:  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in 
filling  out  the  allowances  of  naval  vessels  above  85  percent  of 
complement  shall  first  assign  to  active  duty  for  limited  periods  of 
training  such  Naval  Reservists  as  will  voluntarily  accept  active 
duty  not  to  exceed  5.000.  and  the  pay  and  other  expenses  of 
such  Reservists  shall  be  payable  out  of  this  ajjproprlatlons :  Pro- 
vided further.  That  to  the  extent  that  Naval  Reservists  are  not 
avaOable  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shaU  recruit  regular  enlisted 
men  In  the  Navy  to  the  extent  necessary  to  provide  an  enlisted 
personnel  of  not  to  exceed  170,000  by  July  1.  1941." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  recede  and  con- 
cur with  an  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  ScBtrcHAM  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment with  Senate  sunendment  No.  127  and  concur  therein  with  the 
following  amendment:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  in  the  first  line,  after 
the  caption  to  said  amendment.  Insert: 

"Per  additional  amounts  for  20.000  naval  enlisted  men." 

And  In  lieu  of  the  matter  under  the  head  of  "Bureau  of  Medicine 
and  Surgery"  in  said  amendment  Insert  the  following: 

"Medical  Department.  $231,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $10,000 
shall  be  available  for  the  pay  of  employees  assigned  to  group  IV  (b), 
and  those  performing  similar  services  carried  under  native  and 
alien  schedules  In  the  Schedule  of  Wages  for  CivU  Employees  in  the 
Pleld  Service  of  the  Na\'y  Dei>artment; 

"Care  of  the  dead.  $6,000; 

"Salaries.  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery,  $12,000." 

And  in  Ueu  of  the  amount  named  in  the  last  paragraph  of  said 
amendment  Insert  "$26,287,000." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  these  amendments  are 
minor  corrections  or  modifications  made  necessary  by  reason 
of  the  haste  the  Department  was  put  to  in  shaping  title  II 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate.  This  explanation  also 
goes  for  the  next  amendment,  relating  to  the  Marine  Corps. 
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Oongrass  on  the  rental,  sale,  or  disposal  of  the  facilities  provided  for 
In  ttkto  act." 


Bar.   ocKucHAM   niuvro 
scent  to  tlie  Senate  ami 


,ei;;^iu^r  n^^mb«;d  12«  l^^a^e*  t^^m  I  goes  for  the  next  amendment,  reiaung  lo  me  Marine  uorps. 
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The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agrree- 
Ing  to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada. 

The  motion  was  agreeed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  wiH  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  128:  Page  82,  In  line  12.  Insert: 

"MAaiKS  coaps 

"For  Marine  Corps  personnel.  Including  9.000  additional  enlisted 
men  on  active  duty.  arms,  artillery,  ammunition,  equipment,  hous- 
ing and  general  expenses,  under  headings,  and  for  the  same 
objects  as  specified  \mder  their  headings  in  UUe  I  of  this  act, 
•8  follows: 

"Marine  Corps: 

"Pay.  Marine  Corps.  »3. 200.000; 

"General  expenses.   Marine  Corps.  $9,327,000; 

"Pay  of  civil  employees.  Marine  Corps.  $200,000: 

"Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery:  Medical  Department.  $12,000; 

"Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks: 

"Public  Works.  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks:  For  temporary 
housing.   $4,500,000: 

"Bxireau   of   Ordnance:    Ordnance    and    ordnance    stores,    wavy. 

M  800  000* 

"Bureau  of  Engineering:   For  radio  material.  $100,000." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr,  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend- 
ment which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  ScauoHAM  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  Senate  amendment  No  128  and  agree  to  the  same  with 
an  amendment  as  foUows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment.  Insert  the  following: 

"For  additional  amounts  for  Marine  Corps  purposes,  Including 
0  000  addlllonal  enlisted  men  on  active  duty,  arms,  artillery,  am- 
munition equipment,  housing  and  general  expenses.  Including 
motor-prop>elled  passenger-carrying  vehicles,  under  headings,  and 
for  the  same  objects  as  specified  under  their  headings  in  title  I 
Of  this  act,  as  follows: 

"Marine  Corp«: 

"Pay,  Marine  Corps,  $3,200,000; 

"General  expenses.  Marine  Corps,  $9,327,000; 

"Pay  of  dvU  employees:  Offices  of  the  Major  General  Com- 
mandant and  the  Adjutant  and  Inspector,  $54,360;  Office  of  the 
Paymaster.  $17,820;  Office  of  the  Quartermaster.  $127,820;  In 
all,  $200,000: 

"Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery:  Medical  Department,  $12,000; 

"Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks: 

"Public  Works,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks:  For  temporary 
bousing.  Including  extensions  of  existing  structures,  $4,500,000; 

"Bur-au  of  Ordnance:  Ordnance  and  ordnance  stores.  Navy. 
•4-899  000: 

"Bureau     of     Engineering:     Engineering:     For     radio     material, 

$100,000." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
.--r.  The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  133:  Page  84.  line  5.  Insert  the  following: 

"ZMKKGENCT   rtTMD  FOB  THZ   PaESntEMT 

•To  enable  the  President,  through  the  appropriate  agencies  of 
the  Government,  without  reference  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  to  provide  for  emergencies  affecting  the  national  security 
and  defense  and  for  each  and  every  purpose  connected  therewith. 
Including  all  of  the  obJecU  and  purposes  specified  under  any 
appropriation  available  or  to  be  made  available  to  the  Navy  De- 
partment for  the  fiscal  years  1940  and  1941;  the  furnishing  of 
Government-owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants;  the  pro- 
curement and  training  of  civilian  personnel  necessary  In  connec- 
tion with  the  production  of  critical  and  essential  Items  of  equip- 
ment and  material  and  the  use  or  operation  thereof;  and  the 
procurement  of  strategic  and  critical  materials  In  accordance 
with  the  act  of  June  7,  1939.  $34,000,000;  to  be  Immediately  and 
continuously  available  ui;tll  June  30.  1942;  and,  in  addition,  the 
President  is  authorized,  through  such  agencies,  on  and  after  the 
enactment  hereof,  to  enter  Into  contracts  for  the  same  purposes 
^  an  amount  not  exceeding  $34.000.000 :  Provided.  That  an  account 
•hall  be  kept  of  all  expenditures  made  or  authorized  hereunder, 
and  a  report  thereon  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Coingress  on  or 
before   June  30.    1042." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
No.  133.  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 


In  lieu  of  the  clause  Immediately  following  the  first  amount 
named  in  xald  amendment,  reading  "to  be  immediately  and  con- 
tinuously available  until  Jiine  30.  1942."  Insert  the  following: 
"to  be  immediately  available." 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  substitute  amend- 
ment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Plttmlxt  as  a  substitute  for  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Scbugham:  Strike  out  all  of  Senate 
(unendment    No.    133    and    Insert    In    lieu    thereof    the    following: 

"To  enable  the  President,  through  the  appropriate  agencies  of 
the  Government,  to  provide  for  emergencies  affecting  the  national 
security  and  defense  and  for  each  and  every  purpose  connected 
therewith,  including  all  of  the  objects  and  purposes  specified 
under  any  appropriation  available  or  to  be  made  available  to  the 
Navy  Department  for  the  fiscal  years  1940  and  1941;  the  furnish- 
ing of  Government-owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants; 
the  procurement  and  training  of  civilian  personnel  necessary  In 
connection  with  the  production  of  critical  and  essential  Items  of 
equipment  and  material,  and  the  use  or  operation  thereof;  and 
the  procurement  of  strategic  and  critical  materials  In  accordance 
with  the  act  of  June  7,  1939,  $34,000,000:  to  be  Lnmiedlately  and 
continuously  available  until  June  30.  1941:  and  In  addition,  the 
President  Is  authorized,  through  such  agencies,  on  and  after  the 
enactment  hereof,  to  enter  Into  contracts  for  the  same  purposes 
In  amount  not  exceeding  $34,000,000:  Provided.  That  of  the 
$68,000,000  herein  appropriated  and  authorized  for  contract,  the 
President  cannot  allocate  more  than  $24,000,000  for  the  financing 
of  Government-owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants,  the 
production  of  critical  and  essential  items  of  equipment  and 
material,  and  the  use  or  operation  thereof:  and  the  procurement 
of  strategic  and  critical  materials  In  accordance  with  the  act 
of  June  7,  1939.  more  than  $34,000,000  for  ordnance  and  stores, 
more  than  $5,000,000  to  the  Bureaus  of  Construction  and  Repair 
and  Engineering,  more  than  $4,600,000  to  the  Bureau  of  Supplies 
and  Accounts,  nor  more  than  $400,000  to  the  Bureau  of  Naviga- 
tion: Provxded  further.  That  an  account  shall  be  kept  of  all 
expenditures  made  or  authorized  hereunder  and  a  report  thereof 
shaU  be  submitted  to  Congress  on  or  before  June  30,   1941." 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont  IMr.  PLUMLinrl, 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  would  it  be  in  order  to  cor- 
rect a  typographical  error  in  the  amendment  proposed? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  It  may  be  done  by  unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
change  the  year  1942  to  1941  wherever  it  appears  in  the 
amendment  I  submitted. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Vermont? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  very  frankly  this  amend- 
ment which  I  have  offered  attempts  to  keep  the  fingers  of 
Congress  on  the  appropriations  made  by  Congress;  in  other 
words,  to  earmark  the  fimds.  It  undertsJces  to  allocate  the 
funds  the  Congress  appropriates  and  to  limit  both  the  amount 
to  be  allocated  by  the  President  and  to  limit  his  discretion 
with  respect  to  the  expenditure  of  the  money  appropriated. 
Obviously  it  Is  an  attempt  to  obviate  the  drawing  of  a  blank 
check  to  the  credit  of  the  President. 

The  amounts  allocated  by  this  amendment  are  in  accord- 
ance with  and  in  furtherance  of  the  present  needs  if  not  the 
expectations  of  the  various  bureaus  of  the  Navy  Department 
according  to  their  own  testimony  to  be  found  in  the  hearings. 
Congress  should  draw  no  blank  check  under  the  circumstances 
but  should  allocate  and  earmark  every  cent  of  the  funds  it 
appropriates  covered  by  this  provision. 

Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  say  right  here  and  now,  for  the 
Information  of  pressure  groups,  columnists,  and  paid  propa- 
gandists, and  the  controlled  press,  that,  notwithstanding  their 
inspired  objections  and  criticisms.  I  shall  continue  to  Insist 
that,  and  to  urge  the  House  of  Representatives  to  assert  Itself 
to  demand  orderly  procedure  and  the  opportunity  to  exercise 
its  lawful  and  constitutionally  imposed  prerogatives.  To  do 
ether  than  that,  it  seems  to  me.  Is  recreancy;  If  not  a  viola- 
tion of  the  oath  of  my  oflBce. 

In  connection  with  the  suggestion  as  to  the  clear  intent 
and  purpose  of  the  amendment  I  have  offered,  may  I  say 
further  that  the  attempt  involved  in  it  to  limit  the  further 
usurpation  of  power  by  the  Executive  and  to  limit  the  dele- 
gation by  Congress  to  him  of  its  very  fimdamental  power  and 
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authority  on  the  disbursement  of  funds  in  the  Tre^isury  is 
no  new  thought  and  should  ^require  no  argtmient  in  its  favor. 
From  almost  the  very  beginning  of  the  Govenmient  the 
executive  branch  has  been  greedy  for  power  not  granted  it  by 
the  Constitution.  If  you  recall  the  discussions  in  the  early 
Congresses  you  must  remember  that  no  error  was  of  more 
prevailing  Influence  at  the  period  when  the  Constitution  was 
adopted  than  the  imagined  weakness  of  the  executive  de- 
partment. Time  has  not  only  dispelled  all  apprehension  of 
its  feebleness  in  action,  but  has  also  conformed  to  show  its 
native  vigor  and  its  inherent  tendency  to  draw  to  itself  the 
ccHUtltutional  powers  of  coordinate  departments.  It  Is  true 
that  the  obligations  of  executive  duty  Imposed  upon  the 
President  call  for  large  grants  of  power  appropriate  to  the 
just  ends  of  thdr  fulfillment.  However,  the  public  treasury 
is  placed  in  the  keeping  and  imder  the  exclusive  control  ctf 
Congress,  it  is  entrusted  in  an  eminent  degree  to  the  provi- 
dence and  thrift  of  this  House. 

No  money  shaU  be  drawn  from  the  Treasury  but  in  consequence 
of  appropriations  made  by  law. 

Moreover,  the  power  of  Congress  Itself  is  limited,  and  It  Is 
further  provided  by  our  Constitution,  that 

-nm  bills  for  the  raising  of  revenue  shall  originate  In  the  House 
of  RepresentatlTes. 

Definitely  more  explicit  enactments  conferring  and  limit- 
ing authority  could  not  have  been  invented.  The  power  of 
raising  revenue  and  directing  the  expenditure  of  money  is  a 
high  representative  and  legislative  trust. 

Among  our  correlative  duties  is  the  stewardship  of  its  dis- 
bursement. Let  me  repeat  that  the  limitation  of  power  de- 
fined in  the  express  written  grant  is  not  only  the  great  and 
saving  principle  of  our  Constitution,  but  It  is  the  prominent 
development  in  the  political  discovery  of  the  age.  If  we  have 
any  sheet  anchor  for  the  national  ship  it  is  this:  Responsi- 
bility commonly  inoperative  and  easily  evaded  looks  to  the 
punishment  of  offenses  only.  Limitation  of  power  rests  on 
the  surer  basis  of  preventive  Justice ;  controls  the  public  func- 
tionary, arrests  the  mad  career  of  profligate  ambition,  and 
checks  the  centripetal  tendency  of  the  system.  Our  greatest 
danger  appears  to  result  from  the  heavy  appropriations  for 
contingencies-  and  other  undefined  and  unspecified  and 
unallocated  objects  of  public  expenditure  wherein  the  un- 
restricted discretion  of  the  Executive  exerts  an  absolute 
dMnlnlon. 

This  broad  delegation  of  power  over  the  purse  which  it  is 
contemplated  to  delegate,  unless  my  amendment  be  adopted, 
is  in  effect  an  abrogation  of  a  wholesome  check  provided  for 
by  the  Constitution,  for  it  invests  the  Executive  with  a  dan- 
gerous authority  over  a  trust  which  the  Constitution  for  wise 
purposes  confided  to  Congress.  It  makes  a  mockery  of  the 
strongest  barrier  against  Executive  infiuence  and  the  en- 
croachment of  a  single  magistrate:  and  insofar  removing  the 
vigilant  guardianship  of  the  representative  body,  dispenses 
with  a  large  portion  of  its  appropriate  responsibility. 

Mr.  Jefferson  foresaw  and  warned  Congress  that  this  might 
become  the  matrix  of  unnumbered  Ills  and  entreated  that 
specific  appropriations  might  alwaj's  be  made.  Mr.  Jefferson 
saw  the  omens  of  mischief  that  crowded  around  the  loose  and 
general  practices  of  his  day  with  respect  to  general  and 
unallocated  appropriation  of  money  out  of  the  treasury. 
At  his  insistence  specific  appropriations  to  definite  objects 
followed.  His  model  of  economy  and  simplicity  in  admlnls- 
traUon  strictly  cohered  to  ttie  plain  principles  of  the 
Constitution. 

Under  the  urge  of  misguiding  exigencies,  we  have  gone  a 
long  way  from  the  Jeffersonian  principles,  and  It  Is  time^ 
and  now  is  the  time— to  resurrect  the  spirit  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  to  reestablish  the  guardianship  over  the  public 
money  which  the  Coostitution  designed  for  its  security. 

With  all  the  precautions  and  limitations  infused  into  the 
Constitution,  It  Is  manifest  that  the  vice  of  our  system  is 
found  In  the  expanding  power  of  blindly  approi»1ating  money 


with  the  aatural  result  that  larger  discretion,  and  then 
larger  discretion.  Is  lodged  with  the  Executive.  3iis  usurped 
or  surrendered  power  Is  continually  evading  and  surmounting 
its  defined  constitutional  limits.  So,  too,  Is  Its  subordinate 
result  escaping  from  legal  restraint. 

We  can  resist  what  is  open  and  palpable.  It  is  the  secret 
and  invisible  agency  that  is  most  to  be  dreaded.  Silent 
creations  of  authority,  growing  as  it  were  by  stealth,  are  to 
be  viewed  with  greatest  alarm.  It  is  against  silent  and 
gradual  attacks  that  a  nation  ought  to  be  particularly  on  Its 
guard.  Sudden  revolutions  strike  the  imaginations  of  men; 
they  are  detailed  in  history;  their  secret  springs  are  devel- 
oped>  but  we  overlook  the  changes  that  insensibly  happen  by  a 
long  train  of  steps  that  are  too  slightly  marked.  It  would  be 
rendering  nations  an  Important  service  to  show  from  history 
how  many  states  have  thus  entirely  changed  their  nature 
and  lost  their  original  constitution. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  represenUtives  of  the  people  very  wisely . 
intended  to  exot  an  uncontrolled  sovereignty  over  the  money 
of  the  people.  So  I  say  Congress  should  assert  itself  and 
insist  not  only  that  the  trust  imposed  in  us  by  the  people 
and  under  the  Constitution  in  proportion  to  its  magnitude 
and  necessity  should  offer  an  irrepresible  motive  for  the  care 
and  the  vigilance  with  which  we  should  guard  It  from  every 
abuse. 

I  offer  the  foregoing  paraphrase  subject  and  substance 
condensed  from  several  speeches  made  In  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives from  March  22,  1828,  onward  by  the  Honorable 
John  S.  Barber,  late  Representative  from  Virginia,  who,  when 
attacked  for  and  on  account  of  the  position  he  took,  took 
occasion  to  say: 

It  has  become  fashionable  among  a  certain  class  of  politicians  to 
deride  our  fears  of  encroachment,  and  to  denominate  the  plain 
common -sense  rules  of  Interpretation — Virginia  principles. 

Let  me  teU  you,  gentlemen — 

He  said — 

That  these  principles  In  the  legitimate  scope  will  yet  prevail. 
Their  foundation  Is  in  the  broad  basis  of  human  rights. 

I  commend  to  all  of  you  respectfully  the  study  of  that  re- 
cent publication  or  compilation  of  documentary  history  rela- 
tive to  the  control  of  Federal  expenditures  by  Fred  W.  Powell, 
and  published  by  the  Brookings  Institution.  This  compilation 
constitutes  an  almost  continuous  record  of  what  was 
thoi^t — or  at  least  said — by  the  men  who  participated  in 
debates  on  financial  and  accoimting  bills,  of  the  facts  and 
arguments  presented  by  legislative  conunittees,  and  of  the 
results  achieved  by  officials  responsible  for  administering  the 
system  evolved  through  a  long  series  of  statutes.  In  it  you 
will  find  and  from  it  you  will  obtain  the  satisfactory  answer, 
based  on  experience  through  the  years,  to  many  of  the  ques- 
tions which  now  confront  you  and  me. 

Congress  should  not  further  delegate  Its  authority  nor 
should  it  surrendej  Its  prerogatives  in  the  i»-emises.  Espe- 
cially is  this  so  since  Congress  it  seems  will  be  and  undoubtedly 
should  be  in  session  in  perpetuam  to  take  care  of  any  and 
all  emergencies  the  responsibility  for  the  solution  of  which 
rests  upon  the  reprfesentatives  of  the  people  under  the  law. 

According  to  the  testimony  of  Admiral  Stark,  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations,  and  the  heads  of  various  Bureaus  of  the 
Navy  Department,  certain  naval  establishments  contemplated 
receiving  in  addition  to  any  specific  aw>n3prlatlons  for  emer- 
gency purposes  under  UUe  n  of  this  Wn  $91,360,000  for 
second-priority  projects.  This  money  supposedly,  according 
to  the  statements  of  the  various  naval  officers,  would  come 
from  the  $34,000,000  appropriated  and  the  $34,000,000  con- 
tract authorizations  provided  for  in  this  amendment.  The 
distribuUon  of  this  fund  is  as  follows: 

Plant  ezpansKHi  (hemrlngs,  p.  3) $82, 165,000 

Ordnance  and  stores  (p.  3) 43.806.000 

Engineering,  and  construction  and  repaln  (p.  76) 6.975,000 

Tarda  and  docks  (p.  110) ?•???•  ^9? 

Supplies  azxl  accounts   (p.  4) 

NSTlgatKai  (p.  4) 


5. 847,  000 
031,000 


Itjtal •!.  MO,  000 


No.  133.  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:   '   gation  by  Congress  to  him  of  its  very  fundamental  power  and 
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Since  all  of  these  Bureaus  of  the  Navy  anUcIpate  securing 
their  funds  from  the  amounts  carried  in  amendment  133.  it 
would  seem  lofrlcal  to  allocate  this  fund  according  to  the 
major  objects  that  are  here  concerned.  Therefore,  it  is  pro- 
vided that  not  more  than  $24,000,000  shall  be  allocated  for  the 
financing  of  Government-owned  facilities  in  private  plants, 
$34,000,000  for  ordnance  and  stores.  $5,000,000  for  construc- 
tion, repair,  and  engineering.  $4,600  for  supplies  and  accounts, 
and  $400,000  for  navigation.  The  amendment  also  provides 
for  Revised  Statute  3709.  which  authorizes  purchase  of  Gov- 
ernment supplies,  contracts,  materials,  and  services  on  the 
basis  of  competitive  bidding.  Consequently  It  is  proposed  In 
the  revision  of  this  amendment  to  eliminate  this  exemption. 

This  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  RICH.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  sUtement  the  gentleman  Just  made 
sounded  very  well:  but  if  I  understood  his  amendment  cor- 
rectly, it  still  gives  the  President  authority  to  spend  the 
$34000.000. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  But  I  have  taken  away  from  the  Presi- 
dent his  discretion  and  provided  allocations  for  specific 
purposes. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  Congress  is  to  be  in  session,  why  is  there 
need  to  grant  this  discretion?  Why  not  have  the  Congress 
exercise  its  own  powers  in  the  matter? 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  1  minute  to  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  I  Mr.  CasiI. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  sub- 
mit a  few  comments  in  connection  with  the  statement  of  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

*  WOUCIKC   rOB   DOMXSTIC    MANCANSBZ 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  statement  of 
the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  concludes  with  these 
paragraphs  : 

With  respect  to  Senat«  amendment  No.  133.  relating  to  an  emer- 
gency  fund  for  the  President,  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hoxiae 
recommend  that  $2,000,000  of  such  fund  shall  be  made  Immediately 
available  to  the  Bureau  of  Mines.  Department  of  the  Interior,  for  the 
•rectlon.  equipment,  and  operation  of  a  pilot  plant  for  the  beneflci- 
•tlon  of  manganese  ores  and  the  production  of  metallic  manganese 
therefrom  by  the  electrolytic  process.  Including  expenses  in  the 
DUtrict  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  for  the  preparation  of  plans  and 
specifications,  advertising,  and  supervision  of  construction;  and  for 
all  expenditures  requisite  for  and  incident  tp  the  exploration  of 
xnanganiferous  depoelts.  In  accordance  with  Pulillc.  No.  117.  approved 
June  7.  1939. 

ThU  recommendation  la  made  In  the  belief  that  provision  should 
be  made  Immediately  to  beneflciate  domestic  low-grade  manganese 
orea.  depoelts  of  which  are  favorably  located  with  respect  to  large 
•nd  cheap  sources  of  electrical  energy  Resulting  high-grade  man- 
ganese can  thus  be  produced  and  stored  for  future -use.  and  domestic 
•uppUea  developed  without  the  Government  competing  with  indus- 
try for  the  existing  stocks  of  high-grade  manganese  of  commercial 
grade. 

I  desire  to  commend  Uie  House  conferees  for  directing  at- 
tention to  the  possibility  of  l)eneflciating  domestic  manganese 
ores,  and  for  making  this  recommendation.  Manganese  is 
our  number  1  critical  item  in  strategic  minerals,  and.  as 
I  stated  in  an  extended  review  of  the  subject  on  the  floor  of 
the  House,  February  17,  193«: 

We  can  pro<fuc<>  manganese  in  the  United  States. 

Some  20  States  in  this  country  have  manganese  deposits. 
The  ones  that  have  been  worked  most,  possibly,  are  those  in 
Arkansas,  Virginia,  and  Montana.  The  largest  deposits,  how- 
ever, are  what  is  known  as  the  Artillery  Peak  deposit  in 
Arizona,  the  Cuyuna  range  in  Minnesota  and  the  Missouri 
River  deposits  in  South  Dakota.  Of  all  deposits,  the  South 
Dakota  deposits  are  by  far  the  largest,  the  United  States 
Geological  Report  in  1929  determining  that  over  102.000.000  j 
tons  of  metallic  manganese  exist  in  nine  townships  alone 


near  Chamberlain,  which  is  more  than  half  of  the  200,000,000 
tons  estimated  for  the  whole  country. 

The  fact  that  the  use  of  electrical  power  is  mentioned  in 
the  recommendation  of  the  conferees  on  the  Navy  bill,  and 
that  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Nevada  (Mr.  Scruc- 
HAM]  is  chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  make  it  reasonable  to 
assume  that  the  recommendation  was  designed  to  make  it 
possible  to  consider  Boulder  Dam  as  a  site  for  the  pilot  plant 
contemplated.  There  is  good  justification  for  such  a  pro- 
gram. 

The  presence  of  the  Boulder  Dam  power  plant  assures  an 
abimdance  of  power.  And  some  years  ago  the  gentleman 
from  Nevada  was  foresighted  enough  to  secure  a  $100,000 
laboratory  at  the  dam  for  experimenting  in  the  use  of  elec- 
trolysis on  the  manganese  ores  which  are  found  in  Arizona 
and  in  southern  Nevada.  It  will  be  a  logical  continuation 
of  that  program  to  erect  a  pilot  plant  of  commercial  size  at 
that  point  for  production  of  an  emergency  stock  pile  for  the 
Government. 

But  what  can  be  done  at  Boulder  Dam  will  not  be  enough  to 
assure  this  country  of  the  supply  it  will  need. 

SArrrr  rkquikes  domestic  productiok 
In  1933  a  special  committee  of  the  American  Institute  of 
Mining  and  Metallurgical  Engineers  made  a  special  report  on 
manganese  for  national  defense.    They  said: 

No  one  can  foretell  what  the  nature  of  the  war  emergency  may  be. 
It  may  range  from  an  airtight  blockade,  on  the  one  hand,  through 
ntimerous  Intermediate  conceivable  situations,  to  minimum  Inter- 
ference with  sea  lanes  and  shipping,  on  the  other  hand.  For  this 
reason  the  availability  of  foreign  Imports  necessarily  remains  an 
unknown  quantity  In  our  problem;  nor  Is  there  any  way  to  deter- 
mine it. 

And  the  engineers  then  made  this  significant  observation: 

At  best,  foreign  Imports  cannot  be  classed  as  Insvirance,  and  Insxir- 
ance  Is  the  keynote  of  this  discussion.  •  •  •  por  national  de- 
fense nothing  could  t>e  better  than  a  thriving  and  permanent 
domestic  Industry. 

So  many  positive  statements  have  been  made  by  competent 
men  on  this  matter  that  it  hardly  seems  necessary  to  repeat 
them,  but  I  find  that  these  things  need  to  be  said  over  and 
over  if  people  are  to  realize  that  manganese  is  as  important 
to  national  security  as  guns.  In  1929  Senator  Ashttrst, 
speaking  of  the  loss  of  the  Cyclops  during  the  World  War, 
with  283  persons  on  board,  said: 

What  was  the  mission  of  that  ship?  •  •  •  She  was  bringing 
manganese  to  the  United  States  to  assist  In  the  manufacture  of  our 
own  ordnance  and  other  mtmltlons  of  war. 

A  former  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  has  said: 

The  safety  of  our  country  requires  that  we  have  a  readily  available 
source  of  manganese  In  the  United  States. 

The  head  of  one  of  the  large  steel  companies  only  last  year 

said: 

The  time  may  come  when  we  would  gladly  give  all  the  gold  in 
the  Kentucky  vaults  for  a  stock  of  manganese. 

Certainly,  then,  the  subcommittee  on  naval  appropriations 
very  properly  sought  to  indicate  that  part  of  this  lump-sum 
appropriation  should  be  used  to  insure  the  production  of  a 
stock  pile  of  manganese  from  domestic  ores,  both  creating  a 
stock  pile  and  proving  a  process  for  the  beneficiation  of 
domestic  ores. 

Members  of  the  House  will  be  Interested  to  know  that  only 
yesterday  I  had  an  hour's  conference  with  two  gentlemen 
who  erected  an  electrolytic  manganese  plant  at  Knoxville, 
Tenn.,  a  little  over  a  year  ago,  and  that  they  recently  shipped 
a  carload  of  the  South  Dakota  ores  to  that  point  a  few  weeks 
ago.  and  that  since  that  time  they  have  produced  electrolsrtic 
manganese  from  those  ores.  They  use  T.  V.  A.  power,  of 
course. 

LARGEST  RZSIBVE  IN  THE  UWl'lH)  STATES 

One  of  these  gentlemen,  Mr.  Karl  Leute,  is  the  head  of  the 
General  Manganese  Corporation,  which  expended  over 
$300,000  in  exploring  the  South  Dakota  deposit  and  whose 
estimates  of  its  practically  limitless  extent  were  confirmed  by 
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D.  P.  Hewett,  of  the  United  States  Geological  Survey.  Mr. 
Leute  Is  to  return  to  Washington  Thursday,  and  In  company 
with  other  members  of  the  South  Dakota  and  Nebraska  dele- 
gations we  expect  to  interview  various  governmental  (Acials 
in  an  endeavor  to  put  the  possibilities  of  production  from 
South  I>akota  ores  before  them. 

I  may  say  that  these  deposits  on  the  Missouri  River  have 
been  a  major  activity  for  me  since  I  received  a  letter  from 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  May  21,  1937,  3  years 
ago,  in  which  he  said:  / 

The  deposit  at  Chamberlain,  8.  Dak..  Is  probably  the  largest 
reserve  of  crude  manganese  In  the  United  States. 

The  report  of  the  American  Institute  of  Mining  and  Metal- 
lurgical Engineers  defense  committee  on  1933,  to  which  I 
earber  referred,  says  of  the  Chamberlain  deposit: 

The  nodules  consist  of  a  complex  of  naanganese.  iron,  lime,  and 
magnesium  oarbonates;  the  average  content  of  manganese  being 
about  16  percent  and  that  of  Lrcm  about  11  percent.  *  •  •  These 
nodules  occur  In  horizontal  layers  of  greater  or  less  abundance, 
Interbedded  through  some  30  to  40  feet  of  thickness  of  the  clay 
shale,  comprising  from  6  to  7  percent  of  the  total  material  by 
weight.  •  •  •  The  total  quantity  on  the  other  hand  Is  amaz- 
ing, competent  estimates  placing  it  at  100,000.000  tons  of  metallic 
manganese. 

By  way  of  indicating  what  this  figure  means.  I  might  say 
that  the  American  Institute  of  Mining  and  Metallurgical 
Engineers'  report  estimates  45,000,000  tons  as  the  total  of 
metallic  manganese  in  the  other  recognized  reserves. 

Here  obviously — 

The  American  Institute  of  Mining  and  Metallurgical  Engi- 
neers' comn:iittee  said — 

Is  a  situation  which  deserves  close  attention.  The  quantity  of 
manganese  per  unit  of  weight  of  total  material  Is  very  low,  and 
Its  unustial  character  further  complicates  the  problem  of  making 
commercial  use  of  It.  The  almost  luilimlted  reserves  on  the  other 
hand  give  great  Importance  to  the  occurrence. 

XNCKXASINO   ATTEMTIOH   TO  TH^«   DETOSITB 

During  the  past  3  years  I  have  pursued  every  lead  that 
gave  any  promise  of  opening  the  door  to  the  development  of 
these  deposits. 

I  sought  to  have  the  tariff  restored  to  the  1930  figure  at 
which  the  General  Manganese  Corporation  said  it  would 
have  suflBcient  protection  to  build  a  plant  and  engage  in 
production  of  manganese  from  these  ores.  We  did  not  re- 
store the  tariff  but  did  succeed  in  getting  the  aiuiouncement 
from  the  State  Department  that  they  would  not  use  a  tariff, 
once  cut  50  percent,  as  a  new  base  for  further  50-percent 
cuts,  as  was  intimated  might  be  done. 

I  have  appeared  before  every  committee  in  House  and 
Senate  that  considered  legislation  bearing  on  strategic  min- 
erals. I  worked  with  other  Members  in  the  drafting  of 
legislation  to  encoiu-age  the  production  of  domestic  man- 
ganese along  with  other  critical  Items.  The  hearings  of  the 
committees  and  the  record  of  the  House  will  show  the  in- 
fluence of  our  efforts  in  these  matters.  Finally  Congress 
passed  the  Strategic  Minerals  Act  of  June  7,  1939. 

I  procured  samples  of  the  Missouri  River  deposits  and 
have  put  them  in  the  hands  of  the  Du  Pont  people,  the 
chemical-engineering  section  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority, and  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  asking  in  each  instance 
that  they  tackle  some  phase  of  the  processing  problem. 
Their  reports  have  been  encouraging  In  their  recognition  of 
the  importance  of  such  a  large  deposit  and  each  report  has 
made  some  contribution  by  answering  some  question  in 
the  handling  of  the  ore. 

The  T.  V.  A.  report  suggested  a  simple  process  for  re- 
ducing the  ore  to  a  20-percent  concentration  of  metallic 
manganese  and  indicated  avenues  for  further  beneflciation. 
The  Bureau  of  Mines  is  working  now  on  sam];>les  on  that 
further  beneflciating. 

All  along  the  line,  colleagues.  Government  officials,  and 
private  individuals  have  been  most  helpful. 

At  the  same  time,  Mr.  Leute  has  continued  his  research, 
and  he  makes  the  positive  statement  to  me  that  by  a  leech- 


ing process,  without  electrolysis,  he  can  ivoduce  commercial- 
grade  manganese  at  the  price  that  is  now  being  paid  in  the 
contracts  sought  by  the  Government — given  only  assurance 
that  the  market  will  be  maintained  at  that  figure  for  a 
reasonable  time. 

tma  omxs  both  rowia  and  NAVioaTroir 
The  idea  of  beneflciating  the  ores  by  electricity  Is  one  that 
can  be  used  on  the  Missouri  River  deposits.  Several  natural 
power  sites  exist  on  the  river,  which  in  turn  can  carry  the 
product  on  flatboat  to  Sioux  City,  Kansas  Qty,  or  Birming- 
ham, if  desired. 

Indeed,  In  order  to  unite  the  possibility  of  power  develop- 
ment with  these  manganese  deposits  I  secured  the  adoption 
by  the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Committee  of  a  resolution  direct- 
ing the  Army  engineers  to  nxake  a  review  study  of  the  Mis- 
souri River  report — 

with  a  view  to  determining  the  desirability  of  power  development 
for  the  production  of  manganese  and  other 


Under  that  resolution  the  district  engineer.  Colonel  Hoge, 
of  Omaha,  conducted  a  hearing  at  Pierre.  S.  Dak.,  March  15 
last,  which  was  attended  by  a  large  gathering  of  witnesses  in 
spite  of  a  heavy  snowstorm  that  blocked  many  highwasrs. 
Colonel  H(%e  ha^  been  following  that  hearing  with  a  study 
of  material  submitted  at  that  time  and  submitted  since  by 
such  informed  students  of  the  matter  as  M.  Q.  Sharpe,  of 
Kennebec;  Loyson  J.  Troth,  of  Burke;  J.  H.  Drury.  of  Cham- 
berlain; Dr.  Andrew  Karsten,  of  the  South  Dakota  State 
School  of  Mines,  and  others. 

The  studies  of  Colonel  Hoge  can  be  made  immediately 
available  to  the  National  Defense  Commission  through  the 
Board  of  Engineers  of  the  War  Department. 

The  recent  report  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  on 
their  work  is  now  available  In  booklet  form. 

The  report  of  the  United  States  Geological  Survey  giving 
the  extent  of  the  deposits  by  section  and  township  is  avail- 
able in  a  circular  prepared  in  1930.  Bureau  of  Mines  officials 
are  ready  for  consultation  on  the  relation  of  this  matter  to 
the  whole  problem. 

All  this  data  is  instantly  available  so  that  it  is  entirely 
practical  now  to  suggest  that  a  definite  step  be  taken  to  con- 
sider Missouri  River  deposits  in  our  national-defense  program. 

SOLVE  THE  PROBLEM  HIKE  AND  Tf  IS  SOLVED 

Here  is  the  largest  d^;)osit  in  the  country,  situated  on 
both  banks  of  a  navigable  river,  flanked  above  and  below 
by  natural  power  sites.  It  is  a  low-content  ore.  admittedly, 
but  its  enormous  size,  enough  to  process  all  the  recognised 
iron-ore  reserves  of  the  country,  justifles  definite  considera- 
tion. 

Installation  of  a  beneflciating  plant  on  these  deposits  will 
mean  an  unlimited  reserve  stock  pile  for  the  Nation.  The 
man  who  has  spent  years  of  ceaseless  study  of  these  ores. 
Mr.  Leute,  working  in  connection  with  the  University  of 
Minnesota,  says  that  in  4  months'  time  a  plant  using  the 
leeching  process  can  be  built  and  put  into  production,  and 
that  if  power  Is  made  available,  the  same  plant  will  continue 
in  use  for  the  flrst  phase  of  the  electrolytic  process. 

Accordingly,  I  endorse  the  recommendation  of  the  sub- 
committee In  their  report  asking  that  $2,000,000  be  set  aside 
for  the  erection  of  a  commercial  pilot  plant  for  electrolytic 
production,  and  also  urge  that  the  National  Defense  Com- 
mission consider  setting  aside  an  additional  amount,  either 
from  the  fimd  in  the  Navy  bill  or  from  the  similar  emer- 
gency fund  in  the  Army  appropriation  trill  to  erect  a  plant 
on  the  Missouri  River  deposits  to  process  them  by  the 
method  suggested  for  immediate  production.  This  will  solve 
one  of  our  greatest  problems  in  national  defense. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion on  the  amendment.  ; 

The  previous  question  was  orderear" 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Ttie  question  is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  trom  Vermont. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  ScRUQBAM)  there  were — cgres  110.  noes  149. 
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Mr.  DITTER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 
The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were— yeaa  156,  nays 
234,  not  voting  40.  as  follows: 

(Roll  No.   141] 


TEAS— 186 


AlmaDdcr 
AUen.  ni. 
Andpneo.H.  Carl 
AndTwn.  CmlU. 
Andreyen,  A.  H. 
Andrrws 
Angell 
Arenda 
Austin 

Ball 

Bortcn.  W .  T. 
BatM  Mm*. 

Bender 

mackney 

Eollrs 

Bolton 

Brkd'cy.  Mich. 

Brewster 

Brcwn.  Ohio 

Burdck 

Car  ton 

Carter 

CaM  S  Dak. 

Chlperftcld 

Church 


Cluett 

Cole.  N.  T. 

Corbett 

Crawford 

Crowiher 

Culktn 

Curtis 

Dtrksen 

Ditter 

Dondero 

Douglas 

DworsbAk 

I 

AHcn.  La. 

Allen.  Pa. 

And<>rson.  Mo. 

Arnold 

Eardcn.  N.  C. 

Barnes 

Barry 

Bates.  Ky. 

Beam 

Beckworth 

Bland 

Bloom 

Boehne 

Boisnd 

Boien 

Boykln 

Brooks 

Brown.  Oa. 

Bryson 

Buckley.  N.  T. 

Bulwlnkle 

Byrne.  NT. 

Byms.  Tenn. 

Byron 

Caldwell 

Cannon.  Mo. 

CartwTignt 

Casey.  Mass. 

CellPT 

Chapman 

Clark 

Claypool 

Cochran 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Coffee.  Waah. 

Cole.  Md. 

CoUina 

Colmer 

Connery 

Coo:ey 

Cooper 

COstello 

Co\>rtney 

Cox 

Crayens 


Crowe 

CuUen 

Cuxnminga 

D'AlMandro 

Darden.  Va. 

Davis 

Dataney 


Cnget 

Englebrlght 

renton 

Pord.  LelaxMl  M. 

Gamble 

Oartner 

Oearhart 

Oehrmann   ; 

Ocrlach 

OUchrlst 

Otllle 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Grant.  Ind. 

Gross 

Owynne 

Hall.  Kdwln  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Halleck 

Hancock 

Harneaa 

Harter.  W.Y. 

Hartley 

Hawks 

Hesa 

Hin^hsw 

Hoffman 

Holmea 

Hope 

Horton 

Hull 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Jennings 

Jensen 


John* 

Johnson.  111. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Keefe 

Kllbum 

Klnzer 

Knutson 

Lambertaon 

Landts 

LeCompta 

Luce 

McDowell 

McGregor 

McLean 

McLeod 


Marcantonlo 

Marrhall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Maas. 

Maron 

Mlchener 

Mtller 

Mundt 

Murray 

Oliver 

PtttenRer 

Plumley 

Powers 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Reed.  III. 

Reed.  NT. 

Rees.  Kans. 

Rlc)t 

Robslon.  Ky. 


Rockefeller 
Rodfert.  Pa. 
Rogers.  MaM. 

Routzohn 

Rutherford 

Bandager 

Scbafer.  Wis. 

Schlfller 

Secromba 

Secrest 

Seger 

Short 

Simpson 

Smith.  Ohio 

Springer 

Steams.  N.  B. 

Stefan 

Sumner,  HI. 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Thill 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Thorketson 

Tlbbott 

Tlnkhsm 

Treadway 

Van  Zandt 

Vorys.  Oblo 

Vreeland 

Wads  worth 

Wheat 

Wlgg'.esworth 

Williams.  Del. 

Wo:cott 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Wolverton.  N.  J. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Toungdahl 


NATS— 234 


Denrifwey 
Do  Rouen 
Dlck^tcln 

DIM 

Dingell 

Dfsney 

Do ugh  ton 

Doxey 

Drewry 

Duncan 

Dunn 

Durham 

Efccrharter 

Edelsteln 

EdmUton 

Elliott 

Enus 

E^-ana 

Faddls 

Pay 

Perguson 

Pernandes 

Pltzpatrlck 

Flaherty 

Flannery 

Pord.  Miss. 

Ford.  Thomas  P. 

PHes 

Pulmer 

Garrett 

Ga  things 

Oavagan 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

Gtbbs 

Gore 

Goasett 

Grant.  Ala. 

Green 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Hare 

Harrington 

Hart 

Havenner 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennlngs 

HIU 


Bouston 

Hunter 

Isac 

Jaeobaen 

John8on.Luthier 


Johnson.  Lyndon 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Jones,  Tex. 

Kefauver 

Keller 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Kennedy.  Michael 

Keogh 

Kilday 

Klrwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Kocialkowskl 

Kramer 

Kunkel 

Lanham 

Larrabee 

Lea 

Leavy 

Leslnskl 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McAndrews 

McArdle 

McCormack 

McGehee 

McKeough 

McLaughlin 

McMUlan.  Clara 

McMillan.  John  L 

Maciejewakl 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

Maloney        • 

Martin.  HI. 

Masslngale 

May 

Mills.  Ark. 

Mills.  La. 

Monroney 

Moser 

Mouton 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Murdock.  Utah 

Myers 

Nelson 

Niched 

Norrell 

Norton 
A.O'Connor 


©•Day 

O'Leary 

ONeal 

OToole 

Pace 

Parsons 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson.  Pla. 

Peterson.  Ga. 

Pfelfer 

Pierce 

Poage 

Polk 

Rabaut 

Ramspeck 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Raybum 

Richards 

Robertson 

Robinson.  Utah 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Romjue 

Ryan 

Sabath 

SasFcer 

Satterfleld 

Schuetz 

Schulte 

Schwert 

Scrugham 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Sheridan 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith.  Wash. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Snyder 

Somers,  N.  T. 

South 

Sparkman 

Spence 

Stames.  Ala. 

Steagall 

Sullivan 

Sumners.  Tex. 

SutphUi 

Tarver 

Tenerowlca 

Terry 


Thomaa.  Tex. 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Wearer 

Wood 

Thomason 

Wallgren 

West 

Woodrum.  Va. 

Tolan 

Walter 

Whelchel 

Zlmmermaa 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Ward 

Whittlngton 

Vinson.  Ga. 

Warren 

Williams.  Mo. 

NOT  VOTINO— 40 

Bell 

Plannagan 

McOranery 

fiehaefer.  IlL 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Polger 

Mansfield 

Bhafcr.  Mich. 

Buck 

Glfford 

Merrltt 

Shanley 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Guyer.  Kana. 

Mitchell 

Smith,  m. 

Burch 

Hartef.  Oblo 

Monklewlca 

Sweeney 

Burgln 

Hook 

Mott 

Taylor 

Camp 

Jarman 

O'Brien 

Welch 

Cannon,  na. 

K— 

Oaaoas 

White.  Idaho 

Darrow 

Kerr 

BIA 

White.  Otuo 

Plah 

Lemke 

flarki 

Winter 

So  the  substitute  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Osmers  (for)  with  Mr.  Jarman  (against). 

Mr.  Guyer  of  Kansas  (for)    with  Mr.  Merrltt   (against). 

Mr.  Risk  (for)  with  Mr.  Buck  (against). 

Mr.  PUh  (for)   with  Mr.  Shanley  (against). 

Mr.  Monklewlca    (for)    with  Mr.   Schaefer  of  lUlnola    (against). 

Mr.  Winter  (for)   with  Mr,  Sweeney  (agalnat). 

Mr,  O'Brien  (for)   with  Mr.  Polger  (against). 

Mr    Shafer  of  Michigan  (for)   with  Mr.  McOranery   (agaUut). 

Mr.  Darrow   (for)   with  Mr.  Mitchell   (against). 

Mr    White  of  Ohio  (for)   with  Mr.  Piannagan  (against). 

Mr.  Glfford   (for)   with  Mr.  Barter  of  Ohio   (against). 

Mr.  Mott  (for)  with  Mr.  Burch  (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Mansfield  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr.  Buckler  of  Minnesota. 

Mr.  Walter  w;th  Mr.  Welch. 

Mr.  Camp  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr    Sacks  with  Mr    Smith  of  Dllnols. 

Mr.  Bell  with  Mr.  Burgln. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr.  Hook. 

Mr.  Kee  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  authorized  to  announce 
that  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Florida,  Mr.  Cannon, 
If  present,  would  have  voted  "nay."  He  is  unavoidably 
detained  on  important  official  matters. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Hobbs).  The  question 
now  recurs  ujwn  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Nevada 

[Mr.  SCRTJGHAM]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  a  motion 
to  reconsider  the  various  votes  by  which  the  amendments 
have  been  agreed  to  will  be  laid  on  the  table. 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  at  this 
point  In  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Williams]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Misisouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  serious  and 
anxious  times  are  just  ahead  of  us.  These  critical  condi- 
tions are  not  of  our  liking  or  making.  Tliey  were  forced 
upon  us  by  the  insane  desire  for  power  by  a  few  inhuman 
dictators.  The  Nazi-Fascist-Communist  groups  have  en- 
tered upcn  a  barbaric,  brutal,  and  savage  campaign  to  over- 
throw the  democracies  of  the  world  and  destroy  Christian 
civilization. 

There  has  in  all  our  past  been  a  sense  of  complacency  and 
a  firm  feeling  of  security  on  the  part  of  our  people.  During 
the  last  World  War  even  at  its  worst  stages  no  one  ever 
suspected  that  the  actual  conflict  would  ever  be  brought  to 
cur  shores.  There  has  always  been  the  confident  assurance 
that  whatever  conquests  may  take  place  abroad,  we  are  in 
no  danger  here.  The  existence  of  other  democracies  in 
Europe  and  the  broad  expanse  of  ocean  between  us  and  the 
aggressors  have  been  considered  Insuperable  barriers  behind 
which  we  could  hide  in  security  and  peace.  This  heretofore 
fixed  conviction  and  calm  attitude  have  been  shaken  by  re- 
cent events.  The  speed  and  effectiveness  of  airplanes  as 
implements  of  war  had  not  been  taken  into  consideration. 
There  has  begim  to  trickle  Into  our  public  consciousness  a 
glimmer  of  fear  that  all  is  not  well  with  us  as  a  Nation.    At 


first  It  came  to  many  as  a  shock  and  a  surprise-  T^en  there 
was  sober  and  calm  thought  and  reflecticxi.  Then  there  fol- 
lowed disUluslorunent  and  stem  realism.  Then  there  came 
firm  resolve  and  grim  determination. 

That  is  where  we  arc  now.  The  very  definite  decision  has 
been  reached  to  so  strengthen  our  national  defense  that  our 
own  fair  land  shall  not  be  devastated  and  our  institutions 
and  our  way  of  life  destroyed.  Among  the  people  as  a  whole 
there  has  not  been  and  there  must  not  be  any  wild  hysteria 
and  above  all  there  must  not  t>e  gloom  and  dismay.  In  the 
days  to  come  there  will  be  sacrifices  which  we  will  be  called 
upon  to  make  and  hardships  which  we  may  have  to  endure. 
These  will  be  met  patiently  and  courageously  by  every  Amer- 
ican. These  must  be  faced  with  a  clear  vision  and  a  stout 
heart.  The  designing  demagog  and  the  scheming  poli- 
tician may  think  this  is  a  fruitful  period  In  which  to  operate. 
He  will  find  that  the  American  people  have  no  time  for  his 
pet  plans  and  selfish  interests  and  they  will  turn  a  deaf  ear 
to  his  insincere  mutterings  and  his  inane  mumblings. 
These  little  sculs  with  limited  knowledge  and  narrow  vision, 
with  their  carping  criticism,  with  their  personal  ambitions 
and  exaggerated  egotism,  their  violent  denunciation  and 
vicious  abuse  of  those  patriotic,  honest  Americans  in  public 
and  private  life  who  are  trying  to  meet  the  situation  on  a 
high  plane  and  to  render  valuable  and  lasting  service  to  a 
nation  in  danger  and  distress,  these  shriveled  beings  will  be 
consigned  to  the  deepest  depths  of  the  darkest  oblivion  by 
the  aroused  indignation  of  a  Just  and  righteous  people. 

There  must  be  no  reign  of  the  demagogue.  There  must 
not  be  any  Trojan  horses  unloosed  in  our  back  yard.  There 
must  not  be  any  "fifth  columns"  operating  in  our  midst. 
There  must  not  be  any  threat  of  coercion  or  Intimidation 
from  any  selfish  high-pressure  group.  We  must  not  be 
enveloped  by  organized  alien  activities.  We  must  not  be 
lulled  into  a  sense  of  security  by  the  seductive  whisperings 
of  false  and  insidious  propaganda.  We  must  not  be  driven 
into  a  state  of  excitement  or  emotionalism  by  the  fervent 
appeals  of  irresponsible  agitators.  We  must  be  wide  awake, 
stem,  sturdy,  calm,  and  alert,  and  realizing  the  task  before 
us  our  people  will  be  active,  organized,  and  united.  The 
present  reality  calls  for  sacrificial  devotion  to  duty  and  to 
country.  It  requires  intensely  hard  work  for  all.  It  de- 
mands clear  thinking  and  intellectual  and  spiritual  con- 
viction. It  exacts  the  strongest  moral  courage.  To  all  who 
face  the  reality  and  measure  up  to  these  requirements  there 
Will  come  the  greatest  happiness  in  the  free,  uncoerced,  and 
full  devotion  to  a  lofty  cause. 

For  the  past  10  years  the  people  of  this  Nation  have  been 
fighting  a  desperate  domestic  battle  all  along  a  wide  social 
and  economic  front.  It  has  been  an  exiJensive  campaign. 
It  is  not  my  intention  at  this,  time  to  discuss  the  causes 
leading  up  to  that  war  or  to  criticize  or  condemn  anyone 
as  \3eing  responsible  for  it.  That  could  answer  no  good  pur- 
pose now.  During  the  prosecution  of  this  warfare  against 
depression  for  the  psist  decade  some  mistakes  may  have  been 
made.  It  would  be  a  miracle  if  that  were  not  true.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  must  be  admitted  that  there  has  been  great 
and  lasting  progress  made  all  along  the  line.  Anyone  hav- 
ing even  a  superficial  -knowledge  of  this  period  would  not 
contend  otherwise.  Labor,  agriculture,  commerce,  and  in- 
dustry have  been  greatly  Improved.  Without  attempting  to 
enumerate  the  advancements  made,  it  may  be  noted  that 
there  are  8.000.000  more  people  at  work  today  than  there 
were  8  years  ago;  that  they  are  receiving  better  pay  and 
working  shorter  hours;  that  they  have  the  right  to  bargain 
collectively  with  industry  to  protect  their  wages  and  work- 
ing conditions;  that  their  feeling  and  attitude  toward  the 
Government  is  better;  that  child  labor  has  been  abolished; 
that  the  standard  of  living  has  been  raised;  that  there  is 
more  leisure  and  time  to  devote  to  the  cultural  and  spiritual 
activities  of  life. 

In  the  field  of  agriculture  It  may  be  observed  that  the  In- 
come has  been  almost  doubled;  that  credit  has  been  made 
available  on  every  hand  at  greatly  reduced  rates  of  interest: 
that  niral  oommimities  have  been  rehabilitated  and  tenants 


helped  to  become  farm  ownen;  (hat  deetricity  has  been 
brouaht  to  those  far  from  the  urban  centers  and  with  it  has 
come  some  at  the  conveniences  and  comforts  of  modem  Ufe 
and  the  means  by  which  the  heavy  load  of  toil  and  drudgery 
has  been  lightened.  In  the  financial  world  our  monetary  and 
financial  system  has  been  made  sound  and  our  bank  deposits 
sectire  and  safe. 

During  this  time  we  have  not  allowed  the  practical,  tel- 
flsh.  and  sordid  things  of  life  to  crowd  out  and  destroy  our 
gratitude  and  love  for  those  who  served  our  country  in  time 
of  war.  Laws  have  been  liberalized  granting  additional  com- 
pensation to  veterans  and  their  dependents  as  at  least  a 
slight  token  of  appreciation  for  the  valiant  service  they 
rendered.  In  that  connection  I  have  in  my  files  over  1,000 
cases  in  which  individual  veterans  have  appealed  for  aid  and 
in  each  case  I  have  tried  with  all  my  might  to  help  them. 

Through  work-relief  agencies  many  billion  dollars  have 
been  added  to  our  national  wealth.  Bchoolhousea.  court- 
houses, auditoriums,  eleemosynary  institutions,  and  low-rent 
houses  have  been  erected;  streets,  sidewalks,  water  works, 
sewage  facilities,  roads,  and  highways  have  been  constructed. 
Heretofore  unheard  of  health  service  and  social  security  have 
been  given  the  people.  Assistance  has  been  provided  for  the 
imfortunate  aged  folk,  help  to  dependent  and  crippled  chil- 
dren, and  aid  to  the  blind  have  been  given.  Many  young  men 
and  women  have  been  encouraged  and  assisted  to  continue 
their  school  work  through  the  National  Youth  Administration. 
Over  2,600,000  deserving  young  men  who  were  without  work 
were  taken  from  the  streets  and  highways  and  from  the  al- 
lurements and  temptations  of  idleness  and  given  useful  em- 
ployment in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  where  they  are  schooled 
and  trained  In  the  ideals  and  principles  of  true  citizenship 
and  from  which  they  go  to  become  useful  and  influential 
men. 

In  this  entire  social  and  economic  program  for  the  ad- 
vancement and  betterment  of  all  the  people,  it  has  been  my 
privilege  to  actively  participate.  To  it  I  have  given  my  con- 
stant and  untiring  efforts  and  my  unqualified  and  enthusi- 
astic support.  At  times  in  the  prosecution  of  this  program  I 
have  worked  in  close  contact  and  cooperation  with  those  in 
high  command;  at  other  times  I  have  simply  been  a  private 
in  the  rear  ranks.  Whatever  and  wherever  the  task,  it  has 
been  willingly  and  gladly  done. 

Now  in  the  midst  of  this  advance  along  all  lines  on  the 
domestic  front  the  dark  war  clouds  of  Europe  are  casting  an 
ominous  and  a  warning  shadow  In  our  direction.  We  have 
no  effete  or  corrupt  djmasties  to  maintain,  no  tottering 
thrones  to  support,  no  feudal  or  lordly  classes  or  castes  to  up- 
hold, no  foreign  conquests  to  make,  no  additional  territory 
to  acquire,  no  vengeance  to  wreak  upon  anyone,  no  enemies 
to  punish,  no  unholy  alliance  to  abide  by,  no  unrighteous 
ambition  to  satisfy.  We  are  not  looking  for  other  worlds  to 
conquer.    We  want  no  more  wars.    We  desire  peace. 

A  League  of  Nations  was  established  in  an  effort  to  main- 
tain world  peace.  International  peace  conferences  have  been 
held  from  time  to  time.  Disarmament  agreements  have  been 
entered  Into.  Courts  of  arbitration  and  mediation  have  been 
set  up.  Compacts  and  treaties  have  been  made.  Appease- 
ments, concessions,  and  compromises  have  been  offered. 
Earnest  and  touching  appeals  have  been  issued  by  those  high 
in  authority  among  the  free  nations  of  the  world.  Fervent 
and  appealing  prayers  have  fallen  from  the  lips  of  Christian 
men  and  women  everywhere  that  peace  might  prevail.  It  now 
seems  that  all  the  leagues  and  conferences,  that  all  the 
agreements,  courts,  and  compacts,  that  all  the  pleas  and 
prayers  have  been  of  no  avail  and  that  a  cruel,  ruthless,  and 
Godless  force  has  been  turned  toose  to  wipe  out  civilization 
and  destroy  all  learning  and  culture,  all  liberty  and  freedom 
and  every  kindly  feeling,  every  lofty  emotion  and  every  noble 
impulse  that  springs  from  the  human  heart. 

Under  the  circumstances,  face  to  face  with  these  facts,  we 
can  no  longer  hide  our  heads  In  the  sand.  We  must  meet  the 
situation  in  a  calm,  realistic  way.  There  are  those  extreme 
isolationists  who  do  not  believe  in  and  do  not  think  a  pre- 
paredness program  is  necessary.    There  are  others  who  think 
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that  the  profram  should  be  extended  and  that  every  possible 
aid  ahould  be  given  the  Allies  at  once.  There  are  usually 
extremists  on  any  question,  especially  when  an  emergency 
arises  and  there  Is  a  tendency  to  become  excited,  but  there 
should  be  a  happy  medium  upon  which  the  great  majority 
may  meet  and  agree.  There  are  those  who  sUte  that  the 
President  Is  seeking  to  lead  us  Into  the  European  war.  There 
U  absolutely  not  a  word  of  truth  In  that.  No  one  is  In  favor 
of  that.  I  know  from  my  conversaUons  with  him  and  from 
the  appeals  that  he  has  made  that  no  one  desires  peace  more 
than  he.  Besides.  I  would  hate  to  think  that  any  President 
elected  by  any  party  and  representing  the  great  American 
people  would  at  any  time  deliberately  set  out  to  involve  this 
country  In  war.  Shame  on  those  who  make  such  a  sugges- 
Uon.  Such  an  insinuation  should  be  repudiated  by  every  real 
American  regardless  of  party. 

There  are  those  who  say  we  should  wait  to  prepare,  find 
out  what  to  prepare  against,  what  particular  kind  of  offen- 
sive weapons  and  campaign  we  would  have  to  meet.  That 
has  been  the  fatal  mistake  of  all  the  small  countries  of 
Europe,  including  England  and  France.  It  Is  admitted  by  all 
that  it  will  take  some  time  to  build  up  our  national  defense. 
It  is  Idle  to  talk  about  walUng  to  see  what  we  need  until  we 
are  atUcked.  If  we  do.  then  It  will  be  written  in  blazing 
letters  across  the  closing  page  of  our  history,  as  it  has  already 
been  written  In  other  countries.  "Too  late." 

Then.  It  Is  asked,  suppose  we  build  up  this  great  armament 
and  spend  billions  of  dollars  in  national  defense  and  i 
we  do  not  need  it.  If  we  are  not  attacked  then  we  have 
wasted  a  large  sum  of  money.  If  we  could  speak  with  the  | 
tongue  of  a  prophet  and  give  absolute  assurance  that  in- 
creased national  defense  was  not  necessary;  that  our  way 
of  life  would  continue  undisturbed;  that  our  institutions  were 
not  in  danger  and  cur  liberties  were  not  threatened,  then 
there  would  be  good  ground  for  that  argimient.  But  we 
cannot  read  the  future  and  can  only  be  guided  by  the  lamp 
of  past  experience  and  by  the  light  of  present  conditions. 
Past  experience  shows  that  the  individual  or  the  Nation  that 
is  best  prepared  is  less  likely  to  be  attacked.  Present  events 
confirm  that  truth.  It  Is  the  ardent  hope  of  all  who  beUeve 
In  preparedness  that  it  will  never  l>e  necessary  to  use  our  war 
equipment  In  actual  warfare  In  the  defense  of  our  country. 
If  the  expenditure  of  money  in  building  up  our  national  • 
defense  will  avoid  the  horrors  of  war  It  will  be  money  well 
spent.  In  the  last  analysis  and  as  a  final  word  on  the 
proposition.  It  Is  better  to  have  adequate  national  defense  for 
any  emergency  and  not  need  it  than  it  Is  to  have  an  absolute 
and  urgent  need  for  national  defense  and  not  have  it. 

At  this  time  we  find  ourselves  without  adequate  defense. 
There  Is  no  need  to  engage  in  charges  and  counter  charges  as 
to  whose  fault  that  is.  Political  argvunents  are  made  on  both 
sides.  Unpreparedness  is  a  fact  and  that  is  what  we  are  con- 
cerned with.  This  Nation  must  and  will  strengthen  its  land, 
sea,  and  air  forces.  Like  everything  else  in  this  age  of  prog- 
ress the  old  methods  of  warfare  are  outmoded.  Modem  war 
calls  for  motorized  and  mechanized  units  on  land,  with  heavy 
tanks  and  antitank  guns.  While  we  have  a  fine  Navy  it 
must  be  increased  as  It  is  the  first  line  of  defense.  The  Presi- 
dent's goal  of  a  capacity  production  of  50.000  airplanes  yearly 
is  an  ambitious  program  but  it  can  be  realized.  In  the  light  of 
recent  events  mastery  In  the  air  Is  essential  to  success.  The 
question  has  been  asked  why  Germany  has  had  such  a  succes- 
sion of  victories  in  the  present  war.  The  answer  is  that  its 
war  machine  is  the  product  and  the  work  of  experts.  The 
perfection  and  the  consummation  of  our  national  defense 
must  be  left  to  those  versed  and  trained  in  military,  naval, 
and  aeronautical  affairs  in  conjunction  with  industrial  and 
efDciency  experts.  Our  inventive  genius,  our  mechanical  skill, 
our  research  facilities,  and  our  ability  to  produce  are  unex- 
celled. But  war  equipment  alone  cannot  do  the  job.  The 
President.  In  his  message  to  Congress,  said: 

Our  iecurlty  is  not  a  matter  of  weapons  alone.  The  ann  that 
wields  them  must  be  strong,  the  eye  that  guides  them  clear,  the  wUl 
that  directs  them  Indomitable. 
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We  have  the  bravest,  most  skillful  and  efBclent  personnel, 
man  for  man,  in  the  world.  This  force  must  be  Increased 
and  trained.  These  men  have  the  strength,  the  vision,  and 
the  courage  and  when  given  sufficient  modem  equipment, 
can  repel  any  attack. 

The  training  of  a  large  personnel  for  land,  sea,  and  air 
activity,  the  construction  of  an  invincible  navy,  the  manu- 
facture of  the  nececsary  munitions,  arms,  and  Implements  of 
war,  the  production  of  a  powerful  air  armada.  Is  a  vast 
undertaking  and  will  necessitate  the  expenditure  of  huge 
sums  of  money  but  there  appears  to  be  no  other  alternative. 
The  people,  realizing  the  horror  of  war,  the  suffering  and 
grief  that  it  entails,  the  terrible  waste  and  destruction  that 
it  brings  and  the  desolation  and  ruin  that  It  leaves  In  Its 
wake,  are  willing  to  make  any  honorable  sacrifice  and  endure 
any  hardship  to  avoid  It.  It  must  always  be  remembered  that 
this  is  preparation  for  our  defense  and  not  for  an  offensive 
war;  that  it  is  not  for  aggression  but  for  preservation.  I 
have  an  only  son  who  is  just  now  of  the  draft  age  and  I 
would  be  the  last  one  who  would  desire  to  see  our  boys  sent 
Into  a  foreign  conflict  but  I  would  hang,  my  head  In  shame 
if  he  did  not  enlist  and  fight  to  the  last  ditch  in  the  event 
of  an  invasion  of  our  land  by  a  foreign  foe.  It  would  be  a 
crime  not  to  furnish  our  boys  with  the  most  modern  and 
efflcient  weapons  with  which  to  wage  that  fight. 

What  will  be  the  ultimate  outcome  of  the  confiict  abroad 
no  one  can  tell.  Whatever  the  result  the  United  States  will 
be  faced  with  serious  and  difficult  problems  affecting  our 
whole  social,  economic,  and  political  life  of  the  future.  We 
cannot  afford  to  wait  to  see.  We  cannot  with  safety  care- 
lessly and  listlessly  drift  along.  We  have  already  been  called 
"softies."  I  resent  that,  but  it  will  not  hurt  to  toughen  the 
fiber,  harden  the  muscles,  and  steel  the  nerves  for  what  may 
be  in  the  offlng.  It  may  be  necessary  for  us  to  fight  to  make 
this  country  safe  for  democracy  from  the  rest  of  the  world. 
We  have  often  talked  rather  lightly  and  glibly  about  our 
democratic  way  of  life  with  Its  private  enterprise,  its  free 
institutions,  its  freedom  of  speech  and  religion,  with  Its  in- 
dividual rights  and  its  personal  privileges.  It  is  "the  land  of 
the  free  and  the  home  of  the  brave."  In  recent  times  there 
has  been  brought  closer  home  to  us  the  tme  meaning  and 
the  real  value  of  democratic  ideals,  that  priceless  heritage 
transmitted  to  us  by  cur  forefathers  and  which  we  must 
pass  on  to  future  generations  with  its  glory  unsullied  and  Its 
usefulness  unimpaired.  There  are  those  those  who  are  be- 
ginning to  fear  that  these  rights  and  that  heritage  may  be 
lost.  We  have  been  led  to  believe  that  although  personal 
rights  and  individual  liberty  may  be  lost  in  other  lands,  it 
cannot  happen  here.  And  we  say  now  that  It  must  not  and 
shall  not  happen  here. 

At  this  very  crucial  period  in  our  history  there  must  be  no 
hesitation  or  faltering;  there  must  be  no  dissension  or  strife; 
there  must  be  no  bickering  or  jockeying  for  advantage ;  there 
must  be  no  little  quarrels,  sectional  feelings,  or  party  quib- 
blings;  there  must  be  no  milllonaries  created  or  excess  profits 
enjoyed;  there  must  be  no  petty  jealousies  or  personal 
favoritisms.  We  must  stand  side  by  side,  shoulder  to 
shoulder,  hand  clasped  In  hand  and  heart  locked  in  heart. 
In  the  past  this  Nation  has  met  every  crisis  with  fortitude 
and  coiu-age.  It  will  not  fail  now.  This  may  be  the  turn- 
ing ixjint  upon  which  the  future  progress  or  even  the  very 
existence  of  democratic  government  and  free  institutions 
depends  and  which  may  determine  the  peace,  contentment, 
and  happiness  of  mankind  in  the  years  that  are  to  come. 

In  these  troublous  and  trying  days  when  the  future  may 
seem  dim  and  misty  there  is  hovering  close  around  to  inspire 
and  encourage  us  the  hallowed  memory  of  those  immortal 
patriots,  heroes,  and  martyrs  who  In  other  days  fought  and 
died  that  we  might  have  the  blessed  privileges  which  we  now 
enjoy.  These  rights  shall  not  be  surrendered  now.  From 
the  embattled  ramparts  of  the  past  the  heroic  spirits  of  the 
noble  dead  eo^  calling  to  us  in  clarion  tones  to  hold  fast  the 
fort  and  raise  high  the  torch  of  liberty  and  freedom  that  its 
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radiant  glow  may  be  seen  around  the  world.  A  imited 
America  will  answer  the  calL 

Mr.  FLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  th'ire  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  I  Mr.  Plumlts]? 

There  waa  no  objection. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  these  days  when  the  eyes 
of  the  people  in  our  country  are  turned  to  private  industry, 
wondering  how  well  fitted  it  is  for  the  imiwrtant  tasks  It  is 
being  and  will  be  called  upon  to  perform.  It  is  heartening  to 
hear  and  we  should  heed  such  reports  as  that  made  by  my 
fellow  Vermonter,  Ralph  E.  Flanders,  of  Springfield.  Vt. 

Mr.  Flanders,  as  many  of  you  are  aware,  is  a  preeminent 
figure  in  the  mechanical-engineering  field  and  in  the  ma- 
chine-tool industry. 

Speaking  from  intimate  knowledge  and  In  the  capacity  of 
chairman  of  the  Industrial  Committee  of  the  New  England 
Council,  he  recently  stated: 

Let  no  one  doubt  New  England's  preparedness,  moral,  spiritual, 
and  material,  to  make  an  Important  contribution  to  our  national- 
defense  program. 

As  rapidly  as  our  tnanvifacturers  are  Informed  of  the  Oovem- 
ment's  requirements,  they  wUl  adequately  perform  any  tasks  as- 
signed to  them.  All  we  ask  is  that  the  national-production  pro- 
gram be  placed  in  the  hands  of  men  familiar  with  processes  of 
modem  Industry.  Under  the  leadership  of  such  men.  New  England 
Industrialists  can  and  will  w(»-k  most  effectively  for  the  national 
Interest. 

With  Its  15.500  manufacturing  plants,  representing  more  than 
200  types  of  production.  New  England  is  well  able  to  supply  a  great 
variety  of  the  hundreds  of  items  needed  by  the  national -defense 
organizations,  such  as  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  the  Quartermaster 
Corps,  the  Chemical  Warfare  Service,  the  Medical  Corps,  the  Navy, 
the  aircraft  procurement  divisions  of  both  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 

At  present,  most  of  the  purchasing  by  these  agencies  is  based  on 
competitive  bidding.  This  requires  that  manufacturers  inform 
themselves  of  what  is  wanted,  how  much  and  when,  so  that  they 
may  bid  promptly  and  effectively.  Such  Information  can  be  ob- 
tained from  the  procurement  officers  in  this  area.  However,  it  Is 
anticipated  that  as  the  enlarged  program  gets  under  way,  many 
Important  items  will  be  procured  under  contracts  negotiated  di- 
rectly with  Individual  manufacturers. 

The  most  important  products  needed  for  national  defense  are 
noncommercial  with  special  and  exacting  specifications.  To  make 
them,  New  England  manufacturers  will  be  required  to  divert  pro- 
duction facilities,  and  to  readjust  existing  machinery,  or  Install 
new  equipment. 

To  assist  manufacturers— determine  what  they  can  best  produce 
for  the  defense  program,  the  Government  is  prepared,  on  request, 
to  make  survejrs  of  any  industrial  plant  in  New  E^ngland.  especially 
in  the  metalworklng  industries.  To  manufacturers  needing  finan- 
cial assistance  in  taking  on  defense  production,  the  R.  F.  C.  and 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  are  prepared  to  make  loans  in  coopera- 
tion with  commercial  banks.  Under  certain  circumstances,  the 
War  Department  pays  for  special  new  equipment  required. 

New  Ehigland's  supply  of  skilled  labor  Is  another  great  asset 
essential  to  a  speedy  expansion  of  our  national  defenses.  This  Is 
especially  true  in  the  metalworklng  and  machine-tool  industries, 
which  are  the  keystone  of  the  arch  of  Industrial  preparedness.  In 
these  types  of  production,  precision  work  is  at  a  premium,  and  New 
England  has  a  higher  proportion  of  trained  men  than  any  other 
comparable  industrial  area.  A  recent  survey  revealed  that  the 
reserve  supply  of  such  workers  in  the  Detroit  and  Chicago  areas 
was  already  exhatisted,  whereas  they  were  still  available  in  New 
England. 

The  increased  demands  up>on  New  England  Industries  will  absorb 
these  men  and  require  the  training  of  many  more.  The  training 
program  already  established  in  many  parts  of  New  England  will 
have  to  be  multiplied  and  expanded.  No  other  area  can  equal 
New  England's  facilities  for  quickly  training  men  in  precision  pro- 
duction. The  disappointing  results  of  the  English  experience  In 
locating  aircraft  and  engine  plants  in  new  areas,  outside  the  metal- 
worklng industries  districts,  is  a  warning  to  us  to  expand  our 
production  in  thoee  areas  where  the  types  of  labor  and  the  training 
facilities  needed  are  already  available. 

Many  New  England  industries  are  aware  of  the  significance  of 
the  defense  program  and  at  work  on  Government  orders.  There 
are  many  others  whose  facilities  can  be  utilized  but  who  are  not 
yet  participating.  Their  prompt  cooperation  now  in  making  their 
facilities  known  to  Government  procurement  officers  will  avoid 
future  delay  and  insure  maximum  production  with  a  mlnimtun  of 
disruption  of  normal  procedures. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  in  the  House  today 
and  to  Include  two  newspaper  articles. 
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The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re> 
quest  of  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  FnNAMDBzl? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rbcoro  and  to 
Include  therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Orakt]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOI78I 

Mr.  ANOELL.  Mr,  Speaker^  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
on  tomorrow  after  the  disposition  of  business  on  the 
Speaker's  desk,  and  at  the  conclusion  of  any  orders  hereto- 
fore entered,  I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for 
10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Angell]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  REICARKS 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  last 
Friday  relative  to  Colonel  Lindbergh. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  WoooRmrl? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  on  the  civil  functions 
bill  and  to  Include  therein  a  small  editorial  of  the  St.  Charles 
Press.  ^ 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  DeRoxtemI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Reed]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Landis  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  HorriiAN]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Jarrett  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude two  letters  and  a  news  release  from  the  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Harrington  1? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  or  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  wsis  granted  to 
Mr.  ScHAEFER  of  Illinois  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Parsons), 
indefinitely,  on  account  of  illness. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  special 
order,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr,  Patman]  is  recognized 
for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
Include  therein  certain  excerpts  of  testimony  before  a  con- 
gressional committee  and  other  excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  PkTUKa]7 

There  was  no  objection. 

CARL  BYOIR  WAS  HITLER'S  FIRST  NAZI  TROJAW  HORSE  Uf  AMERICA 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  bring  startling  news  to  Con- 
gress— facts  which  are  of  grave  concern  to  our  Nation. 
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There  to  reason  to  believe  that  the  entire  United  States 
Army  mobllizaUon  plans  are  In  the  hands  of  Adoll  HiUer. 

The  man  who  helped  to  create  the  mobilization  plans  iar 
our  Army  and  Navy  after  the  last  war— a  man  entrusted 
with  the  confidential  details  of  our  war  mobilization  plans 
for  any  future  war  is  the  same  man  who  rode  HiUer's  first) 
Nazi  Trojan  horse  into  the  United  States. 

That  man  Is  Carl  Byoir— headman  of  Carl  Byoir  ft  Asso- 
ciates—New York  propaganda  agents. 

cuATwr  aBnowAcs  amb  arr  ststsm  to  bb  cbkatcd 

On  Monday.  May  27.  I  made  the  charge  in  a  speech  on 
the  fioor  of  the  House  that  Carl  Byoir  was  the  first  HiUer 
agent  In  the  United  SUtes.  I  made  the  statement  that  it 
was  my  belief  that  Carl  Byoir  was  hired  by  Hitler  to  estab- 
lish here  in  the  United  States  the  greatest  espionage  and  spy 
system  ever  organized  on  the  face  of  the  earth. 

Immediately  responsible.  patrioUc  citizens  of  our  Nation 
came  forward  with  additional  facts  concerning  the  opera- 
tions in  America  of  this  Carl  Byoir— facts  which  are  now 
being  Investigated  by  the  proper  Government  authorities. 
I  already  had  sufficient  facts  to  prove  my  charges. 

Walter  Winchell.  a  courageous  crusader,  came  forward, 
in  a  coast-to-coast  radio  broadcast,  with  the  rumor  that 
Carl  Byoir  was  not  only  a  Nazi-Hitler  representative  but  was 
even  now  a  trusted  member — yes.  a  lieutenant  colonel  in 
the  United  SUtes  Army  Reserves  Intelligence  Department. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  report  to  the  Members  of  Congress 
and  to  the  people  of  this  Nation  that  I  have  investigated  this 
rumor  supplied  by  Walter  WincheU  and  I  find  that  It  is  abso- 
lutely true. 

Carl  Byoir  is  a  Meutenant  colonel  in  the  Intelligence  Divi- 
sion of  our  United  States  Army  Reserves.  He  was  appointed 
lieutenant  colonel.  Specialist  Reserve,  July  8,  1931.  He  was 
not  promoted  from  another  rank;  he  commenced  in  the 
service  as  Ueutenant  colonel.  He  was  called  for  2  weeks' 
active  service  commencing  November  13.  1939.  and  is  now 
eUglble  for  another  call.  He  was  reappointed  at  the  end  of 
5  years  from  the  time  of  his  original  appointment,  or  in  1936. 
Now  here  Is  the  grave  significance  of  this  startling  reve- 
lation. 

The  Associated  Press  reports  in  a  copyrighted  dispatch 
that  "there  Is  e\'ldence  in  the  files  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment that  a  substantial  part  of  the  plans  for  Adolf  Hitler's 
'blitzkrieg'  were  'borrowed'  from  the  United  States." 
'  Mr.  Speaker,  there  can  be  little  doubt  why  the  Associated 
Press  writer  put  quotation  marks  around  that  word  "bor- 
rowed." And  when  I  have  put  before  this  Congress  the  rap- 
Idly  unfordlng  facts  concerning  the  activities  of  Carl  Byoir  on 
behalf  of  Hitler's  Nazi  Government  any  American  citizen  will 
be  able  to  understand  why  It  Is  that  I  called  upon  the  Dies 
Un-American  Activities  Committee  to  thoroughly  investigate 
Carl  Byoir  b  Associates. 

HTTLZS'S  TOTAL   WA«  BtJlLT  ON   UNll'U)   STATIS   MODSL 

In  last  Sunday's  papers  you  noticed  an  article  by  John  Lear, 
of  the  Associated  Press,  on  Hitler's  Total  War  Built  on  United 
States  Model;  also  "blitzkrieg"  copied  from  United  States 
M  day  plan  to  mobilize  10,000  American  factories.  This  arti- 
cle is  as  follows: 

There  Is  evidence  in  the  flies  of  the  Federal  Government  th»t  a 
substantial  part  of  the  plans  of  Adolf  Hitler's  "blitzkrieg"  were 
"iKwrowed"  fPo«n  the  United  States. 

TbflM  |>lftn#  would  answer  the  most  interestlog  question  of  the 
war  in  the  Low  Countries  and  In  Prance: 

How  have  the  Germans  been  able  to  strike  such  repeated  sledge- 
hammer blows  without  serious  interruption  over  so  long  a  time? 

Tat  these  plass  are  America's  plan«  for  mobilization  in  event  w« 
go  to  w«<-  and  they  gear  up  men  and  machines  and  every  other 
resource  of  the  Nation  to  win  war  as  swiftly  as  possible. 

The  M  day  plans  are  plans  for  "total  war."  They  cover  every  con- 
ceivable factor  m  preparation  for  battle.  Nothing  approactilng  their 
efficiency  had  been  devised  anywhere  In  the  world  before  the  or- 
ganising genlxia  of  the  United  States  began  drawing  them  up  30 
years  ago. 

No  treachery — not  even  clever  espionage — Is  responsible  for  th« 
fact  that  the  Nazis  were  aware  of  them. 

The  plans  were  avaUable  also  to  the  Kngllsh  and  the  French,  who 
did  not  "borrow"  tham. 
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■TUIUai)  >T  MAS  ATTACBt 

I  cannot  name  the  sotirce  of  the  foUowlng  Information,  but  I  can 
vouch  for  the  fact  that  It  Is  both  official  and  reliable 

(1)  Within  a  year  after  Hitler  came  to  power  in  Oermany  In  1833 
the  Nazi  military  attach^  here  began  studying  the  American  war 
mobUlzatlon  blue  prints.  The  attach*  had  the  right  to  do  so  under 
ottUnary  diplomatic  procoduie.  He  apent  6  months  making  hla 
examination.  .  ..      ji__*     « 

(2)  Not  imtll  a  year  after  he  completed  his  study  was  the  tlrst  of 
the  Nazis'  national-defense  laws  passed,  on  May  21,  1935. 

(3)  The  war-moblllzauon  system  which  took  shape  to  Germany 
after  that  was  a  striking  parallel  to  the  American  plan  In  aU  lU 
principal  characterlstl:*.  Agents  from  this  cotintry  working  in 
Oermany  described  It  as  a  "conscientious  ImlUtlon." 

(4)  The  similarity  was  sharply  Ulustrated  to  the  Nails'  very  first 
conquest— the  "anschtuss"  with  Austria.  ImmedUtely  after  occu- 
pying Vienna,  the  Germans  made  a  census  of  Austrian  industries 
and  allocated  their  respective  sliare  to  supplying  war  needs—jto 
Identically  the  same  way  as  the  same  step  Is  outltoed  under  the 
American  plan. 

nSOTTSCSS  COMCOmATSO 

(6)  Then  came  the  Invasion  of  the  low  Ootmtrles.  and  the  re- 
peated overpowering  blows  against  the  AlUes  which  nUlltary  men 
agree  can  be  explained  only  by  highly  concentrated  resources 
poured  Into  the  flghtlng  front  through  ultraefflclent  Unes  of 
comn\unlcatlon. 

This  method  of  winding  up  for  a  haymaker  punch  and  fol- 
lowing through  with  all  the  strength  the  Nation  can  muster  is 
the  very  essence  of  the  American  mobilization  scheme.  It  starts 
by  teaming  up  all  the  factories  where  munitions  and  machines  ar« 
made  Integrating  the  roads  and  railroads  over  which  they  must 
travel  allocating  fuel  and  electric  power  to  vital  points  and  keeping 
men  flowing  up  to  the  front  while  putting  those  behind  the  lines 
Into  Jobs  where  they  will  do  the  most  good.  All  war  plans  must 
follow  tills  pattern,  but  this  one  operates  on  an  exact  timetable 
from  start  to  finish. 

The  first  question  that  came  to  mind  when  I  first  received  this 
information  was:  Can  this  plan  make  that  much  difference  In  a 
land  already  hlgiily  organised  by  a  dictatorial  government? 

CaXATEB  STXIKIMC  POWKB 

The  answer  given  to  me  was  that  Italy  and  RusaU  have  authori- 
tarian governments,  too.  yet  neither  the  Ethiopian  campaign  nor 
the  Finnish  war  produced  such  smashtog  blows  as  the  Germans 
delivered  In  Holland  and  Belgium. 

Further  It  was  pointed  out.  all  news  dispatches  from  the  Flan- 
ders front  stress  the  greater  striking  power  the  Germans  have  now 
as  compared  to  the  World  War.  when  they  also  liad  an  absolute 
rtiler.  the  Kaiser. 

The  second  question  that  arose  was,  If  we  have  a  plan  as  effi- 
cient as  aU  that,  why  aren't  we  using  It  ourselves? 

The  answer  Is  tliat  whereas  HiUer  cotild  take  advantage  of  his 
personal  power  to  adopt  the  plan  In  peacetime  and  extend  It  to 
regiment  a  people,  the  Army  and  Navy  of  our  democracy  cannot — 
nor  have  they  any  desire  to — use  it  imtU  war  threatens  and 
Congress  gives  the  word. 

The  advantage  to  this  country  If  the  plan  should  go  Into  effect 
would  be  that  the  United  States  has  more  resources  than  Oermany 
to  pour  toto  It. 

BASED    OW    WOBU>    WAS 

The  mobilization  plan  Is  one  of  the  most  thorough  blue  prtat» 
ever  drawn  up  for  anything.    It  is  based  on  three  suppositions: 

(1)  That  the  people  of  the  United  States,  if  they  must  go  to 
war.  want  to  win  that  war  as  quickly  as  possible. 

(2)  That  they  want  to  wage  war  with  as  little  disturbance  as 
possible  to  ovir  civil  peacetime  life. 

(3)  That  when  the  war  is  over  we  can  rettim  to  peacetime  econ- 
omy as  quickly  and  easily  as  possible. 

These  three  sunposltlons  are  derived  from  our  experience  to  the 
World  War,  which  caught  us  by  surprise,  disrupted  our  normal  life. 
and  threw  tiujusands  out  of  employment  when  war  factcrles  shut 
dcwn  and  the  war  demand  for  farm  prodticts  subsided. 

Consequently,  althotigh  the  plan  (shaped  dtiring  20  yean  of  both 
Republican  and  Democratic  admtolstraticns)  as  It  now  stands,  has 
marked  out  every  Industrial  plant  to  the  cotintry  for  the  part  It 
can  play  to  war,  no  plant  Ls  scheduled  to  turn  more  tlian  SO  percent 
of  Its  normal  output  to  war  purposes.  This  would  keep  peacetime 
indiistry  from  shutting  down. 


BOOM  ATTKM  BTOIB   "■■—>.  KTUCB  SHOWS  T7V  WTTH  OTTK  PLANS 

Please  keep  these  facts  in  mind  In  connection  with  tbe  above 
article. 

First.  Hitler  came  into  power  in  Germany  January  30.  1933. 

Second.  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  commenced  representing  the 
German  consul  in  New  York  shortly  thereafter  and  sent  out 
Nazi  propaganda  for  him.  receiving  $4,000  in  cash  at  one  time 
for  that  purpose. 

Third.  Vierick  was  sent  to  Germany  in  the  summer  and 
fail  to  see  Hitler  and  get  a  contract  from  him  for  Lt.  CoL  Carl 
Byoir  and  associates  to  represent  nazi-lsm  in  America. 
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Fourth.  Such  a  contract  was  obtained  and  signed  October 
1.  1933.  Although  it  was  camouflaged  as  being  with  the  Ger- 
man railroads  these  railroads  were  owned  by  the  German 
Government,  and  Lieutenant  Colonel  Byoir's  contract  was 
approved  by  Hitler's  minister  of  propaganda. 

Fifth.  Soon  after  Hitler  employed  Lieutenant  Colonel  Byoir 
our  mobilization  plans  ba^d  up>on  the  experiences  of  the  last 
war  were  made  known  to  Hitler. 

Sixth.  And  that  the  first  of  the  Nazi's  national  defense  laws 
which  were  based  upon  our  plans  became  effective  in  Germany 
May  21,  1935. 

IT  PLANS  WCaS  NOT  SBCBXT.  WHT  NOT? 

Mr.  Lear  says  that  a  German  military  attach^  here  obtained 
the  plans  from  the  War  Department.  This  is  hard  to  believe. 
Such  important  plans  certainly  would  be  kept  secret.  If  they 
were  not  kept  secret  it  occurs  to  me  that  someone  has  fallen 
down  on  the  job. 

If  they  were  kept  secret  or  were  not  kept  secret  Hitler  had  a 
better  way  of  getting  them  than  from  the  War  E>epartment 
files.  He  had  in  his  employ  one  of  the  men  who  helped  to  pre- 
pare these  plans.   I  refer  to  Carl  Byoir. 

I  wonder  if  Hitler  was  given  information  about  the  location 
and  importance  of  our  principal  industinal  plants? 

Hitler  had  hired  one  of  our  Army  lieutenant  colonels  who 
had  all  the  information  that  any  enemy  would  want. 

TmX   MACAZINK  AfiTICUC 

The  May  15,  1940,  Tide  magazine  contains  the  following 
article : 
BLtnraiNTs  —  notes    on    bomx    increasingly    sioNmcANT    mnatAL 

MACHINEBT 

Today,  to  a  supposedly  peaceful  America,  there  Is  a  large  group 
of  men  thinking  In  terms  of  war;  of  drafting  millions  of  men  into 
military  service  as  painlessly  and  as  quickly  as  possible.  •  •  • 
As  they  stand  today  plans  are  to  much  the  same  condition  as 
chilled  water  in  a  tray  In  an  electric  refrigerator:  Still  fluid,  but 
readv  to  freeze   Instantly  Into  a  rigid  pattern. 

Thus  the  American  Legion  magazine  in  a  piece  last  August  on 
the  six  Army  and  Navy  men  who  comprise  the  Jotot  Army  and 
Navy  Selective  Service  Committee,  which  has  been  meeting  with 
some  300  clvUlan  experts  of  varlotis  kinds  ever  since  it  was  formed 
to  1930.  The  committee  Is  working  to  Insure  the  Nation,  in  case 
of  another  emergency,  against  the  bumbling  which  cluttered  the 
road  to  war  In  1917. 

Last  month  In  the  War  College  to  Washington  the  committee's 
civilian  members  gathered  for  one  of  the  annual  regional  huddles 
to  Washington,  Chicago.  New  Orleans,  and  San  Francisco,  at  which 
machinery  for  the  draft  is  tested  and  other  plans  for  M  day  are 
considered  and  revised  In  light  of  national  and  world  events. 

When  President  Woodrow  Wilson  created  the  Committee  on 
Public  Information  (C.  P.  I.)  to  April  of  1917  and  named  as  Its 
chairman  his  great  and  good  friend.  George  Creel,  no  set  pro- 
cedures existed  for  making  the  United  States  believe  the  Wilson 
program  was  worth  dying  for.  But  when  Creel  and  the  great  and 
near  great  of  the  C.  P.  I.  went  their  ways  at  the  end  of  World  War 
I  they  left  behind  a  blueprint  which  has  since  totrlgued  historians 
and  students  of  public  opinion  and  contributed  to  the  fact  that 
another  Creel  in  another  war  would  find  no  dearth  In  coordtoatlng 
machinery  ready  to  liand  to  Washington. 

None  of  these  structures  Is  more  obvious  or  more  nearly  to 
working  order  than  the  Selective  Service  Committee.  Its  flies  con- 
tain plans  for  the  mobilization  of  Industry,  of  the  legal  and 
medical  professions,  of  public  optolon;  In  case  of  war.  State,  coun- 
try, and  local  committees  could  be  made  ready  to  carry  out  these 
plans  almost  at  once.  The  committee  could  probably  marshal 
800.000  volunteers  withto  60  days,  compared  with  the  86,000  who 
volunteered  to  1917. 

In  case  of  war.  three  over-all  coordinating  bodies  woxild  take 
charge — the  War  Resources  Board  (industry),  the  Selective  Service 
Administration  (men) ,  and  the  Public  Relations  Board.  The  latter 
group  would  mobilize  the  talent  In  advertising  agencies,  radio, 
magaslnes.  newspapers,  motion-picture  companies,  public-relations 
firms.  And  though  the  committee  thus  far  has  been  more  occu- 
pied with  building  and  repairing  framework  than  with  copy 
themes.  It  has  taken  account  of  the  fact  that  the  United  States  Lb 
Wise  to  the  crucified  Belgian  babies  and  skeptical  about  making 
the  world  safe  for  democracy,  the  copy  that  has  been  considered 
so  far  Is  mostly  of  the  people- won 't-Uke-you  variety.  Among 
those  currently  worktog  with  the  committee:  Carl  Byoir.  once 
Creel's  associate  on  the  C.  P.  I.;  Homer  Buckley,  of  Buckley  Dement 
&  Co. 

Do  not  overlook  the  fact  that  this  article  says  that  Lt.  Col. 
Carl  Byoir  is  working  with  the  present  committee  on  mobiliza- 
tion plans.  I  am  not  sure  about  the  accuracy  of  this  state- 
ment but  it  should  be  looked  into  in  view  of  Byoir's  known 


connections  with  Hitler  in  the  past.    He  was  in  active  service 
In  November  1939,  for  2  weeks. 

BTOa  HKLFKD  PRZTARS  PLANS  Aim  LAST  WAB 

Byoir  worked  with  George  Creel  in  1917  and  1918  on  the 
Committee  on  Public  Information  and.  doubtless  the  blue- 
prints that  were  left  behind  giving  the  plans  that  we  should 
use  in  the  event  mobilization  should  ever  again  be  necessary 
in  this  country  were  partly  the  result  of  his  efforts. 

Therefore  when  Hitler  hired  Lieutenant  Colonel  Byoir  In 
1933.  he  hired  a  man  who  was  in  a  position  to  place  at  his  dis- 
posal what  should  have  been  one  of  our  most  closely  guarded 
secrets,  and  that  was  our  plans  in  the  event  of  another  war 
based  upon  our  experiences  in  the  past  war. 
PCKTION  or  paoor  axmimto 

Now  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  ready  to  submit  a  portion  of  the 
proof  that  will  Justify  the  charges  I  made  in  my  speech  on 
the  floor  of  Congress.  May  27. 

Because  so  much  additional  information  Is  being  im- 
earthed  almost  hourly  about  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir's  activities  on 
behalf  of  foreign  governments,  I  can  bring  you  only  a  portion 
of  the  evidence  at  this  time. 

I  stated  in  my  speech  on  May  27  that  Carl  Byoir  worked 
with  George  Sylvester  Viereck  in  propagandizing  this  country 
for  Hitler.  So  it  is,  I  tell  you  something  about  this  man 
George  Sylvester  Viereck  who  was — if  not  now — a  silent 
partner  of  Carl  Byoir  tt  Associates. 

Before  the  United  States  entered  the  World  War,  Viereck 
was  editor  of  Fatherland,  the  leading  pro-German  publica- 
tion in  this  country.  When  America  declared  war  Viereck's 
paper  was  barred  from  the  malls. 

In  1918,  with  the  war  still  in  progress,  he  was  Investigated 
by  the  New  York  attorney  general's  ofQce  and  admitted  re- 
ceiving pasrments  of  (100,000  from  Count  von  Bemstorfl, 
German  Ambassador  to  the  United  States,  for  disseminating 
German  propaganda. 

A  ruamcx  chaxck 

It  was  charged  by  the  attorney  general  that  after  the 
American  declaration  of  war  had  cut  off  German  revenue, 
Viereck  obtained  another  $100,000  from  Americans  of  Ger- 
man descent  to  place  4.000  German  aliens  in  positions  in 
American  industry.  I  wonder  If  they  form  a  part  of  our 
present  "fifth  column." 

Viereck  admitted  that  he  had  sponsored  a  grandiose 
scheme  to  buy  control  of  30  American  newspapers,  which 
were  to  be  controlled  by  the  German  Government  and  used 
as  propaganda  vehicles  to  keep  the  United  States  from  enter- 
ing the  war  on  the  side  of  the  Allies.  He  said  German  agents 
balked  at  the  necessary  outlay  of  $50,000,000. 

BTODt  DENHS   HZ  EVZB  KEFRESENTED  HRLEB 

After  my  speech  on  the  floor  of  the  House  last  week,  It  Is 
my  understanding  that  Carl  Byoir  was  interviewed  in  New 
York  and  gave  out  the  statement  that  he  did  not  represent 
Hitler,  as  alleged  by  me,  and  that  there  was  no  basis  in  fact 
for  my  charges. 

I  will  quote  some  of  the  testimony  which  was  introduced 
before  a  Special  Committee  on  Un-American  Activities,  com- 
posed of  the  Honorable  John  W.  McCormack,  chairman;  the 
Honorable  Samuel  Dickstein,  vice  chairman;  the  Honorable 
Carl  M.  Weideman;  the  Honorable  Charles  Kramer;  the 
Honorable  Thomas  Jenkins;  the  Honorable  Wn.L  Taylor; 
and  the  Honorable  U.  S.  Guyer. 

SWOSN  TESTIMONT  SHOWS  BTOn  EMPLOTED  BT  HmJJI 

The  first  testimony  I  quote  was  given  before  this  commit- 
tee In  New  York  City.  July  10.  1934.  by  George  Sylvester 
Viereck.  It  will  be  noticed  in  this  testimony  that  the  same 
tactics  were  used  to  try  to  bulldoze  and  otherwise  Intimidate 
the  committee  that  have  been  lised  by  both  Communist  and 
Nazi  witnesses  before  the  Dies  committee,  especially  In  the 
case  of  Fritz  Kuhn,  the  head  of  the  bimd,  who  Is  now  in  the 
New  York  Penitentiary. 

The  following  testimony  is  self-explanatory: 

TESTIMONT  OF  GEOSCE  BTLVESTEB   VIEBZCK 

Mr.  Lanolet.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  say  to  the  committee  that  I 
appear  here  as  counsel  for  Mr.  Viereck  and  Mr.  Bchallenberg.  who 
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VIEKEL'K.    WAS    VIST    CLOSE   TO    GERMAN    CONStJL 


I        Mr.  Hardwick.  In  other  words,  besides  the  »1.750  a  month,  alontr 
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brnve  be«n  »abpen»ed  here  today,  and  I  ask  1«t«  of  the  committee 
to  make  a  statement  before  the  wltnesaes  are  sworn. 

The  Chaoiman  The  committee  will  hear  no  statement  from  ooxin- 
Ml  The  committee  will  permit  counael  to  advise  hU  clients  &a  to 
UMtr  oonatltutlonal  rlghU.  IX  be  believea  that  their  conaUtuUonal 
rlghU  are  being  affected  ao  far  a«  any  question  that  la  aaked  of  hia 

clients  is  concerned.  ^    _.^^  .   * *.       »w  a 

Mr  Lamouct  Mr.  Chairman,  thla  has  to  do  with  Information  that 
baa  come  to  my  notice  wblcb  affects  a  member  of  the  conunlt- 
tec   and  persona  attached  to  the   committee.     I  think   you   may 

The  CHATanAW  The  gentleman  will  please  destet.  Ibis  commit- 
tee does  not  recognlae  counsel.  We  will  give  you  the  privilege  of 
rtprcMntlng  yotu-  client;  and  If  any  que«tlon«  are  asked  which  you 
feel  vldate  the  constitutional  rights  of  your  client,  then  you  are 
at  liberty  to  advise  your  client. 

(Thereupon  the  witness  waa  mily  sworn  by  the  chairman.) 

Mr    Habdwick.  What  Is  your  name? 

Mr."  VTTmnt   Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  make  a  statement  before 

The  Chabmam.  You  may  make  no  statement. 

Mr.  VoBBCK.  Kven  If  It  affects  the  Integrity  of  a  member  of  yow 
staff? 

The  CHAntMAN.  There  la  no  statement  to  be  made.  Simply  an- 
swer the  queMlons  as  they  are  asked  of  you.  I  do  not  want  any 
arfuments.  please. 

Mr.  Vtemec*..  I  do  not  think  there  Is  any  cotirt  In  the  world 
that  would  be  so  unfair  as  not  to  permit  one  to  make  a  state- 
ment. 

The  CHAnucAM.  H  you  are  here  to  try  to  create  a  scene 

Mr.  VnaacK.  No. 

Both  the  lawyer  and  the  witness  started  out  attacking  the 
committee. 

Vlereck  made  two  tripe  to  Oermany  In  1933. 

Mr.  Habswxck.  How  often  have  you  gone  to  Germany  since  your 
^      arrival  in  thla  coiintry? 

.  I  Mr.  Vmscx.  1  make  frequent  tripe  to  Etirope;  xzsually  once  a 

year 

Mr.  Habswicx.  And  to  Germany  always  when  you  go:  Is  that 
right? 

Mr.  VnaacK.  1  think  almost  always  to  Germany,  certainly. 

Mr.  Haidwick.  In  the  last  year  (1933)  how  many  trips  did  you 
make  to  Germany? 

Mr.  Vmacx.  I  believe,  two. 

•  •••••• 

Vlereck  came  out  for  Hitler  In  speech: 

Mr.  HaaowiCK.  Mr.  Vlereck.  did  you  not  make  a  speech  at  Madison 
Bqiisre  Garden  In  this  city  on  May  17? 

Mr.  VmxcK.  I  did. 

Mr  HAaowicx.  What  line  did  you  take  In  that  speech,  what  line 
argument? 

Mr.  VoouccK.  I  made  It  clear  that  I  was  an  admirer  of  Hitler; 
that  I  was  In  sympathy  with  the  new  Germany,  but  that  I  did 
not  share  his  antl-8emltlc  prejudices. 

•  •••••• 

WlMMWCtL  WAS  WTTH  GOUCAWT  IN  LAST  WAB 

Mr.  Habdwicx.  What  position  did  you  take  with  reference  to  the 
entry  of  this  ooimtry  into  the  so-called  World  War? 

Mr.  ViXBBCX.  I  took  the  position  that  it  was  a  great  mistake  and 
much  to  be  regretted  and  largely  responsible  for  the  economic 
collapse  of  the  world. 

Mr.  Habx>wicx.  Tou  were  quite  active  In  making  speeches  and 
•ending  out  literature  on  that  subject? 

Mr.  VnouDCK.  I  was  very  active  and  did  everything  In  my  power  to 
prevent  that  catastrophe. 


^^ 


OLD  nUXMD  or  HTTLBB 

Mr.  Habvwkk.  How  lonf  have  you  known  Mr.  Hitler — Chancelcr 
Bluer? 

Mr.  VmacK.  I  met  him  (or  the  first  time.  I  believe,  some  8  yean 
■go  in  Munich  when  I  Interviewed  him. 

Mr.  Habvwick.  Have  you  seen  him  since  then? 

Mr  VnaacK.  I  have  seen  him:  yes.  I  met  him  (or  the  last  time  late 
In  August  or  In  September. 

Mr.  Rabowicx.  Of  last  yearf 

Mr.  Vbbbcx    Of  1933. 


Do  not  overlook  the  fact  that  Hitler  came  into  power  Jan- 
_jiry  30.  1933,  and  lieutenant  Colonel  Byolr  obtained  a 
contract  from  him  October  1,  1933. 

1^.  Habowicx.  What  did  you  talk  to  him  about  in  these 
mter^lews?  .^    ^^  , 

Mr.  Lamolbt.  That.  If  1  may  respectfully  suggest.  Mr.  Chairman, 
Is  a  matter  which  I  think  ought  not 

The  Chaibmaw.  You  have  no  right  to  object.  The  Chair  cannot 
rcoognlze  your  objection  Mr.  Langley.  this  U  not  a  court.  I  simply 
suggest  that  t>ecause  I  know  you  will  cooperate  in  every  way  poeslble. 

Mr.  Lakclbt.  Yea.  ,.^  ^ 

The  Chaoucax.  I  know  you  have  respect  for  our  proceedings.  That 
does  not  mean  that  you  have  not.  Mr.  Vlereck. 

Mr  Vlereck  has  the  right.  If  he  feels  that  his  consUtutlonal  rights 
trt  being  impaired.  If  he  feeis  that  an  answer  might  incriminate 


him.  to  confer  with  you  and  ask  your  advice.    Then  the  subcom- 
mittee will  pass  upon  the  question. 

Mr   Lanclkt.  Very  well,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  In  these  last  Interviews  that  you  had  with  Mr. 
Hitler  did  you  discuss  German-American  relations  with  him? 

Mr  ViKBicx.  Yes.    Before  meeting  him  I  conveyed  to  him  certain 
Ideas  sussested  to  me  by  the  American  Ambassador  at  Berlin. 
,  .  .  .  •  •  • 

Mr.  Habdwicx.  Do  you  know  Von  Papenf 

Mr.  VncRBCK.  Yes. 

Mr  Habijwick.  When  did  you  see  him  last? 

Mr.  VixascK.  On  my  last  trip  to  Germany.    He  is  an  old  friend  c€ 
mine. 

Mr.  HAkDwicx.  Something  like  8  or  9  months  ago? 

Mr.  ViEBECX.  Not  quite  as  long  as  that. 

Mr   Hakowicx-  Do  you  know  Goering? 

Mr.  Vmaxac.  No;  I  have  not  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  him. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  You  have  not  met  him  at  all? 

Mr.  ViEBXCK.  I  have  not  met  him.  

Mr.  Habdwick.  Did  you  ever  have  any  contract  with  the  German 
Ooveniment  since  the  mtler  regime  came  into  power? 

Mr   VinHxnc.  No;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  Did  you  ever  have  any  contract  with  any  ind\is- 
tries  in  Germany  since  that  time? 

Mr.  VnMcx.  Not  directly. 

VXEBECX   ADSCrrS  COIfTBACT  WrTB   BTODl 

Mr.  Hardwtck.  Well,  you  had  a  contract  with  Byolr.  did  you  nott 
Mr.  VncBBCK.  Yes,  sir. 


TtBtMCK.  SATS  HB  PBOCUBBD 


.MAX  coimucT  foa  uauiawAirr  coloivl 
vTon 

Mr.  Habdwick.  And  you  went  over  there  and  procured  him  this 
public-relations  counselshlp.  or  whatever  else  you  term  It? 

Mr.  ViiBECK.  I  think  I  was  largely  Instrumental  to  securing  that 

contract.  ..  ^  ». 

Mr  Habdwick.  And  he  thought  so  to  such  an  extent  that  he  gave 
you  a  liberal  cut  on  his  fees,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  VoKBCx.  I  received  an  adequate  fee:  yes. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  And  what  does  It  amount  to  In  money? 

Mr.  ViKBBCx.  I  received,  as  has  been  testified  by  Mr  Dickey,  a  salary 
of  ai  .000  a  month  and  a  commission  of  $750  a  month. 

LirxrrBNANT  COLOITKL  BTOn  rUBNISHXD  VIXBZCK  SacarrABT  and  OfTICB 

Mr.  HABDWiac.^Besldes  thst,  did  you  receive  any  of  your  ofDce 
expenses? 

Mr.  ViERECK.  Well,  I  think  they  paid  for  one  of  my  secretariea 
and  they  paid  for  a  short  time  the  rent  of  an  ofBce. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  What  did  that  amount  to  a  month? 

Mr.  ViXBXcx.  I  really  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  I  thought  possibly  you  couli  estimate  it. 

Mr.  ViKBXCK.  I  mean  it  was  a  room  which  was  empty  and  which 
they  placed  at  my  disposal  temporarily. 

VIXBECK  AXJSO  ADVISBB  OF  CBBMAN  CONSTTI.  SAMB  TOCK  HX  WAS  WOBKIXa 
FOB    LIEUTENANT   COLONEL    BTOIB 

Mr.  Habdwick.  You  also  advised  men  like  your  friend  Klep,  the 
German  consul  here  in  New  York,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Viebeck.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  What  did  you  advise  with  him  about? 

Mr.  ViEKECK.  On  the  general  aspects  of  public  relations.  I  was 
considered  as  an  expert  in  these  mattera.  not  only  by  the  Germans 
but  by  others. 

•  •••••• 

VIXBBCX    ALSO    PAD   BT    OXBMAIf    CONSTTL 

Mr.  HABDWICK.  Did  either  oiie  of  these  consuls  ever  pay  you  any 
money  for  your  expert  advice? 

Mr.  VnascK.  After  having 

The  Chaibman.  The  question  was.  Did  either  one  of  them  pay  you 
any  money? 

Mr.  VixBBCx.  Yes. 

Mr.  Habdwick    Yes. 

Mr.  VisBBCK.  $500  a  month  or  so. 
'  ^l(r.  Habdwick   Which  one  of  them  paid  youf 

Mr.  Vbbbck.  Dr    Kiep. 

Mr.  Habdwick   How  long  did  he  keep  that  up? 

Mr  Vixxbck.  It  must  have  been  4  months  or  so.  It  was  purely 
a  provisional  arrangement.  Dr.  Kltp  found  himself  In  great  dlffl- 
ctilty 

The  Chaibman.  You  have  answered  the  question.  The  last  part 
of  It  will  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  Habowicx.  When  did  this  tflOO-a-month  payment  from  the 
German  consul  general  in  New  York  begin? 

Mr.  Vinxcx.  I  do  not  remember  tzactlj. 
June. 

Mr   Habdwick.  June  1933? 

Mr.  Vbbzck.  Presumably  June. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  It  lasted  4  months  or  so? 

Mr.  VixBXCK.  All  In  all.  4  months 

Mr.  Habdwick.  When  did  you  begin  to  get  this  money.  91,750  a 
month,  part  of  which  you  say  was  salary  and  the  other  a  cut  in 
the  form  of  commission — when  did  you  begin  to  get  that  money 
from  Byolr? 

Mr.  Vnaacx.  Permit  me  to  say  one  word.  I  do  not  think  It  la 
quite  fair  to  ask  these  questions  about  Dr.  Kiep  without  permittinf 
me  to  explain  why  I  received  those  payments  and  the  circumstanoee 
under  which  they  were  made. 
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WAS    VXBT    CLOSE   TO    CEBMAN    CONSUL 

The  Chaibman.  I  think  that  is  a  fair  position  to  take. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  I  do  not  see  any  objection  to  It. 

The  Chaibman.  If  you  desire  to  state  that  at  this  time.  I  think 
It  is  only  fair  to  hear  you.  As  to  the  value  of  the  'evidence,  that 
is  something  else.     But  it  may  be  pertinent. 

Mr.  Viebeck.  Well,  Dr.  Kiep  was  an  old  friend  of  mine.  We 
met  many  times,  nt  his  house  and  at  mine.  He  saw  that  I  had 
taken  a  very  strong  attitude  in  defending  the  new  Germany 
against  the  flood  of  abuse. 

•  •••••• 

lieutenant  colonel  btoib's  unusual  contract  fob  is  months 
Mr.  Habdwick.  When  did  you  first  begin  to  get  this  money  on 

the  Byolr  contract? 

Mr.  Vixaacx.  I  think  that  Is  a  matter  of  record.  I  do  not 
remember  the  exact  date.  But  you  have  the  record,  you  have 
the  contract. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  November  23,  1933.  Is  the  date.  (October  1.  1933. 
Is  the  correct  date.)     How  long  a  period  does  that  contract  run? 

Mr.  Viebeck.  Eighteen  months.  It  was  cancelable  by  either  party 
on  3  months'  notice. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Have  you  had  any  such  notice  of  cancelation? 

Mr.  ViEREcx.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  Is  Dr.  Kiep  a  man  of  large  personal  means? 

Mr.  Viebeck.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Do  you  know  where  he  got  the  $500  a  month 
that  he  paid  you? 

Mr.  ViEBBCK.  He  told  me  that  he  secured  It  from  friends  in 
Germany,  but  I  suspect  it  may  have  come  out  of  his  own  pocket. 

•  •••••• 

viebeck    claims    CONTBACT    with    GERMAN    RAILROADS 

Mr.  Habdwick.  With  whom  did  Byolr  and  associates  make  this 
contract  out  of  which  you  got  $1,750  a  month? 

Mr.  ViEBBCK.  With  the  German  railroad  or  tourist  information 
cSlce.     You  have  the  contract,  I  believe. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Yes.  Now,  did  your  function  with  the  parties 
Who  made  this  contract  with  Byolr  at  your  suggestion  Include 
something  more  than  advice  about  business  or  trade  matters, 
business  or  trade  advertisements? 

Mr.  ViERECK.  I  beg  your  pardon.  Senator,  I  did  not  quite  catch 
the  last  part  of  your  question. 

Ut  Habdwick.  Did  your  contract  with  Byolr  and  his  associates 
and  did  Byolr's  contract  with  the  German  industry  to  whom  you 
referred.  Include  something  additional  or  something  further  than 
advice  about  mere  trade  or  business  relations? 

Mr.  Langley.  Mi.  Chairman.  I  merely  want  to  suggest 

The  Chaibman.  I  cannot  recognize  you.  Do  not  misunderstand 
me.  please.     It  Is  no  discourtesy  to  you. 

Mr.  Lanclet.  Not  at  all.  I  merely  want  to  suggest  that  the 
document  Is  In  evidence  and  It  speaks  for  Itself.  The  witness 
has  been  a^ed  to  characterize  it. 

The  Chaibman.  I  did  not  quite  catch  the  question.  Would  you 
mind  repeating  the  question.  Senator? 

Mr.  Habdwick.  I  nm  trying  to  find  out  whether  under  the  con- 
tract that  the  witness  has  with  Byolr  and  associates,  and  that 
Byolr  and  associates  had  with  the  Geiman  Industry,  Mr.  Vlereck 
was  expected  to  render  something  much  more  important  than 
mere  advice  about  trade  and  business  relations. 

aitectxd  oebman  bclations  in  general 

Mr.  Viebeck.  No;  naturally,  what  I  did  to  a  certain  extent 
affected  German -American  relations  in  general,  because  trade  Is 
naturally  affected  by  these  conditions. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  you  understand  that  these  reports  that 
you  and  your  associates  were  rendering  to  this  German  Industry 
were  being  relayed  by  them  to  the  Government  of  Germany? 

Mr.  ViERBCK  It  would  not  surprise  me  In  the  least  if  that  had 
been  done,  but  I  suggest  that  you  ask  the  bureau  in  question. 

•  •••••• 

Mr.  Habowicx.  Where  is  Dr.  Kiep  now? 

Mr.  Vuaxcx.  Dr.  Kiep,  so  far  as  I  know,  is  at  present  in  Germany. 

Mr.  Habowicx.  Paul  Schwartz,  he,  I  believe,  la  the  man  you  said 
was  the  acting  consul  general  here 

Mr.  ViEBBCK.  At  one  time;  yes. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  How  many  times  did  you  consult  with  him,  or 
did  he  consult  with  you? 

Mr.  Viebeck.  That  u  a  question  I  cannot  answer,  since  I  saw  him 
innumerable  times,  socially  and  on  other  occasions. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  You  can  approximate  It,  can  you  not?  I  am  not 
trying  to  get  an  exact  number  of  the  interviews  that  you  had  with 
him,  but  did  you  Ulk  with  him  very  frequently? 

Mr.  Vxbbbck.  Maybe  a  doaen  times,  maybe  two  docen  times. 

LIXtrrENANT  COLOKB.  BTOU'S  DITTBaXNT  CONTBACT8 

Mr.  Hardwick.  That  will  do.  This  Byolr  contract,  the  first  pay- 
ment arranged  for  was  $4,000.  was  It  not? 

Mr.  Vierbck.  Yes;  I  think  so. 

The  Chauiman.  Thst  $4,000  was  outside  of  the  $6,000  a  month; 
that  was  another  transaction? 

Mr.  ViERECK.  I  think  it  was;  yes.     It  was  a  previous  payment. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  in  addition? 

Mr.  ViEBBCK.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  That  was  paid  in  cash? 

Mr.  Vierbck.  Yes. 


Mr.  Hardwick.  In  other  words,  besides  the  $1,750  a  month,  along 
in  that  time,  you  got  $4,000  more? 

Mr.  ViEBBCK.  I  did  not  get  $4,000. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  You  got  your  cut  on  It? 

Mr.  Viebeck.  I  am  not  sure  of  that.  I  should  hsve.  but  I  am  not 
sure  that  I  did. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  I  guess  you  would  have  claimed  It  if  they  had  not 
paid  It  to  you? 

Mr.  Viebeck.  I  may  do  so  after  these  proceedings  are  over. 

The  Chaibman.  In  other  words,  you  did  not  know  about  that 
$4,000  until  that  evidence  was  brought  out  In  Washington? 

Mr.  Vierbck.  I  would  not  say  that;  but  the  matter  was  rather 
trifling. 

•  •••••• 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Tou  wrote  a  couple  of  bulletins  on  this  subject 
matter,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  ViERECK.  I  did  not  write  any  bulletins.  I  may  have  helped  to 
edit  them. 

ONE  OP  riBST  bulletins  was  speaking  or  HITLSB     J 

Mr.  Hardwick.  The  first  one  of  these  bulletins  was  the  first  eco- 
nomic bulletin,  was  It  not? 

Mr.  ViERECK.  No.  I  think  the  first  bulletins  Issued  were  a  sheet 
of  press  excerpts  called  Speaking  of  Hitler. 

Mr.  HAXDViacK.  That  was  the  first? 

Mr.  ViERECK.  That.  I  think,  was  the  first, 

Mr.  Hardwick.  And  the  second? 

Mr.  Viereck.  The  second  was  an  economic  bulletin;  yes.  air. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  did  edit  or  help  to  prepare  these  two  bulletins, 
did  you  not? 

Mr.  Viereck.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  And  sent  them  out  in  this  country? 

Mr.  Vierbck.  Yes,  sir. 

thousands  or  bulletins  sent  out 

Mr.  Hardwick.  How  many  of  them  went  out;  do  you  know? 

Mr.  Viereck.  I  believe  between  three  and  five  thousand. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Of  each  one? 

Mr.  Viereck.  I  believe  so;  I  did  not  count  them. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  What  kind  of  service  did  you  give  Byolr  and  asso- 
ciates in  connection  with  this  work?  ^ 

Mr.  Viereck.  I  should  say  the  sort  of  service  that  an  Important 
lawyer  gives  to  his  clients — advice. 

The  Chairman.  No.    What  counsel  asks  Is,  "What  did  you  do?" 

Mr.  Vierbck.  I  gave  them  advice.  I  made  suggestions.  I  Inter- 
preted events  and  persKinalitles  for  them.  I  gave  them  a  number 
of  articles  which  I  had  prepared  myself,  Including  an  Interview  with 
Dr.  Schmidt,  the  Minister  of  Economics,  and  another  Interview  with 
Dr.  Schacht,  the  president  of  the  Reichsbank. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

VIEBECK    CONTEBS    WITH    HTTLEB'S    MINISTEB    Or   PBOPACANDA 

Mr.  Habdwick.  While  you  were  in  Germany  last  year  did  you  get 
In  touch  with  a  man  over  there  named  Peltmann? 

Mr.  Viebeck.  Yes. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  What  kind  of  an  office  does  he  hold.  If  you  know? 

Mr.  ViEBBCK.  As  I  recall  it,  I  believe  he  is  with  the  propaganda 
ministry,  and  I  presume  he  was  a  liaison  official  between  that  bureau 
and  some  industrial  Interests. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  How  many  times  did  you  see  him? 

Mr.  Vierbck.  I  really  cannot  tell.  I  had  lunch  with  him  a  num- 
ber of  times.  I  probably  saw  him  at  my  office.  Probably  he  was 
at  my  hotel.  I  saw  Innumerable  people.  The  picture  constantly 
changed. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Where  was  your  office  In  Germany? 

Mr.  Vierbck.  I  had  no  office  in  Germany. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  mean  that  he  was  at  your  office  in  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  Viebeck.  Oh,  no.    I  mean  I  was  at  his  office. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  went  to  his  office? 

Mr.  Viereck.  Yes;  I  presume  so,  once  or  twice.  I  may  have  seen 
him  there.  Probably  he  had  lunch  with  me  two  or  three  times, 
maybe  once. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  Where  did  you  stop  In  Berlin? 

Mr.  Viereck.  At  the  Kalserhoff. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  On  all  these  trips  to  Germany  were  you  In  cloae 
and  constant  contact  with  the  foreign  officers  of  that  country? 

Mr.  Viebeck.  I  beg  your  pardon. 

Mr.  Hardwick  Were  you  on  these  several  trips  to  Germany  In 
close  and  constant  contact  with  the  foreign  offices,  the  foreign 
ministry  In  Berlin? 

Mr.  VrxBBcx.  I  would  hardly  say  that.  I  have  many  friends  in  the 
foreign  office  and  I  visited  them. 

The  CHAiaMAX.  Please  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Vimcx.  The  qtiestlon  is  whether  I  wu  In  constant  touch 
with  them.  That  means  that  I  communicated  with  them  dally, 
and  so  forth.  I  did  not.  I  have  friends  there  whom  I  visited  and 
with  whom  I  discussed  various  matters  of  Interest  to  me. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  That  was  in  connection  with  this  matter  of 
German-American  relations? 

Mr.  Viereck.  Not  only  that,  but  it  was  in  relation  to  material 
that  I  sought  for  Interviews  and  articles,  materials  for  books,  his- 
torical and  otherwise,  on  which  I  was  working.  But  naturally 
they  sought  my  advice. 

Mr.  Habdwick.  You  did  discuss  with  these  German  officials  Ger- 
man-American relations  and  policies? 

Mr.  Vierbck.  Undoubtedly.     The  topic  could  not  be  escaped. 
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UKunnAirr  cotjaHWL  BToa  tufmmmd  •ook  to  wutld  ttf  Hm«  m 

AMOaCA 

ICr    Ha«i>wick.  Th«t  book  or  pamphlet  ipeaklng  about  HlUer— 

^1Sr*^;S^"?t"wa.  prepared  in  the  office,  of  Karl  Byott 
£  SSdwTck    Did  you^ye  It  the  final  finishing  touch? 
E    vSSSTl  w«  insulted  on  each  l«ue  before  It  was  pub- 
liiiTBd     I  occaalonally  gave  them  contributions,  excerpts   which  had 
SJ^to  iS^SntlonVnd  which  I  thought  should  be  distributed. 

BOTH    LXXUmtAirr    CXU-OKKI.    BTOIX    AMD    OiaMAH 

coMsxn. 

The  CHAaMAN  Tou  said  you  were  not  dlrecUy  connected  with 
or^^^^t  contract  With  any  Orman  Industry.  Did  you 
mean  bv  that  that  you  had  an  Indirect  contract? 

2?.  Viniic«.  I  had  no  contract  at  aU.     My  contract  was  with 

*^The  CHAT«MAJ..  Mr.  Byolr  had  the  contract  with  the  German 

^Mx    VmoDCK.  The  gentleman's  agreement  with  Klep. 

Se  Chaoman    What  was  the  genllemans  agreement  with  Klep? 
iCr   Vi«a»CK.  Entirely  Informal.  «■,«„« 

TThe  Chadiman    What  was  the  gentleman's  agreement  with  Klep? 
2    V^K    He  look  me  at  a  Tery  Hnall  monthly  retainer  for 

"^yf  CH^MlN'^TS.d^Ssin".     Of  course  you  did  not  consider 

U?nuSL"?r  a  German  consul    or  the  ,<»n»^»  °|»?°2'm'S; 
emment.  to  pay  you  %iM  tat  advice  on  Internal  matters  In  the 
United  States?     Yes  or  no. 
Mr.  VtcaiCK.  No. 

•  •  •  •        • 

VIXUCX      KNIW     BEFOaE      riK     WXNT     TO     CDIMANT     THAT     UETTTENANT 

^SSc^^ni^tnj,  TA«  CA«.  or  h™  ir  H.  obtains,  a  con- 

TEACT  ram  hu*  fbom  hitlbe 

The  CHAmMAH.  Did  you  make  your  contract  with  Byolr  before 
the    cont^iS^tas   entered   Into   between   Byolr   and   the   German 

"*i£*  VmcK.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  definite  ,agr«>ment 
The   CHAniMAN.  We   will    not   call    It   an   'agreement.       We   will 

call  It  anything  you  want  to.  an  understanding.  *      j.   „ 

Mr    VxnuraT  There    was   probably    an    informal    understanding 

that  If  I  brought   them  some  business  they   would  take  care   of 

™Tbe  Chahimaii.  Was  there  any  agreement  arrived  at  as  to  what 
manner  you  would  be  taken  care  ol  in? 

Ifr.  Vnaixnc.  I  suppose  It  was  mentioned. 

The  Chaikman.  Yes  or  no?  .  w...  ».      w  ,:» 

Ur  ViniicK    It  was  Informally  mentioned  that  It  might  be  about 
one-third,  or  maybe  a  lltUe  leas,  of  the  total  amount. 

The  CHAHiMAN    I  see.     Now  you  obtained  this  contract  for  Byolr? 

Mr    ViiaicK.  I  believe  so. 

Tom  uktttsmant 
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Did  you 


vnucK  coirrsBBED 


vaarcK  sats  hk  hklpsd  SEcmus  Hrrua  cowraAcr 

COIX»nCL    BTOIB 

The  Chamman.  Now.  you  can  answer  that  yes  or  no. 
or  did  you  not  obtain  the  contract  for  Byolr? 

Mr    VixatcK.  I  think  I  was  helpful  In  securtng  It. 

The   CHAiaMAW.   You  were  the  Instnimentallty   through   which 
the  contract  was  obtained? 

Mr   ViBttCK.  One  of  th«  Instrumentalities:  yea.  sir. 

The  CwAMMAW.  What  other  instrumentalities  were  there? 

Mr.  VmuDCK.  The  German  Railroad  Information  Bureau. 

The  Chaibmam.  You  went  to  them,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  VxsBscK.  They  made  the  contract. 

The  CWAWMAK    Before  the  contract  was  made,  whom  did  you 
KG  to  see  in  connection  with  It? 

Mr  VnavTK.  I  mm  Mr.  Schmltz,  of  the  Geiman  Information 
Bureau   certainly. 

The  Chaibmah.  Did  you  take  It  up  in  Germany  with  anybody? 

Mr   VtwrnmcK   Hardly  on  such  a  definite  basis. 

The  CMAiaMAK.  Did  you  take  It  up  in  any  case  with  anyone  in 
Oermany? 

Mr   VnnacK.  1  advised  all  my  frtende .      .    ^,^ 

The  CMAaMAH.  Never  mind  Ae  to  thle  particular  contract,  did 
you  take  It  up  with  anybody  who  was  an  official  of  the  German 

railroads?  

■nimm.T   nsaacx   hao  advtsbd   HiruEa   that   hb  auomJi  amswbb 
WAVB  or  pbopacanda  acainst  him  hbbx 

Mr.  VniKic.  I  advleed  all  my  German  friends  that  It  was  neces- 
sary to  do  something  to  counteract  this  wave  of  propaganda. 

The  Chaibmak.  My  question  was:  As  to  this  particular  contract 
did  you  take  It  up  with  anybody  who  was  an  official  of  the  German 
railroads?    That  Is  a  very  simple  question,  and  it  can  be  answered 

fee  or  no. 
Mr.  VxBBBCK.  I  believe  It  was  taken  up  with  some  officials  of  the 

railroad:  yes. 

The   CHAUUtAif.  Walt   a  minute. 

Mr  ViiMBCx.  There  was  a  large  group  of  people  with  whom  It 
was  dlacuaeed.    I  do  not  remember.  

The  CHAnu«AM.  With  whom  did  you  take  It  up  In  Germany? 

Mr  Vixaxcx.  I  believe  one  of  the  persons  was  Mr.  Winters,  of  the 
German  railroads,  and  Mr.  Feltmann.  who  was  already  mentioned. 

The  Chajbman.  All  right.  You  mentVoned  two  naoieB.  Did  yoiu 
take  tt  up  with  them  peraonaUyT 


Mr.  Vubbck.  Yes.  

The  Chaibmak.  When  you  were  in  Germany? 

Mr.  ViXBBCK.  Yes. 

The  Chaibmam.  And  before  the  contract  was  made? 

Mr.  ViBEBCK.  Excuse  me.     I  do  not  think  I  took  up  any  general 

contract.  _^^  ^.       . 

The  CHAnu£AW.  You  discussed  It  with  them? 
Mr.   VixBicK.  The   sensible   point    was    to    take   some    defensive 

™TnSe^CHAiRMAN  You  discussed  the  necessity  of  employing  some- 
body In  the  United   States? 

Mr.  ViiaxcK.  Undoubtedly. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Did  that  talk  In  Germany  foUow  the  talk  which 
you  had  with  Mr.  Schmlta  In  New  York? 

Mr  ViERECK  That  I  really  do  not  remember.  1  have  seen  Mr. 
Schmltz  so  many  times  and  discussed  so  many  problems  with  him 
I  cannot  remember. 

The  Chaikman.  At  any  rate,  before  the  contract  was  consum- 
mated, you  did  discuss  it  with  two  (rf  the  officials  of  the  German 
railroads  In  Germany? 

Mr    VixaccK.  With  Innumerable  people  In  Germany. 

The  CHAHiMAN  You  discussed  It  with  at  least  two  officials  of  the 
German  railroads,   Mr.  Feltmann /^,„„„ 

Mr.   VizRECK    Mr.   Feltmann   is   not   an   official   of   the  German 

railroad.  . 

The  Chaixman.  What  Is  the  other  gentleman  s  nameT 
Mr.  ViiBBCK.  Mr.  Winters. 
The  Chairman    Is  he  an  official? 
Mr.  ViEBXCK.  Right. 
The  Chaibman    Who  Is  Mr.  Feltmann? 

Mr.  VraauxTK.  Mr.  Feltmann.  I  understand  before 

The  Chaibmah.  What  Is  his  connection? 

LIKUTEMAMT  COLONEL   BTOIB   CONTRACT   MADE   ArimM 
with     PBOPACANDA     MINISTEB 

Mr.  ViBKECK.  He  is  a  propaganda  minister. 
The  Chairman.  I  see. 

Mr.  ViEBECK.  I  have  stated  that  before.  

The  Chaibman.  And  the  contract  was  made  afterward? 

Mr  VnoECK.  The  contract  was  not  made 

The  Chairman.  My  question  Is  simple.     The  contract  was  made 
afterward? 

Mr   ViERZCK.  Yes.  ,^   „  w        .   ^ 

The  Chairman.  Now  you  have  had  talks  with  Dr.  SchwartB? 
Mr.  ViERXCK.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  And  d;ecusaed  matters  In  the  United  States? 
Mr.   ViERECK.  I  have  discussed   everything   under  the   sun  with 

The  Chairman.  You  have  had  talks  with  Dr.  Klep? 
Mr.  ViERECK.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  disctiss  the  same  things  with  I*.  Schwarts 
as  you  did  with  Dr.  Klep? 

Mr.  ViERECK.  I  cannot  remember  that. 
The  Chairman.  Along  the  same  line? 

Mr.  ViERECK.  I  presume  so.  

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  advise  Dr.  Schwartz  the  same  as  you 

did  Dr.  Klep? 

Mr  ViiBECK.  It  was  hardly  quite  so  formal. 

The  Chaibman.  Along  the  same  lines  did  you  give  him  the  benefit 
of  yoiir  knowledge? 

Mr.  ViEBECK.  Yes 

The  Chaibman   Did  he  pay  you  anythlngt 

Mr.  VncBECx.  No:  not  so  far  as  I  know. 

The  Chaibman.  Not  so  far  as  you  know? 

Mr.  Vitbbck.  I  do  not  think  so. 

The  Chaibmam.  You  do  not  think  so? 

Mr  VixBacK.  1  have  no  recollection. 

The  Chaibmam.  Which  Is  it.  that  you  have  no  recollection  or  do 
XK>t  know? 

Mr.  ViBUDCX.  He  did  not. 


ATTOBMST    AOAXN    AITACKa   COMMTrm 

Mr.  Lanolet  Why  not  let  him  answer,  Mr.  Chairman?  Your 
attitude  Is  not  that  so  much  of  a  fact-finder  as  a  proeecutor. 

The  Chaibmam.  Unleas  you  dlecontlnue.  we  will  have  to  ask  you 
to  step  into  the  audience  You  are  here  as  a  matter  of  courteey. 
and  we  are  glad  to  extend  every  courteey  to  you,  but  we  cannot 
recognise  counsel. 

Mr.  Lanolbt.  I  suppose  the  observation  I  made  U  unneoesaary 
becatMe  It  Is  so  obvious. 

The  Chaibmam.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Dr.  Schwarts  gav* 
you  any  money? 

Mr.  ViERECK    No. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  pay  any? 

Mr.  VnoucK.  I  do  not  think  he  ever  paid  me  a  cent. 

The  Chaibmam.  You  are  not  q\iite  sure,  are  you? 

Mr.  VixBXCK.  I  am  quite  sure. 

The  Chairman.  All  right.  Have  you  had  some  talks  with  the 
present  German  consul  along  the  Bame  lines? 

Mr.  Vubbck.  I  have  discussed  many  questions  with  the  German 
consul. 

The  Chaibmam.  Akng  the  nme  lines? 

Mr.  Viebbck.  He  Is  a  personal  friend  of  mine. 

The  Chaibmam  I  did  not  ask  you  whether  he  waa  a  personal 
friend  of  yours.  I  Just  simply  asked.  "Did  you  dlscuas  the  question 
with  the  present  German  consul?"    Yes  or  no? 
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Mr.  ViBBBCx.  Tou  are  trying  to  establish 

The  Chaibman.  Pardon  me.  Did  you  discuss  with  the  present 
German  consul  questions  along  the  same  lines  that  you  discussed 
with  Dr.  Kelp  and  Dr.  Schwarts. 

Mr.  VncaxcK.  Casually. 

The  Chairman.  And  substantially  along  the  same  lines? 

Mr.  Viereck    I  would  not  say  that:  no.  '' 

The  Chairman  Well,  you  discussed  internal  questions  here,  did 
you,  internal  problems? 

Mr.  Viereck.  As  any  person  with  common  sense  would  do 

The  Chairman.  I  am  not  doubting  that. 

Mr.  Viereck.  I  discussed  the  events  of  the  day. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  is  what  you  discussed  with  Dr.  Klep? 

Mr.  Viereck.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Has  the  present  German  consul  paid  you  any 
money  for  those  discussions? 

Mr.  ViEBECK.  No.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  the  purpose  of  this  contract  was  to 
Increase  travel  to  Germany? 

Mr.  Viereck.  Yes:  and  to  encourage  trade  relations. 

The  Chairman.  And  to  encourage  trade  relations? 

Mr.  ViEBECK.  Yes. 

"speaking   or  HrrLIR"   pamphlet  to  ENCOtmACE  TRAVn, 

T^e  Chairman.  Do  you  consider  the  articles  speaking  of  Hitler  as 
coming  within  the  purview  of  the  contract?     Yes  or  no? 

Mr.  ViXBBCK.  Yes. 

MO  otheb  similar  contracts 

The  Chairman.  All  right.  Are  there  any  other  contracts  along 
the  same  lines  with  German  firms  and  with  any  Individual  or  firm 
in  the  United  States  that  you  have  consummated  for  anyone  eke? 

Mr.    ViEBECK.    No. 

The  Chaibman.  In  yoxir  testimony  taken  In  executive  session  you 
said  that — 

"After  he  discussed  the  contract  with  officials  In  Europe  he  noti- 
fied Schmltz  In  New  York  their  views,  and  then  the  deal  was  con- 
summated." 

•  •••••• 

The  Chaibman.  In  your  statement  at  the  Madison  Square  Garden 
you  said: 

"I  was  a  friend  of  monarchist  Germany.  I  was  a  friend  of  repub- 
lican Germany,  and  I  am  now  a  friend  of  Hitler  Germany." 

That  Is  true,  is  It  not? 

Mr.  Viereck.  Yes. 

•  •  •  •„  •  •  • 

I  BIO  PAT  roB  ltttle  work 

The  Chairman.  Any  questions,  Mr.  Dickstein? 

Mr.  Dickstein    Just  a  few. 

The  German  railways  in  the  United  States  had  been  long  estab- 
lished before  the  -Hitler  government  came  into  power  in  this 
country? 

Mr.  Viereck.  I  th4nk  so:  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  For  that  contractual  payment  of  $108,000,  what 
did  Byolr  do  outside  of  sending  out  3.000  sheets  of  literature  known 
as  Economics?     Is  that  the  correct  name? 

Mr.  Viereck.  He  sent  cut  the  Economics  Book;  he  sent  out  900 
of  Hitler;  and  he  advised  on  varlotis  campaigns — advertising,  pub- 
licity, and  so  forth. 

Mr.  Dickbtxtn.  And  the  names  to  whom  it  was  sent  were  news- 
papers In  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Viereck.  I  presume  newspapers — maybe  chambers  of  com- 
merce, maybe  prospective  travelers.  I  do  not  know  how  the  list 
was  built  up. 

Mr.  DicKsTOM.  If  I  told  you  that  they  were  wnt  out  to  news- 
papers in  the  United  States  and  to  a  certain  number  of  chambers 
of  commerco.  that  Is  correct? 

Mr  VixBxcK.  I  think  so.  It  should  have  been  sent  to  Members  of 
Congress. 

Mr  DicKSTttM.  These  names  could  have  been  obtained  by  the 
Orrmnn  Railways  In  the  United  States,  could  they  not? 

Mr  VirxEcK    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Dickstein  Byolr  &  Aaociates  were  not  the  exclusive  ownert 
of  the  names  of  the  newspapers  In  the  United  SUtes.  were  they? 

Mr.  VIEBECK.  No;  but  they  were  the  owners  of  rather  specialized 
lUU. 

Mr.  DicxernM.  But  you  and  I  could  obtain  the  names  of  those  to 
whom  this  literature  was  sent,  for  which  they  contracted  with  the 
German  Railways  for  tlOS.OOO? 

Mr.  ViEBECK.  You  can  get  law  from  the  lawbooks,  and  yet  you 
uaed  Mr.  Wlckersham.  Mr.  Untermeyer,  and  Mr.  Dickstein.  You  go 
to  experts. 

Mr  Dickstein.  What  I  am  asking  you.  Mr.  Viereck,  Is  this — those 
names  were  not  exclusively  owned  by  Byolr  &  A.ssoclates? 

Mr.  Viereck.  I  suggest  you  address  that  question  to  Mr.  Dickey 
or  Mr.  Byolr. 

Mr  DicKflTEiM.  I  am  asking  the  question,  if  these  names  were 
exclusive.  If  you  know.  Bdr.  Viereck? 

The  Chaibman.  If  you  know. 

CEBMAN  BAILBOADS  CONTBOLLED  BT  GERMAN  GOVERNMENT 

Mr.  Viereck.  I  was  told  they  were  very  carefully  selected  and 
Important  names.     How  exclusive  they  are  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  DicKSTtiN.  Who  is  Mr.  Punk? 

Mr.  Viereck.  Funk  Is  one  of  the  aecretarlea  of  the  Minister  of 
Propaganda. 


Mr.  Dickstein.  Minister  of  Propaganda  In-Germany? 

Mr.  Viereck.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Funk  approved  this  contract  between  Byolr  and 
Associates  and  the  German  railway? 

Mr.  Viereck.  I  presume  he  must  have  approved  it,  certainly,  or  It 
could  not  have  been  made. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Because  the  German  railways  are  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  German  Government? 

Mr.  Viereck.  Everything  In  Germany  is  under  the  control  of  the 
German  Government.  You  cannot  send  out  50  marks  without  tho 
consent  of  the  Government;  therefore  you  cannot  do  anything  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  German  Government. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Was  Funk  present  when  you  had  the  conversation 
with  Mr.  Feltmann? 

Mr.  Viereck.  I  saw  Punk  once  or  twice. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Was  he  present  at  the  time  of  the  negotiations 
of  this  Byolr  contract? 

Mr.  VxERBCK.  I  really  do  not  remember. 

•  •••••• 

ATTER   LUrUTENANT  COLONEL   CTOIR   CrtS   CONTRACT   GERMAN   PROPACANBA 
COMMENCES  TO  PLOOD  THE  COUNTRT 

After  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byolr  cwnmenced  to  represent  Hitler 
German  Nazi  propaganda  commenced  to  flood  this  country. 
Much  of  it  was  seized  at  the  ports  in  New  York. 

The  following  testimony,  taken  by  the  same  special  com- 
mittee of  the  House  July  10,  1934.  in  New  York  City,  is  self- 
explanatory: 

Samuel  Schermer  testifies  that  he  Is  a  United  States  customs 
guard:  that  he  has  been  In  the  service  25  years:  that  since  Jan- 
uary of  1933  he  has  worked  along  the  piers  of  the  North  German 
Lloyd  or  the  Hamburg-American  Lines,  and  has  worked  exclusively 
on  those  piers;  that  he  has  found  contrabands  on  German  boats. 
Contraband  was  found  on  a  boat  October  5,  1933.  It  was  smuggled 
propaganda.     Also,  on  October  25,  1933 — 

•  •••••• 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Is  that  the  gentleman  that  is  the  Nazi  leader  on 
that  particular  boat? 

Mr.  Schermer.  He  Is  the  propagandist  on  that  ship. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Propagandist  on  that  ship? 

Mr.  Schermer.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Have  they  a  propagandist  or  a  Nazi  leader  on  all 
of  the  German  boats  that  enter  the  porta  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Schermer.  To  my  knowledge  they  have. 

•  ••*••• 

Mr.  Dickstein.  In  contacting  this  last  gentleman,  did  you  have 
any  talk  with  him? 

Mr.  Schermer.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  What  was  the  conversation.  If  any? 

Mr.  Schermer  I  asked  him  what  those  papers  referred  to,  and 
he  stated  they  referred  to  the  labor  situation  In  Oermany. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Did  he  have  bis  photograph  identifying  him  as 
the  official  leader  of  that  boat? 

Mr.  Schermer.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  You  seized  that? 

Mr.  Schermer.  I  seized  that,  also. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Did  he  also  have  a  speech  that  he  delivers  to 
the  seamen  on  board  a  boat? 

Mr.  ScHBBMXB.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dickstcin.  Dally? 

Mr.  SciuEBMCB.  Yes;  he  had  that. 

Mr.  DxcKeTCM.  You  seized  that? 

Mr.  ScHZBMCB.  He  had  that  on  his  person. 

Mr.  DicxsTBiM.  Tou  seized  other  propaganda  along  the  sam* 
lines? 

Mr.  ScKKBMCB.  Yes,  sir. 

•  •••••• 

MCVn  HAD  TMU  TBOVBLS  BXTOBB  LtXUTENAMT  COLOMSL  STOIB  BMFbOTCB 

BY    MrrLCB 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  ever  have  any  of  these  trouble*  before 

January  1933  on  propaganda? 

Mr.  Schebmeb.  No. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  since  January  1933  that  you  have  bad 
these  troubles  with  reference  to  propaganda? 

Mr.  Schermer.  My  seizures  were  made  commencing  about  Sep- 
tember or  October. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Of  last  year? 

Mr  Schebmeb  Of  1933. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  But  you  never  had  any 

Mr.  Schermer.  Not  prior  to  that. 

The  Chairman.  No  trouble  with  propaganda  attempting  to  get  It 
into  this  country? 

Mr  Schermer    No. 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  any  doubt  In  your  mind  but  that  what 
you  seized  was  intended  as  propaganda? 

Mr.  Schermer.  Oh.  I  have  no  doubt  whatever,  becatiae  some 

The  Chairman.  Your  expression  of  opinion  is  baaed  on  yovir 
many  years  as  Inspector  in  the  Customs  Service  of  the  Federal 
Government? 

Mr.  ScHERMXB.  Not  only  that;  I  have  had  Individual  members  tell 
me  that  there  was  propaganda  coming  into  this  country.    I  knew 

these  people 

•  •  e  •  e  e  e 
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tlLOWtD  TO  eo  A*D  OOMZ  AT  wnX  OH  OBMAK  aOATi 

Ur  Diciwnaw.  When  you  talk  about  Individual  memberB  you  talk 
ftbout  men  on  the  Oerman  boat*? 

Mr    SCHXMCXB.  Orrman. 

lir  PR-ngnm.  German  ■eamen? 

Mr   ScHnucca.  Yes;  wbo  were  employed  on  the  boats. 

Mr  DicKBTaiit.  What  check-up  has  this  Government  when  the 
boat  lands — under  the  LaFollette  law  they  have  a  right  to  take 
ittore  leave? 

Mr    OcHiaicm    Tea 

Mr  DicKSTKW.  Is  there  any  system  as  to  how  we  check  them  out? 

Mr.  ScuBucza.  None  whatever. 

Mr.  DiCKKDw.  And  there  Is  no  system  as  to  how  we  check  them 
In.  so  that  there  could  be  some  exchanges  of  people  coming  In 
and  people  Roing  out.  different  people? 

Mr  ScKxaMza.  Absolutely.  Each  member  of  a  ship's  crew  has  a 
ship's  pass,  which  he  l^  supposed  to  show  to  the  quartermaster. 
the  master  at  arms,  rather,  on  board,  before  going  ashore.  He  is 
supposed  to  show  that  same  pass  In  returning.  But  the  pass  then 
Is  supposed  to  be  shown  to  the  gateman  on  duty  at  the  pier — the 
company's  watchman. 

•  •••••• 

AMOTHKB  WTTNCSS   SUZXS   CZBMAN  P«0PACAN1U 

(The  witness  was  duly  sworn.) 

Mr    DicKsTOif    Please  give  your  name  and  address. 
Mr.  HAVFcrr   John  Haupert,  3150  Forty-fourth  Street,  Long  Island 
City. 

Mr    DicKSRiN.  What  is  your  business  or  occupation? 

Mr    HAUFcrr.  United  States  cu&toms  guard. 

Mr    Dtcksttin    How  long  have  you  been  in  the  cu.stoms? 

Mr  Haupekt    In  the  Enforcement  Bureau  12  years — in  the  customs 


I 


Mr  DicKSTaiH.  What  are  jout  duties? 

Mr  HAtTMcrr.  To  search  all  incoming  vessels. 

Mr  DicxsTDN.  Did  you  make  a  search  of  Incoming  vessels  for  the 
past  year? 

Mr.  HAtrFKHT.  Tes. 

Mr  DiciunxiN  Particularly  of  the  Hamburg-American  Line  and 
North  Oerman  Lloyd? 

Mr.  HAUpnrr    Tes.  sir. 

Mr  DicKSTciN.  Did  you  personally  make  any  seizures  of  any  kind? 
If  you  did.  when  was  the  first  seizure  you  made? 

Mr.  HAiTFBtT.  The  first  selrure  of  propaganda  was  on  the  steam- 
ship Sates,  ^bruary  6.  1934.  86,  North  River,  Hamburg- American 
Line. 

•  •  *  •  • '  •  • 

ANonm  iMTonTAirr  wrrNZSs  TEsnms  sams  dat 

(The  witness  was  duly  sworn  by  the  chairman.) 

(Mr.  Gecrge  J.  Langley,  attorney  for  Mr    Schmitz.  was  present.) 

The  Chaisman    Your  full  name  Is  what.  Mr.  Schmitz? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Ernest. 

The  Chaikman   Where  do  you  live? 

Mr    Schmitz    New  York. 
The  Chaikman    What  place  In  New  York? 
Mr.  Schmitz.  665  Fifth  Avenue. 
The  Chaikman    What  is  your  business? 

Mr.  ScHMns.  I  am  representing  the  German  Tourist  Information 
Office. 

The  CHAnuiAN    And   you  are  the  United   States  representative? 

Mr    ScHMnz    Yes.  sir. 

The  Chaoimam   Their  place  of  business  Is  where? 

Mr    Schmitz.  665  Fifth  Avenue. 

The  Chaikman.  You  are  a  German  citizen? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  am. 

•  •••••• 

LirUTENANT  COLONXL  BTOIS  CONTKACT 

The  Chaikman.  A  contract  was  made  between  your  company  and 
the  ByolT  Co..  some  time  ago.  was  It  not? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  Tes. 

The  Chaoiman.  When  was  it  made? 

Mr    Schmitz    Some  time  late  last  year. 

The  Chaikman  And  that  contract  called  for  the  payment  of  how 
mtich  each  month? 

Mr.  ScHMrra   Six  thotisand  dollars  per  month. 

The  Chaibman.  For  how  long  a  period  was  that  to  run,  Mr. 
Schmitz? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  The  contract  runs  for  18  months,  but  can  be  can- 
celed upon  3  months'  notice. 

The  Chaoiman.  Who  negotiated  that  contract  for  the  Byolr  Co.? 

Mr.  ScHMRm.  Mr   Dickey. 

The  Chaikmam.  With  whom  did  he  negotiate  It? 

Mr.  ScHMrrs.  With  me. 

The  CHAnucAJf.  Did  anybody  else  talk  to  3rou  about  it? 

Mr  ScHMrrz.  I  think  Mr.  Byolr  came  in,  and  Viereck  came  In. 
and  various  other  members  of  the  firm  of  Carl  Byolr  A  Associates. 

The  Chaikman.  Had  you  had  any  contractual  relationship  with 
Birotr  prior  to  that? 

Mr.  SCHMRS.  Tes:  we  did. 

The  CHAOtMAif.  Did  you  have  contractual  relationship  with  them 
at  the  time  you  entered  into  this  contract? 

Mr.  ScBMTFS.  No.  sir;  we  did  not. 


THXT  txrvnts  to  its*  uktrrsitAirr  colowo.  vtoxb  tncrn. 

nno  powaa 

The  CHAIKMAN.  When  prior  to  that  did  you  have  any  contractxial 
relations  with  them?  ^  .     . 

Mr.  SCHMTTZ.  Contractual  relations?  We  have  been  approached 
by  them  as  long  ago  as  1931  to  give  them  some  business. 

The  Chaikman    Had  you  given  them  any? 

Mr.  ScHMTTT.  No;  we  did  not. 

The  Chaikman.  Before  1931  did  they  ever  represent  you  in  any 

way? 

Mr.  ScHMTTZ.  They  did  not:  no,  sir. 

The  Chairman  So  that  outside  of  this  particular  contract  you 
never  had  any  business  dealings  with  them? 

Mr   Schmitz.  No.  sir. 

The  Chaikman.  A  moment  ago  you  said  you  did.  but  you  mis- 
understood the  question,  I  assume. 

Mr    ScHMFTZ.  Exactly:   yes,  sir. 

The  Chaoucan.  Who  first  approached  you,  B4r.  Byolr,  Mr.  Dickey, 
or  Mr.  Viereck,  in  connection  with  this? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Mr.  Dickey  did. 

The  Chaikman.  Now.  did  you  receive  instructions  from  the  hom« 
office  in  Germany  in  connection  with  this  contract? 

Mr    ScHMrrz.  None  whatsoever. 

The  Chaikman.  Did  you  submit  It  to  them  for  their  consideration? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  did:  yes,  sir. 

The  Chaikman.  Before  the  contract  was  entered  into? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  After  It  was  entered  into. 

The  Chaikman.  After  It  was  entered  into? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  Tes,  sir. 

VICSaCK    HAD    DISCUSSZD    CONTKACT    IN    CXIIMANT 

The  Chaikman.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Viereck  had  discussed  It 
when  he  was  in  Germany? 

Mr   ScHMrrz.  He  told  me  so:  yes.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  it  from  officials  of  your  company  in 
Oermany? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  do  not  recall. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  purpose  for  which  this  contract  was 
entered  into? 
Mr  Schmitz.  To  assist  us  In  our  promotion  work. 
The  Chairman.  Had  you  had  any  contracts  prior  to  that  time  with 
any  other  firm,  without  mentioning  them.  In  connection  with  pro- 
motion work? 

Mr.  ScHMrra.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  ago? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  During  the  entire  existence  of  our  organization,  at 
certain  times. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  one  In  1932? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  We  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  one  In  1931? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  really  do  not  recall,  but  we  did  employ  from  time 
to  time  publicity  firms  for  certain  Jobs,  such  as  distribution  of  liter- 
ature, and  so  lorth. 

The  Chaibman.  That  Is  only  tox  a  limited  purpose? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Yes. 

The  Chairman    Not  on  an  18-month  or  a  yearly  contract? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  No.  sir. 

LIKtrnCNANT   COLONSL    BTOIK   COJmiACT   VHIT    tTNTTSUAL 

The  Chairman.  So  that  it  is  fair  to  say  that  outside  of  the  em- 
ployment of  firms  for  a  particular  purpose  that  this  Is  the  first  con- 
tract  that  your  company  made  with  anytxxly  running  for  a  perma- 
nent period  of  time? 

Mr   Schmitz.  It  is  quite  fair:  yes.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  pay  any  firm  as  high  as  $6,000  a 
month? 

Mr.  ScHMrre.  No.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Now  they  were  to  promote — will  you  repeat  again 
what  the  purposes  of  the  contract  were? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  To  assist  us  in  o\ir  travel -promotion  work. 

The  Chairman.  To  assist  you  In  what? 

Mr.  ScHMm.  In  our  travel -promotion  work. 

The  Chairman.  In  promotion  work? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Travel-promotion  work. 

The  Chairman.  Travel -promotion  work.  What,  in  connection 
with  travel -promotion  worki"  has  been  done  by  this  flirm? 

LIXtnXNANT  COLONKL  BTOS  KSTABIJ.SHP)  BI&LIN  OmCK 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Their  first  Job  was  to  send  a  man  to  Berlin.  Mr. 
Hamlin,  to  establish  an  office  In  Berlin  and  have  prepared  material 
for  oxir  purposes.  In  addition  to  that,  the  firm  of  Carl  Byolr  at 
Associates  issued  for  us  a  bulletin  containing  travel  Information 
and  general  trade  information.  They  also  advised  us  on  various 
questions  that  came  up  from  time  to  time,  the  publication  of 
folders,  the  contents  of  folders,  the  advertising  business  that  we 
carry  on.  and  various  different  questions  that  came  up  as  the 
situation  required. 

The  Chairman.  Now.  outside  of  this  bulletin  which  you  say  was 
published,  have  they  prepfued  any  other  bulletins  for  your 
company? 

Mi.  Schmitz.  They  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  a  copy  of  this  bulletin  which  you  say 
he  prepared? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  have  it  in  my  office:  jres. 

The  Chairman.  Was  It  a  part  of  the  terms  of  the  contract  that 
Mr.  Viereck  was  to  get  $1,000  a  month? 


Mr.  SciiMiTZ.  I  did  not  know  of  that. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  that  he  was  to  get  15  percent  of 
the  remaining  $5,000? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  heard  that  through  the  investigation  of  your 
committee.  Mr    Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  the  first  time  you  knew  anything  of  that, 
as  a  result  of  this  investigation? 

Mr.  Schmttz.  Exactly:  yes. 

witness  thought  vierbck  emplotee  or  lieutenant  colonel  btoix 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Viereck  ever  advise  you:  your  company? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  He  did  Indirectly,  by  advising  Carl  Byolr  St  Asso- 
ciates. 

The  Chaikmam.  Did  you  know  that  at  the  time  when  he  was  doing 
thst? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Tes:  I  considered  him  an  employee  of  Carl  Byolr  & 
A£Sociatcs. 

The  Chairman.  Even  before  you  knew  what  compensation  he  was 
receiving? 

Mr.  Schmttz.  Tes:  exactly,  I  tocdc  It  for  granted  he  would  get  a 
compensation  from  that  firm. 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  a  Mr.  Punk  connected  with  your  com- 
pany? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Mr.  Punk? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Schmitz.  We  have  no  person  by  that  name  In  our  organlza- 
Uon. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  connected  with  the  National  Socialist  Party 
In  Oermany;  in  the  press-relations  department  or  division? 

Mr.  Langlet.  If  you  know. 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  think  there  is  a  gentleman  by  that  name  con- 
nected with  the  ministry  of  propaganda. 

The  Chairman.  At  any  rate,  a  contract  was  made  for  $6,000  a 
month  to  run  for  a  period  of  18  months  with  this  concern? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  Tes. 

The  Chairman.  Such  a  contract  was  never  entered  Into  before? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  No.    i 

The  Chairman.  And  the  only  employment  prior  to  this  one  of 
persons  for  advice,  travel  advice,  was  for  a  limited  purpose? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Exactly. 

The  Chairman.  And  when  that  was  accomplished  they  received 
their  compensation? 

Mr.  Schmitz  Tes:  which  will  be  the  same  with  this  concern,  too. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  say,  Mr    Schmitz? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  say.  when  the  firm  of  Carl  Byolr  &  Associates  have 
accomplished  their  work  they  will  be  paid  off  and  that  Is  the  end 
of  It. 

UaUlRNANT    COLONEL    BTOIK'S    PARTNER    SATS    THET    SENT    OUT    GERMAN 

MATOUAL 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Dickey  in  testifying  was  asked  this  question 
In  connection  with  what  be  did  for  the  $6,000  a  month   [reading] : 

"Mr.  Hardwicic.  Now,  besides  private  individuals  who  thought  the 
business  might  be  affected  by  the  situation,  did  you  confer  with  any 
public  officials  in  Germany? 

"Mr.  DicKXT.  I  sent  out  some  material  for  the  consul  general  In 
New  York;  yes.  sir. 

"Mr.  Harowick.  The  consul  general  in  New  York.  What  consul 
general  in  New  Tork  did  you  send  out  the  material  for? 

"Mr.  DicKET.  Dr.  Klep." 

Did  you  authorize  that? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  certainly  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  that  that  had  been  done? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  did  not.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  dealings 
that  Mr.  Dickey  had  with  any  consul  or  other  representative  of  my 
Government  here. 

DICKXT     was     one     of     lieutenant     colonel     BTOIR'S     ACKNOWI.EDCED 

PASTNEBS 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  at  the  German  consxU's  office  with 
Mr.  Dickey  and  with  other  members  of  the  Oerman  Board  of 
Trade? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  do  not  know  whether  we  have  been  at  the  Ger- 
man consul's  office,  but  I  have  been  together  with  these  men  quite 
frequently. 

The   Chairman.  With   Mr.   Dickey,   In   discussing   matters? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Yes;  with  Mr.  Dickey. 

The  Chairman.  Was  Mr.  Dickey  there  as  a  result  of  this  contract? 

Mr.  Schmitz    I  think  he  was;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  want  to  explain  why  you  were  there, 
or  why  Mr.  Dickey  was  there  In  connection  with  this  contract, 
that  is.  at  the  German  constil's  office.  If  this  was  a  matter  to 
promote  travel? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  do  not  quite  understand  that  question,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  testified  that  you  were  at  the  Oerman 
consul's  office,  either  on  one  occasion — were  you  there  on  one  occa- 
sion or  more  than  one  occasion  with  Mr.  Dickey? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  Perhaps  you  have  misunderstood  me. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  clarify  that. 

the  GERMAN-AMERICAN  BOARD  OF  TKAOE  HAS  CONTINUED  TO  BE  A  PROPA- 
GANDA ACENCT  and  has  the  SAMS  NEW  TORK  ADDRESS  AS  LT.  COL. 
CARL   BTOIR   AND   ASSOCIATES 

Mr.  ScHMiTZ.  I  said  we  have  met  quite  frequently,  either  at  the 
German-American  Board  of  Trade  or  at  lunch;  not  only  the  consul 
general  but  Mr.  Dickey  and  other  representatives  of  various 


The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  at  the  consul  general's  offices  with 
Mr.  Dickey? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  think  I  have  seen  him  once  at  the  consul  general's 
office,  but  we  were  not  there  for  any  purpose  of  any  discussion. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  Just  accidental? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Perhaps  so.    So  far  as  I  can  remember. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  there  as  a  result  of  a  prearrange- 
ment? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  No. 

The  Chairman.  In  connection  with  this  contract? 

Mr.  ScHMFTZ.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  was  that  contract  reduced  to  writing? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  It  was:  yes.     I  have  a  copy  here. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  It  In  evidence.  This  bulletin  which  was 
Issued.  At  the  head  of  It.  "Sponsored  by  the  Committee  for  Better 
Trade  Relations  with  Germany."    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  That  Is  correct. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  that  committee? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Myself  and  the  representative  oi  the  Leipzig  Trade 
Pair 

The  Chairman.  What  does  that  concern  do? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Which  Is  an  industrial  enterprise  to  arrange  large 
trade  fairs  in  the  fall  and  the  springtime  In  Leipzig.  Germany:  and 
two  heads  of  the  Oerman  steamship  line. 

The  Chairman.  The  Oerman  Toxirlsts'  Information  Office  is  your 
office? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  Leipzig  Trade  Pair? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  And  the  Leipzig  Trade  Pair. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  steamship  companies? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  The  two  German  steamship  lines  and  the  secretary 
of  the  German-American  Board  of  Trade. 

The  Chairman  Has  any  other  company  contributed  to  this 
monthly  compensation  of  the  Byolr  Co.? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  steamship  companies  are  not  contributing, 
are  they? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Not  a  penny. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  Leipzig  Pair? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Not  one  cent. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  how  many  copies  of  the  German- 
American  Economic  Bulletin  were  printed? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Mr.  Dickey  told  me  approximately  3.000. 

The  Chairman.  His  testimony  here  is.  I  think,  around  6,000,  but 
he  told  you,  as  you  remember,  about  3,000? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  About  3.000. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  really  Immaterial.  Outside  of  that,  there 
has  been  absolutely  nothing  else,  so  far  as  preparing  written  matter 
and  sending  It  out  is  concerned,  by  the  Byolr  Co.? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Not  under  our  contract. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  that  he  has  advised  you  on  various 
questions? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  questions? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Promotion  of  the  Oberammergau  Passion  Play,  for 
instance. 

The  Chairman.  What  else? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  &fany  things  which  came  along  regularly. 

The  Chairman.  That  Is  true. 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Whether  now  Is  the  appropriate  time  to  advertise, 
or  should  we  wait  2  weeks,  or  subjects  of  that  kind,  where  an 
organization  like  ours  needs  the  expert  advice  of  a  public-relations 
counsel. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  were  paying  $6,000  a  month  for  that 
advice? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Exactly. 

The  Chairman.  Were  there  any  other  questions  on  which  he  ad- 
vised you? 

samples  MADE  UP  IN  BERLIN  OfTICC 

Mr.  Schmitz.  For  Instance,  he  wotild  submit  his  opinion  on  the 
way  we  arranged  booklets,  how  to  get  them  out.  This  thing,  for 
Instance  (producing  booklet]  there  Is  the  booklet.  Here  Is  bis 
opinion  on  it  [producing  paper]. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  prepare  that? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  He  did  not  prepare  that;  no.  That  was  sent  over 
from  the  other  side  as  a  sample  to  be  checked  up  here  to  see  If 
It  was  suitable  for  use  In  this  country. 

The  Chairman.  Was  not  that  his  duty  to  prepare  data  of  that 
kind? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  But  this  was  not  prepared  by  him? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  No;  it  was  a  sample  which  was  made  up  on  the 
other  side. 

•  •••••• 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  not  know  who  the  owners  of  the 
paper  were? 

Mr.  Schmftz.  I  was  told — ^I  Investigated  that  question  quite 
frequently,  and  particularly  to  make  siire  that  certain  organiza- 
tions In  New  York  were  not  Involved  In  that  particular  paper. 

The  Chairman.  What  organizations? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Well,  the  Friends  of  New  Germany. 

The  Chairman.  Were  they  Interested  In  the  paper? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Evidently  they  were  very  much  Interested  In  the 
paper.    So  at  one  time — I  do  not  know  whether  this  thing  has  a 
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date:  17th  ot  January — the  present  owner  of  the  paper  waa  aaked 
by  me  to  submit  a  correct  sUtement  as  to  the  ownership  of  the 
paper.    Here  U  the  statement.  _       * 

The  Cbaikmam.  Prior  to  that — I  was  coming  to  that — prior  to 
that  Mr.  Haag  had  sent  you  a  letter  notifying  you  of  his  Intention 
to  dlapoae  of  the  paper,  had  he  not? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  thlnJc  he  notified  me  at  rarious  times  of  Inten- 
tions to  change  the  ownership  of  the  paper. 

The  Chaibman  I  wlU  show  you  thla,  Mr.  Schmlts  [handing  a 
paper  to  the  witness]. 

Mr.  ScMMiTZ.  Yes;   that  Is  right. 

The  Chabman.  You  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Haag.  of  which 
this  Is  a  duplicate  original.  In  which  he  notifies  you  of  his  Inten- 
tion to  dispose  of  the  paper.    That  Is  true,  is  It  not? 

Mr.  ScHMrrx.  I  received  that  letter:  yea. 

The  CHAnuffAW.  The  substance  Is  that  be  U  notifying  you  that 
he  Intends  to  dispose  of  the  paper  if  he  can. 

Mr  ScMMrrB.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  reaUy  was  not  Interested  In  Mr. 
Baag's  business.  ,  ^^  ^ 

The  CHAmMAM.  I  am  not  asking  that.  The  substance  of  that 
letter  U  that  he  IntexMls  to  dispose  of  the  paper  If  he  can.  U 
that  not  so? 

Mr.  ScHMrra.  I  Interpreted  this  letter  as  meaning  that  they  were 
reorganizing  the  ownership  of  the  paper.  As  a  result  of  that  letter 
I  Insisted  on  having  made  the  new  ownership  clear  to  me.  Then 
a  few  days  later  this  statement  which  I  gave  you  belore  came 
along.      4 

The^*AniMAif   You   were   Interested  In   finding  out  what  the 
policy  of  the  paper  was.  were  you  not? 
,Mr.  ScHicrrz.  I  was:  yes. 

The  CHAiaMAM.  Did  you  want  to  find  out  whether  or  not  the 
paper's  policy  was  satisfactory  to  the  friends  of  new  Germany? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  That  did  not  interest  me. 

The  Chauucan.  What  did  you  want  to  find  out?  What  was  your 
curiosity? 

Mr.  ScHMRZ.  Whether  the  paper's  policy  suited  our  own  policies. 

The  Chaimman .  And  they  gave  you  a  statement  under  oath  or 
with  a  seal?    That  Is  true.  Is  It  not? 

Mr.  ScHMrrs.  That  Is  the  statement:  yee,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  And  It  Is  under  oath  also;  under  oath.  Is  It  not 
(handing  the  document  to  the  witness)  ? 

Mr    ScHMfTz.  Yes. 

The  Chaikman.  That  Is  signed  by  Carl  8.  Voelcker  and  William 
Lyon  McLaughlin.    It  Is  true.  Is  It  not? 

Mr.  ScHicrrz.  I  think  so. 

The  Chaikman.  This  reads:  "We,  the  undersigned,  Carl  S. 
Voelcker.  president,  and  William  Ljron  McLaughlin,  secretary,  re- 
spectively, of  the  D.  Z.  Publishing  Corporation,  do  hereby  certify 
that  the  following  is  a  true  and  complete  copy  of  a  resolution 
adopted  at  a  meeting  of  the  board  of  directors  of  said  corporation, 
duly  called  and  held  at  the  office  of  Messrs.  Regan  &  Barrett, 
attorneys  for  the  corporation."  and  then  gives  the  address,  and 
•o  forth. 

In  that  it  states  how  It  acquired  the  asoets  and  good  will  of  the 
Efdende  Publishing  Co.  That  Is  In  the  second  "whereas"  there.  The 
third  one.  tbat  Is  now  publishing  tbe  paper  as  a  successor  of  Das 
Keue  Deutschland. 

The  fourth  one — 

"And  whereas  the  Bund  Freunde  Des  Neuen  Deutscbland  has 
heretofore  lised  the  said  Das  Neue  Deutschland  and  the  Deutsche 
Zeltung  as  tbe  official  organs  of  said  organization." 

Then,  over  on  the  second  page: 

•How,  therefore,  be  It  unanimously  resolved  that  the  editorial 
policy  to  'be  followed  by  the  D.  Z.  Publishing  Corporation  In  the 
conduct  of  the  said  Deutsche  Zeltung  shall  be  formulated  In  such 
manner  as  shall  be  acceptable  to  the  said  Bund  Freunde  des  Neuen 
Deutschland." 

That  Is  In  the  German  language.  Is  It  not?  In  English,  "Friends 
of  New  Germany" — 

"And  to  that  end  the  said  corporation  heartily  solicits  the  cooper- 
ation of  the  Bund  Freunde  des  Neuen  Deutschland  In  the  selection 
and  maintenance  of  the  editorial  staff  of  the  Deutsche  Z^ltvmg." 

That  Is  true.  Is  It  not? 

Mr   ScHum.  According  to  this  paper. 

The  Chaikman.  One  of  the  purposes  of  this  newspaper  was  that 
the  editorial  policies  to  be  followed  by  the  D.  Z.  Publishing  Corpora- 
tion In  the  conduct  of  Its  business  should  be  formulated  In  such  a 
manner  as  to  be  acceptable  to  the  Friends  of  New  Germany.  That 
la  true,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  ScHurrz.  That  Is  what  the  statement  says. 

The  Chaikmam.  That  Is  what  the  statement  says? 

Mr  ScHMrrz.  Right. 

The  Chaikman.  And  further  down — 

"And  it  is  further  resolved,  that  Insofar  as  the  financial  policy  of 
the  said  D.  Z.  Publishing  Corporation  Is  concerned.  It  shall  be  Its 
BTOwed  purpose  to  devote  all  profits  remaining  after  the  pasmnent 
of  expenses  and  the  setting  aside  of  proper  reserves  to  the  Improve- 
ment of  the  quality  of  Its  publications." 

It  says  that  there,  does  It  not? 

Mr   ScRMm.  Yes 

The  CRAnucAir.  What  has  that  to  do  with  the  Travel  Bureau? 

Mr  ScHMrrz.  I  am  not  Interested  In  these  things,  and  we  were 
never  Interested  In  these  things  at  the  time.  Bui.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  one  paragraph  In  here,  the  one  I  demanded  of  the  publisher  of 
the  Deutacb*  Zeltung,  evidently  you  overlooked  to  read  this  para- 
graph. 


The  CHAixMAif.  No,  no:  which  paragraph  Is  It? 
Mr.  ScHMTTZ.  "And  It  la  further  resolved"— 
The  Chaikman.  Which  one  Is  It? 

Mr  ScHMrre.  The  third  to  the  last.  That  la  the  thing  I  wanted 
to  know.  _     ^^ 

The   Chaikman   All   right.    I  will   read   It.    Is  there   any  other 

part  now? 

NO  LANDLORD  Fl-ZK  RENTED  A  HOUSI  VOR  CAMBLrNG  PUKF08EB  THAT  HI  DH) 

HOT  spxcirr  in  thk  lkasx  that  thk  housk  must  hot  bs  xjskd  rem 

CAMBUNO   rUKPOSKB 

Mr.  ScHMrra.  The  other  parts  never  interested  me. 

The  Chaikman  [ reading)  : 

"And  It  Is  further  resolved  that  with  respect  to  American  affalra, 
the  Deutsche  Zeltung.  through  Its  editorial  staff,  shall  not  become 
Involved  in  partisan  party  jaoUtlcs.  but  at  all  times  shall  be  devoted, 
among  other  things,  to  upholding  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
Btates.  and  of  the  State  of  New  York,  and  to  promoting  a  better 
understanding,  and  to  building  up  greater  good  will  between  the 
United  States  and  Germany,  and  to  opposing  all  movements  of  any 
nature  that  aim  to  destroy  the  existing  good  relations  between  the 
said  countries,  and  to  promoting  trade  and  travel  relations  between 
the  said  countries." 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  That  was  the  only  paragraph  that  Interested  me. 

The  Chaikman.  All  right.  But  you  noticed  these  other  para- 
graphs? 

Mr.  ScHMrra.  I  hardly  paid  any  attention  to  It. 

The  Chaikman.  I  know:  but  you  read  It? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  do  not  even  recall  that  I  read  that,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  You  read  that  paragraph? 

Mr.  ScHMiTZ.  Just  the  one  paragraph  I  was  Interested  In.  because 
that  paper  had  been  criticized  not  only  here  but  also  abroad,  In  my 
own  country. 

The  Chairman.  Has  It  changed  Its  policy? 

Mr.  ScHMiTZ.  I  think  It  has;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  Wherein  has  It  changed  Its  pwllcy? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  think  the  tone  of  the  paper  now  is  more  conserva- 
tive than  It  has  been  before. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  consider  the  policy  of  the  Nazi  movement 
In  this  country  and  the  Friends  of  New  Germany  conducive  to  better 
trade  relations? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  not  the  paper  substantially  the  same  editorial 
and  news  policy  that  It  had  t)efore  you  made  thla  request? 

Mr.  ScHMm.  I  said  once  before  I  think  It  has  toned  It  down 
quite  a  bit. 

The  Chairman.  It  has  substantially  the  same  editorial  and  news 
policy,  has  It  not? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Perhaps  It  serves  the  same  class  of  people  that  would 
like  to  read  such  a  kind  of  paper. 

The  Chaikman.  It  makes  the  same  kind  of  a  policy,  does  It  not? 

Mr.  Lanclkt.  If  you  know. 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  really  do  not  know.  I  hardly  see  the  paper,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Of  course,  you  cannot  answer  It  If  you  hardly  see 
the  paper;  do  you  know  of  your  ovim  knowledge  whether  or  not  the 
news  and  editorial  policy  of  this  paper  has  changed  since  this 
document  was  made  up? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  think  It  has:  yes. 

The   Chaikman.  Have   you   read   tbe   paper   to   determine   that 

pxirpose? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Once  in  awhile. 

The  Chaixmam.  You  say  that  the  policies  of  the  Friends  of  New 
Germany  are  not  conducive  to  better  travel  conditions?  That  la 
true.  Is  It  not.  to  the  promotion  of  travel? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  Well,  it  all  depends.  Among  their  own  circles,  of 
cotirse.  they  form  quite  a  clientele  for  us. 

The  Chairman.  But  do  you  consider  that  the  attempt  to  promtil- 
gate  In  this  country  the  principles  of  the  National  Socialist  Party 
are  conducive  to  the  welfare  of  thla  country? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  do  not  think  so. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  Friends  of  New  Germany  advocate  that, 
do  they  not? 

Mr.  ScHMPTz.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  If  they  do.  then  you  think  It  la  not  conducive  to 
the  best  Interests  of  this  country? 

Mr.   ScRMrrz.  I  did   not   understand   that  question   quite  right. 

The  Chairman.  If  the  Friends  of  New  Germany  are  trying  to 
promulgate  In  this  cotmtry  the  principles  of  national  socialism 
as  they  exist  In  Germany,  or  were  attempted  In  Germany,  or  as 
believed  by  the  National  Socialist  Party — put  It  that  way— do  you 
believe  that  that  Is  conducive  to  the  best  Interests  of  this  country? 

Mr.  Langltt.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  stiggest 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  think  that  is  an  academic  question  which  I  cannot 
answer. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  an  opinion,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  ScHMPTz.  The  National  Socialism  has  not  interfered  with 
travel  In  Germany. 

wotru)  not  sat  he  was  intxhxsttcd  nr  ttpholciko  constitution  or 

TTNTTED  STATES 

The  Chairman.  You  stated  you  were  Interested  in  this  paper  that 
you  say  here  shall  be  devoted,  among  other  things,  to  upholding  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  did  not  say  that. 

The  Chaikmak.  You  said  that  waa  what  you  were  interested  In. 


Mr.  ScHMTTZ.  i  was  only  Interested  in  a  nxxierate  pcUcj  of  that 
newspaper — a  newspaper  policy. 

The  Chaikman.  You  specifically  called  my  attention  to  this  psun- 
graph.  and  said  you  were  Interested  in  that.  That  waa  what  you 
wanted. 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Exactly;  yea. 

The  Chairman.  That  paragraph  says: 

•Through  Its  editorial  staff,  shall  not  become  Involved  In  partisan 
party  jxjlltlcs,  but  at  all  times  It  shall  be  devoted,  among  other 
things,  to  upholding  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  the 
State  of  New  York." 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Surely. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  Interested  In  that? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  There  was  a  statement  submitted  to  ua  by  the 
publishers  of  the  paper  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  That  Is  what  you  were  Interested  In  having  thla 
paper  do? 

Mr.  ScHMTTZ.  Exactly. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  do  you  consider  an  attempt  to  promxilgate 
the  National  Socialist  Party  principles  In  this  country  to  be  con- 
ducive to  upholding  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  SCHMTTZ.  I  do  not  know  how  I  shall  answer  that  question, 
Mr.  Chairman,  but  if  It  pleases  you.  In  order  to  straighten  out  our 
relations  to  that  paper,  this  letter  which  I  sent  to  Mr.  Gl£sibl  on 
December  18  referred  to  an  appeal  which  the  newspaper  Issued  at 
the  time.  In  that  appeal  It  was  stated  that  the  paper  Is  under  the 
control  of  the  Bunde  Freunde  Des  Neuen  Deutschland.  I  said  here 
In  the  third  paragraph: 

"Until  now  It  has  not  been  known  to  xu  that  your  paper  has  been 
owned  by  the  bund." 

The  Chairman.  How  did  you  happen  to  send  this  letter  to  Mr. 
Glssibl.  Mr.  Schmitz? 

Mr,  Schmitz.  He  was  at  that  time  pla3rlng  with  all  these  men  who 
have  signed  various  letters  and  were  trying  to  operate  that  particu- 
lar newspaper. 

The  Chairman.  This  Is  the  first  time  that  we  have  ever  heard  In 
any  of  our  hearings  that  Mr.  Glssibl  came  In  In  any  way  as  being 
connected  with  or  as  a  party  of  responsibility  In  this  newspaper. 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  think  he  came  In — I  addressed  that  letter  to  him 
because.  If  I  remember  right,  he  signed  the  appeal  that  was  Issued 
on  the  front  page  of  the  paper. 

The  Chairman.  This  Is  not  In  English? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  No. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  have  It  translated.  You  offer  this,  do 
you?     All  right. 

(The  document  was  marked  "Exhibit  25.") 

The  Chairman.  You  notice  theee  two  paragraphs.  I  call  them  to 
your  attention — on  the  second  page  of  this  statement  submitted  by 
Mr.  McLaughlin  and  Mr.  Voelcker.  The  first  paragraph  on  the 
second  page  says: 

"Agrees  and  gxiarantees  that  the  editorial  policy  to  be  followed  by 
the  D  Z.  Publishing  Corporation  In  the  conduct  of  the  said  Deutsche 
Zeltung  shall  be  formulated  In  such  manner  as  to  be  acceptable  to 
the  said  Bund  Freunde  des  Neuen  Deutschland." 

That  Is  right,  Is  It  not? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  That  Is  correct,     lliat  Is  what  the  statement  says. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  next  paragraph  also  says: 

"But  at  all  times  shall  be  devoted,  among  other  things,  to  uphold- 
ing the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  SUte  of  New 
York." 

That  Is  true,  too? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Exactly. 

The  Chairman.  I  offer  that  In  evidence. 

(The  document  waa  marked  "Exhibit  26") 

The  Chairman.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  objected  to 
the  Friends  of  New  Germany's  connection  with  this  newspaper? 

Mr.  Schmitz    In  a  way  we  did;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  statement  to  you  Is  dated  January  17.  la  It 
not? 

Mr.  SCHMTTZ.  It  is. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  statement  speclflcally  says  that  the 
policy  to  be  followed  In  the  conduct  of  the  paper  shall  be  formulated 
In  such  manner  as  to  be  acceptable  to  the  said  bund,  the  Friends  of 
New  Germany.     You  knew  that  on  January  17? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  This  statement  Informs  me  all  I  wanted  to  know, 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  not  Interested  In  It.  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  the  business  of  that  particxilar  paper. 

The  Chairman.  On  January  17  you  knew  that  their  editorial  and 
news  policy  was  to  be  formulated  In  accordance  with  the  views  of 
the  Friends  of  New  Germany. 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  that  at  all.  I  had 
only  one  question  to  clear  up:  that  was  the  question  of  ownerahlp; 
and  when  you  answer  that  question,  this  statement  here,  of  which 
nine-tenths  does  not  Interest  us  at  all — we  are  not  Interested  In  the 
ownership  of  the  publication. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  Interested  In  ownership  here,  also  Inter- 
ested In  this  paragraph,  you  said? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  In  that  one  paragraph  down  here. 

The  Chairman.  Sure. 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  Yea. 

The  Chadimak.  To  read  that  one  paragraph,  naturally,  you  had  to 
read  the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  hardly  think  I  paid  enough  attention  to  It  to  read 
the  whole  thing:  It  la  so  unimportant  In  our  businesa.    The  owner- 


ship of  the  papers  in  which  we  advertloe  la  of  no  Interest  to  us. 
We  want  results  from  advertising. 

The  Chairman.  In  this  letter  did  not  they  ask  you  to  organize  a 
corporation  to  take  over  the  business? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  They  sent  so  many  letters. 

The  Chairman.  But  In  this  letter  hrre  did  not  they  tell  you  that 
a  corporation  was  being  organized  to  take  over  the  business? 

Mr.  ScHMTTZ.  Yes:  It  says  exactly  In  the  first  letter. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  Is  January  2,  la  It  not? 

Jilr.  Schmitz.  That  Is  January  2. 

The  Chairman.  There  has  been  a  question  presented  to  me  that  I 
think  In  fairness  I  should  ask.  I  cannot  recognize  counsel  directly 
In  hearings  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  understand  that,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Although  you  are  at  liberty  to  confer  with  him  on 
any  question.  Indirectly  I  am  accepting  this  through  you,  as  com- 
ing from  your  counsel,  and  I  will  ask  it. 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Thank  you. 

The  Chairman.  Any  answer  you  give  that  you  want  to  amplify, 
you  Just  let  me  know,  and  if  It  is  pertinent  I  will  be  glad  to  let  you 
amplify  your  answer  to  any  question.  This  Is  the  question  as  stated : 
"Do  you  know  of  any  business  which  your  organization  received  as 
a  result  of  advertising  In  that  paper?" 

Mr.  Schmitz.  What  we  call  the  drawing  power  of  that  advertising 
lu  the  Deutsche  Zeltung 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  of  any  business? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Yes;  decidedly  so.  The  paper  has  brought  better 
results  than  many  large  New  York  English  dallies. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  of  any  business?  Well,  we  are  not 
going  Into  that,  because  that  Is  irrelevant.  I  Just  aaked  the  question 
becavise  your  attorney  wanted  It. 

Mr.  LAilfcLET.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  This  paper  Is  primarily  the  official  organ  of  the 
Friends  of  New  Germany  In  New  York  City  or  In  this  country,  Is  It 
not?    That  Is  true.  Is  It  not? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  think  so. 

The  Chairman.  Its  subscribers,  or  those  who  buy  It,  In  the  main 
arc  members  of  that  organization? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  That  I  do  not  know. 

•  •••••• 

BTont  contract  maob  in  fall  or  1033 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not  know  that?  Was  there  any  par- 
ticular reason  why  you  should  make  the  contract  with  Byolr? 
When  did  you  make  It? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  In  the  fall  of  last  year. 

The  Chairman    In  the  fall  of  last  year? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Was  there  any  reason? 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  any  particular  reason  which  would 
distinguish  It  from  the  fall  of  the  year  before? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Decidedly  so. 

The  Chairman.  What  were  the  reasons? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  The  boycott  of  German  merchandise.  German  serv- 
ices. Germany  as  a  travel  land,  and  the  German  agitation  which  was 
running  rather  wild  throughout  this  country  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Did  that  situation  exist  3  or  4  or  5  months 
before  you  made  that  contract? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  It  did  not  to  that  extent;  no.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  the  only  reason  you  had  for  making  a 
contract  for  the  18  months  ct  $6,000  a  month? 

Mr.  Schmftz.  Well,  we  had  to  overcome  a  most  difficult  biislness 
sltviatlon,  and  naturally  that  was  one  of  the  reasons,  the  leading 
reason. 

The  Chairman.  What  Byolr  has  done  as  a  result  of  that  la  to 
Issue  one  bulletin  of  some  three  or  five  thousand  In  number,  and 
to  advise  you  on  various  questions;  that  is.  from  time  to  time? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Not  1  bulletin;  he  Issued  at  least  15  bulletins. 

The  Chairman.  What  were  the  other  bulletins? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  think  they  are  a  matter  of  record,  as  far  as  I 
know.    Mr.  Byolr  or  Mr.  Dickey  submitted  them. 

The  Chairman.  In  other  words  there  are  about  13  issues? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  would  say  15.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  believe  there 
are  15,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  believe,  that  have  been  Issued  since. 

The  Chairman.  Sent  out  to  about  3,000  people  on  each  occasion? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Exactly:   yes. 

The  Chairman.  To  a  mailing  list? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Yes. 

ALSO   KEPT   MAN   IN   BERLIN 

The  Chairman.  And  advising  you  on  the  various  questions  that 
come  up  from  time  to  time? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  on  this  book  that  was  sent  over  from  Ger- 
many? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  Oh,  various  other  work — ^keeping  a  man  In  Berlin, 
for  instance. 

The  Chairman.  A  man  In  Berlin? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Has  he  done  anything,  the  man  In  Berlin,  any- 
thing that  you  know  of? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  He  did  send  over  quite  a  lot  of  material  for  the 
bulletin,  wrote  out  special  articles,  traveled  through  Germany  to 
Investigate  the  travel  conditions  In  Germany,  railroad  services, 
festival  places  during  the  summertime — I  mentioned  Oberammer- 
gau  once  before — and  things  that  are  of  general  Interest  to  th* 
traveling  public. 
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Mr.  Langlkt.  If  you  know. 
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Mr.  DicKSTEiN.  Who  Is  the  president  now? 

■Mr   .Qr-«MT-TT7    T  >>r>iiiH  not  Rftv     T  rtn  not  even  know  whether  they 


I 


7558 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  4 


TJie  CRAiBMAif.  H«  te  not  cnw  there  now.  Is  be? 

ICr.  BcMMiTZ    He  came  back  a  Uttle  while  •««>■  

The  Chaixmax.  Wm  he  not  the  conuurt  man  wtth  your  Berlin 

otDoe?  

BicKXT  A  Tuerwwt  or  laauianAirr  ooloksl  stosb 

Mr.  ScHMTTz.  Tea;  he  wa«. 

The  Chaixmaw.  All  right.  ^ 

Mr    DicKSTDJf   The  first  man  that  approached  you  wa»  Dickey. 
talking  about  thla  particular  contract.     Is  that  correct? 
Mr.    ScHMTR.  That    Is   correct. 
Mr.   DicxsTSHt.  Did   you   know   Dickey  before? 
Mr  ScHMrrz.  I  think  1  met  him  vartouB  times  In  the  last  8  w  4 

Mr.  DicKsmK.  When  wae  the  last  time  you  met  him  since  this 
first  time  that  he  talked  about  this  partlcxilar  contract? 

Mr.  ScHMfTT    I  really  could  not  recall.  Mr.  Dicksthn. 

Mr    DicK-sTCN    And   that  contract  dealt  wltii  the  matters  that 
runs  Into  9110.000? 
«     Mr   ScBMrrz    »1(».000 

Mr  DicKSTUK.  $108.000 — for  the  purpoae  of  distribution  of  a 
MiUetln  that  la  to  be  prepared  on  travel? 

Mr  ScRMrrz.  No.  In  addition— the  general  publicity  work  that 
tBeae  people  have  performed  for  ua,  and  not  to  have  Just  one 
tjulletln  _  „  .. 

Mr  DicKaniM.  Well,  a  number  of  bxilletlns?  That  Inuletm  was 
prepared  and  sent  to  certain  people? 

Mr   ScHnrrz.  Yes. 

Mr  DicKSTDM.  The  names  were  not  secret,  were  thef?  They  were 
Just  newspapers? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  Yes:  the  chambers  of  commerce. 

Mx  EhcKSTDK.  Chambers  of  commerce  Now.  let's  s^-  If  yon 
look  at  a  directory,  could  you  find  aU  these  chambers  of  commerce 
In  the  State  of  New  York? 

Mr.  ScHMiTZ    I  have  never  attempted  to.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  DicKSTKN.  But  you  could  find  out.  could  you  not? 

Mr.  ScKMrra.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  DicKSTDN  If  you  looked  at  the  record  In  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  you  could  find  all  the  chambers  of  commerce  In  the  State 
of  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  ScMMTTz.  Poaalbly:   yes. 

Mr.  DicxsTdf.  So  that  there  was  no  secret  about  these  names 
that  this  bulletin  was  sent  to.  for  which  you  were  paying  $108,000? 

Mr  ScHMTTs   No  secret  at  all;  no. 

Mr.  Langlxt.  Now.  pardon  me.  Mr.  Congressman;  he  did  not  say 
he  was  paying  $106,000  for  these  bulletins.  He  jMiid  It  for  all  of 
the  services  this  company  rendered. 

Mr    DicKsmw.  That  la  right      You  and  I  agree  on  that. 
'       Mr.  LAWOLrr.  Lefs  keep  the  record  straight  on  that. 

Mr.  DicKSTTiN.  You  co\ild  also  by  looking  at  the  proper  directory 
find  out  the  number  of  newspapers  that  are  In  this  country? 

Mr.  ScHMTTZ.  I  could;  yes. 

Mr.  DicxsTKur.  But  you  engaged  Byolr  to  do  all  that  service  for 

you?  :    _     . 

Mr.  ScMMm.  Bzactly. 

inrrcD  cxxmait  consul 


ent  to 


I 


UKL'  1  U>AWT  COLOKKL    BTOI*    ALSO 

Mr.  DicKSTEiN.  Did  you  know  that  Byolr  received  $4,000  from 
Kelp.  Consul  Kelp,  before  he  came  to  you  discussing  the  contract 
with  you.  In  cash? 

Mr.  ScHMm.  I  did  xx>t. 

Mr.  DicxsTxnf.  Did  you  make  any  Inquiry  after? 

Mr.  ScHnrrz.  I  heard — I  talked  to  Mr.  Dickey  about  the  testi- 
mony that  he  presented  to  your  committee  here. 

Mr.  DtcKSTEXX.  Did  he  tell  you  that  he  received  M.0OO  in  cash 
to  do  some  propaganda  work  In  the  United  States? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  He  said  so;   yes. 

Mr.  DicxsTSiN.  You  did  not  know  It,  you  say.  at  the  time  of  the 
contract? 

Mr.  ScHxrrz.  No;  I  did  not.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  I  do  believe, 
Mr.  Dickey  approached  us  much  sooner  than  he  ever  approached 
the  Oerman  consul. 

Mr.  DicKSTDN  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  Vlereck  discussed  this  con- 
timejfc  both  while  he  was  in  Germany  with  certain  officials  in  Ger- 
many.  as  well  as  with  certain  ofBclals  In  this  country? 

Mr.  Lamcixt.  If  you  know. 

Mr.  DicxsTciir.  If  you  know. 

Mr.  ScHMrra.  I  do  not  know.  I  advised  Mr.  Vlereck  to  be — or 
rather.  Mr.  Dickey,  that  if  he  would  go  to  Berlin,  he  should  dis- 
cuss this  contract  situation  with  our  home  ofilce. 

Mr.  DicxsTEiN.  In  other  words,  when  Dickey  came 

Mr.  Scmcrrs.  Whether  he  did  or  not.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  DiocsTXiN.  All  right.  When  Dickey  came  to  you,  talking  to 
you  about  getting  this  contract,  you  now  say  that  you  told  Dickey 
to  go  to  Germany  and  talk  to  some  people  over  there? 

Mr.  ScHMnx.  No;  I  did  not  say  that.  I  did  not  tell  Dickey  to 
go  to  Oennany. 

Mr.  DicxsniN.  What  were  the  words  you  actually  used  in  dis- 
cussing this  contract  to  Dickey  regarding  Gemoany? 


AlfO    DICXXT.    BTOn    rABTIfBI,    OO    TO    OSBICAKT    TOGCTHOI 

Mr.  ScHMiTz.  Mr  Dickey  advised  me  that  he  was  going  over  on 
business  to  the  other  side,  and  I  said.  "If  you  are  in  Berlin.  It 
woxild  be  a  good  Idea  if  you  show  your  face  In  our  home  office 
and  make  yourself  known  there;  aort  of  a  social  call  mora  than 
anything  else." 


Mr.  Dxcxnxnr.  Was  Vlereck  there  at  the  time  Dickey 

Europe?  ^  .. 

Mr   ScmtmL  I  do  not  know.    I  think  they  went  on  the  same 

Mr.  DicMrmt.  Vlereck  and  Dickey  welit  on  the  boat  to 
Germany? 

Mr.    ScHirrrz.  Yes.  .^   ...  ...^  . 

Mr.  DicKSTTUf .  That  was  with  regard  to  the  contract  that  Dickey 
discussed  with  you;  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.   ScHMTrz.  No.  _..,.w    ^>  •_ 

Mr  DicxsTEiN  Was  It  right  after  that  discussion  with  Dickey 
regarding  this  contract  that  he  went  to  Europe,  and  Vlereck  went 
with  him? 

Mr.   ScHifTTZ.  No. 

Mr  DicKSTZOT.  When  did  Vlereck  go  to  Etirope — after  the  first 
discussion  with  Dickey? 

HTTUB  OOZS   IN   JANUABT    30.    1933;    DICKTT.  rOS  UTDTZKAUT  COLOlfXL 
BTOn.  CONTEBS  WITH  WZTMISe   IN   APBIL 

Mr.  ScRion.  I  think  he  went  In  August,  and  Mr.  Dickey  con- 
sulted with  me  irx  AprlL 

Mr.   DicKSTEiK.  AprU?  ,^  ^ 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the  fall  of  1931  we  talked 
about  this  contract.  • 

Mr  DicKsmN.  Th»e  bulletins  which  were  brought  out  by 
Dickey  or  the  Byolr  A  Associates,  for  which  you  contracted,  were 
to   Improve    travel? 

Mr.   ScHnrrz.  Exactly.  ..  .^  *. 

Mr.  DicKsrrm.  That  Is  true:  no  question  about  that? 

Mr   ScHMrrz.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any. 

Mr  DKJLsiaw.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  these  bxilletlivB  that  you  are 
talking  about  had  nothing  to  do  with  travel  at  aU  and  were  dis- 
cussing  armament? 

Mr.  ScHMfTz.  I  never  saw  them. 

Mr  DICKSTTIN.  Will  you  please  look  at  one  of  your  bulletins,  and 
bring  It  before  this  committee?  Read  It  yourself.  Isn't  it  a  fact 
that  the  bulletins  which  you  say  you  contracted  for.  the  bulletins 
and  other  work  for  which  you  paid  $106,000.  bad  nothing  to  do 
with  travel  Insofar  as  yoxir  German  railroads  wereTConcemed,  and 
dealt  solely  with  disarmament?  i 

Mr.  ScHMTTZ.  I  beg  to  disagree.  I 

Mr.  DicKSTEiN.  Have  you  read  the  bulletlna? 

Mr    BcHMrrz.  I   glanced  over  It;    yes;    some   of   his  proof  sheets. 

Mr.  DiCKSTTOt.  Can  you  say  that  that  bulletin  for  which  you 
say  you  contracted  with  Byolr  contained  the  matter  pertaining  to 
the   contract   for  which  you  contracted  with  Byolr  4k  Associates? 

Mr.  ScHMiTZ.  Exactly.  That  Is  what  we  expected  this  bulletm 
to  contain. 

Mr.  Dicwrnnf.  Did  you  read  that  bvdletln  and  can  you  say  that 
that  Lb  what  Is  In  there,  and  nothing  else? 

Mr.  ScHMTtz.  No;  I  do  not  know  that. 

Mr.  DiCKSTdN.  Tlien  you  read  it.  please. 

Mr.  SCHMZTZ.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  that. 

Mr.  DicKSTDN.  The  German  rallroada,  as  well  as  every  other 
Industry  in  Germany,  Is  under  the  control  of  the  National  Social- 
ist Party.  Is  It  not? 

Mr.  ScHMTTZ.  No.  sir. 

Mr  Dkkrsxm.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  Government  of 
Germany,  the  National  Socialist  Party,  keeps  out  of  everybody's 
busines'S  In  Germany? 

Mr.  BcHMiTz.  Oh.  I  think  our  government  butts  into  business  as 
much   as  any   other   government    throughout   the   world. 

Mr.  DicKSTTiN.  Does  the  government  butt  Into  the  buameas  of 
the  Oerman  railroads? 

Mr.  ScHMTTB.  The  functions  of  the  Oerman  railroads,  the  rights 
of  the  German  railroads,  and  the  contrcdllng  interest  that  the  Gov- 
ernment has  are  perfectly  weU  known.  They  are  laid  down  in  laws 
and  constitutions. 

Mr.  DicitsTziN.  I  am  not  argtiing  that.  I  am  Jtist  trying  to  get 
your  answer.  If  you  know;  If  you  do  not  know,  Jtist  say  "no"  and 
we  will  not  have  to  go  mto  any  discussion. 

'hdx.  ScHMrrz.  I  do  not  know  of  any  change  in  personnel  in  our 
staff  during  the  last  5  or  7  years. 

Mr   DicKsrxiM.  I  asked  you.  "Is  It  not  a  fact  that  the  National 
Socialist  Party  or  the  German  Government  more  or  less  controls 
and  has  its  hands  on  every  btisiness  In  Germany? 
Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  DicxsTKiM.  Well,  It  has  some  Influence  over  them? 
Mr.  ScHMiTZ.  Decidedly;  like  every  other  government. 
The  Chairman.  We  do  not  want  to  go  into  that. 
Mr.  Dicksthn.  Did  you  discuss  that,  or  did  the  railroads  disctiss 
that  contract  with  any  officials  of  Germany  before  It  executed  It? 
Mr.  Scmtrrz.  I  do  not  think  they  would  ever  dream  of  doing 
that. 

The  CHAnucAN.  The  question  was,  did  they? 
Mr.  ScHMmz.  That  I  do  not  know.    I  have  not  been  In  Germany 
for  a  years. 

The  Chaisman.  That  Is  a  very  simple  question.  Mr.  Schmltz. 


TBotTOBT  visaaua.  wobkxd  pob  UKUiuiAirr  colonsl  vroni 
Mr.  Dtckstdn.  You  said  when  Dickey  came  to  you.  and  then  Vle- 
reck came  to  you.  you  assumed  or  you  knew,  or  something,  that 
Vlereck  was  In  the  employ  of  Byolr  A  Assoclatea.    Is  that  correct? 
Mr.  ScHicnz    Exactly. 

Mr.  DicxsmN.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  Vlereck  never  was  In  tba 
employ  of  Byolr  &  Assoclatea.  and  never  worked  for  Byolr  & 
dates,  until  this  Dickey  came  to  you  discussing  this  contract. 
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Langley  U  your  sttomer  lAngley  Is  Vlereck's  attorney.  Langley 
undertook  to  Impugn  the  integrity  of  this  committee  yesterday 
w_  .^^.w.  .  ..^»>w>..  r^  «h*  rrmmwtmm  wss  Involved  In  something. 


H.  R  9185.  An  act  to  amend  section  73  of  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  a  government  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii," 
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Mr.  Lanclft.  If  you  know. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  If  you  know. 

Mr.  ScHMiTZ.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean,  until  after  the  contract  was  made? 

Mr.  DiCTCSTDN.  Yes. 

The  Chaikman.  Do  you  know  whether  his  employment  or  con- 
nection by  Byolr  develojied  after  the  contract,  or  whether  he  was 
connected  with  them  before? 

VIERECK    LOBBTISrr    FOB    LITUTENANT    COLONIL    BTOIR    WITNESS    BEHeVEU 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  was  under  the  impression  he  was  a  sort  of  a 
lobbyist  for  Carl  Byolr  &  Associates.     I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  DicKSTEiN.  Vlereck  was  a  lobbyist? 

Mr.  ScHMiTz   Something  like  that. 

Mr.  DicKSTEiN    How  did  you  find  that  out? 

Mr.  ScHitnz.  That  Is  a  feeling,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  no  facts 
on  it. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  That  Is  your  opinion.  Is  it? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  Yes;  that  Is  my  personal  opinion. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  You  made  no  Inquiry  yourself  at  all? 

Mr.  ScHMiTZ.  I  had  no  reason  to  do  that. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Did  you  meet  Dickey  before  that  time?  You 
said  you  did  a  few  times. 

Mr   ScHMrrz.  Yes. 

Bir.  DICKSTEIN.  Did  you  know  what  his  work  consisted  of? 

Mr.  ScHnrrz.  Exactly.  He  called  me  down  to  his  office  and 
explained  It. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  You  have  a  German- American  board  of  trade 
In  the  United  States,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  There  is  such  a  thing  in  New  York;  yes. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  What  do  you  mean — there  is  such  a  thing?  Is 
It  not  a  fact  that  there  is  an  organization  of  the  Oerman- 
American  board  of  trade? 

THX    CERMAN-AKEBICAN     BOABO    OT    TBADE    HAS    SAlfE    AODBESS    IN    NEW 
TORK  AS  LT.  COL.  CARL  BTOQt 

Mr.  ScHMiTZ.  Yes;  but  you  asked  me,  "You  have."  I  understood 
you  to  say  as  if  we  have.  The  German-American  board  of  trade? 
There  is  a  German-American  board  of  trade. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  There  Is  a  German-American  board  of  trade? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  Yes. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  You  are  a  member  of  that  German- American 
board  of  uade? 

Mr.  ScHMiTz.  Since  years. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Would  it  not  be  the  function  of  an  organization 
such  as  the  German -American  board  of  trade  to  promote  travel 
pertaining  to  Germany?     Is  not  that  their  function? 

That  is  the  purpose  of  their  organization.  Is  it  not? 

Mr.  ScHMiTz.  The  purpose  of  the  board  of  trade  is  to  promote 
trade  relations. 

Mr  DICKSTEIN.  Exactly:  but  you  employed  Byolr  h  Associates 
with  this  contract  to  promote  something  that  the  German-American 
board  of  trade  has  been  doing  for  years. 

Mr.  ScHMiTz.  No;  they  have  never  touched  any  travel  promotion 
lor  years. 

Mr.  Langlxt.  Just  a  mmute.     •     •     • 

ATTORNET    AGAIN    INSISTS    ON    RXCOGNTnON 

The  Chairman  That  last  sentence  can  be  stricken  from  the 
record.    We  cannot  recognize  counsel  directly. 

Mr.  Langlxt.  I  cannot  remain  silent.  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  pardon  me? 

Mr.  Langlxt.  Yes;  I  will  pardon  you.     I  want  to  register  a  protest. 

The  Chairman.  Unless  you  discontinue,  we  will  have  to  ask  you 
to  join  the  spectators.    Ever3rthing  we  are  doing  for  you  is  a  matter 

of  courtesy. 

Mr.  Langlxt.  Yes;  I  understand  that. 

The  Chadiman  The  Chair  will  extend  every  courtesy,  and  If 
there  is  any  question  asked,  you  are  at  liberty  to  advise  this  gentle- 
man, but  the  committee  cannot  recognize  any  attorney  directly. 
You  are  at  liberty  to  advise  him  or  If  he  feels  that  there  Is  any 
occasion  for  advice,  he  may  turn  to  you. 

Mr.  Langlxt.  I  understand  that.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  Just  trying 
to  keep  the  course  of  this  investigation  from  becoming  something 
of  a  travesty.     That  is  what  it  has  been  at  times. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  not  recc^nize  you  any  more;  If  you  need 
your  attorney,  ycu  can  call  upon  him. 

Mr.  Langlxt.  Quite  all  right. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  start  to  make  an  accvisatlon  about  a 
travesty,  you  are  going  too  far.  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Langlxt.  You  have  my  views  on  that. 

The  Chairman  Mr.  Schmitz,  If  you  desire  advice,  you  are  at 
liberty  to  seek  it. 

Mr.  Schmitz   Thank  you. 

The  Chairman  If  you  feel  that  a  question  Is  being  asked  that 
you  want  to  amplify,  you  Just  address  me. 

Mr   Schmftz.  Thank  you.  Mr,  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  You  personally  have  no  objection  to  appearing 
here  In  this  committee,  have  you? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  I  came  here  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  there  are  seven 
mistakes  In  the  summons  which  I  received. 

The  Chairman  All  right,  you  are  here.  You  are  willing  to  give 
what  Information  you  can? 

Mr.  Schmitz   Gladly. 

Mr  DICKSTEIN.  Who  are  the  ofBcers  of  the  German- American 
Board  of  Trade?     Do  you  know  their  names? 

Mr.  ScHMrrz.  The  late  Hermann  Metz  was  president. 


Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Who  is  the  president  now? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  I  could  not  say.  I  do  not  even  know  whether  they 
have  elected  a  new  one.  Mr.  Metz  passed  away  only  a  few  weeks 
ago.  as  you  remember. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  How  many  members  are  In  the  board? 

Mr.  Schmitz.  About  350. 

Mr.   DICKSTEIN.  How   many  of  them  are  citizens  of   the   Unitea 

Stotes? 
Mr  Schmftz.  I  do  believe  about  245. 
Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Are  you  a  citizen? 

Mr.  Schmftz.  I  am  not.     As  I  said  before,  I  am  a  German. 
The  Chairman.  You  represent  your  company  dver  here? 
Mr.  Schmftz.  I  certainly  do. 

The  Chairman    You  expect  some  day  to  go  back  to  Germany?  ^. 
As  I   understand,   you   are    subject    to   Instructions;    you   may    be 
ordered  to  any  other  country  any  day,  I  assume? 

Mr.  Schmftz.  Even  to  China.  .  ».     ^ 

Mr.  DiCKSTKiN.  Amongst  the  membership  of  the  board  of  trade 
are  men  of  brains,  smart  men? 

Mr.  Schmftz.  Most  of  them  are  American  corporations. 
Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  American  corporations? 
Mr.  Schmftz.  Yes. 

Mr  DICKSTEIN.  They  have  been  conducting  the  German-Ameri- 
can trade  before  the  National  Socialist  Party  came  Into  power  In 
Germany? 

Mr.  Schmftz.  That  is  correct;  yes. 

Mr  DICKSTEIN.  Did  you  consult  anyone  In  the  German-American 
chamber  of  commerce  with  regard  to  your  purposes  of  promoting 
travel  before  you  signed  this  contract? 

Mr  Schmftz.  I  do  not  consider  that  body 

Mr.  EUcKSTEiN.  The  answer  is  "Yes"  or  "No."  Did  you  or  did 
you  not? 

Mr.  Schmftz.  No. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  You  did  not? 

Mr.  Schmftz   It  Is  a  sort  of 

Mr.  EhcKSTEiN.  You  have  answered  my  question.    You  have  not 
consulted  the  German-American  Chamber  of  Commerce? 
Mr.  Schmttz.  No.  ^         ,  .     « 

Mr    DICKSTEIN.  But  you  carried  on  with  Byolr  &  Associates? 
Mr  Schmftz.  We  did  not  consult  them,  when  we  established  an 
office  in  New  York,  because  what  Interest  has  an   American  ex- 
porter whether  the  German  railroads  establish  at  New  York? 

Mr  DICKSTEIN.  In  an  answer  to  the  chairman's  question  with 
regard  to  the  paper  you  referred  to,  you  said  it  had  a  number  of 
changes. 

Mr.  Schmffz.  Yes.  ...  ^  j« 

Mr  DICKSTEIN.  Will  you  specify  the  ntunber  of  changes  It  had? 
Mr   Schmftz.  I  am  not  quite  familiar  with  the  situation. 
Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Why  do  you  undertake  to  say  something  that  you 
are  not  familiar  with? 

Mr  Schmftz.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  details.  The  changes 
actuaUy  have  taken  place.  When  and  where  and  what  the  ftiss 
about  the  ownership  of  the  paper  was  was  a  story  that  really  did 

not  interest  us.  

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  The  next  question  you  were  asked  about  the 
subsidy  of  that  paper. 
Mr.  ScHmttz.  Yes. 

Mr  DICKSTEIN    When  you  made  the  subsidy  to  this  paper  someone 
told  you  it  was  about  11,000  clrctilation? 
Mr.  Schmftz.  Exactly. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  That  paper  was  not  yet  printed  when  you  made 
the  subsidy.     That  is  correct,  is  It  not? 

Mr   Schmffz.  We  did  not  make  a  subsidy  to  the  paper.     We  made 
a  verbal  contract  with  this  paper  for  advertising  space. 
Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  For  advertising;  but  at  that  time  the  paper  wa» 

not  yet  printed. 

Mr.  Schmffz.  They  had  been  printing  papers,  more  than  one. 
previous  to  that  time.  ...,....». 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  How  many?     Did  you  make  an  Inquiry  about  the 

clrcuiation? 

Mr  Schmftz.  No.    It  Is  not  Important  enough  for  our  business. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Did  you  make  any  inquiry  whether  the  paper  Is 
offensive  to  the  American  people? 

Mr.  Schmftz.  I  did  that;  yes. 

Mr  DICKSTEIN.  You  did  that? 

Mr.  Schmftz.  Yes;  exactly;  and  demanded  a  statement  that  the 

paper  should  not  be.  «     ...^  «,        w_     ^  . 

Mr  DICKSTEIN.  Here  is  a  paper  that  started  off  with  Spanknoebcl. 
Haag  and  a  few  more,  aliens  In  this  country;  and  without  making 
any  determination  as  to  the  policy,  you  Immediately  conuacted 
with  that  paper  to  do  certain  advertising.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr   Schmftz.  I  did  not  get  your  question.  Mr.  Congressman. 

Bilr.  DICKSTEIN.  You  knew  that  Spanknoebel  was  an  alien? 

The  Chairman    Well,  let  me  ask  a  question. 

Mr  Schmitz.  I  have  always  felt  that  a  German  In  this  country 
Is  entitled  to  the  full  protection  of  the  American  laws,  according 
to  our  trade  agreement.    He  may  operate  any  business  or  newspaper. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  entitled  to  the  full  protection  of  the  iawa 
without  trade  agreements. 

Mr.  Schmffz.  Exactly;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  Is  so  under  our  law. 

•  •••••• 

CHAIRMAN  ADMONISHES  ATTOaNKT 

The  Chairman.  Just  one  question. 

As  chairman  of  this  committee.  I  cannot  permit  and  I  will  noC 
permit  you,  Vlereck.  and  Langley — and  there  is  your  combination; 
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Paul  William  Harder,  Irvln  W.  Harder,  Edna  Justina  Harder, 
Elsie  Anna  Harder,  and  Elizabeth  Harder; 
H.  R.  6153.  An  act  authorizing  the  selection  of  a  site  in  the 


of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  (H.  Doc.  No.  807) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 
1722.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Commerce, 


I 
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Langley  U  your  tttorner  Langley  Is  Vlerecks  attorney.  Langley 
undertook  to  Jinpufrn  the  integrity  of  thla  committee  yesterday 
bT  Mying  a  member  <rf  tbe  committee  was  Involved  In  something, 
and  Uter  It  was  disdoaed  It  was  a  matter  which  related  to  sometlilng 
that  somebody  said,  some  man  by  the  name  of  Shearer,  the  imputa- 
tion being  that  the  obtaining  of  a  copy  of  the  transcript  of  evidence 
Involved  a  member  of  the  committee,  when  there  was  abscrtutely  no 
eUdence  to  Justify  It      But  Mr.  Langley  has  corrected  that  ^^ft 

Mr  Lanoltt.  I  have  not  done  anything  of  the  sort,  and  I  still 
stand  by  It.  that  my  information  reflects  on  a  member  of  this  com- 
mittee    You  did  not  bring  it  out  In  public. 

The  Chaisman   This  gentleman  here  Is  looking  for  a  scene. 

Mr  Lanclet  Now.  Just  a  minute.  Have  you  ordered  that  I  be 
removed  from  the  room?  

The  CHAiaMAif.  No.  no:  I  ask  the  gentleman  to  sit  down.      

Mr  Langlxt.  Right  here  Is  a  chair.     I  would  be  glad  to  sit  down. 

The  CHAtaMAN.  As  chairman  of  the  committee.  I  want  to  state 
that  1  consider  your  actions  and  your  expressions  as  unbecoming 
one  who  piuports  to  be  a  gentleman. 

I  respectfully  submit  that  no  further  proof  is  needed  to 
make  more  than  a  prima  facie  case  against  lieutenant 
Colonel  Byoir  for  being  hired  by  Hitler  to  be  a  Nazi  agent  in 
this  country. 

If  more  proof  is  desired,  it  Is  available. 

I  wonder  if  he  Is  willing  to  voluntarily  resign  as  lieutenant 
colonel  in  the  United  States  Army,  or  if  it  will  be  necessary 
for  him  to  be  forced  to  separate  himself  from  the  service. 
Only  Lieutenant  Colonel  Byoir  has  the  answer. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  OEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  some  tables. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  QeyerI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  ROUSE 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  on  Monday  next,  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
legislative  business  and  any  special  orders  heretofore  entered, 
I  may  address  the  House  for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Voorhis]? 

There  was  no  objection. 


EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  VOORHIS  (rf  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  a  petition  with  certain  names  attached  in 
support  of  the  Jones- Wheeler  farm-credit  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Voorhis]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  certain  excerpts  from  publications. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brewster]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION  SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrtriled  bills  and  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles,  which  were  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  5827.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deporta- 
UoD  proceedings  in  the  case  of  John  L.  Harder  and  children. 
Paul  William  Harder.  Irvtn  W.  Harder.  Edna  Justina  Harder, 
Elsie  Anna  Harder,  and  Elizabeth  Harder; 

H.  R.  615B.  An  act  authorizing  the  selection  of  a  site  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  the  erection  thereon  of  a  statue  of 
George  Washington; 

H  R.  6668.  An  act  to  authorise  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior to  convey  to  the  State  of  North  Carolina  for  use  in  con- 
nection with  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  certain  land  within 
the  Cherokee  Indian  Reservation  in  the  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina; 

H.  R.  7811.  An  act  to  establish  the  Hot  Springs  divlsiOD  of 
the  western  judicial  district  of  Arkansas; 


H.  R  9185.  An  act  to  amend  section  73  of  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  a  government  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii," 
approved  April  30,  1900,  as  amended; 

H.  R.  9262.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  examination  of  civilian 
nautical  schools  and  for  the  inspecticm  of  vessels  used  in 
connection  therewith,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.J.  Res.  260.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  removal  of 
the  statue  of  John  Marshall  from  its  present  site  on  the  Cap- 
itol Grounds  to  a  new  site  in  proximity  to  the  Supreme  Court 
Building. 

The  Speaker  annovmced  his  slgnatiu^  to  enrolled  bills  of 
the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  1777.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
States  of  Montana,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wy- 
oming to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement 
for  division  of  the  waters  of  the  little  Missouri  River; 

S.  2191.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
grant  to  the  State  of  Montana  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the 
Montana  School  of  Mines  a  patent  to  a  certain  tract  of  land ; 

S.  2262.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  change  in  the  time  for  hold- 
ing court  at  Rock  Hill  and  Spartanburg,  S.  C; 

S.  2328.  An  act  to  promote  on  the  retired  Ust  officers  who 
were  decorated  and  recommended  for  promotion  for  distin- 
guished service  during  the  World  War  and  who  have  not 
attained  the  rank  to  which  recommended: 

S.  2639.  An  act  relating  to  the  hours  of  service  of  persons 
employed  upon  the  Government-owned  Wiota-Port  Peck 
Railroad  in  the  State  of  Montana; 

S.  3014.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1903,  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  July  1,  1902 
(32  Stat.  662).  so  as  to  provide  uniformity  in  the  pay  of  all 
civilian  employees  of  the  Na^T  Department  appointed  for  duty 
beyond  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States  and  in 
Alaska; 

8. 3042.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  estab- 
lish a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  June  28,  1937,  as  amended; 

S.  3065.  An  act  authorizing  the  sale  of  fuel,  electrtc  cur- 
rent, ice,  and  water  at  isolated  naval  stations; 

S.  3491.  An  act  to  provide  that  fines  for  failure  to  pay 
license  taxes  in  Alaska  shall  be  disposed  of  as  provided  for 
the  disposition  of  such  taxes; 

S.  3496.  An  act  to  prevent  retardation  in  promotion  and  in 
pay  and  allowances  of  permanent  professors  of  the  United 
States  Military  Academy  appointed  by  the  President  from 
the  commissioned  officers  of  the  Regular  Army; 

S.  3642.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  tbe 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  State  of  Washington  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge  across  the 
SiMkane  River,  Wash.; 

S.  3643.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  Stevens  County,  State  of  Wash- 
ington, to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge 
across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Marcus,  Wash.; 

S.  3644.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Great  Northern  Railway 
Co.  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  two  railroad  bridges 
across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Marcus,  Wash.; 

S.  3650.  An  act  to  require  the  pasmient  of  i>revailing  rates 
of  wages  on  Federal  pubUc  works  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii; 

S.  3677.  An  act  to  donate  to  the  city  of  Seattle  a  totem  pole 
carved  by  the  Alaskan  native  Civilian  Conservation  Corps; 
and 

S.  3693.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  grant 
an  easement  for  pipe  lines  across  public  lands  reserved  for 
military  purposes  in  the  parish  of  Plaquemines,  La. 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  did  on  this  day  present  to  the 
President,  for  his  approval,  bills  and  Joint  resolutions  of  the 
House  of  the  following  titles  f 

H.  R.  5827.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deporta- 
tion proceedings  in  the  case  of  John  L.  Harder  and  children. 
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Paul  William  Harder,  Irvln  W.  Harder,  Edna  Justina  Harder, 
Elsie  Anna  Harder,  and  Ellizabeth  Harder; 

H.  R.  6158.  An  act  authorizing  the  selection  of  a  site  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  the  erection  thereon  of  a  statue  of 
George  Washington; 

H.  R.  6668.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  convey  to  the  State  of  North  Carolina  for  use  in  connection 
with  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  certain  land  within  the  Chero- 
kee Indian  Reservation  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina; 

H.  R.  7811.  An  act  to  establish  the  Hot  Springs  division  of 
the  western  Judicial  district  of  Arkansas; 

H.R.  9185.  An  act  to  amend  section  73  of  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  a  government  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii," 
approved  April  30,  1900,  as  amended; 

H.  R.  9262.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  examination  of  civilian 
nautical  schools  and  for  the  inspection  of  vessels  used  in  con- 
nection therewith,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.J. Res. 260.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  removal  cf 
the  statue  of  John  Marshall  from  its  present  site  on  the 
Capitol  Grounds  to  a  new  site  in  proximity  to  the  Supreme 
Court  Building;  and 

H.J.  Res.  551.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  taking 
effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  6  o'clock  and  10 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Wednes- 
day, June  5.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMTTTEE  HEARINGS 

COMMITTEE  ON  INDIAN   AFFAIRS 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Inditm  Affairs 
on  Wednesday,  June  5,  1940.  at  10:30  a.  m.,  for  the  consid- 
eration of  various  bills. 

COMMITTEE  ON  IMMIGRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  in  room  445.  Old  House  Office  Building,  at 
10:30  a.  m.,  on  Wednesday.  Jime  5,  1940,  for  the  consideration 
of  private  bills. 

COMMITTEE  ON  MERCHANT  BCARINE  AND  FISHERIES 

The  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  will  hold 
a  public  hearing  on  Thursday.  June  6.  1940,  at  10  a.  m.,  on 
the  following  bill: 

H.  R.  9913,  relating  to  citizenship  requirements  for  manning 
of  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes. 

COMMITTEE  ON  MINES  AND  BfiNING  * 

The  Subcommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  that  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  S.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Thurs- 
day, June  6,  and  Friday,  June  7,  1940.  at  10  a.  m.  each  morn- 
ing, in  the  committee  rooms  in  the  New  House  Office  Building. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV.  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1719.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  emergency  supplemental  estimates  of 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  for 
the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval  service,  totaling  $507,- 
253.170  (H.  Doc.  No.  806);  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1720.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  emergency  supplemenUl  estimates  of  ap- 
propriations for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  for  the 
War  Department,  totaling  $452,751,239  (H.  Doc.  No.  808); 
to  the  CcHnmittee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1721.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  appropriation  for  the 

1  year  1941  in  the  sum  of  $50,000  for  salaries  and  expeoaes 


of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  (H.  Doc.  No.  807) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1722.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
transmitting  an  additional  report  on  the  disposition  of 
papers  listed  in  House  Report  No.  1732,  Seventy-sixth  Con- 
gress, third  session,  stating  that  the  Bureau  of  the  Census 
now  informs  the  Department  of  a  difference  in  the  weight 
of  paper  sold,  making  the  corrected  total  weight  583.640 
pounds  and  the  revenue  received  $2,465.67;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1723.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Postmaster  General,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  amending  the  act  of 
June  25,  1938,  extending  the  classified  civil  service  to  include 
postmasters  of  the  first,  second,  and  third  classes,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

1724.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  supplemental  estimates  6f  appropria- 
tions for  the  fiscal  year  1941  in  the  amount  of  $4,358,800  for 
the  Department  of  Justice,  and  $2,200,000  for  the  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization  Service  (H.  Doc.  No.  809) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

REPORTS    OP    COMI-UTTEES    ON    PUBUC    BILUS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm, 

Mr.  RAMSPECK:  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service.  H.  R. 
8621.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  and 
other  retirement  acts;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2371). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  McLAUGHUN:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  H.R. 
9864.  A  bill  amending  the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  respect  to 
the  basis  of  property  and  excluding  certain  corporations  from 
the  provisions  of  chapter  XI;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2372).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma:  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
S.  2952.  An  act  to  reinstate  in  the  Court  of  Claims  the  suits 
entitled  "Eastern  or  Emigrant  Cherokees  against  the  United 
States".  No.  42077,  and  "Western  or  Old  Settler  Cherokees 
against  the  United  States".  No.  42078;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2373).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BURDICK:  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs.  S.  414.  An 
act  for  the  relief  of  the  Indians  of  the  Port  Berthold  Reser- 
vation In  North  Dakota;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2374).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HOBBS:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  S.  1681.  An 
act  to  amend  section  107  of  the  Judicial  Code  to  create  a 
mountain  district  in  the  State  of  Tennessee,  and  for  other 
purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2375) .  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  8. 
3046.  An  act  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and  employees  in 
the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  provisions 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  political 
activities",  approved  August  2,  1939;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2376).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BIUJS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm. 

Mrs.  O'DAY:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  4383.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dora  Zlotnlck;  with 
amencfcient  (Rept.  No.  2369).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House, 

Mr.  MASON:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  7823.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Bruehl;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2370).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 
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PUBLIC  BILI£  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  public  bills  and  resohitions 
....  i^fw^.ioa^  onH  spvpndiv  referred  as  follows: 


By  Mr.  lyAIfSANDRO: 
H  Res.  508.  Resolution  authorizing  the  appointment  of  a 
special  committee  to  investigate  traffic  condiUons  In  the  Dis- 
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8581.  By  Mi-.  KEOGH:  Petition  of  the  Luckenbach  Steam- 
ship Co..  Inc..  New  York  City,  concerning  amendment  of 
House  bill  9905;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 


everlasting  benefit  of  our  own  beloved  country  and  all  the 
races  of  mankind. 

We  confess  our  shortcomings,  yea,  the  manifoldness  of 
our  wlrJr(>dn(>ss   vpt  Thau  wUt  not  desnaJr  (rf  Thy  children. 
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PUBUC  BILUS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXH.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severaUy  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky: 
H    R   9987.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to 
donate  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  H.  S.  Scott.  D.  W. 
Collins.  Fred  M.  Gross,  trustees.  Ashland  District  Council. 
Boy  Scouts  of  America,  the  log  house  known  as  the  John 
Secrest  Home,  located  on  the  site  of  the  Federal  correctional 
InstituUon   near  Ashland.  Ky.;   to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CASEY  of  Massachusetts: 
H.  R.  9988.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  disposal  of  tools  and 
equipment  on  the  New  England  hurricane  damage  project: 
to  the  Committee  on  Agricultiu*. 
By  Mr.  DAVIS: 
H.  R.  9989.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Administrator  of  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  to  transfer  certain  land  to  the  city  of  Memphis, 
Tenn..  for  street-widening  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Building  and  Grounds. 
By  Mr.  DURHAM: 
H.  R.  9990.  A  bill   to  amend  section  4008   of  the  Revised 
Statutes  relating  to  the  transportation  of  foreign  mails; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 
By  Mr.  GREGORY: 
H.  R.  9991.  A  bill  to  amend  section  4021   of  the  Revised 
SUtutes  and  to  repeal  section  4023  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
relating  to  establishment  of  postal  agencies;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 
By  Mr.  ROMJUE : 
H.  R.  9992.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Postmaster  General  to 
contract  for  the  carriage  of  all  classes  of  mail  by  aircraft 
between  places  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska:  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 
By  Mr.  SCRUGHAM: 
H.  R.  9993.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  to  make  loans  for  the  development  of  deposits 
of  strategic  and  critical  materials  which  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Corporation  would  be  of  value  to  the  United  States  in 
time  of  war.  and  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation    to   make   more    adequate    loans   for    mineral- 
developmental  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

By  Mr.  McKEOUGH: 
H.  R.  9994.  A  bill  relating  to  the  certification  of  persons 
on  eligible  registers  established  by  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
mission; to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  BLAND: 
H.  R.  9995.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  AprU  6.   1938   (52 
Stat.   201).  entitled  "An  act  authorizing   the  Secretary  of 
the   Treasury   to   exchange   sites   at   Miami   Beach,   Dade 
County.  Fla.,  for  Coast  Guard  purposes";  to  the  Committee 
on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona: 
H.  R.  9996.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  to  make  loans  for  the  development  of  deposits 
of  strategic  and  critical  minerals  which  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Corporation  would  be  of  value  to  the  United  States  In  time  of 
war.  and  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion to  make  zrpre  adequate  loans  for  mineral  developmental 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  9997.  A  bill  to  permit  mining  within  the  Organ  Pipe 
Cactus  National  Monument  in  Arizona;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  NICHOLS: 
H.R.  9998.  A  bill  making  an  additional  appropriation  for 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  for  the  ftscal  year  end- 
tog  June  30.  1941.  to  permit  the  emplojonent  of  500  addi- 
tional special  agents;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
By  Mr.  FISH: 
H.J.  Res.  557.  Joint  resolution   authorizing  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  purchase  or  otherwise  acquire  by 
peaceful  means  Island  or  possessions  ot  non-American  na- 
tions within  the  Western  Hemisphere;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 
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By  Mr.  irAIZSANDRO: 

H.  Res.  508.  Resolution  authorizing  the  appotatment  of  a 
gpecJal  committee  to  investigate  traffic  condiUons  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules.  

MEMORIAI^ 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXD.,  memorials  were  presented 
and  referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER.  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  California,  memorializing  the  President  and  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  consider  their  Assembly 
Joint  Resolution  No.  1  with  reference  to  communism,  also 
Assembly  Joint  Resolution  Nos.  2  and  22  with  reference  to 
defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8570.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Mimiclpal  Transit  Workers.  Local 
No.  21193.  protesting  against  the  activities  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  in  its  prosecution  of  certain  labor  unions; 
to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8571.  Also,  petition  of  the  phosphate  export  association 
and  its  employees,  supporting  the  national -defense  program 
and  advocating  the  abolition  of  partisanship  in  its  progress; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8572.  Also,  petition  of  Rayonier.  New  York  City,  urging 
enactment  of  House  bill  8813.  concerning  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board;  also  Senate  bill  915.  the  Walter-Logan 
bill;  and  opposing  Senate  bill  1970.  the  La  Follette  civil- 
liberties  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8573.  Also,  petition  of  the  Building  and  Construction 
Trades  Council,  representing  150,000  building-trades  workers, 
urging  immediate  enactment  of  Senate  bill  591,  the  Wagner 
housing  bill,  as  It  would  greatly  reduce  the  unemployed 
army  now  existing  In  the  building-trades  industry;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8574.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  Federation  of  Post 
Office  Clerks.  Local  No.  10.  urging  that  the  Committee  on 
the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads  report  the  Mead-Flannery 
longevity  pay  bill  and  the  Pearson  court  of  appeals  bill  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  for  action;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

8575.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Guild  of  Variety 
Artists,  urging  enactment  of  the  Neely  block-booking  bill; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8576.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Council  of  Farmer 
Cooperatives,  representing  4,000  farmer-owned  and  farmer- 
controlled  cooperative  organizations  serving  almost  2,000,- 
000  farmers  distributed  in  every  State  In  the  Union,  urging 
favorable  consideration  of  House  Resolution  465  and  House 
bill  8813;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8577.  Also,  petition  of  the  Agricultural  Producers  Labor 
Committee.  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  representing  approximately 
150.000  farmers  actually  engaged  in  producing  fruits  and 
vegetables  on  the  Pacific  coast,  favoring  the  Smith  amend- 
ments to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor. 

8578.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. New  York  City,  on  behalf  of  Industry,  pledging  con- 
tinued opi}Osition  to  profiteering  and  the  full  use  of  Its  ex- 
perience and  energy  toward  the  building  of  national  defense; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ikiilltary  Affairs. 

8579.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Coop«:titive  liillk  Pro- 
ducers' Federation,  favoring  enactment  of  House  bill  8813. 
amending  the  National  Ijibor  Relations  Act.  also  House  biU 
465 :  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8580.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Defense  Society,  Inc., 
advocating  the  preservation  of  the  American  form  of  govern- 
ment and  favoring  assistance  to  the  Allies;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 


8581.  By  Mr.  KEOOH:  Petition  of  the  Luckenbach  Steam- 
ship Co.,  Inc.,  New  York  City,  concerning  amendment  of 
House  bill  9905;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

8582.  By  Mr.  LEAVY:  Resolution  of  the  military  affairs 
committee  of  the  Spokane  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Spokane. 
Wash.,  submitted  by  E.  F.  Cartler  Van  Dissel,  chairman, 
recommending  that  legislation  be  passed  providing  for  mili- 
tary training  of  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  cnrollees;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8583.  By  Mr.  PFEIPER:  Petition  of  the  Greater  New 
York  Federal  Credit  Union,  New  York  City,  urging  considera- 
tion of  House  bill  9886;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

8584.  Also,  petition  of  Abraham  &  Straus.  Inc.,  Brooklyn, 
N.  Y..  urging  the  passage  of  House  bill  9888;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8585.  Also,  petition  of  the  employees  of  the  New  York 
office  of  the  Phosphate  Export  Association,  concerning  na- 
tional defense  and  foreign  affairs;   to  the  Committee  on 

Foreign  Affairs. 

8586.  Also,  petition  of  the  Building  and  Construction  Trades 
Coimcil.  of  Greater  New  York.  Long  Island,  and  vicinity.  New 
York  City,  urging  passage  of  Senate  bill  591;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8587.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Defense  Society.  Inc., 
New  York  City,  concerning  our  neutrality  policy;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8588.  Also,  petition  of  the  State,  Coimty.  and  Mimiclpal 
Workers  of  America,  New  York  City,  urging  neutrality;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8589.  Also,  petition  of  the  Luckenbach  Steamship  Co..  Inc., 
New  York  City,  recommending  amending  House  bill  9905;  to 
the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

8590.  By  Mr.  SECCOMBE:  Petition  of  approximately  250 
responsible  residents  of  Alliance,  Ohio,  and  vicinity,  protest- 
ing against  the  treatment  accorded  Mrs.  Gay  Buttermore,  of 
Alliance,  by  the  Federal  Housing  Administration;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8591.  By  Mr.  WELCH:  Resolution  No.  1  of  the  California 
Assembly  relative  to  memorializing  Congress  to  enact  the 
necessary  legislation  to  purge  the  United  States  of  commu- 
nism and  all  of  the  subversive  influences  and  front  organi- 
sation which  are  instigated,  encouraged,  and  fostered  by  it; 
to  the  CcMnmlttee  on  Rules. 

8592.  Also,  Joint  Resolution  No.  2  of  the  California  As- 
sembly, relative  to  memorializing  the  President  and  Congress 
to  Increase  the  land  defenses  of  the  United  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8593.  Also.  Joint  Resolution  No.  22  of  the  California  As- 
sembly, relative  to  defense  of  the  California  coast;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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Wednesday,  June  5,  1940 

(.Legislative  day  of  Tuesday.  May  28.  1940) 
The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  exjrfration 
of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  ZeBamey  T.  Phillips.  D.  D.,  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  who  art  a  strong  tower  to  all  those  who 
put  their  trust  in  Thee,  imto  whom  all  things  in  heaven 
and  earth  do  bow:  Revive  In  us  the  faith  of  our  fathers,  that 
we  may  cast  all  our  care  upon  Thee,  knowing  that  Thou 
carest  for  us,  and  that,  even  as  a  father  pltleth  his  own 
children,  so  art  Thou  merciful  to  all  who  love  and  fear  Thee. 
With  the  comfort  of  this  assurance  of  Thy  care,  we  beseech 
Thee  to  direct  our  minds  by  Thy  heavenly  wisdom,  keep  our 
hearts  poised  In  the  Iwlances  of  kindly  consideration  for  each 
other,  that  the  deliberations  of  this  day  and  of  the  days  that 
shall  follow  may  have  the  seal  of  Thine  approval,  to  the 
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everlasting  benefit  of  our  own  beloved  country  and  all  the 
races  of  mankind. 

We  confess  our  shortcomings,  yea,  the  manifoldness  of 
our  wickedness,  yet  Thou  wilt  not  despair  of  Thy  children,  y' 
They  have  turned  their  back  upon  the  Ideal  and  have  denied 
the  God  that  Is  within,  but  It  cannot  be  for  long.  Ttkey  have 
destroyed  fairest  hopes,  yet  they  shall  live  again.  They  have 
even  descended  to  the  level  of  the  beast,  but  "Hiou  shalt  raise 
them  once  more  to  the  heights  of  Thy  divine  humanity. 
Help  us,  then,  to  go  forth  on  our  great  emprise  In  the  confi- 
dence that  the  spirit  of  man  breathes  the  untiring  purpose 
of  the  living  God,  and  it  is  ultimately  to  the  fulfillment  of 
that  purpose  that  the  whole  creation  moves.  In  the  dear 
Redeemer's  name  we  ask  it.    Amen. 

THX    JOrntNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Bakkuet,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Tuesday,  June  4. 1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal 
was  approved. 

MXSSAGES    rSOM   THX   PRESXDKKT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of  his 
secretaries. 

MESSAGE  TftOU  THE  HOTTSK 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Callo- 
way, one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8438)  making  appropriations  for 
the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes;  that  the  House 
receded  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  numbered  84.  89.  113,  115.  118.  121,  and  125  to  the  bill, 
and  concurred  thereon;  that  the  House  receded  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  10, 106, 
112. 119.  120. 126. 128,  and  133  to  the  bill,  and  concurred  there- 
in, severally  with  an  amendment,  in  which  it  requested  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate,  and  that  the  House  receded  from 
its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered 
122  and  127  to  the  bill  and  concmred  therein  each  with 
amendments,  in  which  It  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

ENROLLED   Bn.LS   SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  affixed 
his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  were 
signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

S.  1777.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
States  of  Montana.  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyo- 
ming to  negotiate  and  enter  Into  a  compact  or  agreement 
for  division  of  the  waters  of  the  Little  Missouri  River; 

S.  2191.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  grant  to  the  State  of  Montana  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
the  Montana  School  of  Mines  a  patent  to  a  certain  tract  of 
land; 

S.  2262.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  change  In  the  time  for 
holding  court  at  Rock  HIU  and  Spartanburg,  S.  C; 

S.  2328.  An  act  to  promote  on  the  retired  list  officers  who 
were  decorated  and  recommended  for  promotion  for  dis- 
tinguished service  during  the  World  Wtu-  and  who  have  not 
attained  the  rank  to  which  recommended; 

S.  2639.  An  act  relating  to  the  hours  of  service  of  persons 
employed  upon  the  Government-owned  Wlota-Port  Peck 
Railroad  in  the  State  of  Montana; 

S.  3014.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1903.  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  July  1,  1902 
(32  Stat.  662) .  so  as  to  provide  uniformity  In  the  pay  of  all 
civilian  employees  of  the  Navy  Department  appointed  for 
duty  beyond  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States  and 
In  Alaska; 

S.  3042.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  estab- 
lish a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  Jime  28,  1937,  as  amended; 
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%-  _i_.       ♦v^  -«io  />f  fiiPi    PU»rtric  cur-  I  Senator  from  New  Jersey  CMr.  SicathersI.  and  the  Senator 
8.3065.  An  act  authorizing  the  sale  of  fuel,  electric  cur       ofJ^'^J.^^^,    .  ,„^  tpttwakI  are  necessarily  detained. 
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tlves  are  hereby  respectfully  urged  to  support  such  legislation,  and 
to  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  to  William  Green  and 


all  In  my  power  to  bring  about  material  assistance  to  the 

AllifMS   anri  fn  hiiiM  nn  tho  Hpfpnci^e  r\f  fho  TTn1f/>H  Rfafpc      Thpv 
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8  3065.  An  act  authorizing  the  sale  of  fuel,  electric  cur- 
rent. Ice,  and  water  at  Isolated  naval  stations; 

8  3491.  An  act  to  provide  that  fines  for  falhire  to  pay 
license  taxes  in  Alaska  shaD  be  disposed  of  as  provided  for 
the  disposition  of  such  taxes; 

8  3496  An  act  to  prevent  retardation  In  promotion  and 
in  pay  and  allowances  of  permanent  professors  of  the  United 
SUtes  MlllUry  Academy  appointed  by  the  President  from 
the  commissioned  officers  of  the  Regular  Army; 

8  3642  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  tne 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  8tat«  of  Washington  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge  acroM  the 

Spokane  River.  Wash.;  »♦».-. 

8  3643  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  tne 
SecreUry  of  the  Interior  and  Stevens  County.  SUte  of  Wash- 
ington, to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  %  highway  bridge 
across  the  Kettle  River  near  Marciis.  Wash.; 

8  3644.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  tne 
SecreUry  of  the  Interior  and  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Co. 
to  construct.  malnUln.  and  operate  two  raUroad  bridges 
acroM  the  Kettle  River  near  Marcus,  Wash.; 

8  3650.  An  act  to  require  the  payment  of  prevailing  rate* 
of  wages  on  Federal  pubUc  works  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii; 

8  3677  An  act  to  donate  to  the  city  of  Seattle  a  totem  pole 
carved  by  the  Alaskan  native  Civilian  Conservation  Corps; 

8  3693.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  grant 
an  easement  for  pipe  lines  across  pubUc  lands  reserved  for 
military  purposes  in  the  parish  of  Plaquemines.  La. 

LAWS  BNACTCT   BY   PUCTTO  RICAN  LEGISLATTTRl 

Tlje  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
meange  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read.  and.  with  the  accompanying  document,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

As  required  by  section  23  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
March  2.  1917.  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  a  civil  government 
for  Puerto  Rico,  and  for  other  purposes,"  I  transmit  herewith 
certified  copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  third  regular  session 
of  the  Fourteenth  Legislature  of  Puerto  Rico.  February  13  to 

AprU  15.  1939. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

I    The  Whtte  House.  June  5.  1940. 

CALL   or   THE    ROLL 

■    Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonun. 
'    The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  caUed  the  roU.  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 
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AdAins 

Andrews 

Asbunt 

Austin 

Bankbead 

Barbour 

Barkley 

BUbo 

Bone 

Bridge* 

Brown 

BuloW 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Cbandler 

Chaves 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 


Danaber 

Davis 

Donahey 

Downey 

Oeorge 

Oerry 

Olbeon 

OUletU 

Green 

Oufley 

Ovirney 

Bale 

Harriaon 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

HIU 

Bolnukn 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  OaliT. 

Johnson.  Colo. 


King 

La  Folletta 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McKellar 

McNary 

Mead 

Miller 

Mmton 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

O'Maboney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radcllffe 

Reed 

Reynolds 

RusseU 


Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Sliip-stead 

Slattery 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas,  Idaho 

TlKwaas,  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Tbbey 

Townsend 
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Mr.  MINTON.  I  annotmce  that  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  Maloniy]  Is  absent  from  the  Senate  because 
of  illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey  1.  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender],  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Glass  1.  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCak- 
BAHl.    the    Senator    from    Montana     [Mr.    Muuut],    the 


Senator  from  New  Jersey  FMr.  SmathersI,  and  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Truman]  are  necessarily  detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  fMr.  PrazierI  Is  necessarily  absent. 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.     Eighty-seven    Senators    have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 
RESOLirnoNS.    ordinances,    etc.    lecxslattve    assembly    and 

MCNICIPAL  COUNCILS.  VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Seriate  three  let- 
ters from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  transmitting 
copies  of  various  bills  passed  by  the  Legislative  Assembly 
of  the  Virgin  Islands;  an  amendment,  ordinances,  and  bills 
passed  by  the  Municipal  Council  of  St,  Croix,  and  a  report, 
amendments,  ordinances,  and  resolutions  passed  by  the 
Municipal  Council  of  St.  Thomas  and  St.  John,  Virgin  Islands, 
which,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs. 

pmnoNS 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  several 
Joint  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  the  SUte  of  Cali- 
fornia, which  were  referred  to  a  committee,  or  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table,  as  follows: 
To  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary: 

AMcmbly  Joint  Resolution  1 
Aasembly  Joint  resolution  relative  to  memorializing  Congreaa  to 
enact  the  necessary  legislation  to  purge  the  United  SUtea  of  com- 
munism and  all  of  the  subversive  influences  and  front  organiza- 
tions which  are  Instigated,  encouraged,  and  foater^d  by  it 
Whereas  Lenin.  In  his  book  entitled  "State  and  Revolution."  de- 
clares that  "Democracy  Is  a  form  of  the  state — one  of  lU  varieties 

Engles.  in  his  book  entlUed  "Internationales  aux  des  Volkstaad," 

declares  that —  .         ,_ 

"The  party  (the  Communist  Party)  whose  economic  program  U 
not  merely  Socialist  in  general  but  directly  commxinlstlc.  and 
whose  ultimate  poUUcal  aim  Is  to  overcome  the  whole  State  and 
therefore  democracy  as  well;"  and 

The  program  of  the  Communist  International  states: 

"The  conquest  of  power  by  the  Proletariat  Is  the  violent  overthrow 
of  bourgeois  power,  the  destruction  of  the  capitalist  state  apparatus 
(bovirgecis  army,  police,  bureaucratic  hierarchy,  the  Judiciary,  par- 
liament, etc.)  and  substituting  In  Its  place  new  organs  of  proletariat 
power.     •     •     •:"   and 

Whereas  the  Communist  Party  of  the  United  States,  although 
affiliated  with  the  International,  has  adopted  the  TroJan-horse  pol- 
icy suggested  by  Oeorgl  Dlmltrov  In  a  report  to  the  International 
in  August  1935.  and  has  deleted  all  references  to  violence  and  con- 
quest In  Its  new  constitution  In  order  to  deceive  the  American 
people;  and 

This  policy  Is  declared  to  be  the  realization  In  practice  of  Dlml- 
troVs  Instructions  to  learn  as  quickly  as  possible  how  to  saU  on 
the  turbulent  waters  of  class  struggle;  and 

The  Communist  Party  Is  seeking  to  accomplish  Its  objective  In 
the  United  States  by  breeding  disrespect  for  American  democracy 
and  all  that  It  represents,  and  by  sabotaging  American  labor  and 
Industry:   and 

It  Is  undeniably  true  that  the  ultimate  aim  of  subversive  ele- 
ments as  exemplified  In  the  United  States  by  the  Communist  and 
Nazi  groups.  Is  to  destroy  democracy  and  establish  a  totalitarian 

state;  and 

The  Communist  and  Nazi  groups  are  attempting  to  discredit  the 
President's  peace  and  preparedness  program  In  order  to  Involve  the 
United  States  In  the  present  E^iropean  war  on  the  side  of  the  dic- 
tator-partnership of  Hitler  and  Stalin;  and 

The  United  States  may  eventually  be  the  victim  of  a  "blitzkrieg" 
by  Stalinism  and  Hltlerlsm;  and 

Whereas.  These  termites  are  prepared  to  constitute  the  "fifth 
column"  for  HlUer  and  Stalin  In  the  event  of  a  "bUtzkrleg"  by  these 
monsters. 

Whereas  communism  and  nazl-lsm  constitute  the  greatest  threats 
to  democracy,  civil  liberties,  human  freedom,  and  the  welfare  of  the 
United  States:   Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Reaoli'Td  by  the  Assembly  and  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia, jointly.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  hereby 
respectfully  urged  to  study  means  and  methods  of  completely  and 
effectively  stamping  out  the  traitorous  Communist  Party  and  Nazi 
groups  In  the  United  States  and  all  other  subversive  organizations 
and  to  enact  such  legislation  in  connection  therewith  as  is  neces- 
sary or  desirable;  and  be  It  fxirther 

Re3olved.  That  the  chief  clerk  of  the  assembly  is  hereby  respect- 
fully requested  to  send  copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  President 
of  the  United  SUtes.  to  the  Vice  President  of  the  United  SUtes. 
to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  RepresenUtlves,  to  each  Senator 
and  Member  of  the  House  of  RepresenUtlves  from  California  In 
the  Congress  of  the  United  SUtes,  which  Senators  and  Represent*- 
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tlves  are  hereby  respectfully  urged  to  support  such  legislation,  and 
to  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  to  WUllam  Green  and 
to  John  L.  Lewis. 

TO  the  table: 

Assembly  Joint  Resolution  No.  2 

Assembly  Joint  resolution  relatlTe  to  memorializing  the  President 

and  CongreM  to  increase  the  land  defenses  of  the  United  SUtes 

Whereas  the  existing  sUte  of  world  affairs  makes  It  imperative 
tbat  the  United  SUtes  m  pnw— id  oC  an  adequate  national  defense; 
and 

Whereas  heretofore  the  people  of  the  United  SUtes,  being  a 
peaceful  people,  have  neglected  to  provide  for  an  adequaU  defense 
until  a  time  of  emergency  has  arnved,  with  s  consequent  waste  of 
life  and  money  and  tlM  crsation  of  undue  apprehension  and  bard- 
•hlp:  and 

Whereas  a  program  of  adequate  preparation  and  proper  training 
and  the  sntlclpatlon  of  what  may  oome  in  the  future  would  tend 
to  prevent  the  unneosasary  lorn  at  Itfe,  property,  and  national 
rasources;  and 

Whereas  it  is  the  heartfelt  sentiment  of  this  legisiattire  that 
every  possible  step  should  be  Uken  to  reUtn  for  the  United  SUtes 
Its  present  security :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Muolved  by  the  Auembly  and  Senate  of  tha  State  of  CaHfomia, 
jointly,  Thst  the  President  and  Congress  be  urged  to  initiate  a 
program  of  Immediate  expansion  of  the  land  defenses  of  the  United 
SUtes  and  to  immediately  expand  the  Regular  Army  and  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  the  United  SUtes  to  the  number  of  1,000,000  men; 
and  be  it  further 

Retolved,  That  the  chief  clerk  of  the  assembly  forward  a  copy  of 
this  resolution  to  the  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United 
Sutes,  to  the  Speaker  of  the  Hovise  of  RepresenUtlves  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  SUtes.  and  to  each  Senator  and  Member  of 
the  House  of  RepresenUtlves  from  California  In  the  Congress  of 
the  United  SUtes. 

To  the  table: 

Assembly  Joint  Resolution  23 
Assembly  Joint  resolution  relative  to  defense  of  the  California  coast 

Whereas  the  present  deplorable  condition  of  world  affairs  requires 
the  Government  of  the  United  SUtes  to  Uke  proper  measures 
designed  to  provide  adequate  means  to  defend  the  Nation;  and 

Whereas  the  defense  of  the  California  coast  is  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance, especially  In  view  of  the  fact  that  nearly  75  i>ercent  of  the 
Nation's  aircraft  production,  the  most  essential  weapon  In  modern 
warfare,  is  located  on  the  Pacific  coast  and  may  be  subject  to  attack; 
and 

Whereas  the  legislature  in  AprU  1930  memorialized  Congress  to 
provide  adequate  defense  for  the  Pacific  coast;  and 

Whereafi  no  action  has  been  taken  although  world  evenU  since 
that  time  have  Increased  the  need  for  adequate  defense  tenfold;  and 

Whereas  the  immediate  construction  of  mlliUry  roads,  aircraft 
and  antiaircraft  stations,  and  coast-defense  supply  bases  of  the 
California  coast  is  immediately  necessary  to  provide  adequate  means 
for  the  defense  of  this  area:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resoli^ed  by  the  Assembly  and  Senate  of  the  State  of  California 
(jointly).  That  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United  SUtes  be 
memorialized  to  allocate  $250,000,000  of  the  moneys  available  for 
national  defense  for  the  purpose  of  immediately  constructing  mili- 
tary roads,  aircraft  and  antiaircraft  sUtlons,  and  coast-defense 
supply  bases  on  the  California  coast;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  the  chief  clerk  of  the  assembly  Is  hereby  requested 
to  transmit  a  copy  of  this  resolution  to  the  President  and  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States  and  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  SUtes,  and  to  each 
Senator  and  RepresenUtlve  from  California  In  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  the  Senators  and  Representatives  from 
California  are  hereby  respectfully  requested  to  urge  such  action. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  tele- 
gram in  the  nature  of  a  petition  from  sundry  citizens  of  New 
York  City  praying  that  the  United  States  take  immediate 
and  prompt  action  to  prevent  Allied  defeat  in  the  present 
European  war  and  do  its  utmost  to  help  bring  about  a  victory 
for  the  Allied  cause,  and  also  praying  for  the  prompt  enact- 
ment of  legislation  authorizing  the  Immediate  flying  and 
shipping  to  Prance  and  England  of  2.000  of  the  best  Army 
and  Navy  airplanes,  and  also  the  supplying  of  everything 
necessary  to  enable  the  Allies  to  win  the  present  war,  which 
was  ordered  to  He  on  the  table. 

Mr.  TYDINOS  presented  a  resolution  of  the  City  Council 
of  Baltimore,  Md.,  endorsing  the  national-defense  program 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  favoring  the 
prompt  enactment  of  the  necessary  legislation  therefor, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Tmt   NATIONAL   DEFENSE — PETITIONS 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  consent  to  present 
herewith  for  appropriate  disposition  a  petition  bearing  the 
names  of  sundry  citizens  of  Bradford.  Vt.,  urging  that  I  do 


all  in  my  power  to  bring  about  material  assistance  to  the 
Allies,  and  to  build  up  the  defenses  of  the  United  States,  They 
state,  "We  stand  ready  to  bear  our  share  of  the  expenses  of 
this  program." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition  was  received  and 
ordered  to  He  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
of  the  Senate  to  present  for  appropriate  disposition  and  to 
have  incorporated  in  the  Record  at  this  point,  without  the 
names  attached,  a  petition  signed  by  a  group  of  1.000  Amer- 
ican citizens  residing  at  Princeton.  N.  J.,  and  submitted  to 
me  by  Dr.  Edward  Mead  Earle,  of  the  lDfUtut«  for  Advsoced 
Study,  at  Princeton. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition  was  received,  or- 
dered to  lie  on  the  table,  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Rsooko 
without  the  signatures  attached,  m  follows: 

We.  the  underalgned  dtixena  of  the  United  States,  lecidenta  of 

Princeton.  N.  J.,  believe  that  an  essential  first  step  In  national  de- 
fense Is  to  render  to  the  Allied  Powers,  immedlaUly  and  without 
•tint,  all  assistance  short  of  war.  In  partlctUar,  we  petition  the 
President  and  the  Congress  to  release  to  the  Allies  the  greatest 
poauble  number  of  military  planes  from  among  those  now  In  the 
possceslon  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  SUtes. 

It  la  nowhere  asserted  that  victory  for  Prance  and  BriUln  would 
be  other  than  a  benefit  to  us;  It  is  everywhere  admitted  that  victory 
for  Ocrmany  would  present  us  ImmedlaUly  and  unavoidably  with 
serloxis  threaU  to  our  aectirlty..  It  Is  therefore  a  fact,  recognized 
by  an  overwhelming  American  public  opinion,  that  the  French  Army 
and  the  British  Navy  constitute  a  first  line  of  defense  for  the 
Western  Hemisphere  and  for  the  historic  policies  of  the  United 
SUtes,  including  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  American  planes  fighting 
in  the  Allied  armies  on  the  western  front  might  stem  the  tide  of 
totalitarian  conquest.  They  would  thus  promote  American  security 
and  save  us  the  expenditure  of  billions  of  dollars  and  perhaps 
thousands  of  lives  in  a  future  which  is  already  filled  with  danger 
for  our  country.  A  firm  sUnd  by  the  United  SUtes  at  this  time 
would  serve  notice  on  neutrals  and  nonbelUg^erents  (especlaUy  Italy 
and  Japan)  that  we  know  what  ovir  vlUl  interests  are  and  are 
prepared  to  defend  them  by  every  means  in  out  power.  If  there 
appear  to  be  legal  technicalities  In  the  way,  we  wish  to  see  them 
removed  forthwith  by  appropriate  legislation.  If  It  be  argued  that 
the  action  proposed  is  contrary  to  conventional  sUndards  of  neu- 
trality, we  can  only  say  that  conventional  standards  no  longer  apply 
to  the  situation,  Noubelllgerence  is  not  a  device  reserved  to  dic- 
tators. 

Speed  is  of  the  essence  of  effective  action.  We  must  demonstrate 
that  the  United  States  Is  not  paraljrzed  when  Its  security  Is  menaced, 
that  daring  conceptions  of  strategy  and  national  Interest  are  not  a 
monopoly  of  totalitarian  powers.  The  planes  we  now  own  will 
shortly  be  obsolete  and  thtis  useless  to  us  should  the  struggle  ulti- 
mately reach  our  shores.  On  the  other  hand,  a  thousand  planes  for 
the  Allies  now  wUl  be  more  valuable  to  them  than  5,000,  3  months 
hence,  and  more  valuable  to  us  than  50,000  should  Oermany  win 
the  war. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  to 
which  was  referred  the  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  544)  mak- 
ing appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1941,  reported  it  with  amendments  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  1754)  thereon, 

Mr.  CAPPER,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally 
without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.R.  6548.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Isobell  Shanks  (Rept. 
No.  1755) ; 

H.  R.  6553.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Pennsylvania  State 
College  (Rept.  No.  1756) ; 

H.  R.  6598.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H,  Upton  (Rept, 
No.  1757) ;  and 

H.  R.  6967.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Boyd  (Rept.  No. 
1758). 

Mr.  WILEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  were 
referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  each  without 
amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  7608.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  Montrose  Edrehl  (Rept. 
No.  1760;  and  # 

H.  R.  7858.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Mary  D.  Briggs  and 
Simeon  Q.  Rigor  (Rept.  No.  1759). 

Mr.  BROWN,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally 
without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R  2354.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  S.  T.  Enloe  (Rept.  No. 
1762) ; 
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H  R  2901.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United   I       Further  consideration  of  oxn-natlonal-defense  needs  has 
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Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  concurrent  resolution  was 
considered  and  agreed  to. 


Power  Co.,  spent  $33,435  to  oppose  it.    This  again  was  the 
statement  of  the  company  itself,  given  to  the  Federal  Trade 
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H  R  2901  A  bin  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Oeraldine  Ash  <Rept.  No.  1761) :  and 

H    H.  R.  6095.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Wilbur  P.  Riddlesbarger 
and  Josephine  Riddlesbarger  'Rept.  No.  1763). 

Mr.  HUGHES,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bUls,  reported  them  severally 
Without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 
-  S.  4032.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  Philip 
A.  Penstcn.  pharmacist's  mate,  first  class.  United  States 
Coast  Guard,  for  the  value  of  personal  and  household  effects 
lost  and  destroyed  during  the  hurricane  of  September  21, 
1938.  at  New  London.  Conn.  (Rept.  No.  1764) ; 

H.  R.  3964.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  H.  S.  Wayman  (Rept. 
No.  1765)  : 

H.  R.  4801.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Camastro,  a  minor 

<Rept.  No.  1766) ; 

H.R.5464.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Don  E.  Hicks  (Rept. 
No.  1767);  and 

H.  R.  5571.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Minnie  Lowery  and 
Wlnell  Lowery  <Rept.  No.  1768). 

1  Mr.  HUGHES  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  5303)  for  the  reUef  of 
Solomon  Brown,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  "No.  1769)  thereon. 

j  Mr.  PITTMAN.  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
to  which  were  referred  the  following  bill  and  joint  resolu- 
tion, reported  them  each  without  amendment  and  sub- 
mitted reports  thereon: 

S.  4097.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates 
of  American  citizens  who  die  abroad  (Rept.  No.  1771) ;  and 
1  S.J.  Res.  271.  Joint  resolution  approving  nonrecognitlon 
of  the  transfer  of  any  geographic  region  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere  from  one  non-American  power  to  another  non- 
American  power,  and  providing  for  consultation  with  other 
American  republics  in  the  event  that  such  transfer  should 
appear  likely  (Rept.  No.  1770). 

I  Mr.  DOWNEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3539)  for  the  relief  of 
•n^omas  M.  Barnes,  reported  It  without  amendment  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  1772)  thereon. 

BILLS  AND   JOINT  RESOLUTION  INTRODTTCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time.  and.  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  foUows: 

By  Mr.  McNARY: 
'    8.  4100.  A  bill  granting  an  Increase  in  pension  to  Jean  M. 
Vltou:  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  MEAD: 

8.  4101.  A  bill  to  incorporate  the  St.  George  Association  of 
America,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KING: 

S.  4102.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Arthur  Netter  and  Kate  Net- 
ter;  to  the  Committee  don  Immigration. 

(Mr.  LoDGK  introduced  Senate  Joint  Resolution  273.  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and 
appears  under  a  separate  heading.) 

AMENDMENT  OF  NETrTRALlTy  ACT  WITH  REFERENCE  TO  CANADA 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  ask  consent  to  introduce  a  joint  resolution 
fh^d  to  make  a  brief  explanation  of  it 

e  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  the  joint  res- 
olution will  be  received,  and  the  Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  the  present  Neutrality  Act, 
wheri\  presented  to  the  Senate,  completely  excluded  American 
shipping  from  Canadian  waters  on  the  Atlantic.  At  that  time 
I  offered  an  amendment  which  authorized  American  ships  to 
operate  In  the  waters  west  of  66  degrees  west  longitude,  so 
as  to  give  American  ships  the  opportunity  to  visit  the  Cana- 
dian ports  of  St.  John  and  Yarmouth  on  the  Bay  of  Pundy. 
This  amendment  prevailed,  and  is  part  of  the  present  Neu- 
traUty  AcU 
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Further  consideration  of  our  national-defense  needs  has 
convinced  me  that  Canada  and  the  United  States  have  many 
common  interests  Insofar  as  defense  problems  in  this  hemi- 
sphere are  concerned.  The  more  than  6  months'  experience 
we  have  had  with  shipping  to  Bay  of  Pundy  ports  has  shown 
that  the  exemption  of  these  ports  has  been  entirely  beneficial 
both  to  Canada  and  to  the  United  SUtes. 

In  the  statement  of  military  policy  which  I  submitted  to 
the  Senate  on  Monday.  June  3.  I  gave  it  as  my  conviction 
that  the  whole  of  North  America,  plus  the  Caribbean  area, 
was  our  base  area — our  minimum — of  defense.  If  this  is 
true — and  I  believe  it  is — we  should  extend  the  privilege  of 
shipping  to  Canada  to  Include  all  Canadian  ports,  just  as  we 
now  extend  it  to  Bay  of  Fundy  ports,  Bermuda,  and  the 
Caribbean  Islands,  many  of  which  are  considerably  east  of 
the  sixty-sixth  parallel. 

Accordingly.  I  introduce  a  Joint  resolution  to  extend  the 
area  within  which  American  ships  may  go  from  the  sixty-sixth 
degree  of  west  longitude  to  the  thirtieth  degree  of  west 
longitude.  The  passage  of  the  Joint  resolution  would  enable 
American  ships  to  visit  all  Canadian  ports,  and  will  also 
allow  them  to  go  to  Greenland,  a  place  of  increasing  concern 
to  us. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  273)  to  amend  the  Neu- 
trality Act  of  1939  so  as  to  exempt  Canada  from  certain 
restrictions  of  the  Neutrality  Act  was  read  twice  by  its  title 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

STRENGTHENING  OF  THE  NATIONAL  DEFENSE AMENDMENT 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to 
be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  4025)  to  expedite  the 
strengthening  of  the  national  defense,  which  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  WORK  RELIEF  AND  RELIEF — AMENDMENT 

Mr.  BILBO  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making 
appropriations  for  work  rebef  and  relief,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1941.  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

At  the  end  of  the  bill.  Insert  the  following  new  section: 
"Sic.  — .  There  U  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  fiscal  year  1941.  the 
sum  of  IIOO.OOO.CXX).  to  be  used  by  the  S3cretary  of  Agriculture  for 
the  purpose  of  effectuating  the  provisions  of  clause  (2)  of  section 
32  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act.  and  for  other  purposes,'  approved  August  24.  1935,  as 
amended,  such  sum  to  be  in  addition  to  any  funds  appropriated  by 
such  section  32." 

LEAVE    OF    ABSENCE    FOR    EDUCA-nONAL    EMPLOYEES    OF    DISTRICT 

PUBLIC    SCHOOLS 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  on  May  29.  1940.  the  Senate 
passed,  without  amendment,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9326)  to  provide 
educational  employees  of  the  public  schools  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  with  leave  of  absence,  with  part  pay.  for  pur- 
poses of  educational  improvement,  and  for  other  purposes. 
It  has  just  been  ascertained  that  there  is  an  error  in  the  bill 
as  to  its  effective  date,  which  should  be  changed  to  July  1, 
1940.  instead  of  July  1.  1938.  as  contained  in  the  bill. 

I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  to  submit  a  concurrent 
resolution  authorizing  correction  of  the  error  in  the  enroll- 
ment of  the  bill,  and  also  ask  for  the  immediate  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  concur- 
rent resolution  will  be  read  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  48)  was  read  as 
follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Representatives  concurring). 
That  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  be.  and  he  Is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed.  In  the  enrollment  of  the  bill  (H.  R  9326) 
to  provide  educational  employees  of  the  public  schools  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  with  leave  of  absence,  with  part  pay,  for  purposes 
of  educational  Improvement,  and  for  other  purposes,  to  make  the 
following  change,  namely :  On  page  4.  lines  8  and  9  of  the  engrossed 
blil.  strike  out  "July  1,  1938"  and  Insert  "July  1.  1940." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  concurrent  resolution? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  concurrent  resolution  was 
considered  and  agreed  to. 

ADDRESS     BY     GSOBGK     MEANT     AT     INTKRFAITH     COMFESENCI     ON 

UNEMPLOYMENT 

(Mr.  Wacnkb  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  George  Meany,  secretary- 
treasurer  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  at  the  Inter- 
falth  Conference  on  Unemployment,  June  4,  1940,  which 
appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

RELXET — NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  letter  from  the  Citizens'  Bureau  of  Milwaukee  on 
tbe  subject  of  relief  and  a  letter  from  A.  T.  Rasmussen  with 
reference  to  national  defense,  which  c^ppear  in  the  Appendix.] 

AMERICA'S    ATTITTTDK    TOWARD    TBI    ALLIES 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Rxcobo  an  article  by  Mrs.  Walter  Fergtison  dealing 
with  the  attitude  of  the  United  States  toward  the  Allies, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

AIRCRAFT    DEFENSES WARNING    TO    NEW    ENGLAND 

[Mr.  Gibson  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  containing  excerpts  from  an  address 
delivered  by  Brig.  Gen.  E.  L.  Daley,  United  States  Army,  at 
Worcester,  Mass.,  on  the  subject  of  strengthening  air 
defenses,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

EITGGESTED  RELOCATION  OF  FRENCH  AND  BRITISH  CAPITALS — ARTICLE 
FROM   WASHINGTON  TIMES-HERALD 

[Mr.  LiTNDKEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  from  the  Washington  (D.  C.)  Times- 
Herald  of  June  5,  1940,  by  Drew  Pearson  and  Robert  S.  Allen, 
relating  to  a  suggested  removal  of  the  French  capital  to 
Africa  and  of  the  British  capital  to  Canada,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

CAMPAIGN    AGAINST   MXTNIdPAL    AND    PT7BLIC    POWER   DEVELOPMENT 

Mr.  BONK  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  insert  in  the  Record 
the  second  of  a  series  of  letters  I  am  writing  to  people  in  "the 
State  of  Washington  against  a  new  effort  of  the  Power  Trust 
to  obtain  domination  of  the  State's  power  resources.  The 
letter  is  directed  specifically  against  a  measure  called  initia- 
tive 139.  which  is  intended  to  prevent  functioning  of  public- 
utility  districts  organized  in  my  State  under  a  law  favorably 
voted  upon  by  the  people  in  1930. 

The  initiative  is  sponsored  by  the  power  companies  through 
a  fake  organization  called  the  Let  the  People  Vote  League. 
I  do  not  want  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  now  to  explain 
the  peculiar  operations  and  propaganda  of  this  league,  but  I 
know  the  Federal  Grovernment  has  agencies  which  have  power 
to  examine  into  the  relationship  between  this  league  and  the 
private  power  companies  in  my  State,  and  I  think  such  an 
examination  will  be  made.  It  certainly  ought  to  be  made, 
because  my  State  Is  a  principal  battleground  in  a  national 
fight  that  is  being  waged  by  the  private  power  companies  to 
disparage  municipal  operation  of  electric  utilities  and  to 
encircle  their  own  operations  with  a  halo. 

Use  of  citizens'  committees  to  fight  their  battles  is  an  old 
dodge  of  the  Power  Trust,  as  revealed  in  the  Federal  Qovem- 
ment's  investigation  of  the  power  company  machinations — 
an  investigation  that  started  during  the  Hoover  administra- 
tion and  ended  in  1935. 

I  have  reason  to  believe  that  the  power  companies  are 
spending  a  large  amoimt  of  money  in  my  State  to  kill  off  the 
public-utility  districts,  just  as  they  admit  spending  at  least 
$175,000  in  advertising  alone  to  defeat  the  Bone  power  bill  in 
1924.  Norwood  Brockett,  who  was  the  spokesman  of  the 
Northwest  Electric  Light  li  Power  Association,  testified  under 
oath  to  this  expenditure  l)efore  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission. The  Bone  bill,  which  finally  was  referred  to  the 
people  and  passed  in  1934  after  I  had  been  elected  to  the  Sen- 
ate in  1932,  authorizes  cities  and  towns  to  dispose  of  electric 
energy  outside  as  well  as  inside  their  own  corporate  limits. 

In  1930,  when  the  Grange  district  power  law  was  passed  by 
a  referendum  vote,  one  company,  the  Washington  Water 


Power  Co..  spent  $33,435  to  oppose  it.  This  again  was  the 
statement  of  the  company  Itself,  given  to  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission.  The  Puget  Sound  Power  &  Light  Co.  admitted 
spending  $124,000  to  try  to  defeat  the  Grange  bill.  This  dis- 
trict power  law,  authorizing  establishment  of  public-utility 
districts,  is  the  law  the  power  companies  are  now  trying  to 
kill  by  amendment. 

This  move,  if  successful,  win  create  barriers  which  win  slow 
down  and  probably  hopelessly  cripple  efforts  to  set  up  pulslic 
power  districts  under  a  State  law  which  is  so  worded  that  it 
now  makes  possible  fullest  State  cooperation  with  the  Federal 
program,  as  exemplified  by  the  Bonneville  development.  The 
present  campaign  is  based  on  a  shameless  misrepresentation 
of  the  law  regarding  the  legal  nature  of  utility  revenue  bonds 
issued  by  public  bodies.  It  is  falsely  asserted  by  the  power 
companies,  through  a  fake  organization  with  undisclosed 
memt>ership  called  the  Let  the  People  Vote  League,  that 
revenue  bonds  constitute  a  public  debt  which  must  be  sup- 
ported by  taxpayers. 

These  tactics  are  not  new.  In  every  power  fight  in  our 
State  private  power  companies  have  resorted  to  floods  of 
misinformation. 

In  one  piece  of  legislation  pending  before  the  Congress  5 
years  ago.  Members  of  Congress  were  bombarded  with  letters 
prepared  by  power  propagandists,  purporting  to  be  signed  by 
bona  fide  citizens,  and  It  was  found  that  many  of  them  had 
not  been  signed  by  the  alleged  signers.  Some  of  these  signers 
did  not  even  exist.  Lists  of  names  were  made  up  from  tele- 
phone books  and  the  like.  It  was  one  of  the  most  gigantic 
fakes  ever  attempted  to  be  put  over  on  Congress. 

Unscrupulous  iise  of  propaganda  has  been  reduced  to  a  fine 
art.  and  is  now  employed  all  over  the  United  States  to  fight 
mimicipal  and  public-power  development. 

A  campaign  which  must  rest  upon  such  a  cold  and  studied 
perversion  of  the  truth  presents  a  sorry  picture  to  voters.  We 
cherish  our  free  Institutions — our  freedom  of  expression  on 
all  issues — but  there  are,  and  ought  to  be,  some  limits  which 
a  free  people,  no  matter  how  ardent  they  may  be  In  defense 
or  promotion  of  a  principle,  should  Impose  upon  themselves. 
Because  I  have  defended  the  principle  of  free  speech  and  a 
free  press,  I  am  edl  the  more  keenly  anxious  to  see  man 
strive  not  to  abuse  these  attributes  of  our  Anglo-Saxon  civili- 
zation. If  public  power  development  In  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington is  to  be  stlfied,  I  want  the  battle  to  be  fought  with 
common  honesty  as  the  basis  of  the  arguments;  and  if  victory 
should  come  to  those  who  hate  the  principle  of  public  owner- 
ship of  the  power  system,  they  certainly  would  not  want  their 
victory,  if  they  be  honorable  citizens,  to  be  plastered  all  over 
with  badges  of  fraud. 

If  the  private  pwwer  companies  win  this  fight  on  the  argu- 
ment that  a  public-utility  bond  is  a  general  tax  obligation — 
and  that  is  their  blunt  assertion  and  the  entire  foundation 
of  their  campaign — they  would  stamp  the  present  State  cam- 
paign as  void  of  common  political  morality.  If  that  sort  of 
campaign  can  win,  then,  indeed,  is  America  facing  a  crisis, 
for  it  would  enthrone  as  a  legitimate  weapon  of  the  political 
arena  an  immoral  principle  repugnant  to  everything  we  hold 
to  be  necessary  and  desirable  in  a  democratic  society.  If  a 
lie  can  win  over  the  truth,  we  are  well  on  the  way  to  a  com- 
plete abandonment  of  the  last  shred  of  honor  in  politics. 

I  am  directing  the  attention  of  my  colleagues  to  this  State 
campaign  because  without  dissent  they  have  assisted  me  in 
bringing  the  Federal  program  into  line  with  our  State  pro- 
gram of  public -power  development.  I  Eim  writing  to  folks 
in  the  State,  calling  attention  to  the  exact  nature  of  this 
controversy,  and  to  the  fact  that  the  Federal  Government 
has  a  stake  in  this  fight,  which  is  made  plain  by  the  Bonne- 
ville legislation. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  place  in  the  Congressional 
Record,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  the  letter  I  mentioned, 
which  is  the  second  of  a  series.    More  will  follow. 

There  t)eing  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

DBAS  Puend:  a  vot«  for  initiative  139  la  literally  a  vote  to  get 
the  public  Into  debt,  not  to  save  It  from  debt.    The  Let  the  People 
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Is  not  four  view.  If  you  are  determined  that  the  black  cross  of  the 
w»<ri  flftir  Rh*Jl  nf>t  wave  over  the  world,  nor  we  live  as  Its  subjects; 


He  who  puts  you  to  sleep  when  danger  threatens  is  as  much 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


i 


! 


7568 

Vote  Lea^e.  which  Is  sponsortng  this  Initiative— as  » Jron*  ^  ^^« 
private  power  companies— should  more  accurately  be  called  the 
Vote  Tounelf  Into  Debt  League.  ^..♦-^ 

This  league  in  iU  advertising  tells  you  that  public  utU^T  f>l«3T?<^ 
revenue  bonds,  under  the  present  law,  are  a  public  debt;  that 
is.  a  debt  upon  the  taxpayers.     This  argument  Is  a  studied  false- 

A  utility  revenue  bond,  as  the  name  Impllea,  Is  a  bond  that  must 
be  Dald  off  only  from  the  revenues  of  the  utility.  When  bankers 
•ra  offered  such  bonds,  they  Investigate  the  utility's  prospective 
earnings  and  decide  whether  to  buy  the  bonds  and  at  what  price. 
When  they  buy  such  bonds  they  know  that  the  bonds  will  have 
to  be  repaid  out  of  revenues  only.  Should  the  utility  fall  to  make 
enough  revenue  to  pay  Its  bond  Installments  when  due  the  bond- 
holders could  not  rely  on  tax  funds  for  payment. 

The  only  way  under  the  present  law  to  make  so-called  revenue 
bonds  a  debt  against  the  community  Is  to  let  the  people  vote 
directly  on  the  specific  question  of  whether  or  not  such  revenue 
bonds  shall  be  underwritten  by  the  taxing  power. 

Kvery  well-informed  lawyer  knows  this.  So  does  the  Let  the 
People  Vote  League.  ^     *w 

No  doubt  you  recall  that  the  Seattle  City  CouncU  made  the 
grave  error  of  buying  the  street-railway  system  from  the  Puget 
Sound  Power  ft  Light  Co.  at  a  tremendously  inflated  price.  The 
price  was  provided  by  Issuing  revenue  bonds.  Later  these  bonds 
defaulted,  and  the  city  council  tried  to  divert  money  from  the 
general  fund  to  make  the  bond  pajmients. 

Taxpayers  appealed  to  the  court,  and  the  State  supreme  court 
held  that  the  council  could  not  vise  the  general  fund  for  such 
a  purpose  unless  the  people  voted  to  make  those  revenue  bonds  a 
general  obligation  which  could  be  supported  by  tax  funds. 

The  State  supreme  court  said  In  that  Seattle  railway  bond 
case,  as  reported  in  volume  119.  Washington  reports,  page  674: 

-When  It  Is  proposed  that  any  general  Indebtedness  be  Incurred 
for  such  a  ptirpoee  as  is  here  considered,  the  matter  mxist  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  voters:  and  if  not  so  submitted,  all  obllgaUons  aris- 
ing from  the  acquisition,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  the  utility 
must  be  met  from  its  revenue,  and  In  any  event,  by  no  action  of 
the  city  or  its  officers  can  the  burden  be  shifted  to  the  shoulders 
of  the  taxpayers,  who  have  had  no  opporttxnlty  to  say  whether 
Ibey  will  or  will  not  accept  the  hazard."  y 

It  requires  brazen  effrontery  to  assert.  In  the  face  of  such  de* 
clslons  of  our  State  supreme  court,  that  revenue  bonds  are  a 
general  tax  obligation  Propasfanda  to  convince  the  public  that 
a  general  tax  debt  is  created  by  stich  bonds  is  worse  than  mis- 
leading.   It  Is  a  cruel  hoax. 

The  headline  on  one  leaflet  put  out  by  the  league  says:  Wbo 
Incurs  your  debts?"  Another  heading  says:  "You  must  also  pay 
your  share  of  public  debts."  In  face  of  the  fact  that  revenue  bonds 
are  not  a  "public  debt,"  this  kind  of  advertising  has  a  strange 
odor. 

Every  citizen  shotUd  resent  this  attempt  of  the  private  power 
company  attorneys  who  are  the  real  Let  the  People  Vote  League, 
to  fool  him.  either  directly  or  Indirectly,  about  this  Initiative. 

The  present  law  and  the  de':l8ions  of  our  courts  are  that  public 
utility  revenue  txinds  are  not  tax  obligations  or  "public  debta" 
In  any  form.  I  urge  any  member  of  the  Let  the  People  Vote  League, 
If  It  has  any  memlxjrs,  to  place  a  contradiction  In  writing  and 
send  It  to  me. 

The  operations  of  municipal  agencies  such  as  public-utility  dis- 
tricts are  Inseparably  linked  by  law  with  the  operations  of  Federal 
power  projecu.  It  Is  the  express  Intention  of  the  Congress  that  a 
large  pmrt  of  the  power  from  Federal  dams  be  marketed  through 
public  bodies,  which  are  given  prefercnUal  rights  in  the  Bonneville 
bill.  That  Is  why  defeat  of  Initiative  139  is  a  matter  of  Federal 
as  well  as  State  concern. 

Sincerely  yours.  _  _    ... 

^  ROMXl   T.    BONX. 

ARMY  PROMOTION  SYSTTM CONFERENCB  REPORT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
yesterday  the  pending  business  before  the  Senate  was  the 
conference  report  on  House  bUl  9243.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  CoNNAttYl  haa  not  concluded  his  remarks.  The 
Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  LEE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

AMEUCAM      MOBUJZATIOW — LrTTIB      TO     CONGRESS     BY     DOROTHY 

THOMPSON 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  Miss  Dorothy  Thompson  has  a 
powerful  argument  in  this  morning's  Washington  Post.  I 
have  read  it  carefully.  If  she  had  been  wrong  all  the  time  in 
her  predictions  of  what  was  going  to  happen,  we  might  dis- 
count this  article,  but.  since  she  has  been  correct  in  predicting 
everything  that  has  happened  in  Europe,  we  are  forced  to 
give  credence  to  what  she  says  now.  I  must  confess  that  I 
cannot  find  one  single  flaw  in  her  forceful  argument.  The 
compelling  force  of  her  logic  is  unanswerable. 

Mr.  President.  In  order  that  wider  distribution  might  be 
given  to  her  views.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  her 
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Just  a  moment.    The  Senator 
If  he  desires  to 


article  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President- 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT, 
has  not  obtained  unanimous  consent  yet. 
proceed  without  it.  very  well. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  inquire  to  whom  reference 
is  made?  What  article  is  it  to  which  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa refers? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  As  the  Chair  understands,  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  desires  to  place  in  the  Record  at 
this  point,  as  a  part  of  his  remarks,  an  article  by  Miss  Dor- 
othy Thompson.  He  asks  unanimous  consent  for  that  pur- 
pose.   Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to 
object,  but  I  regret  that  the  picture  of  Dorothy,  which  is  pub- 
lished in  the  Washington  Post  this  morning,  cannot  also  be 
included.    (Laughter.] 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  article  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Washington  Post  of  June  5.  1940] 

LKTTSS  TO  CONGRESS — MTTST  WE  MOBILIZE  AT  ONCE? 
(By  Dorothy  Thompson) 
Gentlemen.  $4,000,000,000  appropriated  for  armaments  and  de- 
fense or  ten  billion  will  be  useless  to  protect  America  or  American 
democracy  unless  you  act.  and  act  now.  You  must  act  to  protect 
the  instruments  of  defense  that  we  already  have,  and  at  the  place 
where  they  are  already  engaged  In  battle,  namely,  the  British  Navy. 
In  the  North  Sea  and  at  Gibraltar,  and  the  French  Army  In  Prance, 
for,  if  they  go,  the  United  States  has  lost  a  war  and  lost  lU  powet 
and  will  be  the  prisoner  of  Hitler. 

Gentlemen,  ihe  British  Navy  Is  the  defense  of  our  eastern  sea- 
board and  the  defense  of  the  Panama  Canal.  If  it  goes,  we  are  open 
on  the  whole  Atlantic.  Our  own  Navy  is  needed  to  protect  us  In  the 
Pacific.  For  150  years  the  Monroe  Doctrine  has  been  a  policy  &3 
well  as  a  doctrine  because  of  the  British  Navy,  and  for  no  other 
reason  wbatsoever.  In  respect  of  the  political  Independence  of 
the  South  American  States,  it  has  happened  that  Great  Britain 
and  we  have  agreed.  It  Is  a  matter  of  no  Importance  whether  that 
agreement  arose  out  of  Idealistic  reasons  or  reasons  of  self-interest. 
Tbe  agreement  existed,  and  thus  we  were  able,  with  a  one-ocean 
Navy,  to  defend  our  outposts  in  the  Pacific,  whUe  the  British  Navy 
held  the  outposts  to  the  Atlantic. 

There  Is  talk  In  Washington  now  of  building  a  two-ocean  Navy. 
Gentlemen.  If  the  British  Navy  goes  Into  German  hands,  our  destiny 
will  have  been  settled  before  a  keel  is  laid. 

Just  as  Great  Britain  and  France  gave  away  in  Czechoslovakia, 
the  most  important  outpost  of  their  defense,  and  by  their  inaction 
yielded  the  equipment  of  40  divisions  to  the  German  armed  forces. 
the  secret  of  the  concrete  of  the  Maglnot  line  and  the  productive 
fCH-ces  of  the  Skoda  factories,  only  to  have  these  divisions  and  these 
armaments  hurled  against  them  6  months  later — giving  up  re- 
sources which  It  would  take  them  months  or  even  years  to  replace — 
so  we.  If  we  permit  the  British  Navy  to  fall  Into  the  hands  of  the 
Nazis,  will  have  given  them  the  weapon  with  which  the  Western 
Hemisphere  pKSlicy  and  the  Independent  existence  of  the  United 
States  will  be  doomed. 

This  doom  will  not  follow  5  yeara  after  a  British  or  French  de- 
feat. It  will  follow  Immediately.  It  will  be  a  fait  accompli.  Your 
role  m  American  history  will  be  that,  though  you  were  men  of  good 
will,  patriots,  and  of  excellent  Intention,  ycu  acted  too  late. 

There  are  times  In  history  when  a  cruel  choice  cannot  be  avoided. 
This  Is  such  a  time.  The  choice  of  the  United  States  Is  Independ- 
ence or  war.  These  are  the  hardest  words  that  a  human  being  can 
put  on  paper.  For  years,  gentlemen,  those  few  of  tis  who  have 
realized  the  monstrous  thing  that  was  going  to  happen  and  have 
tried  to  warn  the  people  of  the  United  States  have  shackled  our 
own  tongues.  We  have  hoped  that  our  view  was  distorted  and  have 
prayed  that  history  might  prove  us  wrong.  We  have  been  hyper- 
sensitive to  the  cry  of  "warmonger,"  "hysteria,"  "agitator,"  even 
when  we  have  heard  this  cry  from  the  very  throats  of  those  who 
bad  set  out  to  conquer  the  world  by  war  and  revolution. 

You,  too.  have  been  Influenced  by  the  democratic  hatred  of  war 
and  by  the  Inability  to  believe  anything  so  monstrous  as  a  con- 
spiracy to  subjugate  the  world. 

Yes,  and  now,  too,  there  Is  certainly  a  way  to  avoid  war.  That  la 
to  caplt\ilate.  That  ts  to  say,  "this  civilization,  this  way  of  life, 
and  all  the  ideals  upon  which  It  Is  foimded,  is  washed  up.  We  have 
no  longer  the  will  or  the  competence  either  to  sustain  it  or  to  re- 
make it  as  part  of  a  remade  world.  Therefore,  let  those  who  covet 
the  task  and  have  the  will  to  lUKlertake  it  have  their  way  with  us." 
That  is  a  point  of  view.  It  Is  the  point  of  view  held  by  thousands 
of  students  In  our  universities,  whose  youthful  ardor  has  been 
called  to  no  heroic  or  sensible  communal  task  and  who  now  say 
openly,  "Let  Hitler  run  the  world  and  us,  too." 

If  It  Is  your  view,  gentlemen,  a  view  held  perhaps  half  uncon- 
sciously In  the  backs  of  your  mlzKls,  then  take  no  action.    But  tf  t% 
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Is  not  your  view;  tf  you  are  determined  that  the  black  cross  of  the 
Nazi  flag  shall  not  wave  over  the  world,  nor  we  live  as  Its  subjects; 
If  you  are  determined  that  the  Ideals  o*  the  De<daratlon  'and  "the 
y^deraUst"  and  ct  TjTv«r>hn  abali  not  perl&b  from  this  earth,  then 
TOU  should  go  to  war  and  go  now.  How  you  may  go,  whether 
merely  to  say  for  the  time  being  that  we  are  not  neutral  and  that 
to  otir  own  good  time  we  shall  no  longer  be  nonbelligerent  is  unim- 
portant. But  you  must  declare  that  America  will  not  accept  a 
world  settlement  that  leaves  her  out  and  that  we  shaU  stand  with 
Britain  and  France  to  achieve  a  new  world  compatible  with  our 
Interests,  our  freedom,  and  our  faltlL  That  amotmta  to  a  declara- 
tion of  war. 

Specifically,  this  move  on  our  part  wUl  mean  immediately  that 
the  existing  and  fighting  armed  forcea  of  England  and  France, 
Including  the  British  Navy,  will  be  part  of  our  armed  forces,  while 
the  great  factory  power  and  resotix^es  of  this  country  will  be  part 
of  theirs.  Specifically,  this  wlU  iaean  that  whatever  the  retreat 
In  Europe,  the  world  U  not  Icat.  Specifically,  it  will  mean  that 
from  one  end  of  this  earth  to  trie  other  the  hearts  of  men  now 
fighting,  or  preparing  to  fight.  wUrtake  cotirage  to  endtire  what  they 
must  endure. 

You  will  aay  that  w  are  unprepared  to  go  to  war.  It  is  true. 
Let  us  not  tell  each  other  Ilea.  We  are  woefully  unprepared.  Our 
valor  must  spring  from  the  realization  that  we  have  nothing  to 
lose.  For  tomorrow,  if  the  British  fleet  la  gone,  we  *hall  be  liifi- 
nltely  leas  prepared.  Today  we  have  an  Atlantic  navy.  If  we  wish 
to  ibare  It.  Today  we  have  a  heroic  army  In  France,  tf  we  wish  to 
bearten  and  supply  It.  "niey  are  not  our  first  line  at  defense. 
They  are  otir  last  line  of  defense.  Every  day  that  they  hold  out, 
every  Nazi  plane  that  they  bring  down,  all  the  German  reserves 
that  they  exhaust  helps  via,  and  what  atrategtcal  retreats  may  yet 
have  to  be  made  would  be  made  by  all  of  us  together. 

GenUemen.  I  have  spent  the  last  months  In  Europe,  in  half  a 
dozen  countries,  which,  though  not  yet  embroiled  In  war,  know 
that  they  are  all  entirely  dependent  upon  its  outcome.  In  them 
we  have  allies.  Our  allies  are  the  common  man,  whether  he  walks 
on  the  streeU  or  Ankara,  or  Zagreb,  or  Florence,  or  Zurich.  All 
around  this  planet,  gentlemen,  the  conamon  man  Is  against  the 
Nazi  Whatever  language  he  speaks,  he  knows  the  words  •free- 
dom" and  -Tiuman  rlghta"  These  words  are  embodied,  for  mm. 
In  our  country's  name,  the  United  States  of  America.  And  he  asks 
"What  wUl  America  do?"  It  Is  a  desperate  question  and  a  prayer. 
A  move  from  America  wUl  raise  more  cohorts  than  you  dream.  It 
wUl  raise  them  In  Italy.    It  wUl  raise  them  among  all  who  beUeve 

that  God  is  not  dead.  ^  ...     * 

If  the  British  Navy  goes.  Spain  goes.  Do  you  think  for  an  Instant 
that  we  can  save  South  America  from  nazl-ism  with  all  E^^rop€  in 
the  Nazis'  hands,  and  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  as  well?  The  ties  of 
Bouth  Amertca,  economic  and  cultural,  are  with  Europe.  The 
paacUt  "fifth  column"  is  active  In  the  whole  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  If  the  British  Navy  goes.  Nazi  revolutions  will  be 
engineered  in  South  America,  and  they  will  not  occtir  in  some 
distant  future,  but  in  the  space  of  weeks  or  months.  Brazil  wlU 
know  revolution.    I  do  not  aay  that  this  wlU  possibly  happen. 

I  say  this  will  hi^jpeti.  The  idea  at  the  conqtiest  of  BrasU  from 
the  center  of  the  big  German  colonies  there,  from  within  and  with- 
out. Is  no  new  German  idea.  It  goes  back  at  least  as  far  as  1902. 
when  the  German  kaiser  proposed  to  the  British  that  he  and  they 
should  make  an  agreement  respecting  South  America  and  that  Bri- 
tain should  abandon  support  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

The  loelc  of  facts  ts  Inexorable.  We  should  move  now,  sending 
every  ship  not  In  the  Pacific  to  the  Mediterranean  and  the  North 
Sea.  and  sending  the  300  fittest  of  our  Army  planes  to  France  and 
Britain  to  help  them  protect  their  factories  and  production.  Three 
himdred  planes  are  not  nothing.  A  single  one  of  oiu  planes  has 
brought  down  as  many  as  27  Nazi  attackers.  They  can  be  replaced 
here  out  of  cvorent  production  to  a  number  of  weeks,  tf  a  Joint 
pcilcy  deems  that  advisable.  Apd  we  muat  mobUlze  Immediately 
the  total  man  and  machine  power  of  America. 

We  must  act.  in  order  that  the  people  of  lUly  shall  know  that 
Italy  Is  not  entering  to  give  a  mere  easy  coup  de  grace  to  Hitler  s 
W  and  to  obtato  for  Mtvsoltol  a  favorable  position  among  the 

Rnlelters  of  the  world  Reich.  We  must  act  to  prevent  Spain  and 
irtugal  from  entering  the  war.  We  must  act  to  order  to  have  a 
claim  to  the  disposition  of  the  world. 

Otherwise  otir  frontiers  are  lost:  The  gateways  to  the  Atlantic 
and  the  Panama  CanaL  The  Nazis  will  have  bases  to  Greenland  and 
Iceland  and  In  South  America.  The  Atlantic,  with  a  hackenkretiz 
over  the  vessels  of  the  British  fleet,  will  be  a  Nazi  aear— their  mare 
nostrum.  _,„ 

And  then,  gentlemen,  the  "ftftb  column"  In  this  country  wlU 
atterhpt  Its  task— the  task  laid  down  by  Adolf  HlUer,  of  conquering 
America  from  with  to  He  has  predicted  civil  war  and  a  Nazi  victory 
to  this  country  by  1&44. 

We  shall  be  Isolated,  gentlemen.  Isolated  for  the  kill.  And 
democracy  may  live,  to  your  day  and  mtoe,  to  catacombs. 


PIO-HAZX  ACmmXXS  in  MXZIOO  A!n>  SOUTH   AXEKICA 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  tbe  time  has  come  for  us  to  look 
with  suspicion  upon  those  who  would  put  us  to  sleep  with  a 
policy  of  appeasement. 

The  time  has  come  for  us  to  question  the  patriotism  of 
those  who  would  discount  the  danger  that  threatetu  America 


He  who  puts  you  to  sleep  when  danger  threatens  Is  as  much 
your  enemy  as  the  assassin  who  drives  his  knife  into  your 
heart  whUe  you  slumber.  Delilah  was  as  much  an  enemy  of 
Samson  when  she  put  him  to  sleep  as  the  PhUlstlnes  who  fell 
upon  him  while  he  slumbered. 

Mr.  President,  in  line  with  what  I  have  previously  stated 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  I  ask  permission  to  have  inserted 
in  the  Rkcord  two  aiticles,  one  which  bears  the  following 
headline: 

Pro-Nazi  paper  startles  Mexico. 

The  other: 

Latto  American  "fifth  column" — ITtngnay  tmeovers  Nad  Party. 

Both  these  articles  add  to  the  already  overwhelming  evi- 
dence of  the  presence  of  strong  Nazi  support  in  the  countries 
south  of  the  Mexican  border,  lliey  also  Indicate  that  these 
forces  are  preparing  to  cooperate  with  Hitler  in  the  establish- 
ment of  military  bcuses  right  under  our  very  nose. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  these  two 
articles  inserted  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  articles  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  June  4,  IMO] 

PaO-NAZI  PAPEK  BTAXTLXS  MSXICO CHAKGKS  AIXIXS  PLOT  UMRCD  STATBB 

OOMZlfATIOir 

Mexico  Crrr,  June  4. — The  frankest  pro-German  publication  seen 
to  Mexico  stoce  the  war  began  was  the  Initial  edition  of  the  news- 
paper Dlaro  Aleman  (German  dally)  which  appeared  suddenly  on 
the  streets  last  night  without  advance  fanfare. 

"This  Is  a  newspaper  of  war  •  •  •  to  give  the  truth  of  the 
Situation,"  said  the  leading  editoriaL 

The  editorial  then  warned  that  Allied  propaganda  was  designed 
to  tovolve  Mexico  to  a  war  of  compromises  the  result  of  which 
would  be  United  States  domination  of  Mexico. 

"Because  we  believe  that  Spanish  America  has  a  different  des- 
tiny from  the  United  States,  we  affirm  that  in  this  war  Spanish 
America  should  remain  in  the  same  independent  situation  as  always 
when  it  has  been  able  to  decide  its  own  destiny,"  the  editorial  said. 

The  newspaper  listed  Teodoro  SrhumRker  as  director. 

[nt>m  the  Washtogton  Post  of  June  1. 1940] 

LATIN    AMEKICAN     "niTH    COLUMN" UmnOUAT    TTNCOVnM    MAZ3    PABTT; 

UNITED     STATES     CRUISm     SFSXDB     SOITTH ^MONTKVIDBO     BAISS     KSVXAI. 

PENXTEATION  BT  OBCANIZED  BBANCH 

(By  John  W.  White) 

MoNTEViDxo,  Ukucuat,  May  31. — ^Uruguayan  tovestlgatlon  of  "ftfth 
column"  activities  Is  disclosing  almost  unbelievable  Nazi  political 
penetration  toto  South  America.  • 

Conclusive  evidence  has  been  accumulated  by  police  raids  and 
other  tovestlgatlon  methods  showing  that  the  Nazi  Party  has  estab- 
lished a  perfectly  organized  branch  of  the  party  in  Uruguay  known 
as  the  Uruguayan  District  Group  of  the  German  Nationalist  Socialist 
Party.  It  is  under  the  leadership  of  a  "Little  Fuehrer"  and  acknowl- 
edges dependence  on  and  allegiance  to  the  Nazi  Party  to  Germany. 

Diplomatic  and  other  observers  consider  the  Uruguayan  Govern- 
ment's investigation  of  the  utmost  historical  importance  t>ecause  It 
Is  uncovertog  details  of  Nazi  methods  throughout  Latto  and  South 
America.  Argentina's  tovestlgatlon  last  year  showed  that  Germans 
there  had  organized  as  the  Argentine  District  Group  Party. 

Newspapers  of  several  other  republics,  including  Chile,  Colombia, 
and  Bolivia,  have  charged  that  there  are  similar  organizations  to 
their  countries.  Latto-American  diplomats  here,  therefore,  ara 
Informing  their  governments  that  details  of  Nazi  operations  In  Uru- 
guay are  todlcatlve  of  what  can  be  expected  to  all  other  South  and 
Central  American  nations. 

Operating  as  annexes  to  the  general  party  are  district  groups  of 
sut>sidlary  organizations.  Including  storm  troops  and  Gestapo,  secret 
police,  which  have  carried  Nazi  discipline  and  Ideology  toto  every 
nook  and  corner  of  Germany. 

There  are  more  than  a  dozen  of  these  annexes  contnrfUng  em- 
ployment, feminist  activities,  the  youth  movement,  and  sports.  To- 
gether, they  control  every  phase  of  business,  social,  and  recreational 
Itfe  of  all  Germans  enrolled  In  the  Nazi  Party  here. 

In  addition  to  whatever  dues  social  organizations,  sports  clubs, 
and  muttial-ald  associations  collect  from  members  of  tbe  Nazi 
Party,  there  are  levies  of  three  Income  taxes  tor  remittance  to  Ger- 
many. One  of  these  is  a  tax  of  1  percent  on  all  wages  and  salaries 
tat  the  support  of  the  general  Nazi  Party  fund  to  Germany.  An- 
other is  for  the  so-called  winter  relief  fund  and  a  third  Is  for  tbe 
aid  of  students  In  countries  Germany  has  occupied  to  Europe. 

The  general  tax  of  1  percent  begins  at  40  centavos  per  month  on 
wages  of  40  pesos  and  continues  at  that  rate  luitil  it  reaches  3  pesos 
a  month  on  salaries  of  800  pesos.  All  tocomes  above  300  pesos  pay 
4>4  pesos  per  month. 

Even  the  unemployed  and  children  must  signalize  their  aUe- 
fUnce  to  tlM  party  by  paying  90  centavoa  a  month.    This  tax  as  weD 
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M  the  other  two  contrlhutlons  tre  deducts  from  the  pay  rolls  by 
employers  who  are  made  responsible  for  their  collections. 

The  moat  important  annex  of  the  organization,  ranking  Imme- 
diately after  the  Nazi  Party  Itself.  Is  the  German  Labor  Front.  No 
German  employer  may  hire  clerical  help  or  laborers  and  no  German 
may  accrpt  employment  except  through  registration  In  this  organ- 
IzaUon.  which  Is  known  in  Uruguay  as  the  German  LAbor  Front, 
Unigruayan  Group.  ^       ^  _.    ■«,     »^ 

AppUcatlon  for  membership  recognises  Hamburg,  not  Monte- 
video, as  headquarters.  ^  .w     ^      -.^ 

Many  Germans  throughout  Umgtiay  have  reeciyed  the  dreaded 
Gestapo  anonymous  letter  threatening  dire  resxilts  if  the  recipient 
does  not  do  whatever  Is  wanted  of  him.  These  anonymous  threats 
are  stamped  with  the  Gestapo's  rubber  stamp  showing  the  double 
eagle  aod  the  legend— State  PoUUcal  Police— In  German. 

Apparently  harmless,  but  highly  significant  annexes  of  the 
Nazi  organisation  are  afflllated  with  sports  clubs.  They  are  gUder 
groups  and  motorcycle  groups.  In  view  of  the  use  to  which 
gliders  hare  been  put  by  German  parachute  troops,  and  motor- 
cycles by  motorized  columns,  the  potentialities  of  these  seem 
.plainly  apparent.  There  are  similar  glider  and  motcMxycle  club* 
In  Argentina  and  other  South  American  republics. 

Another  highly  significant  discovery  by  police  Investigators  was 
a  German  map  nu^er,  holding  diplomas  and  other  certificates 
showing  he  had  studied  map  making  under  Nazi  party  leaders  In 
Germany.  The  police  found  In  his  possession  a  map  of  Monte- 
vldlo   showing   the  city  divided   Into  38  districts. 

He  also  had  a  map  of  the  Netherlands  recently  sent  from  Ger- 
many ahowlng  gun  cmplacenaents  had  been  located  to  Insiire 
bombardment  of  strategic  points  which  constituted  the  Inunediate 
objectives  of  the  Invading  troops.  Investigation  la  uncovering 
further  details  dally,  and  It  U  not  expected  that  the  government 
win  decide  on  the  policy  to  be  adopted  until  the  investigation  la 
concluded. 

PRIDICTION   OF   SABOTACS   OF  PANAMA   CANAL 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  further  permission  to  have 
placed  in  the  Record,  as  part  of  my  remarks,  an  article 
headed:  "British  plotting  to  sabotage  Panama  Canal,  Berlin 
says." 

The  Issuance  of  such  statements  is  a  well-known  device 
which  the  Nazis  have  used  to  forestall  their  own  activities. 
This  article  should  be  full  proof  that  the  Nazis  themselves 
are  planning  to  start  a  campalRn  of  sabotage,  and  are  under- 
taking to  lay  the  blame  upon  the  British. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma?    The  Chair  hears  none. 

The  article  is  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  June  4,  1940) 

■amSH    PUTTTIMC   TO   SABOTACS   PANAMA   CANAL.    BBSLIN    SATS 

BmuN.  June  4 — Germany  has  formally  warned  the  United 
States.  Mexican,  and  Panamanian  Governments  of  British  plots  on 
their  soil.  Including  an  alleged  plan  of  the  British  secret  service 
to  sabdUge  the  Panama  Canal,  the  official  D.  N.  B.  agency  said 
last  night. 

Germany  also  warned  the  United  States  of  alleged  British  plots 
to  destroy  two  American  refugee  rescue  ships,  now  en  the  high 
seas,  and  advised  Washington  to  take  all  necessary  measures  to 
frustrate  Britain's  purported  efforts  to  whip  up  American  anger 
against  Germany. 

Tti9  new  charges  of  a  dastardly  plot  by  British  Prime  Minister 
Winston  Churchill  to  sink  the  refugee-laden  United  States  liner 
Prcjidenf  Roosevelt,  now  en  route  from  Galway.  Ireland,  to  New 
Tork.  were  made  to  apply  also  to  the  steamer  W-iishington,  en 
route  to  Bordeaux.  France. 

The  D.  N.  B.  statement  last  night  said  the  German  Government 
has  Informed  the  Governments  of  the  United  States,  Mexico,  and 
Panama  that  It  has  received  reports  from  reliable  sources  that  the 
British  secret  service  has  sent  a  great  number  of  provocative 
•genta  to  Central  America,  mainly  Mexico  and  Panama. 

ARMT   PROMOTTOK   SYSmi — CONTCTENCE   REPORT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Hoiises  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9243 )  to  provide  for  the  promotion  of  promotion-list  ofScers 
of  the  Army  after  specified  years  of  service  in  grade,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  apologize  to  the  Senate 
for  again  taking  up  some  of  its  time  in  opposition  to  the 
pending  conference  report.  Yesterday  I  spoke  on  the  meas- 
lue.  but  the  attendance  was  very  small,  and  I  desire  briefly 
to  submit  my  objections  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  living  in  a  dangerous  and  critical 
period  of  the  world's  history.  The  whole  American  people, 
the  American  Congress,  and  the  American  President  are  de- 
manding that  the  United  States  increase  its  armament  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.    Tliat  means  not  alone  an  increase 


in  the  Navy  but  also  an  Increase  In  the  Regular  Army.    It 
means  equipping  the  Regtilar  Army. 

Personally,  I  think  wc  ought  to  authorize  an  increase  of 
the  strength  of  the  United  States  Army  right  now  to  500.000 
men.  Does  this  bill  contribute  toward  national  defense? 
It  is  so  labeled:  but  I  submit  that  the  bill  is  not  a  national- 
defense  measure,  but  is  purely  a  promotion  measure.  De- 
signed and  drawn  by  the  Army,  it  establishes  a  promotion 
system  which  provides  that  an  ofBcer.  when  he  serves  a  cer- 
tain number  of  years  In  a  grade,  shall  be  automatically  pro- 
moted to  a  higher  grade,  regardless  of  his  relative  qualifi- 
cations with  other  officers  in  the  same  grade;  but  the  bill 
establishes  an  automatic  promotion  list. 

We  are  told  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  TMr.  JohnsonI 
that  we  need  4,000  additional  commissioned  officers  to  staff 
the  present  Army  and  provide  for  the  immediate  expansion 
of  the  Army;  and  yet  under  this  bill,  instead  of  augmenting 
the  number  of  commissioned  personnel,  it  is  provided  that  a 
great  number  of  faithful,  efficient  officers  shall  be  forced  out 
of  the  service  because  they  attain  the  age  of  60  years,  and 
great  Inducements  are  given  to  other  officers  to  retire  before 
they  become  60  years  of  age. 

The  excuse  for  the  bill  Is  that  there  Is  a  "hump"  in  the 
Army,  and  that  this  "hump"  consists  of  a  certain  group  of 
officers,  and  that  unless  they  can  either  be  gotten  out  of  the 
Army  or  promoted  to  higher  grades  the  officers  below  them 
cannot  receive  immediate  promotion.  My  reply  to  that  con- 
tention is  that  if  we  expand  the  Army  all  of  these  officers  will 
have  opportunity  for  promotion  without  putting  anybody  out 
of  the  service. 

What  does  the  bill  provide?  It  provides  that  beginning  in 
1942  every  commissioned  officer,  when  he  becomes  60  years 
of  age,  shall  be  forced  out  of  the  Army.  He  may  want  to  re- 
main, but  he  cannot  remain.  He  will  have  to  get  out  of  the 
Army.  Sound  in  body,  sound  in  mind,  capable  of  performing 
military  duties,  this  bill  nevertheless  says^  he  must  quit  the 
Army  of  the  United  States. 

Where  else  in  the  departments,  where  else  in  the  Gtovem- 
ment  service,  are  men  retired  at  60  years  of  age?  I  know  of 
no  other  place  in  the  public  service  where  a  man  has  to  quit 
at  60  years  of  age  and  then  receive  three -foiuths  of  his  pay 
for  the  rest  of  his  life. 

Let  us  see  what  this  bill  does  to  the  4.200  World  War  officers. 
There  are  now  in  the  Army  about  4,000  World  War  officers. 
If  there  is  any  group  of  personnel  in  the  Army  that  ought  to 
be  retained  in  the  Army  now,  in  this  time  of  peril  and  crisis, 
it  is  the  officers  who  have  had  training  and  experience,  who 
have  walked  upon  the  battlefields  of  Prance,  who  know  what 
war  means:  and  yet  this  bill  is  designed  to  induce  those  offi- 
cers to  retire.  For  the  national  defense?  No;  because  it  is  de- 
sired to  promote  somebody  who  is  below  them  in  rank.  Under 
this  bill,  if  an  officer  had  any  World  War  service  at  all,  he  may 
retire  for  no  cause  on  earth  except  his  wish,  and  receive 
three-fourths  pay. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  do. 

Mr.  MINTON.    He  may  voluntarily  retire  if  he  was  a  World . 
War  officer ;  that  is  true. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  officers  who  came  Into  the  service  in 
the  World  War  "hump"  to  which  the  Senator  has  referred 
are  men  about  my  own  age.  because  I  was  in  that  group. 
Nine  hundred  of  the  top  files  of  captains,  and  all  of  the  ma- 
jors, and  the  last  400  files  of  lieutenant  colonels  are  in  that 
hump.  Now  they  are  almost  too  old.  I  know  from  my  own 
experience  in  the  World  War  and  from  my  present  age  and 
physical  condition,  which  is  probably  as  good  as  theirs,  that 
they  cannot  very  well  function  as  captains  and  majors — and, 
of  course,  very  few  of  them  are  lieutenant  colonels;  and 
therefore  this  bill  gives  them  an  opportunity  to  retire  on 
three-fourths  pay. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Why  can  they  not  function,  may  I  askt 

Mr.  MINTON.    Because  they  are  too  old. 


Mr.  CONNALLY.  Is  the  Senator  from  Indiana  too  old  to 
perform  his  duties  here  in  the  Senate? 

Mr.  MINTON.  No;  but  I  have  not  a  pack  on  my  back  that 
weighs  60  pounds  and  a  rifle.  These  officers  go  into  the  field 
and  perform  in  the  field  services  almost  as  strenuous  us 
those  of  the  soldier  himself.  Captains  command  companisis. 
Majors  are  executive  officers  of  battaLons,  and  are  out  in  the 
field.  I  say  to  the  Senator,  from  my  own  experience,  that  I 
do  not  think  a  man  of  my  age  can  perform  that  kind  of 
field  service. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  is  very  good  at  performing 
services  around  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MINTON.  But  they  are  not  quite  so  strenuous  as 
those  of  an  Army  officer. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Could  not  the  officers  about  whom  the 
Senator  is  speaking  perform  duty  in  the  Ordnance  Corps, 
or  in  the  Quartermaster  Corps,  or  in  Military  Intelligence,  or 
in  a  variety  of  other  activities,  as  bureau  chiefs,  in  admin- 
istrative pxjsitions?  I  request  the  Senator  to  answer  that 
question. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Some  of  them  could;  yes,  of  course;  but 
they  could  not  all  serve  in  such  positions. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  and  to  the 
Senate  that  imder  the  present  law  if  an  officer  has  any 
physical  disability,  amounting  to  only  30  percent,  I  l>elieve 
it  is,  perhaps  less,  he  can  be  retired  because  of  disability. 
and  receive  three-fourths  pay  for  the  remainder  of  his  life. 
If  he  is  mentally  deranged  he  can  be  retired  for  the  re- 
mainder of  his  life  on  three-fourths  pay.  With  apologies  to 
the  Senator  from  Indiana,  I  do  not  believ*  the  statement 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  World  War  officers  now  in 
the  Army  are  disabled  either  physically  or  mentally.    I  know 

many  of  them. 

I  wish  to  say.  Mr.  President,  that  I  am  not  speaking  and 
I  am  not  taking  my  present  position  because  any  officer  of 
the  Army  has  asked  me  to  do  so,  I  am  doing  so  because  of 
my  own  conviction  that  this  bill  should  not  be  enacted.  I 
am  representing  no  group,  no  faction,  no  clique,  no  one 
except  myself  and  the  people  whom  I  am  elected  to  represent. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  yield,  but  does  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  want  me  to  yield  further? 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  merely  wanted  It  to  be  made  clear,  that 
no  World  War  officer  would  be  forced  out  of  the  Army  by 
the  enactment  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  No;  I  did  not  say  he  would  be,  but  I 
said  he  was  being  Induced  to  get  out. 

Mr.  MINTON.  He  should  search  his  own  physical  l)eing 
and  his  experience  in  the  Army  as  a  captain,  or  major,  or 
lieutenant  coKmel,  and  determine  whether  or  not  he  thinks 
he  should  remain  In  the  Army  with  no  larospect  of  promo- 
tion. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  think  that  any  officer  who  had  expe- 
rience in  the  World  War,  and  who  today  is  sound  in  mind 
and  body,  owes  it  to  his  coimtry  to  remain  in  the  Army 
until  this  critical  period  shall  have  passed.  That  is  what  I 
think  about  It. 

Mr.  MINTON.    He  can  remain  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  do  not  think  we  should  beg  him,  or 
induce  him,  or  seduce  him  to  quit  the  Army  because  he  will 
be  paid  three-quarters  pay.  That  is  what  this  bill  does.  In 
my  opinion. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Texas  that 
most  of  the  World  War  officers  in  the  Army  arc  in  good  con- 
dition. We  want  most  of  them  to  stay  in;  we  need  them; 
but  there  are  a  number  of  exceptions.  For  instance,  there 
are  in  the  Army  today  as  captains  World  War  officers  who 
are  over  60  years  of  age.  The  time  for  those  officers  to  ren- 
der real  service  in  the  Army  has  passed,  and  they  should  get 
out  and  let  younger  men.  who  are  better  qualified  by  age 
and  physical  strength,  to  take  their  places  as  captains. 
That  is  the  story. 


The  idea  is  not  to  get  rid  of  World  War  officers,  as  the 
Senator  from  Texas  might  imply.  Tlie  idea  is,  however,  to 
permit  World  War  officers  who  are  too  old,  men  over  60 
years  of  age.  stiU  in  the  rank  of  captain,  to  retire  from  the 
Army.  They  know  their  careers  ere  at  an  end.  They  know 
they  are  misfits.  They  know  they  are  simply  holding  places 
which  should  be  filled  by  younger,  more  active  men. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  admits  that 
most  of  these  officers  are  capable  and  should  remain.  Then 
why  does  he  not  favor  a  provision  that  only  those  in  a  cer- 
tain condition  may  be  permitted  to  retire?  Because  a  few 
of  them,  according  to  the  Senator's  statement,  are  still  cap- 
tains at  60,  we  are  therefore  asked  to  let  them  all  retire. 

I  repeat.  I  think  that  any  World  War  officer  now  In  the 
United  States  Army,  who  has  had  20  years  of  service  in  the 
Army,  who  had  World  War  experience,  if  his  mind  is  sound 
and  his  body  is  sound,  owes  it  to  his  country  to  remain  in  the 
Army  until  the  danger  to  the  United  States  shall  have  passed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  not  only  the  officers  in  the  so-called  "himip"  are  World 
War  officers,  but  all  senior  officers  are  World  War  officers,  all 
the  colonels  and  all  the  lieutenant  colonels.  The  Senator  from 
Indiana  stated  that  only  the  lower  400  lieutenant  colonels 
were  World  War  officers,  but  that  is  not  correct.  All  the 
lieutenant  colonels  were  World  War  officers,  and  all  the  col- 
onels were  World  War  officers.  The  Senator  from  Indiana 
also  said  they  are  not  being  compelled  to  leave  the  Army. 
Again  he  is  mistaken.  Under  this  bill  they  are  arbitrarily 
retired.    If  they  were  60  years  old  they  would  have  to  get  out. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Texas 
will  yield,  what  I  said  was  that  the  officers  in  the  "hump" 
came  in  as  World  War  officers.  <M  coiu-se.  General  Pershing 
was  a  World  War  officer.  Every  one  of  the  officers  referred  to 
served  in  the  World  War;  but  certain  officers  were  inducted 
only  at  the  time  of  the  World  War,  suid  they  constitute  the 
"hump."  Many  of  those  behind  that  "hump,"  and  those  in 
front  of  it,  were  in  the  World  War,  it  is  true,  because  they 
were  in  the  Army,  but  the  officers  who  are  in  the  "hump" 
were  inducted  at  the  time  of  the  World  War. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  if  there  is  a  "hump"  con- 
sisting of  World  War  officers,  and  we  are  going  to  increase  the 
commissioned  personnel  of  the  Army  by  four  or  five  thousand, 
we  will  simply  create  another  "hump." 

Mr.  HILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  finish  the  sentence.  Two  years 
from  now  or  three  years  from  now  the  War  Department  will 
be  here  with  another  bill  to  Iron  out  the  "hump." 

I  know  what  the  Senator  from  Alabama  is  going  to  ask  me. 
Let  me  anticipate  him. 

Mr.  HILL.  Very  well;  let  us  see  if  the  Senator  knows  what 
I  was  about  to  say. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  He  Is  going  to  say  that  the  purpose  of 
the  bill  is  to  bring  in  the  additional  officers  over  a  period  of 

years. 

Mr.  HILL.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  thought  I  could  anticipate  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HILL,  I  wanted  the  Senator  to  make  that  clear  to 
the  Senate,  because  he  was  not  doing  it. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  proves  what  was  said  here  yes- 
terday, that  the  bill  was  not  drawn  in  view  of  the  present 
emergency,  but  it  was  drawn  long  before  the  emergency  arose, 
and  It  contemplated  a  gradual  peacetime  increment  of  the 
Army  during  a  period  of  10  years.  Must  we  sit  down  here 
now,  when  we  are  trying  to  increase  tiie  Army,  and  say  we 
will  not  bring  in  any  officer  except  over  a  long  10-year  period? 
We  are  going  to  need  them  now,  not  10  years  from  now,  not 
next  year,  not  the  year  after;  we  are  going  to  need  more 
Army  officers  right  now,  and  the  proposal  to  feed  them  In 
over  a  period  of  10  years  will  not  hold  water. 

To  show  that  this  is  a  promotion  bill  and  nothing  else,  I 
stated  yesterday,  and  I  regret  to  have  to  repeat,  there  has 
been  some  sort  of  a  "hump"  in  the  Army  ever  since  I  have 
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been  a  Member  of  Congress.  Away  back  In  1922  the  Army 
and  the  Navy  secured  the  passage  through  the  Congress  of 
the  so-called  pay  act  of  1922.  It  based  pay  on  longevity,  and 
not  on  rank.  It  'vas  simply  a  question  of  pay  und  allowances. 
What  happened?  I  have  here  a  copy  of  the  report  of  the 
bearings  before  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  In  1926. 
General  Shedd  admitted,  the  War  Department  proposed  a  bill 
to  rectify  injustices  and  promote  some  officers.  It  was  not 
passed.  In  1935  Congress  enacted  a  bill  which  affected  the 
promotion  of  lieutenants  by  grade.    General  Shedd  said: 

It  gave  a  temporary  boost  In  promotion  by  Increasing  the  per- 
cenUge  of  field  grades  from  26.6  percent  to  40  percent. 

Was  the  Army  any  larger?  No:  but  the  percentage  In  the 
higher  grades  was  lifted  from  26  percent  to  40  percent. 

It  offered  retirement  with  annual  pay  at  2'2  percent  per  year  of 
•ervlce  to  officers  with  from  15  to  29  years'  service.  This  provision 
hsA  had  little  effect. 

That  act  did  not  cause  ofittcers  to  retire.  He  said  we  offered 
the  officers  this  retired  pay.  but  they  did  not  retire.  So  this 
bill  is  brought  in.  in  order  to  make  them  retire. 

Let  me  talk  a  minute  more  about  the  World  War  officer. 
I  shall  assume  the  case  of  a  graduate  of  West  Point  ^ho 
graduated  in  1917.  Let  us  say  he  was  21  years  of  age  at 
that  time.  That  means  that  he  was  born  in  1896.  He  would 
now  be  44  years  of  age.  Under  the  pending  bill,  if  that 
World  War  officer  at  44  desires  to  retire,  all  he  has  to  do  is  to 
retire,  and  draw  three-fourths  of  his  pay  for  the  remainder 

of  his  life. 

Would  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  fMr.  Schwartz!  feel 
that  a  man  trained  at  West  Point,  who  went  through  the 
World  War.  who  is  phsrsically  sound  and  mentally  sound,  has 
any  right  to  abandon  the  Army  of  the  United  States  at  this 
time,  and  draw  three-fourths  pay  for  the  remainder  of  his 
life?  I  do  not  subscribe  to  that  idea.  I  do  not  believe  the 
American  people  subscribe  to  It.  These  inducements,  these 
temptations,  these  seductions,  to  get  the  officers  in  this  so- 
called  "hump"  to  withdraw  from  the  Army  are  spread  all 
through  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  is  the  experience  of  World  War  officers 
worth  nothing  in  this  time  of  peril?  Is  not  their  experience 
in  the  Argonne.  at  St.  Mihiel.  or  in  the  battle  of  Soissons. 
worth  anything?  Are  they  not  better  soldiers  for  that  ex- 
perience? Will  they  not  make  the  Government  better  offi- 
cers on  account  of  that  experience?  Have  they  not  had 
experience  in  administration.  In  command  of  troops  in  the 
field,  with  all  their  powers  of  observation  to  witness  what  was 
occurring  in  Europe  20  years  ago?  The  bill  should  not  be 
enacted. 

Let  me  say  something  else  about  it.  I  have  not  had  time  to 
analyze  the  bill  as  members  of  the  committee  have  had.  but 
to  my  mind  there  are  many  catches  in  the  measure.  Let  us 
see.  All  these  things  are  Inducements  to  cause  officers  to 
leave  the  Army,  not  because  they  are  sick:  they  can  retire  now 
if  they  are  sick.  Not  because  their  minds  are  diseased:  they 
can  retire  now  if  that  is  the  case.  But  able-l>odied  West 
Pointers,  men  of  World  War  experience,  are  being  coaxed  and 
are  being  induced  to  get  out  of  the  Army  at  the  very  time 
when  they  should  remain  In  the  Army.  What  need  is  there 
for  such  a  rush  to  pass  the  bill?  Why  not  postpone  its  con- 
sideration until  after  2  years  from  now,  or  3  years  from  now? 
We  are  trying  to  Increase  our  Army,  yet  the  first  thing  we  do 
Is  to  provide  by  this  meastire  for  the  discharge  of  seasoned, 
tried,  trained  officers  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  from  Texas  made  the  statement 
that  the  consideration  of  the  bill  should  be  postponed  for  a 
couple  of  years,  or  3  years.  I  have  not  read  the  bill  and  my 
Information  comes  from  another  source,  but  it  is  my  under- 
standing that  none  of  these  officers  will  be  affected  until  a 
period  of  2  years  shall  have  expired.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  No.  Mr.  President:  It  is  In  only  in  the 
60-year  provision  that  Its  terms  are  effective.  2  years  hence, 
lliat  particular  section  of  the  bill  dealing  with  officers  who 


are  forced  out  at  60  years  of  age  will  not  become  effective 
until  1942.  But  all  the  voluntary  retirements  upon  appli- 
cation, with  three-quarters  pay,  are  effective  Immediately. 
TTiat  provision  becomes  the  law  on  the  1st  day  of  July  this 
year.  Now  at  a  time  when  we  need  these  officers,  the  Army 
Is  begging  them,  pleading  with  them,  and  trying  to  get  them 
out  of  the  Service  instead  of  keeping  them  in  the  Service. 

Let  us  see  what  else  there  Is  In  the  bill.  It  Is.  I  say.  for 
the  benefit  of  the  officers  In  the  Army.  I  have  no  prejudice 
against  the  Army.  I  love  the  Army.  I  glory  In  Its  achieve- 
ments and  traditions.  But  the  Army  Is  made  to  serve  the 
United  States  and  not  the  United  States  to  serve  the  Arrny. 
This  is  a  bill  drawn  by  officers  of  the  Army.  They  have  been 
studying  and  working  on  It  for  years,  simply  to  provide  what 
they  call  a  steady  flow  of  promotions.  Listen  to  what  the 
bill  provides: 

Except  as  hereinafter  provided,  promotion-list  captains,  majors, 
and  leutenant  colonels  shall  be  promoted  to  the  respective  grades 
of  major,  lieutenant  colonel,  and  colonel  Immediately  upon  com- 
pleting, respectively.  17  years  •  •  •  continuous  commissioned 
service  In  the  Regular  Army. 

If  they  are  In  the  Army,  and  they  have  been  there  17  years, 
and  they  are  in  one  of  these  grades,  they  are  automatically 
promoted.  Whether  or  not  they  are  needed  In  the  higher 
grades,  whether  or  not  they  are  efficient,  they  are  automati- 
cally promoted. 

I  wish  to  quote  another  provision  of  the  bill.  It  contains  a 
number  of  devices  making  it  easier  for  the  officer  in  question 
to  get  out  of  the  Army.    On  page  4  we  find  the  following: 

Provided.  That  the  number  of  years  of  service  to  be  credited  In 
computing  the  right  to  retirement  and  retirement  pay  hereinbe- 
fore provided  In  this  section  shall  Include  all  service  now  or  here- 
after credited  for  active-duty  pay  purposes,  any  fractional  part  of  a 
year  amountuig  to  6  months  or  more  to  be  counted  as  a  complete 
year. 

They  are  not  required  to  serve  the  full  year.  If  they  have 
had  6  months'  service  in  the  last  year  they  shall  be  consid- 
ered to  have  had  1  year's  service. 

Listen  to  this: 

Provided  further.  That  any  officer — 

"Any  officer,"  Mr.  President — 

Provided  further.  That  any  officer  on  the  active  list  of  the  Reg- 
ular Army  or  Philippine  Scouts  who  served  In  any  capacity — 

He  may  have  been  a  private — 

as  a  member  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
prior  to  November  12,  1918.  shall  upon  his  own  application  be 
retired  with  annual  pay  equal  to  75  percent  of  his  active-duty  an- 
nual pay  at  the  time  of  his  retirement. 

Here  is  another  provision  about  a  colonel.  Let  me  show 
the  Senate  how  they  are  trying  to  induce  these  officers  to 
get  out  and  how  they  are  putting  pressure  on  them  to  do  so. 
They  cannot  get  them  out  so  far  without  congressional  ac- 
tion, but  they  want  congressional  action  now.  They  have 
not  yet  been  able  to  induce  these  officers  to  retire.  On  page 
5  we  find  this  language: 

Provided  further.  That  any  promotion-list  officer  retired  for  any 
reason  except  by  operation  of  section  24b,  National  Defense  Act, 
cr  wholly  retired,  who  has  completed  28  or  more  years  of  con- 
tlnuoiu  commissioned  service  In  the  Regular  Army  and  who  has 
failed  to  reach  the  grade  of  colonel  by  reason  of  the  limitation 
on  the  number  of  promotlon-llst  officers  In  the  grade  of  colonel— 

And  80  on — 
shall  be  retired  in  the  grade  of  colonel.     •     •     • 

Mr.  President,  they  want  to  induce  these  officers  to  leave 
the  Army.  The  Inducement  Is,  Retire  on  three-quarters'  pay, 
and  we  will  give  you  the  grade  and  rank  of  colonel. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  lieutenant  colonel,  however,  would  re- 
ceive the  same  pay  if  he  remained  in  the  Army.  He  would 
not  receive  any  more  pay  if  he  retired  as  colonel  than  he 
would  receive  if  he  remained  in  the  Army  as  lieutenant 
colonel. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  But  he  would  be  promoted  to  colonel 
and  retire  from  the  Army  and  be  a  colonel  the  remainder  of 


his  life.  Why  was  that  provision  placed  In  the  bill  If  that 
very  thing  was  not  intended  to  be  done?  It  can  have  no  other 
purpose.  That  language  would  not  be  necessary  in  the  bill 
unless  that  was  the  purpose.  The  language  Is  surplusage  If 
that  is  not  the  purpose. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,  lii.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senator  from  Indiana 
I  Mr.  MiNTCNl  has  continuously  suggested  that  It  was  not  a 
matter  of  salary  or  money  at  all.  Yet  it  Is  a  matter  of  fact 
that  colonels  are  retired  at  $375  a  month,  lieutenant  colonels 
at  $359.37  a  month,  majors  at  $328.12  a  month,  and  captains 
at  $281.25  a  month.  That  is  under  the  existing  law.  If  this 
bill  should  pass,  of  course,  they  would  all  get  $375  a  month. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Exactly. 

Mr.  MINTON.  As  the  Senatw  knows,  their  pay  is  based  on 
longevity  also. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Partly.  Let  me  read  Into  the 
Record  some  figures  with  respect  to  the  question  of  longevity, 
about  which  the  Senator  from  Indiana  is  continually  tcJking. 
I  will  read  the  figures,  under  the  longevity  arrangement,  with 
respect  to  officers  with  service  of  30  years  or  more:  Colonels 
may  receive  $500  a  month;  lieutenant  colonels,  $479.17 — these 
arc  the  maximum  figures— majors.  $437.50;  captains,  $375; 
first  lieutenants,  $300;  and  second  lieutenants.  $250. 

The  longevity  in  all  these  grades  is  exactly  the  same — it  is 
30  years — but  there  is  a  variation,  as  will  be  seen,  in  each 
grade.  The  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hn.L]  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  [Mr.  MintonI  have  continually  contended 
that  all  the  officers  in  each  grade  receive  exactly  the  same 
pay  because  they  have  been  In  the  Army  the  same  length  of 
time.    That  is  not  the  fact. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

B4r.  President,  what  else  do  we  find?     On  page  6,  we  find: 

Any  such  officer  who  has  completed  more  than  23  but  leas 
than  28  years  of  continuous  commissioned  service  In  the  Regular 
Army,  and  who  has  failed  to  reach  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
colonel  by  rea.son  of  the  restrlcUon  of  years  of  service  In  grade 
of  major  shall  l>e  retired  In  the  grade  of  lieutenant  colonel — 

Whether  he  was  ever  a  lieutenant  colonel  or  not.  What  is 
the  purpose  of  that  provision  except  to  entice,  and  to  beg 
him,  and  to  plead  with  him.  aad  to  push  him  a  little,  to  get 
cut  of  the  Army  so  that  younger  officers  may  be  promoted, 
some  of  them  Just  out  of  West  Point. 

I  read  further  on  page  6. 

Provided  further.  That  each  promotion-list  officer  shaU  be 
assumed — 

Why  "assumed,"  If  he  already  has  It? 

Shall  be  assumed  to  have  for  retirement  purposes,  at  least  the 
same  length  of  continuous  commissioned  service  in  the  Regxilar 
Army  as  any  officer  Jvuilor  to  him  on  the  promotion  list. 

Why  did  he  not  serve  his  time,  whatever  It  is.  Why 
should  something  be  assumed? 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  Why  should 
It  be  assumed  that  he  has  served  longer  than  he  has?  Why 
should  not  all  officers'  service  be  measured  by  the  same 
standard? 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  has  shown  great  conoem.  and  I 
share  his  concern,  about  the  World  War  officers.  The  pro- 
vision In  question  was  put  In  the  bUl  In  order  to  be  abso- 
lutely fair  to  the  World  War  offlcen.  A  number  of  the 
World  War  officers  served  In  the  Army  of  the  United  SUtes 
during  the  World  War  before  ever  they  were  commissioned 
Into  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  SUtes.  Many  of  them 
•erved  in  Prance,  many  of  them  served  in  the  front-Une 
trenches,  not  as  Regular  Army  ofDcers.  but  as  officers  of  the 
Army  of  the  United  SUtes.  That  provision  Is  placed  in  the 
bin  In  order  that  fairness  and  Justice  may  be  done  to  these 
officers,  and  that  they  may  receive  credit  for  all  the  service 
they  have  rendered  to  their  country  as  Army  officers. 

Mr.  CONNAIiiY.  I  thank  the  Senator,  but  let  me  say  to 
him  that  the  language  already  quoted  on  page  4  covers  that: 


Provided  further.  That  any  officer  on  the  active  list  of  the  Regular 
Army  or  Philippine  Scouts  who  served  in  any  capacity  as  a  member 
of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  prior  to 
November  12,  1Q1»— 

May  retire. 

So  It  cannot  be  that  this  provision  was  inserted  for  the 
purpose  mentioned.  It  is  already  provided  that  any  officer 
who  served  In  any  capacity,  whether  as  private,  corporal,  or 
sergeant,  during  the  World  War,  and  who  Is  now  a  member 
of  the  RegiUar  Army  or  Philippine  Scouts,  may  retire  on 
three-quarters  pay.  That  provision  takes  care  of  the  situ- 
ation to  which  the  Senator  from  Alabama  referred.  The 
other  provision,  however,  to  which  I  call  attention,  refers  to 
all  officers,  whether  thev  are  World  War  officers  or  not, 
whether  they  have  served  their  time  as  officers  or  not.  They 
are  to  be  assumed  to  have  served  as  long  as  any  officer  below 
them  on  the  promotion  list.  I  do  not  think  there  ought  to  be 
any  "assumption."  It  ought  to  be  fair  and  just  as  between 
all  the  officers. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  wish  to  keep  the  Senate  longer.  I 
regret  extremely  to  have  to  vote  against  the  measure,  because 
my  distinguished  colleague  is  chairman  of  the  committee 
which  reported  It.  I  have  no  purpose  on  earth  except  to  do 
what  I  think  is  right.  I  sun  convinced  that  this  bill  should 
not  be  passed  now,  if  ever. 

It  should  not  be  passed  now  when  we  are  trying  to  develop 
and  trying  to  arm.  There  are  numerous  duties  which  these 
officers,  generals  and  other  officers  over  60  can  perform.  But 
under  this  bill  officers  in  staff  positions,  or  officers  In  the 
Ordnance  Corps,  must  retire  when  they  reach  60  years  of  age. 
Their  duties  may  be  such  as  officers  of  that  age  can  perform. 
The  duties  of  such  an  officer  may  be  inspecting  ordnance  in 
some  arsenal.  However,  when  he  reaches  the  age  of  60  he 
must  retire.  He  may  be  in  the  Quartermaster's  Department 
buying  supplies  or  handling  supplies,  not  on  the  battlefield, 
but  yet  under  this  bill,  when  he  reaches  the  age  of  60,  he  must 
retire  and  accept  three  quarters  of  a  general's  pay,  If  he  Is  a 
general. 

The  Judge  Advocate  Oeneral's  Office  Is  not  a  field  organiza- 
tion. It  maintains  a  staff  at  Washington  and  an  officer  with 
each  division.  A  lawyer  must  retire  when  he  reaches  the  age 
of  60.  He  can  no  longer  read  decisions.  He  can  no  longer 
understand  the  law.  When  he  becomes  60  years  of  age  we 
must  "oslerlze"  him.  If  Senators  were  "oslerized"  upon  reach- 
ing the  age  of  60  we  never  could  obtain  a  quorum.  Lawyers 
must  quit  at  60.  If  Chief  Justice  Hughes  had  been  "oslerized" 
at  60  he  never  would  have  become  the  distinguished  Jurist  he  Is 
today.  The  same  thing  applies  to  a  number  of  members  of 
the  Supreme  Court.  In  1937  certain  Senators  wanted  to 
"oslerize"  several  members  of  the  Supreme  Court.  They  did 
not  propose  to  do  it  at  60,  but  at  70  or  75. 

Take  the  Board  of  Engineers  of  the  Army,  the  men  who 
carry  on  flood -control  and  river  and  harbor  work,  not  out  on 
the  battlefield;  under  the  terms  of  the  bill,  when  they  become 
60  they  must  quit.  Why?  Because  there  is  only  one  pro- 
motion list  In  the  Army,  and  If  those  officers  were  left  In  the 
service  there  would  be  no  room  to  push  the  others  up  to  their 
positions,  so  they  must  get  out. 

The  same  thing  applies  to  surgeons  and  doctors  in  the 
Medical  Corps.  When  they  reach  the  age  of  60  they  must 
get  out. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY,    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Medical  Corps,  the  chap- 
lains, and  the  veterinary  surgeons  are  exempted. 

Mr.  CONNAIl^Y.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  am  not  so  famil- 
iar with  all  the  terms  of  the  bill  as  la  the  Senator  from 
Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  exemption  is  a  very 
peculiar  thing. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Yes;  I  want  to  speak  about  It  right  now. 
I  thank  the  Senator.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  Is  much 
more  familiar  with  the  bill  than  am  I,  because  he  Is  on  the 
committee.  He  says  surgeons  and  c.hfM)laln8  are  exempt. 
Who  else — the  dentists? 
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We  propose  to  kick  them  out  when  we  need  them  more 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     Dentists  and  veterinarians. 

Mr.  CONN  ALLY.  We  must  not  have  officers  in  the  Army 
doing  Army  work  past  the  age  of  60;  but  we  are  willing  to 
trtist  the  chaplains,  after  the  surgeon  gets  through  with  us. 
to  guide  us  over  yonder  into  the  Promised  Land.  We  need 
the  chaplain  more  after  he  has  reached  the  age  of  60. 

Speaking  of  dentists,  I  came  from  the  dentist's  this  morn- 
ing. I  had  to  have  a  bad  tooth  extracted.  When  the  den- 
tist pulled  the  tooth  I  could  not  tell  whether  he  was  60  or 
under  60.  but  he  got  the  tooth.     (Laughter.) 

Mr.  President,  the  very  fact  that  certain  officers  are  ex- 
empted Is  a  contradiction  of  the  philosophy  of  the  bill.  It 
is  said  that  after  certain  officers  reach  the  age  of  60.  they 
arc  no  longer  any  good.  I  should  not  want  a  surgeon  who 
was  no  good  operating  on  me.  Would  any  Senator  want  a 
doctor  who  has  reached  the  age  of  60.  and  who.  according 
to  certain  Senators,  is  no  longer  any  good,  to  be  cutting  off 
his  leg.  taking  out  his  appendix,  or  operating  on  his  body? 

Officers  past  the  age  of  60  could  perform  duties  in  the 
office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment, the  Quartermaster's  Department,  and  in  various  other 
positions. 

Mr.  President,  what  do  we  do  with  our  retired  generals 
and  admirals?  At  the  present  time  generals  are  not  re- 
tired until  they  have  reached  the  age  of  64  and  admirals  at 
62.  What  do  we  do  with  them?  Do  we  put  them  in  the 
scrap  heap?  No.  We  appoint  them  as  heads  of  Govern- 
ment commissions,  bureaus,  and  boards.  We  have  a  Mari- 
time Commission.  Admiral  Land  is  chairman  of  the  Mari- 
time Commission.  He  is  a  retired  admiral  of  the  Navy.  Is  he 
debilitated?  Is  his  mind  no  good?  Is  his  body  no  good?  Not 
long  ago  I  saw  him  at  the  horse  races  at  Pimlico,  and  he 
showed  Just  about  as  much  Interest  in  the  races  as  did  the 
young  fellows  who  were  there.  I  Laughter.]  There  is  noth- 
ing wrong  with  Admiral  Land.  The  President  appointed 
him.  The  Senate  confirmed  him.  He  is  over  60;  yes,  he  is 
over  64. 

I  believe  Admiral  Wiley  is  also  a  member  of  the  Maritime 
Ccmmisslon.  He  Is  capable  of  running  ships.  What  about 
the  Navy?  Does  not  the  Navy  deal  with  ships?  If  he  knows 
how  to  build  ships  for  the  Maritime  Commission  and  send 
them  on  their  voyages,  why  should  not  he.  even  though  he 
be  past  64,  help  build  battleships  and  chart  their  courses 
across  the  seas  wherever  the  interests  of  America  demand 
It?    Oh.  but  it  Is  said  he  must  retire  when  he  is  60. 

Mr.  HILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Of  course,  the  Senator  knows  that  the  bill 
does  not  change  the  law  in  any  way  whatever  with  respect 
to  admirals  or  generals.  It  does  not  retire  any  admiral 
or  general  at  60  years  of  age. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Not  admirals,  of  course.  This  is  an 
Army  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.  It  retires  no  generals  at  60  years  of  age. 
I  Mr.  CONNALLY.  Generals  are  retired  at  62.  We  save  the 
generals.  A  general  has  a  pretty  good  job,  so  he  is  permitted 
to  serve  until  he  is  62.  If  an  officer  is  not  fit  to  be  a  colonel. 
and  we  kick  him  out  as  a  colonel  at  60.  why  should  he  be  any 
better  at  62  because  he  has  a  star  on  his  shoulder? 

Mr.  HILL.  Many  of  the  generals  are  not  retired  until  the 
age  of  64. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Under  the  present  law. 

Mr.  HILL.  Certainly.  The  bill  does  not  change  the  law  in 
that  respect. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  am  amazed  at  the  atti- 
tude of  the  Senator  from  Alabama.  He  admits  that  a  major 
general  Is  all  right  at  64.  If  a  man  has  two  stars  on  his 
shoulder  he  is  perfectly  good  at  64,  but  if  he  has  an  eagle  on 
his  shoulder  he  must  get  out  of  the  Army  at  60.  because  he  is 
no  longer  any  good. 

What  else  do  we  find?  The  moment  the  bill  becomes  law 
we  shall  have  a  Navy  promotion  bill  on  our  desks.  The  Navy 
will  say.  "You  have  done  this  for  the  Army.  Now.  you  must 
pass  a  bill  for  the  Navy,  giving  us  the  same  promotion  privi- 
leges."   What  Senator  has  not  heard  such  talk?    If  he  has 


been  around  Washington  for  20  minutes,  he  has  heard  talk 
to  the  effect  that  we  must  do  the  same  thing  for  the  Army  as 
for  the  Navy  with  respect  to  promotion  and  rank. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  ^Mr.  Chandler  In  the  chair) . 
Does  the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senator  win  recall  that 
only  the  other  day  the  President  vetoed  a  Navy  promotion 
bill  and  sent  it  back  to  Congress  with  the  statement  that  this 
is  no  time  to  pass  promotion  bills. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  wish  the  Senator  from  Colorado  would 
produce  that  message  and  let  me  read  It  into  the  Record. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  glad  to  read  it. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  would  rather  read  It  msrself.  I  would 
rather  use  my  own  voice  and  inflections.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President,  what  do  we  do  with  our  generals?  I  have 
mentioned  the  admirals.  What  do  we  do  with  our  generals, 
who  are  no  good  after  they  reach  the  age  of  60.  and  have  to 
be  "oslerized"?  I  know  of  one  general.  General  Wood,  not 
Leonard  Wood,  but  Gen.  R.  E.  Wood,  who  is  retired  from 
the  Army.  I  presiune  with  a  big.  fat  retirement  pay.  Sears, 
Roebuck  Si  Co.  picked  him  up  and  made  him  president  of  the 
company.  Is  the  head  of  Sears,  Roebuck  k  Co.  required  to 
have  any  ability?  Would  he  not  have  been  a  good  quarter- 
master general?  He  was  In  the  Quartermaster  Corps,  but 
he  left  the  Army,  and  he  is  now  running  a  quartermaster 
corps  at  Sears.  Roebuck  L  Co..  which  is  probably  as  large  as 
or  larger  than  the  Army's  Quartermaster  Corps.  Sears.  Roe- 
buck ii  Co.  think  he  is  all  right.  They  think  he  is  able.  They 
think  he  has  sense. 

We  have  another  general — a  major  general.  General  Wood 
was  only  a  brigadier  generaL  We  keep  major  generals  2 
years  longer.  We  asphyxiate  brigadier  generals  at  62.  and 
major  generals  at  64.  Why?  Because  a  number  of  major 
generals  helped  to  write  the  bill.  Some  brigadier  generals 
who  expect  to  be  major  generals  helped  to  write  the  bill. 

Major  General  Harbord.  who  was  formerly  Deputy  Chief 
of  Staff,  a  distinguished  soldier  on  the  battlefields  of  France, 
retired  at  64.  Did  he  retire  into  innocuous  desuetude?  Did 
he  retire  into  idleness?  Did  he  go  off  to  the  Army  and  Navy 
Club  on  retired  pay.  to  punch  billiard  balls  around  for  the 
remainder  of  his  life?  [Laughter.]  He  went  to  head  the 
Radio  Corporation  of  America,  one  of  the  greatest  organiza- 
tions of  its  kind  in  the  world,  and  he  Is  now  chairman  of  the 
board  of  that  great  corporation. 

I  could  name  other  generals  If  I  had  the  time  to  search  the 
records.  I  have  known  of  them  in  the  past.  They  left  the 
Army  to  accept  responsible  governmental,  industrial,  and 
commercial  positions. 

Mr.  President,  I  admire  youth.  God  knows  I  wish  I  had 
It  again.  I  admire  the  enthusiasm,  the  rush,  and  the  passion 
of  youth.  But  maturity  has  not  lost  all  its  virtues.  The 
mere  fact  that  a  man  becomes  60  years  of  age  is  no  reason 
why.  if  his  mind  and  body  are  so\md,  he  cannot  serve  his 
country  more  valuably  than  he  ever  served  it  in  the  past. 
To  deny  that  is  to  deny  the  lessons  of  experience.  To  deny 
that  is  to  say  that  our  observation  has  never  profited  us 
anything.  To  deny  that  is  to  say  that  our  memories  have 
faded.  The  struggles  through  which  one  goes  to  acquire 
knowledge  and  Information  should  reach  their  apex  at  60. 

Yes:  youth  is  fine,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  merely  because 
an  officer  is  young  he  is  better  qualified  than  an  older  man. 
Something  more  than  youth  is  required.  It  is  Inspiring  to 
read  of  the  battles  of  the  Civil  War.  in  which  the  Impetuous 
youth  of  the  two  armies  dashed  up  against  breastworks  and 
were  decimated  and  destroyed;  but,  Mr.  President,  we  now 
know  that  that  was  not  war.  Tliat  was  murder.  It  was 
slaughter.  War  requires  experience  and  training.  The  Army 
maintains  a  variety  of  schools  to  train  officers  over  a  long 
period  of  years.  Then,  when  they  reach  the  very  climax  of 
their  usefulness,  we  propose  to  kick  them  out  of  the  Army. 
Do  we  propose  to  kick  them  out  when  we  do  not  need  them? 
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No.  We  propose  to  kick  them  out  when  we  need  them  more 
than  we  have  ever  before  needed  them  in  the  history  of  the 
Republic.  If  there  ever  was  an  hour  in  all  the  brilliant  record 
of  the  United  States  when  we  needed  an  Army  and  when  we 
needed  personnel  with  experience — battle  experience,  Mr. 
President — that  hour  is  today;  that  hour  Is  now. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  heard  much  talk  about  old  men. 
Let  us  see  about  some  of  the  great  soldiers  of  the  past.  When 
little  Finland  was  invaded  by  the  youth  of  Russia,  who  was 
It  who  stood  like  a  wall  of  granite?  Maimerheim,  the  Finnish 
chief  of  staff.  He  was  not  vanquished  through  military 
skill  and  science;  he  was  vanquished  only  by  the  overwhelm- 
ing hordes  that  poured  out  of  Russia.  Mannerheim  was 
over  70  years  of  age. 

In  the  World  War  where  was  Ludendorf.  the  military 
genius  who  stood  behind  the  lines  in  the  offllce  of  chief  of 
staff  of  Germany  and  directed  the  operations  of  the  great 
German  forces? 

Where  was  old  Hindenberg?  He  had  been  retired,  but  he 
was  called  back  to  active  service,  and  at  66  he  triumphed 
over  the  Russians  In  east  Prussia  at  the  Battle  of  Tannenberg, 
and  drove  them  back  to  their  snows  and  Ice. 

Mr.  President,  what  about  Marshal  Poch?  At  66,  when  the 
World  War  began,  he  was  placed  In  command  not  merely 
of  the  French  Army  but  of  all  the  armies  of  the  Allies,  and, 
as  we  read  the  stirring  chapters  of  the  World  War,  his  cam- 
paigns and  his  operations  read  like  an  epic.  When  he  began 
to  pinch  off  the  salients  which  the  Germans  had  driven  into 
the  heart  of  France,  the  very  day  Marshal  FDch  began  those 
offensive  operations,  the  star  of  the  Allies  rose  to  its  very 
renith.  Marshal  Foch  at  66 — ^he  was  66  when  he  was  placed 
In  command — will  go  down  in  history  as  one  of  the  great 
captains  of  all  time. 

Whom  has  Prance  called  to  the  command  of  her  armies 
now?  Marshal  Weygand.  He  had  been  retired  but  he  was 
called  back  in  the  hotu:  of  peril,  and  at  73  he  is  leading  the 
armies  of  France. 

Someone  may  suggest  that  Ranee  is  being  defeated.  Yes, 
she  is  being  driven  back,  perhaps,  but  that  does  not  gainsay 
the  fact  that  Weygand  is  the  best  general  the  French  have 
or  they  would  not  have  him  in  command  at  73  years  of  age. 

Marshal  Pet&in  was  the  hero  of  Verdun,  the  soldier  who 
stood  there  through  2  long,  bloody,  blistering,  blighting  years, 
and  defended  Verdun  and  drove  back  the  Germans  finally 
In  chaos  and  defeat.  He  is  called  back  now  by  Prance  at  83. 
Under  this  bill  he  would  have  been  retired  23  years  ago.  Yet 
he  is  called  back  now  as  Vice  Premier  to  counsel  and  tell 
the  Premier  of  France  what  military  measures  to  adopt. 

Mr.  President,  I  might  mention  Gen.  Winfield  Scott,  who 
at  the  age  of  61  commanded  the  armies  of  the  United  States 
In  the  War  with  Mexico,  and  retired  in  1861.  at  the  beginning 
of  the  great  civil  conflict,  at  the  age  of  74. 

In  the  Spanish -American  War  old  Joe  Wheeler,  from  the 
State  of  Alabama,  who  had  been  an  officer  of  the  Confederate 
Army,  was  called  back  into  service  by  President  McKinley  at 
the  age  of  63.  I  believe,  and  at  the  battle  of  Santiago,  in  a 
critical  hour,  it  was  old  Joe  Wheeler,  on  a  different  front  than 
•nieodore  Roosevelt  at  that  time,  came  to  the  rescue  and 
saved  the  American  Army.  That  Is  not  a  speech;  that  is 
history. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  yield  in  a  few  moments.  I  wish 
to  mention  two  or  three  more  names,  and  then  I  will  yield. 
Marshall  Lyautey.  a  French  general  in  the  World  War,  was  in 
command  in  northern  Africa,  although  he  was  then  61,  and 
he  served  until  he  was  71. 

Von  Moltke,  the  great  German  marshal,  at  66,  was  in  com- 
mand of  the  German  armies  and  overwhelmed  Austria,  and 
4  years  later  was  in  conunand  of  the  German  forces  which 
crushed  and  humiliated  France,  and  sent  Louis  Napoleon 
down  in  the  gloom  of  defeat.  He  was  70  years  of  age  at  that 
time. 

And  what  about  old  Clncinnatus?  We  all  remember  Cln- 
cixmatus  from  our  school  days.    Cinciimatus  was  at  his  plow, 


but  the  Romans  went  to  him  when  he  was  61  and  called  him 
from  the  plow.  Old  Cinciimatus  left  his  plow  and  led  the 
Roman  forces  in  their  hour  of  peril. 

Mr.  President,  I  could  go  on  endle^ly  naming  great  jen- 
erals.  I  could  name  Tilly,  who  at  63.  was  overwhelmed 
finally  by  Gustavus  Adolphus  In  the  Thirty  Years  War. 

Mr.  President,  under  this  bill  old  Joshua  could  never  have 
commanded  the  sun  to  stand  still,  because,  while  the  sun 
woilld  have  been  there,  Joshua  would  have  been  out  of  the 
army.    [Laughter.] 

I  thank  the  Senate. 

Mr.  PEPPER  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  3^eld. 

Mr.  HIT  J  I.    I  will  take  my  own  time.  ^ 

Mr.  LODGE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  froift  Hor- 
ida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  detain  the 
Senate  for  a  moment  or  two  on  the  p)endlng  bllL  I  have  a 
sense  of  inadeqtiacy  following  the  eloquent  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Conn  ally]  not  only  because  he  always  expresses 
his  own  viewpoint  so  effectively  but  because  in  many  phases 
of  this  question  I  am  In  agreement  with  him.  I  certainly 
agree  with  him  that  there  are  many  men  in  their  eighties 
who  are  doing  excellent  work,  and  men  in  their  twenties  who 
are  not  worth  bothering  with,  and  that  age  is  certainly  no 
criterion  of  human  ability.  I  certainly  agree  with  him  that 
In  the  conduct  of  war  it  is  necessary  to  have  old  men  and 
middle-aged  men  and  young  men,  and  that  a  bill  which  arbi- 
trarily excludes  every  officer  above  a  certain  age  would  have 
an  unfortunate  result.  I  also  agree  that  any  promotion  bill 
that  comes  us  is  bound  to  help  certain  officers  and  to  hurt 
certain  other  officers,  and  that  this  bill  does  both.  There  will 
always  be  some  kind  of  a  "hump"  in  the  Army,  and  every 
bill  that  seeks  to  correct  it  will  hurt  certain  groups  and  help 
certain  other  groups.  But,  Mr.  President,  at  this  time  in  the 
history  of  the  United  States,  and  in  any  time  in  our  history, 
for  that  matter,  we  must  take  the  broad  view;  we  must  try 
to  develop  the  very  best  officer  corps  that  we  can,  even  if  it 
means  a  little  injustice  for  this  officer  or  a  little  undue  benefit 
for  that  officer. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LODGE.  My  statement  will  be  brief.  If  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper],  who  has  the  floor,  will  permit  me, 
I  will  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Texas  deliv- 
ered a  very  beautiful  and  impassioned  peroration,  but  the 
trouble  with  his  peroration  was  that  It  was  made  from  a 
wrong  premise,  exactly  as  most  of  his  speech  was  based  on  a 
wrong  premise. 

The  truth  is  that  tmder  this  bill  the  generals  to  whom  the 
Senator  from  Texas  referred.  Mannerheim,  Ludendorf,  Poch, 
and  Weygand,  being  general  officers,  would  not  have  been 

retired  at  all,  but  if  they  had  remained  colonels 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  They  would  be  retired  at  64,  would  they 
not? 

Mr.  TTTT.T.     Not  under  this  bill. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Most  of  the  generals  I  mentioned  were 
over  64. 

Mr.  jrnj.  This  bill  would  not  have  applied  in  any  way, 
shape,  fashion,  or  form  to  a  single  one  of  the  officers  to  whom 
the  Senator  from  Texas  referred  in  his  glowing  peroration. 
But  I  want  to  point  out  to  him  that,  if  the  great  soldiers  to 
whom  he  has  referred  had  remained  as  colonels,  in  Prance 
they  would  have  been  retired  not  at  60,  as  the  pending  bill 
provides,  but  at  59;  in  Italy  they  would  have  been  retired  at 
68;  in  Great  Britain  and  Japan  they  would  have  been  retired 
at  55;  and  in  Germany  at  52. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  complete  my 
statement,  but  I  am  obliged  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama  for 
what  he  has  said. 
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I  am  tremendously  Interested— and  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  Texas  Is.  too.  because  I  heard  him  speak  about  it— in 
building  up  the  Army.  I  have  several  times  urged  that  we 
build  up  the  Regular  Army  to  a  strength  of  750.000.  and  con- 
sequently I  lock  at  every  Army  biU  which  comes  before  Con- 
gress at  the  present  time  from  the  standpoint  of  the  effect  it 
would  have  In  building  up  our  Army. 

I  submit  to  the  Senate  that  our  Army  will  never  be  so  large 
that  it  can  wisely  afford  to  carry  officers  who  are  unfit.  This 
bill  In  no  way  would  prevent  the  War  Department  from  using 
the  services  of  aU  retired  officers  for  the  development  of  an 

enlarged  Army.  _,  ,^« 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Florida  has 
the  floor.    Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr  CONNALLY.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
mean  merely  to  call  them  back  in  Ume  of  war,  for  Instance? 

Mr  LODGE.    Yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thought  that  would  be  the  answer;  but 
may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  that,  to  my  mind,  if  an  officer  is 
not  good  enough  in  time  of  peace  to  stay  in  the  Army,  I  do  not 
want  him  leading  me  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  quite  agree  with  that. 

Mr.  MINTON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.    They  could  be  called  back  from  retirement 
Just  as  Hindenberg  was  called  back,  and  as  old  Cincinnatus 
was  called  back  from  the  plow,  about  which  we  heard  so  much 
"elcquence  a  while  ago.  » 

Mr.  HILL.     Mr.  President 

h       Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  show 
that  he  does  not  understand  the  underlying  logic  of  this  bill. 
The  whole  purpose  is  to  let  the  older  officers  step  aside,  so  to 
speak,  so  that  the  younger  officers  on  whom  we  would  have  to 
rely  very  largely  for  command  in  time  of  war  can  have  the 
training  and  the  experience  which  they  so  much  need  and 
must  have  if  they  are  to  be  effective  and  efficient.    Is  not 

that  true? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  assume  the  Senator  means  that  that  is 
why  he  is  in  favor  of  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  designed  to  get 
all  the  World  War  officers  out  of  the  way. 
I    Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  On  the  other  hand,  if  there  is  any  one  group 
in  the  Army  that  this  bill  favors  and  will  help  and  will  give 
an  opportunity  to  make  the  most  of  themselves  and  their 
careers,  and  best  prepare  and  train  themselves  if  we  should 
go  into  war.  it  is  the  World  War  group. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  let  me  complete  my  statement 
on  that  subject. 

I  go  back  to  what  I  said  at  the  cutset — that  we  should  not 
make  general  statements  that  all  men  of  a  certain  age  are 
good,  and  all  men  of  a  certain  age  are  bad.  and  that  all  officers 
who  entered  the  Army  in  the  World  War  are  good  or  bad.  or 
vice  versa.  We  should  try  to  consider  these  things  on  their 
merits,  and  we  should  recognize  this  bill  for  what  it  Is — a 
^  moderate,  modest  step  toward  eliminating  some  of  the  dry  rot 
In  the  Army,  and  bringing  abUity  more  to  the  surface.  I 
think  It  is  particularly  important  at  this  time,  because  if 
there  should  be  war,  and  if  we  should  confront  an  emergency. 
It  would  be  much  better  for  the  Army  to  have  eliminated  and 
retired  some  of  those  whose  services  are  no  longer  useful  than 
to  have  to  spend  the  first  3  or  4  or  5  or  6  months  in  that 
process. 

We  have  learned  that  recently  in  Prance  15  generals  had 
to  be  relieved  and  arrested:  and.  in  fact,  some  of  the  news- 
papers say  they  were  executed.  How  much  better  it  is  to 
face  an  emergency  with  all  that  kind  of  house  cleaning 
behind  you  instead  of  in  front  of  you. 
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I  believe  this  bill  Is  a  moderate  step  in  the  right  direction, 
I  think  it  will  make  the  Army  more  efficient,  not  only  in 
peacetime  but  in  case  we  should  be  confronted  with  an  emer- 
gency. I  hope  the  conference  report  will  be  accepted,  and  I 
thank  the  Senator  from  Florida  for  jrielding  to  me. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    ISi.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 

me? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  did  not  know  the  Senator  from  Florida 
had  the  floor. 

Mr.  President.  I  merely  wish  to  insert  in  the  Record  at  this 
time  a  statement  of  the  President  when  he  vetoed,  on  May  3, 
a  promotion  bill  for  the  Navy.  They  have  a  "hump"  over 
there,  too.  sticking  aWay  up  high.  This  is  what  the  President 
said: 

I  fully  approve  the  thought  that  It  i»  desirable  to  speed  up  the 
retirement  of  rear  admirals  and  general  offlcera  of  the  Marine  Coips 
In  order  to  create  a  quicker  flow  of  promotion  for  younger  men. 

He  did  not  stop  there,  however.  He  said — and  I  am  quoting 
the  President: 

At  this  particular  time,  and  l)ecause  of  the  extremely  difficult 
and  uncertain  status  of  international  relations.  I  hesitate  to  ap- 
prove apeciflc  mandatory  legislation  and  believe  that  this  should 
wait  tintU  the  next  session  of  the  Congress.  This  is  especially  so 
because  the  proposal  in  this  bill  is  mandatory  for  a  number  of 
years  to  come. 

That  is  my  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 
Mr.  OTCIAHONEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  OTklAHONEY.  Last  night  I  asked  that  the  conference 
report  on  this  bill  go  over  because.  Since  tlie  measure  was 
introduced  and  considered  by  the  Military  Affairs  Conmaittee 
before  the  present  emergency  arose,  I  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  perhaps  the  War  Department  had  not  fully  ex- 
pressed itself  upon  the  bill.  I  have  taken  the  opportimity.  as ' 
I  stated  to  the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
yesterday,  to  read  the  full  record  of  the  debate  yesterday  and 
to  communicate  with  the  War  Department.  I  find  that  the 
Department,  considering  the  present  emergency.  Is  still  in 
support  of  this  measure.  In  these  circumstances,  I  merely 
wish  to  record  my  support  of  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.     Does     the     Senator    from 
Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    Will  it  be  only  a  brief  Interruption? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.     Merely  a  brief  one. 
If  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  had  inquired  a  little  further, 
he  would  have  found  that  the  Army  have  been  tinkering  with 
this  subject  since  1926.    Of  course,  they  are  for  it.    They 
cannot  say  they  are  not  for  It.    Of  course,  they  are  still  for 
it.    Did  the  Senator,  if  I  may  inquire,  talk  with  the  Secretary 
of  War? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Yes:  I  talked  with  the  Secretary  of 
War. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  And  he  is  for  it.  Of  course,  he  is  for  it, 
because  the  Army  are  sponsoring  the  bill.  They  have  l)een 
sponsoring  it  all  the  time:  but  this  bill  was  not  designed  as 
a  measure  to  meet  this  emergency. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    I  think  that  is  perfectly  true. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    If  the  Senator  will  read  the  report,  he 
Will  find  that  the  Army  have  l>een  cooking  up  this  bill  for  10 
years. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    Certainly:  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
doubt  about  that;   but  the  War  Department  supports  the 
bill  even  in  the  light  of  the  present  emergency. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    That  is  very  true. 
Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    And  the  view  was  expressed  to  me,  and 
I  have  accepted  it.  that  to  have  younger  officers  in  the  line 
will  aid  in  training  any  increased  Army  we  may  have. 
I  therefore  announce  my  support  of  the  conference  report. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming that  if  I  had  known  yesterday  afternoon  that  his  atti- 
tude had  only  been  a  desire  to  find  out  what  the  War  Depart- 
ment wanted,  I  could  have  told  him.    I  told  him  In  my  speech 


3resterday.  The  Senator  from  Wyoming  rather  encouraged 
me  to  considerable  i^sical  effort  here  today,  thinking  that 
I  had  his  sympathy  and  support;  but.  of  course,  if  all  he 
wants  to  know  Is  what  the  War  Department  wants,  and  then 
he  votes  accordingly,  there  is  no  use  arguing  with  him.  Call 
up  the  War  Department.  CaU  up  the  Navy  Department. 
There  is  no  use  of  deliberating  or  arguing  if  all  you  have  to 
do  Is  to  go  to  the  telei^one  and  ascertain  what  the  Secretary 
of  War  wants. 

KxcnPTs  ntoM  book  bt  james  h.  a.  cromwkll 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  srleld  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Several  dasrs  ago  I  issued  a  statement 
concerning  utterances  of  Mr.  James  H.  R.  Cromwell,  the 
former  United  States  Minister  to  Canada  and  my  opponent 
for  the  United  States  Senate,  in  which  I  stated  that  Mr. 
Cromwell's  published  declarations  in  the  book  of  which  he 
was  the  author.  The  Voice  of  Young  America,  published  by 
Scribner  &  Sons  in  1933— only  7  years  ago— verges  on  the 
seditious,  and  gives  comfort  to  "fifth  columnists"  in  the 
United  States. 

Since  making  that  statement  a  number  of  my  colleagues 
In  the  Senate,  shocked  by  the  implications  of  my  statement, 
have  a^ked  me  to  cite  the  specific  authority  for  my  charges. 
I  therefore,  Mr.  President,  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
published  in  the  Congressionai.  Rbcord  my  statement  Issued 
to  the  press  on  June  3.  and,  immediately  following  It.  the 
specific  pctssages  from  Mr.  Cromwell's  book.  The  Voice  of 
Young  America,  which  I  have  quoted. 

The  title  of  chapter  1  of  Mr.  Cromwell's  book  Is  The  Fun- 
damental Cancer — What  Can  the  Citizen  Vote  For? 

Nor,  Mr.  President,  do  these  views  reflect  only  Mr.  Crom- 
well's views  In  1933.  Speaking  at  a  public  meeting  in  the 
city  of  Trenton,  N.  J.,  last  Tuesday.  June  5.  Mr.  Cromwell 
said — and  I  quote  him  directly: 

The  Constitution  does  not  as  yet  provide  a  form  of  govemmenx 
sufBciently  r«spanalt>le  and  responsive  to  the  wlU  of  the  people. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

BOrATOR    BAKBOUB'S    BTATEMXNT 

The  basic  requirement  for  any  man  who  aspires  to  serve  In  the 
Bsnate.  in  times  like  these  especially,  is  complete  devotion  to  the 
Constitution,  to  American  institutions,  and  the  American  form  of 
Oovemment.  Iliofle  who  do  not  and  cannot  support  them  are  not 
worthy  of  public  trust. 

Mr.  Cromwell's  slurring  references  to  the  Constitution  and  the 
American  system  of  Oovemment.  which  he  proposes  to  abolish, 
stamp  him  as  unfit  to  hold  any  office  under  our  form  of  govern- 
ment. He  describes  ovir  system  of  government  as  a  ftmdamental 
cancer  which  must  be  removed,  and  the  Constitution  as  a  vicious 
docviment  and  a  nuUstone  around  the  necks  of  the  American  peo- 
ple. He  openly  propones  to  substitute  a  totally  different  form  of 
government  in  the  United  States.  Holding  these  views,  he  could 
not  even  take  the  oath  as  a  United  States  Senator. 

Only  members  of  the  "fifth  colimin"  and  other  seditious  groups 
could  find  any  satisfaction  In  Mr.  Cromwell's  hostility  to  the 
American  system  or  in  his  having  any  part  In  the  American  Oov- 
emment. It  18  Incredible  that  the  rank  and  file  of  the  American 
people  can  be  expected  to  recognize  and  repel  the  insidious  en- 
croachments of  "fifth  columnists,"  whose  disloyalty  takes  many 
forms.  If  hostility  and  contempt  toward  the  Constitution  and  our 
form  of  government  guide  the  hands  of  those  who  seek  to  repre- 
sent them  in  Congress.  The  "fifth  column"  victory  will  be  com- 
plete when  such  hostility  and  contempt  for  American  funda.- 
mentals  Infiltrate  into  the  Congress. 

These  expressions  by  Mr.  Cromwell  are  presumably  those  of  a 
mature  man.  But.  whether  they  are  or  not.  they  clearly  stamp 
him  as  unfit  to  hold  any  public  office. 

Mr.  CromweU  and  his  sponscv.  "Boss"  Hague,  are  natural  bed- 
fellows. The  similarity  between  the  two  is  striking.  Mr.  Crom- 
well advocates  diaearding  the  Oonstitutton.  with  Its  guaranties  of 
civil  liberties.  Hague  actually  threw  civil  liberties  out  of  the 
window  untU  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  showed  him  that 
be  was  not  the  law. 

Ttxt  title  of  chapter  1  Is  The  Fundamental  Cancer — ^What  Can 
the  Citizen  Vote  For?  It  la  in  this  chapter  that  Mr.  Cromwell 
proposes  to  abolish  the  American  system  of  government,  scrapping 
the  Constitution  in  the  process  of  doing  so. 

Page  4  of  the  book  contains  this  statement  as  his  first  attack  on 
the  Constitution: 


*^oday.  facing  an  Intangible  Issue  which  Is  far  more  dangerous 
than  the  plain  and  evident  Issue  of  1917.  America  Is  a  house  divided 
against  itself,  and  not  one  great  leader  has  appeared  who  is  cour- 
ageous enough  to  tell  the  people  at  the  United  States  that  the  anti- 
quated Government  of  the  Oonstitution  has  ooUapeed." 
On  page  6  the  author  says: 

This  depression  will  prove.  In  the  end.  a  blessing  In  disguise, 
and  not  a  calamity,  tf  it  compels  the  youth  and  best  brains  of 
America  to  consider  the  common  welfare,  to  tell  the  truth  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  and  to  reorganize  both  an  InlqultouB 
system  of  government  and  an  archaic  theory  of  economics." 
On  page  11  we  find  Mr.  Cromwell  sa3rlng: 

"The  discovery  that  our  Oovemment  is  Iniquitous  and  Inefficient 
Is  Inevitable  when  the  foundations  upon  which  It  Is  built  are 
admittedly  illogical  and  absurd." 

On  page  13  he  speaks  of  the  Constitution  thus: 
"Our  'sacrosanct,'  outworn,  and  demoralizing  Constitution  Is  a 
millstone  around  the  necks  of  the  American  people   and   It  hits 
delivered  our  Oovemment  Into  the  hands  ot  self-seeking  dema- 
gogues and  politicians." 

Arguing  for  abolishing  the  American  system  of  government  and 
substituting  parliamentary  government  In  the  United  States.  Mr. 
Cromwell  supports  his  argument  with  this  further  criticism  of  the 
United  States  Constitution  and  the  American  system,  found  on 
page  26  of  his  book,  captioned  "Impediments  to  Progress": 

"We  will  be  confronted,  however,  with  determined  and  organized 
opposition,  for  the  American  people  are  victimized  and  held  in 
bondage  by  a  smaU  and  controlling  group  of  demagogxies  and  poli- 
ticians whose  power  and  privilege  wUl  be  destroyed  If  the  modem 
and  universal  system  of  parliamentary  government  is  substituted 
for  our  corrupt  and  tottering  constitutional  government.  The  ob- 
structive tactics  of  this  oligarchy  are  unwittingly  supported  by  re- 
actionary 'patrtots.'  who  cry  'treason'  at  the  mere  stiggestion  that 
oiir  ancient  and  'sacred'  institutions  are  not  100  percent  perfect; 
but  3?oung  America  must  not  be  diverted  by  such  impediments  to 
the  path  of  progress;  we  must  and  will  throw  out  this  infamous 
oligarchy  irrespective  of  Constitution  'cults'  or  any  other  forms  of 
ancestor  worship." 

The  following  language  on  the  same  subject  appears  on  page  82, 
captioned  "Cutting  the  Oordian  Knot": 

"How  can  these  imperative  and  drastic  changes  to  our  Govern- 
ment be  brought  about?  The  Constitution  provides  that  amend- 
ments may  be  proposed  by  a  two-thirds  majority  In  both  Hovises, 
or  by  two-thirds  of  all  State  legislatures,  and  that  such  amendments 
must  be  ratified  by  three-fourths  of  all  State  legislatures  or  by  a 
special  convention  convened  to  three-fourths  of  the  States.  Most 
of  the  authors  of  the  Constitution  were  of  the  privileged,  land- 
owning, upper-class  mtoorlty.  and  they  took  every  precaution  to 
guarantee  the  perpetuation  of  a  system  which  wovild  safeguard  the 
privileges  of  a  fractional  minority  at  the  expense  of  the  vast  ma- 
jority. It  is  inconceivable  that  our  parasite  States  will  voluntarily 
deprive  themselves  of  the  graft  and  special  privileges  which  they 
enjoy  under  our  present  scheme  of  government,  and  therefore  some 
•unconstitutional'  plan  of  compelling  reform  must  be  found. " 

On  page  34.  Mr.  Cromwell  characterizes  the  American  system  of 
government  as  a  "fundamental  canoer  which  must  be  removed." 
This  passage,  captioned  "The  Past  and  the  Present,"  follows: 

"Timid  antiquarians  will  oppose  us  with  the  statement  that  the 
Constitution  has  served  the  national  needs  for  over  143  years,  and 
that  a  vehicle  of  government  which  has  endured  so  long  must  be 
meritorious.  Our  ancestors  were  satisfied  with  a  horse  and  buggy, 
which  is  a  meritorious  means  of  transportation,  but  we  have  not, 
for  this  reason,  hesitated  to  adopt  the  automobile  or  the  airplane. 
A  man  may  for  years  enjoy  apparent  health  and  prosperity  while, 
unknown  to  him.  a  cancer  is  slowly  spreawling  its  poison  through 
his  system;  then  in  some  period  of  weakness  he  is  struck  down  by 
this  dread  disease.  No  such  man  can  hope  to  recover  his  health 
until  this  cancer  hsis  been  removed,  and  the  same  thing  \b  true  In 
America  today.  We  cannot  hope  to  climb  up  the  steep  ladder  to 
renewed  contentment  and  prosperity  vmtil  our  fundamental  cancer, 
an  undemocratic  and  tocompetent  system  of  government,  has  been 
removed." 

On  page  36.  as  the  first  of  a  series  of  so-called  reforms  advocated 
by  Mr.  Cromwell,  we  ftod  that  to  his  opinion : 

"The  first  reform  is  to  adopt  parliamentary  government  for  the 
United  States." 

In  chapter  2,  on  page  40,  he  says  agato: 

"America's  fundamental  cancer  Is  a  system  of  government  which 
Is  not  responsive  and  responsible  to  the  governed." 

In  the  final  chapter  of  the  book,  page  167.  he  speaks  once  more  of 
"ovir  atrocious  constitutional  form  of  government." 

ARMY  PROMOTION  SYSTEM — CXJNrERENOC  REPORT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9243)  to  provide  for  the  promotion  of  promotion-list  officers 
of  the  Army  after  specified  years  of  service  in  grade,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  this  morning  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  met.  I  assume  the  news 
has  already  become  public  that  Senate  Joint  Resolution  263, 
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Mr.  President,  we  know  the  terrible  things  which  have  hap-  (       So,  Mr.  President,  the  tradition  of  America  Is  an  honorable 
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of  which  the  Junior  Senator  from  Plorlda  is  the  author,  and 
which  proposes  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  give  to  the  Allies  certain  aid  short  of  war.  was 
adversely  acted  upon  by  a  vote  of  19  to  2. 

I  suppose  by  this  time  it  is  also  a  matter  of  public 
knowledge  that  the  other  Senator  who  voted  for  the  Joint 
retplutlon  was  the  Junior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  Hon. 
JoopR  P.  QvmY.  I  pause  to  pay  tribute  to  the  courage,  and 
I  beUeve  the  Intelligent  self-interest  as  a  patriotic  citizen  and 
Senator,  manifested  by  my  friend  and  colleague.  Senator 
Ouirrr.  in  the  vote  which  he  cast  for  the  Joint  resolution. 

I  suppose  also  that  those  who  may  have  examined  the  roll 
call  are  aware  of  the  fact  that  eight  of  the  Senators  in  the 
Fy>reign  Relations  Committee  who  voted  against  the  joint 
resolution  were  Senators  who  voted  against  the  neutrality  bill 
which  removed  the  arms  eml)argo  at  the  last  special  session 
of  Congress.  Those  Senators— the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Capper  1.  the  Senator  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Clark],  the  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  Johnson],  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
I  Mr.  La  Ftoixrml.  the  Senator  from  North  DakoU  IMr.  Nye], 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  (Mr.  SrapsTEADl,  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberc  1 ,  and  the  Senator  from 
Maine  (Mr.  White)— have  not  just  begun  to  be  against  the 
United  States  doing  anything  to  help  the  Allies.  They  had 
that  attitude  last  year,  when  the  President  and  the  majority 
of  the  Senate  were  pleading  with  the  Senate  and  the  country 
for  authority  to  remove  the  iniquitous  and  discriminatory 
arms  embargo  which  made  the  United  States  an  ally  of  Ger- 
many. They  had  the  same  attitude  at  the  last  regular  ses- 
sion, when  the  President  pleaded  with  the  Congress  to  remove 
the  arms  embargo,  and  to  keep  the  United  States  out  of  the 
class  of  an  ally  of  the  dictators  of  Europe. 

So  there  is  a  group  of  my  eminent  colleagues  who  have  not 
Just  come  to  be  against  the  United  States  doing  anything  to 
help  the  Allies  in  any  way.  When,  therefore,  they  stand  on  this 
floor  and  say  my  resolution  is  a  step  toward  war  they  are  just 
repeating  an  argument  they  made  at  the  last  special  session 
and  at  the  last  regular  session  against  the  United  States  doing 
anything  whatever  for  the  Allies.  They  do  not  want  to  help 
the  Allies.  They  do  not  want  to  abandon  the  policy  of  isola- 
tion to  which  they  have  committed  themselves  in  the  past. 
'  They  still  cherish  the  fantastic  dream  and  folly  that  the 
United  States  is  Isolated  from  the  rest  of  the  world  and  from 
what  is  going  on  In  Europe. 

They  were  not  the  only  ones  who  opposed  my  resolution. 
Tlier?  were  11  Senators  who  were  in  favor  of  the  neutrality 
law  at  the  last  session  of  the  Congress,  a  law  passed  at  a 
time  when  the  President  was  pleading  with  Congress  to  assist 
him  to  help  keep  the  war  from  coming  to  the  shores  of 
America.  At  that  time  the  isolationists  made  the  argimient 
that  the  neutrality  law  was  a  step  toward  war.  Those  Sena- 
tors who  voted  against  the  neutrality  law  of  1939  and  who 
voted  against  my  resolution  this  morning  argued  last  year 
that  anything  at  all  done  by  this  Congress  and  this  country 
might  anger  Hitler,  might  get  us  into  the  war.  might  con- 
-  stitutc  a  breach  of  neutrality,  of  international  law.  Yet  these 
11  Senators  who  this  morning  voted  against  the  resolution  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Florida,  sigainst  their  President  hav- 
ing discretion  to  give  some  aid  in  war  equipment  for  cash  to 
the  Allies,  against  some  help  being  rendered  by  their  country 
at  this  crucial  hour,  they  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  that 
argtunent  then.  Why  do  they  listen  now  to  such  an  unjusti- 
fied assertion? 

Mr.  President,  those  Senators  this  morning,  19  of  them, 
voted  against  the  resolution  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Florida,  before  they  voted,  read  this 
dispatch  which  came  yesterday  afternoon  from  Edgar  Ansel 
Mowrer.  the  Paris  correspondent  of  the  Chicago  Dally  News, 
a  respected  and  eminent  correspondent  in  Europe  intimately 
aware  of  what  is  going  on  there  and  acquainted  with  per- 
aonaliUes  there. 

Paris,  June  4. — Ftve  hundred  American  pursuit  planes,  delivered 
before  the  beginning  of  the  coming  German  offensive  against  Paris, 
would  make  It  sure  that  not  a  German  would  pass. 

This  Is  not  this  correspondent's  opinion;  it  Is  the  pondered  state- 
ment of  a  pnunineut  official  of  the  French  Air  Ministry. 
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Do  these  Senators  say.  "Could  that  be  so?  Let  us  make 
inquiry,  ask  the  War  Department,  the  head  of  the  Air  Corps, 
any  informed  official .  could  that  be  so.  And  if  we  could  in 
that  simple  way  save  Paris,  save  London,  save  Christianity, 
save  democracy,  save  decency,  would  we  not  rush  to  an  oppor- 
tunity to  do  so?"  No:  they  did  not  make  that  inquiry;  they 
were  not  interested  to  make  any  inquiry  at  all. 

What  do  we  find.  Mr.  President?    Here  is  the  headline: 

Hitler  throws  everything  into  smash  on  Paris. 

Six  htmdred  thousand  attack  at  dawn  along  110-mUe  front. 

Prench  hold  fast  alter  6  hours. 

Germany  hurled  600.000  men.  1.000  bombers,  2.260  tanks,  and 
15  000  armored  cars  against  the  Weygand  line  along  a  110-mlle 
front  from  the  channel  at  Abbeville  along  the  Somme  Inland  today 
m  a  tremendous  cflenslve  to  smash  the  Prench  Army  and  envelop 
Paris. 

On  the  second  page  of  this  paper,  the  Washington  Daily 
News  of  June  5,  appears  this  statement  by  Herr  Hitler: 

Today  Hitler  declared  he  wotild  continue  the  war  •  •  •  untU 
Britain  and  France  are  annlhUated.  and  that  "beginning  today  the 
west  front  goes  back  Into  action." 

Mr.  President,  look  at  the  Senate  now.  Consider  the  Sen- 
ators as  they  sat  in  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  this 
morning.  In  the  name  of  God,  are  they  not  even  interested 
in  the  destruction  of  civilization?  I  do  not  care  whether  they 
adopt  my  resolution  or  not:  I  have  no  pride  of  authorship  in 
that  particular  measure:  but  I  say.  In  God's  name,  in  the 
name  of  American  traditions,  do  something. 

If  they  oppose  this  resolution,  let  them  propose  another. 
I  will  concur  with  one  of  them  or  any  other  Senator  in  any 
proposal  that  has  any  possible  purpose  of  helping  the  Allies 
now.  short  of  war.  to  stem  the  tide  of  the  ruthless  conqueror 
while  he  may  be  stopped  in  Europe. 

What  troubles  me,  Mr.  President,  is  the  apathy  of  our 
colleagues.  Perhaps  I  am  irresponsible:  perhaps  I  have  just 
been  reading  false  papers  which  have  been  prepared  by  some 
Mephistopheles  who  wants  to  make  the  souls  of  men  suffer 
by  what  they  think  they  see.  Perhaps  this  report  Is  not  true. 
Perhaps  tomorrow  I  will  say.  "What  a  hideous  day  yesterday 
was!    How- could  I  have  believed  such  terrible  things!" 

Is  it  so  or  is  it  not  so?  If  it  is  so.  what  will  be  the  burden 
upon  the  conscience  of  the  Congress  if  it  sits  through  this 
day  and  through  tomorrow  and  the  next  day  in  apathy  and 
in  indifference  while  the  edifice  of  civilization  is  crumbling 
around  our  heads? 

Look  at  this  paper  and  see  the  picture  of  the  children 
stretched  out  in  the  morgue,  dead.  Or  are  they  dead?  Per- 
haps I  am  still  just  seeing  things  which  do  not  exist.  I 
hope  so.  But  it  is  said  they  are  dead,  and  if  men  are  con- 
scious they  are  tragically  dead. 

This  correspondent  tells  us  that  500  planes  would  stop 
this  seemingly  invincible  conquerer's  hand  at  the  Somme, 
where  humanity's  forces  might  organize  for  the  counter- 
attack which  would  destroy  him  from  the  face  of  the  earth. 
Yet  no  one  here  seems  interested;  no  one  seems  concerned. 
Our  colleagues  are  talking  about  an  Army  promotion  bill 
and  about  other  routine  matters,  eating  limch.  reading  the 
papers.  We  are  taking  our  day  as  it  comes  and  the  world 
afiame. 

Mr.  President,  if  that  is  the  way  democracies  behave,  can 
they  expect  anjrthing  other  than  what  democracies  are  now 
pitifully  receiving?  That  is  what  Great  Britain  did.  The 
British  arose  in  the  morning,  they  spent  a  cultured  gentle- 
man's day,  they  had  tea  in  the  afternoon,  and  spent  a  de- 
lightful evening  at  dinner,  with  pleasing  conversation 
animating  the  assembly. 

Meanwhile  what  happened  beyond  the  Rhine?  It  was  not 
indifference  and  apathy  that  prevailed  there:  there  the  Her- 
culean will  of  Hitler  summoned  every  energy  of  a  great  people, 
and  gathered  those  energies  into  one  dynamic  unit. 

Beyond  the  Rhine  there  was  no  waste  of  time  upon  incon- 
sequential things.  Every  minute  was  studded  with  60  busy 
seconds,  and  every  hour  was  made  the  vital  Instrumentality 
of  60  minutes  more  progress  toward  world  conquest.  The 
while  the  democracies  sat  by  the  wayside  or  squandered  their 
substance  upon  secondary  things. 
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Hitler^  proximity  to  our  shores,  and,  therefore.  If  he  at- 
tempted to  take  possession  of  any  of  these  territories  which 


jxrtn  4 ^Plve  hundred  American  ptirvult  planes  deUvered  before 

the  beginning  of  the  coming  German  offensive  against  Parts  would 
make  It  sixre  that  not  a  German  would  pass. 
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Mr.  President,  we  know  the  terrible  things  which  have  hap- 
pened. We  know  that  they  happened  to  democracies  which 
had  a  great  tradition,  which  had  a  great  people .  a  courageous 
and  a  virile  people — even  to  a  nation  which  had  sent  Its 
battle  flags  around  the  world,  and  for  a  thousand  years  had 
stood  like  the  Reck  of  Gibraltar  against  every  assault.  We 
know  that  another  was  a  great  empire  which  stretched  from 
Etirope  Into  Africa,  which  extended  the  glory  of  its  legions, 
in  times  past,  over  many  a  territory,  which  had  a  great  his- 
tory behind  it,  in  the  hearts  of  whose  people  surged  stirring 
traditions. 

Yet  these  great  empires,  which  were  thought  invincible, 
these  great  bulwarks  of  democracy,  these  sentinels  of  civiliza- 
tion—where do  they  stand  today?  With  their  bodies  almost 
prostrate  in  appeal  to  us  and  to  men  and  women  v.-ho  feel 
like  us  all  over  the  world,  every  hour,  as  General  Weygand 
says,  approaches  the  crucial  moment  which  shall  decide  the 
destiny  of  the  world.  For  the  commander  in  chief  of  the 
Allied  armies  says  that  this  battle  wUl  probably  determine  the 
course  of  the  war. 

Mr.  President,  before  me  sits  a  body  of  honorable  men,  as 
honorable  as  this  country  possesses.  We  are  not  indifferent 
to  the  spiritual  forces  of  the  world,  are  we?  We  are  not 
indifferent  to  the  heritage  of  the  past,  are  we?  We  are  not 
really  apathetic  to  whether  or  not  our  kind  of  law  and  our 
kind  of  justice  and  our  kind  of  decency  shall  prevail  in  the 
world,  are  we? 

Are  we  not  even  willing  to  make  individual  sacrifices  to 
preserve  those  things,  and  can  one  say  we  are  satisfied  to 
have  them  here  alone,  and  to  see  them  destroyed  for  every 
other  citizen  in  the  world? 

America's  tradition  has  in  it  a  quality  of  unselfishness. 
Who  was  it  that  went  to  the  aid  of  oppressed  Cubans  to  the 
south  of  us?  It  was  the  great  United  States  of  America. 
Some  Senators  on  this  floor  offered  themselves  to  their  coun- 
try in  that  great  moment,  when  we  cast  aside  selfish  ambi- 
Uon.  intended  no  territorial  gain,  but  went  to  the  defense  of 
human  liberty  where  it  was  denied  in  this  hemisphere.  We 
prevailed;  and  when  we  prevailed,  we  exhibited  the  high  char- 
acter of  cur  effort  by  not  taking  Cuba  into  our  own  grasp 
but  by  setting  up  the  Cubans  as  a  free  people,  to  enjoy  the 
blessings  of  liberty  which  we  had  gained  for  them. 

Not  only  that,  Mr.  President,  but  about  a  quarter  of  a  cen- 
tury ago  another  conflict  raged  in  Europe.  Many  people  said 
that  America  then  had  naught  to  do  with  it;  that  we  were 
insulated  and  isolated;  that  what  was  conceived  of  by  the 
Kaiser  and  perpetrated  by  him  and  those  of  his  philosophy, 
was  so  far  removed  from  us  that  it  did  not  affect  our  destiny  at 
all.  They  also  said  that  we  had  no  interest  in  the  outcome 
of  that  controversy.  But  the  wiser  judgment  of  our  country 
prevailed.  The  age-old  sentiments  of  our  people  came  to 
life  again.  America  aroused  herself.  Under  the  leadership 
of  Wocdrow  Wilson,  a  man  upon  whose  brow  I  imagine  the 
kiss  of  the  gods  had  been  placed— a  man  whose  stirring  appeal 
for  liberty  and  freedom  and  the  dignity  of  man  aroused  the 
suppressed  aspirations  of  men  all  over  the  earth — following 
the  leadership  of  Woodrow  Wilson,  America  set  its  face  to- 
ward the  destruction  of  those  evil  forces  upon  the  earth.  The 
demons  of  hell,  we  said,  should  not  prevail  against  the  forces 
of  righteousness.    And  they  did  not. 

Mr.  President.  I  know  that  the  Gold  Star  Mothers  of 
America  are  not  the  ones  who  look  back  upon  that  great  effort 
with  contempt  and  disdain:  rather,  if  that  sentiment  exists. 
does  it  come  from  those  who  misimderstand  the  dignity  and 
the  worthiness  of  what  we  did  then  to  stave  off  what  we  see 
now.  Just  because  evil  has  come  back  again  in  more  hideous 
form,  and  with  greater  perfidy,  it  does  not  mean  that  our 
effort  then  was  not  efficacious  for  its  destruction,  for  evil 
always  comes  back.  After  the  Christ  died  it  came  back. 
After  the  martyrs  gave  their  blood  it  came  back.  And  just 
so  long  as  men  shall  retain  the  vices  of  mortals,  so  shall  it 
recur.  But  every  time  it  puts  up  its  hideous  head  in  man's 
Sight,  I  hope  that  the  spiritual  forces  of  the  earth  will  rally 
again,  as  they  have  in  the  eons  past,  to  drive  it  back  into  the 
dungeons  of  darkness  from  which  it  sprang. 
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So,  Mr.  President,  the  tradlUon  of  America  Is  an  honorable 
and  an  unselfish  tradition  that  has  to  do  with  some  of  the 
things  that  make  man  different  from  the  t>east.  I  hope 
that  In  this  day  we  have  not  even  forgotten  the  moral  fervor 
which  moved  this  country  In  the  fratricidal  civil  strife  which 
tore  us  in  the  sixties.  I  honor  the  people  of  the  North.  Al- 
though my  grandfathers  fought  against  men  of  the  North 
on  the  field  of  battle,  and  my  ancestry  wsis  Interwoven  In  the 
cause  of  the  South.  I  honor  those  of  the  North  who  fought 
for  a  moral  principle  that  stirred  their  fire  and  set  their 
emotions  aglow  to  accomplish  a  holy  task  In  behalf  of  human 

Uberty. 

So  America,  Mr.  President,  has  a  great  tradition  to  sustain. 
I  hope  that  now,  in  1940,  when  wc  have  been  blessed  as  no 
nation  upon  the  earth  has  been  blessed:  when  we  have  every- 
thing that  the  world  envies  as  our  inheritance  and  possession; 
when  our  name  stirs  the  dull  hope  of  every  oppressed  man 
upon  the  earth,  or  did;  when  the  name  of  America  challenges 
the  aspiration  of  every  imselflsh  person  to  freedom,  I  hope 
that  we  of  this  generation,  who  have  been  entrusted  with  the 
preservation  of  that  tradition,  shall  not  be  untrue  to  our  trust. 

I  can  never  forget  the  immortal  lines  that  were  penned 
upon  Flanders  Field  when  the  battle  raged  there  before,  when 
that  great  clairvoyant  author  gave  to  us  who  lived  the 
admonition : 

To  you  from  falling  hands  we  throw 
The  torch;  be  yoius  to  hold  It  high  I 
If  ye  break  faith  with  us  who  die. 
We  shall  not  sleep  though  popples  grow 
In  Flanders  Field. 

Mr.  President,  I  assume  that  Senators  are  satisfied  to  let 
events  take  their  natural  course.  They  do  not  seem  to  be 
very  much  disturbed.  They  do  not  seem  to  be  agitated. 
Seventy-one  percent  of  the  people  of  America  in  a  poll  which 
we  regard  as  reliable  have  expressed  themselves  to  be  in 
favor  of  action  of  the  character  proposed  in  the  resolution. 

Prom  all  over  the  country  appeal  that  is  frantic,  that 
comes  from  a  dispairing  and  anguished  heart,  has  come  to 
the  American  Congress  to  do  something.  "Act  now."  They 
do  not  say,  "Act  on  the  Pepper  resolution."  They  do  not 
commit  us  to  any  particular  form.  They  say,  "Use  your 
judgment,  follow  your  wisdom,  but  in  the  name  of  decency 
act  now,  for  tomorrow  It  may  be  too  late." 

What  confuses  me  Is  that  a  stirring  appeal  from  the  Amer- 
ican people  can  be  so  callously  ignored:  that  the  voices  com- 
ing from  the  crushed  bodies  of  the  men  and  women  and 
children  who  are  now  receiving  the  instruments  of  destruc- 
tion upon  their  bare  forms  cannot  be  heard  by  the  Senate  and 
the  House.  All  the  forms  of  beauty  and  culture,  literature 
and  art.  that  are  preserved  In  their  churches,  in  their  libraries, 
in  their  museums  cry  out  to  America  for  salvation  and  pres- 
ervation; and  America  does  not  even  seem  to  be  interested, 
If  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  is  a  true  reflecUon  of  the 
sentiment  of  the  people  of  America. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  great  article  which  the  able  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Lee]  placed  In  the  Record  this  morn- 
ing, Dorothy  Thompson  addresses  an  open  letter  to  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States. 

Gentlemen — 

She  said — 
M.OOO.OOO.OOO  approprtated  for  armaments  and  defense,  or  ten 
blillon  will  be  useless  to  protect  America  or  American  democracy 
unless  you  act.  and  act  now.  You  must  act  to  protect  the  Instru- 
ments of  defense  that  we  already  have,  and  at  the  place  where 
they  are  already  engaged  In  battle:  Namely,  the  British  Navy.  In  the 
North  Sea  and  at  Gibraltar,  and  the  French  Army  in  France.  For 
If  they  go,  the  United  SUtes  has  lost  a  war  and  lost  its  power  and 
will  be  the  prisoner  of  Hitler. 

This  morning  In  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  the 
committee  did  pass  a  resolution  which  provided  that  the 
United  States  would  not  recognize  any  change  in  sovereignty 
in  respect  to  the  territorial  possessions  of  non-American  gov- 
ernments in  this  Western  Hemisphere.  In  that  they  said 
that  they  did  not  want  Hitler  for  a  neighbor,  and  they  would 
not  have  him  for  a  neighbor.  They  did  screw  up  their  cour- 
age to  say  that  they  did  not  want  to  undergo  the  hazard  of 
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are  the  chief  exponent?  Surely  no  Senator — and  Senators 
are  usually  well  Informed — is  ignorant  of  Hitler's  colossal 
contempt  for  the  United  States  of  America. 


own  security  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  If  that  sentinel  is 
stricken  down,  if  that  defense  is  destroyed,  our  own  Atlantic 
frontier  stands  exposed. 
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Hitler's  proximity  to  our  shores,  and,  therefore.  If  he  at- 
tempted to  take  possesBion  of  any  of  these  territories  which 
the  AlUes  now  own.  that  we  would  not  recognize  such  an 
Attempt. 

Mr.  President,  if  It  to  said  that  my  resolution  will  make 
Hitler  angry,  bow  can  those  who  say  it  distinguish  the  acUon 
taken  by  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  this  morning  from 
my  resolution?  If  telling  a  man  that  his  nation  Is  unworthy 
to  be  a  member  of  the  American  family,  and  telling  him  that 
he  is  odious  in  our  sight.  Is  not  offensive  to  him,  I  do  not  know 
what  is.  I  dare  say  that  you  and  I  would  not  like  to  have  a 
prospective  host  tell  us.  "I  am  going  to  let  your  neighbor  suy 
at  my  table  as  long  as  be  will,  but  I  forbid  you  to  come."  I 
do  not  suppose  that  is  likely  to  stimulate  any  great  friendship. 
or  that  the  action  of  the  committee  is  likely  to  encourage 
any  great  harmony  between  the  United  States  and  Hitler. 
Yet  the  committee  dares  to  say  what  it  did. 

Why,  Mr.  President?  Because  the  committee  knew  what 
the  effect  of  permitting  Hitler  to  come  to  this  New  World 
would  be.  Yet.  Mr.  President,  how  indifferent  we  are  to  other 
information  we  have.  In  a  newspaper.  General  Marshall,  the 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army,  is  said  to  have  told 
the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee  that  there  were  five 
coimtrles  in  South  America  in  which  infiltration  of  the  "fifth 
column"  had  already  been  carried  on  to  a  surprising  and 
alarming  degree.  So  while  we  are  acting  like  lawyers,  and 
while  we  are  talking  about  technicalities,  while  we  are  speak- 
ing about  international  law.  Hitler  has  already  gotten  a  foot- 
hold in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  We  lawyers  just  do  not 
see  it  unless  it  is  put  to  us  in  a  musty  document. 

Mr.  President,  the  British  tried  to  depend  upon  people  of 
that  kind  to  defend  them  for  a  while.  Where  is  the  Army 
that  they  had  responsibility  for? 

Mr.  Chamberlain  was  a  leader.  He  took  Hitler's  word.  He 
believed  his  assurances.  He  did  not  want  to  send  troops 
across  the  boundary  of  Belgium,  put  them  on  the  German 
frontier,  and  say.  "Here  they  stand,  defiant  against  your 
Iniquitous  attack  when  It  shall  come."  He  did  not  speak  in 
that  way.  He  spoke  the  language  of  legalistic  orthodoxy; 
and.  Mr.  President,  it  was  as  effective  a  defense  as  that  kind 
of  defense  has  always  been  against  a  willful,  powerftU  force 
like  that  of  Germany  today  under  Adclf  Hitler. 

What  I  am  trying  to  emphasise  is  that  while  we  in  America 
quibble,  our  hemisphere  is  already  being  invaded.  We  know 
that  it  has  already  been  invaded.  We  know  that  the  Nazi 
Party  almost  won  an  election  in  one  of  the  Ug  South  Ameri- 
can countries.  We  know  that  if  it  had  put  in  $10,000,000 
instead  of  $5,000,000,  it  probably  would  have  won  the  election. 
Yet  we  are  still  debating  whether  or  not  we  should  recognize 
the  sovereignty  of  Germany  if  she  should  take  over  a  posses- 
sion which  formerly  belonged  to  one  of  her  victims  in 
Europe.  That  attitude  emphasizes  what  I  am  trying  to  say. 
Our  friends  who  take  that  point  of  view  do  not  see  the  reali- 
ti«  of  the  situation.  They  are  still  thinking  about  a  code 
which  is  as  dead  as  the  Roman  law  in  its  applicability  to 
modem  times.  They  are  still  thinking  about  feudalism  in  a 
modem  situation.  They  are  that  far,  relatively,  behind  the 
times. 

If  our  friends  really  want  to  defend  the  sovereign  integrity 
of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  why  do  they  not  do  it  in  a  realis- 
tically effective  way?  Why  do  they  not  lay  their  heavy  hands 
upon  the  man  who  would  destroy  the  integrity  of  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere  and  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  at  the  place  where 
he  crouches  in  his  lair  ready  to  strike? 

Bfr.  President,  we  know  where  to  defeat  Hitler.  Bvery 
military  man  know^  where  to  defeat  Hitler.  Every  official  of 
this  Government  knows  in  his  heart  where  to  defeat  Hitler. 
Every  Member  of  the  Senate  knows  where  and  how  to  defeat 
Hitler.  Most  of  us  in  our  hearts  know  that  this  correspond- 
ent is  telling  the  truth.  He  did  not  know  that  the  cablegram 
^•Bs  to  be  read  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  He  sent  It  yester- 
day to  his  own  newspaper,  the  Chicago  Daily  Newt.  Let  me 
rtpMt  It.    Writing  from  Paris,  he  nyt: 
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3xnn  4 ^Plve  hundred  American  pursuit  planes  delivered  before 

the  beginning  of  the  coming  German  offensive  against  ParU  would 
make  it  sure  that  not  a  German  would  paaa. 

That  is  not  the  correspondent's  opinion.  It  is  the  pondered 
statement  of  a  responsible  official  of  the  French  Air  Ministry. 
The  British  Ambassador,  speaking  in  New  York  yesterday, 
said: 

Of  course  we  want  the  United  States  to  send  pUnes  and  instru- 
ments of  warfare,  but  the  Umted  States  wlU  have  to  be  the  one 
to  make  the  decision. 

Mr.  President,  I  dare  say  the  Allies  are  almost  ready,  if  they 
thought  it  would  do  any  good,  to  prostrate  themselves  upon 
our  boimdaries  and  say,  "Mr.  President  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  Senate,  and  Mr.  House  of  Representatives,  in  the  name 
of  God,  throwing  aside  vanity  and  pride,  we  need  you.  The 
next  few  hours  may  determine  whether  we  live  or  die." 

The  King  and  the  Queen  of  Great  Britain  would  appeal, 
and  the  Government  would  appeal.  Would  we  listen  then? 
Or  are  we  so  insensible  to  their  appeal  that  we  do  not  care 
what  they  say  or  what  the  crisis  is? 

Mr.  President,  if  the  members  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  do  not  want  to  take  legislative  action,  I  call  their 
attention  to  two  statutes  which  may  have  escaped  their  atten- 
tion.   The  first  is  United  States  Code,  title  X,  section  1262: 

Sale  of  surplus  war  materials  to  States  and  foreign  govemmenU: 
The  Secretary  ol  War  is  hereby  authorized,  in  his  discretion,  to  sell 
to  any  State  or  foreign  government  with  which  the  United  States 
was  at  peace  on  June  5.  1920.  upon  such  terms  as  he  may  deem 
expedient,  any  material,  supplies,  or  equipment  pertaining  to  the 
Military  EsUbllshment.  except  foodstuffs,  as  are  or  may  be  fovmd  to 
he  surplus,  which  are  not  needed  for  military  purposes  and  lor 
which  there  is  no  adequate  domestic  market  (June  5,  1920,  ch.  240, 
41  Stat.  949). 

That  is  a  statute  on  the  books  of  our  country.  That  is 
the  present  law,  Mr.  President.  If  Senators  do  not  want  to 
pass  my  resolution,  let  them  stand  up  like  men.  like  American 
Senators,  and  go  down  to  the  White  House  and  say,  "Mr. 
President,  under  the  assurance  that  we  will  stand  behind 
you  In  the  Senate  when  the  carping  critics  attack  you,  we 
admonish  you  to  act  now  under  the  authority  you  possess." 

I  also  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  a  statute  which  I  have 
not  seen  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  otherwise,  which 
is  title  X  of  the  United  States  Code,  section  1272: 

Motor-propelled  vehicles,  airplanes,  engines,  and  parts  thereof 
may  be  exchanged  in  part  payment  for  new  equipment  of  the 
same  or  stmllar  character,  to  be  used  for  the  same  purpose  as 
those  proposed  to  be  exchanged. 

That  law  was  adopted  May  12. 1917— chapter  12  of  Fortieth 
Statute,  page  43 — and  has  not  been  amended  or  abrogated. 

So.  Mr.  President,  imder  existing  law  it  would  be  possible 
for  the  President  to  tell  the  Secretary  of  War  to  gather  up 
all  the  old  planes  that  are  now  obsolete  and  to  get  In  touch 
with  the  airplane  manufacturers  and  let  them  have  the 
planes,  crediting  us  with  their  value  against  new  purchases 
to  be  delivered  as  soon  as  their  output  would  allow.  Let  pri- 
vate manufacturers,  imder  the  existing  law,  the  Neutrality 
Act  of  1939.  against  which  eight  of  the  Senators  who  voted 
against  my  resolution  today  voted  last  year,  seH  to  the  Allies 
planes  that  are  obsolete  for  our  purposes.  Perhaps  they 
would  do  some  good.  I  know  they  would.  Of  course,  they 
are  not  the  latest  type  planes,  but  they  could  do  scouting 
work.  They  could  carry  communications.  They  could  drop 
bombs.  They  could  have  modem  equipment  installed  upon 
some  of  them.  They  could  be  altered  In  material  respects 
which  would  make  them  instruments  to  help  to  some  extent 
at  least  in  the  resistance  which  the  British  and  the  French 
are  making  at  this  very  hour  to  Hitler  in  his  ruthless  course 
of  trying  to  conquer  the  world. 

What  do  Senators  say?  They  say  that  International  law 
would  be  violated  by  my  resolution.  They  say  that  It  would 
constitute  an  act  of  war — which  it  would  not.  They  say  that 
it  might  anger  Hitler.  If  so,  what  would  we  care?  Some- 
times  men  are  honored  by  their  enemies.  Is  anyone  in  doubt 
M  to  what  Hitler  thinks  o(  wt  Who  has  not  heard  his 
fltuperative  descriptions  of  (kmdwt  democracy,  of  which  we 
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are  the  chief  exponent?  Surely  no  Senator — and  Senators 
are  usually  well  Informed — is  ignorant  of  Hitler's  colossal 
contempt  for  the  United  States  of  America. 

So.  Mr.  President,  if  Senators  say  that  the  resolution  which 
the  junior  Senator  frorr.  Florida  has  offered  would  be  in 
violation  of  a  code  whlcl  they  think  they  should  still  respect 
while  others  who  respected  it  are  being  destroyed  by  those 
who  disdained  It:  if  they  are  not  willing  to  face  the  realities 
of  the  situation  and  see  that  the  only  way  to  meet  a  tiger  is 
with  force,  and  not  with  persuasion  or  law;  if  they  caimot 
see  that  the  only  way  to  stop  a  kidnaper  is  by  violence  which 
will  overcome  his  iniquitous  purpose — I  say,  if  they  are  un- 
willing to  see  the  realities  of  the  situation,  and  must  find 
some  lawyer's  technicality  through  which  to  act — which  Is  im- 
Amerlcan  in  character  and  genius — I  say  here  it  is,  already 
upon  the  statute  books. 
Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Bffr.  LEE.  I  wonder  if  ansrbody  in  the  United  States  be- 
lieves that  America's  neutrality  would  purchase  any  immunity 
from  the  wrath  and  greed  of  Hitler  if  he  should  break  through 
the  Allied  lines?  I  do  not  believe  so.  I  am  glad  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Florida  has  read  into  the  Record  the  two  laws 
to  which  he  has  referred.  If  they  have  not  been  abrogated,  in 
my  opinion,  they  would  give  power  to  the  War  Department  to 
turn  in  war  machinery  to  the  factories  and  receive  credit  for 
it  toward  the  purchase  of  more  modern  equipment.  This 
would  allow  the  manufacturers  to  sell  considerable  equipment 
to  the  Allies.  What  we  now  have  would  not  defend  us  against 
Hitler;  but  what  we  have,  added  to  what  the  Allies  now  have 
might  turn  the  tide  of  battle  and  save  us  from  having  to  spend 
billions  for  defense  in  future  years.  It  might  save  us  from 
having  to  fight  a  battle  of  defense  here  in  America  before  we 
are  ready.  If  Hitler  is  as  smart  as  he  has  appeared  to  be 
from  a  miUtary  standpoint,  he  will  not  give  America  time  to 
prepare.  I  l>elieve  that  the  American  people  want  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  to  aid  the  Allies  economically 
in  every  manner  within  the  four  walls  of  existing  law. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  am  very  deeply  grateful  to 
the  Senator  for  what  he  has  said.  It  Is  characteristic  of  the 
able  Senator  to  stand  on  his  feet  and  express  himself  as  he 
has  upon  this  important  measure.  All  the  other  bills  we  are 
talking  about  fade  Into  insignificance  compared  to  what  we 
do  in  the  next  few  days. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  willing  to  have  any  officer  of  our  Army 
or  any  official  who  has  expert  knowledge  of  the  subject  of 
war  give  any  advice  the  Senate  might  require  on  the  subject. 
As  the  able  Senator  knows,  it  is  a  question  of  whether  we 
shall  fight  with  the  Allies  or  whether  we  shall  fight  alone.  I 
wonder  how  many  of  us  are  willing  to  take  the  responsibility 
for  the  issue  of  that  contest  if  we  must  fight  the  totalitarian 
states  alone? 

Mr.  President,  a  moment  ago  I  stated,  in  reading  from  the 
newspaper  dispatch,  that  Hitler's  purpose  is  to  annihilate 
Great  Britain  and  Prance. 

Is  not  that  statement  significant?  He  will  crush  and 
destroy  them.  Rome  defeated  Carthage,  destroyed  the  whole 
structure  of  the  city,  I  believe  plowed  up  the  ground  upon 
which  it  stood,  sowed  salt  upon  it  to  see  to  it  that  nothing 
henceforth  should  come  from  that  soil.  There  has  never 
again  been  raised  up  another  Carthage  upon  the  spot  where 
the  first  Carthage  was  destroyed. 

So.  Mr.  President,  shall  we  forget  the  coimtrles  that  have 
been  our  friends?  Shall  we  forget  the  time  when  France 
came  to  our  defense?  Even  if  Britain  was  our  oppressor 
then,  with  the  aid  of  France  we  threw  off  the  shackles  of  her 
dominance  of  this  continent,  and,  Mr,  President,  whatever 
acU  of  Iniquity  the  British  in  their  earlier  history  may  have 
committed  upon  our  people,  for  over  a  hundred  years  they 
have  helped  us  defend  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  which  our 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  reiterated  this  morning. 

For  over  %  hundred  years  the  British  Fleet  has  been  our 
ally  in  the  Atlantic.  Even  now,  when  the  American  Fleet 
Is  in  the  Pacific,  we  know  that  it  could  not  be  there  were  it 
not  for  the  British  Fleet  that  sUnds  as  %  senUnel  of  our 
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own  security  In  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  If  that  sentinel  Is 
stricken  down,  if  that  defense  is  destroyed,  our  own  Atlantic 
frontier  stands  exposed. 

Again  I  say  that  it  may  sound  fantastic,  but  It  Is  no 
less  reasonable  to  believe  that  the  Germans.  If  thi&y  win  the 
war,  can  get  control  of  the  British  Fleet  than  that  the  Brit- 
ish, when  they  won  the  World  War,  got  command  of  the 
German  Fleet.  No  one  would  say  that  Hitler  is  so  stupid 
as  to  let  the  British  have  a  chance  to  scuttle  their  fleet 
before  its  surrender. 

So  this  matter  is  of  the  moment.  While  Nerpilddled.  Rome 
burned,  and  while  we  quibble,  the  defenses  of  bur  own  hemi- 
sphere are  being  stricken  down  and  destroyed.  Every  time  a 
British  destroyer  is  sunk,  every  time  a  French  or  a  British 
airplane  falls,  every  time  a  British  or  a  French  or  a  Belgian 
soldier  "bites  the  dust"  we  have  just  that  much  weaker  de- 
fense than  we  had  the  instant  before.  Everyone  sees  that. 
If  we  see  it,  Mr.  President,  in  the  name  of  our  civilization  and 
our  country,  let  us  come  to  life  here  in  the  United  States 
Senate. 

Everyone  knows  that  I  am  an  inconsequential  Member  of 
this  body,  of  new  tenure  and  little  Influence:  I  do  not  propose 
to  offer  leadership;  but  I  do  propose  to  be  one  voice  from  the 
country  calling  the  American  Senate  to  action  that  is  char- 
acteristic of  its  great  career. 

So  do  not  give  any  consideration  to  my  resolution;  draw 
one  of  your  own.  Any  Senator  can  do  that.  Do  not  heed  my 
appeal;  make  one  of  your  own.  If  you  do  not  want  a  law 
passed,  then  stand  up  here  and  propose  a  resolution  which 
will  express  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  the  President  should 
act  under  the  authority  he  already  has.  You  and  I  know  far 
too  well  why  the  President  dare  not  act  under  the  two  stat- 
utes I  have  read.  If  he  acted  today,  the  Chaplain's  prayer  in 
the  Senate  tomorrow  would  hardly  be  concluded  before  Sen- 
ators would  rise  and  begin  to  denounce  Roosevelt  almost  as 
severely  as  they  would  Hitler  for  having  presumed  to  do  such 
a  thing.  We  have  seen  some  others  who  have  made  that  kind 
of  choice.  The  Allies  called  on  the  Belgians,  and  King 
Leopold  said.  "No;  we  are  indifferent  in  this  controversy;  we 
are  not  going  to  take  sides;  perhaps  you  are  both  wrong." 
Yet  today  this  newspaper  [exhibiting]  carries  a  map  of  Bel- 
gium In  black  by  which  it  graphically  indicates  that  Belgium 
is  obliterated  from  the  face  of  the  earth.  There  is  no  more 
Belgium  and  no  more  King  LeoiX)ld. 
Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEE.  At  the  same  time  and  on  the  same  day  that  a 
Member  of  this  body  made  the  statement  to  the  United 
States  that  Norway  had  maintained  neutrality  for  many, 
many  years — on  that  same  day,  Norway's  neutrality  was 
violated,  and  where  is  Norway  today? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  that  valuable  con- 
tribution. It  seems  that  history  should  be  a  wiser  and  more 
influential  instructor  than  It  is,  for  this  is  not  ancient  his- 
tory; it  is  recent  history.  Within  a  month,  or  within  the 
last  3  weeks,  we  have  seen  empires  fall  and  mighty  nations 
"brought  to  heel,"  perhaps  to  live  but  a  few  hours.  The 
policy  they  followed  brought  ruin,  and  immediate,  not  re- 
mote, ruin.  I  say  to  Senators  that  they  are  taking  upon 
their  shoulders  the  responsibility  for  the  result  of  a  course^ 
of  conduct  which  was  followed  by  certain  nations  in  Europe, 
to  their  own  eternal  damnation. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  I  have  offered 
a  resolution  in  the  Senate  which  entrusts  the  President  with 
the  power  to  help  now.  by  means  short  of  war — for  cash  not 
gift,  by  delivery  here,  not  over  there— and  Senators  have 
spumed  it  in  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee.  Yet  they 
have  offered  no  alternative  resolution.  I  have  called  atten- 
tion to  two  existing  statutes  upon  the  lawbooks  of  our  coun- 
try. Let  us  see  now  whether  SenAtors  will  spurn  that  oppor- 
tunity to  help  or  if,  spurning  it,  they  have  any  other  proposal 
to  make  that  will  be  characteristic  of  the  greatness  of  our 
country  in  response  to  the  anguished,  plAlntlre,  be«rt-rendlng 
ain>eals  of  the  oppressed  peoples  of  Europe  and  tbe  disturbed 
people  of  tbe  United  States  of  America. 
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ant  or  the  captain  who  could  not  go  ahead  in  tfanes  of  peace 
la  frequently  put  in  charge  of  some  very  difficult  operation 
and  in  command  of  thousands  upon  thousands  of  men. 
Only  the  other  day  General  Weygand  relieved  15  French 


efficlent  state;  and  if  you  ever  feel  that  I  can  l>e  of  any  help 
to  you  in  that  endeavor,  I  hope  you  will  tell  me  so."  It  so 
happened  this  morning,  while  I  was  not  thinking  about  this 
bill,  that  General  Marshall  called  me  on  the  telephone,  and 


well  intentioned,  but  who  has  no  actual  experience  to  support 
his  contention  in  opposition  to  the  bill? 

In  the  World  War,  General  Pershing  was  noted  for  selecting 
young  men  here  and  there  who.  in  a  great  many  cases,  were 
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Mr  TYDINOS  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  Intend  to  speak 
▼ery  long  and  I  shaU  direct  my  remarks  to  the  pending  bill. 

The  bul  is  presented  to  the  Congress  by  the  Army,  by  the 
men  who  will  actually  do  the  fighting  if  we  are  ever  engaged 
to  war— not  by  those  who  will  make  speeches:  not  by  those 
who  will  print  newspapers;  not  by  those  who  may  be  tilhng  the 
goU  or  working  in  the  factory,  but  by  the  men  who.  when  the 
hour  of  danger  comes,  will  be  out  on  the  battlefield  where  men 
die  In  order  that  the  institutions  of  their  country  may  not 

fall 

The  Chief  of  8Ufl  of  our  Army  today  is  not  a  West  Point 
graduate;  he  Is  a  graduate  of  another  military  institution 
and  as  he  is  not  a  West  Pointer,  he  Is  recognized  as  not  of  the 
Army  clique,  which  some  people  feel  has  a  large  voice  in  the 
destiny  of  prtwiotions  and  other  matters  connected  with  our 

For  a  tong  time,  in  both  branches  of  the  Congress,  there 
have  been  a  good  many  admirals  and  a  good  many  generals, 
and  it  is  altogether  right  and  proper  that  the  Congress  should 
examine  Army  and  Navy  plans  and  objectives  and  procedure. 
but  Senators,  we  are  not  competent  to  teU  how  best  to  run 
the  Army,  once  we  set  it  up.  as  are  the  officers  whose  respon- 
sibility it  is  to  perform  that  service.    Battleships  cannot  pos- 
sibly be  maneuvered  on  the  floor  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
nor  can  brigades  of  artillery  or  infantry  or  whatnot  be  di- 
rected from  this  floor.    The  whole  science  of  military  maneu- 
ver and  operation  and  administration  is  a  highly  complicated 
one  which  requires  in  the  best  officers  gifts  and  talents  second 
to  thoee  necessary  in  no  other  science  or  business  on  the  face 
of  the  estrth.    The  good  military  leader,  in  my  opinion,  must 
have  as  mucii  talent  for  th^t  work  as  a  fine  surgeon  must  have 
touch   for  his  particiilar   work  upon   the   operating   table. 
Sometimes  from  the  obscure  places  such  talent  comes,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Little  Corporal.  Napoleon  Bonaparte,  and, 
whether  we  like  it  or  do  not  like  it.  in  the  case  of  Hitler,  who 
today  is  no  ordinary  man  when  it  comes  to  building  and  oper- 
ating a  great  and  devastating  force.    In  the  armies  of  Prance.  I 
of  England,  of  Germany,  and  of  Italy  recently  the  age  limit  of 
the  officers  of  their  armies  has  not  been  increased  but  re- 
(hiced.    Why?     Because  war  is  a  young  man's  game. 

It  Is  very  rarely  that  men  who  are  45  or  55  or  65  years 
of  age  have  the  stamina,  can  do  without  sleep,  can  carry 
60  or  75  pounds  on  their  backs  day  after  day  and  night  after 
night,  and  bear  the  hardships  of  the  battlefield  A^ithout  water 
and  with  dry  food,  and  sometimes  without  even  food  or 
water,  and  sleep  on  the  open  ground,  and  have  sufficient 
resiliency  to  carry  on  for  the  next  day's  bloody  work. 

In  my  humble  Judgment,  the  policy  of  ttuning  over  the 
openttions  of  our  Military  Establishment  to  younger  men  is 
oroper.  for  younger  men — that  is.  men  who  are  not  60  or 
64 — with  the  fighting  forces  in  the  grades  of  colonel  and 
lieutenant  colonel  and  major  and  captain  and  lieutenant — 
are  the  men  who  will  have  to  bear  the  hardships  of  the 
campaign.  Generals,  for  the  most  part,  do  not  lead  their 
troops.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  very  rarely  that  the  so- 
Cwlled  general  ever  leads  his  trtwrs,  and  properly  so.  He 
la  1.  2.  3.  4,  5.  6  miles  in  the  rear.  t)ecause  the  force  In  front 
of  him  is  ifan-shaped,  and  the  communication  must  come 
__    back  to  a  central  point,  so  that  the  operations  can  be  coordi- 

\nated  and  made  successful.  But  the  lieutenant  colonels,  the 
majors,  the  captains,  and  the  first  and  second  lieutenants 
are  near  the  firing  line,  and  on  the  firing  line  at  some  points; 
m^  there  It  is  necessary  to  have  live  men,  strong  men.  whose 
m^ds  are  3roung  and  active,  whose  imaginations  are  keen, 
rather  than  the  tjT?e  of  reflective  man  who  has  some  time 
to  contemplate,  as  the  brigadier  azui  the  major  general  have 
in  most  engagements. 

8o  I  feel  that  it  would  be  unwise  for  us  to  tell  the  Army  at 
this  Juhcture  of  our  national-defense  scheme  what  kind  of 
an  army»  so  far  as  the  officers  are  concerned,  would  be  best. 
The  Army  officers  know  better  about  that  than  we  do.  As  a 
matter  of  fact.  I  do  not  know  whether  we  should  have  any 
law  at  all  on  this  subject  except  to  prevent  abuses.  The 
policy  of  yn^^<"g  promotions,  except  to  prevent  abuses,  should 
be  left  to  the  Army,  particularly  in  time  of  war;  for  what 
then  happens?    No  sooner  does  war  come  than  the  lieuten- 


ant or  the  captain  who  could  not  go  ahead  In  times  of  peace 
la  frequently  put  in  charge  of  some  very  difficult  operation 
and  in  command  of  thousands  upon  thousands  of  men. 

Only  the  other  day  General  Weygand  relieved  15  French 
generals  of  their  command,  and  in  their  places  put  not  brig- 
adier generals,  as  one  would  expect,  but  Ueutenant  colonels 
and  colonels  were  immediately  Jumped  on  the  field  of  battle 
to  the  rank  of  major  generals,  division  commanders.  Why? 
General  Weygand.  being  himself  a  seasoned  soldier  and  an 
elderly  and  exceptionally  supple  and  vigorous  man  for  his 
years,  knew  that  It  is  necessary  to  have  young  men  U>  lead 
titwps  in  actual  combat.  Older  men  cannot  do  the  Job.  as 
a  general  rule,  although  no  general  statement  can  be  made 
that  does  not  have  its  exceptions. 

Sometimes  older  men  have  a  resiliency,  a  youth,  a  vibrancy 
which  overcomes  the  actual  impediment  of  years;  but.  as  a 
general  rule,  men  who  serve  with  troops  have  to  be  young  and 
vigorous  of  body,  and  able  to  "take  it"  with  the  ordinary  man 
who  carries  a  musket,  or  operates  a  tank,  or  shoots  a  ma- 
chine gxm.  or  fires  a  cannon.  ^    ,  ,       ^^  ^ 
Bo  I  feel  that  the  policy  of  this  bill  Is  good.    I  feel,  too.  that 
if  we  will  think  back  over  the  past  6  years  we  will  recall  that 
we  have  tried  to  tell  the  Navy  what  kind  of  ships  they  ought 
to  have  over  the  advice  of  the  naval  officers  themselves.  There 
are  some   men  who   thought   we  never   again   would   need 
another  battleship;  that  the  airplane  had  made  unnecessary 
the  building  of  battleships.    Certainly  nothing  has  developed 
so  far  in  the  European  war  vo  make  it  appear  that  the  battle- 
ship is  not  as  good  today  as  it  ever  was  for  the  mission  for 
which  it  was  created.    Of  course,  if  one  side  has  five  times  as 
many  planes  as  the  other,  it  has  an  enormous  advantafee  in 
hampering  the  usefulness  of  the  battleship;   but  a  proper 
fleet  has  not  only  battleships  but  the  requisite  number  of 
planes,  which  neutralize  those  of  the  enemy,  leaving  the  bat- 
tleship practically  in  the  undisputed  position  it  would  have 
been  in  if  neither  side  had  planes.    Up  to  this  good  hour,  so 
far  as  officially  known,  although  tens  of  thousands  of  bombs 
have  been  dropped  on  battle  cruisers  and  cruisers  and  battle- 
ships, not  one  has  yet  gone  to  the  bottom  of  the  ocean;  and 
that  is  what  our  Navy  men  told  us.    But  we  knew  better.    We 
knew  better  how  to  fight  a  naval  engagement  than  men  who 
had  spent  their  entire  lives  not  only  around  ships  but  in  all 
kinds  of  explosives  experiments  and  all  kinds  of  conditions 
which  would  surround  war,  as  nearly  as  they  could  be  simu- 
lated. 

Tbday.  are  we  to  make  that  mistake  over  again?  Are  we 
to  deny  the  men  who  will  not  be  making  speeches,  but  who 
will  be  leading  troops  if  war  should  come — and  the  reason 
why  we  keen  an  Army  is  In  case  war  should  come — are  we 
to  deny  them  the  opportunity  to  build  an  Army  which  in 
their  Judgment  will  be  more  efficient  built  along  this  line 
than  along  the  present  lines? 

The  purpose  of  an  Army  is  to  fight.  There  Is  no  other 
reason  for  It.  We  hope  our  Army  never  will  have  to  fight, 
but  we  keep  it  in  case  we  do  have  to  fight.  Then,  in 
heaven's  name,  why  not  give  the  men  who  are  actually 
going  to  do  the  fighting  the  kind  of  an  Army  and  the  kind 
of  officers  that  experience  lasting  over  many  years  indicates 
to  them  will  be  the  right  kind  to  have? 
Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  The  statement  has  been  made  here, 
since  this  debate  began,  that  this  bill  is  not  an  Army  bill. 
The  Senator  seems  to  be  arguing  that  It  Is. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  What  does  the  Senator  mean  by  its  not 
being  an  Army  bill? 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  A  bill  neither  prepared  nor  sponsored 
by  the  Army,  but  sponsored  by  the  House  committee. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Contrary  to  that,  let  me  say  that  about 
2  weeks  ago  I  had  a  talk  with  the  Chief  of  Staff,  General 
Marshall.  I  told  General  Marshall  that  I  appreciated  the 
tremendous  responsibility  that  fell  to  his  lot  at  this  critical 
Juncture  of  world  affairs.  I  said.  "General,  while  I  do  not 
know  that  I  would  write  you  a  blank  check  and  say  that  I 
should  always  be  glad  to  support  any  measure  in  which  you 
might  desire,  I  am  interested  in  putting  the  Army  in  an 
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efficient  state;  and  If  you  ever  feel  that  I  can  be  of  any  help 
to  you  in  that  endeavor,  I  hope  you  will  tell  me  so."  It  so 
happened  this  morning,  while  I  was  not  thinking  about  this 
bill,  that  General  Marshall  called  me  on  the  telephone,  and 
recalling  the  conversation  I  have  just  related,  said  he  would 
appreciate  it.  if  I  could  see  the  matter  his  way.  if  I  would 
make  a  brief  statement  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  support 
of  the  bill:  and  then  he  went  on  to  give  me  his  reasons 
therefor,  which  to  some  extent  I  have  recounted  here. 

I  did  not  seek  out  General  Marshall,  and  I  do  not  think 
he  would  have  sought  me  out  except  that  2  weeks  ago  I 
invited  him  to  do  so.  I  relate  that  circumstance  to  my 
good  friend  from  Alabama  to  show  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  is 
intensely  back  of  this  bill;  so  much  so  that  he  called  me  this 
morning,  although  I  am  not  on  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee, and  asked  me  if  I  would  not  support  the  Army  in 
this  endeavor,  for  he  felt  that  it  was  vital  to  the  necessities 
of  the  hour  and  vital  to  the  increased  efficiency  and  func- 
tioning of  the  Army  as  it  goes  forth  in  this  defense  program. 
So  I  feel  that  that  whoever  may  say  that  this  is  not  an 
Army  bill  is  not  talking  by  the  book.  I  say  it  is  an  Army 
bill,  and  nobody  has  shown  on  this  floor  that  it  is  not  an  Army 
bill. 
Mr.  HTLL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  yield  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL,  In  a  few  moments,  when  the  Senator  shall 
have  finished  his  able  address,  I  hope  to  obtain  the  floor,  and 
I  shall  read  a  letter  addressed  to  the  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Military  Affairs  Committee,  the  Senator  from  Texas-  I  Mr. 
SheppardI.  written  by  General  Marshall  this  morning,  urging 
the  passage  of  this  bill.  I  shall  also  read  a  letter  written  this 
morning  to  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs  by  Gen.  John  J.  Pershing,  favoring  this  bill 
and  speaking  of  the  necessity  and  the  importance  of  pass- 
ing it. 
Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President.  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 
Mr.  WHEELER.  I  may  add  to  what  has  already  been  said 
that  I  happened  to  have  an  appointment  this  monjing  with 
the  Secretary  of  War,  and  during  .my  interview  with  him 
General  Marshall  was  called  in.  At  that  time  both  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  and  General  Marshall  suggested  to  me  that  they 
were  very  much  interested  in  having  the  pending  bill  passed. 
I  do  not  know  much  about  this  particular  piece  of  legislation, 
but  I  believe  they  are  interested  in  it.  and  I  think  we  must 
trust  the  judgment  of  these  men  at  this  particular  time. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  thank  both  Senators  for  their  contribu- 
tions. For  whatever  my  own  opinion  is  worth,  let  me  say 
that  I  do  not  believe  we  could  act  with  greater  wisdom  right 
now  than  to  give  the  Army  and  the  Navy  their  respective 
ways  and  recommendations  in  actual  legislation,  assuming 
that  what  they  ask  for  is  within  the  national  policy  of  the 
Government,  as  this  bill  is. 

The  pending  measure  involves  only  a  change  of  procedure. 
No  basic  policy  of  the  Government  is  at  all  involved.  If  we 
are  to  rely  on  these  officers  to  defend  this  country  when  the 
hour  of  need  is  at  hand,  we  certainly  should  be  willing  to  take 
their  advice,  because  they  are  professionals,  and  their  advice 
is  the  best  we  have  in  this  country.  We  should  not  set  up  our 
lay  opinions  against  their  professional  opinions,  particularly 
when  they  are  based  on  an  experience  which  goes  back 
through  their  entire  lives. 

Further  than  that,  the  able  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Hn.L]  but  a  short  whUe  ago  showed  that  the  poUcy  proposed 
was  l)eing  adopted  and  had  been  adopted  by  Germany.  Italy. 
Prance,  and  Great  Britain,  countries  which  have  been  coming 
face  to  face  with  a  tremendous  conflict,  a  conflict  which  is 
shaking  the  foundations  of  the  world.  Certainly  with  all 
each  of  them  has  at  stake,  and  with  all  the  mUitary  prepara- 
tions involved,  and  all  the  history  of  the  past  wars  at  hand, 
if  they  thought  it  was  wise,  and  our  own  Army  thinks  it  is 
wise,  then  what  military  expert  is  there  anywhere  to  say 
that  it  is  unwise?  Someone  who  never  commanded  troops  in 
a  battle,  who  perhaps  never  smelled  gunpowder,  who  may  be 


well  intentioned.  but  who  has  no  actual  experience  to  support 
his  contention  in  opposition  to  the  bill? 

In  the  World  War.  General  Pershing  was  noted  for  selecting 
young  men  here  and  there  who.  in  a  great  many  cases,  were 
inconspicuous.  He  recognized  ability  quickly;  he  recognized 
ingenuity;  he  recognized  capacity  for  action;  he  recognized 
the  ability  to  make  decisions;  he  recognized  the  other  quali- 
ties which  he  wanted,  and  he  picked  out.  for  instance.  General 
Harbord,  a  brigadier  general.  Charles  G.  Dawes,  a  brigadier 
general,  Dr.  Hugh  Young,  a  great  surgeon  now.  then  a  young 
surgeon,  and  he  made  them  generals,  and  they  were  put  in 
the  key  positions.  They  were  not  men  in  their  sixties,  they 
were  not  men  in  their  fifties,  they  were  men  in  their  forties, 
who  fought  armies,  not  corps,  not  divisions  or  brigades,  but 
great  aggregations  of  men,  hundreds  of  thousands.  General 
Summerall.  who  used  to  be  our  chief  of  staff,  was  another 
In  his  early  fifties,  commanding  a  corps.  These  were  the  men 
who  ran  the  Army  in  the  World  War.  Of  course,  in  the 
higher  brackets,  lieutenant  generals  and  generals,  we  can 
afford  to  have  more  ripened  exjierience.  but  out  with  troops, 
where  the  shells  are  falling,  and  the  bullets  singing,  and  the 
real  dying  is  being  done,  there  must  be  men  with  strong 
bodies,  young  bodies,  and  active  minds,  agile  men.  to  lend 
morale  and  inspiration  and  spirit  to  the  troops,  if  there  is  any 
hope  of  winning  the  day. 

I  hope,  therefore,  that  we  will  stop  being  legislative  gen- 
erals for  our  Army  and  legislative  admirals  for  our  Navy. 
We  would  be  wise,  infinitely  wise,  to  take  more  freely  the 
recommendations  of  the  men  who  would  be  called  upon  to  do 
the  actual  fighting,  than  to  legislate  and  tell  them  how  to 
run  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 

Mr.  President,  to  conclude,  there  were  many  sincere  men 
on  the  floor  of  this  body  who  only  2  or  a^  years  ago  thought 
that  it  was  all  right  for  us  to  have  no  Navy,  who  would  not 
support  any  preparedness  measure  at  all.  who  introduced  bills 
to  prevent  military  training  in  the  land-grant  colleges,  who 
would  not  listen  to  anyone  who  told  them  that  the  clouds 
gathering  in  Europe,  the  coming  storm,  might  break  all  over 
the  world.  They  knew  best.  Those  who  asked  for  prepared- 
ness, for  larger  armies,  for  larger  navies,  were  brushed  aside. 
The  so-called  liberals  and  intellectuals  of  the  country  said, 
over  their  teacups.  "Why.  It  is  all  silly."  Where  are  they  to- 
day? The  great  peace  societies,  sincere  and  inspired  by  the 
highest  motives,  are  among  the  first  now  to  demand  that  we 
do  everjrthing  we  can  to  provide  for  the  national  defense. 
But  as  soon  as  the  war  now  raging  is  over,  we  will  flnd  them 
organizing  again,  so  that  when  another  world  catastrophe  is 
thrust  upon  us.  they  will  all  be  organized,  and  we  will  be  as 
unprepared  for  a  war  15  or  20  or  a  hundred  years  in  the  fu- 
ture as  we  were  for  the  last  one. 

History  demonstrates  that  democracy  goes  into  every  war 
unprepared;  after  the  war  has  proceeded  for  a  time  there  is  a 
pretty  fair  army  and  navy,  but  so  soon  as  the  war  is  over, 
both  of  them  are  done  away  with,  until  democracy  gets  into 
its  next  war.  Such  a  course  costs  three  or  four  times  as 
much  money;  it  makes  the  war  longer;  it  results  in  greater 
loss  of  life,  and  the  self-respect  of  the  nation  is  damaged  in 
the  meantime. 

I  remember  the  bills  that  were  introduced  during  the  period 
after  the  World  War.    It  was  said: 

No;  we  must  not  have  any  military  training  In  our  land-grant 
colleges.  Why  have  more  battleships?  One  airplane  would  come 
over  and  wli>e  them  all  out. 

The  Navy  officials  would  come  here  and  say: 

Senators,  that  Is  not  true.  We  want  a  large  air  force,  of  course: 
It  Is  a  part  of  the  fleet;  but  we  cannot  do  away  with  the  battleship. 

Oh.  what  those  admirals  say  cannot  be  true.  With  100 
good  boml>ers  you  could  wipe  out  all  the  fleets  in  Chris- 
tendom. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  The  battleships 
have  been  under  thousands  of  bombs,  and  only  last  week  the 
British  fleet,  after  their  army  and  the  French  army  had  been 
in  a  pocket  for  a  couple  of  weeks,  evacuated  335,000  men 
from  the  beaches  of  Dunkerque,  with  thousands  of  planes 
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daily  overhead  dropping  tens  of  thousands  of  bombs,  and 
not  a  battleship  went  to  the  bottom,  but,  on  the  contrary. 
because  those  battleships  were  standing  there,  England  today 
has  about  four-flfths  of  her  expeditionary  force  safe  and 


committee.    He  there  had  the  opportunity  to  present  his 

views,  but  when  the  conference  report  came 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Schwartz  in  the  chair) . 
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different  grades  and  the  different  commands,  and  the  only 
way  in  the  world  for  the  officers  behind  the  "hump,"  those 
who  come  in  after  the  "hump."  to  receive  this  proper  train- 
ing, this  proper  experience,  is  by  removing  some  of  the  officers 
who  are  in  ahead  of  the  "hump."    Of  course,  the  only  way 


Let  me  read  to  the  Senate  the  letter  from  General  Mar- 
shall. Bear  in  mind  that  General  Marshall  is  the  man  upon 
whose  shoulders  rests  flrst  and  foremost  and  primarily  the 
responsibility  for  the  defense  of  this  country 

If  we  are  drawn  into  some  trouble,  if  some  crisis  should 
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daily  overhead  dropiying  tens  of  thousands  of  bombs,  and 
not  a  battleship  went  to  the  bottom,  but.  on  the  contrary, 
because  those  battleships  were  standing  there.  England  today 
has  about  four-fifths  of  her  expeditionary  force  safe  and 
back  In  England.  What  a  pity  It  would  have  been  for  Great 
Britain  if  the  British  people  instead  of  listening  to  the  ad- 
mirals, had  listened  to  the  politicians  about  how  to  construct 
a  navy  and  conduct  a  war. 

We  have  had  enough  of  political  generals  and  political  ad- 
mirals, "nils  country  and  the  world  are  face  to  face  with  a 
serious  condition.  The  l)est  thing  we  can  do  now  is  to  give 
to  the  Army  and  give  to  the  Navy,  when  they  give  us  their 
expert  advice,  whatever  they  ask  for  within  reason,  and  that 
may  not  be  enough — who  knows — before  the  close  of  the 
chapter  which  is  now  being  written  on  European  battlefields. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HTT.T.  The  Senator  has  given  expression  to  the  very 
thought  I  had  in  mind.  The  world  has  stood  in  admiration 
during  the  past  few  days  of  the  marvelous  feat  of  the  rescue 
of  the  British  Expeditionary  Force  and  its  French  comrades 
from  Flanders  fields,  and  their  convoy  across  the  English 
Channel  to  England.  How  In  the  world  would  such  a  thing 
have  even  been  possible  in  any  way  but  for  the  British  Fleet? 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  The  Senator  is  exactly  correct.  Yet,  how 
many  times  have  he  and  I  heard  that  great  as  Is  the  airplane, 
valuable  as  It  is.  necessary  as  it  is  as  a  part  of  the  Army  and 
the  Navy,  fleets  were  no  longer  necessary  because  of  it.  All  we 
have  to  do  Is  to  ask  even  a  naval  flyer,  and  any  naval  flyer  of 
any  experience  would  be  the  last  one  to  advocate  the  abolition 
of  the  surface  fleet  Itself. 

Are  we  to  make  another  mistake  today?  Are  we  to  deny 
to  the  experienced  officers  of  the  Army  a  system  for  the  pro- 
motion of  the  officers  serving  under  them,  which  experience 
in  all  countries,  suid  now  in  our  own,  shows  will  make  for  a 
better  and  a  more  efficient  army,  a  finer  defensive  army  than 
the  one  we  have  had  under  the  old  sjrstem? 

Some  may  agree  to  do  it.  As  for  myself.  I  am  (going  to 
stand  with  the  expert  advice,  because  I  know  that  \7hen  the 
time  to  fight  comes  we  shall  not  be  on  the  battlefields.  Init 
Other  men  will  be  there.  We  shall  not  go  forth  to  meet  the 
enemy.  The  Army  and  the  Navy  will  meet  the  enemy,  and  I 
want  the  consciousness  in  my  own  mind  and  heart  that  I  have 
given  them,  insofar  as  it  is  possible,  everything  within  reason 
for  which  they  have  asked.  We  can  do  no  less  than  that  in 
the  present  hour  of  trial,  not  only  of  our  own  country  but  of 
all  civilization. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President.  I  had  the  privilege  of  address- 
ing the  Senate  on  this  matter  last  evening,  and  I  do  not 
wish  to  Indulge  in  a  twice-told  tale.  In  fact,  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  has  so  ably  presented  the  case  that  he  has 
not  left  a  great  deal  to  be  said. 

It  so  happens,  however,  that  a  large  part  of  the  debate 
took  place  yesterday  when  it  was  late  in  the  afternoon  and 
there  were  few  Senators  present.  I  wish  to  again  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  the  pending  pro- 
motion b!U  was  reported  out  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Biilitary  Affairs  unanimously.  There  was  not  a  single  dis- 
senting vote.  The  bill  then  came  up  for  consideration  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and.  as  I  stated 
yesterday  in  that  body,  with  its  membership  of  435.  it  is 
very  rare,  it  is  very  unusual  that  any  measure  of  general 
Import  such  as  this  bill  parties  without  some  challenge, 
without  some  opposition.  Yet  the  Congressiomal  Record 
shows  that  the  measure  was  debated,  was  thoroughly  ex- 
plained on  the  floor  of  the  House,  and  that  not  one  single 
liiemt>er  raised  his  voice  in  opposition  to  it,  and  that  the 
measure  passed  the  House  unanimously. 

The  measure  then  came  to  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  and  with  the  exception  of  the  able  and 
distinguished  Junior  Senator  from  Colorado  (Mr.  Johnson!. 
tbe  measure  was  reported  out  of  that  committee  without  a 
dissenting  vote. 

The  measure  was  then  passed  by  the  Seiuite  and  went  to 
a  conference  committee.  The  Senator  from  Colorado,  who 
had  opposed  the  measure,  was  a  member  of  that  conference 


committee.  He  there  had  the  opportunity  to  present  his 
views,  but  when  the  conference  report  came 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Schwartz  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado? 

Mr.  HILL     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senator  has  neglected 
to  mention  one  very  important  step  in  the  transaction.  He 
neglected  to  mention  that  when  the  bill  was  before  the 
United  States  Senate  the  Junior  Senator  from  Colorado 
offered  an  amendment,  and  that  amendment  w^as  agi-eed  to 
by  the  Senate,  and  as  amended,  the  bill  was  passed  by  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  HELL.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  is  correct  In  his 
statement  except  for  one  point.  As  the  Senator  recalls,  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Shxfparo]  said: 

Tes;  In  order  that  tbe  bill  may  be  pawed  and  gotten  out  ot 
the  way,  so  Members  of  the  Senate  may  go  to  the  ceremonlc* 
In  connection  with  the  unveUlng  of  a  great  picture,  we  wUl 
accept  the  amendment  and  go  to  conference  with  It. 

That  is  the  way  the  amendment  went  on  the  bill.  There 
was  no  vote  in  the  Senate,  no  real  decision  rendered  in  this 
body  on  the  JohnscHi  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor again  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  amendment  was  adopted 
unanimously  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HTTJ.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator  on  that  point  at 
all.  I  do  not  agree  that  an  amendment  is  agreed  to  unani- 
mously when  the  Senate  is  in  a  great  hurry  to  recess  in  order 
to  leave  the  Chamber  and  take  part  In  ceremonies  in  connec- 
tion with  the  unveiling  of  a  picture,  and  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  rises  and  says  he  will  accept  the  amendment  and 
take  it  to  conference  if  that  action  will  mean  the  expeditious 
passage  of  the  bill.  I  do  not  lock  upon  that  as  any  real  deter- 
mination or  decision  by  this  body  with  respect  to  the  amend- 
ment. It  is  more  of  a  pro  forma  acceptance  simply  to  get  the 
matter  disposed  of. 

The  Senator  from  Colorado,  as  a  member  of  the  conference 
committee,  undoubtedly  had  the  opportunity — I  am  sure  he 
did.  although  I  was  not  a  member  of  that  conference  com- 
mittee, but  I  have  sat  on  other  conference  committees  and  I 
know  how  they  act — the  Senator  from  Colorado  no  doubt  had 
every  opportimity  to  present  all  the  argxunents  he  had  in 
favor  of  the  amendment.  The  conference  committee,  with 
the  one  lone  vote  of  dissent,  which  was  the  vote  of  dissent  of 
the  Senator  from  Colorado,  rejected  the  Senator's  amendment 
and  acted  favorably  upon  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  the  bin  is  here  because  of  the  situation  in  the 
Army  growing  out  of  the  World  War.  During  the  World  War 
we  took  into  the  Army  nearly  7.000  officers.  Of  that  number 
we  have  in  the  Army  today  some  4,200.  These  4,200  officers 
are  all  about  the  same  age.  They  are  of  an  average  age  of  46 
years.  They  all  entered  the  Army  on  practically  the  same 
date.  They  are  all  bimched  together,  and  they  constitute 
what  is  commonly  called  the  "hump"  in  the  Army.  Of  ths 
4,200  officers,  400  occupy  the  four  bottom  places  as  lieutenant 
colonels  of  the  Army.  Twenty-nine  himdred  of  them  occupy 
all  the  places  as  majors  In  the  Army.  The  other  900  occupy 
j  the  900  top  places  as  captains  in  the  Army.  In  other  words, 
we  find  4.200  officers,  all  of  about  the  same  age.  with  the  same 
experience,  the  same  backgroimd,  and  the  same  training,  and 
yet  900  of  them  are  captains  and  400  of  them  are  lieutenant 
colonels. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HTTJ.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Is  there  any  way  at  all  for  them  to  get  out 
of  that  "hump"  except  for  someone  in  front  of  the  "hump" 
to  die  or  resign  or  be  retired? 

Mr.  HTTJ.  Tlie  wily  way  in  the  world  for  this  "hump"  to 
move  forward  so  that  the  officers  in  the  "hump"  may  get 
tbe  proper  training,  may  have  the  proper  experience  in  the 
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factor  of  promotion,  holding  out  to  men  the  hope  of  reward, 
giving  them  the  opportunity,  if  they  work  and  struggle  and 
give  their  best  service  to  the  Army  and  to  the  country,  to 
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would  not  have  affected  him  one  Iota.  On  the  other  hand, 
in  France.  Italy.  Germany,  and  England  officers  who  are  not 
selected  to  become  generals  retire  as  colonels  at  an  earlier 
jurp  than  wp  nrovlde  for  colonels  to  retire  under  this  bill. 
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different  grades  and  the  different  commands,  and  the  only 
way  in  the  world  for  the  officers  behind  the  "hump,"  those 
who  come  in  after  the  "hump."  to  receive  this  proper  train- 
ing, this  prop3r  experience,  is  by  removing  some  of  the  officers 
who  are  in  ahead  of  the  "hump."  Of  course,  the  only  way 
any  of  these  officers  can  be  removed  in  any  appreciable  num- 
ber is  by  retirement,  as  is  proposed  in  the  bill  now  before  us. 

An  officer  in  the  Army  should  be  in  a  particular  grade  at  a 
certain  age.  In  other  words,  if  he  is  a  youngster,  he  ought  to 
be  a, lieutenant.  As  he  becomes  a  little  older  he  ought  to  be  a 
captain.  He  ought  not  to  be  a  captain  when  he  is  60  years 
of  age  or  even  when  he  is  50  years  of  age.  There  ought  to  be  a 
steady  flow  of  promotions.  There  ought  to  be  a  stesidy  pro- 
gression, so  that  an  officer  will  be  in  a  particular  grade  at  a 
particular  age.  He  ought  to  have,  then,  the  experience  which 
comes  from  being  in  that  particular  grade  so  he  can  be  pre- 
pared and  trained  in  that  grade  and  lay  the  foundation  and 
get  the  experience  needed  to  step  up  into  the  next  grade. 
Then  he  ought  to  be  in  this  next  grade  at  a  certain  age  and 
for  a  certain  period  of  time  so  he  can  be  prepared  to  step  up 
to  another  grade.  As  the  situation  is  in  the  Army  today, 
however,  due  to  this  "hump."  due  to  this  induction  of  all 
these  thousands  of  officers  during  the  World  War.  all  at  the 
same  time,  and  all  of  practically  the  same  ace.  there  is  no 
opportunity  for  these  4.200  officers  and  several  thousand  offi- 
cers behind  them  to  move  forward  in  this  proper  progression. 
There  is  no  opportunity  for  them  to  serve  in  these  different 
grades  at  the  proper  age  and  for  the  proper  period  of  time. 
What  will  happen  is  that  if  we  do  not  pass  this  promotion  bill 
and  move  some  of  these  older  officers  out  and  give  these 
younger  officers,  particularly  the  World  War  officers,  an  op- 
portunity to  get  this  proper  training  and  proper  experience 
In  the  different  grades,  we  shall  find  that  we  shall  have  a 
great  niunber  of  officers  stjTnied  and  stagnated  who  have  not 
been  properly  trained  and  who  do  not  have  sufficient  experi- 
ence. 

What  will  happen  with  respect  to  these  captains  now 
averaging  46  years  of  age.  World  War  officers,  unless  we 
shall  pass  the  bill?  Some  of  them  will  remain  captains  for 
the  next  10  or  15  years.  TTien  when  they  move  forward 
they  will  not  go  into  the  grade  of  major  and  stay  there  the 
required  period.  They  will  not  go  then  into  the  grade  of 
lieutenant  colonel  and  stay  there  for  the  period  required 
for  proper  training,  experience,  and  preparation.  They  will 
be  catapulted  into  the  grade  of  colonel  without  having  that 
training  and  that  experience  and  that  preparation  which 
they  should  have  by  proceeding  through  the  grades  of  major 
and  lieutenant  colonel  in  an  orderly  and  efficient  way.  that 
those  primarily  responsible  for  the  defense  of  the  country 
say  they  should,  if  we  are  to  have*  an  efficient  national 
defense. 

Yesterday  the  question  was  raised  whether  the  present 
Chief  of  Staff.  General  Marshall,  and  the  War  Department 
were  now  for  the  bill;  whether  they  believed  in  the  bill  now, 
in  view  of  the  emergency,  as  they  did  when  it  was  first  in- 
troduced. I  wish  to  say  to  Senators  that  the  War  Depart- 
ment this  day.  In  the  light  of  the  national  emergency,  is 
more  strongly  for  the  bill  than  they  were  when  the  bill  was 
first  introduced,  which  was  before  we  had  entered  into  the 
present  national  emergency. 

I  wish  to  read  to  the  Senate  a  letter  from  General  Mar- 
shall, the  Chief  of  Staff.  As  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Tydhigs]  said.  General  Marshall  is  not  a 
West  Point  graduate.  If  there  be  a  West  Point  clique  in 
the  Army  he  does  not  belong  to  it  and  is  not  eligible  for  it. 
General  Marshall  graduated  from  Virginia  Military  Insti- 
tute and  entered  the  Army  after  graduating  from  that  insti- 
tute. Incidentally,  I  recall  that  Gten.  Johnson  Hagood.  him- 
self not  in  such  good  favor  with  the  so-called  West  Point 
group,  wrote  an  article  in  Collier's  Magazine  a  year  ago 
when  General  Marshall  became  the  Chief  of  Staff,  stating  in 
sul>stance  that  Gen.  George  C.  Marshall  was  the  greatest 
military  commander  this  Nation  had  produced  since  the 
Civil  War.  General  Hagood  compared  General  Marshall  to 
Stonewall  Jackson. 


Let  me  read  to  the  Senate  the  letter  from  General  Mar- 
shall. Bear  in  mind  that  General  Marshall  is  the  man  upon 
whose  shoulders  rests  first  and  foremost  and  primarily  the 
responsibility  for  the  defense  of  this  country 

If  we  a^  drawn  into  some  trouble,  if  some  crisis  should 
arise,  if  we  should  be  drawn  into  some  kind  of  war  and 
should  have  to  rely  on  our  Army  and  repel  force  with  force, 
it  would  not  be  to  individual  Members  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  or  to  the  Senate  as  a  whole,  or  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  that  the  people  of  the  United  States 
would  look  for  their  defense.  It  would  be  to  this  man.  Gen. 
George  C.  Marshall,  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army,  that 
they  would  look. 

General  Marshall  has  written  a  letter  dated  June  5,  this 
very  day,  addressed  to  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs,  the  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Shep- 
PARDl.    General  Marshall  says: 

I  notice  from  yesterday's  discussion  on  the  pending  Army  pro- 
motion bin  that  there  is  apparently  some  question  in  the  minds 
of  certain  Senators  as  to  the  desirability  of  passing  the  bill  at 
this  time.  I  have  given  a  great  deal  of  very  careful  considera- 
tion to  this  matter  in  the  past  few  weeks — 

The  weeks  during  which  all  of  us  have  been  thinking  so 
much  of  national  defense. 
General  Marshall  goes  on  to  say: 

And  it  is  my  considered  opinion  that  the  enactment  of  the  Army 
promotion  bUl  Is  even  more  vital  to  the  national  defense  at  thlB 
time  than  It  was  when  It  passed  the  House  a  few  weeks  ago. 

The  Congress  Is  now  providing  for  the  expansion  of  the  Military 
Establishment.  The  Immediate  enactment  of  this  promotion  bill 
would  be  a  most  Important  step  in  strengthening  the  national 
defense,  and  I  urgently  recommend  the  acceptance  of  tlie  con- 
ferees' report. 

Faithfully  yours, 

Gec«cz  C.  Marshall, 

Chief  of  Staff. 

Mr.  MINTON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  If  the  bill  should  become  a  law  It  would 
bring  about  the  retirement  of  certain  colonels  who  have 
reached  the  age  of  60,  and  who  have  exercised  in  the  Army 
every  command  they  can  exercise  or  will  ever  be  permitted 
to  exercise,  because  they  will  never  be  generals.  They  have 
already  been  passed  over. 

Mr.  HTT.T..     That  is  true. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  bill  would  enable  the  other  officers 
behind  them  in  the  "hump"  to  come  along  and  exercise  the 
various  commands  from  major  and  lieutenant  colonel  up  to 
colonel,  and  thereby  train  themselves  to  become  efficient  and 
experienced  field  officers.    That  is  the  effect;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  HILL.    The  Senator  Is  exactly  correct. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  Senator  read  General  Marshall's  letter. 
Let  me  ask  the  Senator  if  he  does  not  remember  this  state- 
ment by  General  Marshall — and  I  call  It  to  the  Senator's 
attention  because  the  junior  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Con- 
nallt],  in  a  very  eloquent  appeal  today,  said,  as  he  opened 
his  si>eech,  that  the  bill  has  nothing  to  do  with  national  de- 
fense. Does  not  the  Senator  recall  that  when  General  Mar- 
shall appeared  before  the  committee,  he  stated  that  the  thing 
which  he  considered  most  Important  in  the  training  of  proper 
officers  was  the  morale  of  the  officers?  He  considered  that 
the  passage  of  the  pending  bill  would  do  more  for  the  morale 
of  the  officers  in  the  Army  than  any  other  one  thing  that 
could  be  done  at  this  time. 

Mr.  HTTJ..  The  Senator  Is  correct.  The  Senator  will  recall 
that  when  General  Marshall  made  that  statement  in  the 
committee  I  stated  that  when  I  was  a  member  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  I  listened  to  one  of  the  finest 
statements  I  ever  heard  by  any  witness  before  a  congressional 
committee  from  the  lips  of  Gen.  Charles  P.  Summerall.  then 
the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army.  General  Summerall,  in  that 
wonderfully  fine  statement,  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
three  factors  make  up  the  morale  of  the  officers  and  men  of 
the  Army.  One  factor,  of  coiu-se,  is  the  pay  which  they 
receive.  The  second  factor  is  shelter  and  food.  They  must 
be  weU  housed  and  well  fed.  The  third  factor,  and,  as  General 
I  Summerall  said,  by  all  odds  the  most  important  factor  is  the 
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for  which  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  so  severely  criticized 
this  bill. 

First,  in  that  act  the  Congress  gave  every  possible  induce- 
ment to  the  old  officers  who  were  not  fit  for  active  service 


And  tremendous  physical  labors — 


in  personal  supervision  of  operations  In  trenches.    Very  few  British 
or  French  division  commanders — 
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factor  of  promotloa  holding  out  to  men  the  hope  of  reward, 
giving  them  the  opportunity,  if  they  work  and  struggle  and 
give  tbetr  best  service  to  the  Army  and  to  the  country,  to 
be  promoted  and  rewarded. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [*(fr.  CownallyI.  for  whom  I  have 
a  deep  personal  aflecUon.  talked  about  the  World  War  group 
as  though  the  bill  would  do  something  terrible  to  the  World 
War  group.  If  there  is  any  one  group  in  the  Army  for  which 
the  WIl  would  open  the  door  of  opportimity  individually  and 
as  a  group,  it  is  the  World  War  group,  because  the  4.200 
officers  who  constitute  the  "hump"— officers  who  are  now 
stymied  and  stagnated  so  far  as  promoUon  is  concerned — 
compose  the  World  War  group. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  CokhalltI  harped  on  the 
retirement  of  World  War  officers.  The  truth  Is,  so  far  as  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  World  War  officers  is  concerned, 
the  bill  not  only  would  not  encourage  them  to  retire,  but  it 
would  encourage  them  to  stay  in  the  Army  and  carry  on. 
because  it  would  give  them  a  fair  chance  for  promotion  and 
an  opportunity  for  a  splendid  career.  There  are  a  few  in  the 
World  War  group  who  are  considerably  over  age  in  the  grades 
they  now  occupy.  Some  of  them  who  are  over  60  years  of 
age  are  still  in  the  grade  of  captain.  No  legislation  could 
ever  provide  them  any  kind  of  an  opportunity  or  give  them 
any  kind  of  a  career.  A  man  in  the  Army  today  who  is  over 
60  years  of  age  and  who  is  still  a  captain  is.  of  course,  at  the 
end  of  the  road.  The  bill  gives  such  officers  the  opportimity 
to  retire,  having  in  mind  that  it  is  to  their  interest  to  retire. 
Certainly  it  is  to  the  interest  of  the  Army  for  them  to  retire, 
so  that  their  places  may  be  filled  by  younger  men.  and  men 
of  the  proper  age  in  the  particular  grade. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Another  advantage  which  World  War  offi- 
cers in  the  "hump"  would  have  would  be  that  the  bill  would 
permit  the  Army  to  reach  down  into  the  group  of  lieutenant 
colonels  who  are  moved  forward  and  select  generals. 

Mr.  HILL.     Certainly. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Which  cannot  now  be  done. 

Mr.  HILL.    It  cannot  now  be  done  under  existing  law. 

Mr.  MINTON.     That  is  another  advantage. 

Mr.  HILL.  That  is  true.  Let  me  emphasize  that  fact.  As 
the  law  stands  today,  we  have  World  War  officers  who  are 
lieutenant  colonels,  and  who.  If  they  ever  become  colonels, 
will  reach  that  grade  so  late  that  they  will  never  be  selected 
to  be  generals.  But  this  bill  would  open  the  door  for  them  to 
become  generals,  because  the  War  Department  could  then 
select  its  general  officers  from  lieutenant  colonels  as  well  as 
from  colonels. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  Senator  from  Texas  referred  very  elo- 
quently to  General  Poch.  General  Retain,  and  other  great 
generals.  Who  knows  but  that  in  this  "hump"  of  men  of 
experience  in  the  World  War — men  who,  as  the  Senator 
from  Texas  said,  trod  the  battlefields  of  Europe,  and  know 
something  about  war^^frozen.  stagnated,  and  unable  to  go 
-forward  into  the  higher  commands  and  remain  In  the  Army 
there  may  be  a  Poch.  a  Pershing,  or  a  counterpart  of  one 
of  the  other  great  generals  who  have  written  the  glorious 
military  history  of  the  world? 

Mr.  HILL.     Exactly. 

Mr.  MINTON.  They  might  be  frozen  today  in  the  "hump." 
We  cannot  get  them  out.  and  we  cannot  use  their  services 
In  the  higher  commands. 

Mr.  HILL.  As  the  Senator  has  suggested,  the  bill  opeixs 
the  door  which  is  now  tightly  closed  to  the  Pochs.  the  Wey- 
gands.  the  Mannerheims,  the  Hindenburgs,  and  all  the  others 
named  by  the  Senator  from  Texas.  Furthermore,  as  the 
Senator  from  Texas  knows,  the  bill  does  not  In  any  way 
apply  to  any  general  officer.  It  does  not  in  any  way  change 
the  law  with  respect  to  the  retirement  or  appointment  of 
general  officers,  except  that  It  makes  lieutenant  colonels 
eligible  to  be  appointed  as  generals.  It  does  not  affect  the 
retirement  of  general  officers  in  any  way  whatever. 

If  the  bill  had  been  on  the  statute  books,  and  we  had  had 
•  Weygand.  a  Foch,  a  Mannerbeim,  or  a  Hindenburg,  it 


would  not  have  affected  him  one  iota.    On  the  other  hand. 

In  Prance,  Italy.  Germany,  and  England  officers  who  are  not 

selected  to  become  generals  retire  as  colonels  at  an  earlier 

age  than  we  provide  for  colonels  to  retire  under  this  bill. 

As  I  stated  earUer  in  the  day,  the  bill  provides  for  the 

retirement  at  the  age  of  60  of  a  colonel  who  has  not  been 

selected  to  be  a  general.    In  France  a  colonel  who  had  been 

passed  over  would  not  retire  at  60;  he  would  retire  earlier, 

at  59.    In  Italy  such  a  colonel  would  retire  at  58;  in  Great 

Britain  and  Japan  at  55;  and  in  Germany  at  52. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.   HILL.    I   yield   to   the   distinguished  Senator   from 

Kentucky. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  One  of  the  considersitlons  which  Influ- 
enced the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Senate  to 
give  its  favorable  vote  on  the  bill  was  the  estimated  saving 
which  the  Army  felt  it  could  realize  because  of  the  passage 
of  the  bill.  It  seems  that  that  discussion  has  been  entirely 
overlooked  in  the  consideration  of  the  conference  report.  I 
should  like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  distingviished  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  to  that  point. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  War  Department  estimates  that  the  sav- 
ings for  the  next  15  years  as  the  result  of  the  enactment  of 
the  bill  would  average  $2,300,000  a  year. 

This  is  one  Army  bill,  this  is  one  national -defense  bill,  this 

is  one  promotion  bill  that  instead  of  putting  an  additional 

burden  on  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States  will  save  the 

American  taxpayers  $2,300,000  a  year  for  the  next  15  years. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  should  like  to  give  to  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Alabama  the  break-down  on  the  figures 
as  to  savings  which  the  Secretary  of  War  gave  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  will  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  do  so. 
Mr.  CHANDLEIR.  He  gives  the  maximum  cost  which 
should  be  reached  in  1944  at  $412,000.  The  saving  under  this 
bill  would  commence  in  1945,  when  it  is  estimated  it  will 
be  $1,420,591.  and  the  maximum  will  be  reached  Ui  1956.  when 
the  amount  saved  will  be  $4,298,698  a  year  because  of  the 
enactment  of  this  bill,  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  very  impor- 
tant consideration,  for  that  money  could  be  used  for  other 
necessary  purposes. 

Mr.  HILL.  Tliat  Is  a  most  Important  consideration. 
Mr.  President,  speaking  of  the  colonels  who  will  be  retired 
under  this  bill,  the  colonels  who  have  been  passed  over  in  the 
selection  of  generals,  and  who  never  will  be  and  never  can 
become  generals,  the  bill  expressly  provides  that  of  the  num- 
ber to  be  retired  each  year,  the  Secretary  of  War  may  exempt 
from  retirement  5  percent.  The  question  has  been  raised 
here  that  an  officer  might  be  engaged  on  some  very  impor- 
tant detail,  on  some  very  particular  work,  and  it  would  not 
be  desirable  to  retire  him.  In  order  to  take  care  of  that  situ- 
ation, the  exemption  of  5  percent  is  written  into  the  bilL 

It  has  been  suggested  that  there  are  colonels  who  are  now 
60  years  of  age  engaged  in  rivers  and  harbors  work,  and  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  take  them  away  from  that  work. 
Tcxlay,  let  me  say,  there  are  only  three  colonels  over  60  years 
of  age  engaged  in  rivers  and  harbors  work;  under  the  exemp- 
tion there  would  be  an  average  of  35  officers  exempted,  and  so 
those  three  colonels  would  have  an  excellent  chance  to  be 
among  the  35  exempted. 

The  Senator  from  Texas,  in  that  grandiloquent,  beautiful 
peroration  of  his.  spoke  about  the  Civil  War,  and  he  became 
80  impassioned  and  so  stirred  as  he  talked  of  the  mighty  con- 
flicts of  that  war  that  he  had  old  generals  running  hither 
and  yon.  charging  ramparts,  "going  over  the  top,"  captuiing 
positions  and  cannons,  and  winning  battles. 

What  is  the  truth  about  the  Civil  War  and  the  old  officers? 
The  first  retirement  bill  which  was  ever  passed  by  the  Con- 
gress (rf  the  United  States  was  passed  on  the  3d  day  of  Au- 
gust 186L  Why  was  It  passed?  It  was  passed  because  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  was  at  war  and  had  to  do 
what  we  woiild  do  by  this  ];MX}motion  bill.  When  the  Con- 
gress passed  the  act  of  August  3,  1861.  it  did  the  very  things 


for  which  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  so  severely  criticized 
this  bill. 

First,  in  that  act  the  Congress  gave  every  possible  Induce- 
ment to  the  old  officers  who  were  not  flt  for  active  service 
to  retire  and  to  get  out  of  the  Army  just  as  the  pending  bill 
does.  Second.  It  provided,  if  they  did  not  retire  of  their  own 
accord  and  if  their  retirement  was  for  the  best  interests  of 
the  country,  that  they  could  be  retired  involuntarily  by  the 
Government  as  the  pending  bill  does.  It  provided  that  of- 
ficers 62  years  of  age  should  be  retired.  In  that  act  we  find 
the  genesis  of  the  retirement  plan.  History  repeats  itself; 
history  is  repeating  itself  today.  During  the  great  emergency 
of  the  Civil  War  the  Congress  had  to  enact  retirement  legis- 
lation; during  the  great  emergency  which  now  confronts  us 
we  are  called  upon  to  pass  and  are  shown  compelling  need 
for  the  passage  of  retirement  legislation. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  ConwalltI 
dwelt  at  great  length  this  morning  on  the  provision  of  the 
pending  bill  under  which  World  War  officers  may  retire. 
This  bill  does  not  force  any  World  War  officer  to  retire;  it 
does  not  dispense  with  the  services  which  the  Government 
may  now  command  of  any  of  the  splendid  officers  of  the 
World  War  who  served  during  that  period.  It  merely  permits 
such  an  officer  to  retire  if  he  wants  to;  there  is  nothing  to 
force  him  to  do  so.    Is  not  that  correct?  ' 

Mr.  HILL.  There  is  not  a  thing  In  the  world  to  force  him 
to  retire,  and.  as  I  said  a  few  moments  ago,  the  bill  not  only 
does  not  force  out  of  the  Army  the  World  War  officers  but 
for  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  World  War  officers  it 
gives  great  encouragement  not  to  retire  but  to  remain  in  the 
Army,  because,  as  the  law  now  stands,  these  officers  are 
stymied;  they  are  stagnated;  they  have  no  opportunity  for 
promotion;  they  have  no  chance  to  go  forward  and  have  a 
real  career  In  the  Army.  This  bill  would  give  them  such  an 
opportunity;  this  bill  would  give  them  such  a  chance. 

The  bill  does  provide  for  the  voluntary  retirement  of  World 
War  officers  so  that  World  War  officers  who  are  too  old  In 
their  grades,  some  of  whom  are  still  captains  and  over  60 
years  of  age.  and  to  whom  the  door  of  opportunity  is  irre- 
parably closed,  may  retire  as  it  is  to  their  interest  to  retire 
and  to  the  interest  of  the  country  for  their  places  to  be  filled 
by  younger  men. 

Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  quoted  at  some  length  from 
General  Marshall's  testimony  before  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs,  and  referred  to  what  he  said  about 
leadership  in  the  Army  and  the  necessity  for  yoimg  men, 
active  men,  and  men  who  are  physically  strong  and  physi- 
cally able.  I  shall  not  now  go  back  over  that.  We  see  it 
to  be  true  in  Europe  today,  where  in  the  contending  armies 
the  regimental  commanders,  the  brigade  commanders,  the 
division  commanders  are  all  yoimg,  active,  able,  physically 
sound,  aggressive  men.  I  called  especial  attention  to  the 
comparative  youth  of  the  lieutenant  colonels,  the  colonels, 
and  the  generals  of  all  grades  in  the  German  Army. 

I  wish  now  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
cablegram  which  General  Pershing,  after  he  had  landed  In 
Prance  and  had  had  an  opportunity  to  study  and  estimate 
the  situation  there  as  commander  in  chief  of  the  American 
Expeditionary  Force,  sent  to  General  March,  then  the  Chief 
of  Staff  of  the  Army  here  In  Washington.  General  Pershing 
on  the  28th  day  of  July  1917,  a  short  time  after  he  had 
taken  command  of  the  American  Expeditionary  Force  In 
Prance,  sent  this  cablegram  to  General  March: 

My  observations  of  Brltlsh-Prench  Armies  and  most  exacting 
arduoxis  service  conditions  at  the  front  fully  convince  me  that  only 
officers  In  full  mental  and  physical  vigor  should  be  sent  here. 
Contrary  course — 

Said  General  Pershing — 

means    certain     IneSttclency     In     our    service     and     possible     later 
humiliation  to  ofllcers  concerned.    General  officers — 

Said  General  Pershing — 

must  undergo  extreme  efforts — 


And  tremendous  physical  labors — 


In  personal  supervision  of  operations  In  trenches.  Very  few  British 
or  French  division  commanders — 

Mark  you.  "division  commanders,"  Mr.  President,  c<Kn- 
manders  commanding  from  twenty-five  to  twenty-six  thou- 
sand   men    in    battle — very    few    of    them,    said    General 
Pershing — 
are  over  45  or  brigadiers  over  40.    We  have  too  much  at  stake-^ 

Said  General  Pershing — 

to  risk  Inefficiency  through  mental  or  physical  defects.  •  •  • 
Officers  selected  for  appointment  as  general  officers  of  line  should 
be  those  with  experience  In  active  command  of  troops. 

That  is  what  this  bill  seeks  to  do.  It  seeks  to  take  the 
World  War  officers  and  promote  them  Into  higher  grades 
where  they  can  have  active  command  of  troops,  which 
General  Pershing  said  was  so  essential,  so  that  they  may 
have  the  experience  and  training  which  comes  from  the 
active  command  of  troops,  be  taken  out  of  the  stagnation, 
permitted  to  go  forward  with  active  command,  and  to  become 
vitalized  and  experienced  and  trained. 

I  have  here  a  letter  dated  June  5,  this  date,  adclressed  to 
the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  J^airs 
and  signed  John  J.  Pershing.  In  this  letter,  written  this 
very  day,  General  Pershing  said  to  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Shxpparo],  the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee: < 

I  have  read  some  of  the  crttlclsms  that  have  been  made  of  the 
Army  promotion  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  I  find  that  a  cable 
of  mine  on  this  subject,  sent  from  Prance  to  the  Secretary  of  War, 
has  been  referred  to  by  the  War  Department  as  an  argument 
toward  favorable  consideration  of  the  current  bllL 

I  have  just  read  the  cable  to  which  General  Pershing 
refers. 
General  Pershing  goes  on  to  say: 

In  view  of  the  gravity  of  the  times,  and  of  my  personal  experi- 
ence in  this  matter,  I  am  taking  the  liberty  of  submitting  a  few 
ccMnments. 

Rank  means  command,  and  command  Involves  leadership,  and 
leadership  In  a  military  emergency  Is,  in  my  opinion,  the  most 
lmix>rtant  single  consideration. 

What  rve  are  trying  to  do  by  the  passage  of  this  bill  is  to 
give  to  our  officers  rank,  that  they  may  have  command,  that 
they  may  develop  the  leadership  wtdch  General  Pershing 
says  Is  "the  most  important  single  consideration." 

General  Pershing  continues: 

The  dlffictiltles  of  leadership  which  existed  In  1917-18  have  been 
enormously  multiplied  today  by  the  Increased-  mobility  and  fire 
power  of  modem  armies,  and  the  necessity  for  vigorous  com- 
manders is  greater  now  than  It  has  ever  been  before. 

The  Senator  frcHn  Texas  [Mr.  ConnalltI  spoke  of  the 
Civil  War.  The  greatest  battle  of  the  Civil  War.  we  know, 
was  the  Battle  of  Gettysburg.  That  battle  took  3  days — ^not 
3  days  and  3  nights,  but  just  3  days.  The  recent  great  battle 
In  Flanders  was  a  bombing,  firing,  burning  holocaust  for 
some  20  days.  6  times  as  long — ^no.  12  times  as  long,  day  and 
night — as  the  Battle  of  Gettysburg.  Men  who  were  In  com- 
mand of  those  troops,  division  commanders,  brigade  cwn- 
manders,  were  under  constant  bombing,  under  constant  ar- 
tillery shelling,  under  constant  machine-gun  fire,  without 
food,  without  sleep,  virtthout  rest,  moving  forward,  forward, 
forward,  for  20  days. 

Then  General  Pershing  goes  on  to  say: 

1  an>  familiar  with  the  promotion  bill  now  before  your  commit- 
tee only  In  the  most  general  terms;  but  I  believe  I  am  sufficiently 
familiar  with  military  requirements  to  submit  that  the  passage 
of  this  measure  Is  of  great  imfxirtance.  Elimination  of  such  basic 
provisions  of  the  bill  as  retirement  at  60.  and  certain  similar 
requirements,  would  nullify  Its  effectiveness  to  a  large  extent.  It 
would  be  most  unfortunate — 

Says  General  Pershing — 

at  this  critical  nioment  In  our  history  to  tie  the  hands  of  the 
War  Department  with  restrictions  or  amendments  calculated  to 
favor  a  group  of  senior  officers  at  the  expense  of  their  jimiors  on 
whom  we  must  largely  depend  for  leadership  In  every  phase  of 
training  and  jxisslble  mobilization,  as  well  as  for  troop  command; 
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and  certain  to  embarraas  the  War  Department  m  the  heavy  task  of 
administering  our  military  system. 
I        ■ 


Says  General  Pershing — 

—  t..»M,<4«r.ff  mv  vicrwm  In  this  mAttcT.  TMirtlcuIartT  as  X  have  not 


ooiors,  and  there  has  been  an  expansion  in  the  officer  per- 
sonnel of  the  Army,  the  "hump"  which  has  been  spoken  of 
has  been  inevitable. 

Mr.  President,  the  "hump"  In  and  of  Itself  is  n<^  so  bad, 
but  the  effect  of  the  "hump,"  not  only  upon  the  officers  caught 
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It  is  a  condition  which  Is  not  good  for  the  Army;  it  is  a  condi- 
tion which  may  actually  bring  direful  effects  upon  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  our  boys  and  yoimg  men  who  may  be 
found  necessarily  serving  under  these  officers.  The  Army  of 
the  United  States  must  always  be  considered  in  two  ways.    It 


their  old  ways  of  thinking.  They  changed  their  attitude; 
they  accepted  a  different  educational  approach;  they 
adopted  a  new  theory  of  training.    The  Germans  said: 

We  wiU  take  this  army,  and  we  will  train  each  of  t^e  members 
of  the  army  up  to  the  maximum  of  his  potentiality. 
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and  certain  to  embarraw  tb«  War  Department  In  tbe  bear?  task  of 
administering  our  military  lystem. 
I  apcdoglze — 

Bays  General  Pershing — 
for  Intruding  my  views  in  this  matter,  particularly  as  I  have  not 
studied  the  bill:  but  my  belief  In  the  Importance  of  such  a  meas- 
ure at  this  time  must  be  my  excuse  for  taking  this  liberty.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  my  crlUclsm  of  the  bill  would  be  that  In  the  pres- 
ent «Jtuatlon  the  retirement  feature  should  become  effective  Im- 
mediately rather  than  3  years  hence. 
Faithfully  yours, 

JoHM  J.  PnsHnro. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  TtdihcsI  asked  the 
question.  Shall  we  follow  the  advice,  shall  we  follow  the  im- 
portunities and  the  appeals  which  come  to  us  from  our  mili- 
tary men  and  our  military  experts?  Shall  we  follow  those 
who  know  war  from  first  hand,  who  have  fought  the  liattles 
Of  the  past  and  brought  victories  to  our  arms,  or  shall  we  fol- 
low those  who  have  been  practically  devoid  of  any  military 
training,  who  have  never  been  up  In  any  front-line  trench, 
who  have  never  known  the  smell  of  gimpowder?  Shall  we 
turn  our  backs  today  on  the  great  commander  of  the  A.  E.  P.? 
Shan  we  say  to  the  American  people  that  General  Pershing, 
with  an  of  hla  experience  and  all  of  his  knowledge  and  all  of 
his  background,  does  not  know  what  he  is  talking  about,  but 
we  will  take  the  advice  and  the  Judgment  of  those  who  never 
led  an  army  or  fought  a  war  or  never  even  fired  a  gun? 

And  what  more  cheering  news,  what  more  Joyous  tidings, 
could  go  to  the  ears  of  the  dictators  of  Europe  today  than 
that  this  bill  had  been  reported  by  the  House  Military  Affairs 
Committee,  passed  unanimously  by  the  House,  reported  by 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  passed  by  the  Sen- 
ate, and  then  the  Senate  proceeded  to  vote  down  the  confer- 
ence report  and  to  kill  the  bill?  Those  dictators  have  pro- 
claimed time  and  agsiin  that  democracies  cannot  survive,  that 
democracies  cannot  match  dictatorships,  that  they  cannot 
repel  the  force  and  the  power  and  the  efflciency  of  dictatcw- 
shlps.  because  democracies  talk  when  they  should  perform, 
because  democracies  debate  when  they  should  act. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  had  two  days  of  debate  on  this  bilL 
The  time  Is  come  now  for  action.  "Hie  time  Is  come  when 
we  should  pass  the  bill;  and  we  shall  have  to  determine 
whether  we  will  stand  with  Gen.  John  J.  Pershing.  Gen. 
George  C.  M^r^j^**^".  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  military  experts  of  the  country,  or  whether  we  will  follow 
these  untried,  these  Inexperienced  gentlemen  who  talk  gran- 
diloquently, but  never  smelled  gunpowder,  who  never  fired  a 
cannon,  who  never  fought  a  war. 

There  can  be  no  choice,  Mr.  President.  The  course  is  clear. 
The  American  people  expect,  and  have  a  right  to  expect,  but 
one  answer.  We  must  do  our  duty,  in  spite  of  proi>aganda. 
In  spite  of  selfish  appeals,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  some  man 
is  willing  to  put  his  selfish  interest  ahead  of  his  country's 
taiterests.  We  must  do  our  duty,  and  adopt  this  conference 
report.  Marching  side  by  side  with  the  President  of  the 
United  States;  with  John  J.  Pershing,  the  greatest  captain 
Of  our  Armies  since  Ulysses  S.  Grant  and  Robert  E.  Lee; 
with  George  C.  Marshall,  the  Chief  of  Staff;  and  our  coun- 
try's ablest  military  experts,  we  will  meet  our  high  respcnsi- 
bility  In  this  dark  hour  of  Qur  country's  history  and  pass 
the  bill. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  A^.  President,  as  a  member  of  the 
conference  committee  on  this  bill,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
much  discussion  has  already  taken  place.  I  deem  it  a  duty  to 
add  a  word  or  two  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  the  bill,  and  to 
point  out.  if  I  can.  the  need  for  its  passage  not  only  at  this 
time  but  for  the  sake  of  the  Army  itself. 

Mr.  President,  it  would  be  well  for  all  who  are  considering 
any  kind  of  a  promotion  bill  to  consider  the  Army  in  mass: 
to  realize  that  the  Army  is  built  upon  traditions,  upon  certain 
kinds  of  promotions,  upon  certain  kinds  of  rewards,  and  upon 
certain  grades.  As  a  resiilt.  in  peacetimes  and  in  wartimes 
the  Army  grows  around  these  habits,  and  it  is  right  that  it 
should  grow  around  them ;  but  sometimes  the  ordinary  course 
of  events  does  not  fit  the  extraordinary  course  of  events,  so 
that  each  time  when  there  has  been  a  great  emergency  in  our 
country,  and  a  great  number  of  men  have  been  called  to  the 


colors,  and  there  has  been  an  expansion  In  the  officer  per- 
sonnel of  the  Army,  the  "hump"  which  has  been  spoken  of 
has  been  inevitable. 

Mr.  President,  the  "hump"  In  and  of  Itself  is  not  so  bad, 
but  the  effect  of  the  "hump,"  not  only  upon  the  oflQcers  caught 
In  it  but  upon  the  morale  of  the  whole  Army.  Is  the  great  con- 
sideration and  the  one  which  should  have  our  attention. 

In  every  organization  there  is  a  something  which  we  may 
call  esprit  de  corps.  In  the  Army  of  the  United  States  there  is 
more  need  for  the  development  and  continuation  of  esprit  de 
corps  than  probably  anywhere  else.  The  dulling  effect  of  one 
spending  his  lifetime  with  his  head  against  a  ceiling  breaks 
morale,  brings  about  inefficiency,  causes  distress,  and  ruins 
the  organization  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  not  a  new  plan  thought  up  to  take 
care  of  an  emergency  at  this  time,  but  we  are  discussing  what 
has  been  attempted  for  a  whole  generation  by  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  in  an  effort  to  avoid  conditions  which  the  Army 
knew  were  inevitable  unless  action  were  taken. 

It  was  my  lot.  if  I  may  throw  myself  into  the  picture,  to 
frame  an  amendment  in  an  attempt  to  overcome  the  condi- 
tion which  causes  the  difficulty  at  the  present  time.  It  was 
an  amendment  to  the  National  Defense  Act  of  1920.  That 
was  a  long  time  ago.  but  the  problem  was  then  apparent  to 
anyone  who  had  ever  seen  a  soldier  and  to  anyone  who  had 
ever  seen  the  officers  who  had  acted  in  temporary  advanced 
grades  and  found  themselves  put  back  again  to  their  former 
grades,  after  the  Army  started  contracting  following  its  great 
expansion. 

I  shall  not  deal  with  and  I  trust  I  shall  not  repeat  very 
many  of  the  things  which  have  been  said  here.  I  dislike  very 
much  to  point  out  or  to  even  consider  that  anyone  who  ever 
served  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States  might  in  any  sense 
have  been  inefficient.  I  do  not  like  to  think  of  efficiency  and 
inefficiency  as  having  anything  to  do  with  age.  I  am  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  and  if  I  know  the 
other  Members  of  the  Senate,  it  is  a  council  of  elders,  and 
we  all  stand  in  a  position  to  which  we  do  not  like  others  to 
call  our  attention.  The  fact  remains,  however,  that  if  the 
Army  is  to  work  in  the  most  efficient  way,  it  must  make  use 
of  every  officer  at  his  most  efficient  period.  If  we  depend  for 
leadership  in  the  Army  upon  officers  who,  due  to  age,  due  to 
lack  of  opportur'ty.  due  to  experience,  have  lost  the  chance 
of  serving  at  their  very  best,  we  cannot  help  it  by  doing  some- 
thing to  the  Army  which  we  should  not  do. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  ai^roprlating  hun- 
dreds of  millions  of  dollars  for  the  national  defense  and  the 
expansion  of  the  Army.  We  are  providing  everything  within 
our  means  in  a  material  way.  Why  tie  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  by  not  giving  them 
what  they  want  in  the  way  of  this  vital  personnel  leglsla- 
ticm?  Do  we  not  have  confidence  in  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Chief  of  Staff?  If  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
has  not  confidence  in  these  men  at  this  time  above  all  other 
times,  we  should  see  to  it  that  they  are  removed,  and  that 
others  are  put  in  their  places. 

The  emergency  which  some  think  is  impending,  but  which 
we  all  hope  is  not.  may  be  an  emergency  which  may  have 
to  do  with  the  lives  of  enlisted  men,  with  the  lives  of  officers 
themselves  who  would  be  needlessly  sacrificed  because  they 
were  not  able  to  perform  a  service  quite  as  well  as  others, 
and  t>ecause  the  opportimity  for  them  to  assume  leadership 
had  not  come. 

The  President,  in  his  message  to  the  Joint  session  of  Con- 
gress, warned  against  loose  talking  and  thinking,  and  further 
stated  that — 

I  know  that  our  trained  officers  and  men  know  more  about  flgbt- 
tng  and  the  weapons  and  equipment  needed  for  fighting  than  any 
of  \i8  laymen;  and  I  have  confidence  In  them. 

That  observation  also  pertains  to  the  matter  of  handling 
the  perstmnel  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  President,  what  I  am  about  to  say  may  sound  like  a 
repetition,  and  it  is  a  repetition;  at  the  same  time  it  is  a 
repetition  which  has  a  place  in  the  few  remarks  I  am  mak- 
ing. The  existence  of  a  "hump"  of  4.200  officers  in  the  Army 
today  is  a  condition  which  is  not  good  for  the  4.200  officers; 


it  is  a  condition  which  Is  not  good  for  the  Army;  It  is  a  condi- 
tion which  may  actually  bring;  direful  effects  upon  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  our  boys  and  young  men  who  may  be 
found  necessarily  serving  under  these  officers.  The  Army  of 
the  United  States  must  always  be  considered  in  two  ways.  It 
is  well  to  think  of  it  as  a  fighting  organization,  but  it  is  also 
a  training  organization.  It  is  in  a  sense  an  educational  in- 
stitution, because  armies  win  by  being  properly  taught  and 
by  being  properly  prepared. 

Mr.  President,  to  leave  the  training  of  boys,  the  training 
of  officers,  and  the  training  of  those  who  will  be  the  backbone 
of  our  Army  to  any  but  the  most  efficient  on  whom  we  can 
lay  our  hands  in  time  of  emergency  would  be  almost  a  crime. 
It  would  be  a  mistake  ui  any  time.  Having  made  that  mistake 
for  over  20  years,  it  seems  to  me  that  now.  above  all  times, 
when  the  mistake  might  do  more  harm  than  It  has  ever  done. 
we  should  rectify  It,  enact  the  pending  bill,  and  give  the  Chief 
of  Staff  the  right  to  select  his  officers  on  the  basis  of  their 
ability,  of  need,  and  also  on  the  basis  of  efficiency. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  it  is  almost  useless,  because 
the  argument  is  so  api)arent,  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Army  of  the  United  States  in  1940.  if  it  should  be 
called  into  active  duty,  would  not  be  the  same  as  the  Army 
we  had  when  it  was  called  into  active  service  in  1917. 

Under  this  bill,  if  enacted,  the  generals  of  our  Army  could 
dip  down,  choose  efficient  officers,  put  them  in  commands 
above  other  officers  who  are  senior  to  them,  who  are  keeping 
them  from  the  experiences  of  those  commands.  At  the  same 
time  the  Army  is  expanded  in  such  a  way  as  to  enable  the 
retired  officer  to  be  used  to  the  best  advantage;  then  the 
retired  officer  should  be  called  back  into  active  service  and 
given  an  opportunity  to  show  himself  at  his  best.  We  are 
thinking  of  a  group  organization;  we  are  thinking  of  an  or- 
ganization which  has  to  do  many  things,  and  sm'ely  there  is 
a  chance  for  all  the  officers  of  our  Army  to  do  those  things 
which  they  are  best  suited  to  do. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  talking  about  the  mechanization  of 
the  Army  of  the  United  States.  Can  anyone  conceive  of  our 
not  needing  a  different  approach  in  a  mechanized  army,  so 
far  as  the  age  of  officers  is  concerned,  from  what  the  old  tjrpes 
of  armies  demanded? 

I  do  not  belittle  the  elder  officer;  but  there  are  some  things 
which  an  older  officer  cannot  do.  Sometimes  there  are  activi- 
ties in  regard  to  machines  and  in  regard  to  various  .materiel 
which  an  army  has  which  are  different  from  what  the  older 
officers  experienced  when  they  took  their  training. 

It  seems  to  me  that  a  man  who  might  be  the  most  expert 
cavalry  officer  in  the  world  might  fall  as  the  commander  of 
a  unit  in  a  mechanized  army.  It  seems  to  me  that  must 
be  apparent  to  everyone  at  this  time,  when  we  are  moving 
into  the  machine  age;  and  so  we  want  in  charge  men  who 
have  grown  into  the  spirit  of  the  machine  age;  who  can 
ssmipathize  with  it;  who  understand  its  possibihtles  and  what 
It  stands  for. 

We  cannot  expect  a  man.  no  matter  how  able  he  is.  after 
he  has  reached  a  certain  age,  to  become  skilled  in  gas  en- 
gines, if  he  has  never  had  anything  to  do  with  them.  We 
cannot  expect  men,  after  they  have  reached  a  certain  age.  to 
become  skilled  in  flying,  for  example,  or  In  tank  warfare,  or 
other  activities  of  that  kind.  There  is  of  necessity  a  leader- 
ship which  must  t>e  found  among  those  who  have  grown  up 
with  machines. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  tendency  of  the  armies  of  the 
world  to  reduce  the  age  of  their  fighting  personnel.  When 
the  Versailles  Treaty  placed  upon  Germany  a  restriction  that 
they  should  have  an  army  of  only  100,090,  at  the  peace  table 
the  Germans  said; 

That  Is  all  right  with  us.  We  win  train  an  army  of  colonels 
and  majors  and  captains,  and  when  the  time  for  expansion  comes, 
we  wlU  be  able  to  expand  quickly. 

The  Allies.  In  an  attempt  to  overcome  that  situation,  to 
make  it  impossible  for  the  Germans  to  train  officers.  Imposed 
a  restriction  of  13  years'  service  upon  the  German  treaty 
army.    The  Germans  realized  that  that  was  a  liability  under 


their  old  wasrs  of  thinking.  They  changed  their  attitude; 
they  accepted  a  different  educational  approach;  they 
adopted  a  new  theory  of  training.    The  Germans  said: 

We  wlU  take  this  army,  and  we  will  train  each  of  tihe  members 
of  the  army  up  to  the  maximum  of  his  potentiality. 

Therefore,  a  man  may  have  marched  as  a  private  for  many 
years,  but  he  was  given  training  to  his  full  ability.  It  was  this 
changed  attitude  concerning  the  training  of  men  which 
made  it  possible  for  Hitler,  In  a  very  few  years,  to  expand  his 
army  of  100.000  to  an  extremely  large  one  and  almost  over- 
night again  to  bring  into  existence  universal  military 
training. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  after  he  had  accomplished 
this  result,  by  reason  of  the  changed  attitude  toward  training, 
promotion,  and  putting  the  Army  on  em  extremely  democratic 
basis — and  I  use  the  word  "democratic"  in  the  sense  that  a 
man  who  had  ability  was  given  a  Job  commensurate  with  his 
ability — after  the  expansion  had  taken  place,  there  was  a 
deficiency  m  only  one  branch  of  the  service,  and  that  was 
among  the  noncommissioned  officers.  At  this  time,  when  the 
Army  of  the  United  States  is  thinking  of  expanding,  it  must 
expand  in  accordance  with  the  best  known  methods  of  pro- 
viding for  its  welfare  and  efficiency. 

Mr.  President,  sis  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill! 
and  other  Senators  who  have  spc^en  in  behalf  of  the  measure 
have  pointed  out,  the  bill  before  us  Is  the  result  of  years  of 
effort  on  the  part  of  the  War  Department  to  cure  stagnation 
in  promotions  in  the  Army  and  to  promote  officers  into  grades 
which  are  commensurate  with  their  age  and  length  of  service. 
It  will  primarily  affect  about  4,000  officers  proposed  to  be 
promoted  from  major  to  lieutenant  colonel  and  from  captain 
to  major,  and  who  average  about  45  years  of  age. 

We  are  all  a  little  proud  of  ourselves,  and  Army  officers 
sometimes  become  proud  of  themselves.  When  we  were 
youngsters  in  school,  if  we  had  to  associate  with  those  who 
were  a  little  shorter,  we  unconsciously  got  into  the  habit  of 
stooping  over.  Do  we  not  realize  that  an  officer  who  wears 
bars,  but  is  of  the  age  when  he  should  wear  eagles,  is  not 
functioning  as  he  should  to  his  own  advantage?  Do  we  not 
know  that  it  is  better  for  officers  to  have  the  training  and 
experience  necessary  to  enable  them  to  meet  situations  as 
they  arise  rather  than  be  found  not  able  properly  to  meet 
them  because  of  lack  of  training? 

Many  of  the  officers  affected  by  the  bill,  as  youngsters, 
fought  in  the  last  World  War,  for  the  most  part  in  the  capacity 
of  captains  and  lieutenants.  Since  that  time  they  have 
served  in  the  Regular  Army  within  the  continental  United 
States  and  in  our  far-flung  possessions.  They  have  gradu- 
ated from  the  ser\ice  schools.  Many  of  them  are  graduates 
of  the  Command  and  General  Staff  School,  in  which  are 
taught  the  command  and  staff  functions  of  Army  corps,  divi- 
sions, and  brigades.  Many  of  them  are  graduates  of  the 
Army  War  College  and  the  Industrial  College.  Are  not  these 
officers,  with  this  wealth  of  experience,  capable  of  being  pro- 
moted to  the  grades  of  colonel,  lieutenant  colonel,  and  major? 
In  this  time  of  stress  are  their  ambitions  to  be  thwarted, 
their  morale  injured,  and  their  value  as  professional  soldiers 
lost  because  of  the  inability  of  the  War  Department  under  the 
present  law  to  promote  them  to  grades  commensurate  with 
their  experience?  They  have  had,  on  the  average,  a  service 
of  23  years. 

We  cannot  get  the  best  out  of  an  individual  unless  he  has 
some  hope  of  reward.  The  dulling  effect  of  realizing  that 
he  is  never  to  be  given  the  opportunity  for  which  he  is  wait- 
ing destroys  morale  probably  more  quickly  than  anything 
else. 

One  of  the  best  features  of  the  bill  is  that  it  throws  open 
the  selection  for  the  rank  of  brigadier  general  to  lieutenant 
colonels  as  well  as  colonels.  In  the  troublous  times  which 
may  soon  be  here  the  country  and  the  Army  are  entitled  to 
the  best  leadership  possible.  Why,  then,  should  the  selection 
of  brigadier  generals  be  confined  to  705  colonels?  Some  of 
these  colonels  are  probably  very  efficient  and  worthy  to  be 
brigadier  generals;  some  of  them  probably  are  not  by  reason 
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of  lack  of  experience.  Why  should  not  Ueutenant  colonels 
be  Included?  These  officers  fought  the  last  World  War  and 
are  still  young  enough  to  fight  the  next  one. 

This  bill  is  no  indictment  against  officers  over  60  years  of 
age.  but  it  is  an  Indictment  against  colonris  ova  60  who  are 

ill    K^r>aitCA    ttio\r    fao^    tViat     it    mio'yit 


tog's  staff  durtog  the  World  War.  I  can  understand  why 
the  President  of  the  United  States  made  General  Marshall 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Aimy. 

Mr.  President,  General  Marshall  has  what  it  takes  to 
make  a  real  Army  officer.  Not  only  is  he  a  great  soldier, 
as  his  record  Droves,  but  he  is  also  a  great  diplomat  and  a 
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the  conference  report  should  be  agreed  to.  not  merely  by  a 
majority,  but  by  an  overwhelming  majority,  to  let  the  country 
know  that  the  United  States  Senate  stands  firmly  behind 
men  like  General  Pershing  and  General  Marshall. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  take  a  mo- 


applied  to  colonels  who  are  still  colonels  at  the  age  of  60. 
In  fact,  the  provision  that  officers  who  fail  to  reach  the  grade 
of  general  officers  shall  be  retired  on  reaching  the  age  of  69 
is  the  vitalizing  feature  of  the  bill. 
The  ntunber  of  colonels  is  limited  by  the  bill  to  705.  which 
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of  lack  of  experience.  Why  should  not  Ueutenant  colonels 
be  Included?  These  offlcers  fought  the  last  World  War  and 
are  still  young  enough  to  fight  the  next  one. 

This  bill  is  no  indictment  against  offlcers  over  60  years  of 
age,  but  it  is  an  Indictment  against  colonels  over  60  who  are 
probably  opposed  to  the  bUl  because  they  feel  that  it  might 
cause  them  to  be  retired  before  they  have  opportunity  for 
further  advaix:ement.  Any  colonel  who  is  over  60  years  of 
age.  who  will  not  be  selected  for  the  grade  of  brigadier  gen- 
eral, or  who  is  not  so  outstanding  as  to  be  kept  in  the  5 
percent  authorised  to  be  retained  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 
is  a  detriment  to  the  whole  Army.  That  does  not  mean  that 
he  is  personally  inefficient.  That  does  not  mean  that  he  is 
Bot  capable.  That  is  not  a  reflection  upon  any  IndivlduaL 
But  when  we  consider  the  Army  we  must  consider  all  offi- 
cers in  their  relative  positions  to  other  offlcers. 

It  is  necessary  to  retire  what  anywhere  else  but  in  the 
Army  and  Navy  we  would  call  "deadwood."  In  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  it  is  our  custom  not  to  speak  of  ineffi- 
cient offlcers  as  being  inefficient,  because  they  may  have 
been,  and  may  still  be.  capable  cf  performing  great  deeds  of 
heroism.  It  is  embarrassmg  to  be  obliged  to  announce  that 
tho.se  who  have  not  been  able  properly  to  fill  their  positions 
must  be  passed  over.  Yet  they  will  be  passed  over  if  a  great 
emergency  arises,  because  every  general  of  an  army  knows 
that  he  is  responsible  for  every  last  man  m  his  army,  and  he 
will  put  m  charge  of  the  army  only  offlcers  upon  whom  he 
can  rely. 

Under  the  bill  the  use  of  any  valuable  officer  will  not  be 
lost  to  the  Government,  because  imder  the  existmg  law  any 
retired  officer  may  be  recalled  to  active  duty  to  perform  such 
duties  as  he  may  be  fitted  for.  There.  Mr.  President,  is  the 
worth  of  the  promotion  bill.  Its  purpose  is  to  help  every 
officer  who  is  not  fitted  for  the  position  he  now  holds,  and 
to  give  the  generals  in  charge  of  the  Army  the  opporttmity 
to  put  them  where  they  are  best  fitted.  The  important  point 
is  that  by  not  retiring  colonels  over  60  years  of  age.  we 
withhold  the  possibility  of  younger  offlcers  being  trained  for 
regimental  command  assignments.  In  an  emergency  we 
know  that  the  generals  will  dip  down  and  take  the  younger 
ofBeers.  Should  those  offlcers  not  have  the  experience  which 
fits  them  for  more  responsible  commands? 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  long-range  bill  for  the  correction 
of  promotion  injustices  in  the  Regular  Army.  It  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  great  number  of  Reserve  officers  and  National 
Guard  offlcers  who  would  be  called  into  the  service  in  an 
emergency.  Great  as  their  experience  may  be,  it  would  not 
be  as  great  as  that  of  a  Regular  Army  officer.  The  bill 
woirid  make  certain  that  ofBcers  called  from  the  Reserve 
and  from  the  National  Guard  to  serve  side  by  side  with  the 
Regular  Army  offlcers  would  have  as  their  superiors  or  their 
companions  the  most  efficient  offlcers  the  Army  has  available. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  the  few  remarks  I  shall  make 
at  this  time  are  prompted  by  the  address  of  the  able  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  fMr.  HillI.  A  few  moments  ago.  as  I 
came  into  the  Senate  Chamber,  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
was  reading  a  letter  which  had  been  received  from  Gen. 
George  C.  Marshall.  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States 
Army,  who  is  very  much  Interested  In  the  bill. 

It  was  my  privilege  and  pleasure  to  sec  General  Marshall 
In  action  on  three  different  occasions  while  he  was  senior 
instructor  of  the  Illinois  National  Guard.  He  came  to  our 
organization  In  1935,  and  stayed  with  us  for  three  simuners 
during  the  training  periods.  It  was  my  privilege  to  observe 
hi?n  in  the  mess  hall,  where,  during  the  lunch  hour,  I 
iMatvd  some  of  his  profound  wisdtan  upon  Army  maneuvers 
and  tactics. 

I  also  had  occasion  to  observe  him  in  the  field,  working 
with  tactical  problems  of  great  military  value  to  the  officers 
and  their  men.  I  wish  to  say  that  he  brought  something 
to  the  Illinois  National  Guard  which  was  not  there  before. 
Every  officer  respected  his  zeal  and  mdustry.  Every  officer 
regretted  it  when  his  stay  was  terminated.  As  the  result  of 
my  experience  with  him  during  those  3  years.  I  can  readily 
uxHlerstand  why  Geiieral  Marshall  was  a  member  of  Persh- 


ing's staff  during  the  World  War.  I  can  understand  why 
the  President  of  the  United  States  made  General  Marshall 
Chief  ol  Staff  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  President.  General  Marshall  has  what  it  takes  to 
make  a  real  Army  officer.  Not  only  is  he  a  great  soldier. 
as  his  record  proves,  but  he  is  also  a  great  diplomat  and  a 
tactful  individual,  whether  he  is  within  or  outside  of  Army 
circles.  He  is  a  man  who  Is  devoid  of  petty  and  mean  traits. 
He  has  no  prejudice  in  his  system.  All  he  wants  to  do  is  to 
find  the  type  of  Individual  in  the  Army  who  can  do  a  job 
in  a  crisis:  that  is  the  primary  reason  for  his  enthusiasm 
for  this  legislation  and  that  is  one  of  the  great  reasons  why 
I  feel  so  keenly  about  the  bill.  It  is  because  General 
Marshall  wants  it.  Not  only  does  General  Marshall  want 
the  bill,  but  General  Pershing  asks  the  Congress  to  pass  it. 
After  ills  long  career  as  an  Army  officer,  both  in  peace  and 
war.  General  Pershing  advocates  the  passage  of  the  meas- 
ure, to  bec(xne  effective  Immediately  as  to  all  iyves  of 
offlcers.  He  knows  that  this  bill  is  designed  to  give  more 
punch  and  more  efflciency  to  the  Regular  Army. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  questioD  the  wisdom  or  patriotism 
of  any  Senator  who  takes  the  opposite  view  with  respect 
to  the  bill.  Senators  who  take  that  view  are  just  as  patriotic 
as  General  Marsliall  and  General  Pershing;  but  it  seems 
to  me  that  in  this  hour  of  emergency,  if  we  have  faith  and 
confidence  m  the  man  who  is  at  the  head  of  our  Army, 
and  the  one  who  led  us  to  victory  in  '18.  we  ought  to 
heed  their  request  in  connection  with  a  promotion  bill  of 
this  character. 

Mr.  President,  the  bUl  affects  the  national  defense  of  this 
country.  Anyone  who  knows  anything  about  the  service 
in  these  mechanized  times  of  motorized  warfare  and  bombing, 
these  times  of  difficulty  and  stress,  knows  that  the  liest  type 
of  men.  physically  and  mentally,  are  required  to  carry  on. 
Back  in  1917  and  1918  an  officer  could  learn  the  tsrpe  of 
warfare  which  then  existed  in  a  period  of  90  das^s,  as  many 
an  officer  did.  Today,  with  the  exception  of  infantry  officers, 
that  would  t>e  almost  impossible.  The  stress  upon  offlcers  in 
this  war  is  nothing  like  what  it  was  during  the  last  war. 
One  need  only  read  the  accounts  of  the  Tommies  who  came 
across  the  Channel  and  escaped  the  holocaust  of  the  great 
German  machine  to  find  out  what  war  really  is  at  the 
present  time.  Sherman  said  that  war  is  hell;  his  state- 
ment was  mild  compared  with  what  is  going  on  at  this 
particular  moment  in  Flanders  Field  and  the  fields  of  France. 
Life  in  these  dajrs  is  complex,  aiul  is  becoming  more  in- 
tricate and  difficult,  whether  it  be  in  a  Government  posi- 
tion, in  the  Army,  in  an  automobile  factory,  or  any  other 
major  activity.  As  we  go  along  we  see  men  dropping  out 
under  the  strain — men  who  apparently  are  in  good  health 
and  in  the  full  vigor  of  Ufe.  Yes;  they  cannot  "take  it,"  Mr. 
President. 

So  it  is  with  the  bill  under  consideration.  Ceriain  officers 
ought  to  be  eliminated  because  of  what  war  actually  is  at  this 
moment.  The  men  in  the  high  places  of  the  Army  know  It. 
They  are  anxious  to  do  their  patriotic  duty  and  give  to  the 
country  the  best  tjrpe  of  men  which  the  Army  can  develop  for 
the  peculiar  and  heavy  duty  which  lies  before  them  in  case 
of  emergency. 

In  my  opinion  General  Marshall  ought  to  know  what  is  best 
for  the  Army.  In  my  opinion  he  docs  know  what  is  best,  not 
only  for  the  Army,  but  for  the  country.  I  sincerely  hope  that 
the  conference  report  will  be  agreed  to  by  an  overwhelming 
majority,  because  of  the  fight  which  has  been  made  upon  it. 
I  think  it  is  rather  regrettable  that  we  have  taken  so  much 
time  on  the  conference  report.  We  have  had  full  hearings 
before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  and  we  have  letters 
written  by  General  Marshall  and  General  Pershing,  neither 
of  whom  can  be  charged  with  political  motives,  or  with  any 
other  thought  than  that  of  having  the  best  interest  of  our 
country  at  heart.  Believing  in  those  men  as  I  do,  as  a  United 
States  Senator,  I  would  not  repudiate  their  judgment  by  my 
vote  upon  a  bill  of  this  kind.  If  we  want  to  continue  with  the 
unanimity  of  thought  and  the  high  purpose  we  ought  to  have 
in  connection  with  every  measiire  which  affects  our  defense, 
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sajrlng  he  has  inefflclent  offlcers  In  the  Army,  but  he  does  not 
put  into  effect  the  very  law  we  gave  him  to  remove  that  kind 
of  offlcers  from  the  Army. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Only  3  offlcers  out  of  12.000 
were  put  in  class  B  last  year,  and  yet  in  the  same  breath  the 
Chief  of  Staff  told  the  conference  committee  that  the  com- 
missioned personnel  was  full  of  officers  who  were  "mediocre." 


Nevada  [Mr.  McCarranI,  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
MuRRAYl,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Reynolds], 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  TrxjicanI,  and  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Van  NutsI  are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  RexdI  is 
detained  on  official  business.    If  present,  he  would  vote  "yea.*» 

My  colleague  the  jimior  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gib- 
enwi  wmiiH  vnfp  "vpa"  If  orescnt.    He  is  unavoidably  detained. 
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the  conference  report  should  be  agreed  to,  not  merely  by  a 
majority,  but  by  an  overwhelming  majority,  to  let  the  country 
know  that  the  United  States  Senate  stands  firmly  behind 
men  like  General  Pershing  and  General  Marshall. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  take  a  mo- 
ment of  the  Senate's  time  to  say  a  word  in  favor  of  the  bill 
now  under  consideration.  In  a  general  way  I  concur  in 
what  has  been  said  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  Lucas].  I  have  followed  the  bill  in  the  hearings 
before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee.  I  believe  that  it  is  a 
sound  measure.  We  have  appropriated  billions  of  dollars 
for  national  defense,  and  there  does  not  seem  to  be  much 
question  about  appropriating  the  money  necessary  to  defend 
the  country.  But  when  it  comes  to  administering  the  War 
Department  involving  an  act  which  the  Army  wants,  which 
the  War  Department  wants,  which  General  Marshall  wants, 
and  which  General  Pershing  wants,  then  a  question  is  raised. 

General  Marshall  is  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United 
States  Army,  and  on  his  shoulders  will  fall  the  immediate 
responsibility  for  organizing  the  defense  of  the  country. 
General  Marshall  informs  the  Congress  and  the  country, 
as  he  has  told  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate 
in  detail,  that  the  bill  is  absolutely  necessary  in  order  that 
the  Army  may  be  efficiently  organized  for  our  national  de- 
fense. I  am  willing  to  take  General  Marshall's  word  on  that 
question.  I  believe  the  Senate  should  agree  to  the  confer- 
ence report  by  a  sutxstantial  vote,  and  put  the  so-called  pro- 
motional bill  into  effect. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  no  time  for  quibbling.  This  is  a  time 
for  action.  The  Army  wants  the  bill,  and  the  very  able 
Chief  of  Staff.  General  Marshall,  wants  it.  I  hope  the  con- 
ference report  will  be  agreed  to  by  the  Senate.  This  Is  a 
very  effective  way  of  giving  the  War  Department  the  powers 
necessary  to  develop  an  efficient  Army. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  speak  briefly 
on  the  details  of  the  biU. 

The  bill  represents  what  I  believe  to  be  the  best  form  of 
organization  for  Army  officer  personnel  at  the  present  time. 
It  provides  that  second  lieutenants  shall  become  first  lieuten- 
ants after  serving  3  years  as  second  lieutenants.  At  present 
there  are  approximately  1.800  second  lieutenants. 

The  b  11  provides  that  first  lieutenants  shall  become  cap- 
tains after  serving  7  years  as  first  beutenants.  At  present 
there  are  approximately  2.000  first  lieutenants  and  3,300 
captains. 

So  far,  the  bill  represents  a  reenactment  of  the  existing 
law  enacted  July  1.  1935.  The  large  number  of  captains  is 
due  to  the  great  number  of  World  War  officers  covered  into 
the  Regular  Army  on  July  1,  1920. 

The  law  of  1935  continued  the  seniority  system  of  promo- 
tion from  captain  to  colonel.  In  the  higher  grades  the  num- 
ber of  officers  becomes  gradually  less.  This  has  occasioned  a 
continuous  and  almost  hopeless  stagnation  In  promotion  in 
the  grades  of  captam  and  major  and  lieutenant  colonel. 
There  are  approximately  2,900  majors  at  the  present  time. 

The  pending  bill  meets  this  situation  by  providing  that 
captains  shall  l)ecome  majors  after  serving  7  years  as  cai>- 
tains;  that  majors  shall  become  lieutenant  colonels  after  serv- 
ing 6  years  as  majors,  and  that  lieutenant  colonels  shall  be- 
come colonels  after  5  years'  service  as  lieutenant  colonels. 
There  are  about  1,050  lieutenant  colonels  at  the  present  time 
in  the  Army. 

Beyond  colonel,  promotion  to  brigadier  general  and  major 
general  will  be  made  by  selection,  as  at  present,  except  that 
this  bill  permits  selection  for  these  higher  grades  to  be  made 
also  from  lieutenant  colonels.  This,  in  some  degree,  softens 
the  effect  of  the  congested  status  in  which  this  bill  will  tem- 
porarily leave  the  lieutenant  colonels  when  it  goes  into  full 
operation. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  peak  number  of  lieutenant  colonels 
imder  this  bUl  will  be  3.500.  Later,  and  as  a  permanent 
matter,  the  number  will  drop  to  1.800. 

This  congestion  is  further  modified  by  the  provision  in  the 
bill  that  lieutenant  colonels  remaining  such  at  60  years  of  age 
shall  retire  at  that  age  as  colonels.    The  same  principle  is 


applied  to  colonels  who  are  still  colonels  at  the  age  of  60. 
In  fact,  the  provision  that  offlcers  who  fail  to  reach  the  grade 
of  general  offlcers  shall  be  retired  on  reaching  the  age  of  60 
is  the  vitalizing  feature  of  the  bill. 

The  number  of  colonels  is  limited  by  the  bill  to  705,  which 
is  not  a  change  of  the  present  law,  except  that  the  pending 
bill  adds  the  provision,  which  is  new  legislation,  namely,  that 
one-fifth  of  the  number  of  colonels,  or  about  35,  may  be  con- 
tinued In  active  service  until  64  years  of  age  in  case  of  special 
adaptation  to  some  important  phase  of  the  work  of  the  War 
Department. 

The  most  urgent  need  of  the  Army  is  for  officers  at  the 
ages  at  which  they  are,  as  a  rule,  best  qualified,  to  perform 
the  duties  of  the  various  grades.  This  bill  is  an  efficient  step 
in  that  direction. 

There  is  a  provision  In  the  bill  that  when  any  officer  of  the 
Regular  Army  shall  have  completed  not  less  than  15  nor 
more  than  29  years  of  service  he  may,  on  his  own  applica- 
tion, be  retired.  In  the  House  an  amendment  was  added  to 
the  effect  that  if  an  officer  so  applying  was  a  former  World 
War  officer  the  retirement  allowance  should  be  somewhat 
larger.  So  the  special  inducement  held  out  In  this  bill  to 
World  War  officers  in  the  matter  of  retirement  did  not  come 
from  the  War  Department  at  all.  It  is  a  just  and  deserved 
tribute,  however,  to  the  World  War  offlcers. 

The  average  age  of  the  World  War  officers  is  47  years,  and 
the  ages  of  some  of  these  officers  range  as  high  as  63. 
Obviously  an  officer  In  the  grade  of  captain  or  major  who 
is  47  or  50  years  old  or  more  cannot  look  for  any  great  ad- 
vancement in  the  Army  but  can  yet  take  advantage  of  oppor- 
tunities in  private  life.  The  voluntary-retirement  feature  Is 
offered  to  both  World  War  and  other  officers  coming  within 
its  terms  to  permit  any  of  such  officers  to  retire  in  order 
to  enter  private  pursuits.  This  feature  is  of  advantage, 
therefore,  both  to  these  officers  and  the  Government. 

Mr.  President,  even  if  this  bill  had  not  been  developed 
in  the  War  Plans  Division  of  the  War  Department,  if  it  had 
not  l)een  favorably  reported  by  the  House  Military  Affairs 
Committee  and  passed  almost  unanimously  In  the  House, 
and  had  It  not  also  been  studied  by  the  "Senate  Military 
Affairs  Committee  and  favorably  reported  by  that  committee 
to  the  Senate — even  If  these  preliminaries  had  not  occurred, 
this  bill,  on  its  merit  alone — and  I  take  It  that  the  function 
of  Senators  Is  to  consider  bills  on  their  merits — would  be 
entitled  in  my  Judgment  to  the  favorable  action  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr,  President,  I  wish  to  say 
merely  a  few  words.  I  hope  the  Chief  of  Staff,  General 
Marshall,  and  the  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Woodring.  will 
read  the  debate  which  has  taken  place  in  the  Senate  on 
this  bill.  I  hope  they  will  be  impressed  by  the  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States  Senate  that  they  bring  about 
efficiency  in  the  commissioned  personnel  of  the  United 
States  Army.  There  is  not  at  present  such  efficiency  as  there 
should  be.  Seventy-five  percent  of  the  commissioned  offlcers 
of  the  United  States  Army  Is  made  up  of  efflclent.  able, 
excellent  offlcers,  but  25  percent  of  the  commissioned  per- 
sonnel Is  "deadwood";  such  offlcers  are  a  drag;  they  are  not 
competent;  to  use  the  term  General  Marshall  applied  to 
them,  they  are  mediocre.  The  debate  in  the  Senate  should 
be  a  challenge  to  those  at  the  head  of  the  War  Department 
and  the  Army  to  make  the  commissioned  offlcers  more  effi- 
cient. If  the  "deadwood"  were  removed,  there  would  be  no 
war  "hump"  or  any  other  kind  of  a  hump  standing  in  the 
way. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Under  certain  provisions  of  existing 
law  has  not  the  Army  the  authority  to  convene  what  are 
called  B  boards  and  put  inefflclent  offlcers  out  of  the  Army? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,    They  have  that  authority. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Have  they  not  had  that  authority  for 
Shears?  I  wish  to  know  why  they  have  not  exercised  the  au- 
thority.   We  find  the  Chief  of  Staff  coming  to  Congress  and 
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Mr.  WHEELER.  It  was  clearly  the  intention  of  the  Houae 
to  use  the  latter  language;  but  there  was  a  clerical  error, 
I  am  sure,  because  if  it  should  apply  during  the  year  1940 
it  would  not  change  the  present  status. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  House  amendment 
to  the  Utle  of  the  bllL 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

•     M-ir<^<;Ar:K  tpokt  tptf.  TrnTrsn 


held  the  bill  up  a  few  days  ago,  when  the  calendar  was 
called,  under  a  misapprehension.  I  have  looked  into  it,  and 
the  bin  is  aU  right. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  this  bID  was  reported  at 
the  same  time  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
reported  a  similar  bill  having  to  do  with  wheat. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Exactly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     The  bill  dealing  with  wheat  passed  on 
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saying  he  has  inefficient  offlcers  in  the  Army,  but  he  does  not 
put  into  effect  the  very  law  we  gave  him  to  remove  that  kind 
of  officers  from  the  Army. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Only  3  offlcers  out  of  12.000 
were  put  In  class  B  last  year,  and  yet  in  the  same  breath  the 
Chief  of  Staff  told  the  conference  committee  that  the  com- 
missioned personnel  was  full  of  offlcers  who  were  "mediocre." 
That  was  the  term  he  used. 

I  hope  he  will  read  this  debate;  I  hope  it  will  be  impressed 
upon  him  that  the  United  States  Senate  does  want  efflciency, 
and  I  trust  that  if  he  needs  any  cooperation  to  bring  about 
efflciency  and  any  change  in  the  law  is  necessary  to  that  end, 
he  will  be  frank,  honest,  courageous,  and  will  have  the 
stamina  to  come  here  and  get  our  help.  If  he  will  do  that, 
I  believe  this  debate  will  have  served  a  very  helpful  purpose. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  conference  repon. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE  and  other  Senators  asked  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

Mr.  BURKE.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 

quorum. 

Mr.    SHEPPARD.    I   have    suggested    the    absence    of    a 

quorum.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 

).       Bunell 
Schwartz 
SchwellenbAch 
Sheppard 
Buttery 
Smltb 
Stewart 
Tart 

Thomas,  Idaho 
Thomas,  Utah 
Tobey 
Townsend 
Tydtngs 
Vandenberc 
Wagner 
Wheeler 
Whlt« 
Wiley 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy-two  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  CHANDLER  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Davis  1.  I  am  informed  that  if  he  were  present  he  would 
vote  as  I  shall  vote  on  this  question,  so  I  am  at  liberty  to 
vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  ASHURST  (when  Mr.  HKYvats  name  was  called) .  My 
colleague  IMr.  Haybek)  is  detained  on.  Government  busi- 
ness.   I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting,  he  would  vote 

"yea." 

The  PRESIDING  OPPKTER  <  when  Mr.  OTidAHowBY's  name 
was  called).  The  present  occupant  of  the  chair  will  state 
that  his  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  (Mr. 
CMAHOifrvl  Is  unavoidably  absent.  He  desires  to  have 
recorded  the  fact  that  he  would  have  voted  "yea"  if  present. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MENTON.  I  aniK>unce  that  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut IMr.  Malonty]  is  absent  from  the  Senate  because 
of  illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch],  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  HEUtufc],  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  SmathkrsI,  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas], 
and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh  1  are 
detained  on  official  business.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and 
voting  these  Senators  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Baxlkt],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  [Mr.  Dokahey],  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  EllinderI.  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass  J.  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  LMr.  LukdexnI.  the  Senator  from 


Adams 

Chares 

Johnson. 

Andrews 

aark,  Idaho 

King 

AShUTBt 

Clark.  Mo. 

LaFtoUett 

Austin 

Oonnally 

Lse 

Banfchwid 

nanaher 

UKlge 

Barboxit 

Downey 

Lucas 

BarUey 

Ocorg* 

UcKellar 

Bilbo 

Oerry 

McMary 

Bone 

OUletta 

Mead 

Bridsea 

Oreen 

MUler 

Brown 

Oxiffey 

Mlnton 

Bulow  ^ 

Oumcy 

Neely 

Burke , ' 

Hale 

Morris 

Byn^^ 

Harrison 

Mye 

Bymea 

Hill 

Overton 

Capper 

Hoi  man 

Pepper 

Caraway      - 

Holt 

Plttman 

Chandler 

Hughes 

Radcllffe 

Nevada  [Mr.  McCabran],  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray],  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Reynolds], 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Tritican],  and  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Van  Nuts]  are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed]  is 
detained  on  official  business.    If  present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

My  colleague  the  Junior  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gib- 
son] would  vote  "yea"  if  present.    He  is  unavoidably  detained. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipsrad]  has  a  general 
pair  with  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Prazdoi]  Is  neces- 
sarily alQsent. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Davis]  is  absent  on 
official  business.    If  present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  61,  nays  11,  as  follows: 


Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Barbour 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Danahcr 


Adams 

Bankhead 

Bxilow 


Bailey 
Davis 
Donahey 
Blender 

Prazler 
aib«>n 


Downey 

George 

Gillett« 

Green 

Guffey 

Oumey 

Bale 

Harrison 

mil 

Hoi  man 

Holt 

Hughes 

King 

LaFM>Uett« 

Lee 

Lodge 


Biirke 

Byrd 
Clark.  Mo. 


TEAS— 61 

Lucas 
McNary 

Me»d 

MUler 

Mlnton 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radcllffe 

Rusaell 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

NAYS— 11 

Oonnally 
Gerry 
Johnson.  Colo. 


NOT  VOTINO— 34 

Olaas  McCarran 

Hatch  Maloney 

Hayden  Murray 

Herring  Oltatinnnj 

Johnson,  Calif.  Reed 

Lundeen  Reynolds 


BHattery 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Utah 

Tobey 

Townsend 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberc 

Wagner 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


McKellar 
Smith 


Bhipstead 
Bmathers 
Thomas,  Okla. 
Truman 
Van  Nuya 
Walsh 


So  the  report  was  agreed  to. 

Subsequently,  on  June  6,  Mr.  McKellar  made  the  following 
statement : 

CORRECTION    OP   VOTE 

Mr.  McKELIiAR.  Mr.  President.  In  the  vote  on  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  Army  promotion  bill  my  vote  was  cast 
inadvertently,  under  a  misapprehension.  It  should  have 
loeen  in  the  affirmative.  I  wish  to  make  the  correction  now. 
and  I  ask  that  this  statement  be  placed  In  the  permanent 
Record  immediately  after  the  yea-and-nay  vote,  if  there  is 
no  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

DEVELOPMENT  OF  FARM  T7NITS  X7NDER   RECLAMATION  PROJECTS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Schwartz  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  3683)  to  remove  the  time  limit 
for  cooperation  between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the 
Farm  Seciuity  Administration  in  the  development  of  farm 
units  on  public  lands  under  Federal  reclamation  projects, 
which  were,  in  line  5,  strike  out  "1940"  and  insert  "1941";  and 
to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  extend  the  time 
limit  for  cooperation  between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and 
the  Farm  Security  Administration  in  the  development  of 
farm  imits  on  public  lands  under  Federal  reclamation 
projects." 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  in  the  House  amendment  to  the  text  of  the  bill  with 
an  ameiHlment.  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  "1941"  to  insert  "1940,"  and  by  inserting  "dxirtng 
the  fiscal  year  1941",  so  that  the  bill  as  amended  will  read 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc^  That  the  act  of  August  7.  193©  (Public,  No. 
307,  76th  Cong..  Ist  seaa.).  Is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out 
"during  the  fiscal  year  1940,"  and  by  Inaertlng  "dxulng  the  fiscal 
year  1941." 

Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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Walter-Logan  bill,  that  no  effort  would  be  made  to  Interfere 
with  the  consideraiion  of  the  defense  program  or  the  relief 
legislation.  The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Sheppard  1  has 
moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  consider  one  of  the  impor- 
tant defense  measures.  There  are  two  or  three  oUiers  on 
the  calendar  of  the  same  nature  awaiUng  acUon.  and  the 
relief  measure  has  been  today  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations. 
I  wish  to  advise  Senators  that  if  it  appears  that  the  bill 


of  conciliation  en  the  part  of  the  majority,  as  there  is  (»  the 
part  of  the  minority,  and  that  If  the  amendment  appeals  to 
the  good  sense  and  Judgment  of  the  majority  they  may  see  fit 
to  adopt  it. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 
•  Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Does  the  Senator  think  that  an 
amendment  of  this  magnitude  should  be  acted  on  at  this  late 
hmir  in  thp  evenlne? 
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Mr.  WHEELER.  It  was  clearly  the  intention  oi  the  House 
to  use  the  latter  language;  but  there  was  a  clerical  error, 
I  am  sure,  because  if  it  should  apply  during  the  year  1940 
it  would  not  change  the  present  status. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  House  amendment 
to  the  UUe  of  the  WIL 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE   FROM  THE  HOTTSS 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  without  amendment  the  bill  (S.  2568) 
to  amend  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act  (Jime  26,  1934,  ch. 
750.  par.  1.  48  Stat.  1216.  sec.  1761). 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  severally 
agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  following 
bills  and  joint  resolution  of  the  House : 

H.  R.  7019.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  providing 
punishment  for  the  killing  or  assaulting  of  Federal  offlcers; 

H.  R.  8429.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Maj.  L.  P.  Worrall,  and 
for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  367.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  Secretaries 
of  War  and  of  the  Navy  to  assist  the  governments  of  Ameri- 
can republics  to  Increase  their  military  and  naval  establish- 
ments, and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  dis- 
agreed to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6044)  to  regulate  the  number  of  warrant  and  commissioned 
warrant  offlcers  In  the  Marine  Corps;  asked  a  conference 
with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia,  Mr.  Drewrt,  and 
Mr.  Maas  were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  disagreed 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following 
bills  of  the  House;  asked  conferences  with  the  Senate  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that 
Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Drewry,  and  Mr,  Maas  were 
appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  respective 
conferences : 

H.  R.  8026.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9848.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  or  ac- 
quisition of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  pub- 
lic works,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments 
of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  1759)  granting  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  the  States  of  Montana,  North  Dakota,  and 
Wyoming,  to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agree- 
ment Xor  division  of  the  waters  of  the  Yellowstone  River. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9109)  making  appropriations 
for  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  other 
activities  chargeable  in  whole  or  in  part  against  the  reve- 
nues of  such  District  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1941.  and  for  other  purposes;  that  the  House  receded  from 
its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos. 
24.  53.  93,  134.  136.  and  139  to  the  bill,  and  severally  con- 
curred thereon,  and  that  the  Hou^  receded  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  34,  36. 
and  133.  to  the  bill,  and  concurred  therein,  severally  with 
an  amendment,  in  which  It  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

M.\RKEnNG  QtTOTAS  FOR  TOBACCO 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  calendar 
No.  1771,  House  bill  9700,  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

This  bill  is  applicable  only  to  tobacco.  It  would  simply 
permit  the  tobacco  farmers  to  determine  whether  they 
will  operate  under  a  quota  for  1  year  or  for  3  years.     I 


held  the  bill  up  a  few  days  ago,  when  the  calendar  was 
called,  under  a  misapprehension.  I  have  looked  Into  it,  and 
the  biU  is  all  right. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  was  reported  at 
the  same  time  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
reported  a  similar  bill  having  to  do  with  wheat. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Exactly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  l^e  bill  dealing  with  wheat  passed  on 
the  call  of  the  calendar,  and  this  was  the  next  bill.  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  asked  that  it  go  over  so  that  he  could 
look  into  it. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  At  that  time  attention  was  called  to 
the  fact  that  this  was  an  important  measure  for  the  to- 
bacco growers,  because  they  desire  to  have  the  right  to 
vote  on  the  question  whether  they  shall  have  a  3 -year 
quota  or  a  1-year  quota. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    The  Senator  is  quite  right. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  tobacco  Interests  all  over  the  coun- 
try are  unanimously  for  the  bill,  the  growers  especially. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  advised  that  they  are  unanimously 
for  it,  and  I  held  the  bill  up  under  a  misapprehension  of  the 
facts.    I  desire  now  to  ask  for  its  consideration. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  that  I  shall 
make  any  objection,  but  I  do  not  like  the  practice  of  calling 
bills  up  from  the  calendar  after  they  have  been  objected  to 
at  a  regular  call  of  the  calendar.  I  recall  that  when  we  were 
considering  bills  on  the  calendar  a  few  days  ago,  one  or  more 
Senators  objected  to  the  consideration  of  the  biU  now  imder 
discussion. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Not  this  bllL  I  held  this  up  myself,  acting 
under  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  facts,  and  after  looking 
into  the  matter  I  thought  I  should  have  the  bill  called  up 
and  have  it  disposed  of,  because  there  is  a  pressing  need  for 
its  early  consideration.  It  does  not  affect  anyone  but  the 
tobacco  producers. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  is  true,  and  I  myself  have  no  ob- 
jection to  the  bill.  I  am  familiar  with  its  purpose,  as  it  was 
before  our  committee,  but  if  the  Senator  who  objected  is 
absent,  it  would  not  be  fair  to  take  it  up  except  on  a  calendar 
day.  That  is  the  point  I  am  raising.  The  question  in  which 
I  am  Interested  Is,  Was  the  Senator  from  Georgia  the  sole 
Senator  who  objected  when  the  bill  was  called  on  the  cal- 
endar? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  is  what  I  am  asking,  and  I  want  as- 
surance on  that  point.  When  a  Senator  objects  to  a  bill 
on  a  call  of  the  calendar,  and  another  Senator  rises  the  day 
following  and  asks  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill,  fre- 
quently the  Senator  who  objected  is  not  present,  and  it  Is 
not  fair  to  conduct  business  in  that  way.  I  recall  that  this 
bill  was  not  acted  upon  a  few  days  ago  because  someone 
objected.  If  it  was  the  able  Senator  from  Georgia,  and  he 
was  the  only  one  objecting,  I  shall  not  raise  any  question. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  was  the  only  one  who  objected,  and  I 
objected  under  a  misapprehension  of  the  facts,  and  wanted 
to  correct  the  mistake  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Tliat  is  a  fair  statement,  and  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9700)  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
expedition  in  strengthening  the  national  defense 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Calendar  No.  1726.  Senate  bill 
4025,  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  object  to  the  motion 
prevailing,  but  I  give  notice  that  upon  the  disposition  of  the 
bill,  recognition  of  the  Chair  will  be  sought  to  move  to  take  up 
for  consideration  the  so-called  Walter -Logan  \Ml. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  state,  in  that  con- 
nection, that  when  this  matter  was  up  a  few  days  ago,  it  was 
indicated,  as  I  thought,  by  those  who  were  supporting  the 
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Mr.  AUSTIN,  lir.  President.  I  AaSl  not  read  the  letter. 
However,  I  call  attention  to  certain  substantial  suggestions 
In  it.    The  President,  In  effect,  says: 

I  think  this  amendment  Is  not  neoemary,  beeaise  T  have  set  up 
under  the  law  of  1916  this  council,  and  bealdes  ttiat  I  have  sent 
up  to  Oongreaa  a  request  for  an  appropriation  oC  91,000,000  wltb 
which  to  finance  the  service  of  this  CouncU. 

Then  he  says.  In  addition,  that  he  has  done  something 
else— and  this  may  be  important— namely,  that  he  has  also 
rp<nip«tivl  that  riurlnff  the  MrlstPTirj*  of  thp  nresent  fmfnztnrv 


time  employ  under  the  prortakms  of  lald  aeetkm  1  of  the  act  of 
AiiguA  29.  1916:  axHl  be  ahaU  perlarm  such  other  dntlea  aa  tb« 
OoujkU  may  <Ur«ck 

BauT  H.  WoooaxMO, 

Secretmrg  of  Wmr. 
Cbablbb  BlnsoM, 

Seeretarg  of  the  Nmvf. 
Harold  L.  Ickjb. 
Seereutry  of  the  Interior. 

BSNBT  A.  WAIXiACR. 

Seeretary  of  Agrtenttim. 
Basbt  L.  Hofkins. 


7594 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


JUNE  D 


Wmlter-IiOg»n  bill,  that  no  effort  would  be  made  to  interfere 
with  the  oonsideraiion  of  the  defense  program  or  the  relief 
leglslaUon.  The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Sheppard]  has 
moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  consider  one  of  the  impor- 
tant defense  measures.  There  are  two  or  three  others  on 
the  calendar  of  the  same  nature  awaiting  action,  and  the 
relief  measure  has  been  today  reported  from  the  Committee 
OD  Aivroprlatlons. 

i  I  wish  to  advise  Senators  that  If  it  appears  that  the  bill 
which  is  the  subject  of  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Texas 
is  likely  to  consume  very  much  time,  it  will  probably  be  advis- 
able to  lay  it  aside  temporarily  In  order  to  take  up  the  relief 
bUl  tomorrow.  It  is  desired  that  the  relief  bUl  be  considered 
at  once.  However,  the  Senator  from  Texas  does  not  think 
that  the  consideration  of  the  bill  as  to  which  he  has  made  his 
motion  will  consimie  more  than  2  or  3  hours,  perhaps  not  that 
much  time,  and  if  that  turns  out  to  be  the  fact.  I  can  see  no 
reason  why  we  should  not  wait  to  take  up  the  relief  bill  untU 
after  the  pending  national -defense  measure  is  passed.  In 
any  event,  it  is  expected  that  the  reUef  Wll  will  follow  this 
measure,  and  if  this  bill  takes  more  time  than  is  expected,  it 
may  be  necessary  to  consider  the  relief  bUl  regardless  of  this 
measure. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  will  be  satisfactory.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  KXNO.  Mr.  President,  we  will  cross  that  bridge  when 
we  reach  It.  The  Senate  will  recall  that  when  the  so-called 
Walter-Logan  bill  was  under  discussion  a  few  days  ago.  sug- 
gestions were  made  that  upon  every  proper  and  appropriate 
occasion  application  would  be  made  to  the  Senate  to  take  up 
for  consideration  the  Walter-Logan  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
motion  being  made  at  any  proper  and  appropriate  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (S.  4025)  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of 
the  national  defense,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  without  amendment. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment,  which 
il  ask  to  have  read. 
'     The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  read. 

The  Cinir  Clerk.  It  Is  proposed  to  add  at  the  end  of  the 
bill  the  following: 

Smc.  — .  (*)  In  order  to  effectuate  plans  for  a  mort  adequate  na- 
tional defense,  the  President  Is  authorized.  In  hlgwdlscretlon.  to 
create  a  nonpartisan  Authority  to  Expedite  Nation^ Defense  to  be 
composed  of  five  members  to  be  appointed  by  the  Prrsldent.  with- 
out rogmrd  to  political  aflUlatlons  and  to  hold  office  at  the  pleasure 
at  tlM  President.  The  salaries  of  said  members  shall  be  fixed  by 
tht  President  but  shall  not  be  at  a  rate  In  excess  of  $10,000  a  year. 

(b)  Such  Board,  when  created,  shall  advise  and  assist  the  Presi- 
dent (1)  In  the  mobilisation  erf  the  economic  and  Industrial  re- 
sources ot  the  country,  and  (2)  In  preparing  and  executing  plans 
for  the  speeding  up  of  production  and  manufactviring  of  military 
equipment,  munitions,  and  other  supplies  necessary  for  an  adequate 
national  defense. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  make  a  brief  expla- 
nation of  the  amendment.  At  the  time  when  we  previously 
discussed  the  amendment,  namely,  on  May  22  last,  I  believed 
that  if  the  act  of  August  29.  1916.  providing  for  a  Coimcll 
of  National  Defense,  were  followed,  that  would  accomplish 
fully  the  same  objective  I  have  in  offering  my  amendment. 
Since  that  time,  however,  on  further  study  of  both  the  act  of 
1916  and  the  amendment.  I  am  persuaded  that  the  act  of 
1916  does  not  anywhere  near  accomplish  the  objective. 

I  think  evidence  is  observed  that  there  is  an  effort  on  the 
part  of  the  minority  of  the  Senate  to  harmonize  the  slight 
differences  between  the  majority  and  minority  with  respect  to 
national  defense  and  to  create  as  strong  a  harmony  as  pos- 
sible for  the  public  welfare  and  for  the  impression  that  such 
action  would  give  to  foreign  countries,  and  so  no  petty  con- 
sideration has  engaged  us  on  either  side  of  the  aisle  in  the 
effort  to  speed  up  our  national -defense  program.  I  shall  not 
pursue  any  other  course  now:  but  I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
the  difference  between  the  proposal  which  I  make  and  the 
oonditioos  as  they  are  In  the  hope  that  there  will  be  a  spirit 


of  conciliation  en  the  part  of  the  majority,  as  there  is  on  the 
part  of  the  minority,  and  that  if  the  amendment  appeals  to 
the  good  sense  and  Judgment  of  the  majority  they  may  see  fit 

to  adopt  it. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 
•  Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield.  ^.  ^  .^  . 

Mr.  CLARK  of  MissourL    Does  the  Senator  think  that  an 
amendment  of  this  magnitude  should  be  acted  on  at  this  late 
hour  in  the  evening? 
Blr.  AUSTIN.    No,  Mr,  President. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Without  a  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  being  present,  and  not  having  had  notice 
that  the  amendment  would  be  offered? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  my  explana- 
tion so  that  it  can  be  in  the  Record  for  the  consideration  of 
all  who  may  read  the  Record.  It  may  be  inconvenient  for 
me  to  be  here  at  such  time  tomorrow  as  this  matter  may  arise 
again.  Therefore  I  hope  in  a  very  brief  statement  to  present 
my  claims  for  the  amendment  tonight,  and  have  them  in  the 
Record. 

This  amendment  does  something  which  the  existing  law 
does  not  do.  It  undertakes  not  merely  to  give  to  the  proposed 
Board  the  power  to  advise  and  to  assist  in  the  preparation  of 
plans  for  the  naUonal  defense,  but  it  expressly  gives  It  the 
authority  to  execute  those  plans,  and  that  is  quite  different 
from  what  the  act  of  1916  does.  All  the  act  of  1916  does  is  to 
give  to  the  Council  of  National  Defense  and  its  subordinate 
bodies,  as  they  appear  in  graded  ranks  in  a  great  bureaucracy, 
the  power  to  investigate  and  report.  That  is  all.  The  Coun- 
cil can  advise  but  it  cannot  execute.  I  know  from  correspond- 
ence I  have  had  with  the  head  of  the  old  advisory  board 
which  acted  during  the  World  War  that  in  practice  it  did  not 
exceed  its  theoretical  power  under  the  statute. 

Mr.  President.  I  want  to  have  set  up  a  board  which  will 
speed  up,  which  will  accelerate  production,  a  board  which  will 
be  nonpolitical.  nonpartisan,  which  will  be  small  and  com- 
pact, and  which  can  actually  execute  its  plans.  So  I  offer 
the  amendment. 

Let  me  say  that  since  the  amendment  was  discussed  in  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  where  it  had  a  very  liberal  and 
candid  consideration  by  all  members  of  that  committee,  and 
where  it  was  not  rejected  but  in  effect  was  referred  to  the 
Chief  Executive — since  that  time  the  Chief  Executive  has 
written  a  letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  [Mr.  Sheppard],  which  I  have  his  permission 
to  make  a  part  of  the  Record.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
Insert  in  the  Record  at  this  point  the  letter  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Thk  Whtti:  Hotjsk. 
Washington.  June  3.  1940. 
Mt  Dkak  Moreis:  I  have  yoiu*  letter  of  May  22.  1940,  submitting, 
by  direction  of  the  Senate  Conunlttee  on  Military  Affairs,  a  draft 
of  a  proposed  provision.  Intended  to  be  offered  by  Senator  Ausmr. 
which  would  authorize  the  President,  In  his  discretion,  to  create 
a  nonpartisan  authority  of  five  members,  at  salaries  not  In  excess 
of  910,000  eacl^,  to  advise  and  assist  him  In  effectuating  plans  for  a 
more  adequate  national  defense. 

Tou  are  doubtless  aware  of  the  fact  that  I  have  already,  under 
authority  vested  In  me  by  existing  law.  appointed  a  nonpartisan 
advisory  conunlsslon  to  assist  me  and  the  council  of  national  defense 
In  coimectlon  with  the  present  emergency  program.  In  addition.  I 
have,  within  the  past  few  days,  transmitted  to  the  Congress  a 
request  that  $1,000,000  be  appropriated  to  cover  the  expenses  of 
these  bodies  and  also  a  request  that,  during  the  existence  of  the 
present  emergency,  authority  be  granted  the  head  of  any  depart- 
ment or  Independent  establishment  of  the  Oovemment  to  eraploy 
any  person  of  outstanding  experience  and  ability  at  a  compensation 
of  $1  per  anntun. 

in  view  of  the  action  already  taken  by  me,  I  feel  that  the  enact- 
ment of  the  legislation  proposed  by  the  amendment  In  question 
would  be  unnecessary. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Frakkun  D.  Roosxvn.T. 
Hon.  MoBxxs  Shzfpako, 

Chairman.  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  Washinff- 
ton,  D.  C. 
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It  was  understood  that  iSr.  Arnold.  In  tentatively  stating  the 
aatttrust  policy  as  it  relates  to  national  defense,  suggested  that  he 
might  go  to  the  courts  and  seek  consent  decrees  in  which  the 
courts  would  waive  the  laws  as  they  might  otherwise  apply  If 
there  were  no  national  emergency. 

Justice  officials  made  it  clear  they  wanted  no  rep>etition  of  the 
Ifadlaon  oil  case.  In  which  oil  company  officials  were  convicted  for 
doing  something  which  they  said  they  were  told  to  do  by  another 
Oovemment  agency.  For  this  reason,  the  Department  seeks  to 
leave  no  room  for  any  question  as  to  conflicts  between  Government 
agencies  on  the  possible  application  of  the  law. 
MASS  otTTPtrr  or  planks  viewsd 


ter.  Mass.:  Ralph  E.  Flanders  of  Springfield.  Vt.:  James  Gleason  of 
Rochester,  N.  Y.;  Charles  J.  Stlllwell  of  Cleveland;  Fred  V.  Geler 
of  Cincinnati:  Norman  D.  MacLeod  of  East  Providence.  R.  I.; 
Robert  M.  Gaylord  of  Rockford,  ni.;  Phil  Huber  of  Detroit;  P.  A. 
Muller  of  Cincinnati;  G.  A.  Rentschler  of  HamUton.  Ohio;  Joseph 
L.  Trecker  of  MUwaukee;  W.  K.  Whlpp  of  Sidney.  Ohio:  J.  E. 
Lovely  of  Springfield.  Vt.;  and  Tell  Berna  of  Cleveland,  secretary 
of  the  conunlttee. 

.  ,  BOIXS-KOTCK    ENGim   CONSIDESSO 

Washington,  June  3. — Secretary  Morgenthau  disclosed  today  that 
engineers  were  selecting  a  standardized  motor  suitable  for  military 
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Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  read  the  letter. 
Howerer,  I  call  attention  to  certain  substantial  suggestions 
In  it.    Tbe  President,  in  effect,  says: 

I  think  this  amendment  Is  not  necessary,  becaxne  I  have  set  up 
under  the  law  at  1B16  ttils  council,  and  besides  that  I  have  sent 
up  to  congress  a  request  for  an  approprlatloD  ot  •1.000,000  with 
wiilch  to  finance  the  service  of  this  Council. 

Then  be  says,  in  addition,  that  he  has  done  something 
else— and  this  may  be  important — namely,  that  he  has  also 
requested  that  during  the  existence  of  the  i^esent  emergency 
authority  be  granted  the  head  of  any  department  or  inde- 
pendent establishment  of  the  Oovemment  to  employ  any 
person  of  outstanding  experience  and  ability  at  a  compensa- 
tion of  $1  per  annum. 

Mr.  President,  on  the  22d  of  May  when  we  were  discussing 
this  subject  and  were  considering  the  appropriation  for  mili- 
tary affairs,  I  offered  an  amendment  to  appropriate  $100,000 
to  finance  the  operation  of  such  a  council,  and  the  object, 
as  stated  then,  was  to  revive  and  give  life  to  that  which  had 
been  dormant  ever  since  1920,  for  the  reason  that  no  appro- 
priation had  been  made  for  it  since  that  year. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  amendment  was  rejected  by  a 
vote  of  48  to  22.  As  I  recall,  every  Republican  but  1  voted 
for  the  amendment,  and  every  Democrat  but  4  voted  against 
it.  That  does  not  look  to  me,  Mr.  President,  as  if  there  was 
mutuality  in  presenting  to  the  world  a  front  of  unity  and 
harmony. 

I  wonder,  in  passing,  what  Senators  will  do  with  the  Presi- 
dent's request  for  an  appropriation  on  this  point  now,  after 
having  turned  down  an  amendment  which  proposed  to 
finance  the  council? 

Since  that  time,  as  I  have  said,  I  find  that  the  objectives 
aimed  at  by  my  amendment  are  not  attained  by  the  present 
law. 

I  a^  unanimous  consent  to  insert  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  certain  items  which  tend  to  show  what  has  occurred 
under  the  act  of  1916. 

First,  an  extract  from  the  Federal  Register  of  yesterday, 
Tuesday,  June  4.  showing  that  the  Council  of  National  De- 
fense has  set  up  certain  rules  to  govern  itself,  and  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  has  approved  those  rules. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President 

Bilr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  would  the  Senator  defer 
until  I  shall  have  placed  the  matters  I  referred  to  in  the 
Rkcord? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,  ifi*.  President,  how  long  is  the 
matter  to  which  the  Senator  just  referred? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  It  is  a  very  brief  item  of  about  a  half  a 
stick — half  a  column. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
matter  referred  to  will  t>e  printed  in  the  Rbcord. 

Tlie  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

I    Tmt  32 — National  Detensk 
CHAPm  VI — CouNcn.  or  National  Dmtem 

BULES  AKD  BBCTTLATIONS 

XTbder  authority  of  section  2  of  the  act  of  Augtist  29,  1916  (39 
Stat.  649).  the  CoTincU  of  National  Defense  adopts,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  President,  the  following  rules  and  regulations  for 
the  conduct  of  Its  work: 

Section  1.  The  Advisory  Commission  provided  for  in  section  2  of 
the  act  of  Atigust  29.  1016  (39  Stat.  649).  shall  be  composed  of  an 
Adviser  on  Industrial  Production;  an  Adviser  on  Industrial  Mate- 
rials: an  Adviser  on  Employment;  an  Adviser  on  Farm  Products;  an 
Adviser  on  Price  Stabilization;  an  Adviser  on  Transportation;  and 
an  Adviser  on  Consumer  Protection.  Each  of  such  Advisers  shall 
be  in  charge  of  and  responsible  to  the  Council  for  investigation, 
research,  and  coordination  In  his  designated  field. 

8bc.  2.  The  Administrative  Assistant  to  the  President  In  charge 
of  the  Office  for  Emergency  Management  in  the  Executive  Office  of 
the  President  Is  hereby  designated  as  Secretary  to  the  Council  and 
to  the  Advisory  Commission. 

Sac  S.  TlM  Secretary  to  the  Council  shall  provide  suitable  and 
aeceasary  personnel,  supplies,  and  facilities  for  the  Advisory  Com- 
mission and  Its  several  memberB.  and  for  such  ezp>erts,  special  ad- 
visors, or  other  subordinate  bodies  as  the  CouncU  may  from  time  to 
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time  employ  under  the  prortrions  of  said  Kctfton  1  of  tbe  act  of 

Augua*  29.  1916:  and  ha  shaU  perform  stich  otber  ctnttes  m  tbm 

CouncU  may  direct. 

BantT  H.  Woonamo. 

Secretmry  of  War. 

Crabixb  BmoM. 

Secretarn  of  the  Nmop. 

Ha«old  L.  Jaam, 

Beeretary  of  the  Interior. 

BsmtT  A.  Wallacs. 

Seeretmry  of  AgricMltura. 

Babst  L.  Hopkiks. 

Secretary  of  Commerce. 

nuKcn  FBoam, 

Secretary  of  Labor. 
ApprcTTeci: 

_  nUMKlIK  D.  ROOSBVB.T. 

Thb  Whttb  HotTM,  May  i».  1940. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  40-2213;  filed.  June  8,  1940;  11:41  a.  m.] 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  should  like 
to  insert  a  list  of  the  names  of  the  Advisory  Commission 
for  the  Council  of  National  Defense,  and  the  name  of  the 
Administrative  Assistant  to  the  President. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows: 

THE    AOVtSORT    COMMISSION    POB    THE    COTTIVCn.    OF    NATIONAL    DErOfSB 

Edward  R.  Stettinlus.  Jr..  chairman  of  United  States  Steel  Corpo- 
ration, adviser  on  Industrial  materials. 

WiUlam  S.  Knudsen.  president  of  General  Motors  Corporation, 
adviser  on  industrial  production, 

Sidney  HlUman,  adviser  on  employment  problems. 

Chester  C.  Davis.  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reaerr* 
System,  adviser  on  farm  products. 

Ralph  Budd.  president.  Chicago,  Btirllngton  ft  Qulncy  Railroad, 
adviser  on  transportation. 

Leon  Henderson,  chairman  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
adviser  on  price  stabilization. 

Miss  Harriet  Elliott,  University  of  North  Carolina,  adviser  on 
consumer  protection. 

William  H.  McReynoIds,  Administrative  Assistant  to  the  Presi- 
dent, secretary  to  the  Advisory  Commission  and  to  the  CouncU  of 
National  Defense. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  next  I  should  like  to  Insert 
an  article  published  in  the  New  York  Times  of  yesterday, 
entitled  "Knudson  To  Direct  Defense  Tooling." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Knttdson  To  Direct  Defense  Toolino — MoRCENTHAtr  Tobns  Ovxb  to 
Genesal  Motors  Head  Task  or  Coobdinatino  Industbt — Vital 
Post  in  Program — Auto  Leader  Mat  Later  Become  Inditstrial 
Mobilization  Chief — Plane  OuTPtrr  Viewed 

(By  Henry  N.  Dorris) 

Washington.  June  8. — Secretary  Morgenthau  turned  over  today 
to  William  8.  BInudsen,  president  of  General  Motors  Corporation 
and  member  of  the  Advisory  Defense  Commission  In  charge  of  man- 
ufacturing, the  task  of  coordinating  the  machine-tool  Industry  for 
its  strategic  role  in  President  Roosevelt's  new  national -defense 
program. 

Secretary  Morgenthau.  who  has  been  directing  the  mobilization 
of  the  aircraft  and  machine-tool  industries  for  defense  at  the 
request  of  the  President,  gave  the  machine-tool  task  to  Mr.  Knud- 
sen at  a  conference  at  which  a  committee  representing  the  Indus- 
try pledged  "100  percent  support  In  supplying  such  machine  tools 
as  may  be  required  to  carry  out  the  national -defense  program." 

At  the  same  time  It  appeared  to  observers  that  placing  the  ma- 
chine tool  coordination  task  in  Mr.  Knudsen's  hands  was  merely 
the  first  step  In  making  the  automotive  executive  complete  master 
of  the  Industrial  situation  so  far  as  mobilization  of  resources  for 
defense  was  concerned.  It  was  exi>ected,  therefore,  that  the  work 
which  Secretary  Morgenthau  has  been  doing  In  the  aircraft  and 
aeronautical  engine  fields  also  would  go  to  Mr.  Knudsen. 

MOVES    INTO   OmcX 

The  General  Motors  executive  established  himself  today  In  his 
new  office  In  the  palatial  Federal  Reserve  Building,  across  Consti- 
tution Avenue  from  the  War  and  Navy  Departments.  He  occupied 
an  unused  suite  designed  for  an  official  of  the  Reserve  System. 

The  Department  of  Justice.  It  was  learned,  has  adopted  a  hands- 
off  attitude  toward  industries  which  must  trespass  the  antitrust 
laws  in  the  Interest  of  national  defense. 

Thurman  Arnold,  head  of  the  Antitrust  Division  of  the  Depart- 
ment, was  reliably  reported  to  have  informed  Secretary  Morgenthau 
at  a  conference  last  week  that  where  the  Army  or  Navy  or  other 
qualified  Government  agencies  certify  that  units  in  an  Industry 
cannot  fill  their  natlonsd  defense  role  without  such  trwpasslng.  no 
proaccuttop  wlU  be  undertaken. 
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Mr.  AUSTIN.    It  is  eight  and  <»ie-<iuarter  pages  long. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  object  to  that. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Missouri 
objects  to  having  the  matter  placed  in  the  Rbcobs. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Is  it  the  Senator's  purpose  to  have  me  read 
this  abstr£u:t? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  have  the 
Senator  read  it. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Let  the  Chair  state  that 
that  is  a  questicxi  which  may  be  submitted  to  the  Senate  for 


j-.>.i.^An 


sec  3;  U.  8.  Code.  Supp.  44:  7) :  Special  regulations  for  contracts 
for  purchase  of  paf>er.  etc..  for  Government  Printing  Office,  under 
supervision  of  Joint  Committee  on  Printing. 

Act  of  March  3,  1901  (31  Stat.  967;  U.  S.  Code  2:  100) :  Clerk  of 
the  House  to  prepare  specifications  for  packing  boxes,  to  be  pro- 
cxu«d  after  advertisement  from  "the  lowest  and  best  bidder." 

Act  of  April  31,  1902  (32  Stat.  114;  U.  S.  Code  39  803)  :  Postmaa- 
ter  General  authoriaed  to  enter  Into  4-year  contracts  for  postal 
supplies. 

Act  of  AprU  28.  1902  (S3  Stat.  125;  U.  8.  Code  40:  169)  :  Furniture 
for  the  House  to  be  "procured  on  designs  and  specifications  made 
or  approved  by"  the  Superintendent  of  the  Capitol  Building  and 
Oi-ounds. 
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It  WM  understood  that  Ur.  Arnold,  In  tentatively  stating  the 
antttnist  policy  as  it  relate*  to  national  defense,  suggested  that  h« 
might  go  to  the  courts  and  seek  consent  decrees  in  which  the 
oourtt  would  waive  the  laws  as  they  might  otherwise  apply  If 
tlMf«  were  no  national  emergency. 

Avtlce  ofllclala  made  It  clear  they  wanted  no  repetition  of  the 
Itodiaon  oil  case.  In  which  oil  company  officials  were  convicted  for 
^yt^tig  something  which  they  said  they  were  told  to  do  by  another 
Oov«mment  agency.  For  this  reason,  the  Department  seeks  to 
leave  no  room  for  any  question  as  to  conflicts  between  Government 
agencies  on  the  possible  application  of  the  law. 

MASS  OtTTPUT  or  PLANES  VIEWED 

Other  national  defense  developments  In  the  Industrial  field  In- 
cluded the  following: 

1.  Secretary  Morgenthau  announced  that  major  automobile  ex- 
ecutives had  exhibited  interest  In  possible  mass  production  of  air- 
plane engines  for  ourselves  and  for  the  Allies,  and  had  assigned 
their  engineers  to  work  with  the  Treasury's  aviation  experts,  and 
with  the  Army  and  Navy.  In  seeking  engines  suitable  for  mass-pro- 
duction techniques. 

a.  The  defense  committee  of  the  National  Machine  Tool  Builders' 
Aseociation.  which  promised  Secretary  Morgenthau  100-percent 
support,  submitted  to  him  a  report  summarizing  Its  plans  for 
meeting  the  demand  for  about  $200,000,000  of  tools  which  wlU  be 
required  In  the  defense  pro-am  as  laid  down  for  the  next  fiscal 
year.  It  Involves  the  appointment  of  a  machine  tool  coordinating 
committee  which  the  Industry  recommended  should  be  headed  by 
Mr    Knudsen. 

8.  The  Allied  Purchasing  Ml.sslon  completed  the  airplane  engine 
phase  of  its  $1.000  000.000  procurement  program  started  in  January 
when  It  signed  orders  with  Pratt  it  Whitney  last  week,  according  to 
Secretary  Morgenthau. 

"I  asked  Mr  Knudsen  If  he  would  take  this  machine-tool  Job  off 
my  hands,  and  he  said  he  would,"  Secretary  Morgenthau  said  at 
his  press  conference.  "I've  laid  the  groundwork  and  hell  take  over 
bodily  what  we've  started." 

Of  the  mnchlne-tool  Industry's  committee,  Mr.  Morgenthau  said: 
"These  fellows  are  very  serious,  and  I  believe  they  will  produce,  but 
they'll  have  to  do  a  lot  of  home  work  first." 

SCCRTTAaT  TIU-S  OF  COMTXaXNCXS 

•When  he  was  asked  concerning  his  conference  last  week  with 
Ed'el  Ford,  president  of  the  Ford  Motor  Co..  on  the  day  after  his 
father,  Henry  Pcrd.  had  stated  in  a  newspaper  interview  that  he 
could  produce  1.000  airplane  engines  a  day  If  Government  "red 
tape"  and  Interference  were  eliminated.  Secretary  Morgenthau  dis- 
closed that  he  had  talked  with  heads  of  most  large  automobile  con- 
cerns regarding  mass  production  of  airplane  engines. 

The  Secretary  said  that  he  or  his  aides  had  talked  the  possibility 
over  with  executives  of  the  Chrysler.  General  Motors,  Packard,  and 
Btudebaker  companies. 

"Bdsel  Ford  came  on  my  request  to  discuss  the  possibility  of  his 
getting  Into  mass  production  on  engines,"  Mr.  Morgenthau  de- 
clared. "He  said  if  he  can  find  the  engine  or  we  can  find  one  for 
him  that  he  can  produce  on  a  mass-prcductlon  basis,  he'd  be  very 
glad  to  do  It  for  patriotic  reasons.  He's  puttUig  his  engineering 
staff  on  this  problem." 

■While  Mr.  Morgenthau  said  that  both  national  defense  and  the 
nerd-?  of  the  Allies  were  being  considered  In  connection  with  elim- 
inating the  bottleneck  In  airplane-engine  output,  which  is  regarded 
as  the  main  problem  In  reaching  the  President's  goal  of  50.000 
planes  a  year,  he  added  that  "whatever  we  decide  to  make  In  a  big 
way  will  be  primarily  something  we  can  use  ourselves." 

He  said  the  automobile  executives  did  not  seem  to  think  that 
going  Into  mass  production  of  airplane  engines  would  Interfere 
with  their  production  of  automobiles,  although  It  had  not  been 
definitely  decided  wh<>ther  demands  on  the  machine  tool  industry 
mifht  necessitate  retaining  1941  model  automobiles  for  the  fol- 
lowing year  to  eliminate  retooling. 

MEANS  roK  puoarnss  DisctrssEO 
-^  The  report  of  the  defense  committee  of  the  National  Machine 
Tbcl  Builders'  Association  on  how  It  would  meet  the  estimated 
$300,000,000  demand  for  its  products  In  the  next  year,  said  the 
Industry  agreed  to  imdertake  deliveries  of  whatever  tools  the 
Government  program  requires  "by  expanding  the  present  working 
forces"  and.  if  necessary,  "by  subletting  parts  and  complete  ma- 
chines to  various  factories  not  engaged  In  Important  Government 
work  and  who  have  facilities  and  ability  to  produce  the  quality  of 
work   required." 

The  report  emphasized  the  Importance  of  means  for  enforcing 
priorities  since  "a  very  important  factor  in  determining  deliveries 
of  machine  tools  will  be  the  allocation  to  foreign  countries."  and 
It  may  become  necessary,  in  the  event  that  large  numbers  of 
machine  tools  are  required  Immediately,  "to  commandeer  many 
machine  tools  that  are  now  on  order  for  foreign  countries" 

The  committee  recommended  that  the  important  problem  of 
coordinating  foreign  and  domestic  priorities  of  delivery  be  placed 
In  the  hands  of  a  "machine-tool  coordinating  committee"  to  be 
headed  by  Mr.  Knudsen  and  to  include  representatives  of  the 
Army.  Navy,  and  the  industry. 

Members  of  the  industry's  defense  committee  who  reported  to 
Secretary  Morgenthau  through  representatives  were  as  follows: 

Clayton  R.  Burt.  Hartford,  chairman;  Henry  Buker  of  Provl- 
dtnce;  F.  H.  Chapin  of  Cleveland;  Howard  W.  Dunbar  of  Worces- 


ter. Mass.;  Ralph  E.  Flanders  of  Springfield.  Vt.:  James  Gleason  of 
Rochester.  N.  Y.;  Charles  J.  Stlllwell  of  Cleveland:  Fred  V.  Geter 
of  Cincinnati;  Norman  D.  MacLeod  of  East  Providence,  R.  I.; 
Robert  M.  Gaylord  of  Rockford,  HI.;  Phil  Huber  of  Detroit;  P.  A. 
Muller  of  Cincinnati;  O.  A.  Rentschler  of  Hamilton,  Ohio;  Joseph 
L.  Trecker  of  Milwaukee;  W.  E.  Whlpp  of  Sidney.  Ohio;  J.  E. 
Lovely  of  Springfield.  Vt.;  and  Tell  Bema  of  Cleveland,  secretary 
of  the  committee. 

SOLLS-XOTCK    ENGINE   CONSICESED 

Washington,  June  3. — Secretary  Morgenthau  disclosed  today  that 
engineers  were  selecting  a  standardized  motor  suitable  for  military 
aircraft.  This,  he  added,  must  be  done  before  the  automobile  plants 
could  go  to  work.  The  British  Merlin.  12-cylinder  Rolls-Royce 
engine,  rated  among  the  best  owned  by  the  Allies,  was  one  of  those 
tinder  consideration,  he  added. 

WILSON  TO  TAKE  KNTJDSEN'S  PLACE 

Directors  of  the  General  Motors  Corporation  granted  an  Indefinite 
leave  of  absence  to  William  S.  Knudsen.  president,  so  that  he  might 
devote  full  time  to  his  duties  as  a  member  of  the  National  Defense 
Council,  according  to  the  Associated  Press. 

Charles  Erwln  Wilson,  executive  vice  president  of  General  Motors, 
will  take  charge  of  the  operations  of  the  company  in  Mr.  Knudsen'i 
absence. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Next  I  should  like  to  insert  in  the  Record 
an  abstract,  or  really  a  digest  of  executive  orders  coordinating 
Government  activities  during  the  World  War,  made  under 
the  Overman  Act  of  May  20,  1918. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
explain  how  long  that  matter  is? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  It  does  not  occupy  two  full  pages.  It 
occupies  a  page  and  a  paragraph. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

COOaOINATION    or  OOVniNMENT  AC-nVlTUS   OtraiNO   THE   WOKLO    WAS 

The  Overman  Act  of  May  30,  1918  (40  Stat.  556,  c.  78)  authorized 
the  President  to  redistribute  the  functions  of  executive  agencies  "for 
the  successful  prosecution  of  the  war,  for  the  better  utilization  of 
resources  and  industries,  and  for  the  more  effective  exercise  and 
more  efficient  admlnLstratlon  by  the  President  of  his  powers  as 
commander  In  chief  of  the  land  and  naval  forces."  Section  3  of  the 
act  authorized  the  President  to  establish  an  agency  to  control  the 
production  of  aircraft,  and  so  forth,  and  to  transfer  to  it  all  funds 
appropriated  for  such  production. 

Under  the  authority  conferred  by  this  act.  President  Wilson  Is- 
sued the  following  Executive  orders: 

No.  2862.  of  May  20,  1918:  Director  of  Military  Aeronautics 
established,  to  have  charge  of  former  Signal  Corps  activities  relat- 
ing to  aviation.  Bureau  of  Aircraft  Production  established,  to 
control  production  of  aircraft,  etc. 

No.  28T7.  of  May  31,  1918:  Law  officers  of  all  bureaus,  etc.,  ex- 
cept In  the  Philippine  Islands,  placed  under  control  of  the  Attor- 
ney General. 

No.  2889.  of  June  18,  1918:  Secretary  of  Labor  to  exercise  powers 
of  the  President  relating  to  housing  for  war  needs,  under  act  of 
May  16.  1918  (40  Stat.  550-553). 

No.  2899.  of  July  1.  1918:  Sanitary  and  public-health  activities 
(except  military-health  functions)  placed  under  control  of  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury. 

No  2903.  of  July  3,  1918:  Records,  etc..  of  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission relating  to  coal  or  coke  under  Food  (Control  Act  of  Aug\ist 
10,  1917  (40  Stat.  284,  sec.  25),  transferred  to  United  States  Fuel 
Administrator. 

No.  2929.  of  July  31,  1918:  Specifications  for  supply  of  petroleum, 
etc..  to  the  Government  to  be  prepared  by  a  Committee  on  Stand- 
ardization of  Petroleum  Specifications,  under  the  United  States 
Fuel  Administrator. 

No.  2968-A.  of  Octot>er  3,  1918:  $120,000  transferred  from  appro- 
priation for  foreign-mail  censorship  under  Post  Office  Department 
to  Secretary  of  War  for  censorship  of  mails  In  the  Canal  Zone. 

No.  3019-A.  of  December  31,  1918:  War  Industries  Board  to  ter- 
minate January  1.  1919;  powers,  etc..  of  Division  of  Planning  and 
Statistics  transferred  to  War  Trade  Board;  those  of  Wool  Division 
to  Bureau  of  Markets.  Department  of  Agriculture;  those  of  Price 
Fixing  Committee  to  cease. 

No.  3049.  of  February  27.  1919:  Amendment  of  No.  2903.  above, 
by  retransferring  certain  records,  etc..  to  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission. 

No6.  3059.  of  March  3.  1919.  and  3086-A.  of  May  12.  1919:  Trans- 
fer of  certain  functions  of  War  Trade  Board  to  State  Department 
authorized.  [No.  3086-A  was  amended  in  a  minor  respect  by  No. 
3099.  of  June  23.  1919.] 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  next  ask  unsmlmous  consent 
to  Insert  an  abstract  of  acts  of  Congress  relating  to  the  ccm- 
trol  and  requisitioning  of  public  supplies. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the 
Senator  how  long  that  matter  is? 


Mr.  AUSTIN.    It  is  eight  and  one-quarter  pages  long. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  object  to  that. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempcH^e.  Tbe  Senator  from  Missouri 
objects  to  having  the  matter  placed  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Is  it  the  Senator's  purpose  to  have  me  read 
this  abstract? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  have  the 
Senator  read  It. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Let  the  Chair  state  that 
that  is  a  questicm  which  may  be  submitted  to  the  Senate  for 
Its  decision. 

AH  in  favor  of  the  publication  in  the  Rbccmid  of  the  matter 
requested  win  say  "aye."  [A  pause.]  Those  opposed  will  say 
•*no."  [A  pause.]  The  "ayes"  have  It,  and  the  matter  referred 
to  is  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  the 
Senator's  remarks. 

•nie  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows: 

ACTS   or  CONGBBSS    BXLATINO    TO   THE   OONTSOL   AND    EEQXnsmONINa   OT 

FUBUC   StJPPUES 

Revised  Statutes  65-69  (U.  8.  C.  2:  106-109),  as  amended  by  act 
of  February  18,  1875  (18  Stat.  316.  ch.  80) :  Advertisements  required 
for  stationery  for  Senate  and  Hotise  erf  RepresentaUves;  preference 
to  be  given  to  American  products. 

Revised  Statutes  219  (U.  8.  C.  10:  1192)  :  Secretary  of  War  to 
regulate  purchase  of  supplies  for  Subsistence  and  Quartermaster's 
Departments. 

Revised  Statutes  1549  (U.  S.  C.  84:  529)  :  President  to  regulate 
purchase  of  supplies  for  the  Navy. 

Revised  Statutes  1816  (U.  8.  C.  40:  170):  Furniture  or  carpets 
for  the  Senate  or  House  not  to  be  ptirchased  without  written  order 
of  chairman  of  Senate  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  Contingent 
Elxpenses  or  House  Committee  on  Accounts. 

Revised  SUtutes  2083,  2084  (not  In  United  States  Code:  cf.  act  of 
June  25.  1910,  below) :  Goods  for  Indian  tribes  to  be  purchased 
under  direction  of  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  on  written  requisition 
of  the  superintendent  In  charge  of  the  tribe,  after  notice  and  receipt 
<a  bids. 

Revised  Statutes  3709  (U.  8.  C.  41:  6):  Advertisements  for  pro- 
prwl"  required  for  all  purchases  or  services  (other  than  personal 
■ervloe).  except  in  emergencies.  [There  have  been  numerotis  excep- 
tions to  this  requirement,  in  the  case  of  minor  purchases  (usually 
those  up  to  $50  or  $100)  for  specified  bureaus  or  agencies  of  the 
Government.) 

Revised  SUtutes  3714  (U.  8.  C.  10:  1191;  34:  660):  Purchases 
for  military  or  naval  service  to  be  made  by  or  under  direction  of 
the  chief  officers  of  the  War  or  Navy  Department. 

Revised  SUtutes  3716  (U.  8.  C  10:  1202) :  Preference  to  be  given. 
In  purchasing  Quartermaster's  Department  supplies,  to  American 
producu;  to  Pacific  coast  producto.  in  case  of  goods  to  be  used  in 
that  area. 

Revised  Statutes  3718-28  (U.  8.  Code  94:  661-563,  569.  670,  872-674. 
676-578.  580) :  Special  regulations  as  to  advertising,  etc..  for  naval 
supplies;  preferences  to  be  given  to  American  producU 

Revised  Statutes  3767-79  (repealed  by  47  SUt.  1428.  1430)  :  Special 
regulations  as  to  purchase  of  paper,  etc.,  for  the  Congressional 
Printer,  under  Bupcrvislon  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  PubUc 
Printing. 

Act  of  March  3.  1883  (22  SUt.  564.  sec.  3;  U.  S.  Code  24:  57)  :  Sup- 
plies for  Soldiers'  Home  to  be  purchased  on  contract  with  the 
lowest  responsible  bidder,   after  advertisement. 

Act  of  July  6.  1884  (33  Stat.  109;  U.  S.  Code.  10:  1200)  :  Pur- 
Chases  by  the  Quartermaster  or  Commissary  Depejijnent  of  the 
Army  to  be  made  by  officers  of  those  departments  under  direction 
of  the  SecreUry  of  War.  from  the  lowest  responsible  bidder,  reserv- 
ing the  right  "to  reject  any  and  all  bids." 

Act  <a  March  3.  1887  (24  SUt.  506;  U.  8.  Code  2:  112) :  Purchases 
of  sUtionery  and  materials  for  folding  (for  the  Senate  and  House) 
to  be  made  In  accordance  with  Revised  Statutes  65-69.  above. 

Act  of  March  2.  1889  (25  Stat.  844;  U.  S.  Code  39:  164):  Post- 
master General  authortaed  to  make  4-]rear  oontracU  for  supplies 
for  free-delivery  service. 

Act  of  March  3.  1891  (26  SUt.  832,  sec.  9;  repealed  by  45  SUt.  696, 
•ec.  414) :  SubsidlEed  ocean -mail  steamers  could  be  taken  over  by 
the  United  SUtes  on  payment  of  the  fair  value  determined  by 
agreement  or  by  appraisers  appointed  by  the  United  SUtes  and  the 
owners. 

Act  of  May  10.  1892  (27  SUt.  28,  sec.  4;  not  in  U.  8.  Code)  :  For- 
elgn-bullt  vessels  registered  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  could 
be  taken  over  by  the  United  SUtes  on  payment  of  the  fair  value 
determined  by  agreement  or  by  appraisers  appointed  by  the  United 
SUtes  and  the  owners. 

Act  of  January  27,  1894  (28  SUt.  33,  c.  22;  probably  superseded 
by  act  of  June  17.  1910.  below)  :  Proposals  for  supplies  to  be  passed 
on  by  a  board  consisting  of  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
an  AsslsUnt  SecreUry  of  the  Interior,  and  an  Assistant  Postmaster 
General. 

Act  of  January  12.  1895  (28  Stat.  601-603;  U.  8.  Code  44:  5-16) ,  as 
•mended  bv  acU  of  March  3.  1925  (43  SUt.  1105,  sec  1) .  July  8.  1935 
(«•  But.  4*75;  U.  8.  Code.  Supp.  44:  14) .  Jtme  20.  1936  (40  SUt.  1653, 
•ec  13:  U.  S.  Code.  Supp.  44:  0).  and  June  16.  1938  (52  SUt.  761. 


•ec  3;  XJ.  8.  Code.  Supp.  44:  7) :  Spedal  regulations  for  contracts 
for  piut^ase  of  paper,  etc.,  for  Government  Printing  Office,  \mder 
supervision  of  Joint  (Committee  on  Printing. 

Act  of  March  3.  1901  (31  SUt.  967;  U.  S.  Code  2:  100) :  Clerk  of 
the  House  to  prepare  specifications  for  packing  boxes,  to  be  pro- 
cured after  advertisement  from  "the  lowest  and  best  bidder." 

Act  of  April  21,  1902  (32  SUt.  114;  U.  S.  Code  89  803) :  Postma*- 
ter  General  authoiiaed  to  enter  into  4-year  contracU  for  postal 
supplies. 

Act  of  April  28,  1902  (32  SUt.  125;  U.  8.  Code  40:  169)  :  Furniture 
for  the  House  to  be  "procured  on  designs  and  specifications  made 
or  approved  by"  the  SuperinUndent  of  the  Capitol  BuUdlng  and 
Groimds. 

Act  of  April  28,  1904  (33  SUt.  440,  aee.  3;  U.  8.  Code  5:  366) :  Ptir> 
chasing  agent  for  Post  Ofllce  Department  to  supervise  purchase  of 
all  posUl  supplies. 

Act  of  June  26,  1906  (34  SUt.  476;  U.  8.  Code  30:  366)  :  Postmas- 
ter General  to  make  4-year  contracts  for  envelopes  for  Oovernment 
use. 

Act  of  June  25,  1906  (34  Stat.  463;  U.  8.  Code  50:  177) :  Secretary 
of  War  to  apply  defense  appropriations  "by  contract  or  otherwise, 
as  may  be  most  economical  and  advanUgeous  to  the  Government." 

Act  of  April  30.  1908  (35  Stat.  71:  repealed  by  46  SUt.  1028)  :  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  given  discretion  to  purchase  supplies  for  In- 
dians without  advertising.  In  certain  cases. 

Act  of  June  17.  1910  (36  SUt.  531,  sec.  4;  U.  S.  Ctode  41:  7) :  Secr«- 
tary  of  the  Treastiry  to  contract  for' supplies  for  departmenU.  etc, 
in  general;  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  a  General  Supply  Com- 
mittee (now  by  the  Procurement  Division;  see  Executive  Order 
6166). 

Act  of  June  as,  1910  (36  SUt.  861.  aec.  23;  U.  8.  Code  25:  03: 
41 :  5) :  Indian  supplies  to  be  purchased  In  accordance  with  Revised 
SUtutes  3709,  above. 

National  Defense  Act  of  Jtme  3.  1916  (SO  SUt.  204,  sec.  86;  U.  8.  C. 
32:  39)  :  National  Guard  stores,  etc.,  purchased  from  the  United 
SUtes  may  be  requisitioned  by  the  United  SUtes  "in  time  of  actual 
or  threatened  war." 

Same  (p.  213,  sec.  120;  U.  8.  C.  60:  80)  :  President  authorised  "IB 
time  cf  war  or  when  war  is  Imminent"  to  place  obligatory  orders, 
through  the  head  of  any  department,  with  any  factory,  etc.,  and  to 
take  immediate  possession  of  m\inltion  factories,  etc.,  refusing  to 
furnish  munitions  at  a  reasonable  price,  the  owners  to  be  paid  "fair 
and  Just"  compensation. 

Same  (p.  215,  sec.  123;  U.  8.  C.  60:  78) :  Secretary  of  War  author- 
ized to  procure,  without  competition,  appliances  for  manufacture 
of  munitions. 

Act  of  September  7.  1916  (39  SUt.  731,  sec.  10;  U.  8.  C.  46:  809; 
repealed  by  49  SUt.  2016,  sec.  903) :  President  authorized  to  Uke 
possession  of  vessels  acquired  from  United  SUtes  Shipping  Board 
for  any  naval  or  millUry  purpose,  fair  value  to  be  paid  as  determined 
by  agreement  or  by  appraisers  appointed  by  the  Board  and  the 
person  Interested. 

Act  of  March  4,  1917  (39  Stat.  1103;  U.  8.  C.  60:  82)  :  President 
authorized  In  time  of  war  or  emergency  arising  before  March  1,  1918, 
to  place  obligatory  orders  for  ships  or  war  material  and  requisition 
factories,  compensation  to  be  determined  by  the  President;  but  if 
the  person  entitled  Is  not  satisfied,  he  may  apply  for  relief  to  the 
Court  of  (Halms  or  a  district  coiu-t  of  the  United  States. 

Act  of  June  15.  1917  (40  Stat.  182-183:  repealed  by  41  Stat.  988) : 
President  authorized  to  place  obligatory  orders  for  ships  or  war 
material  and  requisition  plants  or  ships;  compensation  provision 
similar  to  that  In  act  of  March  4,  1917.  above. 

Act  of  June  15,  1917  (40  SUt.  220,  sec.  1;  U.  8.  C.  50:  191) :  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  or  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal,  with  ap- 
proval of  the  President,  authorized  in  time  of  national  emergency  to 
Uke  possession  of  vessels  to  the  exclusion  of  their  officers  and  crews, 
if  necessary,  in  order  to  prevent  injury  or  to  secure  the  observance 
of  the  rights  and  obligations  of  the  United  States. 

Food  Control  Act  of  Augtist  10,  1917  (40  Stat.  279.  sec.  10;  appli- 
cable during  World  War  only) :  President  authorized  to  requisition 
supplies  of  food,  fuel,  and  other  necessaries,  together  with  storage 
facilities  for  the  same,  and  to  pay  "Just  compensation  therefor"; 
persons  not  satisfied  may  apply  to  a  district  court  of  the  United 
States  to  determine  the  compensation. 

Some  (p.  279.  sec.  12)  :  President  authorized  to  requisition  fac- 
tories, etc.,  in  which  necessaries  for  "public  use  connected  with  the 
common  defense"  are  produced;  compensation  to  be  determined  by 
the  President,  or  (if  the  person  is  not  satisfied)  by  the  Court  of 
Claims  or  a  district  court  of  the  United  SUtes. 

Same  (p.  282.  sec.  16) :  President  authorized  to  commandeer  dis- 
tilled spiriU.  for  Just  comi>ensatlon  determined  by  the  President  or 
(if  the  person  is  not  satisfied)  by  the  Court  at  Claims  or  a  district 
court  of  the  United  SUtes. 

Same  (pp.  284-286)  :  President  authorized  to  fix  price  of  coal 
and  coke,  or  cause  it  to  be  fixed  by  the  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
and  regulate  the  busineas;  also  to  take  over  planU,  etc.,  not  comply- 
ing with  the  regulations;  compensation  to  be  fixed  as  In  the  case 
of  sections  12  and  16,  above.  President  authorized  to  direct  the 
sale  of  the  entire  output  of  a  coal  or  coke  producer  to  the  United 
BUtes  through  an  agency  designated  by  him  (with  Blmllar  provision 
as  to  compensation ) . 

(Under  the  authority  of  this  act  the  President  esUbllshed  the 
Pood  Administration  (by  Executive  Order  267^A  of  August  10. 
1917),  to  exercise  the  President's  powers  under  the  act  with  respect 
to  food,  etc.;  the  United  States  Food  Administration  Grain  Corpora- 
tion  (by  Executive  Order  2681  of  A\igust   14.   1917),  to  purchase. 
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store  etc,  grain;  and  the  United  SUtes  Fuel  AdmlnLstrator  (by 
Executive  Order  2600  of  August  23,  1917).  to  exercise  the  Presidents 
lowers  under  the  act  with  respect  to  fuel.  |  .      ...     ^     .   „ 

Act  of  October  1.  1917  (40  SUt.  297.  sec.  4;  applicable  during 
World  War  only):  Aircraft  Board  authorized,  under  direction  of 
Rp*^^tnrie«  n?  War  and  Naw.  to  supervise  purchase,  etc..  of  aircraft. 


Merchant  Marine  Act  of  June  29.  1936  (49  SUt.  1996.  sec.  502; 
1998  sees.  504.  505;  2008.  sec.  703;  U.  S.  Code  Supp  46:  1152.  1154. 
1155,  1193)  as  amended  June  23.  1938  (52  SUt.  957.  sec.  13;  958. 
sec.  16) :  Various  regulations  as  to  contracU  for  construction,  etc., 
of  vessels  for  United  States  Maritime  Commission. 

Same  (p.  2011.  sec.  802;   2015,  sec.  902).  as  amended  Augxist  7. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.    It  was  my  understanding  that  we  would 
not  vote  on  the  amendment  tonight. 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  should  like  to  have  it  go  over. 

i  KXECUTXTS  SESSION 


TTie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Wltfaoot  objectloo,  the 
nominations  of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc 
That  concludes  the  calendar. 
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■tore.  etc..  grain:  and  the  United  States  Fuel  Administrator  (by 
Executive  Order  2690  of  Axiguft  23.  1917).  to  exerclae  the  Presidents 
iwwers  under  the  act  with  respect  to  fuel]  ^.      ^  _. 

Act  of  October  1.  1917  (40  Stat.  297.  sec.  4;  applicable  during 
World  War  only):  Aircraft  Board  authorized,  under  direction  of 
Secretaries  of  War  and  Navy,  to  supervise  purchase,  etc..  of  aircraft, 
etc..  for  those  Departments.  w,    ^     .       nr  -i^ 

Act  of  March  21.  1918  (40  Stat.  455.  sec  6:  applicable  during  World 
War.  etc..  only):  President  authorized  to  proc\ire  equipment,  etc.. 
for  railroads  during  period  of  Federal  control. 

Act  of  July  1.  1918  (40  Stat.  720:  applicable  during  World  War 
only)  :  President  authorized  to  place  obligatory  orders  for  ships  or 
war  material,  and  to  take  possession  of  factories  refusing  to  supply 
thtm  at  reasonable  prices;  compensation  to  be  determined  by  the 
Picddent  or  (as  In  other  cases  above)  by  the  Court  of  Claims  or  a 
district  court  of  the  United  States. 

Act  of  July  18.  1918  (40  Stat.  915.  sec.  11:  applicable  during 
World  War  only) :  President  authorized  to  requisition  vessels 
temporarily  for  mlllUry  usps.  with  provisions  for  compensaUon 
similar  to  those  In  prior  acts  cited  above. 

Act  of  October  5.  1918  (40  Stat.  1009-1012;  applicable  during 
World  War.  etc..  only)  :  President  authorized  to  purchase,  store, 
etc..  certain  mineral  products  needed  in  the  prosecution  of  the 
war.  and  to  requisition  them  and  plant*  for  their  production,  if 
necessary;   compensation  provision  similar  to  those  In  prior  acts 

cited  above.  ^,      ^     , 

Act  of  March  4.  1919  (40  Stat.  1348.  sec  3:  applicable  during 
World  War  only)  :  President  authorized  to  purchase  wheat  crops 
of  1918  and  1919.  and  requisition  storage  facilities;  compensation 
provision  similar  to  those  in  prior  acta  cited  above. 

Act  of  June  4.  1920  (41  Stat.  764  (sec.  5a);  U.  S.  C.  10:  1193): 
Assistant  Secretary  of  War.  under  direction  of  the  Secretary,  to 
supervise  procurement  of  military  supplies:  chiefs  of  branches 
charged    with   procurement   of   supplies    to   report   direct    to   the 

JkMtoUnt  Secretary. 

«»m*  (p.  76«.  sec  9:  U.  S.  C.  10:  72):  Quartermaster  general, 
under  authority  of  Secretary  of  War.  to  be  charged  with  purchase 
and  procurement  of  supplies  other  than  special  or  technical  arti- 
cles exclusively  for  another  supply  department. 

Act  of  June  5.  1920  (41  Stat  1036:  U.  S.  C.  2:  111) :  Supplies  for 
Senate  and  House  may  be  pxirchased  In  accordance  with  act  of 
June  17.  1910.  above. 

Act  Of  June  10.  1920  (41  SUt.  1072.  sec.  16:  U.  S.  C.  16:  809)  : 
President  authorlztd  to  take  possession  of  llcenaed  nitrate  and 
munitions  factories  If  "the  safety  of  the  United  States  demands  It," 
with  "Just  and  fair  compensation"  to  the  persons  entitled,  to  be 
nxed  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission. 

Act  of  June  7,  1924  (43  Stat.  692:  U.  S.  C.  44:  225) :  Public  Printer 
authorized  to  procure,  under  direction  of  Joint  Committee  on 
Printing,  paper  and  envelopes  in  common  tise  by  two  or  more 
departments,  etc. 

Act  of  May  13.  1926  (44  Stat.  552.  sec.  2:  U.  S.  C.  2:  119)  :  House 
Committee  on  Accounts  and  Senate  Committee  to  Audit  and 
Control  Contingent  Expenses  to  regulate  articles  to  be  purchased 
by  or  through  the  House  and  Senate  stationery  rooms. 

Act  of  July  2.  1926  (44  Stat.  784-789:  U.  S.  C.  10:  310):  Secre- 
taries of  War  and  Navy  authorized  to  procure  by  competitive  bid- 
ding new  designs  for  military  and  naval  aircraft. 

Act  of  February  23.  1927  (44  Stat.  1165.  sec.  6;  repealed  by  48  Stat. 
1102.  sec.  602)  :  President  authorized.  In  time  of  national  emer- 
gency, to  provide  for  Government  control  of  radio  stations. 

Act  of  May  22.   1928   (45  Stat.  697.  sec.  702;  U.  8.  C.  46:  891t:   re- 
pealed by  49  Slat.  2016.  tec.  903)  :  Government  may  take  and  pur- 
chase or  use  certain  vessels  for  national  defense  or  during  a  national 
Mtergency:  compensation  provision  similar  to  those  In  World  War 
~~taets  cited  above. 

Act  of  February  27  1929  (45  SUt.  1341-1342;  U.  S.  C.  41:  7a-7d) : 
Additional  provisions  governing  purchases  through  General  Supply 
Committee,  established  by  act  of  June  17.  1910.  above. 

Act  of  March  8.  1932  (47  Stet  62,  ch.  73;  U.  S.  C.  10:  1212)  :  Sec- 
retary of  War  to  procure  supplies  produced  In  the  Umted  States 
"unless  In  his  discretion  the  uiterest  of  the  Oovemment  will  not 
permit." 

Act  of  March  3.  1933  (47  SUt.  1520.  title  H;  U.  8.  C.  41:  lOa-lOc) : 
American  products  to  be  purchased  In  all  cases  unless  the  head  of 
the  department,  etc  .  determines  this  "to  be  Inconsistent  with  the 
public  Interest,  or  the  cost  to  be  unreasonable."  or  unless  the  sup- 

£lles  are  to  be  used  outside  the  United  States,  or  are  not  produced 
ere  In  sufBclent  quantity  and  of  satisfactory  quality. 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of  May  18.  1933  (48  Stat.  68.  sec. 
90) :  Right  reserved  to  take  over  all  property  mentioned  In  ^he  act 
for  war  purposes,  with  reasonable  damages  for  violation  of  con- 
tracts, to  be  fixed  by  the  Court  of  Claims. 

Communications  Act  of  June  19.  1934  (48  Stat.  1104.  sec.  606  (c); 
U.  S.  C.  47:  606)  :  Same  as  provision  of  act  of  February  23.  1927. 
.cited  above. 

Bituminous  Coal  Conservation  Act  of  August  30.  1935  (49  SUt. 
100.  sec.  14;  repealed  by  50  SUt.  90.  sec.  20)  :  Bitvmiinous  coal 
not  to  be  purchiiaed  of  producers  not  complying  with  provisions  of 
the  Coal  Code. 

Act  of  May  15.  1936  (49  SUt.  1277.  ch.  400;  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  10: 
1119a»  :  Articles  for  Chemical  Warfare  Service  or  Signal  Corps  may 
be  pultchased  as  the  Chief  of  the  Supply  Service  deems  "most  eco- 
nomict^and  efDclent."  If  publicity  would  injure  the  public  mteresU 


Merchant  Marine  Act  of  June  29.  1936  (49  SUt.  1996.  sec.  602: 
1998  sees.  504.  605;  2008.  sec.  703;  U  S.  Code  Supp  46:  1152.  1164. 
1155".  1193)  as  amended  June  23.  1938  (52  SUt.  957.  sec.  13;  958. 
sec.  16) :  Various  regulations  as  to  contracu  for  construction,  etc.. 
of  vessels  for  umted  States  Maritime  Commission. 

Same  (p.  2011.  sec.  802;  2015,  sec.  902),  as  amended  August  7. 
1939  (53  Stat.  1243.  sec.  2;  1255,  sec.  3;  U.  S.  Code  Supp.  46:  1212. 
1242)  :  United  States  Maritime  Commission  authorized  to  pur- 
chase or  requisition  vessels  during  a  national  emergency;  pro- 
vision for  compensation  In  such  cases. 

WALSH-HEALET     ACT,     WAGES     AND     HOUaS 

Act  of  June  30.  1936  (49  SUt.  2036-2040;  U.  S.  Code  Supp. 
41:  35-45)  :  Public  contracts  to  Include  stipulations  for  payment  of 
prevailing  wages,  limitation  of  hours  of  labor  to  40  a  week,  re- 
strictions as  to  child  labor,  convict  labor,  working  conditions,  etc. 
Secretary  of  Labor  to  administer  the  act,  with  discretion  to  permit 
modifications  in  special  cases. 

Bituminous  Coal  Act  of  April  26,  1937  (50  Stat.  87.  sec.  9:  U.  8. 
Code  Supp.  15:  839):  Practically  same  as  act  of  August  30,  1935, 
atx>ve. 

Act  of  Augtist  20,  1937  (50  Stat.  735.  sec.  8:  U.  8  Code  Supp, 
16:832g)  :  Special  provisions  as  to  purchase  of  supplies  for  Bonne- 
ville project,  by  the  administrator  of  the  project  or  the  SecreUry 
of  War. 

Act  of  May  18,  1938  (52  Stat.  406.  sec.  7:  U.  8.  Code  Supp. 
16:  833f)  :  Special  provisions  as  to  purchase  of  supplies  for  Port 
Peck  project,  of  Btireau  of  Reclamation  or  Secretary  of  War. 

Act  of  June  23.  1938  (52  SUt.  996  (h.  2);  U.  S.  Code  Supp. 
49:  485):  Postmaster  General  authorized  to  contract  without 
advertising  for  necessary  foreign  air-mail  transporUtlon  by  persons 
not  citizens. 

Act  of  June  25.  1938  (52  Stat.  1196.  c.  697.  sees.  2.  3:  XT.  S.  Code 
Supp.  41:  47.  48):  Committee  on  Purchases  of  Blind-Made  Prod- 
ucts to  determine  prices  to  be  paid  for  such  products;  specifications 
to  be  prepared  by  the  Government  agency  procuring  them 

Act  of  June  7.  1939  (53  Stat.  811-812;  U.  S.  Code  Supp.  50:  98b- 
98e)  :  Special  regtUations  for  purchase  of  strategic  and  critical  ma- 
terials, through  Procurement  Division  of  Treasury  Department  at 
direction  of  Secretaries  of  War  and  Navy. 

Act  of  July  15,  1939  (63  Stat.  1042.  c  283;  U.  8.  Code  Supp.  60: 
96)  :  Secretary  of  War  authorized  to  purchase  abroad  small  quan- 
tities of  ordnance,  signal,  and  chemical-warfare  supplies  for  ex- 
I>erlmental  or  test  purposes,  by  contract  or  otherwise. 

Act  of  August  7.  1939  (53  SUt.  1223.  sec.  304;  U.  S.  Code  Supp, 
28:  446):  Director  of  Administrative  Office  of  the  United  SUtcs 
CotirU  to  have  charge  of  purchase  of  supplies  for  United  SUtes 
couru. 

Act  of  August  11.  1939  (53  Stat.  1410;  U.  S.  Code  Supp  48:  1307. 
note) :  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal  to  regulate  advertisemenU 
for  supplies  for  enlargmg.  etc..  the  Canal. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  have  occupied  about  12 
minutes,  and  I  shall  conclude  in  a  very  brief  time.  I  think 
I  understand  what  the  situation  is.  I  want  the  Record  to 
show  that  I  have  adhered  to  the  policy  of  cooperating  with 
the  Chief  Executive  in  national  defense,  but  I  want  it  also 
to  show  that  I  have  not  entirely  given  up  and  thrown  over 
the  performance  of  my  duty  as  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  I  am  now  trjring  to  perform  the  function 
which  I  conceive  it  is  my  duty  to  perform;  that  is.  to  offer 
such  help  as  seems  to  me  to  be  reasonable  and  right,  and 
which  will  promote  national  defense,  even  though  it  may 
run  counter  to  the  opinion  of  the  Chief  Executive.  I  think 
that  in  this  emergency  and  under  the  excitement  of  the 
hour  we  must  not  lose  our  sense  of  obligation  as  a  legislative 
body  of  the  country. 

I  hope  all  Senators  will  seriously  consider  the  amendment 
which  I  have  offered,  and,  if  they  concur  in  it.  that  they  will 
vote  for  it. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  did  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  insert  in  the  Record  a  letter  from  the  President 
to  me? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  inserted  the  copy  which  I  had.  I  assume 
it  is  correct. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  President 
has  already  taken  action  along  the  lines  indicated  in  the 
Senator's  amendment.  I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  rejected. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  imderstood  there  would 
be  some  further  discussion  of  the  amendment,  and  that  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  desired  to  put  his  remarks  into  the 
Record  in  order  that  they  might  he  studied  by  Senators, 
because  I  understand  he  plans  to  leave  the  city. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  intend  to  leave  the  city  tomorrow  at 
4  o'clock.    I  shall  have  to  leave  here  about  quarter  to  4. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Mr.  President,  I  withdraw  my  request. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.    It  was  my  understanding  that  we  would 
not  vote  on  the  amendment  tonight. 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  should  like  to  have  it  go  over. 

KXBcxmrx  session 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  pn>ceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECtrnVE  MESSAGE  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States  submitting 
the  nomination  of  Thad  H.  Brown,  of  Ohio,  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Federal  Communications  Commission  for  a  term  of 
7  srears  from  July  1,  1940  (reawxjintment),  which  waa  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

EXECUTIVE    REPORTS    OE    COMMITTEES 

Mr.  HAJIRISON,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  re- 
ported favorably  the  nomination  of  Wilford  S.  Alexander,  of 
Connecticut,  to  be  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Alcohol  Ad- 
ministration  (reappointment). 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  OflBces  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

Mr.  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  AfTalrs,  re- 
ported favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry  officers  for  pro- 
motion, or  for  appointment  with  change  of  designation  in 
the  Navy,  and  also  the  nominations  of  simdry  officers  of  the 
Navy  to  rank  from  different  dates,  so  as  to  correct  the  dates 
Of  rank  as  previously  nominated  and  confirmed. 

Mr.  PITTMAN,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
reported  favorably  the  following  ntwninations : 

Harold  L.  Williamson,  of  Illinois,  now  a  Foreign  Service 

oflBcer  of  class  4  and  a  secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service, 
to  be  also  a  consul  general;  and 

Troy  L.  Perkins,  of  Kentuclcy.  now  a  Foreign  Service  officer 
of  class  8  and  a  secretary  in  the  EKplomatic  Service,  to  be 
also  a  consul. 

NOMINATIONS  OF  GRADUATES  OF  MnTTARY  ACADEMY 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  I  report  favorably  the  list  of  cadets  sched- 
uled for  graduation  at  the  United  States  Military  Academy 
on  June  11.  1940.  who  have  been  nominated  to  be  second  lieu- 
tenants in  the  Regular  Army.  I  also  report  favorably  certain 
Army  nominations  of  a  routine  character. 

Because  of  the  brief  intervening  time,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  immediate  consideration  and  confirmation  of 
these  nominations. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  nominations?  The  Chair  hears 
none.    Without  objection,  the  nominations  are  confirmed. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  ask  that  the  President  be  notified. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  notified. 

If  there  be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk 
will  state  the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

PQST-OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Walter  Myers 
to  be  F\)urth  Assistant  Postmaster  General. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
ncxnination   is   confirmed. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  President 
be  notified  of  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Myen. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  notified. 

I  POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  stmdry  nomina- 
tions of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  lyfr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  nomina- 
tions of  postmasters  be  confirmed  en  bloc 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Withoot  objection,  the 
nominations  of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 
That  concludes  the  calendar. 

FEDERAL  ALCOHOL  ADMZNXSTRATtOir — ^WILFORD  S.  ALKXAMDU 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  present  consideration  of  the  nomination  of  Wilford  S. 
Alexander  to  be  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Alcohol  Admin- 
istration, which  nomination  has  been  favorably  reported  by 
the  Finance  Committee. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  nomination?  Ttie  Chair  hears 
none.    Without  objection,  the  nomination  is  confilrmed. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  ask  that  the  President  be  notifled. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  notified. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  In  legislative  session,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

■nie  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  4  o'clock  and  53  mhi- 
utcs  p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Thursday, 
June  6,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATION 
Executive   nomination   received   June   S    ileffislative  day   of 

May   28),   1940 

FkDERAL  Communications  Commission 
Thad  H.  Brown,  of  Ohio,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  for  a  term  of  7  years  from 
July  1, 1940  (reappointment) . 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nomiiuUions  confirmed  by  the  Senate  June  5 
{legislative  day  of  May  28).  1940 
Post  Office  Department 
Walter  Myers  to  be  Fourth  Assistant  Postmaster  General . 

Federal  Alcohol  Administratiom 
Wilford  S.  Alexander  to  be  Administrator  of  the  FMeral 
Alcohol  Administration. 

Appointments  to  Temporary  Rank  nr  the  An  Corps,  in  xhk 

Regttlar  Army 

Hubert  Vincent  Hopkins  to  be  colonel 
Dache  McClain  Reeves  to  be  lieutenant  colonel. 
Russell  Edward  Randall  to  be  major. 
Appointments  By  Transfer,  in  the  Regular  Akmw 
TO  corps  op  engineers 
Second  Lt.  Philip  Yeager  Browning. 

TO  FINANCE  DEPARTMENT 

MaJ.  Joseph  Charles  Kovarik. 

Promotions  in  the  Regular  Axmt 

ORDNANCE   DEPARTMENT 

Harold  Albert  Nisley  to  be  lieutenant  coloneL 

CHEMICAL  WARFARE  SERVICE 

Joseph  Franklin  Battley  to  be  major. 

MEDICAL  CORPS 

To  be  majors 
Norman  Hyde  Wiley  Henry  William  Dalne 

Paul  Irwin  Robinson  Earl  Maxwell 

Silas  Beach  Hays  Wilford  F.  Hall 

To  be  captains 
Byron  Edward  Pollock  Donald  Edgar  Carle 

William  Donald  Preston  Thomas  Donald  McCarthy 

Winston  Hunter  Vaughan.  Jr.    James  Bernard  Seaman 
Richard  Patrick  Mason  Henry  McClellan  Greenleaf 

Daniel  Joseph  Sheehan  Clark  Batchelder  Williams 

Joseph  Edward  Cannon  MicihtM*!  Louis  Sheppeck 
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Metnil  Clark  Davenport 
John  Washington  Simpson 
Harold  Robert  Carter 
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Melvln  Frederic  Eyerman 
Frederick  James  Knoblauch 
Eugene  Richard  Inwood 


DENTAL  CORPS 

To  be  majcrs 


80.  Edward  Patrick  Wynne. 

82.  Bernard  Ambrose  Ferry. 

83.  Lawrence  Ronald  Klar. 
90.  Edward  Vemer. 

99.  Charles  Richard  Fairlamb. 

CAVALRY 


1940 
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107.  Dean  Marti  Benson. 

111.  James  Robert  Wendt,  Jr. 

116.  Raymond  Weir  MiUican. 

117.  Donald  Vivian  Bennett. 

121.  Richard  Josiah  Kent. 

122.  James  WUlard  Walters,  Jr. 


112.  Clarence  Talmage  Marsh.  Jr. 

113.  Rolland  Woodrow  Hameito. 

114.  Clarence  Edward  Gushurst. 

115.  Clyde  Henry  Webb,  Jr. 

118.  WiUiam  Clark  Craig. 

119.  Henry  Allen  Cunningham.  Jr. 
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Merrill  Clark  Davenport 
John  Washingtcn  Simpson 
Harold  Robert  Carter 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


June  5 


Melvln  Prederlc  Eyerman 
Frederick  James  Knoblauch 
Eugene  Richard  Inwood 


DEIITAL  CORPS 

To  be  majcrs 

James  Simon  Ca  throe 
IngolT  Bernhardt  Hauge 
John  LieRoy  Carter 

To  be  captain 

Clare  Thomas  Budge 

VrrERINART  CORPS 

Maurice  Wendell  Hale  to  be  major. 

CHAPLAINS 

Prank  Lewis  Miller  to  be  chaplain  with  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant colonel.  United  States  Army. 

Appointmints  in  th«  Rxgxtlar  Armt 
air  corps 
William  Frederick  Stewart  to  be  second  lieutenant  In  the 
Air  Corps,  with  rank  from  date  of  appointment. 

CORPS   or   INCINEERS 

To  be  second  lieutenants  with  rank  from  June  11,  1940 

1.  Harold  Clifton  Brown. 

2.  Alan  Edward  Gee. 

3.  John  Plnzer  Presnell.  Jr. 

4.  John  William  Burfening. 

5.  John  Anthony  Graf.  Jr. 

6.  Winston  Cureton  Fowler. 

10.  Leo  Erway  Dunham.  Jr. 

11.  Alton  Parker  Donnell. 

12.  George  Francis  Dixon,  Jr. 

13.  Ashod  Michael  Ahmajan. 

14.  Lawrence  Joseph  Fuller. 

15.  Paul  Francis  CNeil. 

17.  Samuel  Richard  Peterson. 
IC.  Eugene  Joseph  Carr. 

19.  Austin  James  RusselL 

20.  David  Stuart  Parker. 

21.  Harry  Albright  French. 

22.  FArl  McFarland.  Jr. 

25.  Edward  Aiken  Flanders. 

26.  Edward  Thomas  Podufaly. 

28.  Marvin  Leroy  Jacobs. 

29.  Clayton  Allen  Rust. 

30.  Howard  Wilson  Penney. 
-32.  Thomas  Duvall  Quaid. 

33.  Raymond  Maurice  Clock. 

34.  Robert  Carter  PfeU. 

35.  Louis  Aloyslus  Thommen. 

36.  Francis  Richard  Sullivan. 

37.  James  Arthur  Plant. 

38.  Leonard  Landon  Hascman. 

39.  Richard  Henry  Free. 

40.  Edward  Gaylord  Cook.  » 

48.  Robert  Edward  Applegate. 

49.  Thaddeus  Michael  Nosek. 

50.  Ivan  Sattem. 

53.  Oval  Hale  Robinson. 

55.  Charles  Harvey  Banks. 

57.  Charles  Carmin  Noto.  ♦ 

64.  John  Edward  Minaban. 

67.  Robert  Irving  Dice. 

SIGNAL  CORPS 

To  be  second  lieutenants  with  rank  from  June  11, 1940 
8.  Lawrence  Cutright  Sheetz. 

18.  Lawrence  Gordon  Forbes. 

23.  Joseph  Vincent  lacobuccl. 

24.  Raj-mond  Harold  Goodrich. 
45.  Nathan  Louis  Krisberg. 

68.  Charles  Edmimd  Hsurlson,  J]% 
71.  Jack  Stewart  DeWitt. 
76.  David  Roger  Guy. 


80.  Edward  Patrick  Wynne. 

82.  Bernard  Ambrose  Ferry. 

83.  Lawrence  Ronald  Klar. 
90.  Edward  Vemer. 

99.  Charles  Richard  Pftirlamb. 

CAVALRY 

To  be  second  lieutenants  unth  rank  from  June  11,  1940 

9.  Charles  Bellows  Hazeltine.  Jr. 

43.  Milford  Franklin  Slablein. 

44.  Montgomery  Cunningham  Meigs. 
58.  Ralph  Morris  Rogers. 

100.  Dean  Titus  Vanderhoef. 
108.  Edward  Joseph  Walker. 
110.  John  Zachariah  Endress. 

125.  John  Paul  Gerald. 

126.  Robert  John  Pate. 

165.  Dennis  Ladislaus  Barton. 
177.  James  Lavern  Smiley.   . 

190.  James  Ralph  Taylor. 

191.  George  Joseph  LaBreche. 

192.  Thomas  Bowman  Hargls,  Jr. 
195.  James  Elroy  Tyler. 

197.  Edwin  Carroll  Haggard. 
212.  James  Frederick  Kreitzer. 
216.  James  Harold  Pitman. 

218.  Gilbert  Hume  Woodward. 

219.  George  Columbus  Hines. 

236.  Herbert  Mead  Bowlby.  Jr. 

237.  Scott  Montgomery  Case. 
239.  Rowland  Herman  Renwanz. 
254.  James  Scott  Greene.  Jr. 

262.  Thomas  Corwin  Chamberlain. 

268.  Robert  Edwin  Maxwell. 

281.  Robert  Russell  Dodderidge. 

284.  Wallace  Leo  Clement. 

286.  Dan  Porter  Briggs. 

294.  Samuel  McClure  Goodwin. 

303.  Joseph  Lee  McCroskey. 

307.  Henry  Patrick  Held.  Jr. 

308.  Rush  Spencer  Wells,  Jr. 
329.  John  Ross  East.  Jr. 

332.  Robert  William  Strong.  Jr. 
338.  Milton  Carlton  Barnard,  2d. 

340.  John  WilUam  Norvell. 

341.  James  Frederick  Williams,  Jr. 

342.  Edward  Dcmlng  Lucas,  Jr. 

343.  George  Washington  England,  Jr. 

344.  Allan  Ashley  Crockett. 

FI£U>  ARTILLERT 

To  be  second  lieutenants  with  rank  from  June  11.  1940 

41.  Walter  Eugene  Gunster,  Jr. 
51.  Carey  Law  0"Bryan.  Jr. 
54.  Paul  David  Phillips. 
59.  John  Bunyan  Corbly.  Jr. 

61.  Lutlicr  Dixon  Arnold. 

62.  Cuyler  Llewellyn  Clark,  Jr. 

65.  William  Regis  Shanahan. 

66.  James  Pershing  Strauss, 

69.  Urey  Woodson  Alexander. 

70.  William  Payne  Francisco. 

72.  Delano  Edgell. 

73.  Elbert  Dotterer  Hoffman. 

74.  Alan  Greene  Rorick. 

75.  Woodrow  Maurice  Smith. 
77.  Robert  Ray  Williams. 

79.  Wendell  John  Coats. 

85.  George  Mayo.  Jr. 

86.  Raymond  Renola. 

87.  Clarence  William  Clapsaddle,  Jt, 

91.  Robert  Moore  Brewer. 

92.  Kenneth  McRae  Lemley. 

94.  Raymond  Leroy  Shoemaker,  Jc, 
97.  Edward  Hamilton  Kyle. 
104.  John  Joseph  Murphy,  Jr. 
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378. 
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Arthur  Theodore  Prontczak. 
Thaddeus  Philip  Floryan. 
Albert  Dile  Epley. 
Robert  Niville  Mackin.  3d. 
Richard  Alexander  Shagrln. 


261.  Wing  Fook  Jung. 

264.  Francis  Michael  Rooney. 

269.  Robert  Anthony  O'Brien,  Jr. 

270.  John  Christie  Emery. 
273.  Delbert  Earle  Munson. 


1940 
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107.  Dean  Marti  Benson. 

111.  James  Robert  Wendt.  Jr. 

116.  Raymond  Weir  MiUicao. 

117.  Donald  Vivian  Bennett. 

121.  Richard  Josiah  Kent. 

122.  James  WUlard  Walters.  Jr. 
124.  Samuel  Merrick  Patten. 
127.  James  Kirkbride  Tay.or. 

131.  William  Henry  Harrison  Mullln.     . 

132.  Burdett  Eugene  Haessly. 
138.  Richard  Sargent  Abbey. 

141.  John  Jacob  Belser. 

142.  WilUam  Henry  BirrelL 

143.  Bradley  Foote  Prann. 

144.  Donald  Boyle  Stewart. 

145.  Charles  Simonton  Brice,  Jr. 
155.  Joseph  Richard  Couch. 

157.  Jerry  Spears  Addington. 

158.  James  Garland  Dubuisson. 
161.  Joseph  Patrick  Donohue. 
172.  Paul  Schroeder  Deems. 
174.  Robert  Campbell  Cassibry. 

186.  Robert  Lamar  Williams. 

187.  Davison  Dalziel,  Jr. 

198.  Melvin  Herbert  Rosen. 

199.  Donovan  Paul  Yeuell,  Jr. 
202.  Bertil  Andrew  Johnson. 
208.  Jordan  Joseph  Wilderman. 
214.  James  Lawson  Orr. 

220.  Robert  Thome  Tuck. 

226.  George  Alexander  Aubrey. 

227.  Paul  8.  Cullen. 

230.  John  Joseph  Kenney. 
233.  Michael  Francis  Bavaro. 
235.  Clin  Lee  Bell. 
238.  Francis  Edward  Kramer. 
240.  James  Wilbourne  Milner. 
245.  Sanford  Patrick  England, 
247.  Jack  Pershing  Thompson. 
252.  Philip  John  Moore.  3d. 

256.  Salvo  Rizza. 

257.  John  Robert  McLean. 
263.  Cornelius  Arthur  Murphy. 
267.  Israel  Wald. 

272.  Reginald  James  Cli2A>e. 

275.  Roderick  Wetherill. 

285.  William  Benjamin  Wright.  3d. 

287.  Ford  Prioleau  Fuller,  Jr. 

288.  Robert  Phineas  Knapp.  Jr. 
293.  John  Thomas  CKeefe. 

296.  Wallace  James  Hackett. 

297.  Ralph  Anderson  Osbom,  Jr. 

298.  David  Barbour  Byrne. 

299.  Lester  Frank  Schockner. 

300.  John  Dibble.  Jr. 
302.  Harry  Ami  Stella. 

304.  Harry  Bert  Lane. 

305.  William  Eugene  Farthing,  Jr. 

COAST   ARTILLERY  CORPS 

To  be  second  lieutenants  with  rank  from  June  11. 1940 

7.  Robert  Gibson  Cooper. 
27.  Herbert  Edward  Pace,  Jr. 
31.  Robert  Ila  Wheat. 

William  Harvey  Roedy. 

Gerhard  Evans  Brown. 

James  Montgomery  Moore. 

Morris  Loeb  Shoss. 
93.  John  Thomas  Harvey  Spengler. 
96.  Anthony  Benvenuto. 
98.  Homer  Barron  Chandler,  Jr. 

101.  Stephen  Silvasy. 

102.  Charles  Webster  Bagstad. 
105.  Robert  Hamilton  Warren. 
109.  Henry  Augustine  Miley,  Jr. 


56 
63 
78 
88 


112.  Clarence  Talmage  Marsh.  Jr. 

113.  RoUand  Woodrow  HameUn. 

114.  Clarence  Edward  Gushurst. 

115.  Clyde  Henry  Webb.  Jr. 

118.  William  Clark  Craig. 

119.  Henry  Allen  Cunningham.  Jr. 
123.  George  Daniel  Camahan. 
128.  Edwin  Pahey  Black. 

130.  Robinson  Riley  Norris. 

134.  William  Elliott  Heinemann. 

135.  Hobart  Burnside  Pillsbury. 
139.  Theodore  Louis  Hoffmann,  Jr. 
149.  Everett  De  Witt  Ught. 

153.  John  Andrew  O'Brien. 
156.  Joseph  Michael  Cole,  Jr. 

159.  Sydney  Gilbert  Fisher. 

160.  Solomon  Theodore  Willis,  Jr. 
162.  Leonard  Milton  Orman. 

164.  Edward  Henry  Hendrickson, 
166.  Philip  Courtney  Loofbourrow. 
170.  Harry  Thompson  Simpson,  Jr. 
173.  John  MacNair  Wright,  Jr. 
175.  William  Loring  Clay. 
178.  Arthur  Austin  McCartan. 
180.  Harry  Lee  Wilson,  Jr. 

183.  Robert  Jerome  Delaney. 

184.  William  Roscoe  Kintner. 

185.  Wendell  Burley  Sell. 

188.  William  Edward  Buck,  Jr. 

189.  Frank  Armand  de  Latour,  Jr. 

193.  Charles  Langworthy  Beaudry. 

194.  Chester  Kieser  Britt. 
196.  Richard  Hobbs  Fraser. 

200.  Stewart  Lawrence  McKeimey. 

201.  Edison  Albert  Lynn.  Jr. 
205.  John  Joseph  Pidgeon. 

210.  John  Stevens  Harnett. 

211.  Robert  Leonard  Colllgan,  Jr. 
213.  John  Edward  Aber. 

221.  Harry  Frank  Bunze. 

224.  Howard  Thomas  Wright. 

225.  James  Lotczo. 

228.  Thomas  Frederick  Gordon. 

229.  Joe  Wilbur  Leedon,  Jr. 
234.  William  Frederick  Horton. 
243.  Jules  David  Yates. 

249.  Dill  Baynard  Ellis. 

251.  Everett  Houston  Ware. 

253.  Ronald  Maurice  Kolda. 

255.  Hugh  Jefferson  Turner.  Jr. 

265.  James  Thomas  Hennessy. 

271.  Joseph  William  Ruebel. 

274.  James  Holland  Stephen  Rasmussen. 

279.  Augustus  John  Cullen. 

280.  Ernest  Bryant  Jones. 

282.  TTiomas  Franklin  Mansfield. 

283.  Maurice  Earle  Parker. 
301.  Raymond  Henry  Bates. 
306.  Martin  Bell  Chandler. 
309.  George  John  Bayerle.  Jr. 
311.  Albert  Park  Richards. 

314.  James  McLaurin  Ridgell,  Jr. 
318.  Thomas  Henry  Muller. 
321.  Harmon  Porter  Rimmer. 

325.  Leonard  Edward  Symroskt 

326.  Andre  Ringgold  Brousseau. 

327.  William  Meyers  Kasper. 
330.  Richard  Thomas  Cassidy. 
336.  Franklin  Stapf  Shawn. 

347.  Warren  Curtis  Stirling. 

348.  Gilford  Dalton  Green. 

353.  Archie  Joyce  Knight. 

354.  Arthur  Gordon  Malone. 

355.  Roy  Willard  Nelson.  Jr 

362.  Charles  Theodore  Biswanger.  Jr. 


1940  I 

433.  Frederick  Lelf  Andrews. 
435.  Kermit  Robert  Dyke. 
439.  John  Richard  Knight. 


QUARTERMASTKS  CORPS 
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Lawrence  P.  Brennan.  Pacific 
Shelby  Peely.  Shelbyville. 
Jessie  L.  Gates.  Urich. 
Barbara  L.  McLln.  Willftrd. 
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863.  Arthur  Theodore  Prontczak. 

366.  Thaddeus  Philip  Floryan. 

367.  Albert  Dile  Epley. 

377.  Robert  Niville  Mackin.  3d. 

378.  Richard  Alexander  Shagrln. 

380.  James  Byington  McAfee. 

381.  William  Joseph  Gildart. 

382.  Joseph  Jackson  Eaton,  Jr. 
388.  Julius  Boswell  Summers.  Jr. 
390.  Mark  Clair  Baugher  Klunk. 
392.  John  Patrick  Dwyer. 

394.  Leon  Luther  Clarke. 

397.  William  Francis  Coleman, 

402.  Ralph  Edward  Nfiner. 

403.  Edward  Aloysius  Murphy.  Jr. 

404.  Robert  Charles  Raleigh. 
406.  Burton  Elmo  McKenzie, 
409.  Irvine  Harrison  Shearer. 
411.  Page  Egerton  Smith. 
413v  WUliam  White  Saunders, 

414.  Aquilla  Ballard  Hughes,  Jr. 

415.  Frank  Benjamin  Wagner. 

416.  Henry  Harley  Arnold,  Jr. 
418.  Marvin  Hatfield  Merchant. 

425.  Raymond  John  LaRose. 

426.  Philip  Robert  Clbotti.  Jr. 

427.  Marshall  Cloke. 

428.  Henry  Randolph  Brewerton. 
430.  Harlan  Bento.n  Perrill, 

432.  Ralph  Newlin  Ross. 
434.  Landon  Albert  Witt. 
436.  John  Bertram  Coontz. 
438.  Milton  David  Lederman. 

440.  William  Lyon  Porte. 

441.  Graham  Charles  Sanford. 

442.  Albert  Henry  Bethune. 

443.  Percy  Charles  Stcddart,  Jr. 

444.  Frederick  Grinnell  White.    - 

445.  Thomas  Klauder  Spencer. 

446.  Alfred  Jennings  Floyd. 

448.  Michael  Kuziv.  Jr. 

449.  William  John  Bennett. 

IKFANTRT 

To  be  second  lieutenants  with  rank  from  June  11.  1940 

47.  Paul  Hobart  Krauss. 

52.  Lawrence  Joseph  Legere.  Jr. 

81.  Walter  Perrell  Winton,  Jr. 

84.  Frederick  Jacob  Yeager. 

95.  Nils  Martin  Bengtson. 

103.  Donald  Haldeman  Baumer. 

106.  Manford  Jay  Wetzel. 

129.  Willis  Franklin  Lewis. 

133.  Thomas  Huntington  Monroe.  Jr. 

136.  WilUam  Wilbur  Wilcox. 

137.  Virgil  Alvin  Schwab. 
147.  Francis  Joseph  Crown. 
150.  Francis  Clare  Gideon. 

154.  Victor  Woodfln  Hobson,  Jr. 

168.  Orloff  Lake  Bowen,  Jr. 

169.  Richard  Levin  Belt. 
171.  Walter  Joseph  Pellenz. 
176.  Michael  Paulick. 

181.  Jerry  Geza  Toth. 

182.  Victor  Stanislaw  Zienowlcz. 
206.  Frederic  Watson  Oseth. 
215.  Alan  Martin  Strock. 

222.  Osmund  Alfred  Leahy. 

223.  James  Butler  Bonham. 
231.  John  Joseph  Smith,  Jr. 
241.  James  Fant  Berry. 

244.  Glen  wood  Gordon  Stephenson. 

258.  John  Deber  Townscnd. 

259.  John  Harold  Wohner. 

260.  Charles  Henry  ColwelL 


261.  Wing  Fook  Jung. 

264.  Francis  Michael  Rooney. 

269.  Robert  Anthony  O'Brien,  Jr. 

270.  John  Christie  Einery. 

273.  Delbert  Earle  Munson.  ' 

276.  Craig  Lowe  Moore. 

277.  Arthur  Robert  Barry. 

278.  Bryce  Frederic  Denno. 

289.  James  Franci.s  Downing. 

290.  Arthur  Dudley  Maxwell. 

291.  Frank  Colacicco. 

295.  Robert  Carroll  Cameron. 
310.  Fred  Hughes  Coleman.  Jr. 

312.  John  Kerr  Roberts.  Jr. 

313.  George  Hans  Mueller. 

315.  Neri  Philip  Cangelcsl. 

316.  Charles  Edward  Balthls.  Jr. 

317.  Leland  George  Caprwin. 

319.  William  Parham  Kevan,  Jr. 

320.  Silvio  Emil  Gasperini,  Jr. 

322.  James  David  Loewus. 

323.  William  Fielding  Lewis. 

324.  David  Rockwell  Crocker. 
3J9.  Frank  Meszar. 

331.  Lester  Cicil  Hess. 

333.  Henry  Hudson  Norman,  Jr. 

334.  Lee  Watson  Fritter. 

335.  Eugene  Orville  McDonald. 
337.  Morrill  Elwood  Marston. 
339.  Sanford  Harvey  Webster. 
345.  Robert  Francis  OT)onnell. 

349.  Mercer  Patton  Davis. 

350.  Raymond  John  Downey. 

351.  Frank  Chittenden  Mandell. 

352.  Emory  Sherwood  Adams,  Jr. 

356.  Howard  Lewis  Peter. 

357.  Carter  Burdeau  JohnsotL 

358.  Richard  Ware  Mabee. 

359.  Florian  John  Erspamer. 

360.  Andrew  DTlia. 

361.  Charles  Eugene  Oglesby. 

364.  Ralph  Adair  Colby. 

365.  Bidwell  Moore. 

369:  Anthony  Lewis  Paul  Wermuth. 
370.  Andrew  Donald  Budz.  Jr. 
372.  Durward  Henry  Galbreath. 
37?.  Jodie  Gibson  Stewart,  Jr. 

374.  James  Edward  McGinity. 

375.  Eben  French  Swift. 

379.  Louis  Gonzaga  Mendez.  Jr. 

383.  Stanton  Thomas  Smith,  Jr. 

384.  Melville  Offers. 

385.  Mark  Ransom  Hudson,  Jr. 

386.  Sidney  Vincent  Bingham,  Jr. 

387.  Stephen  Bernard  Morrissey. 
391.  Edward  Franklin  Hoover,  Jr. 
393.  Victor  George  Conley. 

395.  Roland  Merrill  Gleszer. 

399.  William  Norman  Holm. 

400.  Franklin  Wolfram  Horton. 

401.  Paul  Sorg  Reinecke,  Jr. 
405.  Edward  Dunphy  Fitzpatrick. 
407.  Julian  Aaron  Cook. 

410.  George  Thomas  Larkin. 
412.  Henry  Force  Daniels. 
417.  William  Powell  Litton. 

419.  Alvan  Cullcm  Gillem  2d. 

420.  Chester  Mcffet  Freudendorf. 

421.  Russell  Joseph  Manzobllo. 

422.  Benjamin  Franklin  Delamater  3d. 

423.  Jack  Borden. 

424.  Theodore  Ross  Milton. 
429.  Albert  Eger  Brown.  Jr. 
431.  Francis  Thomas  Devlin. 


433.  Frederick  Leif  Andrews. 
435.  Kermit  Robert  Dyke. 
439.  John  Richard  Knight. 

QUARTERKASTES  CORPS 

To  be  second  lieutenant*  with  rank  from  June  11, 1940 
60.  Philip  Lrovell  Elliott. 
120.  Woodrow  Wilson  Vaughan. 
140.  Manley  Calbralth  Perry. 
146.  Thomas  Henderson  Scott,  Jr. 
148.  Walter  WeUman  LaveU. 

151.  William  Everett  Marling. 

152.  Charles  Alexander  Shaunesey,  Jr. 
163.  Otis  Maxwell  Ulm. 

167.  Alan  Griffith  Baker. 
179.  Charles  Gillies  Esau. 

203.  Alan  Phillip  Thayer. 

204.  Raymond  Starrat  Sleeper. 
207.  John  Robert  Wilbraham. 
209.  Arthur  Harold  Nelson. 
217.  William  Beverly  Compbell. 
232.  John  Edmund  Collins. 

242.  Joseph  Schuyler  Hardin. 

246.  William  Goodnow  Stoddard,  Jr. 

243.  James  Richard  Maedler. 
266.  Ralph  Edward  Zahrobsky. 
292.  Donald  Lionel  Bierman. 

346.  Frederick  Anthony  Schmaltz. 
368.  Uoyd  Webster  Hough. 
371.  Frank  Talman  Watrous.  Jr. 
376.  Theodore  Weisman  Davis. 
389.  Karl  Tu-eeten  Rauk. 
396.  Joseph  Lee  Mastran. 
398.  V/altcr  Drummcnd  Swank. 
408.  James  Mason  Smelley. 
447.  Lj'man  Oscar  Heidtke. 

I  Postmasters 

ARIZONA 

Jessie  Stephens.  Camp  Verde. 

William  J.  Philipson,  Ray. 

Minnie  V.  Van  Dercn.  Tombstone.  • 

Ruth  L.  Streett,  Warren. 

ARKMfSAS 

Alfred  J.  JefTcrlcs,  Clarendon. 

LcRoy  May,  Rosston. 

Clyde  V.  Warr.  State  College. 

CELAWAR2 

Byron  C.  Dunn,  Camden. 


IOWA 


Henry  Dahl.  Hull. 
James  P.  Dorothy.  Ute. 


MAINE 

Argie  S.  Henderson.  Brownville. 
Ivadell  Oaddis.  East  Machias. 
William  G.  Chamberlain,  Fort  Fairfield. 
Eleric  F.  Michaud.  Island  Falls. 
Arthur  H.  Carpenter,  Limerick. 
Herbert  L.  Osgood,  Mattawamkeag. 
Eugene  P.  Lowell,  South  Paris. 
Maynard  A.  Lucas,  Union. 

BOSSOITRI 

Walter  Bartlett,  Bethany. 
Leonard  Moore,  California. 
Mary  B.  Rice,  Campbell. 
Bailey  F.  Brooks,  CaruthersviHe. 
Robert  L.  O'Neal,  Creighton. 
William  S.  Miller,  Drexel. 
Walter  T.  Jensen,  Eolia. 
Velma  B.  Watt,  Green  City. 
James  T.  Glass.  Jr.,  Holden. 
Price  M.  Christian,  Monroe  City. 
Albert  O.  Allen.  New  Madrid. 


Anna  L.  Robinson,  Oak  Grove. 
Lawrence  P.  Brennan.  Pacific 
Shelby  Feely,  Shelbyvllle. 
Jessie  L.  Gates,  Urich. 
Barbara  L.  McLin.  WUlard. 


Edward  W.  Ross.  Arp. 
George  J.  Bell,  Aubrey. 
Ray  E.  Lee.  Austin. 
Rena  Hurst  Cox,  Bellevue. 
Charles  M.  Fagg,  Blue  Ridge. 
James  Harley  Dallas.  Brownfleld. 
Wilson  Bradley.  Bryan. 
Eugene  Webb,  Corrigan. 
J.  Frank  Weaver.  Cumby. 
Sidney  Tate  Counts,  De  Leon. 
Walter  E.  McRee.  Eagle  Lake. 
Jerome  H.  Moyers,  Ferris. 
Vera  Harris,  Forsan. 
Iva  Edith  Koonce,  Ganado. 
Coin  T.  Seago.  Gustine. 
C.  Lola  Hill,  Highlands. 
Kate  Moses,  Keltys. 
Hugh  P.  English,  Kennard. 
Ruth  S.  Marion,  Kermit. 
James  F.  Mitchell,  Lancaster. 
Henry  T.  Peace,  La  Pryor. 
Llanos  M.  Laird,  Lorenzo. 
John  L.  Spencer,  Mart. 
Geneva  M.  Michael,  May. 
Cicero  Harper,  Moran. 
Irene  M.  King,  Neches. 
James  M.  Noble,  Jr.,  ODonnelL 
Ida  A.  Stockburger,  Oglesby. 
Curry  H.  Walker,  Pampa. 
Corinne  H.  Sewell,  Pearsail. 
Anna  L.  Smith.  Port  Aransas. 
Sarsh  O.  Beaver,  Queen  City. 
Naomi  M.  Lewis,  Royalty. 
Janie  W.  Chandler,  Smiley. 
John  Morean  Hall.  Stanton. 
William  B.  Richardson,  Telephone. 
Andrew  S.  Tarpley,  Truscott. 
Allen  H.  Brandt.  Wallis. 
Elmer  Rice,  Wilson. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  June  5,  1940 
The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Jacob  Simpson  Payton.  D.  D.,  editor  of  the  National 
Methodist  Press,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Unto  Thee,  O  Lord,  our  God,  whose  power  has  created  us, 
whose  mercies  have  attended  us,  and  whose  love  has  never 
failed  us,  we  offer  our  ascriptions  of  praise  and  thanksgiving. 
We  beseech  Thee  to  lighten  our  darkness.  Our  visions  have 
been  Impaired  by  jealousies  and  prejudices,  by  selfishness 
and  suspicions.  Anoint  our  eyes  that  the  dimness  may  van- 
ish. In  Thy  light  may  we  behold  the  wonders  of  the  beauty, 
truth,  and  goodness  with  which  Thou  hast  surrounded  us. 
We  turn  to  Thee  for  guidance.  We  have  been  lured  into  ways 
that  are  not  Thy  ways,  and  toward  goals  that  have  not  al- 
ways been  worthy  of  our  effort.  Establish  Thou,  O  Lord,  our 
feet  in  the  paths  of  righteousness  and  peace.  In  Thy  com- 
panionship may  these  Thy  servants  this  day  honor  their  re- 
sponsible stations,  serve  their  fellow  men,  promote  the  inter- 
ests of  their  country,  and  glorify  Thy  holy  name.  Throtigh 
Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of 
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his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the  House  that  on  the  fol- 
lowing dates  the  President  approved  And  signed  bills  and  a 
Joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 
On  June  3,  1940: 

TT     T3     TK.A'i        An    oof    ♦■«->    onthrtlH^^    fVlA    .QArrPfflTV    Df    thf>    NaW    tO 


The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  5.  after  "Department**.  Insert  "United  States  Army. 
Page  1.  line  7.  strike  out  "Booser"  and  Insert  "Boozer." 
Page  1.  line  10.  strike  out  "1939"  and  Insert  "1938." 
Page  2.  line  4,  strike  out  "Booser"  and  Insert  "Boozer." 
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full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  i«oom- 
mend  to  their  respective  Hoiises  as  (oUows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  amendment  numbered  1. 

Amendment  numbered  2:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  !t«  dls- 
•greement  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  numbered  2,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Omit  tlie  matter  pro- 
posed to  be  Inserted  tj  said  amendment,  and  In  lieu  thereof,  on 


pmnsHmsvT   fob    the    kzllino    or    assaulting   or   pedkral 

OFFICEBS 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  7019)  to  amend 
section  1  of  the  act  providing  punishment  for  the  killing  or 
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his  secretaries,  who  also  Informed  the  House  that  on  the  fol- 
lowing dates  the  President  approved  And  signed  bills  and  a 
Joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles; 
On  June  3,  1940: 

H.  R.  7543.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
accept  real  estate  granted  to  the  United  States  by  the  city  of 
Miami.  Pla..  and  for  other  purposes:  and 

H.  R.  9140.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  acquire  land  at  Key  West.  Fla. 
On  June  4.  1940: 

H.J. Res. 551.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  taking 
effect  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V. 

,      MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier.  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  tlie  Senate  had  passed,  with  amend- 
ments in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested, 
bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  8429.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  L.  P.  Worrall.  and 
for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9848.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisi- 
tion of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  public  works, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
bills  of  the  following  titles,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested: 

8. 4026.  An  act  providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the 
Navy  E>epartment,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  4027.  An  act  to  transfer  the  active  list  of  the  Construc- 
tion Corps  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to 
the  amendments  of  the  House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the 
following  title: 

S.  3828.  An  act  to  amend  section  107  of  the  Judicial  Code, 
as  amended,  to  eliminate  the  requirement  that  suitable  ac- 
commodations for  holding  the  court  at  Winchester,  Tenn.. 
be  provided  by  the  local  authorities. 

The  message  sUso  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8668)  entitled  "An  act  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  hscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  for  civil  func- 
tions administered  by  the  War  Department,  and  for  other 
purposes":  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  7  and  12  to 
said  bill:  that  the  Senate  disagrees  to  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  21  and 
22;  that  It  further  insists  upon  its  amendments  numbered 
3.  4.  5.  6.  8.  11.  21.  and  22  to  said  bill;  and  that  the  Senate 
requests  a  further  conference  with  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives on  all  amendments  in  disagreement. 

Ordered.  That  Mr.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Hatdcn.  Mr.  Ovek- 
TON.  Mr.  RussEU..  Mr.  Sheppard.  Mr.  Townseno,  and  Mr.  Briogbs 
be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

SALLY    GATES   RYAN 

Mr.  WARREN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  privileged  resolu- 
tion from  the  Committee  on  Accounts  and  ask  for  its  im- 
mediate consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  509 
Resolt^d,  That  there  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  House  to  Sally  Gates  Ryan,  widow  of  John  T.  Ryan,  late  an 
employee  of  the  House,  an  amount  equal  to  6  months'  compen- 
sation, and  an  additional  amount  not  to  exceed  $250,  to  defray 
funeral  expenses  of  the  said  John  T.  Ryan. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

MAJ.  L.  p.  WORRALL 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  8429)  for  the 
relief  of  Maj.  L.  P.  Worrall,  and  for  other  puiTPOses.  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 


The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  5.  after  "Department",  insert  "United  States  Army."* 
Page  1.  line  7.  strike  out  "Booser"  and  Insert  •'Boozer." 
Page  1.  line  10.  strike  out  "1939"  and  Insert  "1938." 
Page  2.  line  4,  strike  out  "Booser"  and  Insert  "Boozer." 
Page  2.  line  6,  strike  out  "Booser"  and  Insert  "Booser." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  understand  these  amendments  are 
just  corrections  of  clerical  errors  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  That  is  all.  The  bill  has  passed  both 
Houses.  By  reason  of  a  misprision  in  the  committee  trans- 
scription  of  the  bill,  these  amendments  were  necessary. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  They  do  not  change  the 
amount  in  the  least? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Not  at  all. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  concurred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ESTABLISHING  THE  COMPOSITION  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  NAVT 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  8026) 
to  establish  the  composition  of  the  United  States  Navy,  to 
authorize  the  construction  of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for 
other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  disagree  to 
the  Senate  amendments,  and  ask  for  a  conference. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs.  Vinson 
of  Georgia,  Drewry,  and  Maas. 

NAVAL  aircraft 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9848) 
to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft, 
the  construction  of  certain  public  works,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  disagree  to  the  Sen- 
ate amendments,  and  ask  for  a  conference. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs.  Vinson 
of  Georgia,  Drewry.  and  Maas. 

WARRANT   AND   COMMISSIONED   WARRANT  OFFICERS  IN  THE  MARINE 

CORPS 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6044) 
to  regulate  the  number  of  warrant  and  commissioned  warrant 
oflBcers  in  the  Marine  Corps,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments,  and  ask  for  a 
conference. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs.  Vinson 
of  Georgia,  Drewry,  and  Maas. 

COMPACT   FOR   DIVISION   OF   WATERS  OF  THE   YELLOWSTONE   RIVER 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  conference  re- 
port on  the  bill  <S.  1759)  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to 
the  States  of  Montana.  North  Dakota,  and  Wyoming  to  nego- 
tiate and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement  for  division  of 
the  waters  of  the  Yellowstone  River. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONTTHENCE    REPOBT 

The  conunlttee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (8.  1759)  grant- 
ing the  consent  of  Congress  to  the  States  of  Montana.  North  Dakota, 
and  Wyoming  to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement 
for  division  of  the  waters  of  the  Yellowstone  River,  having  met,  alter 


full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  reeom- 
mend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Houre  recede  frtwn  Its  amendment  numbered  1. 
Amendment  numbered  2:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  tts  dls- 
•greement  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  numbered  2,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Omit  the  matter  pro- 
posed to  be  Inserted  by  sstd  amendment,  and  In  lieu  thereof,  on 
page  a  of  the  Senate  bUl.  line  10,  after  the  word  "Act"  insert  a  colon 
and  the  following:  'Provided.  That  such  Act  at  August  2,  1937  is 
amended  by  striking  out  'June  1.  1939'  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
'June  1,  1943';  and  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

Tttmt  tbe  Hotise  recede  from  its  amendment  to  the  title  of  the  blU. 

COMPTOK    I.    WmT«, 
Knute  Hiu., 
Chakles  Hawks,  JT., 
Managert  on  the  part  of  tiie  Bouse. 
Krjmi  Troicas, 
B.  K.  Wkxeux. 
Ltnn  J.  FRAziia, 
Managert  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATSUZirT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (8.  1759)  submit  the  following  statement  in  expla- 
nation of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  In 
the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendmenu, 
namely: 

The  House  recedes  from  Its  amendment  numbered  1  for  the  reason 
that  the  State  of  South  Dakota  cannot  consistently  be  Included  in  a 
compact  relative  to  the  division  of  waters  of  the  Yellowstone  River, 
as  said  State  of  South  Dakota  Is  not  directly  affected  by  the  water- 
shed of  said  river. 

As  to  House  amendment  numbered  2,  It  Is  proposed  to  strike  out 
the  same  and  Insert  language  In  lieu  thereof  which  will  amend  the 
act  of  August  a.  1937.  so  as  to  extend  the  time  limit  beyond  June  1 
1939. 

CoMPTON  I.  White. 
Knttte  Hnx, 
Chakles  Hawks.  Jr.. 
MatuMgera  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  under- 
stand this  simply  eliminates  South  Dakota  from  the  bill. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Yes.  I  may  say  to  the  genUeman  that 
the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  included  the  SUte  of  South 
Dakota.  The  conferees  eliminated  the  State  of  South  Da- 
kota, and  the  bill  now  applies  only  to  Wyoming.  Montana, 
and  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  This  is  a  unanimous 
report  of  the  conferees? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  It  is  a  unanimous  report  of  the  con- 
ferees. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  that  the  report  of  the  conferees  be 
approved. 
The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

COMMITTEE    ON     MERCHANT    MARINE    AND     FISHERIES 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  cotuent  to 
file  a  preliminary  report  on  Alaskan  fisheries  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries,  pursuant  to  House 
ResoluUon  162,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  first  session,  and  I 
ask  that  individual  members  of  that  commitee  may  be  per- 
mitted to  file  individual  reports,  dissenting  from,  concurring 
in.  or  otherwise  modifying  said  report  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  present  the  individual  views  of  such  members,  the  same  to 
be  filed  at  any  time  before  the  3d  day  of  January  1941. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  supplemental  or  additional  reports  on  the  subject  of  the 
fisheries  of  Alaska  and  on  the  other  subjects  of  inquiry  or 
investigation  under  House  Resolution  162.  Seventy-sixth 
Congress,  first  session,  may  be  submitted  before  January  3, 
1941,  or  filed  with  the  Clerk  of  the  House  when  the  House  is 
not  In  session. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

Hiere  was  no  objection. 


PUNISHMENT     FOR     THE     KILLING     OR     ASSAULTING     OF     PEDKRAL 

OFFICEBS 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  7019)  to  amend 
section  1  of  the  act  providing  punishment  for  the  killing  or 
assaulting  of  Federal  officers,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendments.  These  are 
very  Inconsequential  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  a.  line  S,  after  "Agriculture"  where  It  appears  the  first 
time  Insert  "or  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior." 

Page  2.  line  8.  after  "Agrtculture".  where  tt  appears  the  second 
time.  Insert  "or  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to 
object,  as  I  understand,  the  amendment  adds  the  Interior 
Department  to  the  other  departments  mentioned  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  CELLER.  This  bill  amends  the  old  act  of  1934,  con- 
cerning the  killing  of  Federal  ofiBcers  while  in  the  perform- 
ance of  their  duties,  and  as  the  amendment  passed  this 
House  it  did  not  include  one  department,  namely,  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior,  which  E>epartment  has  agents  and 
special  agents  to  preserve  property  of  the  Government  in 
our  various  naUonal  parks,  and  at  times  they  operate  under 
danger.  The  idea  is  to  make  it  a  Federal  offense  to  kill  or 
assault  any  of  these  Federal  officers  and  undoubtedly  they 
should  be  included,  namely,  the  agents  and  special  agents 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  That  is  all  the  Senate 
amendment  does,  to  add  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  the 
other  departments  mentioned  originally. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Further  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  matter  was  thoroughly  considered  on  the 
fioor,  the  bill  was  passed,  and  everybody  here  knows  all  about 
it.  It  left  out  one  department,  the  Senate  added  that  de- 
partment, it  came  back  to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  tt  was 
again  thoroughly  considered  there  and  unanimously  re- 
ported back.    I  do  not  see  why  anyone  should  object. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include 
telegrams  from  American  State  highway  offlcers. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION    TO    ADDRESS    THE   HOUSK 

Mr.  SECREST.  Mr.  Speaker,  after  any  previous  special 
order  for  today  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  15  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio?     . 
"Hiere  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  HARE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  on  tbe  life,  character,  axMl 
public  service  of  the  Honorable  Frank  Lever,  deceased. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Kefauver  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein  a 
letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  Miss  Perkins. 
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The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 
There  was  no  objection. 


The  question,  therefore,  arises  as  to  how  these  major  repairs 
shall  be  financed,  and  since  the  general  public  uses  the  bridge 
on  one  of  the  highways  nmning  through  Missouri  and  Kan- 
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Six  years  ago  this  month  we  passed  the  act  providing  for 
the  Federal  chartering  of  credit  unions.  It  is  timely,  there- 
fore, to  call  public  attention  once  more  to  the  need  they 
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The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 
There  was  no  objection. 

BRIDCK  ACROSS  MISSOURI  RIVBl   AT  PORT  LEAVEHWORTH 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  calling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  bill  designed  to  establish  a  toU  charge  on  the 
bridge  spanning  the  Missouri  River  at  Port  Leavenworth, 
Kans. 

Under  the  act  of  May  31.  1924  (V.  S.  C.  title  18.  sec.  767). 
there  was  transferred  from  the  War  Department  to  the  De- 
partment of  Justice — 

Por  use  as  a  farm  In  connection  with  the  United  States  peniten- 
tiary. Leavenworth.  Kans..  all  of  that  portion  of  the  Port  Leaven- 
worth MillUry  Reservation  wnlch  lies  In  the  State  of  Missouri,  and 
including  the  bridge  across  tlie  Missoxirl  River. 

The  same  act  authorized  the  transfer  to  the  Department 
of  Justice  of  $50,000  whi(:h  had  been  appropriated  to  the 
War  Department  for  making  repairs  to  the  bridge.  It  also 
authorized  the  appropriation  of  an  additional  amount  of 
$50,000,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  to  make 
the  repairs  on  said  bridge.  Under  the  latter  provision  an 
additional  appropriation  of  $49,115  was  carried  in  the  Defi- 
ciency Act  of  December  5.  1924  (43  Stat.  687).  With  these 
funds  the  bridge  was  placed  in  a  traversable  condition,  since 
which  it  has  been  used  by  the  general  public  as  well  as  by 
the  Government. 

It  appears  from  the  record  that  the  bridge  was  constructed 
about  1870  under  special  act  of  Congress  authorizing  its 
construction  and  operation  by  a  corporation  under  a  toll 
system.  The  tolls  collected  from  the  bridge  were  not  sufB- 
cient  to  meet  the  fixed  charges,  and  from  the  first  the  bridge 
company  was  apparently  In  financial  difficulty.  First  it  was 
used  as  a  railroad  and  wagon  bridge,  but  was  abandoned  by 
the  railroads  in  1893  when  the  terminal  bridge  was  com- 
pleted at  Leavenworth. 
I  The  bridge  was  partially  destroyed  by  flre  in  1886,  but  was 
reconstructed.  In  1909  the  eastern  approach  to  the  bridge, 
a  long  wooden  affair  that  had  been  constructed  after  the 
abandonment  by  the  railrotids.  for  use  by  wagons,  fell  to  the 
ground,  after  which  the  bridge  could  only  be  used  by  pedes- 
trians. In  1913  the  flooring  at  the  Kansas  end  was  burned. 
In  1915  the  War  Department  gave  notice  to  the  owners  that 
the  bridge  must  be  removed,  as  it  constituted  an  unreason- 
able obstruction  to  the  free  navigation  of  the  river. 

In  1917  the  Government  seized  the  bridge  as  a  war  measure 
and  plans  were  made  by  the  military  authorities  to  repair 
It.  but  nothing  was  done  The  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act 
of  March  6,  1920,  carries  the  following: 

For  bridge  across  the  Missouri  River  connecting  the  two  tracts 
of   land  composing  the  military   reservation  at   Port  Leavenworth, 

^'  J  Kans..  935.000:  ProtHded,  That  In  case  said  bridge  Is  thrown  open 
for  public  use  one-half  the  cost  of  maintenance  thereof  shall  be 

j^  .^      paid  by  local  Interests  (U.  S.  BxAts.,  vol.  41.  p.  510) . 

t  In  December  1920  the  bridge  was  purchased  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  $35,000,  and  the  deed  recorded  in  the  courthouse 
at  Leavenworth. 

After  its  transfer  from  the  War  Department  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  in  1924,  airangements  were  made  with  the 
State  Highway  Departments  of  Missouri  and  Kansas  to  take 
care  of  any  necessary  minor  repairs.  It  now  becomes  neces- 
sary, however,  to  make  some  rather  urgent  major  repairs 
which  would  involve  estimated  expenditures  of  about  $30,000 
and,  although  we  have  attempted  to  arrange  with  the  State 
Highway  Departments  of  Kansas  and  Missouri  to  cooperate 
In  making  these  repairs,  they  have  declined  to  do  so.  The 
States  have  also  been  informed  the  Government  would  be 
willing  to  transfer  the  bridge  to  them  If  they  would  operate 
and  maintain  it.  but  they  seemed  to  be  uninterested  in  this 
proposition. 
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The  question,  therefore,  arises  as  to  how  these  major  repairs 
shall  be  financed,  and  since  the  general  public  lises  the  bridge 
on  one  of  the  highways  running  through  Missouri  and  Kan- 
sas, it  would  appear  they  should  bear  at  least  a  portion  of 
this  cost.  It  Is  accordingly  proposed  by  the  bill  I  am  intro- 
ducing to  establish  tolls  for  the  use  of  this  bridge  at  the  rate 
of  25  cents  for  each  passenger-carrying  velilcle,  and  50  cents 
for  each  truck,  the  funds  so  collected  to  be  deposited  In  the 
United  States  Treasury  In  a  special  fund  to  be  utilized  for 
the  purpose  cf  maintaining  and  operating  the  bridge. 

AMENDMENT    OF   THE    FEDERAL    CREDn    TTNION    ACT 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  for  present  consideration  the 
bill  (S.  2568)  to  amend  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act  (June  26, 
1934,  ch.  750,  par.  1.  48  Stat.  1216.  sec.  1761),  which  is  the 
same  as  the  House  bill  (H.  R.  9886),  which  has  been  unani- 
mously reported  by  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
of  the  House. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  11  (d)  of  the  Federal  Credit  Union 
Act  be,  and  the  same  Is  hereby,  amended  by  substituting  for  "»50" 
where  It  appears  In  the  fourth  sentence  thereof  "»100".  so  that  said 
fourth  sentence  shall  read  as  follows:  "No  loan  in  excess  of  (100 
shall  be  made  without  adequate  security  and  no  loan  shall  l>e  made 
to  any  member  In  excess  of  $200  or  10  percent  of  the  Federal  credit 
union's  paid-in  and  unimpaired  capital  and  siirplus.  whichever  Is 
greater." 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the   gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  It  is  known  as  the  credit  union  bill.  It 
passed  the  Senate  unanimously  and  unanimously  passed 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency.  It  provides  that 
the  credit  union  may  extend  loans  up  to  $100  that  are 
unsecured,  increasing  the  amount  thereby  from  $50  to  $100. 
It  also  restricts  the  amount  that  any  one  member  can 
borrow  from  a  credit  union  to  10  percent  of  the  capital  stock 
of  the  vmion. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  That  Is  not  a  restric- 
tion at  the  present  time? 

Mr.  PATMAN.'  It  is  a  restriction  In  one  case  and  in- 
creases the  amount  from  $50  to  $100  in  the  other.  The 
Farm  Credit  Administration  has  approved  this  change  and 
the  Federal  credit  unions  want  it,  and  It  Is  very  much  needed 
and  desired. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  What  is  the  reason  for 
urgency  at  this  time? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  The  Senate  has  passed  the  bill  and  the 
House  has  adopted  the  same  hill  and  I  am  asking 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  House  has  already 
adopted  this  bill? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  No;  the  House  committee  has  adopted  It 
and  they  want  to  put  it  into  execution. 

Mr.  RICH.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker, 
what  rate  of  Interest  will  they  charge? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  They  usually  charge  6  percent,  and  never 
over  6  percent.  The  fact  of  the  business  is  it  is  a  fine 
thing  for  the  employees  who  go  into  the  organization. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisccwisin.  Reserving  the  right  to  object, 
Mr.  Speaker,  is  there  a  limitation  insofar  as  the  amount  of 
interest  which  can  be  charged  is  concerned  so  that  there 
is  a  protection  so  that  this  measure  will  not  l)ecome  a  loan- 
shark  bill? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Oh,  It  is  against  the  loan  sharks.  The 
credit  union  is  the  worst  enemy  the  loan  shark  has. 

There  is  being  p>assed  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  a 
bill  amending  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act.  The  amendment 
Is  a  minor  one,  and  I  mention  It  now  only  t)f  cause  It  serves  to 
call  attention  once  again  to  one  of  the  most  admirable  in- 
stitutions, both  in  purpose  and  accomplishment,  ever  to  be 
established  on  American  soil.  I  refer,  of  course,  to  the  credit 
union,  the  form  of  local  society  through  which  workingmen 
and  workingwomen  join  their  slender  savings  together  to 
fashion  for  themselves  an  instrument  for  working  out  their 
own  financial  salvation. 


Six  years  ago  this  month  we  passed  the  act  providing  for 
the  Federal  chartering  of  credit  unions.  It  Is  timely,  there- 
fore, to  call  public  attention  once  more  to  the  need  they 
•ervc,  the  wholly  practical  way  in  which  they  meet  that 
need,  and  their  astonishing  spread  and  popularity  in  every 
comer  of  our  land,  from  the  sugar  plantations  of  Hawaii  to 
the  fishing  villages  of  Maine. 

There  is  no  secret  as  to  the  reason  why  credit  unions  have 
been  taken  to  the  heart  of  the  American  public.  It  Is  simply 
because  the  public,  the  great  working  body  of  otu"  citizenry 
comprising  most  of  our  population,  needs  vitally  Just  what  the 
credit  union  has  to  suwly.  When  the  pay  envelope  is  opened 
the  credit  union  Is  there,  on  the  spot,  to  take  for  safekeeping 
whatever  amount  the  worker  can  save,  and  to  do  it  l)efore 
the  money  can  be  dissipated  by  a  hundred  Idle  claims.  Then 
when  the  going  gets  tough  and  the  hard-pressed  worker  has 
to  find  somewhere  more  money  than  the  pay  envelope  at  the 
moment  aflords,  the  credit  xmion  again  Is  there  at  hand,  offer- 
ing the  loan  which  he  can  accept  with  no  fear  whatever  that 
he  is  being  victimized  in  his  need.  So  he  solves  his  problem 
through  self-help,  first  by  foresighted  thrift,  and  then  by 
maintaining  with  others  a  standing  source  of  credit. 

What  happens  when  such  facilities  are  absent?  Anyone 
who  knows  either  from  experience  or  from  sympathetic  study 
the  problems  of  living  of  the  usual  workingman  and  his  family 
can  quickly  supply  the  answer.  In  all  likelihood  life  comes 
to  be  placed  on  a  pay  day  to  pay  day  basis.  Income  is  spent 
as  fast  as  it  Is  earned;  often  it  is  mortgaged  far  into  the 
future.  Some  misfortime  sends  the  wage  earner  to  the  high- 
rate  money  lender.  And  then,  with  the  excessive  interest 
charged,  the  unfortunate  victim  finds  himself  sinking  deeper 
and  deeper  into  debt,  paying  tribute  perhaps  for  years  before 
he  can  work  himself  free. 

We  all  know  and  despise  that  species  of  extortionate  money 
lender  branded  with  the  name  of  loan  shark.  But  few  of 
us  realize  how  far-flung  are  his  operations,  how  nearly  uni- 
versal is  his  presence  among  us.  Few  of  us  realize  also  how 
well  organized  Is  this  business  of  pressing  on  the  low-paid 
worker  with  usually  but  a  single  source  of  Income.  Recently 
a  pamphlet  by  William  Trufant  Foster  entitled  "Loan  Sharks 
and  Their  Vlcttms"  was  widely  circulated  by  the  public  affairs 
committee.    Let  me  quote  the  opening  paragraph: 

We  must  admit  that  It  requires  sharp  tactics  to  toke  In  $1,053  In 
0  yean  on  an  investment  of  $ao.  Yet  that  is  what  an  outlaw  money 
lender  in  Dallas,  Tex.,  did  with  tbe  greatest  of  ease.  This  loan 
•hark,  typical  of  Ulegal  lenders  of  today.  Is  not  a  furtive,  cringing, 
oUy  Shylock  In  a  back  alley,  with  a  few  dollars  in  his  pants  pocket. 
He  is  the  big  bootlegger  of  small  loans;  the  bold,  resourceful,  rich 
overlord  of  a  far-flung  empire  outside  the  law.  Thla  Is  the  modern 
loan  shark,  as  revealed  In  Investigations  made  recently  In  Florida, 
Georgia.  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and  Washington. 

Everyone  can  supplement  t-bis  statement  with  examples 
from  his  dally  newspaper.  I  recall  one  not  long  ago  which 
broke  into  the  columns  of  all  the  newspapers  of  New  York 
City.  An  initial  $50  loan  was  P3rramided  into  total  payments 
over  several  years  of  more  than  $4,000,  with  more  than  one 
ruined  life  in  prospect  when  the  sordid  transaction  finally 
came  to  light.  There  is  no  need  to  dwell  on  such  cases.  You 
have  only  to  dig  down  a  little  beneath  the  surface  of  events 
almost  anywhere  in  the  United  States  to  find  plenty  of  them — 
perhaps  not  so  extreme  as  the  one  mentioned,  but  nevertheless 
taking  their  constant  toll  from  those  who  have  least  to 
spare. 

The  credit  union  is  the  answer  which  the  working  people 
of  America  have  themselves  developed  to  this  need.  It  oper- 
ates within  a  definite  group  of  wage  earners,  usually  the 
employees  of  a  single  compcmy.  Started  often  by  a  few  en- 
thusiasts In  the  group  It  steadily  broadens  its  field  of  useful- 
ness, adding  to  Its  members  and  its  share  capital  year  by 
year  and  often  coming  to  do  a  business  of  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  dollars  a  year.  I  have  at  hand  a  circular  issued  by 
a  Texas  credit  imion  to  Its  own  members,  and  typical  of 
many,  many  others. 


During  the  month  of  Jun^— 
Says  this  circular — 


•8.485  was  loaned  to  members  by  your  Federal  credit  union. 
Twenty-three  new  members  were  accepted.  We  often  wonder  how 
In  the  world  we  ever  got  along  before  the  advent  of  the  credit 
union. 

Eaily  In  1938  a  group  of  24  Federal  credit  vmlons  was  set  up 
among  the  workers  on  the  streetcar  and  elevated  lines  in 
Chicago.  Two  years  later  a  check-up  showed  that  the  mem. 
bers  of  these  credit  unions  had  borrowed  no  less  than  $1,686,- 
000  in  that  period,  and  had  jriled  up  savings  on  which  these 
loans  were  based  amounting  to  $651,000.  As  one  commenta- 
tor put  It.  In  reviewing  the  early  record  of  these  credit  unions. 
"We  could  hardly  believe  our  own  eyes  as  we  totaled  up  the 
reports."  More  recently  a  string  of  about  20  Federal  credit 
unions  was  set  up  in  the  various  units  of  a  widely  known  glass- 
manufacturing  concern.  Most  of  these  are  still  but  8  or  IQ 
months  old  or  less,  but  a  consolidated  report  of  last  March  31 
showed  that  up  to  that  time  over  $132,000  had  been  loaned, 
and  that  5,000  members  had  acctimulated  more  than  $100,000 
in  savings. 

Such  examples  bring  out  In  bold  relief  two  striking  facts. 
One  is  that  working  people  everywhere  have  an  immense  need 
for  savings  and  loan  facilities.  The  other  Is  that  the  credit 
union  fills  the  need  with  admirable  success. 

The  popularity  evidenced  by  the  examples  cited  Is  not  con- 
fined to  industrial  employee  groups.  Credit  unions  lend  them- 
selves to  operation  in  many  other  tjn^es  of  groups  in  which 
people  are  commonly  associated  more  or  less  closely  with 
each  other.  There  are  hundreds  of  Government-employee 
credit  unions.  Teacher  credit  unions  are  also  numbered  in  the 
hundreds.  Community  groups,  both  In  city  and  country,  are 
operating  credit  unions  with  high  success.  Churches  and 
church  parishes  form  the  basis  for  a  great  and  growing  num- 
ber of  credit  imlons.  Lodges  and  labor  unions  sponsor  them, 
and  nearly  always  the  reports  from  such  organlzatlcms  are 
favorable  or  enthusiastic. 

There  are  now  more  than  8,000  credit  unions,  partly  under 
State  charter  and  partly  under  Federal,  in  acti^'e  operation 
in  the  United  States.  They  report  some  2,500,000  members. 
Last  year  they  loaned  their  members  a  quarter  of  a  billion 
dollars,  all  from  capital  contributed  by  the  members  them- 
selves from  savings.  It  is  evident  that  the  American  work- 
ingman is  discovering  a  magic  talisman  in  the  half  dollar  he 
carries  In  his  pocket — a  coin  which  becomes  a  magic  piece 
when  It  Is  Joined  with  the  thousands  of  other  half  dollars  in 
other  nearby  pockets. 

In  these  times,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  credit  union  stands  out 
as  a  shining  example  of  how  humble  people  in  a  democracy 
can  experiment  with  huge  success  with  Ideas  for  making 
life  more  fruitful  and  enjoyable  for  themselves.  It  has, 
moreover,  a  meaning  for  the  present  moment.  Our  one 
thought  now  Is  to  strengthen  America's  defenses,  now  and 
for  the  future.  What  greater  factor  Is  there  In  sell-defense 
than  that  of  citizen  morale?  Credit  unions  have  aided 
vastly  in  building  up  morale  ttirough  more  wholesome  liv- 
ing. They  will  continue  to  do  so  even  mcnre  in  the  times 
ahead.  Make  credit-union  service  available  to  every  man, 
woman,  and  child  in  the  United  States  and  we  will  im- 
measurably strengthen  our  national  morale.  We  will  make 
our  people  vividly  aware  that  in  a  democracy  the  way  is 
always  open  to  them  to  work  out  with  their  own  hands  and 
brains  the  means  for  ever-better  living,  for  themselves,  and 
for  their  children. 

It  Is  with  keen  pleasure,  therefore,  that  I  note  the  passage 
of  this  biU  today,  as  one  more  step  in  the  process  of  per- 
fecting credit  unlcms  for  future  usefulness. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 
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Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    Reserving  the  right  to 
object.  Mr.  Soeaker.  I  wonder  If  the  majority  leader  Intended 
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ECTKWSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Ricoro. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  table  on  Com- 
missioner loans. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  on  two  different  subjects  and  to  include  a 
short  newspaper  article  to  each. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  radio 
statement  that  I  made  on  Monday  night. 

The  SPEAKER    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

WESKLT    REPORT   ON   NATIONAL    DEFENSl' 

Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  short  time  ago  I 
spent  several  days  back  home  talking  over  the  whole  situa- 
tion of  national  defense  with  my  constituents.  Without  ex- 
ception I  found  them  to  be  enthusiastic  over  the  subject  of 
making  America  Invulnerable  to  attack. 

But  many  of  them  were  wont  to  raise  a  question  which 
has  been  uppermost  in  my  mmd  ever  since  the  President 
started  rearmament  talk.  They  seem  to  remember  back  25 
years  ago  when  through  great  haste  and  anxiety  the  United 
States  embarked  upon  a  mightly  armament  race  to  equip 
herself  for  the  first  World  War.  They  seem  to  remember  the 
colossal  waste  and  squandering  of  the  people's  money  by  the 
snap  methods  which  Government  and  industry  alike  adopted 
to  hasten  the  task's  completion.  Out  of  many  thousands  of 
planes  for  Instance  that  were  constructed  for  combat  flying, 
only  136  were  ever  actually  used  and  many  of  the  remainder 
were  unfit  for  use. 

My  constituents  were  also  particularly  Interested  in  the 
possibility  of  present  blundering  and  waste  of  the  incompe- 
tent management  in  the  expenditure  of  these  funds.  More- 
over they  were  not  a  little  siuprised  at  the  President's  ad- 
mitting that  the  country  was  so  woefully  unprepared  when 
all  the  time  they  had  believed  that  the  administration  was 
using  the  five  or  six  billions  which  had  been  allocated  for 
military  purposes  during  the  past  7  years. 

It  seems  to  them  and  to  me  that  with  the  willingness  of 
Congress  to  authorize  almost  unlimited  amounts  of  the  peo- 
ple's money  to  be  used  for  defense,  that  the  President  should 
take  the  precaution  and  the  responsibility  to  see  that  the 
first  World  War  defense  fiasco  and  the  last  7  years  of  the 
New  Deal  maladministration  of  defense  moneys  are  not  re- 
peated in  the  gigantic  defense  program  which  is  now  getting 
under  way. 

With  this  in  mind  and  with  the  thought  that  the  folks 
back  heme  might  be  interested.  I  am  taking  this  opportunity 
of  asking  the  President  for  a  weekly  report  to  Congress  of 
every  step  which  he  has  caused  to  be  taken  in  our  national 
defense.  That  means  that  he  will  submit  that  report  by  a 
weekly  message  to  Congress  in  which  he  will  state  the  num- 
ber of  contracts  entered  upon  by  the  Government  during 
that  week,  the  number  of  planes  under  construction  and 
completed  during  that  week,  the  number  of  men  being 
trained  as  pilots,  and  the  number  of  men  under  arms.  I 
further  ask  that  he  give  the  Congress  detailed  reports  of  our 
great  shipbuilding  program,  of  the  weekly  progress  of  all 
land-,  sea-,  and  air-force  development. 

Congress  has  a  right  to  know.  The  people  have  a  right 
to  know.    There  is  no  reason  why  the  general  information 


about  the  progress  cf  the  defense  program  should  be  with- 
held. And.  as  one  who  Is  vitally  interested  in  keeping  the 
people  back  home  both  advired  and  satisfied.  I  expect  to 
reiterate  this  demand  at  least  once  a  week  until  the  Presi- 
dent and  his  aides  submit  this  report  on  the  progress  of  our 
national  defense  to  the  Congress  and  to  the  people. 

EXTENSION    OF    REair\RKS 

Mr.  Pl'l'lENGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  short  editorial 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
include  a  memorial  address  I  delivered  on  George  Wash- 
ington last  evening. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

AGRICULTURAL   ACTIVITIES 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  a  good  thing  to  put  on  a 
new  suit  of  clothes  once  in  awhile,  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  administration  ought  to  put  on  new  clothes  today,  and 
by  so  doing,  change  our  agricultural  program  so  that  we  can 
increase  the  production  of  foodstuffs  in  this  country  and 
be  able  to  pay  the  farmers  for  raising  foodstuffs,  thus 
givtog  employment  to  3,000.000  additional  people,  and  in 
that  way  be  able  to  take  care  of  the  distressed  and  troubled 
Europeans  who  will  be  out  of  foodstuffs  before  winter,  for 
we  will  bs  compelled  to  look  after  not  only  our  own  people, 
but  all  the  people  of  the  world.  Let  our  slogan  be  a  land 
'  of  plenty,  not  a  land  of  scarcity.  Let  us  pay  for  doing 
things,  not  for  doing  nothing.  Let  us  change  the  present 
policy  of  the  agricultural  program  and  put  our  land  under 
cultivation  so  we  can  furnish  all  war-torn  countries  with 
foodstuffs,  wheat,  barley,  com,  and  so  forth,  at  reasonable 
prices. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  expired. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  to  include  therein  an 
address  by  J.  Edgar  Hoover  at  Drake  University,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  in  two  particulars,  and  to 
include  addresses  by  Charles  A.  Sprague. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HORTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  to  include  a  state- 
ment establishing  a  new  mathematical  formula  by  M.  M. 
Butler,  of  Montana,  wl^ch  he  evolved. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  and  to  include  an  editorial  from  the  Green 
Bay  Press. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ADJOURNMENT   OF   CONGRESS 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Hiere  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Hoffman  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.1 
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EXTENSION    or    REMARKS 

Mr.  BCKIFFLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Rkcoro  and  to  include  therein 
an  address  delivered  by  the  Honorable  Fred  Bradlet,  of 
Michigan,  at  Bluefleld,  W.  Va. 

Hie  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

AIRPLANES    FOR    SOUTH    AMERICA 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  nimiber  of  Members  of  Con- 
gress have  publicly  urged  that  our  Government  should  give 
or  sell  to  the  Allies  our  airplanes,  gims.  ammunition,  and 
war  supplies.  Such  a  proposal  is  to  utter  violation  of  every 
principle  of  international  law  and  would  be  tantamount  to 
an  act  of  war. 

Article  VI  of  the  Hague  Convention  of  1907,  concerning  the 
rights  and  duties  of  neutral  powers  in  naval  war,  provides: 

The  supply.  In  any  manner,  directly  or  Indirectly,  by  a  neutral 
power  to  a  belligerent  power,  of  warsblpe.  ammunition,  or  war  ma- 
terial of  any  kind  whatever  Is  forbidden. 

Both  the  United  States  and  Germany  are  parties  to  this 
convention.  At  the  present  time  the  Allies  can  buy  airplanes 
or  other  war  supplies  from  private  sources  in  the  United 
States,  and  I  believe  they  have  some  five  or  six  Wllion 
dollars  left  available  for  such  purposes. 

I  would  suggest  that  the  Government  turn  over  all  our  old 
and  outmoded  airplanes  immediately  to  the  Latin  American 
nations  to  provide  them  with  the  means  of  training  pilots 
in  order  to  build  up  air  forces  in  these  countries. 

In  return  for  the  gift  of  our  planes  to  these  nonbelligerent 
nations  in  South  and  Central  America,  all  we  should  ask  is 
the  use  of  their  air  fields  and  the  establishment  of  permanent 
air  bases  there  for  our  use  in  case  of  need  for  a  united  de- 
fense of  the  Western  Hemisphere.    [Applause.] 

LAWS  ENACTED  AT  THE  THIRD  EEGXTLAR  SESSION  OF  THE  FOURTEENTH 
IXGISLATtTRE  OF  PUERTO  RICO 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  which  was  read  by 
the  Clerk,  and  together  with  the  accompanytog  papers  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Insular  Affairs: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

As  required  by  section  23  ol  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
March  2,  1917.  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  a  civil  government 
for  Puerto  Rico,  and  for  other  purposes,"  I  transmit  herewith 
certified  copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  third  regular  session 
Of  the  Fourteenth  Legislature  of  Puerto  Rico.  February  13  to 
April  15,  1939. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

TBx  Whits  House.  June  5.  1940. 

'  the  private  calendar 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  unanimous-consent 
request  which  is  at  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  unanimous  con- 
sent request  of  the  gentlanan  from  Texas. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ifr.  RATBuaN  asks  unanimous  consent  that  It  shall  be  in  order 
on  Thursday  to  move  that  the  House  recess  until  8  o'clock  p.  m., 
and  that  at  the  evening  session  It  shall  be  In  order  to  call  Individual 
bills  on  the  Private  Calendar,  and  when  the  call  of  the  Individual 
bills  Is  completed  that  It  sbaU  be  In  order  to  call  omnibus  bills  on 
the  Private  Calendar. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  will  that  include  the  calling  of  the  inmiigra- 
tion  bills  as  well  as  other  omnibus  bills? 

The  SPEAKER.  It  will  include  the  call  of  all  bills  on  the 
Private  Calendar. 


Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wonder  if  the  majority  leader  intended 
to  have  those  omnibus  bills  called  on  Tliursday  night? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  That  is  the  .request  that  was  made  of  me. 
I  put  it  in  the  unanimous-consent  request.  Of  course,  when 
we  finish  calling  the  individual  bills,  then  the  House  sitting 
can  do  as  it  pleases. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Tliat  means  that  every- 
body must  come  here;  and  in  giving  permission  for  the  eve- 
ning session  I  think  we  did  not  want  that.  I  think  if  the 
gentleman  would  leave  out  the  latter  part  of  the  request  it 
would  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  If  there  is  any  objection,  of  course.  I  wHl 
have  to  do  that. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  it  would  be  better 
to  eliminate  that. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  will  amend  my  request,  then,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  confine  it  Just  to  the  calling  of  individual  bills 
on  the  calendar. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  request  as  modi- 
fied. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Ratbttbn  asks  unanimous  consent  that  It  shall  be  In  order  on 
Thursday  to  move  that  the  House  recess  untU  8  o'clock  p.  m.,  and 
that  at  the  evening  session  It  shall  be  In  order  to  call  individual 
bills  on  the  Private  Calendar. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 
There  was  no  objection. 

subsidiary  national  CAPITOL 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  read  a  letter 
from  the  great  editor  of  the  great  Atchison  Globe,  of  Atchi- 
son, Kans. 

Atchison,  Kans.,  June  3,  1940. 

Hon.  W.  P.  LAMBERTSON, 

Member  of  Congress,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Deab  Sib:  Every  day  to  the  Atchison  Globe  come  dispatches,  col- 
umns and  syndicated  articles  showing  that  the  people  In  Wash- 
ington are  alarmed  about  the  war  raging  in  Europe.  My  only 
conclusion  is  that  Washington  people  see  visions  of  Invasion. 

The  good  old  town  of  Atchison.  Kans.,  wishing  to  aUevlate  the 
sufferings  of  Washington  people,  invites  and  urges  that  a  subsidiary 
National  Capital  be  created  In  Atchison,  which  is  In  the  heart  of 
America. 

Atchison  has  fovir  railroads.  Is  on  the  Missouri  River,  which  Is  now 
ready  for  steamboat  and  barge  traffic,  and  has  beautiful  sites  for 
Government  buildings. 

Atchison  submits  this  invitation  and  urge  in  aU  seriousness. 
Even  when  the  world  is  at  peace,  there  should  be  a  subsidiary 
National  Capital  lu  the  heart  of  America. 

Camx.  Browm, 
Editor,  AUAUon  Globe.  Atdiison,  Kant. 

(Applause.  I 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

DISTRICT    OP    COLUMBIA    APPROPRIATION    BILL,    1 94 1— CONIXREIf CE 

REPORT 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference 
report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9109)  making  appropriations  for  the 
government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  other  activities 
chargeable  in  whole  or  in  part  against  the  revenues  of  such 
District  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  statement 
may  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bin. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONITRENCS  RKPOBT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Hduses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9109) 
making  appropriations  for  the  government  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia and  other  activities  chargeable  In  whole  or  in  part  against 


* 
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the  revenue,  of  «ich  District  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.   I    •gre.  to_the  same  wlto  an  «iendment  ^^  In  lieu  of  the 
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fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  submit 
the  following  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action 

r,_,mf nHA<4    In    tho    «r/TiiTkn«n vlru?   conference 


the  Senate:  and  appropriates  $466,686  for  repairs  to  btUldlngs,  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  52:  Strikes  out  the  provision  of  the  House 
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the  rervniies  of  Buch  District  for  the  flacal  year  ending  June  30. 
IMl.  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met.  after  full  and  free  con- 
fHvnce.  have  agreed  to  reconxmend  and  do  recommend  to  their 
respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendments  ntimbered  2.  11,  12. 
16  17  19.  ao.  21.  22.  23.  25.  28.  35.  38.  39.  4fl.  67.  58.  60.  64.  74,  76,  88, 
90.  91.  92,  95.  96.  103.  109.  114.  120.  137.  145.  and  146. 

That  the  House  recede  from  lU  disagreement  to  the  amendment* 
of  the  Senate  numbered  6,  7.  8.  9.  10.  13.  14.  15.  18,  29.  31.  33.  37.  40. 
41  43  50.  51,  62.  64.  58,  56.  59.  61,  63,  65.  68.  69,  70.  76,  77,  79,  80,  81. 
83*  87  88  99.  100.  101,  102.  105,  106.  107.  108.  111.  113.  116.  117.  118. 
121.  122,  123,  124.  126.  126.  127,  128.  130,  131,  132,  135,  138,  140,  143. 
and  144; -and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  1:  That  the  Hotue  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  1,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
In-ierted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  following:  ",  Including  the 
salary  of  the  pcundmastcr  at  $2,200  per  annum";  and  the  Senate 
■grc*  to  the  eame. 

ABMDdment  numbered  3:  That  the  House  recede  from  lU  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Benate  numbered  3,  aad  agree 
to  the  Mime  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "tllMO":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  ntimbered  4:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numberod  4.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
propcBCd  insert  "•196,210'  ;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  5:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  anoendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  5.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  fcxun 
proposed  Insert:  ••35.730":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  26:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  26.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  following:  "purchase  of  two 
motortrucks  at  »550  each  to  replace  two  motorcycles  and  package 
cars";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  27:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dls- 
agncment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  27,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
propoaed  liosert  "»12.000 ";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  nimibcred  30:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  30,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "835.700";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  32:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nvmibered  32,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  simi 
propoaed  Insert  "»704.550 ";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  42:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  42.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  omendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  stxm 
prc^XMed  insert  "$981,385  ';  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  44:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  44.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:   In  lieu  of  the  sum    i 
proposed  Insert  "$16.0C0";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  45:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  45.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$70,675 ';   and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  47:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  47.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  propoaed  Inaert  "$160,387";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  48:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  48.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$304,171";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  ntmibered  49:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  49.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
\  sum  proposed  Insert  "$193.000":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
^  Amendment  numbered  63:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  62,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
svam  proposed  insert  "$581,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  66:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  68,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$230,000":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  67:  That  the  Hoiise  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  67,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sxim  proposed  Insert  "$2,948,505";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  71 :  That  the  Hotise  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  71,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
cum  prt-posed  Insert  "$76,750";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  72:  That  the  Houxe  recede  from  Ita  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  72.  and 
agraa  to  the  Mune  with  an  amendment,  a*  follows:  In  lieu  of  tba 
Mm  propowtf  inaert  "•48.726";  and  the  Senata  agrea  to  tba  same. 

rnt  numbered  73:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dla* 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate   ntmibered  73,  and 


agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  propc»ed  insert  "$12.500 ";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  ths  eame. 

Amendment  numbered  78:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  78.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$409,060";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  82:  That  the  House  recede  from  lu  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  82.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$23,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  84:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  84.  and  agres 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$213,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  88:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  85.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  turn 
proposed  Insert  "$687,840";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  86:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dl»- 
agiaement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  86.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  o.  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$292,000":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  94:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  94,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert    $104,940":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  97:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  cf  the  Senate  numbered  97.  and  agrea 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  axxia 
proposed  Insert  "$557.760 ';  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  98:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  98.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$480,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  104:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  104,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$107,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  110:  That  the  Hoiise  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  110,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$31,900";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  112:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  th«  Senate  numbered  112,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
stun  proposed  Insert  "$12,200";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 
Amendment  numbered  115:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dls« 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  115.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
siun  proposed  Insert  "$582,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  119:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  119,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  following:  "recrea- 
tion, vocational  training,  and  historical  records";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  ntimbered  129:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  129,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
stun  proposed  Insert  "$520.325 ';  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  141 :  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  141,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
Bxun  proposed  Insert  "$343,685";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  142:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  142,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  insert  "$260,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendmenta 
numbered  24,  34.  36.  53.  93,  133,  134,  136,  and  139. 

M.  P.  Caldwiix, 
GEonGE  Mahon, 

E^MXT  OTfEAX.. 

Loms  C.  Rabatjt, 
John  M.  Houston, 
Karl  Stefan 

(Except  as  to  amendment  No.  52). 
Francis  Case 

(Except  as  to  tunendment  No.  52) . 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  HouM, 
John  H.  Ovebton, 
Caster  Glass. 
Elmzx  Thomas, 
Dunns  Cravci; 
WnxiAM  H.  Knro, 
OnALD  P.  Ntx. 

ARTHtTR    CAPPE«. 

Manageri  on  the  part  o/  the  Senate. 

STATKMBMT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Hotises  on  the  amendmenta  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9109)  making  approprlatton.i  for  the  government 
of  tbe  District  of  Coituibla  and  other  activities  chargeable  In 
w&ole  or  in  part  against  tba  revenues  of  such  District  for  the 
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•enata  Mil;  Inserts  the  proposaJ  of  tlM  fanaU  for  dIatrlbttttOB  of 
relief  milk,  appropriates  |Ai3,A00  for  old-aga  asal^aiuia.  isiataad  of 
9»njOOO.  as  propowd  tojr  the  Houae.  and  $600,000,  aa  propoaed  by 
th#  aenau:  and  allowa  160,000  for  pensions  for  the  needy  blind, 
ineluding  an  iniraasa  in  the  monthly  amounta  which  may  bo 


br  the  Senate  totaled  $49,697390,  tn  IncreiMe  of  11.404,723 
over  the  House  bill.  The  total  of  the  bill  ai  arreed  upon  In 
conference  Is  $48,769,080,  a  rcducUoa  of  $033310  In  the 
amount  of  the  Senate  biU  and  an  Incraaee  of  $473363  In  the 


MttAA  anm  f< 
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fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  submit 
the  following  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action 
agreed  upon  and  recommended  In  the  accompanying  conference 
report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments,  namely: 

Salaries  and  expenses 

On  amendments  Nos.  1.  2.  and  8,  relating  to  the  office  of  the 
poundmaster:  Provides  for  the  salary  of  the  poundmastcr  at  $2,300 
per  annum.  Instead  of  $2,400  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  or  in 
accordance  with  the  Classification  Act.  as  proposed  by  the  House: 
and  eliminates  the  proposal  of  the  Senate  to  provide  radio  eqtilp- 
ment  for  motor  truclt. 

On  amendments  Nos.  4  and  6.  relating  to  care  of  District  build- 
ings: Appropriates  $196,210  for  personal  servicea,  instead  of  $191,- 
210  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  $202,170,  as  propo.sed  by  the 
Senate  including  $2,600  for  an  assistant  superintendent  in  charge 
of  health  buildings  and  hosplWls:  and  provides  $95,730  for  fuel, 
light,  and  power  instead  of  $00340.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and 
$101,120,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos  6,  7.  8.  9.  end  10,  relating  to  the  assessor's 
ofBce  the  collector's  office,  office  of  the  corporation  counsel,  and 
the  surveyors  office:  Appropriates  additional  sums  totaling  $4,060 
for  reallocations  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  11.  12,  13.  14.  15,  16,  and  17.  relating  to 
contingent  and  miscellaneous  expenaes:  Strikes  out  the  proposal 
of  the  Senate  to  appropriate  $1,000  for  books  for  the  corporation 
counsel's  office:  appropriates  $48,125  for  printing  and  binding.  In- 
cluding the  1940  unexpended  balance  for  such  purpose,  as  pro- 
poaed by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $46,600,  as  proposed  by  the  House: 
and  provides  $10,000  for  the  purchase  of  passenger  automobiles. 
as  proposed  by  the  House.  Instead  of  $11,500.  as  proposed  by  the 

Senate. 

Public  Library 

On  amendmenU  Nos.  18.  19.  20.  21.  22.  and  23:  Appropriates 
$435  380  for  salaries,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  $434,780. 
as  proposed  by  the  House;  $25,000  for  stocking  the  new  Southwest 
Branch  Library.  Instead  of  $30,000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate; 
$17  500  for  binding,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  Instead  of  820.000. 
as  proposed  bv  the  Senate:  and  $11,000  for  furniture  and  equipment 
for  the  new  Southwest  Branch,  as  proposed  by  the  House.  Instead 
of  $12,000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Sevoers 
On  amendments  Nos.  25.  26.  27.  and  28:  Appropriates  $275,000 
for  assessment  and  permit  work,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  Instead 
of  $300,000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate:  provides  $12,000  for  mosquito 
control.  Including  the  purchase  of  two  motortrucks,  Instead  of 
$11,000,  including  the  purchase  of  two  motorcycles,  as  proposed  by 
the  House;  and  eliminates  the  provision  of  the  Senate  for  the 
purchase  of  a  site  for  a  new  Incinerator. 

£/ecfncol  department 
On  amendments  Nos.  29  and  30:  Appropriates  $97,780  for  personal 
services,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  Instead  of  $97,180.  as  proposed 
by  the  House;  and  $35,700  for  suppUes,  Instead  of  $34,700.  as  pro- 
posed by  the  House,  and  $36,700  as  propoaed  by  the  Senate. 

Public  Schools 
On  amendments  Nos.  31  and  32:  Appropriates  $704,550  for  ad- 
ministrative and  supervisory  officers,  instead  of  $706,950.  as  pro- 
posed by  the  House  and  $710,950  as  proj)osed  by  the  Senate;  elim- 
inates the  proposal  of  the  House  providing  $5,600  for  an  assistant 
superintendent  in  charge  of  recreational  activities;  provides  an 
assistant  principal  for  the  WUson  Senior  High  School  at  $3,200  per 
ann\im  and  eliminates  $6,400  for  two  vocational  guidance  directors. 
On  amendment  No.  33:  Appropriates  $192,340  for  personal  serv- 
ices, as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $191,560.  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

On  amendment  No.  35:  Restores  the  provision  of  the  Hotise  with 
reference  to  the  limitation  on  salaries  of  librarians. 

On  amendment  No.  37:  Appropriates  $550  for  lecttires  on  the  ef- 
fect of  alcohol  and  narcotics,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  38  and  39:  Inserts  provisions  of  the  House 
with  respect  to  the  expenditure  of  funds  for  vocational  training, 
instead  of  the  proposal  of  the  Senate  governing  such  expenditures. 
On  amendmenU  Nos.  40  and  41:  Provides  for  the  operation  of 
community  center,  playground  and  other  recreational  activities  im- 
der  the  supervision  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia and  the  board  of  education,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  in- 
stead of  the  board  of  education,  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

On  amendment  No.  42:  Appropriates  $981,385  for  ctistodlal  per- 
sonnel for  school  buUdlngs.  Instead  of  $981,145.  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  and  $983  885.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendmenU  Nos.  43,  44,  45.  46.  47,  48.  49.  60,  and  61,  con- 
cerning miscellaneous  Items  for  supplies  and  equipment:  Appro- 
priates $4,000  for  maintenance  of  schools  for  crippled  children,  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  and  $16X)00  for  transportaUon.  instead  of 
$15  000  as  proposed  by  the  Houae.  and  $17,060.  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate-  provides  $70,675  for  materials  used  In  manual  and  voca- 
tional training,  instead  of  $70,800.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  al- 
lows $300,000  for  fuel,  Ught.  and  power,  as  proposed  by  the  Hotise. 
instead  of  $305  000,  as  piopoaed  by  tbe  Senate:  $160,387  for  contin- 
gent expenses.  Instead  of  $166,000.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and 
•166  776.  as  propoaed  by  the  Senata;  930iMl  tot  furniture  for  new 
building*,  instead  of  taweOO.  ••  proposed  by  the  House,  and  aaiS,- 
M«  MproposMl  by  the  Senata:  •193,000  for  tottbook*.  instead  of 
•190.000.  as  propoaed  by  the  Botise,  and  •107,470,  as  proposed  by 
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the  Senate:  and  appropriates  $466,586  for  repairs  to  buildings,  aa 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  52:  Strikes  out  the  provision  of  the  House 
prohibiting  free  Instruction  of  pupUs  who  dwell  outside  the  District. 

On  amendments  Nos.  54,  66.  66.  67,  68.  69.  60.  61.  62.  63.  64.  65, 
and  66.  relating  to  the  construction  of  school  buUdlngs  and  the 
purchase  of  sites:  Increases  the  contract  authorization  for  the 
Syphax  School  from  $190,000  to  $216,000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate: 
strikes  out  the  provisions  of  the  House  and  the  Senate  with  refer- 
ence to  a  new  Abbot  Vocational  School,  the  Senate  provUlons  for 
plans  and  spcclflcatlons  for  a  new  Wilson  Teachers  College  and  an 
elementary  school  to  replace  the  Morse  and  Twining  Schools,  in- 
cfudlng  the  purchase  of  a  site  for  the  latter,  and  Inserts  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Senate  appropriating  $10,600  for  plans  and  specifica- 
tions fcr  a  new  building  to  replace  the  Cranch.  Tyler,  and  Van  Ness 
Schools,  and  $125,000  for  purchase  of  a  site  therefor,  and  $10,600 
for  plans  and  specifications  for  a  new  building  to  replace  the  Brent* 
Dent.  Lenox,  and  French  Schools,  and  •65,000  for  purchase  of  » 

site  therefor. 

Metropolitan  Police 

On  amendments  Nos.  67,  C8,  C9.  70,  71,  and  72:  Apprcprlatea 
•2  948  505  for  pay  of  officers  and  members  of  the  Metropolitan  PoUca 
force,  instead  of  $2  924.280.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  $2,964,665. 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  which  wlU  provide  15  additional  mcm- 
bcis  of  the  force;  provides  additional  funds  under  the  Items  "Con- 
tingent expetwes"  and  "Uniforms"  for  such  new  members,  appro- 
priates $161,986  for  personal  services  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
instead  of  6148.146.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  allows  $17,000  for 
a  new  cell  block  in  No.  13  Precinct  Station,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  Instead  of  $16,000,  as  proposed  by  the  Hotise. 

Fire  Department 
On  amendments  Nos.  73.  74,  75,  and  76:  Appropriates  $13,600  for 
hose.  Instead  of  $12,000,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  $13,000.  aa 
proposed  by  the  Senate;  $20,600  for  fuel  and  $20,000  for  contingent 
expenses,  as  proposed  by  the  House.  Instead  of  $21,750  and  $21,000, 
respectively,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  $51,750  for  replacement 
of  apparatus,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  $44,750,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  House. 

Health  Department  . 
On  amendments  Nos.  77.  79,  80,  and  83 :  AUows  Increases  totaling 
$3,840  for  Increases  due  to  reaUocation  of  personnel,  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  78:  Appropriates  $409,060  for  medical  services. 
Instead  of  $399,870.  as  propoaed  by  the  House,  and  $430,000,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  81  and  82 :  Appropriates  $23,000  for  furnish- 
ing and  equipping  the  Southwest  Health  Center,  and  Includes  $4,500 
for  Installation  of  an  elevator,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  84:  Appropriates  $213,000  for  maintenance 
of  the  tuberculosis  sanatoria.  Instead  of  $212,000.  as  proposed  by 
the  House,  and  $214,000,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  85.  88.  87.  and  88.  relating  to  OalUnger 
Hospital:  Appropriates  $687,840  for  personal  services.  Instead  of 
$675,000,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  $713,160,  es  proposed  by 
the  Senate;  provides  $292,000  for  maintenance,  Instead  cf  $291,000, 
as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  $293,000,  as  proposed  by  the  Sen- 
ate: and  allows  $23,000.  Including  $8,000  for  an  elevator  for  crlp- 
pled-chlldren's  biilldlng,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Public  welfare 
On  amendments  Nos.  89,  90.  91.  and  92:   Appropriates  $316,000 
for   board  and  care  of  chUdren.   including   the  operation   of   two 
faster  homes,  and  provides  $39,000  for  operation  of  the  receiving 
home,  aU  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

On  amendments  Nos.  94.  95,  and  96,  relating  to  the  District  Jail: 
Appropriates  $104,940  for  personal  services.  Instead  of  $101,580.  aa 
proposed  by  the  Hotise.  and  $114,120,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate: 
and  provides  $44,000  to  complete  an  addition  to  the  Jail  under  a 
contract  authorizaUon  of  $294,000.  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

On  amendmenta  Nos.  97,  98.  and  99.  relating  to  the  workhouse 
and  reformatory:  Appropriates  $557,760  for  personal  services,  in- 
stead of  $547,680.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  $565,840.  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate;  provides  $480,000  for  maintenance  of  the 
institution;  and  inserts  the  proposal  of  the  Senate  to  appropriate 
$25,000  for  construction  of  a  bakery. 

On  amendments  Nos.  100,  101,  and  102.  relating  to  the  National 
Training  School  for  Girls:  Strikes  out  the  projxjsal  of  the  House 
to  provide  for  a  superintendent  at  $3,800  per  annum,  and  elimi- 
nates Increases  of  the  Hotise  to  provide  additional  funds  fo* 
operation  of  the  institution. 

On  amendments  Nos.  103  and  104,  relating  to  the  District  Train- 
ing School:  Eliminates  the  proposal  of  the  Senate  to  provide 
$2  000  for  a  parole  officer,  and  appropriates  $107,500  for  personal 
services.  Instead  of  $105,000.  as  proposed  by  the  Houae  and  $110,- 
000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  106.  106.  107.  and  108.  reUtlng  to  the 
Indtistrlal  Home  School  for  Colored  Children  and  the  Industrial 
Home  School:  Appropriates  an  additional  sum  of  •520  for  reallo- 
cation of  positions  at  these  institutions,  as  proposed  by  tbe  Sen- 

*  On  amendmenta  Noa.  100,  110.  111.  113.  113.  114.  116.  116.  117. 
and  118,  relating  to  public  assistance  in  the  District  of  Columbia: 
Appropriates  •OOOXMO  for  general  relief  purposes,  as  proposed  by 
the  House,  in*te$d  of  $lfiO0jOO0,  es  proposed  by  the  Senate,  strlkee 
out  a  provlsioa  for  tlM  "food  stamp  program"  otmtalned  in  the 
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The  SPEAKER.    The  queitlon  i«  on  the  motion  to  recede 
and  concur  with  an  amendment. 
The  motion  wa$  agreed  to. 
The  SPSAKEH.    The  Clerk  will  report  tbe  aext  amend- 


Mr.  STEFAN.  Powerful  Influencei  In  Maryland  and  Vir- 
ginia are  able  to  save  taxes  and  put  thoce  taxei  on  the  baclu 
of  the  taxpayers  of  thi$  town.  Not  only  that,  but  you  people 
from  Pennaylvanla.  from  Nebrartca.  from  South  Dakota,  and 
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HHIU«*»1V\»       >«■ 


>Mw»w    w>     lu    >Mu  k    i|win»ii    vu*    rvvcut 


m    BiKH    ii/tabrH.v    »ur    iiuv 


7612 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  5 


WnuitB  Mil:  IfM^rts  tb*  propoMl  of  tto*  iMMt*  for  dlstrlbtttkm  of 


r»lirf  milli.  »pproprl«i««'|dfa,ftOO  for  old-Mf  aMWiMW.  tswUMi  of 
WnMO,  M  pcMowd  «»y  th«  Houm.  umI  Ammmw.  m  propoMd  br 
tiM  ■— f;  MM  allow*  tflCOOO  for  pMulon*  for  tho  tUMdy  MumI, 


tneludltiff  an  inerwM*  in  th«  oiontblr  aRKmntt  wtoleb  naj  b« 
Mid  to  well  ptrnom  from  |M  to  MO,  aa  propoaad  bf  tha  ScoaU. 

On  »m«rmim«nt  No  119;  Provldaa  for  tha  uaa  of  apoaaor'a  eoO' 
tributiuii  fundi*  for  r*crt>«iion.  iroeatlonal  tralnlnf,  and  hlntorieal 
f  aofilii  ftnd  •HmtDatM  (h«>  propoaal  of  tha  •anata  to  Biaka  ttiah 
llBMki  avalUbIt  for  art,  mtMio,  arul  wrttarT  projaota. 

On  amandsu'rit  No  190:  Raatoraa  tha  provlalon  of  tha  Houaa 
provuUnff  $15jOOO  for  adtieatkm  of  bandlcappad  chlldran, 

Ob  amf-ndnianto  Noa.  131,  133,  and  133;  Olarlflaa  languaga  with 
fsfofaae*  to  tha  appropriation  for  tha  Flertnoa  Crlttanton  Boma, 
m  propoaad  by  the  Sanata. 

On  amendment  No.  134:  Inereaaaa  from  t300  to  (500  the  amount 
which  may  be  advancad  for  use  In  tha  deportation  of  nonraaldant 
ln«ane,  aa  ptopoaad  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendmenta  Nos  13fi  and  130  tn  connection  with  tha  mllttla: 
Provldaa  additional  funda  for  realloeatlona.  aa  propoaed  by  tha 
Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  137:  Provides  for  the  salary  (tS.SOO)  of  the 
coordinator  of  recreational  activities  In  the  office  of  National  Capital 
Parks,  as  propoaed  by  the  Senate. 

Oiuoline  tax  fund 

On  amendmenU  Noa.  138.  130.  130.  131.  133.  135.  and  137:  Appro- 
prlatea  $300  additional  for  reallocations  In  the  Department  of  Ve- 
hicles and  Traffic  and  $1,380  for  such  purpose  In  the  Highway  De- 
partment, provides  for  the  payment  for  printing,  binding,  and  other 
mlBceI2aneou8  expenses  of  the  Highway  Department  from  the  gaso- 
line-tax fund,  and  appropriates  an  additional  $6,600  for  street  pav- 
ing, all  as  propoaed  by  the  Senate;  provides  $4,275  additional  under 
the  appropriation  for  police  traffic  control  for  additional  members 
of  the  police  force:  and  restores  the  provision  in  the  House  bill  pro- 
hibiting the  use  of  funds  for  operation  of  a  testing  laboratory  of 
the  Highway  Department. 

"Water  service 

On  amendmenU  Nos.  138.  140.  141.  142.  143.  and  144:  Appropriates 
•M3.350  for  operation  of  the  Washington  Aqueduct,  as  propc«ed  by 
the  Senate.  Instead  of  $485,350,  as  propo.sed  by  the  House;  provides 
1100  additional  for  reallocations  in  the  revenue,  inspection  and  dis- 
tribution branches,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate:  allows  $343,685  for 
maintenance  of  the  Water  Department  distribution  system.  Instead 
of  $340,000.  as  propoaed  by  the  House  and  $347370.  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate:  appropriates  $260,000  for  extension  of  the  Water  De- 
partment distribution  system,  instead  of  $250,000.  as  proposed  by 
the  House,  and  $370,000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  and  provides 
$250,000  for  the  construction  of  a  trunk-line  water  main,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate. 

MiaceHanecma 

On  amendment  No.  145:  Strikes  out  the  propoaal  of  the  Senate 
for  a  5-year  capital-improvement  program  to  be  prepared  by  the 
Oommlasloners  of  the  District  of  Coliunbla. 

On  amendment  No.  146:  Corrects  a  section  number. 

Amendments  in  diaagreement 

The  committee  of  conference  report  In  disagreement  the  follow- 
ing amendments: 

Amendment  No.  34,  relating  to  preparation  of  plans  for  an  extensi- 
ble library  building. 

Amendments  Nos.  34  and  36,   relating  to  the  appropriation  for 

teachers  and  librarians,  including  Instructors  In  automobile  driving. 

Amendment  No.  53.  relating  to  admission  to  the  public  schools 

of  children  of  officers  and  men  In  the  military  services  without 

payment  of  tuition. 

Amendment  No.  03.  appropriating  funds  for  the  preparation  of 
plans  for  a  new  receiving  home. 

Amendment  No.  133,  providing  for  plans  and  construction  ci  an 
imderpass  at  Scott  Circle. 

Amendment  No.  134.  relating  to  an  appropriation  for  the  prepa- 
ration of  plans  for  a  grade  separation  structure  at  Fourteenth 
Street  and  Maine  Avenue  SW. 

Amendment  No.  136.  directing  the  Commissioners  to  make  an 
"off  street"  sxa-vey  to  determine  a  program  for  providing  parking 
faculties. 

Amendment  No.  130,  appropriating  funds  for  the  development  of 
a  plan  to  Instire  an  adequate  future  water  supply. 

li.  F.  Caldwslx^ 
Obobcb  H.  Mahok. 
Emmkt  O'Nkal. 
Louis  C.  BABAtrr. 
John    M.    Houston, 
Kau.  Stxtan, 
(Szcept  as  to  amendment  No.  53), 

Peamcis  Casx, 
(Except  as  to  amendment  No.  52) . 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  very  briefly,  the  District  of 
Columbia  appropriation  bill  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30. 1941,  as  passed  by  the  House  totaled  $48^91.717.  a  decrease 
of  $1317.701  from  the  Budget  estimates.    The  bill  as  passed 


br  the  8enAt«  totaled  |49,697J90.  an  Increaie  of  ll.40«,723 
over  the  Houie  bill.  The  tottl  of  the  bill  m  sfreed  upon  tn 
conference  la  $48,765,080,  a  reduction  of  $032J10  in  the 
amount  of  the  Senate  bUl  and  an  Increase  of  $473  J63  in  the 
amount  of  the  biU  ae  paaaed  by  the  House.  It  if  $844J3S  leaa 
than  the  Budget  estlmatee. 

Mr.  speaker.  I  move  the  prevloue  queetlon  on  the  adoption 
of  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  8TEPAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  conference  report  cornea 
with  some  dlsaireement,  and  I  would  like  a  little  Ume  to  dis- 
cuss one  amendment. 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  If  the  gentleman  will  withhold  that  until 
we  reach  the  appropriate  amendment. 

Mr.  STEFAN.    CerUlnly. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  con- 
ference report. 

The  coiiference  report  was  agreed  to. 

COKMimES  ON  MZUTAKT  UTkXMB 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  may  sit  during  the  session  of 
the  House  tomorrow  afternoon. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

Tliere  was  no  objection.  I ' 

DISTRICT   or    COLUMBIA    APPROPRIATION    BILL.    1 04 1— COHFCTENC» 

REPORT 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  first  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  34:  Page  8,  line  6,  after  the  figures  "$200,000". 
Insert  the  following:  "Provided,  That  the  unexpended  balances  of 
the  amounts  made  available  by  the  District  of  Columbia  Appro- 
priation Act,  1940,  for  the  preparation  of  plans  and  specincations 
for  this  building  shall  remain  available  for  the  same  purposes  and 
under  the  same  conditions  and  limitations  until  June  30.   1941." 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ate No.  24  and  concur  therein. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

Tlie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  34:  Page  23.  line  17,  strike  out  "$7,330,194"  and 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "$7,358,594." 

Mr.  CALDWELL.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Caldwell  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  34,  and  agree  to  the  same 
with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  stmi  Inserted  by  said 
amendment  insert  "$7,334,194." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

The  Cleik  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  36:  Page  24.  line  1,  after  the  word  'Xlbrary", 
Insert  the  following:  ""That  the  Board  of  Education  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized to  appoint  three  additional  teachers,  class  2-A,  for  in- 
struction In  automobUe  driving  at  a  beginning  salary  of  $2  000 
each." 

Mr.  CALDWELL.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Calowkll  moves  that  the  Rouse  racede  from  Its  disagreement 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  38,  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  line  2  of  said  amendment  strike  out 
the  word  "three"  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "two." 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  amendment  will  pro- 
vide two  additional  instructors  in  automobile  driving  in  the 
public-school  system.  Under  the  agreement  of  the  conferees, 
one  of  these  instructors  is  provided  for  duty  in  one  of  the 
senior  high  schools  in  divisions  1  to  9  and  the  other  will  be 
employed  in  the  vocational  schools,  divisions  10  to  13. 
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The  8PEAXCER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  recede 
and  concur  with  an  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment m  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amaodment  No.  B3:  Paga  it.  aftar  Ifnt  9.  tntart  tha  following! 

"Tha  children  of  offlews  and  man  of  tb«  UnJtad  futaa  Army.  Havy, 
•nd  Marina  Curpa,  and  chlldran  of  otbar  amployaaa  of  tha  United 
SUtaa  ktatlonad  ouuida  tha  Diatrlet  of  Columbia  •Itall  ba  admitted 
to  the  public  aebooUSlrttbout  payment  of  tuition." 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  I  Mr.  STtfAW). 

Mr.  STEPAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  amendmenta  Nos,  52  and  63 
the  mcmbere  of  the  minority,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota,  and  myself  are  in  disagreement  for  the 
rea.son  that  this  particular  item  means  approximately  $250.- 

000  annually  which  the  taxpayers  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  the  taxpayers  of  your  State  and  mine  are  forced  to  pay 
for  free  tuition  for  students  who  come  here  from  the  sur- 
rounding States.  Originally  your  committee  placed  in  the 
bill  the  following  amendment,  and  I  wish  you  would  listen 
carefully  as  I  read  it.  for  it  was  designed  to  protect  your  tax- 
payers as  well  as  the  taxpayers  of  the  District  of  Columbia: 

No  part  of  the  appropriations  herein  made  for  the  public  schools 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  used  for  the  free  Instruction  of 
pupils  who  dwell  outside  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  that  this 
limitation  shall  not  apply  to  pupUs  who  are  enrolled  in  the  schools 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  on  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act. 

The  Senate  struck  out  that  provision  and  inserted  in  its 
place  this  language: 

Chlld<-en  of  officers  and  men  of  the  United  States  Army.  Navy,  and 
Marine  Corps,  and  children  of  other  employees  of  the  United  States 
stationed  outside  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  admitted  to 
the  public  schools  without  payment  of  tuition. 

We  are  not  opposed  to  children  of  service  people  getting 
free  tuiUon,  but  we  are  not  agreed  to  striking  out  any  of  the 
language  which  the  House  committee  put  in  the  bill  eliminat- 
ing free  tuition  for  the  pupils  who  live  in  surrounding  States. 

1  feel  that  this  is  imporUnt  enough  to  put  the  House  on  record 
in  order  that  the  taxpcyers  in  the  various  States  may  know 
that  their  interests  are  being  safeguarded  in  this  bill.  We 
cannot  vote  on  amendment  No.  52.  but  we  can  vote  against 
the  amendment  No.  53  to  show  how  the  House  feels  about  it. 

In  the  Senate  increases  were  made  in  practically  every  item. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  wUl  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  STEPAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Do  I  understand  that  the  amend- 
ment to  which  the  gentleman  is  directing  his  remarks  would 
permit  children  of  residents  of  Maryland  and  Virginia  who 
contribute  nothing  toward  the  support  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia to  send  their  children  to  schools  within  the  District  of 
Columbia  without  paying  any  tuition  at  all? 

Mr.  STEFAN.  The  gentleman  struck  the  nail  right  on  the 
head.  That  is  exactly  what  it  would  do.  The  people  of 
Maryland  and  Virginia  send  their  children  to  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  force  the  taxpayers  of  the  District  to  pay  taxes 
which  these  residents  of  Maryland  and  Virginia  should  pay. 

Mr.  RICH.    WlU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEFAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  Fuithcr  commenting  in  regard  to  what  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  stated,  those  Government  em- 
ployees come  to  the  District  and  have  a  salary  paid  them 
every  2  weeks  by  the  Federal  Ciovernment.  Tliey  are  not 
being  taxed  because  they  have  a  job  here  ha  the  District. 
They  go  to  Maryland  and  Virginia  to  live  and  they  have  less 
taxes.  They  want  their  children  to  come  to  the  District  and 
have  the  taxpayers  of  your  district  and  my  district  and  the 
district  of  every  Member  of  Congress  clear  back  as  far  as  CaU- 
fornia  pay  the  bills  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  so  far  as  its 
schools  are  concerned,  so  that  they  can  get  the  benefit.  Why, 
there  is  nothing  sound  or  just  in  it. 


Mr.  STEFAN.  Powerful  Influences  in  Maryland  and  Vir- 
ginia are  able  to  save  taxes  and  put  those  taxes  on  the  backs 
of  the  taxpayers  of  this  town.  Not  only  that,  but  you  people 
from  Pennsylvania,  from  Nebraska,  from  South  Dakota,  and 
all  over  the  United  States  contribute  to  these  taxes  and  thest 
nearby  States  proflt  from  it.  Zt  U  a  discrimination  against 
your  States  and  mine  in  favor  of  two  States. 

Mr,  RICK.  I  want  to  congratulate  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska  and  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  for  objecting 
to  an  amendment  of  this  kind.  X  cannot  see  why  the  con- 
ferees agreed  to  any  such  arrangement. 

Mr,  STEFAN,    The  minority  did  not  agree  to  that  Item. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  majority  of  the  conferees  agreed  or  It 
would  not  be  here, 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  PORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEFAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  PORD.  The  gentleman  is  congnizant  of 
the  fact  that  other  States  and  other  counties  outside  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  pay  as  much  as  $55.80  a  thousand.  Chicago 
is  paying  $91.11  a  thousand.  The  District  of  Columbia  Is 
paying  $17.50  a  thousand.  It  looks  to  me  like  they  are  asking 
these  other  States  to  carry  the  burden  here  when  they  have 
ample  funds  to  take  care  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  If  you  want  to  go  to  Maryland  or  Virginia, 
you  have  to  pay  a  tuition.  Why  should  2  States  of  the  48 
States  of  the  Union  have  a  special  privilege  of  getting  free 
tuition? 

Mr.  LEXAND  M.  FORD.  It  has  the  effect  of  reducing  taxes 
In  other  communities,  and  they  are  paying  more  taxes  as  a 
whole. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Your  taxpayers  are  pajing  for  free  tuition 
of  a  small  group  of  people  from  two  States.  You  give  them 
special  privileges  because  they  live  closer  to  our  Capital  than 
do  the  people  in  your  own  State. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  That  is  exactly  the  point;  but  I 
make  the  further  point  that  the  taxes  elsewhere  are  heavy. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Is  it  possible  in  the  gentleman's 
State  or  in  any  other  State  of  the  Union  for  the  parent  of  a 
child  to  send  his  child  to  a  public  school  outside  his  own 
district  without  contributing  something? 

Mr.  STEFAN.    No;  you  have  to  pay  for  them. 

Mr.  BLAND.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEFAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Is  it  not  a  fact  this  covers  largely  employees 
of  the  Government  in  Washington  who  cannot  find  any  place 

here  to  live? 

Mr.  STEFAN.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
that  the  superintendent  of  schools  told  us  In  the  testimony 
in  the  hearings  that  we  are  giving  free  tuition  here  for  people 
from  your  State;  the  taxpayers  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
are  paying  for  your  State  and  the  other  surrounding  States 
around  $250,000  a  year  in  free  tuition. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Are  not  those  people  sending  their  children 
to  the  schools  over  there? 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  want  to  say  that  these  States  are  trying 
to  keep  from  paying  school  taxes  in  their  own  States  at  the 
expense  of  District  taxpayers  and  taxpayers  of  my  State  and 
the  other  States  of  the  Union.  There  is  no  reason  for  this 
special  privilege  except  powerful  nearby  States'  influence. 
This  is  not  the  only  special  privilege  these  States  get  here. 

Mr.  RICH.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman  this  question:  Can 
any  children  in  any  township  in  Virginia  go  to  the  city 
schools  in  any  city  of  Virginia  without  paying  a  tax  in  that 
city  for  the  children  that  come  out  of  the  township? 

Mr.  BLAND.    As  far  as  I  know  they  cannot. 

Mr.  RICH.  They  cannot  do  It  in  your  State  or  In  any 
other  State;  yet  you  want  them  to  come  to  the  District  of 
Columbia  where  the  taxpayers  back  in  my  State  pay  for 
educating  the  children  of  the  nearby  States  of  Virginia  and 
Maryland.    It  is  not  right. 

Mr.  BLAND.  The  employees  of  the  Government  go  to  my 
State  to  live. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEFAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Maryland. 


7614 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  5 


1940 


ICr.  COI£  of  Maryland.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  is 
familiar  with  the  fact  that  within  a  few  miles  of  the  District 
is  the  University  of  Maryland,  where  many  boys  and  girls 
from  the  District  are  educated.  They  are  privileged  to  enter 
our  university  at  below  the  nonresident  tuition  fee,  which 
more  than  offsets  the  criticism  we  hear  from  some  Members, 
session  after  session,  to  the  effect  that  Maryland  children 
should  be  barred  from  the  District  schools  because  of  the 
expense. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  That  matter  has  come  up  in  committee  and 
taken  into  consideration. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  I  am  glad  the  conferees  agreed  to 
the  Senate  amendment  and  that  the  privilege  of  Maryland 
children  attending  schools  in  the  District  of  Columbia  remains 
as  It  has  heretofore.  This  I  know  is  particularly  pleasing 
to  my  colleagues  the  gentlemen  from  Maryland,  Congressmen 
Byrow  and  Sasscir,  representing  the  counties  of  Maryland 
adjacent  to  the  District,  because  they  have  worked  so  hard  to 
bring  this  about. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  It  has  been  brought  up.  but  if  the  gentle- 
man will  go  and  read  the  hearings  and  the  bill  he  will  find 
that  the  people  of  Maryland  and  Virginia  come  to  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  and  get  free  hospitalization,  free  charity, 
and  free  tuition.  They  are  coming  here  by  the  hundreds 
from  nearby  States  and  not  only  get  most  of  the  good  Jobs  but 
much  of  the  other  benefits  provided  in  the  Nation's  Capital. 

Mr,  COLE  of  Maryland.  I  am  referring  to  the  school 
situation. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  And  the  taxpayers  of  this  town  and  my 
State  pay  for  that  and  many  other  Items  Including  schools. 
It  is  all  too  significant  the  valiant  fight  the  Representatives 
from  Maryland  and  Virginia  are  now  putting  up  on  this  floor 
to  save  this  free  education  which  the  people  of  this  District 
and  the  people  in  the  other  States  of  the  Union  must  pay. 
The  gentlemen  from  these  sxirrounding  States  are  great 
fighters  to  preserve  for  their  own  States  these  special  privi- 
leges. We  all  know  that  efforts  to  stop  the  special  privileges 
for  Maryland  and  Virginia  have  come  up  in  this  House  many 
times  in  the  past.  It  has  always  been  blocked  by  the  Repre- 
sentatives from  those  States.  Maryland  and  Virginia  tax- 
payers can  thank  their  Representatives  for  saving  them 
many  thousands  of  dollars  which  they  should  rightfully  have 
been  pasring  all  of  these  years.  All  we  can  do  here  is  to 
continue  to  protest  and  let  our  own  taxpayers  know  what 
is  going  on. 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  amendment  No.  52.  which 
requires  the  payment  of  tuition,  was  stricken  out  in  the 
Senate  and  has  been  agreed  to  in  the  conference  report. 

The  amendment  which  Is  now  before  the  House  is  amend- 
ment No.  53.  which  relates  to  the  children  of  officers  and 
men  of  the  United  States  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps. 
Actually,  every  member  of  the  House  Subcommittee  on  Dis- 
trict Appropriations  agrees  with  the  position  taken  by  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska.  We  feel  that  it  is  an  imposition 
upon  this  District  for  the  children  from  without  the  District 
to  come  into  these  schools  without  the  payment  of  tuition. 
However,  it  was  not  possible  to  reach  an  agreement  at  this 
time  on  that  amendment.  We  have  recommended  that  a 
careful  study  continue  to  be  made,  and  we  hope  that  the 
House  will  Insist  upon  its  position  in  the  future. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  a  vote  on  the  motion. 

The  SPEAKER  The  question  ts  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  norlda  (Mr.  Caudwxll]  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Stktan)  there  were — ayes  32.  noes  35. 

Mr.  CALDWELL.    ISi.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  vote  on 
the  ground  that  a  quonmi  is  not  present. 
\The  SPEAKER.    Evidently  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

T^e  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
will  notify  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken:  and  there  were — ye&s  271,  nays 
111.  not  yoUng  48,  as  follows: 
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Allen.  La. 

Allen.  Pa. 

Anderson.  CalU. 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Angell 

Arnold 

Ball 

Barnes 

Barry 

Barton.  N.T. 

Bates.  Ky. 

Beam 

Beckwortlx 

Bell 

Bland 

Bloom 

Boehne 

Boland 

Bolton 

Boren 

Boykin 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Brooks 

Brown.  Oa. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Bryson 

Bvickler.  Minn. 

Bijckley.  N.  T. 

Bulwlnkle 

Burch 

Byms,  Tean. 

Byron 

Caldwell 

Camp 

Cannon.  Pla. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Carlaon 

Cartwrlght 

Casey.  Mass. 

Celler 

Chapman 

Claypool 

Cochran 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Cole.  Md. 

Colmer 

Connery 

Cooper 

Coetello 

Courtney 

Cravens 

CroMer 

Crowe 

Culkln 

Cullen 

D'Alesandro 

Darden.  Va. 

Davis 

Delaney 

De'mpaey 

DeRouen 

Dicksteln 

Dies 

Dlngell 

Dlrksen 

Disney 

Dough  ton 


Doxey 

Drewry 

Duncan 

Dunn 

Durham 

Eaton 

Eberharter 

Edelsteln 

Edmlston 

Elliott 

Ellis 

Evans 

J'ay 

Fenton 

Ferguson 

Femar.dez 

Fitzpatrtck 

Flannagan 

Flannery 

Fy>rd.  Leland  U. 

Ford.  Miss. 

Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Pries 

Fulmer 

Garrett 

Gartner 

Oathings 

Gavagan 

Oearhart 

Geyer,  Calif.. 

Gore  ' 

Goflsctt 

Graham 

Grant.  Ala. 

Grant.  Ind. 

Green 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Gross 

HaU.  Edwin  A. 

Hare 

Harrington 

Hart 

Barter.  Ohio 

Havenner 

Hawks 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennlngs 

Hlnshaw 

Hobbs 

Hook 

Horton 

Houston 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jacobeen 

Jennings 

Johns 


Johnson .  Luther  A .  Parsons 

John.son.  Okla.       Patman 

Johnson.  W.  Va 

Jones.  Tex. 

Jonkman 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

KeUer 


Kelly 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy,  Md. 

Kennedy.  Michael 

Keogh 

Kllday 

Klrwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Kocialkowsld 

Kramer 

Lanham 

Larrabee 

Lea 

Leavy 

Leslnski 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McAndrew* 

McArdle 

McCormack 

MeOehee 

McGranery 

McK^ugh 

McLaughlin 

McLeod 

McMillan,  Clara 

McMillan.  John  L 

Maas 

Maclejewskl 

Magnuaon 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Marcantonlo 

Marshall 

Martin,  ni. 

Martin.  Iowa 

Massingale 

May 

Mills.  Ark. 

Mills.  La. 

Mitchell 

Moser 

Mott 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Murdock.  Utah 

Myers 

Nelson 

Nichols 

NorreU 

Norton 

O'Brien 

O'Connor 

OT)ay 

OTieary 

Oliver 

Osmers 

OToole 

Pace 


Polk 

Powers 

Ratiaut 

Ramspeck 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Raybum 

Roece.  Tenn. 

Rees.  Kans. 

Richards 

Robertson 

Robliison.  Utah 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Romjue 

Rutherford 

8a  bath 

Sacks 

Sandager 

Sasscer 

Satterfleld 

Schwert 

Scnigham 

Seger 

Sheppard 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith,  m. 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith.  Wa?h. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Snyder 

Somers.  N.  T. 

South 

Sparkman 


Patton 
Pearson 
Peterson.  Fla. 
Peterson.  Oa. 
Pfelfer 
Poage 


NAYS— 111 


Alexander 

Allen,  ni. 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Andrew  en.  A.  H. 

Andrews 

Arends 

Austin 

Bates.  Mass. 

Bender 

Blackney 

Bolles 

Brewster 

Case.  8.  Dak. 

Chlperfleld 

Church 

Claaon 

Clevenger 

Cluett 

Cole.  N  T. 

Corbett 

Crawford 

Crowther 

Curtis 

Dltter 

Dondero 

Douglas 

Dworahak 

Baton 


Bngel 

Englebrlght 

Fish 

Gamble 

Oehrmann 

Gerlach 

Gibbs 

Glfford 

Gilchrist 

Gillie 

Goodwin 

Guycr.  Kana. 

Gwynne 

Ha!l,  Leonard  W. 

Halleck 

Hancock 

Harness 

Harter.  N.  T. 

Hartley 


Hoffman 
Holmes 
Hope 
Jarrett 
Jeffries 
Jenkins.  Ohio 
Jenks.  N.  H. 
Jensen 


Johnson,  HI. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Kean 

Kllbum 

Klnzer 

Knutson 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

Landls 

LeCompte 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Luce 

McGregor 

McLean 

Martin.  Maaa. 

Mason 

Mlchener 

MUler 

Monklewlcz 

M\mdt 

Murray 

Plttenger 

Reed.  Dl. 

Reed.  N.  T. 

Rich 

Robelon.  Ky. 

Rockefeller 


SoIIlvan 

Sumner.  111. 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Sutphin 

Sweeney 

Tarver 

Tenerowlcs 

Terry 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Thomason 

Tolan 

Vinson.  Oa. 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

Welch 

West 

Whelchel 

Whlttlngton 

Williams.  Mo. 

Winter 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Wolverton.N.  J. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Woodrum.  Va. 

Toungdahl 


Rodgers.  Pa. 
Rogers.  Masa. 
Routzohn 
Schafer,  Wis. 


Secrest 

Short 

Bimpaon 

Smith.  Ohio 

^jrlnger 

Staten 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Thill 

Thorkelson 

Tibbott 

Tinkham 

Tread  way 

VanZandt 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Wadsworth 

Wheat 

Wlgglesworth 

WUllams,  DsA. 

Wolcott 


NOT  VOTING— 48 

Cummlngs 

Man<:fleld 

Darrow 

Merrltt 

Faddls 

Monroney 

Flaherty 

Mouton 

Polger 

ONeal 

Hill 

Patrick 

Jarman 

Pierce 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Plumley 

Kee 

Risk 

Kerr 

Ryan 

Lemke 

Schaefer.ni 

McDoweU 

Schuetz 

Schulte 
Shafer.  Mich. 
Shanley 
Shannon 
Sheridan 
Starnes.  Ala. 
Stearns.  N.  H. 
Taylor 
White,  Idaho 
White.  Ohio 
Wood 
Zimmerman 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 


Barden.  N.  C. 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Buck 

Burdick 

Burgln 

Byrne.  N.  T<, 

Carter 

CTark 

Collins 

Cooley 

Cox 

Creal 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  annoimced  the  following  pairs: 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Cox  with  Mr.  Plumley. 

Mr.  Polger  with  Mr    McE>oweU. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Cooley  with  Mr.  Carter. 

Mr    SUrnes  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Stearns  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Barden  of  North  Carolina  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  O'Neal  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Collins  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Mansfield  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  Burdick. 

Mr.  Patrick  with  Mr.  Faddls. 

Mr.  Buck  with  Mr.  Schuetz. 

Mr.  Kee  with  Mr.  Shanley. 

Mr.  Mouton  with  Mr.  Creal. 

Mr.  Flaherty  with  Mr.  Lyndon  B.  .Johnson. 

Mr.  Schulte  with  Mr.  Wood. 

Mr.  Merrltt  with  Mr.  Cummlngs. 

Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Schaefer  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Monroney  with  Mr.  Burgln. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr.  Sheridan. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  HUl. 

Mr.  Van  Zandt  changed  his  vote  from  "yea"  to  "nay." 

Mr.  PuLMER  changed  his  vote  from  "nay"  to  "yea." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  98:  On  page  51,  after  line  21.  insert  the  follow- 
ing: 

"Ftor  the  preparation  of  plans  for  a  new  building  for  the  reception 
and  detention  of  children,  to  be  located  on  land  owned  by  the 
District  of  Columbia  In  square  2885,  $3,675." 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No  133:  On  page  77.  after  line  24,  Insert  the 
following:  "Provided  further.  That  not  exceeding  $15,000  of  the 
foregoing  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  preparation  of 
plans,  working  drawings,  and  specifications  for  the  construction 
of  An  underpass  at  Scott  Circle.  Including  necessary  changes  In 
surface  and  underground  structures  within  public  property  areas 
now  occupied  by  roadways,  sidewalks,  walkways,  parking,  and 
park  reservations:  Provided  further.  That  upon  the  completion 
and  approval  of  such  plana  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  the  said  Commissioners  are  authorized  to  submit 
the  project  as  a  Federal-aid  highway  project  to  the  Public  Roads 
Administration  under  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Aid  Highway 
Act  of  June  8,  1938  (52  Stat.  633),  and  upon  approval  of  such 
project  by  the  Public  Roads  Administration  the  Commissioners 
are  authorized  to  construct  such  underpass  and  perform  such 
necessary  incidental  work  and  pay  the  cost  thereof  from  the 
appropriation  contained  in  this  act  for  Federal-aid  highway 
projects  and  the  DlsUlcfs  allocation  of  funds  by  the  Public 
Roads  Administration  authorized  by  the  said  Federal  Aid  High- 
way Act:  Provided  further.  That  the  necessary  transfer  of  Juris- 
diction of  public  land  and  the  relocation  of  monuments  is  au- 
thorized and  directed  under  the  provisions  of  the  Land  Transfer 
Act  of  May  20.  1932  (47  Stat.  161):  And  provided  further.  That 
the  Commissioners  are  authorized  to  employ  necessary  engineer- 
ing and  other  professional  services,  by  contract  or  otherwise, 
without  reference  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (41 
U.  8.  C.  5).  the  Classification  Act  of  1923.  as  amended,  and 
civil-service  requirements." 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an 
amendment. 


Mr.  Caldwell  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  133.  and  agree  to  the 
same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  line  10  of  said  amend- 
ment, after  the  word  "Columbia".  Insert  a  conuna  and  the  fol- 
lowing: "The  National  Capital  Park  and  Planning  Commission 
and  the  Fine  Arts  Commission." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  134:  On  page  79,  after  line  16.  Insert  the  fol- 
lowing : 

"The  unexpended  balance  of  the  appropriation  of  $25,000  con- 
tained In  the  District  of  Columbia  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal 
year  1940  for  the  preparation  of  studies,  plans  and  surveys,  esti- 
mates and  Investigation  of  foundation  conditions  for  a  grade  s?pa- 
ratlon  structure  in  the  vicinity  of  F\Durteenth  Street  and  Maine 
Avenue  SW..  Is  hereby  continued  available  for  the  same  purposes 
during  the  fiscal  year  1941." 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  136:  On  page  82.  after  line  14,  Insert  the  fol- 
lowing : 

"The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  In  connection 
with  the  highway  plrnnlng  survey  now  In  progress  as  a  cooperative 
project  with  the  Public  Roads  Administration,  are  directed  to  make 
a  thorough  study  to  determine  the  most  feasible  program  for  pro- 
viding parking  facilities,  other  than  the  public  streets,  for  motor 
vehicles  In  the  District  of  Columbia.  Such  study  shall  be  made 
with  a  view  to  determining,  among  other  things,  the  type  or  types 
and  the  quantity  of  such  facilities  which  should  be  provided,  the 
proper  location  and  the  probable  cost  of  such  facilities,  and  the 
appropriate  method  of  financing  the  cost  of  such  facilities.  The 
Commissioners  shall  make  a  report  to  the  Congress  of  the  results 
of  their  study,  together  with  their  recommendations,  at  the  earliest 
practicable  date." 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  139:  On  page  85.  after  line  24,  Insert  the  fol- 
lowing: 

"For  the  development  of  a  plan  to  insure  an  adequate  future 
water  supply  for  the  District  of  Columbia.  Including  engineering 
and  other  professional  services  by  contract  or  otherwise,  without 
reference  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  the  Classification 
Act  of  1923.  as  amended,  or  the  civil -service  requirements.  $20,000. 
to  continue  available  until  June  30,  1942." 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  the 
votes  by  which  the  several  motions  were  agreed  to  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

MILITARY     AND     NAVAL     ESTABLISHMENTS     OF     GOVERNMENTS     OF 

AMERICAN   REPUBLICS 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res. 
367)  to  authorize  the  SecreUries  of  War  and  of  the  Navy  to 
assist  the  governments  of  American  republics  to  increase 
their  military  and  naval  establishments,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, With  Senate  amendments  thereto,  and  consider  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  3.  line  7,  after  "States".  Insert:  "And  provided  further. 
That  no  contract  shall  be  entered  Into  under  the  terms  of  this 
Joint  resolution  which  shall  Interfere  with  or  delay  the  United 
States  In  the  full  use  of  its  shipyards,  arsenals,  munition  plants, 
and  other  equipment  for  Its  own  purposes." 

Page  5.  after  line  13.  Insert: 

"Sec.  6.  The  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
shall  In  all  contracts  or  agreements  for  the  sale  of  such  materiel 
fully  protect  the  rights  of  all  citizens  of  the  United  States  who 
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have  patent  rights  In  and  to  any  auch  materiel  which  la  hereby 
auihorlzed  to  tx  sold  and  the  funds  collected  for  royalties  on  such 
pat«nta  shall  be  paid  to  the  owners  and  holders  of  such  patents." 
ihkge  5.  line  14,  strike  out  "C"  and  Insert  ••7." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  fMr.  Pish]. 

Mr  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  help 
the  American  republics  and  to  promote  their  military  £uid 
naval  establishments  through  the  purchase  of  war  material 
from  our  Government-owned  factories,  arsenals,  and  ship- 
yards. 

My  only  objection  to  the  bill  Is  that  It  does  not  go  far 
enough.  There  is  nothing  in  the  bill  about  the  purchase  or 
acquisition  of  Government  airplanes.  I  believe  every  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  wants  to  help  the  Latin -American  countries 
to  have  better  and  more  powerful  air  forces.  My  suggestion, 
and  I  take  this  medium  of  expressing  It  to  the  House,  is  merely 
that  we  give  to  the  Latin-American  republics  our  outmoded 
airplanes,  our  old  airplanes,  and  that  in  return  for  them  we 
ask  the  Central  and  South  American  nations  to  give  us  the 
use  of  airports  or  air  bases  in  these  countries  in  order  to  have 
a  imiform  and  united  defense  of  the  entire  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. 

I  hope,  therefore,  that  our  Government  will — if  it  has  the 
right,  or,  If  not,  ask  for  proper  legislation — give  these  nations 
to  the  south  of  us  our  older  airplanes  so  that  these  countries 
can  use  them  for  training  purposes  in  order  to  develop  their 
air  forces.  We  ask  no  money  in  return.  These  airplanes 
should  Xx  gifts  to  those  nations.  All  we  ask  in  return  is  air 
fields  and  air  bases  in  those  countries  so  that  in  case  of  emer- 
gency they  can  be  used  by  our  air  force  in  a  united  defense 
of  the  Western  Hemisphere  and  the  American  republics. 
—  Mr.  Speaker,  this  suggestion  does  not  originate  with  me. 
It  came  from  Colonel  Lindbergh  in  his  speech  over  the  radio 
a  short  time  ago.  He  stated  that  we  should  not  fear  any 
Immediate  attack  by  airplanes  from  any  European  source, 
because  no  airplane  had  yet  l>een  invented  that  could  fly  from 
a  base  in  Europe,  come  over  here,  and  drop  bombs  and  get 
back  to  its  b&se;  that  if  there  Is  any  reason  for  fear  of  air- 
plane attack  from  foreign  foes.  It  would  come  first  against 
Latin  America.  an(jLwe  ought  to  take  steps  at  once  to  sectire 
air  bases  there.      J 

Therefore  I  suggest,  following  this  bill  and  as  a  complement 
to  it,  that  we  ought  to  turn  over  our  older  airplanes  to  the 
Latin  American  republics  that  want  them  and  in  return  get 
air  bases  from  them;  and.  further,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to 
point  out  In  answer  to  certain  well-meaning  gentlemen  who 
evidently  do  not  know  much  about  international  law,  certain 
Members  of  the  House  and  the  Senate  who  have  proposed 
that  we  turn  over  the  airplanes  and  war  materiel  owned  by 
our  Government  to  certain  European  nations,  that  this  is  a 
complete  and  utter  violation  of  the  recognized  principles  of 
international  law.  And.  moreover,  we  have  agreed  to  the 
sixth  article  of  the  Hague  Convention  of  1907,  that  specifi- 
cally stated  that — 

The  supply.  In  any  manner,  directly  or  Indirectly,  by  a  neutral 
power  to  •  belligerent  power  of  warships,  ammxmltion.  or  war 
materiel  of  any  kind  whatever  Is  forbidden. 

Both  Germany  and  the  United  States  are  parties  to  that 
Convention.  It  would  therefore  not  only  be  contrary  to  in- 
ternational law,  as  accepted  by  every  nation,  but  a  violation  of 
the  specific  wording  of  the  Hague  Convention  of  1907.  and 
would  be  tantamount  to  an  act  of  war  if  we  sold  our  Gov- 
ernment-owned planes  to  any  belligerent  nation,  but  it  would 
not  be  if  we  sold  them  to  the  nonbelligerent  nations  in  Latin 
America.     I  Applause.  1 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  conctir 
In  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


EXTENSION  or  REIXARKS 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  on 
the  Hatch  bill  and  include  therein  a  minority  report  on  that 
biU. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CALENDAR   WEDNESDAY 

The  SPEAKER.  This  is  Calendar  Wednesday.  The  Clerk 
will  call  the  committees. 

Mrs.  NORTON  (when  the  Committee  on  Labor  was  called). 
Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Labor.  I  call 
up  Ssnate  joint  resolution  (S  J.  Res.  59)  authorizing  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  to  collect  information  as  to  amount 
and  value  of  all  goods  produced  in  State  and  Federal  prisons, 
and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  Joint  resolution,  as  follows: 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  59 

Resolved,  etc..  That  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  information  to 
the  Congress  regarding  the  amount  of  goods  produced  In  State  and 
Federal  prisons,  the  Biireau  of  Labor  Statistics  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Labor  is  authorized  and  directed  to  collect  informa- 
tion concerning  the  amount  and  value  of  all  goods  produced  In 
State  and  Federal  prisons,  showing  separately  the  amount  and  value 
of  goods  produced  under  the  State-use,  State-account,  contract, 
and  piece-price  systems. 

For  the  purpose  of  making  this  study,  there  Is  hereby  authorized 
to  be  appropriated,  from  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  the  sum  of  $20,000.  The  Commissioner  of  Labor  Sta- 
tistics Is  directed  to  submit  the  report  to  the  Congress  on  or  before 
May  1,  1940. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  7.  strike  out  the  word  "amount"  and  Insert  "char- 
acter, kind,  type,  amotint." 

Mr.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  joint  resolution  be  considered  In  the  House  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  completes  the  business 
of  the  Committee  on  Labor  for  today. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  call  the  next  committee. 

Mr.  LESINSKI  (when  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 
I   was  called).    Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  bill  (H.  R.  7731)  to 
j   provide  for  the  burial  and  funeral  expenses  of  deceased  vet- 
erans of  the  Regular  Establishment  who  were  discharged  for 
disability  incurred  in  the  service  in  line  of  duty. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph  n  at 
Veterans  Regulations  No.  »  (a),  as  amended.  Is  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

■'II.  Where  an  honorably  discharged  veteran  of  any  war.  or  a  vet- 
eran of  any  war  In  receipt  of  pension  or  compensation,  or  a  veteran 
discharged  from  the  Army.  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  for 
disability  Incurred  in  line  of  duty,  dies  after  discharge,  the  Admin- 
istrator, m  his  discretion  and  with  due  regard  to  the  circumstances 
In  each  case,  shall  pay.  for  burial  and  funeral  expenses  and  trans- 
portation of  the  body  (Including  preparation  of  the  body)  to  the 
place  of  burial,  a  sum  not  exceeding  $100  to  cover  such  items  and 
to  be  paid  to  such  person  or  persons  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
Administrator." 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

In  line  6.  page  1.  Insert  a  conrnia  after  the  word  "war." 

In  line  7,  page  1,  strike  out  the  first  word  "or"  and  Insert  • 
comma  after  the  word  "compensation." 

In  line  8.  page  1,  strike  out  the  word  "or." 

On  page  2.  after  line  1.  Insert  "or  a  veteran  of  the  Army,  Navy. 
Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  In  receipt  of  pension  for  service- 
connected  disability." 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  may  be  considered  in  the  House  as  in  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  sind  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  to  provide  for 
the  burial  and  funeral  expenses  of  deceased  veterans  of  the 
Regular  Establishment  who  were  discharged  for  disability 
Incurred  in  the  service  in  line  of  duty,  or  in  receipt  of  pension 
for  service-connected  disability." 

INCREASE  OF  PENSIONS  TO  DEPENDENTS   OF  VETERANS   OF   REGULAR 

ESTABLISHMENT 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  bill  (H.  R.  8243) 
to  provide  increases  of  pension  payable  to  veterans  of  the 
Regular  Establishment,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  bill  be  considered  in  the  House  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  calls  up 
the  bill,  H.  R.  8243.  and  asks  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill 
be  considered  in  the  House  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
The  Clerk  will  report  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enaetcd,  etc..  That  paragraph  in  of  part  II  of  Veterans 
Regulations  No.  1  (•),  as  amended.  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"HI.  The  surviving  widow,  child,  or  children,  and  /or  dependent 
mother  or  father  of  any  deceased  person  who  died  as  a  result  of 
injury  or  disease  Incurred  to  or  aggravated  by  active  military  or 
naval  service  as  provided  for  In  part  II,  paragraph  I  hereof,  as 
amended,  and  persons  entitled  to  pension  under  the  provisions  of 
the  general  pension  law  for  death  resulting  from  service  prior  to 
April  21,  1898.  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  pension  at  the  monthly 
rates  specified  next  below: 

"Widow,  age  under  50  years.  $38;  widow,  age  50  years  or  over,  $45; 
widow  with  one  child.  «10  additional  for  such  child  up  to  10  years 
of  age.  Increased  to  $15  from  age  10  (with  $8  for  c^ch  additional 
child  up  to  10  years  of  age.  Increased  to  $13  from  age  10)  (subject 
to  apportionment  regulations);  no  widow  but  one  child.  $20;  no 
widow  but  two  children,  $33  (equally  divided);  no  widow  but 
three  children,  $46  (equally  divided)  (with  $8  for  each  additional 
child  total  amount  to  be  equally  divided);  dependent  mother 
or  father.  $45  (or  both)  $25  each.  As  to  the  widow,  child,  or  chil- 
dren, the  total  comijensatlon  payable  under  this  section  shaU  not 
exceed  183." 

Sec.  2.  The  pension  or  Increase  of  pension  herein  authorized  shall 
commence  at  the  rates  herein  provided  on  the  date  of  receipt  of 
application  therefor  In  the  Veterans'  Administration  or  the  day  fol- 
lowing the  death  of  the  veteran  If  such  claim  Is  fUed  within  1  year 
after  the  date  of  death  of  such  veteran,  but  In  no  event  prior  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act:  Provided.  That  notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  any  other  Act.  all  pensions  which  may  be  granted 
under  the  general  pension  law  In  consequence  of  death  occurring 
from  a  cause  which  originated  to  the  service  since  the  4th  day  of 
March  1861.  shall  be  effective  as  of  the  day  following  the  date  of 
death  of  the  veteran  If  claim  Is  filed  within  1  year  after  the  death 
of  such  veteran,  or  otherwise  from  the  date  of  the  application. 

Sec.  3.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  not  t>e  construed  so  as 
to  terminate  or  reduce  any  pension  heretofore  granted,  or  to  deny 
the  Increased  rates  as  provided  In  this  act  to  those  whose  names 
are  on  the  pension  roll  under  the  general  law  at  the  effective  date 
of  this  act,  or  deny  any  right,  privilege,  or  benefit  conferred  by  any 
pension  law  now  In  effect,  except  as  to  the  effective  date  of  com- 
mencement as  provided  to  section  2  of  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  2  Itoe  16.  strike  out  the  word  "compensation"  and  insert 
"pension",  and  to  Itoe  17.  strike  out  the  word  "section"  and  Insert 
"paragraph." 

Page  2.  line  18,  strike  out  aU  of  section  2  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
the  following: 

"Sec.  2.  As  to  persons  now  on  the  pension  rolls  or  who  are  in  re- 
ceipt of  or  applicants  for  pension  under  laws  In  force  prior  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  the  pension  or  Increase  of  pension  at 
the  rates  herein  authorUed  shall  commence  on  the  first  day  of  the 
month  following  the  month  In  which  this  act  Is  enacted  if  claim 
therefor  Is  filed  in  the  Veterans'  Administration  within  1  year  from 
the  date  of  this  enactment;  otherwise  the  date  of  filing  applica- 
tion therefor  In  the  Veterans'  Administration;  and  as  to  persons 
not  now  on  the  rolls  or  not  to  receipt  of  pension  or  who  do  not  have 


an  application  pending,  pension  at  the  rates  herein  provided  shall 
commence  the  day  foUowlng  the  date  of  death  of  the  veteran  If 
claim  is  filed  within  1  year  following  the  date  of  death:  otherwise 
the  date  of  filing  application  in  the  Veterans'  Administration: 
Provided,  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  act,  all 
pensions  which  may  be  granted  under  the  general  pension  law 
either  to  consequence  of  claims  pending  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act  or  claims  filed  theresifter  in  consequence  of  death  oc- 
curring from  a  cause  which  originated  to  the  service  since  the  4th 
day  of  March  1861.  shall  be  effective  as  of  the  day  followtog  the 
date  of  death  of  the  veteran  if  claim  is  filed  within  1  year  after 
the  death  of  such  veteran,  or  otherwise  from  the  date  of  receipt 
of  the  application:  Provided  further.  That  the  rates  of  pension 
herein  authorized  shall  not  be  awarded  for  any  period  prior  to  the 
first  day  of  the  month  following  the  month  of  enactment  of  this 
act." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  com- 
mittee amendments. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  recogni- 
tion on  this  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  is  recog- 
nized for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  take  this 
time  in  order  to  make  a  brief  explanation  of  the  bill.  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  House  should  be  asked  to  pass  any  bill 
without  an  explanation  of  its  provisions.  This  bill  is  a 
service-disability  and  disease  pension  bill.  It  is  one  of  the 
most  meritorious  measures  which  has  been  reported  during 
my  12  years'  service  as  a  Member  of  Congress.  The  bill 
merely  extends  to  the  widows,  orphans,  and  dependents  of 
members  of  the  Regular  Establishments  who  were  killed  in 
line  of  duty  or  died  of  disability  or  disease  contracted  in  line 
of  duty  the  same  rate  of  pensions  which  are  payable  to  World 
War  widows,  orphans,  and  dependents. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Yes. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Does  that  mean  that  if  a  regular,  peace- 
time soldier  dies,  his  widow  is  given  a  pension? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Yes;  if  the  death  or  con- 
tributing cause  of  death  is  the  result  of  service.  Under 
existing  law  if  a  member  of  the  Regular  Establishment  dies 
in  line  of  duty,  is  killed  in  an  airplane  crash,  or  a  sub- 
marine disaster,  or  otherwise,  and  leaves  a  widow,  that 
widow  can  receive  only  $22  per  month  pension.  This  bill 
would  grant  that  widow  a  monthly  pension  of  $38.  which  is 
equivalent  to  the  pension  which  a  widow  of  a  World  War 
veteran  would  receive  in  case  the  disability  or  disease  which 
caused  or  contributed  to  his  death  was  service  connected. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Then  it  applies  to  the  pension  laws  for 
widows  of  peacetime  soldiers  the  same  as  it  does  to  the 
widows  of  wartime  soldiers? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  That  is  true,  provided  the  veteran  is 
killed  in  line  of  duty. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Does  it  mean  where  the  veteran  must 
die  from  causes  which  are  traceable  to  his  peacetime  serv- 
ice? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    Both.     It  must  be  a  service-connected 

disability. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  And  in  order  to  service  con- 
nect a  disability  or  disease  under  the  general  law  which  is 
applicable  to  nonwar  service  we  do  not  have  the  liberal  pro- 
vision of  presumption  which  is  appLcable  to  service-connect- 
ing war-service  cases. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  There  has  alwajrs  been  a  distinction 
between  pension  legislation  affecting  peacetime  soldiers  and 
wartime  soldiers,  and  we  must  be  careful  to  distinguish 
when  we  liberalize  pensions  for  peacetime  or  professional 
soldiers  and  their  dependents. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  The  distinction  Is  there.  It  must  be  dis- 
ability incurred  in  service  or  death.  In  other  words,  where 
anyone  is  killed  in  an  airplane  crash  or  in  a  submarine 
disaster  his  widow  is  entitled  to  the  same  pension  as  the 
widow  of  a  World  War  veteran. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Has  any  estimate  been  made  as  to  what 
this  will  cost  the  Federal  Government? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Yes.  The  Veterans*  Admin- 
istration estimate  is  $2,709,000  a  year.  That  will  be  paid 
to  widows,  orphans,  and  dependents  of  men  who  served  in 
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the  Regular  Establishments  under  the  Stars  and  Stripes  and 
were  killed  In  line  of  duty  or  died  of  service-incurred  dls- 
-  abilities  or  diseases.  This  bill  will  remove  an  inequality  of 
the  existing  laws.  Under  the  so-called  Rankin  amendment 
to  the  World  War  Veterans'  Act.  a  man  who  had  90  days' 
service  in  a  camp  who  has  a  service  disability  of  only  1  per- 
cent might  be  run  over  and  killed  by  a  streetcar  15  years 
after  his  discharge  and  his  widow  will  receive  $30  a  month 
pen^iion.  while  under  the  existing  general  pension  law,  which 
Is  applicable  to  members  of  the  Regular  Establishment,  the 
Widow  of  a  Regular  killed  in  line  of  duty  in  an  airplane  crash 
or  submarine  accident  today  would  receive  but  $22  a  month. 

I  believe  that  this  is  the  most  meritorious  pension  bill 
recommended  by  any  committee  of  Congress.  This  bill  was 
reported  by  our  committee  with  a  unanimous  vote,  and  I  hop>e 
that  It  will  pass  the  House  unanimously. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.) 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  srield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pena^ylvania  I  Mr.  Van  ZandtL 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  in  support  of  the  bill 
now  under  consideration  because  of  the  fact  it  recognizes  the 
dependent  father,  mother,  widow,  and  orphans  of  deceased 
members  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  better  known 
•s  peacetime  veterans  whose  death  resulted  from  disabilities 
directly  connected  v.ith  the  service. 

This  bill  should  not  be  classified  as  a  pension  bill,  as  it 
rightfully  is.  but  as  a  bill  that  pays  compensation  to  the  de- 
pendents of  commissioned  and  enlisted  personnel  of  our 
armed  forces.  In  other  words,  this  bill  simply  pays  com- 
pensation to  these  peacetime  veterans  and  recognizes  them  as 
employees  of  the  Federal  Government,  the  same  as  a  Gov- 
ernment department  worker.  As  an  illustration,  let  us  make 
a  comparison  between  a  member  of  the  Civilian  Conservation 
Corps  and  a  member  of  our  armed  forces.  A  C.  C.  C.  enrollee 
meets  his  death  while  engaged  in  the  Government  service. 
Immediately  the  United  States  Employees'  Compensation 
Commission  com?s  forth  and  provides  for  the  dependents  of 
the  deceased  C.  C.  C.  enrollee  approximately  $60  monthly. 
On  the  other  hand,  let  us  consider  the  case  of  Mrs.  W.  A. 
Moffctt,  widow  of  the  late  Admiral  W.  A.  Moffett.  who  was 
killed  when  the  U.  S.  S.  Akron  crashed  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
aome  few  years  ago.  Under  existing  laws  Mrs.  Moffett  re- 
ceives $22  monthly,  whereas  if  this  bill  becomes  a  law  her 
monthly  check. will  be  increased  to  $38. 

Mr.  MICHFNER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  MICHFNER.  How  does  the  compensation  compare 
under  the  ccmpensation  law  to  which  the  gentleman  refers, 
and  this  pension  proposal? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  If  my  memory  serves  me  correctly. 
United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Conunission  pays  to 
the  widow  of  the  deceased  member  of  the  C.  C.  C.  appioxi- 
matc^ly  $60  a  month. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  That  is  based.  Is  it  not,  upon  depend- 
ents— others  than  Just  a  widow? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman  Is  correct.  The  needs 
of  the  dependents  are  taken  into  consideration. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Now.  that  woman  had  five  children. 
There  was  a  widow  and  five  children  and  they  receive  $63 
a  month  compensation  as  deisendents.  If  there  is  Just  a 
widow  and  no  children,  under  this  bill  how  much  will  be  ipaid. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Thirty-eight  dollars  a  month.  If  they 
are  over  50  years  of  age  it  will  be  $45  a  month,  and  with 
one  child.  $10  additional. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  am  heartily  In  favor  of  proper  com- 
pensation, but  in  these  times  we  must  be  very  careful  about 
doing  things  without  careful  consideration.  This  is  going 
to  add  over  $2,000,000  to  the  annual  pay  roll.  It  is  going 
to  pick  out  another  group  of  beneficiaries — peacetime  bene- 
ficiaries. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  In  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan, it  is  imderstood  that  when  a  sroung  man  joins  the  Army, 
Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  he  is  entitled  to  being  properly  cared 
for  should  be  be  disabled. 


In  the  event  of  his  death  due  to  his  service.  It  is  likewise 
understood  his  dependents  will  receive  adequate  benefits. 
Let  me  repeat  again,  under  the  existing  law  these  dependents 
receive  a  mere  $22  monthly,  while.  If  this  will  become  a  law, 
this  amount  will  be  increased  to  $38. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  President  believes  that  war  appears  to  be  Just  around 
the  comer,  does  not  the  gentleman  think  that  the  passage 
of  this  bill  is  in  the  interest  of  national  defense?  It  will 
increase  the  efficiency  at  the  Army  and  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps  personnel  when  they  realize  that  should  they  be  called 
to  meet  their  Saviour  face  to  face,  their  widows  and  chil- 
dren and  other  dependents  will  at  least  have  sufficient  funds 
to  provide  food,  clothing,  and  reasonable  shelter? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  Is  cor- 
rect. This  is  a  contribution  to  the  defenses  of  our  country. 
Every  father  or  mother  who  sends  forth  his  son  and  evei-y 
woman  who  sends  her  husband,  should  that  son  or  husliand 
become  disabled  or  die  as  the  result  of  a  disability,  that 
father  or  mother,  if  dependent,  and  the  wife  of  the  soldier 
will  receive  what  we  call  adequate  monthly  compensation 
from  the  Federal  Government. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  note  that  all  of  those  who 
have  spoken  on  this  bill  emphasize  persons  who  are  killed 
In  airplanes  and  submarines.  This  bill  does  not  simply 
appJy  to  persons  killed  or  injured  In  the  service,  does  it? 

Mr.  LESJNSKI.  Not  only  that,  he  must  have  a  service- 
connected  disability. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    Does  it  include  all  diseases? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    No;    service -connected  disability. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    Well,  I  mean  diseases. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Whatever  service-connected  disability 
there  is  would  qualify  him. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  If  a  member  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  contracts  pneumonia  or  T.  B. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  And  dies,  naturally  he  is  entitled  to 
pension. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Or  If  he  dies  after  he  leaves 
the  service  and  it  could  be  traced  to  this  disease  his  widow 
would  still  come  in  under  this  bill. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  So  it  includes  diseases  as 
well  as  traumatic  injuries  received  in  line  of  duty,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    That  Is  true. 

Mr.  BALL.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BALL.  I  understand  this  applies  to  the  personnef  of 
the  Coast  Guard  also. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  It  Includes  the  Coast  Guard  and  also  the 
marines. 

Mr.  BALL.  I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan,  who  raised  the  question  as  to  peacetime  ver- 
sus wartime  soldiers  and  sailors,  that  the  Coast  Guard  is  ever 
on  duty  in  time  of  peace  as  in  time  of  war.  There  is  never  a 
time  when  it  is  not  on  duty. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Yes;  but  do  they  not  come  In  under 
compensation;  are  they  not  already  taken  care  of  in  other 
wasrs? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    This  bill  takes  care  of  all  private  estab- 
lishments that  do  not  come  under  compensation;  and  the 
private  establishments  are  the  Army.  Navy,  Coast  Guard 
and  Marine  Corps. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  do  not  want  to  be  in  the  position  of 
opposing  this  bill,  because  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  Pen- 
sion Committee  and  am  not  entirely  familiar  with  the  bill. 
The  genUeman  from  Pennsylvania,  when  It  comes  to  vet- 
eran matters,  whether  it  be  peacetime  or  wartime,  has  a 
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heart  that  Is  bigger  than  the  United  States  Treasury,  and 
we  have  to  make  allowances  for  that.  I  am  not  a  member 
of  the  committee  and  do  not  know  anything  about  the  de- 
tails; but.  after  all,  if  there  ever  was  a  time  when  the  great- 
est care  should  be  exercised  In  authorizing  new  expenditures, 
it  is  now.  when  our  national-defense  needs  are  so  great. 
With  the  present  deficit  In  the  Federal  Treasury  we  should 
be  thinking  of  the  present  and  the  future,  more  than  voting 
for  some  of  the  things  that  may  be  nice  and  pleasant  and 
proper  If  we  could  afford  them. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    We  are  attempting  to  do  Just  that. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  of  which  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Michigan  is  chairman,  in  1  hour  tabled 
bills  which  would  have  cost  a  hundred  or  more  million  dol- 
lars annually? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  The  committee  tabled  bills  nmning  any- 
where from  $5,000,000  to  $20,000,000. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man srleld? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  What  percentage  of  the  com- 
mittee voted  for  the  bill? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    It  was  reported  out  unanimously. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Then  it  seems  to  me  there 
should  be  no  objection  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  BOLLES.    Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    I  yield. 

Mr  BOLLES.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  if  he  realizes  the  long  time  that  was  expended  by 
this  committee  on  this  biU  in  the  first  place,  and  in  the 
second  place  that  this  committee  has  gone  through  this  and 
carefully  weeded  out  hundreds  of  bills  that  would  have  taken 
a  lot  of  money  out  of  the  Treasiur. 

I  have  voted  against  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  of 
appropriations  In  this  House,  but  I  do  not  want  to  begin 
with  economy  when  it  comes  to  the  effort  to  do  Justice  to 
a  particular  branch  of  the  service  of  the  United  SUtes. 
This  Is  no  time  to  begin  to  economize.  We  ought  to  have 
begun  It  at  some  other  time  on  some  other  measures  which 
have  floated  vast  sums  of  money  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the 

United  States.  ,. .  _ 

As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  I  am 

for  this  bill. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  gentleman  says  this  is  no  time  to 
begin  to  economize.  We  should  have  commenced  this 
economy  business  years  ago.  but  we  did  not.  Is  that,  there- 
lore,  any  reason  why  we  should  not  begin  to  economize  now 
if  economy  is  justified  and  necessary? 

Mr    BOLLES.    But  it  is  not  justified  now. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    If  it  is  not  Justified,  that  is  something 

else.  ,  ,„   .. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 

gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGE2iS  of  Massachusetts.  Is  it  not  true  that  this 
Is  the  lowest  compensation  or  pension  paid  to  any  group  or 
any  department  of  the  Government  service? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    This  was  the  lowest;  yes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    And  this  brings  It  up? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    This  brings  it  up  a  little. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Employees'  compensa- 
tion pays  more  than  either  Army  or  Navy  pensions. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    I  wculd  say  about  twice  as  much. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  It  Is  simply  an  effort  to 
do  something  a  Uttle  more  approaching  Justice  to  those 
engaged  in  the  most  hazardous  work  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  LESINSKL    The  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  Is 

CQTTPCt 

Mr.  BALL.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  LESINSKI.    I  yield. 


Mr.  BALL.  I  merely  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  to  the  fact  that  the  Coast  Guard 
are  the  watchdogs  of  the  Treasury  and  that  they  are  never 
at  peace. 

Mr,  MICHENER.  There  Is  no  question  but  what  we  all 
have  the  utmost  respect  for  the  Cosist  Guard.  But  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  bill  should  not  be  based  upon  sentiment. 
We  are  dealing  with  cold  stark  facts.  We  are  dealing  with 
a  Treasury  that  is  $45,000,000,000  worse  off  than  nothing. 
If  we  pass  a  bill  here  today  that  requires  the  payment  of 
another  single  dollar  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  for  the  next  5  years  the  Government  must  go  out  and 
borrow  that  money,  because  no  matter  what  kind  of  tax  bill 
is  proposed,  we  can  not  levy  enough  additional  taxes  to 
balance  the  budget  and  provide  for  national  defense.  We 
must,  therefore,  be  exceptionally  careful  about  adding 
unnecessary,  even  though  desirable  expenses  to  the  Nation's 
budget. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan that  this  committee  was  very  careful,  that  It  tabled 
many  bills,  and  after  careful  consideration  brought  out  this 
measure  imanimously. 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  the  amendment. 

The  previous  question  wsts  ordered. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

PENSIONS    TO    VETERANS    AND    DEPENDENTS    OF   DECEASED    VETERANS 

OF   THE   INDIAN   WARS 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  bill  H.  R.  9149, 
to  amend  the  act  of  March  3.  1927,  entitled  "An  act  granting 
pensions  to  certain  soldiers  who  served  in  the  Indian  wars 
from  1817  to  1898,  and  for  other  purposes."  and  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  this  bill  may  be  considered  in  the  House  as 
in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill 

■nie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ljsinski]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  B«ctlon  1  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1927 
(U.  S.  C.  title  38.  Bee.  381;  44  Stat.  1361).  Is  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  foUows: 

"Section  1.  That  any  person  who  served  30  days  or  more,  or  for 
the  duration  of  one  of  the  campaigns  cited  in  section  1  of  the  act 
of  March  4.  1917,  even  though  such  campaign  was  of  less  than  30 
days'  duration.  In  any  military  organization,  whether  such  person 
was  regularly   mustered   Into  the  service  of  the  United  States  or 
not   but  whose  service  was  under  the  authority  or  by  the  approval 
of  the  United  States  or  any  State  or  Territory  in  any  Indian  war 
or  campaign,  or  In  connection  with,  or  In  the  zone  of.  any  active 
Indian  hostilities  In  any  of  the  States  or  Territories  of  the  United 
States  from  January  1,  1817,  to  December  31,   1898,  Inclusive,  the 
determination  as  to  what  constitutes  the  zone  of  active  Indian 
hostUltles  to  be  made  by  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'   Affairs, 
and  who  Is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  suffering  from  any  mental  or 
physical  dlsabUlty  or  disabilities  of  a  permanent  character  which 
80  Incapacitate  him  for  the  performance  of  manual   labor   as   to 
render  him  unable  to  earn  a  support,  shall,  upon  making  due  proof 
of  the  fact,  according  to  such  rules  and  regxilatlons  as  the  Admin- 
istrator of  Veterans'  Affairs  may  provide,  be  placed  upon  the  pen- 
sion roll  of  the  United  States  and  be  entitled  to  receive  a  pension 
not  exceeding  $60  a  month  and  not  less  than  $20  a  month,  propor- 
tioned to  the  degree  of  Inability  to  earn  a  support,  and  In  deter- 
mining  such    inability   each    and   every    Infirmity    shall    be    duly 
considered   and   the  aggregate   of   the  disabilities   shown   shall   be 
rated,  these  rates  to  be  fixed  as  follows:  $20  a  month  for  one-tenth 
disability    $25  a  month  for  one-fourth  disability,  $35  a  month  for 
one-half  d'sablUty,  $50  a  month  for  three-fourths  dlsabUlty.  and 
$60  a  month  for  total:  Provided,  That  any  such  person  who  has 
reached  the  age  of  62  years  shaU,  upon  making  proof  of  such  fact, 
be  entitled  to  receive  a  pension  of  $30  a  month;  and  in  case  such     . 
person  has  reached  the  age  of  65  years,  $oO  a  month:   Provided 
further.  That  any  such  person  who  Is  now  or  hereafter  may  ber 
come,  on  account  of  age  or  physical  or  mental  disabilities,  helple^ 
or  blind,  or  so  nearly  helpless  or  blind  as  to  need  or  require  the 
regular  aid  and  attendance  of  another  person,  shaU  be  given  a  rate 
of  $100  a   month:    And  provided  further,  That  no  one  while  an 
inmate  of  the  United  States  Soldiers'  Home  or  of  any  National  or 
State  soldiers'  borne,  and  while  the  Ooveimncnt  of  the  UiUted 
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contrttmtea  toward  defrsytng  the  expense  Incurred  In  pro- 
viding SMch  innute  with  domlcllUry  care,  shall  be  paid  more  than 
•50  per  month  linder  this  act." 

Bwc.  a.  Section  4  of  the  act  of  liarc*'  3,  1927  (U.  8.  C.  title  88. 
■ec.  381c:  44  Stat.  1363).  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

•^■c.  4.  The  pension  or  Increased  rate  of  pension  herein  provided 
for  shall  commence  from  the  date  of  flllng  application  therefor 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  In  such  form  as  may  be 
"prescribed  by  the  Admlnlatrator  of  Veterans"  Affairs,  or  the  date  of 
the  Inception  of  the  requisite  condition  as  shown  by  the  evidence, 
whichever  1*  the  later:  Prtjvtded,  That  as  to  veterans  who  here- 
after apply  tor  and  receive  pension  under  the  provisions  of  this 
act.  Increased  pension  by  reason  of  disability  requiring  the  regular 
aid  and  attendance  of  another  person  shall  t>e  effective  as  of  the 
date  of  Inception  of  the  requisite  condition  as  shown  by  the  evi- 
dence, but  not  earlier  than  the  date  of  the  original  application  for 
pension  hereunder." 

8mc  3.  The  act  of  Uarch  3.  1927  (U.  S.  C,  title  38,  sees.  381-381d; 
44  Stat.  1361-1363).  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  a  new  section 
numbered  6  to  read  as  follows: 

-S«c.  6.  The  dependent,  unremarried  widow  of  any  person  who 
rendered  service  as  described  In  section  1  of  this  act.  who  is 
barre<J  from  receiving  pension  because  her  marriage  to  the  vet- 
eran occurred  subsequent  to  Biarch  3.  1917.  but  who  Is  other- 
wise enUUed  to  pension  under  section  2  of  this  act.  shall  be 
entitled  to  pension  in  her  own  right  and  to  the  additional  pen- 
sion provided  for  minor  and  helpless  children  In  said  section  2: 
Provided.  That  she  has  attained  the  age  of  60  years,  was  married 
to  the  veteran  10  or  more  years  prior  to  his  death,  and  lived  with 
him  continuously  from  the  date  of  marriage  to  the  date  of  his 
death,  except  where  there  was  a  separation  which  was  due 
to  or  procured  by  the  veteran  without  the  fault  of  the  widow: 
Provided  further.  That  if  pension  has  been  granted  to  an 
Insane,  idiotic,  or  otherwise  helpless  child  of  the  veteran  or  to  a 
child  or  children  of  the  veteran  under  16  years  of  age,  the  widow 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  pension  authorized  by  this  section  until 
the  pension  to  the  child  or  children  terminates,  unless  such  child  or 
children  be  a  memloer  or  members  of  her  family  and  cared  for  by 
her;  and  when  these  conditions  are  fulfilled  and  the  pension  Is 
granted  to  the  widow,  payment  of  pen-slon  to  such  child  or  children 
shall  cease;  except  that  in  the  event  the  amount  being  paid  to  such 
child  or  children  is  leas  than  the  amount  authorized  to  the  widow 
toy  this  section,  then  the  difference  between  said  amotmts  shall  l>e 
paid  to  the  widow:  Provided  further.  That  any  widow  otherwise 
entitled  to  pension  under  this  act  who  has  attained  or  who  shall 
baroUter  attain  the  age  of  70  years  shall  be  entitled  to  and  paid  a 
pension  at  the  rate  of  MO  per  month:  Provided  further.  That  the 
widow  otherwise  entitled  under  this  act  who  was  the  wife  of  the 
▼eteran  during  the  period  of  his  service  in  an  Indian  war  or  campaign 
shall  be  entitled  to  and  xhall  be  i>aid  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $60 
per  month.  Payment  of  pension  or  increase  of  pension  at  the  rates 
provided  in  this  section  shall  commence  as  provided  in  section  4  of 
this  act.  Pension  and  increase  of  pension  under  this  sftptlon  shall 
not  be  paid  to  the  widow  who  has  remarried  either  once  or  more 
than  once  since  the  death  of  the  veteran  and  upon  the  remarriage 
of  such  a  widow  her  pension  shall  t>e  terminated." 

Sac.  4.  Tbe  act  of  March  3.  1927  (U.  S.  C.  Utle  38.  sees.  381-381d: 
44  Stat.  1361-1363).  Is  hereby  amended  by  adding  a  new  section 
No.  7  to  read  as  foUows: 

"Sac.  7.  Nothlni;  contained  in  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
constrtied  to  discontinue,  diminish,  or  redxx^  any  pension  heretofore 
granted,  nor  to  abridge  or  deny  rights  under  any  law  in  effect  on  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  nor  be  held  to  affect  or  diminish  the 
additional  pension  to  those  on  the  roll  desli^nated  as  tbe  Army  and 
Mavy  liedal  of  Honor  Roll,  as  provided  by  the  act  of  April  27.  1916. 
but  any  pension  or  increase  of  pension  herein  provided  for  shall  be 
in  addition  thereto." 

Sw.  •.  Section  5  of  thf  act  of  Uarch  3.  1927  (U.  S.  C.  title  38.  sec. 
Mid:  44  Stat.  1863).  U  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sbc.  6.  No  agent,  attorney,  or  other  person  shall,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, solicit,  contract  for.  charge,  or  receive  any  fee  or  compensation 
for  preparing  or  saatotlng  in  the  preparation  of  the  necessary  papers 
in  the  sppllcation  to  the  Veterans'  Administration  for  benefits  under 
thts  act  Any  person  who  shall,  directly  or  Indirectly,  solicit,  con- 
tract for,  charge,  or  receive  any  fee  or  compensation  for  such  prep- 
■fation  or  asilstanoe  shall  be  guilty  at  a  misdemeanor,  and  each  and 
•vary  offense  shall  be  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $900  or 
imprisonment  at  hard  labor  for  not  more  than  3  years,  or  by  both 
such  fine  and  imprisonment."  ^ 

Ur.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  aik  the  gentleman 
to  explain  this  bill  before  it  la  acted  upon? 

Mr.  LBSINSKI.  In  reply  to  tbe  gentleman  from  Michigan. 
may  I  (ay  thla  grant*  a  pension  to  certain  soldiers  who  served 
In  tbe  Indian  wars.  Under  the  present  act,  IX  a  certain  sol- 
dier was  on  one  side  of  the  river,  he  Is  not  entitled  to  a 
pension,  although  he  was  a  member  of  a  company  of  soldiers 
who  fought  the  Indians.  However,  if  he  was  on  the  other 
side  of  the  river,  then  he  Is  entitled  to  a  pension.  This  bill 
equalises  them.  It  was  introduced  to  give  discretion  to  the 
Veterans'  Bureau  to  designate  which  soldiers  are  entitled  to 
this  pension. 


Mr.  MICHEn^ER.  Depending  on  which  side  of  the  river 
the  soldier  was  on? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    It  all  depends. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  xve  have  not  been 
fighting  the  Indians  for  a  number  of  years.  How  many 
years? 

Mr.  LESINSKL  And  there  are  not  many  of  those  soldiers 
left,  either. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  How  many  years  since  we  had  any  of 
these  Indian  fights? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.     1898. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    1 3rield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin, 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  will  say  that  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  we  have  seen  many  Indian  fights  during  this 
session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Of  course,  the  gentleman  is  often 
facetious. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  We  have  observed  many 
hard  fights  against  legislation  for  the  benefit  of  needy  Amer- 
ican Indians. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  do  not  want  to  make  this  a  partisan 
issue. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  present  rates  run  from 
$20  to  $55.  and  the  new  rates  nm  from  $20  to  $60.  For 
one-quarter  disability  the  present  rate  is  $20  and  the  new 
rate  will  be  $25.  For  one-half  disability  the  old  rate  is  $35 
and  the  new  rate  will  be  $35.  For  three-quarters  disability 
the  old  rate  is  $45  and  the  new  rate  will  be  $50.  For  total 
disability  the  present  rate  is  $55  and  the  new  rate  is  $60. 
Under  the  old  rate  the  helpless  and  blind  received  $72  and 
under  this  legislation  they  will  receive  $100.  There  are  three 
of  that  tjrpe  who  will  benefit  by  this  legislation. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  How  many  vrill  be  affected  by  the  entire 
act?    What  is  the  estimate  as  to  the  annual  cost? 

Mr.  LESmSKI  Eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  thousand 
dollars. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  If  this  bill  is  enacted  into  law.  it  will 
add  almost  a  million  dollars  annually  to  the  burden  of  our 
Federal  Treasury.  The  Gm-emment  must  borrow  this  money 
to  pay  these  Indian  war  pensions.  Are  there  any  bills 
which  will  be  called  up  today  for  the  relatives  of  those  who 
participated  in  the  Revolutionary  War? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  I  only  remember  one  case,  and  that  grows 
out  of  the  War  of  1812.    It  has  to  do  with  a  dependent  child, 

Mr.  MICHENER.  What  is  the  position  of  the  Admims- 
trator  of  the  Veterans'  Bureau,  who  I  presume  speaks  for  the 
administration? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  This  Wll  was  prepared  by  members  of  the 
Veterans'  Bureau  and  tmder  their  direction. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  notice  to  the  report  fUed  by  the  com- 
mittee that  the  Administrator,  General  Hlnes.  is  imable  to 
approve  of  the  bill.    He  states  among  other  things: 

Advice  has  been  received  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  that  the 
enactment  of  the  proposed  legislation  would  not  be  in  accord  with 
the  program  of  the  President. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  is  bringing  legislation  In 
here  that  is  opposed  to  the  program  of  the  President  in  these 
perilous  days.     How  docs  he  Justify  that? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  can  make  a 
report,  and  we  find  they  always  make  the  same  kind  of  a 
report,  but  it  is  not  always  In  eoalanalty  with  the  Prealdent'f 
wiibet. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin,    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI,    I  yield  to  the  genUcman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  should  not 
be  accused  of  bringing  this  leglslaUon  before  the  House.  The 
gentleman  Is  merely  followtog  the  direction  of  a  unanimous 
▼ote  of  the  members  of  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Peaslons. 
Under  our  Constitution  the  Congress  still  legislates  and  ap- 
propriates, and  not  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  or  any  other 
bureau  of  the  Government.    Is  that  not  a  fact? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.     The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  the  Treasury  Is  nearly 
bankrupt,  let  us  not  practice  all  our  economy  at  the  expense 
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of  the  Nation's  old  and  disabled  war  veterans,  their  widows, 
and  orphans.  Let  us  practice  economy  and  stop  playing 
Santa  Claus  to  people  in  foreign  countries.  Let  us  stop  bring- 
ing billions  of  dollars'  worth  of  their  gold  into  this  country 
and  paying  them  the  New  Deal  inflated  price  of  $35  an  ounce 
iDitead  of  the  normal  pre-New  Deal  value  of  $20.67  an  ounce. 
If  we  do  not  have  enough  money  to  properly  take  care  of 
these  old  and  disabled  veterans  who  fought  to  preserve  this 
Nation.  Iheir  widows,  and  dependents  let  us  repeal  the  New 
Deal  Santa  Claus  bill  under  which  the  Export-Import  Bank 
is  raiding  our  almost  bankrupt  Federal  Treasury  and  hand- 
ing hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  to  people  in  foreign  lands. 
Let  us  also  move  to  collect  more  than  $13,000,000,000  which 
foreign  debt -defaulting  countries  now  owe  our  Federal 
Treasury.  

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  can  agree  with  what  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  says,  still  that  has  not  anything  to  do  with 
this  bill.  If  we  have  not  been  prudent  in  cur  spending  there 
is  no  justification  to  continue  making  the  Federal  deficit 
worse.  In  these  days  of  preparedness  we  are  trying  to  raise 
money,  we  are  going  to  be  selling  bonds  within  the  next  few 
months,  and  we  are  going  to  be  making  a  canvass  of  our  people 
to  raise  money  in  order  to  protect  our  very  national  existence. 

I  cannot  understand  a  committee  that  will  bring  in  unani- 
mously and  attempt  to  justify  a  bill  which  has  the  opposition 
of  the  Budget  authorities,  of  the  administration,  and  of  all 
those  who  are  responsible  for  our  present  financial  condi- 
tion. It  seems  to  me  that  the  gentleman  from  Michigan,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  ma- 
jority, representing  this  great  committee,  should  not  bring 
in  a  bill  of  this  kind  and  ask  us  to  pass  it  in  these  perilous 

times. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Is  there  any  evidence  or  information 
in  the  file  as  to  the  need  of  the  people  who  will  be  benefited 
by  this  bill? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  I  understand  there  is.  During  the  hear- 
ings it  developed  that  these  people  are  in  want.  Tliey  are 
old  people  and,  naturally,  hot  being  able  to  get  additional 
compensation  elsewhere,  they  turned  to  the  committee  for 
this  additional  compensation. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Then  would  not  the  question  be.  From 
what  fund  this  help  is  coming?  In  other  words,  it  is  com- 
ing out  of  the  local  treasuries  of  the  counties  or  the  cities 
where  these  people  live  unless  we  take  it  out  of  the  Federal 

funds? 

Mr,  LESINSKI.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  BOLLES.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wiscon- 
sin. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  to  the  fact  that  practically  all  the  men  who 
will  receive  benefits  under  this  bill  are  from  75  to  90  years 
old.  They  are  not  young  Indian  fighters  as  we  would  know 
them  In  the  days  when  they  fought  Indians, 

I  may  also  ."ay  for  the  benefit  bf  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan that  there  is  no  provision  in  this  bill  benefiting  any  soldier 
of  the  Revolutionary  War  or  any  of  those  who  participated 
with  Andrew  Jackson  in  the  Battle  of  the  Creeks,  or  Richard 
the  Uonhearted  In  the  Crusades,     I  Laughter.  1 

May  I  say  further  that  General  Hlnes  sat  in  on  all  the  con- 
ferences on  this  bill.  The  bill  was  not  written  by  the  com- 
mittee, but  was  written  mostly  In  General  Hlnes'  office, 

Mr  OIFPORD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  want  to  extend  a  word  of  comfort  to 
the  gentleman.  Of  course,  I  want  to  vote  for  this  bill.  The 
gentleman  has  been  harassed  about  the  national  debt.  There 
is  no  national  debt,  because  we  owe  it  to  ourselves,  and  later 
we  are  going  to  tax  ourselves  and  pay  ourselves  a  pension. 
Th«  gentleman  recalls  those  words  recently  pronounced. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 


Mr.  LESINSKI.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Is  it  not  true  that  all  the 
veterans  and  widows  as  a  class  who  would  l>e  benefited  by 
this  bill  are  older  than  the  veterans  of  the  Spanish-Amer- 
ican War  and  their  widows? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Much  older.  The  rates  for  the  widows 
and  dependent  children  are  according  to  the  Civil  War 
rates,  and  for  the  veterans  according  to  the  Spanish  War 
rates. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  This  is  an  attempt,  then,  to 
wipe  out  the  discrimination  against  these  older  veterans  that 
has  existed  for  many  years? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  They  are  on  a  par  with  the  Civil  War  vet- 
erans. ^ 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  average  age  of  the  Civil  War  vet- 
erans tcday  is  95,  and  the  average  age  of  the  Spanish-Ameri- 
can War  veterans  is  67. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reccnsidcr  vf&s  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  concludes  the  business 
of  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

WIDOWS  OF  SPANISH-AMERICAN  WAR  VETERANS 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington  (when  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions was  called) .  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Pensions.  I  call  up  the  biU  (H.  R.  2301)  to  amend 
section  2  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  granting  pensions  and 
increase  of  pensions  to  certain  soldiers  and  sailors  of  the  V/ar 
with  Spain,  the  Philippine  Insurrection,  or  the  China  Relief 
Expedition,  to  certain  maimed  soldiers,  to  certain  widows, 
minor  children,  and  helpless  children  of  such  soldiers  and 
sailors,  and  for  other  purposes",  approved  May  1.  1926. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  very 
important  bill.  I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
bill  be  considered  in  the  House  as  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Rayburn).  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Washington? 

There   being   no   objection,   the   Clerk  read   the    bill,   as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  2  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
granting  pensions  and  Increase  of  pensions  to  certain  soldiers  and 
sailors  of  the  War  with  Spain,  the  Philippine  Imurrcction.  or  the 
China  Relief  Expedition,  to  certain  maimed  soldiers,  to  certain 
widows,  minor  children,  and  helpless  children  of  such  soldiers  and 
sailors,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  May  1,  1926  (Public, 
No.  166,  69th  Cong..  Ist  sees),  wherein  for  pension  purposes  tho 
marriage  date  is  deflned  as  September  1,  1922.  bo,  and  the  eame 
Is  hereby,  amended  by  strllcing  out  the  date  "September  1.  1922." 
and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  tbe  date  "January  1,  1038." 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  comet 
before  the  House  with  a  unanimous  report  of  the  Pensions 
Committee.  It  will  affect  about  2.000  widows  of  Spanish 
War  veterans,  the  average  age  of  whom  Is  61  years,  who  will 
receive  $30  per  month.  The  cost  Is  estimated  at  $739,000  per 
annum,  which  will  gradually  increase.  Hearings  were  held 
and  the  bill  was  very  thoroughly  considered  by  the  committee 
before  It  was  unanimously  reported. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Under  the  present  law.  as  I 
understand,  his  widow  must  have  married  the  Spanish- 
American  War  veteran  before  September  1,  1922,  and  this 
moves  up  the  date  to  January  1,  1938? 
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Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.    Tbe  gentleman  is  correct,  and 

the  average  age  of  widows  of  Spanish  War  veterans  is  61 
years.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Under  the  present  law  no 
widow  of  a  Spanish -American  War  veteran,  linless  she  mar- 
ried him  before  September  21,  1922.  is  entitled  to  a  pension? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  The  gentleman  is  correct,  and 
this  bill  will  include  a  considerable  group  who  have  married 
the  veterans  prior  to  January  I,  1938.  We  have  had  pending 
before  our  committee  approximately  50  or  60  private  bills  for 
the  relief  of  these  widows  who  are  not  eligible  under  present 
law.  I  believe  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  has  introduced 
one  of  those  bills. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.   Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  These  are  very  worthy  cases 
of  widows  who  cannot  qualify  under  the  present  law  and  have 
lived  with  the  veterans  as  their  wives  all  these  shears  and  who 
certainly,  by  every  measure  of  Justice,  should  be  entitled  to 
receive  the  modest  sum  of  $30  per  month. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentudcy.  I  believe  it  is  a  very  meri- 
torious bill,  and  I  am  glad  to  give  it  my  support. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his 
contribution. 

CALL  or  THZ  HOT7SE 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Evidently  a  quorum  is  not 
present, 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a  call  of 
the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll.  aiKl  the  following  Membo^  failed 

to  answer  to  their  names: 

[RoU  No.  143] 

Barden.  N.  C.  Healey  Mouton  Schulte 

Barton.  N.T.  HUl  ONoU  Bbafer.  Mlcb. 

BucU«7.  M.  T.  Jarman  OToole  Sbannon 

Burdick  Jeffrlea  Randolph  Smith.  Dl. 

Burvln  Johnaon.  Lyndon  Recce.  Tenn.  South 

Camp  KaUer  Reed.  N.  Y.  Steams.  N.H. 

Oarrow  Kerr  Risk  Sutphln 

Baton  Klebeis  Boblnaon.  tTtah  Tarver 

Bllott  Lank*  Ryan  Wadaworth 

nahMty  ilanallald  Sabath  Walter 

j^lfer  ICanhall  Saeka  White.  Ohio 

OroM  Iterrttt  Schaefac,!!!.  Wood 

Ball.  Laonanl  W.   Monrooey  Schuetc  Zimmerman 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    On  this  roll  call  379  Mem- 
bers have  answered  to  their  names,  a  quonim. 
Further  proceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed  with. 

KLnCINATXON  OF  TAX  ON  BRAKVT  AlffV  WXKX  8PIMTS 

Mr.  BUCK,  from  the  Committee  on  Wajrs  and  Means,  re- 
ported the  bill  (H.  R.  9117)  to  eliminate  the  tax  on  brandy 
and  wine  spirits  used  in  the  fortification  of  wine;  to  increase 
the  tax  on  wine;  to  compensate  for  the  loss  oi  revenue  occa- 
sioned by  the  elimination  of  the  tax  on  iH'andy  and  wine 
spirits  used  in  the  fortification  of  wine,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  with  the 
accompan3ring  papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

comnTTKK  on  roRXiGif  ArrAiss 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  may  have  until  12  o'clock 
tonight  to  file  a  report. 

The  SPEAKIER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York? 

T^ere  was  no  objection. 

WIDOWS    or    SPANISH-AMERICAN    WAS    VKTKHANS 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  the  point 
of  no  quorum  was  made,  the  House  had  under  consideration  as 
In  Committee  of  the  Whole  the  bill  (H.  R.  2301) ,  a  bill  bene- 
fiting. It  is  estimated,  2.000  widows  of  veterans  of  the  Span- 
ish War,  who  would  be  eligible  to  receive  the  sum  of  $30  per 
month  at  an  estimated  t<^Al  cost  of  $739,000  annually.    Tlie 


records  of  the  Veterans'  Administration  indicate  that  the 
average  age  of  these  widows  is  61  years  and  the  average  age 
of  the  Spanish-American  War  veteran  is  now  65  years.  The 
committee  reported  the  bill  unanimously  after  complete 
hearings  and  the  bill  was  supported  by  the  United  Spanish 
War  Veterans  and  by  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars.  It 
changes  the  restricting  date  on  marriage  for  Spanish  War 
widows  for  eligibility  for  pensions  from  September  1,  1922, 
to  January  1,  1938.    That  is  all  that  the  bill  does. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question  on  tbe  bill  to 
final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  Ume,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

GERICAN-AMZRICAN    RELATIONS 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  5  minutes. 

The  I^^AKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  wm  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  about  1  week  ago  the 
Boston  Traveler  carried  an  editorial  in  which  it  criticized 
the  activities  of  the  Nazi  government  in  the  present  conflict 
in  relation  to  the  attack  upon  civilians  and  the  taking  of 
human  life  imnecessarily,  and  as  a  result  of  the  editorial  of 
the  Boston  Traveler  the  editor  of  the  Boston  Traveler  received 
a  letter  from  the  ofQce  of  the  German  consul  in  Boston, 
which  reads  as  follows: 

This  consiilate  has  read  the  editorial.  Let  Us  Be  Realistic,  pub- 
lished In  your  paper  of  May  28.  in  which  the  head  of  a  nation  with 
whom  the  United  States  of  America  entertains  diplomatic  relations 
Is  Instilted  in  such  uncivilized  expressions  that  this  consiilute  In  the 
future  must  refuse  to  give  your  paper  any  Information  In  whatever 
matter  It  may  be. 

I  call  your  attention  to  the  language  used  whereby  in  this 
letter  the  German  consul  at  Boston,  through  one  of  his  office 
associates,  undertakes  to  censor  an  American  newspaper. 
Things  like  this  do  not  happen  in  the  United  States.  Action 
of  this  kind  might  occur  in  a  totalitarian  state,  but  actions 
of  this  kind  are  inconsistent  with  the  fundamental  law  of  our 
cotmtry.  The  effort  to  censor  this  newspaper  is  s  challenge 
to  the  freedom  of  the  press  of  the  United  States. 

This  letter,  in  my  opUilon.  consUtutes  a  violation  of  the 
position  that  tbe  German  consul  at  Boston  occupies  imder 
international  law  as  the  accredited  representative  of  a  for- 
eign government  in  his  undertaking  to  censor  an  American 
newspaper  and  by  such  censorship  attempting  to  interfere 
with  the  rights  this  newspaper  enjoys  under  our  Constitution, 

Mr.  CASEY  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman 3^eld? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  srield  to  my  colleague  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr.  CASEY  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  happy  to  cooperate 
with  the  gentleman  in  this  matter.  I  think  the  differences 
involved  are  the  differences  between  the  Nazi  way  and  the 
American  way.  The  Nazi  way  knows  no  freedom  of  press. 
The  American  way,  of  course,  believes  in  freedom  of  press 
as  one  of  the  cornerstones  and  bulwarks  of  democracy,  and 
I  am  sure  the  Boston  Traveler  or  any  other  American  news- 
paper will  not  be  dissuaded  from  printing  whatever  they  be- 
lieve to  be  right,  despite  this  attempt  to  intimidate  and 
coerce  by  withholding  information. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    I  thank  my  friend. 

Mr.  CASEY  of  Massachusetts.  May  I  also  add  that  the 
Dies  committee  has  sent  an  investigator  this  afternoon  to 
investigate  the  matter. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    I  was  going  to  make  that  observation. 

I  have  called  this  to  the  attention  of  the  Slate  Depart- 
ment. Five  years  ago.  when  I  was  chairman  of  the  special 
conmiittee  which  preceded  the  Dies  committee,  we  uncovered 
amazing  evidence  of  the  acUvities  of  the  Nazis  in  this  coun- 
try, and  we  discovered  that  the  main  source,  by  and  through 
which  these  activities  were  engaged  in  this  country  was 
through  certain  German  consuls. 
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This  letter  constitutes  a  violation  of  one  of  the  premises 
upon  which  a  consul  of  another  country  is  recognized  by  our 
State  Department.  I  have  asked  the  State  Department  to 
investigate  it  and  I  have  called  it  to  the  attention  of  the  Dies 
Committee.  This  is  not  a  question  of  the  Boston  Traveler 
alone.  This  question  involves  a  challenge  to  the  freedom  of 
the  press  of  the  United'  States,  and  the  State  Department, 
I  am  sure,  will  make  its  investigation  and  the  State  Depart- 
ment I  am  equally  sure  will,  and  in  any  event,  ought  to  take 
such  action  as  will  prevent  a  recurrence  on  the  part  of  this 
consul  or  upon  the  part  of  representatives  of  any  other  gov- 
ernment of  the  world,  and  such  other  actions  as  are  deemed 
necessary. 

The  editorial  and  letter  referred  to  follow: 

[Prom  the  Boston  Traveler  of  June  4.  1940) 

LET  trs  BE  EEALISTIC 

This  creature  Hitler  will  never  be  beaten  by  the  "n.iles  of  civilized 
warfare."  Somebody  has  got  to  get  right  down  In  the  gutter  with 
him  and  fight  the  way  he  fights,  only  more  cruelly.  Don't  get  an 
idea  we  "have  got  to  get  Into  It."  but,  above  all  else,  don't  get  an 
Idea  we  do  not  need  to  defend  ourselves. 

This  is  no  time  to  prate  about  humanitarian  Ideals.  The  Allies 
arc  dealing  with  a  wild  beast.  Yes,  worse;  dealing  with  a  monster 
utterly  lacking  In  principle.  His  word  Is  no  good,  his  methods  are 
aatanlc.  In  the  night  he  murdered  Belgium  and  Holland  while  the 
good  people  of  those  countries  t>elieved  no  state  of  war  existed. 

You  will  be  told  that  Hitler  Is  a  genius  and  a  mystic.  He  Is  no 
such  thing.  Hitler  Is  merely  an  ex-guttersnlpe.  a  mediocre  little 
man  with  a  mediocre  mind,  acting  Just  as  any  fanatical,  sub- 
standard person  would  act  if  given  unrestricted  use  of  modern 
Instruments  of  science  such  as  the  microphone,  the  gasoline  engine, 
and  the  chemical  laboratory.  The  fool  cannot  even  see  that  he  Is 
destroying  himself  and  his  people;  that  he  is  bringing  the  temple 
of  civilization  crashing  down  upon  himself. 

Hitler  is  Just  a  dirty  gutter  fighter.  Hitler  and  his  bullies  stop  at 
nothing  to  destroy  their  victims.  We  Americans  are  potential 
victims. 

Then  let  us  stop  at  nothing  In  preparing  our  defenses.  Let  us 
get  over  our  squeamishness  and  get  tough.  Hitler  and  his  banditti 
try  to  torture  their  victims  with  threats  of  terrifying  "new  and 
secret  weapons."  So  what  in  the  name  of  common  sense  should 
we  do? 

We  fhould  set  American  science  to  work  devising  the  most  hellish 
instruments  of  defense  the  mind  can  conceive.  L«t  us  make  it 
clear — instruments  of  defense. 

Would  wp  thus  drag  ourselves  down  to  the  level  of  the  infamoxis 
beast  of  Berlin?  Would  we  thus  be  acting  as  pious  hypocrites? 
Would  we  be  damning  ourselves  In  the  eyes  of  Ood? 

We  don't  know. 

But  we  do  know  that  there  la  loose  upon  the  face  of  the  earth  a 
force  that  scorns  every  principle  that  In  conscience  we  believe  to 
be  divine.    This  mad  force  must  be  retrained. 

Plainly  It  la  man's  duty  to  defend  the  eternal  verltlea,  to  meet 
any  diabolical  challenge  to  the  dignity  of  the  human  soul.  The 
instrumenu  of  defense  are  available.  If  a  beneficent  Ood.  a«  we 
tKlieve.  cast  an  archangel  Into  eternal  fire,  why  should  we  be 
chooFey  about  what  we  may  have  to  do  to  Hitler  the  Horrible  and 
bis  horde? 

GcxMAN  CowsmjMT, 
Bogton.  Mass..  May  31,  1940. 
To  THE  Crrr  EDrroa  or  Boston  Teavelek.  „      „ 

Deae  Sie:  This  consulate  has  read  the  editorial.  Let  Us  Be 
Realistic,  published  in  your  paper  of  May  28.  In  which  the  head 
of  a  nation,  with  whom  the  United  States  of  America  entertains 
dip'omatlc  relations.  Is  Insulted  In  such  uncivilized  expressions 
that  this  consulate  in  the  future  must  refuse  to  give  your  paper 
any  information  In  whatever  matter  It  may  be. 

Very  truly  yours,  ^       __ 

The   German   Consttl. 

By  BoHME. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  Boston  Traveler  is  one  of  our  very 
best  newspapers.  The  editorials  of  this  newspaper  are  written 
by  Joe  Toye.  who  is  one  of  the  outstanding  newspaper  men 
and  editorial  writers  of  our  country.  His  editorials  are  always 
predicated  upon  sound  and  afiBrmative  Americanism. 

I  know,  as  my  distinguished  friend  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Casey]  well  said,  that  the  un-American  efifort  of  the 
German  consul's  office  at  Boston  to  intimidate  and  coerce 
the  Boston  Traveler  will  have  no  effect  upon  its  editorial 
policy,  or  the  editorial  poUcy  of  any  other  newspaper. 

The  State  Department  should  not,  and  cannot,  permit 
such  actions  to  take  place,  when  called  to  their  attention, 
without  necessary  steps  being  taken  to  prevent  their  recur- 
rence. 


Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  include  in  my 
revision  the  editorial  referred  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 
Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, will  there  be  any  opportunity  for  anyone  to  add  to 
what  the  pentleman  has  said  before  the  day  is  over? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    When  the  next  bill  is  called 
a  Member  can  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word  and  get 
recognition  for  5  minutes.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  gentleman  from  Ma^achusetts? 
There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  continue  the 
call  of  committees. 

The  Clerk  called  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Recla- 
mation. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  asks  unanimous 
consent  that  the  further  call  of  committees  be  dispensed  with. 
Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  my  understanding 
that  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  of 
which  I  am  the  chairman,  was  to  be  called,  and  I  have 
instructions  from  that  committee  to  call  up  certain  bills. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  understands  that 
the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  has  a  bill 
which  is  controversial,  and  which  would  probably  take  the 
rest  of  the  afternoon. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  can  only  repeat  that  my 
understanding  was  that  my  committee  would  be  called,  and 
I  have  very  definite  instructions  from  the  cMnmittee  to  call 
up  bills  that  are  not  controversial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  understands  that 
in  the  nature  of  the  call,  if  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and 
Reclamation  claimed  its  right,  the  gentleman's  committee 
would  not  be  reached  in  any  event, 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  May  I  ask  the  Chair  whether  we  are 
going  to  have  another  Calendar  Wednesday? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  There  will  be  another  Cal- 
endar Wednesday  between  now  and  adjournment,  but  the 
Chair  does  not  think  it  would  be  next  Wednesday. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to  object 
in  order  to  have  it  clearly  understood  that  if  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  wants  to  call  up  a  bill  from  a  committee 
called  today  that  he  can  do  it,  but  he  cannot  now  sit  down 
and  not  do  it  and  then  later  complain  that  he  has  been  de- 
prived of  having  his  bills  called  up.  He  is  given  his  day,  and 
he  is  given  his  hour,  and  there  is  not  any  power  in  this  body 
that  can  uke  it  away  from  him.  The  Speaker  cannot  take 
it  away  from  him.  It  is  his;  and  if  he  consents  to  stand 
aside  now.  he  is  doing  It  on  his  own  volition, 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.     But  I  am  not.     I  was  hoping  to  get  a 
day.  and  I  have  been  waiting  for  it  for  2  years. 
Mr.  MICHENER.    The  gentleman  has  got  it  now. 
Mr.  DICKSTEIN,    Then.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  must  reluctantly 
object  to  the  request  made  by  the  present  occupant  of  the 
chair. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  call  the  next 

committee. 

The  Clerk  called  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Nat- 
uralization. 

ADMISSION  TO  CITIZENSHIP  OF  ALIENS  WHO  CAME  TO  THIS  COUNTRY 
PRIOR  TO  FEBRUARY   5,    1917 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  I  call  up  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6381)  for  the  admission  to  citizenship  of  aliens  who 
came  into  this  country  prior  to  February  5,  1917,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be  considered  in  the  House  as 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  a  new  subdivision  Is  hereby  added  to 
section  4  of  the  Naturalization  Act  of  June  29.  1906  (34  Stat.  596), 
as  amended,  to  read  as  follows: 

"15.  Any  alien  eligible  for  citizenship  who  Is  50  years  of  age 
or  more,  who  made  a  declaration  of  Intention  or  filed  a  petition  for 
naturalization  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Social  Security  Act  of 
August  14,  1935  (49  Stat.  620:  U.  S.  C  .  title  42),  and  who  was  law- 
fuUy  admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence  prior 
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to  IWwuary  5.  1917.  and  hM  ever  since  said  lawful  entry  malnUlned  [ 
a  bona  fide  rwidenoo  m  the  United  States,  may  be  naturalized  upon  1 
-full  and  complete  compliance  wltli  all  requlremenU  of  tlie  nattirall- 
aaUon  law*,  with  the  following  exceptions:  Petition  for  naturaliza- 
tion may  be  filed  without  regard  for  the  7-year  limitation  on  the 
declaration  of  mtenUon.  and  the  applicant  shall  not  be  required  to 
Klgn  hia  petition  In  his  own  handwriting  or  to  speak  the  Engliah 
language  and  he  shall  be  exempt  from  all  educational  requirements. 
Nothing  herein  shall  be  held  to  waive  or  In  anywise  relax  the 
requirement  for  good  moral  character." 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  has  had  the  study 
and  consideration  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration  for  the 
last  2  years.  It  comes  here  with  the  unanimous  report  of 
the  full  committee  and  we  urge  its  passage.  The  bill  will 
simply  take  care  of  very  old  people  who  have  come  to  this 
country  prior  to  1917.  Most  of  them  have  American  fami- 
Les.  children,  grandchildren,  but  because  of  the  literacy  test 
required  of  persons  who  apply  now  for  citizenship  they  are 
tmable  to  secure  their  citizenship  papers.  With  the  excep- 
tion of  the  educational  requirement,  this  bill  does  not  change 
any  other  qualifications  they  must  have  under  the  present 
law.  They  must  show  that  they  are  in  the  country  legally, 
that  they  have  not  committed  any  crime.  It  would  be  a 
great  thing  for  the  country  to  take  care  of  these  old  people 
who  cannot  meet  the  present  educational  requirements,  and 
In  a  great  measure  it  wotild  assimilate  a  lot  of  so-called 
aliens  we  hear  about,  who  cannot  under  the  present  stringent 
and  strict  rules  and  interpretations  by  some  of  the  courts, 
pass  the  literacy  test. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.     Yes. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  The  gentleman  seeks  by  this  legislation 
to  provide  for  the  naturalization  of  aliens  who  have  been 
here  for  23  years  but  who  cannot  read  or  write  the  English 
language.     Does  he  think  that  is  soimd  legislation? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  that  some 
of  the  people  I  am  talking  about  are  now  50,  60,  and  70  years 
of  age.  They  have  toiled  and  worked  hard  to  raise  their 
families  and  could  not  possibly  go  to  school,  as  some  other 
gentlemen  have  had  the  opportunity  to  do.  and  be  able  to 
answer  a  lot  of  questions  dealing  with  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  Some  of  them  can  read  and  write,  but  they 
cannot  answer  all  these  questions.  The  point  of  the  matter 
is  that  these  old  people  ought  to  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
become  citizens  of  the  country  for  which  they  have  been 
working  for  years.  Irrespective  of  their  disability  to  pass  a 
rigid  literacy  test. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  jneld. 
-Mr.  BULWINKLE.    How  many  of  these  people  are  there? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  think  it  will  affect  several  hundred 
thousand.  They  have  been  in  this  country  almost  30  or  40 
years. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Has  nobody  furnished  yoiur  committee 
a  statement  of  how  many  of  these  people  were  turned  down 
on  account  of  not  being  able  to  read  and  write? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  No.  As  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no 
statement.  As  far  as  I  know,  some  of  these  people  tried  to 
comply  and  could  not  answer  some  of  the  questions.  They 
must  have  been  here  l)efore  1917;  they  must  be  here  legally; 
they  must  comply  with  all  the  other  provisions  of  the  law. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  By  this  bill  you  are  going  to  give  to  these 
aliens,  several  hundred  thousand,  who  have  been  here  23 
years  and  cannot  read  or  write,  the  same  right  of  suffrage 
that  you  give  to  an  American  citizen? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.     Yes. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Well,  I  object  to  it  and  I  am  not  going  to 
TOte  for  any  such  legislation. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  am  not  asking  the  gentleman  to  vote 
for  it.    He  can  do  as  he  pleases. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  BMnols  tMr. 

llfASON]. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  meritorious  bill.  It 
has  passed  the  House,  or  a  similar  bill  containing  practically 


the  same  provisions  has  passed  the  House  In  the  last  ses- 
sion and  went  to  the  Senate,  but  because  of  lack  of  time  it 
received  no  action  in  the  Senate. 

This  bill  pertains  to  old  people,  all  over  50.  years  of  age; 
some  of  them  60  and  some  70  years  of  age.  who  are  aliens, 
who  have  been  in  this  country  previous  to  1917.  Bo  every 
single  one  of  them  must  have  been  in  this  country  for  more 
than  23  years.  It  applies  to  those  people  who  can  qualify 
for  citizenship  and  naturalization  in  every  manner  but  in 
the  educational  requirement.  Those  people  came  here  at 
maturity,  before  1917.  They  went  to  work.  They  have  been 
here  working  hard,  supporting  their  families  and  giving  their 
families  educational  opportunities,  every  single  one  of  them, 
but  they  have  been  unable  to  get  it  themselves,  and,  there- 
fore, lack  that  one  qualification  for  citizenship,  and  that  one 
only. 

The  bill  is  changed  from  the  one  that  was  passed  in  the 
date  that  they  must  have  declared  their  intention  to  become 
a  citizen.  That  date  now  is  previous  to  the  time  the  Social 
Security  Act  went  into  effect,  so  that  they  cannot  now  qualify 
and  declare  their  Intention  in  order  to  come  in  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  Our  committee  pro- 
tected that.  They  must  have  made  their  declaration  before 
that  date. 

I  consider  that  this  bill,  having  once  passed  the  House 
without  that  amendment  which  protects  the  social  security, 
and  having  received  the  unanimous  support  of  the  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Inunigration  and  Naturalization,  should 
be  passed  at  this  time.    I  see  no  objection  to  this  bill. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MASON.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Does  the  gentleman  know  how  many 
people  are  affected  by  this  bill? 

Mr.  MASON.  No;  we  could  not  find  that  out,  but  it  is 
approximately  several  hundred  thousand. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Do  you  know  how  many  are  male 
and  how  many  female? 

Mr.  MASON.  We  do  not,  but  it  does  not  make  any  differ- 
ence, in  my  estimation,  how  many  it  covers,  as  long  as  they 
are  deserving  of  naturalization  and  only  lack  that  one 
qualification. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Oh,  yes;  it  certainly  does.  How  does 
it  affect  the  Japanese  on  the  Pacific  coast? 

Mr.  MASON.  That  has  nothing  to  do  v/lth  the  Japanese 
because  the  Japanese  are  not  qualified  for  citizenship  in  other 
ways. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    Did  all  of  these  people  enter  legally? 

Mr.  MASON.  All  of  them  entered  legally.  There  is  a 
clause  which  provides  that  they  must  have  entered  legally 
before  1917. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MASON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  How  did  the  committee 
decide  on  the  age  of  50  years?    Why  did  they  select  50  years? 

Mr.  MASON.  The  committee  discussed  several  ages  and  we 
said  that  they,  having  been  here  23  years,  50  years  would 
mean  that  if  they  entered  here  before  they  were  27  they  ought 
to  have  had  a  chance  to  get  an  education.  But  I  am  a  school 
teacher,  and  mature  people  find  it  very  difficult  in  their  old 
age  to  meet  educational  requirements,  but  they  are  just  as 
good  residents  as  anyone  else. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  The  reason  I  brought  that 
point  up  was  that  this  Congress  will  determine  the  age  at 
50  years,  and  then  in  the  next  Congress  perhaps  the  com- 
mittee will  have  another  bill  here  to  make  the  age  45  years. 

Mr.  MASON.    Then  you  should  vote  that  other  YAU  down. 

Mr,  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  I  am  going  to  vote  this  one 
down.     ( Laughter.  ] 

Mr.  MASON.    All  right 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MASON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  I  Mr.  BulwinklbJ  that  on  the  Pacific  coast  this  will 
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not  affect  the  Japanese  fishermen,  but  it  will  affect  about  two 
or  three  thousand  Scandinavians  in  Alaska  who  have  been 
fishing  up  there  ever  since  Alaska  became  a  part  of  this  coun- 
try, and  they  have  never  been  near  a  schoolhouse.  but  they 
are'  some  of  the  best  citizens  we  have  on  the  Pacific  coast. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Are  these  aged  people  now  eligible  for  relief 
and  social-security  benefits? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    No. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Will  the  passage  of  this  legislation  make 
them  eligible? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    No;  not  imtil  they  have  become  citizens. 

Mr.  HAWKS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  I  am  inclined  to  be  in  favor  of  this  bill 
because  even  in  my  own  good  American  district  in  Wisconsin 
there  are  any  number  of  old  Scandinavian  and  German  fam- 
ilies who  have  been  there  for  years  and  who  are  the  best 
kind  of  citizens. 

Mr.   MACIEJEWSKI.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI.  The  passage  of  this  bill  will  save 
consideration  of  a  great  many  private  bills,  will  it  not? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Yes;  we  are  constantly  bringing  in  pri- 
vate bills  to  cover  this  very  proposition. 

Mr.    EBERHARTER.    Mr.    Speaker,   will   the    gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Is  the  gentleman  informed  whether 
the  Labor  Department  and  Department  of  Justice  are  in 

favor  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    Both.    We  have  consulted  them,  and 

neither  one  objected. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  The  Department  of  Justice  and  the 
Department  of  Labor  both  favor  this  measure? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  The  Department  of  Labor  and  the  De- 
partment of  State.  We  did  not  consult  the  Department  of 
Justice  because  they  were  not  concerned  with  the  subject  at 

that  time.  _,  ,j« 

Mr.  SECREST.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SECREST.  Would  this  bill  make  the  aliens  in  ques- 
tion eligible  for  old-age  pensions? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  No;  not  imtU  they  have  become  full- 
fledged  citizens  and  come  within  the  statute. 

Mr.  BROOKS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.     How  will  the  fingerprinting  proposition  be 

affected  by  this  bill?  ...    * 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    Not  in  any  way  at  all.    This  just  affects 

that  class  which  lacks  that  one  qualification. 
Mr  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question. 
Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  been  on  my 

feet  seeking  recognition:  I  would  like  to  be  heard  on  the 

bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  gentleman  from  New 

York  has  control  of  the  time. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  gentleman  will  state  It. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Did  he  not  lose  the  fioor  when  he 
yielded  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

Tlie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  New 
York  yielded  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  but  did  not 
jrield  the  fioor. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  withhold  my  motion  and 
jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  just  like  to 
say  this,  that  bills  similar  to  this  have  been  on  the  calendar 
for  the  iast  15  years  and  have  been  knocked  off  the  calendar 
a  great  many  times. 

Not  to  make  a  long  speech,  I  just  want  to  bring  out  this 
one  thought:  The  bill  fixes  the  age  at  50  years.  If  there  is 
any  merit  in  the  bill  there  ought  not  to  be  an  age  Umit  at 
all  but  it  should  let  everybody  in  who  came  to  this  country 


prior  to  this  time.  It  ought  not  to  make  a  discrimination 
between  one  who  is  51  and  another  who  is  49.  In  just  a 
sentence,  the  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  enable  750.000  people 
who  are  aliens  but  who  cannot  be  deported— there  is  no  ques- 
tion of  that^-enable  them  to  get  on  W.  P.  A.  and  make  them 
eligible  for  old-age  pensions.  Now.  if  you  want  to  do  that, 
vote  accordingly. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  answer  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio,  let  me  say  that  this  bill  has  not  been  in  this  Con- 
gress for  15  years.  It  has  been  here  2  years  exactly.  I  think 
the  gentleman  is  in  error  when  he  said  it  has  been  here  15 

years. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    I  said  bills  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  do  not  know  about  bills  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    That  is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  We  have  studied  this  thing  for  2  years. 
When  the  bill  was  on  the  Consent  Calendar  it  almost 
passed.  But  someone  nudged  someone  else  on  the  other 
side  and  there  was  one  objection  .  Then  on  the  second  Con- 
sent Calendar  day  there  were  two  objections.  Those  were  the 
only  objections  to  the  bill.  The  first  objection  to  the  bill 
was  ready  to  let  it  go  through  the  second  time. 

Every  civic,  social,  and  patriotic  organization  has  en- 
dorsed this  measure.  There  is  no  objection  from  any  sec- 
tion of  the  country.  It  does  not  do  anything  for  any  aliens 
who  were  here  prior  to  1917  except  to  let  them  declare 
their  intention  to  become  citizens.  It  does  not  affect  them 
insofar  as  social  security  is  concerned.  They  are  out  of  that 
category  entirely.  It  is  just  to  give  these  old  people  who 
struggled  to  raise  and  bring  up  their  families,  who  saved 
and  spent  their  money  to  educate  their  children,  these  old 
people  who  under  the  pressure  of  making  a  living  were 
not  able  to  go  to  school,  a  chance  to  overcome  that  handi- 
cap and  not  be  denied  citizenship  because  they  cannot  name 
the  men  who  composed  the  Cabinet  of  President  Washing- 
ton. I  venture  to  say  very  few  Members  of  Congress  could 
answer  that  question. 

Mr.  SECREST.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  brief  question? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  yield  for  a  brief  question. 
Mr.  SECREST.    In  Ohio  we  have  never  been  able  to  pay 
the  $30  old-age  pension  because  of  lack  of  funds. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  think  the  gentleman  has  been  an- 
swered several  times,  that  this  has  nothing  to  do  with  old- 
age  pensions  or  with  social  security  at  all.  This  problem  will 
not  come  up  untU  they  have  become  full-fledged  citizens  and 
comply  with  the  laws  of  the  States  or  Federal  Government 

as  the  case  may  be.  _^  ,  .„ 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  yield  for  one  question. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  I  want  to  know,  since  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  V  has  gone  into  effect,  whether  the  Department  of 
Justice  has  approved  this  legislation. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  De- 
partment of  Justice.  We  have  consulted  the  Department 
of  Labor,  the  Department  of  State,  and  other  groups,  and 
there  was  not  one  which  was  against  this  legislation. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUe- 
man yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  yield. 

Mr  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  the  gentleman  certain 
that  this  bill  will  not  automatically  cover  into  United  States 
citizenship  many  members  of  the  so-caUed  "fifth  column." 
Communists.  Nazis,  or  Fascists?    I  ask  this  question  in  all 

seriousness. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  am  just  as  much  in  sympathy  with 
the  gentleman's  suggestion  as  he  is,  but  the  fact  is  that  they 
must  quaUfy  under  court  proceedings,  they  must  go  through 
the  formality  and  pay  their  fees,  they  must  be  checked  and 
rechecked  before  they  are  admitted  to  citizenship. 

Mr.  MASON.    WiU  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  I  will  guarantee  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin that  it  does  not  cover  that  type  because  they  have 
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been  here  over  23  years  ago.  and  23  years  ago  was  before  they 
ever  thought  of  the  **llfth  colunm." 

Mr.  8CHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Oh,  no.  The  Communists 
have  been  here  for  many  years. 

Mr.  MARTTN  J.  KENNEDY.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Will  my  colleague  tell  us 
why  Febaiary  5.  1917.  v^-as  selected? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Because  that  was  the  first  Immigration 
Act  to  be  passed.  The  gentleman  must  bear  In  mind  that 
^  prior  to  that  time  there  was  no  literacy  test  for  citizenship. 
The  literacy  test  for  citizenship  was  put  on  subsequently  to 
that  time  and  these  people  were  caught  in  the  swing.  The 
date  that  we  fixed  in  1917  was  the  date  of  the  first  immigra- 
tion law  that  we  passed. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Therefore  all  those  who 
applied  before  that  time  were  not  compelled  to  comply  with 
any  literacy  test? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  No;  not  at  all.  That  is  the  reason  that 
we  excused  them. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

Tlie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  <Mr.  Raybttrn)  .  The  question 
is  on  the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BENDER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

Mr.  CCX:HRAN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  for  a  division. 

The  House  divided:  and  there  were — ayes  94.  noes  87. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the 
ground  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After 
counting]  Two  hundred  and  twenty- five  Members  are  pres- 
ent, a  quonmi.    The  bill  is  passed. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  tellers. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  the  gentleman's 
request  cnmes  too  late. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Chair  does  not  think  so. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Do  I  understand  that  after  the  Speaker 
announces  the  passage  of  the  bill  they  can  go  back  and  ask 
for  tellers? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  the  present  occupant 
of  the  chair,  yes. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  That  Is  news  to  me,  and  I  think  It  is 
going  a  little  too  far. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  DickstuhI  Is  out  of  order  and  he  will  take  his 
seat.  The  Chair  thinks  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Cochran]  was  endeavoring  to  ask  for  a  division. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair  appointed  Mr.  Dick- 
STON  and  Mr.  Cochran  to  act  as  tellers. 

The  House  again  divided;  and  the  tellers  reported  there 
were — ayes  111.  noes  98. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the 
yeas  and  najrs. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  yeas  and  nays  have 
already  been  refused. 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

AlttNDMKNT  TO  SUBSXCTION  (D)  OF  SECTION  4  OF  THK  ACT  OF 
CONGRESS  APPROVia)  M.^Y  26.  1934  (43  STAT.  X..  155:  U.  S.  C. 
TITLS   Vin.   SEC.    204     (D)  ) 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  dlrecUon  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  I  call  up  the 
bill  (H.  R.  8753)'  to  amend  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of 
the  act  of  Congress  approved  May  26,  1924.  entitled  "An  act 
to  limit  the  Immigration  of  aliens  Into  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes.** 

Tlie  Clerk  read  the  UUe  oX  the  bill. 


The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 


Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  the  »ct 
of  Congress  approved  May  26,  1934  (43  U.  S.  Stat.  L.  165:  U.  S.  C. 
title  8,  sec.  204  (d) ).  entitled  "An  act  to  limit  the  Immigration  of 
aliens  Into  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes",  be.  and 
the  same  Is  hereby,  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"An  Immigrant  who  continuously  for  at  least  2  years  Imme- 
diately preceding  the  time  of  his  or  her  application  for  admis- 
sion to  the  United  States  has  been,  and  who  seeks  to  enter  the 
United  States  solely  for  the  purpose  of.  carrying  on  the  vocation 
of  minister  of  any  religious  denomination,  or  professor  of  a 
college,  academy,  seminary,  or  university;  and  his  wife  or  her 
husband,  and  the  unmarried  children  of  either  under  18  years 
of  age.  If  accompanying  or  following  to  Join  him  or  her." 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  comes  by  unani- 
mous report  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. Its  object  is  to  remove  discrimination  between  a 
male  minister  and  a  female  minister.  Under  the  present  law 
we  allow  a  minister  of  the  gospel  of  every  religious  denomina- 
tion to  enter  the  country  without  regard  to  the  quota  or 
without  regard  to  any  regulation  other  than  the  fact  that  he 
must  qualify  as  a  minister  of  the  gospel.  Attention  has  been 
called  by  a  number  of  organizations  to  the  fact  that  a  number 
of  women  ministers  of  the  gospel  are  being  discriminated 
against  because  this  exemption  does  not  apply  to  them.  This 
bill  simply  corrects  that  discrimination  that  ought  to  be  cor- 
rected and  gives  equality  to  both  men  and  women  who  preach 
the  doctrine  of  any  leligious  denomination. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffm.-^n]. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  well  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCorm.^ck]  called  attention 
to  what  he  seems  to  consider  an  attempt  to  deprive  us  of  a 
free  press. 

I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  incident  to  which  he  refers 
but  wholeheartedly  agree  with  him  that  free  speech  and  a 
free  press  are  among  those  rights  guaranteed  to  the  citizen 
by  the  Federal  Constitution  which  must  be  maintained  to 
the  fullest  extent,  if  we  are  to  have  a  republican  form  of 
government,  a  government  under  the  Constitution  with  the 
integrity  of  each  of  the  three  departments  at  all  times  main- 
tained; with  the  right  of  the  individual  citizen  freely  and 
fairly  to  criticize  each  of  those  departments,  any  or  all  of 
his  representatives,  always  respected. 

Permit  me  to  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  I  Mr.  McCormack]  and  the  attention  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  to  the  fact  that,  for  more  than  2  years — 
yes,  I  think  for  3 — an  administrative  agency  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, misconstruing  a  Federal  enactment — and  I  refer 
to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board — has  been  depriving 
employers  all  over  this  country  of  the  right  to  a  free  press. 

The  Ford  Motor  Co.  has  three  times  been  convicted  of  an 
unfair  labor  practice  by  the  Labor  Board  because  Ford  told 
his  men  that  they  did  not  need  to  Join  a  union  in  order  to 
work  in  the  Ford  Motor  Co.  plant  and  circulated  "Fordisms." 
If  that  action  is  not  a  deprivation  of  free  speech  and  of  free 
press,  then  what  is  It? 

Knowing  that  the  Labor  Board  has  misinterpreted  and 
maladministered  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  and  has 
knowingly  and  willfully  deprived  employers  of  the  right  of  free 
speech  and  a  free  press,  shall  we,  when  the  question  comes 
before  us,  refuse  to  abolish  that  Board  which  has  deliberately 
deprived  our  citizens  of  their  constitutional  rights? 

In  the  case  of  National  Labor  Relations  Board  v  Union 
Pacific  Stages.  Inc.  (99  Fed.  (2d)  153)  the  Court  held: 

It  U  dlfflciUt  to  think  that  Congress  Intended  to  forbid  an  em- 
ployer from  expressing  a  general  opinion  that  an  employee  wovUd 
And  It  more  to  his  advantage  not  to  belong  to  a  imlon  Had  Con- 
gress attempted  to  do  so.  It  would  be  In  violation  of  the  first 
amendment. 

Notwithstanding  this  decision,  not  only  has  the  Board  de- 
prived citizens  of  a  free  press  and  the  right  to  free  speech  but, 
within  the  fortnight,  an  official  of  the  Board  at  Dallas.  Tex., 
following  the  lead  of  the  Board,  ordered  the  Ford  Motor  Co.  to 
post  a  notice  and  to  notify  all  of  its  employees  all  over  the 
United  States  that  they  were  free  to  join  a  union.    Do  you 
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get  the  point?  The  Board  orders  Ford  to  tell  his  employees 
that  they  are  free  to  join  a  union.  iMit  finds  him  guilty  of  a 
violation  of  the  act  when  he  tells  them  that  they  are  free  not 
to  Join.    How  do  you  like  that  for  free  speech? 

Under  this  administration,  the  Ford  Motor  Co.  must  tell 
its  employees  that  they  may  Join,  but  it  dare  not  tell  them 
that  they  need  not  join.  That  is  the  same  kind  of  free 
speech  that  is  enjoyed  under  Hitler  and  Stalin.  Under 
those  dictators  the  people  may  speak  freely  so  long,  and 
only  so  long,  as  they  speak  as  speaks  Hitler  and  Stalin. 
Here,  American  citizens  are  free  to  speak  so  long,  and  only 
so  long,  as  they  speak  the  language  of  the  Labor  Board. 

To  show  that  the  President  himself  would  deny  the  right 
of  free  speech  to  the  elected  representatives  of  the  people, 
let  me  quote  from  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  this 
morning  this  statement: 

President  Roosevelt  said  he  saw  no  good  reason  why  Congress 
shoxild  continue  In  session  for  the  duration  of  the  emergency  as 
desired  by  the  Republican  Members. 

Have  you  forgotten  that  last  year  he  called  us  back  here 
in  extraordinary  session  because  he  wanted  us  to  speak  and 
was  assured  that  the  DemocraUc  majority  would  speak  his 
language?  Always  does  he  want  a  free  press  and  free  speech 
if  it  is  a  rubber-stamp  press  and  a  ditto  speech,  reflecting 
his  views.  Never  has  he  listened  patiently  to  either  press 
or  speech  which  criticized  his  actions. 

Let  me  continue  the  quotation  from  the  morning  paper: 

Sarcastically — 

Get  that  word  "sarcastically** — 
be  said  the  situation  does  not  require  Congress  to  remain  In  ses- 
sion except  for  the  laudable  goal  of  delivering  speeches. 

So  he  thinks  that  speeches  questioning  why  and  for  what 
purpose  and  how  he  wants  to  spend  the  taxpayers'  money 
are  not  laudable.  On  the  other  hand,  speeches  by  his  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  and  "mouthpieces,"  from  whatever  de- 
partment or  body  they  may  spring,  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ing that  he  is  indispensable,  cannot  be  made  too  frequently 
to  displease  him. 

Yes:  in  substance,  the  President  himself  yesterday,  through 
the  press,  told  us  to  go  home  and  quit  our  talking.  Who  is 
he  to  tell  the  Members  of  one  department  of  the  Government 
that  they  should  not  telk;  that  they  should  not  exercise  their 
right  of  free  speech,  while  he.  as  the  head  of  the  administra- 
tion, spends  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  of  the  tax- 
payers' money  in  airing  his  views? 

His  attitude  is  "Free  speech  and  a  free  press  for  me  and 
for  all  those  who  praise  my  acts;  for  all  the  idolaters  who 
fall  down  and  worship  at  my  feet.  But  you  Members  of  Con- 
gress, representatives  of  the  people,  duly  elected,  cease  your 
talking  and  go  home."  What  Is  to  be  gained  by  praising  the 
right  of  free  speech,  of  a  free  press,  when  the  head  of  the 
Government,  speaking  bluntly,  tells  us  to  shut  up  and  go 

home? 

That  Is  an  insult  to  every  Memlaer  of  the  House.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  on  the  Republican  side  we  do  not  personally 
care  anything  about  it,  few:  we  know  from  whence  it  comes. 
But,  in  addition  to  being  an  insult  to  the  R-epublican  Mem- 
bers, it  is  an  Insult  to  every  person  in  the  United  States  who 
claims  the  right  under  the  Constitution  to  send  his  repre- 
sentative down  here  and  have  him  heard. 

Not  long  ago  the  President  got  up  in  the  middle  of  the 
night  and  called  the  reporters  out  of  bed  in  their  shirt  tails 
to  tell  them  that  he  did  not  want  to  be  a  dictator.  Judging 
from  what  he  said  yesterday,  apparently  he  has  changed  his 
mind  and  now  cladms  the  power  to  prorogue  Congress. 

He  has,  over  in  the  Supreme  Court  Building,  Justices,  so- 
called  judicial  interpreters  of  the  law.  who  one  day  decide  that 
an  employer  who  has  a  dispute  with  his  employees  is,  under 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act,  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce and  that  the  dispute  affects  interstate  commerce — a 
Court  which,  on  a  subsequent  day,  in  the  case  Involving  the 
same  acts,  transpiring  on  the  sam.e  day,  holds  that  those  acts 
are  not  in  restraint  of  interstate  commerce. 
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Those  puppet  Justices  make  themselves  objects  of  derision 
by  holding  on  one  day  that,  under  the  Labor  Act,  the  em- 
ployer Is  engaged  in  interstate  commerce,  and,  on  a  subse- 
quent day,  on  the  same  set  of  facts,  holding,  under  the 
Sherman  Act.  that  it  is  not  engaged  in  Interstate  commerce. 

The  President  having  the  Judiciary  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, he  now  has  the  effrontery  to  tell  a  coordinate 
branch  of  the  Government  to  quit  expressing  its  views  and 
go  home.  Maybe  he  has  all  the  money  and  all  the  au- 
thority he  wants,  although  he  may  think  of  something  to- 
morrow and  he  may  want  us  here  a  day  or  two  more.  But 
he  now  has  the  gall  to  tell  the  Congress  to  go  home. 

Who  is  he?  He  was  elected  by  the  people  and  so  were 
we.  He  said  he  and  Congress  were  a  team.  He  said  once 
that  he  was  a  quarterback.  He  now  has  the  idea  that  he 
is  the  whole  team,  11  mean,  instead  of  Just  1.  Something 
should  Jar  him  loose  from  his  foolish  ideas. 

We  will  betray  our  tnist  and  betray  our  constituents  if 
we  go  home  and  leave  that  man  down  there  in  the  Execu- 
tive Mansion  to  handle  the  affairs  of  this  Nation.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Nichols]. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  never  more  serious 
about  anything  in  my  life  than  I  am  about  what  I  am  going 
to  talk  on  for  a  few  minutes.  On  yesterday  I  told  the  House 
that  a  few  days  ago  I  had  directed  a  telegram  to  the  Attorney 
General  requesting  certain  information  from  him.  I  want 
to  read  that  telegram  to  the  House: 

BdAT  27,  1»40. 
Robert  H.  Jackson. 

Attorney  General.  Washinffton,  D.  C: 
Win  you  kindly  supply  me  Immediately  with  the  following  In- 
formation and  any  other  pertinent  to  the  subject:  How  many  men 
are  there  now  available  In  the  P.  B.  I.  whose  duties  are  to  investi- 
gate "fifth  colunm"  activities  In  the  United  States?  How  much 
money  was  available  for  this  purpose  in  the  fiscal  year  ending  1940. 
and  how  much  is  available  for  fiscal  year  ending  1941?  Advise 
number  of  requests  for  the  services  of  these  men  and  whether  or 
not  force  Is  sufficient  to  expeditiously  Investigate  all  Information 
and  requests  received.  If  the  Information  Is  not  considered  too 
confidential.  I  would  appreciate  knowing  the  approximate  distri- 
bution of  the  men  assigned  to  these  duties  throughout  the  United 
States.  I  respectfully  request  that  this  Information  be  furnished 
me  not  later  than  5  o'clock  Wednesday  evening. 

Jack  Nichols. 
Member  of  Congress. 

This  telegram  was  submitted  to  Mr.  Hoover  of  the  F.  B.  I., 
and  on  May  29  Mr.  Hoover  sent  this  reply  to  the  Attorney 
General,  which,  in  turn,  was  sent  to  me.  I  now  read  a  memo- 
randum for  the  Solicitor  General,  sent  him  by  Mr.  Hoover: 

I  am  returning  herewith  the  telegram  addressed  to  the  Attorney 
General  on  May  27  by  Congressman  Jack  Nichoi^  requesting  cer- 
tain Information  relative  to  the  national-defense  work  of  this 
Bureau. 

As  you  will  recall,  the  President,  on  September  6.  1939  in  declar. 
Ing  a  limited  national  emergency,  directed  that  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice  "take  charge  of  In- 
vestigative work  In  matters  relating  to  espionage,  sabotage,  and 
violations  of  the  neutrality  regulations."  The  President  stated  on 
September  6,  1939.  "  •  •  'I  request  all  police  ofnclals,  fiherifTs, 
and  all  other  law-enforcement  officers  In  the  United  States  promptly 
to  turn  over  to  the  nearest  representative  of  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation  any  information  obtained  by  them  relating  to 
espionage,  counterespionage,  sabotage,  subversive  activities,  and 
violations  of  the  neutrality  laws." 

In  September  1939  the  President  authorized  an  Increase  of  150 
special  agents  In  the  field  staff  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion to  handle  the  national -defense  work.  Congress,  subsequently, 
appropriated  $1,475,000  to  permit  the  employment  of  these  addi- 
tional field  special  agents  and  to  defray  Incidental  clerical  and  oper- 
ating expenses  for  the  remainder  of  the  fiscal  year,  which  ends 
June  30,  1940.  Congress  appropriated  $2.48«,000  for  the  national- 
defense  work  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  for  the  fiscal 
year  beginning  July  1,  1940.  ThU  sum  provides  for  100  special 
agents  for  this  work  In  addition  to  the  150  authorized  for  the 
fiscal  year  1940.  The  appropriation  for  the  next  fiscal  year,  there- 
fore, will  provide  a  total  of  260  field  special  agents  for  national- 
defense  work. 

During  the  6  years  prior  to  1938,  an  average  of  35  complaints 
in  national-defense  matters  was  received  by  the  P.  B.  I.  During 
the  fiscal  year  1938  the  Bureau  received  a  total  of  2.50  complaints 
of  this  nature  for  investigation.  During  the  fiscal  year  1939  there 
were  1,651  national -defense  complaints. 
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Blr.co  September  1939  there  has  been  a  tremendous  Increase  In 
complalms  of  this  nature.  At  the  beginning  of  May  1940  a  total 
of  3.800  complaints  In  national -defen^je  matters  was  pending  In 
the  Bureau  field  offices  for  Investigation.  Of  this  number.  2.508 
complaints  were  assigned  to  special  agents  for  investigative  atten- 
tion and  1.293  complaints,  or  34  percent,  were  In  an  unasstgned 
status  because  special  agents  were  not  available  to  Investigate 
them. 

Recent  erents  have  again  materially  increased  the  volume  of 
complaints  pertaining  to  the  national  defense.  On  Monday.  May 
27.  1940.  the  F.  B.  I.  received  a  total  of  2.871  such  complaints  at 
its  50  field  offices  located  throughout  the  United  States  and  terri- 
torial po-s-eessions  and  at  Washington.  D.  C. 

The  Bureau  has  been  endeavoring  to  handle  the  emergency  work 
with  the  150  special  agents  provided  for  that  purpose.  However, 
recent  events  have  necessitated  taking  additional  personnel  from 
the  regular  work  of  the  Bureau  for  assignment  to  national-defense 
investigations.  The  regular  work  of  the  Bureau  is  also  quite  de- 
linquent. On  May  1.  1940.  there  was  pending  In  connection  with 
the  Bureau's  regular  activities  a  total  of  17.422  complaints  which 
required  investigation.  Of  this  number.  12,310  were  assigned  for 
investigative  attention  and  5.112.  or  29.2  percent,  were  unassigncd 
due  to  lack  of  personnel  to  handle  them.  The  assignment  of  more 
than  150  special  agents  to  the  national-defense  work  means  that 
the  regular  work  of  the  Bureau  will  l)ecome  even  more  delinquent 
and  further  delays  occurring  in  handling  the  regular  work  will 
make  it  more  difficult  and  more  costly  to  take  care  of  this  work  at 
a  later  date. 

Obviously,  the  present  personnel  of  the  Bureau  is  not  adequate 
to  properly  cope  with  the  present  demands.  All  annual  leave  for 
the  entire  field  service  of  the  P.  B.  I.  has  been  canceled  and  the 
special  agents  are  presently  working  from  4  to  6  hotirs'  overtime 
each  day. 

Inc;dental  to  the  national -defense  work  of  the  Bureau  and  at 
the  request  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments,  special  agents  have 
been  engaged  In  surveys  of  protective  facilities  at  plants  through- 
out the  United  States  which  are  engaged  in  manufacturing  mate- 
rials for  the  armed  services.  At  the  present  time,  there  is  a 
priority  list  of  612  such  plants  which  require  surveys  as  soon  as 
investigative  personnel  is  available.  It  is  understood  that  there 
are  some  12.000  plants  in  the  United  States  which  ultimately  will 
have  to  be  surveyed  by  special  agents.  These  surveys  are  con- 
ducted for  the  purpose  oT  cfTerlng  suggestions  for  the  protection 
of  the  plants  so  tliat  confidential  d^uments  and  materials  may 
be  safeguarded  to  avoid  acts  of  sabotage  or  thefts.  Of  the  612 
plants  on  the  priority  list  of  the  Army  and  Navy  for  Inspection 
and  survey.  236  plant  surveys  have  been  completed  to  date  and  26 
industrial  plants  are  now  under  survey.  It  Is  obvious,  in  view  of 
the  present  emergency  situation,  that  it  would  be  most  desirable 
to  be  able  to  expedite  surveys  of  additional  plants  very  promptly. 

I  believe  It  highly  undesirable  to  indicate  the  distribution  of 
the  Investigative  personnel  assigned  to  national-defense  work.  The 
Jurisdiction  cf  the  Bureau  in  these  matters  covers  net  only  the 
UnltMl  State."  but  also  Its  Territorial  possessions,  including  Alaska, 
Puerto  Rico.  Hawaii,  and  the  Panama  Canal  Zone. 
Very  truly  yours. 

J.  Edgar  Hoover.  Director. 

To  supplement,  let  me  point  cut  that  the  action  of  this 
Government  against  "fifth  column"  movements  and  subver- 
sive activities  in  the  United  States  should  properly  be  as 
much  a  part  of  the  national  defense  as  enlarging  the  Army 
and  the  Navy.  Despite  that,  we  sit  here  at  this  minute  with- 
out a  single  suggestion  having  been  made  or  any  attempt 
made  to  do  anything  about  the  situation  except  for  the  bill 
which  I  introduced  yesterday  to  increase  the  personnel  of  the 
F.  B.  I.,  to  give  them  additional  funds  to  meet  this  emergency 
•lemand  upon  them.  And  who  else  is  there  to  do  the  job? 
They  now  have  or  wiil  have  July  1.  250  men  assigned  to  the 
duty  of  stamping  out  subversive  activities  among  130.000.000 
people.  When  they  fail  to  investigate  one  complaint,  that 
may  be  the  complaint  which  is  of  the  most  importance,  and 
investigation  cf  it  may  save  the  lives  of  many  Americans,  be 
they  working  in  plants  or  be  they  on  the  firing  line  or  in  the 
Army  or  the  Navy. 

My  bill  is  now  pending.  It  provides  for  an  increase  of  500 
special  agents  and  an  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  1941 
cf  $3.500.0C0.  I  ask  ycu  in  all  seriousness,  is  there  any  cheaper 
protection  we  can  give  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  in  this 
time  of  international  stress  than  to  give  them  a  safeguard 
at  their  own  doorstep  against  subversive  activities  and  against 
subversive  organizations  which  are  operating  today  in  the 
United  States?  I  hope  that  every  Member  of  the  House  who 
is  interested  in  this  problem,  who  thinks  that  it  is  a  major 
one.  and  who  thinks  that  it  is  as  much  a  part  of  the  national 
defense  as  is  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  will  insist  upon  the 
consideration  and  the  final  passage  of  this  measme. 
I  Applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 


Mr,  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  frwn  Pennsylvania  IMr.  Van  ZandtI. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Does  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to 
offer  an  amendment? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  yield  for  the 
purpose  of  offering  any  amendments  because  there  are  no 
committee  amendments  to  be  offered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania is  recognized  under  the  time  yielded  him,  but  is  not 
privileged  to  offer  an  amendment. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  May  I  inquire  of  the  Chair  when  I 
may  offer  an  amendment? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  In  the  event  the  previous 
question  is  voted  down  when  we  reach  that  point  in  the 
consideration  of  the  bill,  an  amendment  will  then  be  in 
order. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  measure  gives  to 
women  the  same  privileges  that  foreign  men,  ministers,  and 
professors  have  had  ever  since  the  passage  of  the  Immigra- 
tion Act  of  1924, 

So  that  my  colleagues  may  fully  understand  the  far-reach- 
ing effect  of  section  4  D  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924. 1  wish 
to  call  to  your  attention  that  since  the  act  became  effective 
in  1924  a  total  of  15,578  nonquota  Immigrant  aliens,  as  min- 
isters, professors,  their  wives,  and  unmarried  children,  were 
admitted  to  the  United  States. 

The  bill  that  we  are  now  considering,  and  offered  by  the 
gentlewoman  from  New  York  [Mrs.  OTDayl.  amends  section 
4  D  to  permit  the  husbands  of  46  female  teachers  to  come  into 
the  United  States  in  disregard  of  the  quota.  In  other  words, 
this  amendment  is  another  loophole  allowing  individuals  to 
come  into  the  United  States,  bringing  with  them  their  Ideas 
and  philosophies  of  government,  as  well  as  their  hatred  for 
certain  forms  of  government  in  the  Old  World. 

These  flames  of  hatred  engendered  In  the  Old  World  and 
nurtured  by  these  aliens  are  bound  to  break  forth  in  relent- 
less fury  in  the  land  of  their  adoption. 

I  am  positively  opposed  to  this  amendment  because,  as  I 
have  pointed  out,  it  is  simply  letting  down  the  bars  and  per- 
mitting such  types  as  Bertrand  Russell  and  other  notorious 
parlor  pinks  to  come  into  this  country  and  inject  their  poison- 
ous doctrines  Into  the  very  life  stream  of  our  Americanism — 
the  youth  of  our  Nation. 

This  man  Russell's  teaching  on  politics  alone  destroys 
everything  our  Constitution  holds  sacred.  His  teachings  on 
social  life  would  destroy  the  sanctity  of  our  homes.  Let  me 
quote  one  of  his  most  recent  statements  when  he  appeared 
before  a  student  body  of  the  City  College  of  New  York: 

I  am  sure  that  university  life  would  be  better,  both  intellectually 
and  morally.  If  most  university  students  had  temporary  childless 
marriages  This  would  afford  a  solution  of  the  sexual  tu-ge  neither 
rcsile.-is  nor  surreptitious,  neither  mercenary  nor  casual,  and  of 
such  a  nature  that  it  need  not  take  up  time  which  ought  to  be 
given  to  work. 

Such  a  statement  coming  from  this  egotistical  and  self- 
styled  educator  strikes  at  the  very  foundation  of  American 
morals  and  is  a  stench  in  the  nostrils  of  all  home-loving 
Americans. 

If  we  are  going  to  stamp  out  the  "fifth  column."  let  us  begin 
here  today  to  serve  a  solemn  notice  by  our  vote  that 
iuch  alien  trash  who  are  contaminating  the  minds  of  our 
people  under  the  guise  of  platform  lectures,  are  definitely  on 
their  way  out.  and  will  no  longer  be  permitted  to  occupy 
chairs  of  learning  in  our  leading  educational  insUtutlons. 

What  we  should  do  instead  of  pondering  over  whether  or 
not  to  amend  the  act  is  to  wipe  it  off  our  statute  books. 

As  I  said  in  the  beginning,  this  amendment  concerns  46 
male  aliens.  Each  of  these  persons.  If  they  are  anxious  to 
come  into  the  United  States,  can  be  admitted  by  the  simple 
presentation  to  this  Congress  of  a  private  bill.  In  this  manner 
each  Individual  case  wiU  be  carefully  investigated  by  the 
House  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization  and  if 
found  worthy,  further  consideration  will  be  shown  him. 


I  appeal  to  my  colleagues  to  vote  down  this  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentlewoman  from  New  York  that  your  action 
may  be  interpreted  as  a  solemn  warning  to  all  aliens,  parlor 
pinks,  and  "fifth  columnists"  that  they  have  seen  their  heyday 
and  will  no  longer  be  permitted  to  enjoy  the  blessings  of  this 
great  country  while  engaged  in  their  im-Amerlcan  activities. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  1  minute  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  IMr.  CochramI. 

Mr.   COCHRAN.     Mr.   Speaker.  I   was  Interested   in  the 
speech  of  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma   [Mr.  Nichols!  . 
He.  of  course,  gave  some  oCBcial  Information  in  regard  to 
/     the  problems  of  the  Department  of  Justice. 

I  commend  him  for  his  activity,  but  I  think  It  is  only  proper 
to  let  the  House  and  the  country  know  that  yesterday  the 
President  of  the  United  States  asked  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  through  the  Speaker,  to  Include  in  the  deficiency 
bill  an  emergency  appropriation  of  $6,558,800  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  part  for  the  enforcement  of  the  Immigra- 
tion laws,  and  $3,358,800  of  the  amount  Is  to  go  to  the  Bureau 
of  Investigation  for  additional  personnel. 

It  seems  to  me  this  should  be  evidence  of  the  desire  of 
the  President  to  vigorously  attack  the  class  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Oklahoma  referred  to.  The  printed  copy  of  the 
President's  letter  has  just  been  received  by  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee,  and  I  hold  one  in  my  hand. 

I  know  the  committee  will  call  the  officials  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  as  well  as  the  Director  of  the  P.  B.  I.,  Mr. 
Hoover,  in  a  few  days.  If  there  is  any  doubt  in  anyone's 
mind  as  to  whether  the  committee  will  include  this  amount  In 
the  deficiency  bill  it.  of  course,  is  their  privilege  to  appear 
before  the  committee.  In  the  past  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee has  been  responsive  to  all  such  requests,  and  I  feel 
the  members  will  be  in  this  Instance.  The  work  is  of  such 
importance  during  these  times  that  it  would  be  a  mistake  for 
the  Congress  to  be  charged  with  refusing  to  give  them  proper 
personnel.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot  sit  down  and 
leave  the  statement  made  by  my  good  friend  from  Pennsyl- 
vania go  unchallenged.  There  have  been  a  lot  of  inflamma- 
tory charges  and  statements  made.  Russell  has  no  more  to 
do  with  this  bill  than  Hitler.  It  is  a  lot  of  hooey  and  a  lot  of 
talk  to  confuse  the  issue.  Under  the  present  law.  the  act  of 
1924,  which  has  worked  very  nicely  the  last  few  years,  a  man 
of  the  gospel  need  not  have  any  quota.  They  have  been  com- 
ing in  after  they  have  been  investigated  by  the  State  Depart- 
ment and  after  the  Department  has  checked  with  the  church 
as  to  whether  they  are  actually  necessary  to  carry  on  the 
services  of  the  church.  They  cannot  come  in  otherwise.  They 
must  have  certain  qualifications  and  there  are  a  number  of 
women's  organizations  who  have  contested  the  matter,  and 
rightly  so.  by  stating  before  the  committee  that  the  women 
who  preach  the  gospel  are  being  discriminated  against  be- 
cause a  male  can  come  in  without  a  quota,  but  a  woman  min- 
ister must  get  a  quota.  This  measure  affects  only  a  handful 
cf  people,  and  they  are  not  Communists,  they  are  not  Fascists, 
and  they  are  not  trying  to  overthrow  the  Government.  In 
this  bill  we  are  simply  trying  to  iron  out  an  injustice  to  the 
female  clergy. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  ordering  the  previous 
question. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  now  is  on  the  engrossment 
and  third  reading  of  the  bilL 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  and  was  read  the  third  time. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 
The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  DicKSTEnt)  there  were— ayes  46,  noes  120. 
So  the  bill  was  rejected. 

DEPORTATION   OF   ALIENS  ENGAGING  IN  ESPIONAGE,  ETC. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  I  call  up  the  bill 


(H.  R.  9774)  to  provide  for  the  prompt  deportation  of  aliens 
engaging  in  espionage,  alien  criminals,  and  imdesirable  aliens, 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be  considered  In 
the  House  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  calls  up 
the  bill  H.  R.  9774  and  asks  unanimous  consent  that  it  be 
considered  in  the  House  as  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
The  Clerk  will  report  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows:  • 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  an  alien  who  entered  the  United  States 
either  from  a  foreign  territory  or  an  insular  possession,  either  be- 
fore or  after  the  passage  of  this  act,  shall  be  promptly  deported  In 
the  manner  provided  In  sections  19  and  20  of  the  Immigration  Act 
of  February  5,  1917,  as  amended,  regardless  of  when  he  entered, 
if  he— 

(1)  Has  admitted  in  writing  that  he  has  engaged  in.  or  attempted 
to  engage  in,  espionage  or  sabotage  for  a  foreign  government  Blnoe 
entry  into  the  United  States;  or 

(2)  Has  at  any  time  after  entry  been  convicted  of  a  felony  by 
any  court  of  the  United  States,  or  of  any  State.  Territory,  insular 
possession,  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided,  however.  That 
upon  the  request  of  the  Governor  of  the  State  in  which  the  offense 
was  committed  if  the  alien  to  be  deported  shall  have  been  convicted 
by  a  court  of  any  Bt&te,  or  upon  the  request  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  if  the  alien  to  be  deported  shall  have  been  convicted 
in  any  court  of  the  United  States,  or  of  any  Territory,  Insular 
possession,  or  of  the  District  of  Coltunbla,  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
shall  stay  such  deportation  pending  the  serving  of  any  prison 
sentence  imposed  on  such  alien. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  9.  strike  out  "has  committed  In  writing  that  he  haa 
engaged"  and  insert  "is  a  spy  or  has  engaged." 

Page  2,  line  15.  at  the  end  of  the  blU.  strike  out  the  period  and 
insert  a  colon  and  the  following:  "Provided,  however,  TTiat  nothing 
in  this  act  shall  apply  to  any  offense  comimltted  prior  to  January 
1.  1930." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  that  the  bill  be  considered  in  the 
House  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  com- 
mittee amendments. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  the  following 
further  committee  amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dickstein:  Page  3.  line  6. 
after  the  words  "District  of  Columbia",  Insert  "for  which  he  has 
l>een  sentenced  to  serve  1  year  or  more  In  any  penal  Institution." 

The  SPEAKER.  ITie  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  mo- 
tion to  reconsider  laid  on  the  table. 

HARRY  RENTON  BRIDGES 

Mr.  DICKSTE3N.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  one  more  bill, 
which  I  have  designated  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Lesinski]  to  handle,  and  I  ask  the  Chair  to  recognize  the 
gentleman  at  this  time. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  authority  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Inunigration  and  Naturalization  I  call  up  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9766)  to  authorize  the  deportation  of  Harry  Rcnton 
Bridges. 

The  SPEIAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  bilL 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be.  and  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  take  into  custody  and  deport  to 
Atistralla,  the  country  of  which  be  is  a  citizen  or  subject,  the 
alien,  Harry  Renton  Bridges,  in  the  manner  provided  by  sections 
165  and  156,  tlUe  8,  United  States  Code. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  feels  that  it  is  the  solemn 
duty  of  the  presiding  officer  of  the  House  to  enforce  the  mles 
of  the  House  under  all  circumstances.  There  is  no  question 
about  bills  that  may  and  may  not  be  called  up  on  Calendar 
Wednesday.  The  rules  specifically  provide  that  on  a  call  of 
committees  under  this  rule  bills  may  be  called  up  from 
either  the  House  or  the  Union  Calendars,  except  bills  which 
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arc  privileged  under  the  rules.  This  bill  which  the  gentleman 
from  Michigaw  has  called  up  is  on  the  Private  Calendar, 
and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Chair,  under  the  rules,  it  is  not 
eligible  for  consideration  on  Calendar  Wednesday. 

Mr.  KRAMER.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KRAMER.  If  a  rule  has  been  voted  for  the  considera- 
tion of  this  bill  by  the  Committee  on  Rules,  when  would  that 
nde  be  brought  up  in  the  House?  My  understanding  is  that 
It  was  voted  out  about  a  week  ago.  but  no  report  has  been 
made. 

The  SPEAIOIl.  The  Chair  Is  not  in  a  position  to  answer 
that  as  a  parliamentary  inquiry.  If  any  answer  could  be 
made,  it  could  be  made  by  the  majority  leader.  The  Chair 
does  not  believe  it  to  be  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Spej»ker.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  the  privi- 
lege of  the  House.  This  bill  to  authorize  the  deportation  of 
Harry  Bridges 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.   The  gentleman's  resolution  Is  not  in  writing. 

The  SPEAKER.  Has  the  gentleman  from  New  York  a 
resolution  to  offer? 

Mr.  FISH.  No:  my  motion  Is  such  that  I  do  not  think  a 
resolution  is  required.  I  am  calling  attention  to  the  rules  of 
the  House,  and  ask  for  enforcement  of  clause  45.  rule  XI. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  state  that  under  the  rules 
of  the  House,  which  it  is  always  the  duty  of  the  Chair  to  en- 
force, any  question  involving  the  privileges  of  the  House  must 
be  presented  in  the  form  of  a  resolution. 

Mr.  FISH.    I  will  send  itiip  in  a  few  minutes.  Mr.  Speaker. 

REORGAMIZATION  OF  THE  N.^VY  DEPARTMENT 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous 
consent  for  the  Immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4026), 
providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  Department, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  explain  this  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  will  be  glad  to  explain  the  bill 
If  there  is  no  objection  to  it  being  considered  at  this  time. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Br  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  foUowlng  ch.onges  are  hereby  made 
In  the  organization  of  the  Department  of  the  Navy: 

(a)   The  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair,  the  Office  of  the 
Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction   and  Repair,  the  Bureau  of 
Engineering,   and  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  the  Bvireau  of  Engl- 
*%neerlng  are  hereby  abolished. 

\(b)  The  functions  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair 
ai^l  the  functions  of  the  Bureau  of  EIngineering  are  hereby  trans- 
ferned  to  and  consolidated  under  one  bureau  to  be  kno^^-n  as  the 
Bur«au  of  Ships,  with  a  Chief  of  Bureau  at  the  head  thereof. 
The  Jlutles  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  shall  be  assigned  by  the  Secre- 
tary Of  the  Navy  and  performed  under  his  authority  and  the 
orders  ^f  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  shall  be  considered 
as  emanating  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  shall  have 
fun  force  and  effect  as  sxjch. 

(c)  The.  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  for  a 
term  of  4  jrcars.  from  among  the  officers  of  the  active  list  of  the 
Navy  who  are  specially  qualified  and  experienced  in  naval  engineer- 
ing or  naval  architecture.  The  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  shall 
have  the  same  rank  and  shall  be  entitled  to  the  same  pay,  allow- 
ances, and  privileges  of  retirement  as  arc  now  or  may  hereafter  be 
jjrcscrlbed  by  or  In  pursuance  of  law  for  other  chiefs  of  bureaus 
in  the  Navy  Department,  and  shall  take  precedence  ahead  of  ail 
other  officers  on  duty  in  the  Bureau  of  Ships. 

(d)  An  officer  on  the  active  list  of  the  Na\7  who  is  specially  quali- 
'     fled   and  experienced   In   naval   engineering   or   naval   architecture 

shall  be  detailed  as  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships.  He 
shall,  while  so  serving,  have  the  rank  of  rear  admiral  and  shall 
receive  the  highest  pay  and  allowances  of  that  rank:  P7x>vided, 
That  If  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  be  specially  qualified  and 
experienced  In  naval  engineering,  the  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Bureau 
of  Ships  shall  be  specially  qualified  and  experienced  in  naval  archi- 
tecture; and  if  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  be  specially  qualified 
and  experienced  in  naval  architecture,  the  Assistant  Chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Ships  shall  be  specially  qualified  and  experienced  in  naval 
engineering:  Provided  further.  That  nothing  herein  siiall  operate 


to  deprive  the  Incumbents  In  office  as  the  Chief  of  the  Btireau  of 
Construction  and  Repair  and  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Engineering 
on  the  effective  date  of  this  act  of  the  rank.  pay.  allowances,  or 
retirement  privUeges  to  which  they  may  be  entitled  under  existing 
law,  nor  to  affect  the  status  of  any  officer  heretofore  retued  from 
said  oQces. 

(e)  OfBcers  on  the  active  list  of  the  Navy  who  are  speclany  quali- 
fied and  experienced  in  naval  engineering  or  naval  architecture 
shall  be  detaUed  as  heads  of  the  major  divisions  In  the  Bureau  of 
Ships. 

(f)  The  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  and  then  the 
heads  of  the  major  divisions  of  that  Bureau  shaU  succeed  to  the 
duties  of  the  Chief  of  Bureau  during  his  absence  or  disability,  or 
m  the  event  of  a  temporary'  vacancy  in  that  office,  In  such  order 
as  may  be  directed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

(g)  All  records  and  property  (Including  office  equipment)  of  the 
Bureau  of  Engineering  and  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair, 
and  all  the  personnel  used  in  the  administration  and  functions  of 
such  Bureaus  are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Ships  for 
use  In  the  administration  and  functions  transferred  or  provided 
by  this  act:  Provided,  That  any  civilian  personnel  transferred  by 
this  section  found  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  be  In  excess  of 
the  personnel  necessary  for  the  administration  of  the  Bureau  of 
Ships  shall  be  retransferred  under  existing  law  to  other  pcsltiona 
In  the  Government  service,  or  separated  from  the  service  In  accord- 
ance with  the  applicable  provisions  of  section  10  (a)  of  the  Re- 
organization Act  of  1939. 

(h)  The  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations,  allocations,  or 
other  funds  available  for  use  in  connection  with  the  exercise  of 
any  function  herein  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Ships  shall  be 
transferred  to  that  Bureau  for  xise  In  connection  with  the  exercise 
of  the  functions  so  transferred.  All  funds  available  In  the  appro- 
priations for  the  fiscal  year  1941  under  the  headings  "Salaries, 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  RejMilr"  and  "Salaries.  Bureau  of 
Engineering"  shall  be  transferred  and  consolidated  Into  one  appro- 
priation account  to  be  entitled  "Salaries.  Bureau  of  Ships,"  and  all 
funds  available  in  the  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  1911  under 
the  headmgs  "Engineering"  and  "Construction  and  repair"  shall 
be  similarly  transferred  and  consolidated  Into  another  appropriation 
account  to  be  entitled  "Maintenance.  Bureau  of  Ships."  and.  further, 
such  part  of  the  funds  available  under  the  appropriations  "Instru- 
ments and  supplies."  "Maintenance,  supplies,  and  accounts,"  and 
"Ordnance  and  ordnance  stores"  for  the  fiscal  year  1941.  as  relate 
to  the  procurement  of  equipage,  supplies,  and  services  necessary 
to  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  vessels,  and  repairs  to  such 
equipage,  but  not  Including  technical  ordnance  equipage  and  techni- 
cal supplies,  shall  be  transferred  upon  approval  of  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  to  the  appropriation  "Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Ships," 
provided  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  authorize  and  direct  the 
transfer  of  cognizance  over  such  equipage,  supplies,  and  services 
and  repairs  to  equipage  to  the  Bxireau  of  Ships. 

Sec.  2.  In  addition  to  the  duties  now  prescribed  by  law  the  Chief 
of  Naval  Operations  shall,  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  be  charged  with  the  coordination  of  the  functions  of  the 
Naval  Establishment  afloat,  together  with  the  determination  of 
priorities  relating  to  repair  and  overhaul  of  ships  In  commission  or 
about  to  be  commissioned. 

Szc.  3.  There  shall  be  in  the  Department  of  the  Navy  an  Under 
Secretary  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  from  civil  life, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  perform  such  duties  sis  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  required  by  law  and  shall  be  n3xt 
In  succession  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  during  his  absence  or 
disability  or  in  the  event  of  a  temporary  vacancy  In  that  office.  The 
compensation  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  be  at  the 
rate  of  810,000  per  annum.  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
next  after  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  shall  hereafter  succeed 
to  the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Na\'y  during  his  absence  or 
disability,  or  in  the  event  of  a  temporary  vacancy  in  that  office. 

Sec.  4.  Section  4  of  the  act  approved  June' 24,  1926  (44  Stat.  767; 
U.  S.  C.  title  5,  sec.  421a),  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction and  procurement  of  aircraft  and  aircraft  equipment  In  the 
Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  to  adjust  and  define  the  status  of 
operating  personnel  in  connection  therew^lth."  is  hereby  repealed. 

Sec,  5.  All  laws  or  parts  of  law's  so  far  as  they  are  Inconsistent 
with  or  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  act  are  hereby 
repealed. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  proceed  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  some  months  ago 
as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs.  I  designated 
a  subcommittee,  composed  of  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  DardenI  as  chairman,  and  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa  I  Mr.  Jacobs^n],  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Maas],  and  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Cole! 
to  study  and  investigate  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  De- 
partment. 

After  very  extensive  hearirgs.  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  DaroemJ  reported  a  bill  to  the  House  and  a  rule  was 
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granted  for  the  consideration  of  that  bill.    The  bill  is  known 
as  H.  R.  9266. 

A  few  days  ago  the  Senate  took  up  practically  the  same 
Identical  bill  and  adopted  in  toto  what  was  set  out  in  the 
House  bill. 

I  want  to  take  occasion  to  thank  the  subcommittee,  particu- 
larly the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  DardenI,  for  the  con- 
structive and  beneficial  service  he  has  rendered  to  the  Nation 
in  bringing  about  a  reorganization  in  the  Navy  Department. 
[Applause.] 

I  also  want  to  say  that  this  reorganization  is  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendation  of  the  Navy  Department.  It  only 
relates,  however,  to  two  of  the  bureaus  of  the  Navy,  the  Bureau 
of  Construction  and  Repair  and  the  Bureau  of  Engineers. 
Those  two  bureaus  have  to  do  with  ship  construction.  They 
have  been  consolidated  Into  one  bureau,  known  as  the  bureau 
of  ships. 

I  may  also  add  that  when  the  bill  was  before  the  NavaJ 
Affairs  Committee  it  was  unanimously  reported.  The  bureau 
of  ships  will  have  to  do  with  all  of  the  shipbuilding.  As  I 
stated  heretofore,  part  of  the  ship  construction  was  under  the 
Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  and  a  part  was  under  the 
Bureau  of  Engineering.  One  part  of  the  ship  was  made  by 
one  bureau  and  another  part  by  another  bureau,  and  there 
was  constant  confusion.  We  have  merged  those  two  bvireaus 
and  we  are  heading  it  by  an  admiral  who  has  the  rank  of 
chief  of  the  bureau  of  ships.  It  will  be  very  important  in  the 
shipbuilding  program  as  it  will  cut  red  tape  and  bring  about 
ef&ciency  and  bring  about  economy. 

The  only  provision  in  the  Senate  bill  which  I  will  move 
to  strike  out  which  is  not  in  the  House  bill  is  for  an  office  of 
under  secretary  of  the  Navy.  When  the  bill  was  presented 
to  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  the  recommendation  was  to 
create  the  office  of  under  secretary.  After  long  debate  and 
much  consideration  we  decided  there  was  no  reason  or  justi- 
fication in  the  Navy  Department  to  have  an  under  secretary 
of  the  Navy.  So  the  Senate  bill  is  in  thorough  accord  with 
the  provisions  of  the  House  bill  except  for  that  one  feature, 
and  at  the  proper  time  I  will  move  to  strike  that  out. 

If  there  are  no  questions,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ofifer  an  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  section  3  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  VmsoN  of  Georgia  to  the  bUl  S.  4026 : 
On  page  5.  beginning  In  line  19,  strike  out  aU  of  section  3. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  section  4  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia:  On  page  6,  begin- 
ning In  line  8,  strike  out  all  of  section  4. 

The  amendment  wsis  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  section  numbers  be  changed  in  accordance 
with  the  amendments  adopted. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9266)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

LIMITATION     OF    PROFITS    OF    CXRTAIN    CONTRACTORS    WITH    THE 

UNirKD   STATES 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2464) 
to  amend  the  act  of  March  27. 1934  (48  Stat.  505) .  as  amended 
(49  Stat.  1926:  34  U.  8.  C.  Supp.  IV.  496;  sec.  14  of  Public. 
No.  18.  76th  Cong.) ,  to  adjust  the  limitaUons  on  the  profits  of 
certain  contractors  with  the  United  States. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  proviso  of  section  8  (b)  of  the 
act  of  March  27,  1934  (48  Stat.  606),  as  amended  by  the  act  of  June 
26,  1936  (49  SUt.  1926;  34  U.  8.  C,  Supp.  IV,  496),  and  by  section  14 
of  the  act  of  AprU  3,  1939  (Public,  No.  18.  76th  Cong),  Is  hereby 
further  amended  to  read  as  foUows:  "Prooided.  That  If  there  Is  a 
net  loss,  or  a  net  profit  less  than  10  percent,  on  aU  such  contracts 
or  subcontracts  for  the  construction  and /or  manufacture  of  any 
complete  naval  vessel  or  portion  thereof  completed  by  the  partlctils^ 
contractor  or  subcontractor  within  any  Income  taxable  year,  such 
net  loss  or  deficiency  in  profit  shall  be  allowed  as  a  credit  In  deter- 
mining the  excess  profit.  If  any.  during  the  next  succeeding  4 
income  taxable  years;  that  If  there  Is  a  net  loss,  or  a  net  profit  less 
than  12  percent,  as  aforesaid,  on  all  such  contracts  or  subcontracts 
for  the  construction  and /or  manufacture  of  any  complete  aircraft 
or  portion  thereof  completed  by  the  particular  contractor  or  sub- 
contractor within  any  income  taxable  year,  such  net  loss  or  defi- 
ciency In  profit  shall  be  allowed  as  a  credit  In  determining  the 
excess  profit.  If  any,  during  the  next  succeeding  4  Income  taxable 
years;  and  that  the  method  of  ascertaining  the  amount  of  excess 
profit.  Initially  fixed  upon  shall  be  determined  on  or  before  June  30, 
1939,  in  the  case  of  contracts  or  subcontracts  for  the  construction 
and  'or  manufacture  of  any  complete  aircraft  or  portion  thereof, 
and  shaU  be  determined  within  90  days  from  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  amendment  In  the  case  of  contracts  or  subcontracts  for  the 
construction  and,  or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval  vessel  or 
portion  thereof." 

Sex;,  a.  The  amendments  made  by  this  act  sbaU  be  applicable  to 
aU  contracts  and  subcontracts  completed  within  an  Income  taxable 
year  ending  after  April  3,  1939. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  wsis  on 
the  Consent  Calendar  tiie  other  day  and  was  objected  to 
because  there  was  no  explanation  of  it. 

The  object  and  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  reference  to 
permitting  shipbuilders  to  extend  their  losses  over  a  period  of 
4  years.  Under  the  law  today  a  shipbuilder  is  required  to 
make  his  income-tax  returns  calculating  his  losses  each  year. 
Under  this  provision  it  extends  the  permission  to  carry  over 
his  losses  for  a  period  of  4  3^ars,  and  the  simendment  is 
drafted  by  the  Treasury  Department  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Treasury  Department,  and  it  was 
unanimously  reported  by  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  and 
urged  by  the  Navy  Department. 

The  Treasury  Department  in  a  letter  dated  May  11,  1940, 
has  this  to  say: 

The  Treasury  Department  has  for  some  time  been  considering 
the  advlsabUlty  of  suggesting  an  amendment  to  the  Vlnson-Tram- 
mell  Act  to  provide  for  a  more  extended  period  of  carry-over  of  net 
operating  losses. 

It  has  always  been  the  position  of  the  Treasiuy  Department  that 
It  Is  undesirable  that  tiny  contractor  should  deal  with  the  Federal 
Government  at  a  loss  to  him.  For  this  reason  the  Department  feels 
that  In  the  determination  of  profit  imder  the  Vlnson-TrammeU 
Act.  it  Is  advisable  to  have  a  carry-over  of  operating  losses  for  a 
sufficient  time  reasonably  to  assure  the  contractor  that  his  course 
of  dealing  with  the  Government  wlU  not  result  In  ultimate  loss. 
In  line  with  this  thought,  the  Department  feels  that  It  Is  advisable 
to  extend  to  contractors  of  naval  vessels  or  parts  thereof  the  privi- 
lege of  a  4-year  carry-over  of  net  losses. 

Mr.  MAAS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrleld? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAAS.  The  result  of  the  passage  of  this  bill  will  be 
a  spread  of  competition  and  a  lowering  of  the  cost  of  these 
ships  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Exactly.  It  takes  about  4  years 
to  construct  a  ship.  The  Vinson-Trammell  Act  limiting  prof- 
its to  10  percent  requires  that  the  calculation  be  made  each 
year.  The  pending  bill  permits  losses  to  be  extended  over  a 
period  of  4  years  which  is  approximately  the  life  of  one  of 
these  contracts.  It  does  not  make  for  any  increase  in  profit 
whatsoever  but  merely  permits  the  contractor  to  carry  hia 
losses  over  a  period  of  4  years. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Is  this  the  Senate  or  the  House 

bill? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  This  Is  the  Senate  bill  with  the 
House  amendment  in  it. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Did  the  Senate  Insert  a  provi- 
sion permitting  the  carry-over  of  profits  as  well  as  losses? 
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Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  It  did.  and  we  struck  that  out. 
The  pending  bill,  as  amended,  pennits  only  the  carry-over  of 
losses.  The  Senate  bill  carried  over  both  losses  and  profits. 
We  struck  out  the  Senate  provision  permitting  the  carry- 
over of  the  10-percent  profit  and  adopted  an  amendment 
which  the  Treasury  Department  sent  to  us.  They  enforce 
this  law.  and  this  change  is  made  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Is  this  bill  retroactive? 
In  other  words,  if  a  ship  concern  has  had  losses  over  the  last 
4  years  would  they  be  able  to  carry  those  losses  over,  too? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  No;  the  carry-over  provision 
starts  with  the  passage  of  this  act. 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  find  there  is  a  good  deal  of  misunderstanding 
about  the  size  of  our  Navy,  a  great  deal  of  confusion  and 
bewilderment  in  the  minds  of  the  people.  Some  people  actu- 
ally feel  that  we  have  no  Navy  at  all.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman,  who  Is  the  greatest  authority  in  the  whole  Con- 
gress on  the  Navy,  if  It  is  not  a  fact  that  we  have  the  greatest, 
the  most  powerful,  and  efficient  Navy  in  the  world  today? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  gentleman  from  New  York 
Is  absolutely  correct.  There  is  no  navy  in  the  world  equal  to 
the  Navy  of  the  United  States.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  FISH.     I  thank  the  gentleman  for  the  information. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  committee 
amendment. 

The  Cleik  read  as  follows: 

Conunittee  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia: 
Page  a.  strike  out  all  of  lines  1  to  22.  Inclusive,  and  all  of  line 
2S|  thrcugh  the  word  "thereof,  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing*: "net  loss  on  all  such  contracts  or  subcontracts  for  the 
constrtjctlon  and  or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval  vessel  or 
portion  thereof  completed  by  the  particular  contractor  or  subcon- 
tractor within  any  Income  taxable  year,  such  net  loss  shall  be 
allowed  as  a  cretllt  In  determining  the  excess  profit.  If  any.  dxirlng 
the  next  succeeding  four  Income  taxable  years;  that  If  there  Is  a 
net  loss,  cr  a  net  profit  less  than  12  percent,  as  aforesaid  on  all 
such  contracts  or  subcontracts  for  the  construction  and,  or  manu- 
facture of  any  complete  aircraft  or  portion  thereof  completed  by 
the  particular  contractor  or  subcontractor  within  any  Income  tax- 
able year,  such  net  loss  or  deficiency  In  profit  shall  be  allowed  as 
a  credit  In  determining  the  excess  profit,  if  any.  during  the  next 
succeeding  four  income  taxable  years;  and  that  the  method  of 
ascertaining  the  amount  of  excess  profit.  Initially  fixed  upon  shall 
be  dPtermlned  on  or  before  June  30.  1939.  In  the  case  of  contracts 
or  subcontracts  for  the  construction  and/or  manufacture  of  any 
complete  aircraft  or  portion  thereof,  and  shall  be  determined  on 
or  before  August  31.  1940.  In  the  case  of  contracts  or  subcontracts 
for  the  construction  and  or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval 
▼easel  or  portion  thereof:". 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  further 
committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Cccnmlttee  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia:  Page  3. 
line  20.  strike  out  all  of  section  2. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

NATIONAL   BANKS  AND  CHARITABLE   CONTRIBUTIONS 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  Immediate  consideration  of  ttie  bill  (S.  1964)  to 
amend  section  5136  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  to 
authorize  charitable  contributions  by  national  banking 
associations. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  th*  present  consid- 
eraticn  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  Clerk  read  the  bill  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  5136  of  the  Revised  Statutes.  tA 
amended.  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  foUowlng 
new  paragraph: 

•Eighth.  To  contribute  to  community  funds,  or  to  charitable, 
philanthropic,  or  benevolent  Instrumentalities  conducive  to  public 
welfare,  such  sums  as  Its  board  of  directors  may  deem  expedient 
and  m  the  Interests  of  the  association.  If  It  Is  located  In  a  State 
the  laws  of  which  do  not  expressly  prohibit  State  banking  Insti- 
tutions from  contributing  to  such  funds  or  Instrumentalities." 

Mr.  M..\RTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  STEAGALX..  Certainly.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  bill 
which  amends  the  National  Banking  Act  so  as  to  permit  con- 
tributions by  national  banks  to  community  funds,  or  to  chari- 
table, philanthropic,  or  benevolent  iristriunentalities  condu- 
cive to  public  welfare  and  is  limited  in  Its  application  to  States 
which  do  not  expressly  prohibit  State  banking  institutions 
from  contributing  to  such  funds  or  instrumentalities.  It  per- 
mits by  law  a  practice  that  obtains  in  almost  every  section  of 
the  country  indulged  in  not  only  by  State  banks  but  by  na- 
tional banks.  But  in  some  metropoUtan  centers,  lawyers  have 
threatened  suits  and  in  some  instances  have  brought  suits  to 
recover  from  directors  who  made  such  contributions  without 
specific  authority  of  law. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  is  sure  of 
his  statement  that  some  national  banks  have  made  such  con- 
tributions? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Yes.  The  custom  obtains  nearly  every- 
where, but  as  I  say  lawyers  in  two  or  three  cities,  so  our  com- 
mittee is  advised,  have  taken  the  position  that  such  contribu- 
tions by  national  banks  were  not  authorized  by  law  and  suits 
have  been  threatened  which  have  resulted  in  some  confusion 
and  in  some  hesitancy  on  the  part  of  banks  to  make  these 
contributions. 

The  bill  has  been  urged  by  various  charitable  institutions 
and  by  bankers  themselves.  It  has  the  support  of  the  com- 
mittee. There  is  no  opposition,  I  may  say,  from  the  minority 
side  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  the 
Treasury  Department  has  been  disallowing  those  donations 
from  the  income-tax  returns  of  these  institutions? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  am  sorry  I  do  not  have  specific  in- 
formation on  that  question. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  We  have  a  great  many  of 
these  drives  in  our  city,  but  these  big  institutions  were  fore- 
closed from  helping.  I  am  very  glad  the  gentleman  is  bring- 
ing this  up. 

I  think  it  might  be  well  to  go  into  the  income-tax  feature, 
because  it  is  rather  ridiculous  to  say  to  an  institution  that 
it  may  give  this  money,  and  then  to  have  the  tax  collector, 
when  he  comes  around,  say  they  are  not  allowed  to  give  it 
and  may  rot  deduct  it. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  have 
no  doubt  the  income-tax  question  grows  out  of  the  difficulty 
which  we  are  undertaking  to  correct;  namely,  that  banks 
were  not  authorized  by  law  to  make  such  contributions,  and 
for  that  reason  the  Treasury  could  not  take  account  of  them 
in  the  inccme-tax  returns. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  gen- 
tleman's committee  had  in  mind  the  allowance  as  a  reduction 
of  such  contributions  as  we  are  permitting  today  from  in- 
come-tax statements? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Our  sole  interest  in  the  matter  is  to  aid 
these  charitable  institutions  of  various  kinds,  especially  when 
we  consider  the  existing  peculiar  situation. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  It  is  a  very  worthy  bUl,  and  I 
commend  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency  for  it ;  but  I  think  the  Record  ought  to  indicate  it  is 
the  Intention  of  Congress  to  make  those  donations  deductible 
from  income-tax  returns. 
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Mr.  STEAGALL.  Of  course,  they  will  be  governed  in  that 
matter  by  the  existing  taxation  laws. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
093  the  table. 

PIIVILECES  OF  THX  HOUSK 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  raise  a  question  of  the  privileges 
of  the  House  and  I  send  a  resolution  to  the  desk. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  resolution. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

I  House  Resolution  510 

Whereas  the  gentleman  from  MissLsslppl.  Mr.  CoLunt,  a  member 
ot  the  Committee  on  Rules  announced  to  the  House  on  May  29, 
1940,  that  the  Committee  on  Rules  had  agreed  to  a  rule  to  con- 
skier  the  bin  H.  R.  97C6  to  authorize  the  deportation  of  Harry 
Renton  Bridges;  and 

Whereas  rule  XI,  clause  45,  provides  that  a  rule  agreed  to  by  the 
Committee  on  Rules  shall  be  reported  to  the  House  within  3  legis- 
lative days  from  the  time  of  such  committee  action;  and 

Whereas  more  than  3  legislative  days  having  elapsed  since  the 
action  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  as  announced  by  Mr.  Coljixh: 
Therefore, 

Resolved,  That  said  rule  be  submitted  to  the  House  Immediately. 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  all  I  am  asking  for  is  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  rules  of  the  House.  As  the  Speaker  well  knows, 
rule  XI.  clause  45,  reads: 

The  Committee  on  Rules  shall  present  to  the  House  reports  con- 
cerning rules.  Joint  rules,  and  order  of  business  within  3  legislative 
days  of  the  time  when  ordered  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  Speaker,  In  this  case  more  than  3  legislative  days  have 
expired;  therefore  I  demand  that  the  rules  of  the  House  be 
enforced. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of 
order  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After  counting.! 
One  hundred  and  seventy-two  Members  are  present,  not  a 
quonmi. 

ADJOTTRmCENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accOTdlngly  (at  4  o'clock  and  12 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Thurs- 
day, June  6,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

COMMITTED   ON   MERCHANT   MARINE   AND   FISHERIES 

The  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  will  hold 
a  public  hearing  on  Thiu-sday,  Jime  6,  1940.  at  10  a.  m.,  on 
the  following  bill: 

H.R.  9913,  relating  to  citizenship  requirements  for  man- 
ning of  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  will 
hold  a  public  hearing  on  Tuesday,  June  11,  1940,  at  10  a,  m., 
on  the  following  bill: 

H.  R.  9982.  to  require,  during  an  emergency,  the  shipment 
and  discharge  of  seamen  on  certain  vessels  of  the  United 
States  before  shipping  commissioners,  and  for  other  purposes. 

I      COMMITTEE  ON  MINES   AND   MININa 

The  Subcommittee  on  "Mines  and  Mining  that  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  S.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Thurs- 
day, Jime  6,  and  Friday,  June  7,  1940.  at  10  a.  m.  each  morn- 
ing. In  the  committee  rooms  In  the  New  House  Office 
Building. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
1725.  Under  clause  2  of  nile  XXIV,  a  letter  from  the  Chair- 
man, Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corjwratlon,  transmitting  a 
copy  of  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation  for  the  year  ending  December  31. 1939,  was  taken 
from  the  Speaker  s  table  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 


REPORTS    OF   COMMITTEES    ON   PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xin, 

Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALL:  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 
Grounds.  H.  R.  9267.  A  Wll  authorizing  the  transfer  of  land 
owned  by  the  United  States  back  to  the  Spring  Park  Club,  of 
Richfield  Springs,  N.  Y.;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2378) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  oA  the 
state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BLAND:  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries. House  Report  No.  2379.  Preliminary  report  pursuant 
to  House  Resolution  162.  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  first  session; 
without  amendment.  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WARREN:  Committee  on  Accoimts.  House  Resolu- 
tion 509.  Resolution  to  pay  a  gratuity  to  Sally  Gates  Ryan 
(Rept.  No.  2380).  Referred  to  the  Conunittee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  CROWE:  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 
House  Joint  Resolution  472.  Joint  resolution  to  prohibit  the 
sale  or  disposal  of  the  United  States  customhouse  for  the 
city  of  Detroit;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2394).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  BUCK:  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  H.  R.  9117. 
A  bill  to  eliminate  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  used 
in  the  fortification  of  wine;  to  increase  the  tax  on  wine;  to 
compensate  for  the  loss  of  revenue  occasioned  by  the  elimi- 
nation of  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  used  in  the 
fortification  of  wine;  and  for  other  purposes;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2395  K*  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas:  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.  H.  R.  9980.  A  bill  to  revise  and  codify  the 
nationality  laws  of  the  United  States  into  a  comprehensive 
nationality  code;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2396).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  McGRANERY:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  H.  R.  9618.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for  com- 
mencing and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across 
the  Susquehanna  River  at  or  near  the  city  of  Harrisburg,  Pa.; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2399).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  BLOOM:  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  House  Joint 
Resolution  556.  Joint  resolution  approving  nonrecognition  of 
the  transfer  of  any  geographic  region  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere from  one  non-American  power  to  another  non- 
American  power,  and  providing  for  consultation  with  other 
American  republics  in  the  event  that  such  transfer  should 
appear  likely;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2400).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XHI, 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. H.  R.  8294.  A  bill  to  enable  Vladas  Barclauskas  to 
remain  permanently  in  the  United  States;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2377) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  KRAMER:  Committee  on  Immlfrratlon  and  Naturali- 
zation. S.  2774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Mauri;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2381) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House, 

Mr.  CRAVENS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  1874.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  E.  V.  Maki;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2382) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  CRAVENS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  3768.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Louis  J.  Banderet;  with  amendment 
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dlept.  No.  2383) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  WINTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  5040.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  John  J.  Reiber.  Ada  Bell  Reiber.  his  wife, 
and  Arthur  Joseph  Reiber.  their  minor  son;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2384).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  CRAVENS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  5400.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Evyline  Vaughn;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2385).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
6108.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Regina  Howell:  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2386).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
6456.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Toej>el,  Robert  Scott.  Wid- 
mer  Smith,  and  Louis  Knowlton;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2387).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  FENTON:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7910.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Betty  Jane  Bear  Robe;  with  amendment 
CRept.  No.  2388).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  8ASSCER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  8028.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Zoe  Hoyt  Wagner  and  lo  P.  Hoyt;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2389).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  CRAVENS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  8214.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Morris  Mensch;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2390) .   Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  McGEHEE:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3647.  An  act 
for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardian  of  Paul  Sanford.  a  minor; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2391).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland;  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
3978.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  former  employees  of 
the  National  Reemployment  Service;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2392).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
1376.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cothran  Motors.  Inc.;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No., 2393).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  BLOOM:  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  H.  R.  9932. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anne  Howard  Lay;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2398).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  RABAUT: 
H.  R.  9999.  A  bill  to   authorize  the  charging  of  tolls  for 
the  use  of   the   bridge   across   the   Missouri   River   at  Fort 
Leavenworth,  Kans..  in  or(3er  to  provide  funds  for  the  main- 
tenance and  operation  of  that  bridge;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  HENDRICKS: 
H.  R.  10000.  A  bill  extending  for  the  taxable  year  1939  the 
time  within  which  employer  contributions  to  State  unemploy- 
ment funds  may  be  paid  for  the  purp>ose  of  the  credit  pro- 
vided by  section  1601  of  the  Federal  Unemployment  Tax  Act; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  PLANNER Y: 
H.  R.  10001.  A  bill  to  authorize  cancelation  of  deportation 
in  the  case  of  Wasil  Boyko;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  DICKSTEIN: 
H.  J.  Res.  558.  Joint  resolution  requesting  the  President  to 
proclaim  the  third  Sunday  in  June  of  each  year  as  Father's 
Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RANDOIJ»H: 
H.  J.  Res.  559.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  a  reduction  in 
the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances 
made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States  of 
America  through  the  Public  Works  Administration;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 


By  Mr.  LEA: 

H.  J.  Res.  560.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  acquisi- 
tion of  necessary  governmental  records;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  ANGELL: 

H.  J.  Res.  561.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  postpone- 
ment of  payment  of  amounts  payable  to  the  United  States 
by  the  Republic  of  Finland  on  its  indebtedness  under  agree- 
ments between  that  Republic  and  the  United  States  dated 
May  1.  1923,  and  May  23.  1932;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  COCHRAN: 

H.  Con.  Res.  73.  Concurrent  resolution  authoi  izing  the 
printing  of  the  proceedings  at  the  unveiling  of  the  painting 
depicting  the  signing  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
as  a  dcxiunent;  to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  FULMER: 
H.  R.  10002.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  K.  Love;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  GORE: 
H.R.  10003.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  L.  &  W.  Coal  Co.: 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mrs.  CLARA  O.  McMILLAN: 
H.  R.  10004.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  the  dupli- 
cates of  certain  books  in  the  Library  of  Congress  to  the  Beau- 
fort Library  of  Beaufort,  S.  C;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Library. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 
H.  R.  10005.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Bessie  Pearlman  and 
George  Roth;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

H.  R.  10006.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Salvatore  Monti- 
cello;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

H.  R.  10007.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Sylvester  Lauby;  to  the 
Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  ZIMMERMAN: 
H.  R.  10008.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  William  A.  RoberU, 
father  of  David  Ernest  Roberts,  deceased;  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8594.  By  Mr.  BOLLES:  Petition  of  simdry  citizens  of 
Monticello,  Monroe,  and  Janesville.  Wis.,  supporting  House 
bill  1,  the  Federal  chain-store  tax  bill;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

8595.  By  Mr.  KEE:  Petition  of  the  members  of  Local  85  of 
the  Chesapeake  &  Ohio  Railway  Co..  Huntington  Shops. 
Huntington.  W.  Va.,  to  amend  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 

8596.  By  the  Speaker:  Petition  of  the  Alabama  Federation 
of  Post  OfiBce  Clerks,  Bessemer,  Ala.,  petitioning  considera- 
tion of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  special-delivery 
messengers;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

8597.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Petroleum  Institute, 
New  York.  N.  Y.,  petitlDnlng  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 


SENATE 

Thursday,  June  6,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Tuesday.  May  28.  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  ZeBamey  T.  PhiUips.  D.  D.,  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

God  of  all  grace  and  love,  have  mercy  upon  us  after  Thy 
great  goodness,  and  keep  us  this  day  from  all  indolence  and 
sloth,  from  hasty  words,  harsh  judgments,  unkind  thoughts. 
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from  self-indulgence  and  from  all  impurity  in  thought  and 
word  and  deed;  so  shall  we  be"  meet  to  do  Thy  will. 

In  these  times  so  fraught  with  peril  may  we  not  dream 
or  drift,  but  face  the  struggle  bravely  In  God's  riame;  no 
matter,  then,  how  long  the  day  nor  yet  how  deep  entrenched 
the  wrong,  give  to  us  a  surer  faithfulness  to  Thee  and  all 
Thy  ways  and  we  shall  be  made  strong. 

And  when  we  see  in  common  pain  and  sorrow  the  blossom- 
ing in  starry  flowers  of  holy  pride,  reveal  to  us  once  more  the 
sacred  truth,  so  needful  to  our  world,  that  only  through  the 
Christ,  Love's  might,  all  might  transcending,  can  draw  the 
poison  fangs  of  hate,  that  only  through  Him  can  life's  red 
wounds  be  healed.    In  His  holy  name  we  ask  it.    Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklet,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Wednesday,  June  5,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

*   'KESSACES  from  the   PRESmEIfT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  submitting  nominations,  were  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of  his  secretaries. 

CALL  or  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Aduna 

Andrews 

Astturst 

Austin 

BaUey 

Bankhead 

Barbour 

Barkley 

BUbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Cbandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark,  Mo. 


Oonnally 

Danaber 

Davis 

Downey 

Ellender 

George 

Olbson 

Olllette 

Oreen 

Oumey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Bayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

King 


La  FoUette 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McKellar 

McNary 

Mead 

Miller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Necly 

Norrls 

Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radcllffe 

Reed 

Eteynolds 

Russell 


Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Bheppard 

Shipstead 

Slattery 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas,  ntah 

To  bey 

Town  send 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 


Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Connec- 
ticut I  Mr.  MaloweyI  is  absent  from  the  Senate  l)ecause  of 
illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  DokaheyI,  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  I  Mr.  Glass!,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
GuFFEYl.  the  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr.  McCarranI,  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  SmathersI.  and  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  TrumanI  are  necessarily  detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  (Mr.  F^azier]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-seven  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

I         MESSAGE   FROM  THE   HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  without  amendment  the  bill  (S.  1964)  to  amend 
section  5136  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  to  authorize 
charitable  contributions  by  national  banking  associations. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  the 
following  bills  of  the  Senate,  each  with  amendments,  in  which 
it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

S.  2464.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  March  27,  1934  (48 
Stat.  505).  as  amended  (49  Stat.  1926;  34  U.  8.  C.  Supp.  IV, 
496;  sec.  14  of  PubUc,  No.  18.  76th  Cong.),  to  adjust  the  limi- 
tations on  the  profits  of  certain  contractors  with  the  United 
States;  and 

S.  4026.  An  act  providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy 
DepMtment,  and  for  other  purposes. 


The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  59)  authorizing  the  Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics  to  collect  information  as  to  amount  and 
value  of  all  goods  produced  in  State  and  Federal  prisons,  with 
an  amendment,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate: 

H.  R.  2301.  An  act  to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  granting  pensions  and  increase  of  pensions  to  cer- 
tain soldiers  and  sailors  of  the  War  with  Spain,  the  Philip- 
pine Insurrection,  or  the  China  Relief  Expedition,  to  certain 
maimed  soldiers,  to  certain  widows,  minor  children,  and 
helpless  children  of  such  soldiers  and  sailors,  and  for  other 
purposes."  approved  May  1,  1926; 

H.  R.  6381.  An  act  for  the  admission  to  citizenship  of  aliens 
who  came  into  this  country  prior  to  February  5.  1917; 

H.R.  7731.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  burial  and  funeral 
expenses  of  deceased  veterans  of  tlie  Regular  Establishment 
who  were  discharged  for  disability  incurred  in  the  service  in 
line  of  duty  or  in  receipt  of  pension  for  service-connected 
disability; 

H.  R.  8243.  An  act  to  provide  Increases  of  pension  payable 
to  dependents  of  veterans  of  the  Regular  Establishment,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9149.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  March  3.  1927,  en- 
titled "An  act  granting  pensions  to  certain  soldiers  who 
served  In  the  Indian  wars  from  1817  to  1898,  and  for  other 
purposes";  and 

H.R. 9774.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  prompt  deportation 
of  aliens  engaging  in  espionage  or  sabotage,  alien  criminals, 
and  other  undesirable  aliens. 

REPORT  ON  LABOR  IN  THE  TERRITORY  OF  HAWAH 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  Labor,  transmitting  a  report  on  labor  con- 
diUons  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  prepared  by  the  Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics  imder  a  special  appropriation  of  the 
Seventy-fifth  Congress,  being  one  of  a  series  of  such  reports 
called  for  in  the  organic  law  of  HawaU  of  1900,  as  amended 
April  8,  1904.  which,  with  the  accompanying  report.  In  two 
volumes,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Territories  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

DISPOSITION    OF    EXECUTIVE    PAPERS  y 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  12  letters 
from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  lists  of  papers  and  documents  on  the  files 
of  the  Departments  of  the  Treasury,  3:  of  Justice,  2;  of  Agri- 
culture and  of  Labor;  Federal  Works  Agency;  Work  Proj- 
ects Administration,  3;  Federal  Loan  Agency;  and  United 
States  Food  Administration,  which  are  not  needed  in  the 
conduct  of  business  and  have  no  permanent  value  or  his- 
torical interest,  and  requesting  action  looking  to  their  dis- 
position, which,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  were  re- 
ferred to  a  Joint  Select  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Papers  In  the  Executive  Departments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  appointed  Mr.  Barkley  and  Mr. 
Gibson  members  of  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram 
from  Earl  S.  Baily,  Post  No.  430.  American  Legion,  Odessa, 
Tex.,  endorsing  the  national -defense  program  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  and  also  the  imposition  of  neces- 
sary additional  Uxes,  and  stating  "it  Is  Imperative  that  the 
Government  put  some  teeth  In  our  laws  in  regard  to  'fifth 
column'  strikes  and  other  organizations  that  will  prevent 
the  tax  money  from  securing  us  full  value  on  the  defense 
program,"  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Morrill  Cody  and  other  citizens  of  New  York  City, 
N.  T.,  praying  that  all  the  available  resources  of  the  United 
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Conunittee  on  the  District  ol  Columbia. 


Sloth,  from  hasty  words,  harsh  judgments,  unkind  thoughts. 
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states  for  war  purposes  be  Immediately  placed  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Great  Britain  and  Prance  for  use  in  the  present 
war  situation,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature 
of  a  petition  from  Imogen  B.  Emery,  chairman,  National 
Defense  Through  Patriotic  Education  Committee,  National 
Society  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution,  Washington, 
D.  C,  praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session  until  im- 
portant national-defense  and  alien-control  legislation  can 
be  enacted  outlawing  the  Communist  Party,  registering  in- 
ternational organizations,  registering  and  fingerprinting 
aliens,  the  deporting  of  criminal  aliens,  and  the  deportation 
of  Harry  Bridges,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from  W.  R.  Boyd, 
Jr..  executive  vice  president.  American  Petrolctxm  Institute, 
New  York  City.  N.  Y..  stating  that  the  board  of  directors  of 
that  institute  at  a  recent  meeting  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  with 
the  sul)sequent  approval  of  the  membership,  pledged  the  full, 
complete,  and  voluntary  cooperation  of  the  institute  with 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  all  agencies  of  the 
Government  in  the  furtherance  of  national  defense  and  se- 
curity, and  approving  in  principle  the  amendment  to  the 
National  Defense  Act  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Texas 
(Mr.  SheppardI  authorizing  a  new  special  militia  under  the 
War  Department  to  be  known  as  the  National  Defense  Corps, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  in  the  nature  of  a 
petition  signed  by  the  chairmen  of  the  American  Association 
of  Independent  Small  Busines.^  and  the  National  Advisory 
Council  of  Independent  Small  Business.  Washington,  D.  C, 
praying  that  Congress  remain  In  session  for  the  duration  of 
the  present  international  crisis,  and  that  all  laws  and  parts 
of  law.s  placing  a  curb  on  or  impeding  the  speedy  production 
of  airplanes,  guns,  tanks,  ammunition,  ships,  and  so  forth, 
be  suspended  or  repealed  so  that  necessary  defense  production 
may  quickly  proceed  without  any  hindrance,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WALSH  presented  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of  a  peti- 
tion from  sundry  citizens  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  pray- 
ing that  the  United  States  may  keep  cut  of  war  and  strengthen 
its  neutrality,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr.  HALE  presented  the  following  resolution  of  the  Leg- 
islature of  the  State  of  Maine,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

Memorial  to  the  honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States  of  America  assembled,  petitioning  for  the 
adoption  of  an  adequate  agricultural  and  tariff  policy  in  further- 
ance of  the  welfare  of  the  State  of  Maine 

Whereas  Maine  is  primarily  an  agricultural  State  and  the  pros- 
perity of  its^farma  being  vital  to  the  prosperity  of  the  State  as  a 
whole;  and 

Whereas  reciprocal -trade  agcreements  with  foreign  nations  have 
been  entered  Into  by  the  Oovernment  of  the  United  States  under 
the  authority  granted  to  the  President  by  Congress  that  have  con- 
ceded tariff  reductions  on  Imports  of  agricultural  products  pro- 
duced in  Maine:  and 

W^hereas  such  concessions  In  tariff  reductions  have  resulted  In  an 
Influx  of  agricultural  products  in  competition  with  such  prcducts 
produced  in  Maine;  and 

Whereas  thousands  of  Maine  farmers  and  their  families,  as  well 
as  a  substantial  portion  of  business  interests  in  Maine,  depend  for 
their  livelihood  on  the  production  and  favorable  marketing  of  agri- 
cultural products  and  must  rely  upon  reasonable  protection  of  their 
home  markets  by  the  adoption  of  favorable  foreign-trade  policies 
and  tariffs  tc  retain  such  markets:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved.  That  the  Eighty-ninth  Legislature  of  Maine  in  special 
8es5ion  assenribled  resp>ectfully  petition  and  urge  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  take  immediate  steps  to  establish  and  maintain 
an  agricultural  and  tariff  policy  that  will  best  safeguard  the  State 
of  Maine  and  Its  people:  and  be  It  further 

-  Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  memorial,  duly  authenticated  by  the 
■ecrrtary  of  state,  be  Imniedlately  transmitted  by  the  secretary  of 
state  to  the  proper  officers  and  committees  of  the  United  States 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  each  of  the  Representatives  and  Senators  represent- 
ing the  State  of  Maine  In  the  United  States  Congress. 

The  VICE  PRESropJT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
identical  with  the  fpregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on 


^ 


REPORTS   or   COMMITTEES 


Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and 
Surveys,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8356)  for  the 
exchange  of  lands  adjacent  to  the  San  Juan  National  Forest 
and  the  Rio  Grande  National  Forest  in  Colorado,  reported  it 
without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1773) 
thereon. 

Mr.  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9296)  to  authorize  the 
attendance  of  the  Marine  Band  at  the  convention  of  the 
Grand  Army  of  the  Republic  to  be  held  at  Springfield.  111., 
September  8  to  13.  Inclusive.  1940,  reported  it  without 
amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1774)  thereon. 

Mr.  HUGHES,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4037)  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of 
Kentucky  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the 
claim  of  Theodore  R.  Trocndle,  for  the  Dawson  Springs 
Construction  Co.,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No,  1776)  thereon. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  each  with 
an  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

S.  2171.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  M.  Seller  L  Co.  (Rept.  No. 
1777) :  and 

8.2880.  A  bill  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  on  the 
claim  of  R.  Brinskelle  and  Charlie  Melcher  (Rept.  No.  1778). 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  3C03)  for  the  relief  of  Ralph 
C.  Hardy,  reported  It  with  amendments  and  submitted  a 
report  tNo.  1779)  thereon. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  -from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  <H.  R.  8124)  to  provide  funds 
for  cooperation  with  public-school  districts  (organized  and 
unorganized)  in  Mahnomen.  Itasca.  Pine.  St.  Louis,  Clear- 
water, Koochiching,  and  Becker  Counties.  Minn.,  in  the  con- 
struction, improvement,  and  extension  of  school  facilities  to 
be  available  to  both  Indian  and  white  children,  reported  it 
without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1780) 
thereon. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  from  the  Committee  on  MiUtary  AfTalrs. 
to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  each 
without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

S.  3926.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  pro- 
vide a  license  for  the  construction  of  a  pile  dolphin  and 
walkway  at  Fort  Mifflin  Military  Reservation,  and  for  other 
purposes  fRcpt.  No.  1782);  and 

H.  R.  8258.  A  bill  for  the  marking,  care,  and  maintenance 
of  the  Mount  of  Victory  plot  in  the  Cypress  Hills  Cemetery, 
in  Brooklyn.  N.  Y.  (Rept.  No.  1781). 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Af- 
fairs, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H  R.  7611)  to  provide  for 
the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general  of  the  Regular 
Army,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1783)  thereon. 

Mr.  BILBO,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Library,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  <H.  R.  9751)  for  the  creation  of  the 
United  States  De  Soto  Exposition  Commission,  to  provide 
for  the  commemoration  of  the  four  hundredth  anniversary  of 
the  discovery  of  the  Mississippi  River  by  Hernando  De  Soto, 
the  commemoration  of  De  Soto's  visit  to  the  Chickasaw  Ter- 
ritory in  northern  Mississippi,  and  other  points  covered  by 
his  expedition,  and  the  two  hundred  and  fifth  anniversary 
of  the  Battle  of  Ackia,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it 
with  amendments. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  <S  4039)  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect 
charges  for  electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam.  pro- 
viding for  the  application  of  revenues  from  said  project, 
authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Bculdcr  Power  Plant  by  the 
United  States  directly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report 
(Ho.  1784)   thereon. 
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Mr.  CONNALLY.  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings 
and  Grounds,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9063) 
authorizing  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Works  Agency 
to  transfer  certain  property  in  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  to  the 
city  and  county  of  San  Francisco  for  street  purposes,  re- 
ported it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1785)  thereon. 

KNROLLED  BILLS  PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  presented  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  the  following  enrolled  bills: 
On  June  4,  1940: 
8. 186.  An  act  to  amend  sections  798  and  800  of  the  Code 
of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  relating  to  murder  in 
the  first  degree;  and 

8.2132.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherlne  Scott,  Mrs. 
J.  H.  Scott,  Jettie  Stewart,  and  Ruth  Mincemeyer. 
On  June  6.  1940: 
8. 1777.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
States  of  Montana,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyo- 
ming to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement 
for  division  of  the  waters  of  the  Little  Missouri  River; 

8.2191.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  grant  to  the  State  of  Montana  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
the  Montana  School  of  Mines  a  patent  to  a  certain  tract  of 
land; 

e.  2262.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  change  in  the  time  for 
holding  court  at  Rock  Hill  and  Spartanburg,  8.  C: 

8.  2328.  An  act  to  promote  on  the  retired  list  offlcen  who 
were  decorated  and  recommended  for  promotion  for  dis- 
tinguished service  during  the  World  War  and  who  have  not 
attained  the  rank  to  which  recommended: 

8.  2639.  An  act  relating  to  the  hours  of  service  of  persons 
employed  upon  the  Government-owned  Wlota-Fort  Peck 
Railroad  in  the  State  of  Montana; 

8. 3014.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
Jime  30,  1903.  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  Jiily  1,  1902 
(32  Stat.  662),  so  as  to  provide  uniformity  in  the  pay  of  all 
civilian  employees  of  the  Navy  Department  appointed  for 
duty  beyond  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States  and 
in  Alaska; 

S.  3042.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  estab- 
lish a  CiWlian  Conservation  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  June  28,  1937,  as  amended: 

S.  3065.  An  act  authorizing  the  sale  of  fuel,  electric  cur- 
rent, ice.  and  water  at  isolated  naval  stations; 

S.  3491.  An  act  to  provide  that  fines  for  failure  to  pay 
license  taxes  in  Alaska  shaU  be  disposed  of  as  provided  for 
the  disposition  of  such  taxes; 

S.  3496.  An  act  to  prevent  retardation  In  promotion  and 
in  pay  and  allowances  of  permanent  professors  of  the  United 
States  Military  Academy  appointed  by  the  President  from 
the  commissioned  officers  of  the  Regular  Army; 

8.3642.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  State  of  Washington  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge  across  the 
Spokane  River,  Wash.; 

S.  3643.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  Stevens  County,  Stete  of  Wash- 
ington, to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge 
.   across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Marcus.  Wash.; 

S.  3644.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Co. 
to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  two  railroad  bridges 
across  the  Kettle  River  near  Marcus,  Wash.; 

S.  3650.  An  act  to  require  the  payment  of  prevailing  rates 
of  wages  on  Federal  public  works  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii; 

S.  3677.  An  act  to  donate  to  the  city  of  Seattle  a  totem 
pole  carved  by  the  Alaskan  native  Civilian  Conservation 
Corps;  and 

S.  3693.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  grant 
an  easement  for  pipe  Unes  across  public  lands  reserved  for 
military  purposes  in  the  parish  of  Plaquemines,  La. 


BILLS  nVTXODUCKD 

BiUs  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BARBOUR: 

8. 4103.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Eber  H.  Kempson;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

ByMr.  TYDINGS: 

8.4104  (by  request).  A  bill  for  the  payment  of  claims  of  _ 
the  Fidelity  Trust  Co.,  of  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  others;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

6.4105.  A  bill  to  create  the  National  Industrial  Defense 
Corps; 

S.  4106.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  fa- 
cilities in  Marjorie  Park.  Davis  Island,  Tampa,  Fla.,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

8. 4107.  A  bill  to  transfer  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Arling- 
ton Farm,  Virginia,  to  the  jurisdictions  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  WAGNER: 

S.  4108.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  registration  and  regula- 
tion of  Investment  companies  and  investment  advisers,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. 

By  Mr.  BAILEY: 

8. 4109.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  April  6.  1938  (52  Stat. 
201),  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  8ecretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  exchange  sites  at  Miami  Beach,  Dade  County, 
Fla..  for  Coast  GKiard  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  OVERTON: 

8.4110.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  recording  and  releasing 
of  liens  by  entries  on  certificates  of  title  for  motor  vehicles 
and  trailers,  and  for  other  piuposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Coliunbia. 

By  Mr.  WALSH: 

8.4111  (by  request).  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Marlus 
R.  Campbell ;  to  the  Conmilttee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WHEELER: 

5. 4112  (by  request),  A  bill  to  amend  the  Transportation 
Act,  1920,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  ANDREWS  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Pepper)  : 
S.  4113.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  establish 
a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the  United 
States,"  approved  July  1,  1898.  and  acts  amendatory  thereof 
and  supplementary  thereto;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  KING: 
S.  4114.  A  bill  to  establish  a  boundary  line  between  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  the  Commonwealth  of  Virginia,  and 
for  other  purposes;   to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 

Columbia. 

house  bills  referred 

The  following  bills  were  severally  read  twice  by  their  titles 
and  referred  as  indicated  below: 

H.  R.  2301.  An  act  to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  granting  pensions  and  Increase  of  pensions  to  certain 
soldiers  and  sailors  of  the  War  with  Spain,  the  Philippine 
Insurrection,  or  the  cniina  Relief  Expedition,  to  certain 
maimed  soldiers,  to  certain  widows,  minor  children,  and  help- 
less children  of  such  soldiers  and  sailors,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." approved  May  1,  1926; 

H.  R.7731.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  burial  and  funeral 
expenses  of  deceased  veterans  of  the  Regular  Establishment 
who  were  discharged  for  disability  incurred  in  the  service  in 
line  of  duty,  or  in  receipt  of  pension  for  service-cormected 
disability; 

H.  R.  8243.  An  act  to  provide  increases  of  pension  payable 
to  dependents  of  veterans  of  the  Regular  Establishment,  and 
for  other  purposes;  and 

H.R.9149.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  March  3,  1927, 
entitled  "An  act  granting  pensions  to  certain  soldiers  who 
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served  In  the  Indian  wars  from  1817  to  1898.  and  for  other 
purposes":  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

H.  R.  6381.  An  act  for  the  admission  to  citizenship  of  aliens 
who  came  mto  this  country  prior  to  February  5, 1917;  and 

H.  R.  9774.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  prompt  deportation  of 
aliens  engaging  in  espionage  or  sabotage,  alien  criminals,  and 
other  undesirable  aliens:  to  the  Committee  on  Inunigration. 

REPORT  or  COmOTTEE  ON  BANKING  AND   CtTRRENCY INVESTMENT 

COMPANIES  AND  ADVISERS 

Mr.  WAGNER,  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4108)  to  provide  for 
the  registration  and  regulation  of  investment  companies  and 
investment  advisers,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  with- 
out amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1775)  thereon. 

RIVER     AND     H.ARBOR     DEFENSE     IMPROVEMENTS DELAWARE     RIVER 

FROM    PHILADELPHIA    TO   THE    SEA 

Mr.  BARBOUR  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9972)  authorizing  the  im- 
provement of  certain  rivers  and  harbors  in  the  interest  of  the 
national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

AMENDMENT  OF  FEDERAL  AID  ACT AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  NYE  (for  Mr.  Frazier)  submitted  an  amendment  in- 
tended to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Frazier  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9575) 
to  amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act.  approved  July  11,  1916.  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  oqj'ost  Offices  and  Post  Roads, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  <for  himself  and  Mr.  Connally)  submitted 
an  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  jointly,  to 
House  bill  9575,  to  amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act.  1916.  etc.. 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Offlces  and 
Post  Roads  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  KING  ON  FEDERAL  ADBONISTRATTVE  PROCEOURf 

I  Mr.  Hatch  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  address  by  Senator  King  on  the  National  Grange 
Hour,  on  May  18.  1940.  on  the  Logan-Walter  bill,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

UNEMPLOYMENT ^ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  THOMAS  OF  TTFAH 

[Mr.  Barkley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Senator  Thomas  of 
Utah  before  the  Interfaith  Conference  on  Unemployment,  on 
June  5.  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS   BY    HON.    WALTER    E.    EDGE    AT    NEW    JERSEY    REPTTBLICAN 

STATE  CONVENTION 

[Mr.  Barbottr  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Hon.  Walter  E.  Edge 
at  the  Republican  State  Convention.  Trenton,  N.  J.,  on  Tues- 
day, June  4,  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE   BY   FRANK   C.   WALDROP   ON   BROADCASTING    BUNK 

FMr.  Bone  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  by  Frank  C.  Waldrop  entitled  "Broad- 
casting Bunk."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  AIR   PROGRAM   AND   NATIONAL   DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record,  a  letter  from  Hon.  Thomas  D.  Coojier.  of  Bur- 
lington. N.  C,  together  with  an  article  from  the  United  States 
News  of  May  31,  1940,  entitled  "The  Truth  About  Our 
Neglected  Air  Program,"  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

AVIATION  AND  UN-AMERICAN  ACTIVITIES 

(Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  resolutions  adopted  by  the  American  Legion  E>ost 
of  Burlington.  N.  C,  together  with  a  letter  from  Hon.  Thomas 
D.  Cooper,  of  Burlington.  N.  C.  relating  to  aviation,  and  to 
aliens  and  un-American  activities,  which  appear  in  the 
Appendix.] 

COMMENDATION      OF      PRESIDENT       ROOSEVELT — EDITORIAL      FROM 

EAST  SIDE  NEWS 

[Mr.  Mead  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  East  Side  News,  of  May  25, 
1940.  entitled  "Roosevelt — World  Savior,"  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 


FEDERAL   ADBONISTRATTVE  PROCEDURE 

[Mr.  Capper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Kansas  State  Bar 
Association  on  May  27.  1939.  endorsing  the  Walter-Logan  bill, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.) 

NUMBER     OF    WARRANT    AND    COMMISSIONED    WARRANT    OFFICERS. 

'    MARINE    CORPS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  action 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  disagreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6044)  to  regulate  the 
number  of  warrant  and  commissioned  warrant  oflQcers  in  the 
Marine  Corps,  and  requesting  a  conference  with  the  Senate 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its 
amendment,  agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a  con- 
ference, and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Vice  President  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Walsh,  Mr.  Tydings,  and  Mr.  Hale  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 

composition  OF  THE  NAVT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  action 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  disagreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8026)  to  establish 
the  composition  of  the  United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the 
construction  of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, and  requesting  a  conference  with  the  Senate  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its 
amendments,  agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a  confer- 
ence, and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Vice  President  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Walsh,  Mr.  Tydings.  and  Mr.  Hale  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

NAVAL  aircraft.  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  action 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  disagreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9848)  to  authorize 
the  construction  or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the  con- 
struction of  certain  public  works,  and  for  other  puriposes, 
and  requesting  a  conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  Insist  upon  its 
amendments,  agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a  confer- 
ence, and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Vice  President  ap>- 
pointed  Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  Tydings,  and  Mr.  Hale  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

reorganization  of  the  navy  department 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  4026) 
providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  Department, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  disagree  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House,  ask  a  conference  with  the  House 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and 
that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate.  / 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Vice  President  ap- 
pointed Mr.  W.alsh.  Mr.  Tydings.  and  Mr.  Hale  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

district  of  COLUMBIA  APPROPRIATIONS— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  OVERTON  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Hotises  on  the  Aiendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9109) 
making  appropriations  for  the  government  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia and  other  activities  chargeable  in  whole  or  in  part  against 
the  revenues  of  such  District  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 
1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met.  after  full  and  free  con- 
ference, have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their 
respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  2.  11,  12. 
16.  17,  19.  20.  21.  22.  23.  25.  28.  35.  38.  39.  46.  57.  58.  60.  64.  74,  75,  89. 
90.  91.  92,  95,  96,  103.  109.  114,  120.  137.  145,  and  146. 
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That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  nxmibered  6.  7.  8.  9,  10.  13.  14,  16.  18,  29.  31.  33.  37.  40. 
41  43  50.  51.  62.  64.  66.  66.  60.  61.  63.  65.  68.  69.  70.  76.  77.  79.  80.  81. 
83  87  88.  99.  100.  101.  102.  106,  106,  107.  108,  111.  113.  116.  117.  118, 
lai,  122.  123.  124,  125.  126,  127.  128,  130.  131.  132,  136,  138,  140,  143, 
and  144;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  1:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  ",  including  the 
salary  of  the  poundmaater  at  $3,200  per  annum";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  S:  That  the  Hotise  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  3  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  erf  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$11,980";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendnaent  numl)ered  4:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  4.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$196,210";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numljered  6:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  6,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  siun 
proposed  insert  "$95,730";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  26:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  26.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  the  following:  "purchase  of  two 
motortruclts  at  $550  each  to  replace  two  motorcycles  and  package 
cars";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  27:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  27,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$12,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nvimbered  30.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$35,700";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  32:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  32  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$704,550";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  42:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  42  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$981,385":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  44:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  44.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$16,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  45:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  45.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$70,676";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  47:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  47,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$160,387";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbered  48:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  48.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$304,171";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  49:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  49.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$193,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  62:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  62.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$581,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  66:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  66,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$230,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  67:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  67.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  •♦$2,948,505";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  71:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  71,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$76 750';  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  aanM. 

Amendment  numbered  72:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  tbe  Senate  numbered  72.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Inaert  "$48,725";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbered  73:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nximbcred  73,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$12,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  78:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  78.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$409,060";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  82:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  82.  and  agree 


to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  ot  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$23,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  84:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  84.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$213,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  85:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nimibered  85,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$087 340";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  86:  ThAt  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nimibered  86.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$292,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  94:  That  the  House  recede  fron.^  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  94.  «ud  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  Jn  Ueu  of  the  sura 
proposed  insert  "$104,940";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  97:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  97,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  •$557,760";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  98:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  98.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$480,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  seme. 

Amendment  numbered  104:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Berate  numl)ered  104.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$107,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  110:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  110.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$31,900";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  112:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  112,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  neu  of  the  simi 
proposed  Insert  "$12,200";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  115:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  115.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
sum  proposed  insert  "$582,500":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  119:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  119.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  following:  "recrea- 
tion, vocational  training,  and  historical  records";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  san^. 

Amendment  numbered  129:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered   129.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$520,325";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  141 :  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate   numbered   141.   and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$343,685";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  142:   That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement  to   the   amendment  of   the   Senate    numbered    142,   and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  insert  "$260,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
ntimbered  24,  34,  36.  53,  93,  133.  134,  136.  and  139. 

John  H.  Ovikton, 
Cabter  Olass, 
Elmer  Thomas. 
Dennis  Chavkz, 
WnxiAM  H.  King, 
Qebalo  p.  Nt«, 
ARTTTtTS  Capper, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
M.  P.  Caldwex. 
Geoscb  Mahoit. 
Emmet  O'Neal, 
Louis  C.  RABAtrr, 
John  M.  Houston. 
Karl  Stefan. 
(Except  as  to  amendment  No.  52), 

Francis  Cass, 
(Except  as  to  amendment  No.  52), 
Managers  on  the  part  oj  the  House. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  message 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  announcing  its  action  on 
certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  House  bill  9109,  which 
was  read,  as  foUows: 

IM  THE  House  ow  REPaBSKirrATrvas, 

June  5.  1940. 
Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  24,  53.  93.  134,  136.  and  139  to  the 
bUl  (H.  B.  9109)  making  appropriations  for  the  government  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  other  activities  chargeable  In  whole  or 
In  part  against  the  revenues  of  such  District  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  conc\ir  therein. 
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That  the  Hous*  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
oTthe  Senate  No.  34  to  Eald  bill,  and  concvir  therein  with  an  amend- 
ment as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  Inserted  by  said  amendment 
^•.    tosert  "$7,334,194": 

CV:  ■  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  36  to  said  bill,  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  line  3  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  said 
amendment  strike  out  "three"  and  insert  "two";   and 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
cf  the  Senate  No.  133  to  said  bill,  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  line  10  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  said 
amendment,  after  "Columbia",  insert  a  comma  and  "the  National 
Capital  Park  and  Planning  Commission,  and  the  Fine  Arts  Com- 
mission." 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendments  to  Senate  amendmsnts  numbered  34, 
36.  and  133. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

KATHARINE  M.   DRIER 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  regarding  Senate  bill  3097, 
for  the  relief  of  Katharine  M.  Drier.  I  am  about  to  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  insert  in  tha  Record  certain  material.  I 
wish  to  make  a  brief  preliminary  statement. 

In  the  first  place,  several  different  hearings  have  been  held, 
both  in  subcommittees  of  the  War  Claims  Committee  of  the 
House  and  before  the  whole  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the 
House:  and.  as  we  are  all  aware,  the  bill  was  also  considered 
by  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  of  the  Senate.  In  addi- 
tion to  that  it  was  considered  somewhat  by  certain  members 
of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the  Record  an  index 
which  is  in  the  nature  of  a  concordance.  It  shows  in  what 
places  in  the  various  hearings  the  same  subjects  are  referred 
to. 

Tlie  PRESID2NT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  index  is  as  follows: 
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3.7.21. 
«.8.».20.2L 
8,  14,  18.  18. 

V.  S.  Scnntor. 
Elbert  1>.  Thomas.  U.  S. 

Seostor 
Claade  Pepper.  U.  8.  Sen- 

13. 20.  21. 
13. 14. 18. 18, 

ator. 
Alben  W.   Darklcy.  U.  8. 
Senator. 
Supreme  Court  <.f  the  tnitetl  States: 
L>ecisions  as  to  [lower  of  (.^onjtreas. 

38.  S3.  Ml  «7 

25.29 

19.  20.  21. 
15.10. 

17. 

Treasury    Deimrtment:   Statement 
of  Oerman  S(>ecial  Deposit  Ac- 
count    

Trwty  withOem^ny  (l»?l)   

Z.  A  F.  .\ssets  Rnlizatioii  Corpo- 
ration: 

Conimnnicatjon    to   chairman. 
Siibuinimittce  No.  3  '         

37     

40. 

Rci'ly  by  counsel  fur  Katharine 

M.  Drier 

78 

'  Action  at  law  by  this  corporation  against  Srcraftarr  of  State  and  Sccrrtary  of  tlie 

Trm5ury  was,  on  ap|H«l,  fln»lly  disintSii«Hl  by  th«  K.  S.  Court  of  .\p[wals  fur  District 

of  (\4uinbia.  on  Jime  3,  IttiO,  aft4>r  the  euoclusion  of  th«  testimony  on  S.  3O07.  in  a 

written  opinion,  from  whidi  the  following  is  fpi«»t<sl: 

P.«.  f.wtnoto    ■•ComiKuts  which  have  for  their  object  temprrary  mattemnnd  which 

have  been  calU^l  aCTfvmenl?,  ci>nventk»n5,  {«ciiou,  protocol,  ni<j<lU3  vivtndi,  Vt 
(sspntially  intortiatiflBal  tmtieB." 

F.  10.  opinion  "As  between  the  United  Stst«s  and  Germany,  indeed,  a*  between 
the  t'nit<Hl  St*u->  and  .American  claimiuit.«.  the  money  r»-c»ivtd  from  fiermany  was 
in  strirt  law  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and  no  chltnant  cnull  a-ss^Tt  or  enforce 
any  inU>rc«t  in  it,  so  long  as  the  (Jovemment  legally  withheld  it  fr..m  distribution." 

P.  II.  opinion:  "Clermany  bound  herself  to  par  to  the  Unite.1  States.  In  full, 
•wards  made  by  the  Mixed  Claims  Commission  tter<- Involved.  'Ihefuntl  est*l>lished 
in  the  Treasun.-,  and  which  is  sought  to  be  controlled  in  the  present  CMa,  WM  ael  itp 
for  the  |>ur|iose  of  paying  awanb  l)M>n>a/ter  to  be  made.  To  it  (n-roMajr  nMJT  Mib- 
•tantial  contributions.  Into  it  were  deposited  amounta  leiied  frt>m  Herman  na- 
tlooate.  as  well  as  propi>rty  N-longinf  to  the  Oerman  Oovenment.  If  the  amount  of 
ttcfund  shall  be  found  in^nmcient  to  nay  aO  avanLs,  t^e  Oermaa  Oovernnvnt  Is 
aMMnnly  b»«ind  to  supply  ad<li«ional  fumte,  neeevsarv  tor  that  porpoee,  and  hi* 
■■«Tide<l  tMind:<  to  ciMrantep  such  payment.  In  coaalderalionof  cWmany's  oblic»- 
tlna.  aNive  retited,  the  I'nited  StaU-s  rfliime<1  to  Oerman  nattooale  SO  percent  of  the 
fund«  and  |iro|i>>rty  seii«-<i  by  tlie  Uovoromeot  and  uricloaUy  held  tut  Um  uutpum 
af  aaiisly ins  ttu»e  claims."  "  tr—t"—' 
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Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  3  days  ago  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  handed  down 
a  unanimous  opinion  which  passed  upon  some  of  the  most 
important  principles  involved  in  the  relief  sought  by  Senate 
biU  3097  for  the  relief  of  Katherine  M.  Drier.  The  opinion 
would  seem  to  put  at  rest  forever  some  of  the  questions  which 
have  been  debated  about  that  bill. 

In  the  opinion  the  court  of  appeals  here  refused  to  upset 
the  $50,000,000  award  to  victims  of  the  Black  Tom  and 
Kingsland  munitions-dump  explosions.  The  award  was  made 
by  the  German -American  Mixed  Claims  Commission.  It  had 
been  attacked  by  the  Z.  It  P.  Assets  Realization  Corpora- 
tion of  New  York  because  it  was  handed  down  in  the  absence 
of  the  German  member  of  the  Commission,  who  voluntarily 
withdrew  from  the  Commission,  apparently  with  a  view  to 
blocking  action  by  the  Commission. 

The  case  is  entitled  "Z.  k  P.  Assets  Realization  Corpora- 
tion, a  Delaware  Corporation;  American-Hawaiian  Steam- 
ship Co.,  Intervener,  Appellants,  against  Cordell  Hull,  Sec- 
retary of  State,  and  Henry  Morgenthau,  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury:  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Co.,  Intervener."  It  Is 
an  appeal  from  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  decided  June  3,  1940. 

I  shall  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  read  any  part 
of  the  opinion,  but  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted 
in  the  Record  the  portions  of  it  which  I  believe  apply  di- 
rectly to  some  of  the  questions  raised  about  Senate  bill  3097. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows: 
On  Marcb  1.  1939,  and  during  tbe  cotirae  of  the  Ccnmnisslon's  deUb- 
cratlon  upon  that  question,  the  German  Commissioner  J^tlred  as  a 
member  of  the  Ckjmmlsslon. 

Thereafter,  personal  notice  was  given  to  the  German  a^ent  of  a 
further  meeting  of  the  Commission  to  be  held  on  June  15.  1939.  Pol- 
lowing  this  notice,  and  prior  to  the  date  of  the  meeting,  Germany 
stated,  through  announcements  made  both  by  Its  agent  and  Its 
(ttplomatic  representative,  that  It  would  Ignore  the  meeting  caUed. 
These  representations  and  aimouncements  were  made  a  part  of  the 
record.  On  the  day  of  the  meeting  the  Ccmmlaslon  rendered  a 
decision,  setting  aside  Its  earlier  decision  of  October  Ifl,  1930,  and 
reopening  the  caaes.  The  American  agent  agvln  moved  that  awards 
tte  granted  In  favor  of  the  United  States  The  motion  was  granted 
and  the  Commission  found  that  the  liability  of  Germany.  In  tKJth 
the  Black  Tom  and  Kingsland  cases,  had  l>een  established.  It  was 
ordered  that  awartls  be  prepared  and  submitted  to  the  Commission 
for  Its  consideration  at  a  further  meeting  to  be  held  on  notice. 

Prior  to  October  30.  1939.  personal  notice  was  given  to  the  German 
agent  of  a  meeting  of  the  Commission  to  be  held  on  that  date.  At 
that  time  a  thorough  study  was  made  by  the  Commission — alwent 
the  German  Commissioner — of  the  records  and  proofs  on  file,  and 
awards  were  made  In  favor  of  the  United  States  In  each  of  the  163 
claims  which  arc  Involved  In  this  case. 

•  •  •  e  •  •  e 

Appellants  contend  here,  as  they  contended  below,  that  (1) 
the  Mixed  Claims  Commission  was  without  Jurisdiction  to  make 
the  awards  of  Octotwr  30,  1939;  (2)  if  payment  Is  made,  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  of  the  amoimts  specified  In  the  awards 
of  October  30.  1939.  It  will  exhaust  the  special  deposit  fund,  which 
is  held  by  the  8ecret*ry  of  the  Tieasury  for  the  payment  of 
•wards  made  by  the  Mixed  Claims  Commission;  and  (3)  thus  they 
wUl  be  prevented  from  receiving  payment  of  anaounts  to  which 
tbey  are  entitled  tinder  the  prior  awards. 

WIiatCTer  may  be  the  merits  of  the  second  and  third  conten- 
tions, the  lower  court  was  barred  from  giving  consideration  to 

tbem-  for  tl»ey.  In  turn.  <Sepend  uF>on  the  flrat  contention  and.  »» 
It   involves   a   political   and   not   a   judicial   quesUon.   tlie   court   was 

Without  jurlfidicUoD  to  hear  or  decide  it, 

Xlie  purpose  of  the  Xreaty  o*  Berlin  was  that  further  negotia- 
tions Should  be  carried  on  between  the  signatonea  lor  the  de- 
termination and  aettlement  of  outstanding  claims.    The  execu- 

Uve  agreements  waa  In  furtlierance  of  thla  purpotie.  Under  such 
Circumstances  there  is  no  n— on  or  excuse  for  Judicial  interfer- 
ence. 

•  •••••• 

As  between  the  United  States  and  Oermany,  Indeed  as  between 
the  United  SUtes  and  American  claimants,  the  money  received 
from  Germany  wm  In  strict  law  the  property  of  the  United  SUtes, 
and  no  claimant  could  aasert  or  enforce  any  Interest  In  It  ao  long 
•a  the  Government  legally  withheld  It  from  distribution.  And  It 
was  expressly  agreed  that  any  award  made  should  be.  as  between 
tiM  two  Oovernments.  final  and  conclusive  tmtU  set  aside  by 
Mrssment    t>etween    them.  __,.*  ^ 

Although  an  individual  cUUnuit  may  have  a  moral  »^*  *«  P*[- 
tlclpatem  an  award,  as  •  natter  of  strict  Isgal  or  squltaUs  right 


he  has  none,  and  Congress  is  imder  no  legal  or  equitable  obliga- 
tion to  pay  any  Claim.    Therefore,  It  Is  only  when  such  a  claimant- 
has  been  permitted  by  Congress  to  participate  in  such  an  award 
that  he  iias  any  standing  to  invoke  Judicial  relief. 

•  e  e  •  •  e  • 

In  fact,  the  situation  of  the  present  case  is  clearly  on*  of  a  cbn- 
tlnuliSg  controversy  between  the  United  States  and  Germany  al- 
though, paradoxically,  neither  governtnent  Is  a  party  to  the  pres- 
ent suit.  Germany  bound  herself  to  pay  to  the  United  States.  In 
full,  awards  made  by  the  Mixed  Claims  Commission  here  In- 
volved. The  fund  established  in  the  Treasury,  and  which  is- 
sought  to  be  controlled  in  the  present  case,  was  set  up  for  the 
purpose  of  paving  awards  thereafter  to  be  made.  To  It  Oermany 
made  substantial  contributions.  Into  it  were  deposited  amounts 
seized  from  German  nationals,  as  well  as  property  belonging  to 
the  German  Government.  If  the  amount  of  the  fund  shall  be 
found  Insufficient  to  pay  all  awards,  the  German  Government  is 
solemnly  bound  to  supply  additional  funds  necessary  for  that 
purpose,  and  has  provided  bonds  to  guarantee  such  paynwnt.  In 
consideration  of  Germany's  obligation  above  recited,  the  United 
States  returned  to  German  nationals  80  percent  of  the  funds  and 
property  seized  by  the  Government  and  originally  held  for  the 
purpose  of  satisfying  these  claims. 

The  continuing  Interest  of  Germany  In  the  controversy  cannot 
well  l>e  denied.  (1)  If  appellants  are  corr^t  in  their  contention 
that  the  retirement  of  the  German  Commissioner  blocked  further 
action  by  the  Mixed  Claims  Commission,  then — as  to  all  unde- 
cided matters — presumably  the  two  countries  were  right  back 
where  they  were  before  the  Commission  was  appointed.  (2)  If 
appellants'  contention  is  correct  that  awards  were  Improperly  made 
then  perhaps  Germany  was  not  liable  for  the  amount  thereof, 
while  if  they  were  properly  made  presumably  she  was  liable.  (3) 
If  It  Is  true,  as  appellants  contend,  that  the  Commission  acted 
outside  the  scope  of  Its  authority  then  perhaps  it  acted  In  an 
area  which  the  executive  agreement  did  not  cover;  hence,  In  an 
area  coverable  only  by  a  treaty  negotiated,  or  to  be  negotiated, 
by  the  political  departments  of  the  Government. 

If  there  were  any  doubt  as  to  the  continuing  Interest  of  Oermany 
In  the  proceedings  or  of  the  political  nature  of  the  controversy.  It 
would  be  dlspeUed  by  a  reading  of  the  acrimonious  protest  which 
was  filed  following  the  retirement  of  the  German  commissioner,  by 
the  German  Chargfe  d'Affalres  ad  Interim,  with  the  Secretary  of  State. 
This  protest  spoke  disparagingly  of  the  American  umpire;  referred 
to  the  Mixed  Claims  Conunisslon  as  "the  rump  Commission"; 
claimed  that  it  "was  Incompetent  to  make  a  decision";  that  any 
awards  made  by  It  were  void;  referred  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Commission  as  "a  litigation  between  two  sovereign  governments,  in 
which  the  uninvestigated  claims  amotmt  to  approximately  $40,- 
000.000";  stated  that  the  "approval  of  claims  of  Canadian  Interested 
parties  In  a  procedure  which  the  German  Government  and  the 
United  States  Government  have  established  for  the  settlement  of 
claims  of  American  citizens  Is  nuU  and  void";  and  "to  sum  up 
•  •  •  that  the  'decision'  of  the  American  xunplre,  which  con- 
templates the  Issuance  of  awards,  was  issued  In  disregard  and  vio- 
lation of  essential  provisions  of  the  statute  of  the  Commission, 
essential  agreements  between  the  German  Government  and  the 
United  States  Government,  essential  rules  of  procedure  and  binding 
decisions  of  the  full  Commission,  the  observance  of  which  would 
have  been  the  absolute  duty  of  the  American  umpire."  The  com- 
munication concluded  with  the  expression  of  hope  "that  the  United 
States  Government  does  not  approve  of  the  violations  of  procedure 
discussed  In  this  note  and  that  it  will  find  some  way  of  quashing 
them,  in  order  to  restore.  In  collaboration  with  the  German  Gov- 
ernment, the  basis  existing  before  the  beginning  of  these  violations 
of  procedure,  upon  which  the  proceedings  can  be  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion in  an  orderly  way." 

To  these  protests  and  accusations  the  Secretary  of  State  replied: 
•1  have  entire  confidence  in  the  ability  and  integrity  of  the  umpire 
and  the  Commissioner  appointed  by  the  United  States  despite  your 
severe,  and.  I  believe,  entirely  unwarranted  criticisms,  and  I  am 
constrained  to  invite  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  remarkable 
action  of  the  Commissioner  appointed  by  Oermany  was  apparently 

deslpnc^l  to  frustrate  or  postpone  indenmtely  the  work  or  the 

Commission  at  a  time  when,  after  years  of  labor  on  the  particular 

cases  involved.  It  vtras  expected  that   its  fxinctions  ■would  tje  brcvight 

to  a  conclusion."  It  requires  no  more  than  a  recital  of  these  ex- 
change* between  the  Governments  of  Germany  and  the  United 

states  to  show  that  they  bring  the  case  clesu-ly  within  the  realm  ol 
political   as  distinguished  from  Judicial   questions. 

The  present  case  is  clearly  distinguishable,  also,  from  the  case  of 
Colombia  against  Cauca  Co.,  relied  upon  by  appellants.  In  which  a 

foreign  government  voluntarily  submitted  to  an  arbltxaUon  between 
Itself  and  a  private  citizen  of  the  United  States  and,  thereafter. 
voluntarUy  submitted  Itself  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  a  Federal  court  to 
secure  the  determination  of  a  controversy  between  Itself  and  that 
private  citizen,  which  arose  out  of  the  arbitration  proceeding. 

In  view  of  our  determination,  as  set  forth  above.  It  Is  not  necessary 
to  consider  any  of  the  other  aatlgnments  or  questions  presented. 

Affirmed. 

rOREIGH  POUCT 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  In  January  1940  I  spoke  on 
the  subject  Proposed  Japanese  Embargo.  After  reading  to- 
day Walter  Uppmann's  article  Toward  a  Peace  With  Peace, 
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I  was  reminded  cf  what  I  said  in  the  opening  days  of  this 

year. 

We  have  heard  much  talk  about  our  foreign  poUcy.  but  no 
one  seems  to  know  Just  what  it  is.  Mr.  Lippmann's  article 
presents  America  with  something  to  think  about.  It 
relates  to  our  policy  in  the  Par  East.  I  shall  ask  that  it  be 
printed  in  the  Ricord  following  my  remarks. 

There  is  another  subject  I  should  like  to  call  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate.  It  Is  the  matter  of  making  a  peaceful 
contribution  to  the  conditions  in  Europe.  We  are  inforpied 
that,  because  of  the  tremendous  numl)er  of  refugees,  Eng- 
land is  planning  to  send  her  children  to  Canada.  Only  the 
Invaded  countries  have  this  refugee  problem.  Germany 
knows  nothing  about  it. 

Twenty  centuries  ago  the  voice  of  Someone  who  did  not 
believe  in  war  said: 

Inasmuch  as  ye  have  done  It  unto  one  of  the  least  of  these 
(children),  my  brethren,  ye  have  donj  it  unto  Me. 

In  these  turbulent  times  we  have  a  tendency  to  forget  that 
there  are  great  underlying  spiritual  laws  and  principles.  The 
Master  expressed  one  of  these  in  the  simple  language  I  have 
quoted. 

Now.  I  ask.  Is  there  any  reason  why  America  should  not 
offer  to  aid  in  the  transpwrt  of  these  children?  We  have  idle 
ships.  This  would  be  more  than  a  gesture:  this  would  be  a 
candle  lighted  in  a  dark  world.  We  could  arrange  to  carry 
the  children  across  to  Canada.  Hitler  agreed  not  to  dis- 
turb the  boat  which  recently  carried  American  tourists  out 
of  Ireland.  We  could  get  his  premise  also  to  refrain  in 
every  way  from  interfering  in  the  transport  of  these  inno- 
cents to  the  Western  Hemisphere — God's  country. 

Mr.  President,  in  these  times  of  stress,  wherever  the  United 
States  can  do  something  that  is  generous,  something  that  is 
kind,  something  that  is  noble,  she  will  put  an  end  to  that 
which  has  been  cutting  her  off.  and  will  tend  to  cut  her  off, 
from  friendly  relationships  throughout  the  world.  It  seems 
to  me  that  we  now  have  an  opportunity  to  speak  in  a  way 
so  that  there  will  be  no  misunderstanding.  It  will  not  be  an 
action  of  war;  it  will  be  an  action  of  peace.  It  will  call  the 
attention  of  all  the  world  to  the  fact  that  the  United  States 
wants  to  help  In  every  channel  possible  consistent  with 
keeping  out  of  war. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  article  by  Walter  Lipp- 
mann  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

IProm  the  Washington  Post  of  June  6.  1910) 

TODAT   AND  TOMORKOW — TOWARD   A   PXACX   WITH    PEACB 

(By  Walter  Llppmann) 

Although  the  attention  cf  the  Americas  Is  fixed  upon  Europe,  they 
must  never  forget  thrit  the  American  continents  are  a  great  island 
sec  amidst  the  oceans  of  the  world.  On  the  west  the  ocean  washes 
the  coasts  of  Asia  and  of  the  Island  empires  of  the  east. 

The  only  navy  which  the  American  Hemisphere  possesses  Is  now 
In  the  western  ocean.  In  that  same  ocean  there  Is  the  Japanese 
Navy.  Aa  between  the  United  States  and  Japan,  two  nations  which 
have  never  been  at  war.  there  has  developed  In  recent  years  a  grow- 
ing opposition  to  policies.  Interests,  and  diplomatic  principle.  Their 
relationship  today  Is  obviously  unstable.  The  naval  treaty  has 
lapsed.  The  commercial  treaty  has  been  abrogated.  In  respect  to 
China,  the  two  countries  have  taken  positions  which  are  In  theory 
Irreconcilable.  In  respect  to  the  Netherlands  Indies,  their  public 
declarations  promising  respect  for  the  status  quo  are  ambiguous. 
and  In  the  light  of  conceivable  developments,  exceedingly  precarious. 

To  put  the  matter  more  plainly,  the  two  coxin tries  confront  each 
other  across  the  vast  expanses  of  the  Pacific,  each  having  taken  a 
position  where  untoward  circumstances  or  an  uncalculated  overt 
act  might  plunge  both  of  them  Into  a  prolonged  and  exhausting 
struggle.  In  such  a  struggle  neither  Japan  nor  the  United  States 
would  be  serving  its  vital  Interests.  Both  nations  would  be  sacri- 
ficing them.  The  Japanese,  already  suffering  from  the  Chinese 
war.  would  by  engaging  and  exhausting  themselves  still  further 
make  themselves  vulnerable  to  the  only  great  power,  namely, 
BUHla.  which  can  strike  by  land  and  by  sea  and  by  air  at  the 
very  heart  of  the  Japanese  Empire. 

The  United  States,  by  drifting  into  such  a  war,  wotild  be  engag- 
ing the  Navy  for  years  to  come  in  a  confused  and  indeclalve 
campaign  on  the  other  side  of  our  world:  yet  at  that  very  moment 
the  security  of  the  American  continents  may  require  the  use  of 


the  whole  Navy  to  guard  those  strategic  points  In  the  Atlantis 
Ocean  which  must  be  held  if  this  hemisphere  is  to  be  defended. 

It  is  now  a  kind  of  suicidal  madness  for  the  two  nations  to  con- 
template even  the  possibility  of  letting  the  existing  tension  and 
the  existing  conflicts  of  Interest  and  principle  develop  into  a  war. 
For  In  such  a  war  both  would  be  sacrificing  much  greater  prin- 
ciples than  they  were  upholdng  and  both  would  be  Jeopardizing 
fatally  interests  which  are  infinitely  more  important  than  those 
they  were  defending. 

Some,  perhaps,  will  feel  that  to  express  this  candid  view  of 
Japanese-American  relations  is  to  display  a  deplorable  weakness  at 
a  time  when  only  strength  and  firmness  are  good  currency  in  m- 
ternatlcnal  affairs.  I  do  not  think  It  Is  weakness  to  make  the 
plain  truth  the  basis  of  national  policy.  The  Japanese  know  their 
own  strength  and  their  own  weaknesses  and  they  know  our 
strength  and  our  weaknesses:  and  we  know  the  same  of  them  and 
of  ourselves.  Neither  they  nor  we  can  afford  to  bluff.  Neither  we 
nor  they  can  afford  to  provoke  the  other.  This  Is  the  truth.  And 
on  the  truth  we  shall  both  do  well  to  found  our  policies. 

Lest  this  opinion  be  ascrltied  to  a  sudden  fear  engendered  by 
the  critical  state  of  Europe.  I  hope  I  may  be  pardoned  for  saying 
that  many  of  us  have  held  and  expressed  this  view  for  a  long 
time,  ever  since  the  outbreak  of  the  European  war  was  manifestly 
inevitable.  For  it  has  been  clear  to  us  that  whatever  our  sym- 
pathies and  Interests  In  the  Far  East,  a  great  European  war  for 
the  domination  of  the  western  world  would  affect  directly  and 
vitally  the  security  and  the  Independence  of  this  hemisphere.  We 
have  held  that,  by  comparison,  our  Interests  in  the  Far  East  would 
prove  to  t)e  secondary,  however  Important  they  might  under  more 
normal  circumstances  appear  to  be.  We  have,  therefore,  held  that 
it  was  perilous  and  In  the  highest  degree  unstatesmanllke  to  let 
develop  an  Irreconcilable  conflict  with  Japan,  to  conceal  from  our- 
selves the  Immense  gravity  of  such  a  conflict,  to  exacerbate  the 
tension  by  threats  and  by  declarations  that  are  too  absolute  to  be 
negotiable. 

We  have  held  that  this  provocative  attitude  was  downright  folly 
especially  at  a  time  when  the  country  was  doped  and  duped  by  a 
notion  of  neutrality  in  Europe  which  might  compel  It  to  stand 
by  and  risk  the  collapse  of  Allied  sea  power.  We  have  argued  that 
the  policy  of  the  majority  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  of 
the  Senate  during  the  month  of  July  a  year  ago  was  a  classic 
example  of  how  misguided  men  can  imperil  the  security  of  a  nation. 

For  in  that  fatal  month  the  committee  challenged  Japan  in  the 
Pacific  by  supporting,  and  even  by  inciting  to,  the  abrogation  of 
the  commercial  treaty,  and  by  brandishing  the  threat  of  an  em- 
bargo: in  the  very  same  weeks  when  it  was  proposing  to  risk  war 
with  Japan,  the  same  committee  was  refusing  to  lift  the  embargo 
on  the  sale  of  arms  to  the  Allies  on  the  ground  that  what  happened 
to  them  was  no  concern  of  ours.  It  was  a  most  awful  case  of  not 
letting  your  right  hand  know  what  your  left  hand  Is  doing,  an 
almost  Incredible  case  of  being  blindly  provocative  in  one  ocean  and 
bl.'ndly  sup.'ne  in  the  other  ocean.  And,  unhappily,  the  adminis- 
tration, which  knew  better,  acquiesced  In  this  utterly  unstatesman- 
llke policy  cf  challenging  Japan  in  Asia  while  we  were  forbidden  to 
support  the  Allies  in  Europe. 

The  situation  today  is,  of  course,  worse  than  It  was  then.  But 
still  the  fundamental  Interests  Involved  are  the  same.  It  is  still 
true  that  Japan  and  the  United  States  have  nothing  to  gain  and  a 
very  great  deal  to  lose  by  going  to  war — or  even  by  standing  op- 
posed as  If  they  might  be  going  to  war.  It  Is  still  true  that  our 
Interests  In  the  Per  East  are  secondary  to  our  Interests  in  this 
hemisphere.  Because  this  Is  true,  it  follows  that  there  Is  no  con- 
flict between  Japan  and  the  United  States  which  Is  not  recon- 
cilable by  diplomacy.  We  should,  therefore,  recognize  this  truth 
and  should,  I  submit,  enter  immediately  Into  friendly  and  concilia- 
tory and  candid  negotiations  with  the  Japanese  for  the  avowed 
purpose  of  preserving  peace  In  the  Paclflc. 

This  is  not  a  time"  for  bluffing  and  this  Is  not  a  time  for  Indulg- 
ing that  false  pride  which  causes  men  to  cling  to  an  untenable  posi- 
tion. We  know  that  we  must  defend  our  security  and  cur  very  In- 
dependence In  this  hemisphere  and  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  We 
know  that  Japan  has  a  greater  Interest  in  Asia  than  we  have.  Let 
us  recognize  the  fact.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Japanese  position 
in  the  Far  East  Is  at  least  as  difficult  as  Is  our  pcsltlon  In  the  West- 
em  Hemisphere.  Japan  Is  at  war  with  China.  Japan  has  Soviet 
Russia  for  her  nearest  neighbor.  Her  commerce  with  this  hemi- 
sphere Is  of  critical  importance  to  the  standard  of  life  of  the 
Japanese  people. 

In  these  considerations  there  are  the  essential  elements  of  a 
negotiation  which  might  lead  through  a  new  commercial  treaty  to  a 
political  understanding  based  on  the  principle  that  the  European 
war,  which  is  also  a  European  revolution,  is  not  to  be  extended 
to  the  Pacific.  We  should  aim  high  and  aim  far — at  a  new  order 
of  things  In  the  Paclflc  In  which,  having  adjusted  our  secondary 
conflicts,  the  two  navies  will  cease  to  confront  each  other  as  poten- 
tial antagonists  and  will  be  free  to  maintain  order  and  stability  in 
their  respective  spheres  of  Influence. 

I  have  no  way  of  knowing  whether  the  Japanese  nation  will 
respond  to  such  a  change  of  American  policy.  My  tjelief  Is  that 
they  might,  that  tliey  do  not  regard  themselves  as  our  enemies, 
that  they  respect  the  power  we  are  capable  of  developing,  and  that 
the  best  of  the  Japanese  leaders  and  the  mass  of  the  Japanese 
people  desire  peace  with  the  United  States.  Even  if  this  is  not  the 
fact,  we  shall  never,  I  believe,  regret  having  tried  wholeheartedly 
to  preserve  the  peace  in  haU  the  world. 
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DIVISION  OF  THE  WATERS  OF  THE  YELLOWSTONE  RIVER — CONFER- 
ENCE REPORT 

Mr.  WHEELER  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  1759) 
granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the  States  of  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  and  Wyoming  to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  or 
agreement  for  division  of  the  waters  of  the  Yellowstone  River, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

Thfit  the  House  recede  from  its  amendment  numbered  1. 

Amendment  numbered  2:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  numbered  2  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Omit  the 
matter  projxKed  to  be  inserted  by  said  amendment,  and  in  lieu 
thereof,  on  page  2  of  the  Senate  bill,  line  10.  after  the  word  "Act", 
insert  a  colon  and  the  following:  "provided.  That  such  Act  of 
August  2,  1937,  is  amehded  by  striking  out  'June  1,  1939.'  and  in- 
serting In  lieu  thereof  'June  1.  1943'  ";  and  the  House  agree  to  the 
same. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  amendment  to  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Elmex  Thomas. 
Burton  K.  Wheeler. 
Lynn  J.  Frazier. 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
CoMPTON  I.  WnrrE, 
Knute  Hill, 
Charles  Hawks,  Jr., 

Uanager$  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

EXPEDITION    IN   STRENGTHENING    THE   NATIONAL    DEFENSE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4025) 
to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  TAPr.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  the  question 
before  the  Senate  is  the  Austin  amendment  to  the  pending 
bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  pending  question  is 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont  I  Mr.  Austin!. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  wish  to  speak  very  briefly  in  behalf  of  the 
amendment  which  the  Senator  from  Vermont  offered  yester- 
day. 

The  amendment  provides  for  the  creation  of  a  commission 
of  five,  not  only  to  advise  the  President,  but  to  administer 
any  plan  for  Industrial  mobilization.  As  I  read  the  amend- 
ment, that  is  its  purpose.  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  in 
behalf  of  that  proposition,  because  it  seems  to  me  obvious 
that  today  there  is  no  plan  of  industrial  mobilization,  and 
I  cannot  find  that  anyone  has  been  deputed  or  appointed 
to  make  any  such  plan. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  the  Industrial  Mobilization  Plan  Re- 
vision of  1939.  approved  jointly  by  Louis  Johnson  and 
Charles  Edison  under  the  statute.  That  plan  has  been 
before  the  country  for  a  good  many  years.  It  provides 
peculiarly  for  the  creation  of  what  is  called  a  war-resources 
administration  to  plan  and  develop  a  definite  program  for 
industrial  mobilization.  I  shall  read  some  parts  cf  it,  be- 
cause it  shows  what  has  not  been  done: 

It  Is  considered  highly  desirable  that  the  key  superagency  for 
wartime  Industrial  coordination  should  be  the  War  Resources  Ad- 
ministration. In  order  that,  wherever  possible,  planned  measures 
may  anticipate  the  problems  which  will  Inevitably  arise  to  disrupt 
cur  national  war  economy,  the  War  Resources  Administration  In 
skeleton  form  should  be  set  up  as  early  as  practicable  when  an 
emergency  is  envlfiloned.  The  War  Resources  Administration 
should  serve  not  only  to  facilitate  the  transition  from  a  peace  to 
a  war  economy,  but.  pending  the  establishment  of  other  suggested 
superagenclcs.  It  would,  insofar  as  possible,  perform  those  fxuic- 
tlons  discussed  later  in  detaU  under  the  caption  of  "Other 
emergency  administrations." 

If  the  creation  of  the  War  Resources  Administration  is  delayed, 
the  Army  and  Navy  lifunltions  Board  should  assume  the  re- 
sponsibility for  guidance  during  the  transition  period. 

It  is  obvious  today  that  regardless  of  what  we  do  with  the 
Army  and  Navy,  the  field  of  industrial  mobilization  is  the 
most  important  field  if  we  are  to  have  adequate  prepared- 
ness in  this  country.  As  far  as  I  can  discover,  the  power 
to  deal  with  that  subject  is  scattered  between  at  least  six 
different  departments  of  the  Government,  including  the 
Army  Itself,  the  Navy,  and  the  Procurement  Division  of  the 
Treasury.  There  seems  to  be  a  doubt  as  to  Just  exactly 
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what  the  function  of  the  Procurement  Division  is.  In  addi- 
tion to  that,  we  have  a  proposal  in  a  bill  now  pending 
before  Congress  to  give  the  R.  P.  C.  power  to  go  Into  the 
question  of  building  plants  for  industrial  mobilization;  and 
in  addition  to  that  we  have  an  Advisory  Committee  with  an 
adviser  on  industrial  mobilization. 

Obviously  that  power  should  be  concentrated  in  one  man. 
The  President  himself  csmnot  exercise  it.  This  very  bill 
gives  the  right  to  someone  to  provide  for  the  furnishing  of 
Government-owned  facilities  to  privately  owned  plants.  I 
am  not  sure  but  that  the  language  in  section  5(1)  is  so  broad 
that  we  might  actually  build  Government  plants,  and  cer- 
tainly on  page  2  of  the  bill  the  Secretary  of  War  is  given 
power  to  manufacture  military  equipment,  munitions,  and 
supplies,  and  again  en  page  2  the  War  Department  is  given 
power  to  provide  for  the  manufacture  of  military  equip- 
ment, munitions,  and  supplies,  at  such  places  and  under  such 
conditions  as  he  may  deem  necessary. 

While  the  bill  gives  such  power  to  the  Secretary  of  War, 
there  is  another  bill  which  will  give  it  to  the  administrator 
of  the  loan  agency,  Mr.  Jesse  Jones,  which  will  be  before  the 
Senate  in  a  short  time. 

If  there  is  one  thing  which  must  be  done.  It  is  to  give 
someone  the  power  at  least  to  make  a  plan  and  then  it 
seems  to  me  he  should  be  given  power  to  carry  out  that  plan. 
That  is  what  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
does,  as  I  see  it. 

I  think  the  Industrial  mobilization  plan  of  1939  contem- 
plates a  War  Resources  Administration  with  one  head,  and  I 
should  prefer  an  administration  with  cne  head  rather  than 
with  five  heads.  But  the  details  can  be  worked  out,  if  the 
Senate  will  approve  the  general  principle  of  giving  someone 
the  power  actually  to  assist  the  President  to  administer  the 
operations  of  an  industrial  mobilization  plan.  \ 

There  is  an  interesting  article  in  the  Washington  Post  this 
morning  on  that  question,  showing  that  there  is  today  a  dis- 
agreement as  to  who  has  that  power.  The  article  is  by  T.  W. 
Wilson,  Jr.,  and  appears  on  page  11  of  the  Washington  Post 
of  this  morning.    It  reads: 

On  the  second  point,  there  is  a  morc-or-less  silent  agreement 
between  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  on  the  one  hand  and  the 
Treasury  Department  on  the  other  as  to  who  should  supervise  the 
expansion  of  the  aircraft  and  machine-tool  Industries.  This  con- 
troversy dates  back  to  late  last  year  when  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
Morgenthau  was  appointed  by  President  Roosevelt  to  coordinate 
foregn  and  domestic  aircraft  purchases. 

When  the  question  of  new  and  greater  expansion  of  the  aircraft 
and  machine-tool  Industries  came  up  in  connection  with  the  na- 
tional-defense program,  however,  Mr.  Morgenthau  again  was  placed 
in  charge  of  this  work  and  again  certain  officials  of  the  War  and 
Navy  E>epartments  were  nettled.  War  and  Navy  officials  wotild  go 
the  whole  way  In  meeting  the  requests  of  the  manufacturers  In  the 
fields  of  labor  policies  and  tax  exemptions,  while  the  Treasury  would 
treat  all  Industries  alike  on  tax  matters  and  wovdd  adhere  strictly 
to  labor-  and  profit-limitation  laws. 

The  article  proceeds  to  point  out  that  there  are  other 
people  who  seem  to  be  interested  in  the  same  thing. 

If  there  is  one  thing  that  is  essential,  It  is  industrial  mo- 
bilization. We  provided  last  year  for  an  authorization  of 
6,000  airplanes;  and  if  someone  had  planned  an  airplane 
capacity  which  would  produce  airplanes,  then  we  would  today 
have  a  production  which  not  only  would  be  of  value  to  us 
but  also  of  value  to  the  Allies.  Our  capacity  today  is  ap- 
parently 300  airplanes  a  month,  of  which  about  200  are  going 
abroad  and  100  are  coming  to  us. 

If  we  desire  to  assist  in  the  general  situation,  we  cannot 
do  anything  better  than  develop  a  definite  plan  for  Increased 
capacity  in  airplanes,  powder,  and  other  munitions.  But  if 
we  are  to  do  that,  it  must  be  in  charge  of  one  man,  it  seems 
to  me,  or  at  least  one  board,  with  a  definite  chairman,  who 
would  have  power,  and  I  think  that  could  be  provided  by  the 
President  under  the  pending  amendment.  That  power 
should  be  given,  and  it  should  not  be  scattered  among  half  a 
dozen  people.  Otherwise,  when  we  get  to  the  end  of  the 
next  year  we  will  find  again  that  we  have  not  the  capacity  to 
manufacture  industrial  munitions.  I  think  the  amendment 
is  a  step  in  the  right  direction  and  should  be  agreed  to. 


^/-wxTi-»T^T:«ooT/-\xT  A  T     T>Trr'rM>F»      CtPXIATTT. 
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Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  when  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Ausrwl  authorizing  the 
President  to  create  a  nonpartisan  authority  to  expedite  na- 
tional defense  came  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  It  was  referred  in  due  course  to  the  Presidsnt,  and  the 
President  reported  as  follows: 

I  hnve  your  letter  of  May  22.  1940.  submitting,  by  direction  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  MUltary  Affairs,  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
provuloD.  Intended  to  be  offered  by  Senator  Ausnw.  which  would 
authorize  the  President,  In  his  discretion,  to  create  a  nonpartisan 
authority  of  five  members,  at  salaries  not  In  excess  of  f  10.000  each, 
to  advise  and  assist  him  In  effectuating  plans  for  a  more  adeqxiate 
national  defense. 

You  are  doubtless  aware  of  the  fact  that  I  have  already,  under 
authority  Tested  In  me  by  existing  law.  appointed  a  nonpartisan 
advisory  rommloBlon  to  assist  me  and  the  Council  of  National  De- 
fense In  »nnectlon  with  the  present  emergency  program. 

I  take  it  that  expression  covers  everything  that  may  be  nec- 
essary In  connection  with  the  proper  handling  of  the  emer- 
gency program.    The  President  continues: 

In  addition.  I  have,  within  the  past  few  days,  transmitted  to  the 
Congress  a  request  that  tl. COO .000  be  appropriated  to  cover  the 
THpttw^»  of  these  t>odle8  and  also  a  request  that  during  the  existence 
of  the  present  emergency  authority  be  granted  the  head  ot  any 
department  or  Independent  establishment  of  the  Government  to 
employ  any  person  of  outstanding  experience  and  ability  at  a 
compensation  of  $1  per  annum. 

In  view  of  the  action  already  taken  by  me.  I  feel  that  the  enact- 
ment of  the  legislation  proposed  by  the  amendnKnt  in  question 
would  be  unnecessary. 

It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  the  matter  suggested  by  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  has  already  been  taken  care  of,  and  I 
ask  that  the  amendment  be  rejected. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  carefully  reading  the  letter  from 
the  President,  which  the  Senator  from  Vermont  had  inserted 
in  the  RECORD  yesterday,  and  which  the  able  Senator  from 
Texas  has  just  read.  I  find  that  the  commission  to  which  the 
President  refers  is  only  an  advisory  commission,  that  it  does 
not  therefore  take  away  any  of  the  powers  granted  to  the 
War  Department,  or  the  Navy  Department,  or  the  Treasury, 
or  which  we  may  grant  to  the  R.  F.  C.  It  still  leaves  all  the 
powers  existing  in  four  or  five  different  places.  So  it  seems 
to  me  very  clear  that  the  letter  does  not  in  any  way  answer 
the  argument  I  made  or  the  argument  which  was  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Very  well.  It  is  merely  a  question  of 
opinion  of  the  President  that  what  he  has  already  done  will 
adequately  cover  the  situation. 

Mr.  PEPPER  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  It  is  desired  that  tne 
amendment  be  disposed  of  before  the  Senator  from  Florida 
proceeds:  and  If  that  Is  so.  I  suggest  that  the  Senator  from 
Florida  srleld  the  floor,  because  if  he  does  not  intend  to 
address  himself  to  the  amendment  he  can  take  the  floor  later. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Very  weU. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or 
two  in  support  of  what  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Shep- 
PARDl  has  said  In  reference  to  the  amendment,  and  in  doing 
so  I  win  say  that  I  fully  appreciate  the  sincerity  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Ausnwl  In  following  up  the 
amendment  which  he  had  previously  offered  in  connection 
with  another  measure  and  on  a  previous  occasion. 

I  always  hesitate  to  disagree  with  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont, because  I  have  such  great  respect  for  him  personally 
and  for  his  ability  and  his  integrity  as  a  legislator  that 
when  I  find  myself  in  disagreement  with  him  I  begin  to  ques- 
tion whether  I  am  right.  But,  at  any  rate.  I  feel  that  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  Is  unnecessary  and  might  bring 
about  confusion. 

The  amendment  provides  for  a  five-man  commission  or 
board,  or  authority.  I  believe  it  is  called,  to  be  appointed  by 
the  President,  prestunably  to  do  precisely — certainly  prac- 
tically— what  has  already  been  done,  or  at  least  has  l)een 
begim.  The  President  has  appointed  a  seven -man  commis- 
sion under  existing  law.    If  the  amendment  is  intended  to 


teke  the  place  of  the  action  already  taken  by  the  President, 
then  it  sets  up  a  five-man  board  as  a  substitute  for  the 
seven-man  board  already  appointed  by  the  President.  If  the 
proposed  board  is  to  be  in  addition  to  the  commission  or 
board  the  President  has  already  appointed,  It  will  result  in 
confusion. 

Tlie  President  has  appointed  this  seven-man  board,  ot 
which  Mr.  Stettinius  is  a  member.  He  is  to  be  the  adviser, 
and,  judging  from  information  I  have,  is  to  have  consid- 
erable authority  in  coordinating  all  the  activities  with  ref- 
erence to  industrial  materials,  their  production,  and  getting 
them  to  the  point  where  they  are  to  be  manufactured  into 
various  products. 

Mr.  VANDEr^nSERO.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Gillette  in  the  chair). 
Docs  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Michigan? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  particularly  interested  in  the 
Senator's  reference  to  the  extent  of  Mr.  Stettinius*  author- 
ity. I  wonder  if  the  Senator  can  enlarge  upon  the  infor- 
mation to  which  he  referred.  I  am  very  anxious  to  know 
whether  or  not  specifically  Mr.  Stettinius  is  merely  an  ad- 
viser to  the  Procurement  Department  of  the  Treasury,  or 
whether  he  is  acting  directly  under  the  President  without 
intervention  by  the  Procurement  Division. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     He  is  acting  directly  under  the  President. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    And  the  Treasury  is  no  longer  in  it? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Trjeasury  has  its  own  Procurement 
Division.  I  do  not  mean  to  intimate  that  there  will  not  be 
cooperation  between  Mr.  Stettinius  and  the  Director  of  Pro- 
curement of  the  Treasury,  for  which  position  a  new  man 
has  just  been  appointed,  I  believe,  and  I  understand  he  is  a 
very  competent  man.  However,  it  is  my  understanding,  and 
I  feel  that  it  is  justified,  that  not  only  Mr.  Stettinius.  but 
Mr.  Knudsen  and  all  of  the  seven  men  appointed  by  the 
President,  are  directly  under  the  President.  He  is  their 
boss.  They  report  directly  to  him.,  while,  of  course,  they 
cooperate  with  all  the  other  officers  of  departments  and 
agencies  of  the  Government.  But  all  these  seven  persons 
in  their  respective  fields  are  in  a  sense  supreme,  subject,  of 
course,  to  the  direction  of  the  President,  and,  of  course, 
have  already  been  advised,  as  I  am  informed,  that  while  it  is 
their  duty  and  they  will  be  expected  to  cooperate  and  coor- 
dinate and  work  with  all  these  other  agencies,  yet  in  their 
individual  fields  they  have  the  obligation  to  report  directly 
to  the  President. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has 
referred  to  the  specific  thing  that  has  created  confusion  in 
my  mind,  namely,  the  appointment  within  the  last  24  hours 
of  Mr.  Nelson,  of  Chicago,  apparently  as  an  assistant  secre- 
tary in  charge  of  procurement  in  the  Treasury  Department: 
I  am  inquiring  whether  the  Senator  can  enlighten  me  what 
the  relationship  now  is  between  Mr.  Nelson,  in  charge  of 
defense  procurement  in  the  Treasury,  and  Mr.  Knudsen  and 
Mr.  Stettinius. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  the  Senator  knows  that  the 
duty  of  the  procurement  ofiBcer  In  the  Treasury  is  to  pro- 
cure goods  which  the  Government  itself  is  purchasing.  That 
Is  a  different  duty,  in  a  sense,  from  that  which  Mr.  Stet- 
tinius will  perform  in  bringing  together  materials  that  are  to 
be  used  in  private  industry  in  the  production  of  things  the 
Government  will  later  procure,  in  the  way  of  airplanes  or 
any  other  sort  of  material  that  Is  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
program  of  defense.  Mr.  Stettinius  will  not  be  limited  in  his 
activities  to  procurement  of  goods  which  are  to  be  bought  by 
the  Government,  which  Is  essentially  a  duty  of  the  Procure- 
ment Division  of  the  Treasury  itself,  but  it  will  be  a  part  of 
his  duty  to  see  that  the  materials  which  are  produced  are 
speedily  and  efficiently  brought  to  the  point  where  they  are 
to  be  turned  Into  the  finished  products,  and  then  Mr, 
Knudsen's  activities  begin  with  rcsjxct  to  the  turning  out  of 
the  finished  products  after  the  materials  have  l)een  pro- 
Tided.    That  is  the  broad  division  between  the  authority  and 
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the  duties  to  be  performed  by  those  two  particular  appointees 
of  the  President. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Then  It  is  the  Senator's  view  that 
Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr.  Knudsen  are  not  subordinate  to  Mr. 
Nelson? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    They  are  not  at  all. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  have  the  act  of  August  29,  1916,  before  me. 
Public  Law  No.  242,  Sixty-fourth  Congress.  When  we  look 
at  that  statute  we  find  set  out  the  provisions  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  advisory  commission,  stating  that  it  shall  consist 
of  not  more  than  7  persons,  each  of  whom  shall  have  special 
knowledge  of  some  industry,  public  utility,  or  the  develop- 
ment of  some  natural  resoiu-ces,  or  be  otherwise  specially 
qualified,  in  the  opinion  of  the  council,  for  the  performance 
of  the  duties  hereinafter  provided. 

It  then  proceeds  to  set  forth  the  duties,  and  those  duties 
cover  everything — industrial  mobilization,  indus5trial  produc- 
tion, transportation,  not  only  on  the  railroads  but  on  the 
waterways,  the  mobilization  of  all  the  resources  and  all  the 
powers  of  the  Nation.  Under  the  duties  of  this  council,  the 
concluding  phrase  is: 

And  the  creation  of  relations  which  will  render  possible  In  time 
of  need  the  Immediate  concentration  and  utilization  of  the  re- 
sources of  the  Nation. 

It  provides  that  this  coimcil  shall  report  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  and  shall  make  rules  and  regulations 
for  its  work,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

So  this  council  comes  directly  under  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  not  under  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
or  some  other  ofiBcial  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thank  the  Senator.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  about  that.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  sat  in  at  the  first 
meeting  of  the  council  a  few  days  ago,  and  while  I  am  not 
at  liberty  to  reveal  what  happened  behind  closed  doors,  I 
think  It  has  ah-eady  appeared  in  the  press,  as  the  result 
of  that  meeting,  that  the  question  as  to  the  identity  of  the 
oflQcers  to  whom  this  board  as  a  whole  shall  report,  and  to 
whom  its  members  shall  report  as  individuals,  was  brought 
up,  and  it  was  very  clearly  made  to  appear  that  they  are 
directly  responsible  to  the  President,  while  they  are  ex- 
pected to  work  with,  coordinate,  and,  so  far  as  possible, 
help  to  iron  out  diflBculties  that  may  occur. 

This  board  is  created  largely  to  deal  with  those  things 
which  are  not  strictly  part  of  the  routine  of  government. 
Per  Instance,  Mr.  Stettinius'  job  is  to  coordinate  the 
assembling  of  raw  materials.  Mr.  Knudsen's  job  is  to  co- 
ordinate their  translation  into  finished  products.  Mr.  Budd 
takes  charge  then  and  undertakes  to  coordinate  their  dis- 
tribution by  transportation,  not  only  by  rail  but  by  all 
other  means  of  transportation. 

So  it  seems  to  me  there  cannot  be  any  difiBculty  about 
the  respective  authorities  and  duties  of  this  board  of  seven, 
in  addition  to  their  duties  as  a  group  meeting  probably  once 
a  week,  or  oftener  if  necessary,  to  ascertain  the  progress 
that  is  being  made  In  all  these  fields  of  activity. 

Mr.  TAFT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  notice  that  the  bill  which  we  are  considering 
provides,  however,  that  the  Secretary  of  War  is  authorized  to 
provide  for  building  munitions  plants.  It  is  proposed  to  give 
the  Secretary  of  War  that  authority.  Yesterday,  the  rules 
and  regulations  with  respect  to  the  Council  were  printed  in 
the  Record.  They  provide  for  an  advisor  on  industrial  pro- 
duction. Certainly  the  fact  that  there  is  an  advisor  on  in- 
dustrial production  In  no  way  takes  away  the  authority  we  are 
giving  the  Secretary  of  War,  so  I  do  not  understand  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky  when  he  says  that  Mr.  Stettinius  has 
charge  of  industrial  production.  Obviously  he  has  not. 
Under  the  bill  the  Secretary  of  War  has  charge  of  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  is  trjring  to  confuse  the  erec- 
tion of  a  possible  plant  which  might  be  constructed  by  the 
War  Department  to  produce  some  type  of  war  material  with 


the  general  question  of  production  In  all  the  private  indus- 
trial plants  In  the  United  States.  There  ought  not  to  be  any 
confusion  about  that.  Nobody  can  tell  whether  the  Govern- 
ment is  going  to  construct  a  munitions  plant.  If  it  is  going 
to  construct  one  for  the  production  of  munitions,  of  course, 
the  Secretary  of  War  ought  to  be  in  charge  of  it.  That  is 
one  thing.  Whether  or  not  it  will  ever  happen,  no  one  can 
tell.  The  duty  of  Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr.  Knudsen  is  not  to 
deal  with  production  in  a  navy  yard,  already  owned  by  the 
Government,  or  in  any  plants  which  may  be  constructed  by 
the  War  Department,  but  to  deal  with  production  In  private 
industry. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  are  anything  more  than  advisory,  or  that 
they  have  any  power  to  issue  orders  to  anybody? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  They  are  advisory,  but  they  may  exercise 
such  authority  as  the  President  may  give  them,  because  he  is 
directly  over  them. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  question  the  Senator's  statement.  They  may 
advise  the  President,  and  he  may  make  the  order;  but,  as 
I  read  the  record,  there  is  certainly  nothing  in  any  legislation 
which  gives  them  power  to  make  any  orders  of  any  kind. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  largely  a  matter  of  cooperation  and 
coordination  between  various  agencies  of  the  Government  and 
the  industries  and  sources  of  production  for  materials,  finished 
products,  transportation,  and  all  the  different  things  with 
which  they  are  to  deal. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Who  would  the  Senator  say  would  have  power 
to  decide  whether  or  not  the  Government  should  build  an  air- 
plane factory  for  the  manufacture  of  airplanes  for  war? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  should  not  say  that  any  of  the  seven 
would  have.  I  sun  giving  merely  a  curbstone  opinion  on  that 
question,  because  I  have  not  looked  into  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.    If  the  Senator  will  read  the  bill 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to  finish,  I 
should  not  say  that  any  of  the  seven  would  have  authority  to 
build  an  airplane  factory,  because  I  do  not  believe  that  au- 
thority has  been  conferred  upon  the  Board.  However,  under 
the  terms  of  the  bill  the  Secretary  of  Wat  is  authorized  to  do 
so,  and  I  assume  that  in  the  first  place  the  Secretary  of  War 
naturally  would  confer  with  the  Board  to  determine  whether 
or  not  it  was  necessary,  because  of  any  shortage  of  industrial 
production  from  private  sources,  to  build  such  a  plant  to 
furnish  the  airplanes  needed  by  the  Government.  Naturally 
the  Secretary  would  confer  wuh  the  President,  Mr.  Stettinius, 
Mr.  Knudsen,  and  the  heac^f  the  Air  Corps  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  presume  he  would  have  to  confer  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  coordinate  the  thing. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes;  I  should  say  so. 

Mr.  TAFT.  And  he  would  have  to  talk  to  Mr.  Jesse  Jones 
in  order  to  borrow  the  money. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Information  would  first  have  to  be  ob- 
tained as  to  whether  or  not  there  was  any  need  for  a  Govern- 
ment airplane  factory;  and  in  order  to  determine  that  fact 
there  would  have  to  be  a  survey  of  the  resources  and  capacity 
of  all  private  airplane  factories  in  the  country. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Who  does  the  Senator  think  would  perform  that 
duty  under  existing  legislation? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  should  say  that  the  Board  which  has 
been  appointed  by  the  President  would  certainly  participate 
in  the  performance  of  that  duty;  and  under  the  terms  of  the 
bill,  if  it  remains  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  now  pending, 
from  all  other  available  sources  the  Secretary  of  War  very 
likely  would  reach  a  conclusion  as  to  whether  or  not  there 
was  any  need  for  a  new  airplane  factory,  and  would  act 
upon  that  need  when  the  need  was  made  to  appear.  I 
should  say  that  all  the  agencies  concerned  would  have  some 
part  in  the  preliminary  determination  as  to  whether  or 
not  an  airplane  factory  should  be  built  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment. 

Taking  the  entire  set-up,  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me 
that  not  only  is  there  no  need  for  the  proposed  board  of 
five  to  take  the  place  of  the  Board  of  seven  already  ap- 
pointed by  the  President;  but  If  It  is  intended  to  have  an- 
other board  of  five  in  addition  to  the  Board  of  seven,  the 
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result  certatnly  would  be  confusion,   dupUcaUon,   and  no 
doubt  conflict  of  authority. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TTTTT.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky.  As  I  read  the  language  of  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont.  I  do  not  see  that  it  is  anything  in 
the  world  but  a  dujriicatlon  of  what  is  already  in  the  law. 
except  that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  has  not  been  as 
specific  in  his  language  as  is  the  language  in  the  act  of 
1916.  All  the  Senator's  amendment  provides  is  that  the 
board,  if  set  up.  shall  advise  and  assist  the  President.  That 
Is  exactly  what  is  provided  for  in  the  act  of  1916.  setting 
up  the  National  Defense  Commission.  The  only  difference, 
as  I  say.  is  that  the  language  in  the  act  of  1916  Is  more 
gpeciflc.  and  also  more  all-inclusive.  So  all  we  should  have 
would  be  two  commissions  trying  to  ride  the  same  horse, 
which  would  mean  confusion  and  delay,  the  very  things  we 
do  not  want. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  already  said  all  I  wish  to  say. 
I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  am  sorry  to  Interrupt.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  must  have  overlooked  an  important  word 
which  differentiates  my  amendment  from  existing  law.  I 
refer  to  the  word  "executing."  The  board  would  assist  in 
the  execution  of  the  plans.    That  Is  the  important  difference. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  have  already  said  all 
I  wish  to  say  on  the  matter.  Under  the  circumstances  I 
think  the  pending  amendment  should  be  rejected. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  it  makes  no 
difference  whether  we  agree  to  the  amendment  or  not.  Both 
the  existing  law  and  the  pending  amendment  provide  for 
a  commission  to  advise  the  President.  Under  the  terms 
of  the  amendment,  even  though  no  such  commission  were 
appointed  under  existing  law.  the  President  would  not  have 
to  make  the  appointment.    It  would  be  discretionary  with 

him. 

Frankly,  if  there  were  no  existing  law  on  the  subject 
I  should  say  It  is  a  very  worthy  object  to  carry  out  the 
spirit  which  was  so  well  expressed  by  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  yesterday  when  he  offered  the  amendment.  He  is 
anxious  to  bring  about  the  coordination  and  unification  of 
all  branches  and  departments  of  the  Government  for  the 
purpose  of  Improving  the  common  condition  of  all  our  people. 
The  argument  of  the  Senator  yesterday  shows  that  the  Re- 
publicans in  the  Senate  are  anxious  to  work  in  harmony  with 
the  Democrats.  That  is  another  very  worthy  object,  but 
perhapB.  from  experience,  an  impossibility.  However,  it  is 
always  good  to  try.  and  sometimes  it  works  for  a  while. 

The  President  has  said  he  does  not  care  for  this  amend- 
ment because,  as  I  understand,  he  has  already  appointed  a 
commission  under  existing  law  to  do  practically  the  same 
thing.  However,  under  all  the  circumstances,  if  any  Senator 
seriously  thinks,  the  amendment  ought  to  be  added,  I  do  not 
see  any  objection  to  it. 

Of  course,  the  President  will  not  appoint  anytxKly  under 
the  terms  of  the  amendment  if  he  prefers  the  existing  law 
and  has  a  commission  satisfactory  to  himself  imder  existing 
law.  However,  the  amendment  is  advocated  by  Senators  on 
the  Republican  side  of  the  aisle,  one  of  whom  may  be  in  the 
White  House  next  year,  and  he  might  prefer  the  amendment 
to  existing  law.  As  I  look  at  the  matter,  that  is  another 
argument  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

In  any  case,  the  effort  is  to  please  the  President,  and  to 
cooperate  with  him.  If  a  Republican  should  be  elected  Presi- 
dent, he  would  then  prefer  the  pending  amendment  to 
existing  law,  and  he  could  discharge  anybody  under  the 
old  law  and  appoint  him  under  the  new  law.  As  I  look  at  the 
matter,  it  is  almost  a  case  of  the  difference  between  Tweedle- 
dee  and  Tweedledum.  If  It  will  bring  about  harmony,  I  do 
not  see  any  reason  why  we  should  not  agree  to  the  amend- 
ment. Under  those  circumstances  I  feel  constrained  to  vote 
for  It 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  AusTiNl. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.   I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Glass  1 .  I  am  informed  that,  if  present,  he  would  vote  "nay." 
I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  PraziirI,  who  would  vote  "yea"  if  present,  and  I  will 
vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  HILL.  My  colleague,  the  senior  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Bankhead  1 ,  is  absent  on  important  business.  If  present, 
he  would  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  Maloney]  is  absent  on  account  of  illness  in  his 
family. 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Bailey  J,  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch  1. 
the  Junior  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez],  the 
senior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark  1,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Truman],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Clark  1,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  DonahbyI,  the  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  Downey],  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Gerry],  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  GlassI, 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  (Mr.  Harrison  1,  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McC.arran].  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Overton  1.  and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr.  Rad- 
CLiFFE]  are  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Guffey]  and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  SmathersI  are  imavoidably  detained.  I  am  advised  that 
if  present  and  voting,  these  Senators  would  vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  31,  nays  46,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 31 


DaTls 

Lodge 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Austin 

Gibson 

Lundeen 

Tobey 

Barboiir 

Gillette 

MrNary 

Townsend 

Bridges 

Gumey 

Norrts 

Tydlngs 

Burke 

Hale 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Byrd 

Holman 

Reed 

White 

Capper 

Holt 

Shlpstead 

WUey 

Johnflon.  Calif. 

Taft 

NAY&— 46 

George 

Mead 

Sheppard 

Ashurst 

Green 

Miller 

Slattery 

Barldey 

Hayden 

Minton 

Smith 

BUbo 

Herring 

Murray 

Stewart 

Bone 

Hill 

Neely 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Brown 

Hughes 

CMahoney 

Thomas.  Utah 

BvUow 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Pepper 

Van  Nuys 

Bymea 

King 

Plttman 

Wagner 

Caraway 

La  Follette 

Reynolds 

Walsh 

Chandler 

Lee 

RusseU 

Wheeler 

Connally 

Lucas 

Schwartz 

Kllftnder 

McKellar 

Scbwellenbach 

NOT  VOnNO— 19 

BaUey 

Donahey 

Guffey 

Overton 

Banktaead 

Downey 

Harrison 

RadcUffe 

Chavez 

Frazier 

Hatch 

Smathers 

Clark.  Idaho 

Gerry 

McCarran 

Clark.  Mo. 

Glass 

Maloney 

So  Mr.  Aitstin's  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  PEPPER  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  the 
purpose  of  my  offering  an  amendment? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  which  I 
ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  wlU  be 
stated. 

The  Lbgislattve  Clxkk.  At  the  end  of  the  biH  it  is  pro- 
posed to  insert  the  following  new  section: 

8»c.  — .  The  last  sentence  of  section  3  of  the  aot  entitled  "An 
act  for  making  further  and  more  effectual  provision  for  the 
national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  June  3,  1916. 
as  amended.  Is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  "two  hundred 
and  eighty  thousand"  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "not  to  exceed 
•even  hundred  and  fifty  thousand." 
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naval  appropriations — conference  report 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  send  to  the  desk  the  conference  report 
on  the  naval  appropriation  bill  and  ask  for  its  consideration 
at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  report  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8438) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval 
service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to 
recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  11.  12,  13. 
14,  15.  16,  17.  18.  19,  20.  37.  38.  39,  40.  41.  42.  43.  44.  45.  46.  47.  48. 
49.  50,  54.  55.  56.  57,  59.  60.  61,  62,  63.  64.  65.  and  66. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2.  3.  4,  5,  6.  7,  8.  9.  21.  22.  23.  24,  25,  26. 
27,  28,  29,  30.  31.  32.  33.  34.  51.  52.  53.  58.  67.  68,  69.  70,  71,  72.  73, 
74,  75.  76.  77,  78.  79,  80.  81,  82.  83.  85.  86.  87.  88.  90,  91.  92.  93.  94. 
95.  96.  97.  98.  99.  100,  101,  102,  103.  104,  106.  107.  108,  109,  110,  111. 
114,  116.  117,  123.  124.  129,  130.  131,  and  132.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  35:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  35.  and  agree 
to  thejsame  with  an  amendment  as  fellows:  In  lieu  of  the  nvunber 
proposed  insert  "eleven  thousand  four  hundred  and  forty";  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  36:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  36.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  numl>er 
proposed  insert  "nine  thousand  nine  hundred  and  ninety-three"; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  10.  84,  89,  105,  112,  113.  115.  118.  119.  120.  121.  122,  125. 
126.  127.  128,  and  133. 

James  F.  Btrkes. 
Carter  Glass, 
John  H.  Overton, 
David  I.  Walsh. 
Frederick  Halb, 
H.  C.  Lodge.  Jr.. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

J.  O.  Scrugham. 
J.  O.  Fernandez. 
Joseph  E.  Caset, 
M.  F.  Caldwell, 
J.  W.  DmxR. 
Charles  A.  Plumlet. 
Clarence  J.  McLeod, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  report. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  for  the  bill  and  do 
not  desire  to  impede  it,  but  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  a  question  as  to  an  amendment  which  was 
inserted  in  conference,  as  I  understand,  with  reference  to  an 
item  of  $45,000,000  for  the  acquisition  of  sites  and  facilities 
for  naval  aviation.  What  I  have  in  mind  is  that  there  has 
been  authorized,  and  the  appropriation,  which  is  a  lump-sum 
appropriation,  carries,  not  by  name,  though — the  authoriza- 
tion is  by  name,  an  item  for  the  establishment  of  a  naval 
air- training  base  at  Corpus  Christi.  Tex.  There  is  an  ap- 
propriation, I  understand,  of  $45,000,000  generally  for  such 
sites,  and  it  is  understood  that  the  cost  of  this  particular 
site  will  come  out  of  that  $45,000,000  appropriation;  but  I 
understand,  although  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  read 
the  conference  report,  that  the  conferees  inserted  a  condition 
or  limitation  that  was  not  in  either  the  Hoase  or  the  Senate 
bill  respecting  the  expenditure  of  the  appropriation  for 
that  item. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that 
amendment  will  come  up  later,  because  it  was  acted  upon  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  and  must  be  concurred  in  by  the  Sen- 
ate. It  is  not  in  the  confereface  report  which  is  about  to  be 
agreed  to,  but  will  come  up  separately  on  a  motion  to  concur 
In  the  House  amendment. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Then  this  report  does  not  cover  all  the 
amendments  in  disagreement? 


Mr.  BYRNES.  No;  In  a  few  minutes  I  will  move  to  con- 
cur in  the  House  amendment  to  which  the  Senator  has  ref- 
erence. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    That  is  satisfactory. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Certainly. 

Mr.  KING.  Was  there  any  very  large  increase  in  the 
aggregate  amount  for  the  acquisition  of  lands  for  air  bases? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  There  has  been  no  change  in  the  bill  in 
that  respect  since  it  was  passed  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KING.    And  $45,000,000  is  the  amount? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  That  is  the  amount  for  air  bases  through- 
out the  country. 

Mr.  KING.  Is  that  very  much  of  an  increase  over  the 
original  House  provision? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  That  amoimt  was  inserted  in  the  Senate, 
and,  I  think,  concurred  in  by  the  House. 

Mr.  KING.  But  as  the  bill  originally  passed  the  House 
what  amount  was  carried  for  this  purpose? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  amoimt  was 
inserted  as  one  of  the  emergency  items  which  were  added 
by  the  Senate.  The  bill  then  went  to  the  House  smd  the 
House,  acting  upon  it,  concurred  in  the  amount  for  air  bases, 
to  which  the  Senator  refers. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  conference  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  a  mes- 
sage from  the  House  of  Representatives  announcing  its  action 
on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  House  bill  8438. 
which  was  read  as  follows: 

In  the  HotTSE  of  Refresentattves,  U.  S.. 

June  4,  1940. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  84,  89,  113,  115.  118,  121.  and 
125  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  8438)  making  appropriations  for  the  Navy 
Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  flscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  and  concur  therein; 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  10  to  said  bill  and  concxir  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  Restore  the  amount  stricken  out  by  said 
amendment  and  in  line  8,  page  5.  of  the  House  engrossed  bill,  strike 
out  "$60,000"  and  Insert  "8160,000"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  105  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment  Insert: 

"Sec.  6.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  used  directly  or  indirectly  after  May  1.  1941.  except  for  temporary 
employment  in  case  of  emergency,  for  the  payment  of  any  civilian 
for  services  rendered  by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while  occupying 
a  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory 
position  unless  such  person  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of 
America  or  of  the  Republic  of  Panama :  Provided,  however,  ( 1 )  That, 
notwithstanding  the  provision  in  the  act  approved  Augiist  11.  1939 
(53  Stat.  1409).  limiting  employment  in  the  above-mentioned  posi- 
tions to  citizens  of  the  United  States  from  and  after  the  date  of  the 
approval  of  said  act.  citizens  of  Panama  may  be  employed  in  such 
positions;  (2)  that  at  no  time  shall  the  number  of  Panamanian 
citizens  employed  in  the  above-mentioned  positions  exceed  the 
number  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  so  employed,  if  United 
States  citizens  are  available  In  continental  United  States  or  on  the 
Canal  Zone;  (3)  that  nothing  in  this  act  shall  prohibit  the  con- 
tinued employment  of  any  person  who  shall  have  rendered  15  or 
more  years  of  faithful  and  honorable  service  on  the  Canal  Zone; 
(4)  that  in  the  selection  of  personnel  for  skilled,  technical,  admin- 
istrative, clerical,  supervisory,  or  executive  positions,  the  controlling 
factors  in  filling  these  positions  shall  be  efficiency,  experience, 
training,  and  education;  (5)  that  all  citizens  of  Panama  and  the 
United  States  rendering  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative, 
executive,  or  supervisory  service  on  the  Canal  Zone  under  the  terms 
of  this  act  (a)  shall  normally  be  employed  not  more  than  40  hours 
per  week;  (b)  may  receive  as  compensation  equal  rates  of  pay  based 
upon  rates  paid  for  similar  employment  In  continental  United 
States  plus  25  percent;  (6)  this  entire  section  shall  apply  only  to 
persons  employed  in  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative, 
executive,  or  supervisory  positions  on  the  Canal  Zone  directly  or  in- 
directly by  any  branch  of  the  United  States  Government  or  by  any 
corporation  or  company  whose  stock  is  owned  wholly  or  in  part  by 
the  United  States  Government:  Prottided  further.  That  the  President 
may  suspend  compliance  with  this  section  in  time  of  war  or  national 
emergency  If  he  should  deem  such  course  to  be  in  the  public 
interest." 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  112  to  said  bill  and  conctir  therein  with  an 
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amendment  u  follows:  Before  the  amount  named  In  said  amend- 
ment insert  "Including  three  additional  officers  above  tbe  jra^^  of 
captain  in  a  night-pay  status:  Proinded.  That  no  officer  of  the  Navy 
«  Martne  Corpa  who  has  been  adjudged  fitted  shall  be  Involuntarily 
retired  during  the  existing  limited  emergency."; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dleagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  119  to  said  bUl  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  After  the  amount  named  In  said  amendment 
insert  "  Provided.  That  no  part  of  this  amount  or  any  other 
amotmt  in  thla  title  for  temporary  housing  shall  be  available  for 
erecting  including  utilities,  upon  any  site  however  acquired  subse- 
quent to  the  calendar  year  1938.  married  officers'  qtiarters  at  a  unit 
cost  of  more  than  SS.SOO.  nor  bachelor  officers'  quarters  at  a  unit  cost 
of  more  than  tl.TSO.  nor  student  fiyers'  qxiarters  at  a  unit  cost  of 
mere  than  »560;  nor  barracks  for  enlisted  men  at  a  unit  cost  of 
more  than  »350 :  Provided  further.  That  no  part  erf  this  amount,  nor 
of  any  other  amount  In  this  title  for  temporary  housing,  shall  be 
available  for  erecting  buildings  upon  any  site  acquired  subsequent 
to  the  calendar  year  1938  except  of  a  distinctly  temporary  character 
unless  structures  (such  as  hospitals,  hangars,  and  storage  facilities 
for  Inflammable  or  explosive  materials)  of  a  more  substontlal  type 
•re  essential  to  the  pxirpose"; 
^.  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 

at  the  Senate  numbered  120  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
-i  amendment   as   foUows:    In   lieu   of    the   matter    inserted   by   said 

amendment  Insert:  .     .,  „,    ,„«« 

•The  provision*  of  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April  25.  1939 
(53  Stat.  590^592).  shall  be  applicable  to  all  public  works  and  public 
— -  utilities  projects  mentioned  In  this  act  regardless  of  location."; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  122  to  said  bill  and  concvir  therein  with  the 
foUowlng  amendments:  Page  21.  line  8.  of  the  Senate  engrossed 
amendmenU.  after  "contracts"  insert  "and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  shall  report  annually  to  the  Congress  on  the  rental,  sale,  or 
disposal  of  the  facilities  provided  for  In  this  act";  and 

Page  21.  line  10.  of  the  Senate  engrossed  amendments,  strike 
out  "1942"  and  Insert  "1941." 

That  the  House  recede  from  lU  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No  126  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  said 
amendment  Insert: 

"Armor,  armament,  and  ammunition:  For  an  additional  amount 
toward  the  armor,  armament,  and  ammunition  for  veasels  and 
aircraft  heretofore  authorized  (and  appropriated  for  in  part), 
including  the  necessary  machine  tools  and  other  equipment  and 
facilities  at  naval  or  private  establishments  required  for  expediting 
ship  building,  to  be  Immediately  available  and  to  remain  avaUable 
until  expended.  Including  the  same  objects  and  vmder  the  same 
conditions  and  limitations  prescribed  under  this  head  In  title  I 
of  this  act.  $35,000,000:  Provided,  That  all  parenthetical  clauses 
in  title  I  of  this  act  In  which  certain  amounts  are  denominated 
as  'A'  and  or  'B'  Items  shall  be  disregarded  for  all  purposes,  together 
with  section  3  of  such  title." 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.   127  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with   the 
following  amendments:  Page  23.  of  the  Senate  engroesed  amend- 
ments, strike  out  line  8  and  insert:  "For  additional  amounts  for 
20.000  naval  enlisted  men." 

Page  24,  of  the  Senate  engrossed  amendments,  strike  out  lines 
13.  14.  and  15.  and  Insert: 

"Medical  Department.  $231,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $10,000 
shall  be  available  for  the  pay  of  employees  assigned  to  group 
rv  (b),  and  those  performing  similar  services  carried  under  native 
and  alien  schedules  In  the  Schedule  of  Wages  for  Civil  Elmployees 
In  the  Field  Service  of  the  Navy  Department; 

"Cgre  of  the  Dead.  $6,000: 

"Salaries.  Btireau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery,  $12,000;";  and 

Page  24.  line  21,  of  the  Senate  engrossed  amendments,  strike 
out  -$26,538,000"  and  insert    "$26,287,000." 

That  the  Rouse  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  128  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  said 
amendment  Insert: 

"For  additional  amounts  for  Marine  Corps  purposes.  Including 
.000  additional  enlisted  men  on  active  duty.  arms,  artillery,  am- 
munition, equipment,  housing,  and  general  expenses,  including 
motor-propelled  passenger-carrying  vehicles,  under  headings,  and 
for  the  same  objects  as  specified  under  their  headings  In  title  I  of 
this  act,  as  follows: 

"Maruie  Corps: 

"Pay.  Marine  Corps.  $3,200,000; 

"General  expenses.  Marine  Corps.  $9,327,000; 

"Pay  of  dvll  employees:  Offices  of  the  Major  General  Commandant 
and  the  Adjutant  and  Inspector,  $54,360:  Office  of  the  Paymaster, 
$17.aa0:    Office   of   the   Quarternoaster,   $127,820;    in   all,   $200,000; 

"Bureau  of  MedldiM  and  Siirgery:   Medical  Depcurtment.  $12,000. 

"Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks: 

"Public  Works.  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks:  For  temporary  hous- 
ing. Including  extensions  of  existing  structures.  $4,500,000; 

"Bureau  of  Ordnance:  Ordnance  and  Ordnance  stores.  Navy, 
•4390.000. 

"Bureau  of  Engineering: 

"Engineering:  For  radio  material,  $100,000.":  and 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  133  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows: 


Page  27  of  the  Senate  engrossed  amendments,  lines  21  and  22 
strike  out  "to  be  Immediately  and  continuoxisly  available  imtil 
June  30.  1942"  and  Insert  "to  be  Immediately  available." 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  in  the  House  amendments  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  numbered  10,  105.  112.  120,  122.  126,  127,  128,  and 
133.  For  the  present  I  omit  the  House  amendment  to  Senate 
amendment  numbered  119.  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  so  that  he  may  have  an  opportunity  to  make  inquiry 

regarding  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  with  reference  to  the 
amendment  providing  a  limitation  upon  the  construction  of 
houses  at  bases — amendment  numbered  119 — let  me  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Texas  that  the  language  inserted  by  the 
House  is  as  follows: 

Provided  that  no  part  of  this  amount  or  any  other  amount  In 
this  title  for  temporary  housing  shall  be  available  for  erecting. 
Including  utilities,  upon  any  site  however  acquired  subsequent 
to  the  calendar  year  1938.  married  officers'  quarters  at  a  tmlt  cost 
of  more  than  $8  500.  nor  bachelor  officers'  quarters  at  a  unit  cost 
of  more  than  $1,750,  nor  student  flyers'  quarters  at  a  unit  cost 
of  more  than  $550;  nor  barracks  for  enlisted  men  at  a  unit  cost  of 
more  than  $350:  Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  this  amount, 
nor  of  any  other  amount  In  this  title  for  temporary  housing,  shall 
be  available  for  erecting  buildings  upon  any  site  acqtiired  subse- 
quent to  the  calendar  year  1938  except  of  a  distinctly  temporary 
character  unless  structures  (such  as  hospitals,  hangars,  and  storage 
facilities  for  inflammable  or  explosive  materials)  of  a  more  sub- 
stantial type  are  essential  to  the  purpose. 

In  the  conference,  when  this  amendment  was  proposed,  it 
was  stated  by  the  House  conferees  that  upon  a  hearing  it 
was  learned  that  there  was  a  proposal  to  construct  quarters 
of  a  character  which  would  cost  $14,000  in  the  case  of  quar- 
ters for  a  married  oflBcer.  That,  according  to  the  Informa- 
tion I  then  secured,  is  a  very  high  figure.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  that  after  much  discussion  in  the  conference  I  dis- 
cussed the  matter  with  Admiral  Moreell.  in  charge  of  pub- 
lic works;  and  his  thought  was  at  first,  making  a  rough  es- 
timate, that  the  limit  should  not  be  placed  above  $10,000. 
There  was  considerable  discussion  about  it;  but  it  was  the 
opinion  of  Admiral  Moreell.  expressed  to  me — not  to  the  con- 
ferees— that  if  the  limitation  were  placed  at  the  figure  at 
which  it  is  placed  here  it  would  be  adequate  for  the  tem- 
porary housing  he  would  expect  to  build  at  the  bases.  The 
figures  which  were  submitted  by  the  House  conferees  were 
much  lower.  The  conferees  had  more  than  an  hour's  dis- 
cussion upon  the  matter,  and  finally  compromised  on  these 
figures. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  housing  at  most  of  these  bases  In 
Texas  and  in  Florida  will  necessarily  be  of  frame  construc- 
tion, and  will  be  cheaper  than  houses  constructed  in  cities 
or  In  some  places  located  in  the  North,  where  a  different 
character  of  houses  is  necessary. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.     Yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  While  I  do  not  want  to  delay  and  do 
not  intend  to  delay  the  adoption  of  the  conference  report, 
my  concern  about  this  matter  was  due  to  the  fact  that  this 
base  Is  not  to  be  a  temporary  base  at  all.  It  is  to  be  a  per- 
manent establishment  of  the  Navy. 

The  Navy,  during  a  period  of  jrears,  has  given  considera- 
tion to  the  establishment  of  the  base  on  Corpus  Christl 
Bay;  and  the  Hepburn  Report — the  report  of  a  board  of 
naval  ofBcers  a  year  or  two  ago — recommended  the  ultimate 
acquisition  of  this  site  for  a  permanent  naval  air-training 
station.  A  provision  was  included  in  the  naval  bill  a  year 
ago.  I  believe,  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
accept  the  site  which  was  in  part  tendered  by  the  people 
of  Corpus  ChristL 

Last  summer  a  committee  from  the  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  visited  the  site.  Inspected  a  great  num- 
ber of  other  sites,  and  recommended  the  adoption  of  this 
particular  one.  Following  that  up,  the  Navy  has  already 
adopted  the  project,  and  it  is  to  be  not  a  temporary  estab- 
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lishment  but  a  permanent  establishment.  My  concern  was 
that  there  should  not  be  any  restrictions  or  limitations  on 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  require  the  construction  of 
mere  temporary  structures  when  at  this  place  the  structures 
are  to  be  permanent;  but  I  do  not  care  to  delay  the  matter. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  in  this 
Item  there  is  no  mention  of  Corpus  Christl. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  understand;  the  appropriation  is  in 
a  lump  sum. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  It  Is  a  lump-sum  appropriation;  and  under 
this  provision  at  places  where  the  naval  authorities  determine 
to  have  temporary  housing,  it  shall  not  cost  in  excess  of  the 
amounts  provided.  At  places  where  they  determine  to  have 
permanent  housing.  I  think  they  have  a  right  to  proceed  as 
they  think  best. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  being  very  anxious  that 
this  conference  report  shall  be  promptly  acted  upon.  I  make 
no  objection  to  the  adoption  of  the  amendment,  as  I  am 
extremely  anxious  that  the  money  available  under  the  $45,- 
000,000  item  shall  be  applied  at  the  earliest  possible  date  to 
the  construction  of  all  needed  naval  air  bases. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  con- 
cur in  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  numbered  119. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Yes. 

Mr.  KINO.  Is  House  bill  4024  the  measure  under  con- 
sideration? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  No:  this  is  the  appropriation  bill,  an  entirely 
different  measure.  The  bill  referred  to  by  the  Senator  is  the 
legislative  bill. 

Mr.  KING.  I  was  wondering  if  this  bill  dealt  in  any  way 
with  the  $80,000,000  item  for  Guam  by  way  of  appropria- 
tion. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Not  at  all.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  bill  to 
which  th?  Senator  refers  passed  after  this  appropriation  bill 

had  passed. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
an  inquiry? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  How  many  Senate  amendments  are  not  in- 
cluded in  the  conference  report  recently  agreed  to? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  About  10,  as  I  recall;  and  there  was  no 
disagreement  as  to  most  of  them.  They  are  so-called  tech- 
nical amendments  which  were  offered  on  the  floor  of  the 
House;  and  in  the  case  of  the  item  to  which  the  Senator 
refers,  of  course,  there  was  a  change  of  a  few  words  in 
which  we  have  to  concur 

Mr.  McNARY.  In  how  many  House  amendments  does 
the  Senator  ask  that  the  Senate  concur? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  There  are  10  amendments  In  all,  but  only 
three  Items  as  to  which  there  was  a  dispute. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Do  they  materially  change  the  bill  from 
the  form  in  which  it  passed  the  Senate? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  They  do  not.  They  are  what  the  House 
likes  to  call  technical  amendments,  with  the  exception  of 
three — one  with  reference  to  this  matter,  and  another  strik- 
ing out  a  provision  that  a  contractor  under  cost-plus  con- 
tracts should  be  regarded  as  the  agent  of  a  State.  The 
House  struck  out  that  provision,  and  I  moved  to  concur  in 
the  House  amendment. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  Is  a  very  satisfactory  answer.  I 
have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (^Mr.  Minton  in  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  House 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  119.  Without 
objection,  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

INTERFERENCE  WITH  DISCIPLINE  OF  ARMY  AND  NAVY — SXTSTITUTB 

REPORT 

Mr.  CONNALLY,    Mr.  President,  some  few  days  ago  from 

the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  I  reported  favorably  with 

amendments  the  bill   (H.  R.  5138)   to  make  unlawful,  at- 

l  tempts  to  interfere  with  the  discipline  of  the  Army,  the 

Navy,  and  the  Coast  Guard,  to  require  deportation  of  cer- 


tain classes  of  aliens,  to  require  the  fingerprinting  of  aliens 
seeking  to  enter  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  I  submitted  a  report  (No.  1721)  thereon.  Since  that 
time  the  committee  has  seen  fit  to  change  very  substantially 
the  bill  to  which  that  report  refers.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent for  permission  to  withdraw  that  report  and  to  file  a 
substitute  report  in  lieu  of  the  report  heretofore  filed. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  new  report  was  ordered  to 
be  received  and  be  printed,  when  submitted. 

EXPEDmON   IN   STRENGTHENING    THE   NATIONAL   DEFENSE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4025) 
to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense, 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  although  I  propose  to  dis- 
cuss the  subject  of  national  defense,  I  have  on  the  desk 
a  concurrent  resolution  which  at  this  time  I  ask  unanimous 
ctmsent  to  submit,  with  permission  to  have  it  lie  upon  the 
table  for  further  consideration. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  to  have  the  resolution 
read  for  the  Information  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  concurrent  resolution 
will  be  read. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  49)  was  read,  as 
follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Representatives  concur- 
ring). That  It  is  the  sense  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives In  Congress  assembled  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  at  his  discretion,  should  use  the  full  authority  which  be 
now  has  under  existing  laws  to  sell  or  transfer  airplanes  and  other 
war  material  not  at  present  needed  In  the  national  defense  to  any 
foreign  country,  to  the  end  that  peace  and  freedom  be  preserved 
and  protected  and  to  keep  war  from  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  resolution  will  lie  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  under  consideration, 
as  all  of  us  are  aware.  Is  a  bill  to  provide  substant:a!ly  for  the 
enlargement  of  our  armed  forces.  The  bill  specifically  re- 
moves the  restrictions  which  heretofore  have  limited  the  size 
of  our  Army,  and  confers  upon  the  President  and  the  appro- 
priate authorities  of  the  Government  very  great  power  toward 
the  enlargement  of  our  Army  and  Air  Corps. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  current  edition  of  the  Evening  Star,  of 
this  city,  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army.  Gen- 
eral Marshall,  makes  a  proposal  which  is  embodied  in  the 
following  headlines: 

Marshall  proposes  Regular  Army  of  400.000  men. 
Offers  recruiting  plan  as  substitute  for  calling  guard. 

And  in  the  body  of  the  article  the  statement  Is  attributed 
to  the  general  that  the  War  Department  can  more  quickly 
expand  the  Regular  Army  than  they  can  mobilize  the  Na- 
tional Guard.  The  point  is  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  recom- 
mends to  the  country,  as  he  no  doubt  has  recommended  to 
the  President,  that  we  increase  the  Regular  Army  of  the 
United  States  to  400,000  men.  The  Congress  will  by  this  bill 
remove  the  restrictions  wliich  the  law  has  heretofore  imposed, 
and  therefore  has  dedicated  itself  to  a  policy  of  enlarging  our 
Army  to  such  extent  as  may  be  necessary  to  preserve  our 
country  and  its  interests. 

That  action  simply  Indicates  that  day  by  day  and  step  by 
step  we  are  marching  toward  a  colossal  armament  for  the 
United  States  of  America.  The  whole  country  has  been 
gratified  that  we  have  made  that  progress  with  almost,  if  not 
always,  the  unanimous  consent  of  the  Congress.  I  know 
that  the  Congress  will  not  in  any  particular  be  remiss  In  the 
obligation  it  owes  to  America  and  America's  interests  in  giv- 
ing to  our  country  a  military  establishment  as  large  as  its 
needs  may  require. 

What  the  limit  will  be,  what  It  will  cost,  how  long  It  will 
take  to  complete  it.  what  shall  be  the  ramifications  of  it, 
what  are  its  implications,  are  things  which  are  contained  in 
the  bosom  of  an  uncertain  future. 

Mr.  President,  we  know  likewise  that  the  Italian  press  in 
the  last  few  days  has  been  carrying  the  statement  that  the 
United  States  is  relatively  Impotent  because  It  would  take  us 
2  years  to  develop  a  military  strength  which  would  make  us 
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a  serious  contender  in  the  world  controversy.    What  I  pro- 
pose to  speak  about  is  the  most  effecUve  way  of  viUlizing  the 

national  defense.  .    .^        ^     *         « 

The  headlines  of  today's  paper  carry  further  chapters  of 
the  sad  story  of  what  is  going  on  in  Europe.  In  the  first 
column  of  the  Evening  Star  of  today,  for  Instance,  we  find 
this  headline: 
Reich  warpUnes  blart  270-mUe  sector  of  coast. 
Already  the  coast  of  Europe  from  the  northern  tip  of  Nor- 
way to  Abbeville.  Prance,  is  completely  within  German  con- 
trol. Already  German  forces  can  easily  shoot  existing  guns 
across  the  English  channel  upon  the  cities  and  the  towns  and 
the  countryside  of  England  herself.  We  see  in  every  head- 
line evidence  of  the  expanding  power  of  the  military  machine 
jf  Hitlerism.  The  question  which  every  day  recurs  to  the 
American  people  is.  How  can  we  most  effectively  defend 
America,  for  everyone  knows  that  the  Congress  conscien- 
tiously wants  to  know  how  it  can  most  effectively  and  efB- 
cicntly  assure  this  country  and  this  hemisphere  that  our  soil 
will  always  be  sacred  against  an  invader's  foot. 

What  I  have  been  proposing  Is  not  a  diminution  of  our 
existing  establishment  but  an  enlargement  of  it  with  every 
possible  speed,  the  money  to  be  poured  into  it  without  stint. 
In  fact,  we  have  almost  ceased  to  inquire  how  much  these 
various  measiwes  we  are  passing  really  do  cost,  for  the  mat- 
ter of  the  cost  is  inconsequential  and  immateriaL  Cost  what 
It  will,  we  shall  do  it. 

I  have  had  advice  recently  that  a  country  of  the  size  of 
Australia,  for  example,  is  now  s[>ending  upon  its  national 
defense  a  siun  of  money  which  would  be  the  equivalent  of 
$10,000,000,000  a  year  for  us,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  be- 
fore this  session  terminates,  before  we  go  home,  we  shall 
have  appropriated  in  excess  of  $5,000,000,000.  and  it  may  run 
a  little  later  to  $10,000,000,000,  and  in  less  than  5  years  we 
shall  have  approximated  $50,000,000,000.  in  my  hiunble 
opinion,  as  an  expenditure  upon  the  defense  of  the  United 
States  and  our  interests. 

I  see  that  burden  of  the  future  staring  us  in  the  face,  in- 
evitably. I  know  the  implications  of  it,  I  know  what  it  will 
do  to  our  economy,  I  know  what  it  will  do  to  our  liberties. 
I  kiK}W  what  restraints  it  will  impose  upon  our  freedom.  I 
know  what  it  will  take  away  from  needed  social  services  in 
this  country,  I  know  how  much  humble  men  and  women  and 
undernourished  children  will  have  to  bear  of  that  great 
burden. 

Mr.  President,  statesmanship,  it  seems  to  me.  commands 
us  to  devote  ever>'  possible  scrutiny  to  any  reasonably  sane 
method  which  might  keep  that  unhappy  day  from  ever  com- 
ing to  the  United  States.  I  think  the  whole  world  knows 
that  there  is  a  way  by  which  that  eventful  day  can  be  kept 
away  from  our  destiny,  and  that  is  to  make  it  possible  for 
the  Allies  to  destroy  Hitler;  to  give  them  the  means  by 
which  they  can  fling  back  his  iniquitous  forces,  strengthen 
their  arms  In  this  moment  of  crisis;  to  give  them  new  cour- 
age and  new  hope,  with  what  would  amount  to  but  little  di- 
minution in  our  existing  armament. 

I  know  that  500  planes,  if  they  were  first-class  planes, 
particularly,  would  go  a  long  way  toward  turning  the  tide 
of  battle  in  Prance  today.  I  believe  that  if  those  500  planes 
were  to  be  sent  to  the  Allies  tomorrow,  it  would  assure  that 
Mussolini  would  not  enter  the  war.  if  he  should  know  that 
their  destructive  force  might  be  tvmied  against  his  own 
iniquitous  hand  if  he  strove  to  stab  France  in  the  back  in 
ber  moment  of  greatest  trouble. 

If  those  500  planes  were  to  be  available  to  the  Allies  upon 
the  western  front,  we  would  not  see  the  headline  "Reich 
warplanes  blast  270-mlle  sector  of  coast."  We  would  not 
see  in  a  few  days  what  may  come  to  be  oiur  unhappy  knowl- 
edge, Paris  in  flames  and  ruins.  We  would  not  see  the 
temples  of  England,  the  edifices  of  old  London,  crumlded 
masses  of  charred  ruins,  for  those  very  planes  would.  I  be- 
heve.  be  the  salvation  of  civilization  and  civilization's  cause. 
Not  only  would  they  be  that,  they  would  he  an  assured  de- 
fense of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  including  the  United  States 
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of  America.  Then  we  would  not  have  to  have  400,000  men  in 
the  Regular  Army,  and  two  or  three  hundred  thousand  more 
men  in  the  NaUonal  Guard  subject  to  immediate  call  if  not 
already  in  the  coimtry's  active  service.  We  would  not  have 
to  have  a  large  reserve  waiting  for  the  instant  when  they. 
too.  might  Join  the  armed  forces  of  their  country.  We  would 
not  have  to  spend  these  billions  in  creating  an  air  force 
of  50.000  planes,  or  building  this  great  Military  EsUblish- 
ment.  which  is  now  aborning  In  Congress,  these  ships  which 
are  being  laid  down,  this  Herculean  program  that  is  taking 
the  energy  of  our  private  enterprise  and  turning  it  into 
the  useless  enterprise  of  war.  We  would  not  be  sapping  our 
whole  economy  for  defense  expenditures.  We  would  not  need 
to  be  raising  the  debt  limit,  or  imposing  additional  taxes 
upon  an  already-burdened  economy. 

No.  Mr.  President,  nor  would  we  be  under  the  humiliating 
shadow,  in  this  time  of  crisis,  of  the  United  States  not  com- 
ing to  the  fore  and  saying  what  is  in  the  heart  of  every 
red-blooded  American,  that  it  our  cause,  as  well  as  the 
cause  of  the  Allies,  under  attack  today  in  Europe. 
Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  if.  in  plain  lan- 
guage, he  is  advocating  that  the  Congress  declare  wau*  on  the 
side  of  the  Allies  against  Germany. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  my  able  friend 
from  North  Carolina  made  that  inquiry,  for  if  there  was  any 
doubt  in  anyone's  mind  about  my  attitude  on  that  subject,  I 
want  definitely  to  clear  it  up.  The  answer  is  unequivocally 
"No." 

Mr.  BAILEY.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me.  he  has  just 
declared  that  it  is  our  duty  manfully — I  think  I  use  his  word — 
to  intervene.  If  he  can  distinguish  between  intervention  and 
a  declaration  of  war.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  hear  him.  I 
wish  to  say  to  him  that  it  is  my  judgment — and  it  is  based 
upon  all  the  definitions  of  the  law  of  neutrality,  and  we  had 
a  great  exposition  of  it  here  by  the  late  Senator  Borah — that 
intervention  by  a  neutral  is  equivalent  to  a  declaration  of  war. 
We  become  a  participant.  If  the  Senator  can  make  a  distinc- 
tion to  the  contrary,  I  should  like  to  have  him  do  it. 

I  will  take  my  seat  with  one  remark,  that  if  he  intends 
intervention,  and  intervention  means  war.  then  he  must  take 
notice  that  we  cannot  have  a  war  of  limited  liability.  There 
is  no  such  thing.  If  we  make  war  with  money,  with  airplanes, 
or  with  any  other  means,  if  we  intervene  in  any  way,  we  must 
intervene  all  the  way — with  money,  planes,  ships,  sons.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  Senator  address  himself  to  those 
propositions. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  was  interested  in  the  observation  of  the 
Senator  frcMn  North  Carolina.  Probably  there  may  be  some 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  Interpretation  which  he 
places  upon  the  word  "intervention."  I  did  not  imderstand 
from  the  observations  made  by  the  Senator  from  Florida 
that  he  was  lu^ng  intervention.  I  can  differentiate  be- 
tween intervention,  using  the  word  in  the  purely  legal  and 
militaristic  sense,  and  giving  indirect  aid  by  selling  food 
and  food  supplies  to  belligerents.  It  would  not  be  inter- 
vention if  today  we  should  send  to  London  or  to  Paris,  if 
the  food  supplies  could  reach  either  of  those  cities,  flour 
and  other  food  supplies  for  the  people.  It  would  not  be 
Intervention,  in  my  interpretation  of  the  word,  if  we  should 
send  to  the  three  or  four  million  people  driven  from  Bel- 
glum  and  northern  France  food 

Mr.  BAILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  KING.    The  Senator  from  Florida  has  the  floor,  and 
I  am  interrupting  him. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  President,  that  is  not  the  proposition 
here.  The  Senator  trom  Florida  is  not  asking  us  to  send 
food  for  refugees.    He  is  asking  us  manfully  to  take  the 
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responsibility  and  go  to  the  rescue  of  the  Allies.  That,  in 
my  judgment,  is  nothing  more  or  less  than  asking  us  to 
become  participants  in  the  war.  and.  if  that  is  the  issue, 
let  us  have  that  the  Issue,  let  us  debate  it,  but  let  us  not 
have  any  mistake  about  it  or  any  indirection  about  it.  Men 
who  are  in  the  possession  of  their  senses  ought  at  least  to 
know  what  they  are  doing  when  they  go  about  to  do  some- 
thing which  may  get  us  into  a  war. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  fvu-ther  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  If  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  had 
waited  a  moment  he  probably  would  have  discovered  the  field 
which  I  am  trying  to  reach  and  the  road  on  which  I  am 
traveling.  I  have  tried  to  indicate  by  the  suggestions  made 
that  it  was  not  intervention  to  send  food  to  Great  Britain 
and  Prance,  particularly  if  they  paid  for  it.  or  to  send  food 
to  the  starving  people  of  Belgium  and  Prance,  starving  be- 
cause of  the  wicked  and  indefensible  course  of  the  Hitler 
regime.  Nor  do  I  believe  that  it  would  be  intervention  if 
manufacturers  of  airplanes  and  munitions  of  war  in  the 
United  States  should  sell  such  products  to  other  countries. 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  an  act  of  war.  or  an  act  of  inter- 
vention, if  the  manufacturers  of  airplanes  In  Cahfomia  were 
to  sell  to  Canada  several  hundred  airplanes  for  such  utili- 
eation  as  might  be  desired  by  Canada.  If  an  American  citi- 
zen has  an  airplane  and  sells  it  to  Canada.  Germany.  France, 
or  Great  Britain.  I  would  not  regard  that  as  an  act  of  inter- 
vention upon  the  part  of  that  citizen,  or.  if  permitted  by 
the  United  States,  that  that  would  be  an  act  of  intervention 
on  the  part  of  the  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  that  is  not 
precisely  what  has  been  going  on  for  months?  I  certainly 
have  been  utterly  misled  by  newspaper  stories  if  that  is  not 
exactly  what  has  happened.  American  airplane  manufac- 
turing companies  have  been  selling  hundreds  of  planes  to 
Prance  and  England.  I  take  it  that  that  is  not  the  point 
here.  I  confess  that  I  believe  that  if  we  do  what  the  Senator 
from  Florida  suggests,  it  amounts  to  a  declaration  of  war. 

Mr.  President,  for  one  I  do  not  want  the  United  States  to 
declare  war  until  Congress  has  the  guts  to  stand  up  here  and 
tackle  the  question;  not  do  it  by  indirection,  not  do  it  in  a 
half-way  manner,  not  weasel.  Congress  is  accused  of  weasel- 
ing  all  the  time,  of  fiddling  and  indulging  in  obliquities,  of 
never  acting  directly  in  doing  something,  but  running  around 
back  alleys  and  arriving  in  an  oblique  fashion  at  an  objec- 
tive. If  we  are  to  declare  war  I  want  to  see  Congress  stand  up 
and  state  to  the  country.  "We  are  going  to  declare  war,"  and 
not  do  it  in  a  half-way  fashion.  You  cannot  have  a  half- 
way declaration  of  war.  You  cannot  send  military  supplies  of 
the  United  States  Government  to  a  belligerent  without,  in  my 
judgment,  committing  an  act  of  war. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  repeat  what  I  said  the  other  day,  at 
the  expense  of  being  tedious.  I  recall  that  I  had  a  bill  up 
in  the  Senate  calling  for  the  manufacture  of  munitions  by 
the  United  States  Government.  Objection  was  registered  by 
a  number  of  very  able  Senators  whose  judgment  I  admire, 
who  said  that  if  Uncle  Sam  manufactured  munitions  of  war 
we  would  make  it  impossible  to  sell  munitions  of  war  to  any 
nation,  even  though  we  wanted  to  help  it,  and  felt  the  same 
impulse  stirring  in  our  breasts  that  are  motivating  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida,  who  sincerely  wants  to  aid  the  Allies. 
However,  the  suggestion  was  made  to  me  that  if  Uncle  Sam 
manufactiired  munitions  of  war,  the  sale  of  those  to  a  bel- 
ligerent power  would  be  an  act  of  war. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  frank  to  say  that  I  had  the  same  view 
myself,  and  I  wanted  Uncle  Sam  to  manufacture  munitions 
of  war  but  I  did  not  want  Uncle  Sam  to  become  an  arsenal 
for  the  rest  of  the  world.  I  thought  that  was  not  safe. 
Perhaps  I  am  wrong.  I  do  not  Invest  myself  with  any  vision 
beyond  that  enjoyed  by  my  brethren,  but  I  felt  that  that 
was  perhaps  an  open  pathway  to  war.  I  cannot  believe 
other  than  that  the  Senator  from  Florida  is  suggesting  the 
doing  of  a  ♦hing  which  goes  half  way  to  war,  and  I  never 


knew  a  nation  to  go  half  way  to  war  without  going  the  full 
way. 
Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  shall  not  detain  the  Senate  but  for  a  moment. 
I  wish  to  say  that  I  dissent  from  the  suggestion  of  the  able 
Senator  from  Washington,  that  Congress  is  guilty  of  weasel- 
ing  by  not  acting  directly  when  it  should  act  directly. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  said  Congress  is  chaiged 
by  many  people  with  weaseling.  Whether  It  weasels  or  not 
will  have  to  be  settled  as  the  situation  develops. 

Mr.  KING.  I  think  the  American  i)eople  usually  speak 
plainly.  Since  I  have  been  In  the  Senate  I  have  reached 
the  conclusion  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  by  and 
Ifirge.  acts  with  courage.  It  does  not  weasel,  but  Indicates 
where  It  stands  upon  Important  questions  which  art  pre- 
sented for  consideration,  whether  those  questions  are 
domestic  exclusively,  or  whether  they  have  foreign  implica- 
tions. 

Personally,  with  respect  to  the  conflagration  overseas.  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  state  that  my  ssrmpathies  are  with  Prance 
and  Great  Britain  In  this  contest.  If  France  and  Great  Bri- 
tain shall  be  destroyed,  if  great  temples  of  liberty  and  justice 
are  ruined,  if  millions  of  people  are  killed,  and  millions  more 
rendered  homeless,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  world  would  suffer 
a  catastrophe  never  equaled  in  the  past,  and  which  it  is  to 
be  hoped  would  never  again  be  equaled. 

Mr.  President,  judging  from  conditions  in  Europe,  there 
are  those  who  believe  the  world  has  made  but  little  progress 
along  the  pathway  of  civilization  and  spiritual  development. 
May  I  say  that  I  would  be  very  much  distressed  if  the  great 
people  of  Italy,  a  country  containing  mllUons  of  men  and 
women  noted  for  their  ability  and  achievements  In  every 
field  of  art  and  science  and  Industry,  and  members  of  the 
great  Catholic  Church,  whose  spiritual  head  is  In  the  Immor- 
tal city  of  Rome,  should  associate  themselves  with  Hitler  in 
his  determination  to  destroy  all  democratic  government,  the 
foundations  of  human  society,  and  all  religion"?  organizations. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  people  of  Italy,  who  love  liberty  and 
religion,  tmd  the  finest  things  of  life,  should  listen  to  the 
voice  of  that  great  Christian  prelate,  the  head  of  the  Cath- 
olic Church,  whose  voice  rings  out  for  peace  and  justice  and 
world  progress.  They  should  listen  to  him.  and  not  to  Hitler, 
not  10  the  voice  of  militarists,  not  to  the  voice  of  Stalin.  As 
I  have  stated,  the  people  of  Italy  are  a  Christian  people,  and 
they  have  in  many  ways  evinced  their  loyalty  to  truth  and 
their  devotion  to  the  highest  spiritual  ideals.  I  shall  not 
believe  that  Mussolini  will  yield  to  the  temptations  or  de- 
mands or  suggestions  of  Hitler,  and  plunge  Italy  into  the 
confiict. 

An  opportunity  Is  now  afforded  for  Mussolini  and  for  the 
people  of  Italy  to  rise  to  great  heights.  They  should  disso- 
ciate themselves  from  any  understanding,  agreement,  or  plan 
that  may  have  been  Indicated  by  Hitler,  and  declare  that 
Italy  stands  for  liberty  and  civilization,  and  is  opposed  to  the 
evil  and  monstrous  plans  of  Hitler  to  destroy  civilization.  If 
Mussolini  and  Italy  would  pursue  such  a  course  the  world 
would  applaud  them,  and  Mussolini  would  emerge  from  the 
chaotic  conditions  now  existing  in  Europe  and  appear  in 
shining  armor  as  a  great  leader,  to  be  acclaimed  by  the  people 
of  the  world. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  not  only  I,  but  the  Senate 
and  the  country,  are  very  deeply  grateful  to  the  very  able 
Senator  from  Utah  for  those  stimulating  sentiments  which 
he  has  expressed  today. 

Mr.  President,  to  those  who  are  disposed  to  make  this 
controversy  a  technical  one,  I  might  simply  enough  say  that 
it  has  not  been  considered  a  technical  controversy  by  either 
Hitler  or  those  who  are  the  victims  of  his  unprovoked  ag- 
gression. I  could  show  very  easily  and  readily  that  the  con- 
cept of  international  law.  which  is  the  basis  of  the  fear  that 
we  will  commit  some  technical  breach  of  it.  Is  a  concept 
utterly  foreign  to  the  whole  mind  and  spirit  and  soul  of 
Adolf  Hitler,  that  the  legality  of  what  he  does  to  achieve  hia 
success  and  objective  is  as  far  from  his  thinking  as  the  mocm 
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b  from  thla  Senate  Chamber.  It  is  totally  unrelated  to  his 
pcUcy  or  his  plans.  One  is  fooUsh.  Mr.  President,  to  think 
that  the  German  tanks  and  the  German  guns  and  the  Ger- 
man airplanes  diving  with  their  loads  of  death  from  the 
heavens  above,  can  effectively  be  stopped  by  technicaUties  of 
an  international  law  which  does  not  exist. 

The  unreality  of  that  kind  of  thinking  is  what  has  made 
the  great  British  lion  become  a  frightened  cub  in  face  of  the 
onrushing  legions  of  Adolf  Hitler.  It  was  that  kind  of  think- 
ing which  caused  Winston  Churchill  to  pour  out  his  heart  to 
the  British  people,  and  later  to  lament  while  England  slept. 
That  kind  of  thinking  is  the  result  of  believing  this  kind  of 
statement,  delivered  by  Adolf  Hitler  on  January  30.  1937: 

There  can  be  no  humanly  conceivable  object  of  dispute  between 
Germany  and  France.  The  German  Government  have  further 
anured  Belgium  and  Holland  that  they  are  prepared  at  any  time 
to  recognise  and  guarantee  these  states  as  Inviolable  neutral 
territories. 

That  was  Hitler  speaking.  A  foolish  people  believed  what 
he  said.  PooUsh  technicians  thought  that  Hitler's  guaranty 
of  neutrality  inviolate  meant  something;  and  upon  that  faith 
they  waited  until  the  Germans  had  crossed  the  Belgian 
frontier  with  their  Invincible  machines  of  war.  Then  it  was 
too  late.  Mr.  President.  They  could  repent,  but  they  could 
not  restore  themselves  to  their  earlier  position. 

Those  who  talk  about  international  law  must  have  been 
asleep  for  the  past  few  weeks,  or  must  have  been  living  in 
some  other  world.  Those  who  talk  about  international  law 
as  related  to  this  conflict  must  have  forgotten  about  Neville 
Chamberlain.  They  must  have  forgotten  about  the  British 
boys  who  now  lie  dead  in  Flanders  because  the  people  In 
Great  Britain  thought  that  way.  Surely  they  do  not  recall 
the  French  hoys  who  might  have  been  great  artists,  great 
thinkers,  men  who  create  beauty  and  good.  Their  bodies 
are  mingled  with  the  soil.  Mr.  President,  because  people 
thought  that  way,  because  they  shivered  at  the  prospective 
punitive  damages  which  might  be  inflicted  upon  them  if  they 
committed  a  technical  breach  of  international  law. 

Some  have  even  mentioned  the  Alabama  claims,  saying, 
"Do  you  not  realize  that  if  we  were  to  intervene  or  make  our 
storehouses  available  to  the  Allies  Germany  could  file  a  claim 
against  the  Umted  States  and  recover  from  us.  as  the  Ameri- 
can Government  recovered  from  Great  Britain  on  account  of 
the  Alabama  case?" 

Mr  President,  if  any  court  which  professed  to  have  a  con- 
science could  for  one  instant — as  long  as  it  would  take  the  eye 
to  blink  or  the  sun's  rays  to  manifest  themselves  through  an 
ion  of  space — give  countenance  to  a  claim  of  Adolf  Hitler 
against  anybody  for  anything,  it  would  be  the  most  contempt- 
ible tribunal  that  God  or  man  ever  created.  The  counter- 
claim would  be  an  ocean  of  tears  from  mothers  whose  sons 
are  dead,  and  from  a  country  whose  soil  has  been  profaned 
by  Hitler's  bestial  foot. 

Let  him  make  his  claim,  and  let  civilization's  torrents  of 
retributive  Justice  drown  him  in  the  tears  which  ought  to 
stifle  every  breath  he  draws. 

So.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  afraid  of  Adolf  Hitler  recover- 
ing on  any  claim  against  anyone  who  might  lend  an  item  of 
aid  to  the  Allies  in  this  controversy,  t)ecause  Hitler  wars 
against  the  world,  and  the  right  of  self-defense  is  the  flrs^  law 
of  nature.  I  am  speaking  about  the  defense  of  America.  Mr. 
President,  and  that  is  dearer  and  more  precious  than  any 
precept  or  concept  about  some  decadent  code  which  has  been 
destroyed  and  made  antiquated  by  Hitler. 

When  we  appropriate  money  and  take  it  out  of  the  pockets 
of  poor  people,  take  It  away  from  hospitals,  take  it  away  from 
agriculture,  take  it  away  from  public  improvements  which  are 
necessary,  and  take  it  away  from  education  which  ought  to  be 
bestowed  upon  boys  and  girls.  I  suppose  legalists,  technicians, 
and  orthodox  philosophers,  Uving  in  an  unreal  world  so  far 
as  their  orthodoxy  is  concerned,  will  say  "It  is  all  necessary 
because  we  must  preserve  the  technical  concept  cf  interna- 
tional law." 

Mr.  President,  what  right  under  international  law  does  a 
natioQ  have  which  is  ravaged  by  a  conqueror  against  the 


conscience  of  the  world  and  in  violation  of  his  pledge,  sacredly 
and  solemnly  inscribed  in  a  treaty?  To  what  tribunal  may 
such  a  nation  go  for  redress,  if  it  be  not  the  conscience  of 
the  world?  Is  there  a  court  where  the  Belgians  may  say, 
"In  the  name  of  God  and  God's  law  we  have  been  wronged 
and  we  seek  redress"?  If  so,  show  it  to  them  and  they  will 
go  there  on  their  knees  beggmg  for  any  kind  of  relieT.  Is 
there  a  tribunal  to  which  Holland  may  go,  or  Luxemburg,  or 
Prance,  or  Denmark,  or  Noirway,  or  Poland,  or  Austria,  or 
Czechoslovakia?  If  so.  in  the  name  of  Justice  outraged.  Mr. 
President,  where  is  that  tribunal  for  which  men's  hearts  have 
ached  and  toward  which  their  footsteps  have  wandered  end- 
lessly round  the  world? 

If  there  be  no  court  to  which  they  can  appeal  for  a  re- 
dress of  wrongs,  what  can  they  do?  They  have  no  fonmi 
left  this  side  of  the  Divine  Power.  Mr.  President;  and  I 
suppose  if  the  Lord  should  withhold  his  bright  face  from 
Hitler's  arms,  some  Senators  would  say  that  He  had  com- 
mitted a  technical  breach  of  His  Impartial  attitude  toward 
men. 

Mr.  President,  if  they  cannot  turn  toward  a  tribunal  for 
redress,  and  they  rely  upon  human  aid,  where  can  they  go 
save  to  the  court  of  man's  conscience?  If  the  court  of  man's 
conscience  listens  to  the  evidence,  hears  the  plaintive  appeal 
of  the  wronged  one,  reviews  the  history  of  the  case,  and 
applies  to  it  the  principles  of  conscience.  Justice,  law.  and 
decency,  and  everything  civilized  man  has  come  to  believe 
In  his  soul  and.  having  applied  those  principles,  renders  a 
Judgment  that  outrageous  wrong  has  been  done,  and  that 
the  petitioners  are  entitled.  In  a  court  of  conscience,  to  the 
help  of  conscience's  civilization,  would  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  deny  relief  in  any  form  because  it  would 
be  a  breach  of  international  law?  I  hope  the  Senator  would 
not.  and  I  believe  he  would  not.  I  hope  my  country  will 
never  be  so  craven  as  to  take  the  advice  of  those  who  even 
go  so  far  as  to  say.  "Let  us  reserve  Judgment  in  this  con- 
troversy. Let  us  not  make  up  our  minds.  Let  us  not  take 
sides.  Let  us  not  attitudinize  ourselves  lest  in  so  doing  we 
may  either  give  expression  to  an  Irresponsible  hysteria  or 
commit  a  mental  trespass  upon  inviolable  international  law." 
Mr.  President.  If  I  did  not  pass  judgment  on  this  con- 
troversy, if  I  did  not  express  my  sentiment  on  what  is  going  on 
In  Europe  now,  I  feel  in  my  heart  that  I  should  be  unworthy 
of  my  generation  and  my  civilization,  let  alone  my  God,  for 
our  cau.se  is  as  holy  as  the  First  and  Second  Command- 
ments— the  reverence  of  God  and  the  brotherhood  of  man. 
So  I  am  not  afraid  to  take  sides  in  this  controversy.  I  am 
not  afraid  to  say.  "Let  us  do  what  we  can.  short  of  war,  to 
lend  aid." 

Of  course,  the  logician  always  tries  to  trap  his  Inquirer 
with  some  extreme  application  of  the  proposal.  He  would 
say.  In  substance.  "If  you  take  a  slice  of  bread  you  must  eat 
a  loaf;  if  you  drink  a  swallow  of  water  you  must  constime  a 
bucketful,"  He  Imagines  that  there  are  no  restraints  what- 
ever in  man's  conduct.  He  says  that  if  we  do  anything  at 
all  to  help  the  Allies  or  ansrthing  intended  to  help  the  Allies, 
that  is  intervention. 

Mr.  President,  the  able  Senator  from  North  Carolina  voted 
for  the  neutrality  law  in  the  last  session  of  Congress,  which 
removed  the  arms  embargo  and  made  it  possible  for  the 
United  States,  through  its  private  citizens,  to  lend  aid  to  the 
Allies.  The  Senator  did  not  yield  to  the  great  Senator  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Chamber,  who  argued  that  that  was  a 
breach  of  international  law  and  a  disturbance  of  cur  posi- 
tion of  neutrality  and  therefore  was  wrong.  The  able  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  did  not  then  quote  him  or  jrield 
to  his  argument. 

Mr.  President.  I  say,  as  I  have  said  before,  that  so  far  as 
the  practicalities  of  the  world  are  concerned  there  is  no 
difference  between  a  factory  in  Baltimore.  Md..  manufac- 
turing an  airplane  and  sending  it  to  the  Allies  and  the 
United  States  Government  selling  to  the  Allies  one  of  its  air- 
planes which  it  feels  it  can  spare,  to  be  used  in  the  same 
battle  with  the  other  plane.  I  have  said  before  that  if  in- 
ternational law  had  any  application 
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Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  the  Senator's  last  example  he  states 
that  in  his  judgment  there  Is  no  difference  between  an  air- 
plane manufacturer  sending  a  plane  to  the  Allied  govern- 
ments and  the  United  States  Government  sending  a  plane. 
Pursuing  that  argument,  is  there  any  difference  between  a 
citizen  of  tlie  United  States  seeking  to  enlist  with  the  Allied 
armies  and  the  United  States  Government  seeking  to  send 
its  soldiers  to  participate  in  the  conflict? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  at  one 
time  said  in  a  legal  case  that  everything  from  the  12  tables 
down  to  the  present  day  was  a  question  of  degree. 

Thare  is  a  distinction  in  the  case  my  friend  from  Illinois 
puts  and  the  one  that  is  being  discus.sed.  In  the  case  he 
surmised  he  contemplated  that  the  Government  itself  might 
send  the  soldier  to  the  front.  That,  of  course,  would  be  a 
direct  intervention  by  the  Government  through  its  own  in- 
strumentality at  the  battle  front.  All  I  proposed,  at  the 
most,  in  the  original  resolution  which  I  introduced — and 
the  proposal  now  pending,  does  not  go  even  that  far — was 
that  the  Government  sell  to  the  Allies  or  any  other  party 
or  parties  to  the  Kellogg  Pact  who  were  victims  of  unpro- 
voked aggression  any  airplanes  or  war  equipment  which  we 
felt  we  could  spare  for  cash,  making  delivery  upon  our 
shores.  I  v;ould  not  consider  such  action  to  be  a  breach  of 
international  law,  Insofar  as  that  has  anything  to  do  with 
the  case. 

But,  Mr.  President,  leaving  that  question  temporarily 
aside,  leaving  aside  whether  or  not  Hitler  could  claim  the 
benefit  of  it,  leaving  aside  what  right  a  nation  that  is  a  party 
to  the  Kci:ogg  Pact,  for  example,  or  a  nonaggression  pact 
may  have  to  defend  its  fellow  signers  of  that  pact,  by  which 
I  imply  that  each  nation  has  the  right  to  decide  its  own 
course,  there  is  no  international  law  that  prescribes  what 
one  power  shall  do  In  aiding  another  power  that  is  the 
victim  of  an  unprovoked  aggression  in  violation  of  a  treaty. 

So  I  claim  that  we  have  the  right  to  decide  what  it  is 
reasonable  to  do,  Just  as  I  say  that,  in  dealing  with  Japan,  if 
we  thought  that  the  revocation  of  our  commercial  relations 
was  the  proper  way  of  enforcing  the  treaty  which  we  thought 
that  country  had  violated,  we  would  have  a  perfect  right  to 
exercise  that  authority  as  our  way  of  making  it  undesirable 
for  the  ether  party  to  that  treaty  to  commit  a  breach 
thereof. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  My  only  reason  for  making  the  inquiry  is 
because,  primarily,  of  what  the  able  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey]  said  a  few  moments  ago  with  respect 
to  intervention  and  the  reply  of  the  Senator  from  Florida. 
It  may  be  that  the  Senator  from  Florida  will  agree  with  me, 
but  it  occurred  to  me  that  if  the  Government  had  the  right, 
under  either  one  of  the  three  resolutions  which  have  been 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Florida,  to  sell  to  the  Allies,  we 
will  say,  a  thousand  airplanes,  or  sell  to  them  a  half  dozen 
destroyers,  and  that  would  not  be  a  breach  of  international 
law  so  far  as  we  were  concerned,  then  the  Government  would 
have  the  right  to  send,  we  will  say,  a  regiment  of  men  to 
Canada  to  protect  the  home  forces  in  Canada,  knowing  that 
those  men  would  not  become  involved  ultimately  in  the  con- 
flict overseas. 

I  will  say  frankly  to  the  Senator  I  cannot  make  the 
distinction  between  sending  a  thousand  airplanes  by  this 
Government  itself  to  the  front  for  the  purpose  of  participa- 
tion in  the  war  and  sending  500  men  to  England  or  Canada 
to  protect  the  home  front  over  there.  I  may  he  wrong  in 
that  but  I  merely  rose  for  the  purpose  of  attempting  to 
clarify  what  seemed  to  me  a  most  extremely  important  issue. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  contemplates,  apparently,  that 
the  Government,  in  the  case  he  put,  would  be  taking  one  of 
Its  own  men  in  its  own  uniform  and  sending  him  upon  its 
own  mission,  which  would  have  the  effect  of  making  him  an 
opponent  of  the  German  Government  in  war,  in  one  way  or 


another.  As  I  say.  the  difference  may  be  one  of  degree,  but  I 
think  it  is  an  essential  and  satisfactory  difference.  In  the 
case  I  contemplated  in  the  original  resolution  which  I  Intro- 
duced the  Government  would  merely  say  to  the  Allies,  "If  you 
will  come  here  to  my  shores  and  bring  cash  with  you,  I  will 
sell  you  certain  equipment  which  I  own.  You  can  do  what 
you  want  with  it."  For  that  matter,  what  use  the  purchaser 
would  make  of  it  is.  of  course,  his  own  affair.  We  would  com- 
mit no  act  except  to  sell  on  our  own  soil,  at  a  fair  price,  for 
cash,  to  the  purchasers,  some  equipment  of  this  kind.  They 
could  take  it  and  use  it  for  civil  and  peaceful  purposes  if  they 
wanted  to;  they  could  sink  it  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean  if  they 
wanted  to;  they  could  send  it  to  the  front  in  Prance,  if  they 
desired  to  do  that.  In  that  way,  Mr.  President,  I  say  we 
would  essentially  be  doing  nothing  different  from  what  we 
do  when  we  pass  a  law  through  the  Congress  revoking  a  pro- 
hibition that  would  not  have  permitted  cur  individual  manu- 
facturers to  do  the  same  thing.  So.  in  substance,  both 
cases  amount  to  the  use  of  stores  in  this  country  to  a  degree 
in  a  transaction  which  is  consistent  with  commercial  usages 
involving  certain  commodities. 

But.  Mr.  President,  I  go  a  great  deal  further  than  that.  In 
the  first  place  I  say  that  is  not  a  violation  of  international 
law;  and,  in  the  second  place,  I  say  that  Hitler  could  not 
claim  against  us  as  a  party  to  the  Kellogg  Pact  that  in  aiding 
another  power,  party  to  the  same  pact — not  by  going  on  his 
territory  but  to  resist  his  own  unprovoked  aggression — he 
could  not  claim  the  protection  of  International  law  against 
us  or  anybody  else  in  that  case. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  King  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  has  said  about 
the  Inconsistencies  and  the  unreliability  of  Mr.  Hitler.  Ob- 
viously, his  word  is  an  empty  gesture  and  we  know  that  he 
has  absolutely  forgotten  eversrthing  about  international  law 
insofar  as  the  present  war  Is  concerned.  But  let  me  place 
this  question  before  the  Senator:  Assuming  that  we  should 
do  what  the  Senator -says  we  should  do  by  selling  a  thousand 
airplanes  to  France  or  a  half  dozen  battleships  or  destroyers 
to  foreign  countries,  after  having  divested  ourselves  of  all 
right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  the  property,  but  know- 
ing tliat  they  were  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  the 
Allies — and  assuming  further  that  Hitler,  under  such  a  pro- 
cedure, would  issue  a  declaration  of  war  against  this  country 
because  of  intervention,  irrespective  of  whether  it  was  proper 
to  do  so — what  would  our  position  be? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Well,  Mr.  President,  our  position  would 
be  the  same  as  that  of  all  the  other  countries  against  whom 
Hitler  has  entered  a  declaration  of  war  in  fact,  if  not  by 
formal  action,  without  justification  whatever.  In  other 
words,  what  I  have  been  trying  to  say  all  along  is  that  what 
we  do  legally  has  no  relationship  to  what  Hitler  does.  If 
he  wanted  to  declare  war  on  us,  he  would  do  it  whether  we 
gave  him  any  legal  justification  or  not.  If  he  did  not  want 
to  declare  war  on  us  he  would  not  do  it,  whether  we  gave  him 
any  legal  justification  or  not.  Legality  is  totally  unrelated 
to  the  subject.    That  is  the  point  I  wanted  to  emphasize. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  the  point  the 
Senator  has  been  emphasizing  all  through  the  various  speeches 
he  has  made  here  from  day  to  day  upon  this  question,  that 
legality,  from  the  standpoint  of  Hitler,  does  not  amount  to 
anything  at  all;  but  I  am  still  asking  the  Senator  what  he 
believes  our  position  would  be  under  the  circumstances  I  have 
described,  if  Germany  should  declare  war  upon  us  after  we 
made  disposition  of  war  materials  to  the  Allies,  which  action, 
according  to  the  argument  of  the  able  Senator  from  North 
Carolina,  who  is  a  great  lawyer,  would  be  intervention  upon 
our  part  and  would  be  the  occasion  for  a  war  declaration  upon 
the  part  of  Hitler  against  us.  What  would  be  our  position  if 
Hitler  should  take  that  course  of  action? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  mean  what  would  be  our 
legal  position? 
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Mr  LDCAS.  No:  I  do  not  mean  what  our  legal  position 
would  be.  but  what  would  we  do  if  Germany  made  a  declara- 
tion of  war  under  such  conditions? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  We  would  do  as  we  should  do  in  every  case- 
whatever  we  think  is  best  for  our  own  defense. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  It  would  mean  that  we  would  be  at  war, 
would  it  not.  If  Germany  declared  war  on  us? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Is  Belgium  at  war?    Is  Holland  or  France 
or  Great  Britain  at  war? 
Mr.  LUCAS.    I  think  they  are. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  That  depends  upon  the  way  one  regards  it. 
I  win  sute  what  our  situation  would  be,  Mr.  President.  Hit- 
ler's declaring  war  would  not  change  the  situation  a  par- 
ticle. He  is  already  at  war  with  us;  he  is  at  war  with  the 
world  already:  he  is  at  war  with  South  America;  he  has 
already  sent  his  "fifth  columns"  there:  he  has  his  "fifth 
column"  right  here  in  the  United  States  of  America  now. 
That  is  intervention;  that  is  interference;  that  is  a  violation 
of  international  law. 

Blr.  LUCAS.  I  do  not  want  the  Senator  to  misunderstand 
me  and  to  think  that  in  this  debate  I  am  defending  Adolf 
HlUer  at  aU. 

Mr.  PEPPEIR.  I  understand  the  Senator's  position. 
Mr.  LUCAS.  I  have  the  same  purpose,  the  same  objec- 
tives, as  has  the  brilliant  Senator  from  Fiorida.  and  that 
is  the  defense  of  this  country.  The  Senator  may  see  it  a 
little  differently ;  the  approach  may  be  somewhat  different, 
but  I  am  only  attempting  to  bring  out  a  point  which  has 
been  worrying  me  somewhat.  The  Senator  has  been  de- 
bating this  subject  for  several  days,  very  few  questions  have 
been  asked  him  on  this  very  important  issue,  and.  I  think, 
perhaps,  the  country  has  obtained  a  wrong  impression  of 
what  the  resolutions  of  the  Senator  actually  propose  to  do. 

I  say  that  because  of  some  telegrams  I  have  received  as 
a  result  of  the  debates  and  the  speeches  which  the  Senator 
has  made  in  the  course  of  the  past  week. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  another  question  or  two, 
now  that  I  am  on  my  feet,  in  regard  to  his  last  resolu- 
tion, which  I  believe  was  submitted  today.  Am  I  correct  in 
understanding  that  it  was  submitted  today? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     It  was;  and  is  Ijring  on  the  table. 
Mr.  LUCAS.    Does  the  Senator  believe  that  the  resolu- 
tion submitted  today  is  as  broad  as  the  resolution  which 
was  discussed  on  yesterday? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     No;  I  think  not. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Will  the  Senator  briefly  make  a  distinction 
between  the  two  resolutions? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so.  If  the  Senator 
will,  while  the  inquiry  is  fresh,  let  me  answer  the  first  part 
of  the  question,  then  I  will  answer  the  second;  and  I  am 
very  grateful  to  my  friend  the  very  able  Senator  from  Illinois 
for  the  inquiry,  because  I  want  an  opportunity  to  clarify  the 
discussion. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  think  the  last  statement  is  very  important. 
It  is  well  enough  to  discuss  what  is  going  on  in  Prance  and 
England,  and  all  about  the  humiliation  and  the  despair  and 
the  suffering  over  there,  but  we  have  before  us  these  resolu- 
tions which  if  they  became  the  law  would  vitally  affect  this 
country;  and  I  should  like  to  have  just  a  brief  discussion 
of  that  matter. 

Mr.  PE2PPER.  The  Senator  a  moment  ago  Intjuired  what 
this  country  would  do  if  we  were  to  do  any  of  the  things  I 
have  proposed  and  Hitler  were  to  declare  war  upon  us.  I 
started  to  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  he  has  already  de- 
clared war  upon  us,  because  he  sent  his  "fifth  column"  into 
the  United  States  and  into  South  America.  He  has  already 
..definitely  indicated  designs  upon  our  continent.  He  has 
definitely  indicated  that  his  plan  will  not  be  achieved  until 
he  becomes  the  master  of  the  world,  and  until  his  people 
become  the  dominant  race  in  the  world.  Not  only  that,  but 
he  has  very  definitely  set  up  restrictions  upon  our  own 
activities  which,  in  substance,  amount  to  closing  the  doors 
of  great  areas  c^  the  world  to  our  trade  which.  If  normally 
done,  would  itself  constitute  a  breach  of  international  law 


and  a  violation  of  neutrality,  and  certainly  a  violation  of  the 
comity  of  nations. 

Mr.  BAILEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  McKdxak  in  the  Chair) . 
Does  the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Not  for  the  time  being. 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.    The    Senator    declines    to 

yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  desire  first  to  answer  this  inquiry. 

I  say  that  is  what  Hitler  has  ah-eady  done.  I  say,  in  the 
second  place,  that  the  legality  of  what  we  do  has  no  rela- 
tionship whatever  to  what  he  does  as  a  matter  of  fact. 
That  is  proved  by  everything  he  has  so  far  done.  Not  one 
of  the  countries  which  he  invaded  gave  him  any  legal  justi- 
fication for  attack,  and  yet  he  attacked  them. 

Almost  every  one  of  them  had  a  solemn  treaty  with  him 
that  he  would  not  attack  it.  as.  for  example.  Poland,  Holland, 
and  Belgium.  At  least,  every  one  of  them  had  his  solemn 
assurance  that  he  would  not  attack  it.  as  sacred  an  assur- 
ance as  the  head  of  a  government  could  possibly  give.  In 
addiUon  to  that,  all  of  the  publications,  all  of  the  propa- 
ganda, all  of  the  public  announcements  positively  stated, 
even  until  the  day  he  invaded  the  various  countries,  that  he 
was  not  going  to  invade  them,  and  yet  he  did  invade  them, 
from  which  I  can  only  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
legality  of  their  course  had  nothing  wliatever  to  do  with  the 
reality  of  his  course. 

So.  then,  whether  we  act  legally  or  illegally  is  not  going  to 
affect  Hitler's  attitude  toward  us.  That  would  be  affected  by 
one  thing  alone,  and  that  is  his  idea  of  what  is  best  for  Hit- 
ler and  Hitler's  cause.  If  he  thought  it  best  to  make  peace 
with  us,  he  would  try  to  make  peace  with  us.  If  he  thoiight 
it  best  to  make  war  upon  us.  he  would  make  war  upon  us.  If 
he  thought  it  best  to  try  to  deceive  us,  to  lull  us  into  security 
so  that  he  could  strike  us  later  when  we  were  not  expecting 
his  attack,  he  would  do  that.  So  what  we  would  do  would 
depend  entirely  upon  the  same  principle — what  was  for  our 
own  best  interest.  If  he  merely  declared  war  in  Europe,  but 
sent  no  fleet,  no  air  force,  no  soldiery,  then  we  would  decide 
whether  we  would  wait  for  him  to  come  here  or  whether  we 
would  go  over  there,  depending  entirely  on  which  course  we 
thought  was  better  for  our  own  protection  and  our  own 
Interest. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  PEIPPER.  Will  the  Senator  let  me  finish  answering 
this  question?    Then  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  yield. 

So,  Mr.  President,  the  situation  actually  would  not  be 
changed  from  what  it  is  right  now.  If  you  ask  me  what 
we  would  do  if  Hitler  sent  ships,  that  is  a  military  question. 
If  you  ask  me  what  we  would  do  if  he  sent  airships,  that 
Is  a  military  question.  If  you  ask  me  what  we  would  do  if 
he  sent  soldiers,  that  is  a  military  question;  but  I  tell  my 
friend  now  that  Hitler  has  not  only  come  to  be  at  war  with 
us.  but  he  has  been  at  war  with  us,  with  evenrthing  we 
believe  In,  with  everything  we  live  by,  and  with  everything 
we  die  by.  Prom  the  time  he  came  to  power — yea,  before 
that.  Mr.  President;  from  the  time  he  conceived  this  Iniqui- 
tous world  dream  of  his — he  has  been  at  war  with  us. 

I  have  here  a  newspaper  clipping  reading  in  part  as 
follows: 

To  the  Italians  the  Oermans  say  that  America  ts  a  negligible 
factor,  not  to  be  feared  In  the  event  of  Intervention  and  swiftly 
to  be  destroyed  in  the  event  of  Oennan  victory  in  Surope.  A 
trustworthy  Italian,  who  has  seen  much  of  the  Oennan  missions 
that  come  constantly  to  Rome,  reports  the  German  arg\iment  as 
having  convinced  him  as  well  as  thousands  of  highly  placed 
Italians. 

8COIT8     AT     UMiraU     BTATSS     aTKEMGTH 

*^ou  Amolcans  have  neither  a  historical  nor  military  tradi- 
tion." said  this  Italian.  "You  are  spending  $3,000,000,000  on 
armaments,  but  to  what  ptirpoee?  Do  you  think  you  can  build 
an  army  as  good  as  the  French  Army,  or  a  navy  better  than  Great 
Britain's?  Do  you  think  that  you  can  overtake  German  supremacy 
In  the  air  Just  because  you  have  vast  factories? 


"The  Germans  can  destroy  you  militarily,  even  with  yovir  3.000 
miles  of  Atlantic,  but  they  will  have  new  techniques.  They  tell 
us  they  know  already  how  to  apply  them  to  America — new  tech- 
niques in  economic  warfare,  in  propaganda,  in  sabotage.  In  civil 
war." 

"How  do  you  mean?"  I  asked  this  Italian. 

"They  will  strip  you  of  trade  first,  they  say.  Britain  has  been 
3rour  best  customer. 

Let  me  interpolate  here  that  in  1937  we  sold  ?0  percent  of 
cur  agricultural  products  to  the  United  Kingdom  alone.  In 
1939  we  sold  16  percent  of  our  total  exports  to  the  United 
Kingdom, 

Continuing: 

Conquered,  she  will  be  yoxir  customer  no  longer.  In  fact,  nowhere 
In  Europe  will  you  find  a  market.  Just  as  quickly,  moreover — in  a 
couple  of  months,  they  say — you  will  find  South  America  and  the 
Far  East  closed  to  you. 

Cnm.   WAS,   THEN   INVASION 

"What  can  you  do  when  this  comes?  Can  you  maintain  your 
famous  standard  of  living  without  foreign  trade?  Can  you  spend 
billions  on  armaments  and  billions  on  social  welfare?  Without 
markets,  your  armaments  and  welfare  programs  will  destroy  you, 
for  you  cannot  find  these  billions  as  your  national  Income  declines. 

"Your  unemployment  will  mount.  Your  social  unrest  will  mount. 
You  will  be  ready  for  propaganda  and  Kibotage  to  bring  strife  be- 
tween capital  and  labor,  between  Jew  and  gentile,  between  Tory 
and  liberal.    It  will  end  in  collapse  and  civil  war. 

"In  your  moment  of  turmoil  Germany  will  take  over  Mexico  and 
Canada.  Then  you  will  be  partitioned,  cut  into  three  or  four  sec- 
tional and  divided  groups,  ruled  by  national  socialist  governments 
recognizing  the  supremacy  of  Hitler.  You  do  not  think  Germany 
would  leave  you  In  peace  as  the  one  great  democracy  opposed  to 
Nazi  Ideology,  do  you?    They  wUl  destroy  you. 

'This  is  what  the  Germans  say,  and  I  believe  the>  are  right. 
They  say  they  can  do  this  within  12  months  of  their  victory  over 
Prance  and  Britain.  They  say  they  can  do  it  whether  the  British 
Fleet  comes  into  their  hands  intact  or  whether  most  of  the  ships 
are  scuttled."' 

DEPEND    ON    JAPANESE    NAVT 

"All  this  Is  easier  said  than  done."  I  demurred. 

"Oh,  you  people  of  the  plutodemocracles  are  aU  alike,"  said 
my  friend.  "You  are  talking  and  thinking  as  the  British  and 
French  were  talking  and  thinking  a  year  ago. 

••We  In  Italy  see  things  differently.  That  Is  why  we  are  going 
in  on  the  German  side.  And  Germany  will  have  the  Japanese 
Navy  as  well  as  our  own.  And  don't  think  for  a  moment  that 
Russia  will  betray  Hitler.  Any  move  in  that  direction  removes 
Staiins  last  hope  of  remaining  in  power.  Stalin  will  carry  out 
Hltlpr's  orders  no  matter  how  much  he  hates  them,  because 
betrayal  would  mean  extension,  within  6  weeks,  of  the  German 
flag  through  the  Ural  Mountains." 

FINDS    AMERICA    SLIPPING 

The  Italian  concluded  somewhat  grimly: 

'•This  is  a  centviry  of  power  revolutions — fascism  and  national 
socialism.  We  are  already  destroying  your  own  confidence  in 
your  democratic  system.  You  cannot  make  up  your  minds  and 
act.  You  cannot  transform  your  economy  against  loss  of  foreign 
trade.  You  cannot  organize  defense  against  the  mighty  forces 
of  two  revolutions.  That  is  Hitler's  secret  weapon — the  decadence 
of  the  "business  as  usual'  mentality  of  the  plutodemocracles. 
You  people  missed  the  autobus — not  us." 

Your  correspondent  reports  these  two  conversations  because 
they  reflect  the  arguments  and  the  confidence  of  Fascists  as  well 
as  Nazis  in  this  moment  when  Europe  is  waiting  for  the  success 
or  failure  of  the  possible  French  counterattack. 

Mr.  BAILEY.     Mr.  President- 


The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Not  for  the  time  being.  Just  a  minute  and 
I  will  yield.  

The    PRESIDING   OFFICER.    The   Senator   declines   to 

yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  So,  Mr.  President,  the  Germans  do  not 
have  to  declare  war  against  us;  they  have  declared  war 
against  us.  Look  at  the  German  Bund,  which  had  its 
organized  legions  in  this  country.  Go  to  the  files  of  the 
Government,  or  search  the  knowledge  of  almost  any  citizen 
in  the  country,  and  you  will  find  the  slimy,  serpentine  course 
of  the  "fifth  columnists"  trying  in  some  way  or  other  to  find 
a  foothold  in  this  country  to  sabotage  what  we  have.  They 
have  not  just  begim  to  ttun  a  greedy  eye  upon  us.  It  has 
been  upon  us  for  a  decade.  We  are  just  waking  up  to  it, 
when  it  is  almost  time  for  them  to  strike. 

Mr.  President,  talking  about  Hitler  making  up  his  mind 
to  do  something  to  us  would  be  like  determining  whether 


or  not  a  serpent  had  anjrthing  against  you  after  it  had 
already  planted  its  fangs  In  your  flesh  and  started  to  emit 
its  venomous  poison. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Just  a  moment.  I  am  speaking  about 
Hitler,  not  about  Great  Britain,  or  France,  or  others  of  the 
decent  nations  of  the  earth;  not  about  any  country  which 
has  an  agreement  with  u&  which  we  should  not  violate. 

I  am  saying  that  the  best  way  to  stifle  the  "flfth  column.** 
the  best  way  to  destroy  the  Trojan  horse,  the  best  way  to 
defend  our  coimtry  against  Hitler's  airplanes  and  ships  and 
soldiers,  the  best  way  to  protect  oiu-  hemisphere,  the  best  way 
to  save  our  citizens'  money,  and  the  best  way  to  save  the 
sacred  cause  of  freedom  and  civilization's  hopes  is  to  do 
what  effectively  and  reasonably  we  can  do,  short  of  war — and 
by  that  I  mean  short  of  sending  our  own  ships,  oiu-  own 
soldiers,  our  own  airplanes,  our  own  fighting  weapons,  under 
our  own  control,  to  take  part  as  a  belligerent  in  the  war — that 
Is  what  I  mean — short  of  that — to  help  the  Allies  crush  Hitler. 

I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  If  we  do  not  do  that,  there  will  be 
some  day  a  book  called  While  America  Slept  that  someone 
win  be  writing;  it  will  be  The  Lament  of  America's  Destruc- 
tion, perhaps,  that  someone  will  be  telling  about  in  the  ages 
yet  unborn.  That  will  be  the  tragedy  of  this  era  In  world 
history,  that  democracies  were  so  Impotent,  as  this  corre- 
spondent says,  that  they  could  not  act  in  time  to  be  effective. 

My  God,  what  a  price  we  paid  In  the  World  War,  and  what 
a  price  we  have  paid  in  every  war,  because  we  could  not  or 
would  not  get  ready  for  it,  although  we  saw  it  coming.  We 
waited  until  3  weeks  ago  to  start  building  a  larger  army  and 
a  larger  navy  and  a  larger  air  force — 3  weeks  ago.  v  Where 
had  we  been  all  the  time  since  1933? 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Not  for  the  time  being. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  where  were  our  ears,  where 
were  our  eyes?  Could  we  not  hear  or  see  or  feel  what  was 
going  on  in  the  world?  Yet  we  waited  until  3  weeks  ago  to 
start  to  build  up  a  real  air  fleet,  to  build  up  a  real  Navy, 
to  set  up  a  real  Army.  The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs  told  us  that  it  would  take  5  years  at  least  to 
build  anything  like  the  fleet  needs  we  will  have  to  provide. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  In  just  one  moment.  It  will  take  a  year 
or  two  at  least  to  build  a  part  of  the  airplanes  we  will  have 
to  have,  to  build  the  Army,  for  the  enlargement  of  which  we 
are  just  providing  today. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  advise  me 
when  he  will  yield,  so  that  I  can  ask  liim  a  question? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Just  one  second,  and  I  will  yield. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  asked  me  to  state  the  difference 
between  the  resolution  I  previously  submitted  and  the  one 
I  have  submitted  today.  The  original  resolution,  which  we« 
defeated  twice  by  the  Senate  Committtee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, provided  that  the  President  was  authorized,  in  his 
discretion,  to  sell  any  airplanes  or  other  war  equipment, 
which  he  thought  could  be  sold  without  Imperiling  our  own 
national  defense,  to  any  of  the  Allies,  or  any  of  the  nations 
which  were  the  victims  of  Hitler's  unprovoked  aggression,  or 
were  parties  to  the  Kellogg  Pact;  provided  delivery  of  those 
materials  took  place  in  this  coimtry,  and  provided  the  pur- 
chasers paid  cash  for  them  when  they  bought  them,  and 
paid  a  fair  price  for  them.  The  resolution  also  gave  the 
President  the  power,  if  he  thought  it  desirable,  to  recoup  any 
of  those  materials  which  we  might  have  sold  out  of  our  exist- 
ing establishment,  out  of  any  goods  of  that  kind  which  might 
be  in  process  of  manufacture  or  might  be  manufactured  in 
the  factories  of  this  country  for  the  account  of  the  powers 
abroad. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  on  that 
point? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Because  the  resolutions  of  the  Senator  have 
intrigued  me  quite  a  little,  and  I  have  studied  them  from  time 
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to  time.  I  should  i:ke  to  ask  the  Senator  with  respect  to  the 
second  resolution  he  presented,  which  he  is  Just  now  discuss- 
ing, as  to  whether  of  not,  if  the  resolution  were  adopted  by  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  we  would  not  as  a  Congress 
divest  ourselves  of  practically  all  authority  to  provide  for  an 
adequate  national  defense,  and  place  the  authority  solely  in 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  make  the  determination? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  answer  "No."  Mr.  President,  for  clear 
reasons.  In  the  first  place,  we  would  impose  a  limitation  in 
the  law.  that  is.  a  limitation  that  the  President  mtist  not  act 
to  the  point  where  he  would  imperil  our  national  defense. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  the  point  exactly;  in  other  words, 
we  would  lodge  the  sole  discretion  and  authority  with  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  say  what  was  an  adequate 
national  defense,  in  the  event  the  resolution  were  enacted. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  turn  It  around  a  little,  and 
state  that  we  would  lodge  in  the  President  the  discretion  to 
determine  what  might  be  disposed  of  without  Imperiling  the 
national  defense. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    It  is  a  distinction  without  a  difference 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Very  weU. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
we  cannot  pass  the  resolution  the  Senator  has  in  mind,  and 
which  we  are  discussing  now,  without  Congress  divesting 
Itself  of  all  authority  it  has  in  respect  to  a  national -defense 
program. 

It  seems  to  me.  as  I  read  the  resolution,  that  we  would  be 
leaving  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  say  what  our 
national  defense  should  be.  In  other  words.  In  a  colloquy 
With  the  able  Senator  from  Florida  I  said  that  in  the  event 
this  resolution  should  pass,  if  the  President  of  the  United 
States  wanted  to  sell  a  thousand  alirlanes  under  the  terms 
of  the  resolution  to  the  Allies,  he  could  do  It.  If,  following 
that,  it  was  found  the  thousand  planes  were  not  sufBcient  to 
terminate  the  war.  if  500  planes  were  not  sufficient  to  ter- 
•  minute  the  war — as  the  writer  said  yesterday  they  would  be 
sufficient  to  terminate  it  in  favor  of  the  Allies — and  the  mili- 
tary authorities  on  the  other  side  and  on  this  side  gathered 
around  the  President  and  said: 

Now.  If  we  will  9ell  them  24  destroyers,  we  believe  that  that  wUl 
be  sufficient  to  turn  the  tide  of  the  war  for  the  Allies. 

Under  the  resolution  the  President  would  have  the  power  to 
do  that.    Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  If  the  24  destroyers  failed  to  turn  the  tide, 
and  the  same  military  authorities  across  the  water  and  on  this 
side  again  sat  in  conference  with  the  President  and  said.  "Mr. 
President,  we  think  that  if  you  send  10  battleships  across  the 
water  they  will  turn  the  tide  and  win  a  victory  for  the  iVJlies 
and  democi^cy."  would  not  the  President  under  the  resolu- 
tion, have  the  right  to  do  that,  provided  he  believed  that  our 
national  defense  was  not  impaired  in  so  doing? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    That  is  correcft 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  other  words,  he  could  send  everything. 
under  the  resolution.  If  he  thought  It  would  win  the  victory 
for  the  Allies,  because  a  victory  for  the  Allies  would  be  pro- 
tecting our  national  defense,  and  our  national  defense,  under 
the  argtmient  of  the  able  Senator,  will  never  be  unpaired  if 
Hitler  is  defeated. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Of  course,  there  are  potential  dangers  to 
our  national  defense  aside  from  Hitler;  so  I  would  not  say 
that  a  fair  construction  of  the  resolution  would  include  the 
power  to  send  everything.  It  would  include  the  power  to 
send  a  little,  indeed  a  very  great  deal.  Remember,  the  power 
woiild  be  conferred  upon  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  so  designated  by  the  Constitution 
itself. 

Let  me  make  another  inquiry  that  is  equally  pertinent. 
Suppose  war  were  going  on,  and  suppose  the  Commander  in 
Chief  felt  that  the  best  way  to  win  the  war  was  to  send  a 
certain  nimnber  of  destit)yers  or  a  certain  number  of  battle- 
ships into  battle.  He  would  have  authority  to  do  that,  and 
Congress  would  net  have  a  check  on  it.  either. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    That  is  a  different  proposition. 


Mr.  PEPPER.  That  would  be  a  military  decision,  made  by 
the  Executive  branch  of  the  Government,  and  not  by  the 
legislative.  I  say  that.  In  substance,  we  are  already  at  war 
with  Hitler.  If  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  oiu-  Army  and 
Navy  in  whom  our  people  have  confidence,  aided  and  advi.sed 
by  the  best  brains  in  the  Army  and  the  Navy  and  the  Air 
Corps,  thought  that  the  thing  to  do  for  the  defense  of  our 
country  was  to  allow  10  planes,  or  50,  or  500,  to  be  sold  for 
cash,  delivered  here  to  the  Allies,  and  used  by  the  Allies  to 
crush  Hitler  in  Europe.  I  believe  that  the  American  people 
^ould  applaud  the  decision  he  made. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  last  remark  of  the  Senator  brings  up  s 
question  which  has  been  turning  over  in  my  mind.  I  know 
how  sincere  and  how  devoted  the  Senator  is  to  the  resolu- 
tion he  is  now  discussing,  and  the  various  other  resolutions 
he  has  offered,  but  I  have  never  heard  anyone  yet  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  not  even  the  Senator  himself,  say  whether 
or  not  the  State  Department,  for  instance,  has  peculiar 
knowledge  of  what  is  going  on  across  the  water,  interested 
in  the  resolution,  or  whether  the  President  of  the  United 
States  supports  his  ixjsition.  I  have  not  heard  the  able  leader 
on  our  side  at  any  time  say  in  this  debate  whether  or  not 
the  President,  or  Mr.  Hull,  the  Secretary  of  State,  thought 
that  this  was  the  thing  to  do.  With  all  due  deference  to  the 
ability  and  the  powers  of  persuasion  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida,  and  his  imusual  interest  in  this  subject,  in  which 
we  are  all  concerned,  I  cannot  follow  some  of  the  things  he 
would  like  to  do.  I  am  just  as  strong  in  my  desires  to  see  the 
democracies  win  as  is  the  able  Senator  from  Florida.  I  have 
thought  that  someone  somewhere,  sooner  or  later,  would  ad- 
vise the  Senate  and  the  country  whether  or  not  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  and  whether  or  not  the  Secretary  of 
State,  Mr.  Hull,  are  in  accord  with  the  views  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida  upon  this  far-reaching  resolution. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  think  there  are  two  an- 
swers to  that  question,  and  I  am  glad  to  have  the  oppor- 
tunity to  make  them. 

The  first  answer  is  that  the  President  does  not  have  to  do 
anything  under  that  resolution  unless  he  wants  to.  The 
Congress  imposes  upon  him  no  duty.  It  merely  gives  him 
freedom  of  action,  and  tears  away  from  his  hands  the 
shackles  that  mipht  restrain  him  if  he  did  want  to  act. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     In  Just  a  moment. 

The  second  is,  Mr.  President,  that  it  seems  to  me  it  is 
time  for  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  share  a  little 
of  the  responsibility  in  this  matter  with  the  President.  The 
President  for  3  years  has  been  Imploring  the  Congress  to 
help  him  try  to  stave  off  this  titigedy  that  now  envelopes 
the  world.  He  came  here  and  entreated  the  Congress  long 
ago  to  remove  the  discriminatory  arms  embargo  which  made 
us  an  ally  to  the  Gennan  Government.  But  what  did  we 
do?  We  waited.  We  listened  to  the  legalists  and  the  con- 
stitutionalists who  said,  "No,  In  the  first  place  that  Is  Il- 
legal. In  the  second  place.  It  might  make  Hitler  mad,  and 
we  cannot  venture  to  do  that.  In  the  third  place  there  will 
not  be  any  war  if  Roosevelt  does  not  cause  It.  If  Roosevelt 
will  just  quit  jingoing  around  over  the  world,  and  not  stick 
bis  nose  In  Europe's  affairs,  and  quit  talking  about  making 
democracies  work,  and  quit  stirring  up  things,  there  will  not 
be  any  war,  and  everything  will  be  well  with  the  world." 
And  we  know  what  happened. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
right  there  on  that  point? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  am  very  happy  that  the  Senator  made 
that  last  suggestion  about  the  President  of  the  United 
Sutes.  In  other  words,  he  ba«  been  so  uncannily  right,  in 
my  humble  opinion,  upon  this  foreign  question  that  I  take 
off  my  hat  to  him.  I  thought  he  made  a  mistake  in  his 
"qtiarantine"  speech  In  Chicago.    I  thought  be  made  a  mis- 
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take  in  the  speech  which  he  made  at  the  opening  session  of 
Congress  in  1939,  when  he  talked  of  measures  short  of  war. 
But  in  view  of  sul)sequent  events  I  know  that  he  was  100 
percent  right  with  respect  to  the  foreign  situation  then,  and 
that  is  the  reason  why  I  am  anxious  now  to  know  what  the 
President  thinks  about  this  important  proposition,  for  great 
Senators,  such  as  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr, 
Bailey]  and  others  here  believe  that  if  the  Senator's  resolu- 
tion were  adopted  it  would  be  tantamount  to  a  declaration 
of  war.  I  am  interested  in  knowing  what  the  Commander 
in  Chief  of  our  Army  and  the  President  of  our  country  thinks 
al)out  the  Senator's  resolution. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question  in  turn? 
Mr.  LUCAS.    I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  If  I  can. 
Mr.  PEPPER.    If  the  President  were  to  come  and  solemnly 
ask  Congress  for  this  power,  can  the  Senator  from  Dlinois 
assure  him  that  he  would  receive  It? 
Mr.  LUCAS.    I  cannot  speak  for  the  Senate. 
Mr.  PEPPER.     Or  would  he  be  humiliated  and  weakened 
In  dealing  with  foreign  powers  if  he  made  such  a  request  and 
the  request  were  turned  down? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  wish  to  say  in  answer  to  that  question, 
that  I  do  not  think  the  President  has  been  humiliated  in  one 
lota  in  this  national-defense  program  which  has  been 
started,  of  course,  since  the  Invasion  of  the  Low  Countries 
by  Germany,  because  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  has 
demonstrated  a  imanlmity  of  thought  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  in  adopting  and  in  helping  with  this  national-defense 
program.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  has  been  far  ahead  of  the  Congress  and 
of  the  people  of  the  coimtry  generally,  with  respect  to 
foreign  affairs,  and  it  took  something  like  the  invasion  of 
Denmark  and  Norway,  it  took  something  like  the  rape  of 
Holland  by  Hitler  in  order  to  awaken  the  people  of  America 
generally,  as  well  as  Senators  and  Representatives,  from 
their  lethargy  with  respect  to  what  is  going  on  in  the 
world. 

Let  me  say  further  in  defense  of  the  President:  The 
Senator  a  moment  ago  suggested  that  we  had  been  doing 
absolutely  nothing  in  this  coimtry  up  to  a  few  weeks  ago 
so  far  as  defense  is  concerned,  and  to  some  extent  that  is 
true.  But  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Florida:  Who  is  responsi- 
ble for  that  apathy  upon  the  part  of  Congress  or  upon  the 
part  of  the  people  of  the  country?  This  country  is  guided 
by  the  sentiment  of  public  opinion.  Had  the  President  of 
the  United  States  made  the  same  speech  60  days  ago  that 
he  made  to  the  joint  meeting  of  the  Congress  a  couple  of 
weeks  ago.  after  the  invasion  of  the  Low  Countries,  when 
he  boldly  declared  his  position  to  strengthen  our  defense,  he 
would  have  been  hooted  and  jeered  and  condemned  by 
some  Senators,  as  well  as  by  a  Republican  press  throughout 
the  country,  bccau.se  they  would  have  said  that  he  was  making 
that  type  of  an  appeal  only  in  order  to  take  us  into  war.  And 
now.  Mr.  President,  practically  every  move  that  he  makes 
in  the  White  House  in  connection  with  this  great  program 
of  adequate  national  defense  is  construed  upon  the  part  of 
some  individuals  as  well  as  a  portion  of  the  press  as  a 
barometer  for  our  participation  in  the  present  war.  And  I 
charge  now,  at  a  time  when  all  ought  to  be  solidly  behind 
the  President  and  this  program  that  the  taint  of  politics  is 
still  fringing  around  the  edges;  at  a  time  when  we  are  at- 
tempting to  give  this  country  the  type  of  defense  that  Is  so 
necessary  If  America  is  to  continue  on  the  road  of  progress 
and  the  road  of  peace  and  freedom  which  it  has  been  ex- 
periencing for  the  last  150  years;  some  individuals  and  a 
part  of  the  press  are  constantly  inveighing  against  the  pro- 
gram. 
Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  First  I  wish  to  say  that  I  subscribe  to  every 
word  that  the  able  Senator  from  Illinois  has  said  about  the 
situation. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 


Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  suggest 
to  the  Senator  from  Florida  that  so  far  it  seems  to  me  his 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  Is  ex- 
tremely unfair  to  the  President  of  the  United  States.  The 
Senator  from  Illinois  asked  the  direct  and  definite  question 
whether  or  not  the  position  which  the  Senator  from  Florida 
takes  has  the  approval  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Secretary  of  State.  The  only  answer  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  gave  was  in  the  form  of  a  question  pro- 
pounded to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  as  to  whether  or  not,  if 
the  President  of  the  United  States  came  before  the  Congress 
and  took  that  position,  he  would  receive  favorable  considera- 
tion from  the  Congress.  No  construction  can  be  made  of  that 
sort  of  an  answer  to  a  direct  question,  other  than  to  imply 
that  possibly  the  President  of  the  United  States  does  approve 
of  the  position  which  the  Senator  from  Florida  takes. 

I  know  nothing  about  the  attitude  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  upon  this  particular  question.  I  do  know,  how- 
ever, that  in  all  of  his  utterances,  public  so  far  as  I  know  and 
private  so  far  as  I  know,  the  President  has  taken  the  posi- 
tion that  the  United  States  Government  should  be  honest  and 
should  conform  to  the  rules  of  international  morality.  The 
position  which  the  Senator  from  Florida  takes  is  that  just 
because  of  the  fact  that  there  is  In  the  world  a  great  militarist 
who  does  not  believe  in  the  principles  of  international  moral- 
ity, who  does  not  believe  in  the  principles  of  international 
law,  we  are  justified  in  being  immoral;  that  we  are  justified 
in  disregarding  international  law  in  our  own  actions. 

I  have  heard  nothing  either  publicly  or  privately  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  indicate  to  me  that  that 
v;as  his  position.  I  know  that  probably  what  I  say  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  may  consider  mere  simpering  sentimen- 
tality, but  It  seems  to  me  that  If  the  Senator  from  Florida  Is 
logical  in  his  position,  that  if  Germany  has  declared  war 
upon  us,  the  logical  thing  for  us  to  do  Is  to  come  out  openly 
and  honestly  and  say  that  we  are  at  war  with  Germany,  and 
go  the  whole  limit  in  trying  to  fight  her. 

The  Senator  made  the  statement  that  the  Germans  were 
trying  to  destroy  everything  in  which  we  believe,  everything 
for  which  we  fought,  and  everything  which  we  loved.  It 
seems  to  me  the  most  important  thing  in  which  we  believe, 
the  most  important  thing  for  which  we  have  fought,  and  the 
most  important  thing  which  we  love  is  the  principle  of  simple 
common  decency  and  honesty.  For  us  to  try  to  go  around 
through  the  back  door  and  participate  in  the  war  in  Europe 
on  the  basis  that  somebody  over  there  does  not  believe  in 
international  honesty,  and  therefore  we  should  disregard 
international  honesty,  would  be  the  first  step  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  all  the  things  for  which  we  have  fought  and  all  the 
things  which  we  love  in  this  country. 

If  we  want  to  fight  Hitler,  if  we  want  to  give  up  our  honesty, 
if  we  want  to  give  up  our  democracy,  let  us  just  make  a 
dictatorship  out  of  the  United  States,  and  get  into  the  war, 
and  go  ahead  and  do  It  openly. 

Mr.  President,  why  do  we  want  the  Western  Hemisphere  to 
be  protected  against  Hitler? 

Why  do  we  want  the  United  States  to  be  protected 
against  Hitler?  Because  of  the  fact  that  we  want  to  have 
mantained  In  this  world,  as  a  part  of  the  world,  some  place 
in  which  the  principles  of  democracy  and  the  principles  of 
honesty  and  morality  are  recognized.  If  under  the  guise 
of  taking  steps  short  of  war,  in  direct  violation  of  every 
principle  of  international  law,  we  are  going  through  the 
back  door  to  participate  in  a  war  in  Europe,  I  say  that  the 
logical  thing  for  us  to  do  Is  to  go  the  whole  way,  have  a 
dictatorship  for  ourselves,  forget  about  democracy,  and  go 
into  the  matter  of  world  power  politics.  I  am  not  willing 
to  do  that.  So  far  as  oiu-  Nation  is  concerned,  I  think 
that  the  most  Important  thing  to  do  Is  to  be  honest  with 
ourselves  and  with  our  people  and  honest  with  the  world. 
Some  day  the  time  will  come  when  the  peoples  of  the 
world  will  once  more  recognize  the  principles  of  interna- 
tional morality.  We  may  scoff  at  international  law ;  we  may 
say  that  it  has  been  disregarded:  we  may  say  that  this 
dictator  or  that  dictator  does  not  pay  any  attention  to  it. 


M^lfO 
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I  remember  that  a  few  years  ago  out  In  the  city  of  Chi- 
cago—I use  Chicago  simply  because  it  was  the  most  pub- 
licized of  all  the  cities  in  which  the  situation  existed — 
gangsters  refused  to  recognize  the  law.  The  right-thinking 
people  of  the  country  were  very  much  worried  because  they 
thought  that  possibly  our  whole  principle  of  law  would  be 
destroyed  if  we  did  not  use  a  gim  on  the  gangsters. 

My  personal  position  is — and  I  think  the  position  of  the 
United  States  of  America  ought  to  be — that  no  matter 
what  happens  anywhere  else  we  ought  to  be  honest;  we 
ought  to  preserve  our  democracy;  we  ought  to  preserve  the 
principles  of  international  morality.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  President  has  ever  said  anything  which  has  to  the 
slightest  extent  deviated  from  that  sort  of  a  position;  and 
when  the  Senator  answers  the  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr. 
Lucas  1  by  propounding  another  question,  I  think  he  is  ex- 
tremely unfair  to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BAILEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Not  until  I  have  answered  the  Senator 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  President,  the  able  Senator  from  Washington  talks 
very  mllitantly  when  he  is  talking  about  the  Japanese,  be- 
cause he  lives  on  the  west  coast,  but  not  very  militantly 
when  he  is  talking  about  Mr.  HiUer,  who  may  threaten  us 
on  the  east  coast. 
-  Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  On  the  22d  of  October  I  spoke 
for  4  hours  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on  the  Japanese  ques- 
tion. I  have  spoken  on  the  Japanese  question  several  times 
to  national  radio  broadcasts.  It  happens  Chat  every  speech 
I  have  ever  made  ©n  the  Japanese  question  has  been  printed 
in  the  CoifGREssioHAL  Record.  I  presume  the  Senator  would 
not  care  to  take  the:  time  to  read  them.  I  do  not  ask  him  to 
read  them.  But  I  defy  the  Senator  to  find  a  single  word  of 
militancy  in  any  of  the  language  I  have  used  so  far  as  Japan 
Is  concerned.  I  have  only  asked  that  we  place  a  restriction 
upon  our  own  people,  and  that  we  comply  with  a  treaty  obli- 
gation into  which  we  solemnly  entered.  I  have  never  made 
an  attack  upon  the  Japanese.  I  have  never  used  any  lan- 
gxuLge  against  the  Japanese  which  to  the  slightest  extent 
could  be  considered  militant. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Will  the  Senator  state  whether  or  not  he 
proposed  that  we  should  withhold  commercial  trade  and  sales 
of  armament,  oil.  and  the  like,  from  the  Japanese? 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Yes;  because  of  the  fact  that 
clearly  under  the  provisions  of  the  Nine  Power  Pact  it  is  our 
treaty  responsibility,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
totemational  law  and  in  accordance  with  international  mo- 
rality, to  take  that  sort  of  position. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  In  the  opinion  of  the  able  Senator  from 
Washington  international  morality  is  all  right  to  invoke 
against  the  Japanese,  but  not  very  good  against  Hitler. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
further  yield?  ^ 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mi.  SCHWELLENBACH.  There  Is  Just  this  distinction 
between  the  Senator  from  Florida  and  myself.  I  happen  to 
believe  in  treaty  obligations.  I  happen  to  believe  that  it 
Is  the  responsibility  of  this  Government  to  respect  its  treaty 
obligations,  and  I  do  not  think  we  have  any  more  right  to 
violate  a  treaty  obligation  in  the  Far  East  than  Hitler  has 
to  Tiolate  a  treaty  obligation  to  Europe.  I  do  not  think  we 
have  any  more  right  to  violate  a  treaty  obligation  in  the 
Far  East  than  to  adopt  a  resolution  such  as  the  Senator 
from  Florida  proposes,  which  is  to  direct  violation  of  all 
the  prtociples  of  international  law  and  morality. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  everything  the  able  Senator 
has  said  about  my  resolution,  other  members  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  said  about  his  resolution  with  regard 
to  Japan.  I  will  ask  him  if  his  resolution  has  the  approval 
of  the  State  Department? 


Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  I  never  ap- 
peared on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  evaded  the  question 
when  I  was  asked  whether  or  not  I  was  representing  the 
position  of  the  State  Department  or  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  from  Florida  will  make  that 
point  very  clear  as  soon  as  he  has  an  opportunity  to 
answer  the  remainder  of  the  Senator's  question.  But  what 
does  the  Senator  frcm  Washington  propose  to  tlie  Senate? 

There  is  a  Nine-Power  Treaty  by  which  nine  different 
countries  guaranteed  the  territorial  integrity  of  China. 
Japan  was  one  of  the  signers.  The  United  States  was  one 
of  the  signers.  There  was  a  collateral  commercial  treaty 
between  the  United  States  and  Japan.  In  the  course  of 
ordinary  commercial  relationships  the  United  States  was 
selling  supplies  to  Japan,  just  as  it  would  sell  them  to  any 
other  nation  in  the  world.  What  does  the  Senator  from 
Washington  do?  He  comes  in  and  regales  us  with  accoimts 
of  Japanese  cruelties.  Japanese  aggressions,  and  luiprovoked 
assaults  by  the  Japanese  militarists,  and  he  says  that  in 
penalty  upon  the  Japanese  for  their  wrong,  and  to  carry  out 
the  spirit  of  the  treaty  to  which  Japan  is  a  party,  as  well 
as  of  the  Kellogg  Pact,  we  should  punish  the  Japanese  by 
withholding  commercial  trade  relations  from  them.  He  says, 
"Let  us  quit  helping  the  Japanese  conquer  the  Chinese." 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    In  just  a  moment. 

Yet.  Mr.  President,  when  I  say  "Let  us  help  Holland.  Bel- 
gium. Luxemburg.  Poland,  and  the  other  nations  which 
are  the  unprotected  victims  of  Hitler's  unprovoked  aggres- 
sion." and  all  I  propose  is  that  they  be  permitted  to  buy 
supplies  here  for  cash.  I  am  a  breaker  of  international 
law;  I  am  trespassing  upon  international  morality;  I  am 
a  militant  warmonger;  I  am  not  honest.  Why  did  not  the 
Senator  propose  to  declare  war  agaihst  Japan,  if  he  really 
wanted  to  protect  China  and  be  honest? 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  it 
would  impose  quite  a  burden  upon  the  Senator  from  Florida 
to  read  the  speeches  which  I  have  made  with  reference  to  the 
Japanese  question,  and  I  do  not  expect  him  to  assiune  that 
burden.  But  if  he  were  to  asstune  that  burden  and  read  the 
speeches,  or  if  he  had  taken  the  trouble  to  stay  In  the  Cham- 
ber and  listen  to  me  while  I  discu-ssed  the  question,  I  am 
sure  the  statement  which  he  just  made  would  not  be  made 
by  him  at  the  present  time. 

All  I  ever  argued  about  Japan  was  that  we  had  a  treaty 
obligation.  Apparently  the  Senator  is  not  familiar  with  the 
nine-power  agreement,  because  of  the  fact  that  he  said  that 
we  guaranteed  the  territorial  integrity  of  China.  We  never 
guaranteed  the  territorial  Integrity  of  China.  We  agreed  to 
respect  the  territorial  integrity  of  China.  All  I  ever  asked 
was  that  our  Government  ask  its  citizens  not  to  use  their 
rights  to  violate  a  treaty.  I  never  proposed  that  we  declare 
war.  I  never  proposed  that  we  send  any  arms  or  ammuni- 
tion to  the  Chinese,  either  directly  or  Indirectly.  All  I  argued 
for  was  that  we  had  a  treaty  obUgation.  I  do  not  like  to 
Impose  upon  the  Senator  so  much,  but  if  he  had  taken  the 
time  and  trouble  to  read  the  speeches  which  I  have  made  upon 
this  question,  he  would  not  have  made  the  statement  he  has 
just  made. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  have  heard  the  Senator 
discuss  his  proposal  in  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee, and  I  have  heard  him  discuss  It  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  Moreover,  the  Senator  knows  that  I  have  told  him 
that  I  favor  It.  ^have  rej)eatedly  stated  publicly  to  the  press 
that  I  favor  it.    Why? 

I  thought  we  had  a  right,  as  a  penalty  upon  Japan  for 
breaking  that  treaty,  to  drop  commercial  relations  with 
Japan,  and  to  withhold  the  sale  of  oil  and  armaments  to 
Japan.  I  still  say  so.  But  the  able  Senator  is  not  willing 
to  give  me  the  benefit  of  that  argument  when  I  apply  it  to 
Hitler  and  his  conquests. 
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Mr.  SCHWEUiENBACH.    Ml.  President 

Mi.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  The  Senator  says  he  thinks  we 
could  do  it  as  a  penalty.  He  goes  much  further  than  I  have 
ever  gone  in  either  public  or  private  statement.  I  have  not 
said  anything  about  any  penalty  against  Japan.  I  have 
merely  said  that  we  have  a  treaty  obligation,  and  that  the 
principles  of  international  morality  require  that  we  carry  it 
out.  All  I  ask  to  dealing  with  Europe  Is  that  we  apply  the 
same  principles  of  international  morality  which  I  advocate 
in  our  dealtogs  to  the  Far  East. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  make  the  same  request 
relative  to  the  policy  of  the  United  States  toward  Hitler.  I 
say  that  the  German  Gtovemment  is  a  party  to  the  Kellogg 
Pact.  We  are  a  party  to  that  pact,  as  are  many  of  the 
victims  of  his  aggression  to  Europe.  In  that  pact  the  signa- 
tories said  they  would  not  adopt  war  as  an  instnunent  of 
national  policy.  Germany  has  flagrantly  violated  that  sol- 
emn treaty.  Therefore,  we,  as  a  signer  of  that  pact,  have  a 
right  to  lend  something  more  than  moral  aid  and  sympathy 
to  the  victims  of  Hitler's  aggression  to  violation  of  the  pact. 

I  say  that  totemational  morality  and  decency  demand  that 
the  signers  of  that  kind  of  a  solemn  obligation  be  willing  to 
do  something  about  it  when  it  Is  violated,  and  not  merely  sit 
by  with  folded  hands.  Indifferent  to  whatever  may  be  done  to 
Its  breach. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH  and  Mr.  LUNDEEN  addressed  the 
Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida yield,  and,  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr,  PEPPER.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  like  to 
impose  further  on  the  Senator  from  Florida,  but  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  to  read  the  Kellogg-Briand  Pact  alongside  the 
Nine-Power  Pact.  Certainly  he  cannot  claim  that  there  is 
any  comparison  between  the  responsibilities  upon  the  signa- 
tories in  one  pact  as  compared  with  the  other.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  because  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  we  Insisted  that 
there  be  inserted  to  the  Kellogg-Briand  Pact  the  proviso  that 
each  nation  should  have  the  right  to  decide  for  Itself  whether 
a  war  in  which  it  engaged  was  a  war  of  aggression  or  a  wdi* 
of  defense. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  clear  about  one  thing. 
At  least,  Hitler  makes  no  distinction  between  one  pact  and 
the  other,  because  all  pacts  look  alike  to  him. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  am  wondering  If  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida would  construe  article  VI  of  the  Hague  Convention  of 
1907  for  the  Senate.  Germany  and  the  United  States  were 
both  signatory  powers  to  tha^  convention.  Let  me  read 
article  VI: 

The  supply,  in  any  manner,  directly  or  Indirectly,  by  a  neutral 
power  to  a  belligerent  power,  of  warships,  ammunition,  or  war  mate- 
rial of  any  kind  whatever  Is  forbidden. 

I  wonder  how  the  Senator  woiUd  construe  that. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  would  say  ttiat  that  was  a  covenant  that 
existed  B.  H. — before  Hitler.     [Laughter.! 

Mr.  BAILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr,  BAILEY.  I  wish  to  read  for  the  Senator  from  Florida, 
not  presuming,  and  for  the  Senate  an  extract  from  the  works 
entitled  "International  Law,  Chiefly  as  Interpreted  and  Ap- 
pbed  by  the  United  States."  by  Charles  Cheney  Hyde,  pro- 
fessor of  law  in  the  Northwestern  University,  published  by 
little  &  Brown,  which  can  be  had  in  the  Senate  Library.  I 
read  from  page  698: 

BBC.  84a.  Ooremment  abstention  from  participation — mlacella- 
neoui  actlvltlea:  The  government  of  a  neutral  state  is  obliged  to  al>- 
■taln  from  all  participation  In  the  conflict.  ParUcipatloa  Is  non« 
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the  less  censurable  because  Impartial.  The  duty  of  nbstentlon  be- 
comes applicable  to  all  persons  In  the  public  service  of  the  neutral, 
whether  In  the  civil  or  military  branches  thereof.  Thus  member* 
of  Its  diplomatic  corps  must  refrain  from  furnishing  aid.  Mem- 
bers of  ItG  navy  must  not  pass  and  make  known  resolutions  of 
sympathy  for  the  cause  of  a  particular  belligerent. 

The  extent  of  the  duty  of  abstention  Is  broad.  Every  possible 
field  of  activity  Is  covered.  Thus  the  sale  by  a  neutral  government 
to  a  belligerent  of  any  form  of  war  material  or  of  public  slilps  may 
be  said  to  be  forbidden.  It  Is  urged  with  force  that  the  mere  con- 
sent by  a  neutral  to  the  sale  to  a  belligerent  of  vessels  privately 
owned,  yet  constituting  a  part  of  the  naval  reserve  and  subject  to 
governmental  control,  is  embraced  within  the  general  prohibition. 
Again,  the  loaning  of  money  or  the  extension  of  credit  by  a  neutral 
government  to  a  belligerent  amounts  to  participation  In  the  war,  and 
constitutes,  therefore,  imneutral  conduct. 

There  are  footnotes,  which  I  will  not  undertake  to  read, 
citing  the  precedents  of  our  country.  This  is  not  a  collec- 
tion of  totemational  law  on  the  part  of  other  nations;  it 
is  the  totemational  law  of  this  Nation. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  began  his  speech  this  morning 
by  saying  that  he  was  not  to  favor  of  declaring  war,  but 
after  lunch  I  came  back  and  heard  him  say  thai  Mr.  Hitler 
was  already  making  war  upon  us.  Well,  of  course.  If  he  is. 
It  is  our  plato  duty  to  declare  war  upon  him.  I  take  it  that 
the  Senator  from  Florida  would  agree  to  that.  It  seems 
that  he  has  based  his  whole  argument  upon  the  hearsay 
testimony  of  an  anonymous  Italian  printed  to  an  unnamed 
newspaper. 

I  must  protest  that  when  this  body  begins  to  consider 
thrusting  our  great  people  toto  any  war  we  must  have 
somethtog  more  substantial  than  that. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  forget  to  come 
back  to  the  relationship  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  this  question,  but  before  doing  that  I  desire  to 
answer  the  able  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  said  that  Hitler  had  already  de- 
clared war  upon  us,  I  did  not  depend  upon  hearsay  or  the 
statement  of  some  relatively  unknown  correspondent,  al- 
though to  this  case  the  correspondent  happened  to  be  John 
T.  Whitaker,  a  correspondent  for  the  Chicago  Daily  News 
Service. 

Mr.  BAILEY.    Who  was  the  anonymous  Italian? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  anonymous  Italian  remains  anony- 
mous.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  BAILEY.    Let  him  forever  be. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Like  many  of  those  to  later  years  who 
shall  obstruct  this  great  program  to  defend  America  to  the 
most  effective  way. 

Mr.  President,  I  started  to  say  that  it  was  not  hearsay 
that  there  is  a  "fifth  column"  to  the  United  States,  which 
was  hired,  sent  here,  and  paid  for  by  Adolf  Hitler's  govern- 
ment for  one  purpose,  and  that  not  a  peaceful  purpose  but 
a  warlike  purpose,  not  constructive,  but  destructive. 

The  American  people  do  not  have  to  rely  upon  my  testi- 
mony or  be  dissuaded  by  the  doubts  of  the  able  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  which  now  appear.  Nor,  Mr.  President,  Is 
It  hearsay  that  Hitler  has  already  sent  his  Trojan  horses  and 
"fifth  columns"  toto  Mexico,  and,  I  believe,  every  other  coun- 
try south  of  the  Rio  Grande.  The  American  people  are  not 
gotog  to  be  dissuaded  in  their  consciousness  of  that  knowl- 
edge by  the  doubts  of  the  able  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
that  Trojan  horses  and  "fifth  columns"  are  not  down  there. 

Mr.  President,  the  American  people  know  far  too  well  that 
Hitler  has  already  made  war  on  us  and  on  this  hemi- 
sphere, not  only  by  Trojan  horses  and  "fifth  columns"  but 
in  the  very  commercial  iM-actices  described  to  the  newspaper 
article  which  I  have  read. 

What  did  he  do?  He  set  up  an  economy  and  a  method  of 
bargaining  which  was  the  antithesis  of  the  democratic  method 
of  free  trade,  which  contemplates  a  mutual  exchange  of  goods 
ftTi(i  services  upon  the  bcuds  of  a  decent  currency  and  decent 
commercial  practices.  Not  Hitler.  He  does  not  come  and 
ask  for  an  order;  he  puts  the  mailed  fist  behtod  the  demand 
for  it.  He  dumps  to  violation  of  every  decent  commercial 
practice  the  world  over.  For  what  purpose?  Not  only  to 
build  up  his  own  but  to  break  down  our  economy.  Every 
practice  and  every  policy  he  has  adopted  has  been  at  war  with 
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the  practices  and  policies  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
The  farmers  in  the  United  States  may  not  know  what  has 
happened  to  their  market,  where  it  has  gone,  who  took  it, 
who  destroyed  it;  but  they  do  know  their  market  Is  gone; 
they  know  it  Is  not  there:  they  know  somebody  is  responsible. 

I  say  Hitler  has  already  made  war  not  only  upon  our  de- 
mocracy and  institutions,  not  only  upon  our  religion,  but 
by  his  spies  and  plans  for  sabotage  he  has  made  war  actually 
upon  our  Army  bases,  our  sea  bases,  our  air  bases,  our  cita- 
dels, and  places  of  military  value  in  our  country.  He  has 
made  war  upon  every  man  that  labors  in  a  factory  and  every 
man  who  works  upon  a  farm  by  the  insidious  and  vicious 
commercial  practices  which,  along  with  his  propaganda,  are 
as  much  a  part  of  his  war  machine  as  the  soldiers  and  the 
tanks  at  the  front.  That  is  what  these  people  have  not  been 
able  to  understand— that  the  "fifth  column"  and  the  para- 
chute troops  are  a  part  of  the  Hitler  army. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
F»orida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Not  for  the  time  being. 

They  have  not  been  able  to  understand  that  this  Is  a  new 
kind  of  war.  Has  Hitler  declared  war  on  anybody?  I  wish 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  had  turned  over  to  the 
index  and  found  in  the  book  where  it  must  say  "Declarations 
of  war  are  made  publicly  according  to  the  code  of  world  de- 
cency." Does  Hitler  declare  war  on  anybody?  No;  he  just 
marches  at  dawn,  after  the  "fifth  coliunn"  has  already 
opened  the  fortresses  of  the  enemy  for  him,  and  already 
destroyed  their  integrity,  after  he  has  already  Iwught  off 
all  purchasable  traitors.  That  is  the  kind  of  war  he  wages. 
I  suppose  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  if  he  lived  in 
Holland  or  Belgium,  would  still  be  there  standing  at  the 
roadside  waving  a  law  book  at  Hitler  and  saying.  "You  vio- 
lated the  law  of  our  country.  Will  you  not  stop?  Stop  in 
the  name  of  the  law."     I  Laughter.] 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  me 
to  Interrupt  him  further? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  would  wave  the  Congressional  Record 
at  him. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  It  may  be  that  it  would  have  been  a 
Congressional  Record  the  Senator  would  have  been  waving. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Very  well.  I  will  let  the  Senator  have  it 
his  own  way.  However,  here  is  the  definition  of  neutrality 
as  determined  by  the  convention  of  the  republics  represented 
at  the  Sixth  International  Conference  of  American  States, 
^  held  at  Habana,  Cuba,  in  1928,  to  which  the  United  States 
^5  was  a  party.  Here  is  the  declaration  to  which  we  agreed — 
and  I  cite  the  Senator  to  article  16: 

The  neutral  state  Is  forbidden: 

(a)  To  deliver  to  the  belligerent,  directly  or  Indirectly,  or  for 
any  reason  whatever,  ships  of  war,  miinltlons,  or  any  other  war 
material. 

(b)  To  grant  It  loans,  or  to  open  credits  for  It  during  the  dura- 
tion of  war. 

Credits  that  a  neutral  state  may  give  to  facilitate  the  sale  or  ex- 
portation of  Its  food  products  and  raw  materials  are  not  Included 
In  this  prohibition. 

That  is  our  declsiration  of  our  standards  of  neutrality, 
entered  into  with  our  sister  republics  in  the  New  World.  I 
wish  the  Senator  to  test  his  resolution  In  the  light  of  the 
collection  of  the  law  by  Mr.  Bates  which  I  read  just  now,  and 
In  the  light  of  our  formal  declaration  in  this  convention  with 
our  sister  republics  in  the  New  World.  It  is  to  be  found  In 
the  Congressional  Record  for  January  28,  1932,  at  page  2876. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  if  a  man  were  in  a  court- 
room, arguing  a  case  before  a  competent  court,  in  a  coimtry 
which  respected  law.  and  dealing  with  other  parties  who  lived 
under  the  law,  he  would,  of  course,  make  a  legal  argument; 
but  if  he  were  out  in  the  field,  and  he  were  attacked  by  a 
rattlesnake,  he  would  try  to  cut  off  its  head  regardless  of 
whether  he  might  have  acted  too  quickly,  or  whether  his 
action  might  perhaps  have  constituted,  in  the  opinion  of 


some  technician,  an  unjustifiable  attack  upon  a  poor  rattle- 
snake. 

Mr.  President,  when  a  burglar  breaks  into  your  home,  he 
may  do  so  by  mistake;  but  the  citizen  whose  close  is  being 
violated  has  a  right  to  defend  it  against  a  marauder,  and  it 
is  not  a  legal  controversy. 

I  ask  the  Senator  and  I  ask  the  Senate.  What  does  Hitler 
say  about  international  law? 

Mr.  BAILEY.    Mr.  President,  I  will  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Just  a  minute. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Does  the  Senator  yield?  He  asked  me  a 
question,  and  I  should  Uke  to  answer  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Just  1  minute.  I  say  that  Hitler  Is  the 
best  authority  on  international  law  in  the  world  today,  be- 
cause he  has  determined  that  there  is  no  international  law. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  am  sure  Mr.  Hitler  will  greatly  appreciate 
the  compliment  from  the  Senator  from  Florida.  There  is  an 
international  law.  The  fact  that  it  is  violated  does  not  de- 
stroy its  existence.  The  international  law  of  neutrals  is  fixed. 
The  United  States  is  a  law-abiding  nation;  it  is  a  treaty-keep- 
ing nation;  and  we  do  not  propose  to  follow  the  example  of 
Mr.  Hitler  or  be  seduced  with  argimients  that  because  Mr. 
Hitler  did  thus  and  so  we  should  do  thus  and  so. 

I  remind  the  Senator  that  at  the  outset  of  his  speech  he 
avowed  that  he  was  not  for  war  with  Mr.  Hitler;  but  if  during 
the  past  hour  since  I  have  been  here  he  has  said  ansrthing 
contrary  to  a  demand  for  war  with  Mr.  Hitler,  then  I  have 
failed  in  my  understanding. 

The  Senator  has  repeatedly  said  that  Mr.  Hitler  Is  at  war 
with  us.  If  the  Senator  believes  that,  it  is  his  duty  to  ask 
the  Congress  to  declare  war  at  once.  If  he  does  not  believe  it, 
he  may  take  the  course  that  we  take;  but  he  cannot  come 
here  and  say  at  the  outset  of  his  speech  that  he  is  not  advo- 
cating war,  and  throughout  the  whole  last  portion  of  it  ad- 
vocate a  course  wiiich  cannot  have  any  meaning  other  than 
war,  in  the  light  of  our  historic  policy  and  our  formal  decla- 
ration in  the  convention  of  Cuba,  from  which  I  read  just  now. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  take  his  side.  If  he  is  for 
war,  let  him  say  so.  and  I  will  respect  his  position. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  of  the  Senator 
for  a  moment? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  should  like  first  to  answer  the  question 
of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  President,  during  the  years  when  Winston  Churchill 
was  pleading  with  the  British  people  to  act.  I  dare  say  Sir 
John  Simon  many  times  gave  to  his  colleagues  in  the  cab- 
inet the  advice  which  the  able  lawyer  from  North  Carolina 
is  now  giving  to  his  colleagues  in  the  Senate.  The  only 
difference  is  that  Winston  Churchill  was  trying  to  save  the 
British  Empire  from  the  folly  of  the  Chamberlains  and  the 
Simons;  and  some  of  these  days,  if  the  Senator  continues 
that  course,  some  brave  men  will  be  trying  to  defend  this 
country  against  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  and  others 
who  take  the  same  point  of  view. 

Mr.  BAILEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  have  not  taken  any  course  here.  I  have 
not  even  said  that  I  was  opposed  to  a  declaration  of  war.  I 
have  not  asserted  the  slightest  conception  of  policy  here.  All 
I  have  done  is  to  call  to  the  Senator's  attention  the  historic 
definition  of  neutrality  gathered  by  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Bates]  as  a  summary  of  our  whole  course, 
and  then  to  support  that  with  article  16  in  the  Convention>ot 
Cuba  of  1928.  / 

The  Senator  cannot  charge  me  with  having  any  course  at 
all,  and  I  should  not  think  he  would  suggest  that  he  and 
Winston  Churchill  are  in  the  same  category;  but  far  be  it 
from  me  to  deny  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  the  one  hope  that  the  world 
has  of  that  law  ever  again  being  effective,  the  one  chance  the 
world  has  of  living  under  law  and  not  force,  is  for  somebody 
to  crush  Hitler  in  Europe.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  am  say- 
ing that  what  Congress  should  do  Is  to  tell  the  President  of 


the  United  States — our  Chief  Executive,  the  constitutional  ' 
Commander  in  Chief  of  our  Armies  and  our  Navies — that  it  is 
the  sense  of  the  Senate — the  House  of  Representatives  con- 
curring— 

That  the  President  of  the  United  States,  at  his  discretion,  should 
use  the  fuU  authority  which  he  now  has  under  existing  laws  to  sell 
or  transfer  airplanes  and  other  war  material  not  at  present  needed 
In  the  national  defense  to  any  foreign  country,  to  the  end  that  peace 
and  freedom  be  preserved  and  protected,  and  to  keep  war  from  the 
WflBtcm  Hemiq?her«. 

Mr.  BAILEY.     Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Not  until  I  have  made  another  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  The  Senator's  own  interpretation  of  that 
language  is  that  the  President  could  send  battleships  over 
there. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senator  If  he 
will  be  good  enough  to  repeat  the  statement.  I  wanted  to 
make  another  statement  before  yielding  to  him. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  In  the  colloquy  with  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr,  Lucas],  the  Senator  from  Florida  stated  that 
under  his  resolution  the  President  could  sell  or  transfer  to 
a  belligerent  nation  10  or  12  battleships,  and  yet  the  Senator 
says  that  is  not  war. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  was  so  Interested  in  reading  about  International 
law  that  perhaps  he  did  not  read  the  resolution  which  is 
lying  on  the  table  and  under  discussion. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon. 
The  first  thing  I  did  was  to  read  very  carefully  the  resolu- 
tion submitted  today.  I  think  I  understand  it,  and  it  refers 
to  the  right  to  sell  or  to  give  away  anything  we  have  in  the 
way  of  warlike  materials — sell  or  transfer. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  to  the  able  legalist  from 
North  Carolina  I  will  again  read  the  resolution: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Representatives  concur- 
ring). That  It  U  the  sense  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives In  Congress  assembled — 

It  is  a  concurrent  resolution — 

that  the  President  of  the  United  States,  at  his  discretion,  should 
use  the  fuU  authority  which  he  now  has  under  existing  laws — 

I  propose  to  give  him  no  new  authority,  to  confer  upon 
him  no  new  power.  All  I  propose  is  that  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  tell  him  he  may  exercise  the  power  he 
has  without  a  lot  of  backbiting  from  either  technicalists  or 
any  other  person.  I  merely  do  not  want  him,  if  he  should 
choose  to  act  under  existing  law,  the  next  day,  to  have  carp- 
ing critics  here  in  the  Senate  or  in  the  country  denounce  him 
for  being  a  militarist  and  a  violator  of  the  law  and  a  war 
monger. 

Mr.  BONE  and  Mr.  BARKLEY  addressed  the  Chair. 

Ttie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida srield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton; then  I  will  s^eld  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  with  this  somewhat  different 
dant  on  the  resolution,  is  it  the  view  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida  that  under  existing  law,  without  any  change  what- 
ever, the  President  of  the  United  States  could  sell  our  entire 
fleet  to  Great  Britain,  and  could  do  it  without  consulting  Con- 
gress? Is  that  the  law  as  the  Senator  from  Florida  under- 
stands it? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Not  In  any  sense  of  the  word. 

Mr.  BONE.  Then  what  does  the  resolution  accomplish? 
What  is  the  purpose  of  the  resolution?  It  merely  refers,  as 
the  Senator  says,  to  the  power  the  President  now  has.  If  he 
has  the  power  at  the  present  time  imder  the  statute  to  sell 
our  entire  fleet  to  Great  Britain,  and  should  sell  it,  could  there 
be  any  question  raised? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Florida, 
of  course,  has  never  sadd  or  intimated  that  the  President  pos- 
sessed any  such  power  as  that  under  existing  law.  I  was 
discussing  with  the  able  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas  1 
a  few  moments  ago  the  resolution  which  I  previously  intro- 
duced, and  I  was  trying  to  give  a  fair  construction  of  that 
resolution. 


Mr.  President,  because  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  did  not  like  the  first  resolution,  because  they  did 
not  like  the  second  resolution  which  proposed  to  confer  upon 
the  President  a  new  power.  I  respectfully  yesterday  said,  "Will 
not  some  other  Senator  offer  some  other  form  of  resolution 
which  will  achieve  the  same  general  purpose,  or  will  not  the 
Senate  and  the  Congress  back  up  the  President  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  power  he  now  has?" 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  what  is  that  power? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida yield,  and,  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  may  have  al- 
ready done  what  I  am  about  to  ask  him  to  do.  but  I  was 
absent  from  the  Chamber  if  he  did.  Will  ^  the  Senator  ex- 
plain to  the  Senate  the  difference  between  his  first  resolu- 
tion and  his  second  resolution  so  far  as  concerns  the  authority 
they  attempt  to  confer,  and  the  authority  now  possessed  by 
the  President  to  do  what  he  speaks  of? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  called  the  attention  ot 
the  Senate  yesterday  to  two  statutes  which  are  already 
upon  the  statute  books  of  this  country.  The  first  one  is 
United  States  Code,  title  X.  section  1262.  reading  as  follows: 

Sale  of  surplus  war  materials  to  States  and  forelgu  govern- 
ments: The  Secretary  of  War  Is  hereby  authorlssed,  In  his  discre- 
tion, to  sell  to  any  State  or  foreign  government  with  which  the 
United  States  wais  at  peace  on  June  5,  1920,  upon  such  terms 
as  he  may  deem  expedient,  any  materiel,  supplies,  or  equipment 
pertaining  to  the  Military  Establishment,  except  foodstuffs,  as 
or  may  be  found  to  be  surplus,  which  are  not  needed  for  mUl- 
tary  purposes  and  for  which  there  Is  no  adequate  domestic 
market.  «• 

That  is  chapter  240.  Forty-first  Statutes.  949. 
I  also  called  attention  to  title  X.  section  1272,  reading 
as  follows: 

Motor-prcpeUed  vehicles,  airplanes,  engines,  and  parts  thereof 
may  be  exchanged  In  part  payment  lor  new  equipment  of  the 
same  or  similar  character,  to  be  used  for  the  same  purpose  as 
those  proposed  to  be  exchanged. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  under  the  last  statute, 
the  War  Department  might  exchange  an  old  airplane  in  part 
payment  for  a  new  one,  just  as  one  trades  in  his  automobile, 
but  the  new  airplane  must  be  used  for  the  same  purpose  for 
which  the  old  one  was  used. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  under  that  law  neither  the 
President  nor  the  Secretary  of  War  could,  after  exchanging 
an  old  airplane  for  a  new  one,  sell  it  or  give  it  away  to  any 
government. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  do  not  think  anyone  can  give  away  Gov- 
ernment property. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  word  "gift"  has  been  used  here.  We 
will  eliminate  the  idea  of  giving.  Under  that  section  neither 
the  Secretary  of  War  nor  the  President  would  be  authorized 
to  make  this  exchange  for  any  purpose  except  to  get  a  new 
airplane  for  the  use  of  the  United  States.  That  is  a  proper 
interpretation? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  the  Senator's  resolutions.  No.  1 
and  No.  2,  did  go  further 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Vastly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  They  did  give  authority  to  the  Presi- 
dent— ^not  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  but  to  the  President — to 
do  with  these  new  things,  after  they  had  exchanged  the  old 
ones  for  the  new  ones,  if  they  saw  fit  to  do  so,  what  they 
could  not  do  under  the  present  law? 

Mr.  PEPPER,    "niat  is  correct. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  in  con- 
nection with  that  statement? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Is  it  clear  to  the  Senator  that  this  power 
to  exchange  one  bit  of  machinery  for  another  extends  to 
exchanges  with  foreign  governments?  The  statute  as  he 
reads  it  does  not  show  that. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  do  not  think 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator  will  permit,  in  regard  to 
the  other  section  the  Senator  read,  which  authorizes  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  to  dispose  of  surplus  war  materials  to  any 
nation  with  which  we  were  at  peace  in  1920,  I  think  it  must 
be  apparent  that  we  were  disposing  of  this  material  to  na- 
tions at  peace  and  not  to  those  at  war,  and  not  in  contraven- 
tion of  our  own  treaty  obllgntions  or  our  own  Interpretation 
of  international  law.  Certainly  Congress  did  not  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  War.  under  that  section  of  the  statute,  to 
dispose  of  surplus  property  in  a  way  that  would  violate  inter- 
national law.  or  violate  our  own  treaties  with  other  nations. 
Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  make  a  very  clear- 
cut  statement  as  to  the  various  attitudes  I  have  expressed  on 
this  subject. 

The  first  thing  I  did  was  to  introduce  a  resolution  which 
authorized  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  sell  air- 
planes or  aircraft  parts  or  equipment — only  those  things — to 
the  allied  and  associated  governments,  delivery  to  be  made 
in  this  country,  cash  to  be  paid  by  the  purchasers,  and  the 
price  to  be  fixed  by  the  President:  with  the  proviso  that 
the  President  could  recoup  the  same  kind  of  materials  from 
any  contract  the  purchasers  might  have  in  process  of  con- 
struction, or  after  construction  had  been  terminated  upon 
their  order  in  this  country. 

Mr.  President,  that  resolution  was  defeated  in  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  by  a  vote  of  12  to  1.  The 
second  day  after  that  I  introduced  another  resolution,  which 
recited  the  Kellogg  Pact,  and  that  the  German  Government, 
the  United  States  Government,  the  British  Goverrmient.  the 
French  Government,  and  other  governments  in  Europe, 
which  are  the  victims  now  of  Hitler's  unprovoked  aggression, 
were  parties  to  it. 

It  recited  further  that  the  United  States  wanted  to  give  aid 
to  these  countries  which  were  victims  of  that  unprovoked 
aggression,  victims  of  the  breach  of  international  law,  and  of 
the  Kellogg  Pact,  in  any  way  it  could  short  of  war,  and  those 
last  three  words  are  in  those  resolutions. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  PEPPER.  If  the  Senator  will  excuse  me  until  I  finish 
this  statement.  I  will  yield. 

The  resolution  proceeded  in  the  resolving  part  to  Invest 
the  President  with  the  power,  in  his  discretion,  when  he 
thought  it  could  be  done  without  Imperiling  the  national 
defense,  to  sell  any  kind  of  armament  or  equipment  we  had, 
delivery  to  be  made  In  this  country,  cash  to  be  paid  by  the 
purchaser,  the  price  to  l)e  reasonable  and  fixed  by  the  Presi- 
dent, with  the  same  power  in  the  President  to  recapture  that 
kind  of  equipment  from  any  goods  which  belonged  to  the 
ptirchasers  in  this  coimtry.  and  put  them  back  in  lieu  of  those 
they  were  allowed  to  get.  The  resolution  came  up  before  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  yesterday  morning,  and  was 
defeated  by  a  vote  of  19  to  2. 

After  noon,  back  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  addressed  the 
Senate  and  said: 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  excuse  that  these  resolutions  would  be 
tn  technical  breach  of  International  law  Is  a  Justifiable  and  appli- 
cable excuse  for  not  doing  what  the  resolution  contemplates. 

I  Stated  that  I  believe  that  Hitler  could  not  make  the  de- 
fense that  we  were  technically  violating  international  law,  for 
he  was  the  aggressor.  Germany  was  a  party  to  the  pact,  we 
were  a  party  to  the  pact,  and  surely  parties  to  the  pact  should 
be  at>le  in  some  way  or  other  to  do  something  more  than  just 
give  their  sympathy  to  another  party  which  was  the  victim 
of  a  violator  of  the  pact. 

I  proceeded  to  go  Into  the  realities  of  the  situation,  aside 
from  the  technicalities,  and  to  speak  about  the  things  Hitler 
had  done  and  was  doing,  the  danger  to  Europe,  and  the  con- 
sequent danger  to  the  integrity  of  the  United  States  of 
America. 

I  went  further,  and  said  that  Hitler  was  the  exponent 
of  dictatorship,  the  chief  in  the  world,  and  that  we  were 
the  chief  exponent  of  democracy,  that  there  would  inevitably 
come  a  time  of  conflict  between  those  two  theories  of 
government;  moreover,  that  we  had  far  too  many  resources 
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here  in  this  hemisphere  for  Hitler  not  to  want  to  get  some 
of  them  for  his  own  lustful  use.  Therefore.  I  said  to  my 
fellow  citizens  and  to  my  colleagues,  that  the  best  way  to 
defend  the  United  States,  the  cheapest  way  to  defend  the 
United  States,  was  to  help  the  Allies  crush  Hitler  in  Europe. 
But  how  was  that  to  be  done.  I  said.    By  all  means  short 

of  war. 

I  said  to  the  able  Senator  from  West  Virginia  a  few  days 
ago  that  if  he  a^ked  me  the  question,  would  I  have  Congress 
declare  war,  I  would  say  unalterably,  no. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  did  say  that  that  would  depend  on  the 
circumstances  at  a  future  time,  that  I  did  not  know  what 
they  would  be,  but  that  I  did  know  that  I  contemplated  that 
never  in  my  life  would  I  ever  vote  to  send  an  American  boy 
to  European  soil;  as  William  Jennings  Bryan  said,  "to  march 
under  European  battle  flags  and  die  on  Eluropean  battle- 
fields." 

I  am  trying  to  avoid  that.  I  am  trying  to  avoid  having 
them  die  over  here,  and  I  think  we  should  approach  our 
defense  not  only  upon  those  moral  principles  to  which  the 
able  Senator  from  Washington  referred  a  moment  ago,  but 
upon  the  self-interest  principle  of  crushing  the  danger  in  a 
reasonable  way  wherever  it  is. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  phrase  "short  of  war"  has  been  used 
rather  Indiscriminately  in  this  country  recently.  So  far  as 
I  know,  there  has  been  no  legal  definition  of  the  phrase 
"short  of  war."  What  is  short  of  war?  What  can  we  do 
or  what  can  we  not  do  and  be  certain  we  are  doing  some- 
thing that  is  short  of  war?  And  if  we  do  something  iimo- 
cent  in  Itself,  as  it  might  appear  on  the  surface,  which  would 
lead  to  war,  is  that  short  of  war?  How  far  can  we  go  and 
still  be  short  of  war,  and  how  far  must  we  go  in  order  to  be 
"long  of  war"? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  will  have  to  ex- 
cuse me  from  answering  that  question  until  I  finish  my  state- 
ment, because  every  time  I  have  gotten  th|s  far  In  my 
statement  I  have  never  succeeded  in  completing  the  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  used  the  term  only  a  mo- 
ment ago. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  And  the  Senator  in  a  few  moments  will  be 
glad  to  refer  to  it  more  particularly. 

Mr.  President.  I  stated  the  appeal  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida made  in  the  Senate  yesterday.  I  said,  in  addition  to 
that,  that  I  claimed  no  pride  of  authorship  in  this  matter; 
that  I  am  merely  giving  expression  to  a  sentiment  in  which 
I  believe  very  earnestly.  I  said  that  if  Senators  did  not  like 
my  resolution  they  should  offer  one  of  their  own.  and  I 
would  support  It;  or  that  they  should  offer  to  amend  my 
resolution,  and  that  I  would  aid  them.  I  have  asked  Sena- 
tors to  propose  something  as  good,  and  stated  that  I  would 
assist  them  in  every  way  possible.  But  I  have  said.  Mr. 
President,  that  there  is  something  we  can  do.  We  can  back 
up  the  President  in  the  exercise  of  the  power  he  already 
has.  and  not  violate  International  law  according  to  anyone's 
definition. 

For  the  first  time  it  was  read  on  this  floor,  I  believe.  I 
read  yesterday  this  statute: 

Title  X,  section  1272.  Motor-propelled  vehicles,  aeroplanes,  en- 
gines, and  parts  thereof  may  be  exchanged  In  part  payment  for 
new  equipment  of  the  same  or  similar  character,  to  be  used  for 
the  same  purpose  as  those  proposed  to  be  exchanged. 

What  does  that  do,  Mr.  President?  Without  any  question 
about  international  law — and  I  wish  the  able  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  would  attend  to  that  matter — without  any 
question  of  international  law  our  Government  does  have  the 
power  to  take  an  old  airplane  down  to  an  airplane  factory 
and  say.  "We  will  turn  this  old  airplane  in  to  you  for  a  new 
one.  delivery  to  be  made  within  30  days."  for  example.  Just  as 
Is  done  by  many  people  with  their  automotules.  If  you  have 
an  old  car  and  a  new  car  is  about  to  come  out  a  month  hence, 
and  you  take  the  old  car  down  to  the  dealer  and  say.  "I  want 
to  trade  the  old  car  in  for  a  new  one.  and  I  will  leave  the  old 


car  with  yoa  and  take  delivery  on  the  new  car  when  it  is 
ready  a  month  from  now,"  the  dealer  will  say,  "Very  well." 

Under  that  statute  the  United  States  Government  can  do 
just  that.  It  can  take  these  old  warships  or  old  airplanes 
of  the  United  States  Army  or  Navy  and  turn  them  into  an 
airplane  factory.  The  airplane  factory  can  give  the  Govern- 
ment a  fair  allowaiu%  for  those  planes  and  promise  the 
Government  delivery  of  new  planes  at  an  acceptable  time, 
and  that  bargain  can  be  made  without  any  pretext  of  violat- 
ing any  international  law. 

80.  Mr.  President,  I  state  that  all  I  want  to  be  sure  of 
Is  that  if  the  President  should  do  that  on  occasion,  that  next 
day  some  one  will  not  Jump  up  in  the  Senate  and  denounce 
him  for  getting  us  into  war  with  Hitler,  for  violating  inter- 
national law.  for  violating  neutrality  and  becoming  a  war- 
monger, as  some  persons  long  ago  said  he  was  trying  to  be. 
That  is  the  reason  I  have  offered  this  resolution  today,  and 
listen  to  the  reading  of  it  again,  Mr.  President: 

That  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  Senate,  the  House  of  Representatives 
concurring,  that  the  President  of  the  United  States,  at  his  dis- 
cretion, should  vise  the  fuU  authority  which  he  now  has — 

Whatever  it  Is — 
under  existing  laws — 

I  propose  no  change-^ 
to  sell  or  transfer  airplanes  and  other  war  material  not  at  present 
needed  in  the  national  defense  to  any  foreign  country,  to  the  end 
that  peace  and  freedom  be  preserved  and  protected  and  to  keep 
war  from  the  V^Testem  Hemli^here. 

It  would  be  a  private  transaction  in  this  country  between 
Government  and  citizen.  The  Ooverrunent  turning  in  the 
old,  the  citizen  manufacturer  promising  to  give  the  Gov- 
ernment the  new.  Then  the  citizen  manufacturer,  under  the 
Neutrality  Act,  under  the  removed  restraints  of  the  old  em- 
baigo  law,  can  sell  that  old  plane  to  the  Allies  for  whatever 
he  wants  to  sell  it  for— that  is  for  cash,  whatever  the 
amount — upon  the  terms  that  the  neutrality  law  allows,  dcr 
livery  to  be  made  as  the  law  prescribes  in  this  country,  and 
delivery  to  the  foreign  country  to  be  made  in  their  own  ships, 
or  the  airships  to  be  flown  tmder  their  own  power.  So  I  say 
to  Senators  who  are  standing  back  on  a  technicality,  the 
technicality  is  removed.  Now  let  us  see  if  they  will  back  up 
the  President. 

What  would  Senators  say  if  tomorrow  the  President  turned 
10  old  bombers  back  to  the  factory  under  this  provision? 
The  President  is  entitled  to  know,  and  the  country  is  entitled 
to  know,  whether  or  not  the  Congress  is  going  to  share 
responsibility  for  doing  something  which  in  our  hearts  we  all 
want  to  do,  or  whether  the  President  has  perpetually  to  be 
the  goat.      I 

I  remember  very  well,  and  other  Senators  do  also,  when 
the  question  came  up  of  whether  or  not  we  could  let  the 
Allies  have  any  of  the  airplanes  that  had  been  contracted 
for  by  the  United  States  Government  ahead  of  the  United 
States  Government — Senators  may  remember  the  storm  that 
swept  over  this  country  and  over  some  Senators  when  that 
happened.  Roosevelt  was  the  goat.  He  was  "warmonger- 
ing." It  was  said  he  was  violating  neutrality,  was  violating 
international  law.  and  helping  the  Allies.  It  was  said  that 
what  he  was  doing  was  getting  us  into  the  war. 

Mr.  President.  I  think  the  President  is  entitled  to  have 
seme  assurance  from  the  Congress  that  the  Congress  is  not 
going  to  make  him  take  all  the  "shootin',"  as  it  were. 

Now  let  us  be  men  enough  to  say  to  the  President  "All 
right,  Mr.  President,  in  our  hearts  we  do  want  to  help  the 
Allies.  If  you  can  find  any  legal  and  lawful  way  to  do  it. 
go  ahead.  We  are  behind  you."  Just  say  that  and  then  see 
what  he  does. 

Mr.  President,  the  Elnglish  language,  and  here  the  Presi- 
dent's voice — 

Here  is  what  he  said,  as  foimd  In  the  Congressional 
Record,  page  6244,  May  16,  1940.  I  read  an  excerpt  from  his 
message  to  the  Joint  meeting  of  the  Congress. 

For  the  permanent  record,  I  ask  the  Congress  not  to  take  any 
action  which  would  in  any  way  hamper  or  delay  the  delivery  ol 


American-made  planes  to  foreign  nations  which  hare  ordered 
them  or  seek  to  purchase  more  planes,  That,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  our  own  national  defense,  would  be  extremely  short-sighted. 

I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  what  I  have  proposed  Is  that 
the  Congress  show  something  like  the  sentiments  which 
have  come  from  the  hearts  of  the  American  people.  As  I 
left  my  office  this  morning  I  picked  up  this  batch  of  tele- 
grams which  came  in  before  I  left  my  office  today  from 
people  of  almost  every  State  in  the  Union,  expressing  the 
sentiment  that  we  ought  to  do  something  in  this  crisis  which 
would  be  more  than  futile  sympathy  from  the  American 
people  to  those  who  are  so  hard  pressed  in  that  battle  for 
dvlization  and  civilization's  gains. 
Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  My  inquiry  is  rather  of  the  practical  kind. 
The  plan  which  the  Senator  suggests  is,  of  course,  an  effort 
to  help  the  Allies;  to  help  them  within  the  cover  of  the  stat- 
utes of  this  country.  I  am  wondering  whether  or  not  the 
reception  on  the  part  of  the  Germans  would  be  any  different 
if  we  render  aid  within  the  legal  rights  as  distinguished  from 
going  outside  of  them.  In  other  words,  war  can  be  declared 
by  one  side.  It  is  not  like  a  contract.  It  does  not  take  two 
parties  to  have  war.  If  we  deliberately  set  about  within  the 
law  to  aid  one  of  the  parties,  will  we  bring  ourselves  within 
the  war  at  the  election  of  the  other  party  in  spite  of  our 
own  declaration? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  That  is  a  fair  question  and  I  will  try  to 
give  the  Senator  a  fair  answer.  Being  a  realist  about  this 
situation  and  urging  others  to  be  realists,  I  have  said  repeat-^ 
edly,  as  no  doubt  the  Senator  has  heard  on  this  floor,  that 
so  far  as  Hitler  is  concerned,  so  far  as  the  destructive  events 
on  the  western  front  are  concerned,  it  makes  no  difference 
whatsoever  whether  the  bombing  plane  was  sold  by  an  Amer- 
ican manufacturer  as  a  private  citizen  imder  the  terms  of 
the  neutrality  law,  or  sold  by  the  United  States  Government 
from  one  of  its  air  fields  in  the  United  States.  It  Is  still  an 
airplane,  it  is  still  a  destructive  agency  of  war. 

But  we  have  oiu:  ways  of  doing  things.  We  have  a  certain 
ritualism  that  we  want  to  follow.  We  feel  better  about  It 
if  we  do  it  in  a  certain  way.  It  Is  said  that  even  a  dog  can 
tell  the  difference  between  being  stepped  on  and  being  kicked, 
but  he  is  hiu-t  just  the  same.  And  so  we  have  a  feeling  that 
we  had  better  follow  the  ritualism  of  the  law.  Consequently 
we  passed  the  Neutrality  Act  in  the  last  session  of  the  Con- 
gress, which  made  it  possible  for  private  manufacturers  to  sell 
war  planes,  cannon,  ammunition,  and  any  war  equipment  to 
anybody. 

Now,  we  knew  very  well  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  the  Allies 
were  the  ones  who  were  going  to  get  that  equipment,  and  we 
all  understood  we  wanted  them  to  get  it,  but  it  made  us  feel 
a  little  better  about  it  by  doing  it  In  Just  that  way.  But  I  say, 
Mr.  President,  that  if  Hitler  will  not  get  mad  about  the  air- 
planes we  are  now  making  available  to  the  Allies,  because  the 
President  says  to  the  Congress,  "Do  not  do  anything  to  stop 
the  Allies  getting  airplanes" — ^Hitler  must  have  heard  the 
President's  address.  It  was  heard  all  over  the  world  over 
the  radio.  If  he  did  not  hear  it  on  the  radio  he  must  have 
read  it  the  next  day  in  the  newspapers.  He  knows  about 
our  neutrality  law.  And  if  he  is  not  going  to  get  mad  about 
that,  this  law  which  I  propose  Is  not  a  bit  different  In  prin- 
ciple— it  is  in  fact  the  neutrality  law  under  another  plan, 
Mr,  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  again  3^eld? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  provision  which  the  Senator  has  in 
his  resolution,  is  that  we  shall  do  what  we  can  short  of  war. 
That  would  be  agreeable  to  me  if  it  could  be  interpreted 
this  way:  "Short  of  getting  us  into  the  war."  What  I  am 
concerned  about  Is  the  actual  consequence  of  what  we  do. 
and  I  do  not  want  our  country  to  get  into  war  even  though 
what  we  do  is  done  legally,  and  it  is  not  a  Justification  for 
war. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  tmder  the  law  that  I  have 
referred  to  here  we  would  not  be  doing  anything  at  all  except 
turning  in  old  planes  for  new  ones  to  a  private  manufacturer 
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In  the  United  States  of  America.  What  the  manufacturer 
does  with  It  is  his  matter.  He  has  the  right  now  to  sell  planes 
Which  he  owns,  second-hand  or  new  ones,  to  the  Allies,  IX 
the  Senator  o^Tied  a  private  plane  and  he  took  It  to  a  manu- 
facturer of  airplanes  and  traded, It  in  for  a  new  one,  the  man- 
ufacturer could  sell  that  plane  to  the  Allies.  If  the  United 
States  Oovemment  took  a  plane  which  it  owned  and  traded 
it  In  for  a  new  one  and  the  manufacturer  took  the  old  one 
and  sold  It  to  the  Allies.  It  would  be  identical  with  what  he 
ia  doing  now  under  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939. 

The  purpose  of  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939  was  to  make  It 
possible  for  the  Allies  to  get  help  in  a  legal  way  from  us  but 
get  it  over  here  on  our  terms.  The  purpose  of  the  President, 
following  the  terms  of  this  law,  would  be  twofold.  First  the 
United  States  Oovemment  would  be  getting  a  good  price  for 
•econd-hand  machines.  Just  as  I  might  get  a  good  price  for 
my  second-hand  automobile  when  I  turned  it  in  for  a  new 
automobile. 

In  the  second  place  the  United  States  Oovemment  would  be 
making  It  possible  for  the  manufacturer  perhaps  to  carry  on 
his  business,  and  therefore  develop  his  facilities  to  aid  in  the 
national  defense  by  the  production  of  airplanes. 

The  Incidental,  but  nevertheless  desirable,  effect  of  it 
would  be  that  the  Allies  would  get  an  old  war  plane,  which 
they  imperatively  need.  So.  Mr.  President.  I  hope  I  have 
explained  to  the  Senate — to  those  who  may  be  Interested  in 
an  explanation — that  the  resolution  which  is  now  on  the 
table  is  one  whicii  does  not  purport  to  confer  any  new  power 
on  the  President.  It  merely  says  to  the  Prpsldent,  "If  you 
follow  the  existing  law.  we  will  back  you  up  as  Members  of 
the  Congress  In  a  morally  responsible  way."  He  docs  not 
need  our  legal  action  so  much  as  he  needs  our  moral  help 
and  encouragement  In  this  crucial  hour. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.   PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  A  moment  ago  the  Senator  from  Florida, 
in  discussing  the  attitude  of  the  President  on  this  subject, 
read  an  excerpt  from  his  message  of  May  16,  in  which  he 
urged  that  Congress  place  no  impediment  in  the  way  of 
carrying  out  contracts  between  the  Allied  nations  and  the 
Industries  in  this  country  which  are  making  planes  and 
other  war  material  on  their  order.  The  Senator  from 
Rorida  certainly  did  not  mean  to  imply  that  in  the  Presi- 
dent's reference  In  his  message  of  the  16th  to  contracts  be- 
tween Allied  nations  and  manufacturers  in  the  United 
States  the  President  had  in  mind  any  war  material  which 
the  Oovemment  of  the  United  States  owns,  which  is  in  the 
possession  of  the  War  Department  or  the  Navy  Department. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  did  not. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  On  the  surface  the  Senator's  statement 
might  be  interpreted  to  mean  that  because  the  President 
urged  Congress  to  do  nothing  to  interfere  with  contracts 
being  made  between  the  Allies  and  private  plants  in  the 
United  States  he  thereby  meant  that  we  ought  to  authorize 
him  to  sell  what  the  Oovemment  owns.  I  do  not  think  the 
Senator  meant  that,  because  certainly  the  President  did  not 
have  that  in  mind. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  from  Florida  did  not  mean 
that,  in  any  sense  of  the  word.  The  Senator  will  remember 
that  there  are  now  two  statutes  on  the  books.  One  is  the 
statute  which  was  passed  in  1920,  which  gives  the  Secretary 
Of  War  authority  to  sell  to  any  state  or  foreign  government 
with  which  the  United  States  was  at  peace  on  June  5.  1920, 
any  surplus  war  materials.  That  law  is  now  on  the  statute 
books.  I  think  that  authority  should  be  exercised.  Others 
may  object  for  one  reason  or  another — principally  for  tech- 
nical reasons.  So  I  say,  as  an  alternative,  that  the  President 
may  exercise  the  authority  which  he  has  under  the  other  act, 
which  I  read: 

Motor-propelled  vehicles,  airplanes,  engines,  and  parts  thereof 
may  be  exchanged  In  part  payment  for  new  equipment  of  the 
Bunie  or  similar  character,  to  be  used  for  the  same  purpose  as 
tho3e  proposed  to  be  exchanged. 

I  did  say  that  if  the  President  and  the  departments  of  the 
Government  should  exchange  old  airplanes  for  new.  or  upon 
the  promise  of  getting  new  ones  later,  of  the  most  modem 
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design,  that  would  be  consistent  with  what  is  now  being  done 
under  the  Neutrality  Act.  and  with  what  the  President,  in 
the  passage  I  read,  asked  us  not  to  interfere  with  now.  I 
think  everyone  imderstands  that  there  are  several  different 
ways  in  which  we  could  do  the  thing  if  we  willed  to  do  it. 

I  was  about  to  refer  to  a  batch  of  telegrams  which  I  picked 
up  from  my  desk.  The  first  one  is  a  little  severely  critical  of 
the  opposition,  and  I  shall  not  read  it.  Of  course.  Senators 
may  honestly  differ  on  these  vital  matters. 

I  have  a  telegram  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  from  W.  L.  Stanley, 
vice  president  of  the  Seaboard  Air  Line  Railroad  Co.,  who 
says: 

Congratulations  on  •  •  •  the  righteousness  of  your  posi- 
tion. We  had  better  spend  our  money  now  to  save  civilization 
than  later  on  to  have  to  shed  our  blood  to  do  so. 

I  have  a  telegram  from  Hanover.  Pa.  I  do  not  know  any 
of  these  persons.  This  one  is  from  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Harry  N. 
Oitt.  U: 

Approve  giving  Allies  Army-Navy  planes  Immediately.  Urge 
committee  reconsider. 

The  next  one  is  from  Joel  Gross,  744  Broad  Street, 
Newark,  N.  J.: 

The  people  of  this  country  are  xinquestlonably  wltb  you.  Keep 
up  your  persistently  good  work.  ' 

The  next  one  is  from  J.  K.  Wells,  of  Oklahoma  City.  Okla.: 

Great  majority  of  people  In  Oklahoma  favor  furnishing  Eng- 
land and  Prance  their  needed  munitions  requirements,  realizing 
that  If  they  are  destroyed  In  the  present  conflict  our  future  U 
hopeless.    Isolationists  and  pacifists  are  no  more. 

The  next  one  Is  from  Chester  Boothe  Blakeman,  of  At- 
lanta, Oa.: 

Although  of  another  political  faith,  may  I  congratulate  you 
on  your  courageous  and  seemingly  hopeless  stand.  Are  other 
legislators  so  blind  that  they  cannot  realize  that  we  are  helping 
this  country  Just  as  much  as  the  Allies  by  sending  planes  now? 
The  sentiment  among  those  I  contact  Is  overwhelmingly  In 
your  favor.  More  power  to  you,  and  God  give  you  tBe  power 
and  strength  to  carry  on  until  successful. 

The  next  one  is  from  Kenneth  Outerbridge,  of  Saunders- 
town,  R.  I.: 

Congratulations  on  your  stand  for  Immediate  help  to  the  Allies. 
I  have  wired  my  Congressman  to  support  you  In  this  move.  Keep 
right  at  It.  and  let  us  hope  that  the  Allies  can  hold  out  and 
public  opinion  will  come  across  in  time. 

The  next  telegram  is  from  Helen  C.  Amoult,  of  New 
Orleans,  La.: 

Please  continue  your  fight  to  help  the  AlUea  by  selling  them 
all  the  supplies  and  arms  they  may  require. 

A  telegram  from  Sarah  O.  Pisk.  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  says: 

Heartily  approve  your  fight,  ship  planes  and  munitions  to  Allies. 
Keep  on  trying. 

A  telegram  from  Jessie  Lansing,  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  says: 

I  strongly  urge  Immediate  action  to  'ship  war  materials  to 
Allied  armies. 

I  have  additional  telegrams  from  Houston,  Tex.;  Asheville, 
N.  C;  Los  Angeles.  Calif.;  Summit,  El.;  Pasadena,  Calif.; 
Watsonville.  Calif.;  Washington.  D.  C;  Chicago,  HI.;  Elmira, 
N.  Y.;  St.  Petersburg,  Fla.;  Berkeley.  Calif.;  New  York.  N.  Y.; 
Charlotte.  N.  C;  Chicago.  111.;  Brooklyn.  N.  Y.;  Salt  Lake 
City.  Utah;  Fairfield.  Conn.;  New  York  City;  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.;  Goshen.  N.  Y.;  West  Los  Angeles.  Calif.;  Tuckahoe, 
N.  Y.:  Asheville.  N.  C;  Atlanta.  Oa.;  Montclalr.  N.  J.; 
Huntington.  N.  Y.;  Dedham.  Mass.;  New  York  City;  New 
York  City;  Asheville,  N.  C;  Orlando.  Fla.;  Kansas  City, 
Mo.:  St.  Louis.  Mo.;  Arlington,  Va.;  New  York  City;  New 
York  City;  New  Haven,  Conn.;  Deal.  N.  J.;  New  York  City; 
HoUis.  N.  Y.;  New  York  City;  New  York  City;  New  Bern' 
N.  C;  Larchmont.  N.  Y.;  Auburndale,  Fla.;  Plainfield,  N.  J.;' 
Denver,  Colo.;  Los  Angeles.  Calif.;  Los  Angeles.  Calif.;  Los 
Angeles.  Calif.;  Rldgefield.  Conn.;  Youngstown.  Ohio;  Dal- 
las, Tex.;  San  Antonio.  Tex.;  Boston,  Mass.;  Knoxville. 
Tenn.;  San  Antonio,  Tex.;  Miami,  Fla.;  Tacoma.  Wash.; 
NashviUe.  Tenn.;  Seattle.  Wash.;  Oklahoma  City.  Okla  • 
Jacksonville,  Fla.;  New  York  City;  Parsons.  Kans.;  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.;   Miami,  Fla.;   Miami  Beach,  Fla.;   Conago 
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Park.  Calif.;  Dallas.  Tex.;  Alexandria.  Va.;  Reading.  Pa.; 
Reading,  Pa.;  San  Francisco,  Calif.;  New  York  City;  Eldo- 
rado, Ark.;  Sanford.  Fla.;  Ann  Arbor.  Mich.;  New  York 
City;  New  York  City;  Elmira,  N.  Y.;  Chicago,  HI. 

Those  are  Just  a  few,  Mr.  President.  Senators  are  receiv- 
ing mail,  telegrams,  telephone  calls,  and  visitors.  The  peo- 
ple of  America  want  us  to  do  something  in  this  crucial 
hour.  They  believe  that  our  nonaction  now  affects  our 
destiny,  our  futiure.  and  our  glorious  opportunity  to  grow 
yet  greater  and  greater  in  this  world.  They  believe  that  it 
is  our  obligation  to  our  race,  to  democracy,  and  to  our 
church,  whatever  it  is.  to  do  something.  They  believe  that 
if  we  do  not  do  something  we  shall  regret  it;  that  our 
country  will  suffer  a  great  sacrifice  if  we  do  not  do  it,  some- 
thing effective.  Mr.  President,  no  mortal  man  can  prophesy 
what  may  be  the  consequences  of  do-nothingness  now,  to 
America,  to  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  to  the  wide  world 
which  loves  God  and  respects  man. 
Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  should  like  to  ask  one  question,  if  I  may, 
which  seems  to  me  to  be  of  some  Importance  In  connection 
with  this  debate.  The  Senator  may  charge  me  with  having 
a  legaUstlc  mind,  and  I  admit  the  charge,  but  I  am  wonder- 
ing whether  or  not  the  Senator  has  given  any  consideration 
to  this  question:  As  I  understand  the  resolution  which  the 
Senator  now  seeks  to  have  the  Congress  act  upon.  It  is  based 
purely  upon  a  statutory  law  now  in  existence,  and  all  he  asks 
for  is  the  moral  support  of  the  Senate  to  carry  out  those  laws 
if  the  President  so  desires.  Does  the  Senator  believe  that 
domestic  laws  passed  in  time  of  peace  might  in  anywise 
conflict  with  international  law  when  neutrality  is  involved? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Well,  even  if  the  principle  might  be  so,  this 
cannot  be  any  violation  of  international  law.  because  the 
Government  is  doing  nothing  but  dealing  with  one  of  its  own 
citizens,  and  that  is  in  no  possible  sense  a  violaUon  of  inter- 
national law. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Surely  we  can  trade  in  an  old  truck  or  an  old 
plane  to  an  American  manufacturer  if  we  want  to,  whether 
war  is  going  on  in  Europe  or  not. 

Mr  LUCAS.  But  the  Senator  knows  his  entire  argument 
has  been  directed  toward  the  seUing  or  making  disposition 
of  war  materials  of  tiiis  country  to  the  Allies  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  saving  the  democracies  of  the  world,  and  it  is 
beside  the  point  to  say  that  an  old  plane  here,  and  an  old 
hull  there  would  be  disposed  of  under  his  proposal  simply 
because  there  ^^'as  a  surplus  and  we  were  attempting  to  dis- 
pose of  it  because  it  is  not  wanted  any  more.  The  whole 
point  of  the  argument  the  Senator  is  making  is  that  in  some 
way  we  must  get  to  the  AUies  not  merely  a  small  quantity  of 
planes  and  other  articles,  but  a  large  quantity,  in  my  humble 
opinion,  in  order  to  stop  the  oiuoish  of  Hitler's  legions. 

Turning  the  matter  over  in  my  mind,  it  seems  to  me  we 
are  merely  using  a  subterfuge  to  accomplish  indirectly  what 
we  cannot  do  directly,  because  the  ultimate  aim  and  objec- 

yye and  we  have  got  to  be  cold  and  blunt  about  it — Is  to  do 

what  the  Senator  wants  to  do,  and  the  question  which  was 
raised  in  my  mind  as  I  was  sitting  here  was  whether  or  not 
^ihere  might  be  a  difference  between  a  law  passed  in  peace- 
time and  one  passed  in  wartime  as  relating  to  a  conflict  with 
intemaUonal  law  insofar  as  our  neutraUty  is  concerned,  and 
whether  or  not  there  was  enough  in  the  proposal  of  the  Sen- 
ator to  overlook  such  a  situation. 

Mr  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  would  answer  the  Senator 
by  saying  first,  ordinarily  the  case  is  put  a  great  deal  harder 
than  the  Senator  puts  it  to  me.  Senator  Borah  and  other 
opponents  of  the  Neutrality  Act  argued  last  year  in  the  special 
session  on  the  NeutraUty  Act  that  it  would  have  been  all 
right  to  have  had  a  law  like  that  on  the  statute  books  if  it 
had  been  passed  in  peacetime,  even  if  it  had  been  used  in 
wartime,  but  to  change  the  law  when  the  war  was  Kping  on 
80  that  a  given  effect  would  ensue  from  it  would  be  a  vlolatidh 
of  internaUonal  law.    Senator  Borah,  as  the  Senator  will 


r«call,  made  that  n'-doment  very  strongly  and  quoted  In  sub- 
stantiating it  some  international-law  authorities. 

My  case  is  a  great  deal  different  from  that  and  a  great 
deal  easier.    I  am  saying  here  that  we  did  not  pass  this 
law  in  wartimes;  it  was  passed  away  back  in  1917.    So  far 
as  I  know,  the  Government  itself  has  been  using  it  since 
that  time  to  one  degree  or  another.    So  to  use  in  wartime 
In  a  legitimate  way  a  power  conferred  in  peacetime  is  cer- 
tainly no  ViolaUon  of  International  law.    That  is  one  rea- 
son I  could  answer  "No"  to  his  inquiry;  that  is,  that  the  use 
of  this  power  would  not  be  In  violation  of  international  law. 
The  other  one  is  that  the  use  of  the  power  does  not  affect 
a  third  party  at  all.    The  use  of  the  power  involved  only  two 
parties,  the  Government  and  the  manufacturer.    The  Oov- 
emment would  have  a  perfect  right,  if  It  has  some  old  steel 
on  hand,  for  example,  to  sell  that  steel  to  an  American 
airplane  manufacturer,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  we  might 
know  that  all  the  planes  he  manufactured  would  be  sent  to 
the  Allies  in  Eiu-ope.    We  would  be  doing  a  harmless  thing 
and  a  legal  thing.    So  that  if  the  articles  were  sold  to  the 
Allies,  that  would  be  their  business,  Just  as  if  you  sell  me 
a  pistol  and  I  killed  somebody  with  It,  you,  of  course,  are 
not  responsible  for  the  killing,  for  you  had  a  lawful  right 
to  sell  me  the  pistol. 

Mr.  President,  before  concluding,  at  the  suggestion  of 
some  of  my  colleagues,  I  shall  take  Just  a  few  minutes  to 
read  a  few  of  these  telegrams  for  I  feel  that  they  express 
the  sentiment  of  the  American  people,  although  I  merely 
pick  up  the  batch  without  any  discrimination  whatever  in 
the  selection  of  the  telegrams. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida  that  he  recognized  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Lundben],  who  yielded  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas],  to  ask  tha^jSenator  from  Florida  a 
question. 
Mr.  PEPPER.  I  did  not  realize  that  the  Chair  had  done  so. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    If  the  Senator  from  Florida  wishes  to 
read  telegrams  which  are  not  too  long.  I  will  be  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  appreciate  the  courtesy  of  the  Senator. 
I  Will  read  a  few  of  them. 

I  read  the  telegram  from  Chester  Booth  Blakeman,  of 
Atlanta,  Ga..  also  the  one  from  J.  K.  Wells,  of  Oklahoma 
City  Okla.,  also  the  one  from  Joel  Gross,  of  Newark,  N.  J., 
also  the  one  from  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Harry  N.  Gitt.  U.  of  Hanover 
Pa.  I  read  the  one  from  W.  L.  Stanley,  of  Atlanta.  Ga.  I  will 
read  a  telegram  from  H.  L.  Hollis,  of  Chicago.  111.: 

sentiment  here  strongly  with  you  In  endeavor  to  fxunnish  Imme- 
diate a»d  to  AUlea.  Repeal  of  Johnson  Act  woxild  greaUy  help 
Allies'  mora.'e. 

I  read  another  from  M.  D.  Thompson,  of  Elmira.  N.  Y.: 
Heartily  approve  sending  United  States  Army  planes  to  AUles 
now.     Keep  at  It.    Public  opinion  Is  with  you. 

I  read  a  telegram  from  Mr.  and  Mrs.  F.  H.  Eldridge,  of 
New  York  City: 

Again  urge  immediate  shipment  all  possible  war  material  to 
Allies. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Goodwin  Cooke,  of  New  York 
City,  which  reads: 

A  Yankee  Republican  heartUy  endorses  your  position  on  aid  to 
tht  ISS  which  must  be  given  II  our  children  are  to  have  a 
vote  or  a  free  life. 

I  read  a  telegram  from  Gary  E.  Landis.  of  Ann  Arbor, 

Mich.: 

Congratulations  on  your  stand  concerning  European  situation. 

I  read  a  telegram  from  James  H.  Vanhoy,  of  Sanford,  Fla.: 
As  a  veteran  of  the  World  War  I  am  in  favor  of  sending  every 
possible  aid  to  the  Allies. 

Here  is  one  from  a  personal  friend  of  mine,  who  might  be 
prejudiced,  and  I  will  not  read  It. 
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Here  Is  a  telegram  from  Allene  Talmey  and  Richard  L. 
Plaut.  of  New  York  City,  which  reads: 

Emphatically  urge  reconsideration  by  Senntc  Porelgn  Affairs  Ccm- 
mitiee  your  resolution  authorizing  sale  United  States  Army  planes 
and  majterlals  to  Allies. 

I  read  a  telegram  from  EHizabeth  Crow  McDonald,  attorney 
at  law,  San  Francisco,  Calif.: 

Vlgorotisly  approve  your  resolution  for  selling  Army  and  Navy 
military  equipment  to  Allies  immediately.  Thank  you  for  express- 
ing sentiments  of  many. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Reading.  Pa.,  signed  by  Dr.  and 
Mrs.  Jesse  L.  Wagner,  which  reads: 

Congratulations  on  yovu-  patriotic  stand  for  immediate  aid  to 
Allies.  Feeling  in  Berks  County.  Pa.,  echoes  your  sentiments. 
Hope  you  will  continue  to  urge  this  vital  cause. 

-     Here  is  another  telegram  from  Reading,  sent  by  Elizabeth 
y.  Muhlenbefg  and  Frederick  A.  Muhlenberg,  which  reads: 

Every  right-thinking  American  applauds,  supports,  and  congratu- 
lates you  and  Senator  Gvrrrr  for  your  courageovis  and  patriotic 
efforts  in  behalf  of  the  Allies.  We  denovince  the  action  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee — 

I  do  not  like  to  read  this — 

is  cowardly  and  unintelligent.     Do  not  give  up  the  light  on  any 
account. 

I  read  next  a  telegram  from  Ethel  B.  Simonson.  405  South 
Washington  Street,  Alexandria,  Va. 

This  household  endorses  100  percent  your  bill  authorizing  planes 
and  munitions  to  the  Allies. 

Here  is  another  telegram  from  Dallas.  Tex.,  sent  by  John, 
Kate,  and  Mary  Pirie. 

Unbounded  admiration  your  magnificent  fight  for  Allies.  Their 
Tlctory  Qiir  best  defense.  Continue  fighting.  You'll  win.  Country 
almost  unanimously  wants  Allies  aided  immediately.  Writing  Texas 
Senators. 

I  suppose  the  Senators  from  Texas  have  heard  from  them. 
I  next  read  a  telegram  from  Conago  Park.  Calif.,  signed  by 
Florence  Ryerson  and  Colin  Clements,  as  follows: 

Wish  we  had  a  man  as  clear  sighted  as  you  representing  Cali- 
fornia. 

They  make  comment,  appropriate  in  their  opinion,  about 
the  able  senior  Senator  from  California  not  supporting  the 
proposal. 

I  next  read  a  telegram  from  Blanche  Q.  Williams,  2008 
Alton  Road.  Miami  Beach.  Fla.: 

Kaltenbom — 

He  is  the  great  radio  commentator — 

news  analyst,  tonight  states  Foreign  Relations  Committee  20  to  2 
refviscd  Allies  aid.     E\ery  aid  should  be  given  short  of  war. 

This  morning's  broadcast  by  Mr.  Kaltenborn  refers  to  the 
thousands  of  communications  he  is  receiving  urging  him  to 
aid  in  cultivating  sentiment  in  Congress  for  this  action. 

I  will  read  one  from  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  which  is  signed 
by  Helen  and  Andrew  Tombes,  1536  North  Stanley,  Holly- 
wood: - 

Heartfelt  congratulations  for  your  splendid  work.  We,  as  two 
Americans  are  backing  you  100  percent.  Senator,  don't  let  them 
get  you  down.  / 

I  read  one  more,  from  Parsons,  Kans.,  sent  by  Earle  R. 
Delay,  as  follows: 

I>nounce  vigorously  for  me  action  of  committee  voting  22  to  2 
against  selling  Army  planes  to  Allies  as  utterly  un-American. 
Send  Allies  everything  desired. 

Mr.  PEPPER  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  once  more? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  shall  not  do  this  any  more.  I  ask  that 
the  other  telegrams  which  I  have  here  be  printed  in  the 
RscoRD.  instead  of  my  having  to  read  them.  I  will  not  ask 
this  any  more  of  the  Senate,  because  I  do  not  wsmt  to  burden 
the  RxcoRO  every  day  with  communications  of  that  sort, 
but  I  thought  they  were  typical  expressions  from  various 
parts  of  the  country. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 
■nie  telegrams  are  as  follows: 

New  YoaK.  N.  Y.,  June  6.  1940. 
Senator  Claud*  Peppeh, 
Senate  Office  Building: 
A  Yankee  Republican  heartily  endorses  your  position  on  aid  to 
the  Allies  which  must  be  given  if  our  children  are  to  have  a  vot« 
or  a  free  life. 

Goodwin  Cookx. 

Ann  AaaoR,  Mich..  June  9.  1940. 
Senator  Clattde  Ptpper. 
Senate  Office  Building: 
Congratulations  on  your  stand  concerning  European  situation. 

Cast  E.  Landis. 

Santord,  Fla.,  June  6.  1940. 
Senator  Clattdc  Peppbh: 

As  a  veteran  of  the  World  War  I  am  in  favor  of  sending  every 
possible  aid  to  the  Allies. 

James  H.  Vanhot. 

New  York.  N.  Y.,  June  5.  1940. 
Hon.  Claude  Pepper. 

Seriate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Emphatically  urge  reconsideration  by  Senate  Foreign  Affairs  com- 
mittee your  resolution  authorizing  sale  United  States  Army  planes 
and  materials  to  Allies. 

Allxns  Talmet  and  Richard  L.  Plaut. 

San  Francisco,  Caut..  June  6,  1940. 
Senator  Claude  Pepper, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Vigorously  approve  your  resolution  for  selling  Army  and  Navy 
military  equipment  to  Allies  immediately.     Thank  you  for  express- 
ing sentiments  of  many. 

Elizabeth  Crow  McDonald. 

Attorney  at  Law. 

Reading,  Pa..  June  6.  1940. 
Senator  Pepper,  of  Florida. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations   on   your   patriotic   stand   for   immediate   aid   to 
Allies:  feeling  in  Berks  County.  Pa.,  echoes  your  sentiments.     HofM 
you  will  continue  to  urge  this  vital  cause. 

Dr.  and  Mrs.  Jesse  L.  Wagner. 

Reading.  Pa.,  June  6,  1940. 
Senator  Claude  Pepper. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington.  D.  C: 
Every  right-thinking  American  applauds,  supports,  and  congratu- 
lates you  and  Senator  GurrET  for  our  courageous  and  patriotic 
efforts  in  behalf  of  the  Allies.  We  denounce  the  action  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  as  cowardly  and  unintelligent.  Do 
not  give  up  the  fight  on  any  account. 

Elizabeth  Y.  Muhlenberg. 
Frederick  A.  Muhlenberg. 

Alexandria,  Va..  June  5.  1940. 
Senator  Pepper. 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington.  D.  C: 
This  household  endorses  100  percent  your  bill  authorizing  planes 
and  munitions  to  the  Allies. 

Ethel  B.  Simonson. 

Dallas,  Tex.,  June  5.  1940. 
Claude  Pepper, 

Member.  United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Unbounded  admiration  your  magnificent  fight  for  Allies.     Their 
victory  our  best  defense.     Continue  fighting;   you'll  win.     Country 
almost    unanimously    wants    Allies    aided    immediately.      Writing 
Texas  Senators. 

John,  Kate,  and  Mart  Piaix. 

_  Conago  Park.  Calif..  June  5.  1940. 

Senator  Clactde  Vincent  Pepper, 

Congress,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Wish  we  had  a  man  as  clear-sighted  as  you  representing  Cali- 
fornia.    We  are  ashamed  of  Johnson.     The  country  is  with  vou 
in  your  fight  to  help  Allies. 

Florence  Rterson  and  Colin  Clements. 

^      ^  „ Miami  Beach.  Pla..  June  6.  1940. 

Senator  Claude  Pepper, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C  : 
.  .^^^'■°-„°«'^  *°*^yst.  tonight  states  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
ifalttee,  20  to  2,  refused  AUles  aid.    Every  aid  should  be  given  short 
of  war. 

Blanche  G.  Williama. 
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Los  Angeles.  Calxt.,  June  6,  1940. 

Senator  Pb'pui. 

Washington,  D.  C:  ^      ,„  ._^ 

Heartfelt  congratulations  for  your  splendid  work.    we.  as  two 
Americans,  are  backing  you  100  percent.  Senator.    Don't  let  them 

get  you     owix.  hkleh  and  Andrew  Tombe*. 

Chicago.  III.,  June  6,  1940. 

Hon.  CJLAUBI  PlFFlA, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washinffton,  D.C.: 
Sentiment  here  strongly  with  you  In  endeavor  to  furnish  im- 
mediate aid  to  Allies.     Repeal  of  Johnson  Act  would  greatly  help 
AlUes-  morale,  ^  ^  ^^^ 

Elmira,  N.  Y.,  June  6,  1940. 

Senator  Peppee, 

United  States  Senate: 
Heartily   approve  sending  United  States  Army  planes  to  AUies 

now     Keep  at  it.     Public  opinion  is  with  you.  

*^  M.  D.  Thompson. 

New  York.  N.  Y..  June  6.  1940. 

Senator  Claude  Pepper, 
United  States  Senate: 
Again   urge   immediate  shipment   all  possible  war  material   to 

Allies. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  F.  H.  Eldridce. 

Parsons,  Kaks.,  June  6.  1940. 

Senator  Arthur  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C:  ».       ««  ♦     « 

Denounce  vigorously  for  me  action  of  committee  voting  22  to  J 
against  selling  Army  planes  to  Allies  as  utterly  un-American.  Send 
Allies  everything  desired.  ^^^^  ^  ^^^ 

I   ,  Boston,  Mass.,  June  6,  1940. 

Senator  CLAtroE  Pepper, 

Washington,  D.  C:  ^  .  ^,         .-,  ,* 

Congratulations  on  your  standard  in  Porelgn  Relations  Conimlt- 

tee     Please  go  on  urging  that  we  help  Allies  at  once  with  planes 

munitions,  supplies,  money.     Nlneteen-to-two  vote  is  a  disgrace  to 

our  democracy.     You  are  on  right  end  of  it.     Keep  It  up.     Plenty 

of  Deonle  are  wlUi  you.  .  _     

*^*^  :     '  Elizabeth  and  MtiRRAT  Forbes. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  6,  1940. 

Hon.  Claude  Peppdi, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 

Press  your  campaign  to  send  every  plane,  tank,  and  gun  that 
can  be  availably  released  from  Army  and  Navy  supplies  for  Im- 
mediate shipment  to  Great  Britain  and  Prance.     Each  P  an*  now 
wm  be  worth  10  a  month  hence.     This  is  our  best  national  defense. 
John    A     Brough,    Ezra    P.    Prentice.    Margaret    M.    Burnet, 
Arthur  M   Mauder.  John  B.  Shaw.  WUllam  Pellet.  Fran- 
ces  Reiners,    Anna    M.    Peterson.    Ann    G.    Blum,   Ralph 
Abercrombie.  Thomas  E.  Stephens.  Barclay  G.  Johnson, 
Sue    L     Johnson,    Betty    Abercrombie.    Ella    P.    Brough, 
Charles  Farr.  Mrs.  Charles  Farr.  Sophia  A.  Mauder.  Carver 
W    Wolfe,   Frieda  B.   Hatch.   Rhea   A    Wolfe.   Mabel   O. 
Crawford.    Ell    EUls,   Ruth   M.   Crawford.   Samuel   Ellis, 
George  H.  Sibley.  Alice  S.  Doyle.  Alfred  J.  Doyle.  Henry 
I    Bernard.  Mary  Gaynor,  Thelma  Wolfe,  Maude  E.  Ten 
Eyck.    Lansing    V.    Ten    Eyck,    Mary    Culver.    Margaret 
Dunne,  E.  H.  Relmers. 

Jacksonville,  Fla.,  June  6,  1940. 

Senator  Claude  Pepper, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washinffton.  D.  C: 
You  are  most  assuredly  right.  If  we  expect  to  ,^elp  the  iUliea 
With  planes,  and  so  forth,  now  Is  the  time  to  do  it  otherwise  It 
Will  be  too  late.  And  I  am  voicing  the  sentiment  of  majority  of 
people  here.  Keep  up  your  courage  and  perseverance  and  I  feel 
ere  long  you  will  have  the  whole  country  with  you  and  whole- 
heartedly we  shaU  be  very  proud  that  it  was  Florida  s  Senator  who 
suggested  and  put  this  biU  through.    Best  regards,  and  aU  luck  to 

^°^'  Placidia  Edwards. 

Oklahoma  Citt.  Okla.,  June  6.  1940. 

Senator  Claude  Peppsk, 

Waahtngton.  D.  C: 
Never  oxUt.    1  and  many  others  think  you  are  wholly  right. 

^  Robert  J.  Scott. 

Seattle.    Wash..  June   6.   1940. 

Senator  Pepper  and  Commtitee  Members. 

Washington.  D.  C: 
-   Helping  the  Allies  Is  our  first  line  of  defense.  Our  best  protec- 
tion U  to  supply  them  at  once  with  aU  war  materl^  s'^G^r 

Grace  Grat. 


NssHviLLB,  Tekk.,  June  8, 1940. 
Senator  Pepper  of  Florida. 

Senate  Building.  Washington.  D.  C:  .„.*,,«„ 

I  am  sorry.  Senator,  you  are  not  working  with  men  of  the  Anorew 
Jackson  type.    It  is  hoped  by  many  you  keep  your  effort  up. 

M.  B.  Frost. 

Tacoma.  Wash.,  June  6,  1940. 

Bon.  Claude  Pefpes. 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Our  family  of  five  American-born  voters  heartily  approve  your 
nlan  to  help  the  Allies  at  once.    The  democracies  must  stand  united. 
•^  E.  A.  Noble 

(And  Family). 

lifiAMi.  Fla.,  June  6,  1940. 
Hon.  Claude  Pepper, 

United  States  Senator,  Washington.  D.  C: 
As  strong  antlnew  dealers,  permit  us  to  Join  a  stanch  new  dealer 
on  the  high  grounds  of  patriotic  duty  and  humanity  and  to  com- 
mend you  for  your  efforts  to  aid  the  Allies  by  every  means  short  of 
sending  men  abroad.  It  is  our  belief  that  Immediate  aid  Is  the  best 
possible  American  defense  and  that  your  proposal  meets  with  over- 
whelming popular  approval. 

Lewis  James  and  Marshall  O.  Twymak . 

San  Antonio.  Tex..  June  6. 1940. 

Senator  Claxtoe  Pepper, 

United  States  Senate  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Sincerely  hope  you  will  succeed  in  aiding  Allies  with  planes  and 
guns  thereby  aiding  cur  country.  I  wish  to  God  that  some  of  your 
colleagues  had  been  with  myself  and  others  overseas  in  the  last  war. 
If  they  had.  I  am  sure  they  would  be  assisting  you  today,  instead 
of  Joining  the  Lindbergh  type  of  "fifth  column." 

V.  D.  Ackxrmah. 

Knoxville,  Tenn.,  June  6,  1940. 

Senator  Pepper, 

Foreign  Relations  Committee.  Washington,  D.  C: 
You  are  right  The  people  of  the  United  States  are  overwhelm- 
ingly in  favor  of  your  plan. to  let  the  Allies  have  every  article  of 
military  equipment  we  do  not  actually  need,  and  at  once.  They 
are  fighting  our  fight,  and  the  least  we  can  do  Is  furnish  material 
and  forget  the  cost.  ^ 

*  W.  C.   GILLHAM. 

San  ANTomo.  Tex.,  June  6,  1940. 

Senator  Claude  Pepphi, 

Senate   Office  Building,   Washington,  D.  C:  ^^ 

Congratulations    on    your    stand.      Please    send    me    administra- 
tion's idea  on  national  defense  for  congressional  platform.     Please 

rush.    Regards.  

FE.UJCES  Haskell  Edmonson. 

Dallas.  Tex.,  JuTie  6,  1940. 

Senator  Claude  Pepper. 

Senator  from  Florida.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Thousands    of    us    thoroughly    endorse    your    proposal    to    seU 
surplus  war  materials  to  AUies.     Am  wiring  Shepparo  and   Con- 

NALLT  and  am  writing  you.  „    „    ^.  t^ 

G.  G.  McDonald. 

YoUNCSTOWN,  Ohio,  June  6,  1940. 

Hon.  Claude  Pepper, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Americans  demand  that  Senate  committee  reconsider  and  pass 

your  resolution.  ^,  „ 

'  Nellie  Stratton. 


RiDGEFiELD,  CoNN..  June  5.  1940. 

Senator  Pepper,  .  ,     ^        ^   „ 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C: 
If  we  do  not  help  Great  Britain  and  France  fight  now  we  wlU 
have  to  fiaht  by  ourselves  alone  later  with  the  odds  against  us. 

i«   -e  J  ESTKLLE  HOSMEK. 

Los  Angeles,  Calif,  June  5.  1940. 

Senator  Claude  Peppi«. 

Washington,  DC:  .    .  ^      ,«« 

Disoatch  by  air  2,000  our  planes  today.    Allied  ei-pert  states  500 

more  beaU  Hitler.    Dedicate  gift  to  brave  Allies  saving  our  sacred 

*^**"-  Archie  H.  Ttrrell. 

Los  Angeles,  Calit.,  June  S.  1940. 

Senator  Pepper, 

Washington.  D.  C:  ^      ^         , 

Since  we  cannot  supply  present  Allied  air  needs  strongly  urge 
immediate  sending  to  Prance  our  Army  airplanes  and  make  re- 
placements later.     WUl  eventuaUy  prove  cheaper  for  us  In  Uves 

and  money.  „ 

Lucille  and  Theodore  Schskfp. 
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Los  Amcei.es,  Caist.,  June  5.  1940. 

Senator  Clacoe  PErrm, 

Washington,  D.   C: 
Make  German   rats  crawl— €end   2.000  our  planea   by   air   now. 
Dedicate  gUt  to  dead  AUlea.    What  In  h Is  money  with  billions 

buried.  .^ 

Fred  Stever. 

Denver,  Colo.,  June  5,  1940. 

Ron.  CiAXTOt  Prprfu, 

United  State?  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C: 
Strongly  endorse  every  move  you  are  making  to  help  Allies. 

Bentley  M.  McMullxn. 

Plainttelo.  N.  J.,  June  5,  1940. 
Hon.  Claude  Peffui, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Keep  up  your  ftght  for  immediate  aid  to  Allies.     A  great  many 
Plamflelders  have   already  expressed  their  approval. 

Jean   Jeffeht. 

J.   R.  Fleischman. 

AuBUHNDALx.  Pla.,  June  5.  1940. 
Claude  Petpe*, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C: 
You  will  earn  for  yourself  the  grateful  thanks  of  millions  of 
your  fellow  countrymen  and  liberty -loving  people  throughout  the 
world  if  you  will  immediately  Introduce  a  resolution  in  the  Senate 
calling  for  prompt  and  unlimited  aid  to  the  Allies  In  the  way  of 
tbouaands  of  planes,  tatiks.  guns,  anununltlon.  and  funds,  and  the 
promlM  of  a  limitless  continuing  supply.  It  will  be  a  cheap 
price  to  pay  that  civilization  with  the  splendid  values  built  up 
over  the  centuries  might  be  preserved.  Introduce  that  resolution 
and  you  and  your  stout-hearted  colleagues  aided  by  the  organ- 
ized public  spirit  of  all  America  can  force  Its  prompt  passage. 
Do  It  now.  today,  and  you  can  Immediately  send  a  ringing  message 
to  that  soulless,  merciless,  Oodleiis  madman  who  seeks  to  impose 
his  Inhumane  rule  upon  the  .world  that  a  united  "America  will 
no  longer  stand  Idly  by  permitting  him  to  continue  his  fiendish 
slaughter  of  innocent  men  and  women  and  children.  To  mobilize 
public  opinion  without  one  moment's  delay  suggest  you  request 
the  President  to  appoint  at  once  Committee  of  Public  Information 
with  Col.  Prank  Knox  as  chairman  assisted  by  Walter  Llppmann 
and  Henry  Luce.  These  appointments  of  three  eminent  publicists, 
students  of  history  and  loyal,  courageous  Americans,  will  win 
instant  and  Nation-wide  approval.  They  can  and  will  immediately 
enlist  the  support  of  the  entire  American  press  and  so  Insistent 
will  be  the  demand  for  action  that  a  few  willful  politically  minded 
pseudostatesmen  In  your  midst  will  not  even  attempt  to  resist 
the  tide.  The  time  for  debate  ts  past.  The  time  for  action  is 
now. 


Sincerely  and  confidently  yours. 


Alan  Freeman. 


Larchmont,  N.  Y..  June  5.  1940. 
Senator  Claude  Pepper, 

Washington.  D.C.: 
We   highly   commend   your   stand   on   Immediate   aid   to   Allies 
and  urge  continue  your  good  work  with  all  energy. 

Marian  and  Otto  Richter. 

Newbern,  N.  C.  June  5,  lif40. 
Hon.  Claxtde  Pepper, 

United  States  Senate.  Washin<rton.  D.  C: 
Congrattilations  on  your  stand  for  Allied  aid.     Please  tell  Sena- 
tor Bailet   and   Representative   B.^EIHrN    that   many  North   Caro- 
linians agree  with  you.     Immediate  aid  Is  necessary. 

Louise  Bell. 

New  York,  N.  Y..  June  5,  1940. 
Hon.  Clauds  Pxpra, 

Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  United  States  Senate. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Urge  Immediate  material  aid  to  Allies,  including  release  of  all 
tslstlng  airplanes  our  armed  forces  can  spare  without  endanger- 
ing otir  immediate  needs  for  defense. 

Milton  Zucker. 

New  York,  N.  Y..  June  5,  1940. 
Hon.  Claui«  Peppkb. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Keep  up  the  good  work.     We  are  with  you.     Have  telegraphed 
our  Senators  and  Con^iressman  to  support  your  views. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  N.  Mac  D  Whjjer. 

Goshen.  N.  Y. 

HoLLis.  N.  Y..  June  5.  1940. 
Senator  Pepper. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Keep   up   the   good  work.     God  save  America.    Planes   for   the 
Allies. 

Rogers. 


Ntw  York,  N.  Y.,  June  5.  1940. 
Senator  Pepper, 

Washington,  DC: 
Urge  you  keep  trying  put  over  Immediate  aid  to  Allies.     Why  not 
use  William  Allen  White's  million  names  for  support.     Feel  Senate 
reaction  purely  political,  think  It  outrageous  when  issue  is  matter 
of  life  and  death  for  so  many  Innocent  people. 

B.  F.  MacDonald. 

.  Deal.  N.  J.,  June  5.  1940. 

Senator  Pepper. 

Foreign  Relations  Committee.  Washington,  D.  C: 
In  hearty  accord  with  your  efforts  to  aid  Allies  at  once.    Am  sure 
continued  efforts  will  be  succestful. 

Anna  and  Frank  Greenwald. 

New  Haven,  Conn..  June  5.  1940. 
Senator  Claude  Pepper, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Admire  and  firmly  approve  your  far-sighted  resolution. 

O.  J.  CONKLINO. 

New  York.  N.  Y..  June  6.  1940. 
Senator  Claude  Pepper. 

Washington.  D.  C: 
Congratulations  en  your  strenuous  efforts  to  get  immediate  aid  to 
Allies.    Wholeheartedly  behind  you. 

George  O.  Baer. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  5.  1940. 
Claude  Pepper, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Send  planes  to  Allies  Immed'ately  before  It  Is  too  late.     Stop  ex- 
ports to  Japan.  Russia,  and  Italy. 

,  R.  French. 

St.  Lotns,  Mo..  June  5,  1940. 
Senator  Claude  Pepper, 

Florida  Senator,  Washington.  D.  C: 
Congratulations  your  fight  to  help  the  Allies  with  war  supplies. 
Hitler  must  be  defeated  to  protect  our  freedom. 

ISABEI.  S.   JeNKIN. 

Kansas  Cmr,  Mo.,  June  S.  1940. 
Senator  CLAtJDE  Pepper, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Thanks  for  your  stand  on  aiding  the  Allies.    I  urge  Congress  to  act 
for  immediate  and  effective  aid  to  the  Allies.     For  their  sake  and 
ours. 

Mrs.  Gloria  Boehr. 

Orlando,  Fla..  June  5,  1940. 
Senator  Claude  Pepper, 

Washington.  DC: 
Heartily  endorse  complete,  aid  to  Allies  every  way  except  man- 
power. 

Dr.  and  Mrs.  Louis  Orr.  Dr.  and  Mrs.  Palmer  Kvmdert,  Dr. 
and  Mrs.  Aubrey  Stabler.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  William  Roumil- 
lat.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Elmer  Neff,  Luelma  and  Florence  Neff, 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Whidden,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  George.  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Alfred  Goodwin. 

AsHEvn.i.E,  N.  C,  June  S,  1940. 
Senator  Claxtde  Pepper. 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Local  sentiment  favors  your  efforts  to  furnish  Allies  additional 
arms. 

T.  M.  Israel. 

New  York.  N.  Y.,  June  S,  1940. 
Hon.  Claude  Pepper. 

The  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C: 
As   a   constituent.   I   appeal   to   you   to  use   all    your   Influence 
toward  the  repeal  of  the  Neutrality  Act  and  toward  giving  to  the 
Allies  all  moral  and  material  aid  in  our  power. 

Elsanor  Scorr  Tsw. 

New  York,  N.  Y..  June  5.  1940. 
Senator  Clactje  Denson  Pepper. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington.  D.  C: 
Urge   ConfH'ess   Immediate   declaration   supporting   Allies   Imme- 
diately sending  planes,  ammunitions. 

Mrs.  George  F.  Dittmann.  Arizona;  Mrs.  G.  Thompson  Seton. 
Connecticut;  Mrs.  Gilmore  G.  Scranton,  Michigan;  Mrs. 
Ruth  Kinsey  Schmuck,  New  York;  Mrs.  Allan  B. 
Thrasher.  Ohio. 

„       ^      „  Stbacuse,  N.  Y..  June  6.  1940. 

Senator  Pepper. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
America    may    yet    ask    (why)    of    the    cowardly    20    whose    ob- 
structionist   attitude    might    mean   the   loss   of   all    It    holds   dear 
Thousands  are  beginning  to  think.     Stick  to  it.  Senator  Pepper. 

Ruth  L.  Rud. 
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Eldorado.  Ark..  June  5,  1940. 
Senator  Clauds  Pepper. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
You  are  receiving  a  splendid  press  !n  Arkansas.  Maybe  It  would 
be  well  to  coast  for  a  while  and  be  sure  about  public  reaction.  I 
tntnk  you  are  right  In  a  big  way.  and  everything  working  in  your 
favor,  but  there  is  no  need  in  getting  out  on  too  long  a  limb  now. 
Have  been  awfully  busy  past  10  days  on  sale  mentioned  In  my 

letter.  ^ 

Donald  Trumbo. 

Elmira,  N.  Y..  June  5.  1940. 
Senator  Pepper, 

Washington,  D.  C:  

Please  don't  give  up  your  noble  fight  to  send  everything  powible 

to  the  Allies  now.    God  bleas  you.  __ 

Joseph  Bercer. 

Chicaoo,  III..  June  e,  1940. 

Senator  Pkppcr.  _    ^ 

Senate  Office  Buildtng.  Washington,  D.  C: 
We  wholeheartedly  support  your  efforts  to  get  our  Army  planes 
to  Allies  instantly.    Have  wired  our  Senator  Lttcas. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Oeorcx  Nat. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Senator  Clauds  Pepper, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington.  D.  C:  ,       _  , 

Report  from  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  simply  awful 

and  disgraceful.     Can  nothing  else  be  done  to  bring  them  to  their 

aenses  and  gravity  of  situation  and  their  re^KjnslbUlty  to  their 

country  and  dvUlaatlon? 

JxTuxL  Morris. 

Watsonvillb,  CALir.,  June  6.  1940. 

Senator  Pepper. 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C: 
We  as  American  citizens  and  taxpayers  urge  you  to  press  forward 
immediately  yoxir  resolution  to  aid  the  Allies  materially. 
^^  ■'  '  Dana  M.  Townsend 

I  (and  family) . 

Pasadena,  Calit.,  JuTie  5,  1940. 

Senator  Pepper, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C: 
We  are  with  you  and  Walter  Uppmann.     Send  planes  to  Alllea 
now     The  committee's  decision  is  a  disgrace  to  America. 
uvw.     •       v~.  M.  D.  Lane 

j  (and  others) . 

'  Summit.  III.,  June  S,  1940. 

Senator  Pepper, 

As  a  hunmne  'measiM'e  and  in  self-defense  we  hope  that  aD  pos- 
sible aid  will  be  given  the  Allies. 

■*  "  *  Dr.  and  Mrs.  Paul  Ritsh. 

Dr.  and  Mrs.  F.  L.  Mann. 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Harrt  Stone. 

Lob  Anoelbs,  Calif.,  June  S,  1940. 

Hon.  Senator  Clauds  Peppes, 

Washinffton.  D.  C: 
Bv  aU  means  your  resolution  to  help  Allies  should  be  passed. 
I  r^ard  our  faUure  to  do  so  wotild  be  calamity  and  something 
short  of  Ueason.  ^^^^^  ^  maogioh. 

AsHZViLLK,  N.  C,  June  5,  1940. 

Senator  Claude  Pepper. 

Senate  OMce  Building.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Strongly  behind  yovu-  efforts  to  send  Government-owned  arms  to 
Allies.    Please  push  measure.  ^  ^  ^^^^ 

Houston.  Tex.,  June  6,  1940. 

^United  States  Senate.  Senate  Office  Building.  Washington.  D.  C: 
We  the  tmderslgned  voters  of  Harris  County,  Tex.,  and  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  advocate  all  the  material  aid  In  planes,  guns, 
and  equipment  for  the  An^o-Prench  aUiance.  We  also  advocate 
authority  for  the  President  to  call  out  the  National  Guard  and 
Oreanlzed  Reserves  if  he  deems  It  necessary.  .    .    ^  .„ 

C  J  Ritchie,  Jr..  S.  L.  Austin,  W.  J.  Shawell.  Jack  Bowman, 
Clifton  Byrd,  Kmmett  A.  Shepherd,  Rose  Janacek,  Jos. 
H.  Chew.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  W.  O.  Wilkerson,  J.  D.  Norman. 
J.  A.  McDonald.  Lamar  Noe.  W.  G.  McEnlry. 

I  Si.  Louis,  Mo.,  June  6,  19i0. 

Senator  Pepper. 

Heartily  approve  your  fight  ship  planes  and  munitions  to  Allies. 
Keep  on  trying.  ^^^  ^^  ^^^ 


Arlincton,  Va.,  June  5,  1940. 
Senator  Claude  Peppir, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Support  strongly  your  resolution  empowering  President  to  sell 
Government-owned  airplanes  and  ammunition  to  Allies. 

ffTTnagn   TUtRETT. 

Dedham,  Mass.,  June  5,  1940. 
Senator  Pepper, 

Senate  Chamber.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Sir:  Do  not  be  discouraged  by  blindness  and  thoughtltssneas 
about  you.  Time  will  Justify  you  and  posterity  will  hold  you  up 
as  a  great  American  patriot.  America  and  democracy  are  one  and 
ln.<wparable  and  their  first  defenses  lie  on  the  river  Somme.  May 
God  prosper  you. 

Respectfully.  

HENRT  D.  SEDCWTCaC. 

Huntinoton.  N.  Y.,  June  5.  1940. 

Senator  Pefter.  Washington,  D.  C: 

Ninety  percent  of  the  people  are  back  of  you;  fight  on;  send  all 

help  to  AlUes. 

Margaret  Jevohs. 

MOMTCLAIR.  N.  J..  June  5,  1940. 

Senator  Claude  Pepper. 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Congress  fiddles  whUe  Rome  burns.     Oxir  Army  planes  should  be 
flying  to  France  right  now.    Can  we  do  anything  to  help? 

AOEUUDE     CONTNCTOH. 

^  Hugh  R.  Contncton. 

John  Contnoton. 

Atlanta,  Ga.,  June  5,  1940. 

Senator  ClAude  Pepper, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C:  ^.  ^  ,     * 

I  feel  strongly  the  wisdom  and  Justice  of  sending  Immediately  to 

aid  France  and  Britain  not  less  than  2,000  warplanes  and  Army  and 

Navy  pilots  sufficient  to  fiy  them  Into  action.     Any  present  danger 

to  us  In  this  hemisphere  is  nothing  to  the  future  danger  if  Germany 

Is  victor.  _  ^  ,.w  

Bessie  BIempton  Crowell. 

Ashevillb.  N.  C,  June  5.  1940. 
Senator  Claude  Pepper, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Many  people  here  strongly  favor  your  efforts  to  furnish  Govern- 
ment-owned supplies  to  allied  forces. 

Anthont  Lobs. 


Tuckahos,  N.  T.,  June  5,  1940, 


Senator  Pepper, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Favor  sending  all  possible  aid  to  Allies. 


John  S.  Nucemt. 


West  Los  Angeles,  Calxt.,  June  S,  1940. 
Senator  Pepper, 

Washington. D.C.:  _      .        .-  . 

I  hope  you  will  keep  on  and  finally  win  over  the  Foreign  Affairs 

Committee.  .-      —   .    .~  _ 

Mrs.  T.  A.  Getssmaw. 

006HKM.  N.  T.,  June  S,  1940. 

Hon.  Clauds  Pepper, 

UniUd  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C: 
For  God's  and  this  country's  sake  hammer  away  on  your  feuow 
Senators  and  the  Representatives  In  Congress  untU  they  see  the 
need  of  Immediately  sending  the  Allies  all  equipment  we  have.  I 
am  planning  to  send  out  thousands  of  reprints  of  Dorothy  Thomp- 
son's open  letter  to  Congress.  ,  ^   ^ 

*^  Joseph  S.  Coates. 

Los  Anoeles,  Calif.,  June  5,  1940. 
Senator  Claude  E.  Pepper,  _. 

Washington,  D.  C:  _,,«.,        „  ♦^ 

I  again  earnestly  urge  that  our  Government  Immediately  sell  to 

the  iUlles  as  much  ammunition,  planes,  and  other  implements  of 

war  that  we  can  possibly  spare  without  seriously  weakening  our 

own  defense.    This  Is  urged  prlmarUy  In  our  own  interest. 

LOXnSE   I.   ROESSLEB. 

New  York,  N.  Y..  June  5, 1940. 

Senator  C.  Peppes. 
Washington,  D.  C: 
Your  sentiments  as  expressed  before  officials  coincide  with  mil- 
lions including  veterans.    Keep  up  the  fight  for  immediate  Allied 

aid. 

Q.  B.  Bbtam,  Veteran, 
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FAnrncLO.  CotfM.,  June  5,  1940. 
Senator  Piprm  of  Florid*. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
HMTtily   endorse   sending   AUles   planes   and   all    help   possible. 
Immediately. 

I.  M.  Bradin. 
P.  H.  Bradin. 
A.  S.  Roberts. 

8alt  Laki  Cmr,  Utah.  June  5,  1940. 
Senator  Claitdk  Pifpcr. 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Continue  efforU  to  send  help  to  Allies. 

Dr.  C.  M.  OOTTLZT. 

Brookltw,  N.  Y..  June  5.  1940. 
Senator    Pepptb, 

Washington.   D.   C: 
Congratulations  on  your  uphill  fight.    I  hope  you  will  win. 

Hemrt  M.  Peinblatt, 

Lieutenant,  A.  E.  F. 

Chicago.  Iix..  June  6.  1940. 
Senator    Prppta. 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senatob:  Your  remarks  In  the  Dally  News  that  no  protest 
against  releasing  the  meager  military  equipment  needed  for  na- 
tional defense  have  been  received  Is  In  error,  for  I  do  so  protest. 
Why  not  use  such  equipment  for  training  our  own  armed  forces 
•nd  when  repaired  then  we  need  not  worry  about  Europe's  old 
quarrels. 

J.  E.  DXCKERT. 

Charlotts.  N.  C.  June  5,  1940. 
Senator  Pima: 

Your  attention  called  to  Tom  Glasgow  letter.  Charlotte  Observer. 
June  6.  Urge  call  to  attention  others  of  Congress  and  continue 
yovir  efforts  in  that  direction. 

P.  R.  McCain. 

Nrw  Yo»K.  N.  Y..  June  6.  1940. 
Senator  Prpfe*. 

Wa^ington.  D.  C: 
As  an  American  citizen  I  applaud  your  efforts  for  helping  Allies  as 
best  means  of  providing  American  defense.  Why  don't  you  Intro- 
duce bill  permitting  sale  of  excess  Army.  Navy  airplanes  and  any- 
thing else  Allies  need.  Including  bomb  siight.  in  exchange  for  agree- 
ment of  Allies  to  make  available  to  our  Army  and  Navy  the  benefit 
of  their  experience  and  any  Improvement  or  patents  which  they 
moy  have?  It  Is  idle  to  think  that  with  the  rapid  development  of 
the  science  of  war  any  invention  or  secrets  which  we  may  have 
developed  prior  to  the  war  will  still  have  a  value  after  the  war. 

Geo.  Sharp. 

Berkzlst,  Calit..  June  6.  1940. 
Senator  Clattok  Puprr. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Appreciate  your  effort  to  aid  the  Alliea.     An  allied  Tlctory  is  our 
bcM  defense. 

J.  N.  and  L.  B.  BRmcziCAif. 

St.  PrrcaaatrRa.  Fla.,  June  6.  1^40. 
Senator  Clavdb  Prftui. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Heartily  indorse  your  stand  on  shipping  planes  and  materlalf  to 
AUles  Immediately.  Feel  strongly  that  this  should  be  coupled  with 
Immediate  declaratlos  of  state  of  national  emergency,  with  resulting 
full  speed  ahead  on  adequate  defense  of  this  country  we  love  and 
want  to  prrsrrve  Let's  stop  burying  otir  American  heads  In  the 
Otembrriain  quicksands,  face  facta,  and  meet  action  with  stronger 
action  before  it  la  entirely  too  lata. 

Dr.  AaMOie  AwMaaon. 
I  WAt.RII  C.  WicKn, 

..^  Ut AMt,  FLA..  Juns  t.  1940. 

CtAmm  TwFwtm, 
Vniied  tfUt  Mtnator.  Wa»Hlngton.  D.  C; 
ConKraiulsttons  on  your  sund    Can't  you  get  th«  rtat  of  the  com- 
mittee to  inform  thrmseivrs  about  Hitler's  plans.    Tbey  evidently 
do  not  understand  the  situation. 

■.  B.   HtJMPNBST, 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  those  telegrams  simply  In- 
dicate the  vigor  of  the  feeling  of  the  poople.  I  do  net  sub- 
scribe, of  course,  to  any  statement  ascribing  un-American 
sentiments  or  action  to  Senators  who  differ  from  me — far 
from  it — but  I  do  read  those  telegrams  as  actual  expressions 
of  public  opinion.  I  say  to  the  Senate  that  the  country  is  agi- 
tated over  this  subject,  and  it  will  be  but  a  little  while,  in  my 
opinion,  until  the  volume  of  advice  to  that  effect  will  leave  no 
Senator  in  any  possible  doubt  about  that  question. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 


ytc.  LDNDEEN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  merely  want  to  state,  as  a  sort  of  supple- 
ment to  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from  Florida, 
that  I  have  received  a  large  number  of  telegrams  from  various 
parts  of  the  United  States,  including  perhaps  10  or  15  or  20 
from  my  own  State,  along  the  line  of  the  telegrams  which 
the  Senator  from  Florida  has  called  to'  the  attention  of  the 
Senate.  I  agree  with  him  that  the  country  is  greatly  aroused 
over  the  situation  in  Europe,  and  there  is  a  very  profound 
feeling  that  Great  Britain  and  France  are  fighting  not  only 
the  cause  of  civilization  but  the  cause  of  this  Republic. 

I  shall  not  ask  to  have  the  numerous  telegrams  I  have 
received  inserted  in  the  Record;  but  I  desire  the  Record  to 
indicate  that  I  have  received  a  large  number  of  telegrams 
along  the  line  of  those  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

AMOUNT    AND    VALtJE    OF    GOODS    PRODUCED    IN    STATE    AND    FEDERAL 

PRISONS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  McKellar  In  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives to  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  59)  authorizing 
the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  to  collect  information  as  to 
amount  and  value  of  all  goods  produced  in  State  and  Federal 
prisons,  which  was,  in  line  7.  to  strike  out  "amoimt"  and 
insert  "character,  kind,  type,  amount,". 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in 
the  amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE    FROM    THE    HOUSE — ENROLLED    BILLS    AND    JOINT    RESO- 

TIONS  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  aflSxed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled 
bills  and  joint  resolution,  and  they  were  signed  by  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore: 

S.  3828.  An  act  to  amend  section  107  of  the  Judicial  Code, 
as  amended,  to  eliminate  the  requirement  that  suitable  ac- 
commodations for  holding  the  court  at  Winchester,  Tenn.,  be 
provided  by  the  local  authorities; 

H.  R.  5584.  An  act  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone  Code; 

H.  R.  7019.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  providing 
punishment  for  the  killing  or  assaulting  of  Federal  officers ; 

H.  R.  8429.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  MaJ.  L.  P.  Worrall,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9700.  An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.J.  Res.  367.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  Secretaries 
of  War  and  of  the  Navy  to  assist  the  governments  of  Ameri- 
can republics  to  increase  their  military  and  naval  establish- 
ments, and  for  other  purposes. 

AMENDMENT  TO  FSOBRAL  AID  ACT — AUTHORZZATXOlf  TO  COMMITTXS 
TO  REPORT  DUKINO  RCCZSS 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  the  House  has  passed 
House  bill  9575,  to  amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act,  approved 
July  11,  1010.  as  amended  and  supplemented,  and  for  other 
purposes.  The  Senate  Committee  on  Pott  Offices  and  Post 
Roads  proposes  to  meet  tomorrow  to  consider  the  bill.  In 
the  event  the  committee  should  decide  to  report  the  bill, 
I  Mk  UMnimouf  consent  thAt  the  committee  may  be  au- 
thorized to  report  the  bill  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McNARY,  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
eommlttec  reporting  the  Mil,  and  the  bill  being  placed  on 
the  calendar. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    That  U  all  I  desire. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  It  li  so  ordered. 

UNITED  STATES  DE  SOTO  EXPOSITION  COMlCZMIOir 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  House  bill  9751.  It  Is  a  sort 
of  emergency  matter  which  we  should  like  to  pass  this 
evening. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  title 
of  the  bill  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  9751)  for  the  creation  of 
the  United  States  De  Soto  Exposition  Commission,  to  provide 


for  the  commemoration  of  the  four  hundredth  anniversary 
of  the  discovery  of  the  Mississippi  River  by  Hernando  De 
Soto,  the  commemoration  of  De  Soto's  visit  to  the  Chickasaw 
Tenltory  in  northern  Mississippi,  and  other  points  covered  by 
his  expedition,  and  the  two  hundred  and  fifth  anniversary 
of  the  Battle  of  Ackla.  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  for  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  KING.     How  much  will  it  cost? 

Mr.  BILBO.    Nothing. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  the  library  with  amendments. 

The  amendments  were,  in  section  3,  page  3,  after  line  23, 
to  insert  an  additional  paragraph,  to  he.  lettered  "(b),"  and 
to  reletter  the  succeeding  paragraphs,  so  as  to  make  the 
section  read: 

Ssc.  3.  (a)  The  CommlHlon  is  authorised  to  utilize  voluntary 
and  uncompensated  eu'iiCM  and  to  receive  funds  from  any  State, 
municipal,  or  private  source  for  the  purposes  of  this  act.  Any  such 
funds  received  by  the  Ckjmmlssion  shall  be  deposited  with  the 
United  States  Treasury  and  shall  be  kept  In  a  separate  account. 
Such  funds,  as  well  as  any  funds  appropriated  for  the  puposes  of 
this  act,  BhaU  be  disbursed  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Commission  or  by  such  person  as  he  shall  designate. 

(b)  Any  expoeltlon  or  celebration  to  be  held  pursuant  to  this 
act  may,  if  deemed  advisable  by  the  CJommlsslon  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  take  the  form  of  a  conservation  exp>oslUon  for  the 
purpose  of  dramatizing  all  conservation  activities  of  the  Federal 
and  State  governments  and,  for  the  purposes  of  this  subsection, 
expositions  may  be  held  at  such  places  In  the  Mississippi  Valley 
as  the  said  Commission  shaU  determine. 

(c)  The  heads  of  the  departments  and  establishments  of  the 
Government  are  authorized  to  detail  personnel  to  assist  the  Com- 
mission and  to  cooperate  with  the  Commission  in  the  procurement. 
Installation,  and  display  of  exhibits;  to  lend  to  the  Commisbion 
for  exhibit  purpoeea  such  articles,  documents,  specimens,  or  other 
exhibit  materials  in  the  poesession  of  the  Government. 

(d)  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  enter  Into  contracts  with 
private  publishers  for  such  printing  and  binding  as  may  be  deemed 
advisable  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act.  The  Com- 
mission is  authorized  to  purchase  without  competitive  bidding 
In  quantities  not  to  exceed  $100  In  cost. 

(e)  The  Commission  Is  axrthorlzed  to  employ,  without  regard 
to  clvll-servlce  laws  and  the  Classification  Act.  such  persons  as  may 
be  deemed  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the 
WU  to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  blU  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ORDER   rOB   RECESS  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
tc  me  to  make  a  request. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    CerUlnly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  concludes  its  buslneas  today,  It  stand  In  recess  until 
la  o'clock  noon  on  Monday  next. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  bears  none,  and  it  U  ao  ordered. 

AMCaiCAir  OCCUrATXOIf  or  ORBXHLAIfD  Airs  ICILAMS 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  Preddent,  for  fome  time  past  I  have 
iousht  to  call  the  attention  of  this  great  body  to  the  baaei 
along  our  Atlantic  coaat  which  ought  to  be  in  the  poaaet- 
slon  of  the  United  States.  Of  course,  we  abould  seek  these 
baaea  through  negotiation  with  the  powers  that  bold  them, 
UDicvta  un  arrrca  BiiToaxAta 

When  I  flrat  propoeed  thia  courie  concerning  Greenland, 
Iceland,  Bermuda,  and  the  West  Indies — both  French  and 
British,  Danish  and  Dutch  posaeaslona— I  was  the  subjecl 
of  much  ridicule.  Many  bitter  editorials  were  written  which 
I  could  recotmt  and  place  In  the  Rbcord;  but  the  very  news- 
papers and  columnists  that  were  then  ridiculing  me  have 
apparently  seen  the  light  since  that  day,  and  are  now  writing 
In  the  reverse.    I  am  glad  to  note  that  fact. 

At  this  point,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  various  articles 
to  which  I  am  about  to  refer,  and  other  data  and  informa- 
tion be  inserted  in  the  Reccmu).  I  make  that  general  request 
at  this  time  so  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  make  it  spe- 
cifically in  connection  with  each  article^ 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  arti- 
cles and  data  will  be  Inserted  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    The  first  article  to  which  I  wish  to  refer 

is  by  Raymond  Clapper.    It  is  headed,  "United  SUtes  may 

be  forced  to  occupy  s(Hne  foreign-held  islands,"  and  Mr. 

Clapper  goes  so  far  as  to  say: 

The  plain  blunt  fact  is  we  may  have  to  be  using  American 
troops  In  the  Western  Hemisphere  for  protective  occupation. 

AKDBkW  JACKSON  SAID  "SSIZS" 

This  writer  is  not  the  only  one  who  now  writes  about  these 
Islands  and  who  goes  a  little  beyond  the  position  I  took. 
When  I  mentioned  seizure  some  tine  ago,  I  was  merely  quot- 
ing Andrew  Jackson,  the  great  Democrat,  who  threatened 
the  French  Government  with  seizure  of  the  French  islands 
unless  the  French  debt  was  paid. 

The  article  in  pcu-t  is  as  follows: 

CLAPPEB  SATS  UMIXXD  STATES  MAT  BE  FORCED  TO  OCCT7PT  SOME  VOREIOM- 

HBLD  ISLANDS 

(By  Raymond  Clapper) 

Washington. — ^The  plain  blunt  fact  Is  we  may  have  to  be  using 
American  troops  In  the  Western  Hemisphere  for  protective  occupa- 
tion. 

Abrupt  changes  have  taken  place  and  old  patterns  of  thinking 
and  old  attitudes  have  been  outmoded.  Conditions  we  could  once 
view  with  tolerance  become,  in  the  new  times,  dangerous  to  the 
security  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

This  isn't  a  matter  of  hysteria  here  but  Is  based  upon  cold  cal- 
culation, upon  recognition  of  the  sharply  altered  face  of  affairs. 

We  might  be  compelled,  upon  short  notice,  to  occupy  some  of 
these  Western  Hemisphere  Islands  and  mainland  possessions  of 
the  European  powers. 

In  event  of  an  Allied  defeat,  we  would  have  to  be  ready  to  occupy 
them  promptly,  because  we  will  not  permit  any  foreign  aggressor 
power  to  acquire  title  to  them. 

Events  have  changed  the  sltuatlop  not  only  In  Europe  but  In  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  What  once  was  of  no  concern  to  us  Is  now 
a  matter  of  defense  of  this  hemisphere. 

AMERICAN    OCCUPATION   OF   ISLANDS   IMPXIUTIVS 

Mr.  President,  American  occupation  of  Greenland  and 
Iceland  is  imperative.  I  desire  to  deal  particularly  today  with 
these  two  great  islands. 

The  Washington  Daily  News  contains  an  account  of  the 
occupation  of  Iceland,  a  Danish  possession,  by  British  mili- 
tary forces,  after  the  German  occupation  o-  Denmark. 

Mr.  President,  a  photograph  before  me  shows  the  arrest 
of  Dr.  Gerlach,  German  consul  general  in  Iceland,  by  Brit- 
ish troops.  Sometime  before  that  Great  Britain  occupied 
the  Danish  Faroe  Islands  by  military  force,  not  far  from  the 
British  Shetland  Islands,  and  near  Iceland. 

BOrriSH   STEPS  TO   NOKTH    AMXBICA 

The  British  ocean  steps  to  North  America  now  are  Scotland, 
the  Orkneys,  the  Shetlands,  the  Faroes,  Iceland;  the  next  step 
Is  Greenland;  then  Canada.  The  only  step  missing  under 
the  control  of  Great  Britain  Is  Greenland.  Otherwise  the 
British  Empire  has  a  complete  chain  of  stepe  from  Europe  to 
North  America.  None  of  these  steps  measures  much  more 
than  two  or  three  bimdred  milee.  Why  are  the  British 
occupying  Iceland?  It  is  an  American  Island  belonging  to 
tbe  Weetera  Hemisphere,  and  It  ought  to  be  under  our  flag. 
wuMm  mwn  istAifo  SAeas 

At  thli  point  in  my  remark!  X  refer  to  the  Waihlniton  Dtitr 
News  apaln.  an  article  entitled  "Foil  Showa  United  SUtea 
Favors  Flanes  Over  Battleahipa." 

Planes  need  bases  for  defenae  and  baaee  for  attack.  With- 
out bases  no  ocean  fleet  or  air  fleet  can  attack  tbe  United 
States.  Any  enemy  would  have  to  have  baeea  to  tbe  Western 
American  Hemisphere.  If  we  poasess  these  baeea,  tbej  can- 
not attack.  If  we  acquire  all  these  poasewlons  and  establlib 
naval  and  plane  bases,  we  will  be  safe  and  secure  from 
invasion. 

At  this  point  I  should  like  to  have  the  article  to  which  I 
have  referred  printed  in  the  Record. 

POLL  SHOWS  TTNTTCD  STATES  FAVOES  PLANES  OVBE  BATTLESHIPS 

That  the  American  public  heavUy  favors  the  view  that  war- 
planes  are  a  stronger  weapon  than  battleships,  and  accordingly 
should  be  concentrated  upon  in  the  national-defense  program, 
has  been  demonstrated  by  the  American  Porum  poU  on  the  ques- 
tion. Are  warpianes  stronger  than  battleships? 
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Senator  Robcrt  R.  RrrwoLO*  (D..  N.  C.) ,  who  argued  that  stress 
ffhould  be  placed  upon  planes,  not  battleships,  received  77  8  per- 
cent of  aU  votes  cast  Senator  David  I.  Walsh  (D.,  Umu),  who 
■aid  the  emphasis  should  continue  to  be  placed  upon  battleshlpa. 
received  15  5  percent  of  the  vote*. 

Since  each  of  the  debaters  admitted  that  both  planes  atul  ships 
were  necessary  for  adequate  defenae.  6.7  percent  of  the  voters  took 
no  sides,  and  said  that  both  were  right. 

The  vote  was  approximately  the  same  In  all  regions  polled.  Bal- 
'  lot*  were  received  from  New  York.  Massachuaetta,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut.  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania.  Delaware.  West  Virginia, 
Ohio.  Kentucky.  Tennessee,  Texas.  Utah,   and   the  District. 

Additional  retxirns  from  Ohio  and  Illinois  on  the  social -security 
debate  between  Dr  Townsend  and  Senator  BraNES  followed  the 
heavily  Townsendlte  pattern  of  other  regions.  Dr.  Townsend, 
arguing  for  large  old-age  pension,  received  98  percent  of  the  vote. 

Mr.  President,  the  basic  defense  of  America  demands  the 
.  occupation  of  Iceland  and  Greenland — a  vital  defense  which 
we  have  overlooked  while  we  appropriate  billions  for  the  con- 
struction of  supemavies.  Navies  without  island  bases  essen- 
tial to  the  protection  of  our  coasts  are  unable  to  adequately 
defend  the  Western  Hemisphere  and  the  American  nations. 

I  KXCESSZVX     PAariAUTT     AIVD     ZXCZSSIVK     DISLIKS 

Let  US  now  look  to  our  own  welfare  and  remember  that 
excessive  partiality  to  one  group  of  nations  leads  us  to  forget 
the  activities  of  those  nations  against  our  national  existence 
in  years  past. 

Let  me  read  the  entire  paragraph,  and  let  Senators  remem- 
ber the  wisdom  of  the  Father  of  his  Country  in  times  like 
these.    George  Washington  said: 

Excessive  partiality  for  one  foreign  nation  and  excessive  dislike 
for  another  cause  those  whom  they  actuate  to  see  danger  only  on  one 
side,  and  serve  to  veU  and  even  second  the  arts  of  Influence  on  the 
other. 

I  think  that  statement  ot  the  Father  of  his  Country  is  ex- 
ceedingly interesting,  when  we  listen  to  such  debates  as  we 
have  heard  today.  These  little  words  that  are  spwken  here 
today  in  favor  of  meddling  in  Europe  are  like  birdshot  on 
the  fortress  of  truth  compared  with  the  words  of  the  first 

* '.^resident,  the  Father  of  his  Country. 

I  need  not  remind  this  able  body  that  in  1776  our  fore- 

''  lathers  gave  their  lives  and  fortunes  to  cut  the  tie  which 
sought  to  bind  us  to  European  troubles  forever.  In  1812  we 
again  had  to  remind  Europe,  by  force  of  arms,  to  cease  med- 
dling in  America. 

AMESICA  XnnTED,   NOT   BALKANIZZD 

That  was  not  the  end  of  European  encroachment  and 
European  efforts  to  exert  control  on  this  Nation.  During  the 
Civil  War  France  established  Maxmilian's  empiae  in  Mexico, 
with  a  view  to  bounding  us  on  the  South.  Great  Britain  ac- 
tively^supported  the  rebels  during  the  Civil  War.  If  foreign 
nations  had  succeeded  in  dividing  us  during  that  period,  we 
^  would  not  be  a  Union  of  States  today.  We  would  be  Balkan- 
ized  and  weak.  The  Old  World  would  be  constantly  trans- 
porting her  troul>les  to  our  continent  and  demanding  our  sub- 
servience. This  unfortunate  situation  our  statesmen,  our 
soldiers  succeeded  in  keeping  from  our  shores. 

BRTTAIN  VIOLATES  MONSOS  DOCTanOI 

We  now  witness  Britain  driving  into  Iceland,  which  is, 
geographically,  a  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere.  We  see 
the  occupation  of  the  Dutch  West  Indies  by  tha  British  and 
French.  AD  these  islands  are  essential  to  oiu"  defense,  vital 
to  our  naval  strength,  and  the  protection  of  our  coast  line. 

Our  duty  Is  to  guard  against  foreign  encroachment,  and  the 
extension  of  European  empires  into  the  Western  Hemisphere. 
We  cannot  afford  to  permit  the  spearhead  of  European  trouble 
to  expand  in  American  waters.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  pro- 
hibits such  encroachment,  and  it  is  now  time  for  us  to  restate 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  in  no  uncertain  terms.  Now  is  the  time 
to  assert  the  Doctrine  in  the  interests  of  our  own  defense. 

Greenland  and  Iceland  must  be  American,  and  remain 
American. 

AMMXD  VntrCKD  STATES  COAST  CT7ARD  CUTrUt  TO  CSKENlJlMD 

The  press  now  informs  us  that  the  Coast  Guard  cutter 
Campbell,  an  armed  cutter,  has  sailed  for  Greenland. 


uwriEu  vTATEs  cui'm  ofT  TO  oaErTfLAWi) — MTaratT  amowa  asicko 

VOTAOS 

New  ToaK.  May  30.— The  Coast  Guard  cutter  Campbell  sailed 
fi-om  Staten  Island  for  Greenland  today. 

Carrying  additional  armament,  recently  installed,  the  cutter, 
under  Commander  Joseph  Greenspun.  was  believed  hended  for 
Godthaab.  Greenland.  It  waa  reported  the  ship  carried  food  sup- 
plies sulBclent  for  8  months  for  the  crew  of  160  men  and  10  officers, 
but  some  of  these  were  believed  destined  for  Greenland. 

Armament  of  the  vessel  was  believed  to  include  5-lnch  guns, 
3-lnch  guns,  and  a  number  of  machine  guns.  The  new  armament 
was  not  Installed  especially  for  the  Greenland  voyage,  but  as  the 
result  of  orders  from  Coast  Guard  headquarters  covering  aU  ships 
of  the  Campbell  class.  It  was  understood. 

The  cutter  sailed  in  considerable  secrecy.  Newspapermen  and 
photographers  were  not  permitted  on  the  pier.  Departure  had  been 
delayed  several  days  by  unfavorable  weather. 

Mr.  President,  is  It  possible  that  we  are  actually  waking 
up,  that  we  are  taking  some  sort  of  action?  Let  us  hope  so. 
and  let  this  action  be  followed  up  until  we  are  secure  In 
Greenland  and  secure  in  Iceland. 

At  this  time  I  desire  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
the  recent  moves  of  E^iropean  countries  to  encroach  upon 
territory  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  in  direct  violation  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine. 

MONBOE  DOCTUNB  VIOLATED 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  is  very  plain  in  stating  that  there  shall 
be  no  further  encroachment  upon  American  territories  by 
foreign  powers.  The  recent  move  of  the  British  and  French 
troops  in  the  Caribbean  in  placing  Dutch  islands  under  their 
"protection"  is  an  absolute  violation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 
Yet  our  State  Department  made  no  protest.  In  fact,  under  a 
new  and  peculiar  Interpretation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  the 
administration  directly  aided  and  encouraged  the  British  in 
occupying  the  Dutch  islands. 

Mr.  President.  I  know  the  conferences  going  on  around  the 
Senate  are  very  important,  but  I  do  believe  that  it  is  also  very 
important  for  us  to  give  a  little  attention  to  oiu-  bases  on  the 
Atlantic  coast. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  will  be  order  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  in  the  galleries. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  can  assure  my  fellow  countrymen  and 
my  colleagues  in  the  Senate  that  this  will  not  be  the  last 
speech  made  on  the  Senate  floor  concerning  the  acquisition 
of  bases  on  the  Atlantic  coast.  There  will  be  many  speeches 
made  upon  the  proposition  of  acquiring  these  bases — the 
French  and  British,  the  Dutch,  and  Danish  possessions  along 
our  coast — where  we  can  base  oiu*  naval  forces  and  our  air 
forces. 

A  SrPARATE   DEPARTMENT  OT  THE   AIK   SERVICS 

On  February  28,  1919, 1  introduced  a  bill  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  separate  department  of  the  Air  Service.  I  have 
emphasized  the  Air  Service.  I  went  along  with  General 
Mitchell  on  that,  and  we  have  stated  to  our  fellow  citizens 
that  it  was  the  key  to  our  defense  system.  But  unless  we 
have  the  bases,  we  are  unable  to  make  full  use  of  that  arm 
of  defense. 

MAKING  A   DOOR   MAT  Or  TRS    MONROE  DOCTRINE 

We  have  professed  to  keep  this  Western  Hemisphere  free 
from  further  encroachments  from  Europe.  At  the  same  time 
we  permit  favored  nations  to  make  a  door  mat  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  and  even  aid  them,  directly  and  indirectly,  in  occu- 
pying islands  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

What  kind  of  blindness  leads  us  to  this  type  of  American 
defense?  Oiu-  leaders  are  not  acting  in  the  best  interests  of 
America  by  aiding  further  acquisition  of  American  lands  by 
foreign  coimtries.  Real  defense  of  America  involves  keeping 
Europe  out  of  America. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
Una. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  merely  wanted  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  make  the  observation  that  I  happen  to  know  personally 
that  the  able  Senator  from  Minnesota,  who  now  holds  the 
floor,  discussed  with  me  the  acquisition  of  Islands  in  the 
Caribbean  a  number  of  years  ago— as  a  matter  of  fact,  about 
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4  or  6  years  ago.  The  Senator  telked  with  me  at  great  length 
In  regard  to  matters  pertaining  to  our  gaining  possession  of 
those  outpoets,  and  at  that  time  he  was  reviewing  some  of 
bis  experiences  during  the  World  War.  He  stated  that,  In  his 
Judgment,  unquestionably  we  should  unhesitatingly  endeavor 
to  secure  ourselves  by  acquiring  those  possessions. 

I  wish  to  say  at  this  time  that,  relying  very  largely  upon 
the  Senator's  fine  vision,  as  It  was  evidenced  years  ago, 
several  months  ago  I  introduced  in  this  body  two  Joint  reso- 
lutions, which  were  similar.  Both  authorized  the  Chief  Exec- 
utive of  the  United  States  to  enter  Into  negotiations  with 
both  Great  BriUin  and  Prance  with  a  view  to  acquiring  those 
island  possessions  stnmg  along  the  coast  of  the  Atlantic  from 
Port  of  Spain,  just  across  from  Venezuela,  northward  to  St. 
Pierre  and  Miquelon.  the  latter  belonging  to  the  French  Gov- 
ernment. For  the  past  several  days,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to 
say  so  I  have  been  giving  more  consideration  to  those  joint 
resolutions  than  ever  before,  for  the  reason  that  it  does  appear 
to  my  mind  at  the  present  time  that  in  view  of  the  chaotic 
conditions  existing  throughout  the  world,  and  particularly  In 
view  of  what  has  taken  place  across  the  broad  waters  of  the 
Atlantic,  the  hour  may  unhappily  arrive  when  we  will  be 
forced  to  take  charge  of  those  possessions  concerning  which 
we  have  been  talking  for  years. 

By  that  I  mean  that  we  shall  have  occasion,  by  and  wltn 
force  of  arms,  to  go  into  the  Leeward  Islands,  the  Windward 
Islands,  and  proceeding  north  take  the  Bahama  Islands,  as 
well  as  Bermuda,  just  off  the  coast  of  North  CaroUna,  and 
then  northward  to  Newfoundland,  and  stepping  across  to 
St.  Pierre  and  Miquelon,  to  order  that  we  may  protect  our- 
selves against  aggression  from  European  soU,  if  such  aggres- 
sion should  occur. 

Mr  President,  that  being  the  case,  would  It  not  have  been 
much  better  if  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  had  given 
Immediate  consideration  to  my  resolutions,  which  were  re- 
ferred by  it  to  the  State  Department?  According  to  infor- 
mation I  have  received  the  State  Department  has  not  reported 
back  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  RelaUons  as  to  vhat  its 
opinion  is  concerning  negotiating  with  Great  Britain  and 
Prance  for  the  acqiUsltion  of  those  islands. 

In  other  words.  I  contend  that  it  would  be  much  better 
even  at  this  late  date  to  acquire  even  by  purchase  the  islands 
to  the  Caribbean,  as  well  as  those  in  the  north  that  I  have 
mentioned,  which  belong  to  France— it  would  be  much  better 
at  this  late  hour  for  us  to  acquire  peacefully  all  those  outposts 
in  the  South  Atlantic  and  m  the  North  Atlantic  and  to  permit 
the  price  agreed  upon  them  to  be  credited  to  the  indebtedness 
of  our  sister  republics  across  the  seas  rather  than  endanger 
ourselves  by  taking  a  step  forward  into  those  Caribbean  waters 
with  guns  upon  our  shoulders,  thus  endangering  us  by  involv- 
ing us  in  war. 

So  I  Uke  this  opportunity  to  extend  my  congratulations  to 
the  able  Senator  from  Minnesota  for  having  years  ago  made 
mention  of  the  matter  concerning  which  I  have  spoken.  I 
congratulate  the  Senator  as  the  representetive  of  his  people 
for  having  had  the  foresight  to  have  visioned  that  the  hour 
would  come  when  certainly  we  would  need  outposts  in  that 
part  of  the  world  as  a  part  and  portion  of  that  national  de- 
fense which  we  are  all  taterested  in  building.  And  I  am 
happy  indeed  to  observe  in  the  columns  of  the  press,  as  a 
moment  ago  mentioned  by  the  Senator,  statements  to  the 
effect  that  those  who  laughed  at  the  Senator,  those  who 
criticized  him,  those  who  jibed  at  him  because  of  his  sug- 
gestions, are  now  saying  "He  was  right.  What  he  then  advo- 
cated ought  to  be  done."  I  hope  that  it  is  not  now  too  late, 
and  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Senator  will  continue  to  vote 
for  the  acquisition  of  those  Islands. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  able  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  for  his  fine  statement,  which  I  much 
appreciate,  and  I  will  say  with  respect  to  the  resolutions 
offered  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  North  Carolina, 
that  I  have  given  them  every  support  and  I  hope  they  will 
be  passed.  I  never  introduced  any  resolution  concerning 
the  BriUsh  and  the  French  West  Indies.  I  have  introduced 
resolutions  deaUng  with  the  Danish  and  Dutch,  possessions. 
I  Introduced  resolutions  covering  the  islands  belongUig  to 


Latin  American  nations;  I  have  proposed  that  we  Should 
negotiate  for  and  fortify  Islands  withto  1,600  or  1,800  miles 
of  the  Panama  Canal  Zone,  or  the  Nicaragua  Canal  Zone. 
But  I  had  not  totroduced  a  resolution  with  regard  to  the 
British  and  French  West  Indies.  I  was  very  happy  when  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  Introduced  his  resolution  m 
respect  to  those  Islands.  I  thought  perhaps  my  vote  against 
American  entry  Into  the  World  War  would  prejudice  such 
a  resolution  If  I  were  to  Introduce  it.  So  I  was  very  glad 
to  see  the  able  patriot,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina, 
introduce  his  resolution,  and  I  give  my  hearty  support  to  his 
ably  drawn  resolutions,  and  hope  that  some  day  the  negotia- 
tions therein  provided  for  will  be  completed,  and  that  those 
Islands  vrlll  be  placed  imder  the  American  flag. 
.  Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEE.  While  the  Senate  was  debating  whether  or 
not  the  United  States  should  sell  arms  to  the  AlUes,  the 
United  States  actually  started  doing  it.  I  read  from  the  late 
edition  of  the  Evening  Star  of  Washington: 


TJNmrD     8TATD     lOTTS     ARMS     AD),     SD-UNG     SURPLTT8     WAR     STOCKS     TO 

BRITISH 450     76-MlI.     GX7NS     AND     600,000     LER-ENnXUO     RITLSS     AB« 

RELEASED 

Th«  War  Department  has  Informed  Arthur  Purvis,  head  of  the 
Allied  Purchasing  Commission  in  the  United  States,  that  the 
prohibition  on  sale  of  surplus  war  materlaU  to  beUlgerent  nations 
has  been  removed. 

Mr  President.  I  heartily  applaud  that  action  on  the  part 
of  the  Government.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
for  yielding. 

ADMINISTRATION    HELPS    BRTTAIH    INTO    AUKUCAV    ISLANDS 

Mr  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  here  is  an  article  by 
Arthur  Sears  Henning,  appearUig  in  the  Washington  Times- 
Herald  of  May  17,  1940,  dealing  with  the  matter  under 
discussion: 

Consequences  of  the  German  invasion  of  the  Netherlands  and 
Belgium  have  served  to  disclose  the  effectiveness  with  which  the 
Roosevelt  administration  is  supporting  measures  adopted  by  Great 
Britain  and  Prance  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 

In  both  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  sectors  the  President  Is  pursu- 
ing the  policies  that  the  British  CJovernment  deems  most  helpful 
at  the  moment  to  further  the  cause  of  the  destruction  of  Hltler- 
Ism,  which  no  one  has  more  closely  at  heart  than  Mr.  Roosevelt. 

IMPATIENT    WITH    UNITED    STATES 

Impatience  Is  being  manifested  by  a  portion  of  the  British 
public  with  American  public  sentiment  opposing  participation  of 
the  United  States  to  the  war  agato  "to  make  the  world  safe  for 
democracy."  The  same  type  of  British  mind  that  coined  the  term 
"Uncle  Shylock"  In  exasperation  at  the  suggestion  that  Britain 
pay  her  war  debt  to  America  Is  now  wisecracking  that  "the  next 
war  will  be  between  the  yeUow  countries.  Japan  and  the  United 

States." 

The  President  is  weU  aware,  however,  that  this  Is  not  the  attitude 
of  responsible  Britishers.  The  British  Government  kept  toformed 
bv  Lord  Lothian,  the  keenest  mtod  that  has  operated  at  the  British 
Embassy  In  many  a  day.  is  weU  aware  of  the  state  of  public 
opinion  in  the  United  States  and  doesn't  expect  us  to  go  toto  the 
war  as  the  situation  now  shapes  Itself. 

It  realizes  America  will  not  go  to  unless  public  opinion  undergoes 
a  great  change  as  the  result  of  future  developments  to  the  war 
or  of  such  influences  as  are  being  quleUy  exerted  by  Mr.  Roosevelt 
and  Lord  Lothian. 

EVIDENCX    OF    SUPPORT 

The  latest  demonstration  of  the  support  the  President  is  giving 
to  British  and  French  policy  affecting  America  was  afforded  by  the 
incident  of  British  occupation  of  the  Dutch  Islands  In  the  VJest 
Indies  British  and  French  warships  on  Saturday  landed  armed 
forces  at  the  Dutch  Islands  of  Curacao  and  Aruba  ostensibly  to 
prevent  German  submartoes  or  other  warships  or  German  nationals 
ashore  from  destroying  the  oU  refineries.  

THE    BHmSH    OBTAIN    A    LARGE    PERCENTAGE    OF    THEIR    OIL    FROM    THSBB 

ISLANDS 

Occunatlon  of  the  islands  by  the  Allies  followed  a  consultation 
with  the  Roosevelt  administration  which  readUy  gave  Its  approval 
of  the  move.  The  British  and  French  sought  our  consent  tecause 
these  Islands  are  withto  America's  Immediate  sphere  of  Influence 
and  command  the  approach  to  the  Panama  Canal,  and  because 
there  was  involved  a  question  of  possible  violation  of  the  Monroe 

Doctrine.  .^       ^  ^  . 

Under  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  the  United  States  would  not  tolerate 
the  acquisition  or  occupation  of  any  additional  territory  on  the 
American  conttoents  by  a  non- American  nation.  A  change  of 
ownership  of  any  American  territory  from  one  non-American  nation 
to  another  would  be  a  clear  violation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrtoe.  Tto 
forestaU  the  occupation  of  the  Danish  West  Indies  by  Gemuuiy 
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during    the  World    War.    the    WUson    administration    botight    the 
Islands  from  Denmark  fcjr  »25,000.000. 

FROTSCnON   REQUESILU 

The  British  and  French  Governments  assured  the  Roosevelt  ad- 
ministration that  their  occupation  of  Curacao  and  Aruba  involves 
DO  transfer  of  sovereljnity  to  Britain  and  France.  The  Dutch  flag 
will  continue  to  fly  over  the  islands,  they  stated,  and  British  and 
French  soldiers  and  marines  would  assist  the  Dutch  Governor  In 
coping  with  any  depredations  attempted  by  the  enemy. 

British  and  French  representations  to  Washington  also  Included 
the  staten^ent  that  the  Dutch  Government  had  requested  the  Allies 
--._to  assume  protection  of  these  islands. 

The  Roosevelt  administration  gave  its  consent  to  the  action, 
the  State  Department  declaring  no  infringement  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  was  Involved  because  there  was  no  change  of  sovereignty 
and  because  Holland  had  requested  the  step. 

The  status  of  the  Islands  will  become  an  issue  of  Interest  to 
the  United  States  at  the  end  of  the  war.  If  Germany  were  to  gain 
the  Islands,  or  they  were  to  pass  to  any  other  non-American  power 
a  violation  of  the  Mo^oe  Doctrine  would  be  Involved. 

AOMUnSTRATION   V10LATCS    ABTICLX  VI   OF    1907    HACTTE   CONYINTION 

Mr.  President/I  wish  to  read  article  VI  of  the  Hague  Con- 
vention of  1907.  That  convention  was  signed  by  both  Ger- 
many and  the  United  States.  It  concerns  the  rights  and 
duties  of  neutral  powers  in  naval  warfare.  I  read  the  pro- 
vision of  article  VI  of  the  1907  Hague  Convention: 

The  supply  In  any  manner,  directly  or  Indirectly,  by  a  neutral 
power  to  a  belligerent  of  warships,  sunmunitlon,  or  war  material 
of  any  kind  whatever  is  forbidden. 

Mr,  WHEELER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask.  what  did  the  Sena- 
tor just  read? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Article  VI  of  the  Hague  Convention  of 
1907.  subscribed  to  by  Germany  and  America,  concerning 
the  rights  and  duties  of  i  neutral  powers  In  war.  I  will  read 
the  provision  again.    It  Is  very  short. 

^^  The  supply  in  any  manner,  directly  or  Indirectly,  by  a  neutral 
power  to  a  belligerent  of  warships,  anununltlon,  or  war  material 
of  any  kind  whatever  is  forbidden. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  think  a  volume  of  material  that  would  be  as 
large  as  a  family  Bible  has  come  from  the  State  Department 
and  Government  officials  since  I  have  been  in  the  Senate 
calling  down  the  blessings  of  God  upon  international  law  as 
it  is  understood  and  define^  by  the  State  Department,  calling 
upon  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  abandon  this  fanci- 
ful neutrality  reflected  by  the  laws  we  have  passed,  and  urg- 
ing us  to  go  back  to  international  law,  because  that  was  a 
moral  basis  for  the  cflBcial  conduct  of  the  United  States.  I 
think  it  Is  clear  that  international  law  forbids  the  sale  of  arms, 
ammunition,  cannons,  ships,  and  implements  of  war  by  the 
United  States  to  belligerents.  Ehrery  work  I  have  gotten  hold 
of  dealing  with  international  law  so  pronounced  the  law,  and 
the  treaties  to  which  we  are  a  signatory  so  declare. 

I  wonder  now,  in  view  of  that,  whether  our  State  Depart- 
ment now  puts  the  stamp  of  blessing  and  approval  upon  this 
transaction,  whether  the  apostolic  benediction  of  the  State 
Department  now  rests  upon  the  sale  of  cannon,  artillery,  and 
munitions  of  war  by  the  Federal  Government  Itself  to  a  bel- 
ligerent. In  view  of  the  signature  of  this  Government  attached 
to  treaties  which  declare  that,  not  to  be  a  law,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  a  violation  of  law. 

Obviously  we  cannot  in  one  breath  say  that  we  are  going 
to  be  bound  by  international  law,  and  that  it  is  the  proper 
and  the  moral  thing  for  us  to  follow  that  law,  that  that  Is 
the  right  course  for  us  to  pursue,  and  on  the  other  hand 
deliberately  to  set  It  aside.  I  am  not  going  to  pass  at  the 
moment  on  the  morals  of  the  transaction,  but  I  think 
every  Senator  In  the  sound  of  my  voice  will  agree  that  the 
State  Department  has  continually  preached  to  us  the  sanc- 
tity of  international  law,  and  I  doubt  if  any  student  of 
International  law  or  any  writer  on  the  subject  of  Interna- 
tional law  will  be  heard  to  say  that  that  is  not  a  violation 
of  the  standards  of  international  law  to  which  this  Govern- 
ment itself  has  adhered. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  a  treaty  between  nations  is 
greater  than  an  act  passed  by  a  lawmaking  body  of  any  one 
nation.    Remember  that.    It  is  a  mighty  serious  thing  to  set 


aside  such  a  treaty  and  flaunt  our  disregard  to  the  whole 
world. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  do  not  subscrilae  to  the  view  that  Congress 
may  not  set  aside  a  treaty  by  statute.  I  think  it  is  clear 
that  we  may  abrogate  a  treaty  by  statute.  To  be  sure,  the 
other  party  might  not  agree  to  an  arrangement  of  that  sort, 
but  I  think  Congress  may  abrogate  a  treaty. 

I  am  not  attempting  to  pass  upon  the  merits  of  the  sale 
of  cannon  and  munitions  of  war.  I  am  simply  jwinting  out 
that  it  has  been  the  studied  policy  of  the  State  Department 
to  tell  Congress,  as  far  back  as  I  can  remember  in  my  serv- 
ice in  this  body,  that  our  duty  is  not  to  pass  special  legisla- 
tion, but  to  rely  exclusively  upon  international  law.  If  I 
am  in  error  in  that  statement,  I  hope  I  may  be  corrected. 
I  remember  that  statement  as  coming  from  the  highest 
ofDcials  in  the  Government.  I  wanted  to  see  neutrality 
legislation  passed,  and  I  was  told,  as  were  many  other  Sena- 
tors, that  that  was  bad  business,  that  we  should  junk  all 
efforts  of  that  kind  and  rely  exclusively  and  wholly  upon 
the  canons  of  international  law  in  our  relationship  both 
with  belligerents  and  with  nations  at  peace.  So,  regardless 
of  the  merits  of  this  controversy,  concerning  which  I  do  not 
care  to  express  an  opinion  at  this  time,  because  I  do  not 
think  it  is  of  great  moment,  I  merely  wish  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  according  to  every  text  writer  on  inter- 
national law  with  whose  work  I  am  familiar  this  proposal 
is  a  violation  of  international  law,  the  very  thing  which  the 
State  Department  urges  us  to  follow. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  our  country  has 
sought  to  respect  international  law,  and  has  been  meticulous 
in  its  observance.  But  when  there  is  a  Hitler  dominating  a 
great  nation  like  Germany  and  flouting  international  law, 
destroying  democratic  nations,  and  declaring  his  purpose  not 
only  to  destroy  those  in  Europe,  but  to  invade  nations  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  then  when  he  disregards  international 
law  so  far  as  he  is  concerned  In  his  government,  I  am  not  so 
sure  that  there  is  an  obligation  on  the  part  of  other  govern- 
ments to  respect  him  when  he  asserts  that  we  should  main- 
tain international  law. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  The  very  point  discussed  by  the  able  Senator 
from  Utah  is  the  thing  which  makes  me  ask  these  questions: 
Where  are  we  going?  Are  we  to  adhere  to  international  law 
one  moment,  and  junk  it  the  next?  Where  do  we  stand  in 
the  fleld  of  international  law?  It  is  urged,  as  a  justiflcatlon, 
that  we  abandon  it  t>ecause  Germany  has  done  violent  things, 
imder  conditions  which  we  all  agree  are  vicious,  and  very  bad. 
I  never  saw  a  greater  exhibition  of  sadism  in  my  life.  But 
the  point  is.  What  are  we  going  to  anchor  to — international 
law.  or  the  absence  of  it?    That  is  the  question  before  us. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will   the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  So  far  as  the  United  States  Is  now  concerned, 
in  the  light  of  the  attitude  of  Mr.  Hitler,  it  Is  our  duty,  of 
course,  to  maintain  the  integrity  of  the  United  States  and 
to  pursue  the  course  which  will  defend  its  territorial  in- 
tegrity and  its  international  rights.  Under  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine there  is  some  obligation  to  protect  the  Latin  American 
republics  from  attack.  We  know  not  only  that  Hitler  aims 
at  the  destruction  of  democratic  nations  in  Europe  but  that 
his  influence  is  already  exerted  in  South  America.  Central 
America,  and  Mexico. 

In  a  sense  it  might  be  claimed  that  he  is  violating  interna- 
tional law,  and  we  are  not  violating  international  law  when 
we  adopt  measures  to  enable  us  to  repel  his  assaults  upon 
territory  which  we  may  bie  imder  obligation  to  protect. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  If  Hitler  is  declaring  war  on  us,  or  mak- 
ing war  on  us.  as  I  believe  the  phrase  was,  then  is  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  in  favor  of  declaring  war  on  Germany 
now? 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


7675 


Mr.  KINO.    We  do  not  need  to  declare  war.    We  can 
declare  a  defensive  war.    That  is  to  say,  we  are  going  to 

defend  our  rights.  ^    .r.    w    u  ^^,. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    We  are  going  Into  war  by  the  back  door. 

Mr  KINO.  No;  we  are  not  going  into  war  at  all.  We 
are  going  to  defend  our  rights.  If  Hitler  lands  his  troops 
here,  or  continues  his  efforts,  subtle  or  otherwise,  to  under- 
mine our  influence,  our  territorial  interests  in  Latin  Amer- 
ica we  are  going  to  repel  them  on  this  continent.  I  do  not 
say  we  will  go  across  the  ocean.  I  do  not  say  we  will  de- 
clare war.  We  can  defend  our  rights  without  declaring 
war  n  the  able  Senator  from  Minnesota  should  strike 
me  I  do  not  need  to  declare  openly  that  I  am  going  to 
strike  back.    I  can  resist  his  assaults  without  saying  any- 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Whatever  we  may  call  it,  it  is  a  fight 

Mr  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  something  like  2  weeks 
ago  I  think,  I  made  the  statement  on  the  floor  that  I 
thought  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  ought  to  stay  in 
session  so  as  to  meet  any  emergency  which  might  arise. 
I  understand  that  the  Republicans,  in  their  meeting  this 
morning,  urged  that  the  Congress  stay  in  session.  Since  I 
have  listened  to  some  of  the  speeches  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  today,  advocating  measures  that  would  lead  us  into 
war,  much  as  I  dislike  Mr.  Hitler  and  everything  he  stand^ 
for  I  think  it  might  be  well  for  the  Congress  to  adjourn 
and  go  home,  and  find  out  what  the  sentiment  of  the 
people  is  with  reference  to  our  entering  into  the  war. 

I  am  sure  that  if  Members  of  Congress  were  to  get  away 
from  the  hysteria  in  Washington  and  the  hysteria  which  is 
eminating  from  New  York  City  and  the  great  newspapers 
in  that  metropolis,  and  were  to  get  out  among  the  people 
themselves,  they  would  find  that  the  mothers  of  America, 
the  youth  of  America,  and  the  laboring  people  of  America 
are  ju^  as  determined  now  as  they  were  6  months  ago  that 
we  sHaU  not  become  involved  in  war.  w,„^„„ 

Outside  of  New  York  City  and  the  city  of  Washington 
there  is  no  sentiment  for  our  getting  in.  either  by  the  back 
door  or  the  front  door;  and  in  my  judgment  it  is  ridiculous 
for  any  Senator  to  stand  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and 
say  that  any  country  is  at  the  present  time  attacking  the 
United  States,  either  directly  or  indirectly.  O^  ^oyrse  if 
Hitler  Is  attacking  the  United  States,  then  we  ought  to  have 

a  declaration  of  war.  .      .    ,     .     ..».      .*„  „# 

I  appreciate  the  fact  that  there  Is  hysteria  in  the  city  of 
Washington:  and  it  seems  to  me  that  step  by  step  we  are 
following  exactly  the  same  course  which  we  followed  during 
the  period  from  1914  to  1916.  before  the  last  war. 

Mr  President,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  not  be  a 
party  to  leading  this  country  down  the  road  to  war;  and  I 
any  Senator  thinks  that  the  masses  of  the  people  of  this 
covmtry  want  war,  he  is  sadly  mistaken.  _,  ,^« 

Mr   KING     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr"  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  if  I  can  be  assured  that 
these"  two  able  gladiators  will  fight  it  out  on  this  Une.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  yield.  ^.  ^  .  , 

Mr  KING  We  know,  from  the  news  which  we  read  In 
the  newspapers,  and  from  authentic  Information  and  from 
the  attitude  of  our  State  Department,  that  in  various  States 
in  South  America  the  influence  of  Mr.  Hitler  is  pervasive, 
and  that  he  is  undermining  or  trying  to  undermine  the 
integrity  of  South  American  republics.  I  stated  that  under 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  it  is  our  duty  to  defend  the  Latin- 
American  republics;  and  if  Mr.  Hitler  or  any  other  indi- 
vidual, or  any  country,  attacks  the  Western  Hemisphere  or 
the  territories  which  come  within  the  periphery  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine,  the  obhgation  rests  upon  us— we  volun- 
tarily assumed  it.-to  defend  them.  That  does  not  mean 
that  we  shall  declare  war  against  Germany  or  any  other 
country.  I  am  very  much  opposed  to  that  course,  and  I  do 
not  beUeve  our  country  will  become  involved  In  war.  I  am 
Just  as  much  opposed  to  our  country  becommg  mvolved  in 
war  as  is  the  able  Senator  from  Montana. 
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Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  for  just  a  minute? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield  to  the  able  Senator  from  Montana. 
Mr.  WHEELER,    I  entirely  agree  with  what  the  Senator 
has  last  said— that  of  course  if  Mr.  Hitler  attacks  some  South 
American  country,  under  the  Monroe  Doctrine  we  should  pro- 
tect those  countries  against  Mr.  Hitler  or  anybody  else. 
Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  interpretation  placed 
by  the  Senator  upon  my  remarks:  and  I  now  say  that  the 
Senator  and  I  are  in  agreement.  We  are  going  to  defend  the 
Monroe  Doctrine.  I  say  we  will  defend  the  Monroe  Doctrme 
but  without  being  caUed  upon  to  declare  war  against  Germany 
or  any  other  country. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.    Does    the    Senator    from 
Minnesota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  CaroUna? 

Mr  LUNDEEN.    In  just  a  moment.    I  will  say  that  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  when  the  time  comes  for  the  defense  of 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  I  can  join  both  distinguished  Senators. 
I  believe  in  defending  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 
I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.  President,  as  a  matter  of  fact  we 
would  not  now  be  hysterical  and  frightened  if  the  adminis- 
tration had  followed  the  advice  of  the  able  Senator  from 
Minnesota  in  respect  to  providing  for  itself  outposts  in  the 
South  and  the  Middle  and  the  North  Atlantic.    He  sug- 
gested those  and  I  have  suggested  them,  because  if  we  are 
ever  attacked  we  do  not  want  any  American  blood  spilled 
upon  American  soU,  but  If  It  must  be  spilled  we  want  it 
spilled  in  the  briny  waters  of  the  Atlantic. 

I  want  to  get  back  to  the  question  of  war  which  has  been 
so  ably  discussed  by  Senators.  Every  time  I  come  into  the 
Chamber  of  late,  some  Senator  is  talking  about  war.  The 
question  is  whether  it  is  our  war  or  whose  war  it  is.  There 
is  but  one  question  here  that  we  are  aU  thinking  about,  and 
that  is  this:  Is  this  our  war?  If  it  is  our  war.  then  let  us 
get  into  it.    Let  us  not  beat  around  the  bush. 

Let  us  not  try  to  deceive  ourselves.  Let  us  not  attempt  to 
deceive  the  Arfierican  people.  Let  us  go  to  it  if  we  beheve 
It  is  our  war. 

A  couple  of  days  ago  I  was  reading  the  Washington  Daily 
News  and  I  read  there  a  very  interesting  article  by  the  pen 
of  Mrs  Walter  Fergrison,  who  writes  daily  for  that  news- 
paper She  has  a  great  deal  of  good  common  sense  which  is 
expressed  in  almost  all  her  articles,  particularly  in  this  one, 
which  attracted  my  attention  at  the  time.  She  was  speaking 
of  war  I  will  read  a  couple  of  paragraphs,  if  I  may  take  a 
moment  or  two  more  of  the  time  of  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota: 


As  the  fortunes  of  war  seem  to  favor  Hitler,  a  good  many  Amer- 
ica^ famous  and  obscure,  say  we  should  lend  money  ^  the  AJUes^ 
^^  believe  we  ought  to  furnish   them  with  war  materials  on 

NO  man  need  be  ashamed  of  the  sentiment  and  certainly  we  ^in- 
not  quarrel  with  any  mans  right  to  express  It.  Only  we  wish  these 
people  would  voice  their  opinions  in  the  proper  words. 

With  the  Allies  owing  us  several  billions  for  the  last  wm,  Isn  t  it 
™JXlr  vSfonalr  tStalk  about  lending  them  more  to  fight  this 
^tl,  il?us  be^hoS^est  with  ourselves  and.  if  thafs  the  way  we  feel, 
gweth^m  outfight  Se  money  and  goods  they  need  In  order  to  carry 

°\T\Ji^MX  ever  paid  back.  Thousands  of  fine  American  lads 
*  i^^*^,™  in  1917  We  gave  generously  of  their  blood,  expect- 
J^l°ni?h^rh^l!  so  precioSm  return.  We  did  not  demand  a  life 
Sf  a  Ufe  anS  werl^nortoo  disappointed  when  we  failed  to  receive 
1  dollai  for  every  doUar  we  contributed  to  the  cause  of  huoian 

'"^^"that  eenerous  outpouring  was  a  noble  gesture,  nothing  more. 
BeaStlful  ^but  futile.  Nevertheless  we  are  convinced  no  true 
SSeric^'r^ets  that  It  was  made.  It  was  done  because  the  people 
f^n  uXg  honesUy  felt  that  good  would  come. 

Y°t  oSy  evil  has  resulted.  Many  of  our  boys  and  dollars  never 
«ime  bS  Some  of  us  managed  to  work  up  poetic  sentiments 
S?ut  the  fact^or  could,  until  the  same  martial  piping  began  to 
^a  u^n  Uii  wind.    Now  the  time  has  come  to  speak  candidly. 
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I  particularly  direct  the  attention  of  those  who  are  here 
this  afternoon  to  the  closing  paragraph  of  Mrs.  Ferguson's 
article: 

Altruists  who  wish  to  lend  to  the  Allies  are  building  a  camou- 
tMge  of  worda  to  hide  the  truth.  For  lending.  In  thi«  Instance,  can 
only  mean  giving.  And  U  we  are  so  sure  the  Allied  cause  Is  ours, 
ftnd  believe  Its  loss  means  our  downfall,  then  how  shabby  It  Is  to 
talk  about  lending  them  money.  Let's  give  them  cash  and  war 
materials,  asking  no  security  In  retvim.  Certainly  we  owe  that 
much  to  those  who  are  fighting  our  war — if  it  is  our  war. 

That  is  the  question. 

I  thank  the  Senator  for  yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  BONE     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota srield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  will  yield  for  a  brief  statement;  yes. 

Mr.  BONE.  Reference  has  been  made  here  to  telegrsuns 
received  by  Members  of  Congress;  and  the  astounding  thing 
Is  that  the  senders  of  these  telegrams  seem  to  be  laboring 
imder  the  impression  that  the  United  States  is  not  making 
airplanes  available  to  the  Allies.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there 
Is  not  a  barrier  anywhere  that  I  know  of  to  manufacturing 
plants  In  the  United  States  selling  the  Allies  all  the  planes 
they  can  get.  provided  they  do  not  interfere  with  the  priority 
of  Government  orders. 

There  is  a  great  deal  of  misapprehension,  and  a  lot  of  it 
has  been  whipped  up.  I  think  it  is  time  that  we  begin  to 
clarify  this  whole  picture  for  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
and  put  an  end  to  some  of  the  hysteria  that  is  seizing  the 
-people.  Otherwise,  we  are  going  to  be  charged  with  de- 
liberately doing  those  things  which  inflame  public  sentiment 
to  the  point  that  this  country  is  pushed  day  by  day,  ho 
hour,  closer  to  the  vortex  of  war. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  my  party  to  be  justly  charged 
with  having  led  this  country  into  another  World  War. 
think  it  would  ruin  the  Democratic  Party,  and  blast  its  last 
hope  In  the  year  1940,  for  the  American  people  ever  to  become 
possessed  of  the  idea  that  the  Democratic  Party  is  a  war 

party.  You  may  think  what  you  please,  but  you  need  only 
contemplate  the  effect  upon  the  millions  of  American  mothers 

and  fathers  whose  boys  will  surely  die  and  rot  on  foreign  soil 
if  we  go  into  another  war.  You  need  only  contemplate  the 
imbearable  pressure  of  added  debt  of  billions  which  would 
destroy  this  Republic.  You  need  only  contemplate  the  great 
new  army  of  veterans  who  would  be  here  justly  asking  pen- 
sions— pensions  added  to  the  already  great  army  of  veterans 
getting  them,  and  needing  them — to  know  what  the  impact 
of  that  debt  would  do  to  this  Republic. 

Such  a  vast  addition  to  our  national  debt  would,  in  itself, 
destroy  our  republican  form  of  government.  I  think  the  Re- 
public would  wash  up  in  a  vortex  of  financial  chaos.  That 
Is  what  this  thing  implies;  and  day  after  day  we  sit  here  and 
allow  a  war  fever  to  be  fanned  into  flame. 

I  think  the  time  has  come  now  to  tell  the  American  people 
some  plain,  blunt  truths  about  the  cost  of  war  in  blood  and 
treasure  and  put  an  end  to  this  business  of  allowing  people  to 
think  we  are  unmindful  of  its  dreadful  significance.  If  noth- 
ing else,  the  mothers  of  America  ought  to  rise  and  protest 
against  the  potential  butchering  of  their  boys. 

Where  do  you  think  we  will  land  in  another  war,  with  $75,- 
000.000.000  of  debt  added  to  the  one  we  have  now,  and.  on 
top  of  that.  Illimitable  pension  claims  that  would  stretch  to 
Infinity?  Today  we  are  still  paying  pensions  arising  out  of 
the  War  of  1812.  If  there  is  a  Member  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  who  thinks  this  Government  could  stand  the 
torsional,  financial  strain  of  another  war,  I  should  like  to  have 
him  rise  and  explain  how  that  miracle  could  be  achieved.  I 
have  3ret  to  find  a  man  who  entertains  sound  views  on  finan- 
cial problems  who  believes  that  the  Republic  could  survive 
the  financial  impact  of  another  costly  World  War. 

We  may  soon  have  to  decide  whether  we  shall  go  to  war. 
We  are  repeatedly  assured  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
PsppER]  that  Hitler  has  declared  war  on  the  United  States; 
and  every  implication,  every  Inference,  every  shading,  every 
nuance  of  his  repeated  speeches  Is  that  we  ought  to  fight  back. 
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If  that  be  true,  what  does  he  want  us  to  do?  Declare  war 
oiu-selves  and  plunge  into  this  heU  of  war?  He  suggests  that 
we  can  shoot  off  a  musket  halfway.  Well,  you  load  one  and 
try  it  and  see  if  you  can  fire  half  the  charge.  We  cannot  go 
halfway  into  war  without  soon  going  completely  in.  We  are 
either  going  to  war  or  we  are  not.  We  ought  to  have  the 
moral  courage  to  tell  the  American  people  whether  or  not 
we  intend  to  plunge  this  country  into  the  war  on  the  basis  of 
the  facts  now  exploited  by  the  Senator  from  Florida.  We 
know  well  that  we  could  not  send  an  army  to  Europe.  Our 
"half  war"  presents  deadly  possibilities. 

Why  take  the  hearts  and  souls  of  millions  and  millions  of 
American  mothers  and  fathers  in  our  hands  and  blast  out  of 
their  hearts  the  last  hope  they  have  for  their  boys  and  their 
girls?  We  listen  day  after  day  to  the  flaming  oratory  of 
the  Senator  from  Florida,  whose  every  effort  seems  to  be 
to  thrust  this  country  as  close  as  possible  to  the  hell  of  war 
without  actually  taking  the  fatal  leap  Into  the  inferno. 

My  own  family  suffered  enough  from  war  to  satisfy  me 
with  war  for  the  rest  of  my  life.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  I  support  a  popular  referendum  on  war  overseas.  I 
want  the  mothers  and  fathers  of  America  and  the  jxjtential 
cannon  fodder  to  be  their  own  executioners,  if  they  deliber- 
ately vote  to  send  men  to  Europe  or  Asia.  I  would  take  out 
of  the  hands  of  Congress  the  right  to  be  the  executioner  of 
two  or  three  million  boys  in  an  overseas  war.  and  I  would 
let  the  victims  vote  on  whether  or  not  they  elected  to  make 
this  terrible  sacrifice  abroad. 

I  think  the  time  is  upon  us  to  make  some  decisions.  The 
crossroads  of  destiny  loom  before  us.  If  we  are  going  to 
war,  let  us  prejjare  for  the  slaughter  and  not  by  slow  degrees 
the  American  people  carefully  toward  the  precipice 
iiere  some  day  they  will  wake  up  and  find  themselves  slip- 
down  the  hill  into  the  abyss. 

Is  there  a  Senator  in  this  body,  is  there  a  man  sitting  here 
listening  to  me,  who  will  rise  and  tell  me  now  that  he  believes 

the  Republic  could  survive  another  war  which  would  cost 

forty  or  fifty  or  seventy-five  billion  dollars? 

Mr.  MINTON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BONE.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON,  Does  not  the  Senator  think  the  situation 
is  more  threatening  now  than  it  has  ever  been  before? 
The  Senator  from  Washington  has  never  voted  for  a  Navy 
appropriation  bill  until  the  other  day.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  was  in  the  Senate  Naval 
Affairs  Committee  seversd  years  ago  when  we  reported  out 
the  Vinson -TrammeU  bill,  which  I  supported.  I  have  sup- 
ported every  Army  and  Navy  appropriation  and  every  one 
of  these  authorizations  since  I  have  l)een  a  Member  of  the 
Senate.  I  even  went  further  and  tried  t^  enlarge  our  navy 
3rards  years  ago  so  that  we  would  have  facilities  to  lay  down 
in  them  every  fighting  ship  we  now  need.  No  living  man 
can  charge  me  with  ever  pulling  back  in  the  traces  in  the 
matter  of  national  defense.  I  belie^MS^  making  our  arma- 
ment so  formidable  that  no  nation  on  earth  would  dare 
approach  us.  let  alone  attack  us.  I  have  always  believed 
that. 

I  voted  for  every  one  of  these  measiues  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Minton].  The  record  shows 
It.  What  I  am  pointing  out  Is  that  the  cost  of  war  in  itself 
Is  a  prohibition.  In  Caesar's  time  it  cost  75  cents  to  kill 
a  man  in  war.  The  best  present  estimate  is  that  it  costs 
$21,000  to  kill  him  in  current  wars.  What  lies  ahead  for 
future  generations  in  that  ghastly  financial  picture? 

If  I  am  In  error  in  this,  I  want  somebody  in  this  presence 
to  rise  and  tell  me  I  am  wrong.  We  might  as  well  settle 
some  of  these  questions  now.  If  I  am  in  error,  I  want  some 
of  my  brethren  here,  for  all  of  whom  I  entertain  the  high- 
est respect,  to  rise  and  tell  me  so.  I  have  learned  to  have 
great  respect  and  admiration  for  the  men  in  this  body.  I 
have  heard  man  after  man  in  this  Chamber  assert  with- 
out any  challenge  that  adding  more  debt  to  our  presently 
inflated  debt  structure  would  be  fatal  to  America.  That  is 
correct.  Is  it  not?    Is  there  any  dissent  from  that? 
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A  number  of  gentlemen  who  are  at  the  present  moment 
candidates  for  nomination  on  the  Republican  ticket  are 
saying  to  the  people  of  this  country  from  platform  after 
platform,  that  if  we  add  any  more  to  the  present  national 
debt,  damnation  lies  at  our  door.  Many  of  my  own  brethem 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle,  in  the  Democratic  Party,  have  as- 
sured lis,  time  after  time,  that  if  we  continue  to  add  to  our 
debt  we  are  going  to  hell  financially.  What  do  they  mean  by 
that?  Is  it  true?  The  Senator  from  Florida  talks  of  doing 
these  things  that  might  lead  us  into  a  war  which  might 
cost  a  minimum  certainly  of  $50,000,000,000,  and  in  its  after- 
math give  us  a  new  army  of  millions  of  veterans  entitled 
to  pensions. 

When  you  draft  a  boy,  you  do  not  draft  part  of  him; 
you  draft  100  percent  of  him.  When  you  deal  with  a  question 
of  this  kind  you  are  dealing  with  the  lives  and  property  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  not  merely  with  the  views  of 
some  Senator.  A  war  would  ultimately  require  a  virtual 
confiscation  of  all  our  property  as  well  as  the  lives  of  our 
boys. 

Now,  when  one  is  careless  in  handling  that  sort  of  thing, 
he  Is  juggling  with  the  life  of  the  Republic  itself.  If  we  love 
It,  we  must  not  lightly  consider  the  serious  implications  of  this 
thing.  That  is  why  I  think  the  time  has  come  to  calm  the 
fears  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  calm  them  by  saying 
we  are  not  going  to  war  unless  we  are  attacked  here  in  this 
western  world  of  ours. 

We  have  already  guaranteed  the  integrity  of  much  of  the 
earth.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  just  pointed  out  tha^e 
have  guaranteed  the  mtegrity  of  one-half  of  the  earth,  the 
entire  Western  Hemisphere.  Is  not  that  enough  for  the 
United  SUtes  to  take  on.  with  10.000,000  of  our  fellow  coun- 
trymen unemployed?  We  meet  contests  in  this  body  over 
the  amount  of  money  we  are  going  to  appropriate  at  this 
session  to  feed  these  our  own  people,  who  have  to  break  bread 
with  beggars  and  sleep  in  the  brush.    There  is  no  hope  in  their 

hearts.    Yet  we  hear  careless  talk  of  going  outside  of  the 

Western  Hemisphere  and  fixing  up  the  rest  of  the  world  by 
sheer  force  at  a  time  when  our  own  problems  multiply  and 

terrify  us. 

God  knows  Europe's  troubles  are  terrifying.  But  that  does 
not  constitute  any  justification  for  destroying  the  Republic, 
and  that  is  what  war  means  to  us. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  able  Senator 
from  Washington  for  his  statement.  an#  I  assure  him  that 
millions  of  Americans  love  him  for  his  fighting  spirit,  for  his 
Americanism. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  yield- 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  merely  wanted  to  make  the  statement 
that  i  think  the  thanks  of  the  mothers  of  America  are  due 
the  able  Senator  from  Washington  for  the  observations  he 
has  made  in  the  Senate  this  afternoon.  It  is  actually  ap- 
palling to  my  mind  to  find  many  American  people  writing  me 
and  telegraphing  me  that  they  think  the  war  in  Europe  Is 
our  war,  and  that  we  should  go  to  war  now.  It  is  quite  true 
that  people  are  hysterical,  but  I  cannot  help  regretting  that 
attitude  when  we  have  not  by  any  means  liquidated  the  obli- 
gations imposed  on  us  as  a  result  of  our  brief  participation 
in  the  last  war. 

It  might  be  well  for  me  to  add  at  this  juncture  that  even 
now,  25  years  after  the  end  of  the  last  World  War,  we  have 
not  sufficient  hospital  accommodations  for  our  World  War 
veterans  who  are  entitled  to  hospitalization.  Our  partici- 
pation to  date  has  cost  us  $67,000,000,000.  Before  we  get 
through  we  wUl  have  paid  out  $100,000,000,000.  It  is  really 
pathetic  to  find  the  American  people  so  thoroughly  disturbed. 
Many  of  them  actually  believe  that  Hitler  will  be  over  here 
in  2  or  3  months  to  attack  us. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  REYNOLDS.  I  have  not  the  floor,  but  I  trust  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  win  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 
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Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  made  a  remark  about  there  not  being  a  sufilcient 
number  of  hospitals  to  take  care  of  the  veterans  of  the 
World  War.  I  hope  the  Senator  does  not  place  upon  the 
Government  any  condemnation  for  the  treatment  which  the 
veterans  of  the  World  War  in  this  cotmtry  have  received.  I 
think  the  country  has  been  quite  generous.  In  view  of  the 
tremendous  number  of  hospitals  which  have  been  constructed 
throughout  the  United  States. 

There  Is  no  comparison  between  the  treatment  which  the 
veterans  of  our  country  receive  and  the  treatment  received 
by  the  veterans  of  other  nations. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Certainly  not;  and,  Mr.  President.  I 
intended  to  make  no  reflection  of  that  kind  at  all  upon  our 
country.  I  do  not  understand  how  the  Senator  can  for  a 
moment  gather  that  I  reflected  upon  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration of  the  present  administration  or  the  Hoover  admin- 
istration. As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  United  States  has  done 
more  for  its  veterans  than  any  other  government  on  the  face 
of  the  earth  has  done  for  its  veterans.  I  simply  remarked, 
Mr.  President,  that  now  it  is  25  years  after  the  World  War, 
and  yet  we  do  not  have  hospital  faculties  sufficient  to  ac- 
commodate the  veterans  of  the  last  war,  and  I  know  that, 
because  I  venture  to  say  unhesitatingly  and  without  per- 
sonal reflection  that  my  office  handles  as  many  veterans' 
cases  as  are  handled  by  any  other  Member  of  Congress, 
and  Ume  and  time  again  my  secretary  and  I  have  experi- 
enced extreme  difficulty  in  finding  accommodations  for  vet- 
erans in  whom  my  office  was  interested.  I  agree  with  the 
able  Senator  and  I  repeat  that  the  United  States  has  treated 
its  veterans  better  than  any  other  country  on  the  face  of 
the  earth  has  treated  its  veterans. 

I  regret,  however,  to  note  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States  are  so  thoroughly  hysterical  with  respect  to  Hitler 
coming  here,  and  this  and  that. 

Tlie  Other  day  I  was  having  lunch  in  the  dining  room  of 
the  United  States  Senate  and  one  of  the  colored  boys  ran 
up  to  me  with  a  newspaper  In  his  hand  and  said,  "Senator, 
do  you  know  that  Hitler  has  took  "Cadilas"? 

"You  mean  Calais,"  I  said. 

"Yes,  Calais.  And  do  you  know.  Senator,  that  Mr.  Hitler 
is  on  the  way  to  Paris?" 

"Certainly." 

The  boy  then  asked,  "When  will  Hitler  be  over  here?- 

I  said,  "Have  not  you  heard  the  news  yet?" 

"No,"  he  replied. 

I  said,  "He  is  going  to  address  the  United  States  Senate 
next  month."     [Laughter  in  the  galleries.] 

Many  people  believe  Hitler  will  be  here  In  a  couple  of 
weeks.  I  received  a  telegram  from  a  very  close  friend  of 
mine  living  in  western  North  Carolina,  a  man  who  has  had 
a  very  large  earning  capacity,  who  was  so  excited  that  he 
telegraphed  me,  "If  necessary  vote  $100,000,000,000  for  de- 
fense." Another  telegraphed  me,  "If  necessary,  vote  $50,- 
000,000,000  for  defense."  Another  telegraphed.  "If  neces- 
sary vote  $10,000,000,000  for  defense." 

Mr  LEE.  The  Senator  seems  to  be  very  sure  that  Hitler 
will  not  come  o^er  here  if  he  breaks  the  Allied  line.  But 
does  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  remember  making  a 
statement  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  respecting  the  neu- 
trality of  Norway,  which  had  not  heretofore  been  violated, 
and  yet  within  a  week  Norway's  neutraUty  was  violated? 

Mr  REYNOLDS.  Yes.  I  made  the  statement  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  that  the  Scandinavian  countries.  Nor- 
way Sweden,  and  Denmark,  had  maintained  their  neu- 
trality throughout  the  entire  World  War,  and  yet  they  were 
only  within  a  stone's  throw  of  war  Itself.  And  I  said,  "They 
are  going  to  maintain  their  neutrality  now,"  and  they  did. 
They  never  violated  their  neutrality.  But  who  violated  it? 
Hitler  himself  violated  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  for  a  short  state- 
ment. 
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Mr.  LUCAS.  It  wHl  be  very  short  and  very  much  to  the 
point.    I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  O  Mr.  President — North  Carolina,  If 
the  Senator  plea.se.  I  do  not  mean  by  the  emphasis  I  placed 
on  my  remark  to  reflect,  and  I  trust  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
will  not  think  that  I  thereby  reflect  upon  South  Carolina. 

I  have  a  very  deep  affection  for  the  people  of  South  Carolina, 
because  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  patriots  of  South  Carolina 
during  the  War  of  the  Revolution  aided  the  patriots  of  North 
Carolina  In  winning  the  Revolutionary  War.  I  may  add. 
since  I  see  the  able  senior  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
McKzLLAR  ]  in  the  chair,  that  the  patriots  of  North  Carolina 
during  the  revolutionary  days  appreciated  Immensely  the 
frontiersmen  who  came  from  his  State  to  help  North  Caro- 
ima  win  the  Revolutionary  War  for  the  American  people. 

II  it  had  not  l>een  for  North  Carolina,  today  the  British  flag 
might  be  floating  over  this  Capitol  instead  of  the  Stars  and 
Stripes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina.  I  regret  very  much  that  I  made  that  slight 
error,  and  said  South  Carolina,  when  I  should  have  said 
North  Carolina.  I  Immediately  looked  around  the  Senate 
Chamber  and  observed  that  both  Senators  from  South  Caro- 
lina were  absent,  and  I  was  very  happy  that  they  were  not 
present  in  view  of  that  slip  of  my  tongue. 

I  will  state  the  question  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator.  In 
telling  his  story  about  the  colored  boy  downstairs.  I  think 
the  Senator  said  he  told  him  facetiously  that  Hitler  was  going 

to  be  here.  1  tlilnk  he  said,  the  foUowlng  month.  I  wonder 
^rbether  or  not   the  Senator  means   that  he  MrovUd  be   here   In 

the  United  States  Senate  iX  Hitler  were  to  come  to  the  Senate 
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ess. 
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Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  do  not  get  the  inference.  I  will  be 
very  BxatefiU  to  the  Senator  11  he  will  be  eood  enough  to  be 
a   little   more   explicit. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  wonder  where.  In  the  United  States.  Sen- 
ators would  be  if  Mr.  Hitler  should  come  to  make  an  address 

Id  the  Senate. 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Of  course,  there  would  be  no  United 

states  Senate  If  Hitler  were  to  come  here  and  were  suc- 
cessful In  conquering  our  country.  I  wish  to  state  that,  in 
my  opinion.  I  do  not  thlxUc  our  Immediate  danger  is  from 
Without.  I  think  our  immediate  danger  will  result  from 
those  constituting  the  "fifth  column" -who  arc  here  in  the 

United  states  today,  the  "fifth  columnists"  and  the  Trojan 
horses;  in  other  words,  alien  enemies.   I  think  our  danger 

is  froth  within.  I  do  not  think  we  are  in  danger  of  being 
assaulted  from  without  for  many  years  to  come,  because  I 
believe  that- after  the  war  in  Europe  is  over,  all  factions  who 

are  fighting  at  the  present  time  wlU  be  so  thoroughly  ex- 
hausted that  they  will  not  be  so  foolish  as  to  attempt  to 
cross  the  Atlantic  to  make  attacks  upon  this,  the  greatest 
Nation  upon  the  face  of  the  earth. 

We  are  preparing  now  more  than  ever  before,  by  way  of 
CQOStructing  and  preparing  to  construct  a  perfect  national 
defense.  I  voted  for  the  defense  bills  within  reason,  and  I 
e.Tpcct  to  vote  for  them,  because,  like  the  Senator  from 
Illinois,  I  am  desirous  of  protecting  my  country  from  any 
assault  that  might  come  from  the  south  or  the  north  or 
from  the  Pacific  or  across  the  Atlantic. 

I  think  the  sooner  we  begin  to  dig  down  into  the  pockets 
of  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States  and  withdraw  there- 
from the  cash  that  is  necessary  for  our  national  defense, 
the  better,  and  the  sooner  that  is  done  the  sooner  a  great 
deal  of  this  hysteria  in  America  will  disappear. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota yield  to  me  so  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
one  more  question? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  There  has  been  much  discussion  in  the  Sen- 
ate and  elsewhere  about  the  hysteria  which  is  prevalent  in 
the  United  States.  I  have  never  heard  a  single  Senator  say 
he  was  in  favor  of  sending  American  boys  to  European  soil. 
Even  the  distinguished  Seffktor  from  Florida  LMr.  PkppblI 


stated  he  was  not  in  favor  of  sending  American  boys  to 
European  soil 

I  have  never  yet  heard  in  the  cloakroom.  In  the  corridor, 
or  on  the  floor  of  the  United  States  Senate,  a  single  Senator 
say  that  he  would  vote  to  send  American  boys  to  fight  in 
Europe.  In  my  opinion  that  is  what  the  American  people 
are  Interested  in  at  the  present  time.  They  will  go  the  limit 
to  support  the  American  Congress  in  the  defense  of  this  hemi- 
sphere or  the  defense  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  but  I  have 
never  heard  any  Senator,  either  on  or  off  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  say  that  he  woiild  be  in  favor  of  voting  for  a  declara- 
tion of  war  to  the  point  of  sending  American  boys  to  Europe 
to  fight  the  battles  of  some  other  coxmtry.  So  I  do  not  know 
where  all  the  war  hysteria  comes  from  that  we  hear  so  much 
talk  about  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  have  never  heard  it  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  have 
never  heard  it  In  the  cloakroom:  and  until  some  Senator 
makes  an  official  statement  of  some  kind  In  the  Senate  to 
the  effect  that  he  is  in  favor  of  a  declaration  of  war,  it 
seems  to  me  that  perhaps  the  talk  about  hysteria  is  more 
talk  than  anything  else.  Perhaps  it  is  coming  from  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  without  any  real  substance  behind  it. 

Blr.  REYNOLDS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have 
never  heard  one  Senator  say  that  he  would  even  consider 
voting  for  a  declaration  of  war.  But  the  Senator  will 
surely  agree  that  there  Is  war  hysteria.  I  dare  say  there  is 
hardly  a  Member  of  this  body  who  would  not  agree  that 
there  is  war  hysteria. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     Of  course,  everyone  Is  concerned  about  the 

vmr.  in  view  of  'wha.t  has  trazvspired  across  the  sea..  '>Ve  see 
nations   Tvhich   have   been    neutral   tor    147    yeai-s.    as   Holland 

m.  m  lEicn  itrc  pw  tut  irmn  oi  uic  it  mr,  ora- 

run  by  German  domination.  Of  course,  we  are  Interested  In 
what  Is  solnR  on  thrcughout  the  world.  We  are  a  part  of  the 
world.  'W^e  must  be  Interested.  VT^e  mvist  discuss  war.  We 
must  talk  about  it.  V^e  must  prepare.  But  I  stiU  think 
that  the  people  of  the  United  States  and  tJie  Members  of  the 

Senate  and  House  have  their  feet  on  the  ground  so  far  as  this 

war  is  concerned,  notwithstanding  statements  to  the  contrary. 
So  far  as  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  concerned.  I  must  be 

convinced  of  many  things  before  I  will  ever  vote  for  a  decla- 
ration of  war  of  any  kind.  I  have  made  the  statement  many 
times — and  I  now  repeat  it — "Billions  for  defense,  but  nothing 
for  aggression,  so  far  as  sending  soldiers  to  EXirope  is  con- 
cerned."   I  am  willing  to  do  practically  everything  within  my 

very  limited  power  as  a  United  States  Senator  to  aid  the  Allies 

in  their  fight  short  of  sending  manpower;  but  I  am  not  willing 
to  support  any  legislation  now  before  the  Senate,  or  which 
may  come  before  us  in  the  future,  which  is  tantamount  to  a 
declaration  of  war. 

That  is  the  position  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois:  I  want 
my  people  in  the  Com  Belt  district  of  Illinois  where  I  come 
from  to  know  that  I  am  giving  every  piece  of  legislation  which 
comes  before  the  committees  of  which  I  am  a  member,  and 
every  piece  of  legislation  which  comes  before  the  United  States 
Senate,  my  best  and  most  conscientious  Judgment,  with  only 
one  thought  in  mind,  and  that  Is  the  interest  of  my  country 
first.  Pohtics  is  taboo  so  far  as  this  particular  situation  Is 
concerned.  I  honestly  believe  that  America  will  not  partici- 
pate in  the  present  European  war.  I  am  willing  to  give  to 
this  country  everything  that  is  within  our  power  to  give  her 
so  that  no  hostile  foot  shall  ever  tread  upon  American  soil. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  think  we  are  in  accord  as  to  that. 
Billions  for  defense,  but  not  a  drop  of  blood  upon  foreign  solL 

I  thank  the  able  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  GURNEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  As  a  matter  of  Information  for  the  Sen- 
ate, I  read  an  article  in  the  Washington  Post  this  morning 
which  caused  me  to  direct  an  Inquiry  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment, and  I  received  the  information  which  I  requested. 
The  article  had  to  do  with  the  sale  of  munitions  to  the 
Allies.  The  information  which  I  requested  from  the  War 
Department  was  as  to  the  number  of  rifles  we  have  on  hand 
at  the  present  time — ^not  on  order,  but  on  hand.    I  flnrf  that 
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there  are  on  hand  40.000  Garand  rifles.  895.000  Springfield 
rifles,  and  2.045.000  Enfield  rifles. 

At  this  point  in  my  remarks  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  In  the  Rec^I^  the  article  which  caused  my 
concern. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Ricord,  as  follows; 

TSCHKICAUrm  aOtnXD— OEAL  BTPORTED  to  SKKD  ALLJCS  TTWlTtD  BTATBi 

WOEID    WAS    GUT«S 

(By  Frank  L.  Kluckhobn) 

Th«  United  States  wtU  make  available  at  once  to  the  Alilee  vaat 
stocks  of  World  War  rifles,  field  guns,  and  ammunition.  It  was 
learned  yesterday.  The  way  for  Immediate  sale  of  part  of  the 
stocks  held  by  the  Army  was  cleared  by  a  ruling  Just  made  by 
Robert  H.  Jackson,  the  Attorney  General,  who  held  that  the  arms 
cculd  be  transferred  without  violation  of  International  law. 

The  Army  has  on  hand  more  than  2.000.000  World  War  Enfield 
and  Springfield  rlfle«  with  considerable  ammunition  for  them,  and 
about  8  000  field  guns  of  75-mllllmeter  caliber  with  plenty  of  am- 
munition. While  It  U  understood  that  only  part  of  these  -obso- 
lete" stores  win  be  made  avaUable  to  Great  Britain  and  Prance  It 
Is  reported  that  at  least  600.000  rifles  and  3.600  field  guns,  with 
nmmunltlon.  are  Included  In  the  program. 

WhUe  thU  equipment  Is  regarded  as  unsatisfactory  for  the  \ise 
of  this  country's  Army  which  U  rapidly  being  modernized.  It  would 
permit  the  British  to  compensate  In  part  for  the  losses  of  equip- 
ment the  B  E  P.  suffered  In  Plandcrs.  Although  old.  the  rifles 
and  guns  are  usable  Most  of  the  supplies.  It  Is  said  in  ofliclal 
quarters  here,  will  go  to  the  British. 

The  Justice  and  the  War  Departments  rcfvised  to  comment  upon 
the  Attorney  General's  ruling.  It  Is  known  to  set  forth,  however, 
that  under  a  law  of  July  1919,  authorizing  the  Army  to  dispose 
of  surplus  armamenU  held  at  that  time,  old  equipment  can  be 
txirned  over  to  private  American  manufacturers  In  pajTnent  for 
new  equipment  to  l>e  produced.     Under  American  and  International 

iM-m.   private    riuu3Uf»cturerB   can   mcU    equipment    to    belligerent    gov- 

en»ment«.  ^  .  ^ 

Uiider    ttxia    ruling    the    question    ot    direct    sale    ot    war    equipment 

HI  I  MM  W^nm\ » I  ^f""'  5°""""""  "'" ""'  ""*• 

and  competitive  bidding  In  sales  to  private  domestic  concems  or 

Individuals  will  not  be  required. 

In  diplomatic  circles  It  was  said  yesterday  that  arrangements 
for  the  transfer  of  >Vorld  'W^ar  equipment  had  been  completed  "In 
principle  "  It  waa  not  repealed,  however,  whether  details  regarding 
Mie  and  shipment  had  been  fully  settled  There  was  general  ex- 
pectation    however,  that  shipments  would  begin  shorUy. 

The  Attorney  Oenerala  ruling  applied  only  to  equipment  held 

bf  thf  Anny  m  1919.  but  it  was  rfported  in  official  clrclee  that 
mores  are  under  way  to  make  poaalble  the  transfer  to  the  Allies 
of  a  eeruin  number  of  planes  now  in  Army  service  and.  perhaps, 

of  naval  destroyers.  _  .^^ 

By  a  vote  of  IS  to  a.  tlia  Senate  Ftorelgn  Relations  Committee 
yeaterday  rejected  a  propoaal  by  Senator  Pippxa.  of  Florida  to 
authorize  sale  by  the  CJovemment  of  modern  military  planea. 
■hips  and  other  equipment  to  the  Allies.  This  particular  proposal 
never"  obtained  admlnlstraUon  support,  however,  and  it  was  said 

m  some  miormed  circles  that  the  same  result  might  be  achieved 
adminiBtratlfely  or  through  another  type  of  legislation. 

In  diplomatic  circles  It  waa  reported  that  the  administration  U 
KlTlng  considerable  attenUon  to  the  matter,  and  several  antl- 
admlnlstratlon  Senators  were  said  to  be  favorable  to  more  general 
leglslaUon  which  would  permit  the  Army  to  dispose  of  some  of  Its 
Older-line  planee  and  equipment  lor  new  equipment  now  nearlng 
completion  if  admlnlstraUve  action  to  atUin  thia  result .  cannot 
be  developed. 

Mr.  LODGE  and  Mr.  LEE  addressed  the  Chair. 

TTie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota yield,  and  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  say  a  word 
of  explanation  of  the  amendment  which  has  been  before 
the  Senate  all  the  afternoon,  of  which  I  am  the  author, 
and  which  strikes  out  the  present  limitation  of  280,000  on 
the  size  of  our  Army,  contained  in  existing  law,  and  substi- 
tutes therefor  a  top  limit  of  750.000. 

For  pressing  reasons  I  shall  not  be  able  to  be  present 
on  Monday,  the  day  on  which  I  understand  the  amendment 
wiU  cone  to  a  vote.  The  able  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
McNaryJ  has  assured  me  that  he  will  keep  his  eye  on  the 
amendment,  but  I  should  like  to  have  the  Record  contain 
a  very  brief  statement  of  my  reasons  for  offering  it. 

As  I  said  several  days  ago,  I  believe  we  should  have  an 
army  of  750.000.  which  would  Include  176,000  for  the  Air 
Corps  alone.  It  would  include  the  number  necessary  to  have 
mechanized  and  tank  forces  of  2.400  vehicles.  It  is  not  at 
all  an  extravagant  figure.    It  is  the  Army  which  I  think  w© 


should  have  if  we  are  to  go  from  the  small,  experimental  type 
of  army  which  we  have  had  to  a  standing  army  which  is 
capable  of  making  a  major  effort  inunediately. 

The  theory  of  our  national  defense  has  been  that  after  a 
decl£U-ation  of  war  we  would  wait  weeks  and  months  to  get 
our  Army  ready.  I  submit  that  we  must  have  a  force  which 
is  available  at  once,  and  I  have  taken  the  figure  750.000 
because  it  is  the  figure  of  the  protective-mobilization  plan 
which  has  been  developed  by  the  War  Department.  It  Is  the 
figure  which  the  Congress  had  in  mind  when  it  made  appro- 
priations during  the  past  2  weeks  for  equipment  and  materiel. 
The  bills  which  appropriated  money  for  tanks,  machine 
guns,  and  all  varieties  of  artillery  and  ordnance,  were  to 
provide  the  equipment  for  an  army  of  750.000  men.  I  submit 
it  is  Inconsistent  for  us  to  appropriate  money  for  the  equip- 
ment for  such  an  army  and  allow  a  limitatiMi  such  as  exists 
today  to  continue  on  the  statute  books. 

The  Chief  of  Staff.  Gen.  C^eorge  Marshall,  appearing 
before  a  House  committee  yesterday,  said  that  an  enlarge- 
ment of  the  Regular  Army  up  to  400.000  men  would  prob- 
ably make  a  mobilization  of  the  National  Guard  unnecessary 
in  case  trouble  should  arise  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  I 
bring  up  that  point  because  I  know  that  many  Senators 
are  troubled  by  the  proposals  regarding  the  National  Guard, 
and  I  think  it  is  noteworthy  to  have  the  statement  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff  that  if  we  build  up  the  Regular  Army  to  a 
certain  extent,  then  any  question  of  mobilizing  the  National 
Guard  will  be  rendered  must  less  likely. 

Personally.  I  strongly  believe  that  we  should  set  the  ceil- 
ing at  750.000.     By  voting  for  my  amendment,  we  merely 

remove    a    limitation.      We    take    no    practical    stepts    toward 
such    an   Army   until   ■we   appropriate   the    funds.       Moiwever.    If 

Senators  think  that  is  too  much  of  a  Jump — and  personaUy 


I  think  It  is  a  very  modest  slei 


Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.   LODGE.      I   yield. 

^Ar.  "WHETErLErR..  tAr.  President,  instead  of  increasing  the 
AjTiiy  at  tne  present  time,  would  It  not  be  mucti  better  to 
give  some  training  to  the  NaUonal  CKiard  during  the  sum- 
mer months?  There  are  a  number  of  places  where  such 
training  can  be  given,  particularly  In  Massachusetts,  where 
fine  equipment  is  available.   I  am  wholeheartedly  in  favor  of 

the  Oovemment  giving  training  to  the  National  Guard; 
but  I  am  not  in  favor  of  giving  anybody  the  ixjwer  to  send 
the  National  Guard  out  of  the  country  at  this  particular 
time.    However.  I  think  it  would  be  an  excellent  thing  to 

call  them  for  duty  in  the  United  States  and  give  them  some 
training. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  think  it  is  a  good  thing  to  train  the  Na- 
tional Guard.     I  agree  with  the  Senator  about  that. 

It  has  been  represented  to  me  that  if  we  were  to  liave  the 

guard  under  arms  for  5  or  6  months  it  would  be  a  pretty  hard 
thing  on  a  young  officer  in  the  National  Guard,  let  us  say, 
who  may  be  married  and  have  a  couple  of  small  children. 
He  will  be  mustered  out,  and  the  chances  are  that  he  might 
lose  his  emplosonent  or  suffer  some  other  hardship,  whereas 
if  we  increase  the  Regular  Army  we  do  not  have  any  such 
difficulties.  Moreover,  if  we  increase  the  Regular  Army  we  do 
not  raise  the  question  which  is  troubling  so  many  people— of 
giving  the  President  the  discretion  in  time  of  peace  to  call  out 
the  National  Guard,  a  funcUon  which,  if  I  am  correctly  in- 
formed, has  always  been  a  prerogative  of  the  Governors  of 

the  States.  ,       ^  ,^       ^.    ^ 

I  wish  to  conclude  by  saying  that  while  I  believe  that  a 
figure  of  750.000  as  the  strength  of  the  Army  is  a  proper 
figure,  if  Senators  feel  that  it  would  be  better  to  substitute 
400,000.  of  course  I  should  regard  that  as  a  step  in  the  right 

direction. 

I  am  obUged  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  for  giving  me 
the  chance  to  make  this  explanatory  statement.  I  hope  Sena- 
tors will  read  it,  and  that  my  amendment  wUl  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr,  President.  I  have  yielded  rathe* 
freely  to  others,  and  there  has  been  an  Interesting  debate 
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and  diacusrion.  While  I  find  mj-self  unable  to  resist  the 
requests  of  my  persuasive  coUeagues,  I  ask  that  after  I  yield 
to  the  senator  from  Oklahoma  I  may  have  a  few  minutes 
for  my  own  remarks. 

Mr  LEE.  Mr.  President.  I  must  say  that  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  has  been  most  generous  with  his  time,  and 
I  thank  him. 

With  regard  to  the  statement  of  the  lovable  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  RiynolbsI,  whose  patriotism 
no  one  can  quesUon,  I  wish  to  say  that.  In  my  opinion,  it  is 
a  mistake  to  belittle  a  danger  which  threatens  our  country. 
The  Senator  has  made  light  of  the  possibility  of  the  Nazis 
striking  at  the  UrUted  States.  I  beUeve  that  is  a  mistake. 
He  has  assured  us  that  there  is  no  danger  from  Hitler  for 
at  least  a  long  time,  many  years,  that  he  would  be  too 
exhausted. 

Mr.  REYNOIi^S.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  interrupt  the 
Senator 

Mr.  LEE.  Let  me  finish  the  point,  and  then  I  shall  be 
glad  to  have  the  Senator  reply.  I  merely  want  to  see  whether 
we  can  rely  upon  the  prophetic  ability  of  the  Senator  in  his 
assurances  of  our  safety.  I  read  from  page  4137  on  the  Con- 
CRSSsiONAL  RicoRD  of  April  8,  1940,  where  the  Senator  Is 
reported  to  have  said: 

We  recall  that  Norway,  Sweden,  and  Denmark  did  not  get  Into 
the  last  World  War.  They  were  within  a  stone's  throw  of  the 
war  for  more  than  4  years,  but  they  did  not  get  Into  It.  We  were 
3.000  mllM  away,  but  we  got  Into  It.  Norway.  Sweden,  and  Den- 
mark are  today  within  a  stone's  throw  of  a  repetition  of  the  same 
thing,  and  they  are  not  going  to  get  into  It. 

So  as  a  prophet  my  good  friend  is  still  a  good  friend  and 
a  fine  man,  and  his  patriotism  cannot  be  questioned;  but 
I  doubt  the  wisdom  of  making  light  of  the  danger  which 
threatens  this  country.  It  tends  to  put  the  people  to  sleep. 
I  admire  the  Senator,  but  I  doubt  his  prophetic  ability. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  a  few  moments  ago  I  was 
questioned  on  that  very  point,  and  at  that  time  I  made  an 
answer  which  was  entirely  to  my  satisfaction.  [Laughter.] 
ovm  a  BULLION  tsainsd  men  tooat 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  say.  con- 
--  cerning  the  strength  of  the  Army,  referred  to  by  the  very  able 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Lodge],  that  there  is  a  mis- 
apprehension of  the  strength  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States.  Some  time  ago  I  wrote  a  letter  to  Secretary  of  War 
Woodring.  and  he  replied,  and  I  placed  his  reply  in  the 
RicoRO.  He  gave  the  armed  strength  of  the  United  States  at 
624.200.  as  of  January  31.  1940.  If  we  add  to  that  the  number 
in  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  and  the  C.  M.  T.  C,  and  the  naval  strength 
of  the  country,  we  find  we  have  a  million  fifteen  thousand  nine 
hundred  and  seventy  men  who  can  be  called  to  the  colors  by 
pressing  a  button  tonight.  The  figures  I  have  placed  in  the 
Rkcoko  are  not  very  generally  known.  I  am  in  entire  sym- 
pathy with  those  who  wish  to  keep  the  Army  in  the  best  of 
condition.  I  have  served  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
and  the  National  Quard  for  more  than  10  years  and  I  be- 
lieve that  we  should  have  a  reasonable,  sane  and  sensible 
defense;  but  I  do  not  believe  in  hysterical  chatter  and  all  that 
sort  of  thing. 

AJCBUCA'a  LINK  OT  OCnMBX BLAICDS 

I  think  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
to  a  reasonable  one  considering  the  times,  but  there  are 
others  who  wish  to  place  us  in  the  condition  of  a  nation 
which  Is  right  across  the  line  from  some  E^uropean  dicta- 
tor. The  Almighty  has  placed  4,000  miles  of  ocean  between 
the  dictators  and  the  United  States,  and  if  we  acquire  bases 
on  the  Atlantic  coast,  beginning  with  Iceland  and  Greenland, 
coming  down  to  Miquelon  and  St.  Pierre,  down  to  Bermuda. 
and  down  through  the  British  and  French  West  Indies,  and 
past  the  islands  In  the  Caribbean  Sea  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
down  to  the  coast  of  South  America,  where  we  should  have 
defenses  in  the  Ouianas — and  the  military  and  naval  au- 
ttaorlUet  have  m  requested — if  we  have  that  kind  of  a  de- 
fense, we  will  have  steeled  ourselves  against  any  attack  from 
Europe. 
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Our  naval  and  air  bases  will  be  there,  and  we  will  be  ready 
for  any  attack.  We  wlU  have  the  finest  aircraft  In  the  world 
there  on  land  and  sea  bases.  A  navy  from  across  the  ocean 
cannot  attack  land-based  planes  and  the  territory  they  com- 
mand. These  foreign  forces  must  carry  their  own  colliers  and 
refueling  vessels  with  them;  they  must  bring  a  force  three 
times  the  naval  strength  of  the  United  States  to  atUck  us  over 
here,  as  the  naval  and  military  authorities  have  repeatedly 
said.  I  cannot  conceive  of  any  such  strength  unless  some 
dictator  in  Europe  should  be  able  to  consolidate  all  the  navies. 
By  that  time,  no  doubt,  a  good  part  of  those  navies  would  be 
down  in  Davy  Jones'  locker.  Someone  wisecracked  the  other 
day  about  the  possibUity  of  the  King  of  England  having  to 
review  his  fleet  in  a  diving  suit:  and  that  is  perhaps  not 
entirely  pleasantry.    [Laughter  in  the  galleries.] 

MAVnS  THKKATENZD  ntOM   THK  Aia 

The  situation  in  Europe,  as  we  have  watched  it.  Is  this — 
and  this  is  borne  out  by  military  and  naval  authorities— that 
when  a  navy  approaches  within  50  miles  or  thereabouts,  per- 
haps a  hundred  miles,  of  an  aircraft  base  they  are  in  mortal 
danger.  They  have  to  get  out  of  there  Just  as  fast  as  they 
can — find  a  way  out  somehow.  They  must  keep  moving. 
The  minute  they  are  stationary  they  are  in  great  danger  frwn 
dive  bombers  and  submarines. 

I  get  back  now  to  the  question  of  acquiring  these  bases. 
When  we  have  acquired  the  bases,  there  Is  nothing  but  the 
great  Atlantic  Ocean  between  those  bases  and  Europe. 

Now  I  am  straying,  perhaps,  from  the  manuscript  I  had 
briefly  and  hurriedly  prepared;  but  I  wish  to  say  that  every 
soldier  who  falls  on  the  western  front  in  Prance  today — and 
I  regret  sis  much  as  any  man  in  this  world  the  loss  of  life  on 
both  sides,  I  regret  the  loss  of  all  these  fine  young  men  over 
there — every  soldier  who  falls  weakens  the  power  of  his 
nation  just  that  much.  When  the  war  Is  over,  the  na- 
tions of  Europe  will  be  bled  white.  They  will  be  exhausted 
and  weak  beyond  their  condition  at  any  time  in  the  war  up 
to  the  signing  of  peace.  They  will  be  in  a  less  favorable  posi- 
tion to  attack  us  then  than  at  any  other  time.  World 
history  teaches  us  that  it  takes  15,  20.  or  25  years  for  the 
warring  nations,  both  victor  and  vanquished,  to  recover  so 
that  they  can  begin  an  attack  upon  a  coimtry  that  is  right 
across  their  borders. 

NO  CAtrSK  rOK  HT8TESXA 

Well,  we  are  not  right  across  the  line.  We  have  the  great 
ice  cap  on  the  north.    We  have  the  great  ice  cap  on  the  south. 

We  have  7,000  miles  of  Pacific  Ocean  on  the  west  and  4.000 
miles  of  distance  on  the  east.  We  have  been  placed  in  the 
most  favorable  position  in  which  Providence  could  place  any 
nation  on  this  great  earth;  and  there  is  no  sense  in  our  be- 
coming hysterical,  with  130.000,000  people  in  this  country, 
with  a  World  War  army  that  can  furnish  several  hundred 
thousand  oflacers.  I  will  not  say  that  that  entire  army  can 
be  put  into  service  now.  That  would  not  be  fair,  although 
we  Spanish-American  War  men  think  we  could  still  fight  a 
bit;  but  perhaps  we"  could  only  count  on  several  hundred 
thousand.  With  an  army  of  over  a  million  that  we  can  call 
tonight,  and  with  several  hundred  thousand  World  War  men 
who  can  ofiBcer  an  Army,  and  with  the  training  and  the  great 
appropriations  we  are  now  making  here,  I  fail  to  see  how  any 
nation  or  any  group  of  nations  can  successfully  attack  this 
country  in  this  generation. 

I  have  studied  the  map  diligently.  Any  man  who  has  been 
an  officer  in  the  Army — and  there  are  a  number  of  Senators 
here  who  have  served  in  our  military  forces — ^knows  how  we 
love  to  study  maps.  I  can  find  no  weak  spot,  no  "Achilles 
heel"  on  our  map  so  far  as  Europe  is  concerned,  exqept  the 
steps  that  I  have  already  outlined,  from  Scotland  to  the 
Orkneys  to  the  Shetland  Islands  to  the  Danish  Faroes,  now 
occuiHed  by  the  BritLsh  military  forces,  and  from  there  to 
Iceland,  now  occupied  by  the  British  forces,  from  there  to 
Greenland,  and  from  there  to  Canada. 

XCXLAMD  IS   AMBRCAM 

Those  are  the  only  ocean  steps  from  Europe  to  America. 
Iceland  is  a  part  of  the  North  American  Continent,  of  the 
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Western  Hemisphere — of  the  American  Hemisphere,  as  I  like 
to  call  it,  I  give  as  my  authority  for  that  statement  Dr. 
VUhJalmur  Stefansson.  the  great  Arctic  explorer,  who  wrote 
the  bo<*  Iceland  the  First  American  Republic.  You  may  go  to 
the  geographers  in  the  Congressional  Library  and  they  will 
show  you  the  maps,  and  they  will  tell  you  that  Iceland  is  a 
part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  naturally  belongs  to  us: 
and  yet  we  permit  the  British  military  forces  there.  I  am  not 
talking  particularly  about  the  British.  We  should  not  permit 
any  naval  or  military  establishment  there  of  any  country 
other  than  our  own.  Iceland  is  an  American  island,  and 
Greenland  certainly  is  an  American  Island. 

Let  us  picture  the  situation  there.  Here  are  Iceland  and 
Greenland.  They  are  only  180  miles  apart.  You  can  stand 
on  the  mountains  of  Iceland  and  see  Greenland.  You  can 
stand  on  the  deck  of  a  vessel  in  midchaimel  between  Green- 
land and  Iceland  and  see  them  both.  That  is  how  close 
together  they  are.  Iceland  is  a  territory  of  39,709  square 
miles.  It  has  perfect  naval  and  submarine  bases.  It  has  a 
plentitude  of  land  suitable  for  air  bases,  and  it  can  absolutely 
cut  off  those  steps  to  North  America  from  Europe. 

Prom  there  you  go  on  to  Greenland,  an  island  which  is  fairly 
continental  in  size.  It  is  so  wide  at  its  widest  point  that  the 
distance  Is  the  same  as  from  New  York  to  St.  Louis.  I  hope 
Senators  will  check  my  figures.  Sometimes  we  get  them 
wrong.  I  know  I  have  them  right.  The  length  is  as  great  as 
from  the  border  of  Minnesota — my  own  Minnesota,  the  North 
Star  State,  the  10.000-lakes  State— to  the  Rio  Grande.  I  wish 
to  caU  the  attention  of  my  good  friend  from  North  CaroUna 
[Mr.  Reynolds]  to  that,  and  invite  North  Carolinians  to  come 
up  to  our  10.000-lakes  State,  and  also  the  residents  of  other 
States. 

Prom  the  north  border  of  Minnesota,  where  it  adjoins 
Canada,  down  to  the  Rio  Grande,  is  the  same  distance  as 
the  length  of  Greenland.  Lindbergh  surveyed  Greenland. 
Peary,  the  great  explorer,  crossed  this  great  island  several 
times.  He  sailed  around  the  northern  portion  of  it,  and 
discovered  that  it  was  an  island.  By  right  of  discovery  and 
by  right  of  exploration  it  is  an  American  island;  it  belongs 
to  us;  and  we  never  should  have  ceded  to  Denmark  our 
rights  in  it  when  we  acquired  the  Virgin  Islands. 

It  is  not  too  late  now,  I  hope,  to  negotiate  for  Greenland. 

PAN    AMERICAN    AIBWATS    SUaVTr    GREENLAND 

I  consider  the  great  Pan  American  Airways  one  of  the 
finest  airway  corporations  in  all  the  world.    Not  so  long  ago 
it  was  my  pleasure  and  privilege  to  participate  in  the  first 
clipper  fiight  from  New  York  to  Ireland  and  Portsmouth 
and  London,  and  we  flew  not  far  from  Iceland  and  Green- 
land    I  wish  to  say  that  the  Pan  Americans  were  up  in 
Greenland,  and  surveyed  the  situation.    They  kept  men  up 
there  watching  the  meterological  conditions,   the  weather 
conditions.    They  found  the  great  central  plateau  of  Green- 
land perfectly  level,  just  as  level  as  a  table.    For  more  than 
a  thousand  miles  in  width  and  for  nearly  1,500  miles  in 
length  all  the  air  fleets  of  the  world  could  land  there  and 
be  lost  in  that  vast  expanse.    There  are  no  crevasses  in  the 
lee  until  near  the  shore  line;  and  the  fjords  of  Greenland 
are  deeper  and  greater  than  the  jords  of  Norway.    There 
can    be   located   submarine   bases.     There   are   some   fjords 
great  enough  to  hide  a  fleet;  yet  we  are  asleep.     Somebody 
wrote  a  book  about  America  being  asleep.    That  is  where 
wc  have  been  asleep.    We  should  have  been  wide  awake  on 
that  subject.    We  should  have  acquired  this  great  base. 

I  will  grant  that  before  aviation  came,  it  perhaps  was  not 
reasonable,  perhaps  was  hardly  sensible,  to  think  of  Green- 
land In  connection  with  development.  With  advance  of 
aviation,  with  this  great  new  method  of  travel,  and  the  all- 
sxu-rounding  air  being  one  mighty  ocean  around  the  earth, 
one  traveling  from  San  Francisco  to  Berlin  would  cross  Ice- 
land and  Greenland.  Beriin  Is  now  approaching  5.000.000 
In  population,  and  there  wiU  be  travel.  I  hope,  in  the  future, 
-  some  day,  when  there  Is  peace. 

I  ACT  Of  not  uvnro  frcscmt 

In  going  to  all  North  Europe,  there  Ues  the  shortest  line 
oi  travel,  and  I  highly  value  the  views  of  the  Pan  American 
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Airways,  of  Admiral  Peary,  and  of  Colonel  Lindbergh.  They 
know— they  have  the  facts.  It  is  time  for  us  to  act  in  the 
living  present. 

GBUCAirr    EZPLORXS    ICSLAND    AlTD    OSEXin.AN1> 

Let  me  say  in  this  connection,  that  I  am  not  here  to  try  to 
frighten  anyone.  However,  so  long  as  it  Is  supposed  to  be 
hi  the  fashion  to  frighten  people,  I  suppose  I  might  throw 
in  the  remark  that  the  Germans  are  supposed  to  be  behind 
every  tree,  and  are  going  to  take  us  tomorrow  morning  and 
fry  us  for  breakfast. 

The  Germans  have  surveyed  Greenland  and  Iceland.  I 
have  material  concerning  both  Greenland  and  Iceland  which 

1  will  place  in  the  Record.  I  was  going  to  read  it,  but  I  shall 
not  trespass  upon  the  time  of  Senators  who  have  been  good 
enough  to  remain  and  listen  to  me,  though  not  much  of  the 
time  was  taken  by  me  in  making  my  statement.  We  should 
have  American  naval  bases  and  American  air  bases  on  both 
islands.  The  authorities  I  have  cited  are  unanimous  on  that 
subject. 

VTfAL   FACTS   ON    ICELAND 

I  Wish  to  say  that  a  few  years  ago  very  little  had  been 
written  about  these  far  distant  countries,  although  Iceland  is 
rather  an  ancient  coimtry.  The  Irish  went  to  Iceland  in 
600  or  700,  and  remained  as  the  only  people  there  for  about 
200  or  250  years.  The  Norwegians  discovered  Iceland  through 
conquest  of  North  Ireland,  and  the  Irish  there  told  them 
alxjut  the  island  they  had  up  north.  Then  the  Vikings  and 
the  Norse  went  to  Iceland.  The  people  are  by  blood  90  per- 
cent Irish-Norwegians.  The  percentage  is  30  percent  Irish, 
60  percent  Norwegian,  2  percent  Scotch,  2  percent  Swedish, 

2  percent  English.    I  have  this  information  from  Dr.  Stefans- 
son.   I  do  not  make  this  statement  based  simply  on  some 
casual  reading.    I   have  had  the  honor  to  meet  this  fa- 
mous explorer,  and  he  gave  me  much  other  valuable  in- 
formation.   He   has   traveled   through   these   regions.    The 
great  explorer  told  me,  and  those  who  have  studied  weather 
conditions  will  confirm  his  statement,  that  the  weather  con- 
ditions at  the  southern  tip  of  Greenland  are  no  worse  than 
those  of  Newfoimdland,  particularly  with  respect  to  fogs. 
Pan  American  Airways  make  flights  across  the  southern  tip 
of  Greenland,  New  Brunswick,  and  Newfoundland.    I  pre- 
smne  they  have  cut  off  travel  there  at  the  present  time,  but 
they  made  many  flights  there  after  the  flight  which  a  Senate 
delegation    took    with    members    of    the    Civil    Aeronautics 
Authority,  and  others.    These  airways  that  have  been  laid 
out  by  experts  are  right  along  these  steps  to  Europe.    Cer- 
tainly some  of  these  steps  are  within  the  western  hemisphere, 
within  the  North  American  Continent,  and  should  be  under 
our  fiag.    We  should  negotiate  for  them.    We  should  purchase 
them  and  take  possession  before  it  is  too  late.     If  all  the 
threats  we  are  hearing  are  to  be  made  good  some  day,  then 
there  is  all  the  more  reason  why  we  should  have  our  naval 
bases  and  our  air  bases  there.    That  is  all  the  more  reason 
why  we  should  get  there  first,  why  we  should  have  them  forti- 
fied, and  have  our  aircraft  there,  so  that  no  possible  threat  to 
us  could  be  made. 

I  have  stated  that  it  is  only  180  miles  from  Iceland  to 
Greenland,  and  from  Greenland  It  is  only  20  miles  to  Elles- 
mereland.  Dr.  Stefansson  told  me  that  he  stood  in  Green- 
land and  through  glasses  watched  an  expedition  cross  over 
the  ice  from  Greenland  and  enter  Canada.  That  shows  how 
short  the  distance  is  between  Greenland  and  Canada  at  that 
one  point. 

ISLAND    BASES  XOR    DEFENSE 

Mr  President,  the  day  and  the  hour  has  now  arrived  when 
we  must  survey  our  coast.  We  must  look  to  our  island  bases. 
I  speak  not  only  of  the  bases  to  the  north,  but  the  Island 
bases  around  the  Panama  Canal  belonging  to  Latm-Amert- 
can  nations  and  within  some  1,500  or  1,800  miles  of  our 
coasU.  These  small  friendly  nations  are  luiable  to  fortify 
those  Islands.  They  should  be  surveyed  by  our  naval  and 
aviation  authorities,  and  wherever  bases  should  be  planted, 
they  should  be  estabUshed  and  equipped.  We  shoiild  obUin 
them  by  negotiations  and  purchase,  or  by  some  such  method, 
in  order  that  they  may  be  a  bastion  and  a  defense  for  aU  Oie 
American  nations. 


i  ' 
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AMBtlCAN  OOirmtTHT — POLE  TO  POLB 

Mr.  President.  I  say  In  aU  sincerity  that  I  hope  the  day 
wiU  soon  come  when  there  will  be  no  flags  in  the  American 
hemisphere,  the  Western  Hemisphere,  but  American  flags.  I 
believe  when  European  flags  are  out  of  North  and  South 
America,  when  Europe  is  once  more  over  in  Europe,  and  all 
on  this  hemisph3re  are  Americans,  we  will  have  less  intrigue. 
and  fewer  war  plots.  ai:d  less  talk  of  bringing  the  capiUl  of 
England  over  to  Canada,  as  is  suggested  in  the  article  writ- 
ten by  Pearson  and  Allen,  which  I  placed  in  the  Rxcobo  of 
yesterday. 

Hysteria  has  now  become  so  prevalent  that  we  are  told 
that  the  highest  officials  in  this  country  are  advising  the 
French  that  they  should  move  their  capital  to  Africa.  It  is 
proposed  to  establish  the  capital  of  the  French  Empire  in 
Africa,  and  it  is  suggested  that  the  British  may  come  to 
Canada  and  estabish  their  capital  there.  Very  well,  if  the 
situation  is  so  serious  as  all  that,  we  had  better  look  to  our 
Atlantic  island  bases.  We  had  better  lock  to  the  Latin- 
American  Islands  off  the  west  coast  of  Panama  and  to  the 
west  of  Nicaragua. 

EXnOPS  nf  THE  AMKUCAS 

Mr.  President,  in  trying  to  estimate  the  extent  of  the  ter- 
ritories belonging  to  European  nations  we  discover  that  there 
1%  some  difficulty  in  finding  out  how  much  they  own  in 
North  and  South  America.  Some  surveys  do  not  include  the 
Falkland  Islands,  which  is  a  key  group  of  islands. 

But  below  the  Falkland  Islands  are  the  South  Shetland 
Islands,  and  the  South  Orkneys,  and  the  South  Georgia,  and 
South  Sandwich.  It  may  seem  that  we  are  traveling  a  little 
far  south,  but  we  are  still  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  when 
we  consider  Antarctica,  where  Admiral  B3rrd  and  other  ex- 
plorers have  gone.  I  believe  in  insisting  on  American  rights, 
and  seeing  that  we  obtain  the  territory  in  Antarctica  which 
belongs  to  us. 

The  time  is  past  for  America  to  play  Santa  Claus  to  the 
earth,  giving  away  everything.  The  time  has  come  to  pro- 
test the  United  States  and  the  American  people. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  was  interrupted  a  little  while  ago  I 
was  about  to  refer  to  aui  article  by  Arthur  Sears  Henning, 
which  appeared  in  the  Times-Herald  of  May  17.  I  intended 
to  read  the  article,  but  since  I  received  permission  to  place  it 
in  the  Record  I  shall  not  do  so.  I  will  refer  to  It  only  briefly. 
Senators  would  be  paitlcularly  interested  if  they  were  to  read 
Mr.  Henning's  statement  with  reference  to  the  "wisecracking" 
BriUshers  who  once  called  us  "Uncle  Shylock"  because  we 
asked  payment  of  their  old  World  War  debts.  This  same  type 
of  British  mind  says  the  next  war  will  be  between  the  yellow 
countries Japan  and  the  United  States. 

SENDING  Otra   BOTS  TO   DIE  FOB  THZM 

That  is  the  thanks  we  get  for  lending  them  billions  of 
dollars  and  sending  our  boys  to  die  for  them. 

Mr.  President,  my  only  purpose  in  calling  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  this  matter  is  to  illustrate  the  words  of 
George  Washington,  when  he  warned  his  country  not  to 
show  excessive  partiality  toward  some  foreign  countries  and 
excessive  dislike  toward  others. 

Today  when  our  leaders  point  to  the  Inadequacy  of  our 
defense,  I  remind  the  Senate  that  island  bases  off  our 
shores  are  necessary  for  adequate  defense.  These  island 
bases  are  of  greater  defense  value  than  all  the  bUlions  of 
dollars  we  are  now  so  rapidly  appropriating.  I  rei)eat  that 
these  bases  which  are  vital  to  the  defenses  of  America,  are 
worth  ell  the  billions  we  are  now  appropriating. 

I  am  proud  to  support  the  resolutions  offered  by  the  able 
Senator  from  North  Carolina.  I  am  glad  he  introduced 
them,  because  he  is  a  member  of  the  majority  party  in  the 
Senate,  and  a  distinguished  Senator.  I  have  membership  in  a 
minority  party.  The  Senator  is  more  likely  to  succeed  in 
having  his  resolution  adopted.  I  wish  to  see  these  efforts 
succeed.    I  have  no  pride  of  authorship  in  this  matter. 

To  the  support  of  those  resolution  I  give  everything  I  have. 
In  the  interest  of  our  country,  I  hope  the  resolution  may  be 
•d(H)ted. 


I  do  not  believe  that  results  from  the  defense  appropria- 
tions will  materialize  as  we  think  they  will.  So  far  as  the 
appropriations  we  are  now  making  are  concerned.  I  think  that 
1940  is  out  of  the  picture.  I  am  not  alone  in  that  statement. 
I  have  authority  for  It.  We  shaU.  indeed,  be  fortunate  if  we 
approach  the  proposed  program  in  1941,  1942,  1943,  or  even 
later. 

PLANLESS  DEFENSE 

It  is  now  claimed  that  we  have  no  real  defense,  after  the 
administration  has  expended  $7,000,000,000  during  the  past 
7  years.  In  our  present  hurried,  planless  defense  debacle— 
and  that  is  what  it  seems  to  me  to  be— no  sensible  American 
can  take  a  real  pride.  It  is  a  planless  program.  There  are 
no  blueprints.  Where  are  we  heading,  where  are  we  going 
to  wind  up,  when  we  cannot  even  find  any  real  results  from 
the  last  $7,000,000,000  we  appropriated? 

We  are  now  talking  about  lowering  the  income-tax  exemp- 
Uon  for  a  man  with  a  family  to  $1,800,  and  for  a  single 
individual  to  $800.  We  propose  to  levy  an  income  tax  on 
nearly  two  and  a  quarter  million  people  who  have  never 
been  taxed  before.  When  we  do  so,  let  us  have  something 
to  show  for  it. 

raONTIEXS  ON  THE  BHINB 

We  could  negotiate  for  these  bases  and  pay  for  them  with 
a  few  millions  of  these  enormous  appropriations,  and  really 
get  somewhere.  We  are  slavishly  retreating  from  old-fash- 
ioned Americanism,  and  are  patterning  after  the  hysterical 
statements  we  have  been  hearing.  The  protection  and  de- 
fense of  America  does  not  call  for  foolhardy  frontiers  on  the 
Rhine,  as  we  have  been  led  to  believe.  Our  frontier  of  de- 
fense calls  for  island  bases  off  our  coasts — the  British, 
Dutch,  and  French  West  Indies,  and  Bermuda.  Do  not 
forget.  Bermuda  is  a  key  to  the  Atlantic  coast.  Let  me  ask 
the  able  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Reynolds]  how 
far  it  is  from  his  State. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    It  is  534  miles  from  Kitty  Hawk. 

BERMUDA.    KEY    TO    in*ITED    STATES    COAST    DEFENSE 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  distance  from  North  Carolina  to 
Bermuda  is  534  miles.  The  distances  from  Bermuda  run 
like  the  spokes  of  a  wheel — toward  New  York.  Baltimore, 
Philadelphia,  and  down  through  the  Southern  States.  Ber- 
muda is  a  veritable  key.  and  must  be  under  the  American 
flag,  with  naval  bases  and  air  bases. 

THE   BAJCPACTS   WE   WATCH 

These  truly  American  islands  must  become  American  pos- 
sessions and  must  be  established  as  our  first  line  of  defense. 
They  are  the  ramparts  we  watch.  Some  of  us  are  con- 
templating the  day  when  they  will  be  under  our  jurisdiction. 

Europe  must  be  removed  from  them  by  negotiation  or 
seizure.  I  have  before  me  an  article  by  Ra>'mond  Clapper, 
the  colmnnist,  who  says  we  may  have  to  go  out  with  troops 
and  seize  these  islands.  Yet  I  was  ridiculed  a  short  time 
Sijso  because  I  quoted  Andrew  Jackscn.  The  words  were  not 
mine.  I  was  quoting  Andrew  Jackson  when  he  threatened 
to  seize  the  French  West  Indies  because  the  French  Empire 
would  not  pay  its  debts.  Now  American  columnists  in  our 
greatest  newspapers  are  saying  that  we  may  have  to  use 
troops  to  go  in  and  take  possession  of  the  islands.  I  am  not 
In  favor  of  doing  so  unless  it  becomes  necessary.  Let  us 
first  negotiate  peacefully.  Let  us  pay.  and  give  credit,  where 
credit  is  due.  on  their  World  War  debt.  * 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Let  me  remind  the  Senator  of  a  situ- 
ation which  might  arise,  and  which  might  prove  not  only 
extremely  embarrassing,  but  perhaps  dangerous.  If  Hitler 
should  win  this  war  he  would  claim  all  the  properties  in 
the  Western  Hemisphere  which  belong  to  Great  Britain. 
They  Include  not  only  the  Leeward  and  Windward  Islands, 
Trinidad,  Bimlni.  Nassau,  and  Bermuda,  but  also  include 
British  Honduras  and  British  Guiana. 

A  moment  ago  the  Senator  mentioned  the  Falkland  Is- 
lands. I  understand  that  there  is  some  misunderstanding 
between  the  Republic  of  Argentina  and  Great  Britain  as 
to  the  real  ownership  of  those  islands.    Many  persons  expect 
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Hitler  to  win  this  war.  It  Is  even  stated  that  he  has  already 
won.  and  that  it  will  last  only  a  short  time.  I  will  not  be- 
lieve that  he  has  won  it  until  he  has  actually  won  it.  But, 
if  unfortunately  he  should  win  the  war,  he  will  claim  the 
Islands  in  the  Caribbean,  in  Central  America,  and  in  South 
America,  including  Nassau.  Bimini.  and  Bermuda,  which 
the  Senator  mentioned  a  moment  ago.  If  we  should  then 
cttempt  to  take  possession  of  those  islands,  of  course  we 
should  have  a  war  on  our  hands. 

The  Senator  will  recall  that  after  the  Spanish-American 
War  in  1898  we  seized  the  Phfllpplne  Islands.  I  believe  as 
a  result  of  that  war  we  also  became  possessors  of  Guam, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  Cuba.  We  claimed  them  after  the  war, 
because  we  had  won  the  war.  If  Hitler  should  win  this 
war.  he  will  claim  the  islands  about  which  the  Senator  is 
talking,  and  in  addition  he  will  claim  British  Honduras  and 
British  Guiana.    He  will  also  claim  the  Falkland  Islands. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Do  not  forget  Dutch  Guiana. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  is  where  the  difficulty  will  arise. 
Hitler  has  already  conquered  the  Netherlands,  and  he  will 
lay  claim  to  Curacao,  which,  I  beUeve,  is  the  name  of  the 
main  island,  which  is  being  used  for  refining  oU  which 
comes  from  Venezuela.  So,  according  to  the  Senator's  sug- 
gestion, why  not  carry  out  negotiations  with  Great  Britain 
and  France,  as  I  suggested  to  the  administration  through 
the  introduction  of  resolutions  authorizing  such  negoUa- 
tlons?  The  Senator  kindly  stated  that  he  would  support 
the  resolutions. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  let  me  recall  that  long  be- 
fore this  war  I  submitted  resolutions  to  negotiate  with  the 
Netherlands  for  the  purchase  of  Curacao  and  Aruba.  where 
there  are  oil  refineries  doing  an  annual  business  of 
$125,000,000.  A  long  time  ago  I  suggested  that  all  the 
Dutch  possessions  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  be  acquired 
by  negotiation  and  purchase.  I  do  not  recaU  receiving  very 
much  support  for  that  suggestion  until  recently.  We  seem 
to  be  regretful  of  the  fact  that  we  did  not  act  some  years  ago. 

IfONBOE    DOCTRINE    STEANGELT    INTERPKETED 

A  strange  Interpretation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  may  cause 
the  illegal  transfer  to  foreign  lands  of  Greenland  and  Ice- 
land. Already  Great  Britain  has  occupied  Iceland,  which  is 
an  American  island,  according  to  the  noted  Arctic  explorer. 
Dr.  Vilhjalmur  Stefansson.  who  is  our  greatest  expert  on 
these  northern  territories.  The  British  Ambassador.  Lord 
Lothian,  admits  through  the  press  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
covers  Greenland.  So  does  our  President,  and  so  do  the  geo- 
graphical experts;  but  Lord  Lothian  states  that  Britain  can 
occupy  the  island  whenever  CJermany  threatens  invasion.  If 
we  are  to  judge  from  the  past  history  of  English  strategy, 
Canada,  under  British  direction  and  as  a  part  of  the  British 
Elmpire,  may  take  over  Greenland  and  perhaps  other  West- 
em  Hemisphere  possessions,  despite  the  Moiu-oe  Doctrine, 
which  we  have  established  for  the  protection  of  this  truly 
American  Hemisphere.  That  is  the  claim  of  I^rd  Ix)thian. 
All  this  will  be  done  under  the  claim  that  the  Germans 
threaten  Invasion. 

But  suppose  the  Germans  win  the  war.  Where  will  that 
leave  the  islands?  Would  it  not  then  have  been  the  better 
part  of  wisdom  to  have  negotiated  for  these  islands  and 
acquired  them  at  the  time  I  first  brought  this  matter  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senate? 

This  American  island  would  be  occupied  by  a  foreign 
power.  It  is  an  American  island  because  it  Is  part  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere  and  Ues  in  close  proximity  to  North 

America. 

At  this  time  I  wish  to  quote  from  the  Washington  Star 
of  April  16,  1940,  relative  to  Lord  Lothian's  interpretation 
of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

The  article  in  part  is  as  follows: 
Lord     Lothian     Sats     Monboe     Doctrine     CovEBa     Grctnland— 

British  Will  Not   Occott   Territobt  Unless  Nazis  Threaten 

Invasion 

Lord  Lothian.  British  Ambassador  here,  said  today  he  did  not 
expect  any  British  or  Canadian  occupation  of  Greenland  unless 
there  was  a  more  definite  threat  of  German  Invasion  of  the 
Danish  Arctic  xiossession. 


The  Ambassador  said  he  considered  Greenland  came  well  within 
the  Monroe  Doctrine,  so  that  possible  Canadian  occupation  of  the 
Island  would  be  supF>ortlng  principles  ol  the  doctrine  against 
extension  of  control  in  this  hemisphere  by  foreign  nations. 

He  added  that  there  apparently  was  no  Immediate  danger  of 
Germany  attempting  to  take  over  Greenland,  however,  and  that 
he  would  not  expect  Canada  or  Great  Britain  to  act  except  to 
protect  the  Island  from  possible  invasion. 

SITE    FOR    air    bass 

He  pointed  out  that  If  Germany  should  gain  control  of  Green- 
land It  might  be  made  an  effective  base  for  airplane  or  submarine 
warfare  In  the  North  AUantlc.  which  the  Allies  would  be  prepared 
to  prevent. 

HT7LL    INDICATES   AGREEMENT 

Secretary  of  State  H\ill  Indicated  at  his  press  conference  later 
that  this  Government  agrees  that  Greenland  comes  within  the 
scope  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  In  response  to  questions,  Mr.  Hull 
said  he  believed  the  President  indicated  the  slant  of  opinion  last 
week  when  Mr.  Roosevelt  remarked  that  from  the  point  of  view  of 
ancient  history  and  other  considerations.  Greenland  belongs  much 
more  closely  to  the  American  than  to  the  Eiiropean  Continent. 

The  President  emphasized  at  that  time,  however,  that  he  was 
viewing  the  situation  more  from  the  hximanltarlan  than  the 
political  point  of  view. 

Secretary  Hull  said  he  had  heard  of  no  plans  for  extension  of 
United  States  protection  to  Greenland,  or  of  any  plans  for  landing 
forces  there  by  any  other  powers. 

Lord  Lothian  was  asked  about  reports  concerning  Greenland 
when  he  called  at  the  State  Department  to  confer  with  Under 
Secretary  of  State  Sumner  Welles  and  Assistant  Secretary  of  State 
Henry  F.  Grady,  who  Is  in  charge  of  the  reciprocal  Uade-agreement 
program. 

DISCTTSSIONS    NEAR    COMPLETION 

The  Ambassador  said  discussions  looking  toward  settlement  of 
numerous  pending  disputes  between  this  country  and  the  Allies, 
growing  out  of  the  AlUed  blockade  of  Germany,  mall  censorship, 
and  restrictions  on  certain  Imports  from  this  country  to  conserve 
foreign  exchange,  were  nearlng  completion.  , 

He  said  the  British  and  French  economic  experts  who  have  been 
conferring  with  Government  officials  here  on  details  of  the  prob- 
lems, expected  to  retxirn  to  Europe  next  week  and  that  a  Joint 
statement  on  results  of  their  mission  here  probably  wo\ild  be 
issued  before  they  left. 

AMERICA    MUST    BE    FREE    rSOM    EUROPE 

Mr.  President,  the  Monroe  Doctrine  seeks  American  In- 
dependence from  Europe.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  is  an  effort 
on  the  part  of  Americans  to  resist  the  web  of  European  poli- 
tics and  the  insidious  hand -which  attempts  to  draw  us  back 
into  the  British  Empire  orbit,  from  which  we  declared  our 
independence  in  1776.  There  are  those  in  that  nation  who 
have  attempted  to  aUgn  us  once  again  with  the  so-called 
mother  empire.  There  are  those  who  predict  that  we  will 
dutifully  go  back  to  the  "English  wing." 

Our  ancestors  gave  their  blood,  their  lives,  to  create  a  new 
country,  free  from  Europe.  They  established  in  1823  a  Mon- 
roe Doctrine  which  eventually  would  enable  them  to  live  in 
the  Americas  free  from  European  governments  and  European 
wars.  Now  is  the  time  to  remember  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and 
apply  it  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  was  conceived. 

HENRT   CABOT   LODGE   AND  THE   MONROE  DOCTRINE 

Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  a  Senator  of  long  experience  in  foreign 
relations,  and  a  well-known  American  historian,  stated  his 
conception  of  the  American  doctrine,  as  follows: 

It  Is  not  a  doctrine  of  International  law,  and  the  attempt  to 
discuss  it  or  to  oppose  it  on  that  ground  is  a  waste  of  words.  Like 
the  independence  of  this  country,  It  is  a  question  of  fact  and  not 
of  law  The  independence  of  this  country  is  unquestioned,  be- 
cause, "having  declared  it,  we  compelled  the  world  to  recognize  It. 
In  the  same  way  we  have  always  acted  on  the  declaration  of  Mr. 
Monroe  as  the  guiding  principle  of  our  foreign  policy.  We  shaU 
now  I  hope,  declare  It  again  with  the  formal  sanction  of  Congress; 
representing  the  people  of  the  United  States.  It  is  idle  to  argue 
either  for  or  against  it  as  a  matter  of  International  law,  for  it 
requires  no  such  support.  We  stand  by  the  Monroe  Doctrine  for 
the  same  reason  that  England  upholds  Afghanistan  and  takes  the 
Shan  States  from  China,  because  It  is  essential  to  our  safety  and 
our  defense.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  rests  primarUy  on  the  great  law 
of  self-preservation.  _,     .  ,        v..  ^.   _ 

We  declare  the  Monroe  Doctrine  to  be  a  principle  which  we 
believe  essential  to  the  honor,  the  safety,  the  interests  of  the 
United  States. 

We  declare  it  as  a  statement  of  fact,  and  we  must  have  it  recog- 
nized as  our  Independence  and  national  existence  are  recognized  by 
all  the  world.  It  must  be  recognized,  because  we  sustain  and 
support  it,  and  we  can  no  more  permit  It  to  be  a  matter  oi  dis- 
cussions with  other  nations  than  we  can  afford  to  discuss  with 
them  our  national  welfare  or  our  forms  of  government.  It  embod-  ^ 
I  les  f or  us  the  same  principle  as  the  balance  of  powM  so  jealously 
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maintained  by  the  nations  of  ^urope^-n^ey  'J^  "^JJ^^*^ 
^disturbed.'  and  we  hold  to  our  balance  of  power  .with  equal 

^'^e  Monroe  Doctrine  interferes  In  no  wise  with  the  right,  w^^ldi 
the  wlnclp^of  international  law  give  to  all  nations  It  does  not 
Such  toe  Wrtlon  of  reparation  for  Injuries  Inflicted  upon  the 
Sb^SrtTof  any  European^ower  by  any  of  the  Central  or  South 
S^J^  8t^.     We  chertih  that  right  Jealously  ourselves:  we  do 

"°-kt"lJoSr^  SSmne  '•'•'•  Is  merely  the  declaration  U^t 
no  forelen^wer  must  establish  a  new  government,  acq^olre  new 
S?rrttS^y^^ha-e  or  force  or  by  any  method  ^^7'-  "'^'^ 
to%ontrol  existing  government*  in  the  Americas.  That  Is  the  prln- 
cfpJ?  which  Mr.  M^oe  declared.  If  there  Is  any  dispute  as  to 
the  mear^lng  of  his  language.  It  Is  not  needful  to  dwell  upon  It. 
That  IS  what  the  American  people  believed  he  meant.  That  Is  the 
^  iSiSSn  statesmen  ha'CV  Interpreted  It  '^d  that  there  may 
be  no  future  misunderstanding,  that  Is  what  we  should  declare  It 
to  bo  and  have  always  been  by  this  resolution. 

Senator  Lodge  Introduced,  and  the  Senate  passed.  In  1912. 
a  resolution  known  as  the  Lodge  corollary  to  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  which  states  that  no  new  foreign  naval  or  military 
staUons  can  be  established  in  America.    I  quote: 

Reeved.  That  when  any  harbor  or  o"^"  place  In  the  AmerlcMi 
continents  Is  so  rttuated  that  the  occupation  t^f^' ^'f  ^^^^i 
or  military  purposes  might  threaten  the  <»»n™V"''=»*»°^  ''J^J,^* 
safety  of  Uie  United  States,  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
could  not  see  without  grave  concern  the  possession  of  such  bar- 
bor  or  other  place  by  any  corporation  or  association  which  has 
such  a  relation  to  another  government,  not  American.  "  Jo  P^ 
that  government  practical  power  of  control  for  naval  or  military 
purposes. 

I  have  before  me  a  complete  history  of  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine and  Its  appUcaUon,  as  compiled  by  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress Their  conclusion  is  that  Greenland,  as  a  part  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  must  be  included  in  our  application  of 
the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Let  me  call  special  attention  to  the  evidence  we  have 
found  which  clearly  establishes  the  fact  that  England  wants 
Greenland,  and  would  seize  it  at  the  first  opportunity. 
cmzAT  BKrrAiM  wants  Greenland 

In  1917  when  we  purchased  the  Danish  Virgin  Islands,  we 
turned  over  to  Denmark  all  claims  to  Greenland  which  we 
had  established  by  right  of  discovery  and  exploration. 

In  1920.  before  Great  Britain  recognized  the  Danish  sov- 
ereignty over  Greenland.  Great  Britain  asked  that  she  have 
pre-emptive  rights  in  receiving  Greenland  when  and  if  Den- 
mark wished  to  dispose  of  it. 

Evidence  of  Britain's  asking  for  these  prior  rights  to 
Greenland,  which  would  enable  Britain  to  spread  again  her 
control  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  are  contained  in  a 
letter  from  the  Ambassador  in  Great  Britain  (Davis)  to  the 
SecreUry  of  State.    Tlie  letter,  dated  May  20.  1920.  states: 

Lord  Curaon  has  informed  Danish  minister  that  the  geographical 
position  of  Greenland  makes  the  question  of  o''""*^^?/ ™^""  °f 
^t  importance  to  the  British  Empire  as  a  whole  and  to  Canada 
^Toartlcular  and  that  His  Majesty's  Government  therefore  feel 
obliged  to  attach  to  their  recognition  of  Danish  sovereignty  over 
it  the  condition  that  In  the  event  of  Denmark  wishing  to  dispose 
of  the  territory  she  will  grant  the  British  Empire  the  right  of  pre- 
emption. Subject  to  this  condition  His  Majesty's  Government  are 
prepared  at  once  to  recognize  officially  the  sovereignty  of  Denmark 
over  Greenland. 

ift^  AMMICAH    VTATUatXH    OBJKT    TO    fOanON    INCBOACHlOarrS 

To  this  letter  the  American  Secretary  of  State  (Colby) 
replied  in  no  uncertain  terms.  The  letter,  June  5,  1920, 
reads: 

You  may  Inform  the  foreign  office  that  at  the  time  the  trwty 
ccBSlon  of  Danish  West  Indies  was  signed.  August  4.  1910-  ^e 
^Wrament  of  United  States  declared  that  It  would  "not  object 
to  Danish  Government  extending  their  poUtlcal  and  economic 
Interests  to  the  whole  of  Greenland." 

The  Government,  however,  Is  not  disposed  to  recognize  the 
existence  In  a  third  government  of  a  right  of  preemption  to 
acquire  thl»  territory  If  the  Danish  Government  should  desire  to 
dispoee  of  It,  and  accordingly  reserves  for  future  conslderaUon 
whatpoelUon  It  may  take  in  the  event  of  a  specific  proposal  tot 
such  a  transfer. 

Charles  Evans  Hughes,  now  Chief  Justice  of  the  United 
States,  declared  that  the  United  States  would  not  recognize 
or  tolerate  a  third  foreign  government  in  Greenland.  I 
quote  his  letter  to  the  Danish  Minister— Brunr-dated  August 
S,  1931: 


June  6 


In  this  connection,  however.  I  desire  to  state  that  owing  to  the 
imoortance  of  Its  geographical  position,  this  Government  would 
St^SlSx^  to  Ionize  the*«istence  m  a  third  g«ve'2;^«,^* 
of  the  rlght^ preemption  to  acquire  the  Interests  of  the  Danish 
Sjyemment  in  this  territory  should  the  latter  desire  to  transfer 
them. 

Of  recent  date,  Representative  Edith  Noursi:  Rogers  said 
before  the  House  of  Representatives,  April  25,  1940: 

To  so  declare  our  Interest  prevents  any  other  government  from 
tak?nrP«2L»o°  of  Greenland,  an  act  which  automatically  forces 
us  into  difficulties  with  that  government  because  of  oiu-  responsl- 
bUltles  \inder  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

I  Insert  in  the  Record  at  this  point,  under  the  permission 
heretofore  granted  me.  further  matter  prepared  for  me  by  the 
Library  of  Congress  on  the  subject  of  Greenland. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

THB  APPLICATION  OF  THI  MONSOX  DOCTRINK  TO  GaXXNI.ANO 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  states:  *  ^„„^,*.„„ 

"The  American  continents,  by  the  free  and  Independent  condition 
which  they  have  assumed  and  maintain,  are  henceforth  not  to  be 
considered  as  subjects  for  future  colonization  by  European  powers^ 
•  •  •  We  should  consider  any  attempt  on  their  part  to  extend 
their  system  to  any  portion  of  this  hemisphere  as  dangerous  to  our 
peace  and  safety.  With  the  existing  colonies  or  dependencies  of  any 
European  power  we  have  not  Interfered  and  shall  not  Interfere. 
But  with  the  governments  who  have  declared  their  mdependence 
and  maintained  it.  and  whose  independence  we  have  on  great  con- 
sideration and  on  Just  principles  acknowledged,  we  could  not  view 
any  Interposition  for  the  purpose  of  oppressing  them,  or  controumg 
in  any  other  manner  their  destiny,  by  any  European  power  In  any 
other  light  than  as  the  manifestation  of  an  unfriendly  disposition 
toward  the  United  States  •  •  •."—Bingham.  Hiram.  TTie  Monroe 
Doctrine,  an  Obsolete  Shibboleth,  p.  3.  Yale  University  Press,  New 
Haven.  1915.  (JX1425366). 

OaZXNLAND    AND  ICELAND   IN    WBBTKRN    HIMISPHIBS 

By  these  express  terms  an  attempt  by  a  foreign  power  to  extend 
its  system  of  government  to  any  portion  of  this  hemisphere  would 
be  a  contravention  of  the  policy  of  the  doctrine. 

However,  looking  at  this  language,  consideration  must  be  given 
to  what  constitutes  "this  hemisphere."  Although  there  are  some 
Inferences  that  Greenland  Is  not  In  the  Western  Hemisphere  as  far 
as  the  application  of  this  doctrine  Is  concerned,  the  weight  of  au- 
thority would  indicate  otherwise.  Col.  Lawrence  Martin,  Chief  of 
the  Maps  Division  of  the  Library  of  Congress,  states  that — 

"The  International  date  line,  as  the  western  limit  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  solves  the  problem  concerning  Siberia,  New  Zealand, 
etc  and  that  the  four  departures  from  the  meridian  of  20  west 
longitude  take  care  of  the  situation  with  respect  to  the  Cape  Verde 
Islands  the  Azores,  and  northeastern  Greenland,  as  well  as  the 
view  of  Stefansson  with  respect  to  Iceland  •  •  •."  (AppendU  of 
the  Congressional  Record,  p.  2188.) 

This  view  places  not  only  Greenland  but  also  Iceland  within  the 
Western  Hemisphere. 

MONROK    DOCTRINI    NOT    A    DEAD    LITTEB 

Another  argtiment  upon  which  it  might  be  said  that  the  Doc- 
trine would  not  apply  is  the  contention  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
is  a  dead  letter,  no  longer  effective.  Senator  Hiram  Bingham  in 
substantiation  of  this  theory  stated  In  1913: 

•The  very  words  Monroe  Doctrine"  are  fraught  with  a  disagree- 
able significance  from  our  neighbors'  point  of  view.  There  is  no 
one  single  thing,  nor  any  group  of  things,  that  we  could  do  to 
Increase  the  chances  of  peace  and  harmony  In  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere comparable  with  the  definite  statement  that  we  have  out- 
grown the  Monroe  Doctrine,  that  we  realize  that  otir  neighbors  in 
the  New  World  are  well  able  to  take  care  of  themselves,  and  that 
we  shall  not  Interfere  In  their  politics  or  send  arms  Into  their 
territory,  unless  cordially  Invited  to  do  so,  and  then  only  In  con- 
nection with,  and  by  the  cooperation  of,  other  members  of  the 
family."     (Bingham,  op.  clt..  p.  112.) 

However.  In  a  later  paper  Senator  Bingham  changed  his  (>osltlon 
concerning  the  doctrine,  saying: 

"Since  we  are  the  only  world  power  In  the  Western  Hemisphere, 
our  duty  to  ourselves,  our  desire  to  preserve  our  own  Institutions, 
and  our  own  Independence,  as  well  as  our  duty  to  protect  the  other 
powers  In  this  hemisphere  against  possible  aggression  on  the  part 
of  European  or  Asiatic  powers,  and  to  prevent  such  powers  from 
securing  bases  from  which  we  or  any  other  American  republics 
might  be  successfully  attacked,  becomes  evident.  If  Argentina. 
Brazil,  and  Chile  were  world  powers,  the  problem  would  be  different. 
But  they  are  not  yet  world  powers,  nor  are  they  likely  to  become 
such  until  they  have  followed  a  rough  and  rugged  road  and  given 
proof  of  their  faithful  adherence  to  the  cause  of  liberty  as  well  as 
of  their  ability  to  take  their  place  In  world  movements.  Until  such 
time  we  mxist  not  be  accused  of  selfishness  If  we  deem  It  our  duty 
to  maintain  the  Monroe  Doctrine  alone  against  all  comers.  (Hiram 
Bingham,  the  F\iture  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  the  Journal  of  Inter- 
national Relations,  vol.  10.  No.  4.  pp.  397-398,  AprU  1920. ) 

Citing  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  by  T.  B.  Edglngton.  we  find  Instances 
m  which  the  United  States  has  not  Interfered  where  colonization 
has  been  made  in  this  hemisphere: 
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•TTiere  are  a  number  of  occasions  In  which  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
has  been  asserted,  and  some  occasions  In  which  any  assertion  of 
It  was  omitted  or  neglected  altogether. 

"Geographers,  In  dividing  the  globe  Into  hemispheres,  have  placed 
the  dividing  line  20°  west  of  Greenwich.  This  throws  all  Europe 
and  Africa  and  the  greater  part  of  Asia  Into  the  Eastern  Hemi- 
sphere. ^  „  ..  . 
"Tlie  Western  Hemisphere  contains  the  continents  of  North  and 
Bouth  America,  Greenland,  a  part  of  Iceland,  a  part  of  Siberia. 
Including  a  portion  of  Kamchatka  and  one-half  of  each  of  the 
polar  regions.  It  also  contains  a  large  number  of  Islands,  some  of 
which,  like  the  West  Indies,  are  near  to  us,  whUe  others  are  widely 
scattered.                                                                                   ?  ^  . 

"Among  the  distant  islands  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  may  be 
mentioned  the  Cape  Verde,  the  South  Shetland,  the  Samoan  group, 
the  Hawaiian  group,  the  Fiji  group,  and  the  New  Zealand  Islands. 
Some  of  the  questions  which  present  themselves  to  the  American 
citizen  and  statesman  are  as  to  what  the  duties  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  would  be  In  respect  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine  In 
its  application  to  the  colonization  and  government  of  these  remote 
Islands  and  sections.  There  are  Ice-bound  regions  so  worthless  in 
an  economic  point  of  view  and  so  dreary  in  their  isolation  that  our 
Government  could  feel  no  Interest  In  them.  There  are  Islands  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere  so  Inconsequential  and  so  remote  from  the 
lines  of  ocean  traffic  that  our  ships  would  never  visit  them.  The 
question  is.  In  case  European  governments  should  colonize  these 
regions,  some  of  which  are  Inhabited  by  cannibals  and  naked  sav- 
ages, and  should  they,  by  their  control  and  management,  dedicate 
them  to  Christianity  and  to  progress,  would  It  be  the  duty  of  the 
United  States  to  assert  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and.  If  necessary,  go 
to  war  with  all  Europe  In  Its  vindication?  There  can  be  but  one 
answer  to  this  question,  and  that  a  negative  one. 

"We  wUl  refer  here  briefly  to  some  of  the  practices  of  this 
Government  on  this  question,  and  in  order  to  avoid  partisan  bias 
or  prejudice  take  our  Illustrations  from  the  practices  of  both  the 
Democratic  and  Republican  Parties. 

"In  the  year  1840,  during  the  administration  of  Martin  Van 
Buren,  the  Ulands  of  New  2;ealand,  and  In  1871,  during  the 
administration  of  General  Grant,  the  FIJI  Islands,  passed  under 
the  control  of  Great  Britain.  They  were  peopled  by  cannibals. 
Great  Britain  has  colonized  them  and  they  are  now  the  homes 
of  Industry,  culture,  and  refinement. 

"Here  are  two  striking  examples  of  the  construction  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  in  the  same  manner  by  the  Government  v?hen 
respectively  administered  by  each  of  the  great  political  parties 
of  the  country.  These  two  acts  of  colonization  by  Great  Britam 
seem  to  have  passed  unnoticed  by  our  Government.  Not  even  so 
much  as  a  protest  was  offered.  The  FIJI  Island  group  passed 
und-r  the  dominion  of  Great  Britain  only  4  years  after  the  ex- 
pulsion of  the  French  from  Mexico."  (T.  B  Edglngton.  The  Monroe 
Doctrine,  pp.  302-303,  Uttle.  Brown  &  Co..  Boston,  1904.) 

The  difference  seems  to  be  in  the  position  of  the  territory  under 
consideration.  This  may  be  seen  from  the  resolution  «/  Senator 
Lodge,  which  was  supplemented  to  the  policy  of  the  United  States 
Government. 

LODGE  COROLLARY  TO  MONROE  DOCTRINE 

Ut.  Lodge  introduced  Into  the  Senate.  July  31,  1912.  Resolution 
871    (Which  subsequently   was  passed),   which   read:        ^      ^,         . 

"When  any  harbor  or  other  place  In  the  American  Continents 
Is  SO  situated  that  the  occupation  thereof  for  naval  or  military 
purposes  might  threaten  the  communications  or  the  safety  of  the 
United  Stat«.  the  Government  of  the  United  States  could  not  see 
without  grave  concern  the  possession  of  such  harbor  or  other  place 
by  any  corporation  or  association  which  has  such  a  relation  to 
another  government,  not  American,  as  to  give  that  government 
practical  power  of  control  for  national  purposes."  (J.  Reuben  CTark 
Sdemorandum  on  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  p.  176.  December  17    W28.) 

If  this  outlook  governs  the  applicability  of  the  Doctr  ne  to  near 
or  distant  territories.  Greenland  would  still  be  a  subject  of  the 
Dortrine   because   of   Its   nearness   to   the   United   States   and   its 

*^?qu£uon°a8  to  whether  or  not  the  Doctrine  would  apply  to 
a  transfer  of  Greenland  from  Denmark  to  Great  Britain  by  mutual 
Ig^^ment  ha^  been  considered.  At  the  Inception,  the  Doctrine 
J?^Sed  to  congress  by  President  Monroe  in  1823  is  sUent  m  t^ 
the  transfer  of  a  colony  from  one  European  nation  to  another. 

With  the  existing  colonies  or   dependencies   of  any 

HMrnnean  Dower  we  have  not  interfered  and  shall  not  Interfere. 
^"^■^  Re'SSn  Sar£.  Memorandum  on  the  Monrc^  Doctrine    p^ 
180   (S    Doc.  NO.  114.  71st  Cong..  2d  sess).  and  Albert  Bushnell 
Hart  The  Monroe  Doctrine:  An  Interpretation,  p.  74.) 

However  the  principle  that  such  tran.sfers  should  not  »^ma<le 
had  been  sS|g°st^d  in  1803  and  1810.  Prof  Dexter  Perking 
the  authority  on  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  says  In  his  study  The 
SoVcS  Sct^rlne  1826^7.  pages  33-94.  ^hat  the  "«>rcalled  ^ 
transfer  principle"  of  1803-10  did  not  become  engrafted  to  the 
dimne  S  President  Polk  tied  It  up  with  the  original  doctrine 
in  his  messsKC  to  Congress  In  1845,  when  he  stated. 

"S^aTlTSould  be  distinctly  announced  to  the  wo^d  as  our 
setUed  Dollcy  that  no  fut\ire  European  colony  or  dominion  shall 
Sith  o^S^c^nsSt  be  planted  or  established  on  any  part  of  the 
North  American  Continent." 


Apparently  from  this  interpretation  there  Is  no  waiver  of  the 
policy  even  for  a  transfer  by  mutual  consent  of  the  coxintrles 
that  are  parties  thereto.  _         ,      ^  w       •-.   ♦»,- 

It  might  be  of  significance  to  note  that  Greenland  has  In  tne 
past  been  within  the  scope  of  the  Interest  of  the  United  States. 
This  may  be  seen  from  the  declaration  of  Secretary  of  State 
Robert  Lansing  at  the  time  the  Virgin  Islands  were  ceded  to  the 
United  States  by  Denmark: 

"DECLAEATION 

•Tn  proceeding  this  day  to  the  signature  of  the  convention 
respecting  the  cession  of  the  Danish  West  Indian  Islands  to  the 
United  States  of  America,  the  undersigned  Secretary  of  State  or 
the  United  States  of  America,  duly  authorized  by  his  Govern- 
ment, has  the  honor  to  declare  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  of  America  wiU  not  object  to  the  Danish  Govern- 
ment extending  their  political  and  economic  interests  to  the  whole 

of  Greenland. 

"Robert  Lansing. 


"New  York,  August  4,  1916."  ' 

great   BRrrAIN    WANTS   GREENLAND 

In  1920    before  Great  Britain  recognized  the  Danish  sovereignty 
over    Greenland,    the   request    was   made    asking    that   she    have 
preemptive  rights  In  receiving  Greenland  If  Denmark  wished  to 
dispose  of  It.     I  quote: 
"The  Ambassador  In  Great  Britain  (Davis)  to  the  Secretary  of  State 

"London.  May  20.  1920. 
"Lord  Curzon  has  Informed  Danish  Minister: 

"That  the  geographical  position  of  Greenland  makes  the  ques- 
tion of  ownership  a  matter  of  great  importance  to  ttoe  British 
Empire  as  a  whole,  and  to  Canada  In  partlcxilar,  and  that  His 
Majesty's  Govermnent  therefore  feel  obliged  to  attach  to  their 
recognition  of  Danish  sovereignty  over  it  the  condition  that  In 
the  event  of  Denmark  wishing  to  dispose  of  the  territory  she  wlU 
grant  the  British  Empire  the  right  of  preemption.  Subject  to  this 
condition  His  Majesty's  Government  are  prepared  at  once  to  recog- 
nize officially  the  sovereignty  of  Denmark  over  Greenland."  Source: 
Papers  relating  to  the  foreign  relations  of  the  United  States,  1922, 
pnge  1  I  vol.  Ill  Department  of  State  Publications.  No.  IISC. 
Government  Printing  Office.  1938. 

To  this  the  American  Secretary  of  State  replied  In  certain  terms: 
"The    Secretary   of    State    to    the    Ambassador    In    Great    Britain 

(Davis) 

"WASHiKtTON,  June  5,  1920. 
•TTou  may  inform  the  Foreign  Office  that  at  the  time  the 
treaty  cession  of  Danish  West  Indies  was  signed.  August  4.  1916, 
Government  of  United  States  declared  that  It  would  'not  object 
to  Danish  Government  extending  their  political  and  economic  In- 
terests to  the  whole  of  Greenland.' 

"This  Government,  however.  Is  not  disposed  to  recognize  the 
existence  in  a  third  government  of  a  right  of  preemption  to  ac- 
quire this  territory  If  the  Danish  Government  'should  desire  to 
dispose  of  It;  and  accordingly  reserves  for  future  consideration 
what  position  It  may  take  In  the  event  of  a  specific  proposal  for 
such  a  transfer. 

"COLBT." 

[Foreign  Relations,  op.  clt.,  p.  2.1 

In  the  same  vein.  Charles  E.  Hughes  later  made  statements 
relative  to  the  possibility  of  considering  the  transfer  of  Greenland 
to  Great  Britain: 

"The  Secretary  of  State  to  the  E>anlsh  Minister  (Brun) 

"Washington,  August  3,  1921. 

"In  this  connection,  however,  I  desire  to  state  that  owing  to  the 
Importance  of  Its  geographical  position,  this  Government  would 
not  be  disposed  to  recognize  the  existence  In  a  third  government 
of  the  right  of  preemption  to  acquire  the  Interests  of  the  Danish 
Government  in  this  territory  should  the  latter  desire  to  transfer 

them. 

"Charles  E.  Hughes." 

Foreign  Relations  (op.  clt..  p.  3). 

Contemporary  Interpretations  of  the  applicability  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  accord  largely  with  the  view  that  a  transfer  or  taking  of 
Greenland  by  a  foreign  power  would  be  a  contravention  of  the  pol- 
icy. In  a  statement  by  Representative  EnrrH  Noubsb  Rooebs  be- 
fore Congress,  she  said: 

"To  so  declare  our  interest  prevents  any  other  government  from 
taking  possession  of  Greenland,  an  act  which  automatically  forces 
us  Into  difficulties  with  that  government  because  of  our  respcnsl- 
bllltles  under  the  Monroe  Doctrine"  (Congressional  Record,  April 

The  present  official  statements  regarding  this  problem  are  Indica- 
tive of  this  same  interpretation. 

The  President's  press  conference  of  April  12.  1940.  is  reported  in 
the  New  York  "nmes,  page  3,  column  1 :       ^  ^    „  ^.        ^      . 

"The  President  told  his  press  conference  that  all  questions  bearing 
on  application  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  to  Greenland  were  hypotheti- 
cal and  premature. 

"Referring  to  the  conversation,  the  President  said  he  was  entirely 
satisfieed  from  a  scientific  standpoint  that  Greenland  belonged  more 
to  the  American  Continent  than  to  the  European.  He  told  of 
rtudylng  the  encyclopedia  and  other  works  on  Greenland,  of  having 
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talked  with  Rcologteta  and  geographers.  Prom  e«rtl«*  ^^5«7  ^ 
Somthe  chaScSfof  lt5  flora  and  fauna,  "appeared  that  the  iaUnd 
SeTnged  to  the  American  Continent.  J^.  Roosevelt  said. 

Ptom  the  Department  of  State,  we  find:  

^^Secretwy  of  State  CordeU  Hull  also  put  aside  aD  quwrtions.  su^ 
as  nMardlnk  the  possible  future  position  of  Greenland  under  the 
MoSS^Srtrme  i^  policies  that  this  Government  wouW  foUow 
toward  Norway  and  Denmark,  as  premature."     (New  York  Times. 

^'rhere'wUl  undoubtedly  be  to  the  near  future  a  further  Interpre- 
tation of  the  applicability  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  to  Greenland. 
Prom  the  historical  standpoint,  the  concensus  of  opinion  would 
indicate  that  Greenland  is  one  of  the  countries  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  that  comes  within  the  poUcy  of  the  doctrine.  (M.  M. 
Bennett.  May  24.  1940.) 

GSESIVUtrrD  akd  xcslakd 

li4r.  President,  in  the  light  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and 
realizing  the  fact  that  it  was  conceived  and  established  for 
the  protection  of  the  Americas  from  further  encroachments 
of  foreign  powers  into  the  Western  Hemisphere.  I  wish  to 
dwell  at  some  length  on  Greenland  and  Iceland. 

I  have  already  placed  in  the  Congressional  Record  of  June 
15.  1939,  fairly  complete  data  on  Greenland;  and  I  want  to 
say  that  at  that  time  I  was  taken  to  task  by  eminent  and  dis- 
tinguished Senators  because  I  dared  mention  the  subject  of 
Greenland;  yet  now  we  are  in  a  panic  about  Greenland.  I 
think  I  am  Justified  in  calling  our  attention  to  the  matter. 

Before  I  proceed  any  further,  let  me  call  your  attention  to 
a  map  drawn  by  the  National  Geographic  Society,  an  institu- 
tion which  has  gained  reputation  as  an  authority  on  matters 
of  geography.  This  map,  available  at  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress, places  Greenland  and  Iceland  within  the  Western 
Hemlsi:^ere. 

aKKDnJMl>— TACTS    AND   nGTT«ES 

Greenland  is  American:  Greenland  belongs  to  the  New 
World  rather  than  to  the  Old  for  several  reasons,  among 
them  that  it  is  nearer  to  the  continent  of  North  America 
(Hebron,  Labrador  to  Prederlkshaab,  W.  Greenland,  510 
statute  miles)  than  to  the  continent  of  Europe  (Scoresby 
Sound  to  Norway.  1.000  miles) ,  that  it  is  nearer  to  consider- 
able American  islands,  such  as  Baffin  (210  miles)  and  Elles- 
mere  (20  miles)  than  to  any  considerable  European  islands, 
such  as  Scotland  (950  miles)  or  Ireland  (1,150  miles).  When 
discovered  by  Europeans  it  was  inhabited  by  people  who 
had  come  from  the  mainland  of  America,  Eskimo  Indians. 

CBAaACTEH  or  CaZCNUiNO 

Interior  Greenland  is  a  mass  of  ice  because  there  are  coastal 
ranges  on  the  east  and  the  west  which  have  captured  the 
snow  that  makes  up  the  Greenlandic  Inland  Ice.  the  only 
true  ice  cap  now  remaining  in  the  northern  hemisphere  from 
the  ice  ages  of  the  past.  This  ice  mass  rises  somewhat  ab- 
ruptly, from  the  sea  or  from  coastal  lands  which  are  snow- 
free  in  summer,  to  a  height  of  5.000  to  6.000  feet;  and  then 
almost  Imperceptibly  inland  to  a  height  of  9.000  and  10.000 
feet. 

Having  the  Ice  there  Is  no  doubt  in  the  main  a  drawback, 
but  it  has  one  important  compensatory  advantage — through 
it,  interior  Greenland  is  the  largest  and  most  nearly  per- 
fect airplane  landing  field  in  the  northern  hemisphere  (to 
nnd  anything  larger  and  equally  good  you  have  to  go  to  the 
snow  fields  of  the  Antarctic).  The  margins  of  the  Inland 
Ice  are  crevassed,  but  there  remains  an  Interior  plateau  "as 
level  as  a  billiard  table"  averaging  a  north-south  length  of 
1.200  or  1,300  miles  and  an  east- west  width  of  500  or  600 
miles.  The  total  length  of  Greenland  from  north  to  south 
Is  about  1,600  miles. 

Although  Greenland  is  84  percent  Ice-covered,  by  recent 
estimates,  the  remaining  16  percent — ^which  changes  from 
winter  snow  to  summer  green,  like  the  prairies  of  Dakota — 
amoimts  to  about  118.000  square  miles,  which  Is  more  than 
the  total  area  of  the  British  Isles.  The  land  is  prairie  in  the 
aense  that  the  prevailing  vegetation  Is  grasses  and  sedges, 
among  them  bluegrass  and  timothy;  but  It  Is  not  a  true 
prairie  except  In  a  few  places,  for  most  parts  are  rugged. 

Tliere  is  far  more  snow-free  land  each  summer  near  the 
low  north  tip  of  Greenland  than  near  the  high  south  tip;  for 
Qreenland  snow  does  not  last  from  one  year  to  the  next 
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except  to  the  mountains,  or  where  It  has  gathered  upon  a 
nearby  mountain  and  slid  out  upon  the  lowland  as  a  glacier. 
Glaciers  feed  into  many  of  the  fjords  of  Greenland,  pro- 
ducing icebergs  that  drift  seaward  and  are  a  menace  to  navi- 
gation. There  are  in  Greenland,  however,  a  number  of  fjords 
which  are  not  reached  by  glaciers.  Which  they  are  can  be 
seen  readily  from  any  of  the  good  new  maps;  for  instance, 
from  the  1937  map  published  by  the  Geodaetlsk  Institut  of 
Copenhagen.  These  fjords  are  generally  suitable  for  naval 
bases,  including  submarine  bases. 

CLIKA-n 

Much  of  the  coastal  climate  of  Greenland  Is  comparable 
to  that  of  Nome.  Alaska— there  are  parts  of  the  coast  which 
are  less  barred  with  ice  during  winter,  others  that  are 
more  barred,  and  the  north  coast  inaccessible  to  ship  the 
whole  year.  The  lowest  temperatures  taken  on  the  Green- 
land coast  are  about  like  the  lowest  recorded  In  New  York 
State  and  Miimesota.  No  records  yet  taken  on  the  Green- 
land coast  are  as  low  as  the  lowest  for  Havre.  Mont.,  and 
Riverside.  Wyo. 

Aviation:  Most  authorities  seem  to  agree  that  flying  condi- 
tions average  good  for  the  year  in  the  northern  two-thirds  of 
Greenland,  deteriorating  southward  and  being  worst  at  the 
south  tip.  However,  flight  conditions  are  probably  not  so 
bad  on  the  average  the  year  around  even  in  southern  Green- 
land as  they  are  around  most  coasts  of  Newfoundland.  The 
very  best  Greenland  flying  is  probably  in  Peary  Land. 
Scoresby  Sound  is  recognized  as  good,  and  that  is  about  l.OOO 
miles  from  Norway;  the  southwest  coast  is  good  between 
Godthaab  and  Holsteinsborg.  It  Is  some  500  miles  from 
Godthaab  to  Labrador  and  a  little  more  from  Holsteinsborg 
to  Labrador.  Flight  conditions  are  not  so  good  right  out  on 
the  seacoast  where  the  towns  are  located,  but  much  better 
25  and  50  miles  up  different  fjords.  This  statement  is  the 
average  opinion  of  those  who  have  studied  Greenland  and 
would  perhaps  amount  to  saying  that  in  winter -a  strip  of 
coastal  land  30  to  50  miles  wide  would  be  comparable  in  aver- 
age flying  conditions  to  a  similar  strip  along  the  coast  of 
Maine — except,  of  course,  that  Maine  is  forested  inland  while 
Greenland  is  prairie.  In  some  places  the  snow-free  land  on 
the  Greenland  west  coast  is  as  much  as  125  miles  wide. 

Generally  speaking,  the  coast  of  Greenland  is  not  well 
suited  to  flying  boats  because  there  float  around  in  the  water 
ice  fragments  which,  although  not  a  danger  to  ships,  would 
be  a  danger  to  flying  boats.  Airplanes  operating  out  of 
Greenland  would  therefore  be  chiefly  land  planes.  It  is  con- 
sidered, however,  that  pontoon  planes  can  descend  upon  the 
inland  ice  and  take  off  again  with  ease  and  safety.  Whether 
a  flying  boat  could  take  off  similarly  from  a  level  snow  surface 
is  debated. 

NAVIGATION 

The  ship  commerce  of  the  Danes  customarily  begins  dur- 
ing March,  reaching  then  only  the  southwest  coast,  and  con- 
tinues on  that  coast  until  during  October.  The  season 
appetirs  to  be  shoiter  the  farther  up  you  go  on  the  west 
coast,  when  once  you  get  north  of  Disko. 

It  has  been  considered  that  the  only  feasible  ship  cultiva- 
tion of  the  east  coast  is  around  midsummer;  but  this  state- 
ment is  for  small  ships  not  particularly  designed  for  ice 
work.  If  there  were  in  use  around  Greenland  craft  of  the 
style  and  size  used  by  the  Soviet  Union  for  its  northern 
work,  the  southern  half  of  the  west  coast  of  Greenland 
could  probably  be  supplied,  whether  for  peace  or  war.  every 
week  during  the  year.  It  seems  likely  also  that  ships  of 
that  type  could  reach  the  east  coast  of  Greenland  even  In 
winter,  though  perhaps  not  at  all  times. 

However,  it  is  not  meant  that  battleships,  cruisers,  and 
such  ships  could  work  In  and  out  of  Greenland  harbors  in 
winter — merely  that  ships  could  bring  in  during  winter  sup- 
plies for  carrying  on  airplane  or  submarine  work.  For 
submarines  It  may  even  prove  that  the  harbor  Ice  is  in 
winter  an  advantage,  for  battleships  could  not  approach 
near  enough  to  submarine  bases  to  shell  them,  while  the 
submarines  themselves  could  work  freely  through  submerg- 
ing In  an  inner  basin  artificially  kept  free  from  ice,  not 
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taking  the  surface  again  until  well  at  sea.  (These  are  not 
the  average  views  of  naval  authorities;  but  they  are  views 
strongly  held  by  some  good  submarine  men,  both  In  Europe 
and  America.) 

THI  HXTMAN  SITTTATTON 

The  current  population  of  Greenland  is  about  20.000.  all 
but  a  few  hundred.  Eskimos.  However,  many  of  these  Eskimos 
would  remind  you,  to  look  at  them,  more  of  Will  Rogers  or 
Vice  President  Curtis  than  of  that  Chinese  type  which  is 
typically  Eskimo.  Natives  are  self-supporting,  so  far  as  food 
and  native-style  fuel  is  concerned,  although  it  is  no  doubt 
safer  to  have  a  small  backlog  of  staples,  cereals,  with  a  few 
extras  to  fall  back  upon  in  case  of  local  hard  luck  in  hunting 

on  a  given  fjord. 

If  a  humanely  managed  limited-profit  trading  company 
were  to  operate  in  the  future  somewhat  as  the  Royal  Danish 
Trading  Co.  has  done  in  the  past,  Greenland,  as  it  now  stands, 
would  just  about  pay  its  way. 

RESOtTBCES 

No  doubt  the  chief  resource  of  Greenland  is  the  excep- 
Uonall  rich  ocean  which  surrounds  it.  Through  suitable 
cultivation,  seals,  walrus,  and  other  mammals  will  produce 
not  merely  local  food  but  a  great  deal  for  export  of  that 
fat  which,  through  such  methods  as  those  of  Denmark,  makes 
margarine  so  fine  that  It  takes  an  expert  to  distmguish  it 
from  butter.  Then  there  are  in  the  sea  the  ordinary  North 
Atlantic  fishes.  Experimental  fishing  by  the  Faroese  on  the 
southwest  coast  of  Greenland  has  demonstrated  in  recent 
years  the  commercial  feasibility  of  developing  the  industry 
along  lines  similar  to  those  of  the  Newfoundland  Banks. 

Although  there  has  been  expert  of  cryolite,  marble,  and  a 
few  other  things,  the  chief  known  resource  of  the  land  is 
grarng.  Sheep  did  well  in  the  Middle  Ages,  when  the  Norse- 
men were  there,  and  they  are  doing  well  again  now— it  ap- 
pears to  be  a  mistake  to  think  that  Greenland  clunate  is 
more  severe  than  it  used  to  be  in  pre-Columbian  times.  Then 
a  reindeer  industry  could  be  developed  similar  to  that  of 
Lapland.  Caribou  are.  of  course,  the  same  animal  as  rein- 
deer only  with  a  different  name — we  call  them  reindeer  if 
they' are  domestic  and  caribou  if  they  are  wild;  and  caribou 
were  found  in  large  numbers  both  on  the  east  and  west 
coasts  formerly.  They  have  been  exterminated  in  some 
parts  by  the  Eskimos,  a  few  survive  In  others. 

HISTOBT 

Greenland,  visible  from  Iceland,  was  sighted  by  colonists 
bound  for  Iceland  around  900.  It  was  first  extensively  ex- 
plored by  Icelanders  during  the  years  908-985.  and  colonized 
by  some  400  of  them  who  came  to  the  southwest  coast  in 
14  ships  during  the  summer  986.  A  republic  was  established 
about  990.  The  National  Parliament  of  Greenland  adopted 
Christianity  in  the  year  1000,  and  the  Roman  Church  was 
in  contact  with  Greenland  thereafter,  so  that  bishops  of 
Greenland  were  still  holding  office  when  Colombus  sailed,  the 
last  bishop  dying  in  Europe  during  1537.  The  last  pubUshed 
official  reference  to  the  Greenland  Church  was  by  Pope 
Alexander  VI  who  wrote  about  it  in  the  winter  of  1492,  about 
when  Columbus  was  starting  back  from  the  West  Indies. 

EARLT   COLONIZATION 

The  colonies  along  the  southern  half  of  the  west  coast 
of  Greenland  had  eventually  a  maximimti  population  of 
about  10.000.  according  to  Professor  Pinnur  Jonsson,  of  the 
University  of  Copenhagen,  a  foremost  authority  on  the 
history  of  Greenland.  They  had  16  churches,  a  monastery. 
a  nunnery,  and  290  farms.  They  cultivated  sheep  specially, 
but  archaeologists  have  examined  stable  rmns  wliich  show 

stalls  for  100  cows. 

SalUngs  between  Europe  and  Greenland  may  or  may  not 
have  ceased  completely  around  1500  or  1520— on  this,  see 
the  Stefansson  and  McCaskill  130-page  introduction  to  The 
Three  Voyages  of  Martin  Frobisher.  London.  1938.  which 
summarizes  most  of  the  known  evidence. 

There  are  two  theories  of  what  eventually  happened  to 
the  Europeans  of  Greenland.  The  view  is  held  by  many 
Danes  th<»t  they  became  extinct  through  a  combination  of 
causes  whUe  many  Norwegians,  among  them  Frldtjof  Nan- 


sen,  consider  that  the  people  did  not  die  out.  but  only  their 
culture— that  they  intermarried  with  the  Eskimos  and  be- 
came Eskimo  in  ways  of  life.  Some  scholars  of  other  lands 
follow  the  Danes  and  so  do  a  few  Norwegians;  foreign 
scholars  frequently,  and  Danes  occasionally,  side  with  the 
Norwegian  (Nansen)    sch(X)l. 

Danish  control  of  Greenland  is  usually  dated  from  the 
arrival  there  of  the  Norwegian-bom  missionary,  Hans  Egede, 

in  1722. 

Denmark  has  one  of  the  most  creditable  records,  perhaps 
the  most  creditable,  In  modern  history  for  the  relation  of  a 
white  people  with  a  native  race.  They  have  administered 
Greenland  wholly  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Eskimos— 
the  interests  of  individual  Danes,  or  of  Denmark  as  a  whole, 
always  being  subordinated  to  what  was  considered  to  be 
the  welfare  of  the  natives.  Incidentally,  what  change  in 
policy  toward  Indians,  including  the  Alaska  Eskimos,  which 
there  has  been  during  the  administration  of  Mr.  Ickes.  has 
been  largely  in  the  direction  of  profiting  by  the  Danish 
Greenland  example.  .         .  j 

Admiral  Peary,  the  great  explorer  of  the  north  region,  and 
through  whose  explorations  we  established  claims  to  Green- 
land foresaw  trouble  if  an  enemy  occupied  Greenland.  I 
had  intended  to  read  extracts  from  an  article  written  by  him 
in  1916.  They  are  Incorporated  in  an  article  written  by  his 
daughter,  Marie  Peary  Stafford,  of  Washington.  D.  C.  It  is 
a  very  able  article,  and  I  regret  that  the  hour  is  so  late. 
Therefore.  I  will  not  inflict  upon  the  Senate  the  reading  of 
the  article  but  will  place  it  in  the  Record. 

The  article  is  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of  April  21.  1940] 
Peart   in  1916.  Foresaw  Trouble  if  Enemy  Occupied  Oreenland— 

ExpiJ^  POINTED  Out  Value  or  Deep  Fjords  in  Naval  Opera- 

TIQN8   AND    ISLAND    AS    AlR  BASE 

(By  Marie  Peary  Staflford) 
In  view  of  Germanys  complete  absorption  of  Denmark  various 
auestlons  arise  regarding  the  Danish  colony  of  Greenland, 
^^st  of  all  whlteff^t  on  the  United  States  and  the  rest  of 
the  world  would  a  possible  Nazi  occupation  of  Greenland  have? 
Second,  did  the  United  States  overlook  an  °PPO'-^^"l^y  ^5^^**» 
1916  we  traded  to  Denmark  our  rights  in  Greenland,  plus  »25.000.- 
JoJ  foTtS  Snlsh  west  Indies?  And.  lastly  what  effect  would 
German  rule  and  the  breaking  of  relations  with  a  benevolent  Dan- 
SJ^vemment  have  on  the  sturdy  race  of  Eskimos  which  has  so 
long  and  so  peaceably  Inhabited  this  vast  island? 
^e  nrst  twTof  these  questions  are  partly  ««n8wered  by  an 
article  written  by  Rear  Admiral  Robert  E.  Peary  In  1916.  before 
?re  negotiations  had  been  completed.  Although  the  claims  of 
the  S^ted  States  to  the  northern  part  of  Gf«e^lf"f  J!!r«,^^ 
on  the  explorations  and  discoveries  of  a  series  of  American  ex- 
Dkjrers  among  them  Kane.  Hall.  Hayes,  and  Greely.  Peary's  work 
was  by  fa^  tSI  most  extensive.  He  twice  transected  the  northern 
part  of  Greenland  and  by  his  Journeys  along  the  northern  shore 
determined  Its  insularity.  Therefore.  It  may  be  supposed  that  he 
wrote  with  knowledge  and  authority. 

The  following  Is  a  quotation  from  his  article:  ,,„^h 

"Greenland  Is  the  largest  Island  In  ^he  world  Its  tot^  length 
from  Cape  FareweU.  Its  southern  extremity  if  lat""^^  ?0  N  to 
Cape  Morris  Jesup.  its  northern  extremity.  In  latitude  83°  N..  Is  in 
round  numbers  1  500  miles,  almost  exactly  the  same  length  as  the 
Unl?«l  States  on  the  ninety-seventh  meridian  from  t^e  moutw 
the  Rio  Grande  to  where  our  northern  boundary  crosses  the  Red 
River  of  the  North.  

"LARGE    AS    EASTERN    UNITED    STATES 

"The  greatest  width  of  Greenland  Is  about  the  same  distance  as 
from  NewY^k  to  St  Louls.  In  regard  to  Its  area,  the  figures  erf 
rXu^^Tut^'hortti'^s  vary  widely.  It'may  VtrthrUn^Tte^ya'Si 
AS  recards  area  it  can  be  grouped  In  size  with  the  United  states 
^J^?  the  Ssslssippl.  Allska^Mexlco.  Colombia.  Persia,  or  Por- 
JJmiese  West  Africa  Its  interior  Is  covered  with  a  great  sheet  of 
Jce^rSmg  to  elevations  of  probably  10.000  feet  In  places  and  several 
thouMnd  feet  in  thlcknesi..  The  avaUable  Ice-free  land  U  a  strip 
o?  l^lng^dth  along  the  coast,  intersected  by  numerous  deep 

'^°^^en  one  turns  the  pages  of  American  Arctic  exploration. 
Greenland  Is  found  more  or  less  Intimately  associated  <»u/lngover 
60  vears  with  all  American  expeditions  except  the  Jeannette  expedi- 
tion AiSerVcans  have  lifted  nearly  all  Its  northern  and  north- 
w2S45rn  wasu  out  of  the  Arctic  night  and  fog  and  have  twice 
SSiSd  lU^thern  part.  American  names  stud  lU  coasts  and 
theTome  of  an  American  marks  Its  northern  extremity,  the  most 
northern  known  land  In  the  world, 

"Geographically  Greenland  belongs  to  North  Axnsrlca  and  tM 
Western  Hemisphere,  over  which  we  have  formaUy  declared  a 
sphere  of  Influence  by  our  Monroe  Doctrine.  J^PpTT^'.^'^^^JJ! 
wlU  be  in  llns  witb  tiis  Monroe  Doctnns  and  wlU  eliminate  OM 
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more  powlble  stmrce  of  future  complication*  for  ua  f^OTi  European 
^MMMton  ot  territory  In  the  Western  Hemisphere.     Will  turning 
Gre^land  over  to  Denmark  now  mean  our  repurchase  of  It  later 
OT  wlllobtalnlng  It  now  mean  closing  the  Incident  and  placing 
Greenland  where  It  must  ultimately  belong? 

"TftAOS  WITH   PHILADBJ'HIA 

-Greenland  Is  comparatively  .^ear  to  us.  Fbr  y*"",.-^*?*" 
shlDS  have  conveyed  cryolite  from  the  Ivlgtut  mines  to  Philadelphia. 
There  Is  coal  and  cryoUte.  probably  graphite  and  mica,  possibly 
eold  in  Its  rocks  With  our  unlimited  means  It  may.  like  Alaska, 
Drove  a  scimd  and  most  valuable  bxislness  Investment.  The  abund- 
ance of  native  coal  and  the  numerous  glacial  streams  which  come 
tumbllnR  into  the  southern  fjords  from  the  great  interior  Ice  sheet 
represent  enormous  potential  energy  which  might  be  translated 
into  nitrate  and  electrical  energy,  to  make  Greenland  a  power- 
house for  the  United  SUtea.  Greenland  represent*  Ice.  coal,  and 
power  m  inexhaustible  quantities.  ,     ^   . 

•And  stranger  things  have  happened  than  that  GreerUand.  In  our 
h-.nds  might  fuml?h  an  Important  North  Atlantic  naval  and  aero- 
nautical base  A  North  Pacific  naval  htuae  for  the  United  States  In 
the  Aleutian  Arch'pelago  is  a  recognized  possibility.  Why  not  a 
Similar  base  In  the  North  AUantlc?  Cape  Farewell  in  Gr^land 
is  but  little  north  of  Sitka  It  Is  In  the  same  latitude  as  St  Peters- 
bunt  Chrlstlanla,  Great  BrlUln's  naval  base  In  the  Orkneys,  and 
the  northern  entrance  to  the  North  Sea,  which  Great  Britain  has 
patrolled  with  hsr  warships,  Uiceaaantly  now,  stimmer  and  winter, 

°'"n^re  are  fjords  In  southern  Greenland  which  would  hold  the 
entire  Navy  with  deep,  narrow,  impregnable  entrances.  Thirty 
hours-  steaming  due  south  from  Cape  Parwell  by  35-knot  war  craft 
wotUd  put  them  In  the  trans-Atlantic  lanes  midway  between  New 
York  and  the  British  channel.  With  the  rapid  shrinkage  of  dis- 
tance In  this  age  of  speed  and  Invention.  Greenland  may  be  of 
crucial  Importance  to  us  In  the  future. 

"The  present  war  has  shown  most  strikingly  how  far-flung  may 
he  the  regions  having  a  bearing  on  the  struggle.  Great  Britain's 
coaling  station  In  the  Falklands  spelled  destruction  for  Germany's 
squadron  of  crmmerce  destroyers.  Russia's  port  of  Archangel  has 
been  an  invaluable  gateway  for  her.  Greenland  in  our  hands  may 
~  be  a  valuable  piece  of  our  defensive  armor.  In  the  hands  of  a 
hostile  interest  It  could  be  a  serious  menace." 

Today,  25  years  after  the  above  article  was  written,  the  points 
made  In  It  seem  so  farslghteU  as  to  be  almost  prophetic.  By  a 
wise  and  kindly  system  of  government  Etenmark  has  developed 
a  fur  and  Ivory  trade  with  Greenland,  which  has  been  Immensely 
valuable  Her  chief  source  of  Income  from  thU  colony,  however. 
has  been  In  the  working  of  the  cryolite  mines  Although  cryolite 
occurs,  to  a  limited  extent  In  the  Ilmen  MounUlns.  at  Pikes  Peak, 
and  In  the  Yellowstone,  It  Is  in  such  small  quantities  that  it 
might  almost  be  lald  to  be  found  exclusively  at  Ivlgtut.  It  Is  of 
great  economic  ImporUnce  and  among  Its  many  usea  la  that  of  a 
flux  for  aluminum. 

But  It  is  not  the  potential  wealth  which  we  Inadvertently  let 
slip  through  our  Angers  which  concerns  us  most  at  the  present 
time  Lindbergh,  when  he  landed  in  Greenland,  commented  on 
the  fact  that  the  Inland  Ice  made  an  Ideal  landing  field  for  planes. 
With  a  German  air  base  established  in  Greenland,  wliat  of  Canada, 
and.  as  f ar  aa  that  goea.  what  of  the  United  States,  since  neutrals 
apparently  are  not  respected  except  when  convenient?  It  Is  being 
demonstrated  every  day  that  the  fjords  of  Norway  make  Ideal  hiding 
places  for  destroyers  and  battleships.  The  fjords  of  Greenland 
are  very  almUar  to  those  of  Norway.  With  a  German  submarine 
base  In  Greenland,  what  of  shipping  and  the  seacoast  towns  of 
Canada  and  the  United  States? 

PBOBUCM   or   WHITS   UfHABriANTS 

Looking  at  a  possible  Nazi  occupation  of  Greenland  from  a 
■Itghtly  less  personal  and  selfish  point  of  view,  what  is  to  happen 
to  the  people  o*  Greenland?  Are  the  Eskimos,  who  have  survived 
privations,  hunger,  and  rigors  of  the  climate  to  go  down  before  a 
ruthless  Invasion  of  civilization? 

There  Is  still  another  point  to  consider.  Suppose  the  Germans 
are  prevented  from  making  anv  strategic  use  of  Greenland.  How 
much  better  oJT  will  her  people  t)e?  It  would  probably  be  only 
a  short  time  before  the  Eskimos  themselves  would  learn  to  do 
without  the  luxuries  and  delicacies  to  which  they  have  become 
accustomed  through  years  of  contact  with  the  white  man.  Tea, 
sugar,  ship's  biscuit,  even  tobacco  can  be  foregone  If  necessary, 
and  the  Eskimos  would  revert  to  the  simple,  healthy,  carefree 
Uvea  which  they  led  before  they  knew  of  a  world  beyond  their 
own  snow-covered  domain  But  there  are  white  people  living  In 
Greenland,  not  Just  explorers — although  there  Is  at  least  one  Danish 
expedition  In  the  field  at  present — but  Denes  who  make  their 
homes  there  as  teachers,  missionaries,  doctors,  governors,  and 
ntirses.  They  are  more  or  less  dependent  on  supplies  and  medicines 
from  the  outside  world. 

IX  Germany  allows  no  ships  to  leave  Denmark,  who  Is  to  take 
care  of  these  people?  Outside  of  the  Danes  themselves  and  the 
Dundee  whalers,  long  extinct  In  Arctic  waters,  and  a  rapidly 
diminishing  handful  of  navigators,  few  people  know  the  waters 
and  ice  conditions  surrovmdlng  Greenland  well  enough  to  take 
a  ship  there. 

Perhaps  airplanes  will  be  the  answer,  and  perhaps  the  answer 
win  be  that  history  can  and  does  repeat  Itself.  In  the  fourteenth 
centuxy,  what  had  been  a  fairly  prosperous  Scandinavian  colony 
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in  Greenland  disappeared  completely  and  the  ^^"^^%^^ 
appearance  Is  still  one  of  the  mysteries  of  the  Arctic  "F^J^  *^'^^ 
l^Sned  men  ponder  and  write  articles.  Some  say  It  was  due  to 
a^SSc^^o^rf  commerce  with  Europe  and  the  consequent  Im- 
^bUlty  of  obtaining  what,  for  European  "^^""^T^J^^ 
ttiT^wMientlals  of  life  Others  maintain  that  the  colonists,  no 
Snger^avlnJ  SeWnd  them  the  moral  support  of  contact  with 
tS*  ouSSe  worTd.  were  murdered  by  the  Es^imos^  J^^IJ^ 
S^ral  other  theories,  but  no  one  knows  ^»»»*  ^^^^f  ^  ^P^^^r^ 
except  that  the  colony,  men.  women,  and  children,  dtsappearea 
Sm&eteYy  and  forevw.    Is  It  possible  that   this  could  happen 

"^AjSlr  giving  these  various  matters  careful  consl**^""""'  "  .f  "^ 
be  borne  in  upon  us  that  Peary  spoke  truly  when.  In  the  same 

•^"Souirif  Lt^'l^'t^tter  r?he  treaty  provisions  as  to  Green- 
land  were  reversed  and  the  bargain  should  Uke  the  'of™  of^^en- 
mark  transferring  to  us  her  rights  1°  Greenland  and  giving  us 
the  Danish  West  Indies  and  Greenland  for  ♦25.000,0007 

Mr  President,  under  the  permission  heretofore  given 
me  I  place  in  the  Record  at  this  point  two  articles  concerning 
the  value  of  Greenland  to  America  from  the  point  of  avia- 
tion and  economics. 

The  articles  are  as  follows: 

[From  the  Johnstown  (Pa.)  Tribune  of  May  8.  19401 

CEEENL\ND   OJ    AVIATION    PlCTTTKl 

Army  Navy,  and  diplomatic  ofBclals  are  hurriedly  Imbibing  aOl 
the  scanty  information  available  on  Greenland.  Iceland,  »na  ^he 
American  far  north.  Belatedly  they  have  come  to  a  realization 
that   the   polar   region   may   be   of   vital  strategic   significance   to 

"^•niomas  Burke,  the  energetic  chief  of  the  State  Department's 
Division  of  International  Communications,  has  been  a  couple  of 
Jumps  ahead  of  his  coUeagues  on  this  score.  His  office  deals  witn 
the  foreign  aspects  of  Amencan  flying.  Some  time  prior  to  the 
German  conquest  of  Denmark  and  the  subsequent  general  Interest 
in  Greenland,  he  enlisted  the  services  of  Vllhjalmur  Stefan-sson. 
the  noted  polar  authority,  to  get  a  "flll-ln"  on  flying  conditions 
In  the  Arctic  area.    They  are  rather  different  from  popular  assump- 

Greenland  Is  more  than  80  percent  covered  by  Ice.  But  this  Ice. 
so  far  from  being  a  handicap.  Is  a  help  to  aviation.  It  provides  a 
vast  and  almost  perfect  emergency  landing  fleld.  Moreover.  Its 
cl'mate  Is  one  of  the  best  In  the  world  for  flying.  Save  at  the 
margins  of  the  inland  Ice.  fogs  and  blizzards  are  exUemely  rare. 
Danger  from  the  Icing  of  plane  wings  Is  held  to  be  vlrtuaUy 
negligible.  According  to  Stefansson.  there  Is  less  danger  in  blind 
or  other  descents  on  this  enormous  landing  fleld  than  anywhere 
else  In  the  northern  hemisphere.  He.  along  with  other  experts 
who  have  studied  It,  looks  upon  Greenland  as  a  safety  zone,  Instead 
of  a  barrier,  for  great  circle  flights  over  the  polar  regions  as.  for 
example,  from  Chicago  to  Moscow  or  from  San  Francisco  to  Berlin. 

In  view  of  what  has  been  learned,  aside  from  the  significance 
of  the  area  in  wartimes.  It  may  well  be  that  the  Intercontinental 
airways  of  the  future  will  be  over  the  roof  of  the  world,  rather  than 
by  the  more  southerly  route  over  the  open  Atlantic. 

To  military  men,  however,  Greenland  begins  to  look  Uke  an 
Indispensable  bastion  for  the  defense  of  North  America. 

COLD    AND    SILVEK    IN    CREINLAND   ENOUGH    TO    PAT    DENJCAEK'S    NATIOWAl. 

DEBT 

At  a  meeting  recently  held  in  Vlby  In  Denmark,  arranged  by  the 
society  Open  Greenland,  a  man  who  has  been  occupied  with 
Greenland  matters  for  30  years.  Valdmar  Madsen.  advanced  the 
startling  information  that  fantastlcaUy  rich  gold  and  silver  out- 
cropplngs  are  to  be  found  In  Greenland.  Mr.  Madsen,  among 
other  things,  made  the  statement: 

"I  permit  myself  to  advance  the  fact  that  gold  and  sUver  suf- 
ficiently rich  to  quickly  pay  the  entire  Danish  national  debt  Is 
located  at  a  certain  place  In  Greenland." 

It  Is  possible  that  the  fleld  may  be  yet  larger  than  perhaps 
even  the  world's  richest  fleld.  I  can  prove  my  contention  and  I 
believe  that  the  prime  minister,  who  never  misses  a  chance  to 
heap  contempt  upon  us.  now  ought  to  give  me  permission  to  go 
to  Greenland  this  summer  so  that  I  may  be  able  to  document  the 
correctness  of  my  argtiments  with  gold  In  my  hands.  I  therefore 
hope  that  the  Greenlands  Administration  will  favorably  receive 
my  application  for  permission  to  enter,  which  I  already  have  sent  in. 

A  Copenhagen  newspaper  has  submitted  the  matter  to  the 
almighty  Greenlands  Administration,  which,  with  short  shrift,  has 
turned  thumbs  down  on  the  project  of  Mr.  Madsen  who.  Incl- 
dentaUy.  Is  a  master  baker  by  profession.  He  wiU  not  be  granted 
the  opportunity  to  place  his  feet  on  Greenland's  soil  unless  a 
scientific  expedition  of  20  members  Jointly  with  the  Greenlands 
Administration  may  find  him  worthy  for  the  undertaking.  And 
there  is  little  possibility  that  this  will  ever  happen  in  the  "demo- 
cratic" Denmark  of  today. 

As  previously  mentioned  In  this  paper.  Greenland  Is  to  be 
subjected  to  a  systematic  exploration  this  and  the  ensuing  summera. 

Source:  Norrona,  Winnipeg,  Canada,  May  25,  1939.  Translated 
by  A.  W.  Nelson. 
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CSXENLANB  TEMPnUTUWCS 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  place  in  the  Record  a  brief  table 
drawn  up  by  the  Navy  Department  giving  the  comparative 
temperatures  of  cities  In  the  United  States  and  various  har- 
bors of  Greenland  and  Iceland.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that 
the  January  temperature  of  Duluth,  Minn.,  is  10  degrees 
below  the  lowest  temperatures  for  any  of  the  listed  cities  of 
Greenland  and  Iceland.  Duluth  is  in  my  home  State,  and  is 
situated  at  the  head  of  Lake  Superior.  The  annual  tempera- 
ture of  Duluth  is  only  11  degrees  above  the  lowest  annual 
temperature  of  any  Greenland  or  Iceland  harbor  listed; 
whereas  we  have  been  led  to  believe,  because  we  hear  the 
words  "Iceland"  and  "Greenland"  associated  with  a  great 
ice  cap,  that,  of  course,  no  human  being  can  live  there,  and 
no  life  can  exist  there. 

The  table  is  as  follows: 

Temperatures  and  precipitation  in  Greenland  and  Iceland 


Bo!!ton.  Mfi.« f 

Now  York,  N.  Y.1. 

Peattlo,  \V»sh       

."an  FranoisTo,  Calif 

Duluth,  Minn.. .J. 

St.  Paul.  Minn..L 

South  Icvlaml.  R«y*Javlk 

North  lo-latnl,  Orimscy ..— . 

Orpt'nlnrifl: 

AntmnRsalik 

Ivietut     

Oodthaab ,. — - 


Averave  tomperature. 
de;riics  Kalirenhc-it 


January 


28 
31 
40 
00 
9 
12 
32 
28 

17 
19 
14 


July 


72 
74 
64 
99 
65 
72 
52 
45 

44 

SO 


Annual 


50 
52 
61 
96 
39 
44 
40 
35 

29 
33 

28 


Precipita- 
tion 
(inchos 
per  year) 


43 
43 

31 
22 
28 
27 
>54 
11 

36 
45 
24 


•  AtVMtmano.  ^  .  ,  »  ,. 

Due  to  the  fact  that  all  the  stations  in  Iceland  and  Greenland  are  coasta  stations 
they  have  a  maritime  climate.  The  temiK-ruture  ran^e  from  winter  ^o  summer  is 
notVeat  B.i.l  chant'pj.  «t  a  fairly  result  r»l*- .««'np"';<H'''^*'^?i^''lL^'^H^.,^  in 

Precipitation  i^  o.)m|.rtr;»t.le  to  maritime  stations  in  the  Lnitcd  SUtes.  exce»)t  in 
Dortbi-xn  kvland  where  it  is  markedly  reduced. 

SHOtTU)  W«  BUT  CKEENLANDt 

Mr  President,  permit  me  to  caU  the  attentlofi  of  the 
Senate  to  an  article  in  Harper's  magazine  of  May  1940.  en- 
titled 'Should  We  Buy  Greenland?"  written  by  Earl  P. 
Hanson,  also  a  noted  authority  on  the  Arctic  regions. 

Of  particular  importance  is  the  following  statement  by 
him: 

One  significant  difference  between  the  epidemic  of  flights  over 
the  Greenland-Iceland  route  and  the  similar  one  over  the  open 
and  much  stormier  Atlantic,  was  that  while  dozens  drowned  In 
the  Atlantic,  nobody  was  even  hurt  along  the  more  northerly 
route.  Cramer  and  Pacquette.  Its  only  casualties,  were  drowned  In 
the  North  Sea  in  1931  after  successfully  flying  the  route  and 
reaching    the    Shetlands. 

Of  Iceland  he  says: 

In  Washington  Army  men  scaled  off  their  maps  and  discovered 
that  Iceland  comes  within  the  thousand-mile  limit,  that  Green- 
land is  closer  yet.  that  Greenland  is  visible  from  Iceland.  Canada 
from  Greenland,  that  the  latter's  ice  cap  la  the  world  s  largest  and 
finest  natural  landing  field  for  airplanes. 

I  urge  all  Senators  to  read  this  article  by  Eari  P.  Hanson, 
which  I  place  in  the  Record  under  the  permission  already 
granted  me. 

The  article  Is  as  follows: 

SHOTJU)  We  BITT  GaCENLAND? 

(By  Earl  P.  Hanson) 
Rumors  have  recenUy  appeared  in  the  papers  that  the  United 
States  18  thinking  of  buying  Greenland  from  Denmark.  For  the 
time  being  they  will  probably  come  to  nothing:  this  Is  an  election 
year,  and  the  storm  that  was  once  raised  over  the  Purchase  of 
'Seward's  folly"  on  the  other  side  of  the  continent  showed  that  Uiere 
Is  political  dynamite  In  the  purchase  of  a  supposed  mere  '-uselesa 
clump  of  arctic  ice  and  snow.  Nevertheless,  to  those  who  have  for 
years  labored  tooth  and  nail  for  the  awakening  of  public  conscious- 
ness to  the  real  value  of  the  polar  regions  In  general  and  the  Arctic 
In  particular,  our  eventual  acquisition  of  Greenland  seems  almost 

^^m^ingly  farfetched  as  an  Isolated  venture,  the  possible  P^hase 
of  Greenland  begins  to  take  on  a  measure  of  sense  "^^^^^""^^^^^I^^ 
tocether  with-  (1)  Our  present  national  effort*  in  relation  to  turbu- 
S  world  SalrV:  (2)  the  part  16  years  of  stirring  history  In  the 
SSL  regions:  and  3)  a  glance  at  a  terrestrial  globe  Instead  of  one 
S?SoS  confounded  Meritor  projection  maps  that  loee  themselves 
In  infinite  space  when  they  reach  the  far  north  and  south. 


The  recent  war  In  Finland's  Arctic  is  only  one  of  many  Indica- 
tions that  the  world's  thinking  and  pushing  have  lately  marched 
Into  the  polar  regions  with  seven-league  boots.  Our  own  Gov- 
ernment expedition  to  Antarctica  Is  an  Indication  that  Washington 
is  not  unaware  of  that  movement.  In  two  previous  Harper  articles- 
Geography  Goes  Fluid,  and  Stefansson:  20  Years  After— I  have 
tried  to  make  clear  that  the  polar  regions  are  no  longer  the  ends 
of  the  earth;  they  have  become  parts  of  the  "Inhabited  world, 
to  be  included  In  the  Inhabited  world's  poUtlcal.  economic,  strategic 
thinking.  How  much  closer  that  brings  us  to  Greenland  ^  Im- 
mediately apparent  from  a  consideration  of  our  major  efforts 
elsewhere. 

DEFENSE   or  THE   WEST 

Predominant  In  our  national  consciousness  today  is  the  thought 
that  we  mtist  not  only  stay  out  of  the  modern  Thirty  Years  War, 
taut  must  take  the  lead  in  doing  everything  possible  to  keep  the 
whole  Western  Hemisphere  out  of  It.  The  world  has  shrunk:  we 
are  directly  concerned  with  everything  that  concerns  our  half  of  it. 
and  our  defense  Is  In  a  large  measure  the  defense  of  the  west. 
Military  men  have  proclaimed  the  principle  that  modem  advances 
In  aviation  demand  that  we  prevent  the  establishment  of  an  air 
base  by  any  possibly  hostile  foreign  power  within  a  thousand  miles, 
not  of  the  United  States  proper,  but  of  the  North  American  conti- 
nent as  a  whole.  .  «i„ov« 
In  the  north  we  are  showing  a  fast-growing  awareness  of  AlasKa. 
In  1935  the  War  Department  quietly  commissioned  Stefansson— 
bv  far  the  world's  greatest  authority  on  all  things  pertaining  to 
the  Arctic— to  prepare  a  guide  to  the  Far  North  and  a  mantaal  on 
how  our  soldiers  might  get  about  there  and  take  care  of  them- 
selves; the  war  In  Finland  was  an  Indication  of  their  foresight^ 

Then  last  year,  came  the  Interior  Department  s  f amoxxs  Slattery 
report,  demanding  that  something  be  done  about  the  development 
of  our  northern  territory.  At  about  the  same  time  the  Army  and 
the  Navy  announced  their  desire  to  make  Alaska  "the  most  highly 
fortified  region  on  earth."  All  that  Is  not  done  merely  to  protect 
the  reindeer  industry,  the  salmon  fisheries,  and  Charley  Brower  s 
collection  of  picturesque  Eskimos  at  Point  Barrow.  It  Is  done  In 
the  realization  that  Alaska  is  one  of  the  gateways  to  the  American 
continent,  and  that  Its  development  and  defense  would  safeguard 
us  acalnst  aggression  from  a  whole  14  points  of  the  compass, 
ranging  from  the  north,  through  the  west,  to  the  southwest. 

GREENLJiND  IN   THE  PICTtJHE 

So  GreerUand  comes  into  the  picture.  Balanced  against  Alaska, 
on  the  other  side  of  the  continent.  It  controls  the  approaches  from 
the  north,  northeast,  and  east. 

A  few  years  ago  such  reasoning  would  have  been  laughed  out  or 
cotirt  The  supposedly  terrible  Arctic  was  a  natural  barrier,  fit  only 
for  the  sporting  antics  of  Robert  W.  Service's  heroes  and  the  press 
agents'  intrepid  explorer  clients,  doing  dangerous  things  for  science, 
the  movies,  and  the  newspapers.  In  previous  articles  I  have  told 
something  of  the  course  of  events  and  observations  through  which 
that  Illusion  was  gradually  dispelled.  Here  we  need  only  remember 
that  in  1927  Wllklns  made  three  safe  airplane  landings  on  the  sup- 
posedly forblding  Ice  of  the  Arctic  Sea;  that  Wllklns.  Amundsen. 
Byrd  and  Noblle  all  agreed  that  this  sea  Is  remarkably  free  from 
storms  and  not  nearly  so  bitter  cold  as  most  people  had  thought; 
that  there  has  been  an  epidemic  of  land  and  air  expeditions  to 
Greenland  to  study  conditions  there.  Pan  American  Airways  being 
especiaUy  interested  and  seeking  concessions  in  1932;  that  in  1937 
the  Russians  landed  four  heavy  freight  planes  not  only  at  the 
North  Pole  but  all  over  the  floating  ice  as  well,  between  there  and 
Siberia  and  sent  two  planes  on  successful  nonstop  flights  to  our 
west  coast:  and  that  later  WUkins  conducted  a  33 .OOO-mlle  search 
for  Levanevsky.  In  faU  and  In  the  dead  of  winter,  over  the  very 
heart  of  the  Polar  Sea,  and  as  a  matter  of  everyday  unheralded 

°So  the  Greenland  Icecap  and  the  floating  ice  of  the  Arctic  Sea, 
although  Indisputable  barriers  to  surface  transport,  and  therelore 
natural  protections  against  naval  attack,  have  been  revealed  as 
positive  boons  to  aircraft  loaded  with  the  materials  of  peace  and 
war  One  significant  difference  between  the  epidemic  of  flights 
over  the  Greenland-Iceland  route  and  the  similar  one  over  the  open 
and  much  stormier  Atlantic,  was  that  while  dozens  drowned  in  the 
Atlantic,  nobody  was  even  hurt  along  the  more  northerly  route. 
Cramer  and  Pacquette.  Its  only  casualties,  were  drowned  in  the 
North  Sea  In  1931,  after  successfully  flying  the  route  and  reaching 

^^Grecnland,  which  faces  the  Arctic  Sea  In  one  direction,  and  toward 
Europe  In  another.  Is  rapidly  being  changed  from  a  barrier  Into  a 
eateway  to  our  continent.  Those  Americans  who  want  to  buy  it 
want  only  to  be  sure  that  we  can  close  It,  when  and  If  necessary, 
against  undesirable  aliens  bearing  bombs.  _^ 

VIKING    BOtJTE 

Two  reports  came  over  the  wires  recently  that  make  the  potential 
acquisition  of  Greenland  a  matter  of  more  urgent  Interest.  One 
came  from  Iceland  In  March  1939;  the  other,  more  recently,  came 

"^e  report  from  Iceland,  since  It  concerns  the  Germans,  requires 
a  little  preliminary  explanation.  In  1928  an  old-time  barnstorming 
flier  named  Bert  ("Fish")  Hassell  got  the  Idea  that  he  would  like 
to  fly  from  Rockford.  111.,  to  his  ancestral  home  of  Sweden  by  way 
of  the  old  Viking  route.  He  came  to  New  York  to  talk  to  Stefansson 
about  It  I  was  privileged  to  get  Into  things,  having  Just  returned 
from  a  trip  to  Iceland  to  Investigate  the  route's  possibilities  there. 
We  urged  him  to  look  for  good  weather  by  keeping  well  north,  near 
the  Arctic  Circle,  and  to  remember  that  the  Greenland  Ice  cap. 
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iDBlde  tts  Berrated  edges   la  m  flat  as  a  biniard  table  and  about  as 

BMsell  and  Cramer  rtarted  out,  aiming  for  the  Greenland  fjord 
where  Hobba.  of  the  University  of  Michigan,  had  prepared  a  land- 
ing field  for  tbem.  Something  went  wrong  with  their  navigation, 
and  they  tut  Greenland  too  far  aoutb.  Ptor  nfety's  sake  they 
headed  for  the  interior,  ran  out  at  gaa.  made  a  safe  landing  on 
the  ice  cap.  and  spent  some  10  days  walking  out  into  Hobbe"  arms — 
the  first  men  ever  to  walk  out  from  a  forced  landing  in  the  middle 
of  a  trans-AtlanUc  flight.  That  failure  to  fly  to  Sweden  gave  them 
opportunity  to  study  Greenland  condltiona  in  detail  and  con- 
vinced them  of  the  feasibility  of  the  route. 

Over  here  we  saw  only  the  failure;  In  Germany  they  recognized 
the  tuooeM.  Haoell  and  Cramer  were  taken  to  Copenhagen  on  n 
Danish  ship,  together  with  the  University  of  Michigan  expedition. 
They  no  sooner  got  there  than  an  invitation  came  from  Berlin  to  go 
down  and  talk  things  over.  Cramer  and  Hobbs  accepted  and  went 
-to  Berlin  to  talk  about  Greenland  in  glowing  terms  while  officials 
of  the  Lufthansa  were  all  ears.  It  woiild  be  foolish  to  Imply  that 
the  Americans  were  the  first  to  make  the  Germans  aware  of  Green- 
lands  possibilities;  but  the  fart  that  they  called  Hobbs  and  Cramer 
to  Berlin  for  a  conference  does  Indicate  the  intensity  of  their  alert 
Intereat.     After  that  conference  the  Germans  got  busy. 

The  next  year,  in  1929.  the  Lufthansa  went  to  Iceland  and  told 
tta  people  that  It  was  too  bad  that  they  didn't  have  Internal 
aviation  across  their  own  country.  (The  Germans,  who  would 
haw  loved  an  air  and  submarine  base  near  Reykjavik  In  the  last 
war  and  the  present  one.  have  long  had  a  touching  concern  for 
the  physical  and  spiritual  progress  of  the  Icelanders.)  One  thing 
led  to  another,  and  so  the  Flugfjelag  Islands,  the  Icelandic  Aviation 
Co..  was  founded,  with  the  Germans  owning  the  major  part  of 
the"  stock.  It  didn't  make  money  and  was  dissolved  in  a  few  years. 
But  that  was  a  minor  matter.  The  Icelanders.  Cramer,  and  some 
at  the  rest  of  us.  were  pretty  certain  that  all  the  Germans  wanted 
was  control  of  the  Greenland-Iceland  route  through  control  of  Its 
focal  point.  Sure  enough,  when  they  went  to  Iceland  last  year 
to  make  some  rather  terrifying  demands,  they  invoked  an  obscure 
mo8t-f»vored-natlon  clause  that  they  had  slipped  into  their 
contract  of  10  years  before.  Fortunately  the  Icelanders  found  a 
loophole  In  the  contract,  by  means  of  which  they  cotild  legally 
reftue  HiUer. 

CEKMAN   rXIGHTS    OVZa  CaZZKUlND  AND   ICELAND 

•nje  German  flier.  Von  Gronau.  made  two  flights  between  Europe 
and  America  over  Greenland  and  Iceland.  Publicly,  he  said 
over  here  that  the  route  was  no  good,  but  It  is  well  known  that 
his  official  report  to  Berlin  said  Just  the  opposite.  The  eminent 
German  scientist,  Alfred  Wegener,  made  two  important  expeditions 
to  Greenland,  making  a  thorough  study  of  conditions  along  the 
edges  and  on  top  of  the  Ice-cap.  He  died  up  there — of  heart 
failure  (he  was  an  elderly  man) — but  the  results  of  his  work  are 
of  extreme  significance  nevertheless. 

Hitler  has  long  been  Interested  In  Iceland,  strategically  located 
only  about  600  miles  from  Britain's  northern  exposure.  For  years 
he  has  managed  a  cultural  Infiltration  there  that  Included  teach- 
ing the  Icelanders  the  grand  sfKirt  of  gliding.  If  the  modem  de- 
scendants of  the  Vikings  took  to  the  sport  with  uproarious 
enthusiasm  they  were  not  unaware  that  Hitler's  altruism  in  bring- 
ing it  to  them  also  enabled  him  to  take  back  home  a  thorough 
knowledge  of  Iceland's  entire  terrain.  Including  the  location  of 
every  p<x8ll>le  landing  field.  Then,  about  a  year  ago,  their  s'us- 
picions  were  Justified. 

With  a  gunboat  In  nearby  waters  "to  Inspect  German  fish- 
eries." a  German  commission  suddenly  appeared  in  Reykjavik  to 
demand  that  Iceland  give  Germany  an  air  base,  together  with 
exclusive  aviation  privileges.  The  resounding  "no"  with  which 
the  little  nation  of  a  hundred  and  thirty  thousand  unarmed  and 
unprotected  citizens  told  the  bogeyman  of  Europe  to  go  to  hell 
deeenree  to  be  recorded  as  one  of  the  most  courageous  acts  in 
modem  history,  but  It  didn't  prevent  a  flurry  of  apprehension 
here  In  An>erlca. 

In  Canada  the  Dominion  Government  suddenly  realized  that 
the  establishment  of  air  power  in  Iceland  would  put  Germany 
within  striking  distance  of  Quebec.  Montreal,  and  Ottawa — with 
Greenland,  so  far  from  Intervening  as  a  barrier,  serving  as  a  step- 
ping-stone. In  Washington.  Army  men  scaled  off  their  maps  and 
discovered  that  Iceland  comes  within  the  1.000-mile  limit,  that 
Greenland  is  closer  yet.  that  Greenland  Is  visible  from  Iceland. 
Canada  from  Greenland,  that  the  latter's  Ice-cap  is  the  world's 
largest  and  finest  natural  landing  field  for  airplanes,  and  that 
things  were  getting  a  little  too  close  for  comfort.  There  perhaps 
wma  born  the  present-day  thought  that  It  might  be  well  for  us  to 
purchase  Greenland. 

An  ATTACK  raoM  Tax  novtb 

Then,  recently,  the  report  was  published  in  the  Saturday  Sre- 
ning  Post  that  the  Canadian  Government  Is  considering  the  estab- 
lishment of  aerial  arctic  patrols  stretching  from  Labrador  to 
Alaska.  becaM9e  the  Russian  trans-Polar  flights  proved  this  conti- 
nent to  be  vulnerable  to  air  attack  from  the  north.  The  fact 
that  such  attack  must  come  via  the  Arctic  Sea  may  also  have 
something  to  do  with  the  possible  purchase  of  Greenland.  The 
northernmost  part  of  that  Island,  beautiful,  low-lying  Peary  Land, 
discovered  and  explored  by  Americans,  covered  with  grass,  flowers, 
grass-hoppers,  and  bumblebees  in  sununer,  dominates  the  Polu 
fie*  because  It  le  closer  to  the  Pole  than  any  other  land, 


Ttoday's  rapidly  changing  Ideas  about  those  matters  are  well 
Illustrated  by  a  couple  of  conversations  that  I  had  in  recent  years 
with  the  famous  Canadian,  Air  Commodore  Herbert  Holllck- 
Kenyon. 

CANAinAK    ABCTIC   PBAnUSB 

A  sane  and  able  technician,  one  of  Canada's  oldest  and  foremost 
fUers,  Holllck-Kenyon  has  for  some  15  years  played  a  leading  part 
In  the  Dominion's  northward  expansion  by  air.  Thousands  of  miles 
of  routine  flying  to  the  Arctic  coast  had  convinced  him  that  there 
Is  nothing  to  stop  commercial  and  military  aviation  In  any  part  of 
Canada's  North  at  any  time  of  year,  sunmaer  or  winter,  except  that 
there  are  some  special  short-term  dilDculties  during  spring  break- 
up and  fall  freeze-up.  But,  like  many  Canadian  fliers,  he  was 
nevertheless  svire  that  only  fliers  near  the  lunatic  fringe  would  ven- 
ture out  over  the  Arctic  Sea  or  the  Greenland  ice  cap. 

I  met  him  shortly  after  his  return  from  Antarctica,  where  he  had 
flown  Lincoln  Ellsworth  part  of  the  way  from  Graham  Land  to 
Little  America,  and  walked  with  him  the  rest  of  the  way.  He  dis- 
missed that  expedition  with  the  pertinent  remark  that  he  had  had 
much  tougher  Jobs  on  the  Canadian  Arctic  prairies.  Then  he 
added:  "Sort  of  makes  you  think,  though.  Now  I  know  that  I've 
been  all  wrong  about  Greenland.  Antarctica  is  Just  like  the  Green- 
land Ice  cap.  only  larger.  Since  the  Job  was  so  easy  down  there, 
the  Greenland-Iceland  flying  route  may  well  be  by  far  the  best 
between  Eurc];)e  and  America  except  for  the  southern  one  by  way 
of  the  Azores,  and  it's  much  shorter  than  that." 

B1.T1  EJt   FLYING   CONBITIONS 

That  was  one  significant  change  of  mind,  but  still  Holllck- 
Kenyon  thoxight  that  all  this  talk  about  flying  over  the  Polar  Sea 
was  pure  nonsense  insofar  as  any  commercial  or  military  Implica- 
tions were  concerned.  Then  Wilklns  hired  him.  in  the  fall  and 
winter  of  1937,  to  help  search  for  Levanevsky  over  the  very  "pole 
of  inaccessibility."  On  that  remarkable  Job.  that  covered  a  dis- 
tance In  the  farthest  north  equivalent  to  one  and  a  third  times 
around  the  world  at  its  thickest  part.  Holllck-Kenyon  discovered 
that  flying  conditions  are  not  only  better  in  the  polar  winter,  by 
moonlight,  than  in  summer,  but  that  they  are  apt  to  be  better  at 
any  time  of  year  than  at  the  same  time  over  the  northern  Canadian 
mainland,  which  he  had  long  come  to  regard  as  the  flyer's  natural 
h&bitat. 

When  he  returned  he  said  to  me:  "If  the  Russians  are  crazy  for 
talking  about  an  air  line  from  Moscow  to  San  Francisco  by  way  of 
the  Pole,  then  we  Canadians  should  have  been  put  In  padded  cells 
long  ago  for  flying  millions  of  miles  and  carrying  10  times  as  many 
millions  of  pounds  of  freight  and  passengers  all  over  our  north  In 
the  last  10  years  or  so.  One  of  these  days  that  story  is  going  to 
break,  and  somebody  Is  going  to  do  something  about  It." 

According  to  recent  reports,  the  story  seems  Just  about  to  break, 
and  the  United  States  seems  on  the  verge  of  doing  something  very 
realistic  about  It. 

SEWAEO — ALASKA  AND  GSSCNLAND 

This  is  not  the  first  time  by  any  means  that  Washington  has  given 
thought  to  the  acquisition  oi  Greenland,  though  It  may  well  come 
close  to  being  the  last  In.sofar  as  this  time  the  thought  may  be 
translated  Into  positive  action.  In  1867.  having  won  the  Civil  War 
to  the  chagrin  of  England  which  had  sided  with  the  South.  Seward 
spent  $7,200,000  of  the  taxpayers'  money  on  the  purchase  of  Alaska 
from  Russia.  He  burned  his  flngers  on  It  too.  as  on  dry  Ice.  because 
the  public  couldnt  see  any  value  In  that  "useless"  expanse  of  Arctic 
wastes.  Nothing  daunted,  he  turned  to  Denmark  and  made  ar- 
rangements for  the  purchase  of  the  Virgin  Islands,  which  for  some 
reason  came  to  nothing  for  50  years.  Then  he  turned  his  attention 
to  the  acquisition  of  Greenland  and  Iceland — which  in  those  days 
were  both  Danish  colonies. 

The  State  E)epartment's  "A  report  on  the  resources  of  Iceland 
and  Greenland."  complied  by  Benjamin  Mills  Pelrce.  Is  rare  today 
but  can  still  be  found.  It  was  prepared  at  Seward's  request  at  the 
first  step  toward  pvirchase  and  Is  an  excellent  summary  of  every- 
thing then  known  about  those  lands.  It  mentions  Greenland's 
low-lying  fringe  of  grassy  meadows,  beech  and  willow,  where  the 
ancient  Norsemen  had  once  maintained  a  sheep-  and  cattle-ralslng 
culture  for  some  four  centuries,  and  which  today  Is  known  to  have 
an  aggregate  snow-free  (in  summer)  area  bigger  than  England. 
It  goes  Into  what  little  was  "then  known  about  Greenland's  enor- 
motis  resources,  coal,  cryolite,  with  "Indications  [since  proven) 
of  great  mineral  wealth."  It  deals  at  length  with  the  Island's 
vast  store  of  marine  and  land  animal  wealth. 

BRITAIN   vs.  CKXENLANO 

Most  revealing,  however,  from  the  historical  point  of  view.  Is  the 
main  reason  given  for  virging  the  purchase  of  Greenland.  In  his 
letter  of  transmittal  to  Seward,  Benjamin  Walker  says :  "The  proof 
has  heretofore  been  submitted  by  me,  that  the  government,  re- 
cently established  In  British  America,  called  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  was  gotten  up  by  England  In  a  spirit  of  bitter  hostUlty 
to  the  United  States.  •  •  •  By  this  purchase  (of  Alaska)  we 
have  flanked  British  America  on  the  Arctic  and  the  Pacific.  •  •  • 
Now,  the  acquisition  of  Greenland  will  flank  Brltlah  America  for 
thousands  of  miles  on  the  north  and  east,  and  greatly  increase 
her  Inducements,  peacefully  and  cheerfully  to  become  part  of  the 
American  Union." 

Today  there  Is  no  need  to  induce  Canada  to  Join  xis.  but 
there  Is  need  to  make  common  cause  with  her  for  the  rt*»ffivw  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere. 


1940 
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The  political  entity  that  Seward  wanted  to  buy  In  Greenland 

was  the  southern  half.  The  northern  half  was  terra  Incognita, 
far  less  well  known  that  any  part  of  Antarctica  Is  now.  Peter- 
mann,  the  world's  leading  geographer,  thought  that  It  reached 
across  the  Pole  and  down  the  other  side,  ending  In  what  Is  now 
known  to  be  Wr angel  Island.  Hence.  If  Seward  accepted  that 
geographical  reasoning,  he  thought  of  buying  Wrangel  Island 
lust  as  much  as  Greenland,  and,  through  purchaae,  of  acquiring 
the  commanding  position  on  the  Arctic  Sea  that  Russia  now  holds 
through  years  of  IntenslTe  development,  exploration,  and 
experience. 

WEAMGLS    ISLAND  ^ 

In  1926  we  tacitly  gave  up  the  strong  rights  to  Wrangel  Island 
that  we  once  held  by  virtue  of  exploration  and  colonization.  A 
tabloid  history  runs  as  follows:  The  Island  was  first  sighted  by  the 
British  under  Kellett  In  1849;  Captain  Long.  American,  was  the 
first  to  land  on  It  In  1867;  the  American,  DeLong.  proved  its  In- 
sularity in  1879.  In  1881  an  American  naval  officer.  Lieutenant 
Berry,  spent  3  weeks  on  it  preparing  the  only  map  available  for  33 
years.  In  1914  members  of  Stefansson's  Canadian  expedition  spent 
several  months  on  it  and  claimed  it  for  Great  Britain.  Because 
of  the  Islands  strategic  position  in  relation  to  future  Arctic  air 
lines,  this  was  followed  up  In  1920  by  a  British  "colonizing"  expedi- 
tion, planned  by  Stefansson  and  commanded  by  Crawford.  But 
Britain  didn't  want  the  Island,  and  her  Interests  were  therefore 
taken  over  by  Americans  headed  by  Carl  Lomen.  We  didn't  back 
up  Lomen  either,  and  made  no  objections  when.  In  1926.  Rtissla 
sent  a  gunboat  to  remove  his  colony  and  replace  It  with  one  of  her 
own.     We  saw  no  "value"  in  the  Island. 

Today  Russia  has  a  colony  of  some  60  people  there,  greenhouses, 
a  radio  station,  a  weather  staUon  that  Is  of  great  value  to  our 
aviation  in  Alaska  through  Improving  Alaskan  weather  forecasting, 
and  an  excellent  airport,  which  may  constitute  one  of  many  reasons 
why  our  Army  and  Navy  are  now  intensely  Interested  In  the 
fortification  of  Alaska.  _^ 

Just  before  and  after  the  publication  of  Seward's  report  a. 
long  string  of  heroic  American  explorers  firmly  established  our 
rights  to  northern  Greenland — rights  that  were  far  stronger  than 
thoee  we  now  have  to  our  part  of  Antarctica  by  virtue  of  dis- 
covery and  exploration  Kane,  Hayes,  Hall,  and  Greeley  were  names 
to  be  conjured  with  in  the  long  and  stirring  cycle  of  Greenland 
explorations  In  the  latter  half  of  the  nineteenth  century.  Peary 
crossed  northern  Greenland  in  1892.  and  again  in  1895.  The 
most  Important  of  all  his  life  wolrk  as  an  explorer,  not  even  barring 
his  attainment  of  the  Pole,  was  done  in  1900  when  he  saUed 
around  northernmost  Greenland,  established  Its  Insularity,  and 
thus  settled  once  and  for  all  a  baffling  geographical  problem. 

In  1916  the  Panama  Canal  had  been  completed  for  some  years 
and  we  were  again  interested  In  the  acquisition  of  the  Virgin 
Islands.  As  part  of  the  bargain  Denmark  asked  that  we  grant 
official   recognition   to   her  sovereignty   over   Greenland. 

To  her  the  term.  ln.sofar  as  It  Indicated  a  political  entity,  stUl 
meant  the  southern  part  where  she  had  for  some  centi^ies  exer- 
cised governmental,  police,  and  economic  Jurisdiction.  She  d^dn  t 
press  the  point  about  northern  Greenland,  but  Admiral  Peary  did. 
He  bombarded  members  of  our  Government  with  letters,  explain- 
ing our  rights  there,  and  begging  Wa-shlngton's  statesmen  not  to 
give  away  with  a  flourish  of  the  pen  what  we  had  won  In  the 
preceding  50  years  through  the  expendlttire  of  heroic  American 
effort,  of  thousands  of  American  dollars,  and  a  niunber  of  Amer- 
ican lives. 

But  only  now  is  the  United  States  beginning  to  lose.  Its  past 
Imputation  for  faUlng  to  give  official  recognition  to  the  work  of 
its  great  explorers  with  anything  but  medals  and  parades.  Few 
naUons  have  been  as  lax  as  we  In  following  up  the  work  of  those 
citizens  who  risked  their  lives  and  their  fortunes  In  carrying  our 
flag  to  the  far  north  and  south.  To  the  men  In  Washington, 
Greenland  was  still  a  mere  forbidding  clump  of  polar  Ice.  In 
the  treaty  of  New  York,  signed  Augtist  4,  1916,  we  acquired  an 
Important  strategic  base  In  the  Caribbean  Sea.  and  grandly  gave 
away  another  In  the  north  that  may  soon  prove  as  Important 
and  a  thousand  times  as  wealthy. 

ICELAND  mtST  AMXKICAN   REPX7BLIC 

In  1939  Stefansson  published  a  book  called  Iceland,  the  Pirst 
American  Republic  There  he  made  the  claim  that  Iceland  is  in 
the  Western  Hemisphere  and  geographically  a  part  of  America.  In 
fact  he  gave  credit  for  the  discovery  of  America  to  the  Irish,  who 
reached  the  American  Island  of  Iceland  before  795  A.  D.  as  Co- 
lumbus reached  the  American  Island  of  San  Salvador  In  1492.  The 
Implication  of  that  reasoning  Is  that  Iceland,  and  especially  Green- 
land comes  within  the  territory  covered  by  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

As  had  happened  before,  his  reasoning  was  widely  dismissed  as 
fantastic:  later  It  was  foimd  to  be  not  at  all  new.  At  the  time  of 
his  writing.  Stefansson  was  not  aware  that  our  own  State  Depart- 
ment had  published  similar  reasoning  some  70  years  earlier.  In  the 
Seward  report  referred  to  occurs  the  statement  that  Iceland,  which 
today  flgures  so  often  In  European  shipping  and  naval  news,  and 
which  is  now,  because  of  the  war.  sending  her  steamers  to  New 
York  Instead  of  to  Europe.  "Is  130  mllee  east  of  Greenland  and  850 
miles  west  from  Norway.  By  location,  then.  It  belongs  to  the 
West<»rn  Hemisphere,  and  is  an  Insular  dependency  of  the  North 
American  continent." 

In  his  history  of  the  United  States  Woodrow  Wilson  advances  as 
the  reason  for  the  purchaae  of  Alaska  our  desire  to  extend  the 
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Monroe  Doctrine  to  still  another  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 
Apparently  he  wasn't  far  off.  Today  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is  being 
tightened  for  the  progressive  isolation  of  the  west  from  the  fighting 
of  Europe  and  Asia,  and  the  potential  purchase  of  Greenland  loons 
as  an  In^wrtant  step  toward  extending  it  still  farther  in  the  north 
and  the  east. 

The  one  country  that  has  not  been  heard  from  in  all  this  is  the 
present  owner  of  Greenland.  Nobody  seems  to  know  as  yet  if  Den- 
mark wants  to  sell,  but  few  people  believe  that  she  could  hold  out 
If  approached  or  that  we  can  afford  to  let  things  go  too  far  along 
their  present  course.  In  every  day's  newspaper  we  read  that  the  war 
is  encroaching  more  and  more  on  the  Scandinavian  countries;  every 
letter  I  get  from  my  friends  and  relatives  In  Denmark  carries  the 
firm  conviction  that  It  won't  be  long  before  Hitler  gobbles  up  their 
coimtry.  What  will  happen  to  Greenland  If  he  does  is  anybody's 
guess.  Certainly  neither  Britain  nor  the  United  States  will  let 
Hitler  run  it.  even  through  the  Danish  Greenland  office,  and  cer- 
tainly we  should  hate  to  see  Britain  carry  the  war  to  our  very  shores 
by  taking  it  away  from  him  In  case  he  takes  Denma^ji;^ 

In  authoritative  but  unquotable  circles  in  Washington  there 
exists  the  conviction  that  we  should  have  to  step  in  and  take 
charge  of  Greenland  if  Germany  stepped  In  and  took  charge  of 
Copenhagen.  At  the  same  time  there  exists  the  conviction  that 
such  action  would  come  regrettably  close  to  being  a  hostile  act  in 
the  midst  of  our  present  efforts  to  stay  out  of  the  war.  Similarly, 
the  story  appeared  In  our  newspapers  only  a  few  months  ago  that 
Secretary  Lansing,  while  negotiating  for  the  purchase  of  the  Virgin 
Islands,  gave  the  Danes  a  strong  hint  that  their  refusal  to  sell 
might  compel  us  to  take  the  Islands  by  force  In  the  event  of  a 
German  victory  in  the  World  War. 

The  alternative  seems  to  be  to  take  no  chances  on  what  the 
future  may  bring  and  to  buy  while  the  buying  is  good.  How  the 
Greenland  Eskimos  would  like  It  Is  another  question.  Under 
Denmark  they  have  had  the  flnest  treatment  that  any  aboriginal 
people  has  ever  had  at  the  hands  of  a  modern  nation — with  the 
possible  exception  of  Soviet  Russia  In  her  dealings  with  the  Sibe- 
rian primitives.  Under  us,  unless  the  frlghtfulness  of  our  past 
Indian  and  E:Eklmo  policies  has  taught  us  some  lessons,  they  may 
well,  by  being  allowed  to  stay  out  of  the  war,  become  major  casual- 
ties of  the  war.  That,  however,  calls  for  enlightenment  of  policy 
rather  than  for  blindness  to  pressing  w<wld  Issues. 

ICELAND  IS  AMERICAN 

Mr.  President,  I  next  insert  in  the  Record  excerpts  from 
a  book  by  Vilhjalmur  Stefansson  entitled  "The  First  Amer- 
ican Republic." 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

There  is  much  In  common,  though  perhaps  more  in  contrast, 
between  the  first  American  democracy  and  the  greatest  American 
democracy.  ^.  . 

The  Republic  of  Iceland  is  dated  from  930,  the  year  in  which 
sectional  governments  were  replaced  by  a  national  parliament.  We 
date  the  United  States  either  from  1776  or  1789 — from  the  Declara- 
tion or  from  the  Constitution— «o  Iceland  became  a  republic  either 
846  or  850  years  ahead  of  the  United  States. 

It  has  been  contended  that  Iceland  is  part  neither  of  Europe  nor 
of  America  but  a  midway  house  between  them — or,  to  use  a  flgure 
with  truer  and  more  picturesque  historical  meaning,  that  Iceland  is 
a  stepping  stone  between  the  Old  and  New  Worlds. 

By  the  convention  of  Eastern  and  Western  Hemispheres  Iceland 
comes  near  being  a  halfway  mark;  for  the  line  between  them  is 
usually  drawn  through  Iceland.  That  line,  however,  cuts  east  of 
the  middle  of  the  island,  and  there  are  textbooks  which  show  part 
of  Iceland  on  the  map  of  the  Eastern  Hemisphere  but  all  of  it  on 
the  map  of  the  Western. 

To  reach  Iceland  from  Europe  you  mxist  cross  a  wide  sea.  long  out 
of  sight  of  land — the  distance  is  more  than  600  miles  from  south- 
eastern Iceland  to  the  nearest  large  European  Island.  Scotland.  But 
from  northwestern  Iceland  children  at  play  see  Greenland  when  they 
scramble  up  the  motmtalns  that  are  only  180  miles  from  the  still 
higher  mountains  of  the  BlOBBevllle  coast.  In  northwestern  Green- 
land you  do  not  have  to  climb  a  hill  to  see  the  next  Island  west, 
which  Is  Eaiesmere — ycu  do  not  even  have  to  sail  to  It,  but  can  walk 
across,  as  many  Europeans  and  Americans  have  done  the  last  hun- 
dred years,  and  as  the  Eskimos  have  been  doing  for  one  or  more 
thousands  of  years. 

RBSOtTBCES    IN     ICCAND 

Here  and  there  throughout  the  country  are  extensive  bogs 
yielding  a  fair  quality  peat  that  is  used  for  fuel,  especially  in  the 
rural  districts.  During  the  present  century,  up  to  the  Great  War, 
more  than  20,000  tons  were  dug  each  year.  During  the  war  the 
quantity  dug  reached  a  maximum  of  48.000  tons,  dtie  to  the  high 
price  of  coal  and  the  risk  about  getting  It  to  the  country.  Peat 
output  declined  to  14.000  In  1935  and  has  continued  dropping  since. 

That  the  use  of  peat  declined  Instead  of  growing  with  the  in- 
crease in  population  has  several  reasons.  People  have  more  money 
now  than  before  the  war  and  are  better  able  to  purchase  coal  from 
abroad.  Roads  have  Improved  and  have  been  extended  so  that 
trucks  are  used  Instead  of  pack  horses  for  bringing  coal  from  the 
harbor  to  a  farm.  Hot  water  piped  to  buildings  has  decreased  the 
need  for  fuel.  Cities  have  developed  munlclp«a  electric  plants  with 
current  so  cheap  that  it  is  used  for  cooking  as  well  as  for  light,  and 
even  for  heating,  partlctilarly  on  chilly  days  that  come  in  a  gen- 
erally warm  part  of  the  year.    Many  farmers  have    developed  their 
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own  small  elf>ctrlc  plants,  u^mally  through  water  P<»]»3T  Between 
large  developments  and  small  Individual  (farmer)  production  Ice- 
laiKl  now  hM  probably  a  higher  percentage  ol  electric  cooking 
than  any  otha'  country  In  the  world.  ,  ^  ,      .      _.     » 

The  forests  (brushland  most  of  them  wovUd  be  called  in  America) 
are  used  not  only  for  sheep  runs  but  for  fuel.  EKirlng  the  first 
decade  of  the  present  century  It  Is  considered  that  700  tons  of  flre- 
wood  were  exit,  on  an  average,  every  year.  In  1918  this  reached  a 
maximum  of  2.600  tons,  but  has  decreased  untU  it  has  now  been  at 
about  1.300  tons  for  the  past  few  years. 

The  first  hothouse  was  built  In  1913.  Now  such  buildings  cover 
an  area  of  65.000  to  65,000  square  feet.  They  are  chiefly  used  for 
growing  flowers,  tomatoes,  and  cuciunbers.  They  are  kept  at  optimal 
temperatures  by  piped  hot  water  from  the  thermal  springs.  In 
Bcme  places  the  hot  water  Is  conducted  through  the  soU  to  warm  It 
for  plants  which  are  to  other  respects  grown  In  the  ustial  way  out 

of  doors.  ^  ^    .     X,-  « 

However  no  more  than  a  beginning  has  been  made  In  the  use  of 

subterranean  heat  for  agriculture.    There  are  great  possibiUties. 
The  livestock  consists  mainly  of  sheep,  cattle,  and  horses,  mostly 

descended  from  animals  brought  by  setUers  from  Norway.  Ireland. 

and  Scotland. 

In  proportion  to  the  number  of  Inhabitants.  Iceland  has  more 

sheep  than  any  country  north  of  the  Equator— six  to  each  person— 

whereas  In  Bulgaria  (which  comes  next)   the  average  Is  only  one 

and  five-tenths  per  capita.    Iceland  is.  of  covirse.  sxirpassed  In  this 

respect  by  Australia  an&  New  Zealand. 

Mr.  President.  I  next  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  a  very  able  discourse  on  Iceland  written  by  the  noted 
explorer.  Stefansson.  already  referred  to.  entitled  "Iceland 
Has  a  Way!"  I  have  permission  to  place  that  article  in 
the  RscoRO. 

The  article  is  as  follows: 

Iceland  Has  a  Wat 
(By  Vllhjalmur  Stefansson) 

Tceland  has  accomplished  more  p)er  capita  than  any  other  coun- 
try in  the  world."  Those  are  words  of  Plorello  H.  LaOuardla.  Mayor 
of  New  York  City,  on  June  17.  1939.  But  he  said  them  while 
sharing  In  the  dedication  of  the  Iceland  Pavilion  on  Iceland  Day  at 
the  worlds  fair.    One  Is  sometimes  extravagant  upon  such  occasions. 

Still  there  are  many  who  have  concluded  that,  within  limited 
spheres  Iceland,  with  its  117.000  population,  is.  If  not  the  greatest. 
at  least  a  remarkable  country.  One  of  these  is  James  Bryce,  who 
wrote  what  many  Americans  still  consider  about  the  most  discrim- 
inating book  on  their  form  of  government.  The  American  Common- 
wealth. He  showed  In  his  later  book  Studies  In  History  and  Juris- 
prudence that  many  institutions,  such  as  trial  by  Jury,  that  are 
commonly  supposed  to  have  originated  in  Britain  were  borrowed 
from  Iceland  by  the  English.  Through  his  and  other  studies  one 
sees  that  It  Is  Iceland  and  not  England  which  should  be  called  the 
Mother  of  Parliaments,  for  Iceland  had  a  parliamentary  govern- 
ment from  A.  D.  930 — one.  tocidentoUy.  which  is  still  functioning, 
new  to  its  1.011th  year. 

ICKLANDIC  LmcaATuaK 

It  was  Bryce,  also,  who  said  that  there  were  three  great  pre- 
Renalssance  literatures  In  Europe,  developed  In  Greece,  to  Rome, 
and  In  Iceland:  and  that  Icelandic  literature,  although  In  his 
opinion  not  equal  to  that  of  Greece,  was  superior  to  the  literature 
of  Rome. 

As  a  historical  record,  this  early  Icelandic  literature  is  priceless. 
Small  indeed  would  be  our  knowledge  of  the  pre-Christian  re- 
ligion that  was  general  over  northern  Europe  were  It  not  for  the 
poetic  Edda  and  the  prose  Edda.  The  j>oetlc  Edda  was  composed 
to  part  abroad,  the  rest  in  Iceland;  it  was  preserved  only  In  Ice- 
land. The  prose  Eklda  was  txjth  composed  In  Iceland  and  pre- 
served only  there.  Without  these  two  books  we  would  know  little 
of  Odin  and  Thor.  Baldur  and  Freyja.  of  the  ethics,  morals,  and 
philosophy  of  the  "Teutonic"  religion.  Its  doctrtoes  of  fate  and 
of  the  destiny  of  men  and  gods. 

EABLT    EBCORDED    HISTOHT 

Not  only  do  the  historians  and  critics  of  the  ancient  religion 
ftod  their  main  sovu-ce  in  the  txxiks  of  Iceland,  but  that  Is  true 
also  of  those  who  need  the  Information  for  lighter  purposes;  as, 
for  Instance,  Wagner  when  he  had  to  turn  to  Iceland  for  the 
literary  material  behind  his  Nlbelung  operas.  The  history  of 
Norway  up  to  the  tenth  century  Is  taught  In  Norwegian  schools 
less  from  the  Norwegian  than  from  Icelandic  sources. 

In  fact,  many  countries  of  E^irope  would  have  gaps  in  their 
histories  but  for  the  sagas  that  were  composed,  written  down. 
and  preserved  to  Iceland.  Russia  owes  a  considerable  debt  to 
the  sagas.  Their  value  holds  even  as  far  southeast  as  Istanbul 
(foimerly  Constantinople),  where  Icelanders  were  court  poets  or 
bodyguards  tmder  the  Empire  of  the  East  and  retvimed  In  their 
middle  or  old  age  to  have  the  information  which  they  brought 
back  recorded  to  what  became  material  for  one  or  another  of  the 
Icelandic  sagas. 

North  America,  too.  Is  todebted.  Icelanders  discovered  the 
Island  of  Greenland  off  the  coast  of  North  America,  colonized  it 
after  982.  established  there  a  republic  (functioning  through  a 
parliament)  about  990.  adopted  Christianity  in  1000.  and  maln- 
tatoed  continuous  relations  between  America  and  Europe  at  least 
to  1M7.    This  relation  was  partly  throvtgh  trade  with  northwest- 
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em  Europe.     The  Vatican  retained  its  contact  unUl  some  years 
after  Colxmibus'  time. 

DISCOVZRIXS   or  ECSIK   Tm   LTJCKT 

As  said,  this  relation  goes  farther  south  and  west  than  Green- 
land For  to  the  year  1000  a  man  who  had  been  born  in  Ice- 
land but  who  was  now  a  citizen  of  the  Greenland  Republic,  dis- 
covered the  North  American  mainland,  in  southern  Labrador 
This  discoverer  has  been  well  named  "Lelf  the  Lucky.  Part  ol 
the  luck  of  Leif  the  Lucky  was  to  be  the  son  of  a  really  great 
man,  Eirlk  the  Red,  the  first  polar  explorer  whose  achievements 
and  character  are  known  to  us.  _.  ^        ^ 

All  previous  explorers,  of  whatever  zone,  whose  doings  found 
their  way  toto  records  that  have  been  preserved.  Journeyed  to 
lands  known  In  considerable  detail  through  hearsay.  They  were 
even  accompanied  by  toterpreters.  The  voyage  to  Greenland 
was  nothing  like  that.  The  mountain  tops  of  the  Island  had 
been  seen  true  enough,  at  least  as  early  as  900  by  ships  voyaging 
along  the  west  coast  of  Iceland,  and  doubtless  had  been  seen 
also  from  the  mountains  of  northwestern  Iceland.  But  nothing 
was  known  about  tbe  country  except  that  it  lay  to  the  west. 

This  makes  Eirlk  the  first  man  whose  name  we  know  who 
saUed  to  tovestlgate  what  was,  properly  speaking,  an  unknown 
land  His  was  also  the  first  known  voyage  that  ever  encoun- 
tered pack  ice  and  made  systematic  attempts  to  penetrate  it. 
All  previous  voyagers  had  retreated  from  this  form  of  menace 
which  so  far  as  we  know,  had  been  unknown  to  all  sailors  of 
the  British  Isles  and  Scandinavia  until  after  Iceland's  discovery. 
Like  the  sailors  of  later  times.  Eirlk  found  he  cotild  not  penetrate 
the  belt  of  pack  Ice  that  t\unbles  In  the  polar  current  flowing  south- 
westward  along  the  Atlantic  coast  of  Greenland.  So.  like  hundreds 
of  ships  to  later  centuries,  he  had  to  foUow  arotmd  Cape  PareweU 
to  where  the  Ice  scattered  and  he  could  get  ashore. 

Eirik's  crew  were  his  family  and  the  families  of  some  of  his 
friends;  their  equipment  was  their  tools  of  husbandry;  provisions 
were  the  farm  animals  on  hoof  and  wing — cattle  and  sheep  for  cer- 
tain, and  fowl;  goats  and  swtoe  in  all  likelihood.  Overland  trans- 
port was  to  be  horses — Iceland  ponies. 

After  being  for  three  summers  and  winters  the  first  explorer  oi 
land  farther  west  than  Iceland,  Eirlk  the  Red  decided  to  attempt 
securing  colonists  for  the  new  land,  and,  as  a  first  step  In  his  cam- 
paign, chose  a  good  selling  title.  The  record  has  It  that  "he  con- 
ceived people  would  all  the  more  readily  colonize  the  land  If  it  had 
an  attractive  name,  and  so  he  called  it  Green  Land." 

This  article  Is  the  story  of  Iceland,  not  of  the  vtcissitudes  of 
Greenland  or  of  the  discovery  of  North  America.  But  It  is  part  of 
Iceland's  history  that  for  centuries  it  maintained  Europe's  conUct 
with  the  North  American  mainland  and  Greenland. 

Lelf.  as  said,  was  a  Greenlander  when  he  reached  Labrador  in 
1000.  Neither  he  nor  any  other  Greenlander  is  known  to  have 
been  a  leader  in  attempting  the  colonization  of  the  mainland;  but 
Icelanders.  160  In  number,  led  by  Thorflnn  Karlsefnl.  tried  to 
colonize  the  southward  extension  of  Labrador,  called  Vinland.  from 
1004  to  1007.  They  had  spent  the  winter  of  1003-4  in  Greenland 
and  readied  the  mainland  by  Leifs  directions — Up  the  west 
Greenland  shore  to  Disko  (Bear  Island),  then  southwest  and  south 
to  Baffin  Island.  Labrador,  and  the  coast  southward.  With  them 
were  a  few  Greenlanders. 

The  Indians  whom  they  met,  perhaps  Algonquins,  were  almost 
as  well  armed  as  the  Norsemen — ^they  were  at  least  equal  with  the 
bow  and  arrow,  inferior  only  as  to  sword  and  armor.  They  had 
better  Judgment,  too,  than  their  more  southerly  cousins  of  later 
centuries,  who  first  welcomed  the  Pxirltans  and  other  Europeans, 
and  began  to  resist  them  only  when  it  was  too  late.  The  wiser 
North  Americans  of  the  eleventh  century  started  attacking  the 
Europeans  during  their  second  year  and  drove  them  away  at  the 
end  of  the  third  season,  in  1007. 

COM MEBCX  THSOUGR  ICELAND 

But  that  did  not  end  the  relation  between  the  North  American 
mainland  and  Europe,  for  commerce  through  Iceland  remained. 
The  chief  Item  of  that  commerce  no  doubt  was  that  ships  left 
Greenland  empty,  took  on  cargoes  of  timber  in  southern  Labrador 
(perhaps  sometimes  Newfoundland),  and  returned  with  these  to 
Iceland,  where  they  were  sold  for  Irish  cloth.  Norwegian  weapons, 
and  wares  from  other  European  countries.  Then  the  ships  re- 
turned to  Greenland. 

We  do  not  know  how  late  these  triangular  voyages  continued,  for 
they  were  so  commonplace  as  not  to  be  mentioned  In  the  annals 
Just  as  voyages.  That  they  were  still  going  In  1347  we  know,  because 
a  ship  engaged  in  this  trade  is  recorded  as  havtog  been  wrecked  on 
the  coast  of  Iceland. 

Except  that  the  Island  continued  to  be  literary,  preserving  through 
books  the  religion,  history,  novels,  and  poetry  of  the  viking  p>eriod, 
Iceland  fell  into  the  general  backwash  of  the  Dark  Ages.  With 
much  of  the  rest  of  northwestern  Europe  It  shifted  from  Roman 
Catholicism  to  Lutheranism  during  the  sixteenth  century.  Through 
two  or  three  centuries  thereafter  it  was.  as  far  as  we  can  tell,  a  more 
impoverished  land  than  any  in  Europe  materially,  although  it 
always  maintained  a  lead  over  Europe  in  percentage  of  literacy. 
This  literacy  was  unique  to  the  wide  use  of  pen  and  Ink  for  the 
native  tongue. 

ICELAND  ABOLISHINC   POVERTY 

If  we  accept  the  common  premise  that  prosperity  depends  on 
nattiral  resources,  then  the  economic  situation  of  modem  Iceland 
Is  a  near  miracle.  For  the  land  has  fewer  natural  resources  than 
any  of  the  democracies,  but  nevertheless  has  come  nearer  than  any 
other  democracy  to  abolishtog  poverty. 
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lotiand.  •  high  land  to  a  warm  sea.  has  mountains  which  cap- 
ture snow  enough  to  create  larger  glaciers  than  any  of  Europe 
or  ol  the  mainland  of  Asia.  Large  parts  of  the  coxmtry  have  a 
surface  of  lava  too  recent  for  vegeUtlon.  while  In  other  parts  the 
grass  has  been  burled  to  volcanic  ash.  The  coldest  seaport  to^-n 
of  Iceland  is  not  so  cold  In  January  as  Portland.  Me.,  and  Reyk- 
javik, the  capital,  is  as  warm  as  Philadelphia;  but  it  is  nevertheless 
true  that  the  summers  are  too  cool  for  agriculture,  and  the  meager 
soil  of  Iceland  therefore  supports  no  economic  vegetation  except 
grass  for  pasture  and  hay  for  wtoter  feed. 

In  spite  of  this,  the  land  produces  enough  meat  and  milk  for 
Its  own  use.  with  some  products  of  tx)th  for  sale  to  Europe.  Wool 
U  a  considerable  export,  and  so  were  horses  until  recently.  Still 
aad  all.  when  we  realize  that  Iceland  cannot  grow  cereals  and 
has  none  of  the  Important  economic  mtoerals,  we  think  of  it  as 
a  land  practically  devoid  of  resotirces. 

ICELAND  FISHEKIES 

But  If  Iceland's  soil  is  poor,  the  waters  which  surrotmd  it  are 
rich.  To  excel  them  one  might  have  to  go  to  the  ley  seas  that 
border  the  Antarctic  Conttoent.  This  wealth  of  Iceland's  sea 
not  only  A-aws  large  fishing  fleets  from  many  European  nations 
each  year  but  also  (and  crucially  for  Iceland)  has  caused  a 
development  through  which  Icelanders  have  won  per  capita  leader- 
ship in  the  capture  and  export  of  fish  and  their  products. 

Before  the  outbreak  of  war  in  Etirope.  accordtog  to  an  toter- 
natlonal  bureau  of  fish  statistics,  the  Germans  caught  15  poimds 
of  fish  for  each  todlvldual  of  their  population,  the  French  24 
pounds,  the  English  44.  the  Scots  70.  the  Norwegians  815.  Ice- 
landers caught  5,104  pounds  per  inhabitant. 

Naturally,  the  fishing  industry  is  well  represented  to  the  mem- 
berships of  the  three  Rotary  Clubs  of  Iceland;  so  also  are  such 
allied  businesses  as  ocean  shipptog,  shlpbuUdlng.  martoe  salvage, 
and  marine  biology.  It  was  the  writer's  pleasure  to  be  guest  at 
a  meeting  of  Iceland's  first  Rotary  Club,  the  Rotary  Club  of 
Reykjavik.  4  years  ago.  The  club,  then  3  years  old,  had  29  mem- 
bers; latest  reports  give  It  32.  Two  more  Rotary  Clubs  have  since 
been  established  in  Iceland — one  at  Isaf Jordtir.  the  other  at  Siglu- 
fjordur.  It  is  a  safe  assun4)tion  that  the  fishing  todustry  is  pro- 
portionately even  better  represented  in  these  new  Rotary  Clubs, 
for  they  are  located  to  cities  even  more  dependent  upon  the  sea 
and  Its  harvests  than  is  the  capital  city. 

I  SOCIALISTIC    ICELAND 

It  is  from  almost  the  sole  resources  of  grazing  and  fishing  that 
Iceland  has  abolished  poverty.  Its  percentage  of  unemployment 
for  several  years  has  been  lower  than  that  of  France.  England,  or 
the  United  States.  Unemployment  insurance,  old-age  Insurance, 
and  similar  measures  are  to  force.  Iceland  is  advanced  also  to  the 
effectiveness  of  Its  public-health  measures.  This  country  which 
to  1810  had  less  than  one  hospital  bed  for  each  10,000  persons 
now  has  a  free  bed  for  every  110.  It  is.  perhaps,  significant  that 
an  Icelander.  Niels  R.  Finsen.  was  the  third  to  win  the  Nobel 
Prize  in  medicine  and  won  It  9  years  before  a  slmUar  honor  came 
to  the  United  States. 

The  term  "the  middle  way,"  popularized  for  the  Scandinavian 
countries  by  Marquis  W.  ChOds  in  his  book  Sweden— The  Middle 
Way  applies  to  all  Scandinavian  countries.  It  Is  an  Americanism 
for  what  Scandinavians  themselves  call  socialism.  By  their  own 
way  of  looking  at  it,  they  have  been  socialistic  for  a  decade,  some 
of  them  longer. 

In  Iceland  no  single  left  party  has  ever  had  a  majority.  There 
were  governments  of  a  coalition  between  a  party  which  featured 
the  development  of  cooperatives  and  a  party  which,  though  not 
hostile  to  cooperatives,  favored  a  gradual  development  of  outright 
State  ownership.  At  present,  however,  there  is  a  national  govern- 
ment composed  of  mUd  capitalists  who  work  with  the  somewhat 
larger  combined  number  of  the  cooperaUve  party  and  the  State- 
ownership  party. 

An  upper  house  and  a  lower  house  compose  the  Althing,  or 
parliament.  Executive  power  theoretically  rests  with  the  King  of 
Iceland,  but  he  exercises  It  only  through  his  ministers.  Denmark 
acknowledged  Iceland  as  a  sovereign  state  22  years  ago — to  1918. 
By  that  arrangement.  Iceland  was  united  with  Denmark  only  in 
that  the  Ktog  of  Denmark  was  also  the  King  of  Iceland.  That 
tie  was  severed  on  AprU  10  when,  the  Germans  having  invaded 
Denmark,  the  Iceland  Parliament  declared  that  the  Ktog  of 
Denmark,  being  a  prisoner  of  a  foreign  power,  was  unable  to  func- 
tion as  King  of  Iceland  and  that  they  would  no  longer  employ 
the  Danish  diplomatic  service. 

Taxes  to  Iceland  are  high,  much  higher  than  to  the  United 
States.  Various  other  methods  are  employed,  however,  to  dis- 
tribute and  equalize  wealth  and  to  keep  money  in  circulation. 
If  one  may  Judge  from  Government  and  other  figures,  a  third 
or  a  quarter  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  potentially  the 
wealthiest  nation  In  the  world,  live  at  a  lower  level  (measured  In 
food,  clothing,  hotislng.  education,  medical  attendance,  etc.)  than 
that' of  perhaps  even  a  stogie  family  in  Iceland. 

The  average  well-being  of  the  other  Scandinavian  countries  Is 
about  as  high  as  that  of  Iceland — perhaps  higher  to  one  or  two 
cases.  But  that  is  not  stirpristog.  for  some  of  those  coimtries  are 
rich  both  in  soil  and  in  economic  minerals.  It  is  the  abolishing 
of  poverty  by  a  land  poor  in  resources  which  U  Iceland's  glory. 

Perhaps  that  was  what  Mayor  LaGuardU  meant  when  he  said. 
"Iceland  has  accomplished  more  per  capita  than  any  other  country 
to  the  world." 


Mr.  President,  I  insert  in  the  Record  at  this  point  part  of 
an  article  from  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  June  3, 
and  an  article  from  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
June  2. 

[From  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  June  3.  1940] 

EuBOPE  Babred  Peom  Americas  in  Bloom  Bill — Roosevelt  Plannino 

Economies  in  Nondefense  Items 

Refusal  of  the  United  States  to  "recognize"  or  "acquiesce"  to  tbe 
transfer  of  any  portion  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non- 
American  power  to  another  Is  provided  to  a  bill  Introduced  late 
today  by  Chairman  Bloom  of  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Commit- 
tee— with  the  approval  of  the  State  Department,  he  said.     •     •     • 

provisions  or  bill 

The  Bloom  bill,  to  be  accompanied  by  a  companion  measure  in 
the  Senate  by  Chairman  Ptttman  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Commit- 
tee, would  provide: 

"1.  That  the  United  States  would  not  recognize  any  transfer,  and 
would  not  acquiesce  In  any  attempt  to  transfer  any  geographic 
region  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non-American  power 
to  another  non-American  power;  and 

"2.  That  If  such  transfer  or  attempt  to  transfer  should  app>ear 
likely,  the  United  States  shall.  In  addition  to  other  measures,  im- 
mediately consult  with  tlie  other  American  republics  to  determtoe 
upon  the  steps  which  should  be  taken  to  safeguard  their  common 
toterests." 

(Prom  the  Washington  Eventog  Star  of  June  2.  1940] 
Germans  Have  Etes  on  Iceland  as  Air  Base.  Says  Stefansson — 
Island  Is  Important  Stepping  Stone  to  Unttxd  States,  Exploroi 
Declares 

(By  Ira  Wolfert) 

New  York,  Jitoe  1. — With  a  British  garrison  now  settled  on  it, 
Iceland's  character  as  a  powder  barrel  to  an  exploding  world 
becomes  more  discernible. 

It  is  a  powder  barrel  with  fuse  attached  and  Vllhjalmur  Stefans- 
son, the  explorer,  historian,  and  geographer  whose  most  recent 
book  is  called  "Iceland:  The  First  American  Republic,"  explained 
to  an  toterview  today  about  the  fuse. 

Dr.  Stefansson  made  It  clear  that  the  Germans  have  their  eyes 
on  Iceland  and  that  the  Island's  major  value  is  as  a  stepptog 
stone  between  North  America  and  Europe  for  airplanes. 

President  Roosevelt,  In  his  first  defense  message  to  Congress, 
mentioned  that  Greenland  Is  only  6  hotirs  by  air  from  New  Eng- 
land. Iceland,  an  Island  about  as  large  as  Ohio  and  with  a  popu- 
lation of  120,000 — 90  percent  of  whom  are  Norwegian  or  Irish 
descent — Is  less  than  1  hour  from  Greenland. 

ALL-TEAR   AIR   BASE 

*Tt  Is,  also,  because  of  Its  temperate  climate,  an  exceUent  all- 
year-around  air  base,"  said  Dr.  Stefansson.  Its  average  tempera- 
ture for  the  coldest  month  .is  about  that  of  Philadelphia.  In 
addition,  the  latest  maps  of  the  Danish  Geodetic  Survey,  which 
would  be  the  most  accurate,  show  that  Greenland  extends  50  miles 
farther  east  than  the  most  easterly  point  of  Iceland." 

That  would  be  what  makes  it  a  powder  barrel.  The  fuse  is  an 
ancient  but  now  more  than  ever  aggravated  difference  In  concept 
between  the  United  States  and  Germany  as  to  the  place  Iceland 
occupies  in  world  affairs. 

"Not  many  seem  to  be  aware  of  this."  said  Dr.  Stefansson.  "but 
Secretary  of  State  Seward,  at  the  time  of  the  purchase  of  Alaska, 
advocated  the  slmultaneotis  pxirchase  of  both  Iceland  and  Green- 
land— Alaska  to  dominate  the  North  Pacific.  Greenland  and  Iceland 
to  dominate  the  North  Atlantic.  He  was  acting  on  a  report  complied 
at  his  request  by  Benjamin  Mills  Pierce,  then  head  of  our  Coast 
Survey.  Professor  Pierce  offered  evidence  to  prove  that  'by  loca- 
tion, it  (Iceland)  belongs  to  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  is  an 
insular  dependency  of  the  North  American  Continent     •     •     •.' 

"called    NAZI    HOLT    LAND 

"On  the  other  hand,  high  Nazi  officials,  in  the  course  of  their 
attempt  to  oust  Christianity  from  Germany,  have  described  Iceland 
as  their  holy  land,  and  in  a  speech  last  summer,  one  of  them — 
Joseph  Goebbels,  the  Minister  of  Propaganda,  I  believe — said  that 
Germans  of  the  type  who  had  once  made  pilgrimages  to  Jerusalem 
should  make  pilgrimages  to  Iceland  to  see  the  shrine  of  the  Teutonic 
religion." 

The  Nazis  have  not  let  It  go  with  that.  In  Iceland  they  have 
practiced  what  is  now  a  familiar  technique  of  penetraUon.  Here 
it  can  be  described  as  an  attempt  to  make  sure  that  if  the  god  thay 
woi-ship  cannot  be  on  the  side  of  the  heaviest  battalions,  the 
heaviest  battalions  can  be  put  on  his  side. 

"Under  Hitler,"  said  Dr.  Stefansson,  "Germany  began  to  send 
teachers — paid  by  Germany — to  lecture  at  the  imlverslty  and  the 
technical  colleges.  After  that  they  sent  over  many  athletic  in- 
structors who  formed  classes  and  verelns  and  Initiated  friendly  to- 
tematlonal  competitions.  Iceland  football  teams  toured  Germany, 
and  German  football  teams  toured  Iceland. 

"Suddenly  the  Nazis  took  to  encouraging  the  sport  of  gliding — 
flying  with  motorless  airplanes.  They  sent  over  Instructors  and 
tools  and  materials.  Two  years  ago  they  sent  over  two  airplanes, 
which  proceeded  carefully  to  survey  and  map  all  of  Iceland  and 
Its  innumerable  harbors.  Their  announced  purpose  was  to  aid 
the  sport  of  gliding  The  newspapers  became  alarmed  and  pointed 
out  at  that  time  that  Iceland  had  confidence  to  the  British  Navy. 
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*^KX>D    RAIDIKO    BASS 

Iceland  Is  the  b«jt  raiding  point.  n«xt  to  Ireland,  against 
•hipping  between  the  United  States  or  Canada  and  northern 
Europe  Ita  harbors  offer  wonderful  protection  for  seaplanes 
and  submarines  and  destroyers,  and  that  very  likely  Is  why  Qreat 
Britain  garrlacned  It  during  the  Norwegian  campaign. 

Dr  StefanSscn.  who  Is  consulUnt  on  northern  operations  for 
Pan-American  Airways,  pointed  out  that  It  was  only  the  outbreak 
of  war  which  has  interiered  with  the  adoption  of  Iceland  as  the 
way  station  en  route  across  the  Atlantic.  He  said  pan  American 
has  maintained  a  meteorological  station  there  for  a  year  now  and 
that  the  country's  "Indeflnite  number  of  Ice-free  harbors  oner 
better    opportunities    for   on-schedule    operations    aU    year    round 

'The  fact  that  the  Germans  are  alert  to  this  Is  Indicated  by 
the  Interesting  history  of  n  certain  lost  letter."  he  said.  "Long 
before  Hitler.  Lufthansa,  the  German  aviation  company,  was  en- 
Kased  with  Icelanders  in  the  operation  of  a  commercial  air  serv- 
ice in  Iceland.  The  company  went  bankrupt  in  1932.  I  believe, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  of  Iceland,  out  of  p-atitude  for  Lufthansa's 
efforts  sent  a  letter  promising  Germany  most -favored-nation 
Ueatment  In  the  establishment  of  commercial  air  bases. 

rrW  LAND   AIK   rTELoe 

•an  March  1939  a  report  came  to  the  attention  of  the  German 
Government  that  another  country  was  preparing  to  set  up  a  base 
In  Iceland.  The  Germans  promptly  sent  a  note  reminding  Ice- 
land of  the  promise  contained  in  the  letter  from  its  former  prime 
minister  They  sent  the  note  in  the  cruiser  Emden.  and  two 
other  warships  were  reported  to  have  come  along,  perhaps  to  help 

catT\    It.  

•The  filing  system  In  Iceland,  no  doubt.  Is  not  the  best.  The 
prime  minister  was  no  longer  In  office.  In  fact,  he  was  dead.  The 
Icelandic  Government  could  not  find  the  letter  at  all.  It  re- 
ported that  and  added  politely  that  the  Information  of  the 
German  Government  anent  the  establishment  of  an  air  base  by 
another  nation  was  erroneous.     The  Germans  withdrew." 

Dr  Stefansaon  said  that  while  the  great  number  of  harbors 
were  perfect  for  big  flying  boau.  of  the  type  used  as  long-range 
bombers  now.  there  were  few  land  airports  in  Iceland. 

"The  Icelanders  were  deterred  from  building  any  by  the  natural 
feeling  that  land  airports  would  merely  make  their  country  all 
the  more  desirable  to  a  foreign  nation." 

Mr.  President,  while  I  cannot  Join  Dr.  Stefansson  in  his 
expressed  and  implied  hostility  to  a  friendly  power  with  which 
we  have  full  diplomatic  relations,  nevertheless,  the  article  is 
worth  read.ng.  especiaUy  the  part  devoted  to  scientific  data. 
When  the  good  doctor  departs  into  the  diplomatic  and  inter- 
national field,  he  is  not  quite  so  succ^gsful. 

While  we  are  busy  berating  and  lecturing  Germany,  let  us 
never  forget  that  Great  Britain,  by  force  of  arms  occupied 
Iceland.  It  Is  time  for  America  to  serve  notice  on  that  Empire 
to  get  out  of  Iceland  and  stay  out. 

HKMISPHERK  OEIXNSX 

"Hemisphere  Defense  Is  Speeded  by  the  United  States." 
This  is  an  article  from  the  Washington  Daily  News;  and  that 
is  really  the  point  I  have  been  driving  at  in  all  the  months  and 
years  that  I  have  made  a  careful  study  of  the  acquisition 
of  these  islands.  We  should  take  care  of  hemisphere  defense, 
and  another  word  should  be  added,  so  as  to  make  it  "Amer- 
ican Hemisphere  defense."  It  is  the  Western  Hemisphere,  of 
course:  but  in  time  it  must  become  the  American  Hemisphere. 
The  greatest  and  most  powerful  nation  in  the  Western  Hem- 
isphere must  carry  the  burden  of  the  defense  of  these  air 
bases  and  naval  bases. 

I  place  in  the  Rbcord  at  this  point  the  article  to  which  I 
have  Just  referred. 

The  article  is  as  follows: 

(Prom  the  Washington  Dally  News  of  Jtine  4.  19401 

HCMISPHERS    DETENSI    Is    SPEEDED    BY    UNITED    STA^rES 

The  United  States  today  prepared  military,  economic,  and  po- 
litical moves  to  make  the  declaration  of  solidarity  of  the  21  Amer- 
l<»n  nations  something  more  than  a  scrap  of  paper. 

The  maj6r  attempt  to  preserve  the  status  quo  In  the  Western 
Hemisphere  comes  at  a  meeting  of  the  House  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee  today.  It  considers  a  resolution  by  Chairman  Sol 
Bloom  which  would  have  the  effect  of  writing  Moiux)e  Doctrine  into 
law  by  laying  down  a  policy  of  nonrecognition  by  the  United 
Statw  of  transfers  of  Western  Hemisphere  territory  between  non- 
liemlq>here  nations. 

DANGXX    SPOTS   STUDIED 

lloves  on  other  fronts  Included: 

1.  A  survey.  In  conjunction  with  Latin  American  governments 
concerned,  of  potential  danger  spots  where  "fifth  columnists" 
might   seek   to  undermine   a   cotmtiy's  stability. 

2.  A  speeding  up  of  machinery  to  And  new  markets  for  Latln- 
Aaaerlcan  producta  to  replace  thoee  lost  as  a  result  of  the  war. 


3.  Extension  of  assistance  to  Latin  American  countries  to  estab- 
lish new  Industries. 

Representative  Bloom's  resolution  has  State  Department  ap- 
proval. Representative  Hamilton  Fish  (Republican,  New  York), 
ranking  Republican  member  of  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee approved  and  said  he  believed  Congress  should  take  steps 
toward  acquisition  of  all  Western  Hemisphere  Islands  owned  by 
European  governments,  "from  Greenland  to  Trinidad." 

The  British  blockade  has  cut  off  Argentina's  and  Uruguay's 
former  markets  In  central  Europe  and  Scandinavia  for  wheat. 
meat,  and  wool:  German  submarine  activity  and  the  scarcity  of 
ships  has  seriously  curtailed  the  markets  In  Great  Britain  for 
the  same  products. 

COFFCX    MARKETS    LAST 

The  same  causes  have  virtually  eliminated  the  European  mar- 
kets for  coffee  from  Brazil,  Colombia,  Venezuela,  and  Costa  Rica. 
Lack  of  shipping  facilities  has  seriously  affected  Chile's  exports  of 
minerals  and  nitrates;  of  Peru's  exports  of  sugar  and  cotton. 

The  Inter-American  Development  Committee  Is  actively  study- 
ing ways  of  creating  new  Indvistrles.  Brazil  Is  negotiating  with 
United  States  steel  Interests  for  the  establishment  of  a  steel  plant 
to  work  her  vast  Iron-ore  deposits  and  produce  steel  for  Indus- 
trial development. 

NEGOTIATINO    POB    BASES 

The  Inter-American  Financial  and  Economic  Committee  plans 
to  hasten  establishment  and  operation  of  an  Inter-Amerlcan  bank 
which  would  help  to  finance  development  of  new  Industries  In 
Latin  America. 

Meanwhile,  the  Army  and  Navy  Jotimal  revealed  In  Its  current 
Issue  that  negotiations  are  being  conducted  by  the  State  Depart- 
ment, assisted  by  Army  and  Navy  missions,  to  establish  naval 
and  air  bases  in  South  America,  and  perhaps  In  the  Portuguese- 
owned  Cape  Verde  Islands,  and  to  eliminate  Germans  from  the 
operation  of  air  lines  which  they  control. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  thank  the  Chair  and  the  Senate 
for  their  indulgence  at  this  late  hour.  I  speak  in  all  serious- 
ness to  my  colleagues.  I  hope  those  who  are  not  present 
may  do  me  the  honor  at  least  to  examine  the  information, 
statistics,  and  data,  which  I  have  placed  in  the  Record. 

ISLAND  BASES  FOR  DETENSX 

The  day  may  come  at  some  future  time  when  the  very  life 
of  America  will  hang  in  the  balance,  and  the  decision  may 
rest  on  these  bases.  I  may  be  mistaken;  I  am  only  one  indi- 
vidual, and  of  course,  my  Judgment  may  be  at  fault.  We 
make  many  mistakes.  I  have  fortified  my  files  with  the  state- 
ments of  admirals  and  generals  and  able  authorities  in  avia- 
tion and  naval  affairs  that  no  nation  or  group  of  nations  can 
successfully  attack  us  if  we  have  these  bases.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  we  permit  foreign  countries  to  take  over,  for  instance, 
the  Orkneys,  which  might  happen  if  the  British  Empire  were 
defeated,  and  the  Shetland  Islands,  then  the  Faroes,  each 
step  only  150  or  200  miles  from  the  next,  then  another  200 
miles  from  the  Faroes  to  Iceland,  then  across  from  Iceland 
180  miles  to  Greenland,  and  from  there  only  20  miles  to  Can- 
ada to  Ellesmere  Land,  step  by  step  the  European  powers 
would  be  carried  into  North  America. 

Mr.  President,  that  can  be  prevented.  It  is  not  too  late, 
and  I  am  pleading  with  the  State  Department  and  the  Chief 
Executive  that  we  may  not  be  too  late  in  this  matter. 

In  Proverbs  we  are  told  that  "Where  there  is  no  vision 
the  people  perish."  and  I  think  it  is  time  for  a  little  vision 
on  our  part.  There  were  those  of  us  in  1917  who  visualized 
the  poverty  and  destitution  and  hunger,  the  malnutrition, 
the  huge  burden  of  debt  that  would  press  down  upon  the 
shoulders  of  our  children  and  our  grandchildren.  We  fore- 
saw the  pensions:  we  foresaw  that  if  the  United  States  entered 
the  World  War  in  1917  we  would  be  drawn  perhaps  into  a 
succession  of  wars,  and  I  so  stated  on  April  6,  1917,  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  Today,  no  one  dis- 
putes my  words  of  that  hour.  Though  we  passed  through 
the  fires  of  persecution,  we  were  correct,  because  we  stated 
the  truth. 

KOROPS  oxrr  or  America 
We  must  have  an  American  j)olicy,  and  that  American 
policy  must  be  the  policy  of  Washington  and  Jefferson,  and 
Madison  and  Monroe,  it  must  be  the  policy  which  every 
great  statesman  in  this  coimtry  has  pursued  like  a  golden 
thread  down  through  the  decades  of  American  history.  We 
have  laid  down  the  policy.  "Europe,  keep  out  of  South  and 
North  America,  and  we  will  keep  out  of  Europe."    That  has 
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been  our  policy,  and  the  minute  we  depart  from  that  policy 
we  are  in  difficulty,  and  endanger  the  Republic. 

Whenever  I  go  down  Permsylvania  Avenue  and  pass  the 
old  National  Hotel,  the  old  structure  where  the  National 
Guard  of  the  Enstrict  of  Columbia  is  now  housed,  I  think  of 
Henry  Clay  when  he  used  to  live  there.  History  tells  us 
that  once  there  came  to  him  the  great  Hungarian  patriot, 
Louis  Kossuth,  who  pleaded  with  Henry  Clay  to  use  his 
powers  of  eloquence  and  his  great  talents  of  persuasion  to 
convince  the  American  people  that  they  should  help  the 
Hungarian  patriots  on  to  liberty  and  Independence.  The 
great  orator  from  Kentucky  listened,  and  when  the  Him- 
garian  patriot  had  concluded  his  remarks,  I  cannot  recall 
the  exact  Words,  but  in  effect  Henry  Clay  said: 

We  the  American  people.  sym.patblze  with  the  Hungarian  patriots. 
We  wish  them  well  In  their  endeavor  to  achieve  liberty  and  Inde- 
pendence. But.  If  we  entered  the  European  scene  with  our  armed 
forces.  If  we  threw  our  might  and  strengrth  Into  the  balance  over 
In  Europe,  what  If  we  should  sink  with  the  European  powers  with 
which  we  allied  ourselves?  Who  tben  would  hold  aloft  the  light 
Of  Uberty  to  the  world? 

"WOKLB  POLICtNO" 

Of  course,  we  have  come  upon  other  days,  and  we  are  now 
in  an  era  of  world  saving.  We  are  going  to  save  the  world; 
we  are  going  to  police  the  world,  and  we  are  building  battle- 
ships costing  approximately  $100,000,000  apiece.  We  should 
remember  that  every  time  we  build  a  battleship  costing 
$100,000,000  we  have  to  multiply  that  dollar  for  dollar,  be- 
cause of  the  necessity  of  having  submarines,  aircraft,  and 
fast  surface  vessels,  to  protect  the  dreadnaught  from  being 
sunk.    That  is  the  statement  of  the  naval  authorities. 

Perhaps  Henry  Clay  was  right,  that  we  should  not  endan- 
ger the  lilierty  and  strength  and  power  of  this  great  Ameri- 
can Republic,  ^rtiich  was  handed  down  to  us  by  our  fore- 
fathers great  and  strong  and  powerful,  and  practically  with- 
out debt  at  one  time.  During  Andrew  Jackson's  administra- 
tion there  was  no  national  debt.  I  recently  visited  the 
Hermitage,  in  the  State  of  the  able  senior  Senator  from 
Tennessee  (Mr.  McKellar],  who  now  presides,  and  I  have 
great  reverence  and  great  respect  for  the  glorious  history  of 
Jackson.  I  should  like  to  have  Senators  and  the  Nation  fol- 
low his  ideas  in  regard  to  foreign  affairs.  They  were  the 
ideas  of  Jefferson  and  Madison  and  of  Monroe.  But  per- 
haps the  world  saviors,  the  world  police,  will  not  listen  to 
that. 

If  we  pursue  any  other  policy,  our  boys  will  be  dying  upon 
the  battlefields  of  every  nation  around  this  great  globe.  What 
I  am  trying  to  do  now  is  to  bring  hads.  American  thought  to 
our  own  hemisphere,  to  our  own  island  bases,  to  our  own 
shores.  If  I  had  my  way  about  it,  I  would  bring  every  one 
of  our  warships  home  from  Europe,  Asia,  and  Africa,  and  I 
would  station  our  fleet  on  our  own  shores.  I  would  have  our 
great  strength  around  tJiis  beloved  American  continent  and 
this  great  American  Republic,  instead  of  sending  our  ships 
roving  over  the  earth,  where  they  may  get  into  the  line  of 
fire.  We  are  an  emotional  people,  and  are  easily  stirred, 
and  we  may  be  drawn  into  war  because  of  incidents.  So  far 
as  I  am  able,  with  whatever  strength  I  may  have,  I  will  urge 
that  we  return  to  our  own  country  and  to  the  interests  of  our 
own  people  at  home. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  understand  from  some  of  the  news- 
papermen that  the  Navy  has  just  announced  that  50  air- 
planes have  been  turned  back  to  one  of  the  airplane  com- 
panies so  that  they  may  be  sold  to  the  British  Government. 
These  were  planes  which  were  being  built  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States. 

I  stated  a  while  ago  that  we  were  following  in  our  foot- 
steps of  the  period  between  1914  and  1916.  I  am  afraid 
that  I  was  not  correct  in  that,  because  I  know  of  no  occ«ision 
when  the  administration  in  charge  of  the  Government  of  tho 
United  States  between  1914  and  1917  either  sold  munitions 
directly  to  one  of  the  beUigerents,  or  sold  to  some  pri- 


vate individual  so  that  he  in  turn  could  sell  to  one  of  the 
belligerents. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  thank  the  able  Senator  from  Montana 
for  his  statement  and  for  directing  the  attention  of  the 
American  pubUc  to  this  subject.  I  e«?eclally  aM>reciate 
what  he  h&s  said  because  of  his  eminence  in  American  affairs. 

Let  me  say  in  all  seriousness  that  there  may  be  some 
truth  in  the  statement  of  Henry  L.  Mencken,  published  in 
the  Baltimore  Sun  not  long  ago,  when  the  headlines  read, 
•Tk)  not  tie  up  to  England.  You  may  be  tying  up  to  a 
corpse." 

THE    HISTORT    OF   EMPIRXS 

Mr.  President,  we  do  not  hope  for  that  to  occur.  We 
want  to  see  England  live.  We  in  America,  where  there  are 
so  many  good  people  of  British  blood,  hope  that  will  not 
occur;  we  wish  no  ill  to  any  nation.  But  why  should  we 
imperil  this  great  Nation  by  tying  up  with  an  empire  which 
may  be  dying? 

All  empires  rise  and  then  go  down.  That  has  been  true 
throughout  all  the  history  of  the  world.  Are  we  to  load  their 
troubles  and  burdens  upon  this  great  Republic  and  carry  them 
down  through  the  ages?  As  much  as  we  respect  the  glorious 
part  that  Britain  has  played  in  history,  it  certainly  is  not  the 
duty  of  the  American  Republic  to  assume  such  burdens.  And 
certainly  we  are  not  going  to  give  any  blood  or  money  to  any 
of  these  contestants  if  I  can  prevent  it  by  my  vote. 

So,  when  we  come  to  the  question  of  protecting  America, 
let  me  say  that  the  most  important  act,  the  most  important 
negotiation,  that  can  be  had  in  this  hour  is  to  acquire  island 
bases  on  the  east  coast  and  the  west  coast  and  put  our  ablest 
aviation  experts  at  work  to  develop  such  bases — air  bases  and 
naval  bases — so  £is  to  make  this  great  Nation  of  ours  invincible 
from  any  and  all  foreign  attack. 

RELIEF   OF  CERTAIN  DISBURSING   OFFICERS   OF   THE   ARICT 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  on  April  10,  1940,  the 
Senate,  during  a  call  of  the  calendar,  passed  Senate  Wll  3195 
for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  officers  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  and  for  the  settlement  of  individual  claims  ap- 
proved by  the  War  Department,  which  was  transmitted  to  the 
House,  and  on  April  12  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims  in  that  body.  On  May  29,  1940,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives passed  an  identical  House  bill,  H.  R.  8096,  instead 
of  taking  up  and  passing  the  Senate  bill,  which  had  been  sent 
over  to  that  body  6  weeks  previously. 

In  order  that  the  same  bill  may  pass  both  Houses,  and  be 
presented  to  the  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
House  bill  may  be  taken  up  for  consideration  and  passed.  The 
two  bills  are  Identical. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  that  require  action  on  the 
Senate  bill? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  No;  I  do  not  think  so.  What  I  ask  is 
merely  the  passage  of  the  Identical  House  bill.  We  passed 
the  Senate  bill,  according  to  the  information  I  have  received 
from  the  clerk.  We  sent  it  to  the  House,  and  as  they  some- 
times do,  they  passed  an  identical  bin,  and  sent  it  to  the 
Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senate  bill  is  in  the 
House.  Of  course,  the  House  bill  is  here,  and  It  can  be  acted 
upon  If  it  is  desired  to  act  upon  it. 

Mr.  LOEXjE.  And  the  bill  which  the  Senator  desires 
passed  is  identical  with  the  one  which  was  previously  pa^d 
by  the  Senate? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Yes;  identical. 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

There  being  no  objectioif,  the  Presiding  Officer  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  bill  (H.  R.  8096)  for  the  reUef  of  certain  dis- 
bursing officers  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  and  for 
the  settlement  of  individual  claims  approved  by  the  War 
Department,  which  was  read  twice  by  its  title. 

The  bill  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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PCKCUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
Eideraticn  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

KXECDTTVX   MESSAGES   REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  McKellar  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nominations,  which  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

EXECTTTIVE   REPORTS  OF  COBOilTTEES 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

Mr.  HERRING,  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Edward  C.  Eicher, 
of  Iowa,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  for  the  term  expiring  June  5.  1945  (reappoint- 
ment).   

The  PRESIDING  OFFKTER.  If  there  be  no  further  re- 
ports of  committees,  the  cleric  will  state  in  order  the  nomi- 
nations on  the  calendar. 

DIPLOMATIC   AND  FOREICN  SERVICE 

The  lecislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Harold  L. 
Williamson,  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  4  and  a  secretary 
in  the  Diplomatic  Service,  to  be  also  a  consul  general. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
ination is  confirmed. 

The  ler>slative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Roy  L.  Per- 
kins. Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  8  and  a  secretary  in  the 
Diplomatic  Service,  to  be  also  a  consul. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
ination is  confirmed. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomina- 
tions of  postmasters  on  the  calendar  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

ihe  PIIESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

^  IN  THE  NAVY 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
in  the  Navy. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  in  the  Navy  be 
confirmed  en  bicc.       

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations in  the  Navy  are  confirmed  en  bloc.  That  concludes 
the  calendar. 

RECESS  UNTIL  MONDAY 

Mr.  HATCH.  As  in  legislative  session,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  order  previously  entered,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
take  a  recess  until  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6  o'clock  and  45  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess,  the  recess  being  under  the 
order  previously  entered,  until  Monday.  June  10,  1940.  at  12 
o'clock  meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive  ntjminations  received  by  the  Senate  June  6  (Zejris- 

lative  day  of  May  28).  1940 

DEP.'UtTMENT    OF   COMMERCE 

Charles   E.   Jackson,   of   South   Carolina,   to   be   Deputy 
Commissioner  In  the  Bureau  of  Fisheries.    Reappointment. 
Promotions  in  the  Navy 
marine  corps 
U.  Col.  John  M.  Arthur  to  be  a  colonel  In  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  14th  day  of  AHgust  1939. 

Lt.  Col.  James  T.  Moore  to  be  a  colonel  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  tLe  1st  day  of  October  1939. 


The  following-named  captains  to  be  majors  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  14th  day  of  August  1939: 
William  P.  Kelly  Robert  J. 

Pierson  E.  Conradt  Robert  O 

John  W.  Lakso  Raymond 

WUliam  R.  Hughes  Walter  J. 

Thomas  B.  White  James  H. 


Straub 
.  Bare 

A.  Anderson 
Stuart 
N.  Hudnall 


Maxwell  H.  MizeU  Alexander  W.  Kreiser.  Jr. 

Capt.  Thomas  C.  Perrin  to  be  a  major  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  21st  day  of  August  1939. 

The  foUowing-named  captains  to  be  majors  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  October  1939: 

Lenard  B.  Cresswell 

Thomas  J.  McQuade 

Kenneth  B.  Chappell 

The  following-named  captains  to  be  majors  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  November  1939: 

Arthur  W.  Ellis 

Edwin  C.  Ferguson 

Homer  L.  Litzenberg,  Jr. 

Capt.  Wilburt  S.  Brown  to  be  a  major  in  the  Marine  Corps 
from  the  1st  day  of  January  1940. 

The  following-named  captains  to  be  majors  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  April  1940: 

Floyd  A.  Stephenson 

Samuel  S.  Ballentine 

David  K.  Claude 

First  Lt.  Clyde  R.  Nelson  to  be  a  captain  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1939. 

The  following-named  first  lieutenants  to  be  captains  In 
the  Marine  Corps  from  the  14th  day  of  August  1939: 


Lawrence  B.  Clark 
Lehman  H.  Kleppinger 
John  E.  Weber 


John  P.  Condon 
Joseph  P.  Fuchs 
Bennett  G.  Powers 
Harry  W.  G.  Vadnais 

The  following-named  second  lieutenants  to  be  first  lieu- 
tenants in  the  Marine  Corps  from  the  3d  day  of  June  1940: 
John  G.  Walsh.  Jr.  Robert  F.  Ruge 

Arthur  W.  Fisher,  Jr.  John  R.  Lirette 

Joseph  A.  Gerath,  Jr.  Owen  A.  Chambers 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive   nominations   confirmed   by   the   Senate   June   6 
(legislative  day  of  May  28),  1940 
Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service 

Harold  L.  William.son,  now  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of 
class  4  and  a  secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service,  to  be 
also  a  consul  general  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Troy  L.  Perkins,  now  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  8 
and  a  secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service,  to  be  also  a 
consul  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Promotions  in  the  Navy 


TO  BE  captain 


Robert  S.  Haggart 


to    be    COMMANDERS 


Adrian  O.  Rule,  Jr. 
John  L.  Reynolds 
Dorrance  K.  Day 
Paul  L.  Mather 
Clarence  H.  Pike 
Henry  S.  Nielson 
Alf  O.  R.  Bergesen 
Lyman  S.  Perry 
Paul  R.  Heineman 
Maurice  E.  Curts 
Allen  Hobbs 
William  H.  Buracker 
Harold  P.  Fick 
Paul  W.  Steinhagen 

TO  BE  lieutenant  COMMANDERS 

Ernest  St.  C.  von  Kleeck,  Jr.     William  G.  Beecher,  Jr. 
Donald  C.  Beard  Hamilton  L.  Stone 


Francis  P.  Old 
William  H.  Wallace 
Forrest  M.  Ol^eary 
Benjamin  P.  Ward 
John  F.  Rees 
James  B.  Carter 
John  B.  Mallard 
James  L.  Wyatt 
Hugh  W.  Tumey 
Russell  C.  Bartman 
Robert  Holmes  Smith 
Oscar  A.  Weller 
Robert  E.  Melling 


1940 


Tliomas  O.  Reamy 
Knowlton  Williama 
WUliam  C.  Schults 
Charles  A.  Bond 
Harry  F.  Miller 
John  O.  Lambrecht 
Thomas  Burrowes 
Donald  C.  Varian 
Harry  H.  Henderson 
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Charles  8.  Weeks 
Kenneth  C.  Hurd 
Hunter  Wood,  Jr. 
Josei^  H.  Wellings 
William  R.  Headden 
Barton  E.  Bacon,  Jr. 
Paul  C.  Crosley 
James  M.  Hicks 


TO  BX  LIEUTENANTS 

Joel  C.  Ford,  Jr.  Richard  V.  Gregory 

John  H.  Kaufman  Alfred  L.  Cope 

William  R.  Franklin  Richard  C.  Williams,  Jr. 

William  L.  Richards  Harold  L.  Sargent 

Francis  D.  Foley  George  W.  Kehl 

Paul  H.  Harrington  Wallace  H.  Weston 
WUliam  M.  Ryon 

i         TO  BB  LIEUTEKANTS    (JUNIOR  GRADE) 


Carl  H.  Amme.  Jr. 
Charles  E.  Gibson 
Henry  A.  Rowe 
Terrell  H.  W.  Connor 
Carl  R.  Hirschberger 
Warren  W.  Ford 
Harvey  P.  Lanham 
Oliver  M.  Ramsey 
Patrick  H.  Hart 
Joseph  A.  Dodson,  Jr. 
Morton  H.  Lytle 
David  E.  Dressendorfer 
Vincent  F.  McCormack 
Raymond  A.  Moore 
Donald  D.  Patterson 
Charles  E.  Lake 
Theophllus  H.  Moore 
Robert  P.  Parrington 


Stockton  B.  Strong 
Thomas  E.  Edwards.  Jr. 
Warren  C.  Hall,  Jr. 
Harold  D.  Shrider 
Lloyd  F.  Jakeman 
Robert  L.  Savage,  Jr. 
Frank  A.  Patriarca 
Leonce  A.  Lajaunie,  Jr. 
John  M.  De  Vane,  Jr. 
John  C.  Kelly 
Robert  M.  Ware 
Francis  W.  Ingling 
Paul  J.  Riley 
WilUam  A.  H.  Howland 
Geoffrey  P.  Norman 
Thomas  J.  Nixon  3d 
James  N.  Mayes 
Charles  R  Dodds 


TO   BE-  PAY   INSPECTOR 

Louis  A.  Puckett 

TO  BX  ASSISTAHT  PAYMASTER 

John  W.  Neel 

I  TO  BE  NAVAL  CONSTRUCTOR 

Frederick  O.  Crisp 

TO  BB  ASSISTANT  PAYMASTERS 

Robert  W.  Carter 
Ira  F.  Haddock 

I  -   Postmasters 

GEORGIA 

Alene  W.  Moxley,  Cobbtown. 

Alma  Bustle,  Coolidge. 

John  L.  Callaway.  Covington. 

Robert  A.  Fowler,  Port  Gaines. 

Helen  U.  Kent,  Glenwood. 

Ursullnc  Belcher  Ingersoll,  Industrial  Coflege. 

Arthur  G.  Williams,  Jesup, 

Pearl  E.  Hughs.  Stillmore. 

Claude  M.  Proctor.  Summit. 

William  H.  Freeman,  Toomsboro. 

INDIANA 

Clyde  B.  Oberlln,  Butler. 
C.  Dudley  Watson,  La  Crosse. 
Jeannette  Manifold,  Mooreland. 
Albert  E.  Sewell.  Pleasant  Lake. 
Guy  R.  Sears.  Red  Key. 
Ponzo  Martin.  Shelburn. 
Elijah  A.  Gebhart,  Warren. 
Dorothy  B.  Schirr,  Westville. 
James  D.  Arnold,  Winslow. 

LOUISIANA 

Albert  B.  Coroy,  Gonzales. 

MARYLAND 

M.  Elizabeth  Acree,  Capitol  Heights. 
Morgan  H.  Baldwin,  Crownsville, 


Benjamin  F.  Johnson,  Denton. 
Clayton  P.  Porter,  Greensboro. 
Herbert  A.  Wrenn,  lanham. 
Alfred  P.  Qough,  Leonardtown. 
Charles  E.  Nikirk,  Middletown. 
Ethel  W.  Gallagher,  Preston. 
Madeleine  L.  Bosher,  Riverdale. 
Elizabeth  E.  Wood,  Sandy  Spring. 
Basil  Frank  Dorsey,  Woodbine. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRS 

Arthur  A.  Croteau.  Marlboro. 
Edward  A.  Davis,  North  Conway. 
Edward  W.  Clement,  North  Woodstock. 
Louis  T.  Pike,  Pike. 
Charles  L.  McGinness,  Troy. 

NEW  YORK 

Barthold  C.  Hadel.  Amagansett. 

Agnes  G.  Policy,  Andes. 

Curtis  Van  Valkenburgh,  ArkvillO. 

Chester  T.  Burnett.  Burdett. 

Timothy  B.  Ryan.  Chateauguay. 

Purdy  A.  Kinkaid,  Cohocton. 

Melvin  C.  Bundy,  Cooperstown. 

John  H.  S.  Griffin,  Delhi, 

Prank  P.  Morstatt,  Garnerville. 

Anna  C.  Allen,  Groveland. 

Ethel  M.  Martin.  Hamlin. 

Rita   McGoey,   Hartsdale. 

Antoinette  Ducharme,   Lyon  Mountain. 

Albert  A.  Morse,  Moravia. 

Lewis  N.  S.  Rockwell,  Otisville. 

Bernard  H.  Powers,  Oyster  Bay, 

Eugene  B.  C3tormley,  Phoenicia. 

Frank  P.  Bakutis,  Quogue. 

Cecile  Q.  Taylor,  Sloatsburg. 

James  J.  Collins,  Water  Mill. 

Oliver  Townsend,  West  Coxsackie. 

George  M.  Allen,  Worcester. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

John  Urbon  Pavlik,  Buffalo. 
Joseph  M.  Moen,  Galesburg. 
Ethel  E.  Hall,  Hettinger, 
Bemhard  C.  Hjelle.  Mercer. 
Mary  J.  Dvmbar.  Souris. 
Alice  G.  Russell,  Thompson. 
Anna  P.  Jones,  Verona. 
Mae  Scollard,  Watford  City. 

PEIOISYLVANIA 

Charles  Gubin,  Northiunberland. 

VERMONT 

Dora  W.  Brown,  Lunenburg. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  June  6,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou,  our  everlasting  portion,  at  Thy  footstool  we  offer 
our  tributes  of  praise  and  gratitude.  Thou  who  canst  hear 
the  falling  of  a  tear  and  the  whisper  of  a  sigh,  read  our 
hearts,  purify  our  purposes,  and  cleanse  us  from  all  hidden 
motives  which  are  contrary  to  Thy  righteous  will.  As  the 
work  of  life  is  too  long  and  too  arduous  to  be  borne  alone, 
we  beseech  Thee,  dear  Lord,  to  direct  us  with  Thy  counsel 
and  make  plain  for  us  the  definite  outlines  of  duty.  Go  with 
US  through  all  the  scenes  of  life  and  be  with  us  when  we 
reach  the  end.    In  the  name  of  our  holy  Redeemer.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read 
and  approved. 


.^.^t.-rj-^-r^-r^r^r^-wr\-^r   *  T         T»  TT^/^i^TJ  T^  XJ/^TTCT? 


Jttkf  fi 


1940 
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1RSSAG7  rHOM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier.  Its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  foUowing  title: 

H.  R.  9700.  An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  following  Utle,  in  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested: 

8.  Con.  Res.  48.  Concurrent  resolution  relating  to  the  en- 
rollment of  H.  R.  9326.  to  provide  educational  employees  of 
the  pubUc  schools  of  the  District  of  Columbia  with  leave  of 
absence,  with  part  pay.  for  purposes  of  educational  improve- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  a  biU  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing title:   '  ^    ^^ 

a.  3959.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  city  of  Port  Lauderdale,  Pla.,  an  easement 
or  easements  authorizing  such  city  to  construct  and  maintain 
a  highway  and  utility  facilities  over  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  reservation  known  as  base  6  at  Port  Lauderdale.  Pla. 
The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9243)  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the 
promotion  of  promotlon-Ust  officers  of  the  Army  after  speci- 
fied years  of  service  in  grade,  and  for  other  purposes." 

DEPORTATION   OF   HARRY  RENTON   BRIDGES 

Mr.  COLMER.  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 
following  privileged  resolution,  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  printed: 

House  Resolution  511 

Resolved  That  Immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  It 
shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  Hovise  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  9766,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  deportation  of  Harry 
Renton  Bridges.  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  con- 
fined to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Conmiittee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
sation  the  blU  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-minute 
rule  *At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment, 
the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  Hotise  with 
such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previoxis 
question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amend- 
ments thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion  ex- 
cept one  motion  to  recommit. 

DIVISION  OF  INTELLIGENCE.  BUREAU   OF   INTERNAL   REVENUE 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  yesterday  I  advised  the 
House,  following  a  discussion  of  the  so-called  "fifth  column" 
by  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Nichols  1  that  the 
President  had  asked  the  Appropriations  Committee,  through 
the  Speaker  of  the  House,  for  a  very  liberal  additional  appro- 
priation for  the  Department  of  Justice,  the  greater  part  to 
be  used  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  and  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  for  combating  sub- 
versive activities. 

Today  it  Is  my  purpose  to  refer  to  another  enforcement 
activity  of  the  Government,  one  that  for  a  period  of  many 
years  has  been  prosecuting  public  enemies,  gangsters,  and 
racketeers  through  the  mediiun  of  our  income-tax  laws.  I 
refer  to  the  Division  of  Intelligence  of  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue. 

Many  times  I  have  told  the  House  that  this  agency,  working 
on  an  appropriation  of  less  than  a  million  dollars,  annually 
has  brought  into  the  Treasury  in  additional  tax  assessments 
over  30  times  the  amount  that  it  is  allowed  for  operations. 

We  rww  read  where  Moses  L.  Annenberg.  of  Philadelphia, 
with  activities  in  many  other  cities,  has  agreed  to  pay  the 
United  States  Government  $9,500,000  in  back  taxes  and  pen- 


alties Aside  from  this,  the  agreement  provides  for  interest 
which  will  bring  the  amount  well  above  $10.0O0.C00.  This 
one  case  alone  brings  to  the  Treasury  the  expenditures  of 
this  agency  for  the  past  10  years  or  more. 

Again  I  say.  WotUd  it  not  be  wise  for  us  to  provide  the 
Division  of  Intelligence  with  at  least  100  additional  agents? 
We  are  widening  the  tax  base:  many  wiU  endeavor  to  gain 
excess  profits  out  of  our  national-defense  program.  It  will 
be  the  Division  of  Intelligence  who  will  see  that  they  do  not. 
Hon.  Elmer  L.  Irey.  Chief  of  this  Division,  is  rarely  heard 
of,  but  it  was  Irey  and  his  men  who  were  responsible  for  the 
Annenberg  case,  and  it  was  Irey  and  his  men  who  sent 
Capone  and  many  other  leading  gangsters  to  the  penitentiary 
for  evasion  of  income  taxes.  It  was  Irey  and  his  men  who 
broke  up  political  machines  in  many  large  cities  of  the 
United  States  and  sent  their  leaders  to  the  penitentiary 
through  the  cooperation  of  the  United  States  judges  and  dis- 
trict attorneys.  • 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  deficiency  bill  is  now  under  consideration. 
I  rise  this  morning  to  urge  those  in  authority  to  prepare  a 
supplemental  estimate  providing  for  sufficient  funds  to  grant 
the  Division  of  Internal  Revenue  at  least  100  more  agents. 
Let  me  say  every  man  in  this  organization  Is  a  civil -service 
employee.  There  are  no  politics  In  this  Division.  Its  em- 
ployees are  forced  to  work  day  and  night.  They  do  not 
bother  with  the  little  fellow,  but  their  prey  is  the  big  fellow. 
Only  this  week  the  leading  movie  producer  In  the  United 
States.  Joseph  Schenck.  has  been  Indicted  In  New  York;  and, 
if  what  we  hear  is  true,  many  other  leaders  in  this  Industry 
will  soon  be  called  upon  to  answer  for  Income-tax  evasions. 
Now  Is  the  time  to  Increase  the  personnel  of  this  agency. 
By  so  doing,  our  tax  receipts  will  increase  and  the  burden 
on  the  honest  taxpayer  will  be  lessened. 

Our  citizens  who  are  able  to  meet  their  tax  bills  should 
be  made  to  pay,  and  the  way  to  insure  payment  is  to  give 
Mr.  Irey  more  men.    [ Applause.  1 
[Here  the  gavel  fell-] 

PRESERVE  THE  BILL  OF  RIGHTS 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  ftiinute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  not  since  1776,  when  our 
forefathers  won  their  right  to  freedom  from  the  tyranny  of 
the  political  autocracy  of  the  eighteenth  century,  has  the 
very  foundation  of  our  Bill  of  Rights  been  so  seriously 
threatened. 

This  condition  has  been  brought  about  by  the  widespread 
social  unrest,  agitation,  and  violent  dislocation  so  generally 
prevalent  throughout  the  world. 

We,  in  this  generation,  take  that  outstanding  and  all- 
important  privilege  of  free  expression  and  a  free  press  as 
something  for  granted  and  close  our  eyes  to  the  persecution, 
imprisonment,  and  death  that  was  suffered  by  those  faith- 
ful servants  of  humanity,  from  practically  the  beginning  of 
civilization,  who  manifested  the  courage  of  their  convictions 
by  fighting  for  and  wresting  from  tjn-ants  that  sacred 
heritage  we  now  enjoy. 

Never  has  there  been  a  time  in  the  history  of  the  world 
when  a  review  of  the  historical  t)ackground,  which  led  to 
the  attainment  of  that  right  to  a  free  exchange  of  views, 
either  oral  or  written,  which  is  the  very  lifeblood  of  demo- 
cratic form  of  government,  has  been  so  important  and  in 
bringing  Into  focus  the  long  and  tortuous  climb  of  mankind 
to  the  new  vistas  of  freedom  and  progress  made  real  by  In- 
corporation into  our  organic  law,  these  affirmed  doctrines 
and  vested  rights. 

So  that  we  might  more  adequately  appreciate  this  blessing, 
^  believe  it  timely  to  devote  a  few  words  in  a  general  way 
to  show  how  men  of  all  ages  have  fought  and  struggled  to 
protect  and  keep  it  inviolate  from  all  who  have  attempted  to 
harm  and  obliterate  it,  and  to  show  that  if  we  are  to  con- 
tinue to  protect  minorities  against  the  intolerance  of  ma- 
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jorlties  and  to  protect  the  majorities  from  being  overthrown 
by  minorities,  it  is  necessary  that  we  at  once  take  cognizance 
of  the  fact  that  it  would  be  fatal  to  our  civilization,  as  we 
know  it  today,  to  have  the  right  of  free  speech  and  press 
taken  from  us  or  in  any  wise  limited  or  abridged. 

For  many  generations,  prior  to  the  renaissance  of  learning 
and  the  introduction  of  the  printing  preas  by  William  Cax- 
ton  in  1476  in  England,  men  had  sacrificed  their  very  lives  in 
the  quest  of  securing  for  themselves  and  their  posterity  the 
Inalienable  right  of  freedom  of  speech. 

Long  before  even  the  birth  of  Christ,  Socrates,  that  great 
Greek  philosopher  and  teacher,  said: 

The  nui  might  u  eaally  be  spared  from  the  unlverw  as  free  ^>eech 
from  the  Uberal  Inttltutlon*  of  eoclety. 

Also,  at  about  the  same  time,  that  famous  Greek  orator  and 
gtatesman,  Demosthenes,  in  stressing  the  importance  of  free- 
dom of  speech  to  the  very  existence  of  free  government, 
proclaimed: 

No  greater  calamity  coiild  come  upon  the  people  than  the 
privation  of  free  epeech. 

In  the  Republic  of  Athens  only  two  kinds  of  writings  were 
banned,  those  blasphemous  and  those  libelous  of  individuals. 

Our  statutes  today  provide  that  defamation  consists  of 
the  false  publication  of  any  statement  or  any  figure  or  draw- 
ing tending  to  disgrace  or  ridicule  the  person  of  whom  It  was 
published  or  any  statement  imputing  criminal  or  dishonest 
conduct.  If  communicated  through  the  sense  of  hearing, 
such  defamation  is  slander.  If  through  the  sense  of  sight  it 

is  Ubel. 

It  Is  interesting  to  note  the  striking  similarity  between  the 
laws  of  the  ancient  states  with  those  of  our  own  land  In 
respect  to  this  right  which  has  become  so  fundamental. 

Fallowing  this  period  in  which  the  rights  of  men  were 
recognized  to  a  considerable  extent,  there  followed  a  period 
Of  regression  which  is  heartrending  to  all  who  are  Interested 
in  the  historical  development  of  the  advancement  of  man- 
kind. ^  ^ 
The  pages  of  history  are  full  of  the  persecution  and  hard- 
ships suffered  by  those  patriots  in  every  generation  who  have 
dared  to  advance  the  cause  of  free  men  upon  this  earth. 

TO  such  influences  and  leaders  as  the  early  church — Augus- 
tus and  Justinian — is  civilisation  indebted  for  the  invocation 
of  extensive  censorship  on  reading  and  the  right  to  think. 

For  example,  for  200  years  there  were  virtually  no  contri- 
butions in  the  annals  to  the  store  of  Greek  Uterature.  Boc- 
caccio asserted  that  not  a  single  scholar  of  Italy  understood 
the  Greek  alphabet.  In  fact,  from  the  fifth  to  the  eleventh 
centuries  there  was  such  a  deterioration  in  learning,  litera- 
ture, art.  and  science  in  Europe  that  it  resulted  in  the  peo- 
ple's becoming  an  almost  illiterate  race.  This  condition 
was  brought  about  mainly  because  of  the  devastating  wars 
of  extinction  and  the  Intolerable  conditions  to  which  the 
people  were  subjected  and  because  of  the  tyrannical  atti- 
tude of  their  rulers. 

From  the  twelfth  to  the  fourteenth  centuries  these  condi- 
tions slowly  improved,  culminating  in  the  renaissance  of 
learning  in  western  Europe,  despite  the  obstacles  directly 
placed  in  the  way  by  unstable  governments  and  the  censor- 
ship by  church  authorities. 

Freedom  of  speech  and  press  was  subjected  to  strict  con- 
trol in  Spain  from  the  reign  of  Ferdinand  and  Isabella  in 
1481.  imtil  1808.  when  Napoleon  Issued  an  order  for  the 
suppression  of  such  control. 

France  invoked  strict  smd  harsh  penalties  in  order  to  con- 
trol its  people.  Francis  I  prescribed  the  death  penalty  in 
1535  for  the  printing  of  unauthorized  books.  It  was  not 
until  the  French  Revolution  that  conditions  Improved  in 
France.  At  that  time  the  Declaration  of  the  Rights  of  Man 
was  adopted,  which  proclaimed  that — 

The  liberty  of  communicating  thoughts  and  opinions  1b  one  of 
the  most  precious  rights  of  man;  every  citizen  has  the  right  to 
speak  and  write  freely,  without  being  liable  in  damages  for  the 
abuse  of  the  prlTUege.  except  In  cases  provided  by  law.  This  con- 
stitution guarantees  all  rights,  natural  and  civil,  including  the 
liberty  of  all  men  to  speak,  write,  and  publish  their  thoughts  with- 
out inspection  prior  to  publication. 


This  declaration  proved  to  be  nothing  more  than  an  ora- 
torical gesture,  but  it  is  Interesting  for  what  it  Is  worth, 
especially  when  we  take  into  consideration  the  conditions 
existing  at  that  particular  time. 

This  noble  doctrine  had  been  placed  on  the  scrap  pHe 
when  Louis  XTV  issued  a  proclamation  which  provided  for 
the  persecution  and  suppression  of  all  literature  that  was 
not  entirely  devoted  to  extolling  the  virtues  and  omniscience 
of  the  King  and  the  ruling  classes. 

Similar  restraints  upon  free  thought  and  speech  were  in 
effect  in  France  until  1830.  when  formal  censorship  was 
abolished  by  the  French  Constitution. 

Prom  the  time  of  the  introduction  of  the  printing  press, 
in  1476,  until  the  last  effort  to  reestablish  censorship  in 
1797.  there  existed,  in  England,  a  continuous  Internal  strug- 
gle to  gain  the  right  of  free  expression  through  the  spoken 
and  written  word. 

The  printing  press  came  into  use  during  the  reign  of 
Henry  VIII.  when  there  existed  no  such  thing  as  freedom 
of  speech  or  freedom  of  the  press. 

His  successor,  Queen  Elizabeth,  who  was  more  liberal  in 
her  views,  permitted  only  that  printing  that  "should  first  be 
seen  and  allowed." 

Notwithstanding  the  almost  Insurmountable  obstacles  that 
were  placed  in  its  way,  the  art  of  printing  advanced  to  such 
an  extent  that  In  1586  the  Star  Chamber  deemed  It  necessary 
to  Unpose  additional  regulations  upon  the  press,  reciting  as 
an  excuse  therefor — 

The  enormities  and  abuses  of  disorderly  persons  professing  the  art 
of  printing  and  selling  books,  and  the  fact  that  the  enormities  and 
abuses  had  increased  despite  the  former  rules  and  regxilatlons, 
because  the  penalties  had  not  been  sufficiently  severe. 

It  is  interesting  to  ol)serve  that  in  most  cases  the  penalties 
were  execution,  after  a  trial  where  the  defendant  was  not 
permitted  to  produce  witnesses  nor  to  introduce  or  offer 
evidence  in  support  of  his  innocence. 

This  oppression  by  the  crown  continued  to  exist  in  one 
form  or  another  until  the  Revolution  of  1688,  when  the 
Declaration  of  Rights  and  the  BiU  of  Rights  were  adopted 
as  a  part  of  the  British  constitution.  Therein  were  con- 
tained a  number  of  guaranties  for  the  protection  of  indi- 
vidual rights,  but  there  was  no  mention  of  the  right  of 
freedom  of  speech  or  freedom  of  the  press,  other  than  the 
right  of  Parliament  to  freedom  of  debate. 

Following  the  revolution,  during  the  reign  of  William  and 
Mary,  the  condition  of  the  press  was  somewhat  improved 
over  that  of  the  years  immediately  preceding. 

History  again  repeated  itself  during  the  reign  of  Anne, 
when  freedom  of  speech  and  press  was  again  subjected  to 
despotic  control. 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  during  the  reigns  of  George  I 
and  George  n  the  Government  was  more  tolerant  of  criticism 
and  gave  lip  service  to  "freedom."  changes  of  little  or  no 
significance  took  place  to  the  benefit  of  the  rights  of  man. 

The  ideas  of  freedom  under  George  HI  are  so  well  known 
to  the  American  people  that  they  speak  for  themselves  with- 
out any  amplification. 

The  conclusitm  Is  inescapable  and  definite,  which  results 
from  a  searching  analysis  of  the  struggles  between  despotic 
goverrmients  and  the  popular  will  of  their  people,  and  also 
being  impressed  with  the  fact  that  the  more  despotic,  auto- 
cratic, and  arbitrary  the  methods  that  are  used  to  suppress 
certain  fundamental  rights,  the  greater  will  be  the  resistance 
to  overcome  such  control. 

Not  only  in  Europe  did  men  struggle  for  freedom  of  speech 
and  freedom  of  the  press  but  in  oiu:  own  American  Colonies 
internal  war  was  waged,  which  was  very  similar  to  that  of 
old  England. 

Some  of  the  views  entertained  by  our  own  distinguished 
forefathers  are  worthy  of  note  and  especially  interesting  in 
light  of  the  events  leading  up  to  the  adoption  of  our  Consti- 
tution, and  the  first  10  amendments,  known  as  our  Bill  of 
Rights. 
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Governor  Berkeley,  of  Virginia,  reporting  to  England  on 
tbe  printing  situation  In  the  Colony,  said: 

1  thank  Ood  we  have  no  free  «choolfl,  nor  printing;  and  I  hope  we 
■hall  not  have  these  hundred  years,  for  learning  has  brought  dis- 
obedience and  heresy  and  sects  into  the  world  and  printing  has 
divulged  them  and  libels  against  the  Oovernment.  God  keep  us 
from  both. 

However,  after  the  signing  of  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence each  of  the  Colonies  adopted  written  constitutions,  con- 
taining provisions  similar  in  nature  to  the  declaration  con- 
tained in  the  constitution  of  Maryland  in  1776.  that  is,  "that 
freedom  of  speech  and  debates  on  proceedings  in  the  legis- 
lature ought  not  to  be  impeached  in  any  other  court  of 
Judicature." 

'  Other  States  went  so  far  as  to  include  specific  guaranties 
called  bills  of  rights  in  which  freedom  of  speech  and  the 
press  was  guaranteed. 

In  the  year  1787.  the  great  war  for  Independence  over, 
the  people  of  this  Nation  came  to  the  vital  realization  that 
the  sacrifices  and  sufferings  of  that  immortal  combat  should 
not  have  been  made  and  fought  in  vain.  Therefore,  purl- 
fled  by  a  struggle  of  privation,  suffering,  and  death,  which 
had  lasted  for  7  long  years,  and  being  free  from  the  tyran- 
nical control  of  England,  a  convention  was  called  to  meet 
at  Philadelphia  for  the  sole  purpose  of  drafting  a  set  of 
rules  called  a  constitution,  which  at  first  provided  for  govern- 
ment by  a  majority. 

The  first  draft  seemed  good,  but  as  has  been  said,  it  only 
described  how  a  majority  should  rule  and  did  not  show  how 
a  minority  should  not  be  disregarded  by  the  ruling  majority. 

The  fathers  of  our  country  knew  only  too  well  the  annals 
of  the  tyrannies  down  through  the  ages.  They  had  not  for- 
gotten how  they  had  suffered  under  despotic  and  oppressive 
control.  It  was  still  fresh  in  their  minds  how  they  had 
fought  against  the  absolutism  of  the  monarch  and  against 
the  injustices  of  a  majority.  It  was  now  their  resolve  to 
mark  a  line  over  which  a  majority  could  not  pass. 

As  a  consequence  of  these  experiences,  there  resulted  the 
adoption  of  the  first  10  amendments  to  our  Constitution, 
known  as  the  Bill  of  Rights,  which  guaranteed  to  all  people, 
among  other  things,  freedom  of  speech  and  freedom  of  the 

press. 

The  resolutions  dealing  with  search  and  seizure,  and  right 
of  castle,  which  came  from  the  new  border  State  of  Kentucky, 
were  the  motivating  force  behind  the  Bill  of  Rights,  which 
was  written  into  our  Constitution  under  the  guiding  hand 
of  Thomas  Jefferson. 

The  first  attempt  to  violate  this  constitutional  guaranty 
_<*Was  by  the  enactment  of  the  Sedition  Act  of  1798.  which  was 
'^only  of  a  temporary  nature  as  it  happily  expired  with  the 
•Congress  that  adopted  It. 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  there  were  numerous  prose- 
cutions under  the  act  and  that  the  constitutionality  of  the 
act  was  challenged,  none  of  the  case  ever  reached  the 
Supreme  Court  for  final  decision. 

The  resentment  of  the  general  public  to  such  legislation 
^as  made  manifest  by  the  election  of  1800  when  Thomas 
Jefferson  was  elected  President  of  the  United  States,  and  as 
a  result  of  such  public  reaction  the  Federalist  Party  disap- 
peared from  national  politics  forever. 

The  challenge  that  was  met  by  the  people  of  this  country 
at  the  election  of  1800  is  not  the  only  time  during  our  history 
as  a  Nation  when  the  danger  of  speaking  and  writing  freely 
was  increased  by  repressive  legislation,  but  on  all  of  these 
occasions  the  American  system  has  proved  itself  to  be  a 
mighty  citadel. 

The  attitude  of  our  Nation,  as  a  whole,  may  be  sunmied 
up  in  those  famous  words  of  Voltaire  when  he  wrote  to 
Heh-etius.  "I  disapprove  of  what  you  say,  but  I  will  defend 
to  the  death  your  right  to  say  it." 

Following  the  World  War  No.  1  Germany  adopted  a  con- 
stitution providing  for  what  was  considered  to  be  a  demo- 
cratic form  of  government.  In  it  there  was  a  provision  that 
''every  German  has  the  right,  within  the  limits  of  common 


law.  to  express  his  opinion  by  word  of  mouth,  in  writing, 
in  print,  or  in  any  other  way." 

Under  the  present  regime  in  Germany  this  guaranty,  like 
all  the  other  provisions  of  that  constitution,  has  been  dis- 
posed of.  Today  the  press  in  that  country  has  been  placed 
under  the  rigid  censorship  and  a  minister  of  propaganda  has 
been  created,  whose  duty  it  is  to  furnish  the  people  only 
such  information  as  he  in  his  benign  wisdom  desires  them 
to  have. 

In  Italy,  prior  to  the  assumption  of  Mussolini,  who  was  a 
former  editor  of  a  paper  which  was  opposed  to  the  govern- 
ment, the  press  enjoyed  a  considerable  freedom,  but  the  law 
has  now  been  changed  to  such  an  extent  that  severe  punish- 
ment is  imposed  even  for  publishing  criticism  of  the  present 
regime. 

Every  thoughtful  and  right-minded  American  agrees  that 
no  one  should  be  free  to  slander  or  libel  his  neighbor  with 
impunity  and  we  all  draw  the  line  on  utterances  that  incite 
murder  or  rebellion. 

However,  we  do  recognize  that  no  democracy  could  pos- 
sibly fimction  effectively  without  free  speech  and  a  free  press, 
and  the  results  of  suppressing  both  as  unsafe,  by  those  three 
notorious  tyrants  of  the  day — that  is.  Hitler.  Mussolini,  and 
Stalin — are  only  too  fresh  in  our  minds. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  reactions  of  the  general  public  to  so 
much  that  is  being  said  and  printed  in  these  days  of  turmoil 
and  unrest  would  almost  lead  one  to  believe  that  there  is  a 
large  group  of  people  who  do  not  want  free  speech  and  press, 
but  who  are  actually  afraid  of  it. 

Let  us  demonstrate,  beyond  cavil,  that  we  £is  a  people  are 
not  afraid  of  freedom.  Let  us  prove  to  the  world,  and  for 
the  ages,  that  the  ramparts  of  democracy  are  safe  and  strong. 

When  a  statement  is  made  that  subverts  or  criticizes  our 
conventional  social  order  and  popular  ideals,  our  resentment 
is  so  great  that  we  at  once  form  a  desire  to  silence  the  person 
responsible  for  such  a  remark.  Most  of  us  upon  hearing  a 
foreign-born  agitator  attack  American  institutions  feel  a 
strong  impulse  to  see  that  legislation  Is  enacted  that  will 
compel  the  depwrtation  of  such  person.  A  person  entirely 
tolerant  by  instinct  has  probably  never  been  born  and  it  has 
not  been  conclusively  proved  that  such  a  person  would  really 
be  an  asset  to  humanity.  However,  it  is  distressing  to  observe 
the  recent  outward  manifestations  of  intolerance  toward  our 
neighbors  of  foreign  birth  and  ancestry,  merely  because  they 
were  not  so  fortunate  as  to  have  their  origin  in  the  land  of 
the  free.  It  is.  therefore,  incimibent  upon  those  of  Us  of 
native  blood  to  constantly  keep  in  mind  that  we  at  one  time 
had  ancestors  who  came  to  this  country  from  a  foreign  shore 
in  search  of  freedom  of  one  kind  or  another.  When  we  think 
back  on  the  thrifty  and  industrious  settlers  of  foreign  ex- 
traction that  played  such  an  important  part  in  the  develop- 
ment of  our  land,  we  at  once  grasp  a  picture  of  how  well 
the  English.  Germans.  French.  Italians,  and  many  others  of 
foreign  birth  and  ancestry  adjusted  themselves  to  the  new 
order,  and  the  record  of  recent  years  speaks  for  itself  in 
depicting  the  patriotism  of  a  high  order  and  good  citizenship 
exemplified  by  those  adopted  sons  and  daughters  when  the 
crucial  moment  was  at  hand. 

It  is  my  earnest  plea  that  we  will  not  permit  ourselves  to 
lose  sight  of  the  fact  in  our  fight  for  the  preservation  of 
democracy,  that  all  of  our  citizens,  whether  naturalized  or 
of  native  birth,  are  true  sons  of  the  Revolution,  so  long  as  they 
are  willing  to  do  their  part  to  preserve  those  things  that  are 
so  close  to  the  hearts  of  all  men. 

The  line  must  be  drawn  somewhere,  and  it  would  seem, 
rather  than  to  install  some  new  and  wholly  imtried  theory, 
to  be  in  the  best  interests  of  the  American  public  for  us  to 
see  to  it  that  our  Bill  of  Rights  is  preserved  intact  for  our 
posterity. 

There  are  certain  things  which  public  opinion  will  not 
tolerate  to  be  done  or  said  in  public.  This  has  been  true  In 
all  generations.  These  things,  under  our  form  of  govern- 
ment, are  denounced  by  statute,  and  adequate  pimishment 
has  been  provided  for  their  violation. 
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The  courts  of  our  land  in  the  vast  majority  of  cases  brought 
to  their  attention  in  which  freedom  of  speech  or  of  the  press 
has  been  the  question  for  adjudication,  have  seen  to  it  that 
our  essential  liberties  have  not  suffered.  In  fact,  we  might 
say  that  they  have  been  more  than  reasonably  responsive  to 
changing  public  opinion  in  such  matters.  Therefore,  it  would 
seem  only  fitting  and  proper  that  we  should  continue  to  have 
faith  In  the  Judiciary  of  this  land  in  attaining  a  solution  for 
the  problems  relating  to  our  basic  rights  and  essential  lib- 
erties. 

However,  we  must  not  be  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  there 
are  certain  individuals  and  groups  in  our  country  which  will 
not  be  tolerated  by  otu-  people,  and  the  activities  of  these 
sinister  borers-from-withln  elements  are  entitled  to  no  pro- 
tection whatsoever  by  any  provisions  of  our  fundamental  law. 
I  am  referring  especially  to  those  "fifth  columnists"  whose 
activities  are  similar  to  those  of  rats  and  termites,  who  by 
their  subversl«re  activities  are  gnawing  at  the  very  life  line  of 
our  national  security.  With  all  of  these  spies,  sabateurs,  and 
traitors,  to  quote  from  the  recent  words  of  the  President,  "we 
must  deal  vigorously." 

Freedom  of  speech  and  press  Is  the  only  way  that  truth  can 
be  separated  from  error. 

During  Patrick  Henry's  speech  before  the  convention  of 
delegates,  the  most  famous  of  all  his  orations  at  Richmond, 
Va.,  1775.  he  said: 

The  question  before  the  house  la  one  of  awful  moment  to  this 
country  Por  my  own  part,  I  consider  It  as  nothing  lese  than  a 
question  of  freedom  or  slavery;  and  In  proportion  to  the  magni- 
^de  of  the  subject  ought  to  be  the  freedom  of  debate^  It  Is  only 
in  this  way  that  we  can  hope  to  arrive  at  truth  and  fulflU  the  great 
responsibility  which  we  hold  to  Ood  and  our  country  Should  1 
keep  back  my  opinions  at  such  a  time,  through  fear  of  giving  offense^ 
I  should  consider  myself  as  guilty  of  Ueason  toward  my  country 
and  of  an  act  of  disloyalty  toward  the  majesty  of  heaven,  which  I 
revere  above  aU  earthly  things. 

Prom  the  beginning  of  civilization,  through  all  the  cen- 
turies, men  and  women  have  made  the  supreme  sacrifice  in 
pursuit  and  for  the  attainment  of  freedom  of  thought  and 
expression,  which  is  essential  to  the  existence  of  democracy; 
and  again  at  this  very  moment,  upon  the  sea,  in  the  air,  and 
on  the  land,  throughout  more  than  half  the  surface  of  the 
earth,  they  are  sacrificing  their  very  Uves  to  regain  a  small 
portion  of  that  freedom  that  is  still  ours  to  enjoy. 

With  Europe's  swift  return  to  the  Middle  Ages,  with  human 
and  propertv  rights  denied  and  trampled  upon  ruthlessly,  and 
without  apology  or  question,  it  is  my  fervent  prayer,  in  this 
hour  of  trial  for  democracy  throughout  the  world,  that  those 
blessings  contained  in  our  Bill  of  Rights  wiU  be  so  preserved 
that  they  may  be  used  as  a  guiding  light  and  foundation 
upon  which  the  governments  of  oiu*  brothers  abroad  may 
be  reestablished  in  a  world  of  law,  order,  and  Justice  to 
mankind. 

Por  the  last  decade  we  have  gone  through  a  great  period 
of  transition  and  of  readjustment  within  our  own  borders. 
But  whatever  needed  to  be  done,  we  have  done  without  dic- 
tatorship; without  conscription  of  labor;  without  confiscation 
of  capital;  without  concentration  camps;  without  a  scratch 
on  freedom  of  speech,  freedom  of  the  press,  freedom  of  wor- 
ship, or  the  rest  of  the  Bill  of  Rights;  without  one  single 
abrogation  of  the  orderly  processes  of  democratic  govern- 
mentTNvpd  never  before  have  the  American  people  been  so 
conscious)  of  their  interrelationship  and  interdependence— 
the  sens^of  a  common  destiny  and  a  common  need  of  one 
another  J  We  cannot  continue  to  grow  soft  and  complacent 
and  expect  to  keep  our  free  institutions  and  ideals  of  liberty 

intact. 

There  are  unquestionably  darker  days  ahead  across  the 
sea.  We  may  be  the  sad  witnesses  of  the  end  of  European 
civilization.  No  one  may  now  foretell  the  outcome.  May  we 
not  then  be  humbly  grateful  that  here  on  the  western  horizon 
a  star,  once  acclaimed,  has  not  set  and  the  strength  of  a  hoi)e 
and  the  shape  of  a  vision,  died  for,  and  sung  for,  and  fought 
for.  and  worked  for,  is  living  yet.    [Applause.  1 


DERORTAnON  OF  HAtST  nClfTOir  BEXDOCS 

Mr.  SABATH.    Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  ixnanlmous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  informed  that  In  my 
absence  yesterday  some  criticism  was  made  to  the  effect  that 
the  rule  making  in  order  the  consideration  of  the  bill  pro- 
viding for  the  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges  was  not  filed.  I 
desire  to  say  that  this  rule  has  been  delayed  !or  a  couple  of 
days  because  we  have  now  10  rules  that  have  been  reported, 
and  on  which  no  action  has  been  taken.  I  knew  that  we 
have  conference  reports  before  us  and  other  extremely  im- 
portant legislation  that  the  House  desires  to  consider,  and  I 
knew  there  was  no  chance  of  calling  up  that  rule,  conse- 
quently I  delayed  giving  it  to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
rMr.  CoLMER].  I  wish  to  say  that  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  that  the  rule  was  not  reported. 
If  anyone  is  to  blame,  I  sissimae  the  responsibility  and  the 
blame  for  it. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  DISNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
statements  by  Payette  B.  Dow  and  Russell  B.  Brown  before 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Magntjson  and  Mr.  Thomas  of  Texas  asked  and  were 
given  permission  to  extend  their  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

PERICSSIGN    TO    ADDRESS    THE    HOUSE 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Sjjeaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  at  this  pwlnt  in  the  Record 
and  include  therein  a  short  newspaper  dispatch  from  the 
Washington  Star  of  yesterday. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  yesterday  my  good  friend 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack]  arose 
to  protest  a  statement  made  by  the  German  consul  in  Boston 
with  respect  to  an  editorial  publiEhed  in  the  Boston  Traveler 
concerning  the  head  of  a  warring  nation  in  Europe,  and  char- 
acterizing the  action  of  the  German  consul  as  a  violation  of 
international  law  and  an  attack  upon  the  freedom  of  the 
press. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormackI  may 
be  absolutely  right  in  his  premise;  and  if  he  Is,  a  thorough 
investigation  should  be  had  of  this  incident.  I  rise  at  this 
time,  however,  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  House  an  article 
appearing  in  the  Evening  Star  of  Washington,  January  5, 
1940,  by  William  H.  Stoneman,  in  which  he  recites  that  the 
Washington  correspondent  of  the  London  Daily  Telegraph 
describes  the  failure  of  the  United  States  to  act  more  swiftly 
in  providing  the  Allies  with  guns  and  materials  as  due  to 
Harry  H.  Woodring,  American  Secretary  of  War. 

I  enclose  herewith  the  entire  article,  which  I  believe  every 
citizen  of  the  United  States  ^ill  resent.  I  do  not  know  oiu: 
present  Secretary  of  War,  but  I  have  implicit  faith  in  him  as 
an  American.  He  does  his  duty  as  his  conscience  dictates, 
and  foDows  a  course  that  preserves  otir  neutrality  after  the 
fashion  that  Congress  intended  it  should  be  preserved. 

London  June  5.— Failure  of  the  United  States  to  act  more  swiftly 
in  providing  the  AUles  with  guns  and  materials  is  attributed  by 
the  Washington  correspKandent  of  the  London  Dally  Telegraph 
largely  to  Harry  H.  Woodring,  American  Secretary  of  War.  whom  he 
describes  as  the  leader  of  tiie  obstructionist  group. 
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^Tolltlcal  mischance,"  he  write*,  "has  placed  him  at  the  head 
of  his  country's  War  Department  at  ttie  most  critical  stage  In 
world  history. 

"Before  the  war  began  Woodrlng  was  working  with  Isolationist 
leaders  In  CX)ngress  to  prevent  the  sale  of  planes  to  the  French 
and  British  purchasing  commissions.  After  the  war  broke  out  he 
began  Intriguing  with  congressional  dissidents  to  nullify  the  lift- 
ing of  arms  embargo  and  making  It  impossible  for  any  modern 
planes  to  t>e  sold.  Not  until  March  27  was  this  plan  defeated  and 
the  policy  adopted  of  releasing  modern  planes  for  export. 

"Though  thwarted  over  plane  sales,  Woodrlng  has  been  able  to 
maintain  the  departmental  order  of  March  14  blocking  any  sale 
by  the  War  Department  of  Its  surplus  goods  to  any  Allied  agent 
or  any  one  suspected  of  being  an  Allied  Intermediary.  Actually 
there  Is  nothing  In  International  law  nor  In  the  United  States 
Neutrality  Act  forbidding  such  sales. 

"About  2.000.000  Enfield  rifles,  1.500  field  guns,  and  other  arms 
In  smialler  quantities  would  be  available  if  this  departmental  order 
were  withdrawn.  The  President,  as  Commander  In  Chief  of  the 
Army,  could  rectify  this  anomalous  situation  by  a  stroke  of  the 
pen." 

This  article  Is  a  sample  of  the  newspaper  propaganda  and 
radio  dispatches  that  are  emanating  from  London  and  Paris. 
In  my  opinion,  subsidized  articles  that  seek  to  have  us  with- 
out delay  turn  over  to  the  Allies,  so-called,  all  our  military 
weapons  of  defense  and  the  youth  of  America  to  once  more 
get  them  out  of  the  bloody  mess  which  was  not  brought 
about  by  any  action  of  our  Government  nor  the  inhabitants 
of  this  country. 

In  a  colloquy  with  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  tMr. 
McCoRMACK]  yesterday,  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
f  Mr.  CAsryl,  a  member  of  the  Dies  committee,  stated  that  the 
Dies  committee  had  sent  an  investigator  to  Investigate  the 
matter,  having  reference  to  the  article  appearing  In  the 
Boston  Traveler, 

Mr.  Speaker,  for  over  2  years  substantial  groups  of  Ameri- 
cans have  urged  the  Dies  committee  to  investigate  British 
propaganda  in  this  country.  Up  to  date,  despite  the  fact 
they  have  the  money  and  the  facilities,  nothing  has  been 
done  in  this  direction.  I  do  not  indict  the  Dies  conunittee 
as  a  whole  for  its  failure  to  act.  They  are  doing  a  good 
job  in  running  down  nazi-lsm  and  communistic  propaganda 
in  the  United  States.  The  American  public  will  never  be 
satisfied  with  their  activities  unless  they  turn  the  spotlight 
of  investigation  on  the  vicious  British  propaganda  that  is 
stronger  now  than  it  ever  was,  even  preceding  our  entrance 
into  the  World  War.  It  is  designed  chiefly  to  bring  about 
a  repeal  of  the  Johnson  Act,  and  the  conscription  of  Ameri- 
can youth  to  aid  the  warring  European  nations,  who  by 
their  assistance,  aid,  and  comfort  permitted  the  German  na- 
tion to  arise  from  the  ashes  of  defeat  to  the  strongest  mili- 
tary power  in  the  world. 

Many  appeals  have  I  made  to  the  Dies  committee,  but 
once  more  I  invite  them  to  investigate  the  more  dangerous 
"fifth  column"  activities  in  our  midst,  to  wit,  the  subversive 
Influence  registered  by  the  paid  agents  of  Britain  and  Prance 
In  this  coimtry.  led  by  the  Marquis  of  Lothian,  the  British 
Ambassador  to  the  United  States.  I  challenge  the  Dies  com- 
mittee to  summon  the  British  Ambassador  to  appear  before 
their  body  and  explain  the  many  conferences  had  with 
newspaper  publishers,  prominent  journalists,  and  leaders  of 
Industry  which  took  place  at  the  British  Embassy  during  the 
past  6  months.  This  may  be  a  refined  "fifth  column"  activity 
under  the  guise  of  sociability  but  nevertheless,  in  my  opinion, 
are  more  dangerous  activities  that  if  not  checked  will  ulti- 
mately draw  us  into  world  conflict.  Already  the  effect  of 
these  conferences  are  seen  In  the  subsidized  press  of  America, 
whose  editorials  shriek  with  hjrsteria  in  demanding  that  our 
boys  become  pro-Ally  or  be  stigmatized  as  cowards. 

Recently  it  was  my  privilege  to  address  the  Nation — on 
May  11.  1940 — over  a  Nation-wide  hook-up  on  the  subject 
Let  Us  Be  Pro-American  and  Keep  the  United  States  Out  of 
War.  Prom  the  communications  received  as  a  result  of  that 
address — approximately  15.000  pieces  of  mall  to  date — I  am 
satisfied  that  99  percent  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
will  not  stand  for  repeal  of  the  Johnson  Act  extending  further 
credit  to  bankrupt  nations,  nor  will  they  stand  for  one  Ameri- 
can boy  losing  his  life  in  a  war  to  which  he  was  not  a  party 
In  the  first  instance. 


Our  defense  program  should  go  on.  but  not  to  the  extent 
to  make  us  the  foremost  military  power  in  the  world  under 
the  flimsy  pretense  of  an  invasion  by  a  country  already  ex- 
hausted from  its  many  "blitzkriegs,"  which  have  taken  place 
in  the  past  few  months.  The  American  people  will  do  well 
to  watch  with  careful  scrutiny  the  expenditure  of  this  huge 
national-defense  fund.  We  are  entitled  to  know  what  be- 
came of  the  billions  during  the  past  10  years  spent  on  na- 
tional defense.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  is  common  knowledge  that  in 
many  of  our  Army  forts  evidence  of  the  expenditures  is  clear 
to  anyone  who  cares  to  investigate.  In  many  of  these  forts 
you  will  find  scores  and  scores  of  beautifully  built,  well- 
equipped  homes  for  ofBcers,  splendid  barracks,  air-condi- 
tioned theaters  and  other  buildings,  but  a  total  lack  of 
armament  to  protect  them,  if  perchance  they  ever  should 
be  Invaded.  I  fully  agree  that  some  incident,  designed  or 
otherwise,  could  give  aid  and  comfort  to  this  vociferous  mi- 
nority in  the  country  that  demands  we  enter  the  war  at  once. 
The  sinking  of  one  of  our  ships  with  loss  of  life,  the  throw- 
ing of  a  shell  into  Miami  Beach  or  Atlantic  City,  might  serve 
to  be  the  very  purpose  that  the  warmongers  axe  seeking.  A 
strong  determination  on  the  part  of  the  great  majority  of 
the  American  public  to  never  again  become  the  money  lenders 
and  policemen  of  the  world,  and  a  constant  reminder  that 
the  nations  of  Europe  are  in  default  to  poor  old  Uncle  Sam, 
who  needs  the  money,  to  the  extent  of  over  $14,000,000,000 
will  check  some  of  this  hysteria  now  existing  and  enable  us 
to  continue  our  defense  program  in  an  orderly  and  sensible 
manner,  checking  on  all  spy  activities  without  resorting  to 
the  witch-burning  tactics  of  a  Mitchell  Palmer,  which  dis- 
graced our  Nation  during  the  last  World  War  period. 

Personally  I  have  a  strong  conviction  that  there  will  not 
be  flagrant  abuse  of  the  civil  liberties  under  the  direction  of 
our  Attorney  General,  the  Honorable  Robert  Jackson.  One 
never  knows  when  the  Insanity  of  war  propaganda  takes  hold 
what  can  happen.  I  await  with  interest,  and  I  am  sure  that 
interest  is  shared  with  millions  of  American  citizens  who  are 
only  concerned  with  the  preservation  of  our  own  democracy 
and  not  with  the  preservation  of  the  tottering  empires  of 
Europe. 

Once  more  we  challenge  the  Dies  committee  with  its  duty 
to  inaugurate  a  comprehensive  investigation  into  British  and 
Prench  propaganda,  as  well  as  nazi-lsm  and  commimistic 
"fifth  column"  movements  we  hear  so  much  about. 

Because  of  this  newly  created  war  hysteria  and  the  proposed 
tremendous  defense  program,  it  Is  now  suggested  in  the  new 
tax  bill  to  lower  income-tax  exemptions  to  married  persons 
from  $2,500  to  $2,000,  single  persons  from  $1,000  to  $800.  It  is 
proposed  to  tax  all  incomes  an  additional  10  percent,  reduce 
the  salaries  of  all  Federal  employees  10  percent.  No  doubt 
the  cost  of  living  will  advance  an  additional  10  percent, 
thereby  making  in  all  a  30-percent  tax  on  all  Government 
employees  and  a  20-percent  tax  on  all  other  citizens.  What  a 
price  we  will  have  to  pay  in  an  attempt  to  save  the  synthetic 
democracies  of  Great  Britain  and  Prance,  who  are  somehow 
able  to  establish  a  $10,000,000,000  credit  over  here  for  war 
materials  but  refuse  to  j)ay  one  red  cent  on  their  war  debts. 
Undoubtedly  they  will  try  once  more  to  make  an  Uncle  Sap 
out  of  Uncle  Sam.  If  the  intelligence  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  asserts  itself,  they  can  pre- 
vent a  vociferous  minority,  who  are  the  mouthpieces  of  the 
munitions  makers  and  the  international  bankers,  from  bring- 
ing this  country  once  more  to  the  brink  of  a  foreign  war. 

THE  PASSING  OF  A  GREAT  MAN,  DR.  R.  R.  MOTON.  STJCCESSOR  TO  DR. 

BOOKER    T.   WASHTNCTON 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  announce  the  pass- 
ing of  Dr.  Robert  Russa  Moton.  who  was  the  worthy  successor 
of  Dr.  Booker  T.  Washington  in  the  leadership  of  the  Negro 
race  in  America.    On  the  31st  of  May  Dr.  Moton's  labors 
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ended  and  he  was  called  to  a  well-earned  rest.  I  think  the 
worth  and  services  of  Dr.  Moton  to  America  are  recognized 
by  every  informed  and  well -thinking  man  and  woman  of  our 
Nation.  He  was  a  contemporary  of  the  late  Dr.  Washington. 
They  attended  and  graduated  from  the  same  school,  were  life- 
long friends,  and  worked  together  in  the  great  cause  of  bring- 
ing about  a  better  understanding  and  a  more  harmonious  and 
friendly  relationship  between  the  racial  groups  of  our  great 
Nation. 

While  It  Is  true  that  Dr.  Booker  T.  Washington  laid  the 
foundation  of  the  racial  structure  and  built  nobly,  it  was  for 
Dr.  Moton  to  assist  him  during  the  lifetime  of  Dr.  Washington, 
and,  like  Elisha,  take  up  the  mantle  and  responsibility  of 
carrying  forward  the  work  at  the  passing  of  Dr.  Washington. 
Dr.  Moton  did  a  real  Job.  He  went  into  the  heart  of  the  South 
and  gave  every  ounce  of  strength  and  ability  he  possessed  to 
carry  forward  the  program  initiated  by  Dr.  Washington  and 
the  promoters  of  Tuskegee. 

Our  Nation  has  lost  a  great  man,  a  man  whose  heart  was 
filled  with  sympathy  and  love  toward  mankind.  Dr.  Moton 
knew  no  color;  he  had  no  prejudice.  He  was  a  simple.  God- 
fearing servant,  dedicated  to  the  task  of  character  building 
and  uplift.  For  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century  his  advice 
was  sought  and  followed  by  lawmaking  bodies  in  scores  of  our 
States  and  In  our  Nation  where  the  interests  and  welfare  of 
the  Negro  wafi  thought  to  be  at  stake.  He  was  ever  true  to 
his  friends  and  honest  in  his  convictions,  standing  coura- 
geously for  the  right  and  was  concerned  only  with  duty  and 
achievement. 

While  the  President  of  the  United  States.  Governors  of 
States,  mayors  of  cities  Join  with  Dr.  Moton's  family  and  close 
friends  In  mourning  his  passing,  I  know  it  is  the  sense  of  this 
House  that  we,  too,  express  our  feelings  in  the  Nation's  and 
the  worlds  loss  in  his  passing,  and  that  we  Join  the  innumer- 
able host  that  honor  the  noble  life  which  he  lived  and  the 
great  service  which  he  rendered  mankind. 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an 
exchange  of  letters  with  the  Secretary  of  War. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  hoxtse 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  on  Wednesday,  after  the  disposition  of  the  legislative 
business  for  the  day,  I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House 
for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  Memorial 
Day  address  by  Harry  R.  Daniels,  adjutant.  V.  P.  W.  Post, 
Moberly,  Mo. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  with  reference  to  the 
fisheries  of  Alaska  and  to  include  therein  a  telegram  and 
excerpts  from  other  relevant  documents  and  papers. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Delegate  from  Alaska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Hill  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarla  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  editorial  from  the  San  Prancisco  Chronicle. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  article  appearing  in  Liberty,  a  recent  issue,  by  the 
Honorable  Herbert  Hoover,  on  the  subject  Two  Great  Rea- 
sons Why  We  Should  Keep  Out  of  This  War. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  hottsi 
Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 

that  on  Tuesday  next,  at  the  conclusion  of  all  legislative 

business  and  any  prior  special  order,  I  may  be  permitted  to 

address  the  House  for  10  minutes. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  two 
unanimous-consent  requests:  First,  that  I  may  include  an 
editorial  from  the  Buffalo  Courier  of  June  4  entitled 
"Chance  to  Save  Lives,"  and,  second,  an  editorial  from  the 
same  paper,  the  same  date,  entitled  "Frankness  Required." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  NATIONAL  DEFENSE  COMMISSION 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  ray  remarks. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  the  President  appointed  a 
National  Defense  Commission,  he  appointed  William  S.  Knud- 
sen,  president  of  General  Motors  Corporation,  one  of  the 
greatest  corporations  in  our  country,  to  direct  industrial  pro- 
duction; he  appointed  Ralph  Budd,  chairman,  Burlington 
Railway  Co.,  in  charge  of  transportation;  Edward  R.  Stet- 
tinius,  Jr.,  chairman  of  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation, 
a  great  large  corporation,  to  supervise  production  and  delivery 
of  raw  materials;  Leon  Henderson,  of  the  Securities  and  Ex- 
change Commission,  to  watch  price  trends,  and  so  forth;  Miss 
Harriet  Elliott,  dean  of  women.  University  of  North  Carolina, 
adviser  on  consumer  protection;  Chester  C.  Davis,  member. 
Federal  Reserve  Board,  supervision  over  farm  products,  and 
so  forth;  and  Sidney  Hillman,  president  of  Amalgamated 
Clothing  Workers'  Union,  in  charge  of  emplosmient  problems, 
and  so  forth. 

Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stettinlus  are  at  the  head  of  two  of 
the  greatest  corporations  in  America.  Why  did  the  Presi- 
dent forget  two  great  industries  in  America,  small  business 
and  agriculture.  He  did  not  see  fit  to  appoint  any  small- 
business  man  to  this  Commission  to  represent  this  great  body 
of  business  people,  and  no  wonder  that  Alfred  C.  Gaunt,  of 
Massachusetts,  criticized  a  commission  of  this  kind  because 
the  small -business  men  of  this  coimtry  make  up  the  greater 
number  of  employers  of  labor  and  more  laborers.  The 
President  also  left  out  any  direct  representative  of  agricul- 
ture on  this  Commission.  Small  business  and  agriculture 
should  be  and  must  be  represented  in  national  defense. 
They  are  great  factors  In  our  national  defense. 

It  seems  to  me  that  these  two  great  branches  of  American 
business  should  be  represented  so  that  we  may  bring  into  our 
national  defense  any  and  all  people  who  would  be  directly 
affected  or  directly  interested,  so  thatthe  greatest  amount 
of  good  for  the  American  people  migiirrc  brought  forth  in 
the  work  of  this  Commission,  in  order  that  America  may  go 
forward  as  one  great  mass  imlt  for  the  protection  not  only 
of  American  democracy  but  of  world  democracy.  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  should  put  our  shoulder  to  the  wheel  at  this 
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time  in  an  effort  to  preserve  this  great  democracy  which 
we  have  enjoyed.  The  great  freedom  we  have  enjoyed  shall 
not  perish  from  the  earth,  and  we  can  only  do  this  by  in- 
cluding the  small-business  men  of  the  country.  These  small- 
business  men  came  to  Washington  not  long  ago  and  they 
made  certain  requests  of  the  President,  and  he  should  now 
recognize  small  business  and  agriculture  on  the  national- 
defense  committee.  America  must  preserve  its  independent 
smaU-business  concerias  or  free  competitive  enterprise  can- 
not exist.    [Applause.] 

*  EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  speech 
delivered  by  Hon.  Sumner  Welles. 
-   The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  with  quota- 
tions from  the  daily  press. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  on  Monday  next,  after  the  disposal  of  business  on 
the  Speaker's  table  and  the  legislative  program  of  the  day,  I 
be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  15  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PROTECTION   or   ACRICXTLTURE DEFEND   AMERICA 

Mr.  BREWSTER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute,  and  to  incorporate  in  my  remarks 
a  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Maine  and  a 
brief  excerpt  from  the  morning  press. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  BREWSTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  carrying  out  the  policy 
of  defending  America  the  State  of  Maine  has  stood  stead- 
fastly against  reciprocal-trade  agreements.  The  Maine  Legis- 
lature in  special  session  has  just  adopted  a  memorial  to  this 
Congress  urging  "immediate  steps  to  establish  and  maintain 
an  agricultural  and  tariff  policy  that  wiU  best  safeguard  the 
State  of  Maine  and  its  people." 

I  desire  at  this  point  to  insert  this  memorial  in  the  Record: 
Memcrlal  to  the  honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States  of  America  assembled  petitioning  for  the  adop- 
tion of  an  adequate  agricultural  and  tariff  policy  in  furtherance  of 
the  welfare  of  the  State  of  Maine 

Whereas  Maine  is  primarily  an  agricultural  State  and  the  pros- 
perity of  Its  farms  being  vital  to  the  prosperity  of  the  State  as  a 

whole'  and 

Whereas  reciprocal-trade  agreements  with  foreign  nations  have 
been  entered  into  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  under 
the  authority  granted  to  the  President  by  Congress  that  have  con- 
ceded tariff  reductions  on  Impcwts  of  agricultural  products  produced 

In  Maine:  and  ^  ,^  ^  . 

Whereas  such  concessions  In  tariff  reductions  have  resulted  in  an 
Influx  of  agricultural  products  in  competition  with  such  products 
produced  In  Maine:  and 

Whereas  thousands  of  Maine  farmers  and  their  families,  as  well  as 
a  substantial  portion  of  business  Interests  in  Maine,  depend  for 
their  llvellhcod  on  the  production  and  favorable  marketing  of  agri- 
cultural products  and  must  rely  upon  reasonable  protection  of  their 
home  markets  by  the  adoption  of  favorable  foreign-trade  policies 
and  tariffs  to  retain  such  markets:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved.  That  the  Eighty-ninth  Legislature  of  Maine  in  special 
session  assembled,  respectfully  petition  and  urge  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  take  immediate  steps  to  establish  and  main- 
tain an  agricultxjral  and  tariff  policy  that  will  best  safeguard  the 
State  of  Maine  and  Ita  people;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  memorial,  duly  authenticated  by 
the  secretary  of  state,  be  immediately  transmitted  by  the  secretary 
of  state  to  the  proper  officers  and  committees  of  the  United  States 
aan*te  and  House  of  Representatives,  the  President  of  the  United 
8tat«8.  and  to  each  of  the  Representatives  and  Senators  representing 
the  State  of  Maine  In  the  United  States  Congress. 

tacTtmttx  CORN 

The  New  York  Times  this  morning  carries  an  Associated 

Press  dispatch  from  Washington  which  I  desire  to  Insert  at 

this  point. 
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"diplomatic  issues"  seen  in  a«centin«  corn  case 

Washinoton.  Jime  5.— International  difficulties  arose  today  to 
complicate  the  Agriculture  Department's  search  for  methods  to 
absorb  the  shock  of  heavy  com  imports  landing  on  a  market  beset 
by  prospects  of  a  record  domestic  surplus. 

Reports  that  about  500.000  bushels  of  Argentine  com  had  been 
sold  for  delivery  to  Pacinc  coast  points  this  month  bad  caxised  offi- 
cials to  consider  taking  steps  to  Invoke  Import-quota  provisions  of 
the  Crop  Control  Act  of  1938. 

However,  a  few  hours  after  the  quota  proposal  was  advanced, 
officials  indicated  that  "diplomatic  Issues"  had  been  raised  against 
It.  although  they  said  that  the  plan  was  "still  under  consideration." 

For  the  time  being  the  Department  decided  to  make  Government- 
owned  corn  available  in  the  Pacific  toast  markets  at  prices  competi- 
tive with  foreign  grain. ' 

Foreign  com  Is  subject  to  import  duty  of  25  cents  a  bushel. 
Officials  explained  that  inasmuch  as  Government  loan  programs  had 
pegged  American  prices  considerably  above  world  levels.  Argentine 
shippers  apparently  were  able  to  pay  the  duty  and  sell  grain  In  the 
American  market. 

Presumably  the  "diplomatic  issues"  are  concerned  with  re- 
ciprocal-trade agreements  and  obligations  assumed  there- 
under to  others  than  American  fanners. 

Maine  looks  hopefully  to  the  corn  growers  of  the  West  to 
cooperate  in  defending  America  against  these  corn  borers 
from  the  Argentine. 

With  the  Government  holding  millions  of  bushels  of  com 
in  corn  cribs  all  over  the  West,  it  is  astounding  to  read  that 
Argentine  corn  is  being  dumped  on  our  west  coast. 

Almost  a  year's  supply  of  com  is  already  in  storage.  The 
Government  has  in  substance  taken  it  off  the  grower's  hands. 
Yet  now  the  same  Government  allows  foreign  com  to  flood 
our  market. 

Such  a  policy  can  only  lead  to  disaster.  A  sound  economy 
is  the  first  step  in  defense. 

Duties  have  been  cut  from  25  percent  to  50  percent  on  163 
competitive  farm  products  in  spite  of  the  President's  pledge 
in  1932  "that  such  duties  shall  not  be  lowered." 

depreciated   CtmRENCliS 

Now  come  depreciated  currencies  to  complete  the  destruc- 
tion of  our  tariff  protection.  This  makes  possible  these  im- 
ports. 

Our  entire  foreign-trade  program  must  be  reconsidered  in 
the  light  of  present  world  conditions.  Every  policy  of  Amer- 
ica now  must  be  shaped  for  American  defense. 

Let  us  demonstrate  that  a  democracy  can  be  as  intelligent 
as  a  totalitarian  state  and  develop  trade  policies  that  are 
calculated  in  the  first  instance  to  strengthen  America. 

Certainly  policies  developed  and  designed  for  a  world  at 
peace  are  not  suited  to  the  conditions  that  prevail  in  the 
world  today. 

In  the  current  chaos  in  the  world  the  President  has  the 
power  to  terminate  each  and  all  of  these  trade  agreements. 

While  the  Argentine  has  at  the  present  time  no  trade  agree- 
ment and  will  not  have  one  at  least  until  after  the  fall  elec- 
tion— yet  the  Argentine  is  in  the  class  of  the  most -favored 
nations  so  that  any  reduction  in  duties  to  other  countries  Is 
instantly  available  to  the  Argentine. 

In  the  case  of  corn,  however,  the  difficulty  arises  first  from 
depreciated  exchange  and  second  from  diplomatic  diCBculties 
associated  with  our  assurances  to  other  countries  as  to  privi- 
leges to  be  accorded  them  in  the  American  market. 

FIRST  DAIRY  COOPER.MTVE 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  include  in  my  remarks  a  resolu- 
tion that  I  am  submitting  today  to  provide  for  the  observation 
of  the  one  hundredth  armiversary  of  the  founding  of  the  first 
dairy  cooperative  in  the  United  States. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  resolution  is  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  one  himdredth  anniversary  of  the  first  dairy  coop- 
erative in  the  United  States  will  be  commemorated  at  Lake  Mill*. 
Wis.,  on  July  20.  31.  22.  1940;  and 

Whereas  It  is  authentically  established  that  in  the  year  1840  Ann 
Picket's  plan  for  a  backwoods  cheeae-making  cooperative  w»«  put  in 
operation;  and 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7705 


Whereas  this  was  the  first  dairy  cooperative  successfully  to  ftinc- 
tlon  In  America,  and  was  the  world's  pioneer  farm  cooperative  of 
any  kind;  and 

Whereas  the  Lake  Mills  Oo(q>eratlve  Centennial  Committee  has 
planned  an  observance  of  said  anniversary,  to  be  held  at  Lake  Mills, 
Wis.,  on  the  dates  before  mentioned;  and 

Whereas  such  an  important  event  in  the  history  of  the  develop- 
ment of  the  dairy  Industry,  and  of  cooperatives  In  the  United 
States,  is  one  that  should  be  recognized  by  the  Nation,  dependent 
as  the  people  of  this  country  are  upon  this  essential  branch  of 
agriculture  for  their  health  and  sustenance:  Therefore 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representative*  (the  Senate  ooncvr- 
ring).  That  a  committee  of  two  Senators  and  four  Representatives 
be  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  Sonate  and  the  Speaker  of  the 
Bouse  of  Rt>presentatlve8,  respectively,  to  represent  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  at  said  celebration. 

The  ezf>cnse8  of  said  committee,  not  to  exceed  $3,000,  shall  be 
paid,  one-half  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
•entatlves.  and  one-half  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  la  hereby  requested  to  furnish  every 
poMible  facility,  such  as  exhibits,  etc..  depicting  the  development  of 
eooperatives  in  the  dairy  industry,  under  such  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  for  exhibition  purposes  in  connection  with  said  cele- 
bration. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  was  in  1840  that  Ann  Picket 
established  a  backwoods  cheese  factory  cooperative  in  Lake 
Mills.  Wis.  Not  only  was  it  the  first  dairy  cooperative  in 
America  but  it  was  the  first  farm  cooperative  of  any  kind.  On 
July  20,  21.  and  22  next  the  city  of  Lake  Mills  will  celebrate 
the  centennial  of  this  first  Picket  foundation  with  a  Nation- 
wide broadcast  and  many  other  events  commemorating  this 
eventful  date. 

EXTENSIOir  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  MCGREGOR.  Mr.  ^?eaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  a  short 
article  written  by  one  of  the  young  students  of  Ohio. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection.  j 

Mr.  PLUMLEry.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  other  day  In  connectlorf 
with  certain  remarks  I  made  as  I  offered  an  amendment  to 
the  conference  report  on  the  naval  appropriation  bill,  I  neg- 
lected to  ask  for  authority  to  extend  my  remarks.  I  now  a&k. 
that  I  may  have  permission  to  include  in  my  remarks  the 
remarks  I  had  prepared  in  lieu  of  those  which  now  appear  In 
the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  TO  address  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  yesterday  I  had  leave  to 
address  the  House  for  10  minutes.  The  adjournment  pre- 
vented It.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be  permitted 
to  address  the  House  for  10  minutes  today  at  the  conclusion 
of  business. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  ANGELL.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  short  address. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

LAWTERS'  GXTXLD  AND  COKMTTNISIC 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute,  and  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  Include  a  news  article  from  today's  Times-Herald. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  in  the  course  of  human 
events  it  becomes  necessary  for  an  individual  to  sever  the 
ties  that  bind  him  to  another — or  to  a  kindred  group — when 
those  traveling  together  must  for  the  time  being  part  com- 
pany— we  are  led  to  speculate  on  the  anguish  that  must  fill 
their  hearts.  Today's  Times-Herald  tells  us  that  no  less  a 
personage  than  A.  A.  Berle.  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  re- 
signed from  the  National  Lawyers  Guild  because,  he  said,  it 
Is  "not  prepared  to  take  any  stand  which  conflicts  with  the 
Communist  Party  line." 

This  news  item  also  states  that  there  are  also  reports  that 
another  star  in  the  galaxy  of  its  membership  is  about  to  go 


Into  eclipse,  and  that  Thomas  G.  Corcoran,  special  counsel 
for  the  R.  F.  C,  and  famed  Presidential  adviser,  would  also 
drop  his  membership  in  the  guild. 

Attorney  General  Robert  H.  Jackson  and  Nathan  Margold, 
solicitor  for  the  Interior  Department,  resigned  last  week  from 
the  organisation. 

Why  all  this  scattering  of  the  clan— this  parting  of  the 
ways?  Who  flushed  the  covey?  What  brought  this  "change 
over  the  spirit  of  their  dreams"? 

Did  they  not  know  when  they  joined  the  guUd,  and  during 
their  travels  with  it,  that  among  its  membership  are  many 
"fellow  travelers"?  That  its  hue  ranges  from  pink  to  red? 
Why  have  they  suddenly  concluded  that  "he  who  plays  with 
pitch  shall  be  defiled,"  and  that  "he  who  lies  down  with  dogs 
will  get  up  with  fleas"? 

It  grieves  us  to  contemplate  the  "sadness  of  farewell"  when 
they  separated,  the  "moaning  of  the  bar"  when  they  em- 
barked. We  can  visualize  them  falling  on  one  another's  necks, 
the  scalding  tears,  the  severed  heart  strings,  when  their  com- 
rades said  "au  revoir  but  not  good-bye.'! 

To  behold  this  dissolution,  for  public  consumption,  of  the 
bonds  between  "souls  with  but  a  single  thought,"  and  "hearts 
that  beat  as  one."  is  a  source  of  wonderment  to  the  country. 
[Applause.] 

(From  the  Washington  Times-Herald] 

BKRLX    QUITS    UlWTERS    CUTLD    FOB    8TAKD    OW    COMMUKISM— COBCOBAK, 
OTHXBS    MAT   rOLLOW   STTrT 

A.  A.  Berle.  Jr..  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  today  resigned  from 
the  National  Lawyers  Guild  because  he  said  It  Is  "not  prepared  to 
take  any  stand  which  conflicts  with  the  Communist  Party  line." 

Berle's  resignation  was  by  letter  to  John  Gutknecht,  national 
president  of  the  guild,  and  Merle  D.  Vincent,  president  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  chapter.    It  said: 

"I  hereby  resign  from  the  National  Lawyers  Guild,  and  also  from 
the  District  of  Columbia  chapter,  resignation  to  take  effect  at  once. 

"The  National  Lawyers  Guild  was  formed  In  the  hope  that  expres- 
sion might  be  given  to  the  liberal  sentiment  in  the  American  bar. 

"It  is  now  obvious  that  the  present  management  of  the  guild  la 
not  prepared  to  take  any  stand  which  conflicts  with  the  Communist 
Party  line.  Under  these  clrcvimstances,  and  in  company,  I  think, 
with  most  progressive  American  lawyers,  I  have  no  further  interest 
in  it." 

Simultaneously  there  were  reports  in  Washington  that  Thomas 
G.  Corcoran,  special  counsel  for  the  R.  P.  C.  and  famed  Presidential 
adviser,  also  would  drop  his  membership  in  the  guild.  Attorney 
General  Robert  H.  Jackson  and  Nathan  Margold.  Solicitor  for  the 
Interior  Department,  resigned  last  week  from  the  organisation. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  to  include  certain  tables. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  dislike  to  ask  for  a  second 
minute  at  this  time 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  not  Inclined  to  recognize 
anyone  twice  the  same  morning. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  copy  of  a  chain 
letter  I  have  received. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS   THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker,  up  at  a  place  in  Wisconsin 
called  Wyeville,  a  railroad  junction  point,  one  day  there  was 
a  freight  wreck.  The  wreck  turned  the  trains  upside  down 
and  the  passenger  train  which  came  after  was  delayed.  A 
hobo  on  the  freight  train  had  been  killed.  His  body  was 
taken  over  to  a  mortician.  We  call  them  "morticians"  up 
in  Wisconsin  and  not  "undertakers."  We  are  quite  civilized 
and  modernized.  There  was  no  place  for  the  passengers  on 
the  train  to  go  except  over  to  the  mortician's  place.    The 
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undertaker.  In  his  frock  coat,  said:  "Is  there  anybody  here 
who  would  like  to  say  a  few  words  for  the  deceased?"  No- 
.  body  responded  until  a  short,  handsome,  gray-haired  man 
rose  and  said  he  was  from  Tui>elo,  Miss.  He  said.  also.  'If 
there  is  no  one  here  who  wants  to  say  a  few  words  about 
the  dead,  I  would  like  to  take  a  few  minutes  to  speak  to 
you  about  the  glories  of  the  T.  V.  A.,  the  R.  E.  A.,  and  the 
machinations  of  Power  Trusts.  [Laughter  and  applause.] 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of  order.  That  was 
the  Republican  Party  that  was  being  burled.     [Laughter.] 

HARRT   BRIDGES 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  pursuant  to  rule  XI.  paragraph 
2.  chapter  45,  I  call  up  for  consideration  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules  providing  for  the  consideration  cl  the 
bill.  H.  R  9766. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  unfinished  business,  the  Chair  will 
state  to  the  gentleman,  is  the  gentleman's  resolution  offered 
upon  yesterday. 

Mr.  FISH.  As  I  understand  the  parliamentary  situation, 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  IMr.  ColmerI  has  reported 
that  rule  to  the  House  already. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  FISH.  Now,  therefore,  under  the  rules  as  I  have 
quoted  them,  rule  XI.  paragraph  2.  clause  45,  I  am  caUing 
up  that  report  for  consideration. 

The  SPEAKER.  Has  the  gentleman  been  authorized  by  the 
Rules  Committee  to  call  up  the  rule? 

Mr.  PISH.  I  am  calling  It  up  under  the  rules  of  the  House, 
realizing  that  the  rules  require  a  two-thirds  vote  to  bring  it 
up  for  consideration  Immediately  under  rule  XI.  That  I  con- 
sider the  privilege  of  any  member  of  the  Rules  Committee. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  cannot  recognize  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  to  call  up  the  resolution  unless  the  Record 
shows  he  was  authorized  to  do  so  by  the  Rules  Committee. 
The  Chair  would  be  authorized  to  recognize  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  IMr.  ColmerI  to  call  up  the  rule  in  the  event 
the  resolution  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  which 
was  the  unfinished  business,  is  not  called  up. 

Mr.  FISH.     Will  the  Chair  permit  me  to  read  this  rule? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  would  be  glad  to  hear  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  FISH.     Rule  XI  reads  as  follows: 

It  shall  always  be  In  order  to  call  up  for  consideration  a  report 
from  the  Committee  on  Rules  (except  it  shall  not  be  called  up  for 
consideration  on  the  same  day  It  is  presented  to  the  House,  unless 
BO  determined  by  a  vote  of  not  less  than  two-thirds  of  the  Mem- 
bers voting). 

I  submit,  according  to  that  rule  and  the  reading  of  that 
tule.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  any  member  of  the  Rules  Committee 
can  call  up  the  rule,  but  it  would  require  the  membership  of 
the  House  to  act  upon  It  by  a  two-third  vote  in  order  to 
obtain  consideration. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  precedents  are  all  to  the  effect  that 
only  a  Meml>er  authorized  by  the  Rules  Committee  can  call 
up  a  rule,  unless  the  rule  has  been  on  the  calendar  for  7 
legislative  days  without  action. 

Mr.  FISH.  Of  course,  there  Is  nothing  to  that  effect  in 
the  reading  of  the  rule. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  relying  upon  the  prece- 
dents in  such  instances. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  not  familiar  with  any  precedents  in  such 
a  case,  but  It  seems  to  me  the  rule  is  very  clear. 

The  SPEAKER.  For  the  gentleman's  information  the 
Chair  will  he  glad  to  insert  some  of  the  precedents  in  the 
Record  upon  which  the  ruling  is  based. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey. 
exteksion  of  reuarks 

B«rs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  letter 
Xrom  the  Honorable  Charles  Edison,  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 


to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  the  President'* 

reply.  ^      ^ 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

AMENDMENTS    TO    NATIONAL    LABOR    RELATIONS    ACT 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  re- 
solve itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9195) ,  to  amend  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bUl  H.  R.  9195,  with  Mr.  Jones  of  Texas 
in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  was 
disjjensed  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentlewoman 
from  New  Jersey  for  1  hour  under  the  rule. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  the  opposition  has  2 
hours  of  general  debate  and  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Labor  has  but  1. 1  suggest  that  the  opposition  use  some  of 

its  time. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Gladly. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Will  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey  tell 
the  Committee  how  the  time  is  to  be  apportioned? 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Under  the  rule — and  I  may  say  that  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  had  nothing  whatsoever  to  do 
with  it — the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  is  per- 
mitted 1  hour  of  the  time  for  general  debate.  Two  hours  of 
the  time  is  allotted  to  the  Smith  committee  and  1  hoiu-  to  the 
minority  of  the  Labor  Committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey 
desire  to  reserve  the  balance  of  her  time? 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  10  minutes 
and  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey  is 
recognized  for  10  minutes. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  much  has  been  said  about 
the  rule  under  which  this  bill  was  brought  l)efore  the  House 
and  I  am  not  going  into  that  again,  but  I  challerige  the 
majority  of  the  Smith  committee  in  the  matter  of  the 
charges  they  have  made  here  under  congressional  immunity 
to  repeat  them  in  an  open  forum  where  the  accused  would 
be  on  equal  grounds.  They  would  not  dare  to  slander  hon- 
orable men  where  the  men  could  face  them  and  defend 
themselves. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentlewoman 
yield? 

Mrs.  NORTON.    No;  I  do  not  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  statements  I  have  made  here  I  have 
repeated  openly  half  a  dozen  times. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey 
declines  to  yield. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  The  sort  of  personal  abuse  that  has 
been  going  on  here  is  what  I  think  you  men  usually  con- 
sider hitting  below  the  belt. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  contends  that  his  proposed 
amendments  are  designed  to  benefit  the  operation  of  the 
act.  I  and  the  majority  of  the  Labor  Committee  emphati- 
cally reject  his  conclusions  knowing  that  the  proposals  will 
accomplish  the  exact  opposite  and  render  the  act  futile. 
Let  us  see  what  the  great  labor  organizations  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  majority  of  the  Smith  committee  would  be  bene- 
fited, have  to  say  about  their  proposals. 

In  a  statement  released  to  the  press  on  March  15,  1940, 
President  William  Green  stated: 

It  Is  the  opinion  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  that  the 
amendments  offered  by  the  Smith  committee  as  a  whole  strike 
at  the  vital,  fundamental  principles  of  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act  in  a  destructive  way. 
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In  a  letter  received  from  the  Congress  of  Industrial 
Organizations,  dated  March  12.  1940.  that  organization 
stated  the  following: 

It  U  the  Judgment  of  our  organization  that  the  amendments 
proposed  in  H.  R.  8813  would  destroy  the  fundamental  rights  guar- 
anteed to  labor   under   the  National  Labor  R-^Iatlons  Act. 

In  order  to  evaluate  the  recommendations  made  by  the 
majority  of  the  Smith  committee,  I  think  it  necessary  that 
we  briefly  consider  the  source  from  which  those  proposals 
emanated.  All  legislation  necessarily  reflects  the  attitude 
and  philosophy  of  its  author.  The  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia who  is  sponsoring  these  amendments  has  a  record  of 
antilabor  activities  that  is  almost  without  parallel  in  the 
House.  Elected  from  a  district  where  labor  is  denied  the 
right  to  vote,  he  can  and  does  freely  and  openly  oppose 
any  and  all  measures  designed  to  aid  or  comfort  labor. 

By  his  own  admission,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  voted 
against  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  He  registered  his 
vote  against  the  wage  and  hour  law  and  other  progressive 
measures  Introduced  In  the  House.  The  Republican  mem- 
bers of  the  Smith  committee  who  joined  the  chairman  to 
constitute  a  majority  have  records  on  labor  and  progressive 
matters  equally  as  bad  as  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  In 
the  light  of  the  parentage,  the  Members  of  the  House  in 
Justice  to  themselves  must  consider  their  proposals  with  at 
least  a  healthy  skepticism  if  not  actual  distrtist.  The  minor- 
ity of  the  Smith  committee  composed  of  men  whose  labor 
records  stand  out  in  bold  relief  against  those  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  committee  have  denounced  the  Smith  proposals 
In  a  most  convincing  manner,  in  fact,  the  language  of  the 
minority  report  though  not  intemperate,  is  as  strong  an  in- 
dictment as  I  have  ever  seen  in  a  congressional  report.  The 
minority  pointed  out  instance  after  instanpe  of  unwar- 
ranted conclusions,  unsupported  statements,  and  on  occa- 
sion, actual  distortion  of  fact  made  by  the  majority. 

The  resolution  creating  the  Smith  committee  instructed  Its 
members  to  conduct  an  investigation  along  broad  lines.  The 
committee  in  its  operation  has  completely  disregarded  the 
mandate  of  the  House  and  has  confined  Itself  to  a  witch 
himt  within  the  files  of  the  Board,  painstakingly  searching 
out  isolated  Instances  of  indiscreet  action  on  the  part  of 
relatively  few  Lat>or  Board  employees.  The  obvious  pur- 
pose of  this  was  to  stimulate  newspaper  headlines  for  the 
purpose  of  concealing  their  real  purpose.  The  conclusions 
drawn  by  the  majority  of  the  committee,  are,  as  the  minor- 
ity points  out,  fabricated  from  whole  cloth  finding  no  sup- 
port either  In  fact  or  legitimate  inferences  from  their  own 
record.  The  only  conclusion  that  can  be  drawn  establishes 
that  their  entire  effort  has  been  a  vain  search  for  evidence 
to  support  preconceived  conclusions  they  hojaed  to  foist  upon 
their  fellow  members.  It  is  more  than  apparent  to  any  un- 
prejudiced observer  that  their  entire  investigation  has  utterly 
failed  to  disclose  any  evidence  to  support  the  proposals 
advanced. 

One  example  will  suffice  to  indicate  the  completely  unfair 
attitude  of  the  Smith  committee.  One  feature  of  the  resolu- 
tion creating  the  committee  instructed  its  members  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  Board  has  been  fair  and  impartial  in  its 
administration  of  the  law  with  particular  reference  to  the 
definition  of  the  term  "interstate  commerce."  Twenty-five 
decisions  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  and  more  than 
120  decisions  of  circuit  courts  of  appeals  have  sustained  the 
Board's  conclusions  in  this  respect,  and  in  but  one  instance 
did  a  circuit  court  of  appeals  overturn  the  Board's  conclusion. 
The  majority  of  the  Smith  committee  failed  to  treat  this 
phase  of  the  investigation.  That  committee  failed  to  investi- 
gate or  treat  any  of  the  mass  of  afarmative  evidence  to 
answer  the  Board's  critics.  When  they  were  confronted  with 
the  really  vital  facts  such  as  the  Board's  record  before  the 
courts  or  the  fact  that  over  90  percent  of  the  cases  brought 
to  the  Board's  attention  are  disposed  of  without  formal  pro- 
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ceedlngs,  they  carefully  brushed  aside  these  points  hoping 
that  they  would  not  come  to  light  and  in  complete  disregard 
to  the  Instructions  of  the  House  itself,  continued  only  to 
smear  Individual  employees.  When  the  Board,  given  a  week 
to  answer  the  months  of  mud  slinging  against  it,  brought 
these  important  facts  to  light  and  put  them  into  the  record 
to  the  dismay  of  the  majority  of  the  committee,  the  majority 
attempted  to  conceal  them  by  disregarding  this  evidence  in 
their  report  to  Congress.  It  remained  for  the  minority  Mem- 
bers to  present  the  true  picture.  Can  we,  in  the  face  of  such 
evidence,  rely  upon  the  wholly  unsupported  and  distorted  con- 
clusions of  a  committee  that  has  disregarded  the  evidence, 
concealed  the  facts,  and  perverted  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  created?  Are  we  willing  to  underwrite  this  attempted 
"blitzkrieg"  against  the  hard-won  rights  of  labor? 

In  contrast  to  the  thoroughly  undemocratic  and  partisan 
investigation  carried  on  by  the  Smith  committee  is  the  record 
of  the  Labor  Cwnmittee  of  the  House.  Our  investigation  has 
been  honest  and  extensive.  From  the  outset  we  had  in  mind 
the  congressional  policy  as  declared  in  the  act. 

The  National  Labor  Relations  Act  itself  Is  a  very  simple 
piece  of  legislation  seeking  to  accomplish  three  primary  ob« 
jectives.  First,  it  seeks  to  protect  the  right  of  employees  to 
self  organization.  Second,  it  requires  employers  to  respect 
this  right:  and  third,  it  provides  the  machinery  for  the  deter- 
mination of  the  appropriate  bargaining  agent  if  any.  The 
procedure  in  the  act  itself  has  been  patterned  after  and  fol- 
lows almost  verbatim  the  procedure  established  and  still  fol- 
lowed ay  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act. 

Nobody,  today,  openly  advocates  repeal  of  the  act  with  the 
exception  of  a  small  group  which  has  recently  sprung  up.  It 
has  been  conceded  by  the  public  the  legislative  assemblies  and 
the  judiciary  that  the  right  of  self  organization  and  collective 
bargaining  requires  and  should  be  protected  and  safeguarded 
through  Federal  legislation.  The  enemies  of  this  act  dare  not 
attack  in  the  open  but  have  used  and  are  still  using  subterfuge 
and  hypocrisy  as  their  weapons.  The  most  perfect  example 
of  this  is  the  amendment  contained  in  H.  R.  8813  offered  here 
In  the  guise  of  necessary  and  perfecting  amendments.  For 
that  reason,  I  wish  to  impress  upon  you  the  necessity  of  scru- 
tinizing all  amendments  that  may  be  offered  with  the  utmost 
care  so  that  whatever  action  is  taken  will  be  based  upon  a 
thorough  understanding  of  what  the  results  wiH  be.  The 
protection  of  the  rights  of  more  than  8,000,000  organized 
workers  In  this  country  will  go  out  the  window  if  the  Smith 
amendments  are  adopted. 

The  National  Labor  Relations  Act  was  soundly  conceived  in 
principle  and  is  one  of  the  best  drafted  pieces  of  legislation 
ever  i]fassed  by  Congress.  Its  mandates  are  clearly  and  con- 
cisely stated;  Its  procedure  carefully  framed.  Now,  more  than 
ever  before.  It  Is  important  that  the  integrity  of  the  act  remain 
unimpaired.  We  are  embarking  upon  a  gigantic  national- 
defense  program.  It  Is  a  task  never  before  in  the  history  of 
this  country  approached  with  such  earnestness  and  such  unity 
of  purpose.  It  is  far  larger  than  any  task  that  has  recently 
confronted  both  industry  and  labor.  During  the  last  war,  the 
employer-employee  problem  was  considered  so  important  that 
a  War  Labor  Board  was  established  to  treat  with  the  identical 
problems  that  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  was  set  up 
to  consider  some  15  or  16  years  later.  The  objectives  of  the 
two  Boards  were  identical  and  among  the  principals  an- 
nounced at  the  time  were  the  following: 

Right  to  organize:  The  right  of  workers  to  organize  In  trades 
unions  and  to  bargain  collectively  through  chosen  representatives  U 
recognized  and  affirmed.  This  right  shall  not  be  denied,  abridged, 
or  Interfered  with  by  the  employers  in  any  manner  whatsoever.  Em- 
ployers shall  not  discharge  workers  for  membership  In  trade  unions 
nor  for  legitimate  trade-union  activities. 

Then,  for  the  first  time,  Congress  recognized  the  necessity 
that  the  rights  of  labor  be  defined  categorically  and  that 
labor  have  the  opportunity  to  assert  its  just  claims  In  a 
manner  not  involving  industrial  stoppages.    £kit,  today,  we 
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are  faced  with  a  much  larger  though  Identical  problem. 
And  now.  as  always,  the  enemies  of  labor  are  using  the 
crisis  as  a  camouflage  because  of  their  own  blind,  selfish 
Interests,  in  an  effort  to  take  away  those  rights  which  have 
become  an  essential  part  of  our  philosophy  of  government. 
If  the  present  rights  of  labor  are  token  away,  if  they  no 
longer  have  a  tribunal  capable  of  effecting  a  just  and  peace- 
ful settlement  of  disputes  to  which  they  can  turn,  they 
will  be  forced  to  resort  to  economic  weapons.  Industrial  un- 
certainty and  interferences  with  production  wUl  be  the  re- 
siilt  and  now  as  never  before  we  must  have  a  steady  and 
peaceful  flow  of  Industry  if  we  are  to  guard  cur  national 
welfare.  This  act  is  well  established.  Its  purpose  and  ap- 
plicaUon  have  been  endorsed  by  over  20  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  and  more  than  100  decisions  of  the  circuit 
courts  of  appeals.  We  should  unite  more  than  ever  to  up- 
hold this  act  and  turn  back  efforts  to  put  labor  relations  of 
the  Nation  Into  utter  confusion.  Those  who  advocate  the 
weakening  and  even  the  destruction  of  this  act  are  delib- 
erately attacking  the  cause  of  the  national  defense. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  act  has  accomplished  the 
main    objectives    sought    by    Congress    in    its    enactment. 
.  Throughout  the  cotmtry  It  has  made  employees  free,  for 
the  first  time,  to  form  and  join  labor  organizations  without 
fear  of  losing  their  livelihood  through  discharge  or  black- 
listing.   In  1935.  there  were  only  about  three  and  one-half 
million  workers  In  labor  organizations  and  in   1939  union 
membership  totaled  about  eight  and  one-half  million.    Con- 
current with  this  Increase  In  union  membership,  there  has 
been  an  enormous  decrease  in  labor  strife  and  a  large  In- 
crease In  the  number  of  collective  agreements  estoblishing 
better  wages,  hours,  and  working  conditions  for  the  workers. 
The  actual  statistics  on  the  decrease  of  labor  strife  are  con- 
tolned  in  the  minority  report  of  the  Smith  committee  so  I 
will  not  go  into  that  here.    I  would  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  "to  one  outstanding  Illustration  of  the  opera- 
tion of  the  act  which  has  taken  place  in  the  last  few  weeks. 
Three  years  ago.  when  the  act  was  unable  to  function  be- 
cause of  widely  publicized  doubts  as  to  its  constitutionality, 
the  workers  in  our  automobile  industry  sought  to  achieve 
collective  bargaining.    The  results  were  a  series  of  bitter 
sit-down  strikes,  resulting  to  both  loss  of  wages  and  busi- 
ness and  In  the  destruction  of  property.    Last  month,  a  simi- 
lar question  arose  in  the  automobile  industry  and  this  time 
with  the  act  in  operation  it  was  solved  in  a  peaceful  and 
orderly  manner.    This  time.  Instead  of  forming  a  picket  line, 
130.000  General  Motors  employers  went  quietly  to  the  polls 
and  in  a  peaceful  election  settled  the  question  In  true  demo- 
cratic fashion.     These  major  accomplishments  of  the  act 
are  not  given  enough  emphasis.    They  are  being  ignored  or 
suppressed  in  the  general  "smear"  campaign  which  is  and 
has  been  raging  for  some  time. 

The  task  of  the  Board  In  the  performance  of  its  history- 
making  duties  of  preventing  unfair  labor  practices  con- 
demned by  Congress  and  in  deciding  the  difflcult  question 
of  appropriate  bargaining  imlts  has  been  fraught  with  tre- 
mendous opposition,  including  opposition  from  many  em- 
ployers and  employer  spokesmen,  every  variety  of  legal 
obstacle  which  could  be  raised  has  been  directed  against 
the  law,  the  Board,  and  the  operations  of  its  staff.  Added 
diCBculties  arose  from  the  division  in  the  ranks  of  labor. 
Notwithstanding  all  this,  the  Board,  from  its  inception  to 
June  30.  1939.  disposed  of  18.788  cases,  and  in  doing  so 
found  it  necessary  to  institute  formal  proceedings  under 
the  statute  in  only  about  9  percent  of  the  cases.  It  made 
orders  against  employers  in  unifair  labor  practice  cases  in 
only  about  5  percent  of  all  unfair  labor  practice  cases 
brought  to  It.  or  a  total  of  667  orders.  The  overwhelming 
majority  of  all  disputes  submitt«?d  to  It  have  been  disposed 
of  amicably  by  dismissal  or  withdrawal  without  industrial 
unrest. 

I  bring  to  your  attention  also  that  review  by  the  Federal 
judiciary  of  the  decisions  and  orders  of  the  Board  has  shown 
a  notable  degree  of  correctness  in  the  performance  by  the 
Board  of  its  quasi-judicial  duties  and  that,  judged  by  the 


June  6 


most  final  and  objective  test  of  this  character,  namely,  re- 
view by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Stotes.  that  Court 
has  decided  and  considered  in  the  past  3  years  25  cases 
arising  under  the  act.  It  has  sustained  the  Board's  position 
completely  21  times,  modified  its  orders  twice,  and  set  aside 
its  orders  twice.  This  is  the  best  litigation  record  in  the 
history  of  government  and  one  of  which  Congress  should  be 
proud.  Paced  with  the  task  of  developing  the  application 
of  the  statute  to  the  protection  of  self-organization  and 
collective  bargaining  throughout  a  large  part  of  our  indus- 
try, the  Board  has  been  under  the  necessity  of  building  up 
and  training  a  large  staff.  It  was  not  to  be  expected  nor 
Is  It  true  that  no  mistokes  have  been  made  within  the  or- 
ganization, but  it  is  unquestionably  true  that  remarkable 
progress  has  been  made  in  the  development  of  the  principles 
of  self-organization  and  collective  bargaining,  by  the  deci- 
sions and  operations  of  the  Board,  and  by  the  decisions  of 
the  courts.    These  gains  must  be  preserved. 

I  believe  that,  considering  the  afore-mentioned  facts,  the 
act  should  have  no  drastic  changes.  I  do  not  toke  the  posi- 
tion that  the  act  cannot  be  improved,  but  that  can  only  be 
done  by  the  addition  of  strengthening  amendments. 

The  Labor  Committee  of  the  House,  as  you  know,  has  held 
extensive  hearings  upon  the  subject  of  amendments  to  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act.  We  have  listened  to  scores  of 
witnesses  representing  labor,  industry,  and  the  general  public. 
We  have  taken  several  thousand  pages  of  testimony  and  have 
had  access  to  the  records  of  the  Senate  and  ftnith  committee 
hearings.  In  addition,  over  a  period  of  several  weeks  we  have 
discussed  and  argued  over  amendments  in  executive  session. 
As  a  result  of  this  intensive  study  of  the  subject,  certain  gen- 
eral conclusions  stand  out  in  my  mind.  In  stating  these  con- 
clusions to  the  House  I  beUeve  that  I  am  not  only  speaking 
for  myself  bift  also  for  the  majority  of  the  committee  who 
sat  with  me  during  the  consideration  of  the  amendments. 

The  Labor  Committee  rejected  the  proposed  amendments 
submitted  by  the  majority  of  the  Smith  committee.  We  did 
so  for  a  very  obvious  reason.  Those  of  the  Smith  amend- 
ments which  deal  with  the  substantive  provisions  of  the  act 
are  almost  without  exception  designed  to  restrict  the  rights  of 
labor  guaranteed  by  the  act.  I  challenge  emphatically  the 
assiunption  that  the  rights  protected  by  the  act  are  excessive 
or  should  be  curtailed.  In  my  ojinion.  they  constitute  the 
minimum  guaranties  necessary  to  carry  out  the  imderlying 
policy  of  the  act.  Those  of  the  Smith  amendments  dealing 
with  the  procedural  provisions  of  the  act  are  designed  to 
accomplish  far-reaching  changes  in  the  administrative  proc- 
ess. These  proposals  would  inevitably  increase  legalistic  tech- 
nicalities in  the  administration  of  the  act  and  greatly  reduce 
operatmg  efficiency.  Such  amendments  seem  to  me  entirely 
unnecessary  to  safeguard  the  rights  of  employers  tmder  the 
act.  In  any  event.  I  see  no  reason  to  discriminate  against 
labor  by  creating  such  procedural  hazards  in  a  statute  de- 
signed to  protect  the  rights  of  labor  when  legislation  for  the 
protection  of  property  rights  is  not  so  handicapped.  If  the 
administrative  process  Is  to  be  revolutionized,  the  experiment 
should  not  be  made  at  the  expense  of  labor  alone. 

I  come,  then,  to  the  amendments  proposed  by  the  majority 
of  the  Committee  on  Labor.  These  are  four  In  number.  In 
our  judgment,  they  are  the  only  proposals  which  are  worthy 
of  consideration  by  any  group  which  Is  genuinely  without 
reservation  Interested  in  the  preservation  and  strengthening 
of  the  principles  now  embodied  in  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act. 

The  first  proposal  is  that  the  Board  be  enlarged  by  the 
addition  of  two  new  members.  In  dealing  with  labor  prob- 
lems speed  is  of  the  essence  if  the  rights  of  workers  are  to  be 
preserved.  Nevertheless  the  Board  has  found  it  diflQcult  to 
keep  abreast  of  its  work  under  present  conditions.  Perhaps 
the  greatest  defect  in  the  administration  of  the  act  to  date 
has  been  the  delay  in  the  Issuance  of  Board  decisions.  Un- 
doubtedly, with  the  addition  of  two  new  meml)ers  to  the 
Board,  it  will  be  possible  to  dispose  of  its  business  more 
promptly.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  as  well  as  other  quasi  judicial  agencies  having 
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a  large  voltune  of  business,  are .  composed  of  five  or  more 
members. 

Enlargement  of  the  Board  will  accomplish  another  impor- 
tant objective.  Perhaps  no  agency  in  the  history  of  the 
Government  has  been  the  unwarranted  object  of  such  sus- 
tatoed  and  bitter  criticism  as  has  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board.  I  am  convinced  that  most  of  this  criticism  arises 
fundamentally  out  of  b:tter-end  opposition  to  the  law  itself. 
However  much  we  may  deplore  this  situation  or  feel  that  the 
Board  has  been  unjustly  treated,  the  fact  remains  that  the 
addition  of  two  new  members  would  bring  a  fresh  viewpoint 
to  the  difficult  problems  confronting  the  Board.  At  the  same 
time,  by  the  retention  of  the  present  members,  who  have 
established  the  law  and  brought  the  right  of  self-organization 
and  collective  bargaining  into  reality,  the  proposed  amend- 
ment would  have  the  advantage  of  continuity  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  act. 

The  second  proposed  amendment  deals  with  the  trouble- 
some question  of  the  appropriate  bargaining  unit.  The  con- 
troversy over  this  issue  has  centered  mainly  aroimd  the 
question  whether  a  craft  unit  or  an  industrial  unit  should  be 
held  appropriate.  The  problem  is  perhaps  best  illustrated  by 
toking  a  concrete  example:  The  X  Y  Z  plant  employs  100 
production  workers.  Of  these  100  there  are  10  who  are 
skilled  craft  workers,  such  as  machinists,  electricians,  or  pat- 
tern makers.  The  A  union  is  an  industrial  union  and  admits 
to  membership  all  the  100  production  workers  In  the  plant: 
the  B  union,  on  the  other  hand,  is  a  craft  union,  admitting  to 
membership  only  the  10  craftsmen.  The  question  is  whether 
the  100  employees,  including  the  10  craftsmen,  should  be  con- 
sidered an  appropriate  unit,  as  the  A  unlcn  claims,  or  whether 
the  10  craftsmen  should  be  considered  a  separate  unit  by 
themselves,  as  the  B  union  contends.  In  support  of  the  argu- 
ment for  a  single  industrial  unit  it  is  said  that  the  splitting 
of  the  employees  of  various  crafts  from  the  main  unit  weak- 
ens the  bargaining  strength  of  the  employees  and  results  in 
less  effective  bargaining.  In  support  of  the  argument  for  a 
craft  unit  it  is  said  that  the  employees  have  organized  in 
craft  unions  for  many  years  and  that  to  establish  the  large 
industrial  unit  as  the  only  appropriate  unit  would  in  effect 
prevent  the  craft  union  from  organizing  in  the  plant  at  all. 
since  it  would  not  be  permitted  to  bargain  on  a  craft  basis  for 
the  craft  employees  alone. 

The  National  Lalwr  Relations  Board,  up  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Dr.  Leiserscn.  solved  this  problem  by  the  apphcation 
of  the  so-called  Globe  doctrine.  Under  this  doctrine,  the 
Board  would  permit  the  10  craft  employees  to  vote  separately 
whether  they  wished  to  be  represented  by  the  A  industrial 
luiion  or  by  the  B  craft  union.  If  a  majority  of  the  10  craft 
employees  voted  for  the  A  union  the  Board  grouped  all  the 
100  employees  together  in  a  single  industrial  unit.  On  the 
other  hand  if  a  majority  of  the  10  craft  employees  voted  for 
the  B  craft  union,  then  the  Board  found  the  smaller  craft 
unit  appropriate.  Under  this  plan  the  choice  of  appropriate 
unit  was  left  to  a  vote  of  the  craft  employees  themselves. 
After  appointment  of  Dr.  Leiserson  a  majority  of  the  Board 
did  not  apply  the  Globe  doctrine  in  certain  cases  where  the 
industrial  union  had  previously  secured  a  contract  on  an 
Industrial  basis.  In  all  other  cases,  however,  the  Board  con- 
tinued to  apply  the  Globe  doctrine. 

The  amendment  proposed  in  H.  R.  9195  has  the  effect  of 
writing  into  the  act  the  principles  of  the  so-called  Globe 
doctrine.  It  provides  that  in  any  case  where  the  majority 
of  the  employees  of  a  particular  craft  wish  to  bargain 
through  a  craft  unit  the  Board  will  designate  such  craft  unit 
as  the  appropriate  one.  Under  this  amendment  the  craft 
employees  would  be  permitted  to  decide  for  themselves 
whether  they  wished  to  bargain  through  a  craft  unit  or  to 
be  merged  Into  a  larger  industrial  unit. 

Objection  has  been  made  that  the  proposed  amendment 
favors  American  Federation  of  Labor  unions  to  the  prejudice 
of  C.  I.  O.  unions.  It  is  also  argued  that  Congress  should 
not  fix  a  rigid,  inflexible  rule  but  should  leave  the  issue  to 
be  decided  by  the  Board  on  the  facts  of  each  case.    These 


objections  must  be  seriously  considered.    Nevertheless  the 
majority  of  the  Labor  Comrfiittee  has  felt  that  the  issue  has 
created  such  a  controversy,  resulting  in  constant  attack  on 
the  Board  by  both  contending  parties,  that  the  mirtter  should 
be  resolved  by  Congress  itself.    It  will  be  noted  that  a  very 
similar  provision  is  contained  in  the  New  York  State  Labor 
Relations  Act  where  it  seems  to  operate  very  satisfactorily. 
The  third  amendment  proposed  in  H.  R.  9195  confers  upon 
employers  the  right  to  petition  the  Board  for  an  election  in 
cases  where  two  or  more  unions  not  estoblished  or  assisted  by 
unfair  labor  practices' each  claim  to  represent  a  majority  of 
the  employees.    Upon  the  flling  of  such  a  petition  the  Board 
must  investigate  and  certify  which  representative,  if  any,  the 
employees  have  chosen.    This  proposal  Is  designed  to  assure 
that  an  employer  who  is  caught  between  the  rival  claims  of 
two  contending  unions  has  the  right  to  appeal  to  the  Board 
to  settle  the  controversy.     The  proposal  incorporates  in  the 
statute  the  provision  for  employer  petitions  already  embodied 
in  the  Board's  rules  and  regulations,  with  one  Important 
addition.     Under  the  present  Board  rules  and  regulations  it 
lies  within  the  discretion  of  the  Board  whether  to  act  upon 
the  petition  filed  by  the  employer.    The  proposed  amend- 
ment makes  it  mandatory  on  the  Board  to  take  action  upon 
the  filing  of  such  a  petition.    Regardless  of  the  Board's  rules 
and  regulations,  however,  the  matter  is  of  sufficient  impor- 
tance to  require  congressional  action. 

The  fourth  and  final  amendment  proposed  in  H.  R.  9195 
provides  that  where  an  employer  has  entered  into  a  contract 
with  a  bona  fide  labor  organization  representing  a  majority 
of  his  employees,  the  loss  of  a  majority  by  the  labor  organi- 
zation or  a  change  in  its  affiliation  does  not  impair  the  validity 
of  such  a  contract  provided  it  does  not  run  more  than  a  year, 
the  Board  is  prevented  from  certifying  a  new  representative. 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  stabilize  labor  relations 
by  expressly  providing  that  a  contract  shall  remain  valid 
despite  the  shift  of  a  majority  of  the  employees  from  the  con- 
tracting union  to  another  union. 

These  four  amendments  are  distinguishable  from  the  Smith 
amendments  and  from  most  of  the  other  amendments  that 
have  been  proposed  from  time  to  time,  in  that  they  strengthen 
the  act  rather  than  weaken  it.  The  enlargement  of  the  Board 
will  enable  it  to  speed  up  its  work,  will  give  it  new  prestige, 
and  will  bring  a  fresh  point  of  view.  The  craft-unit  amend- 
ment will  settle  In  a  fair  and  practical  manner  a  controversy 
of  long  standing  that  has  seriously  interfered  with  the  work 
of  the  Board.  The  amendment  on  employer  petitions  will 
afford  the  employers  relief  from  situations  which  have  fre- 
quently troubled  them.  And  the  contract  amendment  will 
stabilize  and  promote  harmonious  industrial  relations.  Taken 
together,  the  amendments  carry  out  and  perfect  the  basic 
policies  of  the  act. 

Let  us  examine  the  character  of  some  of  the  charges  made 
against  the  Board  and  its  staff.  In  debate  on  the  rule  on 
Tuesday  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  undertook  to  lay  29 
charges  against  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board. '  I  can- 
not supply  answers  to  those  of  his  charges  which  were  pre- 
sented in  purely  rhetorical  form.  I  can  and  will  make 
answer  to  those  of  his  accusations  which  bear  sufficiently 
close  relation  to  facts  upon  the  record.  The  gentleman 
prefaced  his  charges  by  stating  that  they  were  made  upon 
the  basis  of  the  record  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  and  of  the  findings  of  the  Smith  committee.  He  has 
chosen  to  disregard  the  careful  and  thorough  hivestigations 
made  by  the  House  Labor  Committee  and  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor.  I  choose.  In  making 
answer,  to  draw  upon  these  at  least  equally  reliable  sources. 
The  gentleman  tells  you  that  the  Board  had  thwarted  the 
maintenance  of  stable  industrial  relations.  I  remind  him 
that  one  of  the  matters  which  the  Smith  committee  was 
entrusted  by  this  House  to  Investigate  was  whether  or  not 
the  Board's  activities  tended  toward  industrial  peace.  I  fur- 
ther remind  him  that  the  only  substantial  evidence  pre- 
sented to  the  Smith  committee  on  that  point  appears  In 
the  testimony  of  J.  Warren  Madden,  the  Chairman  of  the 
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Board.  No  one  on  the  Smith  committee  or  outside  of  It 
has  as  yet  challenged  Chairman  Madden's  statement  that 
strikes  decreased  one-half  and  the  number  of  workers 
Involved  decreased  two- thirds  dlurlng  the  first  year  after  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act  was  declared  valid  by  the 
Supreme  Court.  No  one  has  challenged  his  statement  that 
strikes  have  decreased  much  faster  In  those  Interstate  indus- 
tries over  which  the  Board  has  jurisdiction  than  In  the 
intrastate  industries  which  it  cannot  touch;  nor  his  state- 
ment that  sit-down  strikes,  fomented  largely  by  resistrfnce 
to  worker  organization  during  the  period  Just  prior  to  vali- 
dation of  the  act,  disappeared  like  snow  tmder  a  hot  sun  as 
soon  as  workers  knew  they  could  turn  to  the  protection  of 
the  act  Instead  of  to  violent  means  of  forcing  their  em- 
ployers to  obey  the  law;  nor  his  statement  appearing  In  the 
Congressional  Record  only  last  Tuesday  that  stxikes  have 
so  continued  to  decrease  that  this  past  winter  saw  fewer 
workers  Involved  in  industrial  strife  than  during  any  winter 
since  the  first  black  winter  of  the  depression  in  1932. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  does  not  challenge  the  fact 
that  the  past  3  years  of  Labor  Board  intervention  in  labor 
relations  are  the  same  3  years  in  which  t)fte  habit  of  employ- 
ers entering  stable  working  agreements^wlth  their  employees 
has  developed  to  the  highest  state  in  our  industrial  history. 
In  fact,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  contents  himself  with 
charging  that  the  Board  has  deUberately  fomented  industrial 
strife  in  the  face  of  facts  exactly  to  the  contntry.  Instead  of 
giving  way  to  fear-inspiring  utterances,  I  should  like  to 
hear  the  gentleman  address  himself  to  a  concrete  explana- 
tion of  why  the  record  shows  that  we  have  had  a  minimum 
of  labor  disturbances  during  the  past  year  while  at  the  same 
time  there  were  twice  as  many  workers  organized  into  unions 
and  thus  potentially  organized  to  strike  if  they  so  desired. 
There  is  no  escaping  that  evidence  that  the  Labor  Act  and 
the  Labor  Board  has  been  a  stabilizing  force;  there  is  no 
escaping ;  that  is,  except  in  repeating  contrary  charges  so 
often  that  people  think  with  their  emotions  instead  of  with 
their  heads. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  charges  that  the  employees 
of  the  Board  are  generally  incompetent,  and  he  embodies 
this  assertion  with  stale  accusations  against  some  of  its  per- 
sonnel. Against  the  Board's  legal  employees  the  gentleman 
lays  the  charge  of — and  I  quote  him — "lack  of  training  and 
experience  in  law  requisite  to  perform  their  duties."  I  ad- 
mire the  gentleman  for  being  able  with  a  straight  face  to 
direct  that  accusation  against  a  legal  staff  which  has  estab- 
li.«;hed  the  greatest  record  for  competency  in  the  circtilt 
courts  of  appeals  and  in*the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  of  any  agency  ever  operating  under  the  American 
flag.  I  challenge  the  gentleman  to  deny  that  statement.  I 
challenge  him  to  explain  why  the  Supreme  Court  has  upheld 
the  Board  In  24  cases  and  denied  it  in  only  2;  why  the  cir- 
cuit courts  of  appeals  have  upheld  the  Board  in  86  cases  and 
denied.lt  in  only  19;  how  It  happens  that  307  consent  decrees 
were  entered  in  circuit  courts  to  uphold  Board  cease-and- 
desist  orders;  why  it  is  that  in  all  these  cases  the  Board's 
assumption  of  its  jurisdiction  was  only  denied  in  1  case. 

This  House  5  years  ago  handed  over  to  this  Board  one  of 
the  hardest  assigrunents  in  our  national  history.  All  indus- 
trial lawyers  said  the  act  was  Illegal.  One  hundred  and  two 
Industrial  lawyers  tried  to  prove  so  by  entering  Injunction 
suits  on  the  grounds  of  its  unconstitutionality.  More  than 
a  hundred  of  the  best  legal  minds  industry  could  find  have 
fought  through  contested  cases  on  the  merits  before  the 
highest  courts  In  the  land. 

Prom  this  legal  maelstrom  the  Board  staff  has  emerged 
with  its  head  high  and  its  colors  flying,  with  collective  bar- 
gaining and  Board  procedure  sustained  in  hundreds  of  test 
cases.  And  as  its  reward  for  this  unparalleled  record,  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  describes  those  who  established  it 
as — again  I  quote — "uixflt  for  the  duties  they  perform"  and 
"goiilty  of  gross  irregtilarities  in  the  conduct  of  the  public 
iMisiness."  If  they  are  guilty,  so  is  the  judiciary  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  must  apply  not  only  to  the  Supreme  Court 


as  constituted  but  also  to  .the  Supreme  Court  as  constituted 
on  April  12. 1937.  when  the  first  five  Board  cases  were  upheld. 
If  they  are  "imflt  for  the  duties  they  perform."  what  scorn 
shall  we  pour  upon  the  heads  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  for  their  in- 
finitely poorer  records  in  the  courts  during  their  li.  st  5  years 
of  existence?  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  blandly  tells  you 
that  the  Board  "violated  all  the  rules  of  evidence"  and  that 
it  has  substituted  "surmise,  suspicion,  and  guess  for  proof." 
This,  I  take  it,  he  bases  on  a  decision  of  a  circuit  court  of 
appeals,  which  once  used  such  language  in  regard  to  a  Board 
decision.  To  complete  the  picture,  he  should  have  informed 
you  that  the  Supreme  Court  Itself  made  painstaking  review 
of  the  evidence  and  saw  fit  to  reverse  the  court  below.  I  cite 
the  Waterman  Steamship  decision.  In  which  the  Supreme 
Court,  in  reversing  the  circuit  court,  stated: 

AH  of  the  Board's  findings,  far  from  resting  on  mere  BXisplclon. 
are  supported  by  evidence  which  Is  substantial. 

Again  the  gentleman  charges  that  the  Board  has  "un- 
scrupulously exercised  arbitrary  powers."  Under  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States,  the  protection  against  the  exer- 
cise of  arbitrary  power  is  entrusted  to  the  judiciary.  Has  the 
Supreme  Court  been  caught  napping  or  has  it  been  hood- 
winked? What  does  the  gentleman  suppose  the  Chief  Justice 
of  the  Supreme  Court  had  in  mind  when  he  said  on  this 
very  point,  in  the  case  of  the  Board  against  the  Jones  b 
Laughlin  Steel  Corporation — I  quote  the  Chief  Justice: 

We  construe  the  procedural  provisions  as  affording  adequate  op- 
portunity to  secure  Judicial  protection  against  arbitrary  action  in 
accordance  with  the  well-settled  rules  applicable  to  administrative 
agencies  set  up  by  Congress  to  aid  In  the  enforcement  of  valid 
legislation. 

In  my  turn  I  charge  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  with  hav- 
ing marshalled  29  charges  against  the  Labor  Board  in  a 
maimer  calculated  to  arouse  prejudice  without  any  regard  for 
easily  discoverable  facts.  The  gentleman  gives  a  certain  sta- 
tistical polish  to  his  charges  by  placing  a  number  before  each 
one  of  them,  but  when  you  come  right  down  to  it,  what  for 
instance,  does  his  carefully  enumerated  twenty-eighth  charge 
mean?    I  quote  him: 

I  charge  that  the  Board  is  guilty  of  the  dally  infliction  of  wrongs 
upon  labor,  Industry,  and  the  American  people. 

What  wrong?  Whenever  the  gentleman  has  been  specific 
about  these  alleged  wrongs,  you  find  that  they  disappear 
under  the  bright  light  of  facts.  Has  labor  suffered  because 
during  the  5  years  under  the  liabor  Act  it  has  doubled  Its 
membership,  improved  its  conditions,  and  raised  its  wages? 
Has  industry  suffered  because  its  chiseling  fringe  has  been 
made  to  deal  with  its  employees  instead  of  imposing  sweat- 
shop wages,  or  because  it  has  stabilized  its  labor  relations 
imder  known  contracts  instead  of  having  terms  fought  out 
between  itself  and  restless,  dissatisfied,  unorganized  workers? 
Have  the  American  people  suffered  because  their  expressed 
desire  for  collective  bargaining  has  been  realized,  or  because 
strikes  have  decreased  in  numbers,  intensity,  and  duration? 

It  is  not  possible  to  prevent  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
from  calling  the  personnel  of  the  Board  "professional  trouble 
makers,"  but  it  is  possible,  and  I  think  I  have  succeeded,  in 
proving  to  him  on  the  record  that  he  is  wrong  when  he  says  so. 

The  easiest  way  to  discredit  a  public  official  nowadays  is  to 
tar  him  with  the  brush  of  alleged  communism.  The  gentle- 
man from  Georgia  has  been  liberal  with  that  brush  in  respect 
to  Edwin  S.  Smith,  a  member  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board.  He  has  set  down  in  the  record  of  this  House  assertions 
that  Mr.  Smith's  communist  leanings  were  demonstrated  by 
a  trip  which  Mr.  Smith  took  to  Mexico  in  the  simimer  of  1938. 
The  entire  incident  of  that  Mexican  trip  was  made  the  subject 
of  thorough  investigation  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Education  during  its  hearings  last  Jime.  That  record 
was  open  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  and  should  have 
given  him  pause  in  making  the  statements  regarding  Mr. 
Smith  which  appear  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  at  page 
3550.  The  gentleman  accepts  as  manifest  of  Mr.  Smith's 
communist  leanings  that  he  attended  the  conference  in  Mexico 
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City  of  the  International  Industrial  Relations  Institute.  By 
the  same  token  then  the  gentleman  must  bring  the  same  ac- 
cusation against  Owen  D.  Young,  chairman  of  the  board  of 
the  General  Electric  Co.;  Percy  Straus,  president  of  R.  H. 
Macy  &  Co.;  Morris  L.  Cooke,  distinguished  engineer  and 
planner;  and  against  others  who  were  at  that  time  members 
of  the  Industrial  Relations  Institute.  And  he  did  address 
that  gathering.  So  also  did  Josephus  Daniels,  the  Ambassa- 
dor from  the  United  States  to  Mexico.  So  also  did  Fred  H. 
Colvin.  editor  emeritus  of  the  American  Machinist  of  New 
York,  a  McGraw-Hill  publication.  A  paper  by  John  Carmody 
was  read  in  absentia.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  might 
have  mentioned  these  facts  which  appear  in  the  record  of  the 
Senate  hearings.  Instead  he  chose  to  give  a  Commimtst 
coloring  to  the  institute's  session  by  describing  Leon  Jouhaux, 
the  Frtnch  labor  leader,  as  a  man  who— I  quote  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia: 

Was  subsequently  jailed  in  France  as  the  leader  of  the  Communist 
Party. 

If  the  gentleman  had  consulted  any  authority  on  the 
French  lat>or  movement,  he  would  have  learned  that  Leon 
Jouhaux  is  one  of  France's  most  active  anti-Communists  and 
could  not  have  been  and  was  not  jailed  in  France  for  some- 
thing he  never  was. 

Mr.  Smith  is  reproached  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
for  being  seated  on  the  speakers'  platform  while  the  Presi- 
dent of  Mexico  delivered  a  speech  which  the  gentleman 
assiunes  was  unfriendly  to  the  United  States.  In  point  of 
fact.  Mr.  Smith  did  not  understand  a  word  of  the  language 
in  which  the  President  of  Mexico  was  speaking.  When  a 
man  is  charged  with  not  protesting  the  speech  of  the  head 
of  a  foreign  government,  which  speech  he  did  not  under- 
stand, that  is  drawing  criticism  out  about  as  thin  as  you 
can  get  it. 

Mr.  Smith  is  credited  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
with  having  been  selected  at  Mexico  City  as  secretary  for 
the  United  States  of  the  League  Against  War  and  Fascism. 
In  point  of  fact,  Mr.  Smith  was  never  a  member  of  the 
League  Against  War  and  Fascism  and  was  never  selected 
In  Mexico  by  anybody  for  any  office. 

The  trip  of  Mr.  Smith  to  Mexico  City  has  been  hashed 
over  in  publications  hostile  to  the  Labor  Act  and  in  Senate 
hearings  long  before  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  chose  to 
bring  it  to  the  attention  of  the  House.  I  cannot  hope  to 
have  the  last  word  on  this  subject,  but  if  that  were  my 
privilege  I  would  sum  it  up  by  saying  that  a  Government 
official  chose  to  spend  his  vacation  in  Mexico  and  inci- 
dentally addressed  a  gathering  there  of  a  scientific  economic 
body,  at  which  gathering  he  made  a  speech  on  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  5  additional 
minutes.  | 

I  have  scanned  the  testimony  produced  by  the  Smith  com- 
mittee, and  may  I  say  that  there  was  nothing  that  could 
have  been  said  against  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board 
that  was  left  imsaid.  but  I  have  not  found  one  single  vaLd 
charge  against  any  member  of  the  Board  or  against  any  of 
Its  personnel.  It  Is  true  that  there  have  been  mistakes  of 
judgment,  but  those  mistakes  are  the  kind  that  are  apt  to 
be  made  in  the  administration  of  any  new  law.  Isolated 
errors  of  judgment  certainly  present  no  reason  why  we 
should  try  to  destroy  the  entire  act  by  adopting  the  destruc- 
tive Smith  amendments. 

I  predict  that  if  this  Board  Is  enlarged  every  criticism 
that  has  been  made  against  the  Wagner  Labor  Relations 
Act  will  lose  its  effect.  I  believe  that  with  a  change  in 
admiiiistration — and  I  say  this  without  any  feeling  against 
the  present  members  of  the  Board  for  I  think  they  have 
done  a  very  good  job  under  the  circumstances,  but  I  do 
believe  the  job  is  too  much  for  any  three  men — I  think  we 
should  add  at  least  two  members  to  that  Board. 

Your  committee  has  brought  before  you  a  bill  well  thought 
out.    It  does  not  destroy  a  single  right  conferred  by  the 


Wagner  Act.  Not  a  single  thing  that  is  fundamental  to  the 
act  is  destroyed  by  our  bill.  We  ask  you  to  give  it  considera- 
tion. It  has  been  well  thought  out  and  it  has  been  brought 
to  you  by  the  friends  of  labor,  not  the  enemies  of  labor. 

I  feel  very  keenly  about  this.  Mr.  Chairman,  because  long 
before  I  came  to  the  Congress  I  was  interested  in  welfare 
work.  I  know  something  about  the  troubles  of  Industry 
and  the  problems  of  the  workers.  In  the  days  before  the 
passage  of  the  Wagner  Act  the  workers  had  no  legal  protec- 
tion of  their  democratic  right  to  organize  and  bargain 
collectively. 

They  have  a  chance  now  to  organize  and  to  back  that  or- 
ganization by  law.  Do  not  take  this  opportunity  away  from 
them.  Do  not  destroy  the  rights  of  labor — rights  they  have 
worked  for  and  struggled  for  during  many  years.  Continue 
the  protection  they  are  entitled  to  and  have  under  the  Wagner 
Act.  If  you  will  adopt  the  Labor  Committee  bill  you  will  have 
a  good  bill. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  NORTON.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentlewoman  has  referred  to  the  bill 
reported  by  the  Labor  Committee.  Is  she  in  favor  of  the 
passage  of  that  bill? 

Mrs.  NORTON.     Most  decidedly. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.     Will  the  gentlewoman  j^eld? 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  sufficient 
time  to  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  asked  for 
this  time  to  propound  a  question  to  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Smith),  of  the  investigating  committee.  As  I 
understand  it,  2  hours  of  the  time  under  the  rule  is  accorded 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Yes. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  time 
must  have  been  accorded  him  with  the  idea  that  at  least  half 
of  it  should  be  yielded  to  the  opposition  or  to  the  minority 
of  the  Smith  committee.  I  ask  him  at  this  time  if  he  is 
willing  to  make  the  agreement  that  half  of  the  time  accorded 
him  as  chairman  of  the  Smith  committee  be  accorded  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  HealeyI  and  myself,  of 
the  minority? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  NORTON.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  true  that 
under  the  rule  one-half  of  the  time  is  given  to  the  Smith 
committee  and  one-half  to  the  Labor  Committee.  I  propose 
to  yield  one-half  of  the  time  yielded  me  to  the  ranking 
minority  Republican  member  of  the  Smith  committee  to  be 
in  turn  yielded  by  him.  I  want  to  see  a  fair  division  of  all 
time  between  those  in  favor  of  the  bill  and  those  who  oppose 
the  bill;  I  will  cooperate  to  that  extent,  but  I  will  not  make 
any  definite  agreement  at  this  time  other  than  to  say  that 
I  will  endeavor  to  see  that  the  time  is  equally  divided  be- 
tween those  for  and  those  against.  I  assume  that  the  Labor 
Committee  which  announced  itself  as  opposed  to  amend- 
ments will  yield  its  time  to  the  opponents. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  other  day 
we  saw  what  some  people  thought  was  fair  play  on  the  floor 
of  the  House.  We  saw  at  least  25  minutes,  as  I  recall  it,  of 
the  time  imder  the  rule  used  by  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  two  Republican  members,  both  of  whom 
joined  with  him  in  the  minority  report.  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Healey]  and  I  had  5  short  minutes 
as  against  25  for  the  majority.  I  am  wondering  whether 
today  there  will  be  the  same  sort  of  cooperation,  if  there  is 
going  to  be  the  same  sort  of  fair  play  accorded  the  minority 
on  the  Smith  committee  as  was  accorded  us  the  other  day? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  astoimded  at  the  charge 
of  my  colleague  that  the  division  of  time  wsus  unfair  on 
the  rule.  He  knows,  and  the  other  Members  of  this  House 
know,  that  I  had  30  minutes  of  that  time,  that  I  used  13 
minutes  of  it  for  those  who  favored  the  rule  and  I  gave  15 
minutes  to  those  who  opposed  the  rule.     [Applause.]    Mr. 
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Chairman.  I  expect  to  be  fair.  I  regret  that  personalities 
should  so  early  creep  into  this  debate,  but  I  reiterate  the 
statement  I  made  a  while  ago.  I  am  willing  to  go  as  far  as 
— y^  the  Labor  Committee  will  go  in  seeing  to  a  fair  division  of 

the  time.  If  the  Labor  Committee  yields  half  of  its  time 
to  the  proponents  of  amendments,  then  I  will  yield  half 
of  mine  to  the  opponents. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Certainly  I  have  not  injected 
into  this  debate  any  personalities. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  The  gentleman  charged  us  with 
being  unfair. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  said  that  the  division  of  the 
time  was  unfair,  and  if  there  is  any  Member  in  the  House 
today  who  will  stand  in  his  place  and  tell  me  that  5  minutes 
accorded  the  opposition  as  against  25  minutes  for  the  pro- 
ponents of  the  rule  is  a  fair  division  of  time,  then  I  do  not 
understand  what  fair  means. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yielded  15  minutes  of  my  30 
minutes  to  the  opposition. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  The  gentleman  gave  15  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  gave  30  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  and  I  had  30  minutes  left.  Of  the 
30  minutes  I  yielded  13  minutes  to  the  proponents  of  the 
rule  and  15  minutes  to  the  other  side. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  am  not  saying  there  is  any- 
thing unfair  in  what  the  gentleman  did,  but  the  division 
of  time  was  unfair,  and  if  the  gentleman  wanted  to  be  fair 
today  he  would  say  to  the  minority  of  his  own  committee 
that  they  are  entitled  to  half  of  the  time  accorded  the  Smith 
committee.  That  Is  what  we  think  is  fair,  and  that  is  what 
we  think  we  are  entitled  to. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  not  taken  out  of 
my  time,  is  it? 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Yes.  it  is. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  The  chairman  of  the  Labor  Committee  has 
been  given  very  little  time.  I  was  given  3  minutes  on  the 
rule.  I  do  not  know  what  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Smith]  is  talkinp;  about  when  he  refers  to  division  of  time, 
but  I  do  know  that  the  chairman  of  the  Labor  Committee 
received  3  minutes  on  the  rule,  and  that  the  minority  mem- 
bers of  the  Smith  committee  were  given  3  minutes  each.  Do 
you  call  that  a  fair  division  of  time? 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.     WUl  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  NORTON.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  An  extension  of  time  was  requested  by 
unanimous  consent,  but  was  objected  to  by  a  Member  on  the 
other  side.  If  the  request  had  not  been  objected  to,  we  would 
have  had  more  time. 

B4rs.  NORTON.    I  asked  for  an  extension  of  time. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  There  was  a  request  to  extend  the  time 
by  20  minutes,  but  it  was  objected  to. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  The  gentlewoman  must  under- 
stand that  .she  is  Icsing  a  lot  of  time  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Smith]  for  2  hours. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  1  hour  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  IMr.  Halleck]. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  srield  myself  30  minutes,  and  I  jrield  now 
to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Colmzr]. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  it  only  fair  in 
view  of  what  transpired  here  yesterday  afternoon  and  this 
morning  to  announce  that  as  the  Member  who  is  handling 
the  so-called  Bridges  resolution  I  am  working  in  cooperation 
with  the  leadership,  and  I  can  say  to  the  House  that  that 
resolution  will  be  taken  up  at  an  early  date  in  cooperation 
with  the  leadership  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  want  to  make  a  statement,  and 
after  I  have  made  my  statement  I  will  try  to  reserve  sufB- 
clent  time  to  yield  for  questions.  I  hope  the  committee  will 
cooperate  with  me  to  the  extent  of  permitting  me  at  least 
to  explain  the  bill  we  have  before  us.  _ 

Mr.  HEALEY.     Will  the  gentleman  yield  briefly? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield  briefly. 


Mr.  HEALEY.  Just  so  we  may  have  an  understanding  as 
to  how  we  may  proceed.  I  know  the  gentleman  from  Utah 
and  I  are  anxious  to  know  what  time,  If  any,  we  can  get. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  will  not  yield  further  at  this 
time  for  a  discussion  of  the  division  of  time.  I  will  try  to 
work  that  out  with  the  gentleman  when  I  get  through  with 
my  remarks. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  at  long  last  reached  that  stage  in 
dealing  with  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  when  this 
House  is  permitted  to  deal  with  the  subject  of  amendment. 
I  am  not  going  to  be  turned  aside  to  discuss  personalities 
with  my  colleague.  The  subject  I  regard  as  entirely  too  im- 
portant for  that.  I  am  sorry  that  some  of  my  colleagues 
seem  to  have  no  better  argument  for  their  position  than  to 
attack  those  who  do  not  agree  with  them  on  this  floor. 

I  want  to  run  briefly  through  these  amendments  and  let 
the  House  know  what  we  are  proposing,  and  let  the  House 
itself  decide  whether  these  amendments  are  destructive  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act.  I  will  run  through  them  as 
they  appear  in  the  bill. 

The  first  amendment  to  which  I  want  to  refer  is  that  which 
prohibits  violence  and  destruction  of  property  in  connection 
with  strikes.  It  prohibits  it,  however,  only  to  the  extent  that 
the  Labor  Board  shall  not  have  the  power  to  reinstate  per- 
sons who  have  been  guilty  of  willful  violence  or  destruction 
of  property.  The  language  of  this  amendment  is  taken 
almost  verbatim  from  the  famous  Fansteel  case,  decided  by 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  where  that  Court 
found  it  necessary  to  reverse  and  rebuke  the  Labor  Board 
for  its  repeated  efforts  to  place  its  stamp  of  approval  upon 
the  epidemic  of  infamous  sit-down  strikes  which  ran  over  this 
country  at  one  time.  That  is  all  there  is  to  this  amendment. 
It  leaves  to  the  discretion  of  the  employer  whether  he  shall 
or  shall  not  reinstate  persons  who  have  been  guilty  of  violence. 

The  next  amendment  is  that  defining  agricultural  workers. 
In  the  consideration  of  the  Social  Security  Act  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means  worked  out  a  definition  of  agricultural 
workers  which  was  satisfactory  to  the  House  and  the  Senate 
and  has  become  the  law  and  is  part  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  All  we  do  Is,  in  the  interest  of  uniformity,  attempt  to 
write  into  the  Wagner  Act  the  same  definition  of  agricultural 
labor  which  has  been  heretofore  approved  by  this  House  and 
is  the  law  so  far  as  tjhe  Social  Security  Act  is  concerned. 

The  next  amendment,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  that  amendment 
to  section  3  (a)  which  provides  for  a  new  Board,  and  that  is 
the  most  vital  and  important  amendment  proposed  by  our 
special  committee.  This  Board  has  been  the  trouble  about 
this  whole  situation.  I  am  now  prepared  to  say  that  if  we 
had  a  Board  that  paid  some  attention  to  the  ordinary  rules 
of  common  fairness  and  common  justice  and  American  Juris- 
prudence we  could  get  along  very  well  with  this  act  without 
further  amendment.  I  know  there  will  be  an  attempt  to 
defend  this  Board  on  the  groimd  that  they  have  done  well, 
and  there  will  be  an  attempt  to  throw  a  lot  of  mud  on  those 
who  do  not  agree  with  them;  but  I  want  to  tell  you  some  of 
the  things  that  have  been  said  about  them. 

You  know,  without  my  saying  it.  that  industry  in  this  coun- 
try has  unanimously  condemned  this  Beard.  I  am  not  going 
to  read  you  or  tell  you  what  industry  says  about  this  Board. 
because  I  am  afraid  it  would  not  be  fit  to  print  in  the  Con- 
CHKSsiONAL  RECORD,  but  you  all  know  what  industry  thinks 
about  it. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  decline  to  yield. 

I  want  to  read  you  a  couple  of  little  statements.  I  will  tell 
jrou  later  who  made  them.    Listen  to  this  one: 

But  our  complaint  Is  against  the  administration  of  the  act.  We 
believe  that  the  act  has  been  administered  contrary  to  both  its 
spirit  and  letter.  We  charge  the  Board  with  maladministration, 
with  bias,  with  an  attempt  to  apply  their  own  pcciillar  philosophy 
In  the  disposition  of  cases,  rather  than  the  plain  provisions  of  the 

The  Board,  In  otir  Judgment,  is  anything  but  •  judicial  body. 

It  was  not  the  National  Association  of  Manufacttirers  that 
said  that,  it  was  not  the  United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
and  it  was  not  some  of  us  reactionaries  or  so-called  labor 
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haters.   This  statement  was  made  by  President  William  Green 
himself  on  the  record  on  oath  before  the  Smith  committee. 

I  want  to  read  you  another  little  statement.  Listen  to  this 
one: 

But  when  the  act  is  so  administered  as  to  thwart  the  development 
and  maintenance  of  stable  industrial  relations,  then  It  becomes 
necessary  to  consider  and  weigh  carefully  whether  the  benefits  of 
the  act  outweigh  the  dangers  which  its  administration  inflicts  upon 
organized  labor. 

That  statement  was  not  made  by  the  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers nor  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  nor  the  labor  haters: 
It  was  made  to  the  annual  convention  by  the  outstanding 
militant  labor  leader  of  this  country,  John  L.  Lewis. 

There  is  the  condemnation  of  both  great  branches  of  Ameri- 
can labor.  The  condemnation  of  the  industry  of  this  country 
is  too  well  known  to  all  of  you  for  me  to  discuss  that  subject. 
I  want  to  pass  to  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment,  to  section  3  fd) ,  separates  the  Judi- 
cial and  the  prosecution  fimctions  of  this  Board.  It  prevents 
this  Board  from  going  out  into  the  field  and  investigating 
charges,  then  having  its  own  attorneys  prepare  those  charges, 
then  the  same  agency  prosecuting  those  charges  before  itself 
as  a  court,  and  then  itself  deciding  its  own  case. 

To  be  brief  with  you.  I  am  merely  going  to  read  you  one 
sentence  from  the  opinion  of  Judge  Earl  Major,  whom  many 
of  you  will  remember  as  a  former  distinguished  Member  of 
this  body,  in  his  opinion  rendered  in  the  Inland  Steel  case, 
when  he  reversed  that  Board  and  reprimanded  them  very 
sharply,  and  here  is  what  Judge  Major  said  about  it: 

What  this  record  as  a  whole  convincingly  discloses  is  the  dan- 
ger of  imjxxdng  upon  a  single  agency  the  mtiltiple  duties  of  pros- 
ecutor, Judge,  Jury,  and  executioner. 

TTie  next  amendment  is  one  that  ought  not  to  be  neces- 
sary. It  is  an  amendment  which  prohibits  in  express  Ian- 
gauge  this  Board  from  continuing  its  Economic  Division  with 
David  J.  Saposs,  of  whom  you  have  heard,  at  its  head.  I  do 
not  wish  to  take  your  time  on  that  because  we  discussed 
that  here  when  the  labor  appropriation  bill  was  under  con- 
sideration. I  spoke  on  it  then,  and  I  read  to  this  House  from 
his  own  writing,  and  that  is  in  the  Record.  I  read  you  his 
own  writings  where  he  came  out  fiat-footedly  and  opposed 
the  capitalistic  system  of  government  upon  which  our  whole 
system  is  based.  He  demanded  its  destruction  and  that  the 
workers  of  this  country  rise  up  in  their  power  and  destroy 
it.  and  that  man  is  carr3ring  on  the  same  activities  down  in 
the  Labor  Board  today,  notwithstanding  the  act  of  Congress 
which  cut  out  the  appropriation  for  his  salary;  carrying  on 
those  activities  at  the  expense  of  your  taxpayers  and  mine 
at  a  salary  of  $5,700  a  year. 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  decline  to  yield  at  this  time. 

Now,  the  next  amendment  proposed  is  the  so-called  free- 
speech  amendment.  Under  the  act  the  employer  is  pro- 
hibited from  interfering  with  the  employee  in  the  formation 
or  conduct  of  its  union.  The  American  Federation  of  Labor 
has  been  so  outraged  by  the  strained  construction  of  that 
provision,  by  which  the  Labor  Board  manages  to  destroy 
A.  P.  of  L.  unions,  that  it  proposed  an  amendment  to  the 
act  itself,  and  we  do  not  propose  an  amendment  devised  by 
us.  but  we  propose  a  modified  amendment,  stricter  than  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor  amendment,  and  with  the 
exception  of  merely  cutting  down  and  restricting  the  A.  F. 
of  L.  amendment,  we  have  presented  to  you  word  for  word 
the  amendment  proposed  and  advocated  by  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor.  And  why  do  they  advocate  it?  Have 
you  any  conception  of  what  innocent  statements  made  by 
employers  have  been  declared  by  this  Board  to  be  unfair 
labor  practices?    Let  me  read  you  two  or  three  of  them. 

Why,  they  have  held  it  to  be  an  unfair  labor  practice  to 
say  that  John  L.  Lewis  is  "more  or  less  using  people  as 
suckers  and  getting  rich  from  it." 

They  have  said  that  it  is  an  imfair  labor  practice  for  an 
employer  to  state  to  his  employee  that  "wages  depend  on 


the  relationship  between  cost  and  selling  price,  and  nothing 
can  be  done  about  it  regardless  of  union  afifiliations."  TiiLs 
has  been  held  to  be  an  unfair  labor  practice. 

They  have  held  it  to  be  an  unfair  labor  practice  for  an 
employer  to  say  that  "there  is  no  law  in  the  world  that 
would  force  the  company  to  sign  a  closed-shop  contract"; 
and,  of  course,  there  is  not  any  such  law. 

Now,  the  employer  cannot  open  his  mouth  to  tell  his 
employees  the  truth,  but  any  labor  agitator,  any  organizer, 
any  Communist,  any  criminal  may  come  into  his  plant  and 
make  statements  absolutely  false  and  slanderous,  and  und^r 
this  act  as  now  written  and  as  construed  by  the  Bsard.  the 
employer's  mouth  is  closed  and  he  cannot  deny  those  false 
statements. 

Now,  this  is  utterly  indefensible,  and  I  am  not  going  to 
take  any  more  of  your  time  on  the  subject  except  to  remind 
you  that  this  is  an  American  Federation  of  Labor  amendment. 
There  are  two  small  amendments  which  I  believe  the  Lalxir 
Committee  has  done  us  the  honor  to  include  in  the  Norton 
amendments  and  those  are  the  right  of  employer  to  petition 
for  an  election,  and  that  the  election  shall  hold  good  for  I 
year,  so  I  shall  not  discuss  them. 

We  have  placed  an  amendment  in  the  bill  which  makes 
the  Board  apply  the  rules  of  evidence  of  the  United  States 
court  as  far  as  practicable.  That  is  the  language.  We  do 
not  undertake  to  reverse  them  or  permit  the  court  to  reverse 
them  if  they  do  not  follow  the  rules  of  evidence,  but  we 
merely  caution  them  that  they  ought  to  follow  the  rules  of 
evidence  as  far  as  they  can  practically  do  so.  We  have  also 
put  in  a  provision  that  when  these  cases  are  decided  the 
Board  must  decide  them  upon  a  preponderance  of  the 
evidence. 

Of  course,  they  must  decide  them  upon  a  preponderance  of 
the  evidence  and  nothing  in  the  act  relieves  them  of  that 
duty,  but  they  have  not  been  doing  it,  and  so  we  write  it  into 
law.  I  remind,  gentlemen,  that  it  will  probably  be  said  that 
the  amendment  is  emasculatory  of  the  act,  but  I  also  remind, 
gentlemen,  that  the  same  provision  regarding  preponderance 
of  evidence  is  contained  in  the  Walsh-Healey  Act.  and  If  it 
is  emasculatory  here,  then  we  are  just  following  the  example 
of  our  good  friend  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  IMr. 
Healey]. 

We  have  provided  that  decisions  cannot  be  reversed  by  the 
courts  unless  they  are  not  supported  by  substantial  evidence, 
or  unless  clearly  erroneous.  We  took  that  amendment  bodily 
out  of  the  Logan-Walter  bill,  which  passed  this  House  a  few 
weeks  ago  by  a  tremendous  majority.  We  took  the  words  out 
of  that  bill,  and  put  them  into  this  bill  for  the  sake  of 
uniformity. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  put  into  this  bill  something  that 
never  should  have  been  omitted  in  the  first  place,  and  that 
is  the  right  of  labor  unions  to  appeal  from  the  decisions  of 
this  Board  in  what  is  known  as  representation  cases,  and 
let  me  illustrate  briefly.  Where  there  is  a  dispute  between 
two  labor  unions,  the  Board  holds  an  election  to  determine 
which  has  a  majority,  or  they  may  use  some  other  method 
to  determine  tpe  unit  of  representation.  That  is,  how  many 
plants  or  how  many  men  shall  be  in  a  certain  organization, 
and  shall  vake  on  the  right  of  representation.  When  the 
Board  has  taken  that  action  and  has  decided,  let  us  say,  that 
five  separate  plants  in  separate  parts  of  the  country  consti- 
tute one  unit,  and  which  may  and  does  often  wipe  out  com- 
pletely labor  unions,  and  legitimate  labor  unions,  under  this 
law  they  have  no  right  of  appeal  to  the  courts.  Did  you  know 
that?  They  can  be  absolutely  destroyed  and  have  been  abso- 
lutely destroyed  because  their  right  of  appeal  to  the  courts 
has  been  taken  away.  That  is  very  important.  I  shall  read 
to  you  what  has  been  said  about  that  in  the  famous  Pacific 
Longshoremen's  case  by  Chief  Justice  Hughes  in  deciding  that 
case.  In  the  Longshoremen's  case  this  Board  decided  that 
every  dock  along  the  Pacific  coast,  the  whole  outfit,  should  ^ 
be  included  in  one  imion,  dominated  by  the  Communist, 
Harry  Bridges.  The  result  of  that  was  to  destroy  a  large 
number  of  American  Federation  of  Labor  unions  which  had 
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been  in  existence  for  years,  and  they  imdertook  to  appeal 
and  here  is  what  the  Supreme  Court  had  to  say  about  that: 

The  Supreme  Court  h«s  held  In  a  niimber  of  cases  that  mere 
pnlitnixuirj  or  procedural  orders  of  an  administrative  body  are  not 
zerlcwable  by  the  circuit  coiirt  of  appeals. 

•  •••••• 

Aeceptlngr.  as  we  must,  this  rertrtctlve  definition  and  applying  It 
to  the  c»»e  at  hand,  ww  hold  that,  though  the  decision  here  was 
required  by- the  act  to  be  made  and  to  be  made  on  the  evidence  and 
argument  after  Judicial  hearing,  and  though  It  was  definitive,  ad- 
versary, binding,  final,  and  In  this  case  struck  at  the  very  roots  of 
the  petitioner's  union  and  destroyed  Us  effectiveness  In  a  large 
geographical  area  of  the  Nation,  it  was  not  an  order  becavise  the  act 
did  not  require  It  to  be  made  in  the  langiiage  of  command. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    For  a  brief  question. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Is  the  gentleman  reading  from 
a  decision  of  the  Court? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Yes;  I  am  reading  from  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Supreme  Court.  There  is  just  one  more  amend- 
ment I  want  to  talJc  about,  and  that  amendment  makes  it 
mandatory  on  the  Board  to  permit  both  the  defendant  and 
the  plaintiff  to  summon  their  witnesses  into  court.  Did  you 
ever  before  hear  of  Congress  having  to  fiddle  with  such  a 
ridiculous  proposition  as  telling  this  Board  that  it  must  per- 
mit these  people  who  are  prosecuted  to  have  the  right  to 
subpena  their  witnesses  into  court?  That  is  all  that  amend- 
ment does.  Now  we  have  a  lot  of  self-appointed,  self-con- 
stituted, self-anointed  guardians  of  the  great  masses  of  the 
laboring  people  in  this  country. 

I  wonder  who  gave  them  their  commission?  I  wonder 
who  gave  them  the  right  to  Judge  those  of  us  who  do  not 
agree  with  them.  They  have  undertaken  to  say  what  was 
the  position  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  and  what 
was  the  pcsltir/i  of  the  C.  I.  O..  and  they  have  undertaken 
to  speak  with  authority  that  their  jwsition  was  the  only  right 
position,  and  those  who  disagreed  were  undertaking  to  destroy 
the  sacred  rights  of  labor. 

I  am  going  to  read  to  you  in  a  minute  a  letter  from  the 
President  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  but  before 
doing  so  I  want  to  remind  you  that  old  Sam  Gompers  and 
Bill  Green  and  John  Prye  were  fighting  valiantly  for  the 
rights  of  organized  labor,  when  It  was  not  so  popular  many 
3rears  ago.  when  some  of  these  self-appointed  guardians  of 
labor  were  wearing  swaddling  clothes.  [Laughter  and  ap- 
plause! 

Now  let  us  see  what  Is  the  position  of  William  Green.  I 
have  a  letter  from  him  this  morning  which,  at  his  request, 
I  want  to  read  to  you.  It  is  addressed  to  me  and  reads  as 
follows: 

Jtrwi  5.  1940. 

Mt  Dkab  Comgrzssman  Smith:  On  the  15th  day  of  March  1940, 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor  Issued  a  doctunent  containing, 
among  other  things,  the  following  statement: 

"Some  of  these  (Smith)  amendments  are  practical  and  con- 
atnictlve.  However,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor  that  the  amendments  offered  by  the  Smith  committee 
as  a  whole  strike  in  a  destructive  way  at  vital  fundamental  prin- 
ciples of  the  Labor  Relations  Act." 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  some  misunderstanding  has  arisen  as  to 
the  meaning  of  this  statement.  I  desire  now  to  clarify  the  same  by 
•tatlng  specifically  the  amendments  to  which  we  referred. 

1.  We  object  to  the  proposed  change  suggested  in  section  1, 
which  declares  the  fundamental  principles  and  ptirposes  of  the 
act.  and  firmly  believe  that  this  section  of  the  law  should  remain 
iinchanged. 

2.  We  believe  that  the  proposed  definition  of  section  2  of  the 
term  "coUective  bargaining"  narrows  the  meaning  of  that  term  to 
the  extent  that  it  presents  the  danger  of  being  so  construed  as  to 
Impair  the  fundamcntai  purposes  of  the  act.  and  therefore  t>elleve 
that  this  section  should  remain  unchanged. 

3.  We  oppose  the  so-called  Garrison  amendment  to  section  9 
of  the  act  as  not  affording  protection  against  the  excesses  hereto- 
fore Indulged  in  by  the  Board  In  fixing  the  unit  of  representation 
to  the  destruction  of  bona  fide  trade-unions  and.  In  substitution 
therefor,  we  recommend  ttie  adoption  of  the  attached  amendment 
to  this  section. 

4  We  believe  that  the  amendment  to  section  10  (c)  putting  a 
limitation  of  8  months  on  back  pay  is  too  restiictlTe  and  would 
have  no  objection  if  the  limitation  were  extended  to  1  year,  as 
contained  in  the  proposed  amendments  to  the  WaUh-Healey  Act. 


While  there  are  some  remaining  amendments  which  we  cannot 
endorse,  we  are  firmly  convinced  that,  taken  as  a  whole,  the 
amendments  proposed  by  the  Smith  committee.  If  modified  as 
above  suggested,  will  remedy  In  a  large  measure  the  excesses  and 
abuses  in  the  administration  of  the  act,  of  which  we  have  hereto- 
fore complained.  We  therefore  tirge  your  support  of  the  amend- 
ments to  the  Smith  bill,  as  outlined  above;  and  If  such  amend- 
ments are  adopted,  we  further  ask  you  to  support  and  vote  for  the 
bill  as  a  whole. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Wm   Ovxxn. 
President,  American  Federation  of  Labor. 

TApplause.l 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  Include  the  pro- 
posed amendment  in  my  remarks. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  amendment  Is  as  follows: 

Page  14.  strike  out  lines  3  to  18.  Inclusive,  and  Insert: 
"(e)  Whenever  In  a  proceeding  under  this  section  It  Is  proposed — 
"(1)  to  Include  any  plant  of  a  partlcxilar  employer  In  a  bargain- 
ing unit  containing  more  than  one  such  plant;  or 

-(2)  to  Include  the  employees  of  a  particular  employer  In  a  bar- 
gaining unit  containing  employees  of  one  or  more  other  em- 
ployers: or 

"(3)  to  Include  employees  of  a  particular  employer  or  employers 
in  any  craft  In  a  bargaining  unit  containing  employees  other  than 
employees  In  such  craft; 

the  Board  shall  take  a  secret  ballot  of  the  employees  at  such  plant, 
or  of  the  employees  of  such  employer,  or  of  the  employees  in  such 
craft,  as  the  case  may  be,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether 
such  employees  desire  to  be  so  Included.  If  a  majority  of  the  em- 
ployees voting  vote  to  be  so  Included,  the  Board  may  by  order  In- 
clude such  employees  In  a  bargaining  unit  containing  more  than 
one  such  plant,  or  containing  employees  of  one  or  more  other 
employers,  or  containing  employees  other  than  employees  In  such 
craft,  as  the  case  may  be.  If  a  majority  of  the  employees  voting 
vote  not  to  be  so  Included,  the  Board  shall  by  order  designate  such 
plant,  or  the  employees  of  such  employer,  or  the  employees  in  such 
craft,  as  the  case  may  be.  as  a  separate  bargaining  unit.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  subsection,  'employer'  does  not  Include  any  associa- 
tion of  employers,  or  any  other  organized  group  of  employers." 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  going  to 
talk  about  what  this  Board  has  done  to  Industry.  That  sad 
tale  is  too  well  known  to  everyone.  I  am  going  to  talk  about 
what  It  has  done  to  labor.  I  could  give  50  illustrations,  but  I 
am  going  to  take  up  only  3  or  4,  because  I  do  not  have  the 
time. 

Mr.  WOOD.    Mr.'Chalrman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Not  at  this  time. 

Let  us  take  the  Dormally  garment  workers'  case.  There 
was  a  union  where  the  workers — 1,200  of  them — ^had 
gotten  together  of  their  own  volition  and  formed  their  own 
union.  They  had  done  it  because  they  had  been  threatened 
with  physical  violence  by  the  organizers  of  a  national  union. 
Charges  were  brought  that  they  were  a  company  union. 
They  went  into  the  United  States  court  and  got  an  Injimction 
against  this  threatened  violence.  The  evidence  showed,  and 
was  undisputed,  that  those  organizers  had  gone  into  the 
street  at  some  of  these  plants  and  absolutely  stripped  good, 
respectable  women  naked  in  the  streets.  Those  women  were 
frightened,  and  they  formed  their  own  organization.  At  the 
behest  of  the  national  union  the  Board  comes  and  says,  "You 
are  a  company  union";  so  they  had  a  trial.  There  were  1,200 
women  who  knew  more  about  that  situation  than  anybody  on 
earth.  Do  you  know  what  happened  to  them?  When  the 
case  came  to  trial  they  brought  the  first  one  up  and  asked  her 
to  tell  under  oath  whether  she  was  dominated  by  the  em- 
ployer. The  Board  said,  "No;  you  cannot  be  a  witness  in 
your  own  case." 

Counsel  in  that  case  proffered  every  one  of  the  1,200  em- 
I^yees  of  that  plant  who  would  come  forward  and  testify 
that  their  employer  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  formation 
of  that  union.  This  Board  says,  "No;  you  cant  testify  in 
your  own  case."  And  they  did  not  let  them  testify  In  their 
own  case.  And  we  talk  about  Russia.  They  have  a  better 
method  in  Russia.  They  call  a  fellow  in  when  he  is  charged 
with  a  crime  and  say,  "Now.  If  you  dont  confess,  some  very 
impleasant  things  are  going  to  happen  to  you."  And  he  con- 
fesses, and  the  case  Is  all  over  in  10  minutea. 
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No;  we  have  got  to  persecute  them  and  prosecute  them 
through  this  sham,  kangaroo  court  for  years  before  they  are 
destroyed. 

Now,  I  want  to  tell  you  about  another  case,  the  Duffy  Silk 
Mill  case.  That  was  a  case  where  the  employees  had  some 
trouble  with  the  employer  and  went  on  strike.  The  Board 
had  a  Catholic  priest  up  there.  Father  Boland,  who  was  a 
fine,  common-sense  man,  and  who  was  the  regional  director 
of  this  Board  we  are  talking  about.  He  worked  out  an 
arrangement  with  the  employers  by  which  the  employees  were 
to  go  back  to  work.  They  got  all  the  wages  they  were  asking 
for.  Then  on  top  of  that  they  got  an  arrangement  by  which 
the  employer  said,  "We  will  enter  into  a  contract  that  after 
your  wages  are  paid  and  at  the  end  of  the  year  we  will  give 
you  as  a  bonus  75  percent  of  the  profits  of  this  company." 
That  agreement  went  into  effect  under  the  auspices  and  with 
the  approval  of  the  Board.  It  worked  along  all  right  until 
the  C.  I.  O.  found  out  there  were  some  good  pickings  there 
that  they  were  not  getting.  They  sent  their  organizers  there 
and  attempted  to  organize  the  plant;  brought  charges  against 
them.  Notwithstanding  the  Board's  previous  approval  of  the 
plan,  they  actually  ordered  that  arrangement  dissolved,  and 
disavowed  their  own  act  which  they  had  approved,  and  at 
the  behest  of  the  C.  I.  O.  destroyed  that  organization  and 
took  away  from  those  employees,  right  out  of  their  pockets 
and  out  of  their  pay  roll,  something  like  $50,000  a  year.  Is 
that  helping  the  workingman?  Is  that  what  my  friends 
over  here  opposing  our  amendments  are  defending?  Is  that 
the  kind  of  conduct  they  approve?  Is  that  the  thing  they 
want  to  saddle  on  the  individual  worker  of  this  country? 
If  it  is,  let  them  say  so  when  their  time  comes  to  speak. 

Now,  the  longshoremen's  case  on  the  west  coast,  to  which  I 
referred  briefly  a  while  ago:  There  was  a  case  where  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor  had  had  local  unions  all  up 
and  down  that  great  stretch  of  coast.  But  the  C.  I.  O.  and 
Harry  Bridges  came  into  the  picture.  The  Board  comes  along 
and  arbitrarily  on  its  own  ipse  dixit  says  to  those  people:  "No; 
we  are  going  to  put  you  in  one  union."  They  called  an  elec- 
tion of  the  longshoremen  on  the  west  coast.  When  that  elec- 
tion was  held,  naturally,  the  C.  I.  O.  outvoted  the  A.  F.  of  L. 
That  was  the  case  in  which  the  A.  P.  of  L.  went  to  the 
Supreme  Court  and  the  Supreme  Court  said,  "You  are  entitled 
to  relief  and  ought  to  have  It,  but  Congress  has  given  this 
Board  this  arbitrary  power  and  fixed  it  so  as  to  tie  our  hands 
and  we  cannot  give  you  any  relief." 

As  a  result  of  that  decision  the  Board — this  National  Labor 
Relations  Board — crowned  that  infamous  Communist,  Harry 
Bridges,  king  of  all  the  longshoreman  on  the  west  coast  of 
this  country. 

I  would  like  to  tell  you  about  the  progressive  miners'  case, 
where  it  was  testified  by  the  president  of  the  A.  F.  of  L. 
union  that  80.000  of  his  men  were  deprived  of  their  bargain- 
ing rights  and  made  to  go  Into  the  C.  I.  O.  and  pay  tribute  to 
that  organization  against  their  will  In  order  to  work  by  the 
sweat  of  their  brow  for  a  living  for  themselves  and  their 
families. 

I  would  like  to  discuss  other  csises  with  you  to  tell  you  about 
the  blacklist,  where  this  Board  writes  to  another  Govern- 
ment agency  of  this  country  and  asks  them,  simply  because  a 
charge  has  been  made  against  somebody  of  violation  of  the 
Wagner  Act,  not  to  give  them  any  more  Government  contracts. 
They  did  not  even  wait  to  give  them  a  trial.  Is  that  helping 
the  workers? 

How  do  they  expect  the  workers  to  be  employed,  how  do 
they  expect  the  employers  to  pay  them  their  pay  roll  on  Sat- 
urday when  they  are  blacklisting  them  on  the  one  side  and 
boycotting  them  on  the  other? 

Is  that  what  the  self-anointed  guardians  of  labor  of  this 
House  want?  Is  that  what  they  are  looking  for?  Is  that  the 
kind  of  treatment  they  want  to  see  meted  out  to  the  masses  of 
the  working  people  of  this  country? 

Mr.  WOOD.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  In  Just  2  or  3  minutes.  I  ask  the 
gentleman  to  hold  his  question  for  a  little. 


In  conclusion  let  me  say  we  are  confronted  by  the  gravest 
emergency  of  our  national  life.  All  of  our  energies  are 
directed  to  preparation  to  defend  ourselves  against  modern 
mechanized  warfare.  Every  resource  must  be  marshaled 
to  produce  guns,  planes,  tanks,  ships,  and  ammunition. 
Without  these  things  in  great  abundance  we  are  helpless 
and  defenseless. 

We  have  appropriated  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  for 
the  purpose  of  defense,  but  I  say  to  you  that  all  of  the 
dollars  minted  since  the  birth  of  the  Republic  will  not 
repel  one  Invader.  To  be  effective  these  dollars  must  be 
converted  into  bombs  and  bullets,  ships,  and  planes,  and 
tanks. 

We  may  draft  the  best  of  the  youth  of  our  Nation  into 
the  armed  service.  We  may  call  your  brave  sons  and  mine 
to  the  colors,  but  if  we  do.  we  will  merely  condemn  them 
to  useless  slaughter  unless  we  first  convert  those  dollais 
into  modem  engines  of  warfare. 

We  hear  discussions  as  to  the  location  of  our  first  line 
of  defense.  I  say  to  you  that  today  our  first  line  of  de- 
fense and  cur  last  line  of  defense  is  in  the  factories  and 
shops  and  in  the  great  industries  of  this  country.  Our 
safety  as  a  nation  depends  upon  their  eflQcient  operation, 
and  that  in  turn  depends  upon  friendly  cooperation  and 
relationship  between  capital  and  labor.  Neither  capital  nor 
labor  must  be  permitted  to  take  advantage  of  each  other  or 
of  the  Nation. 

But,  above  all,  no  agency  of  this  CJovernment  must  be  per- 
mitted to  stir  up  strife  or  to  strafe,  or  hamstring,  or  perse- 
cute the  industries  of  the  country  upon  which  our  safety 
now  depends. 

The  evidence  adduced  before  our  special  committee  la 
Irrefutable  and  overwhelming: 

That  the  Labor  Board  as  now  constituted  is  definitely 
partial  to  the  radical  C.  I.  O.  labor  movement. 

That  the  Labor  Board  persistently  seeks  to  punish  and 
persecute  the  industries  of  the  country,  sometimes  to  the 
point  of  bankruptcy. 

That  the  Labor  Board  destroys  legitimate,  independent 
labor  unions  because  they  refuse  to  become  afBliated  with  the 
national  unions. 

That  the  Labor  Board  is  honeycombed  with  employees  who 
do  not  even  believe  in  our  system  of  private  ownership  of 
property,  upon  which  our  whole  industry  is  based. 

That  the  Labor  Board  itself,  with  full  knowledge  of  the 
distorted  philosophy  of  these  employees,  persists  in  retaining 
them  in  key  positions. 

There  is  no  more  dangerous  "fifth  column"  in  this  country 
this  minute  than  some  of  the  employees  occupying  important 
positions  with  the  Labor  Board  and  conducting  their  efforts 
to  destroy  capitalism,  at  the  expense  of  our  own  taxpayers, 
under  the  shadow  of  the  Capitol,  and  under  the  protection  of 
the  present  Labor  Board. 

I  make  no  specific  charges  against  any  member  of  the 
Board,  except  that  I  cannot  fail  to  be  disturbed  by  the  ap- 
parent over-friendly  relationship  of  Board  member  Smith 
with  the  notorious  Communist,  Harry  Bridges. 

I  cannot  help  being  disturbed  by  the  overwhelming  mass 
of  evidence  ^f  Board  jwirtiality  to  the  radical  C.  I.  O.  group, 
confessedly  Infiltrated  with  communism. 

But  the  members  of  the  Board  themselves  know  better  than 
you  and  I  do  the  truth  of  the  situation,  and  their  stubborn 
refusal  to  clean  house  in  defiance  of  congressional  mandate — 
notably  in  the  case  of  Saposs — can  leave  no  other  belief  in  the 
minds  of  the  American  people  than  that  they  are  equally 
guilty  with  those  they  shield,  protect,  and  foster. 

The  activities  of  this  Labor  Board  have  been  condemned  In 
the  editorial  columns  of  every  metropolitan  newspaper  worthy 
of  the  name.  They  have  been  condemned  in  the  eyes  of  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  American  citizens.  They  have 
been  condemned  by  all  industry.  They  have  been  condemned 
by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  They  have  been  con- 
demned by  the  C.  I.  O.  If  they  have  any  friends  left  outside 
Of  Washington  I  do  not  know  who  they  are. 
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I  appeal  to  you.  I  appeal  to  the  coordinate  branch  of  this 
Legislature,  to  which.  God  willing,  this  bill  will  soon  be  pre- 
aented.  and  I  appeal  to  the  Democratic  administration  respon- 
sible for  the  orderly  conduct  of  our  defense  preparations,  to 
do  something  about  this  situation  before  it  is  too  late. 

Mr.  WOOD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
, "  Missouri. 

Mr.  WOOD.    I  have  a  copy  of  the  letter  from  President 

^  William  Green,  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  that 

the  gentleman  just  read,  and  it  refers  to  the  recommended 

adoption   of   the   attached  amendment   to   section   9.    The 

amendment  is  attached  to  the  letter. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  have  put  It  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  WOOD.  The  amendment  deals  with  unit  represen- 
tation. 

Blr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Yes. 

Mr.  WOOD.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  would  accept 
that  amendment? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  would  rather  discuss  that  at 
a  later  time.  I  have  not  had  the  opportunity  to  read  the 
amendment.  In  reply,  may  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri if  he  will  accept  the  amendment  and  support  the  bill 
IX  it  is  agreed  to? 

Mr.  WOOD.    The  amendment  is  a  part  of  the  original  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  do  not  yield  further. 

Mr.  WOOD.  I  was  merely  asking  for  information.  If  the 
gentleman  does  not  want  to  tell  me,  that  is  all  right. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  If  the  gentleman  does  not  want 
to  tell  me.  that  is  all  right,  too. 

Mr.  WOOD.  The  gentleman  seems  to  believe  that  the  bill 
would  be  perfect  with  his  suggested  amendments. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  any 
other  Member  who  wishes  to  ask  me  questions.  If  not.  I 
reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ]rield  10  minutes  to  a 
member  of  the  Labor  Committee,  the  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana [Mr.  LandisI. 

Mr.  LANDIS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  believe  it  was  unfortimate 
that  the  Smith  amendments  were  not  thoroughly  discussed 
by  the  Labor  Committee. 

According  to  the  hearings  of  the  Labor  Committee  over  90 
percent  of  the  trouble  has  been  with  the  administration  of 
'    the  act  and  not  the  act  itself. 

In  my  opinion  the  main  provisions  brought  out  in  the 
hearings  were:  Ttie  employer's  right  of  petition,  broken  con- 
tracts, a  five-man  board,  the  appropriate  bargaining  unit, 
the  delay  In  decisions,  and  free  speech. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  many  persons  standing  on  the 
side  linfes  who  believe  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations 
and  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  could  get  together  if 
It  were  not  for  the  clash  in  personalities  of  William  Green 
and  John  L.  Lewis.  There  is  a  tendency  to  seek  simplifica- 
tion by  merely  finding  a  way  of  disposing  of  the  chief  per- 
sons involved.  The  cleavage  between  the  C.  I.  O.  and  the 
A.  F.  of  L.  is  deeper  than  mere  personalities.  This  is  not 
the  controlling  factor.  It  goes  to  fundamental  Issues.  Who- 
ever leads  the  C.  I.  O.  will  liave  to  txxjst  and  fight  for  indus- 
trial unions  and  likewise  the  A.  F.  of  L.  leader  win  have  to 
boost  and  fight  for  craft  unions.  However,  both  the  indus- 
trial and  craft  imions  should  be  allowed  to  exist  and  enjoy 
the  rights  of  collective  bargaining. 

It  is  our  duty  to  see  that  governmental  authority  should 
not  favor  one  form  of  labor  organization  as  against  another, 
whether  it  be  industrial  or  craft.  The  choice  of  the  type  of 
organization  should  be  left  as  a  matter  to  be  determined  by 
the  workers  themselves. 

I  have  a  deep  regard  for  the  welfare  of  8.500.000  workers 
In  organized  labor.  Mr.  Chairman,  some  win  say  that  we 
have  many  radicals  In  all  of  our  labor  organizations.  That 
may  be  true,  but  according  to  the  Dies  committee,  we  also 
have  them  on  the  Federal  pay  rolls.  We  find  them  in  many 
other  organizations  in  our  land.    It  is  our  business  to  look 


after  America  and  see  that  no  radicals  attempt  to  destroy  by 
propaganda,  sabotage,  or  force  the  kind  of  a  government  we 
have  chosen  ourselves.  If  any  radicals  in  our  country  Insist 
on  destroying  our  form  of  government,  we  should  put  them 
on  the  first  Ixjat  and  send  them  back  where  they  belong. 

It  is  not  my  desire  to  stir  up  class  hatred  nor  foment 
unrest  between  the  worker  and  his  employer.  We  have  all 
witnessed  too  much  of  this  in  the  past.  The  average  em- 
ployer is  not  a  Tory,  and  his  employee  is  not  a  radical.  Both 
are  entitled  to  prosper. 

One  of  the  primary  pvu-poses  of  the  Wagner  Act  Is  the 
promotion  of  industrial  peace  and  the  reduction  of  industrial 
warfare,  I  know  the  Wagner  Act  is  not  perfect,  but  we  have 
had  fewer  strikes  since  its  adc^tion  than  we  had  before  it 
became  a  law. 

I  would  like  to  quote  the  hearings  before  the  Labor  Com- 
mittee, one  paragraph: 

Prom  1933  to  1937  the  number  of  strikes  per  year  rose  tteadUy 
from  1.695  to  4,740.  As  Just  stated,  although  the  act  was  passed 
In  1935.  It  did  not  actually  become  effective  until  after  its  valida- 
tion by  the  Supreme  Court  In  April  1937.  It  Is  significant,  there- 
fore, that  strikes  shortly  thereafter  commenced  to  decline.  In 
1938.  the  first  full  year  after  validation  of  the  act.  strikes  decreased 
to  2.772.  a  decrease  of  over  40  percent  of  the  number  for  1937.  At 
the  same  time  the  number  of  workers  Involved  In  strikes  de- 
creased from  1.860.621  In  1937  to  688,376  In  1938.  a  decrease  of 
about  63  percent.  Man-days  of  idleness  due  to  strikes,  the  most 
acciirate  reflection  of  the  effect  of  Industrial  strife,  decreased  from 
28,424.857  In  1937  to  9,148,273  In  1938.  a  decrease  of  about  68 
percent. 

I  realize  that  the  Labor  Board  has  made  mistakes.  Two 
of  their  major  mistakes  were  in  regard  to  broken  contracts 
and  the  employer's  right  to  petiticm  for  an  election.  The 
Labor  Board  made  new  rulings  to  rectify  these  mistakes 
long  before  we  ever  had  the  Smith  committee. 

Let  us  now  turn  our  attention  to  the  discussion  of  a 
five-man  board.  Would  a  five-man  board,  similar  to  the 
one  we  have  now,  help  the  situation?  The  President  wiU 
appoint  them  and  I  believe  the  Senate  would  confirm  any 
one  he  appoints.  Why  then  should  we  take  $20,000  from 
the  taxpayers'  pockets  to  hire  two  new  members? 

With  five  members,  it  would  take  three  to  make  a  quorum, 
thus  requiring  more  time  to  make  a  decision.  In  cases  in- 
volving important  policy  issues,  the  agreement  of  all  five 
members  would  be  necessary.  Therefore,  there  would  be 
more  delay  with  a  board  of  five  members.  Employers  and 
employees  want  action — not  delay. 

In  regard  to  free  speech,  it  should  be  made  clear  that 
nothing  in  the  act  forbids  expressions  of  opinions  by  em- 
ployers which  do  not  in  fact  interfere  with,  restrain,  or  force 
employees  in  their  right  to  self -organization.  No  court  has 
ever  held  that  any  infringement  of  this  precious  right  has 
yet  resulted  from  this  act. 

The  problem  of  determining  the  appropriate  bargaining 
unit  has  been  the  most  perplexing  and  most  troublesome 
that  the  Board  has  had  to  face.  Numerous  factors  are  in- 
volved, such  as  the  desires  of  the  employees,  the  history  of 
collective  bargaining  in  similar  plants  in  industry,  the  mu- 
tual and  conflicting  interests  of  employees,  and  geographical 
location  of  different  units  of  business. 

The  application  of  the  Globe  doctrine  has  been  used  in 
cases  of  conflict  between  craft  and  industrial  unions.  It 
permits  the  employees  in  the  craft  group,  by  vote  or  other 
expression  of  their  wishes,  to  decide  for  themselves  whether 
they  desire  to  be  in  a  separate  craft  unit  or  to  be  part  of  a 
large  unit,  including  the  craft  group.  If  a  majority  of  the 
craft  employees  express  their  preference  for  the  craft  union, 
then  the  Board  holds  the  craft  unit  to  be  appropriate.  If 
a  majority  of  the  craft  employees  express  a  preference  for 
the  union  claiming  the  larger  unit,  then  the  Board  includes 
the  craft  employees  in  the  larger  unit. 

In  81  cases  out  of  100  the  Board  decided  that  the  craft 
unl*  was  appropriate.  In  most  of  the  19  cases  turned  down 
by  the  Board  the  craft  unit  had  no  members,  or  substan- 
tially no  members,  among  the  craft  employees,  and  the  craft 
employees  had  Indicated  no  desire  to  be  included  in  the  craft 
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unit,  or  the  craft  unit  had  never  been  historicaUy  consid- 
ered a  separate  craft  group. 

If  you  vote  for  section  2  of  the  Norton  bin  you  would 
establish  a  hard  and  fast  rule  which  the  Board  would  be 
required  to  follow,  regardless  of  other  circumstances.  While 
the  amendment  purports  to  grant  free  choice  to  the  workers 
to  decide  which  form  of  unionism  they  wish,  its  actual 
oijeration,  in  fact,  nullifies  any  free  choice  of  the  majority. 
If  you  vote  on  this  section  you  will  be  compelled  to  take  sides 
with  one  of  the  great  lalwr  organizations.  Members  of 
Congress  should  not  be  forced  to  take  sides  between  indus- 
trial and  craft  unions.  Furthermore,  Mr.  Speaker,  some  of 
the  employers  are  against  adoption  of  this  section. 

We  should  not  be  too  hasty  in  amending  this  act.  No  one 
wants  to  destroy  it  or  take  away  from  labor  the  right  of 
collective  bargaining.  In  times  like  these,  with  a  great  de- 
fense program  in  process  in  America,  we  want  industrial 
peace.  Labor,  industry,  and  Government  must  go  forward 
with  a  united  front. 

Mr.  HEALEY.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANDIS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  The  gentleman  concedes  that  the  adminis- 
trative changes  in  the  Norton  bill  can  be  put  in  force  under 
the  present  language  of  the  act? 

Mr.  LANDIS.     That  is  right. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Utah  (Mr.  MurdockI. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Whittington ) .  The  Chair  will 
count.  [After  counting.]  One  hundred  and  thirty-seven 
Members  are  present,  a  quorum. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Murdock]. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  MurdockI. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  believe 
that  we  will  consider  at  this  session  of  Congress  a  bill  of 
more  importance  than  this  one.  We  can  talk  here  from 
now  until  doomsday  with  all  the  eloquence  that  is  so  abun- 
dant in  this  Chamber,  but  we  cannot  build  a  battleship,  we 
cannot  build  any  motorized  equipment,  we  cannot  thread  the 
smallest  bolt  that  will  go  into  our  national  defense.  The 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United  States  can  criticize 
today,  tomorrow,  and  fcr  weeks  to  come,  as  it  has  in  years 
gone  by,  labor  and  the  Labor  Board,  as  well  as  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act,  but  it  is  just  as  impotent  as  we  are 
when  it  comes  to  building  the  national  defense.  The  great 
metropolitan  newspapers  of  the  United  States  have  been 
going  at  top  speed  since  the  enactment  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  in  1935  down  to  the  present  time  in  their 
criticism  of  labor,  in  their  criticism  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act,  and  in  their  criticism  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board,  but  they,  too,  are  just  as  impotent  as  we 
are  here  with  all  our  eloquence  when  it  comes  to  building 
the  national  defense.  You  can  pile  up  all  the  millions  of 
dollars  that  there  are  in  the  length  and  breadth  of  America, 
but  those  dollars  cannot  build  one  l)attleship,  they  cannot 
weld  one  seam,  or  thread  one  k>olt  in  building  the  national 
defense  of  America. 

We  need  today  in  this  international  crisis  a  united  coun- 
try. We  need  every  group  and  we  need  every  citizen.  Now, 
what  group  in  America  will  we  look  to.  what  group  in  Amer- 
ica will  we  depend  on,  not  only  to  build  the  battleships  for 
America,  the  airplanes  for  America,  the  rifles  for  America, 
but  everything  else  that  goes  into  national  defense? 

The  man  in  the  overalls,  the  laborer,  he  is  the  man  on 
whom  we  must  all  depend  if  we  fortify  and  build  a  national 
defense  that  is  formidable,  that  is  adequate,  and  that  is  in- 
vincible. So  I  say  to  you  today.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we 
are  treading  on  rather  sacred  ground  if  we  begin  kicking 
labor  in  the  face,  if  we  begin  taking  from  labor  the  legisla- 


tion they  consider  sacred  and  which  they  have  been  trsring 
to  get  for  the  last  three-quarters  of  a  century.  I  hope  that 
in  anything  I  say  today  I  will  not  offend  any  group  or  any 
person  in  the  United  States. 

I  want  to  answer  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Smith 
committee  in  respect  to  his  reference  to  the  A.  F.  of  L.  case, 
in  which  the  Supreme  Court  held  that  action  by  the  Board 
in  certifsring  a  representative  for  collective  bargaining  was 
not  reviewable  by  the  Supreme  Court.  Why  did  Congress 
pass  a  law  that  precluded  court  review  in  representation 
cases?  The  distinguished  gentleman  from  Virginia  failed 
absolutely  to  give  you  the  history  behind  that  legislation. 
He  did  not  even  refer  to  one  little  paragraph  that  might 
have  been  a  full,  conclusive,  and  complete  explanation  of 
why  Congress  failed  to  give  the  courts  the  power  of  review 
in  representation  cases. 

If  you  will  be  kind  enough  to  give  me  your  attention 
while  I  read  from  that  Supreme  Court  decision  I  shall  give 
you  the  reason  stated  by  Congress,  and  relied  by  the  courts, 
why  we  did  not  grant  to  the  courts  the  power  of  review  in 
representation  case.  This  is  what  Justice  Stone  i;aid  in  his 
opinion  on  that  ix>int,  and  I  hope  that  the  Members  will 
listen  to  this.  I  hope  they  are  anxious  enough  today  to  find 
out  why  we  took  that  action.  I  hope  they  will  not  take  the 
statement  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  as  to  the  reason 
for  Congress  taking  what  he  said  was  e  right  away  from  the 
workers.  This  is  Justice  Stone  of  the  Supreme  Court  speak- 
ing and  telling  you  the  reasons  Congress  gave  and  that  the 
court  predicated  its  decision  on. 

Upon  the  Introduction  of  the  bill  which  was  enacted  as  the 
Wagner  Act.  Congress  had  pointedly  brought  to  its  attention  the 
experience  under  Public  Resolution  44  of  June   19,   1934. 

What  was  that  resolution?  That  was  the  resolution 
creating  the  labor  board  to  which  the  present  Board  Is 
successor. 

That  resolution  authorized  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board, 
the  predecessor  of  respondent,  "to  order  and  conduct  elections"  by 
employees  of  any  employer  to  determine  who  were  their  repre- 
sentatives for  bargaining  purposes.  Section  2  provided  that  any 
order  of  the  Board  should  be  reviewed  in  the  same  manner  as 
orders  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  under  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act.  The  reports  of  the  congressional  committers 
upon  the  bill  which  became  the  Wagner  Act  refer  to  the  long 
delays  in  the  procedure  prescribed  by  Resolution  44,  resulting 
from  applications  to  the  Federal  appellate  courts  for  review  of 
orders  for  elections,  and  in  considering  the  provisions  of  section 
9  (d)  the  committee  reports  were  emphatic  in  their  declaration 
that  the  provisions  of  the  bill  for  court  review  did  not  extend  to 
proceedings  under  section  9  except  as  incidental  to  a  review  of  an 
order  restraining  an  unfair  labor  practice  under  section  10. 

The  bill  was  similarly  explained  on  the  Senate  floor  by  the 
committee  chairman  who  declared:  "It  provides  for  review  in  the 
court  only  after  the  election  has  been  held  and  the  Board  has 
ordered  the  employer  to  do  something  predicated  upon  the  results 
of  that  election."  The  conclusion  is  unavoidable  that  Congress, 
as  the  result  of  a  deliberate  choice  of  conflicting  policies,  has 
excluded  representation  certifications  of  the  Board  from  the  review 
by  Federal  appellate  courts  authorized  by  the  Wagner  Act  except 
In  the  circiunstances  specified  in  section  9  (d). 

After  1  year's  experience  with  court  review  in  representa- 
tion cases,  Mr.  Chairman,  under  Public  Resolution  No.  44. 
Congress  and  labor  had  had  their  fill  of  dilatory  proceedings 
to  thwart  the  will  and  intent  of  Congress  and  the  hope  of 
labor.  One  year  had  gone  by  and  not  one  single  election 
had  been  reviewed  by  the  courts  and  a  decision  handed 
down.  Is  it  any  wonder,  then,  that  Congress  in  its  wisdom 
said  that  the  conduct  of  an  election,  the  counting  of  ballots, 
and  certifying  the  result  is  merely  and  exclusively  an  admin- 
istrative act.  an  administrative  act  which  should  not  be  re- 
viewed by  the  court?  Hence  after  our  experience  of  1  year, 
when  not  one  election  had  been  decided  under  the  law. 
Congress  decided  that  that  was  enough,  that  that  experience 
was  emphatic  as  to  the  error  of  review  of  elections  by  the 
courts,  and  so  we  struck  it  out.  The  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia would  have  you  believe  that  we  did  it  to  injure  labor, 
to  deprive  them  of  a  right,  when  the  truth  is  just  the  oppo- 
site is  true.  Labor  was  being  robbed  and  deprived  of  its 
rights  by  dilatory,  destructive  court  appeals.    We  eliminated 
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from  the  present  act  court  review  of  representation  cases. 
Why?    Because  the  lamp  of  experience  has  shown  us  the 
light;  we  knew  the  injustice,  we  knew  of  the  failure,  we 
knew  of  the  impotence  of  that  type  of  legislation,  and  by 
our  experience  were  guided  in  enacting  the  new  law.    That 
Is  what  happened.     The  gentleman  from  Virginia  would  now 
have  us  turn  bAct;  shut  our  eyes  to  experience;  return  to 
delay  and  dilatory  tactics  and  again  introduce  the  injustice 
of  the  past.    He  proposes  the  return  to  this  practice  in  an 
assumed  attitude  of  friendship  to  the  principles  of  the  present 
act.  yet  he  voted  against  it.    I  say  beware  of  such  friendship. 
Let  us  now  look  at  one  further  thing  in  connection  with  the 
A.  P.  of  L.  case,  and  what  is  it?    All  up  and  down  the  Pacific 
coast  the  employers  of  longshore  employees  had  organized 
themselves  into  one  great  big  employers'  association.    Why 
did  they  do  it?     The  better  to  thwart  and  offset  the  efforts 
for  collective  bargaining  of  the  lalwrers  who  were  employed 
by  them,  they  formed  a  great,  gigantic  organization  of  em- 
ployers, and  then  they  wanted  to  deal  with  their  employees 
in  little  units.    The  Labor  Board  said.  "No.    If  employers  in 
this  country  are  going  to  form  gigantic  employers  associations, 
then  in  order  to  give  the  employee  equality  he  should  be  en- 
titled to  the  same  unit  in  his  collective  bargaining."    So  all 
up  and  down  the  Pacific  coast  the  longshore  employees  were 
designated  as  an  appropriate  collective  bargaining  unit.    As 
a  result,  the  election  included  every  longshore  employee  along 
the  coast.    Probably  the  only  trouble  is  that  instead  of  one 
labor  organization  being  certified  the  other  was.  and  the  loser. 
as  is  traditional  in  human  relations,  was  not  satisfied  and  has 
been  complaining  ever  since.    I  do  not  criticize  these  com- 
plaints as  they  are  only  human. 

Let  us  refer  to  the  Donnelly  Garment  case.  What  were 
the  facts  there?  Oh.  they — the  Smith  committee — had  the 
distinguished  fx-Senator  from  Missouri  there.  Why?  In 
my  opinion,  he  was  called  just  at  that  time  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  the  Labor  Board  and  the  Smith  committee  back  into 
the  headlines.  That  is  why  the  ex-Senator  from  Missouri 
was  called  over  here  at  what  was  considered  a  very  propitious 
time,  because  other  important  matters  had  crowded  the  Labor 
Board  and  the  Smith  committee  into  the  background  and 
they  had  to  have  some  headlines.  The  Smith  amendment 
was  soon  to  be  considered. 

The  evidence  in  that  case  is  what?  That  the  lawyers 
and  the  owners  of  the  Donnelly  Garment  Co.  had  concluded, 
like  many,  many  other  employers  opposed  to  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act.  that  the  act  was  unconstitutional. 
They  had  first  resorted  to  injunction  to  stop  the  act,  and 
then  all  of  a  sudden  while  the  injunctive  proceedings  were 
going  on  the  act  was  held  constitutional.  Then  what  hap- 
pened? Immediately  the  employees  were  called  into  a  meet- 
ing and  the  employer,  Mrs.  Reed,  formerly  Mrs.  Donnelly, 
was  called  down  to  the  plant  to  make  a  speech  and  tell  her 
employees  how  magnanimous  and  generous  she  was  in  her 
support  of  labor,  except  she  would  not  tolerate  an  outside 
vmlcn.  and  what  she  wanted  to  do  with  her  employees. 

They  asked  her.  according  to  the  evidence,  what  to  do,  and 
she  said  the  thing  to  do  was  to  ask  her  attorneys  what  to 
do,  and  they  did  that;  and  what  attorneys  did  they  get?  In 
my  opinion  they  got  the  attorneys  specified  by  the  employer, 
and  they  came  down  there  to  the  Donnelly  Garment  Co.. 
and  did  what?  They  organized  a  company-dominated  union, 
and  as  soon  as  they  got  a  company-dominated  union  or- 
ganized, then  inuncdiately  what  did  they  do?  Oh.  they 
caused  to  be  entered  into  a  closed-shop  contract  with  the 
Donnelly  Garment  employees  and  with  the  company  or- 
ganized and  dominated  union,  organized  and  sponsored  by 
the  firm.  They  tried  first  to  thwart  the  act  by  injunction, 
and  when  it  was  held  constitutional,  then  they  jumped  in, 
as  was  done  by  so  many  employers,  and  organized  a  company 
union  and  then  immediately  entered  into  a  closed-shop  con- 
tract to  do  what?  To  protect  the  employees  under  this  act? 
No.  but  to  thwart  the  efforts  of  the  employees  in  taking  ad- 
Tantage  of  the  act  and  to  undo  what  Congress  had  done. 
Now.  that  is  the  answer  In  the  Donnelly  Garment  case, 
and  when  Mr.  Dubinsky  came  down  and  answered  Senator 


Reed  on  It,  I  believe  he  made  a  complete  and  a  conclusive 
answer,  and  If  you  will  read  the  record  I  am  sure  you  will 
agree  on  It. 

I  called  your  attention  in  particular  to  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  case;  why?  Because  the  chairman  of  the 
Smith  committee  had  attempted  to  lead  you  to  believe  that 
Congress  had  acted  erroneously;  that  we  had  acted  hur- 
riedly; but  what  we  did  was  to  correct,  In  the  light  of  our 
experience,  an  error  that  was  made  under  the  former  bill 
and  to  give  the  employees  of  this  country  the  right  by  elec- 
tion to  get  the  thing  done  in  a  hurry  without  the  shackles 
of  court  review  and  put  this  act  to  work  f9r  them  and  not  to 
be  dragged  into  the  courts  and  have  it  thwarted  as  it  was 
imder  Public  Resolution  No.  44. 

Oh.  Mr.  Smith  told  you  there  was  no  appeal  in  that  kind 
of  case.  Let  us  see  if  there  is.  Suppose  that  the  employer, 
Mr.  Chairman,  after  the  bargaining  representative  has  been 
designated  by  the  Labor  Board,  thinks  there  was  something 
unfair  about  the  election,  suppose  he  thinks  a  majority  did 
not  vote  for  a  designated  union,  all  he  has  to  do  is  to  re- 
fuse to  bargain,  and  when  he  does  that  the  Labor  Board  is 
absolutely  helpless  until  they  get  a  court  order  enforcing 
their  order,  which  brings  the  matter  Into  the  courts,  and 
not  only  the  unfair  labor  practice  order  can  be  reviewed, 
but  every  step  in  the  election  can  be  reviewed  from  the  be- 
girming  down  to  the  designation  of  the  representative.  So 
they  do  have  an  appeal  if  there  Is  anything  very  unfair 
about  it.  and  I  might  say  that  up  to  this  time,  as  I  recall, 
there  has  not  been  one  representation  case  contested  in 
court  where  the  action  of  the  Board  has  l)een  reversed. 
This,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  very  eloquent  tribute  to  the  legality 
and  fairness  of  the  Board's  procedure  in  representation 
cases. 

Now.  when  they  say  that  all  these  amendments  do — and  I 
will  not  have  time  to  go  into  them  in  detail — is  to  make  the 
act  more  effective,  here  is  a  typical  example,  Mr.  Chairman, 
of  what  they  mean  by  that,  if  I  can  tiu-n  to  It  here  in  a 
hurry.  On  collective  bargaining  they  do  what?  In  this 
very  innocuous,  in  this  very  simple.  Innocent-looking  amend- 
ment included  as  one  of  the  Smith  amendments,  they  define 
collective  bargaining,  and  they  say  what?  "That  nobody 
shall  be  compelled  to  enter  into  an  agreement."  That  is  in 
the  act  now  and  it  has  been  so  construed  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States.  Why  then  should  we  waste  our 
time  here  today  writing  something  into  the  act  that  is  al- 
ready there  and  has  already  been  interpreted  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  as  being  there?  Oh.  it  helps  to 
hide  the  other  thing,  and  the  other  thing  is  what?  The 
other  thing  is  that  the  "employer  shall  not  be  compelled  to 
submit  counter  proposals."  "There  is  nothing  in  the  act 
today  that  says  that  he  must  submit  counter  proposals,  but, 
Mr.  Chairman,  is  there  a  man  in  this  House,  is  there  a  Mem- 
ber here  who  can  say  that  you  can  have  collective  bargaining 
without  both  parties  making  counter  proposals?  Any  other 
type  of  negotiation  would  be  a  sham  and  a  fraud,  but  they 
say  to  the  emplosrer.  aflBrmatively,  "You  do  not  need  to  submit 
counter  proposals."  or  in  other  words,  all  the  employer  would 
have  to  do  is  to  come  in — and  I  would  suggest  under  the 
Smith  amendment  he  buy  a  nice  box  of  cigars — all  he  would 
have  to  do  is  to  come  in  and  smoke  those  good  cigars  while 
the  laborers  or  his  employees  try  to  get  him  to  negotiate  a 
contract  by  collective  bargaining.  How  can  there  be  collec- 
tive bargaining  without  the  submission  of  counter  proposals 
by  l)oth  sides? 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  additional  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Utah. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  to  the 
necessity  just  at  this  time  for  a  Labor  Board,  what  was  the 
first  thing  that  was  done  In  this  respect  when  the  United 
States  went  into  the  last  World  War? 

The  first  thing  we  did  was  to  organize  a  labor  board,  right 
at  the  outset,  and  if  we  need  ansrthing  Just  at  this  time  we 
need  a  potent  labor  law,  like  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act,  and  we  need  a  potent,  coiu'ageous  Labor   Board   to 


enforce  It.  Under  the  Smith  amendments,  we  do  what? 
If  there  is  a  dispute  as  to  the  appropriate  unit,  then  the 
Labor  Board  would  say.  under  the  Smith  amendments,  there 
is  a  dispute  l)etween  rival  unions  as  to  the  appropriate 
imit.  so  we  will  sit  back  here  and  refuse  to  assume  juris- 
diction. Is  that  what  we  want?  Is  that  why  we  passed 
the  present  act?  Was  It  to  guard  the  Labor  Board,  to 
guard  them  against  critcism  by  either  the  C.  I.  O.  or  the 
A.  F.  of  L.?  The  reason  we  passed  the  law  was  to  create 
a  fortun  for  the  employees  of  the  United  States,  where 
they  could  go  and  have  a  representative  designated  and 
also  the  appropriate  bargaining  unit. 

I  say  to  you.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  to  adopt  that  amendment, 
which  would  ahsolutely  deprive  the  employees  of  America 
of  obtaining  a  settlement  on  the  question  of  appropriate  unit 
as  between  confiicting  unions,  would  be  a  mistake.  If  we 
ever  did  need  it.  we  need  it  now,  even  though  it  does  bring 
criticism  on  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  and  1  say 
that  instead  of  weakening  that  provision  of  the  Act  it  should 
be  strengthened.  Do  you  want  to  deprive  the  employee  of 
going  to  the  forum  created  by  the  Congress  and  submitting 
the  facts  or  do  you  want  to  tell  that  Board  that  as  long  as 
there  is  a  dispute  they  do  not  need  to  take  jurisdiction. 
What  would  be  the  result  of  that  type  of  amendment?  There 
is  only  one  result  left,  only  one  redress,  only  one  remedy  left 
to  the  employees  of  America  if  you  destroy  that  phase  of  the 
act.  and  it  is  what?  It  is  to  resort  to  strike.  If  they  cannot 
get  the  question  of  the  appropriate  imit  settled,  if  th&y  cannot 
by  legal  authority  have  a  bargaining  representative  desig- 
nated, then  what  is  going  to  happen?  They  are  going  to 
resort  to  the  only  other  remedy  they  have,  and  that  is  to 
strike.  We  did  not  pass  this  law  to  foster  strikes.  We  passed 
this  law  to  encourage  peace  in  labor  relations,  and  if  any 
of  you  will  take  the  time  to  look  at  the  statistics  submitted 
for  the  record  before  the  Smith  committee.-  you  will  find 
that  these  figures  bear  out  the  facts  that  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  and  the  administration  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  have  been  conducive  to  peaceful  relations 
between  labor  and  employer.  This  is  a  poor  time,  in  my 
opinion,  to  tamper  with  that  act,  and  to  make  it  any  weaker 
than  it  is  already. 

Mr.  KEEFE.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Yes. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  We  have  under  discussion  presently  the  so- 
called  Norton  bill,  which  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey 
has  indicated  she  is  giving  her  full  support.  Does  the  gentle- 
man from  Utah  support  that  bill? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.     In  its  present  form  I  do  not. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Does  the  gentleman  support  any  of  the  so- 
called  Smith  amendments? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  think  if  there  is  anything  wrong 
with  the  present  act.  which  I  am  not  willing  to  admit,  it  is  in 
the  administration  of  the  act;  and  I  say  this — that  after  the 
5  years'  experience  of  the  present  Board  members  this  is  a 
poor  time  to  add  new  men  that  have  not  had  experience.  I 
say  this — to  continue  the  present  Board  and  to  add  two  mem- 
bers to  it.  which  will  absolutely  guarantee  to  all  of  us  that 
we  will  at  least  get  some  fresh  viewpoints  down  there  and 
guarantee  that  no  two  men  on  the  Board  will  constitute  a 
majority.  This,  in  my  opinion,  is  as  far  as  we  should  go  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Will  the  gentleman  Indicate,  If  he  will — and 
I  am  seeking  information,  the  gentleman  has  made  a  good 
statement — what  portions  of  the  Norton  amendments  he 
thinks  bad  and  which  portions  he  accepts  as  proper? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  My  answer  to  that  Is  that  the 
Norton  bill  in  its  present  form  is  not  acceptable  to  me.  and 
to  speculate  on  what  is  going  to  happen  to  it  I  am  unwilling 
to  do  at  this  time.  I  think,  however,  that  the  purpose  of  the 
debate  today  is  not  to  consider  the  Norton  bill,  but  to  bring 
the  enactment  of  all  the  amendments  proposed  by  Chairman 
Smith.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Utah 
has  again  expired. 


Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoitman.] 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  so  many  things  are  said 
in  the  course  of  debate  on  this  bill  which  are  not  borne  out  by 
the  record  that  at  this  time  I  call  attention  to  one  statement 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Murdock],  who  said. 
If  I  understood  him  correctly,  that  not  one  representation 
case  has  been  contested  in  court. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Oh,  I  think  I  said  that  not  one 
representation  case  had  been  handled  by  the  Supreme  Court. 
That  is,  no  representation  case  except  as  connected  with  un- 
fair labor  practices,  but,  of  course,  that  is  the  only  way  it  could 
get  into  court. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  last  half  of  the  statement  of  the 
gentleman  is  quite  correct,  but  why  the  statement  that  "not 
one  representation  case  has  been  handled  by  the  Supreme 
Court,"  as  an  indication  that  either  employers  or  employees 
were  satisfied  with  the  handling  of  that  kind  of  case  by  the 
Labor  Board? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     No. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  would  like  to  read  what  the 
act  does  say. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Ah.  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  held  In 
the  so-called  Longshoremen's  case,  reported  in  One  Hundred 
and  Third  Federal  Reports,  second  edition,  page  933,  and 
affirmed  by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  on  the  2d  day 
of  January  1940.  Sixtieth  Supreme  Court  Reports,  page  300, 
that  a  certification  of  representatives  for  collective  bargain- 
ing made  by  the  Board  was  not  reviewable  in  the  courts. 

Nothing  is  gained  by  the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Murdock]  that  "not  one  representation  case  has 
been  handled  by  the  Supreme  Court."  When  reading  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  we  find  this  statement: 

The  single  issue  which  we  are  now  called  on  to  decide  Is  whether 
the  certiflcatlon  by  the  Board  is  an  order,  which,  by  related 
provisions  of  the  statute.  Is  made  reviewable  upon  petition  to  the 
Court  of  Appeals  of  the  District,  or  in  an  appropriate  case,  to  a 
circuit  court  of  appeals. 

There  is  a  statement  by  Justice  Stone,  who  delivered  the 
opinion  of  the  Court,  that  but  the  one  issue  was  before  the 
Supreme  Court.  That  issue  was  whether  employees — mem- 
bers of  a  union,  for  example — could  appeal  to  the  courts  for 
a  review  of  the  order  of  the  Board  depriving  them  of  repre- 
sentatives for  collective  bargaining;  and  that  case  was  "han- 
dled" by  the  Supreme  Court  when  It  decided,  as  it  did.  that 
the  employees  had  no  right  to  review  such  an  order  in  the 
Court. 

The  Court  then  said: 

It  seems  to  be  thought  that  this  failure  to  provide  for  a  coxirt 
review  is  productive  of  peculiar  hardships,  which  were  perhaps  not 
foreseen  In  cases  where  the  interests  of  rival  unions  are  affected. 
But  these  are  argumenta  to  be  addressed  to  Congress  and  not  the 
courts. 

There  was  a  similar  holding  in  the  Harris  case,  both  in  the 
circuit  (Harris  v.  N.  L.  R.  B.,  100  Fed.  (2d)  197)  and  in  the 
Supreme  Court  (59  S.  C.  R.  584),  although  in  this  latter  case 
other  issues  were  involved. 

At  least  a  dozen  times  in  the  circuit  courts  of  appeal  a  like 
decision  has  been  made  and  now  It  is  frankly  admitted  that 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  employees,  whether  they  belong  to 
a  union  or  whether  they  are  unorganized,  may  be.  and  have 
been,  denied  the  right  to  bargain  collectively  through  repre- 
sentatives of  their  own  choosing-  -a  right  expressly  gi/en  them 
by  section  7  of  the  act. 

Those  who  are  in  favor  of  the  right  of  collective  bargaining 
should  join  In  amending  the  law  so  that  employees  may  have 
the  right  which  section  7  says  they  have,  but  which  the 
Supreme  Court  In  the  Longshoremen's  case  said  they  did  not 
have. 

The  law  is  supposed  to  let  employers  exist,  because  without 
an  employer  what  is  an  employee  going  to  do?  In  the  Long- 
shoremen's case  it  was  pointed  out  how  the  employees  could 
I  not  bargain  collectively.    In  the  Zirkin  case  it  was  pointed 
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out  how  the  business  of  the  employer  might  be  destroyed  by 
employees  claiming  to  act  under  this  law. 

In  the  Zirkin  case,  which  was  decided  by  the  Circuit  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia  on  the  27th  day  of 
March  1939  a05  Fed.  (2d)  D.  and  affirmed  by  the  Supreme 
Court  on  the  11th  day  of  December  1939  t308  U.  8.  522),  the 
circuit  court  of  appeals,  among  other  things,  said: 

The  argument  Is  that  unless  Injunction  can  Issue  In  such  a  situa- 
tion, the  employer  may  well,  for  lack  of  other  remedy,  see  his  busi- 
ness destroyed. 

And  then  further  said: 

\  It  Is  clear  ftirther  that  In  stich  a  situation  there  is  no  remedy  for 

the  employer  under  the  National  L,abor  Relations  Act.  ♦  •  • 
The  result  Is  an  Inequality  before  the  law  as  between  an  employer 
and  employees  In  this  particular,  gamely,  that  while  the  employer 
has  a  substantive  right  to  carry  on  his  business,  he  lacks  a  legal 
remedy  for  protecting  the  same  against  injury  through  the  struggle 
of  competing  unicn.s.  even  though  he  be  Indifferent  as  to  the  choice 
of  his  employees  t>ctween  them. 

That  case  is  also  authority  for  the  proposition  that  a  ma- 
jority of  the  employees  working  for  one  employer  are  them- 
selves deprived  of  the  right  of  collective  bargaining. 

Then  tlie  Court,  shirking  its  responsibility  under  the  Con- 
stitution, its  responsibility  to  declare  the  law  unconstitu- 
tional if  due  process  of  law  and  equal  protection  under  the 
law  was  not  given  to  all  citizens,  said: 

Such  argument  of  hardship  must  be  addressed  to  Congress  in 
respect  of  the  possibility  of  an  amendment  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  In  such  manner  as  will  give  to  employers  a  right  to 
invoke  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Board  for  a  settlement  of  disputes 
concerning  rights  of  representation. 

Now,  this  matter  being  before  us.  I  ask  you,  are  we  going 
to  refuse  to  amend  a  law  which  the  highest  Court  In  the 
land  says  deprives  the  employees  of  the  right  to  bargain  col- 
lectively, which  we  said  they  should  have;  to  amend  the  law 
which  deprives  the  employer  of  the  right  to  do  business, 
which  the  Supreme  Court  said  this  act  did;  and  when  that 
Court  has  said  that  it  could  not,  under  the  circumstances, 
extend  a  remedy?  Where  the  Supreme  Court  said  the  rem- 
edy was  by  an  appeal  to  the  Congress? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  cannot  yield.  The  gentleman  spoke 
about  unity,  and.  referring  to  tlie  statement  I  made  on  the 
floor  yesterday  about  the  Supreme  Court,  intimated  at  least 
that  my  criticism  of  the  Court  was  not  conducive  to  unity. 
That  statement  was  as  follows: 

He  <the  President)  has  over  In  the  Supreme  Ckiurt  Building. 
Justices,  so-called  judicial  Interpreters  of  the  law,  who  one  day 
decide  that  an  employer  who  has  a  dispute  with  his  employees  Is. 
under  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act,  engaged  In  Interstate  com- 
merce and  that  the  dispute  affects  Interstate  commerce — a  court 
which,  on  a  subsequent  day.  In  the  case  Involving  the  same  acts, 
transpiring  on  the  same  day,  holds  that  those  acts  are  not  in  re- 
straint of  Intersta'e  commerce. 

Those  puppet  Justices  make  themselves  objects  of  derision  by 
holding  on  one  day  that,  under  the  Labor  Act,  the  employer  is 
engaged  in  interstate  commerce,  and,  on  a  subsequent  day,  on  the 
■am*  set  of  facu.  holding,  under  the  Sherman  Act.  that  it  Is  not 
engaged  In  interstate  commerce. 

And  I  here  and  now  repeat  that  there  can  be  no  unity 
under  a  decision  which  today  says  that  black  is  white  and 
tomorrow  Insists  that  white  is  black.  Read  the  dissenting 
opinion  of  Chief  Justice  Hughes  in  that  case  and  you  will  see 
the  absurdity  of  the  decision  rendered  by  the  puppet 
Justices — the  New  Deal  spokesmen. 

Let  me  say  something  more  about  unity,  for  I  agree  that 
now  we  must  have  a  unity  of  purpose  and  of  effort  if  our 
country  is  to  survive. 

I  am  glad  to  know  that  some  of  those  who  have  been  sup- 
porting the  New  Deal  have  at  last  discovered  that  it  alone 
cannot  save  us.  I  regret  that  the  New  Deal  and  its  philosophy 
is  50  great  a  handicap  in  this  our  time  of  trial;  and  I  hope 
and  I  pray  that  cut  of  this  foreign  situation  may  come  to  us 
here  in  America  a  realization  of  the  great  wisdom,  the  sound 
principles  laid  down  by  our  forefathers  when  they  subscribed 
to  our  Constitution. 


rAiLuax  TO  ooopiBATs  wnx  mama  msavm — sum  ooopbution  mat 

arvx  us  a  dictatob 

We  are  agreed  that  to  bring  about  other  than  ordinary 
results  cooperation  is  necessary.  All  too  often  by  coopera- 
tion we  mean  that  others  should  accept  our  views  and  coop- 
erate with  us.  We  are  somewhat  reluctant,  as  energetic  and 
independent  Americans,  to  accept  the  other  fellow's  plans,  to 
follow  his  methods. 

Nevertheless,  if  it  be  true  that  the  safety  of  this  Nation 
and  its  people  depends  upon  the  adequate  and  immediate 
acquisition  of  an  enormous  number  of  aircraft,  antiaircraft 
guns,  immense  quantities  of  ordnance,  munitions  of  war  of 
all  kinds,  air  bases,  motor  transportation,  the  building  of 
fortifications,  of  ships  of  all  kinds,  the  accumulation  of  great 
stores  of  materials  essential  in  all  warfare,  intelligent  coopera- 
tion on  the  part  of  every  citizen  must  be  had. 

This  does  not  mean  that  we  should,  or  that  we  safely  can, 
follow  the  guidance  of  one  man.  History  shows  that  course 
of  procedure  ends  always  in  the  same  way — temporary  abso- 
lute power  for  the  one;  the  denial  of  prosperity,  independence, 
and  liberty  to  the  many. 

Hence  it  is  that,  in  this  day,  while  we  strive  for  cooperation, 
drive  with  the  whole  force  of  our  being  to  bring  the  Nation 
as  quickly  as  possible  to  a  condition  where  it  is  prepared  to 
meet  any  and  all  dangers  which  may  come,  we  must  not.  in 
either  our  fright  or  fear  or  apprehension  or  singleness  of  pur- 
pose, lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  we  must  at  all  hazards 
preserve  our  constitutional  form  of  government,  so  that,  com- 
ing to  the  end  of  the  road,  we  do  not  find  ourselves  under 
the  heel  of  a  dictator,  rather  than  under  a  government  of  the 
people,  by  the  people,  and  for  the  people. 

Across  the  pages  of  history  has  stridden  many  a  great 
man;  many  a  man  who  has  left  his  name  behind  him.  All  too 
often  these  men  left  with  the  peoples  of  their  time  want, 
misery,  suffering,  bloodshed,  and  death.  Great  men  may  be  a 
blessing ;  sometimes  they  are  a  curse  to  those  who  live  in  their 
day  and  age;  who  follow  after. 

THE    PRESmENT    HAS   INCtnUlZD  TLL-WWL 

President  Roosevelt  has  taken  a  course  which  quite  natu- 
rally has  incurred  the  ill-will  of  the  German  rulers  and  no 
doubt  of  the  German  people.  If.  as  seems  probable  at  the 
moment,  the  German  war  machine  is  victorious  in  the  present 
war.  Roosevelt  seemingly  expects  the  logical  result  of  his 
own  action,  that  is,  an  attack  upon  this  coimtry  by  the 
victor. 

Having  assumed  that  the  British  and  the  French  were 
fighting  our  war,  that  our  national  safety  was  dependent 
upon  their  success,  that  those  in  authority  in  Germany  in- 
tended at  the  end  of  the  conflict  with  their  present  enemies 
to  engage  the  United  States,  he  has  now  brought  about  a 
situation  where  the  country,  whether  or  not  it  approves  of 
his  policy,  is  under  the  necessity  of  preparing  for  the  pos- 
sibility of  an  attack  from  abroad. 

PaEPARXDNESS   IS   TFrAI. 

Such  being  the  fact,  we  must  prepare.  That  means  that 
our  people  must  make  sacrifices  by  way  of  taxation ;  through 
the  giving  up  of  things  which  heretofore  we  have  deemed 
to  be  necessities;  through  longer  hours  of  employment.  All 
must  do  with  less  of  the  nonessentials;  produce  more  of  those 
things  which  are  necessary. 

U  attack  comes,  we  will,  as  a  Nation  of  free  and  inde- 
pendent people,  cease  to  exist  unless  we  awaken  and  now 
prepare.  Unless  industrial  leadership,  private  capital,  execu- 
tive ability,  inventive  genius,  all  those  qualities  possessed  by 
management  which  have  made  us  the  most  efHcient  industrial 
nation  in  the  world,  and  the  manpower  of  America — that,  too. 
unequaled  by  the  manpower  of  any  other  nation— are  joined 
and  welded  together  into  one  cohesive  whole,  we  cannot  meet 
the  call  which  is  now  made  upon  us. 

THE   PRESnjENT    HAS   CAUSZD   DI9COKD 

Unfortunately,  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  whether  his  purpose  has  been  good  or 
bad.  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  as  a  whole  or  for  the  ad- 


vancement of  his  own  political  fortune,  has  consistently 
followed  a  course  of  conduct  which  tended  to  fix  in  the  mind 
of  the  public  the  thought  that  business  executives,  business- 
men, industrial  leaders,  men  of  great  wealth,  were  unpatriotic 
and  a  menace  to  the  Nation;  stood  between  the  people  and 
their  goal  of  a  better,  more  complete,  and  more  prosperous 
life. 

That  class  to  which  I  have  Just  referred  has.  by  the  Presi- 
dent, some  of  his  supporters,  and  the  Senate  Civil  Liberties 
Committee,  been  stigmatized  as  economic  royalists,  princes 
of  privilege,  enemies  of  the  common  man,  and  oppressors 
of  labor. 

Having  so  characterized  them,  Roosevelt,  in  one  of  his 
speeches,  and  evidently  referring  to  them  as  a  class,  said 
that,  in  his  first  administration,  they  had  met  their  match; 
that  he  hoped  that  it  could  be  said  that  in  his  second  they 
had  met  their  master. 

THAT    MAN    HAS    UNDERMUnO)    ETTECTrVE    PRODUCTION 

Through  the  activities  of  the  Senate  Civil  Liberties  Com- 
mittee, by  persecution  of  a  large  number  of  our  patriotic 
citizens,  through  the  activities  of  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Board,  by  means  of  Federal  legislation,  rules  and  regu- 
lations of  Federal  agencies,  and  in  no  small  part  by  the 
decisions  of  his  packed  puppet  court  the  President's  hope 
has.  to  a  large  degree,  come  true  and  business  in  America 
lies  prostrate  at  the  feet  of  the  present  administration. 

Now  comes  danger  to  the  Republic  itself — danger  from 
without — and  the  President  finds  that  he  cannot  meet  that 
danger  without  the  cooperation  of  those  he  has  so  unjustly 
berated — of  those  whose  character,  patriotism,  and  loyalty  he 
has  besmirched  and  created  a  doubt. 

INDUSTRY   WILL   COOPERATE 

Notwithstanding  the  abuse  which*  he  has  heaped  upon 
them,  these  men  without  exception  turn  now  gladly  and 
enthusiastically  and  ask  for  the  opportunity  to  help.  They 
are  ready;  they  are  willing;  they  are  begging  that  use  be 
made  of  their  resources,  of  their  ability,  of  their  facilities. 
But  all  their  beseeching,  all  their  efforts,  all  their  work  will 
not  meet  the  present  need  unless  labor  cooperates. 

Just  as  willing  to  sacrifice  self  and  all  they  have  as  are 
these  men — and  no  one  could  be  more  willing — are  the  rank 
and  file  of  labor.  But  in  between,  preventing  coordination 
and  cooperation,  have  come  certain  enemies  of  our  country. 

You  may  recall  that  on  one  occasion,  not  so  many  years 
ago.  Professor  Tugwell,  who  then  was  Presidential  adviser 
No.  1.  made  the  statement,  and  I  quote: 

Business  will  logically  be  required  to  disappear. 

He  continued: 

This  Is  not  an  overstatement  for  the  sake  of  emphasis.  It  \s 
literally  true.     •     •     •     The  future  is  becoming  visible  In  Russia. 

We.'gh  that  statement  of  a  high  Government  official,  "Busi- 
ness will  logically  be  required  to  disappear." 

BUSINESS   HAS    BEXN    MADE   TO    DISAPPEAR 

This  administration  has  gone  a  long,  long  way,  through  the 
Senate  Civil  Liberties  Committee,  through  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act,  through  the  Labor  Board,  toward  making  come 
true  that  prophecy  of  Tugwell — "Business  shall  be  made  to 
disappear." 

By  means  of  strikes,  unjust  prosecutions,  vicious  persecu- 
tions, vilification,  ruinous  orders,  and  actual  sabotage  by  the 
Labor  Board  and  those  in  whose  interests  it  was  working, 
business  all  too  often  has  been  made  to  disappear,  and  empty 
factories  and  empty  stores  and  homes  have  followed  In  the 
wake  of  its  persecutions.  Even  a  circuit  court  of  appeals  has 
designated  it  as  the  "executioner." 

Secretary  Wallace,  still  in  office  and  in  high  favor  with  the 
President,  had  ideas  for  making  America  over.  He  gener- 
ously expressed  the  hope  "that  such  action  can  be  taken  as 
bloodlessly  as  the  Constitution  was  enacted." 

But  those  enemies  of  our  Republic,  some  of  those  who 
advocated  the  making  over  of  America,  while  they  may  have 
had  the  hope  of  doing  it  bloodlessly,  were  determined  to  do  it 
at  all  hazards.    They  are  the  ones  who  were  active  in  the  sit- 


down.  In  the  slow-down  strikes;  who  defied  the  United  States 
to  make  its  mall  go  through;  who  dynamited  railway  tracks 
and  public  buildings;  defied  the  courts  and  the  peace  officers 
of  city  and  of  State. 

The  sit-down  strikers,  although  they  drove  thousands  of 
people  from  their  Jobs,  destroyed  himdreds  of  thousands  of 
dollars'  worth  of  property;  caused  millions  of  dollars  of  loss 
to  the  wage  earners,  were  never  rebuked  by  the  President  or 
Federal   Government   officials. 

It  is  not  strange  then  that,  with  this  record  of  the  ad- 
ministration before  them,  the  record  of  its  tolerance  for 
Communists  and  communistic  doctrines,  that  public  enemies 
like  R.  J.  Thomas  feel  justified  in  calling  a  strike  in  the 
Tlmken-Detroit  Axle  Co.  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  a  part  of  whose 
business  is  the  making  of  axles  for  gun  carriages,  on  a  de- 
mand for  a  wage  increase,  and  in  making  the  statement  that 
the  men  will  not  work  on  Government  orders,  which  are  a 
part  of  our  national  preparedness  program,  unless  his 
demands  are  granted. 

It  is  no  surprise  that  men  desirous  of  overthrowing  our 
Government,  of  striking  at  us  from  within,  when  we  are  in 
danger  from  without,  should  feel  free  to  instigate  a  strike 
in  the  shipyards  at  Kearny,  N.  J.,  and,  although  they  were 
receiving  a  wage  of  from  62  ^^2  cents  to  $1  per  hour,  that 
they  should  prevent  the  construction  of  warships  which  may 
become  necessary  for  defense  of  our  land. 

PRESroENT     DISREGARDS    DEFIANCE     OF     NAVT 

This  administration,  without  effective  protest,  permitted 
an  affiliate  of  the  organization  which  now  objects  to  any 
changes  in  the  bill  now  before  us,  to  defy  the  United  States 
Navy,  the  War  Department,  permitting  a  picket  line  of  the 
C.  I.  O.  to  refuse  to  deliver  to  agents  of  the  Navy  materials 
which  were  necessary  for  the  continuance"  of  its  program 
for  national  defense  in  the  Navy  Yard  at  Philadelphia. 

Such  an  affront  in  any  other  country  in  the  world  would 
have  been  met  by  at  least  a  prison  sentence.  Here,  the 
Federal  Government,  your  Government  and  mine,  tamely 
submitted. 

Is  it  small  wonder  that  members  of  that  organization  now 
assume  that  they  can  stand  in  the  way  of  a  defense  pro- 
gram? That  they  can  say  that  they  will  work  when  and 
where,  and  only  when  and  where,  they  will,  while  other 
citizens  of  this  country  may  be  subject  to  call  to  active 
service?  That  they  will  do,  in  places  that  are  secure  and 
comfortable,  work  that  Is  at  least  pleasant,  while  the  aver- 
age man,  serving  in  the  Regular  Army  or  with  the  National 
Guard,  may,  if  the  President's  plan  goes  through,  be  sent 
to  fight,  without,  because  of  the  arbitrary  attitude  of  these 
union  leaders,  the  guns  or  ammunition  to  enable  them  to 
perform  that  duty? 

Yes,  while  these  strikers  and  their  leaders  live  in  peace 
and  security  here  at  home,  demanding  ever-shorter  hours 
of  toil,  ever-increasing  wages,  in  some  other  place,  on  some 
other  day,  American  citizens  who  once  were  men  may  be 
but  bloody  pulp,  fiesh  and  bone  ground  into  the  dirt  and 
dust  by  the  tanks  that  have  rolled  over  them  because  they 
lacked  the  tanks  and  the  bombers  and  the  pursuit  planes 
which  would  have  prevented  the  disaster:  means  of  defense 
which  would  be  at  hand  were  it  not  for  the  activities  of 
some  few  so-called  friends  of  labor. 

Contrast  the  pay  of  these  strikers  in  the  Timken -Detroit 
Axle  plant,  and  I  append  here  a  statement  showing  the 
wages  prior  to  the  strike,  with  the  wage  received  by  the 
National  Guard  men. 

The  wages  in  the  Timken-Detrolt  Axle  Co.  were  as  follows: 

CROUP        1  p„     fiiy^^f. 

Shop  truckers  and  elevator  operators $0.78 

Receiving    and    stockkeeplng .._  .82 

Receiving   and   Inspection .876 

Stock    chasing . . .___  .87 

Millwrights .89 

Toolroom . _— __     1. 16 

Machine  repair  and  oilers . 1.055 

Tool    design 1. 183 

Tool    grinding , .99 

Axle    engineering . — . . ....^.  .  855 


/ 
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1940 


cBOuv  I — continued  pgr  hour 

Janitors  and  watchmen 0.784 

Tlmekeepera •  ^J 

Tcxjl   stores........ — . ~ — — — —  .o34 

Inspection - . — _— —  .  W 

Shipping -877 

Truck  driver .■» 


esotrp  a 


Axle  repair. 
Plating 


:.  .  887 

.91 

Screw-machine    operators 1.  IW 

Carrier    machining 1-20 

Rough    grinding .98€ 

Shot  blaat 881 

Heat-treating  department . ....... . .998 

Housing  marhlnlng .. . ... — . 1.035 

Spider    machining .. .. ... . .976 

Dtfferentlal-caae   machining .. ...........  .991 

Brake-sboe-aervlce  machining .... ..... ....  1.  C71 

Axle  setters 1.067 

47  dasalflcatlons  for  the  plant  average .981 

By  the  strike,  the  first  group  obtained  a  wage  Increase  of 
from  8  to  10  percent;  the  second  group,  an  increase  of  from 
5  to  8  percent. 

At  the  shipbuilding  yard  at  Kearny,  there  was  a  4-cent 
Increase  per  hour  for  those  receiving  $1  an  hour. 

A  tool  designer  in  the  Timken-Detroit  plant,  after  the  in- 
crease, received  $1.38  per  hour,  or  for  40  hours'  work.  $55.20; 
and  If  he  worked  8  hours  on  the  following  Saturday  at  time 
and  a  half,  the  total  weekly  wage  would  be  $71.76.  and  if  he 
worked  4  weeks  a  month  the  total  monthly  wage  would  be 
$287  04. 

But  you  or  your  neighbor  who  serve  with  the  National 
Guard,  far  mor  hazardous  service,  at  places  of  danger,  would 
receive,  if  you  were  a  private.  $21  per  month  base  pay;  if  a 
private,  first  class.  $30  base  pay  per  month,  and  you  would  be 
subject  to  call  for  duty  24  hours  a  day. 

The  unfairness,  the  injustice  of  the  President's  course  in 
insisting  that  there  must  be  no  interference  at  the  present 
time  with  labor  legislation,  with  the  activities  of  the  Labor 
Board,  is  demonstrated  when  we  remember  that  he  is  now 
asking  Congress  to  call  out  the  National  Guard,  composed 
of  citizens  of  our  country  who  are  engaged  in  business;  whose 
businesses  and  whose  Incomes  may  be  totally  destroyed  by 
service  with  the  guard :  a  guard  whose  members  will  be  called 
upon  to  go  when  and  where,  and  to  work  at  the  tasks,  pre- 
scribed by  commanding  oflQcers. 

Will  they  be  granted  the  right  of  collective  bargaining? 
Will  these  boys  and  these  men  from  your  town  and  mine 
work  on  a  40-hour  week,  with  time  and  a  half  for  overtime 
and  double  pay  for  holidays  and  Sundays,  and  vacations? 
Will  they?    You  know  they  will  not. 

Yet  the  President — and  why  does  he  do  it.  imless  he  is  seek- 
ing political  advantage  through  the  so-called  labor  vote — 
insists  that  men  like  Thomas  and  Lewis  and  their  Communist 
companions  should  say  when  and  where  and  for  how  long  and 
at  what  rate  of  pay  men  in  this  country  should  work  on  Gov- 
ernment contracts;  on  the  guns  and  materiel  and  munitions 
on  which  the  sons  and  husbands  and  fathers  may  be  de- 
pendent for  life  in  time  of  war. 

The  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  MurdockI  spoke  nothing 
but  the  truth  and  he  did  well  to  call  to  our  attention  the 
fact  that  manufacturers,  men  of  great  wealth,  executives  of 
big  business.  General  Motors.  Clursler.  Ford.  Steel,  big  or 
httle.  or  both,  could  not,  without  the  help  of  labor  provide 
us  with  the  things  which  were  necessary  for  our  national 
defense. 

Equally  true  is  it  that  labor  leaders  alone  cannot  accom- 
plish the  task.  John  L.  Lewis  and  his  asssociates  have  had 
a  great  deal  to  say  about  when  and  where  and  how  long 
and  at  what  wages  men  should  work.  But  did  Lewis  ever 
produce  so  much  as  a  toothpick?     Did  he  ever  give  a  Job? 

If  our  employers  are  to  be  destroyed,  put  out  of  business, 
ks  Tugwell  suggested,  who  then  is  to  furnish  the  jobs  at 
which  the  employee  shall  work?  The  fool  who  killed  the 
goose  that  laid  the  golden  egg  has  nothing  on  the  so-called 
labor  leader  who  destroys  the  business  which  gives  work  to 
the  men  who  pay  him  the  dues  on  which  he  lives. 


How  long  will  It  be  before  the  man  who  works  recognizes 
his  true  friends,  as  distinguished  from  those  who  use  him  to 
advance  their  own  interests;  to  fatten  their  own  pocketbooks; 
who,  in  fact,  live  upon  him  and  exist  because  of  his  toil? 
How  long  will  it  be  before  American  labor  reaLzes  what 
British  labor,  by  the  recent  victories  of  Hitler,  has  been  forced 
to  understand;  that  is.  that  this  is  not  a  40-hour-a-week  war; 
that  no  country  with  a  40-hour  week,  with  half-hearted  in- 
dustrial efforts,  can  hope  to  compete  with  a  country  where, 
under  Hitler,  men  and  women — yes.  and  the  children — work 
day  in  and  day  out.  almost  incessantly. 

Of  course,  no  one  here  approves  of  the  methods  of  Hitler. 
No  one  here  in  America  would  willingly  live  under  the  con- 
ditions which  he  has  brought  about.  But.  if  the  President 
knows  whereof  he  speaks,  we  must  meet  the  armament  which 
Hitler  has  created  under  his  cjrstem.  We  can  do  it  without 
oppression,  without  the  loss  of  liberty,  if  all  are  willing  to 
sacrifice,  if  all  are  willing  to  cooperate. 

But  before  it  can  be  done  we  must  have  a  leader  who  forgets 
his  own  political  ambition.  We  must  have,  as  we  have,  busi- 
nessmen who  are  willing  to  give  all  they  possess.  We  must 
have,  as  we  have,  labor  which  is  willing  to  make  any  necessary 
sacrifice  for  the  common  good. 

But  we  must  do  away  with  those  false,  pretended  friends  of 
labor  who  are  but  parasites,  leeches,  not  only  on  labor  but  on 
our  Nation.  We  must  come  to  realize,  as  have  the  English, 
that  there  is  now  no  question  of  hours  or  wages,  but  a  question 
of  accomplishment. 

Listen  to  and  consider  and  let  those  who  claim  to  represent 
labor  in  this  country  read  again  and  consider  these  author- 
ized statements  of  British  labor: 

This  is  not  the  Tories'  war.  It  is  labor's  war — a  people's 
war.     •     •     •  . 

Hitler's   concept   Is  that   the  people  exist  for  the  Oovemment. 

Ours  is  that  the  CSovernroent  should  be  of.  by.  and  for  the  people. 

Abraham  Lincoln  might  well  be  the  patron  saint  of  British  labor, 

for  his  brand  of  democracy  runs  strong  in  our  ideals  of  statecraft. 

•  •••••• 

Wars  made  by  mere  governments  are  easily  lost,  but  a  war 
backed  by  an  entire  free  people  can  end  only  in  victory.     •      *      • 

The  fact  that  British  labor  has  voluntarily  given  up  benefits 
which  it  took  us  a  hundred  years  to  win  proves  how  much  in 
earnest  we  are.  We  are  working  unlimited  hours.  7  days  a  week, 
and  doing  It  gladly. 

Capital  Is  giving  up  all  its  war  profits  and  labor  is  pulling  its 
full  share  of  the  load  without  thought  of  Increased  pay.  We  re- 
fuse to  take  advantage  of  the  situation  to  force  higher  wages  or 
win  advantages,  even  where  these  are  long  overdue. 

We  refuse  to  do  anything  that  might  in  any  degree  Imperil  the 
cause  for  which  the  AUles  are  fighting — for  that  cause  Is  really 
ours. 

Tliere  are  no  racketeer  leaders  In  British  labor.  We  do  not 
say  that  to  reflect  upon  the  American  labor  movement,  which  wo 
know  Is  inspired  by  Ideals  as  high  as  otirs.  But  apparently  the 
rank  and  file  of  American  labor  has  not  been  able  to  keep  some 
unworthy  men  who  are  not  really  workers  from  gaining  power  in 
their  movement.  It  Is  fortunate  for  us  that  this  has  not  hap- 
pened here,  for  confidence  in  our  leaders  Is  one  great  factor  In 
enabling  British  workers  to  get  unanimously  behind  the  war 
effort. 

••••••• 

British  labor  thorotighly  understands  the  position  of  the  United 
States.  We  dont  want  America  to  come  into  the  war.  We  don't 
need  American  manpower.  But  we  do  need  American  p'.anes 
and  materials  In  vast  quantity,  and  we  do  want  America's  moral 
support. 

British  labor  hopes  that  American  labor  will  answer  our  appeal. 

Quite  true,  these  United  States  are  not  now  engaged  in 
a  war.  We  do  not  propose  to  become  involved  in  a  war.  But 
we  have  determined  that,  come  what  will,  we  shall  not  be 
found  unprepared. 

So  well  prepared  must  we  be  to  protect  our  Nation  that 
even  a  madman  will  not  dare  to  attack  us.  To  accomplish 
that  end  we  must  in  this  country  have  cooperation;  put  an 
end  to  the  Government's  assault  upon  business;  to  the 
internecine  strife  in  labor. 

Because  their  country  was  not  prepared;  because  labor  or 
the  leaders  of  labor,  mere  properly,  insisted  upon  a  shortened 
workweek.  100,000  soldiers  of  Prance  have  died  in  Belgium 
and  on  the  soil  of  their  native  land.  One  hundred  thou.sand 
Englishmen  have  perished  in  Flanders  Field,  in  Belgium,  in 
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the  Netherlands,  ground  into  the  dirt  by  the  tanks,  blown  out 
of  existence  by  the  bomt)ers,  produced  by  the  workers  of 
Germany,  who  knew  no  hours;  who  thought  not  of  wages; 
considered  only  their  nation's  weal. 

When  the  truth  comes  home  to  American  labor,  they  will 
work  as  the  people  of  no  other  nation,  and  they  will  work, 
not  tiecause  of  a  shortened  workweek;  not  because  they 
desire  a  higher  wage.  They  will  work  as  Americans  always 
have  worked,  for  home,  for  fireside,  for  coimtry,  and  for  God, 
and  may  the  devil  take  those  who  wotild  prevent. 

Does  the  President  now  insist  that  this  Labor  Board,  which 
*<-  has  shown  Itself  to  be  an  enemy  of  just  industrial  peace,  shall 
not  be  abolished,  because  he  believes  that  only  certain  labor 
leaders  can  deliver  the  vote?  That  they  will  again,  as  once 
before,  contribute  to  his  campaign  fimd?  Surely  he  is  not  so 
dimib  as  to  believe  that  we  can  have  production  and  indus- 
trial strife  at  the  same  time. 

The  President  calls  for  imity  and  cooperation.  Gladly 
and  willingly  will  every  American  lend  his  aid,  make  any 
and  all  sacrifices  necessary,  but  he  will  first  demand  that 
the  President  forget  himself,  his  political  ambition,  the  views 
of  his  communistic  friends,  of  those  subversive  groups  who 
would  destroy  our  Nation  by  force  or  without  force,  and  de- 
vote himself,  and  compel  others  to  devote  themselves,  to  the 
preservation  of  our  Nation  imder  the  Constitution. 

One  of  the  greatest  obstructions  to  cooperation,  and, 
therefore,  to  preparedness,  is  the  unfairness  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  and  the  arbitrary  and  unjust  acts  of  the 
N.  L.  R.  B.  The  thing  which  we  have  an  opportunity  to  do 
here  today,  the  thing  which  we  should  do.  and  which  will 
add  vastly  to  the  possibility  of  adequately  preparing  for  any 
and  all  danger  which  may  come  to  us  in  the  future,  from 
without  or  from  within,  is  to  vote  to  abolish  this  Labor 
Board,  which,  for  the  past  2  years  at  least,  has  been  a  power- 
ful contributor  to  the  objectives  of  the  subversive  groups 
which  would  destroy  our  country. 

Let  us  abolish  that  Board  and  enact  provisions  which  will 
make  this  law  an  instnunent  of  justice,  an  instrument  which 
will  tend  to  fulfill  its  purpose — the  lessening  of  causes  of 
industrial  dispute;  which  will  bring  to  us  in  our  time  of  need 
cooperation,  and  which  will  result  in  making  it  possible  for 
us  to  become  impervious  to  attack  from  any  source. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Bradley. 1 

Mr.  BRADLETX"  of  Penrisylvania.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  no 
quarrel  with  those  who  state  definitely  that  they  oppose  cer- 
tain types  of  legislation.  I  may  disagree  with  them  but  I  ad- 
mire the  courage  they  have  in  their  convictions.  I  have  no 
quarrel,  for  instance,  with  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Coxl.  We  know  that  he  opposes  these  things.  No  one  is  ever 
in  doubt  as  to  what  his  stand  is. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.    My  time  is  limited. 

Mr.  COX.     Does  not  the  gentleman  oppose  racketeering? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.    I  beg  pardon? 

Mr.  COX.  I  say,  does  not  the  gentleman  himself  oppose 
racketeering? 

Mr.  BRADLETY  of  Pennsylvania.  I  oppose  racketeering, 
but  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  opposes  very  many  legisla- 
tive measures  that  I  approve.  I  do  not  quarrel  with  him  for 
that.  I  always  know  where  he  stands.  But  I  do  quarrel 
with  those  who  under  the  guise  of  friendship  for  labor  as- 
sume the  role  of  infracanlnophiles  and  then  proceed  to 
sabotage  everything  that  means  ans^thing  to  labor.  We  have 
Just  listened  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Horr- 
MANl.  I  really  do  not  think  that  he  believes  in  collective  bar- 
gaining. I  do  not  think  he  believes  in  any  rights  for  organ- 
ized labor.  I  heard  him  here  the  other  day  in  the  debate  on 
the  Navy  bill  in  support  of  an  amendment  he  introduced 
say — at  least  if  he  did  not  advocate  it  he  Implied  It — that 
perhaps  we  could  emulate  certain  dictators  in  Europe.  He 
said  that  they  were  not  handicapped  with  any  Walsh-Healey 
Act,  that  they  had  no  wage  and  hour  law,  that  they  had  no 
National  Labor  Relations  Act,  and  they  did  not  have  any 
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National  Labor  Relations  Board;  and  he  gave  the  impression 
that  he  believed  because  they  did  not  have  those  things  they 
were  able  to  create  their  diabolical  instnmaents  of  destruc- 
tion. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  I  yield  for  a  question  but 
not  for  a  statement,  for  I  have  only  5  minutes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  think  that  we.  work- 
ing on  a  40-hour  week,  can  compete  with  another  nation  work- 
ing on  a  60-hour  week? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  That  is  quite  true,  we 
cannot;  but  I  would  like  the  gentleman  to  get  excited  about 
the  profits  being  made. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Wipe  them  out. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  I  would  like  to  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  that  there  are  certain  other 
things  they  do  not  have  in  these  totalitarian  states.  They 
do  not  have  the  right  of  free  speech.  They  do  not  have  free- 
dom of  religion.  They  do  not  have  the  right  to  worship  God 
as  their  consciences  dictate.  They  do  not  have  any  repre- 
sentative body  wherein  a  representative  can  do  as  the  gentle- 
man does  in  this  forum,  criticize  to  his  heart's  content  and 
denoimce  those  who  administer  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
at  the  present  time.  They  do  not  have  any  of  the  things  we 
have  in  America,  and  I  am  not  willing  to  sacrifice  these 
things  to  achieve  any  of  the  objectives  which  have  been 
achieved  by  those  who  control  the  totalitarian  slates  In 
Europe.  I  wouM  like  to  say  to  the  gentleman  that  if  he 
wants  to  sacrifice  one  phase  of  democracy  he  will  have  to 
make  up  his  mind  to  sacrifice  all  phases,  because  that  is 
only  the  first  step;  and  in  this  time  of  emergency  I  do  not 
think  anyone  can  be  really  concerned  about  unity  when  they 
take  this  opportunity  to  assail  these  measures  which  were 
achieved  only  after  long  years  of  effort. 

Mr.  KEEFE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  I  cannot  yield,  I  have 
only  a  moment.  "Hie  Governor  of  my  State,  the  Grovemor 
of  Pennsylvania,  the  other  day  in  a  statement  to  the  public 
press,  demanded  the  repeal  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  Act  be- 
cause of  this  national  emergency.  In  other  words,  he 
thought  that  we  should  again  condemn  men  and  women  to 
work  for  less  than  $12  a  week,  yet  he  hopes  to  instill  in  their 
hearts  loyalty  and  devotion  to  the  flag. 

Mr.  GROSS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.    No;  I  cannot  yield. 

I  do  not  think  this  is  the  time  to  attack  these  measures. 
I  am  not  willing  to  admit  that  we  have  to  repeal  the  wage- 
hour  law.  the  Walsh-Healey  Act.  or  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act;  and  I  question  sometimes  the  objectives  of 
those  who  would  nullify  every  feature  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  by  way  of  amendments,  and  who  would  repeal 
these  other  labor  laws.     [Applause.]  ^ 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Barton]. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  hearings 
of  the  Labor  Board,  which  I  was  privileged  to  attend,  cast  a 
very  interesting  light  on  the  texture  and  the  operation  of 
the  bureaucratic  mind;  at  least  it  was  very  interesting  to  me. 
That  mind  apparently  is  entirely  different  from  the  scientific 
mind  or  the  business  inind  with  which  in  the  past  I  have 
had  occasion  to  have  some  experience. 

The  scientist  and  the  business  executive  are  necessarily 
critical  of  the  past,  necessarily  are  reaching  out  all  the  time 
for  new  ideas,  new  products,  and  new  processes,  the  impetus 
in  the  case  of  the  scientist  being  the  search  for  new  truth,  and 
in  the  case  of  the  businessman  the  knowledge  that  no  matter 
how  strong  a  business  Is.  unless  it  keeps  improving  its  proc- 
esses, products,  and  operations,  it  cannot  hold  its  place  In 
the  modem  competitive  world.  A  scientist  has  no  hesita- 
tion in  appearing  before  his  scientific  associates  and  saying: 

I  came  here  last  year  and  told  you  of  certain  researches  I  had  been 
carrying  on  and  pointed  out  certain  conclusions  I  thought  could  be 
drawn  Irom  thoce  researches.  But  I  come  back  to  you  this  year  and 
tell  you  that  I  have  made  further  research  and  that  the  condtialona 
Z  gave  you  last  year  are  not  jtistified. 
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He  does  not  feel  that  be  has  lost  any  standing  In  his 
profession  by  an  honest  confession  like  that. 

The  president  of  a  business  company  has  no  hesitation  in 
saying  to  his  stockholders,  "We  spent  so  many  thousands  or 
tens  of  thousands  of  dollars  this  year  on  a  new  product  which 
we  though  would  be  profitable,  but  we  have  found  it  is  no 
good.  We  have  written  off  the  expenditure  to  profit  and 
loss."  If  he  did  not  do  that  the  stockholders  would  throw  him 
out  because  they  would  know  he  was  not  keeping  the  business 
abreast  of  progress  in  the  industry. 

But  when  jrou  come  to  the  bureaucrat  you  have  an  entirely 
different  creed — an  obstinate  resistance  to  all  criticism,  a 
determination  to  defend  the  record  of  the  past  as  being  abso- 
lutely flawless,  and  an  uncompromising  insistence  that  the 
operations  and  the  personnel  of  the  bureau  are  beyond  any 
reproach.  We  had  the  chief  counsel  of  the  Board  before  us 
one  day  and  I  said  to  him: 

Mr.  Fahy.  you  have  read  all  the  amendments  that  have  been 
submitted  by  various  Members  of  Congress? 

He  said:  . 

Yes.  f 

I  said: 

You  know  that  these  com*  from  men  representing  various  sec- 
tlon.s  of  the  United  States  who  have  given  a  lot  cf  thought  to  this 
matter.  Are  there  any  of  those  amendments  or  Is  there  anyone 
"of^those  amendments  that  you  think  would  help  the  law  or  would 
produce  a  more  harmonious  effect  In  Its  administration? 

He  said: 
No. 

He  did  not  think  that  any  single  one  of  those  amendments 
could  possibly  do  any  good. 
I  said: 

Let  us  take  it  from  another  angle.  You  have  had  now  4  or  5 
years  cf  experience  in  the  administration  of  this  law.  You  know 
that  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  criticism,  and  a  great  deal  of 
friction  throughout  the  country.  Have  you,  out  of  your  practical 
experience,  anything  to  sugRest  to  us  on  the  committee  which 
wotild  make  thU  law  more  effective,  would  remove  this  criticism. 
make  It  a  better  law  from  the  point  of  view  of  labor  and  Industry 
alike? 

He  said: 
No. 

As  a  result  of  his  4  or  5  years  experience  he  just  could  not 
think  of  any  single  thin^  that  could  be  done  to  make  the  law 
any  better,  or  to  make  Its  administration  any  mure  efTective. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  trouble  with  the  Board  is  that  It  Is 
closed- minded.  Its  determination  to  stand  against  all  criti- 
elsm  and  all  suggestion  li,  I  think,  its  principal  defect.  That 
arbitrary  closed-mlndedne.ss  reflects  Itself  all  the  way  dov^ii 
through  the  personnel.  I  said  to  Mr.  Madden  one  day  when 
he  was  before  us: 

What  kind  of  people  do  you  pick  for  you  regional  rrprcaentatlvea 
and  yoiu*  agent*  in  the  Held? 

He  said: 
llMtly  lawyers. 

I  said: 

What  kind  of  lawyers  are  tbeyf 

He  answered: 

Well,  you  know.  Congressman,  you  cannot  get  good  lawyers  for 
the  salary  that  the  Oovernmeiit  pays. 

Our  late  lamented  colleague,  Mr.  Heinke,  Interposed: 

If  you  cannot  get  good  lawyers,  what  kind  of  lawyers  do  you  get? 

Mr.  Madden  replied: 

Mostly  young  men  right  out  of  law  school. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  submit  to  the  membership  of  this  House 
that  all  of  us  on  the  male  side  can  remember  when  we  grad- 
uated from  college,  law  school,  or  wherever  it  was  that  we 
received  our  education.  We  have  a  picture  in  our  minds  of 
the  kind  of  young  fellows  we  were  at  that  time.  Most  of  us. 
I  imagine,  and  I  hoi>e.  were  radicals.  I  know  I  was.  Some- 
body has  said.  "Anybody  who  is  not  a  radical  at  21  and  a  con- 
servative at  45  is  either  a  fool  or  a  failure."   I  think  most  of 


you  recall  that  we  were  Impatient  with  the  world  which  our 
parents  and  our  ancestors  had  produced.  We  were  not  for 
reform.  We  were  long  on  knowledge  of  lxx)ks  and  short  on 
knowledge  of  human  nature.  We  were  well  fitted  by  our  edu- 
cation for  the  jobs  we  got,  which  were  jobs  as  shipping  clerks 
or  law  clerks,  or  as.  in  my  case,  timekeeper  in  a  construction 
camp.  We  were  thoroughly  competent  to  enter  the  business 
or  professional  world  at  the  bottom,  which  was  where  we  did 
enter.  But  suppose  when  we  graduated  we  had  been  put 
immediately  on  the  public  pay  roll,  suppose  we  had  t)een  fur- 
nished with  a  liberal  expense  account  and  given  carte  blanche 
to  go  into  little  businesses  and  big  businesses,  having  our- 
selves never  seen  a  laborer  or  met  a  labor  leader,  never  having 
been  in  business  and  having  no  idea  of  what  makes  a  business 
run.  having  no  conception  of  the  difiBculties  of  showing  a 
profit  in  a  business;  suppose  we  had  been  sent  out  into  the 
industries  of  the  country  to  dictate  to  them  in  respect  to  their 
labor  relations.  What  a  lot  of  public  nuisances  we  would 
have  been. 

That  is  exactly  what  has  happened  in  the  N.  L.  R.  B.  I 
believe  that  any  three  Members  of  this  House  who  have  had 
any  sort  of  reasonable  experience  in  business  and  in  dealing 
with  labor  problems  could  have  been  put  in  as  members  of 
the  Board  and  we  would  not  have  had  10  percent  of  the 
trouble  that  has  attended  the  administration  under  the  Board 
that  was  selected. 

While  I  voted  to  bring  the  Norton  amendments  on  the 
floor  for  consideration,  I  served  notice  in  the  committee 
that  I  would  not  support  the  first  amendment,  that  I  in- 
tended to  speak  against  it  on  the  floor.  The  first  amend- 
ment would  merely  add  two  members  to  the  present  Board, 
which  is  tantamount,  it  seems  to  me,  to  a  vote  of  confidence 
in  the  present  Board.  It  is  equivalent  to  sasring  to  the 
present  Board,  "You  have  done  very  well  and  we  are  going 
to  add  two  more  fellows  just  like  you  so  that  you  can  carry 
on  and  not  work  so  hard."  I  do  not  want  to  give  a  vote  of 
confidence  to  the  present  Board.    I  want  to  abolish  It. 

Mrs.  NORTON.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  BARTON  of  New  York-  I  will  If  I  can  get  smother 
minute. 

Mrs.  NORTON,  I  know  the  gentleman  wants  to  be  fair. 
I  have  listened  to  his  remarks  with  a  great  deal  of  Interest. 
Will  he  explain  to  us  why.  If  this  Board  is  so  incompetent 
and  the  young  men  they  employ  are  so  incompetent,  the 
Supreme  Court  has  upheld  the  Board  in  24  cases  and  over- 
turned the  Board  In  but  two  cases.  Is  there  any  explana- 
tion that  the  gentleman  can  give  us  for  that  record?  It 
seems  to  me  that  It  is  an  exceptionally  good  record,  and 
reflects  credit  on  the  staff  of  the  Board. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Does  the  gentlewoman  expect 
me  to  explain  what  the  Supreme  Court  does  and  why  It 
has  been  doing  it  in  these  latter  days?  [Applause  and 
laughter.} 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  May  I  add  that  the  record  of  the  Board 
before  the  circuit  courts  has  been  just  as  impressive  as  it 
has  been  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  It  has 
been  more  impressive,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  than  any  other 
agency  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  May  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
appellate  courts  are  taken  under  the  same  basket  these  days 
as  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  May  I  say  to  the  gentle- 
woman from  New  Jersey  that  the  thing  that  sums  up  the 
record  of  this  Board  more  effectively  and  damningly  than 
anything  else  is  the  fact  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  should  now  be  considering  an  amendment  to  guarantee 
to  an  employer  the  right  to  appeal  to  the  Board,  and  that  we 
should  feel  it  necessary  to  have  written  into  law  the  assurance 
that  the  employers  of  this  country  are  entitled  to  free  speech. 
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It  is  almost  incredible  that  a  board  should  so  maladminister 
the  law  that  Congress  should  find  it  necessary  to  write  into 
the  law  a  gtiaranty  that  under  the  law  the  employer  is  not 
to  be  deprived  of  the  right  of  free  speech. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  additional  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr  DIRKSEN.    Mr.  Chairman.  wUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
frtan  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  After  all,  is  not  the  measure  of  the  effec- 
tiveness of  the  Board  what  it  has  done  for  the  country  rather 
than  the  technical  perfection  registered  over  in  the  Supreme 

Court? 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    I  would  think  so.    U  it  were  a 

business  that  would  be  true. 

Mr  JOHNS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  shield? 
Mr!  BARTON  of  New  York.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Wisconsin.  _.,      ^i.  ♦, 

Mr.  JOHNS.  I  was  interested  in  the  question  the  gentle- 
woman from  New  Jersey  asked  with  reference  to  the  Supreme 
Court  Most  of  these  cases  are  tried  without  a  jury,  of  course, 
and  they  are  tried  before  a  lower  court.  The  court  Ustens 
to  the  testimony  and  draws  its  own  conclusions  from  that 
testimony.  All  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  does 
is  review  that  testimony,  and  if  there  is  any  credible  evi- 
dence, the  Supreme  Court  sustains  the  verdict  of  the  lower 
court.  It  happens  that  the  lower  court  is  the  judge  of  the 
credibUity  of  the  witnesses  as  they  appear  before  the  cotirt, 
so  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  passing  on 
these  cases  passes  only  upon  evidence  that  some  other  court 
has  already  said  was  credible  evidence. 

Mr  BARTON  of  New  York,     I  thank  the  gentleman. 
Mr  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  In  view  of  what  the  gentleman  has  just 
said  of  course  the  gentleman  knows  that  the  full  record 
is  certified  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  when  the  case  goes  to 
the  Supreme  Court  a  full  record  of  the  proceedings  is  certified 
to  the  Court,  and  the  Court  has  an  opportunity  to  refer  to 
the  record  of  the  proceedings. 

Mr  JOHNS.    The  gentleman  U  also  familiar  with  the  rule 
of  the  Court  that  they  do  not  reverse  these  cases  if  they  feel 
there  U  any  credible  evidence  there  to  sustain  them. 
Mr  RICH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr  RICH.  Is  It  not  pretty  bad  law  that  an  employer  is 
prohibited  from  conversing  with  his  employees  In  reference 
to  things  that  are  for  the  Interest  of  both  the  employer  and 
the  employee:  but  if  he  does  so  and  a  case  comes  before  the 
Board,  then,  because  the  employer  has  Ulked  to  an  employee, 
the  evidence  is  all  thrown  out? 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    I  think  that  question  answers 

itself. 

If  I  may  take  1  minute  to  conclude,  may  I  say  that  my 
hope  is  that  we  may  not  wind  up  In  this  Important  matter 
in  the  same  spot  we  wound  up  on  the  wage  and  hour  bill. 
We  were  told  repeatedly  in  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  I 
think  on  high  authority  that  if  this  Wagner  Act  were 
radically  amended  the  amendments  would  not  pass  another 
body,  and  if  they  should  pass  another  body,  they  would  be 
vetoed  The  matter  is  so  important  that  in  trying  for  per- 
fection or  in  trying  to  write  in  everybody's  idea  of  an 
amendment  we  run  the  risk  of  having  no  amendment  to 
the  act  at  all.  I  wish  we  could  content  ourselves  with  the 
very  simple  action  of  changing  this  Board,  because  I  be- 
lieve if  we  did  that  the  members  of  the  Board  themselves 
would  come  back  to  us  at  another  session  and  point  out  to 
us  what  changes  in  the  act  they  had  found  from  their  ex- 
perience were  necessary,  and  that  there  would  be  very  few 
changes  because  the  procedure  of  the  Board  would  have 
removed  most  of  the  causes  of  criticism.    If  we  can  con- 


centrate on  this  one  amendment,  which  I  understand  ts 
going  to  be  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  as 
a  substitute  for  the  first  Norton  amendment,  an  amend- 
ment which  has  the  approval  of  the  A.  F.  of  L.,  an  amend- 
ment which  would  get  rid  of  this  Board  and  set  up  a  new 
Board.  I  believe  if  we  would  make  that  one  important  bit 
of  progress  most,  if  not  all,  of  the  other  gains  we  desire  would 
automatically  be  added  unto  it. 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Mr.  Chaisman.  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.     I  yield  to  my  chairwoman. 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Of  course,  the  gentleman  knows  that  the 

American  Federation  of  Labor  endorsed  the  bill  that  was 

reported  from  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  I  know  that  is  true,  and  I 
know  that  the  bill  which  was  submitted  last  year  by  the 
federation  had  an  amendment  abolishing  the  Board,  which 
I  believe  the  federation  would  prefer,  but  they  are  willing 
to  take  your  amendment  as  a  second  choice. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  The  committee  has  in  its  files  a  com- 
plete recommendation  from  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor  for  the  bill  submitted  by  the  Committee  on  Labor, 
and  today,  I  understand,  a  letter  was  sent  to  the  chairman 
of  the  Smith  conunittee  endorsing  his  amendments;  so  it  is 
gomg  to  be  left  to  the  House  to  choose  whatever  they  like. 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Apparently  the  A.  F.  of  L. 
very  much  wants  some  amendments. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Anderson]. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  sure 
no  Member  of  the  House  has  less  regard  for  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  and  its  administration  of  the  Wagner 
Act  than  I  have.  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  abolishing  the 
present  Board,  and  I  intend  to  support  most  of  the  Smith 
amendments. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  some  of  the  dismissals  that  are  oc- 
curring down  at  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  at  the 
present  time.  I  make  particular  reference  to  one  of  the  trial 
examiners  who  has  recently  conducted  a  case  out  In  my  dis- 
trict in  California.  Mr.  Madison  Hill,  whose  service  goes  back 
to  November  1,  1937,  and  who  was  listed  in  point  of  service 
as  No.  16  in  a  roster  of  38.  He  has  received  notice  that  his 
dismissal  becomes  effective  tomorrow.  His  efficiency  as  of 
January  1,  1940.  was  rated  as  very  good.  On  February  27, 
1940,  he  was  recommended  for  a  raise  In  pay.  He  is  a  veteran 
with  3  years  of  service  In  the  armed  forces  of  this  Nation,  but 
he  Is  going  to  be  dismissed. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  a  few  of  the  recommendations  that 
have  been  given  Mr,  Hill.  The  following  excerpt  Is  from  a 
letter  sent  to  me  by  the  respondent  in  the  case  conducted  in 
my  district: 

Have  Just  noticed  by  a  newspaper  clipping  that  the  Labor  BoMd 
haa  dlsmlaaed  half  a  dozen  of  Ita  examiners,  including  Mr.  Madlaon 
Hill,  who  tried  our  case  We  were  Impreaaed,  as  were  our  attomeyt. 
that  Mr.  Hill  waa  both  able  and  fair;  and  underatand  his  record,  m 
far  as  court  reversal,  etc..  Is  concerned.  Is  A-1.  In  fact.  I  think  that 
from  any  rating  worked  out  he  U  about  first  on  the  list.  He  haa 
not  rendered  a  declalon  as  yet  In  our  caae,  so  you  will  realise  that 
the  results  in  thla  have  not  influenced  my  feelings  for  him. 

During  the  above-mentioned  trial,  a  very  conservative  paper 
that  has  no  more  regard  for  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  as  presently  constituted  than  I  have,  wrote  the  follow- 
ing editorial,  which  I  would  like  to  read  in  its  entirely: 
(From  the  San  Jose  Mercury-Herald  1 

AN   N.   L.  a.   B.   ASSET 

The  National  Labor  ReUtlons  Board  hearings  of  the  Securtty 
Warehouse  caae  U  stlU  In  progress  here,  so  comment  on  Its  Issues 
would  be  improper  at  this  time.  But  as  the  hearing  enters  tta 
eighth  week,  praise  Is  long  overdue  for  the  fair  and  Judicial  manner 
in  which  It  Is  being  conducted  by  Examiner  Madison  Hill. 

His  rulings  excluding  hearsay  and  Immaterial  testimony  and  his 
suggestions  for  efficient  and  speedier  presentation  of  evidence  have 
shown  him  to  be  a  sound  and  conscientious  lawyer.  His  patient 
good  nature  in  curbing  and  soothing  Irrelevant  and  angry  colloquies 
reveal  him  to  be  a  man  of  common  sense  and  balanced  emotions. 

Though  the  Wagner  Act  doe*  not  bind  him  to  strict  court  pro- 
cedure. Examiner  Hill  has  contributed  a  legal  example  in  the  present 
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hearing  that  should  aflsist  the  N.  L.  R.  B.  In  meeting  current  crltl- 
clams.  In  the  llve-and-let-llve  discipline  he  has  brovight  to  the 
Becurtty  Warehouse  caae  he  aids  the  evolution  of  civilized  labor 
relation*. 

But,  nevertheless.  Mr.  Hill  is  going  to  be  dismissed.  I 
became  interested  in  his  case.  I  contacted  Mr.  Hill  and 
I  looked  up  further  references  In  regard  to  other  trials 
which  he  has  conducted.  He  has  a  splendid  record.  I 
understand  only  two  or  three  of  his  cases  have  been  re- 
versed, and  I  would  like  to  insert  here  a  letter  submitted 
by  the  C.  I.  O.  attorneys  in  the  Maytag  case,  one  of  the 
most   diflBoilt  cases  that  Mr.  Hill  had  to  act  on  as  trial 

examiner. 

Law  Omc%.  John  Connolly,  Jr., 
'  Des  Mmnes.  loxca.  May  28,  1940. 

To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

ThU  office  has  had  the  privilege  to  appear  as  counsel  before 
Mr.  Madison  Hill,  who  acted  as  trial  examiner  for  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  In  the  Maytag  case.  We  were  In  constant 
attendance  of  this  case  from  July  18.  1938.  until  October  19. 
1938 

Thl8  case  was  conducted  under  very  trying  circumstances.  At 
one  time  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  attempted  to  adjourn 
the  hearing.  This  case  Involved  many  witnesses  and  something 
like  11.000  pages  of  transcript.  We  especially  desire  to  commend 
the  trial  exam.ner.  Madison  Hill,  upon  his  conduct  of  this  case. 
This  case  was  the  outgrowth  of  a  very  bitter  labor  controversy 
wherein  the  community  of  Newton  took  a  very  active  part  The 
community  was  divided  In  Ita  sentiments  and  thereby  contributed 
to  the  bitterness  of  the  struggle.  The  so-called  Mohawk  Valley 
plan  had  been  streamlined  by  the  Maytag  management  We  men- 
tion these  things  In  order  to  point  out  the  extreme  difficulties 
encoiuilered   by  the  trial  examiner. 

We  found  Mr.  Hill  to  t)e  a  man  of  splendid  Judicial  temperament. 
At  no  time  during  the  hearing  did  he  in  any  manner  display  any 
unjudicial  attitude.  The  hearing  was  conducted  In  a  calm,  busi- 
nesslike manner.  Prom  the  hearing  and  the  ruling  on  the  evi- 
dence we  discovered  that  Mr  Hill  was  a  lawyer  of  great  ability,  that 
he  well  understood  the  riUe*  and  principles  of  evidence  and  made 
his  rulings  In  a  fair  and  impartial  manner  We  can  frankly  say 
that  *e  have  never  encountered  any  court  or  Judge  who  was  able 
to  keep  the  facts  straight  in  its  or  his  mind  as  was  Mr  Hill.  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  hearing  all  counsel  Involved,  including  ourselves, 
counsel  for  the  Government,  and  counsel  for  the  Maytag  Co.,  pub- 
licly and  in  the  record  expressed  their  appreciation  for  the  fairness 
and  the  ability  of  Mr  Hill  In  conducting  the  examination. 

We  believe  Mr  Hill  was  an  outstanding  trial  examiner.  We  be- 
lieve that  he  possesses  all  capabilities  of  an  excellent  lawyer,  a  man 
with  a  Judicial  turn  of  mind,  and  has  a  high  regard  for  the  respon- 
sibility placed  upon  him.  We  cannot  too  highly  recommend  Mr. 
Hill  for  a  position  of  trust. 
Very  truly  yours, 

John  Connolly.  Jr. 
1  C.  I.  UcSvm. 

I  would  also  like  to  insert  here  a  letter  from  ex-Senator 
Loftin.  of  Florida,  which  refers  to  Mr.  Hill  in  most  compli- 
lentary  terms: 

Law  OfTicis,  LomN.  Calkins.  Anderson  &  Scxyrr. 

Jacksonville.  Fla..  May  29.  1940. 
To  Whom  It  May  Concrm: 

In  the  case  of  National  Labor  Relations  Board  against  The  Penin- 
•ular  tt  Occidental  Steamship  Co.  hearings  were  had  in  Miami  and 
Tampa.  Fla..  between  November  11  and  20,  1937.  Madison  Hill,  Esq  . 
presided  over  these  hearings  as  trial  examiner  for  the  Board:  and  as 
general  counsel  for  the  steamship  company  I  had  opportunity  to 
observe  his  conduct  and  demeanor. 

I  think  1  can  say  that  all  counsel  in  the  case  were  Impressed  with 
the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Hill  presided  over  the  hearing  and  with 
his  fair,  dispassionate,  and  Impartial  attitude  as  between  the  parties. 
Certainly  his  conduct  of  the  hearings  reflected  credit  upon  the 
Board  Mr.  Hill's  rulings  showed  that  he  was  not  only  familiar 
with  the  rules  of  evidence  but  that  he  was  able  to  separate  the 
wheat  from  the  chaff  and  concentrate  on  the  real  issues  Involved. 

I  understand   that  Mr.  Hill   has  presided  over  many  important 
hearings  for  the  Board,  and  I  can  say  that  from  my  personal  expe- 
rience in  the  P   &  O.  case  I  was  very  favorably  Impressed  with  him. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Scott  M.  Loftin. 

But  Mr.  Hill  is  going  to  be  released  from  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board,  while  Mr.  Saposs  and  his  satellites,  against 
the  expressed  will  of  Congress,  are  going  to  be  retained. 

Now.  the  Smith  committee  has  investigated  the  case  of  Mr. 
Madison  Hill 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  jrield  the  gentleman  from 
California  1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  The  Smith  committee  had 
no  criticisms  from  either  the  respondents  or  the  unions  in  the 


case  of  Mr.  Hill,  but  they  have  definite  proof  that  he  was 
criticized  by  employees  of  the  Labor  Board  for  his  fairness. 
Now,  are  we  going  to  continue  to  let  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board,  an  autocratic  biu-eaucracy.  administer  this 
law  as  they  are  intent  on  administering  it.  or  are  we  going 
to  change  the  act  so  that  it  can  be  administered  as  Congress 
intended  it  should  be?     [Applause.] 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  KeefeI. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Chairman,  to  me  this  situation  presents 
a  distinct  paradox.  I  have  listened  to  the  gentlemen,  who 
are  so  devout  in  their  desire  to  protect  labor,  stand  here  in 
the  Well  of  the  House  and  say  that  they  are  speaking  for 
8,000.000  organized  workers  and  that  these  8,000.000  organ- 
ized workers  are  to  be  stabbed  in  the  back  if  there  is  any 
amendment  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 

Now,  I  assume  that  the  C.  I.  O.  does  represent  some 
3,000,000  workers,  or  so  I  am  advised,  and  I  have  received 
from  members  of  that  organization  threats  that  if  I  voted 
to  dot  an  "i"  or  cross  a  "t"  or  put  in  an  exclamation  maik 
or  wipe  out  a  comma  or  put  one  in,  that  I  would  be  con- 
sidered unfair  to  labor.  I  have  received  hCindreds  of  cards 
with  the  simple  words  on  them,  "Watch  out";  "Beware  of  any 
change  in  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act."  They  are 
speaking  for  the  C.  I.  O.;  and  those,  if  you  please,  who  stand 
in  the  Well  of  this  House  and  say  that  organized  labor  is 
opposed  to  any  amendment  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act  are  very  definitely  and  clearly  reflecting  the  sentiment 
only  of  those  people  who  have  l)een  sending  you  and  me  those 
cards  threatening  us  with  political  extinction  unless  we  vote 
exactly  as  the  dictators  of  the  C.  I.  O.  say. 

Now.  on  the  other  hand,  as  to  the  representatives  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor.  You  heard  the  letter  from 
Mr.  Green  read  here  on  the  floor  of  this  House  this  afternoon. 
I  have  here  a  transcript  of  an  interview  delivered  by  Mr. 
Green  to  Pulton  Lewis.  Jr.,  and  put  over  the  radio  by  him 
on  April  5  of  this  year,  in  which  Mr.  Green  takes  up  these 
Smith  amendments,  item  by  item.  I  do  not  have  the  time 
to  read  it  at  this  time.  Under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks. 
I  include  it  herein. 

INTXRVirW  WITH  WILLIAM  GREEN  RZ  SMITH   AMENDMKNTB 

Now.  the  much -discussed  question  of  proposed  changes  In  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act  seems  to  be  heading  toward  a  final 
showdown,  in  the  Hovise  of  Representatives,   tonight. 

As  you  know,  the  House  has  had  a  special  Investigation  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  under  way  for  some  5  or  6 
months  •  •  •  that  Is  the  so-called  Smith  committee.  About 
4  weeks  ago,  that  committee  finally  made  a  report  to  the  House 
of  Representatives,  recommending  various  amendments  and 
changes  In  the  present  system;  and  those  amendments.  In  the 
regular  routine  of  procedure,  were  referred  to  the  Labor  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  for  consideration. 

The  chairman  of  that  committee.  Mrs.  BAart  T.  Norton,  the 
Congresswoman  from  New  Jersey,  said  at  that  time  that  she  was 
vigorously  opposed  to  any  changes  In  the  labor  law.  as  It  now 
stands,  and  most  of  the  members  of  her  committee  took  the  same 
position.  But  Mrs.  Norton  was  called  to  the  White  House,  for  a 
conference  with  the  President,  and  thereafter  she  modified  that 
position,  to  some  extent  Her  committee  began  holding  sessions, 
to  study  all  proposed  amendments — the  ones  proposed  by  the 
Smith  committee,  and  all  others  as  well — and  those  hearings  have 
been  going  on  for  about  3  weeks. 

The  committee  has  approved  several  minor  amendments — one 
to  increase  the  Labor  Board  from  three  to  five  members,  so  as  to 
take  control  out  of  the  hands  of  two  members  who  now  have 
control. 

The  strategy  behind  that  has  been  to  provide  a  few  slight 
corrections,  here  and  there,  which  will  leave  the  Labor  Board 
very  much  as  it  is  now,  but  the  hope  Is  that  these  minor  changes 
will  be  enough  to  appease  the  general  membership  of  Congress, 
and  to  reduce  the  demand  for  the  Smith  amendments. 

And  that  strategy  was  plainly  brought  out  today,  when  the 
Labor  Committee  adopted  a  motion  by  Representative  Wklch,  of 
California,  to  the  effect  that  these  substitute  proposals,  by  the 
committee,  shall  be  brought  to  the  House  floor,  under  what  is 
known  as  a  closed  rule — that  Is  to  say.  Mrs.  Norton  will  bring 
them  up  for  consideration  by  the  House  as  a  whole,  only  on 
condition  the  House  agrees  to  accept  them  In  full,  without 
changes  or  additions,  or  reject  them  on  the  same  basis. 

For  your  Information,  that's  a  bit  chUdtsh.  from  a  practical 
standpoint — because  the  only  way  she  can  get  that  permission 
Is  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the  House  as  a  whole,  and  the  chances 
are  about  one  In  a  hundred  of  getting  that.  When  that  falls, 
BCrs.  Norton's  only  course  is  to  say  that  she  declines  to  bring 
any  amendments  to  the  House  floor  at  all.  and  In  that  event. 
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RepresenUtlve  Smtth  can  take  the  reins  away  from  her,  on  a 
moments  notice,  by  merely  getting  a  petition,  signed  by  218  Mem- 
Xxn  of  the  House,  which  will  bring  his  own  set  of  amendments 
to  the  House  floor. 

Prom  my  own  poU  of  the  House,  there's  no  question  that  Rep- 
resentative SMrrB  can  get  those  218  signatures.  He  probably  can 
get  them  within  48  hours.  So  the  long  and  short  of  It  Is,  that 
the  present  deep-strategy  work  by  Mrs.  Norton  and  the  Labor 
Committee  is  like  a  small  boy,  sitting  on  the  ocean  beach,  and 
arguing  with  the  tide.  Whether  she  likes  It  or  not.  the  House 
of  Representatives — one  way  or  another — Is  going  to  vote  on  the 
Smith  amendmenu. 

Now.  a  great  deal  has  been  said  by  Members  of  Congress  about 
organized  labor  being  solidly  opposed  to  the  Smith  amendments. 
The  C.  I.  O.  has  come  out  agaljast  them,  with  a  blanket  disap- 
proval. Mrs.  Norton  has  done  the  same  thing  •  •  •  and  a 
great  deal  of  loose  talk  has  been  tossed  around  in  the  newspapers. 
and  In  radio  news,  that  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  also  Is 
solidly  opposed  to  them. 

8o  in  order  to  check  that  last  angle  for  you,  I  spent  about  an 
hour  and  a  half  today  In  a  personal  Interview  with  the  president 
of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  Mr.  William  Green.  I  went 
over  the  Smith  amendments  with  him.  one  at  a  time.  Item  by 
Item,  and  I  found  these  reports  are  entirely  untrue.  Instead  of 
being  solidly  oppoaed  to  them  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
is  friendly  to  a  large  part  of  them,  and  In  numerous  cases  It  is 

vigorously  supporting  the  Smith  amendments.  

Tb  begin  with.  Representative  Smith  wants  to  abolish  the  present 
Board  completely,  and  set  up  a  new  Board  of  three  new  members 
In  Its  place.  In  order  to  get  a  change  of  personnel.  Mr.  Green 
said  the  Federation  of  Labor  U  In  favor  of  that  one.  If  It  cannot 
get  that  it's  willing  to  take  the  increase  in  membership,  from  three 
to  five  members,  to  accomplish  the  same  general  purpose  •  • 
but  the  Federation  prefers  the  Smith  amendment. 

On  the  proposal  to  separate  the  present  Board  so  that  there  will 
be  a  sort  of  labor  court,  distinct  and  separate  from  the  administra- 
tive functions  of  the  Board,  Mr.  Green  told  me  that  he  doesn't  op- 
pose that  particularly.  He  merely  thinks  It's  unnecessary,  bemuse 
bethinks  that  would  have  dlflicvilty  getting  through  Congrew. 
He  believes  that  the  troubles  which  that  plan  Is  designed  to  cure 
wlU  be  cured  automattcaUy  when  the  Labor  Board  is  In  the  hands 
of  men  of  higher  caliber.  "If  It  is  not  cured."  he  said,  "the  Federa- 
Uon  of  Labor  probably  would  support  that  proposal  some  time  In 
the  future."  ^  ^.    ^ 

Then  there's  another  proposal  by  Representative  Smfth  that  any 
striker  who  Is  guilty  of  "wlllftil  violence  or  unlawful  selztire  or 
destruction  of  property"  forfeits  the  right  to  be  reinstated  to 
his  Job  by  order  of  the  Labor  Board. 

Mr  Green  said  the  last  part  of  that— "unlawful  seizure  or  de- 
BtrucUon  of  property"— refers  to  the  slt-dovm  strike  *  *  *  a"^ 
the  Federation  of  Labor  Is  In  favor  of  that  much  •  •  •  he  said 
he's  a  little  afraid  of  the  part  that  refers  to  -wlUful  violence 
l>ecause  that  might  be  used  unfairly.  The  employer  might  send 
thugs  to  pick  a  fight  with  peaceful  pickets,  and  if  the  pickets  de- 
fended themselves  they  might  lose  their  right  to  reinstate- 
ment •  •  •  but  he  said  that  If  due  protection  can  be  written 
into  the  amendment,  to  protect  against  that,  the  Federation  of 
Labor  Is  in  favor  of  that  one.  too.  In  any  event.  It's  in  favor  of  the 
amendment,  msofar  as  it  appUes  to  sit-down  strikes  and  destruc- 
tion of  property. 

On  the  Smith  amendment  to  give  the  employer  the  right  to  speak 
to  his  employees  and  tell  them  his  views  on  unions  and  labor 
nroblems— which  the  employer  cannot  do  at  the  present  time— Mr. 
Green  said  the  Federation  of  Labor  Is  In  favor  of  the  amendment. 
There's  a  provision  there  that  says  that  the  employer  does  not 
have  the  right  to  make  any  statement  In  the  nature  of  threats,  or 
coercion,  or  Intimidation  •  •  •  but  otherwise,  he  can  talk  to 
his  employees  as  he  sees  fit. 

Mr  Green  said  the  Federation  of  Labor  Is  aLso  In  favor  of  the 
Smith  amendment  to  give  the  employer  the  right  to  ask  the  Board 
for  an  election  among  his  employees.  Just  as  the  worker  or  the 
tinlon  has  that  right.  ....  s 

And  he  told  me  that  the  Federation  of  Labor  also  is  in  favor  of 
two  more  of  the  Smith  amendments.  One  of  them  gives  the 
courts  the  power  to  overrule  actions  by  the  Labor  Board  from  the 
wry  outset  of  a  given  case,  even  preliminary  actions.  At  the 
present  time  the  Supreme  Court  has  ruled  that  the  courts  can  only 
corvslder  the  final  decision  of  the  Board  In  a  given  case;  It  cannot 
go  behind  that  to  decide  whether  the  steps  that  led  up  to  the 
decision  were  fair  and  proper.  And  the  other  one  has  to  do  with  the 
issuance  of  subpenas  caUing  wttnesKS  for  a  hearing.  With  cer- 
tain resulctlons,  it  provides  that  the  Board  must  subpena  all 
witnesses  for  both  sides  In  any  controversy. 

Of  course,  there  are  some  of  the  Smith  amendments  which  the 
Federation  of  Labor  does  not  approve. 

One  is  a  provision  that  exempts  agrlctiltural  workers  from  the 
terms  of  the  Labor  Relations  Act.  Mr.  Green  said  the  Federation  of 
Labior  does  not  believe  that  the  farmer  should  be  required  to  bar- 
gain collectively  with  his  regluar  farm  hands,  but  he  said  the  Smith 
amendment  on  that  score  Is  too  broad  as  It  now  stands.  He  be- 
lieves It  would  Uke  cannery  workers  and  other  groups  of  trained 
agricultural  labor  out  from  under  the  protection  of  the  labor  law. 

There's  another  provision  by  Represen-^tlve  Smtth  that  the  term 
-collective  bargaining,"  which  Is  required  under  the  Labor  Act — 
In  fact  that  term  Is  the  backbone  of  the  whole  law— It  says  that 
eoilectl've  bargaining  means  that  the  employer  shaU  confer  wltn 


employees  and  make  every  effort  to  reach  an  agreement  with  them, 
but  It  shall  not  mean  that  he  must  sign  a  contract  with  them. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  Is  the  situation,  reaUy.  as  It  stands 
today.  Mr.  Green  said  he  agrees  In  principle,  but  he  believes  that 
amendment  Is  not  necessary,  because  the  policy  already  Is  i'^^®?*' 
and  he  thinks  a  change  in  the  personnel  of  the  Board  will  be 
sufficient  guaranty  that  It  remains  In  effect  In  the  future. 

So  there  It  Is.  The  American  Federation  of  Labor  does  not 
approve,  completely  and  entirely,  of  aU  of  the  Smith  amendments, 
but  It  does  approve  of  a  large  ntimber  of  them,  statements  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding. 

Let  it  be  said,  however,  that  the  evidence  is  ctimulative  by 
an  overwhelming  degree  that  the  representatives  of  the  great 
American  Federation  of  Labor  are  in  favor  of  amending  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act,  and  are  in  favor  of  the  Smith 
amendments  with  the  exception  of  possibly  two,  which  Ifii. 
Green  discusses  in  his  interview  with  Pulton  Lewis.  Jr. 
What  a  paradoxical  situation  for  these  people  to  shed  their 
tears  so  volubly  for  labor,  when  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  great- 
est body  of  organized  labor  is  coming  to  this  Congress  through 
its  representatives  and  demanding  that  this  Nationsd  Labor 
Relations  Act  be  amended.  I  have  had  requests  coming  to 
me  that  I  support  the  rule  and  vote  for  the  amendments  de- 
manded by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  Such  re- 
quests come  from  A.  F.  of  L.  unions  In  my  district. 

I  have  been  told  by  the  C.  L  O.  that  if  I  vote  for  a  single 
amendment  to  this  act  I  will  receive  the  wrath  of  that  or- 
ganization. I  have  stated  publicly  to  the  membership  of  both 
organizations  that  I  conceive  it  my  duty  as  a  Member  of 
Congress  to  be  a  man  in  this  situation  and  not  a  mouse,  and 
to  go  straight  down  the  line  and  give  consideration  to  the 
requests  of  both  bodies,  but  not  to  forget  that  there  are 
still  32.000,000  employables  in  this  Nation  who  are  not 
within  the  ranks  of  either  organization,  &ni  that  there  are 
many  millions  more  of  people  that  are  affected  by  this  act 
that  we  should  also  give  consideration  to.  I  feel  that  there 
should  be  some  Members  of  Congress  who  are  courageous 
enough  to  come  into  the  Well  of  this  House  and  speak  for 
the  great  rank  and  file  of  the  people  who  are  demanding 
some  relief  from  the  intolerable  administration  of  this  act 
by  the  present  Board. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  KEEFE.  I  do  not  yield  at  this  time.  It  seems  to 
me  that  it  is  perfectly  clear  and  obvious  that  with  labor 
itself  divided  upon  this  situation,  common  sense  dictates  and 
indicates  that  we  as  Members  of  Congress  should  use  our 
simple,  honest  Judgment  and  do  the  thing  which  we  as  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  feel  will  be  in  the  best  interest  not  only  of 
labor,  but  of  the  Nation  itself. 

I  understand  that  the  Norton  amendments  which  have 
been  submitted  here  by  that  committee  were  reported  out 
by  a  very  close  vote,  and  at  least  one  member  of  that  com- 
mittee has  taken  the  floor  and  has  stated  that  he  is  in  oppo- 
sition to  even  the  Norton  amendments.  The  gentleman  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Murdock]  failed  to  answer  my  question  when  I 
asked  him  where  he  stood  on  the  Norton  and  Smith  amend- 
ments, but  I  gathered  that  he  takes  the  position  of  the 
C.  L  O.,  and  that  he  is  opposed  to  any  amendment  of  any** 
kind  or  character.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  the  interest  of 
the  unity  that  is  being  asked  for  by  the  President  today,  we 
as  Members  of  this  body  ought  to  intelligently  pass  upon  this 
question  and  give  to  labor  the  things  that  labor  itself  wants 
that  are  compatible  with  the  public  interest. 
Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  KEEFE.     Yes. 

Mr.  COX.  Has  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey,  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Labor,  indicated  her  part  as  to 
whether  she  herself  is  for  or  against  the  amendment  which 
her  committee  has  reported? 

Mr.  Kt'-t^^'K.  The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor 
this  morning  in  the  Well  of  this  House  indicated  that  she  is 
wholeheartedly  supporting  the  committee  amendments. 

Mr.  COX.  I  say  in  that  connection  that  I  happened  to 
see  a  letter  she  wrote  to  some  C.  I.  O.  organization  sometime 
ago  in  which  she  declared  her  opposition  to  her  own 
amendments. 

Mr.  KEEPE.  Just  a  moment,  and  see  how  ridiculous  that 
is,  because  if  there  is  one  thing  that  the  C.  L  O.  is  fighting. 
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It  Is  the  second  amendment  In  the  Norton  amendments 
which  attempts  to  give  this  craft  union  represenUtion,  and 
that  is  the  thing  that  the  A.  P.  of  L.  is  fighting  for  and  that 
the  C.  I.  O.  is  bitterly  opposed  to. 

Mr.  COX.  I  think  the  thing  the  C.  I.  O.  is  most  interested 
In  Is  in  keeping  this  present  Board  down  there. 

Mr,  WOOD.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEEFE.     Yes. 

Mr.  WOOD.  The  gentleman  does  not  contend  that  any 
ofQcial  of  any  American  Federation  of  Labor  organization 
threatened  him  in  any  way  in  case  he  should  vote  one  way  or 
the  other  on  the  Smith  amendments. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Oh,  the  gentleman  knows  I  did  not  make  any 
such  statement  as  that.  I  have  simply  said  that  in  my 
files 

Mr.  WOOD.  Then  I  must  have  mlsvmderstood  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  That  my  flies  are  full — and  so  are  yours 
though  perhaps  not  the  gentleman's  because  I  tmderstand 
he  is  closely  Identified  with  union  activities — but  I  have 
hundreds  of  letters  from  organizations  all  over  this  country 
demanding  that  I  supjwrt  certain  legislation  in  these  amend- 
ments.   And  so  have  you. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEEFE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  The  gentleman  spoke  of  one 
member  of  the  Labor  Committee  who  had  been  on  the  floor 
and  said  he  was  not  going  to  support  the  amendments  and 
the  gentleman  pointed  in  my  direction 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Oh.  I  did  not  point  in  the  direction  of  the 
gentleman.  I  was  referring  to  the  speech  made  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  I  Mr.  LandisI. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  I  just  wanted  to  make  it 
clear  that  I  am  supporting  the  committee  amendments. 

Mr.  KEKt'E.  I  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to  the 
exposition  of  the  gentleman's  position  and  I  understand  he 
does  favor  amendments  to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 

Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  our  duty  is  plain.  The  obvious 
technique  is  to  blitzkrelg  this  act  the  same  as  was  done 
with  the  wage  and  hour  law;  load  it  up  with  amendments, 
make  it  look  ridiculous;  and  perhaps  we  will  fall  into  the 
same  trap  we  did  then.    I  hope  not. 

I  thank  you.     I  Applause.] 

[Here  the  pavel  fell] 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  fMr.  RoutzohnI, 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  Mr.  Chairman,  after  having  partici- 
pated in  hearings  that  started  as  early  as  the  llth  day  of 
December  last  year,  running  as  they  did  into  May  of  this  year, 
during  which  time  a  large  volume  of  testimony  was  taken, 
testimony  that  should  be  presented  to  this  Congress  in  order 
for  it  to  intelligently  vote  upon  this  question,  it  is  rather 
difficult  for  me  to  even  scratch  the  surface  or  get  anywhere 
at  all  by  talking  merely  for  15  minutes.  So,  if  I  am  obliged 
to  hurry  through  a  few  of  the  things  that  I  would  like  to 
discuss  today,  that  I  feel  you  should  know,  I  trust  you  will 
understand  the  reason. 

I  am  glad  to  note  this  afternoon  that  we  are  settling  down 
to  a  discussion  of  the  facts  rather  than  personalities.  On 
last  Tuesday  afternoon  when  the  rule  was  being  discussed, 
about  all  that  certain  individuals  discussed  was  the  attitude 
of  those  who  did  not  agree  with  them.  I  heard  the  state- 
ment made,  the  same  statement  that  comes  in  some  of  these 
letters  that  my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Kmmtz],  has  talked  about,  that  those  who  are  supporting  the 
jSmith  amendments  are  enemies  of  labor. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  had  to  sit  and  hear  the  charge  made 
directly  against  me  that  I  was  an  enemy  of  lalwr.  I  was  not 
born  with  a  silver  spoon  in  my  mouth.  My  father  was 
a  laboring  man.  My  entire  relationships  were  laboring  men. 
I  am  the  only  professional  man  among  all  of  my  relation- 
ships today.  I  was  born  in  a  little  three-room  cottage,  and 
my  father  at  that  time  w^as  a  streetcar  driver,  working  for 
'$1,25  a  day.    I  have  continued  to  live  in  the  same  neighbor- 


hood— I  was  going  to  say  in  the  same  environment,  but 
I  will  change  that,  because  it  is  not  the  same  environment. 
The  laborers  who  were  making  $1.25  a  day  then  are  making 
much  more  today  and  they  are  bving  under  better  condi- 
Uons.  I  am  not  living  in  the  same  house  I  was  born  In 
because  they  erected  a  moniunent  to  me  by  putting  a  post 
office  where  I  was  bom.  The  Democrats  did  that,  the  only 
good  thing  that  I  know  they  have  ever  done  for  me  so  far. 
[Laughter.] 

So  if  the  lady  would  have  just  explained  herself  why  I 
am  an  enemy  of  labor,  I  would  have  felt  a  lot  better  about  it, 
I  represented  labor  for  10  years — organized  labor,  an  inter- 
national brotherhood  of  labor,  for  10  years — before  I  came 
here.  Evidently  they  did  not  think  I  was  an  enemy  of  labor  or 
they  would  not  have  had  me  on  their  pay  roll  during  all  that 
time.  I  could  take  the  lady  back  to  that  same  neighborhood 
where  I  live  today  and  where  I  was  bom  and  raised,  and  nearly 
all  of  them  are  laboring  people,  and  I  believe  she  would  not  get 
very  far  back  there  by  charging  me  as  being  an  enemy  of  labor. 
I  came  here  with  the  understanding  and  feeling — and  I  still 
have  it,  notwithstanding  the  charge  that  has  been  made  on 
this  floor  by  a  number  of  individuals — that  there  are  no 
enemies  of  labor  in  the  membership  of  this  House,  that  we 
are  all  here  friends  of  labor.  Of  course,  there  is  such  a  thing 
as  being  a  false  friend.  Labor  has  had  its  false  friends. 
The  Knights  of  Labor,  if  you  please,  that  went  out  of  existence 
back  in  the  eighties,  had  some  false  friends,  and  the  false 
friends  are  what  put  the  Knights  of  Labor  out  of  business. 
Then  there  have  been  some  enactments  that  organized  labor 
thought  were  wonderful  things,  which  proved  not  to  be.  Labor 
has  found  the  fruits  of  victory  txirn  to  ashes  or\  its  lips  on 
two.  If  not  three,  different  occasions  that  I  know  of.  I  re- 
member the  Sherman  Antitrust  Act,  that  was  considered  at 
the  time  of  its  enactment  a  great  lx)on  to  labor — and  I  say 
that  advisedly,  because  that  statement  was  made  by  none 
other  than  Samuel  Gompers,  the  president  of  the  A.  P.  of  L. 
Then  later  on  they  found  that  was  not  such  a  boon  to  labor, 
but,  like  Banquo's  ghost,  it  comes  back  intermittently,  and 
today  is  still  haunting  the  ranks  of  organized  labor. 

Then  we  had  the  Clayton  Act,  which  Samuel  Gompers 
declared  as  the  Magna  Carta  of  labor.  Surely  they  have 
found  some  fault  with  the  Clayton  Act  today,  and  organized 
labor  is  not  flnding  it  what  it  was  supposed  to  be. 

Then  we  had  the  Wagner  Act.  That  was  brought  on, 
sponsored,  and  advocated  by  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor.  You  have  heard  the  statements — I  will  not  attempt 
to  reiaeat  them  today — indicating  that  it  has  not  proven  to 
be  the  "bill  of  rights"  that  William  Green  said  it  was  at  the 
time  of  its  enactment. 

I  would  like  to  refer  you  to  what  was  stated  by  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  B.\rton]  in  his  argument,  that 
we  do  not  pass  perfect  bills  in  this  House  at  any  time  and 
that  anyone  who  says  we  cannot  improve  our  legislation  is 
just  too  stubborn,  if  you  please,  to  realize  that  changes  can 
become  necessary  in  the  working  cut  and  application  of  the 
legislation  we  pass. 

I  agree  with  some  of  the  statements  that  have  been  made 
heretofore  by  those  who  are  attempting  to  keep. us  from 
having  any  enactment  of  amendments.  I  agree  with  them 
that  it  is  the  administration  of  the  act  which  has  caused  all 
this  trouble.  That  has  been  and  will  be  the  bone  of  conten- 
tion on  the  floor  of  this  House  throughout  the  consideration 
of  this  bill.  We  stand  divided  here  today  on  the  proposition 
of  whether  or  not  we  shall  have  amendments  to  the  bill. 
Those  who  are  advocating  no  amendment  to  the  bill  are 
those  who  are  striving  to  save  the  Board  personnel  who  are 
now  administering  the  act.  Those  advocating  changes  in 
the  act  maintain  that  the  one  thing  that  is  needed  above 
everything  else  is  a  change  in  the  Board,  that  if  we  accom- 
plish this  there  will  be  some  chance  of  having  proper  admin- 
istration of  this  act. 

I  would  like  to  answer  a  question  that  was  asked  Tuesday  by 
my  friend  the  gentleman  from  Utah.  He  wanted  to  know 
what  was  wrong  with  the  Board.    He  stated  that  the  Board 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7729 


was  all  right;  that  the  difllculty  was  that  some  of  the  staff 
had  committed  things  that  were  not  entirely  proper,  but  the 
Board  itself  was  immaculate  and  nothing  the  Board  had  done 
could  be  criticized.  In  the  brief  time  remaining  to  me  let  me 
call  attention  to  some  acts  of  the  Board  which  I  believe  you 
should  know — acts  which  show  how  it  has  been  maladmin- 
istering  this  law.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  letter  that  was  written 
by  Edwin  S.  Smith,  a  member  of  the  Board,  which  explains 
this  wonderful  record  about  which  you  have  been  hearing  so 
much.  Before  I  read  a  portion  of  this  letter,  let  me  explain 
why  they  have  a  good  court  record.  Those  who  compiled 
statistics  on  the  court  record  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act  have  included  the  cases  that  were  taken  Into  court  upon 
purely  procedural  matters — cases  that  did  not  have  a  thing 
to  do  with  the  Board's  conduct,  or,  rather,  misconduct.  In 
Other  words,  the  cases  did  not  review  the  judgments  of  the 
Board  or  its  administration  of  the  act.  Before  we  are  through 
you  will  find  that  It  is  a  record  built  up  mostly  on  procedural 
matters. 

What  about  their  other  records?  They  started  out  with 
the  purpose — and  all  these  bureaus  do  the  same  thing — of 
making  everything  a  matter  of  record.  If  you  write  a  letter 
to  the  Board,  that  is  made  a  matter  of  record,  and  they  pro- 
ceed to  make  a  case  file  out  of  it.  Such  instances  re- 
peated a  great  number  of  times  make  a  big  record.  Let 
me  reveal  the  attitude  of  the  Board  in  this  respect  by  reading 
a  portion  of  a  letter  written  by  Edwin  S.  Smith,  a  member 
of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board,  under  date  of  Octo- 
ber 30,  1935,  to  Charles  W.  Hope,  regional  director  of  the 
Board  In  Seattle.  Wash.  Mr.  Smith  In  this  letter  Is  taking 
the  regional  director  to  task  because  the  regional  director 
was  not  building  up  a  record  that  satisfied  the  Board.  In 
this  letter  Mr.  Smith  said: 

n  seems  to  me  that  you  are  still  aomewhat  laboring  under  a  mis- 
apprehension about  the  matter  of  filing  charges.  There  Is  no 
reason  at  all  why  any  regional  board  should  not  accept  any  charge 
even  though  later  It  persuades  the  party  bringing  the  charge  to 
withdraw  It  on  the  basis  of  obvloxis  lack  of  Jurisdiction,  etc.  Tech- 
nically, under  the  law  we  are  not  supposed  to  be  proceeding  on  cases 
unless  we  have  formal  charges.  The  charge  In  and  of  Itself  Is 
merely  a  piece  of  paper  without  any  special  significance,  which 
starts  our  machinery  going  In  other  words,  there  Is  no  special 
virtue  In  making  the  vmlons  feel  It  Is  a  difficult  thing  to  file  a 
charge  with  the  Board.  Anyone  should  have  a  right  to  do  so 
merely  by  requesting  the  proper  form  to  fill  out. 

If  at  the  end  of  a  month  you  have  100  charges  and  50  of  them 
have  been  withdrawn  because  of  the  complainant  having  decided 
that  he  really  has  no  case,  or  because  the  matter  has  been  settlwl, 
this  looks  like  a  substantial  record  of  business  done  by  the  Board. 

That  is  the  manner  in  which  they  built  up  their  record, 
and  this  Is  only  one  of  a  number  of  letters  I  could  cite  to  you. 

[Here  the  pavel  fell.l 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  additional  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  I  call  your  attention  In  particular  to 
the  postscript  of  this  letter  reading  as  foUows: 

Another  reason  why  It  U  valuable  to  have  charges  filed  Is  that 
In  an  attempt  to  get  compliance  you  will  have  more  of  a  grip  on 
the  employer  If  you  can  tell  him  a  charge  has  been  filed  against 
his  company  and  you  are  anxious  to  straighten  the  matter  out. 

A  grip  on  the  employer  is  what  they  were  after  from  start 
to  finish. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Chahman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  I  have  not  time,  for  I  want  to  read 
something  else  that  Is  interesUng.  Let  me  tell  you  another 
thing  about  Edwin  Smith. 

Edwin  Smith  has  been  consorting  with  this  fellow  Bridges 
a  long  while,  too  long  to  remain  a  member  of  this  Board. 
[Applause.]  Prior  to  this  date,  January  11,  1938.  Edwin 
Smith  sent  a  telegram  to  the  regional  director  out  in  Cali- 
fornia for  the  regional  director  to  get  in  touch  with  Harry 
Bridges  and  to  have  Harry  Bridges  call  Edwin  Smith  in 
Washington  on  the  long-distance  telephone  and  charge  the 
call  to  the  United  States  Government.  I  do  not  know,  of 
course,  what  he  wanted  to  discuss  with  Bridges  at  that 
time,  but  he  sent  the  wire,  and  the  call  was  made,  according 
to  Smith's  own  admission.  And  then  Bridges,  the  alien 
from  Australia,  writes  to  the  Board  and  tells  the  Board  he 


does  not  like  the  assignment  they  have  made  of  a  regional 
director  to  Hawaii.  He  did  not  like  him,  he  was  not  strong 
enough,  as  this  letter  shows.  I  am  going  to  put  it  In  the 
Record,  for  I  have  not  time  to  read  it  to  you. 

He  was  not  strong  enough  to  deal  with  the  employer  inter- 
ests in  Hawaii,  so  he  says,  "We  must  have  a  different  man  out 
there.  How  about  Bert  Edises?"  Mr.  Smith  writes  back  and 
states,  "I  have  taken  it  up  with  the  Board  and  we  are  sending 
Edises  to  Honolulu."  That  Is  what  they  actually  did.  They 
took  orders.  If  you  please,  from  Harry  Bridges. 

I  wish  I  had  time  to  read  all  the  nice.  fine,  congenial  cor- 
respondence that  has  been  going  on  between  Harry  Bridges 
and  Edwin  S.  Smith. 

These  letters  are  as  follows: 

Janitakt  11.  193S. 
Mr.  H.  R.  Bbibges. 

Regional  Director.  Committee  for  Industrial  Organization,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 
Dtar  Mr.  BanwES :  Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  January  8. 
I  agree  with  you  as  to  the  Importance  of  having  the  right  sort 
of  man  In  Hawaii,  and  the  Board  has  this  very  much  In  mind.    We 
had  Intended  to  send  Edlsec  to  HawaU  to  hear  the  pending  case  ot 
the  Plantation  Owners'  Association,  not  to  keep  him  there,  and  we 
have  not  sent  him  simply  because  of  pressure  of  matters  around 
San  Francisco.    The  problem  is  not  an  easy  one  to  solve. 

I  am  sorry  to  hear  what  you  have  to  say  about  the  dissatisfaction 
with  the  San  Francisco  office.  .  I  had  hoped  that  the  personal  diffi- 
culties which  seemed  to  have  arisen  there  had  been  straightened 
out  at  the  time  of  our  regional  conference. 

If  you  ever  get  to  Washington.  I  should  be  glad  to  talk  these 
matters  over  with  you. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Edwiw  S.  SMrrH. 

COlCMtlTEX  FOB  INDTTSTEIAL  OHOANIZATIOIf , 

West  Coast  Region, 
San  Francisco,  Calif..  January  8,  1938. 
Personal  and  confidential. 
Mr.  Edwim  8.  SkirrH, 

National   Labor   Relations   Board.   Shoreham   Building,   Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 
Deae  Me.  Smfth:  1  recently  had  a  discussion  with  our  attorneys 
here  In  regard  to  the  local  Regional  Labor  Board  and  the  demand 
from  Honolulu  for  a  representative  of  the  Board  to  be  stationed 
there. 

I  am  UAd  that  the  National  Board  contemplates,  or  has  ordered. 
Bert  Edises  to  go  to  Honolulu  to  take  charge.  I  axn  further  ad- 
vised that  Mr.  Larson  has  Just  returned  from  there  and  that  frankly 
his  whole  stay  on  the  Islands  accomplished  little  or  nothing  for 
the  workers  there.  You  will  possibly  be  better  able  to  Judge  from 
his  report  which  you  will  receive  no  doubt. 

The  question  now  Is  this:  Honolulu  and  Hawaii  Is  In  need  of  a 
good  man  who  wUl  be  able  to  resist  the  employer  arguments  much 
l)etter  than  Mr.  Larson,  and  no  doubt  Mr.  Edises  will  be  the  ideal 
person.  However,  on  the  other  hand,  there  appears  to  be  a  lot  of 
dissatisfaction  with  the  local  Board  as  It  Is  here  In  the  San  Fran- 
cisco area  and  to  take  Mr.  Edises  away  from  the  local  Board  wotUd 
also  create  a  bad  situation. 

There  Is  no  doubt  about  the  dissatisfaction  of  the  unions  In 
this  area,  at  least  the  C.  I.  O.  unions,  with  the  local  Regional 
Board.  It  appears  there  Is  much  unnecessary  red  tape  and  ap- 
parent differences  of  opinion  on  the  Board  Itself.  Prom  what  I 
know,  and  from  the  opinions  of  others  who  are  somewhat  ac- 
quainted with  the  entire  matter,  possibly  forces  are  at  work  on 
the  local  Regional  Board  who  would  be  very  glad  to  see  Mr.  Edises 
go  to  Honoliilu  and  have  the  Regional  Board  run  smoothly  although 
possibly  not  to  the  very  great  advantage  of  the  unions  and  the 
workers. 

I  am,  therefore,  passing  this  Information  on  to  you  to  acquaint 
you  with  our  opinion  here  and  at  the  same  time  what  we  think 
might  best  be  done  In  the  matter.  We  definitely  would  deem  It  a 
loss  If  Mr.  Edises  did  not  remain  with  the  local  board — at  the 
same  time  we  wish  to  urge  the  National  Board,  because  of  the 
complex  problems  In  HawaU  and  the  immediate  necessity  of  hav- 
ing the  Board  permanently  established  there,  to  dispatch  a  man 
to  take  charge  In  Hawaii. 

It  Is  evident  from  all  acooimts  that  Mr.  Larson  did  not  do  a 
very  satisfactory  Job  there.  At  the  same  time,  because  of  the 
employers"  Iron  control  over  the  whole  situation  In  the  Islands, 
It  needs  a  strong  man  and  one  who  Is  not  susceptible  or  easily 
swayed  by  the  argvmaents.  Intimidation,  etc.;  and  I  hope  you 
wUl  do  what  you  can  to  see  that  somebody  of  the  type  of  Mr. 
Eagen  or  Mr.  Edises  can  be  Immediately  selected  for  Hawaii. 

Our  attorneys  have  been  communicating  with  Lee  Pressman 
along  the  same  lines,  although  I  am  not  aware  at  this  time  if 
Lee  has  discussed  the  whole  matter  with  you. 

Hoping  you  will   be  able  to  help  us  out  on  this  matter  and 
will  be  able  to  imderstand  our  point  of  view,  I  am. 
Tour*  Blncerely, 

H.  R.  Bridces, 
Regional  Direetor. 
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That  is  not  all.  You  have  heard  of  Saposs.  If  he  is  not 
a  Communist,  then  we  have  not  any  Communists  in  this 
country  or  in  Russia.  Do  you  know  what  they  have  done 
with  Saposs?  We  decided  we  did  not  want  Saposs  to  be  re- 
tained any  longer  by  the  Board.  The  House  took  that  ac- 
tion by  refusing  to  grant  an  appropriation  for  his  depart- 
ment. The  Senate  changed  that,  but  in  the  conference  re- 
port the  Senate  amendment  was  taken  out.  So  it  was 
finally  decided  by  both  the  House  and  Senate  through  the 
conferees  that  we  would  do  away  with  the  department 
headed  by  David  Saposs.  But  this  action  of  the  House  and 
Senate  did  not  do  away  with  him.  The  Board  has  discharged 
other  employees  since  that  time  In  order  to  cut  their  expend- 
itures, but  Saposs  Is  still  on  the  roll.  He  is  still  a  consultant 
to  the  Board.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  a  court  having  a  con- 
sultant? I  have,  and  perhaps  some  of  you  lawyers  have. 
Such  a  one  is  not  oflBcially  a  consultant,  and  we  do  not  think 
much  of  a  court  that  does  have  a  consultant  to  tell  the 
court  how  to  decide  cases.  This  man  was  put  in  there  as  a 
consultant  to  whom?  To  the  Board.  I  presume,  in  the  first 
Instance;  and.  in  the  second  Instance,  he  was  the  lecturer 
to  the  unsophisticated  youth  employed  by  the  Board  to 
hear,  determine,  and  review  Board  cases. 

Let  me  read  you  something  that  comes  from  a  man  who 
was  connected  with  the  Board  and  resigned  because  he 
could  not  stand  it  any  longer.  I  will  put  the  whole  letter  in 
the  RzcoitD.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr. 
Healey  1 .  who  will  follow  me  in  a  few  minutes,  protected  this 
man.  Davidson,  when  he  was  on  the  stand,  saying  he  was  an 
excellent  member  of  the  staff  of  that  Board;  but  after  David- 
son wrote  this  letter  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr. 
Healey]  and  the  Board  changed  their  minds  about  him. 

The  letter  follows: 

JixsKT  CiTT.  N.  J..  March  17.  1940. 
Nationai.  IjAboe  Relations  Boaxo, 

Sfxoreham  Biiildtng.  Washington.  D.  C. 

OtNTiEMEN:  Yielding  to  no  man  In  my  respect  for  the  Wagner 
Act  and  the  Illustrious  Senator  whoee  name  It  bears.  I  nevertheleps 
desire  to  submit  my  resignation  as  a  trial  examiner  for  the  reason 
lh.»t  a  majority  cf  the  members  of  your  Board  continue  brazenly 
and  openly  to  foster  Communists  and  kindred  radicals  as  they  have 
done  in  the  past  This  statement  Is  not  directed  at  Dr.  Lelserson. 
mmorlty  member,  nor  Is  It  Intended  to  reflect  upon  General  Counsel 
Charles  Pahy.  Assistant  General  Counsel  Robert  Watts,  and  many 
other  Board  officials  and  employees  for  whom  I  have  the  highest 
respect. 

Neither  would  I  have  you  believe  that  this  letter  Is  written  on  the 
Impulse  of  the  moment  and  without  mature  consideration.  Upon 
the  contrary.  I  have  contemplated  this  step  for  months,  and  only 
thoughts  of  home  responsibilities  and  economic  security  have  stayed 
my  hand  heretofore.  However,  in  the  last  analysis  the  right  is 
more  preclou.s  than  peace,  and  self-respect  Is  preferable  to  smug 
financial  safety. 

Your  entire  record  is  replete  with  rotten  radicalism,  but  the 
crowning  touch  of  perfidy  was  added  last  FYlday  afternoon  when  all 
trial  examiners  then  In  Washington  were  obliged  to  listen  to  a 
lecture  by  Dr.  David  Saposs.  chairman  of  your  Economics  Division 
and  a  known  Communist,  en  what  should  be  gotten  Into  the  record 
at  a  Labor  Board  hearing,  aside  from  direct  evidence,  to  show  by 
inference  that  employers  are  fostering  company-dominated  unions. 
This,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  trial  examiners  as  quasl- 
Judlclal  representatives  of  the  Board,  from  the  very  terms  of  their 
oath  are  exi>ected  to  t>e  fair  and  Impartial  Judges  of  the  evidence. 
Primarily  the  responsibUlty  for  this  outrage  rests  upon  your 
shoulders.  In  a  secondary  sense  It  Is  chargeable  to  Frank  Bloom, 
acting  chief  trial  examiner  and  an  Incompetent  radical  il  ever  there 
was  one.  Only  disinclination  to  use  profane  and  obscene  language 
in  a  serious  communication  of  this  sort  prevents  me  from  painting 
•  true-word  picture  of  this  individual  Bloom.  Suffice  it  to  say  that 
I  have  known  polecats  of  better  odor.  He  would  stink  In  a  frlgld- 
•ire. 

Returning  to  the  subject  of  Dr.  Saposs  and  his  beliefs,  surely  the 
record  of  this  man's  past  is  not  unknown  to  you.  Some  years  ago 
he  wrote  articles  advocating  the  seizure  of  factory  property  by 
workers  under  certain  circumstances.  Of  course  this  Is  quite  in 
keeping  with  your  smelly  Pansteel  decision  In  which  you  .sought  to 
bestow  a  patemnl  benediction  on  sit-down  strikes.  Doubtless  you 
know  also  that  Dr.  Saposs  Is  said  to  have  been  a  teacher  in  thz 
lOO-pcrcent  Communist  organization.  Commonwealth  College, 
which  was  Investigated  by  the  State  Legislature  of  Arkansas,  and 
that  his  wife  Is  said  to  be  an  enrolled  Communist. 

Now.  if  by  some  chance  you  would  have  me  dlstlngtilsh  a  so-called 
dyed-ln-tbe-wool  Communist  and  a  fellow  traveler  or  sympathizer, 
my  answer  is  that  a  traitor  to  the  flog  and  a  sympathizer  with 
treason  are  to  be  regarded  as  one  and  the  same  menace.  In  the 
Tooabulary  of  any  local  citizen  the  oid-faahloned  noun 


has  three  synonyms,  viz.  Communist,  Nazi,  and  Fascist. 
Yet  you  who  hold  high  office  under  our  Government  employ  a  man 
like  Saposs  as  chl«  economist  at  $6,500  a  year  and  wonder  why  a 
scandalized  Nation  cries  aloud  for  your  blood  In  a  figurative  sense. 

All  of  which  recalls  another  matter  of  some  significance  to  my 
mind.  During  the  first  few  months  of  my  emplo3rment  as  trial  ex- 
aminer you  thought  I  was  quite  a  fellow  and  treated  me  accordingly. 
Suddenly  I  became  a  poor  relation,  and  this  change  of  status  dates 
back  to  the  time  In  1938  when  I  excluded  a  corporate  chart  drawn 
up  by  Dr.  Saposs  from  the  evidence  In  the  Detroit  Times  case  be- 
cause of  patent  Inaccuracies.  Soon  thereafter  Bloom  became  assist- 
ant chief  trial  examiner  by  the  grace  of  his  fellow  "red,"  Nathan 
Witt,  secretary  of  your  Board.  Conditions  never  have  been  quite  the 
same  since. 

Now  that  the  subject  has  been  raised,  why  do  you  have  In  your 
libraries  the  periodic  bulletin  of  the  International  Juridical  Insti- 
tute, a  Communist  front  outfit  If  over  there  was  one?  Could  It  be 
because  Witt  Is  said  to  hold  rank  as  one  of  the  nine  charter  mem- 
bers of  that  organization,  the  latter  now  gloating  openly  over  the 
escape  of  the  filthy  Pacific  coast  Commimlst,  Harry  Bridges,  from 
deportation  proceedings? 

Of  course.  It  Is  scarcely  necessary  for  me  to  tell  you  that  the 
Review  and  Economics  Divisions  of  the  Board  are  loaded  with  "reds" 
of  varying  shades,  and  that  this  communistic  vermin  Infests  even 
some  of  the  regional  offices.  Not  very  long  ago  I  had  lunch  with  a 
certain  attorney  for  the  Board  who  lost  no  time  In  bewailing  the 
plight  of  the  perjured  Earl  Browder.  Communist  Party  head,  who 
now  faces  a  long  term  in  prison.  Browder  was  then  awaiting  trial. 
When  I  said  in  reply  that  Browder  was  a  24-carat  scoundrel  and  that 
I  hoped  the  Judge  would  stick  him  In  jail  and  throw  the  key  In  the 
Hudson  River,  the  "red"  sympathizer  fell  strangely  silent.  What 
enraged  my  sensibilities  was  the  thought  that  he  must  have  mis- 
taken me  for  one  of  his  kind. 

A  great  deal  more  could  be  written  on  this  subject,  but  you  must 
know  more  about  such  conditions  than  I  do,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  you  must  be  responsible  therefor.  My  resignation  Is  to  take 
effect  at  the  close  of  whatever  unused  annual  leave  I  have  coming. 
I  received  a  slip  stating  the  actual  time  only  the  other  day.  For 
me  the  future  Is  uncertain,  but  at  least  It  will  be  free  from  Intel- 
lectual prostitution. 

Very  truly  yours. 


[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gentleman  2 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  Mr.  Chairman,  here  is  a  man  acting  not 
only  as  a  consultant  to  the  Board  but  as  a  lecturer,  telling 
young  folks  just  come  out  of  law  school  how  they  should  con- 
duct themselves  as  members  of  the  staCf. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  President  is  asking  for  money  now  to 
investigate  subversive  activities.  He  has  just  found  out  that 
we  have  a  "fifth  column"  in  this  country.  Why,  bless  you, 
my  colleagues  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  Judge  Smith. 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  Charlie  Halleck.  and  I  have 
known,  and  I  also  think  the  gentleman  from  Utah.  Abe  Mint- 
oocK,  and  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  Arthitr 
Healey,  know,  although  they  will  not  admit  it,  ever  since 
last  December  when  we  started  our  hearings,  that  we  have 
had  a  '.'fifth  column."  No  extra  appropriation  is  necessary 
to  find  out  about  the  "fifth  column"  in  the  Labor  Board. 
There  is  ample  proof  in  our  testimony,  and  all  anyone  has 
to  do  is  to  go  to  the  testimony  to  find  out  about  the  "fifth 
column."  if  you  please,  in  a  governmental  agency  here  in 
Washington,  which  administers  the  labor  law. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  many  other  things  I  would  like  to 
bring  out  to  show  the  misconduct  of  the  Labor  Board,  but 
time  does  not  permit.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  to 
include  therein  the  letters  I  referred  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Hkalxt]. 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Healey]  10  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  listened  this  after- 
noon to  a  number  of  men  who  have  spoken  in  debate,  mostly 
favoring  Uie  Smith  bill.  As  one  of  the  members  of  the  Smith 
committee  who  disagrees  with  the  majority  on  the  recom- 
mended changes  included  in  H.  R.  8815. 1  now  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  answer  some  of  the  statements  of  gentlemen  who 
have  preceded  me. 
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This  Is  a  very  serious  issue.  The  whole  matter  vitally 
affects  not  only  the  8,000,000  members  of  organized  labor  but 
It  affects  all  workers  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
this  coimtry.  It  viUlly  affects  every  phase  of  their  existence, 
their  employment,  their  security,  and  the  welfare  of  their 
families.  It  is  of  equal  Importance  to  employers,  and  pre- 
sents one  of  the  most  far-reaching  problems  of  our  national 
economy.  It  calls  for  the  most  serious  consideration,  par- 
ticularly at  this  time,  when  a  great  part  of  the  civilized  world 
Is  aflame  with  the  fires  of  war,  and  when  our  own  national 
security  requires  good  will,  unity,  and  solidarity  among  our 
entire  citizenry. 

As  I  stated  on  Tuesday  when  I  spoke  briefly  on  the  rule,  I 
felt  honored  to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  this  House  as 
a  member  of  this  very  distinguished  committee.  During  the 
entire  time  I  spent  with  the  committee  I  experienced  toward 
my  associates  on  the  committee  the  utmost  good  will.  I 
have  the  highest  regard  and  respect  for  them,  their  opinions, 
and  their  views,  even  though  they  differ  with  mine.  I  say 
unqualifiedly  that  every  one  of  the  five  men  who  served  on 
that  committee,  and  It  was  a  difficult  assignment,  have 
worked  conscientiously  to  discharge  their  duties.  I  am  sure 
that  they  have  done  their  best  In  endeavoring  to  solve  the 
difficult  problems  presented.  My  associations  with  these 
gentlemen  in  the  work  of  the  committee  have  been  very 
pleasant  indeed. 

All  of  my  colleagues  on  the  committee  are  distinguished 
lawyers.  They  know  the  value  of  evidence.  They  know  the 
importance  of  adhering  to  the  record.  They  realize  that  when 
they  come  before  this  Congress— the  great  body  of  repre- 
sentatives of  all  of  the  people  of  this  great  Nation — to  ask 
their  fellow  Representatives  to  adopt  fundamental  changes 
In  an  act  of  such  vital  Importance  to  the  workers  of  this 
country,  the  largest  element  of  our  population,  their  pro- 
posals should  be  supported  by  the  record. 

The  distinguished  chairman  of  my  committee,  for  whom 
I  have  the  highest  respect  and  regard,  read  during  his  re- 
marks, a  letter  written  to  him  by  the  eminent  preadent  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor.  To  what  extent  this  letter 
supports  the  chairman's  contention  Is  open  to  question.  I 
believe  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Green  before  the  committee 
which  appears  on  page  287  of  volume  2  of  the  verbatim  rec- 
ord, will  serve  to  clarify  that  point.  I  asked  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  during  Mr.  Green's  testimony  if  I  could  ask 
a  few  questions,  and  he  permitted  me  to  do  so.  I  am  now 
going  to  read  out  of  the  record  some  of  that  testimony: 

By  Mr.  Hkalet: 

Question.  Mr.  Green,  when  yotir  organization  met  In  convention 
m  Cincinnati  last  year,  that  represented  the  fifty-ninth  annual 
convention  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor? 

An.swer.  The  flfty-nlnth;  yes.  sir.  

Question.  Now.  from  the  number  of  represenUtlves  that  were 
present  at  that  convention,  chosen,  I  presume,  by  their  local  unions 
to  l>e  present  and  represent  them,  did  it  indicate  that  there  had 
been  a  great  growth  in  the  membership  of  the  American  Federation 
cf  Labor  In  the  past  year? 

Answer  Yes;  a  substantial  growth  In  membership.  The  paid-up 
membership  was  In  excess  of  4,000.000.  as  shown  by  the  books  In  our 
o(Bce. 

Question.  And  that  4.000.000  membership  that  you  have  today 
indicates  that  there  has  been  a  great  tendency  In  the  last  few  years 
by  workers  to  Join  unions:  is  that  right?    Is  that  correct? 

Answer.  That  is  correct.  This  act  is  responsible  very  largely  for 
that  new  spirit. 

Queytton.  That  is  Just 

Answer  {Interposing) .  There  is  no  argument  between  you  and  me 
on  that.  Congressman  Heaixt.  »        ^ 

Question.  I  asked  you  whether  or  not.  In  your  Judgment  and 
opinion,  during  the  past  7  years  great  strides  have  been  made  In 
le^latlve  enactment  for  the  benefit  of  workers  in  general  through- 
out this  country.  ,  __ 

Answer.  The  record  shows  that;  makes  that  qiUte  clear.  The 
passage  of  the  NorrU-LaGuardla  Act.  which  was  of  great  benefit  to 
Ubor,  the  social-security  legislation,  the  Wagner  Labor  Relations 
Act.  the  Hour  and  Wage  Act.  and  some  others  that  I  could 
name— the  Walsh-Healey  Act  Itself,  of  which  you  were  a  Joint 
author.  I  feel  that  all  of  that  legislation  has  been  in  the  Interest 
of  labor,  and  labor  has  greaUy  benefited  by  reason  of  the  enact- 
ment of  that  legUlatlon. 

Question.  Is  It  fair  to  say  that  this  legislation  which  you  have 
lust  enumerated  represenU  a  greater  accompluhment  during  that 
period,  that  7.year  period,  than  any  other  7-year  period  in  the  hi»- 
-  tory  of  your  organiaationf 


Answer.  The  legislation  that  I  have  Just  referred  to? 
Qviestlon.  That  legislation  which  you  have  Just  enumerated. 
Answer.  Yes,  sir:  I  would  say  that  affirmatively.  .^.^ 

Question  During  the  entire  life  of  your  organization,  the  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Labor  has  soxight  continuously  for  the  i>assage 
of  legislation  to  benefit  working  conditions  and  standards  of  work- 
ers In  general,  not  alone  your  own  members,  but  of  workers  m 
general,  has  It  not?  ^        .  ..  _ 

Answer.  Yes.  sir;  and  we  appreciate  what  Congress  has  done,  «ie 
way  in  which  Congress  has  responded;  and  I  refer  to  the  Members 
of  Congress  not  In  an  exact  political  sense,  but  to  the  Members  or 
Congress — what  they  have  done  for  labor  in  the  enactment  of  this 
legislation  to  which  I  have  referred.  I  would  classify  it  as  out- 
standing In  the  history  of  the  Nation.  ^^ 

Question.  Now,  throughout  the  existence  of  the  American  Feder- 
ation of  Labor,  the  organizations  affiliated  with  this  great  body  of 
labor  unions  have  forged  a  continuous  struggle  to  l>etter  working 
conditions,  to  raise  standards  of  the  American  workers,  have  they 
not? 

Answer.  Yes,  indeed. 

Question.  And  they  have  met  with  bitter  and  stiff  resistance  all 
the  way,  every  step  of  the  way  In  their  achievement  of  the  many 
humanitarian  and  progressive  pieces  of  legislation  that  they  have 
sponsored,  have  they  not? 

Answer.  It  has  been  a  bitter  struggle.  Congressman. 
Question.  But   underlying    the    whole   philosophy    of    legislation 
which  you  sponsored  and  sought  for  the  workers  of  America,  was 
the  elementary  principle  of  the  right  to  bargain  collectively,  was 
It  not? 

Answer.  Positively  so.     That  was  basic. 

Question.  That  represented  more  than  perhaps  any  other  desire 
that  labor  had,  that  represented  their  desire  perhaps  more  than 
anything  else— the   right  to  bargain  collectively.  Is   that  correct? 
Answer.  To  bargain  collectively,  and  they  couldn't  bargain  col- 
lectively without  organizing  Into  unions. 

Question.  Throughout  all  of  this  struggle  for  the  recognition  of 
that  right,  you  have  been  faced  with  injunctive  processes  In  the 
courts  which  amounted  to  frustration  of  the  efforts  of  the  workers 
to  accomplish  that  purpose,  have  you  not? 

Answer.  Yes.  ^  ^  ^ 

Question.  And   because  of   legislation   which  you  agitated,  your 
organization,  and  sponsored,  you  have  been  able  to  eliminate  a 
lot  of  that  resistance  which  you  have  had  to  confront  constantly 
in  your  struggle  for  the  recognition  of  these  rights? 
Answer.  That  is  rtght. 

Question.  Now,  then,  Mr.  Green,  you  stressed  four  points  that 
you  think  ought  to  be  accomplished  to  facilitate  the  administra- 
tion of  this  particular  act  in  your  direct  statement. 

Answer.  I  emphasized  four  points  in  my  statement  to  your 
honorable  committee  this  morning. 

Question.  Now.  as  I  understand  it.  the  purpose  of  those  fovff 
changes  that  your  organization  Is  advocating  goes  more  toward  the 
administration  of  the  act  than  toward  any  change  in  the  funda- 
mental principles. 

Answer.  I^would  say  wholly,  fully,  and  completely  to  the  admin- 
istration of  the  act. 

Question  So  that.  Insofar  as  you  as  a  representative  of  your 
organization,  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  are  concerned.  Is  it 
fair  to  say  that  you  do  not  desire  to  see  any  fundamental  change  in 
the  purposes  of  this  act? 

Answer  Yes,  you  are  right.  Congressman  Healet,  and  I  wish  Just 
to  expound  on  that  a  moment.  We  are  not  only  asking  that  these 
amendments  that  we  offer  be  adopted  in  order  to  facilitate  proper 
administration  of  the  act,  and  for  that  purpose  alone,  but.  In 
addition  we  are  standing,  watching,  guarding  against  the  submis- 
sion of  destructive  amendments.  For  Instance,  we  are  uncom- 
prcmlslngly  opposed  to  the  amendments  offered  by  Senator  Bukke. 
of  Nebraska,  amendments  of  that  character  We  stand  for  these 
amendments.  We  are  opposed  to  destructive  amendments;  and  we 
shaU  appeal  to  Congress  to  stand  with  us  and  guard  carefuUy 
against  the  acceptance  of  destnictlve  amendments. 

Question.  Are  you  familiar  with  the  amendments  that  are  advo- 
cated by  the  Nationai  Manufacturers'  Association? 

Answer.  Well,  to  some  extent,  and  we  feel  they  are  destructive 
and  highly  objectionable. 

Question.  And  therefore  you  are  opposed  to  those  amendments. 
Answer.  We  are  opposed  to  them. 

Now,  let  me  go  just  a  little  further  down  in  the  testimony: 

By  Mr.  Healkt:  . 

Question  But  Mr  Green,  aside  from  these  administrative  amend- 
ments—and I  think  It  is  fair  to  characterize  them  as  administra- 
tive amendments— that  you  advocate,  you  do  believe  in  the  efficacy 
and  the  purpose  and  principles  of  this  Wagner  Labor  Relation* 
.  Act? 

Answer.  Yes;  we  would  sooner  endure  the  troubles  and  punish- 
ment we  are  now  forced  to  undergo  and  maintain  the  act,  and  even 
Its  administration,  than  we  would  to  repeal  or  destroy  It. 

Mr,  Chairman,  that  is  the  considered  testimony  given  by 
Mr.  Green  at  the  time  the  need  for  legislation  was  being 
considered  by  us  and  when  he  was  a  witness  before  our 
committee. 

On  Tuesday  I  stated  that  after  the  majority  of  this  com- 
mittee had  recommended  these  amendments  and  had  Issued 
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their  explanation  of  them.  Mr.  Green  expressed  his  unalter- 
able opposition  to  the  body  of  Smith  amendments  included 
In  H.  R.  8815.  and  there  has  been  no  denial  of  that  fact.  My 
eminent  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Utah  (Mr.  MurdockJ. 
who  followed  me,  read  the  full  statement  of  Mr.  Green  con- 
demning the  Smith  amendments  and  opposing  their  adop- 
tion. And  at  approximately  the  same  time,  other  national 
leaders  of  great  A.  P.  of  L.  unions  expressed  their  opposition 
to  the  Smith  amendments  in  equally  emphatic  terms. 

Now.  of  course,  we  Icnow  the  position  of  the  other  branch 
of  organized  labor  on  these  amendments.  I  have  no  parti- 
sanship toward  either  of  these  branches.  I  have  voted  con- 
sistently for  labor  legislation  because  I  believe  that  the  wel- 
fare of  our  country  and  of  our  whole  political  and  social 
economy  demands  a  sound,  progressive,  and  humane  pro- 
gram of  employer-employee  relationships.  I  do  not  seek  any 
credit  for  that.  I  was  only  doing  my  duty  as  a  Represent- 
ative in  the  Congress  in  doing  what  I  believed  to  be  for 
the  t)ost  Interest  of  all  of  the  people.  The  labor  legislation 
we  have  enacted  has  been  designed  to  protect  not  only 
those  who  are  organized  in  labor  unions,  but  also  that  great 
group  of  workers  who  have  no  voice,  who  have  no  lobbies, 
and  who  have  no  representatives  to  advance  their  cause 
here  txcept  those  elected  by  the  people. 

My  friend  from  Ohio  states  that  he  is  the  son  of  a 
woikincman.  I  do  not  think  that  it  should  be  necessary 
to  take  any  time  in  this  debate,  limited  as  the  time  is,  to 
state  that  I  am  also  the  son  of  a  workingman  and  a  union 
man,  back  in  the  days  of  Samuel  Gompers  and  the  days 
of  Mr.  Prey  and  the  days  when  Mr.  Green  started,  when 
the  fight  was  fierce  and  the  struggle  hard.  He  sought 
neither  power  nor  emolument  but  served  humbly  in  the  front 
ranks  as  a  man  who  believed  in  the  principle  of  unionism 
and  the  just  aspirations  of  those  who  must  labor.  I  know 
^  from  him  and  from  my  own  studies  of  the  long  fight  that 
had  to  be  made  against  relentless  opposition  for  the  recog- 
nition of  the  rights  of  those  persons  in  our  economy  who 
have  had  to  work  for  a  living  by  the  sweat  of  their  brows. 
And  this  act  has  had  to  meet,  at  every  step,  the  same  un- 
yielding hostility  that  has  sought  to  ob.struct  every  advance 
In  labor's  welfare.  It  was  signed  by  President  Roosevelt  in 
July  1935.  A  board  was  appointed  in  August  of  1935.  Two 
weeks  later  a  committee  of  58  lawyers,  self -constituted,  self- 
appointed,  and  self-anointed,  undertook  to  pass  upon  the 
constitutionality  of  this  act.  and  this  group  of  58  legalistic 
vicilantes  declared  without  reservation  that  this  act  was 
unconstitutional. 

Oh.  they  did  not  wait  to  submit  It  to  the  courts,  but  with 
Indiscreet  haste,  held  that  a  law  that  had  bren  duly  enacted 
by  the  House  and  the  Senate  was  unconstitutional,  and  this 
opinion  was  widely  distributed  to  manufacturers,  industrial- 
ists, and  other  employers  of  labor  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  this  country.  As  a  result,  immediate  and  general 
resistance  sprung  up  to  compliance  with  this  act,  and  whether 
or  not  this  Labor  Board  has  been  Justly  criticized,  it  can  be 
well  stated  that  no  group  that  ever  served  in  high  cCSce  in 
this  country  was  faced  with  a  greater  task.  No  group  ever 
was  confronted  with  more  serious  problems  or  met  greater 
obstruction  or  fiercer  resistance  in  the  administration  of  an 
act. 

Until  the  valid!ty  of  the  act  was  finally  and  conclusively 
upheld  by  the  Supreme  Court,  every  attempt  to  administer 
the  act  was  blocked  by  the  same  formula  ef  resistance. 
E\-er>'where  employers  were  advised.  "Do  not  obey:  do  not 
conform  with  it;  flight  it;  resist  it;  go  to  the  courts  and  pur- 
sue dilatory  proceedings,  but  do  not  obey  it." 

This  was  Ix'fore  the  Board  had  any  opportunity  to  func- 
tion whatsoever,  and  this  is  a  little  bit  of  the  history,  the 
background  of  the  fight  that  was  made  and  carried  to  the 
courts:  and  finally  the  Supreme  Court,  in  1937 — this  was 
the  old  Court,  if  my  recollection  is  correct — upheld  the  valid- 
ity of  this  act  in  a  series  of  decisions.  Only  after  these 
decisions  did  this  Board  have  any  real  opportunity  to  act  or 
receive  any  real  cooperation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the  history  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act.    You  know,  of  course,  the  necessity  which 


brought  about  the  adoption  of  the  Norris-LaGuardia  Anti- 
injunction  Act.  You  know  the  necessity  which  caused  Con- 
gress to  pass  the  act  vitiating  the  so-called  yellow-dog  con- 
tracts, and  that  was  met  with  the  same  opposition.  So.  hav- 
ing failed  in  their  attack  on  the  courts,  the  attack  is  now 
back  here  in  the  legislature. 

We  were  commissioned  as  a  group  of  Members  of  Congress, 
chosen,  I  assume,  because  of  our  backgrounds  of  legal  train- 
ing, to  examine  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  investigate 
its  administration,  study  all  the  problems  involved  in  the 
operation  of  the  act.  and  to  bring  back  to  you  recommenda- 
tions that  were  based  upon  a  well-rounded  and  thorough 
investigation.  I  want  to  say.  with  due  deference  to  my  col- 
leagues, that  we  have  not  had  that  kind  of  an  investigation. 
We  started  right  out  going  into  certain  abnormalities,  certain 
indiscretions  in  the  administration  of  this  act.  The  counsel 
for  the  committee  has  gone  through  the  files  of  the  Board 
with  a  fine-tooth  comb. 

Every  indiscretion,  every  abnormaUty  that  could  be  found 
has  been  brought  here  and  put  in  the  50.000-word  report 
written  by  the  majority  of  this  committee.  My  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  UUh  [Mr.  MurdockI  and  myself 
wrote  a  dissenting  report  of  45.000  words.  We  fell  about 
5.000  words  short  of  the  majority  rejwrt,  but  I  submit  to 
you  that  both  the  majority  and  minority  of  that  com- 
mittee devoted  a  great  deal  of  time,  effort,  and  energy  in 
presenting  this  matter  to  the  Congress.  I  don't  know 
whether  you  will  ever  have  the  opportunity  or  time  In  your 
busy  lives  to  read  these  reports,  but  I  hope  that  you  may 
have  occasion  to  do  so, 

I  do  wish  to  say.  without  bias  or  prejudice,  that  I  believe 
you  will  find  the  minority  report  to  be  founded  on  the  rec- 
ord. We  made  no  attempt  to  assemble  only  the  evidence 
most  favorable  to  our  contention,  but  strove  to  make  it  a 
full  and  fair  statement  of  the  facts  based  upon  the  evidence 
taken  before  our  committee,  which,  after  all.  is  what  should 
concern  us  most.  With  du?  humility.  I  wish  to  state  that 
I  believe  that  if  we  went  into  a  court  of  law  with  those  two 
records,  on  the  evidence,  the  side  that  opposed  the  majority 
report  would  be  successful. 

Let  me  see  if  I  can  in  the  remaining  time  get  down  to 
what  some  of  these  recommendations  are.  The  gentlemeti 
of  the  majority  want  to  eliminate  certain  language  from  the 
preamble  of  the  act.  Oh.  this  sounds  ao  innocuotu.  Section 
1  of  the  preamble  reads: 

The  denial  by  employers  of  the  right  of  employee*  to  organtz« 
and  the  refusal  by  jfmpluyers  to  accept  the  procedure  of  coUectivt 
bargaining  lead  to  itrlkea  and  other  forms  ot  Industrial  strife  or 
unrest. 

The  majority  proposes  to  amend  this  provision  to  read  as 
follows: 

The  failure  to  bargain  collectively  between  employers  and  em- 
ployees leads  to  strikes  and  other  forms  of  Industrial  strife  and 
tmrestv 

The  reason  given  for  the  change  is  that,  first,  it  indicts  all 
eiiiployers.  and.  second,  it  promotes  Industrial  strife  and  un- 
rest. The  majority  can  point  to  no  evidence  in  the  record 
which  supports  such  a  charge.  We  did  not  go  Into  that. 
There  is  not  a  scintilla  of  evidence  on  which  to  base  this 
statement,  although,  of  course,  the  historical  record  confirms 
the  fact  that  it  has  been  the  refusal  of  employers  to  bargain 
with  employees  that  has  caused  industrial  strife. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts has  expired. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  how  much  time  have  I 
left? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Pive  minutes. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  I  yield  the  remaining  time  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ma.ssachusetts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  all  know  that  It  has  not 
been  the  refusal  of  the  employees  to  bargain  with  the  em- 
ployers and  that  has  caused  industrial  strife.  It  has  been  the 
other  way  around.  Now,  of  coiu-se.  this  language  does  not 
indict  all  employers.  It  indicts  only  those  employers  who 
refuse  to  bargain  collectively  with  their  employees.     - 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7733 


Here  Is  another  apparently  harmless  little  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Smith  committee  majority: 

It  la  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  United  States  to  eUml- 
nate  the  causes  of  certain  substantial  obstructions  to  the  free  flow 
of  commerce  and  to  mitigate  and  eliminate  these  obstructions  when 
they  have  occurred  by  encouraging  the  practice  and  procedure  of 
collective  bargaining  and  by  protecting  the  exercise  by  workers  ot 
full  freedom  of  association,  self -organization. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentlemen  of  the  majority  want  to  elimi- 
nate the  clause  "by  encouraging  the  practice  and  procedure  of 
collective  bargaining."  They  say  that  Congress,  by  leaving 
in  those  words,  is  attempting  to  unionize  all  employees.  Of 
course,  that  is  not  the  fact,  but  it  is  a  fact  there  is  only  one 
way  by  which  srou  can  eliminate  industrial  strife  by  democratic 
means,  and  that  is  by  encouraging  the  practice  of  collective 

bargaining. 

There  is  only  one  sound  method  known  for  doing  away 
with  these  great  industrial  strikes,  which  result  in  tremendous 
social  and  economic  loss,  and  that  is  by  representatives  of 
employers  and  employees  sitting  around  the  conference  table, 
discussing  their  differences,  and  settling  their  disputes  by  the 
peaceful  and  sensible  method  of  collective  bargaining.  That 
is  the  only  way  that  industrial  peace  can  be  accomplished. 
And  whUe  I  am  on  that  subject,  let  me  say  just  a  word  for  the 
Board.  The  Board  has  just  completed  an  election  in  the 
General  Motors  Corporation,  at  Detroit,  and  wherever  their 
other  plants  are  located.  One  hundred  and  forty-six  thou- 
sand employees  voted  freely  in  the  democratic  way.  They 
exercised  a  right  to  express  their  own  will  in  the  selection 
of  representatives.  They  deposited  their  ballots  for  the  rep- 
resentatives of  their  own  choosing,  according  to  the  good  old 
American  tradition.  This  right  was  secured  to  them  under 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  That  election  was  car- 
ried out  with  efficiency  and  dispatch. 

The  men  took  only  a  few  moments  away  from  their  work, 
and  that  was  carried  out  through  the  instrumentality  of  this 
Board.  Was  not  that  a  triumph  of  democracy,  and  was  it  not 
better  than  having  those  men  engage  In  all  sorts  of  strife 
and  trouble  In  order  to  achieve  that  particular  accomplish- 
ment?    lApplauK.J 

My  friends,  there  is  another  amendment  which  my  friend, 
the  chairman  of  thr»  committee,  dismissed  with  very  few 
words,  and  said  It  ought  to  be  in  the  act.  That  is  the  amend- 
ment denying  the  privlleget  of  this  act  to  persons  who  have 
been  guilty  of  willful  violence. 

Judging  this  on  the  ordinary  meaning  of  the  language,  it 
would  seem  to  be  fair  and  reasonable.  But  the  language  has 
a  specific  legal  meaning,  and  that  legal  meaning  would  con- 
trol In  administration.  That  would  mean  that  if  somebody 
were  on  the  picket  Une  and  a  hired  provocateur  should  pro- 
voke some  sort  of  a  fight  with  that  person,  no  matter  how 
trivial  or  harmless  it  should  be,  that  man  would  be  denied 
forever  the  rights  of  this  act. 

You  do  not  say  that  because  an  employer  violates  some  of 
the  provisions  of  this  act  he  shall  be  punished.  Oh.  no.  It 
is  Just  these  fellows  who  are  on  the  picket  line,  who  may  get 
Into  an  altercation,  who  may  get  into  a  fight. 

That  can  be  termed  "willful  violence"  and  they  would  be 
denied  the  privileges  of  this  act.  The  majority  contend  that 
this  proposed  amendment  merely  enunciates  the  effect  of  the 
Supreme  Court's  decision  in  the  Pansteel  case,  which  held 
that  sit-down  strikers  are  not  now  and  never  have  been  en- 
titled to  the  protection  of  the  act.  If  this  were  so.  I  would 
not  oppose  the  amendment,  although  it  is  difficult  to  under- 
stand why  Congress  needs  to  enact  legislation  to  make  that 
law  which  is  already  law.  But  this  amendment  goes  far 
beyond  the  sound  doctrine  of  the  Pansteel  decision.  It 
penalizes  every  manifestation  of  ordinary  human  temper, 
however  slight  or  trivial,  however  flagrantly  and  deliberately 
provoked,  with  a  sentence  of  virtual  economic  death.  I  hope 
you  do  not  accept  these  Smith  amendments.  I  wish  I  had 
time  to  go  into  all  of  them,  and  I  hope  that  I  may  have  an 
opportunity  to  discuss  them  as  they  arise.  But  I  say  to  you, 
after  a  conscientious  study,  that  they  are  destructive  of  the 
principles  of  this  act  and  ought  to  be  defeated.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 


Mr.  HALI£CK.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  the  l>alance 
of  my  time. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman   is  recognized  for  22 

minutes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  Bxe  rapidly  coming  to 
the  close  of  the  time  allotted  under  the  rule  for  general 
debate  on  the  proposals  now  before  us.  I  cannot  refrain 
from  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  think  the  different 
members  of  our  committee  and  the  different  people  who  have 
been  working  on  this  legislation  have  all  been  given  a  very 
fair  allocation  of  the  time. 

The  special  committee,  on  which  it  was  my  privilege  to 
serve,  as  well  as  the  Labor  Committee — both  committees 
being  charged  with  the  consideration  of  these  troublesome 
subjects — has  had  a  real  job  and  a  difficult  job.  As  far  as 
my  work  on  the  Smith  committee  is  concerned,  I  want  to 
say  here  now  that  I  have  enjoyed  it.  I  have  enjoyed  the 
association  with  my  colleagues  on  that  committee.  Never 
at  any  time  have  I  observed  any  personal  differences  or 
matters  of  personality  indulged  in.  Our  committee  worked 
diligently  and  harmoniously  in  an  effort  to  do  something  to 
help  solve  this  difficult  problem.  The  time  finally  came, 
however,  when  we  could  not  all  agree  upon  recommendations 
to  be  made  to  the  House.  The  majority  made  certain 
recommendations. 

I  want  to  say  to  you  people  here  now,  and  to  everyone  who 
must  pass  upon  these  questions,  that  the  recommendations 
for  amendment  of  this  act,  submitted  by  the  majority  of  our 
committee,  in  my  sincere  Judgment  and  opinion,  represent  a 
very  modest  approach  to  the  matter  of  amendment  of  the 
act.    The  amendments  proposed  do  not  contain  even  a  small 
percentage  of  the  amendments  that  have  been  asked  for  by 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce  or  the  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers.   They  do  not  represent  the  views  of  any  particular 
person  or  group  of  persons  who  have  been  tirglng  amendments. 
I  would  like  to  call  this  to  your  attention:  They  do  contain 
a  number  of  amendments  that  were  adopted  and  proposed  by 
the  convention  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  at  Rous- 
ton,  Tex.,  in  1938.    I  will  Just  skim  through  this  pamphlet 
from  the  Federation  of  Labor  and  say  to  you  that  at  that 
time  they  advocated  the  creation  of  a  new  board.    They  advo- 
cated the  adoption  of  an  amendment  providing  for  free  speech 
and  for  a  unit  rule.    They  advocated  a  provision  which  would 
take  care  of  the  right  of  employers  to  petition  for  elections 
under  certain  conditions.   They  asked  for  appeal  to  the  courts 
In  representation  cases.    They  asked  that  15  days  elapse  be- 
tween the  service  of  a  complaint  and  the  time  that  a  person 
should  be  called  in  for  hearing.    They  submitted  that  the 
substantial -evidence  rule  that  is  proposed  in  our  bill  should 
b(  adopted,  and  they  asked  for  a  provision  which  would  make 
it  possible  for  the  respondent  on  trial  before  the  Labor  Board 
to  have  the  right  to  subpena  his  witnesses  to  prove  his  case. 

Now.  it  is  easy  to  talk  about  letters  and  conflicting  letters. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  letter  from  Mr.  Green  which  my  col- 
league the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith]  read  to  you 
contained  references  to  his  statement  on  March  15,  which 
has  just  heretofore  been  referred  to,  and  he  said: 
Some  of  these  amendments  are  practical  and  constructive. 

Why,  of  course,  they  are. 

Now,  for  myself.  I  said  in  the  argument  on  the  rule  that 
I  was  not  wedded  to  any  language  or  any  amendment,  but 
our  committee  made  recommendations  to  this  House  that 
we  believed  at  the  time  were  proper  and  fair  and  at  least 
deserving  of  consideration  by  the  House.  We  are  here  today 
to  consider  them. 

Before  I  talk  more  specifically  about  some  of  the  amend- 
ments I  would  like  to  comment  upon  another  thing  that 
has  been  brought  forcibly  to  my  attention,  touched  upon 
in  the  remarks  of  ir:y  colleague  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Barton]. 

I  happen  to  be  a  member  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce.    That  committee  drafts 
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le^l^atlon  for  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  and  a  number  of  other  great 
agencies  of  the  Government.  Do  you  know  that  when  a 
proposal  for  amendment  of  the  basic  law  that  sets  up  one  of 
those  agencies  comes  before  our  committee — and  I  see  some 
of  my  colleagues  on  that  committee  here  today — there  is 
no  violent  opposition  from  that  agency.  They  do  not  come 
in  and  say.  "No.  you  can't  ,adopt  one  single  amendment." 
Oh.  no.  They  are  the  representatives  of  this  Government 
and  of  the  people,  and  they  cooperate  with  our  committee 
to  the  end  that  we  have  the  benefit  of  their  advice  and 
counsel  In  drafting  amendments.  Is  that  not  the  better 
way  to  proceed?  I  have  communicated  that  same  view  to 
some  of  the  employees  and  some  of  the  members  of  the 
Board  operating  under  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 
I  say  that  Is  the  situation  that  should  prevail  throughout 
all  our  Oovernmcnt.  We  should  have  a  spirit  of  coopera- 
tion between  the  agency,  which  after  all  is  the  creature  of 
the  Congress  and  the  people,  and  the  Congress  lts««lf,  to  the 
end  that  the  best  Judgment  In  the  country,  the  most  expert 
Judgment,  can  be  Invoked  in  the  making  of  necessary 
amendments. 

Sound  and  equitable  labor  legislation  Is  always  a  major 
concern  of  Congress.  This  Is  particularly  the  case  In  the 
present  session,  because  of  complaints  from  so  many  sections 
and  groups  In  the  country  to  the  effect  that  certain  of  our 
existing  laws  have  worked  a  hardship  on  some  divisions  of 
labor,  have  retarded  full  economic  recovery  in  various  In- 
dustries, and  in  other  lines  have  tended  to  create  more  un- 
employment. An  Increasing  number  of  our  people  want 
more  jobs  rather  than  more  laws. 

I  shall  not  carry  my  discussion  into  the  field  of  partisan 
debate.  Industrial  relations,  and  the  smooth,  orderly  working 
of  national  labor  policies  are  matters  far  above  narrow  parti- 
sanship. 

As  a  member  of  the  special  investigating  committee,  I  have 
heard  voluminous  evidence  and  examined  many  exhibits 
bearing  on  the  difficult  day-to-day  problems  of  administra- 
tion. As  a  Meml)er  of  Congress  I  have  given  much  thought 
and  study  to  the  relationships  of  employer  and  employee,  cap- 
ital and  labor,  and  the  responsibilities  of  government  in  re- 
spect thereto.  The  extended  hearings  before  our  special 
committee  have  demonstrated  clearly  that  prompt  action 
Is  desirable  if  the  country  is  to  avoid  further  unnecessary  and 
costly  labor  strife  flowing  directly  from  imperfections  in  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act  and  Its  administration,  and  if 
the  fundamental  objectives  of  that  act  are  to  be  attained. 

Our  committee  was  scrupuloasly  careful  to  get  facts  and 
to  avoid  prejudiced  conclusions  and  opinions  which  would  be 
of  no  value.  Most  of  the  evidence  in  the  record  comes  from 
the  files  of  the  Labor  Board  itself. 

The  Investigating  committee  did  not  hasten  Its  report. 
It  sent  out  more  than  60.000  questionnaires,  directing  one 
of  them  to  every  person  who  ever  had  been  a  party  to  a 
case  before  the  Lat>or  Board.  These  included  employers, 
unions,  individual  employees,  attorneys,  and  many  inter- 
veners. More  than  10.000  answers  were  received  and  tabu- 
lated by  the  committee.  By  the  end  of  February  of  this 
year  our  hearings  made  up  10,000  typewritten  pages  of 
transcript,  supported  by  some  1.300  exhibits  presented 
through  various  witnesses.  I  mention  these  facts  merely  to 
demonstrate  that  the  whole  inquiry  has  been  conducted  on 
a  judicial  basis,  directed  by  a  conscientious  effort  to  serve 
the  national  interest  through  the  sound  promotion  of  lal)or 
welfare,  the  elimination  of  bitter  and  demoralizing  indus- 
trial strife,  and  the  stabilization  of  labor  relations  generally. 

The  resolution  under  which  our  committee  was  acting 
directed  us  to  make  recommendations  for  amendment  of 
the  law.  Acting  on  that  direction,  the  committee  carefully 
considered  the  many  and  varied  proposals  then  before  Con- 
gress and  the  country. 

Let  me  make  it  clear  at  the  outset  that  the  demand  for 
amendment  of  the  Labor  Act  comes  with  vigor  and  insist- 
ence from  both  organized  labor  and  the  employers.  The 
Issue  before  us  distinctly  is  not  one  in  which  labor  stands 
on  one  side  of  the  discussion  and  employers  on  the  other. 


In  fact.  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that  there  Is  throughout 
the  country  a  clear  majority  which  demands  changes  both 
in  the  law  and  its  administration. 

I  realize  that  there  are  some  who  say  we  pretend  to 
believe  in  collective  bargaining,  we  pretend  to  be  friends 
of  labor,  but  somehow  or  other  we  are  around  trying  to 
sabotage  labor  and  to  destroy  it.  I  resent  that  kind  of 
implication,  and  I  resent  any  person.  Member  of  this  body 
or  not,  here  or  anywhere  else,  arrogating  to  himself  the 
sole  interest  in  the  people  of  this  country  who  work.  We 
all  labor  and  we  ail  work,  doing  whatever  work  there  Is  for 
us  to  do.  This  problem  is  bigger  than  class  against  class: 
It  Is  as  big  as  the  problem  of  all  humanity  Itself.  (Ap- 
plause.! 

For  myself  I  believe  implicitly  in  the  right  of  workers  to 
organize  and  bargain  collectively  through  representatives 
of  their  own  choosing.  Only  in  that  way  can  labor  achieve 
a  balance  of  bargaining  power  with  the  employer.  That 
such  In  the  view  of  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  cannot  be  disputed. 

Now  let  us  talk  a  little  about  some  of  theae  amendments. 
I  heard  the  letter  from  Mr.  Green  read  by  my  colleague, 
and  I  heard  the  discussion  by  the  gentleman  who  preceded 
me  on  the  floor  about  the  amendments  to  the  preamble, 
being  section  1.  I  also  heard  the  criticisms  directed  at  the 
redefinition  of  collective  bargaining  contained  In  the  Smith 
proposal.  Whether  or  not  these  proposals  stay  In  the  bill 
as  a  part  of  the  amendments  to  the  act.  Is  a  question  for 
the  House  to  decide. 

The  matter  of  back  pay  for  a  year  or  6  months  is  one  for 
the  House  to  determine. 

The  power  of  the  Board  under  section  9  to  fix  the  unit 
for  collective  bargaining  is  a  problem  with  which  this  House 
must  deal.  Whatever  the  House  does  on  these  amendments 
will  be  a  judgment  that  I  believe  is  sound  and  proper. 

Now  let  us  talk  a  little  about  the  amendment  which  pro- 
vides for  the  reinstatement  of  employees.  We  took  the 
language  of  the  Pansteel  case,  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court, 
when  they  had  to  overrule  the  Board  and  say  to  the  Board 
that  if  a  man  engages  in  a  sit-down  strike — unlawful  seizure 
of  his  employers'  property — he  forfeits  his  right  to  be  rein- 
stated as  an  employee.  Is  there  one  here  today  who  will  stand 
in  his  place  and  say  that  a  sit-down  striker  under  the  circum- 
stances about  which  we  have  all  known  should  retain  his  right 
to  be  reinstated  as  an  employee?  The  words  in  resF>ect  to 
"willful  violence"  are  in  there,  and  we  hear  that  "willful 
violence"  might  mean  a  little  innocent  scuffle  on  a  picket  line. 
I  do  not  believe  the  Board  would  so  construe  such  a  provision. 
As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  willful  destruction  of  person  that 
is  contemplated  in  willful  violence  is  just  as  bad  and  just  as 
important  as  willful  destruction  of  property.  I  am  not  so 
sure.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  any  real  argument  can  be  made 
against  that  amendment. 

You  might  say  to  me  that  since  the  Supreme  Court  has 
decided  it  why  put  it  in  the  law.  That  does  seem  strange, 
but  the  reason  for  that  stems  from  the  fact  that  the  Board 
itself  has  indicated  its  obstinacy  in  going  along  with  the 
Judgment  of  the  Court,  and  in  a  subsequent  decision  to  the 
Fansteel  case  was  rebuked  by  the  Court  for  its  failure  to 
observe  the  doctrine  of  the  Fansteel  case;  and  even  after  that 
one  member  of  the  Board  in  a  dissenting  opinion  still  urged 
the  right  of  the  Board  to  order  the  reinstatement  of  an 
employee  who  had  engaged  in  a  sit-down  strike. 

Before  I  leave  the  subject,  there  have  been  a  lot  of  people, 
good  people,  in  this  country  who  have  argued  for  amendments 
that  would  put  labor  on  trial  in  a  lot  of  ways,  such  as  to 
regulate  their  unionizing  activities,  to  prevent  the  use  of  the 
blackjack  and  the  goon-squad  operations  to  force  men  into 
unions  whether  they  want  to  belong  or  not.  Our  committee 
did  not  attempt  to  draw  that  sort  of  amendment.  It  is  a 
difficult  thing  to  draw.  I  do  not  like  blackjack  operations  any 
more  than  the  rest  of  you  do.  but  we  recognized  that  it  is  a 
difficult  thing  to  try  to  handle.  It  and  a  lot  of  similar  pro- 
posals are  not  in  here,  yet  there  are  those  who  say  we  are 
trying  to  destroy  the  Labor  Act. 
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A  lot  has  been  said  about  the  necessity  for  a  new  Board. 
I  realize  that  this  Board  has  had  a  big  Job;  that  it  has  not 
been  lightened  any  by  the  division  in  the  ranks  of  labor. 
They  have  been  operating  under  a  piece  of  pioneering  legis- 
lation. They  had  to  set  the  organization  up: rapidly  and 
quickly.  But  I  have  reached  the  conclusion  with  considera- 
ble reluctance,  after  hearing  the  evidence  before  our  com- 
mittee, that  much  of  the  argument  that  is  made  by  so  many 
people  that  the  big  part  of  this  trouble  comes  from  the 
administration  of  this  act  is  supported  by  the  evidence,  I 
believe  the  Labor  Committee  reached  that  same  conclusion, 
because  how  else  can  they  Justify  the  placing  of  two  new 
members  on  tlie  Board?  Is  it  for  any  reason  other  than  to 
dilute  the  faulty  Judgment  of  a  Board  already  constituted 
with  the  untried  Judgment  of  two  additional  members? 

Oh.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  could  discuss  the  action  of  a  Board 
member  who  Joined  in  a  boycotting  operation  against  the 
Berkshire  Knitting  Mills,  absolutely  ouUlde  the  authority  of 
the  law.  I  could  Ulk  about  the  blacklisting  of  firms  for 
Government  contracts,  against  whom  there  had  been  ad- 
Judged  no  guilt  under  this  law  or  any  other  law.  I  could  talk 
about  lobbying  activities  stemming  down  from  the  Board 
Itaelf  in  direct  contravention  of  the  sututes  of  the  United 
States. 

I  would  like  to  say.  however,  that  maybe  we  had  better  make 
a  new  start.  Possibly  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  this 
Board  and  Its  operations  and  the  employees  whom  they  in- 
sist on  keeping  In  their  Jobs  may  be  restored  In  this  way  and 
confidence  in  this  act  restored  to  preserve  its  good  and  bene- 
ficial results  to  the  people  of  this  country.  Why.  do  you  know 
they  have  a  system  down  there  of  re\iew  attorneys.  The  trial 
examiner  hears  the  case.  The  transcript  of  the  testimony  is 
written  up  and  sent  in  to  the  Board  to  be  decided.  One  of 
these  review  attorneys  looks  it  over.  The  Board  does  not 
read  the  transcript  because  the  members  have  not  the  time 
to  read  the  thousands  of  pages  of  testimony  that  are  taken. 
The  review  attorney  undertakes  to  tell  the  Board  what  the 
facts  in  the  case  are  and  what  the  evidence  is.  One  of  the 
members  of  this  Board  is  so  dissatisfied  with  that  system  he 
will  not  even  go  to  those  Interviews  or  those  sessions  when 
the  review  attorneys  go  over  the  transcript. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  WiH  the  gentleman  tell  the  House 
who  writes  the  opinions  of  the  Board? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  There  was  a  lot  of  discussion  and  con- 
tention about  that.  The  actual  work  of  writing  up  the  de- 
cisions or  opinions  is  done  by  the  review  attorneys.  They 
report  orally  to  the  Board.  They  testified  that  the  Board 
tells  them  what  the  decision  shall  be. 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.    I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  New 

Jersey. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  I  Just  want  to  observe  that,  of  course,  the 
gentleman  knows  that  clerks  write  up  decisions  for  members 
of  the  Supreme  Court  even. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  that  was  pointed  out  to  us  a 
great  many  times.  Fortunately  or  unfortunately  when  some 
procedure  or  practice  followed  in  the  courts  can  be  invoked 
to  support  the  practices  of  the  Board,  it  is  a  good  thing,  but 
when  you  talk  about  rules  of  evidence  or  a  lot  of  these  other 
things  that  have  been  tried  in  our  courts  for  years  and  have 
proven  to  be  good,  then  the  Board  says,  "Oh,  no:  we  are  an 
administrative  agency  and  we  have  to  do  this  our  own  way." 

Mr.  HAWKS.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Can  the  gentleman  give  the  House  any  idea 
with  reference  to  the  qualifications  of  these  review  attorneys? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  You  all  read  the  newspapers  when  these 
hearings  were  going  on.  I  do  not  Indict  youth,  because  when 
I  first  ran  for  Congress  a  lot  of  people  said  I  was  too  young. 
They  may  have  been  right,  I  do  not  know.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  is  these  review  attorneys  average  something  under  30 
years  of  age,  and  on  the  whole  are  inexperienced.  But  they 
have  positions  of  tremendous  responsibility.  So  if  you  want 
to  talk  about  their  being  law  clerks  or  that  they  Just  simply 


write  up  yrtiat  somebody  tells  them,  if  you  can  tell  me  how 
they  can  avoid  coloring  the  Judgment  of  a  board  on  a  record 
of  3,000  pages  when  their  session  with  the  Board  is  only  an 
hour  or  two,  I  would  like  to  have  the  answer  pointed  out  to 
me.  ** 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  refer  for  a  minute  to  the  separa- 
tion of  functions  that  the  Smith  proposal  would  provide. 
You  have  heard  It  charged  that  the  Board  is  Judge,  Jury,  pros- 
ecutor, and  executioner.  This  stems  from  the  fact  that  the 
Board  and  its  employees  Investigate  the  case,  determine 
whether  or  not  a  complainant  should  file  the  complaint,  then 
prosecute  it  and  finally  decide  it. 

In  case  after  case  It  was  disclosed  In  our  hearings  that  the 
Board  and  tte  employees  who  wotild  subsequently  be  charged 
with  deciding  the  case  on  Its  meriU  were  active  and  aggressive 
in  the  preparation  of  the  case  for  trial  and  presentation.  As 
a  lawyer  for  the  plaintiff  or  the  defendant,  as  you  lawyers  all 
well  know,  you  become  prejudiced  and  biased  and  intent  on 
your  client's  case.  If  you  do  not.  you  are  not  worth  much  «m 
a  lawyer.  Such  a  lawyer  could  not  possibly  disassociate  him- 
self from  the  opinions  formed. 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell,  1 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  5 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  separation  of  powers 
is  not  a  subtraction  of  power.  It  is  a  separation  of  powers. 
Every  power  that  now  exists  is  either  in  the  Administrator 
who  would  be  appointed  or  in  the  Board,  who  would  decide 
the  case.  The  Administrator  would  be  charged  with  present- 
ing the  cases,  investigating  them,  prosecuting  them,  and  then 
a  separate  board  would  decide  them.  Is  that  not  a  better 
practice?  We  set  a  precedent  for  it  In  the  Civil  AeronauUcs 
Act.  and  It  has  worked  out  very  well.  Some  have  said  that 
the  Administrator  would  not  do  a  good  job.  Under  our  pro- 
posal he  would  be  appointed  by  the  President,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Senate.  How  long  would  he  last  in  his  Job  if  he 
did  not  get  down  to  business? 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  talk  about  the  right  of  free  speech. 
This  was  advocated  by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor. 
The  statute  says  that  no  employer  shall  interfere  with  the 
right  of  his  employees  to  organize.  I  believe  in  that.  But 
in  determining  what  that  "shall  not  interfere"  means,  in  in- 
terpreting that  language,  the  Board,  in  my  opinion,  went  clear 
out  of  bounds  and  invaded  the  right  of  free  speech  as  guar- 
anteed by  the  Constitution.  Some  may  ask,  If  it  is  in  the 
Constitution,  is  that  not  sufficient  protection?  A  person 
should  not  have  to  go  to  court  to  get  protection  of  his  right  to 
free  speech.  If  the  Board  does  not  protect  that  right.  I  say 
the  Congress  must  do  so  by  specific  mandate. 

What  is  wrong  with  an  employer  expressing  his  views  on 
public  questions  or  on  matters  of  importance  to  his  employees 
so  long  Bs  such  expressions  of  opinion  are  not  accompanied 
by  acts  of  coercion,  intimidation,  discrimination,  or  threat 
thereof?  Why.  under  that  sort  of  provision  the  right  of  em- 
ployees to  organize  could  not  be  Interfered  with. 

The  right  of  an  employer  to  petition  for  an  election  is  In 
the  Labor  Committee's  bill.  It  is  in  our  blU.  It  was  advo- 
cated by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  and  has  heen 
since  1938.  What  is  the  matter  with  that?  Why  should  not 
an  employer  have  a  right  to  get  out  from  the  middle? 

I  want  to  talk  for  a  minute  or  two  about  the  rule-of -evi- 
dence proposal  in  our  bill.  The  present  law  says  that  the, 
rules  of  evidence  applicable  in  court  of  law  shall  not  be  con- 
trolling. Tlie  testimony  is  that  that  has  been  taken  as  some- 
thing of  a  mandate  to  a  trial  examiner  to  pay  no  attention  at 
all  to  rules  of  evidence.  What  do  we  say?  We  do  not  clamp 
them  down  to  a  hard  and  fast  law  on  the  rules  of  evidence. 
Oh.  no. 

We  changed  it,  rather,  to  an  invitation  that  the  rules  of 
evidence  be  followed  so  far  as  practicable.  What  Is  the  mat- 
ter with  that?  Why,  to  let  In  hearsay  evidence,  to  let  in 
rumor,  to  let  in  matter  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  issue 
loads  up  the  record  and  makes  people  spend  money  that  they 
should  not  have  to  spend. 
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After  all  the  niles  of  evidence  have  grown  up  throughout 
all  of  our  history  as  the  best  method  by  which  people  can 
learn  what  the  true  facts  are.  It  is  like  a  screen  set  in  the 
channel  of  a  stream  to  strain  out  the  impurities  so  that  the 
water  below  runs  clear.  I  say  that  that  rule  of  evidence  pro- 
posal will  not  destroy  this  act.  Somebody  said,  "Why,  that 
would  mean  that  everybody  has  to  hire  a  lawyer.  We  are 
dealing  with  ignorant  people  who  do  not  know  the  law." 
Under  this  law  the  Government  provides  a  lawyer  for  every 
person  who  has  a  case  before  the  Board.  Why  cannot  they 
prove  their  cases  in  reasonable  compliance  with  the  rules 
that  have  been  established  throughout  all  of  our  history  as 
fair  and  reasonable? 

We  took  two  provisions  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill  that  passed 
this  House  by  a  3  to  1  vote  not  so  long  ago.  We  would  pro- 
vide that  on  an  appeal  frori  the  Board  to  the  courts  the 
decision  of  the  Board  shall  be  final  unless  it  is  shown,  first, 
to  be  clearly  erroneous,  or  second,  that  there  is  not  sulMtantial 
evidence  to  support  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  anyone  is  ab- 
solutely sure  just  what  "clearly  erroneous"  means.  I  for  one 
am  confident  that  it  does  not  contemplate  the  weighing  of  the 
evidence  and  the  establishment  of  a  prepxjnderance  all  over 
again.  I  am  not  for  that  because  the  courts  would  bog  down 
under  that  sort  of  a  requirement.     [Applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  (Mr.  Coxl. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  of  course  cannot  undertake  the 
discussion  of  this  Important  question,  considering  the  brevity 
of  the  time  at  my  disposal.  It  has  been  pleasing  to  me  that 
others  Interested  might  have  first  claim  upon  the  time.  You 
understand  as  well  as  the  country  the  business  that  we  are 
about  at  this  moment.  It  is  the  tyrannous,  the  arrogant,  and 
oppressive  villains  who  outrage  public  justice,  foment  strife. 
promote  revolution,  and  ravage  the  rights  of  the  people  that 
we  now  propose  to  drive  out  of  places  of  trust  and  power  in 
this  Government.  We  are  at  this  hour  beginning  with  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board,  which  is  the  worst  rascal 
nest  in  this  entire  Nation. 

This  Board  as  constituted  at  the  present  moment  is  the 
spearhead  of  the  "fifth  column"  in  this  country.  We  are 
hearing  a  good  deal  of  talk  about  the  "fifth  column."  That  is 
not  a  new  story.  The  Dies  committee  and  the  Smith  commit- 
tee have  been  telling  you  about  it  for  more  than  a  year.  Those 
who  are  now  loudest  in  their  insistence  that  something  be 
done  to  suppress  this  movement  are  those  who  heretofore  have 
exercised  every  possible  means  to  sabotage  those  two 
committees. 

You  talk  about  the  good  work  of  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Board,  you  talk  about  the  good  Job  that  has  been 
done — the  Job  of  sabotaging  business  and  undertaking  to 
establish  a  labor  despotism  in  America.  The  names  of 
Edwin  Smith  and  Nathan  Witt  blister  my  tongue.  Read  the 
record  that  they  have  made,  made  in  the  name  of  the  law. 
In  the  name  of  your  country,  and  then  wonder  how  such 
things  could  have  been  done  by  men  whom  some  have 
heretofore  thought  to  he  honest. 

Edwin  Smith?  Who  is  Edwin  Smith?  What  is  the  phi- 
losophy he  embraces,  what  Is  the  purpose  uppv^rmost  in  his 
mind,  what  is  he  undertaking  to  do  to  our  American  system? 
We  find  him  down  in  Mexico  at  a  meeting  of  the  Interna- 
tional Congress  Against  War  in  1938,  a  convention  assembled 
for  the  purpose  of  spreading  communism  throughout  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  We  find  him  addressing  that  conven- 
tion, upholding  the  policy  of  the  Mexican  Government  in 
the  seizure  and  the  expropriation  of  the  property  of  our 
own  American  nationals.  We  find  him  receiving  election  as 
the  committee  representing  the  United  States  at  the  hands 
^f  that  convention.  Yet  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
l»n  Labor  stands  here  before  you  and  tells  you  that  the 
\v>ard  has  done  a  good  Job. 
I  Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
I  Mr.  COX.    Yes;  I  yield. 


Mrs.  NORTON.  I  just  wanted  to  suggest  to  the  gentleman 
that  he  take  his  vile  charges  to  a  public  fonmi  where  the 
gentlemen  he  accuses  can  meet  him  face  to  face  and  answer 
the  charges  that  the  gentleman  brings  in  the  House,  where  he 
is  protected  by  congressional  immunity.  I  dare  the  gentle- 
man to  do  that. 

Mr.  COX.  I  make  that  statement  here,  I  make  It  every- 
where, and  to  all  the  world.  The  chairman  of  the  Labor 
Committee  is  fooling  no  one  in  her  endeavor  to  shield  and  to 
protect  this  aggregation  of  public  outlaws.  They  are  a  dis- 
grace to  the  whole  American  system  of  jurisprudence.  They 
are  a  stench  in  the  nostrils  of  all  honest  men,  and  the  public 
good  demands  that  they  be  thrown  out  and  thrown  out  now. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  jrield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Anderson  1. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  this  oc- 
casion I  am  filled  with  a  sense  of  great  personal  satisfaction, 
for  a  cause  that  I  long  pleaded  has  finally  come  to  the  floor 
for  action.  The  occasion  serves  also  to  strengthen  the  faith 
of  our  people  in  our  capacity  to  carry  out  their  direction,  for 
it  has  long  been  recognized  that  the  overwhelming  sentiment 
of  the  American  people  is  in  favor  of  reasonable  and  re- 
strained amendment  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 
Now,  after  a  long  and  bitter  battle  we  are  about  to  dispatch 
ourselves  to  a  task  which  should  have  been  approached  long 
ago. 

It  took  a  special  committee  of  this  House  and  the  ex- 
penditure of  a  large  sum  of  money  to  enable  truth  to  emerge 
victorious  and  I  want  to  pay  tribute  to  the  splendid  work  of 
the  Smith  committee.  I  attended  many  of  its  sessions  and 
was  deeply  impressed  with  the  fair  and  judicial  manner  in 
which  it  was  conducted  at  all  times. 

It  is  difficult  to  t)elieve  that  any  agency  or  board  of  our 
Federal  Government  clothed  with  the  dignity  of  law  could 
be  so  brazen  in  its  outright  violation  of  law  and  in  its  utter 
and  ruthless  disregard  for  the  elementary  principles  of  jus- 
tice and  fair  play  as  this  Board  has  t)een.  Even  more  diffi- 
cult of  belief  is  the  fact  that  momentous  and  far-reaching 
decisions  of  the  Board  affecting  thousands  of  workers  and 
millions  of  dollars  in  investments  are  influenced  and  on 
occasion  the  handiwork  of  mere  beys  and  girls  only  a  few 
months  out  of  school  and  who  have  never  seen  the  inside 
of  a  courtroom.  I  was  amazed,  to  put  it  mildly,  as  I  think 
the  Smith  committee  must  have  been  also,  by  the  constant 
and  endless  parade  of  witnesses  called  by  committee  counsel 
from  the  review  section  and  legal  department  of  this  Board, 
not  one  of  whom  was  an  experienced  attorney.  Some  were 
employed  by  the  Board  before  passing  their  bar  examina- 
tions. In  addition  to  the  incompetence  and  total  inexperi- 
ence of  these  employees  it  was  clearly  established  by  the 
committee  that  these  persons  were  employed  t)ecause  they 
professed  certain  beliefs  and  because  they  had  exhibited  cer- 
tain tendencies  of  a  radical  nature  bordering  in  many  in- 
stances on  communism  and  outright  revolution.  But  at  no 
time  did  the  Board  ever  attempt  to  Justify  or  explain  its 
conduct  In  this  respect. 

I  was  particularly  impressed  and  somewhat  astonished  one 
day  while  a  young  lady  member  of  the  Board's  Review  Divi- 
sion testified  before  the  Smith  committee.  Aside  from  the 
fact  that  this  individual  could  speak  the  English  language 
only  with  great  difficulty,  it  appeared  that  she  was  employed 
by  the  Board  when  only  a  few  months  out  of  school  and 
actively  engaged  In  the  preparation  of  a  vastly  important 
Board  decision  which  dwelt  at  great  length  upon  a  25-year 
labor  policy  of  a  certain  respondent  when  there  was  not  one 
ioU  of  evidence  on  that  point  In  the  transcript  of  the  case. 
Can  we  expect  a  Board  employee  fresh  from  a  foreign  country 
to  have  personal  knowledge  outside  the  record  of  a  labor  policy 
of  a  respondent  for  years  before?  Is  It  fair  to  subject  Ameri- 
can Industry  to  such  treatment?  Will  Congress  permit  this 
Board  to  continue  such  conduct? 

High-ranking  officials  of  the  Labor  Board  admittedly  par- 
ticipated in  the  perpetration  of  schemes  which  are  utterlj 
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indefensible  from  a  legal  standpoint  and  which  would  be 
more  than  ample  to  bring  about  the  disbarment  of  any  private 
practitioner  of  law  anywhere  in  this  country.  I  refer  espe- 
cially to  the  champertous,  corrupt,  and  dispicable  conduct  of 
a  certain  Board  official  in  setting  "phony"  dates  for  trial  of 
cases  to  harass,  Intimidate,  and  browbeat  respondents.  The 
Board  willingly  admitted  that  it  authorized  this  kind  of  con- 
duct by  Its  officers. 

Wholly  Ignoring  the  first  principles  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act,  "to  diminish  the  causes  of  labor  disputes," 
Board  officials,  upon  the  advice  and  consent  of  Board  mem- 
bers, actually  traveled  hundreds  of  miles  at  their  own  initia- 
tive to  aid  in  unionization  programs,  and  in  another  instance 
to  plan  a  trap  by  which  to  ensnare  a  respondent  who  as  yet 
had  not  the  shghtest  indication  that  a  dispute  was  impend- 
ing.  Not  only  did  the  Board's  secretary  plan  for  the  union  and 
with  the  imion  the  strategy  of  the  attack  to  be  made  on  the 
respondent,  but  a  complaint  had  been  prepared  and  a  trial 
examiner  actually  designated  before  the  respondent  heard 
one  single  word  of  any  action  contemplated  against  him.    Is 
that  the  Board's  conception  of  diminishing  the  causes  of 
labor  disputes?     No  matter  what  the  final  outcome  of  that 
case,  the  reprehensible  action  of  the  Board  and  its  officials 
merits  the  severest  condemnation. 
•      Volumes   of   uncontradicted   testimony   before   the   Smith 
committee  prove  that  the  Board  and  its  employees  agitated, 
fomented,  fabricated,  and  created  labor  strife,  and  that  they 
openly  announced  themselVfes  as  agents  of  a  certain  labor 
group  rather  than  employees  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment.    Not  only  did   this  Board  stir  up  strife  and  create 
trouble  but  once  it  began  the  trial  of  its  fabricated  cases,  this 
licentious  and  corrupt  Board  gave  further  evidence  of  its 
campaign  of  malice  and  hate.    Invariably  there  was  one  rule 
of  evidence  for  the  Board  in  collaboration  with  the  unions 
which  permitted  anything  and  everything,  including  the  rank- 
est hearsay  to  be  spread  upon  the  record.    Then  there  was 
another  rule  for  the  resjx)ndents  who  were  denied  the  right 
of  even  calling  the  persons  to  the  stand  whom  the  Board 
alleged  had  been  discriminated  against. 

The  Board  conducted  a  case  down  In  my  district  not  so 
long  ago  where  almost  a  score  of  the  persons  used  by  the 
Board  as  complainants  had  never  been  employed  by  the  re- 
spondent. In  this  case  the  Board  rtiled  through  its  trial 
examiner  that  the  complainants  need  not  ever  have  been 
employed  by  the  respondent  because  the  Board  was  making 
the  charges  in  the  interest  of  the  people.  In  the  same  case  the 
Board's  own  attorney  admitted  imder  oath  that  he  per- 
mitted one  of  the  Board's  witnesses  to  give  false  testimony, 
which  he  knew  to  be  absolutely  untrue  in  every  respect.  Fur- 
ther along  in  that  case  the  trial  examiner  permitted  the 
Board's  witnesses  to  testify  to  every  conversation  they  could 
think  of  or  manufacture  regarding  their  relationships  with 
the  employer.  But  he  steadfastly  refused  to  permit  the  re- 
spondent's employees  to  give  testimony  of  their  conversaUons 
with  Board  officials.  It  was  another  splendid  example  of  the 
Board's  understanding  of  Justice. 

Since  the  present  Labor  Act  specifically  provides  that  the 
rules  of  evidence  shall  not  apply,  and  since  it  further  provides 
that  the  findings  of  this  Board  are  conclusive  upon  the  courU 
If  supported  by  evidence— yes;  evidence  with  no  mention  of 
preponderance  and  substantiality — it  becomes  extremely  Im- 
portant that  this  Board  be  fah:,  that  it  be  unbiased,  and  that 
It  apply  the  same  rules  to  aU  the  htigants.  The  record  is 
replete  with  Innumerable  examples  of  the  rankest  unfairness, 
prejudice,  and  bias  on  the  part  of  the  Board  and  Its  em- 
ployees, yet  the  courts  are  boimd  under  the  present  law  to 
accept  the  Board's  finding  of  fact. 

This  Board  has  not  been  content  to  stir  up  labor  strife, 
fabricate  cases,  and  try  them  on  rules  that  would  have  pro- 
vided the  Spanish  inquisitors  with  a  lesson  or  two,  but  it  has 
gone  on  to  seek  the  political  extinction  of  Members  of  Con- 
gress who  dare  to  criticize  and  expose  It.  In  oi)en  and  delib- 
erate violation  of  Federal  statute,  this  Board  has  expended 
large  stuns  of  money  to  lobby  for  itself  and  the  causes  which 


it  espouses.  It  ably  represents  the  very  fullest  growth  of 
bureaucratic  arrogance.  It  has,  and  quite  successfully  to 
date,  told  Congress  what  it  will  and  will  not  take  from  us. 
I  venture  the  opinion  that  the  hour  of  reckoning  has  arrived. 
In  my  own  district  the  regional  director  and  members  of 
her  official  staff  openly  opposed  my  reelection  to  this  House, 
even  to  the  extent  of  the  regional  director  keeping  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Board  In  Washington  informed  of  the  progress 
being  made  by  certain  insignificant  labor  agitators  and  thugs 
that  were  opposing  my  reelection  along  with  the  regional 
board  employees.  This  combination  of  conspirators  met  with 
very  little  success  and  many  of  the  individuals  whom  the 
regional  director  benevolently  regarded  as  worth-while  labor 
leaders  are  now  reposing  in  various  Jails  throughout  the 
Nation.  Does  any  Member  of  this  House  feel  that  such 
conduct  is  a  justifiable  and  reasonable  function  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board? 

We  have  before  us  now  a  very  comprehensive  bill  drafted 
upon  the  basis  of  months  of  tireless  effort  by  a  special  com- 
mittee of  this  House  which  we  set  up  for  the  specific  purpose 
of  investigating  the  Labor  Board  and  recommending  legisla- 
tion based  upon  its  findings.  That  investigation  was  confined 
to  actual  Board  cases  and  the  files  of  the  Board ;  not  once  did 
the  committee  permit  itself  to  be  used  as  a  sounding  board 
for  disgruntled  litigants.  This  House  would  do  well  to  accept 
the  bill  proposed  just  as  it  is  written. 

We  are  not  going  to  repeal  the  Labor  Relations  Act  and 
leave  nothing  in  its  stead.  What  is  offered  is  a  comprehen- 
sive act  that  is  designed  to  follow  the  primary  concepts  of 
judicial  procedure.  The  opponents  of  this  bill  would  like  to 
have  you  believe  that  we  propose  to  emasculate  the  Wagner 
Act,  but  let  them  show  how  and  where  and  on  what  they  base 
such  tissertions. 

The  sole  argument  of  the  opposition  amounts  to  nothing 
more  than  an  attack  upon  the  courts  of  this  country  that 
have  stood  for  years  as  the  greatest  guarantor  of  liberty 
and  freedom  and  of  human  rights.  The  opponents  of  this 
bill  reecho  the  prattle  of  the  Labor  Board  in  its  con- 
tinuous and  ruthless  assault  upon  the  courts  in  its  attempt 
to  defile  and  slander  our  judicial  system.  Remember  always 
that  the  courts  have  stood  guardian  over  our  liberty  and  free- 
dom for  generations,  and  only  when  we  strayed  from  the  sys- 
tem of  law  and  administration  of  Justice  that  has  worked  so 
well  in  our  courts  did  we  bring  about  a  monster  such  as  we 
behold  In  the  Labor  Board.  The  Labor  Board  has  persistently 
sought  to  discredit  the  courts,  as  will  be  amply  proved  by 
reference  to  testimony  before  the  Smith  committee.  The  op- 
position of  this  bill  Is  fashioned  along  the  same  lines. 

In  this  hour  when  the  destiny  of  our  Nation  depends  upon 
national  unity,  It  is  our  sworn  and  sacred  duty  to  rid  our 
Government  of  a  creature  of  our  own  making,  which  is  ever 
widening  the  chasm  between  labor  and  capital.  The  Labor 
Board  is  a  "fifth  column"  In  every  sense  of  that  term  as  applied 
to  the  field  of  labor  relations.  It  no  longer  holds  the  respect 
and  confidence  of  the  American  people.  To  permit  its  further 
depredations»Is  to  encourage  and  foster  criticism  of  our  Gov- 
ernment and  to  exhibit  a  disregard  for  the  overwhelming  sen- 
timent of  public  opinion.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  use  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Lksinski]. 
Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Recoso  in  regard  to  the  Norton 
and  Smith  amendments  and  to  include  therein  expressions  in 
regard  to  the  labor  situation  in  the  Industrial  areas  of  Michi- 
gan, as  well  as  commimicatlons  I  have  received  from  Mr.  Wll- 
llarn  Green,  president  of  the  American  Federation  of  lAbor, 
and  my  reply  thereto. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARTLEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  balance  of  my 
time  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Keller]. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  the  whole  argument,  If  it 
can  be  called  such,  in  favor  of  the  Smith  amendmenta,  has 
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,  one  entirely  of  prejudice  and  not  of  reason.  The  proof 
hat  lies  in  the  extended  attaclc  that  the  gentleman  from 
Irgia  I  Mr.  Coxl  made  upon  Saposs.  upon  which  I  am 
U  to  comment  in  due  course  and  show  the  relative  abil- 
and  education  and  opportunities  for  service  of  the  two 

Tie  Labor  Committee  has  been  condemned  in  the  appoint- 
Lt  of  this  special  committee,  as  everybody  understands, 
lurere  held  up  to  scorn  and  misrepresentation  to  get  the 
I  age  of  the  bill  creating  this  special  committee  by  saying 
the  Labor  Committee  had  not  performed  its  duty,  that  it 
fooled  its  time  away,  and  now  I  have  the  pleasure  of 
I  ng  thf  attention  of  this  body  to  the  fact  that  the  Labor 
mittee  took  less  time  in  reporting  a  bill  than  the  Smith 
mlttee  has  done:  that  we  did  that  without  any  cost  to  the 
>le  of  this  country,  while  the  Smith  committee  has  spent 
js  to  spend  $100,000  to  get  this  remarkable  bill,  which 
unts  only  and  purely  and  simply  to  the  emasculation  and 
I  ruction  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 
I  »^is  law  has  been  working  about  3  years  out  of  the  5  years 
kAs  boen  on  the  statute  books,  because  v,'e  ought  to  recall 
immediately   following  its  enactment.   58   corporation 
jyers.  aniong  the  noted  ones  of  the  country,  at  the  behest 
he  Liberty  League,  made  the  pronouncement  that  the  law 
1  entirely  unconstitutional,  recommended  the  disobedience 
ft  to  the  employers  of  the  cotmtry.  which  resulted  in  the 
nation  of  about  100  injunctions  against  the  law  by  the 
e  district  courts,  which  had  absolutely  no  power  in  the 

[nu-lng  the  21  months  that  the  law  was  held  up  before 
Supreme  Court  finally  decided  that  the  58  lawyers  did 
know  what  they  were  talking  about,  that  period  was 
cause    of    all    the    misunderstanding    that   has    resulted 

fut  this  law.  If  the  employers  of  this  country  had 
pted  the  law  honestly  and  decently  and  fairly,  as  they 
f  under  every  obligation  in  the  world  to  do,  there  would 
le  been  no  necessity  for  the  Smith  committee  or  any  other 
imiltee— not  a  bit— and  if  any  of  you  wiU  read  the  record 
that  subject  and  read  the  names  of  the  men  who  were 
Ity   of   the  conspiracy   against   the   Government   of   the 

jited  States,  as  they  were;  traitors  as  they  were,  we  would 

i -e  had  none  of  this. 

kinety-three  percent  of  all  the  men  engaged  in  the  busl- 
.s  of  the  United  States  of  America  are  obeying  this  law.  7 

J  cent  are  behind  the  Smith  committee,  and  that  makes 

l.t  committee  a  committee  of  representatives  of  the  law- 

(akers  of  the  country  and  not  the  men  who  want  to  obey 
law.    Whatever  remonstrances  or  whatever  objections 

\i  have  received  about  It  have  come  from  the  companies 

[using  to  obey  the  law  and  not   from   those  who  have 
<yed  it.    This  is  the  lawbreakers'  bill.     [ Applause.  1 
•  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

I  Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 

Irtain  excerpts. 

[•nie  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

[ntleman  from  Illinois? 

1  There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  balance 
my   time   to   the   gentleman   from   Pennsylvania    I  Mr. 

iLLEIfj. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.    Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  have 
^5tened  to  the  opponents  of  this  measure  this  afternoon  I  am 
^•eminded  of  the  man  who,  engaged  in  futile  controversy, 
finally  capitulated  with  these  remarks 
In  matters  controversial. 

My  perceptions  are  quite  fine: 
I  always  hold  two  points  of  vie?': 
The  one  that's  wrong  and  mlr^e. 

[Laughter.  1 

Now.  those  who  favor  the  Smith  amendments.  In  whole  or 
In  part,  cannot  be  honestly  accused  of  prejudice  or  of  bias. 
A  cursory  perusal  of  the  transcript  of  the  hearings  reveals 
glaring  derelictions  In  the  conduct  of  the  Board  and  short- 
comings in  the  act   itself.    When   the   law  was  originally 


passed  it  was  realized  that  it  was  a  pioneering  effort.  The 
attitude  of  its  proponents  was  just  this:  When  experience 
proved  that  change  and  amendments  were  necessary,  those 
changes  would  be  made  in  due  constitutional  process,  and 
that  is  what  we  are  trying  to  do  here  this  afternoon.  I  stand 
in  very  much  the  same  position  as  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Barton).  I  was  one  of  those  who  voted  against 
the  creation  of  the  Smith  committee  because  I  thought  ample 
testimony  had  been  taken  by  the  Labor  Committee  as  a  basis 
on  which  to  build  corrective  amendments  to  the  original 
Wagner  Act.  When  the  Smith  committee  was  finally  created 
I  was  in  Washington.    The  hearings  were  held  across  the 

hall  from  my  office. 

I  attended  those  hearings  day  after  day.    I  never  saw  an 
investigation  conducted  in  a  more  judicial  or  fairer  manner 
than  this  one.    Nobody  can  honestly  accuse  the  Smith  com- 
mittee or  its  chairman  of  prejudice  or  bias  in  any  respect. 
Their  attitude  was  objective.    They  attempted  to  glean  facts 
as  their  guide,  and  facts  they  did  get.    After  Ustening  to  the 
hearings  and  reading  the  transcript  of  the  hearings  I  have 
come  to  two  conclusions.    The  first  is  that  the  Board  itself, 
well  meaning  as  its  members  may  be.  has  proved  itself  inade- 
quate and  prejudiced  in  administering  the  Labor  Act.    In 
the  second  place.  I  have  concluded  that  the  act  itself  is  full 
of  loopholes,  and  that  some  of  these  amendments  now  before 
us  will  plug  up  these  loopholes.    I  am  not  an  extremist  one 
way  or  the  other.    I  shall  oppose  on  this  floor  any  attempt 
to  emasculate  the  fundamental  rights  of  labor  which  we 
guaranteed  under  the  original  act.    And.  by  the  same  token. 
I  shall  work  against  those  who  are  trying  to  saddle  a  biased 
Board  and  a  one-sided  law  onto  the  employers  of  this  Nation. 
Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.    I  believe  that  the  demo- 
cratic attitude  toward  matters  of  this  kind  is  this:  We  can- 
not advance  the  general  welfare  of  the  American  people  by 
pitting  one  group  against  another  or  by  arraying  one  class 
of  our  people  against  another.    The  only  legislation  which 
in  the  long  rim  will  benefit  labor,  industry,  and  the  American 
people  as  a  whole  is  that  kind  which  imposes  its  provisions 
equally  and  fairly  on  all  groups  involved.    Such  is  not  the 
case  under  existing  circumstances.    I  now  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  The  gentleman  stated  that  he  listened  to 
hearings  and  read  the  transcript  of  the  testimony.  Does  the 
gen  We  man  think  there  is  any  evidence  in  the  transcript  to 
justify  all  of  the  Smith  amendments? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  I  am  not  thoroughly  con- 
versant with  all  of  the  Smith  amendments.  I  am  opposing 
now  in  a  general  way  the  attitude  of  some  of  my  colleagues 
who,  in  the  face  of  indisputable  testimony,  want  to  white- 
wash the  Board  itself,  and  cover  the  shortcomings  in  the 
act  in  toto.  [Applause.]  That  is  an  unfair  attitude,  in  my 
opinion.  I  hope  that  out  of  this  controversy  amendments 
can  be  passed  which  will  perfect  this  legislation  in  the  inter- 
est of  all  concerned.  By  parkLnt  our  prejudices  at  the  door 
tomorrow  we  can  find  common  ground  on  which  labor, 
industry,  and  the  Government  can  meet  to  solve  the  per- 
plexing riddles  of  modern  industrial  relations.  In  my  opin- 
ion, we  must  amend  this  act  and  change  the  complexion  of 
the  Board,  lest  the  ultimate  welfare  of  labor,  as  well  as 
industry,  be  irreparably  harmed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  expired.    All  time  has  expired,  and  the  Clerk 
will  read. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  Is 
hereby  enlarged  so  as  to  consist  of  five  members.  Such  enlarge- 
ment shaU  be  accomplished  through  appointment  by  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  of  two  additional 
members  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board,  one  for  a  term 
expiring  August  26.  1942,  and  one  for  a  term  expiring  August  26. 
1944.  as  designated  by  the  President  at  the  time  of  nomination. 
The  successors  of  the  two  additional  members  shall  be  appointed  for 
terms  of  5  years  each  except  that  any  Individual  chosen  to  tM  a 
vacancy  shall  be  appointed  only  for  the  unexpired  term  of  the  mem- 
ber whom  he  succeeds.    Effective  as  of  the  tln\e  both  of  the  addi- 

'    tlonal  members  have  qualified  and  taken  office  three  members  ol  the 

I    Beard  shaU  at  all  times  constitute  a  quorum. 
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Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the  Com- 
mittee do  now  rise. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
woman withhold  that  for  a  moment,  to  jxirmit  the  amend- 
ment to  be  offered?  It  would  add  a  good  deal  to  the 
convenience  of  Members  if  we  would  have  the  amendment 
offered  and  printed  in  the  Record.  The  Meml>ers  would  then 
have  it  in  the  Record. 
Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 
Mrs.  NORTON.    Yes. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  suggest  that  there  are  not 
very  many  Members  present  on  the  floor  at  this  time,  and  I 
think  that  as  many  of  the  Members  as  possible  ought  to  be 
present  when  the  amendment  is  offered. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Oh.  I  just  want  to  offer  the 
amendment  for  the  information  of  all  Members,  so  that  the 
amendment  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  I  think  it  is  highly  desirable  that  as  many 
Members  be  present  as  possible  when  the  amendments  are 
read. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentlewoman  yield  to 
me  for  a  moment? 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Yes. 

Mr.  MAY.  In  my  own  behalf  I  would  like  to  say  that  I 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  study  these  amendments  as 
I  would  like  to.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  would  like  to 
see  them  all  printed  in  the  Record  so  that  we  could  all  have  a 
chance  to  study  them.  I  have  never  read  them.  I  think 
that  would  1)6  the  proper  procedure. 

Mr.  COX.  I  hope  this  House  will  vote  down  the  motion 
to  rise  in  order  to  allow  these  amendments  to  go  in. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Oh.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  demand  the  regular 
order.  This  discussion  is  between  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee and  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  I  yield  to  his 
request. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  the  amend- 
ments which  I  have  at  the  Clerk's  desk,  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  the  rule. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  offers  an 
amendment,  which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  SurrH  of  Virginia  offers  the  following  as  a  substitute  for  the 
provisions  of  the  bill 

Mrs.  NORTON  (interrupting  the  reading).  Mr.  Chair- 
man. I  ask  that  the  reading  of  the  amendment  be  dispensed 
with  and  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HOOK.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  object.    Let  it  be  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act 
Amendments  of  1940.  .   ^   ,.     ... 

Sec.  2.  Section  1  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  (including 
the  heading  thereof)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"nifDINGS  AND  POLICT 

"Sbctioh  1.  The  failure  to  bargain  collectively  between  employers 
and  employees  leads  to  strikes  and  other  forms  of  industrial  strife 
or  unrest  which  have  the  necessary  effect  of  burdening  or  obstruct- 
ing commerce  by  (a)  impairing  the  efficiency,  safety,  or  operation 
of  the  instrumentalities  of  commerce;  (b)  occurring  in  the  current 
of  commerce;  (c)  materially  affecting,  restraining,  or  controlling  the 
flow  of  raw  materials  or  manufactured  or  processed  goods  from  or 
into  the  channels  of  commerce,  or  the  prices  of  such  materials  or 
goods  in  commerce;  or  (d)  causing  diminution  of  employment  and 
wages  in  such  volume  as  substantially  to  Impair  or  disrupt  the 
market  for  goods  flowing  from  or  Into  the  channels  of  commerce. 
"The  inequality  of  bargaining  power  between  employees  who  do 
not  possess  full  freedom  of  assoclaUon  or  actual  liberty  of  contract. 
and  employers  who  are  organized  In  the  corporate  or  other  forms  of 
■owner-hip  association  substantiaUy  burdens  and  affects  the  flow 
of  commerce  and  tends  to  aggravate  recurrent  business  depressions 
by  depressing  wage  rates  and  the  purchasing  power  of  wage  earners 
In  industry  and  by  preventing  the  stablllzaticn  of  competitive  wage 
rates  and  working  conditions  within  and  between  industries. 

•Experience  has  proved  that  protection  by  law  of  the  right  of 
employees  to  organize  and  bargain  collectively  safeguards  commerce 
from  injury  impairment,  or  Interruption,  and  promotes  the  flow  of 
commerce  by  removing  certain  recognized  sources  of  Industrial  strife 
and  unrest,  by  encouraging  practices  fundamental  to  the  friendly 
adjustment  of  industrial  disputes  arising  out  of  differences  as  to 
wages,  hours,  or  other  working  conditions,  and  by  restoring  equality 
of  bargaining  power  between  employers  and  employees. 
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"It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  poTicy  of  the  United  States  to 
eliminate  the  causes  of  certain  substantial  obstructions  to  the  free 
flow  of  commerce  and  to  mitigate  and  eliminate  these  obstructions 
when  they  have  occurred  by  protecting  the  exercise  by  workers  of 
full  freedom  of  association,  self-organization,  and  the  dps.gnation  of 
representatives  of  their  own  choosing,  for  the  purpose  of  negotiating 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  their  employment  or  other  mutual  aid 
or  protection." 

Mr.  HEALEY  (interrupting  the  reading  of  the  amend- 
ment). Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
further  reading  of  the  amendment  be  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  HOOK.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  object. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  understand 
the  rule  under  which  we  are  operating,  the  amendment  which 
I  have  proposed  will  be  read  as  one  amendment,  and  it  will 
then  be  subject  to  any  amendment  that  any  Member  of  the 
House  desires  to  offer  to  any  part  of  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  understands  that  is  correct. 
The  Clerk  will  continue  reading  the  amendment.  

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Section  2  (3)  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(3)  The  term  'employee'  shall  Include  any  employee,  and  shall 
not  be  limited  to  the  employees  of  a  particular  employer,  unless  vhe 
act  explicitly  states  otherwise,  and  shall  Include  any  Individual 
whose  work  has  ceased  as  a  consequence  of.  or  In  connection  with, 
any  ciorrent  labor  dispute  or  because  of  any  unfair  labor  practice, 
and  who  has  not  obtained  any  other  regular  and  substantially 
equivalent  employment,  but  shall  not  include  any  individual  em- 
ployed as  an  agricultural  laborer,  or  in  the  domestic  service  of  any 
family  or  person  at  his  home,  or  any  Individual  employed  by  his 
parent  or  spouse,  and  for  the  purposes  of  the  provisions  of  section 
10  (c)  relating  to  reinstatement  by  any  employer,  does  not  include 
any  employee  who  a  preponderance  of  the  testimony  taken  shows 
has  willfully  engaged  in  violence  or  unlawful  destruction  or  seizure 
of  property  in  connection  with  any  current  labor  dispute  or  unfair 
labor  practice  involving  such  employer,  or  in  connection  with  any 
organizational  activities  of  a  labor  organization  among  employees  of 
such  employer.  For  the  purposes  of  this  subsection,  'agricultural 
laborer'  means  any  person  employed  in  performing  'agricultural 
labor'  as  that  term  Is  defined  in  section  1426  (h)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  C^de,  as  amended." 

(b)  Section  2  (11)  of  such  act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"(11)   The  term  'Administrator*  means  the  Administrator  of  the 

National  Labor  Relations  Act  provided  for  in  section  3  (d)." 

(c)  Section  2  of  such  act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following: 

"(12)  The  terms  'collective  bargaining'  and  "bargain  collectively 
shall  be  deemed  to  Include  the  requirement  that  an  employer  or  his 
representatives  meet  and  confer  with  his  employees  or  their  repre- 
sentatives, listen  to  their  complaints,  discuss  differences,  and  make 
every  reasonable  effort  to  compose  such  differences,  but  shall  not  be 
construed  as  compelling  or  coercing  either  party  to  reach  an  agree- 
ment or  to  submit  counterproposals." 

Mrs.  NORTON  (interrupting  the  reading  of  the  amend- 
ment). Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the  Committee  do  now 
rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair.  Mr.  Jones  of  Texas,  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported 
that  that  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9195)  to  amend  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act,  had 
come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 

PROMOTION  LIST  OF  omCERS  OF  THE  ARMY 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  conference  report  on 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9243)  to  provide  for  the  promotion  of  promo- 
tion-list officers  of  the  Army  after  specified  years  of  service  In 
grade,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  statement  may  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONFEHINCE    REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Hotiees  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9243) 
to  provide  for  the  promotion  of  promotion-list  officers  of  the  Army 
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after  specified  j^tn  of  ierrtce  In  grade,  and  for  other  purpoees. 
having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follow*: 
That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  1,  2.  3. 

and  4. 

-  A.  J.  Mat, 

EWINO     THOMASOIf. 
Dow   W.   Ha«TI31, 

!  L.   C.   AacNDS, 

j  THOS.    E.    MAKTIIf, 

I  CHAS.    H.    EIL.STON, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
liouus  Sheppakd. 
Robert  R.  Reynolds, 
Elbkrt  D    Thomas, 
Warren  R    Austin, 
Sttucs  BRroccs, 
Managers  on  the  part  o/  the  Senate. 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
tflaagreelng  TOtes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  H.  R.  9243.  "To  provide  for  the  promotion  of  promotion- 
list  officers  of  the  Army  after  specified  years  of  service  In  grade,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  submitted  the  following: 

The  Senate  receded  from  all  of  Its  amendments  to  the  bill. 

A.  J.  Mat. 

EWTNG  THOMASON, 

Dow  W.  HAKTza, 
L.  C.  Abends, 
Thos.  E.  MArm*. 
Cha8.  H.  Elston, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  adoption  of  the  con- 
ference report. 
The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

FURTHER  message  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  St.  Claire,  one 
of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  report 
of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  8438)  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for  the 
Navy  Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,"  and  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  numbered  10.  105.  112.  119.  120,  122,  126. 
127,  128,  and  133  to  said  bill. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  disagrees  to 
the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  4026)  entitled 
"An  act  providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes,"  requests  a  conference  with  the 
House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon, 
and  appoints  Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  Tvdincs.  and  Mr.  Hauc  to  be 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  iH.  R.  9109)  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for 
the  government  of  the  District  of  Coliunbia  and  other  activi- 
ties chargeable  in  whole  or  in  part  against  the  revenues  of 
such  District  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  and  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 34,  36.  and  133  to  said  bill. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the 
bill  <S.  1759)  entitled  "An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  States  of  Montana,  North  Dakota,  and  Wyoming 
to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement  for  divi- 
sion of  the  waters  of  the  Yellowstone  River." 

The  message  also  anrovmced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to 
the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  3683)  entitled 
"An  act  to  remove  the  time  limit  for  cooperation  between 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Farm  Security  Adminis- 
tration in  the  development  of  farm  units  on  public  lands 
under  Federal  reclamation  projects,"  with  an  amendment. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon 
Its  amendments  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9848)  entitled  "An  act 
to  autliorize  the  construction  or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft, 
the  construction  ol  certain  public  works,  and  for  other  pur- 


poses": disagreed  to  by  the  House;  agrees  to  the  conference 
asked  by  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Walsh,  Mr.  Tydings, 
and  Mr.  Halb  to  be  the  conferees  of  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon 
Its  amendments  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8026)  entitled  "An  act 
to  establish  the  composition  of  the  United  States  Navy, 
to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  naval  vessels,  and 
for  other  purposes";  disagreed  to  by  the  House;  agrees  to 
the  conference  asked  by  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Walsh,  Mr. 
Tyoincs.  and  Mr.  Hal«  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  Insists 
upon  its  amendment  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6044)  entitled  "An  act 
to  regulate  the  number  of  warrant  and  commissioned  warrant 
officers  in  the  Marine  Corps";  disagreed  to  by  the  House; 
agrees  to  the  conference  asked  by  the  House  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Walsh. 
Mr.  Tydings,  and  Mr.  Hale  to  l)e  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  COLLINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  insert  a  newspaper 
release  on  the  training  of  the  youth  of  the  country  la 
mechanical  and  industrial  lines,  by  Hon.  Aubrey  Williams. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BYRON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  an 
address  by  Hon.  Louis  Compton,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  at  Antietam  Battlefield  on  May  30,  1940,  and  also  the 
address  of  Mr.  Joseph  A.  Cantrel  upon  the  same  occasion. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  HATCH  ACT 

Mr.  DEMPSEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted 
the  following  privileged  resolution  <Rept.  No.  2414)  on 
House  Resolution  514,  for  printing  In  the  Record: 

House  Resolution  514 

Resolved.  That  Immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolu- 
tion it  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into 
the  Comraittce  of  the  Wliole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for 
the  consideration  of  8.  3046.  an  act  to  extend  to  certain  officers 
and  employees  In  the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  Act  to  Prevent  Pernlclovis 
Political  Activities,"  approved  August  2.  1939.  That  after  general 
debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not 
to  exceed  4  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair- 
man and  the  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendments  under  the  5- 
mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for 
amendment  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the 
House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the 
previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  poEsage  without  Intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

APPROPRIATIONS  POR   BOLITARY  ESTABLISHMENT  FOR   FISCAL   YEAR 
1941 CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  SNYDER,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
submitted  a  conference  report  and  statement  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9209)  making  appropriations  for  the  Military 
Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and 
for  other  purposes,  for  printing  in  the  Record. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a 
speech  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  delivered  at  the 
Insurance  Federation  of  Pennsylvania. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  regard  to  the  Norton-Smith  amend- 
ments and  include  therein  an  expression  in  regard  to  the 
labor  situation  in  the  Industrial  areas  of  Michigan,  as  well 
,  as  communications  I  have  received  from  Mr.  William  Qreen. 
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president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  and  my  replies 
thereto. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  OT)AY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  and  include 
therein  a  short  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  at  this  point  on 
the  subject  of  national  defense. 

Ihe  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Nevada? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCRUGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  chief  difficulties  fac- 
ing us  in  the  national-defense  situation  are  those  related  to 
industrial  mobilization.  The  House  has  recently  voted  vast 
siuns  of  money  to  strengthen  the  Navy  and  Army  organiza- 
tions. During  the  part  two  decades  the  country  has  l)een 
peaceminded,  with  isolationists  and  idealists  swaying  pub- 
lic sentiment  against  large  appropriations  for  armaments. 

Prom  1929  to  1933  there  occurred  a  literal  paralysis  of  our 
great  industrial  machine,  from  which  we  have  not  yet  en- 
tirely recovered.  Due  to  aggressive  measures  taken  by  Pres- 
ident Roosevelt  and  the  Congress,  commencing  In  1933,  our 
great  resources  for  mass  production  are  again  being  geared 
up  to  efficient  operation. 

I  agree  with  my  colleague  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  DrrTERl 
that  our  immediate  task  is  to  open  all  available  avenues  by 
which  Industry  and  the  Government  can  be  brought  into 
teamplay.  This  docs  not  Involve  letting  down  the  bars  for 
acquisition  of  large  profits,  but  rather  a  mobilization  of  the 
Initiative  and  the  endeavor  and  the  dynamic  power  that  has 
made  the  Nation  strong  and  prosperous. 

The  ghastly  details  of  death  and  devastation  from  the 
highly  mechanized  instruments  of  warfare  which  are  today 
savagely  sweeping  over  the  fields  of  Prance,  crushing  and 
maiming  the  flower  of  European  people,  may  well  Jolt  us 
into  realization  of  a  fate  that  may  be  ours. 

It  is  the  solemn  obligation  of  this  Congress  to  keep  Amer- 
ica out  of  war.  and  to  keep  war  out  of  America.  We  must 
strengthen  our  defenses  so  that  no  rash  foe  will  dare  to 
attack  us  with  any  hope  of  success.  We  must  unitedly 
strive  for  a  reincarnation  of  the  spirit  of  patriot  American 
pioneers,  who  cheerfully  went  about  their  work  of  conquest 
of  the  forests  and  prairies  and  deserts  with  a  loaded  rifie 
close  at  hand  to  protect  them  from  savage  enemies. 

We  must  also  further  inculcate  the  understanding  that 
national  defense  is  a  universal  obligation,  and  not  something 
affecting  only  professional  soldiers,  sailors,   and  munition 

workers. 

The  question  naturally  arises.  Prom  what  direction  should 
we  anticipate  an  attack?  To  my  mind  it  will  come  from  our 
obligation  to  enforce  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  Thanks  to  the 
protection  given  by  the  United  States,  no  foreign  yoke  rests 
on  Latin  America,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  there  has  been  but 
little  cooperation  in  the  matter  from  rulers  of  countries 
affected.  Frequently  they  are  even  resentful  of  this  protec- 
tion and  are  more  fearful  of  the  domination  of  the  United 
States  than  of  European  interference  with  their  affairs. 

In  every  Latin -American  country  the  Nazi  political  propa- 
ganda flourishes  in  fertile  ground,  and  there  is  no  lack  of 
aspiring  local  leaders  of  that  persuasion,  who  are  only  waiting 
for  further  internal  dissensions  to  promote  grabs  for  power 
and  change  of  government.  These  people  certainly  are  not 
averse  to  agitate  against  the  United  States  and  encourage  all 
potential  enemies,  even  to  the  extent  of  accepting  pay  for 
spreading  hostile  propaganda. 

The  situation  in  Mexico  is  typical  of  what  we  may  expect 
elsewhere.  Oil  from  properties  seized  from  American  owners 
is  being  openly  supplied  to  Germany  and  Japan.  In  the  past 
such  expressions  of  lack  of  friendship  have  been  of  but  little 
concern  to  the  average  citizen,  but  future  acquisition  of  air 
bases  in  Latin-American  locations  by  hostile  European  powers 
would  certainly  bring  the  threat  of  total  warfare  extremely 


close  to  home.  Aggressive  measures  are  needed  to  liisure 
safety  from  such  attack. 

In  the  field  of  industrial  preparedness  insufficient  attention 
has  been  given  to  the  acquisition  of  stocks  of  the  so-called 
strategic  minerals,  which  include  manganese,  tin,  tungsten, 
chromite,  mercury,  and  nickel. 

There  Is  an  abundance  of  manganese  ore  in  this  country 
but  of  lower  grade  than  commercially  used  for  the  manufac- 
ture of  ferromanganese.  Authorities  on  the  subject  have 
recommended  the  purchase  and  storage  of  1,000,000  tons  of 
high-grade  manganese  ore  as  a  war  reserve. 

As  a  more  practical  proposal,  and  on  behalf  of  the  House 
conference  committee.  I  inserted  the  following  language  In 
the  conference  report  on  the  recent  naval  appropriation  bill: 

With  respect  to  Senate  amendment  No.  133.  relating  to  an  emer- 
gency fund  for  the  President,  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
recommend  that  82.000.000  of  such  fund  shall  be  made  Immediately 
available  to  the  Bureau  of  Mines.  Department  of  the  Interior,  for  the 
erection,  equipment,  and  operation  of  a  pilot  plant  for  the  beneflcl- 
atlon  of  manganese  ores  and  the  production  of  metallic  manganese 
therefrom  by  the  electrolytic  process,  including  expenses  In  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  for  the  preparation  of  plans  and 
specifications,  advertising,  and  supervision  of  construction;  and  for 
aU  expenditures  requisite  for  and  Incident  to  the  exploration  of 
manganiferous  deposits,  In  accordance  with  Public.  No.  117.  approved 

June  7.  1939.  ^  ,  ,         w      u     1 

This  recommendation  Is  made  In  the  belief  that  provision  should  • 
be  made  Immediately  to  beneflclate  domestic  low-grade  manganese 
ores  deposits  of  which  are  favorably  located  with  respect  to  large 
and  cheap  sources  of  electrical  energy  Resulting  high-grade  man- 
ganese can  thus  be  produced  and  stored  for  future  use.  and  domestic 
supplies  developed  without  the  Government  competing  with  Indus- 
try for  the  existing  stocks  of  high-grade  manganese  of  commercial 
grade. 

The  Boulder  Dam  area  is  an  ideal  site  for  location  of  such 
a  beneficiating  plant.  In  the  nearby  Las  Vegas  Wash,  ap- 
proximately a  half  miUion  tons  of  30-percent  manganese 
have  been  blocked  out.  On  the  Arizona  side  of  the  Colorado 
River,  near  Artillery  Peak,  lies  a  much  larger  deposit  of 
similar  grade  ore  which  has  been  recently  developed.  Ample 
low-cost  electric  power  is  available  and  the  Government  al- 
ready owns  facilities  for  storage  at  the  place  of  production. 
The  possibility  of  a  tin  shortage  is  more  serious.  A  substi- 
tute for  tin  in  bearing  metals  successfully  used  In  German 
practice  is  made  of  an  alloy  of  lithium  and  lead.  The  hthium  , 
metal,  in  the  form  of  an  ore  called  spodumene.  is  said  to  occiu: 
plentifully  in  pegmatite  dikes  in  the  Ruby  Mountains  in 
Elko  Coimty,  and  the  Virgin  Mountains  in  Clark  County, 

Nev. 

Tungsten  is  the  strategic  mineral  next  In  Importance. 
There  are  numerous  occurrences  of  the  ores  In  Nevada,  and 
the  State  now  furnishes  the  major  part  of  the  domestic  pro- 
duction, with  potentialities  of  fvurther  profitable  develop- 
ments. 

Most  of  our  nickel  supply  has  of  late  years  been  produced 
in  Canada  from  the  mines  of  the  International  Nickel  Co. 
This  metal  is  especially  necessary  for  strengthening  armor  ^ 
plate.  The  United  States  Bureau  of  Mines  is  now  developing 
what  appears  to  be  a  large  low-grade  deposit  of  nickel  ore 
near  BunkerviUe  in  Clark  County.  Nev.,  and  which  promises 
to  take  care  of  any  emergency  requirements. 

Mercury,  or  quicksilver  as  it  is  more  commonly  called,  in 
recent  years  has  been  principally  derived  from  mines  in  Italy 
and  Spain,  and  sold  here  at  prices  around  $75  per  flask.  With 
the  practical  cessation  of  imports  from  these  countries,  the 
price  has  advanced  to  about  $200  per  flask,  at  which  price 
numerous  Nevada  deposits  can  come  into  profitable  produc- 
tion. The  needed  war  reserve  is  about  18,000  flasks.  The 
principal  domestic  chromite  deposits  lie  in  the  State  of 
Montana.  If  the  problem  of  metallurgically  beneficiating 
the  low-grade  ores  can  be  solved,  these  deposits  can  probably 
supply  our  wartime  requirements. 

There  is  but  little  doubt  that  in  case  of  national  need,  with 
proper  encouragement  to  domestic  producers,  this  country 
can  become  self-sufficient  in  all  of  the  strategic  minerals,  with 
the  possible  exception  of  tin. 

In  the  broader  phases  of  Industrial  mobilization,  we  must 
guard  against  loading  up  the  Nation's  manufacturing  capac- 
ity with  orders  requiring  a  long  time  for  production,  such 
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as  will  Involve  material  for  battleships,  additional  lock 
mechanisms  for  the  Panama  Canal,  and  so  forth.  The  ur- 
gent need  Is  for  procurement  of  more  combat  and  training 
airplanes,  antiaircraft  guns,  tanks,  antitank  guns,  and  their 
accessories. 

It  is  well  to  again  emphasize  that  all  of  the  appropriations 
made  by  Congress  and  all  of  the  defensive  equipment  manu- 
factured by  our  industries  will  be  of  no  avail  if  we  lack  a 
trained  personnel  for  operation.  For  every  pilot  flying  a 
ship  In  the  air.  10  trained  ground  mechanics  are  required. 
Ffer  every  artilleryman  operating  an  antiaircraft  gim,  10 
trained  men  behind  the  hnes  are  necessary  to  transport  and 
manufacture  the  ammimition  and  other  supplies  needed,  not 
to  speak  of  the  additional  personnel  required  by  the  gun 
Itself. 

In  my  opinion  the  C.  C.  C.  organization  should  be  greatly 
expanded  to  provide  for  a  largely  increased  measure  of  tech- 
nical training,  such  as  has  given  the  Germans  such  a  tre- 
mendous advantage  in  their  pending  struggle  with  the  Allies, 
cspeciaily  in  their  mechanized  warfare. 

This  training  should  not  be  confined  to  sons  of  families 
needing  relief,  but  should  be  open  to  all  who  wish  to  enlist. 

In  the  Appropriations  Committee  we  are  considering  an- 
other emergency  naval  appropriation  of  over  $500,000,000,  in 
addition  to  the  $1,308,000,000  recently  granted  by  vote  of 
Congress. 

In  conclusion.  I  wish  to  most  strongly  urge  upon  the  House 
the  necessity  of  using  at  least  a  substantial  portion  of  these 
great  sums  of  money  appropriated  for  national  defense  to 
build  up  the  ambitions  and  the  character,  as  well  as  to  de- 
velop the  technical  skill  of  millions  of  young  men  who  will 
be  so  much  needed  by  the  Nation  in  the  immediate  years  to 
come. 

To  put  this  recommendation  In  concrete  form.  I  am  today 
-  introducing  a  resolution  which  is  supplementary  to  House 
Joint  Resolution  544  and  to  the  national  defense  appropria- 
tion bills.    I  trust  that  the  resolution  will  receive  favorable 
action  from  this  body. 

Mr.  Mttrdock  of  Utah  asked  and  was  given  permission 
to  revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks. 

KXTCirsiON  or  remarks 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record,  and  to  include  therein 
a  brief  article  by  William  Philip  Simms  in  today's  Washington 
News. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Sp)eaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  and 
to  include  therein  a  peech  by  myself  on  the  Bittmiinous  Coal 
Act. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  May  13  I  ob- 
tained leave  to  extend  in  the  Record  the  decision  of  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  Appeals.  Ninth  Circuit,  In  the  case  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  against  the  Sterling  Electric 
Motor  Co.  I  am  advised  by  the  court  on  the  25th  day  of  May 
that  the  court  subsequently  amended  Its  decision. 

In  the  Interest  of  fairness  to  all  concerned  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks,  and  to  include  the 
amended  opinion  of  the  court. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  in  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  today,  and  to  Include  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an 
interview  referred  to  by  Pulton  Lewis.  Jr.,  with  William  Green 
on  the  subject  of  labor  relations. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  by  inserting  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record 
an  address  delivered  last  night  by  Chairman  John  Hamilton. 


of  the  Republican  National  Committee,  before  the  Italian 
Republican  League  of  Waterbury.  Conn. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  this  afternoon  and  to  include  therein 
letters  from  interested  parties  in  the  case  I  discussed. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered- 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  the  remarks  I  made  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
this  afternoon  and  to  include  therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  an  editorial 
from  the  Chicago  Tribune  on  the  subject  Foreign  Policy. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

DESIGNATION  OF  SPEAKER  PRO  TEMPORE 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  designate)?  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  GavaganJ  to  preside  over  the  session  of  the 
House  tonight. 

LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Mr. 
Macnuson,  from  June  6  to  June  10,  on  account  of  official 
business. 

The  SPEAB331.  Under  the  special  order  of  the  House  here- 
tofore made,  the  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Angeix]  for  10  minutes. 

CONSERVATION  OF  WILDLIFE  RESOURCES  IN  OREGON 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  take  this  oppor- 
tunity to  commend  the  outstanding  service  that  has  been 
and  is  being  rendered  by  the  Honorable  A.  Willis  Robertson. 
sRepresentative  from  Virginia,  as  chairman  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Conservation  of  Wildlife  Resources.  He  has 
brought  to  his  work  as  chairman  of  that  committee  an  ap- 
preciation of  the  imderlying  values  of  this  great  resource  in 
our  national  life.  Not  only  in  legislation  which  he  has  pre- 
sented to  the  Congress  and  his  fine  service  on  this  select 
committee,  but  as  a  citizen  he  has.  through  his  wide  knowl- 
edge of  the  values  involved,  performed  a  public  service  which 
will  redound  to  his  credit  throughout  the  years.  As  a  mem- 
ber of  this  special  committee  I  have  found  the  task  one  not 
only  of  pleasure  but  one  affording  an  avenue  for  being  help- 
ful in  a  small  way  in  preserving  this  great  asset  we  in 
America  possess. 
The  youthful  Bryant  truly  said: 

To  him  who  in  the  love  of  Nature  holds 
Communion   with   her   visible   forme   she   speaks 
A  various  language 

It  has  been  very  aptly  oljserved  that  the  love  of  nature 
Is  a  matter  of  aesthetics,  the  understanding  of  nature  is  a 
science,  while  the  correct  use  of  natural  resources  Is  eco- 
nomics. I  feel  certain  that  this  conmiittee  appreciates  these 
three  fimdamental  characteristics  in  pursuing  their  work  in 
the  conservation  of  wildlife  resources.  A  proper  appreciation 
of  wildlife  values  not  only  adds  materially  to  a  larger  life 
in  the  matter  of  living,  but  it  also  helps  in  the  utilization 
of  these  assets  for  material  gain  through  the  application 
of  scientific  processes. 

Time  was  when  there  were  75.000.000  buffalo  roaming  the 
American  plains.  Great  flights  of  wild  pigeons  darkened 
the  sun  in  their  passing.  The  rivers  and  lakes  teemed  with 
flsh.  With  ruthless  unrestricted  "kill  and  take"  we  have 
permitted  many  of  the  species  of  wildlife  to  disappear  and 
others  to  become  depleted  almost  to  extinction.  We  are 
now  coming  to  realize  the  full  force  of  our  wanton  neglect 
to  conserve  otn-  natural  wildlife  resources.  We  now  appre- 
ciate fully  the  close  relationship  between  the  conservation  of 
these  resources  and  the  problems  of  soil,  water,  and  forest 
conservation.  Unrestricted  himtlng  and  fishing  for  recrea- 
tion and  sport  and  the  spoliation  of  the  habitat  of  our  fish 
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and  game  through  erosion,  destruction  of  natural  cover  and 
feed  sources,  and  pollution  of  streams  and  lakes  have  almost 
doomed  to  extinction  the  natural  supply  of  wildlife.  For- 
tunately, the  public  has  at  last  been  aroused  to  the  danger 
confronting  us  in  the  rapid  depletion  of  wildlife,  and  is  now 
showing  a  desire  to  cooperate  with  all  the  conservation  forces 
to  conserve  and  rebuild  the  diminishing  stocks.  The  various 
departments  of  Government  having  to  do  with  conservation 
are  also  working  with  State  agencies  to  restore  our  wildlife 
resources.  Based  on  research  and  studies  conducted  by  the 
Biological  Survey,  with  funds  provided  under  the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Act.  plans  have  been  formulated  and  projects  are  now 
being  carried  forward  with  proceeds  from  the  Pittman- 
Robertson  Act  and  from  State  and  other  sources. 

In  Oregon,  my  own  State,  we  are  fortunate  in  having  a 
natural  habitat  for  wildlife  not  exceeded,  perhaps,  any  place 
In  the  Union.  We  have  great  areas  of  forest  lands  in  the 
several  mountain  ranges  of  our  State,  with  abundant  rainfall 
and  a  mild,  equable  climate,  where  the  virgin  forests  and 
natural  cover  for  wildlife  and  food  sources  give  an  ideal  set- 
ting for  the  preservation  of  this  great  resource.  Along  the 
western  portion  of  the  State  we  have  400  miles  of  ocean  shore, 
with  many  wooded,  mountainous  areas  and  precipitous  cliffs 
reaching  to  the  oceanside.  with  virgin  forests  of  fir.  cedar, 
hemlock,  and  other  species,  which  provide  a  natural  habitat 
for  the  many  species  of  wildlife  living  in  that  area.  In  the 
eastern  portion  of  the  State  are  extensive  uplands  with  scat- 
tering timber  and  undergrowth,  and  plateaus  and  broad 
prairies,  giving  an  entirely  different  setting  for  wild  creatures, 
such  as  antelope,  deer,  and  upland  game  birds.  We  also  have 
many  rivers,  lakes,  and  mountain  streams  abounding  with 
fish  life,  which,  if  properly  conserved,  will  furnish  a  bountiful 
supply  indefinitely.  In  the  larger  streams  we  have  the  Royal 
Chinook  salmon  and  steelhead  trout.  The  people  of  my  State 
appreciate  fully  the  values  in  this  great  resource,  not  only  as 
a  means  of  making  life  worth  while  to  our  own  citizens  but 
also  as  a  source  of  pleasure  and  recreation  to  the  sojourners 
from  other  States  who  may  desire  to  spend  a  holiday  in  this 
ideal  vacation  land. 

We  appreciate  the  efifective  work  that  has  been  rendered 
to  our  State  by  the  Bureau  of  Biological  Survey,  so  ably 
presided  over  by  Dr.  Ira  N.  Gabrielson  and  his  staff.  This 
Bureau,  through  the  cooperation  of  the  Oregon  State  College 
and  the  Oregon  State  Game  Commission,  has  performed  a 
service  in  Oregon  that  is  a  real  contribution  to  the  conserva- 
tion of  wildlife  resources  in  the  State.  I  call  attention  to 
some  of  these  accomplishments. 

WILOLU-E   BESOtntCES    IN   OREGON 

In  1935  the  Oregon  Cooperative  Wildlife  Research  Unit  was 
organized  at  the  Oregon  State  College.  Corvallis,  with  the 
financial  cooperation  of  the  Oregon  State  Game  Commission, 
the  college,  the  American  Wildlife  Institute,  and  the  United 
States  Bureau  of  Biological  Survey.  This  unit  is  supported 
by  financial  contributions  totaling  $18,000  annually. 

The  work  was  designed  first,  to  carry  on  research  in  prob- 
lems dealing  with  wildlife  management  and  conservation: 
second,  to  offer  specialized  training  for  graduate  students  in 
the  field  of  conservation;  and  third,  to  try  out  on  large  areas 
of  the  State  practices  that  have  been  evolved  from  research 
on  a  smaller  scale. 

The  cooperative  unit  has  been  in  operation  almost  5  years 
and  has  contributed  greatly  to  an  understanding  of  the  wild- 
life problems  in  Oregon.  The  program  undertaken  includes 
work  on  the  mule  and  black-tailed  deer,  anteloiae.  California 
Valley  quail,  ring-necked  pheasant,  and  sage  grouse;  prob- 
lems of  small- game  management  on  agricultural  lands  in  the 
Willamette  Valley;  and  the  suitability  of  Oregon  streams  for 
restocking  of  beaver.  Many  minor  problems  have  been 
undertaken,  as  well  as  a  considerable  amount  of  technical 
service  work  for  the  Oregon  State  Game  Commission. 

The  cooperative  unit  In  Oregon  has  given  special  training, 
through  the  aid  of  the  agricultural  college,  for  10  advanced 
students,  all  of  whom  have  been  employed  in  wildlife  man- 
agement work  following  their  graduation. 

There  are  more  than  25.000  acres  involved  in  trial  demon- 
stration areas  pn  game  species,  and  about  18.000,000  acres  of 


the  State  are  being  used  as  a  study  area  on  wildlife  problems. 
Outstanding  accomplishments  for  this  work  include  the  man- 
agement of  deer  in  certain  congested  aresis  of  southeastern 
Oregon  and  orderly  hunting  of  antelope  when  it  was  shown 
that  the  herds  were  rapidly  increasing.  The  antelope  are 
being  maintained  in  good  condition. 

A  game-management  study  has  been  completed  in  Benton 
County.  Oreg.,  as  a  basis  for  future  Federal-aid  projects  in 
wildlife  restoration.  The  research  work  has  pointed  the  way 
for  a  beaver-restoration  program  and  improvement  of  water 
supplies  on  eastern  Oregon  ranges,  and  has  developed  tech- 
niques for  restoring  and  distributing  quail  throughout  suit- 
able areas  of  the  State. 

The  Oregon  Cooperative  Wildlife  Research  Unit  is  one  of 
10  similar  units  distributed  regionally  over  the  United  States 
with  a  view  to  furnishing  Information  not  only  for  Oregon 
but  her  sister  States  as  well. 

rOREST-WILOLIFE    SELATIONSHIPS 

In  cooperation  with  the  United  States  Forest  Service,  re- 
search has  been  carried  on  by  the  Biological  Survey  since 
1937  in  Oregon  on  national  forests.  State  forests,  and  private 
timber  and  grazing  lands  to  determine  first,  the  animal  fac- 
tors in  forest  regeneration  and  what  techniques  are  necessary 
to  meet  this  animal  factor;  second,  the  effect  of  silvicultural 
operations,  logging  practices,  forest  fires,  and  many  other 
similar  factors  affecting  wildlife;  and  third,  the  relationships 
of  wildlife,  including  rodents,  and  their  effect  on  livestock 
ranges  in  eastern  Oregon. 

As  a  result  of  this  research  program  In  Oregon,  the  animal 
factor  has  been  appraised  affecting  the  reproduction  of 
Oregon  forests,  and  work  is  now  under  way  to  see  what 
can  be  done  about  it.  Small  mammals,  principally  mice  and 
shrews,  have  been  found  responsible  for  consuming  much  of 
the  Douglas  fir  seed  crop,  accounting  for  thousands  of 
burned-over  acres  not  being  naturally  reseeded.  The  effect 
of  wild  rabbits  on  forest  plantations  has  been  determined, 
and  methods  worked  out  with  the  Federal  and  State  forest- 
ers for  bringing  these  plantations  through  to  the  age  when 
rabbits  no  longer  do  damage.  The  work  at  present  on 
Oregon  livestock  ranges  is  designed  to  determ^e  what 
rodent  populations  are  destructive  in  ranges  and  where  con- 
trol work  would  be  justified. 

KBSEABCH     IN     WATERTOWL     MANACEBCENT 

Research  work  at  the  Malheur  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Burns,  Oreg.,  has  been  under  way  for  2  years.  This  Includes 
a  study  of  the  nesting  success  of  waterfowl  in  that  area 
and  the  effect  of  certain  types  of  vegetation  on  nesting  and 
what  steps  are  necessary  to  build  up  an  adequate  food 
supply  for  the  resident  and  migrant  waterfowl.  Studies 
also  Include  the  effects  of  coyotes,  ravens,  crows,  magpies, 
skunks,  snakes,  and  other  possible  sources  of  predation; 
others  are  also  made  to  determine  the  relationship  of  graz- 
ing to  management  of  areas  set  aside  for  waterfowl  pro- 
duction. 

Research  work  on  refuges  In  Oregon  has  been  designed 
to  make  these  areas  more  effective  in  producing  wildlife 
and  to  provide  for  their  proper  maintenance  and  protection. 
Money  expended  on  this  project  totals  $2,800  annually. 

rXDERAL    AID    IN    WILOLITE    RESTORATION 

Through  the  enactment  of  the  Federal  Aid  in  Wildlife 
Restoration  Act  of  September  1937,  a  method  was  provided 
whereby  the  Federal  Government  could  cooperate  with  the 
States  In  wildlife-restoration  projects.  As  provided  in  that 
act,  funds  for  Federal  contributions  are  derived  from  the 
Federal  excise  tax  on  arms  and  ammunition.  Collections 
from  this  tax  amount  to  approximately  $3,000,000  annually. 
The  act  authorizes  the  appropriation  of  this  money  for  use 
in  effectuating  the  wildlife  restoration  program  in  coopera- 
tion with  the  States.  All  projects  are  selected  by  the  States, 
and  all  work  on  projects  is  performed  by  personnel  employed 
by  the  States.  The  Biological  Survey  is  responsible  for 
seeing  to  it  that  projects  are  substantial  in  character  and 
design  within  the  meaning  of  the  act.  that  costs  are  reason- 
able, and  that  personnel  employed  by  the  States  are  com- 
petent to  perform  the  work  outlined.  During  the  fiscal 
years  1939  and  1940  Federal  apportioxmients  to  the  State  of 
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Oregon  amounted  to  $49,531.48.  The  addition  of  the  25  per- 
cent that  the  States  are  required  to  contribute  brought  the 
total  available  for  wildlife-restoraUon  projects  in  Oregon 
for  the  fiscal  years  1939  and  1940  to  the  sum  of  $66,041.97. 

To  date  five  projects  submitted  by  the  Oregon  State  Game 
Commission  and  involving  a  total  expenditure  of  $31,467.20 
have  been  approved  by  the  Biological  Survey.  These  ap- 
proved projects  are  concerned  with  the  redistribution  of 
nuisance  beaver  from  agricultural  lands  to  sites  where  the 
activities  of  these  valuable  fur  animals  may  be  utilized  to 
Insure  stream  stability,  improve  and  expand  fish  habitat, 
provide  dependable  water  supplies  for  wild  and  domesticated 
animals,  and  contribute  to  the  allevatlon  of  flood  and  ero- 
sion conditions.  Sage  grouse,  once  abundant  throughout 
eastern  Oregon,  have  received  attention  through  activities 
designed  to  Insvure  dependable  water  supplies  and  by  fenc- 
ing around  springs  and  water  holes  to  provide  attractive 
cover.  These  projects  provide  for  the  piping  of  water  from 
springs  and  water  holes  to  troughs  Installed  outside  the 
fences  so  that  range  livestock  will  not  be  deprived  of  water 
but  at  the  same  time  will  not  be  able  to  tramp  out  and 
contaminate  water  sources. 

Portions  of  the  200.000- acre  Tillamook  Bum  have  been 
seeded  to  reestablish  food  and  cover  for  black-tailed  deer, 
ruffed  grouse,  blue  grouse,  elk,  and  mountain  quail.  This 
activity  has  been  designed  not  only  to  make  promptly  avail- 
able a  food  supply  for  these  birds  and  mammals  but  also 
to  act  as  a  deterrent  to  erosion  pending  the  reestablishment 
of  native  vegetation. 

In  addition  to  the  projects  already  approved,  two  projects 
have  been  submitted  and  further  attention  will  be  accorded 
to  them  by  the  Biological  Survey  as  soon  as  additional 
supporting  data  has  been  assembled  and  submitted  by  the 
State  game  commission.  According  to  preliminary  infor- 
mation now  available  on  these  projects,  the  State  will  ex- 
pend about  $80,000  on  this  work.  Under  these  projects  the 
State  will  establish  seed-stock  refuges  in  Willamette  Valley 
primarily  for  the  benefit  of  pheasants  and  will  purchase 
lands  elsewhere  for  nxlgratory  waterfowl  and  upland  game 
birds. 

Except  the  beaver -redistribution  activities,  these  projects 
are  designed  to  insure  a  continuing  supply  of  game  for  har- 
vesting by  Oregon  sportsmen.  As  an  essential  preliminary 
to  the  apportionment  of  wildlife  restoration  funds  for  the 
fiscal  year  1941,  the  Biological  Survey  has  solicited  advice 
from  the  Oregon  Game  Commission  as  to  the  number  of 
paid  hunting-license  holders  for  the  year  ending  June  30. 
1939.  and  the  Commission  reported  78,057  hunters. 

The  Interior  Department  appropriation  bill  now  awaiting 

final  attention  by  Congress  contains  the  sum  of  $2,500,000 

vvfor  expenditure  under  the  Federal  Aid  in  Wildlife  Restora- 

;tlon  Act.     If  that  stun  is  made  available,  Oregon's  appor- 

;-*tionment  will  amount  to  approximately  $50,000.    With  the 

State's  contribution  of  25  percent  to  the  cost  of  restoration 

projects,  the  total  to  be  expended  for  wildlife  restoration 

purposes  by  the  State  will  be  Increased  to  approximately 

$67,000. 

NATIONAL    WUDLIFS    RZTtTCCi 

The  program  of  wildlife  refuge  development  has  utilized 
the  major  portion  of  emergency  work  funds  and  manpower 
made  available  to  this  Bureau  in  Oregon. 

Both  the  McKay  Creek  Bird  Refuge,  a  1,813-acre  project 
established  by  an  Executive  order  of  June  7,  1939,  and  the 
Cold  Springs  Bird  Refuge,  a  2,677-acre  area  established  by 
Executive  order  of  February  25,  1909,  are  in  Umatilla  County 
and  are  administered  in  cooperation  with  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation.  Bureau-sponsored  State  W.  P.  A.  projects 
were  approved  in  the  amounts  of  $3,952  on  August  2,  1938, 
and  $16,478  on  March  2,  1939,  to  provide  a  total  of  $20,430 
of  W.  P.  A.  funds  and  193.5  man-months  of  employment. 
Development  work  accomplished  on  these  two  refuge  areas 


j  includes  the  fencing  of  the  reservoirs  with  Juniper  posts  that 
were  obtained  by  W.  P.  A.  labor  in  the  vicinity  of  Redmond; 
the  construction  of  'an  overnight  cabin,  with  garage;  the 
building  of  15  miles  of  patrol  trail  and  fire  breaks;  and  the 
improvement  of  a  recreational  and  parking  area,  including 
brushing,  leveling,  and  the  construction  of  benches,  fire- 
places, and  toilets.  Both  areas  have  been  posted  and  the 
nesting  cover  has  been  greatly  improved. 

The  Malheur  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  in  Harney  Cotmty, 
was  established  by  an  Executive  order  of  August  18,  1908. 
To  the  original  95,155  acres  there  was  added  during  March 
1935  the  64,717-acre  Blitzen  Valley,  including  the  famous 
"P"  Ranch.  A  lease- purchase  agreement  has  now  been 
made  for  the  14.751-acre  Double  O  Ranch  also  to  be  added 
to  the  Malheur  Refuge. 

Three  Civilian  Conservation  camps  have  been  utilized  in 
the  development  of  the  Malheur  Refuge,  bringing  it  to  its 
place  as  one  of  the  most  important  and  effective  units  in 
the  Nation-wide  system  of  refuges.  These  camps,  two  of 
which  are  continuing  at  present,  have  provided  a  total  of 
138  camp-months  of  work. 

To  conserve  the  water  supply  by  preventing  the  lake  from 
spreading  to  a  very  shallow  depth  over  the  extensive  lake 
bed.  a  dike  70  feet  wide  at  the  base  and  20  feet  at  the 
top  was  constructed  for  10  miles  across  the  east  end  of 
Malheur  Lake.  Other  water-conservation  development  in- 
cluded the  construction  of  a  reinforced  concrete  dam  with 
two  spillways  and  a  fishway.  A  complete  system  of  dikes 
and  control  gates  Is  being  provided  for  the  efficient  im- 
poundment of  successive  units  of  marsh  and  open  water  to 
provide  food  and  cover  for  waterfowl.  The  extensive  work 
program  includes  fence  rejjair,  vehicle  bridges,  truck  and 
patrol  trails,  telephone  lines,  posting  the  area,  directional 
signs,  towers,  as  well  as  administrative  buildings. 

The  Hart  Mountain  Antelope  Refuge,  in  Lake  Coxmty.  was 
established  by  an  Executive  order  of  December  21,  1936.  This 
refuge  of  222,038  acres  was  obtained  primarily  to  protect  and 
perpetuate  antelopes,  but  it  also  has  an  ample  population  of 
mule  deer,  sage  grouse,  and  fur  animals,  as  well  as  some 
waterfowl.  A  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  camp  has  spent 
30  camp-months  of  work  in  developing  more  than  50  miles 
of  truck  trails,  in  constructing  several  administrative  build- 
ings, fencing,  posting,  installing  cattle  guards,  building  a 
30-mile  telephone  line,  and  developing  springs  and  water- 
conserving  pools. 

There  are  several  other  wildlife  refuges  administered  by 
the  Bureau  of  Biological  Survey  in  Oregon  but  neither  C.  C.  C. 
nor  W.  P.  A.  help  has  been  utilized  on  them.  These  areas 
are  the  Upper  Klamath  Wildlife  Refuge,  an  8.140-acre  area 
in  Klamath  County,  established  on  April  3,  1928,  and  admin- 
istered in  cooperation  with  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation;  Goat 
Island  Migratory  Bird  Refuge,  a  21 -acre  area  in  Curry  County, 
established  on  May  6,  1935;  Cape  Meares  Migratory  Bird 
Refuge,  a  139-acre  area  in  Tillamook  bounty,  established 
on  August  19,  1938:  Three  Arch  Rocks  Bird  Refuge,  a  17-acre 
tract  In  Tillamook  County,  established  on  October  14,  1907, 
and  the  Klamath  Lake  Bird  Refuge,  established  August  8. 
1908.  of  which  61.139  acres  of  a  total  of  81,619  acres  Is  located 
in  Klamath  County. 

PHTDATOHT    ANIMAL    AND    RODENT   CONTROL 

Cooperative  predatory  animal-  and  rodent -control  projects 
are  carried  on  by  the  Bureau  of  Biological  Survey  throughout 
the  State  of  Oregon,  together  with  control  methods  research 
Investigations  to  perfect  methods  of  controlling  predatory 
animals  and  injurious  rodents.  The  following  table  indicates 
the  amoimt  of  money  (Federal,  cooperative,  and  emergency) 
expended  in  Oregon  for  these  projects  during  the  fiscal  year 
1939.  together  with  the  number  of  man-days  of  employment 
provided.  The  second  part  of  the  table  includes  the  same 
Information  for  the  fiscal  year  1940  (July  1,  1939,  through 
June  30,  1940),  the  fimds  shown  representing  those  available 
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for  the  entire  fiscal  year  but  the  man -days  of  emplosmient 
indicated  representing  those  for  the  first  9-month  period  only: 


FISCAL  TIAR  1U9 


Fedwal  funds 

Cooporatire  run<l9. 
EmeiTPDcy  funds.. 
Mai)-<ia>'S  labor: 

Fwlpral 

CouiMTaliye... 

Emvrgeucy 


rUCAL  TIAR  IMO 


FWwjiI  funds 

Cooporativp  funds . . 

Emrrpfucy  funds  ' 

MkD-^lavs  Ikbor  (to  Mar.  31,  IMO): 

Fwltral 

Cooperative 

Emergency ... 


Control 
methods 


C200 


220 


Rodent 


$11,106 
$15,321 
$17,631 

1.4.'W 
1.  (V.2 
6.(W5 


$11,610 
$8,500 


1.072 
1,4.'«) 
1,888 


Predator 


$29.9.'>2 
tri  376 
$61,934 

4.97« 
15.  2:M 
11.074 


$3zono 

$6a350 


4,6iS 

10,  775 

7.9M) 


Total 


$43.  XV) 

$87,097 
$7U,S6S 

«,4an 

16.8H6 
16.160 


$43.  AID 
$70,850 


5.flOT 

12.205 

0.868 


'  Not  avaflalik"  at  this  time. 

The  following  table  indicates  the  work  accomplished  in 
Oregon  by  the  Biological  Survey  in  predatory-animal  control 
during  the  fiscal  year  1939  and  during  the  first  9  months  of 
the  fiscal  year  1940.  The  predatory  animals  were  taken 
for  the  protection  of  livestock,  poultry,  and  game  species 
ranging  on  the  vast  grazing  areas  within  the  State. 

Predatory  cnimala  taken 


Bmts 

Coyotes 

BobratA 

Wolves      • 

Mountain  lions. 


:t 


Total. 


1039 


107 

11.402 

1.040 

3 

2G 


12.6G8 


1040  to 
Mar.  31 


lao 

.211 

879 

1 

6 


10, 217 


In  addition  to  the  predatory-animal-control  work  conducted 
in  Oregon,  there  were  1,014,556  acres  of  land  treated  for  the 
control  of  injurious  rodents,  such  as  ground  .squirrels,  pocket 
gophers,  jack  rabbits,  kangaroo  rats,  and  field  mice,  during 
the  fiscal  year  1939.  During  the  first  9  months  of  the  fiscal 
year  1940,  378.510  acres  have  been  treated  for  the  control  of 
injurious  rodent  species.  In  addition  to  this,  1.668  premises 
were  treated  during  the  fiscal  year  1939  for  the  control  of  the 
common  house  rat. 

CAMS   MANAGEMENT 

Oregon,  with  its  marshes.  Inland  lakes,  rivers,  and  coastal 
bays,  is  an  important  State  for  waterfowl  and  other  migratory 
game  birds.  To  enforce  the  Federal  game  laws  in  this  State 
the  Bureau  of  Biological  Survey  has  one  United  States  game- 
management  agent  working  out  of  Portland  and  a  deputy 
agent  patrolling  from  Klamath  Palls.  Other  agents  are  tem- 
porarily assigned  to  Oregon  as  required.  These  oflBcers  work 
closely  with  the  game  division  of  the  Oregon  State  police,  most 
of  whom  have  cooperative  appointments  as  United  States 
deputy  game  wardens. 

The  Bureaus  agents  and  deputy  agents,  working  alone  or 
with  State  police,  arrested  or  furnished  evidence  against  143 
violators  of  Federal  and  State  laws  in  Oregon  during  the  past 
year  which  were  tried  in  State  courts.  Penalties  assessed 
amounted  to  fines  of  $4,320.45,  costs  of  $564.80,  and  jail  sen- 
tences totaling  21  months.  Eight  cases  were  tried  in  Federal 
courts,  resulting  In  fines  of  $250. 

Prom  July  1.  1939,  to  March  15,  1940.  the  post  offices  of 
Oregon  sold  24,669  migratory-bird  hunting  stamps.  Each 
person  over  the  age  of  16  years  who  hunts  migratory  water- 
fowl Is  required  to  have  one  of  these  stamps. 

SENATI  BILL  RETERRED 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title  was  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 


S.  3107.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Perkins  Gins,  formerly 
Perkins  Oil  Co.,  of  Memphis,  Tenn.;  to  the  Committee  on 
War  Claims. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION  SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  bills  and  a  joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles,  which  were  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  5584.  An  act  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone  Code: 

H.  R.  7019.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  providing 
punishment  for  the  killing  or  assaulting  of  Federal  officers; 

H.  R.  8429.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  L.  P.  Worrall.  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9700.  An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  367.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  Secretaries 
of  War  and  of  the  Navy  to  assist  the  governments  of  Amer- 
ican republics  to  increase  their  military  and  naval  establish- 
ments, and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  an  enrolled  bill 
of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  3828.  An  act  to  amend  section  107  of  the  Judicial  Code, 
as  amended,  to  eliminate  the  requirement  that  suitable  ac- 
commodations for  holding  the  court  at  Winchester,  Tenn.,  be 
provided  by  the  local  authorities. 

RECESS 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  stand 
in  recess  until  8  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  5:01  p.  m.)  the 
House  stood  in  recess  until  8  o'clock  p.  m. 


EVENING  SESSION 

The  recess  having  expired,  the  House  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker  pro  tempore,  Mr.  Gavagan,  at  8  o'clock  p.  m. 
The  Private  Calendar 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Pursuant  to  the  order  of 
the  House  yesterday,  the  Clerk  will  call  the  first  bUl  on 
the  Private  Calendsu:, 

CHARLES   MOLNAR 

The  Clerk  called  the  first  bill,  H.  R.  7749.  for  the  relief 
of  Charles  Molnar. 
There  b2ing  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  Is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  cancel  the  warrant  of  arrest  and  the 
order  of  deportation  against  Charles  Molnar  heretofore  issued  on 
the  ground  that  admission  to  the  United  States  had  been  fraudu- 
lently gained,  and  that  he  shall  hereafter  be  deemed  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
as  of   AprU    12,   1936. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

FREDERICK  BECK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8910,  providing  for 
the  extension  of  nonquota  status  to  Frederick  Beck. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  section  4  (d)  which 
limits  the  right  of  a  male_  minister  or  professor  to  secvire  a  non- 
quota status  for  his  wife  and  unmarried  children,  the  Secretary 
of  state  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  Issue  a  nonquota 
visa  to  Frederick  Beck,  the  husband  of  Prof.  Vera  F.  Beck. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

GUS  ROTH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  382,  for  the  relief 
of  Ous  Roth. 

/ 
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•n>er«  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bin,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxny  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
tn  the  Treaaury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Ous  Roth  the 
sum  of  $137  tn  reimbursement  for  the  amount  of  loes  of  postal 
funds  changed  to  the  said  Ous  Roth  on  account  of  the  cashing 
of  a  forged  Treasury  check  by  him  in  October  1927  as  a  clerk  in 
the  post  office  at  New  York.  N.  Y.  The  said  Gub  Roth  is  hereby 
released  from  any  liability  to  the  United  States  on  account  of 
the  cashing  of  such  check  out  of  postal  funds. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

BLANCHE  W.  STOUT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8785,  for  the  reUef 
of  Blanche  W.  Stout. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Blanche  W.  Stout, 
widow  of  Kenneth  8.  Stout,  late  American  vice  consul  at  Lisbon. 
Portugal,  the  sum  of  $3,000.  such  sum  representing  1  year's  salary 
of  her  deceased  husband  who  died  while  in  the  Foreign  Service. 

Hie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ORVILLI   WRIGHT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  2735.  authorizing  the 

Issue  to  Orville  Wright  of  honorary  aircraft  certificate  No.  1. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  is 
authorized  to  issue  to  OrvlUe  Wright  honorary  aircraft  pilot's  cer- 
tlflcate  No.  1.  in  recognition  of  the  outstanding  service  rendered  by 
him  in  advancing  the  science  of  aeronautics. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

JOHN    A.    rARREU. 

The  CTerk  called  the  next  bill,  8.  1977,  for  the  relief  of 
-John  A.  Parrell. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  author- 
ised and  directed  to  (1)  permit  John  A.  Farrell  to  withdraw  the 
final  proof  made  by  him  upon  his  homestead  entry  Great  Falls. 
076763.  (2)  rescind  the  cancelation  ol  such  entry.  (3)  restore  such 
entry  to  a  pending  status,  and  (4)  extend  for  3  years  from  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act  the  fwrlod  during  which  said  John 
A.  Farrell  may  submit  final  proof  with  respect  to  compliance  with 
residence  requirements  applicable   to  such  entry. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

KTTRT   WBSSELY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2598,  for  the  relief  of  Kurt 
Wessely. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  administration  of  the  Immigration 
and  naturalization  laws  Kurt  Wessely  shall  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  tor  permanent 
raafclcnce  on  August  3.  1937.  at  EllU  Island.  N.  Y. 

Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  in- 
struct the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  two  numbers  from 
the  nonpreference  category  of  the  quota  during  the  current  year. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment  which 
I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costkxxo:  Page  1.  line  8,  after  the 
words  "to  deduct"  strike  out  "two"  and  Insert  "one." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

D'ROSrr  C.  CABKLL  IT  AL. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6365,  to  correct  the 
military  records  of  DeRosey  C.  Cabell,  McFarland  Cockrill, 
James  N.  Caperton.  Jimius  H.  Houghton,  Otto  P.  Lange,  Paul 
B.  Poiker.  James  deB.  Walbach,  and  Victor  W.  B.  Wales. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  following-named  officers  and  former 
olAoers  of  the  United  States  Army  shall  be  entitled  to  count  all  their 
service  as  cadets  at  the  United  States  Military  Academy  in  comput- 
ing for  any  purpose  length  of  service  of  any  officers  of  the  Army: 
DeRosey  C.  Cabell,  McFarland  CockrlU,  James  N.  Caperton.  Junius 
H.  Houghton.  Otto  F.  Lange,  Paul  B  Parker.  James  deB.  Walbach, 
and  Victor  W.  B.  Wales:  Provided.  That  this  act  shall  not  be  con- 
strued as  authorizing  the  payment  of  any  back  pay  and  allowances 
that  may  have  accrued  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ALICE    C.    WAINWRIGHT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3338.  for  the  relief  of  Alice 

C.  Wainwright. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he  is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Alice  C.  Wainwright,  widow 
of  John  T.  Wainwright,  late  American  vice  consul  at  Matanzas, 
Cuba,  the  sum  of  $2,750.  such  sum  representing  1  year's  salary  of 
her  deceased  husband,  who  died  while  in  the  Foreigp  Service. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

CAPT.    FRANK   N.    ROBERTS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3009.  authorizing  the 
President  to  present  the  Navy  Cross  to  Capt.  Frank  N.  Rob- 
erts. United  States  Army. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  President  is  authorized  to  present  the 
Navy  Cross  provided  for  by  section  3  of  the  act  of  February  4,  1919 
(40  8Ut.  1056;  34  U.  S.  C  356),  to  Capt.  Prank  N.  Roberts.  United 
States  Army,  in  recognition  of  extraordinary  heroism  displayed  by 
that  officer  incidental  to  the  bombing  and  loss  of  the  U.  S.  8.  Panay 
on  December  12,  1937. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

PENSIONS  TO  CERTAIN  WIDOWS.  FORMER  WIDOWS.  AND  DEPENDENT 
CHILDREN   or  VETERANS  OF   CIVIL  WAR 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9390,  granting  pensions 
and  increase  of  pensions  to  certain  widows,  former  widows, 
and  dependent  children  of  veterans  of  the  Ci\1I  War. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  be, 
and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  place  on  the  pension 
roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension 
laws — 

The  name  of  Luvenia  J.  Myrlck.  widow  of  Theodore  Myrick,  late 
of  Company  P.  Ninety-first  Regiment  Indiana  Infantry,  and  pay 
her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is 
now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Anna  Belle  La  Pay.  widow  of  Edward  La  Pay,  late 
of  Company  A.  Second  Regiment  New  York  Veteran  Cavalry!  and 
pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she 
is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Maude  Moody,  widow  of  Thomas  W.  Moody,  late  of 
Company  A.  One  Hundred  and  Forty-fourth  Regiment  Indiana  In- 
fantry, and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month  and 
increase  the  rate  to  $30  per  month  from  and  after  the  date  she 
shall  have  attained  the  age  of  60  years,  which  fact  shall  be  deter- 
mined by  the  submission  of  satisfactory  evidence  by  the  beneficiary 
to  the  Veterans'  Administration. 

The  name  of  Ellar  Bales,  widow  of  Stephen  Bales,  late  of  Com- 
pany A.  Forty-seventh  Regiment  Kentucky  Infantry,  and  pay  her 
a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  Is  now 
receiving. 

The  name  of  Lucy  A.  Rose,  former  widow  of  Ross  Reed  late  of 
Company  D.  Sixty-eighth  Regiment  Illinois  Infantry,  and  pay 
her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month  and  increase  the  rate 
to  $30  per  month  from  and  after  the  date  she  shall  have  attained 
the  age  of  60  years,  which  fact  shall  be  determined  by  the  sub- 
mission of  satisfactory  evidence  by  the  beneficiary  to  the  Veterans' 
Administration. 

The  name  of  LiUie  Wood,  widow  of  Henry  Wood,  late  of  Company 

D,  Seventh  Regiment  Kentucky  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension 
at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month  and  increase  the  rate  to  $30  per  month 
from  and  after  the  date  she  shall  have  attained  the  age  of  60  years 
which  fact  shall  be  determined  by  the  submission  of  satisfactory 
evidence  by  the  beneficiary  to  the  Veterans'  Administration 

The  name  of  Winnie  Alexander,  helpless  and  dependent  daughter 
of  Kdwto  R.  Alexander,  late  of  Company  O.  Forty-second  Regiment 
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Klissourl  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per 
month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Willie  D.  Nelson  helpless  and  dependent  son  of 
Horatio  Nelson  late  of  Company  O  Fifty-first  Regiment  Ohio  In- 
fantry, and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Marlon  Van  Natta,  helpless  and  dependent  son  of 
George  O.  Van  Natta,  who  served  and  was  pensioned  as  George  O. 
Vannatta.  late  of  Company  E,  Ninety-ninth  Regiment  Indiana  In- 
fantry and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Isabel  Lawhom.  former  widow  of  McKager  Lawhom, 
late  of  Company  C.  First  Regiment  Kentucky  Cavalry,  and  pay  her 
a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  (>er  month  and  increase  the  rate  to  $30 
per  month  from  and  after  the  date  she  shall  have  attained  the  age 
of  60  years,  which  fact  shall  be  determined  by  the  submission  of 
satisfactory  evidence  by  the  beneficiary  to  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion. 

The  name  of  Adele  Evans,  helpless  and  dependent  daughter  of 
James  B.  E>-ans.  late  of  Company  C,  One  Hundred  and  Twentieth 
Regiment  Indiana  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of 
$20  per  month.  ^ 

The  name  of  Alice  E.  Bailey,  widow  of  Harvey  E.  Bailey,  late  of 
Company  G.  Twenty-seventh  Regiment  Connecticut  Infantry,  and 
pay  her  a  r>?nsicn  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she 
is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Adah  M.  Locklln.  widow  of  Davis  A.  Locklin.  late  of 
Company  E.  Second  Regiment  Connecticut  Heavy  Artillery,  and  pay 
her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is 
now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Ida  I.  Goldman,  helpless  and  dependent  daughter  of 
William  H.  Goldman,  late  of  Company  H.  Twenty-third  Regiment 
Indiana  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per 
month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Hiram  Russell  Griffith,  helpless  and  dependent  son 
of  Jacob  C.  Griffith,  late  of  Captain  Griffith's  Independent  Company, 
Pennsylvania  Militia  Infantry,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate 
of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Alice  G.  Townsend.  helpless  and  dependent  daughter 
of  Joseph  G  Townsend.  late  a  lieutenant  colonel.  One  Hundred  and 
Eighty-ninth  Regiment  New  York  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension 
at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Mary  P.  Ollphant.  widow  of  William  Alexander  Oli- 
phant.  late  of  Company  K,  Twenty-fourth  Regiment  Indiana  In- 
fantry, and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in 
lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Charles  E.  Curl,  helpless  and  dependent  son  of 
Peter  Curl,  late  of  Company  K,  Thirty-eighth  Regiment  Indiana 
Infantry,  and  p«y  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Amanda  Hart,  helpless  and  dependent  daughter 
of  Absolom  Hart,  late  of  Company  D.  Seventeenth  Regiment  Ohio 
Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Augusta  Lambert,  helpless  and  dependent  daughter 
of  Andrew  Lambert,  late  of  Company  A.  First  Regiment  Ohio 
Heavy  Artillery,  and  pay  her  a  peiision  at  the  rate  of  $20  per 
month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Emma  Blosaer.  helpless  and  dependent  daughter 
of  William  H  Blosser.  late  of  Company  F,  Ninetieth  Regiment  Ohio 
Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Emma  L.  Brlggs.  widow  of  William  W.  Briggs.  late 
of  Company  G.  Two  Hundred  and  Eleventh  Regiment  Pennsylvania 
Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in 
lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Jennie  Christiana  Rohrbacker,  helpless  and  de- 
pendent daughter  of  Moses  K.  Rohrbacker.  late  of  Company  N, 
One  Hundred  and  Ninety-eighth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Infantry, 
and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Clarence  Leslie  Skipper,  helpless  and  dependent 
son  of  Nathan  Skipper,  late  of  Company  G.  Eleventh  Regiment 
Illinois  Infantry,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per 
month. 

The  name  of  Minnie  L.  Clark,  helpless  and  dependent  daughter 
of  Adolphus  P.  Clark,  late  of  Company  B,  Eleventh  Regiment 
West  Virginia  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of 
$20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Elizabeth  Eamshaw.  former  widow  of  Peter  Fisher. 
late  of  Company  E,  Ninth  Regiment  New  York  Infantry,  and 
Company  B.  Tenth  Regiment  Veteran  Reserve  Corps,  and  pay  her 
a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now 
receiving. 

The  name  of  CorrilHa  Silver,  helpless  and  dependent  daughter 
of  Thomas  W  Silver,  late  of  the  United  States  Navy,  and  pay  her 
a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Katie  Calne,  widow  of  Joseph  H.  Calne.  late  of 
Company  K.  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-second  Regiment  New 
York  Infantry,  and  ComF>any  K.  Twenty-first  Regiment  Veteran 
Res?rve  Corps,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per 
month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Sarah  Conrad,  widow  of  George  W.  Conrad,  late  of 
Company  I.  One  Hundred  and  Forty-fourth  Regiment  Indiana  In- 
fantry, and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu 
of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  James  C.  Riley,  helpless  and  dependent  son  of  John 
D.  Riley,  late  of  Company  H,  Seventy-seventh  Regiment  New  York 
Infantry,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Nancy  E.  Allen,  widow  of  Joel  Allen,  late  of  Company 
C.  Ninety-second  Regiment  Ohio  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension 
at  the  rate  of  $60  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  Is  now  receiving. 


The  name  of  Fred  L.  Undsey,  helpless  and  dependent  aon  of 
William  B.  Llndsey.  late  of  Company  A.  One  Hundred  and  Thirty- 
fourth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Infantry,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at 
the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Maggie  Canter,  former  widow  of  Mltchel  A.  C.  Canter, 
late  of  Company  K.  Ninety-first  Regiment  Ohio  Infantry,  and  Sixty- 
sixth  Company.  Second  Battalion,  Veteran  Reserve  Corps,  and  pay 
her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month  and  increase  the  rate  to 
$30  per  month  from  and  after  the  date  she  shall  have  attained  the 
age  of  60  years,  which  fact  shall  be  determined  by  the  submission 
of  satisfactory  evidence  by  the  beneficiary  to  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration. 

The  name  of  Mary  E.  Carney,  widow  of  Joseph  C.  Carney,  late  of 
Company  K.  One  Hundred  and  Fourth  Regiment  Illinois  Infantry, 
and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that 
she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Agnes  P,  Scram,  widow  of  John  Scram,  late  of  Com- 
pany D,  One  Hundred  and  Eghty-fourth  Regiment  New  York  Infan- 
try, and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month. 

The  name  of  Lulu  May  Craig,  helpless  and  dependent  daughter  of 
Thomas  C.  Craig,  late  of  Company  O,  Fifth  Regiment  Illinois  Cav- 
alry, and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Grace  E.  Butler,  widow  of  Jacob  Butler,  late  of  Com- 
pany E,  First  Regiment  Ohio  Heavy  Artillery,  and  pay  her  a  pension 
at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month  and  increase  the  rate  to  $30  per  month 
from  and  after  the  date  she  shall  have  attained  the  age  of  60  years, 
which  fact  shall  be  determined  by  the  submission  of  satisfactory 
evidence  by  the  beneficiary  to  the  Veterans'  Administration. 

The  name  of  Nancy  Jane  Berry,  former  widow  of  Orelius  S.  Ware, 
late  of  Company  I,  Forty-ninth  Regiment  Missouri  Infantry,  and  pay 
her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month. 

The  name  of  Eiva  Midklff,  widow  of  Josephas  Mldkiff,  late  of 
Company  C,  One  Hundred  and  Fortieth  Regiment  Ohio  National 
Guard  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per 
month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Sophia  M.  Webster,  former  widow  of  Eleazer  B. 
Howard,  late  of  Company  H,  Twenty-fourth  Regiment  Michigan 
Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in 
lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Mary  E.  Lewis,  widow  of  Louis  L.  Lewis,  late  of  C<xn- 
pany  G.  Nineteenth  Regiment  New  York  Cavalry,  and  pay  her  a 
pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now 
receiving. 

The  name  of  Annie  McClean,  widow  of  Joseph  McClean,  alias 
William  Smith,  late  of  Company  G.  Second  Regiment  Connecticut 
Heavy  Artillery,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month 
in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Arellia  E.  Ferguson,  helpless  and  dependent  daugh- 
ter of  Green  C.  Ferguson,  late  of  Company  F,  Twentieth  Regiment 
Iowa  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Clara  B.  Mathews,  former  widow  of  George  M. 
Bascom,  late  of  Companies  K  and  E,  Seventh  Regiment  Indians 
Cavalry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month. 

The  name  of  Isabel  F.  Easum,  widow  of  Charles  L.  Easum,  late  a 
second  lieutenant  and  captain.  Company  E,  Fifteenth  Regiment 
Kentucky  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per 
month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Louise  E.  Stockwell.  helpless  and  dependent  daugh- 
ter of  David  Stockwell.  late  of  Company  K,  Fourteenth  Regiment 
Vermont  Infan^.y,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per 
month. 

The  name  of  Helen  C.  Barnds,  widow  of  William  H.  Barnds,  lat« 
of  Company  A,  and  commissary  sergeant,  Forty-sLxth  Regiment  Illi- 
nois Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month 
in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Claude  Stlne,  helpless  and  dependent  son  of  Abra- 
ham Stlne.  late  of  Company  K,  One  Hundred  and  Eleventh  Regi- 
ment Illinois  Infantry,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20 
per  month. 

The  name  of  James  Hord,  helpless  and  dependent  son  of  Hugh 
Hord,  late  of  Company  B.  Forty-eighth  Regiment  IlUnois  Infantry, 
and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Nettie  Stout,  widow  of  Daniel  Stout,  late  of 
Company  H.  Third  Regiment  North  Carolina  Mounted  Infantry,  and 
pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month  and  Increase  the 
rate  to  $30  per  month  from  and  after  the  date  she  shall  have 
attained  the  age  of  60  years,  which  fact  shall  be  determined  by 
the  submission  of  satisfactory  evidence  by  the  beneficiary  to  the 
Veterans'  Administration. 

The  name  of  Enuna  Gehr.  widow  of  Cyrus  R.  Gehr,  late  of  Com- 
pany K,  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-first  Regiment  Pennsylvania 
Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in 
lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Jessie  Myrtle  Bennett,  helpless  and  dependent 
daughter  of  Jonathan  Bennett,  late  of  Company  H.  Eighth  Regi- 
ment Indiana  Cavalry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20 
per  month. 

The  name  of  Harry  C.  B.  Frets,  helpless  and  dependent  son  of 
George  Frets,  late  of  Company  E,  Eighty-eighth  Regiment  Indiana 
Infantry,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Mary  Elizabeth  Beaver,  widow  of  William  M.  Beaver, 
late  of  Company  B.  One  Hundred  and  Fifty-sixth  Regiment  New 
York  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per 
month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Gilbert  Walton,  helpless  and  dependent  son  of 
Lewis  F.  Walton,  late  of  Companies  K  and  F,  Fourteenth  Regiment 
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Kentucky  Cmrtlrj.  and  pay  hixn  •  penflon  at  the  rate  of  $20  per 
month. 

The  name  of  WUllam  B.  Ludlow,  helpless  and  dependent  son  of 
■  Daniel  Ludlow,  late  of  Company  B.  Second  Regiment  District  of 
Columbia  Infantry,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per 
month. 

The  nam«  of  Mary  Afmes  HIU.  helpless  and  dependent  daughter 
of  Jfunes  H.  Hill,  late  of  Company  A.  One  Hundred  and  Plfty-nfth 
Kcglment  Indiana  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of 
tao  per  month  In  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Charles  Smith,  helpless  and  dependent  son  of  John 
Fletcher  Smith,  late  of  Company  E.  One  Hundred  and  Twenty- 
third  Regiment  Indiana  Infantry,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the 
rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Peter  Russell  Elkenberry.  helpless  and  dependent 
son  of  Henry  Eikenberry.  late  of  Company  K.  Fifth  Regiment 
Ohio  Cavalry,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Zack  Pool,  helpless  and  dependent  son  of  Jeremiah 
Pool,  late  of  Company  D.  Thirty-eighth  Regiment  Indiana  Infantry, 
-_^and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Sarah  E.  Priest,  widow  of  Ezra  Priest,  late  of  Com- 
pany L,  First  Regiment  United  States  Veteran  Engineers,  and  pay 
her  A  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  Is 
now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Laura  Moore,  widow  of  Amos  J.  Moore,  late  a  cap- 
tain. Company  H.  One  Hundred  and  Eighteenth  Ri^ment  Ohio 
Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month 
in  Ueu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Mary  Warren,  widow  of  Jerome  Warren,  late  of 
Company  B.  Nmth  Regiment  New  York  Heavy  Artillery,  and  pay 
her  a  pension  at  the  rat«  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she 
la  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Amelia  Nlswender,  widow  of  Abraham  Nlswender. 
late  of  Company  K.  One  Hundred  and  Twelfth  Rtiglment  Illinois 
Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  In 
lieu  of  that  she  Is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Sadie  E.  Goshom.  helpless  and  dependent  daughter 
of  George  Ooahorn,  late  of  Company  I.  One  Hundred  and  Forty- 
ninth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at 
the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

JANK  A.  BAKZH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  5060.  granting  a 
pension  to  Jane  A.  Baiter. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio  and  Mr.  COSTELLO  objected  and. 
nnder  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

JETHRO  H.  MIDGETT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU.  H.  R,  2369,  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Jethro  H.  Mid»jett. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected  and, 
under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee 
on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

GLORIA  D.  DOWNING 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7495.  for  the  relief 
of  Gloria  D.  Downing. 

The  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  from  and  after  date  of  the  approval  of 
this  act  Gloria  D  EXj^^Tiing.  who  was  admitted  Into  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  for  a  temporary  stay  and  who  Is  the  Russian  wife  of  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States,  ahail  be  deemed  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  as  an  immigrant  for  permanent  residence. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

LAURA   IRlCr  COIfVXRSB 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9518.  for  the  relief  of 
Laura  Trice  Converse. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GIBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a 
similar  Senate  bill  (S.  3887)  may  be  considered  in  lieu  of  the 
House  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill. 
a«  follows: 

Be  it  enaetea.  etc  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authoriaed  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
TTea.«5ury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Laura  Trice  Converse,  widow 
«f  Charles  A.  Converse,  late  American  consul  at  Manche^iter,  g.ng- 


land.  the  stmi  of  $3  800,  such  sum  representing  1  year's  salary  of  her 
deceased  husband  who  died  while  in  the  Foreign  Service. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9518)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

VICTORIA  KXSSEL 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  1608.  to  repeal  the  provi- 
sions of  Private  Law  No.  347,  Seventy-first  Congress,  pertain- 
ing to  Victoria  Kessel. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  nothwlthstandlng  any  provisions  of 
Private  Law  No.  347.  Seventy-first  Congress  (act  of  February  17, 
1931 ) .  entiled  "An  act  granting  pensions  and  Increase  cf  pensions 
to  certain  soldiers  and  sailors  of  the  Regular  Army  and  Navy,  and 
so  forth,  and  certain  soldiers  and  sailors  of  wars  other  than  the 
Civil  War.  and  to  widows  of  .such  soldiers  and  sailors",  the  Adminis- 
trator of  Veterans'  Affairs  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and 
directed  to  remove  from  the  pension  roll  the  name  of  Victoria 
Kessel,  widow  of  Leon  J.  Kessel,  late  of  Con[>pany  L,  Twenty-first 
Regiment  United  States  Infantry. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

DAVID  MORGENSTERlf 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H,  R.  8226,  for  the  relief 
of  David  Morgenstem. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin  and  Mr.  SECCOMBE  objected, 
and,  under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

IZAAK  SZAJA  LICHT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8379,  for  the  relief 
of  Izaak  Szaja  Licht. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin  and  Mr.  THILL  objected  and. 
under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee 
on  Immigration  amd  Naturalization. 

LOUIS   ROSENSTONE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7955.  for  the  relief  of 
Louis  Rosenstone. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected,  and, 
under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  NaturaLzation. 

HARRY  HUSTON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  iS.  3095,  for  the  relief  of 
Harry  Huston. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  foLows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  pension 
laws  or  any  laws  conferring  rights,  prlvUeges.  or  benefits  upon 
persons  honorably  discharged  from  the  United  States  Army.  Harry 
Huston  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  l)een  honorably  dis- 
charged on  February  10,  1900,  as  an  artificer.  Battery  B,  Fourth 
Artillery,  United  States  Army:  but  no  pension,  pay.  bounty,  or  other 
benefit  shall  be  held  to  accrue  by  reason  of  thU  act  prior  to  its 
passage. 

■nie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

JOHN  TOKO 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  541,  for  the  relief  of 
John  Toko. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected  and, 
under  the  rxile.  the  bill  was  recwnmitted  to  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims. 

LIZZII  BERRY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R,  3204.  for  the  relief  of 
Lizzie  Berry. 

Mr.  COSTELLO  and  Mr.  COCHRAN  objected  and  under 
the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims. 

PtRKINS  GINS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7573.  for  the  relief  of 
Perkins  Gins,  formerly  Perkins  OU  Co.,  of  Memphis  Tenn 

^  ^'.  J^^J^  °15  ^^j°'  **'•  HANCOCK,  and  Mr.  BOLLES 
objected  and,  under  the  rule,  the  biU  was  recommitted  to  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims.  **  »  ^*«= 
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ACME   DIE-CASTINC   CORPORATION 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  1635.  for  the  relief  of  the 
Acme  Die-Casting  Corporation. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $8,166.50  to  the 
Acme  Die-Casting  Corporation,  as  equitable  reimbursement  and  in 
full  and  final  settlement  and  satisfaction  of  the  damages  and  losses 
incurred  and  suffered  by  it.  and  for  which  it  has  not  yet  been 
reimbursed,  in  complying  with  the  United  States  Navy  commandeer 
order  No.  N-3255.  dated  June  18,  1918:  ProiicI<rd,  That  no  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawftil,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  biU  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

THERMAL   SYNDICATE.    LTD. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  S.  1638.  for  the  relief  of 
Thermal  Syndicate,  Ltd. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $2,093.29  to 
Thermal  Syndicate,  Ltd..  as  equitable  reimbtirsement  and  in  full 
and  final  settlement  and  satisfaction  of  the  damages  and  losses 
incurred  and  suffered  by  it,  and  for  which  it  has  not  yet  been 
reimbursed.  In  moving  its  equipment  from  the  space  in  the  Bush 
Terminal  Buildings  to  lU  new  location,  and  in  otherwise  complying 
with  United  States  Navy  commandeer  order  No.  N-3255,  dated  June 
18,  1918:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in 
this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

I  CHARLES   B.   CHRYSTAL 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  1678.  for  the  relief  of 
Charles  B.  Chrystal. 

Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bUl.  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc .  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  svun  of  $1,830  99 
to  Charles  B  Chrystal  as  equitable  reimbursement  and  in  full  and 
final  settlement  and  satisfaction  of  the  damages  and  losses  incurred 
and  suffered  by  him,  and  for  which  he  has  not  yet  been  reim- 
bursed, in  moving  his  equipment  from  the  space  in  the  Bush 
Terminal  buildings  to  his  new  location,  and  in  otherwise  comply- 
ing with  the  United  States  Navy  commandeer  order  No.  N-3255, 
dated  June  18.  1918:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be 
fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

KURT    FRINGS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3673.  to  enable  Kurt 
Prings  to  enter  and  remain  permanently  in  the  United 
States. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc  .  That  notwithstanding  any  provisions  of  the 
Immigration  laws  Kurt  Frings.  a  native  of  Cologne,  Germany,  shaU 
be  admitted  into  the  United  States  from  Tia  Juana,  Mexico,  and 
shall  be  permitted  to  remain  In  the  United  States  permanently  as 
though  he  had  In  all  respects  compiled  with  the  Immigration  laws, 
and  that  the  residence  In  the  United  States  of  the  said  Kurt 
Prings  shall  date  from  the  approval  of  this  act. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ALBERT  W.  GABBEY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  163.  directing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  issue  to  Albert  W.  Gabbey  a  patent 
to  certain  lands  in  the  State  of  Wyoming. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized 
and  directed  to  issue  to  Albert  W.  Gabbey,  of  Jenny  Lake.  Wyo.,  a 
patent  In  fee  to  the  following  descrlt)ed  lands  (comprised  in  stock- 
raising  homestead  entry  No.  015468,  Evanston  land  office)  :  The  west 
half  northeast  quarter,  the  north  half  northwest  quarter,  and  the 
southeast  quarter  northwest  quarter  and  the  northeast  quarter 
southwest  quarter,  section  7,  township  44  north,  range  115  west, 
sixth  principal  meridian. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

LASZLO  KARDOS.  MACDOLNA  KARDOS,  AND  GABY  KARDOS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6680,  for  the  relief  of 
Laszlo  Kardos,  Magdolna  Kardos,  and  Gaby  Kardos. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio  and  Mr.  MOTT  objected;  and,  under 
the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization. 

SAM  ALEXANDER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  505,  authorizing  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  summon  Sam  Alexander  before 
an  Army  retiring  board,  and  for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the- President  of  the  United  States  be. 
and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  summon  Sam  Alexander,  formerly 
a  field  clerk.  Quartermaster  Corps,  United  States  Army,  and  major. 
Signal  Corps,  United  States  Army,  before  a  retiring  board  for  the 
purjxjse  of  hearing  his  case  and  Inquiring  whether  at  the  time  of 
his  separation  from  the  service  he  wa~>  incapacitated  for  active  serv- 
ice, and  whether  such  incapacity  was  a  result  of  an  Incident  of 
service  and  if,  as  a  result  of  such  hearing  and  inquiry,  it  is  found 
that  he  was  so  incapacitated,  the  President  Is  authorized  to  ap- 
point the  said  Sam  Alexander  a  warrant  officer,  Regular  Army,  and 
place  him  immediately  thereafter  upon  the  retired  list  of  the  Army, 
with  the  same  privileges  and  retired  pay  as  are  now  or  may  here- 
after be  provided  by  law  or  regulation  for  warrant  officers  of  the 
Regular  Army:  Provided,  That  the  said  Sam  Alexander  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  any  back  pay  or  allowances  by  the  passage  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

HAROLD  W.  KINDERMAN 

The  clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2782.  for  the  relief  of 
Harold  W.  Kinderman. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be, 
and  is  hereby,  authorized  to  summon  Harold  W.  Kinderman.  a 
major,  United  States  Army,  retired,  before  a  retiring  board,  to  in- 
quire whether  at  the  time  of  his  retirement  under  act  of  July  31. 
1935,  as  amended,  he  was  Incapacitated  for  active  •service,  and 
whether  such  Incapacity  was  a  result  of  an  Incidence  of  service,  and 
if ,  as  a  result  of  such  inquiry,  it  Is  found  that  he  was  so  incapaci- 
tated, the  President  Is  authorized  to  nominate  and  appoint,  by 
and  with  the  consent  of  the  Senate,  the  said  Harold  W.  Kinderman. 
a  major  in  the  Medical  Corps  of  the  Regular  Army,  setting  aside 
his  retirement  under  act  of  July  31,  1935,  and  immediately  there- 
after place  him  upon  the  retired  list  of  the  Regular  Army,  for  physi- 
cal disability  Incurred  In  line  of  duty,  and  said  retirement  shall  l)e 
held  and  considered  to  have  taken  place  on  December  31,  1936  (the 
date  of  his  retirement  under  act  of  July  31,  1935),  and  he  shall  re- 
ceive the  full  retired  pay  and  allowances  of  an  officer  of  his  grade 
from  December  31.  1936  (the  date  of  his  separation  from  active 
duty)  •  Provided,  That  the  amount  of  the  retired  pay  already  re- 
ceived by  him  since  December  31,  1936,  shall  be  deducted  from  the 
amount  due  him  under  this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

On  page  2,  at  the  end  of  the  bill,  change  the  period  to  a  colon 
and  Insert  "Provided,  That  no  back  pay,  pension,  t>ounty,  or  other 
emoluments  shaU  be  held  to  accriie  prior  to  the  passage  of  this 
act." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
-  The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 
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JOBN  L.  HIKES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3038.  to  provide  for  the 

advancement  of  John  L.  Hlnes  on  the  retired  list  of  the  Army. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Jcdin  L.  Hlnes,  fonnerty  Clilef  of  Staff  of 
the  Army  of  tbe  United  States  and  now  major  general  on  the 
reUred  list  of  tb«  Army,  thair.  beginning  with  the  date  of  tbe 
enactment  of  this  act,  have  the  rank  of  a  general  on  the  retired 
list  of  the  Army:  Provided .  That  the  said  John  L.  Hlnes  shall 
receive  no  Increase  In  retired  pay,  allowances,  or  other  pecuniary 
benefits  by  reason  of  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

SAVn)   J.   SAWTER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2295.  authorizing  the 
President  to  reappoint  and  honorably  discharge  David  J. 
Sawyer,  second  lieutenant.  National  Army,  as  of  May  11.  1919. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  President  be,  and  he  Is  hereby, 
authorized  to  reappoint  David  J.  Sawyer,  a  second  lieutenant  of 
Infantry.  National  Army,  as  of  May  11.  1919.  the  date  on  which 
his  dismissal  by  sentence  of  court  martial  took  effect;  and  that 
the  President  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  further  authorized  to  grant 
said  officer  an  honorable  discharge  to  become  effective  as  of  that 
date:  Prond^d.  That  no  pay  or  emoluments,  either  heretofore  or 
hereafter,  shall  become  due  or  payable  by  virtue  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

WALTER  BALLHAirS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  897)  to  correct  the  military 

record  of  Walter  Ballhaus. 

TTiere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  any  laws  con- 
ferring rights,  privileges,  and  benefits  upon  honorably  discharged 
soldiers  Walter  Ballhaus.  who  was  a  private  Wi  the  One  Hundred 
and  Sixteenth  Ammunition  Train.  United  States  Cavalry,  shall 
hereafter  be  held  and  considered  to  have  l>een  honorably  dis- 
charged from  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  as  a  private 
of  that  organisation  on  the  asth  day  of  March  1918:  Provided. 
That  no  bounty,  back  pay.  pension,  or  allowance  ahaU  be  held  to 
have  accrued  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

STANLET  K'MARAN 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill   (H.  R.  8140)    for  the  relief  of 
Stanley  McMahan. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  any  laws  con- 
ferring rights,  privileges,  and  benefits  upon  honorably  discharged 
soldiers.  Stanley  MtdlAahan  shall  hereafter  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  honorably  discharged  fix)m  his  first  and  second 
enlistments  in  tbe  United  States  Army. 
• 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Line  7.  strike  out  the  period.  Insert  a  colon  and  the  following: 
"Provided.  That  no  bounty,  back  pay,  pension,  or  allowance  shall  be 
held  to  have  accrued  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act." 

The  cmnmittee  amendment  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill  as 
amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
fiider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

IKA  ELLIS  VEAL 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R  6358)  for  the  relief  of  Ira 
Ellis  Veal. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio  and  Mr.  MOTT  objected  and  the  bill 
was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

TSANZ  LAND 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  6110)  for  the  relief  of 
Franz  Land. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio  and  Mr.  MOTT  objected  and  the  bill 
was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 


BBTTINA  BERKSTEUf 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill   (H.  R.  7459)   for  the  relief  of 
Bettina  Bernstein. 
Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  administration  of  the  immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be.  and  is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  admittance  for 
permanent  residence  of  Bettina  Bernstein,  and  that  she  shall,  for 
all  purposes  under  the  Immigration  and  natiiralizatlon  laws,  be 
deemed  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  as  an 
Inxmigrant  for  permanent  residence. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

After  line  9,  Insert  the  following  new  paragraph: 
"Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act   the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct   the  proper   quota-control   officer  to  deduct  one   number 
from  the  appropriate  quota  for  the  first  year  that  the  said  quota 
U  available." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  p)assed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider,  was  laid  on  the  table. 

RACHIB  SHRIAY 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  7552)  for  the  relief  of 
Rachib  Shriay. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio,  Mr.  MOTT.  and  Mr.  HANCOCK 
objected,  and  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

FELIX  BERNSTEIIV 

The  Clerk  called  the  bUl  (H.  R.  5352)   for  the  relief  of 
Felix  Bernstein. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  administration  of  the  immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws,  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be.  and  Is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  admittance 
for  permanent  residence  of  PelU  Bernstein,  and  that  he  shall,  for 
all  purposes  under  the  immigration  and  naturalization  laws,  tie 
deemed  lo  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  as 
an  inunlgrant  for  permanent  residence. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2,  insert  the  following  new  paragraph: 

"Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  German  quota  for  the  first  year  that  the  w^l<^  German 
quota  Is  available." 

TTie  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill,  as 
amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ESTHER   KLEIN 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  4656)  to  record  the  law- 
ful admission  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
of  Esther  Klein. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  aerk  read  the  biU  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be.  and  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  admission  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  of  Esther  Klein  at  New 
York.  N.  Y..  on  November  1.  1928.  and  that  the  said  Esther  Klein 
for  all  purposes,  under  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  as  an  immigrant  for  permanent  residence. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  Insert  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows- 
"Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  in- 
struct the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  Hungarian  quou  for  the  first  year  that  the  said  Hungarian 
quota  Is  available."  t^iBaimu 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill  as 
amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MARIE    ECUCK 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  5926)  to  authorize  the 
cancelation  of  deportaUon  proceedings  in  the  case  of  Marie 
Eglick. 
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Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio  and  Mr.  MOTT  objected,  and  the  bill 
was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

RAMON   ZAPIEN 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  6765)  to  authorize  the 
cancelation  of  deportation  in  the  case  of  Ramon  Zapien. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio  and  Mr.  MOTT  objected,  and  the  bill 
was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.      . 

!  LtTDWIG  BAUR 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7178.  for  the  relief  of 

Lud^ig  Baur. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  cancel  the  warrant  of  arrest  and  the 
order  of  deportation  heretofore  Issued  against  Ludwig  Baur,  father 
of  two  American-born  children  and  husband  of  a  legally  resident 
alien  who  has  filed  an  application  for  a  declaration  of  intention 
to  become  an  American  citizen.  Hereafter  for  the  purpose  of  the 
immigration  and  naturalization  laws  such  alien  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for  perma- 
nent residence  on  September  1.  1930. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
Page  2    after  line  2.  at  the  end  of  the  bill,  insert: 
"That  upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  num- 
ber from  the  quoU  of  his  native  land  during  the  current  year  or 
whenever  such  quota  is  available." 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would 
like  to  inquire  of  the  Member  sponsoring  the  bill  what  is  the 
job  that  this  party  holds  that  he  could  not  hold  without 
citizenship?  It  is  my  understanding  that  unless  this  bill  is 
passed  this  alien  cannot  hold  the  job  which  he  now  holds. 
I  want  to  know  what  kind  of  a  job  it  is.  If  it  is  a  job  in  the 
Government  and  he  is  a  German  alien  we  should  at  least 
be  cautious  about  that. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 

to  me? 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  do  not  know  anything  about  any 

alien  who  is  privileged  to  be  holding  a  job.    I  do  not  know 

anything  about  a  job.     I  do  not  know  anything  about  the 

'    case  at  all,  except  to  tell  the  gentleman  that  we  give  no 

hearings  or  report  them  out  if  it  is  a  question  of  a  job. 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  If  the  gentleman  does 
not  know  anything  about  the  case.  I  am  going  to  object. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  a  point  of  order. 
The  objection  comes  too  late.     Consent  has  already  been 

granted. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  point  of  order  is  sus- 
tained. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MRS.  STETANIDA  SZEWCZtTK-OMELCHUK    (KOVALCIK) 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7277,  for  the  reUef  of 
Mrs.  Stefanida  Szewczuk-Omelchuk  (Kovalcik) . 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  cancel  the  warrant  of  arrest  and  the  order 
of  deportation  heretofore  Issued  against  Mrs  Stefanida  Szewczuk- 
Omelchuk  (Kovalcik) .  Hereafter,  for  the  purposes  of  the  immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws,  such  alien  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  resi- 
dence on  January  24,  1933,  at  the  port  of  New  York. 


With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
Page  2   after  line  2,  Insert  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 
•Upon  the   enactment  of  this  act   the   Secretary   of  State  shall 
Instruct    the   proper   quota-control   officer   to   deduct   one   number 
from  the  Polish  quota  for  the  first  year  that  the  said  Polish  quota 
Is  available." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


XENOPHON   GEORGE  PANOS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8551.  for  the  relief  of 
Xenophon  George  Panos. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be,  and  he  Is 
hereby,  directed  to  cancel  forthwith  the  outstanding  warrant  of  ar- 
rest, order  of  deportation,  warrant  of  deportation,  and  bond.  If  any. 
in  the  case  of  the- alien.  Xenophon  George  Panos,  and  is  directed 
not  to  Issue  any  further  such  warrants  or  orders  In  the  case  of  such 
alien.  Insofar  as  such  future  warrants  or  orders  are  based  on  the 
unlawful  entry  of  such  alien  into  the  United  States  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  this  act.  Hereafter,  for  the  purpose  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws,  such  alien  shall  be  considered  to  have 
been,  at  New  York.  N.  Y..  on  February  22.  1926.  lawfully  admitted  to 
the  United  States  for  permanent  residence. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2.  after  line  3,  insert:  .    „  . 

'Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  in- 
struct the  proper  quota -control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from  , 
the  Greek  quote  for  the  first  year  that  the  said  Greek  quote  is 
available." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

BESSIE  SINGER  -WEINMAN 

The  aerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  4354,  for  the  relief  of 
Bessie  Singer  Weinman. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  administration  of  the  immigration 
and  naturalization  laws,  the  Secretery  of  Labor  be.  and  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  admittance  for  perma- 
nent residence  of  Bessie  Singer  Weinman,  June  — .  1928,  and  that 
she  shall  for  all  purposes  under  the  immigration  and  naturalization 
laws,  be  deemed  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
Stetes  as  an  Inunlgrant  for  permanent  residence. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ESTHER   JACOBS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6888.  for  the  reUef  of 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Labor  is  hereby  author- 
ized and  directed  to  record  the  admission  of  Esther  Jacobs  for 
permanent  residence.  This  act  iball  not  be  deemed  to  create  a 
record  of  the  admission  of  the  said  Esther  Jacobs  for  Immigration 
or  naturalization  purposes,  and  If  the  said  Esther  Jacobs  Is  a 
quote  Immigrant,  the  quote  of  her  nationality  as  determined  by  the 
inmigratlon  Act  of  1924  for  the  cturent  year,  or  if  the  quote  for 
that  year  be  exhausted,  then  the  quote  for  the  following  year 
shaU  be  reduced  by  one.  The  said  Esther  Jacobs  shall  not  hereafter 
be  subject  to  deportetlon  for  the  same  cause  or  causes  upon  which 
the  order  of  deportetlon  is  based. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ERNEST   LYLE   GREENWOOD   AND   PHYLLIS    JOY    GREENWOOD 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8744.  for  the  relief  of 
Ernest  Lyle  Greenwood  and  Phyllis  Joy  Greenwood. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Latx)r  be.  and  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawfixl  admittance 
for  permanent  residence  of  Ernest  Lyle  Greenwood  and  PhyUls 
Joy  Greenwood,  subjecte  of  Canada,  upon  the  date  of  the  en- 
actment of  this  act.  and  that  they  shall,  for  all  purposes  under 
the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws,  be  deemed  to  have  been 
lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  Stetes  as  Immlgrante  for  perma- 
nent residence. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

LENA    HENDEL,    NEE    LENA    GOLDBERG 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  1328.  for  the  relief  of 
Lena  Hendel.  nee  Lena  Goldberg. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  ii  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  is  hereby  au- 
thorlze^  and  directed   to  cancel  the   warrant   of   arrest   and  the 
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order  of  deportation  kgalnst  lipna  Hendel,  nee  I^na  Goldt)erg. 
Heretofore  l«ued  on  the  ground  that  on  October  4.  1926.  »d- 
mlnlon  to  the  United  States  had  been  fraudulenUy  gained  pur- 
suant to  the  commlMlon  of  a  passport  or  visa  offense  which, 
subsequent  to  such  admission,  has  heretofore  been  held  by  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  to  be  within  the  purview  of 
"crimes  involving  moral  turpitude"  and  thereupon  Lena  Hendel, 
nee  Lena  Goldberg,  shall  hereafter  be  deemed  to  have  been  law- 
fully admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence  at 
Kew  York.  N.  T..  on  October  4.  1926.  Any  declaration  of  in- 
tention to  become  a  citizen  or  any  petition  for  citizenship  here- 
tofore filed  by.  or  any  admission  to  citizenship  ordered  and  certifi- 
cate of  naturalization  heretofore  Issued  to,  Lena  Hendel.  nee 
Lena  Goldberg,  which  were  predicated  upon  the  claim  of  lawful 
admission  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence  on 
-October  4.  1928.  shall  hereafter  be  deemed  valid,  unless  the  origi- 
nal 7-year  period  of  validity  of  such  declaration  of  intention 
has  heretofore  expired  or  Lena  Hendel.  nee  Lena  Goldberg,  has 
heretofore  been  found  otherwise  not  eligible  to  such  benefit  under 
the  naturalization  laws. 

Sec.  2.  Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one 
number  from  the  nonpreference  category  of  the  quota  during  the 
ctirrent  year. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  iwssed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

A  similar  House  bill  (H.  R.  3847)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

JANET   HKNOn.,   NH5   JTTDrTH   SHAPIRO 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  S.  1326,  for  the  reUef  of 
Janet  Hendel.  nee  Judith  Shapiro. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That,  in  the  administration  of  the  immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws,  the  Secretary  of  Labor  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  cancel  the  warrant  of  arrest  and  the 
order  of  deportation  against  Janet  Hendel.  nee  .^udith  Shapiro, 
heretofore  Issued  on  the  grounds  that  on  Deceniber  1.  1926.  ad- 
mission to  the  United  States  had  been  fraudulently  gained  pur- 
suant to  the  commission  of  a  passport  or  visa  offense  which, 
subsequent  to  such  admission,  has  heretofore  been  held  by  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  to  be  within  the  purview 
of  "CTimes  involving  moral  tiUT)ltude".  and  thereupon  Janet 
Hendel.  nee  Judith  Shapiro,  shall  hereafter  be  deemed  to  have 
been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  lor  permanent  resi- 
dence at  New  York.  New  York,  on  December  1,  1926.  Any  dec- 
laration of  intention  to  become  a  citizen  or  any  petition  for 
citizenship  heretofore  filed  by.  or  any  admission  to  citizenship 
ordered  and  certificate  of  nattirallzation  heretofore  issued  to. 
Janet  Hendel.  nee  Judith  Shapiro,  which  were  predicated  upon 
the  claim  of  lawful  admission  to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  on  December  1,  1926.  shall  hereafter  be  deemed  valid, 
unless  the  original  7-year  period  of  validity  of  such  declaration 
of  intention  has  heretofore  expired  or  Janet  Hendel.  nee  Judith 
Shapiro,  has  heretofore  been  found  otherwise  not  eligible  to  such 
benefit  under  the  naturalization  laws. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

A  similar  House  bill  (H.  R.  3848)   was  laid  on  the  table. 

CBORGE  A.  GARDEN  AND  ANDERSON  T.  HERO 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7230,  to  provide  for 
an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  from 
the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims  in  a  suit  instituted  by 
George  A.  Garden  and  Anderson  T.  Herd. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  Committee  on  Rules  has  reported  a  rule  concerning  this 
bill.  I  am  going  to  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
allowed  to  remain  on  the  calendar. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

GEORGE  M.  LOtTIE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9754.  for  the  relief 
of  George  M.  Louie. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin  and  Mr.  BENDER  objected, 
and.  under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  C6m- 
mittee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

ATLANTIC  RETININC  CO.  | 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9453.  to  provide  a 
license  to  the  Atlantic  Refining  Co^  and  for  other  purposes. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enaeted.  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be.  and  he  is 
hereby,  authorized  and  empowered,  under  such  terms  and  condi- 
tions as  are  deemed  advisable  by  him.  to  grant  to  the  Atlantic  Re- 
fining Co.,  its  successors  and  or  assigns,  a  license  to  construct  and 
maintain  a  pile  dolphin  and  walkway  thereto  in  the  Delaware  River 
at  the  Port  Mifflin  Military  Reservation,  in  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania: Provided,  That  such  license  shall  be  granted  only  upon  a 
finding  by  the  Secretary  of  War  that  the  same  will  be  In  the  public 
Interest  and  will  not  substantially  injure  the  Interest  of  the  United 
States  In  the  property  affected  thereby:  Provided  further.  That  all 
or  any  part  of  such  license  may  be  annulled  and  forfeited  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  If  the  property  Is  needed  for  governmental  pur- 
poses or  for  failure  to  comply  with  the  terms  or  conditions  of  any 
grant  hereunder,  or  for  nonuse  or  for  abandonment  of  rights 
granted  under  authority  hereof. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

HARRT  RENTON  BRIDGES 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9766,  to  authorize  the 
deportation  of  Harry  Renton  Bridges. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington  and  Mr.  MARCANTONIO  ob- 
jected, and,  under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

MARIA  TERESA  VALOES  THOMPSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3245.  for  the  relief  of 
Maria  Teresa  Valdes  Thompson. 

There   being   no   objection,   the   Clerk   read   the   bill,    as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  administration  of  the  immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws,  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be,  and   Is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  adnaittance  for 
permanent  residence  of  Maria  Teresa  Valdes  Thompson,  wife  of  an 
I    American  citizen,  in  August  1939.  and  that  she  shall,  for  all  pur- 
i    poses  under  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws,  be  deemed  to 
I    have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  as  an  immigrant 
for  permanent  residence. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
I   on  the  table. 

MEIER    LANGERMANN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9651.  for  the  relief  of 
Meier  Langermann,  his  wife,  Priederike.  and  son.  Joseph. 
TTiere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Meier,  Priederike,  and  Joseph  Langer- 
mann, formerly  of  Germany  and  natives  of  Poland,  now  temporarily 
In  this  country  shall  be  admitted  to  the  United  States  of  America 
for  permanent  residence  here,  notwithstanding  any  provisions  of 
the  immigration  laws  of  the  United  States  now  in  effect.  That 
upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  instruct 
the  proper  quota-control  oOcer  to  deduct  three  numbers  from  the 
Polish  quota  for  the  first  year  that  the  said  Polish  quota  is 
available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

JOE  CARTER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  3713,  for  the  relief  of 
Joe  Carter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Wll,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Joe  Carter,  the  sum  of 
$9  000  Such  sxim  shall  be  in  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims  agamst 
the  United  States  for  injuries  received  by  him  In  line  of  duty  while 
employed  as  project  superintendent  for  the  Wintersmith  and  Byrds 
Mill  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  park  projects  near  Ada.  Okla  In 
1934. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

"That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  sec- 
tions 15  to  20.  both  inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  pro- 
vide compensation  for  employees  of  the  United  States  suffering 
injuries  while  in  the  performance  of  their  duties,  and  for  other 
purposes,'  approved  September  7,  1916,  as  amended,  the  United 
States    Employees'    Compensation    Commisaioci    be,    *n^    same    U 
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hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  and  consider,  if  filed 
within  6  months  after  the  enactment  of  this  act,  the  claim  of 
Joe  Carter,  of  Ada.  Okla.,  for  disabUlty  alleged  to  have  been 
incurred  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  as  Junior  foreman  for 
the  Wintersmith  and  Byrds  Mill  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  park 
projects  near  Ada,  Okla..  in  1934:  Provided,  That  no  benefits  shall 
accrue  prior  to  the  approval  of  this  act." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EVELYN   L.    RATCLIFTE 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  3925,  for  the  reUef 
of  Evelyn  L.  RatclifTe. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  and  In  full  settlement  of 
aU  claims  against  the  United  States,  the  sum  of  »2,000.  for  per- 
sonal  injuries   and  medical   and  hospital   expenses   resulting   from 
injuries   sustained    by    her   on   June    17.    1938.    as   a   result   of   an 
.  automobile  collision  on  United  States  Highway  25-W  with  a  truck 
which   was    being    negligently    operated,   said    truck    belonging    to 
the  United  States  Department  of  the  Interior,   and   driven  by   a 
Civilian  Conservation  Corps  enroUee. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
Line  6.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  '■»2.000"  and  Insert   in 
lieu  thereof    -ILSOO  to  Evelyn  L.  Ratcllffe,  of  La  Follette,  Tenn. 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  ":  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amoimt  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim, 
and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  _  conviction  thereof 
shaU  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MARY  S.  ARTHUR.  EXECUTRIX 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  4148,  for  the  relief 
of  Mary  S.  Arthur,  as  executrix  of  the  estate  of  Richard  M. 
Arthur,  deceased. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  ov^t  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mary  S  Arthur  of  Mor- 
gantown.  W.  Va..  as  executrix  of  the  estate  of  Richard  M.  Artbui\ 
deceased,  the  sum  of  $906  39.  The  payment  of  said  sum  shall  be 
in  full  .settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for  house- 
hold equipment,  furniture,  grain,  feed,  livestock,  tools,  farm  Imple- 
ments and  any  and  all  other  personal  property  sold  In  or  about  the 
year  1933  by  Richard  M.  Arthur  to  the  United  States  officials  in 
charge  of  a  project  located  at  Arthurdale.  W  Va.,  then  under  the 
lurlsdlctlon  of  the  Division  of  Subsistence  Homesteads  of  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior,  and  now  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Farm  Security  Administration  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  7,  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  '$906.39"  and  insert 

in  lieu  thereof  "$593  84 "  _     ,  ..^. 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  ":  Pror<ded,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

BEATRICE  LOIS  RTTCKER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  4412.  for  the  relief  of 
Beatrice  Lois  Rucker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  THILL  and  Mr.  SECCOBi4BE  objected  and,  under  the 
rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Claims, 


THOMAS   LEWELLYN   AND    DRUSILLA    LEWXLLYN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU,  H.  R.  5388,  for  the  relief  of 
Thomas  Lewellyn  and  Drusilla  Lewellyn. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Thomas  LeweUyn 
and  Drusilla  Lewellyn  the  sum  ^f  $5,000  In  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  against  the  Government  for  injuries  received  by  them  on 
account  of  being  struck  by  a  Government -owned  truck  which  was 
being  operated  by  the  Civilian  Con.servatlon  Corps:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by 
any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for 
any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  with- 
hold, or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act 
in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered 
in  connection  with  said  claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  conunittee  amendments: 

Line  6.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$5,000"  and  Insert  In 
lieu  thereof  "$3,500." 

Line  7.  strike  out  the  word  "Government"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "United  States." 

Line  8,  after  the  word  "struck",  Insert  a  comma  and  add  "on 
December  20    1935." 

Line  10.  after  the  word  "Corps",  insert  "in  Indianapolis,  Indiana." 

Beginning  with  the  word  "Provided"  In  line  10.  strike  out  the 
remaining  language  of  the  bill  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the 
following:  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated 
In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  de- 
livered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawfi^,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  vlollJilng  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be 
fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

STUART  BASTOW 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  5569,  for  the  relief 
of  Stuart  Bastow. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Stuart  Bastow,  of 
Lincoln,  R.  I.,  the  sum  of  $200  as  compensation  for  services  ren- 
dered fb  the  Department  of  Justice  In  1935  at  the  request  of  said 
Department  for  the  payment  of  which  services  no  funds  were  at 
are  available. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
Line  6,  strike  out  the  word  "as"  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following  language:  "In  full  settlement  of  all  clalma  against  the 
United  States  for." 

Lines  8  and  9,  strike  out  the  language  "for  the  payment  of  which 
services  no  funds  were  or  are  available"  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof: 
":  Proirkled,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act 
in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EOWARO   p.   GLENN.   JR. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6730,  for  the  reUef  of 
Edward  P.  Glenn.  Jr. 

There   being  no   objection,   the   Clerk  read   the   bill,  as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Edward  P.  Glenn.  Jr.. 
of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  the  stun  of  $44.50.  as  reimbursement  for  the 
loss  of  personal  property  belonging  to  him  when  left  in  care  of 
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United  8t«t«  Army  ■nthortttea  for  transportation  from  Fort 
S'.ocum.  N.  T.,  to  the  Philippine  Islands.  j)er  paragraph  10.  Special 
Order  No.  309.  Headquarters  Third  Corps  Area,  dated  August  28, 
1984:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
•ct  In  ezccfls  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  &ned  in  any  svun  not  exceed- 
ing •  1.000. 

^  With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  line  «.  strike  out  "•44  60"  and  Insert  "•26.63." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

CXARCNCE   D.   GREXN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.«.  6737,  for  the  relief  of 
Clarence  D.  Green. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
be  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Clarence  D.  Green  the 
sum  of  •S.seS  85  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  for  personal  Injuries  received  when  the  private  car  In  which 
Clarence  D  Oreen  was  a  pa&senger  was  struck  by  a  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration facility  ambulance  on  December  22,  1933,  on  Main  Street 
near  the  Intersection  of  Bowman  Street  with  Main  Street,  In  Dan- 
ville, m. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  after  line  5.  insert  "of  DanvUle.  JIl." 
Page  1.  line  6.  strike  out  "•5.363  85"  and  insert  "•1.863  85.' 
Page  S.  line  1.  after  "Illinois"  Insert  a  colon  and  the  following: 
"Prortded.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connec- 
tion with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding  Any  pierson  violating  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding 
•  1.000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  tliird  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moti(^  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

PBAJfCES    M.    HANNAH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6889,  for  the  relief  of 
Atinces  M.  Hannah. 
'  There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
be  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Prances  M.  Hannah,  of 
Madera.  Calif.,  the  sum  of  •2.000.  In  full  payment  of  all  claims 
•fmuist  the  United  States  for  Inltirles  received  when  the  streetcar 
upon  which  she  was  a  passenger  was  in  collision  with  a  United 
States  Department  of  War  truck  No.  16320  assigned  to  Civilian 
Conservation  Corps  company  duty  on  May  2.  1938,  at  Fresno.  Calif.: 
Pnymded.  That  no  part  of  the  amoiuit  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connec- 
tion with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  pro- 
Ttilonii  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  gxiilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
tqaon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
•1.000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
Page  1.  line  6.  strtke  out  "•2,000''  and  insert  "»949." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

L.  8.  JONKS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7098.  for  the  relief  of 
L.  S.  Jones. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
1b  hereby.  autharlBcd  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Tkeasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  asOO  to  L.  S. 
Jones,  rural  free  delivery  route  No.  4.  Meridian.  Miss.,  to  reimburse 
him  for  damages  to  a  motor  vehicle  belonging  to  ^'T^t  which,  was 


rendered  practically  worthless  as  the  result  of  a  gun  battle  between 
special  agent*  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  aided  by  local  peace 
offlcers.  and  two  malefactors,  James  Earlle  Holland  and  Armand 
Clay  Davis,  on  April  16.  1939.  near  Lauderdale.  Miss.:  Provided. 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  •l.OOO. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  5,  strike  out  "•SOO "  and  insert  "•400." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

FLORfNCE  CONJARO 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7490,  for  the  relief  of 
Florence  Coniard. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HALLECK  and  Mr.  MOTT  objected  and,  under  the 
rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

EDWARD  SIOTH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  R  R.  7852,  for  the  relief  of 
Edward  Smith. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  tinanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  8.  3578.  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Smith,  be  sub- 
stituted for  the  House  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Co6tello1? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  the  superintendent 
of  the  Tomah  Indian  Agency,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  svun  of  ^450  for  disbursement 
under  the  individual  Indian  money  regulations  of  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  for  the  benefit  of  Edward  Smith,  or  his  heirs  and 
assigns,  for  loss  sustained  by  failure  to  obtain  title  to  the  south 
half  of  the  southeast  quarter  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  section 
33.  township  24  north,  range  3  east,  of  the  fourth  principal 
meridian,  in  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  that  the  bill   be 
amended  by  putting  in  the  customary  attorney's  fee  proviso. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costzllo:  On  page  1.  line  12,  change 
the  period  to  a  colon  and  Insert  the  following:  "Provided.  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  cr 
agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  said  claim.  It  .shall  be  unlavrful  for  any  agent  or 
agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive 
any  sum  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  on  accotint  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with 
said  claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  •1,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  7852)  was  laid  on  the  table. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EDWARD  C.  MACKXNROTH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7856,  for  the  relief  of 
Edward  C.  Mackenroth. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COSTELLO  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected  and  under 
the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

JOHN  OWEN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R  8252,  for  the  relief  of 
John  Owen. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bUl,  as 

follows:  I 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  John  Owen,  of 
San  Antonio.  Tex.,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  the  sum  of  •2.712.55  in  fuU  settlement  of  all  claims 
against  the  Government  for  rent  due  and  damages  to  his  ranch 
and  cattle  in  Bexar  County.  Tea..,  as  a  restilt  of  the  Third  Army 
maneuvers  during  the  period  between  Augxist  6  and  20,  1938.  f 

With  the  following  committee  amendments:  > 

Page  1,  line  «,  strike  out  "•2.712.65"  and  Insert  "•1.512.30". 

Line  7.  strike  out  'Oovemment"  and  Insert  "United  States". 

Line  8.  strike  out  "rent  due  and". 

After  line  10.  Insert  a  colon  and  the  foUowlng:  "Provided,  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  deUvered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  accoxuit  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shaU  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  •1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time;  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CHARLES  E.  MOLSTER,  J.  L.  ST7MMERS,  AND  CTTr  F.  ALLEN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8414,  for  the  relief 
of  Charles  E.  Molster,  former  disbursing  clerk  for  the  De- 
partment of  Conmierce  and  the  National  Recovery  Admin- 
istration; J.  L.  Summers,  deceased,  former  chief  disbursing 
clerk.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department,  and 
Guy  P.  Allen,  chief  disbursing  officer.  Division  of  Disburse- 
ment, Treasury  Department. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to 
credit  the  accounts  of  Charles  E.  Molster,  former  disbursing  clerk 
for  the  National  Recovery  Administration,  with  sums  not  exceed- 
ing •1,901.88,  in  the  aggregate,  covering  disallowances  in  his  ac- 
counU  for  the  period  from  Augxist  14.  1933.  to  and  Including  Feb- 
ruary 28.  1934;  the  accounts  of  J.  L.  Summers,  deceased,  former 
chief  dlsbxirslng  clerk.  DivlEion  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Dej>art- 
ment.  with  sums  not  exceeding  •3.042.90.  in  the  aggregate,  cover- 
ing dlaallowancee  in  his  accounts  for  the  period  from  March  1, 
1934.  to  and  including  June  30,  1934;  and  the  accounts  of  Guy 
P.  Allen,  chief  disbursing  ofBcer,  Division  of  Disbursement.  Treas- 
ury Department,  with  sums  not  exceeding  •3.968.13.  in  the  aggre- 
gate, covering  disallowances  in  his  accounts  for  the  period  from 
July  1.  1934.  to  and  including  March  31.  1936. 

Sbc.  2.  That  the  Comptroller  General  t>e,  and  he  Is  hereby,  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  credit  the  accounts  of  Charles  E.  Molster, 
former  disbursing  clerk  of  the  Department  of  Commerce,  with 
Bxuns  not  exceeding  •19.33,  In  the  aggregate,  covering  disallow- 
ances in  his  acooxmt  during  the  December  quarter.  1931,  and  with 
sums  not  exceeding  in  the  aggregate  •316.05.  covering  disallow- 
anees  In  his  accounts  for  the  period  from  December  8,  1932,  to 
and  Including  February  28.   1934. 

Sac.  3.  No  provision  of  this  act  shaU  relieve  any  payee  from  any 
indebtedness  to  the  United  States  of  America  resulting  from  the 
disallowances  t>y  the  ComptroUer  General  of  the  United  States 
included  in  the  above  set  forth  sums  and  which  are  charged 
against  disbursing  offlcers  tmmed  herein. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ADAM    JANIEC 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8605,  for  the  relief 
of  the  estate  of  Adam  Janiec. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  ^6.500  to 
the  esute  of  Adam  Janiec.  of  Paasalc.  N.  J.,  In  fuU  settlement  of  aU 
4»inimK  against  the  United  States  Government  on  account  of  the 
death  of  the  said  Adam  Janiec  on  Atigust  1.  1939.  from  Injuries  s\is- 
talned  while  riding  on  a  motorcycle  on  July  28,  1939.  on  River  Drive, 
Paasalc.  N.  J.,  because  of  negligence  on  the  part  of  employees  of  the 
Work  Projects  Administration  engaged  in  work  on  Work  Projects 
Administration  project  No.  6114-16:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  deUvered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  at- 
torney on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
Claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  conUact  to  the  contrary 
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DOtwltlistandlng.  Any  person  vlcdatlxig  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  •1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6,  strike  out  "•6.500"  and  Insert  "•6.000. *• 
Line  8,  strike  out  "the  said"  and  insert  "her  son." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  1.  line  6,  strike  out  "the  estate 
of  Adam  Janiec"  and  Insert  "Mary  Jauiiec." 

Mr,  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  substitute  amend- 
ment to  the  committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Substitute  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costkllo  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment:  In  line  6.  strike  out  "the  estate  of  Adam 
Janiec"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "Mary  Janiec  and  Ignatz  Janiec," 
and  amend  the  title. 

The  substitute  amendment  to  the  committee  sunendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Btory  Janiec  and  Ignatz  Janiec." 

HAROLD  C.  PREBLE 

•nie  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  8708,  for  the  relief 
of  Harold  C.  Preble,  naval  architect. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasiiry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sxmi  or  sums, 
amounting  In  the  aggregate  not  to  exceed  •79.17.  as  may  be 
required  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  relmbxxrse.  \inder  such 
regulations  as  he  may  prescribe.  Harold  C.  Preble,  naval  architect, 
for  the  value  of  personal  effects  lost  In  the  disaster  to  the  United 
States  submarine  Squalus.  on  May  23,  1939:  Provided.  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  bmxd.  not  exceeding 
•1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

CHARLES  r.  KEGEL 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  764,  for  the  reUef  of 
Charles  F.  Kegel. 

Mr.  BOLLES,  Mr.  MOTT,  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected  and, 
under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 

DR.  HUGH  G.  NICHOLSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  881,  for  the  relief  of  Dr. 
Hugh  G.  Nicholson. 

Mr.  BOLLES  and  Mr.  MOTT  objected  and,  under  the  rule, 
the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Claims. 

HARRIETT   BOSWELL 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bill.  S.  1024.  for  the  relief  of 
Harriett  Boswell,  guardian  of  Betty  Fisher. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Harriett  BosweU.  of 
Paducah  Ky..  guardian  of  Betty  Fisher,  the  sum  of  •3,000  in  full 
settlement  of  any  claim  of  Harriett  Boswell,  guardian  of  Betty 
Fisher,  against  the  United  States  for  personal  Injxuies  caused 
Betty  Plsher  on  January  21,  1937.  by  the  negligent  operation  of  a 
truck  owned  by  the  United  States  Government  and  driven  by  one 
of  the  employees  In  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  which  was  at 
the  time  using  said  truck:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  sh&U  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  accotint 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawf ul^  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwlthstaiKUnc. 
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Any  person  vloUtlng  the  provtalona  of  this  Act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  mlademeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  91 .000. 

With  the  f crowing  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  7,  strike  out  "$3.000"  and  Insert  "$2,500." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

EARLE    EMBRET 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  S.  2209.  for  the  relief  of 
Earle  Embrcy. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  BOLLES.     I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

There  being  no  further  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Earle  Embrey.  of  New  Albany,  Ind., 
the  sum  of  •679  86.  In  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the 
United  States  for  a  refund  of  social -sectirlty  taxes  paid  by  him 
during  the  year  1938.  under  a  misinterpretation  of  the  provisions 
of  title  IX  of  the  Social  Security  Act  with  respect  to  credit  for 
the  amount  of  contributions  paid  into  an  unemployment  fund 
under  a  State  law:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  he  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  b« 
fined  in  any  s\im  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

Mr.  COSTELLOI  object.  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of  order.  The 
objection  comes  too  late.  There  was  only  one  objection,  and 
the  Clerk  had  read  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  state  that 
when  the  Chair  asked  if  there  was  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  bill  only  one  Member  rose  in  his  place 
and  objected.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Chair,  the  second  ob- 
jection came  too  late. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

JOSEPH  F.  TONDRB 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2250,  for  the  relief  of 
Joseph  P.  Tondre. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  Is  authorized 
and  directed  to  allow  credit  In  the  accounts  of  Joeeph  F.  Tondre, 
former  United  States  marshal  for  the  district  of  New  Mexico,  in 
the  sum  of  $145.27.  representing  certain  payments  made  by  him 
during  the  period  1930  to  1933.  Inclusive,  credit  for  which  v^as 
disallowed  by  supplemental  certificate  of  settlement  No.  O-88033-~J, 
dated  March  23.  1938. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

NAOINB   SANDERS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3044.  for  the  relief  of 
Nadine  Sanders. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Nadlne  Sanders. 
Santa  Pe.  N.  Mex.,  the  sum  of  $500.  The  payment  of  such  sum 
shall  be  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  for  damages  sustained  by  the  said  Nadlne  Sanders  on 
account  of  personal  injuries  received  on  Febniary  13.  1937.  when 
the  automobile  in  which  she  was  riding  was  struck  in  Santa  Fe. 
N.  Mex..  by  a  Soil  Conservation  Service  truck:  Providtd,  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
•gent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connec- 
tion with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con- 
tract to  the  contrary  notwithstanding  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  excee<Ung 
tl.OOO. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ANDREW  OLSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3061.  for  the  relief  of 
Andrew  Olson. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Andrew  Olson,  of  Port  Townsend. 
Wash.,  the  sum  of  $26.  In  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the 
United  States  for  compensation  for  services  rendered  while  em- 
ployed as  a  laborer  at  the  Marrowstone  Point  Light  Station, 
Washington,  from  September  7  to  Septemljer  15.  1939.  such  com- 
pensation having  been  withheld  from  him  for  the  reason  that  he 
WM  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  during  such  period:  Pro- 
vided, That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  con- 
nection with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

COMISION     MIXTA     DEMARCADORA     DE     LHOTES     ENTRE     COLOMBIA 
Y  PANAMA  AND  FOR  THE  RELIEF  OF  JOSE  ANTONIO  SOSSA  D. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3196,  to  amend  the  act 
approved  May  24,  1938,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
Comision  Mixta  Demarcadora  de  Limites  Entre  Colombia  y 
Panama."  and  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Antonio  Sossa  D. 

Mr.  BOLLES.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

There  being  no  further  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted.  That  the  Act  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
the  Comision  Mixta  Demarcadora  de  Limites  Entre  Colombia 
y  Panama."  approved  May  24.  1938  (52  Stat.  1317,  oh.  271).  be 
and  the  same  is  hereby,  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasvur  be.  and  he  Is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Government  of  Colombia  the 
sum  of  $1,981.30.  and  to  the  Government  of  Panama  the  sum  of 
$550.25.  amounting  In  all  to  $2,531.55.  In  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  against  the  United  States  by  the  Government  of  Colombia, 
by  the  Government  of  Panama,  and  by  the  Comision  Mixta  De- 
marcadora de  Limites  Entre  Colombia  y  Panama,  an  agency  now 
dissolved,  heretofore  created  by  and  functioning  under  and  on 
behalf  of  such  Governments,  for  damages  to  cargo  sustained  and 
expenses  Incurred  by  said  commission  as  a  result  of  a  collision  on 
December  7,  1936.  in  the  Bay  of  Panama  between  the  motor  launch 
Don  Bosco.  chartered  by  the  commission,  and  Panama  Railroad 
barge  No.  205,  operated  by  the  Signal  Corps.  United  States  Army." 

Sec.  2.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Jose  Antonio  Sossa  D.  owner  of 
the  motor  laimch  Don  Bosco.  the  sum  of  $1,398.46.  such  payment 
to  be  made  as  an  act  of  grace  and  not  to  \ie  construed  as  a  prece- 
dent. In  full  and  final  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  for  damages,  including  the  cost  of  repairs  to  the  hull, 
machinery,  and  other  equipment  of  the  said  motor  launch  Don 
Boeco.  and  for  other  damages  sustained  by  the  said  owner,  resulting 
from  and  due  to  the  same  collision  described  in  section  1  of  this 
Act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2.  line  19.  strike  out  the  language  "$1,39846.  such  payment 
to  be  made  as  an  act  of  grace  and  not  to  be  construed  as  a  prece- 
dent" and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  "$699.23." 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  ":  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provUions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

Mr,  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costxixo  as  an  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment:  On  page  2.  line  19.  strike  out  "$1.398  46, 
such  payment  to  be  made  as  an  act  of  grace  and  not  to  be  considered 
as  a  precedent."  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  "$1,398.46." 


Uk 


The  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
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The  committee  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

tOT  r.  LASSLT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  8.  3306.  for  the  relief  of 
Roy  P.  Lassly,  former  Acting  Chief  Disbursing  Clerk.  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior. 
There  being  no  obJecUon,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  ComptroUer  General  of  the  United 
atates  be.  and  he  U  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  in  the 
accounte  of  Roy  P.  Lassly.  former  Acting  Chief  Disbursing  Clerk, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  the  sum  of  $600.70  public  funds  for 
which  he  is  accountable,  and  which  were  paid  to  the  Union  Paving 
Oo  for  construction  work  and  disallowed  by  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  this  amount 
shall  be  charged  to  any  person  other  than  the  payee. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

LEWIS  STATE  BANK  OF  TALLAHASSEE,  FLA. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3337.  for  the  relief  of  the 
Lewis  State  Bank  of  Tallahassee,  Pla. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bUl,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  tbe  "Treasury  be^  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  fJ^J^^''^^  °^\' 
standing  liabilities '  appropriation,  the  sum  of  $11757  to  the  Uswto 
State  Etank  of  Tallahassee.  Fla.,  In  full  satisfaction  of  Its  claim 
against  the  United  SUtes  arising  out  of  two  checks  drawn  upon  the 
^asurer  of  the  United  States,  payable  to  William  Davis,  one  for 
•42  90  dated  August  26.  1933.  and  numbered  307502.  and  the  other 
for  $74.37  dated  September  0,  1933.  and  numbered  313059,  such 
checks  having  been  assigned  and  delivered  to  the  bank  In  1933  aa 
security  for  a  loan  made  In  that  year  to  the  said  William  Davis,  who 
disappeared  shortly  after  receiving  the  loan  and  whose  endorsement 
on  said  checks  the  bank  has  therefore  been  unable  to  secure:  Pm- 
vided  That  the  Lewis  State  Bank  of  Tallahassee,  Fla.,  shall  fUe 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  a  bond,  to  Indemnify  the  United 
States  in  such  form  and  amoimt  and  with  such  siu^ty,  sureties  or 
security  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shaU  require:  Provided 
further.  That  no  part  of  the  amotmt  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  accoimt  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  said  claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for 
any  agent  or  agent*,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  with- 
hold, or  receive  any  svim  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  con- 
nection with  said  claim,  and  the  same  shaU  be  unlawful,  any  con- 
tract to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provislona  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  Is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  cancel  any  claim  which  WUllam  Davis  may  have  under 
section  21  of  the  Permanent  Appropriation  Repeal  Act,  1934  (48 
Stat.  1235:  U.  S.  C,  title  31.  sec.  725t).  on  account  of  two  United 
States  Treasury  checks  payable  to  William  Davis,  one  for  $42.90 
dated  August  26,  1933,  and  numbered  307502,  and  the  other  for 
$74.37  dated  September  9.  1933,  and  numbered  313059. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

WILLIAM  SINNOTT 

The  clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3813,  to  authorize  the 
presentation  of  a  Congressional  Medal  of  Honor  to  William 
Sinnott. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  President  Is  authorized  to  present. 
In  the  name  of  Congress,  a  medal  of  honor  to  WUllam  Sinnott,  a 
detective,  who  in  gxiarding  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  then  President- 
elect of  the  United  States,  at  Miami.  F^a..  on  February  15.  1933. 
shot  and  wounded  by  Gulseppe  Zangara,  who  attempted  to 
%te  said  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 


With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert: 
"That  the  President  Is  authorized  to  present  a  special  gold 
medal  to  William  Sinnott.  a  detective,  who  In  guarding  Franklin 
D  Roosevelt  then  President-elect  of  the  United  States,  at  Miami. 
Pla  on  February  15.  1933.  was  shot  and  wounded  by  Gulseppe 
Zangara.  who  attempted  to  »«a8slnate  said  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt." 

The  corxmiittee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  to  authorize 
the  presentation  of  a  special  gold  medal  to  William  Sinnott." 

EDWIN  FORSMAN 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  2070)   for  the  relief  of 
Edwin  Porsman. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  lae,  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treastiry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Edwin  Forsman,  Mound. 
Minn.,  the  stim  of  $600.  Such  sum  Is  the  amount  of  a  fine  paid  to 
the  United  States  by  the  said  Edwin  Forsman,  pursuant  to  a  con- 
viction in  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Min- 
nesota prior  to  the  receipt  of  the  remission  of  such  fine,  signed  by 
the  Presldept  of  the  United  SUtes.  The  said  Edwin  Forsman  served 
an  additional  period  of  imprisonment  In  lieu  of  the  payment  of  such 
fine,  but,  nevertheless,  was  compelled  to  pay  the  fine  before  receiv- 
ing the  remission  In  order  to  secure  a  loan  to  prevent  the  loss  of 
his  farm. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6.  strike  out  "such  sum  la  the  amount  of"  and 
Insert.  "In  full  setUement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States 
growing  out  of."  ^  ,       _♦ 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  change  the  i>erlod  to  a  colon  and  Insert. 
"Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act 
In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful, 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  vio- 
lating the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Th'fe  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ANGIE    WARD 

Tlie  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  2489)  for  the  reUef  of  Angle 
Ward. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  BOLLES.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Only  one  objection.  The 
Clerk  will  report  the  bill: 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasxu7  not  otherwise  apprc^riated,  to  Angle  Ward  the  sum 
of  $1  000  In  full  settlement  of  aU  claims  against  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  for  injuries  received  by  her  on  account  of 
and  resulting  from  Injury  received  on  October  22,  1934.  by  a  tractor 
running  over  her  foot,  said  tractor  being  driven  by  Victor  Preece. 
an  employee  of  the  ClvUlan  Conservation  Corps;  said  accident  and 
Injury  occurring  near  the  residence  of  Paris  Fenlx  In  Johnson 
County,  Ky. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1  line  6.  after  the  word  "Ward",  insert  "of  Boones  Camp, 
Ky."  and  In  Une  6,  strike  out  "$1,000"  and  Insert  "$500." 

Page  2,  at  the  end  of  the  bill,  strike  out  the  period  and  Insert  m 
colon  and  the  following:  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shaU  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
at  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  t>erson  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be 
fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

T^e  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and -passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  laid  on  the  table. 

ELIZABETH  L.  RILET 

The  Clerk  called  the  bUl  (H.  R.  6145)  for  the  reUef  of  Eliza- 
beth L,  Riley. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treastuy  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Elizabeth  L.  RUey, 
of  Buckhom,  Perry  County,  Ky..  the  sum  of  $10,000  In  full  satis- 
faction  and  payment  of  her  claim  for  personal  Injuries  and  Im- 
pairment   of    her    personal    appearance,    as    weU    as    mental    and 
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physical  guBering,  and  the  destruction  of  her  power  to  perform 
labor  and  earn  money,  resulting  from  Injuries  received  by  her 
In  a  collision  with  a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  truck  on  a  high- 
way on  Buckborn  Creek.  In  Perry  County,  on  Iday  15.  1937. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  6.  strike  out  "$10,000"  and  insert  "$3,500",  and  In 
line  7.  after  the  word  "claim".  Insert  "against  the  United  States." 

Page  2.  at  the  end  of  the  bill,  strike  out  the  period.  Insert  a 
colon,  and  the  following:  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
ttpprcprlated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
p«Ud  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  sprvlces  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be 
fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CLARA  E.  FREEMAN 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  6703)  for  the  relief  of 
Clara  E.  Freeman. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

^        Be  it  en4icted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
^-  jT'-i  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
■<      ."^In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Clara  E.  Freeman, 
|j^- '   .  the  sum  of  $30,000  for  damages  susta.ned   while   in   the  employ 
'of  Ernest   P.   LeaVitt.  superintendent   of   the  Lassen   Volcanic   Na- 
tional  Park.   Calif.,   In   the   capacity   of   nurse,   from   an    explosion 
of   liquefied   petroleum   gas.   which   demolished   the   home  of   the 
superintendent   which   he   was   renting   from   the   National   Park 
Service. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  5.  after  the  word  "Freeman"  insert  "of  Tehama 
County.  Calif.",  and  In  line  6.  strike  out  "$30  000"  and  insert 
"$5,000  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States" 
and  in  line  11.  after  the  word  "gas"  insert  "on  February  5,  1937". 

Page  2.  after  the  word  "Service",  strike  out  the  period,  insert 
a  colon  and  the  following:  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawftil.  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

Page  2.  strike  out  the  remainder  of  the  bill 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  lAid  on  the  table. 

C.  S.  HOBSOlt 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  bill  (H.  R.  7825)   for  the  relief  of 

C.  S.  Hobson. 

There   being   no  objection,    the   Clerk   read   the    bill,   as 

;  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
l«ed  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  C.  S.  Hobeon.  of  Rison.  Ark.,  the  sum 
of  $5,000.  The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  in  full  settlement 
of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  by  the  said  C.  S.  Hobson 
for  damage  sustained  as  a  result  of  arsenical  pmisonlng  contracted 
while  employed  in  the  field  service  of  the  Bureau  of  Animal 
Industry.  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture,  during  the 
period  from  March  10,  1931.  to  November  30.  1931. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 
"That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  sections 
15  to  20,  both  inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide 
compensation  for  employees  of  the  United  SUtes  suffering  injuries 
while  in  the  performance  of  their  duties,  and  for  other  purposes.' 
approved  September  7.  1916.  as  amended,  the  United  States  Em- 
ployees' Compensation  Commission  is  hereby  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  receive  and  consider,  when  filed,  the  claim  of  C.  S.  Hob- 
son,  of  Rlson.  Ark.,  for  disability  alleged  to  have  been  incurred  by 
him  as  a  result  of  arsenical  poisoning  contracted  while  employed 
to  the  field  service  of  the  Biu-eau  of  Animal  Industry.  United 
States  Department  of  Agricultiire.  during  the  period  from  March 
10.  1931.  to  November  30,  1931:  Provided.  That  such  claim  be  filed 
within  6  months  after  the  pMissage  of  this  act:  And  provided  fur- 
ther. That  no  benefits  shall  accrue  prior  to  the  approval  of  this  act." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EDNA   EKERY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7880.  for  the  relief 

of  Edna  Emery. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Edna  Emery,  of  271 
Stevens  Street,  North  Andover,  Mass..  the  sum  of  $2,500  in  full 
settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  for  personal  injuries  and  losses  sustained  by  her  as  a  result 
of  an  accident  September  11.  1937.  when  her  automobile  was  struck 
by  a  United  States  Army  truck  from  Fort  Williams.  Maine,  at  the 
Intersection  of  Highway  125  (Chickerlng  Road)  and  Massachu- 
setts Avenue.  Andover.  Mass.,  the  truck  being  operated  by 
a  member  of  the  Army  while  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  a« 
a  member  of  said  organization: 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  7,  strike  out  "$2,500"  and  Insert  "$541. 65": 
Page  2,  after  the  word  "Avenue".  Insert  the  word  "North"; 
Page  2.  line  4.  after  the  word  "organization".  Insert  a  colon  and 
the  following:  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated 
In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be 
unlawftil.  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  l)e  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 

time,  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 

reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

NICHOLAS  G.  KARAS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8906.  to  record  the 
lawful  admission  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  resi- 
dence of  Nicholas  G.  Karas. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be.  and  Is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  withhold  and  suspend  further  proceed- 
ings in  the  case  of  Nicholas  G  Karas.  of  Pltteburgh.  Pa.,  who  has 
been  directed  to  voluntarily  depart  from  the  United  States  in  lieu 
of  an  order  to  deportation;  and  further  that  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  be.  and  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  record  the 
admission  for  permanent  residence  of  the  said  Nicholas  G  Karas 
in  the  United  States  on  May  20.  1912,  and  that  he  shall  for  all 
purposes  under  the  immigration  and  naturalization  laws  be  deemed 
to  have  been  admitted  as  an  Immigrant  for  permanent  residence. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ROY  r.  LASSLY 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  that  the  Clerk  now 
call  Calendar  No.  842,  H.  R.  7493.  which  was  skipped  in  the 
reading. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  Clerk 
will  report  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  7493)  for  the  relief  of  Roy 
P.  Lassly.  former  Acting  Chief  Disbursing  Clerk.  Department 
of  the  Interior. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bUl.  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  In  the 
accounts  of  Roy  P.  Lassly.  former  acting  chief  disbursing  clerk 
Department  of  the  Interior,  the  sum  of  $7,533  50.  public  funds  for 
which  he  is  accountable,  and  which  were  paid  by  him  on  fraudulent 
vouchers  prepared  by  a  trxisted  employee  of  the  National  Park 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
Page  1.  line  6.  after  the  figures  "$7,533.50."  strike  out  the  re- 
mainder of  the  bill  and  Insert:  "and  in  the  accounts  of  Guy  P. 
Allen,  chief  disbursing  officer.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treastiry 
Department,  the  sum  of  $20,012.20,  public  fimds  for  which  they 
are  accountable,  and  which  were  paid  by  them  on  fraudulent 
vouchers  prepared  by  a  trtisted  employee  of  the  National  Park 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Roy  F.  Lassly.  former  Acting  Chief  Disbursing  Clerk, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  and  Guy  F.  Allen,  Chief  Disburs- 
ing Officer,  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department." 

FELIX   FRANK,  ET   AL 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  4357.  for  the  reUef 
of  Felix  Frank,  his  wife.  Sarah,  and  children,  Jacob  and 
Pauline. 

There  being  no  objection  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws,  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be,  and  Is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  admittance  for 
permanent  residence  of  Felix  Frank,  his  wife,  Sarah,  and  chUdren, 
Jacob  and  Pauline.  February  1927,  and  that  they  shall,  for  all 
purposes  under  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws,  be  deemed 
to  have  been  lawfiUly  admitted  to  the  United  States  as  Immigrants 
for  permanent  residence. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  after  line  10.  Insert: 

"Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  nvunber  from 
the  Polish  qvioU  for  the  first  year  that  the  said  Polish  quota  Is 
available." 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  the  amendment 
should  cover  four  people  instead  of  one. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costello  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment: In  line  2.  page  2,  strike  out  the  word  "one"  and  insert  the 
word  "foiu." 

The  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  further  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  CoancLLo:  Page  1,  line  7,  after  the 
word  "Pauline",  strike  out  "February  1927"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"at  El  Paso.  Tex.,  on  or  about  Jtily  15,  1927." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

I  CUCOMA  CICILA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  5218,  for  the  reUef  of 
Oiacoma  Cicila. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HARDEN  of  North  Carolina  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  ob- 
jected, and.  under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

MARY  ALKXINA  M'KINNON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6333,  for  the  relief 
of  Mary  Alexina  McKinnon. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MOTT  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected,  and,  under  the 
rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization. 

MBS.   O.  A.    DANNKBERGER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8304.  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs.  O.  A.  Danneberger. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws  Mrs.  O.  A.  Danneberger,  of  Bethle- 
hem Pa.,  the  wife  of  a  regularly  ordained  minister  of  the  gospel, 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  entitled  to  all  the  benefits  of  Public  Law 
No.  349.  chapter  610,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  first  session.  In  the 
■ame  manner  and  under  the  same  niles  and  regiilations  as  her 
husband.  O.  A.  Danneberger. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MARTHA    PACK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  2117.  granting  a 
pension  to  Martha  Pace. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs 
be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  place  on  the  pen- 
sion roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension 
laws,  the  name  of  Martha  Pace,  widow  of  Abner  Pace,  late  of 
Troop  A.  Second  United  States  Cavalry,  and  pay  her  a  penalon 
at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Line  8.  after  the  word  "of",  strike  out  the  figures  "$50"  and 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  figures  "$30." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MARY    MERRILL    SCOTT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7860,  granting  an 
increase  of  pension  to  Mary  Merrill  Scott. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MOTT  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected,  and.  under  the 
rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

AMELIA  EISENSTKIN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  4353,  for  the  reUef 
of  Amelia  Eisenstein. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws,  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be,  and  he  is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  admittance 
for  permanent  residence  of  Amelia  Eisenstein.  Jiuie  7,  1936,  and 
that  she  shall,  for  all  purposes  under  the  Inunlgratlon  and  natu- 
ralisation laws,  be  deemed  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  as  an  Inunlgrant  for  {jermanent  residence. 

\y^ith  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  9.  add  an  additional  paragraph  as  follows: 
•XTpon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct   the   proper   quota-control   officer   to   deduct  one   niunber 
from  the  Rumanian  quota  for  the  first  year  that  the  said  Ru- 
manian quota  is  available." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

JOSBFIITA  ALVARADO 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  4066,  for  the  reUef  of 

Joseflna  Alvarado. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  U  hereby  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  cancel  the  warrant  of  arrest  and  the  order 
of  deportation  heretofore  issued  against  Joseflna  Alvariido.  Here- 
after, for  the  purpose  of  the  Immigration  and  naturallzAtion  laws, 
•uch  alien  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

WALTER   STTTNER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU,  H.  R.  9593,  for  the  relief  of 
Walter  Sittner. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MOTT  and  Mr.  HALLECK  objected,  and.  under  the 
rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization. 

AMTONTO  SABATINX 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  8163,  for  the  relief  of 
Antonio  SabatinL 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 

follows: 

Bf  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigration 
•nd  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  LatK>r  is  hereby  authorized  ' 
and  directed  to  cancel  the  warrant  of  arrest  and  the  order  of  depor-  | 
tatlon  heretofore  Issued  against  Antonio  Sabatlnl.  Hereafter,  for 
the  purpose  of  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws,  and  not- 
wlth=;tanding  the  commission  of  the  offense  with  which  he  was 
charged  in  his  native  land,  that  If  he  can  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  naturalization  laws,  he  may  be  admitted  to  cltlzeu-shlp  and  such 
offense  shall  not  be  considered  a  bar  to  his  naturalization. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

FLORENCK  CHTTMLET 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill  H  R.  8432.  for  the  relief  of 
Florence  Chumley. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  if  enacted,  etc .  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be.  and  is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  cancel  the  deportation  order 
Issued  against  Florence  Chumley.  and  that  Florence  Chumley  shall 
not  hereafter  be  subject  to  deportation  for  the  same  cause  or 
causes  upon  which  the  present  order  of  deportation  Is  based. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

DS.  CUSTAV  WEIL   ET  AL. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9027,  for  the  relief 
of  Dr.  Gustav  Weil,  Irma  Weil,  and  Marion  Weil. 

There   being   no  objection,   the  Clerk   read   the   bill,   as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigration 
and  natiiraltzatlon  laws.  Dr.  Ou.stav  Weil,  his  wife.  Irma  Well,  and 
their  minor  daughter.  Marlon  Weil,  all  of  New  York  City,  shall  be 
considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  at  New  York  City  on 
September  24,  1938.  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
iras  read  the  third  time,  and  pa&sed.  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 

FKANCES  FOLSOM  CLEVELAND  PRESTON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9589.  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Frances  Folsom  Cleveland  Preston. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs 
be.   and   he   Is   hereby,   authorized   and   directed    to  place   on    ihe 
pension    roll,    the    name    of    Prances    Folsom    Cleveland    Preston.    ' 
former  widow  of  Orover  Cleveland,  late  a  President  of  the  United    i 
Slates,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $5,000  per  year. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

DORA   ZLOTNICK 

>  The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  4383,  for  the  relief 
Of  Dora  Zlotnick. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  BOLLES  and  Mr.  THILL  objected  and.  under  the 
rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization. 

JOSEPH  BRCTERL 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7823,  for  the  relief  of 
Joseph  Bruehl. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MOTT  and  Mr.  HALLECK  objected,  and.  under  the 
rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization. 

LOUIS   ROSENSTONE 

Mr.  BATES.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
return  to  No.  717  on  the  Private  Calendar,  and  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7955)  for  the  relief  of  Louis 
Rosenstone. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Bates  1? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding  the  provlslona  of  the 
Immigration  laws.  Louis  Rosenstone.  whose  wife  and  family  are 
permanent  residents  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  granted  a  visa 
and  admitted  into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ofifer  an  amendment,  which 
I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hancock:  Strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause,  and  Insert  the  following:  "That  notwithsUndlng 
the  provisions  of  the  Immigration  Quota  Act  of  May  26.  1924 
(43  Stat.  153).  Louis  Rosenstone.  a  native  of  Rumania,  whose  wife 
and  family  are  permanent  resident*  of  the  United  States,  shaU 
be  eranted  a  visa  by  an  American  consul:  Provided,  That  he  is  ad- 
missible under  all  provisions  of  the  Immigration  laws  other  than 
the  quota  acts  referred  to  herein.  Upon  the  issuance  of  the  visa 
to  the  said  Louis  Rosenstone  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  make 
appropriate  deduction  of  one  quota  niimt)er  from  the  Rumanian 
quota." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 

DAVID   MORCENSTERN 

Mr.  DICKSTETN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  return  to  Private  Calendar  No.  715  and  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  <H.  R.  8226)  for  the  relief  of  David  Morgenstern. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  fMr.  Dickstein]? 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv- 
ing the  right  to  object,  what  is  the  nature  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  This  is  a  gentleman  who  is  going  to 
college  here  studying  chemistry.  He  is  a  chemist  already, 
as  a  matter  of  fact. 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Is  there  any  fraud  or 
perjury  connected  with  this  matter? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    No;  no  fraud  or  anything  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  He  has  not  been  con- 
victed of  murder? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    No. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Dickstein  1? 

There  Ijeing  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  immigration 
and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be,  and  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  admittance  for  per- 
manent residence  of  David  Morgenstern  in  March  1938  and  that  he 
shall,  for  all  purposes  under  the  immigration  and  naturalization 
laws,  be  deemed  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  as  an   immigrant   for  permanent   residence. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

On  page  2,  after  line  2,  add  a  new  section  as  follows: 
"Upon  the  enactment  of   this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
instruct   the   proper   quota-control    officer    to   deduct    one    number 
from  the  Polish  quota  for  the  first  year  that  the  said  Polish  quota 
is  available." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

IZAAK   SZAJA   LICHT 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  co.asent 
to  return  to  Private  Calendar  No.  716,  and  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  8379)  for  the  relief  of  Izaak  Szaja  Llcht. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Dickstein  1? 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  The  same  applies  to  this  bill.  There  is 
no  criminal  record.    He  came  into  the  country  legally. 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  He  entered  the  country 
without  committing  perjury? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  No  perjury,  fraud,  or  anything  of  that 
kind. 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Does  the  gentleman 
know  what  reason  was  assigned  for  objecting  to  this  bUl  the 
first  time  it  was  called? 
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Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  cannot  say.  We  filed  a  supplemental 
report.  We  brought  the  man  down  here  and  he  appeared 
before  us.    We  unanimously  reported  this  bill. 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina,  There  was  practically 
no  information  in  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Dxckstein]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  In  the  administration  of  the  immigration 
and  naturallJMtlon  laws,  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be.  and  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  admittance  for  perma- 
nent residence  of  Izaak  SzaJa  Llcht  on  July  21.  1939,  and  that  he 
shall,  for  all  purposes  under  the  immigration  and  naturalization 
laws,  be  deemed  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence. 

Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
InFtruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  Polish  quota  of  the  first  year  that  the  Polish  quota  Is  available. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

deportation  or  harrt  renton  bridges 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  following  the 
parade,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  return  to  Calendar  762 
and  the  consideration  of  the  bin  (H.  R.  9766)  to  authorize 
the  deportation  of  Harry  Renton  Bridges,  an  alien  Com- 
munist and  racketeer. 

The  SPEAKEF^  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  (Mr,  SchaferI? 

Mr,  MARC  ANTONIO.    Mi.  Speaker,  I  object, 

BEATRICE  LOIS  RUCKER 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr  Speaker,  I  ask  tmanimous 
consent  to  return  to  Calendar  No.  813,  the  bUl  (H.  R.  4412) 
for  the  relief  of  Beatrice  Lois  Rucker,  for  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows : 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
be  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Beatrice  Lois 
Rucker  or  legal  guardian  of  1824  One  Hundred  and  Fifth  Street. 
Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  the  sum  of  $6,000.  The  payment  of  8\ich  sum 
Bhall  be  in  full  aettleemnt  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States 
on  account  of  personal  injuries  sustained  by  Beatrice  Lois  Rucker 
when  she  was  struck  by  the  towllne  of  a  Navy  airplane  7CS9 
pUoted  by  AvlaUon  Cadet  Moulton  B.  Taylor,  United  States  Navy, 
retired,  on  July  11,  1938. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6.  strike  out  "Beatrice  Lois  Rucker  or  legal  guardian 
ta  1824  One  Hundred  and  Fifth  Street"  and  Insert  "the  legal 
guardian  of  BeaUlce  Lois  Rucker.  a  minor." 

Line  8.  strike  out  "»6.000 "  and  Insert  "iLOOO." 

Line  9.  strike  out  "settleemnt"   and  insert  "settlement." 

Une  11.  after  "by".  Insert  "the  said." 

Page  2.  line  2.  strike  out  "Navy,  retired"  and  Insert  "Naval 
Reserve  ** 

Une  3.  after  "1938".  insert  a  colon  and  the  following:  "Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
•gent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  WM  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

LASZLO  KAROOS,  MAGDOLNA  KARDOS,  AND  GABY  KARDOS 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
return  to  Calendar  No.  727,  the  bill  (H.  R.  6680)  for  the 
relief  of  Laszlo  Kardos,  Magdolna  Kardos,  and  Gaby  Kardos, 
for  immediate  consideration. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  explain  this  bill? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  These  people  are  motion -picture  people 
brought  to  California  and  kept  here  by  the  war.  They  can- 
not go  back  to  their  own  country.    They  are  legally  here. 


Tliere  Is  nothing  against  them.  The  only  thing  is  that 
there  Is  no  way  of  their  getting  back  to  Europe. 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Does  the  gentleman 
mean  the  boats  have  quit  running? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    They  have  quit  running  there,  yes, 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  was  this  bill  reported  out  by  a  unani- 
mous vote  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.     Yes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    I  shaU  not  object. 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Is  there  not  a  whole 
family  involved? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    No:  a  man,  his  wife,  and  a  child, 

Mr.  BARDEN  ol  North  Carolina.  A  man,  his  wife,  and 
his  children? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    One  child;   a  man,  his  wife,  and  one 

child. 
Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.    Where  is  the  hardship 

involved? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  There  Is  no  way  of  getting  back.  They 
are  still  here  legally.  They  have  their  visa  and  passport  and 
everything.    They  have  no  way  of  getting  back  to  Europe. 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Does  the  gentleman 
have  a  solution  to  the  tmemployment  problem  in  this 
country? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  These  people  are  Independently  wealthy, 
so  there  will  be  no  hardship. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws,  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be.  and 
is  hereby,  authorlaed  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  admittance 
for  permanent  residence  of  Laszlo  Kardos,  Magdolna  Kardos.  and 
Oaby  Kardos.  in  January  1939,  and  that  they  shaU.  for  all  pur- 
poses under  the  Immigration  and  naturalization  laws,  be  deemed 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  as  ImmlgranU 
for  permanent  residence. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
At  the  end  of  the  bill  Insert  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 
"Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  Czechoslovaklan  quota,  one  number  from  the  Rumanian 
quota,  and  one  number  from  the  Hungarian  quota  for  the  first 
year  that  said  quotas  are  available." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

JOSEPH  BRUEHL 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Si)eaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  return  to  Calendar  No.  861.  the  bill  (H.  R.  7823)  for  the 
relief  of  Joseph  Bruehl.  for  Inunediate  consideration. 

The  SPEIAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  briefly  explain  the 
bill? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  This  alien  is  legally  in  the  country.  He 
has  been  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the  regular  order. 
This  discussion  is  entirely  out  of  order. 

Mr.  MOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object.  I  think  this  bill  was 
brought  up  once  and  disposed  of.  and  I  object. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  9  o'clock  and 
4  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Fri- 
day, Jime  7, 1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

COMMITTEE  ON   MINES   AND   MENINQ 

The  Subcommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  that  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  8.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Friday, 


7762 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  6 


June  7,  1940.  at  10  a.  m.  in  the  committee  rooms  in  the  New 
House  Office  Building. 

COMMXTTEE   ON   FOREIGN    KTTMRS 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  will  meet  at  10:30  a.  m., 
Friday.  June  7.  1940.  to  consider  H.  J.  Res.  557,  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  purchase  or  otherwise 
acquire  by  peaceful  means  islands  or  possessions  of  non- 
American  nations  within  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

COMMITTXX  ON  MERCHANT  MARINE  AND  FISHERIES 

The  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  will 
hold  a  public  hearing  on  Tuesday,  June  11.  1940,  at  10  a.  m., 
on  the  following  bill: 

H.  R.  9982.  to  require,  during  an  emergency,  the  shipment 
and  discharge  of  seamen  on  certain  vessels  of  the  United 
States  before  shipping  commissioners,  and  for  other  purposes. 


I  EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1728.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  nscal  year  1941  in  the  sum  of  $700,000  for  sala- 
ries and  expenses  of  the  Lands  Division.  Department  of 
Justice  (H.  Doc.  No.  810) :  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1727.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  an  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the 
Prison  Industries  Reorganization  Administration  for  the  fis- 
cal year  1941,  amounting  to  $50,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  811) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1728.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  one  copy  each  of  certain  legislation  passed  by 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  Virgin  Islands;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Insular  Affairs. 

1729.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  one  copy  each  of  certain  legislation  passed  by 
the  Municipal  Council  of  St.  Croix;  to  the  Committee  on 
Insular  Affairs. 

1730.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  one  copy  each  of  certain  legislation  passed  by 
the  Municipal  Council  of  St.  Thomas  and  St.  John;  to  the 
Committee  on  Insular  Affairs. 

1731.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
May  13,  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together  with  accompany- 
ing papers,  on  a  preliminary  examination  of  western  shores 
of  Chesapeake  Bay  from  Plum  Tree  Point.  York  County,  Va.. 
to  waters  at  Hampton  Roads,  with  a  view  to  protecting  the 
navigable  waters  of  Chesapeake  Bay  and  Hampton  Roads 
from  shoaling,  authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act 
approved  August  26,  1937;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors. 

1732.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  transmitting 
a  report  on  Labor  In  the  Territory  of  Hawaii;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Territories. 


REPORTS   OP    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBUC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rxile  xm. 

Mr.  COLMER:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution 
511.  Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9766.  a  bill 
to  authorize  the  deportation  of  Harry  Ren  ton  Bridges; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2401).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  DISNEY:  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  H.  R. 
6207.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2810  (a).  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  to  exclude  petroleum  stills  from  the  requirement  of 
registration;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2403) .  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH:  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
8.  1128.    An  act  to  regulate  the  practice  of  professional  en- 


gineering and  creating  a  board  for  licensure  of  professional 
engineers  in  and  for  the  District  of  Columbia;  without 
amendment  iRept.  No.  2404).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH:  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
H.  R.  9907.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  recording  and  releasing 
of  liens  by  entries  on  certificates  of  title  for  motor  vehicles 
and  trailers  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2405).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  KELLER:  Committee  on  the  Library.  House  Joint 
ResolutlOTi  369.  To  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  shrine  or 
monument  to  the  memory  of  Gen.  Andrew  Pickens;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2406).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma:  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
S.  2983.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of  lumber  and  other 
forest  products  obtained  from  the  forests  on  Indian  reserva- 
tions by  Indian  enterprises;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2407).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BUCKLER  of  Minnesota:  Committee  on  Indian  Af- 
fairs. S.  3352.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  August  27.  1935 
(49  Stat.  2194).  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2408).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma:  Committee*  on  Indian  Affairs. 
H.  R.  9887.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  trust  or 
restricted  estates  of  Indians  dying  intestate  without  heirs; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2410).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH:  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
S.  2013.  An  act  to  amend  the  Code  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  provide  for  the  organization  and  regulation  of  cooper- 
ative associations,  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2411).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH:  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
H.  J.  Res.  559.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  a  reduction  in 
the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances 
made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States  of 
America  through  the  Public  Works  Administration;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2412).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY:  Committee  on  Rules.     House  Resolution 

514.    Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  S.  3046,  an  act  to 

extend  to   certain   officers   and   employees   in   the   several 

1   States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  provisions  of  the 

]   act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  political   activ- 

I  ities,"  approved  August  2,  1939;  Without  amendment  (Rept. 

No.  2414) .    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  SNYDER:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  9209.  A  bill  making  appro- 
priations for  the  Military  Establishment  (Rept.  No.  2415). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
ol  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XTTT. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH:  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colimibia. 
S.  1560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amos  B.  Cole;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2402).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma:  Committee  on  Indian  Af- 
fairs. S.  3794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  Navajo 
Indians,  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2409).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas:  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.  H.  R.  4954.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rosa 
Paone;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2413).  Relerred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
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Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXEE,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky: 
H.  R.  10009.  A  bill  to  amend  section  13  (d)  of  the  Rail- 
road Unemployment  Insurance  Act;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 
By  Mr.  BROOKS: 
H.  R.  10010.  A  bill  to  increase  the  size  of  the  Regular 
Army  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DIRKSEN: 
H.  R.  10011.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  sale  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  of  products  of  convict  labor;   to  the  Committee 
on  the  C:strlct  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  RAMSPECK: 
H.  R.   10012.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June  25.  1938, 
extending  the  classified  civil  service  to  Include  postmasters 
of  the  first,  second,  and  third  classes,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  LEA: 
H.R  10013.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  and 
the  Bankruptcy  Act;   to  the  Conrniittee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  10014.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act.  1920, 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  BLOOM: 
H.  R.  10015.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates 
of  American  citizens  who  die  abroad;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SCRUGHAM: 
H.J.  Res.  562.    Joint  resolution  to  provide  within  the  Ci- 
vilian Conservation  Corps  such  training  of  enroUees  therein 
in  noncombatant  subjects  essential  to  the  operations  of  the 
Military  and   Naval   Establishments   as  the  President  may 
consider  contribute  materially  to  the  interests  of  national 
defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 
By  Mr.  HAWKS: 
H.  Con.  Res.  74.  Concurrent  resolution  to  provide  for  the 
observance  of  the  one  hundredth  anniversary  of  the  found- 
ing of  the  first  dairy  cooperative  in  the  United  States;  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  RANKIN: 
H.  Con.  Res.  75.  Concurrent   resolution    providing   for   the 
printing  of  20.000  additional  copies  of  the  National  Electric 
Rate  Book;  to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 
By  Mr.  HARRINGTON: 
H.  Res.  512.  Resolution  to  amend  certain  rules  of  the  House 
of  Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri: 
H.  Res.  513.  Resolution    authorizing    the    printing    of    the 
prayers  of  the  Chaplain  of  the  House  of  Representatives; 
to  the  Ccmmittee  on  Printing. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXH,  memorials  were  presented  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Maine,  memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  consider  their  memorial  concerning  agri- 
culture and  the  tariff  policy;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  10016.  A  bill  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary 
Jane  Tallmadge ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS: 
H.  R.  10017.  A  bill  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary- 
ette  E.  Wanamaker;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


By  Mr.  PLANNAGAN: 
H.  R.  10018.  A  bill  for  the  reliff  of  Zebulon  V.  Speas;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  GEHRMANN: 
H.  R.  10019.  A  bill  for  the  rdief  of  Ernest  C.  Nolan;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

H.R.  10020.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Guy  W.  Paulson;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

H.R.  10021.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Frank  W.  Marino;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  PATRICK: 
H.  R.  10022.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Margaret  J.  Pow;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

H.  R.  10023.  A  bill  to  record  the  lawful  admission  for  per- 
manent residence  of  Leo  Melowski;  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia: 
H.R.  10024.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Woody  L.  Craft;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs.       r: 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rtile  XXn,  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8598.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Morrill  Cody  Publi- 
cations, New  York  City,  N.  Y..  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  war  and  foreign  affairs; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8599.  Also,  petition  of  the  Hotel  and  Restaurant  Workers 
Union.  Local  No.  16,  New  York  City,  N.  Y..  peUtioning  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  House  bill 
9858,  concerning  immigration  legislation;  to  the  Committee 
on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8600.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Woman's  Party,  Michi- 
gan Branch,  Detroit,  Mich.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  constitutional  rights;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8601.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  States  Wholesale  Grocers' 
Association,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.  C,  petitioning  considera- 
tion of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  House  bill  1  and 
the  1937  Sugar  Act:  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8602.  By  Mr.  BUCKLER  of  Minnesota:  Petition  of  R.  R. 
Livingston,  of  Moorhead,  Minn.,  and  216  other  citizens  of  that 
community,  petitioning  Congre.ss  to  take  such  action  on 
House  bill  8264,  known  as  the  Townsend-plan  bill,  as  shall 
bring  it  to  a  vote  before  adjournment;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

8603.  By  Mr.  HART:  Memorial  of  the  New  Jersey  State 
Legislature  requesting  Congress  and  the  War  Department 
to  investigate  the  conditions  at  Newark  Airport.  Newark, 
N.  J.,  and  the  feasibility  of  this  airport  being  placed  under 
Gtovemment  control  as  an  integral  part  of  the  United  States 
national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8604.  By  Mr.  KEOGH:  Petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  the  State  of  New  York,  favoring  the  amended 
Townsend  silver-purchasing  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Wajrs 
and  Means. 

8605.  Also,  petition  of  the  Alex  Smith  Democratic  Club, 
Inc.,  New  York  City,  urging  legislation  to  outlaw  the  Com- 
mimist  Party;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

8606.  Also,  petition  of  the  Broadway  Merchants'  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce,  Inc.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  favoring  sugar 
legislation  that  will  protect  the  jobs  of  the  Brooklyn  sugar- 
refinery  workers;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

8607.  By  Mr.  PFIEFER:  Petition  of  the  Alex  Smith  Demo- 
cratic Club,  Inc.,  New  York  City,  urging  enactment  of  suit- 
able legislation  to  outlaw  the  Commimist  Party;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

8608.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  States  Wholesale  Gro- 
cers' Association,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.  C,  urging  limitation 
on  tropically  refined  sugar;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

8609.  Also,  petition  of  the  Broadway  Merchants'  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce,  Inc.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  for  legislation  pro- 
hibiting further  expansion  and  curtailing  the  importatioa 
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of  tropically  refined  sagzr,  thereby  protecting  the  Jobs  of 
Brooklyn  workers:  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

8610.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
State  of  New  York.  New  York  City,  urging  passage  of  the 
Townsend  bill  to  end  Government  purchase  of  foreign  sil- 
Ter;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


I       HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

;  Friday,  June  7,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D..  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

FV)r  the  beauty  of  the  earth,  for  the  glory  of  the  skies,  for 
the  vale  and  tree  and  flower,  for  the  joy  of  human  love,  for 
its  pure  and  heavenly  sacrifice,  be  pleased,  dear  Heavenly 
Father,  to  accept  our  prayer  of  thanksgiving  and  praise. 
O  Thou  who  art  without  beginning  and  without  end,  come 
With  us  and  lead  us  with  a  gentle  restraint  to  bear  and  for- 
bear; deliver  us  from  any  mistaken  notion  concerning  Thee, 
and  let  us  see  Thy  fatherhood  in  the  likeness  of  Thine  only 
begotten  Son,  continuing  His  revelation  to  our  grateful  and 
wondering  hearts.  May  tomorrow  cause  us  no  serious 
anxiety,  but  help  us  to  be  men  of  today — strong,  urgent,  and 
prompt  to  serve — that  the  richest  blessings  and  the  greatest 
good  may  come  to  our  Republic.  In  the  name  of  our  Saviour, 
our  Elder  Brother.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
awJroved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  8096.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  offi- 
cers of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  and  for  the  settlement 
of  individual  claims  approved  by  the  War  Department. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  Is 
.  requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  9751.  An  act  for  the  creation  of  the  United  States 
De  Soto  Exposition  Commission,  to  provide  for  the  com- 
memoration of  the  four  hundredth  anniversary  of  the  dis- 
covery of  the  Mississippi  River  by  Hernando  De  Soto,  the 
commemoration  of  De  Soto's  visit  to  the  Chickasaw  Territory 
In  northern  Mississippi  and  other  points  covered  by  his  ex- 
pedition, and  the  two  hundred  and  fifth  anniversary  of  the 
Battle  of  Ackla.  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to 
the  amendment  of  the  House  to  a  joint  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  J.  Res.  59.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  to  collect  information  as  to  amount  and  value 
of  all  goods  produced  in  State  and  Federal  prisons. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Vice  President  had 
appointed  Mr.  Barkley  and  Mr.  Gibson,  members  of  the 
Joint  select  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  as  pro- 
vided for  in  the  act  of  February  16,  1889.  as  amended  by  the 
act  of  March  2,  1895,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  and  pro- 
vide for  the  disposition  of  useless  papers  in  the  executive 
departments,"  for  the  disposition  of  executive  papers  in  the 
following  departments  and  agencies: 

First.  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Second.  Department  of  Justice. 

Third.  Department  of  Labor. 
^    Fourth.  Department  of  the  Treasury. 

Fifth.  Federal  Loan  Agency. 

Sixth.  United  States  Food  Administration. 

Seventh.  Work  Projects  Administration. 

REORGANIZATIOir  OF  NAVT  DEP.'UtTMENT 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (S.  4026) 
providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  Department,  and 
foi  other  purposes,  with  a  House  amendment,  insist  on  the 


House  amendment  and  agree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the 
Senate. 

The  CTerk  read  the  title  of  the  bUl. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia?  (After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Vinson  of  Georgia.  Drewry.  and  Maas. 

CONSTRUCTION    OF    NAVAL    AIRCRAFT    AND    CERTAIN    PUBLIC    WORKS 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia  submitted  a  conference  report  and 
statement  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9848)  to  authorize  the  construc- 
tion or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  cer- 
tain public  works,  and  for  other  purposes. 

COMPOSITION  or  THE  NAVY  AND  CONSTRUCTION  OF  CERTAIN  NAVAL 

VESSELS 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia  submitted  a  conference  reifcrt  and 
statement  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  8026)  to  establish  the  composi- 
tion of  the  United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction 
of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes. 

WARRANT  AND   COMMISSIONED   WARRANT  OFFICERS  IN   THE   MARINE 

CORPS 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia  submitted  a  conference  report 
and  statement  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  6044)  to  regulate  the  number 
of  warrant  and  commissioned  warrant  ofiBcers  in  the  Marine 
Corps. 

ZOOK  PALM  NURSERIES.  INC. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  808) 
to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  District  Court  of  the  United 
States  for  the  Southern  District  of  Florida  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Zook  Palm  Nurseries, 
Inc.,  a  Florida  corporation,  with  Senate  amendments,  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  7.  after  "or*.  Insert  "alleged." 

Page  2,  line  6.  strike  out  "Department.  Suit"  and  Insert  "De- 
partment: Protided.  That  the  district  Judge  shall,  at  a  separate 
hearing,  first  determine  whether  or  not  any  release  signed  by 
claimant.  Zook  Palm  Nurseries.  Inc..  and  particularly  a  release 
dated  May  3.  1935,  Is  a  complete  release  of  the  claim  against  the 
Government  which  the  claimant  alleges;  and  whether  or  not  the 
release  agreement  contemplated  the  construction  of  a  dike  by  the 
United  States  Government.  Shoxild  the  Judge  find  that  the  re- 
lease was  a  full  and  complete  one  as  to  the  claims  herein  alleged, 
or  If  the  Judge  finds  that  the  release  agreement  did  not  contem- 
plate the  construction  of  a  dike  by  the  Federal  Government,  no 
further  proceedings  shall  be  had:  Provided  further,  That  suit." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendments  were  concurred  in. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION   OF   REM.VRKS 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  short 
speech. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  by  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude therein  an  editorial  from  the  "nmes-Herald  and  a  radio 
speech  of  Pulton  Lewis,  Jr. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  including 
a  letter  regarding  national  defense  and  preparedness,  which 
I  have  received  from  Dr.  John  A.  Hunnlcutt.  chairman,  and 
Hon.  Dan  Magill,  secretary  of  an  organization  of  World  War 
veterans,  of  Athens,  Ga. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 
There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  course 
of  an  editorial  printed  by  the  New  York  Times  this  morning 
on  the  general  subject  of  universal  service,  I  find  the  follow- 
ing sentence: 

We  believe  this  should  be  accompanied  by  a  well  considered  but 
drastic  kind  of  taratlon  designed  to  prevent  a  single  penny  of 
excess  profits  from  accruing  to  those  maniifactxirers  who  flU  our 
Government's  defense  orders.     This  Is  a  time  for  universal  service. 

One  more  thought,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  has  been  more  and 
more  at  the  forefront  of  my  mind.  There  is  only  one  nation 
In  the  world  for  whose  destiny  we  can  be  wholly  responsible. 
Its  defense.  Its  welfare  is  our  duty,  and  its  strength  rests 
in  the  last  analysis  on  full  employment  of  its  people. 

COMMITTKE  OF  SEVENTY  MEMBERS  ON  UNEBIPLOYMENT 

Mr.  IZAC.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  IZAC.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  the  report 
of  the  Subcommittee  on  Taxation  and  Unemployment  of  the 
Committee  of  Seventy. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  IZAC.  Mr.  Speaker,  about  3  months  ago  70  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  united  to  form  an  unemployment  con- 
ference, and  we  met  every  Monday  night  during  those  3 
months.  We  divided  up  into  subcommittees.  The  commit- 
tee to  which  I  was  assigned  had  to  do  with  taxation  affecting 
imemployment.  About  a  month  ago  we  submitted  our  final 
report.  I  believe  it  is  well  worth  the  penisal  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  and  I  am  today  taking  the  Uberty  of  send- 
ing to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  the  result  of  our 
conclusions,  which  may  aid  that  committee  in  the  formula- 
tion of  the  legislation  it  is  about  to  present  to  us.  I  append 
hereto  the  report  referred  to: 

Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  conference,  the  subcommittee 
on  taxation  and  unemployment  of  which  I  have  the  honor  to  be 
chairman,  has  made  as  thorough  a  study  of  our  subject  as  Is  pos- 
sible m  the  limited  time  available  prior  to  the  deadline  for  sub- 
mitting reports  to  the  conference. 

The  field  of  taxation  Is  so  broad  and  so  Intricate  that  a  compre- 
hensive report  would  require  at  least  a  volume.  The  brevity  of 
this  report  should  be  conclusive  proof  of  our  Inability  to  master 
this  subject  to  which  has  been  given  a  lifetime  of  study  by  those 
qualified  to  call  themselves  experts. 

In  our  preliminary  report  to  the  conference  we  stated  that  among 
our  studies  were  included  such  taxes  as  gross  Income  and  the  so- 
called  techno  tax.  On  the  latter  the  committee  has  reached  no 
conclusion  and  on  the  former — the  tax  on  gross  income — ^the  com- 
mittee la  In  disagreement  due  partly  to  the  fact  that  it  has  been 
Impossible  to  obtain  any  convincing  figures  on  the  amotint  of 
revenue  such  a  tax  would  produce  and  the  lack  of  precedent  other 
than  the  limited  experience  of  Indiana  and  Hawaii. 

A  study  of  the  Federal  revenue  shows  that  the  principal  sources 
for  carrying  on  the  functions  of  the  Federal  Government  are  as 
follows,  In  round  numbers:  Corporation  taxes,  one  and  one-half 
billions:  Individual  Income,  one  and  one-fourth  billions;  pay-roll 
taxes,  three-foxirth  billion;  and  the  foUowing  five  special  taxes  each 
producing  around  one-half  billion  dollars  annually:  (1)  Estate  and 
gift;   (2)  tobacco:  (3)  liquor;  (4)  sales:   (6)  customs. 

That  gives  a  total  revenue  of  W.OOO.OOO.OOO,  with  a  larger  amount 
needed  for  current  Government  expenses. 

It  is  evident  that  unless  taxes  are  to  be  punitive  In  nature,  no 
more  should  be  levied  than  U  necessary  to  run  the  Ocvernment. 
We  agree  that  in  order  to  keep  expenditures  In  balance  with  Income 
two  stqia  are  necessary:  (1)  The  practice  of  rigid  economy  in  the 
conduct  of  Government,  and  (2)  the  levying  of  sufficient  taxes  to 
produce  the  needed  revenue.  Seme  types  of  taxation,  however,  are 
more  fruitful  of  revenue  to  the  Federal  Government  than  of  Jobs 
to  the  unemployed;  as  for  Instance  pay-roll  taxes  and  such  taxes 
as  prevent  Industry  or  the  Individual  from  freely  increasing  their 
business,  or  making  Investments  which  permit  the  expansion  of 
business. 

The  necessity  for  adequate  Government  revenues  being  generally 
accepted,  we  have  limited  our  research  to  an  examination  of  the 
various  types  of  taxation,  the  Imposition  of  which  would  Increase 


employment  cr  the  exemption  from  wblch  would  have  •  similar 
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The  subcommittee  subscribes  to  the  theory  that  any  Just  tax 
should  be  based  first  on  ablUty  to  pay  and.  second,  on  benefits 
received. 

It  seems  obvious  to  ur  that  where  Income  la,  there  must  be  the 
tax,  and  we  deplore  the  wholesale  practice  of  poUtlcal  subdlvlalona 
and  taxing  bodies  to  resort  to  any  tax  which,  at  the  moment,  seems 
most  likely  to  yield  the  needed  revenue  regardless  of  equity  or  the 
ultimate  effect  on  employment. 

We  cannot  faU  to  take  other  than  a  condenuiatory  attitude  to- 
ward those  local  taxing  bodies  who  resort  to  this  practice.  There- 
fore, In  addition  to  suggesting  that  most  of  the  recommendations 
applirlng  to  Government  taxes  be  likewise  appUed  to  local  taxes,  we 
further  believe  that  a  most  salutary  effect  on  reemployment  could 
be  produced  by  the  exemption  from  all  pn^>erty  taxes  of  a  home  or 
farm  equity  of  at  least  $1,500  for  each  home  owner. 

In  this  same  category  we  might  mention  the  common  practice  of 
imposing  hidden  taxes  on  the  one  hand  and  sales  taxes  on  the 
other.  Both  reduce  the  actual  consvmilng  power  of  the  Nation  since 
fully  80  percent  of  the  people  could  and  would  consume  more  If 
they  had  more  purchasing  power.  The  corollary  to  this,  of  course. 
Is  that  by  consxmiing  more  of  the  products  of  agrlcfilture  and  of 
Industry,  those  two  great  pillars  of  our  national  economy  will  re- 
quire more  hands  to  furnish  the  needed  suppUes. 

Rather  do  we  believe  that  those  who  receive  the  greater  share 
of  the  national  income  should  asarume  the  greater  share  of  the 
burden  of  government,  both  local  and  national.  Therefore  we  are 
convinced  that  one  of  the  surest  ways  to  Increase  employment  is  to 
assure  to  the  famUy  of  the  low-income  group  every  penny  of  Its 
hard-earned  Income  that  It  may  buy  and  consume  the  maxlmtun  o£ 
food  and  clothing  and  shelter  and  thus  provide  Jobs  for  those  whom 
agriculture  and  industry  must  hire  to  furnish  that  famUy  with 
these  things. 

This  necessarily  wUl  entail  an  increase  In  taxes  If  the  legitimate 
needs  of  Government  are  to  be  met.  We  are  further  of  the  opinion 
that  Individual  Income  taxes  can  be  Increased  without  vmdue  hard- 
ship. We  suggest  both  a  broadening  of  the  base  and  a  rate  Increase 
In  certain  brackets. 

By  reducing  the  single  person's  exemption  to  WOO  of  earned 
Income  per  year  and  the  married  couple  to  $1,000,  and  by  increasing 
the  rate  for  the  middle-Income  brackets.  It  Is  believed  that  prac- 
tically all  the  sales  and  hidden  taxes  might  be  reduced,  or  even 
eliminated,  and  that  a  balanced  Budget  would  resvilt. 

There  is  no  doubt  In  anyone's  mind  that  the  recipient  of  a  net 
Income  of  $25,000  could  well  afford  to  pay  a  higher  rate  and  still 
be  in  a  relatively  more  secure  position  than  is  the  taxpayer  In  any 
other  country  m  the  world.  A  comparison  between  our  present 
rate  and  that  of  the  cltltzen  of  Great  Britain  shows  this  very  con- 
clusively. For  instance,  a  $25,000  net  Income  pays  a  Federal  tax 
of  $2,327.  The  taxpayer  could  afford  to  pay  in  addition  to  this 
the  California  State  Income  tax  and  the  District  of  Columbia  tax 
and  still  pay  a  total  tax  to  three  taxing  bodies  of  Just  one-half 
what  the  resident  of  London  pays,  or  $3,800  against  $7,600. 

Other  recommendations  to  equalize  and  Increase  the  taxes  on 
Individuals  are  as  follows: 

1.  Require  husband  and  wife  to  file  a  Joint  retvim. 

2.  Limit  the  deductlbUlty  of  taxes  and  Interest  on  owned  homes 
to  a  maximum  of  $500. 

3.  Replace  the  present  method  of  allowing  Interest  received  from 
tax-exempt  securities  as  a  deduction  from  gross  Income  by  a  tax 
credit  on  tax-exempt  securities. 

The  same  arguments  advanced  in  favor  of  Increased  Income  taxes 
on  Individuals  hold  good  In  consideration  of  corporate  income 
taxes.  The  subcommittee  mentions  several  effective  propHJsals  to 
bring  about  an  Increase  of  revenue  from  these  sources: 

1.  Revise  the  corporation  Income  tax  on  life-insurance  companies. 
Under  the  present  system,  life-insurance  companies  pay  only  a 
negligible  amoimt  of  Federal  corporate  Income  taxes. 

2.  Include  In  taxable  Income  all  Interest  paid  on  long-term  obli- 
gations (beyond  5  years). 

3.  Treat  the  interest  received  on  tax-exempt  sectirltles  as  advo- 
cated In  Individual  Income. 

The  subcommittee  believes  that  nothing  Is  to  be  gained  by  lower- 
ing or  abolishing  such  taxes  as  those  on  liquor  and  tobacco,  and 
therefore  suggests  their  retention.  Likewise  custom  duties.  How- 
ever, we  are  agreed  that  estate  and  gift  taxes  could  weU  be  revised 
upward  and  that  the  tax-exempt  limit  of  $40,000  on  estates  should 
be  reduced  to  $25,000,  and  that  of  $4,000  on  gifts  be  reduced  to 
$2,500. 

It  Is  proper  at  this  point  to  advance  the  proposal  that  hereafter 
the  Issuance  of  tax-exempt  securities  be  prohibited.  The  commit- 
tee feels  thoroughly  convinced  on  this  point.  There  is,  of  course, 
no  sure  way  of  compelling  wealth  or  those  In  receipt  of  the  major 
share  of  the  national  Income  to  Invest  their  funds  In  such  a  way 
as  to  produce  greater  employment.  We  believe,  however,  that  It  Is 
a  most  Indefensible  practice  to  permit  accimaulations  of  wealth  to 
obtain  the  greatest  security  In  the  Nation  and  at  the  same  time  as 
receiving  this  protection  to  pay  not  one  cent  for  the  support  of 
Government  which  provides  this  protection. 

The  magnitude  of  this  tax  evasion  Is  understood  when  It  Is 
pointed  out  that  there  are  billions  of  tax-exempt  securities  out- 
standing today,  of  which  governments  alone  account  for  $49.- 
355  900,000. 

And  of  the  Government  securities  thlrty-flve  billions  are  partially 

tax-exempt    and   foxirteen   and   one-half    bUllons   completely    and 

I   entirely    tax-exempt.     In    other    words,    an    Individual    owning 
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tl  .000  000  worth  of  these  Tatter  securttles.  from  which  he  receives 
ftn  Income  of.  say.  $30  000  per  year,  pays  not  a  dollar  in  taxes.  An 
Individual  owning  •50.000,000  wortii  of  these  securities  has  an  In- 
come of  M.OOO  a  day  and  does  not  contribute  a  cent  to  the  support 
of  his  Government  So  It  can  readily  be  seen  from  the  flgxires 
which  we  have  obtained  from  the  Treasury  that  these  fourteen  and 
one-half  billion  dollars  worth  of  completely  tax-exempt  Govern- 
ment securities  outstanding  today  provide  an  avenue  of  escape 
from  taxation  that  Is  In  reality  a  boulevard. 

The  members  of  this  subcommittee  feel  that  unless  we  tax  the 
incomes  of  those  people  of  the  United  States  who  have  Incomes, 
neither  will  we  be  able  to  carry  on  the  legitimate  functions  of 
Government  nor  will  we  ever  Increase  the  purchasing  power  of  all 
the  people,  which  alone  can  give  Jobs  by  increasing  the  demand  for 
goods  and  services. 

The  following  two  suggestions  advanced  by  certain  members  of 
the  committee  have  not  received  the  approval  of  the  majority;  but 
because  of  their  originality  and  far-reaching  effect  are  offered  as 
part  of  this  report  In  the  hope  that  their  objectives  may  some  day 
be  reached  by  methods  both  Just  and  universally  approved. 

It  la  estimated  that  there  are  at  present  flfty-seven  billions  of 
Idle  bank  deposits  in  this  country,  of  which  thirty  billions  are  time 
depojelts  and  Iwenty-seven  billions  demand  deposits.  A  large  pro- 
portion of  these  deposits  represent  accumulated  Income  which.  U 
put  to  work  In  business  channels,  wotild  give  empl03rment  to  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  men. 

During  the  period  from  1920  to  1930  there  was  an  average  annual 
sum  of  over  M.200.000.000  that  flowed  from  Investors  through  In- 
"'-'Vestment  banks  Into  the  purchase  of  newly  Issued  bonds  and  stocks 
of  business  corporations.  Undoubtedly  these  new  capital  funds 
created  millions  of  new  Jobs.  Bu^  since  1930  there  has  been  an 
average  of  only  9700.000.000  flowing  annually  Into  Industries 
through  Investment  In  new  securities.  This  Is  only  one-sixth  of 
the  previous  amount. 

We  have  wrestled  with  the  problem  of  how  the  Income  held  as 
Idle  bank  deposits  and  other  secreted  and  Idle  funds  could  be 
released  to  legitimate  enterprise  and  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  only  legal  way  would  be  by  the  Imposition  of  a  tax  on 
only  that  share  which  remains  Inactive  and  a  stispension  of  the 
tax  from  that  share  used  In  productive  enterprise. 

In  order  that  this  tax  may  not  Interfere  with  the  building  up  of 
m  rainy-day  reserve  for  the  average  citizen.  It  could  be  Imposed 
only  on  those  with  tlO.OOO  a  year  or  more  of  taxable  Income.  It 
would  naturally  remain  with  the  revenue-Imposing  body  to  deter- 
mine what  the  mlnlnmum  Income  would  be  to  escape  this  tax  and 
also  to  set  up  a  yardstick  to  determine  what  share  of  the  taxpayers' 
Income  was  not  respent  In  a  manner  that  would  produce  Income  to 
others,  so  that  thrift  would  be  encouraged  and  the  mere  acquisition 
of  wealth  discouraged. 

The  final  suggestion  Is  for  the  Imposition  of  a  tax  on  debt  in- 
struments. When  it  is  considered  that  practically  the  whole  com- 
plicated set-up  of  courts  of  equity,  and  most  of  civil  law.  is  for  the 
protection  of  Instruments  of  debt,  it  seems  that  the  security  the 
holders  of  such  Instruments  receive  should  be  worth  the  Imposition 
of  a  small  tax.  Especially  is  this  true  of  short-term  debts,  which  are 
usually  accompanied  by  high  rates  of  interest  and  quick  turn-over. 

While  it  is  true  the  holders  of  this  debt  paper  are  subject  to 
the  regular  income  tax.  a  special  tax  could  well  be  Imposed  which 
could  be  both  equitable  and  Just. 

The  Subconunlttee  on  Taxation  thus  concludes  Its  final  report  to 
the  Conference  on  Unemployment. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

WnxiAM  T.  B-ntNX. 
John  D.  Dingkll. 

MZSLIM     HXTLL. 

RoBzsT  P.  Rich. 

Ed.  V.  IzAC,  Chatrman. 

SDUCATIONAL      KXPLOTCXS.      PUBLIC      SCHOOLS      OF      DISTRICT      OF 

COLtnCBIA 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  present  consideration  of  Senate  Concurrent  Resolu- 
tion 48.  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 
,      The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  wlD  report  the  resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  48 
Reaolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Representatives  concur- 
Ting).  That  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Represenutlves  be.  and  he  Is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed,  in  the  enrollment  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  93^)  to  provide  educational  employees  of  the  public  schools 
of  the  District  of  Colvunbla  with  leave  of  absence,  with  part  pay, 
for  purposes  of  educational  Improvement,  and  for  other  purposes, 
to  make  the  following  change,  namely:  On  page  4,  lines  8  and  9. 
Of  the  engrossed  bill,  strike  out  "July  1,  1938",  and  Insert  "July  1. 
IMO." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
hitlon. 
The  Senate  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


UWITEU  STATES  DE  SOTO  BCPOSTTION 

Mr.  KELLER.  Bir.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  biU  (H.  R.  9751)  for  the 
creation  of  the  United  States  De  Soto  Exposition  Commis- 
sion, to  provide  for  the  commemoration  of  the  four  himdredth 
anniversary  of  the  discovery  of  the  Mississippi  River  by 
Hernando  De  Soto,  the  commemoration  of  De  Soto's  visit  to 
the  Chickasaw  Territory  in  northern  Mississippi,  and  other 
points  covered  by  his  expedition,  and  the  two  hundred  and 
fifth  anniversary  of  the  Battle  of  Ackia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  disagree  to  the  Sen- 
ate amendments,  and  ask  for  a  conference. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  asks  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  H  R. 
9751.  with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate 
amendments,  and  ask  for  a  conference.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  TABER.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

Mr.  KELLER.    What  Is  the  reason  for  the  objection? 

Mr.  TABER.  There  is  an  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  put 
the  Grovernment  in  the  show  business,  and  I  do  not  think  we 
ought  to  apree  to  it. 

Mr.  KELLER.    But  there  is  no  cost  or  any  money  Involved. 

Mr.  TABER.  Oh,  you  cannot  tell  me  that  when  the  Gov- 
ernment goes  Into  the  show  business  it  does  not  cost  anything. 
These  are  times  when  we  ought  to  avoid  going  into  the  show 
business  and  fooling  away  our  money. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  object. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  GILLIE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  Port  Wayne  News-Sentinel. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SHIPWknT  of  planes  TO  THE  ALLIES 

Mr.  THILL.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

KC>OSi:VXI.T  LEADING    TTNITED  STATES   TO   BBINK   OP   WAB 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  heart  is  sad  today  because 
President  Roosevelt  has  ordered  our  modem  defense  planes 
shipped  to  certain  of  the  European  belligerents.  Now,  I  de- 
test nazi-ism.  fascism,  communism,  and  my  hatred  for 
tm-American  forms  of  government  is  only  surpassed  In 
intensity  by  the  love  I  have  for  my  coimtry.  But  I  see  my 
country  through  inept  leadership  taken  to  the  brink  of  war. 
No  specious  legal  reasoning  can  put  a  halo  of  neutrality 
around  Roosevelt's  order  to  place  the  equipment  of  our  fight- 
ing forces  at  the  disposal  of  certain  warring  nations,  because 
such  action  signifies  an  Intent  to  create  a  state  of  war.  It 
is  our  sacred  duty  to  stay  in  session,  and  I  have  introduced 
a  resolution  to  that  effect  so  we  might  remain  here  and  do 
all  in  oiu"  power  to  preserve  peace  for  the  United  States. 
[Applause.] 

FINAL  AnJOURNMSNT 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my  remarks  in 
the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was  very  much  surprised 
to  read  in  the  morning  paper  that  the  President  recommends 
that  the  Congress  adjourn  sine  die  2  weeks  from  tomorrow. 
I  object  to  following  that  advice.  He  added  to  that  state- 
ment that  if  there  was  a  need  for  it  he  would  call  us  back 
Into  session.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  prefer  to  have  my  constituents, 
rather  than  the  President,  judge  whether  there  is  need  of  our 
being  in  session  or  whether  we  should  go  home  and  simply 
wait  to  have  him  call  us  back.  We  know  he  will  not  do  it,  be- 
cause all  he  wants  is  the  authority  to  run  the  country  without 
any  aid  from  this  body.  I  seriously  object  to  acceding  to  any 
such  proposal. 
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The  President  for  a  long  time  has  been  telling  the  country 
that  it  is  in  the  midst  of  a  great  emergency.  We  fully  agree 
with  that  admonition  and  feel  that  Congress  should  remain 
In  session  to  share  the  responsibility.  If  the  situation  be- 
comes more  alarming  there  is  no  telling  what  grave  questions 
wiD  arise  which  must  be  resolved  promptly.  It  takes  time  to 
reconvene  Congress  once  it  has  adjourned  sine  die,  and  I 
submit  the  public  welfare  necessitates  our  remaining  in 
session.     [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  ol  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts has  expired. 

REPRESENTATIVE  JENKS  OT  NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1 
minute. 

The  SPEIAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  pleased  to  announce, 
and  I  know  the  Members  will  all  be  glad  to  hear,  that  reports 
with  respect  to  our  colleague  the  gentleman  from  New  Hamp- 
shire (Mr.  JenksI  are  exaggerated  insofar  as  the  seriousness 
of  his  illness  is  concerned.  Everyone  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing, the  facts  are  that  he  sat  around  here  yesterday  In 
this  sdr-cooled  Chamber  and  in  the  latter  part  of  the  after- 
noon took  a  ride  out  through  the  different  areas  here.  As 
the  medicos  say  that  ride  in  the  intense  heat  superinduced 
an  intestinal  and  stomach  upset.  If  he  had  his  way,  he 
would  be  up  here  now.  I  hope  they  will  be  able  to  keep  him 
for  a  day  or  two  down  at  the  hospital.    [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Vermont 
has  expired. 

NO  MORE  DEMOCRATS 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanlmotis 
consent  to  proceed  for  15  seconds. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  morning  I 
received  a  communication  from  a  valued  constituent,  a  col- 
ored lady  in  my  district  who  is  a  cook.  She  utters  this  piece 
of  profound  wisdom: 

Every  time  we  gets  a  Democrat  we  gets  a  war.  We  can't  have  no 
more  Democrats. 

[Laughter  and  applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  STEARNS  of  New  Hampshire.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an 
editorial  from  the  Louisville  Courier-Journal. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  8CHIFFLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  editorial  from  the 
Wheeling  Intelligencer. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HESS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  and  Include  two  editorials  in  the  Appendix. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

AERIAL    WARFARE    TRENIJS    PREDICTED    4T    TEARS   AGO 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  by  including  therein  a  brief  excerpt. 

The  SPEIAKER.     without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr,  Speaker,  at  a  meeting  of  the  Inter- 
national Congress  of  Engineers  held  In  Chicago,  HI.,  during 
August  1893.  which  was  47  years  ago,  an  Englishman.  Maj. 
J.  D.  Fullerton,  of  the  Royal  Engineers,  accurately  predicted 
the  military  significance  of  aerial  warfare,  although  the  first 
airplane  did  not  leave  the  ground  until  10  years  later.  In 
1903.  The  following  quotations,  being  Major  Fullerton "s 
concltislons  at  the  close  of  his  address,  delivered  In  1898, 
were  copied  from  the  printed  copies  of  the  proceedings  re- 
porting the  meeting  of  the  International  Congress  of  Engi- 


neers immediately  after  the  meeting  In  1893,  and  the  original 
copies  are  now  on  file  in  the  library  of  the  War  College  at 
Washington,  D.  Cu 

11.  To  svim  up: 

First.  It  seems  quite  probable  that  In  the  near  future  timnMX 
warfare  wUl  have  to  be  counted  upon. 

Second.  This  will,  practlcaUy  speaking,  revolutionize  the  art  of 
war. 

Third.  Owing  to  the  high  rate  of  speed  which  airships  will  attain, 
it  wlU  be  necessary  for  aU  nations  to  maintain  themselves  ready 
for  war  at  very  sbort  notice. 

Fourth.  The  nations  most  affected  by  the  Introduction  of  aerial 
warfare  will  be  those  who  depend  for  their  defense  upon  navies. 

Fifth.  As  the  aerial  ships  will  be,  comparatively  speaking.  Inex- 
pensive, the  small  nations  wUl  be  able  to  equip  themselves  with 
them. 

Sixth.  Owing  to  the  possibility  of  war  at  very  short  notice,  a 
larger  proportion  of  the  nation  will  have  to  be  kept  under  arms. 

Seventh.  Warfare  by  sea  and  land  wlU  only  be  possible  when  a 
nation  has  command  of  the  air. 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  a  military  engineer  could  so  accurately  fore- 
tell the  effect  of  aircraft  upon  warfare  10  years  before  the 
first  aircraft  left  the  ground,  is  there  any  excuse  for  the 
present  muddling  and  blind  misunderstanding  and  apparent 
bullheaded  disregard  on  the  part  of  some  high  ranking 
strategists  in  our  armed  forces,  to  say  nothing  of  other  armed 
forces  in  the  world,  of  the  absolute  necessity  for  reorganiza- 
tion of  our  defense  plans.  A  powerful  fleet  is  still  a  necessity, 
but  a  fleet  is  no  more  important  to  aerial  warfare  than  is 
Bouldier  Dam  to  a  flock  of  birds,  and  to  follow  that  simile,  I 
say  we  need  fighting  eagles  not  trumpeter  swans.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

OTTR  FORKICN  POLICT 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  point  out  to  the  coun- 
try and  to  the  House  that  up  to  this  hour  foreign  nations  have 
committed  no  act  against  the  United  States,  yet  we  are  being 
rapidly  plunged  toward  war.  The  present  administration  are 
and  have  been  interfering  with  the  Internal  affairs  of  Europe. 
America  cannot  attempt  to  police  Europe  and  remain  at 
peace.    America  is  today  violating  international  law. 

On  September  21, 1939,  this  Nation  was  urged  to  go  back  to 
international  law,  and  a  solemn  promise  was  made  that  "oiu* 
acts  must  be  guided  by  one  single,  hard-headed  thought — 
keeping  America  out  of  this  war."  Is  that  going  to  be  Just 
another  broken  promise? 

I  want  the  mothers  and  fathers  and  the  yoimg  men  of  my 
district  to  know  that  I  am  opposed  to  America  entering  the 
war,  and  I  do  not  want  a  single  American  boy  sacrificed  on 
Europe's  battlefields.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  or  RKXARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  an  edi- 
torial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  wa.s  no  objection. 

Mr.  E>OUGLAS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  letter. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

INFORMATION  FROM  THE  WAX  ZONES 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

•Hiere  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  a 
member  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  and  as  a  member  I 
feel  we  should  not  have  to  depend  upon  radio  commentators 
from  abroad  and  newspapers  in  this  country  for  our  infor- 
mation as  to  what  is  going  on  in  the  war  zones.    We  should 
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be  given  even  hourly  bulletins  by  the  State  Department  to 
keep  ua  in  touch  with  all  phases  of  the  situation.  Therefore 
I  have  introduced  a  resolution  of  inquiry,  which  is  as  follows: 

Resolved.  TTiat  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  Is  hereby  re- 
quMted.  If  not  tocompatlble  with  the  public  interests,  to  transmit 
to  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  Information  of  its  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  the  essential  substance  "of  all  reports  and  com- 
munications received  by  him  or  by  the  Department  of  SUte.  from 
diplomatic  aotirces.  or  otherwise,  concerning  conditions  in  war  zones 
in  foreign  countries  and  their  repcrcxissions  upon  neutral  and  non- 
beJllgerent  countries,  including  those  within  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. 

I  expect  that  Information  within  a  week,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  it 
is  a  privileged  resolution.     [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

PEKMISSIOlf  TO   ADDRESS   THZ   HOTTSI 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
-..^n  next  Tuesday,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  business  on  the 
^^peaker's  table  and  the  legislative  program  of  the  day.  I  may 
be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  two 
editorials  from  the  Jcurnal-Every  Evening,  a  Wilmington 
paper. 

The  SPEAKER.   Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

NrWARK    AIRPORT 

Mr.  VREELAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VREELAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Monday  last  I  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  House  the  closing  of  what  was  once  the 
world's  foremost  airport,  known  as  the  Newark  Airport,  at 
Newark.  N.  J.  In  closing  it.  it  represents  an  expenditure  of 
$11,000,000  of  the  taxpayers'  money  that  is  lying  idle  at  the 
present  time,  with  no  use  except  for  the  National  Guard  units. 
I  am  today  introducing  a  resolution  requesting  the  War  De- 
partment to  make  immediate  negotiations  for  the  control  and 
operation  of  this  airport.  In  my  limited  knowledge  of  mihtary 
operations.  I  believe  it  to  be  a  strategic  airport  for  the  defense 
ol  the  port  of  New  York,  it  being  the  only  adequate  and  com- 
pletely equipped  airport  within  close  proximity  to  Fort  Han- 
cock, the  coast  defense  of  the  entrance  to  that  harbor. 
[App!ause.1 

tHere  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  letter  I  have  received 
from  the  vice  president  of  the  Columbia  Broadcasting  System, 
together  with  regulations  which  the  radio  industry  has  im- 
posed upon  themselves  for  the  handling  of  war  news.  I  am 
advised  by  the  Committee  on  Printing  that  this  will  be  just 
within  or  just  over  the  limit,  but  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  those  remarks  if  they  do  exceed  the  limit. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered- 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Bender  was  granted  permis- 
sion to  revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
'  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude therein  an  address  recently  delivered  by  the  president 
of  Harvard  University. 

The  SPEIAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RouTzoHN  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend 
his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  LANDIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  article  on  vocational  education. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered.    . 

There  was  no  objection. 


HARRY  R.  BRIDGES 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute,  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks,  and  to  include  therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  make  a 
few  observations  on  the  so-called  Allen  bill  on  the  grounds 
that  this  measure  is  a  bill  of  attainder  and  clearly  violates 
article  I.  section  9,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
I  quote: 

Article  I.  section  9.  of  the  Constitution  says:  "No  bill  of  attainder 
or  ex  post  facto  law  shall  he  passed.  A  bill  of  attainder  Is  defined 
as  follows: 

A  bill  of  attainder  is  a  legislative  act  which  Inflicts  punishment 
without  a  Judicial  trial.  If  the  pxmishment  be  less  than  death 
the  act  is  termed  a  bill  of  pains  and  penalties.  Within  the  meaning 
of  the  Constitution  bills  of  atUlnder  Include  bills  of  pains  and 
penalties  A  bill  of  atUlnder  may  affect  the  life  of  an  individual 
or  may  confiscate  his  property,  or  may  do  both.  In  passing  such 
an  act  the  legislative  body,  in  addition  to  Its  legitimate  functions, 
exercised  the  powers  and  office  of  Judge;  It  assumes.  In  the  language 
of  the  textbooks.  Judicial  magistracy;  it  pronounces  upon  the  guilt 
of  th*  party,  without  any  of  the  forms  or  safeguards  of  trial:  It 
determines  the  sufflclency  of  the  proofs  produced,  whether  con- 
formable to  the  rules  of  evidence  or  not;  and  It  fixes  the  degree 
of  punishment  in  accordatlce  with  Its  own  notions  of  the  enormity 
of  the  offense. 

The  issue  is  clearly  stated  in  the  following  editorial  from 
the  Washington  (D.  C.)  Post  of  May  30.  1940.    Again  I  quote: 

STBIKING   AT   DEMOCSACT 

A  bill  by  Representative  Alxen  of  Louisiana  calls  for  the  deporta- 
tion of  Harry  R  Bridges,  west  coast  labor  leader.  Naturally  pro- 
tests have  come  from  the  defense  committee  formed  when  Bridges 
was  facing  deportation  proceedings.  But  the  larger  issue  raised  by 
this  proposal  Is  whether  a  breach  shall  be  made  in  the  Constitution 
to  strike  at  a  leader  of  the  C   I   O. 

James  M.  Landis.  dean  of  the  Harvard  Law  School,  presided  for 
many  weeks  at  hearings  to  determine  whether  Mr.  Bridges  was 
deportable  ns  an  enemy  of  the  established  political  order.  Mr. 
Landis  concluded  that  the  tactics  followed  by  the  C.  I.  O.  labor 
leader  were  not  revolutionary  but  in  accord  with  democratic  prin- 
ciples. The  case  against  Mr.  Bridges  was  accordingly  dropped  and 
there  Is  no  excuse  for  treating  him  as  other  than  a  law-abiding 
citizen. 

The  Allen  bill  Is  plainly  unconstitutional  and  It  seems  entirely 
unlikely  that  it  will  receive  serious  consideration.  However.  It  is 
well  to  call  attention  to  the  extremes  to  which  some  Members  of 
Congress  are  prepared  to  go  to  rid  the  country  of  aliens  whom 
they  regard  as  undesirable. 

The  framers  of  the  Constitution  were  aware  of  the  dangers  of 
permitting  the  legislature  to  punish  individuals  without  benefit  of 
trial.  Hence  they  forbade  Congress  to  pass  bills  of  attainder — bills 
that  are  species  of  extrajudicial  procedure,  for  the  direct  punish- 
ment of  political  offenders. 

It  does  not  require  a  knowledge  of  constitutional  law  to  realize 
the  enormity  of  a  proposal  that  would  condemn  a  man  to  deporta- 
tion by  a  m^re  legislative  decree.  Lightning  thus  Invoked  might 
strike  anybody  who  happened  to  incur  the  displeasure  of  Congress. 
It  would  not  be  necessary  to  limit  attacks  to  aliens  whose  radical 
views  and  union  activities  have  made  them  objects  of  dislike 
and  suspicion  to  influential  groups. 

Even  Mr.  Bridges'  worst  enemies  would  have  cause  to  regret  his 
departure  If  It  were  effected  by  ignoring  constitutional  prohibitions 
against  the  kind  of  legislation  Representative  Allin  has  proposed. 

TAX  ON  BRANDY  AND  WINE  SPIRITS 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  bill  (H.  R.  9117) 
to  eliminate  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  used  in  the 
fortification  of  wine;  to  increase  the  tax  on  wine;  to  com- 
pensate for  the  loss  of  revenue  occasioned  by  the  elimination 
of  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  used  in  the  fortification 
of  wine ;  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask  for  its  consideration 
in  the  House  as  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  from  California  kind.y 
explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  BUCK.  This  is  a  bill  that  has  been  reported  unani- 
mously by  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  Its  purpose 
is  to  simplify  procedure  in  the  collection  of  taxes  on  sweet 
wine.  This  will  benefit  the  wine  producers  and  Treasury  De- 
partment alike.  We  propose  to  eliminate  the  present  tax  on 
the  brandy  which  is  used  in  fortifying  sweet  wines.  The 
present  tax  on  brandy  is  10  cents  a  gallon.  One  gallon  of 
brandy  is  used  in  fortifying  about  3  gallons  of  wine.    The  tax 
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on  finished  sweet  wine  at  the  present  time  is  also  10  cents  a 
gallon.  This  makes  the  tax  on  the  finished  product  about 
13%  cents  a  gallon,  including  the  fortifying  tax. 

It  is  proposed  in  this  bill  to  consolidate  these  two  taxes  and 
to  raise  the  tax  on  the  finished  sweet  wine  product  to  15 
cents  a  gallon.  The  bUl  has  the  approval  of  the  wine  inter- 
ests who  have  been  bothered  by  the  fact  that  the  collection  of 
the  tax  on  brandy  has  been  postponed  for  18  months  by  law. 
The  Treasury  Department  is  also  concerned  over  the  failure 
to  collect  a  great  many  of  these  taxes  due  to  the  deferring  of 
this  tax  for  18  months. 

The  net  increase  in  revenue,  let  me  tell  the  gentleman,  who 
I  see  is  on  the  floor,  the  net  increase  in  revenue  to  the  Gov- 
ernment wUl  be  about  $750,000  a  year;  perhaps  after  the  first 
year  much  more  than  that.  ^ 

The  reason  our  committee  wants  to  get  this  bill  through 
at  the  present  time  ahead  of  the  general  tax  bUl  that  we 
expect  to  introduce  is  that  in  that  tax  bill  we  propose  to 
increase  all  excise  taxes  by  at  least  10  percent.  The  wine 
people  are  perfectly  agreeable  to  an  additional  tax  for  5  years 
for  defense  purposes  of  10  percent  over  and  above  the  Increase 
we  are  putting  on  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman 

yield? 

Mr.  BUCK.    I  yield.  ^  .      ^  ^ 

Mr  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  So  there  may  be  no  misunder- 
sundlng.  some  of  the  Members  talked  to  me  about  this  and 
I  have  tried  to  explain  it  to  them  in  this  way— that  there  is 
no  controversy  between  any  groups  of  spirit  makers,  or  be- 
tween the  champagne  people,  or  anyone  else. 

Mr  BUCK.    This  has  nothing  to  do  with  champagne  at  all. 

Mr  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  It  is  simply  a  proposition  to  com- 
bine these  two  taxes  and  make  the  final  product  more  readily 
taxable.  . 

Mr.  BUCK.  It  makes  the  tax  payable  at  one  time  when 
the  wine  Is  withdrawn  from  bonded  warehouses. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  What  effect  will  It  have  with 
reference  to  the  proposed  tax  bill?  „    .  .^  ,. 

Mr  BUCK.  The  point  of  passing  this  bill  at  the  present 
time  "is  to  make  this  a  law  before  the  passage  of  the  general 
tax  bill  so  we  can  use  the  changed  base  structure  as  the  base 
upon  which  we  will  impose  the  addiUonal  percentage  to  be 
levied  by  the  new  tax  bill. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    By  doing  It  in  this  way  no  one 

escapes  any  taxes. 

Mr.  BUCK.    No.    This  is  an  increase  of  revenue  to  the 

Government.  ,     „       ,         ^n  *v,-  ^r, 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  further? 

Mr.  BUCK.     I  yield.  _.        *         ^ 

Mr  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  Department  made 
certain  recommendations  which  they  said  should  be  incorpo- 
rated in  the  bill  If  It  was  to  receive  their  support.  Were 
those  recommendations  carried  out  in  the  bill? 

Mr  BUCK  Certain  amendments  were  proposed  to  the  biU 
with  reference  to  the  effective  date  and  the  addition  of  sec- 
tion 5  giving  the  Department  power  to  enforce  regulations 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Were  the  Departments 
suggestions  carried  out  In  the  bill? 

Mr  BUCK-    Their  suggestions  were  carried  out. 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  BUCK.    I  yield.  .. 

Mr  FISH  I  would  like  to  inquire  whether  on  completion 
of  tills  bill  we  shall  go  back  to  ttie  1-mlnute  rule?  Several 
Members  were  denied  opportunity  to  submit  Uieir  reqiiests. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  tmderstand  what  the 
gentleman  is  driving  at. 

Mr.  FISH.    To  approach  It  In  another  way.  how  much  time 

wiU  this  bill  take?  ^  ..  ^ 

Mr  BUCK     Not  any  time  at  all.    I  am  going  to  move  the 

previous  question  as  soon  as  Members  on  your  side  are 

through  ai,king  questions.  ,     „      t,        _  «h«« 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 

the  right  to  object 

B4r.  BUCK.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  beUeve  this  is  a  prlvUeged 

bUl. 
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Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BUCK.    I  yield.  _.     „, 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    If  this  biU  is  passed  will 
It  expedite  consideration  of  the  resolution  to  keep  Congress 
in  continuous  session?    I  feel  that  the  Congress  should  be 
in  session  continuously.    I  offered  the  first  resolution  to  that 
effect  and  I  am  very  anxious  that  it  should  be  considered  and 
that  we  should  remain  In  session. 
Mr.  RAYBURN.    Will  the  gentieman  yield? 
Mr.  BUCK.    I  yield  to  the  gentieman  from  Texas. 
Mr.  RAYBURN.    About  these  resolutions  to  prevent  Con- 
gress from  adjourning,  may  I  say  that  If  the  majority  of  the 
House  does  not  want  to  adjourn,  all  it  has  to  do  is  vote  down 
the  resolution  for  a  sine  die  adjournment,  which  I  hope  will 
be  offered  within  10  days. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  BuckI? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  8080  (a)  (I)  (A).  Intemia  Reve- 
nue Code.  Is  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

"(A)  Imposition.  Upon  aU  still  wines.  Including  vernaouth.  and 
all  artiacial  or  imitation  wines  or  compounds  sold  as  still  wine 
produced  In  or  Imported  into  the  United  States  after  February  34. 
1919,  or  which  on  February  25.  1919.  were  on  any  winery  premises  or 
other  bonded  premises  or  in  transit  thereto  or  at  any  customhouse, 
there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  taxes  at  rates  as  foUowa. 
when  sold  or  renioved  for  consumption  or  sale: 

"On  wines  containing  not  more  than  14  percent  of  absolute  alco- 
hol. 6  cents  per  wine-^on.  the  percent  of  alcohol  under  this  sec- 
tion to  be  reckoned  by  volume  and  not  by  weight; 

"On  wines  containing  more  than  14  percent  and  not  exceeding 
21  percent  of  absolute  alcohol.   16  cents  per  wine-gallon: 

"On  wines  containing  more  than  21  percent  and  not  exceeding  24 
percent  of  absolute  alcohol.  25  cents  per  wine-gallon; 

"AU  such  wines  containing  more  than  24  percent  of  absolute 
alcohol  by  volimie  shaU  be  classed  as  dlstUled  spirits  and  shaU  pay 
tyy  accord!  hgly. 

"Any  such  wines  may.  under  such  regulations  as  the  Commis- 
sioner may  prescribe,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  be  sold 
OT  removed  tax-free  for  the  manufacture  of  vinegar,  or  for  the 
production  of  dealcohollaed  wines  containing  lees  than  one-half  of 
1  percent  of  alcohol  by  v<rivime. 

"The  taxes  Imposed  by  this  subparagraph  (A)  of  this  paragraph 
ShaU  not  apply  to  dealcoholized  wines  containing  less  than  one-half 
of  1  percent  of  alcohol  by  volume;  nor,  subject  to  regulations  pre- 
scribed by  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
to  wines  produced  for  the  family  use  of  the  duly  registered  pro- 
ducer thereof  and  not  sold  or  otherwise  removed  from  the  place  of 
manufacture  and  not  exceeding  In  any  case  200  gallons  per  year." 
SBC.  2.  Section  3030  (a)  (2).  Internal  Revenue  Code,  is  amended 
to  read  as  foUows: 

"(2)  Sparkling  wines,  Uquetirs,  and  cordials:  Upon  the  foUowlng 
articles  which  are  produced  In  or  imported  Into  the  United  States, 
after  June  26,  1936,  or  which  on  the  day  after  such  date,  are  on  any 
winery  premises  or  other  bonded  premises  or  in  transit  thereto  or 
at  any  customhouse,  there  shall  be  levied.  coUected,  and  paid,  in 
lieu  of  the  Internal -revenue  taxes  imposed  thereon  by  law  prior  to 
such  date,  taxes  at  rates  as  foUows,  when  sold  or  removed  for  con- 
sumption or  sale: 

"On  each  bottle  or  other  container  of  champagne  or  sparkling 
wine   2V2  cents  on  each  one-half  pint  or  fraction  thereof; 

"On  each  bottle  or  other  container  of  artificially  carbonated  wine, 
1  %  cents  on  each  one-half  pint  or  fraction  thereof; 

"On  each  bottle  or  other  container  of  liqueurs,  cordials,  or  similar 
compounds,  by  whatever  name  sold  or  offered  for  sale,  containing 
sweet  wine,  citrus-fruit  wine,  peach  wines,  cherry  wine,  berry  wine, 
apricot  wine,  prune  wine,  plum  wine,  pear  wine,  or  apple  wine, 
fortified,  respectively,  with  grape  brandy,  cltrus-frult  brandy,  peach 
brandy,  cherry  brandy,  berry  brandy,  aprtcot  brandy,  prune  brandy, 
plum  brandy,  pear  brandy,  or  apple  brandy,  1  ^  cents  on  each  one- 
half  pint  or  fraction  thereof. 

"Any  of  the  foregoing  articles  containing  more  than  24  percent 
of  absolute  alcohol  by  volume  (except  vermouth,  liqueurs,  cordials, 
and  similar  compound.s  made  in  rectifying  plants  and  containing 
tax-paid  sweet  wine,  cltrus-frult  wine,  peach  wine,  cherry  wine. 
berry  wine  apricot  wine,  prune  wine,  plum  wine,  pear  wine,  or  apple 
wine  fortliaed,  respectively,  with  grape  brandy,  cltrus-frult  brandy, 
peach  brandy,  cherry  brandy,  berry  brandy,  apricot  brandy,  prune 
brandy,  plum  brandy,  pear  brandy,  or  apple  t>randy)  shaU  be  classed 
as  distilled  spirits  and  shall  be  taxed  accordingly. 

"The  Commissioner,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  him,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretai-y,  Is  authorized  to  remit,  refxmd.  and 
pay  back  the  amount  of  all  taxes  on  such  liqueurs,  cordials,  and 
similar  compounds  paid  by  or  assessed  against  rectifiers  at  the  dis- 
tUled-splritfi  rate  prior  to  June  26,  1936."  ^  ^  ^ 

Sec.  3.  Section  3031  (a).  Internal  Revenue  Code.  Is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  _    ^  ,.  , 

"(a)  Withdrawal  of  spirits  tar  fortification:  Under  such  regula- 
tions and  official  supervision  and  upon  the  giving  of  euch  notices 
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»nd  entries  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tary may  prescribe,  any  producer  of  wines  defined  under  the  provl- 
■tona  of  this  subchapter  may  withdraw  from  any  frtUt  distillery  or 
Internal-revenue  bonded  warehouse  grape  brandy  (hereafter  in  this 
•ection  Included  In  the  term  brandy),  or  wine  aplrlta.  for  the 
fortiflcatlon  of  such  wines  on  the  premlsas  where  actually  made, 
and  any  producer  of  citrus-fruit  wines,  peach  wines,  cherry  wines. 
berry  wmes.  apricot  wines,  prune  wines,  plxim  wines,  pear  wines,  or 
apple  wines  (hereafter  in  this  section  included  in  the  term  •wlnrs) 
may  similarly  withdraw  citrus-fruit  brandy,  peach  brandy,  cherry 
brandy,  berry  brandy,  apricot  brandy,  prune  brandy,  plum  brandy, 
pear  brandy,  or  apple  brandy  (hereafter  in  this  section  Included  in 
the  term  'brandy')  for  the  fortification  of  wines  as  set  forth  in 
section  3032.  Internal  Revenue  Code,  on  the  premises  where  actually 
made.  The  amounts  of  tax  at  the  rate  Imposed  by  law  on  such 
brandy  or  wine  spirits  shall  be  charged  immediately  upon  with- 
drawal against  the  producer  withdrawing  the  same:  Proi~Uied.  That 
whenever  such  brandy  or  wine  spirits  shall  be  lawfully  used  in  the 
fortification  of  wines  and  accounted  for  in  the  manner  provided  by 
law  and  regulations,  the  producer  shall  be  credited  In  the  amount 
of  the  internal rrevenue  tax  on  so  much  of  the  brandy  or  wine 
spirits  so  withdrawn  as  was  so  used.  Every  producer  of  wines  who 
withdraws  such  brandy  or  wine  spirits  shall  give  l)ond  to  fully  cover 
at  all  times  the  payment  of  the  internal-revenue  tax  at  the  rate 
Imposed  by  law  due  on  such  brandy  or  wine  spirits,  which  Ixinti 
shall  be  In  such  form  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of 
th?  Secretary,  shall,  by  regtilations.  prescribe.  On  and  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  act.  the  internal-revenue  tax  on  such  brandy 
or  wine  spirits  shall  be  assessed  against  the  prodticer  cf  such  wines 
who  has  withdrawn  brandy  or  wine  spirits  for  use  in  the  fortifi- 
cation of  such  wines  when  such  brandy  or  wine  srirtts  are  not 
lawfully  used  in  the  fortlflcatlon  of  wines,  or  when  such  brandy  or 
wine  spirits  are  not  so  accounted  for  in  the  manner  provided  by 
law  and  regulations  as  to  warrant  remission  of  the  tax. 

•Nothing  contained  In  this  section  shall  be  construed  as  exempt- 
ing any  wines,  cordials,  liqueurs,  or  similar  compovmds  from  the 
payment  of  any  tax  provided  for  in  this  subchapter. 

•'Any  such  wines  may.  under  such  regulations  as  the  Commis- 
sioner may  prescribe,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  be  sold  or 
removed  tax-free  for  the  manufacture  of  vinegar,  or  for  the  produc- 
tion of  dealcoholized  wines  containing  less  than  one-half  of  1  per- 
cent of  alcohol  by  volume. 

••The  t-axes  Impast-d  by  this  subchapter  shall  not  apply  to  dealco- 
holized wines  containing  less  than  one-half  of  1  perijent  of  alcohol 
by  volume." 

Sxc  4.  Upon  the  filing  of  a  claim  therefor  by  the  proprietor  of  any 
bonded  winery  or  bonded  storeroom  In  which  there  was  stored  on 
June  30.  IMO.  or  to  which  there  was  in  transit  on  that  date,  wine 
lawfully  fortified  with  brandy  or  wine  spirits,  and  containing  14 
percent  or  more  of  absolute  alcohol  by  volume,  but  not  more  than 
24  percent  or  more  of  absolute  alcohol  by  volume,  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue  is  authorized  to  Issue  to  such  proprietor  suit- 
able documents  entitling  such  proprietor  to  a  credit  of  5  cents  per 
gallon  in  respect  of  each  gallon  of  such  fortified  wine  which  the 
Commissioner  shall  find  was  on  such  proprietor's  bonded  winery  or 
bonded  storeroom  premises  on  June  30.  1940.  or  In  transit  thereto. 
The  amount  of  such  credit  shall  be  allowed  In  whole  or  in  part  In 
the  purchase  of  wine  stamps.  The  claim  shall  be  supported  by  an 
Inventory,  prepared  and  filed  by  the  proprietor  in  such  form  and 
manner  as  the  Commis-sloner  of  Internal  Revenue  shall  prescribe 
by  regulations,  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  by 
Etich  other  proof  as  the  Commissioner  may  from  time  to  time  re- 
quire. The  aforesaid  credit  to  the  proprietor  may  be  transferred  by 
the  proprietor  to  whom  Issued  to  the  proprietor  of  any  other  bonded 
winery  or  bonded  storeroom.  All  clainas  under  this  section  must  be 
filed  on  or  before  October  1.  1940. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments:  ~ 

Page  1.  line  3,  strike  out  "That"  and  Insert  "That,  effective  July  1, 

1940." 
Page  1,  line  8,  strike  out  "Febrtiary  24,  1919'*  and  Insert  "June  30. 

1940" 

Page  2.  line  1.  strike  out  "February  25.  1910"  and  Insert  "July  1. 

1940- 
Page  3.  line  8.  strike  out  "Section"  and  insert  "Effective  July  1. 

1940.  section." 
Page  3.  line  13.  strike  out  "June  26.  1936"  and  insert  "June  30, 

1940- 
Page  3.  line  14.  strike  out  "the  day  after  such  date"  and  insert 

"July  1.  1940* 
P^e  4.  line  25.  strike  out  "SecUon"  and  insert  "Effective  July  1, 

1940.  section." 

Page  6.  line  8.  strike  out  "the  effective  date  of  this  act"  and  Insert 

"July  1.  1940  " 

Page  7.  line  7.  strike  out  "14  percent  or  more  of  absolute  alcohol 

by  volume,  but  not  more  than  24  i>ercent  or  more"  and  Insert  "more 

than  15  percent  of  absolute  alcohol  by  volume,  and  not  exceeding 

24  percent." 
Page  8.  at  the  end  of  the  bill,  add  a  new  section,  as  follows : 
"Sk?.  5.  The  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  with  the  approval 

cf  tbe  Secretary  of   the  Treasury,   shall    prescribe   and   publish  all 

needful  niles  and  regulations  for  the  enforcement  of  this  act." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  biD  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  [jassed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


EXPORTATION  OF  WAR  MATTRIALS 

Mr.  nSH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  FishJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  article  VI  of  the  Hague  Conven- 
tion of  1907.  concerning  the  rights  and  duties  of  neutral 
powers  in  naval  war,  provides: 

The  supply.  In  any  manner,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  a  neutral 
power  to  a  belligerent  power,  of  warships,  anununltlon.  or  war  mate- 
rials of  any  kind  whatever  Is  forbidden. 

Both  the  United  States  and  Germany  are  parties  to  this 
convention.  The  Senate  of  the  United  States  ratified  it  as  a 
treaty  and  it  is  therefore  the  law  of  the  land. 

The  action  of  President  Roosevelt  yesterday  in  opening 
wide  our  Government-owned  arsenals  to  the  Allies  is  a  direct 
violation  of  our  treaty  obligations  and  puts  us  in  the  cJass 
with  other  treaty  violators.  We  have  always  prided  ourselves 
in  upholding  treaty  obligations  and  have  condemned  nations 
that  have  broken  them. 

President  Roosevelt's  action  is  a  most  dangerous  step,  and 
the  last  step  that  can  possibly  be  taken  before  being  involved 
in  the  war.  The  people  of  America  should  know  that  the 
Congress  is  overwhelmingly  opposed  to  our  entrance  into  any 
foreign  war  unless  we  are  attacked  by  some  foreign  nation. 

The  Senate  of  the  United  States  gave  its  advice  and  consent 
to  the  adherence  of  the  Hague  Convention  on  April  17.  1908. 
The  adherence  was  declared  by  the  President  on  February  23, 
1909.  and  the  instrument  was  deposited  with  the  Netherlands 
Government  on  November  27.  1909.  It  is  still  in  full  force 
and  effect  as  a  treaty  of  the  United  States.     [Applause.] 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  SECREST.  Mr.  Sp)eaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  15  minutes  today  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  legislative  business  in  order  for  the  day  and  after  any 
previous  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  SecrestI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

extension   or   REM.^RKS 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  certain  newspaper  articles. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

protection    of   the    nation's    interests   and    INSTITXrnONS 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
own  remarks  and  to  include  copy  of  a  bill  I  am  about  to 
intrcduce. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Snyder]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  last  week  I  Introduced  a  bill 
calling  for  a  certain  protective  set-up  for  the  Mexican 
border,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion. The  chairman  of  that  committee  tells  me  that  that 
committee  cannot  act  on  the  bill  because  of  other  bills.  My 
bill  will  not  be  acted  upon  until  some  time  next  year  in  that 
event,  so  today  I  am  revising  the  bill  and  I  think  it  will  be 
referred  to  a  real  active  committee.  I  am  including  in  my 
proposed  bill  not  only  the  Mexican  border  but  the  Canadian 
border. 

After  we  heard  what  J.  Edgar  Hoover  told  us  yesterday  in 
reference  to  what  is  going  on,  I  want  to  ask  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  to  give  this  bill  immediate  consideration. 

The  bill  I  propose  to  introduce  today  is  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  THat  with  a  view  to  providing  more  effectively 
and  more  efficiently  for  the  care  and  protection  of  the  Nation's 
rights,  liberties,  and  institutions,  the  Secretary  of  War.  in  coopera- 
tion with  the  Attorney  General,  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  establish  or  build,  under  the  supervision  of  the  United  States 
Army  Engineers,  such  number  of  observation  stations  or  guard  posts 
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as  may  be  necessary  to  be  built  on  the  territory  of  the  United  States 
V  adjacent  to  the  border  line  of  the  United  States  and  Mexico  and 
the  border  line  of  the  United  States  and  Canada,  and  that  such 
observation  establishments  or  guard  stations  be  manned  with 
enlisted  men  of  the  United  States  Army  and  sufficient  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  agents  to  properly  carry  out  the  Intents 
and  purposes  of  this  provision. 

Sec.  2.  Such  station  shall  be  made  adequate  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  such  force  of  observers  or  guards  as  may  be  necessary  to 
Insure  constant  vigil,  and  shall  be  provided  with  such  equipment 
"  as  the  Secretary  of  War  in  consultation  with  the  Attorney  General 
may  determine  to  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  for  which  established. 
Including  an  Intercommunicating  system. 

Six;.  3  Such  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary  to  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  this  act  are  hereby  authorized,  not  to  exceed 
$2,125,000. 

I  extension   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  Patrick  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise 
and  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  article  from  the  St.  Paul  Pioneer  Press. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Faddis]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  short  address  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Keller]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  Include  therein  a  statement  from  the  teachers  of  my  State. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Coffee]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

restriction   of   importation   OF  foreign   SECUKiTlES 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  own 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Crawford]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  Evening  Star  of 
today  the  headline  reads:  "United  States  restricts  imports  of 
foreign  securities  to  prevent  German  dumping."  and  in  the 
article  it  is  stated: 

Treasury  officials  said  that  they  were  active  to  prevent  dumping 
to  this  country's  markeu  of  securities  that  may  have  been  seized  • 
from  rightful  owners  in  Belgium,  Holland,  Denmark.  Norway,  and 
Lxixemburg. 

Although  coming  late,  I  congratulate  the  administration 
en  taking  this  important  step. 

May  21,  1940.  I  took  the  floor  of  the  House  under  special 
order  and  pointed  out  rather  specifically  some  of  the  losses 
cur  people  were  suffering  and  called  upon  the  officials  of 
Government  to  check  selling  of  captured  securities  and  to 
fiu-nish  us  with  information  as  to  foreign  holdings.  Those 
who  are  interested  will  find  my  remarks  on  pages  6575  to 
6577  of  the  Record.  Again  on  Monday  evening  June  3,  from 
New  York  City.  I  delivered  an  address  over  the  radio — see 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record,  pages  3574  and  3575 — and  again 
made  an  appeal  for  action  on  the  part  of  our  officials  to  fur- 
ther control  this  foreign  dumping  of  securities  taken  from 
rightful  owners  though  conquest.  The  Securities  Exchange 
•  Commission  and  the  Treasury  Department  know  full  well  that 
the  nationals  of  conquered  countries  such  as  Belgium  and 
Holland  have  been  and  are  now  holders  of  American  securities 
in  vast  quantities  and  this  action  to  restrict  Imports  has  not 
come  one  moment  too  early.  Let  the  restrictions  be  rigidly 
applied. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

1  Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 
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The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 
There  was  no  objcctioiL 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  view  of  the  Presi- 
dent's unparalleled  action  in  stripping  our  national  defense 
to  send  so-called  deteriorated  or  obsolete  planes  abroad.  I 
would  like  an  answer  to  two  questions  from  the  majority.  The 
first  is.  Is  there  any  chance  that  our  President  is  going  to 
send  some  similarly  deteriorated  or  obsolete  soldiers  abroad? 
The  second  is.  Can  we  receive  any  assurance  as  to  when  these 
planes  that  have  been  taken  from  our  national  defense  will 
be  replaced?    I  ask  these  questions  of  the  majority. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  query 
made  by  the  gentleman  who  just  preceded  me,  I  will  state 
that  the  Navy  Department  has  turned  back  to  an  aviation 
company  some  50  dive  bombers,  for  the  reason  that  these 
planes  were  assigned  to  reserve  aviation  units  throughout 
the  country,  and  the  officer  personnel  of  these  units  have 
been  called  to  active  duty,  so  that  there  is  no  need  for  these 
planes  to  be  housed  at  this  time  at  their  bases.  Whenever 
the  Government  needs  those  planes  they  will  be  restored  by 
the  aviation  company  to  whom  they  have  been  turned  back. 
Mr.  KNUTSON.  When  will  they  be  restored? 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  It  will  take  about  6  months  to 
get  the  aviation  program  under  way.  The  Curtiss  Co.  can 
restore  them  immediately. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Will  there  be  no  emergency  for  6 
months? 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    How  old  are  these  planes? 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     These  planes  are  a  year  old. 
It  is  the  best  trade  the  Government  has  made,  because  we 
will  get  modern,  up-to-date.  Improved  planes. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  anyone  who  listens 
to  the  radio,  who  reads  the  press,  or  who  reads  the  mail  that 
comes  across  his  desk  today  will  have  no  difficulty  in  deter- 
mining that  the  opinion  of  this  country  Is  overwhelmingly 
to  the  effect  that  the  President  was  right  sometime  ago  when 
he  said  the  frontiers  of  this  Nation  were  on  the  Rhine.  [Boos 
from  the  Republican  side.]  You  can  boo  if  you  want  to.  Of 
course,  you  are  attempting  to  justify  the  attitude  your  leaders 
adopted  20  years  ago  when  for  partisan  purposes  they  ruined 
the  chances  of  peace  for  this  Nation  and  all  the  world.  You 
can  boo  at  that  if  you  want  to,  but  you  will  have  to  produce 
more  reason  and  logic  than  mere  boos  when  you  try  to  con- 
vince the  American  people  this  fall  that  the  French  Army 
and  the  British  Navy  were  not  important  parts  of  our  line  of 
defense,  and  that  we  are  not  justified  in  assisting  them  in 
furnishing  them  with  materiel.     [Applause.] 

amendments  to  national  labor  relations  act 
Mrs.  NORTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  re- 
solve itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9195)  to  amend  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bUl  H.  R.  9195,  with  Mr.  Jonis  of  Texas 
in  the  chair. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
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ne  CHAIRMAN.    At  the  time  the  Committee  rose  yester- 

t '     day   the   Committee   had   under   consideration   the   Smith 

V     amendment.    Without  objection,  the  further  reading  of  that 

amendment  will  be  dispensed  with  and  the  amendment  will 

be  printed  in  the  Ricord. 

There  was  no  objection. 

"Hie  amendment  is  as  follows: 

That  tma  set  may  be  cited  as  tbe  National  Labor  Relations  Act 
amendments  of  19iO. 

Sec  2  Section  1  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  (Including 
the  beading  thereof)  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"fTWDmca    A1»D    POUCT 

"Sicnoj*  1.  The  failure  to  bargain  collectively  between  em- 
ployers and  employees  leads  to  strikes  and  other  forms  of  indus- 
trial strife  or  unrest,  which  hare  the  necessary  effect  of  burdening 
or  obstructing  commerce  by  (a)  Impairing  the  efficiency,  safety,  or 
operation  of  the  Instrumentalities  of  commerce:  (b)  ocCTirrlng  In 
the  current  of  commerce;  (c)  materially  affecting,  restraming.  or 
controlling  the  flow  of  raw  materials  or  manufactured  or  processed 
goods  from  or  Into  the  channels  of  commerce,  or  the  prices  of  such 
■materials  or  goods  In  conunerce;  or  (d)  causing  diminution  of 
•oqduyment  and  wages  In  such  volume  as  substantially  to  impair 
or  diBupt  the  market  for  goods  flowing  from  or  mto  the  channels 
of  oflwnirrce. 

•"Ttoe  Inequality  of  bargaining  power  between  employees  who  do 
not  poasess  full  freedom  of  a-ssoclatlon  or  actual  liberty  of  contract, 
and  employers  who  are  organized  In  the  corporate  or  other  forms 
of  ownership  association  substantially  burdens  and  effects  the  flow 
of  commerce,  and  tends  to  aggravate  recurrent  business  de- 
pressions, by  depressing  wage  rates  and  the  purchasing  power  of 
wage  earners  m  Industry  and  by  preventing  the  stabilization  of 
eosnpetltlve  wage  rates  and  working  conditions  within  and  between 
Industries. 

"Experience  has  proved  that  protection  by  law  of  ttbe  right  of 
employees  to  organise  and  bargain  collectively  safegards  com- 
merce from  Injury.  Impairment,  or  Interruption,  and  promotes  the 
flow  of  commerce  by  removing  certain  recognized  sources  of  indus- 
trial strife  and  unrest,  by  encouraging  practices  fundamental  to 
the  friendly  adjustment  of  Industrial  disputes  arising  out  of 
differences  as  to  wages,  hours,  or  other  working  conditions,  and 
by  restoring  equality  of  bargaining  power  between  employers  and 
employees 

"It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  United  States  to 
eliminate  the  causes  of  certain  substantial  ^obstructions  to  the 
free  flow  of  commerce  and  to  mitigate  and  eliminate  these  obstruc- 
tions when  they  have  occurred  by  protecting  the  exercise  by  work- 
ers of  full  freedom  of  association,  self-organization,  and  the  desig- 
nation of  representatives  of  their  own  cboof  ing.  for  the  purpose  of 
negotiating  the  terms  and  conditions  of  their  emploj-ment  or  other 
mutual  aid  or  protection." 

Sxc.  3  (a)  Section  2  (3)  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  Is 
ameixled  to  read  as  follows: 

"(3)  The  term  'employee'  shall  mdude  any  employee,  and  shall 
not  be  limited  to  the  employees  of  a  particular  employer,  unless 
the  act  explicitly  states  otherwL<)e.  and  shall  include  any  Individual 
whose  work  has  ceased  as  a  consequence  of.  or  in  connection  with, 
any  current  labor  dispute  or  because  of  any  unfair  labor  practice, 
and  who  has  not  obtained  any  other  regular  and  substantially 
equivalent  employment,  but  shall  not  Include  any  Individual  em- 
ployed as  an  agricultural  laborer,  or  In  the  domestic  service  of  any 
family  or  person  at  his  home,  or  any  mdlvldual  employed  by  his 
parent  or  spouse,  and  for  the  purposes  of  the  provLsions  of  section 
10  (c)  relating  to  reinstatement  by  any  employer,  does  not  inclu'le 
any  employee  who  a  prep<~ndrrance  of  the  testimony  taken  shows 
has  willfully  envaired  In  violence  or  unlawful  destruction  or  seizure 
of  property  In  connection  with  any  current  labor  dispute  or  unfair 
labor  practice  Involving  such  employer,  or  In  connection  with  any 
organizational  activities  of  a  labor  organlisatlon  among  employees 
of  such  employer.  For  the  purposes  at  this  subsection,  'agricultural 
In  borer'  means  any  person  employed  In  performing  'agrlculttiral 
labor'  as  that  term  Is  defined  In  section  1426  (h)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  as  amended." 

(b)  Section  2   (11)   of  such  act  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"(11)  The  term  'Administrator'  means  the  Administrator  of  the 

National  Labor  Relations  Act  provided  for  in  section  3  (d)." 

(c)  Section  2  of  such  act  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following: 

"(12)  The  terms  'collective  bargaining'  and  "bargain  collectively* 
shall  be  deemed  to  Include  the  requirement  that  an  employer  or 
his  representatives  meet  and  confer  with  his  employees  or  their 
representatives,  listen  to  their  complaints,  discuss  differences,  and 
make  every  reasonable  effort  to  compose  such  differences,  but  shall 
not  be  construed  as  compelling  or  coercing  either  party  to  reach 
an  agreement  or  to  submit  counterproposals." 

Sec  4.  (a)  The  heading  of  section  3  of  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
**:  Administrator  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act." 

(bi   Section  3  (a)  of  such  act  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

•*S«c.  3  (a)  There  Is  hereby  created  a  board,  to  be  known  as  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  (In  this  act  called  the  'B-mrd'). 
which  shall  be  composed  of  three  members,  who  shall  be  appointed 
by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate. 
One  of  the  original  members  shall  be  appomted  for  a  term  of  1 
r,  one  for  a  term  of  3  years,  and  one  for  a  term  of  5  years,  but 


their  successors  shall  be  appomted  for  terms  of  6  years  each,  except 
that  any  Individual  chosen  to  fill  a  vacancy  shall  be  appointed  only 
for  the  unexpired  term  cf  the  member  whom  he  shall  succeed.  The 
President  shall  designate  one  member  to  serve  as  chairman  of  the 
Board.  Not  more  than  two  of  the  members  of  the  Board  shall  be 
members  of  the  same  political  party.  Any  member  of  the  Board  may 
be  removed  by  the  President,  upon  notice  and  hearing,  for  neglect 
of  duty  or  malfeasance  m  office  but  for  no  other  cause.  It  shall  be 
the  duty  of  the  Board,  as  hereinafter  provided,  to  hear  and  determine 
complaints  made  and  flled  with  It  by  the  Administrator  charging 
persons  with  engaging  in  unfair  labor  practices,  to  hold  and  super- 
vise elections  to  ascertain  representatives  who  have  been  selected  l(x 
the  purposes  of  collective  bargaining,  to  deternime  units  appro- 
priate for  the  purpose  of  collective  bargaining,  and  to  exercise  such 
other  functions  as  are  conferred  upon  It  by  this  act." 

(cV  Section  3  of  such  act  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  there- 
of the  following: 

"(d)  There  is  hereby  established  an  Administrator  cf  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act.  The  Administrator  sh.iU  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  and 
shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of  IIO.OOO  per  aimum.  He 
shall  not  engage  \n  any  other  busmess,  vocation,  or  employment. 
The  Administrator  may  appoint,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  civil-service  laws  but  subject  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1923.  as 
amended,  an  executive  secretary,  and  such  attorneys  and  regional 
directors,  and  may  appoint  such  other  employees,  with  regard  to 
existing  laws  applicable  to  the  employment  and  compensation  of 
ofllcers  and  employees  of  the  United  States,  as  he  may  from  time 
to  time  find  necessary.  The  Administrator  may  establish  or  utilize 
such  regional,  local,  or  other  agencies,  and  utilise  such  voluntary 
and  uncompensated  services,  as  may  from  time  to  time  be  needed. 
Attorne3rs  app>olnted  under  this  subsection  may,  In  the  discretion  of 
the  Administrator,  appear  for  Euid  represent  the  Administrator  In  any 
case  in  court.  In  case  of  a  vacancy  In  the  office  of  Administrator,  or 
In  case  of  the  absence  of  the  Administrator,  the  President  shall 
designate  the  officer  or  employee  of  the  Administrator  who  shall 
serve  as  Administrator  during  such  vacancy  or  absence.  Expcn-ses 
of  the  Administrator,  Including  all  necessary  traveling  and  subsL-^t- 
ence  expenses  Incurred  by  the  Administrator  or  employees  of  the 
Administrator  under  his  orders  while  away  from  his  or  their  official 
station  shall  be  allowed  and  paid  on  the  presentation  of  itemized 
vouchers  therefor  approved  by  the  Administrator  or  by  any  em- 
ployee he  designates  for  that  purpose.  It  shall  be  tbe  duty  of  the 
Administrator,  as  hereinafter  provided,  to  Investigate  charges  of 
unfair  labor  practices,  to  Issue  complaints  If  he  has  reasonable 
cause  to  believe  such  charges  are  true,  to  prosecute  such  complaints 
before  the  Board,  to  make  application  to  the  courts  for  enforcement 
of  orders  of  the  Board,  and  to  exercise  such  other  functions  as  are 
conferred  on  him  by  this  act.  The  AdmlnLstrator  shall  be  made  a 
party  to  all  proceedings  before  the  Board,  and  ^hall  present  such 
testimony  therein  and  request  the  Board  to  take  such  action  with 
respect  thereto  as  In  his  opinion  will  carry  out  the  policies  of  this 
act.  Any  function  which  may  be  exercised  by  the  Administrator 
may  also  be  exercised  by  any  officer  or  employee  or  apency  of  the 
Administrator  designated  by  the  Administrator  for  that  purjjose." 
Sec.  5  Section  4  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Sac.  4.  (a)  Each  member  of  the  Board  shall  receive  a  salary  of 
$10,000  a  year,  shall  be  eligible  for  reappolntnjent,  and  shall  not 
engage  In  any  other  business,  vocation,  or  employment.  The  Board 
may  appoint,  without  regard  for  the  provisions  of  the  civil -service 
laws  but  subject  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amended,  an 
executive  secretary,  a  secretary  to  each  member,  and  such  attorneys 
and  trial  examiners,  and  may  appoint  such  other  empl03ree8  with 
regard  to  existing  laws  applicable  to  the  employment  and  compen- 
sation of  officers  and  employees  of  the  United  States,  as  It  may 
from  time  to  time  find  necessary  for  the  proper  performance  of  Its 
duties  and  as  may  be  from  time  to  time  appropriated  for  by  Con- 
gress. Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the  Board 
or  the  Administrator  to  appoint  or  employ  individuals  for  the 
purpose  of  conciliation  or  mediation  or  for  statistical  work. 

'•(t>)  All  of  the  expenses  of  the  Board,  Including  all  necessary 
traveling  and  subsistence  expenses  outside  tbe  District  of  Columbia 
tocvirred  by  the  members  or  employees  of  the  Board  under  Its  orders, 
shall  be  allowed  and  paid  on  the  presentation  of  itemized  vouchers 
therefor  approved  by  the  Board  or  by  any  Individual  It  designates 
for  that  purpose." 

Sec.  6.  Section  5  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Sac.  5.  The  principal  offices  of  the  Board  and  of  the  Adminis- 
trator, respectively,  shall  be  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  they 
may  exercise  any  or  all  of  their  respective  powers  at  any  other 
place.  The  Board  may,  by  one  or  more  of  Its  members  or  by  such, 
trial  examiner  or  examiners  as  It  may  deslgruite,  conduct  hearings 
In  any  part  of  the  United  States.  The  conducting  of  any  such 
hearing  by  a  member  shall  not  disqualify  such  member  from  sub- 
sequently participating  in  a  decision  of  the  Board  In  the  same  case." 

Src.  7.  Section  6  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Sxc.  6.  The  Board  and  the  Administrator,  respectively,  shall  have 
authority  from  time  to  time  to  make,  amend,  and  rescind  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  their  respective 
functions  under  this  act.  Such  rxiles  and  regulations  shall  be 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  manner  which  the  Board  or  the 
Administrator,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  prescribe." 

Sac.  8.  (a)  Section  8  (1)  of  the  NaUonal  Labor  Relations  Act  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 
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"(1)  To  interfere  with,  restrain,  or  coerce  employees  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  the  rights  guaranteed  m  section  7.  but  nothing  In  this 
section  or  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  or  interpreted  to  prohibit 
any  expressions  of  opinion  with  respect  to  any  matter  which  may 
be  of  interest  to  employees  or  the  general  public,  provided  that  such 
expressions  of  opinion  are  not  accompanied  by  acts  of  coercion. 
Intimidation,  discrimination,  or  threats  thereof." 

(b)  Section  8(5)  of  such  act  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(5)  To  refuse  to  bargain  collectively  with  the  representatives 
of  hU  employees,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  9  ( a ) .  except 
that  such  refusal  to  bargain  collectively  with  any  such  representa- 
tive shall  not,  unless  a  certification  with  respect  to  such  repre- 
sentative Is  in  effect  under  section  9,  be  an  unfair  labor  practice 
m  any  case  where  any  other  such  representative  (not  established, 
maintained,  or  assisted  by  any  action  defined  In  this  ac  as  an 
unfair  labor  practice)  has  made  a  claim  that  It  represents  a  majority 
of  the  employees  in  a  conflicting  bargaining  unit." 

Sxc.  9.  Section  9  (including  the  heading  thereof)  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"REPRESENTATIVES  AKD  ELECTIONS 

"See.  9.  (a)  Representatives  designated  or  selected  for  the  pur- 
poses of  collective  bargaining  by  the  majority  of  the  employees  In 
a  unit  appropriate  for  such  purposes  shall  be  the  exclusive  repre- 
sentatives of  all  the  employees  in  such  unit  for  the  purposes  of 
collective  bargaining  In  respect  to  rates  of  pay,  wages,  hours  of 
employment,  or  other  conditions  of  employment:  Provided.  That 
any  Individual  employee  or  a  group  of  employees  shall  have  the 
right  at  any  time  to  present  grievances  to  their  employer. 

"(b)  The  Board  shall  upon  application  under,  and  subject  to  the 
provisions  of.  subsection  (c)  of  this  section  determine  in  each  case 
whether.  In  order  to  instire  to  employees  the  full  benefit  of  their 
right  to  self-organization  and  to  collective  bargaining,  the  unit 
appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  collective  bargaining  shall  be  the 
employer  unit,  craft  unit,  plant  tmlt,  or  subdivision  thereof. 

"(c)  Whenever  written  application  Is  made  to  the  Board  under 
oath: 

"(1)  By  an  employer  alleging  that  two  or  more  representatives 
have  each  presented  to  him  a  claim  with  respect  to  the  same  bar- 
gaining unit  that  It  represents  a  majority  of  his  employees  In  such 
bargaining  unit,  that  none  of  such  representatives  is  a  labor  organ- 
ization established,  maintained,  or  assisted  by  any  action  defined 
m  section  8  as  an  unfair  labor  practice,  and  that  such  employer 
mtends  to  bargain  collectively  with  the  representatives  designated 
for  that  purpose  by  the  majority  of  his  employees  in  the  unit  de- 
termined by  the  Board  to  be  appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  col- 
lective bargaining  when  such  representatives  are  ascertained;  or 

"(2)  By  employees,  or  a  representative  representing  employees,  of 
any  employer  who  constitute  not  less  than  20  percent  of  the  em- 
ployees In  the  bargaining  unit  claimed  to  be  appropriate  for  the 
purpose  of  collective  bargaining,  alleging  (A)  that  a  controversy 
has  arisen  among  the  employees  in  the  unit  so  claimed  as  to  who 
have  been  designated  their  representative  or  representatives  for 
collective  bargaining,  or  whether  the  majority  of  the  employees  in 
such  unit  have  designated  a  representative  or  representatives  for  col- 
lective bargaining,  or  (B)  that  a  controversy  has  arisen  as  to  the 
unit  or  units  appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  collective  bargaining, 
and  (C)  that  they  are  not  members  of,  or  that  such  representative 
Is  not,  a  labor  organization  established,  maintained,  or  assisted  by 
any  action  defined  in  section  8  as  an  unfair  latxir  practice — the 
Board  shall  give  due  notice  to  Interested  persons  of  the  filing  of 
such  application  and  set  the  question  for  hearing  within  a  rea- 
sonable time  either  In  conjunction  with  a  proceeding  under  sec- 
tion 10  or  otherwise.  Any  Interested  person  may  file  with  the 
Board  an  Intervening  application,  which  shall  be  under  oath  and 
be  in  such  form  and  contain  such  allegations  as  the  Board  may  by 
rules  and  regulations  prescribe.  If  upKjn  the  evidence  adduced  at 
the  hearing  the  Board  finds  that  the  allegations  of  the  application 
are  true  and  that  the  question  is  one  affecting  commerce.  It  shall, 
subject  to  the  provisioivs  of  subsection  (e),  by  order  determine  the 
tmit  appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  collective  bargaining,  which 
shall  In  no  case  be  larger  than  the  largest  unit  claimed  In  an  ap- 
plication flled  by  employees  or  representatives  in  the  proceeding. 
After  determining  the  unit  appropriate  for  collective  bargaining, 
the  Board  shall  take  a  secret  ballot  of  employees  in  the  unit  so 
determined  and  by  order  certify  the  name  or  names  of  the  repre- 
sentatives which  a  majority  of  the  employees  voting  have  des  g- 
nated  or  selected  as  their  representative  or  representatives  for  col- 
lective bargaining  Such  certification  shall  be  effective  for  1  year 
from  the  date  of  the  entry  of  such  order. 

"(d)  Whenever  an  order  of  the  Board  made  pursuant  to  section 
10  (c)  is  based  In  whole  or  In  part  upon  facU  certified  following 
an  Investigation  pursuant  to  sut)sectlon  (c)  of  this  section,  and 
there  Is  a  petition  for  the  enforcement  or  review  of  such  order, 
such  certification  and  the  record  of  such  Investigation  shall  be 
mcluded  In  the  transcript  of  the  entire  record  required  to  be  flled 
under  subsections  10  (e)  or  10  (f),  and  thereupon  the  decree  of 
the  court  enforcing,  modifying,  or  setting  aside  in  whole  or  in  part 
the  order  of  the  Board  shall  be  made  and  entered  upon  the  plead- 
ings, testimony,  and  proceedings  set  forth  In  such  transcript. 

"(e)  Whenever  two  or  more  representatives  in  applications  filed 
In  a  proceeding  under  subsection  (b)  have  each  alleged  with  respect 
to  conflicting  bargaining  units  that  a  majority  cf  the  employees 
therein  have  authorized  such  representative  to  be  their  representa- 
tive for  collective  bargaining,  the  Board  shall  make  a  finding  to  that 
effect  and  shall  not  have  any  power  to  determine  the  unit  appro- 
priate for  the  purposes  of  collective  bargaining  imtil  such  repre- 


sentatives have  by  anrltten  agreement  settled  the  dispute  between 
them  as  to  the  appropriate  unit,  or  to  determine  any  unit  to  be 
appropriate  for  such  purposes  which  is  not  specified  and  agreed  upon 
in  such  agreement  as  being  appropriate  for  such  purpnases.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  subsection  'representative'  does  not  Include  a  labor 
organization  established,  maintained,  or  assisted  by  any  action 
defined  in  this  act  as  an  unfair  labor  practice." 

Sec.  10.  Section  10  (Including  the  heading  thereof)  of  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"PREVENTION   OP  UNPAIR  LABOR   PRACTICES 

"Sec.  10.  (a)  The  Board  Is  empowered,  as  hereinafter  provided,  to 
prevent  any  person  from  engtiging  in  any  unfair  labor  practice 
(listed  In  sec.  8)  affecting  commerce.  This  power  shall  be  exclusive, 
and  shall  not  be  affected  by  any  other  means  of  adjustment  or  pre- 
vention that  has  been  or  may  be  established  by  agreement,  code, 
law.  or  otherwise. 

"(b)  Whenever  It  Is  charged  that  any  person  has  engaged  in  or  is 
engaging  In  any  such  unfair  latior  practice,  the  Administrator  shall 
Investigate  such  charge,  and  If  he  has  reasonable  cause  to  believe 
such  charge  Is  true,  he  shall  Issue  and  cause  to  be  served  upon  such 
person  a  complaint  stating  such  charge,  except  that  the  Admims- 
trator  shall  not  have  power  to  issue  a  complaint  stating  a  charge  cf 
any  unfair  labor  practice  which  occurred  more  than  6  months  prior 
to  the  date  on  which  such  charge  was  flled  with  the  Administrator, 
Upon  the  flllng  by  the  Administrator  of  such  complaint  wlOi  the 
Board,  the  Board  shall  set  the  case  for  hearing  before  the  B(mrd  or 
a  member  thereof,  or  before  a  designated  trial  examiner  or  exam- 
iners, at  a  place  which  the  Board  shall  flx,  not  less  than  15  days 
after  the  serving  of  such  complaint.  Any  such  complaint  may,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Board,  or  with  the  approval  of  the  member, 
examiner,  or  examiners  conducting  the  hearing,  be  amended  by  the 
Administrator  at  any  time  prior  to  the  issuance  of  an  order  based 
thereon.  The  person  so  complained  of  shall  have  the  right  to  flle 
an  answer  to  the  original  or  amended  complaint  and  to  appear  In 
person  or  otherwise  and  give  testimony  at  the  place  and  time  fixed , 
by  the  Board.  In  the  discretion  of  the  Board,  or  the  member,  ex- 
aminer, or  examiners  conducting  the  hearing,  any  other  person  may 
be  allowed  to  Intervene  in  the  said  proceeding  and  to  present  testi- 
mony. Any  such  proceeding  shall,  so  far  as  practicable,  be  con- 
ducted In  accordance  with  the  rules  of  evidence  applicable  In  the 
district  courts  of  the  United  States  under  the  Rules  of  Civil  Pro- 
cedure for  the  District  Courts  of  the  United  States,  adopted  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  the  act  of  June  19, 
1934   (U.  S.  C,  title  28,  sees.  723-B,  723-C). 

"(c)  The  testimony  taken  by  the  Board,  member,  examiner,  or 
examiners  shall  be  reduced  to  writing  and  flled  with  the  Board. 
Thereafter,  In  Its  discretion,  the  Board  upon  notice  may  take  fur- 
ther testlmcny  or  hear  argument.  If  upon  the  preponderance  of  the 
testimony  taken  the  Board  shall  be  of  the  opinion  that  any  person 
named  in  the  complaint  has  engaged  In  or  Is  engaging  In  any  such 
unfair  labor  practice,  then  the  Board  shall  state  Its  findings  of  fact 
and  shall  Issue  and  cause  to  be  served  on  such  person  an  order 
requiring  such  person  to  cea.se  and  desist  from  such  unfair  Isibos^ 
practice,  and  to  take  such  affirmative  action  requested  in  the  com- 
plaint, which  may  Include  reinstatement  of  employees  with  or 
without  back  pay,  as  will  effectuate  the  policies  of  this  act.  Such 
order  may  further  require  such  person  to  make  reports  from  time  to 
time  to  the  Administrator  showing  the  extent  to  which  he  has 
compiled  with  the  order.  If  upon  the  preponderance  of  the  testi- 
mony taken  the  Board  shall  not  be  of  the  opinion  in  the  case  of  any 
person  named  in  the  complaint  that  such  person  has  engaged  In 
or  Is  engaging  In  any  such  unfair  labor  practice,  then  the  Board 
shall  state  Its  flndlngs  of  fact  and  shall  Issue  an  order  dismissing  the 
said  complaint  as  to  such  person.  No  order  of  the  Board  or  of  any 
court  requiring  the  payment  by  an  employer  of  money  by  reason 
of  a  finding  that  such  employer  has  engaged  In  or  Is  engaging  In  any 
unfair  labor  practice  shall  require  such  payment  with  respect  to 
a  period  longer  than  6  months,  or  with  respect  to  a  period  which 
when  added  to  any  previous  period  with  respect  to  which  such 
payment  was  required  either  by  the  Board  or  by  any  court  by 
reason  of  the  same  finding.  Is  longer  than  6  months.  In  case  the 
testimony  taken  is  taken  before  a  member  of  the  Board,  or  before 
an  examiner  or  examiners  thereof,  such  member,  or  such  examiner 
or  examiners,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  Issue  and  cause  to  be  served 
on  the  parties  to  the  proceeding  a  proposed  report,  together  with  a 
recommended  order,  which  shall  be  filed  with  the  Board,  and  If 
no  exceptions  are  flled  within  20  days  after  service  thereof  upon 
such  parties,  or  within  such  further  period  as  the  Board  may  author- 
ize, such  recommended  order  shall  become  the  order  of  the  Board 
and  become  effective  as  therein  prescribed. 

"(d)  Until  a  transcript  of  the  record  In  a  case  shall  have  been 
flled  In  a  court,  as  hereinafter  provided,  the  Board  may,  at  any 
time,  upon  reasonable  notice  and  in  such  manner  as  it  shall  deem 
proper,  modify  or  set  aside.  In  whole  or  In  part,  any  flnding  or  order 
made  or  Issued  by  It  or  by  any  member,  examiner,  or  examiners 

thereof.  ^      -   ..^      « 

"(e)  The  Administrator  shall  at  the  request  of  the  Board,  or 
may  on  hla  own  motion,  petition  any  circuit  court  of  appeals  of 
the  United  States  (Including  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  District  of  Columbia),  or.  If  all  the  circuit  courts  of  appeals 
to  which  application  may  be  made  are  In  vacation,  any  district 
court  of  the  United  States  (Including  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia)  wlthm  any  circuit  or 
district,  respectively,  wherein  the  unfair  labor  practice  In  question 
occurred  or  wherein  such  person  resides  or  transacts  business,  for 
the  enforcement  of  such  order  and  for  appropriate  temporary  relief 
or  restraining  order,  and  shall  flle  m  the  court  a  transcript  of  the 
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entire  ircord  In  the  proceecHnj?.  certlfled  by  the  Board.  Including 
the  pleading  and  testimony  upon  which  such  order  was  entered  and 
the  nndlngs  and  order  of  the  Board.  Upon  stich  flllng  the  court 
•ball  cause  notice  thereof  to  be  served  upon  such  person,  and  there- 
vpon  shall  have  Jurisdiction  of  the  proceeding  and  of  the  question 
determined  therein,  and  shall  have  power  to  grant  such  temporary 
relief  or  restraining  order  as  It  deems  Just  and  proper,  and  to  make 
»nd  enter  upon  the  pleadings,  testimony,  and  proceedings  set  forth 
In  such  transcript  a  decre*  enforcing,  modifying,  and  enforcing  as 
so  modified,  or  setting  aside  In  whole  or  In  part  the  order  of  the 
Board.  No  objection  that  has  not  been  \irged  before  the  Board, 
Its  member,  examiner,  or  examiners  shall  be  considered  by  the  court, 
unless  the  failure  or  neglect  to  urge  such  objection  shall  be  excused 
because  of  extraordinary  circumstances.  The  findings  of  the  Board 
as  to  the  facts  shall  be  conclusive  unless  It  Is  made  to  appear  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  court  ( 1 )  that  the  findings  of  fact  are  clearly 
erroneous,  or  (2)  that  the  findings  of  fact  are  not  supported  by 
substanUal  evidence.  If  either  party  shall  apply  to  the  court  for 
leave  to  adduce  additional  evidence  and  shall  sjhow  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  court  that  such  additional  evidence  is  material  and 
that  there  were  reasonable  grounds  for  the  failure  to  adduce  such 
evidence  In  the  hearing  before  the  Board,  its  member,  examiner, 
or  examiners,  the  court  may  order  such  additional  evidence  to  be 
taken  before  the  Board,  it*  member,  examiner,  or  examiners  and 
to  be  made  a  part  of  the  transcript.  The  Board  may  modify  its 
fln^<iig«  as  to  the  facts,  or  make  new  findings,  by  reason  of  addi- 
tional evidence  so  taken  and  filed,  and  it  shall  file  such  modified 
or  new  findings,  which  shall  be  condvislve  unless  It  is  made  to 
appear  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  (1)  that  such  findings  are 
clearly  erroneous,  or  (3)  that  such  findings  are  not  supported  by 
substantial  evidence,  and  the  Board  shall  file  its  recommendations. 
If  any,  for  the  modification  or  setting  aside  of  Its  original  order. 
The  Jurisdiction  cf  the  cotirt  shall  be  exclusive  and  Its  Judgment 
and  decree  shall  be  final,  except  that  the  same  shall  be  subject 
to  review  by  the  appropriate  circuit  court  of  appeals  if  application 
was  made  to  the  district  court  as  hereinabove  provided,  and  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  SUtes  uiDon  writ  of  certiorari  or 
ctTtiflcaUon  as  provided  In  sections  239  and  240  of  the  Judicial 
Code,  as  amended  (U.  8.  C.  Utle  28.  sees.  346  and  347). 

"(f)  Any  person  aggrieved  by  a  final  order  of  the  Board  (includ- 
ing a  final  order  under  section  9)  granting  or  denying  In  whole 
or  in  part  the  relief  sought  may  obtain  a  review  of  such  order  In 
any  circuit  court  of  appeals  of  the  United  States  in  the  circuit 
wherein  the  unfair  labor  practice  In  question  was  alleged  to  have 
been  engaged  in  or  wherein  such  person  resides  or  transacts  business, 
or  in  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, by  filing  In  such  court  a  written  petition  praying  that  the 
order  of  the  Board  be  modified  or  set  aside.  A  copy  of  such  petition 
shall  be  forthwith  served  upon  the  Administrator,  and  thereupon 
the  aggrieved  party  shall  file  in  the  court  a  transcript  of  the  entire 
r«t>rd  m  the  proceeding,  certified  by  the  Board,  including  the 
pleading  and  testimony  upon  which  the  order  complained  of  was 
entered  and  the  findings  and  order  of  the  Board.  Upon  such  flllng. 
the  court  shall  proceed  In  the  same  manner  as  In  the  case  of  an 
application  by  the  Administrator  under  subsection  (e)  and  shall 
have  the  same  exclusive  Jtulsdlction  to  grant  to  the  Administrator 
such  temporary  relief  or  restraining  order  as  It  deems  Jtxst  and 
proper,  and  In  like  manner  to  make  and  enter  a  decree  enfotclng. 
modifying,  and  enforcing  as  so  modified,  or  setting  aside  In  whole 
or  in  part  the  order  of  the  Board:  and  the  findings  of  the  Board  as 
to  the  facts  shall  In  like  manner  be  conclusive,  unless  It  Is  made 
to  appear  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  cotirt  (1)  that  the  findings  of 
fact  are  clearly  erroneous,  or  (2)  that  the  findings  of  fact  are  not 
supported  by  substantial  evidence. 

-(g>  The  conunencement  of  proceedings  under  subsection  (e)  or 
(f )  of  this  section  shall  not.  unless  speclficaB^r  ordered  by  the  court, 
operate  as  a  stay  of  the  Board's  order. 

"(h)  When  granting  appropriate  temporary  relief  or  a  restraining 
order,  or  making  and  entering  a  decree  enforcing,  modlfjring.  and 
enforcing  as  so  modified  or  setting  aside  In  whole  or  In  part  an  order 
of  the  Board,  as  provided  In  this  section,  the  Jurisdiction  of  cotirts 
Bitting  In  equity  shall  not  be  limited  by  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to 
amend  the  Judicial  Code  and  to  define  and  limit  the  Jurisdiction  of 
courts  sitting  in  equity,  and  for  other  purposes.'  approved  March 
23.  1932  <U.  8   C.  Supp   VTI.  title  29.  sees.  101-115). 

"(1)  Petitions  filed  under  this  act  shall  be  heard  expedltlotisly, 
and  if  possible  within  10  days  after  they  have  been  docketed." 

S»c.  11.  Section  11  (Including  the  heading  thereof)  of  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

"urvxsncATOKT  powzas 

"Sac.  11.  For  the  ptirpoae  of  any  proceeding  before  the  Board,  or 
before  a  member,  examiner,  or  examiners  thereof,  or  for  the  pur- 
pose of  any  investigation  provided  for  in  this  act — 

"(I)  The  Board,  or  any  member  thereof,  or  any  trial  examiner 
shall,  upon  application  of  the  Administrator  or  of  any  party  to  such 
proceeding,  whether  before  or  during  any  hearing  In  the  case  of  any 
such  proceedings,  forthwith  Issue  to  the  Administrator  or  to  such 
party,  as  the  case  may  be.  in  the  name  of  the  Board,  subpenas  re- 
quiring the  attendance  and  testimony  of  witnesses  or  the  produc- 
tion of  any  evidence  In  such  proceeding  or  Investigation  requested 
In  such  application.  Within  five  days  after  the  service  of  a  subpena 
on  any  person  requiring  the  production  of  any  evidence  In  his  pos- 
session or  xinder  his  control,  such  person  may  petition  the  Board  or 
Its  duly  authorized  agent  or  agents  to  revoke,  and  the  Board,  or 
such  agent  or  agents,  shall  revoke,  such  subpena  if  In  Its.  his.  or 
their  opinion,  as  the  case  may  be,  the  evidence  whose  production 


is  required  does  not  relate  to  any  matter  under  Investigation  or 
any  matter  In  question  In  swh  proceeding,  or  If  in  Its,  his.  or  their 
opinion  as  the  case  may  be.  such  subpena  does  not  describe  with 
Bufflclent  partlctUartty  the  evidence  whose  production  Is  required. 
The  Administrator  or  any  member  of  the  Board  or  any  examiner 
or  examiners  designated  by  the  Board  for  such  purposes  may  admin- 
ister oaths  and  affirmations,  examine  witnesses,  and  receive  evidence. 
Such  attendance  of  witnesses  and  the  production  of  such  evidence 
may  be  required  from  any  place  In  the  United  States  or  any  Terri- 
tory or  possession  thereof,  at  any  designated  place  of  hearing. 

"(2)  In  case  of  conttmiacy  or  refusal  to  obey  a  subpena  issued  to  , 
any  person,  any  district  court  of  the  United  States  or  the  United 
States  courts  of  any  Territory  or  possession,  or  the  District  Court  of 
the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Oolimibia.  within  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  which  the  inquiry  is  carried  on  or  within  the  Jurisdiction  of 
which  said  person  guilty  of  contumacy  or  refusal  to  obey  is  found 
or  resides  or  transacts  business,  upon  application  by  the  person  to 
whom  such  a  subpena  was  Issued  by  the  Board  shall  have  Jurisdic- 
tion to  Issue  to  such  person  so  guilty  of  contumacy  or  refusal  to 
obey  an  order  requiring  him  to  appear  before  the  Board.  Its  mem- 
ber, examiner,  or  examiners,  or  before  the  Administrator  If  the 
subpena  so  directs,  there  to  produce  evidence  If  so  ordered,  or 
there  to  give  testimony  touching  the  matter  under  Investigation 
or  In  question:  and  any  failure  to  obey  such  order  of  the  court 
may  be  punished  by  said  cotirt  as  a  contempt  thereof. 

"(3)  No  person  shall  be  excused  from  attending  and  testifying 
or  from  producing  books,  records,  correspondence,  docuuvents,  or 
other  evidence  In  obedience  to  the  subpena  of  the  Board,  on  the 
ground  that  the  testimony  or  evidence  required  of  him  may  tend 
to  Incriminate  him  or  subject  him  to  a  penalty  cm-  forfeiture;  but 
no  Individual  shall  be  prosecuted  or  subjected  to  any  penalty  or 
forfeiture  for  or  on  account  of  any  tramsaction,  matter,  or  thing 
concerning  which  he  is  compelled,  after  having  claimed  his  privilege 
against  self-incrimination,  to  testify  or  produce  evidence,  except 
that  such  Individual  so  testifying  shall  not  be  exempt  from  prose- 
cution and  punishment  for  perjury  committed  In  so  testifying. 

"(4)  Complaints,  orders,  and  other  process  and  papers  provided 
for  In  this  act  may  be  served  either  personally  or  by  registered  mall 
or  by  telegraph  or  by  leaving  a  copy  thereof  at  the  principal  office 
or  place  of  business  of  the  person  required  to  be  served.  The  verified 
return  by  the  Individual  so  serving  the  same  setting  forth  the  man- 
ner of  such  service  shall  be  proof  of  the  same,  and  the  return  post- 
ofQce  receipt  or  telegraph  receipt  therefor  when  registered  and 
mailed  or  telegraphed  as  aforesaid  shall  be  proof  of  service  of  the 
same.  Witnesses  summoned  before  the  Administrator  or  before  the 
Board,  its  member,  examiner,  or  examiners,  shall  be  paid  the  same 
fees  and  mileage  that  are  paid  witnesses  In  the  courts  of  the  United 
States,  and  witnesses  whose  depositions  are  taken  and  the  persons 
taking  the  same  shall  severally  be  entitled  to  the  same  fees  as  are 
paid  for  like  services  In  the  courts  of  the  United  States. 

"(5)  All  process  of  any  court  to  which  application  may  be  made 
under  this  act  may  be  served  to  the  Judicial  district  wherein  the 
defendant  or  other  person  required  to  be  served  resides  or  may  be 
found. 

"(8)  The  several  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Government, 
when  directed  by  the  President,  shall  furnish  the  Administrator, 
uppn  his  request,  all  records,  papers,  and  Information  In  their  poa- 
sesslon  relating  to  any  matter  before  the  Board." 

Sk.  12.  Section  12  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Smc.  12.  Any  person  who  shall  wUlfully  resist,  prevent.  Impede,  or 
interfere  with  the  Administrator  or  any  member  of  the  Board  or 
any  of  their  agents  or  agencies  In  the  performance  of  duties  pur- 
suant to  this  act  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $5,000 
or  by  Imprisonment  for  not  more  than  1  year,  or  both." 

nTBCTTVX   OATB 

Sac.  13.  (a)  As  used  In  this  section: 

(1)  The  term  "old  act"  means  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act 
In  effect  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

(2)  The  term  "new  act"  means  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act, 
as  amended  by  this  act. 

(3)  The  term  "old  Board"  means  the  National  Labor  Relation* 
Board  created  by  section  3  (a)  of  the  old  act. 

(4)  The  term  "new  Board"  means  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  created  by  section  3  (a)  of  the  new  act. 

(b)  The  amendments  made  by  this  act  shall  take  effect  on  the 
ninetieth  day  after  the  date  of  its  enactment,  except  that  prior  to 
such  ninetieth  day  the  President  may  appoint  the  new  Board  and 
the  Administrator,  and  they  may  exercise  their  respective  powers 
tinder  such  amendments  of  employing  necessary  personnel  and 
making  rules  and  regulatlorw  to  carry  out  their  respective  functtona. 

(c)  Effective  as  of  the  expiration  of  the  eighty-ninth  day  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  the  old  Board  is  hereby  abolished. 

(d)  All  orders  issued  by  the  old  Board  and  in  effect  at  the  time 
the  old  Board  Is  abolished  shall  continue  In  effect  tintil  super- 
seded or  revoked  by  the  new  Board,  or  If  modified  by  the  new 
Board,  shall  continue  In  effect  as  so  modified,  and  all  such 
orders  may  be  enforced  by  the  Administrator  or  reviewed  by  any 
person  aggrieved  thereby  in  the  same  manner  and  to  the  same 
extent  as  If  issued  by  the  new  Board  under  the  new  act,  except 
that  the  validity  of  such  orders  and  the  effect  given  to  the  findings 
of  fact  (Including  new  or  additional  findings  of  fact  by  the  new 
Board)  upon  which  they  are  based  shall  be  governed  by  the  old 
act  In  the  same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  If  this  act  had 
not  been  enacted.  All  proceedings  and  Investigations  pending  be- 
fore the  old  Board  under  section  9  of  the  old  act  at  the  time 
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of  the  abolition  of  the  old  Board  shall  be  continued  by  the  new 
Board  In  the  same  manner,  and  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  new  act  to  the  same  extent,  as  If  an  application  had  been 
filed  with  the  new  Board  under  section  9  (c)  of  the  new  act,  and 
all   petitions  for   such   Investigations  shall,   within   20   days   after 
the  abolition  of  the  old  Board,  be  smnended  accordingly,  or  dl»- 
missed.     Subpenas  issued  by  the  old  Board  under  section   11  of 
the    old    act    shaU    remain    effective,    but    the    issuance    of    such 
subpenas  may  be  revoked  by  the  new  Board,  and  such  subpenas 
may  be  enforced  by  the  persons  to  whom  they  are  issued.  In  the 
same  manner  and  to  the   same  extent   as  If   Issued   by   the   new 
Board  under  section   11   of  the  new  act.     No  proceeding  in  any 
coiirt   for    the    enforcement    or   review   of    any    order    of    the   old 
Board  shall  abate  by  reason  of   the   abolition   of   the  old  Board, 
but    the    Administrator    shall    be    substituted    as    petitioner    or 
respondent,  as  the  case  mav  be.  and  the  validity  of  such  order,  and 
the  effect  given  to  the  findings  of  fact  ( Including  modified  or  new 
findings  of  fact  by  the  new  Board  In  case  the  court  orders  addi- 
tional evidence  to  tie  taken  before  the  new  Board )  shall  be  governed 
by  the  old  act  In  the  same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  If 
this  act  had  not  been  enacted.    In  the  case  of  any  proceeding  pend- 
ing before  the  old  Board  under  section  10  (b)  of  the  old  act  at  the 
time  of  the  abolition  of  the  old  Board  in  which  a  charge  has  been 
made  but   no  complaint   issued,  such   charge  shall   be   transferred 
to  the  Administrator,  and  shall  be  acted  upon  by  him  under,  and 
shall  be  governed  by.  the  new  act  In  the  same  manner  and  to  the 
same  extent  as  If  such  charge  had  been  made  to  him  under  the 
new  act.     In  the  case  of  any  proceeding  pending  before   the   old 
Board   under   section    10    (b)    of  the  old   act   at   the  time   of   the 
abolition  of  the  old  Board  In  which  a  complaint  has  been  issued 
but  in  which  a  hearing  has  not  been  commenced,  the  time  and 
place  of  hearing  fixed  In  such  complaint,  or  such  time  or  place  as 
extended  or  modified  by  the  old  Board,  shaU  be  Ineffective      The 
Administrator  shall  file  such  complaint  with  the  new  Board,  and 
the  new  Board  shall  fix  the  time  and  place  for  a  hearing  thereon 
lu  accordance  with  the  new  act.    Such  proceeding,  and  every  other 
proceeding  pending  before  the  old  Board  under  section  10  (b)   or 
10  (c)  of  the  old  act  at  the  time  of  the  abolition  of  the  old  Board 
In  which  no  order  has  been  issued  shall  be  governed  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  new  act,  except  that  In  any  such  proceedings  wherein 
a  hearing  has  been  commenced  or  completed  prior  to  the  abolition 
of  the  old  Board,  the  rules  of  evidence  prevailing  In  the  courts  of 
law  or  equity  shall  not  be  controlling.    In  the  case  of  any  proceed- 
ing pending  before  the  old  Board  under  section  10  (b)   or  10  (c) 
of   the   old   act   at   the  time   of   the   abolition   of   the   old   Board 
wherein   an   order   has   been    issued   and    wherein    the    new   Board 
directs  the  taking  of  additional  testimony,  and  In  the  ca.se  of  any 
proceeding  for  the  enforcement  or  review  of  any  order  of  the  old 
Board  pending  In  any  court  at  the  time  of  the  abolition  of  the 
old  Board  wherein  the  court  orders  the  taking  of  additional  testi- 
mony  before   the  new  Board,   the  rules  of  evidence  prevailing   In 
the  courts  of  law  or  equity  shall  not  be  controUlng  In  the  taking 
Of  such  testimony.  ^  _^ 

(e)  All  files.  reporU,  records,  documents,  papers,  and  property 
(including  office  furniture  and  equipment)  under  the  control  of 
the  old  Board  shall  be  distributed,  upon  the  abolition  of  the  old 
Board,  between  the  new  Board  and  the  Administrator  in  such 
manner  as  the  President  may  determine. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment 
now  pending  is  the  substitute  amendment  which  is  recom- 
mended in  the  report  of  the  majority  of  our  special  com- 
mittee to  InvesUgate  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board. 
If  you  will  turn  to  page  101  of  the  majority  report  you  will 
find  a  comparative  print  of  the  proposed  bill  of  the  so-called 
Smith  committee.  I  beUeve  you  wiU  find  it  useful  in  the 
consideration  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  the  desire  of  the  leadership  of  the 
House,  which  I  understand  is  concurred  in  by  the  Labor 
Committee  and  by  our  special  committee,  In  order  to  con- 
venience the  Members  and  the  program,  to  complete  the 
consideration  of  this  bill  today.  If  the  Members  will  give  us 
close  attention  we  can  accomplish  that  very  laudable  pur- 
pose.   I  myself  shall  take  very  little  of  your  time. 

I  was  saying  that  you  will  find  on  page  101  of  the  ma- 
jority report  a  comparative  print  of  the  existing  law  and 
this  amendment.  It  wiU  be  the  desire  of  our  committee,  in 
which  we  hope  the  House  will  concur,  to  endeavor  to  prevent 
emasculatory  amendments  from  being  adopted  to  our  com- 
mittee's amendment. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  Is  it  the  purpose  of  the  gentleman  to  accept  the 
so-called  A.  P.  of  L.  amendments  and  urge  upon  the  House 
that  no  other  amendments  be  adopted? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  question  pro- 
pounded to  me  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  is  an  im- 
portant quesUon,  the  reply  to  which  I  am  sure  the  Members 


want  to  hear.  The  gentleman  asked  me  whether  our  com- 
mittee would  accept  the  four  amendments  suggested  yester- 
day by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  I  can  S];>cak  wily 
for  myself  and  say  to  you  that  those  four  amendments  will 
be  offered  right  away,  that  personally  I  shall  interpose  no 
objection  to  them,  and  I  am  sure  no  member  of  the  majority 
of  our  committee  will  interpose  any  objection  to  those  amend- 
ments. If  and  when  those  four  amendments  are  adopted, 
It  will  be  our  effort  to  prevent  this  bill  from  being  sabotaged 
by  a  lot  of  amendments  that  we  know  will  weaken  the  bill 
when  it  comes  to  a  final  vote  on  it.  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  go  on  record  today  as  accepting  these  amendments,  and 
let  us  have  a  vote  up  or  down  on  them  as  amended,  and  decide 
what  the  House  wishes  to  do. 

Mrs.  NORTON.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from 
New  Jersey. 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Will  the  gentleman  tell  us  what  those  four 
amendments  are? 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  Uiere  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  first  one  of 
these  four  amendments  is  to  section  1  of  the  existing  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act.  which  is  the  recital  of  policy  part. 
We  make  what  we  regarded  as  some  minor  changes  in  that, 
and  the  first  amendment  will  be  to  restore  the  present  lan- 
guage of  the  act.  and  I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

As  to  the  second  amendment  we  propose  in  our  amend- 
ments a  definition  of  the  term  "collective  bargaining."  I 
think,  pretty  generally  speaking,  organized  labor  has  mis- 
understood the  purpose  and  the  effect  of  that  amendment.  I 
do  not  think  it  amounts  to  a  great  deal  one  way  or  the  other 
and  have  no  objection  to  its  being  deleted  from  our  amend- 
ments, and  will  support  that  amendment. 

I  will  next  go  to  the  fourth  amendment,  because  the  third 
amendment  will  take  some  more  time. 

As  to  the  fourth  amendment,  in  our  suggested  amendments 
we  provide  that  the  Labor  Board  shall  not  have  power  to 
reinstate  an  employee  with  back  pay  for  a  period  in  excess  of 
6  months;  in  other  words,  if  after  a  strike  the  Board  rein- 
states an  employee  and  orders  the  employer  to  give  him  back 
pay.  we  limit  the  back  pay  to  6  months.  The  suggestion  of 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor  is  that  that  statute  of 
limitations  be  extended  to  12  months  instead  of  6  months, 
and  I  have  no  objection  to  that  amendment. 
Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  How  about  the  statute  of  limitations  with 
respect  to  bringing  a  claim? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  That  is  not  involved  in  the 
A.  F.  of  L.  amendments. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    And  the  gentleman's  amendment  making 
it  6  months  is  not  affected  by  the  proposed  amendment? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    No. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    The  gentleman  understands  and  knows 

that  the  Board  itself  has  been  following  a  policy  of  requiring 

some  showing  before  a  claim  now  may  be  filed  after  a  lapse 

of  6  months. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Yes. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield  with  respect  to  the  statement  just  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI? 

Mr,  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  will  yield,  but  I  think  that  subject 
had  better  be  discussed  later,  but  go  ahead. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  It  seems  to  me  that  If  the  Board 
has  adopted  a  policy  of  being  very  circumspect  about  claims 
that  antedate  6  months,  that  that  policy  indicates  that  the 
discretion  to  consider  or  not  to  consider  should  lie  with  the 
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Board,  and  that  the  6  months'  period.  If  made  arbitrary,  will 
certainly  react  adversely  to  a  lot  of  employees,  and,  in  my 
opinion.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  6  months'  period  should  at  least 
be  Increased  to  1  year. 

~^  Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  That  is  a  matter  for  the  House  to 
consider.  However,  it  Is  not  involved  in  the  A.  P.  of  L.  amend- 
ment concerning  which  tlie  gentleman  from  Georgia  asked  me 
and  which  I  am  trying  to  reply  to. 

The  fourth  amendment  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor,  and  one  which,  frankly,  will  be  quite  controversial, 
ii  similar  to  the  proposed  amendment  in  the  Norton  bill,  but  it 
goes  considerably  further  and  I  would  bke  to  defer  a  discxis- 
sion  of  that  until  we  get  to  that  amendment.  I  shall  be 
pleased  to  discuss  it  at  that  time,  but  this  is  what  the  four 
amendments  referred  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  pro- 
vide, and  so  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned  they  are 
entirely  satisfactory  to  me. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  would  like  to  make  one  vei7  brief 
observation.  We  have  here  the  Norton  amendments  and  we 
have  the  Smith  amendments  and  now  we  come  along  with 
the  four  amendments  by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor. 
I  wish  the  gentleman  would  bear  in  mind  that  there  are  a 
lot  of  Members  here,  like  myself,  who  do  not  know  so  much 
about  this  matter  as  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  Has  the 
gentleman  these  four  amendments  printed  and  will  we  have 
any  chance  to  read  them  and  study  them? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Has  the  gentleman  a  copy  of  the 
Smith  committee  report? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  If  the  gentleman  will  turn  to  page 
101.  he  will  find  there  a  comparative  print  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  JENKINS  cf  Ohio.    I  studied  that  this  morning. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  At  page  17,  line  12,  there  will  be 
an  amendment  to  strike  out  the  term  "6  months"  and  insert 
"12  months." 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Allkn  of  Pennsylvania:  On  page  4. 
line   13.   after  the  word  "amended".   Insert  the  following: 

"(b)  Section  3  (4)  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

•'•(4)  The  term  "representatives"'  Includes  any  individual  or 
labor  organization,  but  In  the  case  of  an  individual,  does  not  in- 
clude every  Individual  who  Is  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.' " 

Mr.  ATJ.f:n  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  imanl- 
mous  consent  that  these  amendments  be  deferred  for  a  few 
moments  until  the  so-called  A.  F.  of  L.  amendments  are 
acted  upon,  vinth  the  understanding,  of  course,  that  I  shall 
be  recognized  after  that  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  asks 
tm&nimous  consent  that  action  on  the  amendment  Just  re- 
ported be  deferred  and  remain  pending  until  after  the  other 
amendments  he  has  referred  to  have  been  disposed  of.  Is 
there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  the 
following  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  cfTered  by  Mr.  Baston  of  New  York:  Page  1,  line  6, 
strike  out  everything  down  to  and  Iscliuling  Una  0  on  page  3. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  thla  is  the  first 
of  the  so-called  A.  F.  of  L.  amendments;  if  adopted.  It  will 
restore  the  opening  language  of  the  original  National  Labor 
Relations  Act.  The  amendment  is  acceptable,  I  understand; 
to  the  members  of  the  Labor  Committee  on  our  side  of  the 
aisle  and  to  the  minority  members  of  the  Smith  committee 
as  wen.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  SKmi  1  has  said 
that  be  has  no  objection  to  it.  I  hope  that  It  will  be  ac- 
ceptable to  the  chairman  of  the  Labor  Committee.  If  so, 
I  need  make  no  further  remarks  about  It. 


Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia     This  is  one  of  the  A.  F.  of  L. 
amendments? 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    Tills  is   the  first  of  the 
A.  P.  of  L.  amendments. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to  strike 
out  the  last  word.  I  am  rather  shocked  this  morning  at  the 
smoothly  working  machinery  that  appears  to  have  been  con- 
structed and  evolved  between  the  majority  of  the  Smith  com- 
mittee and.  apparently,  the  president  of  the  A.  F.  of  L.  My 
position  on  labor  is  not,  nor  is  my  mind,  so  versatile  that  I 
can  keep  up  with  the  fast-moving  changes  of  the  president 
of  the  A.  F.  of  L.  and  the  majority  of  the  Smith  committee, 
as  just  enunciated  by  the  chairman  of  that  committee.  If 
gentlemen  will  turn  to  the  majority  report  of  the  committee, 
they  will  find  that  the  striking  out  of  the  langiiage  in  the  pre- 
amble to  the  bill  was  referred  to  as  a  very  Important  amend- 
ment, and  they  will  also  find.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  majority 
report  and  In  the  statement  previously  issued  by  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Smith  committee,  that  the  amendment  on  col- 
lective bargaining  is  another  very  serious  amendment,  and 
that  it  had  to  be  included.  But  now.  what  do  we  find?  That 
almost  overnight  the  majority  of  the  Smith  committee  and 
the  president  of  the  A.  F.  of  L.  have  agreed  that  if  Mr.  Green 
will  accede  to  the  violence  amendment,  the  so-called  freedom- 
of -speech  amendment,  the  separation -of -functions  amend- 
ment, and  a  compromise  on  the  limitations  amendment,  the 
majority  of  the  Smith  committee  will  agree  to  his  unit  amend- 
ment; that  these  shall  be  the  amendments,  and  the  trade  has 
been  made  and  it  is  agreed  by  the  parties  to  the  trade  that 
they  will  go  through  here  today  without  the  dotting  of  an  "1" 
or  the  crossing  of  a  "t."  This  may  suit  some  leaders  of  or- 
ganized labor,  but  in  my  opinion  if  the  trade  goes  through, 
the  rank  and  file  of  labor  are  sold  down  the  river.  I  wonder 
if  that  spells  unity  in  the  United  States  of  America.  I  wonder 
if  it  is  procedure  like  this  that  will  cause  all  members  of  all 
labor  groups  in  the  United  States  to  join  ^ands  and  march 
down  the  road  in  a  unified  effort  to  fortify  and  defend  the 
United  States.  What  about  labor  that  had  nothing  to  do 
with  and  knew  nothing  of  such  a  trade?  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  laboring  man  approves  of  such  tactics.  In  my  opin- 
ion it  just  will  not  work.  It  is  not  the  type  of  procedure 
that  is  conducive  to  labor  peace  here  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  call  attention  to  something  that  hap- 
pened here  yesterday  with  reference  to  the  statement,  ap- 
pearing on  page  7714  of  the  Congressional  Record,  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Smith  committee,  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smtth],  wherein  he  claimed  to  be 
quoting  from  a  Supreme  Court  decision.  I  have  quite  care- 
fxilly  read  most  of  the  Supreme  Court  decisions  on  the  Labor 
Relations  Act,  and  what  he  read  seemed  very  foreign  to  me, 
nor  do  I  remember  ever  finding  anyttiing  of  the  kind  in  the 
Supreme  Court  decisions.  I  asked  the  gentleman  particu- 
larly whether  the  statement  he  read  was  from  a  Supreme 
Court  decision  and  he  answered  me  "Yes;  I  am  reading  from 
the  Supreme  Court  decision."  I  may  be  in  error,  or  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  may  have  been  in  error,  but  If  he 
read  from  a  Supreme  Court  decision  I  would  like  to  have  the 
citation  given  to  me  at  this  time.  ^ 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  win  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  was  reading  from  a  document 
prepared  for  me  and  quoted  as  an  extract  from  that  opinion, 
prepared  by  one  of  the  counsel  in  our  committee.  I  assumed 
that  It  is  a  correct  quotation,  and  if  It  is  not,  no  one  will  be 
more  pleased  than  I  to  correct  that  In  the  course  of  the 
debate  today.   Will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  UUh.    Yee. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Does  not  the  gentleman  favor  the 
amendment  that  has  Juet  been  offered? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  do  not  know  what  amend- 
menU  have  been  offered.  Bo  many  have  been  offered  that  my 
mind  U  not  quick  enough  to  grasp  them  all  at  once,  but  X 
assure  the  gentleman  I  will  be  fully  informed  by  the  time  they 
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are  voted  on.    I  want  now  to  settle  this  matter  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  decision. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  The  gentleman  has  misunder- 
stood my  question. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Utah  may  have  an  additional  1  minute. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  UUh.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  be  given  5  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Utah? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman 
misapprehended  my  question.  My  question  is.  Does  not  the 
gentleman  favor  the  amendment  now  under  consideration, 
namely,  to  leave  section  1  of  the  act  undisturbed  without  any 
amendment? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  That  is  exactly  what  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  HealeyI  and  I  tried  to  get  you 
to  agree  to.  but  you  and  the  other  two  majority  members  of 
your  committee  refused  to  agree  with  us.  You  emphatically 
Insisted  on  striking  the  language  involved  from  section  1.  It 
seemed  very  obnoxious  to  all  those  of  you  then.  Evidently 
something  has  happened  now  to  change  your  mind.  The 
language  remains  the  same,  but  the  surrounding  circum- 
stances apparently  have  changed.  If  the  gentleman  got  an 
agreement  to  keep  in  the  "violence"  amendment  in  lieu  of 
striking  this  one  he  made  a  good  bargain,  but  labor  got  a  bad 

one. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  thing  I  want  to  drive  home  today  is 
Just  exactly  what  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  states,  with 
reference  to  his  purported  quotation  from  a  Supreme  Court 
opinion,  that  he  assumed  from  what  he  read  yesterday 
that  he  was  reading  from  a  Supreme  Court  decision,  and  I 
assume  that  he  thought  he  was  reading  from  the  Supreme 
Court  decision  in  the  A.  F.  of  L.  case. 

I  want  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  there  has  been  too  much 
assiunption  on  the  part  of  the  Smith  committee  as  to  what 
the  record  is  and  all  too  little  adherence  to  what  the  record 
really  is.  If  the  gentleman  intended  to  read  from  the  A.  F. 
of  L.  against  Labor  Board  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States,  I  challenge  him  or  counsel  for  the  Smith 
committee  to  find  any  such  statement  in  the  Supreme  Court 
decision.    It  Just  is  not  there. 

Now.  I  want  to  talk  to  the  Democrats  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle  for  a  few  minutes;  not  the  Democrats  who  voted  against 
the  labor  act.  but  I  want  to  talk  to  the  Democrats  who  voted 
In  favor  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  when  we  passed 
it.  It  is  a  creature  of  the  Democratic  Party.  It  is  a  creature 
of  the  New  Deal.  At  the  time  that  act  was  passed  Judge 
Smith  of  Virginia  voted  against  it.  He  was  not  a  friend  of 
the  act  at  that  time.  He  was  not  a  friend  of  collective  bar- 
gaining, and  the  free  and  unhampered  choice  of  bargaining 
representatives  by  labor. 

The  question  I  have  in  my  mind  today  is  this:  When  did 
he  become  a  friend  of  these  principles?  Has  he  become  a 
friend  of  the  principles  of  collective  bargaining  as  a  result  of 
the  administration  of  the  act  by  the  present  National  Labor 
Relations  Board?  Has  he  become  a  friend  of  collective  bar- 
gaining as  a  result  of  the  hearings  conducted  by  the  committee 
of  which  he  is  chairman?  If  he  has.  then  I  Just  do  not 
xmderstand  the  workings  of  his  mind,     f  Applause.  1 

We  are  asked  what  today?  Not  to  follow  the  leadership 
of  this  House  that  gave  us  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 
We  are  asked  to  follow  the  leadership  of  people  who  took  a 
position  against  It;  people  who  fought  It  all  down  the  line; 
people  who  hoped  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  would  hold  It  unconstitutional.  But  Just  as  soon  as 
the  Supreme  Court  held  the  act  constitutional,  then  we  find 
the  people  who  today  claim  to  be  the  friends  of  labor,  the 
friends  of  coUectlve  bargaining,  Introducing  a  reiolutlon  to 
Investigate  the  results  of  the  act  and  the  administration  of 
ths  act  by  the  Board,  In  the  hope  that  something  could  be 
found  that  would  aid  them  In  their  efforts  to  emascuUte  and 
deetroy  the  principle  of  collective  bargaining  in  the  United 
BUtee. 


When  men  vote  against  legislation,  as  the  chairman  of  the 
Smith  committee  did  on  that  occasion,  and  then  all  of  a  sud- 
den change  their  minds  about  the  principles  of  that  act,  and 
come  here  and  tell  you  that  they  are  the  friends  of  those 
principles,  that  they  are  the  friends  of  labor,  then  I  say  beware 
of  that  type  of  friendship.  I  do  not  know.  Mr.  Chairman, 
whether  the  arrangement  here  today  between  the  majority 
of  the  Smith  committee  and  the  president  of  the  A.  F.  of  L.  to 
join  hands  now  to  put  over  partly  what  the  Smith  committee 
wanted  and  partly  what  the  president  of  the  A.  F.  of  L. 
wanted,  and  leave  labor  generally  out  on  a  limb,  is  the  right 
procedure  or  not.  Certainly  it  should  be  given  the  closest 
scrutiny.  If  such  an  arrangement,  even  if  successful,  is  ap- 
proved by  the  rank  and  file  of  labor,  I  will  be  very  much 
surprised.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
two  words. 

If  you  followed  the  discussion  of  the  gentleman  who  has 
Just  yielded  the  floor,  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Mur- 
DOCKl .  you  know  that  he  failed  to  make  any  attempt  to  answer 
the  question  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Smith]  as 
to  whether  or  not  he  favors  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Will  the  gentleman  yield?  If 
the  gentleman  will  turn  to  the  minority  report,  which  I  know 
he  has  never  read,  he  will  find  what  the  position  of  the  minor- 
ity is  on  that  very  question.  I  refused  to  be  diverted  from 
my  discussion  by  the  question  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  COX.  I  am  not  so  certain  that  this  House  is  of  a 
disposition  to  accept  any  conclusion  that  the  gentleman  him- 
self may  have  drawn  from  any  reading  that  he  may  have  done. 
I  want  to  express  the  hope  that  the  membership  will  accept 
the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia;  that  is,  that 
the  Committee  take  the  amendments  insisted  upon  by  the 
A.  F.  of  L.  and  adopt  the  Smith  amendment  as  so  amended. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  ttie  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  COX.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  I  have  read  the  minority  re- 
port, and  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Mtjrdock]  knows 
that  this  amendment,  the  first  A.  F.  of  L.  amendment  which 
I  have  offered,  is  the  one  which  is  supported  by  the  minority 
repKjrt. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  That  is  exactly  what  I  said. 
I  refused  to  take  time  to  answer  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  yield  further. 
Mr.  Chairman,  the  chairman  of  the  Labor  Committee,  the 
gentlewcMnsm  from  New  Jersey  [Mrs.  Norton],  in  her  ex- 
tension of  remarks  appearing  in  the  Record  of  yesterday, 
in  an  attempt  to  make  reply  to  some  criticism  of  the  Labor 
Board  that  I  had  made,  said  the  following: 

If  the  gentleman  had  consulted  any  authority  on  the  French 
labor  movement,  he  would  have  learned  that  Leon  Jouhauz  la  one 
ol  France's  most  active  antl-Communlsts  and  could  not  have  been 
and  was  not  Jailed  In  France  for  something  he  never  was. 

The  fvu-ther  statement  was  made  by  the  gentlewoman: 
Mr.  Smith  it  credited  by  the  gentleman  from  OeorgiSr— 

Referring  to  myself — 
with  having  been  selected  at  Mexico  City  as  secretary  for  the  United 
States  of  the  League  Against  War  and  Fascism.     In  point  of  fact, 
Mr.  Smith  was  never  a  member  of  the  League  Against  War  and  Pas- 
cUm  and  was  never  selected  in  Mexico  by  anybody  lor  any  omce. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hold  In  my  hand  a  photostatic  copy  of  the 
Dally  Worker,  the  Issue  of  September  12,  1938,  In  which  the 
meeting  of  thU  so-called  Congress  of  Workers  to  promote 
communism  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  was  reported.  X 
quote  from  the  Dally  Worker: 

At  ths  tvsnlng  ■•••ion  a  prMldlng  oommltt««  was  elsetsd— 

ThU  Is  referring  to  the  session  of  September  11.  1938,  the 
Mexico  City  meeting— 


a  pr«sldlng  oommlttst  wss  slsetsd.  Presldsnt  wm  Jouhsus:  Am 
Ties  pmldent,  Rsmon  Oonsslss  Pens,  of  Spain;  •eoond  vtot  mwI* 
dent;  l&o  Fimmen,  of  the  ZntsmaUonal  Traiuport  Workers  Unioai 
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and  the  following  secretmrles:  Meherally.  In<^:  Lta  L|f-  Ch^: 
Edwin  SnUth.  th^  United  States;  Casperson.  Sw^n;  Maxce»  P«: 
nAnCntmce:   All««..  Pern;   VlUaaenor,  Mexico;   Milessl.  Uruguay; 

^^The^c^mm^B  chc*en  began  work  Immediately  after  the  8«»lon 
waa  opened  by  Jouhaux  with  a  tribute  to  the  late  Henri  Barbusae. 
aung  Barbus»e's  long  struggle  for  peace.  Jouhaxix  called  on  the 
democratic  nations  to  follow  the  example  of  Mexico  and  the  Soviet 
Union  in  aiding  nations  attacked  by  the  Fascists. 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
ISi.COX.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Does  the  gentleman  consider  the  Dally 
Worker  a  competent  source  of  Information? 

Mr  COX.  Let  me  ask  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey: 
Does  she  Join  with  me  in  saying  that  the  Daily  Worker  is  one 
of  the  most  outrageous  publications  that  is  published  in 
America?    And  does  she  denounce  it  as  such? 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Definitely.  And  I  would  suggest  that  the 
gentleman  go  to  the  hearings  of  the  Senate  committee,  where 
competent  and  reliable  evidence  contradicts  the  gentleman's 
statements.  Perhaps  then  he  would  get  the  correct  informa- 
tion, and  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  dignify  this  Communist 
newspaper  by  quoting  It  to  the  House. 

Mr.  COX.  This  was  a  Communist  meeting  attended  by 
Mr.  Smith  and  which  was  addressed  by  him.  It  was  a  Com- 
munist meeting  reported  by  this  Communist  paper.  The 
article  from  the  Daily  Worker  from  which  I  read  continued 
as  follows: 

The  committees  chosen  began  work  Immediately  after  the  session 
was  opened  by  Jouhaux  with  a  tribute  to  the  late  Henri  Barbxisse — 

Mr.  Barbusse  was  a  Communist. 

citing  Barbusae'8  long  struggle  for  peace.  Jouhaux  called  on  the 
democratic  nations  to  follow  the  example  of  Mexico  and  the  Soviet 
Union  In  atdliig  nations  attacked  by  the  Fascists. 

[Applause.! 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In  opposition  to  the 
pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  suggestion  was  made  by  me  yesterday 
that  we  endeavor  to  stick  to  the  facts.  The  gentleman  from 
Utah  [Bdr.  MtmoocK]  a  few  moments  ago  questioned  the  ac- 
curmcy  of  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia (Mr.  Smith  1.  The  gentleman  from  Utah  handed  me  a 
column  out  of  the  Ricord.  page  7714.  From  that  it  appears 
that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  yesterday  said  this: 

The  mult  of  that  was  to  destroy  a  large  number  of  American 
Federation  of  Labor  unions  which  had  been  In  existence  for  yean, 
and   they   undertook   to   appeal,   and   here   is   what   the   Supreme 
^  Court  had  to  nay  about  that: 

•-The  Supreme  Court  hait  held  In  a  number  of  cases  that  mere 
preliminary  or  procedural  orders  of  an  administrative  body  are  not 
reviewable  by  the  circuit  court  of  appeals. 

•  •••••• 

"Accepting,  as  we  must,  this  restrictive  deflnltlon  and  applying  It 
to  the  case  at  hand,  we  hold  that,  thoxigh  the  decision  here  was 
required  by  the  act  to  be  made  and  to  be  made  on  the  evidence 
and  argument  after  Judicial  hearing,  and  though  It  was  definitive, 
adveraary,  binding,  flnal.  and  In  this  case  struck  at  the  very  roots 
of  the  petitioner's  union  and  destroyed  Its  effectiveness  In  a  large 
geographical  area  of  the  Nation.  It  was  not  an  order  because  the 
act  did  not  require  It  to  be  made  In  the  language  of  a  command." 

The  first  paragraph  shows  on  its  face  that  It  is  not  a  quo- 
tation from  a  Supreme  Court  decision,  and  I  presume  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  did  not  so  intend  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Mttrdock]  is  correct  in  his 
statement  that  the  quotation  just  read  beginning  with  the 
word  "Accepting"  and  ending  with  the  word  "conMnand."  did 
not  come  from  a  decision  of  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court.  It  does  appear,  however,  on  page  5  of  the  opinion 
of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
in  the  case  of  American  Federation  of  Labor  against  the 
Boaid.  decided  February  27.  1939.  On  page  5  of  the  opinion 
you  will  find  the  exact  language  which  was  quoted  by  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  was  very  particular  to  ask  the 
gentleman  if  he  was  reading  from  a  Supreme  Court  dedsioo. 
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and  he  said  "Yes."  The  only  purpose  I  had  in  calling  that  to 
the  attention  of  the  House  was  that  in  condemning  the  Board 
and  in  condemning  this  law  the  record  has  not  been  resorted 

to  correctly.  ,  ^  ,,*  w   i 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  think  the  gentleman  from  Utah  Is 
correct.    The  gentleman  from  Virginia  did  what  we  all  do 
at  times— and  I  think  even  the  gentleman  from  Utah  him- 
self does  on  occasion — ^made  a  mistake  as  to  the  court. 
Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  It  was  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  which  used  the  exact  language 
quoted  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  The  decision  of  the 
circuit  court  of  appeals — and  here  Is  the  decision — was  af- 
firmed in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  on  the 
2d  day  of  January  1940.  So  what  practical  difference  does 
It  make  whether  the  Supreme  Court  uttered  that  language 
or  affirmed  the  reasoning  and  the  conclusion  of  the  lower 

court? 
Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  genUe- 

man  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  But  the  gentleman  cannot  find 
that  language  in  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  even 
though  the  Supreme  Court  afttrmed  the  decision.  They  did 
not  Include  that  language  In  their  opinion. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  gentleman  is  right;  the  circuit  court 
of  appeals  said  that.  But  what  difference  does  it  make 
whether  the  language  used  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
was  the  language  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
in  the  first  instance  or  whether  it  was  the  language  of  the 
circuit  cotirt  of  appeals  and  on  appeal  the  Supreme  Court 
reached  the  same  conclusion  for  the  same  reasons  given 
by  the  lower  court?  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Supreme  Court 
In  affirming  the  decision  of  the  circuit  court  of  appeals,  used 
this  language: 

It  seems  to  be  thought  that  this  failure  to  provide  for  a  court 
review  Is  productive  of  pectillar  hardships,  which  were  perhaps  not 
foreseen  In  cases  where  the  Interests  of  rival  unions  are  affected. 
But  these  are  arguments  to  be  addressed  to  Congress  and  not  the 
cctirta. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    They  did  not  say  It  was  the  law, 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Here  Is  the  opinion;  read  It. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia,    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Docs  the  gentleman  feel  that  not- 
withstanding whether  I  was  right  or  wrong  about  that  mat- 
ter we  would  be  accomplishing  a  great  public  service  here  this 
morning  If  we  went  Into  the  merits  of  this  matter  rather  than 
quibble  over  mistakes  and  errors? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  certainly  do,  and  it  Is  because  I  hope 
to  end  all  quibbling  and  to  aid  In  having  the  arguments  which 
are  made  here  based  on  the  facts  that  I  point  out  that, 
while  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  was  in  error  as  to  the  court 
which  used  the  language,  that  exact  language  was  used  by  a 
circuit  court  of  appeals  and  in  every  particular  the  conclusion 
therein  expressed  was  adopted  by  the  Supreme  Court  when  it 
affirmed  the  case. 

I  agree  ^nth  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  we  should  dis- 
cuss these  amendments  on  their  merits  and  certainly  while  in- 
sisting that  statements  of  fact  be  accurately  made,  overlook 
or  disregard  trivial  errors  which  have  no  bearing  at  all  on  the 
controversy.     [Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARTLEY.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Habtlxt:  On  page  5  strike  out  Una 
8  and  all  thereafter  to  and  Including  line  8  on  page  6  and  Insert, 
in  lieu  thereof,  the  following: 

"Section  3  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  la  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"  'Sac.  3.  (a)  The  National  Labor  Relations  Board  la  abolished. 
effective  30  days  from  the  date  of  approval  hereof.  The  members, 
■ecretary.  ofOcera,   assistants,  employees,   and  agents  thereof,   In 
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ofllce  on  the  date  of  approval  hereof,  shall  continue  to  function 
and  receive  their  salaries  for  a  period  of  at  least  30  days  from 
such  date.  In  the  same  manner  as  though  this  section  had  not 
been  passed.  There  Is  hereby  created  a  board  to  be  known  as  the 
Federal  Labor  Board  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Board)  which 
shall  be  composed  of  Ave  members,  who  shall  be  appointed  by 
the  President  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate. 
One  of  the  original  members  shall  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  1 
year,  two  for  a  term  of  3  years,  and  two  for  a  term  of  5  years  each, 
except  that  any  Individual  chosen  to  fill  a  vacancy  shall  be  ap- 
pointed only  for  the  unexpired  term  of  the  member  whom  he  shaU 
succeed.  The  President  shall  designate  one  member  to  serve  as 
the  chairman  of  the  Board.  Any  member  of  the  Board  may  be  re- 
moved by  the  President,  upon  notice  and  hearing,  for  neglect  of 
duty  or  malfeasance  In  ofllce  but  for  no  other  cause.  All  cases 
referred  to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  and  unsettled  on 
the  date  of  approval  hereof  shaU  be  handled  to  conclusion  by  the 
Federal  Labor  Board. 

"•(b)  A  vacancy  In  the  Board  shall  not  Impair  the  right  of  the 
remaining  members  to  exercise  all  of  the  powers  of  the  Board,  and 
three  members  of  the  Board  shall,  at  all  times,  constitute  a 
quorum.  The  Board  shall  have  an  official  seal  which  shall  be 
Judicially  noticed. 

•'•(c)  The  Board  shall  at  the  cloae  of  each  fiscal  year  make  a 
report  in  uTlting  to  Congress  and  to  the  President,  stating  In 
detail  the  cases  It  has  heard,  the  decisions  it  has  rendered,  the 
names,  salaries,  and  duties  of  all  employees  and  officers  In  the 
employ  or  under  the  supervision  of  the  Board,  and  an  account  of 
all  moneys  It  baa  duburted.' 

"Subeectlon  (b)  of  section  4  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act 
ts  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

'••(b)  All  employees  of  the  old  Board  shall  be  transferred  to  and 
become  employees  of  the  Board  \mtU  reappointed  or  replaced,  with 
salaries  under  the  Classification  Act  of  1923.  as  amended,  without 
acquiring  by  such  transfer  a  permanent  or  clvll-scrvlce  status.  All 
records,  papers,  and  property  of  the  old  Board  shall  become  records, 
papers,  and  property  of  the  Board,  and  all  unexpended  funds  and 
appropriations  for  the  use  and  maintenance  of  the  old  Board  shall 
become  funds  and  appropriations  available  to  be  expended  by  the 
Board  In  the  exercise  of  the  powers,  authority,  and  duties  conferred 
on  It  by  this  act."  " 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  3  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey? 
There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  is 
recognized  for  8  minutes. 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  heard  some  dis- 
cussion here  today  about  an  alleged  deal  between  the  Amer- 
ican Federation  of  Labor  and  the  majority  of  the  Smith  com- 
mittee. I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  truth  to  that  state- 
ment, but  I  want  to  preface  my  remarks  here  today  by  telling 
you  that  the  amendment  which  I  have  just  offered  contains 
the  original  American  Federation  of  Labor  amendments  that 
were  proposed  to  the  Committee  on  Labor  a  year  ago  in  May 
jointly  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  I  Mr.  BardenJ 
and  myself. 
Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HARTLEY.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  The  gentleman  knows,  of  course,  that  the 
president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  has  changed 
his  mind  several  times  since  that,  so  it  is  quite  impossible  for 
any  of  us  to  know  really  what  are  the  amendments  sponsored 
by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  For  myself,  it  would 
be  very  difficult  for  me  to  know  just  exactly  where  we  stand 
with  regard  to  amendments  desired  by  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor. 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  I  thank  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jer- 
sey for  that  observation.  Whether  the  president  of  the  Amer- 
ican Federation  of  Labor  has  changed  his  mind  or  not  I  know 
I  have  not  changed  mine;  and  I  believe  I  am  also  speaking 
the  will  of  the  rank  and  file  of  the  majority  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  who  feel  they  have  been  given  a  terrible 
deal  by  the  present  National  Labor  Relations  Board. 

The  issue  before  the  House  today  is  one  of  great  importance. 
Unfortunately,  the  debate  may  be  clouded  by  two  divergent 
and  extreme  points  of  view.  On  the  one  hand  there  are 
those  who  dispute  labor's  right  to  collective  bargaining  and 
who  would  repeal  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  or  nullify 
it  by  amendments.  To  those  who  hold  that  view  may  I  say 
the  right  of  labor  to  organize  and  select  their  representatives 
for  the  purpose  of  collective  bargaining  Is  fundamental  and 


that  right  is  accepted  and  approved  by  every  fair-minded 
American  citizen.    It  will  never  be  repealed. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  are  those  who  regard  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  as  sacrosanct  and  untouchable.  With 
blind  fidelity  they  guard  the  act  as  though  it  were  the  work 
of  legislative  genius.  They  defend  Its  administrators  as 
though  they  could  do  no  wrong.  In  my  12  years  In  this 
House  I  have  never  seen  a  piece  of  legislation  that  could  not 
be  improved  or  a  board  that  never  made  a  mistake. 

In  the  crisis  that  confronts  us  today  I  believe  it  Is  our  duty 
to  consider  this  legislation  not  In  terms  of  prolabor  or  pro- 
Industry,  not  In  terms  of  what  Is  best  for  the  North,  South, 
East,  or  West,  but  In  terms  of  the  general  welfare  of  the  Nation 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HARTLEY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Utah. 
Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    The  gentleman  made  a  state- 
ment that  we  should  not  debate  this  with  the  idea  of  being 
prolabor  or  proindustriallst.     I  wonder  If  we  should  not 
also  debate  it  without  being  pro  A.  P.  of  L.  or  pro  C.  I.  O.? 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  on  that:  yes. 
In  mentioning  the  fact  I  had  Introduced  the  A.  F.  of  L. 
amendments,  I  did  so  because  I  believed  the  A.  P.  of  L,  as  a 
labor  organization  was  the  first  to  recognize  that  the  Board 
had  not  done  a  good  job,  and  that  there  was  need  for  amend- 
ment to  the  act  and  the  Board  Itself. 
Mrs.  NORTON.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HARTLEY.  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  yield  unless  I  get 
more  time.    I  want  to  finish  my  statement. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  the  gentleman  may  have  another  minute. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Jones  of  Texas) .  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey  [Mrs. 
Norton]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  thinks 
the  differences  between  the  two  labor  organizations  might 
possibly  have  any  influence  on  the  action  that  has  been  taken 
by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor? 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  The  differences  between  the  two  labor 
organizations?  Not  at  all.  I  believe  the  A,  P,  of  L.  has  taken 
Its  position  because  the  Board,  by  its  own  acts,  has  proven 
lt.5elf  to  be  biased  In  favor  of  the  C.  I.  O.  and  against  the 
older  and  parent  organization,  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor. 

I  believe  we  must  direct  our  attention  first  to  the  law  itself 
and.  secondly,  to  its  administration.  Was  the  law  considered 
in  equity  and  has  It  been  Impartially  administered?  We  were 
assured  at  the  time  of  Its  passage  that  this  was  a  measure 
designed  "to  promote  industrial  peace."  Its  leading  pro- 
ponent, Senator  Wagner,  said,  and  I  quote: 

It  would  create  an  upright,  impartial,  and  peaceful  fortim  to  the 
benefit  of  employers,  workers,  and  the  country  at  large. 

Yet  in  1936,  the  first  year  of  its  operation,  over  2,000  strikes, 
invohing  over  700,000  workers,  took  place. 

Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
I       Mr.  HARTLEY.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Thomas  F.  FordI. 

Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  reason  for 
those  strikes  was  that  the  Liberty  League  had  said  a  group 
of  lawyers  stated  the  law  was  not  constitutional? 

Mr.  HARTLEY.    I  am  not  defending  any  of  that. 

In  1937.  the  second  year  of  its  operation,  there  were  over 
4,700  strikes  involving  nearly  2,000.000  workers.  In  1938, 
there,  were  2,272  strikes  involving  688,000  workers  and  in 
1939,' there  were  2.613  strikes  Involving  nearly  1,200,000 
workers. 

While  I  believe  that  a  conclusive  argument  can  be  presented 
calling  for  amendments  to  the  law,  I  am  so  firmly  convinced 
that  our  difficulties  have  arisen  because  of  maladministra- 
tion by  the  present  Board  and  its  hirelings  that  I  am  willing 
to  state  unequivocally,  give  me  a  Board  that  knows  the 
meaning  of  equity  and  I  will  vote  against  any  amendments  to 
the  act  itself. 
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The  National  Labor  Relations  Board  has  apparently  pro- 
ceeded on  the  idea  that  it  was  necessary  to  tear  industry 
down  In  order  to  lift  up  Ubor.  The  Board  itself  is  respon- 
sible for  the  failure  of  the  Wagner  Act  to  achieve  its  purpose. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  2  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  HartixtI? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  I  specifically  charge  that  acts  of  the  Na- 
tional La|M)r  Relations  Board  and  its  agents  have  aggravated 
strikes  bringing  great  losses  to  employee  and  employer  alike. 

Secondly,  that  their  hearings  have  been  biased,  partial, 
prejudiced,  and  unfair.  Third,  that  their  decisions  have  been 
based  in  many  instances,  on  incompetent,  irrelevant,  and 
hearsay  evidence.  Poiulh,  that  in  many  Instances,  decisions 
of  the  Board  have  been  deliberately  delayed.  Fifth,  that 
there  has  been  a  definite  partiality  on  the  part  of  the  Board 
in  favor  of  the  C.  I.  O.  against  any  and  all  other  labor  or- 
ganizations. Sixth,  that  instead  of  helping  management 
and  employee  collaborate  together,  it  has  built  a  wall  between 
them.  Eighth,  that  it  has  discriminated  against  craft  un- 
ions. Ninth,  that  it  has  proceeded  in  every  instance  under 
the  fallacy  that  industry  was  always  guilty  until  proved  in- 
nocent. 

•nie  issue  before  the  House  today  goes  to  the  heart  of  the 
American  system  of  civil  liberties.  The  backbone  of  the  civil 
libertie.s  is  the  right  of  every  citizen  to  a  fair  trial.  To  me  it 
is  ironical  that  there  are  those  in  this  House  calling  them- 
selves liberals,  who  have  taken  a  stand  against  any  revision 
of  the  law  which  would  change  the  membership  of  the  pres- 
ent Board.  This,  in  spite  of  the  amazing  tale  of  govern- 
mental misuse  of  power,  known  not  only  to  those  who  have 
followed  the  Smith  committee's  investigation,  but  as  a  matter 
of  general  public  knowledge. 

For  one.  I  would  be  willing  to  see  the  act  remain  as  is  under 
decent  administration.  The  maladministration  of  the  Board 
at  the  top  has  extended  out  with  few  exceptions  through  its 
agents  throughout  the  country.  If  there  had  been  justice 
instead  of  zealotry  in  the  conduct  of  the  Board  from  the  be- 
ginning, public  resentment  would  never  have  occurred  and 
investigations  such  as  the  Smith  committee  would  not  have 
been  necessary. 

Tlie  National  Labor  Relations  Board  has  been  weighed  and 
found  wanting.  A  clean  sweep  is  the  primary  move  neces- 
sary toward  making  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  what  it 
originally  was  intended  to  be — an  instrument  to  bring  about 
peace  in  industry  through  collective  bargaining. 

Do  not  whitewash  the  atrocious  record  of  the  present  Board 
by  adding  two  members  to  it;  rather,  give  us  a  new  Board  and 
3rou  will  remove  the  need  for  practically  every  other  amend- 
ment to  be  offered. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  amendment  and  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  revise  and 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  HomcAif]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 
__    Mr:  SMITH  of  Virginia.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  and  all  amend- 
ments thereto  shall  conclude  in  25  minutes,  reserving  5  min- 
utes to  myself. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith  1? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  may  have  attention 
I  will  not  take  more  than  2  minutes.  I,  too,  am  a  member 
of  the  House  Labor  Committee.  It  is  quite  true  that  there  Is 
some  resentment  on  the  part  of  certain  members  of  that  com- 
mittee because  of  the  activities  of  the  Smith  committee,  but, 
in  my  Judgment,  we  would  be  rather  small  minded  if  we  let 
any  personal  considerations  enter  into  a  decision  with  refer- 


ence to  whether  an  amendment  should  be  adopted  or  re- 
jected. The  Smith  committee  was  allowed  $100,000  to  make 
an  investigation,  which  it  made.  They  had  counsel  and  in 
my  judgment  they  did  an  effective  Job.  They  have  brought  in 
here  certain  amendments. 

If  I  have  any  friends  on  the  Republican  side  who  wish  to 
follow  my  judgment  or  who  would  be  so  generous  as  to  do  so 
in  this  particular  instance,  may  I  say,  with  all  due  respect 
to  the  gentleman  who  has  just  addressed  you  on  his  particiilar 
amendment,  that  the  Smith  committee  has  prepared  an 
amendment  covering  the  same  subject  which  I  understand 
Is  to  be  offered,  and  we  should  not  now  become  confused  as 
to  our  procedure.  May  I  ask  my  friends,  therefore,  to  defeat 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey: 
then,  later  on,  when  the  Smith  amendment  to  the  same  effect 
but  in  little  different  language  is  offered,  that  you  adopt  it. 
We  all  know  it  is  the  policy  and  the  strategy  of  those  who 
intend  to  defeat  any  and  all  amendments  to  this  bill  to  load  it 
up  with  amendments.  I  have  15  or  20  amendments  which  I 
think  should  be  agreed  to.  I  am  going  to  speak  on  some  of 
them,  but  I  expect  they  will  all  be  defeated.  Therefore,  in  the 
Interest  of  harmony  and  for  the  purpose  of  actually  getting 
rid  of  this  Board,  I  ask  the  minority  side  to  vote  down  the 
pending  amendment,  and  to  adopt  the  one  advocated  by  the 
Smith  committee  when  it  is  offered. 

Mr.  HARTLEY.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 
Mr.  HARTLEY.    The  gentleman  is  not  suggesting  that  I 
am  tnring  to  load  the  bill,  is  he? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Certainly  not.  Please  do  not  misunder- 
stand me.  I  think  the  gentleman's  amendment  is  a  good  one. 
The  gentleman  has  rendered  long  and  distinguished  service 
to  the  cause  of  labor.  Not  only  on  the  Labor  Committee  has 
he  been  a  tower  of  strength  to  labor  and  labor- legislation, 
but  on  the  floor  of  Congress,  and  outside  as  well,  he  has  always 
advocated  all  reasonable,  constructive  labor  legislation. 

I  know  that  an  attempt  will  be  made  to  so  load  this  legisla- 
tion with  amendments  that  are  either  contradictory,  imprac- 
ticable, or  inimical  to  the  cause  of  labor  that  we  may  get  our 
legs  crossed  and  stumble  and  lose  our  way  before  we  pass 
the  bill. 
There  are  many  amendments  which  I  have  in  mind. 
The  act  should  be  amended  so  as  to  incorporate  within  its 
terms  the  interpretations  placed  upon  it  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  insofar  as  the  same  will  aid  in  furthering  the  purpose 
of  the  act  or  in  clarifying  its  terms,  including,  among  others, 
the  following: 

(a)  A  provision  that  those  engaging  in  sit-down  strikes 
and  the  unlawful  destruction  of  property  lose  their  status 
as  employees  and  need  not  be  reemployed  nor  compensated 
for  wages  not  earned  after  the  commission  of  such  acts 
iN.  L.  R.  B.  V.  Fansteel  Metallurffical  Corporation,  decided 
February  27, 1939.  83  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  469) . 

(b)  A  provision  that,  when  the  employer  and  the  em- 
ployees' representatives  have  negotiated  for  a  reasonable 
length  of  time,  or  where  the  positions  of  the  parties  are  so 
diametrically  opposed  that  there  appears  to  be  no  reasonable 
hope  of  a  compromise,  the  requirement  as  to  collective  bar- 
gaining has  been  satisfied  (N.  L.  R.  B.  v.  Columbian  Enameling 
&  Stamping  Co.,  decided  February  27,  1939,  83  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
480:  N.  L.  R.  B.  V.  Sands  Mfg.  Co..  decided  February  27,  1939. 
83  U.  8.  (Led.)  488). 

(c)  A  provision  that  the  Board  has  no  authority  to  inflict 
a  punitive  penalty  upon  the  employer,  except  as  that  penalty 
is  expbcitly  defined  and  Imposed  by  the  language  of  the  act 
Itself  (Consolidated  Edison  Co.  v.  N.  L.  R.  B.,  decided  Decem- 
ber 5,  1938.  83  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  131;  305  U.  S.  197) . 

(d)  A  provision  that  the  Board  has  no  authority  to  in- 
validate a  contract  entered  into  l)etween  an  employer  and 
representatives  for  collective  bargaining  selected  by  a  majority 
of  the  employees  (Consolidated  Edison  Co.  v.  N.  L.  R.  B.,  de- 
cided December  5,  1938,  83  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  131;  305  U.  S.  197) . 

(e)  That  findings  of  fact  by  the  Board  will  not  be  sustained 
unless  they  are  supported  by  "evidence  which  Is  substantial; 
that  is,  affording  a  substanUal  basis  of  fact  from  which  the 
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fact  in  issue  can  be  reasonably  Inferred"  (N.  L.  R.  B.  v.  Colum- 
bian Enameling  &  Stamping  Co..  decided  February  27,  1939,  83 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  480;  Consolidated  Edison  Co.  v.  N.  L.  R.  B..  de- 
cided December  5,  1938.  83  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  131.  305  U.  S.  197). 

(f )  There  should  also  be  a  provision,  although  the  Supreme 
Court  has  not  passed  upon  this  proposition,  that  the  unit 
from  which  representatives  for  collective  bargaining  are  to 
be  selected  should  be  limited  to  one  employer  in  one  locality 
and  shall  l>e  embraced  within  the  limits  of  the  municipal 
corporation  in  which  the  employees  are  working. 
There  should  be  a  definition  of  collective  bargaining. 
Yesterday,  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  MurdockI  made 
the  argument  that  as  the  law  now  stood  an  employer  could 
not  be  forced  to  enter  into  a  collective-bargaining  agreement. 
The  Supreme  Court  so  held  in  the  case  of  N.  L.  R.  B.  v. 
Jones  &  iMughlin  Steel  Corporation  <301  U.  S.  1,  45). 

Moreover,  Senator  Wagner,  in  a  letter,  and  the  Senate 
committee  in  reporting  the  bill  made  the  same  statement. 

The  Smith  Investigations  show  that  the  strike  against 
Inland  Steel  was  instigated  by  the  joint  action  of  Lee  Press- 
man, general  counsel  of  the  C.  I.  O.,  and  Nathan  Witt,  secre- 
tary of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board,  for  the  purpose  of 
having  decided  the  issue  as  to  whether  an  employer  could  be 
forced  to  sign  a  written  contract  after  an  agreement  had  ' 
been  reached. 

The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Seventh  Circuit,  in  the 
Inland  case,  decided  on  January  9,  1940,  held  that,  under 
the  act  as  it  stood,  the  employer  was  not  required  to  sign  a 
written  agreement.    In  that  case  the  court  said: 

Thus  it  appears  that,  in  order  to  settle  this  admittedly  legal 
question  a  strike  was  called,  with  all  of  Its  attendant  hardships 
and  a  proceeding  was  Instituted  which  required  several  months  to 
hear  and  determine. 

As  a  matter  of  fact.  2  years  and  8  months  elapsed  from 
the  time  the  Supreme  Court  handed  down  its  decision  in  the 
Jones  &  Laughlin  case. 

However,  the  effect  of  the  Inland  decision  is  wholly  de- 
stroyed by  subsequent  decisions  by  other  circuit  courts  of  ap- 
peals which,  if  sustained,  demonstrate  that  the  employer  is 
required  to  enter  into  a  contract. 

This  situation  will  iUustrate  the  point:  There  is  a  dispute 
between  the  employer  and  the  union.  The  disagreement 
may  be  over  one  or  a  dozen  propositions.  Let  us  take  an 
extreme  case.  Assume  that  John  Jones  is  working  for  Com- 
pany A.  The  company  has  had  no  thought  of  discharging 
him.  He  has  no  idea  of  quitUng.  He  has  no  grievance  of 
any  kind.  The  company  and  the  representatives  of  the 
union  cannot  agree  as  to  wages  or  hours  or  some  other 
question.  The  bargaining  agent  of  the  union  says  to  the 
company  representative.  "Do  you  intend  to  discharge  John 
Jones'"  The  company's  representative  replies,  "No;  cer- 
tainly not.  He  has  worked  here  for  10  years;  we  have  no 
fault  to  find;  we  intend  to  keep  him.  and  he  Intends  to 
work."  "Fine,"  says  the  representative  of  the  union,  "we 
agree  on  that,  do  we?  You  do  not  intend  to  discharge  him?'| 
"Certainly  not,"  says  the  company's  representaUve.  "Then." 
says  the  representaUve  of  the  union,  "representing  the  union 
as  I  do.  I  want  you  to  sign  a  written  contract  to  the  effect  that 
you  do  not  intend  to  discharge  John  Jones." 

Under  the  decisions  rendered  subsequent  to  the  decision  in 
the  Inland  case,  that  is.  the  decision  in  Art  Metals  Construc- 
tion Co.  V.  N.  L.  R.  B.,  decided  in  the  second  circuit  on  the 
26th  day  of  February  1940  (110  Fed.  (2d)  148);  the  deci- 
sion in  N.  L.  R.  B.  v.  Highland  Park  Manufacturing  Co.,  de- 
cided by  the  fourth  circuit  on  the  11th  day  of  March  1940  (110 
Fed  (2d)  :  and  the  decision  in  H.  J.  Heinz  Co.  v.  N.  L.  R.  B.. 
decided  April  3.  1940  (110  Fed.  (2d)  843).  the  employer  must 
enter  into  a  written  contract. 

A  harmless  procedure,  you  say?  Perhaps,  and  then  again, 
not  so  harmless  as  it  may  seem.  The  object  of  the  contract, 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  union,  is  to  demonstrate  to  aU 
other  employees  of  the  company  that  it  is  the  "boss." 

The  practical  result  is  that  every  employer  can,  under  these 
decisions,  if  they  are  permitted  to  prevail,  be  forced  to  sign 
some  sort  of  a  contract  with  the  union,  and  the  subsequent 


result  is  that  all  employees,  whether  they  desire  it  or  not.  are 
forced  into  the  union. 

It  necessarily  follows  from  these  decisions  that  the  em- 
ployer, if  he  agrees  to  anything,  can  be  forced  to  sign  a  writ- 
ten contract  and,  as  some  of  the  courts  have  said  that  col- 
lective bargaining  includes  the  making  of  counterproposals, 
it  follows  that  the  employer  can  be  forced  to  do  the  very 
thing  which  Chief  Justice  Hughes  in  the  case  of  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  against  Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel 
Corporation  said  the  law  did  not  require. 

I  know  that  the  amendments  which  are  adopted  today  will 
not  make  the  law  just  or  fair.  I  know  that  they  will  not 
prevent  employees  being  deprived  of  the  right  to  bargain  col- 
lectively. I  know  that  they  will  not  prevent  racketeers  from 
profiting  at  the  expense  of  both  employee  and  employer. 

I  am  certain,  in  my  own  mind  at  least,  that  amendments 
which  I  would  like  to  propose  would  do  something  toward 
making  the  law  and  its  administration  more  just  and  equit- 
able. But  because  I  know  that  a  major  part  of  the  trouble, 
of  the  injustice,  of  the  persecution,  which  has  been  carried  on 
under  this  act,  has  come  through  the  improper  conspiracy,  if 
you  care  to  call  it  that,  existing  between  the  C.  I.  O.,  some  who 
hold  the  views  of  the  Communists,  and  the  Labor  Board  and 
its  employees,  I  am  wholeheartedly  in  favor  of  the  Smith 
amendments  for,  by  the  adoption  of  those  amendments,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Senate,  we  shall  be  rid  of  a  Federal  agency 
which  has  been  a  disgrace  to  our  country. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Parsons).  The  gentleman  from 
Indiana  I  Mr.  Halleck]  is  recognized  for  4  minutes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  that  has 
been  proposed  would  set  up  a  new  Board.  That  was  a  con- 
troversy that  was  fought  out  in  the  Labor  Committee  and  was 
decided  on  a  very  close  vote,  as  I  understand  it — the  question 
whether  there  would  be  a  new  board  or  two  members  added. 
Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HALLECK.  I  refuse  to  yield.  I  have  only  4  minutes. 
I  want  to  talk  on  this  amendment  as  I  see  it,  and  I  believe  I 
know  what  it  is  about. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  The  gentleman  wanted  information. 
Mr.  HALLECK.  If  there  is  one  thing  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  has  been  for  for  years  it  is  having  a  new 
board,  and  they  have  insisted  on  it.  Particularly  did  they 
insist  on  it  at  their  1938  convention  in  Houston,  Tex.,  when 
they  advocated  language  substantially  like  that  contained  in 
this  amendment,  and  there  has  been  a  general  demand  over 
the  country  for  a  new  board.  But  this  is  what  I  want  the 
members  of  the  Committee  to  understand:  We  are  working 
on  the  Smith  bill  at  this  time.  We  are  attempting  to  perfect 
it  as  the  House  would  want  it  written.  The  Smith  bill  pro- 
vides for  a  separation  of  powers.  It  provides  for  the  setting 
up  of  an  administrator,  who  shall  prosecute  cases.  It  pro- 
vides for  the  setting  up  of  a  new  board  of  three,  not  five,  but 
a  new  board  to  be  appointed  by  the  President. 

This  provision  for  a  new  board  in  the  Smith  bill  had  to  out- 
line the  duties  of  the  board,  because  the  board  of  three,  as 
provided  in  the  Smith  bill,  would  not  have  the  duty  of  prose- 
cution. If  this  amendment  were  adopted  at  this  time,  it 
would  provide  for  a  new  board  of  five  members,  but  would  not 
have  these  other  provisions  that,  to  my  mind,  are  absolutely 
essential  in  the  framework  and  the  design  of  the  Smith  bill. 
K  the  Smith  bill  were  not  adopted  by  the  House  as  a  substi- 
tute for  the  Norton  bill  and  the  House  went  to  the  perfection 
of  the  Norton  bill,  then  the  amendment  that  is  here  presented 
would  be  in  order,  in  line  with  the  perfection  of  that  bill.  I 
am  for  a  new  board,  do  not  misunderstand  me.  I  have  made 
that  position  clear.  But  I  am  not  for  this  amendment  at  this 
time  and  at  this  place  in  the  bill,  because  it  is  not  in  line  with 
the  other  provisions  of  the  bill. 

Let  me  say  further  that  if  the  House  should  vote  down  our 
proposal  for  a  separation  of  powers,  which  would  leave  the 
situation  as  it  is  now  in  the  existing  law,  then  this  amend- 
ment could  be  offered  after  the  adoption  of  such  an  amend- 
ment as  that  and  would  fit  in  the  pattern  of  the  proposed 
legislation;  but  it  does  not  fit  in  the  pattern  now. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7782 

In  view  of  some  things  that  have  been  said  here  that  I 
trust  were  not  Intended  to  cast  any  aspersions  at  any  of  us 
personally  or  to  question  our  integrity.  I  should  like  to  say 
that,  for  one,  I  said  a  long  time  ago  publicly  that  I  am  not 
wedded  to  any  language  or  any  particular  amendment.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Bartow  J,  to  leave  the  preamble  as  it  is  today  in  the  law.  was 
what  was  advocated  by  the  minority  ol  our  conunittee.  Our 
proposal  to  change  that  preamble  was  Jumped  on  by  people 
who  are  friends  of  the  act  and  friends  of  the  Board.  It 
seemed  to  draw  some  of  the  most  vigorous  and  harsh  criti- 
cism of  any  of  the  provisions  in  the  bill.  I  do  not  know  why 
anyone  should  be  particularly  condemned  because  he  says 
if  that  proposal  has  created  such  a  storm,  so  much  suspicion, 
so  much  question  as  to  the  motives  of  the  people  trjrlng  to 
do  something  about  this  problem,  why  should  not  the  House, 
in  its  judgment,  take  it  out  and  leave  the  preamble  as  it  is, 
because,  after  all.  it  is  not  very  important? 

In  conclusion.  I  want  to  urge  again  that  this  amendment 
at  another  time  or  imder  different  circumstances  would  have 
my  support,  but  at  this  time  and  at  this  stage  of  our  con- 
sideration I  do  not  believe  the  House  should  adopt  it. 

Mr.  HARTLEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLBCK.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  In  all  fairness,  does  the  gentleman  be- 
lieve that  if  we  had  a  board  in  which  we  all  had  confidence, 
a  board  that  would  do  a  decent  Job,  we  would  need  an 
administrator? 

Mr.  HALLECK.    I  argued  about  that  jresterday. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  Martiw  J.  Kxknkdy]. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Chairman,  when  I  spoke 
on  the  nile  making  this  bill  in  order  I  stated  that  I  was 
opposed  to  all  the  amendments  to  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act.  Since  making  that  speech  I  have  been  attentively 
listening  to  the  debate.  I  listened  all  of  yesterday  and  I  was 
v^  sorry  to  find  so  few  of  my  Democratic  colleagues  here. 
The  attendance  seems  to  Indicate  a  woeful  lack  of  interest. 
I  also  regret  that  in  the  debate  there  seems  to  be  running  a 
strain  of  bitterness.  Back  In  1930  I  was  a  member  of  the 
Labor  Committee  of  the  House.  I  do  not  believe  a  bill  was 
reported  by  that  committee  unless  it  had  the  complete  ap- 
proval of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  Members 
would  rise  on  this  floor  and  quote  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor  and  the  wishes  of  the  federation  were  faithfully 
followed.  I  am  pleased  to  say  their  position  on  legislation 
was  usually  sound.  Today,  I  find  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor  being  severely  criticized  because  they  have  approved 
the  so-called  Smith  amendments  to  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act.  I  resent  this  attack  because  I  believe  the  Amer- 
ican Federation  of  Labor  have  a  perfect  right  to  their  views. 
,On  this  bill.  I  am  not  going  to  foUow  the  suggestion  of  Mr. 
William  Green,  because  I  sincerely  believe  the  proposed 
amendments  are  unnecessary.  I  believe  the  necessary  power 
Is  presently  vested  in  the  Board  and  they  should  change  their 
rules  to  meet  the  honest  criticism  of  the  hour.  I  indicated 
in  my  speech  the  other  day  that  I  believed  the  personnel 
of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  are  responsible  for  the 
pending  bill.  We  all  have  had  experience  with  the  personnel 
of  that  Board.  I  do  not  know  on  what  basis  they  were 
selected  for  their  Jobs,  but  I  do  hope  that  they  will  be  retired 
from  service  before  long.  There  are  thousands  of  excellent 
candidates  who  wiU  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  act  in  an 
intelligent  and  efficient  manner.  This  House  created  the 
Smith  committee — and  the  majority  of  the  committee  are 
Democrats.  Some  of  my  Democratic  colleagues  who  have 
been  criticizing  the  members  of  the  Smith  committee  have 
asked  us  to  support  them  in  their  attack  on  this  committee. 
When  we  remember  that  only  103  Democrats  voted  against 
this  rule  the  other  day.  It  would  seem  that  this  is  not  a  Demo- 
cratic rule.  In  my  opinion,  my  Democratic  colleagues  should 
appeal  for  help  to  the  Democratic  leaders  of  this  House, 
because  the  Rkcord  shows  that  the  delegations  from  Texas, 
Alabama,  Mississippi,  Georgia.  Florida,  the  Carolinas,  New 
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Mexico,  Virginia,  Louisiana,  and  Tennessee,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  one  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Patrick]  voted 
for  the  adoption  of  this  rule.  It  is  idle  for  any  Member  to 
get  up  here  and  appeal  to  Democrats.  Where  are  these 
Democrats?  Where  are  the  leaders  of  the  House?  Certainly 
they  are  not  here  present. 

I  do  not  propose  to  sit  silently  and  listen  to  William  Green 
and  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  being  criticized  In  a 
most  imfalr  fashion  simply  because  they  have  taken  a  po- 
sition in  opposition  to  this  bill.  Personally.  I  am  going  to 
vote  against  any  change  in  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act, 
because  I  respectfully  differ  with  Mr.  Green  as  to  the  neces- 
sity for  change.  I  cannot  apologize  for  the  conduct  of  a  group 
that  has  persistently  flouted  the  provisions  of  the  law  they 
are  expected  to  administer.  I  understand  the  President  of 
the  United  States  has  gone  so  far  as  to  ask  one  of  his  ap- 
pointees to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  to  resign, 
and  the  man  has  refused  to  comply.  I  hope  as  a  result  of 
this  debate  we  may  ix)ssibly  correct  the  defects  in  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act. 

I  have  the  utmost  confidence  In  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor  and  its  leaders,  as  represented  by  William  Green  and 
George  Meany,  formerly  president  of  the  New  York  State 
Federation  of  Labor.  I  respect  their  opinions  on  all  matters 
concerning  labor,  and  I  accept  their  judgment  on  most  legis- 
lative questions  pertaining  to  labor,  but  I  feel  so  strongly 
that  any  amendments  to  the  present  law  would  be  the  Ijegin- 
mng  of  the  end  of  labor's  Magna  Carta  that  I  shall  vote 
against  all  amendments. 

Let  us  direct  oiir  efforts  to  cure  the  evil  at  the  source  by 
the  appointment  of  competent  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  employees.     [ Applause.  1 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chaiirman,  this  amendment, 
as  you  understand,  creates  a  new  board  and  Increases  the 
membership  from  three  to  five.  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment,  and  I  do  so  regretfully,  knowing  the  very  deep 
Interest  and  the  fine  service  that  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hartley],  who  has  offered  this  amendment,  has 
rendered  to  the  labor  movement.  The  reason  I  oppose  it  is 
this:  When  you  analyze  it,  all  It  does  Is  to  add  two  more 
$10,000  salaries  to  the  pay  roll,  whereas  the  amendments 
which  we  offer,  and  which  we  hope  the  House  will  sustain. 
Instead  of  doing  that,  create  an  administrator  and  thereby 
separate  the  prosecuting  functions  of  the  Board  from  the 
judicial  fimctions. 

This  is  a  very  important  amendment  of  ours,  because 
around  it  hinges  the  greater  part  of  the  controversy  and  the 
trouble  al)out  this  whole  matter,  namely,  that  the  Board  as 
now  constituted  acts  as  the  investigator,  the  prosecutor,  the 
trial  attorney,  the  judge,  and,  as  the  Court  said,  the  execu- 
tioner. 

Now.  what  we  are  seeking  to  do,  In  accordance  with  our 
constitutional  arrangement.  Is  to  separate  the  prosecuting 
functions  from  the  judicial  functions,  and  we  are  doing  that 
by  creating  an  administrator,  who  would  be  like  an  attorney 
general  to  prosecute  violations  of  the  law,  and  then  a  board 
of  three  which  would  try  and  decide  the  cases. 

Having  relieved  the  Board  of  these  functions  under  our 
amendments,  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey,  which  would  increase  the  Board  to  five,  would  merely 
be  an  added  expense  without  adding  anything  particularly  to 
the  proper  functioning  of  the  Board.     [Applause.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  genUewoman 
from  New  Jersey  for  4  minutes. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  care  for  recogni- 
tion at  this  time. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  for  time  to  talk  on  this  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hartley! 
because  it  relates  to  the  Board  itself,  and  so  that  the  Record 
may  show  something  of  its  accomplishments  I  would  like  at 
this  time  to  quote  some  statistics  relative  to  the  work  of  the 
Board  since  Its  mception. 

The  Board's  records  show  that  It  has  handled  up  to  Decem- 
ber 1,  1939,  25.034  cases  mvolving  5,696,234  workers.    More 
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than  5.000,000  workers  were  Involved  in  the  cases  handled  by 
the  Board  up  to  this  time.  The  Board  has  averted  798 
strikes.  Involving  186.799  workers.  It  has  conducted  2,543 
elections  In  which  1.200.414  valid  votes  were  cast.  Up  to 
December  1,  1939,  the  Board  has  rendered  1.439  formal  deci- 
sions, covering  a  million  pages  of  testimony  and  constituting 
18  volumes  of  reports  of  about  22.000  pages.  In  1938  the 
testimony  taken  by  the  Board  exceeded  in  the  number  of 
pages  the  combined  total  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission, the  Securities  Exchange  Commission.  Department  of 
Agriculture.  Board  of  Tax  Appeals.  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion, and  the  Federal  Communications  Commission.  In  1939 
the  pages  of  testimony  taken  about  equaled  the  total  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and  the  Securities  Exchange 
Commission.  It  has  handled  54  matters  In  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States.  518  in  the  circuit  couits  of  appeals, 
and  120  in  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States. 

The  great  bulk  of  this  work  has  been  handled  in  the  pa^t 
two  and  a  half  years,  following  the  Supreme  Court  decisions 
in  April  1937.  upholding  the  constitutionality  of  the  act. 

This  huge  volume  of  work  accomplished  by  the  Board  and 
its  staff  Is  Important  not  only  as  showing  the  competence  of 
the  staff,  but  as  revealing  the  over-all  picture  against  which 
individual   instances   of   alleged   Improper   action   must  be 

Judged. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  main  purpose  is  to  insert  in  this  Record 
the  accomplishments  of  this  Board  so  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  in  any  action  it  may  see  fit  to  take — and  I 
cannot  quarrel  with  the  judgment  of  the  majority  If  they 
decide  against  my  position — may  know  the  facts,  may  know 
the  enormity  of  the  tasks  with  which  this  Board  was  con- 
fronted, the  volume  of  the  work  they  had  to  undertake,  and 
the  accomplishments  and  achievements  of  the  Board.  Then, 
if  the  House  wants  to  remove  them,  then  if  it  desires  to  dis- 
solve this  Board,  that  Is  the  decision  for  the  House  to  make. 
I  think,  however,  the  Record  at  least  should  show  something 
of  the  Board's  achievements  and  accomplishments. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mi.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  HEALEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  In  making  the  minority  report 
the  gentleman  went  into  the  court  records,  did  he  not,  of 
other  administrative  agencies,  and  is  there  any  administra- 
tive agency  of  this  Government  that  has  a  court  record  that 
Will  even  compare  with  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board? 

Mr.  HEALEY.  I  can  say  without  fear  of  contradiction 
that  the  sUtement  the  gentleman  has  made  is  undeniably 
correct.  The  record  of  the  Board  in  disposing  of  cases  with- 
out the  formality  and  necessary  expense  of  hearings  attests 
to  its  efficiency  and  its  intelligent  desire  to  avoid  the  inevitable 
friction  mvolved  in  litigation.  Most  of  the  cases  disposed  of 
informally  were  settled  by  agreement  among  the  parties.  The 
promotion  of  such  amicable  settlements  Is  shown  by  the  fig- 
ures to  be  one  of  the  principal  functions  of  the  Board  staff. 
During  the  period  of  from  October  1,  1935,  to  June  30,  1939, 
12,619  unfair  labor  practices  were  disposed  of.  Of  these, 
11.469  cases,  or  91  percent,  were  disposed  of  informally:  the 
6.086,  or  48.3  percent,  by  setUement;  1.968,  or  15.6  percent. 
by  dismissal;  and  3,274,  or  26  percent  by  withdrawal.  Only 
9  percent  proceeded  as  far  as  the  issuance  of  a  formal 
complaint.  In  the  same  period,  6.169  representation  cases 
were  handled.  Of  these,  4,813  cases,  or  78  percent,  were 
handled  Informally;  2.919.  or  47.3  percent,  by  settlement; 
571.  or  9.3  percent,  by  dismissal;  and  1,285.  or  20.8  percent, 
by  withdrawal.  Only  22  percent  went  so  far  as  the  Issuance 
of  a  Board  order  for  investigation  of  representatives. 

During  the  last  year,  in  923  imfair  labor  practice  cases 
Involving  134,326  workers,  unions  were  recognized  as  the  re- 
sult of  Board  efforts,  and  769  collective  agreements  were 
signed.  In  903  cases.  noUces  mforming  employees  that  they 
had  the  rights  guaranteed  under  the  act  were  posted  by  em- 
ployers. In  245  cases  employers  ceased  dominating  and 
interfering  with  labor  organizations  of  their  employees,  and 
a  total  of  7.738  workers  were  reinstated  after  discriminatory 
discharges,  of  whom  3,003  received  $658,523  in  back  pay. 


Under  the  protection  of  the  act  labor  organizations  has 
made  rapid  strides  since  the  legislation  went  Into  effect. 
Increases  in  membership  have  been  registered  by  both  of  the  - 
main  branches  of  the  labor  movement. 

In  1935  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  executive 
council  reported  a  membership  of  3.045,347.  An  authorita- 
tive estimate  placed  the  total  membership  of  other  unions 
then  at  578.000,  making  a  total  union  membership  of  a  little 
over  3,600.000. 

In  1939  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  executive  council 
reported  a  membership  of  4.006.354.  The  same  year  the 
chairman  of  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations  stated 
that  it  had  a  membership  of  over  4.000.000.  The  Department 
of  Labor  estimates  the  present  total  union  membership  at 
between  eight  and  eight  and  one-half  million. 

This  was  accompanied  also  by  a  rapid  increase  In  the  num-- 
ber  and  coverage  of  written  collective  agreements.  The  in- 
crease in  agreements  has  occurred  particularly  since  1937. 
Thus  in  steel,  before  1937.  there  were  very  few  agreements. 
In  1937  more  than  350  were  reported,  and  in  1938.  500.  In 
the  rubber  industry  in  1932  less  than  100  workers  were  cov- 
ered by  agreements;  now  more  than  40,000  are,  of  whom 
more  than  80  percent  were  covered  since  April  1937.  In  flat 
glass  21.000  workers  are  now  covered.  In  aluminum,  agree- 
ments cover  6  plants  employing  17,000  workers.  In  automo- 
bile more  than  500  agreements  were  made  In  1938.  In  the 
electrical-equipment  Industry  more  than  400  agreements 
have  been  made,  of  which  300  are  with  the  International 
Brotherhood  of  Electrical  Workers — American  Federation  of 
Labor.  The  International  Association  of  Machinists — also 
American  Federation  of  Labor— reports  over  4,000  agreements 
in  the  machinery  Industry. 

Not  only  has  there  been  an  extraordinary  Increase  In  such 
agreements,  but  more  recently  a  significant  change  in  their 
character  has  been  noted.  The  National  Industrial  Confer- 
ence Board  Management  Record  for  July  1939  reports  that, 
as  compared  with  1937  agreements,  1939  agreements — 

In  general  •  •  •  mdlcate  a  more  serlovis  acceptance  of  col- 
lective bargaining. 

Their  duration  Is  Indefinite,  rather  than  being  limited  to  1 
year,  and  they  appear  to  be  attempts — 

To  cover  situations  that  arise  in  day-to-day  plant  operation  rather 
than  contracts  entered  Into  under  duress  and  couched  in  such 
vague  terms  as  to  make  misunderstanding  Inevitable  and  amicable 
administration  difficult. 

Credit  for  these  trends  In  collective  bargaining,  it  seems  to 
us,  can  be  attributed  largely  to  the  act  and  the  Board's  ad- 
ministration of  the  act.  It  is  almost  entirely  since  the  vali- 
dation of  the  act  by  the  Supreme  Court  and  the  consequent 
commencement  of  effective  application  that  these  trends  have 

appeared. 

The  important  effect  of  the  act  in  making  effective  the 
civil  liberties  of  employees,  and  in  securing  similar  benefits 
can  best  be  stated  in  the  words  of  Senator  Wagner,  who,  in 
a  letter  to  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  said: 

Finally,  no  appraisal  of  the  merit  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act  is  complete  without  mention  of  those  values  which  cannot  be 
measured  in  statistical  terms.  To  increasing  milUons  of  wage 
earners,  the  act  is  bringing  increasing  enjoyment  in  their  dally 
working  lives  of  freedom  ol  expression,  of  the  press,  of  assembly, 
and  of  ballot.  To  increasing  millions  of  wage  earners,  it  is  guaran- 
teeing a  voice  and  a  place  in  our  industrial  system  which  has  been 
too  long  neglected  or  denied.  The  significance  of  these  values  must 
be  apparent  in  the  present  trend  of  world  events. 

While  no  evidence  on  the  matter  was  introduced  by  counsel 
for  the  committee,  the  effect  of  the  act  upon  Industrial  strife 
has  been  the  subject  of  considerable  controversy.  It  will 
readily  be  admitted  that.  In  a  field  where  the  varying  factors 
are  so  complex,  the  precise  effect  of  the  act  cannot  be  pre- 
cisely traced.  Yet  we  believe  that  the  evidence  introduced 
upon  this  subject  by  the  Board  points  to  several  significant 

facts. 

Because  of  the  injunction  campaign,  and  the  widely  fos- 
tered belief  that  the  act  was  unconstitutional.  It  did  not 
come  into  effective  operation  until  after  the  Supreme  Court 
decisions  of  April  12,  1937.     In  1938  there  was  a  decrease. 
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from  1937,  of  42  percent  in  the  number  of  strikes,  of  63 
percent  in  the  number  of  workers  involved,  and  of  68  per- 
cent in  the  total  man-days  of  idleness  due  to  strikes.  In  the 
first  10  months  of  1939  It  declined  to  40  percent  of  the  total 
for  the  same  period  of  1937.  The  same  trend  continued  In 
November  and  December  of  1939,  despite  the  fact  that  dur- 
ing these  years  the  number  of  men  organized  into  imions  was 
about  three  times  as  great  as  in  the  pre-1935  period,  and 
despite  a  rising  trend  of  business  activity  during  the  greater 
part  of  1939.  And  while  the  niunber  of  strikes  was  greater 
in  1938  and  1939  than  in  1935  and  1936.  their  severity  dimin- 
ished, since  the  number  of  workers  involved  and  man-days 
lost  was  less  in  1938  than  In  any  year  since  1932  and  1931. 
respectively. 

Similarly,  since  the  validation  of  the  act  the  number  of 
sit-down  strikes  declined  from  a  high  of  170  In  March  1937 
to  only  6  in  the  entire  year  1939. 

The  sharp  Increase  in  business  activity  In  the  latter  months 
of  1939  was  not  accompanied  by  a  similar  Increase  in  indus- 
trial strife.  Also,  it  is  highly  significant  that  there  was  a 
drop  of  48  percent  in  number  of  strikes  in  those  Industries 
to  which  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  applies  from  1937 
to  1938.  and  of  only  29  percent  in  other  Industries,  a  de- 
crease of  66  percent  in  number  of  strikers  in  the  former 
group  and  only  52  percent  in  the  latter;  and  a  decrease  of  71 
percent  in  man-days  idleness  in  the  former  classification  and 
only  51  percent  in  the  latter. 

There  has  been  an  even  more  Impressive  diminution  in 
the  number  of  strikes  called  to  achieve  the  purpose  protected 
by  the  act — the  right  of  organization.  Until  April  1937  the 
number  of  strikes  called  for  organizational  purposes  almost 
uniformly  exceeded  the  ntmil)er  of  cases  filed  with  the  Board; 
since  that  time  Board  cases  have  \miformly  exceeded  strikes 
for  such  purposes.  In  a  ratio  varying  from  10  to  1  to  4  to  1. 
Similarly,  the  number  of  Board  cases  has  been  greater  than 
the  total  of  strikes  for  all  purix)ses  and  the  number  of  workers 
involved  in  Board  cases  has  almost  uniformly  exceeded  the 
niunber  of  strikes  since  April  1937. 

These  trends  are  rendered  still  more  significant  by  the  fact 
that  during  the  existence  of  the  act  there  has  been  an  enor- 
mous Increase  of  union  membership,  as  noted  above. 

In  the  light  of  the  foregoing  we  are  definitely  of  the  opinion 
that  the  act  has.  since  its  validation  in  the  middle  of  1937, 
been  a  significant  factor  in  reducing  Industrial  unrest.  In 
our  opinion  the  act  will  continue  to  play  an  increasingly 
prominent  role  In  the  promotion  of  harmonious  labor  rela- 
tions as  It  comes  to  be  accepted  more  generally  throughout 
Industry. 

One  of  the  most  significant  facts  revealed  by  the  history  of 
the  Board's  operations  has  been  the  definite  trend  toward 
increasing  compliance  with  its  terms. 

This  Is  evidenced  by  the  proportion  of  representation  cases 
and  unfair  labor  practice  cases  filed  with  the  Board  each 
year.  In  1936  unfair  labor  practice  cases  constituted  81 
percent  of  all  Board  cases;  in  1937.  71  percent;  in  1938.  65 
percent;  and  In  1939.  about  65  percent.  The  tendency  thus 
is  to  use  the  facilities  of  the  Board  more  to  settle  questioas 
of  representation  and  less  to  remedy  unfair  labor  practices. 
Similarly,  the  numl)er  of  new  cases  filed  with  the  Board  has 
dropped  off  appreciably,  from  an  average  of  785  per  month 
m  1937.  and  666  In  1938.  to  531  in  1939. 

The  Board's  record  in  the  coiu-ts  is  an  impressive  one.  Up 
to  January  20.  1940,  the  Supreme  Court  reviewed  decisions 
of  the  Board  on  the  merits  In  16  cases;  In  12  the  Board's 
position  was  sustained  In  toto.  In  2  the  Board's  order  was 
modified,  and  In  2  it  was  set  aside.  Of  the  12  decisions  up- 
holding the  Board  in  full.  9  Involved  reversing  orders  of  cir- 
cuit courts  of  appeals  setting  aside  Board  orders.  In  6  other 
cases  in  the  Supreme  Court  involving  Injimctlon  or  pro- 
cedural questions,  the  Board  was  sustained  in  full.  In  15 
cases,  by  refusing  to  grant  writs  of  certiorari,  the  Court  left 
in  force  decisions  of  circuit  courts  of  appeals  enforcing  Board 
orders:  in  only  2  cases  did  the  Court,  by  refusing  certiorari. 
leave  in  force  circuit  court  decisions  setting  aside  Board 
orders.    In  12  of  the  22  cases  actually  decided  by  the  Supreme 


Court,  the  decision  sustaining  the  Board  reversed  the  lower 

court.  ^  ^   ^ 

This  record  contrasts  with  the  record  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  which  in  the  10  years  following  its  first 
case  in  the  Supreme  Court  was  reversed  10  times,  never 
wholly  upheld,  and  partly  sustained  twice,  and  with  that  of 
the  FWeral  Trade  Commission,  which.  In  a  similar  period, 
was  sustained  in  3  cases,  partially  sustained  In  1  case,  and 
overruled  in  11  cases.  The  Board's  record  In  the  Supreme 
Court  is  better  than  that  of  any  Government  agency  which 
has  ever  been  established.  Its  record  for  affirmances  in  the 
Supreme  Court  is  better  than  that  of  the  Circuit  Courts  of 
Appeals  for  the  Second.  Third.  Sixth,  and  Seventh  Circuits— 
4  courts  selected  at  random  for  purposes  of  comparison. 

In  cases  finally  disposed  of  in  the  circuit  courts  of  appeals, 
Board  orders  have  been  sustained  In  full  In  40  cases,  modified 
In  24.  and  overruled  in  19. 

All  questions  of  law  and  all  issues  of  the  fairness  of  the 
proceeding  are  subject  to  full  review  by  the  courts.  While, 
as  in  the  case  of  all  administrative  agencies,  the  Board '3 
findings  of  fact  are  conclusive  if  supported  by  evidence,  the 
courts  have  interpreted  this  to  mean  that  the  Board's  findings 
must  be  supported  by  substantial  evidence,  and  the  courts 
have  in  fact  exercised  considerable  latitude  In  appraising 
the  testimony  in  the  record. 

Further,  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  cases  which 
have  been  reviewed  by  the  courts  are  not  fair  samples  oi  the 
Boards  work.  The  fact  that  employers  against  whom  an 
order  has  been  Issued  can.  and  very  frequently  have,  sought 
review  of  the  order  on  their  own  initiative,  eliminates  the 
possibility  that  the  cases  taken  to  court  have  been  selected  in 
such  a  way  as  to  show  results  favorable  to  the  Board. 

For  these  reasons  we  beheve  the  Board's  litigation  record 
Is  particularly  significant.  It  is  indicative  that  the  Board 
has  observed  the  limits  of  its  statutory  power. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Blas- 
sachusetts  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  the  fol- 
lowing amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Smtth  of  Virginia:  Page  4.  strike  out 
lines  10  to  3S.  IncIualTe.  and  on  page  6.  strike  out  Unes  1  to  3. 
inclusive. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment 
just  read  is  the  amendment  which  strikes  out  of  our  substi- 
tute bill  the  definition  of  the  term  "collective  bargaining." 
That  is  all  there  is  to  it.  and  it  leaves  the  act  as  at  present 
written.  I  would  say  for  our  committee  that  we  thought 
that  a  desirable  amendment,  because  the  Board  had  said  that 
in  collective  bargaining  if  the  employer  did  not  make  some 
coimterproposition  and  continued  to  make  a  counterpropo- 
sition.  whether  he  was  able  to  do  so  financially  or  not,  that 
was  evidence  that  he  was  not  bargaining  in  good  faith.  We 
took  the  view  expressed  unanimously  by  the  patrons  of  the 
bill  in  the  detmte  at  the  time  of  its  adoption  that  collective 
bargaining  meant  merely  to  bring  the  employee  and  the  em- 
ployer together  and  let  them  talk  the  situation  out  in  the 
hope  that  they  would  reach  an  agreement.  I  am  yielding  on 
the  matter  because  I  do  not  think  it  is  particularly  Important 
if  the  amendment  providing  for  a  new  Board  is  adopted. 
All  branches  of  organized  labor,  rather  to  my  surprise,  have 
objected  rather  strenuously  to  It,  and  for  that  reason  I  am 
offering  this  amendment;  and  I  might  say  fxirther  that  it  is 
one  of  the  amendments  suggested  yesterday  by  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man srield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Yes. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  The  gentleman  has  quoted  the 
Board  in  its  definition  of  collective  bargaining,  stating  the 
requirements  it  has  set  out.  I  wonder  if  he  can  give  me  the 
citation  where  the  Board  made  that  statement. 
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Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  The  gMitleman  frcan  Utah  seems 
to  think  that  the  purpose  of  this  discussion  is  to  badger  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  under  which  he  has  served.  Of 
course,  I  am  not  able,  out  of  my  memory,  to  tell  evenrthing 
that  occurred  in  a  record  of  some  thousands  and  thousands 
of  printed  pages.  I  can  tell  the  gentleman  generally  where 
he  can  find  it.  as  I  have  no  doubt  he  already  knows,  that  it 
is  in  the  first,  the  second,  or  the  third  annual  report  of  the 
Labor  Board  itself,  in  which  it  laid  down  that  doctrine;  where 
the  Board  in  its  own  annual  report  laid  down  that  proposi- 
tion in  direct  contravention  of  the  argument  of  the  pro- 
ponents of  the  bill  when  it  was  !»dopted. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  certainly  do  not  want  to 
badger  the  chairman  of  my  committee.  I  have  the  highest 
regard  for  him,  but  I  do  want  to  say  that  there  never  was  a 
board  that  has  been  condemned  on  records  that  have  not 
been  made  quite  equal  to  the  Labor  Board.  The  only  reason 
I  asked  the  question  is  to  try  to  keep  the  record  straight  and 
be  able  to  get  it  and  inform  myself. 

Mr.  SMITH  Of  Virginia.  I  want  to  say  In  reply  to  the  gen- 
tleman that  at  a  later  time  during  the  day  I  propose  to 
answer  his  criticism  of  my  citation  from  the  Supreme  Court 
decision  yesterday.  At  a  later  time  I  will  also  answer  his 
criticism  of  the  remarks  I  have  just  made  and  show  him  the 
page  and  the  line  where  that  statement  was  made.  I  now 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri, 

Mr.  WOOD.  Your  amendment  will  leave  the  language 
where  it  is? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Exactly. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  report  to  which  the  chairman  is  re- 
ferring Is  the  third  annual  report,  and  at  page  97  is  the 
language  in  which  the  Board  says  that  it  considered  counter- 
proposals so  important  an  element  of  collective  bargaining 
that  it  has  found  the  failure  by  the  employer  to  offer  coun- 
terproposals to  be  persuasive  of  the  fact  that  the  employer 
has  not  bargained  In  good  faith. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his 
reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr,  MurdockI,  and  I 
hope  that  is  a  satisfactory  answer, 

Mr.  DONDERO,    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Is  the  gentleman's  amendment  the  same 
amendment  alluded  to  on  page  88  of  the  committee's  report 
In  defining  'collective  bargainirg"? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia,  That  Is  the  amendment  defining 
collective  bargaining. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Do  I  understand  that  this  sub- 
section 12  in  your  bill  is  new  language  altogether? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia,  That  is  new  language.  The  lan- 
guage on  page  4.  beginning  in  line  19.  running  through  to 
line  3  on  page  5.  is  new  language  proposed  by  our  committee, 
which  we  are  now  undertaking  to  delete,  leaving  the  act 
exactly  as  it  is  now, 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Then  old  section  2  of  the  act  will 
be  jiist  as  It  was? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia,    Just  as  it  was. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr,  Smtth  1. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  a  further 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia:  On  page  17  line  12, 
strike  out  "6  montbs"  and  insert  "12  months',  and  in  Une  18  strike 
out  "6  montiis"  and  insert  "12  months." 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  under  the  act  as 
at  present  written,  there  is  no  limitation  upon  the  length  of 
time  for  which  the  Board  can  order  reinstatement  with  back 


pay  to  employees  who  have  engaged  in  a  labor  dispute.  Under 
the  present  act  there  is  no  limitation  whatever  on  the  length 
of  time  for  which  the  Board  can  award  back  pay.  There 
are  some  cases  where  the  subject  has  been  pending  for  years. 
We  had  a  case  before  our  committee,  for  Instance,  where  the 
employer  testified  that  if  the  back  pay  awards  ordered  by  the 
Board  were  paid,  they  calculated  it  would  amount  to  some- 
thing over  a  million  dollars  in  back  pay.  We  thought  that 
these  controversies  should  be  brought  to  an  end  with  some 
reasonable  degree  of  promptitude.  We  also  thought  that  if  a 
man  had  been  discharged  from  a  place,  in  6  months'  time  he 
ought  to  be  able  to  get  himself  another  job.  So  we  put  in 
there  a  limitation  which  provided  that  no  back  pay  for  a 
period  exceeding  6  months  should  be  awarded.  There  has 
been  some  objection  to  that,  and  I  am  perfectly  wilUng  to 
accept  the  proposal  that  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
has  made,  that  this  limitation  shall  be  extended  to  a  period 
of  12  months  instead  of  6  months,  as  suggested  by  our  com- 
mittee. 
That  is  all  I  have  to  say  on  the  amendment. 
Mrs.  NORTON.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.     I  yield. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  if  there  is  an  illegal 
discharge  and  if  there  is  a  limitation  of  1  year  on  his  right 
to  back  wages,  the  employee  will  suffer  in  case  the  court's 
decision  is  not  rendered  within  the  time  limitation  proposed? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    No;  I  think  not 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Will  not  the  employees  be  the  sufferers? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  do  not  think  so 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Well,  suppose  the  court  action  delays  the 
matter,  then  what  will  happen? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  cannot  answer  unless  the  gen- 
tlewoman will  stop  long  enough  for  me  to  answer.  If  a  per- 
son has  been  discharged  from  a  job,  he  ought  to  be  able  to 
get  another  job  within  12  months.  If  he  can  sit  aroimd 
and  draw  full  pay  for  doing  no  work  for  a  period  of  12  months, 
I  think  the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  doing  pretty 
well  by  him  in  enforcing  such  a  provision  on  the  employer. 
Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr,  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr,  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.    Has  the  gentleman's  amend- 
ment been  approved  by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    It  Is  one  of  the  amendments  pro- 
posed in  the  letter  which  I  read  yesterday. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  debate 
on  this  amendment  close  In  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah,  Mr,  Chairman,  if  any  restricUon, 
either  6  months,  a  year,  or  18  months,  is  put  into  this  bill,  the 
situation  is  what?  If  a  man  has  been  discharged  from  his 
job  as  a  result  of  an  unfair  labor  practice  on  the  part  of  the 
employer  he  files  his  complaint  with  the  Board,  and  If  the 
Board  sustains  his  complaint  then  the  employer  can  appeal  to 
the  circuit  court  of  appeals  for  a  review.  That  is  all  he  can 
do  under  the  act.  Is  It  his  fault  that  he  has  been  discharged 
for  an  unfair  labor  practice?  No,  If  he  has  been  so  dis- 
charged the  fault  is  with  the  employer,  is  it  not?  But  If  you 
put  a  limitation  of  6  months,  or  if  you  put  a  limitation  of  12 
months,  in  the  act.  as  affecting  the  employee,  what  do  you 
do?  You  penalize  the  employee  for  the  unfair  labor  prac- 
tice of  the  employer,  and  you  put  a  premium  on  the  employer 
for  his  dilatory  tactics  to  avoid  doing  justice  for  the  wrong 
perpetrated  on  the  employee.  Do  you  care  to  do  that? 
Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman.  wUl  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    I  yield, 

Mr,  PACE.    The  gentleman  surely  would  rather  have  the 
period  12  months  than  6,  would  he  not? 

Mr,  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Yes;  certainly  I  would,  but  it 
is  not  a  question  of  degree;  It  is  a  question  of  principle.    If  a 
limitation  of  6  months  is  unfair  and  unjust,  it  is  not  cured 
by  simply  adding  another  6  months. 
Mr.  PACE.    That  is  in  the  amendment 
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Mr  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    But  my  suggestion  is  that  there 
should  not  be  a  restriction  In  the  law  at  aU.  because  if  you 
put  It  in  the  penalty  falls  on  the  employees  who  are  least 
able  to  bear  it.    As  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
suppose  such  an  employee  does  get  a  job  after  he  has  been 
discharged  as  a  resiUt  of  an  unfair  labor  practice.    V-Tiat- 
ever  he  makes  on  the  new  Job  Is  deducted  from  any  back-pay 
Judgment  that  may  be  rendered  against  the  employer.     Is 
not  that  sufnclent  protection  for  your  employer?    But  suppose 
he  does  not  get  a  Job  at  all  after  the  discharge  and  the  case  is 
pending  in  court  for  2  years  through  no  fault  of  his.    The 
guilty  employer  pays  for  6  mouths,  but  the  Innocent  em- 
ployee suffers  and  bears  the  burden  of  unemployment  as  a 
result  of  the  employer's  wrong  for  18  months.    Of  course,  this 
seems  equitable  to  the  new  champions  of  labor,  but  is  it?    Do 
you  want  to  put  the  employees  of  the  United  States  who  have 
been  discharged  as  a  result  of  imlair  labor  practices  In  a  posi- 
tion where  unless  the  court  hands  down  a  decision  within  the 
period  of  Umitaticn   the  burden  falls  upon  the  employee 
rather  than  upon  the  employer  who  is  guilty  of  the  unfair 
labor  practice?    I  do  not  believe  you  want  to  do  that. 

I  did  not  believe  that  the  6-months'  provision  is  right.  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  12-months'  provision  is  right;  but.  of 
course.  12  months  is  better  than  6.  It  do  hope  that  in  finally 
voting  on  this  thing  both  these  restrictions.  12  months  and 
6  months,  will  be  stricken  from  the  bill. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah-    I  yield. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  As  I  understand  it  the  genUe- 
man  takes  the  position  that  this  employee  has  a  property  right 
and  he  has  asked  the  court  to  adjudicate  it.  I  agree  with 
the  gentleman  and  I  shall  vote  accordingly.  It  would  seem 
to  me  that  his  right  ought  to  obtain  until  the  case  is  decided, 
whether  it  takes  12  months,  or  20  months.  He  ought  to  have 
that  right.  In  other  words,  it  should  not  be  doubted  in  any 
way  that  under  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  an  employee 
discharged  wrongfully  has  a  right  for  redress.  If  he  has  such 
a  right  then  that  right  remains  with  him  Just  as  does  a  right 
to  own  property  or  any  other  right.  If  he  has  been  imposed 
upon  to  the  extent  of  a  certain  amount  of  wages,  say  $100,  then 
he  should  always  have  that  right  until  a  court  says  his  right 
la  lost  or  until  his  claim  is  paid.  This  should  not  be  limited 
to  a  certain  time  or  date.  If  A  owes  me  $100  and  I  sue  him 
for  it,  he  will  continue  to  owe  me  until  the  court  has  decided 
-  It.  It  would  not  ix  right  to  preclude  me  just  because  the  coiurt 
might  be  slow. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Another  answer  is  this:  Supixise 
30  or  40  or  100  employees  are  discharged  as  a  result  of  an 
unfair  labor  practice,  and  they  take  their  case  to  court.  If 
the  1-year  provision  remains  in  the  bill,  or  if  the  bill  carries 
even  a  6- month  provision,  it  is  an  encouragement  to  the 
employer  to  do  what?  To  delay  and  prolong  the  court  pro- 
ceedings as  long  as  he  can.  Why?  Because  the  employee 
gets  paid  nothing  after  the  limitation  has  passed,  after  the 
1-year  period  has  expired. 
Mr.  WOOD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WOOD.     If  the  House  votes  down  the  12-month  lim- 
itation, the  6-month  limitation  would  still  remain  in  the  bill. 
Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Yes.    But  if  we  adopt  the  Smith 
amendment,  certainly  there  will  be  an  attempt  to  strike  out 
the  6-month  limitation. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Does  the  gentleman  know  of  any  statute  of 
limitation  that  Is  of  such  short  duration,  affecting  property 
rlghtjs  as  this  one  affects  property  rights? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  No;  and  I  have  never  heard  of 
a  proposition  of  this  kind,  that  after  a  certain  period,  after 
the  cause  of  action  has  arisen  and  is  taken  into  court,  the 
plaintiff  can  no  longer  receive  the  benefits  of  the  act. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  U  the  gentleman  will  yield,  I 
think  I  can  answer  the  question  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 
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Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    I  yield.  *  ♦    ^v, 

Mr  SMITH  of  Vh-ginia.  In  a  proposed  amendment  to  tne 
Walsh-Healey  Act  offered  by  the  genUeman  from  Massa- 
chusetts, there  was  contained  a  limitation  of  12  months  on 
the  right  of  the  workers  to  make  appUcation  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  repayment  for  imfair  labor  practices. 
Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    But  that  is  not  analogous  to  this 

situation.  ^,  .  ,j« 

Mr.  HEALEY.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    That  is  not  an  analogous  situation.    An 
entirely  different  situation  is  involved. 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith  1. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ROUTZOIIN.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  aunendment. 

•the  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  RotmoHw  to  the  Smith  substitute: 
P«ge  14,  strike  out  line  3  to  18.  Inclusive,  and  Insert: 

"(e)   Whenever  In  a  proceeding  under  this  section  It  Is  proposed — 

"(1)  to  include  any  plant  of  a  particular  employer  in  a  bargain- 
ing unit  containing  more  than  one  such  plant,  or  ,         ^ 

"(2)  to  Include  the  employees  of  a  particular  employer  In  a  uar- 
galnlng  unit  containing  employees  of  one  or  more  other  employers,  or 

"(3)  to  include  employees  ol  a  partlcxUar  employer  or  employers 
m  any  crart  In  a  bargaining  unit  containing  employees  other  than 
employees  In  such  cralt,  ,.     ,     * 

the  Board  shall  take  a  secret  ballot  of  the  employees  at  such  plant, 
or  of  the  employees  of  such  employer,  or  of  the  employees  In  sucn 
craft  as  the  case  may  be.  for  the  purpoae  of  determining  whether 
such  employees  desire  to  be  so  Included.  II  a  majority  of  the  em- 
ployees voting  vote  to  be  so  included,  the  Board  may  by  order 
include  such  employees  in  a  bargaining  unit  containing  more  than 
one  such  plant,  or  containing  employees  of  one  or  more  other  em- 
ployers, or  containing  employees  other  than  employees  In  such 
craft,  as  the  case  may  be.  If  a  majority  of  the  employees  voting 
vote  not  to  be  so  Included,  the  Beard  shall  by  order  designate  such 
plant,  or  the  employees  of  such  employer,  or  the  employees  in  such 
craft,  as  the  case  may  be,  as  a  separate  bargalnmg  unit.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  subsection  'employer'  does  not  Include  any  asso- 
ciation of  employers,  or  any  other  organized  group  of  employer*." 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.    Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  just  read 
has  to  do  with  section  9  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 
which  Is  the  most  controversial  section  in  the  entire  act. 
I  There  has  been  more  criticism  of  the  Board  in  connection 
V  with  its  administration  of  section  9  than  any  other  section. 
;  It  is  also  rather  complicated,  as.  perhaps,  you  may  have  no- 
ticed when  you  heard  the  amendment  read,  and  I  therefore 
ask  that  you  tjear  with  me  as  I  refer  to  some  notes  here  in 
an  endeavor  to  lucidly  explain  Just  what  the  amendment 
means. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  twofold,  namely,  (1)  to 
provide  a  formula  for  the  determination  of  the  appropriate 
bargaining  unit,  and  (2)  to  protect  the  rights  of  those  em- 
ployees who  desire  a  smaller  unit  than  the  one  proposed. 

The  Garrison  amendment  does  not  prescribe  a  formula  but 
does  attempt  to  protect  those  employees  who  desire  a  smaller 
unit  than  the  one  proposed.  It  does  this  by  taking  from  the 
Board  the  right  to  determine  the  appropriate  bargaining  imit 
and  by  providing  that  where  there  is  a  unit  dispute  between 
two  contending  unions  no  election  shall  be  held  unless  and 
imtil  the  vmions  themselves  agree  in  writing  on  the  appro- 
priate unit. 

The  Norton  bill  seeks  to  protect  craft  unions  by  providing 
that  the  majority  of  employees  of  a  craft  may  designate  their 
craft  as  an  appropriate  bargaining  imlt  and  thereby  prevent 
a  larger  unit  from  absorbing  or  including  them  in  the  larger 
bargaining  unit. 

The  Norton  craft  amendment  is  intended  to  write  into  law 
protection  for  the  craft  unions,  and  I  have  no  fault  to  find 
with  that. 

It  is  conceded  by  all  familiar  with  the  history  of  the  Labor 
Act  that  It  was  never  Intended  to  adversely  affect  the  rights 
of  craft  unions.  Senator  Wagner  assured  the  A.  P.  of  L.  that 
the  principle  of  free  choice  and  action  "whether  the  workers 
are  what  are  commonly  understood  to  be  craft  workers  or 
so-called  general  production  workers'*  was  completely  and 
perfectly  protected  by  the  act. 
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It  should  be  borne  in  mind,  also,  that  the  C.  I.  O.  did  not 
exist  at  that  time,  had  not  come  into  being  when  the  Wagner 
Act  was  adopted.  It  was  the  unholy  alliance  of  the  newborn 
C.  I.  O.  with  the  N.  L.  R.  B.,  dominated  by  the  vindictive 
spirit  of  John  L.  Lewis  to  get  even  with  Mr.  Green  by  destroy- 
ing craft  unionism,  that  led  to  the  evils  which  now  need  to 
be  corrected  by  writing  into  the  act  a  specific  protective  pro- 
Tisicn  for  the  craft  unions.  Had  not  Madden  and  Smith  end 
their  former  member.  Donald  Smith,  joined  forces  with 
Lewis  in  organizing  the  workers  in  mass-production  industry, 
and  so  forth,  by  certifying  bargaining  units  without  first 
holding  elections,  we  would  not  have  had  the  universal  de- 
mand for  the  proposed  amendments  under  discussion.  Even 
the  Board  has  been  compelled  to  recognize  the  rights  of  craft 
employees  and  it  now  does  this  to  some  extent  by  applying 
what  is  termed  the  Globe  doctrine,  although  every  member  of 
the  Board  has  a  different  opinion  as  to  how  the  Globe  doc- 
trine shall  be  applied. 

The  Norton  amendment  and  the  Globe  doctrine,  if  fairly 
and  justly  appLed.  do  not  go  far  enough.  They  merely  seek 
to  protect  craft  unions  and  craf t-imion  employees. 

[Here  the- gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  very  im- 
portant amendment,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
gentleman  may  have  5  additional  minutes  in  which  to  fully 
explain  his  amendment; 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Smith!? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  Mr.  Chairman,  they  do  not  restore  to 
employees,  whether  craft  or  otherwise,  union  members  or 
nonunion  members,  the  democratic  rights  and  privileges  to 
vote  and  determine  for  themselves  whether  they  want  repre- 
sentation; and  if  so,  what  the  bargaining  unit  shall  be. 

The  Norton  craft  amendment  and  the  Globe  doctrine  do 
not  protect  the  employees  of  one  plant  from  Ijeing  absorbed 
by  a  larger  unit  of  more  than  one  plant.  They  do  not  pro- 
tect the  employees  of  one  or  more  employers  from  being 
absorbed  by  a  larger  imit  of  many  employers.  Puither,  they 
do  not  provide  that  before  any  of  this  can  be  done  an  elec- 
tion shall  be  held  and  the  em^oyees  shall  have  the  right  by 
secret  ballot  to  decide  the  unit. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  I  propose  and  the  one 
Mr.  Green  prefers  takes  care  of  all  employees  alike,  imder 
all  unit  proposals,  whether  they  be  craft  employees,  plant 
employees,  union  members,  or  nonunion  members.  Thus,  let 
It  be  said  for  Mr.  Green,  he  recognizes  and  upholds  the  rights 
of  all  workers,  whether  members  of  A.  F.  of  L.  affiliates,  inde- 
pendent imions.  or  C.  I.  O.,  whether  union  or  nonunion. 

Let  not  anyone  tell  you  that  this  amendment  is  merely 
taking  sides  with  the  A.  F.  of  L.  Do  you  know  that  there 
are  a  lot  of  craft  unions  that  do  not  belong  to  the  A.  F.  of  L.? 
There  are  a  lot  of  independent  unions,  and  so  forth.  It  tsikes 
care  of  the  C.  I.  O..  the  A.  P.  of  L.,  all  unions  alike,  as  well 
as  nonunion  workers.  It  merely  enunciates  and  seeks  to  pro- 
tect the  constitutional  rights  of  every  individual  worker  in 
America. 

Do  you  know  that  Harry  Bridges  prevailed  on  the  Board 
to  declare  without  any  elections  being  held  the  entire  Pacific 
coast  as  one  unit,  and  that  the  courts,  although  recognizing 
the  outrage  perpetrated  thereby,  were  helpless  to  do  anything 
because  the  law  did  not  permit  any  appeal  to  be  taken  from 
the  decision  of  the  Board? 

Do  you  know  that  we  would  not  have  had  an  election  among 
the  General  Motors  workers  lately  if  it  had  not  been  that 
wt  were  having  the  Smith  investigation  at  the  time  the  ques- 
tion came  up? 

The  action  of  the  Board  in  making  the  whole  Pacific  coast 
a  single  bargaining  unit  Is  too  well  known  to  more  than 
mention.  I  dare  say  there  would  not  be  one  vote  here  today 
In  favor  of  electing  Members  of  Congress  in  any  such  fash- 
ion. Can  you  conceive  of  any  such  administrative  agency 
being  given  the  power  to  comWne  two  or  more  congressional 
districts  without  consulting  the  electors  in  such  districts? 
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The  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  MurdockI  would  have  you 
believe  that  if  employers  organize  themselves  into  an  asso- 
ciation for  bargaining  purposes  the  whole  compulsive  force 
of  Government  should  be  brought  to  bear  to  compel  em- 
ployees to  organize  on  the  same  basis — that  if  the  employees 
themselves  dont  know  what  is  good  for  them  a  paternalistic 
and  dictatorial  administrative  agency  should  tell  them,  and, 
having  done  so,  compel  them  to  conform.  That  is  not  my 
view  of  democratic  goverimient.  It  sounds  more  like  the 
corporative  state  to  me. 

Now,  the  purpose  of  my  amendment  is  to  recapture  from 
this  Board  a  power  which  it  has  usurped — a  power  which  in 
my  opinion  Congress  never  yielded  up  to  it.  It  simply  pro- 
vides that  before  the  Board  can  include  any  plant,  or  any 
craft,  or  the  employees  of  any  employer  in  a  larger  bargain- 
ing unit  it  must  first  take  a  secret  ballot  of  the  employees  at 
that  plant,  or  in  that  craft,  or  of  that  employer,  as  the  case 
may  be.  By  this  secret  ballot  the  employees  give  expression 
to  their  wishes  in  the  matter.  If  they  decide  they  do  not 
want  to  be  included  in  the  larger  bargaining  unit,  the  Board 
is  required  by  the  amendment  to  designate  them  as  a  sepsu-ate 
and  distinct  bargaining  unit.  If  they  decide  they  do  want 
to  be  included  in  the  larger  bargaining  unit,  the  Board  then, 
and  only  then,  can  so  include  Uiem.  Thus,  under  my  amend- 
ment employees,  organized  and  unorganized  alike,  are  given 
a  voice  in  matters  which  vitally  affect  them  and  their  liveli- 
hood. The  way  in  which  the  Board  has  construed  the  law 
employees  in  effect  have  had  the  opportunity  merely  of  choos- 
ing between  two  unions,  whereas  imder  my  amendment  they 
will  have  the  additional  choice  of  no  union,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  one  or  more  labor  organizations,  on  the  other.  Em- 
ployees in  a  plant  in  Atlanta  will  be  given  the  opportunity  of 
voting  whether  they  want  their  economic  destiny  in  the  hands 
of  a  labor  organization  in  Detroit.  Employees  in  San  Fran- 
cisco will  be  able  themselves  to  say  whether  they  think  it  is 
good  for  them  to  have  their  very  livelihood  under  the  complete 
control  of  an  alien  in  Los  Angeles.  If  you  adopt  my  amend- 
ment, you  will  reestablish  the  democratic  principle  in  labor 
affairs  by  prohibiting  decisions  as  to  what  is  good  for  em- 
ployees to  be  made  upon  the  long-distance  telephone  by  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  and  Harry  Bridges  rather  than  by  the 
employees  themselves. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNS.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  debate  on  the  pending  amendment  and  all 
amendments  thereto  be  concluded  in  20  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  SmtthI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  to  me,  this  is  one  of  the  most 
important  matters  that  has  come  before  the  House  since  I 
have  been  here.  It  is  important  to  the  country  because  we 
have  in  the  labor  world  been  in  chaos  for  several  years. 
There  is  uncertainty  that  has  existed  everywhere,  with  the 
employer  and  also  with  the  employee  that  must  be  cleared  up. 
This  amendment  will  go  a  long  way  toward  clearing  up  that 
situation,  and  I  hope  that  the  amendment  will  be  approved. 

There  is  uncertainty  in  many  factories  today  on  the  part 
of  the  employer  as  to  Just  what  he  can  do,  what  union  he 
must  recognize,  or  what  union  he  must  not  recognize.  "Hiere 
is  imcertainty  as  to  whether  or  not  he  can  hire  more  men, 
and  if  he  does  hire  more  men  what  his  position  will  be.  There 
is  uncertainty  as  to  whether  or  not  his  men  have  been  properly 
classified.  I  have  received,  in  the  last  couple  of  weeks,  letters 
from  employers  who  have  been  visited  by  representatives  of 
the  Government  advising  them  that  50  percent  of  their  men 
have  not  been  properly  classified,  and  that  they  owe  these  men 
money  that,  of  course,  the  employers  would  have  been  glad 
to  have  paid  if  they  had  known  they  had  to  pay  it,  or  else 
they  would  have  discharged  the  men  If  they  thought  they 
were  to  draw  more  money  than  they  were  worth. 
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I  feel  that  the  membership  of  this  House  should  know  of 
one  particular  instance  in  my  own  State,  which  affects  the 
lives  and  the  welfare  of  over  2,000  workers,  and  this  matter 
should  be  called  to  your  attention.  It  is  quite  evident  that 
any  reasonable-minded  person  can  see  that  this  matter  is 
being  held  up.  either  for  the  lack  of  time  for  the  Board  to 
consider  it  or  deliberately.  It  is  for  the  membership  to 
Hecide.  after  facts  have  been  related,  what  you  feel  is  the 
real  reason. 

I  am  giving  ycu  the  brief  history,  as  outlined  to  the  Smith 

committee  by  the  union  itself.  It  seems  to  me  tliat  if  this 
independent  union  wsls  organized  by  the  membership  itself 
Without  any  Interference  or  help  on  the  part  of  the  employer, 
and  they  prefer  an  independent  union  to  some  other  kind, 
that  certainly,  if  men  are  to  be  free  and  independent  in  this 
country,  as  the  Constitution  provides,  they  ought  to  be  able 
to  maintain  such  a  union.  If  they  find  it  is  not  successful, 
and  they  care  to  affiliate  with  some  other  \inion.  that  is  their 
own  busines.s,  and  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  should 
give  them  that  right  and  privilege. 

In  any  event,  that  uncertainty  that  exists  with  reference 
to  the  status  of  the  employees  of  this  company  should  be 
determined,  and  if  It  requires  a  five-member  board  to  do  so. 
then  you  should  vote  It.  Briefly,  as  stated,  the  facts  are  as 
follows,  as  related  by  the  independent  union: 

Aluminum  CiO"ds  Manufacturing  Co.  has  Its  principal  office  In  tlie 
city  of  Manitowoc  and  has  2  -plants  in  Manitowoc  and  2  plants 
In  <he  city  of  Two  Rivers.  The  company  employs  about  2.200  to 
2  800  prople.  In  the  .spring  of  1937  the  National  Lribor  Board  had 
an  election  of  employees  to  select  a  bargaining  agency  At  this 
election  there  was  no  organization  other  than  the  organizations  of 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  and  the  A  P  of  L  unions  were 
the  only  organizations  mentioned  on  the  ballot.  A  majority  of 
those  who  voted  at  that  election  voted  for  an  A.  F.  of  L.  organization. 
In  th»«  fall  of  1937  some  of  the  employees  Interested  themselves 
In  the  formation  of  an  Independent  union.  A  constitution  and  set 
of  bylaws  was  adopted  in  November  1937.  and  by  January  1938  over 
1,700  employees  had  signed  membership  cards  and  most  of  them 
hid  paid  their  dues.  This  independent  union  calls  itself  A.  G.  M. 
Worltcrs"  Association. 

By  the  spring  of  1938  the  association  felt  itself  strong  enough  to 
And  out  definitely  who  the  employees  wanted  as  bargaining  agency. 
:  On  May   13.  1938.  the  association  had  an  election  by  secret  ballot. 
At  that  time  the  association  had  1.774  members.     One  of  the  ques- 
tions submitted  at  that  election  was  the  following: 

"Do  you  now  select  A.  G.  M.  Workers'  Association  as  the  exclusive 
bargaining  agency  for  the  employees  of  Aluminum  Goods  Manu- 
facturing Co.?" 

At  this  election  1.329  members  of  the  association  voted 
"yes"  and  21  voted  "no." 

On  June  2.  1938.  the  association  filed  with  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  at  Its  regional  office  at  Milwaukee.  Wis.,  a  complaint 
setting  out  the  above  facts  and  others  and  the  fact  that  It  had 
demanded  of  the  Aluminum  Goods  Manufacturing  Co.  that  It  recog- 
nize this  association  as  the  exclusive  bargaining  agency  of  Its 
employees,  which  demand  the  employer  refused,  and  that  such 
refusal  was  a  violation  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  and 
prayed  that  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  vacate  any  certin- 
catlon  that  It  had  made  In  favor  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor  organization  and  that  the  Board  certify  A.  G.  M.  Workers' 
Association  as  the  sole  bargaining  agency  of  the  employees  and  order 
the  compar.y  to  cease  recognizing  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
as  the  bargaining  agency. 

On  July  22  the  A.  G  M.  Workers*  Association  was  notified  by  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  that  because  the  A.  P.  of  L.  organi- 
sation had  filed  with  the  Board  charges  that  the  A.  G.  M.  Workers' 
ABSoclatlon  Is  company  dominated  the  Board  would  not  act  on  the 
aforesaid  petition  untU  the  charges  were  cleared  up  ttircugh  the 
medium  of  a  hearmg. 

Subsequently  a  complaint  was  issued  by  the  Labor  Board  against 
the  employer,  alleging,  among  other  things,  that  A.  G.  M.  Workers' 
Association  was  a  company  union.  The  association  was  notified 
that  the  complaint  was  not  directed  against  the  A.  G.  M.  Workers' 
AsECCiation  and  that  the  association's  only  remedy  was  to  petition 
for  Intervention.  A  motion  on  behalf  of  A.  G.  M.  Workers'  Asso- 
ciation to  Intervene  and  be  made  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and 
for  the  consolidation  of  the  A.  G.  M.  Workers'  Association's  petition 
was  made  on  August  15.  1933.  The  petition  to  intervene  was  denied 
by  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board,  as  was  the  petition  for 
ccnsolidatlon. 

On  the  opening  day  of  the  hearing  held  at  Manltowcc,  Wis.,  the 
motion  to  Intervene  was  again  renewed  and  again  denied.  At  the 
hearing  on  the  complaint  against  the  employer  the  association's 
officers  were  thorcu^ly  cross-examined  over  the  objection  of  the 
attcrnevs  for  the  association. 

On  December  16.  1938.  the  trial  examiner.  Qulgley  P.  McCtoy. 
made  his  report,  finding,  among  other  things,  that  the  company 
jift4^  fastere<i  and  was  donUnaUn^  the  indepeudent  luilon.  and  rec- 


ommended that  the  company  be  ordered  to  cease  and  desist  from 
so  doing  and  withdraw  all  recognition  from  A.  G.  M.  Workers  Asso- 
ciation as  representative  of  Its  employees,  thus  making  a  disposi- 
tion of  the  as.soclatlon's  rights  without  giving  it  a  day  In  court. 
Several  times  during  the  hearing,  and.  in  fact,  within  a  fay  or  two 
of  the  end  of  the  hearing.  Mr.  McCoy,  the  ex.imincr.  admitted  to 
the  association's  attorneys  that  there  was  no  evidence  in  the  record 
that  the  employer  had  any  connection  with  the  organization  or 
work  of  the  association.  ^    ^  ^^   , 

At  the  hearing  officers  of  the  A.  F.  of  L.  admitted  that  their  mem- 
beri^htp  had  declined  to  less  than  200  members,  and.  in  fact,  at  the 
present  time  their  membership  has  declined  to  less  than  50  niern- 
bers  in  both  organizations.  The  result  is  that  the  American  Fed- 
eration cf  Labor  organizations  arc  too  weak  and  feeble  to  act  for 
the  interest  of  the  employees  and  the  association  Is  helpless  to  help 
them  because  of  the  employers'  consistent  refusal  to  have  anything 
to  do  With  the  as5oclation.  using  as  an  excuse  the  pending  case 

before  the  Labor  Board.  .  ^  *..    «  ..^^.i 

On  March  6.  1939.  the  association  again  requested  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  to  act  on  Its  petition  to  be  certified  as  the 
bargalnii^g  agency  or  to  hold  a  hearing  on  the  petition.  No  action 
was  taken  by  the  Labor  Board  on  this  petition. 

At  the  time  of  the  filing  of  thU  last  petition  with  the  regional 
director  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  at  Milwaukee,  the 
regional  director.  John  G.  Schott,  and  his  attorney.  Morris  Fcrer. 
explained  to  the  associations  president  and  attorney  that  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Board's  refusal  to  allow  the  a.ssociatlon  to 
Intervene  as  a  party  at  the  hearing  was  on  the  theory  that  the 
employer  could  be  found  guilty  of  fostering  and  dominating  the 
association,  while  at  the  same  time  the  association  was  not  fostered 
or  dominated  by  the  employer,  and  that  on  that  theory  it  was  not 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  association's  interest  that  the 
association  be  allowed  to  Intervene  at  the  hearing. 

From  the  foregoing  it  can  be  sen  that  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Board  is  defeating  the  purposes  of  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act  in  that  the  employees  are  not  allowed  to  select  the  bar- 
gaining agency  and  the  act  is  being  used  m  some  cases  to  further 
the  Interest  of  employers  rather  than  aid  independent  unions. 
•  The  attorneys  for  the  association  have  represented  other  inde- 
pendent organizations  of  laborers  in  matters  before  the  Labor  Rela- 
tions Board  and  have  been  told  by  field  examiners  not  connected 
with  the  Aluminum  Goods  Manufariurlng  Co.  cases  that  the  Board 
always  grants  petitions  for  intervention  by  Independent  unions  and 
has  always  done  so.    Clearly  their  statements  are  erroneous. 

The  Board's  representatives  clearly  showed  their  antagonism  to- 
ward independent  unions  and  frankly  stated  that  they  all  were 
nothing  but  company  unions.  When  the  officers  of  this  association, 
together  with  one  of  their  attorneys,  by  appointment  appeared  at 
the  office  of  Nathaniel  S  Clark,  ex-reglonal  director  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  at  Milwaukee  and  presented  the  association's 
petition  asking  that  this  association  be  recognized  as  the  bargaining 
agency  of  the  employees,  Nathaniel  S  Clark,  in  violent  language 
in  the  presence  of  Morris  Porer.  who  afterward  appeared  as  attor- 
ney for  the  National  Lat)or  Relations  Board  in  the  hearing  on  the 
complaint  of  the  A.  P.  of  L.,  stated,  that  Its  Mr.  Clark  stated  In  vio- 
lent language  that  our  association  was  no  doubt  the  work  of  the 
Aluminum  Goods  Co.  and  Mr.  Clark  said.  "When  we  get  through 
with  the  Aluminum  Goods  well  show  them  that  they  haven't  got 
a  chance" 

In  further  conversation  with  Mr.  Clark  at  this  meeting  he  made 
it  perfectly  clear  that  his  attitude  was  that  no  Independent  union 
had  any  right  to  exist  and  that  his  attitude  was  that  l>ecause  this 
association  was  an  Independent  union  it  was  of  necessity  a  com- 
pany-dominated union. 

This  interview  with  Mr.  Clark  was  months  before  the  formal 
hearing  on  the  complaint  against  the  Aluminum  Goods  Co. 

The  questions  of  the  Smith  committee,  numbers  6.  9.  13, 
14.  and  16.  and  the  answers  thereto  are  so  important  that  I 
quote  the  questions  and  the  answers: 

6.  If  your  organization  or  any  affiliated  union  or  organization  was 
involved  whether  as  a  complaining  party  or  as  an  intervener  in  a 
hearing  before  a  trial  examiner,  how  was  the  hearing  conducted 
generally,  with  respect  to  the  following: 

(a)  The  attitude  of  the  trial  examiner  toward  the  complaining 
party,  any  intervener,  and  the  employer. 

An.«swer.  The  petition  for  intervention  was  denied.  The  trial  ex- 
aminer's outward  attitude  was  respectfuJ  toward  all  persons  Inter- 
ested but  It  was  apparent  that  the  examiner's  nund  was  made  up 
before  hearing  the  evidence. 

(b)  The  attitude  of  the  Board's  attorneys  toward  the  complain- 
ing party,  any  intervener,  and  the  eirplcyer. 

Answer.  The  attitude  of  the  Boards  attorney.  Morris  Forer.  to- 
ward the  association  and  toward  the  employer  was  so  antagonistic, 
sarcastic,  and  baiting  that  there  was  no  hope  to  compromise  any  of 
the  dlfflcxilties.  His  attitude  promoted  discord  rather  than  alle- 
viated it. 

9  State  whether  such  petitions  were  accepted  by  the  Board  or 
Its  representatives,  how  much  time  elapsed  between  the  fUlng  of  the 
petition  and  the  certification  proceeding,  and  likewise  between  the 
time  of  filing  and  the  final  crder  of  the  Board. 

Answer  The  petition  was  accepted  by  the  Board's  representatives 
in  June  1938.  There  has  been  no  certification  proceeding,  and  the 
only  order  of  the  Board  is  to  hold  up  acting  on  the  petition  pending 
final  outcome  of  the  complaint  against  the  employer,  which  may 
not  t>e  for  years. 
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13.  Have  any  activities  or  policies  of  the  Board  or  its  agents  and 
employees  interfered  with  (or  aided)  your  growth  and  functioning 
■s  a  coUectlve-bargalnlng  agency?     Give  details. 

Answer.  The  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Board  is  definitely  inter- 
fering with  the  attitude  of  the  employees  toward  coUective-bar- 
galning  agencies.  The  Board's  attorney.  Morris  Forer,  and  its  field 
examiner.  Mr.  E  J.  Brophy.  used  some  efforts  to  mfluence  employees 
to  break  away  from  the  independent  and  Join  A.  P.  of  L.  unions. 

14.  In  any  certification  proceeding  Involving  yoxir  organization, 
have  elections  been  held  on  your  request  or  has  the  Board  or  its 
agents  held  or  refused  to  hold  elections  at  their  discretion? 

Answer.  The  Board  refuses  to  hold  a  hearing  to  determine  If  an 
election  is  necessary. 

16.  Where  elections  h»T«  not  been  requested,  has  certification 
usually  been  granted  on  the  basis  of  an  Investigation?  If  so.  what 
evidence  has  the  Board  used  In  ascertaining  your  authority  as 
exclu.'^lve  representative  of  employees  In  the  appropriate  unit? 

Answer  The  Board  has  asked  for  no  evidence  in  its  refusal  to 
grant  certification  to  the  aa»clation  Apparently  It  accepts  the 
charges  of  the  A.  P.  of  L.  unions  as  proved 

What  this  country  needs  at  the  present  time  is  some  laws 
to  protect  the  laboring  man,  the  employer,  and  the  public. 
The  present  law  gives  no  protection  to  the  laboring  man 
whatever.  He  has  been  dominated,  coerced,  browbeaten,  and 
Juggled  around  for  the  last  lYi  years  until  he  has  reached 
the  point  where  he  is  almost  afraid  of  his  own  shadow.  The 
employer  has  had  no  rights  whatever.  All  he  could  do  was 
to  stand  idly  by  and  In  many  instances  wait  while  labor 
racketeers  dominate  the  men  in  his  employ  as  well  as  his 
business.  unUl  we  have  reached  the  point  where  we  still 
have  almost  as  many  men  unemployed  as  we  had  at  the 
time  that  the  present  administration  took  over  the  Job  of 
reducing  the  burden  of  these  working  men  25  percent  in 
taxes  and  seeing  that  they  were  all  employed  at  gainful 
emplo3rment. 

No  man  has  more  sympathy  for  the  laboring  man  than  the 
speaker.  He  has  been  one  of  them  all  of  his  life,  and  his 
labor  record  as  an  employer  will  compare  favorably  with  the 
best  labor  records  of  other  employers  in  the  country.  He 
does  insist,  of  course,  that  he  run  his  own  business  and  that 
his  employees  not  be  dominated  by  labor  racketeeers  that 
have  no  interest  whatever  in  the  men  that  they  claim  to 

represent. 

His  sincere  hope  is  that  this  Congress  will  amend  the  Labor 
Relations  Act  in  such  a  way  that  the  laboring  man  may  have 
justice  in  this  cotmtry  and  that  he  may  still  exercise  his 
constitutional  rights  as  other  people  are  privileged  to  do  at 
times.  The  time  has  arrived  when  Congress  must  do  some- 
thing and  the  President,  after  the  experience  of  the  last  7Vi 
years,  ought  to  be  able  to  and  willing  to  cooperate  with  Con- 
gress in  bringing  about  employment  for  all  of  these  unem- 
ployed men.  but  it  never  can  be  done  under  the  present  set-up 
that  we  have  in  this  country.  The  preparation  for  national 
defense  is  going  to  help  considerably,  but  there  are  a  number 
of  individual  employers  in  this  country  that  would  like  to 
know  what  their  rights  are  imder  the  ConstituUon,  if  they 

still  have  any  left. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio   I  Mr.  JenkinsI. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  take  this  time  to 
ask  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  RoirrzoHN] 
a  few  questions.  I  should  like  him  to  refer  to  section  9  on 
page  105  of  the  report  of  his  committee.  I  notice  that  in 
subsection  (b)  there  this  Is  stated: 

The  Board  shaU.  upon  application  •  •  •  determine  In  each 
case  whether  •  •  •  the  unit  appropriate  for  the  piuposes  of 
ccUectlve  b«r»alnlng  shall  be  the  employer  unit,  the  craft  unit, 
plant  unit    or  subdivision  thereof. 

As  I  understood  the  gentleman,  bis  amendment  seeks  to 

modify  that  provision. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  No;  not  that  section.  The  amendment 
has  to  do  only  with  section  9  (e) . 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Then  the  gentleman's  amendment 
Starts  down  toward  the  bottom  of  page  105  with  the  words 
"whenever  written"? 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  No;  that  is  not  9-  (e) .  that  Is  9  (c) .  My 
amendment  deals  with  section  9  (e).  found  on  page  106. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  The  point  that  worried  me  as  I 
followed  the  gentleman's  categorical  iUustrations  and  his 
classification  Is  that  I  understood  the  genUeman  to  say  that 


If  the  employer  was  faced  with  a  situation  where  he  had 
craft  unions  and  plant  unions  and  they  could  not  agree,  then 
the  emplosrer  could  do  nothing  about  it.  He  could  not  move. 
In  other  words,  all  a  small  group  belonging  to  one  union 
would  have  to  do  to  disorganize  the  whole  plant  would  be  to 
start  an  objection  of  some  kind.  Let  me  give  the  gentleman 
an  illustration.  Let  us  suppose  a  plant  with  6,500  employees,  a 
steel  mill.  There  are  10  electricians  employed,  and  these  10 
electricians  have  some  kind  of  a  grievance,  and  if  they  refuse 
to  agree  with  the  6.490  others,  or  a  majority  of  them,  they 
stop  the  whole  works.  They  have  a  situaUon  of  their  own  by 
which  they  can  control  all  the  others.  And  if  the  employees 
in  that  plant  seek  to  take  advantage  of  this  law.  they  are 
thwarted.  If  these  10  will  not  agree  and  Just  hold  out  stub- 
bornly, as  I  understood  the  gentleman's  description  of  the 
situation,  there  would  not  be  anything  anybody  could  do 
about  it.    That  surely  could  not  be  true. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  The  amendment  I  have  offered  strikes 
out  that  provision,  which  is  known  as  the  Garrison  amend- 
ment, to  which  the  gentleman  is  referring,  to  the  effect  that 
where  there  is  a  dispute  between  two  unions  as  to  the  bargain- 
ing unit  the  employer  need  not  bargain  with  either  of  them 
until  they,  in  writing,  settle  the  dispute  between  themselves. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Suppose  they  cannot  settle  it,  or 
suppose  they  will  not  settle  it.  then  there  is  a  serious  situation 
involving  the  best  interests  of  6,500,  and  what  is  the  remedy? 
To  appeal  to  the  Board? 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  I  am  striking  that  out  entirely  In  my 
amendment  and  substituting  therefor  a  provision  to  have  an 
election  to  determine  what  the  unit  shall  be. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Then  what  shall  be  the  final  deter- 
mination of  that  election?  Shall  it  be  determined  by  the 
number  of  employees  or  the  number  of  unions? 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  The  electricians  can  vote,  a  majority  of 
them,  to  have  a  union  of  their  own  in  that  plant  and  not  be 
absorbed  or  included  in  the  larger  unit. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  If  that  is  the  case,  it  seems  to  me 
tha^t  the  gentleman's  amendment  would  be  very  destructive. 
That  is  exactly  what  I  am  afraid  of.  For  instance,  suppose 
four  or  five  carpenters,  all  good  fellows,  accept  a  Job  working 
at  hammer  and  saw  work  in  a  big  mill,  would  it  not  be  a  great 
Injustice  to  the  hundreds  at  work  In  that  mill  if  these  four 
or  five  carpenters  would  and  could  start  up  some  labor  dispute 
over  regular  carpenters'  wages  i>aid  for  house  building.  For 
Instance,  there  is  no  question  but  that  the  miners'  union  has 
done  more  for  the  cause  of  labor  than  any  other  organization. 
It  has  done  more  for  the  workingman  than  any  other  union. 
This  union  is  built  up  on  the  basis  that  it  is  the  best  for  all 
those  working  in  the  mine  to  be  grouped  together  for  collective 
bargaining  purposes  and  then  classify  the  different  jobs  so 
that  those  with  the  jobs  requiring  most  skill  and  ability  will 
be  paid  more  than  those  jobs  considered  less  important.  In 
that  way  they  could  count  on  a  uniform  wage  during  the  life 
of  the  contract  that  they  might  make  with  their  employers. 
Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  It  does  not  break  up  the  whole  organi- 
zation; it  gives  those  who  are  not  electricians  the  right  to  an 
organization  of  their  own,  which  would  be  the  whole  unit 
with  the  exception  of  the  electricians. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Let  me  cite  the  rubber  industry 
in  Ohio.  I  have  heard  it  stated  there  could  be  more  than 
200  small  craft  unions  in  one  of  these  large  rubber  plants. 
U  that  is  the  case,  if  each  of  the  200  organizations  would 
Just  form  a  little  nucleus  of  its  own.  they  could  break  up 
the  finest  and  most  harmonious  arrangement  the  plant  could 
possibly  have. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  But  is  it  not  their  individual  right  to 
determine  for  themselves  what  their  unit  shall  be?  That 
is  what  my  amendment  provides. 

Let  me  say  another  thing.  The  gentleman  mentioned 
the  miners.  I  happen  to  know  that  down  in  the  mining 
district  where  the  entire  unit  is  controlled  by  the  miners 
that  the  carpenters  and  other  craftsmen  have  had  their 
wages  lowered  to  that  of  the  others  Just  because  they  be- 
longed to  the  larger  imit.  What  they  built  up  in  their  craft 
has  been  taken  away  from  them. 
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Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  do  not  know  that  I  understand 
the  gentleman,  but  I  want  the  House  to  know  this.  If,  under 
the  gentleman's  amendment,  we  are  going  to  say  to  the 
steel  mills  in  my  country  and  in  all  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try that  are  working  harmoniously  now,  that  the  electricians 
and  the  water  tenders  and  other  individuals  can  go  to  work 
and  form  httle  organizations  of  their  own.  then  we  are  going 
right  back  to  where  we  were  35  years  ago  so  far  as  organized 
labor  is  concerned. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  As  the  gentleman  knows,  we  have  had 
crafts  now  for  70  years  or  more  and  they  have  their  own  old- 
folks  homes,  reserves  for  pensions,  valuable  property  holdings. 
and  everything  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Let  me  make  my  position  clear. 
It  is  my  opinion  that  this  amendment  should  not  pass.  This 
amendment  deals  with  the  one  great  proposition  about  which 
Mr.  Lewis  and  Mr.  Green  are  in  disagreement.  For  years 
Mr.  Lewis  has  maintained  the  position  that  in  plants  em- 
ploying large  groups  of  men  that  those  plants  should  be 
organized  on  a  plant  basis.  I  have  agreed  with  this  position. 
He  has  maintained  that  it  is  for  the  best  interests  of  the 
employer  and  the  employee  to  have  all  the  labor  in  that  one 
plant  prouped  into  one  big  organization  and  have  the  Jobs 
and  positions  in  that  plant  classified  and  the  wages  for  each 
classification  fixed  by  apreement.  The  employers  in  large 
factories  and  large  Industries  are  unanimously  In  favor  of 
that  kind  of  a  program.  They  know  then  that  when  they 
make  one  agreement,  that  covers  the  whole  situation  and 
includes  all  of  the  employees.  Ac  I  have  already  stated,  there 
is  no  question  but  that  the  miners'  union  has  done  more  to 
uplift  the  caase  of  labor  than  any  other  group  of  working 
people  in  the  country.  There  are  about  400.000  miners  in  the 
United  States,  and  I  should  say  that  at  least  95  percent,  and 
probably  97  percent,  of  them  are  affiliated  with  the  United 
Mine  Workers  of  America.  The  reason  for  this  is  that  they 
are  thoroughly  satisfied  with  their  system  of  organization. 
Thirty-flve  years  ago  the  miners'  union  adopted  the  plant 
system  of  unionization.  There  was  a  time  when  the  track 
workers  in  a  mine  were  in  one  group,  and  the  coal  loaders  in 
another,  and  the  mule  drivers  in  another,  and  the  day  workers 
In  another.  Those  were  the  days  of  constant  turmoil. 
Gradually  the  miners  evolved  a  plan  whereby  it  would  be  to 
the  best  interests  of  all  if  the  miners  would  be  classified  as  to 
the  work  in  the  mine  and  then  agree  with  the  mine  operators 
that  all  persons  in  certain  classes  would  be  paid  certain 
wages  and  would  work  under  certain  conditions.  The  mine 
operators  have  been  tremendously  satisfied  with  that  sort 
of  an  agreement  and  would  not  willingly  go  back  now  to  a 
plan  that  would  again  create  a  lot  of  small  unions  inside  of 
a  great  organization,  with  the  resvilt  that  one  group  would 
be  pulling  against  another  and  that  in  the  long  run  all  of 
them  would  suffer  through  reduction  of  wages  and  through 
a  lowering  of  working  conditions,  and  the  operators  would 
be  confronted  with  constant  threats  of  one  group  walking  out 
and  thereby  closing  down  the  Industry. 

The  same  applies  to  the  great  steel  mills  of  the  country. 
It  stands  to  reason  that  it  would  be  to  the  l)est  interests  of 
all  workers  In  a  large  mill  employing,  say,  6.500  men  if  an 
arrangement  was  made  with  the  employers  to  the  effect 
that  the  work  would  all  be  classified  and  wages  agreed  upon 
for  the  various  classifications.  We  can  all  remember  the 
time  when  if  two  or  three  stationary  engineers  or  two  or 
three  electricians  in  a  big  plant  became  dissatisfied  they  could 
walk  out,  thereby  compelling  the  plant  to  shut  down,  or  they 
could  demand  that  all  of  the  rest  of  thf ir  fellow  workers  come 
out  on  a  strike  out  of  sjnmpathy  with  them.  This  is  not 
necessary  under  the  modern  method  of  dealing  with  this 
question.  The  adoption  of  this  amendment  is  a  backward 
step — in  some  instances  as  far  back  as  35  years.  It  is  not  a 
step  in  line  with  progress:  and  I  shall  be  constrained  to  vote 
against  it.  I  do  this  fully  recognizing  the  work  and  effort 
that  my  very  able,  conscientious,  and  splendid  colleague  from 
Ohio,  Judge  Routzohn.  has  given  to  this  subject. 

I  am  sorry  that  the  psychological  situation  here  today  is 
such  that  there  Is  hardly  any  chance  to  present  this  matter 
In  a  way  that  it  should  be  presented. 


It  is  easy  to  sense  that  there  is  a  very  unfortunate  situation 
here  today  arising  out  of  the  long  and  bitter  controversy  that 
has  been  waging  here  for  some  time  over  the  amendments  to 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  The  failure  of  the  Labor 
Relations  Board  to  do  its  duty  properly  has  put  many  strong 
friends  of  labor  on  the  Labor  Committee  and  in  other  places 
in  Congress  on  a  tough  spot.  They  have  been  compelled  to 
defend  the  Board,  and  by  so  doing  have  been  handicapped  in 
their  ability  to  combat  an  amendment  such  as  this  proposed 
here.  I  think  the  Labor  Relations  Act  should  be  amended 
so  that  a  new  board  might  be  appointed.  I  think  there  are 
some  other  amendments  that  would  improve  the  bill  in  many 
ways.  It  is  unfortunate  that  in  order  to  get  a  few  salutary 
amendments  some  other  amendments  are  added  that  will  be 
a  strong  detriment  to  the  cause  of  labor.  I  am  not  opposed 
to  craft  unions.  I  have  supported  them  consistently  here  in 
Congress.  I  would  not  uphold  the  big  plant  unions  if  they 
went  outside  of  their  proper  place  to  harm  them.  I  would 
not  favor  a  plant  union  in  a  big  steel  mill  which  employs 
electricians  if  it  went  out  into  the  field  which  belonged  to  the 
regular  electricians  and  attempted  to  control  them  in  any 
way.  Let  the  plant  union  confine  itself  to  its  field.  And 
when  an  electrician  leaves  his  regular  work  as  a  practical 
electrician  and  comes  to  work  at  the  plant,  he  should  comply 
with  the  plant  regulations. 

I  expect  to  vote  against  this  amendment  because  I  think 
it  is  not  for  the  best  interests  of  the  caiise  of  lat>or.  I  am 
sure  that  my  position  will  be  approved  by  the  coal  miners, 
who  know  from  experience  the  bad  effects  of  a  lot  of  small 
unions  mixed  up  on  the  same  work.  I  hope  that  my  position 
will  be  approved  by  the  employers  of  labor  who  now  have 
become  accustomed  to  dealing  with  one  group.  IX  this 
amendment  should  be  passed  here  today,  it  will  be  over  my 
voice  and  over  my  vote.  I  shall  vote  against  the  Smith 
amendments  as  a  substitute  for  the  Norton  amendments, 
although  I  am  not  in  favor  of  the  Norton  amendments.  I 
am  in  favor  of  those  Smith  amendments  which  improve  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act,  and  which,  I  think,  will  im- 
prove conditions  of  those  who  labor  and  those  who  employ 
latwr.  but  I  think  it  is  my  duty  from  the  standpoint  of 
conscience  and  from  the  standpoint  of  parliamentary  pro- 
cedure to  do  what  I  can  against  this  amendment  as  long  as 
I  can.  If  this  amendment  is  adopted,  and  if  the  House 
adopts  the  Smith  amendments  in  preference  to  the  Norton 
amendments,  then  I  am  confronted  with  the  alternative  of 
voting  for  the  bill.  I  shall  vote  for  the  bill,  feeling  that  I 
have  done  all  I  can  to  keep  out  those  amendments  to  which 
I  am  opposed.  And  ha\'ing  failed  to  do  so.  it  should  be  my 
duty  then  to  vote  for  the  bill  on  final  passage  l)ecaiise  it  con- 
tains those  provisions  which  provide  for  a  new  board  and 
some  other  provisions  which  should  remove  the  bad  relation- 
ship which  has  grown  up  by  reason  of  the  actions  of  the 
Board.  I  feel  sure  that  if  this  bill  reaches  the  Senate,  the 
amendment  to  which  I  have  objected  will  be  removed  and  the 
other  amendments  will  be  retained.    [  Applause.  1 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  hate  to  take 
so  much  time  of  the  Committee  this  afternoon,  but  what 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Jenkins  1  has  told  you  in  his 
remarks  just  concluded  is  exactly  the  situation  that  will  be 
created  by  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  RoutzohnI.  You  do  not  need  to  take  my  word 
for  it  or  the  word  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Jenkins], 
but  look  at  the  amendment  itself  and  the  proposition  is  just 
as  has  been  stated.  Take,  for  instance,  the  United  Mine 
Workers,  where  contracts  are  now  in  existence,  and  they  are 
getting  along  all  right,  or  in  the  steel  industry  or  the  auto- 
motive industry  or  the  rubl)er  industry,  if  you  have  a  little 
craft  union  or  a  dozen  craft  unions  that  want  to  be  desiK- 
nated  as  a  separate  bargaining  unit,  that  is  exactly  what  this 
amendment  provides. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    I  j'ield. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  these  days 
of  mass  production  all  t)asic  industries  are  based  on  indus- 
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trial  unionism,  and  It  has  been  found  acceptable  by  the 
largest  industrialists  In  the  country,  including  the  General 
Electric  Co. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mi.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  The  gentleman  would  not  yield 
to  me.  but  I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  I  would  like  to  call  the  gentleman's 
attention  to  section  7  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  do  not  yield  for  that.  If 
the  gentleman  wants  to  talk  about  his  amendment,  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  I  am  talking  about  the  amendment, 
and  this  is  an  answer  to  what  the  gentleman  has  stated. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  do  not  want  to  know  about 
section  7.  I  know  the  present  act  forward  suid  backward, 
and  need  no  information  from  the  distinguished  gentleman 
on  that. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  The  gentleman  does  not  want  any  an- 
swer. The  answer  Is  in  section  7.  if  the  gentleman  will  take 
the  time  to  read  it,  and  the  law  provides  there 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  do  not  jield  further,  as  It 
appears  the  gentleman  prefers  to  talk  about  section  7  of  the 
present  act  instead  of  his  amendment,  which  I  am  discussing. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  I  did  not  think  the  gentleman  would. 
The  gentleman  has  not  acted  as  if  he  would  all  the  way 
through. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  will  compare  my  actions  with 
the  actions  of  the  gentlemain  from  Oliio.  He  would  not  yield 
to  me  at  all.  I  have  yielded  to  give  the  gentleman  an  oppor- 
tunity to  talk  about  and  explain  his  amendment,  but  he 
seems  to  prefer  discussing  secUon  7.  I  am  Inclined  to  believe 
the  gentleman  does  not  understand  his  own  amendment. 
But,  Mr.  Chairman,  what  the  amendment  does  is  just  what 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Jenkins  1  told  you.  If  you 
have  a  contract  in  existence  today  with  an  industrial  union, 
any  craft  organization  can  come  into  the  plant  or  industry  and 
organize,  and  there  is  nothing  that  the  Labor  Board  can  do 
under  this  amendment  but  call  an  election,  and  if  a  majority 
of  that  particular  craft  votes  to  be  designated  as  a  separate 
bargaining  unit,  then  you  cannot  get  away  from  it  under  this 
amendment.  If  that  is  what  you  want,  if  you  want  to  dis- 
rupt all  the  contracts  that  are  in  existence  today  with  every 
big  industrial  union,  you  will  adopt  this  amendment.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  you  do  not  adopt  it.  you  revert  back  to  the  Globe 
doctrine.  That  does  what?  Under  the  Globe  doctrine,  under 
the  law  of  today,  whenever  there  Is  a  historic  background  in 
favor  of  a  craft  unit,  under  the  Globe  doctrine  the  Board  has 
given  them  the  right  of  election.  This  is  possible  even  if  a 
contract  exists,  provided  the  craft  can  show  a  historical  back- 
ground of  collective  bargaining.  This  doctrine  is  fair  to  both 
types  of  union,  with  no  advantage  to  either.  That  is  the 
position  taken  by  Mr.  Madden.  However,  Mr.  Leiserson  has 
taken  the  position — and  he  is  Joined  with  Mr.  Smith — that 
wherever  there  is  a  contract  in  existence,  then  they  cannot 
cone  in  and  disrupt  that  contract. 

Now.  we  should  not  hurriedly,  without  reasonable  study, 
adopt  any  amendment  merely  because  the  A.  F.  of  L.  or  the 
C.  I.  O.  or  some  other  labor  organization  wants  us  to  do  so. 
We  should  not  give  an  advantage  to  one  union  over  another, 
and  under  the  present  act  you  do  not  do  that. 

At  the  time  of  the  adoption  of  the  present  act  there  were  no 
conflicting  labor  organizations.  Certainly  it  cannot  be  said, 
then,  that  the  present  act  was  intended  to  favor  either  type 
of  organization  as  against  the  other.  Should  we  today  hur- 
riedly change  the  law  to  give  either  type  of  organization  an 
advantage  over  the  other?  Fairness  to  both  demands  that 
we  should  not.  I  am  sure  we  want  to  be  fair  and  I  am  also 
sure  the  rank  and  file  of  all  labor  organizations  want  to  be 
fair. 

Under  the  Globe  doctrine  they  are  all  taken  care  of,  but 
if  you  adopt  this  amendment  you  will  destroy  eveiy  indus- 
trial-union contract  in  existence  in  the  United  States  today. 
Take  the  United  Mine  Workers  of  America,  where  they  have 
a  contract,  the  electricians  can  come  in  and  ask  to  l>e  desig- 
nated as  a  separate  bargaining  unit,  and  the  carpenters,  the 
masons,  and  every  other  craft  union  has  an  opportunity  to 
disrupt  the  contract.    Now,  that  is  not  only  unfair  to  your 


industrial  union,  but  unfair  to  your  employer,  because  instead 
of  dealing  with  a  union  representing  a  majority  of  all  his 
employees,  the  employer  is  compelled  to  deal  with  two  or  three 
or  a  dozen  separate  bargaining  agencies. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr'  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In  support  of  the 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  has  been  aUotted.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Viiginia  IMr.  Smith]  has  been  accorded  the  last 
5  minutes.  Under  the  agreement  the  Chair  recognizes  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  LMr.  Smith  1. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  In  support 
of  the  amendment.  The  arguments  which  have  been  made 
against  this  amendment  should  have  been  made  against  the 
Norton  bill.  The  Norton  bill  has  a  pure,  simple  craft  amend- 
ment in  it.  and  that  is  what  it  does,  and  if  there  is  any  evil 
in  what  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  MuroockI  has  said 
about  craft  unions  t>eing  permitted  to  set  themselves  up.  his 
argument  is  directed  more  at  the  Norton  amendment  than  it 
Is  at  this  amendment. 

I  call  attention  to  section  7  of  the  act  itself,  which  provides 
that  the  employees  shall  have  the  right  to  self-organization, 
to  assist  their  labor  organization  to  bargain  collectively  with 
representatives  of  their  own  choosing,  not  through  repre- 
sentatives of  the  employers.  That  is  where  the  trouble  comes 
in  in  this  proposition.  As  it  is  now,  such  as  the  Progressive 
Mine  Workers  complain  of  and  such  as  the  longshoremen 
of  the  west  coast  complain  of,  they  have  what  is  known  as 
an  employers  association.  In  otlier  words,  all  the  employers 
get  together  and  they  agree  that  they  will  bargain  with,  say, 
Mr.  Bridges,  or  some  other  union,  and  that  then  becomes  an 
employers  bargaining  agency  and  is  in  direct  opposition  to 
the  purpose  of  this  amendment,  which  was  to  give  the  em- 
ployees the  right  of  self-determination. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man jrield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Not  at  the  moment.  Under  that 
arrangement  where  they  have  the  employers  association  the 
employers  are  dominating  all  of  the  unions  in  their  particular 
area.  What  we  seek  to  do  by  this  amendment  is  to  do  a  purely 
democratic  thing — namely,  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 7  by  permitting  the  employees  themselves  to  determine 
by  a  democratic  majority  vote  what  shall  be  their  unit  of 
representation,  and  let  them  so  decide  whether  they  want 
to  go  into  a  unit  of  a  number  of  employers  or  whether  they 
want  to  go  into  a  unit  of  a  number  of  plants  or  whether  they 
want  to  go  into  a  craft  or  remain  as  a  unit  in  one  plant  or 
under  one  employer  or  in  one  craft.  The  whole  thing,  and 
you  can  argue  about  it  all  day  long,  is  just  this:  It  carries  out 
the  original  purpose  of  the  Labor  Relations  Act  in  that  it 
gives  the  employees  the  democratic  right  of  self-determina- 
tion, and  that  is  what  we  are  trying  to  do.  I  think.  I  now 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  MxtrdockL 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Jenkins]  asked  this  question:  We  will  suppose  that  the  United 
Mine  Workers  have  a  contract,  and  that  some  craft  union 
within  that  organization  under  this  amendment  asks  to  be 
designated  as  a  unit  and  asks  for  an  election.  Is  there  any 
question  in  the  gentleman's  mind  that  imder  the  amend- 
ment introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Rour- 
zohn]  they  have  the  right  to  be  designated  as  a  craft  unit 
within  that  plant  where  the  industrial  union  has  a  contract? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  do  not  think  anybody  can 
break  a  valid  contract,  but  I  would  say  that  upon  the  expira- 
tion of  that  contract  if  this  craft  unit  wanted  their  own 
union  and  wanted  self-determination,  as  Congress  tried  to 
give  them,  that  it  is  a  democratic  thing,  and  they  ought  to 
have  it. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr,  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman 3^eld? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Vh-ginla.    Yes. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Does  not  the  gentleman  be- 
lieve it  would  be  better  to  put  this  thing  on  the  basis  of  pro- 
tection of  any  organization  which  has  already  been  in  exist- 
ence and  has  carried  on  collective  bargaining,  to  say  that 
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under  circumstances  of  that  kind  the  practice  shall  not  be 
set  aside,  and  not  to  throw  it  open  for  new  changes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  do  not  agree  with  that,  because 
if  you  did  that  you  would  fix  it  on  an  historical  basis,  so  to 
si>eak.  and  you  would  crystallize  that  situation  where  it  is, 
and  you  would  stop  progress  of  labor  unionism,  so  that  the 
men  could  never  change. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
frinia  has  expired.  All  time  has  expired.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  a  unanimous  understanding  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Allen]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  the 
following  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk.  j 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Allen  of  Pennsylvania:   Page  4.  line 

-IS,  after  the  word  "amended",  ln9<?rt  the  following:  I 

"(b)  Section    2    (4)    of    the    National    Labor    Relations    Act    1» 

amended   to   read   as   follows:    (4)    The   term   'representatives'   In- 

•  eludes  any  Individual  or  labor  organization,  but  In  the  case  of  an 

.  In-iividual  does  not  include  an  Individual  who  Is  not  a  citizen  ot 

the  United  States." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  is 
recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  HEALEry.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLET'J  of  Pennsylvania.     I  will  yield  briefly. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
Smith  committee 

Mr.    AT^yrN   of  Pennsylvania.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not 

3rleld  format  now. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    We  will  try  to  get  you  some  more  time. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  I  may  proceed  for  2  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HEALEY.     I  wouM  like  to  ask  Mr.  Smith,  chairman 
of  the  Smith  committet.  whether  or  not  the  amendment 
'  which  has  just  been  adopted  concludes  the  four  amend- 
■   ments  that  he  has  termed  "A.  F.  of  L.  amendments." 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    It  does. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Will  the  gentleman  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  announcing  to  the  House  that  with  the  adoption  of 
that 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  must 
refuse  to  yield  any  further  for  that  kind  of  questioning. 
That  is  not  the  point  involved.    I  refuse  to  yield  further. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  refuses  to  yield  fur- 
ther.   The   gentleman   from   Pennsylvania   is   recognized. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  that 
the  purpose  of  this  amendment  Is  self-evident.  It  relieves 
American  employers  of  any  obligation  to  negotiate  with 
aliens  representing  unions,  and  it  relieves  the  citizen  union 
members  of  the  dubious  privilege  of  being  represented  by 
aliens  in  the  process  of  collective  bargaining.  If  citizen  em- 
ployers and  citizen  labor  leaders  cannot  effectively  negotiate 
contracts,  or  settle  our  industrial  differences  in  the  United 
States,  then  we  had  better  throw  in  the  sponge  and  quit. 
There  are  plenty  of  good  American  citizens,  men  who  belong 
In  this  country,  who  can  fill  those  responsible  positions  in 
labor  unions. 

As  I  interpret  the  status  of  aliens  In  this  country,  they 
are  here  as  our  guests,  and  as  long  as  they  conduct  them- 
selves as  guests  should  in  anyone's  home,  they  will  be  given 
a  warm  welcome.  But  that  Interpretation  does  not  include 
the  right  to  meddle  in  cur  business  or  to  tell  us  hew  we 
American  citizens  should  solve  our  own  problems.  We  are 
capable  of  doing  that  ourselves. 

Can  you  imagine  any  other  country  in  the  world  submitting 
to  this  sort  of  thing?  Can  ycu  imagine  an  American  labor 
leader  going  to  Russia  and  trying  to  tell  Stalin  how  to  con- 
duct his  labor  affairs,  or  trying  to  tell  Hitler  how  to  conduct 
his  affairs  in  Germany,  or  even  going  to  democratic  Prance 
and  telling  the  employers  of  that  nation  how  their  negotiations 
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should  be  conducted?  It  is  the  most  ridiculous  thing  I  have 
ever  heard  of.  We  have  many  cases  where  our  alien  guests 
have  not  assimilated  our  ideals,  and  they  do  not  understand 
our  institutions.  That  is  not  their  fault,  but  that  dees  not 
mean  that  we  should  injure  or  even  Insult  good  American 
employers  by  trymg  to  impose  this  alien  influence  on  their 
labor  relations. 

I  further  submit  that  alien  leadership  is  equally  unfair  to 
the  American  citizens  in  the  ranks  of  labor.  They  cannot 
be  properly  led  by  aUen  representation.  At  a  time  like  this, 
when  harmony  is  the  prime  essential  l)etween  labor,  industry, 
and  the  Government.  I  submit  that  all  unnecessary  Irritants 
should  be  removed.  This  alien  question  which  we  are  now 
discussing  is  an  unnecessary  irritant.  I  rather  suspect — and 
I  think  justifiably  so — the  motives  of  these  active  aliens  who 
push  their  way  into  positions  of  leadership  in  our  unions. 
If  they  are  so  interested  in  labor's  cause,  why  do  they  not 
return  to  their  own  fatherlands  and  fight  to  bring  the  labor 
standards  there  up  to  the  level  of  ours  in  this  country? 
[Applause.] 

There  is  no  nation  in  the  world  today  which  enjoys  the  high 
labor  standards  or  the  high  standard  of  living  which  we  enjoy 
here  in  America.  If  these  self-annointed  alien  leaders  of 
labor  in  this  country  are  really  earnest  in  their  endeavors,  let 
them  go  back  where  their  efforts  are  needed,  and  then  when 
they  have  succeeded  in  their  own  countries  in  raising  the 
standards  of  labor  above  oiu-  own,  let  them  come  here  and  tell 
us  how  it  is  done.     [Applause.] 

I  do  not  believe  that  these  alien  labor  leaders,  as  I  say,  have 
anything  but  ulterior  motives,  and  at  this  time  it  Is  danger- 
ous that  we  should  even  permit  them  to  assume  positions  of 
leadership,  let  alone  be  the  bargaining  agents  with  which  oiir 
American  employers  must  negotiate. 

I  appeal  to  you.  ladies  and  gentlemen,  in  the  interests  of 
labor,  industry,  and  our  own  national  defense  to  support  my 
amendment.  There  can  be  no  valid  objection  to  it.  lAp- 
plau-'e.J 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Ai.len]. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr,  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Anderson  of  California:  Page  4, 
line  13.  insert  the  fol'.owlng: 

"(c)  Section  2  (5)  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(5)  The  term  "labor  organization"  means  any  organization  of 
any  kind,  or  any  agency  or  employee-representation  committee  or 
plan.  In  which  employees  participate  and  which  exists  for  the 
purpose,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  dealing  with  employers  concern- 
ing grievances,  labor  disputes,  wages,  rates  of  pay.  hours  of  em- 
ployment, or  conditions  of  work,  but  does  not  Include  any  labor 
organization  the  principal  officer  of  which,  or  the  Individual  who 
performs  the  functions  of  the  principal  officer  of  which,  is  not  ft 
citizen  of  the  United  States."  " 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
this  amendment  in  the  best  interests  of  labor,  management, 
and  the  general  public. 

I  heartily  subscribe  to  the  sentiment  contained  in  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
(Mr.  Allen  1  and  trust  that  the  House  v/ill  see  fit  also  to 
adopt  my  amendment. 

In  order  to  avoid  any  confusion  may  I  reread  the  part  of 
it  that  Is  In  addition  to  existing  law.  simply  the  last  section, 
which  reads: 

But  does  not  Include  any  labor  organization  the  principal  officer 
of  which,  or  the  Individual  who  p?rform3  the  function  of  the  prin- 
cipal officer  of  which,  is  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  what  some  of  the  labor  leaders  have 
said  about  alien  labor  leader.^hip  in  this  country.  In  a  recent 
address  in  Seattle.  Dave  Beck,  the  international  representa- 
tive cf  the  Teamsters'  Union,  made  the  following  statement: 

Tonight  I  have  been  asked  to  address  you  en  the  subject  of  na- 
tional defense,  and  In  doing  so  I  shall  speak  primarily  as  an 
American  citizen,  and  secondarUy  as  an  official  of  the  Teamsters' 
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Union.  And  may  I  say  in  passing,  that  Is  precisely  the  way  I 
approach  every  problem  that  confronts  our  organization — first  as 
an  American  citizen. 

Now.  Just  compare  that  statement  with  a  statement  made 
by  Harry  Bridges  in  an  attack  on  the  A.  F.  cf  L.  on  May  14, 
1937.    He  said: 

We  take  the  stand  that  we  as  workers  have  nothing  in  common 
with  the  employers  We  are  in  a  class  struggle,  and  v.e  subscribe 
to  the  t>ellef  that  If  the  employer  is  not  in  business  his  products 
•till  will  be  necesF*ry  and  we  still  will  be  providing  them  when 
there  Is  no  employing  class.  We  frankly  believe  that  day  la 
coming. 

There  you  have  two  stat«nents,  one  by  a  good  American 
labor  leader,  and  the  other  by  an  alien  labor  representative. 
In  all  fairness  I  ask  you  which  one  of  them  best  represents 
the  public  interest. 

Let  us  see  what  Mr.  William  Green,  president  of  the  Amer- 
ican Federation  of  Lalwr  and  a  fine  American  citizen,  has 
to  say: 

The  American  Federation  of  lAbor  has  refused  at  all  times  to 
compromise  or  traffic  with  the  enemies  of  democracy.  There  is  no 
room  in  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  for  Communists  or  Nazis. 
We  never  have  wanted  any  part  of  them.  We  don't  want  any  part 
of  them  now.  and  we  never  will.  Their  policies  and  their  teachings 
are  hateful  to  us.  We  have  fought  them  at  every  turn,  and  we 
have  defeated  every  effort  they  have  made  to  bcre  from  within  the 
American  Fcdt ration  of  Lat>or. 

May  I  say  that  I  believe  Mr.  Green's  statement  Is  extremely 
well  chosen. 

My  amendment  Is  not  aimed  at  the  sincere  but  unfortunate 
alien  who.  through  some  technicality,  has  fotmd  It  impossible 
to  attain  citizenship.  It  Is  aimed,  however,  at  the  unprin- 
cipled alien  labor  racketeers  who  seek  to  control  Industry 
through  the  control  of  labor. 

I  might  add  that  I  do  not  feel  that  American  labor  should 
be  forced  to  bargain  with  unscrupulous  alien  employers,  and 
we  have  some  of  them  in  this  country.  I  would  be  perfectly 
billing  to  support  legislation  which  would  put  an  end  to  that 
practice. 

Mr,  Chairman,  I  believe  that  the  best  interests  of  labor 
will  be  better  served  if  my  amendment  is  adopted,  and  I  am 
sure  that  industry,  agriculture,  and  the  general  public  will 
be  better  protected.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  Is  not  a  particularly  pleasant  situation 
for  me.  because  many  of  the  arguments  made  for  this  amend- 
ment appeal  to  me,  as  they  must  appeal  to  every  one  of  you. 
It  is  particularly  distasteful,  too,  because  of  my  great  respect 
and  admiration  for  my  colleague  from  California  who  has 
just  spoken  upon  the  merits  of  his  amendment. 

The  amendment  just  adopted,  after  its  offer  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  AllewI.  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  right  of  an  alien  to  work  on  a  job.  It  has  to  do  only  with 
the  right  of  an  alien  to  be  selected  by  his  fellow  workers  as 
their  representative  for  the  purpose  of  collective  bargaining. 
I  think  I  understand  the  ideas  back  of  this  sort  of  amend- 
ment, and  I  have  much  sympathy  with  them,  but  I  doubt 
the  advisability  of  writing  them  in  here  now.  True,  it  can 
well  be  said  that  all  aliens  should  become  citizens;  but  they 
are  not  all  enemies  of  the  Republic;  they  are  not  all  enemies 
of  our  system  of  government.  Many  of  them.  I  believe,  are 
competent  to  represent  their  fellow  employees  or  to  serve  as 
oflBcers  of  labor  organizations.  What  I  am  finally  getting  at 
is  this:  The  Allen  amendment  just  adopted  provides  that  no 
employer  shall  be  required  to  deal  with  a  representative  of  a 
labor  organization  who  is  an  alien.  This  would  extend  it 
further  to  matters  of  holding  office. 

A  bill  has  just  l>een  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Rules 
pointing  very  definitely  and  aggressively,  In  the  direction  of 
a  man  who  is  an  alien  and  who  is  the  head  of  a  labor  organi- 
zation. I  do  not  know  whether  there  are  others  who  are 
officers  In  labor  organizations  or  not. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.    A  Uttle  later,  if  the  gentleman  please. 


A  lot  of  time  and  study  has  been  given  to  these  proposals 
which  have  all  been  submitted  to  the  committees  who  have 
reported  this  legislation.  Conferences  have  been  had  about 
them.  People  In  interest  have  been  interviewed.  The  alleged 
evils  they  are  supposed  to  reach  have  been  considered,  yet 
these  proposals  have  not  been  included  in  any  of  the  bills 
reported,  although  I  do  not  urge  that  this  is  any  particular 
reason  for  being  against  the  amendment. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  urge  you  to  make  a  real  honest  effort 
not  to  emasculate  the  Wagner  Act  or  to  destroy  It,  or  to  put 
in  It  things  that  should  not  be  there.  Let  us  try  to  make  it 
fair  and  equitable  and  serve  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
originally  adopted.  If  we  get  that  done.  I  think  we  shall  have 
done  a  good  job;  we  shall  have  discharged  our  duty  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Representatives,  a  part  of  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  and  answerable  to  the  people  for  the 
job  that  we  do  here. 

I  now  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  I  think  the  gentleman  will 
agree  that  his  explanation  of  my  amendment  is  a  little  too 
sweeping.  If  he  will  read  the  wording  of  the  amendment, 
he  will  see  that  it  reads  "organization  of  which  the  principal 
officer  is  an  alien."  The  gentleman  has  made  it  appear  that 
it  would  include  all  officers,  and  I  do  not  want  to  have  that 
impression  left. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  do  not  want  to  create  any  wrong  Im- 
pression, certainly.  Let  me  ask  the  gentleman.  Would  that 
include  a  man  who  is  the  president,  say,  of  the  local  imit  of 
a  national  organization? 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  It  says  "the  principal 
officer." 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  president  of  a  local  affiliated  organ- 
ization, or  of  an  independent  local  union,  would  be  the  prin- 
cipal officer,  as  I  understand  it,  of  that  labor  organization. 
If  I  am  in  error,  I  stand  corrected. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word;  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Lanham)  .  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentlemcui  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia,    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  conclude  in  10 
minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  IMr.  Smith]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  It  is  not  my  purpose 
either  to  favor  or  support  any  amendment  which  I  think 
would  in  the  slightest  way  interfere  with  the  purpose  of  the 
Smith  amendments.  But  here  is  an  amendment,  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  California,  that  I  ask  you  to  consider 
carefully.  The  only  difference  is  in  the  language  defining 
the  term  "labor  organization."  It  is  stated  that  the  defini- 
tion now  given  in  the  law  includes  any  labor  organization. 
The  amendment  would  exclude  from  the  operation  of  the 
law  any  labor  organization,  the  principal  officer  of  which, 
or  the  one  who  performs  the  functions  of  the  principal  officer 
of  which,  is  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

The  A.  F.  of  L.  has  some  4,000,000  members.  The  C.  I.  O. 
has  approximately  2,000.000  members.  Is  It  not  just 
too  bad  if  either  one  of  those  organizations,  or  any  other 
organization  which  has  the  power  to  call  strikes  in  any  of 
the  great  industries  of  the  United  States,  cannot  find  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  to  act  as  its  agent,  as  its  principal  officer? 

Within  the  past  2  weeks,  in  Detroit,  a  strike  was  called  by 
a  man  named  Thomas.  It  held  up  production  on  Govern- 
ment orders  for  some  time.  Should  we  not  continue  along 
the  line  so  ably  pointed  out  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  ALLEN],  and  followed  by  the  House  when  It 
adopted  his  amendment,  which  was  applicable  to  aliens? 
Certainly  the  people  are  justified  in  expecting  us  to  throw  all 
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of  the  safeguards  that  we  can  think  of  around  our  industries 
In  this  time  of  emergency. 

When  we  know  we  must  have  cooperation  between  labor 
and  industry,  why  should  we  permit  someone  who  does  not 
care  enough  about  this  country  to  become  a  citizen  to  hold 
in  his  hands  the  power  to  call  a  strike  which  may  interfere 
with  our  national  defense,  which  may  throw  thousands  of 
men  out  of  jobs,  which  may  ruin  or  bring  about  great 
loss  to  one  of  our  great  industries?  Think  it  over.  Is  it  not 
fair,  is  it  not  reasonable  to  provide  that  the  principal  officer, 
or  the  officer  or  individual  who  exercises  the  functions  of  a 
principal  officer  of  an  organization  with  millions  of  members, 
shall  be  a  citizen  of  the  United  States?  He  should  swear 
allegiance  to  our  form  of  government  and  to  our  flag. 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Sacks]  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  SACKS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  speak  about 
the  last  amendment,  though  I  am  not  opposed  to  it.  I  would 
like  to  show  just  how  far  it  would  go.  You  know,  we  hear 
a  lot  of  talk  about  harmony  between  capital  and  labor.  But 
there  are  many  firms  in  the  United  States  whose  principal 
officers  and  stockholders  are  aliens,  or  their  principal  officers 
are  controlled  by  aliens  Why  should  American  citizens  be 
subjected  to  control  by  alien  employers?  After  all.  you 
take  the  Amtorg.  an  arm  of  the  Russian  Government,  operates 
in  the  United  States.  Why  should  those  employers  have 
the  right  to  sit  around  a  table  with  good  American  citizens 
•  to  argue  what  their  standard  of  living  shall  be?  There  are 
also  in  this  country  many  German  organizations,  repre- 
senting German  stockholders.  Those  people  are  opposed  to 
the  philosophy  of  oxu"  democratic  Government  in  the  United 
States.  Why  should  they  have  the  right  to  sit  around  the 
table  with  American  citizens,  wage  earners,  and  tell  them 
what  their  standard  of  living  should  be? 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  are  going  to  have  harmony,  if 
we  are  going  to  proceed  with  this  national  defense,  if  we  are 
going  to  prevent  'fifth  column"  activities  in  the  United  | 
States,  why  not  strike  at  the  alien  employers  as  well  as  the  | 
alien  employees?  It  is  fair,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  this  great 
period  of  hysteria  to  protect  the  safety  of  our  Nation,  but 
let  us  protect  it  from  alirn  capital  as  well  as  from  alien  labor. 
■  It  is  just  as  important  to  do  that,  because  the  millions  of 
dollars  that  may  be  used  by  the  Amtorg  Corporation  or  by 
a  German  corporation  could  be  used  more  effectively  through 
propaganda  against  our  system  of  government  as  the  philos- 
ophy of  an  Individual  of  a  labor  union  who  might  sabotage 
by  strike.  If  we  are  going  to  build  a  solid,  harmonious,  uni- 
form America,  then  we  ought  to  protect  ourselves  against 
all  those  things.    We  should  not  mak«  fish  of  one  and  fowl 

of  the  other. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SACKS.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  am  very  much  obliged  to 
the  gentleman  because  there  has  just  been  mentioned  by 
the  gentleman  from  California  the  position  which  Mr.  Green, 
president  of  the  A.  F.  of  L..  takes  on  communism,  which  we 
bU  know  and  of  which  I  am  certain  we  all  heartily  approve. 
In  connection  with  that,  may  I  point  out  that  in  this  bill 
we  now  have  before  us  it  is  proposed  to  eliminate  from  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  the  Division  of  Economic 
Research,  partly  on  the  ground  of  false  charges  that  have 
been  brought  against  a  certain  gentleman.  I  have  here  a 
copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  William  Green  to  Mr.  William 
Leiserson.  of  the  Labor  Board,  a  section  of  which  I  would 
like  to  read. 

The  American  Federation  of  Labor  haa  not  at  any  time  asked  for 
or  favored  the  elimination  of  the  Division  of  Economic  Research  of 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board,  nor  have  we  at  any  time 
interposed  any  objection  to  Mr  Saposs.  Like  you.  I  appreciate  very 
greatly  the  service  whicli  the  Division  of  Economic  Research  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Board  is  rendering.  We  will  interpose  no 
.  objection  to  the  continuation  of  the  Division  of  Economic  Research 
of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  or  to  Mr.  Saposs. 

I  just  thought  the  Record  ought  to  show  that. 
Mr.  SACKS.    Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  say  in  conclusion  that 
after  all,  if  we  are  going  to  have  as  part  of  our  defense  pro- 
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gram  the  removal  of  alien  laborers,  then  let  us  remove  the 
alien  capital,  that  can  be  just  as  destructive  through  the 
spending  of  money  in  propaganda  channels  against  the 
democracy  that  we  now  enjoy  and  shall  keep  in  these  United 

States. 

(Here  the  gavel  fen.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  MarcantonioI. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  debate  on  this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  mav  be  extended  5  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objccUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Chalrm.an.  I  do  not  believe  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  California  goes  far  enough. 
I  believe  that  in  the  name  of  national  defense,  that  in  the 
name  of  the  great  geography  lesson  from  Tampico  to  St. 
Louis,  we  should  restrict  leadership  of  American  unions  to  the 
descendants  of  those  who  came  over  in  the  Mayflower. 
[Laughter  and  applaiise.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  California  I  Mr.  Ford]. 

Ml-.  THOMAS  F.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  arise  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  so-called  Smith  amendments  to  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act. 

I  do  so  because,  after  a  careful  investigation  of  all  the  facts. 
I  am  convinced  that  the  act.  as  now  administered  by  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Board,  is  meeting,  and  solving  not 
ideally  but  in  a  reasonably  effective  manner,  the  problems  of 
both  employee  and  employer. 

Any  honest  student  of  the  situation,  if  he  approaches  the 
problems  involved  with  an  open  mind,  cannot  fail  to  be  im- 
pressed with  one  outstanding  and  vitally  important  fact, 
namely,  that  never  before  in  oiir  industrial  history  have  we 
seen  a  decrease  in  strikes  during  a  period  of  increasing  indus- 
trial production. 

What,  may  I  ask.  does  this  mean?  It  means  that  because 
of  the  facilities  for  the  composing  of  differences,  between 
employers  and  employees,  afforded  by  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board,  these  two  mighty  and  important  contending 
forces  have  been,  in  an  increasing  number  of  instances,  en- 
abled to  reach  reasonable  and  satisfactory  agreement  without 
I  resort  to  the  wasteful  and  uneconomic  weapon,  the  strike. 
In  spite  of  an  avalanche  of  criticism,  inspired  almost  en- 
tirely by  the  forces  of  blind  reaction,  we,  who  hope  to  see  the 
day  when  strikes  and  lock-outs  will  be  a  thing  of  the  past, 
are  encouraged  by  this  phenomenon. 

Without  the  slightest  fear  of  successful  contradiction  I 
assert  that  the  emergence  of  this  long-awaited  and  happily 
welcomed  situation  is  due  entirely  to  the  wise  and  equitable 
manner  in  which  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  is  ad- 
ministered by  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board. 

It  is  not  my  purpose  to  discuss  the  amendments  individually. 
Suffice  it  to  say  that  men  wholly  competent  to  descrit)e  their 
effect  on  the  act  will  do  that. 

I  merely  want  to  call  your  attention  to  a  few  highlights  o( 
the  situation,  because  these  highlights  in  themselves  reveal 
the  motives  of  the  reactionary  interests  behind  this  attempt 
to  emasculate  this  beneficent  law. 

Let  us  first  recall  that  a  group  of  the  highest  paid  corpora- 
tion lawyers  in  the  land,  immediately  after  the  act  was  passed, 
advised  their  clients  that  the  act  was  unconstitutional  and 
need  not  be  obeyed. 

It  follows,  therefore,  that  with  that  cloud  of  legal  opinion 
backing  them,  employers  generally  fought  every  attempt  on 
the  part  of  the  Board  to  utilize  its  facilities  for  the  settlement 
of  labor  disputes. 

This  anomalous  situation  existed  until  1937,  when  the 
Supreme  Court  validated  the  act  in  a  historic  decision. 

Since  the  Board  has  been  organized  it  has  handled  25,000 
cases  involving  approximately  6.000.000  workers.  Now,  the 
remarkable  fact  is  that  in  only  1,500  of  these  cases  did  the 
Board  find  it  necessary  to  issue  formal  decisions.  It  might 
be  Interesting  to  add  here  that  in  the  19  cases  taken  to  ths 
Supreme  Court,  13  decisions  were  fully  sustained,  4  decisions 
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modified,  and  only  2  reversed,  a  record  unequalled  by  any 
other  quasi -judicial  Government  agency. 

Now  just  a  word  as  to  the  Board's  success  in  the  giant  es- 
sential industries. 

Let  us  take  the  steel  industry.  For  the  long  and  trouble- 
some period  between  1913  and  1935  only  41  wage  agreements 
existed  in  steel.  By  1938.  in  excess  of  400.000  workers  were 
protected  by  532  agreements,  the  negotiation  of  which  agree- 
ments were  directly  due  to  the  facilities  afforded  by  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Board. 

Who  is  it  that  wants  the  act  emasculated? 

The  American  Manufacturers  Association,  the  United 
States  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  Liberty  League,  or  its 
heirs  and  assigns,  and  every  other  reactionary  group  in  the 
Nation. 

What  is  it  these  reactionary  interests  seek  to-accompllsh? 

They  would  like  to  place  the  Board  in  a  strait  jacket  so 
that  its  decisions  would  have  no  force  and  effect.  The  Smith 
amendments  seek  to  disperse  authority  and  responsibility. 
In  fact,  if  these  amendments  are  adopted  the  Board,  whether 
it  be  composed  of  three  or  five  members,  will  be  surroimded 
by  a  detention  wall  that  will  be  hog  tight,  mule  high,  and  bull 
strong. 

The  bill  strips  the  Board  of  all  powers  except  those  of  con- 
ducting elections  and  issuing  decisions.  The  remainder  of 
the  functions  are  vested  in  one  man.  This  Admmlstrator, 
with  no  fixed  tenure  of  office  and  subject  to  the  vicissitudes 
of  politics,  would  investigate  cases,  issue  or  dismiss  com- 
plaints, hold  hearings.  His  actions  are  not  checked  by  any- 
body; the  Board  may  not  entertain  appeals  from  any  action 
or  lack  of  action  by  the  Administrator.  The  decision-making 
experience  of  the  Board  is  completely  severed  from  and  could 
in  no  way  shape  or  temper  the  operations  of  the  Administra- 
tor. And  then,  to  cap  the  confusion,  it  would  be  the  Ad- 
ministrator, not  the  Board,  who  would  undertake  and  guide 
the  court  litigation  necessary  for  enforcement  of  the  decisions 
of  the  Board. 

Another  procedural  change  would  impose  technical  rules  of 
e\idence  upon  the  hearings  of  the  Board,  and  then  empower 
the  courts  to  delve  into  and  weigh  the  evidence.  To  shackle 
an  administrative  body  with  technical  rules  of  evidence  is  to 
open  the  door  to  expensive  and  protracted  hearings  with  all 
kinds  of  legal  horseplay.  To  permit  the  courts  to  delve  into 
evidence  is  to  empower  them  to  sutetitute  their  judgment  for 
that  of  a  specially  constituted  tribunal.  Overwhelming  au- 
thority has  recognized  that  our  courts,  competent  though 
they  be.  lack  the  quaLfications  and  time  to  study  and  compre- 
hend the  specialized  problems  in  economic  relationships. 
For  that  reason — to  sift  and  ascertain  these  complicated 
facts — tribunals  of  experts  have  been  created.  Recently,  the 
Supreme  Court  In  the  Waterman  Steamship  case  had  occasion 
to  say.  "It  is  of  paramount  importance  that  courts  not  en- 
croach upon  this  exclusive  power  of  the  Board  if  effect  is  to 
be  given  the  Intention  of  Congress  to  apply  an  orderly,  in- 
formed, and  specialized  procedure  to  the  complex  admin- 
istrative problems  arising  in  the  solution  of  industrial 
disputes." 

Affecting  every  operation  of  the  act,  these  procedural 
changes  undermine  substantive  rights  and  render  them  void. 

Of  the  substantive  changes  presented  to  us  by  the  majority 
of  the  sp2cial  investigating  committee,  perhaps  the  most 
sweeping  amendment  is  their  reduction  of  collective  bargain- 
ing to  mean  discussion  of  "complaints"  and  "differences" 
without  the  necessity  of  honestly  trying  "to  reach  an  agree- 
ment" or  "submit  counterproposals." 

By  limiting  the  definition  of  "complaints"  or  "differences," 
this  proposal  excludes  negotiations  concerning  conditions  of 
employment.  By  eliminating  the  need  for  counterproposals. 
It  destroys  the  ruler  by  which  good  faith  could  be  measured 
by  the  Board  and  the  courts. 

Such  an  amendment  evidently  looks  upon  collective  bar- 
gaining as  an  afternoon  tea  party — ^where  persons  gather  in 
a  room,  spill  a  lot  of  meaningless  words,  take  their  leave 
after  adroit  hints  from  the  hostess,  and  then  evaluate  the 
party  as  a  success.  The  process  of  collective  bargaining  can- 
not thus  be  reduced  to  an  informal  ctiat.    Bargaining  Implies 


a  give  and  take — a  sincere  de^re  to  recognize  and  Iron  out 
differences.  This  has  been  the  view  of  the  Board  since  its 
inception,  and  the  courts  repeatedly  have  sustained  it. 

I  am  at  a  loss  to  see  how  this  amendment  would,  in  the 
words  of  its  sponsors,  "make  the  act  effective."  It  reverses  a 
body  of  law  which  has  received  the  stamp  of  approval  of  the 
courts,  and  it  invites  the  substitution  of  industrial  conflict 
for  the  orderly  processes  of  collective  bargaining. 

Another  amendment  would  place  a  premium  on  violence 
and  make  a  police  court  of  the  Labor  Board.  This  change 
would  deny  reinstatement  to  any  employee  who  engaged  in 
any  willful  act  of  violence,  regardless  of  provocation  and 
pettiness.  Immediately  comes  to  mind  pictures  of  tliugs 
hired  to  start  a  scuffle  on  the  picket  line,  and  thus  automati- 
cally deny  reinstatement  to  an  employee. 

"Die  courts  have  passed  upon  this  question  of  violence  and 
have  found  that  an  employer  may  discharge  an  employee  for 
serious  acts  of  violence  and  property  damage.  Since  then. 
Labor  Board  decisions  have  followed — and  I  see  no  reason 
why  they  will  not  continue  to  follow — the  mandate  of  the 
courts  in  giving  violence  the  treatment  it  deserves. 

To  write  this  proposal  into  the  law  would  be  unfair  and 
one-sided.  It  ties  the  hands  of  the  employee  confronted  by 
the  thug,  and  does  not  suggest  any  penalty  against  the  one 
responsible  for  the  violence.  To  adopt  this  amendment  is 
to  open  the  gates  to  thousands  of  i>etty  recriminations  and 
to  convert  the  Board  into  a  Nation-wide  police  force. 

There  are  at  least  a  score  of  similar  amendments  suggested 
by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith]  and  his  two 
colleagues  which  dump  the  orderly  procedures  of  the  present 
act  as  they  have  matured  under  court  interpretation,  and 
substitute  untried  panaceas  and  invite  strife  anew.  I  have 
only  dealt  with  a  few  of  these  proposals  and  do  not  wish 
to  imply  approval  of  the  others.  Upon  careful  examination 
of  them,  I  am  convinced  that  no  true  friend  of  American 
Labor  can  truthfully  endorse  them.  No  student  of  labor 
conditions  can  fail  to  feel  in  them  a  nostalgia  for  the  days 
when  industrial  strife  was  the  order  of  the  day.  No  one 
should  fail  to  recognize  the  Smith  amendments  as  a  long 
step — backward — which  is  always  the  hope  of  the  shell-back 
reactionaries. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Healey], 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  have  been  four 
amendments  presented  and  adopted  here  which  the  chair- 
man of  the  Smith  committee,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Smith],  this  morning  characterized  as  A.  F.  of  L. 
amendments.  I  now  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  if  he  will  take  the  responsibility 
of  assuring  the  House  that  his  bill,  as  improved  by  the  adop- 
tion of  those  four  amendments,  is  now  approved  by  the 
A.  F.  of  L. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  refer  the  gentleman  to  the 
letter  written  by  the  president  of  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  My  question  is.  Is  the  gentleman  now  will- 
ing to  take  the  responsibility  of  stating  to  the  House  that  his 
bill,  as  perfected  by  these  four  amendments,  is  now  un- 
qualifiedly approved  by  the  leadership  of  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  The  letter  speaks  for  Itself,  and 
It  states  that  if  these  four  amendments  were  adopted,  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor  urged  the  adoption  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Apparently  the  gentleman  does  not  want 
to  take  that  responsibility  on  his  shoulders. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  will  take  all  of  my  responsibility, 
but  I  will  not  take  somebody  else's. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HEALEY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  The  most  basic  principle  in  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act,  as  I  imderstand  the  act,  is  that  it  gives 
to  employees  the  right  to  have  representatives  of  their 
choosing.  Now  you  come  In  and  say,  "Yes;  but  you  cannot 
have  an  alien  represent  you."  Why  should  an  American 
citizen,  then,  have  to  deal  with  an  alien  employer?  Do  we 
want  to  bar  them,  too? 
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This  particu- 
bill  before  us 


Mr.  HEALEY.    I  think  that  perhaps,  as  the  gentleman 
said,  that  is  objectionable. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  SchaferI. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to 
answer  the  gentleman  from  Pennslyvania  (Mr.  Sacks  1.  The 
pentleman  apparently  fails  to  realize  that  under  the  Wagner 
National  Labor  Relations  Act  employers  are  required  to  ne- 
gotiate with  alien  labor-union  representatives.  There  is  no 
prevision  in  that  act  or  in  existing  law  which  requires  any 
American  citizen  to  work  for  an  alien,  whether  that  alien  is 
a  subject  of  Germany.  England.  Ireland.  Palestine,  or  any 
other  country. 
-     I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The   CHAIRMAN.    The   question   is   on   the   amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Anderson). 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Anderson  of  California)  there  were — ayes  41.  noes  66. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cole  of  New  York:  On  page  4.  line  9. 

«ftor  "employer',   strike  out  the  period  and   Inaert    "and   does   not 

;  Include  any  employee  who.  during  any  national  emergency  declared 

by  the  President  to  exist,  participates  in  a  strike  while  working  on 

•  Government  contract  of  a  military  nature." 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    Mr.  Chairman,  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    The  bill  deals  with 
Labor  Relations  Act  and  amendments  thereto, 
i  lar  amendm.ent  goes  beyond  the  scope  of  the 
,  and.  therefore,  is  not  germane. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Jones  of  Texas) .    The  Chair  is  ready 
■  to  rule. 

Section  3  of  the  pending  amendment  defines  the  term  "em- 
ployee," stating  that  it  shall  include  any  employee,  and  shall 
not  be  limited  to  the  employees  of  a  particular  employer, 
imless  the  act  explicitly  states  otherwise,  and  shall  include 
any  individual  whose  work  has  ceased  as  a  consequence  of, 
or  in  connection  with,  any  current  labor  dispute,  and  so  forth. 

It  seems  to  the  Chair  that  the  amendment  offered  is  simply 
an  offer  to  place  another  restriction  on  the  term,  and  the 
Chair,  therefore,  overrules  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  hope  it  will  not 
be  said  that  this  amendment  is  either  offered  for  the,  purpose 
or  will  have  the  effect  of  scuttling  the  work  that  has  been  done 
by  this  committee,  because  if  it  cannot  stand  on  its  own  merits 
and  will  have  the  effect  of  scuttling  this  bill,  then  it  should 
be  defeated.  I  recognize  the  tremendous  work  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Smith  committee  have  done  in  the  investigation 
of  the  N.  L.  R.  A.  and  the  value  of  the  recommended  changes 
In  that  act.  However,  my  amendment  would  only  serve  to 
strengthen  the  bill  and  I  trust  it  will  receive  favorable  con- 
sideration. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  Smith  committee  has  recom- 
mended that  in  the  definition  of  "employee"  there  should  be 
excluded  from  the  right  of  reinstatement  given  to  the  worker 
under  the  N.  L.  R.  A.  those  persons  who  willfully  engage  in 
violence  or  unlawful  destruction  or  seizure  of  property.  Most 
-cf  us  will  agree  that  the  sit-down  strike  or  the  use  of  force 
and  violence  is  reprehensible,  and  I  believe  likewise  most  of 
us  will  agree  that  in  these  times  a  strike,  while  working  on  an 
important,  vitally  needed  armament  contract,  is  equally 
reprehensible. 

I  woxild  point  out  to  you  that  under  present  law  persons 
engaged  under  such  contracts  as  these  are  protected  by  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act.  The  Secretary  of  Labor  Is  given  the 
power  to  prescribe  the  working  conditions,  the  hours  of  labor, 
and  the  wages,  so  they  are  amply  protected. 

I  would  point  out  further  that  any  man  working  for  the 
Government  on  a  ship,  on  an  airplane,  or  on  any  military 
article  in  a  Government  yard  has  no  right  lo  strike.    It  is 


difficult  for  me  to  see  why  one  group  of  employees  should 
have  the  right  to  strike  and  another  should  not  have  it. 

I  do  not  offer  this  amendment  for  the  purpose  of  Imputing 
any  lack  of  patriotism  to  the  rank  and  file  of  American  labor. 
They  are  just  as  patriotic  as  any  of  us  here. 

It  is  said,  however,  that  some  of  the  labor  leaders  do  not 
entertain  the  same  wholehearted  support  of  the  American 
philosophy  of  government  and  the  American  philosophy  of 
economics  as  we  do.  and  it  is  the  danger  from  that  source  of 
which  I  am  fearful. 

The  amendment  does  not  prohibit  strikes,  although  I  wish 
It  might.  It  simply  denies  to  the  employee  who  does  strike 
on  an  armament  contract  during  any  emergency  declared 
by  th^  President  the  right  to  be  reinstated.  The  future  for 
the  United  States  is  very  uncertain,  but  one  thing  is  vei-y 
certain,  and  that  is  that  the  conditions  throughout  the  world 
require  that  America  should  arm,  arm  to  the  fullest,  and 
arm  as  speedily  as  possible.  No  Interruption  should  be 
permitted,  and  the  rights  of  any  individual,  whether  he  be 
of  the  capital  class  or  of  the  labor  class,  must  be  submerged 
In  these  times  to  the  rights  of  the  Nation  as  a  whole. 
I  Applause.  1 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  In  opposi- 
tion to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  very  far-reaching  amendment.  I 
appreciate  the  Interest  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Cole  I.  and  I  know  he  offers  the  amendment  in  good 
faith.  It  has  not  been  considered  by  any  committee,  either 
by  our  committee  or  by  the  legislative  committee,  so  far  as 
I  know,  and  it  is  very  difficult  to  tell  to  what  extent  It  would 
operate  if  adopted.  There  will  be  many  Industries  engaged 
in  making  munitions  directly  or  indirectly,  and  before  we 
knew  it  the  effect  of  this  amendment  might  be  to  destroy 
the  right  to  strike,  and  when  you  destroy  the  right  to  strike 
under  reasonable  conditions,  then  you  destroy  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act.  For  this  reason  I  have  to  oppose  the 
amendment,  and  I  ask  the  Committee  to  vote  it  down. 
Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  t  Mr.  Cole  1 
referred  to  the  similarity  between  his  amendment  and  the 
proposal  which  would  prohibit  reinstatement  of  an  employee 
who  had  engaged  in  a  sit-down  strike.  I  would  like  to  point 
out  that  one  refers  to  the  illegal  destruction  or  seizure  of 
property,  while  the  other  simply  has  to  do  with  the  right 
to  strike  and  has  nothing  to  do  with  a  violation  of  the  law. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  And  may  I  add  this  before  I  yield 
the  floor?  I  do  not  anticipate  any  great  difficulty  about  this 
matter  that  the  gentleman  from  New  York  is  concerned  about, 
and  I  do  not  anticipate  it  for  this  reason:  In  the  first  place, 
the  American  workingman  is  going  to  be  loyal  to  his  country 
curing  this  time.  I  have  confidence  that  he  will,  but  if  he  is 
not.  if  we  should  have  such  strikes,  the  force  of  public  opinion 
is  going  to  settle  them  quicker  and  better  than  any  law  we 
may  enact. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Does  the  gentleman  feel  that  a 
sit-down  strike  is  any  more  reprehensible  than  refusal  to 
work  on  an  armament  contract  which  the  national  defense 
requires? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    My  personal  feeling  is  "No,"  but  I 
do  not  think  that  is  necessary  in  this  act. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Cole  of  New  York)  there  were — ayes  38,  noes  51. 
So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  HorrMAN:  Pa^e  9,  line  15.  at  the  end  of 
the  line,  add  in  place  of  section  7  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act,  insert  "section  7  of  National  Labor  Relations  Act '  aft«r  adding 
after  the  word  "Join"  the  words  "or  not  to  Join." 
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Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  see 
if  we  couki  re&ch  an  arrangement  as  to  conclusion  of  debate 
ou  the  so-called  Smith  amendment. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  like 
some  time.  I  have  been  trying  to  get  the  floor  for  some  time 
and  I  would  like  to  have  about  7  minutes,  if  I  could. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  debate  on  the  Smith  amendment  and  all 
amendments  thereto  close  in  40  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  understand  that  the 
leadership  on  this  side  is  opposed  to  any  amendments  other 
than  those  offered  by  the  Smith  committee  because  they  fear 
that  if  other  amendments  be  adopted  the  bill  might  not  pass. 
Here  is  an  amendment  which,  while  It  was  not  considered  in 
the  committee,  yet  has  been  discussed  on  the  floar  by  me  over  a 
period  of  2  years.  All  this  amendment  does  is  this:  Section  7 
provides  that  employees  shall  be  free  to  join  the  union  and 
then  It  continues  on  as  to  what  they  may  do.  All  I  am  ask- 
ing is  to  amend  that  section  so  that  it  will  read  that  the 
employe\"S  shall  be  free  to  join  or  not  to  join  a  union.  Do 
ycu  want  to  give  an  American  citizen  the  right  to  stay  out 
of  the  union?  I  know  the  argument  that  will  be  made  is  that 
he  already  has  that  right,  but  you  know  that  he  cannot  exer- 
cise it.  and  often  he  is  forced  into  a  union. 

Why  do  you  have  a  labor  law?  It  is  to  give  the  right  of  col- 
lective bargaining.  Well,  employees  have  always  had  that 
right.  But  they  could  not  exercise  It  because  no  one  would 
bargain  with  them.  You  make  the  same  argument  that  no 
man  need  join  a  union,  that  there  Is  nothing  in  the  law  com- 
pelling him  to  join:  and  that  is  true;  but  there  is  considerable 
force  In  the  picket  line.  He  may  join,  if  he  wants  to.  but  I 
say,  tell  him  in  this  law  that  if  he  does  not  want  to  join, 
he  does  hot  need  to  join,  and  by  doing  that  you  will  take 
away  that  element  of  force  and  coercion  that  Is  employed  In 
almost  every  organizing  campaign. 

The  Constitution  itself  provides  for  freedom  of  religious 
worship:  it  prorides  for  free  speech;  it  provides  for  equal  pro- 
tection of  the  law.  In  this  land  a  man  is  free  to  join  the 
Methodist,  the  Lutheran,  the  Catholic,  or  any  other  religious 
sect.  He  may  join  the  Masons,  the  Odd  Fellows,  the  Sons  and 
Daughters  of  I  Will  Arise,  or  he  may  refuse  to  join  and  no  one 
thinks  of  criticizing  him. 

But  here  we  have  a  law  under  which,  as  interpreted  by  the 
Board,  and  because  of  picket  lines,  forces  men  to  join  a  union 
and  to  paj'  tribute  in  order  to  exercise  their  right  to  work. 

There  is  not  a  Member  on  this  floor  who  does  not  know, 
nor  has  not  the  means  of  knowing,  that  that  statement  is 
absolutely  true  and  that  the  wording  of  this  law  is  used  to 
force  men  into  the  union.  Why  not  state  plainly  in  the  law 
itself  what  we  all  know  is  a  matter  of  legal  and  moral  right; 
that  is,  freedom  from  being  compelled  to  join? 

I  say  to  you  here  and  now,  and  espc-cially  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Halleck],  who  will  oppose  the  amend- 
ment, that  you  will  find  difficulty  in  telling  your  constituents 
at  home,  especially  your  farmers,  that  you  refused  to  write 
into  this  labor  law  a  statement  that  they  would  not  need  to 
join  a  union  when  the  organizer  comes  around  and  tells  them 
that  they  must  join  or  they  shall  not  work.  By  voting  down 
such  an  amendment  as  this,  you  are  placing  in  the  hands  of 
union  organizers  an  argviment  which  they  will  use  with  com- 
pelling effect  to  force  into  unions,  which  may  control  our 
great  industries,  men  who  object  to  being  members  of  a  xmion. 

With  the  drive  which  is  on  for  a  union  shop  and  for  a  closed 
shop,  knowing  as  we  do  that  In  the  strike  at  the  shipyard 
at  Kearny.  N.  J.,  where  four  battleships  were  under  construc- 
tion, one  of  the  demands  made  last  week  was  that  the  xmion 
be  granted  a  union-shop  contract  under  which,  after  a  period 
of  30  or  60  days,  every  man  working  on  Government  warships 
would  be  either  forced  to  join  the  union  or  would  be  dis- 
charged, we  should  by  this  amendment  uphold  the  right  to 
freedom  of  action  in  reelect  to  union  activities. 


Why  Is  it  that  just  because  a  committee  has  not  thought 
of  an  amendment  or  has  not  offered  an  amendment,  that 
amendment,  even  though  its  effect  would  be  constructive; 
even  though  it  would  aid  in  our  national  defense:  even 
though  it  is  but  a  declaration  of  a  right  acknowledged  by  all — 
is  to  be  opposed  and  voted  down?  Is  it  because  it  was  not 
suggested  by  the  committee?  Is  it  because  some  agreement 
has  been  made  with  the  A.  P.  of  L.  that  no  other  amendments 
would  be  offered,  no  matter  how  meritorious  they  might  be? 

If  I  vote  alone.  I  intend  to  vote  for  this  amendment  and 
by  and  through  it  say  to  the  people  of  my  district  that  John 
L.  Lewis  has  no  legal  nor  moral  right  to  force  them  to  pay 
dues  to  him  or  to  the  C.  I.  O.  in  order  that  they  may  work 
In  a  factory  which  is  producing  material  necessary  to  the 
defense  of  their  home  and  country. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment.  As  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  (Mr.  Horr- 
MANl  pointed  out,  the  right  of  a  man  to  join  or  not  to  join 
a  union,  so  far  as  the  law  is  concerned,  is  there  already. 
Under  the  law  as  It  Is  now  written,  an  employee  does  not 
have  to  join  unless  he  wants  to  join.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan,  I  suppose,  has  in  mind  the  so-called  blackjack 
operation  or  the  use  of  violence,  which,  it  is  frequently  alleged, 
is  used  to  force  a  man  to  join  a  union  when  he  does  not  want 
to.     I  am  as  much  against  that  sort  of  stuff  as  anyone. 

As  I  pointed  out  yesterday  in  my  talk  in  general  debate, 
there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  contention  about  the  obliga- 
tion of  the  Government  with  respect  to  that  very  matter.  In 
other  words,  it  has  been  contended  that  the  Government 
should  undertake  to  exercise  some  right  of  prohibition  against 
such  allegedly  wrongful  activities  in  bringing  about  the  union- 
ization of  employees.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is,  however, 
that  if  we  are  to  have  organization  of  employees,  those  em- 
ployees must  be  permitted  to  exercise  such  legitimate  and 
free  influences  of  argument  and  persuasion  as  may  be  calcu- 
lated to  bring  about  and  effect  an  organization  of  employees. 
I  do  not  like  the  rough  stuff,  nor  the  violence,  any  more  than 
anybody  else,  but  if  the  time  comes  when  the  Goverrmient 
of  the  United  States  and  the  Congress  feel  that  It  is  neces- 
sary to  try  to  define  the  sort  of  organization  activities  that 
will  be  allowed  to  employees  and  their  representatives,  and 
to  prohibit  the  type  of  activities  that  should  be  prohibited, 
then  I  say  the  way  to  do  that  is  to  write  the  words  In  the  bill, 
but  it  will  not  avail  anything  to  simply  announce  in  the  bill 
that  employees  shall  have  the  right  to  join  or  not  to  join. 
They  clearly  have  that  already  under  the  law  as  written  and 
as  proposed  in  the  Smith  bill.  The  difficulty  of  trying  to 
write  the  provision  in  the  law  is  that  it  is  difficult  to  draw 
the  line.  You  can  point  out  certain  unionizing  activities 
that  are  clearly  outside  the  contemplation  of  law  and  human 
conduct,  but  when  you  draw  that  line  you  must  be  careful 
that  you  do  not  get  over  into  the  other  field  where  you 
would  prevent  employees  from  exercising  the  fundamental 
rights  granted  them  to  organize  and  bargain  collectively  as 
a  result  of  that  organization.  Our  committee  did  not  see  fit 
to  attempt  in  this  bill  to  regulate  unionizing  activities  of 
employees. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Cliairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  object  to  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  telling  a  man  that  he  does  not 
have  to  join  if  he  does  not  want  to?  The  Labor  Board  says 
that  Ford  cannot  do  that.  Does  the  gentleman  say  the 
United  States  should  not  do  it?  I  thought  the  gentleman 
was  against  tlie  Labor  Board  and  its  activity. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Oh,  I  do  not  care  to  enter  into  an  argu- 
ment on  that.  Every  employee  of  reasonable  understanding 
knows  that  imder  the  law  as  it  is  presently  written,  and  as  far 
as  the  law  is  concerned,  he  is  free  to  Join  the  union  or  not, 
according  as  he  wishes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
has  expired.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  California  I  Mr.  VcwrhisI. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  3  additional  mmutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  has  been  fixed,  but  there  was 
a  little  time  yielded  back. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  will  be  glad  to  yield  the 
gentleman  2  minutes  of  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  Is  the 
first  time  I  have  spoken  in  connection  with  the  consideration 
of  this  legislation. 

The  purpose  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  was  to 
protect  the  right  of  collective  bargaining.  It  was  passed  oy 
Congress  in  the  belief  that  there  was  a  decided  difference  in. 
industrial  society  between  the  bargaining  power  of  the  indi- 
vidual, the  man  who  had  necessarily  to  have  a  job  in  order 
to  make  a  living,  and  his  employer.  I  believe  that  to  be  true. 
I  think  in  the  consideration  of  this  legislation  that  basic  fact 
has  to  be  definitely  borne  in  mind. 

Furthermore.  I  would  point  out  to  you  that  we  are  living  in 
a  democracy  and  that  we  are  proud  of  the  fact.  I  was  glad 
to  hear  a  number  of  the  gentlemen  this  afternoon  express 
their  confidence  that  the  United  States  could  depend  upon  the 
unquestioned  loyalty  and  patriotism  of  labor  in  this  country 
in  time  of  national  need.  There  is  no  question  about  that. 
Loyalty  to  this  Nation  has  always  got  to  be  spontaneous 
loyalty.  That  is  what  democracy  means.  It  means  that  d3- 
mocracy  asks  of  its  people  loyalty,  devotion,  and  service,  and 
gets  it;  that  it  does  not  have  to  compel  people  to  give  that 
loyalty;  and  If  democracy  tries  to  do  that,  to  a  certain  extent 
it  spoils  it. 

We  have  not  only  got  to  be  concerned  about  preventing  the 
operation  of  disloyal  elements  in  this  country,  of  whom  I  know 
there  are  some,  but  we  have  also  got  to  be  more  than  usually 
earnest  about  the  protection  of  the  rights  of  the  rank  and  file 
of  the  people  of  this  Nation  so  that  they  will  know  for  certain 
that  the  represenatives  of  the  people  in  Congress  are  going  to 
do  even-handed  Justice  at  this  time  and  not  permit  the  oppor- 
•  tunity  to  be  taken  to  break  down  some  of  the  protection  of  the 
rights  of  these  rank-and-file  people  which  have  been  set  up 
Jn  times  past. 

The  .situation  that  confronts  us  this  afternojn  Is  this,  that 
you  have  proposed  amendments,  the  Smith  amendments  to 
the  Norton  bill,  which  have  been  amended  in  certain  particu- 
lars. I  think  this  must  be  said,  that  the  thing  which  the 
A.  P.  of  L.  was  really  after  was  the  Norton  bill.  H.  R.  9195. 
That  was  the  position  of  the  A.  P.  of  L.  from  the  beginning, 
and  if  you  really  want  to  do  the  thing  which  the  A.  P.  of  L. 
has  constantly  stood  for  through  this  matter,  what  you  will 
do  is  vote  down  the  Smith  amendments  In  order  to  have  an 
^opportunity  to  vote  for  the  Norton  bill.  That  is  the  only  way 
irou  can  get  an  opportunity  to  do  It. 

As  far  as  the  Smith  bill  is  concerned,  it  has  been  con- 
siderably amended,  but  in  my  judgment  it  still  contains  pro- 
visions which  would  seriotxsly  cripple  the  legitimate  operation 
of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  One  of  the  main  argu- 
ments that  has  been  made  against  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Board  is  that  it  has  not  been  able  to  clean  up  its  business 
fast  enough  to  give  satisfaction  to  the  people  who  had  cases 
before  It.  I  am  convinced  that  the  division  of  authority  and 
the  division  of  work  provided  in  the  Smith  amendments,  to- 
gether with  the  almost  unlimited  opportunity  for  litigation 
which  Is  involved  in  it.  would  render  that  problem  a  very,  very 
serious  one  Indeed.  I  do  not  have  time  to  discuss  all  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Smith  bill,  except  to  say  that  you  have  before 
you  in  the  form  of  the  Smith  amendment  a  legislative  hodge- 
podge, necessarily,  because  It  was  a  bill  brought  up.  conceived, 
and  defended  vigorously  by  certain  people  In  its  original  form, 
which  has  now  been  changed.  In  the  Norton  bill  you  have  a 
bill  carefully  considered,  reported  out  by  a  committee  of  this 
Congress,  which  is  a  much  more  safe  and  certain  thing  for  a 
Member  to  cast  his  vote  in  favor  of. 


It  has  been  said  that  the  Labor  Board  was  prosecutor.  Judge, 
jury,  and  everything  else.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  is  not 
true  because  what  happens  is  that  the  Labor  Board  issues  an 
order  and  anybody  who  does  not  obey  that  order  has  not 
thereby  committed  a  crime  according  to  the  act,  but  has 
merely  thrown  the  case  into  the  courts,  which  is  the  first  time 
that  a  judge  enters  the  picture. 

My  own  position  is  this.  I  believe  fundamentally  In  the 
principles  of  the  Wagner  Act.  I  am  opposed  to  amendments 
which  would  weaken  it  in  the  protection  of  the  right  of  col- 
lective bargaining.  But  I  have  not  contended  that  any 
amendment  to  this  act  was.  per  se.  wrong,  or  that  it  was. 
per  se,  an  attack  on  labor.  I  do  not  l)elieve  that.  I  think  the 
administration  of  the  act  is  subject  to  criticism,  and  in  some 
cases.  I  think,  serious  criticism.  Most  of  those  criticisms  have 
already  l)een  made.  What  I  hope  is  going  to  happen  is  that 
we  are  going  to  have  an  opportunity  for  consideration  of  the 
Norton  bill.  If  we  do,  I  am  going  to  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  second  section  of  that  bill  which,  I  believe,  will  clarify 
this  question  of  craft  protection. 

My  amendment,  which  I  know  I  shall  not  have  time  to 
read,  essentially  does  this:  It  protects  all  bargaining  units 
which  have  been  established  by  previous  collective-bargaining 
history;  that  wherever  there  is  an  organization  which  has 
already  been  established  by  collective  bargaining,  the  Board 
cannot  set  that  aside;  and  that  where  you  do  not  have  pre- 
vious history  of  collective  bargaining,  the  Board  must  hold 
an  election  within  each  separate  group  if  there  is  more  than 
one  group  involved;  and  that  a  majority  within  each  group 
shall  determine  what  the  bargaining  unit  for  that  group  shall 
be.  Then  you  would  not  have  the  danger  in  that  case  of 
an  organization  already  set  up— no  matter  whether  it  be 
A.  P.  of  L.  or  C.  I.  O. — being  broken  up  by  having  new  groups 
coming  in  and  attempting  to  set  themselves  up  as  separate 
bargaining  units,  thus  breaking  up  the  bargaining  unit.  If 
the  bargaining  unit  is  already  in  existence,  it  is  protected 
absolutely  by  this  amendment. 

I  feel  that  this  situation  which  is  l)efore  us  here  today  is  a 
most  important  one.  I  think  it  is  unfortunate  that  we  have 
in  some  cases  generated  as  much  heat  as  has  been  generated, 
but  probably  that  is  inevitable. 

The  thought  I  want  to  close  with  is  that  we  are  dealing 
here  with  matters  which  have  been  carefully  considered  not 
only  from  the  standpoint  of  amending  the  Wagner  Act  but 
from  the  standpoint  of  its  fundamental  purpose  in  the  pro- 
tection of  the  right  of  collective  bargaming.  I  am  convinced 
that  the  Labor  Committee  of  the  House  would  not  bring  in  a 
bill  if  it  felt  it  was  unfair. 

The  bin  brought  in  by  the  Labor  Committee.  H.  R.  9195. 
provides  that  an  employer  caught  between  rival  organizations 
may  appeal  for  an  election.  Then  In  the  matter  of  contracts 
the  employers  are  protected  in  that  the  contract  and  bar- 
gaining unit  must  be  for  the  period  of  at  least  a  year. 

The  committee  bill  Increases  the  Board  membership  to  five 
members.  This,  it  seems  to  me,  is  the  answer  to  85  percent 
of  the  complaints,  for  they  have  been  to  the  effect  that  the 
trouble  has  been  with  the  administration  of  the  act  rather 
than  with  the  act  itself.     (Applause.! 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.) 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  inquire 
how  the  time  stands? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Twenty-two  minutes  remain  on  tha 
Smith  substitute  and  all  amendments  thereto. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  May  I  inquire  whether  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Hxaley]  is  to  be  recog- 
nized? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  has  listed  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  (Mr.  Keller)  for  2  minutes,  the  gentleman  from 
Utah  I  Mr.  McrdocxI,  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey 
I  Mrs.  Norton)  and  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Smith]. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  will  yield  my 
time  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  my 
time  to  tlie  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  ' 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  LMr.  Hsaut]  will  be  recognized  for  7  minutes. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  asked  the  chairman  of  the 
Smith  committee  if  he  had  authority  and  wished  to  take  the 
resi>onsibility  of  sasrlng  that  with  the  four  amendments 
adopted  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  now  unqualifiedly 
endorses  the  bill  which  is  before  the  House  for  consideration, 
namely,  the  Smith  bill.  The  gentleman  did  not  undertake  to 
say  unqualifiedly  that  that  was  the  position  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor. 

It  would  be  very  difficult  for  me  to  conceive  how  any  group 
which  is  an  organization  of  the  workers  of  the  country  could 
possibly  endorse  the  Smith  bill  even  as  improved  by  the 
changes  which  have  been  adopted,  because  the  remaining  sec- 
tions of  the  bill  still  are  emasculatory,  still  undermine  the 
fimdamental  principle  of  collective  Inrgaining,  still  are  de- 
structive of  the  basic  ideals  of  this  act. 

You  have  removed  from  this  bill  two  amendments  which 
went  to  the  preamble  of  the  act  and  upon  which  the  policy  of 
this  whole  act  was  based.  Those  have  been  removed,  as  I 
understand  it.  because  the  president  of  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor  indicated  that  those  amendments  were  ob- 
jectionable to  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  and  the 
chairman  of  this  committee  and  his  two  Republican  colleagues 
who  constitute  the  majority  have  receded  from  their  position 
and  have  acquiesced  In  the  elimination  of  those  amendments 
by  the  House. 

There  remains  an  amendment  which  has  l>een  termed  by 
the  majority  the  "freedom  of  speech"  amendment.  When 
this  act  was  written  it  was  intended  that  the  workers  of  this 
country  should  have  an  opportunity  to  freely  organize  and 
select  representatives  of  their  own  choosing  for  the  purpose 
of  collective  bargaining  with  respect  to  their  wages  and  con- 
ditions of  employment. 

The  act  safeguarded  the  freedom  of  the  workers  of  the 
country  In  acting  to  select  their  representatives  by  making 
It  an  unfair  labor  practice  for  the  employer  to  interfere  with, 
to  coerce,  or  in  any  way  to  restrain  the  exercise  of  the  Inde- 
pendent judgment  of  the  workers  themselves  in  selecting 
their  own  representatives.  The  majority  propose  to  nullify 
that  prevision  by  making  it  possible  for  employers  to  mter- 
fere  with  the  rights  of  self-organization  by  employing  their 
economic  weight  and  their  control  over  a  man's  job  and 
means  of  a  livelihood.  If  the  employer,  at  a  meeting  of  em- 
ployees. Indicates  that  he  wants  John  Jones  chosen  as  a  rep- 
resentative of  the  workers,  or  If  he  Indicates  to  them  that 
he  thinks  they  ought  to  Join  one  organization  as  opposed  to 
another,  naturally  that  expression  of  opinion  will  tend  to  go 
beyond  the  persuasive  effects  of  plain  appeals  to  the  reason 
and  Judgment  of  the  workers  themselves  and  will  tend  to 
restrain.  Interfere  with,  and  coerce  the  free  judgment  of 
the  workers. 

Freedom  of  speech  is  guaranteed  by  our  Constitution.  It 
has  been  upheld  by  our  courts  in  hundreds  of  cases  that 
have  been  before  the  courts  for  determination,  both  under 
this  act  and  other  legislation.  It  has  been  scrupulously  safe- 
guarded by  the  courts  since  the  birth  of  our  Government.  I 
challenge  the  gentlemen  on  the  majority  to  point  out  one 
sobtary  case  where  the  court*  have  ever  upheld  any  Infringe- 
ment of  the  right  of  freedom  of  speech.  There  is  no  need 
for  such  amendment:  yet  it  is  in  the  bill,  and  If  it  is  per- 
mitted to  remain  In  the  blU  it  will  serve  to  Interfere  with  the 
rights  of  the  workers  in  their  self -organization.  In  the  choos- 
ing of  their  own  representatives  for  bargaining  purposes. 

You  have  In  this  bill  an  entirely  new  departure  In  admin- 
istrative procedure.  The  administrative  agencies  of  this 
country,  with  50  years  of  experience  behind  them,  have 
evolved  an  administrative  procedure  which  has  worked  with 
relative  speed  and  economy  for  the  benefit  of  those  people 
Who  come  to  them  for  relief,  for  remedy.  The  system  which 
Is  set  up  in  this  act  to  take  its  place  provides  for  an  admin- 
istrator who  will  prosecute  the  claims  arising  under  this  act. 
Involving  charges  of  unfair  labor  practices.  In  a  court  which 
will  exist  solely  for  the  purpose  of  making  determinations. 


In  other  words,  3rou  are  setting  up  a  labor  court  and  5^u  are 
setting  up  an  administrator  who  to  that  court  will  be  in  the 
relationship  of  district  attorney.  Now.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  dis- 
trict attorney  and  a  court,  of  course,  function  all  right  in 
criminal  matters,  but  this  is  not  a  criminal  matter.  This  is 
a  remedial  proceeding.  Workers  and  employers  who  are 
affected  by  this  act  come  to  this  Board  for  remedy.  They  do 
not  come  for  punitive  justice.  They  come  here  for  remedial 
equity,  and  I  say  that  an  unsound  system  has  been  set  up  in 
the  bill  under  consideration  and  It  may  cause  untold  harm  to 
the  workers  and  employers  of  this  country.  I  cannot  under- 
stand how  any  labor  organization  can  put  the  stamp  of 
approval  on  such  a  proposal. 

Other  amendments  remain  In  the  bill  before  us  which  would 
seriously  impair  the  rights  and  welfare  of  labor.  The  so- 
called  agricultural  labor  amendment  would  arbitrarily  de- 
prive over  a  million  workers  in  packing  plants,  canneries. 
and  processing  plants  of  the  benefits  of  this  act  although  the 
conditions  of  their  employment  do  not  substantially  differ 
from  those  of  other  industrial  workers.  The  "willful  violence" 
amendment  penalizes  with  deprivation  of  the  benefits  of  the 
act  any  picket  who  may  be  provoked  by  some  hired  thug  or 
provocateur  into  losing  his  temper  and  taking  the  usual  steps 
to  retaliate  against  his  antagonizer.  Other  amendments 
would  serve  to  tie  the  efficient  administration  of  the  act  up 
into  knots  of  evidentiary  technicalities  and  may  result  in 
transferring  the  final  decision  in  labor  matters  to  the  courts. 
I  cannot  believe  that  any  labor  organization  would  put  its 
stamp  of  approval  on  a  l)ody  of  amendments  so  destructive 
to  labor's  welfare,  and  I  hope  that  the  House  will  see  fit  to 
defeat  this  drastic  proposal. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Jones  of  Texas) .  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Hook]  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  HOQK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  not  excited  over  the  pas- 
sage or  adoption  by  this  House  of  the  Smith  amendments  or 
any  resolution.  Do  not  fool  yourselves.  This  will  never  be 
the  law.  It  will  not  be  adopted  by  the  other  IxDdy.  You  know 
that  and  I  know  it.  Last  night  I  insisted  that  these  amend- 
ments t>e  read.  My  reason  for  doing  so  was  because  I  felt 
that  if  the  membership  of  this  House  sat  here  and  listened 
attentively  word  for  word  to  these  so-called  Smith  amend- 
ments they  would  realize  that  they  are  very  definitely  anti- 
labor  and  so  obnoxious  to  the  principles  of  collective  bargain- 
ing that  they  would  never  be  adopted.  The  reading  was 
waived  today.  I  think  the  proponents  of  the  bill  were 
ashamed  to  hear  them. 

We  have  a  national-defense  program.  What  are  we  setting 
up  this  defense  for?  What  are  we  defending?  Are  we  de- 
fending territory?  Do  we  expect  invasion?  Probably  so,  but 
you  must  remember  that  the  main  things  we  are  defending  are 
the  rights  guaranteed  to  a  free  people  In  a  democratic  nation. 
You  are  setting  up  this  defense  to  protect  the  rights  that  have 
been  handed  down  to  us  through  the  efforts  of  and  the  blood 
spilled  on  the  battlefield  by  our  forefathers.  Thomas  Jeffer- 
son once  said  that  the  tree  of  democracy  must  be  fertilized 
by  the  blood  of  patriots.  If  we  fail  to  defend  the  rights  of 
free  men  and  women  In  a  democracy,  If  we  take  away  the 
social  legislation  previously  enacted,  if  we  take  away  the  labor 
legislation  that  has  been  placed  on  the  statute  books.  If  we 
take  away  the  rights  of  collective  bargaining,  we  are  not  de- 
fending democracy  as  it  should  be  defended.  If  we  want  to 
give  up  our  freedom,  if  we  wUl  let  emotion  carry  us  on  Into  the 
field  of  fascism  and  the  Ideologies  of  Hitler,  then  why  have  a 
xiational  defense? 

If  we  intend  to  protect  the  right  of  free  speech,  the  right  of 
free  press,  the  right  to  worship  God  according  to  the  dictates 
of  our  own  conscience,  the  right  of  labor  to  be  protected  from 
the  onslaught  of  unscrupulous  employers,  let  us  not  take 
those  rights  away  by  this  obnoxious  legislation.  If  you  in  your 
hysteria  wipe  out  the  democratic  principles  and  adopt  the 
ideology  of  this  man  Hitler,  then,  of  course,  we  should  not 
go  to  the  other  of  raising  billions  in  defense.  I  am  for  the 
defense  program.    I  want  complete  protection  from  within 


7800 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  7 


and  also  against  an  Invader,  be  he  dictator  or  a  saboteur  of 
the  rights  of  freemen. 

We,  after  due  deliberation  and  real  study,  placed  this  Magna 
Carta  of  labor  into  the  laws  of  this  Nation  when  the  Congress 
and  the  people  of  this  Nation  were  Interested  in  the  problems 
of  the  laboring  class  and  gave  to  them  the  rights  that  are 
necessary  to  a  strong  and  vigorous  nation.  In  the  interest 
of  America.  In  the  interest  of  national  defense,  vote  down 
these  amendments. 

Let  me  say  in  closing,  it  Is  great  progress  and  a  long  way 
from  the  days  of  slavery  to  the  days  of  collective  bargaining. 
(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentlewoman 
from  New  Jersey  I  Mrs.  Norton]. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  surprises  have  come  very 
fast  today.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  (Mr.  Cojcl  has  be- 
come a  follower  of  the  Daily  Worker,  and  the  gentleman  from 
Virgmia  [Mr.  Smith  I  is  the  spokesman  for  the  president  of 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  Could  anything  be  more 
perfect? 

The  battle  is  nearly  over.    If  the  Smith  amendments  are 
adopted,  the  workers  of  the  country  will  be  sold  down  the 
river,  and  those  voting  for  this  bill  will  have  to  do  the  ex- 
plaining.   The  Labor  Committee,  following  extensive  hear- 
Ings.  reported  a  bill  that  will  correct  the  defects  in  the  law 
5.  and  yet  not  weaken  thj  act.    That  bill  until  yesterday  had 
*  the  entire  support  of  tl::?  American  Federation  of  Labor,  and 
until  yesterday  I  believe  the  Smith  bill  had  not.    Strange 
V  things  happen  overnight.    We  have  some  very  peculiar  bed- 
fellows in  this  Congress  today. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 
Mrs.  NORTON.    I  do  not  yield.    The  gentleman  has  had 
a  lot  of  time  today,  and  this  is  the  first  time  I  have  spoken. 

Mr.  Chairman,  what  sort  of  combination  or  trade  is  rcspon- 
f ible  for  the  change  of  heart  of  my  friend  Mr.  Green  is  com- 
pletely beyond  me.  As  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor. 
I  carried  cut  the  mandates  of  the  committee,  and.  for  myself, 
I  have  obeyed  the  dictates  of  my  own  conscience,  which  is 
the  most  important  thing  of  all.     (Applause.] 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  hundreds  of  letters  in  my  files  from 
the  rank  and  file  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  God 
bless  them,  and  from  the  C.  I.  O.,  appealing  to  me  to  preserve 
the  Wagner  Act  and  to  vote  down  the  Smith  amendments. 
•;  Well,  unfortimately.  when  amendments  are  offered  in  com- 
^!  mittee  it  is  impossible  to  keep  all  the  Members  on  the  floor, 
consequently  amendments  are  agreed  to.  I  have  no  com- 
plaint to  make  about  that.  It  is  your  funeral,  not  mine.  I 
have  made  as  good  a  fight  as  I  know  how  to  make,  with  the 
cards  all  stacked  against  the  Labor  Committee. 

I  have  not  the  ^lightest  idea  how  the  leadership  of  the 
House  stands  on  this  grave  question.  I  can  say  in  truth  that 
the  Labor  Committee  has  had  no  assistance  whatever  from 
the  leadership  of  the  House.  I  have  no  complaint  to  make 
on  that  score;  in  fact,  I  have  not  any  complaint  to  make. 
My  only  purpose  in  addressing  you  now  is  to  tell  the  workers 
of  the  country  that  I  and  the  members  of  the  Labor  Com- 
mittee, or  at  least  some  of  the  members  of  the  Labor  Com- 
mittee, have  kept  the  faith.  We  shall  continue  to  do  so. 
What  you  are  doing  today  you  are  doing  in  response  to  the 
request  of  the  president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor, 
the  Manufacturers'  Association,  and  the  National  Chamber 
of  Commerce.    That  is  a  beautiful  group. 

What  they  and  those  who  vote  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  have  so  skillfully  brought  before  you  are  doing 
to  the  Wagner  Act  is  something  for  which  they  will  be  sorry 
when  reckoned  in  terms  of  Industrial  harmony.  The  right 
to  organize  and  bargain  collectively  under  these  amendments 
becomes  a  sham. 

When  the  president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Latwr 
asks  for  lal)or  legislation  next  year,  I  hope  he  will  succeed 
In  getting  his  friend  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  fMr.  Smith] 
to  cast  his  very  first  vote  in  the  interest  of  labor  legislation. 
[Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  SixriHl. 


Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  glad  we 
have  reached  that  point  In  the  debate  where  we  can  all 
smile  again.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey  seems 
to  be  in  some  doubt  as  to  who  has  sold  whom  down  the 
river,  and  she  says  she  is  unable  to  understand  why  William 
Green  no  longer  supports  her  bill.  Perhaps  William  Green 
has  seen  the  letter  which  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey 
Is  purported  to  have  written  to  the  C.  I.  O.  after  she  had 
reported  favorably  her  own  bill  and  it  was  on  the  calendar 
for  consideration.    This  letter  says  this: 

As  chairman  of  the  committee,  all  committee  bills  bear  my 
name.  This  Is  the  usual  procedure  In  all  committees.  How- 
ever. I  am  entirely  In  accord  with  you  that  no  amendment*  should 
be  passed  this  year  to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  I  shall 
take  this  position  on  the  floor  when  the  rule  comes  t>efore  us. 
The  only  way  all  amendments  can  be  defeated  is  to  vote  down 
the  rule  when  It  comes  up  for  adoption. 

Thank  you  for  letting  m«  know  the  views  of  yovir  organization. 

Sincerely,  .,         »,  „ 

Makt  T.  NorroN. 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  am  sorry,  but  the  gentlewoman 
did  not  yield,  and  I  do  not  have  any  time,  either. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  will  leave  hanging  in  the  air  the  mystery 
and  the  question  of  who  has  sold  whom  down  the  river. 
[Laughter  and  applause.] 

I  do  not  pretend  to  speak  for  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor.  I  do  not  pretend  to  speak  for  any  minority  group 
today  or  any  day.  I  have  voted  against  them  and  I  have  at 
times  defied  them.  I  endeavor  to  speak  for  the  people  of 
my  district  and  for  what  I  believe  to  be  In  the  best  interest 
of  all  the  people  of  this  great  country  of  ours.     [  Applause.  1 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  reached  the  point  where  now  we  are 
to  vote  upon  the  substitution  of  the  so-called  Smith  bill  for 
the  Norton  bill.  I  hope  when  we  reach  that  vote  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  will  vote  to  substitute  our  bill;  and  then, 
when  we  get  back  into  the  House,  we  can  have  a  record  vote  on 
the  whole  proposition  if  anybody  desires  it.  Understand  that 
if  our  substitute  should  be  voted  down  in  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  we  would  not  have  any  opportunity  to  vote  upon, 
the  bill  in  the  House.  I  urge  you,  in  the  light  of  all  the  debate 
and  all  that  has  happened  and  all  the  information  we  have, 
that  you  vote  to  substitute  our  committee's  bill  for  the  Norton 
bill,  which  is  now  an  orphan,  having  been  repudiated  by  its 
own  author.     (Applause.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia has  expired;  all  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vookhis  of  California  aa  a  substitute 
for  the  Smith  amendment :  Insert : 

"The  terms  of  office  of  the  present  members  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  shall  terminate  30  days  after  the  date  of  passage 
of  this  act,  and  the  President  shall,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  appoint  a  new  Board  of  three  members. 
One  of  such  members  shall  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  1  year,  one 
for  a  term  of  3  years,  and  one  for  a  term  of  5  years,  but  their  suc- 
cessors shall  be  appointed  for  terms  of  5  years  each." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  substitute 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  California  for 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  VooRHis  of  California)  there  were — ayes  14,  noes  126. 

So  the  substitute  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  substitute  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith!,  as  amended,  to 
the  Norton  bill. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  en  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Healey)  there  were— ayes  178,  noes  111. 

So  the  substitute  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  chango  in  section  numbers  made  necessary 
by  reason  of  the  adoption  of  the  amendments  may  be  made. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.    Under  the  rule,  the  Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  Jonks  of  Texas,  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported 
that  that  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9195)  to  amend  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act, 
piu-suant  to  House  Resolution  465,  reported  the  same  back  to 
the  House  with  an  amendment  adopted  by  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the  previous  question  is 
ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SACKS.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  gentleman  will  state  It. 

Mr.  SACKS.  Is  this  vote  on  the  amendments  to  the  Smith 
amendment  or  on  the  adoption  of  the  Smith  amendment? 

The  SPEAKER,  The  vote  now  pending  before  the  House 
is  on  the  adoption  of  the  Smith  amendment  to  the  original 

bOL 

ISts.  NORTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  Smith  amendment  as  amended  Is  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  l>e  cited  as  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  Amendmenta  of  1940. 

Sec.  a.  (a)  Section  3  (3)  of  the  National  Latx>r  Relations  Act  Is 
•mended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(3)  The  term  'employee'  shall  Include  any  employee,  and  shall 
BOt  be  Umlted  to  the  employees  of  a  particular  employer,  unless 
the  act  cxpUcltly  states  otherwise,  and  shall  include  any  individual 
whose  work  has  ceased  a^  a  consequence  of.  or  In  connection  with, 
any  current  labor  dispute  or  because  of  any  unfair  labor  practice, 
and  who  has  not  obtained  any  other  regular  and  substantially 
equivalent  employment,  but  shall  not  include  any  Individual  em- 
ployed as  an  agricultural  laborer,  or  in  the  domestic  service  of  any 
famUy  or  person  at  his  home,  or  any  individual  employed  by  his 
paretu  or  spouse,  and  for  the  purposes  of  the  provisions  of  section 
10  (c)  relating  to  relnsutement  by  any  employer,  does  not  in- 
clude any  employee  who  a  preponderance  of  the  testimony  taken 
shows  has  willfully  engaged  In  violence  or  unlawful  destruction  or 
seizure  of  property  in  connection  with  any  current  labor  dispute 
or  luifalr  labor  practice  involving  such  employer,  or  In  connection 
with  any  organizational  activities  of  a  labor  organization  among 
employees  of  such  employer.  For  the  purposes  of  this  suljsectlon, 
'agricultural  laborer'  means  any  person  employed  in  performing 
'agricultural  labor'  as  that  term  Is  defined  Ln  section  1426  (h)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as  amended." 

(b)  Section  2  <4)  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  Is  amended 
to  read  a^  follows: 

"(4)  The  term  'representatives'  includes  any  Individual  or  labor 
organization,  but  In  the  case  of  an  individual  does  not  include  an 
individual  who  is  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States." 

(c)  Section  2  (11)  of  such  act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"(11»  The  term  'Administrator'  means  the  Administrator  of  the 

National  Labor  Relations  Act  provided  for  In  section  3   (d)." 

Bee.  3  (a>  Tl^e  heading  of  section  3  of  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  ioUowlng: 
",  Administrator  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act." 

(b)  Section  3  (a)  of  such  act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"Sec.  3.  (a)   There  is  hereby  created  a  Board,  to  be  known  as  the 

National  Labor  Relations  Board  (in  this  act  called  the  'Board'), 
which  shall  l>e  composed  of  three  members,  who  shall  be  appointed 
by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate. One  of  the  original  members  shall  be  appointed  for  a  term 
of  1  year,  one  for  a  term  of  3  years,  and  one  for  a  term  of  5  years, 
but  their  succeasors  shall  be  appointed  for  terms  of  5  years  each, 
except  that  any  Individual  chosen  to  fill  a  vacancy  shall  be  ap- 
pointed only  for  the  unexpired  term  of  the  member  whom  he  shall 
succeed.  The  President  shall  designate  one  memt)er  to  serve  as 
Chairman  of  the  Board.  Not  more  than  two  of  the  members  of  the 
Board  shall  be  members  of  the  same  political  party.  Any  member 
of  the  Board  may  be  removed  by  the  President,  upon  notice  and 
hearing,  for  neglect  of  duty  or  malfeasance  In  office,  but  for  no 
other  cause.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Board,  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided, to  hear  and  determine  complaints  made  and  filed  with  It  by 
the  Administrator  charging  persons  with  engaging  In  unfair  labor 
practices,  to  hold  and  supervise  elections  to  ascertain  representatives 
who  have  been  selected  for  the  pxnpoees  of  collective  bargaining, 
to  determine  units  appropriate  for  the  purpose  of  collective  l>ar- 
gaining,  and  to  exercise  such  other  functions  as  are  conferred  upon 
it  by  this  act." 

(c)  Section  3  of  «uch  act  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following: 

"(d)  There  Is  hereby  established  an  Administrator  of  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act.  The  Administrator  shall  be  appointed 
by  tne  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate, and  shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $10,000  per 
annum.  He  shall  not  engage  in  any  other  btislness,  vocation,  or 
employment.  The  Administrator  may  appoint,  without  regard  to 
Uae  provisions  of  the  civll-servlce  la-xs  but  subject  to  the  Classiflca- 
tku  Act  of  1823,  as  amended,  an  executive  secretary,  and  sucb  at- 


torneys and  regional  directors,  and  may  appoint  such  other  em- 
ployees.  with  r^ard  to  existing  law*  i^ipUcable  to  the  employment 
and  compensation  of  oOcers  and  employees  of  the  United  States, 
as  he  may  from  time  to  time  find  necea—ry.  The  Administrator 
may  esubUsh  or  utilize  such  regional,  local,  or  other  agencies,  and 
utilize  such  voluntary  and  uncompensated  services,  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  needed.  Attorneys  appointed  imder  this  subsec- 
tion may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Administrator,  appear  for  and 
represent  the  Adminisuator  In  any  case  in  court.  In  case  of  a 
vacancy  m  the  olBoe  of  Administrator,  or  in  case  of  the  abaer>ce  of 
the  Administrator,  the  President  shall  designate  the  officer  or  em- 
ployee of  the  Administrator  who  shaU  serve  as  Administrator  during 
such  vacancy  or  absence.  Expenses  of  the  Administrator,  includ- 
ing all  necessary  traveling  and  subsistence  expenses  incurred  by  the 
Administrator  or  employees  of  the  Administrator  under  his  orders 
while  away  from  his  or  their  official  sUtion,  shall  be  allowed  and 
paid  on  the  presentation  of  itemized  vouchers  therefor  approved  by 
the  Administrator  or  by  any  employee  he  designates  for  that  p\ix- 
pose.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Administrator,  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided, to  investigate  charges  of  unfair  labor  practices,  to  issue  com- 
plaints if  he  has  reasonable  cause  to  believe  such  charges  are  true, 
to  prosecute  such  complaints  before  the  Board,  to  make  applica- 
tion to  the  courts  for  enforcement  of  orders  of  the  Board,  and  to 
exercise  such  other  functions  as  are  conferred  on  him  by  this  act. 
The  Administrator  shall  be  made  a  party  to  all  proceedings  before 
the  Board,  and  shall  present  such  testimony  therein  and  request 
the  Board  to  take  such  action  with  respect  thereto  as  in  his  opinion 
will  carry  out  the  policies  of  this  act.  Any  function  which  may  be 
exercised  by  the  Administrator  may  also  be  exercised  by  sny  officer 
or  employee  or  agency  of  the  Administrator  designated  by  the 
Administrator  for  that  purpose." 

See.  4.  Section  4  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"8k.  4.  (a)  Bach  member  of  the  Board  shall  receive  a  salary  of 
$104)00  a  year,  shall  be  eligible  for  reappointment,  and  shall  not 
engage  in  any  other  business,  vocation,  or  employment.  The  Board 
may  appoint,  without  regard  for  the  provisions  of  the  civil-service 
laws  but  subject  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amended,  an 
executive  secretary,  a  secretary  to  each  member,  and  such  attorneys 
and  trial  examiners,  and  may  appoint  such  other  employees  with 
regard  to  existing  laws  applicable  to  the  employment  and  compen- 
sation of  officers  and  employees  of  the  United  States,  as  it  may 
from  time  to  time  find  necessary  for  the  proper  pcrfcrmnnce  of 
Itf  duties  and  as  may  be  from  time  to  time  appropriated  for  by 
Congresi?.  Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
Board  or  the  Administrator  to  appoint  or  employ  individuals  for 
the  purpose  of  conciliation  or  mediation  or  for  statistical  work. 

"(b)  All  of  the  expenses  of  the  Board,  Including  all  necessary 
traveling  and  subsistence  expenses  outside  the  District  of  Columbia 
incurred  by  the  members  or  employees  of  the  Board  und-r  Its 
orders,  shall  be  allowed  and  paid  on  the  presentation  of  itemized 
vouchers  therefor  approved  by  the  Board  or  by  any  individual  it 
designates  for  that  jjurpose." 

Sec.  5.  Section  6  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  Is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Szc.  5.  The  principal  offices  of  the  Board  and  of  the  Adminis- 
trator, respectively,  shall  be  In  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  they 
may  exercise  any  or  all  of  their  respective  powers  at  any  other  place. 
The  Board  may  by  one  or  more  of  Its  members  or  by  such  trial 
examiner  or  examiners  as  It  may  designate,  conduct  hearings  in 
any  part  of  the  United  States.  The  conducting  of  any  such  hearing 
by  a  member  shall  not  disqualify  such  member  from  subsequently 
participating  In  a  decision  of  the  Board  In  the  same  case." 

Szc.  6.  Section  6  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  6.  The  Board  and  the  Administrator,  respectively,  shall  have 
authority  from  time  to  time  to  make,  amend,  and  rescind  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  their  respec- 
tive functions  under  this  act.  Such  rules  and  regulations  shall  be 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  manner  which  the  Board  or  the 
Administrator,  as  the  case  may  be.  shall  prescribe." 

Sec.  7.  (a)  Section  8  (I)  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  To  Interfere  with,  restrain,  or  coerce  employees  In  the  ezer- 
cLse  of  the  rights  guaranteed  in  section  7,  but  nothing  in  this  sec- 
tion or  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  or  interpreted  to  prohibit  any 
expressions  of  opinion  with  respect  to  any  matter  which  may  be  of 
interest  to  employees  or  the  general  public,  provided  that  such  ex- 
pressions of  opinion  are  not  accompanied  by  acts  of  coercion,  in- 
timidation, discrimination,  or  threats  thereof." 

(b)  Section  8  (5)  of  such  act  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"(5)  To  refuse  to -bargain  coUectlvely  with  the  representatives 
of  his  employees,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  9  (a),  except 
that  such  refusal  to  bargain  coUectlvely  with  any  such  representa- 
tives shall  not,  unless  a  certification  with  respect  to  such  repre- 
sentative Is  in  effect  under  section  9,  be  an  unfair  labor  practice  in 
any  case  where  any  other  such  representative  (not  established,  main- 
tained, or  assisted  by  any  action  defined  In  this  act  as  an  unfair 
labor  practice)  has  made  a  claim  that  it  represents  a  majority  of 
the  employees  in  a  conflicting  bargaining  unit." 

Sbc.  8.  Section  9  (Including  the  heading  thereof)  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

"XEPRXSENTATIVKS  AKO  ELECTIONS 

•*Sbc.  9.  (a)  Representatives  designated  or  selected  for  the  ptir- 
poses  of  coUectlve  bargaining  by  the  majority  of  the  employees  In 
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•  unit  appropriate  for  such  purposes,  shall  be  the  exclusive  repre- 
Je?ratlv«  of  all  the  employes  iTsuch  unit  for  the  purposes  of 
SAtr"£Uanlng  In  ^r«J>ect  to  rates  of  pay  ^^"•/°^i.°[ 
TiTDloTmentbr  other  conditions  of  employment:  Prcyvidcd.  That 
r?f  STdual  employee  or  a  group  of  employees  shaU  have  the 
Tieht  at  any  time  to  present  grievances  to  their  employer. 

".br-A/Board  shall  upon  application  under,  and  subject  to  the 
provisions  of.  subsection  (c)  of  this  section  determine  In  each 
?IL  whether.  In  order  to  insure  to  employees  the  full  beneflt,of 
their  right  to  self-organization  and  to  collective  bargaining  the 
unit  appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  collective  bargaining  shaU  be 
?he  er^Jloyer  unit,  craft  unit,  plant  unit,  or  ""bdiviMon  thereof^ 

••(c)   Whenever  written  application  Is  made  to  the  Board  under 

°""a>  By  an  employer  alleging  that  two  or  more  ^Presentatlves 
have  each  presented  to  him  a  claim  with  respect  to  the  same  bar- 
JJlnlnc  unit  that  it  represents  a  majority  of  V'^T/^Tui^r  cr 
barKalnlng  unit,  that  none  of  such  representatives  is  a  labor  cr- 
glSo^  established,  maintained,  or  assisted  by  «ny  action  de- 
fined in  section  8  as  an  unfair  labor  practice,  and  that  such  em- 
plover  Intends  to  bargain  collectively  with  the  representatives 
des  enatIS  foV  that  puVse  by  the  majority  of  his  employees  in 
the  unit  determined  by  \he  B<^ard  to  be  appropriate  for  the  pur- 
poses of  collective  bargaining  when  such  representatives  are  ascer- 

*'^'J2?  By  employees,  or  a  representative  representing  employees 
of  any  employer  who  constitute  not  less  than  20  percent  of  the 
emp-oyees  In  the  bargalnlniir  unit  claimed  to  be  appropriate  for  the 
p^S^fof  collective   bargaining,   alleging    (A)    that   a  controversy 
hasVlsen  among  the  employees  In  the  unit  so  clal"^^^,*^,^"  "i^" 
have   been   designated   their   representative   or  representatives   for 
ron^tlve  bargaining,  or  whether  the  majority   of  the  employees 
m  -Sch  unft   have  designated   a  representative  or  representatives 
toT  collective  bargaining,  or    (B)    that  a  controversy  has  arisen  as 
to  the  unit  or  units  appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  collect ve  bar- 
eainlng   and  (C»  that  they  are  not  members  of.  or  that  such  rep- 
fesentftlve  U  not.  a  labor  organization  established,  maintained,  or 
Insisted   by    any    action    defined    In    section    8    as   an    unfair   labor 
practice,  the  Board  shall  give  due  notice  to  interested  persons  of  the 
filinK  of  such  application  and  set  the  question  for  hearing  within  a 
reasonable   time  either   In   conjunction   with   a   proceeding   under 
f.octlon  10  or  otherwise.     Any  Interested  person  may  file  with  the 
Board  an  intervening  application,  which  shall  be  under  oath  and  be 
m  such  form  and  contain  such  allepatons  as   the  Board   may   by 
rules  and  re=;ulatlons  prescribe.     If  upon  the  evidence  adduced  at 
the  hearing  the  Board  finds  that  the  allegations  of  the  application 
are  true  and  that  the  question  Is  one  affecting  comrnerce.  It  shall, 
sublect  to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (e)  by  order  determine  the 
unit  appropriate  for  the  purposes  of  collective  bargaining^  which 
■hall   in  no  case  be  larger   than  the  largest  unit  claimed   in  an 
application  filed  by  employees  or  representatives  in  the  proceed  ng. 
After  determining   the  unit  appropriate  for  collective  bargaining. 
the  Board  shall  take  a  secret  ballot  of  employees  In  the  unit  so  de- 
termined  and  by  older  certify  the  name  or  names  of  the  repre- 
sentatives which  a  majority  of  the  employees  voting  have  desig- 
nated  or   selected    as   their    representative   or   representatives   for 
collective  bargaining.     Such  certification  shall   be  effective  for   1 
year  from  the  date  of  the  entry  of  such  order 

"(di  Whenever  an  order  of  the  Board  made  pursuant  to  scct.on 
10  (c)  is  based  In  whole  or  In  part  upon  facts  certified  following  an 
investigation  pursuant  to  subsection  (c)  of  this  section,  and  there  Is 
a  petition  for  the  enforcement  or  review  of  such  order  such  certl- 
ficatlcn  and  the  record  of  such  Investigation  shall  be  Included  In  the 
transcript  of  the  entire  record  required  to  be  filed  under  sub- 
sections 10  (el  or  10  (f).  and  thereupon  the  decree  of  the  court 
enforcing,  modlfvlng.  or  setting  aside  in  whole  or  in  part  the  order 
or  the  Board  shall  be  made  and  entered  upon  the  pleadings,  tcstl- 
mcnv   and  proceedings  set  forth  in  such  transcript. 

"(e)  Whenever   lu   a   proceeding   under   this   section   it   Is  pro- 

•'•(1  >  To  Include  any  plant  of  a  particular  employer  in  a  bargaining 
unit  containing  more  than  one  such  plant,  or 

"(2)  To  Include  the  emplmees  of  a  particular  employer  in  a 
bargaining  unit  containing  employees  of  one  or  more  other  em- 
ployers, or  ,  , 

"(3)  To  include  employees  of  a  particular  employer  or  employers 
In  any  craft  in  a  bargaining  unit  containing  employees  other  than 
employees  In  such  craft,  the  Board  shall  take  a  secret  ballot  of  the 
emplovees  at  such  plant,  or  of  the  employees  of  such  employer,  or  of 
the  employees  In  such  craft,  as  the  case  may  be.  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  such  employees  desire  to  be  so  Included.  If  a 
ma'orlty  cf  the  employees  voting  vote  to  be  so  Included,  the  Board 
may  by  order  Include  such  employees  In  a  bargaining  unit  contain- 
ire  more  than  one  such  plant,  or  containing  employees  of  one  or 
more  other  employers,  or  containing  employees  other  than  employees 
m  su-h  craft  as  the  case  may  be  If  a  majority  of  the  employees 
voting  vote  not  to  be  so  Included,  the  Board  shall  by  order  designate 
such  plant,  or  the  employees  of  such  employer,  or  the  employees  In 
*uch  craft,  as  the  case  niay  be.  as  a  separate  bargaining  unit.  For 
the  purposes  of  this  subsection  "employer"  does  not  Include  any  asso- 
ciation of  employers,  or  any  other  organized  group  of  employers."' 

Sec.  9.  Section  10   (Including  the  heading  thereof)    of  the  Na- 
.ticnal  Labor  Relations  Act  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
-.  •panKNTioN  or  unfaik  labob  paAcncxs 

••Sec.  10  (a)  The  Board  is  empowered,  as  hereinafter  provided,  to 
prevent  any  person  from  engaging  in  any  unfair  labor  practice 
(listed  In  secUon  8)   affecting  ccmmerce.     This  pjv.er  shall  be  ex- 
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cius've  and  shall  not  be  affected  by  any  other  means  of  adjustment 
or  prevent?on  that  has  been  or  may  be  established  by  agreement, 
code   law.  or  otherwise.  .  , 

"(b)  Whenever  it  Is  charged  that  any  person  has  engaged  In  or 
is  engaging  in  any  such  u^alr  labor  practice,  the  Administrator 
rtiall  investleate  such  charge,  and  If  he  has  reasonable  cause   to 
Sieve  such  chlrge  is  true,  he  shall  Issue  and  cause  to  be  served 
upon  such  person  a  complaint  stating  such  charge,  except  that 
S?  Admmistrator  shall  not  have  power  to  issue  a  complaint  stat- 
ing a  charge  of  any  unfair  labor   practice  which  occurred   rnore 
thin  6  months  prior  to  the  date  on  which  such  charge  was  filed 
with  the  Admln^trator.    Upon  the  filing  by  the  Administrator  of 
Tuch  complaint  with  the  Board,  the  Board  shall  set  the  ca^ Jcr 
hearing  before  the  Board  or  a  member  thereof,  or  before  a  ^Ig- 
nated   trial   examiner   or  examiners,   at   a   place   which   the   Board 
shall  fix.  not  less  than  15  days  after  the  serving  of  such  complaint. 
A^  such  complaint  may.  with  the  approval  of  the  Board   orJjUh 
the  approval  of  the  member,  examiner,  or  examiners  conductins 
the  hearing,  be  amended  by  the  Administrator  at  any  time  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  an  order  ba£ed  thereon.     The  person  ^o  com- 
plained of  shall  have  the  right  to  file  an  answer  to  the  original 
or  amended  complaint  and  to  appear  in  P^ff^"  o-'i^^IVr  fn  the 
elve  testimony  at  the  place  and  time  fixed  by  the  Board.     In  the 
§i8cre"on   of   the   Board,   or   the   member,   «''^"?fn"    or  examiners 
conducting  the  hearing,  any  other  person  rnay  be  allowed  to  Inter- 
vene m  the  .said  proceeding  and  to  present  testimony.     Any  such 
prS^eeSlng  shall,  so  far  as  practicable,  be  conducted  in  accordance 
witli  the  rules  of  evidence  applicable  in  the  district  courts  of  the 
United  States  under  the  Rules  of  Civil  Procedure  for  the  District 
courts  of  the  United  States,  adopted  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  pursuant  to  the  act  of  June  19,  1934  (U.  S.  C.  title 
28.  sees.  723  B,  723-C). 

"(c)   The  testimony  taken  by  the  Beard,  member,  cxamiiicr.  or 
examiners  shall  be  reduced  to  writing  and   filed  with   the   Board. 
Thereafter    in  Its  dircrction.  the  Board  upon  notice  may  take  lur- 
ther  tcstlmcny  or  hear  argument.     If  upon  the  preponderance  of 
the  testimony  taken  the  Board  shall  be  of  the  opinion  that  any 
person  named  in  the  complaint  has  engaged  in  or  Is  engaging  in 
any  such  unfair  labor  practice,  then  the  Board  shall  state  its  find- 
ings of  fact  and  shaU  issue  and  cause  to  fce  served  on  such  person 
an  order  requiring  such  person  to  cease  and  desist  from  such  un- 
fair labor  practice,  and  to  take  such  affirmative  action  requested  In 
the  complaint,  which  may  Include  reinstatement  of  employees  with 
or  without   back   pay.   as  will   effectuate   the   policies   of   this   act. 
Such  order  may  further  require  such  person  to  make  reports  from 
t'me  to  time  to  the  Administrator  showing  the  extent  to  which  he 
has  complied  with  the  order.     If  upon  the  preponderance  of  the 
testimony  taken  the  Board  shall  not  be  of  the  opinion  In  the  case 
of  any  person  named  In  the  complaint  that  such  person  has  en- 
gaged In  or  is  engaging  in  any  such  unfair  labor  practice,  then  the 
Board  shall  state  its  findings  of  fact  and  shall  Issue  an  order  dis- 
missing the  said  complaint  as  to  such  person.     No  order  of  the 
Board  or  of  any  court  requiring  the  payment  by  an  employer  of 
money  by  reason  of  a  finding  that  such  employer  has  engaged  In 
or  Is  engaging  in  any  unfair  labor  practice  shall  require  such  pay- 
ment with  respect   to  a  period   longer  than   12   months,   or  with 
respect  to  a  period  which,  wh'-n  added  to  any  previous  period  with 
respect  to  which  such  payment  was  required  either  by  the  Board 
or  by  any  court  by  reason  of  the  same  finding.  Is  longer  than  12 
months      In  case  the  testimony  taken  is  taken  before  a  member 
of  the  Beard,  or  before  an  examiner  or  examiners  thereof,   such 
member,  or  such  examiner  or  examiners,  as  the  case  may  be.  shall 
Issue  and  cause  to  be  served  on  the  parties  to  the  proceeding  a 
proposed  report,  together  with  a  recommended  order,  which  shall 
be  filed  with  the  Board,  and  if  no  exceptions  are  filed  within  20 
days  after  service  thereof  upon  such  parties,  or  within  such  further 
period  as  the  Board  may  authorize,  such  recommended  order  shall 
become  the  order  of  the  Board   and  become  effective  aa  therein 
prescribed. 

'•(d)  Until  a  transcript  of  the  record  in  a  case  shall  have  been 
filed  in  a  court,  as  hereinafter  provided,  the  Board  may.  at  any  time, 
upon  reasonable  notice  and  in  such  manner  as  it  shall  deem  proper, 
modify  or  set  .-iside.  in  whole  or  in  part,  any  finding  or  order  made  or 
Issued  by  it  or  by  any  member,  examiner,  or  examiners  thereof. 

"(e)  The  Administrator  shall  at  the  request  of  the  Board,  or 
may  on  his  own  motion,  petition  any  circuit  court  of  appeals  of  the 
United  States  (Including  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia ) ,  or  if  all  the  circuit  courte  of  appeals  to  which 
1  application  may  be  made  are  In  vacation,  any  district  court  of  the 
United  States  (including  the  District  Court  of  the  United  Slates 
for  the  District  of  Columbia)  within  any  circuit  or  district,  respec- 
tively, wherein  the  unfair  labor  practice  In  question  occurred  or 
wherein  such  per.son  resides  or  transacts  business,  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  such  order  and  for  appropriate  temporary  relief  or  restrain- 
ing order,  and  shall  file  In  the  court  a  transcript  of  the  entire  record 
in  the  proceedins;.  certified  by  the  Board,  including  the  pleadings 
and  testimcnv  upon  which  such  order  was  entered  and  the  findings 
and  order  of'  the  B<.ard.  Upon  such  filing  the  court  shall  cause 
notice  thereof  to  be  served  upon  such  person,  and  thereupon  shall 
have  Jurisdiction  of  the  proceeding  and  of  the  question  determined 
therein,  and  shall  have  power  to  grant  such  temporary  relief  or 
reetraining  order  as  it  deems  Just  and  proper,  and  to  make  and  enter 
upon  the  pleadings,  testimony,  and  proceedings  set  forth  in  such 
transcript  a  decree  enforcing,  modifying,  and  enforcing  as  so  modi- 
fled,  or  setting  aside  in  whole  or  in  part  the  order  of  the  Board.  No 
objection  that  haa  not  t)cen  urged  before  the  Board.  Its  member, 
examiner,  or  examiners  shall  be  considered  by  the  court,  imless  the 
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failure  or  neglect  to  urge  such  objection  shall  be  excused  because 
cf  extraordinary  circumstances.  The  findings  of  the  Board  as  to 
the  facU  shall  be  conclusive  unless  It  Is  made  to  appear  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  court  (1)  that  the  findings  of  fact  are  clearly 
erroneous,  or  (2)  that  the  findings  of  fact  are  not  supported  by 
substantial  evidence.  If  either  party  shall  apply  to  the  court  for 
leave  to  adduce  additional  evidence  and  shall  show  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  court  that  such  additional  evidence  is  material  and  that 
there  were  reasonable  grounds  for  the  failure  to  adduce  such  evi- 
dence m  the  hearing  before  the  Board,  Its  member,  examiner,  or 
examiners,  the  court  may  order  such  additional  evidence  to  be 
taken  before  the  Board.  Its  member,  examiner,  or  examiners  and 
to  be  made  a  part  of  the  transcript.  The  Board  may  modify  its 
findings  as  to  tlie  facts,  or  make  new  findings,  by  reaMjn  of  addi- 
tional evidence  so  taken  and  filed,  and  It  shall  file  such  modified  or 
new  findings,  which  shall  be  conclusive  unless  it  is  made  to  appear 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  (1)  that  such  findings  are  clearly 
erroneous,  or  (2)  that  such  findings  are  not  supported  by  substan- 
tial evidence,  and  the  Board  shall  file  its  recommendations.  If  any. 
for  the  modification  or  setting  aside  of  its  original  order.  The 
Jurisdiction  of  the  court  shall  be  exclusive  and  Its  Judgment  and 
decree  shall  be  final,  except  that  the  same  shall  be  .subject  to  review 
by  the  appropriate  circuit  court  of  appeals  if  application  was  made 
to  the  district  co\irt  as  hereinabove  provided,  and  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  upon  writ  of  certiorari  or  certification 
as  provided  in  sections  239  and  240  of  the  Judicial  Cede,  as  amended 
(U.  S.  C.  title  28,  sees.  316  and  347). 

"(f)  Any  person  aggrieved  by  a  final  order  of  the  Board  (Including 
a  final  order  under  section  9)  granting  or  denying  in  whole  or  In  part 
the  relief  sought  may  obtain  a  review  of  such  order  in  any  circuit 
court  of  appeals  of  the  United  States  in  the  circuit  wherein  the 
unfair  labor  practice  in  question  was  alleged  to  have  been  engaged 
in  or  wherein  such  person  resides  or  transacts  buslne:8,  or  in  the 
United  States  Court  of  AppeaU  for  the  District  cf  Columbia,  by 
filing  in  such  court  a  written  pyetition  praying  that  the  order  of  the 
Board  be  modified  or  set  aside.  A  copy  of  such  petition  shall  be 
forthwith  served  upon  the  Administrator,  and  thereupon  the  ag- 
grieved party  shall  file  in  the  court  a  transcript  of  the  entire  record 
m  the  proceeding,  certified  by  the  Board.  Including  the  pleading 
and  testimony  upon  which  the  order  complained  of  was  entered  and 
the  findings  and  order  of  the  Board.  Upon  such  filing  the  court 
shall  proceed  In  the  same  manner  as  In  the  case  of  an  application  by 
the  Administrator  under  subsection  (e).  and  shall  have  the  same 
exclusive  Jurisdiction  to  grant  to  the  Administrator  such  temporary 
relief  or  restraining  order  as  it  deems  Jtist  and  propef,  and  in  like 
manner  to  make  and  enter  a  decree  enforcing,  modifying,  and 
enforcing  as  so  modified,  or  setting  aside  in  whole  or  In  part  the 
order  of  the  Board:  and  the  findings  of  the  Board  as  to  the  facts 
shall  in  like  manner  be  conclusive,  unless  it  is  made  to  appear  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  court  ( l)  that  the  findings  of  fact  are  clearly 
erroneous,  or  (2)  that  the  findings  of  fact  are  not  supported  by 
substantial  evidence. 

•'(g)  The  commencement  of  proceedings  under  subsection  (e)  or 
(f )  cf  this  section  shall  not,  unless  specifically  ordered  by  the  court, 
operate  as  a  stay  of  the  Board's  order. 

•'(h)  When  grantliig  appropriate  temporary  relief  or  a  restraining 
order,  or  making  and  entering  a  decree  enforcing,  modifying,  and 
enforcing  as  so  modified  or  setting  aside  in  whole  or  In  part  an  order 
of  the  Board,  as  provided  In  this  section,  the  Jurisdiction  of  courts 
sitting  In  equity  shall  not  be  limited  by  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to 
amend  the  Judicial  Code  and  to  define  and  limit  the  Jurisdiction  of 
courts  sitting  In  equity,  and  for  other  purposes,'  approved  March  23, 
1932  (U.  S.  C.  Supp.  Vn,  title  29,  sees.  101-115). 

'•(1)  Petitions  filed  under  this  act  shall  be  heard  expeditiously, 
and  If  possible  within  10  days  after  they  have  been  docketed." 

Sec.  10  Section  11  (including  the  heading  thereof)  of  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"INVESTIGATORT    POWERS 

"Sec.  11.  For  the  purpose  of  any  proceeding  before  the  Board,  or 
before  a  member,  examiner,  or  examiners  thereof,  or  for  the  purpose 
of  anv  investigation  provided  for  In  this  act — 

"(1)  The  Board,  or  any  member  thereof,  or  any  trial  examiner 
shall,  upon  application  of  the  Administrator  or  of  any  party  to  such 
proceeding  whether  before  or  during  any  hearing  In  the  case  of  any 
such  proceedings,  forthwith  Issue  to  the  Administrator  or  to  such 
party,  as  the  case  may  be.  In  the  name  of  the  Board,  subpenas 
requiring  the  attendance  and  testimony  cf  witnesses  or  the  produc- 
tion of  any  evidence  in  such  proceeding  or  investigation  requested 
In  such  application.  Within  5  days  after  the  service  of  a  subpena 
en  any  person  requiring  the  production  of  any  evidence  in  his 
possession  or  under  his  control,  such  person  may  petition  the  Board 
or  its  duly  authorized  agent  or  agents  to  revoke,  and  the  Board, 
or  Fuch  agent  or  agents,  shall  revoke,  such  subpena  if  In  Its.  his, 
or  their  opinion,  as  the  case  may  be,  the  evidence  whose  production 
Is  required  does  not  relate  to  any  matter  under  investigation,  or  any 
matter  in  question  In  such  proceeding,  or  if  in  Its,  his,  or  their 
cplnion.  as  the  case  may  be.  such  subpena  does  not  describe  with 
sumclent  particularity  the  evidence  whose  production  is  required. 
The  Administrator  or  any  member  cf  the  Board  or  any  examiner  or 
examiners  designated  by  the  Board  for  such  purposes  may  admin- 
ister oaths  and  affirmations,  examine  witnecses,  and  receive  evidence. 
Such  attendance  of  witnesses  and  tlie  production  of  such  evidence 
may  be  required  from  any  place  in  the  United  States  or  any  Terrl- 
torv  or  possession  thereof,  at  any  designated  place  of  hearing 

"(2)  In  case  of  contxmiacy  or  refusal  to  obey  a  subpena  issued  to 
any  person,  any  district  coiu-t  of  the  United  States  or  the  United 
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States  courts  of  any  Territory  or  possession,  or  the  District  Court  of 
the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  within  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  which  the  Inquiry  is  carried  on  or  within  the  Jurisdiction  of 
which  said  person  guilty  of  contumacy  or  refusal  to  obey  is  found  or 
resides  or  transacts  business,  upon  application  by  the  person  to 
whom  such  a  subpena  was  Issued  by  the  Board  shall  have  Jurisdiction 
to  issue  to  such  person  so  guilty  of  contumacy  or  refusal  to  obey  an 
order  requiring  him  to  appear  before  the  Board,  Its  member,  exam- 
iner, or  examiners,  or  before  the  Administrator  If  the  subpena  so 
directs,  there  to  produce  evidence  if  so  ordered,  or  there  to  give  tes- 
timony touching  the  matter  under  investigation  or  in  question;  and 
any  failure  to  obey  such  order  of  the  court  may  be  punished^by  said 
court  as  a  contempt  thereof. 

"(3)  No  person  shall  be  excused  from  attending  and  testifying  or 
from  producing  books,  records,  correspondence,  documents,  or  other 
evidence  in  obedience  to  the  subpena  of  the  Board,  on  the  ground 
that  the  testimony  or  evidence  required  of  him  may  tend  to  Incrimi- 
nate him  or  subject  him  to  a  penalty  or  forfeiture;  but  no  individual 
shall  be  prosecuted  or  s'abjected  to  any  penalty  or  forfeiture  for  or 
on  account  of  any  transaction,  matter,  or  thing  concerning  which 
he  Is  compelled,  after  having  claimed  his  privilege  against  self- 
incrimination,  to  testify  or  produce  evidence,  except  that  such  Indi- 
vidual so  testifying  shall  not  be  exempt  from  prosecution  and 
ptmishment  for  perjury  committed  In  so  testifying. 

••(4)  Complaints,  orders,  and  other  process  and  papers  provided 
for  In  this  act  may  be  served  either  personally  or  by  registered  mall 
or  by  telegraph  or  by  leaving  a  copy  thereof  at  the  principal  office  or 
place  of  business  of  the  person  required  to  be  served.  The  verified 
return  by  the  individual  so  serving  the  same  setting  forth  the  man- 
ner of  such  service  shall  be  proof  of  the  same,  and  the  return  post- 
offlce  receipt  or  telegraph  receipt  therefor  when  registered  and  mailed 
or  telegraphed  as  aforesaid  shall  be  proof  of  service  of  the  same. 
Witnesses  summoned  before  the  Administrator  or  before  the  Board. 
its  member,  examiner,  or  examiners,  shall  be  paid  the  same  fees  and 
mileage  that  are  paid  witnesses  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States, 
and  witnesses  whose  depositions  are  taken  and  the  persons  taking 
the  same  shall  severally  be  entitled  to  the  same  fees  as  are  paid  for 
like  services  In  the  courts  of  the  United  States. 

"(5)  All  process  of  any  court  to  which  application  may  be  made 
under  this  act  may  be  served  in  the  Judicial  district  wherein  the 
defendant  or  other  person  required  to  be  served  resides  or  may 
be  found. 

"(6)  The  several  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Government, 
when  directed  by  the  President,  shall  furnish  the  Administrator, 
upon  his  request,  all  records,  papers,  and  information  In  their  pos- 
session relating  to  any  matter  before  the  Board." 

Sec.  11.  Section  12  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  12.  Any  person  who  shall  willfully  resist,  prevent.  Impede, 
or  Interfere  with  the  Administrator  or  any  member  of  the  Board 
or  any  of  their  agents  or  agencies  In  the  performance  of  duties 
pursuant  to  this  act  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more 
than  $5,000  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  1  year,  or 
both." 

EFFECTIVE    DATE 

Sbc.  12.  (a)   As  used  In  this  section — 

(1)  The  term  "old  act"  means  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act  In  eflect  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

(2)  The  term  "new  act"  means  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Act.  as  amended  by  this  act. 

(3)  The  tern>  "old  Board"  means  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  created  by  section  3  (a)  of  the  old  act. 

(4)  The  term  "new  Board"  means  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  created  by  section  3  (a)  of  the  new  act. 

(b)  The  amendments  made  by  this  act  shall  take  effect  on  the 
ninetieth  day  after  the  date  of  Its  enactment,  except  that  prior 
to  such  ninetieth  day  the  President  may  appoint  the  new  Board 
and  the  Administrator,  and  they  may  exercise  their  respective 
p>owers  under  such  amendments  of  employing  necessary  personnel 
and  making  rules  and  regulations  to  carry  out  their  respective 
functions. 

(c)  Effective  as  of  the  expiration  of  the  eighty-ninth  day  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  the  old  Board  Is  hereby  abolished. 

(d)  All  orders  Issued  by  the  old  Board  and  In  effect  at  the  time 
the  old  Board  Is  abolished  shall  continue  In  effect  until  superseded 
or  revoked  by  the  new  Board,  or  If  modified  by  the  new  Board,  shall 
continue  In  effect  as  so  modified,  and  all  such  orders  may  be  en- 
forced oy  the  Administrator  or  reviewed  by  any  person  aggrieved 

aereby  In  the  same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  if  issued  by 
the  new  Board  under  the  new  act.  except  that  the  validity  of  such 
orders  and  the  effect  given  to  the  findings  of  fact  (Including  new 
or  additional  findings  of  fact  by  the  new  Board)  upon  which  they 
are  based  shall  be  governed  by  the  old  act  In  the  same  manner  and 
to  the  same  extent  as  if  this  act  had  not  been  enacted.  All  pro- 
ceedings and  investigations  pending  before  the  old  Board  under 
section  9  of  the  old  act  at  the  time  of  the  abolition  of  the  old  Board 
shall  be  continued  by  the  new  Board  In  the  same  manner,  and  shall 
be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  new  act  to  the  same  extent,  as 
if  an  application  had  been  fUed  with  the  new  Board  under  section 
9  (c)  of  the  new  act.  and  all  petitions  for  such  Investigations  shall. 
wiihln  20  days  after  the  abolition  of  the  old  Board,  be  amended 
cccordingly,  or  dismissed.  Subpenas  issued  by  the  old  Board  under 
section  11  of  the  old  act  shall  remain  effective,  but  the  issuance  of 
such  subpenas  may  be  revoked  by  the  new  Board,  and  such  sub- 
penas may  be  enforced  by  the  persons  to  whom  they  are  Issued,  in 
the  same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  If  Issued  by  the  new 
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Bo*rd  undCT  section  11  of  the  new  »ct.  No  proceeding  In  any  coiirt 
for  the  enforcement  or  review  of  any  order  of  the  old  Board  shall 
abate  by  reason  of  the  aboltion  of  the  o!d  Board,  but  the  Adminis- 
trator shall  be  substituted  as  petitioner  or  respondent,  as  the  case 
may  be.  and  the  validity  of  such  order,  and  the  effect  given  to  the 
findings  of  f*ct  (including  modified  or  new  findings  of  fact  by  the 
new  Boartl  uTcase  the  court  orders  additional  evidence  to  be  taken 
betore  the  new  Board)  shall  be  governed  by  the  old  act  In  the  same 
manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  If  this  act  had  not  been  enacted. 
In  the  case  of  any  proceeding  pending  before  the  old  Board  under 
section  10  (b)  of  the  old  act  at  the  time  of  the  abolition  of  the 
old  Board  In  which  a  charge  has  been  made  but  no  complaint 
Issued,  such  charge  shall  be  transferred  to  the  Administrator,  and 
^httii  be  acted  upon  by  him  tinder,  and  shall  be  governed  by,  the 
new  act  In  the  same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  if  stich 
charge  had  been  made  to  him  under  the  new  act.  In  the  case  of 
any  proceeding  pending  t)efore  the  old  Board  under  section 
10  (b)  of  the  old  act  at  the  time  of  the  abolition  of  the  old 
Board  In  which  a  complaint  has  been  issued  but  In  which  a 
bearing  has  not  been  commenced,  the  time  and  place  of  hearing 
fixed  In  such  complaint,  or  such  time  or  place  as  extended  or  modi- 
fied by  the  old  Board,  shall  be  ineffective.  The  Administrator 
shall  fUe  such  complaint  with  the  new  Board,  and  the  new  Board 
shall  fix  the  time  and  place  for  a  hearing  thereon  in  accordance  with 
the  new  act.  Such  proceeding,  and  every  other  proceeding  pend- 
ing t)efor«  the  old  Board  under  section  10  <b)  or  10  (c)  of  the  old 
act  at  the  time  of  the  abolition  of  the  old  Board  In  which  no  order 
has  been  Issued  shall  be  governed  by  the  provisions  of  the  new  act, 
except  that  in  any  such  proceedings  wherein  a  hearing  has  been 
commenced  or  completed  prior  to  the  abolition  of  the  old  Board, 
the  rules  of  evidence  prevailing  in  the  cotirts  of  law  or  equity  shall 
not  be  controlling.  In  the  case  of  any  proceeding  pending  before 
the  old  Board  under  section  10  (b)  or  10  (c)  of  the  old  act  at  the 
time  of  the  abolition  of  the  old  Board  wherein  an  order  has  been 
Ifsned  and  wherein  the  new  Board  directs  the  taking  of  additional 
t<>stimony.  and  In  the  case  of  any  proceeding  for  the  enforcement 
or  review  of  any  order  of  the  old  Board  pending  in  any  court  at 
the  time  of  the  abolition  of  the  old  Board  wherein  the  court  orders 
the  taking  of  additional  testimony  before  the  new  Board,  the  rules 
of  evidence  prevailing  in  the  courts  of  law  or  equity  shall  not  be 
controlling  in  the  taking  of  such  testimony. 

(e)  All  flies,  reports,  records,  documents,  papers,  and  property 
(Including  ofBce  furniture  and  equipment)  under  the  control  of 
the  old  Board  shall  be  distributed,  upon  the  abolition  of  the  old 
Beard,  between  the  new  Board  and  tlie  Administrator  in  such  man- 
ner as  the  President  may  determine. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  Y^re — yeas  246,  nays 
137,  answered  "present"  2.  not  voting  45,  as  follows: 

<  [BoU  No.  1441 


YEAS — 346 


Alexander 

Allen.  lU. 

Allen.  La. 

Allen.  Pa. 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Andrescn.  A.  H. 

Ant^ell 

Aronds 

Austin 

Ball 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Barnes 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Bates.  IfMS. 

Beckwortb 

Bell 

Bender 

B:ackne7 

Bland 

Brehne 

Belles 

Bolton 

Boyktn 

Bradley.  Iflch. 

Brewster 

Brooks 

Brown.  O*. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Bu:  Winkle 

Burch 

Pyrna,  Tenn, 

Camp 

Carlson 

Carter 

Ca^e.  S  Dak. 

Chapman 

Chiperneld 

Church 

Claaon 

C'.evenger 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Cu!e.  Md. 

Coie.  N.  Y. 

Collins 

Cooley 

Cooper 


Coetello 

Courtney 

Cox 

Cravens 

Crawford 

Crral 

Culkln 

Cummings 

Curtis 

Darden.  Va. 

Davis 

DeRouen 

Dtriuen 

Disney 

Ditter 

Dondero 

Doughton 

Douslas 

Doxey 

DworUutk 

EUlott 

Slis 

Zlston 

Ensel 

■nglebrtght 

Fish 

Pord.  Leland  II. 

Pord     Miss. 

rulmer 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Gartner 

Oathlngs 

Geariiart 

Oeriach 

Olbbs 

O'ffrrd 

Gilchrist 

OiUie 

Ooodwln 

Oore 

Ooaaett 

Oraham 

Grant,  Ala. 

Grant.  Ind. 

Gregory 

Qriath 

OroM 


Guyer.  Kans. 

Gwynne 

Ha!l.Edwln  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

HaUeck 

Hancock 

Hare 

Harness 

Harrington 

Hartley 

Hawks 

Hess 

Htnshaw 

Hobba 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Hope 

Horton 

Jarrett 

Jennings 

Jensen 

Johns 

Jotinson.  HI. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Johnson .  Luther 

JphnTOn,  Okla. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Jones.  Tex. 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Keefe 

Kilbtim 

Kllday 

Kinaer 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Knutoon 

Koclalkowskl 

Kramer 

Kunkel 

Lainl)ert«on 

Lanham 

Lea 

LeCompte 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Luce 

Mc  Andrews 

McGehee 


McGregor 

McLaughlin 

McLean 
.    McLeod 

McMillan.  Oara 

McMillan.  John  L. 

Maas 

Maciejewski 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mason 

Mlchener 

Miller 

Mills.  Ark. 

Mills.  La. 

Monkiewicz 

Moser       «_ 

Mott 

Mouton 

Mundt 

Murray 
A.OBrlen 

O'Neal 

Osmers 

Pace 

Pstman 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson.  Oa. 

Pierce 

Pittenger 

Piumley 

Poa^e 

Polk 

Powers 

Raybum 
Reece.  Tenn. 
Reed.  111. 
Reed.  NY. 
Rees.  Kans. 
Rich 

Robertson 
Bobsion.  Ky. 
Rockefeller 


Rodgers.  Pa. 

Short 

Tane 

Weaver 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Simpnnn 

Tarver 

West 

Routrohn 

Smith  Ohio 

Terry 

Wheat 

Rutherford 

Smith.  Va. 

Thill 

Whelchel 

Ryan 

South 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

White.  Ohio 

Sandager 

Sparkman 

Tbomason 

Whittington 

Sasfcer 

Springer 

Thorkelson 

Wiggleswortlt 

Satterfleld 

Stames.  Ala. 

Tinkham 

Williams,  DeL 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Stearns.  N.  H. 

Treadway 

Wolcott 

Schuptz 

Stefan 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Seccombe 

Sumner.  Hi. 

Vinson.  Ga. 

Woodrum.  Va. 

Seger 

Sumners.  Tex. 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Youngdahl 

Shafer.  Mtch. 

Sweet 

Vreeland 

Sbeppard 

Taber 

Ward 

NAY8— 137 

Barry 

Fenton 

Klrwan 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Bates.  Ky. 

Ferguson 

Landis 

Romjue 

Beam 

Fernandez 

Larrabee 

Sabath 

Bloom 

Fltzpatrlck 

Leavy 

Backs 

Bo'.and 

Flaherty 

Lesinskl 

Schifner 

Boren 

Flannagan 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Scbwert 

Bradley,  Pa. 
Bryson 

Flannery 

Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

S.^rest 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Fries 

McArdle 

Shanley 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Gava^n 

McCormack 

Sheridan 

Burdlck 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

McDowell 

Smith.  Conn 

Cart  Wright 

Green 

McGranery 

Smith,  n. 

Ca<ey.  Mass. 

Hart 

McKeough 

Smith,  Wa«h 

Claypool 

Barter.  N  Y. 

Marcantonlo 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Cochran 

Barter.  Ohio 

Masslngale 

Somers.  N.  Y. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Havenner 

Murdock.  Arts. 

Spence 

Connery 

Healey 

Murdock.Utah 

Sullivan 

Corbett 

Hendricks 

Myers 

Sweeney 

Crosser 

Nelson 

Tenerowlcr. 

Crowe 

Hill 

Nichols 

Thomaa,  Tex. 

Crowther 

Hook 

NorreU 

Tlbbott 

Cullen 

Houston 

Norton 

To'.an 

D'Alesandro 

Hull 

O'Connor 

Van  Zandt 

Delaney 

Htmter 

O-Day 

Voorhis.  Calif. 

Dempticy 

L'ac 

OTjcary 

Wallgren 

EMcksteln 

Jacobsen 

Oliver 

Walter 

DUigell 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

O-Toole 

Welch 

Duncan 

Johnson.  W  Va. 

Parsons 

White.  Idaho 

Enmn 

Kee 

Patrick 

Williams.  Mo. 

Eberharter 

Kefauver 

Peterson.  Fl*. 

Wolverton.  N.  J. 

EdelEteIn 

Keller 

Pfelfer 

Wood 

Edmlston       • 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Babaut 

Zimmerman 

Evans 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Randolph 

FaddU 

Kennedy.  Michael  Richards 

i^y 

Keogh 

Robinson,  Utah 

ANBWERFT) 

•PRESENT"— a 

Andrews 

Oehrmann 

NOT  VOTINCa — 45 

Arnold 

Darrow 

Lemke 

Oiannon 

Buck 

Dies 

Magnuson 

Snyder 

Burgln 

Drewry 

Mansfield 

StcMaU 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Durham 

Martin,  HI. 

Sutphln 

Byron 

Eaton 

May 

Taylor 

Caldwell 

Polger 

Menitt 

Wadsworth 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Jarman 

Mitchell 

Warren 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Jeffries 

Monroney 

Winter 

Celler 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Ramspeck 

Wolf  enden.  Pa. 

Clark 

Johnson,  Lyndon 

Risk 

Cluett 

KeUy 

Schaefer.  ni. 

Colmer 

Kerr 

Schulte 
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So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.   Warren    (for)    with   Mr.    Oehrmann    (against). 

Mr.  Andrews  (for)  with  Mr.  Umj  (against). 

Mr.  Eaton  (for)  with  Mr  Magnuson  (against). 

Mr.    Wadsworth    (for)     with    Mr.    Schulte    (against). 

Mr.  Dies  (for)   with  Mr.  Byron  (against). 

Mr.   Jenks  of    New    Hampsnire    (for)    with    Mr.    Celler    (against). 

Mr.  Wolf  enden  of  Pennsylvania   (for)   with  Mr.  Iritmke   (against). 

Mr.  Durham  (for)  with  Mr.  Merrttt  (against). 

Mr.  ciuctt  (for)  with  Mr.  Shannon  (against). 

Mr.  Winter    (for)    with  Mr.  Byrne   of   New   York    (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr    Jeffries. 

Mr.  Ram-speck  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr    Darrow. 

Mr.  Kelly  with  Ur.  Sutphln. 

Mr.  Snyder  with  Mr.  Mitchell. 

Mr.  Buck  with  Mr   Schaefer  of  Illinois. 

Mr  Arnold  with  Mr.  Folger. 

Mr.  Steagall  with  Mr.  Monroney. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr   Cannon  of  BCssonrl. 

Mr    Lyndon  B   Johnson  with  Mr.  Kerr. 

Mr.  Martin  of  niinols  with  Mr    Colmer. 

Mr.  Burgln  with  Mr.  CTannon  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  Mansfield. 

Mr.  Davis  changed  his  vote  from  "no"  to  "aye." 
Mr.  GEHRMANN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  voted  "no"  on  this  roll 
call,  but  I  am  paired  with  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 


lina, Mr.  Warren.  I  withdraw  my  vote  of  "no"  and  vote 
"present." 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  this  roll  call  I  voted 
"yea."  I  have  a  pair  with  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  Mr. 
May,  who  is  unavoidably  al>sent  because  of  an  important  con- 
ference. Were  he  present  he  would  vote  "nay."  I  withdraw 
my  vote  and  answer  "present." 

The  result  of  th  i  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is*  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill,  as  amended. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the 
bUl. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I  demand  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  naj's  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were. — yeas  258,  nays 
129,  answered  "present"  2,  not_ voting  41,  as  follows: 


IRoU  No.  145] 
YEAS— 258 


Alexander 

Allen.  111. 

Allen.  La. 

Allen.  Pa. 

•Andersen.  H  Carl 

i\nderson,  Calif. 

iVnderson,  Mo. 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Angell 

Arends 

Austin 

Ball 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Bamrs 

Barton.  N  Y. 

Beckworth 

Bell 

Bender 

B'ackney 

Bland 

Boehne 

Bolles 

Bolton 

Boyk!n 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Brewster 

Brool^s 

Brown.  Ga. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Bu'.wlnkle 

Burch 

Bym."».  Tenn. 

CaldweU 

Camp 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Carlson 

Carter 

Case.  S.  Dak. 

Chapman 

ChlperQeld 

Church 

Clason 

Cleven^er 

Cochran 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Cole.  Md. 

Cole.  NY. 

Collins 

Cooley 

Cooper 

Coetello 

Courtney 

Cox 

Cravens 

Crawford 

Creal 

Culkln 

Cummings 

Curtis 

Darden.  Va. 

Davia 

DeRouen 

Dlrksen 

Disney 

Ditter 

Barry 
Bates.  Ky. 

Beam 
Bloom 
Boland 
Boren 
,  Bntdley,  Pa. 


Dondero 

Doughton 

Douglas 

Doxey 

Duncan 

Dworahak 

Elliott. 

E'.lls 

Elston 

Engel 

Englebrlght 

Pish 

Ford,  Le'.and  M. 

Ford.  M:ss. 

Fulmer 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Gartner 

Gathlngs 

Gear  hart 

Geriach 

Glbbs 

Glfford 

Gilchrist 

GiUie 

Ooodwln 

Gore 

Gossctt 

Graham 

Grant.  Ala. 

Grant.  Ind. 

Gregory 

Grifnth 

Oroas 

Guyor,  Kans. 

Gwynne 

Hall,  Edwin  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Hal'.eck 

Hancock 

Hare 

Harness 

Harrington 

Hartley 

Hawks 

Hecs 

Hinshaw 

Hobbs 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Hope 

Horton 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Jennmgs 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson,  m. 


Kean 
Keefe 

Kilbum 

Ki:day 

K'nzer 

Kitchens 

K.e'oerg 

Knutson 

Koclalkowskl 

Kramer 

Kur.kel 

Lambertson 

Lanham 

Lea 

LeCompte 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Luce 

McAndrews 

McGchee 

McGregor 

McLaughlin 

McLean 

McLeod 

McMillan.  Clara 

McMillan,  John  L. 


Mactejewskl 

Mahon 

Maioney 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin,  Mass 

Mason 

Mlchener 

MUler 

Mills,  Ark 

Mills.  La. 

Monkiewlcz 

Moser 

Mott 

Mouton 

Mundt 

Murdock 

Murray 

Nelson 

NorreU 

O'Brien 

ONeal 

Oamcrs 

Pace 

Parsons 

Patman 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson 

Pierce 

Pittenger 

Plvunley 

Poage 

Po.k 


Ariz. 


.Ga. 


Johnson.  Ind. 
Johnson ,  Luther  AFowers 
Johnson.  Okla.  Rankin 
Jones.  Ohio  Raybum 

Jones.  Tex.  Reece,  Tenn. 

Jonkman  Reed.  Hi. 
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Bryson 

Buckler,  Minn. 
Buckley,  N.  Y. 
Burdlck 
Cannon,  na. 
Cartwrlght 
Casey,  Mass. 


Claypool 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Connery 

Corbett 

Crosser 

Crowe 

Crowther 


noed.  N.  Y. 

Keen.  Kans. 

Rich 

Robertson 

Robsion.  Ky. 

Rockefeller 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Romjue 

Routzohn 

Rutherford 

Ryan 

Sandager 

Sa-'scer 

Satterfleld 

Schafer,  Wis. 

Schuetz 

Seccombe 

Seger 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Shcpi>ard 

Short 

Simpson 

Smith.  Ohio 

Smith,  Va. 

South 

Sparkman 

Springer 

StarncR.  Ala. 

Steagall 

Stearns,  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sumner,  El. 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Terry 

Thill 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Tbomason 

Thorkelson 

Tinkham 

Treadway 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Vinson.  Ga. 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Ward 

Weaver 

West 

Wheat 

VThelchel 

White.  Ohio 

Whittington 

W'.pglcsworth 

Williams.  Del. 

Williams.  Mo. 

Wolcott 

Woodruff,  Mich. 

Woodrum.  Va. 

Youngdahl 

Zinm^erman 


Cullen 

D'Alesandro 

D?:aney 

Dcmpsey 

Dlcksteln 

Dlngsll 

Dunn 


Et>erharter 

Edelsteln 

Edmiston 

E\ans 

Faddla 

Pay 

Penton 

Ferguson 

Fernandez 

Fltzpatrlck 

Flaherty 

Flannagan 

Flannery 

Ford,  Thomas  P. 

Fries 

Gavagan 

Geyer,  Calif. 

Green 

Hart 

Barter.  N.  Y. 

Barter.  Ohio 

Havenner 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennings 

HIU 


Arnold 

Bates.  Mass. 

Buck 

Burgln 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Byron 

Celler 

Clark 

Cluett 

Colmer 

Darrow 


Hook 

Houston 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jacobsen 

Johnson,  W.  Va. 

Kee 

Kefauver 

Keller 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy,  Md. 

Kennedy,  Michael 

Keogh 

Klrwan 

Landis 

Larrabee 

Leavy 

Les:nskl 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McArdle 

McCormack 

McDowell 

McGranery 


McKeough 

Marcantonlo 

Masslngale 

Murdock,  Utah 

Myers 

Nichols 

Norton 

O'Connor 

OlSay 

O'Leary 

Oliver 

0"Toole 

Patrick 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Pfelfer 

Rabaut 

Randolph 

Richards 

Robinson,  Utah 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Sabath 

Sacks 

Schiffler 

Schwort 

Scruglmm 

Secrcst 


Shanley 
Sheridan 
Smith.  Conn- 
Smith,  ni. 
Smith.  Wash. 
Smith.  W.  Va. 
Snyder 
Somers,  N.  Y. 
Spence 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tenerowlcz 
Thomas,  Tex- 
Tibbott 
Tolan 
Van  Zandt 
Voorhis  Calif. 
Wallgren 
Walter 
Welch 

White,  Idaho 
Wolverton.  N.  J. 
Wood 


ANSWERED  "PRESENT"— 3 


Andrews 


Gehrmann 


NOT  VOTING— 41 


Dies 

Drewry 

Durham 

Eaton 

Folger 

Jarman 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Johnson,  Lyndon 

Kelly 

Kerr 

Lemke 


Magnuson 

Mansfield 

Martin,  lU. 

May 

Merrltt 

Mitchell 

Monroney 

Ramspeck 

Risk 

Schaefer,  HI. 

Schulte 


Shannon 

Sutphln 

Tarver 

Taylor 

Wadsworth 

Warren 

Winter 

Wolf  enden.  Pa. 


So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Warren  (for)  with  Mr.  Oehrmann  (against). 

Mr.  Andrews  (for)   with  Mr.  May  (against). 

Mr.  Eaton  (for)  with  Mr.  Magnuson   (against). 

Mr.  Wadsworth  (for)  with  Mr.  Schulte  (against). 

Mr.  Dies  (for)  with  Mr.  Byron  (against) . 

Mr.  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire   (for)   with  Mr.  Celler   (against). 

Mr.  Wolfenden  of  Pennsylvania   (for)    with  Mr.  Lemke    (against). 

Mr.  Durham  (for)   with  Mr.  Merrltt   (against). 

Mr.  Cluett  (for)  with  Mr.  Shannon  (against). 

Mr.  Winter  (for)  with  Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York  (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Bates  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Ram?peck  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Mitchell  with  Mr.  Darrow. 

Mr.  Kelly  with  Mr.  Sutphln. 

Mr.  Buck  with  Mr.  Schaefer  of  nilnols. 

Mr.  Arnold  with  Mr.  Folger. 

Mr.  Lyndon  B.  Johnson  with  Mr.  Tarver. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Colmer. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  Mansfield. 

Mr.  Burgln  with  Mr.  Monroney. 

Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  Clark. 

Mr.  GEHRMANN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  voted  "no"  on  this  mo- 
tion, but  I  have  a  pair  with  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina, Mr.  Warren.  Therefore  I  withdraw  my  vote  and  answer 
"present." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND  REMARKS 

Mrs.  NORTON.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  . 
that  all  Members  may  have  5  legislative  days  in  which  to  ex- 
tend their  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  bill  just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PURCHASE  OF  STOCK  OF  FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANKS  BY  THE  R.  P.  C. 

Mr.  SABATH,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 
following  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  517,  Rept.  No.  2475) 
for  printing  in  the  Record: 

House  Resolution  517 

Resolved,  That  Immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  rcBolution  it 
shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itfelf  into  the 
Committee  of  the  ViThole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  9958.  a  bill  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan 
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l»nks'  to  unend  the  Reconstnjctlon  Finance  OoTporatlon  Act,  ae 
amended,  and  for  other  purpose.  That  after  general  debate,  which 
shaU  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  2 
hours  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, the  bUl  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-minute 
rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment, 
the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with 
such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous 
question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments 
thereto  to  final  passage  without  Intervening  motion  except  one 
motion  to  recommit. 

THl  SUGAB   ACT  OF   1937 

Mr.  LEJWIS  of  Colorado,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules, 
submitted  the  following  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  515, 
Rept.  No.  2427),  for  printing  in  the  Record: 

House  Resolution  S15 
JUaolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  It  shall  be  In 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  H.  R  9654.  a  blil  to  extend,  for  an  additional  year,  the  provisions 
of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  and  the  taxes  with  reepect  to  sugar,  and 
all  points  of  order  against  said  bill  are  hereby  waived.  That  after 
general  debate,  which  ahall  be  confired  to  the  bill  and  continue 
not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  the  bill  shall  be  read.  No  amendments  shall  be  in  order 
to  said  bill  except  amendments  proposing  the  extension  of  any  of  the 
provisions  of  section  207  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  and  such  amend- 
ments shall  be  In  order  any  rule  of  the  House  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. At  the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  bill  the 
Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit,   with  or  without  instructions. 

LECISLATTVX  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  1»41 CONTERENCE 

REPORT 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  present  a  conference  report 
and  statement  on  the  bill  iH.  R.  8913)  making  appropriations 
for  the  leplslative  branch  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30. 1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  for  printing 
in  the  Record. 

EXPLANATION 

Mr.  BEAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois.  Mr.  Kelly,  was  vmavoidably  detained  during 
the  last  roll  call.  If  present  he  would  have  voted  "no"  on 
the  Smith  amendment  and  "no"  on  the  passage  of  the  bilL 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  therein  an  editorial  from 
the  New  York  Times  of  Simday.  May  26.  on  Air  Mail  Pick-up 
Service. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOT7SI 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
on  Tuesday  next,  after  the  last  special  order  of  the  day,  I 
may  be  permited  to  address  the  House  for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  wa§  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  BELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  editorial  by  Mr.  Ray  Runnlon. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  B£r.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  tables 
showing  the  tax  yieid  in  a  number  of  years  during  the 
twenties. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CONNER Y.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  omi  remarks  and  include  a  radio  address  given  by 
myself  on  Memorial  Day. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Iliere  was  no  objectioo. 


Mr.  DtTNN  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

B4r.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  an 
editorial  appearing  in  the  Brooklyn  Daily  Eagle  of  June  5, 

1940. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  New  York? 
There  was  no  objection. 

permission  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSB 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Keogh  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
In  the  Appendix.] 

ADJOXTRNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude therein  a  radio  address. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOYKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  three  tele- 
grams. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  on  the  subject  of  highways  as 
a  means  of  national  defense. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

NATIONAL  FOREST   ADMINISTRATION 

Mr.  DOXEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  7643)  to  facili- 
tate and  simplify  national-forest  administration,  with  a  Sen- 
ate amendment  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Page  1.  strike  out  all  after  line  2,  down  to  and  including  "Pro> 
vided".  In  line  9. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

FOREST  EXCHANGE   ACT 

Mr.  DOXEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  2418)  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  Forest  Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  to 
certain  lands,  so  that  they  may  become  parts  of  the  Whitman, 
Malheur,  or  Umatilla  National  Forests,  with  a  Senate  amend- 
ment, and  agree  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  11,  after  "forests".  Insert  "Provided.  That  such  ex- 
changes are  approved  by  the  board  of  county  commissioners  of  the 
county  or  counties  in  which  said  lands  are  situated." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 
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CONTROL  OF  SOIL  EROSION 

Mr.  DOXEY,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  <H.  R.  2417)  to  facili- 
tate the  control  of  soil  erosion  and  or  flood  damage  origi- 
nating upon  lands  within  the  exterior  of  boundaries  of  the 
Sequoia  National  Forest,  Calif.,  with  a  Senate  amendment, 
and  agree  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

page  2,  line  4,  after  "resources",  insert  "other  than  mineral." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

I  THE  proposed  TAX  ON  TOBACCO 

Mr.  HARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecuon  to  the  request  of  th? 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  IMr.  B.\rden]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Speaker,  informa- 
tion has  come  to  me  that  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  is 
anticipating  reporting  out  a  tax  bill  which  will  include  an 

additional  tax  on  tobacco,  a  commodity  that  is  already  over- 
burdened with  taxes. 

At  this  point  in  the  Record  I  want  to  incorporate  a  short 
editorial  taken  from  the  News-Observer,  printed  in  Raleigh. 
N.  C.  as  follows: 

TOBACCO    TAXES 

Not  until  every  other  lu.Tury  Is  equally  taxed  should  the  Congress 
even  consider  any  lncrea.se  In  the  already  heavy  lax  on  cigarettes  In 
the  United  States.     It  will  be  a  long  time  before  that  Is  the  case. 

Not  even  people  In  the  tobacco  country  are  generally  aware  of  the 
huge  proportion  of  the  Federal  tax  collections  which  come  from 
tobacco.  With  the  exception  of  liquor  taxes,  taxes  on  tobacco  In  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1939.  were  greater  by  far  than  all  the 
other  taxes  levied  by  the  United  States  on  luxuries  of  every  type 
and  description  The  taxes  collected  on  tobacco  exceeded  the  entire 
amount  that  all  the  tobacco  growers  got  for  their  tobacco.  The 
taxes  collected  exceeded  all  the  profits  of  all  the  tobacco  companies. 
The  taxes  exceeded  all  the  wages  paid  by  the  Industry. 

The  people  of  the  tobacco-growing  and  tobacco-manufacturing 
section  are  perfectly  willing  that  the  commodity  which  Is  the  basis 
of  their  economic  life  should  bear  its  share  of  the  costs  of  Govern- 
ment in  a  tlmo  of  Increasing  spending  for  national  defense.  But 
they  know  also  that  If  taxes  cut  the  consumption  of  any  commodity, 
they  cut  the  consumption  of  tobacco  also.  Undoubtedly  the  tax 
on  tobacco  Is  easy  to  collect.  Undoubtedly  It  spreads  taxation  over 
a  wide  base.  But  tobacco  already  carries  such  a  load  of  taxation  as 
Is  not  even  equalled  in  the  case  of  liquor.  There  should  be  no  in- 
crease in  such  taxes  until  after  every  other  luxury  has  been  required 
to  bear  at  least  an  equal  load.  To  add  a  quick  Increase  to  taxes  on 
tobacco  now  would  be  evidence  of  congressional  laziness  In  looking 
for  other  tax  !«ources  and  of  congressional  carelessness  for  the  wel- 
fare of  the  people,  whose  econonuc  lives  depiend  upon  tobacco,  which 
has  long  borne  a  greater  tax  burden  than  any  other  Industry  In 
America. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  article.  What  Lincoln  Would  Say^Today,  by 
George  E.  Sullivan. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  tMr.  ThorkelsonI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  article  by  Baruch  Browenstein. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  Thorkelson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HoRTON  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend 
his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 


SALE    OF    UNITED    STATES    NAVY    PLANES    ABROAD 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  IMr.  Vorys]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  tcday  we  were  told 
that  the  first  50  Naw  planes  we  are  sending  abroad  were 
not  needed,  were  a  year  old.  and  could  be  restored  whenever 
needed. 

I  have  obtained  apparently  rebable  information  that  these 
planes  are  the  best  dive  bombers  the  Navy  has.  most  of  them 
less  than  a  year  old.  the  best-performing  dive  bombers  on 
earth,  intended  not  as  a  reserve  but  as  front-line  planes, 
that  their  loss  seriously  hampers  the  training  of  the  Reserve, 
that  they  cannot  be  replaced  for  8  months,  and  cannot  be 
replaced  at  all  without  proportionately  delaying  the  national- 
defense  program  we  have  authorized. 

The  House  should  get  the  full  facts. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  Cincinnati  Times  Star. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  ElstonI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  short  editorial  or  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
oentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Thill]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ANNOtTNCEMENT 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Kansas,  Mr. 
WINTER,  was  unavoidably  detained  this  afternoon.  Had  he 
been  present,  he  would  have  voted  "yea"  on  the  Smith  amend- 
ments and  "yea"  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  previous  order  of  the  House,  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  IMr.  SecrestI  is  recognized  for  15 
minutes. 

NATIONAL  defense 

Mr.  SECREST.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Nation  faces  a  very  criti- 
cal period  in  its  history.  Unprepared,  we  find  ourselves  In 
the  midst  of  a  fighting  world.  We  must  not  surrender  to 
panic,  but  calmly,  deliberately,  and  with  supreme  common 
sense  we  must  proceed  immediately  to  take  every  necessary 
step  to  protect  our  land  and  preserve  our  form  of  govermnent. 
To  do  this  we  need  not  give  up  any  of  the  essential  liberties 
we  are  preparing  to  defend. 

We  must  keep  in  mind  that  we  are  preparing  for  defense 
at  home  and  not  for  war  abroad.  Even  if  it  were  desirable, 
as  some  claim,  to  rush  to  Europe,  we  could  not  get  there  in 
time  to  do  any  good.  Furthermore,  we  do  not  have  enough 
troops  or  equipment  for  home  defense. 

We  must  also  keep  in  mind  that  the  cost  of  war  materials 
and  equipment  is  higher  here  than  anywhere  else  in  the  world. 
A  large  battleship  built  in  this  country  costs  $80,000,000.  In 
Japan  men  build  them  for  a  few  cents  an  hour.  A  large 
bomber  in  this  country  costs  $350,000.  In  Germany  Hitler 
tells  his  men  to  build  one  and  pays  them  if  he  wants  to.  If  he 
desires  to  use  American  patents,  he  uses  them  without  asking 
anyone.  For  $2,000,000,000  he  probably  can  lay  more  fight- 
ing equipment  on  the  line  than  we  can  buy  for  $5,000,000,000. 

Let  us  remember  that  our  first  line  of  defense  is  the  Navy, 
for  no  matter  from  where  a  strong  enemy  comes  he  must 
come  by  sea,  either  direct  to  the  United  States  or  to  some 
other  point  in  this  hemisphere.  It  takes  a  long  time  and 
costs  much  money  to  build  a  ship. 

Remember,  too,  that  we  start  at  a  time  when  the  race  is 
half  over.  On  February  6,  1922.  the  United  States,  Ehigland. 
France.  Italy,  and  Japan  signed  a  treaty  in  Washington  limit- 
ing naval  vessels.    The  American  people  took  this  treaty 
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jeriously  and  hailed  It  as  one  of  the  greatest  steps  ever  taken 
toward  world  peace.  The  Senate  ratified  it  March  29,  1922. 
All  nations  agreed  to  limit  the  nuint)er  of  various  vessels. 
We  look  back  now  and  get  the  feeling  that  other  nations  tore 
up  blueprints  while  we  scrapped  good  ships. 

Under  this  treaty,  we  scrapped  16  capital  ships  and  ren- 
dered 3  more  unfit  for  wartime  service.  These  ships  had  a 
normal  displacement  of  289.000  tons.  A  few  days  ago.  we 
launched  a  35.000-ton  capital  ship  at  a  cost  of  $80,000,000. 
Thus,  at  present  prices,  it  will  cost  us  more  than  $650,000,000 
to  rebuild  the  ships  we  sacrificed  on  the  altar  of  peace. 

Not  only  did  we  wreck  these  ships  that  were  afloat,  but 
we  Junked  11  more  capital  battleships  that  were  under  con- 
struction, all  of  them,  except  one.  over  43.000  tons,  or  8.000 
tons  bigger  than  the  ship  we  launched  a  few  days  ago.  The 
Washington,  a  monster  ship,  was  75-percent  completed.  We 
sank  It  In  1924  under  the  terms  of  the  treaty.  On  an  average, 
the  other  10  ships  were  23  percent  completed.  All  of  them 
were  sold  for  scrap  in  1924.  If  completed,  those  11  vessels 
would  have  had  a  total  tonnage  of  465,000  tons.  To  complete 
these  vessels  as  far  as  they  were  when  scrapped  and  simk  will 
cost  about  $350,000,000. 

Two  more  vessels  under  construction,  the  Lexington  and 
Saratoga,  were  converted  into  aircraft  carriers.  They  are 
the  same  size  as  the  11  on  which  construction  was  stopped 
by  the  treaty. 

In  London,  in  1930,  we  signed  another  treaty  which  was 
ratified  by  the  Senate  on  July  21.  1930.  This  was  for  further 
limitation  of  naval  vessels.  Under  this  we  scrapped  one 
large  ship,  used  another  for  a  mobile  target,  and  turned  the 
Wyoming  into  a  training  ship. 

In  addition  to  these  3  capital  ships,  we  Junked  140  de- 
stroyers, 11  cruisers,  15  mine  layers,  and  52  submarines. 
Today  it  will  cost  us  $1,120,000,000  to  rebuild  the  destroyers 
at  $8,000,000  each;  $330,000,000  to  rebuild  the  cruisers  at 
$30,000,000  each;  $312,000,000  to  rebuild  the  submarines  at 
$6,000,000  each:  $100,000,000  to  rebuild  the  mine  layers,  a 
total  of  $1,862,000,000.  Thus  we  must  spend  a  grand  total 
of  $2,862,000,000  to  replace  the  ships  we  threw  away  under 
the  naval-limitation  treaties  of  1922  and  1930  which  members 
of  both  parties  praised  to  the  sky. 

In  1936  we  went  in  for  another  treaty  limiting  the  size  of 
capital  ships  to  35.000  tons.  By  this  time  Japan  and  Italy 
did  not  like  the  treaty  business  and  did  not  attend  the  con- 
ference. The  three  democracies,  England,  Prance,  and  the 
United  States  continued  to  march  toward  permanent  peace 
under  international  law  and  the  sanctity  of  treaties. 

The  United  States  did  her  part,  sincerely  and  honestly,  in 
every  effort  toward  better  friendship  among  nations.  Be- 
cause of  cur  faith,  we  are  in  a  serious  and  dangerous  position 
today.  Let  no  one  minimize  that  fact.  We  must  wake  up 
and  make  up  for  lost  time. 

A  National  Defense  Board  has  been  established.  It  con- 
sists of  some  of  the  most  capable  people  in  the  Nation.  They 
should  not  be  hampered  by  politics  and  should  be  given  full 
power  to  cut  governmental  red  tape  where  that  stands  be- 
tween us  and  national  safety.  They  should  even  have  power 
to  award  contracts  on  a  cost-plus  basis  where  they  feel  it  is 
necessary  for  speed. 

Our  Government  should  continue  to  encourage  and  cement 
the  nations  of  this  hemisphere  toward  a  common  objective 
for  the  preservation  of  free  government. 

We  should  also  break  down  foreign  patent  monopolies  that 
tamder  the  defense  program  or  make  excessive  the  cost  of 
defensive  materials.  Pearson  and  Allen,  in  their  column  of 
^ay  31.  quote  the  War  Department  as  saying  that  the  great 
Krupp  munitions  firm  in  Germany  holds  at  least  228  pat- 
ents in  America  for  military  equiixnent.  To  use  these  pat- 
ents— and  we  must  use  many  of  them — the  United  States 
must  pay  Germany  or  her  American-controlled  firms  the 
price  they  ask.  To  figure  the  amoimt  due,  we  must  report 
to  Germany  the  number  of  times  the  patents  are  used,  and 
In  this  way  Germany  knows  exactly  how  many  articles  of 
war  we  make.  Hitler  uses  American  patents  whenever  he 
wants  to  and  does  not  report  to  anyone.    I  do  not  see  why 


we  should  not  use  any  foreign  patent  In  this  time  of  emer- 
gency. We  can  keep  our  own  books,  and  when  the  world 
returns  to  sanity  we  can  compensate  those  deserving  of 
compensation.  This  is  no  time  for  us  to  stand  and  be  robbed 
with  a  book  of  international  law  in  our  hands,  especially 
when  the  nations  who  would  rob  us  threw  the  textbooks  of 
international  law  out  of  their  schools  10  years  ago. 

In  building  our  defenses  we  do  not  intend  to  have  our 
Government  robbed  by  people  at  home,  so  why  should  we  be 
robbed  by  people  abroad? 

Pearson  and  Allen  state  that  in  1938  more  than  6.000  bids 
to  sell  supplies  to  the  Army  and  Navy  were  identical.  This 
kind  of  conspiracy  against  our  Government  must  stop.  The 
people  are  willing  to  pay  for  defense,  but  they  do  not  want  the 
money  to  siphon  into  anyone's  pockets.  They  want  to  see 
battleships,  tanks,  airplanes,  and  machine  guns  standing  be- 
tween their  homes  and  any  enemy.  This  is  a  time  to  give, 
not  a  time  to  see  how  much  can  be  taken. 

We  should  have  a  director  of  conservation  recruited  from 
private  industry  to  conserve  tin.  rubt)er,  and  other  materials, 
the  lack  of  which  some  day  may  destroy  us.  Long  ago  Hitler 
recruited  the  school  children  of  Germany  in  such  a  conserva- 
tion program,  resulting  in  the  saving  of  tin  cans,  bits  of 
rubber,  and  even  old  tooth-paste  tubes. 

The  United  States  uses  one-half  of  the  world's  tin  produc-- 
tlon.  Importing  it  from  the  Netherlands  and  England.  Hitler 
already  has  the  Netherlands.  Should  he  get  England  he 
would  control  our  supply  of  tin.  vital  to  us  in  peace  as  well  as 
in  war.  Bolivia  has  an  excellent  supply  of  tin,  but  is  not 
shipping  direct  to  the  United  States  because  we  have  only  one 
small  smelting  plant.  The  Government  should  encourage 
private  capital  to  enter  this  field  immediately.  Tin  ores  could 
then  be  brought  from  Bolivia  to  Los  Angeles  in  the  event  that 
something  happens  to  the  Panama  Canal.  Tin  Is  essential  in 
babbitt,  bronze,  and  solder.  Mechanized  war  without  It  Is 
impossible. 

In  1937.  out  of  imported  tin.  American  factories  made 
1.800.000,000  cans  for  packing.  9.592,000,000  cans  for  milk  and 
other  sanitary  purposes,  and  4.190.000,000  cans  for  gasoline, 
oil,  and  general  purposes.  Today  the  number  produced  is  far 
greater.  All  of  these  cans  went  into  the  trash  pile  or  to  the  city 
dump.  They  should  be  washed,  fiattened,  sent  to  the  smelter, 
and  used  again.  The  only  objectors  to  this  would  be  those 
who  have  a  monopoly  on  the  tin  supply  to  America,  but  we 
cannot  let  those  few  endanger  our  national  life.  Besides,  If 
we  fall  under  the  control  of  a  foreign  dictator,  their  monopoly 
and  their  capital  will  be  worth  little. 

Rubber  is  also  a  vital  necessity  in  time  of  war.  Our  present 
supply  comes  from  British  and  Dutch  possessions.  In  1927 
I  we  imported  1,062,182.000  pounds  of  crude  rubber  essential  for 
the  quick  transportation  of  troops  and  defensive  weapons. 
We  reclaim  about  one-fourth  of  the  amount  we  import  each 
year  and  u.«:c  it  again.  Much  more  could  and  should  he  re- 
claimed. New  experiments  and  sources  of  rubber  should  be 
encouraged  in  South  America. 

A  director  of  conservation,  supported  and  aided  by  jsatrlotlc 
school  children  and  housewives,  with  practically  no  cost,  could 
reclaim  these  and  other  essential  materials  that  might  in  the 
end  mean  the  difference  between  victory  and  defeat. 

Also,  we  should  stop  making  public  parks  out  of  our  forts, 
navy  yards,  battleships,  and  defense  factories.  There  is  no 
doubt  in  my  mind  that  every  important  government  In  the 
world  has  a  photograph  of  every  boat,  every  fighting  plane, 
every  munitions  factory,  every  naval  yard,  and  every  railroad 
center  in  the  United  States.  Hitler  stopped  snooping  and 
picture  taking  in  Germany  years  ago.  and  that  is  why  we  do 
not  know  what  he  has  in  the  way  of  new  weapons.  We  do 
not  know  whether  he  has  a  thousand  airplanes  or  a  hundred 
thousand.  He  is  supposed  to  have  8.000  airports,  but  we  do 
not  know.  He  tcok  a  whole  section  of  Poland  and  trained 
parachute  troops,  but  no  one  outside  even  sxispected  it. 

It  is  said  that  Hitler  has  the  plans  of  every  bridge  between 
Berlin  and  Paris.  Wlien  the  French  and  Belgians  In  retreat 
blew  up  a  bridge,  he  had  one  already  built  Just  like  It.  It 
was  brought  up,  slapped  Into  place,  and  the  German  Army 
rolled  on. 
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No  one  should  be  allowed  in  any  Army  or  Navy  territory  or 
in  any  defense  factory  if  he  has  no  business  there.  Picture 
taking  should  be  stopped  at  every  point  where  the  picture 
might  some  day  be  helpful  to  a  foreign  Invader. 

No  group  has  done  more  to  break  up  organized  crime  In  the 
United  States  than  the  agents  of  the  Federal  Biu-eau  of  Inves- 
tigation. These  men  are  young  lawyers  and  trained  men  who 
know  how  to  gather  evidence  and  make  it  stick.  Today  there 
are  less  than  1.000  F.  B.  I.  agents  and  only  150  are  assigned 
to  national  defense  work.  Five  thousand  of  them  should  be 
stationed  throughout  the  Nation  to  assist  and  cooperate  with 
the  local  police,  sheriffs,  marshals,  constables,  and  other  law- 
enforcement  officers  in  the  control  and  suppression  of  "fifth 
column"  activities.  Let  us  not  forget  that  every  nation  that 
has  fallen  has  been  betrayed  by  countless  traitors  within  its 

borders. 

There  is  no  place  In  America  for  communism,  Nazi  bunds, 
or  any  other  foreign  organization  that  seeks  to  overthrow 
democratic  government.  They  demand  free  speech  for  their 
doctrines  but  If  their  doctrines  should  win  none  of  us  would 
have  free  speech.  They  should  be  controlled  by  Congress 
while  there  is  still  time.  With  them  should  go  all  newspapers 
owned  or  controlled  by  foreign  governments  or  foreign  groups 
whose  avowed  purpose  is  to  destroy  the  last  great  citadel  of 
democracy  In  the  world. 

Veterans  of  past  wars — several  million  of  them — will  be  only 
too  glad  to  cooperate  in  combating  "fifth  column"  activities 
and  to  promote  any  phase  of  the  defense  program.  W.  P.  A. 
workers  can  be  utilized  in  building,  improving,  or  extending 
airport  facilities,  in  constructing  flood-control  works  to  pro- 
tect vital  industries,  transportation  lines,  and  agricultural 
supplies,  or  for  many  other  defense  activities.  Such  activity 
would  reduce  the  defense  bill  to  some  extent  with  no  addi- 
Uonal  hardship  on  the  unemployed.  The  same  dollar  would 
serve  a  twofold  purpose. 

I  am  convinced  also  that  we  should  pay  for  our  defense 
as  we  go.  No  one  knows  what  the  future  holds  or  what 
demands  may  be  made  on  the  economy  and  wealth  of  the 
Nation  That  is  why  we  should  pay  now  and  save  our  reserve 
for  any  emergency  ahead.  The  people  trust  us.  We  must 
never  betray  that  trust. 

Our  people  must  be  united,  the  enemy  within  our  gates 
must  be  controlled,  our  defense  must  be  more  than  adequate. 
The  weak  never  attack  the  strong.  We  must  be  strong.  We 
must,  as  Theodore  Roosevelt  said,  "Speak  softly  but  carry  a 
big  stick."     [Applause.] 

LEAVE   OF    ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to 
Mr.  Houston,  for  1  week,  on  account  of  important  business. 

SENATE   ENROLLED   BILLS   AND   JOINT   RESOLUTION   SIGNED 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills 
and  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

8  1759  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
States  of  Montana.  North  Dakota,  and  Wyoming  to  negotiate 
and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement  for  division  of  the 
waters  of  the  Yellowstone  River; 

S.  1964.  An  act  to  amend  section  5136  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes, as  amended,  to  authorize  charitable  contributions  by 
national  banking  associations; 

S  2568.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act 
(June  26,  1934.  ch.  750.  par.  1.  48  Stat.  1216,  sec.  1761) ; 

S.  3959.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  city  of  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla.,  an  easement  or 
easements  authorizing  such  city  to  construct  and  maintain  a 
highway  and  Utility  faciliUes  over  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  Reservation  known  as  Base  6  at  Port  Lauderdale,  Fla.; 

and 

S.J.  Res.  59.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  to  collect  Information  as  to  amount  and 
value  of  all  goods  produced  in  State  and  Federal  prisons. 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOHTTION  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  did  on  this  day  present  to  the 


President,  for  his  approval,  bills  and  a  Joint  resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  5584.  An  act  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone  Code; 

H.  R.  7019.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  providing 
punishment  for  the  killing  or  assaulting  of  Federal  officers; 

H.  R.  8429.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  L.  P.  Worrall,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9700.  An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  367.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  Secretaries 
of  War  and  of  the  Navy  to  assist  the  governments  of  Ameri- 
can republics  to  increase  their  military  and  naval  establish- 
ments, and  for  other  purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  according  (at  5  o'clock  and  29 
minutes  p.  m.) ,  under  its  previous  order,  the  House  adjourned 
until  Monday,  June  10,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

On  Monday.  June  10.  at  10  a.  m.,  there  will  be  a  hearing 
before  Subcommittee  No.  IV  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary on  Home  Concurrent  Resolution  55,  recommending 
that  any  parties  or  organizations  advocating  overthrow  of 
the  United  States  Government  l>e  prohibited  from  entering 
candidates  In  any  State  or  National  elections.  The  hearing 
will  be  held  in  the  Judiciary  Committee  room,  346  House 
Office  Building. 

On  Wednesday.  June  12.  1940,  at  10  a.  m.,  there  will  be 
held  before  Subcommittee  No.  I  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  a  hearing  on  House  Joint  Resolution  553,  to  au- 
thorize the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  to  conducj  investigations  in  the  Interests  of 
national  defense,  and  for  the  purpose  to  permit  wire  tap- 
ping. The  hearing  will  be  held  in  the  Judiciary  Conunittee 
room.  346  House  Office  Building. 

COMMITTEE  ON  INTERSTATE  AND  FOREIGN  COMMERCE 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  Monday,  June  10,  1940,  at  10  a,  m., 
for  the  continuation  of  hearing  on  H.  R.  9899. 

COMMITTEE  ON  INDIAN  AFFAIRS 

There  wiU  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs 
on  Monday.  Jime  10,  1940,  at  10:30  a.  m.,  for  the  considera- 
tion of  S.  2103. 

COMMITTEE  ON  MERCHANT  MARINE  AND  FISHERIES 

The  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  will 
held  a  public  hearing  on  Tuesday,  June  11,  1940,  at  10  a.  m., 
on  the  following  bill : 

H.  R.  9982,  to  require,  during  an  emergency,  the  shipment 
and  discharge  of  seamen  on  certain  vessels  of  the  United 
States  before  shipping  commissioners,  and  for  other  purposes. 

COMMITTEE  ON  IMMIGRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  on  Tuesday,  June  11.  and  Wednesday, 
June  12,  1940.  at  10:30  a.  m..  for  the  consideration  of  Senate 
bills  on  Tuesday  and  unfinished  business  on  Wednesday. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows:  ■- 

1733.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  23  items,  recom- 
mended to  him  for  disposition,  February  21.  1940,  by  the  De- 
partment of  Justice;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers. 

1734.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  five  items,  recom- 
mended to  him  for  disposition,  November  4,  1939.  by  the 
United  States  attorney  for  the  southern  district  of  California, 
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with  the  approval  of  the  Department  of  Justice;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papert. 

1735.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  lists  of  papers,  consisting  of  22  Items,  recom- 
mended to  him  for  disposition,  by  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture; to  the  Committee  on  the  Dlapoiltlon  of  Executive 

Papers. 

1736.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  four  Items,  recom- 
mended to  him  for  disposition,  April  20.  1940,  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers. 

1737.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  18  items,  from 
those  recommended  to  him  for  disposition.  March  19.  1940. 
by  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  Work  Projects  Administration; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1738.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  16  Items,  from 
those  recommended  to  him  for  disposition.  April  1.  1940.  by 
the  Federal  Works  Agency.  Works  Projects  Administration; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1739.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  326  items,  from 
those  recommended  to  him  for  disposition.  March  7,  1940, 
by  the  Federal  Works  Agency,  Works  Projects  Administra- 
tion; to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive 
Papers. 

1740.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  three  items,  from 
those  recommended  to  him  for  disposition.  April  4,  1940,  by 
the  Federal  Loan  Agency;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposi- 
tion of  Executive  Papers. 

1741.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  11  items,  among 
the  archives  and  records  of  the  United  States  Food  Adminis- 
tration, now  in  the  custody  of  the  Archivist,  and  recom- 
mended for  him  for  disposition;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1742.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  six  items,  among 
the  archives  and  records  of  the  Department  of  the  Treasury, 
which  the  Department  recommends  for  disposition;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1743.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  138  Items,  from 
those  recommended  to  him  for  disposition,  December  4.  1936, 
by  the  Department  of  the  Treasury;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Dispxjsition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1744.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  two  items,  from 
those  recommended  to  him  for  disposition.  Octol)er  7.  1935. 
by  the  Department  of  the  Treasury;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1745.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  report  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
submitted  by  the  National  Historical  Publications  Commis- 
sion; to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

1746.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation,  transmitting  a  report  covering  its  operations 
for  the  first  quarter  of  1940,  and  for  the  period  from  the 
organization  of  the  Corporation  on  February  2,  1932,  to 
March  31,  1940,  Inclusive  (H.  Doc.  No.  812) ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Currency  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


REPORTS    OP   COMMITTEES    ON   PUBLIC    Bn.T.S   AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia:  Committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  8026.  A  bill  to 
establish  the  composition  of  the  United  States  Navy,  to 
authorize  the  construction  of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for 
other  purposes;  (Rept.  No.  2416) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


Mr.  VINSON  of  Oeorgia:  Committee  of  conference  on  the 
dlMgreelng  votes  of  the  two  Houiei.  H.  R.  6044.  A  bill  to 
regulate  the  number  of  warrant  and  commUsloned  warrant 
officers  in  the  Marine  Corps;  (Rept.  No.  2417).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  sUte  of  the  Union. 
Mr,  VINSON  of  Georgia:  Committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  9848.  A  bill  to 
authorize  the  construction  or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the 
construction  of  certain  public  works,  and  for  other  purposes; 
(Rept.  No.  2418).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ANGELL:  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors.  H.  R. 
6408.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and  com- 
pleting the  construction  of  a  dam  and  dike  for  preventing 
the  now  of  tidal  waters  Into  North  Slough  in  Coos  County, 
Oreg.;  with  amendment  <Rept.  No.  2420).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH:  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
H.  R.  10011.  A  bill  to  prohibit  the  sale  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  of  products  of  convict  labor;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2426).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado :  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Res- 
olution 515.  Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9G54. 
a  bill  to  extend  for  an  additional  year  the  provisions  of 
the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  and  the  taxes  with  respect  to  sugar; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2427) .  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  CELLER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  7236. 
A  bill  to  provide  for  the  adjustment  of  certain  claims  against 
the  United  States  and  to  corJer  jurisdiction  in  respect  the  reto 
on  the  Court  of  Claims  and  the  district  covu-ts  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes;  with  amendment  <Rept.  No. 
2428) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  KELLER:  Committee  on  the  Library.  House  Joint 
Resolution  512.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  recognition 
of  the  two  hundredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of  the 
University  of  Pennsylvania  by  Benjamin  Franklin  and  the 
beginning  of  university  education  in  the  United  States,  and 
providing  for  the  representation  of  the  Government  and 
people  of  the  United  States  in  the  oliservance  of  the  anni- 
versary; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2429).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
Mr.  RABAUT:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  8913.  A  bill  making  appro- 
priations for  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes  <Rept. 
No.  2474  >.  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SABATH:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution  517. 
Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9958,  a  bill  au- 
thorizing purchase  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan  banks,  and  to  amend  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act,  as  amended,  and 
for  other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2475). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  GEHRMANN:  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs.  S.  2984. 
An  act  authorizing  the  transfer  of  title  of  the  Hayward  Indian 
School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2476 ) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin:  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
H.  R.  3402.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  appropriation  for  payment 
of  the  cost  of  providing  additional  water  for  the  Wapato 
Indian  irrigation  project,  Washington;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2477).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR:  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs.  H.  R.  8922. 
A  bill  relating  to  lands  of  the  Klamath  and  Modoc  Tribes 
and  the  Yahooskin  Band  of  Snake  Indians;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2478).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma:  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
H.  R.  9432.    A  bill  to  limit  the  operation  of  sections  109  and 
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113  of  the  Criminal  Code,  and  section  100  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  with  respect  to  certain  counael; 
without  amendment  <Rept.  No.  2479).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  tbe  state  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. H.  R.  9840.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Bela  Karlovitz; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2419).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  S.  537. 
An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  F.  Thomas:  without 
amendment  <Rept.  No.  2421).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  S.  1009. 
An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Bert  W.  Helmer:  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2422).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Com.mlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  S.  1138. 
An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Jane  Blackman;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2423).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  S.  2413. 
An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Armlnda  Bauman;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2424).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  H.  R. 
10025.  A  bill  granting  pensions  and  increase  of  pensions  to 
certain  dependents  of  veterans  of  the  Civil  War:  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2425).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  WINTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  719.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Francis  O.  McDougall;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2430).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 

House. 

Mr.  KEOGH:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  4390.  A  bill 
to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  de- 
termine, and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Herbert  M. 
Gregory:  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2431).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
5154.  A  bill  for  the  rehef  of  William  P.  Kliewe;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2432).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  CRAVENS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  5254.  A 
bill  for  the  reUef  of  the  captain  and  crew  of  the  fishing  boat 
Unione  No.  1;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2433).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  WINTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  5309.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Robert  L.  Taylor;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2434).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  CRAVENS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  5863.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Epifanio  Rivera;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2435 ) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KEOGH:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  6639.  A  bill  for 
the  relief  of  George  F.  Kermath;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2436 ) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  GATHINGS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  6699.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  special  tax  school  district  No.  2,  Broward 
County.  Fla.:  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2437).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  KEOGH:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  6842.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Rufus  E.  Farmer;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2438).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 

House. 

Mr.  CRAVENS:  Conamlttec  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7276.  A 
bill  for  the  reUef  of  Walter  B.  McDougall  and  Herbert  Maier; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2439).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  McGEHEE:  Committee  on  Claims.    H.  R.  7304.    A  bUl 

for  the  relief  of  Bernice  James;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2440) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


Mr.  JENNINGS;  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7681.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Emellc  Wltzenbacher:  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No,  2441),  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Wholt 
House. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington :  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
7851.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  offlccrs  of 
the  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department:  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2442).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KEOGH:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  8191.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  the  Leesburg  Welding  k  Garage  Co.;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2443).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  8743.  A  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Luther  Haden;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2444).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  GATHINGS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  9130.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Leonard  A.  Shelton;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2445).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
9520.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edward  F.  Higgins,  postmaster. 
Great  Neck,  N.  Y.;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2446). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  McGEHEE:  Committee  on  Claims.  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 133.  Joint  resolution  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on  the 
Court  of  Claims  or  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States 
for  the  Northern  District  of  Georgia  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks,  of 
Stephens  County,  Ga.;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2447). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington:  Committee  on  Claims. 
S.  919.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  Boyer;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2448).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  993.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  J.  H.  Wootton;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2449) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  1531.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Edmund  S.  Dennis;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2450).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
i  Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims. 
S.  1810.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Citizen's  State  Bank  of 
Marianna,  Fla.;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2451).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  2018.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Nile  Shaw  and  Edgar  C.  Bardin;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2452).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington:  Committee  on  Claims. 
S  2529.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Bell  Grocery  Co.;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2453).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  2560.  An 
act  for  the  relief  of  Marjorie  Buchek;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2454).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
Mr.  KEOGH:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  2561.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Ina  Jones;  v.ith  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2455). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington:  Committee  on  Claims. 
S.  2570.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Boyd;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2456).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  2595.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Lloyd  S.  Harris;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2457) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  WINTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  2717.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Broggi;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2458).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
2799.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  George  Mayfield;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2459) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 
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Mr.  GATHINGS:  Committee  on  Claims.  8.  2817.  An  act 
for  the  relief  of  J.  H.  Churchwell  Wholesale  Co.,  of  Jackson- 
ville, Pla.;  without  amendment  'Rept.  No.  2460).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

.  Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  2988.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Bessie  Sharrah;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2461 ) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  PITTENGER:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3023.  An 
act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  E.  Enders  and  Gertrude  Ray 
Enders;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2462).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  McGEHEE:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3039.  An  act 
for  the  relief  of  Twila  Snyder;  without  sunendment  (Rept. 
No.  2463).     Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3351.  An 
act  for  the  relief  of  I.  M.  Cook,  J.  J.  Allen,  and  the  Radiator 
Specialty  Co.;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2464).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  GATHINGS:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3401.  An  act 
for  the  relief  of  Charles  N.  Barber,  former  United  States 
property  and  disbursing  officer,  Vermont  National  Guard,  and 
lor  other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2465). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KECXjH:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3424.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  George  O.  Elliott  and  Winslow  Parr  Smith;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2466) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
01  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  GATHINGS:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3436.  An  act 
for  the  relief  of  Ethel  G.  Hamilton;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2467).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  KEOGH:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3502.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  the  Epes  Transportation  Corporation;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2468).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  WINTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3706.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Alfred  G.  Balls;  without  amendment  tRept.  No. 
2469).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
8749.  An  act  to  relieve  certain  employees  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  from  financial  liability  for  certain  overpay- 
ments and  allow  such  credit  therefor  as  is  necessary  in  the 
accounts  of  certain  disbursing  officers,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2470).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONKMAN:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3763.  An  act 
for  the  relief  of  Capt.  David  H.  Passell  and  First  Lt.  Paul  K 
LaMaster;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2471).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  PITTENGER:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3769.  An 
act  for  the  relief  of  Jerry  McKinley  Thompson;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2472).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JENNINGS:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3808.  An  act 
to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  certain  officers  and  en- 
listed men  or  former  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  United 
Btates  Navy  for  personal  property  lost  in  the  hurricane  and 
flood  at  New  London,  Conn.,  on  September  21,  1938;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2473) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

CHANGE    OF   REFERENCE 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXII.  the  Committee  on  Pensions 
was  discharged  from  the  consideration  of  the  bill   (H.  R. 
9872  >  granting  a  pension  to  Emma  L.  Cooper,  and  the  same 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  nile  XXil,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  ELLIOTT: 
H.  R.  10026.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  cer- 
tain photographed  records  of  the  United  States  Govern- 


ment, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
position of  Executive  Papers. 
By  Mr.  McLEAN: 
H.  R.  10027.  A  bill  to  extend  temporarily  the  time  for  filing 
applications  and  fees  and  taking  action  in  the  United  States 
Patent  Office  In  favor  of  nations  granting  reciprocal  rights 
to  United  States  citizens;  to  the  Committee  on  Patents. 
By  Mr.  O'NEAL: 
H.  R.  10028.  A  bill  to  provide  for  placing  on  the  retirement 
list  certain  Army  officers  who  have  resigned  from   active 
service;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  RANDOLPH: 
H.  R.  10029.  A  bin  providing  educational  opportimltles  for 
the  children  of  soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines  who  were  killed 
in  action  or  died  as  a  result  of  service  in  the  military  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  during  the  World  War;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia: 
H.  R.  10030.  A  bill  increasing  the  number  of  naval  aviators 
in  the  line  of  the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corjw.  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  JOHN  L.  McMILLAN: 
H.  R.  10031.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  amending  the  old-age 
security  Jaw;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  McLEOD: 
H.J. Res. 563.  Joint  resolution  to  promote  and  encourage 
study  and  research  by  college  students  in  the  science  of  gov- 
ernment, by  authorizing  their  participation  in  the  work  of 
Federal  offices  during  school  vacation  periods;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Education. 

By  Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland: 
H.  J.  Res.  564.  Joint  resolution  making  appropriation  to  en- 
able the  State  of  Maryland,  by  and  through  its  State  roads 
commission  or  the  successors  of  said  commission,  to  construct 
a  four-lane  bridge  across  the  Patapsco  River  in  Baltimore  City 
Harbor;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

H.  J.  Res.  565.  Joint  resolution  making  appropriation  to  en- 
able the  State  of  Maryland,  by  and  through  Its  State  roads 
commission  or  the  successors  of  said  commission,  to  construct 
a  two-lane  tunnel  under  the  Patapsco  River  in  Baltimore  City 
Harbor:  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

H.  J.  Res.  566.  Joint  resolution  making  appropriation  to  en- 
able the  State  of  Maryland,  by  and  through  its  State  roads 
commission  or  the  successors  of  said  commission,  to  construct 
a  bridge  across  the  Chesapeake  Bay  from  Sandy  Point  to  Kent 
Island;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
By  Mrs.  RCX>ERS  of  Massachusetts: 
H.  Con.  Res.  76.  Concurrent  resolution  requesting  the  Presi- 
dent to  send  information  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  THILL: 
H.  Con.  Res.  77.  Concurrent  resolution  calling  for  Congress 
to  remain  in  session  to  insure  national  security  and  peace;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  Emd  Means. 
By  Mr.  VREELAND: 
H.  Res.  516.  Resolution  to  authorize  the  War  Department  to 
negotiate  for  the  control  and  operation  of  Newark  Municipal 
Airport,  Newark.  N.  J.,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BELLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXTT,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows; 
By  Mr.  CONNERY: 
H.R.  10032.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Prakopi  Buben;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland: 
H.R.  10033  (by  request).  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  ac- 
quisition of  flowage  rights  and  the  payment  of  certain  dam- 
ages in  connection  with  the  operation  of  the  Fort  Hall  In- 
dian irrigation  project.  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
H.R.  10034  (by  request).  A  bUI  for  the  relief  of  certain 
disbursing  officers  of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Depart- 


ment of  the  Interior,  and  the  Army;  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

H.R.  10035  (by  request).  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reim- 
bursement of  Philip  A.  Penston,  pharmacist's  mate,  first  class, 
United  States  Coast  Guard,  for  the  value  of  personal  and 
hcusehold  effects  lost  and  destroyed  during  the  hurricane  of 
September  21,  1938,  at  New  London,  Conn.;  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 

H.R.  10036  (by  request).  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  A. 
Kames;  to  the  Ccmmittce  on  Claims. 

H.R.  10037.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ray  C.  McMillen;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia: 

H.  R.  10033.  A  bill  to  award  the  Distinguished  Service  Cross, 
posthumously,  to  First  Lt.  Clovis  Moomaw ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

I  PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8611.  Bv  Mr.  CLASON:  Petition  of  the  ninth  annual  con- 
vention of  the  Order  of  Ahepa,  District  No.  7,  held  at  Pitts- 
field.  Mass.,  on  June  2  and  3,  1940;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8612.  By  Mr.  ENGLEBRIGHT:  Assembly  Joint  Resolution 
No.  23.  protesting  against  the  proposed  attack  upon  the  title 
cf  the  State  of  California  to  its  tide,  submerged,  and  over- 
flowed lands:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8613.  Also.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.  2,  relative  to  dam- 
age by  earthquake  in  Imperial  Valley;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

8614.  Also,  Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.  1,  relative  to  memo- 
rializing the  President  and  Congress  with  reference  to  the 
authorization  of  flood-control  projects  in  California;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8615.  Also,  Assembly  Joint  Resolution  No.  22,  relative  to 
defense  of  the  California  coast;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8616.  Also.  Assembly  Joint  Resolution  No.  2,  relative  to 
memorializing  the  President  and  Congress  to  increase  the  land 
defenses  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8G17.  Also,  Assembly  Joint  Resolution  No.  1,  relative  to 
memorializing  Congress  to  enact  the  necessary  legislation  to 
purge  the  United  States  of  commimism  and  all  of  the  subver- 
sive influences  and  front  organizations  which  are  instigated, 
encouraged,  and  fostered  by  it;  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Natmsdization. 

8618.  Also,  Senate  Joint  Resolution  No.  2.  relative  to  dam- 
age by  earthquake  In  Imperial  Valley;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

8619.  By  Mr.  FLAHERTY:  Petition  of  the  West  End  Neigh- 
borhood League  of  Boston,  Mass..  urging  Congress  to  act 
favorably  on  Senate  bill  591  during  the  present  session  of 
Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8620.  By  Mr.  HOOK:  Resolution  passed  by  the  Dickinson 
County  Board  of  Supervisors  in  Iron  Mountain,  Mich.,  on 
May  24,  1940.  on  the  advisability  of  having  airplane  factories 
located  in  Dickinson  County,  Mich.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8621.  Also,  resolution  of  Sp.  "Samuel  Tomasik."  branch  177. 
of  the  Slovak  Evangelical  Union,  Augsburg  Confession,  of 
America,  Bessemer,  Mich.,  on  6-hour  workday  and  30-hour 
week;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8622.  Also,  resolution  of  Sp.  "Samuel  Tomasik."  branch  177. 
of  the  Slovak  Evangelical  Union,  Augsburg  Confession,  of 
America,  Bessemer.  Mich.,  on  antitrust  laws;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

8623.  Also,  resolution  of  Sp.  "Samuel  Tomasik."  branch  177. 
of  the  Slovak  Evangelical  Union.  Augsburg  Confession,  of 
America.  Bessemer.  Mich.,  on  social  security.  Unemployment 
Compensation  Division:  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

8624.  By  Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the  En- 
terprise AssociaUon  of  Steam.  Hot  Water,  Hydraulic,  Pneu- 


matic Tube.  Compressed  Air,  Ice  Machine,  Air  Conditioning, 
and  General  Pipe  Fitters  of  New  York  and  Vicinity.  Local 
Union  638.  of  the  United  Association,  New  York  City,  rela- 
tive to  certain  prosecutions  of  labor  unions  by  the  Department 
of  Justice;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8625.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  cf  the 
United  States  Wholesale  Grocers'  Association,  Inc..  urging 
enactment  of  House  bill  1,  known  as  the  Patman  chain-store 
bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8626.  Also,  petition  of  the  Social  Service  Commission  of  New 
York  City,  relative  to  the  neutrality  policy  of  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8627.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Public  Housing  Con- 
ference, concerning  Senate  bill  591,  and  urging  Its  immediate 
enactment;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8628.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
Slate  of  New  York,  urging  enactment  of  the  amended  Town- 
send  bill  to  end  Government  purchases  of  foreign  silver;  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8629.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Mall  Order  House,  urging 
immediate  enactment  of  House  bill  9888;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8630.  Also,  petition  of  the  Irving  C.  Krewson  Corporation. 
New  York  City,  urging  enactment  of  House  bill  9888;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8631.  Also,  petition  of  Anheuser-Busch,  Inc.,  relating  to 
the  tax  on  beer  recommended  by  the  President  in  connection 
with  the  defense  tax  bill  and  urging  that  it  shall  not  exceed 
$1 ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8632.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Office  and  Professional 
Workers  of  America,  Local  No.  16.  New  York,  relating  to  the 
President's  Reorganization  Plan  No.  V,  transferring  the  Bu- 
reau of  Immigration  and  Naturalization  to  the  Department 
of  Justice;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. 

8633.  By  Mr.  KRAMER:  Resolution  of  the  Assembly  and 
Senate  of  the  State  of  California,  memorializing  Congress 
to  enact  the  necessary  legislation  to  purge  the  United  States 
of  communism  and  all  of  the  subversive  influences  and  front 
organizations  which  are  Instigated,  encouraged,  and  fostered 
by  It;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8634.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Assembly  and  Senate  of  the 
State  of  California,  memorializing  the  President  and  Con- 
gress to  increase  the  land  defenses  of  the  United  States;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8635.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Assembly  and  Senate  of  the 
State  of  California,  relating  to  the  defense  of  the  California 
coast;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8636.  Also,  resolution  of  the  American  Legion,  relating  to 
the  matter  of  American  airport  facilities;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8637.  Also,  resolution  of  the  American  Legion,  relating  to 
the  3-year  residence  requirement  for  relief  applicants;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 

8638.  Also,  resolution  of  the  American  Legion,  relating  to 
commending  the  work  of  the  Dies  committee;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules. 

8639.  Also,  resolution  of  the  American  Legion,  relating  to 
the  deportation  of  undesirable  aliens;  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8640.  By  Mr.  POAGE:  Petition  of  Hugo  Preund,  of  West, 
Tex.,  expressing  approval  of  the  defense  program  and  a  will- 
ingness to  contribute  to  the  cost;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

8641.  By  Mr.  TENEROWICZ:  Resolution  of  the  Bulgarian 
Macedonian  Progressive  Organizations,  protesting  proposed 
transfer  of  Bureau  of  Immigration  and  Naturalization  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  and  protesting  the  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  V;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. 

8642.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  E.  R.  Guild  and  others, 
of  Glenwood  Springs,  Colo.,  urging  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  relations;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 
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8643.  Also,  petition  of  the  Ycung  People's  ReUglons  Union, 
Boston.  Mass..  urging  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  the  Dies  committee;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

8644.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Public  Housing  Con- 
ference. New  York,  urging  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  Senate  bill  591.  the  United  States  Housing 
Authority  program:  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

8645.  Also,  petition  of  Local  No.  917,  E.  R.  M.  W.  A.,  urging 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  Dies 
committee;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

8646.  Also,  petition  of  the  Call  Field  Veterans'  Association, 
Wichita  Palls,  Tex.,  urging  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8647.  Also,  petition  of  the  Crescent  Club,  Inc.,  Yonkers. 
N.  v.,  urging  consideration  of  their  resolution  u1th  reference 
to  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8648.  Also,  petition  of  the  Maryland  Hotel  Men's  Associa- 
tion. Baltimore,  Md..  urging  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  urging  the  permanent  return  of  the  historic 
frigate  Ccnislellation  to  Baltimore ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 


SENATE 

Monday,  June  10,  1940 

^Legislative  day  of  Ttiesdav.  May  28.  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  ZeBamey  T.  Phillips,  D.  D.,  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

O  God,  Eternal  Spirit,  who  art  and  wast  and  art  to  come, 
of  whom  we  think  as  the  living  comprehension  of  all  beauty, 
truth,  and  goodness,  as  the  infinite,  divine  reality  of  all  our 
ideas  of  righteousness,  justice,  and  mercy:  Fill  us  with  the 
mystic  sense  of  Thy  presence,  that,  as  we  bow  our  heads  in 
awe  and  worship,  we  may  feel  the  liigh  purpose  of  our  God 
enduring  through  these  earthly  vicissitudes,  and  may  be  de- 
livered from  each  sad,  despondent  mood,  induced  by  the  con- 
templation of  the  grievous  woes  and  evils  of  our  world.  Be 
patient  with  us.  we  beseech  Thee,  and  comfort  us  with  the 
comfort  of  the  Spirit,  which  silently  witnesseth  with  our 
spirit. 

Strengthen  us  to  labor  in  the  dark  by  the  light  of  the  little 
lamp  that  shines,  imtil  the  day  star  shall  arise  and  dawn  in 
our  hearts  and  we  behold  once  more  the  tides  of  Justice 
sweeping  around  the  world. 

Help  each  one  of  us  to  fight  the  good  fight,  having  on  the 
armor  of  righteousness;  to  seek  his  place  and  to  fill  it,  as 
Thou  wouldst  have  him  do.  Comfort  all  those  who  at  this 
hour  suffer  and  languish  on  beds  of  pain  or  on  the  field  of 
battle.  Be  Thou  their  Guide  and  Stay,  and  receive.  O  blessed, 
merciful  Ood.  the  souls  of  the  dying  to  some  new  life  of  oppor- 
tunity and  beauteous  service  beyond  these  mortal  scenes. 
Through  Jesus  Christ,  oiu*  Lord.    Amen. 

THX  JOT7RNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley.  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Joiunal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Thiu-sday.  June  6.  1940.  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

mSSAGES  FROM  THI  PRESIDENT— /APPROVAL  OP  BILLS 

Messages  in   writing  from   the  Piesident  of   the  United 
States  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta.  one 
Of  his  secretaries,  who  also  announced  that  the  President 
had  approved  and  signed  the  following  bills: 
On  June  6.  1940: 

S.  1239.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Prlscilla  M.  Noltmd; 

S.  1649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alan  C.  Winter,  Jr..  and 
Elizabeth  Winter; 

S.  1942.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representative  of 
Anna  Barbara  Kosick.  deceased: 


S.  2132.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherlne  Scott,  Mr.  J.  H. 
Scott.  Jettie  Stewart,  and  Ruth  Mincemeyer; 

S.  2199.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isadore  J.  Friedman; 

S.  2268.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roxie  Richardson; 

S.  3071.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Luther  Devoe;  and 

S.  3307.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  Mrs.  A.  R.  Barnard,  Charles  A.  Stephens.  Donald  W. 
Prairie,  and  dependents  of  Vem  A.  Needles,"  approved  July 
15,  1939.  , 

On  June  7,  1940: 

S.  2083.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Parker 
McKee,  Sr.,  and  Louise  McKee; 

S.  2572.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  M.  Shea: 

3.2667.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  W. 
Finley; 

S.  3092.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  MaJ.  John  R.  Holt: 

S.  3233.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  T.  Jensen; 

S.  3328.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dorothy  Crossing;  and 

S.  3487.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Lt.  William  Lee 
Clemmer,  Coast  Guard. 
On  June  8,  1940: 

S.  920.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of  Montana  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  estate 
of  Joseph  Mihelich;  and 

S.  3304.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  Prank  Kuner,  private, 
uniformed  force.  United  States  Secret  Service. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  without  amendment  the  following  bills  of 
the  Senate: 

S.  163.  An  act  directing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
issue  to  Albert  W.  Gabbey  a  patent  to  certain  lands  in  the 
State  of  Wyoming; 

S.  505.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  summon  Sam  Alexander  before  an  Army  retiring 
board,  and  for  other  purposes: 

S.  897.  An  act  to  correct  the  military  record  of  Walter 
Ballhaus; 

S.  1326.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Janet  Hendel.  nee  Judith 
Shapiro; 

S.  1328.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lena  Hendel.  nee  Lena 
Goldberg: 

S.  1608.  An  act  to  repeal  the  provisions  of  Private  Law 
No.  347.  Seventy-flrst  Congress,  pertaining  to  Victoria  Kessel; 

8. 1635.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Acme  Die-Casting 
Corporation: 

S.  1638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thermal  Syndicate, 
Limited: 

8. 1678.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  B,  Chrystal; 

8. 1977.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  A.  Farrell; 

S.  2209.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earlc  Embrey; 

8.  2250.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  P.  Tondre; 

8.  2295.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  to  reappoint  and 
honorably  discharge  David  J.  Sawyer,  second  lieutenant. 
National  Army,  as  of  May  11,  1919; 

S.  2735.  An  act  authorizing  the  issuance  to  Orvllle  Wright 
of  honorary  aircraft  pilot's  certificate  No.  1; 

S.  3009.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  to  present  the 
Navy  Cross  to  Capt.  Frank  N.  Roberts,  United  States  Army; 

S.  3038.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  advancement  of  John  L. 
Hines  on  the  retired  list  of  the  Army; 

S.  3044.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nadine  Sanders; 

S.  3061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andrew  Olson; 

S.  3095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Huston; 

S.  3245.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria  Teresa  Valdes 
Thompson ; 

S.3306.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roy  P.  Lassly,  former 
Acting  Chief  Disbursing  CTerk,  Department  of  the  Interior; 

S.  3337.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Lewis  State  Bank,  of 
Tallahassee,  Fla.; 

S.  3338.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alice  C.  Wainwright; 
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S.  3673.  An  act  to  enable  Kurt  Frings  to  enter  and  remain 
permanently  in  the  United  States:  and 

S.  3887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laura  Trice  Converse. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills  of  the  Senate,  severally  with  an  amend- 
ment, in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

S.  1024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harriett  BosweU,  guardian 
of  Betty  Fisher; 

S  2598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Wessely; 

S.2782.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  W.  Kinderman: 

and 

S.  3578.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Smith. 

The  message  further  annoimced  that  the  Hoxise  had  passed 
the  following  bills  of  the  Senate,  each  with  amendments,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

S  3196.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  approved  May  24.  1938. 
entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Comision  Mixta 
Demarcadora  de  Limites  Entre  Colombia  y  Panama"  and  for 
the  relief  of  Jose  Antonio  Sossa  D:  and 

S.  3813.  An  act  to  authorize  the  pre.sentation  of  a  Con- 
gressional Medal  of  Honor  to  William  Smnott. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  insisted  upon 
its  amendments  to  the  bill  (S.  4026)  providing  for  the  reor- 
ganization of  the  Navy  Department,  and  for  other  purposes, 
disagreed  to  by  the  Senate:  agreed  to  the  conference  asked 
by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Drewry,  and 
Mr.  Maas  were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  808)  to 
confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  District  Court  of  the  United 
States  for  the  Southern  District  of  Florida  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Zook  Palm  Nurseries, 
Inc.,  a  Florida  corporation. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  severally 
agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  following  bills 

of  the  House:  .     .      „ 

H.  R.  2417.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and  or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  exte- 
rior of  boundaries  of  the  Sequoia  National  Forest.  Calif.; 

H.  R.  2418.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  to  certain  lands,  so  that  they  may 
become  parts  of  the  Whitman.  Malheur,  or  Umatilla  National 
Forests:  and  ,  , 

H.  R.  7643.  An  act  to  faclllUte  and  simplify  national-for- 
est administration. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9243)  to  provide  for  the  promotion  of  pro- 
motion-list officers  of  the  Army  after  specified  years  of  service 
In  grade,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  concurrent  resolution  (8.  Con.  Res.  48)  relating  to  the 
enrollment  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9326)  to  provide  educational 
employees  of  the  public  schools  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
With  leave  of  absence,  with  part  pay.  for  purposes  of  educa- 
tional improvement,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills,  in  which  it  requested  the  concuirence  of 

the  Senate: 

H  R  382.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gus  Roth; 

H  R.  2070.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Edwin  Forsman; 

H.  R.  2117.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  Pace; 

H.  R.  2489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Angle  Ward: 

H  R  3713.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joe  Carter; 

H  R  3925.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evelyn  L.  Ratcliffe; 

H  R  4066.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseflna  Alvarado; 

H  R  4148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  S.  Arthur,  as 
executrix  of  the  estate  of  Richard  M.  Arthur,  deceased; 

H  R  4353.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Amelia  Eisenstein; 

HR  4354   An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bessie  Singer  Weinman; 

H.  R.  4357.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Felix  Frank,  his  wife, 
Sarah,  and  children,  Jacob  and  Pauline; 
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H.  R.  4412.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Beatrice  Lois  Rucker; 

H.  R.  4656.  An  act  to  record  the  lawful  admission  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  of  E.sther  Klein; 

H.  R.  5352.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Felix  Bernstein; 

H.  R.  5388.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Thomas  Lewellyn  and 
Drusilla  Lewellyn: 

H.  R.  5569.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stuart  Bastow; 

H.  R.  6145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  L.  Riley: 

H.  R.  6365.  An  act  to  correct  the  military  records  of  DeRosey 
C.  CabeU.  McFarland  Cockrill.  James  N.  Caperton,  Junius  H. 
Houghton.  Otto  F.  Lange.  Paul  B.  Parker,  James  deB.  Walbach, 
and  Victor  W.  B.  Wales; 

H.  R.  6680.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laszlo  Kardos.  Magdolna 
Kardos.  and  Gaby  Kardos; 

H.  R.  6703.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clara  E.  Freeman; 

H.  R.  6730.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  Glenn.  Jr.; 

H.  R.  6737.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  D.  Green; 

H.  R.  6888.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther  Jacobs; 

H.  R.  6889.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frances  M.  Hannah; 

H.  R.  7098.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  L.  S.  Jones; 
H.  R.  7178.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ludwig  Baur; 
H.  R.  7277.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Stefanida  Szew- 
czuk-Omelchuk  (Kovalcik) ; 

H.  R.  7459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bettina  Bernstein: 
HR.  7493.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roy  F.  Lassly,  former 
Acting  Chief  Disbursing  Clerk.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and   Guy   F.   Allen,   Chief   Disbursing   Officer,   Division   of 
Disbursement,  Treasury  Department; 

H.  R.  7495.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gloria  D.  Downing; 
H.  R.  7749.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Molnar; 
H.  R.  7825.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  C.  S.  Hobson; 
H.  R.  7880.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  Emery; 
H.  R.  7955.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Louis  Rosenstone; 
H.  R.  8140.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanley  McMahan; 
H.  R.  8163.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antonio  Sabatini; 
H.  R.  8226.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David  Morgenstem; 
H.  R.  8252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Owen; 
H.  R.  8304.  An  act   for  the  relief   of  Mrs.  O.  A.  Danne- 
iDcrKcr ' 
H.  R.  8379.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Izaak  Szaja  Licht: 
H.R.  8414.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  E.  Molster, 
,  former  disbursing  clerk  for  the  Department  of  Commerce 
;  and  the  National  Recovery  Admlnistratlpn ;  J.  L.  Summers, 
deceased,  former  chief  disbursing  clerk.  Division  of  Disburse- 
ment. Treasury  Department;   and  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  dis- 
bursing officer.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Depart- 
ment: 
H.R. 8432.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Florence  Chumley; 
H.R.  8551.  An   act   for   the   relief   of   Xenophon   George 
Panos ; 
H.R. 8605.  An   act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Janlec   and 

Ignatz  Janlec:  .  , 

H.  R.  8708.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Harold  C.  Preble,  naval 

flfcliltcct  * 

H.  R.  8744.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ernest  Lyle  Greenwood 
and  Phyllis  Joy  Greenwood; 

H.R.  8785.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Blanche  W.  Stout: 

H.R. 8906.  An  act  to  record  the  lawful  admission  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  of  Nicholas  O.  Karas; 

H.R.  8910.  An  act  providing  for  the  extension  of  non- 
quota status  to  Frederick  Beck; 

H.  R.  9027.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Gustav  Weil,  Irma 
Weil,  and  Marion  Weil; 

H  R  9117.  An  act  to  eliminate  the  tax  on  brandy  and 
wine  spirits  used  in  the  fortification  of  wine,  to  increase  the 
tax  on  wine,  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  revenue  occa- 
sioned by  the  elimination  of  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wme 
spirits  used  in  the  fortification  of  wine,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: 

H.R. 9195.  An  act  to  amend  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act; 

H  R.  9390.  An  act  granting  pensions  and  increase  of  pen- 
sions to  certain  widows,  former  widows,  and  dependent 
children  of  veterans  of  the  Civil  War; 
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fining  Co..  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9589.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Prances  POlsom 

Cleveland  Preston:  and 

H.  R.  9651.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Meier  Langermann.  his 
wife.  Priederike.  and  son.  Joseph. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  affixed 
his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bUls  and  Joint  resolu- 
tion, and  they  were  signed  by  the  Vice  President,  except  as  to 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  59: 

8. 1759.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
States  of  Montana.  North  Dakota,  and  Wyoming  to  negotiate 
and  enter  Into  a  compact  or  agreement  for  division  of  the 
v.aters  of  the  Yellowstone  River; 

9. 10e4.  An  act  to  amend  section  5136  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes, as  amrnded.  to  authorize  charitable  contrlbutloni  by 
national  baiiking  associations: 

e.  2568.  An  act  to  amend  thr  Federal  Credit  Union  Act 
(June  26, 1934.  ch.  750.  par.  1.  48  Stat,  1216.  sec.  1761 ) ; 

8. 3959.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  city  of  Port  Lauderdale.  Pia..  an  easement  or 
fa»<  menu  authorizing  such  city  to  construct  and  motntain  a 
highway  and  utility  facilities  over  the  United  Slates  Coast 
Guard  Reservation  known  as  Base  6  at  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla.; 
and 

S.J. Res. 59.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Bureau  of 
Lat)or  Statistics  to  collect  Information  as  to  amount  and  value 
of  all  goods  produced  in  State  and  Federal  prisons. 

CALL  or  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Adams 

Andrew* 

Afihurst 

Austin 

BsUey 

Bankhrad 

Barbour 

Barkley 

BUbo 

Bone 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Cliavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo 

Ocnnally 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Glass  1.  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarranI.  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr.  Stewart  1.  and  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  I  Mr.  Thomas]  are  necessarily  detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts I  Mr.  Lodge],  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Frazier],  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey] 
are  necessarily  al>sent  from  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-six  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.     A  quorum  is  present. 

REPORT  OF  reconstruction  FINANCE  CORPORATION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  report 
signed  by  the  Chairman  and  Secretary  of  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  covering  the  operations  of  the  Cor- 
poration for  the  first  quarter  of  1940  and  from  the  period  of 
its  organization  on  February  2.  1932.  to  March  31.  1940.  in- 
clusive, which,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Banldng  and  Currency. 

REPORT  OF  NATIONAL  HISTORICAL   PUBLICATIONS   COMMISSIOH 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Archivist  of  the  United  States,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  a  report  submitted  by  the  National  Historical  Publica- 


Dtinaher 

La  Follette 

Schwartz 

Da  via 

Lee 

Scbwellenbach 

Donahey 

Lucas 

Sheppard 

Downey 

Lundcen 

Shipstead 

E' lender 

McKellar 

Slattery 

George 

McNary 

Smathers 

Gerry 

Smith 

Gillette 

Mead 

Thomas  Idaho 

Green 

Miner 

Thomas.  Utah 

OulTey 

Mi  n  ton 

Tobey 

Gurftey 

Murray 

Townsend 

HsrrUon 

Neely 

Truman 

Hatch 

NcMTla 

Ty  dings 

Hayden 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Herring 

O'Mahoney 

V.in  Nuys 

Hill 

Ov-erton 

Wagner 

Hotman 

Pepper 

Walsh 

Holt 

Piltman 

Wheeler 

Hughes 

RadcUffe 

White 

John.«ion,  Calif. 

Becd 

WUey 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

King 

Russell 

of  Chester.  HI.. 
acrOM  the  Mif 
con«tr\ictlon  U  com- 


tlons  Commission,  which,  with  the  accompanying  report,  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

REPORT  OF  NEAR  EAST  RELIEF 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Comptroller  of  the  Near  East  Relief,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant-to  law,  the  report  of  that  organization  for  the  year 
ended  December  31.  1939.  which,  with  the  accompanying 
report,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 

PETITIONS  AND   MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  IIU- 
nols,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce: 

Whereas  there  is  now  pending  In  the  United  SUtes  Senate,  Houm 
Resolution  No.  8372.  already  paaaed  by  the  House  of  Rcprcientatlveg 
of  Oongreta,  which  resolution  authorizes  the  city 
to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
■iMlppI  River  St  or  near  naid  city   If  such 
inenced  prior  to  June  31,  1040:  snd 

WhtTriui  the  construction  of  such  bridge  U  of  great  importance  to 
•  large  portion  of  the  inhablUnts  of  this  State  and  to  numeroxM 
persons  of  other  States:  and 

WhersM  the  construction  of  such  bridge  would  promote  Inttr- 
st«t«  commerce.  Improve  the  Postal  Service,  and  be  of  value  for  mili- 
tary purpoaes:  and 

Whereaii  the  State  of  Illinois,  through  Its  department  of  public 
works  and  buildings,  ha«  approved  the  location  of  and  made  all 
necessary  surveys  (or  highway  approaches  to  such  bridge;  and 

Wh*'reas  arruiiKcmrnts  have  been  completed  fur  the  financing  of 
such  bridge:   Now,  Ihi-reforc.  be  It 

Reaolitd  by  the  tfnate  of  the  aixtV'flrat  general  annemhly  at  the 
ftrtt  upeeial  ituion  thereof  {the  house  of  repreaentativet  eoneurring 
herein).  That  the  Senate  of  the  United  State*  be,  and  Is  hereby, 
memorialized  and  requested  to  give  favorable  conalderatlon  to  the 
aforesaid  resolution  and  to  enact  It  at  an  early  date;  and  be  it 
further 

Reaoh^d.  That  a  copy  of  this  preamble  and  resolution  be  for- 
warded to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  to  each  Member  of 
the  United  SUtes  Senate  from  the  State  of  Illinois. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  reso- 
lution adopted  by  the  thirty-fourth  annual  convention  of  the 
Maryland  State  and  District  of  Columbia  Federation  of 
Labor  at  Hagerstown.  Md..  favoring  that,  in  the  involun- 
tary separation  of  employees  from  the  Federal  service,  as 
much  consideration  be  given  to  every  efiQciency  rating  that 
any  separated  employee  has  had  diuing  the  period  of  em- 
ployment as  that  appearing  in  the  last  efficiency  rating, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Italian- 
American  Citizens  League  of  the  Oranges.  N.  J.,  favoring 
the  United  States  keeping  out  of  war,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  memorial  of  sundry  citi- 
zens of  New  York  City,  N.  Y..  remonstrating  against  amend- 
ment or  repeal  of  the  so-called  Johnson  Act.  relating  to 
loans  to  foreign  nations,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Execu- 
tive National  Council  of  the  Creek  Tribe.  Okmulgee  County, 
Okla..  requesting  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  furnish  a 
report,  with  the  approval  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  to  the  secretary  of  the  Creek  National  Council  on 
all  properties  that  were  sold  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
all  projjerties  now  held  in  trust  by  the  United  States  for 
the  use  and  benefit  of  the  Creek  Tribe  of  Indians,  and  all 
moneys  that  were  collected  from  any  source  belonging  to 
the  Creek  Tribe  under  various  acts  of  Congress,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Maryland  Police  Asoociation  at  a  recent  meeting  in 
Hyattsville,  Md..  offering  its  continued  cooperation  with  the 
Federal  Government  in  the  suppression  and  elimination  cf 
treasonable  and  un-American  activities,  and  also  offering 
its  aid  and  services  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
or  other  official  agencies  under  the  Government  in  uphold- 
ing American  ideals  and  safeguarding  the  F>eace  and  happi- 
ness of  the  people,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Mary- 
land Hotel  Men's  Association,  Baltimore,  Md..  requesting  the 
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return  of  the  U.  S.  frigate  ConsteUatUm  to  Baltimore,  and 
that  a  permanent  berth  be  provided  for  the  historic  vessel 
at  Fort  McHenry.  Baltimore.  Md.,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature 
of  a  petition  from  C.  N.  Sisson.  president  of  Friends  of  Allies, 
Hartsville.  S.  C,  praying  that  the  Allied  nations  be  provided 
with  airplanes,  guns,  munitions,  and  supplies  as  suggested 
by  General  Pershing,  which  was  ordered  lo  lie  on  the  table. 
He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  Lions 
Clubs  of  Temple,  Tex.;  Marlon,  Ind.;  and  Hoboken.  N.  J., 
and  the  Oardena  Valley  Uons  Club,  of  Gardena,  Calif.,  favor- 
ing the  taking  of  all  meastirea  to  strengthen  the  national 
defense,  and  to  put  an  end  to  »ubvcr8lvc  activities  of  agent* 
and  members  of  the  so-called  "fifth  column."  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table.  .   ^    ^  * 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  s  resolution  of  the  Cre«:ent 
Club,  of  Yonkcrs,  N.  Y..  commending  Members  of  the  Con- 
gress for  the  patriotic  ond  nonpariifcan  rnunncr  in  which 
they  have  given  approval  to  an  adequate  mlliury  Program 
for  the  protection  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  which 
WM  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table.  ».-,..     w« 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  of  Clarksvllle  and  Montgomery  County,  Tenn., 
commending  the  President  and  Cong i  ess  for  the  steps  being 
taken  to  prepare  and  equip  the  Nation  for  security  from 
invasion,  and  also  favoring  the  enactment  of  legislation  to 
balance  the  Budget  and  reduce  the  national  debt,  which 
was  ordered  to  He  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by 
an  executive  session  of  the  Call  Field  Veterans'  Association, 
Wichita  Falls.  Tex.,  favoring  the  establishment  of  an 
Independent  air  service  for  the  United  States,  favoring  the 
enactment  of  legislation  to  protect  the  country  from  profit- 
eering in  war  materials,  and  the  prevention  of  sabotage  and 
the  pernicious  activities  of  aU  subversive  elements,  and  also 
that  measures  be  taken  so  that  the  southern  border  of  the 
"United  States  may  be  promptly  and  adequately  protected, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens 
of  the  State  of  Kansas,  praying  that  Congress  remain  in  ses- 
sion during  the  present  international  crisis,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Buffalo 
(N.  Y.)  Branch  of  the  Women's  International  League  for 
Peace  and  Freedom,  requesting  that  Congress  remain  in  ses- 
sion during  the  summer  months  so  as  to  keep  the  Nation  out 
of  war,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Republi- 
can County  Committee,  third  assembly  district.  Jackson 
Heights.  N.  Y..  requesting  that  Congress  remain  in  session 
during  the  present  international  crisis,  and  that  the  Presi- 
dent appoint  a  national-defense  councU  similar  to  that  ap- 
pointed during  the  last  World  War.  a  council  vested  with 
authority  and  not  merely  of  an  advisory  character,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of 
a  petition  from  Local  No.  453,  Michigan  Workers  Alliance, 
Detroit.  Mich.,  praying  for  increases  and  remonstrating 
against  any  slashes  in  money  and  jobs  under  the  W.  P.  A.  in 
the  pending  work-relief  joint  resolution,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Baltimore.  Md..  praying  for  the  prompt  adoption  of  all  proper 
national-defense  measures  for  the  United  States,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

AH)  SHORT  or  WAR  TO  THE  ALLIES — PETITION 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf  of  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Lodge!  and  myself.  I 
ask  consent  to  present  a  petition  containing  approximately 
10  000  names  of  ciUzens  of  Pitchburg,  Gardner.  Westminster, 
Liinenburg  and  Ashby,  Mass.,,  urging  that  all  possible  ma- 
terial aid,  short  of  war,  be  given  the  Allies.    I  ask  that  the 
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petition  be  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign 

Relations.  ,     ,        . 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition  was  received  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

THIRD  ARMY   MANEUVERS  AT  ALEXANDRIA,  LA.;    RESOLUTION 

Mr  ELLENDER  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Alexandria  (La.)  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  board  of  directors  of  the  Alexandria  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce,  on  motion  made  and  carried  at  the  conclusiori 
of  the  Third  Army  maneuvers,  admittedly  the  greatest  P^°f ff<?J« 
concentration  of  troops  in  American  history.  That  the  community 
J?p5oud  that  \tL  hinterland  haa  served  the  national  interest  as  the 
maneuver  area,  and  proud  also  of  the  opportunity  to  be  Ho't  to 
Xh  a  dlstln^iulshed  portion  of  the  Federal  military  forces  aa  con- 
stituted the  Third  Army:  but  be  it  even  more  especially 

iciolffS.  Thnt  the  Alexandria  Chamber  of  Commerce,  through 
Its  Sard  of  director-,  record  the  fuel  that  it  han  been  extremely 
mnreMrd  during  th^  period  of  the  maneuvers  involving  mors 
thnn  70  000  tro.p,.  by  the  exrellent  bearinK  and  deportment  of 
Ihe  soldier,  offhi  United  Blale-  Army.  At  no  previous  tin«  in  J  «o 
raihrr  leiiiithy  exporlenco  which  our  communliy  has  enjoynd  w  h 
[he  ReS  Artny  have  our  clU/ens  been  so  Krnulnely  nleaaed  with 
lis  muKry  visitors  as  upon  this  oces.K.n;  be  It  theielore 

Furthcr\e,olved.  That  a  copy  of  thl-  r*"^""^  ""  »^,  «:''/  J?  Jg! 
President  of  the  UnU«d  Blatei  as  Commander  In  Chief  of  ins 
Arm  t  to  the  Serretury  of  War,  (he  Chief  of  Mtaff:  to  the  member; 
of  tl>ri4llltBry  Affairs  Committees  of  both  Brnnte  and  House;  and 
to  the  Benatora  and  Congreaamen  from  Louiaiana. 

riDIRAL   CASOLINI   TAX   IN  lOUTH    DAKOTA— RESOLTTTlOlf 

Mr  OURNEY  presented  a  resolution  of  the  South  Dakota 
Oasoiine  Tax  Evasion  Committee,  Huron,  S.  Dak.,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  present  Federal  gasoline  tax  of  1  cent  per  gallon  Impoaes  an 
excessive  burden  upon  this  essential  commodity  of  even'day  use. 
SSen  added  to  the  4-cent  State  levy,  the  total  tax  amounts  to 
34  percent  of  the  retail  price  of  the  product,  as  compared  with 
the  3-percent  rate  on  all  other  retail  sales. 

The  typical  motorist  in  South  Dakota  is  a  person  of  very  modest 
means,  for  official  studies  by  agents  of  the  Federal  Government 
Bhow  that  his  income  averages  »20  to  $30  a  week  The  annual 
total  taxes  of  $45  on  his  automobile  and  Its  operation,  therefore 
represents  2  week's  income.  He  clearly  cannot  buy  necessities  with 
the  same  money  he  uses  to  pay  taxes.  .      o      ♦»,    t^v^^o 

Every  time  the  operator  of  a  service  station  In  South  Dakota 
sells  $1  worth  of  gasoline  he  collected  from  the  motorists  (a  ma- 
lorlty  of  whom  are  fanners)  an  additional  34  cents  In  taxes  of 
which  nearly  7  cents  must  Immediately  be  turned  over  to  the 
Federal  Government  for  the  present  Federal  gasoline  tax. 

Farmers  of  the  State  who  because  of  their  operations  are  obliged 
to  use  gasoline  for  their  power  In  carrying  on  their  business  are 
oblleed  to  pay  this  exorbitant  tax,  whereas  other  Individuals  or 
farmers  who  get  along  with  horses  or  nontaxable  fuels  for  power 
are  relieved  from  this  enormous  burden. 

Now  therefore,  because  of  the  present  enormity  of  the  Federal 
gasolirie  tax  and  Its  direct  burden  upon  all  the  people  of  the  State 
of  South  Dakota  and  the  farmers  In  particular:   Be  it 

Resolved  That  this  association  do  hereby  strenuously  oppose  the 
present  efforts  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  Increase  this 
tax.  and  use  Its  best  efforts  In  urging  Its  congressional  representa- 
tion to  vote  against  any  such  proposed  Increase:  Be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  congres- 
Blcnal  representation  of  South  Dakota  in  Washington.  D.  C. 

REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES 

Mr.  SHEPPAFID.  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3768)  to  amend  section  40. 
National  Defense  Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the  organization 
ol  the  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps,  so  as  to  provide  for 
an  exception  with  respect  to  the  University  of  Alaska,  re- 
ported it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1786)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  4057)  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  certain  ad- 
ditional lands  for  military  purposes,  reported  it  with  amend- 
ments and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1787)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  3619)  relating  to  changes  in  the  administration  of 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  bearing  on  Federal 
recognition,  pay,  allotment  of  funds,  driU,  training,  and  so 
forth,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a  report 
(No.  1788)  thereon. 
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Bylr.  KINO,  from  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclama- 
tion, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4011)  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  accept  payment  of  an  annual 
equitable  overhead  charge  in  connection  with  the  repayment 
contract  between  the  United  States  and  the  Strawberry 
Water  Users'  Association  of  Payson.  Utah,  in  full  satisfaction 
of  delinquent  billings  upon  the  basis  of  an  annual  fixed  over- 
head charge,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  without 
amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1789)  thereon. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and 
Surveys,  to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported 
them  each  without  amendment  and  submitted  reports 
thereon: 

S.  4045.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  acceptance  of  donations  of 
properly  for  the  Mammoth  Cave  National  Park,  in  the  State 
of  Kentucky,  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  1790):  and 

H.  R.  8316.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  sell  certain  land  to  the  Conconully  Cemetery  Association 
(Rept.  No.  1791), 

Mr.  ADAMS  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
and  Surveys,  to  which  was  recommitted  the  bill  (H.  R.  6560) 
relating  to  placer-mining  claims  for  deposits  of  phosphate, 
sodium.  pota.ssium.  oil.  oil  shale,  or  gas  on  the  public  do- 
main, reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a  report 
(No.  1792)  thereon. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings 
and  Grounds,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1825)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  acquisition  of  certain  property  for  public  use  in 
the  District  of  Columbia.  rep)orted  it  with  amendments  and 
submitted  a  report  <Nc.  1793)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  Com.mittee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  which  was 
referred  the  bill  <S.  2842)  to  provide  for  an  appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  from  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Claims  in  a  suit  instituted  by  George  A.  Carden  and 
Anderson  T.  Herd,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1794)  thereon. 

Mr.  VAN  NUYS,  from  the  Conunittee  on  Expenditures  in 
the  Executive  Departments,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill 
(S.  3974)  to  clarify  section  3709  (U.  S.  C,  1934  ed..  title 
41.  sec.  5).  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1795)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (S.  820)  providing  for  the  granting  of 
leave  to  certain  employees  of  the  United  States  to  enable  them 
to  vote  at  elections,  reported  it  without  amendment^and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1797)  thereon. 

Mr.  BURKE,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  was 
referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  5592)  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  Atki- 
son,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report 
(No.  1798)  thereon. 

Mr.  CHANDLER,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to 
which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  each 
without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

S.  3990.  A  bill  to  transfer  the  essential  language  of  section 
518,  UHe  rv,  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  approved  June  17, 1930, 
into  the  Judicial  Code  of  the  United  States  and  to  provide 
for  its  reenactment  as  part  of  said  Judicial  Code,  to  take  efifect 
from  the  date  of  its  passage,  including  the  allowance  to  the 
judges  of  the  United  States  Customs  Court.  Government 
counsel,  and  stenographic  clerks  as  set  forth  therein  for  trav- 
eling expenses  inctirred  for  maintenance  while  absent  from 
New  York  on  official  business  and  to  repeal  all  acts  incon- 
sistent therewith  to  the  extent  of  such  inconsistency,  and  for 
other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  1799) ;  and 

S.  4090.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  donate 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  H.  S.  Scott,  D.  W.  Collins, 
Pred  M.  Gross,  trustees,  Ashland  EMstrict  Coimcil,  Boy  Scouts 
of  America,  the  log  house  known  as  the  John  Secrest  home, 
located  on  the  site  of  the  Federal  Correctional  Institution 
near  Ashland,  Ky.  (Rept.  No.  1800). 

Mr.  CHANDLER  also  (for  Mr.  McCabrah)  .  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R. 


8399)  to  prohibit  the  receipt,  possession,  or  disposition  of 
money  or  property  feloniously  taken  from  a  bank  organized 
or  operaUng  imder  the  laws  of  the  United  States  or  any  mem- 
ber of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  reported  it  without  amend- 
ment and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1801)  thereon. 

Mr.  MILLER,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bUl  (H.  R.  4828)  to  amend  the  law 
limiting  the  operation  of  statutes  of  limitations  In  certain 
cases,  reported  it  with  amen(ament5  and  submitted  a  report 
(No.  1802)  thereon. 

Mr.  McNARY,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bUl  (S.  2758)  for  the  relief  of  Wade 
Crawford,  formerly  Superintendent  of  the  Klamath  Indian 
Agency,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report 
(No.  1803)  thereon. 

Mr.  ASHURST,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3972)  to  authorize  exchanges 
of  lands  within  the  Navajo  Indian  Restrvation,  Ariz.,  re- 
ported it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1804)  thereon. 

PREVENTION     OF     STTBVERSrVE     ACTIVTTIES     AND     REGISTRATION     OF 
ALIENS REPORT    OF    THE    JUDICIARY    COMMITTEE 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  In  accordance  with  consent  previously 
given  by  the  Senate,  I  wish  to  make  a  new  report  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  in  order  that  it  may  be  printed 
at  the  earliest  possible  date  and  distributed.  I  submit  a  new 
and  favorable  report  <No.  1796)  on  House  bill  5138  providing 
for  the  punishment  of  those  who  seek  to  instill  disloyalty 
or  disobedience  into  the  members  of  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States.  It  establishes  several  new  grounds  for  the 
deportation  of  aliens,  and  provides  for  the  registration  and 
fingerprinting  of  every  alien  within  the  United  States.  The 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  is  very  anxious  to  secure  action 
on  this  measure,  because  it  believes  it  will  have  a  very  fine 
effect  on  the  public  mind,  and  a.ssure  the  public  that  Con- 
gre.ss  is  doing  something  about  the  so-called  "fifth  column" 
and  in  correcting  subversive  activities. 

Prom  the  same  committee  I  report  an  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  to  this  identiccl  bill  (H.  R.  5138)  to 
make  imlawful  attempts  to  interfere  with  the  discipline  of 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Coast  Guard:  to  require  the 
deportation  of  certain  classes  of  aliens;  to  require  the  finger- 
printing of  aliens  seeking  to  enter  the  United  States;  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  bill  is  already  on  the  Senate  calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report  will  be  received  and 
printed  and  the  rei)orted  amendment  will  be  printed  and 
placed  on  the  calendar  in  connection  with  the  bill  referred  to. 


REPORT  OF  SPECIAL  COMMITTEE  TO  INVESTIGATE   WOOL.   ETC. — EX- 
TENSION  OF  TIME   FOR   OPERATION   OF   COMMITTEE 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Special  Committee  to  Investigate  the 
Production,  Transportation,  and  Marketing  of  Wool,  reported 
a  resolution  (S.  Res.  276)  which  was  ordered  to  be  placed  c«i 
the  calendar,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  Senate  Resolution  160.  Seventy-fourth  Congress, 
flnit  session,  agreed  to  Jxily  10.  1935,  authorizing  a  sp)eclal  com- 
mittee to  investigate  the  production,  transportation,  and  marketing 
of  wool,  as  extended,  is  hereby  fiirther  extended  and  continued  In 
full  force  and  effect  during  the  Seventy-seventh  Congress;  and  the 
said  committee  may  report  to  the  Senate  any  time  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  the  Seventy-seventh  Congress. 

REPORT   or   SPECIAL    COMMTTTEI    ON    CONSERVATION    OF    WILDLIFE 
RESOURCES — ^LIMIT  OF  EXPENDITURES,  ETC. 

Mr.  PITTMAN,  from  the  Special  Committee  on  Conserva- 
tion of  Wildlife  Resources,  reported  a  resolution  (S.  Res.  277) , 
and  it  was  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  C  mtrol 
the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate: 

Resolved,  That  the  special  committee  authorized  and  directed  by 
Senate  Resolution  246.  agreed  to  April  17,  1930.  to  investigate  the 
conservation  of  wlld-anlmal  life  hereby  is  authorized  to  expend 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  in  furtherance  of  such 
purposes.  W.OCX)  In  addition  to  the  amounts  heretofore  autliorlzed 
for  such  purposes;  and  the  said  conunittee  is  hereby  directed  to 
file  with  the  Senate  M  aoon  as  practicable  Its  report  and  recom- 
mendations. 
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BILLS    AND    JOINT    RESOLUTIONS    INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  Joint  resolutions  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  McKELLAR: 
S.  4115.  A  bill  relating  to  the  rank  of  certain  officers  of  the 
Officers'  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army  who  are  transferred  to 
the  inactive  Reserve;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BULOW: 
S.  4116  (by  request).  A  bill  amending  the  act  of  Jime  25, 
1938,  extending  the  classified  civil  service  to  include  post- 
masters of  the  first,  second,  and  third  classes,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  BILBO: 
S.4117.  A  bill  to  amend  the  World  War  Adjusted  Compen- 
sation Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

S.  4118.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Selwyn  M.  Nash,  Jr.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

S.  4119.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  certain  land 
in  the  De  Soto  National  Forest  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for 
use  for  military  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
and  Surveys. 

By  Mr.  HAYDEN  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Ashurst)  : 
S.  4120.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  accept 
a  gift  of  lands  from  the  city  of  Tucson,  Ariz.;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri: 
8.4121.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  setting  aside  of  an  area 
within  the  Canal  Zone  to  preserve  and  conserve  its  natural 
features  for  scientific  study,  for  providing  and  maintaining 
facilities   for  such  study,  and  for   other   purposes;    to   the 
Committee  en  Interoceanic  Canals. 
By  Mr.  TYDINGS: 
S.  4122.  A  bill  providing  educational -opportunities  for  the 
children  of  soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines  who  were  killed  in 
action  or  died  as  a  result  of  service  in  the  military  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  during  the  World  War;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  BURKE: 
8.4123.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ray  C.  McMiUen;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  WALSH: 
S.J.  Res.  274.  Joint  resolution  relating  to  the  acquisition 
of  machine  tools  and  other  similar  eqvupment;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  REYNOLDS: 
S.J.  Res.  275.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  national 
defense  by  prohibiUng  labor  organizations  from  employing 
certain  persons  as  officers  or  agents;  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

HOUSE  BILLS  REFERRED  OR  PLACED  ON  CALENDAR 

The  following  bills  were  severally  read  twice  by  their  titles 
and  referred,  or  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calendar,  as 
indicated  below: 

H.  R.  382.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gus  Roth; 

H.  R.  2070.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edwin  Porsman; 

H.  R.  2489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Angle  Ward; 

H.  R.  3713.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joe  Carter; 

H.  R.  3925.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evelyn  L.  Ratcliffe; 

H.R.4148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  S.  Arthur,  as 
executrix  of  the  estate  of  Richard  M.  Arthur,  deceased; 

H.  R.  4412.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Beatrice  Lois  Rucker; 

H.  R.  5388.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Lewellyn  and 
Drusilla  Lewellyn; 

H  R.  5569.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stuart  Bastow; 

H.  R.  6145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  L.  Riley; 

H.  R.  6703.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clara  E.  Freeman; 

H.R.  6730.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  Glenn,  Jr.; 

H  R.  6737.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  D.  Green; 

H.  R.  6889.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frances  M  Hannah; 

H.  R.  7098.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  L.  S.  Jones; 
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H.  R.  7493.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roy  F.  Lassly,  former 
Acting  Chief  Disbursing  Clerk,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  Guy  P.  Allen.  Chief  Disbursing  Officer,  Division  of  .Dis- 
bursement. Treasury  Department: 

H.R.  7825.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  S.  Hobson; 

H.  R.  7880.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  Emery; 

H.  R.  8252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Owen; 

H.  R.  8005.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Janiec  and  Ignatz 

Janiec;  and 

H.  R.  8708.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  C.  Preble,  naval 
architect;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
H.R. 2117.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  Pace; 
H.  R.  9390.  An  act  granting  pensions  and  increase  of  pen- 
sions to  certain  widows,  former  widows,  and  dependent  chil- 
dren of  veterans  of  the  Civil  War;  and 

H.R.  9589.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Prances  Folsom 
Cleveland  Preston;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

K.  R.  4066.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseflna  Alvarado; 
H.R. 4353.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amelia  Eisensteln; 
H.R. 4354.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bessie  Singer  Wein- 
man; 

H.R. 4357.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Felix  Frank,  his  wife, 
Sarah,  and  children,  Jacob  and  Pauline; 

H.R. 4656.  An  act  to  record  the  lawful  admission  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  of  Esther  Klein; 
H.R.  5352.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Felix  Bernstein; 
H.R.  6680.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laszlo  Kardos,  Mag- 
dolna  Kardos,  and  Gaby  Kardos; 

H.R.  6888.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther  Jacobs; 
H.  R.  7178.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Ludwig  Baur; 
H.R. 7277.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Stefanida  Szew- 
czuk-Omelchuk  (Kovalcik) ; 

H.R.  7459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bettina  Bernstein; 
H.  R.  7495.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Gloria  D.  Downing; 
H.  R.  7749.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Molnar; 
H.  R.  7955.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis  Rosenstone; 
H.  R.  8163.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antonio  Sabatini; 
H.  R.  8226.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  David  Morgenstern; 
H.  R.  8304.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  O.  A.  Danneberger; 
H.  R.  8379.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Izaak  Szaja  Licht; 
H.R.  8432.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Florence  Chumley; 
H.  R.  8551.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Xenophon  George  Panos; 
H.  R.  8744.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ernest  Lyle  Greenwood 
and  Phyllis  Joy  Greenwood; 

H.  R.  8906.  An  act  to  record  the  lawful  admission  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  of  Nicholas  G.  Karas; 
H.  R.  8910.  An   act   providing   for  the   extension  of   non- 
quota status  to  Frederick  Beck; 

H.  R.  9027.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Gustav  Weil,  Irma 
Weil,  and  Marlon  Weil;  and 

H.  R.  9651.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Meier  Langermann,  his 
wife,  Friederike,  and  son,  Joseph;  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration. 

H.  R.  6365.  An  act  to  correct  the  military  records  of  De- 
Rosey  C.  Cabell,  McParland  Cockrill.  James  N.  Caperton, 
Junius  H.  Houghton,  Otto  P.  Lange,  Paul  B.  Parker,  James 
deB.  Walbach,  and  Victor  W.  B.  Wales; 
H.  R.  8140.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanley  McMahan;  and 
H.  R.  9453.  An  act  to  provide  a  license  to  the  Atlantic  Re- 
fining Co.,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

H.R. 8414.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  E.  Molster. 
former  disbursing  clerk  for  the  Department  of  Commerce 
end  the  National  Recovery  Administration;  J.  L.  Summers, 
deceased,  former  Chief  Disbursing  Clerk,  Division  of  Disburse- 
ment. Treasury  Department;  and  Guy  P.  Allen,  Chief  Dis- 
bursing Officer,  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Depart- 
ment; to  the  calendar. 

H.R. 8785.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Blanche  W.  Stout;  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

H.  R.  9117.  An  act  to  elimin.ite  the  tax  on  brandy  and 
Wine  spirits  used  In  the  f(MtlflcaUon  of  wine;  to  increase  the 
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tax  on  wine:  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  revenue  occasioned   ! 
by  the  elimination  of  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  j 
used  in  the  fortification  of  wine;  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

H.  R.  9195.    An  act  to  amend  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
ACQxnsrrioN  or  property  for  pttbuc  use  vh  the  district — 

AMENDMENT 

Mr.  CONNALLY  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  <8.  1825)  to  provide  for  the  ac- 
quisition of  certain  property  for  public  use  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Buildings  and  Grounds  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

AMENDMENT   RELATING   TO   PLACER   MINING   CLAIMS   ON   THE  PXIHUC 

DOMAIN 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  submitted  an  amendment  in- 
tended to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6560)  re- 
lating to  placer  mining  claims  for  deposits  of  phosphate, 
sodium,  potassium,  oil.  oil  shale,  or  gas  on  the  public  do- 
main, which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT     OT    FEDERAL     HIGHWAY     AID     ACT — AMENDMENT 

Mr.  CMAHONEY  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  House  bill  9575,  to  amend  the  Federal 
Aid  Act.  approved  July  11,  1916,  as  amended  and  supple- 
mented, and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  OfBces  and  Post  Roads  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

WORK     RELIEF     AND     RELIEF — AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  BARBOUR  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  544) 
making  appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief,  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  which  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

On  page  23,  line  25.  after  the  word  "workers",  to  Insert  "xmder 
40  years  of  age." 

Mr.  GURNEY  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  544) 
making  appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief,  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  which  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

On  page  25.  line  15.  after  the  word  "Administration",  to  add 
tbe  following:  "and  unmarried  widows  of  such  veteraiLs  and  the 
Wives  of  such  veterans  as  are  unemployable  " 

STRENGTHENING  OF  THE  NATIONAL  DEFENSE — AMENDMENTS 

'  Mr.  WAGNER  and  Mr.  DANAHER  each  submitted  an 
amendment  intended  to  be  propcsed  by  them  to  the  bill 
(S.  4025)  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  de- 
fense, which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

AMOUNT   AND   VALT7E   OF   GOODS    PRODTTCED   IN    ST^TE    AND   FEDERAL 
PRISONS — CORRECTION  IN  ENROLLMENT 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  submitted  a  concurrent  resolution 
(S.  Con.  Res.  50),  which  was  considered  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, and  agreed  to.  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Representatiws  concur- 
ring). That  the  action  of  the  Spealter  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives in  signing  the  enrolled  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  59) 
authorizing  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  to  collect  information 
as  to  amount  and  value  of  all  goods  produced  in  State  and  Federal 
prisons  be.  and  it  is  hereby,  rescinded. 

Resolved  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be.  and  he  is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed,  in  the  enrollment  of  the  said  Joint 
resolution,  to  make  the  following  change,  namely:  In  line  15  of 
thp  engrossed  Joint  resolution  strike  out  "May  1.  1940".  and  insert 
May  1.  1941." 

AMERICAN     CITIZENS     DECORATED     OR     HONORED     BY     THE     GERBCAN 

GOVERNMENT 

Mr.  KING  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res.  278). 

which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations: 

Resolt-rd.  That  the  Secretary  of  State  Is  requested  to  submit  to 
the  Senate  as  soon  as  practicable  the  names  of  all  citizens  of  the 
United  Statas  who  have  received  decorations  or  other  honors  froaa 
the  German  Government  since  January  1.  1933. 


ACr.lCTTLTURAL   COMPOSITIONS  AND  EXTTNSIONS    (S.    DOC.   NO.    205) 

Mr.  NYE  (for  Mr.  Prazier)  presented  an  amended  copy  of 
Senate  Document  No.  55  (75th  Cong..  1st  sess.)  entitled 
"Agricultural  Compositions  and  Extensions,"  which  was  or- 
dered to  be  printed  with  certain  changes  as  Indicated  therein. 

ADDRESS  BY  SEN.\TOR   BARKLEY  BEFORE  CONNECTICUT  STATE  DEMO- 
CRATIC CONVENTION 

[Mr.  Maloney  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  address  by  Senator  Barkley  before  the  Con- 
necticut State  Democratic  Convention  at  Hartford.  Conn., 
on  June  3.  1940,  which  eppears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS    BY    SENATOR     VANDENEERG     ON     NATIONAL    DEFENSE     AND 

FOREIGN   POLICIES 

[Mr.  Vandenberg  askecl  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  June  9, 
1940,  on  the  subject  of  national  defense  and  foreign  policies, 
which  appears  in  the  Appjendix.l 

WAR  HYSTERI.^ ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  WHEELER 

[Mr.  Bone  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  on  June  7  on  the  subject  of 
the  war  and  war  hysteria  by  Senator  Wheeler,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

DISCUSSION  ON  NATIONAL  DEFENSE  BY  SENATORS  BONE,  BROWN.  LEK, 

AND    WILEY 

[Mr.  Brown  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  radio  addresses  delivered  on  June  2.  1940,  by 
Senators  Bone.  Brown,  Lee,  and  Wiley  on  Methods  of  Fi- 
nancing National  Defense — And  War  If  It  Should  Come, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

address   by   SENATOR    WILEY   ON   COLONEL   HEG 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  address  delivered  by  him  on  June  9,  1940,  at  Heg 
Memorial  Park,  on  the  Meaning  of  Colonel  Heg's  Life  Today, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

RATIONAL  DEFENSE  AND  AMERICAN  AID  TO  THE  ALLIES 

[Mr.  AsHTTRST  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  excerpts  from  remarks  heretofore  made  by 
him  in  the  Senate,  and  sundry  telegrams  received  by  him 
urging  American  aid  to  the  Allies,  which  appear  In  the 
Appendix.] 

ADDRESSES  BY  SENATOR  HOLT 

[Mr.  Holt  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  two  addresses  delivered  by  him,  and  a  series  of 
articles  entitled  "Twenty-five  Years  Ago."  which  appear  in  the 

Appendix.] 

ADDREvS    by    REPRESENTATIVE    KEOGH    ON    TWENTY-rXTTH    ANNI- 
VERSARY  OF  ORDINATION  OF  MONSIGNOR   THOMAS  A.  SHARKEY 

[Mr.  Mead  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 

the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Representative  Keoch 

of  New  York  at  the  twenty-fifth  anniversary  of  the  ordina- 

I   tion  of  Monsignor  Thomas  A.  Sharkey,  pastor  of  St.  Martin 

I   of   Tours   Church    in    Brooklyn,   on   May    30,    1940,    which 

j  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS      BY      SECRETARY      OF      THE      NAVY      AT      NAVAL      ACADEMY 
GRADUATION     EXERCISES 

[Mr.  Walsh  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  address  delivered  by  Hon.  Charles  Edison, 
Secretary  of  the  Nav>-,  at  the  graduation  exercises  of  the 
United  States  Naval  Academy  on  June  6,  1940,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESSES    BY    PRESIDENT    KALLIO    OF    FINLAND 

[Mr.  ScHWELLENBACH  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  address  by  Mr.  Kyosti  Kallio, 
President  of  Finland,  on  the  occasion  of  the  signing  of  the 
treaty  of  peace  tietween  Finland  and  Russia  on  March  14, 
1940,  and  another  address  by  him  on  the  occasion  of  the 
resignation  of  the  Government  on  March  27,  1940;  which 
appear  in  the  Appendix.]  \ 
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ADDRESS    BY    CHANCELOR     CHASE    AT    COMMENCEMENT    EXERCISES 
AT   NEW   YORK  UNIVERSITY 

[Mr  Murray  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  the  address  deUvered  by  Dr.  Harry  Woodbum 
Chase,  on  the  occasion  of  the  one  hundred  and  eighth  com- 
mencement exercises  at  New  York  University  on  June  5. 
1940.  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.! 

ADDRESS  BY  HON.  HARRY  SLATTKRY  ON  RURAL  ELECT RIFICATIOW 

[Mr.  NoRRis  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  radio  address  delivered  on  June  3.  1940,  by  Hon. 
Harry  Slattery,  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  JACK  W.  CARLTT  ON  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  McKellar  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  on  national  defense  by  Jack  W.  Carley. 
of  Memphis,  Tenn..  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

NATIONAL   defense   AND   THE   MONROE   DOCTRINE 

fMr  NORRIS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  letter  from  J.  L.  Sellers  to  the  editor  of  the  Lincoln, 
(Nebr  )  Star  on  the  subject  of  national  defense,  and  an  edi- 
torial from  the  Lincoln  Star  of  June  5.  1940.  relative  to  the 
Monroe  Doctrine,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE      AMERICAN      ATTITUDE— EDITORIAL      FROM      THE      PORTLAND 

OREGONIAN 

[Mr  McNary  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Portland  Oregonian  of  the 
Issue  of  May  30.  1940,  under  the  heading  "Do  we  live  for 
America  now?"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

FREE    INSTITUTIONS    AND   THE    WAR— ARTICLE   FROM    THE   BILL   OF 

RIGHTS   REVIEW 

[Mr  Austin  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  from  the  Bill  of  Rights  Review,  summer. 
1940,  number,  entitled  Free  InstituUons  and  the  War,"  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

BENEFITS  UNDER  RAILROAD  UNEMPLOYMENT  INSURANCE  ACT 

[Mr  Wagner  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  by  the  Railway  Labor  Executives' 
Association  in  support  of  Senate  biU  3920  to  liberalize  the 
benefits  paid  unemployed  workers  under  the  Railroad  Unem- 
ployment Insurance  Act,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  ALIEN  QUESTION 

[Mr  REYNOLDS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  letter  addressed  to  the  editor  of  the  Citizen, 
a  newspaper  published  in  AsheviUe,  N.  C,  on  the  alien  ques- 
tion, which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

R00SE\ELT    and    THE    WAR— EDITORIAL    FROM    BIRMINGHAM    NEWS 

I  Mr.  Hill  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  Birmingham  News  of  Thursday. 
June  6.  1940,  entitled  "Roosevelt  and  the  War,"  which  appears 
In  the  Appendix.) 

I  GERMANY'S  PREPARATION  FOR  THE  WAR 
[Mr.  Slattcry  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  arUcle  from  the  Chicago  Herald-American  of 
June  7,  1940.  by  Robert  P.  Vanderpoel  regarding  Germany's 
preparation  for  the  war,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

APPROPRIATIONS      FOR 


THE      LEGISLATIVE      BRANCH CONFERENCE 

REPORT 


Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  submit  the  conference 
report  on  the  legislative-branch  appropriation  bill.  The 
House  receded  from  its  disagreement  to  nearly  every  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate  receded  from  only  one 
minor  amendment.  As  only  a  smaU  amount  is  involved.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  report  be  considered  and 
adopted. 

There  being  no  objecUon,  the  report  was  read,  considered, 
and  agreed  to.  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  thetwo 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  B.  8913) 


making  appropriations  for  the  Legislative  Branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  o^erpur- 
poses,  having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  •^^  ^ 
recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  foUows . 
That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendment  numbered  29. 
That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendmenw 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2.  3.  4.  5.  6.  7,  8,  9.  10.  11.  12.  13,  14.  16,  16. 
18  19.  20.  21.  22.  23.  24,  25.  and  26;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numt>ered  27:  That  the  House  recede  from  lU  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numt)ered  27.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  stun 
proposed  Insert  "$1. 256.920";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  nximbered  28:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  28.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  .in  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  '•$122.080";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  ntimbered  30,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  fcUows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  ••$148,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  31:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nxunbered  31.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  ••»16,600";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  In  disagreement  amendment 
numbered  17. 

M.  E.  Ttdincs, 
James  F   Btrnbs, 
Alva  B.  Adams, 
John  H.  Overton, 
FREDF.RICK  Hale, 
Styles  Bridces, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Seriate. 
lioxns  C.  Rabattt, 
J.  O.  Fernandez. 
James  McAndrsws. 
Robert  F.  Rich, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

SUGGESTED  ARMISTICE  IN  EUROPEAN  WAR 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  on  October  4, 
1939. 1  had  the  honor  to  submit  Senate  Resolution  191,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  resolution,  together  with 
my  brief  statement  made  at  the  time,  be  made  a  part  of  my 
remarks  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  and  statement 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  a  resolution 
and  aslt  to  have  It  read  by  the  clerk,  together  with  a  brief  state- 
ment, and  then  referred  to  the  proper  committee. 

The  Vies  President.  Without  objection,  the  resolution  will  be 

read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  191).  as  follows: 
"Whereas  the  time  is  auspicious  for  the  United  States  to  use  its 

best  efforts  to  promote  an  inMnedlate  armistice  In  the  war  now  being 

waged  in  Europe;  and  _      ^     .       ^  ^.^     » 

•Whereas  it  Is  the  sincere  desire  of  our  President  and  the  Ameri- 
can people  to  see  an  early  termination  of  such  war;  and 

"Whereas  other  neutrals  are  looking  to  xis  for  leadership  In  a 
movement  to  that  end;  and 

"Whereas  there  is  more  glory  and  courageousness  in  an  honor- 
able i>eace  than  a  bloody  victory  with  its  attendant  Ills  and  sor- 
rows:  Now.  therefore,  be  it 

"Resolved,  TYi&t  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  every  eflort 
should  be  made  by  the  United  States  in  conjunction  with  other 
neutral  nations  to  bring  about  an  early  termination  of  the  Euro- 
pean conflict,  and  to  that  end  the  President  is  requested  to  Join 
with  other  neutraU  In  urging  the  nations  that  are  now  at  war 
to  enter  into  an  Immediate  armistice  as  a  preliminary  step  toward 
negotiations  looking  to  the  complete,  lasting,  and  peaceful  settle- 
ment of  the  various  matters  about  which  they  are  in  conflict." 

Mr  Johnson  of  Colorado.  Mr  President.  Americans  are  proud 
and  grateful  for  the  persistent  effort  made  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  prevent  the  European  war.  These  courageous  ef- 
forts should  continue  even  though  the  war  U  now  an  actuality. 

Every  possible  pressure  for  peace  should  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  Ijelllgerents  by  neutral  states  and  the  warring  nations  should  be 
ureed  to  declare  an  armistice  immediately  so  that  the  terms  of  an 
honorable  peace  might  be  worked  out  around  the  conference  table. 
If  this  war  continues  millions  of  women  and  children  will  be  starved 
by  the  blockades,  millions  of  men  slaughtered  at  the  front,  and 
billions  of  taxpayers'  dollars  wUl  be  squandered.  While  such  a  fire 
rages  no  one's  peace  will  be  safe.  ^ 

Neutral  states  all  over  the  world  are  looking  to  our  great  Presi- 
dent to  lead  another  effort  for  peace. 

The  best  insurance  for  keeping  America  out  of  the  Eupc^>ean 
war  will  be  to  stop  that  war  now.  ^  ^     ^..     ,^ 

The  Vice  PREsrotNT.  The  resolution  will  be  referred  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    On  October  4  my  resolution 
said,  among  olher  things: 
/       The  tune  Is  ausplcloiis  for  the  United  States  to  vise  its  best 
efforts  to  promote  an  Immediate  armistice  in  the  war  now  being 
waged  In  Europe. 

Mr.  President,  peace  is  always  in  order.  Why  not  stop 
the  carnage  now?  Why  not  an  armistice  right  now?  The 
time  was  never  more  auspicious. 

In  this  connection.  I  ask  that  a  statement  made  on  June  1 
before  the  University  Club.  Cleveland,  Ohio,  by  James  D. 
Mooney.  vice  president.  General  Motors  Corporation,  be 
made  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Wah  ot  Peac«  in  AMraicA? 
'  X  received  yoiir  Invitation  to  speak  here  today  on  my  recent 
return  from  Europe,  after  an  8  months'  Journey  in  the  belligerent 
countries.  It  occurred  to  me  that  you  would  like  me  to  speak  to 
you  on  the  subject  that  is  close  to  everybody's  heart— the  Euro- 
pean war— with  Its  threat  of  drawing  America  Into  Its  great 
catastrophic  whirlpool. 

Further,  perhaps  I  could  satisfy  your  Interest  most  by  discussing 
the  European  war  In  relation  to  the  vital  question,  -Shall  we  have 
war  or  peace  in  America?" 

I  made  my  first  trip  abroad  In  1918.  I  had  been  out  of  college 
for  10  years  at  that  time,  and  away  from  my  old  Ohio  home,  but 
by  a  spin  of  the  old  roulette  wheel  of  life  I  was  assigned  to  the 
One  Hundred  and  Fifty-ninth  Field  Artillery  Brigade,  of  the 
Eighty-fourth  Division,  just  as  this  division  was  leaving  Camp 
Sherman.  ChllUcothe.  Ohio,  for  France. 

A  year  after  the  war  was  over,  and  by  another  spin  of  the 
roulette  wheel,  I  went  over  to  Europe  on  a  business  trip.  And  I 
have  been  spending  half  of  my  life  over  there  ever  since. 

During  this  past  quarter  of  a  century.  I  have  had  a  front-row 
seat  at  the  long  series  of  political  dramas  that  have  been  staged 
in  Europe.  Naturally,  I  know  something  about  European 
politics — but  not  enough.  I  warn  you,  to  have  any  ready-made, 
pat  answers  to  the  many  complicated  problems  over  there. 

OBSESVATIONS   ON   THE   EUHOPEAN    SrTUATION 

However,  my  years  of  experience  and  obs*-rvatlon  In  Europe  and 
pfU-tlciUarly  my  travels  throughout  the  belligerent  countries  dur- 
ing the  flrst  8  months  of  world  war  No.  2  make  it  possible  for  me 
to  present  to  you  the  following  observations: 

(1)  The  war  Is  a  colossal  tragedy  for  Europe. 

(2)  Normal  economic  life  In  Europe  Is  already  badly  disinte- 
grated. 

(3)  During  the  past  winter,  the  very  flrst  winter  of  the  war. 
there  were  already  millions  of  hungry  and  freezing  people  in  Europe. 

(4)  Europe  Is  living  and  doing  business  on  paper  money.  Public 
debt  is  piling  up  In  every  country  at  a  staggering  rate.  This  rapid 
Increase  In  debt  Is  tjadly  weakening  the  paper  moneys;  the  "black 
Ixjurses"  operating  under  cover  everywhere  are  already  placing 
heavy  dlscounu  on  the  nominal  values  of  the  various  paper  moneys 
of  EttTope.  As  the  war  goes  on.  we  shall  witness  successive  waves 
of  currency  devaluations,  and  finally  a  complete  collapse  of  the 
credit  and  currency  structures  of  the  various  European  countries. 

(5)  If  the  war  were  to  come  to  an  end  tomorrow.  It  would  take 
from  5  to  10  years  to  re-create  the  ordinary  processes  of  produc- 
tion and  the  normal  channels  of  distribution. 

(6)  If  the  war  continues  for  another  year  or  two.  Europe  Is 
doomed  for  20  years  to  far  worse  poverty  than  the  present  gen- 
eration has  suffered  during  the  past  20  years  as  a  consequence 
of  World  War  No.  1. 

(7)  The  war  is  making  a  shambles  of  Europe.  The  war  Is  creat- 
ing the  background  for  Increasing  the  millions  of  starving  men. 
women,  and  children  In  the  bolllgerent  and  neutral  countries. 
Hungry  bellies  are  powerful  generators  of  social  disorder  and  revo- 
lution If  the  war  goes  on  very  long,  we  shall  have  some  shocking 
Internal  political  dlstia-banccs  In  the  various  European  countries. 

(8)  During  my  recent  8  months'  exp>erlence  In  Europe.  I  did  not 
find  a  single  man.  from  brass  hat  to  taxi  driver,  who  did  not  con- 
sider the  present  war  a  colossal  mistake  In  International  politics, 
and  the  consequence  of  a  long  series  of  political  and  economic 
blunders. 

(91  No  general  emotional  background  existed  In  Europe  to  sup- 
port the  undertaking  of  the  war;  memories  and  griefs  from  World 
War  No.  1  were  still  too  vivid  and  poignant.  The  disillusionment 
that  followed  the  other  war  made  people  everywhere  Inert  and 
unresponsive  to  the  Illusions  and  slogans  projected  by  the  propa- 
ganda artists  whose  Job  It  Is  to  generate  hysteria  and  hatred. 

(10>  If  the  war  continues  to  gain  In  military  momentum,  there 
will  ensue  the  slaughter  of  millions  of  men  and  the  creation  of 
millions  of  widows  and  orphans.  The  frightful  tragedy  In  the  sit- 
uation arises  out  of  the  fact  that  this  colossal  sacrifice  will  add 
nothing  valuable  to  human  experience.  Nor  will  the  continuation 
of  the  destruction  of  Europe  move  forward  one  single  step  the 
acceptance  of  any  political  prlntlple  to  enable  men  and  nations 
to  live  in  a  more  friendly,  nelrhborly  way  with  one  another. 

(11)  Tens  of  millions  of  families  throughout  Europe,  men.  women. 
and  children  are  pravlng  to  God  every  day  that  He  will  put  some 
good   will   Into   the   hearts  of   their   political  loaders   and   inspire 


them  to  declare  an  armistice.  Peace  would  bring  a  general  de- 
lirium of  Joy,  a  universal  escape  from  fear,  terror,  horror,  despair, 
and  material  and  spiritual  misery  and  devastation. 

THE    rtTNDAMENTAL    WAB    AIMS 

The  time  Is  too  short  to  sketch  here  the  war  aims  of  the  bellig- 
erents. But  at  the  risk  of  seeming  to  make  It  all  too  simple.  1 
shall  state  the  fundamental  causes  of  the  war  as  follows: 

Germany  and  Italy  have  felt  that  the  power  and  control  exercised 
by  England  and  France  over  the  commodities,  raw  materials,  and 
Uade  of  the  world  subjected  tholr  countries  to  the  unendurable 
condition  that  food  for  their  people  and  materials  and  markets  for 
their  industries  had  been  throttled.  Germany  and  Italy  rearmed  to 
eliminate  this  fear  that  their  food  supplies  and  commerce  would  be 

cut  off. 

England  and  France  have  had  a  growing  fear  cl  the  military 
power  of  Germ.^ny  and  Italy  and  a  growing  fear  of  the  challenge  of 
this  power  to  their  own  security. 

England  and  France  are  fighting  for  their  lives.  Germany  and 
Italy  are  flghticg  and  striving  to  keep  from  being  starved  to  death. 

WAR  THHOWS   DEMOCKACT  OVIRBOAED 

These  alms  of  the  belligerents,  as  you  see,  have  nothing  to  do  with 
making  the^orld  safe  for  democracy.  Each  country  Is  strengthen- 
ing Its  governmental  organization  and  structure  In  every  way  that 
will  insure  a  more  efficient  conduct  of  the  war.  I  need  hardly 
remind  you  that  in  time  of  war  a  nation  moves  very  rapidly  In  the 
direction  of  a  highly  centralized  form  of  government — a  dictator- 
ship. If  you  want  to  call  it  that — for  the  duration  of  the  war.  The 
ordinary  peacetime  privileges  of  democracy  are  very  quickly  thrown 
overboard. 

WE  ARE  DHUTING   INTO  THE   WAR 

The  Isolatlomsts  want  us  to  stay  out  of  the  war.  But  during  the 
past  23  years,  brginnlng  with  our  declaration  of  war  on  Germany 
in  April  1917.  we  have  very  often  taken  an  aggressive  position  in 
world  politics,  and  particularly  In  European  politics.  We  have 
"blown  hot"  and  later  we  have  "blown  cold"  and  abandoned  oiu: 
position. 

Some  of  the  positions  we  have  taken,  particularly  in  the  field  of 
international  trade  and  finance,  have  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
causing  the  Impoverishment  of  Europe — and.  In  turn,  the  present 
war. 

We  have  had  no  compunction  at  all  during  the  past  20  years 
about  playing  with  matches  In  the  house  of  international  affairs. 
Now  that  the  house  is  In  flames,  we  can't  run  out  and  turn  our 
backs  on  the  whole  affair.  Americans  have  too  proud  a  tradition 
as  fighters  to  endure  a  national  policy  that  would  tuand  Americans 
as  men  who  run  away  from  anything. 

Isolationism  would  serve  our  material  Interests  best,  but  it  is 
probable  that  we  cannot  and  will  not  stay  out  of  the  war.  Our 
general  drift  at  the  present  time  ts  certainly  not  in  the  direction 
of  staying  out. 

We  are  already  conducting  an  undeclared  "economic  war"  on  the 
countries  we  have  identified  as  our  potential  enemies.  We  have 
just  embarked  on  a  stupendous  increase  in  our  armaments.  As 
time  goes  on.  the  general  hysteria  will  be  increased  in  our  country 
by  the  war  news  and  propaganda:  a  war  psychosis  will  have  t>een 
generated,  and  eventually  some  dramatic  incident  will  be  seized 
upon  to  precipitate  us  into  the  war. 

ANOTIIZR  COURSE — COMPEL  THE   DEFINTnON   OF  THE  PEACS 

What  else  could  America  do  about  this  colossal  catastrophe  that 
Is  degrading  and  destroying  Europe? 

I  propose  to  you  now  another  course  open  to  our  country. 

I  propwse  that  before  we  accept  the  inevitability  of  the  war  In 
Europe  continuing — and  the  inevitability  of  our  eventually  going 
Into  the  war — we  consider  another  course  of  action  for  America. 
This  course  contemplates  neither  the  improbable  solution  of  "stay- 
ing out"  nor  the  emotional  and  catastrophic  course  of  plunging 
immediately  Into  the  war.  I  propose  to  you  that  we  consider  the 
possibility  of  using  America's  enormous  economic  and  potential 
military  strength  to  compel  a  dlscu.'^ion  of  peace. 

Now  tliat  we  as  a  nation  have  authorized  another  huge  Increase 
in  our  national  defenses.  It  would  be  extremely  useful  to  clear  the 
air  by  establishing  exactly  what  It  is  that  we  are  preparing  to 
defend. 

If  we  Intend  to  go  to  war.  then  we  ought  to  publish  the  condi- 
tions that  will  provoke  us  into  the  war. 

We  ought  to  quit  telling  the  world  that  we  won't  fight  under 
any  circumstances.  Americans  are  fighters,  too.  and  In  this  present 
situation  we  ought  to  begin  Immediately  to  discuss  what  we  wiU 
fight  for  and  why.  If  we  are  to  fight  t>ecause  wo  crave  a  more 
peaceful  and  more  orderly  world,  what  are  the  conditions  on  which 
a  peace  will  be  negotiated  and  what  terms  of  peace  will  insure  this 
more  orderly  world? 

In  1917.  when  we  went  over  to  Europe  to  fight,  we  were  told 
that  we  were  taking  part  in  creating  the  basis  for  a  brave  now 
world.  When  our  sons  eventually  leave  for  Euro{)e  to  fight,  cant 
we  be  more  honest  with  them?  Can't  we  give  our  sons  a  more 
definite  idea  of  what  the  brave  new  world  will  be  like? 

Are  we  sure  that  our  sending  men  and  guns  to  Europe  to  help 
shoot  up  the  place  will  have  anything  to  do  i»1th  constructing 
a  more  orderly  Europe?  Is  there  still  an  opportunity  for  us  to 
make  It  plain  that  before  we  Join  the  fight  we  would  like  to  know 
what  the  fight  Is  all  about  and  what  the  terms  of  the  peace  will 
be  when  the  fighting  is  finished? 

America  h.is  a  tremendous  potential  military  and  economic 
strength.     Before  we  decide  suddenly  to  add  this  strength  to  the 
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forces  that  are  destroying  Eur<^>e.  at  least  we  ought  to  take  one 
last  good  look  at  the  possibilities  of  using  this  strength  In  the 
International  situation  to  compel  a  discussion  of  the  basis  for 
the  peace.  ^ 

WAR   rOR   AMERICANS   MXAITS  CATAfirTROPHE,   TOO 

I  have  told  you  that  the  war  Is  a  colossal  catastrophe  for 
Europe.  The  catastrophe  there  arises  prlncipaUy  out  of  the  eco- 
nomic disorder  that  existed  In  Europe  at  the  outbreak  of  the 
war  and  which  is  being  spread  and  intensified  with  every  day  of 

We  have  economic  disorder  In  America,  too.  The  South  Is  stag- 
eerlng  under  the  unsolved  cotton  problem.  Because  our  produc- 
tive industries  in  all  parts  of  the  country  are  strangled  from  one 
catxse  or  another,  we  have  several  million  men  still  out  of  work. 
We  have  slums  and  frightful  housing  conditions  all  over  the 
country.  We  are  conUnuing  our  drift  into  rUing  prices  and 
Inflation  because  of  the  rapid  rise  in  our  public  debt. 

Do  you  think  our  entry  into  the  war  wlU  do  anything  but 
make  those  problems  a  hvmdred  times  worse?  Can  you  escape 
seeing  that  when  our  sons  return  from  the  battlefields  they  will 
be  confronted  by  a  reconstruction  problem  that  will  make  the 
social,  economic,  and  political  disorder  of  the  past  10  years  look 
like  a  pink  tea? 

A  NBGOTTATn)  PEACB  WOTJU)  BE  DimCULT 

Negotiating  a  peace  at  this  time,  of  course,  would  be  extremely 
<UfflcuIt.  Peacemakers  who  interpose  themselves  between  belliger- 
ents usually  find  themselves  In  the  most  thankless  of  Jobs.  This 
would  be  particularly  true  In  the  present  situation. 

It  is  evident  that  a  formula  providing  security  for  the  English 
and  French  and  removing  the  threat  of  starvation  for  the  Germans 
and  Italiar«  wUl  t>e  very  difficult  to  construct  and  make  accepUble 
to  both  sides. 

A  negotiated  peace  would  require  vast  patience  and  persistence 
to  effectuate.  Once  accomplished.  It  would  necessarily  conUln 
compromises  on  both  sides  that  would  make  it  subject  to  criUclsm 
by  some  of  the  pmlltlclans  In  the  various  countries. 

But  all  these  difficulties  that  can  be  charged  against  a  negotiated 
peace  can  be  compared  with  the  terrors  of  a  rough,  cold  sea  that  a 
ipi^n  might  be  challenged  to  jump  Into  from  a  burning  ship.  The 
is  terrible,  yes;  but  staying  on  the  ship  means  suicide. 


AMERICA  CANNOT  ESCAPE  THE  IMPACT  OF  THE  WAB 

The  present  war  in  Europe  is  suicide  for  the  political,  economic. 
and  social  order  there.  The  war  is  dooming  the  present  generation 
in  Europe  and  their  newborn  children  to  long  years  of  unthinkable 
poverty  and  social  misery. 

That  America  can  remain  unscathed  or  unaffected  by  this  ap- 
palling ml8?ry  of  ber  neighbors  and  her  blood  kin  in  England. 
Germany.  Prance,  and  lUly  is  an  absurd  assumption.  The  war  will 
make  us  sxiffer.  too.  not  only  hi  a  material  way  but  In  conscience, 
tor  such  of  the  responslbUity  as  rests  on  our  shoulders  for  the  deep 
underlying  political  and  economic  causes  of  the  war. 

The  European  war  fascinates  us,  and  worries  us.  And  we  shall 
not  sleep  well  as  long  as  the  war  bums  with  a  bright  flame. 

AMERICA'S  OPPORTONITT   FOR   PEACE 

Some  opportune  moment  will  come  when  all  of  the  belligerents 
wUl  welcome  the  proposal  of  an  armistice  by  a  neutral  country. 

Only  America  with  her  great  economic  and  potential  military 
strength  can  act  as  mediator  and  faclUtate  such  a  discussion  of 

peace. 

It  will  take  courage  and  coolness  to  seize  an  opportunity  to  stay 
the  destruction  of  Europe.  I  know  you  will  join  me  in  praying  that 
America  wlU  not  fall  to  accept  such  a  challenge  In  behalf  of  peace. 

KXPEOmON   IN    STREMGTHENIHG   THE   NATIONAL   DETENSI 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4025) 
to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
on  Thursday,  the  pending  question  was  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Lodge!  to  the 
bill  introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  SheppardI. 
The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Lee!  advised  the  Chair  this 
morning  that  he  desired  to  address  the  Senate.  The  Chair 
recognizes  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  word  has  Just  come  to  me  that 
Italy  has  declared  war  on  the  Allies.  She  waited  until  Prance 
was  helpless.  We  remember  that  when  Prometheus  was 
chained  to  the  rock  and  helpless,  it  was  the  vultures,  and  not 
the  eagles,  that  preyed  upon  him. 

Mr.  President,  we  cannot  evade  an  unfortunate  or  an  im- 
pleasant  thing  by  closing  our  eyes  to  it.  I  once  heard  of  an 
argument  in  which  a  man  would  not  be  convinced,  although  a 
certain  fact  was  shown  to  him  by  an  experiment:  but  he  closed 
his  eyes  tightly  and  shook  his  head  and  said.  "I  do  not  see." 
There  are  none  so  blind  or  deaf  as  those  who.  having  eyes. 
see  not.  and  those  who.  having  ears,  hear  not  what  they  do 
not  wish  to  see  and  do  not  wish  to  bear. 


Mr.  President,  if  we  are  not  in  danger,  why  has  the  present 
Congress  passed  the  largest  peaceUme  appropriation  for  na- 
tional defense  that  was  ever  pctssed.  with  only  one  dissenting 
vote  in  either  House?  If  we  are  not  in  danger,  why  are  we 
hurrying  and  speeding  our  national  defense?  If  we  are  in 
danger  of  war.  then  is  not  the  man  who  proposes  a  definite 
plan  to  prevent  that  war  more  a  champion  of  peace  than  a 
man  who  refuses  to  raise  a  finger  to  prevent  it? 

Because  I  hate  war  with  every  atom  and  fiber  of  my  being. 
I  do  not  wish  to  see  it  come  to  America;  but  if  Hitler  defeats 
the  Allies,  war  will  come  to  America.  It  is  useless  to  close  our 
eyes  to  the  inevitable.  Then  who  would  be  the  greater 
champions  of  peace— those  who  tried  to  stop  it  in  Europe,  or 
those  who  smoothed  the  way  for  invasion  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  by  misleading  predictions  of  security  for  America? 
If  there  is  no  danger  to  America,  then  why  the  unanimous 
vote  in  the  Senate  for  our  largest  peacetime  appropriation? 
If  there  is  danger,  it  comes  from  only  one  source,  and  that 
is  Nazi  Germany. 

There  are  those  who  try  to  throw  a  smokescreen  by  saying, 
"Oh.  no:  there  is  Japan";  but  our  status  with  Japan  today  is 
the  same  as  it  has  been  for  months  past.  Nothing  has 
changed  that  status.  Then  why  suddenly,  immediately  fol- 
lowing the  invasion  of  the  Low  Countries,  this  sudden  action 
for  national  defense?  Because  the  danger  that  threatens  is 
the  danger  from  Nazi  Germany. 

The  threat  does  not  come  from  Japan.  We  have  our  fleet 
cruising  the  waters  between  Japan  and  the  United  States. 
The  only  fleet  between  the  United  States  and  Nazi  Germany 
today  is  the  allied  fleet,  and  if  that  fleet  falls  into  the  hands 
of  the  Nazis  this  summer,  I  fear  that  there  will  be  an  invasion 
of  America  before  snow  flies. 

Tliere  are  those  who  say  that  the  Nazis  would  be  too  ex- 
hausted. But  is  the  victor  exhausted?  He  has  been  strength- 
ened by  every  new  country  he  has  Invaded.  He  has  reduced 
the  men  to  serfdom  and  slavery,  placed  them  in  labor  bat- 
talions, and  set  them  at  work  doing  the  manual  labor,  thereby 
releasing  more  Germans  to  flght  at  the  front.  Has  the 
increiise  of  territory  and  supplies  weakened  him?  On  the 
contrary,  like  a  beast,  with  every  new  fresh  piece  of  meat  he 
has  gained  strength.  With  new  aggression  his  vision  has 
widened,  with  every  new  conquest,  until  today  he  Is  on  the 
pinnacle  of  success  and  world  domination  is  in  his  mind. 

Is  he  weakened  after  having  all  of  the  resources  of  these 
countries  at  his  disposal?  If  the  Allies  fail,  if  they  should 
fall  tomorrow  and  the  allied  fleet  should  fall  into  Hitler's 
hands,  could  you  believe  that  he.  flushed  with  victory  and 
strengthened  by  conquest,  would  stop  short  of  world  domina- 
tion, when  only  one  country,  one  democracy,  stood  between 
him  and  domination  of  the  world? 

There  are  those  who  say.  but  would  not  the  dictators  fall 
out  among  themselves?  Can  we  not  rely  upon  the  old  saying 
that  thieves  faU  out  among  themselves  when  they  go  to  divid- 
ing the  swag?  Not  until  the  last  strong  democracy  has  been 
erased  from  the  face  of  the  earth.  Then  it  would  be  too  late, 
so  far  as  we  were  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  what  reason  would  anyone  have  to  believe 
that  the  master  mind  who  planned  the  campaigns  which  have 
subjugated  one  coimtry  after  another  would  not  take  advan- 
tage of  finding  us  unprepared  when  the  world  was  at  his  feet? 
You  underestimate  Adolf  Hitler  if  you  think  he  would  delay 
5  years,  as  some  say,  and  give  us  time  to  strengthen  our 
defenses.  You  underestimate  the  man  who  has  planned  a 
blitzkrieg,  you  underestimate  the  man  who  has  taken  full 
advantage  of  the  element  of  surprise,  you  have  underesti- 
mated the  man  who  has  sprung  a  new  form  of  warfare,  the 
man  who  has  invented  the  "fifth  column."  and  knows  how 
to  use  it.  if  you  think  that  when  the  world  was  at  his  feet,  he 
would  not  take  advantage  of  that  situation. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  yield  to  the  Senator  frwn  Colorado? 
Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Does  not  the  Senator  think  he  himself  is 
underestimating  the  intelligence  of  Hitler  ^rtien  he  assumes 
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that  Hitler  would  presume  that  he  could  cross  the  Atlantic 
and  do  those  things  which  he  has  been  able  to  do  merely 
across  a  neighboring  border?  Does  not  the  Senator  think 
Hitler  would  be  smart,  and  would  not  for  a  moment  think 
of  endeavoring  to  take  his  tanks  across  the  Atlantic,  to  a 
land  where  he  was  certain  to  meet  defeat?  In  my  own 
Judgment,  Hitler  could  not  land  a  regiment  on  American 
soil,  even  in  our  present  unprepared  state,  and  keep  it  here 
for  3  days. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President.  I  could  not  doubt  the  patriotism 
of  any  Member  of  this  body,  nor  would  I  doubt  the  sin- 
cerity of  any  Member  of  this  body,  and  I  have  the  highest 
and  most  friendly  regard  for  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 
But  the  United  States  has  today  280,000  soldiers,  who  are 
not  fre.sh  from  battle,  who  are  not  seasoned,  who  are  not 
experienced  in  the  modern  methods  of  warfare.  How  long 
would  they  last  against  the  hundred  or  more  divisions  who 
could  be  hurled  against  us?  Our  shore  line  is  limitless, 
do  not  have  so  much  as  a  popgun  on  the  northern 
boundary  between  the  United  States  and  Canada.  We  do 
not  have  any  forts  on  the  south  of  us.  I  think  the  Senator 
Is  certainly  swayed  by  the  propaganda  which  has  flooded 
this  country,  propaganda  Intended  to  put  the  American 
people  to  sleep  to  the  danger. 

There  are  a  number  of  slogans  which  have  been  used 
In  this  country,  which  have  been  worth  and  are  worth 
more  to  Hitler's  "fifth  column"  in  the  United  States  than 
some  of  the  most  modem  Inventions  are  worth  to  his 
blitzkrieg  in  Europe.  There  is  the  .slogan.  "You  are  trying 
to  get  us  Into  war."  That  is  worth  as  much  to  Hitler's 
"fifth  column"  In  the  United  States  as  his  dive  bombers  are 
worth  to  the  blitzkrieg. 

There  is  that  other  expression.  "There  is  no  danger  to 
America."  That  is  worth  as  much  to  Hitler's  "fifth  col- 
umn." in  putting:  the  people  to  sleep  today,  as  the  big  tanks 
wh'ch  rumble  on.  carrying  his  line  closer  and  closer  to  Paris. 
There  is  another  slogan.  "War  hysteria."  used  in  order  to 
disarm  the  man  who  would  shout  a  signal  of  danger.  When 
Paul  Revere  on  his  horse  flashed  through  the  countryside 
and  yelled  "Arm!  Arm!  Danger  Is  coming!"  suppose  some- 
one had  said.  'He  is  a  warmonger"  or  "He  has  war  hysteria. 
We  are  safe  and  secure." 

Thank  goodness  we  do  have  the  oceans.  They  do  form  a 
kind  of  insulation,  but  that  Insulation  gets  thinner  with 
every  new  invention.  Today  the  oceans  are  all  too  small. 
But  that  is  not  altogether  the  danger  point. 

Now  I  wish  to  continue  with  my  line  of  thought. 
Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  tlie  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  says  that  there 
Is  a  great  leader  in  Germany  today,  and  that  if  he  landed  a 
regiment  of  men  on  the  shores  of  the  United  States  today  it 
would  not  last  here  2  or  3  days;  that  he  could  not  get  any 
soldiers  over  here.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
that  all  Hitler  would  have  to  do  would  be  to  dispose  of  our 
fleet,  and  then  he  could  land  just  as  many  regiments  on  the 
shores  of  America  as  he  wanted  to  land.  He  would  not  have 
to  land  them  In  the  United  States.  He  could  land  them  in 
Canada  or  Mexico,  and  they  could  not  be  kept  out  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  LEE.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Frdm  those  points  he  could  come  Into  the 
"United  States  with  as  much  force  as  he  could  muster,  with 
nothing  to  prevent  him  from  bringing  them  over,  because  our 
fleet  would  have  been  disposed  of.  That  Is  the  only  thing 
one  has  to  suppose  to  believe  us  in  real  danger — that  is.  that 
our  fleet  would  be  disposed  of. 

Mr.  LEE.  One  ship  scuttled  In  the  Panama  Canal  would 
mean  that  cur  fleet  would  be  bottl?d  up  in  the  Pacific  and 
unable  to  reach  the  Atlantic  for  a  number  of  weeks,  and  there 
would  be  notliing  to  prevent  Hitler  landing  his  troops  at  any 
port  he  chose  to  use.    No  one  could  stop  him. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  refer  to  the  question  of  the  fleet 
falling  into  Hitler's  hands.  I  have  even  heard  some  quote 
three  American  admirals — American  admirals,  mind  you — as 


saying  that  the  British  Fleet  would  never  fall  Into  the  hands 
of  Adolf  Hitler.  Of  course,  we  are  glad  to  hear  the  Prime 
Minister.  Winston  Churchill,  say  that  the  fleet  would  never 
fall  into  the  hands  of  the  Nazis,  and  we  want  to  believe  that. 
But  circumstances  change  men.  We  could  not  have  con- 
vinced anyone  in  this  country  a  month  ago  that  King  Leopold, 
of  Belgium,  would  ever  have  surrendered  the  Belgian  Army 
when  he  was  still  fighting  on  Belgian  soil.  But  he  did.  When 
he  was  surrounded  by  charred  earth  and  blackened  walls; 
when  he  smelled  the  odor  of  the  decomposing  bodies  of  his 
loved  ones:  when  he  saw  in  the  streets  children  scarred  and 
burned  and  dying  and  woimded  and  bleeding:  when  he  saw 
his  own  soldiers  fighting  with  their  naked  hands  against  steel 
and  iron— he  said,  "What  is  the  use  of  further  resistance 
with  the  consequent  sacrifice  of  life?  I  give  up."  Who  knows 
what  Churchill  and  England  would  say — if  they  get  a  taste 
of  that  at  home;  if  they  see  the  English  people  lying  wounded 
and  dying  in  the  streets  of  London;  if  they  see  the  long  line  of 
refugees  plunging  off  into  the  water  trying  to  get  away  from 
the  scourge  of  Europe;  if  they  see  it  is  all  hopeless;  and  the 
United  States  has  not  sent  any  help— then.  I  ask  you.  why 
should  they  save  the  British  Navy  for  the  benefit  of  the 
United  States  when  they  could,  by  surrendering  it.  purchase 
the  lives  of  their  people? 

Mr.  President,  there  are  those  who  I  cannot  say  are  any 
less  sincere  than  I.  who  believe  that  we  could  still  maintain 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  if  Hitler  defeats  the  Allies.  I  do  not 
know  what  process  of  reasoning  causes  them  to  believe  that 
we,  with  only  a  one-ocean  Navy,  cuuld  still  maintain  the 
Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 
Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  suppose  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
is  aware  of  the  fact— and  if  not  I  wish  to  call  his  attention 
to  the  fact — that  the  Senate  Committee  en  Poreir:n  Rela- 
tions last  V/ednesday  reported  favorably  to  the  Senate  a 
joint  resolution  announcing  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  will  not  tolerate  the  transfer  of  title  of  any 
territory  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  by  any  non-American 
power  to  any  other  non-American  power,  and  that  we  pledse 
our  national  faith  and  our  national  resources  to  that  end. 
In  short,  the  joint  resolution  provides  that  v/c  will  not  allow 
the  transfer  of  title,  either  by  way  of  conquest,  or  by  any 
other  legal  means,  of  any  possession  of  the  British,  or  of  the 
Dutch,  or  of  the  French  Governments,  or  of  any  other  gov- 
ernment in  any  portion  of  the  Western  Hemisphere — Ber- 
muda, Canada.  Greenland,  the  West  Indies,  or  in  the  Central 
or  South  American  countries. 

I  thought  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  might  be  glad  to  be 
advised  of  that  action  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President.  I  appreciate  that— statement. 
Although  not  a  member  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee, 
I  was  a  visitor  at  the  meeting  at  which  the  committee  favor- 
ably reported  that  joint  resolution.  Of  course  that  is  fine, 
but  to  make  an  announcement  and  to  be  able  to  enforce  it 
are  two  different  things.  Naturally  I  would  do  everything 
and  will  do  everything  to  maintain  that  doctrine,  but  let  us 
be  realists.  Let  us  make  the  most  optimistic  supposition  that 
we  could  make  if  Hitler  defeats  the  Allies,  and  that  Is  that 
Hitler  would  not  immediately  attack  the  United  States. 
That  is  the  most  optimistic  supi>osition  that  can  be  made. 
What  would  he  do?  He  would  immediately  establish  trade 
relations  with  South  American  countries  and  proceed  to 
establish  military  bases  there. 

I  have  before  me  newspaper  clippings  which  I  shall  place 
in  the  Record,  which  show  that  Hitler  has  already  shipped 
arms  to  his  legions  in  South  .America,  where  he  has  plenty 
of  them,  and  I  intend  to  prove  that  before  I  shall  conclude. 

Let  us  take  the  most  optimistic  supposition,  that  he  would 
not  immediately  attack  America,  but  that  he  would  establish 
bases  in  South  America.  I  want  Senators  to  know  that  If 
today  there  was  flashed  over  the  radio  the  news  that  the 
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Allies  had  surrendered,  there  would  be  uprisings  all  over 
South  America  and  in  Mexico,  by  "fifth  columnists,"  in  places 
least  suspected  and  to  a  greater  extent  than  anyone  has  yet 

dreamed. 

There  are  colonies  in  coimtries  to  the  south  of  us  made  up 
entirely  of  Germans.  The  Germans  for  5  years  have  been 
active  in  infiltrating  Nazis  in  Mexico.  A  friend  of  mine  who 
Just  returned  from  Mexico  said  that  he  saw  with  his  own 
eyes  Nazi  officers  In  charge  of  German  troops  in  Mexico, 
•niere  would  be  an  immediate  response  there  to  an  announce- 
ment of  victory  by  Hitler,  and  he  would  have  an  easy  Ume, 
so  far  as  the  esUblishment  of  a  base  In  Mexico  is  concerned. 
Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  was  interested  in  the  state- 
ment which  the  Senator  Just  made,  which  I  think  probaWy 
contained  an  Inadvertent  statement,  that  I  want  to  have 
clc  'red  up.  The  Senator  said  a  friend  of  his  had  seen  Nazi 
German  officers  in  charge  of  German  troops  in  Mexico. 
Mr.  LEE.    No;  Mexican  troops. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  thought  that  was  what  the  Senator  meant 
to  say. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  for  cor- 
recting me. 

I  now  wish  to  read  Just  a  few  of  the  news  releases— not 
Imaginings,  not  theoretical  dlsciissions.  but  news  stories,  tell- 
ing of  the  "fifth  column"  and  its  activities  in  these  Latin- 
American  countries.  I  shall  read  just  a  paragraph  from  the 
Washington  Merry-Oo-Round.  written  by  Pearson  and  Allen. 
Mr  Leon  Pearson,  brother  of  Drew  Pearson,  has  just  re- 
turned from  a  10-day  trip  south  of  the  border.  This  story 
followed  upon  his  return: 

The  problem  of  protecting  the  Monroe  Doctrine  haa  undergone 
InteMlve  nights  of  study  of  Ute  around  the  State.  War,  and  Navy 
Department!.  Nobody  Is  exactly  predicting  HlUer  wlU  invade  South 
America  this  year,  but  nobody  expected  him  to  invade  Norway 
either.  And  the  BrltUh.  1  year  ago.  didn't  expect  to  be  invaded  at 
all  and  did  not  very  well  prepare  lor  It.  ,».    ,  „ 

So  United  States  strategists,  not  knowing  what  Hltlerjn  the  full 
flush  of  victory,  might  do,  are  endeavoring  to  be  prepare<r 

On  the  maps  of  South  America  hung  In  Government  offices  these 
days  are  two  danger  spots.  One  Is  Brazil,  the  other  Uruguay 
Other  spots  are  bad.  but  these  two  have  the  largest  number  of 
Nazi  sympathizers  and  "flXth  column"  plotters. 

Here  is  what  a  man  said  who  just  returned  from  down 
In  that  part  of  the  country.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was 
in  Uruguay  or  not.  but  I  know  he  was  south  of  the  border: 

UruEuay  Is  simply  honeycombed  with  Na«l  agents.  There  are 
also  strong  German  colonies  In  southern  Brazil,  and  even  in  Buenos 
Aires  In  Argentina,  the  older  army  officers  are  strongly  pro- 
German,  having  been  trained  by  a  German  officer.  In  BrazU.  the 
younger  army  officers  are  pro-Nazi. 

Particularly  worrisome  Is  the  fate  of  these  countries  with  Italy 
In  the  war  There  are  at  least  2.000.000  Italians  In  Argcntlna^r 
about  one-flfth  of  the  population.  Also  there  are  large  Italian 
colonies  In  Uruguay  and  Brazil. 

Mr.  President,  what  will  be  the  effect  on  them  now  that 
Italy  has  entered  into  the  war  against  the  Allies?  Do  Sen- 
ators think  it  would  be  difficult  now  for  the  Nazis  to  land 
troops  on  the  South  American  conUnent?  How  could  we.  with 
one  navy  against  their  combined  navies,  continue  to  carry 
out  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  protect  South  America  from 
the  Nazi  on  the  outside  and  from  the  "fifth  column"  on  the 
Inside? 

The  article  continues: 

Chief  undercover  strategy  of  these  racial  groups  1»  ,*«  overthrow 
the  present  governments  In  South  America.  In  favor  of  puppet  gov- 

ernmenu  friendly  to  the  Nazi-Fa^ist  <*"?«•. J^* on!,  ?^viS.%u 
governments  could  renounce  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  Invite  Hit- 
ler to  the  Western  Hemlaphere. 

I  wish  to  say  that  the  latest  wave  of  propaganda  that  is 
now  flooding  South  America  is  to  get  the  South  Americans  to 
start  complaining  about  the  yoke  of  United  States  imperialism 
and  to  start  hoUering  that  they  should  throw  It  off.  That 
Is  the  latest  effort  of  the  propaganda  machine  of  Nazi  Ger- 
many in  the  countries  to  the  south  of  us. 

New  avlaUon  aids,  enlarging  of  airports,  training  of  plk>t«  and 
even  the  cooperation  of  the  United  States  fleet  In  using  Brazilian 
harbors  are  now  under  discussion  to  bolster  the  preaent  pro-Allied 
gcvernments  of  South  America. 


Our  Department  of  State  finds  the  situation  so  serious 
that  at  the  present  time  two  warships  are  on  their  way  to 
those  South  American  countries. 

I  wish  to  read  now  from  an  article  which  appeared  under 
the  headline  of  Montevideo,  Uruguay.  May  31.  The  head- 
ing is: 

Latin-American  "Fifth  Column"— Uruguay  Uncovers  Nazi  Party- 
United  States  Cruiser  Speeds  South. 

Since  this  article  was  pubUshed  another  cruiser  has  been 
ordered  to  South  America. 

Montevideo  raids  reveal   penetration  by  organized   branch. 


The  first  part  of  the  article  is  as  follows: 

Uruguayan  Investigation  of  "fifth  column"  activities  is  disclos- 
ing almost  unbelievable  Nazi  political  penetration  into  South 
America.  ,  , .  . 

Conclusive  evidence  has  been  accumulated  by  police  raids  and 
other  investigation  methods  showing  that  the  Nazi  Party  has  estab- 
lished a  perfectly  organized  branch  of  the  party  in  Uruguay  known 
•■  the  Uruguayan  District  Group  of  the  German  Nationalist  Soclal- 
Ut  Party  It  Is  under  the  leadership  of  a  "Little  Fuehrer"  and 
acknowledges  dependence  on  acd  allegiance  to  the  Nazi  Party  In 

Diplomatic  and  other  obeervere  consider  the  Uniguayan  Oovem- 
ments  inveetlgatlon  of  the  utmost  historical  Importance  because 
It  U  uncovering  details  of  Nazi  methods  throughout  Latin  and 
South  America.  Argentina's  investigation  last  year  showed  that 
Germans   there   had  organlaed   as  the  ArgentHie   DUtrlct  Group 

''Newspapers  of  several  other  republics,  including  Chile.  Colom- 
bia and  Bolivia,  have  charged  that  there  are  similar  organlzat.oDS 
in  their  countries.  LatUi-Amcrlcan  diplomats  here,  therefore,  are 
informing  their  governments  that  details  of  Nazi  operations  in 
Uruguay  are  indicative  of  what  can  be  expected  In  all  other  South 
and   Central   American   nations. 

That  was  imder  the  date  line  of  May  31. 

Here  is  a  later  one,  under  the  date  line  of  June  4,  headed: 

British  Plotting  To  Sabotage  Panama  Canal,  Berlin  Says. 

I  have  noticed  that  the  Nazis  always  preface  their  activi- 
ties by  a  well-prepared  campaign,  so  that  if  they  do  some- 
thing nefarious  they  will  already  have  laid  the  blame  on  the 
Allies. 

[Prom  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  June  4.   19401 
BRrnsH  PLorrmc  To  Sabotage  Panama  Cawal.  Bebliw  Sats 

Berlin  Jime  4. — Germany  has  formally  warned  the  United 
States  Mexican,  and  Panamanian  Governments  of  British  plots  on 
their  sou  Includmg  an  alleged  plan  of  the  British  secret  service 
to  sabotage  the  Panama  Canal,  the  official  D.  N.  B.  agency  said 

Germany  also  warned  the  United  States  of  alleged  British  plots 
to  destroy  two  American  refugee  rescue  ships,  now  on  the  high 
seas  and  advised  Washington  to  take  all  necessary  measures  to 
frustrate  Britain's  purported  efforts  to  whip  up  American  anger 
aealnst  Germany.  . ,„    ,  ^ 

The  new  charges  of  a  dastardly  plot  by  British  Prime  Minister 
Winston  Churchill  to  sink  the  refugee-laden  United  Stet^  liner 
President  Roosevelt,  now  en  route  from  Galway,  Ireland,  to  New 
York,  were  made  to  apply  also  to  the  steamer  Washington,  en 
route  to  Bordeaux,  France. 

The  D  N  B  statement  last  night  said  the  German  Government 
has  informed  the  Governments  of  the  United  States.  Mexico,  and 
Panama  that  It  has  received  reports  from  reliable  sources  that  the 
British  secret  service  has  sent  a  great  number  of  provocative 
agents  to  Central  America,  mainly  Mexico  and  Panama. 

So  we  may  expect  sabotage  there  from  the  Nazis,  who 
have  already  announced  that  it  is  going  to  be  done,  and 
have  attempted  to  lay  the  blame  on  the  Allies. 

Here  Is  another  of  the  same  date.  June  4,  headed  "Pro- 
Nazi  paper  starUes  Mexico— Charges  AlUes  plot  United  States 
domination": 

(From  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  June  4,  19401 

PtO-NAZI  paper  startles   MEXICO CHABGBS   ALLIES  PLOT  UNITED  STATES 

DOMINATION 

Mexico  Crrr  June  4.— The  frankest  pro-German  publication  seen 
In  Mexico  since  the  war  began  was  the  Initial  edition  of  the  news- 
paper Dlaro  Aleman  (German  daUy)  which  appeared  suddenly  on 
the  streets  last  night  without  advance  fanfare       ^^    ^     ..      ,  ^. 

"This  U  a  newspaper  of  war  •  •  'to  give  the  truth  of  the 
situation,"  said  the  leading  editorial.  ^    .       ^ 

The  editorial  then  warned  that  AUled  propaganda  was  designed 
to  involve  Mexico  In  a  "war  of  compromises"  the  result  of  which 
would  be  United  States  domination  of  Mexico. 

"Because  we  believe  that  Spanish  America  has  a  dlftorent  des- 
tiny from  the  United  States,  we  affirm  that  in  this  war  Spanish 
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America   .hould   remain    In   the   same    Independent    situation   M 
S^ayTwSen    It    ha.    been    able    to    decide    Its   own    destiny,      the 

""^^T^h?  neJJpaper  listed  Tcodoro  Schumaker  a«  director. 

H^re  Is  another,  under  date  of  June  6.  with  the  title:  "Latin 
An-encan  Nazis  May  Act.  Official  Circles  Fear  German  Vic- 
tory May  Cause  Uprising": 

[Prom  the  Washington  Post  of  June  6,  1940] 

L»-raf  AiinUCAW  NAZIS  mat  ACr-OmCIAL  CTHCLES  fear  GERMAN  VICTORT 

MAT  CAUSE  TJPRISINO 

(By  John  O.  Norrls) 
Serious  prospect  of  Nazi  uprisings  In  Latin  America  should  Ger- 
many Win  a  q^k  victory  over  the  AUles  worried  of  ^^^^  <=^^«;,1^„^,^* 
night  as  Congress  prepared  to  take  a  firm  stand  against  any  total- 
itarian inroads  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Confidential    reports   reaching   this   Government.    It   was   stated 
authoritatively,  indicate  that  a  burst  of  Nazi  at^itatlon  may  be  «- 
pected  m  the  event  the  German  drive  on  Paris  is  successful.     These 
Bources   revealed   that   Berlin   is   making   deliveries   of   field   guns 
machine  guns,  and  other  military  equipment  to  BrazU.  despite  the 
rreat  demands  of  her  own  Army. 
^      , 

Are  we  to  believe  facts,  or  are  we  to  go  back  to  sleep  under 
the  chloroform  of  believing  that  we  are  perfectly  safe?    Mr. 
President.  I  believe  the  time  has  come  to  look  with  suspicion 
on  those  who  would  discount  the  danger  which  threatens 
America.    The  time  has  come  to  look  doubtfully  upon  the 
patriotism  of  those  who  would  put  us  to  sleep  in  the  face  of 
danger.    As  I  have  said  before,  in  the  case  of  Samson  and 
Delilah.  Delilah  was  as  much  an  enemy  of  Samson  as  were 
the  Phiilistines.  who  pounced  upon  him  after  she  had  soothed 
him  to  sleep  with  such  words  as.  "Big.  strong  Samson.    No- 
body can  hurt  you.  because  you  are  so  big  and  strong. 
Samson  went  to  sleep,  and  was  awakened  when  the  Phiilis- 
tines pounced  upon  him.    Are  we  to  go  to  sleep  under  the 
chloroform  that  America  is  so  big  and  strong  and  the  two 
oceans  are  so  wide  that  we  are  in  no  danger? 

Are  we  to  believe  these  Associated  Press  stories — not  one, 
not  two.  not  three,  but  more  and  more— enough  to  cau?e  the 
State  Department,  which  has  officials  located  in  those  coun- 
tries, to  send  two  battleships  there? 

The  next  item  is  from  the  Washington  Post  of  June  7,  1940: 

ANTT-UNrrED  States  AcrrATtON  Mocnts  in  Mexico 

s         Co\TTPEC  ME.TICO.  June  6  —Hundreds  of  anti-American  pamphlets 

\  were  circulated  today  in  this  section  of  Vera  Cruz  State  attacking 

United  States  foreign  policy  and  describing  the  Monroe  Doctrine 

as  a   "shameful  puiidianship."  ...... 

/ddressed  to  •'Mexicans.'  the  pamphlets,  after  warmly  praising  the 

feat*  of  the  German  Armv.  concluded  with  the  following  appeal: 

"Long  live  Mexico,  free,  great,  and  powerful,  with  her  States  of 

Texas   California.  Arizona.  Colorado,  and  the  segment  of  Chamizal. 

.Long  live  the  German  people,  and  welcome  to  the  Italian  people." 

M£:;iCO    TO    T.UCE    STEPS 

Mexico  Cttt.  June  6.— Informed  sources  reported  tonight  that  ^n 
extraordinary  session  af  the  Mexican  Conpress  would  be  called  this 
month  to  con^dsr  legislation  for  controlling  the  movements  of 
foreigners,  tor  regulating  the  possession  of  arms,  and  for  strength- 
ening the  Republics  army  and  navy. 

President  Cardenas  is  trying  as  best  he  can  to  keep  down 
subversive  activities:  but  what  would  be  the  result  of  news 
of  a  Nazi  victory  in  Europe?  The  Nazis  would  overrun  Mex- 
ico and  Uruguay.  Dees  anyone  think  we  could  then  main- 
tain the  Monroe  Doctrine  in  the  face  of  such  a  situation, 
with  only  one  navy  against  the  combined  navies  of  Europe, 
which  would  be  under  the  control  of  the  Nazis? 

As  I  say,  the  most  optimistic  thing  we  could  hope  for  would 
be  to  keep  our  Navy  close  to  shore  and  then  start  the  most 
unheard-of  system  of  taxation  America  has  ever  known  in 
order  to  raise  enough  money  to  build  a  concrete  wall  around 
America  and  place  all  our  ammunition  dumps  and  fortifica- 
tions underground.  We  should  have  to  spend  all  we  could 
rake  and  scrape  for  the  rest  of  cur  lives;  and  who  knows  what 
our  children  would  inherit? 

That  would  not  be  the  only  result.  The  whole  philosophy 
and  outlook  of  America  would  be  changed.  There  would  be 
•  no  more  freedom  in  America.  We  should  have  to  submit  to 
self-discipline  and  the  strictest  form  of  regimentation,  be- 
cause when  democracy  comes  to  grips  with  despotism,  democ- 
racy is  at  a  disadvantage,  because  she  is  loose-jointed  and 
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enjoys  liberty  and  freedom.  Therefore,  in  every  case  m  which 
a  democracy  faces  a  crisis,  the  democracy  m.ust  temporarily 
resolve  itself  into  a  dictatorship  in  order  to  be  in  a  fair  way 
to  compete  with  the  more  efflcient  dictator,  one-man,  strong, 
centralized  organization  represented  by  a  totalitarian  gov- 
ernment. That  is  what  we  have  to  look  forward  to  in  the 
future  There  would  be  no  more  happiness  and  liberty  in 
America.  We  should  have  to  guard  the  Canadian  border 
We  should  have  to  guard  the  Mexican  border.  We  should 
have  to  guard  both  seaboards.  In  addition,  we  should  live 
in  a  state  of  perpetual  fear  and  terror,  just  as  the  poor  UtUe 
democracies  in  Europe  have  Uved  for  the  past  5  years. 

That  is  the  most  optimistic  future  we  could  look  for.  I 
do  not  believe  we  would  even  be  permitted  that  much.  We 
underestimate  Hitler  if  we  do  not  think  he  would  strike  while 
we  are  unprepared,  which  would  mean  total  war  for  the 
United  States.  I  say  to  those  who  think  they  are  champions 
of  peace  that  America  has  only  one  chance  of  escaping  total 
war  and  that  is  an  Allied  victory.  The  only  chance  to 
continue  peace  and  security  in  America  is  to  stop  Hitler  in 

Europe.  . 

Thpre  are  those  who  unconsciously  use  the  very  weapons  of 
"fifth  columnists";  and  the  more  sincere  they  are,  the 
more  effective  the  weapons. 

Let  me  give  a  few  examples  of  the  many  little  ways  in 
which  we  can  be  weakened  by  those  who  bore  from  within. 
I  wish  to  read  from  the  column  Over  the  Coffee,  by  Harlan 
Miller  The  heading  is  "The  Trojan  Horselaugh."  This  Is 
a  description  of  a  "fifth  columnist"  as  he  plans  his  day  while 
shaving  and  v.axing  his  moustache.  This  is  his  conversation 
with  himself,  as  he  meditates  to  himself: 

[Prom  the  Washington  Post  of  Jime  6.  1940] 

OVEB   THE  COrFTE THE   TROJAN    HORSELAUGH 

(By  Harlan  Miller) 
(A  "fifth  columnist"  plans  his  day  while  shaving  and  waxing  his 

Ach  nobody  knows  what  troubles  a  "fifth  columnist"  has 
Kot  •  •  •  These  wise  guys  think  It's  all  fun  and  excitement 
like  blowing  up  powder  plants.  •  •  •  But  Ifs  the  little  things 
that  count,  like  throwing  a  dead  cat  In  a  reservoir  or  making  fun  of 
democracy  at  a  cccktall  party.  .       ^   .w  ..       .# 

Let  me  see.  •  •  *  At  breakfast  I  must  ask  the  waiter  ix 
Roosevelt  will  serd  his  son  to  the  trenches.  •  •  •  R'ght  away 
I  must  write  a  letter  to  the  paper  calling  William  Allen  Wliite  a 
warmonger.  •  •  •  And  I  shall  ask  the  taxi  driver  If  he  v.anta 
to  fl<»ht  for  King  George  .„         , 

Today  my  quota  of  anonjrmotis  letters  denouncms  pro-Ally  col- 
umnists Is  10.  •  •  •  And  I  must  sign  a  petition  with  100  names 
to  the  White  House  denouncing  the  sale  of  airplanes  to  Fr.-\nce. 
•  •  •  With  the  Irish  cop  111  Joke  about  how  funny  It  Is  If  Hitler 
Invades  England  by  way  of  Ireland:  no.  Eire. 

If  I  could  only  do  something  big.  like  yelling  fire  In  a  Belgian 
rf  I'ef  mass  meeting.  •  •  •  But  I  can  send  to  the  preacher  some 
articles  about  the  Polish  atrocities  against  the  Germans.  •  •  • 
And  I'll  mail  out  five  pictures  of  Der  Fuehrer  kissing  a  baby.  •  •  • 
I  must  ca'il  President  Conant  of  Harvard  a  warmcn^er.  too. 

At  lunch  at  the  club  It  will  be  weU  If  I  say  learnedly  that  with 
Exirope  its  Just  power  politics,  better  we  stay  out.  That  Impresses 
•em.  If  I  run  into  one  cf  tho  .e  sidewalk  broadcasts  maybe  I  can 
yell"Hell  Hitler!"  into  the  "mike." 
Also  I  must  call  Senator  Austin  a  warmonger. 
Also  I  must  dictate  letters  to  all  our  Congressmen  complaining 
about  so  much  money  for  defense;  Where's  all  the  money  going? 
And  I  must  send  in  10  names  today  to  the  German  Library  of  In- 
formation to  be  sent  the  Pacts  in  Review  magazine,  so  sweet  about 
Der  Fuehrer.    And  I  must  call  Senator  King  a  warmonger. 

Today  I  mustn't  forget  to  tell  all  the  Protestants  I  know  It's  » 
shame  America  sends  an  envoy  to  the  Pope.  And  the  Catholics  I 
must  tell  It's  a  shame  the  way  Roosevelt  won't  let  Parley  be  Presi- 
dent. Must  make  some  wisecrack  In  the  elevator  about  Corcoran 
and  Cohen,  too.  General  Pershing,  too.  I'd  better  call  a  warmonger. 
When  the  parachutists  ccme  I  can  show  'em  where  to  dynamite 
the  pumping  station  and  the  phone  exchange.  Ach.  what  if  they 
never  come?  But  now  I  can  leave  always  the  water  running  and 
leave  the  telephones  off  the  hock,  maybe  It  causes  a  little  trouble. 
It's  a  good  idea  to  call  Nicholas  Murray  Butler  a  warmon<?er  rilso. 

Yes:  and  I  must  write  an  Indignant  letter  to  Senator  Byrnes  for 
calling  Lindy  the  lone  ostrich.  Soon  I  need  to  learn  more  about 
machinery  so  111  know  where  to  throw  the  monkeywrench.  Could 
I  have  the  nerve  to  ask  the  orchestra  to  play  the  Horst  V.'e«=sel  song 
In  a  night  club?  Have  I  remembered  to  caU  Roosevelt  a  warmonger? 
If  I  drop  into  a  radio  forum  maybe  I  can  get  near  a  microphone 
and  heckle  the  patriots  about  war  profits  and  maybe  call  Hull  a 
warmonger.  It's  time  I  send  over  more  lists  of  Americans  wltii 
relatives  In  Europe  who  might  be  persuaded  to  help  the  cause. 


Ifs  time  I  send  another  1100  to  the  Pagan  Front  ac  the  Altnnlnum 
Shirts  and  coUect  »200  en  my  expense  accoimt.  If  I  could  only 
arranire  to  make  a  speech  In  the  high  school  how  mean  the  Brlllsn 
were  at  Bunker  HUl.  I  must  call  WendeU  WiUkle  a  warmonger 
before  I  go  to  bed. 

Mr.  President,  with  regard  to  stirring  up  prejudice  against 
the  British  and  against  the  French.  I  heard  last  night  on  the 
radio  as  good  an  example  as  could  be  found.    I  heard  an  ap- 
peal to  prejudice  against  General  Pershing  because  he  had 
been  knighted  by  the  King  of  England;  I  heard  an  effort  to 
appeal  to  prejudice  by  the  use  of  the  word  "American"  in 
reference  to  the  Revolutionary  War.    We  could  come  later 
down  in  history  than  that  and  find  how  the  South  fought 
against  the  North.    We  could  stir  up  that  old  prejudice.    But 
that  is  not  an  argument  and  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion which  confronts  America  today.    Those  questions  have 
been  settled,  and  settled  with  blood,  it  is  true;  but  the  policies 
of  nations  differ  as  time  goes  on.    We  cannot  go  back.    If  we 
go  back  into  history,  our  own  escutcheon  Is  none  too  white. 
We  could  point  to  our  taking  this  country  from  the  Indians. 
I  could  tell  the  story  of  the  trail  of  tears  that  marked  the 
way  of  the  red  men  from  Alabama,  Georgia,  Mississippi,  the 
Carolinas.  Tennessee,  and  Florida,  to  settle  in  Oklahoma. 
That  is  not  a  pretty  picture  in  our  own  record,  but  that  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question  that  confronts  America  to- 
day.   The  question  today  Is  one  of  importance  to  all.    Today 
democracy  is  at  grips  with  despotism;  the  odds  are  in  favor 
of  despotism,  and  we  are  not  doing  enough  to  help  the  cause 
of  democracy  nor  doing  it  fast  enough. 

Mr.  President,  the  situation  is  not  the  same  as  that  which 
prevailed  in  1917.    Our  people  are  more  informed  than  they 
were  then.    Every  family  has  been  glued  to  the  radio  ever 
since  the  Nazi  juggernaut  started  its  black  road  across  the 
land  of  tulips  and  popples,  and  they  know  every  step  that 
has  been  taken  in  this  war.    They  know  our  own  Inability  to 
stop  the  Nazis  If  they  broke  through  that  thin  line  over  there. 
I  heard  the  argument  advanced  last  night  on  the  radio  that 
we  are  Inconsistent  in  asking  that  planes  and  tanks  and 
guns  be  sent  to  the  Allies  when  we  realize  we  do  not  have 
sufficient  for  ourselves.    On  the  contrary,  I  think  it  is  most 
consistent  to  pool  our  national-defense  methods  and  thereby 
make   them   stronger.     Ours   alone   are   not   sufficient.     If 
danger  threatens  America,  that  danger  is  Nazi  Germany;  if 
Hitler  could  be  stopped,  the  danger  would  disappear.  Con- 
gress would  adjourn,  and  we  would  stop  our  national-defense 
program. 

Yes;  it  is  argued  that  we  should  not  send  the  Allies  any 
help  because  it  would  be  stripping  us.  What  we  have  got 
would  not  be  a  breakfast  spell  for  that  "bUtzkrleg."  but.  taken 
together  what  we  have  added  to  what  they  have,  might  be 
enough  to  turn  the  tide;  at  least,  it  would  give  us  more  time 
to  get  the  old  Yankee  ingenuity  busy.  We  can  use  it  if  we 
can  get  the  time,  and  time  is  our  bitter  enemy  today.  Then 
let  us  send  what  we  can  possibly  spare  and  add  it  to  what 
they  have.  Thereby  multiplying  our  own  defense  by  many- 
fold.  One  plane  sent  to  Uie  Allies  now  would  be  worth  five 
planes  without  any  Allies. 

One  time  I  visited  an  insane  asylum  and  I  saw  a  large 
group  of  the  Inmates  with  only  one  guard  over  them.  I  said 
to  the  doctor  who  superintended  the  asylum.  "Doctor,  if  aU 
these  men  ever  get  together  they  can  overpower  that  guard." 
He  repUed  "But  they  do  not  get  together;  that  is  one  of  the 
first  proofs  of  insanity— lack  of  cooperation— not  pooling 
their  interests,  not  pooling  their  strength." 

The  nations  that  have  already  been  Invaded  and  today 
are  in  a  condition  worse  than  bondage  could  have  crushed 
Hitler,  but  they  did  not  pool  their  defenses.  If  England  had 
been  prepared  there  never  would  have  been  a  Munich;  if 
England  had  as  many  airplanes  as  Nazi  Germany  there  would 
never  have  been  an  Invasion  of  Poland.  I  cannot  sit  in  Judg- 
ment on  Neville  Chamberlain— I  think  he  was  wrong.  I  think 
he  was  the  victim  of  German  propaganda  which  put  him 
to  sleep— but  I  will  tell  you.  Mr.  President,  where  the  trouble 
started  It  started  under  Ramsay  MacDonald— and  I  am  not 
criUcizing  him  unduly— when  be  launched  the  poUcy  of 
-hands  across  the  sea."    That  is  the  policy  we  want;  that  is 


the  policy  all  democracies  iant— a  policy  of  brotherly  love, 
peace  on  earth,  good  will  toward  men— but  such  a  poUcy  can- 
not prevaU  when  there  is  a  wild  beast  at  large  who  considers 
not  whether  an  act  is  right  or  wit)ng.  but  the  only  question  he 
asks  himself  is,  "Am  I  strong  enough  to  take  it?"  and  on  that 
basis  makes  the  decision. 

There  are  those  who  are  afraid  we  would  offend  Adolf 
Hitler  and  that  if  he  breaks  through  he  would  make  war 
on  us.  Do  you  think.  Mr.  President,  he  ever  decided  any  of 
the  questions  of  invasion  on  the  basis  of  whether  or  not  he 
liked  a  coimtry?  He  had  only  two  things  to  decide — namely, 
whether  he  wanted  it.  and  second,  whether  he  was  strong 
enough  to  take  it.  ^^ 

Did  the  Sudetens  offend  anybody?  Certainly  not.  What 
was  the  sin  of  the  Czechoslovaks?  What  offense  had  the 
Poles  committed?  What  was  the  crime  of  Denmark  and 
Norway?  What  did  the  little  countries  of  tulips  and  poppies 
do?  We  see  the  unholy  day  when  the  ugly  and  monstrous 
theory  and  the  philosophy  that  "might  makes  right"  has 
returned  to  the  throne.  That  is  the  only  basis  of  Hitler's 
decisions. 

Do  you  think.  Mr.  President,  any  one  of  those  neutral 
nations,  even  though  they  practiced  neutrality  at  great  cost 
to  themselves,  has  purchased  by  its  neutrality  one  bit  of 
immunity  from  the  greed  and  wrath  of  Adolf  Hitler?  Not 
one.    Would  you  expect  more  for  America? 

Mr.  President,  our  people  are  alert  to  this  situation.  I  have 
some  telegrams,  only  a  few  of  which  I  desire  to  read,  though 
I  have  others.  I  shaU  read  some  that  are  representative. 
These  telegrams  did  not  come  as  the  result  of  a  sponsored 
campaign;  they  were  not  Inspired  by  some  organized  group; 
they  are  the  spontaneous  appeals  of  some  of  the  citizens  of 
the  United  States  who  have  foUowed  this  tragedy.  Here  is 
one  from  Oklahoma  City: 

In  God's  name  for  the  sake  of  humanity  and  to  save  clvUlzatlon 
from  the  savage  thrusts  of  atheistic  barbarism,  we  beseech  you  to 
take  immediate  steps  to  have  our  Government  send  to  the  aUles 
at  once  every  available  airplane,  whatever  arms,  ammunition,  and 
supplies  of  all  sorts  that  we  are  in  position  to  furnish,  without 
racing  the  question  of  financial  remuneration.  Also  that  every 
public  ofBclal  be  requested  to  forget  political  ambitions  and  self- 
seeking-  that  Congress  remain  In  continued  session  during  this 
crlste  that  aU  dllly-daUylng  with  regard  to  our  defense  program 
be  8t43pped  and  that  the  administration  adopt  a  firm  policy  re- 
garding capital  and  organized  labor,  to  the  end  that  no  thought  of 
a  strike  be  tolerated  We  are  opposed  to  sending  an  Army  to  Eu- 
rope now  or  In  the  futtire,  but  favor  putting  our  material  resources 
at  the  conunand  of  the  alUes. 

This  is  signed  by  the  pastor  and  every  deacon  of  one  of  the 
great  churches  of  Oklahoma.  Trinity  Baptist  Church  of  Okla- 
homa City,  signed  by  Rev.  W.  B.  Harvey,  and  his  deacon. 

Are  they  warmongers?  Are  tiiey  stirred  up  by  war  hys- 
teria? CerUlnly  they  are  stirred  up.  8o  Is  everybody  who 
knows  what  the  facts  are. 

Let  me  read  some  more  telegrams.  Here  is  one  from 
Bristow.  Okla.: 

RepresenUtlves  of  the  people  of  Bristow  met  and  adopted  the 
foUowmg  recommendations  for  transmittal  to  their  national  repre- 

"We  request  all  Representatives  to  remain  in  Washington  with 
Congress  In  session  until  an  adequate  defense  program  has  been 
written   Into   law   and   untU   ttoe   present   emergency   has   entirely 


"We  recommend  that  a  policy  of  paying  as  you  go  for  this  pro- 
(rram  be  enacted  as  far  as  practicable.  

"We  recommend  that  all  red  tape  be  cut  In  providing  as  speedUy 
as  possible  needed  supplies  of  war  for  England  and  France^ 

•We  recommend  that  the  principle  of  military  Ualnlug  be  estab- 
hshed  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  Immediately. 

•We  recommend  that  the  President  be  empowered  to  caU  out 
National  Guard  and  Reserve  officer  personnel  as  the  Interests  of  tbe 
Nation  may  require."  Roy  Kellt. 

President,  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Are  these  persons  warmongers?    Are  they  trying  to  lead 

this  country  into  war? 

The  next  telegram  is  from  an  Individual  whom  I  know,  an 

upstanding  man: ^ 

•^  Oklahoma  Crrr. 

Great  majority  of  people  in  Oklahoma  favor  fmnlshlng  England 

and  Prance  their  needed  munition  requirements,  realizing  that  IX 

they  are  destroyed  In  the  present  confUct  our  future  Is  hopele— 

Isolationist  and  pacifist  are  no  more. 
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Here  Is  another  tplcpram.  from  Robert  J.  Scott,  one  of  the 
businessmen  in  Oklahoma  City,  one  of  the  pioneers  who 
helped  build  that  city.    He  telegraphs  as  follows: 

Am  convinced  vast  majority  of  patriotic  Americans  Btrongly 
favor  Immediate  short -of -war  assistance  to  the  Allies.  Can  you 
not  support  Senators  Peppek  and  Guftet? 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Weatherford.  Okla..  from  the 
Rotary  Club  there.  Weatherford  is  a  little  town  in  western 
Oklahoma  made  up  mostly  of  pioneers  who  weathered  the 
drought  of  lean  years  in  order  that  they  might  have  what  they 
have  there: 

We  are  sincerely  and  completely  supporting  the  program  to  ann 
the  United  States  for  whatever  may  come.  We  urge  orders,  speed, 
and  mass  production  of  planes,  tanks,  guns,  and  weapons  of 
warfare.  Cut  the  red  tape.  Cut  out  politics.  Keep  Congress  in 
session.    Quick  material  aid  to  Allies  vital. 

Here  is  another  telegram  from  Oklahoma  City,  from  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  D.  W.  Collins: 

We  heartily  approve  Senator  Pkppi3S  resolution  urging  Imme- 
diate aid  to  the  European  Allies  and  commend  your  courage  and 
spe«ch  in  behalf  of  the  measure.  Your  Oklahoma  friends  tirge 
you  to  use  your  best  efforts  for  speedy  passage  by  the  Congress 
of  this  measure. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  H.  Lee  Benefleld.  Mr.  Guy 
Postelle.  and  r>r.  Postelle,  from  Oklahoma  City: 

DcAn  Josh:  Power  to  you.  Keep  it  up.  Make  it  strong.  You 
can  do  it.     Better  help  do  it  now  than  do  it  later  by  ourselves. 

Hfere  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Ed  B.  Galloway,  of  Oklahoma 
City,  a  friend  of  mine: 

As  a  World  War  veteran.  I  urge  you  to  use  yotir  influence  to 
help  the  Allies.  As  far  remote  as  Oklahoma  the  forces  of  this 
paranoiac  maniac  are  appalling.  It  is  imperative  that  Congress 
stay  Intact  to  combat  with  legal  military  advice. 

I  suppose  he  means  to  cooperate  with  the  military 
authorities. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Ardmore,  Okla..  from  Mr.  C.  P. 
Hollingsworth: 

Urge  your  support  Pepper  plan  aid  to  Allies.  Hypocrisy  of  neu- 
trality should  cease.  Resulting  disaster  of  German  victory  could 
only  be  attributed  to  gross  stupidity  American  people  and  their 
leaders. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Bert  A.  Bourne, 
Stella  M.  Crokett,  and  Mr.  and  Mrs.  B.  H.  Markwell.  of 
Oklahoma  City: 

We  urge  immediate  orders  for  planes.  Immediate  armaments  to 
Allies,  new  Secretary  of  War  and  Labor,  cut  In  Government  ex- 
pense. 

That  is  what  some  of  the  people  are  saying;  and  they  are 
not  warmongers. 

Mr.  President,  I  dare  say  the  senders  of  most  of  these 
telegrams,  like  myself,  have  young  sons.  I  have  a  son  who 
will  soon  be  of  military  age.  Do  you  ftiink  I  am  trying  to 
lead  America  into  war?  I  believe  I  have  raised  my  voice 
in  public  utterances  for  peace  as  often  as  has  any  other 
man  in  the  United  States.  I  believe  in  It,  and  I  hate  war 
with  every  atom  of  ray  being.  I  believe  the  only  chance 
America  has  to  evade  total  war  is  that  Hitler  be  stopped  in 
Europe.  It  is  not  a  question  of  peace  on  one  side  or  war 
on  the  other:  it  is  a  question  of  which  one  will  reduce  the 
chances  of  destruction  of  this  country  to  a  greater  degree. 

I  was  10  months  in  Prance  in  the  World  War.  I  did  not 
see  active  service.  I  guarded  some  of  the  prisoners  the 
other  lx)3rs  took;  but  I  was  so  close  to  the  war  that  I  got 
the  spirit  of  it,  and  I  talked  to  those  who  did  see  it.  and  I 
-  saw  them  as  they  came  back.  I  have  seen  them  since  they 
came  back.  I  have  visited  them  in  the  hospitals.  I  have 
heard  the  hoarse  whisper  of  a  gassed  lung.  I  have  seen 
the  wheel  chairs  go  rolling  up  and  down  the  hospital  aisles. 
I  have  seen  the  courageous  but  broken-hearted  Gold  Star 
mothers.  I  do  not  want  to  see  any  more  of  that  sort  cf 
thing  that  can  possibly  be  helped.  If  I  did  not  speak  and 
act  as  I  am  doing  to  prevent  that  from  coming  to  America 
on  the  scale  of  total  war.  I  would  violate  the  oath  I 
took  when  I  stood  on  that  rostrum  and  held  up  my  hand 
and  said  that  I  would  guard  America  against  its  enemies. 
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foreign  or  domestic,  inside  or  out.  I  would  violate  the  trust 
I  took  when  I  went  before  the  people  of  Oklahoma  and  made 
my  campaign  on  a  platform  of  "Keep  America  Out  of 
War."  A  change  of  circumstances  now  makes  it  necessary 
for  us  to  arm.  and  arm  fast,  to  be  able  "to  keep  war  out 
of  America." 

I  believe  the  best  way  to  increase  the  armed  force  of 
America,  the  best  way  to  arm  America  today.  Is  to  add 
what  arms  we  have  to  those  which  the  Allies  have,  to  pool 
our  national  defense,  because  the  enemy  is  a  common  enemy. 
Our  flotilla  of  battleships  stands  between  us  and  Japan,  but 
the  only  fleet  between  us  and  the  Nazis  is  the  British  fleet; 
and  if  that  fleet  falls  into  the  hands  of  the  Nazis,  do  you 
think  that  we  could  escape  war? 

I  am  pleading  with  America  today  that  we  throw  our 
national  defense  into  high  gear.  We  think  we  are  moving 
fast.  We  hear  on  every  hand  that  we  are  doing  all  we  can. 
but  we  are  not.  England  hit  the  same  stride.  England  took 
it  easy.  England  went  to  the  races.  England  attended  the 
night  clubs.  England  attended  the  fashionable  restaurants. 
England  continued  business  as  usual.  England  kept  saying 
she  was  putting  her  factories  on  a  war  basis  as  fast  as  she 
could,  but  she  was  not.  Then  came  the  invasion  of  Norway 
and  England  speeded  up  a  little  more,  but  not  as  fast  as  she 
could  have.  She  was  not  doing  anything  really  effective. 
Then  came  the  invasion  of  the  Low  Countries,  and  then  came 
the  tragedy  in  which  the  Germans  bottled  up  the  British  and 
captured  the  very  essence  of  British  national  defense,  and 
only  the  most  heroic  and  most  courageous  and  most  thrilling 
military  maneuver  in  all  history,  the  evacuation  of  the 
Netherlands  and  Belgium,  saved  the  British  from  complete 
destruction  then  and  there. 

What  would  England  give  today  for  1  week  of  the  time  she 
wasted  as  we  are  wasting  our  time  now?  What  would  she 
give?  It  is  a  question  of  hours.  It  is  a  question  of  minutes. 
Even  today  Mussolini,  with  the  knife  of  Pascismo  in  his 
hand,  waiting  until  he  saw  Prance  was  helpless,  drove  it  into 
her  helpless  back.  That  finishes  Prance.  How  long  can  she 
hold  out?  The  British  and  Prench  have  been  holding  the 
line.  We  are  dilly-dallying  today.  Our  factories  are  not  on 
a  24-hour  basis.  We  are  not  mobilizing.  We  even  hear  per- 
sons gambling  with  the  destiny  of  America  by  trying  to  play 
politics  and  accuse  us  of  not  having  armed.  The  one  man  in 
America  who  has  been  pleading  with  America  to  get  ready  has 
been  Pranklin  D.  Roosevelt.  The  one  man  who  has  seen  this 
thing  all  the  time  was  Roosevelt.  He  said  in  his  speech  at 
Chicago  that  we  should  quarantine  the  aggressors.  The  Na- 
tion jumped  all  over  him,  and  he  backed  away. 

Every  time  he  sent  a  message  to  the  Congress  asking  us 
for  an  appropriation  for  an  increased  Na\'y  all  over  this 
country  the  "fifth  columns"  began  to  carp,  "Warmonger  I 
He  is  leading  us  into  war."  Every  time  he  asked  for  na- 
tional-defense appropriations  they  said,  "He  is  leading  us 
I  into  war." 

!  The  President  alone  saw  what  was  coming.  He  wants  a 
good-neighbor  policy,  as  I  do,  and  as  my  colleagues  do,  but 
we  can  only  have  it  when  the  other  nations  abide  by  the 
I  same  rules  by  which  we  abide.  So  the  President  called 
several  leaders  to  the  White  House  for  a  nonpartisan  con- 
ference and  he  said  that  we  should  revise  our  neutrality  law 
so  that  the  Allies  can  buy  planes  here  and  carry  them  across 
the  ocean  in  their  own  ships.  As  soon  as  he  said  that,  all 
over  this  country  arose  a  hue  and  cry,  "Roosevelt  is  going 
to  get  us  into  war.    He  is  trying  to  get  us  into  war." 

On  the  floor  of  the  Senate  we  heard  the  idea  of  there  going 
to  be  a  war  in  Efirope  ridiculed.  We  even  heard  some  in 
high  places  say  that  there  was  not  going  to  be  any  war.  I 
have  inside  information.  There  Is  not  going  to  be  any  war. 
We  heard  others  make  fun  of  the  possibility  of  war. 

We  heard  one  person  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  refer  to 
the  little  neutral  countries,  and  he  said  that  Denmark, 
Norway,  and  Sweden  have  maintained  their  neutrality  down 
through  the  years,  and  they  have  kept  out  of  war,  and  that 
they  are  not  going  to  get  into  this  war.  At  the  very  moment, 
the  very  hour,  when  that  sentence  was  being  uttered  on  the 
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floor  of  the  Senate,  the  "fifth  columns"  were  leading  the 
hordes    of    Germany   into    the    capitals    of    Denmark    and 

Norway.  „    r,*,  f 

It  is  said  now.  "They  are  trying  to  get  us  into  war.  Thai 
is  the  battle  cry  of  the  "fifth  column."  Men  are  called 
'•warmongers."    That  is  the  battle  cry  of  Nazi  Germany. 

I  say.  defend  yourself,  America.  The  best  way  to  defend 
ourselves  is  to  add  our  strength  to  the  strength  of  the  AlUes. 
Let  us  pool  our  strength.  If  the  countries  which  have  been 
overrun  had  joined  shoulder  to  shoulder  they  could  have 
crushed  the  juggernaut.  They  did  not  do  It.  Tliey  wanted 
to  wait  and  see  what  happened.  Now  we  are  waiting  to  see. 
Our  friends  who  are  holding  the  line  are  being  struck  down. 

Every  time  a  Prench  soldier  goes  down  in  battle,  there  Is 
one  less  soldier  left  between  us  and  Nazi  Germany,  and 
America  is  one  soldier  closer  to  war  than  she  has  been  in 
20  years.  Every  time  one  of  the  eagles  of  the  Royal  Air 
Force  falls  out  of  the  sky.  one  more  defender  of  democracy 
and  liberty  has  fallen,  and  the  menace  is  that  much  closer 
to  America. 

They  have  called  on  us.  They  have  begged  us.  Churchill 
over  the  radio  said  it  was  heartbreaking  to  see  men  fighting 
against  steel  and  iron  with  nothing  but  flesh  and  blood,  and 
the  War  Minister,  Anthony  Eden,  took  the  radio  and  said, 
"We  need  guns.  We  need  ammunition.  We  need  tanks. 
We  need  planes." 

Come  on  America!     Allied  the  voices  caU 
For  by  your  aid 
.-^  No  longer  stayed 

The  world  will  stand  or  fall 

Come  on  America!     Your  friends  are  standing  guard. 

The  gallant  Prench 

Die  in  the  trench 
And  the  British  line  holds  hard. 

Come  on  America!     No  longer  halt  nor  wait: 

The  black  beast's  breath 

Of  blight  and  death 
Is  now  panting  at  oxir  gate. 

*^  ^-(In  part  fnm  Ella  Wheeler  Wilcox's  poem.) 

America,  let  us  throw  every  machine  in  high  gear,  let  us 
send  all  the  aid  possible,  not  men,  but  let  us  send  all  the 
machines  to  Europe  we  can  send,  and  save  America  from 

total  war. 

[Manifestations  of  applause  in  the  galleries.  1 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
The  Chair  admonishes  the  occupants  of  the  galleries  that 
demonstrations  are  not  permitted. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  obtained  the  floor, 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  that 
I  may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  yield.  "" 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andre  wi 

Aahxirst 

Austin 

Bailey 

Bankhead 

Barbovir 

Barkley 

BUbo 

BOIM 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 


E>anaher 

Davis 

Donahey 

Downey 

Cllender 

George 

Oerry 

OUIette 

Oreen 

Guffey 

Oumey 

Haniaon 

Hatch 

Bayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holnum 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

King 


tA  Follette 

Lee 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

MlUer 

umton 

Mxirray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Kye 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

RAdclifle 

Seed 

Reynolds 

Bussell 


Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Shtpetead 

Slattery 

Smathers 

Smith 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Utah 

Tobey 

Townsend 

Tnunan 

Ty  dings 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

Wiley 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Eighty-six  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  realize  that  I  am  rising 
here  at  this  hour  in  one  of  the  most  tragic  moments  in  the 


history  of  civilization.  Even  as  I  stand  here  a  new  country, 
Italy,  has  entered  into  the  world  war  on  the  side  of  Ger- 
many, fighting  France  and  Great  Britain. 

From  my  own  smaU  and  brief  contact  with  the  fighting 
in  the  last  war  I  can  visualize  to  some  degree  the  terrific 
conflict  which  is  now  taking  place  along  the  Seine,  the 
Somme,  and  the  Aisne  Rivers  in  Prance,  as  weU  as  along 
the  regular  Maginot  Line.  There  millions  of  men  are 
facing  each  other,  and  every  second  that  passes  means  the 
end  of  the  lives  of  a  great  many  of  those  engaged.  That 
is  a  tragedy  in  itself.  Today  we  are  wondering  where  this 
tide  of  war  will  finally  flow  before  it  begins  to  ebb.  We  do 
not  know  who  the  victor  or  the  vanquished  will  be.  We  do 
not  know  to  what  extent  the  war  will  spread.  We  do  not 
know  how  long  it  will  last.  But  we  do  know  that  the 
United  States  of  America  is  pitifully,  shamefully,  tragically 
unprepared  to  play  its  role  even  in  the  defense  of  our  own 
shores. 

We  have  a  good  Navy  on  the  sea  and  beneath  the  sea,  but 
we  are  poorly  prepared  with  respect  to  our  Navy  in  the  air. 
We  are  even  more  tragically  unprepared  on  land,  where 
our  Army  must  defend  our  interests,  and  in  our  land 
aviation. 

Now  that  we  are  face  to  face  with  the  actual  emergency— 
not  last  year,  or  2  years,  or  3  years,  or  4  years,  or  5  years 
ago  but  now — when  we  are  actually  face  to  face  with  the 
emergency— the  whole  country,  the  whole  Congress  is  de- 
manding that  overnight  this  country  be  placed  in  a  state 
of  adequate  defense. 

Mr  President,  I  remember  it  was  only  2  short  years  ago, 
when.  In  the  face  of  this  gathering  storm.  28  Senators  in 
this  body,  no  doubt  with  the  best  of  intentions,  voted  against 
the  naval  expansion  bill  of  2  years  ago.  The  newspapers 
of  the  country  wanted  to  know  what  country  we  were  going 
to  fight;  and  why  did  we  have  to  have  such  a  Navy?  So 
it  always  is  with  a  democracy.  A  democracy  must  be 
brought  face  to  face  with  a  terrible  ordeal,  with  a  cataclysm, 
with  a  catastroiAie,  before  the  men  and  the  women  of  the 
country,  and  the  men  and  the  women  of  the  Congress,  and 
the  men  and  the  women  of  the  administration  can  be 
galvanized  into  a  course  of  action  best  calculated  to  serve 
our  needs  and  ultimate  destiny. 

Mr.  President,  I  could  dwell  at  length  on  our  lack  of  mili- 
tary and  naval  preparedness,  but  I  shall  use  the  lack  of  mili- 
tary and  naval  preparedness  as  a  lesson,  and  speak  about  an- 
other kind  of  preparedness  and  another  enemy,  if  you  please, 
in  the  hope  that  I  may  arrest  the  attention  of  this  body  and 
of  the  country  to  prepare  now.  while  there  is  yet  time,  to 
strengthen  our  financial  flank  to  avoid  the  deluge,  the  catas- 
trophe of  ruin,  of  poverty  and  misery,  of  pestUence  and  dis- 
ease which  are  just  as  certain  to  come  to  our  land,  even  if  it 
stays  out  of  war,  as  is  the  sun  to  rise  in  the  East  tomorrow 
morning.  That  is  why,  in  the  fervent  but  perhaps  vain  hope 
that  I  may  arrest  the  attention  of  the  Nation  to  the  terrible 
ordeal  it  must  soon  face,  I  am  at  this  tragic  hour  of  world 
misery  and  toil,  tears  and  strife,  blood  and  sacrifice,  attempt- 
ing in  my  own  feeble  way  to  be  a  human  signpost  pointing 
down  the  road  to  security,  so  that  our  130.000,000  people 
may  be  safe  from  a  misery  which  can  be  avoided  if  they  and 
the  Congress  have  the  will  to  avoid  it. 

Yesterday  I  read  some  10  newspapers:  I  have  also  heard 
during  the  last  week  numerous  commentators  on  the  air;  I 
have  read  the  columns  of  perhaps  seven  or  eight  of  our  lead- 
ing columnists.  All  have  said,  in  commenting  on  the  new 
tax  bill  now  being  written  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
that  this  billion  dollars  of  new  taxes  was  being  raised  to 
finance  national  defense.  What  a  tragedy,  what  a  pity,  what 
a  shame  that  the  American  people  are  being  deluded  into 
the  mistaken  thought  that  the  billion  doUars  of  new  taxes  wiU 
be  used  to  finance  our  national  defense. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    In  that  connection,  did  the  Sen- 
ator happen  to  see  in  any  of  the  newspapers  the  statement  I 
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read  In  a  newspaper  that  the  new  tax  bin  was  to  pay  for  pre- 
paredness as  we  go?  That  expression  was  used  in  a  number  of 
articles  I  have  read  in  the  newspapers.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
anyone  who  takes  the  trouble  to  look  at  the  figures  at  all 
knows  that  the  amount  to  be  raised  by  the  proposed  tax  bill 
win  do  little  more  than  to  pay  the  carrying  charges  on  the 
money  appropriated  in  the  last  couple  of  weeks,  and  no  more 

than  that. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  observation. 
However,  he  is  withholding  a  part  of  the  truth — not  inten- 
tionally, of  course,  because  his  statement  cannot  give  the 
whole  picture.  I  propose  to  show  on  this  floor  this  after- 
noon— and  I  challenge  successful  contradiction  from  any 
quarter  in  cr  out  of  the  Senate — that  not  a  single  red  cent  of 
the  $1,000,000,000  of  new  taxes  is  going  to  pay  for  the  future 
defense  of  the  coimtry.  Moreover.  It  will  not  even  begin  to 
pay  for  the  defense  of  the  country  during  the  past  10  years. 
I  invite  contradiction  from  any  source  whatever,  because  the 
figures  1  shall  use  to  support  my  statement  are  not  my  figures, 
but  are  taken  from  the  ofBclal  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Davis  In  the  chair) .  Does 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  It  became  apparent  from  my  observations  sev- 
eral months  ago  that  we  ought  to  increase  the  tax  burden, 
heavy  as  it  is.  knowing  that  ordinarily  we  should  have  a 
deficit  of  $3,000,000,000  without  increasing  taxes;  and  more 
than  3  months  ago  I  prepared  a  bill  calling  for  one  and  a  half 
billion  dollars  of  additional  taxes,  which  I  thought  might  go 
some  little  distance  toward  meeting  the  increased  expendi- 
tures which  would  be  made  for  national  preparation.  How- 
ever. I  admit  that  one  and  a  half  billion  dollars  is  wholly 
inadequate. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  is  correct.  I  propose  with- 
out further  ado  to  go  to  the  heart  of  the  question  and  show 
that  the  $1,000,000,000  of  new  taxes  Is  a  snare  and  a  delusion 
insofar  as  it  attempts  to  pay  even  the  civil  costs  of  running 
the  Government  without  a  single  dollar  going  to  the  Army 
or  Navy. 

Look  at  the  chart  on  the  wall,  which  I  exhibited  the  other 
day  and  which  I  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  at  this 
point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  chart  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

i  Chakt   I 


Deficits 


Year: 


_ '       $462,000,000 

_.__". 2.  530.  000.  000 

1.  783.  000.  000 

2.  695.  000.  000 

3.  210.  000.  000 

4.  550.  000.  000 

_-- 3.  149.  COO.  000 

1. 385. 000. 000 

3.  543.  COO.  000 

3. 346. 000.  000 

1&41 (?)  3. 700.  000,000 


1931. 
1932. 
1933- 
1934- 
1935- 
1936. 
1937- 
1938. 
1939. 
1940. 


30.  553,  000, 000 


Mr.  TYDINGS.  This  chart  shows  the  deficit  for  each  of 
the  past  10  years.  The  deficits  aggregate  $30,553,000,000. 
The  average  yearly  deficit  for  each  of  the  past  10  years,  ending 
June  30.  1940.  is  $2,700,000,000.  Keep  that  figure  in  mind — 
$2,700,000,000.  How  could  $1,000,000,000  of  new  taxes  pay  for 
the  increased  cost  of  the  Army  and  Navy  from  now  on  when 
we  have  had  a  deficit  each  year  of  $2,700,000,000  for  the  past 
10  years?  Certainly,  if  we  had  had  $1,000,000,000  of  new  taxes 
each  year  from  1931  to  date,  we  should  still  be  $1,700,000,000 
a  year  in  the  red  for  each  year  from  1931  down  to  date. 

Remember,  too.  that  the  billion  dollars  of  new  taxes  will 
not  be  earmarked  for  national  defense.    It  will  go  into  the 


Treasury,  as  do  all  other  taxes,  for  all  the  expenses  of  the 
Government;  and  $1,000,000,000  a  year  of  new  taxes  will  not 
begin  to  pay  for  the  cost  of  the  Government  as  it  has  been 
run  for  the  past  10  years,  even  if  we  do  not  spend  a  cent  for 
the  Army  or  the  Navy. 

Let  me  go  further  with  my  explanation.  The  average 
yearly  expenditures  of  the  Government  since  June.  1930, 
have  been  $7,300,000,000.  The  average  yearly  income  of  the 
Government  from  all  sources  during  the  same  10-ycar  period 
has  been  $4,600,000,000.  So  if  we  subtract  what  we  actually 
took  in — namely,  $4,600,000,000  a  year— from  what  we  actually 
spent— namely.  $7,300,000,000  a  year— we  have  an  average 
yearly  deficit  for  each  and  every  year  of  the  past  10  years  of 
$2,700,000,000. 

On  the  chart  in  the  recess  in  the  wall  I  have  enumerated 
fiOl  the  amounts  of  money  which  Congress  has  spent  for  the 
Army  and  for  the  Navy,  including  rivers  and  harbors  and  the 
Panama  Canal.  The  accounts  year  by  year  are  shown.  What 
does  it  all  amount  to?  It  amounts  to  this — that  during  the 
past  10  years  the  Army  has  cost  the  American  taxpayer,  for 
every  purpose,  $5,940,000,000  in  a  10-ycar  period.  The  Navy 
has  cost  $4,930,000,000  for  all  purposes  In  the  10-year  period. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  charts  2  and  3  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  charts  were  ordered  to  bo 
printed  In  the  Rxcoro.  as  follows: 

CHAJtT  3 

War  Department  expenditure*,  including  riven  and  harbijrt  and 

Panama  Canal 

Tear: 

1931 S478.  418.  974 


1932- 
1933. 
1934- 
1935. 
1936. 
1937. 
1938. 
1939. 
1940  (appropriation).. 


477,449.813 
449. 395  013 
408.894.978 
489.  155.451 
618.919.  lOS 
628.348.  231 
644.  .')25.  410 
695.  780.  340 
«1,050.  4G6  385 


1941  > 1.  723.  961.  505 


7, 665, 315.  212 


Chabt  3 
Navy  Department  expenditure* 
Tear: 

1931 — - 

1932 - 

1933.. 

1934 -. 

1935 - 

1936 

1937 — 

1938 

1939 

1940  (appropriation) 

1941 » 


Amnunt 

•354.071.004 

357.  617.  834 

349. 561.  925 

297. 029. 291 

436.  447.  860 

629. 031.666 

656. 884.  449 

596. 278.  301 

672.  968.  993 

» 780.  373.011 

1.302.014.033 

6.  232.  278. 372 

'  Expenditures  not  available. 
*  Up  to  May  29.  1940. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Has  the  Senator  any  break-down 
of  the  table  showing  the  War  Department  expenditures?  It 
seems  to  me  hardly  fair  to  include  in  the  expenditures  for 
the  Army  the  expenditures  which  were  made  for  rivers  and 
harbors  and  for  the  Panama  Canal,  a  large  part  of  which  rep- 
lesents  expenses  of  the  Canal  itself,  which  are  repaid  out  of 
tolls  received. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  observation. 
I  have  included  all  incidental  expenses  for  the  simple  reason, 
as  I  shall  show  later,  that  I  wanted  to  resolve  the  thing  in 
favor  of  economy  in  every  way  I  could,  so  I  have  put  into 
the  Army  expenditures  all  related  costs.    The  picture  is  that 
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for  the  10-year  period  the  Army  and  Navy  have  cost  the 
American  Government  $10,870,000,000.  or  a  yearly  average 
for  the  Army  and  the  Navy  together  of  $1,087,000,000. 

A  moment  ago  I  showed  that  the  yearly  average  deficit  of 
the  Government  was  $2,700,000,000.  Let  us  assume  that 
during  the  past  10  years  we  had  not  spent  a  penny  for  the 
Army  or  the  Navy.  Let  us  subtract  from  the  deficit  the 
$1 087.000,000  a  year  which  has  been  the  cost  of  the  Army 
and  Navy.  If  we  subtract  $1,087,000,000  a  year  from  the 
yearly  deficit  of  $2,700,000,000,  we  still  have  a  deficit  of 
approximately  $1,600,000,000  a  year,  even  If  we  had  not 
spent  a  cent  on  the  Army  or  the  Navy  in  any  of  the  past 

10  years. 

Where  la  the  $1,000,000,000  of  new  taxes?  If  we  Uke 
$1,000,000,000  of  new  taxes  from  the  remaining  average 
annual  deficit  of  $1,600,000,000  a  year,  we  still  have  re- 
maining $600,000,000  of  the  deficit,  even  though  we  had  not 
spent  a  cent  for  the  Army  or  the  Navy. 

What  is  the  picture?  The  picture  is  that  even  without 
spending  a  cent  for  the  Army  or  the  Navy  the  $1,000,000,000 
of  new  Uxes.  plus  the  existing  taxes,  are  $600,000,000  a  year 
short  of  meeting  the  civil  expenses  of  the  Government;  and 
we  cannot  get  away  from  the  fact. 

In  order  to  make  the  problem  graphic,  I  have  iomc 
apples  on  the  desk.  Bo  that  no  one  may  misunderstand, 
each  apple  represents  $100,000,000.  There  are  78  apples  in 
the  box:  73  times  $100,000,000  U  $7,300,000,000.  which  has 
been  our  average  yearly  expcndltxxres  for  all  purposes  for 
the  past  10  years. 

Our  receipts  have  been  $4,600,000,000  a  year,  and  our 
expenses  have  been  $7,300,000,000  a  year.  Let  us  take  from 
what  we  have  spent  what  we  have  actually  coUected— 
namely,  our  revenues— which  have  been  $4,600,000,000  a 
year.  Inasmuch  as  each  apple  represents  $100,000,000.  I 
shaU  take  46  apples  from  the  box  representing  our  average 
yearly  governmental  Income.  The  46  apples  I  have  taken 
from  the  box  represent  the  $4,600,000,000  a  year  which  has 
been  the  average  yearly  income  of  the  Government.  The  73 
apples  I  had  In  the  box  represent  $7,300,000,000  of  annual 
expenditures.  If  we  subtract  46  from  73.  we  have  27  apples 
left  In  the  box.  representing  the  average  yearly  deficit  of 
$2,700,000,000  from  June  1930  to  date. 

Now  we  propose  to  raise  $1,000,000,000  of  new  taxes.  That 
is  represented  by  10  apples,  so  let  us  take  out  10  apples. 
There  are  stIU  17  apples  in  the  box,  representing  $1,700.- 
000  000  in  deficits,  even  with  the  new  taxes,  and  without 
allowing  for  any  new  or  extraordinary  appropriation  for 
national  defense. 

Now  let  us  assume  that  for  each  of  the  10  years  which 
have  passed  we  had  not  spent  a  cent  on  the  Army  and 
Navy,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  have  spent  about 
$1,087,000,000  a  year  on  them.  So  let  us  take  out  11  more 
apples.  We  have  taken  that  much  out  of  the  deficit  as  if 
we  liad  never  spent  a  cent  of  it,  and  what  have  we  left? 
We  have  6  apples,  $600,000,000.  that  are  even  yet  unpro- 
vided for,  without  spending  a  single  cent  for  the  Army 
and  Navy,  but  merely  for  meeting  the  routine  expenditures 
of  the  Government,  and  not  a  sou  marquee  for  national 

defense. 

I  can  explain  that  very  briefly  by  referring  the  Senate 
to  the  Uble  of  expenditures  which  hangs  on  the  wall.  In 
this  column  [indicating]  are  the  revenues  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  each  of  the  10  years  which  have  just  passed.  In 
1931  they  were  small,  $3,846,000,000;  in  1940  they  were 
large  $6,458,000,000.  Those  figures  represent  the  total  reve- 
nues of  the  Government  of  the  United  SUtes  for  the  re- 
spective years. 

I  ask  to  have  chart  4  Inserted  In  the  Rxcord  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  chart  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  fcdlows: 
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1931 

1933!II""~!niII" ■ 

1«34 - 
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1936 — 

1W7 ■ 
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jy4Q       ^ ...... 

lMl^tii>  to  May  »,  i»«0 


Expenditnres 

(civil  and 

misoellaQeous)  ■ 


|l,W»,Ml,nO 
2,fi.3».  2-0, 132 
2.0nO.  12H.913 
4.1.'KJ,M.t,6» 
4.Tfl7,651.M0 
6.254.S17.617 
6, »)  5. 914, 252 
4, 87,S  321.4^10' 
fi.  3».S.  880.  OW 

•  6.  .MIO.  (too,  000 
6, 0S2, 493, 457 


61,618,473,344 


Total  ordinary 

rocfipts  and 
postal  revenues 


$3.84«, 

2,593. 
r«f.7. 
8. 702. 
4,431. 
/  4.  781, 
6,»20. 
6, 970, 
6.413. 
«.«8. 


102,015 
897.360 
3»,in6 
a»7.  216 
3fi2.504 
390,071 
tMI,347 
29.^.278 
77H.701 
796.000 


1  Not  including  exjwnditurwi  for  War  Department   Navy  DepKtment.  Indians, 
ponsioni",  iwMal  dcflc  iencics,  interest  on  pabUc  debt.  etc. 
I  Estimated. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  In  this  column  [indicating]  are  the  ex- 
penditures for  clvU  and  miscellaneous  accounts.  These 
expenditures  do  not  Include  those  for  postal  deficiencies,  for 
interest  on  the  public  debt,  for  pensions,  for  the  Indians,  for 
the  Army  and  Navy;  they  are  merely  the  civil  routine  ordi- 
nary appropriations  of  the  Government  without  Including  in 
them  the  appropriations  for  the  Army  and  Navy.  Indians, 
veterans,  pensions,  Interest  on  the  public  debt,  and  posul 
deficiencies,  ^     ^  ,     * 

What  Is  the  picture?  We  have  not  raised  sufBclent  money 
in  the  past  10  years  even  to  pay  each  year  our  expenses  for 
6  of  those  10  years.  Even  those  limited  governmental  ex- 
penditures, apart  from  the  Army,  apart  from  the  Navy,  apart 
from  pensions,  apart  from  interest  on  the  public  debt,  and 
so  forth,  have  been  more  than  the  total  revenues  of  the 
Government.    We  cannot  get  away  from  that. 

In  1932  we  spent  $2,600,000,000  and  took  In  $2,500,000,000; 
In  1934  we  spent  $4,153,000,000  and  only  took  In  $3,702,- 
000,000.  Keep  In  mind,  Mr.  President,  that  these  expendi- 
tures are  not  all  the  expenditures  of  our  Government.  They 
do  not  Include  Army  expenditures.  Navy  expenditures,  ex- 
penditures for  pensions,  for  the  Indians,  for  interest  on  the 
public  debt,  for  postal  deficiencies.  They  are  merely  the 
other  expenditures  of  the  Government. 

So  it  v^ll  be  seen  In  1935,  1936.  and  1940.  In  fact,  for  5 
of  the  10  years,  we  did  not  even  have  sufficient  money  to  pay 
the  naked,  higher-up  expenses  of  our  Government,  without 
raising  a  cent  for  the  Indians,  the  Army,  or  for  the  Navy 
or  for  pensions  or  for  the  interest  on  the  public  debt  or  for 
postal  deficiencies  and  the  like.  That  Is  the  real,  true  finan- 
cial picture  of  the  United  States  of  America  today. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  will  yield  in  a  moment.    The  picture  is 
that  for  10  years,  apart  from  all  the  welfare,  apart  from  all 
defense,  apart  from  all  humanitarian,  pension,  and  Indian 
appropriations,    we    have    not    had    sufficient    Government 
money   to   pay   the   ordinary   routine    expenditures   of   the 
Government. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    Do  they  include  relief? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yes;  relief  would  be  included. 
Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  3^eld. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  might  mention,  to  show  the 
progress  which  we  have  made  in  expenditures,  that  before 
entering  the  World  War  the  entire  expenses  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  all  extraordinary  ex- 
penses, including  pensions  and  what  not,  were  less  tiian  a 
billion  dollars. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    The  Senator  is  correct.    Now,  let  me  go 
back  to  my  original  theme. 
Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  think  it  would  be  very  illuminating  if  the 
Senator  would  place  the  tables  in  the  argument  he  is  making. 


CONGTIERRIONAL  RECOnD— SENATE 


7H.12 

Mr,  TYDlNOi,  t  imi  itwm  In  ib»  oUi»«r  dny,  and  1  urn  h»v- 
tntf  ttwim  put  m  M»m  l«d»y,  I  pt««»d  wll  iti»'«»j'  ftKUf*"*  In  in* 
fiMtmo  when  I  mwHn  on  thin  »uU)*<oi  M  MonrtrtV,  »  rimy  imy 
ilmi  X  Rlwj  opoli*  on  It  on  MontUy  iHJfnra  Umi;  I  ftm  tttlHmn 
on  It  on  thU  Monday;  I  Intend  to  t«l)i  on  It  n«Kt  Monday,  the 
Monday  after  thftt,  and  tswy  following  Monday  to  U)ng  M 
CongreM  U  In  MMwlon  until  the  truth  go*>h  home  to  the  Ameri- 
can people,  for  If  wt  hid  »n  talked  about  national  defeniw 
durlni  the  laat  3  or  4  year*  on  each  Monday  we  would  not  be  lo 

•cared  and  Jittery  today.  ^     .  .  »w- 

The  coming  depression,  regardless  of  who  the  victor  or  tne 
vanquished  may  be.  will  be  as  devastating  to  this  country  as 
war  itself  In  Its  final  analysis.    It  will  put  our  people  In  a  state 
'\     of  panic;  It  will  show  we  are  unprepared;  It  wUl  probably 
\  bring  on  Inflation  and.  perhaps,  a  capital  levy;  certainly  we   ; 
will  have  crushing  and  more  disastrous  taxation  than  we  have 
ever  had.    Yet  we  are  sitting  here  talking  about  adjourning 
and  going  back  to  the  country,  when  we  are  simply  allowing 
another  state  of  unprepared ness  to  deluge  this  people  and 
plunge  them  Into  a  misery  and  despair  which  could  be  avoided 
if  we  had  the  courage  to  face  this  issue  and  straighten  out  the 
flnances  of  the  Government  and  prepare  for  a  time  which  is  ^ 
certain  to  come.  i 

Now.  Mr.  President,  let  me  go  back.  I  showed  that  we  had 
a  yearly  average  deficit  for  each  of  the  10  years  that  have 
passed  of  $2,700,000,000  a  year.  Then  I  eliminated  all  ex- 
penditures each  year  for  the  Army  and  Navy,  which  amounted 
U)  a  billion  dollars  a  year,  and  that  stUl  left  us  an  average 
deficit  of  $1,600,000,000  a  year  even  if  we  never  counted  one 
single  penny  of  expense  for  the  Army  and  Navy  for  each  year 
during  that  10-year  period. 

Who  in  Christendom  will  challenge  my  assertion,  then,  that 
the  new  tax  bill  will  not  pay  for  one  single,  solitary  cent  of 
defense,  either  of  future  defense  or  of  past  defense,  for.  even 
with  the  billion  dollars  of  new  taxes,  we  would  have  insufficient 
money  for  each  of  the  10  years  that  have  passed  to  pay  the 
ordinary  routine  expenses  of  the  Government  without  a  single 
dollar  going  to  the  Army  or  the  Navy? 

When  this  matter  was  first  mentioned  by  me  several  weeks 
ago  on  a  Monday  morning,  later  on  in  the  afternoon  my 
good  friend  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Harrison!. 
the  genial  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  came  into  the 
Chamber  and  said  he  had  conferred  with  officials  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  a  bill  would  come  along  to  raise  six  or  seven 
hundred  million  dollars,  which  would  be  equal  to  only  about 
one-third  of  the  remaining  average  yearly  deficit  after  taking 
out  the  expenditures  for  the  Army  and  Navy  during  each  of 
the  past  10  years.  Later  on  the  House  of  Representatives,  in 
the  face  of  the  willingness  of  the  people  of  the  country  to  pay 
In  this  great  emergency,  and  with  some  degree  of  foresight 
as  to  what  was  coming  after  the  war,  raised  the  taxes  in  that 
bill  to  a  tentative  $1,000,000,000.  So  some  think,  having  done 
our  work,  why  not  go  home  and  leave  the  financial  flank  of 
our  country  more  badly  exposed  than  its  military  flank  is  now 
pitiably  exposed?  It  is  not  pleasant  to  levy  new  taxes.  We 
have  made  a  gesture.  So  let  us  let  the  country  go  right  on 
down  the  road  to  hell  and  damnation,  where  it  is  now  headed 
in  the  unprepared  financial  condition  which  some  have  cod- 
dled and  helped  and  aided  and  abetted  ever  since  June  30, 
1930. 

Our  frontier.  Mr.  President,  is  not  the  Rhine  or  the  battle- 
fields of  Europe  or  the  bosoms  of  the  Atlantic  and  the  Pacific ; 
our  frontier  at  this  moment  is  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  and  it  is  poorly  manned:  it  is  poorly 
equipped;  it  has  not  sufficient  men  in  the  form  of  dollars;  and 
even  with  the  new  tax  bill,  we  will  not  have  sufficient  men  In 
the  form  of  dollars  with  which  to  pay  the  ordinary  routine 
expenses  of  the  Government,  without  a  sou  marquee  going  for 
any  expenditures  of  the  Army  and  Navy  In  the  past  10  years 
or  In  the  futiu-e.  Shall  we  go  home  and  leave  this  unpre- 
paredness  as  it  Is?  What  man  will  rise  on  this  floor  and  say 
that  we  will  be  in  better  shape  In  any  one  of  the  next  10  years 
to  pay  our  way  than  we  are  at  this  good  hour?  With  what  we 
all  know  is  ahead,  who  will  dare  rise  and  say  that  in  1941,  1942. 
or  1943,  or  1944,  or  1945,  or  1946,  or  1947,  or  1948,  or  1949,  or 
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IIM  w*  will  hrtvi  A  l»»riii*f  nillan»]  infMn^-^n  ••0^00,000,000 
n»Mon»l  Iru'urMn  nr  h  1100,000,000,000  nillontl  lnwm««--wlih 
which  to  puy  ih»»  d^Ut?  I  mi  w»ltlni  If  ftnr  •#n»tof  dHlrii 
to  r\a$,    lApaUie.J    lUenoe  X  M«um«  U)  mean  AMent, 

Then,  iih»ll  we  lo  home  and  leave  thU  financial  fUnk  un- 
prepared and  expoaed  to  a  poMlble  and  probable  foe,  or  ihall 
we  itay  here  and  write  new  taxes?  Certainly  there  U  not 
an  ounce  of  truth  In  the  unintentional  repreeontatlone  to  the 
people  of  this  country  that  the  new  tax  bill  will  pay  II  of  the 
cost  of  the  new  national  defense.  It  wlU  not  even  pay  the 
expenses  of  the  routine  expenditures  of  the  Government — not 
by  $600,000,000  a  year.    That  is  the  truth. 

Oh.  today,  as  I  look  back  over  the  10  years.  I  recall  the 
$6,600  per  family  unit  that  Congress  authorized  for  slum  clear- 
ance. It  will  be  remembered  that  on  this  floor  I  took  the 
unpopular  side  of  that  issue;  I  said  we  could  not  provide 
homes  at  the  rate  of  $6,600  a  family  for  families  in  the  lowest- 
income  brackets  without  breaking  up  the  Treasury  of  this 
country.  Day  after  day  I  stood  here  and  fought  for  that  view- 
point; but  with  a  vision  that  seemed  to  be  obscured  and  with 
a  purpose  that  seemed  unrelenting;  there  were  those  who 
drove  through  this  expensive  and  costly  and  uncalled  for 
program,  when  any  one  of  those  families  would  have  been 
delighted  to  have  moved  into  a  house  which  certainly  would 
have  cost  no  more  than  the  cost  of  the  average  family  home 
in  this  country,  which  I  showed  was  only  at  least  two-thirds 
of  what  the  Government  was  spending  in  New  York  and  some 
of  the  other  cities  for  slum  clearance. 

And  I  remember  the  $4,800,000,000  pump-priming  bill.  On 
that  I  again  had  the  unpopular  side,  and  said  that  in  the  midst 
of  a  great  depression  we  could  not  afford  to  use  the  money  for 
any  purpose  other  than  purely  governmental  matters.  Where 
has  that  money  gone  today?  It  has  been  added  to  the  deficits 
for  which  at  least  two  or  three  generations  will  be  paying, 
with  all  the  interest  which  is  added.  All  the  expenses  for 
the  Army  and  Navy  during  the  last  10  years  are  now  a  part  of 
the  national  debt  and  will  be  paid  for  by  future  generations. 
We  have  set  up  a  tsrpe  of  government  far  beyond  the  ability 
of  the  American  people  to  keep,  unless  we  want  to  keep  it 
only  for  a  limited  period  and  then  go  into  ruin. 

The  high  days  of  1920  to  1929  are  gone.  They  are  in  the 
limbo  of  dead  yesterday.  The  high  and  easy  finance  of 
1930  to  1940  is  gone.  too.  It  Is  in  the  limbo  of  dead  yesterday, 
never  to  return.  This  country  cannot  exist  and  will  not  exist 
with  a  financial  bulwark  as  weak  as  that  I  have  described,  not 
by  idle  statements,  not  simply  by  generalities,  but  by  the 
figures  themselves  taken  from  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

No;  these  new  taxes  will  not  pay  our  old  deficit.  We  shall 
not  raise  enough  money  by  $600,000,000  a  year  to  pay  the 
average  cost  of  government  for  any  one  of  the  past  10  years, 
even  if  we  do  not  spend  a  cent  on  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 

That  is  the  picture  of  the  country;  and  what  about  the 
new  depression?  Some  men  think,  as  they  thought  about 
the  last  World  War.  that  it  will  be  over  in  60  or  90  or  100 
days,  or  this  year.  Who  knows?  Shall  we  take  chances  on 
its  rapid  termination?  Who  knows  that  it  will  not  last  for 
5  years?  And  whether  it  does  or  not,  whenever  the  curfew 
comes  to  the  cannon,  and  the  soldiers  return  from  the  fields 
of  battle,  they  will  not  go  back  to  jobs  of  productivity.  That 
peacetime  economy  in  hundreds  of  places  has  been  torn  up 
by  the  roots  in  dozens  of  nations.  They  will  go  back  to  idle- 
ness for  a  while,  at  least.  And  what  of  the  thousands,  the 
tens  of  thousands,  yes.  the  millions  who  are  now  working  24 
hours  a  day  in  the  munition  plants?  Those  plants  will  be 
closed  down,  and  that  will  swell  the  ranks  of  the  unem- 
ployed. And  what  about  the  tens  of  thousands  In  this 
country  who  likewise  are  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of 
munitions?    They,  too.  will  join  the  army  of  unemployed. 

Then,  too,  world  trade  will  be  disrupted;  and  certainly  If 
dictatorship  shall  survive  and  be  triumphant,  we  shall  be  on 
a  v.orld  barter  system.  That  will  be  the  competition — not 
International  trade  agreements,  but  the  barter  system,  gooda 
for  goods — in  which  we  are  not  competent  or  equipped  or 


de«lvned  m  i 
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to  vl«r  »  ftitlni  9m9^\n§  rol«i 
»nd  UuiefoiB  the  diwlipw  will  ■«  lo  ihe  furmer,  U  will  fo 
to  the  Ubormi  man.  It  will  |0  to  I  he  toanlilnf  hm\n$,  U 
win  10  to  thu  ciBilw.   It  will  go  to  thoee  who  are  now  em- 

pl^d  In  munition  faeiorlei,  not  only  abroad,  biit  rliht  here 
In  the  United  Btatee  of  Amerlea  M  well. 

Tr)en.  added  to  that,  will  be  the  millions  over  In  lurope 
who  have  not  been  ralslni  food  or  materials  for  clothlm  or 
producing  shelter:  emaciated,  their  young  without  milk, 
without  the  means  of  lUstalnlnB  life.  Famine  U  likely  to 
break  out,  and  almost  certain  to  come:  and  its  twin  sister 
will  likewise  walk  by  Its  side— pestilence  and  disease— if  you 
please.  And  what  shall  we  do?  In  the  face  of  this  spread- 
ing famine  and  disease  and  suffering  we  shall  try  to  find 
some  millions  of  dollars  more  to  render  charitable  aid  to 
those  stricken  people,  victor  and  vanquished,  to  save  them 
from  an  International  catastrophe,  while  even  here  in  our 
own  home,  out  In  front  of  the  Capitol  Plaza,  will  assemble 
thousands  of  persons  looking  to  the  Government  for  some 
sort  of  aid  to  tide  them  through  those  dark  years;  and  what 
shall  we  do  It  with? 

By  that  time  our  national  debt  will  be  probably  closer  to 
$60,000,000,000  than  it  now  is  to  $50,000,000,000;  and  even 
today,  in  one  of  the  best  years  that  we  still  have,  we  shall 
not  raise  sufficient  money  even  to  pay  the  ordinary  costs  of 
Government  without  a  dollar  going  to  the  Army  and  Navy; 
for  the  new  bUlion-dollar  tax  bill  will  not  pay  the  routine 
costs  of  the  Government,  without  a  cent  going  to  the  Army 
and  Navy  for  any  one  of  the  10  years  that  have  passed.  Then 
how  can  it  pay  for  the  routine  expenses  of  the  future  when 
we  superimpose  upon  them  the  extraordinary  and  very  high 
expenditures  for  the  Army  and  for  the  Navy  which  are  com- 
ing each  day,  week,  and  month? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado, 
Mr.  ADAMS.    I  am  really  appealing  to  the  Senator  for  a 
little  more  encouragement  than  he  is  giving. 

I  am  among  those  who,  for  some  7  or  8  years,  have  followed 
the  preachings  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Maryland. 
What  disturbs  me  is  that  he  now  says  that  Congress — of 
course  these  deficits  are  due  to  the  acts  of  Congress — has 
appropriated  and  spent  the  money  while  failing  to  make  pro- 
vision for  its  expenditures,  in  spite  of  the  eloquence  and 
the  accuracy  and  the  aciunen  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 
The  encouragement  I  want  from  him  is  that  he  feels  that 
Congress  fjom  now  on  will  pay  some  attention  to  his  mis- 
sionary preachings,  because  if  it  will  not  pay  attention  and 
continues  to  do  as  it  has  done,  perhaps  Congress  had  better 
go  home.  Whether  we  ought  to  stay  here  or  go  home  de- 
pends a  little  on  what  Congress  will  do. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Colorado  for 
what  he  says.  Let  me  say  that  I  think  I  bear  the  reputation 
of  not  indulging  In  idle  compliments  with  my  colleagues  on 
the  fioor  of  the  Senate;  and  with  no  idea  of  returning  the 
very  generous  reference  which  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
has  made  to  me.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  man  in  this  body- 
not  one— who,  throughout  this  10-year  period,  has  tried 
more  earnestly  than  has  the  Senator  from  Colorado  to  see 
that  the  Government's  dollar  was  efficiently  spent  and  to 
prevent  waste.  He  has  realized  all  the  time  what  was  com- 
ing. He  has  fought  without  ever  once  lowering  his  arm,  and 
sometimes  against  terrific  odds.  If  his  people  know  his  real 
worth  as  his  colleagues  know  it.  he  will  never  have  opposition 
in  either  party  whenever  he  desires  to  be  a  candidate  for 
public  office. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  do.  ^       .  ., 

Mr.  HOLMAN.    I  merely  want  to  make  the  observation 
that  no  government  has  ever  survived  bankruptcy. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 


Mf.TVPflfOf.  I  yWd  io  tht  ■fiwtof  f rom  TdMit. 

Mr,  OUnK  nf  wJw,  I  hftvi  *i«»J'***'Kf*L^'*'?*^S 
the  toHlllitni  innlytli  of  the  fMilor  »««  Mjrylwjd.  I  WM 
wenderini  whitt  hie  view  WM  M  to  how  hlfh  thi  diflolt  would 
«o,  and  what  would  happen  to  our  whole  flnaneUI  etructure, 
If  we  ihould  be  dragged  Into  thk  war  m  we  are  bemg  dragged 

In. 

Mr.  TVDWas.  8o  long  aa  there  U  a  poalblllty— even 
though  the  Senator  and  I  might  look  on  It  with  tremendoua 
relucunce,  or  even  with  oppoelUon— of  thle  country  being 
dragged  Into  war  In  the  immediate  future,  no  matter  how 
much  he  or  any  other  Senator  might  oppose  It.  the  very 
thought  that  It  Is  possible.  If  not  probable,  should  galvarUze 
every  representative  of  the  people  In  this  body  and  in  the 
other  end  of  the  Capitol  now,  while  we  have  Ume,  before 
that  happens,  to  put  the  financial  affairs  of  the  Republic  in 
A  No.  1  shape;  and  certainly  if  we  escape  the  war,  the  con- 
sequences of  its  aftermath  equally  demand  that  we  do  the 
Job  now,  before  that  catastrophe  overwhelms  130,000,000 
people. 

Mr.  HUGHES.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  In  a  moment.  1  will  yield. 
What  is  the  use  of  our  feverishly  appropriating  to  provide 
guns  and  ammunition  and  planes  and  all  of  that  to  fight  a 
possible  foe  only,  while  we  do  not  provide  dollars  and  sotmd 
finance  and  financial  guns-and  financial  planes,  if  you  please, 
in  the  Treasury  Department  to  meet  an  enemy  that  we  know 
is  going  to  come?  This  other  thing  Is  only  possible.  The 
financial  attack  is  certain;  and  it  will  fall  on  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  as  the  center  of  the  line  to  bear 
the  full  force  of  that  terrific  impact,  because  it  will  have  be- 
hind it  the  discontent,  the  misery,  the  hunger,  the  sickness, 
the  poverty,  the  disillusioimient  not  only  of  the  peoples  of 
all  foreign  countries  but  of  our  own  people  as  well,  who  will 
be  plimged  into  it  almost  overnight. 

I  could  not  say,  I  do  not  even  know,  to  what  extent  that 
condition  would  grow  and  grow  before  we  would  be  in  that 
realm  which  I  hope  to  avoid;  but  this  I  do  know:  There  has 
been  no  criterion  in  the  past  10  years  of  expenditure  which  is 
a  guide  for  the  next  10  years  of  expenditure.    Whereas  we 
spent  an  average  of  $7,300,000,000  a  year  during  each  year  of 
the  past  10  years,  we  may  be  called  on  to  spend  ten  or  fifteen 
billion  dollars  a  year  for  each  year  of  the  next  5  or  perhaps  10. 
Shall  we  wait?    Shall  we  see  the  farmer  with  his  crops  all 
harvested  and  no  one  to  buy  them?    Shall  we  see  lines  of 
men  waiting  on  the  street  corners  looking  for  work,  and  no 
smoke  coming  from  the  factory  chimneys?    Shall  we  see  star- 
vation and  disease  spreading  over  Europe,  as  they  are  bound  to 
spread,  and  would  have  spread  after  the  last  war  *f  it  had  not 
been  for  the  humanism,  the  charity,  and  the  kindliness  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States?    Famine  did  take  many  millions 
of  lives  m  Russia  after  the  last  war.    Cholera  and  typhoid 
took  thousands  of  lives  in  Poland  after  the  last  war,  and  every 
country  that  was  in  the  war  suffered  to  a  degree  which  cannot 
be  described  by  one  who  stands  on  the  soil  of  the  United 
States  and  tries  to  imagine  the  actual  happenings  3,000  miles 
away.    All  these  things  are  certain  to  come,  and  here  we  are 
trying  to  get  gims  and  planes,  which  we  cannot  get  for  a 
year;  trying  to  get  an  army  and  aviators,  which  we  cannot 
get  for  a  year;  and  we  are  thinking  of  going  home,  after  having 
made  these  appropriations,  knowing  this  foe — the  coming 
depression— Is  over   in   Europe  only   awaiting  the  hour  to 
strike,  even  if  we  stay  out  of  the  war.   We  are  contemplating 
going  home  and  leaving  our  finances  in  a  more  pitiful  and 
tragic  state  of  defense  and  a  more  tmpardonable  state  of 
defense  than  even  our  Army  and  our  air  forces  are  in  today. 
We  are  contemplating  going  home,  and  if  we  vote  to  go 
home,  every  man  who  votes  to  go  home  should  not  be  sent 
back  here  by  his  constituents,  because.  In  my  Judgment,  with- 
out reficcting  on  anyone,  such  a  vote  would  show  a  gross  lack 
of  responsibility  In  one  of  the  most  tragic  moments  In  the 
history  of  this  world. 
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Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr  LUNDEEN.  I  greatly  appreciate  the  statement  of  tne 
distinguished  Senator  on  that  point,  and  may  I  refer  to  the 
fact  that  for  many  years  each  year  before  we  adjourned  I  have 
asked  that  the  Congress  remain  in  session  during  the  critical 
days  through  which  we  are  passing?  I  am  as  one  with  the 
able  Senator  in  asking  that  the  Senate  stay  here  and  the 
House  stay  here  and  endeavor  to  solve  the  problems  which  are 

before  us. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  am  glad  to  hear  the  Senator  say  that. 

I  repeat,  our  frontier  today  is  not  on  the  Rhine,  not  on  the 

Seine   or  on  the  English  Channel,  or  on  the  bosom  of  the 

AUantic  or  of  the  Pacific  Oceans;  our  first  line  of  defense  is 

the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  and  it  is  riddled  with  holes 

and  undefended  in  a  thousand  places,  from  the  right  flank  to 

the  left  flank;  make  no  mistake  about  it.    The  enemy  will 

tear  through  it  unless  we  have  the  foresight  and  the  energy 

and  the  courage  to  have  the  American  people  save  themselves 

from  catastrophe  by  bearing  burdensome  taxes,  by  taking  on 

a  spirit  of  sacrifice,  by  ha\ing  that  degree  of  patriotism  which 

Is  the  only  thing  which  will  support  a  democracy.    Patriotism 

is  not  needed  in  a  dictatorship,  because  there  people  are  only 

automatons:  but  patriotism  is  the  soul,  the  mainspring,  the 

resource,  the  support  of  democracy;  it  is  the  only  thing  which 

can  hold  democracy  up  when  it  is  attacked. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  It  seems  appropriate— at  least  it  does  to 
me— to  make  clear  my  attitude  about  adjournment.  I  agree 
with  the  able  Senator.  I  stated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on 
May  22: 

I  have  already  announced  myself  as  a  candidate  for  reelection  to 
the  Senate.  I  am  opposed  by  two  or  three  able  candidates.  I 
wish  It  understood  that  I  am  not  disposed  to  go  home  In  order  to 
"look  after  my  political  fortunes  when  one  of  the  most  acute  crises 
In  hLstory  Is  upon  the  human  race.  I  am  not  Just  now  paying 
much  attention  to  whether  or  not  I  return  to  the  Senate,  much  as 
I  dt?5tre  to  do  so.  Whether  or  not  I  am  returned  Is  of  such  small 
Importance  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  country  compared  to  the 
present  posture  of  world  affairs  that  I  am  willing  to  remain  here  In 
Washington  If  it  will  be  of  any  assistance  to  the  cotintry. 

The  President  may  safely  be  trusted.  He  has  with  ^such  almost 
telepathic  ability  horoscoped  the  situation  as  to  our  foreign  affairs 
that  we  may  well  trust  him.  Trusting  the  President,  however,  does 
not  excuse  us  from  performing  our  constitutional  functions. 

Mr.  President,  how  would  the  Senator,  who  is  an  able 
lawyer  and  a  brave  soldier,  like  to  be  commanded  on  the 
battle  line  by  a  Senator  who  in  this  crisis  would  vote  to  go 
home?  Would  he  like  to  be  commanded  by  such  a  Senator, 
or  such  an  ofacer.  one  who  would  rim  away  from  responsi- 
bility, instead  of  facing  it? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  is  correct  in  his  Implication, 
and  i  hope  the  opposition  to  the  Senator's  reelection  will 
withdraw.  I  know  he  will  do  his  share  of  the  work,  and  I 
hope  that  his  people  will  send  him  back  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Let  me  say.  further,  that  while  I  hope  to 
return  to  the  Senate.  I  could  not  vote  for  myself  if  I  ran  away 
from  my  duties  at  this  time. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  can  appreciate  that,  and  I  know  the 
Senator  is  true  to  his  word. 

Mr.  President,  for  a  long  time  we  have  had  the  mistaken 
notion  that  we  have  been  living  on  our  fat,  that  at  some 
place  there  was  a  great  reservoir  of  resources,  and  that  we 
were  just  nibbling  into  those  in  order  to  carry  us  over  a  few 
years.  We  quit  nibbling  on  our  fat  long  ago.  We  are  living 
on  our  lean,  and  we  are  biting  into  that  lean  now  with  Gar- 
gantuan bites,  and  it  will  not  take  many  years  such  as  those 
which  are  ahead  before  there  will  not  be  any  lean  at  all  to  eat 
unless  we  recognize  now.  before  we  live  on  the  futtire,  what 
the  future  is  likely  to  be. 

Congress  should  remain  in  session  until  it  has  completely 
overhauled  the  functions  of  the  Goveriunent.  without  creating 
unnecessary  misery  or  hunger  or  want.  It  will  be  enough  to 
borrow  for  the  emergency  for  military  and  naval  purposes. 
We  carmot  l)orrow  for  the  ordinary  routine  expenditures  of 
Government  now.  I  make  this  statement,  and  I  believe  it 
will  be  fair  prophecy,  that  not  1  year  during  the  next  10, 
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as  now  indicated,  will  we  be  as  able  to  pay  for  what  we  are 
now  spending. 

Mr.  President.  I  should  like  for  a  moment  to  call  attention 
to  a  chart  which  it  may  be  diGcult  for  Senators  to  see  where 
it  hangs  on  the  wall.  This  chart  was  issued  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  Mr.  Morgenthau.  It  represents  the  flow  of 
Federal,  State,  and  local  government  funds.  It  is  very  small, 
but  I  can  illustrate  it  with  a  few  remarks. 

The  year  Mr.  Morgenthau  takes  is  1938,  and  if  we  look  at 
the  figures  of  the  deficit  for  that  year  we  find  that  in  that 
year  there  was  the  smallest  deficit  between  1933  and  1941.  So 
Mr.  Morgenthau  took  a  pretty  good  year. 

What  are  the  facts?  The  Federal  Government  that  year 
spent  $7,691,000,000.  The  State  governments  that  year  spent 
$4,358,000,000.  The  city  governments  spent  that  year  $6,150.- 
000.000.    The  three  together  spent  $18,000,000,000. 

What  was  our  national  income  during  that  year?  Accord- 
ing to  the  Treasury  Department  again,  our  national  income 
then  was  as  follows:  Families  had  an  income  of  $47,679.- 
000.000.  Single  persons  had  an  income  of  $11,579,000,000. 
Single  and  married  persons  together  had  an  income  of  $59.- 
258,000.000.  The  corporations  of  the  country  had  an  income 
of  $7,000,000,000. 

If  we  add  the  Incomes  of  single  persons  and  married  per- 
sons and  corporations  together,  we  find  that  there  was  an  in- 
come of  $66,000,000,000.  of  which  governments  spent  eighteen 
billion.  Nearly  30  percent  of  our  total  national  income  was 
spent  to  finance  State,  city,  county,  and  national  govern- 
ments. That  is  cur  problem.  We  must  obtain  this  addi- 
tional government  income  to  wipe  out  deficits  from  what 
is  left,  for  the  figures  Senators  see  on  the  charts  before  them 
are  the  flgures  furnished  me  by  the  Committee  on  Joint  Taxa- 
tion. So  if  we  have  $18,000,000,000  of  standard  expense,  as 
we  have,  and  if  we  have  an  income  of  only  about  $65,000,- 
000.000  a  year,  as  we  have  now.  the  average  yearly  national 
deficit  of  $2,700,000,000  a  year  must  come  out  of  that  income, 
in  addition  to  present  taxes,  if  we  want  to  pay  for  our  peace- 
time expenditures.    And  what  do  we  have  then? 

Mr.  WALSH.     Nearly  $1  in  every  $3. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yes;  nearly  $1  in  every  $3  is  a  good  way 

to  put  it. 

Every  farmer  who  is  going  down  his  corn  ro^ws  this  after- 
noon is  paying  a  1-cent  tax  on  every  gallon  of  gasoline  that 
drives  his  tractor.  If  he  drives  to  town  today  he  pays  6  cents 
a  gallon,  in  most  places,  for  every  gallon  of  gasoline  he  uses 
to  take  his  crops  to  market  or  what  not.  He  pays  taxes  on 
his  tobacco.  He  pays  a  tax  on  his  income,  if  he  Is  lucky 
enough  to  have  sufficient  income  to  be  in  the  taxable  class. 
He  pays  many  kinds  of  taxes,  county  taxes,  real-estate  taxes, 
other  taxes.  Yet  it  is  said  cur  country  is  so  rich,  it  has  so 
much,  that  we  need  not  worry;  that  we  can  keep  on  reach- 
ing into  the  dark  so  long  as  there  is  money  there  and  put  it 
in  the  other  hand  and  spend  it.  without  regard  to  where  we 
are  going. 

I  am  a  poor  prophet,  and  certainly  no  expert,  but  so  surely 
as  I  am  standing  on  the  Senate  floor,  unless  we  face  about 
and  take  the  hard  road  and  go  in  the  opposite  direction,  our 
Government  will  be  lucky  to  survive  in  the  years  that  are 
ahead.  Our  indifference  will  create  a  misery  and  a  poverty 
and  a  degree  of  unnecessary  and  unavoidable  confusion  and 
fear  and  worry  which  none  of  us  can  even  safely  measure. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  very  much  interested  in  what  the 
Senator  has  had  to  say.  It  is  obvious  that  we  can  meet 
the  situation  in  part  by  raising  additional  revenue.  It  is 
obvious  also  tliat  we  can  meet  it  in  part  by  cutting  down  on 
the  expenditures  of  government. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  may  suggest  that,  when  we  have  raised 
the  revenue  by  imposing  taxes  which  the  people  are  able  to 
pay,  when  we  add  all  forms  of  taxes  together,  and  when  v/e 
reduce  the  expenditures  of  the  Government  so  far  as  we  can. 
v/e  shall  not  have  solved  the  problem,  and  the  problem  can- 
not be  solved  until  the  Government  is  willing  to  abandon 
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unsoimd,  uneconomic  experimentation,  which  will  drain  any 
treasury,  and  will  destroy  any  people,  it  matters  not  what 
their  taxable  capacity  may  be.  nor  what  the  resoiu-ces  of 
the  country  may  be.  All  three  of  those  things  must  be  con- 
sidered. The  one  hope,  if  there  be  a  hope,  is  the  abandon- 
ment of  tmsound  fiscal  poUcies.  and  unsoimd  economic 
policies  and  programs  that  will  ultimately  destroy  any  coim- 
try.  no  matter  how  high  the  taxes  are  put.  or  how  deeply 
one  may  be  wilhng  to  dig  in  order  to  stop  unnecessary  ex- 
penditures, so  far  as  the  governmental  machinery  Is 
concerned. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  what  he  has  had 
to  say.  and  of  course  what  he  says  is  imanswerable.  For- 
tunately for  us  we  have  had  such  a  rich  country  and.  in 
comparison  with  other  countries,  we  have  had  so  much  of 
wealth  and  creative  ability  and  natural  resources,  that  some- 
times we  have  entertained  the  opinion  that  we  could  do 
almost  anything  without  fate  overtaking  us.  We  can  do 
many  things  and  have  done  many  things  which  other  coun- 
tries could  not  do,  and  to  proceed  without  a  realization  of 
what  we  are  doing  might  have  to  some  extent  been  excusable 
in  the  last  10  years,  but  to  proceed  further  without  a  realiza- 
tion of  what  we  are  doing  is  absolutely  inexcusable. 

There  is  no  doubt  in  the  world  that  we  must  raise  more 
taxes  than  the  $1,000,000,000  which  is  it  now  proposed  to 
raise. 

I  read  in  the  press  that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr, 
La  FoLLETTEl  is  working  on  a  bill  to  tax  war  profits,  and  I 
hope  I  can  vote  for  his  bill,  because  war  profits  ought  to 
be  taxed.  I  do  not  know  what  the  bill  will  provide,  of 
course,  and  cannot  give  hostages  to  fortune,  but  I  am  sym- 
pathetic with  his  idea.  Whatever  the  form  is.  whatever  is 
the  right  thing  to  do.  we  cannot  go  away  from  here  and 
raise  only  $1,000,000,000.  because  $1,000,000,000  will  not  take 
care  of  our  ordinary  routine  year-to-year  expenses,  with- 
out a  cent  going  for  the  Army  and  Navy  at  all.  There  will 
still  be  a  deficit  of  $600,000,000  a  year.  We  simply  cannot 
escape  that  fact.  So  if  we  wanted  to  put  the  entire  cost 
for  the  past  10  years  on  future  generations  we  would  have 
at  least  to  raise  $1,600,000,000.  or  raise  $1,000,000,000  and 
cut  down  our  expenses  $600,000,000,  before  we  would  pay 
for  all  the  other  expenses  of  Government  outside  of  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  during  any  one  of  the  past  10  years. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  be  repetitious,  and  I  thank 
the  Senate  for  its  attention,  which  I  deeply  appreciate,  but 
I  wish  to  conclude  by  again  drawing  attention  to  the  years 
that  are  to  come.  I  have  no  better  vision  than  anyone  else. 
It  may  be  that  I  am  a  pessimist.  It  may  be,  as  one  of  my 
colleagues  told  me  the  other  day.  that  I  am  a  defeatist. 
It  may  be  that  I  have  not  sized  the  situation  up  correctly. 
If  so,  I  am  sorry,  and  I  certainly  fervidly  hope  that  the 
situation  is  100  times  better  than  I  think  it  is  or  will  be. 
and  I  hope  that  all  I  have  said  could  as  well  have  been 
left  unsaid  insofar  as  the  future  security  of  our  country  is 
concerned.  But,  somehow  or  other.  I  believe  it  is  wise  today 
to  have  the  kind  of  information  before  the  Senate  which 
has  been  presented  here.  I  believe  we  were  in  error  not  to 
bring  out  during  the  past  4  or  5  years,  particularly  the  last 
1  or  2  years,  more  of  the  truth  about  what  was  happening 
in  many  countries  abroad,  particularly  in  reference  to  their 
military  preparations. 

Some  of  the  officials  of  our  own  Government  have  written 
here  month  after  month  and  week  after  week  for  5  years,  in- 
forming the  State  Department,  informing  the  War  Depart- 
ment, informing  the  Navy  Department,  of  the  tremendous 
military  preparations  which  were  being  made,  and  yet  the 
country  knew  little  about  them.  We  did  not  debate  the 
question  very  much  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  for  one 
reason  or  another,  and  today,  while  Italy  strikes  at  the  back 
door  of  France  and  across  the  Mediterranean,  and  France 
stands  there  fighting,  outnumbered  in  the  air,  outnumbered 
m  tanks,  outnumbered  in  men,  her  soldiers  dying,  dying, 
dying,  with  each  passing  second,  we  at  last  realize,  at  long 
last,  that  the  world  yet  is  not  quite  completely  idealistic, 
and  that  we  would  have  been  ever  so  much  smarter  and 
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would  have  saved  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  of  un- 
necessary expenditures  if  we  had  only  prepared  against  the 
coming  days. 

Does  anyone  doubt  the  authenticity  of  the  figures  I  have 
presented?  Does  anyone  doubt  the  deductions  I  have  made 
from  these  official  figures?  Does  anyone  question  that  the 
future  is  likely  to  be  extremely  dark?  Does  anyone  ques- 
tion that  none  of  us  knows  whether  the  war  will  end  in  a 
month,  or  in  a  year,  or  even  in  5  years?  None  of  us  knows 
where  the  war  will  spread.  Does  anyone  question  that  at 
least,  insofar  as  we  can  imagine,  there  will  never  be  as 
prosperous  a  time  for  us  to  pay  our  debt  as  we  go,  as  now? 
Certainly  if  we  do  not  have  the  will  to  do  it  now,  in  heaven's 
name  how  are  we  going  to  stave  off  the  deluge  which  is 
gathering  momentum  from  the  four  corners  of  the  earth, 
even  while  I  speak? 

There  will  be  death  from  famine  and  there  will  be  pesti- 
lence. There  will  be  the  loss  of  our  world  trade.  Think 
what  it  means  to  cotton  alone.  Cotton  is  the  chief  export 
crop  of  16  of  the  48  States — one-third  of  all  the  States  of 
the  Union.  Normally  we  sell  over  one-half  of  it  outside  the 
United  States,  but  now  that  market  is  closed,  and  will  be 
closed  to  a  large  extent  after  the  war  is  over.  What  will 
the  cotton  farmer  do?  All  the  cotton  raisers  who  constitute 
customers  for  the  products  of  industry,  whether  they  be 
purchasers  of  coffee,  tractors,  automobiles,  or  clay  pipes, 
will  be  absent  from  the  bu3'ing  market.  It  will  be  harder 
to  raise  taxes  in  the  years  to  come.  The  people  of  our 
Nation  will  be  unemployed  in  greater  numbers  than  they 
have  ever  been  unemployed  before  in  the  history  of  the 
Republic.  By  comparison.  1932  will  look  like  a  summer's 
picnic,  in  all  probability,  unless  a  miracle  happens  and 
some  order  comes  to  the  world  almost  overnight. 

We  talk  of  going  home  and  leaving  undone  all  this  that 
we  ought  to  do  for  the  people  of  our  Republic.  We  are 
going  home,  knowing  these  truths,  and  no  one  denies  them. 
If  we  do  go  home  financially  imprepared,  when  the  deluge 
comes  the  foundations  of  the  Republic  will  wobble,  even  if 
they  do  not  crack  and  break. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  been  highly  pleased  with  the  military 
defense  measures  of  the  Chief  Executive  I  am  very  glad  that 
he  came  before  the  Congress  several  weeks  ago -and  called  at- 
tention to  our  pitiful  state  of  defense,  particularly  on  land,  and 
followed  up  his  statement  with  the  recommendation  that  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment  Congress  appropriate  money  to 
repair  the  defect.  I  say  now,  without  the  slightest  rancor 
or  bitterness,  that  my  one  regret  is  that  the  President  has 
not  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Congress  what  I  have  at- 
tempted to  place  before  the  Senate  today  and  has  not  asked 
the  Congress,  either  for  a  reduction  of  expenses  or  for  in- 
creased taxation,  or  both,  sufficient  at  least  to  pay  for  the 
civil  functions  of  the  Government  outside  of  the  Army  and 
Navy,  which  the  billion  dollars  of  new  taxes  will  not  pay  for, 
as  every  man  knows. 

I  am  sorry  that  such  leadership — and  I  say  this  regret- 
fully— has  been  withheld  from  this  body.  We  have  been 
asked  to  let  the  National  Guard  go  here  and  there.  We 
have  been  asked  to  do  several  things  which  are  not  usual 
in  democracies.  I  wish  we  had  sterner  and  firmer  leadership 
in  this  more  unpopular  field,  but  no  less  necessary,  field  of  na- 
tional defense;  namely,  a  reinforced  Treasury.  I  hope  that 
before  we  go  home  the  President  will  send  to  Congress  a 
message  calling  attention  to  the  very  things  I  have  tried 
to  point  out — vainly,  perhaps — and  that  he  will  ask  us  to 
stay  in  session  imtil  we  shall  have  made  the  preparations 
necessary  to  put  our  financial  house  in  good  order. 

No  one  knows  better  than  he  that  following  this  war  the 
aftermath  all  over  the  world  will  be  httle  less  in  horror 
than  the  war  itself.  It  will  be  a  greater  strain,  and  wider 
in  scope,  and  we  cannot  wholly  escape.  Even  if  we  stay 
out  of  war,  we  cannot  escape  the  forces  which  are  gathering 
on  the  horizon  to  tear  down  the  peaceful  economy  of  every 
nation  on  the  face  of  the  globe.  The  farmer  will  be  af- 
fected. The  miner  will  be  affected.  "ITae  lumberman  will 
be  affected.  The  factory  worker  will  be  affected.  The  busi- 
nessman will  be  affected.    The  whole  Nation  will  be  affected; 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENAl  E 


7836 

and  we  shan  not  have  the  antitoxin  to  meet  the  distress, 
even  though  we  now  have  time  to  prepare  it. 

I  conclude  by  saying  that  in  my  opinion  if  Congress  goes 
home  and  leaves  the  country  in  the  terrible  condition  in 
which  It  wiJl  be  If  no  financial  reinforcement  comes,  it  will  be 
unfaithful  to  the  American  people,  and  will  show  a  political 
unwisdom  which  will  be  rebuked  at  the  polls  wherever  can- 
didates who  favored  going  home  stand  for  reelection. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr. JPresident.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator 

lor  a  question. 

Mr.  KTNQ.  As  a  rule,  there  Is  reluctance  upon  the  part 
of  the  people  to  impose  additional  taxes;  but  it  is  manifest 
that  there  must  te  a  great  Increase  in  the  revenues  to  be 
obtained  for  the  coming  year.  As  stated  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland,  our  expenditures  have  greatly  exceeded  our 
revenues.  We  have  borrowed,  and  are  still  borrowing,  bll- 
Uons  of  dollars  in  order  to  meet  current  expenses.  This 
policy  cannot  be  continued  indefinitely  without  serious  con- 
sequences to  the  Govei^nment. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  an  additional  $600,000,000  be 
obtained  by  Increased  taxes,  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  some 
of  the  expenses  incident  to  national  defense.  That  amount, 
of  course,  is  wholly  insufficient.  When  the  suggestion  was 
made.  I  expressed  my  dissatisfaction  with  the  same,  and 
sUted  that  there  should  be  an  increase  in  revenues  of  at 
least  $1,500,000,000  for  the  coming  year.  Even  with  that 
amount,  as  I  stated,  there  would  be  an  enormous  deficit. 

May  I  ask  the  Senator,  does  he  believe  we  shall  be  able  to 
raise  sufficient  revenue  to  meet  the  legitimate  demands  of 
our  Government  In  the  present  domestic  and  world 
condition? 

The  deficit  for  this  year  will  be  between  three  and  four 
billions  of  dollars,  and  with  the  expenditures  for  military 
preparation.  It  is  obvious  that  the  deficit  for  the  coming 
year  will  be  perhaps  six  or  seven  billion  dollars. 
Mr.  TYDINOS.     Easily. 

Mr.  KINO.  As  the  Senator  knows,  the  Oovemment  is 
now  owing  approximately  $45,000,000,000,  and  In  addition 
there  are  contingent  liabilities  which  will  greatly  augment 
this  stupendous  sum.  In  addition  to  the  indebtedness  of 
the  Federal  Government,  the  States  and  their  political  sub- 
divisions arej^wing.  as  I  recall,  approximately  $20,000,000,000. 
Private  Indebtedness  has  reached  the  colossal  sum  of  more 
than  $60,000,000,000;  and  corporate  Indebtedness  amounts 
to  between  forty  and  fifty  billion  dollars.  I  have  seen  figures 
which  indicate  that  the  obligations  of  the  Federal  and  State 
Governments  and  the  political  subdivisions  of  the  States, 
together  with  private  and  corporate  indebtedness,  exceed 
$200,000,000,000. 

In  view  of  this  enormous  Indebtedness,  it  Is  obvious  that 
an  Increase  in  tax  burdens  will  bear  rather  oppressively 
upon  the  American  people.  However,  as  indicated  by  the 
Senator,  it  is  certain  that  revenues  must  be  obtained,  and 
that  to  accomplish  that  result  new  tax  bills  must  speedily 
be  enacted.  If  opposition  is  made  to  a  proposed  Increase  of 
taxes  to  raise  but  one  and  one-half  billion  dollars,  as  I  have 
suggested,  may  I  Inquire  of  the  Senator,  how  are  we  to  raise 
from  four  to  five  billion  dollars  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the 
situation? 

^  Mr.  TYDINGS.  There  is  no  answer  to  the  Senator's 
question.  As  I  have  said,  the  day  of  postponing  provision 
for  financing  expenditures  Is  done.  We  have  only  two 
choices.  Either  we  can  continue  as  we  have  been  doing, 
for  2  or  3  or  4  or  5  or  10  years  In  the  future,  and  then  go 
over  the  precipice,  or  we  can  meet  the  issue  now.  Of 
course.  If  we  want  to  go  on  for  only  10  years  more  and 
then  go  smash,  and  leave  the  country  to  a  degree  of  ruin 
which  Is  urmecessary.  we  can  continue  as  we  are  doing;  but 
If  we  wish  to  prevent  that  result,  we  shall  have  to  turn 
around  the  other  way.  We  shall  have  to  do  what  my  able 
friend  from  Virginia  [Mr.  BtrdI  has  advocated.  We  must 
have  more  taxes,  we  must  have  a  reduction  of  expenses,  in 
order  to  make  both  ends  meet.  I  should  say  that  we  must 
have  more  taxes  than  the  Senator  has  indicated,  and  we 
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must  have  a  greater  reduction  of  expenses  than  the  Senator 
has  indicated,  if  we  wish  to  pay  for  our  peace-time  expendi- 
tures, even  without  giving  a  cent  to  the  Army  or  Navy. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  raise  my  small, 
though  by  no  means  lone,  voice  to  protest  against  the  sug- 
gestion that  at  an  early  date  the  Congress  pack  up  and  go 
heme.  Perhaps  those  of  us  so  protesting  wUl  be  like  grains 
of  sand  which  when  cemented  together  are  able  to  divert 
reckless  floodwaters. 

We  have  been  elected  to  take  a  particular  part  In  framing 
and  passing  legislation  necessary  to  the  guidance  of  those 
whose  duty  it  is  to  pilot  the  ship  of  state.  No  one  will  deny 
that  we  are  now  running  in  very  troubled  waters.  No  one 
will  deny  that,  in  a  comparable  situation — if  any  comparable 
situation  could  be  found— were  the  crew  of  a  ship  to  desert 
the  ship  and  leave  all  to  the  captain,  with  good  wishes,  the 
crew  would  be  gtiilty  of  the  most  impardonable,  most  repre- 
hensible, most  villainous,  most  despicable  action.  Yet  it  is 
suggested  that  we  who  are  charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  legislating  should  quickly,  without  deliberation,  impose  new 
taxes,  raise  the  debt-limit,  and,  like  the  crew,  desert  the  ship 
and  scurry  to  our  homes,  leaving  the  Executive  to  carry  on. 
What  is  the  emergency  which  calls  for  such  neglect  of  our 
duties?  Is  there  any  emergency  which  requires  the  passage  of 
an  Important  tax  statute  and  the  increase  of  our  national 
debt  in  a  few  days  without  deliberation? 

Prom  the  point  of  view  of  revenue,  there  is  not,  and  cannot 
be,  any  such  emergency.  What  difference  would  it  make  if 
we  should  stay  here  2  months,  3  months,  or  even  5  months, 
working  out  an  intelligently  plarmed  tax  statute? 

The  only  difference  I  can  see  is  that  by  stashing  we  should 

do  a  more  complete  job,  with  full  knowledge  of  what  we  were 

doing.    If  we  do  not  stay,  the  result  will  be  a  hastily  drawn. 

ill -thought -out  statute,  handed  to  us  in  final  form,  on  which 

most  Members  of  this  body  will  vote  with  a  very  incomplete 

imderstanding  of  its  meaning  or  consequences.    Do  we  not 

owe  to  the  people  who  will  be  required  to  pay  the  additional 

taxes  at  least  the  duty  of  giving  them  the  best  statute  we  can? 

The  whole  Nation  is  apprised  of  the  fact  that  we  must  have 

an  immediate  defense  program.    We  have  started  in  that 

I   direction.    The  whole  Nation  is  apprised  of  the  fact  that  the 

'  program  requires  additional  taxes.     The  whole  Nation  Is 

'  now,  and  will  be.  behind  the  tax  program.    Can  we,  then,  do 

less  than  give  the  people  our  very  best  effort  in  the  direction 

I  of  the  very  best  statute  we  can  devise? 

'  Not  less  to  be  considered  is  the  question  of  increasing  the 
■  national  debt.  We  have  seen  it  increased  in  the  past  8  years 
more  than  in  the  144 '/2  preceding  years.  Is  any  Member  of 
this  body  prepared  to  say  unequivocally  that  we  absolutely 
must  further  Increase  the  debt  and  raise  the  debt  limit?  Is 
anyone  prepared  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  it  Is  humanly 
impossible,  through  taxation  on  the  one  hand  and  the  re- 
duction of  nondefense  expenditures  on  the  other,  to  achieve 
the  result  we  desire  without  increasing  the  national  debt? 
'  Certainly  none  of  us  can  know  whether  or  not  It  Is  possible 
'  without  thinking  about  It.  discussing  it.  and  at  least  trying. 
Yet  we  shall  be  asked  to  pass  on  this  important  question  with- 
out deliberation,  so  that  we  may  nm  to  our  homes. 

In  the  face  of  the  existing  situation,  do  we  owe  to  the 
people  who  have  sent  us  here  and  to  the  coimtry  at  large 
any  duty  which  Is  greater  than  our  duty  to  stick  to  our  posts? 
Political  conventions  there  will  be.  Campaigns  must  be  made. 
I  Do  not  these  weigh  light  in  the  scale  as  against  our  duties  as 
Senators?  If  we  are  ready  to  shirk  our  duties  for  the  ptupose 
of  reelection,  are  we  worthy  to  be  reelected  and  sent  back 
here,  again  to  shirk  our  duties? 

Mr.  President.  I  appeal  to  every  Member  of  this  body,  to 
every  man  or  woman  worthy  of  the  name  of  United  States 
Senator ;  I  l>eseech  Senators  not  to  consider  lightly  the  matter 
of  an  early  adjournment.  Let  us  give  the  matter  proper  con- 
sideration, and  not  be  stampeded  Into  running  away  from  our 
duties.  Let  us  stay  at  the  Job  imtll  the  existing  emergency 
shall  have  passed  or  reached  such  a  crystallized  form  that 
we  may  reasonably  expect  not  to  be  further  needed  until  the 
next  regular  session  of  Congress. 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  without  amendment  the  following  bills  of  the 
Senate: 

S.  1560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amos  B.  Cole;  and 

S.  2013.  An  act  to  amend  the  Code  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  provide  for  the  organization  and  regulation  of 
cooperative  associations,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  amendment  of  the 
House  to  the  bill  (S.  3683)  to  remove  the  time  limit  for  co- 
operation between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Farm 
Security  Administration  in  the  development  of  farm  vmits  on 
public  lands  under  Federal  reclamation  projects. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6446)  amending  section  4  of  the  act  entitled,  "An  act  to 
authorize  the  city  of  Pierre,  S.  Dak.,  to  construct,  equip, 
maintain,  and  operate  on  Farm  Island,  S.  Dak.,  certain 
amusement  and  recreational  facilities;  to  charge  for  the  use 
thereof;  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  disagreed 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  <H.  R.  9594) 
to  amend  section  12  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Do- 
mestic Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  by  authorizing  the  trans- 
fer of  funds  to  cover  advances  for  crop  in.surance;  asked  a 
conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Jones  of  Texas.  Mr. 
PuLMER.  Mr.  DoxEY,  Mr.  Hope,  and  Mr.  Kinzer  were  ap- 
pointed managers  en  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  confer- 
ence. 

ENROLLED   BILLS   SIGNED 

The  message  further  annoxmced  that  the  Speaker  had 
aflaxed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  | 
were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

H.  R.  808.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Southern  District  of  Flor- 
ida to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim 
of  Zook  Palm  Nurseries,  Inc..  a  Florida  corporation: 

H.  R.  2417.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  cf  soil  erosion 
and  or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior of  boundaries  of  the  Sequoia  National  Forest,  Calif.; 

H.  R.  2418.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  to  certain  lands,  so  that  they  may 
become  parts  of  the  Whitman.  Malheur,  or  Umatilla  National 

Forests; 
H.  R.  7643.  An  act  to  facilitate  and  simplify  national-forest 

administration; 

H.  R.  8096.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  offi- 
cers of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  and  for  the  settlement 
of  individual  claims  approved  by  the  War  Department ; 

H.  R.  8438.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Navy  De- 
partment and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9109.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  other  activities  charge- 
able In  whole  or  In  part  against  the  revenues  of  such  District 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  9243.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  promotion  of  promo- 
tion-list officers  of  the  Army  after  specified  years  of  service 
In  grade,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9326.  An  act  to  provide  educational  employees  of  the 
public  schools  of  the  District  of  Columbia  with  leave  of  ab- 
sence, with  part  pay,  for  purposes  of  educational  improve- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes. 

NAVAL    AIRCRArr,    ETC.— CONFERENCE    REPORT 

Mr.  WALSH  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  commute*  of  conference  on  the  fllsagreelng  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  B.  9843) 
to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the 
construction  of  certain  public  works,  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 


That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendment  numbered  6. 
That   the   House  recede  from   Its   disagreement   to   the   amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  nxmibered  1.  2,  3.  4,  6,  7,  8,  »,  10,  11,  12,  IS. 
14,  15,  16,  and  17,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

David  I.  Walsh. 
MnxAKD  E.  Ttdings, 
Frederick  Hale, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

-  Carl  Vinson, 

P.  H.  Drewrt, 
Melvin  J.  Maas. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

NUMBER    OF    WARRANT    AND    COMMISSIONED    WARRANT    OmCERS. 
MARINE    CORPS CONFERENCE    REPORT 

Mr.  WALSH  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  tlie  bill  (H.  B.  6044) 
to  regulate  the  numt>er  of  warrant  and  commissioned  warrant  of- 
ficers in  the  Marine  Corps,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  con- 
ference, have  agreed  to  reconunend  and  do  reconunend  to  their 
respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendment. 

David  I.  Walsh, 
Mn.LARo  E.  Ttdings. 
Frederick  Hale. 
•  Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Carl  Vinson, 
P.  H.  Drewrt, 
Melvin  J.  Maas. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

composition    of    the    navy — CONFERENCE    REPORT 

Mr.  WALSH  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  blU  (H.  B.  8026) 
to  establish  the  composition  of  the  United  States  Navy,  to  authorize 
the  construction  of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  and  7;  and  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  8.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Inunedlately  after  the 
word  and  figures  "Sec.  11"  strike  out  the  word  "There"  and  Insert 
In  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "In  the  discretion  of  the  President, 
there";  and  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

Davto  I.  Walsh, 
Millard  E.  Ttdings, 
Frederick  Hale. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
Carl  Vinson, 
P.  H.  Drewrt, 
Melvin  J.  Maas, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  KING.    I  assume  the  conference  report  is  unanimous? 
Mr.  WALSH.    Yes.  it  Is  a  unanimous  report. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Davis  in  the  chair) .    The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  report. 
The  report  was  agreed  to. 

expedition  in  STRENGTHENING   THE  NATIONAL   DEFXHSZ 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (8.  4025) 
to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  8CHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary 
Inqtiiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  I  Inquire  whether  Senate  bill 
4025,  which  Is  the  pending  business,  is  now  open  to  amend- 
ment?   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  Is  pending  an  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  IMr. 
Lodge]. 

Mr.  McNARY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  yield. 
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Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may.  I  wiU  deUin 
the  Senate  long  enough  at  this  Ume  to  make  a  very  modest 

sue  (rest  ion 

The  quwtion  of  when  and  whether  Congress  wUl  adjourn 
Is  not  a  matter  than  can  be  passed  on  today.  We  have 
before  us  a  very  important  piece  of  legislation,  which  is  a 
part  of  the  defense  program.  There  are  on  the  calendar 
three  or  four  other  important  measures  which  are  a  part 
of  the  program  o«  national  defense,  and  it  is  very  essential 
that  we  come  to  a  conclusion  with  respect  to  those  measures. 
The  biU  now  pending  has  been  before  the  Senate  for  3  or  4 
days  and  only  one  amendment  has  been  voted  on. 

There  is  a  biU  on  the  calendar  from  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  with  reference  to  very  important 
functions  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation.  The 
relief  bill  is  awaiting  attention.  There  is  a  bill  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  providing  for  the  registration 
and  fingerprinting  of  aliens,  which  is  likewise  a  part  of  the 
defense  program.  On  tomorrow,  probably,  before  the 
House  adjourns,  it  will  pass  a  tax  bill  which  will  be  sent 
over  to  the  Senate,  and.  in  all  Ukelihood,  will  be  before  the 
Senate  next  week.  I  hope  by  Monday. 

In  view  of  all  this  important  legislation.  I  appeal  to  Sen- 
ators not  to  interfere  unduly  with  the  consideration  of 
measures  which  are  important  by  speeches  which  have  no 
particular  reference  to  the  bill  under  consideration.  We  will 
have  a  tar  bill  up  next  week,  and  every  Senator  can  ex- 
press himsell  on  the  tax  problem  when  that  bill  is  imder 
consideration.  Regardless  of  any  adjournment  or  regardless 
of  any  maneuvers,  political  or  otherw-ise.  for  or  against  ad- 
journment, it  Is  more  important  that  the  Senate  get  down 
to  business  and  pass  the  legislation  which  is  so  essential 
than  it  is  for  us  to  talk  about  adjournment  or  even  to  think 
about  adjournment. 

I  have  information  that  the  Special  Committee  on  Na- 
tional E)efense.  appointed  by  the  President,  is  now  waiting,  in 
part,  the  performance  of  its  duties  and  the  carrying  out  of 
its  functions  imtil  Congress  passes  some  of  the  legislation 
which  I  have  mentioned.     Therefore,  I  hope  that  Senators 
will  regard  at  least  as  important  as  oratorical  efforts  would 
be  the  enactment  of  legislation  which  is  under  consideration. 
I  am  perfectly  willing  if  it  is  desired  to  indulge  in  war  or 
antiwar  speeches  to  have  night  sessions  in  order  that  Sen- 
— 4itors  may  discuss  such  problems  as  are  on  their  bosoms;  it 
may  be  necessary,  anyway,  to  hold  night  sessions  in  order 
that  we  may  expedite  consideration  of  pending  legislation; 
but  I  appeal  to  Senators  not  unduly  to  retard  the  enactment 
of  necessary  bills  by  the  discussion  of  extraneous  matters 
which  can  be  as  well  and  as  wisely  discussed  when  important 
bills  are  not  under  consideration. 
Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  am  through. 
Mr.  McNARY.    I  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 
Mr.  McNARY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  merely  want  to  supplement 
what  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  said  by  adding  that 
It  is  decidedly  important  to  have  the  relief  bill  passed,  be- 
cause it  is  necessary  that  the  Works  Projects  Administration 
may  know  what  funds  they  may  have  available  and  what 
projects  are  to  be  in  the  bill,  and  it  will  be  necessary,  of  course, 
after  the  Senate  concludes  the  consideration  of  the  measure, 
that  it  go  to  conference  and  be  acted  upon  by  the  House.  I 
am  very  hopeful  that  that  bill  may  be  permitted  to  be 
expedited. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President 

The    PRESIDINQ    OFFICER.     Does    the    Senator    from 
Oregon  jrield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  McNARY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  was  disappointed  when  the  able  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  who  is  our  leader,  whose  leadership  I  respect 
and  follow  usually.  In  fact,  almost  constantly,  in  cataloging 
the  importance  of  measures  that  are  under  consideration, 
did  not  state  that  one  of  the  important  bills,  a  bill  passed 
>y  Uic  House  by  a  3-to-l  vote,  unanimously  reported  by 
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the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate,  to  wit.  the  Walter- 
Logan  bill  is  one  which  is  to  be  considered.  I  shall  insist. 
as  I  know  many  other  Senators  will  insist,  upon  considera- 
tion of  that  bill  before  adjournment. 

Mr  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  on  Thursday,  preceding  tne 
recess  of  the  Senate,  the  able  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr  LODGE]  offered  an  amendment  to  the  pending  bill  which 
I  am  informed  is  now  the  pending  quesUon.    Am  I  correcUy 

Informed?  ^.        v,„.-^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  m  the  chair) . 
The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Lodge  1  is  the  pending  question. 

Mr  McNARY.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  is  unable 
to  be  present  this  afternoon  because  of  an  Important  engage- 
ment. I  have  received  from  his  office  a  modification  of  the 
amendment  which  he  offered  on  Thursday  and  which  at  this 
time  I  desire  to  ofTer.  In  Une  6  of  the  Senator's  amendment, 
I  desire  to  strike  out  the  words  "not  to  exceed."  Acting  in 
behalf  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  and.  of  course, 
under  the  rule,  I  have  the  right  to  make  that  modification 
In  his  name.  I  ask  that  the  proposed  modification  be  stated^ 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated  as  proposed  to  be  modified  by   the  Senator  from 

Oregon.  ^  ,    ,.       « 

The  CHiEf  Clekk.  In  the  amendment  on  page  1.  une  o. 
It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  words  "not  to  exceed"  so  as 
to  read : 

Sec  The  last  •entence  of  section  2  of  the  act  entitled  "An 

act  for  making  further  and  mere  effectual  provision  for  the  national 
defense,  and  for  other  purpoees",  approved  June  3,  1916.  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  strlltlng  out  the  words  "two  hundred  and 
eighty  thousand-  and  Inserting  in  Ueu  thereof  "seven  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand". 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  understand,  from  a  memo- 
randum in  my  possession  prepared  by  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts,  that  those  words  are  already  in  the 
law  and  are.  therefore,  superfluous  In  the  amendment.  That 
Is  the  reason  it  is  proposed  to  eliminate  them. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  pro- 
vides a  maximum  of  750,000  soldiers  for  the  Regular  Army. 
I  have  spoken  to  the  able  Senator  In  charge  of  the  bill,  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  SheppardI.  and  asked  him  if  he 
would  accept  the  amendment.  He  does  not  seem  to  be  dis- 
inclined to  do  so,  other  than  he  thinks  that  it  should  come,  as 
I  understand,  from  the  Chief  of  Staff,  and  that  question  of 
propriety  may  well  l>e  considered. 

I  do  not  desire  to  press  the  motion,  in  view  of  the  opposi- 
tion of  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  which  is  based  solely 
upon  the  manner  of  approach  to  the  matter,  rather  than  on 
the  substance  of  the  amendment,  and  inasmuch  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  is  here  and  feels  kindly  disposed  toward  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  I  shall  not 
press  the  amendment  if  he  will  consider  the  matter  when  It 
properly  comes  before  the  Senate  in  an  official  communica- 
tion from  the  President  or  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  sure  the  able  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts would  be  fair  on  this  matter,  as  he  is  on  all  matters, 
and  would  consent.  With  that  understanding.  I  shall  not  at 
this  time  press  the  amendment  but  shall  withdraw  It. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  is  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Chair  xmderstands  the 
Senator  from  Texas  has  the  floor. 
Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment,  which  I 
think  the  chairman  of  the  committee  will  accept. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  thought  there  was  am  un- 
derstanding that  the  committee  amendments  should  be  dis- 
posed of  first? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  are  no  further  com- 
mittee amendments. 
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Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  has  not  as  yet 
been  explained.  I  think  It  is  proper  to  make  an  explanation 
of  the  bill  before  the  consideration  of  amendments  is  pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Very  well. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  was  the  understanding 
of  the  Chair,  and  the  Senator  from  Texas  is  recognized. 

Mr,  SHEPPARD.    The  Senate  is  entitled  to  an  explanation 

of  this  bill. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  temporarily  to  lift  certain  legal 
restrictions  in  order  to  enable  the  War  Department  to  accom- 
plish more  promptly  the  measures  of  national  defense  which 
have  already  been  passed  or  which  may  hereafter  be  passed. 

The  increasingly  grave  situation  in  Europe  makes  it  unnec- 
essary to  argue  that  every  possible  step  must  be  taken  to  expe- 
dite the  strengthening  of  our  national  defense  with  respect  to 
both  personnel  and  arms  and  ammunition  and  other  essential 
materials.  Senate  bill  4025  is  designed  to  accompUsh  that 
purpose. 

Section  1  of  the  bQl  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  War  to  con- 
struct plants  and  all  the  necessary  buildings  and  facilities  and 
other  appurtenances  for  the  development,  manufacture,  main- 
tenance, and  storage  of  military  equipment,  munitions,  and 
supplies,  and  to  provide  shelter  when  necessary  for  the  per- 
sonnel engaged  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  the  section. 
The  shelter  will  be  temporary  in  its  nature.  The  section  also 
includes  authority  to  purchase  land  where  such  purchase  is 
necessary  in  order  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  section. 
No  authority  is  granted  to  purchase  land  for  any  other  pur- 
pose. The  section  also  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
provide  for  the  development,  purchase,  manufacture,  ship- 
ment, maintenance,  and  storage  of  military  equipment,  muni- 
tions, and  supplies,  and  shelter  at  such  places  and  under  such 
conditions  as  he  may  deem  necessary.  This  authorization  is 
additional  to  the  authorization  to  construct.  In  that  it  author- 
izes the  acquisition,  development,  and  storage  of  munitions, 
equipment,  and  supplies  by  purchase  from  private  industry 
or  by  lease  of  private  buildings  and  lands,  whereas  the  first 
authorization  Is  to  provide  Government-owned  facilities  for 
manufacture  and  storage. 

In  connection  with  both  authorizations,  the  section  pro- 
vides that  its  purposes  may  be  accomplished  with  or  without 
advertising,  and  that  the  Secretary  of  War  may  enter  into 
such  contracts  and  amend  or  supplement  such  existing  con- 
tracts as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of 
the  section.  There  is  also  a  necessary  proviso  suspending  any 
statutory  limitation  on  the  cost  of  any  Individual  project  of 
construction  authorized  by  the  section  until  and  including 
June  30,  1942.  The  authorizations  stated  are  restricted  to 
funds  available  to  the  War  Department  for  national-defense 
purposes  for  the  fiscal  year  1941. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  do. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Will  the  Senator  state  what  that 
proviso  is? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  appropriations  covered  by  section  1 
of  this  authorization  bill  are  those  made  in  the  Regular  Army 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  and  apply  only  to  the 
matters  authorized  in  that  bill. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  What  limitations  does  this  pro- 
viso remove?     That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  removes  the  restriction  as  to  advertis- 
ing contained  in  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  which 
requires  advertisements  for  proposals  for  contracts  for  sup- 
plies or  services,  except  when  the  public  exigencies  demand 
immediate  delivery  of  the  articles  or  performance  of  the 
services. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Would  this  provision  authorize 
going  back  to  the  old  cost-plus  system  which  we  used  during 
the  last  war.  for  instance,  instead  of  making  awards  on  com- 
petitive bids? 


Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  affects  only  the  specific  purposes  au- 
thorized in  the  Army  appropriation  bills  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1941. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 
Mr. -SHEPPARD.    I  do. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Does  not  the  langruage  of  the 
bill  actually  mean,  however,  that  competitive  bidding  will  not 
be  required  in  the  purchase  of  either  buildings  or  sites  or 
lands  or  munitions  or  anything  else? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Secretary  of  War.  in  his  letter  on 
the  bill,  says  he  will  see  that  the  principle  of  competitive 
bidding  is  carried  out.  There  are  certain  specific  restrictions 
as  to  time  in  the  law  on  bidding  which  make  it  very  difBcult 
to  act  with  anything  like  proper  expedition. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  But.  so  far  as  the  law  is  con- 
cerned, all  restrictions  are  removed;  and  if  the  Secretary  of 
War  or  anybody  else  operates  on  the  basis  of  bids,  that  action 
on  his  part  will  be  voluntary. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     The  removal  of  the  legal  restriction  as  to 
advertising  lifts  all  limitations  in  that  regard,  and  we  must 
trust  the  Secretary  of  War  in  the  matter  of  letting  contracts. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator 
will  permit  me,  that  provision  simply  removes  any  restriction 
whatever  from  the  War  Department.    They  may  make  con- 
tracts in  any  way  they  please. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Only  the  restriction  as  to  advertising. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    But  that  is  advertising  for  bids. 
Advertising  for  bids,  of  course,  is  the  very  heart  of  the  com- 
petitive bidding  system  which  has  been  the  policy  of  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  that, 
under  the  law,  months  may  elap?.e  before  the  bids  are 
considered,  and  additional  months  may  pass  before  they  are 
acted  on;  and  the  temporary  repeal  of  this  law  enables  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  act  more  promptly. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Does  the  provision  permit  the 
Secretary  to  enter  into  contracts  without  asking  for  bids  or 
accepting  bids?    That  seems  to  me  to  be  the  limitation. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     It  does. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  So  there  is  nothing  to  hinder  the 
present  Secretary  of  War,  or  any  other  Secretary  of  War,  if 
he  desires  to  do  so,  from  going  back  to  the  old.  vicious  cost- 
plus  system  which  we  had  during  the  World  War.  when,  in  one 
instance  which  fell  under  my  observation — not  in  the  Wax 
Department,  but  in  the  Navy  Department — in  the  construc- 
tion of  naval  vessels  on  a  cost-plus  10-percent  basis,  in 
making  up  the  cost  base  on  which  the  people  of  the  United 
States  were  required  not  only  to  pay  cost  but  to  pay  10 
percent  additional,  one  great  shipbuilding  company  in  this 
country  added  in  the  cost  of  wines,  liquors,  and  cigars  used 
on  the  trial  trip,  and  the  cost  of  the  prize  given  to  the  lady 
who  christened  the  ship.  They  even  added  in  the  cost  of 
representatives  maintained  by  the  company  In  China  and  in 
Japan  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  ether  business  of  the 
company  on  the  theory  that  if  they  secured  any  outside  busi- 
ness it  would  reduce  the  overhead  chargeable  to  the  Grovern- 
ment. 

While  everybody  wants  to  expedite  this  work  In  every  pos- 
sible way.  I  think  we  ought  to  be  very,  very  careful  in  sus- 
pending the  limitations  which  have  been  imposed  by  law.  after 
careful  consideration,,  with  just  such  instances  as  that  in 

mind. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  at  the  present  time  there 
is  an  alarming  lack  of  facilities  for  the  production  of  muni- 
tions and  equipment.  Private  industry  is  increasing  its  capac- 
ity to  produce  a  few  of  the  items,  such  as  airplanes ;  but  there 
is  no  possibility  that  private  Industry  will  provide  facilities  for 
the  manufacture  of  powder  and  high  explosives,  or  for  the 
leading  of  shells.  It  cannot  do  so.  because  the  facilities  for 
such  purposes  are  in  use  only  during  critical  periods  in  our 
history,  and  thereafter  must  remain  substantially  idle.  While 
idle  they  are  heavy  financial  burdens  on  their  owners.  They 
ore  subject  to  taxation;  they  must  be  insured  against  fire  and 
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other  forms  of  damage:  and  they  must,  of  course,  be  guarded 
against  vandalism  of  various  kinds.  Moreover,  they  cannot 
produce  the  money  necessary  to  pay  interest  on  the  invest- 
ment and  to  amortize  It.  The  burden  is  too  great,  and  it  must 
be  borne  by  the  Government.  That  does  not  mean,  however, 
that  the  Government  will  necessarily  enter  into  the  produc- 
tion of  powder  and  other  explosives.  While  It  is  believed  that 
the  language  of  the  section  is  sufBciently  broad  to  permit  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the  operation  of 
powder  plants  and  similar  facilities  by  private  industry,  cer- 
tain amendments  which  I  shall  offer  and  which  I  shall  later 
discuss  will  clear  away  any  doubt  which  may  exist  as  to  that 
matter. 

The  same  elements  which  require  that  the  Government  pro- 
vide the  necessary  plants  for  production  also  require  that 
they  provide  the  necessary  places  for  storage.  The  provision 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  the  section  either  with  or  without  advertising  is  essential. 
In  normal  times  such  authority  would  not  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  Government,  and  in  general  there  is  no  need  for  any 
such  authority.  The  statutes  requiring  advertising  for  bids 
and  the  awarding  of  contracts  to  the  lowest  bidder  are  neces- 
sary in  such  times  for  the  protection  of  the  public  moneys. 
The  situation  which  now  confronts  us  requires  that  buildings 
be  constructed  and  materials  secured  wherever  and  whenever 
necessary  and  in  the  shortest  possible  time.  Delay  incident 
to  advertising  for  bids  wastes  time  which  cannot  safely  be 
wasted  In  an  emergency,  and  requirements  for  the  award  of 
contracts  to  the  lowest  bidder  shut  off  numerous  sources  of 
supply  at  a  time  when  we  should  increase  the  sources.  The 
power  granted  to  the  Secretary  of  War  is  great,  but  he  has 
assured  me  that  In  all  possible  cas^s  he  will  so  exercise  it 
that  the  Government  will  receive  the  benefit  of  competitive 
bidding,  even  though  such  bids  are  not  formally  advertised  for. 

Section  2  (a)  of  the  bill  suspends  during  the  fiscal  year 
tMLjdl  existing  limitations  with  respect  to  the  number  of 
flying  cadets  in  the  Army  Air  Corps  and  with  respect  to  the 
numt)er  and  rank  of  Air  Corps  Reserve  officers  who  may  be 
ordered  to  extended  active  duty  with  the  Air  Corps. 

Existing  law  limits  the  number  of  flying  cadets  to  2,500  and 
the  number  and  grade  of  Air  Corps  Reserve  oflBcers  who  may 
be  ordered  to  extended  active  duty  for  training  with  the  Air 
Corps  to  3.000  second  lieutenants.  This  limitation,  of  course, 
absolutely  prohibits  any  such  expansion  of  our  air  force  as 
must  be  made  diiring  the  coming  flscal  year.  The  limitations 
must  be  removed  or  a  material  part  of  the  defense  program 
must  be  abandoned.  In  removing  the  limitations  the  com- 
mittee has  decided  that  It  will  not  recommend  any  limitation 
during  the  flscal  year.  Conditions  are  changing  almost  daily. 
It  is  impossible  to  forecast  the  future,  and  during  the  fiscal 
year  1941  we  must  be  in  a  position  to  increase  the  number  of 
persons  being  trained  as  pilots  and  to  increase  the  numl)er  of 
officers  necessary  for  such  training  and  for  the  operation  of 
the  increased  number  of  airplanes  which  must  be  procured 
without  the  necessity  of  fiurther  legislation. 

Section  2  (b)  authorizes  the  President  during  the  fiscal  year 
1941  to  assign  officers  and  enlisted  men  to  the  various  branches 
of  the  Army  in  such  numbers  as  he  considers  necessary,  irre- 
spective of  the  limitations  on  the  strength  of  any  particular 
branch  of  the  Army  set  forth  in  the  National  Defense  Act  of 
Jime  3,  1916,  as  amended. 

With  the  exception  of  the  Air  Corps  and  the  Medical  Corps, 
the  strength  of  the  various  branches  of  the  Army  was  fixed 
20  years  ago.  Since  that  time  developments  in  weapons  and 
tactical  doctrines  have  been  so  great  that  it  has  been  neces- 
sary to  change  the  organization  of  the  combat  units  of  the 
Army.  While  the  Army  was  far  below  its  authorized  peace- 
time strength  of  280.000  men.  changes  in  organization  could 
be  effected  without  there  being  any  necessity  for  changing 
the  authorized  legal  strengths  of  the  various  branches,  excep. 
Insofar  as  the  Air  Corps  and  the  Medical  Corps  were  con- 
cerned. But  now  that  the  Army  is  approaching  and  will 
soon  reach  its  maximum  authorized  peacetime  strength,  the 
limitations  on  the  nimibers  of  officers  and  men  in  the  various 
branches  which  were  fixed  in  the  year  1920  should  be  sus- 


pended. Otherwise,  we  will  have  a  combat  organization 
wholly  unfitted  to  meet  the  requirements  of  modem  warfare. 
We  cannot  comply  with  existing  limitations  and  at  the  same 
time  organize  several  new  divisions  and  certain  essential  corps 
and  Army  troops. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Does  subdivision  (b)  provide  for  an  un- 
limited increase?  It  merely  takes  off  all  restrictions  as  to 
the  number  in  the  several  branches  of  the  Army? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  takes  off  all  restrictions  as  to  the  num- 
ber in  the  several  branches. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  And  leaves  it  to  the  Army  organization 
to  determine  what  the  number  shall  be? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Of  coiu-se,  it  would  be  governed  by  the 
appropriations. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  appropriations  for  the  total  strength 
of  the  Army  would  remain  unchanged. 

Seotlon  3  of  the  bill  suspends  during  the  flscal  year  1941 
existing  statutory  limitations  on  the  number  of  serviceable 
aircraft  with  which  the  Air  Corps  may  be  equipped  and  main- 
tained. The  present  statutory  limit  is  6.000  serviceable  air- 
craft. The  reasons  requiring  a  lifting  of  limitations  as  to 
numbers  are  the  same  as  those  requiring  the  lifting  of  limi- 
tation as  to  the  number  of  flying  cadets  and  Air  Corps  Reserve 
oflacers,  and  I  will  not  repeat  them.  No  attempt  has  been 
made  by  the  committee  to  prescribe  any  maximum  number  for 
the  fiscal  year  because  it  is  impossible  at  this  time  to  deter- 
mine how  many  training  planes  it  will  be  necessary  to  procure 
in  order  that  pilots  may  be  trained  rapidly. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WA1£H.  Does  the  bill  fix  the  limitation  on  the  dura- 
tion of  the  authority  granted? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Does  the  bUl  itself  fix  the  time  to  which  the 
extraordinary  powers  shall  be  limited? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  They  do  not  go  beyond  this  flscal  year, 
except  in  a  few  instances. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  bill  is  to  remain  a  statute  for  only  1 
year? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  is  the  fact,  except  as  to  a  few 
instances. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Is  not  the  bill  like  most  of  the  other  bills, 
based  on  the  duration  of  the  emergency  as  declared  by  the 
President? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  think  it  is  difficult  to  determine  the 
length  of  the  emergency,  but  all  we  felt  safe  in  doing  was  to 
yield  the  authority  for  1  fiscal  year  with  certain  exceptions. 

Mr.  WALSH.  So  that  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  all  the 
authority  granted  in  the  bill  will  t>e  terminated,  and  we  will 
have  to  j)ass  another  bill  to  continue  it? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  is  true  with  a  few  exceptions.  We 
thought  that  was  the  safest  course  to  take.  In  the  matter  of 
the  exceptions  the  authority  nms  until  the  fiscal  year  of 
1942. 

Mr.  WALSH.  We  had  before  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  the  question  of  limitation  on  training  and  limitation 
on  personnel,  and  other  limitations,  and  we  took  the  posi- 
tion that  to  remove  for  all  time  these  limitations  would 
be  equivalent  to  doing  away  with  the  committee,  that  there 
would  be  no  need  for  a  Conunittee  on  Naval  Affairs  or  for 
a  Committee  on  Military  Affsiirs  if  there  were  carte  blanche 
authority  indefinitely  to  have  as  many  soldiers  or  naval 
vessels  or  airplanes  as  were  wanted.  Therefore  we  tried  to 
fix  a  limit  in  each  case,  and  also  limited  the  authority  to 
the  period  of  the  emergency.  I  am  pleased  to  know  that 
these  extraordinary  authorities  are  all  limited  to  the  fiscal 
year  which  will  commence  July  1,  1940. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Except,  as  I  have  said,  in  a  few  in- 
3tances,  one  cf  which  Is  the  erection  of  a  powder  plant. 
There  is  a  limitation  of  $20,000  on  the  erection  of  a  plant 
:or  the  making  of  powder. 
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Mr.  WALSH.    That  Is  a  permanent  Institution. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Along  the  line  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  Missouri — and  I  hope  he  feels  as  I  do  about  it — the  ex- 
perience we  had  during  the  World  War  in  connection  with 
the  10-percent-cost-plus  contract  should  teach  us  a  lesson. 
My  conception  of  that  arrangement  is  that  when,  instead  of 
the  Army  or  Navy  Itself  doing  this  work  through  one  of  its 
own  cfflcers,  it  hires  another  man  to  do  it,  he  really  should 
be  made  an  Army  officer  or  a  naval  officer  and  given  a  salary. 
But  the  Army  or  the  Navy  hires  him  and  simply  says,  "By  rea- 
son of  your  experience  as  a  contractor  and  builder  we  will 
pay  you  a  salary  of  10  percent  of  the  contract  price." 

I  hope  the  Senator  will  join  with  me,  insofar  as  we  can 
accomplish  anything,  in  having  Government  officials  avoid 
mistakes  which  were  made  during  the  World  War  in  con- 
nection with  the  10-percent-plus  contract.  There  is  no 
reason  why  the  Army  or  the  Navy  should  do  away  with 
requests  for  bids  and  choose  a  reputable  contractor  and  say, 
"Go  ahead  and  build  this  for  us;  we  have  not  ofacers  enough, 
we  have  not  material  enough,  and  the  understanding  is  that 
you  will  have  a  salary,  and  the  salary  will  be  10  percent  of 
the  absolute  disburcements."  Such  matters  should  be  han- 
dled with  the  exercise  of  the  utmost  responsibihty  and  con- 
scientious obligation  to  the  American  public. 

I  feel  sure  the  Senator  from  Texas  feels  as  I  do  about 
that.  In  other  words,  it  seems  to  me  it  has  been  treated  as 
a  Junket,  as  a  prize,  as  a  reward.  A  man  will  say,  "I  have 
a  return  of  10  percent  of  the  contract  price,  and  I  will  get 
what  I  can  under  it.  pile  up  expenses,  and  so  forth."  The 
work  should  be  performed  by  the  private  citizen  with  an  army 
officer's  rcsixDnsibility  to  direct  undertakings. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
Senator's  ob.rervations. 

Mr.  WALSH.  After  all.  our  committees  are  working  along 
the  same  line,  the  problems  are  the  same,  all  looking  to 
speeding  up  and  protecting  the  public  Interest,  and  as  rapidly 
as  possible  building  up  our  national  defense. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  What  has  been  said  brings  to  my  mind  what 
has  been  discussed  recently  before  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  dealing  with  the  so-called  Vinson -Trammell  Act.  I 
respectfully  request  that  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs,  if  he  will,  explain  to  the  Senate  how  that 
affects  the  so-called  10-percent-plus-cost  contract,  if  it  does, 
against  which  the  Senator  from  Missouri  was  inveighing  a 
moment  ago. 

If  I  understood  the  testimony  correctly,  the  Vinson - 
Trammell  act  does  affect  that  very  thing,  and  in  view  of  the 
statement  which  has  been  made.  I  believe,  it  would  tje 
advisable,  for  the  Record,  to  have  explained  somewhat 
thoroughly  how  that  does  affect  contracts  at  the  present 
time.  It  did  not  affect  them  during  the  World  War, 
because  the  act  was  not  in  existence. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Will  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
answer  the  question? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  in  mind  pre- 
cisely what  the  Senator  from  Illinois  is  thinking  atx)ut. 
There  have  been  no  naval  contracts  of  which  I  know  on  a 
10-percent-cost-plus  basis  since  the  World  War. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  Is  true,  but,  as  I  understand,  in  con- 
nection with  the  bill  we  are  discussing,  certain  negotiated 
contracts  would  be  made  eliminating  competitive  bidding  if 
the  bill  we  have  been  studying  should  be  enacted.  As  I 
understand,  the  pending  measure  is  more  or  less  of  a  com- 
panion bill  to  that.  As  I  understood  the  testimony,  the 
Vinson -Trammell  law,  which  was  passed  since  the  World 
War,  absolutely  eliminates  anything  more  than  a  straight 
10-percent  profit  on  the  cost  of  a  contract.  I  may  be  wrong 
about  it. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Texas  yield  to  me? 


Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Let  me  ask  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  if  we  are  not  really  talking  about  two  different 
things.    In  the  first  place,  the  old  cost-plus  contract  was  in 
use  during  the  World  War. 
Mr.  WALSH.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  was  a  system  of  contract  in 
use  by  the  Army  and  Navy  by  which  a  contractor  was  more  or 
less  permitted  to  set  up  a  single  basis  of  cost,  on  which  he 
would  charge  10  percent. 

I  used  an  extreme  illustration  a  moment  ago.  After  the 
war  the  Vinson -Trammell  Act  came  into  effect,  and  we 
placed  a  straight  limitation  on  profits  of  10  percent  on  all 
vessels  ctmstructed.  It  did  not  provide  for  cost-plus  con- 
tracts. It  provided  that  in  no  case  should  profits  amount  to 
more  than  10  percent.  Is  that  not  true? 
Mr.  WALSH.    Yes. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  So  technically  they  are  two  dif- 
ferent things. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Internal  Revenue  Department  is 
obliged  now  to  keep  an  account  of  all  Government  contracts 
for  the  building  of  naval  vessels  and  airplanes,  and  must 
turn  back  into  the  PubUc  Treasury  anything  more  than  10 
percent  profit. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    That  is  as  a  tax  matter. 
Mr.  WALSH.     Exactly.     It  must  also  turn   back   to   the 
Treasury  anything  in  excess  of  10-percent  profit  In  the  case 
of  airplanes. 

I  will  say  in  this  connection,  and  the  Senator  will  re- 
member it.  that  we  passed  a  bill  earlier  in  the  session  with 
respect  to  the  building  of  bases  outside  continental  United 
States,  which  were  not  subject  to  bidding.  The  Senator 
will  be  pleased  to  know  that  the  Navy  was  able  to  make 
all  those  contracts,  four  or  five  of  them,  on  the  islands,  on 
the  basis  of  6  percent  rather  than  10  percent.  So,  we 
have  gotten  down  to  as  low  as  6  percent,  as  the  Senator 
will  recall,  with  respect  to  the  bases  at  Puerto  Rico,  Hawaii, 
and  other  bases.  The  Senator  correctly  stated  that  the  10- 
percent-plus  contracts  were  war  contracts.  The  Vinson- 
Trammell  Act  did  not  provide  for  any  such  contracts.  It 
said  that  no  matter  what  one  bid,  if  he  was  the  lowest  bidder 
on  naval  vessels  he  could  not  make  more  than  10  percent. 
He  was  limited  to  10-percent  prcfit. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  suppose  the  Senator 
remembers,  as  do  all  of  us  who  were  in  Congress  at  the  time 
of  the  first  World  War,  how  much  trouble  was  caused  by 
what  was  known  as  the  cost-p'us  system  of  contracting.  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Texas  would  accept  an  amend- 
ment after  the  figures  "1942"  in  line  12,  on  page  2,  to  insert: 
Provided  further.  That  what  is  known  as  the  cost-plus  system 
of  contracting  shall  not  be  used  under  this  section. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  offer  that  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  shall  be  glad  to  accept  the  amendment, 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  a  matter 
that  has  been  brought  to  my  notice  by  more  than  one  officer 
of  the  Army  and  by  retired  officers.  I  read  from  a  letter, 
without  giving  the  name  of  the  writer,  in  which  he  said  he 
visited  certain  places  which  were  now  in  process  of  construc- 
tion, and  he  found  that  the  officers  in  charge  of  the  construc- 
tion forces  there  employed  were  badly  in  need  of  supervising 
and  construction  engineers;  that  they  could  hire  only  those 
engineers  who  were  certified  by  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion. He  said  that  the  failure  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion promptly  to  certify  or  to  certify  in  adequate  numbsrs 
supervising  and  construction  engineers  constituted  a  brake  on 
the  construction  of  military  projects. 

The  writer  of  the  letter,  who  is  very  well  known  to  me, 
and  who  is  a  lieutenant  colonel  in  the  Corps  of  Engineers, 
who  organized  and  commanded  one  of  the  companies  of 
engineers  in  the  World  War,  says  there  are  a  number  of 
competent  supervising  and  construction  engineers  through- 
out the  coimtry  who  will  not  go  to  the  trouble  and  who  do 


7a42 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


June  10 


not  care  to  take  clvil-servIce  examinations.  He  says  they 
are  capable,  and  if  employed  would  expedite  the  work  of 
construction  in  the  Army  posts,  of  buildings,  barracks  and 
such  work,  wherever  It  is  necessary  to  be  done. 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  has  considered  that 
matter,  but  since  the  purpose  of  the  bill  seems  to  be  to  lift 
certain  restrictions  in  the  interest  of  expediting  in  all 
?asonable  ways  the  program  of  national  defense,  it  might 
be  well  to  carry  to  conference  at  least  an  amendment  some- 
thing like  this: 

Provided.  That  until  December  31,  1941.  the  Secretary  of  War. 
may.  tf  he  finds  It  to  be  necessary  for  national  defense  purposes, 
•uihortze  the  employment  of  supervising  or  construction  engl- 
nef-rs  without  regard  to  the  requirements  of  clvU-eervlce  laws, 
rules,  or  regulations. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  War  Department  and  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  agreed  on  something  like  that,  if  I  re- 
call the  matter  correctly. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     It  is  already  in  the  bill? 
_  Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Yes;  according  to  my  recollection. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  That  is  the  proviso  in  section 
4.  lines  8  to  12,  on  page  3. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Apparently  it  covers  exactly  what  the 
Senator  has  in  mind. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

3rleld? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLAJIK  of  Missouri.  I  was  about  to  suggest  that  the 
proviso  in  section  4  would  not  only  cover  such  a  case  as  that 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  but  would  cover  any 
other  case  of  personnel  in  the  whole  United  States,  not  only 
In  the  War  Department,  but  anywhere  else  that  might  be 
considered  in  connection  with  the  national  defense.  That 
being  the  case,  I  am  thoroughly  in  sympathy  with  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  proviso  in  lines  8  to  12  on  page  3  goes  far  beyond 
that.    It  reads: 

Provided.  That  with  respect  to  any  personnel  employed  In  con- 
nection with  the  national -defense  program  of  the  United  States  the 
provisions  of  section  6  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1913 — 

That  is  the  Civil  Service  Act — 

may  be  waived   In  any  case  when  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
War. 

Mr.  President,  that  proviso  Is  so  broad  that  it  slmp\y  wipes 
out  the  whole  merit  system  in  connection  with  any  personnel 
employed  by  the  United  States  on  anything  that  may  be 
considered  a  national -defense  program.  The  term  "national- 
defense  program"  may  be  extended  to  include  almost  every 
activity  of  the  Government  before  the  national-defense  pro- 
-am has  gone  very  far.  It  seems  to  me  that  as  the  proviso 
Is  drawn  it  is  so  tremendously  broad  that  it  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  make  exemptions  not  only  in  such  cases 
as  those  of  construction  engineers,  where  exemptions  might 
be  very  necessary,  but  In  the  case  of  clerks  or  accountants 
or  Others  who  can  very  readily  be  supplied  from  the  civil 
Bcrvice,  but  who  can  be  exempted  if  the  Secretary  of  War 
desires  to  exempt  them. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Let  me  say  that  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin fMr  La  POLLrml  Is  going  to  propose  an  amend- 
ment dealing  with  civll-servlce  employees  under  this 
measure. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  wish  to 
suggest  that  the  Secretary  of  War  would  abuse  even  such  a 
grant  of  power  as  that,  but  it  seems  to  me  It  is  altogether  too 
broad. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin is  going  to  propose  an  amendment  covering  the 
jnatter  of  civil  service  under  this  bill. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  did  not  previously  discover  the  provision 
referred  to  in  section  4  of  the  bill.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  very 
necessary  to  permit  the  employment  of  supervising  and  con- 
structing engineers,  at  least  during  a  limited  period,  without 
regard  to  the  civil-service  requirements. - 


Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  doubt  very  much  if  the  language  of  the 
proviso  of  section  4  could  be  construed  to  apply  to  any  other 
Government  employees  outside  of  those  employed  in  the  War 
Department,  because  the  Secretary  of  War  has  no  jurisdic- 
tion to  employ  personnel  in  other  departments. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  He  has  when  Congress  gives  him 
such  authority  as  is  done  in  that  proviso. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  disagree  with  that  inter- 
pretation, because  the  provision  is  evidently  intended  to  be 
limited  to  the  employees  who  come  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  War  Department.  If  it  is  not  limited  to  them,  I  think 
an  amendment  probably  would  be  In  order  so  to  limit  it, 
because  we  would  not  want  to  give  the  Secretary  of  War  the 
power  to  waive  any  of  the  requirements  as  to  employees  in 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  or  the  Department  of 
Commerce. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Or  the  Navy. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Or  the  Navy,  or  any  other  department. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  provision  is  intended  to  be  limited  to 
the  War  Department.  The  bill  is  a  War  Department  measure. 
It  is  not  a  Navy  bill,  or  any  other  kind  of  a  bill  except  an 
Army  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  Is  true.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  that  he  offer  his  amendment. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  merely  wish  to  point 
out  that  the  section  of  the  statute  referred  to  in  the  pro- 
viso that  has  been  under  discussion  is  section  652  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  and  provides  the  procedure  for  the  re- 
moval of  civil-service  employees  In  the  Government  service. 
I  have  discussed  this  matter  with  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  SHEPPARD  1.  and  intend  at  the  appropriate  time  to  offer 
an  amendment  which  I  think  covers  the  point  desired  to  be 
covered  by  the  War  Department,  but  it  is  not  so  sweeping 
in  character  as  the  blanket  authority  to  suspend  the  entire 
section  of  the  statute. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  If  it  is  not  too  long,  will  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  read  it? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  If  the  Senator  from  Texas  so  de- 
sires I  will  tender  the  amendment  now,  and  it  may  be 
pending,  or  I  will  wait  until  he  has  concluded. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Tender  It  now,  and.  so  far  as  I  am 
permitted  to  do  so,  I  shall  accept  it. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  desire  to  make  a  brief  statement 
about  it.  I  did  not  intend  to  Interrupt  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Very  well.    The   amendment  will   re- 
main pending. 
Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  should  like  to  call  the  Senator's  attention 
to  section  6  of  the  act  of  1912.  That  section  does  not  at  all 
go  to  the  heart  of  the  problem  which  Senators  are  trying  to 
reach. 

I  hope  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  win  give  consideration 
to  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  act  of  1912,  referred  to  in 
section  4  of  the  bill.  Section  6,  the  provisions  of  which  are 
waived  provide;?  that  no  person  In  the  classified  ci\11  service 
of  the  United  States  shall  be  removed  therefrom  except  for 
such  cause  as  will  promote  the  efficiency  of  said  service.  That 
relates  to  removal  of  employees  from  the  civil  service.  Sec- 
tion 4  of  the  bill  does  not  relieve  the  War  Department,  in  the 
prosecution  of  this  work,  from  being  bound  by  the  civil- 
service  rules  and  regulations  as  now  written:  and  unless 
some  provision  similar  to  the  one  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  or  the  one  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin were  written  Into  the  bill,  the  Department  would  be 
boimd  by  the  civil-service  rules  and  regulations. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Texas  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  thought  I  had  made  it  clear,  in 
endeavoring  to  describe  the  section,  that  it  does  not  bear 
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upon  the  point  which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  raised.  All 
my  amendment  seeks  to  do  is  to  pro\'ide  for  the  waiver  of 
the  procedure  of  removal  in  the  type  of  case  which  I  un- 
derstood was  the  reason  why  the  War  Department  desired 
to  have  this  section  in  the  bill,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
preserve  to  the  employees  their  other  rights  under  the  sec- 
tion, to  which,  as  I  understand,  the  War  Department  does 
not  object. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  deals  with  an  entirely  different  situation  from 
that  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    So  does  the  provision  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  true.  The  amendment  merely 
provides  that  if  someone  whose  conduct  has  been  found  to  be 
inimical  to  the  public  interest  is  already  employed  in  the 
Department  the  civil-service  rules  may  be  waived  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  him.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  suggested  a  way 
to  put  persons  on  the  pay  roll  in  an  emergency  like  the  present 
one  without  requiring  them  to  go  through  the  ordinary  civil- 
service  examination,  which  is  an  entirely  different  matter 
from  the  matter  dealt  with  in  the  Senator's  amendment.  So 
if  the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Sheppard]  should  accept  the 
amendment,  it  still  would  not  deal  with  the  other  problem. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  That  is  the  situation  which  I  was  endeavor- 
ing to  point  out.  So  if  we  wish  to  follow  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  it  will  be  necessary  to  adopt  an 
amendment  along  the  lines  suggested  by  him.  because  neither 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  nor 
the  prov.sions  of  section  4  as  now  written  reach  anything  like 
the  question  which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  raised. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  fully  agree.  Section  4  simply  provides 
that— 

The  Secretary  of  War  is  further  authorized  to  employ  such  addi- 
tional personnel  at  the  seat  of  government  and  elsewhere,  nnd  to 
provide  for  such  printing  and  binding,  communication  service, 
supplies,  and  travel  expenses,  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  purpjoses  of  this  act. 

Nothing  is  said  about  the  civil  service.  The  Secretary  is 
simply  authorized  to  employ.  He  may  act  under  the  clvll- 
servlce  regulations,  whenever  such  regulations  apply.  The 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  relates  entirely 
to  the  proviso  In  section  4. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  in  order  that  the  matter 
may  have  full  consideration,  I  will  accept  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Texas  have  the  several  Senators  who  suggested  amend- 
ments send  them  to  the  desk  so. that  they  may  be  stated 
in  order  and  acted  upon? 

Mr.   GEORGE.    Mr.   President,   I   offer   the   amendment 

whlcli  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated.    The 

amendment  would  be  inserted  after  the  end  of  line  7.  on 
page  3.  or  at  the  proper  place  In  the  bill:  and  when  It  gets 
into  conference  the  matter  can  be  ironed  out. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  very  true. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  will  be  stated. 

The  LEcisunvt  Clerk.  At  the  proper  place  in  the  bill  it 
is  proposed  to  Insert  the  following: 

Provided.  That  until  December  31,  1941,  the  Secretary  of  War 
may.  if  he  Ands  It  to  be  necessary  for  national -defense  purposes, 
authorize  the  employment  of  supervising  or  construction  engineers 
without  regard  to  the  requirements  of  clvU-servlce  laws.  rule*,  or 
regulations. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  the  amendment 
which  I  offered  a  few  minutes  ago,  and  which  was  accepted 
by  the  Senator  from  Texas,  be  stated? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  will  be  stated. 


The  LECisLATr^'E  Clerk.  On  page  2,  after  line  12,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  insert  the  following  proviso: 

Provided  further.  That  what  Is  known  as  the  cost-plus  system  of 
contracting  shall  not  be  used  under  this  section. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  section  5  of  the  bill  au- 
thorizes a  discretionary  fund  for  the  President  in  the  amount 
of  $66,000,000  cash  and 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  inquire  whether  or  not  the  $66,000,000  Is 
the  same  fund  which  was  carried  in  the  Army  civil  fimctions 
appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  is  correct.  This  section  merely 
provides  legal  authority  for  that  action. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    This  is  not  an  additional  expenditure? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  is  not  an  additional  expenditure. 
Section  5  merely  provides  legal  authority  for  what  we  have 
already  done.  Past  experience  demonstrates  that  in  time  of 
national  emergency  a  discretionary  fimd  is  essential. 

Section  6  of  the  bill  authorizes  the  President,  when  neces- 
sary in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense — 

To  prohibit  or  curtail  the  exportation  of  any  military  equipment  or 
munitions,  or  component  parts  thereof,  or  machinery,  tools,  or 
material  necessary  for  the  manufacture  or  servicing  thereof. 

The  necessity  for  such  legislation  in  connection  with  legis- 
lation authorizing  the  rapid  procurement  of  military  muni- 
tions, equipment,  and  supplies  is  apparent.  The  power  must 
exist  in  the  Executive  temporarily  to  prohibit  exports  which 
endanger  the  whole  purpose  of  the  bill  of  which  it  is  a  part. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator's 
interpretation  of  the  power  under  section  6.  May  the 
President  apply  the  prohibition  to  one  belligerent  and  not 
to  another  in  a  given  situation,  or  must  it  be  a  uniform 
prohibition? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  So  far  as  the  language  of  the  bill  is 
concerned,  there  is  no  requirement  for  uniformity. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  So  the  Senator's  answer  is  that 
imder  section  6  the  President  may  apply  a  one-sided 
em.bargo  rather  than  a  general  embargo? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  When  he  considers  it  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  the  national  defense,  he  may  do  so. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  No  interest  of  national  defense  of 
the  sort  to  which  the  Senator  referred  when  he  explained  the 
section  would  require  a  prejudicial  embargo.  If  the  embargo 
is  necessary  in  order  to  preserve  material  at  home,  it  is  neces- 
sary to  preserve  it  against  everybody. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  As  I  say,  so  far  as  the  bill  is  concerned, 
the  President  is  given  that  authority  when  he  deems  it  to  be 
in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  think  that  is  a  very  inappropriate 
authority  to  place  m  anybody. 

Mr.  MALONEY.   Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr,  MALONEY.  It  seems  to  me  the  President  might  very 
properly  permit  exports  to  South  America,  for  example. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  true. 

Mr,  President,  I  have  concluded  my  review  of  the  bill  as  It 
was  reported  to  the  Senate.  Since  that  time  a  number  of 
amendments  have  been  suggested  by  the  War  Department, 
and  I  now  desire  to  discuss  those  amendments. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  wish  to  make  an  Inquiry  with  reference  to 
section  6.    Line  25  on  page  4  provides  that — 

The  authority  granted  in  this  section  shall  terminate  June  30, 
1942.  urJess  the  Congress  shall  otherwise  provide. 

I  am  wondering  if  the  language  ought  not  to  be  "in  this 
act"  rather  than  "in  this  section."  I  believe  there  is  one  other 
provision  in  the  bill  which  has  no  limitation.  I  understand  it 
is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  provide  a  limit  of  1  year. 
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Mr  SHEPPARD.    What  is  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator? 
Mr  ADAMS.    Simply  that  the  word  "secUon"  be  changed 
to  "act",  so  that  there  would  be  no  quesUon  about  the  whole 
act  being  limited  to  1  year. 
Mr  SHEPPARD.    I  accept  the  amendment. 
The  PPvESIDlNG  omCER.    The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  4.  Une  25.  after  the  word 
"this",  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "section"  and  insert  in  Ueu 
thereof  the  word  "act." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  now  desire  to  proceed 
with  the  amendments  which  have  been  suggested  by  the  War 
Department. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  ttrst  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Texas  will  be  stated. 

The  LicisLATivK  Clerk.    On  page  1.  line  3,  after  the  word 
"That",  it  is  prop>osed  to  Insert  "la)." 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  merely  a  clerical  amendment. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  Texas  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  1.  line  8,  after  the  word 
•^rehabilitation",  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  word  "con- 
version." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  second  amendment 
proposes  to  insert  in  line  8.  on  page  1.  after  the  word  "re- 
habilitation", the  word  "conversion."  in  order  that  there 
may  be  no  doubt  of  the  authority  to  convert  existing  build- 
ings and-  facilities,  instead  of  building  new  ones.  I  ask 
that  the  amendment  be  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  Texas  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  1.  lines  10  and  11,  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  "including  the  acquisition  of  such  land 
as  may  be  necessary."  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "(including 
Government -owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants,  and 
the  expansion  of  such  plants,  and  the  acquisition  of  such  land, 
and  the  purchase  or  lease  of  such  structures,  as  may  be 
necessary)." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  War  Department  is 
unable  to  state  definitely  at  this  time  what  buildings  must 
be  purch'ised  or  leased  in  connection  with  the  construction 
and  procurement  program  authorized  by  the  bill.  Its  uncer- 
tainty as  to  that  matter  is  easily  understood,  but  it  is  equally 
clear  that  there  must  be  authority  for  such  purchase  or  lease 
If  the  purposes  of  the  bill  are  to  be  effectively  carried  out. 
The  amendment  also  authorizes  the  construction  of  Govern- 
ir.ent-owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants,  and  the  ex- 
pansion of  such  plants.  There  Is  no  doubt  that  procure- 
ment of  munitions,  equipment,  and  supplies  will  be  expedited 
If  the  Government  can  construct  facilities  at  privately  o^-ned 
plants,  to  be  operated  in  connection  with  an  already  existing 
production  unit.  The  title  to  the  property,  of  course,  would 
remain  in  the  Government. 

The  provision  for  the  acquisition  of  land  necessary  for  the 
purposes  of  the  bill  is,  of  course,  essential.  Powder  plants  and 
ammunition-loading  plants  must  be  established  where  they 
will  not  endanger  communities.  In  order  to  establish  them  at 
the  proper  places,  the  necessary  land  must  be  acquired. 

I  offer  the  amendment  stated  by  the  clerk  and  ask  for  its 

adoption.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  was  detained  from  the  Cham- 
ber and  did  not  hear  the  explanation  made  by  the  Senator 
having  the  bill  in  charge  or  the  Justification  for  the  passage 
of  this  rather  remarkable  legislation.  Does  the  evidence  be- 
fore the  committee  indicate  the  necessity  of  expending 
$66,000,000  without  pointing  out  where  it  is  to  be  expended. 
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exactly  the  purposes  for  which  it  is  to  be  expended,  and  when 
it  is  to  be  expended,  without  proper  restrictions? 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  That  amount  has  already  been  appro- 
priated in  the  Army  apprcpriaUon  bill.  This  bill  merely  pro- 
vides the  legislative  authority  for  the  expenditure. 

Mr.  KING.  The  amount  has  been  appropriated.  Was  it 
appropriated  without  indicating  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
to  be  employed? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  There  was  a  debate  on  the  matter  in 
the  Senate  at  the  time  it  was  adopted.  It  was  a  part  of  the 
Regular  Army  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will 
yield,  it  was  subject  to  a  point  of  order  on  the  appropriation 
bill,  but  no  Senator  made  the  point  of  order.  This  is  simply, 
as  i  understand,  an  authorization  for  an  appropriation  which 
has  already  been  made? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  was  clearly  subject  to  a  point 
of  order  when  the  appropriation  bill  was  before  the  Senate, 
but  no  Senator  saw  fft  to  make  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  KING.  Were  the  hearings  sufficiently  informative  to 
Justify  the  large  appropriations? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  thought  so,  and  the  Appropriations 
Committee  thought  so. 

Mr.  KING.  It  caruiot.  in  any  sense,  be  considered  as  a 
'■pork  barrel"  bill,  can  it? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Not  at  all.  It  Is  purely  for  national 
defense. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    It  is  a  kind  of  blank  check. 

Mr.  KING.    I  fear  it  is  a  blank  check,  as  is  indicated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  offer  another  amendment  and  ask  to 
have  it  stated. 

Tlie    PRESIDING   OFFICER.    The    amendment    will    be 

stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.    On  page  2.  line  7.  after  the  word 

"contracts",  it  is  proposed  to  insert : 

(Including  contracts  for  educational  orders,  and  for  the  exchange 
of  deteriorated,  unseniceable,  obsolescent,  or  surplus  equipment, 
munitions,  and  supplies  for  other  equipnaent.  munltlcns,  and 
supplies  of  which  there  Is  a  shortage). 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation  of 
the  amendment? 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BONE.  Referring  to  the  language  of  the  bill  on  page  1, 
beginning  in  line  7, 1  am  wondering  if  the  language  employed 
by  the  bill  would  include  Government  arsenals? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  BONE.  It  refers  to  "military  posts,  depots,  stations, 
or  other  localities,  or  plants,  buildings,  facilities,  utilities,  and 
appurtenances  thereto." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  applies  only  to  those  facilities  ap- 
propriated for  under  the  Regular  Army  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  BONE.  Does  that  appropriation  bill  identify  the 
specific  plants  for  which  the  money  will  be  used? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    It  does  specifically. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  am  wondering  why  it  was  that  Government 
arsenals  which  manufacture  firearms  were  not  Included  within 
the  list  of  plants  which  could  be  expanded  for  defense  pur- 
poses? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  In  another  part  of  section  1  arsenals 
are  clearly  authorized,  although  not  specifically  named. 

Mr.  BONE.  Is  it  the  view  of  the  able  Senator  from  Texas 
that  under  the  bill  to  which  he  has  referred,  which  passed 
a  short  time  ago.  the  Federal  Government  could  expand  its 
own  arsenals?    I  should  like  to  be  clear  on  that  point. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Let  me  read  the  Senator  what  the 
regular  appropriation  measure  provided: 

The  Regular  Army  appropriation  measure  referred  to 
appropriates  a  total  of  $1,823,254,624. 

As  passed  by  the  House  it  ain^ropriated  $828,999,094. 
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The  Senate  added  $905,856,004,  making  the  total  of 
$1,823,254  624. 

This  figure  provides  for  construction,  personnel,  procure- 
ment of  equipment,  critical  items,  and  2.566  airplanes.  It 
also  increases  the  authorized  strength  of  the  Regular  Army 

to  280.000. 

The  supplemental  appropriation  measure  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  appropriates  $1,028,849,898.  It  also  provides  for 
maU'riel,  personnel,  and  3.000  additional  airplanes.  This  fig- 
ure is  divided  as  follows:  $707,000,000  for  maU'riel.  including 
airplanes,  and  $322,000,000  for  personnel. 

Ninety-five  thousand  additional  strength  of  the  Regular 
Army  is  provided,  making  the  total  strength  of  the  Regular 
Army  375.000.  if  the  bill  is  enacted.  Of  the  95.000.  40.000  Is 
contemplated  for  the  Air  Corps  and  55.000  for  ground  troops. 
With  the  supplemental  and  the  regular  appropriation 
measures,  it  is  contemplated  maintaining  two  corps,  two 
armored  divisions,  and  nine  triangular  divisions. 

I  do  not  recall  specifically  whether  or  not  arsenals  are 
mentioned  in  the  Regular  Army  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  am  wondering  why.  in  the  face  of  our 
necessitous  condition,  the  War  Department  has  not  sug- 
gested the  enlargement  of  the  arsenals  where  there  could 
be  manufactured  rifles  and  all  the  other  implements  of  war 
which  are  supplied  to  the  Army.  I  cannot  understand  why 
that  has  not  been  done. 

I  ask  the  question.  I  wUl  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas, 
because  3  years  ago  I  introduced  a  bill,  which  was  signed  by 
a  number  of  other  Senators,  asking  both  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  the  Navy  Department  to  expand  our  navy  yards 
and  arsenals,  and  making  appropriation  therefor,  so  that 
they  could  provide  facilities  for  laying  down  the  keel  of 
every  ship  In  the  then  pending  naval  program,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  additional  expansion.  That  bill  also  called  upon 
the  War  Department  to  enlarge  Government  arsenals. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  If  the  Senator  will  excuse  me.  I  have 
just  found  what  he  has  asked  about. 

Mr.  BONE.    What  is  the  number  of  the  bill? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Senate  bill  4025. 

Mr.  BONE.  That  Is  the  bill  under  consideration,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  the  bill  under  consideration. 
Mr.  BONE.     That  is  the  one  I  was  talking  about  when  I 
referred  to  the  language  on  page  1  of  the  bill,  and  I  am  won- 
dering if  that  language  would  include  arsenals,  and  if  not, 
why  they  have  not  been  Included. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  am  sure  they  are  included. 
Mr.  BONE.    The  language  seems  not  sufflcienUy  inclusive 
to  take  in  arsenals.    It  refers  to  "miUtary  posts,  depots,  sta- 
tions, or  other  localities,  or  plants,  buildings,  faciUtles,  utlU- 
ties.  and  appurtenances  thereto." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  But  the  bill  provides  that  such  plants, 
buildings,  facilities,  and  appurtenances  shall  be  "for  the  de- 
velopment, manufacture,  maintenance,  and  storage  of  mili- 
tary equipment,  munitions,  supplies,  and  for  shelter." 

Mr.  BONE.  It  is  true  that  the  language  following  may  be 
sufBciently  broad  to  imply  the  right  to  expand  arsenals.  I 
have  been  very  anxious,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator,  and  I  felt 
that  anxiety  several  years  ago.  that  the  Federal  Government 
expand  its  own  instrumentalities  for  production. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  referred  to  that  very  point  in  my  dis- 
cussion of  section  1. 

Mr.  BONE.  As  a  part  of  this  argument  and  for  the  sake  of 
the  Record,  I  think  it  is  important  to  bring  out  the  facts, 
because  a  Senator  asked  me  the  other  day  if  the  bill  then 
pending  was  the  first  defense  bill  I  had  voted  for.  In  fact,  I 
have  voted  for  every  one  of  them,  and  I  was  astonished  that  a 
Senator  so  well  informed  as  the  particular  Senator  referred  to 
was  not  aware  of  that  fact. 

Several  years  ago  I  sought  to  have  the  Government  expand 
its  plants  in  such  a  way  as  to  take  care  of  all  construction 
under  the  Vlnson-Trammell  Act  and  the  then  pending  naval 
program  in  our  own  yards,  and  to  lay  down  every  keel  in  5 
minutes.    It  would  have  expanded  all  buUdings  and  facilities. 


put  in  the  sh'.pways,  the  derricks,  the  cranes,  the  loading 
equipment,  the  riveting  machinery,  and  all  the  other  type  of 
equipment  that  is  necessary. 

That  bill  also  called  for  the  creation  of  an  enormous  store 
of  jigs,  dies,  tools,  machine  fixtures,  and  machine  tools, 
which  are  the  very  breath  and  life  of  the  present  defense 
program.  I  wanted  that;  I  tried  to  get  it:  and,  to  my  great 
surprise,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas,  to  my  utter 
astonishment,  the  Navy  Department,  the  responsible  heads  of 
this  Government,  advised  the  able  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs,  in  a  formal  letter,  that  they  did  not 
want  it  done,  that  it  was  not  In  harmony  with  their  theory 
and  their  program  of  national  defense  that  such  a  thing 
should  be  undertaken. 

Let  me  add  that  nothing  in  the  bill  would  have  kept  the 
Federal  Government  from  going  outside  and  doing  what  it  Is 
now  proposed  to  do,  that  is,  to  expand  private  facilities,  but 
in  so  doing  we  would  have  had  this  enormous  backlog  of 
preparatory  facilities,  and  we  would  have  had  the  enormous, 
the  huge  stock  of  jigs,  tools,  machine  fixtures,  and  vital 
machine  tools  which  are  now  so  necessary.  The  bill  specifi- 
cally provided  that  this  great  store  of  the  necessary  machine 
tools  should  be  kept  by  the  Federal  Ghjvernment  and  not 
only  utilized  in  our  own  arsenals  and  our  own  shipyards, 
but  should  be  made  available  to  private  plants  in  the  event 
of  a  great  national  emergency.  I  want  that  record  to  be 
made  clear,  because  I  have  spoken  plainly  about  it.  I 
want  my  brethren  to  know  that  I  tried  to  do  this  sort  of 
thing,  but  I  was  assured  by  the  War  Department  and  the 
Navy  E>epartment  that  they  did  not  want  it  done. 

So,  as  we  stand  here  facing  this  crisis,  I  cannot  understand 
why  they  objected  to  doing  that  thing  which  now  is  declared 
to  be  the  very  essence,  life,  and  breath  of  proper  and  ade- 
quate preparations  for  war.  I  want  the  Record  to  show  the 
facts.  The  one  suggestion  made  was  that  we  should  wait 
and  let  the  private  companies  do  it  when  the  time  came. 
Well,  we  have  waited;  we  have  let  the  private  companies 
do  it;  and  now  we  are  informed  that  the  essential  thing 
in  the  whole  program  is  the  machine-tool  industry,  and  it 
may  take  two  years  to  tool  up  the  plants  so  that  they  could 
do  It. 

I  know  that  the  able  Senator  from  Texas  has  not  been 
remiss  in  his  duty,  I  would  not  chide  him;  and  I  think  he 
understands  that. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  understand  the  Senator. 
Mr.  BONE.  I  am  not  chiding  anybody,  but  I  was  one  of 
those  who  favored  this  movement  several  years  ago;  I 
wanted  to  be  prepared,  because  I  know  that  in  any  prep- 
aration we  indulged  would  not  interfere  with  an  expansion 
of  the  program.  Private  shipyards  could  have  been  built 
and  paid  for;  private  plants  could  have  been  set  up,  or 
facilities  expanded,  and  paid  for,  and  we  would  have  had 
machine  tools  with  which  to  make  rifie  barrels  and  all  acces- 
sories and  gadgets  necessary  for  war.  I  feel  badly  now — 
more  badly  than  I  can  tell  the  Senator  from  Texas — ^that 
our  own  Government  refused  to  do  it.  In  the  light  of  what 
is  now  facing  us,  to  comment  on  it  is  to  Indulge  in  a  very 
mordant  form  of  humor. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.^  I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming [Mr.  Schwartz]. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  suggest 
to  the  Senator  from  Washington  that  ever^-thlng  he  has  sug- 
gested ought  to  be  done.  There  is  full  authorization  for 
doing  those  things  if  the  War  Department  and  the  Navy 
Department  want  to  do  them.  All  that  this  bill  does  is  t*) 
give  authorizations,  and  it  authorizes  everything  the  Senator 
has  suggested.  If  It  Is  the  purpose  by  some  other  bill  to 
direct  the  departments  to  do  some  particular  thing,  of  course 
that  matter  would  come  up  at  the  proper  time;  but  this 
measure  Is  as  broad  as  anytliing  the  Senator  has  In  his  mind. 
Mr.  BONE.  I  am  not  unmindful  of  that  fact;  but  I  do  not 
want  to  be  in  Uie  position  of  merely  crying  over  spilled  milk 
and  threshing  old  straw.  I  am  pointing  out  to  my  brethren 
here  that  I  tried  to  do  it  in  1937.  The  Senator  from  Missouri 
LMr.  Clark],  also  a  critic  of  our  dilatory  tactics,  joined  with 


7S46 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


June  10 


me  m  the  preparation  of  that  bill.  We  tried  to  get  the  Gov- 
ernment to  do  it  then,  at  a  time  when,  had  they  accomplished 
that  work,  we  would  have  had  all  these  facilities,  these  ar- 
senals expanded,  and  we  would  have  had  millions  of  dollars' 
worth  of  jigs.  dies,  tools,  and  fixtures;  but  at  that  time  our 
departments  assured  us  that  what  was  proposed  was  not  in 
harmony  with  the  program  of  national  defense. 

I  do  not  know  what  they  thought  national  defense  might 
ultimately  be  as  a  problem;  but  at  that  time — and  oh,  it  is 
so  short  a  Ume  ago!— they  said.  "No;  we  do  not  want  to  do 
this.  We  will  wait"—  this  is.  in  effect,  their  letter— "We  will 
wait  imtll  a  crisis  confronts  us.  and  then  we  will  have  private 
industry  do  it."  Well,  you  are  going  to  have  them  do  it, 
gentlemen;  and  I  believe  that  when  we  get  through  with  this 
program  It  will  have  cost  the  Government — and  I  should 
hke  to  have  a  program — probably  $20  000,000.000. 

There  are  a  great  many  mighty  able  Senators  on  the 
floor  and  I  wonder  if  they  think  I  am  wrong  in  saying  that 
the  kind  of  a  navy  we  might  need  wliich  the  conditions  of 
the  world  might  readily  call  for.  and  the  right  sort  of  a 
military  establishment  which  the  conditions  confronting  us 
might  caU  for.  might  easily  cost  the  Government,  even 
though  it  should  remain  at  peace,  the  astounding  hgure  of 
$20,000,000,000. 

I  am  going  to  wait  a  moment  and  see  if  anyone  chides  me 
for  that  statement. 

There  are  a  number  of  able  men  here.  I  am  wondering 
If  they  feel  that  I  am  overstating  the  matter.  Certainly  I 
do  not  want  to  overstate  it.  I  think  it  is  well  within  the 
range  of  possibility  that  the  peacetime  development  of  our 
Na>'y  to  take  care  of  the  western  world,  and  to  have  the  right 
kind  of  a  military  establishment  to  defend  our  adherence 
to  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  might  easily  cost  us  $20,000,000,000. 
Of  course  we  should  have  to  meet  that  expenditure,  as  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  IMr.  TydingsI  pointed  out.  by  a 
program  of'  taxation  far  beyond  anything  we  have  yet  con- 
templated. I  do  not  shrink  from  that  sort  of  a  Ux  program, 
because  I  want  to  be  realistic;  but  I  think  we  shall  have  to 
tt'll  the  country  now  what  we  face.  There  are  a  number  of 
realistic  men  in  this  body.  They  are  not  going  to  blind 
themselves.  We  shall  have  to  know  the  facts  now.  even  if  a 
program  of  adequate  preparation  is  in  itself,  and  will  con- 
tinue to  be,  a  staggering  burden,  one  that  will  strain  the 
resources  of  our  economy. 
Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 
Mr.  LEE.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Washington  a 
question.  I  am  in  agreement  with  what  the  Senator  has  just 
said  as  to  the  cost  of  maintaining  an  adequate  Navy;  but 
If  the  Allies  should  be  able  to  crush  Hitler,  would  such  an 
outlay  be  necessary,  in  the  Senator's  opinion? 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Texas 
permit  me  to  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  cheerfully  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.     I  do  not  want  unduly  to  interfere  with  the 
Senator's  presentation  of  the  bill. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  seldom  been  in  the  role 
of  a  prophet;  but  for  a  good  many  years  I  have  felt — and  I 
80  expressed  myself  5  years  ago  en  this  floor — that  we  were 
living  in  a  period  of  transition.  That  is  why  I  Introduced 
the  kind  of  legislation  that  I  did.  I  wanted  my  country  to 
be  prepared.  I  could  visualize  a  broken  and  battered  econ- 
omy in  every  great  nation  in  the  world,  due  to  the  rising  and 
Inordinately  large  costs  of  rearmament. 

I  remember  that  our  Secretary  of  State  and  nearly  every 
other  able  man  in  the  coimtry  said  that  the  cost  of  rearma- 
ment in  itself  would  crush  every  great  country  in  the  world. 
We  all  remember  that  statement.  I  know  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  remembers  that  statement — that  armament  costs, 
as  the  Secretary  of  State  said,  would  in  themselves  destroy 
the  present-day  economy  of  these  countries,  and  lower  the 


standard  of  living  of  all  these  cotmtrles  for  generations  to 
come;  and  that  Is  Just  the  peacetime  rearmament. 

I  wish  I  could  bring  some  consolation  to  my  good  friend 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  IMr.  Lnsl  either  to  verify  or  to 
repel  the  suggestion.  I  do  not  know  what  the  future  holds. 
I  am  not  so  certain  that  it  is  anything  we  can  solve  now  by 
any  legislation  we  pass.  I  do  not  care  which  side  wins,  or 
claims  to  win.  in  this  terrible  struggle,  I  do  not  believe  any 
nation  in  the  world  can  win  one  of  these  total  wars. 

Human  bravery,  courage,  every  attribute  tlmt  challenged 

the  admiration  of  men  from  the  dawn  of  time,  have  ceased  to 

be  important  factors  in  war.    All  in  God's  world  the  nations 

want  now  are  armies  of  rolwts.  men  void  of  sensibility,  void 

j   of  fear,  void  of  emotional  reflexes  and  complexes,  men  who 

'  merely  are  taught  to  push  buttons. 

Individual  bravery  does  not  amount  to  ansrthing  any  more 
in  a  mechanized  war.  So.  with  that  blotting  out  of  every 
single  impulse  that  has  motivated  men  in  past  wars.  God 
alone  knows  what  may  happen  in  another  war  and  how 
much  armament  of  this  new  kind  any  nation  must  have. 
I  think  Europe  will  be  beggared  when  this  war  is  over, 
no  matter  which  side  thinks  It  has  won.  I  think  pestilence 
and  famine  will  sweep  Europe.  I  think  there  are  too  many 
people  in  Europe  for  it  ever  again  to  be  a  land  of  peace. 
There  are  probably  four  or  five  hundred  million  people  in 
Europe,  whereas  there  were  only  about  125,000.000  in  Napo- 
leon's time,  and  even  then  Europe  was  crowded. 

Today,  obviously  Europe  cannot  even  support  herself  and 
feed  those  vast  populations  and.  of  course,  they  will  burst 
all  bounds;  and  for  that  reason  I  believe  the  impact  of  all 
this  change  on  our  own  economy  is  going  to  necessitate  larger 
armaments  on  our  part,  even  though  we  remain  at  peace. 
That  is  such  a  burden  that  I  very  much  doubt — and  I  say 
this  with  re?ret — that  our  present  economy  can  stand  the 
impact.  I  think  it  is  going  to  require  violent  and  drastic 
adjustments  in  our  own  economy,  and  what  they  are  to  be 
only  time  will  tell. 

I  think  the  pragmatic  viewpoint  Is  the  only  one  worth 
•while.    We  .^^hall  be  compelled,  by  the  process  of  trial  and 
.error,  to  fit  ourselves  into  the  picture  and  do  the  best  job 
we  can  here;  but  certainly  the  least  that  can  be  said  for  us, 
peace  or  war,  is  that  from  now  on,  armament  is  to  be  the  big 
problem. 
Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 
Mr.  MINTON.    I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question 
with  reference  to  section  6.    We  all  know  that  the  question  of 
embargoing  scrap  iron  has  been  very  much  discussed  and  a 
matter  of  very  great  interest  to  the  people  of  this  country. 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  the  Senator  from  Texas  agrees 
with  me  that  this  part  of  section  6  grants  to  the  President 
the  right  to  embargo  scrap  iron. 
The  provision  reads  as  foDows: 

Whenever  the  President  detenntne*  that  It  Is  necestnry  In  the 
interest  of  national  defense  to  prohibit  or  curtail  the  exportation 
of  any  military  equipment  or  munitions,  or  component  parts  thereof, 
or  machinery,  tools,  or  material  necessary  for  the  manvifacture  or 
servicing  thereof,  he  may  by  proclamation  prohibit  or  curtail  such 
exportation,  except  under  such  rules  aiid  regulations  as  he  shall 
preacrlbe. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  think  the  President  might  well  hold 
scrap  iron  to  be  a  military  material  under  this  law. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  The  Senator  knows  that  I  dis- 
cussed with  him  the  other  day  a  short  amendment  with 
reference  to  section  6,  which  has  just  been  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Indiana.  Is  the  Senator  now  willing  to 
consider  amendments?  May  I  offer  that  amendment  at  the 
present  time? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  should  prefer  to  finish  the  explana- 
tion of  the  bill,  and  then  take  up  amendments. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  offer  this  suggestion  to  the 
able  Senator  in  charge  of  the  bill:  Some  of  the  proposed 
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amendments  are  very  far-reaching.  No  one  has  had  an  op- 
portunity to  give  them  study.  They  may  be  necessary.  I 
suggest  to  the  Senator  that  he  complete  his  statement  on  the 
bill  and  the  amendments;  then  let  us  have  the  amendments 
printed  and  lie  on  the  table,  so  that  Senators  may  study  them 
tomorrow,  and  then  proceed  to  the  further  consideration  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  will  be  very  satisfactory  to  me. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
jrield  to  a  suggestion  that  the  amendments  also  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  so  that  they  will  be  available  at  an  early  hour? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  My  discussion  of  each  amendment  will 
appear  in  the  Record.  I  ask  the  clerk  to  read  the  pending 
amendment  again. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  ©"M.-vhoney  in  the  chair) . 
Without  objection,  the  amendment  will  be  read. 

The  LEGisLATrvE  Clerk.  On  page  2,  line  7,  after  the  word 
"contracts",  it  is  proposed  to  insert  "(including  contracts  for 
educational  orders,  and  for  the  exchange  of  deteriorated,  un- 
serviceable, obsolescent,  or  surplus  equipment,  munitions,  and 
supplies  for  other  equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies  of  w^hich 
there  is  a  shortage)."     

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendments  which 
have  been  sent  to  the  desk  are  separate.  Is  it  the  desire 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  have  them  printed  separately, 
or  as  a  unit? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  am  asking  the  Clerk  to  read  them 
separately,  and  then  I  am  moving  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  and  discussing  them  separately.  My  remarks 
will  show  both  the  amendments  and  my  explanations  in 
the  Record. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  suggest  that  the  amendments  be  printed 
also.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  suggestion  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  is  that  the  amendments  be  printed. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  existing  educational-orders  law 
requires  that  bids  be  solicited  from  a  selected  list  of  these 
considered  to  be  qualified  to  receive  such  orders.  That  re- 
strictive provision  of  existing  law  needs  temporary  suspen- 
sion in  order  to  permit  the  education  of  industry  for  the 
manufacture  of  munitions  without  experiencing  undue  de- 
lays. The  amendment  dees  not  affect  the  requirement  of 
existing  law  that  the  placing  of  an  educational  order  is 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  President.  That  safeguard  is 
retained. 

As  to  the  other  part  of  the  amendment  it  is  of  utmost  im- 
portance to  the  War  Department  at  this  time.  It  will  enable 
the  I>cpartment  to  dispose  of  by  exchange  of  deteriorated, 
unserviceable,  cbcolescent,  or  surplus  equipment,  munitions, 
and  supplies  for  other  equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies. 

For  example,  the  Department  may  have  quantities  of  rifles, 
guns,  and  so  forth,  which  are  useless  to  the  Army  or  may  be 
surplus.  These  articles  are  turned  over  to  manufacturers  for 
a  stated  price.  The  manufacturer  credits  the  Government 
with  the  price  determined  upon  which  credit  is  applied  on 
contracts  for  new  items  then  imder  contract  or  on  new  con- 
tracts for  any  type  of  desired  equipment,  munitions,  or 
supplies. 

In  determining  what  equipment,  and  so  forth,  is  surplus 
over  the  needs  of  the  Army.  I  have  been  assured  that  nothing 
will  be  declared  surplus  which  would  be  needed  by  the  Army 
in  equipping  a  force  of  approximately  2,000,000  men. 

The  Revised  Statute,  3617,  authorizes  the  sale  of  unservice- 
able, deteriorated,  or  surplus  equipment,  munitions,  and  sup- 
plies the  proceeds  of  which  must  be  deposited  to  the  credit  of 
the  Treasury. 

The  act  of  May  12, 1917  (40  Stat.  43)  (title  10, 1272  U.  S.  C), 
authorizes  the  exchange  of  motor-propelled  vehicles,  air- 
planes, engines  and  parts  thereof  in  part  payment  for  new 
equipment  of  the  same  or  similar  character  to  be  used  for  the 
eame  purpose  as  those  to  be  exchanged. 

The  authorization  included  in  this  measure  proposes  the 
exchange  of  surplus  munitions  for  any  kind  of  new  material 
Of  which  there  is  a  shortage  in  the  Army. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  I  understand  the  situation,  under  the 
present  law,  except  as  to  motor  vehicles,  airplanes,  and  such 
things,  when  the  President  has  already  issued  an  order  or 
taken  steps  to  exchange  them  or  ttuti  them  back  to  the  manu- 
facturing plant  and  get  credit  on  purchases  of  new  material, 
when  delivered,  all  this  other  equipment  referred  to  in  the 
amendment  would  have  to  be  sold  and  the  proceeds  covered 
into  the  Treasury  and  reappropriated  by  Congress  before  the 
money  could  be  used.  Under  this  language  the  President  can 
exchange  these  commodities,  whatever  they  are,  turn  them 
back  to  the  factories,  and  get  credit  on  new  ones,  just  like 
turning  back  an  old  automobile  and  getting  credit  on  a  new 
one.    That  is  the  purpose  of  it,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     The  Senator  is  entirely  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  does  obviate  the  necessity  of  having  to 
come  to  Congress  and  get  new  appropriations  out  of  the  gen- 
eral fund  in  order  to  pay  for  these  things,  whereas  the  return 
of  them  will  be  in  j>art  payment,  at  least,  and  they  will  be 
credited  to  the  purchase  when  delivery  is  made. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  In  other  words,  it  expedites  action  in  the 
matter  of  acquiring  new  equipment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Did  the  Senator  ever  hear  of  any- 
one trading  in  his  automobile  to  get  another  one  a  year  from 
now  or  2  years  from  now  or  3  years  from  now,  when  the  other 
man  thought  he  might  need  his  own  automobile  himself  in 
the  meantime? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  illustration  given  by 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  may  be  a  little  extreme. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  illustration  given  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  seemed  to  me  to  be  very  extreme. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Frequently  it  occurs  that  the  owners  of 
used  cars  turn  them  in  and  get  credit  against  the  purchase 
of  new  cars  to  be  delivered  2  or  3  or  4  months  from  now.  I 
do  not  suppose  the  same  rule  could  apply  in  the  purchase  of 
an  airplane  or  a  tank  or  a  consignment  of  rifles,  but  it  seems 
to  me  there  is  nothing  wrong  with  the  practice. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Why  do  we  not  be  frank  about 
this  matter  and  state  openly  what  everyone  knows  to  be 
the  fact,  that  this  is  simply  a  method  of  beating  the  devil 
around  the  stump  for  the  purpose  of  selling  part  of  the 
armament  of  the  United  States,  belonging  to  the  Army  and 
Navy  of  the  United  States,  to  one  set  of  belligerents? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  acknowledged  it  Is 
the  devil  we  are  trying  to  beat  around  the  stump.  L Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Is  the  pending  amendment 
designed  to  comply  with  the  proposal  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Florida  (Mr.  Pepper  J  in  his  several  addresses  recently 
made  to  the  Senate?  Is  that  what  the  pending  amendment 
is  for? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  had  no  par- 
ticular individual  in  mind  when  I  offered  the  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  realize  that;  but  what  I  am 
trying  to  understand  is  whether  the  amendment  provides  for 
what  is  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  in  his  resolu- 
tion.   Is  this  the  same  resolution,  except  in  another  form? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  would  not  say  so. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    In  what  way  does  It  differ? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Senator  from  Florida  has  changed 
his  resolution  twice,  and  I  do  not  know  to  which  particular 
resolution  the  Senator  from  Colorado  refers. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  mean  his  latest  and  revised 
resolution. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  no  reference  in 
the  amendment  whatever  to  the  war  in  Europe. 

Mr.  BONE.    Will  the  amendment  be  printed? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    It  will  be  printed. 
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Mr.  BONE.    The  Senator  Is  not  asking  for  action  on  it 

now? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Not  at  all.  I  want  the  Senate  to  un- 
derstand all  these  proposals  thoroughly.  I  think  it  is  en- 
titled to  a  complete  explanation. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Will  not  the  Senator  state  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate  what  the  Army  considers  surplus  ma- 
terial, so  that  we  will  know? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  Any  material  beyond  the  requirements 
of  an  Army  of  2,000.000  men. 

I  now  oflfer  the  next  amendment. 

The   PRESIDINa   OFFICER.     The   amendment  will   be 

stated. 

The  LccisLATivs  Clirk.  On  page  2,  line  9.  beginning  with 
the  word  "Provided",  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  through  the 
period  in  line  12  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

Provided.  That  the  limitations  contained  In  sections  1136  and  3734 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  any  statutory  limitation 
with  respect  to  the  cost  of  any  Individual  project  or  construction. 
Bhall  be  suspended  until  and  Including  June  30,  1942,  with  respect 
to  any  construction  authorized  by  this  act. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  at  the  time  the  bill  was 
prepared  it  was  considered  that  the  language  of  section  1 
was  sufficiently  broad  to  su.spend  all  existing  limitations  in 
section  1136  of  the  Revised  Statutes  except  the  one  placing  a 
limit  of  $20,000  as  the  cost  of  any  unit  of  construction  unless 
by  special  authority  of  Congress.  The  proviso  to  section  1  sus- 
pended the  limitation  on  the  cost  of  a  unit.  In  view  of  the 
existence  of  some  doubt  as  to  the  question  and  of  the  neces- 
sity of  also  waiving  the  requirements  of  section  3734  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  the  proviso  has  been  amended  as  indicated. 
Section  3734  prohibits  the  expenditure  of  money  upon  any 
public  building  until  after  sketch  plans  showing  the  tentative 
design  and  arrangement  of  such  building  and  detailed  esti- 
mates of  the  cost  thereof  shall  have  been  made  by  the  Super- 
vising Architect  of  the  Treasury  Department  and  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasiuy  and  the  head  of  any  depart- 
ment which  may  have  o£aclals  located  in  such  building.  Pro- 
visions of  that  section,  insofar  as  the  Army  is  concerned, 
are  largely  obsolete  and  for  many  years  have  been  waived 
annually.  It  is  evident  that  to  require  compliance  with  such 
provisions  In  the  construction  of  plants  authorized  in  the 
bill  would  create  an  inexcusable  delay. 

I  offer  the  amendment,  and  ask  for  its  inclusion  in  the  bill, 
in  order  to  perfect  the  bill. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  get 
clear  exactly  what  parliamentary  procedure  is  being  followed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  has  been  unanimously 
agreed  that  the  amendments  shall  be  read  and  offered  this 
afternoon,  but  not  voted  upon  today. 

Mr.  LA  FXDLLETTE.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Texas 
to  ask  for  the  inclusion  of  the  amendment  just  offered  in  the 
bill,  which  would  be  tantamount  to  its  adoption. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  have  been  asking  for 
the  adoption  of  the  amendments,  but  since  several  Senators 
expressed  a  desire  to  be  allowed  to  study  them.  I  shall  not 
move  any  further  adoptions  and  will  ask  for  reconsideration 
tomorrow  of  amendments  adopted  should  any  Senator  so 
request. 

I  now  offer  the  next  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  Lbcislativs  Clkrk.  On  page  2.  between  lines  12  and 
13.  it  is  proposed  to  add  the  following  new  subsection: 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  War  is  further  authorized,  with  or  without 
advertising,  to  provide  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  any 
plants,  buildings,  facilitlea,  utilities,  and  appurtenances  thereto 
constructed  pursuant  to  the  authorizations  contalneo  in  this  sec- 
tion and  section  5,  either  by  means  of  Government  personnel  or 
through  the  agency  of  selected  qualified  commercial  manufacturers 
tinder  contracts  entered  Into  with  them.  and.  when  he  deems  it 
necessary  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense,  to  lea&e  any  such, 
planta.  building?,  facilities,  utilities,  appurtenances  thereto,  and 
laxxd.  for  such  periods  and  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he 
may  deem  advisable,  and  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  section 
<ai  of  the  act  of  J\me  30,  1933  (47  Stat.  412) . 


(c)  Whenever.  prKw  to  July  1.  1943,  the  SecreUry  of  War 
deems  it  necessary  In  the  Interest  of  the  national  defense,  he  Is 
authorized,  from  appropriations  available  therefor,  to  advance 
payments  to  contractors  for  supplies  or  construction  for  the  War 
Department  in  amounts  not  exceeding  30  percent  of  the  contract 
price  of  such  supplies  or  construction.  Such  advances  may  be 
made  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  and  with  such  adequate 
seciorlty  as  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  prescribe. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  material  features  of 
the  subsection  are  specifically  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  provide  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  the 
plants  authorized  in  the  main  body  of  section  1  either  by 
means  of  Government  personnel  or  through  the  agency  of 
selected  qualified  commercial  manufacturers  under  contracts 
entered  into  with  them,  and  to  authorize  the  leasing  of  such 
plants  when  the  Secretary  of  War  deems  it  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  the  national  defense.  The  magnitude  of  the  pro- 
curement program  makes  it  necessary  that  all  available  means 
of  production  be  made  available  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 
The  dangerous  shortage  of  munitions,  particularly  in  powder, 
must  be  overcome  at  the  earliest  practical  moment.  This 
amendment  is  designed  to  help  accomplish  that  objective. 

Subsection  (c)  provides  as  follows: 

Whenever,  prior  to  July  1.  1942,  the  Secretary  of  War  deems  It 
necessary  in  the  Interest  of  the  national  defense,  he  Is  author- 
ized, from  appropriations  available  therefor,  to  advance  payment* 
to  contractors  for  supplies  or  construction  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment in  amounts  not  exceeding  30  percent  of  the  contract  price 
of  such  supplies  or  construction.  Such  advances  shall  be  made 
upon  such  terms  and  conditions  and  with  such  adequate  seciuity 
as  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  prescribe. 

Briefly,  the  amendment  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  War 
during  the  period  prior  to  July  1,  1942,  to  advance  to  con- 
tractors for  supplies  or  construction  such  amounts  as  he 
considers  necessary,  but  not  to  exceed  30  percent  of  the 
contract  price.  Existing  law  prohibits  the  making  of  ad- 
vance payments.  Cases  will  probably  arise  when  a  contrac- 
tor, fully  capable  of  meeting  the  requirements  of  the  con- 
templated contract,  will  need  to  make  an  initial  outlay  en- 
tailing expenditures  l)eyond  his  immediate  resources.  The 
authority  granted  by  the  amendment  would  enable  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  to  advance  the  necessary  money  up  to  30  per- 
cent of  the  contract  price.  This  advance  would,  under  the 
terms  of  the  amendment,  be  protected  by  adequate  security 
to  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  War.  This  provision 
will  undoubtedly  increase  the  number  of  sources  of  supply 
and  thus  expedite  the  procurement  thereof. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  next  amendment,  being 
amendment  No.  7,  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
read. 

The  Legislattve  Clerk.  On  page  3,  line  13.  after  the 
comma  it  is  proposed  to  insert  "with  or  without  advertising." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  also  ask  that  the  eighth  amendment 
be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  read. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  4,  in  lines  1  and  2,  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  the  words  "without  regard  to  section 
3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  seventh  and  eighth 
amendments  sure  sutjstantially  one  amendment.  The  seventh 
amendment  inserts  in  line  13  of  page  3  of  the  bill  the 
words  "with  or  without  advertising"  after  the  word  "author- 
ized" and  the  eighth  amendment  strikes  out  from  lines  1  and 
2  of  page  4  the  words  "without  regard  to  section  3709  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,"  The  effect  of  the  two  amendments  is  to 
authorize  the  President  to  use  the  emergency  fund  in  his 
discretion  with  or  without  advertising.  The  present  language 
in  the  bill,  which  was  taken  from  certain  language  in  the 
pending  appropriation  bill  for  the  Military  Establishment 
for  the  fiscal  year  1941.  was  inadvertently  inserted  in  such 
a  place  that  the  authority  to  make  purchases  and  enter 
into  contracts  for  supplies  or  services  without  advertising 
was  limited  to  the  procurement  of  strategic  or  critical  mate- 
rials. Your  committee  is  informed  that  if  the  language  is 
permitted  to  stand  as  now  written  the  essential  usefulness 
of  the  emergency  fund  as  a  whole  may  be  destroyed  by  a 
construction  that,  because  of  the  waiver  of  section  3709  of 
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the  Revised  Statutes  as  to  one  part  of  the  fimd  only,  the 
section  applies  to  the  entire  balance  of  the  fund-  There  is 
no  reason  to  limit  the  emergency  fund  of  the  President  in 
any  such  way  and  no  logic  in  so  doing. 
Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  As  one  reads  the  language  of  the  bill 
on  page  3  he  finds  in  section  5,  in  line  16,  page  3,  that  the 
President  is  authorized  "for  each  and  every  purpose  con- 
nected therewith.  Including  all  of  the  objects  and  purposes 
specified  under  any  appropriation  available  or  to  be  made 
available  to  the  War  Department  for  the  fiscal  years  1940 
and  1941."  and  so  on. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Did  the  Senator  say  the  fiscal  year 
1940  or  the  fiscal  year  1941? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Nineteen  hundred  and  forty  and  1941. 
The  effect  cf  that  language  obviously  is  to  drive  us  to  House 
bill  9209.  which  we  had  under  consideration  on  or  about  May 
23,  which  was  the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  Military 
Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  1941.  Therefore,  as  I  under- 
stand, all  the  powers  and  all  the  authority  conferred  by  House 
bill  9209  are  incorporated  by  reference  in  section  5  of  the 
pending  bill.    Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  is  true.  This  is  a  further  amend- 
ment extending  that  authority  to  other  items.  Through  an 
oversight  it  was  confined  to  just  set  of  items. 

Mr.  DANAHER  Let  me  direct  to  the  Senator's  attention 
the  fact  that  in  one  part  of  House  bill  9209  we  provided,  for 
example,  for  expenses  required  for  the  conduct  of  special 
field  exercises  of  the  National  Guard.  In  yet  another  part 
of  the  bill  on  page  57,  as  I  recall,  there  is  an  elaborate  out- 
line of  the  details  of  arming,  equipping,  and  training  the 
National  Guard.  Obviously  since  the  purpose  for  which  the 
National  Guard  could  be  sent  Into  the  field  for  field  exercises 
and  for  training  are  also  extended  by  the  present  pending 
section  5.  we  implement  the  President  with  some  $66,000,000 
in  the  first  part  of  section  5  to  conduct  those  exercises  and 
to  conduct  that  training.  Is  that  not  true? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    With  those  thoughts  in  mind,  the  Sen- 
ator has  undoubtedly  heard  of  reports  of  the  purpose  to  send 
the  National  Guard  beyond  the  borders  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  have  heard  something  about  it.  but  I 
would  not  want  to  go  into  that  at  this  time. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  understand  that  General  Marshall  has 
already  indicated  the  very  real  possibility  and,  in  fact,  de- 
sirability of  that  particular  result.  Does  the  Senator  under- 
stand that  by  any  possible  stretch  of  the  Imagination,  if  you 
like,  or  legal  construction,  if  we  want  to  be  specific,  that  If  we 
adopt  section  5  the  President  will  be  able  to  order  the  Na- 
tional Guard  to  points  outside  thfe  United  States  for  special 
training? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Would  the  Senator,  if  possible,  be  willing 
to  undertake  to  clarify  that  point  tomorrow,  and  in  the 
interim  he  may  be  able  to  ascertain  exactly  what  the  pur- 
pose is  with  reference  to  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  thank  the  Senator,  and  I  will  ask  him 
to  join  me  in  studying  that  phase  of  the  matter. 
Mr.  DANAHER.    I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  regard  to  that  matter,  I  think  I  can 
state  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  and  to  other  Senators, 
that  no  one  in  authority  has  contemplated  the  sending  of 
the  National  Guard  beyond  the  United  States  or  its  pos- 
sessions.    That  might  mean  thai  it  might  be  sent  to  Puerto 

Rico,  if  the  occasion  arose 

Mr.  DANAHER.    And  to  Panama? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  to  Panama;  but  not  outside  the 
United  States  or  its  possessions,  and  that  would  only  be 
when  the  Regular  Army  had  been  put  to  other  use,  so  that 
It  became  necessary  to  use  the  National  Guard  in  defense 


matters  for  any  duties  that  had  been  previously  performed 
by  the  Regular  Army. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    WUl  the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  me 
that  I  may  make  an  inquiry? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Undoubtedly  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
heard  the  colloquy  between  the  Senator  from  Texas  and  me 
with  reference  to  the  National  Guard  and  its  special  tiain- 
ing.  did  he  not? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  A  moment  ago  I  heard  what  was  said, 
but  previously  to  that  I  did  not. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Summarizing  It  briefly,  the  original  Army 
appropriation  bill  authorizes  very  minor  appropriations  for 
special  training  for  the  National  Guard.  Section  5  of  the 
pending  bill,  however,  turns  over  to  the  President  very  sub- 
stantial sums,  and  under  the  authority  conferred  by  section 
5  the  President  would  be  empowered  to  spend  all  that  money, 
if  he  chose,  for  special  training  of  the  National  Guard,  and 
If  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  Is  correct,  it  would  even  mean 
that  that  special  training  might  take  the  National  Guard  to 
the  insular  possessions  or  to  the  Canal  Zone,  and  it  might 
take  men  who  are  engaged  today  In  industry  and  in  civilian 
life  generally,  and  send  them  out  to  perform  these  duties. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  section  makes  no  reference  whatever 
to  the  National  Guard,  and  It  is  not  my  understanding  that 
it  is  contemplated  that  it  will  be  used,  although  I  am  not  In 
a  position  to  speak  from  the  standpoint  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment. However,  there  will  probably  be  another  piece  of  legis- 
lation here  dealing  with  the  National  Guard,  in  which  we 
can  deal  specifically  with  the  matter. 

I  wanted  to  allay  the  Senator's  fears  that  the  National 
Guard  was  to  be  called  into  service  to  be  sent  anywhere  In 
the  world  that  someone  wanted  to  send  them.  Of  course.  If 
it  Is  to  be  sent  anywhere,  or  to  be  used  In  the  United  States 
to  take  the  place  of  the  Regular  Army  In  varlotis  places.  It 
needs  some  training. 

The  National  Guard  goes  into  training  once  a  year  in  vari- 
ous places.  I  think  members  of  the  guard  from  Indiana,  Ohio, 
and  Kentucky  go  to  Fort  Knox  once  a  year  to  train  for  2  or  3 
weeks.  If  they  are  to  be  called  into  service  for  any  emergency, 
however,  they  ought  to  have  more  training  than  that.  It  is  a 
part  of  the  program,  as  I  understand,  to  give  them  this  train- 
ing in  the  event  it  should  be  necessary  to  call  them  up  for 
emergency  service. 
Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  next 
amendment  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  has  read  all  the 
amendments  which  have  been  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Has  the  clerk  read  the  ninth  amend- 
ment?   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  is  no  ninth  amend- 
ment at  the  desk. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     In  explanation  of  the  ninth  amendment 

I  desire  to  say  that  some  question  has  arisen  as  to  whether 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  calls  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  ninth 
amendment. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Perhaps  I  was  thinking  of  the  eighteenth 
amendment  and  got  confused.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  KING.  Multiply  the  ninth  amendment  by  two  and  we 
would  have  the  eighteenth  amendment. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  offer  the  ninth  amendment  from  the 
floor.  I  propxjse  the  ninth  amendment  in  order  to  remove 
any  doubt  as  to  the  power  of  the  President  under  section  6  of 
the  bill  to  prohibit  or  curtail  the  exportation  of  such  articles 
as  aviation  gasoline,  should  the  interests  of  the  national  de- 
fense require  such  action.  The  amendment  I  propose  is  to 
Insert  in  line  15  of  page  4,  immediately  after  the  word  "manu- 
facture", a  comma  and  the  word  "operation",  so  that  line  15. 
as  amended,  will  read:  "material  necessary  for  the  manufac- 
ture, operation,  or  servicing  thereof.". 

Some  question  has  arisen  as  to  whether  or  not  the  word 
"servicing"  includes  the  fuel  and  oil  necessary  to  operate 
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iirplanes:  and  while  I  am  convinced  that  the  word  "serv- 
icing" is  sufficient,  the  matter  is  too  important  to  be  left 
In  doubt.     No  harm  can  come  from  the  amendment. 

I  say  to  the  Senate  that  the  rather  complicated  situation 
which  we  have  in  connection  with  the  bill  arose  from  the 
fact  that  after  the  War  Department  had  sent  us  the  bill 
In  Its  first  form,  and  after  the  biU  had  been  reported  and 
was  placed  on  the  calendar,  the  War  Department  sent  in  a 
number  of  amendments,  and  the  committee  had  no  oppor- 
tunity to  consider  them.  I  wish  to  say  further  that  it  is  my 
purpose,    after    the    biU    shall    have    been    perfected    by    the 

Senate,  to  move  to  take  up  the  House  bill,  which  is  similar 
to  the  bill  reported  by  the  Senate  committee,  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  the  provisions  of  the 
Senate  bill  as  amended,  pass  the  House  biU  in  that  form, 
and  let  the  entire  matter  go  to  conference. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Were  there  hearings  in  connection  with 

the  pendinR  bill? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  There  were  no  hearings,  but  discussion 
In  committee  lasted  4  or  5  days. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  In  those  hearings  was  evidence  taken  as 
to  what  is  meant  by  the  word  "supplies"  on  page  2,  in  lines 

2  and  5? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  cannot  recall  at  this  time. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  an 
amendment  which  I  ask  to  have  printed  and  lie  on  the 
table,  to  be  taken  up  in  due  course. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas 
that  it  is  my  purpose  to  ask  him  to  permit  action  first  on  the 
amendment  which  I  have  sent  to  the  desk,  because  it  runs 
through  the  entire  series  of  amendments  which  he  has  offered. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Very  well. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  In  other  words.  I  seek  to  strike  out  the 
authorization  to  manufacture  supplies  without  limitation. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Very  well. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  is  all  I  have  to  say  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  today  will  be  remembered 
as  a  sad  day  In  the  history  of  mankind.  I  venture  to  say  it 
will  be  remembered  as  a  sad  day  in  the  history  of  a  great 
nation,  for  eventually  the  great  Italian  people  will  trace  their 
downfall  and  dissolution  to  the  evil  step  which  their  leader 
has  this  day  made  them  take.  But.  Mr.  President,  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  the  latest  news  from  the  front  indicates  that 
the  Germans  are  within  25  miles  of  Paris,  a  distance  which 
has  been  ruthlessly  and  relentlessly  shortened  with  the  pas- 
sage of  each  sorrowing  day,  there  is  still  something  which  may 
offer  hope  for  America,  at  least,  about  which  I  am  primarily 
concerned. 

It  is  a  paradox  that  sometimes  we  progress  by  th'ngs  which 
injure  and  shock  us.  A  few  days  ago  I  made  the  statement 
on  this  floor  that  the  German  Fuehrer  had  long  ago  declared 
war  upon  America.  There  were  those  who  said  that  I  was 
giving  expression  to  a  wild  and  Irresponsible  provocation,  and 
was  trying  to  stimulate  a  mad  hysteria  in  the  minds  and 
hearts  of  American  citizens.  I  offered  as  proof  the  knowledge 
which  every  citizen  has  of  the  vicious  iniquity  of  the  "fifth 
column"  which  has  ipenetrated  into  the  very  vitals  of  our  own 
safety  and  security,  and  which  has  endangered  the  vitals  of 
the  nations  to  the  south  of  us,  and  already,  like  a  vicious 
serpent,  is  coiled  to  strike  at  our  very  heart  when  it  deems  it 
most  desirable  to  do  so. 

In  the  remarks  of  Mussolini  today,  delivered  not  secretly 
but  boastfully  to  iJie  wide  world,  there  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
sentiment  which  should  leave  no  doubt  in  anybody's  mind 
that  Nazi  Germany  of  today  has  declared  war  upon  the  United 
States  of  America,  and  that  that  war  has  been  joined  by 
Mussolini  and  the  Italian  people.    For,  in  plain  American 
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language.  In  the  Times-Herald  of  this  afternoon,  appears  the 
following  from  Mussolini's  remarks: 

•The  hotir  of  destiny  has  arrived  for  our  fatherland."  Mussolini 
said.    "We  are  going  to  war  against  the  decrepit  democracies." 

Then  there  is  a  break,  and  some  words  are  deleted,  and  the 
quotation  continues: 

To  break  the  chains  that  tie  us  In  the  Mediterranean. 

Then,  in  speaking  of  the  watchword  of  the  Fascists,  he  says: 

It  Is  to  win. 

We  salute  the  Fuehrer  ot  Germany — 

He  added— 

Fascist  Italy  Is  on  her  feet  and  prepared  to  strike. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

This  revolution —  ' 

He  continued — 

asserts  Itself  against  those  who  control  the  riches  of  the  earth. 

It  is  a  struggle  of  one  century  against  another. 

We  take  up  arms  to  solve  the  problems  of  our  continental  fron- 
tiers and  our  maritime  frontiers.  We  shall  win.  and  we  shall  give 
a  long  period  of  peace  and  prosperity  to  Italy  and  the  world. 

Mr.  President,  another  translation  of  that  speech  said  that 
he  warred  against  those  powers  that  contained  the  major  i)art 
of  the  world's  gold.  I  myself  heard  It  this  morning  over  the 
radio.  Who  has  the  world's  gold?  Is  it  Great  Britain  or 
France?  No  Senator  doubts  that  reference  was  made  to  only 
one  nation,  the  nation  which  has  at  least  three-fifths  of  the 
gold  of  the  whole  world  within  its  frontiers. 

Mr.  President.  Mussolini  is  a  courageous  realist.  The  Ger- 
man Fuehrer,  in  the  time  he  has  been  in  command  of  a  re- 
juvenated Germany,  has  never  minced  words  about  German 
ambitions  and  about  his  determination  that  the  German  race, 
superior  to  other  races,  must  dominate  the  world.  A  little 
while  ago  his  propaganda  minister,  in  rallying  the  youth  of 
Germany  to  the  cause  and  to  the  colors,  painted  the  inviting 
picture  of  the  wide  world.  He  said.  "Youth,  there  it  is  for  you 
to  conquer,  to  enjoy."  He  held  it  up  as  a  majestic  conquest 
that  lay  before  their  courageous  and  adventurous  feet.  The 
very  bluntness  of  what  the  dictators  have  said  must  have 
disarmed  the  rest  of  the  world,  or  the  rest  of  the  world  was 
not  conscious  of  the  import  of  the  words  it  heard.  But  it  is 
not  enough  for  the  Fuehrer  of  Germany  for  7  long  years  to 
tell  the  world  in  unequivocal  terms  the  illimitable  ambitions 
he  entertains.  Perhaps  our  ears  have  become  dulled  to  such 
threats  and  promises. 

Today,  Mr.  President,  another  voice  in  the  confederacy  has 
risen  to  state  in  unequivocal  terms,  as  another  newspaper 
says — and  I  am  reading  from  this  afternoon's  Evening  Star: 

This  gigantic  struggle  Is  only  a  phase  In  the  development  of  our 
revolution.  This  asserts  Itself  against  the  stranglers.  the  rich  na- 
tions. It  Is  a  struggle  between  young  and  progressive  people  as 
against  the  decadent  people,  the  struggle  of  one  centiiry  as  against 
another  century.     The  dies  are  now  cast. 

When  he  spoke  of  a  young  people  against  an  old,  he  was 
not  speaking  of  the  Italian  nation  as  a  young  people.  No 
one  more  than  he  has  gloated  upon  the  conquests  of 
ancient  Rome,  the  majesty  of  which  is  depicted  in  marble 
ui)on  the  ruins  of  the  Coliseum  which  he  ha«'  restored.  He 
j^  knew,  when  he  spoke  of  an  ancient  people  hi  a)rically.  that 
he  meant  a  new  philosophy  was  at  war  with  an  old  phlloso- 
i  phy;  the  century  of  democracy,  the  last  century,  was  at  bat- 
j  tie  with  the  century  which  has  given  rise  to  totalitarian 
dictatorship.    That  is  what  he  meant. 

Mr.  President,  if  there  is  a  citizen  in  America  who  does 
not  catch  the  whole  terrible  import  of  those  words.  I  hope 
tonight  on  his  knees  in  prayer  for  guidance  he  may  learn 
the  danger  that  threatens  us  upon  43.000  miles  of  frontier. 
Mr.  President,  our  great  leader  in  the  Senate  today 
stated  that  he  hoped  our  time  wou'd  not  be  occupied  by 
remarks  that  diverted  us  from  making  progress  upon  the 
bills  we  are  now  considering.  Mr.  President.  I  say  that  if 
we  did  what  we  ought  to  do  we  could  pass  these  bills  in  a 
few  minutes,  and  the  rest  of  our  time  would  be  taken  with 
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every  Senator  In  his  seat.  Ms  eyes  glued  to  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent's dais,  his  heart  throbbing  with  the  excitement  of  the 
occasion,  saying,  in  unequivocal  words,  to  the  President  of 
this  country.  "We  loose  the  shackles  that  restrain  you.  We 
tear  down  the  restrictions  that  limit  the  reach  of  srour 
strong  and  brave  hands.  Democracy  lives  again.  Pulsing, 
vibrating  democracy,  fighting  for  its  life,  Is  a  potent  force  in 
the  world  at  a  moment  when  it  is  having  its  heart  struck 
at  by  one  assassin  as  the  confederate  of  another." 

Yet  another  day  has  passed.  The  tanks  have  rolled  omi- 
nously I  mile.  5  miles,  10  miles  closer  to  the  citadels  of  lib- 
erty. On  the  southern  flank  the  assassin's  knife  Is  already 
drawn,  poised  to  strike  into  the  back  of  a  nation  crushed 
between  converging  forces.  Yet  when  they  tell  this  democ- 
cracy  that  they  seek  the  riches  of  the  rich  nations;  when 
they  say  that  a  new  philosophy  proposes  to  overturn  and 
dethrone  the  old,  which  we  epitomize  as  the  oldest  single  form 
of  government  in  all  the  world  today,  the  Senate  sits  here, 
and  even  our  leader  says  that  we  twaddle  when  we  try  to 
arouse  the  American  people  against  the  terrible  hour  in  the 
shadow  of  which  they  live. 

I  suppose  It  will  be  tomorrow:  it  may  be  even  the  next  day. 
before  Paris  is  conquered;  before  the  valiant  French  Army  is 
destroyed;  before  that  great  nation  goes  down  to  dissolution 
and  defeat,  and  perhaps  disappears  forever  from  the  pages 
of  a  glorious  history.  I  think  perhaps  at  least  the  Senate 
will  pause  when  France  dies;  when  Lafayette's  name  becomes 
ignominious.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  great  liberties  we 
enjoy  were  gained  by  the  intervention  of  the  French  people. 
Perhaps  at  least  we  shall  pause  long  enough  to  recall  that 
when  the  surrender  occurred  at  Yorktown,  some  say  there 
were  more  French  troops  than  American  troops  there.  At 
least  I  hope  every  Senator  will  be  in  his  seat  that  day.  in 
figure,  at  least,  to  view  the  fimeral  of  the  deswi.  glorious 
French  people. 

And  they  say  here  in  the  newspaj)er  that  England  will  be 
next.  How  ruthlessly  and  relentlessly  it  has  moved  inevitably 
forward — ^this  conquest,  this  crushing  conquest  by  the  dicta- 
torships. The  British  may  hold  out  a  while  longer.  Their 
fieet  will  go  down  fighting  against  whatever  forces  their 
adversaries.  In  their  devil's  ingenuity,  may  discover;  but  it 
will  not  take  perhaps  so  very  long,  because  they  will  be  iso- 
lated from  the  rest  of  Europe.  When  they  fall,  perhaps  we 
shall  have  another  brief  ceremony.  Anglo-Saxon  liberties. 
Institutions,  their  great  cathedrals,  the  temi^es  of  their  law, 
the  tombs  of  their  famous  dead — ^when  they  are  desecrated, 
perhaps  we  can  have  a  brief  memorial  service  here  in  the 
Senate.  Let  these  gentlemen  who  speak  of  lawtwoks  re- 
straining us  against  opposing  Hitler  pile  them  into  a  funeral 
pyre  which,  as  they  reach  to  high  heaven,  will  at  least  glori- 
ously illuminate  a  part  of  the  sky  with  the  dissoluUon  of  an 
honorable  name. 

So,  Mr.  President,  we  come  to  a  time  in  history  that  we 
have'  never  before  experienced,  standing  alone,  without  a 
single  first-class  power  in  all  the  world  as  our  friend.  Cast 
the  eye  to  the  Orient^  and  we  behold  naught  but  defenseless 
China  there.  They  begrudgingly,  from  the  limited,  hesitant 
character  of  our  support,  may  still  definitely  and  delicately 
call  us  blessed;  but  not  the  Japanese,  not  Italy,  not  Russia, 
not  a  dominant  Germany;  and  where  the  ashes  of  England 
and  France  are,  the  clicking  heels  of  German  soldiers  will 
drown  out  any  plaintive  aiH>eal  that  may  come  tb  us  from 
those  expiring  there. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I  suppose  the  Senate  considers  that  it 
has  had  a  great  day,  and  has  accomplished  a  great  deaL 
Thank  God  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  LeeI  spoke 
the  sentiments  of  an  aroused  heart  here  today;  and  I  was 
delighted  to  learn  of  the  response  that  came  from  the  occu- 
pants of  the  galleries  assembled  here.  How  long  will  it  be 
before  the  Congress  catches  up  with  the  country  In  appre- 
ciation of  the  seriousness  of  this  hour? 

Tonight  the  President  speaks  at  Charlottesville,  Va,  where 
his  eye  may  turn  a  little  bit  and  behold  Monticello  on  Its 
noble  hill.    Under  the  shade  of  the  elms  where  Jefferson 
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walked.  It  may  be  that  In  his  heart  tonight  he  wITl  be  sad  as 
he  walks  through  those  hallowed  lanes.  For  all  that  Jefifer- 
son  wrought,  all  that  be  dreamed  of.  all  that  be  helped  in 
sympathetic  spiritual  confederacy  to  realize  in  the  beautiful 
capital  of  the  French,  is  today  upon  the  verge  of  the  grave, 
ready  for  the  dissolution  which  comes  to  all  mortal  forms. 

I  know  his  heart  will  be  heavy  tonight  because  he  has  not 
heard  anything  from  the  United  States  Senate  in  the  past 
2  or  3  weeks  to  hearten  him  very  much.  He  has  not  had 
statesmen  with  national  reputation  rise  up  here  and  say, 
"Mr.  President,  in  the  name  of  God  and  a  free  people,  raise 
your  right  arm  to  its  maximum  strength  and  smite  down, 
in  all  legitimate  ways  short  of  war,  those  who  threaten  our 
faith,  our  philosophy,  and  our  integrity." 

They  have  been,  on  the  contrary,  a  little  vexed  with  some 
of  us  because  we  have  dared  to  give  some  opportunity  for 
the  American  people  to  express  themselves.  They  have 
thought  we  were  a  little  bit  upstarts,  that  we  were  stirring 
them  out  of  a  comfortable  complacency.  They  did  not  want 
to  feel  the  spur  of  the  American  people  upon  them  saying, 
"In  the  name  of  God,  go  on  now,  and  actively." 

Honest,  sincere,  misguided  men.  Unless  I  misjudge  the 
significance  of  what  is  going  on,  a  few  days  from  now  they 
will  wish  every  one  of  these  precious  moments  could  be  re- 
called. Now.  we  might  be  able  to  strike  more  courage  and 
give  greater  strength  to  the  courageous  arms  over  there. 
At  least  tonight  when  he  speaks  when  the  American  people 
hear  his  voice,  I  wish  the  President  could  have  in  it  the 
vibrance  and  the  confidence  th.at  would  come  from  the  con- 
sciousness that  the  United  States  Senate,  regardless  of  party, 
regardless  of  philosophy  upon  domestic  matters,  upon  this 
one  cause — the  decent  philosophy  of  a  decent  world  and  the 
sacred  integrity  of  their  own  country — stood  united,  one  indi- 
visible people;  and  the  sooner  we  come  to  be  that,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  more  shall  we  assure  the  liberties  of  our  country  for 
posterity  yet  unborn.     L Manifestations  of  applause  in   the 

galleries.  1 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  state  to  the 
occupants  of  the  galleries  that  demorxstrations  In  the  galleries 
are  not  permitted. 

HAROLD    W.   RIin>ERMAN 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  O'MAHONTir  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the 
bill  (S.  2782)  for  the  relief  of  Harold  W.  Kinderman,  which 
was,  on  page  2,  line  13,  after  the  word  "act",  to  insert  a 
colon  and  "Provided,  That  no  back  pay,  pension,  bounty,  or 
other  emoluments  shall  be  held  to  accrue  prior  to  the  passage 
of  this  act." 

Mr.  NEELY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CONGRESSIONAL  MEDAL  OF  HONOR  TO  WILLIAM  SINNOTT 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
(S.  3813)  to  authorize  the  presentation  of  a  Congressional 
Medal  of  Honor  to  William  Sinnott,  which  were,  to  strike 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  "That  the  Presi- 
dent Is  authorized  to  present  a  special  gold  medal  to  William 
Sinnott,  a  detective,  who  in  guarding  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt, 
then  President-elect  of  the  United  States,  at  Miami,  Fla.. 
on  February  15,  1933,  was  shot  and  woimded  by  Guiseppe 
Zangara,  who  attempted  to  assassinate  said  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt.";  and  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act 
to  authorize  the  presentation  of  a  special  gold  medal  to 
William  Siimott." 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  move  that  the  Senate  conoir  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

KXSCUnVE    SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 

consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Smate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 
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pdCU'llVg  MISSAGIS  ROTRRID 

The  PRESTOENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  mes- 
Eages  from  the  President  of  the  United  States  submitting  sun- 
(117  nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the  appropriate 

"'?For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.)  

EXECUllVK  REPORTS  OF  COMMrTTEES 

Mr  BAILEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  reported 
favorably  the  nomination  of  Charles  E.  Jackson,  of  South 
Carolina,  to  be  Deputy  Commissioner  in  the  Bureau  of 
Fisheries  (reappointment).  ,  .„  ,         . ^^a 

Mr  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  reportea 
favorably  the  nominaUons  of  sundry  officers  for  promotion  in 

the  Marine  Corps.  ^    ^  ^^  a 

Mr  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 

Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominaUons  of  sundry 

postmasters.  *    ^v.  ,. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  If  there  be  no  lurtner 
reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on 
the  calendar. 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Edward  C. 
Eicher   to   be   a   member   of   the   SecuriUes   and   Exchange 

Commission.  ......        **. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  President  be 
immediately  notified  of  the  confirmation  of  this  nomination. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  immediately  notified. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELXAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  nomina- 
Uon  of  Carrie  M.  Chapman  to  be  postmaster  at  Minne- 
waukan.  N.  Dak.,  be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Offices  and  Post  Roads,  and  that  the  other  nominations  be 
confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nominations  of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc,  with  the 
exception  of  the  nomination  of  Carrie  M.  Chapman  to  be 
postmaster  at  Minnewaukan,  N.  Dak.,  which,  without  objec- 
Uon.  will  be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices 
and  Post  Roads. 

DEPUTY  COMMISSIONER  OF  FISHERIES 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  am  informed  that  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Charles  E.  Jackson  to  be  Deputy  Com- 
missioner in  the  Bureau  of  Fisheries  is  at  the  desk,  having 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  nomination  be  considered  at  this 
time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  clerk  will  state  the  nomination. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Charles  E. 
Jackson  to  be  Deputy  Commissioner  of  the  Bureau  of 
Fisheries. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
domination  is  confirmed. 

-*    Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  ask  that  the  President  be  immediately 
notified. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  immediately  notified.  That  concludes  the 
calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  In  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  15  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Tuesday, 
June  11. 1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS 
Executive  nominatUms   received   by   the   Senate  June   10 
{legislative  day  of  May  28) .  1940 
Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service 
John  Campbell  White,  of  New  York,  now  a  Foreign  Serv- 
ice officer  of  class  1.  to  act  as  diplomatic  agent  and  consul 
general  of  the  United  States  of  America  at  Tangier.  Morocco. 
Department  op  the  Interior 
Mrs.  Evelyn  Adams  Whyte.  of  California,  to  be  recorder 
of  the  General  Land  Office.    Reappointment. 

Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States 
Commander  James  Pine  to  be  a  captain  in  the  Coast 
Guard  of  the  United  States,  to  rank  as  such  from  May  25, 

1940. 

Appointments  in  the  Regular  Army 

dental  corps 

To  be  first  lieutenants  with  rank  from  date  of  avpointment 
VirgU  Dwight  Cheyne  John  Robert  Law 

John  WUliam  Helton  George  Andrew  I/)ng 

Joe  Hammon  Allen  Harold  Preston  Haskins 

Grayson  GwTnne  Garrison       Chester  Kenneth  Ramage 
Kenneth  Ray  Elwell  Paul  Eugene  Edson 

Alexander  Colin  MacDonald     Thomas  Roosevelt  Haddock 
Harold  Wilenzick  Pierre  Oscar  Evans 

WUliam  Orville  Orsinger  Charles  Rupert  Thompson 

Raymond  Eugene  Boudreaux 

Appointments,  by  Transter.  in  the  Regular  Army 
to  quartermaster  corps 
Capt.  Edward  Vanmeter  Macatee,  Infantry,  with  rank  from 

December  1.  1933. 

TO  CHEMICAL  WARFARE  SERVICE 

First  Lt.  Charles  FaunUeroy  Harrison,  Cavalry,  with  rank 
from  June  13.  1936. 

TO  AIR   CORPS 

First  Lt.  Bruce  von  Gerichten  Scott,  Chemical  Warfare 
Service,  with  rank  from  June  13,  1936. 

Promotions  in  the  Recui.ar  Army 

TO  BE  COLONELS 

Lt.  CoL  Roscoe  Conkling  Batson,  Field  Artillery,  from  June 
1,  1940. 
Lt.  Col.  Allen  Russell  Kimball,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from 

June  1.  1940. 

Lt,  Col.  Wilfrid  Mason  Blunt.  Cavalry,  from  June  1.  1940. 

Lt.  Col.  Ira  Adelbert  Rader,  Air  Corps  (temporary  colonel. 
Air  Corps) .  from  June  1.  1940. 

Lt.  Col.  William  Jay  Calvert,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from 
June  1.  1940. 

Lt.  Col.  David  Hamilton  Cowles.  Infantry,  from  June  1. 1940. 

U.  CoL  Ira  Thomas  Wyche.  Field  Artillery,  from  June  1. 

1940. 

Lt.  Col.  John  Louis  Homer.  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
June  1.  1940. 

TO  BE  LIEUTENANT  COLONELS 

Maj.  James  Louis  Guion,  Ordnance  Department,  from  Juno 

1.  1940. 
Maj.  George  Douglas  Wahl.  Field  Artillery,  from  June'  1, 

1940. 

Maj.  Basil  Harrison  Perry,  Field  Artillery,  from  June  1, 
1940. 

Maj.  Harold  Rufus  Jackson,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
June  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Ray  Hartwell  Lewis,  Field  Artillery,  from  June  1, 
1940. 

Maj.  Augustus  Milton  Gumey,  Field  Artillery,  from  June  1, 
1940. 

Maj.  John  Trott  Murray.  Infantry,  from  Jime  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Morris  Keene  Barroll,  Jr,,  Ordnance  Department, 
fiom  June  1,  1940. 
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Maj.  Warfleid  Monroe  Lewis.  Infantry,  from  June  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Walter  WUton  Warner,  Ordnance  Department,  from 
June  1,  1940. 

Blaj.  William  Ormon  Butler,  Air  Corps  (temporary  lieu- 
tenant colonel.  Air  CoriK) ,  from  June  1,  1940. 

TO  BE  MAJORS 

Capt.  Carlyle  Howe  Ridenour,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  (Jorps) .  from  June  1,  1940. 

Capt.  Bennett  Edward  Meyers,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) .  from  June  1.  1940. 

Capt.  George  Mitchell  Grimes,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from 
June  1,  1940. 

CajA.  Edward  Bethel  Jackson.  Infantry,  from  June  1,  1940. 

Capt.  Paul  Hyde  Prentiss.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 
Corps),  from  June  1.  1940. 

Capt.  Warren  Arthur  Maxwell,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) .  from  June  1.  1940. 

Captain  Walter  Hannumn  Carlisle,  Coast  Artillery  Corps, 
from  June  1.  1940. 

Capt.  William  Henry  Papenfoth,  Coast  Artillery  Corps, 
from  June  1,  1940. 

C:apt.  Frederick  Mercer  Hopkins,  Jr.,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) .  from  June  1.  1940. 

C:apt.  Walter  Leo  Weible,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from  June 
1,  1940. 

Capt.  Rupert  Edison  Starr,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 

June  1.  1940. 

Capt.  Leonard  Dickson  Weddington,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) ,  from  June  1,  1940. 

Capt.  John  Henry  Doherty,  Finance  Department,  from 
June  1.  1940. 

POSTMASTERS 
I  ALABAMA 

Jack  Vaughan  to  be  postmaster  at  CXiba,  Ala.,  in  place  of 
Jack  Vaughan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  19, 
1940. 

I  ALASKA 

Nancy  M.  Meals  to  be  postmaster  at  Valdez.  Alaska,  in 
place  of  O.  K  Meals.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired  May 
26.  1940. 

I  ARIZONA 

William  I.  Welker  to  be  postmaster  at  Bowie.  Ariz.,  In  place 
of  W.  I.  Welker.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  23, 

1940. 

James  A.  Metzger  to  be  postmaster  at  Grand  Canyon.  Ariz.. 
In  place  of  J.  A.  Metzger.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 

ARKANSAS 

Sarah  Abington  to  be  postmaster  at  Beebe.  Ark.,  in  place 
o"  B.  M.  Westbrook.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
10.  1940. 

William  Earl  Polk  to  be  postmaster  at  Coming,  Ark.,  in 
place  of  W.  E.  Polk.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
1,  1940. 

Charles  Roy  Wise  to  be  postmaster  at  Thornton,  Ark.,  in 
place  of  C.  R.  Wise.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  9, 
1940. 

CALIFORNIA 

George  P.  Meek  to  be  postmaster  at  Covlna,  Calif.,  In  place 
of  G.  P.  Meek.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  19, 

1940. 

Dino  L.  Ceccarelli  to  be  postmarter  at  Dos  Palos.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  D.  L.  Ceccarelli.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  23.  1940. 

Clyde  Burgett  to  be  postmaster  at  El  Segundo,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  Clyde  Burgett.  Incumbent's  cc«nmission  expired 
May  10.  1940. 

James  H.  Gates  to  be  postmaster  at  Gardena.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  R.  B.  Sell.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Febru- 
ary 14.  1940. 

Hugh  L.  Appling  to  be  postmaster  at  Oakdale.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  H.  L.  Appling.  Incumbent's  commission  exikred 
AprU  24,  1940. 


Abbie  E.  Schaeffer  to  be  postmaster  at  Vemalis.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  M.  A.  Schaeffer.  retired. 

John  J.  Blaney  to  be  postmaster  at  Weavervllle.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  J.  J.  Blaney.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  4,  1940. 

COLORADO 

William  Jacob  Pings  to  be  postmaster  at  Carbondale,  Colo., 
in  place  of  W.  J.  Pings.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
20.  1940. 

Ernest  C.  Norrls  to  be  postmaster  at  La  Salle,  Colo.,  In  place 
of  E.  C.  Norris.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  19, 
1940. 

CONNECTICUT 

Robert  M.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Haddam,  Conn., 
in  place  of  R.  M.  Smith.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  28,  1940. 

Thomas  H.  Collins  to  be  postmaster  at  Farmington,  Conn., 
in  place  of  T.  H.  Collins.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  20,  1940. 

Thomas  J.  Maher  to  be  postmaster  at  Old  Greenwich, 
Conn.,  in  place  of  T.  J.  Maher.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired May  18,  1940. 

Daniel  G.  Sullivan  to  be  postmaster  at  Watertown,  Conn., 
in  place  of  D.  G.  Sullivan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  24,  1940. 

DELAWARE 

Rhubert  R.  German  to  be  postmaster  at  Delmar,  Del.,  in 
place  of  R.  R.  German.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24,  1940. 

FLORIDA 

John  P.  Yearty  to  be  postmaster  at  Gulf  Hammock,  Fla., 
in  place  of  J.  F.  Yearty.  Incumbent's  commission  exinred 
February  5,  1940. 

Joe  Sidney  Savary  to  be  postmaster  at  Inverness,  Fla.,  in 
place  of  J.  S.  Savary.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  13.  1940. 

Mary  B.  McCormick  to  be  postmaster  at  La  Belle,  Fla.,  In 
place  of  M.  B.  McCormick.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
July  26,  1939. 

Arthur  W.  Newett,  Sr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Leesburg.  Fla., 
In  place  of  A.  W.  Newett.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  6,  1940. 

Claudine  J.  Hansel  to  be  postmaster  at  Pinecastle.  Fla.,  in 
place  of  C.  J.  Hansel.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1.  1940. 

Bessie  G.  Ambrose  to  be  postmaster  at  Waldo.  Fla.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1939, 

GEORGIA 

Horace  C.  Cherry  to  be  postmaster  at  Donalsonville,  Ga., 
in  place  of  A.  M.  Cherry,  retired. 

Lois  Horton  to  be  postmaster  at  Guyton,  Ga.,  In  place  of 
Lois  Hoi*torL    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  1,  1940. 

HAWAII 

Manuel  J.  Carvalho  to  be  postmaster  at  Makaweli,  T.  H., 
In  place  of  M.  J.  Carvalho.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  4,  1940. 

IDAHO 

Mary  Alma  Morrow  to  be  postmaster  at  Challis,  Idaho,  in 
place  of  Alma  Morrow.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
17.  1940. 

Harry  L.  Clovis  to  be  postmaster  at  Cralgmont.  Idaho,  in 
place  of  H.  L.  Clovis.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

Katherine  A.  Peters  to  be  postmaster  at  Post  Falls,  Idaho, 
in  place  of  K.  A.  Peters.  Incumbent's  conmiission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

ILLIKOIS 

Clarence  D.  Lawson  to  be  postmaster  at  Aledo,  HI.,  in  place 
of  C.  D.  Lawson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24, 
1940. 

Francis  P.  Ryan  to  be  postmsister  at  Assumption,  HI.,  in 
place  of  P.  P.  Ryan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
19. 1940. 
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Ledru  O.  Schaeffer  to  be  postmaster  at  Beardstown,  HI.,  in 

place  of  L.  G.  Schaeffer.    Incumbent's  commission  expires 

June  20.  1940. 

Fred  H.  Stoltz  to  be  postmaster  at  Bridgeport.  Dl..  In  place 

of  F.  H.  Stoltz.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  25, 

1940. 

Betty  Davis  to  be  postmaster  at  Easton.  Bl..  in  place  of 
Betty  Davis.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  25, 1940. 

Charles  T.  CBcyle  to  be  postmaster  at  Ingleside,  Dl..  in 
.  place  of  C.  T.  O'Boyle.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1.  1940. 

Mary  I.  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  Little  York.  HI.,  in  place 
of  M.  I.  Brown.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1.  1940. 

Geoige  A.  Kreuter  to  be  postmaster  at  Livingston,  HI.,  in 
place  of  G.  A.  Kreuter.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1.  1940. 

INDIANA 

Walter  E.  Huber  to  be  postmaster  at  Centerpoint,  Ind..  in 
place  of  W.  E.  Huber.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1.  1940. 

Thomas  L.  Hart  to  be  postmaster  at  Dunkirk.  Ind..  in  place 
of  T.  L.  Hart.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Murch  20. 
1940. 

Joe  C.  Hooplngamer  to  be  postmaster  at  Rockvllle.  Ind.. 
in  place  of  J.  C.  Hoopingarner.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  20,  1940. 

IOWA 

Hiram  L.  Mann  to  be  postmaster  at  Adel.  Iowa,  in  place  of 
H.  L.  Mann.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  13.  1940. 

Charles  J.  Murphy  to  be  postmaster  at  Chester.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  C.  J.  Murphy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
28.  1940. 

Margaret  Davidson  to  be  postmaster  at  Crawfordsville,  Iowa, 
in  place  of  Margaret  Davidson.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires July  1.  1940. 

Vernon  M.  Hill  to  be  postmaster  at  Davis  City.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  V.  M.  Hill.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1.  1940. 

Allen  Wise  to  be  postmaster  at  Decorah.  Iowa,  in  place  of 
Allen  Wise.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  13,  1940. 

Elmer  A.  Billings  to  be  postmaster  at  Payette.  Iowa,  in  place 
of  E.  A.  BilLngs.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  1, 
1940. 

Otis  H.  O.  Nelson  to  be  postmaster  at  Humboldt,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  O.  H.  O.  Nelson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  13.  1940. 

Julia  Lorctta  Hurley  to  be  postmaster  at  Laurens.  Iowa.  In 
place  of  J.  L.  Hurley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
28.  1940. 

Edgar  V.  Pohlman  to  be  postmaster  at  Melvln,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  E.  V.  Pohlman.  Incumt>ent's  commission  expires 
June  19.  1940. 

Hazel  P.  Patterson  to  be  postmaster  at  Minden.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  H.  F.  Patterson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

Denton  N.  Layman  to  be  postmaster  at  Newell.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  D.  N.  Layman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  20,  1939. 
--..^^  George  M.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  North  English.  Iowa, 
m^^lace  of  G.  M.  Smith.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 

Charles  E.  Hudson  to  be  postmaster  at  Pomeroy,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  C.  E.  Hudson.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired 
June  1.  1940. 

William  H.  Rehberg  to  be  postmaster  at  Rowley.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  W.  H.  Rehberg.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

John  Lewis  Magirl  to  be  postmaster  at  Ryan,  Iowa.  In  place 
of  L£wis  Magirl.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  13, 
1940. 

Dan  Jerolaman  to  be  postmaster  at  Shell  Rock,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  Dan  Jerolaman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  13.  1940. 

Herbert  B.  Heyer  to  be  postmaster  at  Sumner.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  H.  B.  Heyer.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 23,   1940. 


John  J.  Pink  to  be  postmaster  at  Tripoli,  Iowa,  in  place  of 
J.  J.  Pink.   Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  13,  1940. 

Leona  B.  Miller  to  be  postmaster  at  Van  Meter.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  L.  B.  Miller.  Incimibent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

August  C.  Soer  to  be  postmaster  at  Victor,  Iowa,  in  place  of 
A.  C.  Soer.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  19.  1940. 

William  J.  Cash  to  be  postmaster  at  Williamsburg.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  W.  J.  Cash.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
19.  1940. 

KANSAS 

William  Merrifleld  to  be  postmaster  at  Agra.  Kans.,  In 
place  of  William  Merrifleld.  Incumt>ent's  commission  ex- 
pired January  20.  1940. 

John  R.  Neifert  to  be  postmaster  at  Glen  Elder.  Kans.,. In 
place  of  J.  R.  Neifert.  Incuml)ents  commission  expired  May 
19,  1940. 

Mary  Marceline  Schafer  to  be  postmaster  at  Jewel,  Kans., 
in  place  of  M.  M.  Schafer.  Inciunbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Helena  W.  Anderson  to  be  postmaster  at  Peru,  Kans.,  In 
place  of  H.  W.  Anderson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  25.  1940. 

Chester  C.  Chambers  to  be  postmaster  at  Tescott,  Kans.,  in 
place  of  C.  C.  Chambers.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19,  1940. 

KENTUCKY 

James  R.  Wilson  to  be  postmaster  at  Auburn.  Ky.,  in  place 
of  J.  R.  Wilson.  Incimibent's  commission  expired  June  26, 
1939. 

George  Taylor  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Beattyvllle,  Ky., 
In  place  of  O.  T.  Smith.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

James  H.  Bean  to  be  postmaster  at  Danville.  Ky.,  in  place 
of  J.  H.  Bean.  Incimibent's  commission  expires  June  16, 
1940. 

Ben  G.  Pollard  to  be  postmaster  at  Eminence.  Ky..  in  place 
of  B.  G.  Pollard.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25, 
1940. 

Marshall  H.  Norton  to  be  postmaster  at  Hardinsburg,  Ky., 
in  place  of  M.  H.  Norton.  Incuml)ent's  commission  expired 
AprU  17,  1939. 

Myrtle  B.  Vaughn  to  be  postmaster  at  Louellen,  Ky,  in 
place  of  M.  B.  Vaughn.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Davis  N.  Thomas  to  be  postmaster  at  McKee,  Ky..  in  place 
of  D.  N.  Thomas.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  10, 
1940. 

D.  Lawrence  Johnson  to  be  postmaster  at  Owenton,  Ky..  In 
place  of  D.  L.  Johnson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
18.  1940. 

Elmer  Deatherage  to  be  postmaster  at  Richmond,  Ky.,  in 
place  of  Elmer  Deatherage.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  17,  1940. 

LOUISIANA 

Thomas  Wallace  McGinn.  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Crowley, 
La.,  in  place  of  T.  W.  McGinn,  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  17.  1940. 

Veronica  J.  Lambert  to  be  postmaster  at  Goodhope.  La..  In 
place  of  V.  J.  Lambert.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  29.  1940. 

Prank  Warren  to  be  postmaster  at  Mernrville.  La.,  in  place 
of  Frank  Warren.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
18.  1940. 

Sam  H.  Campbell  to  be  postmaster  at  Oak  Grove.  La.,  in 
place  of  S.  H.  Campbell.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  9.  1940. 

MAINK 

Wilbur  F.  Goodwin  to  be  postmaster  at  Kennebunk  Port, 
Maine,  in  place  of  W.  P.  Goodwin.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  March  25,  1940. 

Ralph  H.  McEwen  to  be  postmaster  at  Bowdoinham.  Maine, 
In  place  of  R.  H.  McEwen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  8, 1940. 
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Alice  S.  Fitzgerald  to  be  postmaster  at  Smyrna  Mills.  Maine, 
In  place  of  A.  S.  Fitzgerald.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  23.  1940. 

Clara  M.  Colcord  to  be  postmaster  at  Stockton  Springs, 
Mame,  in  place  of  C.  M.  Colcord.  Incimibent's  cwnmission 
expired  February  4.  1940. 

MAKTI.AND 

T.  Francis  Martin  to  be  postmaster  at  Essex,  Md.,  in  place  of 
T.  F.  Martin.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24. 1940. 

John  W.  Murray  to  be  postmaster  at  Hampstead,  Md.,  in 
place  of  J.  W.  Murray.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  2,  1940. 

Cora  E.  Hopkins  to  be  postmaster  at  Mardela  Springs.  Md., 
In  place  of  C.  E.  Hoplcins.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  22.  1940. 

XASSACRTTSFrrS 

John  Robert  Crowley  to  be  postmaster  at  Monson.  Mass.,  in 
place  of  J.  R.  Crowley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
22,  1940.  I 

MICHIGAN 

Nora  Donovan  to  be  postmaster  at  Bangor,  Mich.,  in  place 
of  Nora  Donovan-  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24. 
1940. 

Clara  M.  Bedinger  to  be  postmaster  at  Berrien  Springs, 
Mich.,  In  place  of  C.  M.  Bedinger.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  March  10.  1940. 

A.  Glenn  Haslett  to  be  postmaster  at  Buchanan,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  A.  O.  Haslett.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  10.  1940. 

Walter  W.  Derby  to  be  postmaster  at  Covert.  Mich.,  in  place 
of  W.  W.  Derby.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  21, 

1940. 

Walter  D.  McCaughey  to  be  postmaster  at  Croswell.  Mich., 
in  place  of  W.  D.  McCaughey.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired May  9.  1940. 

Herl)ert  H.  Creagan  to  be  postmaster  at  Decatur.  Mich.,  in 
place  of  H.  H.  Creagan.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

March  10,  1940. 

Charles  A.  Bigelow  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Tawas,  Mich., 
in  place  of  C.  A.  Bigelow.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

April  24.  1940. 

Esse  S.  Martin  to  be  postmaster  at  Honor.  Mich.,  in  place  of 

E.  S.  Martin.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  23, 

1940. 

Joseph  W.  Wlnkel  to  be  postmaster  at  Lenox.  Mich.,  in  place 
of  J.  W.  Wlnkel.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25, 

1940. 

Walter  R.  Mason  to  be  postmaster  at  Milan.  Mich.,  in  place 
of  W.  R.  Mason.  Incumljent's  commission  expired  April  24, 
1940. 

Fred  C.  Franz  to  be  postmaster  at  Niles,  Mich.,  in  place  of 

F.  C.  Franz.     Incumbent  s  commission  expired  March  10,  1940. 
Karl  E.  H.  Beyer  to  be  postmaster  at  Remus,  Mich.,  in  place 

of  K.  E.  H.  Beyer.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24, 
1940. 

Harold  E.  Merritt  to  be  postmaster  at  South  Haven,  Mich., 
In  place  of  H.  E.  Merritt.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  10.  1940. 

Jesse  L.  Whitney  to  be  postmaster  at  Washington,  Mich., 
'  in  place  of  J.  L.  Whitney.  Incuml)ent's  commission  expired 
January  20,  1940. 

MINNESOTA 

Thomas  J.  Murphy  to  be  postmaster  at  Adrian,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  T.  J.  Murphy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  19.  1940. 

Anshelm  T.  Westrom  to  be  postmaster  at  Cambridge,  Minn., 
in  place  of  A.  T.  Westrom.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17.  1940. 

Ole  J.  Leding  to  be  postmaster  at  Cook,  Minn.,  in  place  of 
O.  J.  Leding.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  Aug.  1,  1939. 

Joseph  O.  Ellevold  to  be  postmaster  at  Fairfax.  Minn.,  in 
place  of  J.  O.  Ellevold.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
Jime  1, 1940.  \ 


Lawrence  C.  Blackmun  to  be  postmaster  at  Hancock,  Minn., 
in  place  of  L.  C.  Blackmun.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Catherine  Q.  T.  Lydon  to  be  postmaster  at  Kellogg,  Minn., 
In  place  of  C.  O.  T.  Lydon.  Incumbent's  commlssIcHi  expired 
February  5,  1940. 

Charles  A.  Allen  to  be  postmaster  at  BClaca,  Minn.,  in  jrface 
of  C.  A.  Allen.     Incumljent's  commission  expires  June  25.  1940. 

Carl  V.  Hawkinson  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  James,  Minn.,  In 
place  of  C.  V.  Hawkinson.  Incimibent's  commission  expired 
June  3,  1940. 

Timothy  A.  Garvey  to  be  postmaster  at  Wahkon.  Minn.,  in 
place  of  T.  A.  Garvey.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25,  1940. 

Frances  C.  Van  Vleck  to  be  postmaster  at  Waverly,  Minn., 
in  place  of  F.  C.  Van  "Vleck.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17.  1940. 

Isaac  B.  Dybdal  to  be  postmaster  at  Wendell,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  I.  B.  Dybdal.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

MISSISSIPPI 

John  A.  Gerard  to  be  postmaster  at  Bude,  Miss.,  In  place  of 
J.  A.  Gerard.    Incumljent's  commission  expires  June  25,  1940. 

Viola  E.  Pentecost  to  be  postmaster  at  Doddsville,  Miss., 
in  place  of  V.  E.  Pentecost.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  21,  1940. 

Mills  T.  Williams  to  be  postmaster  at  Durant,  Miss.,  in 
place  of  M.  T.  Williams.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1,  1940. 

James  T.  Skelton  to  be  postmaster  at  Goodman,  Miss.,  in 
place  of   J.   T.   Skelton.    Incumbent's  commission   exiMred 

May  23.  1940. 

Ella  C.  Stephens  to  be  postmaster  at  Lyon.  Miss.,  In  place  of 
E.  C.  Stephens.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  21, 
1940. 

MISSOURI 

Ordell  Gross  to  be  postmaster  at  Bevier,  Mo.,  In  place  of 
Watkin  Jones.    Incumt>ent's  commission  expires  June   25. 

1940. 

Otto  T.  Pfeflferkom  to  be  postmaster  at  Chaffee.  Mo.,  m 
place  of  O.  T.  Pfefferkom.    Incumbent's  commission  expires 

June  20,  1940. 

Kelley  Elza  Jackson  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Prairie.  Mo.. 
In  place  of  K.  E.  Jackson,    Incumljent's  commission  expired 

May  20,  1940. 

Mae  B.  Whitfield  to  be  postmaster  at  Oronogo,  Mo.,  in 
place  of  M.  B.  Whitfield.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

MONTANA 

Jeanette  Ross  to  be  postmaster  at  Promberg,  Mont.,  in  place 
of  Jeanette  Ross.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  2, 
1940. 

NXBRASKA 

Edgar  D.  Collins  to  be  postmaster  at  Ainsworth,  Nebr.,  in 
place  of  E.  D.  Collins.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  23.  1940. 

Anna  Martin  to  be  postmaster  at  Battle  Creek.  Nebr.,  in 
place  of  Anna  Martin.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
17,  1940. 

Chris  A.  Andersen  to  be  postmaster  at  Benkelman,  Nebr.,  in 
place  of  C.  A.  Andersen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  23,  1940. 

Charles  R.  Larson  to  be  jxjstmaster  at  Bertrand.  Nebr.,  In 
place  of  C.  R.  Larson.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 

1,  1940. 

Carl  K.  McCleery  to  Ije  postmaster  at  Blue  Hill,  Nebr.,  in 
place  of  C.  K.  McCleery.    Incumbent's  conmiission  expired 

April  24.  1940. 

Ralph  A.  Gillham  to  be  postmsister  at  Blue  Springs,  Nebr., 
in  place  of  R.  A.  Gillham.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Edmund  J.  Barrett  to  be  postmaster  at  Lawrence,  Nebr., 
In  place  of  E.  J.  Barrett  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  4,  1940. 
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Emll  Nelson  to  be  postmaster  at  Minden.  Nebr..  in  place  of 
Emil   Nelson.    Incumbent's   commission  expired   March  25, 

1940. 

Emil  H.  Mack  to  be  postmaster  at  Petersburg.  Nebr.,  in  place 
of  E.  H.  Mack.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  27, 

1939.  .  ,  ^    „  w      . 

Arthur  E.  Leclalr  to  be  postmaster  at  Randolph.  Nebr..  in 
place  of  A.  E.  Leclalr.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
19    1940. 

Jake  R.  Hanks  to  be  postmaster  at  Thedford,  Nebr.,  In 
place  of  J.  R.  Hanks.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 

1    1940. 
'  Roger  M.  Closs  to  be  postmaster  at  Wymore.  Nebr..  in  place 
of  R.  M.  Closs.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  12, 
1940. 

VTVr    HAMPSHIRE 

Carl  E.  Crowley  to  be  postmaster  at  Ashland,  N.  H..  in  place 
of  C.  E.  Crowley.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  13, 

1940. 

Georgia  DuDevoir  to  be  postmaster  at  Hooksett.  N.  H..  in 
place  of  Georgia  DXiDcvoir.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  29.  1940. 

NTW   JERSEY 

*  Andrew  R.  Brugler  to  be  postmaster  at  Blairstown.  N.  J.. 
In  place  of  A.  R.  Brugler.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  16.  1940. 

John  T.  Lloyd  to  be  postmaster  at  Millville.  N.  J.,  in  place 
of  C.  W.  Pelmey,  removed. 

Peter  H.  Larkins  to  be  postmaster  at  Yardville.  N.  J.,  in 
place  of  P.  H.  Larkins.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
18.  1940. 

I       .   -  .  NEW   YORK 

Edward  C.  Laughlin  to  be  postmaster  at  Akron.  N.  Y..  in 
place  of  E.  C.  Laughlin.     Incumbent's  commission  expires 

June  20,  1940. 

William  Henry  Nolan  to  be  postmaster  at  Stillwater,  N.  Y.. 
in  place  of  W.  H.  Nolan.    Incumbent's  commission  expires 

June  20.  1940. 

Mary  Lynch  to  be  postmaster  at  Stony  Point.  N.  Y..  in 
place  of  P.  D.  Lynch,  resigned. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Clyde  B.  Benson  to  be  postmaster  at  Battleboro,  N.  C.  in 
place  of  C.  B.  Benson.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 

1.  1940. 

Thomas  L.  Rich  to  be  postmaster  at  Garland.  N.  C,  in 
place  of  T.  L.  Rich.    Incimabent's  commission  expires  July  1, 

1940. 

Pearl  E.  Linvllle  to  be  postmaster  at  Oak  Ridge.  N.  C. 
OfBce  became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

Myrtle  Riddle  Payne  to  be  postmaster  at  Paw  Creek.  N.  C, 
In  place  of  J.  K.  Beaty.  deceased. 

Lewis  Taylor  Bartholomew  to  be  postmaster  at  Spring  Hope, 
N.  C,  in  place  of  L.  T.  Bartholomew.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  17.  1940. 

Fred  M.  Pearce  to  be  postmaster  at  Wendell.  N.  C,  In  place 
of  F.  M  Pearce.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  18, 
1940. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Lincoln  A.  Hanson  to  be  postmaster  at  Aneta,  N.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  L.  A.  Hanson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  4,  1940. 

Christian  Bertsch  to  be  postmaster  at  Bismarck,  N.  Dak., 
in  place  of  Chris  Bertsch.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Theodore  A.  Marquardt  to  be  postmaster  at  Cooperstown, 
N.  Dak.,  in  place  of  T.  A.  Marquardt.  Incumbent's  commis- 
sion expires  Jime  25,  1940. 

Louisa  A-  Bird  to  be  postmaster  at  Flaxton.  N.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  L.  A.  Bird.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
16.  1940. 

James  L.  Hatfield  to  be  postmaster  at  Fullerton,  N.  Dak., 
in  place  of  J.  L.  Hatfield.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 
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Sarah  Alice  Lucy  to  be  postmaster  at  Powers  Lake,  N.  Dak., 
in  place  of  S.  A.  Lucy.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

16.  1940.  ^       „  ^,     . 

Harry  J.  Campbell  to  be  postmaster  at  Ryder.  N.  Dak.,  in 

place  of  J.  W.  Campbell,  resigned. 

Charles  W.  Gannon  to  be  postmaster  at  Underwood.  N.  Dak., 
in  place  of  C.  W.  Gannon.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

OHIO 

Earl  C.  Stiwald  to  be  postmaster  at  Amherst,  Ohio,  in  place 
Of  E.  C.  Stiwald.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  3. 

1940. 

Robert  B.  Maddock  to  be  postmaster  at  College  Comer. 
Ohio,  in  place  of  R.  B.  Maddock.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  25.  1940. 

Howard  C.  Whitmire  to  be  postmaster  at  Delta,  Ohio,  In 
place  of  F.  A.  Kenney.  transferred. 

Ludwig  Ries.  Jr..  to  l>e  postmaster  at  Dennlson,  Ohio,  in 
place  of  Ludwig  Bies.  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

Paul  E.  Harbaugh  to  be  postmaster  at  Kings  Mills.  Ohio, 
in  place  of  P.  E.  Harbaugh.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17.  1940. 

Allen  E.  Owens  to  be  postmaster  at  Kinsman.  Ohio,  in 
place  of  A.  E.  Owens.     Incumbent's  commission   expired 

June  1.  1939. 

Homer  P.  Galloway  to  be  postmaster  at  Lore  City,  Ohio,  in 
place  of  H.  P.  Galloway.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

Elmyra  L.  Grlswold  to  be  postmaster  at  Macedonia,  Ohio, 
in  place  of  E.  L.  Griswold.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 

Frederick  H.  Kramer  to  he  postmaster  at  MiUersport, 
Ohio,  in  place  of  F.  H.  Kramer.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  July  1.  1940. 

Fred  E.  Surgen  to  be  postmaster  at  Murray  City.  Ohio,  In 
place  of  F.  E.  Sm-gen.  Incimibent's  commission  expired 
June  1.  1940. 

Alvle  F.  Jones  to  be  postmaster  at  North  Jackson,  Ohio. 
OfBce  became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

John  H.  H.  Welsch  to  be  postmaster  at  Port  Washington, 
Ohio,  in  place  of  J.  H.  H.  Welsch.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  March  12,  1940. 

Glenn  D.  Keeney  to  be  i)ostmaster  at  Rock  Creek,  Ohio, 
in  place  of  G.  D.  Keeney.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  1.  1939. 

Chester  A.  Hostetler  to  be  postmaster  at  Strasburg,  Ohio, 
In  place  of  C.  A.  Hostetler.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  25,  1940. 

Samuel  A.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Suparcreek,  Ohio,  In 
place  of  S.  A.  Smith.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
25.  1940. 

OKLAHOMA 

Gladys  E.  McEwen  to  be  postmaster  at  Aline,  Okla..  in 
place  of  G.  E.  McEwen.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired 
May  8.  1940. 

Ernest  D.  Peck  to  be  postmaster  at  Carmen.  Okla..  in  place 
of  E.  D.  Peck.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  25. 
1940. 

Clay  B.  Burnham  to  be  postmaster  at  Hanna,  Okla.,  in 
place  of  C.  B.  Burnham.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  27.  1939. 

Fred  R.  Clement  to  be  postmaster  at  Haskell,  Okla..  in. 
place  of  F.  R.  Clement.  Incumt)ent's  commission  expires 
June  18.  1940. 

Benjamin  M.  Luton,  Jr..  to  be  postmaster  at  Lindsay,  Okla.. 
in  place  of  B.  M.  Luton,  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired March  20,  1939. 

Buford  E.  Stone  to  be  postmaster  at  Manchester,  Okla.,  in 
place  of  B.  E.  Stone.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
19.  1940. 

Ada  M.  Thompson  to  be  postmaster  at  Mannford,  Okla., 
in  place  of  A.  M.  Thompson.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  18,  1940. 
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Joseph  A.  Waggoner  to  be  postmaster  at  Moimds.  Okla., 
In  place  of  J.  A.  Waggoner.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  16.  1940. 

Beulah  J.  Van  Coevering  to  be  postmaster  at  Orlando, 
Okla..  in  place  of  B.  J.  Van  Coevering-  Incumbent's  com- 
mission expires  July  1,  1939. 

Henry  L.  Neal  to  be  postmaster  at  Wanette.  Okla.,  in  place 
of  H.  L.  Ncal.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  18, 
1940. 

I  I  OREGON 

Leonard  O.  Ferguson  to  be  postmaster  at  Arlington.  Oreg.. 
in  place  of  L.  O.  Ferguson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  20.  1940. 

Emil  L.  Mueller  to  be  postmaster  at  Clatskanie.  Oreg..  In 
place  of  E.  L.  Mueller.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1.  1940. 

Myrtle  E.  Potter  to  be  postmaster  at  Haines.  Oreg.,  in 
place  of  M.  K.  Potter.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25,  1940. 

Glen  A.  Henderson  to  be  postmaster  at  Houlton.  Oreg.,  In 
place  of  G.  A.  Henderson.  Incimibent's  commission  expired 
May  22,  1940. 

John  W.  Bubb  to  be  postmaster  at  Huntington.  Oreg.,  In 
place  of  J.  W.  Bubb.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
19.  1940. 

Fred  Randolph  Peat  to  be  postmaster  at  Lakevlew.  Oreg., 
in  place  of  F.  R.  Peat.  Incimibent's  commission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 

Jay  C.  Freeman  to  be  postmaster  at  Moro.  Oreg..  In  place 
of  J.  C.  Freeman.  Incuml>ent's  commission  expires  June  10, 
1940. 

Lora  C.  Coykendall  to  be  postmaster  at  Oak  Grove,  Oreg., 
in  place  of  L.  C.  Coykendall.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired June  1.  1940. 

Andrew  L.  Boe  to  be  postmaster  at  Parkdale,  Oreg..  In 
place  of  A.  L.  Boe.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

Fred  L.  Hartman  to  be  postmaster  at  Pilot  Rock,  Oreg., 
in  place  of  F.  L.  Hartman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  20,  1940. 

Gladys  M.  Heath  to  be  postmaster  at  Rogue  River,  Oreg., 
in  place  of  G.  M.  Heath.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Margaret  Daughtrey  to  be  postmaster  at  Stanfleld.  Oreg.. 
In  place  of  Margaret  Daughtrey.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  July  1,  1940. 

Carl  W.  Pegtly  to  be  postmaster  at  Vale,  Oreg..  in  place  of 
C.  W.  Pegtly.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired  January  20, 
1940. 

Roy  G.  Magnuson  to  be  postmaster  at  Warren  ton,  Oreg..  in 
place  of  R.  G.  Magnuson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  25,  1940. 

Von  D.  Seaton  to  be  postmaster  at  Yamhill,  Oreg.,  In  place 
of  V.  D.  Seaton.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  1, 
1940. 

PENHSYtVAmA 

Francis  J,  Pension  to  be  postmaster  at  Ablngton,  Pa..  In 
place  of  F.  J.  Pension,  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  28,  1940. 

Clyde  A.  Plank  to  be  postmaster  at  Aspers,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  C.  A.  Plank.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1,  1940. 

Alice  S.  Keating  to  be  postmaster  at  Avondale,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  A.  8.  Keating.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  17, 
1940. 

Israel  J.  Rohrbaugh  to  be  postmaster  at  Beech  Creek.  Pa., 
m  place  of  I.  J.  Rohrbaugh.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Harvey  F.  Ecelbarger  to  be  postmaster  at  Big  Run,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  H.  F.  Ecelbarger.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1,  1940. 

Perley  J.  Denman  to  be  postmaster  at  Bradford,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  R.  P.  Habgood.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  24,  1936. 


Herschel  C.  Cowen  to  be  postmaster  at  California,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  H.  C.  Cowen.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25, 1940. 

Robert  E.  Giles  to  he  postmaster  at  Coalport.  Pa.,  in  place 
of  R.  E.  Giles.    Incimibent's  commission  expired  May  1.  1940. 

Frame  Shontz  to  be  postmaster  at  Conneaut  Lake.  Pa.,  in 
place  of  Frame  Shontz.  Incumt>ent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Foster  W.  Haverley  to  be  postmaster  at  Covington,  Pa.,  In 
place  of  F.  W.  Haverley.  Incimibent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

Rosa  V.  Hawk  to  be  postmaster  at  Cresco,  Pa.,  in  place  of 
R.  V.  Hawk.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February  13, 
1940. 

William  K.  Wrigley  to  be  postmaster  at  Curwensville,  Pa.. 
in  place  of  W.  K.  Wrigley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  28,  1940. 

Faye  M.  Slavin  to  be  postmaster  at  Eldred.  Pa.,  in  place  of 
F.  M.  Slavin.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  13.  1940. 

Walter  M.  Bauscher  to  be  postmaster  at  Fleetwood,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  W.  M.  Bauscher.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  18.  1939. 

Margaret  M.  Kavanagh  to  be  postmaster  at  Port  Washing- 
ton, Pa.,  in  place  of  M.  M.  Kavanagh.  Incumbent's  commis- 
sion expired  February  13,  1940. 

Carolyn  T.  Poulk  to  be  postmaster  at  Gap,  Pa.,  in  place  of 
C.  T.  Foulk.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  17.  1940. 

P.  Louise  Brant  to  be  postmaster  at  Garrett.  Pa.,  in  place 
of  P.  L.  Brant.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  9, 
1940. 

Adam  L.  Winters  to  be  postmaster  at  Holtwood,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  A.  L.  Winters.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  20, 
1940. 

Margaret  Clifford  Schandel  to  be  postmaster  at  Jefferson, 
Pa.,  in  place  of  M.  C.  Schandel.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  20. 1940. 

Claude  McCarty  to  be  postmaster  at  Leola.  Pa.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

RAmsey  P.  Williamson  to  be  postmaster  at  Liverpool,  Pa., 
in  place  of  R.  P.  Williamson.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  25,  1940. 

Joseph  G.  Weakland  to  be  postmaster  at  Meyersdale.  Pa., 
in  place  of  J.  G.  Weakland.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  9.  1940. 

Lajrton  A.  Wallace  to  be  postmaster  at  Nicholson,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  L.  A.  Wallace.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
Jime  25,  1940. 

William  R.  Kimble  to  be  postmaster  at  Nottingham.  Pa.,  in 
place  of  W.  R.  Kimble.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

S.  Burton  Fllckner  to  be  postmaster  at  Point  Marion,  Pa... 
in  place  of  S.  B.  Fllckner.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  9,  1940. 

Christian  S.  Lichllter  to  be  postmaster  at  Salisbury,  Pa.,  In 
place  of  C.  S.  Lichllter.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  9.  1940. 

Paul  H.  Shaak  to  be  postmaster  at  Sheridan.  Pa.,  In  place 
of  P.  H.  Shaak.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  1, 
1940. 

Morris  A.  Shappell  to  be  postmaster  at  Shoemakersville, 
Pa.,  in  place  of  M.  A.  Shappell.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  20.  1940. 

Michael  F.  Doran  to  be  postmaster  at  Spangler,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  M.  F.  Doran.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  Jime  25, 
1940. 

James  H.  Stewart  to  be  postmaster  at  Tarentum,  Pa..  In 
place  of  J.  H.  Stewart.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
9,  1940. 

Percy  W.  Walker  to  be  postmaster  at  Thompson,  Pa..  In 
place  of  P.  W.  Walker.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  27,  1939. 

LeRoy  R.  Herman  to  be  postmaster  at  Topton,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  L.  R.  Herman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January 
29.  1939. 
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Charles  S.  Shaw  to  be  postmaster  at  Waterford,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  C.  S.  Shaw.     Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  20. 

1940 

Catherine  W.  Stevenson  to  be  postmaster  at  Waverly.  Pa., 
in  place  of  C.  W.  Stevenson.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  20,  1940. 

Thomas  M.  Hiester  to  be  postmaster  at  Wemersville.  Pa.. 

In  place  of  T.  M.  Hiester.    Incumbent's  commission  expires 

June  20.  1940. 

ptrrRTO  RICO 

Marie  O.  Reyes  to  be  postmaster  at  Arecibo.  P.  R..  in  plac« 
of  M.  O.  Reyes.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24, 

1940.  r  „  „    ,       , 

Jose  Monserrate  to  b|e  postmaster  at  Salinas.  P.  R..  in  place 
of  Jose  Monserrate.    fiicxmibent's  commission  expired  April 

1.  1940. 

RHODE  ISLAND 

I^W    Samuel  W.  Smith.  3d.  to  be  postmaster  at  Jamestown.  R.  I.. 
"If*'* In  place  of  S.  W.  Smith.  3d.    Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
ptres  June  18.  1940. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Loyal  H.  McKnight  to  be  postmaster  at  Bruce.  S.  Dak..  In 
place  of  L.  H.  McKnight.    Incumbent's  commission  expires 

June  28.  1940.  ,^.     , 

Winfield  C.  Clark  to  be  postmaster  at  CanistoU.  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  W.  C.  Clark.    Incimibent's  commission  expires  June 

Ralph  L.  Chambers  to  be  postmaster  at  Clear  Lake,  S.  Dak.. 
In  place  of  R.  L.  Chambers.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

May  19.  1940.  „  „  ^   ,      , 

John  R.  Knapp  to  be  postmaster  at  Colome,  S.  Dak..  In  place 
of  J.  R.  Knapp.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  16. 

Ernest  P.  Heuer  to  be  postmaster  at  Florence.  8.  Dak.,  m 
place  of  E.  F.  Heuer.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 

Sebastian  A.  Archer  to  be  postmaster  at  Lake  Preston, 
8.  Dak.,  in  place  of  8.  A.  Archer.  Inciimbent's  commission 
expires  June  23,  1940. 

Sylvester  C.  Eisenman  to  be  postmaster  at  Marty.  S.  Dak.. 
In  place  of  Sylvester  Eisenman.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired February  27,  1940. 

Michael  P.  Garvey  to  be  postmaster  at  MUbank,  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  M.  P.  Garvey.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

16,  1940. 

Rose  Cole  Hoyer  to  be  postmaster  at  Wagner,  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  R.  C.  Hoyer.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

25   1940. 

Prank  D.  Pitch  to  be  postmaster  at  Wesslngton.  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  P.  D.  Pitch.  Incmnbent's  conunission  expires  June 
16,  1940. 

Edd  A.  Sinkler  to  be  postmaster  at  Wood.  S.  Dak.,  in  place 
of  E.  A.  Sinkler.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  1. 
1940. 

TENNESSEE 

Philip  T.  Young  to  be  postmaster  at  Baxter.  Tenn.,  in  place 
of  P.  T.  Young.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  July  3, 1939. 

Joseph  P.  Odle  to  be  postmaster  at  Camden.  Tenn..  in  place 
of  J.  F.  Odle.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  27. 

1939. 

Ottie  H.  Seaver  to  be  postmaster  at  Church  Hill,  Tenn.,  in 
place  of  O.  H.  Seaver.    Incimibent's  conunission  expired  June 

11    1940. 

George  N.  Fuller  to  be  postmaster  at  Collegedale.  Tenn.,  in 
place  of  G.  N.  Fuller.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 

27    1940. 

Robert  P.  Buchanan  to  be  postmaster  at  Fayette ville.  Tenn.. 
In  place  of  R.  F.  Buchanan.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

July  3. 1939. 

Nona  C.  Armstrong  to  be  postmaster  at  Martel,  Tenn.,  in 
place  of  N.  C.  Armstrong.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  14.  1940. 

Raymond  C.  Townsend  to  be  postmaster  at  Parsons.  Tenn.. 
in  place  of  R.  C.  Townsend-  Incumbents  commission  expired 
May  28,  1938. 


TEXAS  I 

Oliver  A.  Hale  to  be  postmaster  at  Abilene,  Tex.,  in  place  of 
O.  A.  Hale.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24.  1940. 

Peter  Hilton  WiUiams  to  be  postmaster  at  Albany,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  P.  H.  Williams.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19,  1940. 

Zack  Thomason  Burkett  to  be  postmaster  at  Archer  City. 
Tex.,  in  place  of  T.  L.  Ikard.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired August  7,  1939. 

Edith  M.  Bursey  to  be  postmaster  at  Brackettville,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  E.  M.  Bursey.  Incvunbent's  commission  expired  Feb- 
ruary 27,  1940. 

Alvin  Henry  Lohoefener  to  be  postmaster  at  Burkbumett, 
Tex.,  in  place  of  A.  H.  Lohoefener.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  May  19,  1940. 

Odis  A.  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  Eliasville.  Tex..  In  place 
Of  D.  E.  BiUingsley.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 

24,  1940. 

Oliver  P.  Ford  to  be  postmaster  at  Pabens.  Tex..  In  place  of 
O.  P.  Ford.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  16.  1940. 

Lizzie  Crawford  to  be  postmaster  at  Marathon,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  Lizzie  Crawford.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940.  i 

John  M.  Meiners  to  be  postmaster  at  Moulton.  Tex.,  in  place 
of  J.  M.  Meiners.  Incimibent's  commission  expired  June  3, 
1940. 

Wade  W.  Bamett  to  be  postmaster  at  Oakwood,  Tex..  In 
place  of  E.  L.  Tubb,  deceased. 

Cora  Read  to  be  postmaster  at  Plains,  Tex,  Office  became 
Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

Marcus  E.  Jud  to  be  postmaster  at  Rlesel.  Tex..  In  place  of 
M.  E.  Jud.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1.  1940. 

Hattle  Waller  to  be  postmaster  at  Trinity.  Tex..  In  place  of 
Hattle  Waller.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24. 
1940. 

Jennie  C,  Jenkins  to  be  postmaster  at  Tuscola,  Tex.,  In 
place  of  J.  C.  Jenkins.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 

19.  1940. 

Edwin  C.  Dlckschat  to  be  postmaster  at  Washington.  Tex., 
In  place  of  E.  C.  Dickschat.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  24.  1940. 

UTAH 

Elaine  S.  Peterson  to  be  postma.ster  at  Moab,  Utah,  In  place 
of  E.  S.  Peterson.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  January 

20.  1940. 

Marvin  P.  Draper  to  be  postmaster  at  Moroni.  Utah,  In 
place  of  M.  P.  Draper.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25,  1940. 

Nellie  M.  Ballard  to  be  postmaster  at  Woods  Cross.  Utah, 
in  place  of  N.  M.  Ballard.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

VERMONT 

Cornelius  Buckley  to  be  postmaster  at  Barton.  Vt..  In  place 
of  Cornelius  Buckley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
30.  1940. 

Forrest  E.  Allen  to  be  postmaster  at  Bradford.  Vt..  in  place 
of  P.  E.  Allen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  15, 
1939. 

James  J.  Ransehousen  to  be  postmaster  at  Bridgewater, 
Vt..  in  place  of  J.  J.  Ransehousen.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  February  7.  1940. 

Patrick  Mahoney  to  be  postmaster  at  Burlington.  Vt..  in 
place  of  Patrick  Mahoney.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  28.  1940. 

Albert  A.  LaFrance  to  be  postmaster  at  Derby  Line,  Vt.,  in 
place  of  A.  A.  LaFrance.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17.  1940. 

Maria  B.  Depatie  to  be  postmaster  at  Enosburg  Falls.  Vt., 
in  place  of  M.  B.  Depatie.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Rajnnond  P.  Streeter  to  be  postmaster  at  Franklin,  Vt., 
in  place  of  R.  P.  Streeter.  Incumbent's  conunission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 
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William  H.  Morlarty  to  be  postmaster  at  Northfield,  Vt., 
in  place  of  W.  H.  Moriarty.  Incumbent's  conunission  expired 
August  26,  1939. 

Alice  G.  Sheehan  to  be  postmaster  at  North  Troy,  Vt.,  in 
place  of  A.  G.  Sheehan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  27.  1940. 

Helen  P.  McKenna  to  be  postmaster  at  Norwich.  Vt..  in 
place  of  H.  F.  McKenna.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  22.  1940. 

William  Harbutt  to  be  postmaster  at  Putney.  Vt..  in  place 
of  William  Harbutt.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August 
2.  1939. 

Harold  J.  Sheehan  to  be  postmaster  at  Richmond.  Vt.,  in 
place  of  H.  J.  Sheehan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  22,  1940. 

Isabel  Neary  to  be  postmaster  at  Shelbume.  Vt..  in  place 
of  Isabel  Neary.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  12, 
1940. 

Lyman  W.  Sheldon  to  be  postmaster  at  South  Londonderry, 
Vt..  in  plnce  of  L.  W.  Sheldon.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired June  1,  1940. 

George  M.  Goodrich  to  be  postmaster  at  South  Royalton. 
Vt..  in  place  of  G.  M.  Goodrich.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  May  22.  1940. 

James  P.  Qilfeather  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Rutland. 
Vt..  In  place  of  J.  P.  Gilfeather.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  May  27.  1940. 

VIRGIKIA 

Benjamin  Harri.son  to  be  postmaster  at  Boyce.  Va.,  In  place 
of  Benjamin  Harrison.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  19.  1940. 

William  H.  Ranson  to  be  postmaster  at  Bremo  Bluflf,  Va., 
in  place  of  W.  H.  Ranson.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Bessie  8.  Burgess  to  be  postmaster  at  Fork  Union,  Va..  in 
place  of  B.  S.  Burgess.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  14,  1940. 

R.  Garnett  Claybrook  to  be  postmaster  at  Kilmarnock,  Va., 
in  place  of  E.  M.  Blake,  retired. 

Harold  W.  Hale.  Jr..  to  be  postmaster  at  Narrows,  Va.,  In 
place  of  H.  W.  Hale.  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  1.  1940. 

James  David  Miller  to  be  postmaster  at  Newport.  Va..  in 
place  of  J.  D.  Miller.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
18.  1940. 

John  William  Duncan  to  be  postmaster  at  Onancock.  Va., 
in  place  of  J.  W.  Duncan.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17.  1940. 

Abbott  D.  Gerberlch  to  be  postmaster  at  Pearisburg.  Va., 
in  place  of  A.  D.  Gerberlch.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  7,  1940. 

W.\SHINGTON 

Otto  N.  Soren.sen  to  be  postmaster  at  Edmonds,  Wash.,  in 
place  of  O.  N.  Sorensen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  21,  1940. 

Harvey  H.  Hartley  to  be  postmaster  at  Goldendale,  Wash., 
in  place  of  H.  H.  Hartley.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  16,  1940. 

Clara  R.  Monk  to  be  postmaster  at  Granite  Falls,  Wash., 
in  place  of  C.  R.  Monk.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  31.  1940. 

William  A.  Bauman  to  be  postmaster  at  Ljmden,  Wash., 
In  place  of  W.  A.  Bauman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  21,  1940. 

Ri.lph  C.  Cochran  to  be  postmaster  at  Snohomish.  Wash., 
in  place  of  R.  C.  Cochran.  Incumbent's  commission  exirired 
January  31.  1940. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Bennie  D.  Wiley  to  be  postmaster  at  Athens,  W.  Va.,  in 
place  of  B.  D.  Wiley.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
17.  1940. 

Oscar  R.  Conaway  to  be  postmaster  at  Barrackville,  W.  Va., 
In  place  of  O.  R.  Conaway.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 


Rupert  B.  Mapel  to  be  postmaster  at  Parmlngton,  W.  Va., 
in  place  of  R.  B.  Mapel.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Reuben  Williams  to  be  postmaster  at  Glen  Rogers,  W.  Va., 
in  place  of  Reuben  Williams.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  17,  1940. 

Anna  F.  Cole  to  be  postmaster  at  Hundred.  W.  Va..  in  place 
of  A.  F.  Cole.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  2.  1940. 

Arthur  Jackson  to  be  postmaster  at  Littleton,  W.  Va..  In 
place  of  Arthur  Jackson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  29,  1940. 

Alva  O.  Shelton  to  be  postmaster  at  Peach  Creek,  W.  Va., 
in  place  of  A.  O.  Shelton.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  2.  1940. 

J.  Leo  Holsberry  to  be  postmaster  at  Rainelle,  W.  Va.,  in 
place  of  J.  L.  Holsberry.  Incuml)ent's  commission  expired 
June  2.  1940. 

Rose  B.  Crabbe  to  be  postmaster  at  Ranson,  W.  Va.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

Maurice  C.  Carpenter  to  be  postmaster  at  Reedy.  W.  Va..  In 
place  of  M.  C.  Carpenter.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Benjamin  H.  Oxley  to  be  postmaster  at  Yawkey,  W.  Va. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

WISCONSIN 

Carroll  R.  Eaton  to  be  postmaster  at  Adams,  Wis.,  in  place 
of  C.  R.  Eaton.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  20. 
1940. 

Michael  P.  Becker  to  be  postmaster  at  Brilllon.  Wis..  In  place 
of  M.  P.  Becker.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  27, 
1940. 

Albert  A.  Beck  to  be  postmaster  at  Dorchester,  Wis..  In  place 
of  A.  A.  Beck.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  28, 
1940. 

Christian  A.  Hoen  to  be  postmaster  at  Edgerton,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  C,  A.  Hoen.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
17.  1940. 

George  Medley  to  be  postmaster  at  Fox  Lake,  Wis..  In  place 
of  George  Medley.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25, 
1940. 

George  B.  Meulemans  to  be  postmaster  at  Greenleaf ,  Wis.. 
In  place  of  G.  B.  Meulemans.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired April  1.  1940. 

Frank  J.  Mader  to  be  postmaster  at  Gresham,  Wis..  In 
place  of  F.  J.  Mader.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1.  1940. 

Henry  J.  Thoma  to  be  postmaster  at  Hartford.  Wis.,  In 
place  of  H.  J.  Thoma.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  27.  1940. 

John  J.  Hanley  to  be  postmsLster  at  Hudson,  Wis.,  in  place 
of  J.  J.  Hanley.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25, 
1940. 

Gilbert  W.  Kaepernick  to  be  postmaster  at  Iron  Ridge.  Wis., 
In  place  of  G.  W.  Kaepernick.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired March  3,  1940. 

George  A.  Sauter  to  be  postmaster  at  Kimberly,  Wis.,  In 
place  of  G.  A.  Sauter.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Au- 
gust 26,  1939. 

William  H.  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  Laona,  Wis.,  in  place 
of  W.  H.  Brown.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  28, 
1940. 

Cora  A,  Thompson  to  be  postmaster  at  McParland,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  C.  A.  Thompson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19.  1940. 

Henry  John  O'Brien  to  be  postmaster  at  Montfort.  Wis..  In 
place  of  H.  J.  O'Brien.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

Lila  E.  Town  to  be  postmaster  at  Nashotah,  Wis.,  in  place 
of  L.  E.  Town.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  12, 
1940. 

Russell  N.  Puller  to  be  postmaster  at  Osseo,  Wis..  In  place  of 
R.  N.  Puller.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  19,  1940. 

Roy  C.  Graham  to  be  postmaster  at  Owen.  Wis.,  in  place 
of  R.  C.  Graham.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  July  30, 
1939. 
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William  Reuschleln  to  be  postmaster  at  Plain.  Wis.,  in  place 
of  William  Reuschleln.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 

Harry  P.  Walker  to  be  postmaster  at  Plainfield,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  H.  P.  Walker.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 18.  1939. 

Alfred  E.  Von  Wald  to  be  postmaster  at  Sauk  City,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  A.  E,  Von  Wald.  Incimibent's  commission  expires 
June  16.  1940. 

Henry  J.  Voltz  to  be  postmaster  at  Schofleld.  Wis.,  in  place 
of  H.  J.  Voltz.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  26, 

1939. 

John  M.  Kippenhan  to  be  postmaster  at  Slinger.  Wis.,  in 
place  of  J.  M.  Kippenhan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  2&,  1940. 

Ralph  E.  Lyon  to  be  postmaster  at  Strum,  Wis.,  in  place 
of  R.   E.   Lyon.     Incumbent's  commission  expired   June   1, 

1940. 

John  W.  O'CallaKhan  to  be  postmaster  at  Suring.  Wis.,  in 
place  of  J.  W.  O'Callaghan.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  18,  1940. 

Harry  W.  Stimson  to  be  postmaster  at  Trempealeau.  Wis.. 
In  place  of  H.  W.  Stimson.  Incuml)ent's  commission  expired 
August  26.  1939. 

Eva  K.  Sheen  to  be  postmaster  at  Union  Grove,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  E.  K.  Sheen.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
16,  1940. 

Thomas  A.  Wiora  to  be  postmaster  at  Wild  Rose.  Wis.,  in 
place  of  T.  A.  Wiora.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
19.  1940. 

Julius  O.  Behm  to  bo  postmaster  at  Woodville.  Wis.,  in 
place  of  J.  G.  Behm.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
1,  1940. 

WYOMING 

James  B.  Harston  to  be  postmaster  at  Cowley,  Wyo..  in 
place  of  J.  B.  Harston.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Francis  R.  Peck  to  be  postmaster  at  Glenrock.  Wyo..  in 
place  of  F.  R.  Peck.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
1.  1940. 

Mark  N.  Hanna  to  be  postmaster  at  Lingle,  Wyo..  in  place 
of  M.  N.  Hanna.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25. 
1940. 

Bertha  I.  Prolander  to  be  postmaster  at  Sundance,  Wyo., 
In  place  of  B.  I.  Prolander.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired June  1.  1940.  ^ 

'  CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed   by   the   Senate  June   10 
i  {legislative  day  of  May  28) ,  1940 

Department  of  the  Interior 
Charles  E.  Jackson  to  be  Deputy  Commissioner  in  the 
Bureau  of  Fisheries. 

SECTJRrriES    AND    EXCHANGE    COBIMISSION 

Edward  C.  Elcher  to  be  a  member  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission. 

POSTBCASTERS 
ALASKA 

Augustus  H.  Kingsbury.  Jr..  Haines. 

CONNECTICUT 

John  J.  Lee.  Beacon  Palls. 
John  J.  Mahony.  Derby 
Clinton  A.  Theis.  Madison. 
Edna  M.  Jenkins.  Middlefleld. 
Charles  J.  Fields.  Norfolk. 
Charles  T.  Kelly.  Oakville. 
Charles  W.  Camp.  Plantsvllle. 
George  E.  Barton,  Salisbury. 

IDAHO 

Emory  Olson,  Deary. 
Sara  H.  Huff.  Driggs. 
George  P.  Walker.  Halley. 
Ralph  Waldo  Cope,  Harrison. 


KANSAS 

Arden  S.  Morris.  Elmdale. 
William  T.  Flowers,  Havensville. 
Christie  C.  Doughty.  Leon. 
Loraine  Champlin.  Long  Island. 
Walter  E.  Moore.  Manhattan. 
Barton  W.  Wherritt,  Montezuma. 
Ralph  W.  New.  Norcatur. 
George  D.  Brooks,  Oil  Hill. 
Harry  F.  Sloan.  Selden. 

NEBRASKA 

GotthiJf  I.  Pfeiffer,  Arlington. 

Lyman  G.  Gake.  Beaver  Crossing. 

Margaret  H.  Andersen,  Belgrade. 

Eli  V.  Balthazor.  Campbell. 

Gustav  A.  Koza,  Clarkson. 

Henry  C.  Paquin,  Dakota  City. 

Harry  H.  Row.  Davenport. 

James  A.  Sears,  Decatur. 

Frank  J.  Srb.  Dodge. 

Floyd  S.  Worthing.  Elm  Creek. 

Edna  M.  Miner,  Ericson. 

Emma  G.  Grabenstein.  Eustls. 

Frank  Ainsworth.  Exeter. 

Patrick  J.  Mullin.  Friend. 

Roy  W.  Bruce,  Genoa. 

Irene  L.  Barrett.  Greeley. 

Renald  A.  Tobey,  Gresham. 

Mary  Dolores  Jensen.  Hampton. 

George  B.  McDowell.  Hardy. 

Peter  P.  Braun.  Henderson. 

Isaac  D.  Brownfield,  Hershey. 

Bertha  E.  Busch,  Howells. 

Frederick  F.  Thomas.  Linwood. 

Arthur  H.  Barstler,  Nebraska  City. 

Orval  C.  Myers.  Nelson. 

Frank  H.  Kroger.  Newcastle. 

Kitty  Hennessy.  Platte  Center. 

George  H.  Woolman.  Republican  City, 

Inez  Gail  Lidgard.  Stockville. 

Leonard  L.  Rock.  Stratton. 

George  L.  Everett,  Union. 

Elmer  L.  Bunger.  Upland. 

Harry  E.  Chrlstensen,  Valparaiso. 

J.  Marie  D.  Rutledge.  Wilsonville. 

Russell  N.  Linkswiler,  Winnebago. 

NEW    YORK 

Philip  J.  Dwyer,  Chittenango. 
Jack  Batt,  Woodmere. 

NORTH    DAKOTA 

Mable  G.  Howell,  Sheldon. 

OHIO 

Leo  V.  Walsh,  Barberton. 
Mary  Costigan,  Berlin  Heights. 
John  L.  Keener,  Brookville. 
Alice  B.  Romie.  Fort  Loramie. 
John  D.  Reed,  Green  Springs. 
Henry  Beuchat,  Louisville. 
Sylvie  E.  Sovacool,  Peninsula. 
Paul  M.  Hawn,  Pleasant  Hill. 
Charles  Calvin  Myers.  Risingsun. 
Prank  Thompson,  Senecaville. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

George  Ed  Reed,  Vanderbilt. 

SOUTH   CAROLINA 

Russell  p.  Bamett.  Campobello. 
Frank  B.  Bynum.  Darlington. 
Mamie  C.  Spears.  Lamar. 
James  H.  Fox.  Lexington. 
John  W.  WUbanks,  Union. 


Richard  F. 


VIRCINIA 

Hicks,  Schuyler. 
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WASHINGTON 

Truman  W.  Chamberlain,  Quincy. 
Edward  V.  Pressentin,  Rockport. 
James  F.  Brislawn,  Sprague. 

WYOMING 

Grace  E.  Lyon,  Bums. 
Edmund  P.  Landers.  Casper. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

i         iMoNDAY,  June  10,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  M.  E.  Dodd,  D.  D.,  LL.  D.,  president  of  Dodd  College 
and  pastor  of  the  First  Baptist  Church  of  Shreveport,  La., 
oflered  the  following  prayer: 

O  God.  our  Heavenly  Father,  from  whom  cometh  every 
good  and  perfect  gift,  we  would  acknowledge  Thee  in  all  our 
ways  and  thereby  claim  Thy  promise  to  direct  our  paths.  We 
present  ourselves  before  Thy  face  with  a  deep  sense  of  un- 
worthiness.  We  would  humbly  confess  our  sins  and  the  ini- 
quities of  our  fathers.  We  deplore  our  personal  wrongdoings 
and  our  national  evils.  Look  upon  us  with  mercy,  we  beseech 
Thee,  and  graciously  pardon  aU  our  transgressions. 

And  now  as  a  new  day  dawns  with  its  impending  respon- 
sibilities, its  inspirative  duties,  and  its  overwhelming  tasks, 
give  us,  we  pray  Thee,  O  God,  of  that  wisdom  which  cometh 
down  from  above  for  our  problems  and  decisions,  give  us 
Thine  own  divine  and  omnipotent  strength  for  our  tasks,  and 
give  us  divine  guidance  for  our  perplexities. 

In  a  world  welter  of  chaos  and  confusion,  amidst  the 
swirling  tides  of  iniquity  which  threaten  to  engulf  the  whole 
human  race — deafened  by  wars  and  rumors  of  wars — with 
hell  vomiting  forth  its  sulfurous  fumes  of  death  and  destruc- 
tion, help  Thy  people.  O  God.  to  possess  their  souls  in  pa- 
tience, to  love  mercy,  do  Justly,  and  to  walk  humbly  before 
their  God. 

Amidst  all  the  fiery  darts  of  hatreds  which  fly  about  our 
heads  in  all  directions,  grant  us  the  grace  of  k>ve  and  good 
will,  keep  us  in  the  spirit  of  Him  who  had  the  high  courage 
and  the  deep  devotion  to  die  for  the  redemption  of  humanity, 
help  us  to  love  our  enemies  and  to  do  good  to  those  who  would 
despitefully  use  us. 

Blind  our  eyes,  we  beseech  Thee,  to  the  glaring  headlines 
and  stop  our  ears  to  the  blaring  blasts  of  raucous  radios  that 
would  lead  us  in  the  way  which  may  seem  right  unto  man  but 
which  Thou  knowest  are  the  ways  of  death. 

Help  us,  O  God.  to  act  with  sanity  in  an  Insane  world, 
and  while  condemning  the  injustices  which  run  rampant 
across  the  earth,  to  be  careful  that  we  ourselves  are  just, 
to  be  calm  amid  swirling  storms,  to  seek  peace  and  pursue  It. 
Free  us  from  all  national  self-seeking,  self-interest,  and 
hypocrisy.  Deliver  us,  we  pray  Thee,  from  the  wild  hysteria 
which  dethrones  reason  and  causes  men  to  act  unwisely  if 
not  wickedly,  deliver  from  the  taunting  fears  produced  by 
our  inferiority  complex  and  from  the  arrogant  bombast 
which  comes  from  a  superiority  complex,  while  clamorous 
calls  come  for  physical  courage,  give  us  great  moral  and 
Intellectual  courage.  May  we  be  so  consciously  true  and  right 
and  just  that  we  have  not  the  fear  of  man  before  our  face  but 
only  that  fear  of  God  which  is  the  beginning  of  all  wisdom. 

Help  us.  O  God,  to  demonstrate  the  virtue,  value,  and 
vitality  of  that  great  American  spirit  and  way  of  life,  "with 
malice  toward  none  and  charity  for  all,"  to  such  a  degree 
and  to  prove  its  workability  so  efifectively  among  ourselves 
that  all  the  world  may  become  a  brotherhood  of  nations  as 
we  are  a  sisterhood  of  States. 

Draw  the  circumference  of  our  vision  so  far  from  our  feet 
that  we  forget  the  swirling  eddies  of  the  moment  and  see 
all  the  newborn  tomorrows  in  which  our  children  and  grand- 
children must  live  in  the  same  world  with  the  children  and 
grandchildren  of  other  people.  With  faith  in  the  right  as 
God  gives  us  to  see  the  right,  help  us  to  go  forth  to  the  duties 
of  this  day  and  all  the  days.  And  this  Is  our  prayer  through 
Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 


The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Friday,  June  7, 1940.  was 
read  and  approved. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  were  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Latta, 
one  of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the  House  that  on 
the  following  dates  the  President  approved  and  signed  Joint 
resolutions  and  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 
On  June  6,  1940: 
H.  J.  Res.  400.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  President  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  proclaim  October  11,  1940, 
General  Pulaski's  Memorial  Day  for  the  observance  and  com- 
memoration of  the  death  of  Brig.  Gen.  Casimir  Pulaski; 

H.  R.  3955.  An  act  to  amend  section  335  (d)  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Adjustment  Act  of  1938; 

H.  R.  4229.  An  act  authorizing  the  conveyance  to  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Virginia  a  portion  of  the  naval  reservation 
known  as  Quantico  in  Prince  William  County,  Va.; 

H.  R.  4349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Lewis 
Marion  Garrard  Hale; 

H.  R.  5459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  P.  Lewis,  admin- 
istrator of  the  estate  of  Margaret  R.  Lewis; 

H.  R.  5880.  An  act  to  incorporate  the  Navy  Club  of  the 
United  States  of  America ; 

H.  R.  6481.  An  act  to  authorize  the  conveyance  of  the 
United  States  Fish  Hatchery  property  at  Put  in  Bay,  Ohio, 
to  the  State  of  Ohio; 

H.  R.  6552.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Gottlieb  Metzger; 
H.  R.  6964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Nathan 
Kaplan; 

H.  R.  7018.  An  act  to  amend  section  289  of  the  Criminal 
Code; 

H.  R.  7020.  An  act  to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  of  March 
4,  1931  (46  Stat.  1528),  in  regard  to  service  of  process  on  the 
United  States  in  foreclosure  actions; 

H.  R.  7078.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisition  by  the  United 
States  of  lands  in  Manchester  and  Jackson  townships  of  the 
county  of  Ocean  and  State  of  New  Jersey  for  use  in  coxinec- 
tion  with  the  Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  N.  J.; 

H.  R.  7084.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
regulate  proceedings  in  adoption  in  the  District  of  Columbia." 
approved  August  25,  1937; 

H.  R.  7615.  An  act  authorizing  the  Bradenton  Co.,  Its  suc- 
cessors and  assigns,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll 
bridge  across  Sarasota  Pass,  and  across  Longboat  Pass,  county 
of  Manatee.  State  of  Florida; 

H.  R.  7733.  An  act  to  provide  increased  pensions  for  veterans 
of  the  Regular  Establishment  with  service-connected  disabil- 
ity incurred  in  or  aggravated  by  service  prior  to  April  21,  1898; 
H.  R.  8373.  An  act  to  amend  section  79  of  the  Judicial  Code, 
as  amended; 

H.  R.  8403.  An  act  to  convey  certain  lands  to  the  State  of 
Wyoming; 

H.  R.  8423.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  in- 
crease the  efficiency  of  the  Coast  Guard,"  approved  January 
12,  1938; 

H.  R.  8537.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  enlargement  of  the 
Coast  Guard  depot  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Coast  Guard  servicing  base  at  or  near  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.; 

H.  R.  8983.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
accept  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  a  gift  of  the  yacht  f'ree- 
dom  from  Sterling  Morton; 

H.  R.  9013.  An  act  to  transfer  Hardeman  County,  Tex.,  from 
the  Fort  Worth  division  to  the  Wichita  Falls  division  of  the 
northern  judicial  district  of  Texas; 

H.  R.  9115.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  provide  for  the  parking  of  automobiles 
in  the  Municipal  Center; 

H.  R.  9210.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  es- 
tablish a  Board  of  Indeterminate  Sentence  and  Parole  for  Uie 
District  of  Columbia  and  to  determine  its  functions,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  July  15,  1932,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 
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H.  R.  9236.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  pro- 
vide bocks  for  the  adult  blind."  approved  March  3,  1931; 

H.  R.  9261.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencine:  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  railroad  bridge  across  the 
Missouri  River  at  or  near  Randolph,  Mo.;  and 

H.  R.  9553.  An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  certain  acts  per- 
taining to  the  Coast  Guard,  and  for  other  pvu-poses. 
On  June  7.  1940: 
H.  J.  Res.  265.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  to  make  studies  of  productivity  and  labor 
eosts  in  industry;  and 

H.  R.  1843.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  K.  J.  Foss. 
On  Junes,  1940: 

H.J.  Res.  260.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  removal  of 
the  statue  of  John  Marshall  from  its  present  site  on  the  Capi- 
tol Grounds  to  a  new  site  in  proximity  to  the  Supreme  Court 
Building ; 

H.  J.  Res.  302.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  compacts  or 
agreements  between  or  among  the  States  bordering  on  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  with  respect  to  fishing  in  the  territorial  waters 
and  bays  and  inlets  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean  on  which  such 
States  border,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  3048.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the  State  of 
Kansas  over  offenses  committed  by  or  against  Indians  on 
Indian  reservations; 

H.  R.  4282.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  June  30,  1938  (49 
Stat.  2041  >.  pro\'iding  for  the  administration  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  in  the  States  of  Virginia 
and  North  Carolina,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  4832.  An  act  for  the  protection  of  the  bald  eagle: 

H.  R.  5404.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  to  certain  lands  so  that  they  may 
become  part  of  the  Ochoco  National  Forest,  Oreg.; 

H.  R.  5477.  An  act  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians  of  the 
Crow  Reservation.  Mont.,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  5784.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  conservation  and 
transfer  of  accumulated  sick  leave  and  vacation  time  due 
classified  civil-service  employees  who  succeed  to  the  position 
of  postmaster,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  5906.  An  act  to  repeal  the  prohibition  against  the 
filling  of  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of  district  judge  for  the 
southern  district  of  New  York; 

H.  R.  5961.  An  act  granting  to  the  regents  of  the  University 
of  New  Mexico  the  right  to  alienate  certain  lands  conveyed  to 
them  under  authority  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  August 
19.  1935  (49  Stat.  659),  in  exchange  for  an  equivalent  amount 
of  land  more  expediently  situated; 

H.  R.  6751.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  laws  with  respect  to 
manifests  and  vessel  permits; 

H.  R.  7306.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  R.  Elliott: 

H.  R.  7833.  An  act  to  set  aside  certain  lands  for  the  Minne- 
sota Chippewa  Tribe  in  the  State  of  Mirmesota,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  7853.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Gallup  Mercantile 
Co..  of  Gallup.  N.  Max.; 

H.  R.  8086.  An  act  to  make  it  a  crime  to  wreck  or  attempt 
to  wreck  a  train  engaged  in  interstate  commerce; 

H.  R.  8317.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Hermosa-Redondo 
Hospital.  C.  Max  Anderson,  Julian  O.  Wilke.  Curtis  A. 
Wherry,  Hollie  B.  Murray.  Ruth  M.  Laird,  Sigrid  I.  Olsen, 
and  Stella  S.  Guy; 

H.  R.  8491.  An  act  authorizing  the  county  of  Knox,  State  of 
Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Niobrara,  Nebr.; 

H.  R.  8589.  An  act  to  authorize  the  county  of  Burt,  State 
of  Nebraska,  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Decatur,  Nebr,; 

H.  R.  8749.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
•  and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mis- 
souri River  at  or  near  Petersburg,  Mo.; 

H.  R.  8958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  grant  to  the  county  of  Wasme,  State  of  Michigan,  an  ease- 
ment over  certain  land  of  the  United  States  in  Wayne  County, 
Mich.,  for  a  sewage-disposal  line; 


H.  R.  9094.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi 
River  at  or  near  Winona,  Mirm.; 

H.  R.  9411.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  St.  Law- 
rence River  at  or  near  Ogdensburg,  N.  Y.;  and 

H.  R.  9441.  An  act  to  accept  the  grant  to  the  United  States 
of  certain  land  by  the  State  of  South  Carolina  and  to  author- 
ize its  use  by  the  United  States  Coast  Guard. 

SWEARING  IN  OF  MEMBER 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  com- 
munication from  the  Clerk  of  the  House: 

The  Speakis, 

House  of  Representatires.  Washington.  D.  C. 
Deas  Sir:  The  certiflcat*  of  election,  in  due  form  of  law,  of  Hon. 
Masgaret  Chase  Smith  as  a  Representative-elect  to  the  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress  from  the  Second  Congressional  District  of  Maine,  to 
Oil  the  vacancy  in  said  district,  is  on  file  In  this  ofQce. 
Very  truly  yours. 

South  Trimble. 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representativea. 

Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine  appeared  at  the  bar  of  the  House 
and  took  the  oath  of  ofBce. 

ORDER    OF    BUSINESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  month  or  5  weeks  ago, 
following  these  requests  to  proceed  for  a  minute  before  the 
legislative  program  of  the  day  is  taken  up,  I  announced 
that  I  would  object  to  anyone's  proceeding  for  1  minute 
and  extending  their  rem£irks  and  placing  extensicns  in  the 
PtEcoRD  at  that  place.  I  thought  this  was  generally  under- 
stood, but  it  seems  it  has  not  been  otxserved.  I  made  the 
statement  for  the  simple  reason  that  on  certain  days  before 
the  legislative  program  began  I  had  seen  a  dozen  pages  of 
the  Record  taken  up  with  these  1 -minute  speeches  and 
extensions  and  remarks.  I  hope  it  will  be  understood  that 
henceforth  anyone  who  desires  to  proceed  for  1  minute 
and  no  longer  and  not  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Record 
may  have  his  remarks  go  in  the  Record  at  that  point,  but 
if  there  is  an  extension,  carrying  out  my  former  statement, 
I  would  object  to  the  extension  being  placed  in  the  Record 
at  that  point. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  j'icld? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  What  would  happen  If 
a  Member  has  1  minute  and  is  in  the  middle  of  a  very  short 
statement?  What  position  would  that  leave  a  Member  in  if 
he  had  not  finished  the  sentence? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  good  Idea 
for  him  to  cut  his  cloth  accordingly. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Of  course,  the  gentle- 
man would  not  want  the  remarks  left  suspended  in  the  air. 
so  to  speak. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  No;  he  shoiUd  not  be  cut  off  between 
"and"  and  "applause."     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  understand  what  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  is  complaining  about,  but  we  would 
like  adequate  time. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  see  very  long  newspaper  articles  going 
into  the  Record  at  the  beginning  of  the  day  in  violation  of 
the  agreement. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  can  appreciate  that; 
but  if  the  Member  has  a  statement  of  his  own,  I  see  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  printed. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  do  not  either,  if  it  comprised  a  long 
minute.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  MUNDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  RAYBURN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  would  not  be 
willing  to  modify  his  suggestion  in  line  with  the  thought 
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that  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  MartimI  has 
expressed  said  limit  these  1 -minute  remarks  and  revision  to, 
cay,  300  words  or  250  words  of  a  Member's  own  statement. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Well,  if  a  Member  has  that  much  to 
I>lace  in  the  Record,  it  is  an  easy  matter  to  get  2  or  3  or  5 
minutes  after  Uie  legislative  program  is  over  for  the  day. 
I  want  people,  when  they  pick  up  the  Congressional  Record 
and  begin  to  read  it,  to  see  the  legislative  program  of  the  day 
first 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Time  will  be  rather  pre- 
cious in  the  next  several  weeks,  both  before  we  start  the 
proceedings  of  the  day  and  afterward,  and  the  ruling  might 
be  the  means  of  depriving  a  Member  of  getting  his  remarks 
In  the  Record. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  have  not  seen  the  House  in  such  a 
temper  before  adjournment  that  it  would  not  grant  a  Mem- 
ber 2  or  3  minutes, 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  But  there  are  435  Mem- 
bers of  the  House. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  There  are  not  that  many  that  take  up 
much  of  the  time  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
evidently,  contemplates  adjourning  within  a  few  weeks. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  hope  not;  and,  indeed, 
I  hope  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  will  Join  us  in 
keeping  the  Congress  here. 

IHere  the  gavel  fell.l 

I  I  FARM  island,  S.  DAK. 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6446)  amending 
section  4  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the  city  of 
Pierre,  6.  Dak.,  to  construct,  equip,  maintain,  and  operate 
on  Farm  Island.  S.  Dak.,  certain  amusement  and  recreationad 
facilities;  to  charge  for  the  use  thereof;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," with  a  Senate  amendment,  and  concvu-  In  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment  as  follows: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert: 

"That  section  8  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  authorize  the  city 
of  Pierre,  S.  Dak.,  to  construct,  equip,  maintain,  and  operate  on 
Farm  Island.  S.  Dak.,  certain  amusement  and  recreational  faculties; 
to  charge  for  the  use  thereof;  and  for  otber  purposes,'  approved 
Augiist  16.  1937.  ta  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

"  "Sk:.  3.  The  enterprises  authorized  to  be  operated  on  Farm 
Island  by  the  provisions  of  the  first  section  of  this  act  shall  be 
owned  and  operated  by  the  city  of  Pierre  or  by  concessionaires  of 
«uch  city.  All  funds  derived  by  such  city  from  the  operation  of 
■uch  enterprises  and  from  the  granting  of  concessions  for  the  oper- 
ation ot  such  enterprises  shall  be  maintained  by  such  city  in  a 
acparate  fund  and  shall  be  used  exclvislvely  for  the  p\irpo8e  of  main- 
taining, developing,  and  policing  Farm  Island.' 

"Sbc.  2  Section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following:  'Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  deemed  to  pro- 
lilbit  such  city,  such  State,  or  any  agency  of  the  United  States  per- 
forming functions  on  such  Island  from  removing  therefrom,  by  such 
means  as  it  may  deem  appropriate  (xr  advisable,  such  wild  animals 
and  wild  birds  (except  mlgratcry  birds  for  the  removal  of  which  a 
permit  has  not  been  Issued  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Migra- 
tory Bird  Treaty  Act)  as  may  become  detrimental  to  the  main- 
tenance of  said  Island  as  a  wild-game  refuge,  park,  or  forest.' 

"Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read :  "An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  authorize  the  city  of  Pierre.  8.  Dak.,  to  construct,  equip, 
maintain,  and  operate  on  Farm  Island,  8.  Dak.,  certain  amusement 
and  recreational  facilities;  to  charge  for  the  use  thereof;  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  August  16,  1937.'  *• 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana? 
TTiere  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred  in. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

OPERATIOlf  or  BOT7IJ>ER   POWER   PUMTT 

Mr.  SABATH,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted 
the  following  resolution,  for  printing  under  the  rule; 

House  Resolution  603 
Resolved,  That  Immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution 
It  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for 
the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9877,  a  biU  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  promulgate  and  to  put  Into  effect  charges  for 
electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the  ap- 


plication of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  operation 
of  the  Boulder  Power  Plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or  through 
agents,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  all  points  of  order  against 
said  bUI  are  hereby  waived.  That  after  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  2  hours, 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Conunlttee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclama- 
tion, the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  6-minute 
rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amend- 
ment, the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House 
with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  prevlotis 
question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments 
thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion,  except  one 
motion  to  recommit,  with  or  without  Instructions. 

son.  CONSERVATIOIf   AWD   DOMESTIC   ALLOTMENT   ACT 

Mr.  PULMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  H.  R.  9594,  to  amend 
section  12  (b)  of  the  Soil  Consei-vation  and  Domestic  Allot- 
ment Act,  as  amended,  by  authorizing  the  transfer  of  funds 
to  cover  advances  for  crop  insurance,  with  Senate  amend- 
ments thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments  and  ask 
for  a  conference. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  title  of  the 
bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biU. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  that  the  gentleman  make 
an  explanation  of  what  this  is. 

The  SPEAKER.  TTiis  is  merely  asking  to  disagree  to  the 
Senate  amendments  and  ask  for  a  conference.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Chair  appointed  the  following  conferees:  Mr.  Jones 
of  Texas,  Mr.  Pulmer,  Mr.  Doxey,  Mr.  Hope,  and  Mr.  Kinzer. 

cooperation    between    bureau    of    reclajcation    and    farm 
SECTTRrrr  administration 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  S.  3683,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  to  a  House  amendment,  and  agree  to 
the  Senate  amendment  to  the  House  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  Senate  amend- 
ment to  the  House  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  "1941 ",  Insert  the  following:  "1940,"  and  by  Insert- 
ing "during  the  fiscal  year  1941." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  under- 
stand it  this  is  merely  changing  the  date  on  which  the  legis- 
lation will  go  into  efifect. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  this  matter  was  be- 
fore the  House  by  unanimous  consent  the  bill  was  amended 
by  inserting  the  figures  "1941,"  and  in  striking  out  "1940." 
In  other  words,  this  bill  was  continued  for  a  period  of  1 
year.  That  amendment  was  amended  in  the  Senate,  when 
the  bill  went  back  to  the  Senate  by  adding  the  words  "during 
the  fiscal  year  1941."  I  think  that  is  a  proper  amendment  to 
TDAke  to  the  bill  and  I  am  asking  now  that  the  House  agree 
to  the  Senate  amendment  to  the  House  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 
extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  and  mclude  a  short 
article. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rscoeo. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALLl  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  an  editorial 
from  the  Binghamton  Press  entitled  "One  Point  Not 
Covered." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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'  LEAVE  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  regular  business  tomorrow  and  the 
disposition  of  such  special  orders  as  have  heretofore  beeu 
entered.  I  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  15  minutes. 

TTie  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

PROPOSED  MIl-ITARY  SERVICE  FOR   CERTAIN   PEOPLE  ON   RELIEF 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute,  and  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  in  conformity  with  the  statement  of  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Ratburn]. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  yesterday's  papers  carried  an 
Associated  Press  story  from  Trenton,  N.  J.,  to  the  effect  that 
relief  directors  up  there  are  proposing  to  refuse  relief  to  single 
persons  eligible  for  military  service  and  to  require  unmarried 
persons  in  needy  families  to  enlist  under  penalty  of  having 
their  relief  grants  reduced  if  they  refuse. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to  protest  against  this  proposal  with  all 
my  might.  Whoever  is  responsible  for  it  should  be  summa- 
rily removed  from  oflBce,  whether  he  be  a  high  Federal  official 
or  a  State  director. 

The  pagan  philosophy  that  the  poor  should  be  forced  to 
fight  or  starve  has  no  place  in  American  life.  I  hope  that  the 
New  Deal's  growing  dosire  to  involve  this  country  in  the 
E^iropean  war  is  not  ba^ed  on  the  premise  that,  since  it  has 
failed  for  over  7  years  to  provide  jobs  for  the  workers  of 
America,  it  now  looks  to  the  war  as  a  method  for  forcing  idle 
men  into  the  Army  and  thus  decreasing  unemployment. 

This  move  resembles  too  much  a  new  type  of  selective 
draft  in  which  the  poor  and  the  jobless  are  to  be  selected 
to  do  the  fighting.  To  apply  pressure  on  the  destitute  and 
Jobless  famlLes  of  America  to  serve  the  colors  or  starve  is 
the  height  of  ofBcial  arrogance.  In  peacetime  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States  are  recruited  by  volvmtary  enlist- 
ments: If  the  time  should  come  when  voluntary  enlistments 
will  not  suffice  to  meet  our  national  needs,  we  should  set  up 
universal  compulsory  military-service  provisions.  But  in 
neither  peacetime  nor  In  time  of  emergency  must  this  country 
permit  young  men  to  be  driven  to  enlist  by  fear  of  hunger. 
Officials  making  .such  proposals  are  guilty  of  a  flagrant  abuse 
of  power  and  their  arrogance  equals,  if  it  does  not  excel,  the 
power  politics  of  foreign  dictators.  It  must  be  stopped,  and 
stopped  at  once,  before  an  attempt  is  made  to  extend  this 
insidious  doctrine  to  other  States. 

TAXES  rOR  DEFENSE  PROGRAM 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  informed  that 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  has  proposed  a  plan  to  bor- 
row approximately  $4,000,000,000  to  be  expended  for  the  new 
additional  defense  program.  And  this  $4,000,000,000  is  to  be 
repaid  through  additional  taxes  at  the  rate  of  approximately 
$1,004,000,000  per  year  for  the  next  5  years,  in  line  with  tax 
bill  that  is  to  be  considered  tomorrow.  The  thing  in  which  I 
am  particularly  interested  this  morning  is  that  the  legislation 
be  safeguarded  so  that  extra  taxes  that  are  to  be  raised  for 
the  payment  of  this  defense  program  shall  be  used  for  that 
purpose,  and  for  that  purpose  only.  All  the  money  that  is 
raised  under  this  new  tax  program  should  be  kept  in  a  sep- 
arate fund.  You  may  call  It  a  trust  fund  if  you  want  to; 
in  any  event  it  should  be  accounted  for  separately  and  used 
for  the  absolute  purpose  of  defraying  the  additional  expense 
raised  under  the  new  program. 

The  American  people  are  practically  vmanimous  in  their 
opinion  that  It  is  necessary  that  we  expend  large  smns  of 
money  for  defense,  but  I  think  they  are  entitled  to  know 
that  the  new  and  additional  taxes  that  will  be  levied  against 
them  win  be  used  for  that  specific  purpose.    So  if  it  takes 


four  billion  or  five  billion  dollars  or  whatever  amoimt  it  re- 
quires, we  must  at  the  same  time  provide  for  the  payment 
of  these  bonds  within  a  reasonable  period  of  time.  CXir  coun- 
try is  already  $45,000,000,000  in  debt,  and  while  the  tax  load 
may  seem  heavy,  I  do  not  think  we  have  a  right  to  expect 
the  future  generations  to  pay  the  increased  obligations  that 
we  find  necessary  to  impose  under  the  present  emergency. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  also  informed  through  the  press  tlil5 
morning  that  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  Is  going  to 
study  the  question  of  taxes  on  excess  profits,  with  a  view  of 
submitting  legislation  on  this  subject  some  time  next  year. 
Mr.  Speaker,  now  is  the  time  to  give  that  subject  study.  Get 
to  work  on  it  in  this  session  here  and  now.  Then  bring 
the  bill  to  the  House  and  consider  it  during  the  present  ses- 
sion, because  we  are  not  going  to  adjourn  right  away.  It  is 
cur  duty  to  stay  right  here,  at  least  until  the  present  crisis 
has  subsided.  Let  us  not  wait  until  next  January  or  next 
year.    Now  is  the  time  to  do  it,    [Applause.] 

EXTENSON  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  address  given  by  Frank  Gannett  at  Rutland.  Vt.;  also  a 
short  endorsement  by  Fred  Brenckman,  of  the  National 
Grange. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KUNKEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  and  include  an 
article  on  the  American  flag  which  appeared  in  this  morning's 
Issue  of  the  Times-Herald. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

profiteerenc  on  farm  machinery 

Mr.  GOSSETT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GOSSETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  know  all  of  us  feel  there 
should  be  no  profiteering  out  of  human  distress,  and  we  all 
commend  the  President  in  his  determination  to  see  that  no 
one  profits  out  of  the  present  crisis.  In  our  struggle  to  give 
parity  to  the  American  farmer  we  should  remember  that  there 
is  no  difference  in  the  farmer  selling  for  more  and  buying 
for  less.  One  of  the  institutions  that  has  profiteered  off  the 
farmer  for  years  is  the  Farm  Machinery  Trust.  The  Inter- 
national Harvester  Co.,  the  head  of  the  farm- machinery 
monopoly,  a  few  years  ago  contributed  a  plant  in  Russia  to 
the  Communists.  They  lost  about  $38,000,000  in  their  Rus- 
sian investment.  I  assume  that  was  charged  up  to  the 
American  farmers.  They  have  two  plants  in  Germany  and 
three  plants  in  France.  They  do  not  know  what  is  being 
done  with  their  German  plants  nor  what  is  to  become  of 
their  French  plants.  I  assume  the  American  farmer  is  going 
to  pay  for  these  losses. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

amending  sections  2803    (E)   AND  2903  OF  INTERNAL  REVENUE  CODS 

Mr.  McCORMACK,  by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  the  bill  (H.  R.  9909)  to  amend  section 
2803  (c)  and  2903  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Union  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

MORE  SUPPLIES  FOR  THE  ALLIES 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUPtDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  presume  my 
mail  is  t3T)ical  of  the  mail  received  by  the  membership  of 
this  House.  During  the  last  4  days  I  have  received  more  than 
a  thousand  messages  from  the  State  of  Arizona,  from  all 
parts  of  the  State,  from  p.-ivate  citizens,  and  from  organiza- 
Uons.  The  unanimous  verdict  in  those  letters,  without  ex- 
ception, has  been  that  the  American  people  ought  to  take 
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steps  now  to  furnish  more  materials  to  the  Allies — guns, 
tanks,  munitions,  and  that  sort  of  thing.  Out  of  the  entire 
correspondence  of  more  than  a  thousand  telegrams  and  let- 
ters I  have  received  only  six  which  intimate  or  declare  that 
we  ought  to  Join  the  Allies  in  the  war  at  once.  A  considerable 
proportion  of  these  constituents  would  have  us  extend  credit. 
We  should  do  all  short  of  war,  is  the  universal  verdict  of 
the  correspondence  I  have  received  during  the  last  4  days. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

I  I  EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mi-.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

•niere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  by  including  an  editorial  in 
the  June  6  issue  of  the  largest  Wisconsin  newspaper,  the 
Milwaukee  Journal,  entitled  "Where  to  Start  on  the  'Fifth 
Column.' " 

The  SPEAKER.   Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAFEIR  of  Wisconsin.  I  also  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent, Mr.  Speaker,  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  another  editorial  from  this  large  newspaper,  from 
the  June  7.  1940.  issue,  entitled  "Roosevelt  Goes  Too  Far." 

The  SPEAKEni.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  I  assure  you  they 
are  my  own  remarks.    [Laughter.] 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  brief  extracts 
from  three  recent  editorials. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  tmanimous  consent 
to  place  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  two  essays  by  con- 
stituents of  mine  as  part  of  an  Americanization  contest  held 
by  the  American  Legion,  and  a  letter  from  the  president  of 
Bluffton  College,  a  great  American  In  my  district. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  oblection. 

Mr.  BLACKNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  a  brief  edi- 
torial from  the  Flint  JournaL 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Horton  was  granted  permis- 
sion to  extend  his  own  remarks. 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  by  including  a  brief  editorial  of 
June  7  from  the  Oalesburg  Register-Mail  entitled  "Let  Con- 
gress Stay  and  Saw  Wood." 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  view  of  the  widespread 
interest  in  the  adjournment  of  Congress.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  and 
insert  therein  four  typical  letters  which  I  have  received  from 
residents  of  Minnesota  regarding  this  subject. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

COMPULSORY  MILITARY  TRAINIWO 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  last  Saturday  evening  250 
alumni  of  an  eastern  college,  after  hearing  a  New  York  capi- 
talist declare  that  a  bill  to  require  compulsory  military  train- 
ing would  be  ready  for  Congress  soon,  approved  a  proposal 
to  conscript  manpower  in  peacetime  as  well  as  for  war  service. 


I  am  sure  that  Members  of  Congress  win  be  grateful  for 
such  gratuitous  advice  in  building  up  a  militaristic  back- 
ground for  our  country.  However,  It  Is  Indeed  strange  that 
these  suiierpatrlots  have  failed  to  make  any  proposals  for 
the  conscription  of  capital.  Industry,  and  material  resources 
for  national  defense.  Surely  they  recall  the  reprehensible 
profiteering  during  the  World  War.  when  billions  of  dollars 
were  squandered  and  wasted  In  the  production  of  munitions 
and  armaments. 

Do  these  patriots  Insist  that  manpower  should  be  drafted 
while  unbridled  profits  are  made  by  Industry?  If  young 
Americans  should  be  conscripted,  whsr  not  apply  this  same 
principle  to  capital?  There  will  be  greater  unity  and  stronger 
national  defense  In  this  coimtry  when  this  principle  Is  firmly 
established. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SCHIFPLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  Include  a  letter 
received  from  a  South  Dakota  mother  of  two  sons  of  military 
age. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

CONGRESS  SHOULD  STAY  IN  SESSION 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  1  minute  is  not  a  very  long  time, 
but  it  is  longer  than  it  took  the  President  to  say  that  the 
Congress  ought  to  go  home  and  let  him  handle  the  affairs  of 
the  Nation.  The  majority  leader  now  wants  to  curb  those 
who  desire  to  make  1 -minute  speeches  or  insert  their  remarks 
in  the  Congressional  Record  at  this  point.  It  seems  as 
though  they  are  driving  to  get  rid  of  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress, telling  them  they  ought  to  go  back  home. 

I  say  that  if  you  Members  of  Congress  do  go  back  home 
you  will  be  faced  by  your  constituents  telling  you  you  ought 
not  to  have  come  back  home;  that  you  should  have  stayed 
here;  that  Congress  should  stay  in  session  and  attend  to  the 
business  of  the  country,  and  see  that  this  country  is  not 
taken  into  the  war.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an 
editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POLK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  brief  editorial  from  a  newspaper  in  my  district. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

District  or  Columbia  Calendar 

The  SPEAKER.  This  is  the  day  on  which  business  on  the 
District  of  Columbia  Calendar  is  in  order.  The  Chair  recog- 
nizes the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Randolph]. 

SALE  OF  products  OF  CONVICT  LABOR  PROHIBITED  IN  DISTRICT  OP 

COLUMBIA 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10011)  to  prohibit  the  sale  in  the  District  of  Columbia  of 
products  of  convict  labor,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
it  may  be  considered  in  the  House  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia"? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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The  Clerk  read  the  bill  as  follows: 

To  prohibit  the  sale  In  the  District  of  Columbia  of  products  cf 

convict  labor 

Be  it  eruurted.  etc..  That  It  shall  be  unlawful  to  sell,  or  offer  for 
sale,  within  the  District  cX  Columbia,  any  goods,  wares,  or  merchan- 
dise maniifactured.  produced,  or  mined  wholly  or  in  part  by  convicts 
cT  prisoners  (except  by  convicts  or  prisoners  on  parole  or  probation), 
or  in  any  penal  or  reformatory  Institution:  Provided,  however.  That 
thUi  act  shall  not  apply  to  the  sale  or  offer  for  sale  of  any  such 
giKxLs.  ware*,  or  merchandise  to  the  government  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  or  the  Ooverrunent  of  the  United  States. 

S»c.  2.  Whoever  violates  any  provision  of  this  act  shall,  upon  con- 
viction. t>e  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  less  than  $50  nor  more  than 
6100.  or  by  Impri-sonment  In  the  District  of  Columbia  Jail  for  not 
less  than  3  months  nor  more  than  1  year,  or  by  both  such  fine  and 
Imprisonment. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Randolph:  Page  1.  strike  out  all  of 
lines  8  to  11,  Inclusive,  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following  new 
section: 

"Sec.  2.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  officer,  employee,  or  agent  of 
the  municipal  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  buy,  take 
In  exchange,  or  otherwise  acquire  for  the  use  cf  the  municipal 
government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  or  any  governmental  offlce. 
agency,  or  establishment  thereof,  any  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise 
described  In  soctlon  1  of  the  act  other  than  motor-vehicle  license 
tags  and  laundry  facilities  and  services:  And  provided  further.  That 
this  law  shall  noi  apply  to  the  sale  or  offer  for  sale  of  any  goods. 
wares,  or  merchandise  to  any  charitable  or  religious  Institution." 

Page  a.  line  1.  strike  out  "Sec.  2"  and  insert  "Bee.  3  " 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  offered  this  amend- 
ment In  order  to  prevent  the  use  of  convlct-madc  brick  In 
the  District  of  Columbia.  At  the  present  time  a  brick  plant  is 
/  operated  at  the  District  penal  Institution,  and  this  product  Is 
'  used  on  municipal  construction  here,  as  In  the  case  of  the  new 
National  Guard  Armory  which  Is  Just  being  started.  This 
appean  to  me  to  be  unfair  competition  with  private  Industry, 
particularly  with  brick  plants  In  the  surrounding  area.  I  oe- 
lleve  this  practice  should  be  stopped. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yleld7 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  very  glad  to  see  the  gentle, 
man  offer  this  amendment.  My  Information  Is  that  this  brick 
competes  with  private  Industry  In  the  sale  of  brick  to  the 
municipality  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  also  through 
bidding  on  contracts  for  the  United  States  Government. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  The  gentleman  is  correct  In  that  ob- 
servation.    I  am  sorry  I  did  not  mention  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  gentleman 
recognize  this  further  fact— that  a  great  part  of  our  relief 
burden  comes  from  the  class  of  labor  which  works  in  brick- 
yards and  similar  plants.  This  Congress  has  gene  on  record 
time  and  time  again  against  convict  labor's  competing  with 
private  industry  everywhere  except  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, and  I  am  glad  to  see  the  gentleman  alert  and  on  the  job 
in  the  matter  of  preventing  it  here. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  observa- 
tion. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  understand  that  brick  is  the  only 
prison-made  product  sold  here. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.     The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  RICH.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  How  many  bricks  sold  in  the  District  are  made 
by  convict  labor? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  do  not  have  the  exact  figure,  but  cer- 
tainly enough  to  construct  a  large  building  or  buildings  here 
in  the  District  of  Columbia.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania.  It  is  my  understanding  the  capacity  is  eight 
to  ten  million  brick  each  year.  In  private  employment  this 
would  approximate  eight  to  ten  thou£and  man-hours  of 
lat>or. 

Mr.  RICH.  Do  they  compete  very  materially  with  free 
labor? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Yes;  it  is  in  real  competition  with  private 
industry. 


Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  did  not  mean  say  that  the  Gov- 
ernment had  planned  to  use  entirely  the  brick  made  by  con- 
vict labor? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  In  the  one  Item  on  the  new  armory  it 
was  so  planned;  yes.  That  is  why  this  bill  has  been  intro- 
duced. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  congratulate  the  mayor  of  the  District  in 
stopping  that  practice. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  really  I  am  not  opposed  to  the  pending  amend- 
ment, but  I  do  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  members  of  » 
the  District  Committee,  and  especially  of  those  members 
coming  from  the  cotton  States,  to  a  condition  that  exists  in 
the  District  of  Columbia.  A  technician  in  the  highway  de- 
partment has  issued  an  order  that  all  cement  shipped  into 
the  District  of  Columbia  for  projects  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia shall  be  in  paper  bags.  For  40  years  cement  has  been 
shipped  in  cctton  bags  which  are  cheaper.  A  cotton  bag  is 
about  7'/2  cents  cheaper  than  a  paper  bag.  The  paper  bags 
are  thrown  away,  while  the  cotton  bags  are  cleaned  and  sent 
back,  and  will  ]a.st  for  five  shipments.  It  is  absolutely  useless 
to  pay  30  cents  more  for  400  pounds  of  cement  when  we  have 
a  surplus  of  cotton.    This  should  be  looked  Into. 

Mr.  RICH.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  Does  the  gentleman  know  whether  these  paper 
bags  are  made  out  of  Imported  pulp? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  I  Imagine  that  they  are  made  out  of 
Imported  pulp;  yes. 

Mr.  RICH.  Then  this  ought  to  be  stopped  and  It  should  b« 
done  at  once. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Will  the  gentleman  give  us  the  name  of  the 
man  who  ordered  this  done? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Yes;  I  can.  I  will  do  that  later.  I  am 
Just  calling  it  to  the  attention  of  the  committee  because  thia 
practice  should  be  stopped. 

The  pro  forma  amendment  was  withdrawn. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  I  Mr.  Randolph]. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

RECORDING     AND     RELEASING     OF     LIENS     FOR      MOTOR      VEHICLES 

AND  TRAILERS 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  biU  (H.  R, 
9907)  to  provide  for  the  recording  and  releasing  of  liens  by 
entries  on  certificates  of  title  for  motor  vehicles,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  may  be 
considered  in  the  House  as  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Randolph]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  as  used  herein — 

"Person"  shall  include  one  or  more  individuals,  firms  or  vmlncor- 
porated  associations,  or  corporations. 

"Director"  shall  mean  the  director  of  vehicles  and  traffic  of  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Including  asslstanU  or  agents  duly  designated 
by  the  Commissioners. 

"Recorder '  shall  mean  the  recorder  of  deeds  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Including  assistants  or  agents  duly  designated  by  the 
recorder. 

"Certificate  ■  shall  mean  a  certificate  at  title  for  a  motor  vehicle 
or  trailer  Issued  by  the  director. 

"Owner"  shall  mean  the  person  to  whom  such  certificate  Is  Issued 
by  the  director. 

"Uen"  shall  mean  any  right  or  Interest  In  or  to.  or  lien  or  en- 
cumbrance upon  any  motor  vehicle  or  trailer,  or  the  equipment  or 
accessories  affixed  or  sold  to  be  affixed  thereto,  In  favor  of  a  person 
other  than  the  owner,  except  (1)  a  sale  of  such  motor  vehicle  or 
trailer  accompanied  by  delivery  of  possession  and  on  execution  of 
the  assignment  on  the  back  of  the  certificate  covering  It,  or  (2)  any 
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possessory  lien  no^  or  hereafter  provided  by  law  or  any  lien  acquired 
In  any  jurtlcial  proceeding. 

"Instrument"  shall  mean  any  written  instnmient  signed  and 
acknowJedged  by  an  owner  creating  such  lien. 

"Lien  Information"  shall  mean  the  amount,  kind,  date  of  Hen, 
name  and  address  of  holder,  and  recorder's  record  number.  If  any. 

Sec.  2.  During  the  time  a  certificate  is  outstanding  for  any  motor 
vehicle  or  trailer,  no  Hen  against  such  motor  vehicle  or  trailer  or  any 
equipment  or  accessories  affixed  or  sold  to  be  affixed  thereto  shall  be 
valid  except  as  between  the  parties  and  as  to  other  persons  having 
actual  notice,  unless  and  until  entered  on  such  certificate  as  here- 
inafter set  forth:  Prot?ided,  That  the  foregoing  shaH  not  apply  to 
a  Hen  or  Hens  in  existence  at  the  effective  date  of  this  act  against 
a  motor  vehicle  or  trailer  for  which  a  certificate  is  outstandmg  at 
the  effective  date  of  this  act,  or  any  equipment  or  accessories  affixed 
thereto.  The  provisions  of  sections  546  and  547,  subchapter  3. 
chapter  X\T.  of  the  Code  of  Laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall 
not  apply  to  liens  recorded  as  herein  provided  and  a  Hen  shall  have 
no  greater  validity  or  effect  during  the  time  a  certificate  Is  out- 
standing for  the  motor  vehicle  or  trailer  covered  thereby  by  reason 
of  the  fact  that  the  Hen  has  been  filed  in  accordance  with  said 
sections  or.  In  the  case  of  a  conditional  sales  contract,  that  the 
purchase  price  of  the  property  does  not  exceed  $100. 

Sec.  3.  In  the  absence  of  agreement  of  all  parties  affected  and  in 
the  absence  of  circumstances  estopping  a  Hen  holder  from  insisting 
upon  such  rights.  Hen  shall  be  entered  on  the  certificate  by  the 
recorder  and  shall  have  priority  among  themselves  In  the  following 

order : 

(a)  If  the  motor  vehicle  or  trailer  has  been  previously  titled  or 
registered  In  this  or  some  other  Jurisdiction,  unsatisfied  Hens  shown 
by  the  previous  certificate,  title,  registry,  or  proof  of  ownership  fhall 
be  entered  In  the  order  in  which  they  appear  on  such  previous  cer- 
tificate, title,  registry,  or  proof  of  ownership. 

(b)  Liens  for  which  instruments  arc  presented  with  the  applica- 
tion for  the  certificate.  ^  ^.   _ 

(c)  Liens,  where  the  instruments  are  pretrnted  for  recording, 
toffcther  with  the  certificate.  Irrespective  of  the  fact  that  cm  or 
more  instruments  not  entered  on  the  certificsu  may  have  been 
prcvlouMy  presented  for  recording  without  such  certificate. 

Id)  Ai  brtwien  two  or  more  instruments  presented  for  reoordlnc 
without  the  ceriiflcate.  iht  one  first  presented  for  rtcordlng  shall 
have  priority  ^  ..    ^ 

§K  i  An  in»«trum»nt  shall  be  In  writing;  »h»n  show  the  name 
and  address  of  the  holder,  the  trade  name  ond  ennlne  number  of  thn 
motor  vehicle  or  the  trade  name  and  •erlMl  number,  if  any,  of  the 
trailer;  •h4ll  be  nigned  by  the  parties  and  nclinowledged  by  the 
owner  In  the  manner  provided  by  law  for  deeds  of  real  estate.  A 
Hen  shall  not  be  entered  upon  a  certificate  unless  (I)  the  motor 
vehicle  or  linller  hs«  been  previously  titled  or  registered  In  this  or 
some  other  jurisdiction  and  the  Hen  is  nhcwn  upon  such  previous 
certificate,  title,  registry,  or  proof  of  ownership;  or  (3)  such  an 
Instrument  Is  presented  for  recording  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
this  act;  or  (3)  the  Hen  Is  shown  on  the  appllcetlon  for  a  certificate, 
and  was  created  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  act  or  was  created 
while  the  motor  vehicle  or  traUer  was  titled  or  registered  in  some 
other  JurlFdictlon.  ^  ^  ,       w,      w  ,. 

Sec  5.  The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  assign 
to  the  recorder  space  In  the  offlce  of  the  director,  and  the  recorder 
ShaH   furnish   and   maintain   the   necessary   furniture,   equipment. 
cards  hereinafter  mentioned,  and  other  supplies,  and  the  required 
personnel  fcr  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 
Sec   6.  Applications  for  certificates.  In  addition  to  all  other  mat- 
ters whlcn  may  be  required  by  law.  shall  show  under  oath  whether 
or  not  there  are  any  Hens  against  the  motor  vehicle  or  trailer  or 
any  equipment  or  accessories  affixed  thereto,  and,  if  so.  the  Hen 
information  In  the  order  of  its  priority,  and  shall  be  accompanied 
br  instruments  or  any  other  papers  necessary  to  entitle  Hens  to  be 
entered  on  the  certificate.     Upon  receipt  by  the  recorder  from  the 
director  of  an  application  for  a  certificate  and  accompanying  docu- 
ments   If  any,  or  on  the  application  for  a  duplicate,  the  recorder 
shall  compare  the  statements  in  the  application  as  to  liens  with 
his  records  and  the  documents  and  instruments  accompanying  the 
application,  and  If  such  statements  are  Incorrect  or  Incomplete  or 
If  any  of  the  Hens  shown  by  the  application  are  not  entitled  to  be 
entered  on  the  certificate  In  the  same  order  as  they  appear  on  the 
application,  the  recorder  shall  return  all  of  said  papers  to  the  direc- 
tor and  advise  him  of  the  reasons  therefor.     If  the  statements  as 
to  Hens  are  full.  true,  and  complete,  and  all  Hens  shown  by  the 
application  are  entitled  to  t)€  entered  on  the  certificate  In  the  same 
order  as  they  appear  on  the  application,  the  recorder  shall  stamp 
on  the  application  the  words  "Statements  as  to  Hens  In  accordance 
with  records."  a  facsimile  of  his  signature,  and  the  date,  shall  accept 
aH  instruments  accompanying  the  application  for  recording,   and 
ShaH  stamp   his  record   number  opposite   the   statement   of   each 
lien  on  the  application  for  certificate.     The  recorder  shall  retain 
the  instruments  for  his  permanent  file  and  collect  the  fees  and 
charges  thereon  and  return  the  application  and  aU  other  papers 
to  the  director,  who  shall  thereupon  deliver  same  to  a  representa- 
tive of  the  collector  of  taxes  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  stationed 
in  the  offlce  of  the  director.     Said  representative  shall  then  collect 
from  the  application  or  his  represenUtlve  all  fees  and  charges  in 
connection  with  the  Issuance  of  the  certificate  and  shaH  return  said 
application  and  papers  to  the  director.     The  director  shall  there- 
upon issue  the  certificate,  and  where  liens  are  shown  on  such  an 
application  shall  stamp  upon  each  of  two  cards,  the  size  of  which 
shall  be  fixed  by  the  director,  and  shall  deliver  such  certificate.  Its 
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application,  cards,  if  any,  and  the  identification -tag  application  to 
the  recorder.  If  the  application  for  title  shows  no  Hens,  the  re- 
corder shall  stamp  on  the  certificate  and  on  the  reverse  side  of 
that  portion  of  the  application  for  Identification  tags  known  as 
"CoUector's  Coupon  '  the  words  "No  Liens  Shown  by  Records"  and 
the  date.  If  the  application  shows  Hens,  the  recorder  shall  stamp 
aforesaid  "Collector's  Coupon"  with  the  words  "Lien  Recorded"  and 
shall  enter  the  Hen  Information  on  certificate  and  on  each  of  the 
said  cards.  The  aforesaid  stamping  and  entering  shall  be  made  on 
the  face  of  the  certificate  In  the  space  provided  for  the  use  of  the 
recorder.  The  recorder  shall  then  deliver  both  applications  and 
the  papers  attached  and  the  certificate  to  the  director,  who  shall 
retain  the  application  and  the  papers  attached,  and  shall  deliver 
or  mall  the  certificate  to  the  record  holder  of  the  first  Hen  shown 
thereon  or  his  representative;  or  if  there  are  no  Hens,  then  to  the 
owner  or  his  representative 

Sec.  7.  When  it  is  desired  to  have  a  Hen  entered  on  a  certificate 
theretofore  Issued,  the  instrument  and  the  certificate  shall  be  pre- 
sented to  the  recorder  In  the  offlce  of  the  director  and  upon  the 
payment  of  the  necessary  fees  to  the  representative  of  the  recorder 
of  deeds  of  the  District  of  Columbia  In  the  offlce  of  the  director  the 
recorder  shall  accept  the  Instruments  for  recording,  and  unless  he 
has  cards  covering  said  motor  vehicle  or  trailer  the  director  shall 
stamp  cards  in  the  manner  set  forth  in  section  6.  The  recorder 
shall  enter  the  Hen  Information  on  the  certificate  In  the  space  here- 
inbefore mentioned  and  on  eafh  of  said  cards  ond  shall  deliver  or 
mall  the  certificate  to  the  record  holder  of  the  first  unsatisfied 
Hen  shown  thereon  or  his  representative. 

Sec.  8.  The  rights  of  the  holder  of  an  unsatisfied  Hen  shown  on 
a  certificate  may  be  as-Mgned  by  an  arslgnment  In  writing,  which 
shall  show  the  name  and  address  of  the  ssBlgnee.  the  trade  name 
and  engine  number  of  the  motor  vehicle,  or  the  trade  name  and  serial 
number,  if  any.  of  the  troller.  and  the  recorder'!  record  number  of 
the  Instrument,  or.  if  none.  «  brief  description  «ufBclent  to  identify 
the  Hen  shall  be  signed  by  the  holder  of  the  Hen  and  acknowledged 
by  him  in  the  manner  provided  by  law  for  deeds  of  real  estate. 
Upon  prei-entstldn  of  an  sMlgnmenl  ond  a  certlflcste  and  the  pay- 
ment of  the  prewrlbpd  fee  to  the  reprrs'-ntatlve  of  the  recorder 
of  deeds  of  the  District  of  Columbia  In  the  offlce  of  the  director, 
the  recorder  shall  enter  upon  the  fnct  of  the  certificate  and  npon 
each  of  the  card*  hereinbefore  described  the  recorder'N  record  num- 
ber of  the  lien  which  la  being  assigned,  or.  if  no  «uch  instrument 
Is  on  file.  »  brief  descTlptton  aufflclent  to  identify  the  Hen,  the  date 
of  the  assignment,  and  the  words  "Assigned  to, '  snd  the  nsme  and 
address  of  the  assignee,  and  the  dote,    The  assignment  ttliall  be 
attached  to  the  Instrument  If  the  inatrument  has  been  filed  with 
the  recorder,  and.  if  not.  the  assignment  shall  be  given  a  recorder's 
record  number  and  filed  by  the  recorder,  and  such  number  shall 
be  entered  on  tne  certificate  and  on  each  of  the  cards  opposite  the 
entry  of  the  information  relative  to  the  assignment.    The  certlficste 
shall  be  delivered  to  the  record  holder  of  the  first  unsatisfied  Hen 
shown  thereon,  or  his  representative. 

Sec.  9.  Whenever  it  Is  desired  to  enter  a  lien  or  an  assignment 
upon  a  certificate  and  such  certificate  is  not  available,  upon  deliv- 
ery to  the  recorder  of  the  Instrument  or  assignment  the  recorder 
shall  demand  that  the  person  possessing  the  certificate  surrender 
It  for  the  purpose  of  entering  thereon  the  Hen  or  the  assignment 
and  upon  surrender  of  the  certificate  the  recorder  shall  perform 
the  same  acts  as  In  cases  where  the  certificate  was  presented  with 
the  Instrument.  This  section  shall  not  be  deemed  to  affect  the 
priority  given  under  section  3  (c)  to  a  Hen  where  the  Instrument 
is  presented  together  with  the  certificate. 

Sbc.  10.  The  record  holder  of  the  first  unsatisfied  Hen  shown 
upon  the  certificate  shall  be  entitled  to  the  possession  of  the  cer- 
tificate and  upon  satisfaction  of  his  lien  he  shall,  within  72  hours, 
place  upon  the  face  of  the  certificate  the  recorder's  record  number 
of  the  Hen.  or.  If  no  such  Instrument  is  on  file,  a  brief  description 
sufflclent  to  Identify  the  Hen,  end  in  either  case  the  word  "satis- 
fied." or  its  equivalent,  and  his  signature,  swear  to  it  before  a 
notary  public,  and  forward  or  deliver  the  certificate  to  the  holder 
of  the  Hen  next  in  priority,  or.  If  none,  to  the  owner  or  to  the 
person  designated  in  v?riting  by  the  owner.  Upon  the  satisfaction 
of  any  Hen  other  than  the  first  unsatisfied  Hen  shown  on  the 
certificate,  the  record  holder  of  the  lien  so  satisfied  shall,  within 
72  hours,  make  similar  entries  upon  the  face  of  the  certificate,  and 
it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  person  in  possession  of  the  certificate, 
upon  demand,  to  permit  such  holder  to  make  said  entries.  Any 
person  in  possession  of  a  certificate  shall,  upon  demand  of  the 
recorder,  surrender  it  to  the  recorder  within  72  hours  for  the 
purpose  of  entering  the  Hen  or  assignment  thereon. 

Sec.  11.  The  recorder,  upon  receipt  of  a  certificate  whereon  a 
Hen  Is  marked  "Satisfied"  as  set  forth  In  section  10,  shaH  enter  on 
the  face  of  the  certificate  and  on  each  of  the  cards  described  in 
section  6.  and  on  the  instrument.  If  any,  filed  In  the  recorder's 
office  as  hereinbefore  provided,  his  said  record  numt>er.  or.  if  no  such 
instrument  is  on  file,  a  brief  description  sufficient  to  Identify  the 
lien,  and  in  either  case  the  word  "released."  a  facsimile  of  his 
signature  and  the  date.  Where  for  any  reason  a  Hen  holder  upon 
satisfaction  of  his  Hen  has  failed  to  mark  the  certificate  as  herein 
provided  and  the  Hen  holder  cannot  be  located,  or  where  the 
certificate  after  being  so  marked  has  been  lost  or  destroyed  and  a 
duplicate  certificate  issued,  the  recorder  upon  receipt  of  evidence 
satisfactory  to  him  that  the  Hen  has  been  satisfied  shall  release  it 
upon  the  certificate  or  duplicate  certificate,  the  aforesaid  cards  and 
Instrument,  If  any,  as  above  set  forth. 
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Sbc.  12  The  fee  for  recordlnf  liens  or  assignments  of  Hens  upon 
a  certificate  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  50  cents  for  each  automo- 
bile contained  in  the  instrument.  There  shall  be  no  fee  for 
releasing. 

Sk.  13.  The  recorder  shall  maintain.  In  the  space  assigned  to 
him  in  the  offlce  of  the  director,  files  wherein  he  shall  file  one  set 
of  the  cards  hereinbefore  described  alphabetically  under  the  name 
of  owner  and  the  other  under  the  trade  name  and  engine  number 
U  it  covers  a  motor  vehicle,  or  the  trade  name  and  serial  number, 
If  any.  If  it  covers  a  trailer.  The  recorder  shall  file  the  instru- 
ments at  his  main  office. 

Sk.  14.  Any  person  intentionally  malting  a  false  statement  with 

respect  to  Uens  in  an  application  for  a  certificate,  or  willfully  vlo- 
latint;  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  act.  shall  upon  conviction  be 
punibhcd  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  1500  or  be  Imprisoned  for  not 
more  than  1  year,  or  both.  Prosecutions  for  violations  of  this  act 
■hall  be  by  the  corporation  coiinsel  of  the  District  of  Columbia  or 
any  of  hia  assistants,  in  the  name  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sxc.  15  Appropriation  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  made  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  this  act,  and  the  Commissioners  of  the  District 
Of  Columbia  are  authorized  to  Include  in  their  annual  estimates 
provision  for  all  the  expenses  of  the  office  of  the  director  and 
recorder  incident  to  stich  purposes,  and  for  personnel  subject  to 
the  Umltationa  of  the  Clasalflcatlon  Act  of  1933,  as  amended. 

With  the  followlntJ  committee  amendments: 

Page  6,  line  33.  after  the  word  "director".  Insert  "the  information 
•tamped  by  the  director  on  the  face  of  such  certificate." 

Page  10.  line  18.  strilLe  out  "hereinbefore"  and  insert  "herein- 
after." 

Page  11.  line  8.  after  the  word  "for",  insert  "each  Uen  on." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
Mr.  RANDOLPH.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Randolph:  On  page  12,  after  the 
period  in  line  7.  Insert  a  new  paragraph  as  follows: 

"Sic.  16.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  become  effective  Janu- 
ary 1,  1941.  Nothing  herein  contained  shall  affect  existing  liens  on 
motor  vehicles  and  trailers  or  any  equipment  or  accessories  affixed 
thereto  recorded  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  act." 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  purpose  of  this  legis- 
lation is  to  provide  a  new  method  of  recording  and  releasing 
liens  on  motor  vehicles  in  order  that  the  public  may  be  better 
protected.  The  bill  provides  that  such  liens  shall  be  recorded 
by  entering  the  information  pertaining  thereto  on  the  cer- 
tificate of  <itle.  Such  liens  shall  have  priority  in  the  order 
recorded,  and  unless  they  are  recorded  they  would  not  be 
valid  against  subsequent  purchases  or  encumbrances. 

Mr.  RICH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  RICH.  It  seems  to  me  this  is  good  legislation,  because 
it  will  protect  the  automobile  owners  and  everybody  con- 
cerned. May  I  ask  the  gentleman  have  these  bills  that  he  is 
presenting  now  been  unanimously  reported  by  the  District 
Committee? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Yes.  I  may  say  that  the  District  Com- 
mittee is  m  unanimous  agreement  on  this  matter.  May  I 
say  also  that  during  this  entire  session  of  Congress  we  have 
attempted  to  bring  measures  to  the  floor  which  have  had  the 
considered  judgment  of  the  committee  members,  and  as  far 
as  possible  the  unanimous  agreement  of  the  committee 
meml)ers. 

Mr.  RICH.  Prom  the  record  it  is  indicated  that  the  House 
is  putting  a  good  bit  of  confidence  in  the  committee,  and  it 
is  willing  to  let  the  committee  go  ahead.  We  are  looking  for- 
ward to  the  gentleman  doing  a  good  job. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  trust  the  gentleman's  confidence  will 
not  be  misplaced. 

Mr.  MILLS  of  Louisiana.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana. 

Mr?  MILLS  of  Louisiana.  I  want  to  congratulate  the 
gentleman  upon  his  splendid  work  on  behalf  of  the  District 
of  Columbia.  He  stated  he  is  interested  in  protecting  the 
people  here.  I  wonder  if  he  would  entertain  this  thought: 
I  have  observed  in  the  District  in  the  past  4  years  that  in 
cafes  and  cafeterias,  especially  in  cafeterias,  we  find  knives 
forks,  and  spoons  lying  about  open.  A  fellow  walking  along 
With  a  contagious  disease  may  jrick  up  these  things  and 
thereby  spread  a  contagious  disease.  I  believe  the  District 
should  have  a  law  forcing  the  cafeterias  to  wrap  these  knives. 


forks,  and  spoons  up.  I  wish  the  gentleman  would  give  some 
thought  to  that  subject. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  may  say  In  reference  to  the  observa- 
tion made  by  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  that  the  District 
Committee  has  been  gathering  information  on  this  subject 
matter.  We  are  working  on  it,  and  I  l)elieve  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  session  next  January,  or  later  In  this  session, 
if  we  are  here,  we  may  be  able  to  draft  legislation  to  remedy 
certain  insanitary  conditions  existing  in  certain  restaurants 
and  hotels  here. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

KATI    or    INTEREST    TO    BE    PAID    BY    DISTRICT    OF    COLUMBIA    ON 

CERTAIN  LOAMS 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  Joint  reso- 
lution (H.  J.  Res.  559)  authorizing  a  reduction  in  the  rate 
of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances  made 
to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States  of  America 
through  the  Public  Works  Administration,  and  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  joint  resolution  be  considered  in  the 
House  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Joint  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Joint  resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Works,  under  the 
direction  and  supervision  of  the  Federal  Worlts  Administrator,  and 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  be.  and  they  are 
hereby,  authorized  to  amend  existing  contracts  and  agreements 
by  which  funds  have  been  loaned  or  advanced  or  are  obligated 
to  be  loaned  or  advanced  to  said  Commissioners,  for  the  acquisi- 
tion, purchase,  construction,  establishment,  and  development  of 
public  worlds,  pursuant  to  the  authority  of  Public  Law  No.  465. 
Seventy-third  Congress,  approved  Jiine  25.  1934.  as  amended  by 
Public  Law  No.  51,  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  approved  May  6,  1935, 
or  Public  Law  No.  746.  Seventy-fifth  Congress,  approved  June  25, 
1938,  so  as  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  Interest  on  the  amounts 
of  such  loans  and  advances  to  be  repaid  to  the  Public  Works  Ad- 
ministration at  such  rate  as  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  be  the  lowest  interest  rate  available  to  the  District 
of  Columbia  were  said  District  authorized  by  law  to  issue  and 
sell  obligations  to  the  public  at  the  par  value  thereof,  in  a  sum 
equal  to  the  repayable  amounts  of  such  loans  and  advances,  ma- 
turing serially  over  a  period  of  15  years  in  approximately  equal  an- 
nual iiutallments,  including  both  principal  and  Interest,  and  se- 
cured by  a  first  pledge  of  and  lien  upon  all  the  general-fund  reve- 
nues of  said  District. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  la  authorized  and  directed 
to  advise  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Works  and  the  Commission- 
ers of  the  District  of  Columbia  of  such  Interest  rate  which.  In  his 
opinion  and  In  the  aforesaid  circumstances,  would  l)e  available 
to  the  District  of  Columbia  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  believe  that  this  Is  one 
of  the  important  measures  that  have  come  out  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  this  year.  Its  purpose  is 
to  authorize  a  reduction  in  trie  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on 
loans  made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  through  the  Public 
Works  Administration.  Public  bodies  other  than  the  District 
of  Columbia  receiving  financial  aid  from  the  Public  Works 
Administration  are  at  liberty  to  sell  their  obligations  to  the 
public  and  obtain  thereby  any  lower  rate  of  interest  possible. 
The  District,  however,  is  unable  by  law  to  do  this  and  it  has 
therefore  been  suggested  that  the  District  of  Columbia  gov- 
ernment should  not  be  penalized  by  requiring  it  to  pay  to  the 
P.  W.  A.  a  rate  of  interest  higher  than  that  warranted  by 
Its  credit  rating. 

This  measure  has  the  approval  of  the  Budget,  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  the  officials  of  the  Public  Works  Administration. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  RICH.  What  rate  is  the  gentleman  recommending 
that  the  District  pay  for  borrowed  money? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Not  less  than  2  percent  and  likely 
something  in  excess  of  that. 
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Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  has  to  be  a  rate  approved  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    Yes;  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has 

to  approve  it,  as  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  says.    There 

has  been  some  discussion  of  a  rate  of  something  over  2  percient. 

Mr.  RICH.    Is  this  going  to  apply  to  long-term  obligations 

or  short-term  obligations? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  This  will  apply  only  to  existing  con- 
tracts and  agreements  in  connection  with  the  loans  and 
grants.  It  will  not  cover  any  subject  that  will  be  considered 
in  the  future. 

Mr.  RICH.  Where  is  the  W.  P.  A.  going  to  get  the  money 
to  loan?  I  thought  you  had  set  up  your  Reconstruction 
Rnance  Corporation  and  other  organizations  to  make  these 
loans.  I  did  not  know  that  the  W.  P.  A.  was  loaning  funds. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  This  is  money  that  has  already  been 
loaned. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  The  Public  Works  Administration  has 
already  loaned  it.  This  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  W.  P.  A. 
Mr.  RICH.  Let  us  go  a  little  further  on  this  question.  If 
this  bill  goes  through,  then  they  are  going  to  loan  all  the 
money  that  the  District  needs  at  a  rate  of  2  percent  interest? 
Mr.  RANDOLPH.  No;  this  money  has  already  been  loaned. 
This  is  going  to  give  the  District  a  chance  to  avail  itself  of  a 
lower  interest  rate,  which  will  be  approved  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  am  wondering  If  the  gentleman  or  other 
members  of  the  District  Committee  are  Interested  In  any 
banks  back  home.  Are  you  interested  in  any  banks  that 
furnish  banking  facilities  to  the  people  of  this  country?  You 
know  that  no  bank  can  lend  money  at  2  percent;  it  costs  them 
that  to  do  business.  If  the  Government  lends  money  to  these 
organizations,  and  they  in  turn  make  the  loans,  what  is 
going  to  happen  to  the  banks  of  the  District,  also  to  the 
banks  back  home? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  believe  the  observation  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  is  well  taken.  The  facts  are  that 
there  is  no  interest  rate  set.  It  would  have  to  be  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasiu-y.  I  do  know  that  other  gov- 
erning bodies  are  getting  their  loans  at  a  lower  rate  than  the 
4  percent  the  District  of  Columbia  p^ys  by  selling  their  obli- 
gations to  the  public.    Tliis  the  District  cannot  do. 

Mr.  RICH.     There  is  nothing  in  this  Joint  resolution,  then, 
that  guarantees  that  any  Federal  agencies  will  lend  money  to 
the  District  at  2  percent? 
Mr.  RANDOLPH.     No. 

Mr.  RICH.  We  have  to  be  careful  here  and  think  of  the 
banks  back  home.  I  saw  the  other  day  a  list  of  3,000  banks 
that  are  under  the  supervision  and  control  of  the  Federal 
Government  and  the  State  governments.  They  say  they  are 
imable  to  make  money  on  their  capital  stock,  they  are  unable 
to  do  profitable  business,  they  claim  that  the  Government 
guarantees  their  deposits  but  that  their  capital  is  being  im- 
paired because  of  decreased  earning  power.  The  banking 
situation  in  this  country  is  getting  to  be  pretty  serious,  and 
anylwdy  that  does  not  know  it  ought  to  be  on  the  board  of 
directors  of  one  of  these  banks.  The  Government  is  the 
private  banks'  greatest  competitor  and  we  should  not  drive 
them  out  o(  business. 

But  those  Federal,  State,  and  private  banks,  and  similar 
institutions,  have  been  doing  this  country  a  wonderful  amount 
of  good.  They  are  private  enterprises,  and  whenever  the 
time  comes  when  you  are  going  to  let  the  Government  go  in 
and  do  all  the  banking  business  then  we  might  as  well  close 
up  all  the  private  and  corporate  banks  and  let  the  Govern- 
ment take  it  all  over.  However,  I  do  not  agree  that  such 
a  course  should  be  followed,  because  I  do  not  want  to  see  us 
become  a  communistic  and  socialistic  Nation.  I  do  not  want 
to  see  us  put  the  Government  into  all  kinds  of  business,  and 
for  that  reason  I  think  we  have  to  be  careful  about  these 
matters.  I  am  for  taking  out  of  business  the  Government 
where  it  destroys  private  enterprise. 

Mr.  PATMAN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  RANDOLPH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 
Mr.  PATMAN.     I  do  not  think  the  word  should  go  out  that 
the  banks  are  in  such  a  terrible  condition.    It  Is  true  that 


the  banks  have  a  capital  of  $6,000,000,000,  Including  undivided 
profits  and  surplus,  and  that  they  have  about  $60,000,000,000 
that  they  owe  by  reason  of  Investments  and  loans,  but  how 
can  they  be  in  bad  shape  when  their  deposits  under  $5,000 
are,  in  efifect,  guaranteed  by  the  Goverrunent;  and  if  they  are 
called  on  by  their  depositors  for  money  they  can  go  straight 
to  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing  here  In  Washington, 
through  the  Federal  Reserve  Banking  System,  and  get- every 
dime.  So  how  can  the  gentleman  say  that  the  banking  sys- 
tem is  in  bad  shape? 

Mr.  RICH.     Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATMAN.    Yes;  If  I  may  have  a  minute  of  time. 

Mr.  RICH.  Let  me  ask  the  gentleman  this  question:  Is 
the  gentleman  on  the  board  of  directors  of  a  bank,  either 
State  or  National? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  I  know  a  lot  of  members  of  boards  of 
directors  of  banks  who  do  not  know  much  more  about  It  than 
some  other  folks,  and  I  have  been  trying  to  keep  up  with  such 
matters  for  a  long  time. 

Mr.  RICH.    I  have  been  on  the  board  of  directors 

Mr.  PATMAN.    Of  Just  one  bank? 

Mr.  RICH.  Two  banks,  and  we  have  gone  through  the 
depression  and  we  have  not  had  to  close  our  doors,  and  I  am 
telling  you  that  any  man  today  who  says  that  the  banks  of 
this  country  have  easy  sailing  Just  does  not  know  what  he  Is 
talking  about,  because  it  is  a  difflciilt  thing  for  a  bank  to 
operate,  and  I  do  not  want  to  see  us  drive  them  to  the  wall. 
I  want  to  see  the  private  banks  succeed.  I  want  the  Govern- 
ment to  get  out  of  business  when  it  ruins  private  business. 
Private  motive  is  the  stuff  that  made  America  great,  private 
business  furnished  work  for  American  labor,  private  push  and 
hard  work  helped  the  American  farmer  to  feed  the  Nation. 
Let  us  continue  American,  the  land  of  opportunity. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

AM  OS   B.  COLE 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia,  I  call  up  the  bill  (S.  1560) 
for  the  relief  of  Amos  B.  Cole,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
It  may  be  considered  in  the  House  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  are  authorized  and  directed  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
relief  from  the  policemen  and  firemen's  relief  fund.  District  of 
Columbia,  to  Amos  B.  Cole,  formerly  a  member  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  In  the  same  manner 
and  to  the  same  extent  as  If  the  said  Amos  B.  Cole  had,  while  a 
member  of  such  Department,  become  so  permanently  disabled 
through  an  Injury  received  or  disease  contracted  in  line  of  duty  as 
to  incapacitate  him  for  the  performance  of  duty. 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purposes  of  this  act  the  rate  of  salary  received  by 
the  said  Amos  B.  Cole  on  the  date  of  his  separation  from  such 
Department  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  rate  of  salary  received  at  the 
date  of  retirement. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  authorizes  and 
directs  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  to  extend  the  bene- 
fits of  the  pobcemen  and  firemen's  relief  fund  to  Amos  B. 
Cole,  formerly  a  member  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  De- 
partment, who  was  discharged  from  the  service  on  grounds 
that  do  not  now  appear  justifiable.  Mr.  Cole  is  incapaci- 
tated at  this  time  and  is  unable  to  be  reinstated  in  the 
service,  hence  the  need  for  this  legislation. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ORGANIZATION     AND     REGULATION     OF     COOPERATIVE     ASSOCIATIONS 

I^.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia,  I  call  up  the  bill  la  2013) 
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to  amend  the  Code  of  the  EMstrict  of  Columbia  to  provide 
for  the  organization  and  regulation  of  cooperative  associa- 
tions, and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  It  may  be  considered  in  the  House  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc.. 


AKTICLZ    I UCTINITIOWS 

BacnoN  1.  Deflnltions:  In  thU  act.  unless  the  subject  matter  re- 
quires otherwise — 

(1)  "Association"  means  a  group  enterprise  legally  Incorporated 
tinder  this  act.  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  nonprofit  corporation. 

(2)  "Member"  means  not  only  a  member  In  a  nonshare  associa- 
tion but  also  a  member  In  a  share  association. 

(8)  "Net  savings"  means  the  toUl  Income  of  an  association 
minus  the  cost  of  operation. 

(4)  '•Savings  returns"  means  the  amount  rettimed  to  the  patrons 
In  proportion  to  their  patronage  or  otherwise  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  31  herein. 

(5)  "Cooperative  t)asis"  as  applied  to  any  Incorporated  or  unin- 
corporated group  referred  to  In  sections  4  (7),  13.  23.  37.  40,  and 
41  herein  means — 

(a)  that  each  memloer  has  one  vote  and  only  one  vote,  except  as 
may  be  altered  In  the  articles  or  bylaws  by  provision  for  voting  by 
member  organizations; 

(b)  that  the  maximum  rate  at  which  any  return  is  paid  on  share 
or  membership  capital  Is  limited  to  not  more  than  8  percent  per 
annum:  and 

(c)  that  the  net  savings  after  payment,  if  any.  of  said  limited 
return  on  capiUl  and  after  making  provision  for  such  separate 
funds  as  may  be  required  or  specifically  permitted  by  statute, 
articles,  or  bylaws,  are  allocated  or  distributed  to  member  patrons 
or  to  all  patrons,  in  proportion  to  their  patronage,  or  retained  by 
the  enterprise,  for  the  actual  or  potential  expansion  of  Its  services 
or  the  reduction  of  Its  charges  to  the  patrons,  or  for  other  pur- 
poses not  inconsistent  with  its  nonprofit  character. 

AETICLS      n WHO      MAT      IMCOKPOSATK;       PURPOSXS      AMD      POWKBS      Or 

ASSOCIATIONS 

8«c.  2  Who  may  Incorporate:  Any  five  or  more  natural  persons 
or  two  or  more  a^soclattons  may  Incorporate  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  under  this  act. 

Sk:.  3  Purposes:  An  association  may  be  incorporated  under  this 
act  to  engage  in  any  one  or  more  lawful  mode  or  modes  of  acquir- 
ing, producing,  building,  operating,  manufacturing,  furnishing,  ex- 
changing, or  distributing  any  t3rpe  or  types  of  property,  commcxlltles. 
goods,  or  services  for  the  primary  and  mutual  benefit  of  the  patrons 
of  the  association  (or  their  patrons.  If  any)  as  ultimate  consumers. 

Ssc.  4  Powers:  An  association  shall  have  the  capacity  to  act 
possessed  by  natural  persons  and  the  authority  to  do  anything 
required  or  permitted  by  this  act  and  also — 

(1)  To  continue  as  a  corporation  for  the  time  specified  In  Its 
articles: 

(3)  To  have  a  corporate  seal  and  to  alter  the  same  at  pleasure; 

(3)  To  sue  and  be  sued  in  Its  corporate  name; 

(4)  To  make  bylaws  for  the  government  a&d  regulation  of  its 
affairs: 

(6)  To  acquire,  own.  hold.  sell,  lease,  pledge,  mortgage,  or  other- 
wise dispose  of  any  property  Incident  to  Its  purposes  and  activities; 

(6)  To  own  and  hold  membership  In  and  share  capital  of  other 
assoclatloru  and  any  other  corporations,  and  any  types  of  bonds 
or  other  obligations;  and  while  the  owner  thereof  to  exercise  all 
the  rights  of  oMmership; 

(7)  To  borrow  money,  contract  debts,  and  make  contracts.  In- 
cluding agreements  of  mutual  aid  or  federation  with  other  associa- 
tions, other  groups  organised  on  a  cooperative  basis,  and  other  non- 
profit groups: 

(8)  To  conduct  Its  affairs  within  or  without  the  District  of 
Columbia: 

(9)  To  exercise  in  addition  any  power  granted  to  ordinary  busi- 
ness corporations,  save  those  powers  Inconsistent  with  this  act;  and 

(10)  To  exercise  all  powers  not  Inconsistent  with  this  act  which 
may  be  necessary,  convenient,  or  expedient  for  the  accomplishment 
of  Its  purposes,  and.  to  that  end,  the  foregoing  enumeration  of 
jwwers  shall  not  be  deemed  exclusive. 

ASTTCLS    m AXnCLXS    or   ntCOaPOKATION 

8bc.  S.  Articles  of  Incorporation:  contents:  Articles  of  incorpora- 
tion shall  be  signed  by  each  of  the  Incorptxittors  and  acknowledged 

toy  at  I^ast    ttire«  of  thf'Tn    If   naturaU   persocLs.   and   by    tlie   presidents 

mmmaim 

atCKnowleosm^Eita. 

WltlxUi  tbe  Itmlf  riona  oT  tbla  met  ttie  az-tlcles  stiall  oozi«mlx> 

<  1 )     A    st^atenient    as    tjo    ttie    puztxaee    or    ptirprwigg     <or    ^rtitoti     tli« 

laBOCiation  is  rormeu; 

(3)  The  name  of  the  association  whlcb  shall  Include  tbe  word 

"cooperative": 

(3)  TTie  term  oC  szisterkce  of  tbe  ■■torlatlon  irblcli  may  tie 
perpetual: 


(4)  The  location  and  address  of  the  principal  office  of  the  asso- 
ciation; 

(6)  The  names  and  addresses  of  the  incorporators  of  the  associa- 
tion; 

(6)  The  names  and  addresses  of  the  directors  who  shall  mnnsf 
the  affairs  of  the  association  for  the  first  year,  unless  sooner  chanted 
by  the  members; 

(7)  A  statement  of  whether  the  aasoclatlon  Is  organized  with  or 
without  shares,  and  the  number  of  shares  or  memberships  sub- 
scribed for; 

(8)  If  organized  with  shares,  a  statement  of  the  amount  or 
authorized  capital,  the  number  and  types  of  shares  and  the  par 
value  thereof  which  may  be  placed  at  any  figure,  and  the  rights, 
preferences,  and  restrictions  of  each  type  of  share; 

(9)  The  minimum  number  or  value  of  shares  which  must  be 
owned  In  order  to  qualify  for  membership:  If  organized  without 
shares,  a  statement  of  whether  the  property  rights  of  members 
shall  be  equal  or  unequal,  and  If  unequal,  the  rtue  by  which  their 
rights  shall  be  determined; 

(10)  The  maximum  amount  or  percentage  of  capital  which  may 
be  owned  or  ccntrolled  by  any  member,  including  a  statement  of 
whether  or  not  each  member  shall  be  limited  to  a  single  share,  and 
whether  mch  single  shares  shall  be  of  various  par  values:  and 

(11)  The  method  by  which  any  surplus,  upon  dissolution  of  the 
association,  shall  be  distributed.  In  conformity  with  the  require- 
ments of  section  36  herein  for  division  of  such  surplus. 

The  articles  may  also  contain  any  other  provisions  not  Incon- 
sistent with  law  or  with  this  act.  for  the  conduct  of  the  association's 
affairs. 

Sic.  6.  Same:  filing;  recordation:  fees;  effect  of  certificate:  The 
articles  shall  be  delivered  to  the  recorder  of  deeds.  If  he  finds  that 
the  articles  conform  to  law.  he  shall  file  the  same  upon  the  pay- 
ment of  a  fee  of  $5.  and  he  shall  record  the  same,  upon  payment  of 
a  fee  of  $1.  Said  fees  shall  be  in  lieu  of  any  other  fees  or  payments 
provided  in  section  552  of  the  art  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  a 
Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia."  approved  March  3.  1901. 
or  m  any  other  section  of  the  Code  of  Laws  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  be  paid  for  at  the  time  of  said  filing;  and  the  last 
paragraph  of  section  552  of  such  act  of  March  3.  1901,  shall  have  no 
application  to  associations  organized  under  this  act.  After  such 
filing  and  recording,  he  shall  Issue  a  certificate  of  Incorporation, 
whereupon  the  corporate  existence  shall  begin.  Such  certificate 
shall  be  conclusive  evidence  of  the  fact  that  the  corporation  has 
been  duly  Incorporated.  This  shall  not  preclude  the  institution  of 
quo  warranto  proceedings  under  sections  1538  through  1648.  both 
Inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An  set  to  establish  a  Code  of  Law  for 
the  District  of  Columbia."  approved  March  3.  1901.  The  filing  or 
recording  of  the  articles  or  of  amendments  thereto,  or  of  any  other 
papers  pursuant  to  this  act  is  required  for  the  purpose  of  affording 
all  persons  the  opportunity  of  acquiring  knowledge  of  the  contents 
thereof,  but  no  person  or  Incorporated  or  unincorporated  group 
dealing  with  the  association  shall  be  charged  with  constructive 
notice  of  the  contents  of  any  such  articles  or  papers  by  reason  of 
such  filing  or  recording. 

Sxc.  7.  Same;  amendments;  fee:  Amendments  to  the  articles  may 
be  proposed  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the  board  of  directors,  or  by 
petition  of  10  percent  of  the  association's  members.  Notice  of  the 
meeting  to  consider  such  amendment  shall  be  sent  by  the  secretary 
at  least  30  days  In  advance  thereof  to  each  member  at  his  last- 
known  addre.ss.  accompanied  by  the  full  text  of  the  proposal  and 
by  that  part  of  the  articles  to  be  amended.  Two-thirds  of  the 
members  voting  may  adopt  said  amendment  and  when  verified  by 
the  president  and  secretary,  it  shall  be  filed  and  recorded  with  the 
recorder  of  deeds  within  30  days  of  its  adoption  and  a  fee  of  $1 
shall  be  paid. 

If  the  amendment  Is  to  alter  the  preferences  of  outstanding 
shares  of  any  type,  or  to  authorize  the  Issuance  of  shares  having 
preferences  superior  to  out.'^tandlng  shares  of  any  type,  the  vote 
of  two-thirds  of  the  members  owning  such  outstanding  shares 
affected  by  the  change  shall  also  be  required  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment;  If  the  amendment  Is  to  alter  the  rule  by  which  mem- 
bers' property  rights  In  a  nonshare  association  are  determined,  a 
vote  of  two-thirds  of  the  entire  membership  shall  be  required. 

The  amount  of  capital  and  the  number  and  par  value  of  shares 
may  be  diminished  or  Increased  by  amendment  of  the  articles  but 
the  capital  shall  not  be  diminished  below  the  amoiuit  of  paid-up 
capital  existing  at  the  time  of  amendment. 

AtnCLE   n BTXAWS 

8«c.  8  Adoption,  amendment,  or  repeal  of  bylaws:  Bylaws  Khali 
be  adopted,  amended,  or  repealed  by  at  least  a  majority  vote  of  the 
members  voting. 

Sec.  9.  Contents  of  bylaws:  The  bylaws  may,  within  the  limita- 
tions of  this  act.  provide  for — 

(1)  The  method  and  terms  of  admission  to  membership  and  the 
disposal  of  members'  interests  on  cessation  of  membership  for  any 
reason; 

(2)  The   time,   place,   and    manner   of   calling    and    conductlns 

ODOQim: 

■  •  .—.MM*        ••■■•■•■••«■       ■ 

(•«)  The  number,  qualifications,  powers,  duties,  term  of  offlce. 
and    maimer,    tline.    and    vote    for    ele<rtton.    o*    directors    and    otHcers; 

iDd  tne  amsion  or  ciaaBiflation,  U  any.  o(  directon  to  provide  fof 

rotating  or  overlapping  terms; 

(5)  The  compensation.  If  any.  of  the  directors,  and  the  number 
of  directors  necessary  to  constitute  a  quorum; 

(6)  The   method   of   distributing  tbe   net   savings:    and 
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(7)  The  varlotis  discretionary  provisions  of  this  act.  as  well  as 
other  provisions  incident  to  the  purposes  and  activities  of  the 
association.  ,        l 

I  I  AKTICLB  V MCETINCS 

Sec.  10.  Regular  and  special  meetings:  Regulsr  meetings  of  mem- 
bers shall  be  held  as  prescribed  In  the  bylaws,  but  shall  be  held  at 
least  once  a  year.  Sjjecial  meetings  may  be  demanded  by  a  majority 
vote  of  the  directors  or  by  written  petition  of  at  least  one-tenth  or 
the  membership.  In  which  case  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  secretary 
to  call  such  meeting  to  take  place  within  30  days  after  such  demand. 
Regular  or  special  meetings,  including  meetings  by  units  as  here- 
inafter provided,  may  be  held  within  or  without  the  District  of 
Columbia  as  the  articles  may  prescribe. 

Sec.  11.  Notice  of  meetings:  The  secretary  shall  give  notice  of 
the  time  and  place  of  meetings  by  sending  a  notice  thereof  to  each 
member  at  his  last-known  address  not  less  than  the  number  of 
days  In  advance  of  the  meeting  specified  In  the  bylaws.  In  case  of 
a  special  meeting  the  notice  shall  specify  the  purpose  for  which 
such  meeting  is  called. 

Sec  12.  Meetings  by  units  of  the  membership:  The  articles  or 
bylaws  may  provide  for  the  holding  of  meetings  by  units  of  the 
membership  and  may  provide  for  a  method  of  transmitting  the 
votes  there  cast  to  the  central  meeting,  or  for  a  method  of  repre- 
sentation by  the  election  of  delegates  to  the  csutral  meeting,  or  for 
a  combination  of  both  such  methods. 

article  VI VOTING 

Sec.  13.  One  member — one  vote:  Each  member  of  an  association 
shall  have  one  and  only  one  vote,  except  that  where  an  association 
Includes  among  its  members  any  number  of  other  associations  or  | 
groups  organized  on  a  cooperative  basis  the  voting  rlghu  of  such 
memt>er  associations  or  groups  may  be  as  prescribed  In  the  articles 
or  bylaws. 

No  voting  agreement  or  other  device  to  evade  the  one-member- 
one-vote  rule  shall  be  enforceable  at  law  or  In  equity. 

Sec.  14.  No  proxy:  No  member  shall  be  permitted  to  vote  by 
proxy. 

Sec.  15.  Voting  by  mall:  The  articles  or  bylaws  may  provide  for 
either  or  both  of  the  following  types  of  voting  by  mall : 

(1)  That  the  secretary  shall  send  to  the  members  a  copy  of  any 
proposal  scheduled  to  be  offered  at  a  meeting,  together  with  the 
notice  of  said  meeting,  and  that  the  mall  votes  cast  by  the  members 
shall  be  counted  together  with  those  cast  at  the  meeting  if  such 
mall  votes  are  returned  to  the  association  within  a  specified  number 
of  days; 

(2)  That  the  secretary  shall  send  to  any  member  absent  from  a 
meeting  an  exact  copy  of  the  proposal  acted  upon  at  the  meeting, 
and  that  the  mall  vote  of  the  member  upon  such  proposal.  If  re- 
tiirned  within  a  specified  number  of  days,  shall  be  counted  together 
with  the  votes  cast  at  said  meeting. 

The  articles  or  bylaws  may  also  determine  whether  and  to  what 
extent  mail  votes  shall  be  counted  in  computing  a  quorum. 

Sec  16  Application  of  voting  provisions  in  this  act  to  voting  by 
mall:  If  an  association  has  provided  for  voting  by  mall,  any  pro- 
vision of  thte  act  referring  to  votes  cast  by  the  members  shall  be 
construed  to  Include  the  votes  cast  by  mail. 

Sec  17.  Application  of  voting  provisions  In  this  act  to  voting  by 
delegates-  U  an  association  has  provided  for  voting  by  delegates, 
any  provision  of  this  act  referring  to  votes  cast  by  the  members 
shall  apply  to  votes  cast  by  delegates;  but  this  shall  not  permit 
delegates  to  vote  by  mall. 

ARTICLE   Vn — DUIECTOES    AND    omCERS 

Sec  18  Directors:  An  association  shall  be  managed  by  a  board 
of  not  less  than  five  directors,  who  shall  be  elected  for  a  term 
fUed  in  the  bylaws  not  to  exceed  3  years,  by  and  from  the  members 
of  the  association,  and  shall  hold  oflice  until  their  successors  are 
elected  or  until  removed.  Vacancies  In  the  board  of  directors, 
otherwise  than  by  removal  or  expiration  of  term,  shall  be  filled  in 
such  manner  as  the  bylaws  may  provide. 

The  bylaws  may  provide  for  a  method  of  apportioning  the  num- 
l>er  of  directors  among  the  units  Into  which  the  association  may  be 
divided,  and  for  the  election  of  directors  by  the  respecUve  units  to 
which  they  are  apportioned. 

An  executive  committee  of  the  board  of  directors  may  be  elected 
m  such  manner  and  with  such  powers  and  duties  as  the  articles  or 
bylaws  may  prescribe. 

Meetings  of  directors  and  of  the  executive  committee  may  be  held 
within  or  without  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec  19  Officers:  The  officers  of  an  association  shall  Include  a 
president  one  or  more  vice  presidents,  a  secretary  and  a  treasurer, 
or  a  secretary-treasurer.  The  officers  shall  be  elected  annually  by 
the  directors  unless  the  bylaws  otherwise  provide.  The  president 
and  at  least  one  vice  president  must  be  directors.,  but  no  other 
officer  need  be  a  director. 

Sec  20  Removal  of  directors  and  officers:  A  director  or  officer 
may  be  removed  with  or  without  cause,  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds  of 

tbe    members    -votlnB    at    a    regxilar    or    Kpeolnl    mt-etlng         The    director 
or     omc^r     »r»»ol'»ed     •t»«ll     l»«»e     an     opport  vmlry     t<j     tx?     hcnrd     at     »aia 

•  4  ►■  •»•!  cijop  temuiia]  epsll  pe  fl  £(] 
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xneeltnK         A     -wacancy     caused     t>y     any     such     renao-wal     shall     t>e     nilea 
toy    ttoe   vote    provided    In    the    toylaws   for    election   of    directors 

Sec      31      Referendum:     The     articles     or     bylaws     may     provide     that 

Within  ft  ippflfled  pwlnd  Of  time  sny  action  taken  Dy  tne  directors 
must  De  relcrrfd  to  tne  m^raocrs  lor  approval  or  disapproval  if 

demanded  by  petition  of  at  least  10  percent  of  all  the  members  or 
by  vote  o«  at  least  a  majority  ot  the   directors:   frorUled.   however . 


That  the  rights  of  third  parties  which  have  vested  between  the 
time  of  such  action  and  such  referendum  shall  not  be  Impaired 
thereby. 

AKTICLX    Vm shares    AND    MEMBERSHIP 

Sec.  22  Limitations  upon  the  return  on  capital:  The  return 
upon  capital  shall  not  exceed  6  percent  per  annum  upon  the  paid-up 
capital  and  shall  be  uoncumulative. 

Total  return  upon  capital  distributed  for  any  single  period  shall 
not  exceed  50  percent  of  the  net  savings  for  that  period. 

Sec.  23.  Eligibility  and  admission  to  membership:  Any  natural 
person,  association.  Incorporated  or  unincorporated  group  organized 
on  a  cooperative  basis,  or  any  nonprofit  group,  shall  be  eligible  for 
membership  In  an  association  if  It  has  met  the  qualifications  for 
eligibility.  If  any.  stated  in  the  articles  or  bylaws  and  shall  be 
deemed  a  member  upon  payment  In  full  for  the  par  value  of  the 
minimum  amount  of  share  or  membership  capital  stated  In  the 
articles  as  necessary  to  qualify  for  membership. 

Sec  24.  Subr.cribers:  Any  natural  person  or  group  eligible  for 
membership  and  legally  obligated  to  purchase  a  share  or  shares  of, 
or  membership  in.  an  association  shall  be  deemed  a  subscriber. 
The  articles  or  bylaws  may  determine  whether,  and  the  conditions 
under  which,  any  voting  rights  or  other  rights  of  membership  shall 
be  granted  to  subscribers. 

Sec.  25  Share  and  membership  certificates;  issuance  and  con- 
tents: No  certificate  for  share  or  membership  capital  shall  be  Issued 
until  the  par  value  thereof  has  been  paid  for  In  full.  There  shall 
be  printed  upon  each  certificate  Issued  by  an  association  a  full  or 
condensed  statement  of  the  requirements  of  sections  13,  14,  and  26 

herein. 

Sec.  26.  Transfer  of  shares  and  membership;  withdrawal:  If  a 
member  desires  to  withdraw  from  the  association  or  dispose  of  any 
or  all  of  his  holdings  therein,  the  directors  shall  have  the  power  to 
purchase  such  holdings  by  paying  him  the  par  value  of  any  or  all 
of  the  holdings  offered.  The  directors  shall  then  reissue  or  cancel 
the  same.  A  vote  of  the  majority  of  the  members  voting  at  a 
regular  or  special  meeting  may  order  the  directors  to  exercise  this 
power  to  purchase. 

If  the  association  falls,  within  60  days  of  the  original  offer  to 
purchase  all  or  any  part  of  the  holdings  offered,  the  member  may 
dispose  of  the  unpurchased  interest  elsewhere,  subject  to  the  ap- 
proval of  the  transferee  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  directors.  Any 
would-be  transferee  not  approved  by  the  directors  may  appeal  to 
the  members  at  their  first  regular  or  special  meeting  thereafter, 
and  the  action  of  the  meeting  shall  be  final.  If  such  transferee 
is  not  approved,  the  directors  shall  exercise  their  power  to  purchase. 
If  and  when  such  purchase  can  be  made  without  Jeopardizing  the 
solvency  of  the  association. 

Sec.  27.  Share  and  membership  certificates;  recall:  The  bylaws 
may  give  the  directors  the  power  to  use  the  reserve  funds  to 
recall,  at  par  value,  the  holdings  of  any  member  in  excess  of  the 
amount  requisite  for  membership;  and  may  also  provide  that  if  any 
member  has  failed  to  patronize  the  association  during  a  period  of 
time  specified  in  the  bylaws,  the  directors  may  use  the  reserve 
funds  to  recall  all  his  holdings  and  thereupKDn  he  shall  cease  to  be 
a  member  of  the  association.  When  so  recalled,  such  certificates 
of  share  or  membership  capital  shall  be  either  reissued  or  canceled. 

Sec.  28.  Share  and  membership  certificates;  attachment:  The 
holdings  of  any  member  of  an  association,  to  the  extent  of  the 
minimum  amount  necessary  for  membership,  but  not  to  exceed 
$50,  shall  be  exempt  from  attachment,  execution,  or  garnishment 
for  the  debts  of  the  owner.  If  any  holdings  In  excess  of  this  amount 
are  subjected  to  such  liability,  the  directors  of  the  association  may 
either  admit  the  purchase  thereof  to  membership,  or  may  pvirchase 
from  him  such  holdings  at  par  value. 

Sbc.  29.  Liability  of  members:  Members  shall  not  be  Jointly  or 
severally  liable  for  any  debts  of  the  association,  nor  shall  a  sub- 
scriber be  so  liable  except  to  the  extent  of  the  unpaid  amount  on 
the  shares  or  membership  certificate  subscribed  by  him.  No  sub- 
scriber shall  be  released  from  such  liability  by  reason  of  any  assign- 
ment of  his  Interest  in  the  shares  or  membership  certificate,  but 
shall  remain  Jointly  and  severally  liable  with  the  assignee  until  the 
shares  or  certificates  are  fully  paid  up. 

Sec.  30.  Expulsion:  A  member  may  be  expelled  by  the  vote  of  a 
majority  of  the  members  voting  at  a  regular  or  special  meeting. 
The  member  against  whom  the  charges  are  to  be  preferred  shall 
be  informed  thereof  in  writing  at  least  10  days  in  advance  of  the 
meeting,  and  shall  have  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  In  person 
or  by  counsel  at  said  meeting.  On  decision  of  the  association  to 
expel  a  member,  the  board  of  directors  shall  purchase  the  mem- 
ber's holdings  at  par  value.  If  and  when  there  are  sufficient  reserve 
funds. 

ARTICLE    DC APPORTIONMENT    OF    NET    SAVINGS 

Sec  31.  Allocation  and  distribution  of  net  savings:  At  least  once 
a  year  the  members  and  or  the  directors,  as  the  articles  or  bylaws 
may  provide,  shall  apportion  the  net  savings  of  -the  association  In 
the  following  order: 

(1)   Not  lefs  than  10  percent  shall  be  placed  in  a  reserve  fund 

until    such    time    a«    the    fund    shall     equal    at    least    50    ijercent    of 

the     pald-xip     capital;      and     sxaob     Innd     may     be     lased     In     -tile     Kezieral 

™3s  3  E  mm  m  iH  mm  s  s  mni 

fund    shall    toe    aUocated    on    the    tooolta    of    the    association    on    a.    pa- 
tronage    basis,    or     In     lieu     thereof,    the    YyooIsM    and    records    of    the 

association  enall  atlord  a  means  lor  doing  bo,  in  order  that  upon 
dissolution  or  earlier.  If  deemed   advisable,  such  reserves  may  be 

returned  to  the  pfttrotifi  who  hftvfi  Contributed  the  same,  subject 

to  the  UmltatiozLB  of  section  36  herein; 
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(2)  A  return  upon  capital,  within  the  llmitattcns  of  section  22. 
may  be  paid  upon  ahare  capital,  or.  If  the  bylaws  so  provide,  upon 
the  membership  capital  certificates  of  a  nonshare  arsoclatlon;  but 
such  return  upon  capital  may  be  paid  only  out  of  the  surplus 
of  tbe  asgrefate  of  ibe  aaaeta  over  the  aggre^te  of  the  UabiUties 
(tndudli^  In  the  latter  the  amount  of  the  capital  stock)  after 
deducting  from  such  aggregate  of  the  aaaets  the  amount  by  which 
■uch  aiocregate  was  Increased  by  unrealiaed  appreciation  In  value 
or  revaluation  of  fixed  a.viet«: 

(3)  A  portion  of  the  remainder,  as  determined  by  the  articles  or 
bylaws,  shall  be  allocated  to  an  educational  fund  to  be  used  In 
tOMtollV  oooperation.  and  a  portion  may  al£0  be  allocated  to  funds 
for  tlH  general  welfare  of  the  members  at  the  association; 

(4)  The  remainder  shall  be  allocated  at  the  same  uniform  rate 
to  all  patrons  uf  the  association  In  proportloa  to  tbelr  Individual 
patrooa^:  Frovided.  Tliat — 

(a I  In  the  case  or  a  member  patron,  his  proportionate  amount  oi 
MTli^S  returns  shaU  be  distributed  to  hlna  unless  he  agrees  that 
the  MBoaaUon  should  credit  the  amount  to  his  account  toward  the 
purchase  of  an  additional  share  or  share*,  or  addltkjnal  membership 
capital; 

(b)  in  the  case  of  •  subscriber  patron,  his  proportionate  amount 
of  savings  returns  may.  as  the  articles  or  bylaws  provide,  be  di»- 
tributed  to  him.  or  credited  to  bis  account  until  the  amount  of 
capital  subecrlbcd  for  has  been  ftilly  paid:  and 

(c)  In  the  case  of  a  ncnmember  patron,  his  proportionate  amount 
at  fltiTlngs  retxims  shall  be  set  aside  In  a  general  fund  for  such 
patroos  and  &hall  be  allocated  to  Individual  nonmember  patrons 
only  upon  request  and  presentation  of  evidence  of  the  amount  of 
their  patronage.  Any  savlngB  return  so  allocated  shall  be  credited 
to  such  patron  toward  payment  of  the  minimum  amount  of  share 
or  membership  capital  neceanary  for  membership.  When  a  sum 
equal  to  this  amount  has  accumulated  at  any  tinie  within  a  period 
of  time  speclfled  In  the  bylaws,  such  patron  shall  be  deemed  and 
become  a  member  of  the  association  If  he  so  agrees  or  requests,  and 
complies  with  any  provisions  in  the  bylaws  for  admission  to  mem- 
tHTship.  The  certificates  of  shares  or  membership  to  which  be  is 
entitled  shall  then  be  issued  to  him. 

(d)  if  within  any  periods  of  time  specified  In  the  articles  or 
bylaws.  (1)  any  subscriber  has  not  acciimulated  and  paid  in  the 
amount  of  capital  subscribed  for;  or  (2)  any  nonmember  patron 
has  not  accumulated  In  his  individual  account  the  sum  necessary 
for  membership:  or  (3)  any  nonmember  patron  has  accumulated 
the  sum  necessary  for  membership  but  neither  requests  nor 
agrees  to  become  a  member,  or  falls  to  comply  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  bylaws,  if  any,  for  admission  to  membership,  then 
the  amounts  so  accumulated  or  paid  In  and  any  part  of  the  gen- 
eral fund  for  nonmember  patrons  which  has  not  been  allocated 
to  Individual  nonmember  patrons  shall  go  to  the  educational 
fund   and   thereafter   no   member   or  other   patron   shall   have   any 

..rights  In  said  paid-in  capital  or  accumulated  savings  returns  as 
auch:  Provided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  pre- 
Tent  an  assoclatkm  under  this  act  which  is  engaged  in  rendering 
•cnrices  from  dl^aosing  of  the  net  savings  from  the  rendering  of 
•U9h  services  in  such  mani^r  as  to  lower  the  fees  charged  for 
Willi  III  or  otherwise  to  further  the  common  benefit  of  the 
members:  And  provided  further.  That  nothing  in  this  section 
shall  prevent  an  association  from  adopting  a  system  abereby 
the  payment  of  savings  returns  which  would  otherwise  be  dis- 
tributed, ahall  be  deferred  for  a  fixed  period  of  months  or  years; 
nox  from  adopting  a  system,  whereby  the  savings  returns  dis- 
tributed shall  be  partly  in  cash,  partly  in  shares,  such  shares  to 
be  retired  at  a  fixed  future  date,  in  the  order  of  their  serial 
number  or  date  of  issue. 

ARTTCLE    X BOHMIfG:      BOOKlCErTOfO;      KEPOKTS 

Sac. 32.  Bonding:  Every  individual  acting  as  oScer  or  employee 
of  an  association  and  handling  funds  or  securities  amounting  to 
tliXX)  or  more.  In  any  one  year,  shall  be  covered  by  an  adequate 
bund  as  determined  by  the  board  of  directors,  and  at  the  expense 
of  the  association:  and  the  bylaws  may  also  provide  lor  the  bonding 
of  other  employees  or  officers. 

Sec.  33.  Books;  auditing:  To  record  its  business  operation,  every 
association  shall  keep  a  set  of  books,  which  shall  l>e  audited  at 
the  end  of  each  fiscal  year  by  an  experienced  bookkeeper  or 
accountant,  who  shall  net  be  an  offlcex  cj  director.  Where  the 
annual  buslness  an>ounts  to  less  than  tlO.OOO.  the  audit  may  be 
performed  by  an  auditing  committee  cf  three,  who  shall  not  be 
directors.  cfBcers.  or  erftployees.  A  written  report  of  the  audit. 
Including  a  statement  of  the  amount  of  business  transacted  with 
members,  and  the  amount  transticted  with  nonmemtjers,  the  bal- 
ance sheet,  and  the  income  and  expenses,  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  annual  meeting  of  the  association. 

8cc.  S4.  Annual  report:  E^ery  aasoelation  shall  annually,  wtthin 
60  days  of  the  dose  of  Its  operations  for  that  year,  make  a  report 
<rf  Its  condition,  sworn  to  by  the  president  and  secretary,  which 
report  shall  be  filed  with  the  recorder  of  deeds.     The  report  shall 


(a>  The  name  and  principal  address  of  tbe  association. 

(b)  The  nances,  addresses,  occupations,  and  date  of  expiration 
of  the  terms  of  the  olDoers  and  directors,  and  their  compeosation. 
If  any. 

(c)  Tt>e  amount  and  nature  of  Its  aothortaed.  subacribed.  and 
paid-in  capital,  th^  number  ol  its  shareholders,  and  the  number 
admitted  and  withdrawn  during  the  year,  the  par  value  of  its 
■bares,  and  the  rate  at  which  any  return  upon  capital  has  l>ee& 


paid.  For  nonshare  associations  the  annua!  report  shall  state  the 
total  number  of  members,  the  ninnb-r  admitted  or  withdrawn  dur- 
ing the  year,  and  the  amount  of  membership  fees  received. 

(d)  The  receipts,  expenditures,  assets,  and  liabilities  of  the  asso- 
ciation. 

A  copy  of  this  report  shall  tie  kept  on  file  at  the  principal  offlca 
ot  the  association. ' 

Any  person  who  shall  subscribe  or  make  oath  to  such  report 
oontainUig  a  materially  fal^e  statement,  known  to  such  person  to 
be  false,  shall  upon  conviction  of  buch  offense  be  punl&hed  by  a  fine 
of  not  less  than  $25  nor  more  than  $200,  or  by  imprisonment  of 
not  less  than  30  days  nor  more  than  1  year,  or  both  such  fine  and 
imprisonment 

Sec.  35.  Notice  or  delinquent  reports;  mandamus:  If  an  asiocia- 
tlon  falls  to  make  such  report  within  the  required  period  of  60 
days,  the  recorder  erf  deeds  shall  wlthtn  60  days  fjom  the  exp'ratlon 
of  said  period  send  such  association  a  registered  letter  directed  to 
lU  principal  office,  stating  the  delinquency  and  Its  consequtncea. 
If  the  association  falls  to  file  the  report  within  60  days  from  the 
mailing  of  siich  notice,  any  member  of  the  association  or  the  United 
States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia  may  by  petition  for 
mandamus  against  the  association  and  Its  proper  ofOoers  compel 
such  filing  to  be  made,  and  In  such  cose  the  coiut  shall  require  the 
association  or  the  officers  at  fault  to  pay  all  the  expenses  of  the 
proceeding,  including  counsel  fees. 

Axncix  XI — oissoLirnoif 

Skc.  36.  Dissolution:  An  association  may,  at  any  regular  or  special 
meeting  legally  called,  be  directed  to  dissolve  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds 
of  the  entire  membership.  By  a  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  members 
voting,  three  of  their  number  shall  be  designated  as  trustees,  who 
shall,  on  behalf  of  the  association  and  within  a  time  fixed  In  their 
designation  or  within  any  extension  thereof,  liquidate  Ita  aseota. 
and  shall  distribute  them  In  the  maiuier  set  forth  in  this  section. 
A  suit  for  Involuntary  dissolution  of  an  association  organized  under 
this  act  may  be  Instituted  for  the  causes  and  prosecuted  in  the 
manner  set  forth  in  sc?ctlons  786  through  791.  both  Inclusive,  and 
sections  794  through  797.  both  inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  establish  a  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  ap- 
proved March  3.  1901:  Provided.  That  any  distribution  of  assets 
thall  be  In  the  manner  set  forth  in  this  section.  In  case  of  any 
dissolution  of  an  association.  Its  assets  shall  t>e  distributed  In  the 
following  manner  and  order:  (1)  By  paying  Its  debts  and  expenses; 
(2)  by  returning  to  the  members  the  par  value  of  their  shares  or  of 
their  membership  certificates,  returning  to  the  subscribers  the 
amounts  paid  on  their  subscriptions,  and  returning  to  the  patrons 
the  amount  of  savings  returns  credited  to  their  accounts  toward  the 
purchase  of  shares  or  membership  certificates;  and  <3)  by  dis- 
tributing any  surplus  in  either  or  both  of  the  following  ways  aa 
the  articles  may  provide — 

(a)  Aniong  those  patrons  who  bave  been  members  or  subscritjers 
at  any  time  during  the  pwtst  6  years,  on  the  basts  at  their  patronage 
during  that  period:  and 

(b)  As  a  gift  to  any  consumers'  cooperative  asBOClation  or  other 
nonprofit  enterprise  which  may  be  designated  in  the  articles. 

ARTICLE    Xn PCMALTIXS 

8tac.  37.  Use  of  name  "cooperative":  penalty:  Only  (1)  associations 
organized  under  this  act.  (2)  groups  organized  on  a  cooperative 
basis  under  any  other  law  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  (3) 
fcrelg^n  corporations  operating  on  a  cooperative  basis  and  author- 
ized to  do  business  In  the  District  of  Columbia  under  this  or  any 
other  law  of  the  District  of  Coliunbia  shall  be  entitled  to  use  the 
term  "cooperative",  or  any  abbreviation  or  derivation  thereof,  as 
part  of  their  business  name,  or  to  represent  themselves.  In  their 
advertising  or  otherwise,  as  conducting  business  on  a  cooperative 
basis. 

Any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  violating  the  above  provision 
shall  upon  conviction  of  such  offense  be  punished  by  a  fine  of 
not  less  than  f25  nor  mere  than  S200.  with  an  additional  fine  of 
not  more  than  $200  for  each  month  during  which  a  violation  occurs 
after  the  first  month,  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  lese  than  30 
days  nor  more  than  1  vear.  or  by  both  such  fine  and  Imprteonment. 
The  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, or  any  individual,  or  association,  or  group  organised  on  a 
:  cooperative  basis,  may  sue  to  enjoin  an  alleged  violaUon  of  this 
I    section. 

Should^ a  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction  decMe  that  any  person, 
llrm.  or  corporation  using  the  name  "oooperattre"  prior  to  this 
act.  end  not  organized  on  a  cooperative  basts.  Is  entitled  to  con- 
tinue in  such  use.  any  such  liuslness  sliall  alwa>-s  place  immediately 
after  Its  name  the  words  "does  not  comply  with  the  cooperative 
aasoelation  law  of  the  District  of  Columbia"  in  the  same  kind  oT 
type,  and  In  letters  not  less  than  two-thirds  as  large,  as  those  used 
la  the  term  "cooperative." 

Sec.  38  Promotion  expenses;  limitations;  penalty:  An  nasirrta- 
tlon  shall  not.  directly  or  iwlirectly,  use  any  of  its  funds,  nor  lasue 
shares  nor  incur  any  Indebtedness,  for  the  payment  of  any  com- 
pensaUon  for  the  orseanlsatlon  of  the  association  except  necessary 
legal  fees;  nor  for  the  payment  of  any  promotion  expenses  in  excess 
of  6  percent  of  the  amount  paid  In  for  the  ahaies  or  membership 
certificates  Involved  in  the  promotion  tran5actlon.  Any  aasocia- 
tton's  officer,  director,  or  agent  who  gives,  or  any  person  firm,  cor- 
poration cr  aasoelation  wtateh  receives  such  promotion  oomnHskm 
in  violation  cf  this  section  shaU,  upon  conviction  al  such  ofrenoe 
hi  punished  by  a  fine  at  not  leas  than  $25.  nor  moce  than  taoo 
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or  by  imprlsorraent  for  not  less  than  30  days  nor  more  than  1  year, 
cr  by  iKith  such  fine  and  Imprisonment. 

Sec.  39.  Spreading  false  reports:  penalty:  Any  person,  firm,  cor- 
poration, or  association  which  maliciously  and  knowingly  spreads 
false  reports  about  the  management  or  finances  of  any  as.soclatlon 
shall,  upon  conviction  of  such  offense,  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not 
less  than  125  and  not  more  than  $200,  or  by  Imprisonment  for  not 
less  than  30  days  nor  more  than  1  year,  or  by  both  such  fine  aiid 
Imprisonment. 

AKTICLX   Xni EELATION   TO   OTHER   LAWS 

Eve.  40.  Existing  cooperative  groups:  Any  group  Incorporated 
under  another  law  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  operating  on 
a  cooperative  basis  or  any  unincorporated  group  operating  on  stich 
a  basis  In  the  District  of  Columbia  may  elect  by  a  vote  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  members  voting  to  secure  the  benefits  of  and  l>e 
bound  by  this  act.  and  shall  thereupon  amend  such  of  Its  articles 
and  bylaws  as  are  not  In  conformity  with  this  act.  A  certified  copy 
of  the  amended  articles  shall  be  filed  and  recorded  with  the  recorder 
of  deeds  and  a  fee  of  $5  shall  be  paid. 

Sk.  41.  Foreign  corporations  and  associations:  A  foreign  corpora- 
tion or  association  operating  on  a  cooperative  basis  and  complying 
with  the  applicable  laws  of  the  State  wherein  It  is  organized  shall 
be  entitled  to  do  business  In  the  District  of  Columbia  as  a  foreign 
cooperative  corporation  or  association. 

Sac.  42.  Legality  declared;  not  In  restraint  of  trade:  No  associa- 
tion, or  method  or  act  thereof  which  compiles  with  this  act.  shall 
be  deemed  a  conspiracy  or  combination  in  restraint  of  trade  or 
an  illegal  monopoly,  or  an  attempt  to  lessen  competition  or  fix 
prices  arbitrarily.  _  «  ^  .       ... 

Sec  43.  Laws  not  applicable:  No  law  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
confilctlng  or  inconsistent  with  any  part  of  this  act  shall,  to  the 
extent  of  the  conflict  or  Inconsistency,  l>e  construed  as  applicable 
to  associations  formed  hereunder;  nor  shall  any  law  of  the  District 
o(  Columbia  inappropriate  to  the  purposes  of  such  associations 
be  so  construed;  nor  shall  any  of  the  provisions  of  sections  574 
through  797.  t)oth  inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  establish 
a  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,"  approved  March  3. 
1901.  be  construed  as  applicable  to  associations  formed  hereunder, 
except  as  expressly  stated  In  this  act. 

Sec.  44.  Taxation:  Associations  formed  hereunder,  and  foreign 
corporations  and  associations  admitted  under  section  41  to  do 
business  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  entitled  to  the  benefiU 
of  section  37.  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $10. 

Sbc.  45  Separability;  constitutionality:  If  any  provision  of  this 
act  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstance  shall 
be  held  unconstitutional  or  otherwise  invalid  for  any  reason,  the 
validity  of  the  remainder  of  this  act  and  the  application  of  such 
provision  to  other  persons  or  circumstances  shall  not  i>e  affected 

thereby. 

Sec.  46.  The  Congress  reserves  the  right  to  alter,  amend,  or 
repeal  this  act,  or  any  charter  or  certificate  of  incorporation  made 
thereunder. 

Sec  47.  Short  title:  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "District  of 
Coltimbia   Corperative  Association   Act." 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  purpose  of  this  legis- 
lation is  to  provide  a  law  governing  cooperative  associations 
In  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  companion  House  bill  to 
this  measure  was  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin I  Mr.  Hull],  and  hearings  have  been  held  on  the 
subject.  At  the  present  time  these  cooperatives  are  organ- 
ized outside  of  the  District  and  are  doing  business  in  the 
District.  We  believe  that  in  order  to  provide  proper  regu- 
lation and  control  of  these  associations  this  legislation  is 
advisable. 

I  move  the  previous  question;  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

TO     AMEND     THI     DISTRICT     OP     CCM-UMBIA     ALCOHOLIC     BEVERAGE 

CONTROL   ACT 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  bill  H.  R. 
7949.  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Alcoholic  Beverage 
Control  Act  to  provide  for  the  better  control  of  the  alcoholic - 
beverage  industry  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  bill  be  considered  in  the  House  as  in 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  calls 
up  the  bill  H.  R.  7949  and  asks  unanimous  consent  that  it 
be  considered  in  the  House  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  unani- 
mous-consent request.  This  is  what  I  consider  to  be  a  very 
important  measure.  It  involves  a  principle  of  fair-trade 
■  practice  and  also  pertains  to  the  alcohoUc-beverage  control 
in  the  District  of  Columbia.    It  would  set  up  within  the  in- 
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I  think   it   is   really 


trades   practice   act. 

I  do  not  think  it  would  take  very  much 


dustry   a   fair 
important. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH, 
time. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  disagree  with  the  gentlem.an  from 
West  Virginia,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia.  I  think  the  membership  of  the  House  will  be 
interested  in  this  bill,  and  it  may  develop  into  quite  a  lengthy 
debate. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  withdraw  the  bill  for  thft 
present.  That  concludes  the  legislation  from  the  District  of 
Columbia  Committee  for  the  day. 

PERMITTING    STATES    TO    INTERVENE    IN    CERTAIN    PROCEEDINCS    Ilf 
UNITED  STATES   COURTS    (H.   DOC.   NO.   816) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was  read: 

To  Vie  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  •bill  entitled  "An 
act  to  amend  the  Judicial  Code  by  adding  a  new  section 
thereto,  designated  as  section  266a.  to  provide  for  interven- 
tion by  States  in  certain  cases  involving  the  validity  of  the 
exercise  of  any  power  by  the  United  States,  or  any  agency 
thereof,  or  any  officer  or  employee  thereof,  and  for  other 

purposes." 

This  bill  would  enable  any  State  to  intervene  in  and  become 
a  party  to  any  suit  or  proceeding  in  any  court  of  the  United 
States,  as  a  matter  of  right,  whenever  the  validity  of  any 
Federal  action  is  questioned,  if  (1)  the  determination  of  such 
question  should  involve  any  conflict  with  the  exercise  of  any 
governmental  power  of  such  State,  or  (2)  such  Federal  action 
would  imi>air  or  abridge  any  governmental  power  asserted 
by  or  exercised  by  such  State  or  any  agency,  oflBcer,  or  em- 
ployee thereof.  In  addition.  It  would  impose  on  the  courts 
of  the  United  States,  in  every  suit  and  proceeding  now  pend- 
ing or  hereafter  Instituted  in  which  the  validity  of  Federal 
action  is  questioned,  the  burden  of  ascertaining  whether  the 
determination  of  the  question  involves  any  conflict  with  the 
governmental  power  of  any  State  and  whether  such  Federal 
action  would  impair  or  abridge  any  governmental  power  as- 
serted by  or  exercised  by  any  State  or  any  of  its  agencies, 
officers,  or  employees. 

It  was  sa:d  (H.  Rept.  1760.  76th  Cong..  3d  sess.)  that  this 
bill  would  give  the  States  the  same  right  to  intervene  to 
protect  the  constitutionality  of  their  statutes  as  is  given 
to  the  United  States  to  intervene  to  protect  the  constitution- 
ality of  acts  of  Congress  by  the  act  of  August  24.  1937,  chapter 
754.  section  1  (50  Stat.  751.  U.  S.  Code,  title  28,  sec.  401). 
However,  the  bill  before  me  does  not  complement  the  1937 
act.  It  does  not  provide  for  intervention  by  the  States  in 
cases  involving  the  constitutionality  of  State  statutes  affect- 
ing the  public  interest.  On  the  contrary,  it  invites  the  States 
to  intervene  as  a  matter  of  right  to  attack  the  exercise  of  any 
Federal  power  impairing  or  abridging  any  governmental 
power  asserted  or  exercised  by  the  States  or  by  any  of  their 
agencies,  officers,  or  employees. 

I  find  no  justification  for  such  broad  powers  of  interven- 
tion by  the  States  particularly  since  the  right  of  Intervention 
given  to  the  United  States  is  limited  to  cases  in  which  the 
constitutionality  of  an  act  of  Congress  affecting  the  public 
interest  is  questioned. 

The  district  courts  of  the  United  States  now  have  discre- 
tion to  permit  intervention  by  a  State  in  any  action  in  which 
the  State's  claim  or  defense  has  a  question  of  law  or  of  fact 
in  common  with  such  action  (Rules  of  Civil  Procedure,  rule  24. 
following  U.  S.  Code,  title  28.  sec.  723c) .  The  various  admin- 
istrative tribunals  permit  intervention  by  States  upon  a  show- 
ing of  interest  in  their  proceedings.  The  Supreme  Court  per- 
mits the  filing  of  briefs  by  States  as  amici  curiae  as  a  matter 
of  right  (Revised  Rules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  rule  27, 
par.  9).  In  my  opinion,  those  provisions  are  adequate.  No 
evidence  has  been  presented  of  the  inability  of  any  State  to 
defend  the  constitutionality  of  any  of  its  statutes.  The  pro- 
posed statute  would,  however,  subject  a  State's  attorney  gen- 
eral to  pressure  to  intervene  in  any  case  where  a  private 
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litigant  Is  opposing  Federal  action,  on  the  ground  that  such 
action  invades  States'  rights.  Such  exploitation  of  the  au- 
thority of  State  offlcials  for  the  Interests  of  private  litigants 
should  rot  be  encouraged. 

I  fear  that  the  judicial  determination  of  the  validity  of  the 
powers  of  the  United  States  or  their  exercise  would  be  ham- 
pered by  the  proposed  broader  powers  of  intervention  by  the 
States — powers  of  intervention  not  limited  to  cases  in  which 
the  constitutionality  of  State  statutes  is  questioned. 

I  am  therefore  compelled  to  veto  the  bill. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevilt. 

The  Whiti  House,  June  10.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
bill  and  the  message  of  the  Fhresident  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  ordered  prliUbd. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  brief 
editorial  from  the  New  York  Tinies. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

GREENVILLE  MEMORIAL  COMMISSION    (H.  DOC.  NO.  818) 

The  SPEAKER  also  laid  before  the  House  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read: 

To  the  House  of  Revresentatives: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  House  Joint  Reso- 
lution 385.  a  resolution  "establishing  a  Greenville  Memorial 
Commission  to  formulate  plans  for  the  construction  of  a 
memorial  building  to  commemorate  the  Treaty  of  Greene 
Ville  at  Greenville.  Ohio." 

While  the  initial  expenditure  contemplated  by  the  resolu- 
tion is  limited  to  $10,000  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  pro- 
posed commission  in  making  an  investigation,  it  is  evident 
that  enactment  of  the  resolution  would  commit  the  Govern- 
ment to  future  expenditures  the  size  of  which  cannot  be 
predicted  at  this  time. 

Under  present  conditions  I  feel  that  this  commitment 
should  not  be  undertaken. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  Whitb  House,  Jutib  10,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  bill  and  the 
message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library  and 
ordered  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

JAMES  C.  BAILET    (H.  DOC.  NO.  817) 

The  SPEAKER  also  laid  before  the  House  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States  which  was 
read: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  approval.  H.  R.  4394,  en- 
titled "An  act  granting  a  pension  to  James  G.  Bailey." 

The  bill  would  authorize  and  direct  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans'  Affairs  to  place  on  the  pension  roll,  subject  to  the 
provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension  laws,  the  name  of 
James  G.  Bailey,  late  of  Company  F,  Thirteenth  Regiment, 
United  States  Army,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $15 
per  month. 

The  ex-soldier  has  filed  application  for  a  pension  alleging 
that  certain  disabilities  which  he  now  has  were  acquired  dur- 
ing his  service  above  indicated. 

Careful  consideration  has  been  given  to  this  claim  by  the 
Bureau  of  Pensions,  and  the  Veterans'  Administration,  and 


they  are  unable  to  find  a  basis  for  aHowtag  such  claim  under 
existing  law. 

No  doubt  the  Congress  has  been  influenced  in  passing  this 
bill  by  the  age  of  the  ex-soldier  and  the  affidavits  of  his 
comrades.  However,  the  case  has  received  most  careful  con- 
sideration by  the  Government  agencies  charged  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  pension  laws,  and  they  are  unable  to  find 
sufficient  basis  for  the  granting  of  service  connection  for  the 
claimant's  present  disabilities. 

I  know  of  no  sound  reason  from  the  facts  Indicated  or  cir- 
cumstances surrounding  this  case  which  would  warrant  the 
granting  of  special  consideration  as  proposed  by  the  bill. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  June  10.  1940.  ^ 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  bill  and  the 
message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
alteration  and  cost  of  certain  bridges  over  navigable  waters 

The  SPEAKER  also  laid  before  the  House  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R.  9381,  a 
bill  to  provide  for  the  alteration  of  certain  bridges  over 
navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  for  the  apportionment 
of  the  cost  of  such  alterations  between  the  United  States 
and  the  owners  of  such  bridges,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  bill  contains  a  number  of  provisions  that  are  very 
similar  to  some  of  those  in  the  General  Bridge  Act  of  March 
23.  1906  (34  Stat.  84).  However,  it  would  establish  a  new 
policy  by  which  the  United  States  would  be  required  to  bear 
a  portion  of  the  cost  of  alterations  or  changes  in  bridges  over 
navigable  waters  used  and  operated  for  the  purjxDse  of  carry- 
ing railroad  traffic,  or  both  railroad  and  highway  traffic, 
where  such  alterations  or  changes  are  found  to  be  necessary 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  for  free  and  unobstructed  navi- 
gation. Under  the  new  policy  which  the  bill  proposes  the 
bridge  owner  would  be  required  to  bear  only  such  part  of 
the  cost  of  such  alterations  or  changes  as  may  be  attributable 
to  the  direct  and  special  benefits  which  will  accrue  to  him, 
as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  War.  and  the  United  States 
would  be  required  to  bear  the  remainder  of  such  cost.  The 
provisions  of  the  bill  are  substantially  the  same  as  those  con- 
tained in  S.  1989,  from  which  I  withheld  my  approval  on 
August  11,  1939. 

As  was  stated  in  my  memorandum  of  disapproval  of  S.  1989, 
the  General  Bridge  Act  of  March  23.  1906,  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  require  the  alteration  of  any  bridge 
which,  in  his  opinion,  may  at  any  time  unreasonably  obstruct 
navigation,  the  cost  of  such  alteration  to  be  borne  entirely  by 
the  owner.  This  has  been  a  condition  precedent  to  the  con- 
struction of  bridges  over  the  navigable  waters  of  the  United 
States  and  the  owners  are  fully  apprised  of  the  condition  be- 
fore the  construction  work  is  undertaken.  The  Supreme 
Court  has  repeatedly  held  that  where  a  bridge  is  an  unreason- 
able obstruction  to  navigation  the  removal  of  such  obstruction 
may  be  required  without  compensation  from  the  United 
States,  and  such  removal  cannot  be  regarded  as  a  taking  of 
private  property  within  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution.  To 
require  the  Federal  Government  to  pay  the  cost  of  alterations 
which  do  not  directly  benefit  the  bridge  owners  would  im- 
pose upon  It  heavy  financial  liabilities.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  preserve  and  protect  the  navigability  of  our 
navigable  waters,  and  when  any  person,  association,  corpora- 
tion, or  other  body  is  authorized  to  build  a  structure  over  any 
such  stream,  the  United  States  should  not  be  required  to 
bear  any  part  of  the  cost  of  alterations  which  are  necessary 
to  avoid  obstructions  to  navigation. 
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I  am,  therefore,  return  the  bill  H.  R.  9381  without  my 
approval  as  it  does  not  appear  that  any  adequate  reason  exists 
for  imposing  upon  the  Federal  Gk)vemment  the  additional 
burdens  which  the  bill  proposes. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  June  10.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upqn  the  Journal. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  jSpeaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
further  consideration  of  this  matter  be  postponed  until 
Wednesday,  and  If  J  for  any  reason,  the  House  does  not  meet 
on  that  date  then  to  the  next  day  on  which  the  House  shall 
assemble. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Lea]? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  does  the  gentleman  mean  about 
not  being  in  session  on  Wednesday? 

Mr.  LEA.  That  was  just  a  precautionary  suggestion — If 
for  any  reason  the  House  would  not  be  in  session,  that  it 
would  be  in  order  the  following  day.  I  do  not  anticipate  any- 
thing but  that  the  House  will  be  In  session. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  it 
has  been  suggested  to  me  that  it  is  the  program  that  the  tax 
bill  will  be  taken  up  tomorrow  and  will  be  disposed  of  tomor- 
row.   Is  that  the  program? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TABER.  We  have  been  asked  to  take  up  an  emer- 
gency defense  appropriation  on  the  next  day,  and  I  imagine 
It  should  have  the  right  of  way  and  an  opportunity  to  clean 
It  up  if  we  are  going  to  take  it  up.  I  am  wondering  if  it 
would  be  the  right  thing  to  have  a  question  of  this  kind 

up  on  that  day? 

Mr.  LEA.  Of  course.  It  would  not  be  objectionable  to  me 
to  let  the  matter  be  taken  up  on  Thursday  instead  of 
Wednesday. 

Mr.  TABER.  If  it  could  follow  the  other  bill,  I  think  it 
would  be  better. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  request  that  the  further 
consideration  of  the  matter  be  postponed  until  Thursday. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  oi  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

Mr.  RICH  and  Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD  rose. 

The  SPEAKER.  For  what  purpose  does  the  gentleman 
from  California  rise? 

Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  purpose  of  that? 

Mr.  LEA.  It  is  to  give  the  membership  an  opportunity  to 
consider  what  they  think  of  the  bill,  and  whether  it  should 
be  referred  back  to  the  committee  or  voted  upon  by  the  House. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  as 
I  understand  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  TaberI, 
he  says  we  are  going  to  get  the  tax  bill  up  tomorrow  and  pass 
tt  tomorrow? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Yes. 

Mr.  RICH.  Well,  that  Is  just  the  way  you  do  things. 
You  spend  by  the  billion  and  the  billion  and  you  do  it  so  fast 
that  nobody  knows  what  you  spend  it  for.  Now  you  are 
going  to  tax  the  people  of  this  country  so  fast  that  their 
backs  will  be  broken.  I  want  to  say  that  if  you  are  not 
going  to  give  the  Members  of  Congress  any  more  time  than 
that,  that  is  not  right,  that  is  not  just,  that  Is  not  honorable. 
I  want  to  say  that  if  we  are  going  to  permit  legislation  to  go 
through  In  that  n^ianner.  then  we  are  not  good  Congressmen 
and  you  ought  not  permit  It.  You  ought  to  stay  here  and  at- 
tend to  business. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  think  everybody  else  in  the  House  ex- 
cept the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  wUl  understand  the 
bill  by  that  time.    (Laughter.] 

Mr.  RICH.  But  if  you  are  going  to  give  It  to  the  people 
that  way,  it  is  not  right. 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Lea]? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  message,  together  with  the  bill,  was  ordered  to  be 

printed. 

the  national  guard 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  House  may  have  until 
midnight  tonight  to  file  a  report  on  House  Joint  Resolution 
555,  relating  to  the  calling  of  the  National  Guard;  and  on  the 
bill  H.  R.  1010,  with  respect  to  the  authorized  increase  In  the 
Regular  Army. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, are  there  any  minority  reports  from  the  committee? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  do  not  know  whether  there  will  be  or  not. 
There  probably  will  be. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  gentleman  take 
care  of  those,  too? 

Mr.  MAY.    Yes;  I  certainly  will. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  minority  members  of 
he  committee  may  have  the  same  privilege,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May]? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  will  that  bill  permit  the  President  to  send  our 
National  Guard  3,000  miles  across  the  sea  and  strip  our  own 
inadequate  national  defense,  as  he  did  when  he  sent  our 
battle-line  planes  across  the  sea  a  few  days  ago? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  bill  will  not  permit  the  President  to  send 
them  3,000  miles  across  the  sea  nor  to  strip  the  national  de- 
fense.   It  Is  a  very  sensible  and  wise  piece  of  legislation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection, 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  and 
include  therein  a  radio  address  made  by  me  last  night. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Mcdowell.  Mr.  speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  insert  a  radio  address  deliv- 
ered by  Fulton  Lewis. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  ho  objection. 

MILITARY  establishment  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1941^-CONFERENCB 

REPORT 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference  report 
on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9209)  making  appropriations  for  the  Mili- 
tary Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  statement  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  oX  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONFERENCE    REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9209) 
making  appropriations  lor  the  Military  Establishment  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met. 
after  fuH  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendments  numbered  13,  14, 
23.  35,  40.  42.  44.  46,  48,  55,  57,  75,  83.  100,  103,  106,  114.  and  116. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1,  2,  4.  6.  6,  7.  8.  9,  10,  11,  16.  16,  18.  20, 
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22  25  2fl  27  28.  29.  30.  31.  32.  33.  34.  37.  39.  41.  43.  47.  49.  51.  52. 
63"  54"  56"  58  59.  60,  61.  62.  63.  64.  65.  66.  68.  69.  70.  73.  77.  81.  82. 
84!  85."  88.  87.  88.  89,  94.  98.  99.  101.  102.  104.  105.  107.  109,  110.  111. 
112.  113.  and  115;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  12:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dls- 
•greement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  12.  and 
•irree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
rum    proposed    Insert      "»838.500";    and    the    Senate    agree    to    the 

Amendment  numbered  17:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  th€  Senate  numbered  17.  and 
airree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum   propoMd  insert   "»6.767,947";    and   the   Senate   agree   to   the 

same. 

Amendment  numbered  24:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dls- 
apreemont  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  24.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  "♦106.880";  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  45:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  45.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  '•$75,004,376';  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  50:  That  th«  Houae  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  60.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert:  "»64.999.664";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same.  .„.     j. 

Amendment  numbered  71:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  71.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following: 

•Toward  the  acquisition  of  land  at  Fort  Devens,  Maasachvisetts. 
$386,667;  Port  Ethan  Allen.  Vermont.  $120,000.  as  authorized  by  the 
Act  of  July  26,  1939  (53  Slat.  1123).  to  remain  available  until  July  1, 
1942'* 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  72:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  72.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  of 
"♦1.000.000"  named  In  said  amendment  Insert  '•$666,667";  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  74:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  74.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  exan 
named  in  said  amendment  Insert  "♦205,000';  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  76:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  76.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  "♦19,534,053";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  91:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  91.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  ••♦6.876.978*';  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbered  92:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  92.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  •♦21,565,263'";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  93:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  93.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  ••♦302.422.312  ";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  95:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  95.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  •'♦3.776.541";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  nvimbered  96:  "Iliat  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  96.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  ••♦24.713.053";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  118:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  118.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter 
iaaarted  by  said  amendment  Insert: 

"SBC.  2.  The  foregoing  appropriations  for  llegular  Supplies  of  the 
Army",  'Clothing  and  Equipage'.  'Army  Transportation'.  'Signal  Serv- 
ice of  the  Army".  'Air  Corps,  Army".  "Medical  and  Hospital  Depart- 
ment'. 'Engineer  Service.  Army'.  'Ordnance  Service  and  Supplies'. 
•Chemical  Warfare  Service',  and  'Seacoast  Defenses'  shall  each  be 
available  for  the  pay  and  allowances.  Including  travel  allowances,  of 
such  Reserve  officers  as  the  President  may.  with  their  consent,  order 
to  active  duty  for  such  periods,  not  In  excess  of  two  years,  as  their 
service  may  be  required  In  the  procurement  or  production  of  equip- 
ment therein  appropriated  for,  or  on  duty  pertaining  to  aviation." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 


The  committee  of  conference  report  In  disagreement  amendmenta 
nvimbered  3.  19.  21.  36.  38.  67.  78.  79.  80.  90.  97,  108.  117.  119.  120, 

131.  122.  123.  124.  125.  and  126. 

J.  Btnox  SKTDEa. 
David  D.  Tebst. 
Joe  Starnts. 
Ross  A.  Collins. 
George  Mahon, 
D.  Lane  Powers, 
Albert  J.  Encel. 
Francis  Case, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
Elmer  Thomas. 
Carl  Hatden, 
John  H.  Oveston. 
Richard  B.  Rttssxix, 
Morris  Sheppard. 
John  Q.  Townsend.  Jr.. 
Sttles  Bridges. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9209)  making  appropriations  for  the  Mlll- 
tarj-  Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for 
other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  In  explanation  of 
the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  In  the 
accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely: 

On  amei^dments  Nos  1  to  17.  both  Inclusive,  relating  to  salaries. 
War  Department:  Appropriates  ♦6  767.947,  in  lieu  of  ♦6.258. 1S8.  as 
proposed  by  the  House,  and  $6,667,947.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  the 
increase  being  deducted  from  the  amount  named  In  amendment 
No.  93.  and  appropriates  an  additional  amount  of  $100,000  for  tem- 
porary personal  services.  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  House.  In  lieu  of  providing  for  such  assistance  through 
the  medium  of  drafts  upon  military  funds,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  18.  relating  to  contingent  expenses.  War 
Department:  Appropriates  $422,485.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
Instead  of  $389,335.  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

On  amendment  No.  20:  Appropriates  $672,730  for  printing  and 
binding,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  $639,313,  as  proposed 
by  the  House 

On  amendments  Ncs.  22  and  23,  relating  to  field  exercises:  Ap- 
propriates $8  231.306,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  Instead  of  $5,831.- 
306.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  strikes  out  the  2-year  availa- 
bility clause  proposed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  of  the  amount. 

On  amendment  No.  24:  Appropriates  $106,880  for  velfare  of  en- 
listed men.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $35,440,  as  proposed 
by  the  House,  and  strikes  out  the  2-year  availability  clause  proposed 
by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  of  the  amount. 

On  amendments  Nos.  25  to  35,  both  Inclusive,  relating  to  pay  of 
the  Army:  Removes  limitations  upon  numbers  of  officers  and  en- 
listed men,-  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  appropriates  $241,965,824,  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate.  Instead  of  $217,420,932,  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  and  strikes  out  the  2-year  availability  clause  proposed  by 
the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  of  the  amount. 

On  amendment  No.  37:  Appropriates  $7,004,916  for  travel  of  the 
Army,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  $4,790,720,  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

On  amendments  Nos.  39  and  40.  relating  to  Finance  Service: 
Appropriates  $1,644,413.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  Instead  of 
$1,539,538.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  strikes  out  the  2-year- 
avallablltty  clause  proposed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  of  the 
amount. 

On  amendments  Nos.  41  and  42.  relating  to  subsistence  of  the 
Army:  Appropriates  $45,639,198,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  Instead 
of  $38,005,959.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  sUlkes  out  the  2-year- 
availablllty  clause  proposed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  of  the 
amount. 

On  amendments  Nos.  43  and  44,  relating  to  regular  supplies  of 
the  Army:  Appropriates  $8,052,471.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  In- 
stead of  $3,953,976,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  strikes  out  the 
2-year-avallablllty  clause  proposed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion 
of  the  amount. 

On  amendments  Nos.  45  and  46.  relating  to  clothing  and  equip- 
age- Appropriates  $75,004,376.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  Instead  of 
$10  965.046.  as  proposed  by  the  House;  strikes  out  the  2-year-avall- 
ablllty clause  proposed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  of  the  appro- 
priation, and  strikes  out  the  price  limitation  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos  47  and  48.  relating  to  Incidental  expenses  of 
the  Army:  Appropriates  $5,011,683,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $4,417,623.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  strikes  out  the 
2-year-availablllty  clause  proposed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion 
of  the  amount. 

On  amendments  Nos.  49  to  53.  both  Inclusive,  relating  to  Army 
transportation:  Appropriates  $64,999,664,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $24,908,034.  as  proposed  by  the  House;  strikes  out  the 
2-year-availabillty  clause  proposed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  of 
the  appropriation,  and  raises  the  limitations  upon  amounts  which 
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may  be  expended  upon  boats  and  motor  vehicles  to  $9,500,000  and 
$15,000,000,  respectively,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  64  and  56.  relating  to  horses,  draft,  and 
pack  animals:  Appropriates  $782,490,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
instead  of  $419  200.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  strikes  out  the 
2-year-avallab:llty  clause  proprased  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion 
of  the  amount. 

On  amendments  Nos.  56  to  66.  and  68,  relating  to  military  posts: 
Appropriates  $80310,785  and  grants  contractual  authority  cf 
$6,000,000,  as  profKJsed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $29,590,363  and 
$4,000,000.  respectively,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  adding  all  of  the 
projects  proposed  by  the  Senate,  as  shown  in  the  bill,  without 
chan<?e  of  amount,  and  niakcs  the  appropriation  available  until 
expended,  as  proposed  by  the  House.  Instead  of  for  the  period 
ending  June  30,  1942.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  also,  makes  textual 
correction,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendmenU  Nos.  69  to  76.  both  Inclusive,  relating  to  the 
acquisition  of  land:  Appropriates  for  procurements  at  the  following 
places,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  except  as  to  amounts,  which  vary 
In  all  cases  except  the  Alaska  and  Utah  General  Depot  items  from 
the  amounts  proposed  by  the  Senate  as  shown  In  the  bill,  viz:  An- 
chorage, Alaska.  $85,000:  Fort  Devens.  Mass..  $386,667:  Port  Ethan 
Allen,  Vt.,  $120,000;  Fort  Knox,  Ky.,  $606,667;  Utah  General 
Depot,  $213,000;  and  Fort  Sill,  Okla.,  $205,000;  and  strikes  cut  the 
proposal  of  the  Senate  requiring  appraisals  to  be  made  by  appraisers 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

On  amendment  No.  76:  Appropriates  ♦19.534.053  for  barracks  and 
quarters,  as  prnpoeed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  ♦17.298.086,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  House,  and  strikes  out  the  2-year  availability  clause 
propKJsed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  of  the  amount. 

On  amendment  No.  77:  Appropriates  $780  909  for  construction 
and  repair  of  hospitals,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  ^643,- 
635.  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

On  amendments  Nos.  81  to  89.  both  inclusive,  relating  to  the  Air 
Corps:  Appropriates  $265,886,418  and  grants  contractual  authority 
of  $103.300  000  to  be  exercised  prior  to  Jvily  1,  1941.  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate.  Instead  of  $165,762,162  and  $10,000,000,  respectively,  as 
proposed  by  the  House;  strikes  out  the  2-year  availability  clause  as 
to  a  portion  of  the  apprcprlction.  proposed  by  the  Senate;  provides 
for  office  rental  arid  other  facilities  In  connection  with  procurement, 
as  proF>osed  by  the  Senate,  and  requires  that  not  less  than  $123.- 
741  994  shall  be  applied  to  the  proctirement  of  new  airplanes  and 
their  equipment  and  accessories,  and  that  $82,661,994  of  such 
rmount  shall  be  applied  to  the  procurement  of  combat  airplanes  and 
their  equipment  and  accessories,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  91:  Appropriates  $6,875,978  for  Medical  ond 
Hospital  Department,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  Instead  of  $2.- 
615.919,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  strikes  out  the  2-year  avail- 
ability clause  proposed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  cf  the  amount 
On  amendment  No.  92:  Appropriates  ♦21.565,263  for  Engineer 
Service.  Army,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  ♦7,365.340,  as 
proposed  by  the  House,  and  strikes  out  the  2-ycar  availability  clause 
proposed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  of  the  amount. 

On  amendments  Nos.  93  and  94,  relating  to  Ordnance  Service  and 
supplies.  Army:  Appropriates  ♦302.422  312.  instead  of  $302,522,312,  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  and  $88,067,993,  as  proposed  by  the  House; 
strikes  out  the  2-(year  availability  clause  propased  by  the  Senate  as 
to  a  portion  of  tl^e  appropriation;  and  grants  contractual  authority 
of  ♦133,774.679.  a.1  proposed  by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  $30  000,000,  as 
proposed  by  the  House. 

On  amendment  No.  95:  Appropriates  $3,776,541  for  repairs  of 
arsenals,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.  Instead  of  $1,714,041,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  House,  and  strikes  out  the  2-year  availability  clause 
proposed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  of  the  amount. 

On  amendment  No.  98:  Appropriates  $24,713,053  for  Chemical 
Warfare  Service,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  Instead  of  $3,698,250. 
as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  strikes  out  the  2-year  availability 
clause  proposed  by  the  Senate  as  to  a  portion  of  the  amount. 

On  amendments  Nos.  98  to  107.  both  Inclusive,  relating  to  seacoast 
defenses:  Appropriates  $29,502,523,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  In- 
stead of  $14,717,992,  as  propxjsed  by  the  House,  and  makes  the 
appropriation  a\-allable  until  expended,  as  proposed  by  the  House, 
instead  of  until  the  end  of  the  period  ending  June  30,  1942.  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Nos.  109.  110.  and  111.  relating  to  maintenance 
and  operation.  United  States  Military  Academy:  Makes  a  textual 
correction  and  adds  an  additional  amount  of  $1,900.  as  proposed 
bv  the  Senate. 

On  amendments  Ncs.  112.  113.  and  114.  relating  to  the  Organized 
Reserves:  Removes  the  4  cents  per  mile  limitation  applying  to 
travel  in  connection  with  training  duty  for  periods  le.ss  than 
31  days,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate:  appropriates  $32,107,455,  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate.  Instead  of  $20,581,059,  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  and  strikes  out  the  2-ycar  availability  clause  proposed  by  the 
Senate  as  to  a  portion  of  the  appropriation. 

On  amendment  No.  115:  Appropriates  $2,275,000  on  account  of 
citizens'  military  training  camps,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead 
of  $2,274,540,  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

On  amendment  No.  116:  Strikes  out  the  appropr'atlon  of  $300,000 

pioposed  by  the  Senate  for  expansion  of  the  local  Soldiers'  Home. 

On    amendment    No.    118:    Makes  certain   of    the    appropriations 

In   the   bill    available   for   pay   and   allowances   of   Reserve   officers 

who  may  volunteer  for  active  duty  In  connection  with  the  pro- 


ctirement  or  production  of  equipment,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
but  omitting  authorization  to  use  such  appropriations  for  the 
employment  of  addiUonal  civilians  and  for  augmenting  other 
funds  made  available  for  contingent  and  miscellaneous  expenses 
In  Washington  and  In  the  field. 

Amendments  reported  in  disagreement 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  the  follow- 
ing amendments  of  the  Senate: 

Amendment  No.  3:   Relating  to  the  engagement  of  special  serv- 
ices by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Amendment  No.   19:    Waiving   newspaper  advertising   on  small 
procurements  of  stationery  and  office  supplies  and  equipment. 

Amendment  No.  21:   Relating  to  educational  orders. 

Amendment  No.  36:   Waiving  legal  limitations  upon  number  of 
enlisted  men  and  flying  cadets  in  Army  Air  Corps. 

Amendment  No.  38:  Relating  to  travel  of  the  Army. 

Amendment  No.  67:   Relating  to  emergency  construction. 

Amendment  No.  78:   Relating  to  the  appropriation  for  construc- 
tion and  repair  of  hospitals. 

Amendments   Nos.    79    and    80:    Relating   to  the    appropriation 
"Signal  Service  of  the  Army." 

Amendment   No.   90:    Waiving  limitation   upon  number   of   air- 
planes that  may  be  procured  and  maintained. 

Amendment  No.  97:  Relating  to  the  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

Amendment  No.  108:  Relating  to  seacoast  defenses. 

Amendment  No.  117:  Relatmg  to  the  President's  emergency 
fund.  ^  _. 

Amendment  No.  119:  Relating  to  an  Interchange  of  appropria- 
tions. 

Amendments   Nos.    120.    121.    122,    and    123:    Relating    to   section 

numbers.  ^     .     ,,         , 

Amendment  No.  124:  Relating  to  the  employment  of  %llens  In 
the  Panama  Canal  Zone. 

Amendment  No.  125:  Relating  to  making  appropriations  and 
contractual    authorizations    immediately   available. 

Amendment  No.  126:  Relating  to  a  section  number. 

Comments 

With  respect  to  Senate  amendment  No.  117.  relating  to  an 
emergency  fund  for  the  President,  the  managers  on  the  part  of 
the  Home  recommend  that  $2,000,000  of  such  fvmd  shall  be  made 
Immediately  available  for  the  planning,  erection,  equipment,  and 
operation  or  lease  of  plants  for  the  beneficlatlon  of  manganese 
ores  and  the  production  of  metallic  manganese  therefrom,  and  for 
expenditures  requisite  for  and  Incident  to  the  exploration  of  do- 
mestic manganlferous  deposits  and  acquisition  of  strategic  minerals 
In  accordance  with  Public.  No.  117,  approved  Jime  7.  1939. 

This  recommendation  Is  made  In  the  belief  that  provision  should 
be  made  Immediately  to  beneflclate  domestic  low-grade  manganese 
ores,  deposits  of  which  are  favorably  located  with  respect  to  size 
of  deposit,  transportation,  economy  of  production,  safety  of  loca- 
tion, and  general  values  for  national  defense.  Resulting  high- 
grade  manganese  can  thus  be  produced  and  acquired,  domestic 
reserves  proven  and  made  available  for  increased  demand  In  case 
of  emergency,  and  emergency  supplies  provided  without  the  Gov- 
ernment competing  with  industry  for  existing  stocks. 

J.    BtTELL    SNTDER, 

David  D.  Terrt, 
Joe  Starnes, 
Ross  A.  Collins. 
George  Mahon, 
D.  LANS  Powers, 
Albert  J.  Encel, 
Francis  Cask. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Snyder]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  this  biH  was  sent  to 
conference,  it  was  agreed  that  there  would  be  3  hours  of 
general  debate  on  the  conference  report  and  all  amendments 
brought  back  in  disagreement.  I  suggest  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Powers!  that  we  devote  2  hours  and 
20  minutes  to  a  discussion  of  the  conference  report,  and  40 
minutes  to  a  discussion  of  the  amendments  in  disagreement. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  state  that  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  and  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
control  that  matter  without  a  special  order  of  the  House, 
each  will  have  an  hour  and  a  half. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  We  would  like  to  have  an  understanding 
about  the  time  to  be  devoted  to  debate  on  the  conference 
report  and  the  amendments,  respectively. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  make  the  suggestion,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
tlie  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  can  move  the  previous 
question  on  the  conference  report  any  time  he  desires,  and 
the  remainder  of  the  time  can  be  devoted  to  a  discussion 
of  the  amendments  in  disagreement. 
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Mr.  POWERS.  What  suggestion  did  the  gMitleman  from 
Pennsylvania  have  in  mind? 

Mr.  SNYDER  I  suggest  that  2  hours  and  20  minutes  be 
devoted  to  delate  on  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  POWERS.  WlU  the  time  be  equally  divided  between 
the  gentleman  and  myself? 

Mr.  SNYDER.     Yes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  Is 
recognized  for  3  hours. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1  hour  and  30  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Powers],  and  I 
yield  myself  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  is 
recognized  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  shall  state  briefly  the  salient 
features  of  this  bill  as  we  bring  it  to  you  from  conference. 

It  provides  every  penny  necessary — rotmdly  $345,000,000 
by  way  of  cash  and  contractual  authority,  for  the  procure- 
ment of  all  of  the  critical  items  of  equipment  advocated  by 
the  War  Department  as  necessary  for  completely  equipping 
the  protective  mobilization  plan  force  of  750,000  men.  plus 
replacements. 

For  the  expeditious  procurement  of  this  material,  it  includes 
$72,890,668  and  contractual  authority  besides,  of  $31,918,168. 
These  amounts  are  apart  from  the  President's  emergency 
fund,  which,  by  its  terms,  may  be  employed  in  removing 
bottlenecks,  such  as  furnishing  Oovemment-owned  facilities 
at  privately  owned  plants,  and  the  procurement  and  training 
of  civilian  personnel  needed  In  facilitating  production. 

Looking  to  later  augmentation  of  the  needs  of  the  protective 
mobilization  plan  force,  or  a  larger  force,  the  bill  carries  in 
the  neighborhood  of  $35,000,000  for  industrial  mobilization, 
including  $I6J250,000  for  educational  orders,  which  is  in  addi- 
tion to  the  $18,205,000  heretofore  made  available  for  that 
purpose. 

On  the  Air  Corps  side,  as  you  know.  Congress,  at  the  last 
regular  session,  made  available  either  the  money  or  con- 
tractual authority  for  the  procurement  of  5,500  airplanes. 
This  bill  makes  provision  for  2.566  more — 2,200  of  the  train- 
ing type,  and  366  in  the  combat  category.  In  addition,  the 
bill  carries  $28,188,200,  including  $2,000,000  of  contractual 
authority,  for  the  modernization  of  planes,  that  is.  leak-proof 
tanks,  and  armor  and  armament.  Also,  in  addition,  and  of 
paramount  importance,  is  additional  provision  made  by  the 
Senate  for  stepping  up  the  pilot-training  program,  and  pro- 
viding for  an  increased  number  of  aviation  mechanics  and 
plane-crew  operators.  The  bill  looks  to  an  annual  output  of 
7.000  pUots. 

F\)r  motor  equipment,  other  than  technical  vehicles,  the  bill 
Includes  $31,000,000.  This  is  about  $12,500,000  more  than 
the  House  bill  carried. 

As  to  personnel,  provision  is  made  for  280,000  .enlisted  men 
of  the  Regular  Army.  The  House  bill,  you  will  recall,  pro- 
vided for  227,000  men.  In  this  connection,  I  wish  to  draw 
your  attention  to  a  point  made  by  General  Marshall;  that  Is. 
that  when  the  280.000  maximum  peacetime  strength  was 
written  into  the  law,  the  Air  Corps  quota  was  16,000  men. 
Today  it  is  approximately  55.000.  with  no  lessening  in  the 
requirements  of  the  other  arms  or  services.  The  280,000, 
therefore,  is  39,000  short  of  the  strength  actually  contem- 
plated by  the  National  Defense  Act.  as  amended. 

The  bill  calls  for  no  additional  Regular  officers  by  reason 
of  the  expansion  of  enlisted  strength.  The  House  bill  pro- 
vided for  an  average  number  of  13,831.  and  that  figure  has 
not  l)een  changed.  It  is  the  purix)se  of  the  War  Department 
to  ofBcer  the  additional  enlisted  men  by  using  retired  officers 
and  Reserve  officers.  The  latter,  of  course,  only  can  be  or- 
dered to  active  duty  at  this  time  with  their  consent.  The  bill 
provides  for  308  retired  officers  to  be  on  active  duty  and 
8,170  Reserve  officers. 

The  National  Guard  is  provided  for  in  the  House  figures. 
It  may  be  said,  however,  that  the  equipment  for  which  the 
bill  provides  is  for  the  use  of  all  Army  components. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  covers,  I  should  say.  the  highlights  of 
the  bill    If  the  recommendations  of  the  conference  com- 


mittee be  approved,  the  bill  wIH  carry  $1,499,793,322  by  way 
of  immediate  appropriations  and  contractual  authority  of 
$323,229,636. 

I  may  add  that  there  is  now  pending  in  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  a  recommendation  for  an  additional  $706.- 
928.000.  including  $254,176,761  of  contractual  authority. 
Action  upon  that  additional  submission  probably  will  be  re- 
ported here  tomorrow. 

The  Congress,  I  am  sure,  stands  prepared  promptly  to 
imderwrite  every  request  that  Gen.  George  Marshall  sends 
in  here  in  this  present  emergency.  His  is  a  terrific  respon- 
sibility, and  I  know  each  of  us  is  anxious  and  ready  to 
aid  him  in  every  possible  way.  One  way.  I  may  say,  in  conclu- 
sion, would  be  to  give  h'm  this  bill  without  any  more  delay. 
The  money  in  it  becomes  immediately  available.  A  few  days' 
delay  in  getting  the  programs  for  which  it  provides  under 
way,  conceivably  may  mean  just  that  many  days  too  late  in 
some  vital  situation  in  the  days  to  come.  There  has  been  too 
much  delay  already.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  20  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alabama  (Bir.  StaxnisI. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Cole  of  Maryland  in  the 
chair).-  The  gentleman  from  Alabama  Is  recognized  for  20 
minutes.  • 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Mr.  Speaker,  no  subject  Is  of 
more  entrancing  interest  to  the  people  of  the  country  today 
than  the  question  of  national  defense.  The  charge  has  been 
made  that  we  have  no  national-defense  policy.  This  is  an 
erroneous  charge.  The  Chief  of  Staff  was  questioned  with 
reference  to  our  national-defense  policy  upon  his  recent  ap- 
pearance l)efore  the  subcommittee,  and  he  very  clearly  de- 
lineated for  the  committee  oiu:  present  national-defense  policy. 

Our  present  national-defense  policy  provides  for  the  de- 
fense of  the  continental  United  States  and  its  insular  posses- 
sions. for*the  protection  of  the  Panama  Canal  so  that  we  may 
have  a  two-ocean  navy  and  for  the  defense  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  under  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  This  bill  imple- 
ments that  national-defense  policy. 

Tlie  conference  report  on  the  bill  which  we  are  now  con- 
sidering provides  for  280,000  enlisted  men,  an  average  of 
13.831  Regular  officers.  308  retired  officers  to  be  on  active 
duty,  and  6,170  Reserve  officers  for  the  Regular  Army.  It 
provides  for  251.000  officers  and  men  in  the  National  Guard. 
We  have  103.000  Reserve  officers  available  for  duty  of  whom 
some  40.000  will  be  provided  training  in  some  form  by  this 
bill.  By  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  it  is  hoped  that  46.000 
men  In  the  enlisted  Reserve  will  be  carried  on  the  rolls.  The 
bill  also  provides  for  the  training  of  35.000  young  men  In  the 
C.  M.  T.  C. 

Insofar  as  materiel  is  concerned  the  bill  iwovides  critical 
items  for  the  entire  protective  mobilization  plan  for  this 
country.  This  protective  mobilization  plan  envisions  the 
mobilization  of  750,000  men  and  officers  in  our  Army  and  the 
National  Guard  to  meet  any  emergency  and  for  a  replacement 
group  of  250.000.  With  the  money  provided  in  this  bill  we 
will  be  able  to  supply  this  initial  protective  force  with  all  the 
critical  items. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  WiU  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama  tell  me  the  total  amount  in  this  bill  and  how  much 
of  that  amount  is  for  materiel? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  The  total  amount  in  this  bill 
In  cash  is  $1,499,793,322.  with  an  addiUonal  contractual  au- 
thority of  $323,229,636.  I  should  say  that,  roughly  speaking, 
60  to  70  percent  of  that  amount  will  go  to  materiel.  The 
amount  for  materiel.  Including  barracks,  clothing,  equipage, 
ordnance,  and  so  forth,  is  $990,138,882. 

Some  criticism  has  been  made,  probably  Justifiably  so.  that 
the  Army  has  failed  to  modernize,  motorize,  mechanize,  and 
streamline  as  rapidly  as  modern  conditions  demand.  There 
is  some  basis  for  the  criUcism.  but  the  fault  does  not  He 
wholly  with  the  armed  forces  of  this  NaUon.    The  War  De- 
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partment  cannot  motorize,  mechanize,  and  provide  modem  i 
equipment  until  the  Congress  first  authorizes  and  later  pro- 
vides funds  to  carry  out  such  a  program.  The  Congress  has 
heretofore  consistently  refused  to  meet  its  obligations  in  this 
respect.  Until  the  past  3  years  no  real  advances  have  been 
nuide.  Until  the  past  3  years  the  Congress  had  not  provided 
either  the  authority  or  the  appropriations  to  give  us  modern 
equipment  and  weapons  for  the  armed  forces.  Some  Mem- 
bers who  are  loudest  in  their  criticism  have  failed  to  assume 
their  share  of  this  responsibility.  Certainly  no  one  could  fore- 
see with  any  degree  of  accuracy  a  few  years  ago  the  startling 
events  which  have  taken  place  within  the  past  12  months — 
yea.  within  the  past  3  months.  That  being  true,  let  us  have 
no  captious  criticism  at  this  critical  hour.  Let  us  have  con- 
structive and  remedial  action  now. 

The  national-defense  policy  of  this  nation  is  not  static. 
It  is  fluid— Just  as  fluid  as  world  conditions  are  fluid.  We 
have  rapid  and  kaleidoscopic  changes  today — economic,  so- 
cial, and  political — and  our  national  defense  must  be 
attuned  to  these  rapid  changes.  There  is  no  confusion  of 
purpose  in  the  War  Department,  but  admittedly  changes  are 
being  made  constantly  In  our  plans  to  adapt  ourselves  to  the 
changed  conditions  of  the  times.  This  must  be  borne  in 
mind  at  all  times.  What  Is  necessary  today  may  be  unneces- 
sary tomorrow.  What  would  be  timely  yesterday  may  be 
too  late  tomorrow.  The  only  thing  we  can  do  Is  to  bring  to 
bear  our  collective  Judgment  and  our  sound  common  sense 
on  these  problems  and  try  to  adapt  and  adjust  our  national- 
defense  pohcy  to  world  conditions  as  they  exist  from  day 
to  day. 

There  are  some  recommendations  which  I  would  like  to 
make  to  the  Congress  and  to  the  country  with  reference  to 
our  national  defense.  Duiing  the  past  2  years  as  a  member 
of  my  subcommittee  I  have  traveled  something  like  50,000 
miles,  visiting  about  150  Army  posts.  I  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  study  at  first  hand  what  the  War  Department  is 
doing  with  the  tremendous  sums  of  money  which  we  have 
been  making  available.  During  the  course  of  my  travels  I 
visited  every  State  In  this  Union  save  three.  I  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  study  the  work  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  in 
the  Hawaiian  Islands,  the  Paradise  of  the  Pacific,  and  the 
work  now  under  way  down  in  the  Caribbean  area. 

I  think  the  Army  has  spent  its  money  wisely  and  well  as 
a  whole.  I  think  it  is  to  be  commended  for  the  results 
which  It  has  obtained  with  the  money  which  has  been  made 
available.  I  think  certain  improvements  can  be  made, 
speaking  now  as  a  layman  and  as  a  legislator  with  some 
smattering  knowledge  of  mlUtary  affairs  based  upon  19  years 
of  commissioned  service  In  various  components  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  Stales. 

First.  I  think  we  should  have  a  standing  army  of  500.000 
men.  and  a  National  Guard  of  424.800  men.  The  number 
recommended  for  the  National  Guard  is  the  minimum  under 
our  National  Defense  Act  of  1920.  The  Congress  will  prob- 
ably authorize  and  provide  funds  for  at  least  400.000  men 
for  the  Regular  Army  within  the  next  10  days.  We 
should  always  have  at  least  100.000  Reserve  officers  avail- 
able for  duty,  implemented  with  an  enlisted  reserve.  At 
the  present  time  75.000  is  the  authorized  strength  of  the 
enlisted  reserve.  That  force,  in  my  opinion,  will  take  care 
of  any  peacetime  situation  and  would  permit  rapid  and 
orderly  expansion  of  our  armed  forces  to  meet  any  eventu- 
ality which  may  be  thrust  upon  us. 

Mr.  Speaker,  insofar  as  materiel  is  concerned,  we  should 
have  a  decentralization  of  our  munitions  Industry.  Ap- 
proximately 85  to  90  percent  of  all  the  munitions  and  imple- 
menU  of  warfare  are  manufactured  in  a  comparatively 
small  area  of  the  United  States  of  America,  mainly  in  the 
States  of  Pennsylvania.  New  York,  and  the  New  England 
States.    Many  of  our  plants  are  in  exposed  positions. 

Take  our  airplane  industry,  for  Instance,  at  least  90  per- 
cent of  that  Industry  is  within  100  miles  of  the  borders  of 
this  Nation.  Take  oiw  Chemical  Warfare  Service.  Its  plant 
is  located  near  Chesapeake  Bay  and  is  the  only  plant  of  its 
t3rpe  and  character  we  have  in  the  entire  country. 


We  should  decentralize  cur  munitions  industry.  All  ex- 
pansions that  come  now  under  this  present  program  for  the 
manufacture  of  planes  and  other  implements  of  warfare  to 
provide  an  adequate  national  defense  for  this  country  should 
be  located  between  the  Alleghenies  and  the  Rockies.  The 
reasons  for  such  a  policy  are  that  all  plants  involved  In  the 
program  should  be  close  to  the  available  supplies  of  raw 
material:  second,  where  there  is  an  adequate  transporta- 
tion net;  third,  where  there  is  an  adequate  labor  reser^'oir; 
and  fourth,  in  a  position  of  comparative  invtilnerability. 
Germany  learned  these  lessons  and  has  profited  thereby.  No 
longer  does  she  depend  upon  one  or  two  great  establishments 
to  supply  her  needs.  Germany  decentralized  her  munitions 
industry  and  has  intensified  her  efforts.  As  a  result  she  dis- 
plays to  the  world  today  the  highest  trained  and  the  best 
equipped  army  in  the  history  of  mankind. 

England  has  been  comparatively  defenseless  during  the  past 
decade,  simply  and  solely  because  she  failed  to  heed  the 
lessens  that  Germany  had  learned.  England,  however,  during 
the  past  few  years  has  put  up  something  like  two  score  addi- 
tional plants  for  the  manufacture  of  munitions. 

I  do  not  recommend  the  removal  of  a  single  plant  from 
Its  present  establishment,  but  I  do  say  that  all  additional 
plants  built  either  by  the  Government  or  by  private  Industry 
for  the  safety  and  security  of  this  country  should  be  between 
the  Rockies  and  the  Alleghenies.  meeting  the  conditions  that 
I  laid  down  a  moment  ago.    This  Is  of  prime  Importance. 

We  can  get  the  manpower,  imlimlted  in  numbers,  practi- 
cally, for  any  purpose,  but  it  Is  the  question  of  the  mobilization 
of  Industry  and  the  transformation  from  a  peacetime  economy 
to  a  wartime  economy  that  spells  the  issue  of  victory  or  defeat 
for  the  United  States  of  America  in  a  supreme  effort  to  defend 
It  self  against  all  comers.  And  In  this  period  of  transformation 
time  is  the  essence  of  things. 

I  urge  this  Congress  to  consider  the  policies  I  have  outlined. 
I  have  urged  the  Chief  Executive  and  I  have  urged  the  War 
Department  consistently  during  the  past  3  years  to  a  consid- 
eration of  this  policy  of  decentralization  of  our  munitions 
industry  and  the  Intensification  of  our  efforts  to  supply  the 
Army  and  its  components  with  the  critical  and  essential  items 
we  need  for  an  initial  protective  force. 

Mr.  TERRY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  TERRY.  I  know  the  gentleman  has  urged  upon  the 
General  Staff  not  only  the  bringing  In  from  the  coast  of  these 
armament  plants  and  munitions  plants  but  also  the  decen- 
tralization of  these  plants  within  the  interior;  in  other  words, 
not  to  have  an  extremely  large  plant  in  any  one  place,  but  to 
scatter  the  plants  out  so  as  to  have  smaller  plants  over  the 
area  in  order  that  one  attack  will  not  destroy  the  whole  group. 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  The  gentleman  is  correct,  and 
I  thank  him  for  that  contribution. 

Mr.  BYRNE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  BYRNE  of  ^ew  York.  Yesterday  in  one  of  the  Sunday 
papers  I  read  the  statement  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  writer 
there  were  already  too  many  decentralized  Army  posts 
throughout  the  country,  and  that  if  the  Congressmen  in  whose 
districts  these  particular  posts  were  situated  would  consent  to 
their  being  more  generally  centralized  it  would  be  much  better 
for  the  entire  Army  situation  of  our  Nation.  Does  the  gentle- 
man disagree  with  that  statement? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  I  am  happy  the  gentleman 
asked  me  that  question.  I  am  going  to  deal  with  that  par- 
ticular question  later  in  my  discussion.  There  are  recom- 
mendations I  shall  make,  and  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  listen 
to  them  very  carefully. 
Mr.  Mclaughlin.  Mr.  speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska. 

Mr.  Mclaughlin.  I  have  been  very  much  interested  in 
and  impressed  with  what  the  gentleman  has  said  regarding 
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the  deoentrallzation  of  facUltlea  for  the  manufacture  of  arma- 
ment. Doe»  not  the  RpnUeman  feel  that  he  could  well  extend 
tifeat  recommendation  to  covrr  the  decentralization  of  airplane 
facilities,  lo  that  air  flrldfi  and  air  faculties  could  be  dUtrlb- 
uted  in  the  very  lectlon  the  gentleman  hat  mentioned,  be- 
tween the  Rocky  Mounuin*  and  the  Alleghanlei?  After  all, 
this  section  U  the  most  favorably  situated  portion  of  the 
country  from  the  standpoint  of  geoffraphlcal  protection  In 
case  of  Invasion. 

Mr.  8TARNES  of  Alabama.  The  gentleman  is  right.  I 
have  80  recommended.  Such  action  Is  essential.  The  Pres- 
ident in  hla  message  recognized  such  action  was  necessary  and 
so  recommended  to  the  Congress  and  to  business  and  Industry. 

Mr.  McLaughlin.  I  am  very  glad  to  learn  that  the  gen- 
tleman feels  that  way  toward  the  air  facilities  as  well  as  to- 
ward armament,  because  I  believe  it  is  essential,  and  I  believe 
we  all  feci  it  is  essential  at  this  time,  that  the  air  facilities  of 
the  Middle  West  be  properly  and  adequately  developed. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Dealing  further  with  the  prob- 
lems of  materiel,  I  recommend  continuation  of  our  educa- 
tional-order system.  The  Ordnance  Department  is  making 
Jigs  and  dies  and  lending  them  to  private  business  and  indus- 
try. The  Congress  is  providing  money  for  educational  orders 
In  order  that  these  plants  in  peacetime  may  give  training  to 
their  personnel  in  the  manufacture  of  certain  mimitions  and 
implements  of  warfare,  so  that  we  can  reduce  the  time  neces- 
sary to  build  up  huge  reserves  and  equip  a  huge  army  in 
wartime.  As  a  minimum,  to  establish  a  new  ordnance  plant 
and  put  it  into  mass  production  would  require  12  to  18  months 
under  the  most  favorable  conditions.  This  time  can  be  re- 
duced at  least  one-half  by  a  continuation  of  this  educational 
order  program  of  ours,  providing  private  business  and  indus- 
try with  jigs  and  dies  and  giving  management  and  labor  in 
private  business  and  industry  an  opportunity  to  acquaint 
themselves  with  the  manufacture  of  these  weapons.  At  the 
same  time  we  are  building  a  reserve  of  essential  and  critical 
items. 

A  final  recommendation  with  reference  to  materiel  is  that 
additional  sums  should  be  provided  for  research  and  experi- 
mentation. Our  committee  has  been  very  sympathetic  to 
this  suggestion.  We  must  have  funds  for  research  and  ex- 
perimentation if  we  are  to  be  modern  and  remain  abreast 
and  ahead  of  the  times.  Our  Army  should  not  only  be 
abreast  of  the  times  but  should  surpass  the  armies  of  all 
other  nations  in  modern  implements  and  modern  equipment. 
I  Applause.  1 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  May  I  say  that  last  year  I  introduced  a 
bill  providing  for  additional  research  facilities  in  aeronautics 
at  qualified  educational  institutions,  but  in  the  course  of  con- 
ference on  the  bill  with  the  heads  of  our  Government  aviation 
research  divisions  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  and  the  C.  A.  A. 
I  was  told  that  they  wanted  to  keep  all  the  military  aviation 
research  within  the  Government.  It  appears  to  me  that  there 
are  enough  smart  men  outside  the  Government  so  that  we 
could  afford  to  finance  some  research  facilities  and  studies 
in  addition  to  the  facilities  we  have  now.  We  might  learn 
something. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  The  gentleman  makes  a 
timely  contribution  and  a  thought-provoking  suggestion 
which  might  well  be  considered  by  the  War  Department. 
Some  criticism  has  been  made  of  the  War  Department  that 
a  sufficient  amount  of  time  or  energy  has  not  been  devoted  to 
research  and  experimentation  and  to  the  purchasing  of  new 
and  modem  equipment  and  armament.  I  have  before  me  a 
statement  furnished  to  members  of  my  subcommittee  by  the 
Secretary  of  War.  He  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  diuing 
the  past  16  years,  from  1925  through  1940.  that  of  the  total 
of  $6,169,300  000  provided  for  military  appropriations,  that 
$5,314,944,000  was  spent  on  fixed  charges,  food,  clothing, 
housing,  training,  and  so  forth — in  other  words,  recurring 
items — and  that  of  the  sum  of  $854,566,000  devoted  to  other 
purposes,  $509,900,000  was  spent  on  the  Air  Corps.    The  Air 


Corps  Is  our  most  modem  arm.  our  most  rapidly  developing 
service,  and  it  was  necessary  to  spend  more  on  this  arm  of 
the  service. 

This  left,  tiierefore.  only  |344.65«,000  which  the  Congresg 
provided  for  the  War  Department  to  spend  on  arms  and 
equipment  for  the  ground  force*  of  this  Nation  over  a  period 
of  16  years,  or  an  average  of  121.000,000  annually.  Certainly 
no  real  progress  could  be  made  by  the  War  Department  in 
supplying  the  Army  with  modem  armament  and  equipment 
with  this  small  amount. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentkman  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  I  have  these  additional  recom- 
mendations that  I  wish  to  make  for  the  consideration  of  my 
colleagues  and  for  the  War  Department.  I  think  if  these 
recommendations  are  seriously  considered,  improved  upon, 
and  adopted,  we  can  obtain  maximimi  results  from  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  funds;  and  you  can  have  an  adequate  na- 
tional defense  with  a  reduction  in  the  moneys  being  spent  for 
certain  items  at  the  present  time. 

We  have  in  this  country  something  like  250  Army  pwsts. 
Many  of  them  were  established  in  pre-Revolutionary  War 
days,  many  of  them  during  the  War  between  the  States,  and 
many  of  them  during  the  Indian  wars.  Many  of  them  have 
outlived  their  usefulness  from  a  military  standpoint.  They 
may  be  of  rich,  historic  significance  to  the  Nation  and  to 
the  communities  concerned,  but  in.«:ofar  as  their  practical 
military  value  is  concerned  they  are  draw-backs  rather  than 
of  assistance  to  the  armed  forces.  Many  of  them  have  only 
a  few  acres.  Many  of  them  are  located  now  in  the  hearts 
of  metropolitan  areas  where  they  can  have  no  military  or 
strategic  value  whatever. 

I  know  that  I  am  treading  on  dangerous  ground  here,  be- 
cause I  am  getting  into  the  field  where  practical  politics 
sometimes  transcends  our  interest  in  national  defense,  and 
I  know  our  chamliers  of  commerce  and  State  legislatures 
and  communities  will  exert  pressure  upon  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  upon  Members  of  Congress  to  retain  Army  posts 
which  have  absolutely  no  military  value  whatsoever. 

Mr.  ENGEL.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.     Yes. 

Mr.  ENGEL.  Three  years  ago  I  called  the  attention  of 
General  Craig,  then  Chie/  of  Staff,  to  the  facts  the  gentle- 
man is  reciting.  He  told  me  that  he  had  attempted  to 
abolish  several  of  these  posts,  but  he  said  that  the  political 
pressure,  including  pressure  from  the  Congress,  was  so  great 
that  he  was  compelled  to  cancel  the  order.  So  he  canceled 
the  order  for  their  abolition. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Exactly  right.  I  think  the 
time  has  come  when  we  ought  to  subordinate  politics  to 
national  defense.     [Applause.! 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.     Yes. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  That  would  apply  to  all  branches  of  the 
Government,  I  suppose. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Oh.  yes,  indeed:  and  to  all 
political  parties.  I  think  we  might  well  reduce  this  numl)er 
of  posts  to  not  more  than  75  to  100.  We  are  willing  to  leave 
the  number  and  location  of  those  to  be  abolished  or  aban- 
doned to  the  considered  judgment  of  the  War  Department. 
It  is  very  expensive  to  maintain  these  establishments.  Some 
of  these  posts  could  be  easily  converted  into  national  mu- 
seums, and  some  of  them  could  be  easily  converted  into  State, 
city,  or  national  park  areas.  In  certain  areas  where  there 
is  sufBcicnt  acreage  on  pests  to  train  the  National  Guard 
and  other  civilian  components,  I  would  say  let  us  keep  those 
on  a  caretaker  basis  and,  during  the  summer  months,  when 
we  are  training  civilian  components  we  can  send  training 
cadres  of  the  Regtilar  Army  into  those  areas  to  help  train 
the  reservists  and  the  National  Guard.  These  recommenda- 
tions would  effect  a  substantial  reduction  in  the  expenses 
for  the  War  Department  and  at  the  same  time  facilitate  the 
handling  and  training  of  larger  bodies  of  troops  in  regimental 
and  divisional  posts. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


1940 

Mr  PIERCB.    Mr.  Speaker.  wUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    Yes. 

Mr.  PIERCI.    Did  the  gentleman  state  how  many  tnert 

arc? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    X  think  263. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  And  the  gentleman  thinks  we  could  well 
abolish  7ft  percent  of  them?  _^  ^    ^ 

Mr  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Yes,  easily,  without  any 
dctrlmont  to  training.  In  fact.  It  would  enhance  the  value 
of  training,  if  wc  did  it. 

Mr.   mZPATRICK.    Mr.   Speaker.   wUl  the   gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    Yes. 

Mr  FITZPATRICK.  They  abolished  Port  Schuyler  in  my 
district  a  few  years  ago.  I  favored  it.  They  built  a  mer- 
chant-marine academy  on  the  ground,  and  they  are  doing 
fine  work  today,  turning  out  fine  seamen. 

Mr   STARNES  of  Alabama.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr*.  TERRY.    Mr.  Speaker.  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    Yes. 

Mr  TERRY  For  an  observation.  While  the  gentleman 
is  on 'the  search  for  ways  and  means  of  reducing  the  current 
expenses  of  the  Army  and  the  construction  cost.  I  would 
like  to  have  his  comments  on  the  question  of  the  large  con- 
struction costs  of  banracks  and  other  buildings  that  the 
Government  has  been  erecUng  at  the  various  airports  and 
posts  of  the  country.  

I  know  that  our  distinguished  colleague,  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan.  IMr.  Engel],  went  very  thoroughly  into  the 
question  of  the  costs  of  constmction  work,  and  I  have  a 
very  decided  opinion  that  the  Quartermaster  Corps  in  the 
War  Department  could  very  materially  reduce  the  cost  ol 
all  construction  work  if  they  would  use  the  construction 
that  is  used  in  ordinary  civilian  life,  and  not  try  to  put  up 
buildings  that  wiU  last  for  a  thousand  years.  That  is  one 
thing  that  has  been  ably  brought  out  by  our  fnend  from 
Michigan,  and  it  is  something  that  the  War  Department 
should  go  into  thoroughly  at  this  time. 

Mr  STARNES  of  Alabama.  I  thank  the  gentleman.  I  was 
coming  to  that  point,  and  I  pay  tribute  to  the  energy,  the 
resourcefulness,  the  patriotism,  and  the  sound  judgment  of 
our  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  IMr.  Engel  J. 
Mr  Engel  has  made  a  study  of  construction  work  and  costs, 
and  is  perhaps  better  prepared  to  discuss  that  angle  than 
any  Member  of  Congress,  but  I  did  have  a  recommendation 

along  that  Une  I  desire  to  bring  to  your  attention  at  this 

Mr.  ENGEL.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    Yes. 

Mr  ENGEL.  To  say  that  the  War  Department  have  re- 
Vised"  the  Army  construction  program  in  the  last  year  and 
have  done  so  at  considerable  saving.  They  are  building 
semidetached  houses,  row  houses,  and  apartment  houses 
instead  of  detached  houses,  and  I  think  the  cost  will  be  cut 
anywhere  from  10  to  20  percent. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr    STARNES  of  Alabama.    Yes. 

Mr  ANDREWS.  I  refer  to  amendment  No.  117,  which 
has  to  do  with  the  emergency  fund  for  the  President,  and 
I  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  that  when  the 
House  Military  Committee  agreed  to  the  bill  in  authoriza- 
tion of  this  subject,  a  proviso,  which  was  urjanimously 
agreed  to  in  committee,  and  unanimously  adopted  in  the 
HoiLT  provided  that  an  accounting  should  be  kept  of  aU 
expenditures  made  or  authorized  thereunder  and  report 
thereon  should  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  at  each  sub- 
cwiem  regular  or  special  session.  I  notice  that  the  con- 
f^^s  have  left  the  provision  in  that  respect  the  way  it 
appeared  in  the  Senate  bill.  Was  any  discussion  held  on 
that  point? 

Mr   STARNES  of  Alabama.    None. 

Mr'  BROOKS.  In  reference  to  mechanical  equipment 
In  the  Army,  has  there  been  any  increase  in  the  funds  to 
be  aUotted  for  that  in  this  bill? 
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Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    Yet. 
amount  in  this  bill  for  that  purpoee. 

Mr,  BROOKS.  In  November  la«t  year,  ^ow^^^^^^f^ 
ot  the  seMion,  I  placed  In  the  R«co«d  Agurcs  on  the  need, 
for  instance,  of  motorized  eQUlPW^nt.  showing  at  thttt^^ 
that  the  Army  needed  an  additional  $63,000,000  mimcdlately 
for  motorizing  the  Army,  or  at  least  parU  of  It.  ^The  ^JJ 
now  U  greatly  In  excess  of  that  sum.    Thli  blU  wlU  go 

toward  that  amount,  will  It  not?        

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Yes.  This  blU  provides  funds 
to  completely  motorize  the  Army.  ,  _xw    • 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.   I  yield. 

Mr   ANDREWS.    Does  not  the  gentleman  believe  if  the 
House  authorization  bill  Is  approved  by  the  Senate,  requiring 
these  reports  to  come  from  the  President  at  the  beginning  of 
each  session,  it  would  supersede  the  provisions  of  this  bill? 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    Probably  so. 
The  second  recommendation  I  have  to  make  concerns  fleld- 
training  exercises.   We  have  just  concluded  the  largest  peace- 
time training  exercises  in  the  history  of  the  Nation  in  Louisi- 
ana and  Texas.   The  lessons  learned  there  were  of  inestimable 
value  to  the  country.    General  Marshall  stated  that  there  was 
no  method  of  computing  the  value  of  the  lessons  learned  by 
the  Army,  first,  in  improving  methods  of  transportation  and 
coordinating  the  various  branches  of  the  service:  second,  in 
giving  the  general  officers  and  their  staffs  an  opportunity  to 
comi^and  large  bodies  of  troops;  and.  third,  the  sav^^  in 
time,  money,  and  in  Uves  that  this  trammg  afforded  when 
applied  to  an  actual  emergency. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
Mr.  POWERS.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  gentleman  an 

additional  5  minutes.  »,„.,i^  ^nn 

Mr   STARNES  of  Alabama.    Undoubtedly  we  shoiild  con- 
tmuethis  field-training  program.     The  ^^imate  of  all  train- 
ing for  armed  forces  is  combat  efficiency  m  the  field.    Unless 
all  training  points  that  way  it  is  of  no  value.    Each  year  the 
general  officers  of  the  Army  and  their  staffs  should  have  an 
op^rmnity  to  work  out  problems  in  the  field.    We  have  had 
a  paper  anny  and  we  have  had  map  problems  all  too  long 
We  have  had  too  many  theoretical  war  exercises.    It  is 
absolutely  essential  for  the  command  and  staflf  to  have  actual 
experience  in  the  handling  of  troops  on  the  ground  and  in 
thrfield.  under  conditions  as  neariy  as  possible  simulating 
those  of  war  conditions  in  order  that  they  may  get  the  best 
results  from  their  training. 

Now  I  come  to  the  question  of  construction  and  construc- 
tion costs.  The  genUeman  from  Michigan  IMr.  Engel]  has 
made  a  study  of  this  question  and  undoubtedly  the  studies 
and  recommendations  he  has  made  have  already  resulted  in 
a  reduction  of  the  cost  for  construction  of  barracks,  quarters, 
and  other  buildings  in  the  Army.  His  is  a  valuable  con- 
tribution I  think  in  order  to  further  this  program  we  should 
transfer  from  the  Quartermaster  Corps  to  t:ie  Engineer  Con^s 
the  construction  of  quarters,  barracks.  ,and  other  buildings 
and  their  maintenance,  in  order  to  place  such  work  m  the 
hands  of  trained  and  skilled  men. 

Mr.  ENGEL.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.     I  yield.  ^     ,   ,  ,  ^ 

Mr  ENGEL  I  agr«e  with  the  gentleman  absolutely,  and 
I  made  that  recommendation  a  year  ago.  You  will  recaU 
that  during  the  World  War.  when  it  came  down  to  actual 
service  in  l^ance  the  Quartermaster  Corps  had  all  it  could 
do  to  supply  the  Army  with  the  clothing  and  necessiti^  of 
the  Army.  When  they  got  down  to  building  docks  at  Bor- 
deaux and  other  places,  the  engineers  had  to  take  over  the 
construction  of  those  docks  in  wartime. 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    And  they  did  a  magnificent 

°Mr  ENGEL.    I  further  believe  that  the  construction  work 

is  splendid  training  for  the  young  men  in  the  Engineer  Corps^ 

which  they  can  take  advantage  of  in  time  of  war     I  heartily 

agree  with  the  gentleman  that  it  should  be  transferred  to  the 

I  Engineer  Corps. 
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Mr  STARNES  of  Alabama.  I  thank  the  genUeman.  Ttie 
engineers  have  always  done  a  magnificent  Job  on  rivers  and 
harbors  and  flood-control  work.  You  give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity to  handle  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  bar- 
racks and  quarters  and  other  buildings  in  the  Army  and  they 
will  do  an  efficient  and  economical  job.  The  country  has  com- 
plete confidence  In  the  ability  and  efficiency  of  the  Corps  of 

Engineers.  ^  ^, 

Mr.    MASSINGALE.    Mr.    Speaker,    will    the    genUeman 

yield? 

\    Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    I  will  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  would  like  to  hear  the  gentleman 
give  his  opinion  on  the  ability  of  the  Army  at  this  time  to  put 
Into  the  field  modern  effectively  armed  and  equipped  motor- 
ized troops.  ^  ^  .  J  _♦ 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  We  have  the  best  and  most 
efficient  peacetime  army  in  the  history  of  our  NaUon.  We 
/  have  the  largest  peacetime  army  in  the  history  of  our  Nation. 
The  morale  and  equipment  is  superior  to  any  peacetime  force 
wt  have  ever  possessed.  Incorporating  lessons  learned  from 
the  present  conflict,  we  have  the  finest  air  force  in  the  world 
so  far  as  quality  and  performance  of  personnel  and  material 
is  concerned.  With  the  money  provided  by  this  biU  we  can 
put  a  million  men  in  the  field  completely  equipped  with  mod- 
em arms  and  equipment.  How  soon  this  can  be  accomplished 
depends  upon  how  quickly  business  and  industry  can  furnish 
us  with  certain  items. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Have  we  as  much  as  a  division  now 
ready,  completely  motorized,  that  we  could  throw  into  action? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Oh.  yes.  As  a  result  of  the 
money  heretofore  made  available  I  think  we  have  some  five 
divisions,  as  I  recall,  that  have  been  completely  organized 
and  equipped. 

The  funds  provided  in  this  bill  wUl  give  the  War  Depart- 
ment all  equipment  necessary,  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago,  for 
the  protective  mobilization  plan. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.     I  am  glad  to  hear  the  gentleman  say 

that. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  It  will  take  from  a  year  to  a 
year  and  a  half  to  manufacture  the  antiaircraft  artillery  and 
heavy  ordnance  we  need,  also  to  provide  the  number  of  au- 
tomatic weapons  that  will  be  necessary,  but  the  money  is  now 
available  for  this  purpose.  The  Army  is  not  manufacturing 
all  those  guns  itself,  but  is  calling  to  its  aid  private  business 
and  industry.  . 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 

further? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Newspapers  and  periodicals  generally 
state  that  we  have  an  inferior  Army  rifle  and  give  the  im- 
pression that  we  are  using  now  the  old  antiquated  Spring- 
field rifle  we  fellows  used  to  use  in  Florida  in  1898.  What 
Is  the  present  situation  with  respect  to  rifles? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  The  present  Springfield  rifle 
is  the  1903  model;  and  insofar  as  a  single-shot  rifle  is  con- 
cerned, as  we  laymen  call  them,  it  is  the  best  rifle  of  its  type 
and  character  in  the  world. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Concerning  automatic  weap- 
ons, there  has  been  some  controversy  with  reference  to  the 
merits  and  demerits  of  the  Garand  rifle  as  compared  with  the 
Johnson  semiautomatic  rifle.  Exhaustive  tests  have  been  made 
as  between  the  merits  and  demerits  of  these  2  rifles.  It  is  the 
considered  judgment  of  the  Ordnance  Department  made  by 
men  who  have  spent  their  lives  in  a  study  of  ordnance  equip- 
ment that  the  Garand  is  best  adapted  for  military  purposes. 
There  are  some  excellent  features  about  the  Johnson  rifle.  Mr. 
Johnson  has  offered  his  rifle  to  the  American  Army  for  ex- 
haustive tests.  He  has  also  offered  it  to  the  English  Army. 
He  has  been  to  England  and  tests  have  been  conducted  there, 
so  I  have  been  informed.  If  it  is  such  a  superior  weapon,  as 
some  contend,  it  is  more  than  passing  strange  that  neither  the 
Army  of  the  United  SUtes  nor  the  English  Army  were  sold 


on  the  idea.  The  War  Department  has  said  that  the  Garand 
Is  the  superior  military  weapon  and  we  have  provided  funds 
In  the  past,  and  in  this  bill,  to  completely  equip  the  iniUal 
protective  force  with  weapons  of  this  kind.  They  are  being 
manufactured  in  the  Springfield  Arsenal,  and  a  contract  has 
also  been  let  to  the  Winchester  Arms  Co.,  If  I  recall  cor- 
rectly, to  manufacture  65.000.  Further  bids  from  private 
concerns  will  likely  be  invited  to  expedite  the  program. 

The  final  recommendation  I  have  to  make  is  this:  One  of 
the  most-discussed  agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  dur- 
ing the  past  5  years  has  been  T.  V.  A.  One  of  the  chief  criti- 
cisms of  T.  V.  A.  has  been  that  there  has  not  been  the  close 
coordination  and  cooperation  we  should  have  had  between 
that  agency  and  the  War  Department.  Its  legislation  has 
been  handled  by  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the 
House.  It  is  an  adjunct  of  the  national  defense — at  least 
theoretically. 

In  the  area  through  which  this  magnificent  stream  fiows 
there  Is  a  wider  variety  of  minerals  than  you  will  find  in  any 
other  place  on  the  globe.  We  are  producing  there  almost 
unlimited  power  at  Government  expense  which  should  be 
made  available  at  this  time  to  the  Goverrunent  of  the  United 
States  in  aid  of  the  national  defense. 
Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  would  not 
also  call  to  the  attention  of  the  House  the  fact  that  during 
the  World  War  the  United  States  Government  built  at  Muscle 
Shoals  great  war-munition  plants  and  that  at  least  one  of 
those  buildings  worth  millions  of  dollars  and  several  thou- 
sand acres  of  land  have  been  lying  idle  ever  since.    Surely 
in  this  defense  program  they  should  be  utilized. 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    I  agree  with  the  gentleman, 
Mr.  ANDERSON-of  Missouri.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Does  the  bill  carry  any  item 
for  housing? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Some  housing  is  provided  for. 
yes;  but  the  most  of  the  money  for  housing  is  for  repairs. 
Some  construction  is  provided  in  Alaska.  Hawaii,  and  south- 
western and  western  posts  in  the  continental  United  States. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  I  take  it,  then,  the  bill  con- 
tairis  nothing  for  Jefferson  Barracks. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  I  believe  that  Is  correct. 
Mr.  Speaker,  getting  further  Into  this  program  of  national 
defense,  insofar  as  T.  V.  A.  is  concerned,  if  you  examine  the 
resources  in  the  seven  Southeastern  States  in  the  T.  V.  A. 
area  you  will  find  the  power  is  there,  the  minerals  are  there. 
With  all  these  resources  at  our  command,  there  should  be  the 
closest  cooperation  between  the  directors  of  T.  V.  A.  and  the 
General  Staff  of  the  War  Department  in  utilizing  this  area 
for  the  national  defense.  To  enumerate  some  of  the  minerals 
and  metals,  we  have  coal,  limestone,  bauxite,  deposits  of 
manganese,  phosphate,  and  many  other  minerals  and  metals 
that  could  be  well  adapted  for  use  in  national  defense.  Cot- 
ton and  grains  are  produced  in  an  abundance.  There  is  live- 
stock and  forest  products  to  further  implement  the  national- 
defense  program. 

The  Army,  years  before  the  T.  V.  A.  ever  came  into  being, 
recommended  the  Muscle  Shoals  site  as  one  of  the  best  in  the 
whole  Union  for  the  location  of  the  Chemical  Warfare  Service 
plant.  The  whole  Tennessee  Valley  area  is  more  nearly  invul- 
nerable from  attack  than  any  other  section  of  America. 

In  addition  to  the  marvelous  peacetime  program  of  the 
T.  V.  A.  in  providing  for  navigation,  flood  control,  reforesta- 
tion, cheaper  fertilizer,  and  the  production  of  power,  let  us 
adapt  its  resources  and  facilities  In  the  promotion  of  an  ade- 
quate and  efficient  national  defense.  In  so  doing,  it  will 
doubly  justify  its  existence.  No  other  agency  of  our  Govern- 
ment has  a  better  opportunity  to  prove  its  worth  in  war  or 
peace.  God  grant  that  our  efforts  here  will  assure  the  safety 
and  security  of  our  people  and  their  institutions  without  the 
necessity  of  bloodshed  and  carnage.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
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Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  ColliksI. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the 
point  of  order  there  is  not  a  quorum  present.  This  is  a 
very  Important  conference  report  and  I  think  the  gentle- 
man deserves  to  have  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER  (Mr.  Colk  of  Maryland) .    The  Chafr  will 

count. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  ConnecUcut.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  withdraw  the 

point  of  order. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLLINS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama   IMr.  StakkksI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Ur.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present,  and  I  do  this  because 
of  the  fact  that  I  imderstand  the  gentleman  from  Missis- 
sippi is  possessed  of  a  great  deal  of  valuable  informaUon 
that  he  can  give  the  Members  of  the  House.  I  Want  to  hear 
him  and  I  am  sure  other  Members  would  like  to  hear  him. 
therefore  I  make  the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  Is  not 

present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  count. 
(After  counting.)  One  hundred  and  twenty  Members  are 
present,  not  a  quorimi. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members 
failed  to  answer  to  their  names: 

IRoU  No.  1461 

KeUer 
Kelly 
Kennedy.  Md 


AUen.  ni. 

Ball 

Barden.  N  C 

Barton.  NY 

Bate«.  Ky. 

Bates.  BAasa. 

BeU 

Bolles 

Bolton  I 

Boren 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Brewster 

Buck 

BuIwlnUe 

Bureh 

Burdick 

Burgln         I 

Byron  1 

Camp 

Casey.  llMi. 

Clark 

duett 

Cooler 


Crowe 

Crowther 

Darden.  Va. 

Darrow 

Douglas 

Drewry 

Durham 

Eaton 

■dmlston 

Brans 

Fish 

Flaherty 

Flannagan 

Folger 

Gamble 

Oreen 

Hope 

Houston 

Jarman 

Jarre  tt 

Jenka.  N.H. 

Johnson.  W.  V». 

Jones.  Tex. 

Kee 


Kerr 

Lambertson 

Lea 

Lemke 

BfcArdle 

lieOranery 

BioOregor 

McLean 


Magnuson 
Marcantonlo 
Mason 
May 

MOTltt 

MiUer 

Mitchell 

Monktewlcz 

Monroney 

Myers 

OXeary 

Oamera 


OToole 

Reed.  m. 

Risk 

Ryan 

Sacks 

Batterfleld 

Schaeler,  lU. 

Seger 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Sheridan 

Smith,  ni. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Steagall 

Sweeney 

Tolan 

Wadsworth 

Ward 

Warren 

Welch 

White.  Ohio 

Winter 


Creal 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Three  hundred  and  thirty- 
seven  Members  have  answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum 

^*  On  mlilon  of  Mr.  Snyder,  further  proceedings  under  the 
call  were  dispensed  with.  ,         ^    ,^ 

Mr  COLLINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  shaU  be  forced  to  decline 
to  be  interrupted  because  I  am  going  to  have  barely  enough 
time  to  finish  this  speech,  the  subject  of  which  is  Preparation 
for  a  1940  War  by  an  Industrial  NaUon  Should  Not  Follow  the 
Technique  of  100  Years  Ago. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  imposes  upon  Con- 
gress the  duty  to  "provide  for  the  common  defense"  and  to 
raise  and  support  Armies"  and  "to  provide  and  maintain  a 
Navy  "  The.se  grants  of  power  impose  upon  the  Congress  and 
Its  individual  Members  a  duty  to  do  something  more  than  ac- 
quiesce in  the  mere  recommendations  of  oncers  of  the  Ari^ 
and  the  Navy  Appropriations  of  more  than  $5,565,000,000 
will  be  made  by  Congress  for  the  Army  and  the  Navy  for  the 
fiscal  years  1940  and  1941  and  nearly  four  billions  of  these 
doUars  have  been  appropriated  by  this  Congress.  Other  ap- 
propriations wiU  foUow  soon  or  later  on  during  this  year  I 
have  voted  for  the  appropriations  aheady  made  and  will 
doubtless  vote  for  those  that  have  not  yet  been  considered. 
Nevertheless,  I  consider  It  my  duty  and  yours  to  have  some  say 
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about  the  expenditure  of  this  money  and  to  endeavor  as  best 
we  can  to  direct  the  spending  along  lines  of  worth-while 
military  preparedness. 

I  shaU.  in  the  time  given  me  today,  outline  some  of  the 
thoughts  which  I  know  are  right  about  modem  miUtary 
preparation  for  war. 

The  lowliest  male.  Impelled  to  rob  a  bank  or  sack  a  dwelling, 
could  safely  be  expected  to  use  common  sense  when  com- 
mitting such  an  act.  If  he  equipped  himself  with  a  horse,  a 
single-shot  rifle,  and  some  ammunition,  and  undertook  the 
job.  grave  doubts  would  be  entertained  for  his  sanity.  How- 
ever. If  he  provided  himself  with  an  armored  car,  a  bullet- 
proof vest,  and  a  fast-firing  machine  gun,  it  would  be  cor- 
rectly supposed  he  had  given  some  thought  to  his  task  in 
hand.  Indeed,  If  I  were  inclined  to  send  forth  some  young 
man  on  such  a  perUous  undertaking— which  I  am  not— I 
would  reasonably  expect  him  to  possess  rapid  means  of  loco- 
motion and  an  amount  of  modem  armament  designed  to  give 
him  a  fair  chance  of  achieving  success  and  coming  off  with 
a  complete  hide. 

Now.  the  same  sort  of  logic  appeals  to  me  In  the_  event 
I  am  obliged  to  send  my  own  20-year-old  son  forth  to  do 
active  military  service  on  behalf  of  our  country.  I  would 
shudder  every  night  he  was  in  the  field  if  I  knew  he  was 
protected  only  by  khaki,  carried  an  ordinary  army  rifle, 
and  had  to  walk  80  percent  of  the  time,  or  ride  a  horse. 
Yet  that  is  the  fate  that  awaits  our  sons  today  if  this  coun- 
try goes  to  war  and  the  running  of  the  conflict  is  turned 
over  to  the  War  Department  as  heretofore  constituted.  I 
fervently  hope  a  changed  attitude  prevails  there  now. 

Do  not  think  that  our  sons  are  not  going  to  be  called  into 
conflict.  The  plans  of  the  War  Department,  even  at  this 
moment.  I  regret  to  say,  are  mainly  dependent  upon  man- 
power. The  main  clamor  today,  as  in  the  past,  is  for  men 
and  still  more  men.  Successive  Congresses  have  jacked  up 
the  total  number  of  men  In  our  standing  Army  and  in  our 
National  Guard  and  other  civilian  components;  and  this  bill 
and  the  one  yet  to  come  raises  the  Regular  Army  officer  and 
enlisted  strength  by  more  than  140,000  men.  And  the  M-day 
mobilization  plans  call  for  an  army  of  several  mUhon  men 
shortly  after  the  next  war  breaks  out. 

FV)r  many  years  as  member,  including  4  years  as  chair- 
man, of  the  Military  AppropriaUons  Subcommittee.  I  have 
delved  into  Army-appropriation  measures  in  the  House  of 
Representatives.  During  that  time  I  have  been  obliged  to 
deal,  more  often  than  otherwise,  with  a  dominating  element 
In  the  War  Department,  usually  the  older  men.  seemingly 
whoUy  averse  to  progress.  This  element  was  obhvious  to 
what  was  being  done  abroad.  It  thought  of  military 
strength  almost  wholly  in  terms  of  men.  and  It  was  content 
with  their  command  by  superannuated  officers;  and  It  was 
only  through  legislation  that  a  part  of  these  over-age 
officers  were  eliminated.  Others  will  go  as  a  result  of  tlte 
bill  passed  during  this  session. 

I  urged  motorization,  mechanization,  and  aviation.  I 
stressed  to  the  utmost  the  need  for  speed  and  more  speed 
In  aviation  and  In  ground  transportation.  I  worked  for 
more  fire  power  rather  than  for  additional  man  power.  A 
proper  balance  as  between  personnel  and  materiel  is  essen- 
tial if  we  are  not  to  find  ourselves  ready  to  fight  the  next 
war  with  antiquated  and  worked -over  World  War  left- 
overs As  a  result  of  legislative  efforts  the  Army  now  has 
the  fiying  fortress,  the  rubber-tired  adapter  on  our  field 
artillery  pieces,  and  the  modified  Christie  tank;  and  appro- 
priations have  been  made  to  buy  Garand  rlfies— which  I 
hope  are  workable— to  replace  the  old  Springflelds.  Good- 
ness knows  what  we  can  do  with  World  War  left-overs  In 
a  war  like  the  one  now  going  on  in  Europe.  The  $200,000,000 
worth  of  saddles  and  bridles  that  the  War  Department  had 
left  over  are  still  in  our  midst  and  can  only  be  used  in  a 
wild -west  show  or  a  Fort  Myer  society  circus— not  In  a 
modern  war. 

In  short,  It  has  been  my  stated  objective  to  assist  In  working 
out  a  program  for  a  modemly  Implemented  Military  Estab- 
lishment, adequately  manned  and  officered,  complete   and 
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^---.balanced  In  all  respects.  In  addition  this  establishment 
^^ould  possess  reserves  of  personnel  of  field-duty  age  and 
modem  materiel  deemed  svifBclent  to  meet  any  reasonable 
demands  In  the  event  of  hostilities,  until  replenishment  and 
augmentaUon  could  be  effected  through  the  Nation's  reser- 
voirs.   This  has  always  been  my  policy. 

Any  other  plans,  such  as  those  depending  upon  mere  num- 
bers of  men,  are  so  much  nonsense.  In  the  first  place,  all  that 
could  be  done  with  large  numbers  of  mobilized  men  would  be 
to  arm  a  few  of  them  with  out-of-date  rifles.  And,  strange  as 
it  may  seem  to  aging  generals,  the  war  going  on  in  Europe 
has  not  been  a  rifle  war.  The  cream  of  the  crop  of  manpower 
would  be  called  up  and  enlisted  at  the  outbreak  of  the  strug- 
gle and  they  would  be  the  ones  who  would  go  into  battle 
equipped  the  worst.  It  i«  an  admitted  fact  that  there  exists 
a  distinct  lack  of  modem  tenks.  combat  cars,  and  modern 
mechanized  weapons.  And  after  the  flower  of  our  youth  had 
laid  down  their  lives,  and  if  the  war  lasted  long  enough,  we 
might  ultimately  get  around  to  equipping  our  armed  forces  ^ 
with  something  like  what  a  sensible  bandit  would  use  if  he  j 
were  only  going  to  rob  a  filling  station. 

Up  to  now  the  desire  of  the  War  Department  has  been  for  i 
men  and  still  more  men.    Let  us  pray  that  those  in  charge 
today  possess  the  courage  and  the  wisdom  to  forget  the  obso- 
lete idea  of  the  power  of  numbers  and  begin  to  plan  to  fight  , 
according  to  the  1940  model.  i 

Men  without  the  equipment  for  fighting  modem  battles  are 
very  sorry  objects.  The  modern  fighting  machine  is  measured 
in  terms  of  its  fire  power,  or  ability  to  discharge  explosives 
and  throw  projectiles.  Including  gas,  just  as  the  modern 
-  .^machine  is  measured  in  terms  of  horsepower.  We  would  thmk 
very  little  of  the  latest  streamlined  automobile  if  it  had  a 
motor  with  only  one  cylinder,  even  though  it  was  all  nicely 
decorated  with  fresh  paint,  had  a  radio  that  played,  and 
carried  a  lot  of  flags  and  insignia  of  rank.  Sim.ilarly.  I  thmk 
very  Uttle  of  an  army  implemented  with  rifles,  no  matter  how 
.  weU  its  blue  uniforms  flt  and  no  matter  how  well  it  can  j 
execute  the  ceremonies  of  the  parade  ground.  Ziegfeld  could 
have  taught  an  army  like  that  much  better  than  the  ordinary 
Army  officer,  for  he  knew  more  about  it.  Further.  I  cannot 
imagine  anything  more  tragic  than  nicely  trained  marching 
men  in  front  of  machine-gun  fire,  much  less  60-ton  armored 
^  /tanks  flame-throwing  land  battleships,  and  diving  airplanes. 
China  Poland.  Denmark.  Norway.  Holland,  and  Belgium  were 
some  of  the  nations  that  prepared  for  war  according  to  the 
obsolete  1914  plans. 

It  has  been  asserted  over  and  over  again  that  our  Army 
Is  negligible  in  size,  even  ridiculously  small.  As  a  matter  of 
truth,  it  is  an  organization  of  considerable  proportions: 

First.  The  Regular  Army  will  soon  be  composed  of  375.000 
men.  13.831  officers.  6.170  Reserve  officers  on  active  duty,  and 
308  retired  officers  called  back  to  active  duty. 

Second.  The  National  Guard  is  an  exceedingly  fine  organ- 
ization with  251.000  officers  and  men. 

Third.  R.  O.  T.  C.  trainees  in  colleges  and  universities  are 
--admittedly  upstanding  young  men.    In  the  event  of  war  this 
will  be  the  source  from  which  officers  must  come.    There  are 
percent  turn-over  in  these  trainees. 

Fburth.  Eligible  Reserve  officers  number  103.000.  while  the 
ineligible  Reserve  officers  are  about  15.000.  The  ineligibles 
are  generally  the  ones  who  have  not  pursued  their  studies  for 
the  last  5  years. 

Fifth.  The  Citizens  Military  Training  Corps  are  trained 
each  year  and  the  number  trained  annually  is  around  37.500. 
It  is  impossible  to  compute  the  total  nimiber  of  young  men 
of  this  type  that  have  been  trained,  for  there  is  about  a  50- 
percent  tum-over  in  these  trainees. 

Sixth.  There  are  10.211  cadets  in  the  55  C  schools.  The 
cadet  corps  in  the  schools  of  the  District  of  Columbia  l)elongs 
to  this  group. 

These  outfits  number  more  than  988.000  officers  and  men, 
which  shows  that  we  have  a  military  establishment  of  rea- 
sonable size.  Our  weakness,  as  was  the  weakness  of  China, 
Poland,  Holland,  and  those  nations  that  recently  have  lost 


in  war.  Is  not  the  weakness  of  numerical  strength:  it  Is  the 
weakness  of  inadequate  weapons.  Too  many  pay  envelopes 
always  mean  inadequate  and  obsolete  weapons.  It  Is  axio- 
matic that  an  army  that  stresses  manpower  will  be  deficient 
in  fire  power;  and  it  is  fire  power  that  wins  wars. 

This  devotion  to  the  god  of  manpower  creates  more  than 
a  mere  deficiency  in  equipment.  It  puts  a  premium  on  ace. 
It  makes  it  possible  for  the  elderly  majors  and  colonels  to  get 
along  in  the  service.  A  graying  and  rheumatic  major  or  col- 
onel is  out  of  place  in  a  fast-moving,  mechanized,  armored- 
striking  force  equipped  with  the  very  latest  automatic  weap- 
ons. There  is  no  room  for  blue  uniforms  or  white  collars  in 
such  an  outfit  either.  It  is  a  place  for  young,  inventive,  ac- 
tive "grease  balls,"  dressed  in  overalls  and  not  In  gaudy 
uniforms. 

A  manpower  army,  besides  lacking  fire  power  and  modern 
methods,  is  also  deficient  in  another  respect;  it  lacks  the  mo.st 
vital  attributes  of  a  successful  fighting  force,  mobility  and 
surprise.  These  are  two  factors  that  are  paramount  in 
armed  conflict  today,  and  always.  To  get  them  an  army  must 
be  broken  into  relatively  cohesive  units.  It  must  also  pos- 
sess the  fastest  means  of  transportation  available;  and,  in 
addition,  it  must  be  able  to  go  into  battle  with  protection 
of  armor  against  the  type  of  weapons  it  will  have  to  face. 
It  will  not  be  a  white-collar  war  but  one  using  the  latest  ma- 
chinery and  new  and  unheard-of  devices  to  inflict  casualties 
upon  its  adversary.  Marching, men  do  not  frighten  anyone 
In  this  day  and  age.  They  are  only  targets,  helpless  and 
confused,  fit  for  slaughter. 

Let  us  not  hark  back  to  the  teachings  of  a  hundred  years 
ago  and  assemble  multitudes  of  young  men  trained  to  "fours 
right"  and  "fours  left"  with  equipment  that  should  have  been 
junked  many  years  ago.    Instead  let^us  train  these  young 
men  to  be  scientists,  chemists,  mechanics,  and  skilled  workers 
in  order  to  bring  into  being  modern  war  weapons  that  will 
infiict   the  maximum  of  death  and   destruction  upon   the 
enemy  and  at  the  same  time  save  the  lives  of  our  own  fighting 
forces.    However  well  intcntioned  are  these  persons  who  are 
advocating  universal  training,  their  preachments.  If  put  Into 
effect,  would  deny  military  security  to  this  land  of  ours. 
They  want  us  to  copy  the  practices  of  the  losers  In  this  war. 
As  much  as  I  dislike  Hitler  and  his  philosophy  of  government, 
this  civilian  has  put  machinery  Into  warfare,  and  it  is  ma- 
chinery that  is  gaining  ground  on  the  western  front.    It  Is 
machinery  that  destroyed  Holland  In  5  days,  Poland  in  a 
week,  and  Belgium  in  2  weeks.    It  is  machinery  that  won 
the  Battle  of  Flanders,  which  will  go  down  in  history  as  the 
greatest  defeat  of  all  time.     It  is  machinery  that  is  raining 
desolation  and  death  on  the  French  and  British  Armies  today. 
It  Is  machinery  that  every  man  in  France  and  Great  Britain 
Is  praying  for.    More  men  for  parade-ground  training?    No! 
It  Is  planes,  big  and  little  tanks,  flame-throwlng  land  battle- 
ships, and  the  devices  of  the  ingenious  and  the  scientific  that 
we  need.    Our  country  is  the  foremost  industrial  nation  in 
the  world.    Why  should  we  have  universal  military  training? 
That  is  the  military  technique  of  nations  that  are  far  Inferior 
to  us  in  scientific  and  Industrial  standards.    We  can  gain 
nothing  by  following  their  practices.    Our  supreme  need  is 
trained  artisans,  chemists,  machinists,  and  industrial  workers 
to  produce  in  vastly  increased  numbers  mpdem  war  machines. 
These  cannot  be  manufactured  for  a  year  or  more  and  men 
can  be  given  only  makeshift  training  until  they  are  created. 
It  is  obvious  that  our  military  preparations  should  not 
merely  follow  what  the  present  pacesetter  in  Europe  is  doing. 
To  arrive  at  even  that  advanced  state  would  get  us  no  further 
than  to  a  ]X>sition  which  would  be  continuously  subordinate 
to  him.    Our  preparation  must  give  evidence  of  inclination 
and  capacity  to  do  more  than  merely  struggle  up  to  the 
standards  and  achievements  set  by  the  German  Army.     Our 
congressional   and  military  leadership  must  so  develop  in 
mental  and  physical  capacity  that  it  creates  and  brings  into 
being  a  military  force  of  such  war  initiative  and  foresight 
that  it  Is  superior  to  our  potential  enemies.    It  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  l)ecoming  "as  good  as."    It  must  be  "better  than." 
Anything  else  is.  of  course,  an  absolute  waste  of  money. 
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This  means  that  in  air  power.  In  mechanization,  and  in 
ability  to  fisht  generally,  we  must  immediately  streamline  our 
methods  of  thought.  We  must  shake  our  brains  out  of  their 
peacetime  comer-grocery  ideas  and  get  them  attimed  to  what 
war  will  really  mean  for  us  if  we  plan  to  be  successful.  A 
mere  handful  of  combat  airplanes  or  tanks  will  simply  be 
lost  in  the  first  clash,  with  the  result  that  we  will  be  forced 
back  to  unarmed  manpower  and  the  battle-ax  cannon-fodder 
system  with  which  we  are  so  familiar,  and  for  which,  I  know, 
there  is  a  sneaking  desire  on  the  part  of  a  good  many  military 
men  who  have  l)een  raised  on  the  mass-army  principle.  It  is 
obvious  that  we  cannot  have  our  cake  and  eat  it.  too.  in  this 
matter  any  more  than  in  the  other  affairs  of  life.  If  we  are 
going  to  have  a  tremendous  air  force  and  sufficient  mechan- 
ized divisions  to  be  worth  while,  we  cannot  pay.  equip,  and 
take  care  of  a  tremendous  mass  of  infantry:  neither  can  we 
provide  more  than  about  one-sixth  of  the  field  artillery  neces- 
sary to  protect  these  Infantrymen  if  we  are  fortunate  enough 
ever  to  get  them  into  a  battle  position.  The  targets  presented 
by  such  masses  would  simply  be  meat  for  the  other  fellow's 
fast-moving  air  and  mechanized  elements. 

Our  general  staff  has  announced  for  years  that  trench  war- 
fare was  obsolete,  but  we  have  failed  to  modernize  either  the 
Army  or  our  military  thinking  to  conform  to  this  doctrine.  A 
small  tank  force  would  of  a  certainty  be  soon  overcome  and 
we  would  be  right  back  in  the  trenches  again. 

It  is  a  paradox  that  the  nations  with  the  biggest  air  forces 
maintain  the  biggest  infantry  armies,  and  consequently,  the 
largest  armament  estabUshments.  This  fact  makes  their 
military  efforts  more  susceptible  to  paralysis  since  they  pro- 
vide targets  for  air  units,  and  in  the  air  the  offensive  is  as 
superior  to  the  defensive  as  it  is  inferior  on  land. 

It  is  not  sufficient  that  armies  become  motorized.  It  is 
also  necessary  that  they  become  bulletproof.  The  vehicles  in 
which  they  move  must  be  armored.  We  have  to  have 
armored  mobility. 

MECHANIZATION 

We  should  aim  at  nothing  less  than  25  mechanized  divi- 
sions of  about  9,000  men  to  the  di\lsion.  This  is  probably  the 
easiest  part  of  a  program  to  get  through  industry  because  of 
our  tremendous  automobile  plant  capacity.  Mechanized  di- 
visions must  be  of  various  types  and  their  tanks  must  range 
from  the  light  to  the  heavy  types.  Those  with  the  Ught  types 
will  possess  but  little  armor  protection.  Their  object  is  ac- 
complished by  what  may  be  termed  concentrated  diversion 
so  that  no  urgets  are  presented  or  only  fleeting  ones.  Those 
divisions  with  heavy  types,  where  the  armor  of  the  tanks  is 
capable  of  standing  up  against  the  normal  antitank  gun 
now  handled  by  mass  infantry.  wiU  require  actual  artillery, 
not  antitank  guns,  to  stop  them. 

Dl\-ision  motorized  vehicles  for  light  infantry  must  be 
provided.  By  Ught  infantry  is  meant  real  sharpshooters, 
and  in  comparatively  small  numbers,  armed  with  the  best  of 
rifles  They  are  men  who  will  present  almost  no  target  but 
who  will  be  able  to  hit  the  smallest  whenever  they  do  use  their 
weapons.  Machine  guns  for  these  forces  should  be  on  low. 
small  armored  cars  operated  by  not  more  than  two  men. 
The  Air  Corps  has  provided  a  fine  example  in  having  one  man 
operate  the  pursuit  airplane  and  be  its  pilot,  crew,  gunner, 
and  bomber.  In  other  parts  of  the  Army  we  are  inclined  to 
the  greatest  waste  of  men. 

The  tremendous  value  of  mechanized  units  is  being  amply 
proved  In  the  land  warfare  abroad.  Lightning  warfare,  of 
the  type  we  are  now  seeing  so  powerfuUy  executed  abroad,  is 
dependent,  first  of  all.  on  highly  mobile  armored  columns 
which  cut  themselves  loose  from  supply  systems  as  we  have 
normally  understood  them  and  which  break  down  resistance 
from  the  rear  in  a  way  new  to  warfare. 

An 

As  far  as  the  development  of  air  forces  is  concerned,  it  is 
cbvicus  that  they  must  be  of  three  types. 

First,  large  bombing  units  capable  of  acting  with  or  with- 
out the  Navy  and  preventing  the  transport  of  enemy  armies 
to  this  continent  and  of  destroying  hostUe  air  baces  within 
the  range  of  this  hemisphere.    Suitable  boml)ers  must,  of 


course,  be  provided  for  acUng  against  enemy  establishments 
in  the  rear  of  the  enemy's  mobile  forces  and  for  the  attack 
of  industrial  areas.  All  of  these  bombers  should  be  of  the 
heavy  type;  but  to  provide  them  in  the  necessary  quantities 
there  must  be  a  great  reduction  in  their  individual  cost  with 
a  consequent  curtailment  of  many  of  the  very  fine  gadgets 
now  provided.  It  is  an  obvious  waste  to  build  bombers  ex- 
pected to  last  through  3  wars;  it  is  only  possible  to  get  ready 
for  the  next  war.     I  Applause.  1 

Second,  we  must  provide  the  necessary  air  power  to  do  the 
advance  attacking  for  our  groimd  units,  motorized,  mechan- 
ized, and  so  forth.    Here,  medium  and  light  bombers  are 
essential,  as  well  as  dive  bombers,  and  planes  designed  for 
low-flying  strafing  of  the  type  known  as  the  attack  airplane. 
The  American  Army  led  the  attack  development  but  has  re- 
cently abandoned  it.    The  hordes  of  airplanes  used  by  the 
Germans  to  advance  their  attack  have  been  of  the  low-flying 
type  or  dive  bombers.    Both  types  have  their  uses;  but  the 
dive  bomber  requires  a  much  more  expensive  airplane  and  a 
better-trained  pilot.    It  is  probable  that  the  German  use  of 
them  on  such  a  large  scale  has  been  partly  due  to  the  lack  of 
sufficient  bomb  sights  such  as  we  possess.    The  low-flying 
airplane  is  much  more  difficult  to  hit  with  antiaircraft  fire 
than  the  plane  that  flies  at  medium  altitude,  provided,  of 
course,  that  sufficient  speed  is  built  into  it.    It  Is  understood 
that  our  Army  abandoned  this  type  largely  because  of  cer- 
tain faUures  in  it  in^^the  Japanese -Chinese  war.    However, 
the  planes  used  by  the  Clilnese  in  China  were  old-type,  lum- 
bering crates,  far  inferior  to  what  can  now  be  produced. 

Third,  pursuit  planes  of  the  interceptor  type,  designed  for 
action  against  enemy  planes  of  all  types  but  particularly 
against  bombers  are  necessary.  A  second  type  of  pursuit 
plane  must  be  provided  with  sufficient  range  to  accompany 
the  heavy  bombers  and  protect  them  while  they  accomplish 
their  missions.  In  Finland  it  was  the  custom  for  the  Finnish 
pursuit  to  wait  until  the  short-range  Russian  pursuit  turned 
back  and  then  attack  and  very  often  destroy  the  Russian 
bombers. 

AntPLANIS  AND  AIR  FORCES 

In  my  opinion,  the  greatest  balanced  program — pilots, 
landing  fields,  training  equipment,  and  so  forth — which  can 
reasonably  be  hoped  for  in  this  country  would  be  one  calling 
for  a  redoubling  of  the  present  program  in  the  next  18 
months— that  is,  some  10,000  to  20,000  combat  airplanes  with 
pilots  and  equipment  to  make  them  available  for  action. 
While  this  is  far  short  of  the  President's  50,000  planes  a 
year— provided  he  meant  fighting  planes— I  believe  it  Is  a 
practicable,  although  still  a  difficult,  figure  to  shoot  at.  A 
problem  will  be  trained  pilots.  Another  big  obstacle  will  be 
in  the  skilled  labor  necessary,  but  some  of  this  could  be  drafted 
from  the  automobile  industry;  and  the  National  Youth  Ad- 
ministration, with  Increased  appropriations  and  an  enlarged, 
less  restricted  program,  can  train  the  youth  of  the  country  in 
the  mechanical  and  industrial  arts. 

Some  sort  of  general  coordinating  agency  inust  be  set  up 
to  provide  a  sort  of  czar  for  the  entire  airplane  industry. 
The  Materiel  Division  of  the  Army  Air  Corps  at  Dayton  has 
the  necessary  brains  and  Information  and  could  well  be  util- 
ized for  the  coordinating  agency  If  there  were  placed  above  it 
a  committee  of  the  very  best  businessmen  obtainable,  with 
knowledge  of  the  airplane  industry. 

Our  military  air  bases  should  be  provided  with  multiple 
runways  so  that  the  planes  kept  at  them  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  get  into  the  air  If  the  base  Is  attacked  by  a  foreign 
force.  As  now  constructed,  sufficient  runways  do  not  exist 
to  enable  the  planes  to  get  off  the  ground  in  the  event  of 
such  an  emergency.  It  was  lack  of  runways  that  kept  many 
Polish  airplanes  on  the  ground  while  they  were  destroyed  by 
German  bombers. 

RESEARCH   AND  DEVELOPMENT 

The  military  and  naval  research  and  development  organi- 
zations should  be  largely  increased  and  should  be  augmented 
by  the  employment  of  many  civilians  who  are  in  touch  with 
miUtary-scientific  lines  of  thought.  This  is  especiaUy  true 
of  the  Ordnance  Department,  the  Signal  Corps,  the  Chemical 
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Warfare  Service,  and  the  Air  Corps.  The  civilian  element 
injected  into  these  organizations  should  be  of  sufficient  stand- 
ing to  influence  greaUy  both  the  line  of  research  and  the 
decisions  arrived  at  by  the  various  technical  committees. 

Our  observers  with  all  of  the  warring  countries  should  be 
greatly  increased  in  numbers.  The  increase  should  not  come 
entirely  from  the  Infantry.  Cavalry,  and  .Field  Artillery  but 
also  from  the  technical  branches  of  the  Army  and  from 
technicians  in  civU  life.  At  the  present  time  practically  aU 
of  our  observers  and  military  attach^  are  from  the  Une 
branches,  although  any  progress  in  the  provision  of  new 
weapons  or  mlUtary  devices  must  be  studied  and  tested  by 
the  technical  services,  and.  as  a  general  rule,  the  officers  of 
those  services  are  better  educated  to  understand  technical 
things. 

CHIMICAL  WASTAWe 

Although  gas  has  not  yet  been  used  in  this  war.  it  must 
be  remembered  that  it  was  one  of  the  decisive  factors  in  the 
Italo-Ethioplan  campaign  and  that  all  combatants  are  pre- 
pared now  to  use  it.  It  can  be  expected  that  it  will  be  used 
without  question  when  military  conditions  require  it, 
althcuph  the  AlUes.  being  less  well  prepared  in  this  direc- 
tion than  the  Germans,  are  unquestionably  loath  to  initiate 
its  use.  The  longer  such  use  is  deferred,  the  greater  will  be 
Its  surprise  value  to  that  opponent  who  coordinates  it  with 
the  other  weapons  in  his  war  effort. 

Fortunately,  the  United  States  is  party  to  no  international 
agreement  not  to  use  gas.  Our  chemical  service  is  a  legal 
and  going  part  of  our  national-defense  system;  and  the 
chemical  industry  of  this  country  is  so  vast  that  our  past 
preparations  to  utilize  it  should  prove  of  material  assistance 
if  necessity  arises.  -^  

GOVERNMENT  PLANTS  VCRSTJS  CTVTLIAN  MANX7TACTX7K1NG  rACTUrita 

Manufacturing  of  war  supplies  in  Government  plants 
should  be  limited  to  taking  advantage  of  the  facilities  already 
existing  at  such  plants.  They  should  not  be  extended  except 
where  additional  pilot  plants  are  necessary.  Not  only  should 
civilian  industries  be  expanded  for  all  military  purposes  but 
proper  profits  should  be  accorded  to  the  manufacturers. 

Army  officers  should  direct  their  efforts  toward  prepara- 
tion for  warfare.  They  are  not  inventors,  and  they  are  very 
poor  manufacturers.  The  sooner  we  reaUze  their  limita- 
tions and  depend  upon  the  inventive  genius  and  the  experi- 
mental abilities  of  trained  civilians  to  provide  new  weapons 
of  warfare  and  the  ability  of  American  manufactiuers  to 
produce  in  quantity  and  at  a  reasonable  cost  these  imple- 
ments of  warfare  the  more  secure  will  be  the  protection  of 
the  country  from  a  foreign  foe.  Every  weapon  now  in  use  by 
the  Army  should  immediately  be  examined  and  investigated 
by  industriaUsts  to  determine  if  in  their  present  state  they 
are  capable  of  being  manufactured  in  quantity  production 
and  at  a  reasonable  cost.  Any  delay  in  ascertaining  these 
facts  may  mean  disaster  if  we  are  called  on  to  face  a  major 
emergency. 

TKAININC 

No  amount  of  weapons  will  be  of  value  unless  we  have 

trained  men  to  operate  them  and  trained  generals  to  direct 

^Hhe  operations.    It  is  obvious  that  the  German  victories  have 

|been  the  result  of  the  closest  coordination  between  air,  mecha- 

-l^nized  units,  and  ground  units.    This  training  must  utilize  sub- 

" 'stitute  vehicles  in  large  numbers  in  place  of  the  tanks  and 

armored  cars  to  be  provided.    No  training  with  a  handful  of 

tanks  subordinated  to  a  great  mass  of  marching  troops  can 

attune  the  minds  of  commanders  to  the  kind  of  warfare  which 

is  winning  battles  today.    We  should  take  the  men  new  in 

the  service  and  train  them  with  the  substitute  vehicles  which 

I  have  mentioned.    American  armies  have  been  trained  with 

broomsticks  on  parade  grounds  in  the  past,  and  some  such 

-    system  is  indicated  now.    They  tell  us  it  hardens  youngsters 

but  experience  teaches  that  toughening  their  hides  does  not 

make  them  bulletproof. 

The  necessary  communications  facilities  can  be  taken  from 
civilian  stocks.  They  won't  be  exactly  right,  but  they  will  be 
plenty  good  enougli. 
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Similarly  if  sufficient  Army  airplanes  are  not  available  in 
the  proper  'types,  training  and  coordination  can  be  had  by 
utilizing  civUian  planes  which  are  available  in  considerable 

numbers.  ^^        ,    .      ,  ^„^  „^^ 

It  is  worse  than  useless  to  have  the  minds  of  our  com- 
manders attuned  to  the  best  of  foot  soldiers  and  to  the  forms 
of  attack  which  did  not  get  anyu'here  even  in  the  last  war. 
Calling  a  division  "streamlined"  does  not  make  it  so.  I  am 
fuUy  aware  that  a  very  considerable  number  of  men.  infantry 
or  what  not.  will  be  necessary  for  guard  duty,  to  man  anti- 
aircraft guns,  and  many  other  things;  but  wars  are  no  longer 
won  by  foot-slogging  infantry.  We  have  been  nuscalling  in- 
fantry the  "queen  of  battles"  for  too  long  a  time. 

New  textbooks  should  be  written  immediately  and  placed  in 
all  service  schools  in  the  Army  and  in  the  military  colleges; 
and  many  ^f  those  books  that  are  now  taught  should  be 
thrown  out  of  the  window  for  they  teach  wholly  ^Tong  ways 
of  warfare,  l  Applause.  1  This  is  a  matter  that  should  not  be 
longer  delayed.  Furthermore,  all  officers  at  service  schools 
should  be  obliged  to  read  the  works  of  Douhet.  Fuller.  Hart, 
and  other  writers  who  have  preached  hitherto  unorthodox 
military  doctrines. 

In  this  connection  it  should  be  repeated  that  If  our  Army  is 
to  be  really  efficient,  we  must  wipe  out  the  definite  demarca- 
tion which  now  exists  between  branches  of  the  service  and  we 
must  organize  our  new  units  as  parts  of  the  Army — as  task 
forces— and  not  as  infantry,  cavalry,  chemical  warfare,  or 
what  not.  To  remove  these  titles  of  certain  vested  interests 
wUl  be  almost  impossible,  but  it  can  be  done.  Any  unbiased 
observer  can  see  the  increased  efficiency  of  the  Navy  over  the 
Army  that  results  from  the  fact  that  there  is  but  one  navy 
while  we  struggle  to  coordinate  14  or  15  armies. 

I  am  one  of  those  who  still  give  high  place  in  our  scheme  of 
miUtary  defense  to  the  two  oceans  which  isolate  this  hemi- 
sphere from  other  lands.    The  day  has  not  yet  come  when  we 
need  to  fear  air  raids  from  across  the  seas.    Of  course,  there 
are  foreign  aircraft  wliich  can  eross  the  Atlantic  nonstop,  but 
there  is  none  that  can  cross  the  Atlantic  and  return  without 
refueling.    Furthermore,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  for- 
eign airplanes— by  far  the  greater  portion  of  them— are  de- 
signed and  built  for  missions  not  relatively  far  from  national 
boundaries,  for  use  against  adjacent  or  practically  adjacent 
powers.   Their  radius  of  action  is  designedly  short.   Fuel  loads 
are  cut  down  to  make  room  for  munitions.    We  have  nothing 
to  fear  from  such  aircraft  so  long  as  they  cannot  base  near 
our  borders ,  and  if  our  Navy  as  at  present  constituted  cannot 
prevent  that,  it  should  be  scrapped.    I  hardly  think  we  should 
pause  to  consider  attacks  by  airplanes  launched  from  airplane 
carriers  against  our  country.    They  are  the  most  vulnerable 
of  all  navy  surface  craft,  as  they  present  the  best  air  target. 
No  sensible  nation  would  pennit  one  to  come  within  striking 
distance  of  an  enemy  coastlme  unless  it  was  prepared  to  sac- 
rifice the  ship  and  its  aircraft.    The  sinking  of  the  British 
carrier  Courageous  is  a  case  that  proves  the  correctness  of  this 
assertion.    There  is  no  reason,  therefore,  for  us  to  become  jit- 
tery and  hysterical  in  carrying  forward  our  program  of  pre- 
paredness.   We  must  quit  letting  outmoded  Army  and  Navy 
officers  induce  us  to  sink  defense  money  in  antiquated  Army 
and  Navy  equipment.    The  people  of  the  coimtry  are  looking 
to  us  to  supply  new  and  modem  weapons.    The  pay-off  will 
come  to  us,  as  it  has  come  to  others,  if  we  supply  the  wrong 
kind  and  base  cur  preparation  upon  slingshot  ideas  and  upon 
the  theory  of  mere  numbers.    We  can  do  our  job  and  do  it  in 
an  ordinary  way  and  bring  into  fruition  a  military  force  cap- 
able of  giving  the  covmtry  military  protection  if  we  will  call 
into  our  deliberations  men  in  the  industrial  and  scientific 
fields  and  let  them  provide  the  implements  we  need,  and  then 
train  our  soldiers  to  the  proper  uses  of  these  weapons.    Only 
then  can  we  give  our  country  the  protection  that  its  geograph- 
ical location,  its  scientific  and  industrial  advancement,  and 
enlightened  public  policies  demand.    I  Applause.] 
Mr.  FITZPATRICK.   Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COLLINS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    I  want  to  congratulate  the  gentleman. 
Nearly  10  years  ago  the  gentleman  advocated  mechanized  land 


and  air  forces  for  the  Army.  At  that  time  very  few  in  the 
House  agreed  with  him,  and  were  prone  to  criticize  him,  but 
today  all  realize  that  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi was  right  when  he  urged  highly  mobile  armored  forces 
for  Uie  Military  Establishment,  and  I  commend  him  for  his 
foresight.    lApplause.l 

Mr.  DONDERO  and  Mr.  Curtis  asked  and  were  given  per- 
mission to  extend  their  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentleman  from 
South  Dakota  LMr.  CaseI  such  time  as  he  may  desire. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  very 
properly  has  listened  thoughtfully  to  the  remarks  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  tMr.  Collins].  He  has  stated 
clearly  that  national  defense  today  is  not  a  mere  matter  of 
manpower  and  has  prescribed  for  us  a  type  of  national 
defense  which  increases  the  importance  of  sound  national 
health  in  industrial  and  economic  life.  Let  no  one  think 
that  the  people  of  this  coimtry  will  hold  guiltless  those 
people  who  are  responsible  for  our  failure  to  be  properly 
prepared  in  those  directions  today. 

Surely  no  one  can  contend  that  a  nation  with  an  annual 
Income  twice  that  of  Germany  has  any  right  to  boast  of  its 
leadership  In  national-defense  matters  when  we  have 
Improved  oiu"  Military  Elstablishment  as  little  as  we  have 
while  we  have  Increased  our  national  debt  by  twenty  billions 
of  dollars.  Nor  can  anyone  boast  of  industrial  health  when 
9.000.000  workers  look  for  jobs.  Nor  can  anyone  boast  of 
healthy  national  life  when  people  in  high  places  protect 
from  deportation  aliens  whose  aims  and  purposes  menace 
the  American  form  of  government.  On  these  fronts — Indus- 
trial, social,  and  economic— the  United  States  is  pathetically 
unprepared  for  a  national  crisis,  and  the  responsibility  resU 
with  those  who  had  unlimited  power  to  make  it  otherwise. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  before  us,  which  seeks  to  improve 
our  state  of  military  preparedness,  will  be  passed  by  an  over- 
whelming vote.  I  doubt  if  one  vote  will  be  cast  against  it. 
We  recognize  that  simple  prudence  calls  for  an  attempt  to  do 
what  should  be  done.  But  let  no  Member  of  this  body  mis- 
take things  put  "on  order"  for  things  "on  hand."  L«t  us  not 
mislead  America  into  thinking  that  we  are  prepared  to 
engage  upon  a  course  of  military  assistance  abroad,  what- 
ever our  sympathies  may  be.  And  let  us  remember  that  we 
cannot  Uke  steps  short  of  war  without  walking  in  that 
direction. 

We  have  a  good  Navy.  It  is  not  a  two-ocean  Navy.  Let 
us  not  expose  America  to  naval  attacks  on  both  oceans  at 
the  same  time. 

We  have  a  good  Army— what  there  is  of  it.  On  our  desks 
is  a  request  for  more  men.  Let  us  not  throw  our  trained 
men  into  situations  where  they  may  be  reduced  until  we 
have  more  to  take  their  places. 

We  have  some  good  planes,  what  there  are  of  them.  But 
if  the  dollar  signs  in  the  bill  before  us  mean  anything,  they 
mean  that  we  need  more  planes  on  hand  before  we  send 
very  many  back  to  a  manufacturer  or  to  anyone  else.  To 
sell  what  we  can  spare  is  well  enough,  only  be  sure  we  can 

spare  them. 

Mr  Speaker,  this  Is  my  first  year  on  the  Military  Appro- 
priations Committee.  I  do  not  pretend  to  have  a  full  knowl- 
edge of  the  sUte  of  our  defenses.  I  have  heard  a  great 
deal  of  testimony  in  our  hearings  and  a  great  deal  of  off- 
record  discussion.  I  am  far  from  persuaded  that  we  have 
men  or  many  weapons  to  spare.  Indeed,  the  fact  that  this 
bill  comes  before  us  today  with  three-quarters  of  a  billion 
dollars  added  to  the  estimates  of  the  Budget  sent  up  last 
January  is  conclusive  proof  that  our  defenses  are  not  ade- 
quate to  meet  the  situation  which  the  administration  now 
thinks  may  confront  us. 

Mr  Speaker,  they  tell  us  that  boys  coming  out  of  Norway 
and  coming  out  of  Flanders  cried.  "Why  did  we  not  have  guns 
to  stop  those  tanks?"  and  "Oh,  if  we  only  had  had  some 
planes."  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  no  such  cries  coming  from 
American  boys.  Come  what  may,  I  want  no  such  cries  ring- 
ing in  my  ears.  I  support,  as  I  have  supported,  these  appro- 
priations to  provide  planes  and  to  speed  the  Improvement  of 


our  Military  Establishment.  My  sjrmpathles  are  where  the 
sympathies  of  most  Americans  are  today,  but  my  duty  and 
my  responsibiUty  as  a  Member  of  Congress  makes  me  place 
first  the  fitness  of  America. 

These  things  we  can  do:  these  things  we  must  do: 

First.  We  must  continue  to  speed  the  production  of  es- 
sential arms  and  ammunition. 

Second.  We  must  utilize  our  natural  ability  and  our  na- 
tive resources  in  the  creation  of  machines  that  are  com- 
petent to  meet  the  machines  of  any  enemy. 

Third.  We  must  clean  house  and  root  out  the  enemies  of 
America  who  have  been  put  into  and  protected  in  high  places. 

Fourth.  We  must  set  our  house  in  order  financially  and 
economically,  at  home  and  abroad.  We  must  seek  that  eco- 
nomic adjustment  which  alone  will  permit  nations  to  live  in 
peace. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  times  like  these,  men's  deepest  feelings 
express  themselves  in  love  of  country.  I  recall  your  dramatic 
rendition  of  that  passage  from  Bulwer-Lytton's  RicheUeu, 
the  night  we  voted  on  the  repeal  of  the  Neutrality  Act. 
Whatever  may  have  been  our  differences  of  interpretation 
as  to  the  meaning  of  that  step,  none  faUed  to  respond  to  the 
spirit  of  patriotism  in  Richelieu's  words — 

"AH  things  for  Prance" — lo,  my  eternal  mazimi 

The  vital  axle  of  the  restlees  wheels 

That  bear  me  on! 

Beyond   the   map   of  Prance   my  heart  can  travel   not, 

But  fills  that  limit  to  Its  farthest  verge. 

Today  our  thoughts  are  for  America.  This  is  a  young 
country.  Our  great  destiny  lies  ahead.  Let  us  place  first 
the  fitness  of  America  to  do  the  tasks  which  are  hers  alone 

to  do. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Smith]. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remao-ks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  an  editorial  from  the  Bucyrus  (Ohio)  Telegraph- 
Forum,  and  also  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  and  include  a  prize  essay  on  the  Bill  of  Rights. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 
Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCor- 
icack]  . 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  by  including  therein 
a  communication  I  have  received  from  the  department  com- 
mander of  the  United  American  Veterans  of  Massachusetts. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Dwgkll]. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  8  years  have  elapsed  during 
which  I  have  served  the  good  people  of  the  Fifteenth  Con- 
gressional District.  Proud,  indeed,  am  I  of  the  opportunity 
and  even  more  grateful.  I  was  privileged  to  represent  in  the 
Congress  the  finest  people  resident  within  a  great  cosmo- 
politan district  which  is  composed  of  every  race,  creed,  and 
nationality,  comprising  in  the  aggregate  an  exemplary  cross- 
section  of  genuine  Americanism  surpassed  nowhere  in  the 
United  States.  To  these  generous  citizens,  I  am  perpetually 
indebted.  Though  I  am  proud  of  my  district  and  the  people 
who  elect  me.  I  want  to  be  as  modest  as  I  can  about  my  own 
record  of  service,  about  my  ability,  and  the  recognition  which 
the  membership  of  the  House,  through  elecUon  to  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee,  has  bestowed  upon  me. 

Bom  and  reared  in  the  very  district  which  I  am  privileged 
to  represent,  my  beginning  in  life  was  most  modest  and  ob- 
scure. As  a  barefooted  boy  I  trod  the  streets  and  vacant  areas 
of  my  baUiwick  long  before  Detroit  grew  to  its  present  size 
and  corresponding  recognized  importance.  Dynamic  Detroit 
was  less  than  one-sixth  of  its  present  size  when  I  was  bom 
and  not  much  bigger  when  I  first  husUed  papers  as  a  newsboy 
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on  the  prominent  street  comers  of  downtown  Detroit  in 

aiding  my  devoted  parents.  ,  w  n    „«e  « 

The  trail  which  ultimately  led  to  congressional  halls  was  a 
long  and  an  arduous  one.  strewn  with  hardship,  illness,  and 
opposition.  I  planned,  prayed,  and  prepared  for  my  future 
on  that  recorded  day  of  September  3.  1916.  while  recuperatmg 
from  a  long  and  severe  Ulness.  stUl  confined  to  my  hospital 
bed  I  decided  then  and  there  that  I  would  make  my  mark 
in  the  field  of  public  service  as  a  Representative  in  Congress 
within  20  years.  In  preparation.  I  studied  the  political  phi- 
losophy of  Theodore  Roosevelt  and  the  works  of  Woodrow 
Wilson's  Political  Economy  and  when  16  years  later,  in  1932, 
opportunity  knocked  at  my  door,  I  appealed  to  the  citizens  of 
the  newly  created  PUteenlh  District  and  pleaded  for  an  op- 
portunity to  represent  them  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  a  privilege  which  was  generously  accorded  me. 

I  have  tried  ever  so  hard  to  Justify  the  confidence  and  to 
please  my  constituency,  although  at  times  I  could  not  satisfy 
the  cross  current  of  rarled  and  complex  opinion  of  all  of  my 
people  on  a  particular  question.  I  did  my  level  best  within 
my  Umited  ability  and  today  I  invite  the  closest  possible 
scrutiny  of  my  record.  Let  us  particularize.  My  devotion 
and  legislative  service  to  that  great  and  patriotic  element  of 
citizens,  the  war  veterans,  for  example  stands  as  a  shield 
against  any  and  all  attacks. 

The  legislative  record  will  show  that  at  all  times  I  have 
voted  and  worked  for  the  best  interests  of  the  distressed 
home  owner  and  to  establish  and  expand  low-cost  housing 
facilities.  My  position  among  the  advocates  of  liberal  old- 
age  pensions  for  the  deserving  citizens  placed  m.e  in  the  front 
ranks  of  the  pioneers  who  even  in  the  first  year  of  my  con- 
gressional service  in  1933  were  few  in  nimiber  and  not  very 
expressive.  Mine  was  the  first  voice  to  be  raised  in  behalf 
of  liberalized  pensions  for  widows  and  dependent  children. 
The  Dingell  amendment  to  the  social-security  law  now  makes 
possible  the  payment  of  $40  per  month  per  pensioner  when- 
ever the  State  will  assume  its  share  and  pay  one-half. 

The  great  trade-union  movement  has  acknowledged  the 
fairness  of  my  treatment  and  actions  by  wriUen  testimony 
and  reciprocal  support.  The  fight  in  behalf  of  the  small- 
business  man  I  have  carried  on  relentlessly.  In  committee, 
on  the  floor,  and  even  at  the  White  House,  I  pleaded  his 

cause.  .         J     ^.  . 

A  part  of  the  record  to  which  I  point  with  pride  and  which 
speaks  for  itself  is  best  known  to  that  great  and  deserving 
element  of  our  citizens  in  the  employ  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. To  every  branch  of  the  loyal  and  devoted  public  serv- 
ice I  am  known  for  my  good  record,  even  if  in  rare  instances 
I  may  not  be  known  personally.  The  imposition  of  unfair 
and  burdensome  taxes  I  have  opposed  uncompromisingly, 
especially  attempts  to  shift  the  tax  burden  to  the  shoulders 
of  the  average  citizen  or  businessman  who  was  least  able  to 
bear  the  load.  Added  luster  may  be  discerned  in  my  escutch- 
eon when  the  record  is  examined  for  social  and  economic 
legislation.  Every  bill  and  every  amendment  to  a  law  bearing 
upon  the  uplift  of  the  needy,  the  aged,  the  crippled,  or- 
phaned blind,  or  otherwise  handicapped,  the  oppressed,  the 
vmemplcyed.  and  friendless  I  supported  by  voice,  action,  and 

vote.  ^         . ,.  , 

The  Work  Projects  Administration  and  the  public-works 
program  to  relieve  the  unemployment  of  skilled  and  unskilled 
labor  I  consistently  supported  by  every  recognized  de\1ce  of 
fair  parliamentary  procedure  which  I  could  employ.  My 
voice  was  the  first  in  the  Congress  to  be  raised  in  behalf  of  the 
bank  depositors.  Toward  the  end  that  they  should  be  paid  in 
full  I  have  carried  on  the  fight  until  a  great  majority  have 
received  paj-ment  and  the  claims  of  the  remainder  will  be 
liquidated  for  a  certainty  and  in  due  time. 

Public  improvements  in  the  form  of  Federal  buildings 
which  I  was  able  to  obtain  allocations  for.  in  more  than  one 
instance,  go  bevond  the  borders  of  my  own  district.  The 
more  prominent  buildings  which  were  built  or  appropriated 
for  and  for  which  allocaUons  were  made  at  my  insistence  in- 
clude the  Roosevelt  Park  Station,  the  Northwestern  Station. 
the  Post  Office  Garage,  the  addition  to  the  main  Post  Office 
Building,  and  several  other  and  minor  projects  in  this  cate- 


gory. Through  the  Public  Works  Administration  and  Oie 
Work  Projects  Administration  I  was  able  to  bring  about  the 
construction  of  the  Western  High  School,  the  giant  sewage 
disposal  plant,  and  interceptor  sewer.  Fort  Wayne  long  neg- 
lected, has  been  rehabilitated  and  made  a  show  place  at  an 
expenditure  of  approximately  $1,500,000. 

The  total  amount  of  expenditures  covering  the  above- 
mentioned  projects,  exclusive  of  the  high  school,  sewage 
plant,  and  Fort  Wayne,  built,  appropriated  for,  and  lor 
which   allocations   were   made   amounts   to   approximately 

$3,155,450.  ,  ,         _*      4. 

The  completion  of  the  long-delayed  widening  of  important 
Michigan  Avenue,  which  passes  all  the  way  through  tne 
heart  of  my  district,  was  undeniably  due  to  my  obtaining  the 
Federal  funds  for  the  purpose. 

The  accumulation  of  business  awaiting  disposition  by  tne 
Federal  Court  of  the  Eastern  District  at  Detroit,  which  was 
swamped  early  came  to  my  attention.    Realizing  the  impor- 
tance of  prompt  disposition  of  civil  as  weU  as  criminal  cases 
prompted  my  decision  to  break  the  log  jam  by  providmg  tne 
necessary  judges  to  serve  the  needs  of  the  court.    I  intro- 
duced several  bUls  providing  for  the  creation  of  district  and 
circuit  judgeships.    In  due  time  two  Federal  judges  have 
been  authorized  by  Congress,  and  the  places,  by  Presidential 
appointment,    filled    by    outstanding,    able,    and    propublic 
lawyers     The  third  judicial  position  created  foUowing  the 
introduction  of  my  bill  is  that  of  a  circuit  judge  for  the 
sixth  circuit  at  Cincinnati.    It  is  of  great  importance  to  the 
people  of  Michigan  and  will  likely  be  filled  by  the  elevation 
of  the  best-qualified  judge  now  on  the  Federal  bench  at 
Detroit.    I  acknowledge  the  wholehearted  and  active  coop- 
eration of  Senator  Brown  in  the  passage  of  two  of  the  bills 
passed  by  the  House,  which  were  buttressed  by  companion 
bills  bearing  the  Senator's  name  or  having  his  most  active 
support.    Without  his  able  and  aggressive  assisUnce  the  two 
latter  bills  could  not  have  been  passed. 

My  legislative  activities  were  never  confined  to  the  limits 
of  my  own  district.  I  have  assumed  leadership  in  the  Great 
Lakes  and  St.  Lawrence  waterways  proposals.  I  was  privi- 
leged to  lead  the  fight  against  the  water  diversion  by  the 
city  of  Chicago,  which  was  unlawfully  draining  the  Great 
Lakes,  and  to  actuaUy  formulate  the  plan  of  strategy  which 
brought  about  the  defeat  of  the  nefarious  scheme.  Improve- 
ment of  the  Detroit  River  was  always  my  one  great  concern. 
In  innumerable  instances  I  was  helpful  or  directly  responsible 
for  appropriations  for  engineering  surveys  or  recommenda- 
tions by  the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Congress  of  certain  projects 
which  eventually  brought  about  essential  aid  to  the  water- 
borne  commerce  so  important  to  our  growth  and  industry. 

I  will  yield  to  no  man  in  the  Congress  as  to  my  record  as 
regards  the  preservation  of  the  purity  of  our  rivers,  lakes, 
and  streams.  The  resolution  which  forms  the  basis  of  the 
antipollution  program  of  the  administration  bore  my  name 
and  was  introduced  after  a  conference  with  President  Roose- 
velt. The  sportsmen  of  Michigan  and  all  lovers  of  the  out- 
of-doors  generally  acknowledge  my  modest  though  consistent 
efforts  in  behalf  of  conservation  of  natural  resources  and  the 
conservation  and  propagation  of  game  and  fish.  I  have  been 
honored  by  the  Speaker  through  appointment  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Conservation  of  Wildlife  Resources,  a  place 
sought  by  every  Member  of  the  House. 

The  blind,  the  handicapped,  the  widows,  and  orphans, 
along  with  the  aged  who  are  of  pensionable  ape  were  always 
close  to  my  heart  as  the  legislation  was  being  considered  by 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  of  which  I  am  a  member. 
The  unemployment-compensation  provisions  of  the  Social 
Security,  the  Wagner,  and  the  Wage  and  Hour  Acts  were  of 
special  concern  to  me.  The  labor  spokesmen  generally  recog- 
nize my  efforts  and  cooperation  in  establishing  these  laws, 
extending  their  benefits  and  increasing  the  payments. 

Constituted  naturally  as  a  lover  of  peace  and  anxious  to 
promote  amity  among  nations,  and  being  uncompromisingly 
opposed  to  war.  which  I  detest  to  the  point  of  hatred,  I 
nevertheless  favor  adequate  national  defense. 

Accordingly  I  supported  the  President's  rearmament  pro- 
gram and  have  always  been  guided  by  the  safe,  sane,  and 
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sound  advice  of  the  American  Legion  and  other  veteran 
organizations  which  advocate  reasonable  preparation  to  meet 
any  eventuality  and  threat  to  our  national  security.  Tliere  Is 
no  brassy  ring  to  my  record. 

The  most  precious  possession  of  citizenship  which  distin- 
guishes the  American  from  any  other  is  the  heritage  of  toler- 
ance and  respect  for  the  other  fellow's  opinion.  There  has 
never  been  a  time  when  I  failed  to  respond  in  defense  of  an 
oppressed  minority  or  f  aUed  to  accept  the  chaUenge  of  a  bigot 
or  an  Intolerant  boor. 

My  record,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  in  Congress  or  In  private 
life  is  like  an  open  book.  It  is  without  blemish:  it  is  clean 
and  therefore  unimpeachable.  AU  eflorU  of  political  or  scur- 
rilous calumniators  who  would  attempt  to  defile  my  good 
name  will  fall  in  their  attempted  defamaUon. 

I  may  be  poor  in  the  accumulation  of  worldly  goods  which 
fortune  at  any  time  may  snatch  from  me,  but  I  am  rich  In 
the  repuUtion  which  attaches  to  my  name  and  which  wiU 
turvive  the  calumniators  long  after  they  are  buried  In  the 
paupers'  field  of  obUvion  and  are  forgotten. 

VLi.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  now  to  the  gentleman 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  JohhsokI. 

Mr  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  outset, 
I  desire  to  join  other  Members  in  expressing  my  appreciation 
for  the  splendid,  clear-cut.  Informative,  and  Interestmg  ad- 
dress delivered  on  the  subject  of  national  defense  by  the  dis- 
tinguished genUeman  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  CollinsI.  I  am 
»ure  that  no  man  in  either  House  of  Congress  has  a  greater 
wealth  of  Information  concerning  national  defense  than  the 
gentleman  from  M:ssissippi.     tApplause.l  »    ,    „ 

That  fact  is  now  conceded  by  those  in  a  position  to  know. 
Even  high  Army  officials  who  were  bitter  in  their  criUcism 
of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  and  his  views  a  few  years 
ago  now  thank  him  for  his  great  contribution  to  the  national- 
defense  program.  Several  years  ago,  however  when  the  gen- 
Ueman from  Mississippi  began  demanding  that  the  Umted 
States  Army  be  mechanized,  modernized,  and  Uken  com- 
pletely out  of  the  "horse  and  buggy"  rut  to  which  it  had  faUen 
there  was  much  abuse  and  criUcism  heaped  upon  the  gentle- 
man from  Mississippi  by  Army  officials  and  the  so-called 
military  experts.    Today  these  same  criUcs  rise  up  to  call 

him  blessed.  ^  _i  j 

The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  offered  many  wise  and 
practical  suggestions  today.  Some  of  those  suggestions  wiU 
be  criticized  by  Army  experts  and  others  just  as  they  criticized 
him  10  years  ago.  But  he  has  done  more  to  mechanize  the 
Army  and  bring  about  the  reasonably  high  degree  of  efficiency 
that  it  now  enjoj-s,  than  any  other  Member  of  this  Congress. 

[Applause.l  .    ^  „  ..     w  -^    «  **,«- 

I  am  sure  it  Is  unnecessary  for  me  to  tell  Members  of  this 
House  that  I  am  enthusiastically  supporting  the  $1,500,000,000 
defense  bill  as  presented  by  the  committee  today.  It  presents 
a  splendid  program  and  the  committee  is  to  be  complimented 
upon  the  speed  with  which  it  has  brought  this  measure  here 
for  consideration.  My  only  criticism  would  be  that  this  was 
not  done  many  months  ago  when  the  President  pointed  out 
the  seriousness  of  world  conditions  and  called  on  Congress 
to  get  Its  house  in  order  from  the  standpoint  of  national 

defense. 

As  Members  know  who  have  read  the  afternoon  papers,  or 
who  have  seen  the  headlines,  Mussolini  has  finally  announced 
that  Italy  la  In  the  war  officially  against  the  Allies.  Of  course. 
Italy  has  been  In  the  war  to  all  intents  and  purposes  for  sev- 
eral months.  But  now  they  are  officially  in.  whatever  that 
may  mean.  Now  Mussolini  and  his  hordes,  by  this  official 
announcement,  evidently  feel  they  have  unlimited  Ucense  to 
kill  and  maim,  destroy,  pillage,  rape,  and  murder. 

Like  a  wild  beast  hiding  in  his  lair  to  spring  upon  Its  Iimo- 
cent  and  helpless  victim,  this  heartless  and  conscienceless 
dictator  has  been  waiting  for  the  zero  hour  to  strike  Prance 
and  England.  Yesterday's  newspapers  said  that  MussoUn! 
would  make  certain  demands  upon  France,  and  poor  helpless 
Prance  with  her  back  to  the  wall,  had  indicated  that  she 
might  accede  to  most,  if  not  aU  of  those  unreasonable  de- 
mands. It  seems  that  Italy's  hearUess  and  cowardly  dicta- 
tor was  fearful  lest  France  be  willing  to  compromise  any 


aUeged  differences  or  misunderstandings.  But  Mussolini 
wanted  no  compromise.  He  has  been  waiting  day  by  day 
until  that  hour  when  he  felt  that  France  and  England,  with 
their  backs  to  the  wall,  could  not  offer  real  resistance. 

How  Inhiunan,  how  intolerant,  how  unreasonable,  how 
cowardly  Is  this  brutal  dictator  who  is  a  menace  to  civiliza- 
tion. Yet,  Mussolini  is  simply  running  true  to  form.  His 
act  today  Is  in  keeping  with  his  life,  his  character,  and 
dastardly  deeds  since  he  marched  on  Rome  with  a  bunch 
of  hoodlums  and  outlaws  and  demanded  of  the  EUng  that 
the  Italian  Government  be  handed  over  to  him.  What  does 
this  selfish,  egotistical  tyrant  care  for  freedom,  the  princi- 
ples of  justice  or  the  cause  of  liberty? 

Back  In  1927  I  attended  a  peace  conference  In  Paris  as 
one  of  the  several  representatives  from  this  Congress.  After 
the  closing  of  the  conference  I  visited  several  countries  of 
central  Europe.  While  In  Rome  I  had  the  privilege  of  hear- 
ing D'Annunzio,  the  famous  war-lord  poet  who  was  then 
acting  as  spokesman  of  Mussolini.  In  addressing  many 
thousands  of  Italian  soldiers  in  Rome  at  that  time  D'Annun- 
zio told  those  Italians  how  glorious  it  was  to  fight  and  die 
for    Italy,    provided    of    course    Italy    secured    additional 

territory. 

"Italy  must  expand  or  die  and  Italy  will  not  die,"  said  this 
old  war  lord,  then  advanced  in  years. 

Then  he  went  on  to  say  that  he  did  not  know  just  where 
Italy  would  expand  or  what  nations  she  would  conquer  nor 
what  issue  might  provoke  a  war  but  he  made  it  plain  that 
Italy  was  m  a  mood  to  be  provoked.  "It  is  not  difficult  to  find 
an  issue  when  Italy  Is  In  such  need  of  additional  territory," 
he  cried.  "Possibly  we  should  take  Greece;  the  valleys  and 
plains  of  Ethiopia  are  waiting  for  us  and  the  fields  are 
white  unto  harvest.  Remember  that  Italy  once  owned  part 
of  what  Is  now  France  and  we  must  recoup  our  losses.  We 
must  control  the  Mediterranean,"  he  shouted,  "for  Italy  must 
expand  or  Italy  wiU  die,  and  I  will  teU  you,  brave  men  of  Italy, 
that  your  country  will  not  die." 

Mr.  KELLER.  And  America  will  not  die. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  thank  my  good  friend, 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Illinois.  No.  thank  Gcd. 
America  will  not  die,  neither  will  the  ideals  and  principles 
of  Americanism  ever  be  banished  from  the  face  of  the  earth. 
[Applause.] 

After  that  sojourn  to  Europe,  I  came  back,  spoke  to 
fifty-odd  high  schools  in  my  district,  to  our  State  university, 
and  to  many  of  the  colleges  in  my  State  and  predicted  over 
and  over  again,  'Italy  is  going  to  war.  I  haven't  the  slight- 
est Idea,  neither  has  Italy,  as  to  which  coimtry  she  will  go 
to  war  with  but  the  philosophy  of  D'Annunzio  is  not  the 
pathway  to  peace  but  leads  inevitably  to  war." 

"Expand  or  die"  has  been  the  cry  of  the  heartless,  brutal 
dictators  since  the  dawn  of  creation  and  those  nations  that 
have  embraced  that  damnable  philosophy  need  no  excuse 
for  a  war  declaration.  So  It  was  only  natural  and  not  at  all 
surprising  that  the  Italian  hordes  swooped  down  upon  help- 
less and  defenseless  Ethiopia.  In  so  doing  Italy  was  simply 
carrying  out  that  most  cruel.  Inhuman,  and  heartless 
philosophy  of  the  war  lords,  "expand  or  die." 

In  the  fall  of  1937  I  again  attended  a  peace  conference  In 
Europe  known  as  the  Interparliamentary  Union,  the  oldest 
peace  conference  in  the  world.  During  that  trip  I  spent  con- 
siderable time  in  Germany.  In  fact,  I  went  from  one  end  of 
Germany  to  the  other.  I  was  In  Munich  when  Hitler  and 
Mussolini  were  there.  Of  course,  they  did  not  invite  me  into 
their  conference.  [Laughter.]  A  few  days  later  I  was  in 
Berlin  when  Adolf  Hitler  and  Mussolini  arrived  in  their  bullet- 
proof car.  As  they  emerged  arm  in  arm,  Italy's  brutal  dictator 
spoke  In  what  appeared  to  be  perfect  German.  As  he  stood 
before  that  immense  crowd  in  Berlin  wearing  a  bulletproof 
vest  he  said.  "I  am  glad  to  be  In  Germany  because  I  have  so 
much  confidence  in  German  people  and  my  friend,  Adolf 
Hitler."    [Laughter.] 

I  saw  so  many  soldiers  in  Berlin  that  I  had  to  elbow  my  way 
down  their  main  "drag,"  called  Unter  den  Linden,  commonly 
called  Linden  Promenade,  which  is  about  three  times  the 


Width  of  the  average  street.   There  simply  was  not  room  on 
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the  sidewalks  on  account  of  the  hordes  of  German  soldiers 
I  saw  some  of  those  huge  Unks  and  powerful  air  bombers.    I 
saw  those  wide  air-line  highways  extending  in  almost  aU 
directions  from  Berlin. 

Going  into  the  city  of  Berlin.  I  rode  on  one  of  those  fast 
trains  from  Dresden,  going  65  to  70  miles  an  hour  without  any 
headlights  on  the  train  because  a  dictator  had  dreamed  of 
conquering  the  world  and  had  ordered  blackouts.    In  short, 
back  3  years  ago  from  2  to  3  nights  a  week  Germany  was 
practicing  war.    As  we  went  peU-mell  through  the  darkness 
I  heard  what  seemed  to  be  Uterally  thousands  of  airplanes 
overhead,  and  actually  wondered  then  if  Hitler  had  declared 
war    At  that  time  Germany  was  preparing  especially  agair^st 
the  Russians.    I  soon  discovered  that  we  were  entering  the 
city  of  BerUn  during  one  of  their  famous  black  nights.    Adolf 
Hitler  had  borrowed  or  stolen  his  friend  Mussolini's  Pl^loso- 
'phy.  and  everywhere  we  were  reminded  Hitler  had  decreed 
that  "Germany  must  expand  or  Germany  must  die.  and  Ger- 
many will  not  die."    Then  I  came  home,  spoke  to  the  high 
schools  of  my  district,  to  civic  clubs,  colleges,  farm  gathermgs. 
and  then  came  here  on  the  floor  of  this  Congress  and  repeat- 
edly warned  that  HiUer  was  definitely  going  to  war.  but  with 
whom  he  did  not  know  any  more  than  I.    I  also  warned  Con- 
gress time  and  again  to  prepare  to  defend  ourselves  against 
these  beastly,  selfish,  bloodthirsty,  war-mad  tyrants  who  are 
bent  on  rule  or  ruin. 

I  thank  God  that  in  America  we  are  not  imbued  with  such 
a  selfish  and  short-sighted  philosophy.  There  is  not  a  foot 
of  land  on  the  face  of  the  earth  that  America  covets.  [Ap- 
plause.] We  are  not  teaching  our  young  men  to  fight  and 
die  in  order  to  seize  the  territory  of  some  weaker  nation  in 
an  hour  of  peril.  Americans  do  not  stab  in  the  back  or  strike 
a  helpless  victim  when  it  is  down.  Brave  men  are  not 
guilty  of  such  detestable  tactics.  Neither  will  a  respectable 
nation  stoop  to  such  barbarous  and  highjacking  methods. 
In  America  we  want  to  live  and  let  live  and  be  a  good  neigh- 
bor to  those  about  us.  We  want  the  friendship  and  respect 
of  all  nations  everywhere.  We  abhor  the  very  thought  of 
war  and  the  word  "peace"  is  one  of  the  sweetest  to  Amer- 
icans in  all  the  English  language.  We  hold  high  the  ideals 
~of  equality,  justice,  liberty,  and  freedom. 

Although  the  American  people  have  a  strong  desire  to  live 
in  peace  and  harmony  with  all  nations  it  is  perfectly  absurd 
to  say  that  Americans  are  now  or  have  ever  been  neutral  in 
the  present  conflict  raging  in  Europe.  Right  now  Members 
of  Congress  are  getting  a  lot  of  mail  from  radical  pacifists, 
bitter  antinew  dealers,  unreasonable  partisan  politicians 
and  a  few  self-admitted  statesmen  who  get  their  voices  *way 
down  in  their  boots  and  tell  Congress  that  we  "must  be  neu- 
tral in  fact  as  well  as  in  name." 

This  week  I  received  a  copy  of  a  so-called  platform  from 
»  self-admitted  statesman  from  Oklahoma  who  evidently 
wonders  how  the  Congress  has  been  able  to  function  without 
him  during  the  past  several  years.  He  freely  admits  that  he 
Is  an  "orator  and  a  statesman  "  This  gentleman  has  some 
13  "points"  or  planks  in  his  platform,  and  I  note  that  in  his 
"plank"  concerning  war  he  says: 

V/e  must  be  not  cnly  neutral  In  word  but  In  fact  and  thus  avoid 
becoming  Involved  in  the  present  European  war. 

According  to  this  Impractical  philosophy,  all  the  United 
States  would  have  to  do  to  Insure  peace  would  be  to  remain 
neutral,  not  only  in  word  but  in  fact;  that  is  held  up  as  a 
sixre  cure  to  pre%'ent  our  becoming  Involved  in  the  European 
struggle.  Is  it  possible  that  these  self-admitted  statesmen, 
agitators,  radicals,  and  other  bitter  critics  of  President  Roose- 
velt's firm  foreign  policy  have  forgotten  so  soon  what  hap- 
pened to  the  Netherlands?  Poor  Norway  was  neutral  "In 
fact  as  well  as  in  name":  so  was  jx)or.  helpless  Finland.  Hol- 
land, and.  last  but  by  no  means  least,  be  it  remembered  that 
poor  Belgium  maintained  a  strict  neutrality.  What  do  the 
mad  war  lords  and  egotistical  dictators  care  about  neutrality? 
They  want  their  pound  of  flesh.  They  want  to  pillage,  plun- 
der, murder,  rape,  and  ruin. 

Everywhere  Americans  are  depressed;  we  know  that  few 
dictators  fight  wars  on  their  own  soil.    While  they  pillage. 
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plunder,  and  drop  death  bombs  on  Innocent  women  and  chil- 
dren, on  hospitals,  orphanages,  and  schoolhouses,  they  are 
planning  for  their  next  raid  upon  another  country.  Always 
the  bloodthirsty  tyrant,  like  the  wild  animal  that  has  tasted 
blood.  Is  stealthily  looking  toward  his  next  victim.  God 
forbid  that  they  will  catch  us  napping  as  they  did  Prance. 
England,  and  the  Low  Countries  of  Europe.    [Applause.] 

Someone  has  suggested  that  this  Congress  should  adopt  a 
policy  of  keeping  Americans  out  of  Europe  and  Europe  out 
of  America.    That  is  more  easily  said  than  done.    It  is  easy 
for  the  isolationist  to  calmly  fold  his  hands  and  say.  "What 
goes  on  in  Europe  is  none  of  our  affair."  but  that  Is  not  true. 
I  agree  that  we  should  by  aU  means  keep  our  American  boys 
out  of  Europe,  and  certainly  we  should  prevent  any  dictator 
from  attempting  to  put  his  foot  on  American  soil  or  the 
Western  Hemisphere.    But  with  H  Duce  joining  hands  with 
Adolf  Hitler  in  order  to  make  sure  of  a  division  of  the  swag, 
the  situation  looks  anything  but  hopeful.    It  may  be  that 
America  is  too  late,  but  certainly  we  should  forget  our  pious 
platitudes  about  neutrality  and  immediately  send  raw  ma- 
terials, planes,  and  all  other  assistance,  actually  short  of 
war,  to  the  Allies  in  order,  if  possible,  to  halt  this  wild  and 
reckless  banditry  that  has  practically  engulfed  all  of  Europe. 
Let  us  put  on  a  preparedness  program  on  land,  water,  and 
in  the  air  the  like  of  which  our  country  has  never  seen  or 
dreamed  of.     [Applause.] 

Let  us  round  up  the  "fifth  coliunnists"  and  other  dan- 
gerous spies  and  enemies  of  our  Government  who  would  ride 
on  Trojan  horses.  We  have  been  too  lenient.  We  must 
immediately  rid  our  coimtry  of  undesirables  who  would  give 
aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemy.  [Applaixse.l  Let  us  deport 
not  only  such  cattle  as  Bridges  and  his  stripe  of  unwanted 
and  undesirable  aliens,  but  round  up  the  Communists, 
Nazis,  or  any  others  who  are  actually  advocating  the  over- 
throw of  the  Government  by  force.  They  have  no  license 
to  enjoy  the  protection  and  seciuity  which  our  country  has 
afforded  them.  Let  us  stand  four  square  for  American  ideals, 
American  square  dealing,  American  freedom,  with  liberty 
and  justice  for  all.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Sh.afer]. 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  we  like 
it  or  not,  the  United  States  is  in  this  war. 

It  is  true  that  our  men  are  not  crouched  behind  the  Magi- 
not  line;  it  is  true  that  they  are  not  dodging  the  stukas  in 
the  Weygand  defense. 

But  our  Army  and  Navy  planes  are  on  the  way  to  England 
and  France.  Our  guns  are  about  to  cross  the  ocean  to  be  fired 
at  the  advancing  foe.  Our  munitions  are  on  the  way  to  do 
what  they  can  in  the  matter  of  death  and  destruction. 

If  that  is  not  participation  in  war,  then  words  and  deeds 
have  lost  their  meaning.  For,  mind  you,  these  planes  and 
these  guns  and  this  ammunition  are  not  merely  American 
products.  They  are  far  more  than  that.  They  are  the  planes 
and  guns  and  ammunition  of  the  Army  and  Navy  of  the 
United  States. 

I  think  it  is  time  for  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and 
particularly  for  the  Members  of  this  Congress,  to  face  the 
facts.  Not  the  facts  as  we  might  want  them  to  be,  but  as 
they  are — as  they  have  been  created  by  the  official  acts  and 
the  formal  words  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  time  has  come  on  this  floor  when  we  had  better  call 
a  spade  a  spade,  if  we  are  to  do  our  duty  by  our  r>eople  and 
our  country.  We  had  better  stop  calling  war  "neutrality" 
and  face  it  in  all  its  implications.  We  had  better  stop 
calling  active  participation  in  war  by  the  misnomer  of  "non- 
loelligerency"  and  get  down  to  earth. 

The  administration  of  this  country  has  not  been  neutral 
since  the  war  in  Europe  started.  It  was  not  neutral  even 
before  the  war  started. 

It  has  slowly  been  dropping  the  cloak  with  which  it  sought 
to  hide  its  actions.  Last  week  that  cloak  fell  off  altogether 
when  the  administration  sent  the  supplies  of  our  pitifully 
unsupplied  military  forces  to  the  battlefields  of  France. 
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I  do  not  question  the  fact  that  aU  this  was  carried  out 
under  a  subterfuge  of  legality.  I  do  not  doubt  that  the  ad- 
ministration has  legally  protected  its  actions  by  legal  leger- 
demain and  musty  mumbo- jumbo. 

What  the  President  apparently  was  afraid  to  come  before 
this  Congreas  openly  and  frankly  to  ask  for  authority  to  do, 
he  has  done  by  wandering  in  a  maze  of  third  parties. 

But  the  line  by  which  he  put  this  country  into  the  war  is 
no  less  established  because  it  is  indirect. 

There  is,  in  morality  and  honesty,  no  difference  at  all  in 
sending  these  planes  directly  to  the  battlefields  from  their 
naval  stations  and  In  sending  those  same  planes  to  those 
same  battlefields  from  the  hangars  of  the  Curtis  Airplane  Co. 

This  Congress,  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
has  the  sole  power  to  declare  war.  The  President  has  been 
before  us  many  times  in  recent  months.  I  do  not  recall  that 
on  any  of  his  many  visits  he  has  asked  us  to  exercise  that 
power  under  the  ConstituUon.  I  do  not  recollect  any  legis- 
lation passed  by  this  body  which  granted  to  the  President 
authority  for  him  to  exercise  that  power. 

Yet  he  sends  our  planes,  our  guns,  and  our  munitions  to 
the  use  of  the  AUled  Powers  in  this  war. 

PoBSibly.  even  probably,  that  should  be  done. 

Possibly  even  probably,  the  materiel  of  our  armed  forces 
should  be  'turned  over  to  the  democracies  battling  for  their 

"''Sit  should  it  be  done  in  this  way?  Should  it  t^  done  with- 
out  consultaUon  with  the  American  people?  Should  It  be 
done  without  any  intimation  to  our  people  of  urgent  nece^ 
sity?    Should  it  be  done  without  a  clear  grant  of  power  from 

"It  SouWb^'folly  for  anyone  to  deny  that  the  overwhelming 
sentiment  of  our  people  is  on  the  side  of  England  and  Fiance 
to  th^r  stmggle  for  survival.  It  is  my  belief  that  even  before 
the^riJoIJ^  fvent^  of  the  last  month  our  people  in  general 

wanted  them  to  stop  Hitler.  

But  I  do  not  believe  that  the  sentiment  of  the  country, 
even  to  this  day.  favors  our  going  to  war  with  them, 
^d  I  certainly  do  not  beUeve  that  the  sentiment  of  our 
oeSSe  favora  our  going  to  war  on  their  behalf  through 
subterfuge,  through  usurpation  of  power  t^  declare  war,  or 
through  the  operation  of  legalistic  mumbo- jumbo. 
^TJhe  President  has  information  gathered  through  his  am- 
bassadors and  other  sources  which  makes  it  ^^P^^f ;;!« ^.^J 
"^country  advance  to  war.  then  his  course  shotjdd  be  clear 
to  Wm  Just  as  It  has  always  been  clear  to  his  predecessors 

L^^h^  travel  the  short  mile  from  the  White  House  to  the 
Tostnim  of  this  House.  Let  him  teU  us  frankly  what  In- 
JwmaUon  he  has.  Let  him  ask  us  for  a  united  front  In  the 
J^  of   an  enemy.    Let  him  ask  us  to  declare  America's 

^^Taxe  told  m  the  public  press  today  that  the  President 

tonight  will  make  a  "most  important  P^o'^o""^^"^,^  .nff  i^ 
war  situation      He  is  not  coming  to  Congress  with  that  im- 
^rtant  pronouncement.    He  is  going  down  to  Charlottes- 

viiie  Va    to  make  it. 

It  would  certainly  seem  that  in  keeping  with  the  seriousness 
of  th^  situation  which  the  Nation  faces,  the  President  could 
well  make  such  a  pronouncement  to  this  coordmate  branch 
^the  Government  rather  than  journeying  out  of  the  National 
Capital  to  make  it  at  a  coUege  graduation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  our  people  are  not  afraid  of  war.  They  hate 
it.  but  they  do  not  fear  It  when  the  cause  is  just  Po^ib^ 
the  President  can  justify  the  cause.  But  he  has  not.  He  has 
not  tried     He  has  buried  what  Justification  he  has. 

That  is  no  way  to  lead  our  people  to  the  supreme  test— 
for  war  is  always  a  supreme  test. 

The  way  of  the  man  who  wants  to  lead  Is  the  way  of 
frankness,  and  not  of  subterfuge.  Once  before  our  President 
concocted  a  scheme  of  radical  proportions  that  was  just  too 
damned  clever."  And  the  scheme  was  beaten.  Is  he  again 
bSng  "just  too  damned  clever"?  And  is  a  worthy  objective 
to  be  lost  by  the  overweening  cleverness? 

The  other  day  when  the  President  was  maturmg  the 
"clever"  scheme  for  sending  our  miUtary  supplies  to  the 
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battlefield  without  consultlnc  Congress,  he  was  asked  at  his 
press  conference  If  he  did  not  think  that  In  view  of  the 
horrible  condition  of  the  world  the  Congress  should  continue 

in  session.  ™^  *  4#  .* 

His  reply  was  that  Congress  should  adjourn.  That  li  n 
stayed  here  all  it  would  do  would  be  to  make  speeches. 

Why  is  the  Chief  of  the  Executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment so  anxious  to  get  the  coordinate  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment out  of  the  National  Capital?  Why.  when  he  is  per- 
forming the  acts  of  war  does  he  want  to  get  rid  of  the  only 
body  that  has  the  power  to  declare  war? 

In  recent  years  many  nations  have  engaged  in  armed  con- 
fUct  without  formal  declaraUon  of  war.  That  has  never 
been  the  policy  of  the  United  States.  Have  we  reached  the 
point  where  we  are  to  adopt  that  policy  now? 

Or  does  the  President  fear  those  speeches  that  will  be  made 
unless  Congress  is  scattered — unless  Senators  and  Represent- 
atives are  driven  from  the  seat  of  government? 

Again,  let  me  repeat  the  American  people  are  not  Infants. 
They  know  what  It  Is  all  about.  They  have  a  decided  feeling 
about  the  conflict  now  raging.  They  may  lack  some  of  the 
information  which  is  available  to  the  President,  but  given 
that  information,  they  would  make  known  to  the  President 
and  to  this  Congress  in  short  order  how  far  they  want  to  go 
in  participating  in  this  struggle. 

Many  of  us  In  this  House  have  devoted  great  time  and 
great  study  to  the  matter  of  the  defense  of  this  country. 
Many  of  us  have  been  appalled  for  years  at  the  shocking 
lack  of  preparation  in  all  lines.  We  have  spoken  and  written 
continually  about  lack  of  plans,  lack  of  equipment. 

Our  efforts  to  bring  this  country  to  even  a  decent  state  of 
preparation  for  eventualities  which  now  loom  as  imminent 
were  scoffed  at.    We  were  scorned  as  war  mongers. 

But  those  who  scoffed  and  who  scorned  are  now  running 
about  hysterically  demanding  that  something  be  done. 

The  very  admirals  and  generals  and  civil  officials  who  only 
a  few  months  ago  were  telUng  us  that  our  Army  and  our 
Navy  had  the  best  of  everything  are  now  telling  us  contra- 
dictory stories.  They  are  telling  us  that  everything  we  have 
is  obsolete  and  that  we  have  darned  little  even  of  that. 

These  folks  are  not  thinking  any  more  realistically  on  the 
right  side  today  than  they  were  thinking  realistically  on  the 
wrong  side  yesterday. 

Xhey and  this  applies  to  the  highest  officials — are  just  as 

wrong-sided  In  their  panic  as  they  were  In  their  apathy. 

But  I  do  not  want  to  get  away  from  my  main  thought  of 
our  present  position  in  this  war  and  Its  Inevitable  conse- 
quences. 

When  this  conflict— the  most  horrible  and  devastating  in 
history.  In  which  whole  nations  are  wiped  off  the  map  over- 
night and  the  refugees  and  dead  are  covmted  by  the  millions— 
when  this  conflict  ends,  our  country,  the  United  States  of 
America,  will  not  have  a  single  friend  in  the  conclave  of 
nations  If  we  continue  to  pursue  the  present  devious  course 
of  this  administration. 

We  will  not  have  the  respect  or  the  affection  of  a  single 
power  when  this  bitter  struggle  is  over. 

We  will  be  an  international  pariah  and  our  word  will  have 
no  more  authority  than  the  yelping  of  a  yellow  dog. 

Let  us  examine  what  is  happening  and  what  will  happen 
as  a  consequence  of  our  course  to  date. 

Over  a  period  of  many  months  our  President  has  lectured 
and  hectored  Hitler,  the  leader  of  the  Germans.  I  do  not 
question  that  In  that  course  he  was  expressing,  while  at  the 
same  time  molding,  the  popular  feeling  so  that  actually  his 
expressions  were  properly  the  expressions  of  the  Nation. 

But  I  merely  point  it  out  as  a  fact  which  is  self-evident 
that  cerUinly  we  could  expect  no  love  from  Hitler  and  the 
Germans,  whether  they  win  or  lose. 

When  that  talk  is  supplemented  by  the  actions  of  the 
present,  namely,  the  shipment  of  the  supplies  of  our  inade- 
quately supplied  military  forces  to  Hitler's  enemies,  the  feel- 
ings of  Hitler  and  the  Germans  cannot  be  doubted. 

We  do  not  look  for  and  we  cannot  expect  any  affection  or 
respect  from  those  people.    If  they  win,  they  will  have  won 
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In  spite  of  us  and  If  they  lose,  they  wlU  have  lost  because  in 
some  measure  we  aided  their  enemies.  .„  ..    .^    ,    , 

Now  let  us  look  at  the  other  side.  What  will  be  the  feel- 
ings of  England  and  Prance  toward  this  country  when  this 
war  ends  if  we  pursue  further  our  present  course— the  course 
which  the  President  thinks  we  only  want  to  stay  here  and 

talk  about?  _^„  . 

Well  if  England  and  Prance  lose  the  war,  we  wiU  have 
forfeited  their  respect  and  affection.  Even  an  all-out  effort 
on  our  part  might  not  preserve  our  standing  with  them. 

But  our  present  and  our  past  half-hearted  efforts  on  their 
behalf  certainly  are  not  going  to  be  enough  to  offset  the 
bitterness  of  the  feeling  which  they  will  have  for  us  m  theu" 

defeat. 

Pifty  or  even  a  thousand  of  our  Army  and  Navy  planes 
are  not  going  to  convince  the  English  and  the  French  that 
the  United  States  did  all  it  could  to  help  them. 

It  will  be  enough  to  win  us  the  antagonism  of  a  victorious 
"Hitler  but  not  enough  to  win  us  *he  friendship  of  his  defeated 
enemies. 

Now,  let  us  suppose  that  England  and  Prance  win,  as  so 

many  of  our  people  hope. 

Will  England  and  France,  as  victors,  have  respect  ana 
affection  for  the  United  States?  Will  they  believe  that  our 
course  has  been  such  as  to  entitle  us  to  a  place  of  rank  among 

nations?  ^  ^  ..  „     ,     j 

You  and  I  know  that  it  will  not.  We  know  that  if  England 
and  Prance  win  they  will  sneer  at  the  pitiable  and  weak 
efforts  which  this  administration  made  on  their  behalf. 

Will  they  be  satisfied,  when  they  are  victorious,  that  we 
repealed  part  of  the  neutrality  law  to  help  them— that  we  sent 
them  our  Army  planes,  our  gxms.  and  our  munitions? 
Bosh!    We  need  expect  no  respect  or  liking  from  them  for 

what  we  are  doing. 

In  the  titanic  economic  struggle  which  will  foUcw  the  con- 
'  elusion  of  these  bitter  armed  conflicts  where  wiU  the  United 
States  be  if  we  continue  as  we  ar-  going  now? 

We  will  be  sunk  as  deep  as  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 

We  will  not  have  a  friend  in  Europe,  no  matter  who  wins. 

We  will  not  have  a  friend  in  A.sia  when  the  war  that  has 
been  going  on  there  for  years  ends,  for  our  course  In  Europe 
parallels  the  ostrich-Uke  manner  in  which  we  have  dealt  with 
that  conflict. 

We  will  not  have  a  friend  in  Central  or  in  South  America 
when  the  economic  battle  for  trade  starts,  for  our  present 
indecisive  course  is  such  as  to  lose  the  respect  of  our  fellow 
nations  in  this  hemisphere.  .- 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  clear  to  me  that  if  this  Nation  is  to  hold 
up  its  head  in  the  future,  if  it  is  to  pursue  its  destiny,  if  it  is 
to  be  true  to  the  traditions  which  inspired  it  and  made  it 
great,  if  it  is  to  win  the  respect  and  the  friendship  of  its 
fellow  nations,  it  must  have  two  things: 

It  must  have  a  definite  foreign  policy  first. 

And.  second,  it  must  have  a  definite  effective,  and  realistic 

defense  policy. 
With  both  of  those  things  this  Congress  might  well  occupy 

itself. 

Proper  attention  paid  to  those  two  things  would  earn  for 
the  Members  more  respect  from  the  people  back  home. 

To  devote  cur  time  and  energy  to  perfecting  them  is  far 
preferable  to  accepting  the  walking  papers  which  the  Presi- 
dent has  handed  us  with  his  customary  sneer. 

To  stay  here  and  do  our  work  is  our  duty  rather  than  to 
go  running  about  the  country  mending  our  individual  pobtical 
,    fences.     [Applause.]  ' 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Short]. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  sure  that  we  all  are 
deeply  indebted  for  the  very  timely  and  helpful  address  by 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Collins].  He  gave  us 
a  -rather  comprehensive,  analytical,  and  a  most  interesting 
and  inspiring  picture,  I  think,  of  our  present  military  de- 
fenses and  of  our  urgent  need  to  increase  them.  Every  Mem- 
ber in  this  body  has  taken  the  solemn  and  sacred  oath  to 
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preserve,  protect,  and  defend  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  against  all  enemies,  both  foreign  and  domestic,  so  help 
him  God.  I  beUeve  that  every  single  Member  of  this  body 
wants  to  keep  that  sacred  oath  inviolate.  I  am  glad  that 
the  framers  of  the  Constitution  who  wrote  that  oath  recog- 
nized that  in  the  future  we  would  have  enemies  within  our 
gates  as  weU  as  enemies  without.  It  is  an  old  saying  that 
often  one  fails  to  see  the  forest  because  of  the  underbnish. 
and  while  it  may  be  easy  for  all  of  us  to  recognize  Saturn 
or  outstanding  enemies  in  distant  parts  of  the  world,  we  are 
prone  at  times.  I  think,  to  overlook  those  within  our  own 
borders,  so-called  domestic  enemies  that  threaten  through 
insidious  ways  and  by  various  schemes  to  vmdermine  and  de- 
stroy the  very  foundation  upon  which  the  Republic  rests. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  days  of  this  administration  draw  to 
a  close.  I  am  being  reminded  of  the  feasts  and  famine  of 
the  Pharaohs.  A  hundred,  and  a  thousand  years  from  now. 
historians,  no  doubt,  will  refer  to  the  New  Deal  era  as  the 
7-year  crisis  in  American  history.  Therefore,  someone 
should  take  it  upon  himself  to  advise  the  President  that 
after  7  years  of  experiments  and  extravagance,  after  7  long 
years  of  failure,  and  dilly-dallying  with  the  defeatists  and 
'•fifth  column"  yearling  professors,  no  amount  of  political 
shadow  boxing  will  serve  to  cover  up  the  difficulties  and 
dangers  confronting  the  Nation. 

We  want  no  Munich  in  American  affairs,  and  the  third- 
termites  might  just  as  well  realize  now  that  the  American 
people  want  no  part  of  a  third  term  for  any  autocrat  or 
Democrat.  If  more  of  our  friends  across  the  aisle  realized 
this  fact  we  would  hear  less  war  hysteria  and  hasten  our 
preparedness  program  to  prevent  war. 

Lest  they  forget,  let  me  remind  the  real  Democrats  In 
the  House  that  the  American  people  have  not  completely 
forgotten  the  Dr.  Wirt  incident  during  the  early  days  of 
this  administration,  when  the  left  wingers  of  the  kitchen 
cabinet  were  preparing  their  blitzkrieg  attack  to  take  over 
the  Government  here  in  Washington.  They  have  not  for- 
gotten the  secret  meetings  of  the  friends  of  Harry  Hopkins 
and  Aubrey  Williams.  Nor  the  hidden  retreat  of  Rex  Tug- 
well  and  his  50  comrades  to  Buckhill  Falls.  Pa.,  where  they 
were  to  decide  how  and  where  to  spend  $680,000,000  to  build 
resettlement  camps  for  the  so-called  one-third  Ul-housed, 
ill-clothed,  and  ill-fed.  <r:f 

The  voters  in  America  have  not  forgotten  the  radicals 
who  were  seated  as  delegates  in  the  1936  convention  that 
nominated  the  President,  nor  his  appeal  for  the  support  of 
the  Communists  and  all  other  organized  radical  minorities 
in  the  campaign  that  followed.  When  these  facts  were 
presented  to  the  voters  in  1936  the  President  repbed  that 
the  capitalists  were  merely  dragging  a  red  herring  across  the 
trail.  But  the  immortal  Abe  Lincoln  was  right  when  he 
said.  "You  cannot  fool  all  the  people  all  the  time." 

However,  and  you  can  believe  it  or  not.  the  President 
evidently  thinks  that  after  affording  every  protection  under 
the  sun  to  the  red  herrings  of  1936.  he  can  drag  the  "fifth 
column"  across  the  trail  of  American  tradition  in  1940. 

Mr.  Speaker,  to  paraphrase  a  great  Roman,  "How  much 
longer.  O  Congress,  could  such  audacity  fool  the  American 
people?" 

As  recently  as  a  year  ago  the  President  referred  to  the 
House  Committee  on  Un-American  Activities  as  a  sordid 
thing.  But  less  than  a  month  ago  Mr.  Roosevelt  was  able 
to  recognize  seme  valuable  information  in  the  files  of  that 
committee. 

Then.  Mr.  Speaker,  some  of  the  more  naive  third-termites 
took  his  remarks  as  their  cue  and  immediately  began  yelling 
"fifth  column."  Trojan  horses,  and  hastened  to  resign  from 
the  same  columns  and  phalanx  that  they  have  succored  and 
helped  to  protect  for.  lo,  these  7  long  years. 

Some  of  them  high  in  the  councils  of  our  Government  are 
now  reduced  to  the  expedient  of  exacting  an  oath  of  alle- 
giance by  their  underlings,  although  none  was  deemed  requi- 
site heretofore. 
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Is  it  possible,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  activity  indicates  a 
purpose  on  the  part  of  the  New  Deal  to  purge  itself?  And. 
if  so,  fellow  Members,  I  wonder  if  the  leopard  ever  changes 
its  spots? 

You  surely  cannot  forget  the  ranting,  flood  of  billingsgate 
loosened  by  the  great  Cabinet  commissar  whom  the  Wash- 
ington Times-Herald  denominates  as  "Dishonest  Harold." 
and  how  he  has  steadfastly  endeavored  to  cover  for  the 
Writers'  Guild,  the  Lawyers'  Guild,  the  American  Civil  Liber- 
ties League  of  Roger  Baldwin,  the  American  Youth  Congress, 
the  League  for  Peace  and  Democracy,  and  many  other  trans- 
mission belts  for  communism. 

Judge  Pecora.  a  distinguished  so-called  liberal,  resigned 
from  the  Lawyers'  Guild  many  months  ago,  but  only  within 
the  last  few  days  has  Mr.  Jackson,  the  eminent  United 
States  Attorney  General,  and  Mr.  Berle.  one  of  the  As- 
sistants Secretary  of  State,  found  it  expedient  to  resign  from 
that  organization.  It  should  be  interesting  to  note  the 
names,  and  from  what  organizations  other  parachutists 
descend.  However,  after  the  November  election  the  Repub- 
lican Party  will  be  out  in  full  force  to  attend  to  the  round- 
up, and  the  mop-up.  of  all  the  so-called  radical  liberals  In 
American  poUtics— a  great  majority  of  voters  wiU  see  to  that. 
But  of  all  the  Trojan  horse  methods  used  In  American  poU- 
tics. the  transfer  of  the  Immigration  Department  from 
"Muddam"  Perkins  to  Bob  Jackson,  and  the  appointment  of 
Sidney  Hillman  as  the  representaUve  of  labor  on  the  Presi- 
dent's newly  created  Preparedness  Board  are  the  most  para- 
doxical. It  would  be  mteresting  to  know  Just  why  the  Justice 
Department  was  chosen  in  contradistincUon  to  the  State 
Department. 

Now  a  few  words  about  Sidney  Hillman.  And  I  quote 
from  a  pamphlet  pubUshed  by  the  owners  of  the  National 
Republic  Magazine.  "Mr.  Hillman  is  the  president  of  the 
Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  Union,  and  an  official  of  the 
CIO.  He  was  born  in  Lithuania  but  spent  most  of  his  days 
In  promoting  Marxism  and  radical  labor  unionism.  He  or- 
ganized the  Russian-American  Industrial  Corporation  in 
New  York  City,  of  which  he  became  President  in  1922.  This 
organization  sent  over  $1,000,000  to  Russia.  Hillman  also 
helped  organize  recently  a  campaign  for  raising  funds  m  the 
United  States  In  support  of  the  Spanish  Red  Government. 
He  rushed  oter  to  Italy  in  1920  to  learn  new  labor  tactics 
used  during  the  Communist  siege  of  sit-down  strikes  in  an 
industrial  unionism  drive  in  the  metalworkers'  industry 
there  On  his  return  he  reported  to  the  National  Conven- 
tion, which  was  being  held  in  Chicago,  as  follows: 

In  Rome  I  was  doubly  welcomed;  the  Secretary  of  the  Metal 
Workers'  Union  gave  me  a  tetter,  the  only  key  to  open  the  gates 
of  the  factory.  With  my  Italian  comrades  I  landed  In  front  of  the 
factory  which  locked  attractive  because  of  the  fine  red  flag  which 
•doroed  the  building  and  the  red  sentinel  who  was  keeping  watch. 
iTu^  for  lunch  with  the  members  of  the  factory  council.  -Tbe 
council  then  took  me  through  the  factory.  The  first  thing  that 
attracted  my  attention  was  a  aeries  of  Inscriptions  on  the  walls, 
Kcmmng  the  soviet  emblem.  (Applause  1  (Prom  proceedings 
S^  convention,  p.  426.  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of 
America.) 

Hillman  was  one  of  the  early  new  dealers  in  Washington. 
He  is  well  known  in  most  of  the  revolutionisUc  circles  in  the 
United  States,  having  served  on  many  of  their  organizational 
boards.  Hillman  is  reported  to  have  served  on  the  I.  W.  W. 
defen.'^  committee  several  years  ago.  according  to  the  North- 
west Messenger.  He  was  expelled  from  the  American  Federa- 
tion of  Labor  during  the  NashvUle.  Tenn.,  convention  in  1914, 
together  with  a  number  of  other  radicals,  aft^r  which  he 
organized  the  union  which  he  now  heads,  a  C.  I.  O.  umt.  The 
preamble  of  the  constitution  of  this  union  is  said  to  include 
a  demand  for  a  struggle  against  capitalism.  The  plan  for 
"the  one  big  union"— industrial  union— is  said  to  have  been 
first  Introduced  at  the  second  naUonal  session  of  the  Hillman 
union  by  Wllbam  Z.  Poster,  then  an  I.  W.  W.  and  now  head 
of  the  Communist  Party  in  the  United  States.  HiUman  re- 
ceived a  wire  from  Rjkoff  in  Moscow  in  1932,  in  which  he,  as 
representative  of  Lenin,  expressed  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Soviet  Government  over  results  of  HiUman's  actions. 


Some  more  about  Mr.  Hillman— and  this  is  the  man  the 
President  has  selected  and  appointed  to  represent  the  Amer- 
ican people  in  the  matter  of  producUon  for  preparedness. 
This  additional  Information  about  Mr.  HUlman  Is  from  tlie 
New  York  Times  of  December  2,  1922.  and  December  4.  1922. 
The  first  article  Is  headed: 

A  C  W  capital  In  RussU  safe.  Hillman  say*— Clnlon  head  reporta 
at  meeting  on  his  investlgaUon  abroad— Thompson  sends  message 
of  sympathy. 

The  text  of  that  arUcle  discloses  that  after  Sidney  Hillman 
had  held  conferences  with  Nicolal  Lenin.  L.  Kameneff,  he 
returned  to  New  York  and  requested  his  union,  of  ^^Jj^h  he 
was  the  president,  to  loan  the  Russian  Government  $1,000,000 
at  8  percent  interest  in  American  money  to  build  textile  fac- 
tories and  to  manufacture  clothing,  with  the  understanding 
that  the  mvested  capital  must  remain  In  Russia  for  at  least 
3  years,  and  that  the  corporation  was  to  be  subjected  to  ail 
the  laws  of  Russia  with  regard  to  its  management  and  activi- 
Ues  At  that  meeting  a  supposed  radiogram  from  William 
Thompson,  who  resigned  as  financial  adviser  of  the  Ru^an 
American  Industrial  CorporaUon.  while  in  Russia  with  Hill- 
man. was  read  at  the  meeting,  and  which  stated  that  Thomp- 
son expressed  full  sympathy  with  the  union's  venture.  The 
second  article  from  the  New  York  Times  was  cabled  special 
to  the  New  York  Times  from  London.  December  4. 1922,  whicn 
is  captioned: 

Warned  HUlman  of  risk  in  Ruasia^Wllllam  O.  T^.«°P??f  ^"  .^! 
advised  vainly  against  Investing  in  clothing  e°^,'"P;;^No  security 
for  money— Would  merely  be  handing  over  $1,000,000  to  Soviet 
Government  for  Its  own  purposes. 

Time  has  proved  that  Mr.  Thompson's  prediction  was 
most  accurate,  for  I  am  reliably  Informed  that  Stalin  now 
has  the  million  dollars  and  the  accrued  interest.  The  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  should  take  the  time  to  read  those  article, 
so  that  they  might  get  better  acquainted  with  the  Presi- 
dent's new  labor  coordinator. 

With  the  above  information  in  mind,  I  am  willing  to 
leave  it  to  the  Members  of  Congress  to  determine  to  what 
column  Mr.  Hillman  belongs. 

A  short  time  ago  my  attention  was  called  to  a  news  item 
In  one  of  the  Washington  daily  papers  to  the  effect  that  Mr. 
Ickes  had  endorsed  the  complaint  of  one  Abe  Fortas.  a 
$9  500  attorney  for  the  Bituminous  Coal  Division,  made  to 
•the  General  Accounting  Office  in  regard  to  certain  findings 
reported  by  the  Acting  Comptroller  General  to  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  and  the  President  of  the  Senate  concerning 
the  use  of  Government  buildings  and  equipment  to  conduct 
postgraduate  coUeges  supposedly  for  the  training  of  Gov- 
ernment personnel,  and  certain  Internships.  The  Comp- 
troller's report  to  Congress  does  not  purport  to  be  a  com- 
plete expos6  of  aU  the  educational  and  training  activities  In 
the  Government:  but.  as  to  those  activities  covered,  I  feel 
sure  It  Is  complete  and  accurate. 

The  Comptroller's  report  points  out  that  one  of  the  In- 
terns studying  government  functions,  from  the  University  of 
Chicago,  was  appointed  to  receive  his  training  under  Mr. 

Abe  Fortas. 

Prom  what  I  have  learned  of  Mr.  Fortas  record  and 
activities,  and  if  the  Department  of  Justice  will  report  to 
Congress  on  the  activiUes  of  Mr.  Fortas,  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  a  Member  of  this  body  who  would  care  to  have  Mr. 
Fortas  train  any  Interns  for  Government  service. 

As  I  remember,  Mr.  Fortas  complained  that  the  report  of 
the  Acting  ComptroUer  accused  him  of  being  a  member  of 
the  League  for  Peace  and  Democracy,  which  he  kicked  up  a 
lot  of  dust  to  deny.  But,  like  the  animal  that  furnishes  its 
own  scent  to  destroy  its  own  trail,  he  neglected  to  disclose 
aU  his  connections  with,  and  undoubted  actlviUes  In  and  as  a 
member  of  the  notorious  International  Juridical  Association, 
because  on  a  letterhead  of  that  association  Is  listed  Mr. 
Fortas*  name  as  a  member  of  the  association's  national 
committee  representing  the  District  of  Columbia,  along  with 
John  P  Davis,  Thomas  I.  Emerson.  Charles  Houston,  Joe 
Kovner.  Lee  Pressman,  Nathan  Witt,  David  Zisklnd,  and 
other  kinds. 
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Mr.  Portas  came  into  prominence  recently  when  it  was 
established  that  he  was  the  husband  of  a  young  lady  who 
was  employed  as  a  review  attorney  by  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  within  a  few  weeks  after  she  graduated 
from  law  school,  and  t>efore  she  was  ever  admitted  to  the 
bar.  She  has  since  that  publicity  been  transferred  to  the 
Department  of  Justice,  in  order,  no  doubt,  to  cover  the  trail. 

In  passing,  I  should  add  that  anyone  who  will  take  the 
time  to  ascertain  the  objectives  of  the  International  Jurid- 
ical Association,  and  its  sources  of  income,  would  not  com- 
plain ,of  being  falsely  accused  of  being  a  member  of  the 
League  for  Peace  and  Democracy.  Especially,  one  so  active 
as  being  a  member  of  that  association's  national  committee. 

Mr.  Speaker,  coming  again  to  the  report  of  the  Acting  Comp- 
troller General,  which  has  been  printed  by  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments  as 
Senate  Document  No.  182.  this  session.  I  want  to  say  that  it 
seems  perfectly  clear  that  none  of  the  educational  and  train- 
ing activities  referred  to  therein  as  being  conducted  in  the 
departments  and  agencies  of  Government  have  the  sanction 
of  law;  and  that,  if  they  are  to  continue,  they  should  do  so 
under  clarifying  and  authorizing  legislation,  as  recommended 
by  the  Acting  Comptroller.  In  my  judgment,  also,  judging 
from  some  of  the  subjects  and  sources  being  given,  and  the 
names  of  some  instructors,  some  of  these  educational  and 
training  activities  might  well  receive  the  early  attention  of 
the  Department  of  Justice's  new  bureau  for  investigating 
"fifth  column"  activities. 

In  connection  with  these  schools  of  new  dealism  and 
peculiar  liberalism,  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  Congress 
to  the  fact  that  we  have  a  committee  at  this  time  busily 
engaged  in  investigating  investment  trusts.  I  want  to  warn 
Congress  and  the  people  of  this  country  who  are  interested 
first  in  preserving  simon-pure  Americanism,  that  it  is  high 
time  Congress  was  investigating  some  of  the  well-known 
irrevocable  trusts  that  are  still  in  existence — if  for  no  other 
purpose  than  to  determine  who  Is  managing  these  trusts,  and 
whether  the  wills  of  the  donors  and  testators  are  being 
honestly  executed. 

We  are  witnessing  today  a  complex  situation  wherein  our 
young  boys  and  girls  are  accepting  scholarships  at  the  ex- 
pense of  trust  foundations  and  entering  Government  service, 
and  in  all  other  conceivable  ways  trying  to  destroy  the  hand 
that  fed  them. 

In  thi«  connection.  I  want  to  mention  the  Honorable 
Charles  Mcrrlam.  headmaster  of  the  Spellman  Foundation; 
and  Louis  Brownlow,  the  only  man,  living  or  dead,  who  ever 
promised  an  American  taxpayer  a  dividend  on  his  taxes. 
I  am  told  that  Mr.  Merrlam  once  wrote  a  book  on  sovereignty. 
So  far  as  I  know,  the  nearest  he  ever  came  to  learning  any- 
thing about  sovereignty  was  when  he  was  defeated  for  mayor 
of  Chicago,  and  had  as  his  campaign  manager  bellowing 
HaroM  L.  Ickcs.  Mr.  Brownlow  was  once  a  District  of  Colum- 
bia Commissioner.  I  am  reliably  informed,  however,  that  he 
later  bankrupted  two  perfectly  good  and  substantial  cities 
while  endeavoring  to  operate  them  under  his  so-called  city- 
manager  plan,  and  that  he  left  Knoxville.  Tenn.,  before  an 
overwhelming  recall  vote  could  be  counted.  [Laughter  and 
applause.] 

i  But,  at  any  rate.  Mr.  Merrlam  and  Mr.  Brownlow  have 
always  been  most  fortunate  in  finding  someone's  else  money 
to  spond.  So.  according  to  Senator  Glass,  that  makes  both 
of  them  true-blue  liberals.  Ana  now  I  want  the  Record  to 
show  some  of  the  organizations  they  have  been  able  to  find 
money  to  finance:  American  Municipal  Association,  American 
Public  Welfare  Association,  American  Public  Works  Associa- 
tion, American  Society  of  Planning  Officials.  Municipal  Pi- 
nance  Ofiicers  Association,  National  Association  Assessing 
Officials,  National  Association  Housing  Officers.  Public  Ad- 
ministration Clearing  House.  Public  Administration  Service, 
Civil  Service  Assembly.  Council  of  State  Governments.  Inter- 
national City  Managers  Association,  and  National  Institute  of 
Public  Affairs. 

These  organizations  advocate  government  by  bureaucrats, 
and  it  is  known  that  numerous  Government  officials  spend 


money  annually  from  the  Treasury  traveling  to  their  meet- 
ings and  conventions.  And  It  is  their  hope  and  ambition  to 
plant  a  little  Mussolini  to  govern  every  city  and  State  In 
America,  as  well  as  the  Federal  Government. 

It  is  of  especial  interest  to  note  that  all  of  the  organiza- 
tions I  have  named  are  financea  and  supported  with  funds 
from  the  Rockefeller  and  Spellman  foundations. 

Just  a  further  word  about  the  National  Institute  of  Public 
Affairs,  and  I  shall  close.  According  to  their  literature,  pub- 
lished in  November  1939,  the  1928-39  intern  group  numbered 
106,  which  means  that  the  inctltute  had  that  number  of 
Interns  in  the  departments  and  agencies  of  Government 
studying  for  employment  in  the  public  service.  Of  that 
number  63.  or  59.4  percent,  were  still  In  Goverrunent  service: 
8,  or  7.5  percent,  were  working  for  some  State  government  or 
subdivision  thereof;  25.  or  33  percent,  had  thrown  in  the 
sponge  and  found  some  other  mode  of  livelihood.  So  I 
wonder  how  much  good  money  is  squandered  and  wasted  an- 
nually by  the  directors  and  tmstees  of  these  irrevocable 
trusts,  to  say  nothing  of  what  the  Government  spends  by 
cooperating  with  this  institute.  So  that  the  Members  of 
Congress  may  get  a  bird's-eye  conception  of  the  funds  being 
contributed  by  private  trusts  to  the  above  organizations,  it  Is 
a  matter  of  record  that  the  Pjblic  Administration  Service 
received  $1,484,750  in  1939  from  one  trust  alone,  and  the 
Civil  Service  Assembly  received  $210,759  in  1939  from  the 
same  trust. 

There  is  T\p  semblance  of  authority  In  law  for  the  training 
of  persons  for  Government  service  by  Internships,  as  is  being 
done  at  the  behest  of  this  National  Institute  of  Public  Affairs. 
And  once  their  admission  to  Internship  is  obtained  they  re- 
ceive their  training  from  a  long  list  of  liberals,  such  as  Abe 
Fortas,  David  Ziskind,  and  many  others,  who  manifestly 
believe  in  their  own  peculiar  brand  of  alien  liberalism. 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  Presiaent  means  anything  by  the 
transfer  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  to 
the  Department  of  Justice.  I  think  the  Congress  should  Insist 
upon  receiving  detailed  reports  of  the  activities  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice.  80  that  the  American  people  can  be 
forewarned  and  put  on  guard  against  all  columns  and  sub- 
verters  who  are  endeavoring  to  Jestroy  our  Government,  our 
institutions,  and  our  liberties  by  their  Insidious  conduct  and 
cowardly  hiding  behind  the  screen  of  free  speech,  freedom 
of  the  press,  and,  as  one  of  their  leaders  has  been  reported 
as  saying,  "We  will  destroy  America  in  the  American  way." 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  the  conference  report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr,  CoLt  of  Maryland). 
The  Clerk  will  report  the  first  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  3;  On  page  2.  line  2.  Insert  "Provided.  That 
not  to  exceed  150.000  of  tlie  approprlatlona  contained  In  this  act 
for  military  activities  shall  be  available  for  the  payment  of  actual 
transportation  expenses  and  not  to  exceed  tlO  per  diem  in  lieu 
of  subsistence  and  other  expenses  of  persons  serving  while  away 
from  their  homes,  without  other  compensation.  In  an  advisory 
capacity  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  for  thd  temporary  employ- 
ment of  persons  or  organizations,  by  contract  or  otherwise  with- 
out regard  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  SUtutes  or  the  civil 
service  or  classification  laws." 

Mr.  SNYDE31.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  19:  Page  7.  line  15.  after  the  word  "paragraph" 
Insert  "Provided.  That  section  3709.  Revised  Statutes,  shall  not 
apply  to  any  procurement  under  this  appropriation  which  does 
not  exceed  $100  In  amount." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  recede  and  con- 
cur in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment  which 
I  send  to  the  desk. 
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Tlie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  SimicB  moves  to  recede  and  concur  in  amendment  No.  10 
with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  amount  named 
In  said  amendment,  insert  "$50." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  In  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  31 :  Page  9.  after  line  7.  atrlke  out  "$3,000,000" 
and  insert  "$16,250,000." 

Mr.  SNYDBR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  recede  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment,  which  I  send 
to  the  desk. 

Tlie  Clerk  nead  as  follows: 

Mr.  Sntdkii  moves  to  recede  and  concur  In  amendment  No.  21 
with  an  amendment  as  follows:  After  the  amount  named  In  said 
amendment,  insert  the  foUowing:  "Provided.  That  the  Secretary 
of  War  shall  submit  to  Congress  as  early  as  may  be  practicable  at 
the  next  regular  session  a  detailed  report  of  all  expendlt\ires  from 
appropriations  under  this  head  for  the  period  ending  December  31, 
1940." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  36:  Page  14.  In  Une  19.  after  the  figures  "(803)" 
Insert  "Provided  further.  That  the  appropriations  contained  in  this 
act  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  limitations  contained  In  section  13a 
ot  the  National  Defense  Act,  as  amended  ( 10  U.  6.  C.  291 ) .  as  to  the 
number  of  enlisted  men  and  flying  cadets  In  the  Army  Air  Corps." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  recede  and  concur 
in  Senate  amendment  numbered  36. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No  38:  Pages  17.  In  line  20.  after  the  word  "Immedi- 
ately", insert  '^nd  $2,214,196  shall  remain  available  untU  June  30, 
1942." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  recede  and  concur 
with  an  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  SuTOca  moves  to  recede  and  concur  In  amendment  No.  38  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  Strike  out  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment,  and  on  page  16.  line  16.  of  the  engroseed  House  bill, 
ineert  after  the  word  "for",  "mUltary  poeU." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  tbe 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  followt: 

Amendment  No,  67:  Page  31.  In  line  21.  aftar  the  amount  Inaert 
-emergency  conatnurtlcn.  $47,976,962." 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  recede  and  concur 
with  an  amendment. 
The  CTerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  Sntdct  moves  to  recede  and  concur  In  the  Senate  amend- 
ment No  67  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  After  the  amount  named 
In  Senate  amendment.  Insert  the  foUowing:  "including  the  acqui- 
sition of  necessary  land  therefor,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
aections  355  and  1186.  Revised  Statutes,  ae  amended  (10  U.  S.  C. 
1339:  40  U.  8.  C.  256)." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No  78;  Page  36,  In  line  23,  after  the  amount  Insert 
-of  which  $137,374  shall  remain  avaUable  untU  June  30.  1942." 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  recede  and  concur 
with  an  amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Sntdek  moves  to  recede  and  concur  In  the  Senate  amendment 
No  78  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  Strike  out  the  matter  In- 
■erted  by  said  amendment,  and  In  line  17.  page  33  of  the  House  en- 
■  I fiifiii  blU.  Insert  before  the  period  the  foUowing:  "and.  In  addl- 
«on  $470,000  for  the  acquisition  of  a  site  for  such  building,  the 
design  for  which  shall  be  prepared  under  the  direction  and  super- 
vision of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  Surgeon  General  of  the  Army, 
who  ahaU  select  the  architect.'* 


Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
Mr.  COLLINS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  withhold 
the  point  of  order  for  an  inquiry? 
Mr.  TABER.    I  reserve  it  for  an  inquiry. 
Mr.  COLLINS.    Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  is  necessary 
so  that  the  Army  will  be  able  to  acquire  a  block  of  ground 
near  or  adjacent  to  the  Library  of  Congress  to  house  the 
Army  Medical  Library  and  Museum. 

At  the  Army  Medical  Library  and  In  the  same  building.  Is  the 
medical  museum,  where  there  are  hundreds  of  gallons  of 
alcohol  that  is  highly  inflammable.  The  medical  library  is 
the  finest  In  the  world  and  should  be  housed  so  it  cannot  be 
destroyed  by  fire.  The  committee  feels  that" land  should  be 
Immediately  acquired.  The  building  to  house  the  books  will 
follow  later.  I  do  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  make  the  point 
of  order.  I  know  he  is  within  his  rights,  but  the  present 
building  is  a  flretrap.  In  view  of  the  circumstances.  I  believe 
the  gentleman  should  let  us  go  along  with  a  much-needed 
Job  that  has  already  been  delayed  too  long. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  shall  feel  obliged  to  make 
the  point  of  order.  I  dislike  to  do  anything  contrary  to 
the  personal  desires  of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Collins],  for  whom  I  have  the  very  highest  regard, 
but  this  is  the  situation:  It  means  putting  up  $470,000  to 
buy  land  at  a  time  when  we  ought  not  do  it.  It  is  at  a 
time  when  we  are  undoubtedly  in  a  very  serious  situation, 
when  probably  we  shall  have  to  do  things  that  are  imme- 
diately necessary  that  will  require  the  acquisition  of  land 
for  real  military  purposes.  Undoubtedly  when  the  emer- 
gency is  over  these  records  should  be  properly  housed,  but 
for  such  a  thing  to  happen  now,  to  my  mind,  is  sacrilegious. 
I  shall  feel  obliged  to  make  a  point  of  order  against  the 
part  of  the  amendment  beginning  with  the  comma  in  the 
first  line  thereof  and  continuing  through  the  balance  of  the 
language,  because  it  is  legislation  on  an  appropriation  bill; 
not  authorized  by  law;  and  that  it  Is  not  an  amendment 
to  an  amendment  to  which  it  is  offered.  It  being  an  amend- 
ment to  the  language  on  page  37,  line  6,  to  which  paragraph 
the  Senate  made  no  amendment  whatever.  On  the  further 
ground  that  it  is  an  amendment  beyond  the  range  of  those 
that  might  be  offered  to  an  amendment  in  disagreement  at 
this  time. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore   (Mr.  Coli  of  Maryland). 

Does  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  desire  to  be  heard 

on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  SNYDER.    I  concede  the  point  of  order.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The   SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Tbe  Chair  suftains   the 

point  of  order. 

Mr.    SNYDER.    Mr.    Speaker.    I   move    that    the    Hoiue 
insist   upon   Its   dlKagreement   to  the   amendment  of   the 
Senate  numbered  78. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  79:  On  page  39.  Une  17,  after  the  word  "re- 
quired", strike  out  "$9,447,438"  and  Insert  ";  for  all  expenses  Inci- 
dent to  the  preparation  of  plans,  and  construction,  purchase, 
installation,  equipment,  maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of 
aircraft  warning  service  syrtems.  and  their  accessories,  Including 
purchase  of  lands  and  rights-of-way.  acquisition  of  leaseholds  and 
other  interests  therein,  and  temporary  use  thereof.  $49,690,649,  of 
which  $31,559,243  shall  remain  available  until  June  30,  1942,  * 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  recede  and  concur 
with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Sntbek  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  79  with  an  amend- 
ment as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment, insert  the  foUowing:  "for  all  expenses  Incident  to  the 
preparation  of  plans,  and  construction,  purchase.  Installation, 
equipment,  maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of  aircraft  warning 
service  systems,  and  their  accessorlee,  including  purchase  of  lands 
and  rights-of-way.  acquisition  of  leaseholds  and  other  interest* 
therein,  and  tempwrary  use  thereof.  $49,690,649." 

Ttie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment    No.    80:    On    page    40.   line   4.    after   "lM(r.    tasot 

-  and  in  addition,  the  Chief  Signal  Officer,  when  authorized  by 
the  Secretary  of  War.  may  enter  Into  contracts  prior  to  July  1. 
1941.  to  an  amount  not  in  excess  of  $1,700,000  for  the  procure- 
ment of  Signal  Corps  equipment." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  recede  and  concur 
In  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

-  The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No  90:  On  page  44.  line  1.  after  the  word  "Imme- 
diately", change  the  jjerlod  to  a  colon  and  insert  "Provided  further, 
That  this  appropriation  may  be  expended  without  reference  to  the 
limitation  contained  in  section  1  of  the  act  approved  April  3.  1939 
(Public.  No.  18,  76th  Cong.),  as  to  the  number  of  airplane*  to  be 
proc\ired  and  maintained." 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  recede  and  conctir 
In  the  Senate  amendment. 
The  motion  waa  aKrwd  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
yOext  amendment  In  dLiagreccmnt. 
The  Clerk  read  a«  followi: 

Amrndmrnt  No  97:  On  pa«0  61.  after  the  rtirurM  "1MB".  «n«^ 
-Prwidid  That  In  addition  to  the  amount  herein  appropriated,  the 
Chief  of  Chemlciil  Warfare  SerYlce.  when  authorized  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War,  may  enter  Into  contracts  prior  to  July  1.  1941,  for  the 
procurement  of  chemical  warfare  equipment  to  an  amount  not  In 
Mcest  of  ta.oafl.BlO.  and  his  action  In  so  doing  shall  bo  deemed  » 
oontractual  obligation  of  the  Federal  Oovernment  for  the  payment 
of  the  cost  thereof." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  recede  and  concur 
In  the  Senate  amendment. 

Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 

next  amendment  In  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No  108:  Page  54.  In  line  16,  after  the  amount.  Insert 
"and  In  addition,  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  con- 
tracts may  be  entered  into  prior  to  July  1,  1941.  for  the  procurement 
and  installation  of  equipment  for  seacoast  defenses  as  follows: 

"United  SUtes.  $5639.726: 

"Insular  departments.  $384,975; 

"Panama  Canal.  $4,393,346; 

"In  all.  $10,418,047." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  recede  and  concur 
In  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  aerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  117:  On  page  74.  in  line  17.  Insert  a  new  para- 
graph as  follows: 

"EMERCENCT   FTJKD  FOR  THE   PRESIDENT 

"To  enable  the  President,  through  the  appropriate  agencies  of 
the  Government,  to  provide  for  emergencies  affecting  the  national 
'  security  and  defense  and  for  each  and  every  purpose  connected 
therewith  including  all  of  the  objects  and  purposes  specified  under 
anv  aoDropriatlon  available  or  to  be  made  available  to  the  War 
Department  for  the  fiscal  years  1940  and  1941:  the  furnishing  of 
Government -owned  faculties  at  privately  owned  plants:  the  pro- 
curement and  training  of  civlUan  personnel  necessary  in  connection 
with  the  production  of  critical  and  essential  items  of  equipment 
and  material  and  the  use  or  operation  thereof:  and  the  procure- 
ment of  strategic  and  critical  materials  In  accordance  with  the  act 
of  June  7  1939  without  reference  to  section  3709,  Revised  Statutes. 
$66  000  cob-  to  be  immediately  and  continuously  available  until 
June  30  1942-  and.  in  addition,  the  President  is  authorized,  through 
such  aeencles.  on  and  after  the  enactment  hereof,  to  enter  into 
contracts  for  the  same  purposes  to  an  amount  not  exceeding  $66.- 
000  000-  Prortdfd.  That  an  account  shall  be  kept  of  all  expendi- 
tures made  or  authorized  hereunder,  and  a  report  thereon  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Congress  on  or  before  June  30.  1942.  • 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  recede  and  concur 
with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  Sntder  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Its  disaerreement 
to  the  Senate  amendment  numbered  117  and  agree  to  the  same 
.  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  the  third  line  of  said  amend- 
ment  after  the  comma  foUowing  the  word  "Govermnenl  ,  insert: 
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"without  reference  to  section  3709.  Revised  Statutes  ;  and  in  the 
foxuteenth  and  fifteenth  lines  of  said  amendment.  strUe  out  the 
following:  "without  reference  to  section  3709.  Revised  Statutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  119:  On  page  76,  after  line  17.  Insert: 

"Sec  3  Not  to  exceed  10  percent  of  any  of  the  foregoing  appro- 
priations for  the  Military  Establishment  may  be  transferred,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  to  any 
other  of  such  appropriations,  but  no  appropriation  shall  be  in- 
creased more  than  10  percent  thereby." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  Insist 
upon  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendment  numbered 
119. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  amendments  Nofl.  120.  121.  122. 
123.  and  126  are  all  in  the  same  category.  The  action  jtist 
taken  on  amendment  No.  119  makes  necessary  a  modification 
Of  the  section  numbers  proposed  by  the  Senate,  I  aak  unani- 
mous consent  that  thry  all  may  be  conildered  together. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  requcit  of  tn« 
gcntlrman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Cletk  read  as  followi: 

Amendment  No  130:  P«gp  76,  line  34,  strike  out  "3"  and  Inwt  "Ar 
Amendment  No    121;  Pa^c  77.  line  5,  »trilce  out  "3"  and  insert    », 
Amendment  No  122    V.'M<f  77,  Una  24,  strlks  out  "4"  and  Insert  "J, 
Amendment  No,  123;  Page  78,  line  7.  siriJie  out  "b"  and  Iniwrt  "7. 
Amendment  No.  120:  Page  80.  line  0,  strike  out  "7"  and  insert  "10. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num- 
bered 120.  121.  122.  123.  and  128.  and  concur  therein  with 
amendments  as  follows:  By  Inserting  in  lieu  of  the  section 
numbers  proposed  by  the  Senate,  the  numbers  3,  4.  6,  6,  and  9, 
respectively. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment In  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  124 :  Page  78.  line  15.  strike  out  all  of  lines  15  to 
23.  inclusive,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"Ssc  8  Nc  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  used  directly  or  indirectly  after  May  1,  1941,  except  for  temporary 
employment  in  case  of  emergency,  for  the  payment  cf  any  civilian 
for  services  rendered  by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while  occupying  a 
skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory 
position  unless  such  person  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of 
America  or  of  the  Republic  of  Panama :  Proi-ided.  however ,  ( 1 )  That 
at  no  time  shall  the  number  of  Panamanian  citizens  employed  in 
the  above-mentioned  positions  exceed  the  number  of  citizens  of  the 
United  States  so  employed,  if  United  States  citizens  are  available 
in  continental  United  Slates  or  on  the  Canal  Zone:  (2)  that  nothing 
in  this  act  shall  prohibit  the  continued  employment  of  any  person 
who  shall  have  rendered  15  or  more  years  of  faithful  and  honorable 
Ecrvlce  on  the  Canal  Zone:  (3)  that  In  the  selection  of  p>ersonnel  for 
skilled,  technical,  administrative,  clerical,  supervisory,  or  executive 
positions,  the  controlling  factors  In  filling  these  positions  shall  be 
efficiency,  experience,  training,  and  education:  (4)  that  all  citizens 
of  Panama  and  the  United  States  rendering  skilled,  technical, 
clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  sup)ervisory  service  en  the  Canal 
Zone  under  the  terms  of  this  act  shall  (a)  normally  be  employed 
not  more  than  40  hours  per  week,  (b)  shall  receive  as  compensation 
equal  rates  of  pay  based  upon  rates  paid  for  similar  employment 
In  continental  United  States  plus  25  pyercent:  (5)  this  entire  section 
shall  apply  only  to  persons  employed  in  skilled,  technical,  clerical, 
administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  positions  on  the  Canal 
Zone  directly  or  indirectly  by  any  branch  of  the  United  States 
Government  or  by  any  corporation  or  company  whose  stock  is  owned 
wholly  or  in  part  by  the  United  States  Government." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
124  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu 
of  the  matter  inserted  by  said  amendment,  insert  the  fol- 
lowing : 

Sec.  8.  No  part  of  any  appropriation  contained  in  this  act  shall 
be  used,  directly  or  Indirectly,  after  May  1.  1941.  except  for  tem- 
porary employment  in  case  of  emergency,  for  the  payment  cf  any 
civilian  for  services  rendered  by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while  occu- 
pying a  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or 
supervisory  position  unless  such  person  is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
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states  of  America  or  of  the  Republic  of  Panama:  Provided,  however, 
(1)  That,  nothwlthstandlng  the  provision  In  the  act  approved 
Augvist  11,  193»  (63  Stat.  1409).  limiting  employment  In  the  above- 
mentioned  positions  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  from  and  after 
the  date  of  the  approval  of  said  act,  citizens  cf  Panama  may  be 
employed  in  such  positions:  (2)  that  at  no  time  shall  the  number 
of  Panamanian  citizens  employed  In  the  above-mentioned  positions 
exceed  the  number  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  so  employed,  if 
United  States  citizens  are  available  In  continental  United  States  or 
on  the  Canal  2^ne:  (3)  that  nothing  in  this  act  shall  prohibit  the 
continued  employment  of  any  person  who  shall  have  rendered  15  or 
more  years  cf  faithful  and  honorable  service  on  the  Canal  Zone; 
<4)  that  In  the  selection  of  personnel  for  skilled,  technical,  adminis- 
trative, clerical,  supervisory,  or  executive  positions  the  controlling 
factors  in  filling  these  positions  shall  be  efficiency,  experience, 
training,  and  education;  (6)  that  all  citizens  of  Panama  and  the 
United  SUtes  rendering  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative, 
cxecuiivc.  or  supervisory  service  on  the  Canal  Zone  under  the  terms 
of  this  act  (a)  shall  normally  be  employed  not  more  than  40  hours 
per  week;  (b)  may  receive  as  compensation  equal  rates  of  pay  based 
upon  rates  p«:d  for  similar  employment  In  continental  United  States 
plus  25  percent:  (6)  this  entire  section  shall  apply  only  to  persons 
employed  In  Pkilled.  technical,  clerical.  admlnl«tratlve,  executive,  or 
•iipervbory  positions  on  the  Canal  Zone,  directly  or  indirectly,  by 
any  branch  of  the  United  States  Oovernment  or  by  any  corpora- 
tion or  company  whose  stock  Is  owned  wholly  nr  In  part  by  ttie 
United  SUtes  Oovernmcat:  Provided  further.  That  the  Prasldcnt 
moy  stupend  complisnce  with  this  sMtlon  in  time  of  war  or  national 
emergency  \t  he  should  deem  such  course  to  be  In  the  public 
Interest. 

The  motion  wai  agreed  to.  ' 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  amend- 
ment In  diaagrcement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No  138,  page  80,  line  6: 

Sec  e  All  funds  appropriated  by  this  act,  and  all  amount*  herein 
made  available  for  controetiul  obliKatlon.  shall  be  Immediately 
avstlsble. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  Houae  recede 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No. 
125  and  agree  therein  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

Strike  out  -Sec.  9"  and  insert  "Sec.  8." 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  SchatirI. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  will  use  these 
4  minutes  to  read  a  remarkable  newspaper  article  from  a 
Wasliington  paper  of  June  7,  an  International  News  Service 
report,  which  reads  as  follows: 

AUKNS  CBOWDCD  MAKT  AMBaiCANS  OrT  RKTUCEE  SHIPS 

To  bring  home  Americans  crowded  off  other  refugee  ships,  the 
steamship  Washington  has  been  ordered  to  abandon  its  trip  to 
Genoa.  Italy,  and  pick  up  passengers  assembled  at  Galway,  Ireland. 

Announcing  the  sudden  switch  yesterday,  the  State  E)epartment 
explained  that  It  was  considered  more  imperative  to  Uke  evacuees 
from  Great  Britain  for  whom  no  accommodations  could  be  arranged 
on  the  President  Roosexelt,  now  due  back  in  New  York  Sunday. 

New  York.  June  6. — Almost  half  the  1.914  passengers  aboard  the 
Incoming  line  Manhattan  are  aliens,  shipping  cfficlals  said  tonight, 
one  official  placing  the  numtxur  at  862  and  saying  most  of  them  were 
Jewish  refugees. 

The  United  SUtes  Lines  said  It  was  tinable  to  bar  the  aliens  from 
boarding  the  thlp  In  Genoa  and  Naples  because  they  had  bought 
their  tickets  before  a  State  Department  order  ruled  that  Americans 
must  t>e  given  first  choice. 

A  line  agent  at  Genoa  said  on  June  3.  the  day  the  Manhattan  left 
there,  that  1.000  Americans  remained  In  that  port  and  others  were 
at  Naples.     The  Manhattan  is  due  In  New  York  Monday. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  bring  this  matter  before  the  Congress 
and  ask  that  the  Dies  committee  investigate  this  very  un- 
American  activity  of  bringing  in  862  aliens  in  a  United  States 
flagship  and  leaving  more  than  1,000  American  citizens,  who 
wanted  to  return  home,  In  a  foreign  country  where  war  is  now 
raging.  Let  us  return  our  American  citizens  from  the  war 
zones  Instead  of  bringing  aliens  into  the  United  States  in 
ships  which  are  subsidized  by  the  United  States  Treasury  and 
which  fly  the  stars  and  stripes.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  sad  news  that  Italy 
has  entered  the  war  has  come  to  us  today. 


I  know  that  the  millions  of  patriotic  American  citizens  of 
Italian  extraction  throughout  our  country  agree  with  me  when 
I  state  that  Mussolini  has  made  a  very  serious  mistake  by 
entering  Into  the  war.  We  feel  that  he  should  have  listened 
to  the  advice  given  him  by  His  Holiness  Pope  Pius  xn.  who 
pleaded  that  peace  be  maintained.  Mussolini  cannot  gain 
anything  by  tying  up  with  a  madman. 

So  far  as  the  American  citizens  of  Italian  ancestry  are  con- 
cerned, none  will  continue  to  be  more  loyal  American  citizens 
than  they.  We  will  continue  to  support  the  Constitution  and 
the  President  of  the  United  States  loyally  and  faithfully.  If 
a  call  comes  for  volunteers  for  the  protection  of  America, 
those  citizens  of  Italian  blood  will  be  among  the  first  to  re- 
spond, as  they  always  have  m  the  past.  We  are  part  and 
parcel  of  this  great  Nation,  and  we  will  defend  it  with  oiu: 
blood.  We  are  Americans.  This  is  no  time  for  the  hyphen- 
ated citizen. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  recede 
and  concur  with  an  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to, 

Mr,  SNYDER.  Mr,  Speokcr,  I  move  to  reconsider  the  vots 
by  which  the  several  amendments  in  dUagreemeni  were  dis- 
posed of  and  to  lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 

Ttie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

COMMITTEI  OM  WAV!  AND  MfAlfi 

Mr.  COOPER  and  Mr.  TREADWAY  rose. 

The  SPEAKER.  For  what  purpose  does  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  rise? 

Mr,  COOPER.    TO  submit  a  unanimous-consent  request. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  It. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Cummlitcc  on  Ways  and  Means  may  have  until  mid- 
night tonight  to  file  a  privileged  report  on  the  tax  bill,  and 
that  the  minority  members  of  that  committee  may  have  the 
same  time  in  which  to  file  minority  views. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

llie  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
wish  to  be  recognized? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee has  submitted  the  request  I  wished  to  make  with  re- 
gard to  the  filing  of  minority  views. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Rules  Committee  may  be  permitted  to  file  a  report  at  any 
time  between   now  and  midnight  on  the  tax  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  IMr.  Nelson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

HOUR  OF  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
11  o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr.  Rayburn]? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  behalf  of  the  minority 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  may  I  join  in  asking  that 
the  members  of  the  minority  promptly  report  at  11  o'clock  In 
order  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  a  quorum  call,  so  that  we  may 
proceed  immediately  to  the  consideration  of  the  tax  bill? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  trust  both  sides  will  respond  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  DnTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  wonder  whether  the  majority  leader  has  discussed  tliis  mat- 
ter with  the  minority  leader? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  have  been  looking  for  the  minority 
leader,  and  I  found  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
TREADWAY  ],  who  said  he  had  discussed  it  with  the  minority 
leader. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  tlie 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburn  1? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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I  PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOXTSE 

Mr  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  one-hall  minute  to  make  an  announcement. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  tMr.  Cooper]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  annoimce  that  the 
committee  prints  of  the  tax  biU  are  now  available  at  the 
document  desk.  All  Members,  by  calling  there,  may  secure 
copies  of  the  tax  bill  which  has  been  unanimously  reported 
by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute.  ^    ,  x*. 

•  The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  IMr.  TreadwayI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  After  long  consideration.  Mr.  Speaker. 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  this  morning,  the  minority 
and  majority  combined,  reached  a  perfect  agreement  in  con- 
nection with  the  consideration  of  that  bill  tomorrow.  With 
the  chairman  and  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Cooper]  I  appeared  before  the  Rules  Committee  requesting 
a  rule.  In  that  hearing  we  requested  6  hours  for  general 
debate  and  arranged  to  meet  at  11  o'clock  in  order  to 
expedite  consideration.  A  member  of  the  Rules  Committee 
Informs  me  now  that  the  Rules  Committee  has  cut  that  time 
down  to  4  hours.  I  do  not  think  this  is  fair  in  view  of  the 
considerations  under  which  the  Ways  and  Means  Conunittee 
agreed  to  6  hours,  and  I  think  the  time  should  be  changed 
to  6  hours.  I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  that  that  be  done  in  view  of  the  time  we  have 
given  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  NELSON.    I  feel  sure  that  can  be  worked  out. 
Mr.  TREADWAY.     Do  we  have  the  assurance  of  the  ma- 
jority leader? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts that  I  hope  that  may  be  done.    Unanimous  consent 
^^  been  given  to  meet  at  11  o'clock. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    We  have  done  everything  In  our  power 

^o  expedite  the  consideration  of  the  bill,  and  the  attitude  I 

am  taking  is  entirely  agreeable  to  the  majority  side.    With 

the  assurance  of  the  gentlemen  on  the  Rules  Committee  that 

It  can  be  worked  out  satisfactorily.  I  have  nothing  further 

to  say. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  diflBculty 
about  getting  the  matter  extended  from  4  to  6  hours. 

Mr.  COX.     I  think  we  can  work  it  out. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  am  sure  that  the  6  hours  will  be 
eventually  granted. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

extension  of  ret«.\rks 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
Include  a  resolution  of  the  Alexandria,  La.,  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. ' 

The  SPEAKER.  ^  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Allen]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in 
the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a  communication  from  the 
State  Department. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massfichusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  tman- 
Imous  consent  to  re\1se  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in 
the  Record  regarding  the  conference  report  just  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  LMrs.  Rogers]? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 


a  radio  address  delivered  by  the  minority  loader,  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin!  en  Saturday  last. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  DitterI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  short  editorial  appearing  In  today's  Washington 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI? 
There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  or  ABSENCE 

By  imanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as 

follows: 

To  Mr.  Drewry.  Indeflnitely.  on  account  of  Illness. 
To  Mr.  Crowe,  for  2  days,  on  account  of  Illness. 

EXTENSION    or    REMARKS 

Mr.  HOOK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  a  proclamation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  HookI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  special  order  heretofore  entered, 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  VoorhisI  is  recognized 
for  30  minutes. 

FOR  NATIONAL  UNITY 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ack  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix 
of  the  Record  and  to  include  a  letter  from  Mr.  Carroll  R. 
Reed,  president.  American  Association  of  School  Adminis- 
trators, and  other  school  administrators  on  the  subject  of 
vocational  training  for  technical  work  in  connection  with 
national  defense. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  IMr.  VoorhisI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on 
another  subject. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  VoosHis]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  American 
people  today  are  possessed  of  a  new  spirit,  a  spirit  in  which 
they  are  capable  of  great  things,  a  spirit  of  willingness  to  sac- 
rifice for  the  sake  of  their  Nation  and  for  the  sake  of  the  pres- 
ervation of  values  which  they  hold  more  dear  than  they  do 
their  own  happiness  or  even  their  own  lives.  This  spirit,  too, 
carries  a  greater  insistence  on  national  unity,  a  greater  will- 
ingness on  the  part  of  many  people  to  try  to  see  the 
point  of  view  of  other  people  and  to  cooperate,  even  though 
they  do  not  always  agree.  I  will  make  selfishness  on  the 
part  of  individuals  or  groups  distinctly  out  of  style. 

THI  PLACE   TO   BEGIN 

In  line  with  this  spirit  it  would  be  fine  if  we  provided  for  a 
reduction  in  Government  salaries  above  $3,000  p)er  year,  in- 
cluding, obviously,  our  own.  I  would  oppose  reductions  in  the 
pay  of  Government  employees  who  receive  less  than  that 
figure.  One  of  the  most  Important  things  in  the  days  that  lie 
ahead  for  our  United  States  is  going  to  be  a  greater  sharing 
of  life  and  of  our  common  lot  together  in  a  difficult  world. 
Some  of  the  inequalities  must  be  Ironed  out. 

My  speech  today  is  to  urge  that  we  do  not  neglect  three 
things  in  connection  with  this  crisis  in  the  life  of  our  country. 
The  first  one  is  that  we  must  not  fail  to  count  the  cost,  to  face 
up  to  the  cost  of  the  national-defense  effort  on  which  we  have 
embarked.  The  second  one  is  that  we  must  see  the  whole  pic- 
ture of  what  national  defense  really  includes,  and,  above  all, 
we  must  understand  that  its  whole  basis  must  be  in  the  gen- 
eral production  of  wealth  in  the  Nation.  Unless  we  achieve 
full  employment  and  fuU  production  we  cannot  have  strong 


1910 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7899 


national  defense  nor  can  we  effectively  meet  the  challenge  of 
dictatorship,  which  is,  of  course,  the  whole  purpose  of  our 
efforts. 

In  the  third  place,  we  must  not  forget  to  use  this  period 
in  the  life  of  our  country  to  draw  all  Americans  of  every  class 
and  group  and  race  and  religion  closer  together  and  to  battle 
every  short-sighted  attempt  to  drive  them  apart  with  mis- 
understanding. 

We  find  that  today  throughout  this  country  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  talk  about  "fifth  columns"  and  disloyal  activities. 
All  of  us  know  that  this  is  a  problem  that  must  be  faced  and 
dealt  with,  that  wherever  we  find  there  are  elements  in  the 
population  whose  loyalty  Is  elsewhere  than  to  our  own  coun- 
try they  must  be  exposed  and  that  the  problem  must  be 
taken  care  of. 

Before  this  in  the  House  the  warning  has  been  Issued  both 
by  myself  and  by  other  Members  that  it  is  of  basic  impor- 
tance that  we  do  not  confuse  disloyalty  with  a  point  of  view 
on  the  part  of  people  that  happens  not  to  agree  with  our  own. 
It  is  important  that  we  do  not  confuse  the  sincere  advocacy 
of  measures  which  people  sincerely  believe  are  best  for  the 
country  they  love  with  attempts  to  work  the  will  of  foreign 
powers  to  the  detriment  of  our  own  Government. 

THZ     "riTTH     COLUMN"     JOB     13     ONE     FOR     PHOFESSIONAL     COVEHNMENT 

AGENTS 

This  Job  of  dealing  with  the  "fifth  column"  is  a  Job  for 
professionals  and  not  a  job  for  amateurs.  I  do  not  know  any 
agency  in  the  Nation  equipped  to  do  it  as  well  as  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation.  Our  Committee  on  Un-American 
Activities  can  help,  but  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation, 
after  all,  is  the  agency  upon  which  devolves  the  responsibility 
for  actually  apprehending  people  guilty  of  espionage  and 
sabotage.  I  think  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  to  the  extent 
necessary  the  F.  B.  I.  will  be  equipped  with  the  manpower 
necessary  to  handle  this  Job.  Private  groups  organizing 
themselves  throughout  the  country  should  confine  their  ac- 
tivities to  attempting  to  do  a  constructive  Job  of  building  the 
strength  of  the  Nation  and  the  life  of  their  communities. 

They  should  not  become  involved  in  attempting  to  make 
accusations  on  the  basis,  perhaps,  of  most  inconsequential 
evidence  against  people  they  happen  not  to  like.  I  believe 
that  Is  a  very  real  danger.  Reports  can  be  made  to  the 
F.  B.  I.  by  anyone  or  any  group  which  believes  there  is  evi- 
dence of  "fifth  column"  activities.  But  the  Job  of  investiga- 
tion and  action  must  be  left  to  those  agencies  and  authorities 
which  we  have  set  up  for  that  purpose. 

I  have  heard  it  suggested,  indeed,  that  one  thing  that 
should  be  done  is  that  employers  throughout  the  country 
should  supply  arms  to  a  certain  number  of  people  in  their 
plants  in  order  that  those  people  might  become  guards  in 
the  plants.  I  merely  suggest  to  you  that  if  such  a  thing  Is 
done  you  are  sowing  the  seeds  of  what  might  become  a  very 
serious  situation,  for.  after  all.  men  confronted  with  a  situa- 
tion of  that  kind  are  certainly  not  going  to  appreciate  the 
cbvious  suggestion  that  they  are  going  to  be  disloyal,  and  they 
will  inevitably  react  against  that  kind  of  a  move  in  a  most 
hostile  way.  After  all,  loyalty  is  something  you  can  neither 
force  ncr  buy;  it  is  something  you  have  a  right  to  assume 
from  every  person  in  the  Nation  and  something  you  will  get 
fiom  the  vast  majority  of  the  people  in  the  Nation.  As  I 
said  a  while  ago.  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  the  job  primarily 
of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  to  keep  track  of  those 
people  from  whom  that  loyalty  will  not  be  forthcoming  and 
to  deal  with  acts  of  espionage  and  sabotage. 

WHAT  THE  CITIZEN   CAN   DO 

On  the  other  hand,  I  believe  there  Is  work  to  be  done  by 
civilians  throughout  the  coimtry  who  are  earnestly  desirous 
of  making  their  contribution  in  this  time  of  crisis  for  our 
country.  I  believe  they  might,  few  example,  be  told— and  one 
of  my  extensions  of  remarks  in  the  Record  bears  on  this 
point — that  they  might  be  very  useful  in  attempting  to  expand 
through  their  own  local  school  systems  the  opportunities  for 
vocational  education  for  yoimg  people  in  this  country,  so  that 
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they  might  be  equipped  to  do  the  kind  of  jobs  this  country 
is  going  to  need  to  have  done  so  much. 

I  could  suggest  also  that  those  civilian  groups  might  well 
stress  the  constructive  side  of  citizenship — the  preparation 
of  people  who  may  be  young  people  about  to  become  voters 
or  who  may  be  aliens  for  citizenship  of  a  constructive  sort 
In  this  country.  I  can  hardly  overemphasize  the  extent  to 
which  work  of  this  kind  would  be  important  in  my  own  section 
of  the  country  in  connection  with  the  young  second-genera- 
tion Mexicans  who  live  there  in  such  large  numbers,  and  who, 
I  am  positive,  with  a  little  careful  guidance  on  the  part  of 
earnest  Americans,  can  be  made  into  the  most  loyal  citizens 
of  this  country.    Such  groups  ought  not  to  be  neglected. 

In  addition,  there  Is  the  need  for  making  on  a  voluntary 
basis  careful  surveys  of  the  resources,  the  productive  po- 
tentialities, of  the  different  sections  of  the  country,  bringing 
that  information  together  for  the  benefit  of  Government 
agencies  which  might  mak^  use  of  it. 

The  whole  burden  of  this  portion  of  my  speech,  then.  Is 
this,  that  the  "fifth  column"  problem  can  ba  dealt  with 
and  it  is  going  to  be  dealt  with,  but  It  should  be  dealt  with 
by  professional  people  who  know  their  jobs  and  who  will  not 
do  injustice  to  anybody.  The  Job  of  Congress  Is  to  see  to  It 
that  those  law-enforcing  bodies  have  at  their  command 
sufficient  ability  and  a  sufficient  staff  to  carry  out  that  work. 

FACING    THE    REAL    FACTS 

Now.  the  next  thing  I  want  to  say  is  this.  I  said  (here 
were  three  things  we  needed  to  remember  today  and  the 
first  one  that  I  mentioned  was  that  we  needed  to  face  fear- 
lessly the  real  facts  of  the  present  situation.  There  are 
many  people  who  write  to  you  and  me  and  they  say  they 
want  us  to  keep  our  country  out  of  war.  I  understand  what 
they  mean.  I  sympathize  with  them.  And  everything  I  can 
do  to  accomplish  what  they  plead  for  I  v;ill  do.  I  know  that 
people  who  take  that  point  of  view  have  got  to  face  up  to 
the  fact  that  maybe  they  are  going  to  have  to  face  a 
triumphant  German  dictator.  You  have  got  to  face  that  If 
you  take  that  attitude.  Then  there  are  other  people  who 
write  to  us  and  they  say  that  we  should  give  all  aid  to  the 
Allies,  and  I  understand  what  they  mean,  and  I  know  how 
they  feel,  because  I  do.  too;  but  those  people  have  got  to  ba 
prepared  to  run  the  risk  that  such  a  pwlicy  can  easily  result 
in,  our  finding  ourselves  actually  involved  in  war  as  the 
result  of  precipitous  action.  That  Is  the  chance  we  take 
with  that  policy. 

THE  CTCLE  OF  HISTORY 

You  know.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  is  true  that  once  about  every 
500  years  in  the  history  of  this  old  world,  great  and  funda- 
mental changes  have  taken  place.  I  can  take  you  back 
through  history  and  shov/  you  that  that  is  true.  I  can  show 
you  that  1000  B.  C.  was  the  approximate  date  when  the  an- 
cestors of  the  Greeks  came  down  and  settled  that  peninsula, 
there  to  lay  the  basis  of  the  first  great  civilization.  About 
500  B.  C.  was  the  time  when  the  little  Roman  city  started 
out  on  her  career  of  world  conquest.  In  the  year  1  the  great- 
est event  in  all  the  history  of  the  world  took  place,  an  event 
which  was  sufficient  in  Its  import  to  rock  empires  to  their 
foundations  and  to  challenge  every  evil  Institution  In  the 
world  even  today,  and  the  year  500,  or  almost  that  date,  476. 
to  be  exact,  was  the  date  of  the  fall  of  the  Roman  Empire 
and  the  coming  of  the  barbarians  and  the  opening  or  the 
beginning  of  the  Dark  Ages.  The  year  1000  was  the  begin- 
ning of  the  great  Crusade  and  the  opening  of  people's  minds 
to  new  possibilities.  One  thousand  five  hundred  was  almost 
the  date  upon  which  Columbus  discovered  America  and 
opened  the  whole  western  world  and  an  era  of  hope  which 
has  led  people  toward  the  setting  sun  until  finally  that  west- 
ward migration  has  ended  In  my  own  State  of  California  and 
we  are  faced  across  the  Pacific  with  the  teeming  millions  of 
Asia.  We  know  that  age  Is  passed.  Now  we  face  the  year 
2000  and  it  is  no  wonder.  It  seems  to  me.  that  Gk)d  tries  this 
generation  and  this  age  in  the  same  fire  He  has  tried  these 
other  ages.  It  is  no  wonder  we  find  ourselves  confronted 
with  problems  and  dangers  and  difficulties  which  seem  to  be 
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too  great  for  us.  but  alwa3^  before,  when  they  had  to.  men 
have  overcome  even  the  dangers  and  difllculties  which  some- 
times seemed  too  great  for  men  to  meet.  We  can  do  great 
things  if  we  know  we  are  called  upon  to  do  them.  And  it  is 
in  that  spirit  that  we  must  face  them. 
soLTrnoN  or  tn«MPLOTMn»T  or  equal  importance  with  militart 

DETENSe 

Now.  I  want  to  point  out  this,  that  no  matter  what  hap- 
pens, it  is  of  equal  importance,  not  greater,  perhaps,  but  of 
at  least  equal  Importance  with  the  provision  of  the  imple- 
ments of  national  defense  that  we  should  solve  domestically 
within  the  United  States  the  problem  of  nonproduction  and 
unemployment.    [Applause.] 

Let  me  show  you  what  the  possibilities  are.  Maybe  I  am 
talking  too  frankly  here  today:  I  do  not  know,  but  one  possi- 
bility is  a  quick  victory  for  Mr.  Hitler  and  his  Italian  ally. 
In  that  case  our  system  of  economics  and  our  form  of  gov- 
ernment would  have  to  learn  to  live  side  by  side  In  a  small 
world  with  his  ssrstem.  We  would  have  to  match  his  effi- 
ciency with  a  better  type  of  efficiency,  because  more  loyal  and 
more  resourceful. 

The  second  possibility  Is  for  a  quick  Allied  victory.  I  am 
afraid  I  need  not  dwell  on  that  for  any  length  of  time.  I  can- 
not see  any  real  possibility  of  such  a  resvilt. 

The  third  possibility  is  a  stalemate,  in  which  case  either 
this  country  will  or  will  not  succeed  In  maintaining  a  peace- 
ful policy.  But  no  matter  what  happens,  this  conflict  must 
end  sometime,  and  when  that  conflict  does  end,  we  will  be 
confronted  almost  certainly  with  a  depression  and  economic 
dislocation  far  more  serious  than  any  the  world  has  yet  seen, 
unless  an  answer  to  unemployment  and  the  curse  of  non- 
production  has  been  found  before  that  time.  We  will  be 
confronted  with  the  danger  of  the  rise  of  totalitarian  move- 
ments even  in  democratic  countries  which  will  be  most  seri- 
ous Indeed.  And  so,  gentlemen,  I  make  an  appeal  to  you 
today — that  we  should  not  think  our  duty  has  come  to  an 
end  when  we  provide  for  national  defense  in  the  narrow 
sense,  but  that  we  should  understand  that  all  of  the  labor 
that  we  could  put  upon  It  would  not  be  too  much  to  at  the 
same  time  work  out  an  answer  to  that  problem  of  imemploy- 
ment,  the  basic  problem  of  the  twentieth  century. 

WS     MUST     SACmmCX    OXTS     COMPIJICXNCT     about     UNKMPLOTMXirr 

There  are  two  necessities:  first,  a  great  national-defense 
effort,  on  which  we  have  already  embarked  and  which  we  hope 
will  be  the  means  of  preventing  us  from  becoming  involved 
in  war  and  to  insure  us  against  future  attack  and  to  keep 
future  peace;  and,  second,  no  matter  what  happens — whether 
competition  with  the  totalitarian  system  or  dealing  with  post- 
war depression,  or  both — the  solution  of  unemployment  and 
bringing  to  an  end  the  paradox  of  unnecessary  poverty 
in  the  face  of  idle  machinery  and  unused  farm  crops.  The 
real  weakness  of  democracy  is  found  here,  and  the  real  chal- 
lenge of  the  dictator  is,  after  all,  his  claim,  whether  properly 
based  or  not,  that  "all  our  people  are  at  work."  The  German 
dictator  spent  many  years,  first  bringing  about  full  produc- 
tion of  all  German  Industry,  and  that  was  the  l)asis  for  his  na- 
tional might.  Then  he  turned  to  armament,  and  I  am  told 
that  he  spent  one  hundred  billion  in  terms  of  American  money 
on  that  armament.  We  can  match  that,  if  we  must,  for  the 
sake  of  democracy  and  freedom,  and  a  way  of  living  In  which 
we  believe,  but  we  must  not  underestimate  the  cost,  and  it  is 
not  fair  to  our  people  to  do  so.  I  think  I  am  conservative  in 
saying  that  $25,000,000,000  in  the  next  4  or  5  years  will  be  re- 
quired unless  somehow  by  a  blessed  miracle  a  real  peace  can 
be  established.  Part  of  the  cost  of  national  defense  is  going 
to  have  to  be  a  certain  sacrifice,  not  only  of  things  we  may 
have  to  do  without  but  also  the  most  logical  sacrifice  of  all, 
namely,  the  sacrifice  of  unemployment.  Military  expendi- 
tures, however  great,  are  not  going  to  accomplish  a  solution 
of  that  problem.  Oxir  effort  is  to  make  America  and  our  de- 
mocracy strong.  All  groups  will  have  to  give  something,  and 
those  who  have  most  will  have  to  give  most.  It  is  Important, 
above  all  things,  that  Just  dealing  with  all  groups  be  had.  so 
that  all  groups  will  recognize  that  Just  dealing  and  will  know 


that  the  burden  is  being  placed  evenly  in  relation  to  the 
ablUty  to  bear  it. 

Then  we  will  get  a  response,  and  a  solution  of  unemploy- 
ment is  most  important  for  everybody  in  this  connection.  I 
shall  not  this  afternoon  attempt  to,  discuss  in  full  a  solution 
of  that  problem.  We  have  had  a  group  in  Congress  studying 
that  problem  for  many  months — our  House  Conference  on 
Unemployment.  The  product  of  their  work  will  finally  be 
considered  tonight — the  final  report.  It  will  be  a  pooling  of 
thoughts  of  members  of  all  political  parties  in  this  House. 
That  report  is  going  to  have  great  value  and  in  the  next  days 
it  will  be  put  into  the  Record. 

There  is  one  central  principle  that  seems  to  me  basic  in 
overcoming  unemployment  and  bringing  about  full  produc- 
tion and  that  Is  that  it  is  necessary  as  yovir  production  of 
wealth  increases,  from  whatever  cause,  the  expansion  of  pur- 
chasing power  in  the  hands  of  the  people  of  the  Nation  must 
expand  in  proportion  to  that  increased  production.  The  main 
reason  we  have  unemployment  is  because  the  power  to  pro- 
duce increases  so  much  faster  than  the  distribution  to  the 
people  of  the  capacity  to  consume.  And  to  live  with  the 
machine  and  to  sustain  mass  production,  and  mass  employ- 
ment, there  must  be  mass  consumption.  We  have  a  spirit 
about  this  attack  on  national  defense  and  it  Is  a  spirit  that 
sweeps  away  all  thought  of  the  national  debt  limit,  the  balance 
of  the  Budget,  and  all  of  the  things  that  have  worried  people 
so  long.  They  are  regarded  as  of  secondary  importance. 
The  overshadowing  thing  Is  the  matter  of  national  defense. 
If  we  had  had  that  spirit  about  the  solution  of  the  xmem- 
plojmient  problem  we  would  have  solved  it  before  this.  And 
our  Nation  would  be  far  stronger  than  she  is  today  in  con- 
sequence. Gentlemen  we  must  have  the  same  spirit  about 
the  solution  of  the  unemployment  problem  that  prompts  our 
actions  with  regard  to  national  defense. 
Mr.  GIFFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Yes,  I  jneld. 
Mr.  GIFFORD.  As  I  read  it.  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
German  people  was  not  greatly  increased  by  this  vast  ex- 
penditure of  money.  I  understand  they  have  had  to  deprive 
themselves  of  tremendous  necessities. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman 
brought  that  up.  because  I  have  some  fairly  accurate  figures 
on  that.  Up  until  about  1935,  in  the  first  2  years  of  the  Hitler 
regime,  the  standard  of  living  of  the  German  people  increased 
about  one-third.  Since  that  time  it  has  not  increased  at  all, 
the  reason  being,  however,  that  Instead  of  Increasing  the 
standard  of  living  of  the  people  by  producting  consumption 
gocds,  the  production  went  Into  armaments.  It  is  obvious, 
of  course,  that  to  the  extent  that  production  Is  directed  into 
armaments,  the  energies  of  the  Nation  are  used  in  that,  and 
there  are  not  additional  consumption  goods  produced.  Either 
the  price  of  them  must  increase  or  else  the  people  must  con- 
sume fewer  of  them,  and  probably  both. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 
Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  yield. 
Mr.  HEALEY.    Can  the  gentleman  tell  us  the  percentage 
of  increase  of  production  in  Germany  from  that  time  on — 
1935? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  have  some  figures  here 
that  I  think  are  pretty  accurate.  I  have  every  reason  to 
think  they  are.  Between  1933  and  1938  German  industrial 
production  is  supposed  to  have  increased  about  100  percent — 
that  Is,  it  approximately  doubled. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  But  the  point  is  that  the  production  In- 
creased greatly  but  the  standard  of  living  was  not  commen- 
surate with  the  rate  of  production? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California,  "Hiat  is  correct.  It  was  a 
very  tremendous  increase,  for  example,  in  the  capacity  to  pro- 
duce in  the  machine-tool  industry,  and  things  like  that,  and 
in  total  production,  but  so  much  of  It  was  put  into  armaments 
that  the  possibility  of  increased  standard  of  living  of  the 
people  was  not  great. 

We  must  remember  that  the  total  potential  productive 
power  of  the  United  States  of  America  today  is  as  great  as 
that  of  all  the  European  belligerents  put  together.    It  Is 
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altogether  possible  for  this  Nation  to  sustain  the  greatest 
national-defense  program  to  history  and  at  the  same  time. 
If  we  have  full  production,  to  sustain  a  very  decent  standard 
of  living  for  every  American  family.  But  that  possibility  de- 
pends on  our  getting  rid  of  unemployment  tmd  getting  all 
our  people  and  our  plants  to  work. 

Mr.  SCHAF'ER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  None  of  us  wants  any  form 
of  dictatorship  in  America,  whether  it  be  the  Hitler,  Stalin, 
Mussolini,  or  any  other  brand. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.     Of  course,  that  is  true. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  In  connection  with  the  In- 
teresting and  valuable  information  which  the  gentleman  has 
presented.  Is  it  also  a  fact  that  at  the  time  of  the  negotia- 
tion of  the  Italian  debt  settlement,  unemployment  in  Italy 
was  very  serious  and  the  standard  of  living  in  Italy  was  ex- 
ceedingly low.  and  the  dictator,  Mussolini,  has  decreased  un- 
employment and  increased  the  standard  of  living?  That  Is 
another  reason  why  we  should  attempt  to  solve  our  serious 
unemployment  and  economic  problems  which  we  have  in 
America  today. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  That  is  right.  Of  course, 
when  any  dictator  gets  supreme  power  he  can  move  things 
around  as  he  sees  fit.  Almost  anyone  could  increase  pro- 
duction and  raise  the  standard  of  living  in  a  country  when 
he  has  power  like  that,  but  we  do  not  want  to  pay  that  heavy 
a  price.  We  believe  we  can  do  the  job  a  better  way — a 
democratic  way.  A^d  we  can  do  it  if  we  really  try.  What  I 
am  saying  is  that  out  of  the  earnestness  of  sincere  patriotic 
effort,  out  of  the  willingness  of  various  groups  of  people 
in  the  United  States  to  see  clear  through  this  picture,  we 
have  got  to  base  full  production  of  wealth  in  this  country  on 
far  more  solid  ground  than  a  dictator's  power,  and  if  we  do 
we  will  give  a  challenge  to  the  people  of  every  dictator  in  the 
world,  which  the  dictator  cannot  possibly  stand  up  against 
[applause],  because  never  have  the  people  of  any  nation 
in  this  world  ever  voluntarily  given  up  their  freedom  and 
liberty.  They  gave  It  up  because  they  had  to  give  it  up  to 
get  something  more  Important,  which  is  mostly  food. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.     Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman.  I  feared  the 
gentleman  said  a  while  ago  we  would  have  to  compete  with 
that  method  of  economy;  that  we  might  have  to  copy  or 
imitate  It.  I  now  wish  he  would  follow  that  up  and  write 
another  page  in  that  book  of  condemnation  of  that  dictator. 
I  am  glad  the  gentleman  suggests  nothing  that  would  indi- 
cate that  we  must  copy  the  method  of  the  dictator.  I  feared 
the  gentleman  made  that  suggestion  that  we  would  have 
to  come  to  that  method  of  economy. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  By  no  means.  I  am  sorry 
the  gentleman  suggested  that. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  You  suggested  we  would  have  to  meet  it 
and  compete  with  it. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  That  is  right.  We  have  got 
to  do  better. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.     But  you  suggest  other  weapons. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Of  course.  I  suggest  other 
weapons;  otherwise  you  do  not  have  a  democracy. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  That  is  right;  but  accompany  that  with 
a  curse  for  those  weapons  that  he  has  used,  if  you  will. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Well,  I  find  it  difficult  to 
put  that  in  words,  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman.  Nor  am  I 
sure  it  does  much  good  to  do  so.  Suffice  it  to  say,  it  seems  to 
me  there  is  all  the  difference  between  day  and  night  between 
the  point  of  view  of  a  government  which  values  human  beings 
and  one  that  does  not.  I  do  not  think  I  need  say  any  more. 
We  have  got  to  be  big  enough,  then,  in  our  thinking  to  be 
worthy  of  the  day  in  which  we  live. 

CSNTRAI.     CAUSE     OF     UNTMPLOTMEKT     AND     THE     CENTRAL     THING     WE 

SBOXTU)  IK) 

In  connection  yfiih  our  study  of  unemployment,  I  think, 
speaking  personally,  that  I  can  say  that  the  central  cause 


of  unemployment  is  the  failure  of  our  Nation  to  maintain  a 
scientific  balance  between  increased  production  of  goods  and 
services  and  expansion  of  the  voltmie  of  the  means  to  enable 
people  to  buy  those  goods.  It  is  along  that  line,  it  seems  to 
me,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  solution  of  unemployment  must 
be  found — not  in  control  by  government  of  industry,  but  in 
seeing  to  it  that,  first  liquid  funds  are  not  hosirded  and  held 
out  of  use  while  industry  and  agriculture  need  that  pur- 
chasing power  to  move  their  goods  already  produced:  second, 
that  the  Nation  be  freed  from  the  necessity  of  borrowing  its 
own  credit  at  interest  from  the  banks  in  order  to  bring  money 
into  circulation,  when  its  people  themselves.  Its  inventors,  its 
industrialists,  its  farmers,  and  everybody  else,  have  laid  the 
basis  for  an  increased  production  of  real  wealth.  Under  this 
situation  the  increase  in  volume  of  the  medium  of  exchange 
should  come  debt-free  from  government. 

May  it  not  be  time  that  we  can  no  longer  afford  the  luxury 
of  a  hit-and-miss  monetary  system? 

Our  money  is  not  only  a  conunodity  in  which  speculation 
can  be  and  is  carried  on — which  is  hoarded  as  now  in  tax- 
exempt  securities — in  the  hope  of  a  possible  rise  in  its  buying 
power.  Our  money  system  also  makes  possible  speculative 
activity  in  every  article  of  wealth  in  the  whole  Nation.  He 
who  controls  the  creation,  ebb,  and  fiow  of  the  money  sup- 
ply controls  the  value  of  every  farm,  factory,  loaf  of  bread, 
bushel  of  corn,  and  pair  of  shoes.  The  reason  all  this  is  so 
is  because  money  in  America  is  not  a  national  medium  of 
exchange  created  by  the  F>eople  to  facilitate  trade  and  com- 
merce. Instead,  it  consists  almost  entirely  of  bank  deposits 
brought  Into  being  through  the  mortgaging  of  real  wealth  to 
the  money-creating  banks.  The  Nation  Itself,  through  Con- 
gress, has  chosen  to  render  Itself  helpless  in  this  situation 
by  acquiescing  in  it.  Thus  the  only  way  the  Nation  can  in- 
fiuence  the  situation  Is  by  increasing  Its  own  debt  in  order 
to  induce  bankers  to  manufacture  bank-deposit  money  for 
public  use. 

Schacht  did  not,  as  many  people  believe,  abolish  the  debt- 
money  system  in  Germany.  But  what  he  did  do  was  to 
assume  dictatorial  control  over  the  creation  of  debt  money 
and  to  cause  it  to  be  brought  into  being  according  to  a  cer- 
tain definite  principle.  Tliat  principle  is  that  since  produc- 
tion of  wealth  Is  what  gives  value  to  the  medium  of  exchange, 
therefore  money  or  credits  can  and  should  be  expanded  In 
volume  according  as  It  Is  possible  to  increase  production. 
This  is  a  principle  of  vast  importance  and  it  answers  the 
question  as  to  how  Hitler  has  built  up  his  gigantic  war  ma- 
chine, and  financed  the  most  terrible  war  in  history,  to  say 
nothing  of  the  other  things  he  has  done — all  without  any 
gold  or  any  of  the  supposedly  essential  elements  of  an  ortho- 
dox monetary  system. 

What  we  must  do  Is  to  devise  a  monetary  and  credit  system 
superior  to  both  the  one  we  have  now  and  the  one  employed 
for  destructive  purposes  by  Mr.  Hitler.  Ours  must  be  a  demo- 
cratic system  which  will  depend  not  on  a  government  fiat  or 
dictatorial  decree,  but  on  the  nature  of  the  system  Itself  for 
the  bringing  about  of  full  production  and  full  employment. 
The  essential  elements  in  such  a  system  are  two.  First,  that 
the  Nation's  money  and  credit  shall  be  originally  created  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  by  no  other  agency. 
Second,  that  money  and  national  credit  shall  be  created  in 
accordance  with  the  need  for  It,  that  is  in  such  amounts  from 
year  to  year  as  will  support  with  an  adequate  medium  of 
exchange  the  expansion  of  production  of  real  goods  and 
services  of  which  the  Nation  as  a  whole  is  capable.  The  im- 
portant matter  is  that  as  long  as  new  money  or  credit  created 
In  this  way  Is  matched  by  Increasing  production  the  Gov- 
ernment should  contract  no  debt  to  anyone  when  It  creates 
the  money  or  credit.  The  first  step  in  the  accomplishment 
of  these  purposes  should  be  purchase  by  the  Government  of 
the  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Reserve  banks. 

Then  our  Nation  will  for  the  first  time  be  free  to  produce 
to  the  full,  then  there  will  be  no  fluctuations  In  the  value  of 
money,  hence  no  inducement  to  hoard  it  against  a  possible 
rise  in  its  buying  power.    Then  we  shall  be  more  than  a  match 
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for  the  totalitarian  machine  of  any  nation.  For  we  can  have 
full  production  under  democracy. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  taken 
•  great  deal  of  the  gentleman's  time  asking  questions.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  genUeman's  time  be  extended 
10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Sparkman),  There  is 
another  special  order. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    The  gentleman  is  not  here. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia Is  recognized  for  10  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  thank  the  gentleman  very 

much. 

The  important  principle  to  be  observed  in  this  connection 
is  that  as  the  volume  of  money  or  national  credit  increases. 
If  it  is  matched  by  increasing  production  then  no  inflation 
Is  possible  and  no  additional  public  debt  should  be  necessary 
in  order  to  back  that  money.  The  thing  that  gives  value  to 
an  interest-bearing  Government  bond  is  the  production  of 
wealth  by  the  people  and  the  power  of  the  Government  to  tax. 
If  that  bond  bore  no  interest,  if  it  were  a  non- interest -bearing 
obligation,  or  if  it  were  currency  of  the  United  States,  the 
same  production  of  wealth  by  the  people  and  the  same  power 
of  taxation  would  give  to  that  money  or  non-interest-bearing 
bond  value. 

Mr.  Speaker.  It  Is  all  a  question  of  who  derives  the  benefit 
from  the  original  creation  of  a  medivun  of  exchange  required 
by  a  great  nation.  I  believe  that  in  this  hour  it  is  most  im- 
porUnt  that  that  benefit  be  derived  by  our  own  Nation:  and 
that  is  why  I  believe  we  should  make  the  12  central  Federal 
Reserve  banks  Goverrunent  institutions  by  the  simple  process 
of  purchasing  their  stock.  The  problem  of  financing  the 
things  that  we  need  to  do  would  be  much  simplified  if  we 
did  that,  and  our  Nation  would  be  free  to  produce  to  the 
full.  There  would  be  no  violent  changes  in  the  value  of  our 
dollar,  thus  artificially  and  for  no  real  reason  driving  up 
and  down  the  value  of  every  bit  of  property  in  this  country, 
every  farm,  every  factory,  every  pjiir  of  shoes,  and  every 
loaf  of  bread;  and  there  would  be  no  inducement  to  hoard 
money  against  a  hoped-for  rise  in  its  value  which  means  a 
hoped-for  fall  in  the  value  of  all  other  things.  Then,  as  I 
have  said,  we  shall  be  more  than  a  match  for  the  totalitarian 
machine  of  any  nation,  for  we  can  have  full  production  vmder 
democracy. 
We  must  see  things  in  their  true  magnitude.     We  must 

think  big  thoughts. 

These  are  days  in  which  we  need  to  have  big  thoughts,  Mr. 
Speaker.  For  example,  we  have  got  to  work  against  mo- 
nopoly control,  we  say.  and  try  to  restore  a  free  market,  but 
we  do  not  think  big  thoughts  about  that.  Indeed,  we  have 
today  an  Antitrust  Division  In  the  Department  of  Justice 
that,  to  my  mind,  for  the  first  time  in  American  history  has 
enforced  the  antitrust  laws  that  are  on  the  books.  And  yet 
we  "saved"  $100,000  to  "help  balance  the  Budget"  by  taking 
that  appropriation  away  from  this  key  agency  that  is  turn- 
ing twice  its  appropriations  back  Into  the  Treasury  through 
fines  following  convictions  in  antitrust  cases. 

We  know  that  one  of  our  troubles  is  surplus  savings.  One 
of  our  troubles  is  to  devise  a  means  of  shifting  out  of  idle 
savings  Into  the  stream  of  consumer  busring  power  a  certain 
portion  of  those  fimds  seeking,  but  not  finding,  investment. 
Part  of  It  is  going  to  be  done  by  national  defense,  it  is  true, 
but  what  we  need  is  a  program  that  can  do  it  consistently 
after  this  thing  is  over,  a  means  of  Justice,  a  means  of  ena- 
bling all  of  the  people  of  the  Nation  to  share  together  the 
national  prosperity. 

A  Member  of  another  body  from  my  State  has  made  a 
proposal  of  the  bold  character  which  I  mentioned  this  after- 
noon. He  has  proposed  that  we  build  a  great  superhighway 
system  over  this  country  the  cost  of  which  would  be  billions 
of  dollars  a  year.    But  he  contends  such  a  program  will  be 
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effective  in  bringing  about  a  great  Increase  In  national  Income. 
He  is  the  Junior  Senator  from  my  State,  Senator  Dowwey. 
He  submitted  to  me  a  table  carefully  prepared  to  show  what 
the  Government  revenue  would  be  at  certain  kvels  of  total 
national  income.  He  commenced  by  assuming  a  national  in- 
come of  $70,000,000,000  at  present.  On  this  the  Government 
revenue  would  be  $6,000,000,000.  On  a  naUonal  Income  of 
$90  000  000  000  the  Government  revenue  would  be  $10,600,- 
OOOOOo!  On  a  naUonal  income  of  $110,000,000,000  the  Gov- 
ernment's revenue  would  be  $17,000,000,000.  And  we  wonder 
how  we  are  going  to  balance  the  Budget. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  going  to  balance  the  Budget  out  of  the 
production  of  real  wealth  by  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
That  is  the  way  we  are  going  to  do  it.  We  are  going  to  do  It 
by  having  a  vision  of  what  this  country  can  be.  We  are 
going  to  do  it  by  having  a  vision  of  what  this  country  can  pro- 
duce and  by  having  the  people,  the  producers  of  this  Nation. 
realize  that  as  they  produce  the  wealth  the  means  of  payment 
for  it  is  going  to  be  present  in  the  hands  of  purchasers. 

PROBLEMS   or  AGUCXJVTVtM 

When  we  come  to  agriculture  we  note  the  effect  of  this  war 
on  agriculture  is  going  to  be  not  to  help  agriculture,  as  it  did 
before,  but  to  hurt  it  terribly,  and  that  has  already  happened. 
The  foreign  markets  for  agricultural  products  are  very  largely 
at  the  moment  curtailed,  and  many  of  them  are  gone.  The 
fruit  and  vegetable  people  in  my  own  State  are  in  a  most 
desperate  situation.  What  shall  we  do?  We  all  know  one 
thing  we  can  do.  We  have  at  last  foimd  out  that  one  thing 
to  do  with  so-called  surpluses  of  agricultural  commodities 
is  to  get  them  into  the  hands  of  people  who  do  not  have 
enough  food.  What  we  have  not  found  out  Is  that  we  can 
monetize  those  agricultural  siu-pluses.  They  are  real  wealth, 
and  real  wealth  is  the  basis  for  real  credit. 

Furthermore,  I  think  this  Congress  should  pass  legislation 
to  stop  speculation  in  basic  food  commodities.  I  think  we 
should  stop  the  speculation  in  agricultural  commodities  as  a 
measure  of  national  defense.  I  do  not  see  why  that  could 
not  be  done. 

This  is  a  rather  rambling  speech,  but  I  have  been  kind  of 
pouring  out  my  heart  here.  There  is  a  new  spirit  of  unity 
and  sacrifice  in  the  people  of  America,  but  we  have  not 
achieved  yet  the  full  spirit  we  need.  Some  groups  still  try  to 
gain  a  particular  advantage  for  themselves.  In  some  respects 
we  in  Congress  still  try  to  take  the  easy  way  of  not  interfer- 
ing with  any  existing  privileges  or  prerogatives.  But  50.000 
planes  a  year,  if  that  is  what  we  want,  are  going  to  cost 
several  billion  dollars  a  year.  Freedom  is  worth  it.  But  we 
must  not  fool  ourselves  about  the  cost.  We  can  pay  for  that 
either  by  a  lowered  standard  of  living  or  out  of  an  increased 
national  Income.  Perhaps  at  first  both  are  going  to  be  neces- 
sary. But  the  one  thing  we  must  not  do  is  to  permit  a  situ- 
ation where  part  of  our  people  are  made  to  feel  they  have 
no  part  in  this  national  effort.  That  must  not  happen. 
Every  man  and  every  woman,  especially  every  young  man  and 
woman,  in  America,  has  got  to  be  made  to  feel  that  he  and 
she  has  a  part  to  do.  a  Job  to  do.  That  Is  another  way  of 
saying  we  must  end  imemployment.     I  Applause.] 

May  I  close  by  saying  that  I  have  not  had  the  opportimity 
this  afternoon  to  give  you  a  detailed  program  for  the  solution 
of  the  unemployment  problem.  My  main  effort  today  is  to 
show  that  it  must  be  attacked  In  the  same  spirit  we  now  feel 
toward  national  defense.  We  can  do  a  good  enough  job  on  it 
to  show  the  way  to  every  dictator  in  the  world.  I  only  ask 
that  we  see  a  vision  of  how  important  that  thing  is. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  yield  to  the.gentleman  from 
Wisconsin.  - 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  states  we 
have  to  increase  the  purchasing  power  of  our  people,  and  I 
agree  with  him.  Our  relief  bill  will  furnish  employment  for 
about  one-third  of  our  unemployed.  Does  the  gentleman  not 
think  it  would  be  a  fine  start  to  repeal  the  gold  legislation 
under  which  billions  of  dollars  of  foreign  gold  are  imported 
each  year  and  foreigners  handed  a  bonus  at  the  expense  of 
the  American  people  amounting  to  the  difference  between 
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$20.67  an  ounce  and  $35  on  ounce?  If  we  want  to  play  Santa 
Glaus,  let  us  stop  pla3nng  Santa  Claus  to  foreign  gold  im- 
porters and  speculators  to  the  tune  of  billions  of  dollars  a 
year  and  use  that  money  to  purchase  food,  these  so-called 
agricultural  surpluses,  to  distribute  to  our  people  who  are 
ill-housed.  Ill-clothed,  and  ill-fed? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  The  gentleman  always  asks 
me  that  question,  and  I  appreciate  it. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    It  is  a  big  question. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  It  is  a  big  question,  and  one 
that  would  take  a  long  time  to  discuss.  It  presents  us  with 
a  real  problem  at  the  present  time.  It  is  too  bad  that  we 
should  be  concerned  over  the  holding  up  of  the  value  of  that 
gold.  If  I  had  my  way.  what  I  would  do  would  be  to  make 
a  constructive  monetary  use  of  some  of  that  gold  instead  of 
increasing  the  public  debt. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  For  the  benefit  of  Americans 
and  not  foreigners? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Yes.  One  last  thing.  I  do  not 
think  we  should  adjourn  the  Congress.  My  reason  is  a  sim- 
ple one.  I  think  we  have  too  many  Important  things  we 
ought  to  do.    I  have  mentioned  some  of  them  in  this  speech. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.) 

j         I  EXTKNSION  or   REMARKS 

Mr.  MosER  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  two  subjects,  and 
to  Include  under  each  subject  a  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Thill]? 

There  was  no  objection. 
xtmlawfu;.  use  or  the  badge,  iiedal.  etc.  of  veterans'  orcan- 

I         I  IZATIONS 

Mr.  WALtm  filed  a  conference  report  and  statement  on 
the  bill  (H.  R.  5982)  for  the  protection  against  unlawful  use 
of  the  badge,  medal,  emblem,  or  other  Insignia  of  veterans' 
organizations  incorporated  by  act  of  Congress,  and  providing 
penalties  for  the  violation  thereof. 

EXTENSION   OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  to  in- 
clude an  editorial  by  Hugh  Jolinson.  expressing  his  opinion  on 
the  present  legal  situation  in  connection  with  the  sale  of 
planes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  HinshawI. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  letter 
from  Gov.  Sam  H.  Jones,  of  Louisiana,  on  United  States 
housing. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks)? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  previous  special  order,  the  gentle- 
man from  Montana  [Mr.  ThorkelsonI  is  recognized  for  15 
minutes.       j 

I  SPECLAL  order 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  in 
connection  therewith  a  letter  by  Amos  Pinchot. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  oljjection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  last  Saturday  after 
leaving  my  cfflce  I  was  intercepted  on  the  corner  of  Delaware 
and  Constitution  Avenues  by  a  policeman  who  held  up  the 
traffic  of  all  cars.  While  I  sat  in  my  car  waiting  and  perspir- 
ing. I  wondered  why  the  traffic  was  stopped.  Becoming  more 
or  less  curious  about  the  delay.  I  stepped  out  of  the  car  and. 
lo  and  behold,  up  Constitution  Avenue  came  a  cavalcade  of 
cars  surrounded  by  armed  motorcycle  policemen.  I  did  not 
know  just  who  they  were,  but  upon  investigation  I  found  it 


was  a  White  House  party  bound  for  the  Navy  Yard  for  a  . 
week-end  trip  down  the  Potomac.    I  wondered  why  we  should 
go  to  the  expense  of  providing  armed  escorts  for  fishing  par- 
ties.   Surely  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States  are  entitled 
to  greater  consideration  than  that. 

If  the  armed  force  that  traveled  up  the  avenue  was  to 
impress  people  and  to  produce  a  war  psychosis,  I  am  rea- 
sonably sure  that  the  attempt  fell  flat,  because  everyone  that 
saw  it  was  not  Impressed  but  was  instead  amused  at  the 
precaution  taken  to  protect  this  party. 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  administration  Is  continually 
attempting  to  bring  about  a  state  of  mind  on  the  part  of  our 
people  in  which  they  will  actually  believe  they  are  to  be 
Invaded  by  someone,  by  some  foreign  power,  a  power  that 
is  not  designated  but  simply  alluded  to  by  implication  and 
otherwise.  This  is  perfectly  silly,  because  we  are  not  going 
to  be  invaded  by  anyone.  We  are  already  invaded  and  have 
been  for  the  past  7  years  by  the  Commtmist  Party,  a  party 
which  is  not  only  persona  grata  within  the  United  States 
but  which  has  received  the  blessings  of  the  administration  and 
the  protection  of  the  Justice-  and  law-enforcing  departments. 
It  occurs  to  me  that  it  is  quite  strange  that  they  cannot 
find  the  "fifth  column"  in  the  United  States.  Over  the  air 
last  night  one  of  the  commentators  Included  even  myself  in 
the  "fifth  column." 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Does  the  gentleman  refer 
to  the  war-intervention  propagandist.  Moses  Wcinstein,  alias 
Walter  Winchell,  the  Jergen's  hand  lotion  barker,  who  Is 
spreading  poison  and  propaganda  on  the  air  over  the  radio, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  radio  monopoly  has  taken 
such  people  as  Father  Coughlin  off  the  air.  under  an  illegal 
and  unconstitutional  code  on  the  ground  that  nobody  could 
discuss  controversial  questions  except  Moses  Weinstein.  alias 
Walter  Winchell,  Dorothy  Thompson,  and  Walter  Lippmann 
and  a  few  more? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  is 
quite  right  in  his  reference  to  gentlemen  who  engage  in  dis- 
seminating personal  scandal  and  vituperation  and  who  re- 
spect the  reputation  of  no  man,  whether  he  be  a  private 
individual,  a  Member  of  Congress,  or  anyone  else. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  This  Jergen's  hand  lotion 
radio  salesman  is  a  great  warrior— vocal  and  long  distance. 
The  gentleman  apparently  does  not  realize  that  there  are  no 
laws  on  the  statute  books  which  would  prevent  him  from 
going  to  Canada  and  enlisting  in  the  new  British  Foreign 
Legion  or  the  French  Foreign  Legion.  Before  he  leaves  for 
the  front  he  should  go  to  Florida  and  take  a  "Florida  Pepper" 
with  him  to  throw  In  the  eyes  of  Hitler,  and  then  wash  his 
own  and  Hitler's  hands  with  some  of  the  Jergen's  lotion 
which  he  peddles  on  the  air  while  singing  hymns  of  hate 
which  flagrantly  violate  the  very  radio  code  which  has  taken 
Father  Coughlin  off  the  air. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  that  I  am  heartily  In  accord  with  his  senti- 
ment that  all  those  who  are  so  anxious  to  Involve  the  United 
States  in  war  should  enlist.  There  is  nothing  to  hold  them. 
There  are  no  strings  that  tie  them  to  the  United  States,  and 
there  is  no  law  which  prevents  them  from  going  forth  and 
fighting  for  the  principles  in  which  they  believe,  but,  in  1936: 

The  Central  Conference  of  American  Rabbis  reafHrms  its  con- 
viction that  conscientious  objection  to  military  service  Is  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  highest  Interpretation  of  Judaism  and  therefore 
petitions  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  grant  to  Jewish 
religious  conscientious  objectors  to  war  the  same  exemptions  from 
military  service  as  has  long  been  granted  to  members  of  the 
Society  of  Friends  and  similar  religious  organizations. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not  peculiar  that  in 
view  of  the  incessant  radio  and  newspaper  propaganda  of 
many  of  the  great  multimillionaire  new.spaper  publishers  in 
favor  of  helping  the  Allies  that  the  American  Red  Cross  has 
been  unable  to  raise  a  few  million  dollars  for  relief  in  foreign 
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lands?  Many  of  these  "help  the  Allies"  people  are  great 
liberals— liberal  with  other  people's  money.  The  gentleman 
no  doubt  has  received  a  copy  of  the  June  2,  1940.  Philadelphia 
Inquirt^r,  owned  and  published  by  Moses  L.  Annenberg.  for- 
merly of  Milwaukee,  the  very  wealthy  tax  dodger,  who  is  lib- 
eral with  other  people's  money,  the  same  as  President  Roose- 
velt. This  issue  of  the  Philadelphia  Inquirer  advocates  that 
we  raid  our  almost-bankrupt  Federal  Treasury  and  help  the 
Allies.  Why  should  not  Mr.  Moses  L.  Annenbsrg  go  to 
Canada  and  enlist  in  the  British  or  French  Foreign  Legion? 
There  are  trams  running  to  Canada  24  hours  a  day.  Why 
should  not  he  hand  his  own  millions  to  the  Allies,  instead  of 
asking  that  Uncle  Sam's  almost -bankrupt  Treasury  be  raided 
for  that  pjrpose? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  That  is  exactly  my  opinion.  That  is 
what  I  suggest  all  of  them  do. 

I  have  received  a  few  letters  in  which  they  advocate  that  we 
give  aid  to  the  Allies.  I  want  to  say  now  that  we  have  given 
all  the  aid  anyone  can  possibly  give  to  anyone.  Last  year  we 
passed  the  so-called  Neutrality  Afct.  and  if  you  will  look  at  my 
remarks  made  at  that  time  you  will  find  that  what  I  stated  in 
those  remarks  is  happening  here  in  the  United  States  today. 
The  Neutrality  Act  was  not  an  act  to  provide  neutrality;  it 
was  simply  to  legalize  the  procedure  which  the  President  is 
now  pursuing  in  gradually  bringing  the  United  States  and  all 
its  people  up  to  the  point  where  they  are  on  the  verge  of  war. 
Dot  short  of  war.  but  on  the  verge  of  war. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  There  Is  no  provision  in  the 
Neutrality  Act  or  any  laws  on  the  statute  books  which  would 
prevent  another  warmonger.  Walter  Llppmann,  from  going  to 
Canada  and  enlisting  for  service  overseas  and  doing  some 
fighting,  instead  of  promoting  a  war  for  other  Americans  to 
fight.  There  Is  nothing  in  the  law  to  prevent  his  other 
stooge,  war  propagandist,  Dorothy  Thompson,  from  going 
overseas  to  drive  an  ambulance  in  the  service  of  the  Allies 
whose  cause  she  so  vociferously  expounds.  We  all  know  that 
during  the  World  War.  when  you  and  I  were  overseas,  there 
were  many  women  over  there  driving  ambulances. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  And  I  may  say  that  Dorothy  Thomp- 
son was  over  there  not  long  ago,  but  when  she  anticipated 
that  Italy  would  become  involved  in  the  war  she  hot-footed  it 
back  home. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Just  like  Hubert  Pierlot,  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Belgium,  and  his  associates  who  took  all  the 
gold  out  of  that  country  and  ran  to  France  when  things  got 
hot  in  Belgium,  and  then  met  In  a  dance  hall  in  Paris  and 
gave  the  King  of  Belgium  hell  for  surrendering  after  he  had 
been  fighting  until  his  men  ran  out  of  food,  water,  and 
ammunition. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  But  the  Belgian  BLing  stayed  in  the 
field  and  protected  the  lives  of  his  people  and  that  is  more 
than  his  ministers  did  when  they  were  criticizing  him. 

Now,  just  what  aid  have  we  given  to  the  Allies  over  a  period 
of  6  or  7  years?  We  have  actually  donated  five  and  a  half 
billion  doUars  of  merchandise  to  all  foreign  nations  who  have 
delivered  gold  into  the  United  States.  We  must  realize  that 
gold  itself  today  is  only  worth  $20.67  per  ounce,  as  it  has  always 
been  pwiced.  and  it  is  now  sold  at  $35  an  ounce.  The  difference 
between  that  is  (14.33  or  a  matter  of  69  percent  of  the  original 
price  of  the  gold.  This  is  the  difference  we  have  donated 
to  foreign  nations  in  merchandise  and  in  materials  which 
have  been  bought  in  the  United  States. 

That  is  not  all  we  have  given  them.  We  have,  by  the  trade 
pacts  and  trade  treaties,  also  given  them  free  importation  of 
other  commodities  and  food  supplies  that  in  reality  we  should 
have  allowed  our  own  farmers  to  produce  and  furnish  to  our 
own  people  as  food  supplies,  but  we  have  imported  all  that 
from  foreign  nations.  For  what  purpose?  Not  to  help  the 
United  States,  not  to  help  our  own  farmers,  but  in  order  to 
help  some  unseen  foreign  interest  which  has  a  very  insidious 
influence  on  this  administration. 

This  is  not  all  we  have  done  either.  We  established  a  neu- 
trality patrol,  and  that  patrol  was  nothing  but  a  scouting  fleet 
for  the  British  Navy.    I  have  said  so  before,  and  if  you  will 


recall  the  capture  of  the  Columbus,  the  Tuscaloosa  reported 
the  position  of  that  ship  to  Washington  until  the  British  de- 
stroyer came  up  and  sank  the  ship,  and  it  was  finally  found. 
I  discovered,  and  it  was  so  published  in  one  of  the  interna- 
tional magazines,  that  the  captain,  the  radio  operator,  the 
communication  ofHcers.  were  all  of  Jewish  extraction.  Well, 
you  can  readily  see  why  they  would  report  this  ship  to  the 
British  Navy,  because  the  British  Government  is  composed  of 
nothing  but  internationalists. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  Jergen's  hand-lotion 
salesman  last  night  on  the  air  delivered  a  lengthy  denun- 
ciation of  commimism.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Moses  Wein- 
stein,  alias  Walter  Winchell,  the  Jergen's  hand-lotion  sales- 
man, only  a  few  months  ago  was  advertising  on  the  air  and 
sending  to  Members  of  Congress  a  book  called  Secret  Armies, 
written  by  John  L.  Spivak.  a  most  notorious  Commimist? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  received  a  copy  of  that  book  and 
I  know  the  statement  the  gentleman  now  makes  is  abso- 
lutely correct.  It  appears  that  the  Conunimist  Party  is 
dominating  not  only  the  United  States.  tMit  Is  actually  di- 
recting the  way  of  the  administratiim,  and  that  is  quite 
evident  in  the  precaution  that  was  taken  not  to  bring  up 
the  deportation  bill  against  Harry  Bridges.  There  Is  no 
reason  why  that  gentleman  should  remain  in  the  United 
States  and  there  is  no  reason  why  anyone  else  who  does 
not  subscribe  to  the  principles  set  forth  in  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  should  remain  here. 

We  must  at  some  time  in  the  future  reach  some  definite 
position  in  that  respect.  It  should  in  fact  be  taken  for 
granted  that  if  each  and  every  one  of  us  subscribes  to  the 
fundamental  principles  of  this  Qovemment  as  set  forth  In 
the  Constitution  we  will  all  be  united  Americans,  but  that 
Is  not  the  case.  We  have  a  great  many  different  organiza- 
tions here  operating  entirely  In  conflict  with  our  own  basic 
law  and  under  the  protection  of  our  own  Justice  and  Intelli- 
gence, and  law-enforcement  departments.  In  other  words, 
the  Government  itself  is  the  biggest  offender  in  the  United 
States  today. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Montana  has  expired. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  gentleman's  time  be  extended  for  5 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection? 
Mr.  TERRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  very  much  to  have 
to  object.  The  gefitleman  was  late  in  getting  here.  He 
was  more  than  10  minutes  late  in  coming  to  his  assign- 
ment, and  that  time  was  given  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  VooRHisl.  I  feel  that  I  shall  have  to  object. 
Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  the. gentleman  had  beea 
here  the  gentleman  from  California  woixld  not  have  been 
able  to  get  the^^dditional  time.  I  think  the  gentleman,  as 
well  as  all  Members  present,  wanted  the  gentleman  from 
California  to  have  that  additional  time  because  he  was 
making  a  fine,  informative  speech. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Does  the  gentleman  object? 
Mr.  TERRY.     I  shall  not  object  at  this  time,  but  I  shall 
notify  the  gentleman  now  that  I  shall  object  to  any  futiure 
extension  of  time. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his 
courtesy. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  wonders 
why  Harry  Bridges,  the  alien  British  Communist,  has  been 
permitted  by  the  New  Deal  to  carry  on  his  guerilla  warfare 
and  undermine  our  American  merchant  marine,  which  is  an 
essential  part  of  oiu-  national  defense.  The  New  Deal  thinks 
more  of  aliens  than  of  American  citizens.  That  might  be 
the  reason  why  the  New  Deal  ordered  oiu:  American  flag- 
ship, the  Manhattan,  to  Italy  to  bring  892  aliens  to  the 
United  States  and  leave  more  than  1.000  American  citizens 
in  the  war  zone.  It  appears  that  our  New  Deal  administra- 
tion follows  the  principle  of  aliens  first  and  Americans  last. 
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Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  would  state  to  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  that  I  am  Informed  that  we  have  in  the  employ  of 
the  Federal  Government  people  who  have  been  in  the  United 
States  only  4  or  5  or  6  weeks  and  who  are  now  drawing  $200  a 
month,  $2,400  a  year,  when  our  own  j)eople  are  walking  the 
streets  looking  for  work.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  set  Itself  aside  as  an  employment  agency  for  for- 
eign refugees  of  all  different  sorts  and  types  that  have  come 
Into  the  United  States.  Surely  I  want  to  see  these  people 
taken  care  of,  but  I  cannot  see  why  the  United  States  should 
be  used  as  a  dumping  ground  for  every  undesirable  alien  not 
wanted  by  any  other  nation. 

Mr.  Browder  is  the  chief  Communist  in  the  United  States. 
He  was  convicted  on  a  passport  fraud  charge.  He  is  still  at 
large,  and  I  saw  the  other  day  where  he  addressed  20.000 
people  at  the  Madison  Square  Garden  and  was  received  with 
great  acclaim.  I  inform  the  Members  of  Congress  now.  be- 
cause it  concerns  free  speech,  that  I  was  asked  to  speak  in 
New  York  3  or  4  weeks  ago.  The  program  was  printed,  and 
my  subject  was  to  be  Constitutional  Government  and  Sound 
Money.  When  the  management  of  the  hotels  found  that  I  was 
to  speak,  the  reservation  was  canceled  in  each  one  of  the 
three  hotels,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  arrangemenU  had  been 
made  and  a  deposit  had  also  been  placed  with  the  manage- 
ment of  the  hotels. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Did  your  New  York  speaking 
engagements  in  competition  with  Earl  Browder  include  a  bill- 
ing at  the  Stork  Club  where  the  Jergen's  hand  lotion  salesman 
and  his  Communist  pal.  John  L.  Spivak,  hang  out. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  want  to  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  that  I  have  made  up  my  mind  to  have  the  Jergen's 
company  prove  what  their  commentator  has  said  in  regard 
to  myself.  If  I  am  a  Nazi  or  a  Fascist  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  should  come  here  and  take  me  out.  I  am  here 
waiting  for  them.  If  I  am  not.  I  want  Walter  Winchell  and 
his  kind  to  prove  just  exactly  what  I  am. 

I  have  recently  Initiated  two  suits  of  that  sort.  In  one 
case  it  was  against  a  paper  that  was  called  Voice  for  Human 
Rights.  They  apologized  for  the  libel  that  they  committed 
In  respect  to  myself.  The  other  gentleman,  who  published 
the  Pressure  Boys,  and  stated  that  I  was  a  dipioma-miU 
doctor,  withdrew  his  libel  and  paid  for  it  in  addition. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Will  the  gentleman  yield 
further? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will 
press  his  case  against  this  Jergen's  hand  lotion  salesman, 
because  if  the  gentleman  from  Montana  is  a  member  of  a 
"fifth  column,"  whether  it  is  a  Nazi,  Fascist,  or  Communist 
gang,  I  want  to  vote  to  kick  him  out  of  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

If  he  is  not  a  "fifth  column"  member.  I  want  the  libel  laws 
enforced  so  that  this  Moses  Weinstein.  alias  Walter  Winchell. 
can  peddle  his  Jergen's  hand  lotion  among  the  convicts  in  a 
Federal  penitentiary.    [Laughter  and  applause.] 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  want  to  say  I  think  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Executive  to  see  that  the  laws  are  faithfully  obeyed,  and 
if  there  are  any  Communists,  Nazis,  or  Fascists  in  the  Con- 
giess  of  the  United  States,  he  certainly  ought  to  enforce  the 
law  and  see  that  they  are  brought  before  the  bar  of  Justice. 
[Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Sparkman)  .  The  time  of 
the  gentleman  from  Montana  has  again  expired. 

EXTENSION   or   RE1€ARKS 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Si)eaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  short  editorial  from 
the  Washington  Dally  News  of  Saturday.  June  8. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


ENROLLED   Bn.LS   SICT7CD 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles,  which  were 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Sj>eaker: 

H.R.  808.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Southern  District  of  Florida 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Zook  Palm  Nurseries,  Inc.,  a  Florida  corporation.; 

H.R. 2417.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and/or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  exte- 
rior of  boundaries  of  the  Sequoia  National  Forest.  Calif.; 

H.R. 2418.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act.  as  amended,  to  certain  lands  so  that  they  may 
become  parts  of  the  Whitman,  Malheur,  or  Umatilla  National 
Forests ; 

H.  R.  7643.  An  act  to  facilitate  and  simplify  national-forest 
administration; 

H.  R.  8096.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  officers 
of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  and  for  the  settlement  of 
Individual  claims  approved  by  the  War  Department ; 

H.  R.  8438.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Navy  De- 
partment and  the  naval  service  for  the  flscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9243.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  promotion  of  promo- 
tion-list officers  of  the  Army  after  specified  years  of  service  in 
grade,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9326.  An  act  to  provide  educational  employees  of  the 
public  schools  of  the  District  of  Columbia  with  leave  of  ab- 
sence, with  part  pay.  for  purposes  of  educational  Improvement, 
and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.R. 9109.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  other  activities  charge- 
able In  whole  or  In  part  against  the  revenues  of  such  District 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 1941.  and  for  other  purposes. 
The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills 
of  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles : 

S.  163.  An  act  directing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
Issue  to  Albert  W.  Gabbey  a  patent  to  certain  lands  in  the 
State  of  Wyoming; 

S.  505.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  summon  Sam  Alexander  before  an  Army  retiring 
board,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  897.  An  act  to  correct  the  military  record  of  Walter 
Ballhaus; 

S.  1326.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Janet  Hendel.  nee  Judith 
Shapiro; 

S.  1328.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lena  Hendel,  nee  Lena 
Ocldberg; 

S.  1608.  An  act  to  repeal  the  provisions  of  Private  Law  No. 
347.  Seventy-first  Congress,  pertaining  to  Victoria  Kessel; 
S.  1635.  An  act  for  the  relief   of  the  Acme  Die-Casting 
Corporation; 
S.  1638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thermal  Syndicate,  Ltd.; 
S.  1678.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  B.  Chrystal; 
S.  1977.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  A.  Farrell; 
S.  2209.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earle  Embrey; 
S.  2250.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  F.  Tondre; 
S.  2295.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  to  reappoint  and 
honorably  discharge  David  J.  Sawyer,  second  lieutenant,  Na- 
tional Army,  as  of  May  11,  1919; 

S.  2735.  An  act  authorizing  the  Issuance  to  Orvllle  Wright 
of  honorary  aircraft  pilot's  certificate  No.  1; 

S.  3009.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  to  present  the 
Navy  Cross  to  Capt.  Frank  N.  Roberts,  United  States  Army; 
S.  3038.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  advancement  of  John 
L.  Hines  on  the  retired  list  of  the  Army; 

S.  3044.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nadine  Sanders; 
S.  3061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andrew  Olson; 
S.  3095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Hutson; 
S.  3245.  An    act    for    the   relief    of   Maria   Teresa   Valdes 
Thompson; 

S.  3306.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roy  P.  Lassly,  former 
Acting  Chief  Disbursing  Clerk.  Department  of  the  Interior; 
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S.3337.  An   act   for  the  relief   of  Lewis   State  Bank,   of 

8  3338   An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Alice  C.  Wainwright: 
8.  3673.  An  act  to  enable  Kurt  Frings  to  enter  and  remain 
permanently  In  the  United  States:  and 
6. 3887.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Laura  Trice  Converse. 

I  Bn.LS  PRESENTXD  TO  THE  PRESIDEHT 

Mr  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  did  on  this  day  present  to  the 
President,  for  his  approval,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following 

titles:  ^^    _,  ... 

H  R  808.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Florida  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the 
cla'm  of  Zook  Palm  Nurseries,  Inc..  a  Florida  corporation; 

H.  R.  2417.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and  or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior of  boundaries  of  the  Sequoia  National  Forest,  Calif.; 

H.  R.  2418.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of.  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act.  as  amended,  to  certain  lands.-  so  that  they 
may  become  parts  of  the  Whitman,  Malheur,  or  Umatilla 

National  Forests;  .,      ,  ,       * 

H.  R.  7643.  An  act  to  facilitate  and  simplify  national-forest 

administration ; 

H.  R.  8096.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  offi- 
cers of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  and  for  the  settlement 
of  individual  claims  approved  by  the  War  Department; 

H.  R.  8438.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Navy 
Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9109.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  other  activities  charge- 
able in  whole  or  in  part  against  the  revenues  of  such  District 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  9243.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  promotion  of  promo- 
tion-list officers  of  the  Army  after  specified  years  of  service 
in  grade,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9326.  An  act  to  provide  educational  employees  of  the 
public  schools  of  the  District  of  Columbia  with  leave  of 
absence,  with  part  pay.  for  purposes  of  educational  improve- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  TERRY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 

adjourn.  « 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  5  o'clock  and 
15  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House,  pursuant  to  its  order  heretofore 
entered,  adjourned  until  tomorrow.  Tuesday,  June  11,  1940, 
at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 
COmCITTEE  ON  MINES  AND  MINING 

The  Subcommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  that  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  S.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Tues- 
day. June  11.  Thursday.  June  13.  and  Friday,  June  14.  1940, 
at  10  a.  m.  in  the  committee  rooms  in  the  New  House  OfBce 
Building. 

COMMITTEE    ON    MERCH.\NT    MARINE    AND    FISHERIES 

The  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  will 
hold  a  pubUc  hearing  on  Tuesday,  June  11.  1940,  at  10  a.  m., 
on  the  following  biil: 

H.  R.  9982,  to  require,  during  an  emergency,  the  shipment 
and  discharge  of  seamen  on  certain  vessels  of  the  United 
States  before  shipping  commissioners,  and  for  other  purposes. 

COMMITTEE    ON    IMMIGRATION    AND    WATITRALIZATIOH 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  CMnmittee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  on  Tuesday,  June  11.  and  Wednesday. 
June  12,  1940,  at  10:30  a.  m.,  for  the  consideration  of  Senate 
bills  on  Tuesday  and  unfinished  business  on  Wednesday. 

COMMTTTKE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

On  Wednesday,  June  12.  1940,  at  10  a.  m..  there  will  be 
held  before  Subcommittee  No.  I  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  a  hearing  on  House  Joint  Resolution  553,  to  author- 
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lie  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of 
JusUce  to  conduct  investigations  in  the  interests  of  national 
defense  and  for  the  purpose  to  permit  wire  tapping.  The 
hearing  wUl  be  held  in  the  Judiciary  Committee  room.  346 
House  Office  Building. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  KTC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1747  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  dated 
June  4, 1940.  submitting  a  report,  together  with  accompanying 
papers  and  illustrations,  on  a  beach-erosion  study.  St.  Simon 
Island.  Ga..  authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved 
JtUy  3!  1930,  and  by  act  of  Congress  approved  June  26.  1936 
(H  Doc.  No.  820 > ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors 
and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  12  Ulustrations. 

1748  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  dated 
May  10.  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together  with  accompany- 
ing papers  and  an  illustration,  on  reexamination  of  Missouri 
River  with  respect  to  fiood  control  for  the  municipalities  of 
Sioux  City  and  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  and  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and 
on  main  stem  from  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  Kansas  City.  Mo 
requested  by  resolutions  of  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control. 
House  of  Representatives,  adopted  February  10.  1938,  and  the 
Committee  on  Commerce.  United  States  Senate,  adopted 
February  13.  1939  (H.  Doc.  No.  821);  to  the  Committee  on 
Flood  Control  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  an  illustration. 

1749.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  of  the  Near  East  relief, 
transmitting  the  report  of  the  Near  East  relief  for  the  year 
ending  December  31,  1939;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

1750.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Commerce  for  the  fiscal  year  1941 
amounting  to  $1,560,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  813> ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1751.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  provision  affecting 
the  estimate  of  appropriation  of  the  Navy  Department  for 
aviation.  Navy,  contained  In  House  Document  No.  806  (H. 
Doc.  No.  814);  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

1752.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  Department  of  State,  for  the  fiscal  year  1941, 
amounting  to  $7,500  (H.  Doc.  No.  815  >;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1753.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army, 
dated  May  13.  1940,  submitting  a  report,  together  with  ac- 
companying papers  and  illustrations,  on  reexamination  of 
Bridgeport  Harbor.  Conn.,  requested  by  resolution  of  the 
Committee  on  Rivers  and  Hartwrs.  House  of  Representatives, 
adopted  November  3.  1939  (H.  Doc.  No.  819);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rivers  and  Harlwrs  and  ordered  to  be  printed, 
with  2  illustrations. 

REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BnJ.S    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm, 

Mr.  SABATH:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution 
503.  Resolution  providing  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R 
9877,  a  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical 
energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the  applica- 
tion of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  operation 
of  the  Boulder  Power  Plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or 
through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2482) .    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  McCORMACK:  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  H.  R. 
9909.  A  bill  to  amend  sections  2803  (c)  and  2903  of  the  In- 
ternal Revenue  Code;  without  amendment  <Rept.  No.  2483). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Houae  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 
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Mr.  PEARSON:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  H.  R.  10009.  A  bill  to  amend  section  13  (d)  of 
the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2484).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida:  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries.  S.  3958.  An  act  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  grant  to  the  Road  Department 
of  the  State  of  Florida  an  easement  for  a  road  right-of-way 
over  the  Ccast  Guard  Reservation  at  Flagler  Beach,  Fla.; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2485) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  OTEARY:  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries. Senate  Joint  Resolution  260.  Joint  resolution  to  make 
emergency  provision  for  the  maintenance  and  essential  vessels 
affected  by  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939,  and  for  adjustment  of 
obligations  with  respect  to  such  vessels;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2486).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida:  Committee  on  Merchant  Ma- 
rine and  Fisheries.  H.  R.  9995.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of 
April  6.  1938  (52  Stat.  201),  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  exchange  sites  at  Miami  Beach. 
Dade  County.  Fla..  for  Coast  Guard  purposes";  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2487).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BUL WINKLE:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  S.  2059.  An  act  authorizing  a  grant  to  the  city 
of  Fargo.  N.  Dak.,  of  an  easement  in  connection  with  the  con- 
struction of  water  and  sewer  systems;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2488).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON:  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  H.  R. 
10039.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  pre- 
paredness by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide 
a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2491).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WEAVER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  4587. 
A  bill  to  give  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  au- 
thority to  prescribe  rules  of  pleading,  practice,  and  proce- 
dure with  respect  to  proceedings  in  criminal  cases  prior  to 
and  including  verdict,  or  finding,  or  plea  of  guilty;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2492).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  House  Joint 
Resolution  555.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  observ- 
ance, safeguarding,  and  enforcement  of  neutrality,  and  the 
strengthening  of  the  national  defense,  and  the  promotion  of 
peace;  without  amendment  (Rept.  2493).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 

Mr.  SABATH:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution  518. 
Resolution  for  consideration  of  H.  R.  10039,  a  bill  to  provide 
for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  raising  revenue 
and  Issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying  for  such 
bonds,  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2494).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  WALTER  (for  Mr.  Sumners  of  Texas) :  Committee  of 
conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R. 
5982.  A  bill  for  the  protection  against  unlawful  use  of  the 
badge,  medal,  emblem,  or  other  insignia  of  veterans'  organi- 
zations, and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  2495) .  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  H.  R.  10010.  A 
bin  to  Increase  the  size  of  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2496).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


Bizos;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2480) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.  H.  R.  8901.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Welenty 
Slusarz;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2481).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mrs.  O'DAY:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  5103.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Schene;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2489).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

Mrs.  O'DAY:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  8293.  A  bill  to  enable  Thaddeus  Kirchlechner 
(Theodore  Metsch)  to  remain  permanently  in  the  United 
States;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2490).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON   PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI:  Committee     on     Immigration     and 
NaturalizaUon-    H.  R.  3004.    A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dimitreos 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  DOUGHTON: 
H.  R.  10039.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national 
preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  pro- 
vide a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BYRNS  of  Tennessee: 
H.  R.  10040.  A  bill  to  increase  the  size  of  the  Regular  Army 
of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  DELANEY: 
H.  R.  10041.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  acquire  Floyd  Bennett  Airport;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  KEE: 
H.  R.  10042.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Big  Creek  Bridge  Co.. 
Consolidated,  its  successors  and  assigns,  to  construct,  main- 
tain, and  operate  a  bridge  across  the  Tug  Pork  of  the  Big 
Sandy  River  at  or  near  Nolan.  W.  Va.;   to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mrs.  CliARA  G.  McMILLAN: 
H.R.I 0043.  A  bill Ut(i, J>ermit  certain  classes  of  persons  to 
mail  firearms  for  repairs  or  replacement  of  parts;   to  the 
Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 
By  Mr.  PACE: 
H.  R.  10044.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and 
preservation  of  certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 

Harbors. 

H.  R.  10045.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  to  include  peanuts,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan: 

H.  R.  10046.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
grant  a  right-of-way  to  Grand  Trunk  Western  Railroad  Co. 
across  the  Kalamazoo  National  Guard  target  range,  Michi- 
gan; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey: 

H.  R.  10047.  A  bill  to  provide  for  military  instruction  and 
training  for  members  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps;  to 
the  Committee  on  Labor. 
By  Mr.  WCX)D: 

H.  R.  10048.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  loan  to  the  American 
Legion.  Department  of  Missouri,  of  cots,  mattresses,  and 
blankets  for  use  in  connection  with  the  1940  State  conven- 
tion to  be  held  in  Sedalia.  Mo.,  September  1,  2,  and  3,  1940; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BELL: 

H.  R.  10049.  A  bill  to  create  a  Department  of  Aeronautics; 
to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Depart- 
ments. 

By  Mr.  HINSHAW: 

H.  R.  10050.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
execute  an  easement  deed  to  the  city  of  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
for  the  use  and  occupation  of  lands  and  water  areas  in 
connection  with  the  Sepulveda  Dam  and  Reservoir  project 
and  the  Hansen  Dam  and  Reservoir  project  on  the  Los  An- 
geles River;  to  the  Committee  on  Flood  ControL 
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By  Mr.  COLMER: 
H  R   1C051.  A  bi]l  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  certain 
land  in  the  De  Soto  National  Forest  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  for  use  for  military  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  FADDIS: 
H.  J.  Res.  567.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  strength- 
ening of  the  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  GOODWIN: 
H.  J.  Res.  568.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  an  appropria- 
tion to  control  the  chinch-bug  menace  in  the  Corn  Belt; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
By  Mr.  KING: 
H.  Res.  519.  Resolution    authorizing    the    printing   of   the 
report  on  "Labor  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii."  prepared  by  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  as  a  document;  to  the  Committee 
on  Printing.  

MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  memorials  were  presented  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Louisiana,  memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  consider  their  House  Concurrent  Res- 
olution No.  21,  with  reference  to  air  bases  in  the  national- 
defense  program:  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  KING: 

H.  R.  10052.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pred  Heihei;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  PATRICK: 

H.  R.  10053.  A  bill  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  on  the 
claim  of  R.  Brinskelle  and  Charlie  Melcher;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Claims.  " 

By  Mr.  WALTER: 

H.  R.  i0054.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  American  citizens 
for  losses  suffered  as  the  result  of  the  acquisition  by  the 
United  States  of  seven  Austrian  merchant  ships;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

H.  Res.  520.  Resolution  calling  on  the  Court  of  Claims  to 
make  certain  findings;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  dause  1  of  rule  XXH.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8649.  By  Mr.  BOEHNE:  Petition  of  R.  B.  Watson  and 
others,  of  Corydon,  Ind.,  requesting  consideration  of  the 
Townsend  recovery  plan,  known  as  House  bill  8264,  by  the 
Seventy-sixth  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

8650.  By  Mr.  HART:  Memorial  of  Hon.  Harry  J.  Thourot, 
mayor  of  Union  City,  N.  J.,  requesting  that  the  services  of 
war  veterans  be  utilized  in  connection  with  the  national- 
defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8651.  By  Mr.  KEOGH:  Petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  the  State  of  New  York,  opposing  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
hition  92,  the  Federal  Government's  claim  to  submerged 
coastal  lands;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8652.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  concerning  alien  registration;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8653.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  concerning  national  defense  and  the  Euro- 
pean crisis;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8654.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Public  Housing  Confer- 
ence, Inc..  New  York  City,  favoring  legislation  for  the  rehous- 
ing of  at  least  200.000  families  during  the  next  12  months; 
tc  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 


8655.  By  Mr.  PFEIFER:  Petition  of  the  Chamber  of  CcHn- 
merce  of  the  State  of  New  York,  New  York  City,  concerning 
the  national  defense  and  European  crisis;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

8656.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
State  of  New  York.  New  York  City,  approving  of  the  alien 
registration  and  fingerprinting  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization. 

8657.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
State  of  New  York.  New  York  City,  opposing  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  92.  the  Federal  Government's  claim  to  submerged 
coastal  lands;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8658.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
State  of  New  York.  New  York  City,  concerning  the  Hatch 
bill;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8659.  By  Mr.  SCHIFFLER:  Petition  of  Thomas  H.  George 
and  105  other  citizens  of  Wellsburg.  W.  Va..  urging  the 
United  States  Government  to  aid  the  Allies  immediately  by 
every  effective  means  and  weapon  which  can  be  made  avail- 
able to  them;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8660.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Mr.  Roman  and 
others  of  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  war;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

8661.  Also,  petition  of  John  H.  Smith,  of  Longview.  Tex., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  a  rigid  dirigible  airship  plan;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

8662.  Also,  petition  of  the  Italian-American  Citizen 
League.  Inc..  Orange.  N.  J.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  neutrality;  to  the  Com- 
mltt^e  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8663.  Also,  petition  of  the  Workers  Alliance.  G.  19.  peti- 
tioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
Government  reorganization;  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
Government  Organization. 

8664.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  International.  Sixteenth 
District,  Hoboken.  N.  J.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  national  defense;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

8665.  Also,  petition  of  the  Uons  International  Club,  Pine- 
land.  Tex.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8666.  Also,  petition  of  Edith  A.  Hately  and  Josephine 
Schott.  of  Chicago,  111.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  national  defense;  to  the  Com- 
mitee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8667.  Also,  petition  of  the  Marion  Uons  Club.  Marion.  Ind., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8668.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Federation  of  Hosiery 
Workers,  No.  43.  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration 
of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  deportation  of  Harry 
Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. 

8669.  Also,  petition  of  Local  No.  109.  International  Union 
of  Mine,  Mill,  and  Smelter  Workers,  Bessemer.  Ala.,  petition- 
ing consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  defense 
program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8670.  Also,  petition  of  the  Workers  Alliance.  G  219,  San 
Pedro,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8671.  Also,  petition  of  G.  F.  Benson  and  others,  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  adjourn- 
ment of  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America;  to  the 
Committee  en  Ways  and  Means. 

8672.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Longshoremen's 
and  Warehousemen's  Union,  31-20,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  peti- 
tioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
deportation  of  Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tioh  and  Naturalization. 

867S.  Also.  petiUon  of  the  Lions  Club  of  Temple.  Tex.,  peti- 
tioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the 
defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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8674.  Also,  petition  of  the  Gardena  Valley  Lions  Club,  Gar- 
dena,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

8675.  Also,  petition  of  Harlem  Council  of  the  Jewish  Peo- 
ples Committee,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  House  bill  9858,  concerning  immigration; 
to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8676.  Also,  petition  of  the  Maryland  Police  Association.  Bal- 
timore, Md..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  suppression  and  elimination  of  treasonable  and 
im- American  activities;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8677.  Also,  petition  of  the  Maryland  State  and  District  of 
Columbia  Federation  of  Labor.  Washington,  D.  C.  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  civil  service 
and  noncivil  service;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

8678.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Lions  Club,  Boerne. 
Ttex.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 

Affairs. 

8679.  Also,  petition  of  the  city  of  Selma,  Ala.,  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  de- 
fense program ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8680.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Union.  United  Au- 
tomcbile  Workers  of  America,  Bay  City,  Mich.,  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  Senate  bill 
591,  United  States  Housing  Authority  program;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8681.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Workers  Order, 
Inc..  Iskra  Branch  3502.  Chicago.  Bl..  petitioning  considera- 
tion of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  neutrality;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


SENATE 

Tuesday,  June  11,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Tuesday,  May  28,  1940) 
The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 

of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  ZeBamey  T.  Phillips.  D.  D..  offered  the 

following  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  our  Heavenly  Father,  in  whose  image  we 
were  created,  grant  to  the  people  of  this  Nation  such  a  sense 
of  freedom  that,  in  its  defense,  we  may  fearlessly  contend 
against  evil  and  make  no  peace  with  oppression,  that,  being 
endued  with  courage  and  loyalty,  we  may  serve  our  God  and 
our  country  without  reproach.  Keep  us  so  true  to  the  ideals 
of  conduct  that  we  may  never  betray  or  deny  the  wondrous 
love  of  God  that  sanctifies  our  manhood  and  lures  us  to  the 
holy  heights  of  aspiration. 

Strengthen  our  weakness,  purify  us  from  all  uncleanness. 
and  grant  us  a  new  and  clearer  vision,  that,  as  sons  of  God. 
we  may  go  forth  on  the  path  of  duty,  having  no  fear  save  that 
of  wounding  Thee.  We  ask  it  in  the  name  of  Thy  dear  Son, 
Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

I      i  THE    JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklet,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  prcccedings  of  the  calen- 
dar day  of  Monday,  June  10,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and 
the  Journal  was  approved. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 


answerea  i 

Adams 

10 

meir  name:). 
Brown 

Andrews 

Bulow 

Ashnrst 

Burke 

Austin 

Byrd 

Bailey 

Byrnes 

Bankhpad 

Capper 

Barbour 

Caraway 

BarUey 

Chandler 

Blltx} 

Chavez 

Bone 

- 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connnlly 

Danaher 

Davis 

Donahey 

Ellender 

CJeorge 

Gerry 

OUlette 

Green 


Ouffey 

Gumey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 


Hughes  W.Uer  Rusroll  Townsend 

Johnson.  Calif .       Minton  Schwartz  Truman 

Johnson.  Colo.        Murray  SchwpUenbach  Tydlngs 

King  Neely  Shcppard  Vandenbcrg 

La  PoUette  Norrls  Shipstcad  Van  Nuys 

Lee  Nye  Slattery  Wagner 

Lodge  OMahoney  Smith  Walsh 

tucas  Overton  Stewart  Wheeler 

Lundeen  Pepper  Taft  White 

McKellar  Plttman  Thomas.  Idaho  WUey 

McNary  RadcliOe  Thomas.  Okla. 

Maloney  Reed  Thomas.  Utah 

Mead  Reynolds  Tobey 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
(Mr.  Glass  J  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  I  Mr.  McCarran] 
are  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  DowNEYXis  absent  on 
official  business  for  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  SmathersI  is  absent 
because  of  illness  in  his  family. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  my  colleague,  the  jimior 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson  1,  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota    [Mr.  Frazier]    are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  announce  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  is  detained  by  air  conditions. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-nine  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

HARRIETT  BOSWELL.   GUARDIAN  OF   BETTY   FISHER 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  1024) 
for  the  relief  of  Harriett  Bos  well,  guardian  of  Betty  Fisher, 
which  was  on  page  1.  line  7.  to  strike  out  "$3,000"  and  in- 
sert "$2,500." 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  was  sponsored 
in  the  Senate  by  my  distinguished  predecessor,  the  late  Sen- 
ator M.  M.  Logan,  of  Kentucky,  for  the  benefit  of  one  of  our 
fellow  citizens.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  House 
amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

EDWARD   SMITH 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  3578) 
for  the  relief  of  Edward  Smith,  which  was  on  line  12.  after 
"Wisconsin",  to  insert: 

Provided.  Tliat  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act 
in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful, 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violat- 
ing the  provisions  of  this  act  ehall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any 
svun  not  exceeding  f  1,000. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in 
the  House  amendment. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CORRECTION 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  I  indulged  in  a  colloquy  with  my  good  friend  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Lee!  in  regard  to  a  state- 
ment of  mine  as  to  what  results  I  thought  the  cost  of  war 
might  produce  here  in  the  United  States.  In  the  course  of 
that  colloquy  I  stated  that,  regardless  of  which  side  won, 
the  aftermath  of  war  would  be  so  terrifying  that  there 
would  not  be  a  victory  for  even  the  alleged  winner.  I  have 
repeated  that  statement  many  times.  In  fact,  I  see  an 
advertisement  in  the  morning  newspaper  which  says  that  a 
world  revolution  threatens  us.  Those  things  are  Inevitably 
the  price  of  war. 

I  notice,  however,  that  in  reporting  what  I  said— it  Is 
my  misfortune  to  speak  very  rapidly— through  a  typographi- 
cal error,  or  that  of  the  reporter,  a  semicolon  has  been 
inserted  in  my  statement  where  I,  using  the  ordinary  ver- 
nacular, said: 

I  do  not  care  which  side  wins,  or  claims  to  win.  In  this  terrible 
struggle,  I  do  not  believe  any  nation  la  the  world  can  win  one  of 
these  total  wars. 
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Obviously,  the  thought  Is  true.  No  nation  will  win  one  of 
these  total  wars.  In  view,  however,  of  the  fact  that  through 
a  typographical  error  there  Is  a  semicolon  after  the  words 
"I  do  not  care  which  side  wins,  or  claims  to  win,  in  this 
terrible  struggle."  I  want  to  make  It  plain  that  the  semi- 
colon should  not  be  there.  Like  the  average  American,  I  fall 
readily  into  the  habit  of  using  colloquial  terms  Instead  of 
using  more  precise  EngUsh.  It  Is  merely  my  misfortune  to 
use  my  mother  tongue  in  a  way  that  escapes  the  Umpid 
purity  that  characterize»4he  grammar  of  my  brethren. 

I  shall  content  myself  at  this  time  with  saying  that  the 
typographical  error  may  put  me  in  the  position  of  saying  I 
do  not  care  which  side  wins,  whereas  I  think  everybody 
knows  that  I  sincerely  hope  the  Allies  wiU  be  completely 
victorious;  and  I  hope  that  out  of  their  victory  will  come  a 
peace  not  characterized  by  such  bitterness  as  to  make  living 
in  Europe  impossible  for  the  450.(K)0.000  people  there,  and 
that  out  of  this  war  with  aU  its  horrors  will  not  come  pesti- 
lence and  famine  to  further  bedevil  Europe.  It  Is  the 
increasing  horror  of  the  "total  war"  that,  regardless  of  which 
side  may  .seem  to  win,  makes  a  re:jl  victory  in  a  true  sense 
an  impossibility.  Misery  and  despiUr  are  the  real  victors  in 
our  modern  wars. 

REPORT   or    BOARD    Of   ACTtTARIM   OF    CIVIL   S«RV1C«    RrnROirKT 

AKD  DXSABIUTY  FUND 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  president  of  the  United  States  Civil  Service  Commission. 
transmitUng,  pursuant  to  law.  the  Nineteenth  Annual  Report 
of  the  Board  of  Actuaries  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
and  DisabUity  Fund,  which,  with  tiie  accompanjing  report, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service. 

PETrriONS  AND  MIMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs : 

Resolution  memorializing  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  to  et-tabllsh  an  aviation  base  at 
or  near  the  Tchfuncta  Park.  St.  Tammany  Parish.  Lii. 

Whereas  the  United  States  In  Its  d<'fense  program  Is  seeking  to 
establish  aviation  bases  In  various  sections  of  the  country:  and 

Whereas  certain  lands  belonging  to  the  Department  of  Con- 
servation of  the  State  at  Louisiana,  und  being  situated  north  of 
Highway  No.  190  near  the  Tchfvmcta  Park,  St.  Tammany  Parish, 
La.,  would  be  an  ideal  location:  and 

Whereas  such  a  location  woiild.  being  in  the  Oz.Dne  Belt,  be 
Ideal  from  the  standpoint  of  health  and  could  be  used  as  a 
defense  point  from  atucks  through  the  Gulf  of  Mexico:  There- 
lore  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  house  of  representatives  (t?ie  senate  concur- 
ring). That  we  do  respecUully  urge  upon  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  now  In  session  and  th?  ClvU  Aeronautics  Author- 
ity, that  the  proper  authorities  vested  with  the  selection  of  air 
bases  In  the  national -defense  program  be  requested  to  make  said 
location  one  of  its  air  bases;  be  it  further 

^^Jt^eaolved.  That  copies  of  this  concurrent  resolution  be  for- 
warded to  the  President  of  the  United  States  Senate,  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  and  to  the 
Leu  siana  senatorial  and  the  congressional  Repreeentatives  in 
Washington,  and  to  the  press. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  tele- 
gram from  Walter  Morgan,  of  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  dated  the 
tenth  instant,  stating  "that  he  had  advised  the  President  by 
telegraph  'that  Americans,  regardless  of  party,  support  his 
leadership  for  Immediate  material  and  even  financial  aid  to 
the  democracies,' "  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  ASHURST  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Nogales,  Santa  Cruz  County,  Ariz.,  praying  that  all  means  be 
used  immediately  to  render  material  help  to  Prance  and 
England  short  of  actual  war,  which  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  consent  that  there 
be  published  under  the  heading  "Petitions  and  Memorials"  a 
petition  entitled  "Petition  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States."  dated  May  30,  1940,  reading  as  follows: 

We,  the  undersigned  citizens  of  Roanoke  Rapids  and  Halifax 
County.  N.  C.  after  calm  and  deliberate  consideration,  respectfully 
petition  that  legislation  be  enacted  to  repeal  the  so-called  Neutrality 
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Act  and  any  other  acts  which  prohibit  freedom  of  action  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  who  desire  to  give  aid  and  comfort  to 
the  Allies  In  their  tmequal  struggle  against  Germany. 

Our  belief  Is  that  the  German  Army  and  the  German  people,  by 
their  Invasion  of  friendly,  neutral  countries,  and  by  their  Inhuman 
treatment  of  these  conquered  people,  no  longer  are  entitled  to  the 
respect  or  sympathy  of  civilized  nations.  Their  utter  disregard  of 
all  the  moral  and  humane  principles  which  we  hold  sacred  forces 
us  to  the  conclusion  that  our  duty  lies  with  those  nations  who  are 
now  struggling  for  the  preservaUon  of  life,  Uberty.  and  the  peaceful 
pursuit  of  happiness. 

It  Is  also  our  belief  that  the  vast  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
Nation  deelre  some  immediate  action  on  our  part  which  will  hearten 
the  nation*  who  are  now  desperately  struggling  against  utter  de- 
struction, and  In  this  struggle  are  fighting  for  us  as  well  as  them- 
selves and  that  the  Neutrality  Act  does  not  represent  the  present 
thought  and  feeling  of  our  people. 

We.  therefore,  believe  that  It  wotild  he  tin  our  best  interests  and 
the  lasting  t>eneflt  of  humanity  to  give  to  the  Allies  everything  they 
may  require  of  our  material  resources  regardless  of  price  or  terms. 

This  petition  was  drafted  as  a  test  of  public  opinion  by 
Col.  Carroll  Wilson,  editor  and  owner  of  the  Roanoke  Rapids 
Herald,  of  Roanoke  Rapids.  N.  C.  which  is  located  in  Halifax 
County,  one  of  the  most  historic  counties  in  my  Common- 
wealth of  North  Carolina.  This  petition  has  been  voluntarily 
signed  by  more  than  1.000  citizens  of  Roanoke  Rapids.  N.  C, 
Roanoke  Rapids  being  one  of  the  industrial  centers  of  my 
State. 

The  citizenship  of  Roanoke  Rapids  is  composed  of  native 
white  Americans.  It  is  a  typical  American  commimity  of 
10.000  population. 

This  petition  was  brought  to  Washington  personally  by 
Colonel  Wilson  and.  at  his  request,  I  am  hereby  asking 
unanimous  consent  that  it  be  published  in  the  main  body  of 
the  Congressional  Record  and  appropriately  referred. 

I  am  advised  by  Colonel  W'i^on  that  the  signatures  at- 
tached to  this  petition  were  entirely  of  a  voluntary  nature, 
the  petitions  themselves  having  been  left  at  sundry  stores, 
and  that  no  effort  on  the  part  of  Colonel  Wilson  or  any  of  ' 
his  associates  interested  in  the  matter  was  put  forth  urging 
signatures  to  the  petition. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  petition 
will  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,  from  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state Commerce,  to  which  was  referred  the  joint  resolution 
(S.  J.  Res.  267)  providing  for  the  acquisition  by  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Board  of  data  needed  in  carrying  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts,  rejwrted  it  without 
amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1805)   thereon. 

Mr.  MEAD,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  OflBces  and  Post 
Roads,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  6424)  to  provide 
for  the  transportation  and  distribution  of  mails  on  motor- 
vehicle  routes,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted 
a  report  <No.  1806)  thereon. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3931)  for  the  acquisition  of 
Indian  lands  for  the  Parker  Dam  and  Reservoir  project,  and 
for  other  purposes,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1807)  thereon. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma,  from  the  Committee  on  In- 
dian Affairs,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4042)  to 
provide  for  the  acquisition  of  flowage  rights  and  the  payment 
of  certain  damages  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  the 
Port  Hall  Indian  irrigation  project.  Idaho,  reported  it  with- 
out amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1808)  thereon. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3353)  for  expenditure  of 
fimds  for  cooperation  with  the  public-school  board  of  school 
district  niunbered  5  at  Onigiun  and  Walker.  Minn.,  for  the 
construction,  extension,  equipment,  and  improvement  of  pub- 
lic-school facilities  to  be  available  to  all  Indian  children  in 
the  district,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1809)   thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  3954)  relating  to  the  issuance  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  of  a  patent  to  the  State  of  Minnesota  for  cer- 
tain lands  In  that  State,  reported  it  without  amendment  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  1810)  thereon. 
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BILLS   AND   JOINT   nESOLITTION  INTRODUCED 

BiLs  and  a  joint  resolution  were  Introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and.  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH: 

S.4124.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vashti  Geer  Coape-Amold; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  TRUMAN  (for  himself,  Mr.  Hatch,  Mr.  Gil- 
lette, and  Mr.  Mead)  : 

S.  4125.  A  bill  to  reduce  interest  rates  on  Federal  land- 
bank  and  Land  Bank  Commissioner  loans:  to  increase  the 
earnings  and  strengthen  the  financial  structure  and  cooper- 
ative features  of  national  farm-loan  associations  and  In- 
crease their  statutory  functions  and  duties:  to  increase 
farmer-elected  representatives  on  the  district  farm-credit 
boards,  and  to  provide  means  for  theij:.  nomination  and  elec- 
tion; to  authorize  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation 
and  the  Federal  land-banks  to  make  exchanges  of  Federal 
land-bank  bonds:  to  authorize  the  creation  and  prescribe  the 
duties  and  functions  of  the  Federal  Farm  Credit  Commis- 
sion, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  PITTMAN: 

8.4126  A  b'll  for  the  relief  of  Anne  Howard  Lay;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

By  Mr.  PEPPER  <for  himself  and  Mr.  Lee)  : 

8.  J.  Res.  276.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  President 
to  exercise  certain  authority  to  preserve  and  promote  the 
peace  and  safety  of  the  Western  Hemisphere;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations. 

TAXATION     to     MEET     EXPENSES     OF      NATIONAL     PREPAREDNESS 

AMENDMENT 

Mr.  BYRD  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  bill  <H.  R.  10039)  to  provide  for  the 
expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and 
issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying  for  such 
bonds,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

At  the  proper  place  in  the  bill  to  insert  the  following  new  section : 
"See.  (a)  The  Piesldent  Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
reduce  appropriations  for  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941  (except  appropriations  for 
national  defense,  fixed  charges,  and  trust  funds),  in  such  manner 
that  the  toul  amount  of  such  reductions  shall  not  be  less  than 
10  percent  of  the  total  amount  of  the  appropriations  affected. 
Such  reductions  In  appropriations  shall  be  Impounded  and  returned 
to  the  Treasury. 

••(b)  The  amount  of  such  reduction  shall  be  available  for  ex- 
penditure for  any  national-defense  purposes  authorized  by  law." 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  WORK  RELIEF  AND  RELIEF AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  BILBO  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making 
appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1941.  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

On  page  3.  line  17.  after  the  word  "utilities",  to  strike  out  "electric 
transmission  and  distribution  lines  or  systems  to  serve  persons  in 
rural  areas,  including  projects  sponsored  by  and  for  the  benefit  of 
nonprofit  and  cooperative  associations",  and  In  lieu  thereof  to 
Insert  "refrigerated  cold-storage  plants  and  electric  transmission 
and  distribution  lines  or  systems,  together  with  offlces  and  bulld- 
ina  to  serve  persons  In  rural  areas.  Including  projects  sponsored 
by  and  for  the  benefit  of  nonprofit  corporations  and  cooperative 
aaBOdatlons." 

Mr.  BURJCE  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  joint  resolution  ^H.  J.  Res.  544)  making 
appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1941.  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

On  page  25,  line  18.  of  the  committee  amendment,  after  ths  words 
"and  are  American  citizens',  to  Insert  the  following  proviso: 

"ProrJded,  That  the  fact  that  a  person  is  entitled  to,  or  has  re- 
ceived, cither  adjusted-service  bonds  or  a  Tieazury  check.  In  pay- 
ment of  an  adju.sted-compensation  certificate,  or  has  an  Insurance 
policy  with  the  United  Slates  Government,  thall  not  be  considered 
in  determining  actual  need  of  such  employment." 

ADDRESS   BY   THE    PRESIDENT   AT   CHARLOTTESVILLE,   VA. 

[Mr.  Barkley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  the  address  delivered  by  the  President  of  the 


United  States  on  Monday,  June  10,  1940.  at  Charlottesville, 
Va.,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

EDITORIAL  COMMENTS  ON  PRESIDENT'S  ADDRESS  AT  CHARLOTTESVILLE 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  editorial  comments  upon  the  address  of  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  on  June  10,  1940,  at  Charlottes- 
ville, Va.,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  MALONEY  AT  CONNECXICtTT  DEMOCRATIC  STATE 

CONVENTION 

[Mr.  Maloney  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  him  at  the  Democratic 
State  convention  in  Hartford,  Conn.,  on  June  3,  1940.  in  ac- 
cepting the  nomination  as  candidate  for  reelection  to  the 
United  States  Senate,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  RICHARD  JOYCE  SMITH  NOMIlf ATINO  SENATOR  MALOKET 

FOR    REELECTION 

[Mr.  Walsh  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Richard  Joyce  Smith  in 
nominating  Senator  Maloney  for  reelection  at  the  Democratic 
State  convention  in  Connecticut,  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

AID  TO  THE  ALLIES ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  PEPPEB 

[Mr.  MntTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  Senator  Pepper  on 
June  9. 1940.  on  the  subject  of  aid  to  the  Allies,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.! 

SALE  Of  SUPPLIES  TO  ALLIES — ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  HTNDBEH 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Senator  Lun- 
DEEN  on  June  9,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

post-war  WRITERS  AND  PRE-WAR  READERS — ADDRESS  BY  ARCHIBALD 

MAC   LEISH 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Hon.  Archibald  MacLeish 
before  the  American  Association  for  Adult  Education  on  the 
subject  Post- War  Writers  and  Pre- War  Readers,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  HON.  J.  REUBEN  CLARK,  JR.,  ON  WHY  I  AM  AN  AMERICAlf 

( Mr.  King  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  tho 
RECORD  a  radio  address  delivered  by  Hon.  J.  Reuben  Clark,  Jr., 
on  the  subject  Why  I  Am  An  American,  at  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  on  May  29,  1940,  wliich  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY   M.   NEY   WILLIAMS   AT   inNDS  COUNTY    (MISS.)    DEMO- 
CRATIC CONVENTION 

[Mr.  Bilbo  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  an  address  delivered  by  M.  Ney  Williams  on  June  4, 
1940,  at  the  Hinds  County.  Miss.,  Democratic  Convention, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

"AN  APPEAL  TO  THE  CONSCIENCE  OF  AMERICA" — ARTICLE  BY  THOMAS 

E.  BURKE 

[Mr.  Atjstin  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  Thomas  E.  Burke  entitled  "An  Appeal 
to  the  Ccnscience  of  America,"  published  in  the  Journeymen 
Plumbers  and  Steamfitters  Journal  of  June  1940,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

WANTliD:    A  MILITARY  POLICY ARTICLE  BY  MAJ.  GEORGE  FIELDING 

ELIOT 

[Mr.  Lodge  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Recoiid  an  article  by  Maj.  George  Fielding  Eliot  entitled 
•Wanted— A  Military  Policy,"  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

FARM    LEGISLATION EDITORIAL    FROM    MONTANA    FARMERS    UNIOH 

NEWS 

[Mr.  Wheeler  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  in  reference  to  proposed  farm  legisla- 
tion, published  in  the  Montana  Farmers  Union  News  of  the 
issue  of  May  22,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

"FIXING  THE  BLAME" — EDITORIAL   BY  DAVID  LAWRENCE 

[Mr.  ToBEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  by  David  Lawrence,  published  in  the  June 
14  number  of  the  United  States  News,  entitled  "Fixing  the 
Biame,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 
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IDITORUL    ««rCTBNCM   TO    OrATH   OF   DR.    «OB«T    «UB8A    MOTOH 

I  Mr.  Mead  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Rbcou  three  editorials  commenting  upon  the  death  of  Dr. 
Robert  Russa  Mcton.  who  succeeded  Booker  T.  Washington 
as  president  of  Tui>kegec  Institute,  which  appear  In  the 

Appendix.  ] 

ACHIEVEMENTS  OF  F.  B.  L — LETTER  BY  PAUL  S.  ANDRrWS 

[Mr.  Reyholbs  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  a  letter  addressed  to  the  editor  of  the  New 
York  Times  by  Mr.  Paul  8.  Andrews,  of  Syracuse  University, 
under  the  heading  "Achievements  of  P.  B.  I.— Americans 
found  to  owe  debt  of  gratitude  to  Biu^au."  which  appears 
.  in  the  Appendix.] 

ACQxnsrnoN  of  island  otjtposts 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Wilmington  Morning  Star, 
of  Wilmington,  N.  C,  of  Saturday,  June  8,  1940.  under  the 
heading  "These  outposts  needed,"  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

MESSAGE   FROM   THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
,  Chaffee, 'one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9209)  making  appropriations 
for  the  Military  Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  194^  and  for  other  purposes;  that  the  House  re- 
ceded from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ate Nos.  3.  36.  80.  90.  97.  and  108  to  the  biU,  and  severally 
concurred  therein:  that  the  House  receded  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  19,  21,  38. 
67,  79,  120.  121,  122,  123,  124.  125,  and  126  to  the  biU,  and 
concurred  therein,  severally  with  an  amendment,  in  which 
it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate:  that  the  House 
receded  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  No.  117  to  the  bill,  and  concurred  therein,  with 
amendments,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate,  and  that  the  House  insisted  upon  its  disagreement 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  78  and  119  to  the  bill. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills  and  joint  resolution,  in  which  it  requested 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

H.  R.  9907.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  recording  and  releas- 
ing of  liens  by  entries  on  certificates  of  title  for  motor 
vehicles  and  trailers,  and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R  10011.  An  act  to  prohibit  the  sale  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  of  products  of  convict  labor;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  559.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  a  reduction  in 
the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances 
made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States  of 
America  through  the  Public  Works  Administration. 

ENROLLED   BILLS   SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
^.^afOxed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they 
wwe  signed  by  the  Vice  President : 

8. 163.  An  act  directing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
Issue  to  Albert  W.  Gabbey  a  patent  to  certain  lands  in  the 
State  of  Wyoming; 

8.505  An  act  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  summon  Sam  Alexander  before  an  Army  retiring 
board,  and  for  other  purposes: 

S.  897.  Aij  act  to  correct  the  military  record  of  Walter 
Ballhaus; 

S.  1326.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Janet  Hendel,  nee  Judith 
Shapiro: 

S.  1328.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lena  Hendel,  nee  Lena 
Goldberg; 

S.  1608.  An  act  to  repeal  the  provisions  of  Private  Law  No. 
347,  Seventy-flrst  Congress,  pertaining  to  Victoria  Kessel; 

S.  1635.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Acme  Die-Casting 
Corporation; 

S.  1638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thermal  Syndicate.  Ltd.; 

8. 1678.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  B.  Chrystal; 


S.  1977.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  A.  Parrell: 

8. 2209.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earlc  Embrey; 

8.  2250.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  F.  Tondrc; 

S.  2295.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  to  reappoint  and 
honorably  discharge  David  J.  Sawyer,  second  lieutenant.  Na- 
tional Army,  as  of  May  11,  1919; 

S.  2735.  An  act  authorizing  the  issuance  to  Orvllle  Wright 
of  honorary  aircraft  pilot's  certificate  No.  1; 

S.  3009.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  to  present  the 
Navy  Cross  to  Capt.  Prank  N.  Roberts,  United  States  Army; 

S.  3038.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  advancement  of  John 
L.  Hines  on  the  retired  list  of  the  Army; 

S.  3044.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nadine  Sanders; 

S.  3061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andrew  Olson; 

S.  3095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Huston ; 

S.  3245.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria  Teresa  Valdes 
Thompson; 

S.  3306.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roy  P.  Lassly.  former  Act- 
ing Chief  Ehsbursing  Clerk.  Department  of  the  Interior; 

S.  3337.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lewis  State  Bank,  of 
Tallahassee,  Fla.; 

S.  3338.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alice  C.  Wainwright: 

S.  3673.  An  act  to  enable  Kurt  Frings  to  enter  and  remain 
permanently  in  the  United  States; 

S.  3887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laura  Trice  Converse:  and 

H.  R.  6446.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  au- 
thorize the  city  of  Pierre.  S.  Dak.,  to  construct,  equip,  main- 
tain, and  operate  on  Farm  Island,  S.  Dak.,  certain  amuse- 
ment and  recreational  facilities:  to  charge  for  the  use 
thereof;  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  August  16,  1937. 

HOUSE    BILLS    AND    JOINT    RESOLUTION    REFERRED 

The  following  bills  and  joint  resolution  were  severally  read 
twice  by  their  titles  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia: 

H.  R.  9907.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  recording  and  releas- 
ing of  liens  by  entries  on  certificates  of  title  for  motor  ve- 
hicles and  trailers,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  10011.  An  act  to  prohibit  the  sale  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  of  products  of  convict  labor;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  559.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  a  reduction  In 
the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances 
made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States  of 
America  through  the  Public  Works  Administration. 

EXPEDITION   IN   STRENGTHENING   THE   NATIONAL   DEFENSE 

The  Senate  restuned  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4025) 
to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  LeeI  has  given  the  Chair  notice  that  he  would  like  to 
address  the  Senate:  and  the  Chair  recognizes  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  on  jresterday  the  State  Demo- 
cratic Convention  of  Oklahoma  met  and  passed  a  resolution 
endorsing  by  a  vote  of  160  to  41  the  policy  of  giving  material 
aid — not  men — ^to  the  Allies.  They  also  passed  a  resolution 
instructing  the  delegation  for  Mr.  Roosevelt, 

Mr.  President,  we  heard  President  Roosevelt's  speech  last 
night  calling  for  full  steam  ahead.  The  skipper  of  the  old 
ship  of  state  has  called  upon  the  crew  for  full  speed  ahead. 
We  are  taking  some  steps  toward  national  defense,  but  not 
enough:  not  as  much  as  we  can.  We  are  not  mobilizing 
oiu*  industrial  resources  fast  enough.  Our  race  is  against 
time.  Our  goal  is  to  place  our  country  in  a  state  of  prepared- 
ness. It  Is  now  6:30  in  the  evening,  and  the  chores  are  not 
done,  and  the  night  comcth  when  no  man  can  work,  as  it 
has  come  to  England,  as  it  has  come  to  France.  They  had 
warnings.    They  Ignored  the  warnings  of  persons  who  knew. 

Adolf  Hitler  did  an  amazing  thing.  He  drew  up  a  blue- 
print map  of  his  plans  and  gave  it  to  the  world.  It  was  so 
Incredible  that  the  world  dii^counted  It.  To  several  close 
associates  and  friends  of  his  he  stated  exactly  what  he 
planned  to  do,  and  up  to  this  good  hour  he  has  carried  out 
his  plans.    He  has  fulfilled  every  one  of  his  predictions. 

I  wish  to  read  at  th's  point  a  story  reported  by  Harlan 
Miller  in  his  column  of  yesterday  in  the  Washington  Post, 
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In  which  he  tells  a  story  which  was  given  by  Herman 
Rauschning.  We  might  discount  It  except  for  the  fact  that 
Herman  Rauschning  Is  the  same  one  who  reported  lAf. 
Hitler  as  saying  that  his  troops  would  suddenly  appear  "in 
the  streets  of  their  capitals."  Speaking  in  the  first  person, 
he  said: 

My  troopn  will  appear  in  the  streets  of  their  capitals  suddenly, 
and  they  will  be  fully  \uilformed  and  armed,  and  no  one  will  stop 
tliem. 

Did  not  that  happen  actually  and  literally  In  the  streets 
of  Denmark  and  in  the  streets  of  Norway?  And  did  not  the 
"fifth  column"  prepare  the  way  for  his  troops?  Never  before 
has  anyone  so  coordinated  an  operation  from  within  with  an 
operation  from  without  as  Hitler  has. 

The  story  goes  that  this  expression  "fifth  column"  came 
from  General  Fianco.  When  he  was  referring  to  the  siege 
of  Madrid,  he  said: 

I  have  four  columns  on  the  outside  and  one  column  working  on 
the  inside. 

Not  only  that;  when  someone  questioned  Mr.  Hitler  about 
what  his  generals  thought  of  war.  he  flauntingly  said: 

Generals!  Pshaw — generals!  I  do  not  foUcw  them.  They  obey 
my  orders  because  generals  want  to  fight  on  the  field  of  honor  like 
knights  of  old,  but  I  will  use  all  methods  that  will  carry  out  my 
plans,  and  my  troops  will  suddenly  appear  In  the  streets  of  their 
capitals. 

Let  us  see  what  this  same  Herman  Rauschning  said  with 
respect  to  Hitler's  plans  concerning  South  America.    I  read : 

ADOLF  DREAMS  ON  HIS  TERRACE 

One  summer  evening,  sitting  on  the  terrace  of  his  mcxmtaln  hide- 
out. Adolf  Hitler  conquered  South  America. 

His  schemes  are  significant,  in  view  of  the  current  alarm  about 
our  exposed  flank  to  the  south,  sending  of  cruisers,  talk  of  landing 
marines  at  Natal,  in  Brazil,  and  the  leasing  of  air  bases  to  the  south. 

The  story  Is  told  In  The  Voice  of  Destruction  by  Herman  Rau- 
schning, who  was  a  member  of  the  Reichstag,  a  friend  of  Hitler, 
and  who  was  on  the  terrace  the  evening  Hitler  took  Brazil.  It  was 
after  dinner  Hitler  had  been  questioning  a  trusted  leader  of  the 
Bturmabtellung  Just  back  from  South  America. 

"We  shall  create  a  new  Germany  there."  he  cried  with  the  excite- 
ment he  often  feels  at  such  moments. 

'We  shall  find  everything  we  need  there."  There,  he  exclaimed, 
was  a  "corrupt  mestizo  state"  which  by  revolution  could — this  was 
In  1933— be  transformed  into  a  German  dominion  in  a  few  years. 

His  scheme  was  to  woo  the  Latin  aristocrats  while  inciting  the 
peons  to  rebel  agninst  them. 

Here  In  Washingtcn  these  schemes  of  Hitler  are  vividly  in  the 
minds  of  State.  War.  and  Navy  ofBcials.  and  of  Latin-American 
diplomats,  as  they  focus  now  on  the  Trojan  horse  south  of  the  Rio 
Grande  and  south  of  the  Canal. 

"Besides,  we  have  a  right  to  that  continent,"  Hitler  went  on. 
"for  the  Fuggcrs  and  Welsers  had  possessions  there.  The  time  has 
pa.<;sed  for  us  to  give  place  to  Spain  and  Portugal." 

The  Fuggers  were  a  wealthy  German  family  which  helpyed  pillage 
South  America  300  years  ago. 

With  the  United  States.  Hitler  asserted  confidently,  the  Latin 
Americans  were  fed  up:  "They  knew  they  were  being  exploited  by 
them,  and  had  nothing  to  expect  from  them  for  the  development  of 
their  country." 

But  If  they  weren't  sure  of  this.  Hitler  was  ready  to  help  them 
realize  It.  bv  sending  over  energetic,  unscrupulous  representatives  of 
overseas  Oermanhood. 

"Our  conqulstadores,  my  dear  Von  P  ,"  he  said,  "have  a  more  dlffl- 
cult  task  than  the  original  ones,  and  for  this  reason  they  have  more 
dlfllcult  weapons." 

•We  hhall  make  them  a  Rift:  our  philosophy,"  said  Hitler.  "If 
ever  there  Is  a  place  where  democracy  Is  senaeless  and  suicidal,  it  is 
In  South  America.  They  must  be  enabled  to  throw  both  their 
llbenlism  and  Ihelr  democrncy  overboard." 

"But  we  must  send  our  people  out  to  them."  Hitler  said,  and  wh«n 
he  says  something  like  that  it's  jotted  down  on  the  cuff  as  an 
order.  "Our  youth  must  learn  to  colonize  •  •  •.  Audacious  youth 
Is  what  we  want.  Tliey  need  not  go  Into  the  Jungle,  either,  to  clear 
the  ground.  What  we  want  are  people  In  good  (South  American) 
Eoclcty ." 

Von  P.,  a  pioneer  of  the  Nazi  propaganda  In  South  America, 
demurred.  He  felt  that  good  society  was  not  a  good  bet  for  propa- 
ganda. He  thought  "we  should  attain  our  purpose  more  quickly 
by  making  use  of  other  classes,  such  as  the  Indlos  and  the  mestizos." 
"Both,  my  dear  von  P.."  Hitler  interrupted  Impatiently.  "We 
require  two  movements  abroad!  a  loyal  and  a  revolutionary  one.  Do 
you  think  that  so  difficult?  I  think  we  have  proved  that  we  are 
capable  of  it.     We  should  not  be  here  otherwise." 

In  other  words.  Hitlers  scheme  for  South  America  is  to  stuff  Nazi 
"fifth  columnists"  and  agitators  Ixath  into  the  government  groups 
and  into  the  revolutionists  in  South  America;  to  get  "loyalist"  Nazis 
Into  the  high  places  and  "revolutionary"  "Nazis  Into  the  masses. 


Hitler  decr««J  that  along  with  Brarll.  both  Argentina  apd  Bolivia 
were  in  "the  first  line  of  Nazi  interest."  He  propounded  ideas  later 
realised  by  Bohle  on  the  one  hand  and  Rlbbentrop  on  the  other,  m 
two  mutually  antagonistic  onslaughU  of  propaganda," 

A  year  later  Hitler  turned  his  attention  actively  to  Mexico.  That 
was  In  1934.  so  the  NazU  have  had  6  years  to  work  on  the  Mexicans. 
•  •  •  By  this  time  Adolf  Hitler  must  be  closer  to  reclaiming  the 
heritage  of  the  Puggers  and  making  the  Latins  a  gift  oX  his  phi- 
losophy. 

Mr.  President,  this  should  give  us  some  indication  of  the 
diabolical  scheme  of  this  man  who  is  dreaming  of  world 
domination.  He  is  too  shrewd  to  overlook  the  chance  which 
would  be  his  If  once  he  had  in  his  possession  the  Allied 
fleets,  and  that  is  also  a  part  of  his  plan. 

He  has  smarted  under  the  fact  that  Germany  has  every- 
thing except  a  fleet.  Germany  has  superiority  In  the  air, 
Germany  has  superiority  on  the  land,  but  C3termany  does  not 
have  superiority  on  the  seas.  Do  not  think  a  man  with 
Hitler's  insatiable  lust  for  power  would  not  smart  under  that 
lack  of  power.  Do  not  think  he  would  not  lay  his  plans  to 
seize  the  fleets  of  the  Allies. 

I  know  we  were  somewhat  encouraged  when  Prime  Min- 
ister Churchill  announced  that  England  would  never  sur- 
render her  fleets,  but  life  Is  sweet,  sometimes  at  any  cost, 
even  when  the  alternative  Is  bondage  and  subjugation,  and 
if  when  the  blitzkrieg  strikes  the  British  Isles  the  Germans 
give  the  British  a  taste  of  what  total  war  means,  and  the 
British  see  their  people  subjected  to  the  horrors  of  modern 
warfare,  and  they  are  tempted  with  the  chance  of  purchas- 
ing sweet  life  by  the  surrender  of  their  Navy,  they  will  say 
to  themselves,  "What  good  will  the  Navy  do  us  if  all  of  our 
people  are  destroyed,  if  England  is  gone?" 

Do  not  think  that  Hitler  Is  not  wise  enough  to  know  that 
If  he  puts  the  pressure  on  England  strong  enough,  if  he 
makes  the  alternative  horrible  enough.  Britain  will  yield 
control  of  the  Navy  In  return  for  life,  even  though  it  means 
subjugation. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 
Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Why  does  the  Senator  say  that?  Does 
he  know  what  the  British  are  going  to  do?  He  sasrs  the 
British  are  going  to  surrender  their  fleet,  as  I  understand. 
Mr.  LEE.  I  win  amend  that,  and  I  thank  the  Senator, 
because  I  do  not  want  to  make  the  statement  that  strong. 
I  will  amend  it  by  saying  that  they  might  surrender  their 
Navy  In  return  for  a  promise  that  the  lives  of  their  people 
be  spared. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  It  might  interest  the  Senator  to  know 
that  the  report  is  in  circulation  that  the  British  Fleet  has 
just  sunk  20  Italian  ships.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not 
that  Is  accurate.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  are  merchant 
ships  or  warships.  I  hope  they  are  both. 
Mr.  LEE.    I  hope  they  are  all  warships. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  LEE,  I  will  make  a  brief  rejoinder  to  the  statement 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas,  then  I  will  yield. 

We  would  not  have  thought  a  month  ago  that  King  Leo- 
pold would  have  surrendered  under  the  circumstances  under 
which  he  did  surrender, 
Mr.  CONNALLY,    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  King  Leopold  had  certain  family  con- 
nections, and  there  were  matters  of  that  kind  which  might 
have  unduly  influenced  him.  But  I  am  willing  to  accem  the 
assurances  of  Mr.  Churchill,  who  says  that  the  British  will 
never  surrender  their  fleet,  that  before  they  will  surrender 
their  fleet  they  will  bring  it  to  Canada  and  establish  the 
government  there.  I  admire  the  courage  and  the  fortitude 
and  the  forthrightness  of  Mr,  Churchill.  The  minute  the 
British  Empire  surrenders  its  fleet  there  will  no  longer  be  a 
British  Empire,  and  they  know  it:  and  they  will  not  sur- 
render their  fleet, 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa yield? 
Mr.  LEK    I  yield. 
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Mr.  KING.  Let  me  say  to  my  able  friend  from  Oklahoma 
that  undoubtedly  if  the  AlUes  should  be  defeated.  Hitler— 
with  the  one  who  is  now  his  associate,  whom  the  people 
can  Mussolini,  though  some  give  him  a  proper  title— wiU 
demand  the  surrender  not  only  of  the  French  Heet  but  of  the 
English  Fleet.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  HiUer  will  not  be  so 
successful,  and  that  if  his  demands  are  made,  they  will  be 
resisted,  as  they  wUl  be.  and  that  in  the  end  democracy  shall 
triumph  against  the  dictatorial  authority  which  seeks  to 
subjugate  the  world  and  impoee  its  philosoiAy  upon  demo- 
cratic nations. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President.  I  certainly  subscribe  to  that,  and 
I  do  not  find  myself  in  disagreement  with  the  Senator  from 
Texas.  I  am  merely  pointing  out  the  possibilities  and  the 
thin  thread  on  which  we  base  our  hope,  which  is  nothing 
more  than  the  reaction  of  human  beings.  I  am  pointing  out 
a  possibility  which  could  easUy  become  a  reality.  I  myself 
could  not  sit  in  judgment  on  the  British  Government  if,  in 
return  for  the  lives  of  the  British  people,  they  were  forced  to 
surrender  the  British  Fleet. 
Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  I  do  not  often  speak,  but  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  a  question.  I  ask  him 
whether  he  does  not  believe  that  we  are  doing  and  will  con- 
tinue to  do  what  we  can  to  aid  the  Allies.  Does  he  not 
believe  that  we  are  engaged  in  a  program  of  preparedness, 
doing  everything  we  can  do?  Does  he  not  believe — and  I 
speak  because  I  have  sons,  and  many  of  us  have  sons — that 
the  sooner  we  get  to  a  vote  the  sooner  will  we  assure  our- 
selves that  our  boys  will  not  go  into  the  trenches?  While 
I  have  listened  to  the  debate  for  days,  and  I  am  listening  to 
It  now.  I  believe  that  there  comes  a  time  when  we  should 
endeavor  to  get  down  to  a  vote.  We  have  the  votes.  L£t 
us  go  ahead  and  vote. 
Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  able  Senator  from 
Wyoming  Intends  to  apply  his  remark  as  a  criticism  of  the 
fine  position  occupied  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma.  Of 
course,  we  will  vote  not  only  for  the  bill  now  pending  but  for 
whatever  is  necessary  to  prepare  the  United  States  immedi- 
ately to  resist  the  demands  of  Mr.  Hitler,  or  of  any  organiza- 
tion or  association.  But  there  is  no  reason  whatever  why 
Senators  should  not  rise  and  expose  the  perfidy  of  Hitler 
and  Mussolini,  and  the  ruthless,  not  to  say  cowardly,  and 
diabolical  methods  they  are  adopting  to  destroy  democratic 
nations,  and  to  kill  millions  of  human  beings. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  thank  the  able  Senator  from  Utah.  I  am  not 
delaying  the  Senate.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  I  am  holding  up  any  of  the  defense  program 
which  could  be  gotten  through  any  faster.  We  have  done 
our  part  in  passing  appropriations,  and  I  certainly  would  not 
speak  at  the  expense  of  time.  I  am  merely  pointing  out  that 
time  is  of  the  essence,  and  we  are  not  doing  all  we  can.  If 
we  were  suddenly  placed  in  the  same  position  which  con- 
fronts England.  I  know  we  could  speed  up  our  defense  and 
do  sever alf old  more  than  is  now  being  done. 

In  that  regard.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  urge  that  we 
immediately  make  an  appropriation  of  $50,000,000  or  more 
with  which  to  purchase  surplus  commodities  in  this  country 
and  give  them  to  the  refugees  who  are  now  a  burden  upon 
the  Allies.  I  believe  such  a  resolution  should  give  wide 
powers  to  the  President.  I  believe  we  should  turn  that 
money  over  to  the  President,  with  wide  power  to  purchase 
surplus  commodities  in  this  country  and  give  them  to  the 
refugees.  We  should  give  the  President  wide  powers  because 
it  might  be  necessary  to  handle  some  of  these  commodities 
through  the  temporary  governments  of  the  refugee  countries; 
also  it  might  be  necessary  to  handle  these  commodities 
through  the  governments  of  the  Allies  upon  whom  the  bur- 
den has  fallen  of  supporting  this  army  of  refugees. 

Mr.  President,  we  do  not  see  the  heartbreaking  stream 
of  refugees  moving  toward  Germanj*.  They  are  all  going  the 
other  way.,  in  order  to  get  away  from  the  "scourge  of  Eiurope." 


This  army  of  refugees  constitutes  a  heavy  burden  upon  the 
Allies,  and  within  the  limits  of  law  and  in  keeping  with 
America's  tradition  we  certainly  could  help  them  by  giving 
to  them  surpluses  that  are  weighing  on  our  own  markets. 

By  the  same  act  we  would  be  helping  the  farmers  in 
America.  We  would  take  surpluses  that  are  embarrassing 
tx>  us  and  put  them  where  they  were  most  needed-  Not 
only  would  it  be  an  act  of  love  and  charity,  not  only  would 
it  help  the  poor  who  are  so  helpless  now.  but  it  would  lift 
a  heavy  Imrden  from  the  Allies,  and  release  more  of  their 
strength'  to  be  used  against  the  common  enemy.  I  believe 
we  should  do  that  immediately. 

Mr.  President,  the  chances  of  war  for  America  increase 
with  every  Allied  soldier  who  falls.  Therefore,  as  I  see  it, 
our  chances  of  escaping  war  are  increased  in  direct  ratio 
with  the  increased  strength  of  the  Allies.  Therefore,  by 
America  feeding  and  clothing  the  army  of  refugees  the 
AlUes  will  be  better  able  to  feed  and  arm  their  own  army. 

Mr.  President,  if  the  time  should  come  when  the  Union 
Jack  should  be  hauled  down  from  the  masthead  of  the 
British  Fleet,  and  the  Nazi  swastika  raised  in  its  place,  It 
would  be  a  dark  day  so  far  as  America  is  concerned,  be- 
cause war  would  be  that  much  closer  to  us.  In  direct  ratio 
as  the  Germans  drive  toward  the  citadels  of  democracy 
in  France,  in  that  direct  ratio  is  the  distance  between  war 
and  America  shortened. 

I  favor  peace,  and  I  am  willing  to  do  something  about  it. 
There  are  those  who  would  try  to  make  the  United  States 
believe  that  we  can  have  peace  by  doing  nothing,  when  war 
is  coming  toward  us.  The  only  champion  of  peace  who 
seems  to  be  to  be  realist  enough  to  be  effective  is  one  who 
would  do  all  he  could  to  stop  war  in  its  approach  upon 
this  country.  The  further  the  Allied  line  is  driven  back 
the  closer  war  comes  to  America. 

Mr.  President,  the  Allies  held  the  enemy  at  bay  in  1917. 
America  has  not  changed  its  ideals  since  we  fought  in 
1917.  There  are  those  who  try  to  make  people  believe 
that  America  was  played  for  a  sucker  in  1917.  I  do  not 
subscribe  to  that.  The  moral  revulsion  that  swept  over 
America  was  caused  by  resentment  and  anger  that  some 
were  allowed  to  profiteer  cut  of  a  war  when  men  were 
dying  for  ideals.  I  serve  notice,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
Gcd  help  the  profiteer  if  America  should  ever  enter  war, 
so  long  as  I  am  in  oflBcial  position,  so  far  as  I  can  do  any- 
thing to  prevent  profiteering,  and  to  recover  excess  profits 
resulting  from  war.  If  I  interpret  correctly  the  expressions 
of  other  Members  of  this  body  and  Members  of  the  House, 
war  profiteering  will  not  be  tolerated. 

TTie  moral  revulsion  which  swept  over  America  was  not 
a  revulsion  against  the  ideals  of  1917.  but  it  was  a  revulsion 
against  the  unholy  profits  which  some  persons  realized  from 
the  World  War. 

War  does  not  create  wealth.  It  destroys  wealth.  When 
some  persons  profiteer  others  must  pay  a  double  price. 
That  was  what  caused  the  moral  revulsion  in  1917.  We 
may  have  to  revise  the  practical  application  of  our  idealism. 
We  may  have  decided  to  limit  the  application  of  it  to  the 
western  world,  and  I  believe  that  represents  the  belief  in 
our  country,  but  that  does  not  change  our  belief  that  man 
was  not  made  to  be  enslaved,  that  his  wrists  were  not  made 
for  shackles,  that  his  ankles  were  not  made  for  chains. 
We  still  believe  that.  So  far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  In- 
tend to  uirfiold  this  ideal  of  liberty  In  our  part  of  the 
world. 

We  intend  to  continue  support  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine, 
but  in  order  to  do  that  we  must  be  practical  and  be  realists. 
We  see  danger  approaching.  We  know  we  can  lessen  that 
danger  by  sending  aid  to  the  Allies.  What  is  one  airplane 
worth  if  it  remains  in  the  shed  in  America?  What  is  the 
enemy  that  threatens  our  peace  and  liberty?  There  is  but 
one,  and  that  enemy  is  despotism  as  it  is  moving  toward 
America.  What  good  will  that  stored  warplane  do?  What 
good  will  it  do  America  if  it  remains  in  storage?  If  Herr 
Hitler  and  Signor  Mussolini  should  break  through  the  Allied 
line,  how  effective  would  such  an  airplane  be?    It  would  not 
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be  effective  enough.  But  If  that  airplane  now  were  added  to 
the  planes  which  are  l)elng  used  in  the  war  against  despotism 
It  would  he  equal  to  five  planes  if  the  enemy  broke  through 
the  Allied  line  and  if  it  would  be  necessary  for  us  to  use  that 
plane  over  here  In  fighting  the  battle  alone.  For  every  plane 
that  falls  out  of  the  sky  over  there  danger  comes  that  much 
closer  to  the  youth  of  America.  I  want  to  stop  that  danger 
over  there. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  gallant  French 
will  be  able  this  time  to  stop  the  onrush  of  the  German 
machine  at  the  Marne.  They  did  before,  but  now  a  different 
kind  of  warfare  is  being  waged.  In  the  previous  war  the 
Germans  had  begun  their  final  push;  they  had  put  on  their 
dress  helmets  and  were  marching  toward  Paris.  Paris  was 
the  objective.  But  at  the  Marne  a  slogan  was  bom.  No  one 
invented  that  slogan.  It  came  from  no  one  knows  where. 
That  slogan  was.  "They  shall  not  pass."  "lis  ne  passeront 
pas"— They  shall  not  pass.  Taxi  drivers  got  into  their  cabs 
and  drove  them  out  to  the  line  of  battle,  in  order  to  increase 
the  barricades,  and  old  men  with  feeble  arms  and  dim  eyes 
went  out  to  help. 

"Us  ne  passeront  pas" — They  shall  not  pass.  It  rattled 
in  the  throats  of  the  dying.  It  was  written  on  the  faces  of 
the  dead.  It  was  shouted  by  the  living.  And  the  enemy  did 
not  pass. 

Mr.  President,  the  French  held  the  enemy  then,  but  tcday 
every  time  a  French  75  is  silenced  there  is  one  less  g\m  to 
speak  for  democracy. 

America,  let  us  hasten!  We  are  doing  something,  but  it 
Is  not  enough.  Let  us  send  food  and  clothes;  let  us  hurry 
these  supplies  to  the  5,000.000  refugees.  Let  us  get  them 
over  there  and  take  that  load  off  the  shoulders  of  the  Allies, 
who  are  holding  back  the  enemy. 

The  dictators  are  looking  with  hungry  eyes  toward 
America. 

Mr.  President,  already  Hitler  sees  world  domination.  He 
knows  where  the  greatest  store  of  gold  is.  He  knows  where 
the  "mother  lode"  is.  It  is  buried  in  Kentucky.  If  he  can 
tap  that  gold  mine,  then  with  that  gold  he  can  conquer  the 
world.    Do  not  think  he  has  not  thought  about  it. 

Let  us  rush  food  to  the  Allies  to  feed  the  refugees.  Let  us 
rush  all  material  aid  possible  to  the  Allies.  Let  us  put  every 
factory  on  a  24-hour  basis  and  speed  up.  Let  us  divert  all 
possible  funds  away  from  W.  P.  A.  and  put  them  toward 
defense  measures,  building  military  highways,  so  we  can 
rapidly  transport  om-  Army  from  one  side  of  the  country 
to  the  other.  Let  us  put  men  to  work  digging  another 
Panama  Canal.  Let  us  put  men  to  work  building  under- 
ground storage  bases  and  depots  for  our  supplies.  Let  us  put 
men  to  work  building  permanent  military  barracks.  Let  us 
swing  Yankee  Ingenuity  into  high  gear, 
I  thank  the  Senate. 
Mr.  WILEY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.   DANAHER.    Mr.   President,   will  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Yesterday  I  sent  an  amendment  to  the 
desk  and  asked  that  it  lie  on  the  table.  I  have  since  dis- 
cussed the  amendment  with  the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr. 
Sheppard],  in  charge  of  the  pending  bill.  Yesterday  he 
introduced  a  series  of  amendments,  most  of  which  he  in- 
tended to  offer  today.  Technically,  his  amendment  No.  4 
is  the  pending  order.  The  Senator  from  Texas  has  assured 
me  of  his  willingness  to  withdraw  the  pending  amendment 
in  order  that  I  may  make  my  amendment  the  pending 
business. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  withdraw  the  pending  amendment 
temporarily  in  order  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  may 
offer  his  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 

ordered. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  pending  bill,  on  page  2,  In  Une  2,  before  the  word 
"supplies",  to  insert  the  word  "critlcar.  and  on  page  2,  line 
,    6,  before  the  word  "supplies",  to  Insert  the  word  "crlUcal." 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  the  amendment  in 
writing? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  The  amendment  will  be  submitted  In 
writing  instantly. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.    On  page  2,  line  2.  hetore  the  word 
"supplies",  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  word  "critical",  and 
in  line  5,  before  the  word  "supplies",  to  insert  the  woid 
"critical." 
Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President.  wlH  the  Senator  srleld? 
Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  What  is  the  purpose  of  the  amendment?  Is 
It  to  characterize  the  quality,  nature,  or  purpose  of  the  sup- 
plies to  which  reference  is  made? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin will  yield  to  me  for  a  moment,  I  shall  be  happy  to 
explain  the  amendment  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  In  the  War  Department  there  are  sev- 
eral classes  of  supplies.  Very  definitely  there  is  a  category 
called  critical  supplies,  those  necessary  for  our  defense,  for 
the  equipment  of  our  Army,  and  for  the  continuation  of  its 
services,  whether  in  peace  or  in  wartime,  which  supplies  are 
not  normally  made  by  peacetime  industry. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  is  a  list  of  supplies  called  non- 
critical  supplies,  which  can  be  procured  at  almost  any  time, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  industry  commonly  manufactures 
such  articles  and  supplies  for  normal  peacetime  uses.  There- 
fore, let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  if  the  United 
States  Government  is  to  be  authorized  to  manufacture,  we 
ought,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  somehow  to  apply  the  dis- 
tinction between  the  legitimate  and  proper  field  for  its  en- 
deavor and  the  production  of  supplies  which  normally  can  be 
procured  elsewhere. 

Does  that  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  KING.  I  was  wondering  whether  or  not  there  Is  any- 
thing in  the  bill  itself  which  would  properly  define  what  are 
critical  and  what  are  noncritical  supplies,  or  whether  the 
determination  of  what  is  critical  and  what  Is  noncritical  is 
left  to  the  unbounded  discretion  of  some  Federal  officer. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  There  is  nothing  in  the  bill  itself  de- 
fining what  are  critical  and  what  are  noncritical  supplies;  but 
the  War  Department's  classification  is  of  long  standing,  and 
the  list  is  thoroughly  understood.  I  have  no  doubt  that  In 
due  course,  when  the  amendment  now  pending  comes  up  for 
discussion,  the  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Sheppard]  can  give 
the  Senator  from  Utah  complete  information  on  the  cate- 
gories of  supplies  comprehended  by  these  terms. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  provision  which  the  Senator  seeks  to 
amend  is  much  broader  than  merely  the  manufacture  of  such 
things.  It  provides  for  their  storage.  Why  does  the  Senator 
want  to  limit  the  storage  of  supplies  to  critical  supplies?  The 
Government  should  be  in  a  position  to  store  and  maintain  all 
Its  supplies.  The  language  in  both  places  contemplates  the 
maintenance,  preservation,  and  storage  of  all  supplies;  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  Senator's  amendment  would  limit 
those  activities  to  critical  supplies,  without  providing  for  other 
supplies  which  are  important. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  we  can  adequately  and  properly  frame 
and  narrow  the  issue  as  to  where  the  line  shall  be  drawn. 

I  do  not  wish  further  to  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  but  in  due  course  I  shall  explain  exactly  the 
principle  involved. 
I  thank  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  we  have  heard  much  of  late 
in  this  body  on  the  subject  of  preparedness.  One  phase  of 
that  subject  relates  to  the  commonly  accepted  term  "pre- 
I>aredness"  as  applied  to  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air 
Corps.  In  the  last  issue  of  the  United  States  News,  dated 
June  14.  1940,  David  Lawrence  has  a  very  thought-provoking 
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editorial  on  the  subject  Fixing  the  Blame.    I  ask  that  it  be 
incorporated  In  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  editorial  is  as  follows: 

JFrom  the  United  States  News  of  June  14.  1940] 

I  FXZINO    THE    BLAMX 

(By  r>avld  Lawrence) 

American  public  opinion  has  shifted  so  rapidly  In  the  last  few 
weeks  that  many  observers  regard  the  change  as  phenomenal.  But 
It  Isnt  The  change  from  a  state  of  indifferent  isolation  to  a  state 
o^.  alert  awareness  of  the  dangers  that  face  American  security  Is  the 
result  of  a  simple  and  natural  process — the  conquest  of  the  fallacy 

.l«  truth.  .     ^     ..  J 

4^  'For  several  years  now  we  have  been  fed  fantastic  propaganda 
abcut  the  origin  of  war.  Sincere  though  misguided  men  among 
us,  so-called  liberals,  have  been  Insisting  that  only  mvmitlons  mak- 
ers bring  on  wars.  Or  else  the  contention  has  been  seriously  ad- 
^vanced  that  profiteers  contrive  in  diabolical  ways  to  Involve  cur  sons 
In  war.  ,^  ,  .  . 

The  blame  for  the  present  plight  of  France  and  Britain  mxist  be 
placed  on  those  statesmen  who  refused  to  face  the  truth  and  to 
drive  fallacy  to  the  wall.  We  In  America  contributed  our  share  to 
the  debacle.  Even  the  Senate  cf  the  United  States  by  its  widely 
publicized  munitions  Investigation  gave  credence  to  the  doctrine 
that  munitions  making  makes  wars.  All  over  the  world  tlie  charges 
and  countercharges  were  exploited.  And  what  was  the  result?  The 
democracies,  including  ourselves,  stifled  the  making  of  munitions 
by  private  industry  and  coincldentally  failed  to  build  up  the  Gov- 
ernment  planla   which   were   urged  so  eloquently   as   the   proper 

alternative.  «     „,     ^  .^ 

What  powder-making  factories  do  we  have  today?  We  haven  t 
a  first -class  plant  available  to  make  munitions.  We  have  been 
misled  Just  as  were  the  British  and  French  before  1937.  It  takes 
a  long  time  to  build  up  a  supply  of  munitions  and  to  develop  the 
technique  of  munition  making.  Only  last  week  a  few  of  the 
"educational  orders"  designed  to  give  private  Industry  the  stimu- 
lus for  expanding  production  were  let  by  our  Government.  This 
^should  have  been  done  2  and  3  years  ago. 

J*  INDimEENCE    TO    SECtTRlTT    IS    INTXCTJSABLB 

The  same  group  of  men  who  smeared  the  private  munitions 
makers  smeared  also  a  President  of  the  United  States  on  the  ground 
that  he  dragged  America  Into  war  to  protect  our  credits  and  trade. 
This  libel  on  the  character  of  Woodrow  Wilson  was  widely  dis- 
seminated so  as  to  bolster  the  theory  that  wara  are  made  for  gain 
and    not    for    the   defense    of    ideals   or    human    liberty. 

Public  opinion  became  antiwar  at  the  same  time  public  opinion 
hecame  antldefense.  Indifference  to  security  is  inexcusable  The 
names  of  the  men  wlio  have  been  responsible  for  failing  to  permit 
Americas  defenses  to  be  built  up  should  be  written  plainly  on  the 
tablets  of  American  history  so  that  this  generation  may  know 
who  It  was  that  conceived  the  plot  to  weaken  the  war  defenses  of 
democratic  nations. 

BLAME   FOR   OUK   UNPKFPAREDNTSS    MUST    BS   FIXED 

It  Is  not  too  late  to  institute  an  inquiry  Into  what  Influences 
were  at  work  in  the  United  States  between  1934  and  1940  to  sap 
the  economic  vitality  of  the  Nation  on  the  production  side  and 
to  frustrate  the  granting  of  the  requests  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
for  new  weapons  and  adequate  supplies. 

The  blame  for  unpreparedness  must  be  fixed,  and  fixed  soon. 
America  today  has  very  few  airplanes,  hardly  any  mechanized 
weapons  for  the  Army's  use.  and  not  enough  transports  cr  patrol 
vessels  to  take  care  of  contingencies  on  ovir  long  seacoaats.  Why 
have  our  defenses  been  neglected? 

Certainly  the  facts  about  the  world  situation  have  l>een  known 
to  our  Government.  Our  mUitary  and  naval  intelligence  repre- 
sentatives abroad  have  told  their  superior  officers  In  Washington  for 
3  years  Just  what  Germany  has  been  doing.  President  Roosevelt 
has  had  deUlled  reports  from  diplomatic  representatives  of  the 
United  States  stationed  in  foreign  capitals.  The  danger  that  faced 
the  democracies  has  been  well  known  to  the  President.  Why  did  he 
fall  to  tell  the  American  people  so  that  the  Congress  would  respond 
by  appropriating  the  necessary  sums  to  build  up  our  airplane  In- 
dustry for  defense  pxirposes? 

The  most  commonly  advanced  explanation  Is  that  If  Mr.  Roose- 
velt had  attempted  to  arouse  the  Nation  he  would  have  been 
called  a  warmonger,  and  that  he  would  have  heen  refused  by 
Congress  the  grants  of  funds.  But  this  Is  no  answer.  Leadership 
based  on  revelation  of  the  facts  may  fall  temporarily,  but  If  the 
debate  Is  begun  soon  enough  truth  will  In  time  prevail. 

What  wouM  have  happened  had  Mr.  Roosevelt  tried  in  January 
1937  to  advise  the  people  of  the  United  States  of  the  need  for  en- 
larged defenses?  He  might  have  lieen  balked  by  public  opinion  for 
the  time  t>eing.  but  If  It  were  clear  to  the  people  that  Mr.  Roosevelt 
wanted  nothing  for  himself,  that  he  had  no  third-term  ambitions. 
the  people  would  have  accepted  his  argument  as  a  disinterested 
expression. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  even  In  1938  and  1939  had  nothing  to  lose  by  xirglng 
preparedness — nothing  except  possibly  a  third  term.  And  many  a 
fair-minded  person  will  say  that  as  between  a  political  loss  for 
oneself  and  the  development  of  a  policy  which  in  the  long  run 


looks  to  the  protection  of  the  people  against  foreign  aggression,  the 
doubt  should  have  been  resolved  in  favor  of  an  xmcompromlslng 
campaign  for  national  defense. 

Ambition  has  ruined  many  a  statesman  In  history.  Consideration 
of  self  has  beclouded  the  vision  of  many  a  would-be  leader  of  de- 
mocracy Conversely,  the  heroes  of  centuries  of  human  achieve- 
ment have  Ix^n  men  who  have  cast  aside  all  thought  of  self  in 
the  sacrifices  that  bring  spiritual  rather  than  material  compen- 
sations. 

We  are  on  the  verge  of  war.  No  man  can  foretell  how  soon  we 
win  realize  that  all  democracy  faces  a  threat  of  extinction  and 
that  we  must  recognize  a  state  of  war  exists  now  against  our 
own  democracy.  These  are  not  times  when  wars  are  declared. 
They  simply  happen  overnight  and  only  the  democracies  insist  on 
taking  time  for  the  formalities  whUe  the  aggressors  bomb  air- 
dromes and  render  defenses  Impotent. 

The  President's  duty  is  very  plain.  He  must  sacrifice  his  political 
ambitions  for  the  good  of  the  Nation.  He  might  well  consider  the 
recommendation  to  the  Congress  of  a  program  putting  America 
Immediately  on  a  war  basis.  At  the  same  moment  the  President 
ought  to  announce  that  he  will  respect  the  American  tradition 
and  refuse  to  run  for  a  third  term. 

NATIONAL   UNITT   CANNOT   BE   BTTILT   ON    DIS-rHtTST 

A  Change  in  the  Presidency  is  not  likely  to  cause  any  dislocation 
In  industry,  especially  if  Mr.  Roosevelt  wUl  appoint  now  or  give 
power  to  men  already  appointed  to  accelerate  the  Industrial  pro- 
duction of  the  Nation  for  defense.  Whether  another  Democrat  Is 
chosen — and  there  are  many  capable  leaders  In  the  Democratic 
Party — or  whether  the  country  chooses  a  Republican,  the  fact 
remains  that  at  this  of  all  times  democracy  must  prove  the  worth 
of  Its  Institutions.  In  the  middle  of  a  critical  period.  Britain 
changed  prime  ministers  last  month  and  so  did  France. 

If  America  is  to  go  Into  war.  It  must  be  with  a  leadership  that 
Is  freed  from  the  handicaps  that  would  face  a  third-term  President. 
National  unity  cannot  be  built  upon  foundations  of  distrust.  And 
unhappily  industry  today  does  not  feel  that  the  President  is  as 
concerned  at)out  the  national  defense  as  he  should  be  or  else  he 
would  not  te  temporizing  with  advisory  councils  and  Insisting  on 
maintaining  the  restrictions  and  Ijarrlers  that  have  hamstrung 
industry  fur  the  last  7  years. 

ALL    POLITICAL    AMBITIONS    MUST    BE    SACaiFlCEU 

Mr.  Roosevelt  cannot  do  the  Job  of  directing  industrial  opera- 
tions himself.  He  must  delegate  authority  and  do  so  promptly. 
He  must  also  tell  the  people  the  truth  about  the  need  for  a 
modification  In  the  restrictions  Imposed  by  the  New  Deal  on  busi- 
ness management  and  industrial  production.  If  this  is  not  done. 
It  will  be  said  with  emphasis  on  every  side  that  the  administra- 
tion is  more  interested  in  savaig  the  New  Deal  than  in  saving 
America. 

To  attain  the  desired  end — national  unity — the  third-term  issue 
must  be  disposed  of  by  the  President  himself.  To  refuse  a  third- 
term  nominat.on  would,  to  be  sure,  disappoint  the  selfish  politi- 
cians and  parasites  who  Infest  Washington  and  who  have  imposed 
long  enough  on  the  good  nature  of  a  generous-minded  President. 

But  to  refuse  a  third  term  would  put  the  name  of  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt  alongside  that  of  George  Washington  and  Thomas  Jeffer- 
son. The  excuse  of  a  war  emergency,  offered  by  the  proponents 
of  a  third  term.  Is  a  shallow  one.  To  surrender  the  democratic 
process  In  the  face  of  a  challenge  to  democracy  itself  Is  to  mis- 
construe the  Innate  capacity  of  the  American  people  to  govern 
themselves  and  to  give  their  lives  and  their  properties  for  an 
Ideal. 

The  time  has  cQpie  for  men  in  public  life  to  raise  the  quality 
of  statesmanship  by  sacrificing  the  political  ego  for  the  common 
good.  Only  by  such  an  example  can  the  thousands  of  men.  young 
and  old.  In  our  midst  be  encouraged  to  make  the  supreme  sac- 
rifice of  self.  For  such  sacrifices  will  have  to  lie  made  If  the 
women  and  children  In  our  cities  are  to  be  protected  from  the 
bombs  that  can  be  so  readily  dropped  by  aircraft  operating  from 
nearby  ocean  bases  left  unprotected  by  the  defeat  of  Britain  and 
France. 

Will  America  learn  the  lesson  of  her  neglect  of  defenses  of  these 
last  few  years  or  will  historians  fix  the  blame  for  America's  down- 
fall on  the  blindness  and  selfishness  of  her  political  leaders  oX 
today? 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  Lawrence  makes  the  significant  state- 
ment that  blame  for  the  present  plight  of  Prance  and  Britain 
must  be  placed  on  misguided  statesmen  and  individuals 
among  us — so-called  liberals — who  have  insisted  that  the 
munitions  makers  brought  on  the  war.  I  can  remember  a 
few  years  ago  reading  a  number  of  articles  and  observations 
by  various  individuals  who  made  the  country  conscious  of 
that  view. 

Mr.  President,  this  great  editorial  writer  makes  the  signifi- 
cant statement  that  we  have  no  first-class  plant  available  to 
make  munitions  in  this  country,  and  he  says  that  our  indiffer- 
ence to  security  is  inexcusable.  He  says  that  the  names  of 
the  men  who  have  permitted  America  to  become  defen.seless 
should  be  written  plainly  on  the  tablets  of  American  history 
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so  that  this  generation  may  know  who  it  was  who  weakened 
the  war  defenses  of  democratic  nations. 

Mr.  President,  the  same  process  goes  on.  Now  that  we 
have  to  dig  down  until  it  hurts  we  find  groups  asking  that 
they  be  exempted  from  paying  the  war  bill  which  the  dictators 
of  Europe  have  imposed  directly  upon  every  American  citi- 
zen— a  war  bill  which  we  shall  be  pacing  as  long  as  any  of  us 
continue  to  breathe. 

Tlie  country  owes  a  real  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr.  TydincsI  for  his  exposition  of 
what  the  war  program  will  cost  America,  and  for  his  state- 
ment of  the  unvarnished  truth  that  for  10  years  our  Budget 
has  been  vmbalanced  to  the  tune  of  $2,700,000,000.  But  the 
country  needs  to  thank  him,  especially,  for  calling  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  longer  we  put  off  facing  the  realities, 
the  harder  It  will  he  for  us  and  our  children  to  handle  the 
problem  which  is  l>ound  to  come  after  the  war  is  over,  I 
agree  with  him  that  the  tax  bill  cannot  be  any  hypocrite's 
act.  There  is  no  need  of  our  fooling,  or  attempting  to  fool, 
the  people  of  the  country  any  longer. 

On  that  subject,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  an  editorial  taken 
from  a  newspaper  in  my  home  town,  Chippewa  Palls,  Wis., 
entitled  'Let  Congress  Stay  and  Saw  Wood." 

•niere  l)eing  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

LIT  CONGRESS  STAT  AND  SAW  WOOD 

Just  at  the  time  when  everybody  else  Is  being  urged  to  work 
harder  and  to  slug  away  all  the  more  earnestly  at  Important  business. 
Congress  proposes  to  pack  up  and  go  home. 

Month  after  month  of  work  is  tiresome  for  Congressmen,  it  Is 
said.  So  It  Is  for  all  of  us.  Congressmen  have  campaigning  to  do 
this  fall,  they  protest.    The  country  Isn't  interested  In  that. 

The  country  Is  Interested  in  getting  Its  work  done. 

The  coimtry  Is  Interested  In  seeing  that  the  armament  program  is 
actually  followed  through  and  results  shown. 

The  country  Is  Interested  In  seeing  that  arrangements  are  made 
to  pay  for  armament.    It  Is  ready  to  be  taxed  for  security. 

For  Congress  merely  to  appropriate  any  requested  nximber  of 
billicns  of  dollars  and  then  go  gaUy  home  Is  not  good  enough. 

Ccngress  may  have  its  faults.  But  they  are  the  faults  of  the 
people.  Congress  Is  the  people  In  action.  To  argue  that  Its  presence 
In  Washington  would  somehow  hamper  and  handicap  the  prep€U*d- 
ness  effort  seems  foolish.  We  have  not  yet  reached  the  point  which 
England  reached  when  It  turned  everything  over  to  Churchill. 

Congress  is  highly  valuable  In  times  like  these  as  a  sort  of  na- 
tional listening  post  and  broadcasting  station  In  Washington.  Its 
pretence  should  have  a  steadying  Influence  on  the  President,  a 
constant  reminder  that  he  Is  responsible  to  the  people,  a  constant 
source  of  strength  In  the  thought  that  the  "other  half  of  the 
defense  team"  is  still  pulling. 

A  tax  bill  to  take  care  of  Increased  military  expenditures  should 
be  passed  before  Congress  adjourns.  The  old  political  belief  always 
was  that  to  levy  taxes  in  an  election  year  was  unpopular.  This 
year  things  are  different.  The  Nation  Is  aroiieed.  It  may  be  more 
unpopular  not  to  levy  taxes  than  to  levy  them. 

The  session  ahotild  not  close  before  definite  provisions  have  been 
made  for  the  Alaskan  and  pan-American  highways.  Both  are  de- 
fense measures  that  should  be  pushed  forward  this  summer,  not 
next  year.  Access  to  Alaska  and  the  Canal  Zone  by  land  will  not 
wait.     There  are  many  other  vital  measures  awaiting  action. 

The  European  situation  cannot  be  predicted  24  hours  In  advance. 
The  rLse  of  any  morning's  sun  may  look  upon  some  completely 
unforeseen  situation.  Congress,  direct  representaUve  of  the  people, 
shoTild  be  on  band — not  at  the  discretion  of  the  President  to  recall 
It.  but  because,  Uka  everybody  else  these  days,  it  is  sticking  to  its 
Job.  I 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the  editorial  states,  in  sub- 
stance, that  the  people  are  Interested.  I  have  Just  been  back 
in  my  own  State,  and  know  what  the  sentiment  is.  The 
people  are  interested  In  seeing  that  the  armament  program 
is  actually  followed  through,  and  they  are  Interested  in  pay- 
ing for  the  program.  Yes,  the  people  are  ready  to  pay  taxes 
for  security.  But  the  people  will  not  be  satisfied  to  see  us 
appropriate  the  money,  levy  the  tax,  and  then  go  home  and 
let  someone  spend  it  on  a  spree.  It  is  not  enough  simply  to 
appropriate  the  money.  The  people  want  us  to  stay  here. 
Why?  Because,  as  the  editorial  writer  says,  "Congress  is  the 
people  in  action."  The  people  are  not  ready  to  have  Con- 
gress turn  everything  over  to  the  President,  as  England 
turned  everything  over  to  ChurchiU.  Why?  Because  this  is 
not  the  time  or  the  place  for  such  acts.   The  people  want  to 


see  that  the  other  half  of  the  defense  team.  Congress,  is  in 
session,  and  is  puUing  to  accomplish  the  desired  results. 
Let  me  read  the  closing  paragraph  of  this  editorial: 

The  E\ux}pean  situation  cannot  be  predicted  34  hours  in  ad- 
vance. 

How  true  that  Is. 

The  rise  of  any  morning's  sun  may  look  upon  some  completeTy 
unforeseen  situation.  Congress,  direct  representative  of  the  people, 
should  be  on  hand,  not  at  the  discretion  of  the  President  to  recaU 
it.  but  because,  like  everybody  elae  these  days.  It  is  sticking  to  its 
Job. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  recent  editorial  in  the  Washington 
Post,  entitled  "If  Congress  Quits."  by  Mr.  Mark  SuUivan. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  June  11,  1040] 

ir   CONGRESS    QUmS — CMntCENCT    NEEDS 

(By  Mark  Sullivan) 

About  Congress,  the  question  is.  Should  It  go  home  next  week. 
as  Mr.  Roosevelt  wishes;  or  should  It  remain  here,  with  perhaps 
recesses  of  a  few  days  at  a  time,  such  would  accommodate  Con- 
gressmen who  wish  to  attend  the  national  conventions  of  the  two 
parties? 

The  most  obvious  argument  for  Congress  remaining  here  runs 
thus:  Einergencles  are  certain  to  arise.  They  cannot  be  foreseen — 
they  win  spring  up  suddenly,  out  of  turns  the  war  in  Europe  wUl 
take,  out  of  actions  by  the  dictator  governments  of  Europe.  To 
these  emergencies,  our  Government  must  adjust  Itself,  and  must 
do  It  Instantly.  As  to  many  emergencies,  the  President  does  not 
have  the  power  to  act.  He  can  only  get  the  necessary  power  by 
action  of  Congress.  If  Congress  Is  there,  and  if  a  step  proposed 
by  the  President  has  general  support,  he  can  get  the  necessary 
power  from  Congress  In  a  few  hours. 

If,  on  the  other  hand,  Congress  Is  not  here,  dangerous  situations 
will  arise,  some  emergency  will  have  happened,  action  by  our  Gov- 
ernment will  be  necessary.  With  Congress  not  here,  there  will  be 
temptation  upon  the  President  to  act  without  authority,  to  exceed 
his  authority.  That  way  lies  distortion  of  our  frame  of  govern- 
ment. That  way  lies  excessive  expansion  of  Presidential  power. 
That  woxild  be  the  path  toward  one-man  government.  That  we  do 
not  want. 

There  is  a  third  possibility,  a  third  way  of  providing  tat  the 
situation.  It  has  not  been  suggested  yet,  at  least  not  publicly. 
But  It  Is  likely  to  be  suggested.  If  the  plan  of  having  Congress  go 
home  makes  headway,  someone  will  make  this  proposal.  The  pro- 
posal wUl  be:  that  Congress  Just  before  adjourning,  pass  a  blanket 
resolution,  conferring  discretionary  powers  on  the  President.  Then, 
as  emergencies  arise,  with  Congress  away,  the  President  could  take 
such  action  as  he  wishes. 

But  that  way,  too.  Is  the  path  toward  expansion  of  Presidential 
power.  That  too.  would  be  a  path  toward  one-man  government. 
Tliat  we  do  not  want. 

What  Is  so  far  said  here  Is  the  most  obvious  argument  for  Con- 
gress remalnine  In  Washington      It  speaks  for  Itself. 

There  Is  an. additional  argument  for  Congress  remaining  here,  not 
so  widely  understood,  but  equally  strong. 

There  has  existed,  during  this  administration,  ever  since  Its 
beginning,  on  the  part  of  a  group  not  large  in  numbers  but  strongly 
entrenched,  an  effort  or  desire  or  tendency  to  take  the  United  States 
Into  a  changed  form  of  society.  To  give  a  name  to  what  the  new 
form  would  be  would  run  risk  of  Inexactness  and  would  excite 
disagreement.  Some  think  that  the  new  form,  once  brought  about 
and  operating,  would  ultimately  not  differ  materially  from  com- 
munism. Some  who  would  resent  the  word  "communism"  would 
agree  to  the  word  "socialism."  The  official  term  for  the  only  Com- 
munist Government  existing  in-lhe  world  Includes  the  word  "Social- 
ist"— the  ofllclal  name  of  Rifcsla  is  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics. 

But  to  use  either  socialism  or  communism  as  the  term  for  what 
some  desire  or  anticipate  In  America  would  run  risk  of  Inexactness. 
Also  It  would  encounter  the  dialectical  objections  of  those  who 
believe  In  the  new  order.  They  would  deny  that  the  thing  they 
wish  is  either  socialism  or  communism. 

There  is  a  tlilrd  word  that  might  be  used.  The  proposed  new 
order  could  be  called  collectivism.  Hardly  could  the  advocates  of 
the  new  order  deny  that  word  as  the  description  of  It.  If  they 
should  deny  It,  they  could  be  refuted.  Some  of  them  have  them- 
selves used  that  word. 

But  let  us  dismiss  all  the  words.  Let  us  Just  say  that  there 
exists  an  attempt  or  wish  or  tendency  to  bring  about  a  new  order, 
which  would  inclTxie,  among  other  features,  a  great  increajse  of 
power  for  the  Oovenmient  over  the  Individual.  It  would  Include 
also  an  immense  centralization  of  power  at  Washington  and.  within 
the  centralization  at  Washington,  an  Immense  Incretwe  of  power 
for  the  executive  branch  cf  government. 

That  the  new  order  Is  desired,  or  being  attempted,  or  comes  ss 
a  tendency  Is  common  knowledge.  It  Is  taken  for  granted;  off- 
hand allusions  are  made  to  It.  Evidence  of  it  la  in  the  records  of 
inveetlgatioDs  by  committees  of  Congress. 
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TO  those  who  wlfh  to  bring  about  the  new  order,  or  who  think 
the  new  order  Is  desirable,  or  who  think  It  Inevitable  In  the  present 
state  of  the  world— to  all  such  the  war  Is  opportunity  and  Justifi- 
cation In  war  at  any  time  there  is  a  strong  tendency  toward  cen- 
tralized power  and  toward  one-man  power.  It  was  present  during 
the  Great  V/ar.  It  was  practiced  under  President  Wilson.  But 
under  Wilson  It  was  practiced  as  an  emergency  condition  only. 
WUson  being  a  strong  i^ellever  in  our  constitutional  form  of  gov- 
ernment and  in  individual  freedom — Wilson,  as  soon  as  the  war 
was  over,  surrendered  all  his  war  powers;  turned  back  to  Congress 
oil  the  extraordinary  power  he  had  been  granted. 

The  tendency  toward  centralization  and  toward  expansion  of 
Executive  power,  natural  in  time  of  war  or  defense  against  war. 
fhould  be  guarded.  For  guarding  It,  the  presence  of  Congress  In 
Washington  is  indispensable. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Let  me  read  a  paragraph  from  that  editorial. 
The  writer  speaks  of  an  added  reason  why  Congress  should 
remain  in  session.     He  says: 

There  has  existed  during  this  administration,  ever  since  its  be- 
ginning, on  the  part  of  a  group  not  large  In  numbers  but  strongly 
entrenched,  an  effort  or  desire  or  tendency  to  take  the  United 
States  into  a  changed  form  of  society.  To  give  a  name  to  what 
the  new  form  would  be  would  run  risk  of  Inexactness  and  would 
excite  disagreement.  Some  think  that  the  new  form,  once  brought 
cbout  and  operating,  would  ultimately  not  differ  materially  from 
communism.  Some  who  would  resent  the  word  "communism" 
would  agree  to  the  word  "socialism."  The  official  term  for  the  only 
Communist  government  existing  in  the  world  includes  the  word 
•'8oclalist"-^the  official  name  of  Russia  is  "Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics."' 

But  to  use  either  socialism  or  communism  as  the  term  for  what 
some  desire  or  anticipate  in  America  would  run  risk  of  Inexact- 
ness. Also  It  would  encounter  the  dialectical  objections  of  those 
who  believe  In  the  new  order.  T*iey  would  deny  that  the  thing 
they  wish  is  either  socialism  or  communism. 

There  is  a  third  word  that  might  be  used.  The  proposed  new 
order  could  be  called  "collectivism."  Hardly  could  the  advocates 
of  the  new  order  deny  that  word  hs  a  description  of  It.  If  they 
should  deny  It  they  could  be  refuted.  Some  of  them  have  them- 
selves used  that  word. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  Mr.  Mark  Sullivan  has 
stated  a  real  reason  why  the  Congress  should  stay  in  Wash- 
ington and  not  go  home.  Our  business  is  to  stick  to  the 
Job  and  see  that  a  tax  bill  is  passed — one  which  is  not  a 
sugarplimi,  one  which  is  not  a  piece  of  camouflage,  one  which 
will  make  the  people  realize  that  this  Congress  is  not  putting 
off  the  day  of  reckoning,  as  Congress  has  been  doing  for 
more  than  7  years.  If  there  Is  r.ny  question  in  the  mind  of 
any  Member  of  the  Senate  as  to  what  should  be  done.  I  ask 
him  to  turn  to  the  tables  which  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Tydings]  has  introduced  into  the  Record.  I  do  not 
think  that  any  man  who  is  running  for  public  office  need 
fear  pas.sing  a  tax  bill  such  as  he  suggested,  which  is  not  a 
$1,000,000,000  tax  bill,  but  something  nearer  $3,000,000,000. 
Why  should  anyone  hesitate?     He  has  the  perfect  answer. 

Hitler  made  this  tax  bill  necessary.  It  was  necessary  to 
pass  this  bill  in  order  that  our  loved  ones  may  be  free  and 
protected  from  bombs,  air  raids,  and  invasion.  That  is  the 
gist  of  the  arguments  the  distinguished  Senators  have  been 
presenting  in  Congress  for  the  last  week  pr  so.  That  is  the 
answer,  and  America  wants  the  Congress  not  to  "pass  the 
buck"  any  longer.  America  wants  Congress  to  face  realities, 
and  meet  them  head  on  with  a  tax  bill  that  is  a  tax  bill.  I 
say  the  average  American  is  a  good  sport.  He  wants  to  pay 
the  bill  in  this  preparedness  program,  although  he  wants 
America  to  stay  out  of  the  war. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Maryland  in  his  remark- 
ably enlightening  address  has  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  after  the  war  is  over  in  Europe,  whether  we  ever  be- 
come involved  in  it  or  not.  there  will  be  a  period  of  read- 
justment, a  depression  period,  probably  such  as  the  world 
has  never  seen,  and  that,  therefore,  there  is  a  need  that  we 
carry  ns  large  a  pro^rtion  as  possible  of  the  load  we  are 
incurring,  that  we  carry  it  now,  and  not  postpone  it  for  a 
time  when  we  will  be  less  able  to  can-y  the  load.  This  is, 
indeed,  the  expression  of  a  statesman,  and  my  hope  is  that 
Congress  will  pay  heed. 

We  are  not  simply  here  as  boys  to  "pass  the  buck;"  we 
are  here  to  face  problems  and  solve  them;  not  to  put  them 
off  to  a  day  when  probably  they  cannot  be  solved. 

But.  Mr.  President,  there  is  another  angle  to  this  prepared- 
ness program,  which  fits  in  with  the  other  two. 
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First  we  have  the  equipment,  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and 
the  air' force.  Secondly,  we  have  a  financial  program  which 
digs  deep  into  the  earnings  and  income  of  our  people. 
Thirdly,  there  Is  an  added  feature  which  I  would  have  the 
Senate  consider.  It  is  that  now  we  plan  to  become  more 
and  more  self-sufficient  so  that  when  the  war  is  over,  and 
during  the  war,  we  will  be  able  to  stand  on  oiu-  own  feet  as 
a  Nation.    Let  me  call  attention  to  certain  matters. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  direct  attention  to  the  slow- 
ness of  the  United  States  in  becoming  economically  self- 
sufficient.  It  is  now  apparent  that  the  development  of  the 
Government  purchasing  program  last  fall,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Strategic  and  Critical  Materials  Act  of  June 
7.  1939.  has  not  been  as  rapid  in  some  directions  as  it  should 
have  been.  It  is  obvious  that  the  present  European  conflict 
has  many  far-reaching  economic  implications,  and  it  is  in- 
creasingly important  that  all  sovereign  powers  become  eco- 
nomically independent. 

We  know  that  Germany  appears  to  a  certain  degree  to 
have  achieved  economic  self-sufficiency.  We  know  that  Great 
Britain  has  been  concerned  with  attaining  a  similar  economic 
self-sufficiency,  which  has  made  it  necessary  for  her  to  attempt 
to  keep  her  sea  lanes  open  for  the  transportation  of  raw 
materials.  Our  country  has  lagged  behind,  however,  in  taking 
the  necessary  steps  to  safeguard  our  strategic  and  critical 
materials,  though  some  steps  in  this  direction  have  l)een  taken 
since  last  year. 

A  casual  survey  of  the  international  economic  history  of 
the  past  25  years  reveals  that  the  economic  self-sufficiency  of 
European  countries  has  increased,  while  ours  has.  in  a  sense, 
decreased.  We  know  that  the  British  Empire,  as  an  illustra- 
tion, has  become  a  self-sufficient  unit  in  the  production  of 
copper,  lead,  tin,  rubber,  wool,  and  zinc,  while  we  have  be- 
come more  dependent  on  foreign  sources.  As  an  illustration, 
let  me  mention  two  incidents.  There  was  a  time  when  Cana- 
dian nickel  used  to  be  refined  in  the  United  States.  During 
the  last  war  the  submarine  Deutschland  took  something  like 
70  tons  of  nickel  from  American  ports.  That,  of  course,  cre- 
ated a  tremendous  furor  in  Canada,  and  eventually  forced 
the  transference  of  the  chief  refining  operations  of  the  inter- 
national nickel  concern  to  Canada.  They  remain  in  Canada 
today  In  an  easily  fortified  valley.  Similarly  the  Aluminum 
Corporation  in  America  has  been  forced  to  put  a  large  refin- 
ery in  Canada  as  the  price  of  bauxite  concessions  in  British 
Guiana. 

All  this  means  that  our  economic  self-sufficiency  has  de- 
creased. That  is  partly  true  because  our  progress  here  has 
necessitated  greater  sources  of  supply.  For  example,  we  have 
developed  the  use  of  alloyed  steel  to  such  a  point  that  we  are 
today  even  more  dependent  on  foreign  chromite  than  we 
were  ln_  1918.  At  that  time  we  needed  it  largely  for  furnace 
walls,  but  today  the  use  of  chrome-nickel  steel  has  increased 
our  need,  which  is  supplied  largely  by  the  British  Empire  in 
Africa.  Similarly  the  use  of  aluminum  has  increased  tre- 
mendously in  the  last  few  years  for  lightweight  rail  cars  and 
household  utensils,  and  at  the  present  time  we  are  concerned 
with  the  use  of  aluminum  In  the  production  line  of  the  air- 
plane industry.  As  a  consequence,  we  have  outrun  our  bauxite 
sources,  and  we  must  now  import  from  Surinam  in  British 
Guiana. 

Our  quicksilver  sources  have  also  been  depleted,  through 
the  development  of  mercury-vapor  boilers  which  require  a 
larger  source,  so  that  today  we  are  required  to  get  this  mate- 
rial from  Spain  and  from  Italy. 

I  do  not  mean  to  imply,  Mr.  President,  that  we  have  not 
developed  some  other  sources.  Certainly  the  development  of 
our  chemical  industry  has  contributed  materially  to  a  better 
degree  of  self-sufficiency  since  the  last  World  War. 

The  report  of  the  director  of  the  United  States  Fixed  Nitro- 
gen Research  Laboratory,  dated  September  13.  1923,  reveals 
an  appreciable  advance  in  nitrogen  research.  When  the 
United  States  entered  the  World  War  it  was  brought  forcibly 
to  the  attention  of  our  Government  that  we  were  seriously 
unprepared  in  the  matter  of  nitrogens,  which  are  so  essen- 
tial for  explosives.     Since  those  years  we  have  come  to  a 
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realization  that  the  peacetime  requirements  of  nitrogen 
must  come  in  increasingly  greater  proportion  from  sources 
other  than  the  ordinary  natural  deposits.  During  recent 
years  and  prior  to  the  submission  of  this  report  Germany 
by  far  outstripped  other  countries  In  producing  fixed  nitro- 
gen, but  since  that  time  many  other  nations  have  made  prog- 
ress along  this  line. 

After  the  signing  of  the  armistice  a  fixed-nitrogen  re- 
search laboratory  was  established  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
on  March  29,  1919.  It  was  established  in  order  to  coordi- 
nate knowledge  obtained  concerning  nitrogen  fixation  by  the 
War  Department  with  further  information  necessary  for  the 
peacetime  utilization  of  the  Government  nitrates  plant. 

The  1922  report  of  the  Nitrates  Division  of  the  Ordnance 
Office  of  the  War  Department  on  the  fixation  and  utiliza- 
tion of  nitrogen  reveals  the  development  of  direct  synthetic 
processes  in  the  United  SUtes  and  England  and  of  the  Claude 
process  in  France.  It  reveals  further  that  at  that  time  we 
began  development  work  on  new  processes.  Attention  was 
directed  to  this  problem  as  far  back  as  June  30, 1915,  when  the 
Chief  of  Ordnance  commented  on  the  fact  that  a  vital  war- 
time defense  material  was  nitric  acid,  the  principal  ingredient 
In  gunpowder,  as  well  as  of  certain  other  explosives  which 
are  formed  by  treating  cotton  with  nitric  acid.  At  that  time 
all  the  nitrogen  in  the  nitric  acid  was  obtained  solely  from 
sodium  nitrate,  which  came  almost  exclusively  from  Chile, 
so  that  our  country  at  that  time  was  almost  completely 
dependent  for  its  powder  manufacture  on  Chile. 

In  the  report  that  was  made  in  1937  on  chemical  nitrogen 
In  a  survey  of  processes,  organizations,  and  international 
trade  In  nitrogens  it  was  revealed  that  the  nitrogen  industry 
of  the  United  States  more  or  less  parallels  that  in  other  lead- 
ing industrial  countries.  This  report  points  out  that  since 
the  war  the  byproducts  nitrogen  branch  in  the  United  States 
has  become  the  greatest  in  the  world. 

The  postwar  development  of  our  air  nitrogen  branch  has 
been  extensive,  although  the  United  States  in  1937  was  cited 
as  the  largest  industrial  nation  without  any  production  of 
cjmnamlde. 

Another  field  In  which  we  have  made  a  definite  advance 
has  been  the  chemical  field,  involving  the  production  of 
drugs.  At  the  present  time  we  have  brought  the  production 
of  drugs  up  to  a  certain  degree  of  economic  self-sufficiency, 
so  that  we  need  not  be  unduly  concerned  about  the  lack  of 
Important  drugs  due  to  war  abroad. 

It  must  also  be  noted  that  our  country  now  produces  a 
major  part  of  the  potash  it  consumes.  It  must  further  be 
noted  that  we  have  been  active  In  the  development  of  a 
chemical  rubber  made  from  coal,  limestone,  and  salt.  The 
name  of  the  chemical  rubber  is  Neopreno.  This  rubber  gives 
every  promise  of  serving  in  the  place  of  natural  rubber.  At 
the  present  time  it  is  produced  only  in  small  quantities,  and 
at  a  cost  less  than  the  cost  of  natural  rubber  during  the 
early  war  dajrs. 

The  United  States  Bureau  of  Mines  has  done  excellent 
work  in  the  development  of  our  unique  helium  reserve  in 
the  Texas  Panhandle  area.  The  R.  P.  C.  has  been  very 
helpful  in  granting  a  loan  which  was  Instrumental  in  the 
development  of  American  platinum  resources  in  Alaska. 

But,  for  the  most  part,  it  is  worthy  of  note  that  American 
private  capital  has  brought  about  the  expansion  of  our 
sources  of  potash,  of  sulfur,  and  of  phosphate.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  we  may  safely  assume  that  many  large  American  key 
industries  have  already  made  progress  which  may  be  a  vital 
portion  of  our  preparedness  program.  An  example  of  that 
is  the  fact  that  the  American  Steel  Co.,  in  1936,  bid  for 
manganese,  and  loaded  up  so  heavily  that  by  the  end  of 
1938  they  stiU  had  about  a  year's  supply  on  hand.  It  has 
been  Intimated  that  Army  and  Navy  officials  in  the  last  year 
have  been,  ^gesting  to  manufacturers  that  they  lay  in 
permanent  Ihventories  of  certain  raw  materials  whose  pro- 
duction has  been  deficient  in  this  country.  If  that  Is  so,  it 
is  a  commendable  and  a  desirable  step. 

There  are  probably  a  number  of  reasons  why  this  coun- 
try's economic  preparedness  program  has  lagged  behind  that 


of  Europe.  F^rst  of  all,  it  was  hard  for  us  to  see  the  neces- 
sity for  such  an  economic  preparedness  program.  Secondly, 
there  is  a  natural  public  indifference  to  such  a  program, 
because  it  is  less  dramatic  than  the  creation  of  a  military 
defense  as  visualized  in  guns  and  battleships.  Another  rea- 
son for  our  somewhat  inadequate  economic  preparedness  has 
apparently  been  economy.  In  our  preparedness  appropria- 
tions in  recent  years  we  have  apparently  not  seen  fit  to 
appropriate  or  to  designate  much  money  for  the  specific 
purpose  of  accimiulating  so-called  strategic  and  critical  ma- 
terials. I  believe  everyone  agrees  that  today  we  must  direct 
our  attention  to  this  phase  of  our  preparedness  program. 
The  actual  cost  will  probably  not  be  unduly  large,  because 
there  are  but  some  17  such  commodities,  such  as  manganese 
ore  and  tungsten  concentrate. 

The  point  I  want  to  stress  Ls  that  when  we  lay  up  such  , 
stores  we  are  not  necessarily  doing  so  in  anticipation  of  — 
actual  war.  We  lay  ^  such  supplies  so  that  we  have  some 
of  these  materials  on  hand  if  we  are  cut  off  from  our  regular 
sources  by  l)elligerents.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  we  succeed  in 
obtaining  a  large  supply  of  these  critical  materials  and  have 
them  on  hand,  they  even  have  an  appreciable  tendency  to 
decrease  the  duration  of  the  war  for  nations  that  are  bellig- 
erents and  need  such  materials. 

Of  course,  at  the  present  time  such  a  program  of  accumu- 
lating critical  materials  is  more  costly  because  purchases  at 
this  time  during  a  short  period  will  drive  up  the  price  mate- 
rially. We  have  a  4-year  $100,000,000  strategic  materials 
program,  in  addition  to  whatever  special  efforts  may  be  made 
tmder  the  special  defense  program,  but  we  must  still  combat 
the  hazards  of  public  indifference  to  this  problem. 

The  last  World  War  did  a  great  deal  to  stimulate  economic 
self-sufficiency  in  this  country.  For  example,  it  established 
the  position  of  the  United  States  as  the  silk-manufacturing 
center  of  the  world,  though  it  also  resulted  In  stimulating  the 
manufactiu-e  of  silk  in  the  Far  East  at  the  expense  of  Europe. 
While  our  manufacturers'  spun  silk  was  given  great  impetus 
by  reason  of  the  war,  there  still  are  very  large  imports  from 
abroad. 

Another  branch  of  economic  self-sufficiency  in  this  coun- 
try which  has  developed  since  the  last  World  War  is  the  glass 
industry.  Here  we  have  developed  the  manufacture  of  opti- 
cal glass,  laboratory  or  chemical  ware,  glass-gage  tubing, 
glazing  glass,  watch  crystals,  glass  bricks,  oven  glass,  siphon 
bottles,  high-grade  picture  glass,  and  photographic  glass. 

We  have  also  made  some  progress  in  the  production  of  dyes 
and  coal-tar  chemicals. 

Certainly  our  production  of  surgical  Instruments  has  been 
given  very  great  impetus  since  the  last  World  War,  when  we 
were  forced  to  import  nearly  all  our  Instnmients,  particularly 
from  Germany. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  48  States,  several  Territories,  and 
other  possessions.  We  are  a  world  in  ourselves;  and  while  we 
want  to  trade  with  the  world  if  the  world  is  ready  to  trade 
with  us.  yet  it  is  imperative  that  now  we  anticipate  the  con- 
ditions we  are  to  face  so  that  for  those  things  which  we  our- 
selves have  not  within  our  boundaries  we  may  substitute,  if 
necessary,  oiu*  own  home-made  "ersatz."  What  is  more, 
Mr.  President,  if  we  go  into  this  war  program  and  devote  a 
large  percentage  of  our  plants  to  war  production,  we  want 
to  make  sure  that  when  the  war  Is  over  and  we  have  no  need 
of  the  plants  for  war  materials  the  plants  can  be  converted 
to  take  care  of  a  nation's  normal  needs.  Consequently,  we 
should  slow  up  now  on  a  great  number  of  our  internal  im- 
provements. I  think  President  Roosevelt  has  made  a  sugges- 
i^^n  to  that  effect. 

If  the  automobile  factories  make  munitions,  we  should  slow 
up  on  oiu-  total  proc'.uction  of  automobiles.  Public  improve- 
ments should  be  cut  to  a  minimum.  Why?  Because  this  war-  - 
preparedness  program  should  absorb  a  large  percentage  of 
the  workers  now  on  these  jobs.  Then  a  demand  will  grow  for 
public  improvements,  for  automobiles,  and  domestic  needs, 
and  then  when  that  time  approaches,  when  the  war  Industries 
have  no  more  orders,  there  will  still  be  jobs  for  our  workmen. 
There  will  be  great  internal  improvements  to  be  undertaken 
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in  the  Nation.  To  me.  Mr.  President,  this  third  angle  ol  the 
preparedness  program  is  as  important  as  either  of  the  other 
two,  especially  if  we  want  democracy  to  continue. 

I  spoke  on  this  subject  on  the  23d  day  of  October  1939  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  saying: 

The  political  leadership  of  America  can  formulate  legislation  and 
Diana  that  not  only  will  aid  our  national  economy  now  but  wlU 
especlaUy  prepare  for  the  ahocks  and  problema  which  wUl  arlae 
when  the  present  war  In  Europe  ceases. 

Mr.  President,  there  la  a  fourth  angle  to  the  preparedness 
program.  It  wlU  be  noticed  that  the  three  phases  to  which  I 
have  referred  have  to  do  with  doing  the  necessary  thing  to 
protect  our  beloved  America,  The  fourth  angle  also  would 
protect  America,  but  it  wotild  do  something  for  someone  else. 

Mr,  President,  last  Thursday  I  caUed  attention  to  the  fact 
that  there  were  great  spiritual  laws  and  principles  which  war 
cotild  not  abrogate,  I  particularly  stressed  the  fact  that, 
because  of  conditions  In  Europe.  England  was  talking  about 
transporting  a  large  number  of  her  children  to  Canada  and 
to  other  of  her  Dominions.  Her  problem  has  be^-n  made  more 
difficult  because  she  has  been  the  haven  of  refuge  for  the 
refugees  who  could  reach  her  Island  home.  I  asked  then  if 
there  was  any  reason  why  America  should  not  offer  to  arrange 
for  the  transportation  of  children  who  are  facing  hell  if  they 
remain  In  England. 

I  quoted  the  saying  of  Jesus  when  He  said: 

Inasmuch  as  ye  have  done  it  unto  one  of  the  least  of  these 
(children),  my  brethren,  ye  have  done  It  unto  Me. 

We  have  ships  that  could  do  this  job.  and  I  am  sure  Hitler 
would  agree  not  to  torpedo  them  while  on  such  a  voyage  of 

mercy.  .     _ 

But.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not  rise  today  to  address  the  Sen- 
ate primarily  on  this  subject.  I  have  another  thought  I 
would  give  to  the  Senate  for  consideration. 

I  was  talking  the  other  day  to  one  of  the  high  officials  of 
our  Government  who  pictured  a  very  grave  situation  for  me. 
He  said  that  famine  threatens  all  the  nations  involved  in  this 
struggle,  and  that  means  the  starvation  of  imtold  millions. 

Not  only  are  the  millions  who  are  engaged  in  war  with- 
drawn from  agriculture,  ttshing.  and  the  production  of  food, 
but,  because  of  the  war.  many  of  the  noncombatants  are 
not  able  to  engage  in  the  production  of  food.  Norway  can- 
not carry  on  her  fishing.  Denmark  and  southern  Norway 
cannot  produce  their  butterfats  because  they  cannot  import 
the  food  for  the  cattle  which  still  remain.  Many  of  their 
cattle  have  gone  into  Germany  to  feed  her  army.  So  agri- 
culture and  fishing  are  so  disrupted  that  the  world  is  facing 
a  catastrophe  of  major  magnitude. 

I  repeat,  famine  is  threatening  on  such  a  scale  as  the 
world  has  not  known  for  a  long,  long  time. 

Now,  what  is  our  responsibility?  We  can  move  these  chil- 
dren, certainly,  to  Canada  and  other  places  where  they  will 
get  food.  But,  Mr.  President,  there  is  something  else. 
America  should  not  restrict  her  production  this  year.  The 
program  of  scarcity  should  be  canceled. 

God  still  reigns,  and  when  America  follows  the  injunction 
to  feed  the  hungry.  America  will  be  doing  the  God-like 
thing.  We  will  not  be  sowing  dragon's  teeth  with  such  acts 
that  would  return  to  us  a  hundredfold  in  hatred.  No; 
doing  this  thing — feeding  the  millions  who  are  hungry  and 
in  want — may  save  the  race  from  barbarism  and  famine. 

I  repeat,  there  are  spiritual  laws  in  operation,  and  every 
time  this  Nation  performs  an  act  that  is  fine  and  generous,  a 
deed  that  is  altruistic,  she  not  only  helps  herself  but  shoves 
back  those  forces  which  would  seek  to  destroy  blinded 
humanity. 

Mr.  President,  I  spoke  in  my  cwn  State  last  Sunduy. 
When  I  mentioned  the  thought  that  the  lid  should  be  taken 
off  the  production  of  the  fanner  In  order  that  w^e  might  be 
able  to  meet  the  condition  In  which  Europe  is  likely  to  be 
In  a  very  few  months.  It  struck  a  responsive  chord.  I  be- 
lieve that  God  made  America  the  granary  of  the  world 
for  Just  such  a  purpose,  and  I  believe  that  America  will 
remain  at  peace  if  it  grasps  this  spirit,  in  His  name,  to  feed 
the  hungry  and  the  maimed. 
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Mr.  President.  I  have  listened  to  every  speech  that  has 
been  made  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Pepper  1.  and  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Lee  1,  on  the  subject  of  aid  to  the  Allies.  I  believe  that  these 
Senators  are  sincere  in  their  convictions,  even  though  at 
times  when  they  spoke  they  cried  out  with  the  floodgates 
of  emotion  wide  open.  One  could  net  disagree  with  most  of 
the  things  they  said,  especially  when  they  spoke  about  down- 
trodden, crucified  humanity.  One  could  not  disagree  with 
their  conclusions  In  relation  to  the  main  actor  or  actors  on 
this  stage  of  history;  and  It  Is  possible  that  not  many  more 
than  1  percent  of  the  people  In  this  country  disagree  with 
their  conclwilons  that  America  should  aid  the  Allies. 

But,  Mr.  President,  the  Allies  have  been  getting  most  of 
the  airplanes  produced  In  this  country:  the  Allies  have  been 
getting  all  the  munitions  which  we  could  manufacture;  the 
Allies  are  now  getting  planes  and  other  materials  which  the 
Oovemment  has  sold,  not  to  the  Allies,  but  back  to  the 
manufacturer.  The  only  difference  between  the  conclusions 
of  these  distinguished  gentlemen  and  this  deliberative  body, 
as  evidenced  by  the  Judiciary  Committee,  is  this: 

The  gentlemen  would  have  America — the  America  that  stands  In 
a  troubled  world  for  law  and  order — violate  the  law  and  order  that 
the  a«es  have  built  up  and  which  Hitler  and  others  would  set  at 
naught. 

It  does  not  do  to  call  men  with  sincere  convictions  mere 
legalists.  It  does  not  do  to  say  that  these  men.  because  of  a 
mere  legal  formula  would  stand  in  tha  way  of  saving  Paris  and 
Prance  and  England.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  is  absolutely 
no  prohibition  against  the  Allies  buying  any  and  everything 
they  want  from  the  nationals  of  this  country.  But  there  is 
law — international  law — which,  Ijefore  many  years  have 
passed,  we  hope  to  see  reinvigorated  and  constituted  a  rule  of 
conduct  for  the  nations. 

Grave  as  the  European  situation  appears,  we  in  America 
need  not  be  appalled;  we  need  not  fear  and  distrust  the  future 
of  our  country.  Men's  minds  here  are  alert,  independent. 
They  are  not  palsied;  they  are  active.  We  are  arising  to  meet 
the  challenge  head-on.  and  my  faith  is  that  it  will  be  met  and 
America  will  remain  at  peace.  In  spite  of  the  fear  mongers 
and  the  hysteria  begetters.  I  am  glad  to  ascertain  that  more 
and  more  people  are  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  we  will  not 
be  drawn  into  this  European  war. 

Mr.  President,  before  I  close  my  remarks  I  want  to  compli- 
ment the  personnel  of  this  great  body.  To  thinking  people 
most  of  the  Senators  have  by  their  calmness  of  attitude  and 
their  abstention  from  hysterical  comments  increased  their 
stature  before  the  country. 

Oh,  I  know  there  are  some  who  think  that  loud  talking, 
impassioned  appeals,  hysterical  utterances  make  for  states- 
manship. 

But.  Mr.  President,  in  times  of  storm  it  is  the  calmness  of 
the  captain  on  the  bridge  who  sails  the  ship  safely  into  port 
that  inspires  confidence. 

I  desire  to  compliment  the  President  of  the  United  States 
on  his  lack  of  passion  in  his  speech  of  yesterday.  We  have 
all  heard  him  at  times  when  his  voice  was  more  full  of  power 
and  rabble-rousing  force,  but.  thank  God.  not  so  yesterday. 
He  was  calm  and  cool;  and  while  his  voice  carried  conviction, 
it  was  the  sober  voice  of  an  Executive  of  this  Nation. 

All  the  world  is  on  fire;  but  that  is  all  the  more  reason  why 
we  should  not  fire  our  brains  with  hate,  and  unbalance  our 
judgment  with  hysteria. 

I  have  seen  mobs  of  men  calmed  and  deterred  from  their 
attempts  to  destroy  property  or  take  life  by  the  calm  voice  of 
a  leader:  and  I  have  seen  men  aroused  to  a  pitch  of  irration- 
ality by  the  impassioned  appeal  of  an  advccate. 

But,  Mr.  President  and  Members  of  the  Senate,  this  body 
is  coolly  deliberate.  It  is  not  swept  ofl  its  feet.  This  group 
is  thinking  things  through.  This  group  has  not  lost  its 
sense  of  high  responsibility  to  the  Nation  and  to  the  future. 
This  group  of  men  is  not  composed  of  mere  "fearlsts"  or 
theorists,  but  of  men  who  are  sensible  to  the  challenges  of 
the  hour.    These  are  the  qualities  that  make  for  sane  actlco. 
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I  utter  these  words  because  I  know,  from  my  contact  with  | 
people  through  the  coimtry.  that  the  people  back  home 
are  influenced,  of  coiu-se.  by  the  newspaper  accounts  of  utter- 
ances made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  am  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  when  the  people  analyze  the  situation 
they  will  see  that  it  is  what  was  not  said  that  counts.  There 
have  been  only  2  Senators  who  have  flung  Impassioned  ap- 
peals into  the  arena.  There  have  becn*94  Senators  who  have 
refrained  from  such  utterances;  and  there  have  been  no 
Senators  who  have  suggested  war.  This  is  a  signlflcant  fact 
that  all  the  people  of  the  land  should  ponder. 

KURT  wtaBKhY^^onntcnos  iw  cwaoLLMtirr  or  aitt 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Hisniwo  In  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
ritentatlvcN  to  the  bill  (8.  2508 »  for  the  relief  of  Kurt 
Westely,  which  was,  In  line  8.  to  strike  out  "ti^o"  and  insert 
"one," 

Mr,  LUCAS-    I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  In  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House, 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LUCAS  submitted  a  concurrent  resolution  (8.  Con. 
Res.  51),  which  was  considered  by  imanlmoiu  consent  and 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Reaolved  by  the  Senate  {the  Houte  of  Repretentativet  ooneur- 
rina).  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be,  and  he  Is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed,  in  the  enrollment  of  the  bill  (8  2598)  for 
the  relief  of  Kurt  Wesaely.  to  make  the  following  change,  namely: 
In  line  9  of  the  engrossed  blU  strike  out  •numbers'  and  Insert 
"number." 

AMENDMENT  OF  SOn,  CONSERVATION  AND  DOMESTIC  ALLOTMENT 

ACT 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Herrinc  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  action  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives disagreeing  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9594)  to  amend  section  12  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  by  authorizing  the 
transfer  of  funds  to  cover  advances  for  crop  iiisurance.  and 
requesting  a  conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its  amend- 
ments, agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a  conference,  and 
that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  Officer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Bankhead,  Mr.  Hatch,  and  Mr.  Wiley,  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

EXPEDITION    IN    STRENGTHENING   THE    NATIONAL    DEFENSE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4025) 
to  exj)edlte  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  offered  an  amend- 
ment which  is  pending,  but  I  should  like  now  to  modify  my 
amendment.  I  ask  that  the  clerk  state  the  amendment  as 
modifled. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment,  as  modi- 
fled,  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  2.  line  2.  after  the  word 
"and"  where  it  first  occurs,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  word 
-critical",  and  after  the  word  "supplies",  it  is  proposed  to 
Insert  "for  the  storage  of  noncritical  supplies",  so  that,  if 
amended,  the  sentence  will  read  in  part  as  follows: 

And  storage  of  military  equipment,  munitions,  and  critical  sup- 
plies, for  the  storage  of  noncritical  supplies,  and  for  shelter — 

And  so  forth,  and  the  same  amendment  in  line  5. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  ques- 
tion. I  have  listened  to  his  amendment,  and  I  desire  to  ask 
him  why  he  did  not  also  include  strategic  materials  as  well 
AS  critical  materials. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  that  if  he  will  turn  to  the  bill  on  page  3  he  will  find 
that  that  Is  already  provided  for  in  the  grant  to  the  Presi- 
dent.   It  appears  in  lines  23  and  25  at  the  bottom  of  page  3, 

Mr.  WAGNER.    The  word  "strategic"  is  there.  U  it? 


Mr.  DANAHER.    Yes. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Then  the  Senator  is  simply  adding  "crit- 
ical" supplies? 

Mr.  DANAHER,    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  think  the  Senator  is  right.  It  Is  a  dif- 
ferent classification. 

Mr.  8HEPPARD.  There  is  a  distinction  between  raw  ma- 
terials and  supplies,  as  viewed  by  the  War  Department. 
Supplies  are  finished  products,  finished  items  of  equipment, 
and  have  no  necessary  relation  to  strategic  raw  materials, 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  was  looking  at  the  report  submitted  by 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  I  Mr,  Thomas  1  when  his  bill 
authorizing  the  purchase  of  strategic  and  critical  material! 
was  before  the  8enat«,  In  that  report  are  set  forth  what  art 
regarded  as  strat^lc  materials,  and  what  arc  regarded  aa 
erlttcal  materials,  and  the  terms  are  not  all-lncluslvf. 

Mr.  DANAHER,    That  Is  correct. 

Mr,  WAGNER,  They  are  different  types  of  materials,  so 
X  wanted  to  be  sure,  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  answer 
that  both  types  of  materials  are  Included. 

Mr,  McNARY,  Mr.  President.  I  understand  that  the  able 
Senator  from  Connecticut  has  modified  his  amendment,  and 
now  desires  to  discuss  It,    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  foUowinc 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Davla 

Lodge 

Sheppard 

Andrews 

Donahcy 

LucaA 

Shlpstead 

Asburst 

Ellender 

Lundeen 

Slattery 

Austin 

Oeorge 

McKellar 

Smith 

Bailey 

Gerry 

McNary 

Stewart 

Banlihead 

Gillette 

Maloney 

Taft 

Barbour 

Green 

Mead 

Tliomas,  Idaho 

Barliley 

Gufley 

Miller 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Bilbo 

Gurney 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Utah 

Bone 

Hale 

Murray 

TDl>ey 

Brown 

Harrison 

Neely 

Townsend 

Bulow 

Hatch 

Norrls 

Truman 

Burke 

Hayden 

Nye 

TydlngB 

Bynl 

Herring 

OliCahoney 

Vandenberg 

Byrnes 

HiU 

Overton 

Van  Nuys 

Capper 

Holm&n 

F»epper 

Wagner 

Caraway 

Holt 

Plttman 

Walsh 

Chandler 

Hughes 

RadcUfle 

Wheeler 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Reed 

White 

Clark.  Idaho 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

WUey 

Clarlc.  Mo. 

King 

Russell 

Connaliy 

La  Pollette 

Schwartz 

Danaber 

Lee 

Schwellenbach 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-nine  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut   [Mr.  Danaher]   as  modified. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  the  principle  involved  in 
and  presented  by  the  pending  amendment  is  one  of  the  most . 
important  which  the  Congress  will  be  callei  upon  to  decide 
with  reference  to  the  whole  matter  of  national  defense.  As 
the  bill  now  reads,  the  Secretary  of  War  would  be  authorized 
to  develop,  manufacture,  maintain,  and  store  military  equip- 
ment, munitions,  and  supplies,  and  provide  for  shelter. 

With  the  objectives  declared  and  urged  as  the  ends  of  the 
particular  measure  now  pending,  there  can  be  no  quarrel. 
There  is  not  a  member  of  this  body  who  would  not  do  any- 
thing and  everything  necessary  for  the  national  defense. 
But  this  very  language  in  the  bill  at  the  top  of  page  2  would 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  War.  in  his  discretion,  without 
the  fixing  of  standards  by  the  Congress  in  any  way,  to  pro- 
ceed to  manufacture  any  and  all  kinds  of  supplies  without 
restraint.  There  is  no  limitation  either  in  the  thought,  or 
In  the  words  used  to  convey  the  thought. 

The  Secretary  of  War  not  only  is  implemented,  under  the 
bill,  to  provide  for  mlhtary  equipment  and  munitions,  as  to 
which  there  can  be  no  question,  but  he  Is  also  authorized  to 
build  plants,  acquire  sites,  and.  under  an  amendment  which 
Is  now  on  the  desk,  and  which  will  be  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Texas,  he  will  be  authorized  "to  provide  for  the  oper- 
ation and  maintenance  of  any  plants,  buildings,  facilities, 
utilities,  and  appurtenances  thereto  constructed,"  In  accord- 
ance with  the  authorizations  herein  contained. 
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Mr  President,  whether  or  not  the  people  of  the  United 
States  wish  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  build  plants 
and  to  manufacture  suppUes.  whatever  they  may  be.  goes 
fundamentaUy  to  the  question  of  what  turn  American  de- 
fense is  to  take,  and  what  course  the  American  people  are 
to  follow. 

If  we  turn  to  the  regular  appropriation  bill  which  was  sent 
to  us  from  the  House  of  Representatives  on  May  23,  House 
bill  9209,  we  will  find  in  that  many  pages  which  deal  with 
regular  supplies  of  the  Army,  and.  In  addition,  items  which 
deal  with  special  supplies  for  the  Army.    For  example,  we 
find  that  we  specifically  provided  for  the  acquisition  by  the 
Army  of  field  ranges,  field  stoves,  coffee  roasters,  field  bakery 
equipment,  appliances  for  cooking  and  serving  food  of  what- 
ever kind,  candles,  matches,  soap,  toilet  paper,  towels,  text- 
books, typewriters,  and  so  forth.    We  find  aU  kinds  of  toilet 
articles   provided    for,    barber    and    toilet   materials,    cloth, 
woolens,  materials  of  whatever  kind  for  uniforms,  and  the 
like.    Of  course,  in  addition,  there  are  all  sorts  of  nonmUi- 
tary    supplies    comprehended    within    the    term   "supplies." 
Indeed,  the  dictionary  tells  us  that  a  supply  is  that  which  is 
or  can  be  supplied,  something  which  is  or  may  be  made 
available.    So  when  the  Secretary  of  War  in  the  language 
before  us  undertakes  to  get  authority  from  the  Congress  to 
manufacture  supplies,  he  actually  is  asking  us  to  authorize 
the  United  States  Government  to  manufacture  anything  it 
chooses  to  make,  within  the  sole  discretion  of  the  Secretary 
of  War, 

Mr.  President,  there  is  a  definite  classification  of  what 
is  military  equipment.  That  is  why  the  term  "military 
equipment"  is  used,  as  it  appears  In  lines  1  and  2.  There 
Is  a  definite  classification  of  what  are  munitions.  That  Is 
why  the  word  "munitions"  is  used,  appearing  in  line  2. 

There  can  be,  as  already  remarked,  no  question  that  we 
should  have  shadow  plants,  as  the  Army  terms  them, 
"stand-by"  plants,  to  produce  during  peacetime  for  war- 
time emergency  use  the  supplies,  the  equipment,  the  muni- 
tion, if  you  choose.  Mr.  President,  which  peacetime  demands 
of  the  American  people  will  not  require.  But  there  is  no 
authorization  and  no  Justification  whatever  for  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  seek  authority  to  manufacture  noncritlcal 
supplies. 

With  those  thoughts  in  mind.  Mr.  President,  I  submitted 
the  proposed  amendment,  which  would  insert  the  word 
"critical"  before  the  word  "supplies",  and  consequently  limit 
this  manufacture  to  what  the  Army  itself  may  find  to  be  a 
critical  supply,  that  type  of  supply  absolutely  necessary  for 
our  defense  and  for  Army  use.  and  which  is  not  normally 
produced  In  peacetime,  or  is  not  even  available  to  the  Army 
in  wartime,  because  plants  are  not  geared  or  equipped  to 
produce  such  supplies.  But  if  we  authorize  the  manufacture 
of  critical  supplies,  It  is  no  more  than  reasonable,  of  course, 
that  we  equally  authorize  the  storage  of  noncritlcal  sup- 
plies. 

So,  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  in  Its  whole  compre- 
hends both  phases.  It  limits  the  manufacturer  to  the  manu- 
facture of  critical  supplies,  but  It  also  authorizes  the  ac- 
cumulation and  storage  of  noncritlcal  supplies,  but  which 
none  the  less  would  be  required  in  time  of  war. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  pointed  out  earlier  that  the 
noncritical  supplies  feature  had  not  been  comprehended  in 
the  original  language  submitted  by  me,  and  I  thought  he  was 
right,  and  therefore  modified  the  amendment  to  make  it 
all-inclusive,  and  the  amendment  now  before  the  Senate  as 
the  pending  question  includes  both  classes. 

So.  Mr.  President,  when  we  realize  that  this  particular  bill 
goes  further  than  anything  we  have  ever  undertaken,  either 
in  war  or  peace;  when  we  realize  that  the  authority  which 
Is  here  sought,  and  which  will  be  sought  under  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senator  from  Texas,  now  on  the  desk,  goes  fur- 
ther than  anything  that  the  United  States  has  ever  pre- 
viously done;  when  we  realize  further  that  this  particular 
question  turns  on  the  principle  of  whether  or  not  we  will  give 
the  United  States  Government  unlimited  authority  to  manu- 


facture anything  whatever  which  may  be  termed  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  as  a  supply,  we  can  focus  attention  upon  a 
departure  from  principle  if  the  amendment  pending  is  not 
accepted.  That  principle  is  that  of  private  enterprise,  the 
theory  upon  which  our  whole  structure  of  nonsocialist  gov- 
ernment and  nontotalitarian  state  and  nontotalitarian  gov- 
ernment has  been  developed — a  form  of  government.  I  submit, 
which  is  still  the  best  that  the  world  has  ever  seen. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  a  form  of  government  whose  means 
and  modus  operandi  ought  to  be  preserved,  but  the  entering 
wedge  by  means  of  which  we  can  easily  depart  from  anything 
and  everything  that  we  have  ever  held  dear  as  a  matter  of 
principle  lies  in  the  authority  that  is  sought  by  the  Secretary 
of  War  in  the  bill  now  pending. 

With  those  thoughts.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  pending  amendment,  which  will  actually  save,  in 
that  very  kernel,  the  principle  upon  which  we  have  hitherto 

proceeded.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  as  modified, 
on  page  2,  lines  2  and  5. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  trust  the  amendment 
will  be  rejected.  There  is  no  necessity  and  no  logic  for  the 
distinction  of  critical  and  noncritical  items  in  connection 
with  the  matter  of  supplies.  Military  supplies  include  gaso- 
line for  airplanes  and  motor  trucks;  lubricating  oil.  cleaning 
and  preserving;  medicines;  all  sorts  of  medical  supplies;  simi- 
lar dental  supplies;  batteries;  wire;  Insulators,  and  so  forth; 
radio  parts,  mapping  paper;  photographic  paper;  lenses; 
films;  tools;  surgical  and  hospital  supplies;  camp  and  mess 
equipment,  mess  pans  and  all  cooking  utensils;  hardware. 
Any  one  of  these  articles  may  be  critical  at  one  time  and 
not  critical  at  another. 
Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD,    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Docs  the  Senator  think  that  the  United 
States  Government  ought  to  enter  the  business  of  producing 
gasoline? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Only  in  case  of  an  emergency.  The 
bill  does  not  require  the  Government  to  manufacture  gaso- 
lihe.  It  merely  authorizes  the  Government  to  do  so  In  case 
of  emergency.    It  provides  that  the  Secretary  of  War  may: 

Provide  for  the  development,  purchaae.  manufacture,  ihlpmcnt, 
maintenance,  and  storage  of  military  equipment,  munitions,  and 
•upplles  *  *  *  at  such  places  and  under  such  conditions  at  he 
may  deem  necessary 

During  the  remainder  of  this  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  has  been  very 
coiu*teous  in  cooperating  with  me  In  our  discussions  on  this 
subject.  We  simply  disagree  on  the  principle  involved.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas,  if  he  will  bear 
with  me,  if  he  does  not  understand  and  expect  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  will  undertake  to  carry  out  the  duties  conferred 
upon  him  by  this  bill,  and  do  it  forthwith? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Certainly. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  And  is  It  not  the  purpose,  as  stated  in 
the  bill  Itself,  to  expedite  the  building  up  of  the  national 
defense? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Yes;  but  the  Secretary  is  not  required  to 
manufacture  anything. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  think  the 
Secretary  of  War  ought  to  be  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of 
hardware? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  depends  on  the  emergency.  There 
might  be  an  emergency  in  which  he  would  have  to  manufac- 
ture hardware  of  certain  types  in  Government  arsenals. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  from 
Texas  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course.  It  is  contemplated  that.  If  at 
all,  the  War  Department  shall  engage  in  the  manufacture  of 
anything  only  in  the  event  private  industry  falls  down  and 
does  not  supply  the  War  Department.  Certainly  we  would 
not  want  to  cripple  our  Army  and  our  defense  if  such  a  situa- 
tion should  arise  as  that,  and  probably  it  would  not. 
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Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  me  to  make  an  inquiry  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Would  the  Senator  object  to  language 
which  I  can  easily  put  in  there  that  there  will  be  no  manu- 
facturing done  unless  private  industry  falls  down? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  try  not  to  walk  up  a 
blind  alley  in  advance.  I  should  like  to  see  the  language. 
Mr.  DANAHER.  Would  the  Senator  agree  to  the  language? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  not  agree  to  anything  In  advance  of 
knowing  what  it  is.  I  think  the  language  of  the  amendment 
is  sufficient,  and  I  think  the  amendment  should  be  adopted. 
•niat  is  my  position  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  again 
jrield  to  me? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  point  out  that  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  understands  that  it  is  in  contemplation.  He  does 
not  say  in  whose  contemplation.  He  says  it  is  in  contem- 
plation. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Well,  it  is  In  contemplation  of  the  lan- 
guage of  the  bill.    The  language  speaks  for  Itself. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Then  does  the  Senator,  In  the  language 
that  speaks  for  Itself,  find  any  statement  that  there  will  be 
no  manufacture  unless  private  industry  falls  down?  Where 
does  the  Senator  find  that? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course  it  is  not  necessary  for  language 
to  go  into  all  the  details.  It  carries  with  it  authority  to  do 
certain  things  In  the  event  it  is  necessary,  if  the  emergency 
requires  it.  It  is  inconceivable  that  private  industry  would 
fall  down  on  the  manufactiure  of  certain  things,  such  as  cloth- 
ing, or  shoes,  or  uniforms,  or  even  hardware,  or  gasoline. 
Certainly  It  is  not  contemplated  that  the  private  manufac- 
turers of  gasoline  will  go  out  of  business  and  will  not  be  able 
to  supply  that  commodity.  But  If  In  any  of  these  multiplied 
fields  of  supplies  for  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States 
It  should  become  necessary  for  the  Oovernment  to  do  things 
that  cannot  bo  otherwise  done,  certainly  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  would  not  want  our  defense  forces  crippled  for 
lack  of  supplies,  merely  because  some  private  manufacturers 
cannot  make  them. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
was  never  more  right  than  when  he  said  that  I.  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut,  would  not  want  to  interfere  when  private 
industry  cannot  supply  the  necessary  materials.  I  submit 
that  the  bill  does  not  say  any  such  thing.  I  submit  that  it 
contains  an  absolutely  unbridled  grant  of  authority  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  do  Just  the  things,  to  engage  in  the 
manufacture  of  Just  the  items  listed  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  and  I  submit  that  private  industry  is  amply  able  to 
provide  any  and  all  normal  supplies. 

Those  commodities  which  are  critical,  which  are  military 
In  their  nature,  and  which  are  not  the  result  of  peaceUme 
production  In  this  country.  I  am  perfectly  willing  the  Govern- 
ment should  manufacture.  Just  as  the  Government  manu- 
factures in  its  own  navy  yard  in  Washington  and  at  the 
arsenal  in  Springfield,  weapons  for  which,  of  course,  there  is 
no  peacetime  use.  Certainly,  the  Government  should  have 
stand-by  plants,  and,  certainly  it  should  have  equipment 
capable  of  producing  critical  supplies,  and  that  very  provision 
Is  incorporated  in  the  amendment  now  pending. 

We  all  want  to  do  whatever  is  necessary  for  national  de- 
fense, but  we  certainly  do  not  want  to  see  some  form  of  creep- 
ing paralysis  of  government  spreading  over  the  Nation,  giving 
the  Government  unlimited  authority  to  do  anything  it  chooses, 
without  the  Congress  having  anything  whatever  to  say,  so 
that  the  Secretary  of  War  may  himself  decide  when  and 
where  he  will  erect  a  plant  and  produce  automobiles,  if  he 
desires,  and  then  proceed  to  the  manufacture  of  what  he  says 
are  supplies. 

Mr.  President,  my  amendment  is  a  perfectly  plausible  and 
reasonable  limitation  upon  what  is  otherwise  an  unlimited 
grant  of  power. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  as  modi- 
fied, on  page  2.  in  lines  2  and  5. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 

nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  tMr.  Glass!.  I 
am  informed  that  if  he  were  present  he  would  vote  as  I  shall 
vote.    I  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  (when  his  name  was  called) .  I  have 
a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
I  Mr.  Bridges  1.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  SmathersI  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  I  Mr.  SmathersI  is  absent  from  the  Senate  because  of 
illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senators  from  Alabama  (Mr.  Bankhbad  and  Mr.  Hiu.]. 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  BrmKEl.  the  Senators  from 
New  Mexico  (Mr.  Chavez  and  Mr.  Hatch],  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  IMr.  Glass  1,  the  Senator  from  Miimesota  I  Mr. 
LuNDEEN],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  IMr.  McCarran].  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  IMr.  Neely],  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  IMr.  Overton],  and  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts I  Mr.  Walsh  1  are  necessarily  detained. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  DowneyI  is  absent  on 
official  business  for  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  IMr.  Hill]  Is  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  IMr.  Reed];  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  DownetJ  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  North 
Etekota  IMr.  Ny«I;  and  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  IMr. 
Hatch  1  with  the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  IMr. 
PRAzinl.    I  am  not  advised  how  these  Senators  would  vote, 

if  present. 

Mr.  AUSTIN,  I  announce  the  general  pair  of  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  (Mr.  Ozbsom]  with  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
( Mr.  McCarram  1 .  I  am  not  advised  how  either  Senator  would 
vote,  if  present. 

The  Senators  from  North  Dakota  I  Air.  FxAZin  and  Mr. 
Nye]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  result  was  announced— yeas  17,  nays  60,  as  follows: 
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So  Mr.  Danaher's  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  when  the  previous  amend- 
ment was  being  discussed,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  ap- 
parently convinced  the  majority  that  the  amendment  should 
be  rejected,  for  he  said  he  did  not  wish  to  have  it  appear 
that  the  Secretary  of  War  would  engage  in  the  manufacture 
of  supplies  unless  private  Industry  could  not  supply  them. 
In  order  that  it  may  definitely  appear  that  such  Is  the  In- 
tention of  Congress,  and  that  the  legislation  before  us  carries 
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out  that  Intention,  as  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky. I  offer  an  amendment,  on  page  2.  at  the  end  of  Une 

12,  to  read: 

Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  not  engage 
In  the  manufacture  of  any  supplies  unless  private  Industry  shaU 
be  found  unable  adequately  to  provide  such  supplies. 

,   I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  formally  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tlie  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Cormecticut  will  be  stated. 

The  Chict  Clerk.  On  page  2.  at  the  end  of  line  12,  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  not  engage 
In  the  manufactxxre  of  any  supplies  unless  private  IndusUy  shaU 
be  found  unable  adequately  to  provide  such  supplies. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  New  York  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2.  line  12,  after  "1942".  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  a  colon  and  the  following: 

Provided  That  contracts  entered  Into  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  this  section  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  contracts  for  the  purchase 
of  such  materials,  supplies,  articles,  or  equipment  as  may  usually 
be  bought  In  the  open  market  within  the  meaning  of  section  9 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  conditions  for  the  purchase 
of  suDDlles  and  the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States. 
and  for  other  purposes',  approved  June  30,  1936  (49  Stat.  2036; 
U.  8.  C.  Supp.  V.  UUe  41.  sees.  35-45). 

And  on  page  4.  line  10.  after  "1942",  it  is  proposed  to  in- 
sert a  colon  and  the  following: 

Provided.  That  contracts  entered  Into  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  contracts  for  the 
purchase  of  such  materials,  supplies,  articles,  or  equipment  as  may 
usually  be  bought  In  the  open  market  within  the  meaning  of  sec- 
tion 9  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  conditions  for  the 
purchase  of  supplies  and  the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United 
States  and  lor  other  purposes."  approved  June  30.  1S36  (49  Stat. 
2036;  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V.  title  41.  sees.  35-45). 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  conferred  with  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  I  Mr.  Shep- 
PARDl.  who  has  no  objection  to  the  amendment.  I  have  also 
conferred  with  the  chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee 
I  Mr.  Walsh  1 ,  and  he  has  Informed  me  that  a  similar  amend- 
ment is  to  be  included  in  the  bill  to  expedite  naval  con- 
struction. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
explain  the  amendment? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  was  about  to  do  so.  Under  the  pending 
bill,  contracts  for  the  purchase  of  supplies  may  be  of  two 
kinds,  either  those  entered  into  as  the  result  of  advertising, 
which,  of  course,  means  bidding,  or  those  entered  into  as  the 
result  of  negotiation,  which  are  called  negotiated  contracts. 
A  question  has  arisen — and  the  amendment  is  simply  to  re- 
move the  ambiguity — as  to  whether  the  Walsh-Hcaley  Act. 
which  is  now  definitely  applicable  to  a  contract  for  the  pur- 
chase of  supplies  as  a  result  of  advertising,  will  also  apply  to 
a  negotiated  contract.  The  only  real  difference  between  the 
two  contracts  is  that  one  takes  a  longer  time,  because  of  the 
necessity  for  advertising,  whereas  a  negotiated  contract  may 
be  entered  into  immediately.  The  work  is  exactly  the  same, 
and  the  same  type  of  worker  is  employed.  It  seems  to  me 
a  great  injustice  would  be  imposed  on  the  workers  unless  some 
such  amendment  as  I  now  propose  were  adopted. 

1  may  say  that  the  contracts  let  as  the  result  of  advertising 
and  subject  to  the  Healey-Walsh  Act  since  its  adoption  in 
1936  involved  about  3.000.000  workers.  Unless  this  amend- 
tnent  is  adopted  we  would  have  this  anomalous  situation: 
Under  a  contract  entered  into  with  the  Government  as  the 
result  of  public  bidding  one  set  of  minimum  wages,  that  is.  the 
prevailing  wages,  would  be  applied,  whereas  under  another 
contract  entered  into  as  a  result  of  negotiations,  a  much  lower 
Tninimnm  wage  would  be  paid,  that  is,  the  flat  minimum  under 
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the  Wage  and  Hour  Act.  This  situation  would  present  an 
opportunity  for  exploitation,  since  a  contractor  under  a  nego- 
tiated contract  might  be  paying  wages  in  some  instances  25 
percent  to  75  percent  below  those  required  under  the  Healey- 
Walsh  Act.  I  am  sure  that  we  would  not  want  to  invite  any 
such  exploitation. 

I  am  informed  that  the  Navy  Department  suggested  this 
very  amendment  to  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  and  the 
chairman  of  that  committee  informed  me  that  the  committee 
proposed  to  incorporate  it  in  the  naval  bill  to  be  acted  upon 
by  them.  Neither  the  administration  nor  Congress  would 
want  to  be  a  party  to  such  exploitation  as  I  have  described. 
The  amendment  simply  makes  it  very  clear  that  the  mini- 
mum wage  and  other  standards  imder  the  Healey-Walsh  Act 
shall  apply  to  both  types  of  contracts,  because,  as  I  say.  there 
is  no  difference  between  them  at  all  except  in  the  matter  of 
advertising. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  New  York,  of  course,  needs  no  endorsement  or  confirma- 
tion by  me  when  he  makes  a  statement,  because  I  am  sure 
that  he  never  makes  a  statement  unless  that  statement  is  a 
true  statement.  Inasmuch,  however,  as  the  chairman  of 
the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  is  necessarily  temporarily 
absent  from  the  Chamber  at  the  moment,  and  inasmuch  as 
I  am  a  member  of  the  committee  and  have  attended  all  the 
hearings  of  this  important  committee  in  connection  with  the 
naval  bill  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  New  York.  I  think 
perhaps  the  Senator  from  New  York  would  really  like  to 
have  me  confirm  from  my  own  knowledge  as  a  member  of 
that  committee  that  his  statement,  so  far  as  the  situation 
with  respect  to  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  and  its  labors 
are  concerned,  is  absolutely  true.  The  amendment  the 
Senator  has  offered  is  In  exact  accord  with  the  one  presented 
to  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  which,  as  I  understand,  will 
be  incorporated  in  the  Navy  bill.  Certainly  I  personally  have 
worked  and  will  continue  to  work  to  that  end. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  thank  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Jersey.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  words  of  this  amend- 
ment were  taken  from  the  amendment  which  is  to  be  adopted 
by  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  with  reference  to  naval 
construction. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  recognize  that  the  wording  Is  exactly 
the  same. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  Is  ac- 
ceptable to  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Waoner  ] . 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  call  up  an 
amendment  which  I  think  is  at  the  desk  and  which  I  have 
previously  presented. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3.  line  8.  after  the  comma,  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  the  remainder  of  line  8  and  all  of  lines 
9,  10,  11.  and  12.  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  act  of 
August  24.  1912  (37  Stat.  555:  U.  8.  C,  title  5,  sec.  652),  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  may  remove  from  the  classified  civil  service  of  the  United 
States  any  employee  of  the  Military  Establibhment  forthwith  upon 
a  finding  that  such  person  has  been  guilty  of  conduct  Inimical 
to  the  public  Interest  In  the  defense  program  of  the  United  States 
and  upon  the  giving  of  notice  to  such  person  of  such  charges:  And 
provided  further.  That  within  30  days  after  such  removal  such 
person  shall  have  an  opportunity  personally  to  answer  such  charges 
In  writing  and  to  submit  affidavits  In  support  of  such  answer. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  a  few  brief 
words  of  explanation  concerning  this  amendment.  Section  6 
of  the  act  of  August  12,  1912.  sets  up  procedure  for  the  re- 
moval of  persons  In  the  classified  civil  service  of  the  United 
States.    It  also  contains  provisions  which  assure  to  Federal 
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employees  their  right  to  join  organizations  for  their  mutual 
protection  and  advancement  and  to  petition  Congress.  It 
may  not  be  Improper  to  remind  the  Senate  that  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  this  section  of  the  statute,  which  has  come  to 
be  known  as  the  Lloyd-La  Pollette  Act,  the  employees  in 
the  FWeral  service  were  penalized  for  petitioning  Congress 
or  for  joining  an  organization  for  their  own  mutual  aid  and 
protection. 

The  provision  of  the  statute  for  which  the  amendment  Is 
offered  as  a  substitute  gives  wide,  sweepir^g  powers  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  suspend  tlie  entire  section.  After  con- 
ferring with  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  I  ascertained 
that  the  only  desire  on  the  part  of  the  War  Department  was 
to  suspend  the  procedure  for  removal  of  employees  in  cases 
where  there  was  evidence  of  sabotage  or  espionage. 

Therefore  this  amendment  grants  such  power  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  but  saves  to  the  employees  the  other  rights 
contained  In  the  section  of  the  statute  to  which  reference 
is  made. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  there  may  be  printed  as  a  part 
of  my  remarks  section  652  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  section  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Sic    652    Removals  from   classified  clvU  service  only  for  cause: 
No  person  In  the  classified  civil  service  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  removed  therefrom  except  for  such  cause  as  wlU  promote  the 
efficiency  of  said  service  and  for  reasons  given  In  writing,  and  the 
person  whose  removal  is  sought  shall  have  notice  of  the  same  and 
of  any    charges    preferred   against   him,    and    be    furnished   with    a 
copy  thtrcof    and  al^o  bo  allowed  a  reasonable  time  for  personally 
answering  the  same  In  u-rlting;  and  affidavits  In  support  thereof; 
but  no  examination  of  witnesses  nor  any  \slal  or  hearing  shall  be 
required  except  In  the  discretion  of  the  officer  making  the  remov^^; 
and  copies  of  charges,  notice  of  hearing,  answer,  reasons  for  re- 
moval   and  of  the  order  of  removal  shaU  be  made  a  part  of  the 
records  of  the  proper  department  or  office,  as  shall  also  the  reasons 
for  reduction  In  rank  or  compensation;  and  copies  of  the  same  shall 
be  furr.lshMl   to  the   person  affected  upon  request,  and  the  ClvU 
Service  Commlwlon  also  shall,  upon  request,  be  furnished  copies  of 
tbe  same.     Membership  In  any  society,  association,  club,  or  other 
form   of  organlraticn  of  postal  employees  not  affiliated  with  any 
outside  organization  Imposing  an  obligation  or  duty  upon  them  to 
ensace  In    any   strike,   or   proposing   to   assist  them   In    any  strike, 
•gainst    the    United   SUtcs,    having  for   Its   objects,    among   other 
Sings    improvements  in   the  condition  of   labor  of   Its  members. 
Including  hours  of  labor  and  compensation   therefor   and  leave  ol 
absence    by  any  person  or  groups  of  persons  tn  said  Pcstal  Service, 
or  tbe  presenung  by  any  such  person  or  groups  of  persons  of  any 
grievance  or  grievances  to  the  Ckjngre.ss  or  any  Member  thereof  shaU 
not  constitute  or  be  cause  for  reduction  In  rank  or  compensation 
or  removal  of  such  person  or  groups  of  persons  from  said  service. 
Tbe  rlcht  of  persons  employed  in  the  dvU  service  of  the  United 
States    either  Individually  or  coUecUvely.  to  petition  CongresR.  or 
any  Menibcr  thereof,  or  to  furnish  InformaUon  to  either  House  of 
ConereFs    or  to  any  committee  or  member  thereof,  shall  not   be 
denied  or  Interfered  with    (Aug.  34.   1912.  ch.  388,  sec.  6,  37  Stat. 
5551. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 

to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 

[Mr.  La  FollettbI. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.    Without    objection,    the 

amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  desire  to  offer  another  amend- 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  vnil  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3,  at  the  end  of  section  4,  it  Is 
proposed  to  Imert  thr  following: 

NotwitbsUndlng  the  provision  of  any  other  law.  the  regular 
working  hours  of  employees  of  the  War  Department  and  Its  field 
services  shall  be  8  hours  per  day  and  40  hours  per  week  during 
the  period  of  any  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President 
to  exist  Provided.  That  under  such  reguLitlons  as  the  Secretary 
of  War  may  prescribe  these  hours  may  l>e  exceeded,  but  comprn- 
satlon  for  employment  m  excess  of  40  hours  in  any  administrative 
workweek  computed  at  a  rate  not  less  than  one  and  a  half  times 
the  regular  rate,  shall  be  paid  per  annum,  per  hour,  per  diem,  and 
piecework  employees  Provided  further,  That  In  determining  the 
overtime  compensation  of  per  annum  Government  employees  the 
pay  for  1  day  shaU  be  considered  to  be  one  three-hundred  and 
sixtieth  of  their  respective  per  annum  salaries. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 


Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  a  few  brief  words  of 
explanation  of  this  amendment.  My  imderstanding  is  that 
an  amendment  similar  to  this  is  now  under  consideration  by 
the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate  in  its  considera- 
tion of  wtiat  may  be  termed  a  companion  bill  to  the  one  now 
before  the  Senate,  which  relates  to  the  Naval  Establishment. 
It  would  seem  only  just  and  reasonable  that  equal  treat- 
ment should  be  accorded  employees  In  the  Naval  Establish- 
ment and  in  the  Military  Establishment. 

In  the  pending  bill  as  it  now  stands  there  is  no  provision 
covering  overtime  pay.  I  have  conferred  with  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  and  he  informs  me  that  he  is  willing  to 
accept  the  sunendment  in  order  that  the  subject  matter  may 
be  in  conference,  and  when  the  final  policy  is  worked  out 
upon  the  naval  bill  it  will  give  the  conferees  on  the  Army  bill 
an  opportunity  to  bring  the  two  measures  into  uniformity  so 
far  as  the  pay  of  employees  who  are  required  to  work  over- 
time Is  concerned. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  Is  accept- 
able to  me.  

The     PRESIDING    OFFICER.      Without    objection,     the 

amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.    Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  line  23.  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  the  period,  insert  a  colon,  and  the  following  proviso: 

Provided.  That  no  pierson  shall  be  excluded  from  enlistment  In 
any  branch  of  the  Military  Establishment  on  account  of  race,  creed, 
or  color. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  have  no  objection  to  that  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington I  Mr.  ScHWELLENBACH  1  had  an  amendment  to  offer.  I 
do  not  see  him  in  the  Chamber  at  this  time.  Perhaps  he  will 
come  in  later. 

I  now  reoffer  the  amendment  which  was  pending  when  the 

Senate  adjourned. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Texas  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  2,  Une  7,  after  the  word 
"contracts",  it  is  proposed  to  insert: 

(Tncludlng  contracts  for  educational  orders,  and  for  the  exchange 
of  deteriorated,  unserviceable,  obsolescent,  or  surplus  equipment, 
munitions,  and  suppUes  for  other  equipment,  munitions,  and  sup- 
plies of  which  there  Is  a  shortage). 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  let  us  have  an  ex- 
planation of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  endeavored  to  explain 
the  amendment  yesterday.  I  shall  say  again  that  the 
amendment  lifts  the  restriction  in  the  educational-orders 
law  requiring  that  bids  be  solicited  from  a  selected  list  of 
those  considered  to  be  qualified  to  receive  such  orders.  This 
is  necessary  in  the  interest  of  expedition  and  of  procedure 
without  undue  delay.  The  bill  does  not  lift  the  require- 
ment of  existing  law  that  educational  orders  shall  be  ap- 
proved by  the  President. 

Also,  the  amendment  enables  the  Department  to  dispose 
of.  by  exchange,  deteriorated,  unserviceable,  obsolescent,  or 
surplus  equipment,  mvmitions,  and  supplies  for  other  equip- 
ment, munitions,  and  supplies. 

Section  3617  of  the  Revised  Statutes  authorizes  the  sale  of 
unserviceable,  deteriorated,  or  surplus  equipment,  mimitions. 
and  supplies,  the  proceeds  of  which  must  be  deposited  to  the 
credit  of  the  Treasury.  What  this  amendment  does  Is  to 
enable  the  manufacturer  to  credit  the  Government  with  the 
proceeds  of  sale,  and  apply  that  credit  to  the  manufacture  of 
new  material.  Under  the  amendment  the  amount  will  not 
be  turned  into  the  Treasury,  but  will  be  credited  to  the  Gov- 
errunent  by  the  manufacturer,  thereby  obviating  the  necessity 
of  another  appropriation. 
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The  act  of  May  12. 1917.  authorizes  the  exchange  of  motor- 
propelled  vehicles,  airplanes,  engines,  and  engine  parts  in 
part  pajrment  for  new  equipment  of  similar  character,  to  be 
used  for  the  same  purpose  as  those  proposed  to  be  exchanged. 
This  measure  proposes,  as  I  said  yesterday,  the  exchange  of 
surplus  munitions  for  any  kind  of  new  material  of  which  there 
is  a  shortage  in  the  Army. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  When  the  Senator  offered  this 
amendment  last  night,  the  Senator  fropi  West  Virginia  asked 
the  Senator  from  Texas  to  obtain,  if  he  could,  a  list  of  the 
surplus  commodities  and  materials  which  might  be  contem- 
plated within  the  scope  of  these  exchanges,  and  the  able 
Senator  from  Texas  said  he  would  try  to  get  the  information. 
I  wonder  if  he  has  it. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Yes.  The  War  Department  considers 
surplus  anything  not  needed  for  an  army  of  2.000.000  men. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Can  the  Senator  give  us  some  ex- 
amples of  what  are  to  be  exchanged  under  this  authority? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Enfield  rifles  constitute  one  example, 

and  any  other  equipment  declared  unserviceable  or  surplus. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Where  does  the  responsibility  lie  for 

certifying  that  the  traded  materials  are  either  deteriorated. 

unserviceable,  obsolescent,  or  surplus? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    With  the  Secretary  of  War. 
Mr.  LODGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Is  not  an  Enfield  rifle,  if  it  is  in  good  condi- 
tion, better  than  no  rifle  at  all? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  We  have  had  quite  a  controversy  over 
rifles,  and  I  should  not  like  to  enter  into  that  controversy  on 
the  floor  at  this  time.  I  think  the  Enfield  rifie  is  an  excellent 
firearm,  however. 

Mr.  LODGE.    And  a  man  with  one  of  those  rifles  is  better 
off  than  a  man  with  no  rifle  at  all. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Absolutely. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator,  if  he  will  permit  me,  how  many  rifles  the 
War  Department  have  on  hand  now.  if  these  Enflelds  are 
surplus.  It  has  been  repeatedly  stated  here  that  we  did  not 
^  have  on  hand  enough  rifles  to  arm  an  army  to  the  extent 
"  to  which  the  extension  might  be  necessary  immediately  on 
the  outbreak  of  war.  When  did  these  Enflelds  become 
surplus? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  When  the  War  Department  determined 
It  did  not  need  all  it  had.  Whoever  said  we  did  not  have 
enough  rifles  was  referring  to  the  so-called  Garand  rifle, 
which  is  a  modem  type  of  rifle. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  consider  that  the  Springfleld 
rifle  is  very  much  better  than  the  Enfleld.  We  were  armed 
with  the  Enfleld  during  the  last  war  because  our  factories 
were  not  jigged  and  died  for  Springfields.  For  years  we  have 
had  facilities  for  making  the  best  small  arm  in  the  world, 
unless  the  Garand  turns  out  to  be  better,  in  the  Springfleld 
rifle;  but  during  the  last  war  our  troops  were  not  armed 
with  Springflelds;  they  had  to  take  Enflelds,  because  our 
factories  were  Jigged  and  died  and  gaged  to  make  Enflelds. 
But  the  Enfleld.  while  considerably  inferior  to  the  Spring- 
fleld. is,  as  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Lodge] 
suggested,  certainly  very  much  better  than  no  rifle  at  all. 
It  is  very  much  better  than  fighting  with  pitchforks  or 
scythes  or  muzzle-loaders,  which  we  might  have  to  do  if  we 
did  not  have  rifles. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  how  many  rifles  will  be 
left  to  the  United  States  if  this  contemplated  order  goes 
through. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  should  say  that  there  would  be  per- 
haps 2.000.000  at  the  present.  Let  me  add,  however,  that 
among  this  number  there  is  another  rifle,  of  which  the 
Army  has,  I  think,  six  or  seven  hundred  thousand,  the 
Browning. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  What  I  am  getting  at  is  this. 
tf  the  Senator  will  permit  me: 

Before  the  last  war  a  gun  had  been  Invented  by  an  Amer- 
ican Army  officer,  Colonel  Lewis,  which  the  War  Department 


turned  down  and  refused  to  purchase,  because  the  War  De- 
partment officials,  or  some  officials  in  the  War  Department, 
insisted  that  it  was  jxjssible  to  make  a  better  gun;  so  we  did 
not  have  any  Lewis  gims  until  we  got  into  the  war.  We 
were  still  experimenting  with  the  light  Browning;  and  when 
we  got  over  to  France  we  were  armed  with  what  Lewis  guns 
we  could  borrow  from  the  British,  the  Lewis  gun  in  the 
meantime  having  been  sold  to  the  British.  We  were  armed 
with  the  Lewis  gun,  which  was  at  that  time  the  best  light 
automatic  rifle  in  the  world,  and  with  a  rifle  called  the 
Chauchat.  a  French  alleged  automatic  rifle  which  was  said 
by  American  soldiers  to  be  so  bad  that  the  only  way  you 
could  injure  a  German  with  it  was  by  hitting  him  over  the 
head  with  it,  or  throwing  it  at  him.  [Laughter.]  What  I 
should  like  to  know  is  whether  we  are  going  to  sell  the 
rifles  that  we  have  on  hand — the  regular  rifles,  the  En- 
fields — and  then  let  the  War  Department  engage  in  this 
interminable  dispute  until  the  war  is  over,  or  until  an  emer- 
gency might  arise  and  find  us  entirely  unprepared. 

After  the  last  war  was  over,  after  we  got  home  from  France, 
long  after  the  armistice,  the  War  Department  did  produce 
the  light  Browning,  which  was  a  far  superior  gun  to  the 
Lewis;  tut  while  finding  fault  with  the  Lewis  gun,  they  sent 
us  into  the  war  without  any  light  automatic  at  all.  It  seems 
to  me  that  engaging  in  this  dispute  about  rifles,  between 
the  Garand  and  the  other  rifle,  while  at  the  same  time  selling 
the  surplus  store,  if  it  is  surplus,  of  Enflelds,  might  put  the 
United  States  in  a  position  of  very  great  unpreparedness  so 
far  as  small  arms  are  concerned. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  the  mat- 
ter ought  to  be  straightened  out,  and  straightened  out 
quickly. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  on  this  matter 
I  cannot  speak  as  an  expert,  but  I  can  speak  from  the  record. 
The  record  shows  that  we  have  more  than  enough  rifles  to 
outfit  an  army  of  5,000,000  men.  That  statement  is  based 
on  the  assumption  that  only  a  small  part  of  an  army  uses 
rifles  of  the  kind  we  are  talking  about. 

It  was  testified  before  my  subcommittee  that  275.000  rifles 
were  ample  for  an  army  of  1.000.000  men.  The  remainder 
of  the  million  men  would  be  engaged  In  the  kind  of  fighting 
that  did  not  require  a  shoulder  rifle. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    I  yie'.d. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Until  we  get  the  other  equip- 
ment— the  mechanized  equipment  and  the  automatic-fire 
equipment — for  an  Army  of  a  million  men.  the  same  propor- 
tion of  the  Army  as  hitherto  would  have  to  be  armed  with 
the  old-fashion€d  rifle,  would  it  not?  In  other  words,  unless 
we  have  the  tanks  and  the  automatic  rifles  and  the  machine 
guns,  which  we  have  not,  the  only  way  we  can  arm  our  Army 
of  a  million  men  is  with  the  old-fashioned  rifle  and  the 
bayonet,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  we  have,  ac- 
cording to  the  record,  over  two  and  a  half  million  Enfleld  and 
Springfield  rifles.  We  now  have  more  than  40,000  Garand 
rifles.    They  are  the  semiautomatic  rifles. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  before  a  vote 
is  taken  on  the  pending  amendment,  I  wish  to  go  on  record 
in  opposition  to  its  adoption.  In  my  opinion,  the  amendment 
would  open  wide  the  door  to  graft,  conspiracy,  and  corruption. 
A  few  days  ago  I  received  a  letter  from  a  friend  of  mine  in 
Colorado,  a  very  well-to-do  attorney,  who  is  a  new  dealer,  by 
the  way,  although  that  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
incident  I  am  about  to  relate.     He  made  this  statement : 

I  bought  some  blankets  on  the  market  the  other  day.  United 
States  Army  blankets.  Across  the  corner  there  was  a  gash  about 
6  or  7  Inches  long,  all  sewed  up.  so  that  the  blankets  could  not  be 
sold  back  to  the  United  States  Government  again.  These  blankets 
are  perfect  blankets.  I  bought  them  for  about  one-half  what  a 
blanket  would  have  cost  on  the  regular  market. 

When  an  amendment  such  as  the  one  before  us  is  adopted, 
that  is  the  sort  of  opportunity  to  graft  which  will  be  opened 
up.  The  Government  will  buy  a  supply  of  new  blankets; 
some  officer  will  turn  them  back  to  the  firm  that  made  them 
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at  a  very  low  price;  and  the  Government  will  take  some  more 
new  blankets;  and  there  will  be  no  end  to  that  sort  of  thing. 
I  use  blankets  merely  as  an  example  to  indicate  the  process. 
Army  blankets  cost  very  little  money;  other  military  equip- 
ment runs  into  huge  figures. 

I  have  another  objection  to  the  amendment.  It  will  open 
wide  the  door  to  flagrant  violations  of  international  law.  I  do 
not  suppose  I  will  have  a  chance  to  vote  on  the  amendment. 
I  merely  wanted  to  state  that  I  had  these  objections  to  its 
adoption. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  realize  that  it  is 
entirely  futile  to  undertake  to  stop  this  evasion  of  interna- 
tional law  and  of  the  Neutrality  Act,  even  by  defeating  the 
pending  amendment.  If  it  were  possible  to  do  that,  because  it 
would  be  like  locking  the  stable  after  the  horse  was  gone. 
Already,  under  a  ruling  of  the  Attorney  General,  many  of 
our  first-line  planes  have  been  turned  back  for  sale  abroad 
to  belligerents.  Therefore  to  undertake  to  stop  such  action 
In  connection  with  this  more  or  less  minor  Item,  concerning 
these  rifles,  as  I  have  said,  would  be  in  the  natiire  of  locking 
the  stable  door  after  the  horse  was  gone,  because  far  more 
important  defensive  weapons  have  already  gone  from  our 
national-defense  line  under  the  ruling  of  the  Attorney 
General. 

Let  me  say  In  passing  that  of  course  I  realize,  as  must 
everyone  else,  that  it  is  a  very  poor  President  who  could  not 
get  a  ruling  he  wanted  from  his  own  Attorney  General.  I 
know  of  only  one  instance  in  the  history  of  our  Government 
to  the  contrary,  and  Andrew  Jackson  dismissed  that  Attorney 
General. 

I  do  desire  to  go  on  record  in  protest  against  this  whole 
system  of  evasions  of  our  laws.  Nothing  becomes  sxirplus  in 
a  military  sense  until  It  has  been  replaced  with  something 
equally  good  or  better.  It  may  be  that  these  Enfield  rifles, 
for  example,  are  obsolescent  according  to  the  standard  of  some 
of  the  rifies  which  have  been  developed  since  the  Enfleld  was 
in  use.  but  until  the  needs  of  the  United  States  to  the  fullest 
possible  extent  are  completely  met  by  something  as  good  or 
better,  these  rifles  are  not  surplus. 

It  may  be  said  that  the  old  war  75's,  which  we  bought  from 
the  French  during  the  war,  when  we  went  over  to  France, 
may  be  obsolescent,  because  there  may  have  been  some  im- 
provements in  that  weapon,  but  it  has  been  found  in  the 
present  war.  by  the  French  themselves,  that  those  old  war- 
time 75*s,  massed  and  firing  point  blank,  are  the  most  ef- 
fective weapons  which  have  been  found  for  combating  the 

tanks. 

I  say  that  nothing  is  surplus,  so  far  as  the  defense  of  the 
United  States  to  its  fullest  extent  is  concerned,  until  some- 
thing equally  good  or  better  has  been  supplied  to  the  extent 
of  our  own  needs. 

I  stated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago  that  if 
we  sent  our  75's  to  France,  or  to  England,  or  anywhere  else 
to  the  world.  If  we  sent  our  airplanes,  if  we  sent  our  ships, 
until  the  defense  needs  of  the  United  SUtes  have  been  ab- 
solutely provided  for,  and  we  got  into  the  wsu-  as  a  result, 
without  the  fullest  provision  for  the  adequate  defense  of  the 
United  States,  and  an  invader  came  over  to  attack  the  United 
States,  and  found  our  preparation  for  defense  even  more  de- 
ficient than  it  is  now.  by  reason  of  our  sale  of  arms,  or  gift 
or  shipment  of  arms  to  some  other  nation.  Congress  and  every 
one  connected  with  it  would  be  guilty,  would  be  blamable, 
to  a  great  extent  which  would  deserve  the  condemnation  of 
the  American  people  for  time  immemorial. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  do  not  believe  the  Senator  would  have 
any  objection  to  the  sale  of  deteriorated  or  unserviceable  or 
obsolescent  equipment,  but  the  word  "surplus"  is  a  word  which 
allows  almost  anything  to  be  sold. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  agree  entirely  with  the  Senator. 
Of  course,  we  know  that  arms  may  be  sold  as  being  inferior 
which  are  a  good  deal  better  than  none  at  all.  But  even  so, 
I,  of  course,  have  no  objection  to  the  practice  which  has 


always  obtained,  under  the  law.  of  seDlng  condemned  arms  or 
equipment  of  any  sort.  What  I  object  to  is  the  sale  of  goods 
which  could  only  be  considered  surplus  if  ovu"  Army  were 
armed  to  the  fullest  extent  contemplated  by  modern  practice. 
For  instance,  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  stated  awhile  ago 
that  it  would  take  270,000  rifles  to  equip  an  army  of  a  million 
men.  But  that  contemplates  that  the  Army  would  be  fully 
equipped  with  the  newest  of  automatic-firing  weapons;  the 
newest  mechanical  services,  which  we  do  not  at  present  have ; 
and  new  artillery  equipment.  So  that  If  we  were  to  be  forced 
to  put  an  army  of  a  million  men  into  the  field,  assuming  we 
could  readily  assemble  a  million  men.  It  would  not  liave 
270,000  rifies  as  contemplated  if  we  hsul  the  new  equipment, 
but  until  we  procured  the  new  equipment  it  would  be  the 
same  number  of  rifles  which  have  hitherto  been  required 
under  our  tables  of  organization.  Until  the  Army  is  com- 
pletely equipped,  this  is  not  surplus  material. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  again  to  stress 
the  fact  that  surplus  equipment,  munitions,  and  so  forth,  is 
very  vaguely  deflned;  and  while  I  have  not  the  words  to  sug- 
gest, it  seems  to  me  there  should  be  some  safeguards  thrown 
around  what  is  really  surplus  equipment,  because  in  the  light 
of  present  events,  if  I  may  so  suggest,  it  is  perfectly  possible 
for  us  to  get  into  a  war  without  declaring  war;  and  in  that 
event,  unless  what  Congress  means  by  "surplus  equipment" 
is  pretty  narrowly  deflned,  we  may  not  have  sufficient  equip- 
ment, in  line  with  what  the  Senator  has  pointed  out,  to  take 
care  of  our  own  defensive  needs. 

I  am  not  for  a  moment  suggesting  that  really  surplus  equip- 
ment, or  deteriorated  or  unserviceable  or  obsolescent  equip- 
ment, should  not  be  disposed  of  in  Itoe  with  the  committee 
amendment,  but  I  think  we  should  not  leave  it  open  so  wide 
that  practically  everything  we  have  could  be  given  away,  until 
we  get  something  to  take  its  place.  I  would  not  be  opposed 
to  much  of  it  being  given  away,  perhaps,  if  I  knew  what  it  was, 
but  on  our  own  responsibility  are  we  to  allow  the  door  to  be 
opened  wide  so  that  all  the  equipment  of  the  Army  and  the 
Navy  can  be  declared  surplus  as  a  result  of  someone's  whim? 
Certainly  that  is  not  unlikely  to  happen,  at  least  to  a  large 
degree. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Of  course,  the  Senator  is  per- 
fectly familiar  with  the  fact  that  in  the  case  of  airplanes,  a 
plane  Ls  regarded  as  obsolescent  the  moment  a  plane  anywhere 
in  the  world  may  be  made  with  some  feature  that  is  consid- 
ered an  Improvement.  While  still  a  first-line  fighting  ship 
a  plane  is  placed  on  the  obsolescent  list,  as  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  will  bear  me  out,  the  very  moment  an  Im- 
provement is  discovered.  But  every  nation  to  the  world  nec- 
essarily must  employ  a  tremendous  number  of  planes  as  flrst- 
Itoe  fighters  which  may  be  obsolescent  in  the  sense  that  they 
are  not  the  very  latest  development  to  warfare.  I  am  op- 
posed to  anything  which  permits  the  sale  of  ships  which  are 
serviceable  as  front-line  ships  for  the  United  States  until  we 
get  somethtog  that  is  better. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  merely  make  the  suggestion  that  It  would 
not  cure  the  defect  I  have  pointed  out,  but  if  the  word  "actual" 
were  inserted  before  the  word  "surplus",  it  seems  to  me  at 
least  the  intent  of  the  Congress  would  be  made  clear.  Sur- 
plus equipment  might  be  anything.  The  provision  should 
cover  "actual"  surplus  equipment. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LOIX3E.  I  submit  to  the  Senator  from  AiQssouri  the 
thought  that  if  a  nation  wants  to  make  a  major  effort  there 
is  no  such  thing  as  surplus.  It  should  keep  everything  it  has 
that  is  obsolete,  and  then  add  some  more. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  that  if  one  did  not  have  a  better  gun,  he  might 
be  glad  to  use  an  old  fiintlock.  or  muzzle  loader,  or  any  other 
sort  of  gun,  and  if  he  did  not  have  a  gun  at  all.  he  might  have 
to  use  a  scythe,  or  a  pitchfork.  I  do  not  think  we  should  sell 
anything  that  is  necessary  to  our  maximum  effort. 
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Mr.  LODGE.    Is  it  not  true  that  if  this  Nation  should  be- 
come involved  in  a  major  emergency,  if  the  National  Guard  in 
the  several  States  were  called  out,  the  home  guards  who  would 
be  set  up  would  have  to  be  provided  rifles? 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Undoubtedly. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho.    Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  yield  to  me? 
Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  that  the  very  fact  that  a  thousand  first-line  planes 
have  been  interpreted  as  surplus  is  a  glaring  example  of  the 
utter  dupUcity  behind  this  whole  program,  and  shows  what  a 
travesty  the  whole  proceeding  is.  and  what  a  horrible  fraud 
it  is  on  the  American  people.  As  Major  WiUiams.  the  avia- 
tion editor  for  the  Scripps-Howard  newspapers,  has  so  well 
pointed  out,  even  if  those  planes  were  2  or  3  years  old,  they 
are  of  the  utmost  necessity  for  training  the  pUots  who  are 
going  to  fly  the  new  planes.  To  class  1.000  of  those  flrst-line 
Army  and  Navy  planes  as  obsolete,  or  as  surplus,  merely 
because  they  do  not  have  puncture-proof  gas  tanks  and 
armored  cockpits,  is,  to  my  way  of  thinking,  an  utter  fraud. 
I  merely  want  to  leave  that  suggestion  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.   CONN  ALLY.    Mr.  President,  will   the  Senator  yield 
to  me? 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
would  not  the  use  of  the  word  "surplus"  here  be  accepted  in 
Its  usual  and  nontechniDal  sense?  In  other  words,  "surplus" 
Is  something  we  do  net  need.  "Surplus"  is  something  over 
and  above  our  necessities.  I  suppose  no  one  wants  to  sell 
anything  to  anyone  which  we  still  need — that  is  necessary  to 
help  our  defense — but  if  we  need  only  100,000  of  a  certain 
article,  and  if  perhaps  we  have  200,000,  I  see  no  reason  for 
not  disposing  of  the  second  100.000. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  has 
cited  the  particular  example  of  naval  planes  which  exactly 
answers  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Texas.  We  are 
told  on  every  side  that  more  planes  are  needed  for  the  exten- 
sion of  naval  aviation.  We  do  not  have  anything  like  the 
number  of  airplanes  we  need  for  our  own  protection  under 
any  conditions,  even  without  being  engaged  in  a  major  war. 
and  yet.  before  the  real  construction  under  the  tremendous 
new  aviation  program  is  even  started,  we  are  already  treating 
as  surplus  and  sending  abroad  about  a  thousand  of  our  planes, 
many  of  which  are  good  and.  in  the  judgment  of  the  Navy 
Department  itself,  flrst-line  flghting  planes,  and  which  might 
be  of  vital  necessity  in  the  event  of  our  being  engaged  in  war. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  law  providing  for  the  "trading  in," 
to  use  the  common  expression,  of  these  motor  vehicles,  air- 
planes, and  vessels  existed  before  the  present  emergency. 
That  statute  has  been  on  the  books  for  a  long  time.  Of 
course,  we  have  to  leave  to  the  Judgment  of  the  War  De- 
partment and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  to  what  is 
surplus.  It  Is  difficult  to  describe  surplus  or  define  it  by  law. 
Take  the  rifles  which  were  referred  to  a  while  ago.  The 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  stated  we  had  a  suflBcient  number  of 
Enfleld  rifles  now  to  equip  an  army  of  5.000.000  men, 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  That  is  on  the  theory  that  the 
Army  has  all  the  additional  equipment  by  way  of  tanks  and 
automatic  rifles  and  everything  of  that  sort,  which  it  does  not 
have  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Neither  do  we  have  the  5,000.000  men, 
and  we  are  no  nearer  having  the  5,000,000  men  than  we  are  to 
having  the  automatic  equipment.  The  point  is,  it  seems  to 
me,  that  by  the  time  we  would  have  5,000,000  men  in  the 
Army,  or  a  number  sufficient  to  absorb  these  rifles,  we  would 
have  more  modem  equipment.  It  is  not  proposed  that  we 
raise  an  army  of  5,000.000  men,  or  even  of  1.000.000  men. 
So  that,  so  far  as  the  present  situation  is  concerned,  any 
materiel  that  is  on  hand,  that  may  have  been  bought  years 
ago  under  different  circumstances,  that  is  not  required  to 
supply  our  present  Army,  or  any  reasonable  or  expected  in- 
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crease,  might  be  regarded  as  surplus.  We  are  bound  to  as- 
sume that  in  the  process  of  adding  enough  men  to  our  Army 
to  make  it  5,000,000  we  are  also  going  to  add  a  great  amount 
of  equipment  which  will  be  more  modern  than  that  which  we 
now  have, 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  return  to  the 
proposition  that  this  equipment  does  not  become  surplus 
until  its  place  is  taken  by  the  other  equipment.  The  con- 
ception that  270,000  rifles  are  sufficient  for  a  million  men  is 
based  upon  the  theory  that  the  Army  of  a  million  men  would 
have  vast  quantities  of  automatic  equipment  which  we  do 
not  possess  and  do  not  have  immediately  in  prospect. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  suppose  the  Government 
bought  more  than  it  needed,  more  than  it  could  use,  more 
than  it  contemplated  it  could  use  within  a  reasonable  time; 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  not  far-fetched  to  interpret  that 
excess  as  a  surplus  from  the  very  time  it  was  obtained  by  the 
Government,  if  it  is  not  needed.  So  in  that  sense  I  do  not 
see  anything  wrong  with  the  use  of  the  word  "surplus"  here. 
The  word  "actual"  would  not  add  anything  to  it. 

Mr,  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  the  objection  to 
the  word  "surplus"  is  the  use  to  which  the  word  "surplus" 
has  been  put  in  the  recent  case  of  the  Navy's  planes.  The 
Navy  has  been  selling  first -line  planes  because  of  a  policy  of 
trying  to  evade  international  law  and  the  neutrality  statutes 
by  supplying  arms  to  foreign  powers  before  they  actually 
become  surplus. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  During  all  the  time  that  the  law  has  been 
on  the  statute  books  authorizing  the  return  of  the  airplanes 
and  the  engines  and  equipment,  and  getting  credit  on  new 
planes,  engines,  and  equipment,  no  one  ever  made  the  com- 
plaint that  it  was  done  to  evade  the  law  or  the  neutrality 
statute. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  To  what  extent  have  flrst-line 
planes  ever  before  been  turned  in  to  the  manufacturers  in 
advance  of  the  time  they  actually  became  surplus? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  able  to  give  the  Senator  the 
figures  as  to  how  many  have  been  turned  in. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  figure 
should  be  given  before  the  pending  proposition  is  submitted 
to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  no  more  unreasonable 
to  authorize  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  turn 
back  to  the  manufacturers  used  material  and  get  credit 
for  it  than  it  is  for  a  private  owner  of  an  automobile  to  be 
able  to  do  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  seems  to  me,  as  I  pointed  out 
yesterday,  that  that  analogy  Is  by  no  means  good,  for  the 
reason  that  we  have  been  told  repeatedly  from  the  highest 
quarters  that  we  are  likely  to  be  attacked;  that  our  own 
national  defense  is  at  stake;  that  our  own  national  safety 
may  be  imperiled.  Yet  we  are  asked  to  turn  in  planes  which 
might  be  of  the  most  vital  necessity  in  the  front-line  defense 
of  the  United  States,  in  the  hope  of  getting  planes  at  some 
future  time.  To  attempt  to  liken  this  to  the  situation  of  a 
man  driving  his  car  down  to  an  automobile  dealer  and  turn- 
ing it  in  on  a  new  car  and  driving  the  new  car  away  seems  to 
me  absurd.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  there  is  any  analogy  at 
all  so  far  as  credit  from  the  airplane  manufacturer  is 
concerned. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  if  our  capacity  for  producing 
airplanes  and  engines  is  increased  in  proportion  to  the  prob- 
able need,  we  will  be  better  off  with  the  possibility  of  obtain- 
ing new  airplanes  and  engines  when  we  need  them  than  we 
will  by  keeping  the  old  ones. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  we  want  to  keep  the  old  ones 
until  we  get  the  new  ones  it  dees  not  seem  to  me  that  the 
productive  capacity  of  the  United  States  would  be  in  the 
slightest  diminished,  and  our  defensive  situation  would  be 
greatly  enhanced. 
Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  For  the  information  of  the  Senate  at  this 
time  I  wish  to  say  that  I  secured  from  the  War  Department 
5  days  ago  information  as  to  the  number  of  rifles  on  hand. 
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and  on  June  5  or  6  we  had  40.000  Garand  rifies,  890,000  Spring- 
field rifles,  and  2,045.000  Enfield  rifles. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  If  material  is  exchanged,  not  because  it 
bas  deteriorated  and  is  unserviceable  or  obsolescent,  but 
merely  because  it  Is  surplus,  what  is  the  reason  why  the  ma- 
terial for  which  it  is  exchanged  does  not  also  become  surplus? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  seems  to  me  that  proposition 
is  inescapat)le. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Texas,  on  page  2, 
line?. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  before  the  vote  is  taken  I  wish 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  today  under  the  Revised 
Statutes  the  War  Department  has  the  authority  to  sell  un- 
serviceable, deteriorated,  or  surplus  equipment,  munitions, 
and  supplies,  the  proceeds  of  which  go  to  the  credit  of  the 
Treasury.  In  other  words,  as  the  law  now  stands,  the  War 
Department  has  full  power,  full  authority  to  sell  unservice- 
able, deteriorated,  or  surplus  equipment. 

What  the  pending  amendment  would  do  would  be  simply 
to  permit  the  War  Department — ^not  force  the  War  Depart- 
ment to  sell  the  equipment,  and  to  turn  the  money  into  the 
Treasury — but  simply  permit  the  War  Department,  as  the 
language  of  the  amendment  clearly  states,  to  exchange  de- 
teriorated, unserviceable,  obsolescent,  or  surplus  equipment, 
munitions,  and  supplies  for  other  equipment,  munitions,  and 
supplies  of  which  there  Is  a  shortage. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.     I  j-ield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  May  I  address  to  the  Senator  the  same 
question  I  just  addressed  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri?  The 
present  law.  to  which  the  Senator  refers,  provides  for  the 
exchange  of  unserviceable  or  surplus  material,  and  recover- 
ing the  proceeds  into  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  War  Department  has  the  right  to  sell 
this  equipment,  get  a  cash  price  for  it,  and  turn  the  money 
Into  the  Treasury.  The  amendment  would  authorise  the 
War  Department  to  take  obsolete,  or  unserviceable,  or  sur- 
plus equipment  and  exchange  it  in  kind,  so  to  speak,  for  other 
equipment  that  is  serviceable,  that  is  not  surplus,  that  is 
up  to  date,  that  is  modem,  that  is  usable  now. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  That  Is  perfectly  logical.  Will  the  Sen- 
ator yield  further? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  If  it  is  sold  and  the  proceeds  of  the  sale 
are  covered  into  the  Treasury,  that  is  one  thing;  but  if  it 
is  disposed  of  for  other  materials  merely  because  it  is  sur- 
plus, why  does  not  the  other  material  become  surplus? 

Mr.  HILL.  The  other  material  does  not  become  surplus 
for  the  reason  that  what  is  obtained  in  exchange  may  not 
be  exactly  the  same  as  the  material  turned  in.  In  other 
words,  obsolete  rifles  might  be  exchanged  for  new  tanks,  or 
obsolete  machine  guns  for  modem  machine  guns.  That  is 
why  it  does  not  become  surplus. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Not  only  that,  but  it  is  not  necessary  to 
take  back  at  once  what  is  obtained  by  the  exchange.  A 
backlog  of  credit  may  be  created  which  will  be  available 
whenever  the  goods  are  delivered.  As  the  Senator  says,  we 
do  not  have  to  exchange  the  things  in  kind.  We  do  not  have 
to  swap  rifles  for  rifles.  We  may  swap  rifles  for  pistols,  or 
machine  guns,  or  tanks,  or  antiaircraft  guns,  which  would 
not  be  surplus.  But  even  if  we  were  required  to  exchange 
them  in  kind,  kind  for  kind,  we  would  not  have  to  take  them 
until  they  were  needed.  We  would  have  the  backlog  of 
credit  there  against  the  time  when  the  materials  would  be 

purchased. 
Mr.  HILL.    The  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  absolutely  cor- 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield  to  me  so  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  a 
question? 


Mr.  HILL.  I  yield  for  that  piupose. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  understand  that  the  great  ad- 
vantage of  this  proposition,  according  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  is  that  we  do  not  have  to  take  these  gvms.  we 
do  not  have  to  take  this  equipment  vmtil  some  future  time. 
I  thought  the  whole  process,  the  whole  theory  of  this  tre- 
mendous program  and  feverish  appropriation,  was  to  obtain 
the  arms  and  muxiitions  as  soon  as  possible  and  put  the 
United  States  in  a  complete  state  of  self-defense  at  the  earli- 
est possible  moment.  Now,  we  are  told  by  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  that  the  great  advantage  of  the  proposal  is  that 
we  do  not  have  to  take  these  things  until  some  time  away 
off  in  the  future. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  afraid  the  Senator  Is 
becoming  too  technical.  I  did  not  say  that  we  would  not 
need  to  acquire  this  material,  but  I  said  we  would  not  have 
to  take  it  back  on  the  same  day  when  we  turn  in  the  surplus 
material.    We  would  receive  credit. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Do  we  not  want  the  new  equip- 
ment as  soon  as  we  can  get  it?    Is  not  that  the  theory? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  may  depend  on  circumstances.  We 
may  not  want  it  on  any  particular  day,  but  we  may  want 
to  dispose  of  what  we  do  not  need  while  we  can  dispose  of 
it  at  a  price  agreed  upon;  and  then,  when  we  obtain  the 
equipment  for  which  it  is  exchanged,  we  shall  have  a  credit 
in  part  payment. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  is  absolutely  correct.  I  can  fore- 
see a  situation  in  which  we  shall  perhaps  want  certain 
material  within  90  days.  We  shall  not  want  it  at  once  lie- 
cause  we  may  not  have  the  men  to  use  it.  The  men  may 
have  to  go  through  some  basic  period  of  training,  for  90 
days,  or  even  longer,  l)efore  they  are  ready  for  the  particular 
equipment. 
Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HILL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 
Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Inquiry  I  have  to  make  is  on  the  other 
side  of  the  question.  We  provide  for  the  exchange  of  sur- 
plus material.  That  matter  has  been  discussed.  But  instead 
of  putting  the  money  we  receive  from  the  sale  of  the  surplus 
material  Into  the  Treasury,  where  it  may  only  be  taken  out 
pursuant  to  the  Constitution,  by  appropriations  authorized 
by  law,  we  allow  the  Army  to  use  the  equivalent  of  money 
to  buy  anything  it  sees  fit.  It  may  buy  any  form  of  supplies. 
It  evades  the  requirements  of  the  Constitution  as  to  the 
appropriation  of  Federal  moneys.  The  Appropriations  Com- 
mittees and  the  Congress  might  not  approve  the  purchase 
of  certain  materials  which  the  Army  wants,  but  the  Army 
may  dispose  of  anything  which  is  called  surplus  and  buy 
anything  else,  without  any  supervision  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  HILL.  Appreciating  the  diligence  with  which  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  watches  appropriations,  ordinarily  I 
should  want  all  appropriations  to  pass  under  his  -care  and 
diligent  scrutiny.  However,  in  this  case  I  do  not  think  many 
dollars  worth  of  property  would  be  involved.  I  believe  that 
in  many  instances  the  Government  could  obtain  more  for 
its  surplus  property  by  an  exchange  than  It  could  by  selling 
it  for  cash.  No  doubt  some  munitions  factories  would  allow 
more  in  an  exchange,  when  the  Government  is  to  obtain 
other  material  from  that  particular  factory,  than  the  Gtov- 
emment  would  receive  if  it  were  to  sell  the  material  for 
cash. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN  and  Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho  addressed  the 
Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  yield,  and.  if  so,  to  whom? 
Mr.  HILL,  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  take  it  the  matter  to 
which  the  able  Senator  is  referring  is  that  we  are  to  obtain 
all  the  war  materials,  guns,  and  ammunition  we  can  to  aid 
the  Allies — to  aid  Great  Britain.  So  far  as  any  military  or 
naval  men  can  see,  it  seems  that  the  days  of  Prance  are 
numljered.    The  British  Empire  is  still  in  there  fighting. 

We  talk  alwut  obsolete  materials  and  planes.  Why  is  it 
that  the  best  bombers  are  being  taken  away  from  the  great 
air  fields  in  Minnesota  and  flown  to  Buffalo?     We  are  to 
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have  certain  maneuvers  In  this  country.  I  have  no  other 
report  than  the  press.  The  newspapers  state  that  the  pilots 
will  not  be  able  to  have  any  war  plane  military  exercises, 
because  there  will  not  be  any  planes  for  them.  I  cannot  say 
whether  or  not  that  report  is  correct.  That  is  the  report 
in  the  press. 

I  am  also  informed  by  the  best  experts  that  after  the 
planes  have  been  turned  in  it  may  be  a  year  before  we 
receive  their  equivalent  in  modem  planes  of  a  later  design. 
I  may  be  mistaken.    If  so,  I  wish  to  be  set  right. 

Does  anyone  think  for  a  moment  that  the  British  Empire, 
fighting  a  great  war  against  the  scientific  military  forces  of 
Germany,  wants  any  obsolete  war  material,  and  obsolete  war 
planes?  That  Empire  wants  the  best  we  have,  and  Great 
Britain  is  getting  our  very  best  war  planes,  guns,  and  war 
materials. 

Mr.  HILL.    I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  to  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  that  perhaps  the  reason  why  the 
discussion  has  become  so  technical  and  generally  unsatis- 
factory is  that  it  is  all  a  sham  and  a  pretense,  and  every 
Senator  knows  it.  We  are  not  disposing  of  surplus  military 
equipment,  and  the  Senator  knows  it.  We  are  indulging  in 
an  act  of  war.  whether  it  be  right  or  wrong.  That  is  why 
all  the  discussion  about  surplus  material,  obsolescence,  and 
things  of  that  kind  becomes  quite  confusing. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  he  may  have 
his  ideas  and  views  as  to  certain  action;  but,  so  far  as  air- 
planes and  motor-propelled  vehicles  are  concerned,  the  stat- 
ute providing  for  their  exchange  was  passed  back  in  1917. 
The  statute  providing  for  the  sale  of  unserviceable,  deterio- 
rated or  surplus  equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies  has  been 
in  the  law  for  many  a  long  day.  I  do  not  recall  the  day  it 
was  put  into  the  law,  but  I  know  it  has  been  there  for  a 
long,  long  time. 

Unquestionably,  we  have  a  great  quantity  of  old,  unservice- 
able, obsolete,  surplus  equipment,  much  of  it  left  over  from 
the  World  War.  which  ought  to  be  exchanged  for  more 
serviceable,  modern,  and  up-to-date  equipment. 

Under  the  present  law  I  believe  we  can  receive  more  for  the 
eld  equipment  by  an  exchange  than  we  could  from  a  sale. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  In  view  of  the  Senator's  explanation  in 
answer  to  an  Inquiry  of  mine  a  little  while  ago.  supplemented 
by  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  there 
need  not  be  an  exchange  of  material  for  material  in  kind,  but 
that  it  may  be  exchanged  for  any  other  supplies,  would  the 
Senator  have  any  objection  to  the  definition  in  the  amend- 
ment of  military  supplies,  equipment,  and  munitions  as  the 
term  has  been  used  throughout  the  bill? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  am  not  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  and 
I  should  want  his  judgment  on  the  matter.  I  do  not  know 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  the  word  "military."  For  example, 
a  toothbrush  is  a  military  supply.  I  do  not  know  whether  or 
not  it  would  be  construed  as  such.  A  tin  coffee  cup.  such  as 
an  army  carries  with  it,  is  a  military  supply.  A  cake  of  choc- 
olate is  a  military  supply.  That  is  true  of  many  things.  Many 
things  which  would  not  ordinarily  be  construed  as  military 
supplies  are  used  as  supplies  for  an  army.  If  we  add  the  word 
"military,"  we  draw  a  line  of  distinction  between  what  we 
might  call  ordnance  articles,  such  as  guns,  shells,  bombs,  and 
things  of  that  kind,  and  many  other  things  which  an  army 
absolutely  needs  if  it  is  to  stay  in  the  field. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  As  the  Senator  well  remembers,  it  has 
been  suggested  that  swivel  chairs  were  important  in  the  last 
emergency,  and  there  might  be  a  shortage  of  those. 
[Laughter.]  All  through  the  bill  the  Secretary  of  War  is 
given  authority  for  the  development,  manufacture,  main- 
tenance and  storage  of  military  equipment,  munitions,  and 
supplies,  and  to  provide  for  the  purchase  and  manufacture 
of  military  equipment,  munitions,  and  suppLes.  What  is  the 
objection  to  carrying  the  same  limitation  into  the  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  that  would  be 
agreeable  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee.    He  will  have 


to  speak  for  the  committee.  I  cannot  speak  for  him.  I  do 
not  know  how  limiting  the  word  "military"  would  be.  If 
the  word  "military"  were  construed  to  take  in  all  supplies 
which  an  army  might  need,  there  certainly  could  be  no 
objection  to  it.  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  would  be  the 
reasonable  construction  of  the  word  if  it  were  written  into 
the  law. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr,  President,  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  word  "military." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
Senator  from  Texas  modifies  his  amendment  by  inserting 
the  word  "military"  before  the  word  "equipment." 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have 
the  attention  of  the  able  chairman  of  the  committee  for  a 
moment.  Obviously,  the  definition  of  the  word  "surplus" 
depends  entirely  upon  what  standard  of  defense  we  are 
undertaking  to  establish.  Will  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee tell  me  what  is  considered  to  be  the  oflBclal  definition 
of  "surplus"  as  the  word  is  used  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Anything  which  is  not  required  by  an 
army  of  2,0C0.000  men  would  be  surplus. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Anything  required  by  an  army  of 
2,000,000  men  is  not  surplus? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     That  is  correct. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Anything  beyond  that  is  surplus? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Then,  am  I  to  understand  that 
when  bombers  are  traded  in  at  Buffalo,  it  means  that  we 
have  bombers  for  an  army  of  2.000.000  men? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  transac- 
tion at  Buffalo. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  think  the  fantasy  of  the  whole 
thing  discloses  itself. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Whatever  that  is,  it  is  done  under  a 
law  which  has  been  on  the  statute  books  for  years.  It  is 
not  involved  in  this  amendment  at  all. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  It  is  done  under  a  law  which  re- 
quires the  money  to  go  back  into  the  Treasury  and  to  be 
appropriated  in  the  way  the  Constitution  says  it  ought  to  be. 
Mr.  HIT. 1 1.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  is  in  error,  if  I 
may  say  so  with  all  deference  to  him.  The  act  of  May  12, 
1917  (40  Stat.  45.  title  X.  1272  U.  S.  O.  authorizes  the 
exchange  of  motor-propelled  vehicles,  airplanes,  engines 
and  parts  thereof,  in  part  payment  for  new  equipment  of 
the  same  or  similar  character,  to  be  used  for  the  same  pur- 
pose as  those  proposed  to  be  exchanged.  So  the  present 
law — the  law  put  on  the  statute  books  on  May  12.  1917 — 
authorizes  the  exchange  of  motor-propelled  vehicles,  air- 
planes, engines,  and  parts  thereof. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Under  what  circimistances? 
Mr.  HILL.  The  memorandum  to  which  I  am  referring 
does  not  set  up  any  circumst.inces,  and,  as  I  recall  the 
statute,  the  statute  does  not  set  up  any  circumstances.  It 
simply  gives  that  authority  to  the  War  Department  without 
setting  up  any  circiunstances  or  conditions,  exactly  as  the 
earlier  statute  gives  to  the  War  Department  the  authority 
to  sell  vmserviceable,  deteriorated  or  surplus  equipment, 
munition.s  and  supplies. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  question  Is  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  IMr.  ShepparoI,  as 
modified. 
The  amendment  of  Mr.  Sheppard.  as  modified,  is  as  follows: 

On  page  2.  line  7.  after  the  word  "contracts".  Insert  "(Including 
contracts  for  educational  orders,  and  for  the  exchange  of  deterio- 
rated, unserviceable,  obsolescent,  or  surplus  military  equipment, 
munitions,  and  supplies  for  other  military  equipment,  munitions, 
and  supplies  of  which  there  Is  a  ehoitage)  " 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missoiiri.  On  the  amendment  I  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  (when  his  name  was  called).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Bridges).  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey  IMr.  Smathers],  and  will  vote.  I 
vote  "yea."  >  , 
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The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Gl.\ss].  I  am  informed  that.  If 
present,  he  would  vote  "yea."  If  permitted  to  vote,  I  should 
vote  "nay." 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Smathers]  is  absent  from  the  Senate  because  of 
illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey]  is  detained  on 
ofiBcial  business  for  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mi.  Glass],  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch],  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  LtmoEEN],  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarranI  are  necessarily  detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  announce  the  following  general  pairs: 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson]  with  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran]; 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Nye]  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  [Mr,  Downey];  and 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  IMr.  Prazier]  with  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch]. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  67,  nays  18,  as  follows: 

YEAS— €7 


Adam* 

Andrew* 

Ashurvt 

Aust  in 

Bailey 

Bankhead 

Barbour 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 


Bone 

Clark.  Idaho 
Clark.  Mo. 
Danaher 
Holman 


Bridges 
Downey 
Frailer 


Chavez  King 

Connally  Lee 

Davis  Lucas 

Donahey  McKellar 

Blender  Maloney 

George  Mead 

Gerry  Miller 

Gillette  Mlnton 

Green  Murray 

Guffcy  Neely 

Guniey  Norrls 

Hale  OMahoney 

Harrison  Overton 

Hayden  Pepper 

Herring  Pittman 

Hill  Radcliffe 

Hughes  Reed 

NAYS— 18 

Holt  McNary 
Johnson.  Calif.       Taft 
Johnson.  Colo.       Thomas.  Idaho 

La  FoUette  Tobey 

Lodge  Townscnd 

NOT  VOTING — 11 

Gibson  Lundeen 

Gla.ss  McCarran 

Hatch  Nye 


Reynolds 

Russell 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Slattery 

Smith 

Stewart 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Truman 

Tydlngs 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Wheeler 

White 


Vandenberg 

Walsh 

WUey 


Shlpstead 
Smathers 


So  Mr.  Sheppard's  amendment,  as  modified,  was  agreed  to. 

AIPROPRIATIONS  FOR  THE  MILITARY  ESTABLISHMENT — CONFERENCE 

REPORT 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendmenU  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  0209) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Military  Establishment  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met. 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  iU  amendments  numbered  13,  14, 
23  35  40  42.  44.  46.  48.  55.  57.  75.  83.  100,  103,  106,  114.  and  116. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
cf  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2.  4.  5.  6.  7.  8.  9,  10.  11.  15.  16.  18.  20.  22,  25. 
20  27  28  29  30.  31.  32.  33.  34.  37.  39,  41.  43,  47,  49.  51,  52.  63,  54,  56,  58. 
69'  eo  6l',  02  63,  64,  65.  66.  68,  69.  70.  73,  77,  81.  82.  84.  85,  86.  87,  88,  89, 
94"  98,  99.  101.  102,  104,  105.  107,  109,  110.  Ill,  112,  113.  and  115;  and 

agree  to  the  same.  _  ^     ,  .♦     ^.„ 

Amendment  numbered  12:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dls- 
arreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  12,  and  agree 
to  tl  e  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  pro- 
posed insert  "$838  SOO";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  17:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dls- 
ecreemcnt  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  17,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  pro- 
pcs"d  Insert  "{6,767.947";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Am*>ndment  numbered  24:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
BP.recment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  24,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  "$106,880";  and  the  Senate  agree 

to  the  same.  ^     „  ^     ,  i*    ^.„ 

Amendment  numbered  45:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
Bgrecment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  45,  and  agree 
to  th"  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  "$76,004;J76";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numTaered  50:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numl)ered  50,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows :  la  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert:  "$64,999,664 ';  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbered  71:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  71,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  the  following: 

"Toward  the  acquisition  of  land  at  Fort  Devens,  Massachusetts. 
$386,667;  Port  Ethan  Allen,  Vermont,  $120,000,  as  authorised  by  the 
Act  of  July  26,  1939  (53  Stat.  1123).  to  remain  available  vmtU  July 
1.  1942." 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  72:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  72.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  of 
"$1,000,000"  named  In  said  amendment  Insert  "$666,667";  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  74:  That  the  House  recede  from  Ita  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  74,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
named  in  said  amendment  Insert  "$205,000";  and  the  S2iiate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  76:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  76,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  "$19,534,053";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  91 :  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  91,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter 
liiserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  "$6,875,978";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  92:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  92.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  "$21,565,263";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  93:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  93.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  "$302,422,312";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  95:  Th»t  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  95,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  "$3,776,541":  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  96:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  96.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  "$24,713,053";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  118:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  118,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert: 

"Sec.  2.  The  foregoing  appropriations  for  'Regular  Supplies  of  the 
Army*.  'Clothing  and  Equipage'.  'Army  Transportation",  'Signal  Serv- 
ice of  the  Army'.  'Air  Corps,  Army'.  'Medical  and  Hospital  Depart- 
ment'. 'Engineer  Service.  Army'.  'Ordnance  Service  and  Supplies'. 
'Chemical  Warfare  Service',  and  'Seacoast  Defenses'  shall  each  be 
available  for  the  pay  and  allowances.  Including  travel  allowances,  of 
such  Reserve  cfflccrs  as  the  President  may,  with  their  consent,  order 
to  active  duty  for  such  periods,  not  In  excess  of  two  years,  as  their 
service  may  be  required  in  the  procurement  or  production  of  equip- 
ment therein  appropriated  for,  or  on  duty  pertaining  to  aviation." 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  3,  19,  21.  36,  38.  67.  78,  79.  80.  90.  97.  108.  117.  119,  120, 
121,  122.  123.  124.  125,  and  126. 

Elmes  Thomas, 
Carl  Hatden, 
John  H.  Overton. 
Richard  B.  Russell, 
Morris  Sheppard, 
John  O.  Townsend,  Jr.. 
Styles  Bridges, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

J.    BUELL    Sntdeh, 
Dwro  D.  Tehbt, 
Joe  Starnes, 
Ross  A.  Collins, 
Georce  Mahon, 
D.  Lane  Powers, 
Albert  J.  Engel, 
Francis  Case, 
^  Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hotue. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    I  move  the  adoption  of  the 
conference  report. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr,  Herrinc  In  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives announcing  its  action  on  certain  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  House  bill  9209,  which  was  read  as  follows: 

Iw  mx  Housi  or  Ripmsentatives.  Uvma)  States, 

June  10,  1940. 

Resolved.  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  3,  36,  80.  90,  97,  and  108  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9200)  making  appropriations  for  the  Military  Establishment 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
ccnciiT  therein: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  19  to  said  bill  and  conc\ir  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  amount  named  in  said 
amendment  insert  "160": 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  21  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an  amend- 
ment as  follows:  After  the  amount  named  in  said  amendment  insert: 
"Provtded,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  submit  to  Congress  as 
early  as  may  be  practicable  at  the  next  regular  session  a  detailed  re- 
port of  all  expenditures  from  appropriations  vmder  this  head  for  the 
period  ending  December  31.  1940": 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  38  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  Omit  the  matter  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment and  on  page  16.  line  16,  of  the  Hotise  engrossed  bill,  after 
"for"  insert  "military  poets": 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  No.  67  to  said  bill  and  conciir  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  After  the  amount  named  In  said  amend- 
ment insert  "Including  the  acquisition  of  necessary  land  there- 
for, without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  sections  355  and  1136, 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amenUed  (10  U.  S.  C.  1339;   40  U.  S.  C.  255)"; 

That  the  Hoiiae  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  79  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment  Insert  "for  all  expenses  incident  to  the  preparation 
of  plans,  and  construction,  purchase,  Installation,  equipment, 
maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of  aircraft  warning  service  sys- 
tems, and  their  accessories.  Including  purchase  of  lands  and  rights- 
of-way.  acquisition  of  leaseholds  and  other  Interests  therein,  and 
temporary  use  thereof.  $49,600,649,"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  117  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  the 
following  amendments:  In  the  third  line  of  the  matter  inserted 
by  said  Senate  engrossed  amendment,  after  "Government,"  Insert 
"without  reference  to  section  3709,  Revised  Statutes";  and  in  lines 
14  and  15  of  said  amendment,  strike  out  "without  reference  to 
section  3709    Revised  Statutes"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No  120  to  said  bUl  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  figure  inserted  by  said 
amendment  Insert  "3"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  121  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  figure  inserted  by  said 
amendment  Insert  "4": 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  122  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  figure  Inserted  by  said 
amendment  insert  "5": 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  123  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  figure  inserted  by  said 
amendment  insert  "6"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  124  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment  Insert: 

"Sic  7  No  part  trf  any  appropriation  contained  In  this  act  shall 
be  used  directly  or  indirectly  alter  May  1.  1941.  except  for  tem- 
porary employment  in  case  of  emergency,  for  the  payment  of  any 
civilian  for  services  rendered  by  him  on  the  Canal  Zone  while  occu- 
pyuig  a  skilled,  technical,  clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or 
supervisory  position  unless  such  person  is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  of  America  or  of  the  Repiublic  of  Panama:  Provided,  hoic- 
et€r,  (1)  That,  notwithstanding  the  provision  in  the  act  approved 
Augtist  11.  1939  (53  Stat.  1409),  limiting  employment  in  the  above- 
mentioned  positions  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  from  and 
after  the  date  of  the  approval  of  said  act,  citizens  of  Panama  may 
be  employed  In  such  positions;  (2)  that  at  no  time  shall  the 
number  of  Panamanian  citizens  employed  in  the  above-mentioned 
positions  exceed  the  numl)er  of  citizens  of<lhe  United  States  so 
employed.  If  United  States  citizens  are  available  in  continental 
United  States  or  on  the  Canal  Zone;  (3)  that  nothing  in  this  act 
shall  prohibit  the  continued  employment  of  any  person  who  shall 
have  rendered  15  or  more  years  of  faithful  and  honorable  service 
on  the  Canal  Zone;  (4)  that  In  the  selection  of  personnel  for 
skilled,  technical,  administrative,  clerical,  supervisory,  or  executive 
positions,  the  controlling  factors  in  filling  these  positions  shall  be 
efllclency.  experience,  training,  and  education;  (5^  that  all  citizens 
of  Panama  and  the  United  States  rendering  skilled,  technical,  clert- 
cal.  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  service  on  the  Canal 
Zone  under  the  terms  of  tliis  act  (a)  shall  normally  be  employed 


not  more  than  40  hours  per  week;  (b)  may  receive  as  compensa- 
tion equal  rates  of  pay  based  upon  rates  paid  for  similar  employ- 
ment In  continental  United  States  plus  25  percent;  (6)  this  entire 
section  shall  apply  only  to  persons  employed  in  skilled,  technical, 
clerical,  administrative,  executive,  or  supervisory  positions  on  the 
Canal  Zone  directly  or  indirectly  by  any  branch  of  the  United 
States  Government  or  by  any  corporation  or  company  whose  stock 
Is  owned  wholly  or  In  part  by  the  United  States  Government:  Pro- 
vided  further.  That  the  President  may  suspend  compliance  with 
this  section  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  if  he  should  deem 
such  course  to  be  in  the  public  Interest."; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  125  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  line  1  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  said 
Senate  engrossed  amendment  strike  out  "9"  and  insert  "8"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  No.  126  to  said  bill  and  concvir  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  figure  Inserted  by  said 
amendment  Insert  "9";   and 

That  the  House  insist  upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  Nos.  78  and  119  to  said  bill. 

-  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  move  to  conciu-  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  19.  21.  38.  67,  79.  117.  120.  121.  122.  123,  124.  125, 
and  126  to  the  bill.  If  there  be  inquiries  I  shall  be  glad  to 
explain  these  amendments. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  now  move  that  the  Senate 
recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  78  and  119.  If  there 
be  any  question  I  shall  be  glad  to  explain  what  is  involved. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Does  that  complete  the  legislation? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  That  completes  the  legis- 
lation. The  bill  is  ready  for  enrollment  and  the  signature 
of  the  President. 

APPROPRIATION  FOR  THE  RED  CROSS AID  AND   RELIEF   ABROAD 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  ask  the 
clerk  to  read  a  letter  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

The  Legislative  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

The  White  House. 
Washtngton.  June  11.  1940. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Vice  President:  World  events  have  made 
It  clear  to  the  American  people  that  in  the  interest  of 
American  defense  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  engage  in  a 
greatly  enlarged  program  of  training  and  armament. 

At  the  same  time  our  deepest  sjrmjpathy  has  gone  out  to 
the  civilian  populations  of  war-torn  areas,  and  I  believe 
that  this  sympathy  should  be  expressed  by  a  concrete  ex- 
ample of  our  inherent  and  decent  generosity. 

Many  millions  of  dollars  have  been  given  to  the  American 
Red  Cross  for  relief  purposes  in  Europe,  but  I  feel  that  the 
Government  itself  should  greatly  add  to  the  assistance  that 
Is  now  being  given. 

In  the  pending  relief  bill  before  the  Congress  we  are 
making  possible  the  expenditure  of  over  $1,000,000,000  for 
the  relief  of  the  needy  unemployed  in  the  United  States. 
And  in  addition  to  this,  large  further  sums  are  being  spent 
from  day  to  day  by  States  and  municipalities  in  the  care 
of  the  needy  who  cannot  be  given  employment  on  work- 
relief  projects. 

In  view  of  these  large  sums  spent  at  home.  I  feel  that 
the  Congress  would  receive  Nation-wide  support  if  It  were 
to  add  an  appropriaUon  to  the  relief  biU  in  the  sum  of  at 
least  $50,000,000  as  a  token  of  our  deep-seated  desire  to 
help  not  only  Americans  but  people  who  are  destitute  In 
other  lands. 

Clearly  the  greater  part  of  the  amount  appropriated 
will  be  spent  m  the  Umted  States  for  the  purchase  and 
export  of  food  materials— nearly  aU  of  which  represent  sur- 
plus in  this  country.  These  surpluses  are  due  principally 
to  the  war  situation  in  other  lands.  We  have  used  and 
are  using  a  part  of  these  surpluses  for  distribution  to  our 
ovn\  needy  families.  But  there  is  still  an  excess  which 
tends,  incidentally,  to  depreciate  the  prices  which  Ameri- 
can farmers  receive  for  their  products.    Further  export  of 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


1940 

these  surplus  food  products  will  help  the  economics  of  our 
very  large  agricultural  population. 

There  are  other  things  which  the  destitute  refugees  need 
across  the  seas — medicines  and  medical  and  nursing  aid: 
bandages,  surgical  dressings,  hospital  garments,  and  even 
cots  and  blankets  and  sheets;  ambulances;  clothing  against 
the  winter  which  wUl  be  upon  them  soon;  safeguards 
against  epidemics  which  could  well  spread  throughout  the 

world.  ^         .  - 

The  funds  of  the  Red  Cross  will  be  needed  and  used  for 
these  purposes.  The  appropriation  I  am  suggesting  wiU 
supplement  their  efforts. 

The  appropriation  shotUd,  I  think,  be  kept  in  somewhat 
elastic  form  because  it  is  clear  that  at  this  time  it  is  im- 
possible to  forecast  either  the  exact  needs  or  the  exact 
methods  of  meeting  them. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  such  an  appropriation 
in  no  way  lightens  the  burden  wliich  the  American  Red 
Cross  has  already  assumed.  It  is  necessary  that  the  Ameri- 
can Red  Cross  continue  its  splendid  service  for  wounded 
and  sick  soldiers  and  civilians.  An  appropriation  by  the 
Congress  will  supplement  the  work  of  the  Red  Cross  to 
meet  the  many  additional  crying  needs  of  the  civUian  popu- 
lations who  have  been  driven  from  their  homes. 

i    Very  sincerely  yours, 

'  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  Honorable  the  Vice  President  of  the  United  States, 
The  United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  letter  wUl  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

expedition  in  strengthening  the  national  defense 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4025) 
to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense. 

Mr  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Sheppard]  to  an  amend- 
ment which  I  am  about  to  propose. 

I  discussed  a  few  days  ago  with  the  Senator  from  Texas 
the  amendment  to  come  in  on  page  4.  line  15.  section  6.  of  the 
bUl  I  was  very  much  Interested  and  delighted  yesterday 
when  the  Senator  from  Texas  indicated  that  it  was  the  belief 
of  the  committee  that  section  6  would  give  to  the  President 
the  right  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  scrap  iron  As  the 
Senator  knows,  for  the  last  3  years,  I  have  had  a  bill  before 
the  Congress,  and  have  sought  for  it  the  support  of  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government,  providing  for  the  pro- 
hibition of  the  exportation  of  scrap  iron  and  scrap  steel. 

I  have  no  objection  to  the  language  of  section  6  except  that 
it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  not  sufficient  to  cover  the  possibility 
of  the  exportation  of  gasoline  and  oil.  U  the  Senator  will 
look  at  line  15.  it  provides  for  the  clui^allment  of  the  expor- 
tation of  any  military  equipment  or  munitions,  or  component 
parts  thereof,  or  machinery,  tools,  or  material  necessary  for 
the  manufacture  or  servicing  thereof.  I  have  read  in  a  num- 
ber of  dictionaries  the  definition  of  the  words  "material  and 
"servicing  "  and  I  am  satistted  that  the  definition  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  cover  gasoline  or  oU.  which.  It  seems  to  me,  it  is  very 
desirable  that  we  should  preserve.  ^    ^    ^ 

So  I  move  on  Une  15,  after  the  word  "material",  the  first 
word  m  line,  that  there  be  inserted  the  words  "or  supplies  ; 
that  the  word  "or",  preceding  the  word  "servicing"  be  stricken 
out  and  that  after  word  "servicing"  there  be  inserted  the 
words  "or  operation",  so  as  to  make  the  clause  read: 

Whenever  the  President  determines  that  It  Js  necessary  in  the 
mtl^rest  of  national  defense  to  prohibit  or  curtail  the  exportation  of 
an,  Sli^ir?  equipUlnt  or  component  parU  thereof, 

or  mTchineTy.  ux)ls.  or  material  or  supplies  necessary  for  the  manu- 
facturer, servicing,  or  operation  thereof. 
Mr  SHEPPARD.    I  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection    the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Washington  is  agreed  to. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  bill  Is  open  to  further 

amendment. 
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Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
be  inserted  on  page  2,  line  9. 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.    The    amendment   will    be 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2.  line  9.  beginning  with  the 
word  "Provided",  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  thrcugh  the 
period  in  Une  12.  and  to  insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  foUowing: 

Provided,  That  the  limitations  contained  in  sections  1136  and 
3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  any  statutory  limi- 
tation with  respect  to  the  cost  of  any  Individual  project  of  <»n- 
Btructlon.  shall  be  sxispended  untU  and  Including  June  30.  1943, 
with  respect  to  any  construction  authorized  by  this  act. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  lifts 
temporarily  the  prohibition  imposed  in  section  3734  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  against  the  expenditure  of  money  on  any 
public  building  untU  after  sketch  plans  showing  the  tentative 
design  and  arrangement  of  such  buildings,  and  deUiled  esti- 
mates of  the  cost  thereof.  shaU  be  filed  with  the  Supervising 
Architect  of  the  Treasury  Department  and  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  head  of  every  department 
which  may  have  officials  located  in  such  buildings.  Obvi- 
ously, that  is  a  source  of  much  delay.  The  purpose  of  the 
amendment  is  to  lift  that  requirement  for  a  limited  term. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The   PRESIDENT   pro    tempore.    The   next    amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  wiU  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.    On  page  2,  between  lines  12  and  13,  It 
Is  proposed  to  insert  the  following  new  subsection: 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  War  Is  further  authorized,  with  or  without 
advertising,  to  provide  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  at  any 
plants  buildings,  facilities,  utilities,  and  appurtenances  thereto 
constructed  pursuant  to  the  authorizations  contained  in  this  sec- 
tion and  section  5,  either  by  means  of  Government  personnel  or 
through  the  agency  of  selected  qualified  commercial  manufacturers 
under  contracts  entered  Into  with  them.  and.  when  he  deems  It 
necessary  in  the  Interest  of  the  national  defense,  to  lease  any  such 
planU  buildings,  faculties.  utUltles,  appurtenances  thereto,  and 
land  for  such  periods  and  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he 
may  deem  advisable,  and  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  section 
321  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1933  (47  Stat.  412) . 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  this  new  subsection  makes 
It  clear  that  the  Secretary  of  War  is  authorized  to  operate 
and  maintain  the  plants  designated  In  section  1  by  Govern- 
ment personnel  or  by  private  manufacturers  under  contracts 
entered  Into  with  them  or  to  lease  these  plants  when  the 
Secretary  of  War  deems  that  such  action  will  promote  the 
naUonal  defense.  The  tremendous  procurement  program  be- 
fore us  necessitates  the  employment  of  the  promptest  meth- 
ods available.  We  have  a  dangerous  shortage  of  munitions, 
particularly  as  to  powder,  which  must  be  remedied  as  soon 
as  possible.  This  amendment  wiU  help  substantially  in  this 
direction. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  Has  this  amendment  the  approval  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  members  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    It  has. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  offer  the  next  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  amendment  will  be 

The  Chief  Clerk.  After  the  amendment  just  agreed  to, 
it  Is  proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

(c)  Whenever,  prior  to  July  1.  1942.  the  Secretory  of  War  d»em« 
It  necessary  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense,  he  is  author- 
ized  from  appropriations  available  therefor,  to  advance  payment, 
to  <i)ntrTcto?r  for  supplies  or  construction  ^f  ^J,^«  ^ar  De^t- 
ment  In  amounts  not  exceeding  30  percent  of  the  coijtract  price 
Tt  such  supplies  or  construction.  Such  advances  shall  be  made 
upon  such  tirms  and  conditions  and  with  such  adequate  security 
as  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  prescribe. 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  this  new  subsection  en- 
ables the  Secretary  of  War  to  make  advances  to  contractors 
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to  the  extent  of  not  more  than  30  percent  of  the  contract 
price — the  advances  to  be  covered  by  sufQcient  security. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  desire  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  substan- 
tially the  same  amendment  was  adopted  in  the  Naval  Affairs 
Ocmmittee  the  other  day  with  respect  to  the  new  naval 
program. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  thank  the  Senator  for  that  information. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  oilered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  next  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  will  be  stated. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  next  three  amendments  may  be 
con.-'idered.    I  submitted  an  explanation  of  them  yesterday. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3.  line  13,  after  the  comma,  it 
Is  proposed  to  insert  "with  or  without  advertising."  On  page 
4.  lines  1  and  2.  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "without  regard  to 
section  3709  of  the  Re\ised  Statutes."  On  page  4.  line  15, 
after  the  word  "manufacture",  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
",  operation." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendments  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  is  still  open  to 
amendment.  II  there  be  no  further  amendments  to  be  pro- 
posed, the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third  reading 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  my  Inten- 
tion to  detain  the  Senate  for  more  than  a  moment. 

The  impelling  reason  for  my  accepting  appointment  as 
Senator  was  a  sense  of  duty  and  a  deep  concern  over  events 
affecting  the  future  of  this  country.  Since  my  arrival  in 
Washington  I  have  not  been  out  of  reach  of  the  roll  call  in  the 
Senate  on  a  single  day,  because  I  felt  the  importance  of  mo- 
mentous events  which  might  occur  at  any  hour. 

I  fully  realize,  Mr.  President,  that  we  are  on  the  eve  of  a 
presidential  election,  and  the  importance  to  individual  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  of  the  campaigns  for  reelection  which  every 
Member  of  the  House  and  one-third  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  face  this  fall.  I  am  not  unmindful  of  my  personal 
situation;  but  the  welfare  of  the  United  States  demands  that 
our  own  personal  desires  and  our  personal  welfare  be  made 
secondary  to  the  welfare  of  the  country. 

Since  the  speech  of  the  President  last  night,  it  must  be 
evident  to  every  American  that  the  situation  the  country  faces 
Is  very  critical.  This  Is  no  time  for  hysteria  and  emotional 
action.  We  must  not  take  steps  that  would  draw  us  into 
war.  The  day  we  enter  war,  the  personal  liberties  of  every 
American  citizen  which  makes  this  country  a  democracy  will 
disappear,  perhaps  never  to  return.  No  event  can  occur  that 
would  warrant  our  sending  boys  to  Europe. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  majority  leaders.  In  con- 
ference with  the  President,  have  set  J\me  22  as  the  date  for 
the  adjournment  of  Congress.  I  get  this  understanding  as  a 
rumor.  It  may  not  be  authentic.  I  hope  not.  If  adjourn- 
ment should  take  place  on  June  22,  no  power  on  earth  but 
the  President  could  call  us  back.  Until  we  were  called  back, 
the  sole  control  over  our  foreign  policy  would  remain  in  the 
hands  of  the  President.  The  issue  Is  not  whether  we  do  or  do 
not  trust  the  President,  or  whether  we  agree  with  his  foreign 
policy.  It  is  simply  that  the  responsibility  for  the  sole  direc- 
tion of  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States  in  days  like 
these  is  too  much,  under  a  democracy,  for  one  man  to  have. 
That  would  be  true  regardless  of  the  party  or  the  political 
beliefs  of  the  man  who  might  be  President. 

■The  minority  has  cooperated  to  the  fullest  extent  in  every 
preparedness  measure  asked  by  the  President.  There  has 
been  no  division  concerning  vital  matters  relating  to  the 
welfare  of  America.  There  must  be  no  division.  Yet  the 
situation  is  changing  so  rapidly  that  If  we  are  to  meet  these 
new  problems  as  a  democracy  must  meet  its  problems,  Con- 
gress must  be  kept  in  continuous  session. 


The  duty  of  every  Senator  who  Is  loyal  to  his  oath  of  oflQce 
Is  to  stay  in  Washington  regardless  of  his  personal  comfort  or 
his  pohtical  future.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  oppose 
in  every  way  I  can  the  adjournment  of  Congress  as  long  as  the 
IH-esent  emergency  lasts. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  have  just  come  to  the  desk 
of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  to 
ask  if  I  may  submit  to  him  a  proposed  amendment,  and 
see  whether  or  not  he  thinks  It  appropriate  to  offer  it  from 
the  floor.   The  amendment  contemplated  would  read: 

The  Secretary  of  War  Is  hereby  authorized  to  create  a  Bureau 
of  Home  Defense,  to  be  an  Integral  part  of  the  national -defense 
■ystem.  the  personnel  thereof,  except  Instructors,  to  be  volunteers, 
and  the  Bureau  to  be  conducted  without  expense  to  the  Govern- 
ment except  expense  of  administration. 

I  should  like  to  say  just  a  word,  because  I  do  not  want  to 
Interfere  with  the  passage  of  the  pending  bill. 

I  know  that  we  have  all  seen,  to  our  regret,  that  in  the 
countries  which  have  been  attacked  by  methods  of  modern 
war,  the  parachute  troops,  and  the  others  who  came  ahead 
of  the  main  columns  were  able  to  demoralize  the  local  com- 
munities, because  the  local  communities  did  not  have  any 
form  of  organization  for  defense. 

Some  men  who  have  large  experience  in  military  affairs 
have  suggested  to  me  the  virtue  of  the  sort  of  thing  contem- 
plated by  the  amendment  I  am  offering,  which  would  make 
it  possible  for  the  Government,  either  tiirough  Reserve  offi- 
cers, or  National  Guard  officers,  or  Regular  Army  officers,  to 
assist  citizens  In  various  communities,  where  there  are  air- 
ports, for  example,  to  organize  themselves  into  volunteer 
units,  furnishing  their  own  weapons,  furnishing  their  own 
imlforms,  perhaps,  but  allowing  them  to  get  some  effective 
training  from  the  armed  forces  of  their  country  for  home 
defense,  which  It  seems  to  me  would  be  a  valuable  adjimct  to 
the  national  defense. 

I  regret  to  offer  the  amendment  at  this  time,  and  I  will  not 
offer  it  if  the  chairman  of  the  committee  thinks  it  best  that 
It  be  not  offered.  I  thought  perhaps  the  Secretary  of  War 
did  not  have  this  authority  imder  existing  law.  and  that  if 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  considered  that  the  amend- 
ment had  any  virtue  it  could  be  perfected  in  conference. 
For  that  reason  I  submit  it  to  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee. If  he  thinks  it  worthy  to  be  taken  to  conference.  I 
should  like  to  have  his  approval  of  it.  If  he  would  rather 
not  do  that,  I  will  not  offer  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Senator  from  Florida.  In  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  we  are  studying  this  very  matter. 
I  think  we  can  handle  it  perhaps  better  in  the  committee 
than  in  connection  with  this  bill  and  I  promise  the  Senator 
we  shall  give  it  thorough  study. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  is  still  open  to 
amendment.  If  there  he  no  further  amendment  to  be  of- 
fered, the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third  reading 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  9850,  a  House  bill 
on  the  same  subject  as  that  of  the  bill  we  are  considering. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strengthening 
of  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  move  to  amend  the 
bill  by  striking  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert- 
ing Senate  bill  4025,  as  it  has  been  amended  in  the  Senate. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendment  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
bUl. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time.    The  WU  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  now  is, 
Shall  the  bill  pass? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 
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Mr.  McNARY  (when  his  name  was  called) .  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Mississippi  IMr.  Harri- 
son]. I  am  advised  that  If  present  he  would  vote  as  I  sun 
about  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  (when  his  name  was  called).  I 
have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
IMr.  Bridges].  I  have  been  informed  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  would  vote  as  I  am  about  to  vote.  I  vote 
"yea." 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  (when  Mr.  Tydincs  name  was  called) .  My 
colleague,  the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland  IMr.  TydikcsI, 
is  necessarily  detained.    I  am  Informed  that  if  he  were  pres- 
ent his  vote  on  the  pending  bill  would  be  "yea." 
The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  HILL.  My  colleague,  the  senior  Senator  from  Alabama 
IMr.  BankhkaoI,  is  absent  on  important  business  in  the  State 
Department.    If  present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  My  colleague,  the  junior  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Gibson],  Is  necessarily  absent.  If  present,  he 
would  vote  "yea."  The  Senators  from  North  Dakota  (Mr. 
Nye  and  Mr.  Frazikr]  are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  My  colleague,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Georgia  IMr.  Russell],  Is  necessarily  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness.   If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator 
from  Virginia  IMr.  Glass].  I  am  informed  that  if  he  were 
present  he  would  vote  as  I  am  about  to  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  IMr.  Smathers]  Is  absent  from  the  Senate  because  of 
illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey]  is  detained  on 
official  business  for  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
The  Senators  from  New  Mexico  IMr.  Chavtz  and  Mr. 
Hatch],  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark],  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  IMr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Harrison],  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran], 
are  unavoidably  detained. 

I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting,  the  Senators  whose 
absences  I  have  announced,  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Lundeen]  is  unavoidably 
detained.      | 
The  result  was  announced— yeas  80,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 80 


Adankv 

Andrews 

AshUTbt 

Austin 

Bailey 

Barbour 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burloe 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Clark.  Idaho 

Connally 

Danaher 

Bankhead 
Bridges 
Chatez 
Clark,  Mo. 


DavlB  Lee 

E>onahey  Lodge 

Ellender  Lucas 

George  McKellar 

Gerry  McNary 

Gillette  Maloney 

Green  Mead 

GulTey  MUler 

Gumey  Mlnton 

Hale  -  Murray 

Hayden  Neely 

Herring  NorrU 

Hill  OMahoney 

Holman  Overton 

Holt  Pepper 

Hughes  Pittman 
Johnson.  Calif.  Radcllffe 
Johnson.  Colo.        Reed 

King  Reynolds 

La  Pollette  Schwartz 
NOT  VOTING— 16 

Downey  Harrison  Nye 

Prazler  Hatch  Russell 

Gibson  Lundeen  Smathers 

Glass  McCarran  Tydlngs 


Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Shipstead 

Slattery 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Tltomas.  Idaho 

Tliomas.  Okla. 

Tliomas,  Utah 

Tobey 

Townsend 

Truman 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


So  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  was  passed. 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
Insist  upon  its  amendment  to  the  bUl,  request  a  conference 
with  the  House  of  Representatives  thereon,  and  that  the  Chair 
appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  Officer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  SHEPPARD,  Mr.  Reynolds,  and  Mr.  Austin  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  4025  is  indfjflnitely  postponed. 


appropriations  rOR  WORK  RELIEF  AND  RELttT 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution  544, 
making  appropriations  for  work  reUef  and  relief,  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1941. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appro- 
priations for  work  relief  and  relief  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941.  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  with  amendments. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  formal  reading  of  the  joint  resolution  be  dispensed  with, 
that  it  be  read  for  amendment,  and  that  committee  amend- 
ments be  first  considered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so 

ordered. 

The  clerk  will  proceed  to  state  the  amendments  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
was.  under  the  heading  "Work  Projects  Administration,"  on 
page  2,  line  24.  after  the  words  "such  period",  to  strike  out — 
and  in  such  case  shall  be  so  administered  that  the  average 
monthly  employment  ol  relief  workers  paid  from  such  funds  will 
not  exceed  the  number  set  forth  In  the  following  schedule  for  th« 
months  therein  sped  fled; 

July  1940.  1,700.000: 

August  1940.  1. 700.000: 

September  1940.  1.700.000: 

October  1940.  1.800.000: 

November  1940,  2,000.000. 

So  as  to  read : 

Section  1.  (a)  In  order  to  continue  to  provide  work  for  needy 
persons  on  useful  public  projecto  In  the  United  States  and  its  Terri- 
tories and  posservslcns.  there  Is  hereby  appropriated  to  the  Work 
Projects  Administration,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941, 
»975  650.000.  together  with  all  balances  of  appropriations  under  sec- 
tion 1  (a)  of  the  Emergency  Relief  Appropriation  Act  of  1930.  which 
remain  unobligated  on  June  30.  1940.  Including  such  unobligated 
balances  of  funds  transferred  to  other  Federal  agencies  for  nonccn- 
structlon  projects  under  the  provisions  of  section  11  (a)  of  such 
act  of  1939,  or  set  aside  for  specific  purposes  In  accordance  with 
other  law:  Provided,  That  notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of 
law  funds  heretofore  Irrevocably  set  aside  for  the  completion  of 
Federal  construction  projects  under  authority  of  the  Emergency 
Relief  Appropriation  Acts  of  1938  and  1939  shall  remain  available 
until  June  30.  1941,  for  such  completion,  and  any  such  funds  which 
remain  unobligated  by  reason  of  the  completion  or  abandonment 
of  any  such  Federal  construction  project  shall  be  returned  to  thU 
appropriation:  Provided  further.  That  the  funds  appropriated  by 
this  section  may  be  apportioned  for  a  lesser  period  than  12  months 
of  the  fiscal  year  1941.  but  not  for  less  than  8  months,  as  deter- 
mined by  the  President.  If  In  his  judgment  such  action  Is  required 
to  meet  tincmployment  conditions  during  such  lesser  period,  but 
the  funds  so  appropriated  shall  be  so  administered  during  such 
period  as  to  constitute  the  total  amount  that  wiU  be  fumUhed  to 
such  Administration  during  such  period. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4,  line  12,  after  the 
word  "training",  to  insert  "for  manual  occupations  in  indus- 
tries engaged  in  production  for  national-defense  purposes", 
and  in  Une  16,  after  the  word  "projects",  to  strike  out  the 
comma  and  "which  shall  include  drought  conditions",  so  as 
to  read: 

(b)  The  funds  provided  In  this  section  shall  be  available  for 
(1)  administration;  (2)  the  prosecution  of  projects  approved  by 
the  President  under  the  provisions  of  the  Emergency  Relief  Appro- 
priation Acts  of  1937.  1938,  and  1939;  and  (3)  the  prosecution  of 
the  following  types  of  public  projects.  Federal  and  non-Federal, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  President,  namely :  Highways,  roads, 
and  streets;  public  buildings;  parks,  and  other  recreational  facili- 
ties Including  buildings  therein:  public  utilities;  electric  trans- 
mls.slon  and  distribution  lines  or  systenw  to  serve  persons  in  rural 
areas  Including  projects  sponsored  by  and  for  the  benefit  of  non- 
profit and  cooperative  associations;  sewer  systems,  water  supply, 
and  purification  systems;  airports  and  other  transportation  facili- 
ties- fiood  control;  drainage:  Irrigation.  Including  projects  spon- 
sored by  community  ditch  organizations;  water  conservation;  soil 
conservation,  including  projects  sponsored  by  soil  conservation  dis- 
trict* and  other  bodies  duly  organized  under  State  law  for  soil 
erosion  control  and  soil  conservation,  preference  being  given  to 
projects  which  wUl  contribute  to  the  rehabilitation  of  Individuals 
and  an  Increase  In  the  national  Income;  forestation,  reforestation. 
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and  other  ImprovemcnU  ot  torwX,  areas.  Indudtng  the  cBtabllsh- 
ment  ol  Are  lanes:  flsh.  game,  and  other  wildlife  conservation; 
eradlcatSon  of  Insect,  plant,  and  funf^s  pe«ts;  the  prodtictton  of 
lime  and  marl  for  fertilizing  aoU  for  distribution  to  fanners  under 
guch  conditions  as  may  be  determined  by  the  sponsors  of  such 
projects  under  the  provisions  of  State  law;  educational,  profes- 
sional, clerical,  cultural,  recreational,  production,  and  service  proj- 
ects, liKhidlng  training  for  manual  occupations  In  Industries  en- 
gaged in  production  for  national-defense  purpcsee.  for  nursing  and 
for  domestic  service:  aid  to  self-help  and  coopierative  associations 
for  the  benefit  of  needy  persons;    and  miscellaneoua  projects: 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Dext  amendment  was,  on  page  5,  line  15,  after  the 
word  "conclusive",  to  insert  a  cok)n  and  the  following  addi- 
tional proviso: 

Provided  further.  That  not  to  exceed  $25,000,000  of  funds  herein 
appropriated  to  the  Work  Projects  Administration  may  be  used  by 
the  Conimissicner  to  supplement  the  amounts  so  authorized  for 
other  than  lalxsr  costs  In  any  State.  Territory,  possession,  or  the 
District  of  Colunibia  in  connection  with  the  prosecution  of  proj- 
ects which  have  been  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  War  or  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  being  important  to  the  national  defense. 

"nie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  6.  line  8.  after  the 
words  "may  be",  to  insert  the  followmg: 

Provided,  That  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  shall  not  apply 
to  projects  which  have  been  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  War  or 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  being  important  to  the  national 
defense  and  in  addition  shall  not  apply  to  projects  which  author- 
ize necessary  temporary  measures  to  avert  danger  to  life,  property, 
or  health  In  the  event  of  disaster  or  grave  emergency  caused  by 
flood,  storm,  fire,  earthquake,  drought,  or  similar  cause. 

So  as  to  read: 

(d)  In  administering  the  funds  appropriated  In  this  section,  not 
to  exceed  three-fourths  of  the  total  cost  of  all  non-Pederal  projects 
approved  after  January  1.  1940.  to  be  undertaken  within  any  State, 
Territory,  possession,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  with  respect  to 
which  any  such  funds  are  used,  shall  \>e  borne  by  the  United 
States,  end  not  less  than  one-fourth  of  such  total  cost  shall  be 
borne  by  the  State  and  Its  political  subdivisions,  or  by  the  Terri- 
tory, possession,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  the  case  may  be: 
Prortdcd.  That  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  shall  not  apply  to 
projects  w^hich  have  been  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  War  or  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  being  Important  to  the  national  de- 
fense and  In  addition  shall  not  apply  to  projects  which  authorize 
necessary  temporary  measures  to  avert  danger  to  life,  property,  or 
health  In  the  event  of  disaster  or  grave  emergency  caused  by  flood, 
storm,  fire,  earthquake,  drought,  or  similar  cause.  The  facts  con- 
stituting compliance  with  the  requirements  of  this  subsection  shall 
be  determined  by  the  Conunlssioner,  and  his  determinations,  made 
In  conformity  with  rxUes  and  regulations  prescribed  by  him,  shall 
be  final  and  conclusive. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  7,  line  21.  after  the 
words  "sum  of ',  to  strike  out  "$39,348,000"  and  insert  "$43,- 
720.000";  in  line  24,  after  the  word  "Salaries'*,  to  strike  out 
•^32.310,000"  and  Insert  "$3S.l)00X)OO":  to  line  25.  after  the 
word  "service",  to  strike  out  "$580,500"  and  Insert  "$645,000"; 
on  page  8.  line  1.  before  the  word  "and**,  to  strike  out  "$3,430,- 
000"  and  insert  "$3,800,000":  and  in  the  same  Itoe,  after  the 
word  "Unding",  to  strike  out  $414,000"  and  liuwrt  "$4«0.006". 
so  aa  to  read: 

(K)  Tb«  smotmt  which  msjr  b«  obligsttd  for  sdmlnlstrstivs 
•spsnsi  of  ths  Work  Pro^ets  Adrntntstnitton  In  tii*  DWrtriet  of 
Columbia  and  in  the  fiotd  •hall  nut  exceed  In  the  aK^regnte  Xh»  sum 
of  $48,730,000  during  the  fiscal  year  1041,  of  which  sum  the  tunounti 
BO  to  b«  obligated  for  the  following  respective  purposes  shall  not 
Mtceed  these  sums:  Salaries.  tSSJWiXX);  communication  service. 
$045,000:  travel.  $8J00.000;  and  printing  aad  buutlng.  MM.OOO: 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  wa.s.  on  page  8.  line  9.  after  the  word 
"exceed",  to  strike  out  "$28,250,000"  and  Insert  "$32,500,000"; 
in  line  10,  after  the  word  "exceed",  to  strike  out  "$24,277,500" 
and  insert  "$25,975,000";  in  line  11.  after  the  word  "salaries", 
to  strike  out  "$396,000"  and  insert  "$440,000";  in  line  12.  after 
the  word  "service",  to  strike  out  "$2,403,000"  and  Insert 
"$2,670,000";  and  in  line  13.  alter  the  word  "and",  to  strike 
out  "$306,000"  and  insert  "$340,000".  so  as  to  make  the  proviso 
read: 

Provided,  That  If  the  President  shall  determine  under  sectloa 
1  (a)  that  the  appropriation  nutde  by  auch  section  shall  be  appor- 
tioned for  a  period  less  than  the  entire  fiscal  year,  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  shall  apportion  the  amoiuits  which  may 


be  obligated  for  administrative  expenses  for  snch  period,  but  If  the 
period  determined  is  an  8  months'  period  there  may  be  obligated 
for  admfnlstratlve  expenses  not  to  exceed  $32,500,000.  of  which  srim 
not  to  exceed  $26,975,000  shall  be  available  for  salaries:  $440,000  for 
communication  service;  $2,670,000  for  travel;  and  (340.000  for  print- 
ing and  binding. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

TTie  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Department 
of  Agriculture",  on  page  9.  line  19,  after  the  numerals  "1941", 
to  strike  out  "$115,000,000"  and  insert  "$75,000,000".  so  as  to 
read: 

Swc.  2.  (a)  In  order  to  continue  to  provide  assistance  through 
raral  rehabilitation  and  relief  to  needy  farmers  and  relief  to  other 
needy  persons  in  the  United  States,  its  Territories  and  possesalocs, 
there  is  hereby  appropriated  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  $75,000,000,  together  with  the 
balance  of  the  appropriation  under  section  3  of  the  Emergency 
Relief  Appropriation  Act  of  1939  which  remains  unobligated  on 
June  30.  1940. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  9,  line  23.  after  the 
word  "funds",  to  strike  out  "provided  in"  and  insert  "appro- 
priated by  subsection  (a)  of",  and  in  line  25.  after  the  word 
"exceed",  to  strike  out  "$6,000,000"  and  insert  "$7,500,000". 
so  as  to  read: 

(b)  The  fxmds  appropriated  by  subsection  (a)  of  this  section 
shall  be  available  for  (1)  administration  (not  to  exceed  $7,503,000); 
(?)  farm  debt  adjustment  service  and  making  and  servicing  of 
loans  and  relief  under  this  section  and  prior  law;  (3)  loans;  (4) 
relief;  (5)  the  proisecutlon  of  projects  approved  by  the  President 
for  the  Farm  Security  Administration  under  the  Emergency  Relief 
Appropriation  Acts  of  1938  and  1939;  and  (6)  the  following  typ« 
of  useful  public  projects.  Federal  and  non-Federal,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  President:  (a)  Projects  Involving  provision  of  addi- 
tional water  facilities,  (b)  projects  involving  construction  and 
operatlrn  of  migratory  lj»bor  camps,  and  (c)  projects  involving  land 
development  (to  provide  work  relief  for  homeateaders)  on  rural 
rehabilitation  projects. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

llie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  10.  after  line  12,  to 
insert: 

(c)  In  order  to  furnish  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  with  ad- 
ditional funds  for  the  purpose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation 
loans,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  authorized  and 
directed  until  June  30,  1941.  to  make  advances  not  in  excess  of 
an  aggregate  amount  of  $125,000,000  to  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture upon  his  request,  such  advances  to  be  made:  (a)  With 
Interest  at  a  rate  of  3  percent  per  annum  payable  semiannually: 
(b»  upon  the  security  of  obligations  acceptable  to  the  Corpora- 
tion heretofore  or  hereafter  acquired  by  the  Secretary  pursuant 
to  law;  (c)  In  amo-onls  which  shall  not  exceed  75  percent  of 
the  then  unpaid  principal  amount  of  the  obligations  offered  as 
security  therefor:  and  (d)  upon  such  other  terms  and  conditions 
and  with  such  maturities,  notwithstanding  any  other  prorlsion 
of  law.  as  may  be  satisfactory  to  the  Corporation:  and  the  Secrc« 
tary  of  Agriculture  is  authorised  to  comply  h«r«wlth  and  to  noak* 
rrpuymrnu  by  paving  to  the  Reconstruction  Finance  CorporaUoo, 
currently  as  rrcrivrd  by  him.  aU  moneys  collected  as  payments  of 
principal  and  Interest  on  the  loans  made  from  funds  so  bor- 
rowed or  upon  any  obliKatMme  held  by  the  Reconstruction  PI- 
nance  Corporation  as  aeetmty  for  such  loans.  The  amount  of 
nous,  debentures,  bonds,  or  other  stich  oMigations  which  the 
Corporation  ts  authurl/ed  and  empoworrd  to  Tisue  and  to  have 
outstanding  at  any  one  time  under  eaistlng  law  is  herebr  in- 
ert iuM>u  by  an  amount  suAcient  to  carry  out  tha  provisions  of  tbla 
section. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  11.  hne  23,  before  the 
word  "The",  to  strike  out  "(d)"  And  Insert  "(e)";  In  lint 
25.  after  the  word  "proceeds",  to  insert  "may  be  used  only 
for  such  purposes,  and  shall  continue  subject  to  such  trust 
and";  and  on  page  12.  line  4.  after  the  word  "purpoaes",  to 
insert  "It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  borrower  to  use  the 
proceeds  of  any  loan  made  to  him  for  any  purpose  other 
than  those  stated  in  his  loan  appUcation.  except  with  the 
written  permission  of  the  Secretary  of  Agrictilture  or  his 
duly  authorized  representative.  Any  person  who  willfully 
violates  any  of  the  provisioDS  of  this  section  shall,  upon  con- 
viction thereof,  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
$1,000.  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  6  montlis,  or 
both",  so  as  to  read: 

(e)  The  proceeds  of  each  loan  made  under  this  section  shall 
be  impressed  with  a  tnost  for  the  purposes  for  which  such  loan  Is 
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made  and  such  proceeds  may  be  tised  only  for  such  purposes,  and 
shall  continue  subject  to  such  trust  and  shall  be  free  frorn 
Kamlshment,  attachment,  levy,  or  seizure  by  or  under  any  legal 
or  equitable  process  whatever  until  used  by  the  borrower  for  such 
purposes  It  shaU  be  unlawful  for  any  borrower  to  use  the  pro- 
ceeds of  any  loan  made  to  him  for  any  purpose  other  than  those 
stated  In  his  loan  application,  except  with  the  written  permission 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  or  his  duly  authorized  repre- 
sentative Any  person  who  wUlfvUly  violates  any  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  pim- 
Ished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $1,000.  or  by  imprisonment  for 
not  more  than  six  months,  or  both. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  12,  line  13.  before  the 
word  "No",  to  strike  out  "(e)"  and  insert  "(f)".  and  in  the 
same  line  after  the  word  "loan",  to  insert  "or  grant",  so  as 
to  read: 

(f)  No  loan  or  grant  shall  be  made  under  this  section  to  any 
person  to  enable  him  to  subscribe  or  pay  for  stock  or  member- 
ship in  any  cooperative  association. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  heading  "Puerto 
Rico  Reconstruction  Administration,"  on  page  12.  Uhe  20. 
after  the  word  "continue",  to  insert  "rural  rehabilitation  for 
needy  persons  in  Puerto  Rico  and  for  other",  and  on  page  13. 
line  1.  before  the  word  "together",  to  strike  out  "$3,500,000" 
and  insert  "$5  000,000".  so  as  to  read: 

Sac  3  (a)  In  order  to  continue  rural  rehabilitation  for  needy 
persons  In  Puerto  Rico  and  for  other  projects  described  In  this 
^tlon  there  is  hereby  appropriated  to  the  Puerto  Rico  Recon- 
struction Administration.  Department  of  the  Interior,  out  of  any 
money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1941.  $5,000,000.  together  with  the  balance 
of  the  appropriation  under  section  4  of  the  Emergency  Relief  Ap- 
propriation Act  of  1939.  and  the  balance  In  the  special  fund 
?Slcd  under  the  Act  of  February  11.  1936  (49  Stat.  1135).  which 
remain  unobligated  on  June  30,  1940. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  13,  Une  7.  after  the 
word  "loans",  to  strike  out  "and";  and  in  line  10.  after  the 
numerals  "1938".  to  Insert  a  semicolon  and  "and  (4)  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  President,  for  projects  involving  rural 
rehabilitation  of  needy  persons",  so  as  to  read: 

Ibll  The  funds  provided  In  this  section  shall  be  available  for 
(1  admlnl-stratlon;  (2)  loans;  (3)  the  prosecution  of  projects  ap- 
proved by  the  President  for  the  Puerto  R.co  Reconstruction  Admin- 
istration under  the  provisions  of  the  Emergency  Relief  Appropria- 
tion Acts  of  1935  and  1938;  and  (4)  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
President,  for  projecu  involvhig  rural  rehabilitation  of  needy 
persons. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  en  page  13,  after  line  12,  to 

Insert: 

(cl  That  section  S  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  Is 
amended  by  adding  st  thi-  end  thereof  the  ^'""*""8J_,,^   ...   ^ 

••(#)  No  industiy  committee  appointed  ^i"<^«:«".t."»^*^.^,  '•^..fi 
thIsVcllon  shall  have  any  power  to  rcrnmmcnrt  thf  n-.lnlmnm  rate 
S  rates  0  *a«es  to  be  paid  under  section  0  to  any  employeM  Iti 
Sirrto  RICO  orin  the  v/ruin  Islands.  Hntwlth-innrtlfi«  "''V  "»h«;r 
provision  of  this  act.  the  Admlntstrator  may  appoint  a  specisJ 
fndustry  committee  to  recommend  the  minimum  rsio  or  rsi«s  of 
waiJs  U)  NMPa  d  under  section  6  to  all  employees  in  Puerto  Rico 
or  the  Virgin  Xalsndi.  or  in  Puerto,  Rico  and  th-  Virgin  Islands, 
tniiiicd  in  commetct  or  In  the  proJuctmn  of  goods  fur  commerce, 
or  the  Administrator  may  appoint  separsio  industry  committe.is 
to  rA?(>mmend  the  minimum  rate  or  rate*  of  wbbps  to  be  puid  under 
MCtlon  fl  to  Mnployees  therein  engaRod  In  con.m^rce  or  In  the  pro- 
?uc  ?on  of  g~ds  for  commerce  in  parMcular  industries  An  In- 
dilstry  commltue  appointed  under  this  subsection  shall  be  com- 
p^sed  orresldenTs  of  »uch  Island  or  Island,  where  the  employees, 
with  respect  to  whom  i-uch  committee  was  appointed,  are  employed 
?nd  .esldente  of  the  United  States  outs'de  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Vlram  Islands.  In  dettrmlnlng  the  minimum  rate  or  rates  of  wages 
to  be  pad.  and  in  determining  cla.-smcatlons.  such  Industry  coni- 
mlttee?  and  the  Administrator  sha.l  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
secuon  8  and  no  such  committee  f'hall  recommend,  nor  shall  the 
Sm?ni«t.«  or  approve,  a  minUnum  wag-  rate  which  will  give  any 
industry    in    Puirto   Rico   or    In    the    Virgin    Islands    a   competitive 

iSvJntage  oveVany  Industry  in  the  United  States  outside  of  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  14,  after  line  17,  to 

insert: 

(T)  No  wage  orders  Issued  by  the  Administrator  pursuant  to  the 
recoirnendatlons   of   an   industry   committee   made   prior   to   the 
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enactment  of  this  Joint  resolution  pursuant  *«,  «f  V°"  •  °'  ^j! 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  shall  after  ^^^^  e"*^^"^^"*  ^ 
applicable  with  respect  to  any  employees  erigaged  In  <»^«"*^ 
in  the  production  of  goods  for  commerce  In  Puerto  Rico  or  tne 
Virgin  Islands. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  14.  after  line  24.  to 
insert: 

(e)  Section  6  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  Is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  ^    ,„,      ,  .„>.^^ 

"(c)  The  provisions  of  paragraphs  (1),  (2).  and  (3)  of  8Ul»ec- 
tlon  (a)  of  this  section  shall  be  superseded  in  the  case  o'  "^y  «°^ 
ployee  In  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin  Islands  engaged  In  commerce 
or  in  the  production  of  goods  for  commerce  only  for  so  lon|  as  and 
insofar  as  such  employee  is  covered  by  a  wage  order  issued  by  the 
Administrator  pursuant  to  the  reconunendatlons  of_  a  special  inatis- 
try  committee  appointed  pursiiant  to  section  6  (e). 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  15,  after  line  9,  to 
insert: 

(f)  Section  6  (a)  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  fo»owln8;^  _.       ^^  ,.  ^ 

••(5)   if  such  employee  is  a  home  worker  in  Puerto  Rico  or  the 
Vireln  Islands,  not  less  than  the  minimum  piece  rate  prescribed  by 
recusation  or  order;  or,  if  no  such  minimum  piece  rate  Is  in  effect, 
L?y  piece  rate  adopted  by  such  employer  which  shall  yield,  to  the 
S?opSmon  or  class^of  employees  prescribed  by  regulation  or  order 
not   less   than   the   applicable   minimum   hourly   wage   rate.     Such 
minimum  piece  rates  or  employer  piece  rates  shall  be  commensu- 
rate with    and  shall  be  paid  in  lieu  of.  the  minimum  hourly  wage 
rate  applicable  under  the  provisions  of  this  section.     The  Admin- 
istrator or  his  authorized  representaUve.  shall  have  power  to  make 
such  reau'.ations  or  orders  as  are  necessary  or  appropriate  to  carry 
out  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph,  including  the  power 
without  limiting  the  generality  of  the  foregoing,  to  define  any  op- 
eration or  occupation  which  is  performed  by  such  ^o^^-'^^L^J"^' 
nloyees  in  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin  Islands;  to  establish  mln.mum 
piece  rates  for  any  operation  or  occupation  so  defined;  to  prescribe 
the  method  and  procedure  for  ascertaining  and  promulgating  mini- 
mum piece  rates;  to  prescribe  standards  for  employer  piece  rates, 
including  the  proportion  or  class  of  employees  who  shall  receive 
not  less  than  the  minimum  hourly  wage  rate:  to  define  the  term 
'home  worker";   and  to  prescribe  the  conditions  under  which  em- 
ployers, agents,  contractors,  and  subconUactors  shaU  cause  goods 
to  be  produced  by  home  workers." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Administra- 
tive agencies",  on  page  17,  line  18,  after  the  word  "Aeronau- 
tics", to  strike  out  "Authority"  and  insert  "Board",  so  as  to 
read : 

Sec  6  (a)  In  order  to  provide  for  administrative  expenses  Inci- 
dental to  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  joint  resolution,  there 
U  hereby  appropriated  to  the  following  agencies,  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  n-'cal  year  end- 
ing June  30.  1941:  (1)  General  Accounting  O^"-  •?  ^OO-SS?'  )C\ 
Treasury  Department:  (a)  Procurement  Division  $3,225X00.  (b) 
Division  of  Dlsbuisement.  $1,724,516;  (c)  ^«  °f  o« J^f  rS 
$490  000-  (d)  secret  Service  Division.  $163,000:  (o)  Omce  of  Ooro- 
mlssloner  of  Accounts  and  DeposlU  and  DlvUlon  of  Bookkeeping 
and  Warrants.  $3J27,400.  for  administrative  sccounilnsi;  total, 
KesstYry  l>pftrtmrni,  $fl,429.01«;  (3)  Public  Health  Service  oftha 
rid"  nil  BeVuriiy  Agency.  $200,000;  and  (4)  ClvU  Aeronautic  Board, 
$176,000, 

The  amendment  wnn  agreed  to.  «       w 

The  next  nmendment  was.  under  the  heading  "Exefutlva 
omce  of  the  Prrsldont".  on  page  19,  line  20,  after  "Plan  No.  11  , 
to  strike  out  "1600.000"  and  insert  "1830.000",  $0  a«  to  rcftdJ 
Sar  7  There  ts  herfby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  m  tba 
Tr;.!?ury  Tot  otherwise  app/op/lHt.d,  for  the  ft*«*»  JfW  •n'l'»5 
jine  30^^  1041,  for  all  nece.aary  "^mmistratlve  caproaM  to  enabto 
the  omce  of  Government  Reports,  Exicutve  Omce  of  the  Prc-'J**^*. 
to  perform  the  functions  of  the  National  Emergency  Council,  tar^ 
ferfed  to  and  consolidated  In  the  Jwcutivc  Offlcr  ofthe  President 
on  July  1.  1939,  by  Reorganlaatlon  Plan  No,  II.  $880,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  ^ 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  heading  "General  and 

special  provisions",  on  page  20.  line  10.  after  the  word  ''cx- 

ceed".  to  strike  out  "$40,000,000"  and  insert  "$20,000,000".  so 

as  to  read: 

etc  10  (a)  The  Commissioner  U  authorized  to  allocate  not  to 
exceed  120  000.000  to  other  Federal  agencies  for  the  operation,  un- 
der such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Commissioner  may  prescribe 
of  projects  of  the  type  specified  In  subsection  (b)  of  section  1 
which  are  within  the  scope  of  the  functions  usually  carried  out  by 
such  agencies.  Including  admlnisUative  expenses  of  s"ch  age°^»f? 
incident  to  such  operation:  Provided.  That  not  to  exceed  4  percent 
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of  the  total  amount  so  allocated  to  any  such  agency  shaU  be  used 
for  such  admJnlBUatlve  expenses:  Provided  further.  That  no  project 
shall  be  prosecuted  under  any  allocaUon  under  this  subsection 
upon  which  the  percentage  of  nonrellef  persons  employed  exceeds 
10  percent  of  the  total  number  of  persons  employed. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  in  reference  to 
this  amendment  I  sliould  like  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado.  My  understanding  Is  that  the  amendment, 
which  makes  a  reduction  from  $40,000,000  to  $20,000,000,  is 
based  on  the  recommendation  of  the  head  of  the  W.  P.  A., 
and  on  the  Budget  estimate,  and  Is  in  accordance  with  the 
position  taken  by  the  House  committee. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  And  that  on  the  floor  of  the 
House,  without  very  much  objection  by  the  House  commit- 
tee, the  amount  was  raised  from  $20,000,000  to  $40,000,000. 

My  interest  in  the  matter  is  caused  by  the  contention 
which  has  been  made  to  me  that  if  this  reduction  is  made 
from  $40,000,000  to  $20,000,000,  it  will  mean  that  the  De- 
partment of  Agricultiu-e  will  be  deprived  of  the  opportunity 
of  continuing  its  work  on  blister  rust,  and  its  shelterbelt 
work.  I  understand  there  is  a  dispute  as  to  that  contention. 
If  the  committee  amendment  is  accepted  by  the  Senate, 
the  matter  then  goes  to  conference,  and  I  should  like  to 
Mk  the  Senator  from  Colorado  whether  or  not  he  is  willing 
to  agree  that  that  matter  will  be  dlscua«cd  In  conference 
fully,  to  lee  whether  or  not  tht  contention  of  the  head  of 
the  W,  P.  A.  If  correct,  or  whether  the  contention  of  thoM 
irho  made  the  argument  in  tht  Motit*  li  correct,  so  that  we 
may  have  protection,  If  it  In  neceatary  to  hiive  protection,  in 
the  matter  of  the  continuation  of  this  bltster-rtttt  work. 
-Mr,  ADAMH.  The  Senator  understands,  of  oourM,  that 
ttHn  iim»«ti(lm^tit  dfl«i»  nftt  chaiiM  th**  aairfrnaip  ^trnffpfla* 
llofi,  It  tiM'tely  llwitji  the  amount  of  money  whw  h  is  Abso- 
lutely net  ovi»f  \\t%fU>t  \hp  Kintfol  of  Yt6ffi/k\  H«#'tiel*«»»  oth^r 
than  ih«  W.  V  h    The  W.  V,  A,  felt  that  the  same  wotk  could 

be  rfrmi  b#t(i>r  iitttf^  thflr  mnHmI,  rithtr  than  ^  \t\m\v 
■ll4«(<MtinH  Kf\»  imtwy, 

f  will  MNv  i<'  itt<«  MKnatm*  fhat  of  fmirna  any  i»f»4#'niaiUm 
mad"  by  \\\p  H<>um'  vm\U^w^  nmM  Mm  Mivt^n  tiuiMidtfratloii. 
WImi  WK  try  (o  a«)  id  nunU^iim»,  an  wv  do  lA  eotiMitiiliit<4  Hiid 
oil  tht«  noor,  In  to  rMch  a  jui^t  rt*HUU,  and  acfompiiith  t>)«  vm^\t 
with  the  mont^y  appropit»»ted, 

Mr.  SCHWEU-ENBACH.  Myunderiitandlnt  U  that  the 
Senator  from  Coloi-ado  doea  not  feel  that  the  amendment 
would  result  Jn  any  elimination  of  the  blister-rust  work,  but 
that  It  is  simply  a  technical  matter  of  how  much  would  be 
allocated,  and  how  much  could  be  allocated  by  the  State  ad- 
ministration to  W.  P.  A. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Even  this  language  dees  not  provide  any 
definite  allocation.  Even  if  we  had  $40,000,000.  it  would  still 
be  left  to  the  W.  P.  A.  Administrator  to  determine  how  it 
should  be  allocated.  There  would  still  be  the  same  problem 
as  to  how  much  money  should  go  to  blister-rust  eradication 
work.  The  money  Is  set  aside  to  be  absolutely  allocated.  The 
Administrator  may  allocate  one  sum  or  another  for  a  par- 
ticular purpose.  So  I  think  there  Is  no  change  in  the  ulti- 
mate control  of  the  situation  so  far  as  the  amount  of  money 
going  to  the  purpose  is  concerned.  The  change  is  as  to  the 
administration  of  the  fund. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  21,  line  15,  after  the 
word  "value",  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  "and  such  rules 
and  regulations  shall  also  allow  credit  only  to  the  extent  that 
the  furnishing  of  such  contributions  represents  a  financial 
burden  which  is  undertaken  by  the  sponsors  on  account  of 
Work  Projects  Administration  projects,  or  other  sponsored 
projects",  so  as  to  read: 

(c)  No  non-Pedcral  project  shall  be  imdertaken  or  proeecuted 
under  appropriations  under  this  Joint  resolution  (except  under 
section  3)  unless  and  until  the  sponsor  has  made  a  written  agree- 
ment to  finance  such  part  of  the  entire  cost  thereof  as  the  head  of 
the  agency.  If  the  agency  administers  sponsored  projects,  de- 
termines under  the  circumstances  is  an  adequate  contribution 
taking  into  consideration  the  financial  abiUty  of  the  sponsor.    The 


head  of  the  agency  shall  prescribe  niles  and  regulations  relating  to 
the  valuation  of  contributions  in  kind  by  sponsors  of  project* 
through  furnishing  the  use  of  their  own  faculties  and  equipment 
and  the  services  of  their  own  employees,  which  shall  represent  an 
actual  cash  value. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  21,  after  line  19,  to 
insert: 

Sec.  11.  None  of  the  funds  made  available  by  this  Joint  resolution 
shall  be  expended  on  the  construction  of  any  building  ( 1 )  the  total 
estimated  cost  of  which.  In  the  case  of  a  Federal  building,  exceeds 
•100  000.  or  (2)  the  portion  of  the  total  estimated  cost  of  which 
payable  from  Federal  funds,  in  the  case  of  a  non-Federal  building, 
exceeds  $100,000.  unlesa  the  building  is  one  (a)  for  which  the  project 
has  been  approved  by  the  President  on  or  prior  to  May  15,  1940,  or 
for  which  an  Issue  of  bonds  has  been  approved  at  an  election  held 
on  or  prior  to  such  date,  or  (b)  for  the  completion  of  which  funds 
hnve  been  allocated  and  irrevocably  set  aside  under  prior  relief 
appropriation  acts:  Provided,  That  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  not  apply  to  any  projects  which  have  been  certified  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  or  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  being  important 
to  the  national  defense. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  23.  line  21.  after  the 
word  "Commissioner",  to  strike  out  "shall  require  a  lesser 
number  of  hours  of  work  not  to  exceed  65  hours  per  month" 
and  Insert  a  comma  and  "in  his  discretion,  may  require  a  lesMr 
number  of  hours  of  work  per  month",  so  as  to  read: 

Bac  14  (•)  Th«  Commi'sioner  nhall  fix  s  monthly  saralng  ached- 
ut«  for  p<'r«onM  *nsac«d  upon  work  projcrt*  nn«no«d  In  wh^le  or  in 
part  from  (undii  appropriatrd  by  Mction  1  which  shall  not  RUb^tan' 
tislly  nfffoi  ths  current  tiatlonal  RvfrH«<>  labor  ouat  p«-r  pvtMtu  nf 
thr  Worli  Pta]pfU  AdmlhKitrMttmi  Sucit  monthly  Mrnitiii  Mhsilulfl 
•hall  mH  b«  vsrird  fnr  workers  of  (h#  Mm*  type  In  dlff«r«tit  mO' 

Sraphlrsl  ntPM  to  unr  ittpmitt  aat^tit  than  msy  h«i  hi«un#d  by 
yffffnc*'*  Hi  \hf  Ptini  tit  living  Th*«  CrmitilMtntiM  Mhsll  ri>(iti*r« 
that  the  hmir«  vt  work  tut  all  Mrsf*t<s  fhRNHMl  uputt  murk  ptojefif 
nnnhfPti  m  nthnin  nf  ih  pnti  hy  fuhfin  Mt>prr>t>fiNt«d  by  M>«lt«fl  1 
ohNtt  (1)  hp  180  HfMit*  pff  rrtrmth  ii«M>t>t  (hut  (li#  (jMrnmiMiMMff,  in 
hi*  aiMVftl««tt.  may  r«i'(«iif'  a  lfMM>t  titiftther  f<f  h>t\tt*  nt  w«*»k  p-^ 
mettth  in  ttti)  '•mm*  xf  tnWfl  wntk>t*  wmh  un  M^i^o't'dfA  mmii  (h« 
fHrfdnii*  ^f  pu*^  wt^kiif*  *Mnii  h»  Mfffsnt^MMriiMt^iv  f»MM>'«<«r  mh^  (Hi 
N  U'*uf»  IN  »hf  KMy  sftd  (i)  HiH  tm»$¥(i  m  houi*  la  imf 


Th«  ammtfiiiffit  wai  MfMd  io. 

TliP  nwKt  ttm«n4mt»nt  w««,  on  fiaffl  U  lln«  •,  afl^r  tha 
word  "work",  u>  iriMit  "on  projwui  AvUnuMmd  lo  tw  of  vilu« 
to  tha  national  defensa",  so  as  to  raad ; 

(b)  Tha  Commtiwionfr  may  authoriHs  asemptlona  from  the  abovs 
limitation^  u(  monthly  earninHa  and  hourn  u(  work  on  projects 
determined  to  be  of  value  to  the  national  Uefaniis;  to  protect  work 
alretidy  done  on  a  project;  to  permit  making  up  lost  time;  In  tlie 
ease  of  an  emergency  involvmg  the  public  welfare;  and  In  the  case 
of  Bupervliiory  personnel  employed  on  work  projects. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  24,  after  line  10.  to 
strike  out: 

Sec.  15.  (a)  In  employing  or  retaining  In  employment  on  Work 
Projects  Administration  work  projects,  preference  shall  be  deter- 
mined, as  far  as  practicable,  on  the  basis  of  relative  needs  and  shall, 
where  the  relative  needs  are  found  to  be  the  same.  t)e  given  in  the 
f oUowlng  order :  ( 1 )  Veterans  who  have  had  active  service  in  the 
United  States  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Ouard.  or  In 
some  campaign  or  expedition  In  which  the  United  States  has  been 
engaged,  unmarried  widows  of  such  veterans,  and  wives  of  such 
veterans,  as  are  unemployable,  who  are  in  need  and  are  American 
Citizens  and  if  the  Income  of  any  such  person  from  any  Government 
agency  is  less  than  the  amount  to  which  he  or  she  would  be 
entitled  for  work  on  a  Work  Projects  Administration  project,  for 
which  he  or  she  Is  qualified,  then  he  or  she  shaU  be  certified  for 
employment,  and  shall  be  assigned  to  work  for  at  least  a  sufficient 
number  of  hours  each  month  to  bring  his  or  her  total  Income  up  to 
the  amount  he  or  she  would  receive  if  assigned  for  full-time  work 
on  such  project:  and  (2)  other  American  citizens.  Indians,  and 
other  persons  owing  allegiance  to  the  United  States  who  are  in  need. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert  the  following: 

Sec.  15.  (a)  In  employing  or  retaining  In  employment  on  Work 
Projects  Administration  work  projects,  preference  shall  be  deter- 
mined, as  far  as  practicable,  on  the  basis  of  relative  needs  and  shall, 
where  the  relative  needs  are  found  to  be  the  same,  be  given  In  the 
following  order:  (1)  Veterans  of  the  World  War  and  the  Spanish- 
Amf  rlcan  War  and  veterans  of  any  campaign  or  expedition  in  which 
the  United  States  has  been  engaged  (as  determined  on  the  basis 
of  the  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans'  Administration)  who  are 
in  need  and  are  American  citizens:  and  (2)  other  American  cltl- 
cens.  Indians  and  other  persons  owing  allegiance  to  the  United 
States  who  are  in  need. 
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Mr.  CHANDLER.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
section  15  (a),  in  the  committee  amendment.  The  language 
of  my  amendment  was  originally  included  in  the  House  lan- 
gauge  which  was  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  committee. 

I  wish  to  call  the  wording  of  the  amendment  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado.  I  wish  to  add.  in  that  section, 
in  line  15,  after  the  word  "Administration",  the  following: 

And  unmarried  widows  of  such  veterans  and  the  wives  of  such 
veterans  as  are  unemployable. 

That  amendment  should  appear  in  two  places. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  think  it  was  the  Intention 
of  the  committee  that  that  amendment  should  be  included. 
Therefore,  so  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  it  would  l>e 
agreeable  to  me  to  have  It  Iil  I  have  no  control  over  what 
the  Senate  might  do. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  should  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
agree  to  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    So  far  as  I  am  Individually  concerned.  I 

accept  it. 

Mr,  CHANDLER.    I  move  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
to  the  committee  amendment  on  page  25.  in  line  15. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to, 

Mr.  aURNEY.  Mr,  President,  I  believe  that  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  me,  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  and  to  lla 
on  the  table  yesterday,  and  which  has  now  bren  agreed  to  by 
the  Senate,  should  appear  In  two  places  on  page  26— once 
after  the  word  '  AdminlNtration",  in  lln«  15,  and  oncf  after 
the  word  "vrtKrans",  In  line  31, 

Mr.  ADAMfl     Mr,  Prenldent.  Una  31  Is  stricken  out, 

Mr.  McKKLLAll     Not  nil  of  li.  ^  ,,     . 

Mr.  OURNltY,  Mr,  rrpfildeht.  In  lln*'  31,  tin  fiwup  8»,  m# 
words  "uHmnfrU'd  wniow*  of  wwjh  vfiiTniis  itid  wives  ul  such 
vtl#ri»ii«  whi»  sre  uh^-MiMlMyMUlft"  are  MMikpfi  oul, 

Th#  PttlWIWIIlHt  \nn  iMtu-  "  W»'  ImvM  «/»!  rn^f^f^  Ih* 
•llNmomMii  10  whiolt  lii^  M»<hhii"t  tmiu  P>nu\U  DnkniM  Im  h>»w 
rtfnnnif ,  WItKH  we  r«^M«'li  Uint  MmpiulMifiii ,  it  will  U»  mUit>vi 
iQ  ttnit'namrni,  .     .     ^  .   .  ,.  ^ 

Ml ,  uUHNilV,  P«  I  mmU¥  unduKiiHiid  thm  Uw  mfwnd- 
mont  In  kcoiion  ift  'ai  hMkMn  tir^ad  tuf 

Tho  PRKSIORNT  pro  ttmporo,    Vm. 

Mr,  BONK.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  tendered  by 
the  Senator  from  K«'ntucky  I  Mr,  CHAWDHkl.  which  has  been 
agreed  to.  was  the  some  amendment  which  I  had  lying  on  the 
table  at  the  time  of  its  adoption.  I  have  suggested  another 
amendment  to  section  15  la).  which  consUU  of  the  addition 
of  certain  words  after  the  words  "and  are  American  citizens", 
in  line  18.    I  should  like  to  have  that  amendment  stated.    It 

lies  on  the  table.  *    -      ^  w„ 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  amendment  offered  by 

the  Senator  from  Washington  to  the  committee  amendment 

will  be  stated.  ^^  ,., 

The  Chief  Clehk.  On  page  25,  line  16,  in  the  committee 
amendment,  after  the  words  "and  are  American  citizens," 
it  is  proposed  to  change  the  semicolon  to  a  comma  and  to 
insert  "who  have  been  certified  as  in  need  of  employment 
by  Work  Projects  Administration  or  by  any  agency  desig- 
nated by  it  so  to  certify."  ,  .u- 
M^  BONE.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  reascn  for  this 
amendment  Is  self-evident.  I  do  not  care  to  discuss  it.  I 
think  it  is  a  worth-wliile  amendment,  and  should  be  agreed 

Mr  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  the  Senator  whether 
or  not  the  amendment  is  covered  by  other  provisions  in  the 

joint  resolution?  ,  ^. 

Mr.  BONE.    I  have  not  examined  the  joint  resolution  m 

detail 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  think  the  Senator  will  find  that  it  is 

covered  in  a  later  section. 

Mr  BONE.  If  that  be  true,  it  can  do  no  harm  here,  and 
Will  certainly  tend  to  clarify  any  doubt  in  the  minds  of 
many  who  have  examined  the  joint  resolution  very  care- 
fully    I  do  not  believe  there  can  be  any  objection  to  the 


amendment.  If  it  be  stated  in  a  somewhat  different  form 
in  other  sections  of  the  joint  resolution,  it  can  do  harm  to 
restate  it  in  this  very  important  section,  which  deals  with 
the  employment  and  retention  of  men  in  the  W.  P.  A. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  purpose  of  the 
amendment? 

Mr.  BONE.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  has  said  that  it 
appears  in  another  section  of  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  BYRNES.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  As  I  caught  the  reading  of  the  amend- 
ment, it  simply  adds,  after  the  word  "citizens",  substan- 
tially this  language:  "as  are  certifled  by  the  W.  P.  A.  or  by 
some  agency  des  gnated  by  the  W.  P.  A." 

Mr.  BONE.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Of  course,  no  one  could  obtain  employ- 
ment unless  he  were  certified. 

Mr.  BONE.  That  is  true;  but  there  has  been  some  con- 
fusion, which  led  those  interested  to  suggest  an  amendment 
referring  definitely  to  certification.  The  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado suggests  that  this  matter  Is  made  clear  elsewhere  in 
the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  There  Is  no  question  about  It,  The  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  Is  correct.  No  one  can  be  employad 
unlets  he  Is  certified  as  eligible;  and  If  the  nuggested  words 
wcr«  added,  I  do  not  believe  they  would  give  any  additional 
weight  to  the  provlalon. 

Mr.  BONE.  X  know  there  has  been  confusion  In  many 
plflC's  brcnUMe  of  the  question  of  who  was  to  certify,  Bome- 
tlmcs  the  Stole  and  local  a«pn('les  are  mrelewn,  or  Ihey  dtf 
not  milt  in  th«  right  form;  and  conspquently  ihe  W,  F,  A, 
has  tisd  to  M  tip  iiN  own  rprtifying  agency.  Ihls  amend* 
WPhl  will  n'li  hmtipef  tli««  W-  P.  A, 

Mr,  kOAMB.  Mr.  Frpxldcni,  whtlif  I  fhlhk  iHf  iiiMMMl- 
Hu<ht  lA  a  diiplicMiion,  I  do  tioi  (Itink  \hfrf  in  any  nm4  io 
HtMUP  iH**  mNtt»>f,  tttni  Ml  fMf  an  1  Mm  inimt>thn6,  I  am  p^t' 
tmWv  WllllhM  (M  Hnv#  11  «(«  \lh 

'111**  PHifinimH'V  uiit  ipmnirp,  Ttiit  riunMikm  If  on  ggrM* 
liiM  m  Ut>*  HMi*<itdiH«ii(  ntffvtti  ^y  (he  ^mtiUif  fritm  Wa«h' 
ingif^n  I  Ml   H««Miil  lo  (he  tnimntitieH  Mitt'^iidmitni. 

Ttiti  Rmt'iidiiit^iit  U)  i\\»  »m^iidi)iMiit  wan  aHr»ii(l  to, 

Th0  Anitndment,  an  (tinended,  wa«  agrafid  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  35,  line  31,  after  tho 
word  "veterans",  to  strike  out  "unmarried  wldowa  nf  such 
veterans  and  wives  of  such  veterans  who  are  unemployable, 
and  also  excepting  heads  of  families  45  years  of  age  or  older 
with  either  a  dependent  spouse  or  one  or  more  dependent 
parents  or  minor  children",  so  as  to  read: 

(b)  There  shall  be  removed  from  employment  on  Work  Projects 
Administration  projects  all  relief  workers,  excepting  veterans,  who 
have  been  continuously  employed  on  such  projects  for  more  than 
18  months,  and  any  relief  worker  so  removed  shall  be  Ineligible 
to  be  restored  to  employment  on  such  projects  untU  after  (a)  the 
expiration  of  30  days  after  the  date  of  his  removal,  and  (b)  recertl- 
flcation  of  his  eligibility  for  restoration  to  employment  on  such 
projects. 

Mr.  OURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  portion  of 
the  committee  amendment  after  the  word  "veterans"  in  line 
21,  and  reading  as  follows:  "unmarried  widows  of  such  vet- 
erans and  wives  of  such  veterans  who  are  unemployable"  be 
not  agreed  to;  in  other  words,  that  that  language  be  left 
in  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an 
inquiry? 

Mr.  GURNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  received  a  number  of  communications 
and  visits  from  veterans  who  are  somewhat  concerned  about 
the  joint  resolution  as  it  passed  the  House,  and  as  to  what 
rights  they  will  have  imder  the  measure  as  rejKjrted  to  the 
Senate.  Will  the  Senator  advise  me  as  to  whether  or  not 
there  are  advantages  wiiich  ought  to  l>e  granted  to  imem- 
plcyed  veterans?  Are  there  any  discriminations  against 
them;  or  does  the  joint  resolution  amply  provide  for  giving 
to  them,  in  all  legitimate  Instances,  preference  over  others 
who  are  unemployed  and  who  may  seek  relief? 
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Mr.  GURNEY.  I  believe  that  the  amendment  jvxst  agreed 
to,  in  secUon  15  (a),  whereby  the  unmarried  widows  and 
wives  of  veterans  have  preference,  covers  the  preferences 
which  the  veterans  and  their  dependents  should  have.  The 
original  language  gave  certain  preference  to  veterans. 

Mr.  KING.    With  that  assurance  from  the  Senator,  I  shall 

,  offer  an  amendment  which  I  had  contemplated  offering. 

Tlve  Senator  Is  more  familiar  with  the  Joint  resolution  than 
am  I;  and  if  he  gives  us  the  asswance  that  veterans  have 
the  preference  which  they  ought  to  have,  and  which  it  was 
Intended  they  should  have,  I  shall  not  offer  the  amendment 
Which  I  had  contemplated  offering. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  my  opinion.  I  understand  that 
•ther  Senators  have  some  amendments  which  they  wish  to 
discuss. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  if  the  amendment  which  he  has  offered  is  ver- 
bally the  same  as  the  one  which  is  printed  and  which  lies  on 
the  table? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    The  Senator  offered  It  in  a  little  different 

form. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  simply  asked  that  the  language  in  lines  21 
and  22  to  which  I  have  referred  be  left  in  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  difHculty  with  that  is  that  to  reject  the 
committee  amendment  would  leave  in  more  language  than 
that  to  which  the  Senator  has  referred.  It  is  part  of  several 
lines,  and  his  amendment  relates  to  only  two  lines.  It  would 
be  simpler  if  the  Senator  should  move  to  add  that  language  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  so  move,  on  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  let  the  amendment  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Let  the  Chair  suggest  that 
a  committee  amendment  is  pending.  The  committee  amend- 
ment is  to  strike  out  several  lines.  Under  the  existing  par- 
liamentary situation,  the  Chair  suggests  that  the  committee 
amendment  may  be  divided. 

Mr.  GURNEY.    That  is  what  I  intended. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
committee  amendment  is  divided;  and  the  first  branch  the 
Senate  will  vote  on  is  whether  or  not  it  will  retain  the  words 
"unmarried  widows  of  such  veterans  and  wives  of  such  vet- 
erans who  are  unemployable." 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  submit  an 
Inquiry  to  the  Senator  who  offered  the  amendment.  The  lan- 
guage of  the  bill  is  that  there  shall  be  removed  from  employ- 
ment on  Work  Projects  Administration  projects  all  relief 
workers,  excepting  first,  veterans;  second,  if  the  Senator's 
amendment  should  prevail,  unmarried  widows  of  such  vet- 
erans: and.  third,  wives  of  such  veterans  who  are  unemploy- 
able. It  seems  to  me  that,  so  long  as  the  language  is  stricken 
out,  it  may  be  considered,  and  I  think  some  clearer  language 
should  be  drafted  to  carry  out  the  intention  the  Senator  has. 
I  am  afraid  that  it  would  be  rather  confusing  to  say  that 
there  cannot  be  removed  from  employment  the  wife  Of  a  vet- 
eran who  Is  unemployable. 

Mr.  TAFT.  May  I  suggest  that  the  word  "who",  in  line  22. 
be  changed  to  the  word  "as." 

Mr.  BYRNES.  If  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
is  adopted  it  undoubtedly  would  be  much  better.  It  would 
accord  with  the  language  on  the  previous  page.  The  language 
is  "as  are  unemployable"  instead  of  "who  are  unemployable." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  suggest 
that  the  rejection  of  that  part  of  the  committee  amendment 
which  has  been  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
will  then  allow  the  amendment  to  the  text  which  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  has  suggested.  The  Chair  wiU,  therefore,  put  the 
question  on  the  first  branch  of  the  committee  amendment 
striking  out  the  words  "unmarried  widows  of  such  veterans 
and  wives  of  such  veterans  who  are  unemployable. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  now  is  on  the 
second  branch  of  the  amendment  which  will  be  stated. 


The  Chiif  Clbrk.  The  committee  amendment  proposes  to 
strike  out  "and  also  excepting  heads  of  famibes  45  years  of 
age  or  older  uith  either  a  dependent  spouse  or  one  or  more 
dependent  parents  or  minor  children." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  "Hie  question  Is  on  the 
second  branch  of  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  although  perhaps  It  Is  out  of 
order.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  strike  out  the  word  "who", 
in  line  22,  and  insert  the  word  "as." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  permission  to  recur 
to  page  3,  line  17,  and  to  consider  the  following  amendment: 
After  the  word  "utilities",  to  strike  out  the  words  "electric 
tiansmisslon  and  distribution  lines  or  systems  to  serve  per- 
sons in  rural  areas.  Including  projects  sponsored  by  and  for 
the  benefit  of  nonprofit  and  cooperative  associations,"  and  in 
lieu  thereof  to  Insert: 

Refrigerating  and  cold  storage  plants,  electric  transmission  and 
distribution  lines  or  systems,  together  with  offices  and  buildings  to 
serve  persons  In  rural  ares^.  Including  projects  sponsored  by  and 
for  the  benefit  at  nonprofit  corporations  and  cooperative  asso- 
ciations. 

In  explanation  of  the  amendment  I  may  say 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Hie  amendment  suggested 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  not  In  order  at  this  time. 
The  Senate  Is  now,  imder  a  unanimous-consent  agreement, 
considering  committee  amendments.  The  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  be  in  order  after  the  committee 
amendments  shall  have  been  concluded.  The  clerk  will  state 
the  next  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  27,  after  line  2,  to 
Insert: 

(e)  Not  to  exceed  $5,000,000  of  the  appropriation  for  prosecution 
of  public  projects  made  In  section  1  (a)  hereof  shall  be  available 
for  expenditure  by  the  Commissioner  In  any  case  he  shall  deem 
It  necessary  and  advisable,  for  aiding.  In  such  form  and  manner 
as  he  shall  determine.  States,  Including  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  Territories  and  possessions,  or  public  agencies  thereof.  In 
Investigating  and  certifying  employable  persons  for  employment 
on  projects  of  the  Work  Projects  Administration,  conditioned 
upon  the  approval  by  the  Commissioner  of  methods  or  plana 
for  such  service:  Provided,  That  in  no  case  shall  such  aid  to  any 
State  or  agency  exceed  33 'i  percent  of  the  estimated  cost  of  such 
service,  as  determined  by  the  Commissioner.  The  determinations 
of  the  Coirunlssloner  hereiinder  shall  be  final. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  inquire  of  the  Senator  having 
the  bill  in  charge  whether  the  amount  proposed  is  not  too 
large,  in  view  of  the  other  generous  provisions  which  will 
permit  compensation  to  those  engaged  in  the  administration 
of  the  act? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  from  Colonel 
Harrington  that  the  cost  of  certification  throughout  the 
country  is  about  $15,000,000.  This  Is  a  proposal  for  the 
W.  P.  A.  to  take  over  one-third  of  the  cost  In  order  to 
have  some  hand  and  control  over  certifications.  In  the 
past  certification  has  been  perfectly  satisfactory  In  some 
places  and  very  unsatisfactory  in  other  places.  Colonel  Har- 
rington says  he  believes  he  will  more  than  save  this  amount 
of  money  as  well  as  have  a  fairer  distribution  of  the  em- 
ployees under  the  W.  P.  A.  if  the  W.  P.  A.  have  that  degree 
of  control. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  wish  to  reinforce  what  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  has  said.  The  only  fear  I  have  is  that  this 
amount  will  not  be  sufficient.  I  know  In  my  State  we 
have  difficulty  in  coordinating  the  eligibility  of  the  workers 
in  the  different  areas  because  the  counties  in  each  instance 
pay  for  the  work  of  examining  applicants  and  qualifying 
them.  In  some  places  they  are  not  able  to  do  it,  and  the 
result  is  it  clogs  up  the  machinery.  I  think,  at  least.  It 
ought  to  be  under  the  supervision  of  the  W.  P.  A.,  and  I 
hope  the  amount  of  $5,000,000  will  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  It  was  intended  to  leave  the  burden  upon 
the  counties  of  providing  the  other  two-thirds,  the  Federal 
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Government  to  provide  one-third  of  the  cost,  which  would 
give  it  some  control  It  does  not  now  have. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  27,  line  17,  before  the 
word  "No",  to  insert  "(f)";  In  the  same  line,  after  the  word 
"receiving",  to  strike  out  "Federal  Social  Security":  and  in 
line  18.  before  the  word  "shaU",  to  insert  "under  the  Social 
Security  Act,  as  amended",  so  as  to  read: 

(f)  No  blind  person  receiving  aid  under  the  Social  Security  Act. 
as  amended,  shall  be  prohibited  from  temporarily  relinquishing 
Buch  aid  to  accept  employment  on  a  Work  Projects  Administration 
project. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  33.  line  20,  after  the 
word  "used",  to  strike  out  "(a)  for  the  operation  of  any 
theater  project,  (b)"  and  Insert  "(a)":  in  Une  22,  after  the 
word  "or",  to  strike  out  "(c)"  and  insert  "(b)":  and  In  Une 
23,  after  the  word  "broadcasting",  to  insert  "time",  so  as  to 
read: 

Sec  24  None  of  the  funds  made  available  by  this  joint  resolution 
shall  be  used  (a)  for  the  operation  of  any  project  sponsored  solely 
by  the  Work  Projects  Administration,  or  (b)  for  radio  broadcasting 
time  or  for  the  acquisition,  rental,  or  distribution  of  motion-picture 
films. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  35,  line  3,  after  the 
word  "afflUations",  to  insert  "(except  as  provided  in  section 
15  (g)",  so  as  to  read: 

Stc  27.  Any  person  who  knowingly  and  with  Intent  to  defraud 
the  United  States  makes  any  false  statement  in  connection  with 
any  application  for  any  work  project,  employment,  or  relief  aid 
under  the  approplratlons  In  this  Joint  resolution,  or  diverts,  or 
attampts  to  divert  or  assists  In  diverting,  for  the  t»eneflt  of  any 
person  or  persons  not  entlUed  thereto,  any  portion  of  such  appro- 
priations, or  any  services  or  real  or  personal  property  acquired 
thereunder  or  who  knowingly,  by  means  of  any  fraud,  force,  threat, 
intimidation,  or  boycott,  or  discrimination  on  account  of  race, 
relieion  political  affiliations  (except  as  provided  in  section  15  (g) ) . 
or  membership  In  a  labor  organization,  deprives  any  person  of 
any  of  the  benefits  to  which  he  may  be  entitled  under  any  such 
apnroprlatlons.  or  attempts  so  to  do.  or  assists  In  so  doing,  or  who 
dl'-poses  of,  or  assists  In  disposing  of.  except  for  the  account  of  the 
United  States,  any  property  upon  which  there  exists  a  lien  securing 
a  loan  made  under  the  provisions  of  this  Joint  resolutloii  or  the 
Emergency  Relief  Appropriation  Acts  of  1935.  1936,  1937,  1938  and 
1939  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  felony  and  fined  not  more  than 
%2  000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  2  years,  or  both.  The  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shaU  be  In  addition  to,  and  not  In  substitu- 
tion for.  any  other  provisions  of  existing  law  or  of  this  Joint 
resolution. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  36,  line  12,  before  the 
ward  "section",  to  insert  "secUon  15  (g)  and",  so  as  to  read: 

(b)  Except  as  may  be  required  by  the  provisions  of  section  15  (g) 
and  section  30  hereof.  It  shall  be  imlaTj^-ful  for  any  person  to  deprive, 
attempt  to  deprive,  or  threaten  to  deprive,  by  any  means,  any 
person  of  any  employment,  position,  work,  compensation  or  other 
benefit  provided  for  or  made  possible  by  this  Joint  resolution,  on 
account  of  race,  creed,  color,  or  any  political  activity,  support  of. 
or  opposition  to  any  candidate  or  any  political  party  in  any 
election. 

Mr  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  on  page  33 
has  been  passed  but  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the  able  Sen- 
ator having  charge  of  the  bill  what  is  the  reason  for  cutting 
out  the  theater  project? 

Mr  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  situation,  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  was  this:  There  has  been  a  difference 
of  opinion  between  the  House  and  the  Senate  as  to  the 
theater  project.  The  House  has  been  very  insistent  that  no 
theater  project  should  be  recognized  as  a  W.  P.  A.  project. 
The  Senate's  position  has  been  that  theater  projects  should  be 
treated  the  same  as  any  other  project.  Originally  it  was 
not  the  purpose  of  the  W.  P.  A.  to  put  theater  projects  in  a 
preferred  status,  but  the  House  has  put  them  on  a  prohibitive 
busls  Our  idea  Is  to  put  them  on  the  same  basis  as  any 
olher  project.  In  other  words,  if  the  city  of  Portland  wants 
to  establish  a  theater  project,  it  would  pay  the  same  per- 
centage as  II  it  wanted  to  build  a  bridge.    It  Is  the  idea  ol 


the  Senate  not  to  discriminate  against  or  for  a  theater 
project. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Then,  It  is  not  contemplated  that  there 
shall  be  a  prohibition  of  such  projects? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  On  the  contrary,  the  prohibition  in  the 
House  bill  has  been  removed. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  pleased  to  have  the  Senator's  ex- 
planation. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  on  page  36,  line  12. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

BOSSAGE  FROM  THE  HOITSE ENROLLED   BILLS  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  Its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled 
bills,  and  they  were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 
S.  1560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amos  B.  Cole: 
S.  2013.  An  act  to  amend  the  Code  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  provide  for  the  organizaUon  and  regulation  of  coopera- 
tive associations,  and  for  other  purposes: 

S.  2782.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  W.  Kinderman: 
S.  3683.  An  act  to  extend  the  time  Umit  for  cooperation 
between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  in  the  development  of  farm  units  on  public 
lands  under  Federal  reclamation  projects;  and 

S.  3813.  An  act  to  authorize  the  presentation  of  a  special 
gold  medal  to  William  Sinnott. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  In  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta.  one  of  hi* 
secretaries. 

APPROPRIATIONS   FOR   WORK  RELIEF   AND   RELIEF 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  next  amendment  re- 
ported by  the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  38,  line  15,  after  the 
word  "factories",  to  strike  out  "stores";  In  line  16.  after  the 
word  "manufacture",  to  strike  out  "handle,  process":  in  Une 

17.  after  the  word  "produce",  to  Insert  "for  sale",  and  in  Une 

18.  after  the  word  "sweetpotatoes",  to  insert  "and  naval , 
stores  products",  so  as  to  read:  \ 

Sec  33  No  funds  appropriated  In  this  Joint  resolution,  whether  ' 
administered  by  the  Federal  Government  or  by  the  States  or 
local  governmental  agencies  from  funds  contributed  In  whole  ot 
In  part  by  the  Federal  Government,  shall  be  used  by  any  Federal,' 
State  or  other  agency  to  purchase,  establish,  relocate,  or  expand 
mills'  factories,  or  plants  which  would  manufacture,  or  produce 
for  sale  articles,  commodities,  or  products  (other  than  those  derived 
from  the  first  processing  of  sweetpotatoes  and  naval  stores  prod- 
ucts) in  competition  with  existing  Industries. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  40,  after  Une  14,  to 
insert: 

Sec  37.  Any  Administrator  or  other  officer  named  to  have  general 
supervision  at  the  seat  of  government  over  the  program  and  work 
contemplated  under  the  appropriations  contained  In  this  Joint  reso- 
lution and  receiving  a  salary  of  $5,000  or  more  per  annum  from 
such  appropriations,  and  any  State  or  regional  administrator  re- 
ceiving a  salary  of  85.000  or  more  per  annum  from  such  appropria- 
tions (except  persons  now  serving  as  such  under  other  law)  shaU 
be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate:  Provided,  That  the  provisions  of  section  1761 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  shall  not  apply  to  any  such  appointee  and 
the  salary  of  any  person  so  appointed  shall  not  be  Increased  for 
a  period  of  6  months  after  confirmation. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  41,  after  line  3.  to  Insert: 
Sec  38  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law.  the 
President  Is  authorized.  In  his  discretion,  and  under  such  regula- 
tioiis  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  within  the  Civilian  Conserva- 
tion Corps  such  training  of  enrollees  therein  In  noncombatant 
subjects  essential  to  the  operations  of  the  MUltary  and  Naval  Estab- 
lishments as  he  considers  may  contribute  materially  to  the  Inter- 
ests of  the  national  defense.  Such  subjects  may  Include,  but  are 
not  restricted  to.  cooking,  baking,  first  aid  to  the  Injured,  opeiation 


7942 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


June  11 


/ 


and  mAlntenaiice  cf  motor  vehicles,  road  and  bridge  construction 
and  maintenance,  photography,  signal  conuniinlcatlons,  and  other 
matters  Incident  to  the  successful  conduct  of  military  and  naval 
•ctivltles:  Provided.  That  the  appropriations  tinder  the  heading 
"Civilian  Conservation  Corps"  contained  In  the  Federal  Security 
Agency  Appropriation  Act,  1941.  shall  be  available  for  carrying  out 
the  purposes  of  this  section,  and  the  limitations  and  conditions  on 
the  expenditure  of  such  ftmds  are  hereby  waived  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  accomplish  the  purpKMes  of  this  section:  Provided 
fvrther.  That  no  person  shall  be  excluded  from  the  training  pro- 
gram authorized  by  this  section  on  account  of  race,  color,  or  creed. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  we  have  now  reached  sec- 
tion 38  on  page  41,  which  gives  to  the  President  the 
authority,  "in  his  discretion,  and  under  such  regulation  as 
he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  within  the  Civilian  Conserva- 
tion Corps  such  training  of  enroUees  therein  in  noncom- 
batant  subjects."  and  so  forth.  For  the  purpose  of  offering 
an  amendment,  I  desire  to  Inquire  of  the  Senator  In  charge 
of  the  bill  why  the  training  is  limited  to  noncombatant  sub- 
jects? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  Is  familiar  with  that  provision,  and  I  will  ask  him 
to  answer  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  that  when  I  first  investigated  the  matter  I 
had  in  mind  that  the  training  should  not  be  so  restricted. 
After  consulting  General  Marshall.  I  was  advised  that,  so 
far  as  the  Army  were  concerned,  they  greatly  preferred 
thai  Uie  training  In  C.  C.  C.  camps  should  be  bmited  in 
accordance  with  the  language  contained  in  this  amendment. 
They  gave  as  reasons  for  their  opinion,  first  of  all,  that  the 
Army  was  more  in  need  of  skilled  workers  of  the  classes 
referred  to  in  the  amendment  that  they  were  of  men  who 
were  otherwise  trained  in  the  service.  General  Marshall 
stated — and  it  was  stated  to  the  committee  later — that  while 
it  was  possible,  in  a  relatively  short  time,  to  train  men  in 
drill  and  military  tactics.  It  was  Impossible  In  a  short  time 
to  train  men  to  be  skilled  mechanics,  such  as  photographers, 
radio  operators,  which  are  essential  to  the  Army.  My  recol- 
lection is  that,  either  before  the  committee  or  in  conference 
with  me.  he  called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  for  an 
army  of  a  million  men  there  were  needed  only  240,000  men 
carrying  rifles,  and  that  the  remainder  of  such  an  army  of 
1.000.000  should  be  constituted  of  workers  skilled  along  the 
lines  of  training  which  it  is  sought  to  give  to  C.  C.  C. 
enroUees  by  this  section  of  the  bill. 

One  additional  reason  stated  was  that,  as  a  practical  mat- 
ter, the  Army  would  find  It  exceedingly  difficult  to  train  in 
the  combatant  service  the  men  who  are  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps; 
that  if  the  Congress  desired  to  provide  that  young  men  should 
receive  training,  they  vastly  preferred  that  they  be  placed 
entirely  In  charge  of  the  Army,  to  which  camps  they  could  as- 
sign officers  who  would  give  all  of  their  time  to  training  these 
men;  that  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  these  men  would  be  employed 
upon  projects;  that  one-half  of  their  time  would  be  consumed 
upon  conservation  projects  and  upon  the  other  projects  in 
the  Forestry  Service,  and  they  would  have  officers  assigned 
to  the  camps  having  only  one-half  of  their  time  occupied, 
whereas  they  anticipate  a  shortage  in  officers  for  training. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  Army  to  submit  to  the  Congress— 
and  I  expect  that  It  will  be  submitted  within  the  next  day 
or  two — a  very  comprehensive  training  plan.  It  Is  contem- 
plated in  that  plan  that  there  should  be  an  expansion  of  the 
C.  M.  T.  C.  to  care  for  the  training  of  young  men  to  the 
number.  It  is  hoped,  of  about  100,000  instead  of  30,000.  It  Is 
also  contemplated  that  that  program  shall  have  an  expansion 
of  the  enlisted  Army  and  Navy  Reserve  into  which  It  is  hoped 
your^:  men  will  go  this  summer  for  training  in  the  Army  or  in 
the  Na\T,  as  the  case  may  be.  But  so  far  as  these  camps 
are  concerned,  it  Is  the  opinion  of  General  Marshall,  speaking 
for  the  Army,  that  they  would  prefer  not  to  be  charged  with 
the  duty  of  training  these  men  in  combatant  service,  but  to 
give  the  authorities  the  opportunity  to  make  of  them  skilled 
mechanics  and  photographers  and  radio  operators  and  similar 
classes  of  skilled  workers. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  see  why  the  Army 
would  have  to  train  the  enroUees  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps. 


The  section  placed  in  the  joint  resolution  by  the  committee 
merely  gives  the  President  authority,  in  his  discretion  and 
under  such  regtilations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  within 
the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  a  certain  type  of  training, 
which  Is  substantially  what  they  are  now  getting  in  the 
Civilian  Conservation  Corps;  perhaps  in  a  limited  way,  but 
sut>stantially  that. 

Mr.  President,  It  seems  to  me  there  Is  no  reason  why  the 
President  could  not  provide  for  elementary  military  training 
In  these  camps  without  calling  the  Army  to  take  charge,  be- 
cause there  are  in  cormection  with  nearly  all  of  these  camps 
Reserve  officers,  men  who  are  amply  able  certainly  to  give 
instruction  in  ordinary  elementary  military  training.  So  I  do 
not  see  why  General  Marshall  should  raise  any  objection  to 
the  preliminary  elementary  training  of  the  young  men  of  mili- 
tary age  in  these  camps;  and  I  do  not  see  why  the  training 
should  be  restricted  as  the  committee  has  restricted  it  in  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  somewhat  heartened  to  think  that 
at  least  some  one  connected  with  the  Government  is  not 
immediately  excited  that  the  country  Is  about  to  be  In- 
vaded, even  if  some  of  us  in  the  Congress  do  think  other- 
wise. If  we  were  about  to  be  invaded  we  certainly  would 
not  object  to  a  reasonable  amount  of  training  for  the  young 
men  in  the  C.  C.  C. 

Mr.  President,  the  young  men  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  are 
Of  military  age.  If  they  are  phjrsically  qualified,  there  is  no 
reason  on  earth  why  they  should  not  h^e  elementary 
military  training.  Indeed,  for  the  noncombatant  services 
for  which  men  may  be  trained  in  the  Army,  elementary 
military  training  is  absolutely  essential,  or  else  there  wiU 
be  confusion  and  disorder  in  the  organization  of  every  unit 
to  which  such  trained  enroUees  may  subsequently  be 
attached. 

The  enroUees  are  not  required  to  enter  into  any  Reserve 
Corps  after  they  have  certain  preliminary  training  in  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps.  I  think  that  would  be  manifestly  unfsdr. 
I  think  it  would  be  improper  to  require  of  the  enroUeas 
'subsequent  service,  even  as  members  of  the  Reserve,  be- 
cause it  is  not  exacted  of  everybody  else;  and  untU  it  is 
exacted  of  every  other  person  of  mihtary  age  it  ought  not 
to  be  exacted  of  the  enroUees.  But  during  the  time  that 
they  are  in  the  camps  I  submit  that  there  is  no  real  reason  \ 
why  they  should  not  receive  elementary  military  training. 
I  also  submit  that  if  we  give  them  aU  the  noncombatant 
service  in  the  world  that  is  desired,  without  some  elementary 
military  training,  we  shaU  just  have  confusion. 

General  Marshall  need  not  worry  about  disrupting  the 
Army  to  furnish  some  Reserve  officers  who  wiU  give  the 
young  men  in  these  camps  a  little  preliminary  miUtary 
training. 

Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  pending  amendment  be 
further  amended  by  inserting,  after  the  word  "Corps,"  on 
Une  7,  page  41.  the  words  "elementary  military  training 
and."  so  that  it  wiU  still  be  discretionary  with  the  President, 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  3^eld  for  a  question? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  discus- 
sion about  enacting  some  form  of  compulsory  military  train- 
ing in  the  United  States;  and  we  may  come  to  it,  I  am  not 
committing  mysel'  one  way  or  the  other  on  the  matter, 
depending  upon  the  extent  of  It  and  the  methods;  but  It 
may  be  necessary.  It  has  occurred  to  me  that  it  would  be 
a  mistake  to  pick  out  enroUees  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  first 
to  train  from  the  mUitary  standpoint,  because  it  would  be 
compulsory  if  the  President  should  put  It  Into  effect.  Of 
course,  the  President  is  not  required,  under  the  amendment 
to  do  It. 

These  young  boys  come  from  the  poorer  families  of  the 
country.  They  come  from  famUies  which  otherwise  would 
be  on  relief.  They  are  required  to  send  home  a  considerable 
portion  of  their  compensation— which  is  not  great,  but  under 
the  circumstances  I  am  sure  Is  satisfactory— in  order  that 
their  famiUes  may  not  be  put  on  relief. 
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I  may  be  wrong  about  the  matter,  but  I  have  the  feeUng 
that  when  we  do  Inaugurate  any  form  of  compulsory  military 
training,  whether  It  Is  elementary  or  otherwise,  we  ought  to 
make  it  apply  to  aU  young  men  in  the  country  alike.  We 
ought  not  to  segregate  any  class  or  group  and  train  them 
first,  because,  in  all  probabUity.  the  first  who  are  trained 
will  be  the  first  called  upon  to  serve  in  a  miUtary  way. 

I  am  sympathetic  with  what  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
has  In  mind  in  regard  to  training  young  men  whenever  it  is 
necessary  to  do  it;  but  I  doubt  the  wisdom  cf  beginning  on 
these  young  men.  who  represent  the  poorer  families  of  the 
United  States— I  might  say  relief  famUles— picking  out 
3roung  men  because  they  happen  to  go  to  these  camps  and 
giving  them  elementary  mUitary  training  before  we  do  the 
same  thing  for  young  men  of  the  same  type  in  all  the  other 
famUies  of  the  United  States. 

I  offer  that  suggestion  to  the  Senator.  No  doubt  he  has 
thought  about  it. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes;  I  have  thought  of  It.  Mr.  President; 
but  I  answer  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  by  saying  that  It 
Is  not  compulsory  on  anybody  to  go  to  the  C.  C.  C.  camps. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Oh,  no;  of  course  not. 
Mr.  GEORGE.    If  young  men  desire  to  enter  these  camps, 
and  if  they  do  enter  the  camps  and  may  be  given  non- 
combatant  training,  why  may  they  not  be  given  elementary 
military  training? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    They  may  be,  of  course. 
Mr.  GEORGE.    They  are  not  required  to  enter  the  Re- 
serve.   I   should   not   favor   that  unless   we   had   universal 
military  training. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  They  are  not  required,  as  the  Senator 
says,  to  enter  the  camps;  but  there  is  a  sort  of  compulsion 
that  is  almost  as  great  as  legal  compulsion.  Many  of  them 
either  have  to  go  to  the  camps  or  remain  idle;  and  one  of 
the  things  of  which  we  are  aU  proud  is  the  work  of  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps  in  the  United  States.  They  have  taken  two 
and  a  half  or  three  miUion  young  men  off  the  streets  or 
out  of  idleness  and  given  them  this  training,  and,  as  I  be- 
lieve, have  taught  them  a  new  relationship  between  them- 
selves and  their  Goverrunent  and  society  as  a  whole.  Per- 
sonally, however.  I  doubt  whether  In  a  sense  advantage 
ought  to  be  taken  of  their  necessity  to  Impose  upon  them 
some  form  of  compulsory  mUitary  training  which  does  not 
apply  to  young  men  within  the  same  ages  in  aU  the  families 
of  the  United  States. 

That  is  the  feeling  that  I  have. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  GEORGE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.  In  response  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  seems  to  think 
miUtary  training  is  a  punishment;  that  it  Is  going  to  hurt 
these  boys  in  some  way.  There  is  not  a  boy  in  a  C.  C.  C. 
camp  who  wiU  not  be  better  off  if  he  has  elementary  mili- 
tary training. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  agree  to  that  statement.    I  am  not 
suggesting  that  It  is  a  punishment. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    But  the  Senator  seems  to  say  that  if 
we  do  not  get  everybody,  we  should  not  get  anybody. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    No;  but  if  they  are  to  be  given  elemen- 
tary military  training  it  Ls  not  primarUy  to  benefit  their 
physique.    If  that  were  the  object  of  it.  we  ought  to  have 
started  it  when  we  started  the  C.  C.  C.  camps. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.     We  should  have. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  And  we  should  have  given  the  same 
training  to  all  the  two  and  a  half  mUlion  young  men  who 
have  already  gone  through  the  camps. 
I  Mr.  CONNALLY.  We  should  have  done  so. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  now  talking  about  elementary  mil- 
itary training  from  the  mUiUry  standpoint.  If  we  inau- 
gurate any  form  of  universal  mUitary  training  in  this  country, 
I  think  we  ought  to  be  frank  and  say  that  it  is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  possibly  later  using  the  advantages  and  benefits  of 
that  training  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  in  that  sense  that  I  feel  that  we  cannot  afford  to  make 
a  distinction  and  give  such  training  to  the  boys  who  have  to 


go  to  camps,  who  are  taken  from  the  poorer  famUies  of  the 
country,  uiUess  we  are  wilUng  to  go  the  whole  length  and 
give  the  same  sort  of  training  to  every  boy  in  the  United 
States  within  the  same  ages. 

Mr.  CONNALLY,    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ellender  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Texas? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  suggest  that  these  boys,  no 
matter  from  what  group  they  are.  will  not  be  Injured,  but 
WiU  be  benefited  by  elementary  miUtary  training.  This  is  not 
a  provision  for  drafting  them  for  war.  If  later  on  we  have 
a  draft,  either  for  war  or  for  military  training,  these  boys, 
instead  of  having  been  injured,  will  be  corporals,  perhaps, 
where  the  boys  who  have  not  had  any  miUtary  training  wiU 
be  privates. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  should  like  to  proceed  for  a  moment. 
The  Senator  has  twice  interrupted  what  I  hope  wiU  be  my 
very  brief  speech,  and  I  will  get  out  of  the  way  In  a  moment 
for  the  passenger  train.  Freight  trains  always  get  on  the 
siding  for  passenger  trains. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  means  a  caboose.  [Laugh- 
ter.! 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  There  Is  no  reason  on  earth  why  these 
boys  should  not  take  both  the  noncombatant  training  of  their 
hands,  and  learn  manual  trades,  and  take  elementary  miUtary 
training,  learn  a  Uttle  discipline  as  they  are  going  along, 
learn  a  little  of  the  school  of  the  soldier.  We  do  not  expect 
to  make  major  generals  out  of  these  boys,  and  they  wiU  not  _ 
be  handicapped,  because  if  there  should  be  a  draft,  this  would 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  draft.  The  approach  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  seems  to  be  that  we  will  drlU  these  boys 
and  then  take  them  right  off  to  the  Army.  They  wUl  have 
the  same  chance  to  get  out  of  the  draft  everyone  else  wiU 
have  later  on.  and  if  they  are  drafted,  they  wiU  be  much 
better  off,  and  probably  be  corporals  or  sergeants.  Instead  of 
high  privates.  I  think  we  should  have  had  military  training 
in  the  camps  aU  the  time,  since  they  were  first  initiated,  and 
because  we  did  not  provide  for  it  then  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  do  so  now. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  In  the  beginning,  I  had  identicaUy  the 
same  view  as  that  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  and  I  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  Texas;  if  I  had  had  my  way  about  it, 
from  the  very  begiiming  there  would  have  been  miUtary  in- 
struction in  aU  these  camps.  But  we  come  to  a  very  practical 
situation,  which  General  Marshall  developed  by  his  own  con- 
tact with  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps.  He  was  in  charg© 
of  the  entire  Northwest  area,  where  there  were  100  or  more 
camps,  and  he  knows  exactly  how  the  training  was  carried 
on  in  all  of  them.  The  practical  question  is  that  there  are 
practlcaUy  only  so  many  hours  a  day  in  which  a  man  may 
obtain  instruction. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  true,  Mr.  President,  and  the  same 
remark  would  apply  to  every  man  in  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  and  to 
every  school  and  college  in  this  country.  Certainly  there  are 
only  so  many  hours  in  a  day. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Let  me  point  out  what  a  C.  C.  C.  enroUee 
has  to  do  in  the  24  hours.  At  8  o'clock  in  the  morning,  after 
he  has  had  his  breakfast  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camp,  he  works 
during  the  forenoon  under  the  jurisdiction  of  t6e  Forest 
Service,  or  the  SoU  Conservation  Service,  or  whatev|er  it  may 
be.  He  comes  back  and  gets  his  noonday  meal  tmder  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Army.  Then  he  goes  until  4  o'clock  under 
whoever  is  in  charge  of  the  work  to  be  done.  The  remainder 
of  the  day,  the  time  which  is  available  for  instruction,  he 
is  under  the  Army.  If  his  time  is  to  be  taken  up  in  teaching 
him  the  manual  of  arms,  or  the  school  of  the  soldier,  he  wiU 
not  be  able  to  learn  how  to  be  a  good  auto  mechanic,  or 
a  good  cook,  or  any  of  the  other  vocations  It  is  desired 
that  he  be  taught 
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If  we  want  to  get  the  best  results  for  the  Army  in  the 
minimum  time,  we  should  do  it  In  the  practical  way  General 
Marshall  has  suggested.  As  General  Marshall  pointed  out  to 
the  committee,  the  Army  can  take  an  ordinary  man  and 
teach  him  the  manual  of  arms,  teach  him  how  to  fire  a  rifle, 
and  kindred  things,  and  all  that  can  be  learned  in  3  months 
in  a  camp,  with  intensive  instruction;  but  to  make  a  good 
auto  mechanic,  one  who  can  drive  a  tank,  or  a  radio  opera- 
tor, or  a  photographer,  would  take  Ume  every  afternoon  and 
evening,  and  men  trained  along  those  lines  are  much  more 
needed  than  infantry  privates  in  the  Army. 
-^  Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  think  I  realize  that;  but  I 
think  our  friends  on  the  committee  simply  yielded  to  General 
Marshall's  Judgment  in  a  field  in  which  he  is  not  supreme,  and 
he  should  not  be  aUowed  to  make  the  poUcles  of  the  Congress. 

It  may  be  true,  and  doubtless  is,  that  it  is  possible  to  get 
much  better  results  if  General  Marshall  is  allowed  to  organize 
a  group  of  recruits,  put  them  in  the  Army,  and  give  them  in- 
tensive training.  I  grant  all  that.  But  there  is  this  situa- 
tion: The  Government  has  brought  into  the  C.  C.  C.  camps 
over  2.000.000  yovmg  men  since  those  camps  were  established- 
When  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Thomas]  outlined  the  real  defensive  strength  of  this  country, 
In  the  very  impressive  address  he  delivered  earlier,  he  enu- 
merated the  members  who  had  passed  through  the  C.  C.  C. 
camps  as  having  had  at  least  some  preliminary  camp-life 
training  which  would  be  valuable  in  case  they  were  called  into 
the  military  service. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  useless  to  talk  about  General  Marshall 
having  said  that  this  would  disrupt  or  interfere  with  his 
Army  program.  It  could  not  do  so.  It  would  simply  be  an 
elementary  military  course  which  may  go  along  with  the 
other  training  if  the  President  sees  fit  to  ask  any  of  the  young 
men  in  the  C.  C.  C  camps  to  take  it.  These  young  men  are 
in  the  camps;  they  are  paid  by  the  Government;  they  go  there 
at  the  expense  of  the  Government;  and  it  is  no  inconsiderable 
expense  to  the  Government  to  maintain  these  C.  C.  C.  camps. 

There  is  no  earthly  reason  why  these  young  men  should 
not  be  required  to  take  simple,  elementary  military  training. 
It  would  no  more  Interfere  with  their  duties  than  ordinary 
training  in  an  R.  O.  T.  C.  unit  in  a  high  school,  or  a  junior 
high  school,  or  a  Junior  college,  or  a  college.  It  would  not 
interfere  as  much,  and  it  would  not  take  as  much  of  their 
time. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN.  As  I  understand,  students  in  the  colleges  and 
in  the  high  schools  are  not  required  to  take  military  training 
in  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  I  am  wondering  whether  the  Senator 
would  agree  to  a  short  amendment,  which  I  shall  now  sug- 
gest to  him,  which  might  clear  up  the  situation.  Let  us  add 
after  the  words  "elementary  military  training"  the  words  "to 
such  enrollees  as  shall  not  object  thereto."  It  would  seem  to 
me  that  if  that  language  were  added,  there  could  not  be  any 
real  objection  to  the  amendment,  and  I  think  the  great  ma- 
jority of  enrollees  would  not  go  to  the  trouble  of  objecting. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  if  the  President 
put  Into  effect  any  training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  with  the 
broad  authority  given,  he  would  certainly  provide  for  excusing 
conscientious  objectors,  and  might  make  other  provisions,  that 
it  should  be  a  voluntary  act,  or  they  should  voluntarily  elect 
to  take  that  particular  course.  I  am  satisfied  the  President 
would  do  that.  It  is  true  these  young  men  may  be  unem- 
ployed; but  there  are  millions  of  our  people  who  are  imem- 
ployed.  It  is  no  disgrace  to  be  unemployed;  it  is  no  reflec- 
tion upon  these  young  men  that  they  are  unemployed.  In- 
deed, some  of  the  very  best  young  men  in  my  State,  and  in 
every  other  State.  I  dare  say.  have  been  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps. 
There  is  nothing  discreditable,  nothing  at  all  dishonorable 
about  it.  It  is  an  opportunity  which  the  Government  offers 
to  these  young  men.  and  they  are  glad  to  take  advantage  of 
thf  offer.  I  think  the  Government  might  well  say,  "If  you 
are  of  military  age.  as  you  are,  and  if  you  are  physically  quali- 
fied, and  if  you  have  no  conscientious  objections,  or  il  there 


is  nothing  else  that  the  President  has  provided  as  a  condition 
to  this  training,  you  shall,  along  with  the  training  for  non- 
combatant  service,   also   take   certain  elementary   military 
training." 
Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  that  I  live  within  2  miles  of  a  very  large  C.  C.  C. 
camp.  I  have  known  a  great  many  of  the  boys  who  work 
there,  and  have  with  admiration  watched  their  progress.  But 
every  one  of  those  boys  entered  that  camp  on  the  understand- 
ing that  he  was  going  to  work  in  the  forest,  that  he  was  going 
tp  be  engaged  in  reforestation,  and  work  of  that  kind  in 
general.  It  seems  to  me  the  Senator  from  Michigan  has 
struck  in  exactly  the  right  direction  when  he  makes  the  sug- 
gestion he  has  offered.  I  had  previously  written,  and  was 
going  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to  accept,  an  amend- 
ment to  his  amendment,  and  ask  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
to  accept  both  amendments,  to  the  effect  that  the  proposed 
training  program  shall  not  apply  to  any  boy  who  is  now  an 
enrollee.  If  he  has  entered  on  one  basis,  if  this  program 
were  to  be  required  of  him  he  would  be  entering  and  con- 
tinuing upon  another  basis,  but  as  to  any  boy  who  may  enter 
the  C.  C.  C.  camps  from  now  on,  if  he  knows  he  is  going  to 
receive  military  training,  then  it  is  entirely  proper  that  he 
do  so.  I  think  it  would  be  a  gross  imposition  on  the  mothers 
and  fathers  who  have  ijermitted  their  boys  17  or  18  years  of 
age  to  join  C.  C.  C.  camps  to  discover  that  they  are  being 
trained,  whether  in  noncombatant  or  any  other  kind  of  train- 
ing, for  the  military  service. 

There  are  boys  within  a  few  miles  of  my  home  who  enlisted 
in  the  C.  C.  C.  thinking  they  were  going  to  work  in  Connecti- 
cut, and  foimd  themselves  transferred  to  Colorado,  where 
they  are  now  working  on  the  mountain  sides. 

Situations  of  that  kind.  Mr.  President,  grossly  contrary  to 
the  popular  understanding,  it  seems  to  me.  indicate  a  trend 
which  we  should  not  encourage  by  the  adoption  of  an  amend- 
ment requiring  military  training,  unless  we  give  the  boys  now 
in  the  camps  an  opportunity  to  be  exempted  from  the  require- 
ment to  accept  that  tjT?e  of  training. 

I  commend  the  Senator  from  Michigan  for  his  efforts,  and 
I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia  that  there  Is  much  to 
he  said  for  military  training;  but  I  think  it  should  apply  to 
future  eru^llees.  or  that  the  lx)ys  at  present  in  the  C.  C.  C. 
camps  be  given  the  chance  to  refuse  to  accept  that  kind  of 
training. 

B4r.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  that  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  the  President 
should  put  in  either  system  of  training  he  would  say  to  those 
already  enrolled.  "It  is  optional  with  you,"  because  the  provi- 
sion gives  to  the  President  the  broadest  possible  power  and 
authority.  He  is  not  required  to  exact  any  training  of  the 
enrollees,  but  he  Is  merely  authorized  to  proceed  in  his  dis- 
cretion, and  under  such  rules  or  regulations  as  he  wishes  to 
prescribe.  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  would  not  require  anyone 
already  enrolled  to  take  either  form  of  this  training,  either 
the  kind  the  committee  reported,  or  that  which  I  suggest  as 
an  addition  thereto. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  say  that  I  had  contemplated  add- 
ing on  page  41,  after  line  24,  the  following: 

Provided  further.  That  no  enrollee  now  in  the  Civilian  Conser- 
vation Corps  shall  be  required  to  receive  such  training  program 
aga.nst  his  will. 

If  such  language  were  adopted  there  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  leave  the  option  to  the  President  to  make  any  regu- 
lations. We  should  provide  the  regulations  here  now.  when 
we  are  engaged  in  writing  this  provision.  Now  is  the  time  to 
do  that  sort  of  thing,  and  not  leave  it  to  someone  else  in  the 
hope  that  it  will  be  done  at  some  time  in  the  future. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri  In  response  to  what  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  has  said.  I  should  like  to  suggest  that  the 
proposition  which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  advanced  is 
not  one  of  drafting  these  boys  and  putting  them  into  the 
A-rmy  contrary  to  their  will.  I  agree  entirely  with  what  the 
Senator  from  Texas  has  said,  that  no  one  is  trying  to  ask  these 
boys  to  do  anything  which  is  injurious  to  them.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  will  be  very  beneficial  to  them.  When  the  suggestion 
is  made  that  it  wUl  subject  these  boys  to  unusual  hardship, 
there  is  simply  no  truth  in  it. 

In  addition  to  that,  I  should  Tike  to  point  out  that  these  boys 
get  substantially  more  than  soldiers  receive  who  are  actually 
in  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  Enlisted  men  in  the  Army 
receive  $21  a  month.    These  boys  receive  $30  a  month. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  to  ask  a  question? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  The  Seirator  from  Missouri  says  the 
boys  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  receive  $30  a  month.  They  receive 
$5,  and  the  Government  sends  the  other  $25  to  their  families 
by  separate  checks. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Soldiers  in  the  Army  make  allot- 
ments to  their  families.   There  is  nothing  unusual  about  that. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  The  C.  C.  C.  man  does  not  get  $30.  He 
gets  $5  a  month.    The  remainder  goes  for  the  relief  of  his 

family.  ,^,      ^  ... 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  same  thing  happens  with 
respect  to  the  soldiers  in  the  Army.  They  are  required  to 
make  allotments  to  their  families. 

Mr.  LEE.  In  respect  to  the  question  just  discussed,  I  will 
say  that  when  I  was  in  the  Army— and  that  was  the  actual 
Army— I  received  $6.60  a  month,  or  perhaps  It  was  eight 
dollars  and  something,  after  my  allotment  had  been  taken 
out  and  sent  home,  and  after  my  compulsory  War  Risk 
Insurance  had  been  paid.  I  beUeve  I  had  eight  dollars  and 
some  odd  cents  left. 

Mr.  CLAPvK  of  Missouri.    That  was  for  overseas  service. 
Mr!  LEE.    Yes;  that  was  for  overseas  service. 
If  the  Senator  from  Georgia  will  allow  me,  I  wish  to  say 
a  word  or  two  in  support  of  the  amendment. 

I  taught  in  a  school  for  17  years.  When  I  started  we  did 
not  have  an  R.  O.  T.  C.  there.  When  the  war  came  on  we 
establii^hcd  a  voluntary  R.  O.  T.  C.  After  the  war  we  estab- 
lished a  compulsory  R.  O.  T.  C.  on  the  basis  that  the  State 
was  furnishing  education  for  those  boys;  that  they  did  not 
have  to  come  to  the  State  university,  but  if  they  came  to  the 
State  university  and  received  the  free  education  which  the 
State  of  Oklahoma  gave  to  them,  it  was  believed  that  the 
Government  had  a  right  to  expect  of  them  to  devote  suffi- 
cient time  to  military  training  to  learn  the  fundamentals  of 
military  training  and  close-order  drill.  I  have  visited  C.  C. 
C  camps,  and  I  have  seen  the  boys  lower  the  flag  in  the 
evening  at  retreat.  The  boys  stood  around  and  locked  like 
scrambled  eggs.  They  could  not  even  line  up  in  order. 
There  was  no  system  to  it.  I  asked  the  boys  about  it,  and 
they  themielves  did  not  like  It. 

Mr.  President,  I  honestly  believe  that  If  military  training 
v.'ere  provided  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  on  a  voluntary  basis 
99  percent  of  the  boys  would  take  it.  and  they  would  like  it. 
Why  should  we  quibble  about  this  when  we  are  here  gird- 
ing up  our  loins,  and  taking  in  our  belts,  and  clearing  the 
decks  for  action  in  order  to  place  the  Nation  in  a  state  of 
preparedness?  Why  should  we  worry  about  putting  2  or  3 
hours  of  military  training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  in  order 
to  benefit  and  improve  those  boys?  If  a  draft  should  come 
later,  and  they  should  be  drafted,  they  would  have  received 
in  the  camps  3  and  4  months  of  training,  and  would  have 
that  much  advantage  over  the  boys  who  did  not  have 
training.  They  would  be  made  the  noncommissioned  offi- 
cers. They  would  have  more  chance  to  become  officers 
because  they  would  already  have  had  the  preliminary  train- 
ing which  would  equip  them  better  than  others  would  be 
equipped  to  take  care  of  themselves. 

There   was   a   criticism   made   in   the  last  war  that   the 
American  troops  were  not  prepared  when  they  went  Into 


action.  These  C.  C.  C.  boys,  by  reason  of  the  proposed 
training,  would  have  that  much  advantage  over  others. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  we  should  place  in  the  bill  the 
language  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  giving 
the  President  discretion  to  provide  such  rules  as  he  believes 
should  be  made.  Since  the  Government  furnishes  those  boys 
a  camp,  furnishes  them  emplo3mient.  and  gives  them  $5  in 
cash,  and  sends  $25  in  cash  home  to  their  people.  I  think  it  Is 
not  too  much  to  expect  them  to  learn  the  fundamentals  of 
military  science  in  order  that  they  may.  If  necessary,  do 
their  part  in  defense  of  their  country. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  boy  in  the  camp  has  a  certain  amount 
of  time  each  day  that  he  can  devote  to  training.  If  we  need 
Army  cooks  is  it  not  better  for  him  to  learn  to  be  a  cook 
than  to  have  training  in  close-order  drill? 

Mr.  LEE.    Tlie  cooks  in  the  Army  have  to  learn  to  drill. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  but  If  they  did  not  learn  to  do  more 
than  to  drill  we  would  have  a  poorly  fed  Army,  I  submit  to 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  should  like  to  call  attention  of  the  Senator 
to  the  language  in  the  amendment,  as  follows: 

Such  subjects  may  Include,  but  are  not  restricted  to.  cooking, 
baking,  first  aid  to  the  Injured,  operation  and  maintenance  of 
motor  vehlclen.  road  and  bridge  construction  and  maintenance, 
photography,  signal  communications,  and  other  matters  Incident 
to  the  successful  conduct  of  military  and  naval  activities: 

I  should  like  to  know  whether  evidence  was  adduced  before 
the  committee  to  the  effect  that  there  were  available  in  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps  all  the  necessary  expert  and  technical  men 
to  train  the  boys  In  the  type  of  noncombatant  service  re- 
ferred to.  It  strikes  me  that  there  is  much  merit  in  what 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  says,  for  the  reason  that,  as  we 
know,  every  C.  C.  C.  camp  has  at  least  one  military  man  in 
it  who  understands  military  discipline,  and  close -order  drill, 
and  a  few  of  the  fundamentals  of  military,  training.  Cer- 
tainly he  can  do  that  work.  But  I  wonder  where  all  the 
experts  are  coming  from  to  train  the  boys  in  noncombatant 
service.  We  have  the  experts  to  train  them  In  close-order 
drill. 

Mr,  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  in  order  to  meet  the  ob- 
jections which  the  country  will  regard  as  somewhat  captious, 
when  all  the  facts  are  considered,  particularly  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  we  are  straining  and  striving  and  taxing  the  coun- 
try to  provide  for  immediate  urgent  national  defense,  I  am 
going  to  put  it  on  the  voluntary  basis. 

Mr.  President,  I  suggest — and  I  apologize  almost  to  the 
young  men  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  when  I  do  it.  because  they 
are  as  fine  young  men  as  we  have  in  this  country — that  after 
the  words  "within  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps"  there  be 
added  the  words — 
Volvmtary  elementary  military  training  and — 
Such  other  training  as  the  committee  has  already  recom- 
mended. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  see  how  anyone  who  wants  to  do 
anything  for  national  defense,  unless  he  Is  opposed  to  mili- 
tary training  in  any  school  or  organization  for  which  the 
Government  is  responsible,  can  object  to  that  amendment. 
The  training  would  be  purely  voluntary.  It  would  be  entirely 
within  the  discretion  of  the  President  whether  it  should  be 
provided.  It  would  be  under  such  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe.  No  one  in  a  camp  now.  or  who  may  come  into  a 
camp,  need  take  the  elementary  military  training  unless  he 
wants  to  do  so. 

RELIEF  OF  CITY  OF  LEAVENWORTH,  KAKS. VETO  MESSAGE    (S.   DOC. 

NO.   206) 

The  PRESIDING  OFTTCER  (Mr.  Ellender  In  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  was  read,  and,  with  the 
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««dmpanylng  bill,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and 

ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  S.  1289,  a  biU 
authorizing  payment  of  the  simi  of  $14,000  to  the  city  of 
Leavenworth,  Kans.,  representing  the  cost  of  constructing  a 
new  intake  and  sewer  extension  made  necessary  by  the 
diversion  of  the  water  of  the  Missouri  River  from  the  old 
Intake  in  connection  with  the  Federal  Improvement  of  the 
river  for  the  benefit  of  navigation. 

These  necessary  navigation  improvements  were  prosecuted 
imder  acts  of  Congress,  and  in  accordance  with  a  long-settled 
principle  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  preserve 
and  protect  the  navigability  of  our  navigable  waters  and 
that  the  cost  of  altering  non-Federal  structures  that  obstruct 
navigation  shall  be  borne  by  the  person,  association,  corpora- 
tion, or  other  body  responsible  for  the  structvu-e  and  not  by 
the  Federal  Government.  Not  only  is  there  no  legal  basis  for 
this  claim  (as  shown  In  the  reports  of  the  War  Department 
to  the  conunittees  of  Congress),  but  there  are.  moreover,  no 
other  considerations  to  my  niind  that  would  justify  this  pro- 
posed exception  to  the  general  rule  and  thus  grant  in  this 
case  benefits  not  granted  in  other  cases. 

I  feel  obliged  to  maintain  this  general  principle  with  re- 
spect to  navigation  improvements,  by  withholding  approval 
of  this  bill,  just  as  I  have,  for  the  same  reason,  withheld 
approval  of  H.  R.  9381  which  would  have  required  the 
Federal  Government  to  bear  the  cost  of  altering  bridges 
over  navigable  waters. 

Fbanklim  D.  Roosevelt. 

T&x  Whtte  House,  June  11.  1940. 

KBERHART    STEEL    PRODUCTS    CO..    WC. — VETO    MESSAGE     (S.    DOC. 

NO.   207) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowmg  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read  and,  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  8.  3789,  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress,  third  session,  entitled  "An  met  for  the  relief 
of  the  Eberhart  Steel  Products  Co..  Inc." 

This  enactment  would  authorize  the  Court  of  Claims  again 
to  hear  and  determine  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claims 
of  the  Eberhart  Steel  Products  Co.,  Inc..  of  Buffalo,  N.  Y., 
against  the  United  States  growing  out  of  43  certain  contracts, 
notwithstanding  the  statute  of  limitations  and  without  regard 
to  any  settlement,  adjustment,  or  termination  agreement 
heretofore  made. 

On  November  22.  1921.  disputes  having  arisen  between  the 
Government  and  the  claimant  under  the  contracts  referred 
to.  the  claimant  filed  suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims  under  these 
same  43  contracts,  the  claims  covered  by  the  present  enact- 
ment being  included  in  the  suit.  During  the  pendency  of  that 
action  the  claimant  and  the  War  Department  composed  and 
compromised  their  differences  and  on  January  24,  1922,  en- 
tered into  a  termination  agreement  under  which  the  43  con- 
tracts were  terminated  and  rescinded  by  mutual  agreement, 
the  Government  agreeing  to  pay  and  the  claimant  agreeing 
to  accept  the  sum  of  $378,743.05,  m  addition  to  pasmients 
theretofore  made  by  the  Government,  In  full  and  final  settle- 
ment, which  siun  was  duly  paid,  whereupon  the  claimant 
made  the  following  motion  in  the  Court  of  Claims: 

Comes  now  the  claimant  In  the  above-entitled  cause,  by  Its  attor- 
neys, and  moves  that  the  cause  be  dismissed,  for  the  reason  that  the 
claiim  on  which  the  above  cause  was  based  has  been  fully  adjvisted 
and  settled  between  the  claimant  and  the  United  States. 

On  February  20.  1922.  this  motion  was  allowed  by  the  court 
and  the  case  was  dismissed. 

Thereafter,  on  February  5.  1924.  the  Eberhart  Steel  Prod- 
ucts Co.,  Inc.,  brought  suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims  for 
$543,897.07.  for  damages  claimed  under  the  identical  43  con- 
tracts, notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  claimant  by  the 
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termination  agreement  referred  to  above  had  released  the 
United  States  from  any  and  all  claims  arising  out  of  these 
contracts,  and  had  been  paid  and  had  accepted  as  a  compro- 
mise in  full  the  sum  of  $378,743.05.  In  its  decis  on  of  June 
1,  1925,  the  court  dismissed  the  suit  saying  in  pertinent  part: 

The  plaintiff  voluntarily  entered  Into  the  termination  contract 
of  Jantiary  24.  1922.  and  It  accepted  the  amount  provided  In  that 
contract  as  full  settlement  and  pajrment  of  all  demands  which  it 
had  against  the  United  States  arising  out  of  the  43  contracts  for 
materials  to  be  supplied  to  the  United  States.  At  the  time  It 
entered  Into  this  termination  contract  the  plaintiff  had  pending 
in  this  court  a  suit  against  the  United  States  for  the  materials 
manufactured.  After  the  payment  to  It  of  the  sum  of  S378.743.05. 
it.  if  its  own  motion,  made  a  motion  to  dismiss  that  suit,  stating 
In  the  motion  that  the  reason  for  It  was  that  the  claim  on  which 
the  cause  was  based  "has  been  fuUy  adjusted  and  settled  between 
the  claimant  and   the  United  States." 

About  2  years  after  this  setUement  was  made  the  plaintiff  brln^ 
this  action,  setting  up  therein  the  same  cause  of  action,  and  suing 
for  the  manufacture  of  materials  which  it  sued  for  In  the  case 
which  was  dismissed  on  ita  own  motion,  and  which  are  In  part  the 
subject  matter  of  the  termination  contract.  When  parties  adjust 
their  controversies  in  their  own  way.  execute  the  contract  of  ad- 
justment, and  receive  the  benefits  of  it  this  court  will  not  under- 
take to  set  aside  such  a  contract. 

I  agree  with  the  views  thus  expressed  by  the  Court  of  Claims. 
The  termination  agreement  appears  to  be  entirely  valid,  made 
with  full  knowledge  of  all  the  facts,  and  serves  effectively  to 
extinguish  any  claim  against  the  contractor  and  consequently 
against  the  United  States.  The  settlement  was  made  while 
the  claimant  was  seeking  a  judicial  ascertainment  of  its  claims 
and  the  Government  witnesses  were  available  to  defend. 
Instead  of  proceeding  with  Its  litigation,  it  elected  to  fully 
settle  its  claims.  The  granting  of  additional  relief  to  a  claim- 
ant who,  after  accepting  an  amotmt  paid  In  good  faith  by  the 
Government  in  full  satisfaction  of  an  obligation,  attempt.s  to 
retain  the  benefits  thus  obtained  by  the  agreement,  but  to 
Ignore  its  own  commitments  thereunder  would.  In  my  judg- 
ment, be  entirely  unjustified  and  would  establish  an  unwhole- 
some precedent.  Furthermore,  the  Government  would  be 
placed  at  a  tremendous  disadvantage  when  it  Is  considered 
that  19  years  have  elapsed  diulng  whieh  witnesses  may  be  no 
longer  available  and  memories  may  not  be  clear  as  to  minutiae 
of  transactions.  Fair  business  dealing  and  sound  Government 
administration  demand  that  such  compromise  agreements  put 
an  end  to  the  obligations  of  the  Government  as  well  as  those 
of  the  contractor. 

FRAifKLni  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  Jutu  11,  1940. 

appropriations  for  work  rbltep  akv  rctler 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  I  think  there  can  be  no 
question  that  if  the  Congress  should  desire  to  Inaugurate  a 
compulsory  military  training  for  all  young  men.  a  question 
would  be  presented  which  would  require  the  serious  consid- 
eration of  the  Senate  at  this  time.  Congress  has  not  done 
that.  No  proposal  is  pending  at  this  time  to  do  it.  The  ques- 
tion is.  To  what  extend  shall  we  use  an  existing  organization 
to  assist  in  providing  skilled  workers  which  the  Army  would 
need  in  time  of  war? 

We  must  remember  the  purpose  of  this  organization,  to 
provide  companies  of  men,  200  to  a  company,  to  work  in  the 
forests,  on  soil-conservation  projects,  or  on  reclamation 
projects.  They  are  required  to  work  from  8  o'clock  in  the 
morning  until  4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  The  question  is. 
What  shall  we  require  of  those  men  after  they  leave  work  at 
4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon?  The  Army  has  given  considera- 
tion to  that  question. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  ask  the  Senator  if  he  does  not  think  that 
imder  this  language  the  President  could  provide  that  service 
training,  either  elementary  military  training  or  noncom- 
batant  training,  should  be  coimted  as  part  of  the  work.  The 
men  could  be  given  credit  for  the  hoiu^  they  put  in.    Cer- 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


7d47 


talnly  so,  because  the  Senator's  own  committee  has  provided 
that  the  President  shall  have  the  discretion  and  may  put  the 
program  into  effect  imder  such  regulations  as  he  wishes. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President.  I  agree  that  imder  the  lan- 
gua«re,  the  regulations  approved  by  the  President  could  lessen 
the  hours  of  work  of  the  enrollees:  but  when  that  is  done 
there  must  come  to  our  minds  some  of  the  thoughts  which 
caused  the  Army  to  reach  the  conclusion  it  has  reached  with 
reference  to  this  matter.  We  may  say  that  the  Army  is  not 
in  a  position  to  know  anything  about  it;  but  certainly  the 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army  at  this  time  is  in  a  better  position 
than  any  other  man  I  know  of  to  give  intelligent  advice  as  to 
the  best  way  to  use  this  organization.  For  years  he  has  been 
In  charge  of  it.  He  stated  to  the  committee  that  he  was  In 
charge  of  a  district  or  area  out  West.  In  the  South  he  was  In 
charge  of  a  large  district,  and  I  assume  visited  more  camps 
than  any  other  man  connected  with  the  C.  C.  C.  He  has  been 
in  charge  of  the  activity.  If  Senators  will  read  his  statement 
they  win  see  how  reasonable  is  the  conclusion  which  he 
reached  as  to  the  wise  solution  of  this  question. 

I  The  situation  is  unique.  The  Army  is  in  charge  of  the 
enrollees  at  lunch.  The  Army  is  in  charge  of  the  enrollees 
after  4  o'clcKk  until  the  next  morning  at  8  o'clock.  After 
that  time  they  are  in  charge  of  forestry  or  reclamation  offi- 
cials or  the  sponsor  of  the  individual  project. 

So  far  as  discipline  goes,  the  Army  is  responsible  for  disci- 
pline after  4  o'clock.    In  addition,  a  voluntary  arrangement 
for  education  is  provided.     Eighty-five  percent  of  the  boys 
take  advantage  of  it.    Fifteen  percent  do  not.    General  Mar- 
shall stated  to  us  that  In  his  opinion  it  would  be  preferable 
if  the  Army  were  not  required  to  train  these  men  with 
weapons.    I  can  see  his  position.    He  convinced  me  of  the 
correctness  of  it.    If  we  put  the  men  on  a  forestry  project, 
I  care  not  what  work  we  assign  to  them  there;  at  4  o'clock, 
or  3  o'clock,  when  they  come  back  to  camp  from  the  project, 
6  or  10  miles  away,  they  are  brought  to  headquarters.    The 
Army  ofBclals  say  that  If  we  want  to  help  those  in  charge 
of  national  defense  at  this  time  we  should  let  the  Army  train 
the  boys  in  the  skills  needed  by  the  Army.    They  say  they 
need  them  not  with  weapons  in  their  hands,  but  with 
mechanical  tools,  to  enable  them  to  knock  down  a  truck  and 
rebuild  It,  or  to  drive  a  truck.    The  Army  needs  photogra- 
phers.   Today  it  has  no  photographers,  to  speak  of.    If  the 
Army  were  called  upon  today  it  could  not  obtain  enough 
photographers.    It  could  not  obtain  them  from  the  schooU 
where  we  are  giving  the  training  which  we  are  discussing. 
It  can  obtain  boys  who  have  had  certain  elementary  train- 
ing, but  not  boys  who  have  had  elementary   training  as 
photographers,  radio  operators,  and  in  all  the  other  skills 
for  which  the  Army  Is  now  begging. 

I  do  not  profess  to  be  an  expert.  I  know  that  on  every 
comer  and  In  every  drawing  room  we  are  all  the  same.  The 
war  abroad  has  made  us  discuss  military  strategy,  and  what 
Is  best  to  do.  When  those  to  whom  we  must  look  for  the  de- 
fense of  the  Nation  tell  us  what  they  want,  I  listen  seriously 
to  what  they  have  to  say.  I  do  not  surrender  to  the  Chief  of 
Staff  the  power  to  make  the  policy  of  the  Congress,  but  when 
I  come  to  determine  the  policy  of  the  Congress  I  am  willing 
to  ask  the  man  who  is  in  charge  of  our  defense.  "What  do 
you  need  most?"  If  he  says,  "We  need  this,  and  that"  at  this 
time.  I  will  listen  to  what  he  says  and  not  set  up  my  judgment 
against  that  of  those  in  charge  of  the  defense  of  the  country. 
Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BYRNES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN.  As  I  understand,  between  two  million  and 
ihree  million  men  have  gone  through  the  C.  C.  C.  camps. 
The  great  need  of  the  Army  is  for  private  soldiers.  Certainly 
we  do  not  want  between  two  million  and  three  million  cooks 
or  photographers  in  the  Army.  It  seems  to  me  that  what  we 
need  substantially  is  men  who  can  carry  guns  as  private 
soldiers. 

j  Mr.  BYRNES.  The  Senator  may  be  better  informed  about 
the  condition  of  the  Army  than  is  the  Chief  of  Staff.  Cer- 
tainly I  am  not.   I  am  conveying  to  the  Senate  the  opinion  of 
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those  who  are  in  charge,  and  who  know  upon  what  sources 
they  can  draw. 

What  is  the  situation,  from  a  practical  standpoint,  which 
causes  the  Army  to  reach  that  conclusion?  The  Army  offi- 
cials say  that  the  young  men  coming  in  at  2  or  3  o'clock 
in  the  afternoon— if  we  want  them  to  spend  only  6  hours  on 
a  forestry  project — ^have  certain  tools.  Their  work  is  of  a 
certain  character.  The  Army  wants  to  train  these  men,  not 
to  make  2,000.000  cooks.  The  Senator  does  not  mean  that. 
He  knows  that  the  Army  would  not  do  that,  because  that  is 
not  pracUcaL  The  Army  wants  to  train  2,000,000  mechanics, 
photographers,  radio  operators,  and  engineers.  The  greater 
part  of  them  would  be  trained  for  engineering  outfits. 

How  long  did  it  take  us  to  get  those  2,000,000  men?  Since 
1933.  At  the  end  of  5  years  we  may  have  another  2,000,000. 
According  to  the  plan  there  would  not  be  2.000,000  cooks,  but 
2,000,000  engineers,  assistants,  and  mechanics. 

But  if  we  do  not  do  it,  what  do  we  ask  of  the  Army?  We 
ask  of  the  Army  that  when  the  young  men  come  in  they  must 
then  be  put  to  work  doing  what  the  Army  sajrs  is  needed. 
What  is  needed  is  to  train  one  man  els  a  mechanic,  to  train 
another  man  in  radio,  to  train  another  man  in  engineering,  to 
train  another  man  in  cooking,  and  another  as  a  photographer. 
If  their  regular  work  stops  at  from  3  to  3:30,  if  we  are  to  do 
anything  with  them,  how  can  we  do  it  without  sending 
experts  there? 

This  will  cost  $5,000,000,  for  what?     For  technical  instruc- 
tors to  send  to  the  camps  to  do  the  things  that  the  Army  wants. 
When  we  pay  $5,000,000  for  the  purpose,  and  get  the  technical 
instructors,  and  bring  them  to  the  camps  to  train  the  men 
after  they  get  back  from  their  day's  work  in  the  forests,  when 
are  we  going  to  start  to  drill  them?    Are  we  to  have  three 
different  kinds  of  training  in  a  single  camp  for  yoimg  men? 
E^ren  though  they  may  be  in  need  and  out  of  emplosonent, 
we  ought  to  be  somewhat  reasonable  about  the  matter.    We 
should  not  say.  "Yes;  In  a  great  project  which  has  com- 
manded the  respect  of  the  American  people,  we  ask  you 
into  these  camps.    We  give  you  $5  a  month  for  your  own 
use;  but  if  you  come  In  here,  we  tell  you  that  when  you  get 
back  from  training  as  an  engineer  or  a  cook  or  a  photog- 
rapher or  a  mechanic,  we  will  make  you  drill  for  the  rest 
of  the  time."   That  would  not  be  reasonable. 
Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield?. 
Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 
Mr.   GEORGE.    That    is   not   contemplated    tmder    my 
amendment.   They  may  voluntarily  take  elementary  military 
training  or  the  other  training,  if  they  wish  to.    It  is  en- 
tirely voluntary. 
Mr.  BYRNES.    I  was  going  to  reach  that  subject. 
The  yoiuig  men  get  back  from  their  work,  200  men  to  the 
company.    Some  men  say,  as  they  would  say,  "I  want  to  learn 
to  be  a  mechanic.    When  I  am  out  of  this  camp  I  want  to  be 
a  skilled  worker  in  order  to  be  able  to  get  a  job  somewhere"; 
and  the  country  needs  skilled  workers  today.    "I  want  to  be  a 
mechanic,  an  engineer,  a  photographer."    Seventy-flve  men 
say,  "I  want  to  be  a  soldier.    I  want  to  carry  a  gun."    We 
shall  have  to  provide  them  with  Army  officers  and  technical 
men  if  we  allow  them  to  train. 

That  is  the  practical  reason  which  the  Chief  of  Staff 
gives — that  so  far  as  they  are  concerned,  he  hopes  we  will 
not  put  upon  them  the  necessity  of  having  two  kinds  of 
training. 

What  could  we  do  toward  training  smne  of  the  men  in 
these  companies  in  these  technical  things  unless  we  should 
provide  the  machines,  the  machine  tools?  They  must  be  pro- 
vided. That  is  what  we  shall  have  to  si)end  money  for.  Our 
difficulty  is  to  get  t5T>ical  teachers  of  this  kind,  men  who 
will  go  into  the  camps.  We  cannot  get  them  overnight.  I 
ask  where  the  Army  will  go  for  them.  They  will  have  to  be 
taken  from  the  high  schools.  Men  who  have  been  teachmg 
in  vocational-education  schools  must  be  taken  in.  It  is  no 
easy  task  to  get  them.  Only  a  certain  number  of  men  from 
the  Army  can  be  used  for  the  purpose;  but  when  we  do  that 
we  have  given  the  Army  a  great  task. 
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Must  we  send  such  teachers  to  the  camps?  We  must  If 
we  say  that  the  boys  have  a  right  to  volunteer.  Some  may 
volunteer  to  be  drilled.  Then  we  shall  have  to  provide  a 
drill  ground;  we  shall  have  to  provide  something  in  the  na- 
ture of  an  armory  for  their  guns,  their  equipment;  and  we 
shall  have  to  keep  a  man  there  to  train  them,  and  train  them 
only  in  the  afternoon.  At  this  time  the  Army  wants  some- 
thing more  than  that.  The  Army  deliberately  is  planning, 
and  as  a  result  of  Its  planning  an  estimate  Is  to  be  submitted 
to  the  Congress,  as  I  said  a  few  moments  ago,  within  the  next 
48  hours— and  I  think  it  will  be  submitted  tomorrow— to  pro- 
vide for  this  training  in  what  the  Army  believes  is  a  wiser 

way. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  after  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  had  offered  his  amendment  in  the  sub- 
committee, this  whole  question  was  very  thoroughly  gone  over 
by  all  the  members  of  the  committee.  I  think  everyone  took 
part  in  the  discussion;  and,  as  I  recall,  the  subcommittee  was 
unanimous  in  its  report  to  the  full  committee  that  this  par- 
ticular provision  as  reported  out  should  be  adopted.  Then 
when  the  bill  came  to  the  full  committee,  when  everyone  was 
there  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  so  to  speak— the  Republicans 
and  Democrats — and  all  considered  it.  it  was  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  committee,  with  no  dissent,  that  the  bill  should 
be  reported  without  a  provision  for  military  training;  and 
that  was  done. 

Mr.  BYRNES.     It  was. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield  to  the  Sonator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  A  moment  ago.  when  I  asked  a  question  of 
the  Senator  from  Georgia,  I  was  under  the  impression,  from 
reading  section  38.  that  it  was  necessary  for  men  in  the 
Army  only  to  go  into  these  camps  and  undergo  this  non- 
combatant  training:  but  I  take  it  I  am  wrong  in  that  con- 
clusion, in  view  of  what  the  Senator  has  just  said.  As  I 
understand  from  the  Senator's  last  remark,  it  is  contem- 
plated by  the  Government  to  go  out  into  civilian  life  and 
obtain  technical  men  and  experts  in  order  to  train  these 
ncncombatants  in  the  various  types  of  service  described  in 
the  bill. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  That  is  absolutely  correct,  because  if  we 
are  going  to  do  it  we  shall  have  to  do  it  properly.  We  shall 
have  to  send  the  bast  men  in  the  service,  if  they  can  bo 
had,  some  competent  instructors  from  some  of  the  few 
training  camps.  If  they  cannot  ba  had.  then  from  the  best 
available  sources  instructors  will  have  to  be  brought  to  the 
camps  to  make  these  boys  proficient  in  these  skills. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina if  we  are  to  dispense  with  all  military  men  at  these 
ccmps? 

Mr.  BYRNES.     No. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Then  I  submit  that  the  Senator  is  engag- 
ing in  an  unfair  kind  of  an  argument,  because  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Lucas]  said  he  was  under  the  impression 
that  there  would  be  Army  men  in  the  camps.  What  are  we 
to  do  with  Army  men  in  the  camps? 

We  are  now  taking  a  number  of  persons  out  of  civilian  life' 
to  give  them  another  form  of  training,  and  I  am  simply  say- 
ing that  they  may  voluntarily  have  military  training.  The 
officers  are  there,  and  it  is  not  going  to  cost  any  more. 

I  think  I  understand  General  Marshall's  position.  I  did 
not  hear  a  bit  of  his  testimony,  but  imdoubtedly  he  wants  to 
do  the  job  in  his  own  way,  and  that  is  all  right  when  it  comes 
to  the  Army :  but  here  is  a  large  group  of  young  men  who  are 
being  enrolled  by  the  Government  and  being  cared  for  by 
the  Government  with  the  finest  opportunity  on  earth  to  give 
■~thpm  a  little  nulitary  training  if  they  voluntarily  request  it. 
Some  of  them  will  want  it,  and  some  of  them  will  want  the 
other  kind  of  training.  I  do  not  see  why  the  Army  should 
have  anything  to  do  with  this  matter.  They  did  not  origi- 
nate the  C.  C.  C.  camps.  That  is  not  a  part  of  their  particu- 
lar job.  and  I  think  we  have  something  to  say  about  it. 
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Mr.  BYRNES.  Of  course  the  Army  did  not  originate  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps,  and  we  certainly  have  something  to  say  about 
It:  but  if  we  are  planning  to  change  the  training  provided  by 
the  Congress  in  these  camps  to  a  different  kind  of  training 
ior  the  purpose  of  helping  the  Army.  It  would  be  the  most 
natural  thing  for  us  to  ask  the  Army  how  we  can  best  accom- 
plish what  they  want;  and  I  do  not  know  anybody  better 
qualified  to  go  to  than  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  ascertain  how 
we  can  best  help  the  Army,  if  any  kind  of  military  training 
Is  to  be  introduced  into  the  camps. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 

question? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Under  the  set-up  now.  the  Army  is  house- 
keeper for  the  C.  C.  C.  As  the  Senator  pointed  out.  there 
are  approximately  200  men  In  each  camp. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Yes. 

Mr.  MILLER.  It  is  contemplated  that  there  shall  be 
classes  in  cooking,  and  in  mechanics,  and  in  various  voca- 
tions. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  MILLER.  It  occurs  to  me  that  it  would  be  difficult, 
If  a  company  of  200  men  were  spbt  up  into  so  many  divi- 
sions, because  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  so  many  teach- 
ers and  so  many  different  instructors,  if  we  permitted  purely 
volimtary  selection  of  the  subjects  by  the  enrollees  them- 
selves. It  seems  to  me  that  the  average  class  should  be 
composed  of  probably  fifty  or  sixty  or  a  hundred  men.  de- 
pending upon  the  nature  of  the  subject  taught.  How  will  we 
handle  it  if  we  let  10  boys  select  one  subject,  ten  another 
subject,  twenty  another,  and  fifty  another?  Did  the  com- 
mittee take  that  into  consideration? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  If  the  Senator  will  look  at  the  testimony 
of  Mr.  McEntee,  immediately  following  page  200,  he  will 
find  that  that  subject  was  discussed.  The  Army  officers 
and  the  official  of  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  have  already  begun 
to  make  plans  for  this  training.  They  called  attention  to 
the  very  point  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  has  made,  that 
some  men  would  not  qualify  for  certain  kinds  of  training, 
as  cooks,  or  as  engineers;  and  there  cannot  be  just  one 
instructor  for  a  camp.  When  there  are  200  men,  there  must 
necessarily  be  different  trades  for  which  certain  men  would 
be  fitted,  and  that  is  where  the  expense  comes  in. 

I  do  not  think  it  is  an  unfair  argument  merely  to  repeat 
what  the  Army  officials  said,  that  they  still  are  going  to  be  in 
charge  cf  the  camps,  but  when  they  cannot  find  in  the  Army 
an  instructor  in  photography,  for  instance,  they  are  going 
out  to  get  one.  It  has  been  illustrated  to  us  that  when  it 
comes  to  that  one  art,  we  are  greatly  lacking  in  trained  men. 
Other  armies  lock  ahead  in  that  regard  and  have  photog- 
raphers. If  they  are  needed  when  a  draft  comes,  they  can 
put  their  hands  on  them  under  the  universal -service  law. 
We  cannot,  because  we  do  not  have  enough  young  men  in 
the  country  trained  along  that  line.  This  would  provide  for 
that  particular  service. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrield? 
Mr.   BYRNES.    I   yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  As  I  read  the  language  of  the  section,  I  was 
led  to  make  some  such  inquiry  as  that  suggested  by  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  I  Mr.  Miller).  It  has  to  do  purely 
with  the  operation  of  the  camps.  Suppose  that  five  men  in 
a  camp  wanted  to  study  photography,  which  is  a  very  vital 
thing  in  military  operations.  Tliat  is  a  pretty  sinall  number 
of  men  for  whom  to  require  the  hiring  of  a  special  in- 
structor. Has  the  idea  been  considered  of  trying  to  con- 
centrate in  one  camp  students  who  want  to  take  one  course, 
instead  of  having  thirty  or  forty  instructors,  to  put  those  men. 
as  nearly  as  possible,  in  one  camp?  I  realize  that  might 
interfere  with  the  C.  C.  C.  operations,  and  I  have  not  any 
ready  answer  to  the  question,  but  I  was  wondering  whether 
that  had  been  considered. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    It  has  been  considered  by  the  C.  C.  C. 

officials  who  have  in  mind  just  the  thought  the  Senator  has. 

Because  I  sincerely  believe  that  the  Army  is  right.  I  offered 

this  amendment  in  the  committee,  and  am  advocating  it  here 

now.   It  does  not  mean  that  we  are  not  going  to  give  the  men 
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any  training  In  the  use  of  weapons.  The  Army  believes  that 
that,  however,  should  be  done  In  a  camp  like  the  C.  M.  T.  C. 
where  they  can  do  what  many  Members  of  the  Senate 
want  them  to  do — take  men  into  camp  under  military  dis- 
cipline, have  them  voliinteer,  where  Uiey  have  nothing  to 
do  with  forestry,  are  not  working  upon  conservation  projects, 
or  reclamation  projects,  but  are  there  for  military  training — 
and  this  summer  they  should  have  It.  Instead  of  having 
30,000.  we  want  more  than  100.000.  Because  it  is  to  be  train- 
ing, those  camps  must  be  provided  with  all  of  the  equipment 
necessary  for  such  training.  It  will  cost  something;  it  should 
cost  something.  But  it  is  not  a  wise  thing  to  take  a  camp  that 
Is  established,  and  which  we  say  we  are  still  going  to  keep  for 
the  projects  under  the  C.  C.  C.  law.  and  then  provide  that 
the  men  shall  be  required  to  take  this  noncombatant  service 
and  training  with  weapons.  It  Is  not  necessary  to  do  It  if 
we  carry  out  the  training  program  the  administration  Is  going 
to  ask  the  Congress  to  authorize. 

Mr.  BONE.  Is  this  service  training  to  be  given  after  the 
regular  tour  of  duty  In  the  woods,  or  on  conservation  work? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Wherever  they  are,  they  must  be  brought 
back  to  the  camp. 

Mr.  BONE.  After  they  are  back  from  their  tour  of  duty, 
they  are  then  taken  into  the  classes  and  given  this  training? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  used  the  word 
"required."  In  the  first  place,  under  section  38  the  entire 
matter  is  discretionary  with  the  President,  and  that  means 
discretionary  with  the  Army.  The  statute  would  read,  "Not- 
withstanding the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  President 
Is  authorlied,  in  his  discretion,"  and  so  forth.  The  Army 
does  not  need  to  do  It.  We  merely  supply  statutory  authority 
for  this  training  if  the  President — and  that  means  the 
Army — thinks  It  should  be  had. 

In  the  second  place,  I  think  the  Senator  Is  wrong  in  using 
the    word    "required"    l>ecause    the    Senator    from    Georgia 
.adopted  the  suggestion  made  by  me  and  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  that  the  matter  be  made  voluntary.  . 

Mr.  BYRNES.    The  Senator  mlsvmderstood  me. 

Mr.  BROWN.    No  enrollee  needs  to  do  this  unless  he  wants 

to  do  it. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  know  the  Senator  misunderstood  me  en- 
tirely, or  I  made  a  mistake  in  making  my  statement.  What 
I  meant  to  say  was  that  under  this  provision,  once  the  Presi- 
dent approved  these  regulations,  then  the  men  in  the  camp 
would  be  required  to  take  the  training. 

Mr.  BROWN.  No;  the  Senator  from  Gteorgia  added  an 
amendment  to  his  original  provision.  A  man  might  be  re- 
quired to  undertake  the  training  which  is  prescribed  in  the 
original  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  And  that  Is  all  I  am  talkkig  about.  As  I 
have  said,  there  was  a  mistmderstanding  between  us.  All  I 
am  talking  about  is  the  committee  amendment,  and  what  was 
provided  by  that,  and  the  purpose  of  it,  that  once  the  regula- 
tions have  been  agreed  to,  then  a  man  who  comes  in  is  re- 
quired to  take  the  training  provided  tmder  the  regulations. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Of  course,  that  does  not  apply  to  the 
George  amendment. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  am  not  talking  about  that  at  all.  A  man 
would  be  required  to  take  that  training.  Some  question  was 
raised  about  what  he  could  do.  If  he  does  not  take  the  train- 
ing, he  can  walk  out;  but  if  he  stays  In.  then  he  has  to  take  It. 
That  is  what  it  means. 

As  originally  Introduced,  a  provision  was  included  along 
the  line  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  The 
members  of  the  committee  called  my  attention  to  the  fact, 
and  I  agreed  it  was  correct,  that  under  the  language,  once 
the  President  Issued  the  regulation  which  required  a  man  to 
take  the  training,  and  he  did  not  take  it.  he  could  go  out. 
He  does  not  have  to  stay  In;  but  If  he  stays,  he  has  to  take 
the  training.  That  Is  the  situation  insofar  as  the  reqxiire- 
ment  is  concerned. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  that  In  this  matter  we  should  take 
the  advice  of  the  Army  as  to  how  we  can  best  serve  the  Army, 


not  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  and  if  we  want  to  serve  them,  we 
know  that  by  reason  of  their  study  they  would  be  advised 
as  to  what  was  best,  and  If  the  Army  say  what  is  strange 
from  an  Army  standpoint,  that  they  are  satisfied  to  have 
training  of  this  character.  Instead  of  giving  the  men  train- 
ing in  the  use  of  weapons.  I  am  willing  to  go  a  long  way 
In  believing  that  that  is  an  unprejudiced  statement  on  the 
part  of  the  Army,  because  they  must  know  what  they  need 
better  than  I  do. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  let  me  inquire  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  whether  he  wants  to  have  this  item 
disposed  of  tonight. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  do  not  insist 
on  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  had  hoped  we  might  dispose  of  It  this 
evening,  but  I  am  informed  that  other  Senators  desire  to 
discuss  It. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  intend  to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  desire  to  discuss  It. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Then  we  might  as  well  suspend  at  this 
point. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  May  It  be  understood  that  I  have  the 
floor  when  the  Senate  takes  a  recess? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Record  will  so  show. 

KXSCUnVI    SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ellender  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nominations,  which  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE  reports  OP  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  If  there  be  no  ftirther  re- 
ports of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on 
the  calendar. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  simdry  nominations 
of  postmasters  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  post- 
masters be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

m  THE  marike  corps 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
in  the  Marine  Corps. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations in  the  Marine  Corps  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

KBCESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  22  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  imtil  tomorrow,  Wednesday, 
June  12.  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

ExecvUive    nominations    received    by    the    Senate    June    11 

(legislative  day  of  May  2i) ,  1940 

Judges  or  the  United  States  Customs  Court 

Webster  J.  Oliver,  of  New  York,  to  be  judge  of  the  United 

States  Customs  Court,  to  fill  an  existing  vacancy. 

Thomas  J.  Walker,  of  Montana,  to  be  judge  of  the  United 
States  Customs  Court,  to  fill  an  existing  vacancy. 
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Unitzd  States  District  Judges 

Benjamin  Harrison,  of  California,  to  be  United  States 
district  judge  for  the  Southern  District  of  California,  to  fill 
a  new  position. 

Ciirtis  L.  Waller,  of  Florida,  to  be  United  States  district 
Judge  for  the  Northern  and  Southern  Districts  of  Florida, 
to  fill  an  existing  vacancy, 

J.  CuJlen  Ganey.  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be  United  States  dis- 
trict Judge  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Pennsylvania,  to  fill 
a  new  position. 

United  States  Attorheys 
-    John  C.  Lehr,  of  Michigan,  to  be  United  States  attorney 
for  the  Eastern   District   of   Michigan.    Mr.   Lehr   is   now 
serving  in  this  ofllce  under  an  appointment  which  expires 
June  20.  1940. 

Steve  M.  King,  of  Texas,  to  be  United  States  attorney  for 
the  Eastern  District  of  Texas.    He  is  now  serving  in  this 
ofiBce  under  an  appointment  which  expires  June  16,  1940. 
'  !  ..  United  States  Marshals 

Jordan  B.  Royall,  of  Florida,  to  be  United  States  marshal 
for  the  Northern  District  of  Florida,  vice  E.  Marvin  Ses- 
soms.  deceased. 

Otto  F.  Heine,  of  Hawaii,  to  be  United  States  marshal  for 
the  District  of  Hawaii.  Mr.  Heine  is  now  serving  in  this 
post  under  an  appolntmant  which  expires  June  18,  1940. 

Frank  C.  Blackford,  of  New  York,  to  be  United  States 
marshal  for  the  Western  District  of  New  York.  Mr.  Black- 
ford Is  now  serving  In  this  post  under  an  appointment  which 
expires  June  20,  1940. 

Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States 

Arthur  E.  Larsen  to  be  a  chief  boatswain  from  date  of 
oath. 

Harry  F.  Bradley  to  be  a  chief  machinist  from  date  of 
oath. 

Postmasters 

I  alab.\ma 

William  A.  Coleman  to  be  postmaster  at  Samson,  Ala.,  In 
place  of  W.  A.  Coleman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  23,  1940. 

ARIZONA  ''■ 

George  T.  Stevens  to  be  postmaster  at  Winslow,  Ariz.,  in 
place  of  G.  T.  Stevens.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1,  1940. 

ARKANSAS 

Esmond  L.  Williams  to  be  postmaster  at  Bentontllle.  Ark., 
In  place  of  David  Compton.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  8.  1940. 

Howard  R.  Nabors  to  be  postmaster  at  Chidester.  Ark.,  in 
place  of  H.  R.  Nabors,  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

CALIFORNU 

Aubrey  C.  Bleber  to  be  postmaster  at  Bieber,  Calif.,  in  place 
of  T.  J.  Durfee,  retired. 

Earle  Heath  Stanley  to  be  postmaster  at  Cedarville,  Calif., 
in  place  of  E.  H.  Stanley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19.  1940. 

Eunice  Conners  to  be  postmaster  at  Chester,  Calif.  OfBce 
became  Presidential  July  1.  1938. 

Lillie  Evadell  Chapman  to  be  postmaster  at  Gerber,  Calif., 
in  place  of  L.  E.  Chapman.  'Inciunbent's  commission  ex- 
pired April  25.  1940. 

James  Clyde  Strouss  to  be  postmaster  at  Mill  Valley.  Calif., 
in  place  of  J.  C.  Strouss.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17,  1940. 

Earl  D.  Cline  to  be  postmaster  at  Northrldge,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  E.  D.  Cline.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
25,  1940. 

Vera  Wettlin  to  be  postmaster  at  Orange,  Calif.,  in  place 
Of  Vera  Wettlin.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January 
23.  1940. 

Lois  L.  Berry  to  be  postmaster  at  Shafter,  Calif.,  in  place 
of  L.  L.  Berry.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February  9, 
1939. 
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Jennie  Root  to  be  postmaster  at  Waterford.  Calif.,  in  place 
of  Jennie  Root.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  18, 
1940. 

COLORADO 

John  Bowman  to  be  p)ostmaster  at  Aspen,  Colo.,  in  place  of 
John  Bowman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  27, 
1940. 

FLORIDA 

Cora  R.  Williams  to  be  postmaster  at  Cottondale,  Fla.,  in 
place  of  W.  T.  Graves,  retired. 

Faltha  Hule  to  be  postmaster  at  Haines  City,  Fia.,  in  place 
of  Faltha  Huie.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  19, 
1939. 

HAWAn 

Antone  Fernandez  to  be  postmaster  at  Kekaha,  Hawaii.  In 
place  of  Antone  Fernandez.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  14.  1940. 

Antone  F.  Cravalho  to  be  postmaster  at  Paia.  Hawaii,  in 
place  of  A.  F.  Cravalho.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  27.  1940. 

Virginia  S.  Mathlas  to  be  postmaster  at  Waiakoa.  Hawaii, 
in  place  of  V.  S.  Mathias.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  5,  1940. 

IDAHO 

Henry  S.  Detmer  to  be  postmaster  at  Orofino.  Idaho,  in 
place  of  H.  S.  Detmer.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

ILLINOIS 

Pearl  Barnes  to  be  postmaster  at  De  Land,  111.,  in  place  of 
Pearl  Barnes.    Incambent's  commission  expires  June  18.  1940. 

Lowell  H.  Karraker  to  be  postmaster  at  Dongola.  111.,  in 
place  of  I.  D.  Hogue.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
31.  1938. 

Luella  Kriete  to  be  postmaster  at  Kenilworth.  Dl.,  in  place 
of  L.  H.  Ullrich.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired  June  27, 
1939. 

Harry  O.  Johnson  to  be  postmaster  at  White  Hall,  Dl.,  in 
place  of  H,  O.  Johnson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  11. 1940. 

INDIANA 

William  A.  Maggert  to  be  postmaster  at  Kendall ville,  Ind., 
in  place  of  W.  A.  Maggert.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  20,  1940. 

Orith  A.  Imhof  to  be  postmaster  at  Porter.  Ind..  in  place  of 
O.  A.  Imhof.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1,  1940. 

Fred  B.  Pickett  to  be  postmaster  at  Richmond,  Ind..  in  place 
of  F.  B.  Pickett.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  8, 
1940. 

IOWA 

Ernest  E.  Carlson  to  be  postmaster  at  Battle  Creek,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  E.  E.  Carlson.  Incimibent's  commission  expired 
April  2.  1938. 

T.  Matthew  Conway  to  be  postmaster  at  Creston,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  J.  M.  McCoy,  removed. 

Loren  L.  Maher  to  be  postmaster  at  Gilmore  City.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  L.  L.  Maher.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
10.  1940. 

Hugo  O.  Mlcheel  to  be  postmaster  at  Holstein.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  H.  O.  Micheel.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  17.  1940. 

Roy  E.  Ferguson  to  be  pwstmaster  at  Lake  View.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  R.  E.  Ferguson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  26,  1939. 

John  P.  Delaney  to  be  jwstmaster  at  Marcus.  Iowa,  in  place 
of  J.  P.  Delaney.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  13, 
1940. 

Mary  M.  Hollingsworth  to  be  postmaster  at  Marion,  Iowa, 
in  place  of  M.  M.  Hollingsworth.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  20,  1940. 

Irvin  W.  Machamer  to  be  postmaster  at  Merrill.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  I.  W.  Machamer.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19,  1940. 
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Ruth  M.  Pedersen  to  be  postmaster  at  Pierson,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  R.  M.  Pedersen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1,  1940. 

Amber  Bailey  to  be  postmaster  at  Royal,  Iowa,  in  place  of 
Amber  Bailey.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  1,  1940. 

Isaac  Hoeven  to  be  postmaster  at  Sioux  Center,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  Izaac  Hoeven.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
29,  1939. 

Edwin  A.  Howe  to  be  postmaster  at  Webb,  Iowa,  in  place 
of  E.  A.  Howe.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  26, 
1939. 

I  KAiraAS 

Clarence  H.  Kessler  to  be  postmaster  at  Altamont.  Kans.. 
in  place  of  J.  G.  Christy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24,  1940. 

Frederick  J.  Donovan  to  be  postmaster  at  Atchison,  Kans.. 
in  place  of  E.  W.  Emery.  Incumbent's  conunission  expired 
February  28.  1938. 

Anna  L.  Miller  to  be  postmaster  at  Bushton.  Kans.,  in  place 
of  A.  L.  Miller.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  25, 
1940. 

John  T.  Dowd  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  Paul.  Kans..  in 
place  of  J.  T.  Dowd.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
10.  1940. 

I  I  kkntucky 

Edna  H.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Blue  Diamcmd,  Ky., 
in  place  of  G.  A.  Buckner.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

HaroM  W.  Sublett  to  be  postmaster  at  Bowling  Green,  Ky., 
In  place  of  R.  A.  Lbgan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  23.  1940. 

Joseph  B.  Ellington  to  be  postmaster  at  Norton\'ille,  Ky., 
In  place  of  J.  B.  Ellington.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired 
March  10,  1940. 

I  I  LOT7ISIANA 

Eclward  C.  Marquette  to  be  postmaster  at  Napoleonvllle, 
La.,  In  place  of  T.  P.  Talbot,  deceased. 

ZoUie  J.  Meadows  to  be  postmaster  at  Ruston.  La.,  In  place 
of  Z.  J.  Meadows.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  14. 
1938. 

Samuel  A.  Fairchild  to  be  postmaster  at  Vinton,  La.,  in 
place  of  S.  A.  Fairchild.  Incimibent's  commission  expired 
April  5,  1940. 

MAINZ 

Wade  P.  Clifton  to  be  postmaster  at  Greenville  Junction, 
Maine,  in  place  of  W.  P.  Clifton.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  April  21,  1940. 

MICHIGAN 

Clare  C.  HoUister  to  be  postmaster  at  Bronson,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  W.  P.  Mowry,  resigned. 

Ralph  Edward  Peterson  to  be  postmaster  at  Frankfort, 
Mich.,  in  place  of  R.  E.  Peterson.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  April  21.  1940. 

Roland  J.  Boudreau  to  be  postmaster  at  Garden,  Mich..  In 
place  of  R.  J.  Boudreau.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Gordon  M.  Gould  to  be  postmaster  at  Lawrence,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  G.  M.  Gould.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
17.  1940. 

Charles  S.  Clark.  Jr..  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  Johns.  Mich., 
in  pQace  of  C.  S.  Clark,  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

MINNCSOTA 

James  J.  E>aly  to  be  postmaster  at  Frazee,  Minn..  In  place 
of  J.  J.  Daly.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  19. 
1940. 

Frances  A.  Lamb  to  be  postmaster  at  Moorhead,  Minn.,  In 
place  of  F.  A.  Lamb.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Au- 
gust 26,  1939. 

Thomas  G.  Schaefer  to  be  postmaster  at  Sauk  Rapids. 
Minn.,  in  place  of  T.  O.  Schaefer.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  March  19.  1940. 

William  Henry  Roemer  to  be  postmaster  at  Storden, 
Minn.,  in  place  oX  C.  H.  Ruhberg,  deceased. 


Josephine  D.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Wayzata,  Minn., 
in  place  of  J.  D.  Smith.  Incumbent's  conunission  expired 
February  5,  1940. 

MISSOURI 

Georgia  A.  Brammer  to  be  postmaster  at  Buckner,  Mo.,  in 
place  of  G.  A.  Brammer.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  20,  1940. 

Mae  Creach  to  be  postmaster  at  linn  Creek,  Mo.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

Fay  R.  Webb  to  be  postmaster  at  Miller.  Mo.,  in  place  of 
P.  R.  Webb.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  29,  1940. 

Dora  H.  Weber  to  be  postmaster  at  Tipton,  Mo.,  in  place 
of  D.  H.  Weber.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
28,  1940. 

MONTANA 

Mahlon  J.  Lechner  to  be  postmaster  at  Winifred,  Mont., 
in  place  of  C.  O.  Haim,  removed. 

NEBRASKA 

Justin  Clay  Douthltt  to  be  postmaster  at  Beatrice,  Nebr., 
In  place  of  J.  C.  Douthltt.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  19,  1940. 

Mary  L.  Simmons  to  be  postmaster  at  Bloomfleld,  Nebr.. 
in  place  of  M.  L.  Simmons.  Incumbent's  conunission  ex- 
pired March  12,  1940. 

Magnus  P.  Hemmingsen  to  be  postmaster  at  Marquette, 
Nebr.,  in  place  of  M.  P.  Hemmingsen.  Incumbent's  com- 
mission expired  June  1,  1940. 

Charles  Hugh  Miner  to  be  postmaster  at  Red  Cloud,  Nebr., 
in  place  of  C.  H.  Miner.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  25.  1940. 

Mary  B.  Farrell  to  be  postmaster  at  Schuyler,  Nebr.,  In 
place  of  M.  B.  Farrell.  Incumbent's  conmiission  expires 
June  17,  1940. 

Sterling  E.  Tabor  to  be  postmaster  at  Superior.  Nebr..  In 
place  of  S.  E.  Tabor.  Incvmibent's  commission  expires  June 
19,  1940. 

NBW  HAMPSHIRE 

Harriet  O.  Harriman  to  be  postmaster  at  Jackson,  N.  H., 
In  place  of  H.  O.  Harriman.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired April  1,  1940. 

Albert  F.  Priest  to  be  postmaster  at  Newmarket,  N.  H.,  In 
place  of  A.  F.  Priest.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
29,  1940. 

NEW  JERSEY 

Raymond  W.  McGreevey  to  be  postmaster  at  Manasquan, 
N.  J.,  In  place  of  R.  W.  McGreevey.  Incumbent's  conunission 
expired  April  30,  1940. 

Charles  V.  L.  Booream  to  bs  postmaster  at  Mllltown.  N.  J.. 
In  place  of  C.  V.  L.  Booream.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired May  21,  1940. 

Charles  A.  Hildebrand  to  be  postmaster  at  Ridgefleld,  N.  J., 
in  place  of  C.  A.  Hildebrand.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  17,  1940. 

NEW  MEXICO 

Andrew  W.  Hockenhull  to  be  postmaster  at  Clovis,  N.  Mex., 
In  place  of  W.  W.  Mayes,  resigned. 

Hazel  F.  Patton  to  be  postmaster  at  Maxwell.  N.  Mex.,  In 
place  of  H.  F.  Patton.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1,  1940. 

John  A.  Foreman  to  be  postmi-ster  at  Tatum,  N.  Mex.,  in 
place  of  J.  B.  Martin,  retired. 

NEW  YORK 

William  H.  O'Brien,  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Baldwinsvllle. 
N.  Y.,  In  place  of  W.  H.  O'Brien,  Jr.  Incumbent's  commis- 
sion expires  June  16,  1940. 

Ray  C.  Kilmer  to  be  postmaster  at  Castleton  on  Hudson, 
N.  Y.,  In  place  of  R.  C.  Kilmer.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pires June  25,  1940. 

William  L.  Divver  to  be  postriaster  at  Cedarhurst,  N.  Y., 
in  place  of  W.  L.  Diwer.  Incimibent's  commission  expires 
June  20,  1940. 

Madeline  M.  Woods  to  be  postmaster  at  Diamond  Point, 
N.  Y.    Office  became  Presidential  July  1, 1939. 
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Matthias  P.  McDonald  to  be  pcstrraster  at  East  WlUiston. 
N.  Y..  in  place  of  M.  F.  McDonald.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  20,  1940. 

Arthur  H.  Walsh  to  be  postmaster  at  Garrison,  N.  Y.,  in 
place  of  A.  H.  Walsh.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
22,  1940. 

>^Marguerlte  F.  Grady  to  be  postmaster  at  Goldenbrldge. 
N.  Y..  in  place  of  M.  F.  Grady.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired August  2.  1939. 

-  William  C.  Sharp  to  be  postmaster  at  Greenwich,  N.  Y., 
In  place  of  W.  C.  Sharp.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  23.  1939. 

Arthur  A.  Myers  to  be  postmaster  at  Lily  Dale,  N.  Y.  OflQce 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

Edward  D.  Connelly  to  be  postmaster  at  Maybrook,  N.  Y., 
in  place  cf  E.  D.  Connelly.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Gertrude  F.  Tracey  to  be  postmaster  at  Middleport,  N.  Y., 
in  place  of  G.  F.  Tracey.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  22,  1940. 

Peter  J.  Blake  to  be  postmaster  at  New  Hartford.  N.  Y.. 
in  place  of  P.  J.  Blake.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Mary  R.  Rattlgan  to  be  postmaster  at  North  Creek.  N.  Y.. 
in  place  of  M.  R.  Rattigan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  2.  1940. 

»  Peter  Harris  Grifflng  to  be  postmaster  at  Northville,  N.  Y., 
in  place  of  H.  C.  Denton,  resigned. 

Emma  J.  Claffey  to  be  postmaster  at  Port  Leyden.  N.  Y.. 
!n  place  of  E.  J.  Claffey.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  26.  1940. 

Edward  H.  O'Connor  to  be  postmaster  at  Sherburne.  N.  Y.. 
in  place  of  E.  H.  O'Coimor.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired May  22.  1940. 

Albert  Prindle  to  be  postmaster  at  Shushan.  N.  Y..  in  place 
of  Albert  Prindle.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February 
14.  1940. 

Devillo  Cobb  to  be  postmaster  at  Sinclairville,  N.  Y.,  in 
place  of  Devillo  Cobb.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  21.  1939. 

Mildred  E.  Perry  to  be  postmaster  at  Wampsville.  N.  Y..  in 
place  of  M.  E.  Perry.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Aug- 
ust 27.  1939. 

William  T.  Burns  to  be  postmaster  at  Whitehall.  N.  Y..  In 
place  of  W.  T.  Burns.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  2.  1939. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

John  G.  Kennedy  to  be  postmaster  at  Beulaville.  N.  C. 
in  place  of  J.  G.  Kennedy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  22.  1940. 

Robert  A.  Watson.  Sr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Jonesboro, 
N.  C,  in  place  of  R.  A.  Watson,  Sr.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  15.  1940. 

Parley  Potter  to  be  postmaster  at  Magnolia.  N.  C.  In  place 
of  Parley  Potter.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August 
27,  1939. 

Robert  L.  Mattocks  to  be  postmaster  at  Maysville,  N.  C. 
in  place  of  R.  L.  Mattocks.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 

Karl  M,  Ccok  to  be  postmaster  at  Mount  Pleasant.  N.  C, 
in  place  of  K.  M.  Cook.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Lacy  P.  Clark  to  be  postmaster  at  Raeford.  N.  C,  in  place 
of  L.  F.  Clark.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  19, 
1940. 

James  B.  Hayes  to  be  postmaster  at  Rocky  Point,  N.  C. 
in  place  of  J.  B.  Hayes.  Incumbent's  conmiissicn  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Murjjhy  Lee  Carr  to  be  postmaster  at  Rosehill,  N.  C.  In 
place  of  M.  L.  Carr.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

Lucile  L.  White  to  be  postmaster  at  Salemburg,  N.  C.  in 
place  of  L,  L.  White.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
17.  1940. 


Roger  Mills  Laughridge  to  be  postmaster  at  Shelby,  N.  C, 
In  place  of  F.  L.  Hoyle,  Sr.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  - 
January  28.  1940. 

Harry  E.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Vanceboro,  N.  C,  in 
place  of  H.  E.  Smith.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25,  1940. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Volrath  H.  Carlson  to  be  postmaster  at  Drayton.  N.  Dak.,    v 
in  place  of  V.  H.  Carlson.    Incumbents  commission  expired 
May  9,  1940. 

Florence  R.  Makee  to  be  postmaster  at  Noonan.  N.  Dak., 
in  place  of  F.  R.  Makee.  Incumbent's  conunission  expired 
May  9,  1940. 

OHIO 

Terrence  B.  King  to  be  postmaster  at  Deshler.  Ohio,  in 
place  of  T.  B.  King.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  1, 
1940. 

Marguerite  E.  Martin  to  be  postmaster  at  Monroevllle, 
Ohio,  in  place  of  M.  E.  Martin.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired June  1.  1940. 

Ansel  C.  Bidlack  to  be  postmaster  at  Oakwood.  Ohio..  In 
place  of  A.  C.  Bidlack.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
20.  1940. 

John  E.  Reichard  to  be  postmaster  at  Willshire,  Ohio,  in 
place  of  W.  G.  Hofifer,  retired. 

OKLAHOMA 

Jonathan  Frank  Ramsey  to  be  postmaster  at  Ponca  City, 
Okla..  in  place  of  Blanche  Lucas.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  June  18,  1939. 

William  G.  Bunyard  to  be  postmaster  at  Roff,  Okla..  in 
place  of  W.  G.  Bunyard.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  2,  1940. 

OREGON 

Virginia  A.  Grubb  to  be  postmaster  at  Gardiner.  Oreg..  in 
place  of  T.  W.  Angus,  retired. 

Lorengil  C.  Holman  to  be  postmaster  at  Richland.  Oreg., 
in  place  of  C.  W.  Perry.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Rosemary  Schenck  to  be  postmaster  at  Toledo,  Oreg..  in 
place  of  Rosemary  Schenck.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired April  25,  1940. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Michael  S.  Karlitsky  to  be  postmaster  at  Lyndora,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  M.  S.  Karlitsky.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  27.  1939. 

Cleo  W.  Callaway  to  be  postmaster  at  Shawnee  on  Dela- 
ware. Pa.,  in  place  of  C.  W.  Callaway.  Incuml)ent*s  commis- 
sion expired  May  3,  1940. 

Oscar  F.  Sutliffe  to  be  postmaster  at  Somerset.  Pa.,  in  place 
of  O.  P.  Sutliffe.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  15, 
1940. 

Elmer  F.  Bubbcnmoyer  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Hamburg, 
Pa.    Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

PUERTO   RICO 

Jose  Alejandro  Principe  to  be  postmaster  at  Juncos,  P.  R., 
in  place  of  J.  A.  Principe.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  20.  1940. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Carrie  R.  Goodman  to  be  postmaster  at  Clemson.  S.  C.  in 
place  of  C.  R.  Goodman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  12.  1940. 

Walter  C.  Kay  to  be  postmaster  at  Honea  Path.  S.  C,  In 
place  of  W.  C.  Kay.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 20.  1940. 

Thomas  V.  Derrick  to  be  postmaster  at  Walhalla,  S.  C, 
In  place  of  T.  V.  Derrick.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  20.  1940. 

George  Allard  Douglass  to  be  postmaster  at  Whitmire.  S.  C, 
in  place  of  G.  A.  Douglass.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  5,  1940. 
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SOUTH   DAKOTA 

Alva  I.  Addy  to  be  postmaster  at  Dallas,  S.  Dak.,  in  place 
of  A.  I.  Addy.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  16, 
1940. 

Harry  P.  Evers  to  be  postmaster  at  Pukwana,  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  H.  P.  Evers.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  Jime 
16.  1940. 

I  TENNESSEX 

Walter  E.  Nixon  to  be  postmaster  at  Dayton.  Tenn.,  In 
place  of  W.  E.  Nixon.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  21.  1940. 

Luther  P.  Speck  to  be  postmaster  at  Monterey,  Tenn..  in 
place  of  L.  P.  Speck.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
28,  1940. 

Harmon  B.  Pox  to  be  postmaster  at  Obion,  Tenn.,  In  place 
of  H.  B.  Pox.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25,  1940. 

Riley  M.  Grills  to  be  postmaster  at  Trimble,  Tenn.,  in  place 
of  R.  M.  Grills.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  11, 
1940. 

John  O.  Bennett  to  be  postmaster  at  Troy,  Tenn.,  In  place 
of  J.  O.  Bennett.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
27.  1940.  j 

I  TEXAS 

Marion  L.  Garvin,  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Como,  Tex..  In 
place  of  M.  L.  Garvin,  Jr.    Incumbent's  commission  expires 

July  1.  1940.  ,      „ 

James  H.  McClellan  to  be  postmaster  at  GatesviUe,  Tex., 
in  place  of  J.  H.  McClellan.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

May  19.  1940. 

Willard  Proctor  to  be  postmaster  at  Grand  Saline.  Tex., 
In  place  of  W.  H.  Roberson.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired August  7.  1939. 

Mary  Thomason  to  be  postmaster  at  Nacodoches,  Tex.,  m 
place  of  W.  E.  Thomason.  deceased. 

James  R.  Kersey  to  be  postmaster  at  Ozona.  Tex.,  in  place 
of  J.  R.  Kersey.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Januai7 
31.  1940. 

UTAH 

Marvin  L.  Nielson  to  be  postmaster  at  Garland,  Utah,  in 
place  of  M.  L.   Nielson.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

August  22.  1939.  „.  v.    . 

E  liott  Larsen  to  be  postmaster  at  Monroe.  Utah,  in  place 
of  Elliott  Larsen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Febru- 
ary 14.  1940. 

Ray  K  Bohne  to  be  postmaster  at  Mount  Pleasant.  Utah. 
in  place  of  R.  K.  Bohne.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1.  1940. 

William  Warner  Mitchell  to  be  postmaster  at  Parowan. 
Utah,  in  place  of  W.  W.  Mitchell.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  25.  1940. 

Pontha  Calder  to  be  postmaster  at  Vernal,  Utah,  In  place 
of  Pontha  Calder.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Feb- 
ruary 14.  1940. 

VERMONT 

Edward  J.  Owens  to  be  postmaster  at  Barre,  Vt.,  In  place 
of  E.  J.  Owens.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  12, 
1940. 

Margaret  H.  Walsh  to  be  postmaster  at  Concord,  Vt.,  in 
place  of  M.  H.  Walsh.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  26.  1939. 

Robert  P.  Pierce  to  be  postmaster  at  Lyndonville,  Vt.,  In 
place  of  R.  P.  Pierce.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
17.  1940. 

Healy  J.  Bashaw  to  be  postmaster  at  Stowe.  Vt..  in  place 
Of  H.  J.  Bashaw.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25, 

1940.  : 

I  VIRGINIA 

Mortimer  E.  Payne  to  be  postmaster  at  Sharps,  Va.,  In 
place  of  C.  M.  Wright,  retired. 

WASHINGTON 

Vem  V.  Edwards  to  be  potsmaster  at  Greenacres.  Wash., 
in  place  of  L  A.  Moore,  retired. 


WKST    VIRGINU 

Roscoe  B.  Holmes  to  be  postmaster  at  Raleigh.  W.  Va.,  in 
place  of  R.  B.  Holmes.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired 
March  6,  1940. 

WISCONSIN 

Walter  P.  Netzel  to  be  postmaster  at  Crandon,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  W.  P.  Netzel.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  13.  1940. 

Johji  P.  Clancy  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Troy,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  J.  F.  Clancy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Feb. 
4.  1940. 

James  Oliver  Luce  to  be  postmaster  at  Plattevllle,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  J.  O.  Luce.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
19.  1940. 

Alice  M.  Clinton  to  be  postmaster  at  Sullivan.  Wis.,  In 
place  of  A.  M.  Clinton.  Incumbent's  position  expired 
March  8.  1939. 

WYOMING 

HEizel  E.  Moore  to  be  postmaster  at  Edgerton.  Wyo..  in 
place  of  H.  E.  Moore.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1,  1940. 

Nellie  P.  Hopkins  to  be  postmaster  at  Rawlins.  Wyo..  In 
place  of  N.  P.  Hopkins.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

CONFIRMA'nONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  June   11 
(legislative  day  of  May  28).  1940 

Promotions  in  thx  Navt 

MARINE  corps 

To  be  colonels 
John  M.  Arthur 
James  T.  Moore 

To  be  m,ajoTs 

William  P.  Kelly  Thomas  C.  Perrin 

Pierson  E.  Conradt  Leonard  B.  Cresswell 

John  W.  Lakso  Thomas  J.  McQuade 

William  R.  Hughes  Kenneth  B.  Chappell 

Thomas  B.  White  Arthur  W.  Ellis 

Maxwell  H.  Mizell  Edwin  C.  Ferguson 

Robert  J.  Straub  Homer  L.  Litzenberg.  Jr. 

Robert  O.  Bare  Wilburt  S.  Brown 

Raymond  A.  Anderson  Floyd  A.  Stephenson 

Walter  J.  Stuart  Samuel  S.  Ballentine 

James  H.  N.  Hudnall  David  K.  Claude 
Alexander  W.  Kreiser,  Jr. 

To  be  captains 
Clyde  R.  Nelson  Harry  W.  G.  Vadnals 

John  P.  Condon  Lawrence  B.  Clark 

Joseph  i*.  Fuchs  Lehman  H.  Kleppinger 

Bennett  G.  Powers  John  E.  Weber 

To  be  first  lieutenants 
John  O.  Walsh,  Jr.  Robert  P.  Ruge 

Arthur  W.  Fisher.  Jr.  John  R.  Lirette 

Joseph  A,  Gerath,  Jr.  Owen  A.  Chambers 

Postmasters 

FLORIDA 

Avie  L.  Hansford.  Altha. 
Herbert  L.  Eiland.  Baker. 
Esther  M.  Stewart.  Graceville. 
Clarence  L.  Ware.  St.  Andrew. 

/  GEORGIA 

Carlos  Cleveland  Hartley.  Alamo. 

ILLINOIS 

Richard  M.  Laux.  Addison. 
Charles  E.  Olds,  Albany. 
Henry  Harris.  Auburn. 
William  C.  Hueckel,  Caseyville. 
Raymond  O.  Huffman,  Catlin. 
George  R.  Bradley.  Chatham. 
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Elizabeth  K.  Butler.  Crystal  Lake. 
.  John  T.  OBrten,  Harvard. 

Margaret  Marshall,  Ipava. 

Oral  La  Van  Dowse.  Kempton. 

Mildred  M.  Conwell.  La  Harpe. 

Marshall  P.  Kuhne.  McNabb. 

Helen  C.  Mowen,  Macon. 

Eugene  Hoerrmann.  Manhattan. 

Harry  L.  Roberts,  Mulberry  Grove. 

Bona  D.  Sutter,  Pearl. 

Guy  George  Gillespie,  Pocahontas, 

Melville  B.  Carr,  Scales  Mound. 

Carney  V.  Kerley,  Simpson. 

John  Wacker,  Techny. 
-  Dominick  J.  Giacoma.  Westvllle. 

IOWA 

Raymond  P.  Sullivan,  Afton. 

George  O.  Smither,  Anita. 

Orren  W.  Swartfager,  Ankeny. 

Charles  E.  Malone,  Atlantic. 

William  A.  Flester.  Brandon. 

Anthony  N.  Ruber,  Calmar. 
_-  Joseph  Benesh,  Chelsea. 

Walter  H.  Eppens.  Colesburg. 

Genevieve  M.  Lattin,  Dakota  City. 

Ora  P.  Ward.  Dallas  Center. 

Samuel  H.  Sater,  Danville. 

Clifford  A.  Brause,  Denver. 

Mark  R.  Doud.  Douds. 

J.  Louis  Buss,  Dow  City. 

Kathryn  D.  Finn,  Diunont. 

William  A.  Greenwood,  Parley. 

Paul  E.  Morf.  Predericksburg. 

Juanita  Springer,  Fremont. 

Mabel  J.  Arnold,  Garden  Grove. 

Audra  R.  Howe.  Greenfield. 

Clesson  E.  Woodward,  Griswold. 

Vern  U.  Waters.  Havelock. 

Palmer  H.  Hedges.  Hedrick. 

Fritz  H.  Schulte,  Kensett. 

William  E.  Lovett.  Lake  City. 

J.  B.  Wood.  Lenox. 

Prank  W.  Baumgardner,  Livermore. 

Bonar  B.  Wood,  Logan. 

Wallace  G.  Strabala.  Lohr\il]e. 

Edward  J.  Rutenbeck.  Lowden. 

Harold  H.  Johnson,  Mondamin. 

Grace  Ryan.  Neola 

William  H.  Theisen,  Palmer. 

Viola  P.  McCartan.  Pocahontas. 

Verne  L.  Heskett.  Pulaski. 
.    George  W.  Trowbridge,  Stuart. 

Linus  L.  Powers.  Vail. 

Charles  E.,  Lynch,  Waucoma. 

Eugene  T.  Alcorn,  West  Union. 

Ella  M.  Hames.  Williams. 

KENTUCKY 

Samuel  J.  Spalding.  Lebanon. 

LOUISIAIfA 

Frank  Reed.  Basile. 
Prank  B.  Kennedy.  Cameron. 
Ruth  W.  Monroe.  Elton. 
Rene  Tate.  Eunice. 
Richard  Broussard.  Iota. 
H.  Ernest  Beneflel.  Kenner. 
Henry  P.  Sobert.  Labadieville. 
Raleigh  Leslie  Wyble.  Melville. 
Mark  D.  Sutherlin.  Oberlin. 
Hubert  A.  Duhe,  Reserve. 
Bertha  S.  Jamagin,  RocheUe. 

ICNNXSOIA 

Charles  Mechura,  Lonsdale. 


MISSISSIPPI 

Grant  Hamilton,  Hollandale. 
William  W.  Armstrong,  Leland. 
Lucy  R.  Park.  Merigold. 
Cornelius  V.  Thurmond,  Mound  Bayou. 
Delia  A.  Myers,  Newhebron. 
DeWitt  D.  McEachern.  Ruleville. 
Ethel  B.  Comegys.  Scott. 
John  R.  Trimm,  Tishomingo. 

MISSOURI 

Anna  Watson,  Marceline. 

MONTANA 

Esther  M.  Evenson,  Broadview. 
Orion  A.  Tellifero,  Browning. 
Alfred  T.  James,  Cascade. 
Lars  E.  Kodalen,  Dodson. 
Prank  H.  McLean,  Fairfield. 
William  C.  MacCallum,  Geraldine. 
MoUie  B.  Cameron,  Martinsdale. 
Ralph  W.  Brown.  Missoula. 
Phyllis  M.  Crockford,  Sweetgrass. 

NEW  YORK 

Sarah  B.  Keenan.  Hague. 
Arthur  H.  Wart,  Sandy  Creek. 

OKLAHOMA 

Marcus  L.  Jarvis,  Arapaho. 
John  A.  King,  Asher. 
Glenn  D.  Burns.  Dover. 
Howard  R.  Wynn,  Port  Towson. 
Virgil  A.  Little,  GoodweU. 
Charles  Williams,  Hooker. 
Mart  R.  Sargent,  Indiahoma. 
Prank  R.  Hendrickson.  Quinton. 
Anna  Wilcox.  Selling. 

UT.\H 

James  W.  Nielsen.  Castlegate. 
Gilbert  L.  Janson.  Cedar  City. 
Fred  H.  Jones,  Gunnison. 
Heber  M.  Rasband.  Heber. 
Eugene  C.  Gibson,  Helper. 
Alice  M.  Todd,  Myton. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

John  T.  Hollandsworth.  Jr..  Beckley. 
Nancy  Bethel  Martin,  Belle. 
Price  M.  Bailey,  East  Beckley. 
Austin  H.  Elrick,  Gormania. 
James  T.  Spahr.  Kingwocd. 
Asa  T.  Miller,  Madison. 
Edson  Stout,  Nutter  Fort. 
James  B.  Shrewsbury,  Princeton. 
Lucien  Edward  Felty.  Rowleiburg. 

WISCONSIN 

Fred  V.  Starry,  Barneveld. 
L.  Paul  Mund^chau.  Dousman. 
Leonard  P.  Sheehy,  En^trick. 
John  C.  Kiley,  Pond  du  Lac. 
Evelyn  Wotruba,  Milladore. 
John  A.  Fleissner,  Milwaukee. 
Leonard  W.  LaBerge,  Stetsonville. 
BIyle  Sowle,  Tcmah. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  June  11,  1940 

The  House  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D..  of- 
fered the  following  prayer: 

O  Lord  God  of  the  ages  past,  upon  the  faith  and  hope  of 
the  Son  of  man.  who  dignified  and  made  sacred  honest  toil, 
to  Him  who  lived  like  a  servant  and  died  like  a  God.  we  look 
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for  the  fulfillment  of  our  longings  and  aspirations.  Grant 
that  the  blessing  of  His  Spirit  may  fall  upon  the  stony  griefs 
that  cross  the  ways  of  human  life.  We  thank  Thee  for  the 
spirit  of  the  rugged  prophet  of  old  who  threw  himself  into 
the  gap  that  made  up  the  defense  of  the  land;  let  it  fall  like 
a  compelling  passion  upon  our  fellow  countrymen.  In  this 
hour.  Lord  God,  give  us  great  men,  brave  men,  true  and  daunt- 
less who  can  never  be  driven  against  the  wall  of  tyranny  and 
slavery.  Bless  and  inspire,  we  beseech  Thee,  the  common 
man,  the  bulwark  of  our  national  existence,  as  he  rises  In  his 
glory  from  the  farm  and  office,  from  the  mine  and  factory, 
to  make  full  and  free  response  to  preserve  our  Republic  from 
the  white  sepulchers  of  hidden  treachery.  Let  us  hear  Thy 
voice  calling  "gird  thyself"  in  unselfish  devotion  against  the 
tragedies  of  this  ongoing  world.  Oh,  may  we  not  grow  wearied 
In  this  challenging  task  as  we  feel  the  world  on  an  Incline 
which  ends  in  the  horrors  of  a  great  darkness.  We  pray  that 
a  imited  citizenship  may  stand  in  the  gaps  making  up  the 
hedge  for  God  and  our  dear  homeland.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

I  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8913  >  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  legis- 
lative branch  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  blU  (H.  R.  8026)  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  the  composi- 
Uon  of  the  United  SUtes  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction 
of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6044)  entitled  "An  act  to  regulate  the  number  of  war- 
rant and  commissioned  warrant  officers  in  the  Marine  Corps." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9848)  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of 
certain  public  works,  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  following  title,  in  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.  Con.  Res.  50.  Concurrent  resolution  rescinding  the  action 
of  the  Speaker  in  signing  Senate  Joint  Resolution  59,  relating 
to  prison-made  goods,  and  authorizing  its  reenroUment  with 
an  amendment. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
amendmenU  of  the  House  to  bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  follow- 
ing titles: 

S.  2782.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  W.  Kinderman;  and 

S.  3813.  An  act  to  authorize  the  presentation  of  a  special 
gold  medal  to  William  Sinnott. 

I  NAVAL  AVIATION 

ISt.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9848)  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of 
certain  public  works,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  statement  may  be  read  in  lieu  of  the 
report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

]  CONTESENCE  REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendmenU  of  the  Senate  to  the  biU  (BL  B.  ©848) 


to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisition  of  naval  aircraft,  the 
construction  of  certain  public  works,  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  reconttmend  to  their  respective  Hoxiaes  as  follows: 
That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendment  numbered  6. 
That   the   House   recede   from   Its   disagreement  to   the   amend' 
ments  of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2.  3.  4.  5.  7.  8,  9,  10,  11,  12,  18^ 
14,  16,  16,  and  17,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Caki.  Viwsoit,    ■ 
P.  H.  Drewrt. 
Melvim  J.  Maas, 
Uanagen  on  the  jMrt  of  the  House. 


DAvm  I.  Walsh, 

Mn.tABi>  E.  Ttdincs, 
Frederick  Hals.  ~— 

Managert  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9848)  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisition 
of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  public  works,  and  for 
other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation  of 
the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in  the  ac- 
companying conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely : 

On  amendment  No.  1:  This  iunendment  modifies  the  House  lan- 
gxiage  to  provide  that'  the  llghter-than-alr  craft  authorized  shall 
be  of  the  nonrlgid  type. 

On  amendment  No.  2:  This  amendment  places  a  maximum  on  the 
nxmiber  of  useful  alrp'anes  the  Navy  may  have  instead  of  a  mini- 
mum, as  provided  by  the  House. 

On  amendment  No.  3:  This  amendment  modifies  the  House  lan- 
guage to  provide  that  the  lighter-than-alr  craft  authorized  shall  be 
of  the  nonrlgid  type. 

On  amendment  No.  4:  This  amendment  modifies  the  House  lan- 
guage to  provide  that  the  aviation  facilities  authorized  under  this 
item  may  be  anywhere  In  the  Hawaiian  Islands  instead  of  being 
restricted  to  the  Island  of  Oahu. 

On  amendment  No.  5:  This  amendment  modifies  House  language 
by  authorizing  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  provide  for  aux- 
Ulary  air  bases  in  such  vicinities  as  he  may  deem  advisable  without 
requiring  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary 
of  State. 

On  amendment  No.  6:  This  amendment  restores  the  House  Ian- 
guage  and  places  contractors  with  a  fee  contract  on  the  same  basis 
as  all  other  contractors  doing  business  with  the  United  States.  It 
removes  the  language  which  states  such  contractors  shaU  be  held 
to  be  agents  of  the  United  SUtes. 

On  amendment  No.  7:  This  amendment  gives  authority  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  continue  the  employment  of  temporary 
employees,  mostly  technical.  In  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  and 
who  have  been  employed  for  several  years  vmder  W.  P.  A.  and  P.  W.  A. 
acts.  The  retention  of  these  employees  for  the  work  contemplated 
by  this  bill  will  avoid  the  expense  and  delay  of  training  new  men. 

On  amendment  No.  8:  This  amendment  gives  authority  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  proceed  with  the  construction  of  Public 
Works  projects  covered  In  subsequent  amendments  which  are 
deemed  necessary  In  view  of  the  increased  needs  for  naval  aviation 
training  fticilltlea  and  for  naval  preparedness. 

On  amendment  No.  9:  This  amendment  authorizes  the  construc- 
tion of  temporary  storehouses  to  provide  for  the  increased  storage 
needs  for  the  fleet  in  Hawaiian  waters. 

On  amendment  No.  10:  This  amendment  provides  for  additional 
facilities  necessary  for  defense  In  Guantanamo  Bay  area. 

On  amendment  No.  11:  This  amendment  provides  for  the  estab- 
Ushment  of  depots  for  storage  of  harbor  nets  and  for  additional 
storage  facilities  for  ammunition. 

On  amendment  No.  12:  This  amendment  provides  for  Increased 
facilities  at  Pensacola  for  training  naval  aviators  to  meet  the  needs 
of  the  expanded  aviation  program. 

On  amendment  No.  13 :  This  amendment  provides  for  training 
facilities  at  Miami.  Fla.,  to  help  care  for  the  Increase  In  the  number 
of  aviation  students  made  necessary  by  the  expanded  aviation 
program. 

On  amendment  No.  14:  This  amendment  provides  for  training 
facilities  at  JacksonviUe.  Banana  River.  Pla..  to  help  care  for  the 
Increase  in  the  number  of  aviation  students  made  necessary  by  the 
expanded  aviation  program. 

On  amendment  No  15:  This  amendment  authorizes  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  trade  school  at  Jacksonville  to  train  additional 
aviation  mechanics  needed  for  the  expended  aviation  program  and 

training  facilities.  .^      .,      w       .       _, 

On  amendment  No.  16:  This  amendment  provides  for  hoiislng  of 

a  temporary   nature   to  care  for   the   temporary   increases  In  the 

enlisted  ranks  of  the  marines. 

On  amendment  No.  17:  This  amendment  provides  for  additional 

hospital  facilities  at  existing  stations  to  care  for  Increased  reqiiire- 

ments  made  necessary  by  the  temporary  increases  In  the  enlisted 

personnel  of  the  Navy. 

Casx.  Vimbon, 
P.  H.  DsxwsT, 

M.    J.    IfAAS. 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Houaa. 
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Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  we  have  an 
explanation  of  the  conference  report? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Certainly.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is 
the  bill  that  relates  to  the  program  for  16,000  aviators,  10,000 
airplanes,  and  the  establishment  throughout  the  country  of 
various  air  bases. 

The  only  matter  of  consequence  in  conference  was  the 
Senate  amendment  making  contractors  the  agents  of  the 
Government.  I  am  happy  to  state  to  the  House  that  the 
Senate  receded  on  that  amendment,  and,  therefore,  the  posi- 
tion of  the  House  has  been  maintained  that  these  contractors 
should  not  be  agents  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  This  is  the  bill  which  authorizes 
the  establishment  of  naval  air  bases  in  various  locations,  in- 
cluding Canton  Island. 

Mr,  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Yes;  Canton  Island  is  in  this 
bill;  it  is  authorized  in  the  bill,  but  Canton  Island  has  not 
been  appropriated  for  by  the  Appropriations  Committee. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Is  the  gentleman  prepared  to  say 
that  the  United  States  has  sufficient  Jurisdiction  over  Can- 
ton Island  to  authorize  anything  being  done? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Sufficient  to  say  that  it  is  not 
going  to  b3  appropriated  for.  so  the  gentleman  need  not  dis- 
turb his  mind  albng  that  line. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question  on  the  confer- 
ence report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

COMPOSITION    or    THE    UNITED    STATES    NAVY 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Sjaeaker,  I  call  up  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  8026)  to  establish  the  com- 
position of  the  United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
tek.  unanimous  consent  that  the  statement  be  read  in  lieu 
of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONnCRENCK  REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8026) 
to  establish  the  composition  of  the  United  States  Navy,  to  authorize 
the^  construction  of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1,  2,  3,  4.  5.  6,  and  7;  and  apee  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dls- 
a«?reement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  8.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Immediately  after  the 
word  and  figures  "Sec.  11."  strike  out  the  word  "There"  and  Insert- 
In  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "In  the  discretion  of  the  President, 
there";  and  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

Carl  Vinsok, 
P.  H.  DiirwRT, 
Melvtn  J.  Maas, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
Davtd  I.  Walsh. 
Millard  E.  Ttdings, 
Frederick  Hale, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8026)  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  naval 
vessels,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  la 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recom- 
mended in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such 
amendments,  namely: 

On  amendment  No.  1 :  This  amendment  modifies  the  House  lan- 
guage to  permit  a  variation  of  33.400  tons,  instead  of  16.700  tons,  as 
proposed  by  the  House  in  the  total  tonnages  provided  in  the  bill  for 
aircraft  carriers,  cruisers,  and  submarines. 


On  amendment  No.  2:  This  amendment  modifies  the  House  lan- 
guage to  provide  that  the  Ughter-than-air  craft  authorized  shall  be 
of  the  nonrigld  type. 

On  amendment  No.  3:  This  amendment  places  a  maximum  on  the 
number  of  nonrigld  Ughter-than-air  craft  that  the  Navy  may  have 
Instead  of  a  minimum  as  provided  by  the  House. 

On  amendment  No.  4:  This  amendment  raises  from  12  to  18  the 
number  of  nonrigld  Ughter-than-air  craft  the  Navy  may  have. 

On  amendment  No.  5:  This  amendment  modifies  the  House  pro- 
vision by  striking  out  the  specific  locations  where  some  of  the  ship- 
building facilities  shall  be  expanded.  It  also  places  a  limit  of 
$35  000  OCO  on  the  amount  that  may  be  expended  on  expansion  of 
shipbuilding  facilities  at  naval  establishments.  It  authorizes  a 
limit  of  $6,000,000  as  the  amount  that  may  be  expended  for  ex- 
pansion of  facilities  at  either  private  or  Government  plants  for 
the  production  of  armor  or  armament,  and  it  also  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  dls{X»e  of  such  expanded  faculties  for 
the  production  of  armor  or  armament  when  no  longer  needed. 

On  amendment  No.  6:  This  amendment  authorizes  86.000,000  for 
the  purpose  prlmarUy  of  Increasing  the  maximum  elevation  of  the 
ttirret  guns  on  the  battleships  Sew  York,  Texas,  and  Arkansas.  The 
amendment  Is  Identical  with  H.  R.  7934  reported  to  the  House 
by  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  on  AprU  26,  1940  (House  Rept. 
2014). 

On  amendment  No.  7:  This  amendment  authorizes  the  addition 
of  projecte  now  authorized  for  aU  of  the  Hawaiian  area,  to  the 
existing  fee  contract,  but  limits  the  fee  to  6  percent  of  the  esti- 
mated cost  of  the  additional  work,  exclusive  of  the  amount  of  the 
fee,  and  also  likewise  limits  the  fee  under  any  contract  hereafter 
made  under  the  original  act  to  6  percent  Instead  of  10  percent  as 
therein  authorized. 

On  amendment  No.  8:  This  amendment  as  amended  provides 
that  In  the  discretion  of  the  President  a  Naval  Consulting  Board. 
similar  to  the  one  in  oi>eration  during  the  World  War,  may  be  set 
up  for  the  purpose  of  making  recommendations  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  In  any  matter  concerning  the  Navy  and  the  national 
defense. 

Carl  ViNSoif, 
"  PH.  Drewht, 

M.  J.  Maas, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  only  question 
in  conference  here  was  that  the  House  had  designated  three 
places  in  which  building  ways  should  be  constructed,  Nor- 
folk, Va..  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  and  Portsmouth.  N.  H.  The 
House  receded  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  money  has  been 
appropriated  for  the  building  of  these  ways  at  these  places. 
That  was  the  only  matter  in  conference. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question  on  the  con- 
ference report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

WARRANT  AND  COMMISSIONED  OFTICERS  OF  THE  MARINE  CORPS 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  6044)  to  regulate  the  num- 
ber of  warrant  and  commissioned  warrant  officers  in  the 
Marine  Corps,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  state- 
ment may  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONJTRENCE    REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
'  Houses  en  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6044)  to 
regulate  the  number  of  warrant  and  commissioned  warrant  officers 
In  the  Marine  Corps,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Hov8?s  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendment. 

Cam.  Vinson, 

P.  H.  Dritwrt. 
Melvin  J.  Maas. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

David  I.  Walsh. 
MiLL.^RD  E    Ttdings, 
Frederick  Hale, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

ST,\TEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hovise  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Hou-ses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6044)  to  regulate  the  number  of  warrant 
and  commissioned  warrant  cfflcers  In  the  Marine  Corps  submit  the 
following  statement  In  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
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upon  and  recommended  In  the  accompanying  conference  report  as 
to  such  amendment,  namely : 

The  language  of  the  House  Is  restored  which  provides  that  the 
number  of  warrant  and  commissioned  warrant  officers  of  the  Marine 
Corps  and  their  distribution  In  these  grades  wlU  be  according  u> 
the  needs  of  this  service  Instead  of  being  limited  to  218,  as  proposed 

toy  the  Senate.  ^ 

Cakl  Vmaow, 
P.  H.  DaxwBT, 
M.  J.  Maas. 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Ifrl  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  position  of  the 
House  in  this  bill  was  maintained.  It  has  reference  to  nam- 
ing 208  warrant  officers.  The  Senate  receded  and  now  we 
have  as  many  warrant  officers  as  the  Marine  Corps  requires. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question  on  the  confer- 
ence report. 

Tlie  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CONGRESS    SHOULD    RiaiAIK    IN    SESSION 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  effort  to  bring  about  a 
quick  adjournment  of  Congress,  I  sense  great  danger.  If 
there  is  ever  need  for  the  Congress  to  be  in  session,  it  is  In 
time  of  public  excitement.  We  must  not  make  the  matter 
of  adjournment  a  question  of  poUtics  and  imperU  the  safety 
of  the  Nation  in  playing  the  game.  We  should  rise  above 
party  loyalty  and  selfish  Interest.  The  place  for  the  soldier 
in  time  of  battle  Is  on  the  firing  line.  The  country  right 
now  is  not  Interested  in  the  question  whether  we  are  good 
Democrats  or  good  Repubhcans.  It  is  interested  in  whether 
we  are  good  Americans.  If  we  feel  we  are  incapable  of 
serving  the  Republic,  let  us  say  so  and  go  home;  otherwise, 
let  us  proceed  to  discharge  the  public  business.  Nobody  Is 
suffering  from  overwork.     [Applause.! 

i  EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  expect  to  make  during  the 
day  on  the  tax  bill  and  to  include  certain  tables,  data,  and 
material. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee    IMr.  Cooper  1? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ADJOURNMENT  OF   CONGRESS 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  BarryI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  after  listening  to  the  Presi- 
dent's speech  at  the  University  of  Virginia,  I  am  convinced 
that  Congress  should  remain  in  session  indefinitely.  No  one 
man  should  be  permitted  to  alone  assume  the  responsibility 
for  the  lives  of  130.000,000  people. 

Since  the  President  regards  the  Western  Hemisphere,  if 
the  Allies  lose,  as  "a  helpless  nightmare  of  a  people  without 
freedom,  a  people  lodged  in  prison,  handcuffed,  hungry,  and 
fed  through  the  bars  frcm  day  to  day  by  the  contemptuous, 
unpitying  monsters  of  other  continents."  I  am  gravely  con- 
cerned with  what  he  Intends  to  do  about  avoiding  this  so- 
called  prison.  If  his  short-of-war  methods  fail  to  achieve 
victory  for  the  Allies,  and  I  believe  that  the  people  of  the 
United  States  are  entitled  to  know  whether  or  not  if  faced 
with  the  choice,  the  President  would  go  to  prison  or  to  war. 
Judging  from  the  rapidly  moving  events  in  Europe,  this  deci- 
sion may  have  to  be  made  In  the  near  future. 

When  one  considers  the  vast  and  rich  territory  of  the 
conUnents  of  North  and  South  America,  their  great  natural 
resources,  their  tremendous  manpower,  and  unexcelled  in- 
dustrial power  plus  the  dependency  of  other  continents  on 
US  for  trade,  the  President's  prison  portrait  is  nothing  short 
of  a  gross  exaggeration.    [Applause.] 


KXTEKSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanlmons  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  in  two  particulars,  and 
to  insert  in  the  Record  two  radio  addresses  by  myself,  one 
on  June  6  and  one  on  June  8. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  erf  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  CellerI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DELANEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
very  short  article  from  the  New  York  Sun. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  DelaneyI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHWERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  a 
brief  report  of  the  subcommittee  on  unemployment  and  youth. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  SchwbrtI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to 
include  a  radio  speech  given  on  June  6.  and  a  letter  and  two 
declarations  of  loyalty  from  my  constituents. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Geyer]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
a  recent  editorial  from  the  Stamford  Mirror-Recorder. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  HallI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDI^BSSt  THE  HOUSE 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  include  in  my  remarks  an  article  by 
Mark  Sullivan. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
as  I  understood  the  majority  leader,  he  said  he  would  object  to 
inserting  these  articles  in  the  body  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  Speaker  understands  that,  and  he 
grants  the  request  on  the  condition  that  the  remarks  be  ex- 
tended in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    I  beg  the  gentleman's  pardon. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

adjournment  of  congress 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  received 
a  very  gracious  letter  from  the  chairman  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
DouGHTONl,  stating  he  could  not  give  me  a  hearing  upon  my 
resolution,  introduced  May  10.  which  provided  that  we  remain 
in  continuous  session  because  he  was  holdtog  hearings  upon 
the  tax  measure.  This  bill  will  undoubtedly  be  passed  today 
or  tomorrow. 

I  earnestly  hope  that  hearings  will  be  granted  on  my  reso- 
lution. I  am  receiving  letters  and  telegrams  every  day.  not 
only  from  people  residing  within  my  own  district  but  from 
people  all  over  the  coimtry,  demanding  that  we  stay  in  con- 
Unuous  session.  They  elected  the  President  of  tJie  United 
States  to  perform  his  duty.  Also  they  elected  the  Members 
of  Congress  to  perform  their  duty.  I  believe  they  feel  we 
would  be  nothing  but  towards  if  we  ran  away  and  neglected 
our  duty  in  this  great  world  crisis. 
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Mr.  Speaker,  surely  we  have  the  courage  to  remain  in  con- 
tinuous session  and  face  the  responsibilities  and  duties  we 
were  elected  to  perform.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Sp)eaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  quo- 
tations from  Save  America  First. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  Thorkelson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  GOODWIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my  own  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Goodwin]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Goodwin  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.  ] 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  expect  to  make 
today  and  Include  therein  certain  tables. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  omvti  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include 
therein  an  address  prepared  and  delivered  by  me. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio?  * 

There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  there  was  ever  any  doubt  in 
the  mind  of  any  Member  of  Congress  concerning  the  necessity 
of  this  body's  continuing  in  session  through  the  time  of  what- 
ever emergency  we  may  face,  it  was  dissipated  last  night 
when  the  President  of  the  United  States  before  a  great  body 
of  students  declared  war  on  the  entire  world.  We  need  at 
this  moment  a  great  restrictive  body.  This  congressional 
body  was  created  for  the  purpose  of  enacting  legislation.  No 
declaration  of  war  can  be  made  constitutionally  without  the 
consent  of  Congress.  We  should  stay  here  so  long  as  is  neces- 
sary to  preserve  the  constitutional  foundations  of  this  Re- 
public.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  in- 
clude therein  a  brief  speech  delivered  by  an  honor  student  of 
a  high  school  in  Moline. 

_^  The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

^  revolution   in   MINNESOTA 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  .o 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  Is  a  rare  community  these 
days  which  refuses  to  stick  its  hands  deep  into  the  pork  barrel 
when  the  New  Deal  is  handing  out  its  bounty.  Even  the 
chambers  of  commerce,  which  insist  most  vehemently  that 
Federal  extravagance  must  stop,  can  rarely  forbear  putting 
in  their  order  for  a  new  post  offlce  when  the  word  goes  out 
that  post  offlces  are  being  thrown  up  by  the  bushel. 


So  it  is  really  news  when  the  citizens  of  a  town  decide  that 
they  will  not  accept  a  W.  P.  A.  grant  to  do  a  job  in  their  town. 
New  Germany.  Minn.,  wins  the  rare  distinction  of  being  such 
a  community.  W.  P.  A.  architects  and  engineers  offered  to 
put  up  a  combined  city  hall  and  community  center  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $60,000.  most  of  which  would  be  borne  by  the 
Federal  Government.  But  New  Germany  fully  recognized 
that  this  so-called  Federal  Government  was.  after  all.  com- 
posed of  millions  of  small  communities  throughout  the  Nation 
just  like  its  own.  The  city  council  declared  that  the  whole  job 
could  be  done  for  $25,000.  And  so.  believe  it  or  not.  they 
turned  down  the  W.  P.  A.  offer  and  built  their  own  hall  for 
some  $35,000  less  than  Washington's  W.  P.  A.  wanted  to  spend. 

There  must  be  a  lesson  in  this  for  all  of  us.  Maybe  it  would 
be  a  good  idea  for  every  city  councilman  elected  in  every 
town  in  the  United  States  to  learn  how  to  say  "No"  before 
taking  his  seat.     [Applause.] 

PERMISSION   TO  ADDRESS   THE   HOUSE 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mf  j^Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for~l  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  an  edi- 
torial from  the  New  York  Times. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  editorial  go  in  the  Appendix  of 
the  Record? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  permission  to  put  my 
remarks  and  the  editorial  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  care  anything 
about  the  gentleman's  remarks,  but  I  do  want  to  have  uni- 
formity in  the  rule. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  might  as  well  have  an 
understanding  new.  I  thought  we  had  settled  this  matter 
yesterday.  In  connection  with  the  statement  that  objection 
will  be  made  to  extending  remarks  "at  this  point"  in  the 
Record,  I  do  not  know  who  is  responsible  for  taking  care  of 
these  matters,  but  I  want  whoever  is  responsible  to  under- 
stand that  that  is  not  what  I  am  talking  about  at  all.  When 
the  Speaker  recognizes  Members  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  they  ask  permission  to  extend  their  remarlcs  in 
the  Record,  the  Speaker  understands  and  states  that  the 
remarks  are  to  be  extended  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 
Is  not  that  the  understanding  of  the  Speaker? 

The  SPEAKER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  want  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  to  understand  that  this  is  nothing  personal. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  understand  that.  Tlie  gentleman  is  en- 
tirely within  his  rights,  and  he  is  entirely  correct  in  this 
instance.  I  expect  to  place  it  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  All  I  wanted  to  do  was  to 
impress  the  fact  that  an  editorial  should  not  appear  at  this 
point  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.     It  should  not. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  do  not  want  it  to  go  in  at  this  point.  I 
want  it  to  go  in  the  Appendix. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  gives  instructions  to  the  re- 
porters and,  as  far  as  possible,  to  the  printer  that  the  agree- 
ment entered  into  with  reference  to  extensions  and  the 
1 -minute  rule  will  be  strictly  observed. 

Mr.  RICH.  Further  reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  I  say  that  the  Public  Printer  has  asked  for 
$450,000  additional  for  the  Record  for  this  session  in  order 
that  he  may  print  these  newspaper  editorials  the  Members  of 
Congress  are  asking  to  have  placed  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  takes 
up  more  time  and  more  space  in  the  Record  than  probably 
any  other  Member  of  the  House.  He  talks  more  and  says  less. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 
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Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  did  not  have  the  floor, 
and  he  violated  the  rules  when  he  made  his  statement. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  had 
asked  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks, 
and  the  whole  controversy  was  with  reference  to  that  request. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    It  was  a  continuing  run. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia  and  Mr.  HOFFMAN  rose. 

BIT.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  present  a 
privileged  report  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  has  recognized  the  gentleman 
iTom  Virginia. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  a  quorum  Is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  msikes  the 
jxtot  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present.  The  Chair 
will  count.  [After  counting.]  Two  hundred  and  twenty- 
nine  Members  are  present,  a  quorum. 

riRST  SUPPLEMENTAL  HATIOWAL  DEFENSE  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1941 

Mr.  MAY.  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  re- 
ported the  bill  (H.  R.  10010),  To  increase  the  size  of  the 
Regular  Army  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time  and,  with  the  accom- 
panying report  (Rept.  No.  2496),  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  in  the  Record  the  remarks  I  made 
in  the  House  yesterday  afternoon,  and  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  appendix  and  to  include 
therein  a  column  by  Westbrook  Pegler. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  CaUfornia? 

There  was  no  objection.  / 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  were  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Latta, 
<me  of  his  secretaries. 

THE  REVENUE  BILL  OF   1940 

Mr.  SABATH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  House  Resolution  518. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

I  House  ResoIuUon  518 

Resolved  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  It  shall  be  In 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of 
H  R.  10039.  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  prepared- 
ness by  raising  revenue  and  issxiing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for 
paying  for  Euch  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  all  points  of 
OTdcr  apalnst  said  bill  are  hereby  waived.  That  after  general  debate, 
which  EhaU  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed 
e  hours  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Comniittee  on  Ways  and  Means, 
the  bin  shall  be  considered  as  having  been  read  for  amendment. 
No  amendment  shall  be  In  order  to  said  bill  except  amendments 
offered  by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  and  said 
amendments  shaU  be  In  order,  any  rule  of  the  House  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Amendments  offered  by  direction  of  the 
Conunlttee  on  Ways  and  Means  may  be  offered  to  any  section  of  the 
bin  at  the  conclusion  of  the  general  debate,  but  said  amendments 
■hall  not  be  subject  to  amendment.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  con- 
■Ideratlon  of  the  bUl  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 
report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  nwY^a^e 
been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  consld«red  M 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
Intervening  motion  except  one  moUon  to  recommit. 

Mr.  SABATH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30  minutes  to  my  col- 
league the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen  1. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  genUeman  from  Illinois  is  recognized 

for  30  minutes.  w       .^ 

Mr  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution  makes  in 
order'  an  extremely  important  bill  H.  R.  10039,  known  as 
the  National  Defense  Tax  BUL  The  resolution  provides  for 
6  hours  of  general  debate  and  I  regret  that  I  am  obUged  to 
admit  if  the  charge  is  made,  that  it  ia  a  closed  rule  and 


that  such  a  charge  is  correct.    Yes,  it  might  even  be  con- 
sidered a  gag  rule. 
Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetta.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 

gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SABATH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  It  Is 
one. 

Mr.  SABATH.    I  am  admitting  it.     [Laughter.) 
Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    The  gentleman  said  it 
might  be  considered  a  gag  nile.    I  wanted  to  establish  the 
fact  that  it  is  a  gag  rule. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  said  It  might  be  so  charged,  but  it  has 
the  support,  not  only  of  the  Democrats,  but  I  am  pleased  to 
say  that  it  also  has  the  support  of  and  was  XK)t  opposed  by 
the  Republicans:  and  right  here  I  want  to  say  to  the  mi- 
nority leader  that  I  compliment  and  congratxilate  the  Re- 
publican members  of  the  Wasrs  and  Means  as  well  as  those 
of  the  Rules  Committee  upon  their  cooperation  with  the 
majority  on  this  important  bill.     [Applause.] 

The  Rules  Committee  felt  that  the  request  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  should  be  complied  with  and  a  closed 
rule  granted.  This  is  the  first  time  in  34  years  that  I  have 
voted  for  what  I  admit  can  be  properly  designated  a  "gag 
rule,"  yet  It  is  In  line  with  the  nearly  unanimous  opinion 
and  appeals  of  the  American  people  in  view  of  the  urgency 
of  the  existing  situation.  And  I  well  remember  that  when 
the  urgency  was  not  nearly  as  great  as  today,  similar  rules 
were  brought  in  on  the  Payne- Aldrich  tariff  bill,  the  Under- 
wood bin.  the  Fordney  bill,  and  the  Smoot-Hawley  bill,  all 
of  which  were  measures  to  raise  revenue  the  same  as  this 
one.    So  we  do  have  precedents. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 
Mr.  SABATH.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  If  we  can  get  over  this 
ancient  history  and  come  down  to  the  present,  what  are 
the  reasons  advanced  for  not  permitting  the  Members  of  the 
House  to  offer  an  amendment  to  this  bill? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  will  explain  that  briefly,  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee  will  explain  it  more  thoroughly  later  on. 
The  Rules  Committee  has  acted  upon  the  request  and  recom- 
mendation of  the  gentlemen  representing  the  unanimous 
opinion  and  desire  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee;  not 
only  the  Democrats,  as  I  have  said,  but  the  minority  was 
represented  by  the  able  statesman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Treadway],  as  he  stated  that  this  was  a  unanimous  rejwrt. 
and  he  thought,  and  the  entire  committee  thought,  that  we 
should  bring  in  a  closed  rule,  because  it  Is  a  complicated 
bill  and  if,  by  any  chance,  any  important  provision  is 
changed  in  the  bill  it  might  require  us  to  amend  many  other 
provisions  and  might  throw  the  entire  bill  out  of  adjustment 
to  such  an  extent  that  it  would  have  to  be  returned  to  Com- 
mittee, perhaps  most  of  it  rewritten,  and  delay  action. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  j^eld? 
Mr.  SABATH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  somewhat 
misrespresentiiTg  my  position  on  the  adoption  of  a  gag  rule. 
I  said  it  was  a  unanimous  report  of  the  committee,  but  we 
were  not  unanimous  in  favoring  the  reporting  of  a  gag  rule. 
We  were  opposed  to  the  adoption  of  such  a  rule,  although  we 
were  outvoted. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sorry  If  I  have  misquoted 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  But  I  understood  him  as 
saying  that  it  was  the  unanimous  report  of  his  committee, 
and  that  there  would  be  no  serious  opposition  to  a  closed  rule, 
only  that  he  desired  6  hours  for  general  debate.  It  was  upon 
this  understanding  that  the  rule  was  granted. 
Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SABATH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COX.  The  gentleman  will  recall  that  on  yesterday, 
when  the  Rules  Committee  was  conducting  a  hearing  ujxjo 
this  apiriication  for  a  rule,  I  was  probably  more  critical  of 
the  proposal  to  legislate  in  this  manner  than  any  other  Mem- 
ber.   The  committee  discussed  the  whole  question  involved 
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rightfully  and  In  the  end  It  concluded  that  under  existing 
conditions  It  would  be  unwise,  and  probably  few  Members  of 
the  House  desired  that  we  open  up  the  question  of  amending 
the  proposed  revenue  act,  and.  finally,  concluded  to  report  the 
rule  that  is  now  before  the  House,  believing  that,  after  all,  it 
was  what  both  Democrats  and  Republicans  most  desired;  and 
that  considering  the  bill  under  this  kind  of  rule  would  mean 
one  of  two  things:  That  we  would  either  have  no  legislation 
at  all  or  we  would  get  a  tax  bill  which  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee,  after  as  carefxil  and  as  close  and  as  painstaking 
consideration  as  has  been  possible  within  the  time  it  has  been 
before  them,  thought  the  best  that  might  be  provided,  and 
in  this  way  the  revenues  to  meet  the  expenditures  that  are 
now  being  made  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  in  an  effort  to 
provide  adequate  national  defense,  might  be  realized. 

Mr,  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  statement  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  (Mr.  Cox]  has  made  is  correct. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  COX.     If  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  will  yield  for  that 

purpose. 
-    Mr.  SABATH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  To  inquire  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia  the  basis  for  his  statement  that  no  legis- 
lation could  t)e  enacted  If  we  did  not  have  this  rule. 

Mr.  COX.  This  is  what  I  said:  That  considering  the  bill 
under  the  rule  would  mean  that,  so  far  as  the  pending  pro- 
posal is  concerned.  If  we  got  nothing  else,  we  would  get  at 
least  what  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  had  submitted  as 
representing  the  best  Judgment  of  the  members  of  that  great 
committee,  and  the  Committee  on  Rules  was  given  the  assur- 
ance that  it  Is  a  unanimous  report  made  by  that  committee. 
This  is  no  time  to  play  jwlltics. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  not  playing  politics. 
The  gentleman  made  a  statement  that  the  House  could  not 
write  a  tax  bill,  and  I  do  not  believe  he  meant  that. 

Mr.  COX.  I  did  not  mean  that  the  House  Is  Incapacitated 
to  write  a  tax  bill.  I  meant  that  if  we  meant  to  enter  upon 
the  revision  of  the  law  that  we  would  dissipate  more  time 
than  the  Congress  can  safely  do  at  this  particular  moment. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  But  the  gentleman  agrees 
with  me 

Mr.  COX.  Oh,  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  in  large 
measure. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  agrees 
with  me  that  we  should  stay  in  session  here  all  summer  and 
do  this  bill  right? 

Mr.  COX.  Not  necessarily  all  simimer.  I  think  it  would  be 
a  mistake  for  us  to  hurry  through  to  adjournment. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  liberally  yielded  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  and  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts, feeling  that  in  that  way  we  could  best  expedite  the 
passage  of  the  rule.  So  far  we  have  been  able  to  get  along 
nicely,  and  I  have  the  utmost  confidence  in  the  25  older 
members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  who  have  had 
much  experience  in  revenue  legislation,  and  I,  for  one,  am 
ready  to  follow  their  judgment  and  their  recommendation.  I 
think  these  Memljers  know  more  about  it  than  anyone  who 
has  not  attended  the  many,  many  hearings  and  devoted  many 
days  and  many  long  horns  to  studying  this  legislation.  The 
Rules  Committee  listened  carefully  yesterday  for  4  hours  to 
the  able  presentation  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina I  Mr.  DcuGHTONl.  chairman  of  that  committee,  and  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Cooper  1.  and  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  TreadwayI.  After  careful  con- 
sideration, it  was  believed  that  their  unanimous  request  and 
their  recommendation  for  action  upon  the  bill  should  receive 
the  approval  and  favorable  action  of  the  Committe  on  Rules. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  wish  to  state  that  this  is  a  perfect 
bill.  But  I  feel  that  it  is  a  fair  bill,  and  that  the  committee 
has  done  as  well  as  it  could.  I  appreciate  they  were  obliged 
to  jrield  here  and  there  in  order  to  obtain  a  unanimous  report. 
Briefly,  the  bill  provides  for  an  increase  of  $322,000,000  in 
Income  taxes  and  for  the  lowering  of  the  amount  of  income 
subject  to  tax.  namely,  a  reduction  from  $1,000  to  $800  in  the 
case  of  single  persons  and  from  $2,500  to  $2,000  in  the  case 


of  married  persons.  The  Increase  in  tax  Is  10  percent  of  one's 
present  income  tax.  Title  2  provides  for  a  supertax  for  the 
obtaining  of  a  revenue  amounting  to  $68?.000.000.  the  Im- 
position of  which  Is  limited  to  a  5-year  period.  Most  of  this 
sum  will  be  derived  from  Increased  taxes  on  malted  and  dis- 
tiUed  liquors,  wines,  tobacco,  cigarettes,  and  gasoline.  Title  3 
provides  for  an  increase  in  our  bonded  indebtedness  by 
$4,000,000,000,  which  Is  to  be  retired  in  5  years. 

The  bill  in  every  particular  will  be  explained  to  you  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  as  well  as 
the  other  two  gentlemen  whom  I  have  mentioned.  I  have 
prepared,  or  rather  had  prepared,  an  extensive  statement 
as  to  what  the  bill  contains,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House,  knowing  that  it  will  be  done  efficiently 
by  the  gentlemen  to  whom  I  have  referred. 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  are  trying  times.  We  must  recognize 
that  the  earliest  possible  action  is  necessary,  and  that  there 
should  be  no  delay.  I  recall  that  some  years  ago  we  did 
not  lay  great  stress  upon  the  reports  that  came  to  us  of  what 
was  transpiring  in  Europe  or  even  in  our  own  midst.  The 
matter  is  now  before  us  clearly.  We  realize  our  duty.  I 
hope  to  God  that  our  land  will  not  be  Involved,  but  we  can 
take  nothing  for  granted;  we  must  prepare.  This  bill  calls 
for  revenue  that  will  provide  sufficient  funds  to  meet  the 
appropriations  for  the  preparedness  that  we  have  voted.  In 
view  of  that  fact  I  trust  this  rule  will  be  adopted  and  that 
early  action  may  be  had  on  the  bill. 

I  hope  that  we  can  all  forego  partisanship  in  these  extraor- 
dinary and  hazardous  times,  and  patriotism  dictates  such  a 
course.  Although  the  President  has  on  several  occasions 
warned  us  that  conditions  on  the  other  side  made  it  in- 
cumbent upon  us  to  prepare  for  any  emergency,  some  of 
the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  could  not  resist  saying 
his  warnings  were  for  political  purposes.  This  was  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  he  has  assured  us  time  and  again  that  he 
was  opposed  to  war  and  that  his  sole  aim  was  to  keep  us 
out  of  it. 

I  myself  as  long  ago  as  March  1938  called  attention  to 
Hitler's  activities.  I  called  attention  then  to  the  fact  that  he 
had  his  greedy  eyes  on  Czechoslovakia,  Poland.  Austria,  and 
other  European  nations  that  he  has  since  invaded  and  dev- 
astated. I  said  that  even  Prance  and  Great  Britain  were 
anythmg  but  safe,  and  what  is  transpiring  across  the  water 
this  very  day  best  proves  how  nearly  I  was  right. 

There  is  no  doubt  but  that  Hitler  and  his  dastardly  agents 
have  their  subtle  propagandists  at  work  on  our  own  soil. 
They  work  through  the  various  German  bunds,  silver  shirts, 
un-Christian  front,  the  Mobilizers,  and  so  forth,  and  have 
spread  their  poison  perhaps  more  widespread  than  is  generally 
realized. 

The  Nazis  have  shrewdly  and  connivingly  obtained  the  co- 
operation of  these  and  many  other  organizations  for  the 
purpose  of  detracting  from  their  own  subversive  and  un- 
American  activities  by  their  continuous  anti-Jewish  and 
antilabor  attacks  in  charging  these  groups  as  leading  the 
communistic  movement  in  this  country.  They  have  sought 
by  these  means  to  throw  off  suspicion  from  themselves,  who 
constitute  the  real  "fifth  column"  in  our  country. 

I  hope  the  American  people  are  at  last  awake,  and  will 
not  permit  themselves  longer  to  be  fooled.  We  are  doing 
the  right  thing  in  preparing,  preparing  now.  against  any 
eventuality. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  concluding  I  wish  to  state  that  under  the 
rule  I  have  yielded  30  minutes  of  the  allotted  hour  to  the 
acting  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  (Mr.  Allen  J.  a  portion  of  which  time.  I 
presume,  will  be  given  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
MicHENERl.  also  a  member  of  the  committee,  and  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  (Mr.  Hoffman],  the  latter  whom.  I 
fear,  will  again  try  to  play  politics  with  this  extraordinarily 
important  legislation.  In  my  remarks  I  have  refrained  from 
partisanship  or  political  reference,  but.  knowing  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  and  others  as  I  do.  I  very  much  fear  they 
will  consume  the  time  yielded  to  them  in  finding  fault  and 
criticizing  the  rule,  the  administration,  and  the  President. 
Judging  from  the  letter  which  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
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[Mr.  HomcANl  sent  to  his  Republican  colleagues  a  few  days 
ago,  he  will  continue  to  abuse  the  President  without  Justifi- 
cation, acciislng  him  of  trying  to  Involve  us  in  war  as  well 
as  charging  that  he  is  responsible  for  all  the  ills  of  the  coun- 
try, real  or  imaginary. 

Mr.  Speakec^  I  imagine  the  opposition  will  follow  the  gen- 
tleman from  Oeorgia  I  Mr.  Cox],  who  seems  to  take  great 
delight  at  all  times  in  opposing  the  President  and  the  Demo- 
cratic majority  and  in  arguing  that  Congress  remain  in  ses- 
sion. This  daily  argument  on  the  part  of  a  few  Members, 
like  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  (Mrs.  Rogers! 
and  the  gentlemen  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  Schater  and  Mr. 
BoLLEsJ  and  other  Wisconsin  Members  is  purely  pobtlcaL 
Ninety-eight  percent  of  the  membership  knows  that  the  coun- 
try has  greater  confidence  in  the  President  than  they  have 
in  Congress  and  therefore  I  hope  those  Members  who  in  these 
unprecedented  times  try  to  iday  politics  will  desist  and  hence- 
forth work  in  harmony  with  the  admlnistraUon  for  the  best 
Interest  of  our  country. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  such 

time  as  I  desire. 

The  chairman  of  the  ComnJttee  on  Rules  has  greatly 
emphasized  about  the  four  members  of  the  Rules  Conwnltt^e 
going  along  with  this  gag  rule.  I  have  been  In  Congress 
about  8  years,  and  we  all  know  that  the  Republicans  have 
fought  gag  rules  continually,  and  we  also  know  that  when 
the  White  House  sends  over  a  bill  and  orders  a  gag  rule 
that  it  always  goes  through.  Unfortunately  we  have  a  New 
Deal  Congress  that  jumps  through  the  hoop. 

First,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  congratulate  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  for  bringing  in  a  Ux  bill.  For  10  long 
years  we  have  fearfully  seen  our  outgo  greatly  exceed  our 
Income.  We  have  witnessed  our  national  debt  increase  from 
approximately  $16,000,000,000  to  over  $45,000,000,000.  Many 
Of  us  felt  that  such  a  procedure  could  not  go  on  indefinitely. 
Many  of  us  felt  that  a  critical  time  would  arrive  when  it 
would  be  paramount  that  our  financial  house  be  In  order. 

nu  CBinCAI.  TXMX   HAS   ABUVXD 

Mr.  Speaker,  many  outstanding  economists  in  the  country 
do  not  believe  that  our  financial  house  is  in  order.  I  would 
say  here  and  now.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  along  with  a  strong 
Army  and  Navy  it  is  important  that  in  order  to  be  adequately 
prepared  that  a  nation's  credit  be  sound  and  stable.  Per- 
sonally I  would  have  liked  very  much  to  have  had  this 
measure  raise  double  the  amount  in  revenue.  Before  long 
all  of  you  will  see  the  importance  of  this  statement. 

This  is  a  closed  rule  and  all  points  of  order  are  waived. 
The  only  one  that  can  offer  amendments  is  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  and  I  doubt  very  much  if  that  committee 
will  do  so.  This  biU  has  been  drafted  In  a  hurry.  Un- 
doubtedly there  are  Members  cf  this  body  who  would  Uke 
to  offer  amendments.  We  can  talk  here  for  6  hours  and 
then  do  nothing  aljout  it,  regardless  of  any  discrimination 
against  our  constituents.  Several  Members  appeared  before 
the  Rules  Committee  urging  more  consideration  for  the  to- 
bacco growers.  They  contended  that  this  additional  tax  on 
tobacco  growers  would  be  disastrous  to  them.  They  stated 
without  contradiction  that  the  American  tobacco  grower 
relied  upon  60  percent  of  his  product  to  be  exported. 
Since  the  war  the  export  market  on  tobacco  has  been  totally 
lost.  The  tobacco  grower  has  reduced  his  acreage  from  11.- 
000,000  to  6.000.000  acres.  Still  this  bill  puts  an  increase  in 
taxes  of  16%  percent.  Personally  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  tobacco  grower  can  stand  this  increase,  but  I  do  feel  as  if 
the  Members  of  this  body  who  represent  the  tobacco  growers 
should  have  the  opportimity  of  being  heard. 

Another  item  where  many  of  us  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  being  heard  is  the  additional  tax  on  nonbeverage 
alcohol.  Alcohol  used  in  the  manufacturing  of  extracts,  and 
80  forth.  At  the  present  time  there  is  a  large  tax.  This  bUl 
provides  an  additional  increase.  We  must  not  forget  that 
this  is  going  to  be  a  large  burden  on  the  housewives  who  are 
purchasing  extracts,  and  so  forth,  for  household  consumption. 

It  seems  strange  to  me  that  we  should  be  comijelled  to 
rush  this  measure  designed  to  raise  over  $5,000,000,000  In 


additional  revenue  the  next  5  jreors  In  «uch  a  hurried  manner. 
The  hearings  on  this  tax  bill  have  been  printed  but  an  hour. 
Undoubtedly  the  reason  for  this  rush  being  that  Mr.  Roose- 
velt is  anxious  that  we  adjourn,  leaving  everything  to  him. 
But  I  want  to  emphasize,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  American  people  want  ixs  to  remain  here  in  ses- 
sion. They  want  us  to  remain  at  our  posts.  After  all,  this 
is  where  we  belong. 

What  does  this  bill  provide?  Under  Utle  1  of  this  bill  It  is 
Intended  to  raise  three  hundred  and  twenty-two  additional 
millions  of  dollars.  This  part  of  the  bill  is  permanent  legis- 
lation. It  Is  intended  to  keep  this  Increase  indefinitely.  It 
deals  with  a  general  increase  of  our  income-tax  laws.  It 
provides  for  an  additional  7,000,000  inc(Hne-tax  payers  by 
lowering  the  base  on  single  persons  from  $1,000  to  $800;  by 
lowering  the  base  on  married  persons  from  $2,500  to  $2,000. 

Title  2  deals  with  additional  excise  taxes.  Title  2  is  in- 
tended to  raise  six  hundred  and  eighty-two  millions  additional 
taxes  annually.  While  additional  taxes  under  title  1  are 
permanent,  additional  taxes  under  section  2  are  for  a  period 
of  5  years.  The  additional  taxes  under  title  2  is  to  be  used  to 
pay  off  the  bonds  to  be  issued  under  title  3. 

Title  3  provides  for  a  $4,000,000,000  increase  in  our  national- 
debt  limitation.  If  this  bill  is  passed,  our  national-debt  limi- 
tation will  be  Increased  to  $49,000,000,000. 

In  conclusion  let  me  say,  Mr,  Speaker,  that  I  am  very  sorry 
that  this  administration  has  rushed  this  bill  through.  In 
doing  so  they  had  but  one  purpose  in  mind  and  that  is  to 
adjourn.  I  reiterate  that  it  is  the  honest  belief  of  the  great 
majority  of  our  people  that  we  remain  here  to  legislate— 
legislate  for  our  domestic  problems,  as  well  as  European  war 
problems.  With  10,000,000  men  and  women  walking  the 
streets  looking  for  work  they  cannot  find,  with  millions  of 
our  young  people  graduating  from  colleges  and  high  schools 
unable  to  find  jobs,  with  our  cotton,  tobacco,  corn,  and  other 
markets  lost,  with  agricultural  prices  way  below  parity  prices, 
It  is  extremely  important  that  we  remain  here  honestly  at- 
tempting to  save  our  Nation  from  its  present  chaotic  condi- 
tion. Our  Nation  in  the  past  has  been  confronted  with 
serious  problems.  Past  Congresses  remained  on  the  Job  and 
overcame  the  many  problems.  Let  us  do  the  same.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Did  I  understand  the  gentleman  to  say 
that  the  supertax  called  for  tmder  title  2  will  be  tised  in  a 
special  manner  for  the  purpose  of  liquidating  the  $4,000,- 
000,000  worth  of  bonds  set  forth  under  section  302  of  title  3 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  That  is  correct;  $682,000,000  is 
nothing  but  a  tax  for  5  years.  Under  title  1  these  are  per- 
manent taxes  which  will  go  on  indefinitely.  Under  title  2 
that  $682,000,000  additional  taxes  will  go  on  for  5  years  to 
offset  the  $4,000,000,000  of  Ixjnds  that  will  be  issued  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  increase  our  national -debt 
limitation  from  $45,000,000,000  to  $49,000,000,000. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  But  the  bill  does  not  in  any  way  place 
any  restriction  on  the  $4,000,000,000  Insofar  as  disbursements 
made  by  the  Treasury  are  concerned? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  It  merely  states  that  the  $4,000,- 
000,000  shall  be  used  for  national -defense  purposes.  Through 
the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  It  may  be 
used  perhaps  to  build  C.  C.  C.  camps.  Who  determines  what 
the  money  will  be  used  for  has  never  been  explained  in  the 
committee  or  in  the  Rules  Committee. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Is  there  anything  in  the  bill  which  im- 
poses upon  the  Treasury  the  obligation  to  keep  this  $4,000,- 
000.000  of  new  funds  from  being  commingled  with  the  gen- 
eral funds  of  the  Treasury?  In  other  words,  do  the  proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  the  $4,000,000,000  worth  of  bonds  enter  the 
general  funds  of  the  Treasury,  and  then  it  is  left  up  to  the 
Treasurer  to  use  his  discretion  as  to  how  the  four  billion  shall 
be  spent? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  It  is  supposed  to  be  used  for  na- 
tional-defense purposes.     But,  unfortunately,  the  Treasury 
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runs  two  sets  of  books.  It  has  never  been  fully  explained.  I 
hope  it  will  be  fulJy  explained  later — the  limitation,  so  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  cannot  lise  it  for  a  lot  of  boon- 
doggling jobs. 

Mr.  BENDER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    Surely. 

Mr.  BENDER.  The  argument  has  been  advanced  by  speak- 
ers on  the  other  side  that  there  is  need  for  haste  because  of 
this  great  emergency.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  these  excise  taxes 
begin  as  of  June  30  and  the  income-tax  increase  begins  as  of 
January  1,  1941?  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  we  might  take  the  time 
between  now  and  the  first  of  the  month  to  discuss  these  excise 
taxes  instead  of  applying  the  gag  rule?  Certainly  that  would 
apply  with  reference  to  the  income  taxes  which  do  not  become 
effective  until  January  1. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  am  in  accord  with  the  gentleman's 
views. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  we  have  had  an  emer- 
gency ever  since  Mr.  Roosevelt  became  President,  that  this  is 
not  anything  new;  we  are  in  an  emergency  and  have  been 
In  this  emergency  ever  since  he  went  into  ofBce? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illmcis.  Well,  perhaps  the  purpose  is  to  keep 
the  people  in  a  hysterical  state  of  mind.  It  was  mentioned 
yesterday  before  the  Rules  Committee,  for  the  gentleman's 
Information,  that  we  have  an  unexpended  balance  of  many 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  for  national  defense.  Now 
they  come  in  and  ask  for  $4,000,000,000  more  when  many 
people  contend  we  do  not  have  the  facilities  to  build  five  or 
six  billion  dollars  worth  of  national-defense  implements 
within  the  next  9  or  10  months.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  MichenerI. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  regret  exceedingly  that  the 
chairman  of  our  Rules  Committee  saw  fit  to  inject  politico 
Into  this  otherwise  harmonious  occasion. 

Mr.  SABATH.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.    No;  I  do  not  yield. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  would  like  to  know  where  I  introduced 
politics. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  has  declined  to  yield. 
It  is  contrary  to  the  rules  for  any  Member  to  inject  remarks 
without  consent  of  the  Member  occupying  the  floor.  The 
gentleman  from  Michigan  is  rccogn  zed. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  true  that  the  Rules 
Committee  reported  this  rule  out  as  it  is,  but  you  mu5t  not 
forget  there  are  14  members  of  the  Rules  Committee.  10  of 
whom  are  of  the  party  in  power,  and  4  of  the  minority. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee  attempted  to  justify  this 
gag  rule  by  reciting  some  ancient  history.  He  cited  one  occa- 
sion where — more  than  20  years  ago — when  the  Republicans 
were  In  power,  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  did  ask  for  and 
bring  in  a  gag  rule.  If  we  want  to  go  back  to  the  days  of 
the  late  speaker.  Joe  Cannon,  or  the  early  days  of  our  late 
beloved  Champ  Clark  on  the  other  side,  we  will  find  some 
very,  very  arbitrary  action  was  taken.  But  this  is  not  the 
time  nor  the  place  to  discuss  those  matters.  This  country  is 
next  door  to  war.  This  is  no  time  to  encourage  partisan 
strife. 

Now.  what  kind  of  a  rule  is  this?  I  am  not  going  to  dis- 
cuss the  details  of  this  bill.  No  one  in  this  House  knows  much 
about  tliis  bill  unless  he  has  given  the  consideration  to  it 
that  has  been  given  by  members  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee. 

This  rule  makes  in  order  the  consideration  of  this  tax  bill. 
Now  let  us  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  it  was  not  necessary 
for  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  or  the  House  organiza- 
tion to  go  to  the  Rules  Committee  and  get  a  rule  at  all,  be- 
cause these  tax  bills  are  privileged  matters.  The  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  came  to  the  Rules  Committee  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  preventing  that  being  done  which  would 
have  been  done  under  the  general  rules  of  the  House. 
Under  the  rule  we  have  before  us,  the  House  is  permitted  to 
talk  for  6  hours  about  the  bill  which  we  are  later  to  vote 
upon.  At  the  end  of  the  6  hours'  talk  all  points  of  order  are 
i^v6d  against  the  bill.    The  rule  expressly  provides  that  the 
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bill  shall  not  be  read  for  consideration.  Then  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  may  offer  such  amendments  as  a  major- 
ity—not political — of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  may 
determine.  If  the  committee  determines  not  to  offer  any 
amendments  to  the  bill,  there  will  be  no  amendments, 
amendments  by  the  Members  are  not  permitted,  and  forth- 
with there  will  be  a  vote  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

You  could  not  get  a  much  more  severe  rule  than  that. 
I  realize  that  it  is  almost  impossible  to  write  a  tax  bill  hur- 
riedly on  the  floor  of  the  House  unless  there  is  some  restraint 
somewhere.  This  is  a  case  where  the  House  must  control 
itself  for  the  very  purpose  of  protecting  itself. 

Here  is  a  bill  that  is  presumed  to  raise  $1,004,000,000  in 
taxes,  and  under  this  rule  we  are  going  to  do  it  between  the 
time  we  assemble  here  this  morning  and  the  time  we  adjourn, 
without  even  reces.sing.  I  am  not  criticizing  that  if  it  is 
necessary,  but  watch  what  I  tell  you.  When  this  bill  goes 
over  to  the  Senate  sufficient  tim.e  will  be  taken  to  thoroughly 
discuss  it  and  consider  it.  I  say,  therefore,  possibly  there 
should  not  be  this  mad  rush.  Someone  has  said  that  a  stitch 
in  time  saves  nine.  I  believe  we  can  trust  the  House,  with- 
out gagging  its  Members.  I  am  sure  a  vast  majority  of  the 
House  wants  to  pass  a  tax  bill  that  will  pay  these  expenses 
as  we  go  along.  We  already  have  a  national  debt  of  approxi- 
mately $45,000,000,000,  and  this  bill  will  raise  that  limit  by 
$4,000,000,000,  so  that  when  this  bill  becomes  law  we  shall 
have  a  national  debt  of  $49,000,000,000. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  two  additional 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  If  the  Congress  is  In  favor  of  a  tax 
bill  that  will  pay  as  we  go  along,  and  I  believe  it  is.  I  believe 
I  am  speaking  for  the  Republican  side  of  the  aisle  when  I 
say  they  are  in  favor  of  a  tax  bill  to  meet  necessary  defense 
requirements.  I  do  not  know  why  the  House  should  not  be 
trusted,  even  though  it  takes  more  than  the  time  between 
£uns  to  place  upon  the  tjacks  of  the  American  people  an  addi- 
tional $1,004,000,000.  Better  be  right  than  sorry.  A  little 
deliberation  will  be  good  for  all  of  us,  as  well  as  for  the  legis- 
lation In  which  we  are  so  interested. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  the 
House  whether  or  not  this  bill  carries  any  provision  for  a  tax 
upon  the  profits  made  by  the  munitions  manufacturers? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  context 
or  the  merits  of  the  bill.  That  can  only  be  intelligently 
discussed  by  the  Members  who  are  familiar  with  all  of  its 
details. 

Mr.  CARLSON.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas, 
a  memt)er  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  believe  the  gentleman  stated  it  as  his 
impression  that  this  side  of  the  House  favored  a  pay-as-you- 
go  tax  plan.  The  gentleman  does  not  mean  that  this  bill 
will  balance  the  Budget  in  any  way. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Oh.  no.  This  is  but  a  mere  drop  in 
the  bucket.  Listen.  I  fear  that  we  are  going  to  be  called 
upon  within  the  next  few  months  not  only  to  appropriate 
billions  of  dollars,  but  we  are  going  to  be  called  upon  to 
levy  additional  billions' of  taxes.  This  bill  at  best  is  but 
a  mere  drop  in  the  bucket.  I  do  not  think  we  have  time 
now  to  give  thorough  and  general  consideration  to  the  entire 
tax  question  because  conditions  are  so  abnormal  In  the 
country  that  we  cannot  properly  deal  with  the  tax  prob- 
lem.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  is  submitted  in  compliance  with  the 
President's  message  of  May  16,  1940.  The  four  primary 
piu-poses,  for  which  the  additional  appropriation  is  to  be 
used,  are: 

First.  To  prociu-e  the  essential  equipment  of  all  kinds  for 
a  larger  and  thoroughly  rounded-out  Army; 

Second.  To  replace  or  modernize  all  old  Army  and  Navy 
equipment  with  the  latest  type  of  equipment; 
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Third.  To  Increase  production  facilities  for  everjrthing 
needed  for  the  Army  and  Navy  for  national  defense.  We 
require  the  abihty  to  tiun  out  quickly  infinitely  greater 
supplies; 

Fourth.  To  speed  up  to  a  24-hour  basis  all  new  contracts 
to  be  awarded. 

The  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  tells  us  that  this  bill, 
if  enacted,  will  srield  $1,004,000,000  in  additional  revenue; 
that  is.  it  will  take  $1,004,000,000  more  money  out  of  the 
pockets  of  our  taxpayers,  and  invest  that  amount  in  addi- 
tional national  defense.  In  addition,  this  proposed  new  law 
authorizes  the  administration  to  increase  by  $4,000,000,000 
the  authorized  national  debt  of  $45,000,000,000.  These  sums 
are  stupendous  and  staggering,  yet  I  believe  they  are  not 
hopeless.  They  can  be  paid  by  the  American  taxpayers  if 
the  taxpayers  are  ready  to  tighten  up  their  belts,  make 
concessions,  sacrifices,  and  more  sacrifices.  We  have  never 
contem.plated  such  a  heavy  burden  on  the  backs^  of  the 
American  taxpayers,  and  only  dire  necessity  can  justify  the 
action  of  the  Congress  in  passing  this  legislation.  The 
President  tells  us  that  the  situation  Is  acute,  that  our  na- 
tional defense  must  be  repaired,  and  I  am  sure  that  the 
American  people  will  never  quibble  about  personal  sacrifices 
if  our  national  existence  and  the  American  way  of  life  are 
at  stake.  It  is  this  attitude  that  prompts  me,  and  I  am 
sure  many  other  Members  of  Congress,  in  acceding  to  the 
passage  of  this  enormous  additional  tax  bill. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  advised  that  our  national  existence 
is  at  stake  and  that  our  national  defense  has  been  permitted 
to  lag  to  such  an  extent  that  our  people  are  faced  with  one 
of  two  dilemmas:  Either  the  possibility  of  our  subjugation 
by  the  mad  men  now  destroying  Europe,  or  repairing  as 
quickly  as  we  can  our  national  defense,  which  means  addi- 
tional taxes  placed  upon  the  backs  of  our  people.  It  seems 
to  me  that  there  is  no  choice  if  we  are  to  survive  as  a  Na- 
tion. The  time  has  arrived  when  we  must  act  as  a  Congress, 
as  representatives  of  all  the  people,  regardless  of  our  polit- 
ical affiliations  and  possibly  general  political  and  economic 
differences  of  opinion.  Regardless  of  our  politics,  if  our 
country  is  to  endure,  we  must  stand  or  fall  together.  Par- 
tisan political  differences  should  never,  and  will  not,  divide 
our  people  in  the  hour  of  our  national  peril. 

No  one  will  contend  that  this  tax  bill  is  well  thought  out, 
scientific,  or  possibly  equitable  to  all  of  our  people.  I  take 
it  to  be  a  hasty  putting  together  of  parts  of  our  present  tax 
law  which  will  raise  the  amount  of  money  required  with  the 
most  certainty  and  with  the  least  Interference  with  the  fun- 
damental purposes  of  otir  Government.  No  one  likes  to  pay 
taxes  or  have  his  taxes  increased,  yet  without  these  taxes  the 
blessings  of  liberty  and  good  government  which  we  enjoy 
would  not  be  ours, 

I  do  not  believe  that  this  is  the  time  or  the  hour  to  at- 
tempt to  write  an  equitable  general  tax  law  for  normal  times 
and  purposes.  These  are  extraordinary  times.  Indeed,  it 
might  be  said  that  these  are  extreme  times.  To  quibble  about 
the  equities  and  differences  in  these  proposed  taxes  Is  to 
trifle  with  the  national  defense  and  automatically  with  our 
national  safety  and  our  security  as  a  Republic. 

Now  I  do  not  like  some  of  these  tax  increases.  No  one 
likes  additional  taxes  and  they  are  always  very  unpopular 
with  the  people  who  must  pay  them.  It  does  seem  to  me, 
however,  that  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  is  to  be  com- 
mended in  placing  these  additional  and  temporary  burdens 
on  the  consumers  of  cigarettes,  whisky,  beer,  and  other  things 
which  the  majority  of  our  people  can,  if  necessary,  get  along 
without.  It  is  much  better  to  place  these  taxes  where  these 
are  placed  rather  than  on  the  necessities  of  life. 

No  Member  of  Congress  likes  to  vote  for  any  bill  that 
Increases  taxes,  especially  just  before  an  election  and.  by 
the  same  token,  none  of  the  groups  wants  additional  taxes 
placed  on  Its  particular  group  at  any  time  for  any  purpose. 
This  whole  task  is  most  impleasant.  yet  I  am  siire  that  our 
people  appreciate  the  type  of  government  under  which  they 
live,  and  if  we  are  to  maintain  free  America,  with  its  free 
institutions,  our  democratic  form  of  government  must  ef- 
fectively operate  so  that  our  purposes  may  be  obtained. 
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Under  a  dictatorship  there  would  be  no  quibbling,  no  argu- 
ment, just  a  decree  from  the  dictator,  and  that  is  all  there 
would  be  to  it.  If  additional  taxes  are  placed  upon  our 
people,  they  are  placed  there  by  the  representatives  of  the 
people  themselves,  and  who  must  answer  to  the  people,  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  patriotism  of  our  people  and  their 
belief  in  our  form  of  government  is  unquestioned. 

Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  like  to  vote  for  additional  taxes 
any  more  than  my  constituents  like  to  pay  additional  taxes. 
There  are  times,  however,  when  the  duty  of  voting  addi- 
tional taxes  falls  upon  my  shoulders  and  the  duty  of  pay- 
ing those  taxes  falls  up>on  my  constituents.  I  would  not  be 
fit  to  be  a  Member  of  Congress  If  I  did  not  have  the 
courage  to  meet  this  situatln  when  It  arises.  These  are 
not  bright  days  for  our  Republic.  There  are  many  clouds 
ahead.  Our  people  expect  us  to  act  without  political  part- 
isanship, and  I  am  sure  that  they  want  us  to  do  that  which 
we  believe  is  best  suited  to  retain  the  form  of  government 
we  have  enjoyed  down  through  the  years.  These  good 
things  require  sacrifices  when  the  occasion  arises.  What  Is 
taking  place  in  Europe  and  the  news  that  reaches  us  at 
this  hour  must  convince  us  that  our  national  defense  is 
woefully  lacking,  and  that  we  are  confronted  with  facts 
today  and  not  with  theories.  The  enemies  to  our  form  of 
government  are  dominating  throughout  the  world.  They 
are  not  yet  at  our  gate,  and  we  hope  they  never  will  be. 
However,  discretion  is  the  better  pent  of  valor,  and  I  am 
thoroughly  convinced  that  we  should  not  neglect  our  na- 
tional defense.  "The  Chief  Executive  has  called  the  warning 
and  we  had  better  be  safe  than  sorry,  even  though  addi- 
tional defenses  means  additional  sacrifices  on  the  part  of  our 
people.  The  country  which  we  enjoy  is  our  heritage.  That 
means  that  it  is  ours  to  enjoy,  ovu^  to  preserve,  and  ours  to 
protect,  and  we  would  be  falling  short  of  our  duty  if  we 
did  not  heed  the  warning  and  raise  whatever  taxes  are 
necessary  to  guarantee  the  American  way  of  life. 

Under  no  condition  would  I  vote  for  this  additional  taxa- 
tion if  I  did  not  feel  that  danger  is  imminent  and  that 
the  exigencies  of  the  hour  require  courage  on  the  part  of 
the  Congress.  We  are  the  representatives  of  the  people 
back  home.  The  type  of  government  under  which  we  live, 
prosper,  and  enjoy  the  blessings  of  liberty  may  be  hanging 
In  the  balance.  Our  constituents  demand  that  we  take  no 
chances.  The  passage  of  this  bill  is  not  a  step  toward 
war,  but  Is  an  additional  guaranty  against  war. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  11  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman], 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a^k  to  be  notified  when 
5  minutes  has  elapsed. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  endeavor  to  notify  the 
gentleman. 

KNOW  THS  TRtTTH   AND  COUNT  THI  COST 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the  day  when,  at 
Chicago,  he  expressed  the  thought  that  the  United  States 
should  quarantine  "aggressor  nations."  down  to  the  present 
moment,  the  President  has  followed  a  course  the  natural 
result  of  which  was  to  involve  us  in  the  present  World  War. 

He  began  with  the  assumption  that  our  safety  depended 
upon  a  victory  by  England  and  France  over  Germany  and 
her  allies.  He  assimied  that  Germany  was  our  enemy;  that 
we  had  a  quarrel  with  her.  He  assiuned  that  if  she  won 
the  war.  her  next  step  would  be  to  make  war  upon  us.  By 
skillful  propaganda  and  with  the  aid  of  those  who,  because 
of  their  age,  their  physical  condition,  or  for  some  other 
reason,  never  could  be  called  upon  to  fight  our  battles,  the 
American  people  were  led  to  believe  that-our  national  safety 
depended  upon  a  continuation  of  the  present  governments  of 
Prance  and  England,  their  victory  in  this  war.  If  the  Presi- 
dent had  reason  for  this  belief;  if  he  had  facts  to  liack  his 
contention — and  it  may  be  that  he  had  and  has — he  never 
has  taken  the  American  people  Into  his  confidence  and  laid 
before  them  the  facts  to  justify  his  belief.  He  has  kept 
them  in  ignorance  of  facts  which,  as  a  self -governing  people, 
it  was  their  right  to  know. 
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His  utterances  Rave  birth  to  the  idea  that  our  frontier  was 
on  the  Rhine;  that  in  no  way.  other  than  by  iparticipation  in 
the  present  conflict,  could  we  preserve  our  liberties. 

BInowing  that  the  American  people  were  bitterly  opposed 
to  again  sending  American  boys  and  men  across  the  seas,  he 
skillfully  has  sought  to  create  in  cur  minds  the  fear  of  for- 
eign invasion;  the  conviction  that.  If  and  when  Germany 
won.  her  submarines  and  warships  would  be  destroying  our 
harbors  and  shipping,  her  bombers  blasting  not  only  our 
seaboard  but  the  cities  and  towns  of  the  Interior. 

He  strenuously  tried  to  create  in  the  minds  of  oiu-  people 
the  thought  that,  to  meet  this  danger  most  eflectively,  we 
must  take  part  actively  in  the  present  war. 

Time  and  again  he  and  those  connected  with  his  adminis- 
tration have  made  statements,  committed  acts,  which  were 
provocative  in  their  nature,  an  invitation  to  retaliation. 

I  have  nothing  to  say  in  defense  of  any  foreign  ruler  or 
any  foreign  aggressor.  I  am  only  calling  your  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  President,  from  the  time  of  his  Chicago 
speech  right  down  to  the  present  day.  has  done  just  about  all 
any  man  could  do  to  get  us  into  war.     [Applause.] 

In  spite  of  the  fact  that  we  were  parties  to  article  6, 
adopted  at  The  Hague  Convention,  and  which  provided  that — 

The  supply.  In  any  manner,  directly  or  Indirectly,  by  a  neutral 
power  to  a  belligerent  power,  of  warships,  ammunition,  or  war  ma- 
terials of  any  kind  whatever  Is  forbidden. 

We  as  a  nation  have  acted  directly  contrary  thereto.  The 
natural  result  of  our  acts  in  that  respect  and  of  his  assaults 
on  other  nations  and  rulers  has  been  to  Increase  the  animos- 
ity held  by  those  who  have  reason  to  hate  us  and  to  create  in 
them  a  desire  to  seek  revenge. 

Last  night,  throwing  aside  all  pretense  of  neutrality,  the 
President  accused  Italy  of  stabbing  Prance  and  England  in 
the  back — certainly  not  a  statement  either  intended  to  keep, 
or  conducive  to  keeping,  us  out  of  the  war. 

He  followed  that  by  advising  Italy  and  Germany  that  the 
resources  of  our  country  would  be  thrown  against  them. 

Apparently  the  only  reason  the  President  did  not  last  night 
declare  war  was  because  the  Constitution  does  not  give  him 
the  authority  and  l)ecause  he  thinks  that  he  can  Just  as 
effectively  get  xis  into  the  war  by  doing  acts  which  will  force 
Italy  and  Germany,  if  they  would  retain  their  self-respect,  to 
attack  us. 

He  takes  the  position  of  the  man  who  Insists  that  there  be 
a  fight,  yet  desires  to  have  It  appear  that  the  other  man  is 
the  aggressor.  He  wants  it  to  appear  that  he  is  acting  in 
self-defense.  He  refuses  to  strike  the  first  blow  but,  by 
taimts  and  by  insults,  provokes  his  adversary  to  begin  the 
battle.    That,  in  brief,  is  Roosevelt's  present  position. 

It  should  be  remembered  that,  so  far,  Germany  has  made 
no  demands  of  any  kind  upon  us;  that  she  has  in  no  place 
set  foot  upon  our  soil;  that  she  has  not  destroyed  any  of  oiu* 
ships. 

It  should  be  known  that,  if  we  now.  as  the  President  said 
he  would  do.  throw  all  our  resources  on  the  side  of  the  Allies, 
and  later,  if  their  need  demands,  send  our  men,  the  war  will 
come  not  because  of  anything  that  Germany  has  done  or  is 
doing  to  us,  but  because  of  what  she  has  done  to  France  and 
to  England  and  because  the  President  has  insisted  that  we 
take  an  active  part  in  the  conflict. 

If  we  go  to  war,  it  will  be  because  again,  as  once  before, 
we  are  wilUng  to  fight  "to  make  the  world  safe  for  democ- 
racy." If  that  be  the  judgment  of  our  people  and  they  are 
wilUng  to  make  the  necessary  sacrifices,  that  is  their  right. 
But  it  is  not  the  right  of  the  President  to  usurp  the  functions 
of  the  people's  representatives  and  by  his  acts  and  words 
force  us  into  the  war. 

ABE  WC  mXAOTT 

Not  only  would  the  President  force  us  into  war,  but  he  would 
force  us  into  a  war  for  which  we  are  in  no  way  prepared. 

Itie  President's  own  statements  are  evidence  of  the  fact 
that  we  are  not  prepared  to  successfully  defend  our  own 
shores  from  Invasion  by  a  foreign  aggressor.  How,  then,  can 
it  be  said  that  we  are  prepared  to  wage  a  winning  war  by 
«epd<"g  our  inadequate  weapons  3,000  miles  across  the  sea? 


Although  the  President  has  been  given  fabulous  sums  to 
prepare  our  Nation  for  defense,  he  has.  according  to  his  own 
statement,  failed  in  that  task. 

We  have  not.  according  to  his  sUtements,  the  means  at 
hand  to  successfuUy  defend  ourselves.  His  belief  In  this  Is 
shown  in  his  recent  messages  to  Congress  in  which  he  asked 
for  the  con-struction  of  50,000  aircraft,  for  billions  upon  bU- 
lions  of  dollars,  for  motor  transportation,  ordnance,  muni- 
tions, warships,  coast  defenses. 

One  would  think  that  if  our  country  is  in  such  great  danger 
that  it  needs  all  these  things  to  preserve  its  life,  caution  and 
prudence  would  dictate  a  course  which  would  insiure  our 
safety,  rather  than  the  sending  of  our  materiel  and  later  our 
men  to  destinations  where  the  result  is  far  more  uncertain. 

Many,  many  times  in  the  past  has  the  President  been  mis- 
taken in  his  experiments.  This  latest  idea  of  his  of  defend- 
ing America  by  sending  her  resources  and  her  men  to  meet 
Italy  and  Germany  on  the  centuries-old  iMttlefields  of  Europe 
gives  less  promise  of  success  than  did  his  other  many  experi- 
ments, which  have  failed  so  disastrously  here  at  home. 

SOMX    RC\SONS    rOB    OVK    UNPREPASSDmSS 

Not  only  are  we  lacking  in  trained  men  and.  what  Is  equally 
important  in  modem  warfare — in  modem  ordnance,  aircraft, 
and  transportation — but  we  are  lacking  in  the  industrial 
organization  to  supply  the  materials  of  war  In  adequate 
quantities. 

Manpower  we  have,  and  for  old-time  warfare  they  might 
be  quickly  trained.  Unfortimately.  the  President,  while  af- 
fecting to  despise  the  horse  and  buggy  days,  which,  after  all, 
met  and  successfully  solved  the  problems  of  those  days.  Is 
still  using  "horse  and  buggy"  wartime  methods  while  we  are 
now  confronted  with  mechanized  destruction. 

Not  only  are  we  lacking  in  the  industrial  organization  and 
facilities  to  supply  the  materiel  needed  for  our  defense,  but 
the  President  and  those  who  surround  him  and  advise  him, 
by  their  friendship  for  and  their  encouragement  of  those 
carrying  on  subversive  activities,  have  rendered  it  question- 
able whether  we.  too,  if  war  came,  would  not  find  ourselves 
in  the  same  position  that  confronted  England  and  France 
when  came  their  hour  of  need. 

Just  a  few  days  ago.  the  President  told  us  that,  notwith- 
standing the  great  danger  which  confronted  us,  none  of 
his  cherished  so-called  social  legislation  must  be  touched  or 
changed. 

The  President,  if  he  knows  ansrthing  at  all,  must  know 
that  America  cannot  adequately  prepare  for  war  unless  our 
Nation  is  united;  unless  all  are  working  toward  one  end. 
He  knows  that  industry  cannot  produce  the  things  which 
are  vital  for  our  safety  if  so-called  labor  leaders  or  subversive 
elements  in  industry,  under  whatever  name  they  may  act, 
are  permitted  to  stop  or  to  slow  down  production  by  de- 
mands for  shorter  hours  and  higher  wages. 

He  has  l)efore  him  the  example  of  how  Hitler  prepared 
to  carry  conquest  over  all  of  western  Europe  by  bending 
every  energy  of  his  people  toward  production. 

We  need  not.  here  in  America,  the  threat  of  prison,  of 
execution,  to  obtain  production.  American  workers,  believ- 
ing in  their  country,  cherishing  their  freedom  and  their  in- 
dependence, are  willing  to  give  of  their  time  and  their 
energy,  without  thought  of  additional  gain  or  profit,  to  the 
limit  of  their  ability,  if  they  are  permitted  to  do  so. 

It  is  only  because  of  the  activities  of  the  so-called  "fifth 
colimin."  to  many  of  whom  the  President  and  his  supporters 
have  given  encouragement,  that  we  find  the  discord  which 
still  exists  between  employee  and  employer. 

The  President  last  night  in  substance  said  that  those  who 
believed  in  isolation  were  ridiculous  in  holding  to  that  belief, 
that  this  country  of  ours  could  not  be  an  island  in  the  sea. 

For  many  long  years  America  has  been  an  island,  an 
island  where  the  workingman  fared  better  than  any  other 
place  In  the  world,  where  men  were  free  to  worship,  where 
we  had  prosperity,  an  opportunity  for  education,  and  where 
we  had  liberty,  and  freedom  of  speech  and  of  the  press,  and 
I  know  of  no  reason  why.  if  we  can  defend  ourselves  at  aU, 
we  cannot  better  accomplish  that  task  here  at  home  instead 
of  dissipating  our  forces  abroad. 
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A  STAB  nf  THI  BACK 

Tlie  President  last  night  charged  that  Italy  had  stabbed  her 
neighbor  in  the  back. 

A  stab  in  the  back  Is  one  of  the  most  cowardly  forms  of 
assassination — of  warfare. 

A  stab  in  the  back?  Who  stabbed  the  American  taxpayer 
In  the  back  by  leading  the  Nation  to  spend  twice  its  income? 
By  using  money  set  aside  to  relieve  distress  and  misery  and 
suffering  for  political  corruption?  By  wasting  millions  of 
dollars  on  useless,  impractical  projects?  By  permitting  the 
stealing  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  by  high  officials? 

A  stab  in  the  back?  If  the  President  knew  that  we  must 
get  ready  to  meet  an  adversary  at  the  end  of  this  World  War, 
knowing  that  this  was  a  war  different  than  the  wars  of  the 
past;  that,  as  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Collins]  yesterday,  this  would  be  a  war  waged  with  mecha- 
nized equipment .  why  has  he  not  prepared  the  Nation  for  that 
kind  of  warfare? 

A  stab  in  the  back?  Who  is  it  that  has  held  up  to  ridicule, 
who  Is  it  that  has  berated  businessmen,  and  who  is  it  that  has 
Induced  the  people  to  believe  that  the  businessmen  and  the 
industrialists  of  this  country,  the  men  upon  whose  abihty, 
resources,  and  facilities  we  must  now  depend  for  production, 
were  unpatriotic?  That  they  were  greedy?  That  they  were 
selfish?    That  they  were  public  enemies? 

A  stab  in  the  back?  Who  is  it  that  has  taught  the  Amer- 
ican people,  or  who  has  tried  to  teach  the  American  people, 
and  I  hope  to  God  he  has  not  succeeded,  that  they  need  not 
work,  that  they  need  not  save,  that  thrift  is  out  of  date,  that 
they  could  look  to  the  Government  to  take  care  of  them? 
Who  is  it  that  has  attempted  to  destroy  the  spirit  of  initiative, 
of  independence,  of  our  people? 

In  Prance  and  England  men  were  not  willing  to  work  with- 
out a  shortening  of  hours  and  an  increase  in  wages.  That 
statement  cannot  bs  made  of  the  workingmen  of  this  country. 
Oh.  no.  Our  workingman  is  patriotic.  For  home,  fireside, 
and  God  he  is  willing  to  fight.  He  is  willing  to  work  not  40 
hours  a  week  but  all  the  time  that  may  be  necessary.  But  he 
has  leaders  who  find  help  and  aid  in  the  shadow  of  the  White 
House,  who  try  to  teach  him  that  he  has  the  right  to  hinder 
our  production  program;  that  he  has  the  right  to  quit  work 
on  American  battleships  and  on  engines  for  airplanes  and  let 
our  factories  stand  idle.  To  lend  support  to  that  thought  the 
President  says  that  our  social  gains  must  not  be  sacrificed, 
even  to  a  preparedness  program. 

A  stab  In  the  back?  Why  is  it  that  today  we  find  ourselves 
without  trained  and  skilled  workers  in  those  industries  upon 
which  we  are  dependent  for  the  mass  production  of  our  weap- 
ons of  defense?  Is  it  because  these  in  authority  have  per- 
mitted the  leaders  of  certain  organizations  to  establish  rules 
and  regulations  which  have  prevented  the  training  of  ap- 
prentices? 

A  stab  in  the  back?  Why  is  it  that  today  manufacturers 
the  country  over  can  promise  to  meet  the  Government's  need 
only  if  they  are  freed  from  red  tape  and  the  restrictive  prac- 
tices of  so-called  labor  union  leaders,  which  prevent  or  slow 
down  production? 

A  stab  in  the  back?  Why  is  it  that  our  great  industrial 
plants,  second  to  none  in  the  world  In  productive  capacity,  in 
resources,  and  management,  will  be  unable  to  meet  the  Na- 
tion's need  unless  tliis  administration  loosens  its  throttling. 
Choking  grasp? 

A  stab  In  the  back?  It  would  be  hard  to  imagine  a  deeper, 
more  dangerous  wound  to  American  industry.  American  pro- 
duction, than  that  given  to  industry  when,  on  the  last  day  of 
December  1936.  without  Presidential  remonstrance,  armed 
forces  invaded  and  paraljrzed  a  great  motor  industry  in  Mich- 
igan. That  blow  struck  at  the  very  heart  of  our  national  de- 
fense, and  it  was  carried  on  by  a  friend  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  without  the  President's  disapproval. 

A  stab  in  the  back?  Our  great  industrial  plants  are  the 
foundations  upon  which  our  national  defense  must  rest. 
Who  by  his  silence  during  the  past  2  years  has  encouraged 
tlie  National  Labor  Relations  Board  in  its  unjust,  cowardly, 
and  un-Amer:can  and  all-too-successful  attempts  to  under- 
mine and  impair  the  usefulness  of  our  industrial  plants? 


A  stab  in  the  back.  I  ask  you  who  In  the  last  few  years 
and  in  the  last  few  months  has  given  shelter  to  representa- 
tives of  that  party  which  holds  that  otu"  Government  should 
be  overthrown  by  force;  that  party  which  teaches  that  reli- 
gion Is  a  fraud  and  that  there  is  no  God?  Who  has  been 
giving  encouragement  to  that  organization  by  extending 
hospitality  to  its  members,  by  giving  some  who  adhere  to 
lis  teachings  places  in  the  Federal  Government? 

A  stab  in  the  back?  A  sUb  in  the  back  to  our  form  of 
government?  Who  was  It  that  sought  to  destroy  the  power 
of  the  Supreme  Court  by  attacking  that  Court,  by  attempt- 
ing to  place  on  that  Court  men  who  would  do  his  bidding, 
and  finally  who,  because  of  the  death  of  some  of  its  mem- 
bers, has  been  able  to  place  on  that  Court  men  who  have 
how  declared,  not  once,  but  twice,  that  whatever  Congress 
may  do.  whatever  laws  it  may  make  here,  are  to  stand  re- 
gardless of  constitutional  provisions? 

Oh.  a  stab  In  the  back  at  our  form  of  government.  Who 
is  it  that  has  reduced  this  Congress  and  preceding  Con- 
gresses to  exercising  the  function  of  a  rubber  stamp?  Who 
is  it  that  has  made  the  Congress  subservient  to  the  will  of 
the  man  in  the  White  House? 

Who  is  it?  The  man  who  sits  down  there  today,  a  man 
who  would  drag  the  American  people  into  war.  It  is  not 
dollars  and  cents  that  will  be  lost;  it  is  not  the  fact  that 
to  meet  this  new  emergency,  to  meet  this  foreign  enemy, 
we  find  ourselves  now  at  the  bottom  of  the  financial  pit 
that  I  protest  on  this  occasion.  It  is  not  that  we  have 
ourselves  loaded  down  with  that  debt  which  will  be  a  mill- 
stone around  our  necks  in  any  war  that  may  come.  That 
is  not  the  point.  The  point  is  that  the  man  down  there  in 
the  White  House,  if  he  has  his  way,  will  send  hundreds  of 
thousands,  yes.  millions,  of  American  boys  across  the  sea 
to  die.    That  is  the  point. 

Talk  of  your  war  and  drag  us  In  if  you  will,  but  let  me 
tell  you  that  the  American  people,  while  they  are  willing  to 
fight  for  their  homes,  for  their  firesides,  for  their  Govern- 
ment, and  for  their  God,  are  not  willing  to  fight  so  that  that 
man  may  have  a  third  term  in  the  White  House.     1  Applause.] 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper]. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  ask  your  indulgence 
at  this  time  to  discuss  the  rule  now  under  consideration. 
Later  during  the  debate  on  the  bill  I  hope  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  discuss  that.  I  should  like  to  very  plainly  and 
simply  state  to  the  membership  of  the  House  the  reasons  why 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  in  the  exercise  of  its  discre- 
tion deemed  it  wise  and  appropriate  to  apply  to  the  Rules 
Committee  for  this  type  of  rule  for  the  consideration  of  the 
tax  bill  which  the  rule  makes  In  order. 

There  are  two  reasons  why  It  is  necessary  to  waive  points 
of  order  against  the  tax  bill.  In  order  to  technically  comply 
with  the  Ramseyer  rule  it  would  have  been  necessary  for 
us  to  include  the  entire  internal  revenue  code  in  our  com- 
mittee report  on  the  bill.  Certainly  nobody  wanted  to  go 
to  the  expense  of  printing  the  entire  internal-revenue  code 
in  the  report  on  this  bill. 

The  next  point  is  that  In  order  to  put  this  money  Into  a 
sinking  fund  to  provide  for  the  retirement  of  these  obliga- 
tions it  is  necessary  to  include  an  appropriation  In  the  bill 
to  place  the  money  in  that  fund.  Of  course,  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means  does  not  have  authority  under  the  rules 
of  the  House  to  report  bills  including  appropriations.  For 
these  two  reasons,  at  least,  it  was  necessary  to  ask  for  a  rule 
to  waive  points  of  order  against  the  bill,  in  order  to  meet  the 
situation  presented  by  a  strict  application  of  the  Ramseyer 
rule  and  in  order  to  place  this  money  in  the  sinking  fund. 

After  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  found  itself  in  a 
position  that  it  had  to  ask  that  points  of  order  be  waived, 
it  was,  of  course,  necessary  to  request  a  closed  rule  in  order 
to  be  able  to  protect  the  bill.  After  you  waive  all  points  of 
order  to  a  bill,  then  your  legislative  committee  having  charge 
of  the  consideration  of  the  bill  has  no  way  of  protecting  the 
bill  during  cmisideratlon  by  the  House.  After  all  points  of 
Older  have  been  waived,  any  amendment  that  anybody  might 
see  fit  to  offer  would  be  in  order.    We  could  not  make  a  point 
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of  order  against  anything  that  might  be  offered  in  the  way 
of  amendment.  Therefore  the  committee  felt  that  it  was 
entirely  appropriate  to  ask  the  Rules  Committee  to  grant  a 
nile  waiving  points  of  order  and  then  to  have  a  closed  rule 
to  order  to  protect  the  bill. 

One  other  point  in  this  connection:  The  bill  raises  $1,004,- 
000.000  in  revenue.    We  all  know  that   substantially  that 
amount  of  revenue  is  necessary  at  this  time.    If  the  bill  were 
open  for  amendment,  from  a  practical  standpoint,  what  might 
we  reasonably  expect?    Amendments  would  be  offered  to 
eliminate  certain  tax  items  provided  in  the  bill,  but  amend- 
ments of  that  type  never  include  a  provision  to  restore  the 
amount  of  money  that  would  be  lost  by  the  adoption  of  that 
particular  amendment.    If  amendments  of  that  type  should 
be  adopted,  it  would  naturally  result  In  a  loss  of  revenue.    If 
no  other  provisions  were  presented  to  raise  the  amount  of 
revenue  thereby  lost,  we  would  wind  up  with  a  bill  providing 
not  a  billion  dollars  in  revenue  but  no  telling  what  amount. 
Considering  the  emergency  that  now  faces  this  country, 
and  considering  the  situation  as  it  now  exists,  we  felt  that 
It  was  best  to  present  this  bill,  which  is  the  product  of  the 
efforts  of  the  entire  Ways  and  Means  Committee  without  any 
partisan   consideration   whatever.    Every   member   of   that 
committee  has  worked  diligently  and  faithfully,   day  and 
night,  to  try  to  present  this  bill.    It  is  the  best  that  we  could 
provide.    We  have  felt  that  it  is  necessary  to  raise  this 
amount  of  money,  and  the  only  way  to  protect  the  bill  is  to 
bring  it  in  under  this  type  of  rule. 

I  want  to  pay  tribute  to  my  minority  colleagues  on  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee,  those  who  served  on  the  subcommittee 
cf  which  I  have  the  honor  to  be  chairman,  and  on  the  fuU 
committee.  I  have  never  seen  a  finer  and  more  patriotic  spirit 
exhibited  by  any  group  of  men  than  was  shown  by  the  mmor- 
ity  members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  during  the 
consideration  of  this  bill.  The  necessity  of  raising  revenue 
to  provide  for  the  national  defense  of  this  country  is  a  great 
American  question.  It  is  one  that  far  transcends  any  party 
Imes  that  we  may  know  in  this  country.  All  the  members  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  accepted  that  responsibility 
In  that  fine,  patriotic  spirit. 

We  present  this  bill  to  you  as  a  product  of  the  best  effort 
your  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  can  exert.  We  believe 
the  adoption  of  this  type  of  rule,  for  the  reasons  I  have  en- 
deavored to  present  here  briefly,  is  necessary  to  protect  the 
bill  and  provide  the  revenue  that  everybody  knows  this  covm- 
try  needs  and  must  have  at  this  critical  time  in  its  history. 
I  Applause.] 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 
Mr.   COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman   from   South 

Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  How  much  Is  It  estimated  will 
be  required  annually  to  retire  the  $4,000,000,000  increase  in 

bonds?       

Mr.  COOPER.  Naturally,  if  you  are  going  to  retire  $4,000.- 
000.000  in  5  years  it  will  require  $800,000,000  a  year  to  retire 
the  principal  alone. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  What  will  be  the  excess  of 
tbe  estimated  returns  of  revenue  proposed  under  this  biU 
over  the  amount  necessary  for  retirement? 
■  Mr.  COOPER.  The  bill  is  estimated  to  produce  $1,004.- 
000  000.  It  will  require  $800,000,000  to  retire  the  principal  of 
the  bonds.  Of  course,  the  Interest  naturally  varies  because 
you  get  different  rates  at  different  times,  but  from  the  amount 
of  revenue  provided  in  this  bill  the  principal  of  the  $4,000.- 
000.000  will  be  repaid  In  5  years'  time,  and  we  believe  we 
have  a  reasonably  safe  margin  to  take  care  of  the  interest 
and  any  fluctuations  that  may  occur  with  respect  to  the 
actual  yield  of  the  tax  items  in  the  bill.  For  instance,  you 
levy  a  certain  tax.  It  is  estimated  to  jrield  so  much  revenue. 
There  may  be  some  variation  in  the  actual  amount  that  tax 
Item  will  yield  in  revenue.  We  believe  we  have  a  reasonable 
'  margin  of  safety,  which  we  think  prudence  and  ordinary 
business  discretion  would  prompt  us  to  have. 'and  that  the 
bill  as  a  whole  will  be  sufficient  to  retire  this  $4,000,000,000  of 
national-defense  obligations  in  5  years'  time,  take  care  of  the 
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interest  on  the  bonds,  and  meet  any  contingencies  that  may 
arise  by  reason  of  the  revenue  not  being  exactly  the  amount 
we  now  estimate  it  will  be. 

Mr  TREADWAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  genUeman  from  Massachu- 

setts 

Mr  TREADWAY.    In  connection  with  the  subject  brought 
up  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota,  is  it  not  also  a  fact 
that  a  good  deal  of  this  revenue— for  instance,  from  the  gift 
tax  and  the  inheritance  tax— will  not  come  into  the  Treasury 
promptly.    We  cannot  figure  when  it  will  be  received. 
Mr  COOPER.    The  gentleman  is  exactly  correct. 
Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 
Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
Mr.  ANDREWS.    May  I  ask  the  gentleman  which  of  the 
various  large  appropriation  bills  currently  before  us,  to  his    - 
optoion,  will  be  passed  and  approved  by  the  President  first? 
I  refer  to  the  relief  bill,  the  agricultural  appropriation  bUl, 
and  the  necessary  defense  appropriation  bills. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  do  not  know  that  I  clearly  comprehend 
the  gentleman's  question.  Certainly,  if  he  is  asking  me  in 
what  order  the  appropriaUon  bills  will  be  passed.  I  submit 
that  is  not  a  matter  I  can  answer, 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  am  getting  back  to  the  fact  that  there 
still  remain  to  be  approved  an  appropriation  bill  for  relief 
and  an  appropriation  bill  for  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture. For  myself.  I  cannot  see  why  this  tax  bill  should  be 
entirely  leaded  on  the  subject  of  national  defense.  Why 
does  not  the  committee  brmg  this  bill  to  for  what  it  is.  a 
deficit  tax? 

Mr.  COOPER.  No;  the  gentleman  is  not  accurate  on 
that.    The  money  is  for  national  defense. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Where  is  the  money  for  the  other  bills 
coming  from? 

Mr.  COOPER.  This  money  is  for  national  defense.  The 
estimates  show  that  we  will  need  $3,250,000,000  for  national 
defense  this  coming  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  The  earlier  estimates  did  show  that  we 
will  need  so  much  money  for  relief  and  so  much  money  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  The  money  all  comes  from 
the  same  source.  Why  should  the  brunt  of  the  tax  be 
shouldered  on  the  subject  of  national  defense? 

Mr.  COOPER.  All  the  revenue  provided  by  this  bill  is 
totended  for  national  defense. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Was  this  bill  drawn  by  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  or  by  department  officials? 

Mr.  COOPER.  It  was  drawn  by  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee,  every  provision  in  it,  as  have  other  bills  that 
have  been  presented  by  the  Wajrs  and  Means  Committee 
since  I  have  had  the  privilege  of  being  a  member.  (Ap- 
plause.! 

Mr.  SABATH.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  the  resolution. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  cf  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
by  raistog  revenue  and  Issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for 
paying  for  such  bonds  and  for  other  purposes. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  H.  R.  10039,  with  Mr.  Dxlanky  in  the 
chair. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  be  dispensed  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  30 
mtoutes. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  major  challenge  that 
is  often  hurled  against  democratic  nations  is  that  democra- 
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cies  are  too  cumbersome  and  too  unwieldy  to  function  in  great 
emergencies.  This  is  a  charge  that  is  frequently  heard. 
However,  I  am  sure  that  our  prompt  action  with  respect  to  the 
pending  bill  and  also  the  expeditious  action  taken  by  our 
President  and  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  will 
completely  refute  this  allegation.  It  will  not  only  completely 
refute  such  an  allegation,  but  will  eradicate  completely  from 
the  public  mind  any  such  impression,  and  assure  our  own 
people  and  convince  the  world  that  a  democracy  can  act  with 
amazing  promptness  and  complete  unanimity  in  a  great 
national  crisis.  I  am  persuaded  also  that  such  prompt 
action  on  our  part  and  the  part  of  cur  Government  will  t>e 
an  inspiration  to  free  men  everywhere  in  that  we  have 
demonstrated  to  the  world  that  a  democracy  can  function 
epeedily  and  efficiently  and  can  furnish  leadership  and  con- 
certed action  in  any  emergency  that  may  arise. 

The  people  of  America  have  been  fully  awakened  to  the 
Imperative  necessity  of  putting  our  Nation  in  a  state  of  mili- 
tary preparedness  commensurate  with  our  needs  and  with 
world  conditions.  On  several  occasions  the  President  has. 
With  great  force  and  clarity,  called  attention  to  the  need 
for  strengthening  our  national  defense,  particularly  in  his 
messages  of  January  3,  and  May  16,  of  this  year.  He  graph- 
ically portrayed  in  those  messages  the  immediate  and  press- 
ing urgency  of  the  appropriation  of  defense  funds — large 
siuns  of  money  by  which  oiu"  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and 
our  air  force  might  be  modernized.  In  addition  he  has  em- 
phasized the  compelling  need  for  enlarging  and  speeding 
up  our  productive  facilities  so  that  the  mechanical  needs 
of  the  defense  program  may  be  promptly  and  efficiently 
met. 

The  program  Is  going  to  cost  considerable  money,  but  If 
I  understand  the  temper  of  the  American  people,  I  believe  1 
speak  the  sentiment  of  almost  every  citizen  when  I  say  that 
they  will  contribute  gladly  to  any  program,  no  matter  how 
hugp,  if  they  are  convinced  it  is  necessary  to  our  defense 
and  that  the  burden  of  supporting  this  program  is  distributed 
as  fairly  and  equitably  as  is  reasonably  possible. 

The  bill  before  us  for  consideration  today,  H.  R.  10039,  has 
the  unanimous  support,  as  has  been  stated,  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means  which  has  been  giving  the  matter 
contained  in  this  bill  very  careful  and  earnest  consideration 
for  about  2  weeks.  During  this  time  we  felt  that  under  the 
circumstances  we  would  be  justified  in  using  all  possible  speed 
in  the  consideration  of  such  legislation,  and,  as  has  been 
stated  by  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Cooper],  there  was  not  the  slightest  trace  or  evidence  of  any 
partisan  politics  to  our  deliberations.  I  regret  exceedtogly 
that  that  ftoe  spirit  has  not  been  manifest  here  today,  but 
that,  on  the  contrary,  some  very  narrow  and  bitter  partisan 
statements  have  been  heard,  and  I  am  determined  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  that  nothing  I  say  here,  either  directly  or 
by  implication,  shall  be  construed  as  having  any  partisan 
taint  or  Implication  whatever.  I  regret  that  our  minority 
friends  on  the  committer  who  labored  with  us  so  earnestly 
and  so  assiduously  in  the  preparation  of  this  bill  could  not 
have  carried  out  In  their  minority  report  the  fine  spirit  which 
characterized  their  work  while  the  bill  was  under  considera- 
tion in  committee.  I  regret  to  see  the  poUtical  outburst  that 
has  been  expressed  !n  this  minority  report,  and  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  reply  to  it  because  this  is  not  the  time  or  the  occa- 
sion for  partisan  expressions.  In  the  last  two  paragraphs, 
however,  of  this  report  there  are  statements  which  I  feel  I 
should  refer  to  briefly,  and  I  read  from  the  report: 

The  pending  bill  Is  a  makeflhift  Ux  measure,  hastily  drafted, 
to  meet  an  emergency. 

I  deny  that  the  bill  Is  a  makeshift,  but  if  It  has  any  such 
characteristics,  the  minority  members  of  the  committee 
helped  to  make  It  so.  There  Is  not  any  question  about  that, 
and  they  are  as  much  responsible  for  any  such  characteristics 
are  are  the  members  of  the  majority. 

We  believe  that  It  U  essential  to  immediately  undertake  a  further 
study  of  the  general  tax  question  with  a  view  of  enacting  a  balanced 
long-range  tax  program  at  the  earUest  possible  date.    In  this  con- 


nection we  believe  that  consideration  should  be  given  to  the  possl- 
bUlty  of  securing  additional  revenue  by  modifying  some  of  the  rates 
of  taxation  which  have  reached  the  point  of  diminishing  returns. 

We  know  that  this  Is  a  hurriedly  prepared  tax  measure  and 
that  it  has  been  the  understanding  all  the  while  that  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  or  the  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  to  charge  of  internal -revenue 
taxation  would,  at  the  first  practical  moment,  begto  a  study 
of  a  new  tax  bill,  a  scientific  tax  bill,  a  well  wrought-out  and 
thought-out  tax  bill,  one  that  would  eliminate  as  far  as  pos- 
sible any  inequities  in  the  present  tax  law — slower  any  taxes 
that  might  be  too  high  and  distribute  the  burden  as  equitably 
as  possible.  We  all  agree  to  that.  There  is  nothing  new 
in  that  statement.  It  Is  understood  that  the  staff  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation,  to  conjunc- 
tion with  the  staff  of  the  Treasury  Department,  if  Congress 
takes  a  recess,  or  if  Congress  remains  in  session,  as  some 
seem  to  think  it  should — and  I  do  not  express  any  views  on 
that — will  make  a  careful  study  of  the  entire  internal-revenue 
tax  structure  with  the  view  of  eliminating  any  inequalities 
which  may  be  disclosed,  as  Is  fully  set  forth  In  the  com- 
mittee report  on  the  bill.  The  minority  members  should 
know  that  if  they  have  read  the  committee  report.  The 
minority  has  no  monopoly  on  the  desire  to  equalize  taxation 
or  to  raise  the  necessary  revenue  to  defray  legitimate  ex- 
penses of  the  Government,  and  I  see  no  need  for  that  declara- 
tion, because  it  has  been  the  common  understandmg  that 
that  would  be  done. 

The  last  paragraph  of  the  minority  views  goes  on  to  state: 

In  view  of  the  emergency  which  confronts  the  Nation,  we  have 
unanimously  Joined  with  the  Democratic  majority  In  reporting  the 
pending  bill  to  the  Hovise,  but  we  feel  that  we  would  be  remiss  In 
our  duty  as  members  of  the  minority  party  unless  we  supplemented 
the  report  cf  the  majority  with  these  additional  views,  calling  at- 
ttntion  to  certain  facts  which.  In  our  opinion,  the  people  of  this 
country  are  entitled  to  know. 

Of  course,  it  was  the  emergency  that  inspired  this  tax 
bill.  Otherwise  there  would  have  been  none  at  this  time. 
We  would  have  taken  further  time  to  write  a  more  complete 
bill  and  to  bring  about  a  more  thorough  revision  of  our  tax 
laws. 

If  gentlemen  will  read  this  minority  report  they  will  find 
that  it  is  nothing  but  a  political  stiunp  speech,  which  to  my 
Judgment  is  very  inappropriate  in  a  report  upon  a  bill  of 
this  kind  under  the  circumstances  that  obtain  at  present. 

Mr.  Chairman,  so  far  as  the  bill  is  concerned,  I  shall  not 
attempt  an  elaborate  explanation  at  this  moment.  For  any 
detailed  explanation  of  the  bill  I  refer  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation,  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper],  and  other  members  of  the 
committee  who  are  familiar  with  the  bill.  However.  I  shall 
give  a  general  outline  of  the  provisions  of  the  bill  and  for  the 
necessity  of  its  speedy  enactment. 

The  sum  total  of  requests  for  the  appropriation  of  national- 
defense  funds  for  the  fiscal  year  beginning  July  1,  1940, 
amounts  to  approximately  $3,250,000,000.  Of  this  sum, 
$1,940,000,000  was  contained  In  the  Budget  presented  last 
January,  and  about  $1,300,000,000  has  been  contained  in  sup- 
plemental requests  made  subsequently.  A  considerable  por- 
tion of  these  additional  requests  have  already  been  Included 
In  appropriation  bills  now  pending  before  the  Congress,  and 
undoubtedly  the  balance  of  the  entire  amount  will  be  ap- 
propriated within  the  fiscal  year  1941. 

To  properly  ftoance  this  program  and  to  maintain  our 
TreasiuT  in  a  sound  position  with  respect  to  the  cash  working 
balance  and  the  maturities  of  obligations  now  outstanding. 
It  is  Imperative  that  we  provide  for  the  added  expense  of 
these  emergcncy^national-defense  expenditures  by  Increasing 
taxes. 

We  are  now  within  approximately  $2,000,000,000  of  the 
$45,000,000,000  debt  limitation  imposed  by  existing  law.  The 
additional  revenues  provided  by  the  pending  bill  will  not  come 
Into  the  Treasury  with  sufficient  speed  to  take  care  of  the 
immediately  needed  defense  expenditures.  The  bill  therefore 
provides  a  method  whereby  these  additional  tax  revenues  for 
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the  next  5  years  may  be  anticipated  and  made  available  for 
the  urgent  immediate  needs. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  be  expected  to  advance, 
cut  of  the  funds  in  the  General  Treasury,  the  amount  neces- 
sary to  meet  the  appropriation  for  national  defense,  and  that 
money  will  be  reimbursed  to  the  Treasury  out  of  the  funds 
collected  under  this  bill  in  the  amount  of  the  advance  to  take 
care  of  this  $3,250,000,000  which  will  be  expended  during  the 
next  12  months. 
I  will  briefly  explain  title  I  of  this  bill. 
Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman 3^eld? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  prefer  to  finish  my  statement  first, 
but  I  will  yield  for  a  brief  question. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  On  this  point  you  mentioned 
in  retiring  these  expenditures  for  national  defense,  section 
302  of  the  bill  states,  "to  meet  any  expenditures  made  after 
June  30.  1940."  I  think  it  should  be  called  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  that  on  most  of  these  military  appropriation  bills 
the  funds  have  l)een  made  immediately  available,  so  that  it 
might  be  there  would  be  a  little  gap  there  and  we  might  not 
be  able  to  charge  all  of  the  expenditures  in  the  pending  ap- 
propriation bills  against  these  funds.  Expenditures  made 
prior  to  June  30.  1940,  will  not  be  chargeable,  unless  the  date 
is  changed. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  That  is  correct — expenditures  made 
prior  to  June  30, 1940.  will  not  be  chargeable  to  the  fiscal  year 
1941. 

Section  320  of  the  bill  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue,  within  the  framework  of  current  statutes 
relating  to  the  public  debt.  $4,000,000,000  of  short-term  public- 
debt  obligations  with  maturities  not  exceeding  5  years,  to  be 
designated  "National  Defense  Series."  These  obligations  will 
be  in  addition  to  the  $45,000,000,000  debt  limitation  provided 
under  existing  law. 

_  The  tax  increases  provided  by  the  bill  are  estimated  to 
yield  additional  revenue  of  approximately  $1,004,000,000  for 
each  full  year  of  operation.  These  increased  taxes  may  be 
divided  into  two  categories.  Those  contained  in  title  I.  that 
is.  the  increased  individual  and  corporate  income  tax.  are 
permanent  in  nature  and  are  designed  to  yield  about  $330.- 
000,000  annually.  Those  contained  in  title  n.  that  is.  the 
10-percent  supertax  and  the  increased  excise  taxes,  are 
temporary  in  nature,  being  applicable  only  for  the  5-year 
period  1940-45.  and  are  estimated  to  yield  about  $674,000,000 
annually.  The  additional  revenue  attributable  to  title  II 
will  be  placed  in  a  special  fund,  which  shall  be  available  only 
for  the  retirement  of  the  National  Defense  Series  obliga- 
tions. The  additional  revenue  attributable  to  title  I  will  not 
be  £0  earmarked  because  of  the  extreme  difficulty  which  would 
be  met  In  an  attempt  to  segregate  such  additional  revenue. 
It  should  be  pointed  out,  however,  that  the  total  additional 
revenue  attributable  to  both  titles  I  and  II  is  calculated  to 
insure  the  retirement  of  these  special  obligations  over  the 
6-year  period  for  which  the  temporary  taxes  are  to  be  effected. 
Thus  the  revenue  from  these  additional  taxes  is  closely  and 
definitely  associated  with  expenditures  for  national  defense. 

Unlike  most  revenue  bills  which  it  has  fallen  to  my  lot  to 
present  to  this  body  during  the  last  7  years,  the  pending  bill 
is  very  simple  in  outline  and  contains  no  complicated  provi- 
sions. Title  I.  which  contains  the  changes  in  tax  structure 
of  a  permanent  nature,  provides  for  the  reduction  in  the  per- 
sonal exemptions  allowed  individuals  of  from  $2,500  to  $2,000 
in  the  case  of  married  persons  and  from  $1,000  to  $800  in  the 
case  of  single  persons.  This  broadening  of  the  income-tax 
base  will  permit  approximately  2.000,000  individuals  who  are 
now  not  taxable  to  contribute  to  the  support  of  their  Govern- 
ment in  this  time  of  great  national  crisis. 

The  surtax  rates  applicable  to  net  incomes  in  the  brackets 
from  $6,000  to  $100,000  have  been  increased.  While  the  rates 
of  tax  upon  net  incomes  in  excess  of  $100,000  have  not  been 
increased,  the  actual  tax  payable  by  individuals  with  such 
incomes  will  be  proportionately  larger  because  of  the  increase 
in  rates  In  the  brackets  indicated. 


likewise  the  rates  of  tax  applicable  to  corporations  have 
been  increased  by  1  percent.  Thus  the  rates  are  from  12»/i 
to  18  percent,  provided  in  existing  law.  will  become  13*^2  to 
19  percent  under  the  bill.  Appropriate  changes  have  been 
made  to  increase  the  taxes  payable  by  nonresident  alien 
individuals  and  by  foreign  corporations. 

The  changes  in  tax  structure  made  by  title  n  are  appli- 
cable only  for  a  period  of  5  years  and  will  then  automatically 
expire  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  Title  n  increases  by 
10  percent  the  income  taxes  which  would  otherwise  be  payable 
by  both  individuals  and  corporations.  The  same  treatment 
is  accorded  in  the  case  of  the  excess-profits  tax.  the  capital- 
stock  tax.  the  estate  tax.  the  gift  tax.  and  in  most  of  the 
miscellaneous  excise  taxes.  In  the  case  of  gasoline  and 
alcoholic  beverages  the  rates  of  increase  are  higher  than 
those  applicable  to  most  of  the  other  commodities  subject 
to  the  excise  taxes.  The  same  is  true  with  respect  to  ciga- 
rettes, tobacco,  except  plug  and  twist,  and  all  tobacco  prod- 
ucts. Here  the  rate  of  increase  is  16%  instead  of  10 
percent. 

The  bill  also  provides  for  the  continuation  of  the  tempo- 
rary excise  taxes,  which  either  expire  or  have  their  rates 
reduced  in  1941.  from  1941  to  1945. 

There  are  several  types  of  internal-revenue  taxes  with  re- 
spect to  which  rate  Increases  are  not  provided.  These  taxes 
include  those  of  a  regulatory  nature,  such  as  the  taxes  on 
white  phosphorus  matches,  mixed  fiour.  adulterated  butter, 
narcotics,  and  certain  types  of  firearms;  internal- revenue 
taxes  upon  certain  imported  commodities,  such  as  those  lev- 
ied with  respect  to  coal,  copper,  petroleum  products,  lumber, 
and  certain  vegetable  oils:  the  social -security  taxes;  and  the 
taxes  on  communication  facilities,  such  as  telegraph,  tele- 
phone, radio,  and  cable. 

On  page  18  of  the  bill  will  be  found  a  table  describing  the 
tax.  identifying  the  section,  and  giving  the  old  rate  and  what 
the  rate  will  be  under  this  bill.  The  last  column  is  headed 
"Sui>ertax  rate."  but  it  means  what  the  rate  will  be  if  this 
bill  becomes  law  as  written.  I  have  mentioned  the  increase 
in  the  surtax  rate  on  individual  and  corporate  taxes.  This 
table  on  page  18  gives  the  increases  in  the  excise  taxes.  For 
instance,  the  present  rate  on  box  seats  is  10  percent.  The 
new  rate  will  be  11  percent. 

On  page  20  is  given  a  table  showing  the  change  of  the  tax 
rate  on  tobacco  products.  For  instance,  the  present  rate  on 
snuff  is  18  cents.  The  new  rate  will  be  21  cents.  On 
cigarettes  the  old  rate  is  $3.    The  new  rate  is  $3.50. 

On  pages  21  and  23  are  tables  shoeing  the  change  in 
taxes  on  distilled  spirits  and  wines.  The  present  rate  on 
distilled  spirits  is  $2.25.  The  new  rate  will  be  $3.  On  brandy 
It  is  $2  but  will  be  $2.75.  On  imported  perfumes  it  is  $2.25 
but  will  be  $3. 

We  come  now  to  title  HI  of  the  bill,  and  there  are  only 
three  titles  in  the  bill.  It  is  a  very  simple  bill  and  one  which 
can  be  easily  understood.  Title  m  of  the  bill  provides  for 
the  issuance  of  $4,000,000,000  of  additional  Treasury  bills  and 
notes  to  be  designated  "National  Defense  Series."  Under  the 
Second  Liberty  Loan  Act  the  total  amount  of  Government  in- 
debtedness— ^bonds.  Treasiu^  notes,  certiflcat€S  of  indebted- 
ness, and  other  forms  of  Government  obligations — could  not 
exceed  $45,000,000,000.  Title  m  of  the  pending  bill  raises  the 
debt  limit  temporarily  to  a  total  of  $49,000,000,000.  or  an 
increase  of  $4,000,000,000.  This  is  necessary.  Mr.  Chairman, 
for  several  reasons.  One  essential  thing  at  all  times,  and 
especially  in  times  of  great  emergency,  is  to  maintain  the 
credit  of  the  Government  in  as  soimd  a  condition  as  possible. 
The  advances  we  shall  have  to  make  to  carry  out  the  na- 
tional-defense program  will  require  that  the  debt  limit  be 
raised.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  estimated  that  the 
safe  point  to  which  to  raise  it  was  $49,000,000,000. 

It  is  further  provided  in  this  title  that  if  the  amounts  in 
the  fimd  are  not  sufficient  for  the  purpose  of  retiring  these 
obligations — the  $682,000,000  raised  under  title  n  which  im- 
poses the  supertax  and  increased  excise-tax  rates — that  gen- 
eral funds  may  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  retiring  these 
special  bonds. 
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This  special  tax  and  supertax  is  to  be  placed  in  a  special 
fund  in  the  Treasury,  earmarked  and  kept  there  for  the 
purpose  of  retiring  these  bonds.  As  I  say.  if  it  is  found  that 
this  special  fund  is  not  sufficient  to  retire  these  bonds  it  is 
provided  that  a  sufficient  amount  of  the  general  permanent 
taxes  must  be  used  by  the  Treasury  to  retire  these  bonds. 

These  bonds  cannot  be  issued  for  a  longer  period  than  5 
years.  It  is  estimated  that  at  the  end  of  the  5-year  period 
there  will  be  a  sufficient  amount  collected  under  this  bill  to 
retire  all  these  obligations,  and  that  perhaps  a  small  amount. 
we  do  not  know  how  much,  will  be  converted  into  the  General 
Treasury. 

The  funds  collected  under  title  I  go  in  with  the  general 
taxes  because  they  are  permanent  taxes,  and  it  will  be  almost 
impossible  to  keep  them  separated. 

Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  a  brief  explanation  of  the  bill.  If 
there  are  any  questions  I  shall  be  glad  to  try  to  answer 
them,  although  I  would  prefer  that  they  be  answered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper],  who  has  made 
a  thorough  and  detailed  study  of  the  bill  and  is  fanuliar 
With  every  item. 

It  was  just  2  weeks  ago  that  we  began  the  formulation  of 
the  program  contained  in  the  pending  bill.  During  these 
crowded  days  your  committee  has  worked  hard  and  dili- 
gently to  prepare  the  best  program  possible  in  the  limited 
time  at  our  disposal  Thus,  in  a  minimum  of  time,  your 
committee  brings  l)efore  you  a  tax  measure  behind  which  our 
entire  membership  is  united.  At  this  point  I  wish  to  pay 
tribute,  on  behalf  of  the  majority  members,  as  well  as  myself, 
to  the  serious  and  sincere  cooperation  of  all  the  members  of 
the  committee,  minority  as  well  as  majority,  thus  illustrating 
the  truth  of  my  former  statement  that  where  a  great  national 
emergency  Is  to  be  faced  a  government  of  free  and  patriotic 
men  can  unite  and  cope  with  the  problem  with  speed  and 
efficiency. 

This  is  a  simple  bill,  one  which  can  be  easily  administered. 
It  is  one  that  will  srield  the  money  needed,  and  I  am  sure 
the  American  people,  without  regard  to  politics,  will  willingly 
and  gladly  pay  these  taxes.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  tax  in 
here  that  a  single  taxpayer  will  not  be  glad  to  pay  to 
strengthen  our  nationsd  defense. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 

There  is  no  sure  way,  of  course,  of  keeping  our  country 
at  peace.  We  all  desire,  we  all  earnestly  hope  and  pray  that 
our  Nation  may  be  kept  at  peace.  The  best  way  to  do  this 
is  to  be  well  prepared,  so  that  no  savage,  brutal,  murderous 
dictator  or  despot  will  ever  think  of  invading  our  shores. 
However,  if  that  should  happen,  then  the  surest  way  to 
prevent  the  accomplishment  of  such  a  mission  is  to  be 
prepared  for  it,  and  the  only  svu-e  way  of  preparing  for  and 
winning  a  war,  if  one  should  come,  is  to  be  well  equipped 
and  well  prepared  to  meet  such  an  emergency. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  feel  that  the  people  of  the  Nation  as  a 
whole  will  willingly  carry  the  burden  of  these  taxes  and 
that  they  will  bear  any  other  burden  or  make  any  other 
sacrifice  that  may  be  necessary  to  defend  our  Nation  in  any 
emergency  that  may  arise.  TTiey  will  willingly  and  gladly 
contribute,  and,  if  necessary,  make  any  sacrifice  whatever 
in  order  that  we  may  stand  as  one  united  people  impregnable 
against  any  nation  In  the  world.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  COOPER.    Will  the  gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr.  COOPER.  As  the  chairman  of  the  Conmilttee  on 
Ways  and  Means  knows,  there  has  been  considerable  dis- 
cussion of  the  increase  in  the  tobacco  tax  provided  in  the 
pending  bill.  May  I  say  that  due  to  the  effort  and  the 
great  influence  of  our  distinguished  chairman,  no  increase 
is  provided  in  this  bill  on  plug  and  twist  chewing  tobacco.  I 
also  want  to  point  out  that  an  effort  was  made  by  a  most 
influential  and  distinguished  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  to  Increase  the  cigarette  tax  from  $3  a  thousand 


to  $4  a  thousand,  which  is  twice  the  amount  of  tax  provided 
in  this  bill,  but  due  to  the  effort  and  the  Influence  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  this  further 
increase  was  prevented.  I  think  the  tobacco  people  of  the 
country  should  know  that  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina, the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Conunittee  on  Ways 
and  Means,  labored  unceasingly  in  his  efforts  to  see  that 
fair  and  proper  consideration  was  given  the  tobacco  in- 
terests.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  15 
minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  first  pleasant  duty  is  to  acknowledge  the 
very  courteous  remarks  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee relative  to  the  cooperation  of  the  minority  and  the 
absence  of  any  partisanship  in  the  preparation  of  the  pend- 
ing bill.  I  join  with  the  chairman  in  being  sorry  that  he 
made  any  reference  to  the  last  two  paragraphs  of  the  mi- 
nority report.  We  offer  no  apologies  for  the  minority  state- 
ment filed  last  night,  and  more  particularly  we  offer  no 
apologies  for  the  last  two  jiaragraphs  in  it.  Whenever  EUiy 
partisanship  starts  in  connection  with  this  bill  it  is  started 
by  the  Democratic  side  imder  the  leadership  of  the  chairman. 
I  say  there  is  no  partisanship  In  those  last  two  items,  although 
he  tries  to  read  it  to  show  that  there  is. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  think  that  any  Democratic  member 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  will  deny  that  this  is  a 
hastily  drafted  measure,  which  is  what  the  second  to  the 
last  paragraph  in  our  minority  report  says,  to  wlilch  the 
chairman  has  taken  violent  exception. 

The  first  reference  to  any  measure  of  this  kind  is  in  the 
President's  message  of  May  16.  Today  Is  June  11.  less  than 
a  month  smce  the  President  of  the  United  States  first  pro- 
posed that  there  should  be  an  emergency  defense  measure 
proposed.  The  suggestion  of  a  tax  bill  came  sometime  later, 
on  May  28.  to  be  exact,  just  2  weeks  ago  today.  If  this  is  not 
a  hastily  prepared  measure,  what  is  it?  It  cannot  be  other- 
wise by  the  calendar. 

The  chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  went 
out  of  his  way  to  bring  up  that  item  in  the  minority  report. 
I  submit  that  the  views  of  the  Republican  minority  were  pre- 
pared with  care  and  we  all  stand  back  of  every  item  in  the 
report,  particularly  the  two  to  which  the  chairman  takes 
exception.  He  also  quoted  our  statement  to  the  effect  that 
we  unanimously  joined  the  Democratic  majority  In  reporting 
the  pending  bill  but  feel  we  would  be  remiss  in  our  duty  as 
members  of  the  minority  party  unless  we  supplemented  the 
report  of  the  majority  by  calling  attention  to  certain  facts 
which  In  our  opinion  the  people  of  this  country  are  entitled 
to  know.  There  is  nothing  in  the  statement  of  the  supple- 
mental views  of  the  minority  that  the  people  of  the  country 
are  not  entitled  to  know  exactly  as  we  stated  them.  The 
chairman  referred  only  to  the  closing  paragraphs  of  our 
report,  which  follow  the  long  list  of  facts  to  which  we  called 
attention.  I  am  sorry  he  did  not  read  more  of  our  report 
into  the  Record. 

The  gentleman  referred  to  the  intention  to  study  the  tax 
problem  smd  stated  that  they  are  going  to  undertake  this 
study.  I  am  glad  they  have  finally  awakened  to  the  fact  that 
the  tax  problem  ought  to  be  studied.  I  happen  to  have  had 
a  measure  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  for  two 
successive  Congresses  calling  for  a  thoroughgoing,  nonpar- 
tisan tax  study,  but  I  have  been  unable  even  to  secure  a 
hearing  on  the  proposal.  That  demonstrates  the  partisan- 
ship on  the  part  of  the  Democratic  majority.  My  pro- 
posal was  not  one  that  had  the  slightest  thing  in  the  world  to 
do  with  partisanship.  It  was  a  very  simple  proposal  to  make 
a  careful  study  and  revision  of  the  Federal  tax  structure.  In 
fact,  one  of  the  representatives  of  the  Treasury  Department 
who  came  before  us.  Mr.  Sullivan,  the  new  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  said  that  they  wanted  to  make  this 
study  during  the  coming  summer  period. 

When  the  gentleman  says  that  the  supplemental  views 
submitted  by  the  minority  are  a  political  outburst,  he  is 
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entirely  mistaken.  The  fact  Is  that  the  truth  hurts  the 
gentleman.  He  does  not  like  to  have  us  call  the  attention 
of  the  people  to  the  facts.  The  gentleman  puts  himself  in 
a  rather  bad  light. 

Mr.  EOUGHTON.    In  jrour  opinion. 

Mr.  TREIADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  want  to  supplement 
also  the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  when 
he  suted  it  was  through  the  effort  of  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  our  committee  that  the  increased  tax  was  taken 
off  plug  and  twist  chewing  tobacco.  It  was  taken  off  at 
the  earnest  solicitation  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 
It  was  purely  a  compliment  to  him  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
mittee that  it  was  taken  out,  so  the  remarks  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee  are  correct.  Of  course,  we  have  the 
highest  regard  conceivable  for  the  integrity  and  personality 
of  our  distingiUshed  chairman.  He  showed  that  he  was 
terribly  interested  in  behalf  of  his  constituents,  some  of 
Whom  are  in  the  tobacco-growing  business  and  all  of  whom 
have  urged  him  to  continue  in  Congress. 

Mr.  HARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    No;  I  prefer  not  to  yield. 

Mr.   DOUGHTON.    Mr.  Chairman.   wiU   the   gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.   TREADWAY.     I   yield   to  my   chairman,    certainly. 

I  did  not  ask  hrni  to  yield  to  me  when  he  was  making  re- 
marks about  me.  but  I  will  yield  to  him.  of  course. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
did  not  request  me  to  yield.  I  would  gladly  yield  to  him  at 
any  time.    I  have  great  respect  for  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  did  not  ask  the  gentleman  to  yield 
because  I  did  not  want  to  Interrupt  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  rXDUGHTON.  I  want  to  thank  the  gentleman  for 
his  observation  about  my  attitude  with  respect  to  the  to- 
bacco tax.  and  ask  him  if  he  would  not  testify  further  that 
I  endeavored  to  get  a  further  modification  In  the  bill  but 
was  unable  to  do  so  and  that  I  opposed  vigorously  the  In- 
crease above  what  Is  presently  In  the  bill  In  the  cigarette 
tax.  As  the  gentleman  kno\ys.  there  was  a  proposal  to  raise 
the  t%x  a  dollar,  and  I  fought  that  with  all  my  might. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  The  gentleman  is  making  a  correct 
statement. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  tried  to  get  a  further  modification 
but  could  not  do  so. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  The  gentleman's  one  great  effort  was 
in  behalf  of  the  plug  tobacco,  which  is  the  kind  of  tobacco 
raised  In  his  district. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  beg  the  gentleman's  pardon.  Not  a 
pound  of  plug  tobacco  is  raised  in  my  district. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Perhaps  I  should  have  said  In  the 
gentleman's  State.  The  gentleman  said  he  would  bke  to  see 
the  increased  tax  taken  off  cigarettes.  Yes.  and  every 
cigarette  smoker  would. 

Mr.  HARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  now? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  am  sorry,  I  cannot  jrleld  further.  It 
was  out  of  courtesy  to  the  chairman  that  I  yielded  to  him. 

There  seem  to  be  two  reasons  why  this  bill  is  made  neces- 
sary. The  first  l&  the  defense  program,  which  everyone  con- 
cedes Is  an  emergency  situation.  Of  course,  there  is  no  poll- 
tics  in  national  defense.  The  conditions  that  have  arisen  are 
an  emergency  situation.  They  have  only  recently  come  up. 
They  were  first  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Congress  by  the 
Chief  Executive,  as  I  have  already  said,  on  May  16.  How- 
ever, another  outstanding  reason  for  this  bill  is  the  exhaus- 
tion of  the  $45,000,000,000  debt  limit  by  reason  of  New  Deal 
extravagance. 

I  for  one  am  strongly  in  favor  of  economy,  I  have  advo- 
cated that  unsuccessfully  for  a  good  many  years  on  this  floor. 
As  long  as  the  present  administration  or  its  successor  on  the 
Democratic  side  is  in  power  you  cannot  expect  any  economy 
program.  [Applause.]  They  do  not  know  what  the  word 
means,  and  you  will  never  get  It.  But  we  will  keep  fighting 
for  It,  and  we  will  fight  for  it  before  the  American  people  in 
November. 


This  bill  is  going  to  startle  the  taxpayers  of  this  country 
when  they  realize  its  enormity.  I  am  for  it.  My  people  are 
for  it.  The  constituents  we  represent  realize  in  their  patri- 
otic spirit  that  we  must  have  naUonal  defense,  and  they  say 
they  are  willing  to  pay  for  it,  and  they  are  going  to  have  th3 
chance  to  do  it  when  this  bill  becomes  operative. 

Mr.   DWORSHAK.     Mr.   Chairman,   will   the   gentleman 

yield? 
Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  am  sorry;  I  prefer  not  to  yield. 
In  the  first  message  of  the  President  calling  for  a  bilbon- 
dollar  defense  program,  no  reference  whatever  was  made  to 
how  the  defense  bUl  was  going  to  be  paid.  Then  a  call  came 
for  another  billion  dollars.  That  message  also  failed  to  men- 
tion how  the  defense  program  was  to  be  financed.  The  Presi- 
dent, according  to  the  press  reports,  told  the  members  of  the 
press  that  the  method  of  paying  for  defense  was  a  "minor 
detail."  A  minor  detail  to  raise  a  billion  dollars.  Well.  I 
come  from  old  New  England  stock,  and.  by  gracious,  it  is  ter- 
rible to  think  of  the  extremities  to  which  the  country  has  gone 
when  a  billion  dollars  is  a  minor  item  to  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States,  or  even  in  the  mind  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  It  is  a  very  important  Item.  We  must  have 
money  to  pay  for  national  defense,  whether  it  comes  from 
taxes  or  from  borrowing.  That  is  why  we  have  this  bill  before 
us  today,  to  finance  this  tremendous  program  for  national 
defense.  This  it  does  by  authorizing  $4,000,000,000  of  defense 
bonds,  and  by  providing  the  necessary  additional  taxes  to  pay 
the  bonds  off  over  a  5-year  period. 

I  want  now  to  compliment  the  majority  Members  In  that 
they  told  the  minority  Members  exactly  what  took  place  at 
the  conference  which  was  held  between  the  Secretary  of  the 
Trea.sury.  members  of  the  majority  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee,  certain  Democratic  Senators,  and  ofBclals  of  the 
Government.  No  Members  of  the  minority  were  represented 
at  that  conference.  But.  returning  from  that  conference.- the 
chairman  of  the  committee  informed  us  that  the  conference 
proix}sed  a  $3,000,000,000  increase  in  the  debt  limit  and  a 
10  percent  supertax  to  pay  off  the  bonds  in  5  years,  the 
original  proposal  to  yield  $652,000,000  annually  in  taxes.  The 
$3,000,000,000  for  national  defense  was  later  increased  to 
$4,000,000,000.  and  it  was  decided  to  pay  off  the  additional 
amount  in  5  years  also. 

The  minority  members  of  the  committee  have  certainly 
cooperated  to  the  fullest  extent  possible  in  enacting  a  defense 
program,  and  we  will  also  cooperate  today  in  financing  it. 
We  were  the  first  to  insist  on  a  pay-as-you-go  policy.  I  have 
asked  for  that  procedure  a  good  many  times  without  results. 

The  public  are  led  to  believe  that  this  is  strictly  a  national- 
defense  measure.  It  is.  to  a  large  extent,  but  bear  this  in 
mind:  Read  the  bill  and  you  will  see  that  lowering  the  indi- 
vidual income-tax  exemptions  is  permanent  law.  You  will 
see  that  the  increase  in  the  mid(Ue  surtax  brackets  is  per- 
manent law.  You  will  see  that  the  1 -percent  increase  in  the 
corporate  income  tax  is  permanent  law.  So  while  we  amor- 
tize the  $4,000,000,000  defense  indebtedness  in  5  years'  time, 
we  set  up  new.  permanent  law  that  will  add  millions  of  dol- 
lars to  the  taxpayers'  pai-ments  in  order  to  provide  the 
Treasury  with  more  money  to  meet  expenditures  not  con- 
nected in  any  way  with  national  defense. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  shield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  have  decUned  to  yield  to  so  many  of 
my  friends  that  I  dislike  to  make  an  exception  In  the  case 
of  my  good  friend  from  Kentucky. 

Further  than  that,  not  all  of  this  revenue  now  proposed 
to  be  collected  will  be  used  to  retire  defense  bonds.  A  large 
amount,  as  the  chairman  well  said,  will  go  into  the  general 
fund  of  the  Treasury.  The  amount  of  revenue  required  to 
finance  four  billions  of  bonds  in  5  years  is  eight  hundred 
millions  annually,  plus  the  small  interest  payment  made  on 
short-term  securities  such  as  are  proposed  to  be  issued.  The 
amount  of  revenue  to  be  raised  by  the  bill  is  $1,000,000,000 
annually,  or  five  billions  in  5  years.  Thus  there  will  be 
nearly  a  billion  dollars  in  revenue  during  this  period  which 
will  go  into  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury. 

[Here  the  gavel  felL] 
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Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 

The  reason  the  majority  want  a  portion  of  this  fund  to  go 
Into  the  General  Treasury  is  that  Secretary  Morgenthau  and 
the  Assistant  Secretary.  Mr.  Bell,  in  their  testimony  before 
tlie  committee,  stated  that  by  the  end  of  February  there 
would  be  but  $600,000,000  in  the  Treasury  and  the  borrow- 
ing power  would  be  entirely  exhausted.  That  is  the  reason 
they  want  more  money  to  go  into  the  general  fund  of  the 
Treasury.  In  other  words.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  to  pay  for 
the  present-day  extravagance  of  the  administration  and 
they  have  got  to  replenish  the  Treasury;  and  whether  this 
emergency  program  were  before  us  or  not.  the  Treasury 
would  have  had  to  come  to  the  Congress  and  ask  for  addi- 
tional money  to  carry  on  the  affairs  of  the  Government. 
This  seems  to  me  to  be  extremely  Important.  Of  course, 
after  the  5-year  period,  all  of  the  money  which  is  realized 
from  lowering  the  income-tax  exemptions  and  raising  the 
individual  surtax  and  the  corporation  income  tax  will  go  into 
the  general  ftmd  of  the  Treasury. 

Another  feature  of  the  bill  which  might  be  overlooked 
Is  the  extension  of  the  so-called  nuisance  taxes  from  June 
30.  1941.  to  June  30.  1945.  This  money  also  goes  Into  the 
general  fund  of  the  Treasury.  Only  the  supertax  on  nui- 
sance taxes  is  used  for  the  defense  fund. 

I  want  to  touch  upon  an  important  matter  which  is  ignored 
by  the  bill;  namely,  economy  in  Government  expenditures. 
I  offered  the  so-called  Hyrd  amendment  in  committee,  which 
provided  for  a  10-percent  cut  In  the  total  of  all  appropri- 
ations except  for  national  defense  and  fixed  charges.  The 
proposal  was  voted  down  by  a  strict  party  vote.  I  believe 
the  matter  Is  entitled  to  consideration.  It  could  have  been 
attached  to  the  bill  If  the  majority  desired.  It  would  be  in 
order  under  rule  by  which  the  bill  Is  being  considered. 

In  my  opinion,  there  should  be  economy  In  governmental 
expenditures  and  a  very  substantial  reduction  In  the  tax 
biirdcn  placed  upon  the  people  of  the  country  by  the  ex- 
travagance of  the  present  administration.  Taxpayers  are 
being  asked  to  "tighten  their  belts."  and  why  should  not 
the  Government  departments  do  the  same? 

During  the  past  several  jrears  It  has  been  a  fundamental 
principle  of  Republican  tax  policy  that  the  New  Deal  ought 
to  reduce  expenditures  before  increasing  taxes,  but  I  regret 
that  it  is  impossible  at  this  time  under  the  present  admin- 
istration. We  have  several  times  reiterated  this  position  in 
our  minority  reports  on  various  tax  bills  which  have  been 
proposed  during  the  present  administration.  Secretary 
Morgenthau  told  us  in  the  committee  that  no  consideration 
whatever  had  been  given  to  the  question  of  economy  during 
the  discussions  in  connection  with  the  pending  bill. 

Last  week  the  President  did  say.  after  Senator  Byrd  and 
others  had  followed  the  question  up.  that  there  might  be  a 
chance  to  economize  some,  but  unless  you  write  it  into  law, 
I  doubt  if  very  much  economy  will  be  effected.  The  Presi- 
dent knows  nothing  about  economy.  He  never  has  from 
the  time  he  was  Governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  to  the 
present.  He  has  never  known  what  economy  is  in  public 
.  expenditures.  PersonaUy,  I  feel  that  expenditures  should  be 
made  not  only  in  light  of  what  we  need,  but  In  light  of  what 
we  can  afford — at  least  so  far  as  norunilitary  matters  are 
concerned. 

Another  amendment  I  offered  in  committee  had  to  do 
with  allowing  taxpayers  a  5-year  amortization  period  for 
plants  built  or  purchased  for  use  in  cormection  with  the 
preparedness  program.  While  my  amendment  was  rejected 
by  the  committee,  the  Treasury  was  authorized  to  give  con- 
sideration to  the  matter  and  report  back  at  a  later  date. 

The  purpose  of  my  amendment  was  to  encourage  the 
investment  of  private  capital  in  the  construction  of  defense 
equipment  and  facilities.  As  the  President  suggested  in  his 
•fireside  chat"  of  May  26.  1940.  it  may  be  diffictdt  to  induce 
private  capital  to  make  the  necessary  Investment  in  plant 
extensions  under  existing  laws.  The  future  use  of  such 
equipment  is  too  uncertain.  However,  it  seems  desirable,  on 
every  count,  to  rely  upon  private  capital  rather  than  to  in- 


crease the  public  debt  further  In  order  to  secure  the  neces- 
sary plant  Increases.  The  proposed  amendment  was  designed 
to  encourage  private  investment  by  permitting  amortization 
cut  of  the  income  received  under  the  defense  contracts. 

The  20-percent  limitation  was  suggested  in  order  to  pre- 
vent complete  amortization  in  1  or  2  years,  to  the  detriment 
of  the  revenue.  It  should  be  pointed  out.  however,  that  over 
any  considerable  pericd  the  rate  of  depreciation,  or  in  this 
case  of  amortization,  makes  little  difference.  If  the  plant  is 
entirely  written  off  in  a  few  years,  there  can  be  no  further 
charges  against  income,  and  the  tax  yield  of  later  years  is 
correspondingly  greater,  provided  there  is  continued  use  of 
the  equipment  in  production.  If  an  early  termination  of  the 
need  for  defensive  equipment  should  occur,  then  it  is  proper 
that  complete  amortization  of  the  equipment  should  have 
occurred  out  of  the  income  received  in  producing  for  defense 
purposes. 

Aside  from  the  maximum  limitation  for  any  year,  it  is 
proposed  to  permit  the  taxpayer  to  write  off  his  special 
Investment  for  defense  purjwses  at  such  rate  In  each  year 
as  may  suit  his  convenience. 

This  amendment,  in  my  opinion,  would  prove  of  some  help 
in  promoting  the  investment  of  private  capital  at  this  time. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  every  dollar  of  private  invest- 
ment in  expanding  defense  production  facilities  is  a  dollar 
saved  from  the  public  debt. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  While  J  expect  to  support  the  pending 
measure,  I  do  so  with  a  full  realization  of  its  imperfections.  It 
is  a  makeshift  measure,  hastily  drafted  to  meet  an  emergency. 
For  a  long  time  there  has  been  need  of  a  thoroughgoing 
revision  of  the  entire  tax  structure,  and  this  need  will  be 
accentuated  by  the  passage  of  the  pending  bill.  The  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  ought  to  begin  at  once  to  lay  the 
necessary  groundwork  for  tax-reform  legislation  at  the  next 
session  of  Congress. 

We  are  already  faced  with  the  fact  that  the  Treasury  will 
ask  next  year  for  a  further  extension  of  the  debt  limit.  The 
present  defense  emergency  has  merely  served  to  bring  into 
the  open  the  pressing  problem  of  financing  the  Treasury  dur- 
ing the  next  fiscal  year.  The  administration  had  hoped  to 
postpone  consideration  of  this  matter  until  after  the  elec- 
tions. However,  the  defense  emergency  has  required  the 
Treasury  to  lay  Its  cards  on  the  table  at  this  time,  and  the 
picture  presented  Is  not  encouraging. 

Even  had  the  present  defense  emergency  not  arisen,  we 
still  would  have  had  the  problem  of  increasing  the  debt  limit 
and  imposing  further  taxes.  The  only  thing  the  defense  pro- 
gram has  done  is  to  make  necessary  an  extension  of  the  debt 
limit  and  an  increase  of  taxes  a  few  months  in  advance  of 
the  time  beyond  which  they  could  no  longer  have  been  post- 
poned under  ordinary  circumstances. 

As  we  enter  upon  this  grave  emergency,  we  find  that  imder 
the  New  Deal  the  financial  security  of  the  Nation  has  been 
seriously  undermined,  and  that  is  why  the  pending  bill  is 
before  us. 

When  in  1916  we  undertook  a  preparedness  program,  our 
national  debt  vras  only  $1,000,000,000.  and  our  tax  resources 
were  as  yet  largely  untapped.  Today,  our  debt  has  been 
pushed  to  the  limit  of  forty-five  billions,  and  we  have  but  one 
large  source  of  revenue  to  which  we  may  still  turn — namely,  a 
general  sales  tax. 

It  is  essential  at  all  times  that  the  financial  security  of  the 
Nation  be  maintained,  but  at  no  time  could  it  be  more  essen- 
tial than  now. 

Our  people  cannot  possibly  stand  the  tax  burden  which 
would  be  necessary  to  maintain  the  present  level  of  expendi- 
tures for  ordinary  costs  of  government.  Hence  it  is  impera- 
tive as  a  matter  of  financial  security  that  such  expendltxwes 
be  reduced  to  the  minimimi.  And,  while  we  must  be  pre- 
pared to  spend  as  much  as  may  be  necessary  for  national 
defense,  we  ought  to  be  sure  that  every  cent  is  spent  wisely 
and  that  nothing  is  wasted.  We  ought  to  be  sure,  also,  tliat 
our  tax  structure  is  so  geared  as  to  produce  the  greatest 
possible  revenue  with  the  least  burden  on  individual  tax- 
payers and  business. 
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Additional  taxes  are  unpopular,  but  we  can  console  our- 
_elves  with  the  thought  that  it  is  better  to  pay  taxes  to 
Uncle  Sam  than  to  pay  tribute  to  swne  foreign  power. 

An  adequate  national  defense  is  essential  for  the. preserva- 
tion of  our  homes,  our  liberties,  and  our  institutions,  and 
certainly,  the  Republican  minority  want  to  cooperate  in  that 
program  in  a  patriotic  and  nonpartisan  spirit,  as  we  have 
done  during  the  preparation  of  this  bill. 

The  pending  bill  helps  to  make  national  defense  possible 
and  for  that  reason,  if  for  no  other,  we  as  a  minority,  sup- 
port it. 

I  am  sorry  we  are  considering  this  bill  under  a  gag  rule. 
I  wish  we  could  have  had  an  open  rule,  even  if  it  took 
more  time  to  close  the  bill  up  and  pass  it.  However,  we  are 
helpless  in  that  situation  and  therefore  we  accept  the  bill  in 
spite  of  the  many  deficiencies  that  can  be  found  in  it.  It  Is 
In  this  patriotic  spirit  that  the  Republican  Party  wants  to 
help  pay  for  the  national  defense  so  urgently  required  and 
thereby  maintain  the  security  of  the  Nation.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  30  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper]. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  necessity  for  this  bill 
has  been  presented  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  I 
shall  only  refer  to  that  briefly.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
the  national  defense  bills  have  passed  the  Senate  by  a  unani- 
mous vote.  They  have  passed  the  House  with  only  one  dis- 
senting vote.  The  debt  for  national  defense  has  thus  been 
created.  The  time  has  now  come  to  provide  the  money  to 
pay  that  debt.  That  Is  the  purpose  of  the  pending  bill.  The 
revenue  provided  in  this  measure  is  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
for  national  defense  or  meeting  the  requirements  of  national 
defense  during  the  coming  fiscal  year. 

If  I  may  be  Indulged  briefly  I  would  like  to  give  you  some 
figures  that,  I  think,  clearly  present  the  picture  that  we 
actually  have  before  us  today.  In  the  1940  Budget  message 
of  the  President  there  was  Included  $1,539,000,000  for  na- 
tional defense.  There  was  also  included  $290,000,000  for  sup- 
plemental emergencies  under  national  defense,  which  was 
covered  by  a  message  of  the  President  to  the  Congress  about 
May  1939.  It  will  be  remembered  that  that  was  the  so-called 
airplanes  message.  There  was  $100,000,000  in  public  works 
for  increased  barracks  and  housing  facilities  for  soldiers  at 
Army  posts  throughout  the  country. 

That  makes  $1,929,000,000  in  the  Budget  document.  Under 
the  message  of  May  16,  1940.  of  the  President  to  the  Congress, 
there  will  be  $675,000,000  needed  during  this  coming  fiscal 
year.  That  makes  a  total  of  $2,604,000,000,  which  was  the 
amount  given  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasmy,  Mr.  Bell,  when  they  ap- 
peared before  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  on  May  31. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  later,  during  that  same  day  of 
May  31,  1940,  the  President  sent  a  further  message  on  na- 
tional defense  to  the  Congress,  calling  for  about  $1,200,000,000, 
as  I  now  recall.  The  latest  revised  figures  show  that  of  that 
amount  $646,000,000  will  be  needed  for  national  defense  dur- 
ing the  coming  fiscal  year.  That  makes  $3,250,000,000  for 
national  defense  during  the  coming  fiscal  year.  It  is  proposed 
of  course  in  this  bill  that  our  present  debt  limit  of  $45,000,- 
000.000  be  increased  to  $49,000,000,000.  That  increases  the 
debt  limit  by  $4,000,000,000,  and  provides  $4,000,000,000  of 
borrowing  power  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  the 
bill  provides  for  the  Issuance  of  these  obligations.  Under 
section  5  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  issue  Treasury  bills  with  a 
maturity  date  of  not  to  exceed  1  jrear.  Under  section  18  of 
the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
is  authorized  to  issue  Treasury  notes,  with  a  maturity  date 
not  to  exceed  5  years.  Under  the  terms  of  this  bill  it  is 
proposed  that  these  national-defense  obligations  will  be  issued 
to  provide  $4,000,000,000.  and  under  the  figures  I  have  just 
given  you.  $3,225,000,000  of  that  amount  is  needed  for  na- 
tional defense  during  the  coming  fiscal  year.  That  leaves  us 
a  mwrn.  or  what  might  be  termed  a  "cushion."  of  three- 


» quarters  of  a  billion  dollars  between  the  new  debt  limit  that  la 
fixed  and  the  requirements  that  are  immediately  before  us. 
It  is  now  my  purpose  to  brlefiy  discuss  the  most  im- 
portant provisions  of  the  pending  bill,  H.  R.  10039.  As  has 
been  pointed  out  before,  this  bill  comes  to  you  with  a  unani- 
mous report  of  your  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  It  is 
estimated  that  the  amount  of  revenue  provided  under  this 
bUl  is  $1,004,000,000.  Title  I  of  the  bill,  which  is  permanent 
legislation,  is  estimated  to  yield  $322,000,000.  Title  U,  which 
is  temporary  legislation,  limited  to  the  5-year  period,  is 
estimated  to  yield  annually  $642,000,000.  Title  I  of  the 
bill  which  provides  for  additional  income  taxes  from  the 
people  of  this  country  contains  several  provisions  which  I 
shall  attempt  to  briefiy  discuss.  It  is  provided  that  the  per- 
sonal exemption  shall  be  lowered  for  a  single  person  from  the 
present  $1,000  to  $800,  and  the  personal  exemption  of  a  mar- 
ried person  or  the  head  of  a  family  from  $2,500  to  $2,000. 
The  lowest  we  have  ever  had  exemptions  in  the  past,  even  in- 
cluding the  period  of  the  World  War,  was  $1,000  in  the 
case  of  single  people  and  $2,000  in  the  case  of  married 
people.  There  is  no  change  in  the  pending  bill  in  the 
credit  for  dependents,  such  as  a  child  under  18  years  of 
age  or  people  incapable  of  self-support  because  of  physical 
or  mental  disability.  There  is  no  change  proposed  with 
reference  to  the  present  10  percent  credit  for  earned  in- 
come. When  you  consider  the  new  exemptions  of  $800  for  a 
single  person  and  $2,000  for  a  married  person  and  then  con- 
sider the  credit  for  earned  Income,  in  effect  it  means  that 
single  people  have  $888  and  married  people  $2,222  because, 
of  course,  the  effect  of  that  earned  income  credit  works  with 
the  personal  exemption. 

Title  I  of  the  bill  provides  for  an  increase  of  the  present 
corporation  income-tax  rate  of  1  percent  on  the  present 
brackets  as  they  appear  in  the  present  law;  that  is.  cor- 
porations having  a  net  income  of  $5,000  are  taxed  now  at  the 
rate  of  12 '2  percent.  That  is  increased  to  ISVs  percent. 
Corporations  earning  from  $5,000  to  $20,000  net  income  now 
pay  on  the  rate  of  14  percent,  and  that  is  increased  to  15 
percent;  and  $20,000  to  $25,000  the  increase  is  from  16  per- 
cent to  17  percent;  and  on  net  incomes  of  corporations  above 
$25,000,  which  now  pay  at  the  rate  of  18  percent,  the  increase 
is  to  19  percent.  It  is  estimated  that  the  increased  revenue 
provided  through  the  1 -percent  increase  in  the  corporation 
tax  rate  will  yield  $70,000,000  a  year. 

Then,  of  course,  under  Title  n  of  the  bill  they  will  be  re- 
quired to  pay  the  10-percent  supertax  on  the  amount  of  their 
income  tax.  which  will  make  a  total  of  $77,000,000  from  cor- 
porations, $7,000,000  being  for  the  10-percent  supertax  and 
$70j000.000  for  the  1 -percent  increase  in  the  corporation  in- 
come-tax rate. 

The  present  normal  income-tax  rate  of  4  percent  is  con- 
tinued as  at  present.  The  increase  in  siu'tax  rates  as  pro- 
vided in  the  bill  l>egins  just  above  $6,000  of  net  income  after 
personal  exemption  and  credits  for  dependents  have  been 
deducted  and  extends  to  the  $100,000  bracket  for  individuals, 
and  an  increase  will  result  all  along  the  schedule. 

As  an  illustration  of  that,  take,  for  instance,  a  married 
man  with  $3,000  net  income.  Of  course  the  $3,000  is  below 
the  $6,000  point  where  the  surtax  rate  begins,  but  a  married 
man  with  $3,000  net  income,  by  reason  of  the  lowering  of 
the  exemptions,  now  pays  a  tax  of  $8.  Under  this  bill  he 
will  pay  a  tax  of  $28.  A  married  man  with  $4,000  net  income 
now  pays  a  tax  of  $44.  Under  this  bill  he  will  pay  a  tax 
of  $64. 

Of  course,  under  title  n,  the  10-percent  supertax  will  be 
added  to  that.  So  really  the  effect  of  lowering  the  exemp- 
tions and  the  increase  of  the  surtax  rates  from  the  point  of 
about  $6,000  to  $100,000.  means  that  people  even  below  the 
$6,000  point  and  above  the  $100,000  point  will  all  have  to  pay 
more  taxes  because  of  the  operation  of  the  change  in  the 
exemption  and  the  increased  rates  in  the  surtax  brackets. 

As  has  been  pointed  out,  the  bill  provides  that  single 
people  with  $800  gross  income  and  married  people  with  $2,000 
gross  income  must  file  income-tax  retxirns.  As  the  law  now 
stands,  a  single  person  must  have  $1,000  net  income  and  a 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7973 


married  person  $2,500  net  Income,  or  a  gross  Income  of  $5,000 
before  they  are  required  to  file  income-tax  returns. 

Mr.  CARLSON.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield  with  pleasure. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  believe  the  gentleman  stated  that  a 
married  man  with  an  income  of  $4,000  would  pay  $64  imder 
the  proposed  law.  That  does  not  include  the  10-percent 
increase.    Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  is  true.  I  endeavored  to  point  that 
out.    That  does  not  include  the  10-percent  sui)ertax. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Did  the  gentleman  add  the  10  percent  in 
the  illustration  he  gave  for  the  $4,000  or  not? 

Mr.  COOPER.     No :  I  did  not. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Anticipating  expenditures  for  national 
defense  in  the  next  immediate  future  years,  how  long  would 
this  tax  bill  and  the  Increase  In  the  debt  limit  to  $49,000,- 
000.000  provide  for?  In  other  words,  how  long  would  it  be 
before  we  will  again  have  to  raise  the  debt  limit  or  have  a 

new  tax  bill? 

Mr.  COOPER.  If  the  gentleman  will  just  tell  me  what  Is 
ahead  of  us  I  might  be  able  to  answer  that. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  just  anticipating  our  defense 
needs.    How  long  does  this  take  care  of  us? 

Mr.  COOPER.  This  takes  care  of  everything  we  have  been 
requested  to  take  care  of  up  to  now. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    For  the  coming  fiscal  year? 

Mr.  COOPER.  For  the  coming  fiscal  year;  already  in  the 
picture  for  national  defense  for  the  Army  and  the  Navy  is 
$3,250,000,000  for  the  coming  fiscal  year.  That  is  provided 
for  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  This  just  takes  care  of  the  Immediate 
situation? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  do  not  see  how  anybody  can  safely  fig\u:e 

very  far  in  advance  what  we  will  have  to  do. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  >ield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Do  I  understand  a  single  person  with  a 
gross  income  of  $800  and  a  married  person  with  a  gross 
income  of  $2,000  will  now  be  compelled  to  file  a  tax  return? 

Mr.  COOPER.    Yes;  that  Is  right. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Instead  of  net  income,  as  in  the  previous 
law? 

Mr,  COOPER.    That  is  true. 

Now.  title  II  of  the  pending  bUl  is  temporary  and  provides 
for  this  increased  revenue  for  a  period  of  5  years.  There  is 
provided  a  supertax  of  10  percent  of  the  amount  of  the  tax 
that  the  taxpayer  would  owe.  In  other  words,  it  means  that 
on  next  March  15  the  taxpayer  will  figure  up  the  tax  he  owes 
under  the  income-tax  law.  which  includes  the  law 'now  on 
the  statute  books  as  amended  by  title  I  of  this  bill.  If  it 
shows  that  he  owes  $100  income  tax,  then  there  is  10  percent 
of  the  tax  added  to  that,  and  he  will  owe  $110.  In  effect,  we 
are  saying  to  the  people  of  this  country,  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country.  "For  every  dollar  of  income  tax,  both  corporation 
and  individual,  that  you  owe  your  Government  we  are  asking 
you  to  give  a  dime  more  for  the  defense  of  your  country." 

Title  n  of  the  bill  provides  for  an  increase  in  the  tax  on 
distilled  spirits  from  $2.25  to  $3  a  gallon.  The  increase  en 
beer  is  from  $5  to  $6  per  barrel.  Six  dollars  is  the  previous 
war-tax  rate  on  beer. 

The  tax  on  gasoline  is  Increased  from  1  cent  to  1^2  cents 

per  gallon. 

The  tax  on  cigarettes  is  increased  from  $3  to  $3.50  per 
1  000-  or  it  means  an  increase  from  the  present  tax  of  6  cents 
on  the  package  of  cigarettes  to  7  cents  on  each  package  of 
cigarettes,  or  an  increase  of  1  cent  on  each  package  of 
cic£ircttcs> 

Title  11  of  this  bill  provides,  in  the  main,  for  an  increase 
of  10  percent  in  the  tax  now  payable  on  all  other  internal- 
revenue  taxes  except  social-seciu-ity  taxes,  imports,  regula- 
tory, and  communication  taxes. 

Title  n  also  provides  for  the  extension  of  the  present  ex- 
cise taxes  from  1941  to  1945. 


Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Title  I  Is  permanent  law.  Title  H  is 
temporary  law. 

Mr.  COOPER.    That  Is  true. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  am  wondering  why  title  I  was  made 
permanent  when  It  Is  so  fundamental  to  our  tax  sjrstem 
and  the  exigencies  of  the  occasion  are  such  that  we  are 
putting  this  vastly  important  piece  of  legislation  through  in 
one  day  without  the  consideration  we  always  give  permanent 
tax  legislation?  Why  does  the  committee  differentiate  be- 
tween title  I  and  Utle  II? 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  method  of  considering  the  bill  natu- 
rally presents  room  for  differences  of  opinion.  Personally 
I  felt  that  after  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  had  worked 
on  the  matter  day  and  night  for  a  considerable  period  of 
time  and  had  reached  a  unanimous  agreement  in  support  of 
the  provisions  of  this  bill  both  in  the  subcommittee  and  in 
the  full  committee  that  we  might  reasonably  feel  we  had 
done  about  as  good  a  job  as  we  could  do  or  be  expected  to 
do.  It  has  been  my  privilege  to  be  a  member  of  the  Sub- 
committee on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation  of  the  Wajrs  and 
Means  Committee  since  it  was  first  created  in  1933.  I  now 
have  the  honor  to  be  the  chairman  of  that  subcommittee. 
The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  TreadwayI.  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  CrowtherI.  and  I  happen 
to  he  the  only  three  who  have  served  all  the  way  through  on 
that  subcommittee. 

We  have  given  the  same  type  of  thorough  and  careful  con- 
sideration to  title  I  of  this  bill  which  was  the  part  referred  to 
the  subcommittee  and  which  we  worked  out  harmoniously 
and  unanimously  together,  that  has  been  given  to  other  tax 
measures  that  have  been  presented  to  this  House  since  I  have 
had  the  privilege  of  being  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means.  Although  we  are  endeavoring  to  act 
promptly  and  expeditiously  I  do  not  believe,  in  all  fairness, 
that  by  taking  another  week  or  another  month  we  could 
make  much  improvement  on  title  I  of  the  pending  bill;  for, 
after  all.  it  is  rather  simple  in  its  provisions.  All  that  we  do 
is  to  lower  these  exemptions  that  I  have  endeavored  to  explain 
and  leave  the  present  normal  rate  as  it  is  and  then  build  a 
new  surtax -rate  structure  on  that  new  base  which  is  required 
to  yield  the  additional  revenue  we  now  have  to  have.  So  I 
think  the  Members  may  be  safe  in  assuming  that  sufBcient 
care  and  attention  has  been  given  to  title  I  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
at  that  point? 
Mr.  COOPER.    With  pleasure;  yes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Are  we  not  in  fact  establishing  a  new 
procedure  here  wherein  we  gear  a  tax-gathering  mechanism 
to  a  specific  bond  issue?  In  other  words,  have  we  ever  pro- 
ceeded on  that  program  heretofore  in  issuing  obligations  of 
our  Government? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  do  not  recall  offhand  that  we  have,  ex- 
cept I  understand  that  in  1917  increased  taxes  were  levied 
for  defense  and  placed  in  a  separate  fund.  Certainly  I  do 
not  remember  an  instance  since  I  have  been  a  member  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  The  present  debt  limit 
of  $45,000,000,000,  of  course,  was  fixed  a  number  of  years 
ago  and  there  has  not  been  a  necessity  or  requirement  of 
considering  that  question  as  I  see  it  until  we  have  reached 
within  striking  distance  of  the  present  debt  limit.  It  was 
thought  by  your  committee  that  as  we  now  have  to  Increase 
the  debt  limit  by  the  amount  of  $4,000,000,000  we  would  pre- 
fer to  provide  a  definite  period  of  time  for  that  $4,000,000.- 

000  to  be  paid  back,  retire  those  obligations;  and  that  Is  the 
reason  that  we  have  so  provided  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  In  that  same  connection,  it  Is  my 
understanding  from  the  gentleman's  previous  remarks  that 
the  $4,000,000,000  issue  of  bonds  will  be  put  out  under  sec- 
tion 18  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act. 

Mr.  COOPER.    Under  sections  5  and  18.    Section  5,  a5 

1  now  recall,  provides  for  the  issuance  of  short-term  securities, 
bills,  not  to  exceed  1  year.    Section  18,  as  I  now  recall,  of 
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the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  provides  for  the  Issuance  of 
Treasury  notes  with  an  expiration  of  not  more  than  5  years 
from  the  date  that  they  are  issued. 

Mr  CRAWFORD.  That  Is  where  I  am  a  little  confused. 
In  other  words,  can  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  issue  any 
part  or  all  of  the  $4,000,000,000  issue  under  section  5,  1  year, 
and  under  secUon  18.  5  years?  In  other  words,  has  he  the 
flexibility  of  the  1-year  and  the  5-year  schedules? 
Mr.  COOPER.    Yes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  It  seeaa  to  me  that  if  he  did  not  have 
that  flexibility  we  could,  as  we  expand  on  the  tax-gathering 
program  for  the  purpose  of  paying  specific  defense  issues, 
tie  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  perhaps 
involve  him  in  considerable  trouble  in  connection  with  the 
money  market.  If  that  requirement  Is  in  there,  I  think  it 
Is  much  better  than  It  would  have  been  to  have  had  it  all 
under  the  5-year  provision. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  think  I  understand  the  gentleman's 
question.  I  think  there  would  be  no  difficulty  on  that  point. 
Certainly  we  have  included  these  provisions  in  the  bill  after 
conferences  with  Mr.  Bell,  the  Under  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  He  is  a  career  man  who  has  been  there  twenty- 
odd  years,  and  I  think  knows  as  much  about  bonds  and 
Federal  securities  as  anybody  who  can  be  found  anywhere. 
We  have  had  repeated  conferences  with  him.  and  I  think 
-th^re  is  no  occasion  for  feeling  disturbed  on  the  point  pre- 
sented by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield  for  one 
further  question,  can  the  gentleman  say  whether  or  not  it 
is  Intended  to  amortize  the  1-  or  5-year  issues  if  there 
Is  sufHclent  money  to  do  so?  In  other  words,  suppose  they 
put  out  an  issue  under  section  5  for  1  year  and  under 
18  for  5  years,  and  under  title  II  fimds  came  in  sufB- 
cient  to  take  up  these  bonds.  Was  there  any  discussion 
to  the  effect  that  the  Treasury  might  retire  them  instead 
of  carrying  them  over  the  5-year  period? 
Mr.  COOPER.  Oh,  yes;  that  is  my  understanding. 
Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ALEXANEffiR.  What  part  of  this  $1,004,000,000  which 
It  is  proposed  to  raise  under  this  tax  bill  will  come  as  a  result 
Of  the  lowered  exemptions  on  single  and  married  persons? 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  estimate  given  the  committee  is  that 
by  lowering  the  exemption  to  $800  for  a  single  jierson  and  to 
$2,000  for  married  persons.  $75,000,000  additional  revenue  will 
be  received.  Of  this  amount.  $14,000,000  will  come  from  new 
taxpayers  and  over  $61,000,000  from  Increased  tax  on  people 
who  now  p)ay  some  tax. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  In  other  words,  it  will  be  a  very  small 
proportion  of  the  total  to  be  raised  under  the  bill. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Oh.  yes.  Under  title  I  it  is  estimated  that 
we  shall  receive  $322,000,000. 

By  lowering  the  exemption  to  $800  for  single  people  and 
$2,000  for  married  people,  the  estimate  is  that  we  will  receive 
about  $75,000,000  additional  revenue.  $14,000,000  of  that  from 
new  taxpayers  and  about  $61,000,000  in  increased  taxes  from 
people  who  now  pay  some  tax. 

Mr.  BOEHNE.     WUI  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COOPER.    1 3^eld  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 
Mr.  BOEHNE.    Of  course,  the  $75,000,000  does  not  include 
the  additional  surtax  received  from  those  within  the  present 
brackets? 

Mr.  COOPER.    No:  that  does  not  take  into  consideration 
the  additional  surtaxes  that  are  added  by  the  surtax  schedule 
of  rates  in  title  I. 
»«r.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    WUI  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Da- 
kota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Was  any  consideration  given 
by  the  committee  in  an  attempt  to  levy  a  tax  which  would 
recaptiu'e  some  of  the  possibly  large  profits  made  by  com- 
panies ^1^0  would  be  making  war  materials? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Yes;  your  committee  gave  consideraUon  to 
that  questicxx.   In  the  first  place,  there  are  two  definite  phases 
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of  that  question  and  they  have  to  go  along  together.  Some 
consideration  must  be  given  to  amortizaUon  of  Increased 
plant  faciUties  and  increased  physical  properties  that  people 
may  acquire  for  the  fllUng  of  Government  contracts.  That  is 
one  phase  of  it.  Then  there  is  the  quesUon  of  the  amount  of 
lurofit  that  should  be  allowed. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.    Mr.  Chaunman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  10 

additional  minutes. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Under  the  rule  by  which  we 
are  operating,  no  opportunity  will  be  afforded  to  offer  any 
amendment  that  will  in  any  sense  try  to  tax  these  proflu 
that  may  come  out  of  the  war. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  committee  gave  consideration  to  that, 
but  it  is  a  matter  that  is  extremely  difficult  to  work  out. 
There  are  many,  many  questions  entering  into  it.  Extreme 
care  is  required  in  the  preparation  of  legislation  on  both 
phases  of  the  matter.  I  personally  looked  into  it  to  some 
extent  and  I  found  there  were  perhaps  300  or  more  questions 
of  policy  that  had  to  be  determined  before  you  could  begin  to 
draft  legislation  of  that  kind. 

You  will  find  a  statement  in  the  committee  report  on  this 
bill  which,  in  effect,  states  that  the  Treasury  Department  has 
been  instructed  by  a  vote  of  the  committee  to  accelerate  its 
work  in  compiUng  data  and  material  and  information  for  us 
along  this  Une.  The  committee  report  further  states  that  it 
Ls  the  intention  and  the  purpose  to  be  prepared  to  consider 
legislation  of  that  type  at  the  next  session  of  the  Congress. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    In  connection  with  the  statement  in 
the  minority  supplemental  report  that  another  Republican 
proposal  which  was  rejected  in  committee  only  allowed  tax- 
payers an  amortization  period  of  5  years  for  plants  and  equip- 
ment built  or  purchased  for  the  defense  program,  there  was  a 
lot  of  sympathy  in  the  committee  for  that  on  both  sides;  but 
the  gentleman  will  remember  that  we  were  Informed  that 
that  proposal  by  itself  would  automatically  increase  the  prof- 
its of  shipbuilding  companies  now  limited  by  law  to  10  or  12 
percent  to  over  32  percent,  and  in  many  of  the  businesses 
engaged  in  the  production  of  war  facilities,  equipment,  and 
implements  it  would  go  as  high  as  60  or  70  percent  if  that  was 
considered  by  itself.    It  had  to  be  considered  In  connection 
with  an  excess-profits  tax  in  order  to  properly  protect  the 
American  people. 
Mr.  COOPER.    That  is  true. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.    In  applying  these  particular  taxes  to 
retiring  the  amount  the  debt  limit  was  increased,  is  the  com- 
mittee convinced  that  $45,000,000,000  is  the  place  at  which 
the  debt  limit  should  be  frozen  and  that  any  increases  are  to 
be  met  by  taxes  to  retire  specific  Increases  in  the  debt  limit? 
Mr.  COOPER.    Does  the  gentleman  refer  to  the  $49,000,- 
000.000? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    In  this  bill  the  Increase  In  the  debt  limit 
Is  met  by  a  tax  that  is  supposed  to  amortize  the  debt  over 
5  years,  which  will  pay  back  the  increase ;  is  that  correct? 
Mr.  COOPER.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  the  committee's  conviction  that  any 
Increases  above  $45,000,000,000  of  national  debt,  not  only 
this  $4,000,000,000  but  any  future  increases  that  might  be- 
come necessary  for  defense,  ought  to  be  met  by  taxes  to 
retire  the  specific  increases? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  definite 
conviction  on  the  part  of  the  committee,  certainly  there  was 
no  action  in  the  committee  to  that  effect;  but  the  fact  is 
that  is  the  way  we  decided  to  do  it  this  time. 
Mr.  KEAN.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 
Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  genUeman  from  New  Jersey. 
Mr.  KEAN.    Am  I  correct  in  my  assumption  that  as  this 
money  is  to  be  raised  by  bills  and  short-term  notes,  the  entire 
$4,000,000,000  issue  will  be  totally  tax-exempt  from  Income 
taxes,  mcluding  the  surtax? 
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Mr.  COOPER.  We  collect  a  surtax  now  on  Federal  secu- 
rities. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Not  when  they  are  less  than  5  years,  not 
Treasury  notes,  only  Treasury  bonds. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  gentleman  is  correct  about  that,  but 
on  the  present  outstanding  obligations  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment we  do  collect  a  surtax  although  we  do  not  collect  the 
normal  tax.  if  they  are  long-term  securities. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Yes;  the  long  terms,  but  this  is  being  limited 
to  5  years,  and  I  believe  that  this  entire  issue  wiU  be  made 
free  of  surtax.    I  believe  it  is  a  bad  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  IZAC.    Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  IZAC.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  will  tell  us  how 
we  propose  to  finance  the  continuing  program  for  the  Army 
and  Navy?  In  other  words,  we  are  building  now  to  double 
our  strength,  we  will  say.  Next  year  the  continuing  cost 
for  both  the  Army  and  the  Navy  will  probably  be  doubled, 
the  following  year  trebled,  and  then  quadrupled.  I  believe 
eventually  we  will  have  a  blD  of  about  $10,000,000,000  for 
national  defense.  Does  this  tax  bill  contemplate  financing 
that  continuing  cost,  that  ever-increasing  continuing  cost 
for  national  defense? 

Mr.  COOPER.  This  bill  certainly  does  not  contemplate 
financing  $10,000,000,000  a  year,  no;  because  the  money  is 
just  not  In  it. 

Mr.  IZAC.  Has  the  committee  arrived  at  any  conclusion 
as  to  what  we  should  do  in  the  future,  looking  ahead  beyond 
1  or  2  years? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Yotu*  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  tries 
to  meet  and  discharge  its  responsibility  and  its  obligation 
as  it  is  presented  to  it.  Certainly,  the  responsible  officials 
of  our  Government  are  better  prepared  to  anticipate  what 
future  needs  and  requirements  for  national  defense  may 
amount  to  than  are  we. 

In  other  words,  when  the  responsible  officials  of  this 
Government,  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  advise  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  that  they  need  so  much  money  for  national 
defense,  assuming,  of  course,  they  have  received  technical 
advice  and  Information  from  the  War  Department  and  from 
the  Navy  Department,  we  accept  the  statement  of  the 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  that 
much  money  Is  needed  and  we  try  to  provide  the  money 
for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  for  a  question  and  a  statement? 

I«Ir.  COOPER.  A  question,  please,  but  not  a  statement, 
because  my  time  is  getting  on. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  According  to  section  209, 
pape  11.  I  take  it  that  all  our  present  excise  taxes  are  con- 
tinued to  1945  but  not  changed  in  amount? 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  is  true.  In  other  words,  since  we 
are  providing  for  this  10-percent  increase  In  the  ainount 
of  the  tax  for  5  years  to  provide  for  the  retirement  of  these 
new  obligations,  and  the  present  temporary  excise  taxes  ex- 
pire next  year,  we  felt  it  was  right  and  proper  to  continue 
them  for  the  5  years. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.    Chairman,    will     the     gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Montana. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Section  204  covers  the  excise-profits 
feature  of  the  bill.  You  provide  in  subdivision  (b)  of  this 
section  for  an  increase  of  10  percent  of  the  tax  on  excess 

profits. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  understand  the  gentleman's  point,  if  the 
gentleman  will  permit  me  to  answer.  The  excess-profits  tax 
to  which  the  gentleman  refers  is  the  excess-profits  tax  that 
Is  now  In  the  law  to  protect  the  capital-stock  tax.  In  other 
words,  corporations  have  the  right  under  the  law  to  declare 
new  values  for  capital-stock  purposes.  In  order  to  protect  the 
capital-stock  tax  you  have  to  have  an  excess-profits  tax  to 
keep  them  from  declaring  a  low  value  and  thereby  paying  a 
low  capital-stock  tax.  Then  you  have  to  have  a  companion 
excess- profits  tax  to  catch  the  difference,  so  as  to  make  the 


excess-profits  tax  protect  the  capital-stock  tax.    Tliat  is  what 
it  is. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  reason  for  that,  if  the  gentleman 
will  permit,  is  that  the  corporation  makes  its  own  return  for 
capital-stock  purposes.    The  Government  docs  not  do  It. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  If  that  provision  has  no  application  to 
profits  made  by  corporations  engaged  in  the  production  of 
the  essentials  of  defense,  then,  as  I  understand,  there  is 
nothing  in  the  bill  to  recover  the  huge  profits  that  may  be 
made  from  the  production  of  these  materials  for  defense 
purposes. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  3  additional 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  COOPER.  There  Is  no  definite  provision  in  this  bill 
imposing  a  war- profits  tax.  The  country  Is  not  at  war,  and 
we  are  still  hoping  that  we  may  not  be  at  war. 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.  We  all  hope  that  we  will  not  be  at  war. 
Mr.  COOPER.  There  is  no  war-profits-tax  provision  In 
this  bin.  The  report  clearly  shows  that  the  matter  is  under 
Intensive  consideration  by  the  Treasury  Department,  by  the 
staff  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation, 
and  by  your  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  We  believe 
that  we  can  act  on  that  matter  as  soon  as  action  is  necessary 
or  required,  and  we  can  make  it  apply  to  the  calendar  year 
1940  if  the  Congress  sees  proper  to  do  so. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.     That  matter  will  receive  the  attention  of 
the  Ways   and  Means  Committee   at  the   next   session   of 
Congress? 
Mr.  COOPER.    That  is  what  the  report  states. 
Mr.  PEIARSON.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 
Mr.  PEARSON.    I  was  interested  in  noting  that  under 
section  7  of  this  bill  the  committee  has  seen  fit  to  require  the 
filing  of  an  income-tax  return  by  all  persons  whose  gross 
income  is  equal  to  their  statutory  exemption.    I  should  like 
to  Inquire  whether  or  not  this  basic  amendment  will  continue 
as  a  part  of  the  fundamental  law  or  whether  it  bears  the 
same  5-year  limitation  the  tax  bears. 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  Is  Included  In  title  I  of  the  bill,  which 
is  permanent  law.    Only  title  11  is  temporary. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 
Mr.  MICHENER.    Reverting  to  the  suggestion  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  Jersey  In  reference  to  this  5-year  period, 
as  I  recall,  it  Is  very  clear  that  those  are  tax-exempt  bonds. 
The  gentleman  said  he  was  a  little  uncertain.    If  that  Is  true, 
then  you  are  making  a  cyclone  cellar  for  $4,000,000,000  of 
additional  tax-free  securities.    I  do  not  want  to  interfere 
with  the  matter  here,  but  It  Is  going  to  the  Senate,  and  it  is  a 
matter  that  should  be  given  attention,  because  I  do  not  know 
of  any  reason  why  the  holders  of  large  quantities  of  Govern- 
ment bonds  should  augment  their  holdings  by  buying  up  this 
$4,000,000,000  of  bonds  to  escape  the  tax. 
Mr.  DUNCAN  rose. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  do  not  have  that  particular  provision  of 
law  immediately  before  me.  If  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri (Mr.  Duncan]  has,  I  will  be  glad  to  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  DUNCAN.  It  is  within  the  discretion  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  whether  they  are  tax-exempt  or  not. 
Mr.  COOPER.  That  was  my  recollection. 
Mr.  MICHENER.  Does  the  gentleman  think  it  is  good 
legislation  for  the  Congress  to  enact  a  law  and  give  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  right  to  say  whether  or  not  he 
Issues  tax-exempt  seciu-itles  or  securities  that  su-e  not  tax 
exempt?  Should  not  this  body  be  the  Judge  and  determine 
where  these  favors  are  to  go? 

Mr.  COOPER.    That  is  the  present  law  and  this  bill  doea 
not  make  any  change  in  that  respect.     [ Applause.  1 
(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Jenkins  1. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  hopeful 
that  the  time  would  never  come  when  I  would  have  to  vote 
for  another  tax  bill.    I  even  went  so  far  as  to  promise 
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myself,  at  least,  that  I  would  never  vote  for  another  tax 
bill  until  this  orgy  of  spending  by  those  around  the  White 
House  had  been  stopped.  I  think  the  record  will  show  I 
did  not  vote  for  the  last  two  or  three  Ux  bills  passed  in  this 
'  House  and  gave  as  my  reason  that  so  long  as  the  President 
kept  up  his  extravagance  I  would  vote  no  more  taxes.  But 
It  looks  now  as  if  I  have  come  to  the  point  where  I  have 
got  to  break  with  myself,  and  I  am  doing  that  in  the  same 
apirit  as  the  American  people  are  displaying  when  they 
express  a  willingness  to  pay  additional  taxes  under  the  belief 
that  they  might  be  helping  their  country.  I  wonder  if  they 
really  appreciate  the  heavy  burden  that  they  are  assuming. 
Those  who  are  flooding  the  country  with  the  cry  of  "emer- 
gency" and  "defense"  should  be  careful  not  to  deceive  the 

people. 

Up  until  2  or  3  weeks  ago  it  would  have  been  imjwssible 
to  have  gotten  sufficient  votes  to  change  the  law  increasing 
the  debt  limit  except  that  the  Members  woiUd  have  voted 
probably  a  bilUon  purely  for  patriotic  reasons.  I.  myself, 
had  promised  myself  that  I  would  not  vote  for  an  increase 
of  more  than  a  billion  at  a  time.  Tliat  means  another 
thousand  million  doUars;  but  here  I  am  about  to  vote  for 
four  thousand  million  dollars  more  and,  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
hope  that  aU  the  Members  fiUly  appreciate  just  how  much 
a  thousand  million  is  smd  how  much  four  thousand  mil- 
lion is.  ,      ».,    , 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  nobody  be  deceived.  Primarily  this  is 
not  a  defense  bill.  It  is  a  bill  to  save  the  face  of  the  ad- 
ministraUon.  Primarily  it  is  a  bill  to  raise  the  debt  limit, 
and  the  President  is  taking  advantage  of  the  situation  to 
clothe  it  in  the  garb  of  national  defense.  The  first  thing 
they  want  under  this  measure  is  to  save  the  face  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States,  which  would  have  been 
"busted  flat"  at  the  end  of  the  present  administration.  To 
do  this,  they  must  raise  the  debt  Umit  so  that  they  may 
continue  to  borrow. 

Now.  what  is  the  first  thing  they  must  have?  They  must 
have  $4,000,000,000.  They  would  not  be  satisfied  with  $1,000.- 
000.000.  And  do  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  although  we 
talk  about  this  bUl  running  for  5  years,  during  which  time 
we  will  collect  about  $5,000,000,000  in  taxes,  they  are  not 
going  to  spread  out  the  spending  of  this  money  over  a  period 
of  5  years.  They  will  have  the  authority  to  borrow  it  as  soon 
as  the  biU  passes.  No  doubt  they  will  do  so.  and  their  past 
perfonnances  will  guarantee  that.  No  doubt  that  they  will 
have  this  money  within  2  or  3  weeks  after  the  1st  of  July. 
They  wUl  then  have  $4,000,000,000  to  spend.  I  want  to  stress 
that  so  you  may  appreciate  it.  They  can  spend  it  all,  if  they 
wish  to  do  so.  subject  only  to  action  of  the  Congress  between 
now  and  election  day.  It  is  too  much  money  to  be  diunped 
into  the  lap  of  the  greatest  spender  in  the  world.  Instead  of 
raising  the  debt  limit  $4,000,000,000  at  one  time  we  should 
have  raised  it  $1,000,000,000  at  a  time.  Then  we  wouW  have 
a  check  on  the  great  spender. 

I  want  to  compliment  the  American  people  upon  their 
patriotism.  For  their  espousal  of  a  tax  program  at  this  time 
Is  under  the  idea  that  it  is  largely  for  defense.  If  they  under- 
stood that  the  President  could  and  probably  would  spend  it 
as  he  has  done  in  the  past,  they  probably  would  not  be  so 
strong  for  it.  But.  anyhow,  let  us  give  them  the  credit  for 
showing  to  the  world  that  the  people  in  this  country  are 
really  in  favor  of  national  defense  against  unlawful  aggression 
from  any  country,  and  mean  to  defend  themselves  against 
Injustices.  Let  us  hope  ttutt  this  money  will  be  spent  for 
defense  and  not  wastcfully  or  for  politics. 

Mr.  McCORMACK  and  Mr.  PER0U80N  rose. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  But  do  not  be  deceived  about  thlf 
propofltlon.  They  will  have  this  money  at  their  disposal,  and 
I  want  to  say  here,  as  I  see  standing  before  mc  my  good  friend 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack),  that 
X  am  sure  my  good  friend  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
(Mr.  McCoRMACK  I  win  agree  with  me  that  thla  is  too  much 
money  for  anybody  to  have  just  to  play  with. 

X  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  a  dis- 
tinguished member  of  the  committee,  and  then  X  will  yield  to 
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my  other  good  friend  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
FctgusohI.  ^,       ,- 

Mr.  McCORMACK-  Is  not  the  gentleman  putting  himself 
m  a  very  inconsistent  positton  by  saying  that  he  Is  going  to 
vote  one  way  and  talk  the  other? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  No;  I  do  not  flatter  myself  that  X 
can  reach  all  of  the  American  people  or  convince  them.  II  I 
could.  I  would  explain  this  matter  out  to  them  In  detail  and 
then  await  their  decision. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman  says  this  money  is  not 
going  to  be  spent  for  defense,  and  yet  the  gentleman  says  he 
is  going  to  vote  for  it.  Is  the  gentleman  afraid  of  that  vote, 
or  does  the  gentleman  follow  his  own  conscience  and  vote  as 
It  dictates?  Because,  if  the  gentleman.  In  his  own  mind,  feels 
that  this  is  not  to  be  spent  for  defense  and  if  he  is  following 
his  conscience,  he  ought  to  vote  as  his  conscience  dictates. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  am  going  to  vote  as  my  conscience 
dictates.  I  always  do.  And  I  never  try  to  fool  the  people.  I 
would  tell  the  whole  truth  if  I  had  a  chance  to  have  a  fireside 
chat  with  them  as  the  President  does. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman's  political  conscience 
or  his  spiritual  conscience? 

Mr.  JEJJKINS  of  Ohio.  Oh,  I  have  only  one  conscience.  I 
have  no  political  conscience.  Here  is  what  I  would  do  with 
this  money,  and  here  is  what  I  hope  the  administration  will 
do  with  it.  If  the  administration  changes  to  a  Republican 
administration.  I  am  sure  that  it  will  do  it.  I  would  not 
borrow  this  $4,000,000,000  at  once,  because  it  is  not  necessary 
to  do  so.  and  if-we  would  borrow  a  billion  at  a  time  or  maybe 
a  half  billion,  we  might  be  able  to  get  along  without  so 
much  expenditure.  We  could  at  least  save  about  $20,000,000 
per  year  in  interest.  But  if  Roosevelt  is  reelected,  you  can 
get  ready  to  pay  the  full  amount,  for  he  will  stay  up  at  nights 
to  spend  it  if  necessary.  The  gentleman  remembers  that 
when  the  Republicans  were  in  power  before  we  passed  five  or 
six  tax-reduction  bills.  Elvery  year  we  passed  a  tax-reduction 
bill,  and  every  time  we  reduced  the  tax  rates  we  raised  more 
money.  But  under  the  Democratic  administration,  nearly 
every  year  they  have  been  in  power  we  have  l)een  compelled 
to  pass  a  tax-increase  bill.  Today  we  are  passing  the  biggest, 
or  at  least  one  of  the  biggest,  tax-increase  bills  ever  passed  in 
the  history  of  the  Republic.  If  anybody  wants  to  challenge 
me  on  that  statement,  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  them  do  it.  I 
may  be  mistaken  about  it,  but  I  think  it  is  the  biggest  tax- 
Increase  bill  ever  passed.  There  never  has  been  a  tax-reduc- 
tion bill  passed  since  the  gentleman's  party  has  been  in 
power.  I  have  to  vote  for  this  to  cover  up  all  of  these  extrav- 
agances; I  have  to  vote  to  keep  the  country  from  being  bank- 
rupt, just  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  said  the  country 
is  bankrupt,  and  shame  on  him.  to  have  to  admit  that  the 
greatest  country  in  the  world,  the  United  States,  is  bank- 
rupt and  cannot  borrow  any  more  money,  unless  we  vote 
this.  Of  course  I  have  to  vote  to  help  him  get  some  more 
money  rather  than  to  permit  the  country  to  become  bank- 
rupt. We  cannot  let  it  be  known  to  the  world  that  we  are 
bankrupt. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman  is  talking  himself 
more  and  more  into  an  Inconsistent  position  of  voting  one 
way  and  talking  the  other.  Going  back  to  the  tax  bill,  was 
it  not  in  the  years  of  prosperity,  and  in  all  the  gentleman 
■ays  he  Is  correct  about  the  Republican  Party  passing  reduc- 
tion tax  bills,  but  were  they  not  in  the  years  of  prosperity? 
Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  C;rtainly  they  were.  They  were 
under  a  Republican  administration,  and  what  else  would  the 
gentleman  expect? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Of  course,  that  Is  a  brilliant  contribu- 
tion. In  1030  was  there  not  a  Ux  bill  pasaed  raising  11,641,- 
000,000  upon  the  recommendation  of  former  President 
Hoover  and  the  late  Secretary  Mills,  who  appeared  before 
the  committee,  and  did  not  the  Democratic-controlled  Ways 
and  MeanN  Committee  vote  a  Ux  bill  to  ralae  11,041,000.0007 
Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  That  wu  a  large  Ux  btU.  but  it 
was  not  passed  under  clrciunsUnces  like  thla.  because  under 
the  present  bill  it  Uxes  %ad  covers  quite  a  field,  and  besides, 
you  must  remember  that  this  bill  U  an  Increase  of  a  billion 


and  six  million  in  our  Uxes.  We  will  also  have  to  pay  the 
present  income  taxes,  which  amount  to  about  three  billions. 
I  want  the  younger  Members  of  Congress  to  know  that  this 
tax  bill  increases  taxes  on  every  Uxable  item  in  the  whole 
Ihternal-revcnue  laws.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  single 
Item  that  this  bill  does  not  reach.  You  new  Members  can 
safely  answer  your  constituents  by  telling  them  that  this  new 
tax  bill  Increases  every  Item  In  every  possible  direction  where 
they  can  increase  the  tax.  Tell  them  that  the  Democratic 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  his  army  of  assistants,  and  the 
Democratic  Members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
have  taken  as  their  motto  that  no  one  shall  escape  an  addition 
to  his  taxes. 

Mr.  McCORMACK  But  the  gentleman  is  going  to  vote 
for  it. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Certainly  I  am,  and  I  am  almost 
ashamed  that  I  have  to  vote  for  it.  I  vote  for  it  in  the  name 
of  defense,  and  I  hope  we  do  not  spend  it  all. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  gentleman  expressed  some  fear 
that  the  money  would  be  spent  immediately.  Does  not  the 
gentleman  and  the  Congress  and  the  people  hope  to  God 
we  can  spend  this  money  for  defense,  this  three  and  a  half 
billion  dollars  as  soon  as  possible,  to  get  this  country  ready 
to  defend  itself? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Certainly,  if  we  need  it,  but  I 
hope  we  will  not  have  to  spend  it  on  defense.  I  hope  the 
situation  that  confronts  us  now  will  soon  be  changed.  If  it 
must  be  spent  for  defense  and  is  spent  for  defense,  then  I 
will  be  justified  in  voting  as  I  expect  to  do.  But  if  it  is 
wasted  then  I  shall  b€f  sorry  for  my  vote.  I  was  sorely  dis- 
appointed with  the  speech  which  the  Chief  Executive  made 
last  night.  It  is  such  conduct  as  that  that  causes  me  to  lose 
faith  in  him.  Oh  that  he  might  realize  that  a  still  tongue 
maketh  a  wise  head. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
has  expired. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  addi- 
tional to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Is  it  not  true  that  if  President  Roosevelt 
had  kept  his  word  to  the  American  people  as  he  had  given 
it  in  the  campaign  of  1932,  it  would  not  be  necessary,  even 
for  defense,  to  vote  up  any  tax  bill  at  this  stage? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Yes.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman 
brought  that  question  up  because  it  is  in  line  with  what  the 
Republican  Members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
tried  to  do. 

We  tried  to  provide  a  section  to  this  bill  that  would  pro- 
vide for  at  least  a  general  10-percent  reduction  in  all  gov- 
ernmental expenses,  but  we  were  not  able  to  get  any  encour- 
agement to  do  that.  That  Is  in  line  with  our  policy.  We 
advocate  economy  and  were  willing  to  vote  accordingly.  We 
would  have  voted  for  a  general  10-percent  reduction  in  all 
Government  expenditures.  The  reason  we  are  supporting 
this  tax  bill  is  because  somebody  sometime  has  got  to  com- 
mence to  pay  these  bills.  It  is  a  terrible  thing  in  this  great 
Republic  of  ours  to  think  that  we  are  $45,000,000,000  in  debt. 
We  have  gone  in  debt  as  far  as  we  possibly  can  and  then  we 
are  faced  with  what  they  say  Is  a  great  emergency.  What 
a  terrific  fiscal  position  we  are  In— practically  bankrupt,  fac- 
ing a  great  emergency. 

Mr.  JOHNS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio,  Yes;  I  yield  to  my  friend  from 
Wlsconnln. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  X  was  much  impressed  with  what  the  gentle- 
man said  that  we  hod  taxed  everything  ther«  was;  that  there 
was  nothing  more  left  to  tax.  If  we  mu»t  have  more  funds, 
the  only  thing  left  li  a  sales  tax  in  this  country.    Xs  that 

true?  _ 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  That  la  absolutely  right,  The  only 
thing  left  Is  a  sales  tax.  It  la  the  only  avenue  by  which  we 
can  get  any  additional  funds.  We  have  gone  to  the  line  of 
^^lrw^n^«h^n|  returns  In  laying  mecme  taxes.    We  have  reached 


the  limit.  Already  we  Uke  80  percent  of  some  incomes,  and 
this  Is  in  addition  to  their  State  Uxes.  In  this  bill  we  have 
come  further  down  the  scale  than  ever  before,  for  we  come 
down  to  an  $800  exemption.  Formerly  our  mlnlmtmi  was 
$1,000. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  What  would  have  been  our  situation,  in 
the  gentleman's  opinion,  had  the  occasion  arisen,  whereby  we 
could  not  talk  in  terms  of  national  defense  and  thereby  bring 
the  country  behind  a  measure  of  this  kind  at  this  moment? 
Where  would  we  have  been? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  will  refer  the  gentleman  to  the 
testimony  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  when  he  admitted  under  cross-examination  by  myself 
at  our  hearings  that  the  country  would  be  "busted"  on  the 
28th  day  of  February  coming  if  it  were  not  for  this  legislation. 

Mr.  ATJ.KN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr,  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Does  the  gentleman  think  It 
would  be  better  for  President  Roosevelt  to  run  for  this  third 
term  on  the  fact  that  he  is  going  to  keep  us  out  of  war, 
or  to  cut  down  expenses  and  eliminate  commissions?  Which 
do  you  think  would  be  the  better  platform  for  him  to  run  on? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  think  it  would  be  better  for 
the  country  to  cut  down  expenses  and  give  up  the  third 
term,  but  in  order  for  him  to  have  a  third  term  he  must 
have  three  or  four  billion  dollars  to  spend.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  yields  back  2  minutes. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Crowther]. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  know  that  there 
is  any  necessity  at  this  time  of  making  any  profound  speeches 
about  this  tax  bill.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  a  very  fortunate 
break  for  our  friends  on  the  Democratic  side  of  the  House  and 
for  the  administration.  You  have  had  a  series  of  fortunate 
breaks  during  the  last  7  years,  and  this  is  the  most  favorable 
one  of  them  all. 

About  5  or  6  weeks  ago  if  a  resolution  had  come  here  from 
the  White  House  ordering  the  Congress  to  raise  the  debt  limit 
by  $5,000,000.000, 1  am  afraid  it  would  have  met  with  consid- 
erable vote  resistance,  especially  on  our  side  of  the  House  and 
probably  some  on  the  Democratic  side  of  the  House.  Now,  if 
we  did  not  have  this  tax  bill  here  today,  and  if  a  resolution 
was  here  under  order  of  the  administration  that  it  was  neces- 
sary for  national  defense  to  raise  the  national  debt  limit  $5.- 
COO.000,000,  there  is  scarcely  a  man  In  the  House  who  would 
have  the  temerity  to  vote  against  it.  If  he  voted  against  It, 
he  probably  would  be  classified  as  a  traitor  or  a  member  of 
the  "fifth  column."  So  that  is  an  advanUge  that  has  come 
to  your  relief. 

Now  we  are  considering  a  combination  of  the  two.  We 
have  a  tax  bill  accompanying  a  resolution  to  raise  the  debt 
limit  $4,000,000,000,  under  the  guise  of  amortizing  that  $4.- 
000,000,000  over  a  period  of  5  years. 

In  spite  of  all  the  prophecies  that  have  been  made  In 
speeches  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and  by  commentators  and 
in  the  press  of  the  country.  I  do  not  think  any  of  us  were  aware 
of  the  extreme  danger  that  faced  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
StaUs.  or  that  It  was  coming  as  soon  as  Indicated  by  the  Sec- 
retary In  his  evidence  given  before  the  subcommittee.  It  was 
not  a  happy  circumstance,  Indeed.  It  must  have  been  ex- 
tremely embarrassing  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
have  to  convey  the  news  to  the  country  through  the  evidence 
given  before  our  subcommittee  that  on  the  28th  day  of  next 
February  the  Treasury's  borrowing  power  would  be  UmlUd  to 
$16,000,000  and  the  general  fund  would  be  sadly  depltttd. 
X  think  that  waa  a  revelation  to  ui  and  a  ihock  to  the  ptopit 
of  the  United  SUUs. 

Now  you  are  in  the  fortunaU  position  of  being  able  to 
recuperate  somewhat,  through  combination  of  raising  the 
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debt  limit  and  the  taxes  provided  in  this  bill  that  wiU 
go  into  the  general  fund  and  help  you  out  for  a  considerable 

— ^;      period  of  time. 

Let  us  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  this  billion  dollars 
of  new  revenue  is  not  even  a  gesture  toward  balancing  the 
Budget.  I  think  everybody  will  admit  that.  Even  with  this 
prospective  billion  dollars  in  taxes  it  leaves  the  Treasury 
In  a  financial  situation  that  is  to  be  deplored.    We  are  facing 

-  -  a   deficit    of    nearly    $4,000,000,000.    on    June    30,    and   the 

abundant  life  is  still  around  the  corner.  Of  course,  as  has 
been  suggested  by  the  chairman  of  our  subcommittee,  this  is 
probably  the  simplest  tax  revision  that  we  have  brought 
before  the  House  in  a  number  of  years.  The  reason  for  that 
is  that  we  changed  no  policies  to  speak  of  in  the  writing  of 
this  bill.  All  we  did  was  just  the  same  as  if  we  had  decided 
that  we  could  not  afford  to  buy  a  new  car,  so  we  backed  the 
old  tax  bus  out  into  the  alley  and  we  put  on  a  couple  ol 
new  tires,  tuned  up  the  carburetor,  put  in  a  couple  of  new 
spark  plugs  and  shined  it  with  a  httle  polish,  and  hoped  it 
would  run  another  year.  That  is  really  what  we  did.  There 
is  no  question  but  what  we  need  a  new  car,  a  new  tax  car. 

y  a  new  vehicle  for  the  collection  of  sufficient  revenue  in  the 

^  country  to  sustain  the  financial  integrity  of  the  Treasury 

\  of  the  United  States,  our  first  line  of  defense.     But,  of 

course,  the  excuse  was  there  was  not  time  to  do  it. 

We  have  had  time  to  do  it.    Together  with  other  members 

^^         of  the  subcommittee  I  was  in  Washington  in  November,  the 

day  after  election  day.    We  were  presumed  to  be  here  in 

1939  in  November  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  complete 

study  and  writing  a  new  tax  bill.    The  Treasury  had  made 

a  very  thorough   study  of   the   problem.     Under   Secretary 

Haines  had  invited  witnesses  to  appear  before  them  during 

the  simimer  to  make  suggestions  not  only  as  to  policy  but 

as  to  administrative  sections  that  might  be  changed  so  as 

to  be  more  beneficial  to  business  in  the  coimtry,  increase  their 

activities  and  remove  some  of  the  brakes  and  some  of  the 

hardships   they   were   suffering   under   the   existing  law.    I 

"^  met  my  chairman,  and  we  talked  about  It,  and  it  ran  along 

for  some  weeks.  Then  finally  he  said  to  me  one  day  that 
they  had  decided  not  to  have  any  tax  bill  and  that  we  were 
going  to  devote  oiu-  time  as  a  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
to  social  security.  That  was  a  fine  political  move,  of  course. 
Under  social  security  you  moved  the  date  of  annuitants* 
payments  up  2  years  so  you  gentlemen  could  talk  about  it 
on  the  stump  this  fall.  With  a  great  degree  of  liberality  you 
Increased  the  benefits  hoping  to  head  off  the  Townsend  bill. 
So  we  had  no  tax  bill.  When  the  President  came  to  Con- 
gress with  his  message  in  January  he  recommended  a  tax  bill 
of  $460,000,000  in  line  with  his  recommendations  as  to 
national  defense.  Still  no  tax  bill.  All  through  the  winter, 
all  through  the  spring,  all  the  time  hoping,  hoping  against 
hope,  that  you  could  get  through  without  a  tax  bill  because 
you  Democrats  thought  it  was  not  expedient  to  burden  the 

-^  people  with  a  tax  bill  in  an  election  year.     Now  you  find  your- 

selves in  the  position  where  it  becomes  an  absolute  necessity 
to  raise  revenue,  and  you  have  a  fine  excuse — personally  I 
always  prefer  a  reason  to  an  excuse.  You  have  a  fine  excuse 
for  bringing  a  bill  In  at  this  time  and  coupling  it  with  an 
increase  of  the  national  debt  by  $4,000,000,000. 

There  are  many  changes  we  might  have  made  to  raise 
more  money  than  this  bill  totala  I  offered  an  amendment 
to  raise  the  tax  on  cigarettes  another  50  cents  a  thousand, 
making  it  $4  a  thousand  instead  of  $3.50.  That  would  have 
brought  In  $57,000,000  new  money.  I  do  not  know  of  any  tax 
that  would  cause  less  hardship  than  an  additional  50  cents 
a  thousand  on  cigarettes.  We  raised  the  tax  on  certain 
tjrpes  of  tobacco,  and  we  raised  the  tax  on  liquor  75  cents  a 
gallon.  Do  you  know  that  England  levies  a  tax  of  $14  a 
gallon  on  whisky?  Fourteen  dollars  a  gallon,  and  they 
never  heard  of  a  bootlegger  in  England,  yet  we  were  afraid 
that  perhaps  the  raise  of  75  cents  a  gallon  would  encourage 
bootlegging.  They  carry  a  tax  of  16  cents  a  gallon  on  gaso- 
line in  England.     That  is  what  we  pay  for  it,  tax  paid. 

■^  Mr.  Chairman,  several  3rears  ago  I  Introduced  the  manu- 

facturers' excise  tax.  and  the  same  measure  was  introduced 


2  years  later  by  my  distinguished  colleague,  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormackI.  This  measure  car- 
ried licensmg  provisions  to  prevent  pyramiding  of  the  tax, 
which  was  2V4  percent. 

In  my  opinion  there  is  only  one  way  in  which  enough 
Federal  revenue  can  be  obtained  to  prevent  a  collapse  of  the 
entire  Federal  credit  structure.  This  Is  a  general  sales  tax 
to  be  imposed  on  all  sales  transactions.  The  point  of  most 
efficient  administration  is  probably  the  sale  by  a  manufac- 
tvirer  or  original  importer  of  goods  not  made  here. 

No  entirely  reliable  estimate  of  the  volimie  of  such  trans- 
actions is  available,  but  the  National  Industrial  Conference 
Board  has  just  issued  figures  which  show  total  business  gross 
sales  of  $174  600,000,000  for  1937.  M  this  figure  be  cut  in 
half,  a  2-percent  Federal  sales  tax  would  produce  upward  of 
$1,750,000,000. 

The  English  budget  message  of  April  23,  1940.  contained  a 
proposal  for  a  "purchase  tax,"  which  is  to  apply  to  aU  trans- 
actions between  wholesalers  and  retailers.  This  is  obviously 
a  sales  tax.  The  rate  has  not  yet  been  fixed,  but  one  rumor 
puts  it  at  5  percent.  Even  so,  the  tax  has  been  criUcized  by 
the  London  Economist  as  not  going  far  enough. 

The  great  advantages  of  such  a  tax  are: 

First.  It  can  be  put  into  operation  quickly  and  will  begin 
to  produce  revenue  after  the  first  month.  Any  income-tax 
changes  made  now  may  not  fully  show  up  in  the  Treasury 
before  December  1941. 

Second.  The  revenue  is  relatively  stable  and  dependable, 
for  gross-sales  volume  varies  much  less  than  net  income. 

Third.  It  will  apply,  as  no  other  tax  can,  to  all  of  the 
people.  Defense  is  an  expense  to  protect  the  rights  of  the 
whole  people,  and  contribution  to  the  cost  should  be 
umversal. 

Fourth.  It  is  a  proportional  tax  and  wiU,  if  shifted,  affect 
each  one  only  in  proportion  to  his  purchases.  It  is  no  more 
objectionable,  on  this  ground,  than  all  of  the  other  taxes 
now  used  by  the  Federal  Government  aside  from  income  and 
estate  taxes. 

At  this  point  I  suggest  the  following  revisions  to  stimulate 
investment  and  business  activity: 

First.  Reduce  the  surtax  maximum  rate  to  55  percent, 
applicable  to  all  income  above  $100,000  as  at  present.  On 
the  basis  of  returns  for  1938  the  revenue  loss  would  be 
$50,430,000.  The  stimulating  effect  of  such  a  change  would 
be  very  much  greater  than  this  tax  difference  would  indicate. 

Second.  Broaden  the  deduction  for  net  operating  loss  (sec. 
26c)  to  allow  a  period  of  5  to  6  years  for  replacement  of 
such  losses. 

Third.  Introduce  a  special  amortization  rule  for  plant  and 
equipment  constructed  expressly  to  fulfill  war-defense  con- 
tracts, permitting  such  depreciation  as  a  write-off  against 
the  income  from  the  war  contracts,  or  against  other  income 
subsequently  received  if  the  war  contract  income  does  not 
suffice.  This  principle  was  introduced  in  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1918  (sec.  234  (a)  8). 

Fourth.  Allow  to  individuals  a  deduction  of  not  to  exceed, 
say,  15  percent  of  net  income  on  account  of  bona  fide  in- 
vestments in  business  securities.  This  would  parallel  the 
deduction  now  permitted  for  charitable  contributions.  The 
problem  of  definition  and  also  of  control  Is  admittedly 
difficult  but  not  insuperable. 

Fifth.  Repeal  the  capital-gains-tax  provisions.  The  Inclu- 
sion of  so-called  capital  gains  as  taxable  income  has  long 
been  recognized  as  an  Influence  which  restrains  the  free 
transfer  of  investments  and  which  therefore  hinders  the 
movement  of  capital  into  the  hands  of  those  most  likely  to 
use  it  eflfectlvely.  In  redrafting  these  sections  the  aim  should 
be  to  distinguish  between  casual  traders  and  those  who 
should  properly  be  classed  as  regular  or  professional  deal- 
ers in  securities  or  other  property.  The  latter  should  be  re- 
quired to  report  gains  and  losses  on  an  inventory  basis,  for 
such  dealings,  when  engaged  in  as  a  business,  are  no  different 
In  essence  from  the  grocery  business,  which  has  always  been 
dealt  with  on  the  inventory  basis.  The  gains  and  losses  of 
casual  traders  and  those  arising  out  of  exchanges,  trades. 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


7979 


or  transfers  In  connection  with  corporate  adjustments  should 
be  disregarded. 

Sixth.  Permit  consolidated  returns.  It  is  doubtful  if  denial 
of  the  privilege  of  making  a  consolidated  retiun  materially 
affects  the  revenue,  in  the  case  of  companies  so  thoroughly 
Integrated  as  to  be  eligible  to  make  such  a  return  were  it 
allowed.  The  denial  merely  tends  to  increase  the  business 
expense  of  making  intercorporate  adjustments  and  engaging 
in  intercorporate  transactions  whereby  tax  results  somewhat 
similar  to  those  that  would  be  possible  under  a  consolidated 
return  can  be  reported.  This  denial  is  based  on  a  complete 
misunderstanding  of  the  economic  purposes  and  advantages 
of  corporate  integration,  and  if  it  is  logical,  then  a  depart- 
ment store  should  be  required  to  report  profits  and  losses  by 
departments  instead  of  letting  the  profit  on  cosmetics  offset 
the  loss  on  furniture. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  such  time  as  he 
may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Plumlxt]. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not  news  that  "there 
is  a  growing  concern  regarding  the  state  of  our  national  de- 
fense," as  the  majority  report  suggests.  Tlie  responsibility 
for  inadequacy  cannot  be  charged  to  the  minority,  which  has 
supported  every  appropriation  for  preparedness  and  every  re- 
quest of  the  President  therefor.  It  Is  time  to  put  responsi- 
bility right  where  it  belongs. 

It  is  highly  desirable — that  is  a  polite  way  to  put  it  as  well 
as  politic — Uiat  Congress  take  some  action  to  provide  the 
Treasury  with  additional  taxes. 

The  minority  well  says  that — 

The  pending  bill — the  avowed  purpose  of  which  Is  the  financing  of 
the  defense  program — brings  home  to  the  American  people  the 
realization  that  the  New  Deal's  extravagant  and  wasteful  spending 
pctigram  has  not  only  resxilted  in  ezhavistlng  the  authorized  public 
debt  but  has  seriously  imdermlned  the  financial  security  of  the 
Nation,  which  Is  our  first  line  of  defense. 

Did  you  read  the  views  of  the  Republican  minority?  You 
should,  and  that  you  may  I  append  them  here  and  now.  They 
go  on  to  say : 

Faced  with  a  grave  national  emergency,  requiring  the  Immediate 
expenditure  of  several  billions  of  dollars  for  defense  piirposes  and 
possible  future  outlays  the  extent  of  which  no  one  can  now  fore- 
•ee.  we  find : 

1.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasiuy  publicly  confessing  that  by  the 
end  of  next  February  the  Ooyemment  of  the  United  States  wlU  be 
"broke." 

a.  The  public  debt  at  the  staggering  and  unprecedented  level  of 
forty-five  billions — a  figure  which  no  one  ever  dreamed  woxild  t>e 
reached  when  originally  fixed  by  Congress. 

8.  The  sources  of  Fedeial  taxation  already  tapped  virtually  to 
the  Umlt.  but  stlU  insufficient  to  pay  more  than  half  the  cost 
of  New  Deal  expendltiires  for  ordinary  purposes. 

n 

The  object  of  the  pending  blU  Is  threefold: 

1.  An  mcreaae  of  the  authorized  public  debt  by  $4,000,000,000. 
with  the  proviso  that  such  additional  borrowing  shall  be  used 
only  for  national-defense  purposes. 

a.  The  raising  of  sufficient  revenue  to  finance  this  borrowing 
over  a  6-year  period,  requiring  t800.(X)0,0(X)  per  annum  exclusive  of 
Interest. 

3.  The  raising  of  mcidental  revenue  for  the  general  Treasury, 
amounting  to  the  difference  between  the  •l.OOO.OCO.OCX)  estimated  to 
be  realized  from  the  blU  and  the  amount  actuaUy  required  to  pay 
the  amortization  charges  above  referred  to. 

ni 

WhUe  we  of  the  Republican  minority  are  in  accord  with  the  pur- 
pose of  the  bill  in  authorizing  additional  borrowing  for  defense 
needs  and  In  raising  the  necessary  taxes  to  finance  such  additional 
borrowing,  we  believe  that  the  p)eople  of  this  country  are  entitled 
to  know  certain  facts  In  connection  with  the  pending  blU  which 
might  not  otherwise  be  brought  to  their  attention.     These  facts 

are: 

1.  That  whereas  the  so-caUed  supertaxes  levied  by  the  bill  are 
limited  to  a  5-year  period,  the  broadening  of  the  Income-tax  base 
and  the  readjustment  of  the  middle  surtax  brackets  Is  permanent 

law. 

a.  That  the  ao-called  supertaxes  wlU  produce  only  $650,000,000 
of  the  total  revenue  of  $1,000,000,000  to  be  raised  by  the  blU. 

3.  That  these  supertaxes  are  the  only  taxes  levied  imder  the 
bill  which  are  specifically  earmarked  to  pay  off  the  $4,000,000,000 
of  defense  bonds  which  are  authorized. 

4  That  the  revenue  to  be  realized  from  the  lowering  of  the 
Income-tax  exemptions  and  the  readjustment  of  the  surtaxes  will 
go  Into  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury,  and  that  only  w  much  of 
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such  revenues  as  are  necessary  to  make  up  tlM  deficit  In  the 
defense  amortization  fxud  will  be  transferred  to  sxKh  fund. 

6.  That  the  so-called  nuisance  taxes,  which  have  already  been 
extended  four  times  beyond  their  original  expiration  date,  and 
which  would  otherwise  expire  on  June  30,  1&41,  are  extended  by 
the  biU  for  4  additional  years. 

6.  That  aU  of  the  money  from  these  nuisance  taxes,  with  the 
exception  of  that  realized  from  the  so-caUed  supertaxes  thereon, 
goes  into  the  general  fimd  of  the  Treasury  to  be  used  for  ordinary 
expenditures  of  govenunent. 

7.  That  the  effect  of  the  biU  is  to  Increase  the  amount  of  bar» 
rowing  which  may  be  made  for  general  purposes  within  the  pres- 
ent $45,000,000,000  debt  limit,  by  reason  of  the  transfer  of  over 
$1,000,000,000  of  ordinary  defense  ex])endltures  from  the  regular 
Budget  to  the  special  defense  fund. 

8.  That  as  a  consequence  of  the  foregoing  fact,  the  $4,000,000,000 
Increase  In  the  debt  limit  provided  by  the  bUl,  and  the  taxes  levied 
in  connection  therewith,  are  not  entirely  for  "emergency"  defense 
purposes. 

9.  That  while  the  bill  purports  to  set  up  a  fund  Into  which 
certain  tax  revenues  under  the  bill  will  be  paid  for  the  retlrenaent 
of  the  proposed  defense  bonds,  the  bill  Is  so  drafted  that  this 
money  may  be  transferred  back  and  forth  to  the  general  fund  of 
the  Treasury.  Our  efforts  to  lns\ire  the  security  of  the  fund  by 
offering  amendments  in  committee  were  only  partially  successful. 

10.  That  while  the  additional  borrowing  power  authorized  under 
the  bill  can  be  used  only  for  **the  national  defense."  this  term  18 
not  defined,  and  It  Is  therefore  possible  that  expenditures  may  be 
made  out  of  the  fund  which  are  not  strictly  for  defense  purposes. 

11.  That  of  the  total  revenue  to  be  raised  by  the  bill,  approxi- 
mately $175,000,000  will  come  from  the  corporate  Income  tax,  ap- 
proximately $375,000,000  from  the  Individual  Income  tax.  and  the 
balance  of  approximately  $450,000,000  from  excise  levies,  princi- 
pally on  consumption  goods. 

12.  That  after  the  present  bill  becomes  law.  the  only  substan- 
tial soiu-ce  of  revenue  which  wlU  be  left  for  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment wlU  be  a  general  sales  tax. 

13.  That  the  present  financial  crisis  In  the  Treasury  is  not  due 
to  the  emergency-defense  program  alone.  Even  without  It,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Tresisury  has  admitted  that  the  administration 
would  have  to  ask  for  an  Increase  In  the  debt  Umlt  early  next  year, 
along  with  possible  fiirther  Increases  In  taxation,  in  order  to  meet 
the  ordinary  costs  of  government  under  the  New  Deal,  and  the 
present  blU  does  not  alter  that  situation. 

n 

We  of  the  Republican  minority  recognize  the  urgent  necessity  of 
providing  funds  for  meeting  defense  needs  and  of  strengthening  the 
financial  seciirlty  of  the  Nation.  We  l>elieve  that  the  people  af  this 
country  wUl  gladly  make  every  sacrifice  required  of  them  for  this 
purpose.  However,  we  feel  that  inasmuch  as  the  citizen  Is  being 
asked  to  "tighten  his  belt"  and  contribute  more  taxes  It  is  not  too 
much  to  ask  that  the  clvU  departments  of  the  Government  do  like- 
wise. 

We  of  the  Republican  minority  proposed  m  the  conmiilttee  that  a 
10-percent  cut  be  made  In  the  total  amount  of  all  appropriations, 
except  for  national  defense.  Interest  on  the  public  debt,  and  trust 
funds.  Our  proposal  was  rejected  on  a  strict  party  vote.  WhUe 
technically  appropriation  matters  cannot  be  considered  by  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee,  a  provision  such  as  we  prop>o8ed  could  have 
been  made  in  order  vmder  a  rule. 

Throughout  the  whole  New  Deal  spending  program,  we  of  the 
Republican  minority  have  constantly  insisted  that  the  administra- 
tion has  no  right  to  Increase  taxes  on  the  people  without  first  mak- 
ing an  earnest  effort  to  reduce  expenditures.  Leaving  out  of  ac- 
count the  emergency-defense  program,  present  expenditures  are  now 
approximately  double  the  $5,000,000,000  level  of  1932,  which  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  and  the  Democratic  Party  promised  to  reduce  by  25 
percent.  In  adhering  to  a  policy  of  economy  In  Government  ex- 
penditures In  connection  with  any  Increase  in  taxes,  we  but  reflect 
the  feeling  of  the  vast  majority  of  the  people. 

Another  Republican  proposal  which  was  rejected  In  conunlttee 
was  one  allowing  taxpayers  an  amortization  period  of  as  low  as  5 
years  for  plants  and  equipment  built  or  piu-chased  for  use  In  con- 
nection with  the  defense  program.  This  proposal  was  in  line  with 
a  suggestion  made  by  the  President  in  his  fireside  message  of  May 
26,  m  which  he  said  that  it  might  be  difficult  to  induce  private 
capital  to  make  the  necessary  investment  in  plant  extensions  under 
existing  law.  The  Treasury  has  promised  to  give  special  considera- 
tion to  this  matter  with  a  view  to  recommending  legislation  at  a 
later  date. 

An  additional  Republican  proposal,  relating  to  poassible  war- 
profits  taxation,  was  also  referred  to  the  Treasury  for  further  study 
and  report. 

The  pending  biU  Is  a  makeshift  tax  measure,  hastUy  drafted  to 
meet  an  emergency.  We  beUeve  that  it  is  essential  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means,  or  its  tax  subcommittee.  Immediately 
undertake  a  further  study  of  the  general  tax  question  with  a  view 
to  enacting  a  balanced,  long-range  tax  program  at  the  earUest 
possible  date.  In  this  connection,  we  believe  consideration  should 
be  given  to  the  possibility  of  securmg  additional  revenue  by  modify- 
ing some  of  the  rates  of  taxation  which  have  reached  the  point  of 
diminishing  returns. 

In  view  of  the  emergency  which  confronts  the  Nation,  we  have 
unanimously  Jomed  with  the  Democratic  majority  in  reporting  the 
pending  bUl  to  the  House,  t>ut  we  feel  that  we  would  be  remlB 
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In  ovir  duty  as  members  of  the  minority  party  unless  we  supple- 
mented the  report  of  the  majority  with  these  additional  views, 
calling  attention  to  certain  facts  which  In  our  opinion  the  people 
of  this  covmtry  are  entitled  to  know. 

I  could  subscribe  to  this  report  but  I  do  not  see  how  I  can 
square  myself  with  my  conscience  to  vote  for  this  alleged  de- 
fense bill.  In  my  judgment  it  is  an  unconscionable  fraud  on 
the  public  and  on  those  people  who  must  pay  the  piper  as  the 
New  Deal  fiddles  along  while  Rome  l^urns. 

Of  course,  the  Budget  should  be  balanced.  Of  course,  addi- 
tional revenue  should  be  raised  in  tremendous  quantities. 
There  can  be  no  question  as  to  the  need  for  taxes.  So  also 
there  can  be  no  excuse  and  there  is  no  justification  for  under- 
taking to  Jam  the  present  atrocious  measure,  drafted  after 
only  2  weeks'  consideration,  through  the  House  to  a  grave  in 
the  Senate.  There  is  plenty  of  time  if  the  majority  does  its 
duty  and  Congress  remains  in  session  to  do  its  duty. 

The  bill  does  not  and  cannot  do  what  the  ipeople  of  this 
country  have  been  given  to  tmderstand  it  would. 

It  does  not  require  that  the  money  to  be  borrowed  to  the 
tune  of  $3,000,000,000  shall  be  used  exclusively  to  finance  the 
national-defense  program,  nor  does  it  provide  that  the  next 
taxes  shall  be  used  for  the  amortization  of  the  defense  bond 
issue. 

It  is  merely  directory,  not  mandatory. 

It  is  a  camouflage  and  a  subterfuge.  It  has  been  suggested 
by  Phelps  Adams  that  if  the  New  Eteal  should  determine  that 
the  W.  P.  A.  road-building  program  is  in  whole  or  in  part 
instrumental  in  perfecting  the  national  defense,  it  may  apply 
a  large  part  of  this  $3,000,000,000  fund  to  defraying  the  costs 
of  the  W.  P.  A. 

Likewise,  if  the  President  should  deem  it  necessary  to  the 
national  defense  that  the  farmers  of  the  Nation  be  happy  and 
prosperous,  he  may  use  part  of  this  money  to  meet  the  parity 
payments  or  the  costs  of  the  soil-conservation  program.  In 
short,  it  is  difficult  to  think  of  any  of  the  expenditures  author- 
ized by  Congress  in  behalf  of  the  New  Deal  that  could  not  be 
financed  out  of  this  fund  under  the  language  of  the  pending 
legislation. 

It  is  the  third  joker,  however,  that  is  fraught  with  the 
deepest  political  significance. 

The  President,  it  will  be  recalled,  submitted  a  regular  Budget 
lor  $1,800,000,000  for  the  national  defense  at  the  opening  of 
this  session  of  Congress.  This  expenditure  was  to  be  financed 
in  the  regular  way  through  the  collection  of  taxes  under  exist- 
ing schedules  and  through  tx)rrowings  already  authorized 
under  the  existing  debt  limitation. 

SEES  POUnCS   IN  DEBT   LIMrr 

Spokesmen  for  the  New  Deal  have  given  the  distinct  impres- 
sion that  the  Increase  in  that  debt  limit  would  be  used  wholly 
for  the  emergency  expenditures  of  $2,500,000,000  now  being 
undertaken,  but  an  analysis  of  the  pending  bill  dispels  that 
illusion.  / 

Under  the  language  of  that  measure  the  Treasury  is  entirely 
free  to  finance  the  entire  $1,800,000,000  regular  Budget  pro- 
gram out  of  the  new  borrowings,  leaving  the  New  Deal  at  lib- 
erty to  use  its  Budget  money  to  pay  for  past  extravagances 
under  the  heading  of  boondoggling,  pump  priming,  and  deficit 
spending. 

When  it  is  remembered  that  congressional  leaders  had  fiatly 
refused  to  consider  new  tax  legislation  or  any  rise  in  the  debt 
limit  at  this  session  tmtll  the  need  for  a  new  program  of 
national  defense  became  apparent,  the  political  importance 
of  this  joker  in  the  bill  becomes  obvious. 

Apart  from  these  technical  deficiencies  in  the  language  of 
the  new  measure  itself,  however,  are  certain  broad  implica- 
tions that  have  not  thus  far  been  generally  understood. 

r Align  HANK  OECEFTION 

Theoretically  the  bill  merely  authorizes  the  Treasury  to 
borrow  enough  money  to  pay  for  the  new  program  and  im- 
poses taxes  designed  to  amortize  the  borrowings  over  a  5-year 
period.    Actually,  experts  declare,  this  is  rank  deception. 

The  present  defense  program  is  only  a  beginning.  More 
equipment,  new  planes,  and  a  vast  new  army  of  workers  to 
service  and  care  for  this  equipment  to  pilot  the  planes,  and  so 


iforth,  will  be  necessary  when  Congress  convenes  again  next 
January  according  to  present  prospects.  The  cost  of  main- 
taining this  equipment  and  quartering  the  personnel  to  oper- 
ate and  care  for  it  will  be  a  recurring  annual  expenditure  and 
a  regular  charge  upon  the  Budget  which  cannot  be  met  by 
current  receipts  and  within  the  present  debt  limit. 

In  other  words,  the  Federal  Treasury  is  heading  for  a  series 
cf  $5,000,000,000  annual  deficits  instead  of  the  $3,500,000,000 
deficits  which  have  been  customary  in  recent  years.  It  must 
thus  raise  the  debt  limit  again.  It  must  find  some  new  taxes 
somewhere.  Or  it  must  do  what  this  administration  has 
steadfastly  refused  to  do  for  7  years  now— eliminate  non- 
essential expenditures  from  the  regular  Budget  under  its 
broad  social  program. 

INCREASED  INCOMB  NEEDED 

Among  tax  experts  it  is  universally  conceded  that  the  only 
way  through  which  such  lavish  expenditures  can  be  sup- 
ported is  through  an  integrated  program  of  tax  and  other 
legislation  which  has  as  its  fundamental  objective  the  in- 
creasing of  the  national  income,  through  increased  produc- 
tion, increased  employment,  and  increased  purchasing  power. 

Yet  this  tax  bill— like  the  nine  New  Deal  tax  bills  which 
have  preceded  it  in  the  last  7  years — will  tend  to  have  exactly 
the  opposite  effect  and  to  shrink  the  American  pocketbook 
from  which  taxes  are  collected. 

The  confiscatory  rates  in  the  high  surtax  brackets  have  al- 
most dried  up  the  fiow  of  private  capital  and  have  thus  stopped 
plant  expansion,  increased  production,  and  widespread  re- 
employment. 

The  present  bill  strikes  a  heavy  blow  at  purchasing  power 
by  boosting  to  imconscicnable  levels  the  surtax  rates  in  the 
low  and  middle  brackets  among  that  group  of  the  population 
which  most  largely  supports  that  great  segment  of  American 
industry  which  provides  the  conveniences  and  luxiules  of  life 
as  contrasted  with  bare  necessities. 

It  is  the  men  who  get  between  $6,000  and  $50,000  a  year  who 
spend  large  sums  on  automobiles,  radios,  and  new  homes.  Yet 
the  new  tax  bill  increases  by  68  percent  the  amoimt  of  money 
which  the  man  making  $50,000  a  year  must  pay  to  the  Federal 
Government  next  year. 

PUKCHASING  WOTIU)  BE  CTJT 

Thus  the  mass  purchases  of  this  group  next  year  will  be 
sharply  curtailed,  and  in  order  to  expand  their  market  for 
goods  the  industries  most  directly  affected  must  endeavor  to 
lower  prices  to  levels  that  will  attract  new  purchasers. 

But  here  again  the  pending  bill  interferes.  Faced  by  grow- 
ing demands  for  higher  wages,  and  by  increased  cost  of  raw 
materials,  corporations  are  to  labor  under  a  new  burden 
imposed  upon  them  through  a  flat  increase  of  1  percent  in  the 
regular  tax  and  by  the  addition  of  a  10  percent  supertax  on 
top  of  that. 

Thus  corporations  in  the  $25,000  bracket  And  themselves 
facing  a  tax  rate  in  excess  of  20  percent  under  the  new  bill. 
This  in  turn  is  bound  to  force  a  reduction  in  the  wages  paid 
to  capital  Invested  in  their  plants,  and  a  new  barrier  has 
again  been  erected  to  dam  up  meager  trickle  of  private  capi- 
tal that  is  today  finding  its  way  into  industry  and  new 
enterprise.    And  so  the  vicious  circle  is  completed. 

As  one  tax  expert  summed  it  all  up  today  in  appraising 
the  new  bill,  the  situation  is  this: 

The  New  Deal  is  imdertaking  in  exactly  the  same  fashion 
one  of  the  most  dangerous  experiments  it  has  ever  tried, 
and  one  that  has  never  been  tried  before — the  passage  of  a 
bill  designed  to  place  an  annual  burden  of  more  than  $7,000.- 
000,000  upon  the  back  of  the  Nation  without  any  considera- 
tion of  the  methods  by  which  that  back  can  be  so  supported 
as  to  bear  this  burden. 

Let  us  hojje  there  comes  a  time  when  the  people  will  get 
fed  up  with  being  fooled.  When  it  touches  their  pocket 
books  they  should  wonder  what  was  being  imdertaken  to  be 
done  to  them  under  the  slogan  of  defense.  They  just  do 
not  realize  what  is  happening  to  them  imder  the  subterfuges 
contained  in  this  bill. 

The  majority  has  worn  the  "general-welfare  clause" 
threadbare  in  the  last  7  years.    Now  it  is  imdertaking  to 
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carry  on  its  ruination  of  democracy  by  camouflage  and 
subterfuge,  under  the  claim  of  an  alleged  right  found  in  the 
necessity  for  defense. 

It  is  time  for  those  who  have  ears  to  hear.  Was  Lincoln 
wrong?    Too  many  are  fooled  today. 

Anyway,  If  any  tax  bill  is  to  be  written,  and  one  should 
be  written  after  careful  study  and  prolonged  hearings.  It 
should  be  comprehensive,  fair,  just,  and  as  equitable  as  any 
tax  bill  can  be  made.  This  hodge-podge  gesture  before  us 
can  bring  nothing  but  sorrow  to  those  who  have  so  hastily 
and  ill  advisedly  framed  It.  and  eventually  nothing  but 
disaster  to  the  country.  It  makes  balancing  of  the  Budget 
an  impossibility.  It  is  not  a  tax  bill  for  permanent  and 
effective  defense  despite  the  protestations  of  its  proponents, 
in  the  last  analysis. 

If  It  passes  the  House,  as  it  seems  probable  it  will  under 
pressure,  it  should  either  be  iHiried  in  the  other  branch,  or 
so  amended  as  to  l)e  unrecognizable.  A  real  permanent  de- 
fensive tax  measure  should  be  drafted  to  make  our  security 
secure.  Such  a  measure  this  bill  definitely  and  positively 
is  not. 

When  the  tax  bill  was  before  us  for  consideration  in  1936 
I  said  a  lot  of  things  about  it.  You  can  find  them  In  the 
Congressional  Record  of  date  April  24.  1936,  pages  6094 
to  6098. 

I  said  It  was  an  act  that  might  be  called  "An  act  to  dis- 
coiu-age  small  biisiness.  to  encourage  monopoly,  and  to  pre- 
vent competition."  So  It  turned  out  to  be.  I  said  that 
"Committees  and  theorists  may  write  tax  laws  until  dooms- 
day, which  theoretically  will  produce  the  desired  result." 
Let  me  quote  further  and  make  applicable  to  the  bill  now 
under  consideration  what  I  then  said: 

It  Is  a  pretty  picture  which  figures  make.  They  look  good  on 
paper.  But  let  me  tell  you  that  the  man  who  has  to  enforce  and 
administer  these  dreams  ftnd  them  moet  impractical,  unenforceable, 
and  inadequate,  and  abeolutely  ImpKJSSlble  of  enforcement  or  ad- 
ministration by  reason  of  the  human  factor  and  the  consequent 
obstacles,  which  factor  and  which  obstacles  the  theorists  do  not  see 
and  the  practical  administrator  and  enforcer  of  the  law  cannot 
overcome.  This  proposed  tax  bUl  Is  exactly  that  kind  of  a  dream — 
impractical,  unenforceable,  and  unworkable.  I  fear  that  It  Is  going 
to  be  enactod  Into  law.  and  in  substantially  the  form  in  which  we 
are  now  considering  it. 

If  this  bill  should  become  a  law.  the  people  will  find  eventu- 
ally that  the  New  I>eal  has  sold  them  another  gold  brick.  The 
most  necessary  and  emergent  thing  to  l>e  done  is  to  take  the 
necessary  time  to  undertake  to  protect  our  economic  status 
as  we  try  to  draft  a  tax  law  to  raise  revenue  to  meet  a  situa- 
tion in  which  we  have  waked  up  to  find  ourselves,  both  because 
of  New  Deal  extravagance  and  wastefulness  that  has  forced  us 
into  the  present  financial  debacle,  and  to  take  care  of  the 
needed  expenditures  that  will  have  to  be  made  to  insiu-e  ade- 
quate defense. 

To  kill  the  goose  that  lays  the  golden  egg  by  confiscation. 
Strangulation,  or  to  insure  its  slow  death  by  starvation  is  as 
unwise  as  Is  the  attempt  to  force  it  tlirough  here  today, 
uncalled  for  under  existing  conditions.    Haste  makes  waste. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  EngelI. 

Mr.  ENGEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  some  of  us  on  and  off  the 
Appropriations  Committee  who  have  consistently,  and  some- 
times at  the  risk  of  our  political  lives,  voted  for  economy  and 
against  waste  and  extravagance  are  now  tempted  to  say  to 
those  of  you  who  have  defeated  us  in  our  efforts  at  economy, 
"You  raised  the  money.  You  spent  it.  You  wasted  it.  You 
ran  us  into  debt.  Now  it  is  up  to  you  to  raise  the  debt 
limit  and  to  raise  the  taxes." 

I  have  before  me  a  statement  showing  that  the  amoimt 
of  money  voted  by  this  House  this  year  over  and  above  the 
amount  of  the  bills  as  they  came  from  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  excluding  national  defense,  was  almost  a  half 
bilbon  dollars,  or  practically  one-half  of  the  amount  of  the 
present  tax  bill.  In  other  words,  while  we  were  pleading  for 
economy,  while  we  were  pleading  to  have  you  stand  with  us 
in  cutting  the  appropriations,  the  Members  of  this  House,  or 
a  majority,  overrode  us  and  raised  those  bills  in  an  amount 


which  equals  50  percent  of  the  present  tax  bill.  Practically 
all  of  this  increase  was  given  as  direct  and  indirect  aid  to 
the  several  States  and  Territories  of  this  Nation.  It  was 
money  sent  out  by  you  that  you  figured  would  bring  back 
votes  as  dividends. 

Some  days  ago  I  placed  in  the  Record  a  statement  of  facts, 
I  went  l>ack  over  the  Treasury  reports  for  the  past  6  years. 
I  took  all  the  money  paid  Into  the  Treasury  by  the  48  States, 
Territories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  in  internal  revenue 
and  placed  it  in  one  pot.  I  took  out  of  that  pot  the  social- 
security  trust  fund.  Then  I  took  out  the  money  we  paid 
back  to  the  States  in  direct  and  Indh-ect  aid  plus  the  interest 
on  the  public  debt  for  the  6  years,  and  the  result  was  that 
we  had  left  $665,000,000,  or  about  one-third  the  amount 
called  for  by  the  national-defense  bill  we  passed  the  other 
day,  to  run  the  entire  Nation  for  6  years. 

Now,  I  want  you  to  get  this:  For  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1939,  the  amoimt  of  money  we  paid  back  to  the 
States,  according  to  the  Federal  Treasiur  reports,  in  direct 
and  indirect  aid,  plus  interest  on  the  public  debt  exceeded 
the  national  mcome  by  $200,000,000.  Michigan,  my  own 
State,  paid  into  the  Treasvur  $1,275,000,000  during  that  6- 
year  period.  She  paid  another  one  and  one-half  billion 
dollars  in  SUte  and  local  taxes.  She  paid  23  percent  of  her 
assessed  valuation  into  the  Federal  Treasury  in  6  years  and 
paid  enough  additional  into  the  local  treasury  to  make  up 
50  percent  of  the  assessed  valuation  of  the  entire  State. 

I  voted  against  every  dollar  of  the  $500,000,000  that  you 
put  upon  the  backs  of  the  taxpayers  this  year  thus  far  by 
increasing  bUls  coming  from  the  appropriation  bills  and 
this  one-half  billion  dollars  does  not  include  national-defense 
bills.  I  pleaded  here  time  and  again  during  the  past  6 
years  for  economy.  We  are  now  on  the  last  mile.  We  are 
now  told  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  in  a  short 
time  we  wiU  only  have  $15,000,000  In  debt  authorization  left 
and  only  $125,000,000  in  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury  to 
meet  the  billions  of  dollars  which  we  have  been  appropriat- 
ing. We  are  broke  in  the  face  of  the  greatest  national 
emergency  this  country  has  been  in  half  a  century. 

These  of  you  who  have  wasted  our  money,  those  of  you 
who  have  closed  your  eyes  and  voted  funds  without  regard  to 
debt  limit,  to  tax  income,  or  deficits  are  responsible.  You 
who  have  wasted  our  fimds,  voted  appropriations  without 
regard  to  debt  limit,  deficits,  or  taxation,  you  turned  back  to 
the  States  last  year  $4,450,000,000  in  direct  and  indirect 
vote-getting  aid. 

A  cut  of  25  percent  in  that  aid  for  1  ytear  would  have  saved 
$1,100,000,000,  or  an  amoimt  that  exceeds  the  amount  raised 
by  this  tax  bill.  Standing  by  the  Appropriations  Conunittee 
and  those  of  us  who  voted  for  economy  would  have  saved 
the  Treasury  this  year  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars,  but 
you  have  not  got  the  guts  or  the  nerve  to  cut  that  aid.  be- 
cause a  cut  in  that  aid  means  fewer  votes  for  you  in  No- 
vember. Your  only  hope  of  getting  votes  is  spending  more 
money,  giving  more  aid,  even  though  the  spending  of  that 
money,  and  the  giving  of  that  aid  means  bankruptcy,  and 
ultimate  financial  ruin  for  the  Nation. 

Your  waste  and  extravagance  necessitates  the  passage  of 
this  tax  bill  which  makes  the  W.  P.  A.  worker  with  a  salary 
of  $800  a  year  file  an  income-tax  return,  and  makes  an  $18- 
a-week  clerk  pay  an  income  tax.  You  have  to  do  it.  You 
have  no  alternative.  Your  money  is  gone.  Your  sources  of 
revenue  are  drying  up,  and  you  now  have  to  come  down  to 
the  little  taxpayer  with  his  $18  a  week  to  get  your  money. 
You  took  $1,100,000,000  out  of  the  general  fund  this  year 
and  spent  It.  This  included  some  of  the  gold  Increment 
which  was  set  aside  by  Congress  to  back  up  the  Philippine 
currency.  You  are  taking  $700,000,000  from  Government 
corporations,  and  now  you  are  broke. 

But  what  are  you  going  to  do  next  year  if  you  should  be 
unfortunate  enough  to  come  back  into  power?  What  is  any 
party  going  to  do  tliat  comes  mto  power?  You  are  tying 
up  by  this  bill  the  additional  reverue  to  the  tune  of  $1,000,- 
000.000  for  a  period  of  5  years.  You  are  Increasing  the  debt 
limit  by  $4,000,000,000.     How   are  you   going   to   raise   the 
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money  to  pay  for  the  contract  authorizations  you  are  mak- 
ing in  this  and  other  bills  for  national  defense?  How  are 
you  going  ta  raise  the  money  to  pay  for  a  war  that  is  bound 
to  come  if  the  President  keeps  waving  the  red  rag  into  the 
faces  of  belligerent  countries? 

You  are  finally  coming  to  the  end  of  your  rope.  The  time 
will  soon  be  here  when  Santa  Claus  will  only  come  once  a 
year  instead  of  365  days  in  the  year.     (Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.) 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  8  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  GirroRDl. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  to  take  this  bill  or 
leave  it.  There  is  no  chance  to  change  its  particular  provi- 
sions. 

"Did  you  give  your  wife  that  little  lecture  on  economy 
that  you  said  you  were  going  to  give  her?"  "Yes."  "Any 
results?"    "Yes.    I  have  to  give  up  smoking."     [Laughter.] 

She  said  she  had  heard  that  the  President  had  said,  "All  the 
social  gains  we  have  made  must  be  retained.  So  you  and  I, 
not  perhaps  being  included  in  that  horde  of  people  who  receive 
Federal  largesses,  and  who  are  assured  they  are  to  have  those 
benefits  continued  even  though  increased  taxes  must  be  paid 
in  order  to  distribute  them,  must  give  up  smoking. 

We  have  a  bill  before  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency  which  Is  to  be  presented  shortly.  The  Treasury 
desires  to  take  back  $700,000,000  from  the  capital  of  the 
various  Government  devices  referred  to  as  Government 
corporations.  The  Treasury  will  then  use  these  funds 
temporarily.  These  amounts  will  be  carried  on  the  books 
and  must  be  available  for  these  various  devices  whenever 
the  sum  may  be  needed.  Think  of  it!  This  money  must  be 
still  available  but  the  Treasury  may  spend  it.  That  some- 
what explains  certain  features  of  this  bill.  Of  course,  they 
will  use  this  national-defense  money  as  soon  as  it  gets  to 
the  Treasury,  and  for  any  purpose  they  please.  You  may 
try  to  earmark  it  for  defense  purposes.  It.  of  course,  has 
to  be  available  for  these  things  when  needed.  The  use  of  it 
will  get  the  Treasury  by  this  year,  as  these  vast  expenditures 
will  only  be  entered  upon  and  not  fully  needed  this  year. 
The  expenditures  will  be  contracted  for.  and  then,  as  the 
gentleman  who  just  took  his  seat  told  you.  "God  help  you, 
because  you  will  need  more  than  $4,000,000,000  next,  and 
where  are  you  to  get  it?" 

TTie  most  amusing  question  asked  today  was  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Andrews]  early  in  the 
session,  who  suggested.  "You  are  going  to  get  this  money 
for  defense,  but  where  are  you  going  to  get  the  other 
money?"  Much  other  money  must  be  found  because  the 
President  is  not  to  retreat  from  his  so-called  social  gains. 
There  is  to  be  no  diminution  in  those  outpourings  of  funds. 

On  yesterday  in  another  body  a  startling  statement  was 
made.  Others  seem  to  agree  with  me  in  this  matter.  My 
Democratic  friends  now  realize  the  situation.  Some  were 
tempted  to  doubt,  4  or  5  years  ago.  when  I  declared  that  we 
might  have  a  debt  of  $40,000,000,000.  It  will  now  be  $60,000.- 
000.000,  and  that  is  not  too  high  a  prediction.  In  the  scores 
of  speeches  I  have  made  on  this  floor  on  economy  in  the  last 
6  years  I  have  drawn  no  picture  nearly  as  bad  as  it  really 
should  have  been  drawn,  and  I  can  say  with  great — well,  not 
satisfaction:  what  other  words  can  I  use  except  "I  told 
you  so"? 

But  I  do  thank  my  Democratic  frlencfc — and  they  are  all  my 
friends.  I  am  sure — for  their  agreement  In  the  argiunents  I 
have  made  so  many,  many  times.  A  prominent  Democrat 
stated  yesterday.  "What  a  tragedy,  what  a  pity,  what  a  shame 
that  the  American  people  are  being  deluded  into  the  mistaken 
thought  that  the  billions  j)f  dollars  of  new  taxes  will  be  used 
to  finance  our  national  defense."  More  than  $1,000,000,000 
to  be  repaid  yearly  for -5  years  and  will  be  designated  as 
"national-defense  bonds"  simply  as  sugar  coating  to  make  the 
public  willing  to  pay  them ;  that  is  all. 

Oh,  why  have  our  people  been  deluded  so  long?  I  wish  to 
make  comment  on  another  matter.   It  is  not  a  pleasant  one. 


I  am  a  Republican.  I  shall  go  into  this  campaign  equipped 
as  best  I  may  to  help  elect  the  Republican  Party.  What  a 
pity  that  you  would  contemplate  a  candidate  who  has  already 
endured  ail  that  any  human  could,  under  present  conditions. 
Why  allow  him  to  put  himself  forward  for  a  third-term  can- 
didate since  he  must  necessarily  submit  himself  to  all  the 
shafts  of  political  attack  that  can  possibly  be  directed  against 
him?  It  will  be  a  great  disadvantage,  you  may  think,  to  the 
Republican  Party.  However,  as  I  have  said  before,  we  re- 
serve all  rights  to  use  those  shafts  if,  under  present  condi- 
tions, he  chooses  to  offer  himself  as  a  candidate.  National 
defense  Is  approved  equally  by  both  parties  and  he  will  be 
unable  to  profit  by  that  issue. 

Many  other  bitter  things  were  said  in  another  body  yes- 
terday by  Democrats.  I  have  the  staggering  list  of  the  10 
years  of  deficits  before  me.  The  deficit  next  srear  is  to  be 
very  much  larger  than  any  we  have  yet  been  confronted  with. 
There  is  to  be  no  retreat  from  so-called  social  measures. 
Vast  prepsirations  for  defense  are  being  made  and  contem- 
plated that  will  conmiit  us  for  years  to  come  to  still  greater 
deficits. 

Oft  in  this  forum  have  I  criticized  Treasury  bookkeeping. 
I  think  we  should  by  this  time  understand  the  bookkeeping 
juggling.  The  Treasury  is  a  bookkeeping  device.  The  money 
Is  on  the  bocks  and  supposed  to  be  available.  Meanwhile  it 
Is  spent,  and  when  the  need  arises  we  shall  have  to  find  the 
money  by  further  and  greater  borrowings. 

National  defense  is  not  defined  in  this  bill.  The  com- 
mittee did  not  dare  attempt  to  define  it.  The  gentlewoman 
from  New  York  [Mrs.  O'Day]  has  defined  it.  The  gentleman 
from  California  IMr.  VooRras]  has  constantly  defined  it. 
They  define  it  as  keeping  the  people  happy  and  less  liable 
to  be  members  of  the  "fifth  column."  They  call  that  national 
defense.  We  know,  as  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Jen- 
kins] said,  that  the  greatest  defense  is  to  keep  the  Treasury 
in  funds  at  all  times.  That  is  our  first  line  of  defense.  The 
people  must  invest  heavily  again  in  the  promises  of  their 
Government. 

These  promises  are  out  in  huge  quantities  already.  Defense 
is  not  merely  guns  and  ammunition.  The  Treasury  Is  the 
first  real  line  of  defense  and  must  be  constantly  replenished. 
Small  wonder  the  committee  did  not  want  to  define  national 
defense.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  8  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Crawford!. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  greatest  regret  I 
have  about  this  proposed  measure  Is  not  only  that  it  does 
not  immediately  Impose  an  excess-profits  tax  on  war  opera- 
tions, but  also  that  it  retains  the  policy  of  public  debt  for 
deficit  financing. 

I  can  appreciate  the  difficulty  which  the  committee  faces 
at  this  time  in  dealing  hastily  with  such  a  revenue  measure, 
especially  with  an  excess-profits-tax  proposal.  But  appro- 
priations have  been  voted  lavishly  until  the  Treasury  appears 
to  be  nearing  the  bottom  of  the  meal  barrel,  and  it  seems 
some  revenue  might  he  drawn  from  those  industries  which 
will  undoubtedly  enjoy  excess  profits  during  the  remaining 
months  of  this  calendar  year. 

I  am  not,  however,  one  of  those  who  Is  opposed  to  profits 
In  Industry.  I  never  preach  such  doctrine  as  doing  away 
with  profits,  because  I  believe  in  the  profit  system — in  our 
system  of  private,  capitalistic  enterprise.  My  votes  here  in 
the  past  6  years  will  show  that  I  do  believe  in  that  kind  of 
an  economy. 

At  the  same  time  we  cannot  carry  on  such  a  defense  pro- 
gram as  our  people  will  vmdoubtedly  demand  during  the  next 
several  years  and  do  it  without  very  heavy  taxation.  As  we 
need  the  defense,  I  am  ready  to  vote  the  taxes.  I  would  rather 
vote  for  a  $4,000,000,000  tax  bill  than  a  $4,000,000,000  debt 
bill  like  this.  I  wish  that  this  measure  had  been  brought  in 
here  in  a  different  form.  With  the  great  industrial  activity 
Of  wartime  In  prospect,  we  face  inflationary  dangers  unless 
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taxation  is  adequate,  yet  deflation  and  frustration  of  neces- 
sary activity,  if  taxation  be  excessive. 

As  I  apprehend  our  defense  program,  if  it  is  a  program  at 
the  present  time,  we  will  have  to  spend  three  or  four  billion 
dollars  during  the  current  year  if  plans  can  be  made  in  time 
to  get  the  money  spent  by  December  31.  If  we  are  to  have 
anything  like  a  hemispherical  defense,  that  Is,  tying  North 
and  South  America  and  Central  America  and  Mexico  to- 
gether. It  involves  in  my  opinion,  an  expenditure  on  our  part 
during  the  next  10  years  of  not  less  than  $25,000,000,000 
minimum.  I  would  say  the  cost  of  adequate  defense 
will  be  nearer  $50,000  000.000,  plus  operating  costs,  than  it 
will  be  near  $25,000,000,000.  If  we  are  to  follow  a  hemi- 
spherical approach.  So.  personally.  I  am  not  going  to  permit 
myself  to  be  kidded  one  little  bit  about  the  defense  approach, 
now  being  apitated  in  this  country.  I  have  not  said  much 
about  it  myself  because  I  know  it  will  grow  like  a  mushroom. 
and  It  will  not  need  any  promotion  on  my  part.  When  we 
consider  the  cost  involved  in  what  Germany  and  Italy  brought 
into  existence  in  the  form  of  mechanized  warfare  in  recent 
years,  and  as  we  attempt  to  bring  into  an  operating  condition 
under  the  American  production  and  cost  systems  more  and 
better  mechanized  equipment,  we  can  well  afford  to  figure 
In  terms  of  fifty  and  one  hundred  billion  dollars. 

When  I  think  of  countries  such  as  Australia,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  7,000.000  and  a  war  budget  of  $10,000,000,000.  and  a 
coimtry  like  Canada,  with  a  population  of  11,000,000  and  fac- 
ing a  war  budget  of  anywhere  from  fifteen  to  twenty  billion 
dollars,  I  begin  to  get  a  rough  comprehension  of  the  war 
budget  the  United  States  will  have  to  deal  with  if  it  carries 
on  hemispherical  defense.    What  kind  of  a  program  are  we 
to  put  into  operation  when  we  start  to  say  to  Brazil,  for 
instance.  "Your  quota  In  dollars  will  be  so  much,  in  men  so 
much,  in  aircraft  gims  so  much,  naval  equipment  so  much, 
undersea  craft  so  much,  overhead  craft  so  much,"  and  when 
we  say  likev^-ise  each  to  Peru,  and  Chile,  and  Uruguay,  and 
Colombia,  and  to  Central  American  countries,  and  Mexico. 
"You  must  contribute  your  share."  just  how  are  we  going  to 
consolidate  defense  among  the  22  countries  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  and  who  is  to  be  the  big  boss?     On  what  ground 
will  you  bring  about  hemispherical  consolidation  unless  some- 
body is  to  be  the  big  boss?     So,  in  my  opinion,  the  $1,000.- 
000,000  of  tax  we  are  talking  about  here  today  is  chicken  feed; 
just  chicken  feed.     It  is  not  enough  to  put  the  first  feathers 
on  the  fowl,  and  we  may  just  as  well  be  realistic  about  it. 
Mechanical  warfare  upon  the  present  basis  is  costly.    It  is 
costly  under  any  kind  of  a  pattern  of  economy,  to  say  nothing 
about  the  1940  United  States  of  America  brand.     And  what 
we  now  undertake  will  be  the  costliest  procedure  we  have  ever 
undertaken  in  our  history.    If  we  are  here  next  session— and. 
insofar  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  if  I  am  here  next  ses- 
sion— and  if  our  people  continue  to  back  up  the  kind  of  a 
defense  program  I  feel  they  are  doing  at  the  present  time, 
I  expect  to  vote  for  a  defense  budget  of  many  bllUons  of  dol- 
lars the  next  2  years.    I  mean  a  defense  budget;  I  do  not 
mean  an  Increase  In  the  debt.    Therefore,  the  bill  is  very  dis- 
tasteful to  me;  it  is  very  unsatisfactory  to  me;  and  my  mind 
is  not  at  aU  yet  made  up  to  the  effect  that  I  shall  vote  for  the 
bill.    I  think  there  will  be  plenty  of  votes  to  pass  the  bill  any- 
way, and  I  do  not  like  to  kid  myself  with  thi.<;  kind  of  a  bill. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  wUl  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  CRAWFORD.     Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  If  we  join  the  South  American  nations 
and  they  estabUsh  that  kind  of  a  defense,  how  can  we  be  sure 
that  in  time  of  need  we  will  get  It? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  You  have  not  any  assurance  whatsoever 
that  anything  you  send  to  South  America  in  the  way  of  gold 
to  establish  a  credit,  or  doUar  exchange,  for  war  equipment 
or  fortifications  in  one  form  or  another,  will  not  in  the  end 
be  used  against  you  In  due  course  under  the  leadership  of 
some  totabtarian  nation,  unless  you  dominate  the  situation, 
and  when  it  comes  to  our  dominating  the  situation  in  Mexico 
and  Central  and  South  America  we  are  going  to  take  on  quite 
a  Job.  and  do  not  kid  younelf  about  that 


For  truly  adequate  and  effective  defense.  Mr.  Chairman, 
patriotism  demands  plain  speaking  If  we  would  make  haste 
slowly  enough  to  be  wise  in  our  decisions  and  make  our  own 
economy  strong  enough  to  Invite  the  support  of  our  neigh- 
bors to  the  south  as  something  to  rely  upon  for  the  defense  of 
liberty.  Defense  does  not  call  for  unity  of  action  toward  mak- 
ing the  same  foolish  mistakes  that  have  been  made  by  the 
democracies  of  Europe.  Instead  of  making  the  world  safe  for 
democracy  we  will  by  such  unity  merely  be  condemning  our- 
selves to  the  same  untoward  fate. 

I  wish  I  could  think  that  our  unpreparedness  was  merely  a 
matter  of  indolence,  and  that  now  we  need  no  change  of 
policy,  but  only  speed.  In  enacting  more  of  the  same  policies. 
But  the  demand  for  unanimity  in  the  folly  of  those  economic 
and  fiscal  policies  which  have  us  still  in  the  grip  of  unemploy- 
ment, with  urgent  tasks  undone,  leaves  me  cold. 

It  must.  Indeed,  be  emphatically  denied  that  democracy  can 
be  identified  with  the  use  of  gold.  Britain  and  France  are 
paying  dearly  for  their  attempt  to  validate  that  theory  and 
finance  freedom  by  such  means.  Must  we  plunge  on  now  into 
the  same  abyss? 

There  has  not  been  even  a  pretense  that  this  tax  bill  repre- 
sents sound  policy  or  is  more  than  a  gesture  toward  financing 
a  real  defense  program.  German  efficiency  can  never  be 
matched  with  such  makeshifts.  A  revolution  In  our  thinking 
on  these  subjects  is  long  overdue,  yet  the  administration  con- 
tinues to  keep  the  public  misinformed  by  its  dissembling  to 
prevent  the  development  of  an  Informed  public  opinion  in 
opposition. 

How  much  longer,  indeed,  are  the  people  and  Congress  of 
these  United  States  going  to  remain  united  in  swallowing  the 
Trojan  horse  half  truths  that  are  being  perpetrated  respect- 
ing this  administration's  gold  policy?  Let  me  cite  the  spe- 
cific misstatements  that  have  been  made  repeatedly  and  have 
now  been  sigaln  set  forth  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
and  his  staff  in  the  hearings  on  this  emergency  tax  bill  before 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  The  effort  to  mislead  the 
committee  is  clearly  written  right  into  the  hearings,  for  one 
of  the  Etepartment's  experts.  Dr.  White,  on  cross-examination, 
truthfully  explained  that  the  $37  price  of  gold  in  Bombay 
was  not  actually  different  from  the  American  price  because 
"the  cost  of  shipping  gold  and  the  risk  of  shipping  gold  are 
such  that  the  differential  between  the  New  York  price  and  the 
Bombay  price  is  higher  than  it  is  under  normal  conditions." 
Yet  Under  Secretary  Bell  had  earlier  attempted  to  use  this 
differential  to  make  the  committee  believe  that  the  world 
market  price  of  gold  is  not  being  set  by  the  Santa  Claus  price 
the  United  States  is  paying  but  must  be  set  by  other  condi- 
tions because  the  Bombay  price  was  higher. 

This  dissembling  is  also  spread  over  the  Nation  by  the  mis- 
Information  handed  out  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Board. 

In  their  January  bulletin,  E.  A.  Goldenweiser,  Director  of 
Research  and  Statistics,  says: 

Why  has  so  much  gold  come  to  this  country?  It  Is  not,  ae  is 
sometimes  stated,  because  we  pay  more  for  It  than  do  other 
countries.     •     •     • 

The  gold  has  come  to  this  country  as  the  result  of  complex  eco- 
nomic influences  which  have  been  constantly  shifting  during  the 
past  half-dozen  years.  •  •  •  These  higher  prices  for  gold  are 
important  because  they  have  resulted  in  increased  production  of  gold 
and  have  made  it  possible  for  foreign  countries  to  send  great  quan- 
tities of  gold  to  the  United  States  without  suffering  reductions  in 
their  gold  reserves  to  a  point  where  they  had  to  impose  exchange 
restrictions. 

Despite  the  smoke  screen  of  "complex  economic  influences" 
thrown  up  by  Mr.  Goldenweiser,  it  should  be  plain  even  to  the 
average  citizen  that  Mr.  Goldenweiser  begins  by  deliberately 
misstating  the  case  in  order  to  set  up  a  straw  man  easily 
knocked  down.  No  one  has  stated  that  we  pay  more  for 
gold  than  does  anyone  else  who  buys  it.  But  it  is  nonethe- 
less true  that  the  market  pays  more  for  gold  than  It  would 
were  Uncle  Sam  not.  through  his  gold-buying  policy,  playing 
Santa  Claus  to  the  arming  of  other  nations  while  unable  to 
finance  his  own  peaceful  leaf-raking  expeditionary  forces 
tmder  the  command  of  the  New  Deal. 
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Does  Mr.  Goldenwelser  expect  us  to  believe  that  it  was 
"complex  economic  influences"  which  raised  the  price  of  gold 
In  1934  so  that  we  were  compelled  to  fix  our  price  at  $35  in 
order  to  satisfy  the  strange  urge  that  rose  up  in  our  breasts 
as  Britain  started  to  re-arm,  to  erect  such  a  volume  of  exces- 
sive reserves  as  has  never  been  heard  of  before  in  history? 

Certainly  this  expert  cannot  and,  indeed,  does  not  deny 
that  this  development  has  been  contrary  to  American  inter- 
ests, for  he  states  that  we  are  confronted  not  only  with  an 
"accumulation  in  this  country,  in  exchange  for  our  products 
and  other  forms  of  wealth,  of  an  asset  which  is  of  little  value 
now  and  whose  value  in  the  future  is  unpredictable."  but 
also  with  a  "growth  of  member  bank  reserves,  which  has 
created  ths  possibility  of  uncontrollable  credit  expansion  if  a 
run-away  situation  should  develop." 

So  in  the  midst  of  the  very  conditions  of  war  which  have 
In  the  past  created  a  "run-away  situation"  in  credit  infla- 
tion, we  are  blessed  with  a  hoard  of  gold  which  not  only  is 
not  in  use  but  is  worse  than  useless. 

In  the  attempt  to  bolster  these  misrepresentations,  Treas- 
ury experts  were  pressed  into  other  misstatements,  as  in  the 
assertion,  after  much  evasive  stalling,  by  Mr.  White,  under 
questioning  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Jenkins],  that 
"it  has  been  the  practice  of  almost  every  country  to  flx  the 
price  of  geld  for  long  or  short  periods  of  time."  The  word 
"almost"  covers  a  multitude  of  sins  in  veracity,  for  it  is  a 
patent  fact  that  England  has  long  had  a  free  market  for 
gold.  She  does  not,  and  never  has,  kept  gold  deliberately  out 
of  use  by  prohibiting  her  own  citizens  from  owning  or  han- 
dling it  while  playing  Santa  Claus  to  the  rest  of  the  world. 
Clearly,  in  our  gold  price  pegging,  we  have  financed  not  only 
England  and  Prance  but  also  Stalin  in  his  Hitler-inspired 
attack  on  Finland,  and  Japan  in  her  attack  on  China,  by 
shipping  them  scrap  steel  and  other  products  and  forms  of 
wealth  in  return  for  "an  asset  which  is  of  little  value,"  quite 
as  Dr.  Goldenweiser  has  pointed  out. 

The  Treasury  attempts  to  conceal  these  plain  transactions 
in  trading  behind  the  discursive  phrase  "international  bal- 
ance of  payments."  Has  anyone  denied  that  when  gold  is 
used  in  making  payments,  not  only  for  actual  shipments 
abroad  but  also  for  b'Uions  in  American  securities,  that  it  is 
done  through  the  banking  system  and  not  directly?  There 
are  free  deposits,  too,  of  "hot  money,"  which  has  kept  our 
seciu-lty  market  in  a  constant  turmoil. 

Apparently  the  Treasury  would  have  us  believe  all  this  is 
beneficial  through  "eliminating  as  many  as  possible  fluctua- 
tions in  exchange  rates" — I  quote  Mr.  White.  But  these  have 
not  in  fact  been  eliminated.  Actually  they  have  long  been 
under  so-called  stabilization  funds  and  exchange  controls 
which  have  everywhere  given  rise  to  the  "black"  or  illegal 
markets  in  foreign  exchange.  I  ask  to  be  shown  if  this  gold 
has  actually  succeeded  in  stabilizing  exchange  rates; -how- 
ever such  instability  may  have  been  temporarily  concealed 
by  such  Illusory  legerdemain:  for  it  is  essential  that  a  nation 
which  cannot  give  wealth  for  wealth  received  shall  not  be 
able  to  exchange  its  money  for  the  wealth  of  other  nations. 

After  spending  a  lifetime  of  experience  with  this  so-called 
international  gold  standard,  attempting  all  the  while  to  de- 
fend it.  the  great  Swedish  economist,  Gustav  Cassel,  has 
finally  and  recently  expressed  his  definite  rejection  of  this 
illusion  in  his  book.  Downfall  of  the  Gold  Standard,  the 
Illusion  of  a  Return  to  Gold,  as  follows: 

To  keep  a  gold  reserve  for  Ironing  out  discrepancies  In  the  Inter- 
national balance  of  payments  would  presumably  be  a  need  mainly 
for  debtor  countries.  Such  countries  often  borrow  gold  directly  for 
the  purpose;  in  any  case  their  foreign  debt  Is  swelled  by  their 
acquirement  of  gold.  To  borrow  gold  funds  for  meeting  possible 
deficits  m  future  balances  of  pajrments  can  hardly  be  regarded  as  a 
policy  warranted  to  inspire  confidence.  Whatever  may  be  said  of 
Dr  Schachts  monetary  policy  and  his  way  of  managing  the  German 
currency  vmder  the  Nazi  regime,  he  must  at  any  rate  be  credited 
with  the  great  merit  of  having  unmasked,  once  for  all.  the  humbug 
of  strengthening  a  currency  by  means  of  borrowed  gold  re- 
serves.    •     •     • 


A  restoration  of  the  gold  standard  Is  not  to  be  reckoned  with. 
The  belief  In  the  gold  standard  may  still  live  on  for  some  years  as 
a  creed  to  which  people  pay  lip  service.  But  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses, the  gold  standard  is  a  th»2g  that  belongs  to  the  past. 

Expensive  experts,  nevertheless,  assured  your  Uncle  Sam  in 

the  hearings  on  this  emergency-tax  measure  that  Germany — 

I  quote  Mr.  White — 

Has  resorted  a  great  deal  to  the  barter  and  clearing-agreement 
system,  and  that  is  an  unfortunate  circumstance  that  a  govern- 
ment that  does  not  have  gold  finds  itself  in.  It  has  to  resort  to  more 
Inefficient  methods,  just  as— I  take  It  we  may  use  the  analogy  of 
the  farmer  who  is  too  poor  to  have  a  tractor,  he  may  have  to  use 
a  mule. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  Germany  is  poor  in  gold,  she  is.  by 
all  reports,  rich  in  tractors  as  well  as  mules.  Tractors  can- 
not be  made  of  gold.  In  Germany  they  have  been  made  by 
the  eflflciency  of  money  divorced  from  gold — a  money  power 
with  which  we  shall  have  to  reckon  in  the  future. 

Too  poor  to  buy  tractors — but  not  too  poor  to  make  them. 
Not  so  rich  with  the  commodity  of  Croesus  as  to  be  saddled 
with  doles  and  boondoggling  while  muddling  through  to  vic- 
tory— or  defeat — in  the  last  battle.  Not  cursed  with 
10,000.000  unemployed  in  a  crisis.  Not  saddled  with  a 
spurious  title  to  gold  and  silver  that  has  to  be  buried  and 
guarded  while  needful  tasks  go  imdone.  Not  playing  Santa 
Claus  to  the  rest  of  the  world  and  wondering  why  she  is  visited 
with  want  in  the  midst  of  plenty.  Not  telling  her  citizens 
that  they  are  acquiring  thousands  of  tons  of  gold  without  a 
cent  of  cost,  while  using  paper  money  and  credit  to  sap  the 
lifeblood  of  real  wealth  from  the  Nation's  industry  to  pay  for 
that  gold. 

Yes,  Mr.  Chairman,  Germany  is,  by  the  gold  standard,  too 
poor  to  buy  tractors,  yet  she  is  superabundantly  supplied  with 
tractors — quite  the  reverse  of  our  state  of  preparedness.  May 
I,  therefore,  urge  the  Congress  when  we  take  up  a  complete 
tax-revision  bill,  to  give  serious  consideration  to  the  fiscal 
methods  now  being  used  by  the  authorities  of  Germany,  for 
our  national  defense  is  most  certainly  to  be  served  by 
efficiency  in  obtaining,  not  gold  but  tractors,  or  their  equiva- 
lent, on  land  and  sea  and  in  the  air. 

Except  as  to  the  questionable  practice  of  paying  for  gold 
with  bond-raised  funds  in  order  to  "sterilize"  it  and  prevent 
Its  appearance  as  excess  reserves  to  camouflage  the  unsound- 
ness of  our  banking  system,  no  one  has  said  that  our  Treasury 
accounts  have  been  drawn  on  for  gold  payments.  But  our 
real  wealth  has  been  irretrievably  drawn  on  to  benefit  every- 
one else  on  earth  to  the  extent  that  their  gold  shipments 
cost  them  less  in  real  wealth  than  they  got  from  us  In  return. 

Said  the  London  Statist  last  February,  in  alarm  at  agita- 
tion against  American  purchase  of  more  gold: 

The  Allies  •  •  •  must  look  to  their  large  gold  stocks  to  pro- 
vide part  payment  for  purchase  of  war  materials  and  other  neces- 
saries from  America. 

Earlier,  a  report  of  the  British  Embassy,  made  to  London  in 
1936,  said: 

It  is  impossible  to  estimate  the  Indirect  profits  and  stimulation 
to  trade  and  industry  which  the  United  States  gold  policy  has 
brought  to  other  countries.  The  high  price  placed  on  gold  and 
unlimited  purchases  by  the  United  States  of  America  are  largely 
responsible  for  the  remarkable  prosperity  of  the  Union  of  South 
Africa. 

But  if  America  really  seeks  to  aid  the  Allies  for  the  sake 
of  supposedly  free  institutions,  why  compel  them  to  waste 
time  and  energy  mining  gold  which  we  must  then  expensively 
bury  and  guard?  Why,  indeed?  Simply  because  that  would 
be  admitting  the  false  pretenses  of  New  Deal  policy.  So  when 
asked  as  to  the  margin  of  profit  over  the  cost  of  mining  gold, 
Mr.  White,  of  the  Treasiu-y,  evasively  replied  that  "there  is 
no  such  thing  as  a  single  cost  cf  mining  gold."  But  no  one 
said  there  was.  Nevertheless,  the  margin  of  profit  has,  as 
pointed  out  by  Dr.  Goldenweiser,  been  so  increased  by  the 
high  price  as  to  greatly  increase  production,  obviously  for 
profit. 
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Why  did  not  Mr.  White  tell  the  committee  about  the  South 
African  excess-profits  tax  which  reserves  the  richer  veins  of 
ore  and  forces  the  cost  of  gold  mining  in  the  Union  up  to  an 
average  of  $20.29?  Also  that  until  recently  profits  to  the  mine 
owners  were  curtailed  by  absorption  by  the  Government  of 
everything  above  150  shillings  an  ounce? 

Why,  too,  did  he  go  out  of  his  way  to  tell  the  committee  that 
as  to  gold  from  Russia  "there  is  very  little  of  it  that  has  come 
here  direct  from  Russia"?  Did  anyone  make  a  contrary 
statement?  No.  But  Mr.  White  was  indulging  the  New  Deal 
propensity  for  dissembling  by  setting  up  and  knocking  down  a 
straw  man,  because  he  wished  the  committee  to  conclude, 
without  his  saying  so,  hat  Russia  had  not  obtained  in  large 
meastire  our  goods  for  her  gold. 

As  Senator  Townsend  has  put  it  in  reply  to  Secretary  Mor- 
genthau's  misrepresentations  as  to  the  spreading  of  benefits 
to  Russia  by  oiu-  position  in  the  gold  market: 

Imagine  the  situation  in  Washington  if  the  Government  went  out 
and  lea.sed  95  percent  of  all  the  apartment  houses  here.  Coxild 
anyone  be  expected  to  believe  that  such  a  situation  would  not  confer 
great  benefit  and  advantage  on  the  owners  of  the  remaining  6 
percent  of  the  apartment  houses? 

Indeed,  when  in  the  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934  Uncle  Sam 
signed  on  the  dotted  line  to  acquire  title  to  all  gold,  he  would 
have  done  well  to  heed  the  soimd  business  adage,  "Investigate 
before  you  invest."  Chiefiy,  he  should  have  investigated  the 
nature  and  validity  of  a  title  to  monetary  gold. 

Just  how  shadowy  that  title  is,  even  were  the  gold  bugs 
among  nations  again  victorious,  may  be  gleaned  from  the 
"sixth  column"  proposal,  obviously  predicated  on  Allied 
triumph,  to  lend  our  gold  all  over  again  to  an  international 
banking  system  at  a  return  of  one-eighth  of  1  percent  to 
Santa  Claus;  that  is,  to  the  American  taxpayer. 

This  boot-strap  scheme  in  foreign  affairs,  originating  with 
Professor  Haen.sel,  of  Czarist  Russian  fame,  now  in  this 
country  at  Northwestern  University,  can  be  said  to  parallel 
the  Inter-American  Bank  convention  as  a  camouflage  for 
liquidation  of  the  present  gold-  and  silver-buying  policy.  In 
this  connection  it  is  interesting  to  note  that  more  gold  is 
being  held  in  New  York  City  than  is  in  storage  at  Port  Knox 
in  Kentucky— in  both  cases  approaching  $6,000,000,000,  which 
is  the  present  extent  of  excess  reserves.  Perhaps  this  makes 
our  gold  more  convenient  for  redistribution  to  the  banks,  in 
Just  such  one-sided  deals  as  these  international  schemes,  to 
promote  so-called  trading  with  Uncle  Sam  holding  the  bag. 
Certainly  no  other  approach  to  the  problem,  such  as  recoin- 
age.  Is  getting  any  official  recognition. 

In  sum,  public  title  to  the  American  gold  supply  has  merely 
relieved  the  banks  of  the  expense  of  storage  and  guarding 
while  building  them  an  immense  reserve  gathered  at  no  cost 
whatever  to  them  but  at  tremendous  public  cost  in  terms  of 
real  wealth.  Yet  not  even  the  banks  are  at  present  doing  an 
adequate  business  under  the  conditions  induced  by  these 
policies. 

There  is  only  one  way,  in  my  view,  by  which  gold  can  be 
actually  so  used  as  to  acquire  a  price  which  will  pay  costs  at 
a  level  reflecting  a  real  need  for  more  gold  than  is  required 
for  ornaments,  signs,  and  filling  teeth.  That  way  Is  by 
coinage.  By  no  manner  or  means,  however,  can  gold  be  so 
extensively  used  in  coinage  as  to  bring  mining  costs  to  a 
margin  represented  by  a  price  of  $35.  It  cannot  be  success- 
fully coined  at  any  such  price.  To  prevent  hoarding  cycles, 
the  price — and  so  the  marginal  cost — ^must  be  lowered  to  a 
level  which  will  bring  into  production  only  such  gold  as  is 
needed  for  the  highly  limited  actual  use  to  which  gold  coins 
can  be  put  In  connection  with  modern  deposit  banking  facil- 
ities. Also,  free  coinage— that  Is.  coinage  at  par-^nust,  it 
appears  to  me,  be  abandoned  once  and  for  all,  for  gold  as 
it  has  been  for  silver.  Then,  while  we  can  never  recover  the 
real  values  we  have  given  for  our  gold,  we  may  find  it  possible 
to  get  something  in  return  for  it  as  other  nations  adopt  a 
similar  coinage  pracUce  and  so  create  a  real  demand  for 
gold. 


Meanwhile,  if  we  must  draw  our  lessons  In  finance  from 
the  ranks  of  success  rather  than  of  failure,  that  does  not 
signify  abandonment  of  freedom.  When,  Indeed,  did  the 
governmental  control  of  money  supply  become  inimical  to 
democracy,  or  to  any  other  kind  of  stable  government?  It 
must  have  been  under  the  New  Deal,  for  assuredly  it  was  not 
under  Jefferson,  who  so  despised  government  debt  that  he 
would  have  had  it  constitutionally  prohibited,  nor  under  Lin- 
coln who  deliberately  substituted  greenbacks  for  debt  in  his 
day  of  war  emergency.  Even  before  the  days  of  our  constitu- 
tional provisions  of  the  monetary  independence  from  British 
domination.  Let  me  quote  from  a  recent  American  study 
of  the  history  of  paper  money,  published  by  Princeton  Uni- 
versity, to  wit.  from  Monetary  Experiments  by  Dr.  Richard 
Lester,  now  of  Washington  State  University: 

Today  the  world  Is  groping  toward  a  new  and  better  money 
•  •  •  and  we  have  been  learning,  as  our  colonial  ancestors  did, 
that  depressions  may  be  overcome  by  means  of  monetary  expan- 
sion. •  •  •  It  is  chiefly  from  monetary  experiments  that  the 
principles  of  money  have  been  learned. 

•  •  •  The  issue  of  greenbacks  Is  always  condemned  in  no 
uncertain  terms,  yet  prices  rose  by  a  larger  percentage  in  the  World 
War,  when  the  currency  was  convertible  into  gold  •  •  •  than 
they  did  during  the  Civil  War.  when  the  country  was  off  the  gold 
standard.  •  •  •  The  Government  did  not  have  to  pay  interest 
on  the  greenbacks,  but  It  did  pay  large  sums  in  interest  on  the 
Government  bonds. 

Which  alone  is  keeping  the  Budget  now  unbalanced  with 
an  interest  charge  greater  than  the  whole  Budget  when  the 
last  Democratic  administration  was  elected  before  the  World 
War. 

The  currency  Issues  of  the  middle  colonies,  circulated  originally 
to  overcome  business  depressions,  put  those  colonies  on  a  paper- 
money  standard  and  gave  most  of  them  a  more  stable  money  dur- 
ing the  half  century  before  the  Revolutionary  War  than  gold  and 
silver  money  proved  to  be. 

Our  colonial  forefathers  were  realists.  They  •  •  •  came  to 
realize  that  in  a  money  economy  a  country's  economic  well-being 
Is  closely  bound  up  with  a  proper  functioning  of  Its  money. 

Economists,  businessmen,  and  Federal  officials  would  do  well  to 
study  the  experience  of  our  colonial  forefathers  with  currency  issues 
and  their  successs  In  overcoming  business  depressions  Such  study 
would  seem  all  the  more  profitable  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this 
colonial  experience  seems  to  back  up  experience  throughout  the 
world  in  recent  years.  Both  colonial  and  recent  experience  clearly 
Indicate  the  need  for  reversion  to  the  earlier  situation,  when  the 
Government,  and  not  private  banks,  issued  and  controlled  the 
money  supply.  The  Government  must  regain  the  sole  power  to  issue 
and  withdraw  money  from  circulation.  If  the  Nation's  money  supply 
ts  to  be  regulated  or  managed  for  the  economic  welfare  of  the  whole 
country. 

Above  all,  we  need  today  some  of  that  intelligent  skepticism 
toward  the  financial  dogma  of  the  day  that  our  colonial  forefathers 
had.  They  did  not  hesitate  to  challenge  the  existing  economic 
theology  or  to  engage  in  intelligent  experimentation.  The  spirit 
and  attitude  of  our  forefathers  is  in  the  American  tradition  Today 
too  many  people  know  what  can't  be  done,  and  too  many  economlsta 
know  the  lessons  of  history  that  history  itself  falls  to  record. 

It  is  knowledge  of  what  can  be  done,  Mr.  Chairman,  true 
knowledge  of  the  lessons  history  does  record,  that  gives  a 
nation  power.  I  submit  that  a  nation  cannot  be  powerful 
and  entirely  wrong,  nor  weak  and  entirely  right,  in  its 
Ideology. 

How  characteristic  of  New  Deal  dissembling  was  it  for  this 
administration,  speaking  almost  from  the  doorstep  of  Jeffer- 
son's home  at  Charlottesville,  to  attempt  defense  of  its  Hamil- 
tonian  debt-creating  poUcies  and  its  pyramiding  of  bureauc- 
racy. How  tragic  the  attempt  there  to  gain  political  support 
for  its  inefficiency  by  playing  on  our  sympathy  for  Prance. 
Prance  will  never  be  rescued  and  democracy  preserved  by 
those  methods  and  policies. 

Clearly  America  itself  is  drifting  helplessly  toward  dictator- 
ship in  its  defense  measures.  Why?  Because,  as  in  Prance 
and  England,  the  so-called  social  gains  of  New  Deal  policies 
are  so  destructive  of  wealth  and  efficiency  as  to  compel  an 
autocratic  attempt  to  correct  the  effects  of  that  destruction. 
We  are  thus  driven  to  treat  the  symptoms  rather  than  the 
disease,  in  the  autocratic  manner;  driven  to  administering 
the  autocratic  pound  of  cure  rather  than  the  democratic 
ounce  of  prevention,  if  we  would  survive  in  the  struggle  to  be 
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Let  us  look  at  the  history  of  our  fiscal  policies  as  it  has  been 
recorded  since  the  last  Great  War: 
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If  economic  efficiency  and  prosperity  are  determined  by  the 
financial  dogmas  of  huge  reserves  of  coinage  metals,  pyra- 
miding tax  revenues,  and  mounting  public  debt,  then  this 
Nation  has  become  both  prosperous  and  efficient  beyond  even 
the  dreams  of  our  greatest  pride-pointing  politicians.  But 
In  the  measure  of  realism  we  have  not  "planned  it  that  way," 
for  we  are  neither  prosperous  nor  efficient.  On  the  contrary, 
we  are  actually  borrowing  to  balance  the  Budget,  as  it  was 
before  the  new  defense  appropriations,  just  about  what  is 
required  to  pay  interest  on  the  previously  incurred  debt. 

On  top  of  all  this.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  now  offered  in  this 
emergency  tax  bill  the  magic  of  paying  the  expenses  of  a 
single  year's  defense  spending  over  a  5-year  period  of  tax 
collections  which,  in  fact,  cannot  even  cover  much  more  than 
half  of  the  deficit  which  previously  existed  in  the  Budget. 
The  continuance  of  such  unsound  policies  in  a  hodge-podge 
bill  which  is  admittedly  at  best  a  makeshift  and  more  likely 
to  bring  confusion  than  successful  defense,  compels  me  to 
conclude  that  it  would  be  better  to  use  the  stabilization  fund 
now  in  this  emergency — it  would  be  scarcely  a  drop  in  the 
bucket  in  a  day  of  greater  need — to  coin  the  excessive  supply 
ot^old  and  silver,  and  to  employ  the  constitutional  power  to 
issue  irredeemable  paper  money  rather  than  further  extend 
the  public  debt  and  its  interest  burden. 

I  therefore  vote  against  this  bill,  and,  if  given  the  opportu- 
nity, against  the  adjournment  of  this  Congress,  until  such 
time  as  we  shall  have  remedied  this  state  of  affairs  by  actually 
revising  the  whole  taxation  and  financial  structure  of  this 
Nation,  upon  which  the  security  of  democracy  and  ihe  defense 
of  ouiLpeQple  from  aggression  actually  depends.  I  certainly 
hope  the  other  body  will  give  us  assistance  when  the  measiu^e 
passes  through  its  hands. 

Under  existing  fiscal  and  financial  practice  our  liberties 
must  be  abrogated,  not  temiJorarily  merely,  but  for  as  long  as 
any  other  major  power  does  so;  for  we  cannot,  even  if  we 
would,  any  longer  make  a  fetish  of  muddling  through  and  still 
survive.  Wishful  thinking  can  no  longer  preserve  democracy 
m  the  United  States  any  more  than  it  has  preserved  it  in 
Prance  and  England.  Its  survival  rests  on  attainment  of  con- 
tinuous economic  efficiency  without  abrogation  or  even  in- 
fringement of  liberty  and  free  enterprise.  The  institutions 
of  freedom  can  be  preserved  triumphant,  without  war.  if  their 
basic  strength  can  be  brought  to  fulfillment  by  a  sound  fiscal 
policy  and  money  system;  for  obviously,  an  unsound  system 
requires  a  dictatorship  to  antidote  its  economic  poison. 

An  unsound  economy,  harassed  by  unemployment  and  the 
other  economic  ills  of  the  business  cycle,  and  offering  no  way 
out  of  the  stalemate  between  inflationary  and  deflationary 
policies,  makes  the  only  feasible  defense  of  democracy  rest 
upon  the  paradox  of  abandoning  its  liberties  and  eventually 
even  its  forms.    There  results  an  inevitable  clash  between  the 


deflated,  quondam  democracies,  with  their  illusion  of  surpluses 
for  which  they  lack  demand  and  continually  strive  in  vain 
to  dump  on  the.  so-called  world  market,  and  the  inflated  au- 
tocracies, set  to  autocratically  restrain  price  advances,  with 
their  illusion  of  scarcity  and  inability  to  reach  the  world  mar- 
ket supply  except  by  conquest.  Peace  on  earth  and  good  will 
can  only  rest,  not  on  conquest,  but  on  the  social  justice  of 
reformed  financial  institutions  and  fiscal  policies. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan has  expired. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  some  excerpts  from 
writers  on  the  subject. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  extension,  so  far  as  excerpts  are 
concerned,  will  have  to  be  obtained  in  the  House. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  now  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  (Mr.  Celler]. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  all  agreed  on  the 
necessity  of  preparing  for  the  national  defense  as  speedily 
and  vigorously  as  possible.  We  are  also  all  agreed  on  the 
necessity  of  working  out  some  well-defined  plan  by  which  the 
costs  of  this  defense  plan  may  be  defrayed.  Obviously,  the 
major  portion  of  these  costs  must  be  raised  sooner  or  later 
by  some  form  of  taxation.  Therefore,  it  is  of  paramount  im- 
portance at  this  time  that  changes  in  the  tax  laws  must  be 
made  with  a  view  to  inducing  greater  and  greater  private- 
capital  investment. 

The  need  to  place  the  United  States  in  a  state  of  prepared- 
ness is  urgent.  The  program  permits  of  no  delay.  It  calls 
for  the  construction  of  new  plants.  It  requires  additions  to 
old  factories.  It  means  the  manufacture  and  installation  of 
equipment  of  many  kinds  within  these  plants.  We  need  a 
much  better  air  force.  We  need  defenses  against  air  attacks. 
Our  Army  needs  the  best  possible  equipment  that  can  be  ob- 
tained. We  must  guarantee  an  Army  and  Navy  second  to 
none. 

However,  we  cannot  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  the  first 
line  of  defense  in  any  emergency  is  a  sound,  healthy  business 
structure.  The  things  that  are  eaten  and  worn  by  our  mili- 
tary forces  must  be  produced  by  the  civilian  population.  The 
arms  that  may  be  employed,  the  aircraft  that  may  be  fiown, 
the  bombs  that  may  be  dropped — all  the  equipment  and  mu- 
nitions of  war  in  its  thousands  of  kinds  must  be  produced 
by  civilian  labor.  Nothing  must  be  permitted  to  interfere 
with  the  orderly  production  of  these  supplies  and  equipment. 

To  do  all  these  things  requires  the  expenditure  of  vast  sums 
of  money — both  public  and  private.  Federal  funds  can  be 
obtained  from  only  two  sources — taxes  and  borrowing.  Fed- 
eral revenues  can  be  increased  without  undermining  demo- 
cratic capitalism  further.  Enterprise  can  be  fostered  rather 
than  penalized.  National  defense  can  be  promoted  by  incen- 
tives but  not  by  penalties. 

The  problem  is  similar  to  that  of  disposing  of  a  surplus 
stock  of  goods.  Reduce  the  price  and  give  the  customers  an 
incentive  to  do  what  you  want  them.  You  will  not  have  to 
force  them.  They  will  gladly  purchase  your  merchandise  and 
like  it.  Such  elemental  common  sense  is  even  more  sound  in 
a  time  of  emergency  than  at  other  times. 

The  last  report  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  shows  that 
there  are  more  than  six  and  one-half  billion  dollars  of  private 
capital  lying  idle  in  banks.  This  is  a  new  high  in  the  history 
of  the  country.  We  must  remember  that  individual  funds 
are  a  large  source  of  supply  of  funds  for  industrial  operation. 
Therefore  encouragement  should  be  given  to  the  use  of  these 
private  funds,  and  thus  relieve  the  Government  of  unneces- 
sary burdens  in  this  respect. 

This  means  we  must  face  the  amortization  problem.  Many 
companies  today  are  called  upon  and  will  be  called  upon  to 
expand  their  operations  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  either 
of  plant  or  equipment  or  both,  in  connection  with  the  pre- 
paredness program.  This  involves  heavy  risks  which  are 
undertaken  because  of  the  danger  and  possibility  that  such 
operation  may  be  of  a  temporary  character  and  that  the 
expanded  plant  facilities  and  new  equipment  will  be  on  their 
hands  after  the  necessity  for  their  use  is  over. 
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In  1918.  the  then  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Mr.  McAdoo. 
said  that  industrial  operators  are  required  very  often  to  make 
vast  expenditures  of  capital  for  purposes  which  prove  un- 
productive after  the  war  is  over. 

That  applies  with  equal  force  to  the  conditions  that  con- 
front us  today.  ITiere  is,  therefore,  the  fear  of  taking  a 
chance  on  short-term  investments  which  will  be  necessary 
for  much  of  the  expansion  of  the  preparedness  program. 
They  may  have  a  very  temporary  use,  and  it  is  my  firm  belief 
there  should  be  a  provision  for  amortization  before  a  profit 
is  recognized  on  such  utilization  of  the  facilities. 

May  I  remind  the  Congress  that  in  November  1937  Secre- 
tary Morgenthau  said:  "We  want  to  see  capital  go  into  the 
productive  channels  of  private  industry." 

That  general  objective  Is  desirable  regardless  of  whether 
or  not  there  exists  an  emergency.  The  net  result,  of  course, 
is  that  there  will  be  an  enlarged  tax  base  and  the  receipts 
will  be  Increased  tremendously. 

Inasmuch  as  previously  pointed  out,  the  "risk"  capital 
necessary  for  plant  expansion  and  production  must  come 
from  individuals  whose  Incomes  nm  into  the  higher  brackets, 
it  seems  pertinent  to  point  out  at  this  time  that  Secretary 
Morgenthau,  discussing  this  point  before  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  last  year,  declared  that  the  question  as  to 
whether  "the  present  siuiax  rates  on  very  large  incomes  may 
not  be  so  high  that  they  discourage  the  limited  number  of 
individuals  subject  to  them  from  taking  normal  business 
risks." 

Discussing  this  subject  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee on  June  28,  1939,  John  W.  Hanes,  Under  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  stated: 

It  is  our  belief  that  the  effect  of  reducing  the  surtax  rates 
over  a  period  of  years  would  be  to  Increase  the  base.  The  pres- 
rure  to  put  funds  Into  tax-exempt  securities  and  keep  them 
there  would  be  decreased.  The  Inducement  to  avoid  the  Income 
tax  would  be  lessened.  More  Important,  enterprise  would  be 
encouraged  with  the  diminution  in  the  deterring  effects  of  heavy 
taxation.  While  we  are.  of  course.  Interested  In  the  maintenance 
and  increase  In  the  public  revenue,  a  much  more  Important  con- 
sideration is  the  health  and  expansion  of  the  economy. 

The  Senate  Munitions  Committee,  report  in  1936  contained 
recommendations  along  substantially  the  same  lines.  In  1936, 
also,  a  report  of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  on  H.  R.  5529,  a  bUl  to  prevent  profiteering  m  time 
of  war.  takes  the  same  viewpoint. 

Sound,  constructive,  and  realistic  amendment  of  the  tax 
laws  to  encourage  the  investment  of  idle  capital  will  bring 
about  almost  overnight  an  expansion  of  industrial  activity 
unparalleled  in  recent  years.  Not  only  will  it  put  the  Nation 
in  a  position  to  withstand  any  attacks  from  the  dictators  of 
western  Europe,  but  it  will  also  take  off  the  dusty  roads 
and  put  into  healthy  emplojrment  many  thousands  of  workers 
who  have  been  tramping  these  roads  for  several  years. 

Such  changes  in  our  tax  laws  would  furnish  a  tremendous 
incentive  for  the  investment  of  idle  fimds  in  the  activities 
that  ar*  needed  to  prepare  for  our  national  defense.  It 
would  lead  eventually  to  the  elimination  of  the  relief  prob- 
lem and  the  saving  of  several  billion  dollars  that  are  now 
devoted  to  relief.  The  money  thus  saved  would  be  available 
for  the  purchase  of  arms  and  equipment  needed  for  the 
country's  defense. 

There  are  other  admitted  business  deterrents  in  the  1939 
tax  law  which  are  not  corrected  in  the  bill  we  have  before  the 
House  today.  I  am  happy  to  note  that  it  is  the  purpose  of  the 
revenue-raising  committees  of  Congress,  in  conjunction  with 
Treasury  officials,  to  study  these  matters  In  more  detail  be- 
tween now  and  next  January.  With  the  evidence  now  be- 
fore the  committees,  supplemented  by  additional  facts  which 
can  be  easily  ascertained,  there  would  seem  to  be  little  need 
for  unnecessary  delay  in  making  what  other  additional 
changes  are  required  for  the  purposes  indicated. 

It  is  my  belief  that  the  Congress  could  well  consider  such 
changes  as: 

First.  Elimination  or  further  modification  of  the  capital 

gains  and  losses  tax. 
Second.  Elimination  of  the  tax  on  intercorporate  dividends. 


Third.  Elimination  of  the  Individual  normal  income  tax  on 
corporate  dividends. 

Fourth.  Permissi<Mi  for  affiliated  corporations  to  file  con- 
solidated returns. 

To  start  the  wheels  of  Industry  turning  without  further 
delay,  necessary  Government  action  should  be  taken  as  soon 
as  possible  to  permit  amortization  of  all  new  cai^tal  invest- 
ment before  a  profit,  subject  to  taxation,  from  their  use.  is 
recognized. 

The  people  of  this  coimtry  are  not  only  willing  but  anx- 
ious to  do  their  part  In  defraying  the  expenses  of  a  national- 
defense  program  that  will  insure  our  safety  and  protection 
against  any  possible  attack.  We  should  cooperate  with  the 
taxpayers  by  removing  so  far  as  possible  all  inequities  In  tax 
legislation.  We  are  all  in  the  same  boat.  Sound,  construc- 
tive tax  revision  calls  more  than  ever  for  the  steadying  influ- 
ence of  plain,  common  horse  sense.  We  cannot  at  this  time 
risk  measures  that  would  hamstring  a  proper  defense 
program. 

This  bill  provides  for  an  enlarged  tax  base,  which  is  proper. 
All  our  people  are  agreed  on  this.  I  am  not  advocating  the 
elimination  of  sacrifices  on  the  part  of  those  with  substan- 
tial incomes,  whether  industrial  operators  or  others.  We 
must  all  do  our  part. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  16  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  tMr.  Duncan]. 

Mr.  DUNCAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  know  what  to  say 
about  this  bill.  It  has  been  fully  explained  and  everyone 
seems  to  be  in  favor  of  it.  I  have  never  heard  as  much  talk 
about  anything  in  my  life  that  everybody  was  for.  I  pity 
the  mail  carriers  during  the  next  few  weeks  when  they  start 
taking  the  franked  speeches  out  to  the  voters — speeches  that 
have  been  made  today  by  the  minority — simply  a  sound- 
ing board  for  the  coming  campaign  on  the  question  of  ex- 
penditures. It  does  not  make  any  difference  what  expendi- 
tures have  been  made  by  the  Government,  so  far  as  this  bill 
is  concerned,  you  would  have  this  tax  bill  today  Just  the 
same,  in  view  of  the  necessity  for  imusual  expenditures  for 
armaments.  Therefore  all  these  speeches  and  all  of  the  talk 
about  that  does  not  mean  anjrthing  to  anybody  who  has 
enough  intelligence  to  look  back  of  the  picture  and  see  what 
Is  written  on  the  frame. 

One  gentleman  of  the  minority  who  spoke  a  moment  ago, 
said  there  was  one  thing  true  and  that  was  that  his  party 
was  not  responsible  for  the  lack  of  preparedness.  I  am 
going  to  be  frank  and  say  that  I  do  not  charge  that  any 
party  is  responsible  for  the  lack  of  prepsu^ness,  but  I  do 
want  to  call  this  to  your  attention:  Jvist  about  a  year  ago 
when  this  House  was  taking  up  the  question  of  providing 
authorization  for  5,500  airplanes  for  the  Army,  I  recall  very 
well  that  there  came  from  the  minority  side  of  this  House  a 
very  bitter  attack  upon  that  jdan.  I  remember  very  well 
that  one  of  my  very  fine  friends  of  the  opposition  made  a 
very  bitter,  mean  speech  about  It  and  insisted  on  limiting 
the  nimiber  to  not  exceeding  1,000  planes  a  year. 

I  came  to  Congress  in  1933  at  the  special  session.  When 
I  came  here  I  was  placed  on  the  Military  Affairs  Committee, 
where  I  served  for  2  years  before  election  to  the  Wasrs  and 
Means  Committee.  There  are  only  5  men  on  that  com- 
mittee today  who  were  members  of  It  at  that  time.  There 
Is  only  1  member  of  the  minority  who  was  a  member  of 
that  committee  at  that  time.  That  was  some  15  years  after 
the  war  was  over.  At  that  time  there  were  only  385  airplanes 
in  the  United  States  Army  that  were  ready  to  take  the  sdr. 
Some  of  them  were  carried  over  from  the  World  War.  They 
were  obsolete  and  antiquated.  None  of  them  equalled  even 
then  the  planes  of  other  coimtries.  They  would  have  been 
absolutely  worthless  In  time  of  war.  I  remember  that  a 
gentleman  from  this  side  of  the  House,  the  minority  side. 
Mr,  Goss,  a  very  prominent  and  important  member  of  that 
committee,  went  into  detail  concemtiig  the  dies  and  the  ma- 
terials for  the  making  of  ammunition.  They  were  obsolete. 
They  had  been  permitted  to  lie  aroimd  and  rust.  They.  too. 
were  obsolete.  The  defense  plan  had  lagged  to  the  place 
where    die    makers    and     experienced    men    were    almost 
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nonexistent.  I  am  not  going  to  blame  these  gentlemen  who 
were  in  charge  of  the  administration  up  to  that  time  for 
It,  because  public  sentiment  would  not  have  permitted  it. 
Just  as  it  would  not  have  permitted  the  expenditvu-e  of  these 
billions  of  dollars  prior  to  a  few  weeks  ago.  So  what  is  the 
use  talking  about  all  these  silly,  foolish  things?  We  should 
begin  to  think  about  some  practical  things. 

In  the  corps  area  in  which  I  live  out  in  Missouri  there  are 
seven  Army  posts — Fort  Snelling,  Port  Crook,  Fort  Des 
Moines,  Fort  Omaha,  Fort  Leavenworth,  Fort  Riley,  and  Jef- 
ferson Barracks — and  there  is  not  a  single,  solitary  one  of 
those  Army  posts  that  has  any  military  value  whatsoever. 
Port  Leavenworth  is  the  infantry  training  school.  Fort  Riley 
Is  the  cavalry  school,  but  the  functions  carried  on  there  could 
be  carried  on  at  any  other  Army  post  in  this  country. 
They  were  built  up  around  Indian  outposts  in  the  early  days 
of  that  country,  and  around  those  outposts  there  grew 
cities.  They  have  fine  quarters.  It  costs  millions  of  dollars 
a  year  to  keep  up  those  posts,  and  if  the  men,  both  enlisted 
men  and  oflBcers,  were  quartered  together,  the  saving  would 
be  enormous.  The  training  would  he  invaluable.  This 
condition  exists  all  over  this  country. 

Every  President  for  many  years  has  desired  to  abandon 
many  of  these  Army  posts  and  consolidate  their  activities.  I 
know  that  the  Army  itself  has  a  plan  for  abandoning  many  of 
them;  but  try  to  do  it.  You  would  have  your  local  chambers 
of  commerce,  you  would  have  your  Ciovernor.  you,  yourself, 
your  United  States  Senator,  all  down  here  tearing  down  the 
walls  of  the  War  Department  if  you  attempted  to  move  one 
of  them. 

Not  long  ago  I  heard  of  a  cavalry  troop  that  was  moved 
from  a  certain  jxjst  to  engage  in  maneuvers,  and  the  people  of 
the  city  near  the  post  insisted  that  their  Representative  pre- 
vail upon  the  War  Department  to  send  that  cavalry  troop 
back  so  that  the  merchants  of  the  town  would  not  lose  their 
patronage,  would  not  lose  their  trade.  That  is  what  we  face 
in  this  coxmtry,  and  until  the  people  of  the  country  begin  to 
wake  up  to  the  fact  that  the  Army  and  the  Navy  of  the 
United  States  costs  many  times  what  it  does  in  any  other 
country  of  the  world,  their  tax  bills  wUl  mount  and  mount. 
I  hope  the  defenses  of  this  country  can  be  placed  upon  a 
basis  that  the  American  people  can  support  it. 

This  is  only  the  beginning.  Personally  I  have  always  been 
for  adequate  armaments.  I  did  not  agree  with  the  idea  of 
sinking  it5  battleships.  Our  Government  sank  30  imder  the 
leadership  of  the  minority  party  with  a  value  of  more  than 
$275,000,000.  The  old  days  we  used  to  read  about  in  our 
school  books  when  the  volvmteers  could  whip  the  regulars  is 
tone.  In  fact,  it  never  existed  except  in  a  few  cases.  It  does 
not  make  any  difference  today  that  we  may  be  able  to  go 
hunting  and  shoot  a  rifle.  That  does  not  help  us.  We  have 
to  know  how  to  run  a  tank  or  an  airplane  or  use  a  machine 
gun,  and  all  the  mechanized,  modem  equipment  that  is  neces- 
sary to  carry  on  modern  warfare. 

Most  of  the  provisions  of  this  bill  have  been  explained. 
There  has  been  a  good  deal  of  discussion  about  the  increase 
of  the  debt  limit.  I  just  want  to  call  this  to  your  attention, 
that  this  bill  provides  that  the  increase  in  the  debt  limit 
shall  be  for  the  purpose  of  national  defense  only;  and  while 
there  is  a  $4,000,000,000  increase  in  the  debt  limit,  bringing 
It  to  $49,000,000,000.  if  there  is  the  payment  of  $1,000,000,000 
the  national-debt  limit  will  have  been  reduced  to  $48  000.- 
000.000.  In  other  words,  it  can  be  used  only  for  the  purpose 
of  carnring  out  the  national -defense  program,  and  when 
that  amount  has  been  reduced  by  the  taxes  that  will  be 
collected  the  debt  limit  will  be  reduced  in  that  amount.  In 
other  words,  when  the  $4,000,000,000  had  been  paid  off  then 
the  debt  limit  will  be  back  to  $45,000,000,000  unless  it  is 
further  increased  by  act  of  Congress. 

Another  thing  on  which  I  want  to  elaborate  a  little  is  the 
provision  requiring  more  people  to  file  income-tax  returns. 
Heretofore  any  person  having  a  gross  income  of  $5,000  has 
been  required  to  file  a  return.  All  of  us  know  people  who 
have  not  filed  returns  and  who  ought,  in  our  opinion,  to  have 
done  so.    When  that  limitation  Is  fixed  the  Department  has 


no  opportunity  to  determine  whether  or  not  the  deductions 
are  legal  It  is  left  to  the  individual  himself  to  determine 
whether  or  not  the  deductions  from  that  $5,000  bring  him 
within  the  provisions  of  the  act.  It  was  felt  that  these  addi- 
tional 8,000.000  p)eople  could  well  be  required  to  file  income- 
tax  returns  so  that  the  Department  could  say  whether  or  not 
the  deductions  which  they  have  taken  to  eliminate  them- 
selves from  the  necessity  of  paying  taxes  are  actually  within 
the  provisions  of  the  law.  A  lot  of  useless  work  will  be  done. 
It  is  true;  but  if  we  pick  up  $20,000,000  or  $25,000,000,  it  cer- 
tainly is  worth  while. 

There  has  been  some  discussion,  and  I  have  heard  some 
criticism  from  certain  sources  about  the  people  in  the  lower 
brackets  not  being  required  to  pay  enough  taxes,  that  the 
percentages  were  so  much  smaller  than  those  in  the  higher 
brackets.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  not  forget  that  these  are  the 
people  who  are  pasang  about  75  percent  of  these  excise  taxes. 
They  are  the  people  whose  incomes  are  being  totally  con- 
sumed in  the  cost  of  living.  As  our  incomes  go  up.  the  less, 
naturally,  is  the  problem  of  living.  Those  people  are  paying 
these  excise  taxes  to  a  greater  degree  than  those  who  are 
In  the  higher  income-tax  brackets. 

Personally  I  have  never  been  greatly  impressed  by  the  sug- 
gestion that  we  ought  to  lower  the  brackets  and  make  every- 
body pay  an  income  tax.  I  believe  they  pay  enough  now.  I 
believe  they  are  paying  their  part  of  the  obligations  of  the 
Government  when  they  pay  all  of  these  other  taxes  which 
they  are  required  to  pay. 

Much  has  been  said  today  about  further  study  of  the  tax 
bill.  Personally  I  want  to  see  it  done ;  there  are  a  good  many 
wrinkles  in  the  tax  structure  that  ought  to  be  ironed  out.  Let 
us  not  forget,  however,  that  We  are  living  under  the  most  com- 
plicated economic  and  business  structure  in  all  the  world. 
There  is  no  other  business  structure  in  the  world  as  compli- 
cated as  that  we  have  in  the  United  States;  and  in  the  writing 
of  a  tax  bill  within  a  few  hundred  pages  it  is  a  most  difiBcult 
problem  to  include  everybody  and  not  leave  many  loopholes 
and  some  inequalities.  Personally  I  have  long  believed  that 
the  high  brackets  were  too  high.  I  do  not  believe  we  ought 
to  take  80  percent  of  a  man's  income,  for  that  is  the  money 
that  goes  into  new  and  productive  enterprise,  the  money  that 
pioneers,  the  money  that  opens  up  new  factories.  When  we 
take  80  percent  in  the  form  of  taxes,  there  is  not  much  left. 
I  believe  we  would  get  as  much  money  in  dollars  and  cents  if 
the  higher  brackets  were  reduced  a  bit,  but  the  necessity  for 
money  has  prevented  that  being  done. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  additional 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri, 

Mr.  DUNCAN.  I  am  amused  when  I  listen  to  many  of  the 
speeches  about  spending  money  made  by  my  Republican 
friends.  I  hear  so  many  Republicans  running  for  oflSce 
promise  bigger  and  better  relief,  bigger  and  better  pensions. 
They  say  they  are  going  to  carry  on  the  farm  program,  that 
ncbody  will  be  taken  off  relief,  that  they  are  going  to  ex- 
tend pensions,  that  they  are  going  to  reduce  the  cost  of 
government,  that  they  are  going  to  reduce  taxes,  and  bal- 
ance the  Budget.  All  I  have  to  say  is  that  any  person  with 
an  ounce  of  common  sense  and  who  knows  anything  what- 
ever about  finance  or  taxes  knows  very  well  that  it  cannot 
be  done.  Yet  you  have  been  able  to  get  a  lot  of  people  to 
believe  it.  You  know  that  you  cannot  carry  on  these  pro- 
grams and  balance  the  Budget  and  reduce  taxes,  because  it 
cannot  be  done. 

Mr.  BENDER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DUNCAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Did  not  Roosevelt  make  the  same  kind  of 
promise  in  1932? 

Mr.  DUNCAN.  Mr.  Roosevelt  in  1932  inherited  a  situation 
which  the  Republican  Party  had  permitted  to  grow  up  that 
could  not  have  been  anticipated  by  anybody.  [Applause.] 
He  found  15.000,000  unemployed  people  in  this  country  whom 
it  was  necessary  to  feed  and  clothe;  and  being  the  humani- 
tarian that  he  is  and  having  the  interest  of  the  great  masses 
of  the  American  people  at  heart  he  found  it  necessary  to 
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spend  money  In  order  to  bring  to  them  the  necessities  of  life 
In  a  country  overfiowing  with  evenrthing  It  takes  to  make 
men  and  women  happy,  and  my  friends  on  this  side,  the 
minority,  very  much  like  they  have  done  today,  talked,  and 
talked,  and  talked  about  It,  but  when  It  came  to  voting  their 
was  "aye"  on  the  roll  call.  [Applause.]  Go  back  and  look 
It  over.  "It  Is  a  lot  easier  to  fight  for  a  principle  than  it  Is  to 
live  up  to  it",  and  that  Is  what  our  friends  on  the  opposite  side 
of  this  Chamber  have  been  doing.  They  have  been  fighting 
for  something  that  they  have  not  had  the  courage,  the  political 
coiu'age,  to  vote  for  when  the  time  came.  There  are  some  ex- 
ceptions to  that,  but  in  the  main  you  have  all  voted  for  the 
farm  program.  In  the  main  you  have  all  voted  for  the  relief 
program.  In  the  main  you  voted  for  the  social  security  pro- 
gram. You  have  cussed  it,  you  have  fxissed  about  It,  but  when 
the  time  came  to  vote  you  did  not  have  the  courage  to  have 
your  name  put  down  against  It  on  that  roll  call  so  that  the 
people  back  in  your  district  could  see  that  you  had  been 
opposed  to  the  things  that  were  for  the  greatest  good  of  the 
greatest  number  of  people  in  this  country.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  LMr.  McLean]. 

Mr.  McLEAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  this  situation  l3rings  to  my 

mind  the  quotation: 

Oh.  what  a  tangled  web  we  weave 
When  first  we  practice  to  deceive  1 

The  American  people  have  been  given  to  understand  that 
this  measure  is  for  the  purpose  of  providing  the  financing 
for  the  national-defense  program  outlined  by  the  President 
In  his  address  before  Congress  on  May  16  and  his  message 
of  June  3.  It  is,  in  fact,  a  tangled  web  into  which  have  been 
woven  the  threads  of  deception  which  will  draw  into  the  gen- 
eral fund  of  the  Treasury  money  provided  especially  for 
national  defense. 

National  defense  Is  something  which  a  country  must  have 
when  the  needs  demand.  It  comes  upon  a  people  against 
their  will  by  reason  of  international  circumstances  over 
which  they  have  no  control.  The  American  people  will  pay 
whatever  is  necessary  for  national  defense,  but  they  win  not 
tolerate  for  long  financial  legerdemain  and  deception. 

The  title  of  the  bill  is  misleading.    It  should  be  changed 
to  properly  state  its  purpose.     Incidentally,  It  will  provide 
for  the  emergency  program  of  national  defense.    Actually,  it 
is  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
and  should  be  so  entitled.    By  this  emergency  legislation  the 
Treasiu"y  has  a  good  way  out  of  an  embarrassing  situation. 
There  is  a  tradition  about  the  House  of  Representatives 
that  the  best  politics  is  to  vote  for  all  appropriations  and 
against  all  taxes.    My  jwsitlon  does  violence  to  that  philos- 
ophy.    I>uring  my  service  In  Congress  I  have  consistently 
opposed  the  measures  leading  to  wastefulness,  boondoggling, 
and  pump  priming.    Now  I  must  Join  with  those  who  are 
responsible  for  an  embarrassing  situation  in  the  Treasury 
and  who  must  provide  the  money  required  to  pay  for  the 
extravagances  of  the  past  7  years.    Having  voted  against 
expensive  and  uneconomic  projects,  I  must  now  vote  for  taxes 
which  I  have  predicted  would  be  necessary  because  of  such 
extravagances.    It  becomes  my  patriotic  duty  to  vote  for  new 
taxes  because  the  Treasury  is  depleted,  the  borrowing  power  is 
exhausted,  and  without  this  measure  the  Treasury  would  be 
unable  to  meet  Its  maturing  obligations  and  provide  for  the 
national  defense.    Up  to  now  my  people  have  had  to  talce  my 
word  as  to  where  we  were  heading.    I  am  now  able  to  prove 
to  them  by  this  practical  Illustration  that  my  predictions 
have  come  to  pass. 

In  the  present  state  of  world  affairs  it  has  become  neces- 
sary to  provide  an  extraordinary  national-defense  program. 
This  program  requires  sufiBcient  funds  for  its  completion. 
Let  it  be  understood  that  I  favor  the  proposed  national-de- 
fense program  and  realize  that  to  provide  it  additional  taxes 
are  necessary.  But  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  raise  my  voice  in 
protest  of  the  national -defense  program  being  made  the 
vehicle  to  provide  money  necessary  to  meet  deficits  in  the 
general  fimd  of  the  Treasury.  I  cannot  prevent  it  but  I  can 
disclose  the  perfidy. 


The  anxiety  of  the  moment  must  not  be  permitted  to 
detract  attention  from  domestic  affairs.  The  first  line  of 
defense  and  the  greatest  resource  in  time  of  emergency  Is 
financial  strength.  The  pending  bill  is  Intended  to  provide 
for  the  emergency  needs  of  national  defense,  and  should  be 
confined  to  that  purpose.  Deficit  financing  for  matters 
other  than  those  of  national  defense  should  not  be  Included. 
But  they  are.  For  example,  the  "nuisance  taxes"  which 
would  expire  July  1.  1941,  are  to  be  continued  until  1945. 
Only  the  amount  of  increase  will  go  to  national  defense. 
The  annual  revenue  from  these  taxes  which  will  go  Into  the 
general  fund  will  amount  to  $500,000,000  annually,  and  the 
Increase  which  will  go  to  national  defense  only  $175,000,000. 
Also,  as  has  been  stated,  the  regular  annual  appropriations 
for  the  Army  and  Navy  will  be  transferred  to  and  paid  out 
of  the  new  taxes  to  be  raised  for  the  emergency  national- 
defense  fund,  making  the  amoimt  thereof,  estimated  to  be 
$1,040,000,000,  available  for  other  governmental  purposes. 
This  will  also  make  it  possible  to  show  a  smaller  deficit  of 
ordinary  expenditures  over  receipts  for  the  fiscal  year. 

There  Is  ample  proof  that  the  present  demand  goes  beyond  . 
the  financial  needs  for  national  defense.  It  has  every  ap- 
pearance of  an  attempt  at  deception  to  conceal  the  actual 
condition  of  the  Treasury.  It  will  also  show  the  need  of 
reducing  administrative  expenses  to  prevent  recurring  def- 
icits. Secretary  Morgenthau  advised  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  several  months  ago,  before  the  present  emer- 
gency arose,  that  the  condition  of  the  Treasury  was  such 
that  It  was  necessary  to  Increase  the  debt  limit  to  enable  the 
Treasury  to  borrow  necessary  funds  for  ordinary  needs. 

On  May  16  the  President  personally  addressed  the  Con- 
gress and  set   forth  the  emergency  program   for   national 
defense.     He  appealed  for  immediate  emergency  appropria- 
tions.    Prior  to  that  appearance  provision  was  being  made 
in  the  annual  appropriation  bills  for  the  ordinary  expenses 
of  the  Army  and  Navy  for  the  fiscal  year  1940-41.    The  amount 
recommended  in  the  Budget  for  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  was  estimated  at  $1,040,000,000,  to  be  pro- 
vided out  of  the  receipts  from  taxes,  supplemented  by  bor- 
rowing, as  provided  imder  existing  law.     It  was  generally 
understood  that  the  Imposition  of  new  taxes  was  not  con- 
templated, nor  was  it  intended  to  Increase  the  limit  of  In- 
debtedness which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authw- 
ized  to  incur.      It  was  planned  to  make  ordiiiary  receipts 
and  available  borrowing  capacity  provide  for  all  purposes 
until  the  next  session  of  Congress  in  January.    The  reason 
Is  obvious.     This  would  carry  over  until  after  election  the 
increase  of  the  debt  limit  and  revision  of  the  tax  structure. 
It  now  appears  from  the  testimony  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  and  his  assistants  before  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  on  May  31   that  the  anticipated  expenditures 
over  normal  receipts  for  the  fiscal  year  1940-41  will  amount 
to  $1,876,000,000,  less  anticipated  recovery  of  capital  funds 
from  Government  agencies  of  $700,000,000,  making  the  an- 
ticipated net  deficit  to  be  financed  by  borrowing   $1,716.- 
000,000.    There  are  Treasury  obligations  to  be  met  between 
now  and  February  28.  1941.  which  will  result  in  the  bor- 
rowing power  being  completely  exhausted,  and  the  working 
balance  reduced  to  $600,000,000,  and  that  is  assuming  that 
the  anticipated  return  of  $700,000,000  of  capital  from  Gov- 
ernment agencies  is  realized.    The  realization  of  this  amount 
will  be  difficult,  as  may  be  seen  by  reference  to  H.  R.  9958. 
which   the   gentleman   from   Massachusetts    [Mr.   OrrroRO] 
has  Just  explained. 

It  Is  thus  apparent  that  the  working  balance  In  the 
Treasury  must  be  improved.  So  It  is  intended  to  pay  the 
ordinary  expenses  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  amounting  to 
$1,040,000,000,  from  the  funds  to  be  raised  by  the  special 
tax  for  the  national -defense  program. 

This  feat  of  financial  legerdemain,  using  funds  provided  for 
the  national -defense  emergency  for  general  purposes,  will 
provide  the  Treasury  with  $1,040,000,000  of  working  capital 
It  will  have  the  effect  of  extending  the  debt  limit  for  ordinary 
exc>enditures  by  transferring  appropriations  already  made  to 
the  proposed  special  national -defense  fund,  thus  reducing 
the  amount  chargeable  against  the  present  $45,000,000,000 


7990 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  11 


debt  limit.    Under  the  language  of  the  bill  the  Treasury  is 
entirely  free  to  use  this  money  to  pay  for  past  extravagances. 

Oh.  yes.  someone  will  say.  "Why  do  you  not  do  something 
about  it?  Why  do  you  vote  for  the  bill  and  speak  against 
It?"  In  the  committee  I  made  every  effort  by  the  offer  of 
amendments  to  make  this  exclusively  a  defense  bill  so  that 
Treasury  needs  could  be  studied  and  determined  inde- 
pendently. 

As  I  have  said,  we  are  told  that  the  pending  bill  is  intended 
to  provide  for  the  emergency  needs  of  national  defense.  It 
should  be  confined  to  that  purpose.  Money  to  pay  for  the 
consequences  of  wasteful  spending  and  accumulated  deficits 
should  be  otherwise  provided. 

We  cannot  hope  for  such  a  bill  now.  We  must  content 
ourselves  and  satisfy  our  consciences  by  making  known  the 
means  by  which  political  ends  are  sometimes  attained. 

Let  no  one  be  deceived  that  the  proposal  to  raise  additional 
taxes  is  entirely  due  to  the  national-defense  program  of  1940. 
The  administration  and  its  majority  in  Congress  has  been 
deaf  to  the  constantly  repeated  warnings  of  the  inevitable 
results  of  wasteful  spending.  Alleged  existing  emergencies 
have  been  made  the  basis  for  extravagance  in  Grovernment 
expenditures  in  disregard  of  contingencies.  Our  approach 
to  the  pending  problem  must  be  on  a  pay-as-you-go  basis, 
with  regard  for  liquidation  of  these  emergency  expenditures 
and  the  reduction  of  the  national  debt.  Continued  spending 
without  corresponding  savings  will  weaken  our  financial 
strength,  the  first  line  of  national  defense. 

Consideration  must  be  given  to  the  reduction  of  normal 
governmental  expenditures.  The  situation  we  are  in  requires 
sacrifice,  and  the  example  should  be  set  by  the  Govenunent 
itself. 

I  am  encouraged  in  the  hope  that  one  feature  of  this  bill 
will  be  beneficial.  Since  Congress  was  given  the  power  of 
direct  taxation  imder  the  income  tax,  there  has  been  an 
increasing  disposition  toward  extravagance  in  Government 
spending.  Some  system  of  restraint  must  be  devised.  Per- 
haps that  restraint  will  come  about  when  the  2,000,000  new 
taxpayers  who  will  be  required  to  file  returns  under  this  act. 
because  it  will  reach  all  unmarried  people  whose  income 
exceeds  1800  per  year  and  all  married  people  whose  income 
exceeds  $2,000  per  year — will  want  to  know  for  what  purposes 
their  money  is  being  provided,  since  this  feature  of  the  bill 
Is  permanent  legislation  and  will  continue  beyond  the  needs 
cf  national  defense.  Probably  they  will  take  a  greater  inter- 
est in  the  purposes  of  taxation  by  the  Federal  Government, 
and.  through  their  influence,  there  may  be  a  measure  of  re- 
straint on  appropriations  of  public  moneys  for  boondoggling, 
pump  priming,  and  other  wasteful  spending. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  1  minute. 

Mr.  Chairman,  during  the  afternoon  I  have  noticed  a  large 
number  of  yoimg  j)eople  in  the  galleries.  May  I  say  that  no 
Member  of  Congress  has  offered  a  more  constructive  and 
statesmanlike  statement  than  has  the  gentleman  who  has 
Just  taken  his  seat.  I  refer  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  McLean  J.  In  addition,  let  me  inform 
these  young  people  that  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
McLean  1  has  come  up  from  the  ranks.  At  one  time  he  was  a 
page  In  the  United  States  Senate.  So  what  an  encourage- 
ment it  is  to  the  young  people  to  see  what  a  boy  with  per- 
severance and  ability  can  accomplish  under  the  American 
system  of  education  and  government.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  BardenJ. 

MT.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  did 
not  request  this  time  to  abuse  the  tax  bill  In  general  or  to 
question  the  necessity  for  a  tax  bill.  I  think  it  is  perfectly 
obvious  and  has  been  for  some  time  that  we  would  need 
additional  taxes  and  additional  funds.  I  rise  at  this  time, 
however,  to  comment  on  that  section  of  the  tax  bill  which 
levies  additional  taxes  on  tobacco.  I  do  not  comment  on 
this  to  leave  the  impression  that  the  niral  people  of  Amer- 
ica or  the  tobacco  farmers  hesitate  for  one  moment  to  carry 
their  fair  share  of  the  burden  either  for  normal  Govern- 
ment expenses  or  for  national  defense.  TTiey  will  accept 
this  tax,  but  certainly  someone  should  sound  a  warning. 


I  do  not  know  of  any  section  on  earth  that  is  occupied 
by  a  more  patriotic  people,  a  more  law-abiding  people,  or 
harder  working  people  than  the  rural  sections  of  this 
country.  They  do  not  give  the  Government  trouble.  They 
do  not  hold  communistic  meetings.  They  do  not  harbor 
"reds."  But  they  do  work  away  day  by  day  to  feed  the 
Nation  and  the  world,  and  they  do  it  peacefully  and  quietly. 
I  think  we  should  be  rather  reluctant  and  very  cautious 
In  striking  at  one  of  their  crops  on  the  very  first  move. 

As  a  general  proposition  throughout  this  country  when  an 
emergency  arises  you  can  count  on  the  workingman  whether 
It  be  in  time  of  peace  or  war.  May  I  say  right  here  that  I 
happen  to  be  one  Member  of  this  House  who  refuses  to  be- 
lieve that  we  are  going  into  this  war  or  that  there  is  any 
necessity  for  our  going  into  this  war.  I  know  we  have  be- 
come excited.  I  know  where  our  sentiments  lie.  but  at  the 
same  time  I  have  faith  in  our  good  judgment  and  the  good 
judtrment  of  the  American  people.  So  let  us  not  get  over- 
excited about  this  business  of  preparedness.  We  should  have 
started  earlier,  but  we  did  not.  and  there  is  no  reason  to 
comment  on  that.  I  am  for  whatever  amount  that  those  in 
position  to  know  regard  as  necessary,  and  then  a  little  moie 
to  be  doubly  safe. 

As  far  as  appropriating  $3,350,000,000  for  preparedness  Is 
concerned,  we  should  not  develop  high  blood  pressure  over 
that.  I  can  recall  when  practically  all  of  us  voted  to  appro- 
priate $4,880,000,000.  We  survived  that  and  we  will  survive 
this,  and  the  American  people  will  give  their  approval.  All 
they  ask  is  that  it  be  spent  wisely  and  honestly.  That  is 
what  they  expect  and  they  have  a  right  to  expect  it. 

This  tobacco  .situation  worries  me.  I  regret  that  the  com- 
mittee saw  fit  to  jump  immediately  on  the  one  agricultural 
crop  that  has  been  taxed  and  taxed  and  taxed.  In  the  last 
war,  in  1918.  the  tax  was  $2.05  per  1.000  cigarettes,  and  they 
stepped  it  up  to  $3.  Remember  it  takes  only  3  pounds  of 
tobacco  to  make  1,000  cigarettes.  Now  we  say  that  for  the 
preparedness  program  we  shall  step  it  up  to  $3.50  per  1,000. 
If  we  were  to  have  a  war.  heaven  knows  what  would  happen 
to  it. 

I  want  to  give  you  just  a  few  facts  to  bring  to  your  attention 
the  situation  of  tobacco,  and  in  doing  that  I  realize  that  there 
are  only  about  20  or  25  Members  of  this  House  who  have 
tobacco-producing  areas  in  their  districts. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  I  j^eld  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The  gentleman  has  heard 
of  the  very  hard  fight  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  put  up  to  stop  a  $4  tax  being 
put  on  cigarettes,  and  how  he  held  the  tax  to  $3.50? 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  May  I  say  to  the  gentle- 
man that  I  do  not  know  what  kind  of  a  hard  fight  it  took.  I 
heard  one  gentleman  from  New  York  say  he  was  in  favor  of 
making  it  $4.  I  do  not  see  why  he  could  not  just  as  easily 
have  sajd  he  was  in  favor  of  making  it  $10  per  pound.  The 
gentleman  simply  does  not  know  ansrthing  about  the  tobacco 
business  or  tobacco  itself. 

When  it  comes  to  taking  a  tax  off  of  plug  tobacco  and  twist 
tobacco,  what  is  the  idea?  The  plug  tobacco  comes  from 
what  is  known  as  the  lugs  and  the  tips,  that  is,  the  bottom 
leaves  of  the  stalk  and  the  top  leaves  of  the  stalk.  The  middle 
priming  leaves  are  the  leaves  that  are  used  for  wrappers, 
cigarettes,  and  so  forth.  I  do  not  sec  so  much  advantage  in 
taking  it  off  of  two  leaves  and  leaving  it  on  five,  except  this: 
The  consumption  of  plug  tobacco  has  been  on  the  decrease. 
I  do  not  know  why  the  good  committee  did  not  take  It  off  of 
snuff,  but  they  left  the  tax  on  snuff  and  took  it  off  of  plug 
tobacco.  I  would  not  say  that  the  tax  was  causing  that  de- 
crease, but  let  me  give  you  the  picture  as  it  now  confronts  the 
tobacco  producers,  and  let  me  interpose  right  here  that  the 
tobacco  crop  is  a  very  Important  crop  in  this  Nation  and  is  an 
extremely  Important  crop  to  the  producer. 

In  1939  in  this  country  we  produced  1,160.000.000  pounds  of 
tobacco.  The  consumption  In  1939  was  775.000,000  pounds, 
which  left  a  surplus  hanging  over  the  crop  of  400,000,000 
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pounds.  What  happened?  The  foreign  markets  began  to 
collapse,  and  this  Government  stepped  in  to  assist  the  tobacco 
farmers  and  did  assist  them.  How  did  It  do  it?  It  took 
imder  option  175,000,000  pounds  of  that  tobacco  in  order  to 
hold  the  price  up.  and  at  this  very  moment  the  United  States 
Government  has  $35,000,000  in  that  tobacco. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  3  additional  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  What  Is  confronting  the 
tobacco  farmer?  In  order  to  meet  that  situation,  they  are 
having  to  cut  their  tobacco  crop  this  year  approximately 
40  percent  and  cut  production  to  approximately  650,000,000 
pounds.  What  does  this  mean?  If  the  tobacco  market  re- 
mains in  the  condition  it  now  is,  either  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment will  step  in  and  have  to  put  more  money  with  the 
$35,000,000  it  already  has  in  tol»cco  or  the  tobacco  farmer 
will  simply  be  mined,  as  he  was  back  yonder  in  1932  when 
tobacco  went  to  9.5  cents  a  pound. 

In  1939  the  fanner  got  for  his  crop  of  tobacco  $174,000,000. 
and  in  the  same  year  of  1939  the  Federal  Government  col- 
lected <Hi  that  tobacco  the  sum  of  $580,159,205.74  tax.  You 
may  say  that  came  from  people  all  over  the  country.  Cer- 
tainly it  did;  but  do  you  mean  to  tell  me  that  you  cannot  tax 
a  commodity  to  the  point  of  diminishing  returns?  If  that 
is  true,  then  we  are  living  in  a  very  happy  time,  because  we 
could  tax  everything  and  it  would  not  affect  prices  or  con- 
sumption at  all.  In  1939  the  cigarette  tax  alone  brought  in 
something  over  $504,000,000.  Let  me  say,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  we  can  add  onto  that  tax;  but  when  you  wipe  out  the 
lower-priced  cigarettes  and  make  the  higher-priced  cigarettes 
step  up,  you  know  and  I  know  you  are  going  to  cut  down 
consumption  and  they  are  going  to  make  them  out  of  tobacco 
that  they  roll  themselves.  Should  this  happen,  the  good 
grades  of  tobacco  out  of  which  the  farmer  must  make  his 
money  will  drop  in  both  price  and  consumption.  [Applause.! 
Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  DincellI. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  defense  tax  bill  now 
before  the  House  needs  no  argimaent  to  Insure  or  justify  its 
passage4  It  is  the  simplest  revenue  or  tax  bill  ever  to  be 
brought  out  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  The  reve- 
nue is  earmarked  for  a  definite  and  a  pressing  purpose.  It  is 
in  a  sense  the  Nation's  premium  upon  an  insurance  policy 
featuring  guaranteed  dividends  and  benefits  in  the  form  of 
uninterrupted  happiness,  liberty,  peace,  and  security.  The 
rate  imposed  is  ridiculously  low  compared  to  that  now  being 
paid  by  Britain  and  France.  International  arsonists  and  fire- 
brands are  abroad  in  the  world  today.  Hell  is  afire  and  out 
of  bounds,  and  It  is  agreed  we  need  this  revenue,  which  is 
barely  sufficient  to  cover  the  cost  of  a  squirt  gun. 

In  my  speech  before  the  House  which  antedated  the  Presi- 
dent's memorable  message  on  rearmament.  I  stated  that  I 
would.  In  addition  to  the  regular  income  tax.  be  willing  to 
pay  for  the  purpose  of  our  Nation's  security  at  least  one-t^th 
of  my  salary,  or  $1,000  a  year,  and  would  consider  it  a  privi- 
lege so  to  do.  I  know  that  other  Members,  and  certainly  the 
great  majority  of  our  people,  are  no  less  patriotic,  and  in 
many  instances  are  more  fervent  in  their  desire  to  aid  the 
Government  when  the  enemy  threatens  our  system,  our  in- 
stitutions, and  oiu-  American  idealism. 

I  am  confident  that  the  great  mass  of  our  loyal  and  patri- 
otic citizens  is  more  than  willing  to  assume  a  share  in  the 
cost  of  maintaining  our  freedom.  Independence,  and  the 
American  way  of  life.  The  horrible  examples  of  fiendish 
Hitlerism  which  have  already  laid  waste  Poland,  Norway, 
Denmark.  Belgium,  and  Holland  impressed  upon  a  united 
America  the  urgent  need  for  Immediate  rearmament  This 
tax  is  the  direct  result  of  German  madness  and  is  necessary 
to  preserve  our  constitutional  democracy.  The  bill,  in  Its  ob- 
jectives and  purpose,  is  entirely  patriotic  and,  therefore, 
nonpartisan. 

The  attitude  and  the  actions  of  the  Republican  Members 
have  been  a  pleasing  stimulus  to  my  belief  and  philosophy 


that  In  an  emergency  which  threatens  the  Nation  we  merge 
our  efforts  and  sulMnerge  our  partisanship.  Politics.  Mr. 
Chairman,  played  no  part  In  the  action  of  this  committee. 
I  trust  the  House  will  foUow  the  example  and  will  do  likewise. 
I  Applause.! 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  8  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  RobsionI. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Chairman,  ladies,  and 
gentlemen,  the  people  of  my  district  l)elieve  that  our  Nation 
should  be  prepared  to  defend  itself  against  the  aggressions 
and  attacks  from  any  other  nation  or  nations.  They  believe 
we  should  be  prepared  on  the  land  and  in  the  air.  on  the  sea, 
and  under  the  sea.  I  share  their  views  on  this  Important 
matter  of  adequate  national  defense. 

The  legal  debt  limit  of  our  country  as  heretofore  fixed  by 
an  act  of  Congress  is  $45,000,000,000.  The  bill  now  before  us 
Increases  the  debt  limit  $4,000,000,000,  so  that  if  this  bill  is 
passed,  the  legal  debt  limit  of  this  country  will  then  be 
$49,000,000,000.  This  bill  provides  for  new  taxes  amounting 
to  $1,004.000  000.  Hundreds  of  millions  of  these  taxes  are 
what  is  known  as  consumers'  taxes,  and  will  fall  heaviest  on 
those  who  are  the  least  able  tc  pay.  This  bill  also  provides 
that  single  persons  with  a  gross  income  of  as  much  as  $800 
and  married  persons  with  a  gross  income  of  as  much  as  $2,000 
must  pay  income  taxes.  The  present  law  reaches  those  single 
persons  with  gross  incomes  of  $1,000  or  more  and  married  per- 
sons with  gross  incomes  of  $2,500  or  more.  It  is  estimated 
that  this  will  add  to  the  income-tax  rolls  at  least  2.000.000 
persons  who  would  not  under  the  present  law  be  required  to 
pay  income  taxes. 

It  grieves  me  very  much  to  see  this  added  burden  of  in- 
creased national  debt  placed  on  the  backs  of  our  children  and 
our  children's  children.  It  is  another  $4,000,000,000  handicap 
put  upon  the  youth  of  this  Nation.  Every  one  of  our  Demo- 
cratic friends  who  has  risen  to  si>cak  on  this  bill  tells  us  that 
it  is  for  our  national  defense.  They  do  not  tell  you  that  the 
report  of  the  Treasury  Department  shows  that  before  the  1st 
of  next  March  our  TreasuiT  will  be  empty  and  we  will  have 
reached  the  debt  limit  of  $45,000,000,000  in  carrying  on  the 
ordinary  expenses  of  this  Government  and  without  any  rela- 
tion to  Increased  expenditures  for  national  defense,  and  no 
more  money  can  be  borrowed.  In  other  words,  this  increase 
of  the  national  debt  and  additional  taxes  would  have  been 
necessary  even  though  there  had  been  no  invasion  of  Norway, 
Denmark.  Poland,  Holland,  Belgium,  and  France  by  Hitler. 
The  Treasury  is  faced  with  a  deficit  of  $3,500,000,000  for  the 
present  fiscal  year  ending  Jime  30,  1940,  and  with  a  like 
deficit  or  more  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  not 
cotmtlng  any  of  these  so-called  extraordinary  or  emergency 
appropriations  on  account  of  national  defense. 

In  order  to  carry  on  the  ordinary  and  necessary  expenses  of 
this  Government  In  maintaining  the  Army,  Navy,  and  other 
defense  units;  to  pay  the  veterans  and  their  dependents  their 
compensations  and  pensions;  the  farmers  their  conservation 
benefits,  and  to  carry  on  all  the  other  activities  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, we  are  forced  to  vote  for  this  bill  and  these  addi- 
tional taxes.  Under  the  terms  of  the  rule  under  which  this 
bill  is  being  considered,  no  one  can  offer  an  amendment  ex- 
cept that  proposed  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  con- 
trolled by  the  administration ;  therefore  we  must  take  the  bill 
as  it  is  or  leave  the  country  about  the  first  of  next  March 
without  any  borrowing  power  ov  other  means  to  carry  on  the 
activities  of  the  Government. 

By  March  i.  1941,  this  administration  will  be  forced  to  use 
some  of  this  $4,000,000,000  of  new  credit.  It  will  sell  bonds 
and  Increase  the  public  debt  in  addition  to  the  collection  and 
use  of  this  increase  of  taxes.  I  stated  on  the  fioor  of  this 
House  in  January  1935  that  this  administration  would  not  cut 
down  taxes  but  would  increase  taxes.  It  would  not  cut  out 
the  deficits  but  would  increase  the  deficits,  and  it  would  not 
cut  down  the  national  debt  but  would  increase  the  national 
debt  so  long  as  it  remained  in  power.  The  records  of  the 
Treasury  Department  sustain  this  contention. 

The  amoimt  of  revenue  collected  dining  the  last  year  of 
Hoover's  administration  was  approximately  $2,000,000,000. 
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Taxes  have  been  increased  year  by  year  and  the  Government 
will  collect  this  fiscal  year  approximately  $6,000,000,000  in 
taxes  and  revenues  from  the  American  people  and  this  bil- 
lion dollars  of  new  taxes  will  go  on  top  of  that  for  the  fiscal 
year  beginning  July  1,  1940,  and  will  continue  for  a  period  of 
at  least  5  years. 

There  will  be  8  consecutive  years  of  deficits  under  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt's  administration  when  he  completes  his  term. 
The  national  debt  when  he  went  into  office  was  approxi- 
mately $20,000,000,000.  When  he  goes  out  of  office  next  year 
it  will  be  approximately  forty-nine  billions,  and  this  great 
debt  of  forty-nine  billions  does  not  include  about  six  billions 
of  other  obligations  of  the  Gtovernment.  The  various  Fed- 
eral agencies  have  been  authorized  and  they  have  issued 
bonds  and  securities  and  have  sold  these  bonds  and  securities 
and  spent  the  money.  The  National  Government  has  guar- 
anteed the  principal  and  interest  of  these  bonds  and  securi- 
ties. It  is  a  dark  picture.  No  administration  ever  before 
made  such  a  dismal  failure  in  handling  the  fiscal  affairs  of 
this  Government. 

GKEAT   DANCES   HZBX NOT   OTES   THXRX 

A  sound  fiscal  policy  and*  a  sound  credit  are  perhaps  the 
first  line  of  defense  of  any  nation.  Wars  are  fought  with 
money  and  credits.  Money  and  credits  create  and  equip 
navies  and  armies, "  with  powerful  aircraft  and  submarine 
units.  Money  and  credits  provide  naval  and  air  bases  and 
provide  training,  food,  clothing,  shelter,  and  equipment  for 
those  who  fight  the  battles.  President  Roosevelt  said  in 
his  first  message  to  Congress  on  March  10.  1933.  in  criticiz- 
ing the  fact  that  we  had  had  three  consecutive  years  of 
deficits  imder  Hoover  amounting  to  approximately  $4,000,- 
000,000  that  liberal  governments  had  been  wrecked  on  loose 
fiscal  policies.  If  any  government  could  be  wrecked  with 
loose  fiscal  policies,  this  Nation  must  be  badly  hurt  over 
the  fiscal  policies  of  this  administration.  Then  we  had  had 
3  consecutive  years  of  deficits  amounting  to  four  billions. 
We  are  now  faced  with  our  eleventh  consecutive  year  of 
deficits.  President  Roosevelt  has  Increased  the  deficits 
125.000,000.000. 

If  this  Nation  is  not  now  prepared,  the  present  admlnlstr^' 
tlon  Is  largely  rrftponslble  for  It.  Congress  has  provided  all 
the  money  It  has  been  asked  to  flv«  to  provide  for  national 
defensf.  In  addition  to  that.  Mr.  Ilootevelt  has  had  handed 
to  him  In  peacetlm«  mor«  than  130,000,000.000  In  blank 
cherks.  Much  ot  this  ha«  been  t!onsum«d  In  boondoa- 
fllni,  uarlfM  and  iN'niii'l^sM  proiMta.  and  to  pfovld«  salarlM 
ariff  iH(tMft«r<  (ft  hundrpdn  of  (hoUNMhdA  of  ii«r|rN«  tittWf 
hnldrrn  itnU  political  favorites.  A  lot  uf  Ihesf  bllliono  cmiid 
Have  UPKty  iiM'd  in  6n  th«  vtry  thing  fur  out  natioiiNl  dpfpnmt 
Ihrti  ihi'  P^f««ldrtii  how  MV*  miiMl  Hp  tUu\t^, 

Now,  whi*tt  II  apppAfs  thai  there  In  m  rr<Ml  Ptnpruvtuif  con- 
fronting thfl  country,  w#  find  an  imply  iri»aNury  and  th4 
li>MMl  (1"h(  limit  rparhi^d,  Rtid  it.  m  m<(i»'MMiy  ror  tiM  indMV  to 
intri^aNe  it»i>  itaUuital>dt>bl  limll  aitU  lu  add  al  li^ast  a  billitMi 
dollars  in  taXM  annualty,  Of  ooursa.  thla  M.000.000,000 
Uwrfnnti  In  thfi  nAtinnal'dt^bt  limit  m^r^ly  m»M)n  that  tita 
HdmlniNtiAiKm  can  gu  It)  (\pUt  14,000,000,000  mom,  Thl* 
11,000,000,000  of  n0W  taxai  annually  will  not  pay  on«-fourth 
of  the  current  deficit,  much  Icm  reduce  the  national  debt. 

TNi  "nrrH  eui.vMM" 

The  Pre«ldent  and  hla  administration  are  now  greatly  dis- 
turbed over  the  "fifth  column."  They  woke  up  for  tha  first 
time  in  May  1040.  What  Is  the  "fifth  column"?  It  U  made  up 
of  the  enemy  aliens  in  this  country — Communists,  the  Nazis, 
and  the  Pasclits.  It  grieves  me  to  say  it,  but  no  one  In  this 
country  has  encouraged  the  "fifth  column" — the  enemy 
aliens — more  than  President  Roosevelt  and  his  administration. 
The  American  people  have  known  for  years  that  the  Com- 
munists advocate  the  overthrow  by  force  and  violence  of  this 
Government  and  every  other  government  that  is  not  com- 
munistic. President  Wilson  knew  this  and  his  administration 
refused  to  recognize  Russia.  President  Harding  likewise  re- 
fused to  recognize  Russia  because  the  Government  was  com- 
munistic, and  he  knew  that  the  Communists  bated  God.  hated 
this  Nation,  and  desired  to  see  it  destroyed.    President  Coolidge 


and  President  Hoover  both  adhered  to  the  same  policy  as 
President  Wilson  and  President  Harding.  Not  so  with  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt.  He  recognized  Russia  and  entered  into  full 
diplomatic  relations  with  that  communistic  nation.  Our 
gates  were  thrown  open.  The  Communists  found  a  fertile 
field  in  this  great  country.  They  have  been  through  the 
years  securing  key  places  in  our  Government,  boring  into 
our  labor,  civil,  welfare,  political,  and  even  youth  and  church 
organizations,  spreading  their  poisonous  doctrine  of  hatred 
of  God  and  this  country.  The  Conununists  were  so  encour- 
aged by  this  administration  that  we  find  Earl  Browder,  the 
head  of  the  Communists  in  the  United  States,  but  who  ad- 
mits his  allegiance  to  the  communistic  Government  of  Russia, 
running  for  President  of  these  United  States.  We  find  the 
American  Hitler.  Pritizie  Kuhn,  organizing  the  men  and 
young  boys  of  this  country  into  camps  and  providing  them 
with  German  uniforms  and  having  them  to  salute  the  Ger- 
man fiag  and  pledge  allegiance  to  Hitler.  Other  subversive 
groups  have  been  active  in  the  last  few  years. 

Democrats  as  well  as  Republicans  have  from  time  to  time 
made  speeches  in  the  House  and  Senate,  pointing  out  what 
these  subversive  groups  were  doing  in  this  country,  and 
Democrats  and  Republicans  have  been  busy  urging  that  these 
enemy  aliens  be  deported  and  to  secure  legislation  to  stop 
the  activities  of  these  subversive  groups  and  providing  for  the 
deportation  of  all  enemy  aliens  in  this  country;  but  we  have 
met  with  the  active  and  effective  opposition  of  President 
Roosevelt  and  his  administration.  This  matter  reached  such 
a  high  pitch  that  a  resolution  was  Introduced  in  Congress 
which  created  what  is  known  as  the  Dies  committee  to  in- 
vestigate all  of  these  subversive  groups  and  report  to  Con- 
gress. This  resolution  met  the  active  opposition  of  the  present 
administration.  The  Dies  committee  did  a  good  job.  The 
American  people  were  astounded  with  the  revelations  of  the 
activities  of  these  subversive  groups.  The  Dies  committee 
asked  for  more  money  to  continue  the  investigation  and  thia 
met  with  the  active  opposition  of  the  administration,  but 
Congress  overruled  the  objections  of  thp  President  and  voted 
overwhelmingly  an  appropriation  for  the  Dies  committee  to 
continue  Its  work. 

The  Dies  commllte*'  found  from  the  «worn  testimony  of 
the  Iradrrs  of  ihr*ip  Aubvrrfllve  grrrups  and  fhrlr  recordu  that 
Communists  and  other  alien  enemies  held  hundreds  and  hun- 
drfdfl  of  k'y  c^fiitioni*  in  th#  United  fltaten  Oovrrnm^'nt,  thilf 
salaries  paid  by  pnlriotle  American  dtlM'ns.  but  up  to  ttHf 
time  I  have  not  h«'ard  of  on«>  of  them  being  M>tNirited  from 
th*  tmv  roll  Th<»  !)!»••  commlttrn  «1''V»«loped  proof  that 
brought  about  thi*  conviction  of  Karl  Umn/tipf  for  paowpurt 
fraiidN  in  op«rating  h*>iwpt<n  this  country  and  HuMia  It  alM) 
htodtfht  nIxmii  fhn  coMvii'tions  tit  f^riintie  Kuhn  and  many 
(Jther  IraUeis  uf  these  subversive  group*, 

One  of  Um  rMt  grMl  menaces  to  this  country  is  the  "fifth 
column  "  It  In  most  filrHsing  tn  me  to  si^e  the  admtiilsi ra- 
tion and  thK  AtturKian  people  all  waking  uu  to  that  fart, 
Ferhaps  the  f ie«iidi>nt  in  the  future  will  not  be  vniolng  bills 
pftMrd  l»y  Cnuurpnn  to  correot  these  ronditlonn  and  Hi^creiary 
of  Labor  t^pikiiu  wilt  now  refrain  from  obsirut^ting  d^porta. 
tlon  of  these  enemy  aliens  and  she  will  become  active  and  help 
Congress  and  the  Americun  people  ciran  up  this  country, 

TKN   TO   TWM.VI    MIM.ION    UNRMrUIVRD 

We  have  approximately  ten  to  twelve  million  unemployed 
Industrial  workers  In  this  country.  This  is  one  of  our  great- 
eat  unsolved  problem*.  Most  of  these  unemployed  industrial 
workers  are  loyal  American  citizens.  They  greatly  dfsire  em- 
ployment so  that  they  may  earn  a  support  for  themselves  and 
their  families.  John  L.  Lewis,  president  of  the  C,  I.  O..  and 
the  National  Council  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
declared  that  this  administration  has  taken  no  constructive 
step  to  solve  this  great  problem.  This  administration  has 
contributed  to  this  unemployment  because  of  Its  attitude 
toward  private  enterprise  and  private  Industry  In  this  country. 
For  this  country  to  be  prosperous  we  must  have  gainfully  em- 
ployed approximately  50,000,000  people  who  depend  upon  their 
salaries  and  wages  for  the  support  of  themselves  and  their 
families.  "We  must  look  to  private  enterprise  and  private 
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industry  to  provide  these  Jobs.  This  administration  has  dis- 
couraged and  hampered  private  enterprise  and  private 
industry. 

This  number  of  unemployed  is  a  menace  to  any  country. 
It  is  a  fertile  field  for  these  subversive  groups  and  their  alien 
philosophies. 

Congress  altogether  has  appropriated  more  than  $70,000.- 
000,000  under  this  administration,  yet  agriculture  lags  suid 
private  enterprise  and  private  industry  are  stagnant.  Noth- 
ing could  contribute  so  much  to  our  national  defense  as  to 
have  the  farmers  of  our  Nation  prosperous  and  industry  busy 
providing  for  the  needs  of  our  people  and  making  munitions 
of  war  for  our  defense.  We  must  know  by  this  time  that  we 
cannot  tax  and  squander  or  borrow  and  spend  ourselves  into 
prosperity,  neither  can  we  bring  about  good  times  by  destroy- 
ing our  crops,  creating  scarcity  and  want,  nor  by  regimenting 
agriculture,  labor,  and  industry  and  place  the  activities  of 
130.000.000  people  into  the  hands  of  the  bureaucrats  here  in 
Washington. 

BILXJONS  FOB  BETENS* NOTHING  rOB  MXSDUNG  OB  CONQUSBT 

I  am  willing  to  vote  for  this  measure  and  whatever  sums 
may  be  necessary  to  provide  adequate  national  defense  of 
our  country  against  any  or  all  who  may  assail  us,  but  I  am 
unwilling  to  tax  the  Americah  people  to  again  equip  an 
army  and  navy  and  furnish  men  to  engage  in  the  wars  of 
Europe.  Asia,  or  Africa.  My  ssrmpathies  are  strongly  with 
the  Allies.  No  one  could  be  more  opposed  than  I  am  to  the 
ruthless  dictators  Hitler.  Mussolini.  Stalin,  and  the  war  lords 
of  Japan;  but  I  am  unalterably  opposed  to  our  country  be- 
coming mvolved  in  the  present  European  war.  [Applause.] 
They  cannot  or  will,  not  settle  their  own  problems.  They 
insist  on  having  a  war  every  time  a  new  generation  of  young 
men  are  old  enough  to  fight  We  learned  through  bitter 
experience  In  the  World  War  that  we  could  not  settle  their 
centuries-old  Jealousies  and  hates  and  their  problems  of  terri- 
tory, lands,  and  greed  for  power. 

There  must  be  no  poUtica,  however.  In  the  expenditure 
of  thla  vast  sum  of  money.  It  must  be  honestly  and  judl- 
elously  expended.  It  should  t)e  placed  in  the  hands  of  ex- 
Iffiiru'*^  persons  who  have  but  one  purpose  in  mind,  and 
tiMit  U  to  bmid  up  an  efficient  national  defense  for  this 
Nation.  X  cofifMW  that  1  am  alarmed  on  account  of  the 
attitude  oi  the  prestnt  admlnliifatlon,  1  am  convinced  more 
§fprY  day  that  unlMn  the  bralMi  «re  put  on  it  will  not  bt 
long  until  our  Amerlran  boyg  wltt  bf  oalltd  on  agftln  to  fWrht 
■ad  41«  in  foreign  land*  and  on  torttfn  MM.     ^         .^    ., 

Thg  l»resident  last  night  in  hla  eptwh  it  Oharlotteayille,  Va^ ' 
in  tfTNt  MMl  thftl  wi  plM«  the  tntire  resourww  of  the  Un  t#d 
•tatos  l»#ihlftrt  the  Altlae.  This  mean*  everything  as  well  •• 
our  Aiii.y  a)»d  Navy,  Me  had  no  rlgtit  to  mAkt  that  mI^ 
in«nt,  IhM'h  itatetnenta  are  vprv  likely  io  l«id  iM  inl*  MM 
war,  Oongrggg  ilone  hss  the  riiht  to  6wUU9  WM  Md  M 
plodie  the  reedtirooa«*f  tin.  Amarlwan  people,  ^^..^ 

I  Sflltv*  ihiil  »n  ovtrwhalmlni  majority  of  Um  M«mlMji 
•I  the  HotMg  ind  iwuitg,  m  well  a«  tha  Amafl««n  ptopli. 
•re  opposed  to  our  intranw  int^  ihwi  war,  ^l  «».225 
iht  •wmy  ftUiM  out  of  our  country  arul  prepirf  to  djjtnd 
our  country  RUeoM«fuUy  agclnH  tny  who  may  mmU  Ui.  X 
•m  oppecad  to  turninf  ovar  ih«  NaUonal  OuMrd  to  the  FtmI- 
dtnt  at  this  tuna, 

I  have  and  X  irtuU  eontlnui  to  caat  my  votei  against  »ny 
DfODoaal  that  In  my  honest  opinion  will  lead  us  Into  thftt 
warVshould  we  again  be  involved  In  a  World  War,  It  wUl 
mean  the  complete  bankruptcy  of  this  country  and  in  the 
end  we  may  find  that  we  have  lost  our  own  Ubertles  and 
freedom.  X  am  very  much  concerned  in  the  form  of  democ- 
racy they  have  in  Europe,  but  I  am  more  concerned  m 
preeervlng  freedom  and  democracy  on   this  side  of   the 

Atlantic.  ^. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  now  to  the 

gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  BFRUfcral. 

Mr  SPRINGER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  had  intended  present- 

mg  an   amendment   which  I  feel  safe  in  saying  that   it 

would   if  it  could  have  been  presented  and  accepted,  in  no 

way  d'euact  from  the  fine  work  of  the  Committee  on  Waya 

and  Means,  nor  would  It  ui  any  way  disrupt  the  program  aa 


represented  by  the  committee  draft  of  the  bin  now  being 
considered  by  the  House.  In  short  this  amendment  which 
I  desired  to  present  would  not  materially  affect  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  but  merely  proposed  to 
clarify  certain  provisions  of  the  code.  However,  by  reason  of 
the  very  drastic  rule  adopted  for  this  proposed  legislation 
by  the  Rules  Committee,  amendments  cannot  be  offered  by 
the  members.    The  rule  here  is  a  "gag"  rule. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  .are  in  my  congressional  district 
and  in  the  State  of  Indlaita,  as  I  presume  there  are  In 
many  other  parts  of  the  country,  certain  financial  institu- 
tions which,  because  of  their  peculiar  method  of  doing 
business,  find  their  status  in  regard  to  Government  super- 
vision and  taxation  a  perennial  matter  of  controversy. 
Because  their  peculiar  status  is  not  clearly  defined  in  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code,  they  are  annually  harassed  by  the 
Internal  Revenue  Bureau,  which  claims  that  they  are  a 
personal  holding  company  under  the  law.  However.  In  the 
final  analysis,  and  after  the  usual  amount  of  haranguing, 
which  represents  an  expense  and  loss  of  time  to  both  the 
company  and  the  Government,  it  is  usually  determined  that 
they  are  not  liable  under  the  law. 

Obviously  the  law  as  now  written  was  never  intended  to 
apply  to  loan  and  investment  companies  doing  industrial 
banking  business.  In  fact,  doing  everything  a  bank  does 
except  operating  a  checking  account  department.  The  law 
at  present  excludes  banks  and  small-loan  companies,  but 
in  Indiana,  as  perhaps  in  other  States,  Morris  Plan  com- 
panies and  industrial  loan  and  investment  companies  do 
not  have  State  charters  although  they  operate  under  the 
direct  supervision  of  the  State  department  of  financial  in- 
stitutions, and  are  examined  by  the  same  examiners  who 
check  State  banks.  Technically  many  of  these  Institutions 
are  classed  as  personal  holding  companies  simply  because 
60  percent  of  the  stock  Is  owned  by  five  or  less  famlllea, 
and  their  income  Is  largely  from  Interest  and  discount. 

Mr,  Chairman,  the  need  for  a  clarification  of  the  status 
of  these  companies  Is  further  evidenced  in  the  fact  that  It 
Is  the  established  practice  of  the  Bureau  of  Int«>mal  Rev- 
enue to  endeavor  to  go  along  with  the  division  in  each 
State  governina  financial  Institutions  rtfMdIiif  the  eUtus 
of  fuch  Institutions  In  tax  matteri, 

X  well  reallie  the  unueual  Impoftanof  of  expediting  the 
pMiagf  of  thf  Xntomal  fl#v»nu«  Act  of  1140  under  the 
pre»«»nt  emergeney  of  imr  program  t^»  o»ii'*kly  augment  our 
national  defense,  and  we  do  fwi>  wish  to  Up  ln«tftjmenfal  In 
Mf  undue  delay,  However,  here  Is  a  msKer  nt  utmwtt  dO' 
mtitlg  Importance  Ut  fniny  cmtU  touelnee*  inNtitutionA  over 
the  eountry— •  matter  of  ilmpla  glartflration  of  a  ataiute, 
ind  not  «  t«N>fVMlon  scheme— t  matter  no  trivial  tor  Mm* 
Pirtion  (h»t  It  manlfedtty  eannot  mittrially  delay  tmaaage 
of  the  tneaeurg  under  wonNlderatlon— yet  entirely  Um  lm« 
portant  and  M  ireally  needed  tliai  It  should  nut  toe  haetlly 

OMt  MldCi 

Mr  rhalrmin,  tocmiUM  f  firmly  toallwe  thtt  theae  oom- 
paitieti  of  whleh  X  ipeak  are  well  entitled  to  the  nvU\Um  that 
thdr  potiitlon  U  unfair  In  tht  matter  of  perMOtial  holding 
company  Uxaa,  and  that  the  Intent  of  the  act  wa«  never 
to  Include  luch  companios  a*  thelni,  X  proposed  an  amend- 
ment to  chapter  9,  subchapter  a,  section  ftOl  tto)  of  the 
Xnternal  lUvenut  Ooda  of  19II.  Howt^ver,  becauM  of  the 
"gag"  rule  X  am  prtvtnted  from  offering  such  amendment 
which  would  greatly  clarify  this  legUlatlon  and  would  react 
to  the  benefit  of  our  people. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr,  Chairman,  I  yield  now  to  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  ScHirrLial. 

Mr.  BCHIFPLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  desire  to  comment 
briefly  respecting  the  provisions  of  H.  R.  10039  entitled  "A 
bill  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  naUonal  preparedneaa  by 
raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for 
paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes." 

I  propose  voting  for  this  bill  because  I  believe  It  Important 
and  necessary  and  further  because  I  believe  that  It  is  neces- 
sary at  this  time  to  raise  additional  revenue  and  to  increase 
the  debt  limit  of  the  United  SUtes. 
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The  bill  does  not  by  any  means  meet  with  my  complete 
approval.  There  are  a  number  of  phases  of  taxation  that 
the  bill  does  not  attempt  to  cover  nor  does  it  attempt  to 
remedy  many  of  the  inequalities  now  existing  within  our 
tax  laws.  It  is  Imperative  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  at  an  early  date  give  careful  study  to  the  entire  tax 
structure  and  to  revise  and  amend  much  of  the  existing 
laws  on  the  subject  of 'taxation. 
^  FYom  time  to  time,  as  necessity  arose  for  additional 
taxes,  new  legislation  has  been  introduced — much  enacted 
by  piece-meal  methods.  Taxation  has  become  highly  con- 
fiscatory. Prom  1930  until  1940,  upon  the  theory  that  there 
existed  a  national  emergency,  debt  limits  were  increased; 
additional  taxes  levied,  and  in  each  of  these  fiscal  years  a 
deficit  accrued.  As  these  deficits  increased  the  debt  limit 
was  raised.  The  effect  of  the  present  legislation  will  be  to 
Increase  our  debt  limit  to  $49,000,000,000.  It  will  also  in- 
crease the  estimated  revenue  for  the  next  fiscal  year  to  ap- 
proximately $6,500,000,000.  It  will  increase  the  expenditures 
for  all  purposes  to  about  $12,000,000,000.  Notwithstanding 
that  we  are  not  at  war  and  that  over  the  past  7  years 
more  than  $7,000,000,000  has  been  expended  for  military 
and  naval  purposes,  we  yet  find  oiurselves  seriously  handi- 
capped, and  at  this  late  date,  with  conflicts  raging  almost 
all  over  Europe  as  well  as  Asia,  and  threatened  difficulties 
in  the  Americas,  we  admit  our  lack  of  preparedness  to  ade- 
quately defend  even  our  own  shores. 

Such  is  Inexcusable.  Much  stress  has  been  placed  upon 
the  domestic  problems.  Unemployment  still  persists  and 
millions  of  people  are  yet  without  regular  Jobs.  Other  mil- 
lions of  people  are  in  distress  and  rely  upon  Government 
help  in  one  form  or  another.  More  than  12.000.000  people 
are  today  receiving  checks  from  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. Pump  priming  has  Injected  only  temporary  spurts  of 
partial  relief.  These  pump-priming  projects  have  always 
been  at  the  expense  of  the  public.  It  is  a  most  lamentable 
condition  for  a  nation  to  be  in  with  our  vast  resources  and 
with  the  untold  millions  of  dollars  that  have  been  spent,  to 
now  find  ourselves  completely  without  a  solution  of  our  do- 
mestic problems,  and  likewise  facing  the  world  very  p>oorly 
prepared  to  maintain  with  dignity  our  sovereignty.  Much 
of  the  mcmey  spent  In  the  process  of  pump  priming  has  been 
extracted  from  those  ill  prepared  to  pay.  Much  of  it  has 
gone  into  competitive  enterprise.  Industry  has  suffered. 
Venturesome  capital  has  been  dormant  because  of  this 
process  of  extraction  that  has  amounted  to  confiscation. 

As  I  indicated.  I  shall  support  the  pending  bill.  I  believe 
that  It  is  misnamed.  The  basis  for  such  bill  is  "to  pro- 
vide for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness,"  but  by  pru- 
dent planning  and  careful  economies  such  would  have  been 
unnecessary.  The  bill  should  properly  be  named  "A  bill  to 
cover  deficits  and  pay  for  national  preparedness." 

I  sincerely  hope  that  we  have  learned  our  lesson:  that 
the  experiences  of  the  past  10  years  will  immediately  bene- 
fit us;  and  that  we  shall  set  to  work  at  once  not  only  to 
carefully  study  and  overhaul  the  tax  structure  but  equally 
as  important  to  study  and  overhaul  the  budgetary  structure 
and  wherever  possible  make  drastic  reductions  in  expendi- 
tures. It  is  equally  important  that  rigid  economies  and  the 
utmost  degree  of  honesty  be  employed  in  making  such  ex- 
penditures. Waste,  ill- prepared  plans,  and  the  lack  of  a 
definite  objective  are  inexcusable. 

It  is  time  to  set  to  work  seriously,  with  unity  and  har- 
mony, to  have  America  upon  a  sound  and  progressive  course 
within  its  domestic  structure  as  well  as  in  its  program  of 
preparedness  for  defense. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  8  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  Thorkelson], 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  would  be  refresh- 
ing to  see  Members  of  this  House  shed  the  fear  of  not  being 
reelected  to  Congress,  the  fear  of  criticism  by  the  press  be- 
cause of  opposition  to  popular  demands.  I  realize  the  neces- 
sity for  national  defense,  but  I  want  to  say  here  and  now 
that  I  am  opposed  to  this  particular  act  and  shall,  for  that 
reason,  vote  against  it. 


It  should  be  evident  to  all  of  us  that  we  came  here  to 
protect  the  rights  of  the  people  no  matter  who  they  be. 
There  is  only  one  way  you  can  protect  such  rights,  and  it  is 
by  adhering  to  our  Nation's  fundamental  laws. 

Appropriation  for  national  defense  may  seem  plausible, 
and  one  may  be  criticized  for  not  supporting  such  a  plau- 
sible measure.  The  Neutrality  Act  was  a  similar  piece  of 
legislation.  It  appeared  plausible,  but  what  have  you  today? 
You  passed  an  act  which  has  given  the  President  the  right 
to  Step  right  up  to  the  front-line  trenches  in  Europe. 

It  is  for  that  reason.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  have  asked  to 
be  heard  this  afternoon.  I  realize  that  this  is  an  opportunity 
rarely  given  to  a  new  man  in  the  House.  However.  I  am  more 
than  ever  convinced  that  each  Member  should  have  an  op- 
portunity to  express  himself  en  all  vital  measures,  for  it  was 
for  the  performance  of  such  duties  that  he  was  sent  here  by 
the  people  of  his  own  State.  For  the  Rules  Committee  to 
invoke  rules  which  restrict  and  incarcerate  intelligent  dis- 
cussion on  any  measixre  is  a  reflection  on  the  abilities  and  in- 
telligence of  this  Congress.  I  recall  the  rule  which  was  em- 
ployed when  the  Reorganization  Act  was  passed,  and  which 
was  aptly  described  as  l)eing  "pig-tight,  bull-strong,  and 
horse-high."  I  hope  Congress  will  see  fit  some  day  to  release 
itself  from  such  rules. 

Now  what  are  the  facts?  The  facts  are  that  there  is  no 
emergency  at  the  present  time.  There  never  has  been  an 
emergency  to  date  which  requires  abrogation  of  congressional 
power  and  the  transfer  of  such  power  to  a  person  probably 
less  capable  and  able  than  any  Member  of  Congress.  There 
is  no  danger  of  invasion.  That  is  a  figment  in  the  mind  of 
the  Executive.  I  question  very  much  whether  the  enemies 
of  England  can  even  Invade  England  herself.  She,  In  spite 
of  her  strength,  was  not  able  to  invade  Norway.  In  my  opin- 
ion, such  venture  would  t)e  costly  for  Hitler  and  Mussolini 
even  if  it  were  their  desire  to  do  so.  I  grant  much  destruction 
can  be  caused  by  airplanes  and  long-range  artillery,  yet 
neither  will  win  the  war;  for  no  matter  what  Hitler  and 
Mussolini  do  in  the  present  conflict,  neither  or  both  of  them 
can  destroy  the  British  Empire.  Britannia  should  need  no 
help  from  the  United  States  to  protect  herself,  for  the  British 
Empire  now  has  a  population  of  nearly  600.000,000  people, 
and  if  that  number  cannot  protect  her  it  is  sheer  foolishness 
to  think  that  we  can.  with  approximately  130,000.000  people. 

However,  when  this  war  is  over,  neither  of  the  powers 
engaged  in  this  conflict  will  be  able  to  fight  any  war  for 
many,  many  years,  so  we  need  have  no  fear  of  invasion  from 
them. 

The  money  asked  for  in  this  bill,  as  I  have  said,  is  not  to  be 
used  in  national  defense,  for  if  it  were,  it  would  be  used  to 
fortify  our  own  coast  line  or  possessions  in  the  Pacific.  No 
one  is  more  in  favor  of  national  defense  than  I,  and,  if  you 
recall,  more  than  a  year  ago  I  advocated  that  we  fortify  Guam 
and  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  tliat  we  garrison  our  colonies 
with  natives.  My  object  in  suggesting  such  plan  was  to  pro- 
vide defense  not  only  for  our  colonies  but  for  the  west  coast 
of  the  United  States.  Little  consideration  was  given  to  that 
and  the  proposal  was  promptly  voted  down  by  both  sides 
of  the  House. 

Now  everything  is  in  a  rush.  We  have  one  bill  on  top  of 
another  presented  to  Congress.  For  what  purpose,  may  I 
ask?  It  is  for  no  other  purpose  than  to  stampede  Congress 
into  passing  a  mass  of  stupid  legislation  similar  to  that  which 
is  always  passed  when  Congress  expects  to  adjourn.  This  is 
one  of  those  measures,  and  while  it  appears  plausible,  it  is 
simply  another  effort  on  the  part  of  the  administration  to  get 
more  money  or  another  blank  check.  In  acquiescing  to  these 
demands  or  pressure,  we  commit  the  same  foolish  acts  that 
we  have  committed  in  the  past,  and  it  is  to  that  that  I  am 
opposed.  And  it  is  because  of  that  I  shall  vote  against  this 
appropriation  even  if  it  shall  be  one  isolated  vote. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THORKEUSON.     Yes. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Does  the  gentleman  feel  that  there  is 
no  threat  here,  that  there  is  nothing  before  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  that  should  make  it  apprehensive,  that 
should  make  it  prepare  for  an  eventuality? 
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Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  we 
should  provide  for  national  defense.  I  have  advocated 
national  defense  and  did  so  last  year,  but  national  defense 
cannot  be  procured  by  buying  machine  guns  or  furnishing 
airplanes  to  the  Allies.  National  defense  is  not  in  the 
trenches  of  Prance.  It  is  on  our  coast  line,  and  If  we  ap- 
propriate money  for  national  defense,  it  should  be  spent 
within  the  United  States.  We  should  build  up  a  protection 
and  provide  air  fields  along  the  coEist  line,  so  that  we  could 
provide  a  defense  in  case  of  invasion.  But  that  money  is 
not  to  be  used  for  that,  and  it  is  for  other  purposes.  That 
purpose  is  evidently  to  help  foreign  powers.  We  cannot 
provide  national  defense  by  providing  defensive  power  to 
some  other  nation. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Does  the  gentleman  grant  that  the  Nazi 
Government  is  at  cross  purposes  with  our  Government? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  presume  it  is,  I  don't  know,  be- 
cause we  have  not  declared  war  on  Germany.  If  that  is 
what  the  gentleman  refers  to  when  he  speaks  of  the  Nazi 
government. 

Mr.  PATRICK.     Yes. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  We  have  not  declared  war  on 
Germany.  We  are  still  neutral,  we  are  still  at  peace  with 
Germany.  I  take  no  issue  with  foreign  powers.  I  am  not 
concerned  with  foreign  powers,  whether  It  be  Germany. 
Russia.  Italy,  or  any  other  foreign  power.  Our  sole  concern 
should  be  to  build  up  defenses  of  the  United  States.  It 
should  be  evident  to  the  gentleman  that  we  cannot  under- 
take the  task  of  policing  the  whole  world.  That  is  impos- 
sible, that  is  something  that  cannot  be  done.  I  agree  with 
providing  sufficient  money  to  build  up  our  own  defenses  in 
the  United  States,  but  I  am  unalterably  opposed  to  appro- 
priating any  money  to  be  used  for  a  foreign  nation  to  build 
up  Its  defense. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Does  not  the  gentleman  feel  that  to 
support  the  democratic  governments  of  the  world.  \t  is  a 
question  as  against  the  totalitarian  form  of  govertiment, 
which  is  something  that  is  threatening  our  form  of  gtovem- 
ment.  and  that  It  Is  a  better  and  more  sensible  policy  to  do 
that  than  to  wait  imtil  we  are  Invaded  ourselves? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.    Replying  to  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama IMr.  Patrick),  I  may  say  that  the  war  between  Ger- 
many, Italy.  France,  and  England  Is  of  no  concern  of  the 
United  States  and  should  occasion  no  fear  of  invasion.    The 
so-called  threat  to  civilized  government  is  used  for  no  pur- 
pose except  to  alarm  our  own  people  and  so  bring  about  a 
war  psychosis  that  will  favor  the  policy  of  the  present  admin- 
istration, which  is  to  lead  the  United  States  into  this  war. 
It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  we  should  build  up  our  own 
defenses  in  the  United  States  and  maintain  such  defenses 
so  that  we  will  jalways  be  prepared  no  matter  what  may  hap- 
pen.   I  am  unalterably  opposed  to  war.  as  I  have  already 
said,  and  certainly  am  definitely  opposed  to  our  participa- 
tion In  the  present  European  war  now  or  at  any  future  time. 
I.  therefore,  shall  vote  against  this  extra  tax  bill  because 
it  is  not  needed  or  required  for  the  purpose  as  stated  in  this 
bill.    It  is  for  some  other  ulterior  purpose,  of  which  this  body 
is  not  informed.    That  purpose,  in  my  mind,  is  to  involve  this 
Nation  in  strife,  either  at  home  to  the  south  of  us  or  in  the 
present  European  conflict,  or  It  may  be  for  the  purpose  of 
covering  up  the  blunders  this  administration  has  committed 
for  the  past  7  years. 

The  Executive  knows  that  we  are  not  confronted  with  any 
danger  of  invasion,  and  we  should  have  sense  enough  to  know 
it  as  well  and  act  accordingly.  If  we  appropriate  money  for 
national  defense,  we  should  know  exactly  where  it  is  to  be 
used,  who  is  going  to  use  it,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  is 
going  to  provide  for  our  national  defenses;  or  whether  such 
defenses  wiU  be  at  home  or  placed  at  the  borders  of  some 
foreign  nations.  That  is  what  we  are  here  for  and  that  is 
what  the  people  of  this  Nation  want  to  know,  for  do  not 
forget  the  blunders  we  make  today  will  be  charged  up  for 
hundreds  of  years  hence  to  generations  yet  unborn. 

The  more  logical  method  which  will  be  employed  in  the  set- 
tUng  of  this  debt  wiU  no  doubt,  as  many  an  administration 
leader  has  said,  end  in  repudiation  of  money  and  of  all  Gov- 
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emment  obligations.  This,  of  course,  means  bankruptcy,  not 
only  of  your  own  Government  but  of  the  people  who  sent 
you  here  to  protect  their  liberties  and  rights. 

I  believe  that  repudiation  would  be  the  better  procedure, 
because  we  should  then  be  confronted  with  the  responsi- 
bility, and  the  blame  would  be  placed  upon  the  Members  of 
this  Congress,  upon  whose  shoulders  it  rightfully  should  be 
placed,  for  we  are  responsible  for  the  administration  of  this 
Government.  It  is  for  that  reason  I  suggest  that  we  step 
in  and  take  charge  of  this  Government,  for  the  Executive 
himself  wiU  slide  and  ease  himself  out  of  all  responsibility 
exactly  as  he  has  done  before.  With  liim.  it  is  heads  he 
wins  and  tails  we  lose. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  say.  much  is  said  about  the  reelec- 
tion of  Roosevelt.  I  believe  it  will  be  just  retribution  for 
him  to  remain  In  the  White  House,  because  the  currency 
structure  of  this  Nation  is  bound  to  collapse,  and  when  the 
structure  falls  it  should  fall  upon  him.  for  he  is  responsible; 
Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  IMr.  Smith  1. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  Nation  now 
needs  to  raise  additional  taxes  is  perhaps  recognized  by  all, 
but.  for  my  part.  I  wish  to  make  it  clear  that  I  think  Con- 
gress is  doing  the  Nation  a  grave  wrong  by  levying  the 
amount  of  taxes  involved  in  this  measure  before  we  cut  out 
the  enormous  wrongful  governmental  spending  which  now 
exists. 

Nothing  in  our  country  is  contributing  so  much  to  our 
present  trouble  as  lost  confidence  In  government.  This  Is 
the  biggest  barrier  against  our  achieving  the  much-needed 
unity  in  our  efforts  to  properly  arm  our  Nation  for  defense 
against  any  possible  external  foe. 

The  outstanding  need  of  America  today  Is  the  restoration 
of  confidence  In  government.  Perish  our  Nation  must  if  this 
is  not  restored.  This  can  be  done  only  If  those  of  us  who 
are  vested  with  the  authority  to  operate  our  Government 
show  our  willingness  to  be  Just  and  fair  with  those  who  sent 
us  here  to  represent  them,  and  who  are  paying  us  well  for 
our  services  with  their  hard-earned  money.  This  we  are 
failing  to  do  when  we  pass  this  tax  measure  before  we  even 
consider  what  might  be  done  to  eliminate  the  unnecessary 
and  wasteful  government  spending. 

A  billion  dollars  in  government  costs  could  easily  be 
saved.  This  could  be  done  without  hurting.  In  the  least, 
government  service.  Indeed,  If  properly  undertaken,  gov- 
ernment service  can  actually  be  improved  by  doing  this. 

I  do  not  care  to  be  personal,  but  I  ask  you  to  look  at  my 
record  as  mayor  of  the  city  of  Marion  to  see  whether  I  have 
any  justification  for  saying  what  I  am  saying  on  this  floor 

today. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Not  now. 

This  bill  shoiUd  provide  that  for  every  dollar  of  new  taxes 
Congress  levies,  a  dollar  in  Goveriunent  costs  must  be  saved 
until  at  least  a  billion  in  new  taxes  is  levied.  This  would 
really  be  doing  something  for  America. 

Furthermore,  if  this  were  done  it  would  be  wholly  unneces- 
sary to  raise  the  present  debt  limit.  To  these  $2,000,000,000 
of  savings  and  taxes  could  be  added  the  $2,000,000,000 
stabilization  fund,  which  would  provide  the  amotmt  needed 
for  defense. 

The  stabilization  fund  now  has  no  use  whatever.  The 
Nation  is  losing  not  less  than  $50,000,000  a  year  interest  by 
permitting  this  fund  to  lie  idle. 

I  regard  the  raising  of  our  debt  limit  at  this  critical 
moment  as  indicating  that  we  have  reached  the  last  quarter- 
hour  in  our  struggle  against  national  bankruptcy. 

In  my  opinion  we  cannot  hope  to  construct  the  improved 
and  added  defense  measures  that  appear  to  me  now  to  be 
vitally  necessary  tmtil  we  first  get  control  of  otir  finances. 

How  can  any  government  that  is  tumble  to  manage  its 
finances  possibly  provide  its  people  with  adequate  defense? 

It  has  never  been  dwie  in  the  history  of  this  world.  Let 
me  add  in  connection  with  this  bill,  which  was  brought  to 
the  floor  tmder  the  "gag"  rule,  you  have  tied  together  this 
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tax  bill  and  the  raising  of  the  debt  limit.  This  is  a  de- 
liberate subterfuge.  You  know  this  is  the  only  sure  way  you 
have  to  raise  the  debt  limit  to  the  amount  desired  by  the 
administration. 

By  this  sort  of  trickery  you  have  placed  many  of  us  in 
an  awkward  position.  We  cannot  vote  for  the  tax  feature 
and  the  raising  of  the  debt-limit  provision  separately. 
Therefore,  you  virtually  force  us  to  vote  for  raising  the  debt 
limit. 

It  is  as  though  I  had  squandered  all  my  earnings  and 
reached  the  limit  of  my  credit  and  my  child  became  seriously 
ill  and  needed  the  services  of  a  physician.  Of  course.  I  would 
be  compelled  to  do  things  to  raise  the  necessary  fimds  to 
employ  a  physician  for  my  child's  care  that  I  would  not  do 
Otherwise.     I  Applause.  1 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.]  * 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  3^1d  10  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  I  Mr.  Nichols]. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  a  great  privilege  and 
honor  to  be  a  Member  of  this  body.  People  who  have  mem- 
bership here  have  a  great  opportunity  for  service.  For  the 
most  part,  this  is  a  pretty  serious  business,  but  as  a  saving 
clause  to  it  all  there  are  many  humorous  things  happen  here. 

You  know,  my  friends  on  the  Republican  side  of  this  House 
generally,  and  particularly  this  afternoon,  contribute  very 
liberally  to  the  humorous  things  that  go  on  here.  I  have 
sat  here  this  afternoon  and  seen  the  boys  on  my  left,  the 
Republicans,  explain,  wiggle,  quibble,  and  squirm  in  an  effort 
to  explain  to  the  folks  back  home  why  they  are  doing  like 
they  are.    Very  few  times  since  I  have  been  in  this  House 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.     I  am  sorry.    I  cannot  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.     I  just  wish  to  ask  you 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    I  am  awfully  sorry;  I  cannot  yield. 

Few  times  has  anyone  in  this  House  ever  heard  me  take 
part  in  political  discussions,  but  since  this  is  open  season, 
when  my  lovely  friends,  the  Republicans — and  I  do  love 
you— seem  to  think  it  necessary  with  bated  breath  to  con- 
demn this  administration,  and  since  you  can  find  nothing 
good  In  what  the  majoiity  party  of  this  House  does.  I  hope 
you  will  not  mind  if  I  for  a  moment  talk  a  little  politics. 

Yes:  it  is  humorous.  Do  you  remember  the  vote  on  the 
national-defense  bill?  There  was  only  one  vote  In  the  House 
of  Representatives  against  it.  The  distinguished  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Marcantonio ] .  elected  on  the  American 
Labor  Party  ticket,  cast  the  only  vote  against  that  bill.  You 
Republicans  voted  for  it.  Notwithstanding  that  vote,  in  the 
last  few  minutes  I  have  heard  two  or  three  of  your  distin- 
guished Members  stand  in  the  well  of  this  House  and  say. 
"I  cannct  for  the  sake  of  the  American  people  vote  now  tq 
raise  money  to  pay  the  national-defense  bill."  A  bill  which 
I  and  every  other  Republican  voted  for.  Why?  You  say 
because  there  is  money  in  it  for  other  things.  Well,  they 
are  all  debts,  my  friends:  debts  of  this  Government;  debts 
that  you  helped  create.  "Yes.  but-ers"  'and  "no,  but-ers." 
That  is  what  you  RepuWIcans  actually  are. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    No;  I  do  not  want  to  yield  now. 

This  Is  your  theme  song:  "Yes:  I  jun  for  the  proposition, 
but  this  iMirt  is  not  good."  Or  the  Republicans  could  have 
done  It  better.  "No;  I  am  not  for  it  all.  but  for  the  most 
part  I  am  for  it."  And  finally  when  you  get  through  adding 
up  your  "yes.  buts"  and  your  "no.  buts."  you  have  agreed 
to  practically  everything  that  has  happened,  except  you 
want  to  play  safe  by  adding  a  few  buts.  And  you  will  do 
that  In  your  convention,  too.  when  you  get  down  there  in 
Philadelphia  in  a  few  days.  You  will  "yes.  but"  and  you  will 
"no,  but"  in  the  convention,  and  when  you  are  nnally 
through  you  will  have  endorsed  a  great  majority  of  the 
legislatKm  that  has  been  passed  by  this  administration,  be- 
cause most  of  it  has  been  good  for  the  people,  and  no  recent 
Republican  administration  can  claim  such  accomplishment. 

Not  so  long  ago  voices  were  raised  over  here  by  you  Repub- 
licans clamoring  for  taxes,  because  you  did  not  think  there 
was  going  to  he  any  tax  bill,  did  you?    No;  you  did  ooL 


Now  it  has  come  along.  Now  the  thing  that  a  few  weeks 
ago  you  asked  for  is  here,  and  you  are  "yes,  but-ing"  and 
"no.  but-ing"  to  find  a  ledge  to  hang  yourselves  on.  You 
are  no  less  humorous  to  me  than  you  are  to  the  people  of 
the  United  States.    The  November  elections  will  prove  this. 

Just  a  little  while  ago.  within  the  past  few  days,  you  have 
been  talking  about  the  necessity  of  the  Congress  staying  in 
session  in  the  hope  that  they  would  not  stay  in  session.  Well, 
we  are  going  to  be  here.  [Applause  and  laughter.]  Yes;  the 
Congress  is  going  to  stay.  Let  me  tell  you  something  about 
that.  It  will  be  the  Democratic  Party,  the  majority  party  of 
this  Congress,  that  will  keep  us  here.  You  babies  cannot  take 
the  credit.  No;  you  cannot  take  credit  for  keeping  the  Con- 
gress here  ^ny  more  than  you  can  take  credit  today  for  the 
things  you  were  talking  alxjut  a  few  weeks  ago  when  you 
wanted  a  tax  UU  that  you  did  not  think  you  were  going  to  get. 
You  know  this  Congress  is  motivated  entirely  by  the  will  of 
the  people.  That  affects  Democrats  and  Republicans  alike. 
The  only  difference  is  that  we  Democrats  think  it  is  proper. 
We.  the  Democrats,  think  that  this  country  should  be  run 
upon  the  t>asis  of  the  will  of  the  majority  of  the  people,  com- 
mon people  and  everybody  else  alike.  The  will  of  the  people 
now  prevails,  and  it  will  continue  to  prevail  as  long  as  we  are 
in  power.  The  sentiment  of  this  Nation  is  for  this  Congress  to 
stay  here  and  stand  by  to  do  the  job.  [Applause.]  Since  it 
is  the  sentiment  of  the  people,  the  great  Democratic  Party, 
which  has  ever  represented  the  great  mass  of  the  people,  will 
carry  out  their  wishes  in  this  as  they  have  in  other  things, 
in  this  as  they  have  in  their  social  program  that  you  boys 
have  been  "yes-butting"  or  "no-butting"  about,  but  in  prac- 
tically every  instance  have  voted  for. 

And  at  this  juncture,  Mr.  Chairman,  permit  me  to  insert  In 
my  remarks  an  editorial  which  appeared  on  July  7. 1940,  in  the 
Muskogee  Times  Democrat,  one  of  the  leading  papers  in  my 
congressional  district,  which  I  think  more  clearly  expresses 
the  sentiment  prevailing  throughout  the  United  States  inso- 
far as  adjournment  of  the  present  session  is  concerned,  than  I 
could  state  it  in  my  own  words: 

LET  CONGRESS  STAT  AND  SAW  WOOD 

Just  at  the  time  when  everybody  else  Is  being  urged  to  work 
harder  and  to  slug  away  all  the  more  earnestly  at  Important  busi- 
ness. Congress  proposes  to  pack  up  and  go  home. 

Month  after  month  of  work  Is  tiresome  for  Congressmen.  It  Is  said. 
So  It  Is  for  all  of  us.  Congressmen  have  campaigning  to  do  this  fall, 
t.*iey  protest.     The  country  Isn't  Interested  In  that. 

The  country  is  interested  In  getting  Its  work  done. 

The  country  is  Interested  In  seeing  that  the  armament  program 
Is  actually  followed  through  and  resxilts  shown. 

The  country  Is  Interested  In  seeing  that  arrangements  are  made 
to  pay  for  armament.    It  Is  ready  to  be  taxed  for  security. 

For  Congress  merely  to  appropriate  any  requested  ntunber  of 
billions  of  dollars  and  then  go  gaily  home  Is  not  good  enough. 

Congress  may  have  Its  faults.  But  they  are  the  faults  of  the 
people.  Congress  Is  the  people  In  action.  To  argue  that  Its  pres- 
ence in  Washington  would  somehow  hamper  and  handicap  the 
preparedness  effort  seems  foolish.  We  have  not  yet  reached  the 
point  which  England  reached  when  it  turned  everything  over  to 
ChurchUl. 

Congress  Is  highly  valuable  In  times  like  these  as  a  sort  of 
national  listening-post  and  broadcasting  station  In  Washington. 
Its  presence  should  have  a  steadying  Influence  on  the  President,  a 
constant  reminder  that  he  is  responsible  to  the  people,  a  constant 
source  of  strength  In  the  thought  that  the  "other  half  of  the 
defense  team^"  is  still  pulling. 

A  tax  bill  to  take  care  of  Increased  military  expenditures  should 
be  passed  before  Congress  adjourns.  The  old  political  belief  al- 
wajrs  was  that  to  levy  taxes  in  an  election  year  was  unpopular. 
This  year  things  are  dlfTerent.  The  Nation  is  aroused.  It  may  be 
more  unpopular  not  to  levy  taxes  than  to  levy  them. 

The  session  should  not  close  before  definite  provisions  have  been 
made  for  the  Alaskan  and  Pan-American  highways.  Both  are 
defense  measures  that  should  be  pushed  forward  this  rummer,  not 
next  year.  Access  to  Alaska  and  the  Canal  Zone  by  land  will  not 
wait.    There  are  many  other  vital  measxires  awaiting  action. 

The  Exiropean  situation  cannot  be  predicted  24  hours  In  ad- 
vance. The  rise  of  any  morning's  sim  may  look  upon  some  com- 
pletely unforeseen  situation.  Congress,  direct  representative  of  the 
people,  should  be  on  hand,  not  at  the  discretion  of  the  President  to 
recall  It,  but  because,  like  everybody  else  these  days,  it  Is  sticking 
to  its  job. 

I  have  been  surprised  this  afternoon  in  hearing  the  remarks 
of  many  of  my  distinguished  friends  on  the  Republican 
side  of  the  aisle  to  discover  the  large  number  of  prophets 
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there  are  over  there.  Strange  to  me  it  is  that  longer  your 
hair  does  not  grow.  You  prophets  and  you  seers.  Why, 
I  find  this  afternoon  in  listening  to  this  debate  that  you 
Republicans  have  been  prophesjring  and  predicting  prac- 
tically everything  that  is  happening  here  lately.  Why.  my 
friends,  have  you  been  so  slow  with  your  prophecy?  In 
your  delayed  fortunetelling  I  at  last  find  justification  for 
the  old  adage  that  "the  hindsight  is  better  than  the  fore- 
sight." I  find  Republican  after  Republican  who  has  been 
prophesying  that  we  must  fix  up  our  national  defense  for 
years  past.  Yet  I  stay  in  rather  close  attendance  on  this 
House,  and  I  will  take  an  oath  that  I  have  never  heard  a 
single  Republican  in  years  past  talk  about  the  necessity  for 
strengthening  our  national  defense. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  If  my  colleague  will  per- 
mit, may  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  on  the  21st  day 
of  Jime  1939,  when  an  amendment  was  being  considered 
before  the  Hoiise  to  carry  out  the  President's  request  for 
5,500  air  bombers,  needed  so  desperately,  that  there  was 
practically  no  objection  voiced  here  except  from  the  Re- 
publican Members,  some  of  whom  now  have  the  nerve  to 
criticize  the  President  of  the  United  States?  May  I  add 
that  when  an  amendment  was  offered  by  a  leading  Repub- 
lican Member  to  limit  the  building  of  planes  to  1,000  in  any 
one  year,  many  of  those  Republican  leaders  who  are  now 
attempting  to  make  the  public  forget  their  record,  actually 
voted  and  spoke  for  that  amendment  to  limit  the  niunber 
of  planes  to  1,000  per  year?  Bear  in  mind  that  was  only 
last  June. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  In  the  interest  of  my  kindly  feeling  for 
my  friends,  the  Republicans.  I  think  it  would  not  be  well 
to  check  the  record  too  closely  because  they  might  find  them- 
selves embarrassed  in  many  instances. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  am  sure  my  friend  the  gentleman 
from  Oklahoma  must  have  very  strong  views  on  the  ques- 
tion of  a  Member  voting  one  way  and  speaking  another, 
the  pohcy  of  the  Republican  membership.  I  wonder  if  my 
friend  has  any  views  to  express  on  that  policy. 

Mr.  NICHOI;?.    Only  that  the  Republicans  are  past  masters 
at  the  art.        I  I 
Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  NICHOLS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  said  he 
never  heard  a  member  of  the  minority  plead  last  year  for 
any  adequate  national  defense.  I  wish  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma  would  read  tjhe  minority  report  unanimously 
adopted  in  caucus  and  sutjmitted  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  WadsworthI  ii^  the  last  regular  session. 
Mr.  NICHOLS.     About  what? 

Mr.  MILLER.     The  views  of  the  minority  about  national 
defense. 
Mr.  NICHOLS.    I  imagine  it  would  be  quite  interesting. 
Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  NICHOLS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  look  at  the 
record  for  he  will  find  that  last  year  the  Republicans  favored 
adequate  national  defense  for  this  country.  The  thing  the 
Republicans  wanted  to  guard  against  in  the  aircraft  program 
was  obsolescence  of  the  planes  by  the  time  the  number 
authorized  had  been  acquired  or  before  they  would  be  needed; 
and  the  gentleman  must  agree  that  there  has  been 
obsolescence. 
Mr.  NICHOLS.  I  caimot  agree  to  that  exactly. 
Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  want  to  ask  the  gentleman  another 
question. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  But  I  want  to  answer  the  question  the 
gentleman  has  asked;  my  time  is  nmning  out.  The  Republi- 
cans never  are  against  anything  positively,  or  for  anything 


positively,  they  are  always  against  it,  or  for  it,  with  a  reserva- 
tion. That  is  why  I  charge  you  with  being  "yes-butters."  or 
"no-butters,"  in  almost  every  instance.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  (Mr.  Kntttson]. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  say  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Oklahoma  that  if  the  Republicans  voted  against 
the  1,000  planes  in  the  last  military  appropriation  bill  it  was 
because  we  understood  that  Harry  Hopkins  was  to  build  them. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  Chairmaa,  the  ambitious  defense  program  initiated  by 
the  New  Deal  administration,  which  is  to  be  financed  by  the 
measure  before  us,  is  inspired  by  two  motives:  First,  to  help 
the  Allies  retain  their  vast  territorial  holdings  intact.  The 
other  objective  is  to  divert  the  minds  of  the  American  people 
from  the  failures  of  Mr.  Roosevelt  to  make  good  on  his 
promises  made  in  1932  to  restore  prosperity,  to  put  the  un- 
employed back  to  work,  and  to  reduce  governmental  expendi- 
tures by  25  percent.  He  has  not  restored  prosperity;  there 
are  yet  between  ten  and  eleven  million  Americans  out  of  work; 
since  becoming  President,  Mr.  Roosevelt  has  increased  the 
ordinary  operating  expenses  of  the  Government  from  two  and 
one-half  thousand  million  dollars  to  over  five  thousand  mil- 
lion dollars  annually. 

I  place  little  or  no  stock  in  the  prophecy  that  if  the  totali- 
tarian governments  win  the  war  they  will  invade  America. 
That  is  an  old  chestnut  that  was  dangled  before  our  eyes  23 
years  ago.  Then  we  were  told  that  if  the  Kaiser  won  the  war 
he  would  come  over  here  and  subdue  us. 

Colonel  Lindbergh,  one  of  America's  greatest  authorities 
on  aviation,  completely  demolished  the  contention  that  such 
an  operation  could  be  successfully  carried  out.  Another  out- 
standing aviator.  Major  Williams,  former  Navy  ace,  in  a  sen- 
sational speech  before  the  National  Aviation  Forum,  which 
met  in  Washington  the  first  of  the  month,  pointed  out  that 
there  is  absolutely  no  danger  of  invasion  by  sea  or  air.  Said  he: 

with  all  their  air  power  the  Germans  could  not  attack  and  subdue 
England  with  air  bases  300  miles  to  500  miles  distant.  Instead,  they 
seized  air  bases  on  the  north  coasts  of  Holland,  Belgltim,  and  Prance, 
20  to  100  miles  distant. 

Major  Williams  scoffed  at  sea  jwwer  in  light  of  events  In 
Europe  and  said  that  the  United  States  was  following  the 
same  "bungling  mistakes"  of  British  politicians  in  still  plac- 
ing its  hopes  in  the  Navy.  The  major  demanded  that,  con- 
trary to  the  President's  announced  plans,  the  proposed  new 
air  armada  be  severed  completely  from  Army  and  Navy  con- 
trol and  made  a  separate  unit  free  of  their  domination.  The 
distinguished  major  struck  a  new  high  in  these  words: 

The  President  must  know  this;  but  apparently  the  pattern  is 
pp.nic  first,  and  then  war. 

On  yesterday  the  buzzard  entered  the  war.  Subsequent 
events  will  prove  that  the  move  injured,  rather  than  aided, 
Germany.  There  is  nothing  in  the  Italian  military  record, 
during  the  World  War^  or  even  in  the  Ethiopian  campaign, 
that  should  cause  the  event  to  give  concern.  Aside  from 
extending  the  line  of  battle,  which  Hitler  can  ill  afford  to 
do,  Mussolini's  act  is  without  military  or  political  significance. 

We  are  to  all  intents  and  purposes  in  the  war.  The  first 
step  in  that  direction  was  taken  when  we  repealed  the  arms 
embargo  last  fall.  Since  that  time  we  have  sent  airplanes 
and  other  implements  of  war  to  the  Allies  in  rather  sub- 
stantial quantities.  It  is  only  needed  to  send  our  boys  over 
there  to  complete  the  circle. 

While  I  shall  vote  for  the  new  tax  bill  now  before  us,  I 
will  do  so  with  reluctance  and  misgivings.  Much  of  the 
amount  to  be  raised  by  this  bill,  a  trifle  over  one  thousand 
million  dollars  annually  for  the  next  5  years,  could  e8.sily 
have  been  procured  by  affecting  certain  necessary  and  de- 
sirable economies  in  Government  spending.  At  the  rate  we 
are  going,  it  does  not  require  a  prophet  to  foretell  what  will 
happen  to  the  economic  structure  of  our  country  if  this  wild 
spending  is  not  checked. 
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V  The  Democratic  Party  has  much  to  answer  for.  Back  In 
^  1916  they  duped  the  American  people  to  reelect  Wilson  on 
the  plea  that  he  had  kept  us  out  of  war.  After  the  election 
he  took  us  into  that  war,  and  the  venture  cost  the  American 
people  nearly  forty  thousand  million  dollars — more  than  $35 
^-  for  every  minute  since  the  dawn  of  the  Christian  era.  What 
Roosevelt  has  done  to  us  is  so  recent,  so  vivid,  and  so  pain- 
ful that  it  is  unnecessary  to  recall  it  at  this  time. 

There  is  no  question  in  my  mind  but  that  if  the  war  in 
Europe  continues  the  President  will  drag  us  into  it  on  the 
theory  that  it  will  promote  the  third  term,  and  at  the  same 
time  permit  him  to  go  down  in  history  as  a  war  President. 
I  need  not  say  to  you  that  Mr.  Roosevelt  does  not  need  that 
appellation  in  order  to  be  remembered  so  long  as  history 
.  continues  to  be  written  and  taught.  How  can  v/e  ever  for- 
get him?  Unborn  generations  will  have  cause  to  remember 
him  whenever  they  make  out  their  income-tax  returns. 

The  hysteria  that  has  swept  over  the  counti-y  does  us  little 
credit.  It  stamps  us  as  an  emotional  people  beside  whom 
the  Latin  is  an  Iceberg.  Those  Members  of  Congress  who 
have  blindly  followed  the  New  Deal  wiU  have  to  assume  their 
full  share  of  the  responsibility.  Histcry  will  Join  them  with 
those  rubber  stamps  who  held  forth  in  the  World  War  Con- 
gress. [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  2  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Bcitder]. 

SOMXTHINO    TO    THIKK    ABOUT 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  one  of  the  most  startling 
disclosures  which  has  come  to  light  in  the  last  few  weeks  is 
the  realization  that  our  huge  expenditures  for  defense  pur- 
poses since  the  Iseginning  of  the  New  Deal  have  laeen  to  a 
large  extent  Ineffective.  The  President  of  the  United  States 
has  told  the  people  of  this  coimtry  that  we  have  s];)ent  bil- 
lions of  dollars  in  order  that  our  Army  and  Navy  may 
become — 

The  largest,  the  best-equipped,  and  the  best-trained  peacetime 
MUitary  Establishment  in  the  history  of  this  coxintry. 

Yet.  despite  the  President's  statement.  Congress  has  heard 
an  entirely  different  version  In  recent  testimony  before  Its 
several  committees.  Gen.  George  C.  Marshall,  Chief  of  Staff 
of  the  United  States  Army,  tells  us  that  if  it  should  become 
necessary  to  mobilize  the  National  Guard  at  peace  strength — 

We  would  not  have  on  hand  the  cloth  to  commence  the  manufac- 
tiire  of  uniforms  for  the  85.000  additional  men  for  jjossibly  4  or  5 
months.  The  necessary  rifles  needed  to  eqxiip  a  minimum  army 
are  nowhere  in  sight.  It  will  taXe  us  until  June  1942  to  receive 
the  169.000  rifles  for  which  fimds  have  been  appropriated. 

In  another  major  line  of  defense  General  Marshall  testi- 
fied that  we  need  1,556  antitank  guns.  On  hand  now  are  218 
with  526  additional  guns  ordered  for  which  deliveries  will  not 
be  completed  until  June  1941.  The  famous  French  artillery 
pieces,  known  as  75's,  which  have  played  so  large  a  role  in 
recent  news  accounts  of  the  European  war,  represent  another 
shocking  inadequacy.  We  have  actually  101  of  these  guns, 
and  only  499  more  are  provided  for  by  present  appropriations. 

Antiaircraft  gims  are  in  no  better  condition.  According 
to  General  Marshall — 

We  have  on  hand  3 -inch  guns  for  but  26  regiments,  and  directors 
and  height  finders  for  27  regiments. 

Repl3rlng  to  a  question  as  to  the  length  of  time  required 
to  make  a  large  cannon.  General  Marshall  told  the  com- 
mittee that — 

We  have  not  manufactured  a  big  cannon  fen-  many  years,  but  it 
would  take  about  %%  years  to  manufacture  a  16-lnch  cannon  and 

carriage. 

Materials  for  firing  purposes  are  similarly  Inadequate. 
During  a  recent  Army  Day  celebration  60  percent  of  the 
shells  fired  failed  to  explode.  But  the  crucial  evidence  In  the 
light  of  the  European  lessons  we  are  learning  from  the 
present  war  comes  in  the  field  of  airplane  activity.  MaJ. 
Gen.  H.  H.  Arnold.  Chief  of  the  Army  Air  Corps,  declared 
that  on  March  31,  1940,  the  Regular  Army  and  National 
Guard  had  2,700  planes  of  which  only  a  half  dozen  could  be 


modernized.  Our  plant  production  capacity  at  the  present 
time  is  running  right  now  about  340  military  planes  per 
month. 

The  naval  airplane  squadron  Is  equally  Inadequate.  At  the 
present  time  Admiral  Harold  R.  Stark.  Chief  of  Naval  Opera- 
tions, places  our  naval  air  fieet  at  2,800  planes.  But  the  most 
amazing  dlfBculty  confronting  us  Is  the  revelation  that  a  large 
group  of  naval  officers  in  our  country  Ixlieve  that  Japan  has 
already  secretly  out-built  our  Navy,  In  spite  of  a  vast  appro* 
priation  authorized  by  Congress  for  our  fleet.  But  all  these 
tremendous  inadequacies  laefore  us,  the  American  people  must 
look  with  suspicion  upon  the  supervision  of  further  military 
defenses  by  the  present  national  administration.  One  of  the 
best  informed  Democratic  Senators  in  Congress  has  delivered 
his  opinion  that  our  money  has  l>een  poured  down  a  rat  hole. 
Our  defense  is  costly.  There  Is  strong  feeling  In  many  quar- 
ters that  we  are  not  getting  our  money's  worth. 

There  is  no  board,  no  committee,  no  bureau  which  Inspects 
the  results  of  our  expenditures  for  military  purposes.  It  Is 
high  time  that  we  had  responsibility  fixed  for  the  supervision 
of  these  results. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Gbarhart]. 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Chairman,  these  are  days  of 
crises.  Very  few  rays  of  hope  penetrate  the  clouds  of 
despair  which  canopy  the  heavens.  Great  issues  are  being 
decided  over  there.  Many  people  here  believe  that  those 
same  issues  may  be  shifted  to  this  hemisphere  for  final  de- 
cision. Some  people  fear  the  turn  the  decisions  may  take. 
As  we  contemplate  the  world  in  the  turmoil  of  this  moment, 
there  is  little  room  for  optimism. 

Supposing  that  there  is  something  In  the  dangers  which 
have  been  described  to  us.  something  to  the  threat  which 
some  people  believe  they  see,  the  condition  of  unprepared- 
ness  for  war  in  which  we  now  find  ourselves  can  furnish 
no  assurance  that  the  outcome  of  the  conflict  would  be 
comfortable  to  our  cause. 

In  the  first  place  we  cannot  contemplate  a  participation 
in  a  major  world  war  except  at  a  cost  to  the  United  States 
I  of  from  fifty  billion  to  one  hundred  billion  dollars,  and  we 
must  think  of  that  tremendous  strain  upon  our  Treasury 
in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  we  already  owe  $50,000,000,000. 
the  most  stupendous  national  debt  that  any  nation  has  ever 
incurred  in  the  history  of  the  nations  of  the  world.  What 
does  this  mean?  What  does  this  tremendous  debt  that  we 
have  so  lightly  assumed  really  mean?  It  means  that  every 
babe  in  its  cradle,  every  tottering  old  man  or  woman,  every 
person  in  his  or  her  productive  years,  is  individually  obli- 
gated to  the  extent  of  $384.  It  means  that  every  head  of  a 
family  of  five  is  obligated  to  the  extent  of  $1,920.  and  the 
per-capita  average  income  in  the  United  States  Is  only  $500. 

Oh,  I  know  there  are  sone  people  who  get  a  lot  of  satis- 
faction out  of  the  fact  that  we  are  levying  taxes  against 
the  rich.  Let  me  reassure  those  that  believe  that  the  rich 
are  paying  the  taxes  that  nothing  Is  further  from  the  truth. 
They  may  write  the  checks,  but.  In  the  last  analysis,  it  is 
the  ultimate  consumer  who  pays  the  taxes,  all  passed  down 
to  him,  figured  into  the  prices  he  is  compelled  to  pay. 

The  taxes  are  concealed  in  the  prices  of  the  clothes  you 
wear,  the  food  you  eat,  and  the  goods  you  consume.  Tax 
the  rich  if  you  please,  but  every  man,  woman,  and  child  will 
pay  it  in  the  proportion  of  the  goods  he  or  she  consumes. 
They  call  it  overhead  and  tliat  is  that.  We,  the  people— the 
rich,  the  well-to-do,  and  the  poor  alike — will  pay  every  dol- 
lar of  this  debt.  I  am  not  exaggerating,  I  am  not  drawing 
on  any  strange  conclusions,  when  I  point  out  that  every 
babe  in  Its  cradle,  every  tottering  old  man  or  woman,  every 
j)erson  in  his  productive  years  is  individually  obligated  to 
the  extent  of  $384,  I  mean  exactly  what  I  say.  And  let  no 
one  tell  you  differently. 

But  notwithstanding  the  deploraWe  condition  of  the 
Treasury,  we  are  going  to  defend  ourselves  at  whatever  cost 
and  sacrifice  the  effort  may  require.  We  are  not  going  to 
stint  ourselves  when  the  defense  of  the  Nation  is  Involved. 
Administration  leaders  inform  us  that  additional  billions  of 
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dollars  will  be  needed  to  make  our  defenses  adequate.  This 
Congress  is  going  to  do  everything  it  can  do  to  see  that 
that  money  is  promptly  supplied. 

A  little  while  ago  I  said  there  were  not  many  rays  of 
hope  that  penetrate  the  dark  clouds  which  underhang  the 
heavens.  There  is  one — more  beautiful  than  all  the  others — 
a  ray  of  hop«  that  is  most  inspiring,  most  reassuring. 
Here  in  these  ^nited  States,  the  one  remaining  functioning 
democracy  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  we  are  today  demon- 
strating upon  the  fioor  of  this  Congress  that  democracy  can 
work  under  stress  and  furthermore  that  it  is  working  effi- 
ciently and  well. 

Prepared  in  a  remarkably  short  time,  within  a  period  of 
Just  a  few  days,  the  great  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  a  committee  in  which  I  am  proud  to  claim  member- 
ship, has  brought  to  you  a  well-considered  tax  bill  which 
will  provide  revenue  In  the  amount  of  $1,004,000,000.  the 
funds  which  must  be  expended  if  our  defenses  are  to  be 
•  made  secure. 

All  of  us  agree,  every  patriot  Is  In  accord,  with  the  Presi- 
dent when  he  declares  that  we  must  make  our  defenses 
Invulnerable,  or  security  absolute.  So  there  is  hope.  There 
is  much  to  encourage  us.  for  the  representatives  of  our  people 
are  this  day  demonstrating  that  democracy  can  function 
promptly,  efficiently,  calmly,  even  though  the  world  beyond 
our  borders  Is  In  disorder,  its  people  excited,  their  leaders 
confused  and  dismayed. 

We  are  here  answering  In  America  the  oft-repeated  charges 
of  the  dictators  over  there  that  democracy  Is  clumsy  and 
Inefficient:  that  It  Is  only  the  totalitarian  forms  of  authorl- 
tlve  government  that  can  promptly  produce  that  which  this 
day  and  age  demands. 

So  \^•e  have  a  tax  bill,  and  I  am  going  to  vote  for  it.  Because 
the  safety  of  the  Nation  is  Involved,  I  believe  the  membership 
of  the  House  will  be  practically  unanimous  when  their  names 
are  called.  There  is  no  man  among  us  who  does  not  love 
this  country  of  ours,  nor  one  who  would  not  lay  down  his  life 

in  its  defense.  ,.    w    * 

In  these  days  when  the  Nation  calls  to  its  sons  for  the  best 
that  is  within  them,  the  first  obligation  we  can  fulfill,  the 
first  duty  that  it  is  ours  to  now  perform,  is  to  provide  the 
country  with  the  legislation  it  needs,  the  legislation  which 
the  exigencies  of  the  hour  demand.  This  will  be  our  first 
real  contribution  to  our  country  in  the  uncertain  situation  in 
which  It  now  finds  Itself. 

In  writing  this  measure  upon  the  statute  books  of  the 
Nation  we  will,  indeed,  be  holding  high  the  beacon  light  of 
liberty,  and  with  this  stroke  for  freedom  and  democracy 
America  will  again  become,  in  the  eyes  and  hearts  of  the 
oppressed  and  downtrodden,  the  hope  of  the  world.     lAp- 

plause  i 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 

gentleman  from  Montana  tMr.  O'Connor]. 
^  Mr  OCONNOR.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  regret  this  afternoon 
that  politics  have  entered  into  a  discussion  of  the  merits 
of  this  tax  bill.  I  think  at  this  time  expenses  or  taxes 
should  be  the  last  thing  to  be  considered  by  us.  Are  the 
unfortunate  people  of  Denmark,  Norway.  HoUand.  Poland^ 
Belgium  and  at  this  minute.  Prance,  thinking  of  Uxes? 
Are  they  thinking  of  expenses?  Are  their  minds  upon  those 
subjects'  They  have  lost  and  are  losing  everything  that 
is  dear  to  them,  their  lands,  their  earthly  possessions,  and 
many  thousands,  their  lives.  * 

Mr  Chairman,  expenses  at  this  moment  do  not  count. 
But  if  we  want  to  go  into  poUUcs  we  can  do  so.  The  Demo- 
cratic administration  has  been  charged  with  being  unpre- 
pared that  we  have  no  Navy,  that  we  have  no  this  or  that. 

Let  us  go  back  to  the  days  of  Theodore  Roosevelt  when 
we  had  a  Navy  that  was  matched  nowhere  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  by  any  navy  except  one.  Let  us  carry  on  down 
through  to  Wilson,  who  maintained  it.  Then  what  hap- 
pened? In  1921  or  1922.  a  disarmament  conference  was 
caUed  by  President  Harding.  It  resulted  in  some  sort  of  an 
agreement  whereby  nations  attending  same  agreed  to  de- 


stroy their  battleships  and  disarm.  Following  thatr— what 
did  we  do  imder  the  Harding  administration?  We  sank  26 
heavy  ships,  many  of  them  battleships,  pursuant  to  that 
agreement.  In  addition,  we  destroyed  over  $600,000,000 
worth  of  ships  In  the  course  of  construction.  We  spent 
$15,000,000  In  their  destruction.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  cost 
us  $25,000  to  sink  one  ship  close  to  Chesapeake  Bay.  We 
did  this  while  other  nations  sank  rowboats.  blueprints,  and 
treaties.  This  happened  under  a  Republican  administration. 
Not  a  ship  was  built  during  the  remainder  of  the  Harding 
administration.  Some  cruisers  were  built  during  the  Coolidge 
administration,  but  never  a  keel  was  laid  in  the  water  during 
the  Hoover  administration.  For  whatever  the  Navy  is  today 
you  may  thank  the  Roosevelt  administration.  So.  Members 
of  the  House.  If  the  Hoover  administration  had  not  been  so 
gullible  as  to  believe  other  nations,  we,  today,  without  this 
tax  bill,  would  be  mistress  of  the  seas  everywhere;  so  who 
is  to  blame?  Let  us  not  in  our  desire  to  attack  those  in 
power,  forget  the  record. 

But  let  us  get  away  from  ixilitics  and  let  bygones  be  bygones. 
Things  rise  above  politics  and  things  rise  above  taxes.  I  have 
not  received  a  single  letter  from  the  great  State  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent  asking  me  to  vote  against  a  tax  bill.  They 
say:  "We  must  have  the  equipment  with  which  to  defend  this 
country  no  matter  what  It  costs."  We  have  44.000  miles  of 
coast  line  to  defend  in  this  Western  Hemisphere.  Both  North 
America  and  South  America  we  are  obligated  to  defend  under 
the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and  It  is  going  to  take  money  to  do  it 
and  not  politics. 

I  want  to  pay  compliments  where  they  are  due.  We  have  a 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  that  is  composed  of  splendid 
thinkers  on  either  side  of  this  Chamber,  chairmanned  by  that 
distinguished  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  whose  sincerity, 
honesty,  and  patriotism  ranks  among  the  highest,  who  always 
works  for  the  best  Interest  of  his  country  as  he  sees  it.  and  at 
the  same  time  keeps  an  eye  out  for  the  interest  of  the  tax- 
payers. The  ranking  Member  on  the  Republican  side,  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Tread  way]  Is 
of  the  same  type.  The  same  is  true  all  the  way  down  the  line. 
You  have  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
I  Mr.  McCormack]  to  stand  guard  over  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States.  They  have  brought  to  this  House  a  bUl  which 
in  view  of  the  very  nature  of  things  is  an  emergency  tax 
measure.  Every  tax  measure  that  has  ever  been  brought  on 
this  floor  has  been  subject  to  criticism  in  one  way  or  another, 
and  perhaps  rightly  so.  They  could  not  possibly  write  a  per- 
fect bill  within  the  time  they  have  had  because  we  must  act 
and  act  now. 

I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  we  are  going  to  be  Invaded. 
I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  that  insane  man  In  Europe, 
Hitler.  Is  going  to  try  to  come  here.  Personally.  I  am  not 
afraid  that  he  is.  I  have  no  fear  of  him.  He  will  not 
Invade  us.  But  It  Is  like  insuring  jrour  house,  your  home, 
your  building  against  fire.  Let  us  insure  our  country  by 
securing  the  best  means  of  defense  that  money  and  capa- 
bility can  devise. 

I  have  two  criticisms  against  this  Ijlll  but,  as  I  say,  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  is  not  wholly  responsible  be- 
cause they  have  not  had  the  time.  I  only  want  them  to 
;-emember  that  the  American  people  are  going  to  demand 
that  no  profit  be  made  out  of  this  war  or  out  of  this 
preparedness  program.  We  must  tax  and  tax  and  tax 
every  corporation  and  every  Individual  that  is  engaged  in 
the  production  of  the  materials  that  are  going  toward  our 
defense  until  there  is  no  profit  left.  TTais  is  no  time  for 
profit. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Idaho. 
Mr.  DWORSHAK.    Will  the  gentleman  tell  us  what  pro- 
visions are  contained  in  this  proposed  legislation  to  prevent 
proflteering  in  the  building  up  of  our  national  defense? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  believe  I  have  covered  that.  Tliere 
Is  no  such  provision  that  I  can  find. 
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Nevertheless.  It  Is  not  too  late,  in  my  opinion.  It  can 
be  done,  as  I  said  a  while  ago.  This  is  in  the  nature  of 
an  emergency  bill  providing  for  a  long-range  program  of 
spending  for  some  time  to  come.  As  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  CoopehI  pointed  out,  they  will  give  atten- 
tion to  this  matter  at  the  next  session  of  Congress.  All 
the  money,  in  fact,  all  but  a  small  part  of  it.  will  be  spent 
before  that. 

I  think  the  greatest  source  of  revenue  that  is  imtapped 
from  the  standpoint  of  securing  money  to  take  care  of  the 
defense  of  this  country  is  the  income  from  tax-exempt  securi- 
ties. I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  what  John  W.  Hanes, 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  said  in  his  statement  before 
the  House  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  on  June  28.  1939. 
He  estimated  that  the  loss  to  the  Federal  Government  alone 
Is  between  $179,000,000  and  $337,000,000  annually.  Where 
are  the  great  fortunes  of  the  millionaires  of  this  country  in- 
vested? The  story  is  told  by  the  report  filed  in  reference 
to  the  estate  of  John  D.  Rockefeller  when  he  passed  away. 
It  shows  that  he  had  an  estate  valued  at  $26,000,000.  and 
$21,000,000  of  it  was  invested  in  tax-exempt  securities.  He 
owned  one  share  of  common  stock  in  the  Standard  Oil  Co.  of 
California,  and  1,150  shares  in  the  Standard  Oil  Co.  of  Ohio. 
When  William  Rockefeller  died  he  left  an  estate  of  $53,000,000, 
and  $47,000,000  of  it  was  invested  in  tax-exempt  securities. 

Mr.  LEAVY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Washing- 
ton. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  have  repeatedly  heard  the  gentleman  make 
the  argimient  about  tax-exempt  securities  that  he  makes 
today,  and  I  am  in  full  accord  with  him.  I  respect  the  gen- 
tleman's judgment  upon  this  matter  because  he  speaks  with 
knowledge  and  understanding,  and  admire  him  as  a  lawyer. 
But  does  the  gentleman  still  think  that  we  could  pass  a  law 
that  was  constitutional,  particularly  in  the  light  of  the  line 
of  decisions  coming  down  from  the  case  of  Pollock  against 
Farmers  Loan  It  Trust  Co.  45  years  ago.  and  then  the  enact- 
ment of  the  sixteenth  amendment  f  oUowing  that  decision  with 
its  subsequent  interpretations  by  the  Supreme  Court? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  know  there  are  very  few  Members  of 
the  House,  if  any,  who  have  as  good  a  knowledge  of  the 
law  and  the  Supreme  Coiu-t  and  State  court  decisions  as  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Ijeavy]. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  feel,  as  I  know  the  gentleman  from  Mon- 
tana does,  that  if  Congress  would  enact  a  law  taxing  the 
income  from  tax-exempt  securities  the  present  Supreme 
Court  would  hold  it  ccHistitutlonal  suid  reverse  the  ruling 
in  the  Pollock  case.  A  reading  of  the  income-tax  amend- 
ment clearly  indicates  the  rule  in  the  Pollock  case  no  longer 
applies. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  2  additional 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Montana. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  think  the  gentleman  Is  correct  In  his 
conclusion  as  to  what  the  present  Court  would  do.  The 
case  known  as  the  Pollock  case  was  decided  about  45  years 
ago  and  it  was  a  five-to-four  decision.  It  stands  unsup- 
ported. While  it  has-  not  been  expressly  reversed,  yet  every 
decision  rendered  In  similar  cases  leads  in  the  other  direc- 
tion. The  Department  of  Justice  Investigated  the  legality 
of  taxing  the  income  from  tax-exempt  securities  and,  after 
an  exhaustive  study  of  the  Pollock  and  other  decisions,  con- 
cluded the  subject  with  the  following: 

It  seems,  therefore,  that  there  Is  much  more  than  a  possibility 
that  a  Federal  tax  on  State  and  municipal  bondholders  would  be 
held  constitutional.  This  result  seems.  Indeed,  to  be  considerably 
more  probable  than  a  decision  reaffirming  the  result  of  the  PoUoclc 
case. 

In  other  words,  the  conclusion  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice Is  that  the  law  would  be  held  constitutional  if  we  tax 
the  income  from  tax-exempt  securities.  It  Is  not  for  the 
Congress,  with  all  we  have  to  do,  to  decide  the  constitu- 
tionality of  a  question.  The  sixteenth  amendment  to  the 
Constitution  provides  for  the  taxing  of  all  income  "from 
\rtiatever  source  derived."  In  order  to  give  force  and  effect 
to  that  constitutional  amendment,  the  Congress  must  pass 


a  remedial  enforcement  statute  providing  for  the  levying  of 
a  tax  on  that  income.  Congress  has  never  done  it.  I  call 
your  attention  to  the  fact  that  every  recent  President — 
Woodrow  Wilson.  Warren  G.  Harding,  Calvin  Coolidge.  Her- 
bert Hoover,  and  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt — ^has  asked  for  such 
legislation,  but  we  do  not  have  It. 

I  have  here  a  statement  issued  by  the  second  Fortune 
Magazine  Round  Table  dealing  with  that  subject: 

When  large  Incomes  are  encouraged  to  take  refuge  in  tax- 
exempt  securities  another  blow  to  venture  capital  is  given.  Today 
It  is  more  profitable  for  a  wealthy  man  liable  to  heavy  surtaxes 
to  accept  a  small  rate  of  interest  from  a  tax-exempt  security, 
involving  virtually  no  riak,  than  to  invest  in  taxable  enterprises 
holding  out  the  hope  of  a  far  greater  return.  This  advantage, 
however,  does  not  extend  to  people  of  small  means.  For  example 
to  a  married  man  with  a  net  mcotne  of  $5,000  a  3-percent  tax- 
exempt  security  will  yield  the  equivalent  of  only  a  3.12  percent 
taxed  security.  But  to  a  man  with  an  Income  of  $500,000  a  year  a 
3-percent  municipal  bond  upon  which  he  pays  no  taxes  is  equal 
in  value  to  a  taxable  security  yielding   iO.7  percent. 

[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]  such  time  as  he  may 
want  to  use. 

TAXES.    TAXES,    AND   MORZ   TAXZS 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  asked  to  pass  here 
today  a  tax  bill  that  has  been  considered  but  a  few  days  by 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee;  certainly  the  time  given 
to  the  raising  of  over  a  billion  dollars  deserves  some  con- 
sideration by  the  public,  certainly  when  they  have  to  pay 
for  the  squandering  of  the  Congress.  This  tax  bill  is  called 
a  defense  measure  tax  bill.  Why.  goodness  gracious,  this 
administration  has  been  in  the  red  every  year  since  it  came 
into  oflBce  from  a  billion  and  a  half  to  over  four  billion 
dollars  annually  and  they  have  created  over  twenty-five  bil- 
hons  addition  to  the  deficit  that  our  country  was  in  when 
they  came  into  oflace.  Why.  this  is  not  a  defense  tax  bill; 
it  is  a  tax  bill  to  pay  for  the  New  Deal  folly.  The  New  Deal 
ineflBclency.  to  New  Deal  theory,  to  New  Deal  fallacy. 

We  must  raise  more  money  or  we  will  soon  wreck  our 
Nation:  it  cannot  go  on  in  the  way  it  has  in  the  past  8 
years.  We  are  compelled  to  vote  for  this  bill  as  is  t>ecause 
imder  the  rule  we  cannot  amend  it.  We  cannot  change 
it.  we  must  vote  yes  or  no;  it  is  certainly  New  Deal  legis- 
lation and  I  say  to  the  public,  you  have  to  take  it  and  like 
it.  you  have  to  pay  and  like  It;  it  is  the  New  Eteal  way.  It 
is  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee's  New  Deal  tax  measiire. 
For  national  defense  we  all  will  rally  to  save  America  against 
a  foreign  aggressor;  we  will  all  put  our  shoulder  to  the  wheel 
to  keep  America  free  when  danger  from  without  threatens 
us. 

Why  has  not  the  New  Deal  seen  fit  to  raise  taxes  to  pay 
for  the  deficits  of  the  past  7  years  and  call  it  a  New  Deal 
tax  measure?  That  is  what  it  ought  and  should  be  termed. 
Until  the  American  people  wake  up  and  revolt  against  the 
New  Deal  spending,  we  will  not  be  able  to  operate  all  the 
war  equipment  when  we  get  it  if  we  do  not  have  an  eco- 
nomic operation  of  the  regular  fimctions  of  government.  1 
say  that  they  cost  too  much.  We  must  economize  in  Gov- 
ernment  operation. 

Where  are  you  going  to  get  the  money?  That  is  a  question 
I  have  asked  for  6  years  under  New  Deal  spending.  The 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  have  been  ashamed  to  bring  a 
tax  bill  for  New  Deal  squandering,  though  they  bring  a  New 
Deal  tax  bill  in  the  guise  of  preparedness,  in  the  guise  of 
national  emergency.  Well,  is  it  in  preparation  for  war  or  is 
the  tax  bill  to  feed  the  10,000.000  unemployed? 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  must  vote  for  the  tax  bill  for  New  Deal 
spending  in  order  to  save  our  country.  It  is  a  patriotic  duty. 
Here  is  where  we  will  get  the  money,  or  at  least  a  small  part 
of  it.    [Applause.! 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 

gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  ReesI. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  necessity 
for  the  passage  of  this  legislation  has  been  pretty  well  dis- 
cussed by  the  membership  of  this  House.    The  bill  increases 
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the  taxes  by  approximately  $1,006,000,000.  and  it  is  expected 
that  this  money  shall  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  pajring  the 
expenses  for  the  additional  defense  program  that  has  just 
been  inaugurated.  The  program,  we  are  informed,  will  cost 
almost  $4,000,000,000  and  will  be  paid  out  of  the  extra  reve- 
nue derived  under  this  bill,  over  a  period  of  5  years.  I  think 
everyone  agrees  that  under  the  circiunstances.  this  legislation 
should  be  passed- 

My  purpose  iii  taking  the  floor  is  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House,  and  ^specially  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  to 
some  matters  that  I  think  ought  to  have  particular  attention. 
We  want  to  ihake  sure,  first,  that  since  we  have  told  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country  that  this  money  is  to  be  used  for 
increasing  our  Rational  defense,  that  all  of  it  is  placed  in  a 
sort  of  trust  furid  and  expended  for  that  particular  purpose. 
You  and  I  know  that  this  Congress  would  not  favor  the  lifting 
of  the  debt  limit  by  the  $4,000,000,000  if  it  were  not  for  the 
Impending  emengency.  But  I  think,  in  view  of  the  situation 
as  it  exists  today,  that  this  Congress,  as  well  as  the  American 
people,  are  willing  to  spend  the  additional  $4,000,000,000,  or 
even  more  if  necessary.  At  the  same  time,  we  want  to  make 
sure  that  our  defense  program  is  carried  out  just  as  promptly 
as  ixissible. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  call  your  attention  to 
one  or'two  other  items  that  I  think  are  of  grave  importance, 
and  I  think  should  be  considered  in  this  discussion.  In  view 
of  the  imminent  necessity  of  these  additional  expenditures, 
we  ought  to  reconsider  a  number  of  nonessential  expendi- 
tures for  which  we  have  made  appropriations  during  the 
present  session. 

In  the  first  place,  we  can  cut  our  Federal  expenses  10 
percent  right  straight  down  the  line,  except  that  there 
should  be  exemptions  for  pensions  and  for  Federal  salaries 
in  the  lower  brackets,  and  possibly  some  other  expenses  that 
may  be  deemed  necessary. 

Furthermore,  without  any  injury  to  this  Government,  I 
believe  we  can  reduce  a  nvunber  of  appropriations  that  may 
be  worthy  and  yet  at  the  same  time  not  necessary — especially 
in  view  of  our  present  economic  condition.    I  will  not  take 
the  time  to  point  them  all  out  at  this  place— but  think  from 
the  five  or  six  billion  dollars  we  have  appropriated,  aside 
from    Army    and   Navy   expenditures,    that    a    considerable 
amount  of  reduction  could  be  effected.     For  example,  we 
have  appropriated  several  millKm  dollars  for  the  building  of 
a  Jefferson  Memorial  in  St.  Louis.    Certainly,  in  view  of  the 
present  situation,  we  can  get  along  for  a  while  without  that 
memorial.    We  have  also  agreed  to  expend  seven  or  eight 
million    dollars    for    the    building    of    mountain    highways 
through  four  or  five  of  our  Southern  States.     These  are  not 
regular  highways,  but  are  scenic  parkways,  used  for  pleasure 
purposes.      Certainly,    in    view    of    the    condition    of    our 
Treasury,  we  can  well  get  along  without  the  use  of  those 
parkways  for  a  whUe,  at  least.    So  far  as  I  know,  thero  is 
no  great  national  demand  for  them.    There  are  other  items, 
such  as  large  appropriations  for  additions  to  our  national 
parks.    Right  now.  they  are  not  as  important  as  equipment 
for  our  Army  and  Navy,  or  for  additional  airplanes.     We 
have  also  appropriated  money  for  huge  dams  in  the  West 
and  northwestern  part  of  our  country.     Laudable  as  these 
projects   may   be   under   ordinary   conditions,   I   think   we 
can  do  well  by  saving  the  money  required  for  them  at  this 
time,  and  use  it  for  the  payment  of  our  national-defense 
program,  or  to  reduce  our  burdensome  natiCKial  debt  which 
has  reached  its  limit.  .       -  ,       # 

Furthermore,  those  who  are  in  authority  in  the  affairs  of 
this  administration  may  weU  check  over  the  items  of  ex- 
penses in  running  the  affairs  of  this  Government.  I  know 
it  lakes  a  lot  of  money  to  run  the  Government  and  would 
not  want  to  cripple  any  of  its  essential  functions.  I  do  not 
want  to  throw  people  out  of  jobs,  but  let  me  remind  you 
that  we  have  about  1,000,000  people  on  the  civil  pay  roU  of 
this  country— more  than  we  have  had  before;  many  of  them 
receiving  large  and  fancy  salaries.  I  think  the  adnunis- 
tration  could  determine  whether  or  not,  in  view  of  the  con- 
diUon  of  the  Treasury  and  the  condition  of  the  country, 


we  may  get  along  without  the  assistance  of  some  of  the 
300.000  civil  employees  that  have  been  added  to  our  pay  roll 
in  the  last  5  or  6  years. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  this  is  a  time  when  the  Government 
could  do  well  to  check  up  on  its  affairs,  with  a  view  of  "prac- 
ticing a  little  more  economy  than  it  has  m  the  past,  and  try 
if  possible,  to  relieve  the  burden  of  the  taxpayer — to  some 
extent  at  least. 

Before  I  close.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  a  matter  that  I 
mentioned  on  the  floor  of  the  House  yesterday:  The  W^ays 
and  Means  Committee  has  advised  that  a  study  is  to  be  made 
of  the  question  of  providing  for  a  tax  to  be  assessed  against 
persons  and  corporations  who  may  receive  excessive  proflts 
from  the  manufacture  of  munitions  of  war.  The  committee 
says  a  bill  on  this  subject  will  be  offered  some  time  next  year. 
Mr.  Chairman,  it  would  certainly  be  manifestly  unfair  for  any 
person  or  corporation  to  make  excessive  proflts  out  of  the 
funds  that  are  collected  from  the  taxpayers  of  this  country 
for  defense  purposes.  Reasonable  profits  should  be  permit- 
ted, but  I  think  a  measure  should  be  passed  during  the 
present  session  of  Congress  to  safeguard  our  people  against 
the  making  of  huge  profits  by  reason  of  the  manufacture  of 
implements  and  munitions  of  war.  We  still  have  plenty  of 
time  during  which  to  pass  such  a  measure.  As  a  matter  of 
fact.  I  do  not  tliink  Congress  is  going  to  adjourn  right  away. 
We  should  stay  in  session  at  least  until  the  present  crisis 
has  passed — even  if  we  stay  here  until  the  end  of  the  year. 
[Applause.! 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Miimesota  [Mr.  August  H.  AndresenI. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  during  the 
past  7  years  and  up  to  the  16th  of  May  of  this  year  this  coun- 
try had  passed  through  62  emergencies.  This  is  according 
to  a  statement  made  by  a  noted  mathematician  who  has  cal- 
culated the  emergencies  under  the  New  Deal.  We  are  now  in 
the  sixty-third  emergency,  which  we  have  been  told  is  the 
greatest  emergency  or  crisis  that  has  faced  the  American 
people. 

The  emergency  is  to  provide  for  our  national  defense. 
There  should  be  no  quibbling  over  national  defense.  There 
will  be  no  quibbling  on  the  part  of  the  American  people  in 
providing  for  our  national  defense,  because  they  love  their 
country,  and  they  love  life  better  than  property  or  anything 
else,  and  if  our  Government  and  those  delegated  with  the 
authority  to  spend  the  money  and  to  provide  for  national  de- 
fense do  not  do  so.  then  the  heat  will  be  turned  upon  the 
heads  of  those  who  have  squandered  the  substance  of  our 
American  citizens. 

Those  in  authority  today  who  claim  that  they  have  no 
desire  to  inject  politics  into  this  discussion,  but  who  have 
done  so  very  cleverly  this  afternoon,  have  certain  responsi- 
bilities which  they  Iwast  about.  They  have  had  a  majority 
of  both  Houses  of  Congress,  including  the  ad;ninistration  dur- 
ing the  past  7  years.  They  have  spent  over  $60,000,000,000 
of  the  people's  money.  They  should  have  provided  for 
national  defense  during  these  7  years,  but  failed  to  do  so. 
We  are,  therefore,  compelled  to  provide  money  for  the  new 
program  of  national  defense  now,  and  the  people  are  willing, 
if  the  money  is  spent  properly. 

I  appeared  before  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
and  tried  to  show  the  members  of  that  Committee  how  we 
could  get  10.000  airplanes  built  for  nothing  by  using  the 
$2,000,000,000  in  idle  dollars  now  in  the  stabilization  fund 
of  the  United  States  Treasury,  funds  which  have  re- 
mained Idle  for  the  last  6  years,  funds  on  which  we 
have  lost  $200,000,000  of  interest.  Oh,  no;  they  shook  their 
heads  and  said,  the  emergency  now  is  not  great  enough 
to  use  the  $2,000,000,000  of  idle  money  in  the  stabilization 
fund,  which  has  not  been  used  for  any  purpose  whatsoever, 
at  least  a  large  portion  of  it.  They  say  that  we  must  have 
some  real  emergency,  or  save  It  for  a  rainy  day.  Yet  they 
are  willing  to  go  and  sell  $2,000,000,000  of  interest-bearing 
bonds  to  the  people  of  the  country  and  pay  out  our  money 
in  interest  rather  than  use  the  idle  funds  in  the  United 
SUtes  Treasury.    In  fact,  if  this  money  would  be  used,  we 
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would  save  at  least  $200,000,000  to  $250,000,000  in  interest 
over  the  next  5  years,  and  this  saving  in  interest  would 
build  10.000  of  the  best  military  airplanes  that  our  Govern- 
ment could  desire  for  national  defense. 

I  made  that  suggestion  to  the  committee  when  I  ap- 
peared before  it,  and  we  got  into  a  controversial  discussion 
about  gold.  Oh,  yes:  that  was  a  very  controversial  discus- 
sion. We  now  have  more  than  $19,300,000,000  worth  of 
gold,  most  of  which  has  been  purchased  from  foreign  coun- 
tries, and  we  have  paid  a  premium  of  billions  of  dollars  on 
Its  purchase.  In  fact,  the  American  people  are  financing 
the  war  In  Europe  and  the  Orient  because  of  our  pur- 
chases of  foreign  gold. 

For  several  years  I  have  contended  that  our  gold  hoard 
belongs  to  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  but  New  Deal  leaders 
have  definitely  claimed  ownership  in  the  Government.  To- 
day, the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Disney],  speaking 
for  the  administration,  finally  admits  that  our  gold  belongs 
to  the  Federal  Reserve  and  not  to  the  Treasxiry.  Confes- 
sion is  good  for  the  soul.  Treasury  records  show  that  the 
Federal  Reserve  has  a  claim  on  the  Treasury -held  gold  in 
an  amount  of  over  $17,000,000,000. 

Mr.  Chairman,  another  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Nichols]  proceeded  today  to  give  his  customary  lecture  to 
the  Republican  side.  He  claimed  credit  for  his  Democratic 
Party  for  all  achievements  of  the  past  7  years.  In  my 
opinion,  credit  and  responsibilities  go  hand  in  hand.  The 
Democratic  administration  has  been  charged  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  providing  for  national  defense.  They  have 
failed  In  this  responsibilltyr  and  we  must  now  vote  addi- 
tional billions  for  national  defense  in  order  to  prepare  our 
country  for  every  possible  danger. 

France  and  England  changed  governments  in  their  most 
critical  hour  because  their  leaders  failed  to  provide  for  na- 
tional defense.  Mr.  Roosevelt,  as  President  and  as  Com- 
mander In  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy  and  with  an  over- 
whelming majority  in  both  Houses  of  Congress,  failed  to 
properly  arm  our  cotmtry.  The  responsibility  was  his,  and 
he  failed  to  meet  it. 

We  should  not  quibble  about  responsibility  now.  for  we 
are  faced  with  a  condition  which  must  be  handled  at  once 
by  a  united  America,  but  the  day  of  reckoning  will  soon 
come,  and  then  the  American  people  will  place  the  respon- 
sibility where  It  properly  belongs.     fApplause.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota has  expired. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  DisneyI. 

Mr.  DISNEY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  shall  probably  not  use  all 
the  time  allotted  to  me.  I  have  some  prepared  statements  on 
two  or  three  subjects,  that  appear  to  me  to  be  of  interest  and 
which  will  be  useful  in  the  Record,  but  since  we  want  to  con- 
clude this  bill  as  early  as  possible,  I  do  not  want  to  intrude  on 
the  time  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  gentleman  who  preceded  me 
[Mr.  August  H.  Andrkskn]  Is  in  error  to  a  great  extent  in 
reference  to  the  stabilization  fimd.  If  we  are  going  to  have 
a  stabilization  fund,  that  has  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  out- 
lined, it  must  be  volatile,  free.  It  is.  and  it  has  been  in  use. 
Those  wiser  I  think  than  any  of  us  in  the  matter  contend  that 
this  fund  should  be  used  as  it  has  been  used.  They  may  not 
be  wiser  in  other  things  than  we  are,  but  I  believe  their  ex- 
perience with  it  would  make  us  hesitate  to  suggest  to  them 
that  we  know  more  about  how  to  handle  the  stabilization 
fund  than  they.  For  Instance,  within  the  last  week  the 
British  pound  fluctuated,  as  it  will  be  remembered,  some  58 
cents.    This  fund  is  to  protect  such  situations. 

Another  reference  was  made  which  I  think  was  in  error. 
All  of  the  $19,000,000,000  in  gold  is  not  owned  by  the  Govern- 
ment, The  testimony  In  the  hearings  before  the  committee 
will  enlighten  gentlemen  as  to  who  owns  this  gold.  It  is  in 
large  part  owned  by  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  And  the  representative  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  testified  before  the  committee 
that  he  agreed  with  the  recommendation  oX  the  Secretary  ol 


the  Treasury  that  this  fund  should  be  held  as  a  reserve,  to  be 
used  for  extreme  purposes. 

Mr.  DISNEY.  Yes.  That  Is  an  organization  that  has 
been  most  critical  of  the  administration  in  the  last  few  years. 
Their  representative,  a  man  learned  in  the  subject,  was  most 
pronounced  in  his  view  that  the  stabilization  fund  should  not, 
for  economic  reasons,  business  reasons,  governmental  reasons, 
be  disturbed.  I  am  inclined  to  take  the  judgment  of  those 
gentlemen  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  agree  that  the  Federal 
Reserve  owns  at  least  seventeen  billion  of  this  gold,  or  has  a 
mortgage  upon  it,  but  with  reference  to  the  stabilization 
fund,  out  of  the  $2,000,000,000  only  $200  000.000  has  been  used, 
and  $1,800,000,000  has  been  l3^ng  idle,  and  nothing  has  been 
done  with  it,  and  so  far  as  the  future  Is  concerned,  we  can 
never  attempt  to  stabilize  foreign  currency  with  it. 

Mr.  DISNEY.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  in  error  about  the 
facts  as  to  the  use  of  it,  but  if  there  ever  was  a  time  that  we 
needed  the  stabilization  fund  it  is  now. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  But  the  Treasury  discon- 
tinued using  it  last  September  and  they  said  they  would  not 
use  it  during  the  war. 

Mr.  DISNEY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  been  most  earnestly 
opposed  to  invading  the  pockets  of  the  middle-class  taxpayers 
and  have  often  said  so.  The  argimient  most  usually  ad- 
vanced was  that  if  we  started  taxing  them  it  would  make 
them  tax  conscious.  This  bill  will  do  that  Job  completely. 
This  most  certainly  will  make  them  tax  conscious.  I  hope  It 
has  the  psychological  effect  that  the  originators  of  the  idea, 
particularly  one  member  of  another  body,  had  in  mind,  be- 
cause if  it  will  make  us  economy  minded  it  will  have  a  good 
effect. 

Under  this  bill,  if  you  have  read  the  hearings,  you  will  find 
that  an  additional  nearly  7,000.000  of  our  people  will  file  re- 
turns, and  a  vast  part  of  that  7.000,000  will  pay  taxes  in  addi- 
tion to  what  they  have  heretofore  paid. 

I  have  prepared  a  brief  history  of  personal  income  taxes, 
which  I  will  place  in  the  Record  at  this  time: 

PEBSONAI,  TAXIS 

Ttoe  foUowlng  Interesting  history  of  personal  Income  tax  from  a 
volume  published  by  the  Brookings  Institution  and  written  by 
James  D.  Magee  is  Interesting  as  a  historical  sketch: 

"The  buiden  of  the  personal  Income  tax  has  become  heavier 
through  the  increase  In  both  the  normal  and  the  surtax  rates  and 
by  various  changes  in  methods  of  calculation  which  result  In  taxing 
more  of  the  income. 

"The  normal  rate  in  1930  was  IVi  percent  on  the  first  $4,000  of 
taxable  income,  3  percent  on  the  next  $4,000.  and  5  percent  on  the 
balance.  In  1932  and  1933  the  rate  was  4  percent  on  the  first 
$4,000  of  taxable  income  and  8  percent  on  the  balance.  Since  1934 
the  normal  rate  has  been  a  flat  4  percent.  This  was  not  a  reduc- 
tion, s^nce  the  surtaxes,  starting  with  4  percent,  were  applied  to  the 
taxable  Income  above  $4,000. 

"The  surtax  rates  In  1931  began  at  1  percent  on  net  Incomes  In 
excess  of  $10,000  and  rose  to  20  percent  on  net  Incomes  In  excess 
of  $100,000.  In  1932  the  surtaxes  began  with  1  percent  on  net 
Incomes  In  excess  of  $6,000  and  rose  to  55  percent  on  Incomes  over 
$1,000,000.  In  1934  they  started  with  4  percent  on  net  Incomes 
over  $4,000  and  rose  to  59  percent  on  net  Incomes  over  $1,000  000. 
In  1936  they  began  with  4  percent  on  net  Incomes  over  $4,000  and 
roee  to  75  percent  on  net  Incomes  over  $5,000,000  These  rates  are 
continued  In  the  act  of  1938 

"From  1925  to  1931  married  couples  were  given  a  personal  exemp- 
tion of  $3,500  and  single  persons  a  personal  exemption  of  $1,500. 
Since  1932  these  exemptions  have  been  reduced  to  $2,500  and  $1  000 
respectively. 

•Tn  the  acts  of  1924.  1926.  and  1928  an  eamed-lncom*  credit  of 
25  percent  was  granted.  This  credit  was  eliminated  In  1932  It 
was  restored  In  1934  but  lowered  to  10  percent  and  the  maximum 
amount  allowable  reduced.  At  present  not  zxxtre  than  $14  000  may 
be  counted  as  earned  Income. 

Mr.  Chairman,  like  other  nations,  America  is  prone  to 
become  intense  on  national  issues.  It  is  not  a  fair  charge 
that  America  has  become  hysterical.  Interest  and  earnest- 
ness do  not  constitute  hysteria.  Through  this  urge  for  pre- 
paredness we  can  calmly  look  to  the  future. 

America,  by  an  almost  overwhelming  unanimity,  appears 
to  be  in  favor  of  sending  aid  to  the  Allies  in  their  hour  of 
trial.  This  Is  most  natural,  because  our  racial,  lingual,  and 
commercial  sympathies  are  with  Britain  and  Prance  and 
against  barbarism,  against  the  disturbers  of  the  peace  of  the 
world. 
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But  we  should  be  realistic  as  well  as  earnest  and  sjnn- 
pathetic.  If  we  are  realistic  we  will  count  the  cost.  The 
cost  of  sending  planes,  guns,  ammunition,  and  other  war 
supplies  to  the  AlUes,  even  indirectly,  from  the  United  States 
arsenals  has  its  loss  of  compensation  in  several  ways.  First, 
in  incurring  additional  hatred  of  the  enemies  of  democracy. 
This  we  do  not  mind  for  the  moment.  The  important  cost  is 
the  possibility — yes,  even  the  probability — of  our  involve- 
ment in  the  conflict,  because  any  movement  of  supplies  and 
munitions  out  of  our  Army,  even  indirectly,  into  the  hands 
of  the  Allies  can  be  construed  as  an  act  of  war  by  the 
enemies  of  the  Allies.  Have  we  cotmted  this  cost,  and  do 
we  want  to  pay  it? 

The  subject  is  well  discussed  in  an  editorial  in  the  Tulsa 
World,  of  recent  date,  as  follows: 

WAK     SUPPLIES     TO     THE     ALLIES 

In  the  matter  of  supplying  the  Allies  with  guns  and  airplanes, 
why  not  get  down  to  the  ground?  Why  should  we  continue  to 
kid  ourselves?  Practically  all  of  the  people  in  this  country  favor 
the  Allies  and  want  to  see  Hitler  lose,  world  without  end.  We 
may  be  fooling  ourselves,  but  we  are  not  kldd.ng  Hitler  and 
Mussolini  with  our  wise  talk  about  neutrality  and  our  ardent 
rooting  for  the  Allies.  Isn't  it  about  time  to  quit  spreading 
applesauce  over  a  dire,  weU-nlgh  universal  tragedy? 

Rap.d  progress  is  being  made  by  the  United  States  as  a  sup- 
plier of  war  materials  to  the  Allies.  The  decision  to  fre«  a  lot  of 
Navy  planes  for  Immediate  shipment  to  Great  Britain  and  Fraiice 
was  quickly  followed  by  President  Roosevelt  asking  for  legislation, 
or  full  legal  sanction,  to  permit  the  tradlng-ln  of  the  old  types 
of  guns  These  actions  appear  as  calculated  to  complete  the 
Oovemmenfs  power  to  turn  back  to  manufacturers  many  sorts 
of  service  equipment.  Presumably  all  this  opens  up  large  and 
fast  trade  to  the  desperate,  embattled  Allies.  ct„»^ 

It  is  practically  certain  most  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
wUl  concur  in.  or  at  least  condone,  these  moves.  Selling  supplies 
for  war  U  not  getting  into  the  war.  We  sell  s"PP"f  J^«°  ""JI 
is  no  war.  War  supplies  are.  in  many  cases,  intended  as  Insurance 
against  war.  That  Is  the  purport  of  the  preparedness  which  the 
plople  of  this  country  favor.  Supplies  sent  abroad  can  be  used 
M  irguments  against  war  as  well  as  the  wherew  thai  to  get  into 
or  end  a  war  There  is  warrant,  at  least  In  public  sentiment,  for 
seUlng  supplies  to  the  Allies  on  a  big  scale. 

Our  policy  of  neutrality  and  our  eagerness  to  aid  the  AUlM. 
wliether  we  admit  it  or  not.  are  somewhat  inflicting.  They  do 
not  however  fool  the  big  bosses  of  Germany  and  Italy.  Mr. 
SS^veU-s  r'ecenTdlrect  ap'peal  to  Mussolini  for  nonpart^cipat^n 
in  the  war  may  have  been  from  concern  for  Italy  s  health,  but 
c^rilnW  was  not  calculated  to  aid  Hitler.  The  purport  was 
S^Sl?l>  help  tlie  Allies  by  holding  Italy  ^back.  It  is  time  for 
Sialism  and  not  for  poses.  We  must  be  getting  pretty  near  the 
end  of  posing. 

Section  209  of  the  biU  relates  to  certain  excise  taxes  ex- 
tended from  1941  to  1945.  The  interest  in  them  whi  e  it 
would  appear  generaUy  to  be  local,  is  not  in  fact  local.  I 
have  prepared  some  observations  on  the  subject  of  excise 
taxes  on  imports  of  petroleum: 

The  petroleum  Indubtry  Is  of  vital  importance  to  us,  as  a 
Nation  and  as  individuals,  In  peace  or  in  war.    It  is  essential 
to  the  national  defense.    Without  its  products  our  aircraft, 
mechanized  Army  units,  and  our  Navy  would  be  helpless. 
Pew   If  any    Industries  should  be  in  a  position  to  make  as 
tremendous  'a  contribution  toward  any  system  of  prepared- 
ness which  might  be  devised.    Any  adequate  P^oeram  fcr  the 
national  defense  must  have  as  one  of  its  primary  objectives 
the  encouragement  of  the  petroleum  industry  In  this  country 
in  order  that  there  might  be  a  continuing  supply  of  the  vari- 
ous products  of  that  industry  whenever  the  need  might  arise. 
Leaders  of  various  branches  of  the  petroleum  industry  have 
assured  the  administration  of  their  desire  to  fuUy  cooperate 
with  the  Government  In  Its  preparedness  program.    While  I 
do  not  know  that  they  have  said  so,  it  appears  to  me  that 
this  industry  also  has  a  right  to  expect  from  the  Government 
encouragement  and  aid  in  Its  vitally  Important  service  to 
the  Nation.    One  form  which  that  aid  might  take  would  be 
in  exercising  that  control  over  imports  of  foreign  oil  under 
the  terms  of  the  Venezuelan  trade  agreement  which  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  has  assured  our  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  would  be  exercised  If  the  need  arose. 

We  are  all  aware  that  since  1932  Congress  has  held  a  degree 
of  supervision  over  petroleum  imports.  In  that  year  it  im- 
posed the  oil  excise  taxes  with  a  2-year  limitation.  Each 
successive  Congress  since  then  has  had  an  opportunity  to 
watch  the  effect  of  these  taxes  and  each  Congress  has  re- 
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newed  them.  Underlying  this  2-jesiT  limitation  was  the  Idea 
that  Congress,  at  any  time,  could  increase  these  taxes  or 
could  impose  limitations  upon  these  Imports  should  the  sit- 
uation in  this  country  demand  that  action.  Because  of  this 
continued  supervision  and  the  possibility  of  such  congres- 
sional action.  Imports  have  been  held,  since  1932.  within 
reasonable  limits. 

Many  of  us  held,  and  some  of  us  still  hold,  to  the  opinion 
that  the  Reciprocal  Trade  Agreements  Act  did  not  give  any 
authority  to  include  these  excise  taxes  in  any  reciprocal-trade 
agreement.  Nevertheless,  they  have  been  Included  in  the 
Venezuelan  agreement.  It  is  held  that  this  inclusion  prevents  - 
Congress  from  either  increasing  these  taxes  or  limiting  the 
foreign  petroleum  imports.  In  a  letter  to  the  chairman  of  our 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
stated  that  he  would  take  appropriate  action  If  these  imports 
damaged  the  petroleum  industry.  That  such  damage  has 
occurred  and  is  occurring  today  should  be  evident  to  any 
unprejudiced  student  of  the  statistics  of  the  Industry.  The 
Tariff  Commission  has  announced  that  it  has  been  making  a 
study  of  the  effect  of  the  Venezuelan  trade  agreement  upon 
the  domestic  petroleum  industry.  I  do  not  know  what  data 
were  used.  I  have  not  heard  of  inquiries  being  made  of  the 
industry.  I  do  know  that  leaders  of  the  industry  have  not 
been  asked  for  information  on  this  question.  The  fact  that 
such  a  report  is  to  be  made  public  soon,  however,  indicates  an 
awareness  of  the  fact  that  there  are  serious  disturbances 
today  in  the  domestic  petroleum  Industry. 
Here  are  some  of  the  facts: 

Imports  of  low-cost  foreign  oil  have  Increased  rapidly. 
During  the  first  4  months  of  this  year  petroleimi  Imports 
subject  to  the  reduced  excise  taxes  were  123  percent  larger 
than  during  the  same  period  of  last  year.  The  domestic 
producers'  markets  are  being  invaded  by  this  cheap  oil  to  a 
larger  and  larger  extent.    For  what  purpose? 

The  underlying  theory  of  reciprocal-trade  agreements  in- 
volves the  granting  of  concessions  by  two  nations  so  as  to 
encourage  foreign  trade  between  them,  thereby  enlarging  the 
markets  for  the  goods  of  each.  The  Venezuelan  agreement 
violated  the  spirit  of  this  principle.  The  benefits  of  the  con- 
cessions granted  by  the  United  States  went  almost  entirely  to 
a  few  large  importing  companies  rather  than  to  the  nationals 
of  Venezuela.  Not  only  Is  this  true,  but  in  granting  conces- 
sions on  89  percent  of  our  total  imports  from  Venezuela  we 
received  concessions  on  only  36  percent  of  our  shipments  to 
that  country.  In  other  words,  it  looked  like  a  poor  bargain 
for  everyone  except  a  few  large  importing  companies. 

Developments  since  the  agreement  became  effective  have 
offered  further  proof  of  this.  The  total  value  of  our  exports 
to  Venezuela  during  the  3  months  following  the  trade  agree- 
ment was  1  percent  lower  than  during  the  3  months  prior  to 
the  agreement.  On  the  other  hand,  the  value  of  our  imports 
increased  20  percent.  At  the  same  time  that  we  are  permit- 
ting more  Venezuelan  products  to  come  in.  therefore,  we  find 
the  markets  for  United  States  products  reduced.  This  situa- 
tion is  in  direct  contrast  to  our  trade  with  all  other  South 
American  coim  tries  during  the  same  periods  as  our  total 
exports  to  these  other  nations  rose  2  percent,  while  imports 
from  them  were  reduced  about  4  percent.  A  similar  picture 
is  found  if  the  3  months  following  the  agreement — January, 
February,  and  March  1940 — are  compared  with  the  corre- 
sponding months  of  the  previous  year.  On  this  basis  im- 
ports from  Venezuela  Incresised  86  percent,  whereas  exports 
to  Venezuela  Increased  only  47  percent.  All  other  South 
American  countries  combined  showed  an  increase  of  only  34 
percent  in  their  shipments  to  us,  but  an  Increase  of  81  percent 
in  our  exports  to  them. 

The  domestic  oil  producers  had  to  pay  a  price  when  this 
agreement  was  made.  It  was  the  only  price  that  was  paid. 
There  would  seem  to  be  some  justification  for  complaint, 
therefore,  not  solely  on  the  grounds  that  the  American  pro- 
ducer has  suffered  but  also  because  his  money  has  been  spent 
unwisely  and  unprofltably. 

Another  significant  trend  since  the  trswie  agreement  with 
Venezuela  became  effectlvfe  hats  been  the  decline  in  the  prices 
Of  crude  oil  and  fuel  oil  in  California.    This  State  is  our 
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largest  domestic  source  of  oil  of  a  type  similar  to  most  of  the 
imported  oil.  Two  weeks  after  the  taxes  were  reduced  by  the 
agreement  the  price  of  heavy  fuel  oil  in  California  was  re- 
duced 15  cents  per  barrel.  A  month  following,  on  February  1 
of  this  year,  the  price  of  crude  oil  to  the  California  producers 
was  reduced  4  to  15  cents  per  barrel,  depending  on  the  feul-oil 
content  of  the  crude,  the  larger  reductions  applying  to  the 
heavier  types  of  oil  which  compete  with  imported  oils.  This 
reduction  was  the  first  downward  revision  of  crude-oil  prices 
in  this  area  in  4  years  and  is  equivalent  to  a  penalty  of 
$1,500,000  a  month  on  the  California  producers. 

The  effect  on  California  refiners  is  shown  by  the  following 
comment  in  the  National  Petroleum  News  of  February  7, 
1940: 

During  the  week.  In  the  Los  Angeles  Basin,  two  small  refineries 
dosed  down  and  one  changed  hands.  Disposal  of  acciunulated 
stocks  of  fuel  oU  was  reported  to  be  their  chief  difficulty. 

This,  at  a  time  when  more  and  more  foreign  fuel  oil  was 
pushing  into  our  Atlantic  seaboard  markets. 

Further  evidence  of  the  harm  being  done  to  the  domestic 
producers  by  the  large  imports  since  the  reduction  of  the 
excise  taxes  is  shown  by  quantity  of  domestic  crude  oil  that 
has  been  forced  into  storage.  Excess  above-ground  storage 
creates  waste  and  the  State  regulatory  bodies  seek  to  avoid 
such  waste  by  bringing  supply  into  balance  with  demand. 
In  doing  this,  their  efforts  may  be  offset  by  uncontrolled 
supplies  of  foreign  oil.  Such  has  been  the  case  since  the 
Venezuelan  agreement  gave  encouragement  to  the  importers. 
F\3r  ej^ample.  during  the  first  5  months  of  this  year  ap- 
proximately 200.000  barrels  daily  of  low-cost  foreign  oil  has 
been  entering  the  United  States  in  direct  competition  with 
Axneilf^  oil.  During  the  same  period,  domestic  crude  oil 
has  been  forced  into  storage  at  the  rate  of  150,000  barrels 
per  day.  Because  of  these  additions  to  storage  some  per- 
sons have  accused  the  domestic  industry  of  overproduction. 
That  is  not  overproduction.  It  is  oversupply  caused  by  un- 
ncessary  and  harmful  quantities  of  foreign  oil. 

One  of  the  arguments  advanced  by  those  who  oppose  an 
adequate  tax  on  Imported  petroleum  is  that  the  tax  will 
d«ay  to  the  consximer  the  benefit  of  lower  prices.  This 
argument  overlooks  the  fact  that  imports  are  controlled  by 
a  few  large  companies  who  also  dominate  the  water  trans- 
portation of  these  shipments.  Under  such  a  strict  control 
there  is  no  reason  to  expect  lower  consumer  prices.  There 
Is  ample  evidence  to  support  this  view.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
since  the  imposition  of  the  excise  taxes  in  1932  the  prices 
of  petroleum  products  have  been  reduced  more  than  the 
prices  for  other  commodities. 

PV)Ilowlng  the  reduction  in  these  taxes,  however,  prices  of 
fuel  oils  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard  Increased  rapidly  despite 
greatly  increased  foreign  supplies.  At  the  first  of  the  year 
the  price  of  heavy  fuel  oil  for  ships'  bunkers,  for  example, 
increased  from  $1.15  per  barrel  to  $1.50  per  barrel  in  New 
York,  although  there  was  no  corresponding  increase  in  the 
prices  in  the  Oulf  or  Mid-Continent  area.  This  increased 
price  was  maintained  during  the  first  5  months  of  the  year. 
Heavy  fuel  oil  is  the  principal  product  obtained  from  the  oils 
that  were  being  Imported  in  large  quantities  at  a  reduced  tax 
rate.  Certainly  no  price  advantage  to  the  consumer  can  be 
shown. 

The  following  table  gives  statistics  on  recent  imports  of 
oil  from  Venezuela: 

Oil  imports 

Imports: 

Since  Dec.  16,  1939.  at  reduced  rates. ..barrels. _        21. 168.  633 

Revenue  lost  at  reduced  rate $3,222,706.40 

Dally  average  of  loss  In  revenue $16,224.13 

Imports : 

First  4  months  of  1939 barrels..  8.863.644 

First  4  months  of   1940 do 19.936.805 

One  other  reference:  It  appears  that  ¥rith  overwhelnUng 
unanimity  the  people  of  this  country  are  determined  to  aid 
the  Allies  in  every  way.  To  use  the  President's  language, 
"Every  means  short  of  war^'  A  great  Republican.  William 
Allen  White.  Is  head  of  a  society  with  the  same  object  in 
view.  When  we  furnish  the  Allies  with  planes,  ammunition, 
and  guna  Indirectly  from  the  United  States  Army,  although 


it  comports  with  that  opinion  of  the  American  public,  almost 
universal  in  its  acceptance,  it  seems  to  me  that  a  calm  sur- 
vey would  give  us  pause  and  require  us  to  coimt  the  cost, 
first,  in  the  effect  on  those  opposed  to  the  Allies  in  the  long 
We  do  not  mind  it  now.  but  the  time  may  come  when 


run. 


that  will  be  material  to  us.  Second,  in  the  possibility,  even 
the  protMibility,  of  that  conduct  putting  us  into  war,  because 
any  nation  on  the  other  side  could  promptly  use  this  conduct 
as  an  overt  act  of  war.  I  think  we  should  count  the  cost, 
because  this  Nation  does  not  desire  to  enter  this  holocaust. 
If  we  are  going  to  go  to  EJurope  every  time  a  new  crop  of 
yoimg  men  is  reared  in  Europe,  then  the  precedent  is  too 
horrible  to  contemplate.  But  if  in  our  zeal  and  our  earnest- 
ness we  do  things  that  amount  to  overt  acts  of  war,  we 
should  now  count  the  cost,  and  I  hope  we  will  do  it. 
[  Applause.  1 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  yields 
back  2  minutes. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  3  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Johns]. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  this  Is  one  of  the  most 
important  days  that  this  Congress  will  ever  see  during  the 
three  sessions  that  we  have  had. 

When  I  first  came  here  and  they  began  to  talk  about  mil- 
lions and  billions,  I  began  to  get  dizzy.  When  I  think  about 
the  amount  that  has  been  appropriated  this  year  and  the 
amount  that  was  asked  for  and  appropriated  last  year,  I  do 
not  think  there  is  much  to  get  excited  about  today,  because 
last  year  we  appropriated  $13,000,000,000,  which  the  President 
signed,  and  he  asked  us  in  the  closing  days  to  appropriate 
$5,100,000,000  more.  All  we  are  asking  for  defense  today  Is 
$4,000,000,000.  I  think  it  is  one  of  the  finest  things  for  this 
country  that  has  ever  happened,  because  it  will  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  people  of  this  country  our  situation  and  make 
them  tax  conscious. 

We  have  been  borrowing  money  for  7*4  years.  About 
40  percent  of  every  dollar  we  have  spent  we  have  been  bor- 
rowing and  nobody  has  paid  any  unusual  taxes  to  take 
care  of  those  obligations.  So  that  today  the  country  Is  tax 
conscious.  They  are  going  to  put  an  end  to  this  spending 
right  now  when  we  are  through  with  this  national  defense. 
We  are  going  to  be  through  spending  so  much  money  for  any 
other  purpose. 

I  would  say  we  can  save  $500,000,000  to  $600,000,000  out  of 
the  funds  we  have  appropriated  for  W.  P.  A.  and  relief,  by 
taking  those  people  off  W.  P.  A.  and  taking  the  people  on 
relief  and  putting  them  to  work  at  this  national  defense.  I 
think  that  ought  to  be  done  and  I  think  that  considerable 
money  can  be  saved  to  this  country  by  so  doing.  I  think  the 
number  of  those  on  W.  P.  A.  or  on  relief  would  be  glad  to 
have  a  job  where  they  could  receive  good  wages  and  get 
along  better  than  they  have  in  the  past. 

As  has  been  stated  today,  we  are  going  to  stay  in  session. 
The  people  of  this  country  want  us  to  stay  in  session.  I 
can  remember  the  World  War  and  the  parallels  that 
came  with  the  conditions  that  existed  at  that  time  and 
those  that  exist  at  the  present  time.  I  heard  the  President 
of  the  United  States  go  further  than  I  have  ever  heard  the 
head  of  any  other  government  go  last  night.  He  has  pledged 
this  country  aU  that  he  can  possibly  pledge  himself  the 
natural  resources  of  this  Government. 

The  people  of  this  country  do  not  want  war.  They  all 
sympathize  with  the  people  of  warring  Europe  but  they  do 
not  want  to  get  into  the  fight.  This  was  true  in  1916  when 
we  elected  Woodrow  Wilson  President  of  the  United  SUtes. 
He  was  elected  on  the  slogan  "He  kept  us  out  of  war" 
However.  Woodrow  Wilson  was  different  from  the  present 
occupant  of  the  White  House,  as  he  counseled  all  the  people 
to  not  only  think  neutral,  but  to  also  act  neutral. 

We  have  a  neutrality  law  on  the  statute  books  at  the  pres- 
ent Ume.  but  the  President  has  evidently  forgotten  what  It 
contains  or  that  he  ever  signed  it.  His  emoUons  carry  him 
away.  That  Is  the  reason  Congress  cannot  trust  him  to  go 
home,  as  he  has  already  promised  everything  within  his  power 
except  our  Uvea  and  the  lives  of  the  people  of  the  NaUon. 
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Tbe  lives  can  be  safeguarded  by  Congress.  We  can  remain 
here  to  exercise  the  powers  belonging  to  Congress  and  not 
turn  them  over  to  the  President,  because,  after  listening  to  his 
address  at  Charlottesville.  Va..  last  night,  one  cannot  help  but 
agree  with  the  high  oflBcials  of  the  Italian  Government  when 
they  stated  that  the  criticism  of  the  President  was  the  grav- 
est ever  received  from  the  head  of  another  government  which 
was  not  at  war  with  Italy. 

Congressmen  who  stay  at  Washington  and  look  after  their 
duties  need  not  fear  reelection.  It  will  be  those  who  want  to 
go  home  and  desert  their  country  at  such  a  critical  period 
that  will  need  to  look  after  their  return  to  Congress. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  third  term  for  the  President. 
A  few  more  speeches  like  the  one  delivered  last  night  and  none 
of  us  need  to  worry  about  his  reelection.  The  people  will 
take  care  of  that.  Here  is  a  suggestion  that  if  any  Congress- 
man wants  to  use  I  think  it  ^ill  be  well  received  by  his  con- 
stituents back  in  his  district.  Wilson  had  a  slogan  in  1916. 
The  people  can  have  one  now.  It  is:  'Draft  Roosevelt  and 
he  will  draft  you." 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  I  Mr.  Leland  M.  Ford]. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  PORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  very  brief 
time  at  my  disposal  I  want  to  read  some  facts  and  figures 
with  reference  to  the  ability  of  the  taxpayer  to  pay.  I  think 
that  is  one  of  the  things  we  have  to  consider.  I  want  to  read 
a  short  resume  I  have  been  studying,  for  I  think  It  is  very 
appropriate  in  our  consideration  of  this  matter,  namely: 

No  one  questions  the  desirability  "of  taxation  for  the  support  of 
the  essential  functions  of  povernment.  but  taxes,  that  bear  so 
heavily  on  any  group — workers,  consumers,  Investors,  or  pro- 
prietors— that  productive  effort  ceases  to  be  worth  while  and  the 
Industrial  machine  slows  down  are  Inherently  uneconomic.  And 
the  tax  load  has  Increased  to  a  point  where  it  represents  one  of 
the  principal  deterrents  to  business  recovery  and  reemployment. 
Tet.  present  taxes,  high  as  they  are,  faU  far  short  of  meeting  the 
cost  of  government.  In  the  not  distant  future  this  Nation  wlU 
probably  be  forced,  in  one  way  or  another,  to  face  the  fact  that 
It  is  living  beyond  lU  means  and  that  retrenchment  in  nonessen- 
tials is  not  merely  desirable  but  imperative,  esptcially  In  view  of 
the  greatly  enlarged  expenditures  for  national  defense  that  must 
be  met.  |  T 

I  do  not  think  there  is  a  man  in  this  House  who  does  not 
want  adequate  national  defense,  but  in  considering  national 
defense  we  have  to  consider  our  other  expenses.  I  might 
take  that  in  two  phases:  Our  national  military  defense  and 
our  national  economic  defense;  suid  I  say  to  you  that  if  our 
national  economic  structure  is  broken  down,  we  are  not  go- 
ing to  have  much  need  for  national  defense.  In  this  con- 
nection I  want  to  read  a  couple  of  items  with  reference  to 
taxes  and  the  ability  of  our  taxpayers  to  pay.  Right  now. 
imknowingly  In  hidden  taxes,  there  are  126  taxes  on  a  pair 
of  shoes.  148  taxes  on  a  pair  of  overalls.  52  taxes  on  a  loaf 
of  bread,  and  105  on  a  suit  of  clothes.  A  farmer  who  puts 
up  a  new  fence  may  encounter,  imknowingly.  191  taxes. 

Out  of  149  companies.  122  industrials  are  reported  as  pay- 
ing in  taxes  60  percent  of  their  net  income,  and  27  utilities 
are  now  paying  in  taxes  99  percent  of  their  net  income. 
This  makes  an  average  for  the  149  companies  of  75  percent 
of  net  income  paid  out  for  taxes. 

The  American  Iron  and  Steel  Institute  reports  that  taxes 
paid  by  the  steel  industry  last  year  absorbed  more  than  one- 
half  of  the  net  profits  remaining  after  all  other  expenses  of 
operation  had  been  met.  They  were  equivalent  to  more  than 
$332  per  wage  earner  employed  during  the  year,  and  if  they 
had  been  paid  out  in  wages  they  would  have  increased  the 
total  pay  roUs  for  the  year  by  22  percent.  Expressed  in 
another  way,  the  tax  payments  represented  a  year's  pay  for 
92.500  workers. 

There  are  two  ways  of  accomplishing  our  purpose  of  giving 
this  country  proper,  adequate  national  defense  as  well  as 
carrying  on  the  reasonable,  desirable,  necessary  functions  of 
Government. 

One  is  by  raising  taxes  and  the  national  debt  limit.  The 
other  is  to  reconsider  our  whole  financial  requirements  and 


total  Budget  and  total  cost  of  aU  items.  After  this  reconsid- 
eration, to  cut  out  smd  retrench  on  those  items  that  are  not 
reasonable,  desirable,  and  absolutely  necessary  functions  of 
government,  as  we  have  heretofore  known  it.  and  some  of 
which  items  border  on  socialistic  trends.  It  is  my  belief  that 
this  retrenchment  program  should  be  followed.  I  think  that 
perhaps  a  billion  to  a  billion  and  a  half  of  unnecessary  ex- 
penditures that  we  are  now  making  can  be  saved,  recovered, 
and  applied  to  this  necessary  defense  program.  In  that  man- 
ner we  can  have  both  a  safe,  sound  national  defense  as  well 
as  safe,  sound  economic  structure,  both  of  which  are  vitally 
necessary  to  the  safety  and  welfare  of  this  Nation. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas  (Mr  Carlson]. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  7  years  our  Federal 
Government  has  been  spending  billions  of  dollars  of  bor- 
rowed money.  It  seems  that  this  money  has  been  spent 
without  any  regard  or  thought  of  how  we  were  going  to  pay 
it  back.  Now.  when  we  are  faced  with  an  emergency  it  be- 
comes necessary  to  borrow  additional  money  and  place  a  tax 
burden  of  $1,000,000,000  per  year  on  our  citizens.  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt,  when  asked  at  his  press  conference  where  he 
expected  to  secure  the  proposed  additional  billion  dollars,  is 
reported  to  have  straightened  up  in  his  chair  and  raising  his 
voice,  said,  "That  is  a  minor  detail,"  adding  later  that  he 
was  not  frightfully  interested  in  which  way  the  money  was 
raised,  either  by  taxes  or  by  borrowing. 

This  may  be  the  attitude  of  the  President,  but  I  know  it 
Is  not  the  attitude  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  nor 
do  I  believe  it  is  the  attitude  of  Congress  or  the  country.  To 
me  this  is  a  serious  matter.  It  is  vital  to  our  future  welfare. 
Seven  years  of  deficit  spending  should  convince  anyone  that 
we  cannot  spend  ourselves  into  prosperity.  The  day  of 
reckoning  has  arrived.  Even  this  billion-doUar-a-year  tax 
program  will  not  balance  the  Budget. 

On  June  30.  when  the  fiscal  year  ends,  we  will  have  spent 
$3,700,000,000  more  than  we  have  taken  in.  Because  of  these 
7  years  of  spending  it  is  now  necessary  not  only  to  secure 
new  taxes  but  raise  the  debt  limit  from  $45,000,000,000  to 
$49,000,000,000.  Everyone  realizes  that  under  existing  con- 
ditions something  had  to  be  done.  Oiu*  national  defense 
must  be  strengthened,  and  the  practically  unanimous  vote 
for  the  defense  measures  indicates  the  seriousness  of  our 
situation. 

We  entered  the  last  war  with  a  national  debt  of  $1,000,- 
000,000  and  came  out  of  it  with  a  debt  of  $25,000,000,000. 
Now  we  are  face  to  face  with  a  more  threatening  conflict — 
with  a  Budget  that  has  been  out  of  balance  for  9  years  and 
a  debt  nearing  $45,000,000,000,  a  dark  picture  to  say  the 
least. 

Congress  will  be  derelict  in  its  duty  if  it  votes  this  tax  bill 
without  first  insisting  on  a  general  reduction  of  govern- 
mental expenditures  of  at  least  10  percent  in  various  agen- 
cies. Second,  we  should  amend  this  bill  by  inserting  a  section 
which  would  provide  for  a  war- profits  tax.  Third,  the  lan- 
guage of  the  bill  should  be  strengthened  so  as  to  make  this 
money  available  for  national  defense  only.  Fourth,  insist 
that  our  Government  finances  be  placed  on  a  pay-as-you-go 
basis  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

Our  citizens  are  insisting  on  tliese  four  provisions  and  I 
for  one  am  going  to  do  everything  within  my  power  to  hasten 
their  enactment. 

This  tax  bill,  when  enacted  into  law,  will  be  a  real  burden 
on  our  citizens.  It  is  so  easy  to  give  out  misinformation  in 
regard  to  the  taxes  we  pay  and  who  pays  them.  Politicians 
travel  over  the  land  and  proclaim  the  fact  that  the  rich  pay 
the  taxes.  I  only  wish  they  did  or  that  they  could.  Regard- 
ing this,  former  Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  John  W. 
Hanes  recently  stated.  "No  more  damnable  lie  than  that  was 
ever  perpetrated  on  the  American  people." 

People  who  have  very  little  money  say  taxes  should  be  laid 
on  those  with  more  money — in  other  words,  "Soak  the  rich." 
People  who  have  a  good  deal  of  money  in  turn  issue  the 
warning,  "Don't  kill  the  goose  that  lays  the  golden  egg."    In 
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other  words,  do  not  tax  those  who  make  money  so  severely 
that  they  cease  to  put  forth  the  effort  necessary  to  make  it. 
Nobody  enjoys  pasring  taxes — almost  everybody  believes  that 
the  best  tax  is  the  one  the  other  fellow  pays. 

No  one  can  truthfully  say  that  this  tax  bill  will  tax  only 
the  rich.  Increased  excise  taxes  are  alwaj^  a  burden  on  our 
common  citizens  and  In  this  bill  income  tax  exemptions  have 
been  lowered  and  the  rates  materially  increased. 

Under  existing  law  a  married  man  with  an  income  ot  $3,000 
would  pay  a  tax  of  $8.  This  bill  increases  his  tax  to  $30.80. 
The  married  man  with  a  $4,000  income  now  pays  a  tax  of 
$44.  Under  the  proposed  law  he  will  pay  $70.40.  These  in- 
creases will  not  be  minor  matters  to  millions  of  our  lower- 
income  groups.  We  must  always  remember  that  every  addi- 
tional tax  dollar  taken  from  the  American  family  is  just  $1 
less  for  that  family  to  spend  on  necessities  and  luxuries  of 
life.  The  increase  in  the  excise  taxes  will  yield  $525,000,000 
In  the  fiscal  year  1941  and  in  the  following  4  years  it  should 
yield  $651,800,000.  These  taxes  fall  directly  on  the  consumers 
or  producers  of  this  Nation.  Ether  they  are  passed  forward 
to  the  consumer  in  the  form  of  higher  retail  prices  or  back- 
ward to  the  producers — including  the  farmers — in  the  form  of 
lower  prices  for  labor  or  farm  commodities. 

For  years  it  has  been  the  hope  of  Congress  and  the  citizens 
generally  that  we  could  soon  eliminate  these  taxes,  but  instead 
we  are  Increasing  them.  Only  last  year  when  this  committee 
reported  the  revenue  bill  of  1939  on  June  16.  it  contained  the 
following  statement  in  regard  to  the  excise  taxes:  "Your 
committee  is  sensitive  of  the  genersil  undesirability  of  these 
taxes,  but  their  extension  for  2  years  will  not  preclude  action 
by  the  Congress  to  remove  or  revise  them  earlier  if  the  con- 
dition of  the  revenue  permits."  What  a  forlorn  hope  that 
statement  Is  with  a  Budget  deficit  of  approximately  $4,000,- 
000.000.  Our  citizens  are  willing  to  pay  additional  taxes,  but 
as  these  burdens  are  increased  they  are  going  to  demand  a 
strict  accounting  of  our  expenditures.  Under  these  cUrcum- 
stances  the  least  we  can  do  is  insist  on  a  dollar  value  for 
every  dollar  spent. 

If  ATIOKAI.  IMDEBTEDNIS8 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  today  not  only  voting  new  taxes, 
we  are  also  increasing  the  national  debt  limit  from  forty-five 
to  forty-nine  billion  dollars.  We  should  stop  and  consider 
how  fast  our  national  indebtedness  has  increased.  When  the 
United  States  entered  the  World  War  the  per  capita  share 
of  the  public  debt  was  $28.57.  Now  when  we  are  facing  an 
emergency  national-defense  program  our  per  capita  gross 
debt  is  well  over  $300 — the  highest  in  our  history.  Secretary 
Morgenthau  testified  before  our  committee  that  in  February 
1941  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  would  be  broke.  That 
Is,  our  debt  limit  will  have  been  reached  and  our  Treasury 
balance  practically  exhausted. 

This  year  the  total  tax  receipts  of  the  Federal  Government 
will  be  $5,652,000,000.  The  total  appropriations  that  have 
been  made  out  of  the  bills  now  pending,  including  the  Post 
Office  and  District  of  Columbia,  amount  to  $10,460,000,000. 
If  we  include  the  trust  accounts  we  will  have  a  total  of 
$12,284,000,000.  One  can  readily  see  that  even  with  this 
new  tax  bill  we  will  not  be  able  to  balance  the  Budget. 

In  1860,  Just  before  the  outbreak  of  the  Civil  War,  the 
debt  totaled  $65,000,000.  or  the  cost  of  building  one  modern 
battleship.  In  1896  it  climbed  slightly  above  the  $1,000,000,- 
000  mark.  At  the  beginning  of  the  World  War  we  had  a 
debt  of  approximately  $1,000,000,000  and  finished  that  war 
with  a  national  indebtedness  of  $25,482,000,000.  From  1919 
to  1930  we  reduced  that  debt  to  $16,185,308,000.  Today  we 
are  rapidly  approaching  the  $45,000,000,000  limit.  The  fol- 
lowing is  a  table  showing  the  per  capita  gross  debt  by  years: 
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1866. 
1900. 

1917. 


- - 16.  66 

28. 57 

1919 240.  09 

1930 131.  49 

1983 179.  21 

1989 308.  34 

It  would  take  33  years  to  bring  the  public  debt  of  1940 
down  to  the  predepression  level  at  the  same  rate  of  reduc- 


tion we  were  making  from  1920  to  1930.  Now  that  we  are 
increasing  the  debt  limit  $4,000,000,000  the  citizens  of  this 
country  are  entitled  to  have  the  assurance  of  Congress  that 
we  are  going  to  do  everything  in  our  power  to  keep  it  below 
this  figure. 

WAl   PROfTTS   TAX 

In  this  emergency  and  in  case  our  coimtry  is  forced  into 
war  we  should  profit  by  past  experiences  from  the  World 
War,  We  drafted  millions  of  young  men  in  1917  and  as  we 
look  back  it  must  be  disheartening  to  everyone  to  note  that 
we  did  not  draft  capital  and  enterprise  as  well.  The  first 
legislation  along  this  Hne  was  introduced  in  Congress  in  1922 
by  Senator  Arthttr  Capper  of  Kansas  and  the  late  Repre- 
sentative Royal  C.  Johnson,  of  South  Dakota.  Since  that 
time  many  bills  have  been  introduced  and  there  are  a  num- 
ber of  them  pending  at  this  time.  Unfortunately.  Congress 
has  not  given  this  matter  the  consideration  it  should  have 
in  view  of  the  present  emergency.  Today  we  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  bring  in  a  bill  with  proper  amendments  which 
would  have  placed  in  effect  a  system  of  taxation  which 
would  have  absorbed  all  profits  above  normal  in  case  of  an 
actual  war.  This  was  rejected  by  the  Committee  and  under 
the  present  nile  we  are  not  allowed  to  offer  amendments 
from  the  fioor.  Following  is  an  amendment  I  offered  in 
committee  during  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Amend  H.  R.  9966  by  adding  a  new  title  known  as  title  No.  1. 
which    reads    as    follows: 

"8»c.  — .  (a)  It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  Congress 
that  whenever  a  national  emergency  Is  declared  by  the  President 
or  Immediately  upon  the  declaration  of  war  by  the  United  States 
there  shall  be  In  effect  a  system  of  taxation  which  will  absorb 
all  profits  above  a  fair  normal  return  to  be  fixed  by  Congress. 

"(b)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  an  Investigation  for  the  purpose  of  formulating 
plana  for  a  system  of  taxation  on  excess  profits  to  be  In  effect 
whenever  a  national  emergency  is  declared  by  the  President  or  upon 
declaration  of  war  by  the  United  States,  and  it  shall  be  his  duty 
to  transmit  such  proposed  plan  to  the  Congress  at  the  earliest 
possible  date." 

Mr.  Bernard  M.  Baruch,  who  was  appointed  by  President 
Wilson  as  Chairman  of  the  War  Industries  Board  during  the 
World  War,  was  appointed  by  President  Roosevelt  3  years  ago 
as  Chairman  of  the  War  Policies  Commission  to  prepare  a 
plan  for  effective  mobilization  for  war  which  should  eliminate 
wartime  profits  and  prevent  wartime  inflation.  The  report 
of  that  Commission  states — 

That  except  for  Inflated  prices  brought  about  by  the  World  War. 
operative  in  our  markets  before  our  actual  entry  into  the  World 
War  on  April  6,  1917.  as  well  as  thereafter,  until  we  began  a  sys- 
tematic effort  to  prevent  runaway  prices  on  March  4.  1918.  the  war 
would  not  have  cost  us  more  than  one- half  of  Its  actual  cost. 

The  report  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  on  profiteering 
made  In  1918  by  William  B.  Culver.  Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
sion, in  response  to  Senate  Resolution  255  dated  Jime  10. 1918, 
stated  that  in  1914  to  1918  the  du  Fonts  paid  dividends  of  458 
percent  on  the  par  value  of  their  stock.  In  1916  they  paid  a 
regular  dividend  of  $6  per  share  and  an  extra  dividend  of  $94. 
The  profits  of  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  jumped 
from  a  bare  3  percent  in  1912  to  24.9  percent  in  1917.  The 
Nagle  Steel  Co.  reported  a  net  return  of  319.67  percent  in 
1917.  The  West  Penn  Steel  Co.,  159.01  percent;  Fy)llansbee 
Bros.  Co..  112.48  percent:  the  Allegheny  Steel  Co..  109.05 
percent.  In  1916  alone  the  New  Jersey  Zinc  Co..  a  $35,000,000 
stock  concern,  reaped  net  profits  of  95.9  percent.  The  Amer- 
ican Tube  &  Stamping  Co.  reported  that  year  a  net  of  40.03 
percent  on  its  Investment:  the  Forged  Steel  Wheel  Co.,  105.04 
percent;  and  the  West  Leechburg  Steel  Co.,  109.05  percent. 

At  a  time  when  individual  citizens  are  being  asked  to  make 
sacrifices  for  emergency  defense  appropriations  and  other  ex- 
penditures of  our  Government,  certainly  we  should  enact  leg- 
islation that  would  prohibit  such  enormous  profits.  Twenty- 
two  thousand  individuals  stepped  from  financial  obscurity  in 
1916-18  to  the  millionaire  class.  Certainly  we  should  see  that 
it  does  not  happen  again. 

CASOLim  TAXSS  AND  THXIB   COST  TO  THI  FAEMKB 

Any  increase  in  the  Federal  sales  tax  on  gasoline  will  fall 
very  heavily  upon  the  farmer.  Of  the  more  than  twenty- 
two  and  one-half  billion  gallons  of  gasoline  consumed  an- 
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nually  In  the  United  States,  the  farmer  uses  about  5.5  percent 
or  about  1,240,000  000  gallons  per  year  on  farms  for  tractor 
and  other  agricultural  uses.  He  is  now  paying  through  the 
present  1-cent  Federal  gasoline  sales  tax  $12,400,000  an- 
nually. This  does  not  take  into  consideration  farmers'  use 
of  gasoline  for  automobile  or  truck,  but  applies  solely  to  non- 
highway  uses.  There  are  in  the  neighborhood  of  1,500,000 
tractors  now  in  use  on  American  farms.  Any  increase  in 
the  gasoline  sales  tax  would  be  equivalent  to  a  tax  upon  the 
uses  of  these  tractors  and  other  motor-driven  fanning 
equipment. 

In  the  discussions  of  the  Federal  tax  on  gasoline,  there 
has  been  too  general  an  assumption  that  this  was  a  tax  to 
be  paid  by  oil  companies  or  else  that  it  was  a  tax  levied  upon 
automobiles  used  for  pleasure.  These  two  fallacies  have 
prevented  some  from  giving  fair  consideration  to  this  form 
of  taxation.  While  unquestionably  there  are  many  who 
could  pay  an  extra  cent  or  two  for  a  gallon  of  gasoline 
without  suffering,  there  are  many  thousands  upon  whom 
this  would  fall  as  a  grievous  burden.  Many  wage  earners 
whose  income  is  in  the  lowest  brackets  are  compelled  to  use 
automobiles  in  going  to  and  returning  from  their  employ- 
ment. The  millions  of  dollars  which  these  taxes  are  sup- 
posed to  raise  for  the  Federal  Government  would  include 
millions  from  workers  of  this  class. 

In  this  mechanized  age  a  farmer  must  rely  upon  motor- 
ized equipment  if  he  is  to  produce  economically  and  deliver 
his  goods  at  profitable  markets.  The  power-driven  tractor 
and  the  truck  are  necessary  tools  of  his  occupation.  They 
should  not  be  taxed  more  than  other  tools  are  taxed.  This 
fact  is  recognized  by  many  States.  My  own  State  of  Kansas 
exempts  specifically  from  the  State  tax  gasoline  which  is  for 
nonhighway  use.  Out  of  our  total  gasoline  consumption  in 
Kansas  in  1939,  which  amounted  to  467.296,000  gallons, 
132.719.000  gallons  were  thus  exempted.  This  exemption,  a 
great  part  of  which  applied  to  farmers'  use  of  gasoline,  was 
not  granted  as  a  special  privilege  but  as  a  sound  economic 
policy. 

Congress  has  recognized  the  need  of  encouraging  agri- 
culture. We  have  appropriated  large  sums  of  money  for 
that  purpose.  We  have  established  funds  for  loans  to  farm- 
ers. We  would  be  taking  back  part  of  this  aid  which  we 
have  given  to  agriculture  should  we  now  impose  an  increased 
sales  tax  on  gasoline,  which  would  amount  to  over  $12,000,000 
per  year  for  every  cent  of  such  an  increase. 

This  tax  is  unlike  most  of  our  other  taxes.  It  is  not  levied 
on  income  but  upon  a  necessary  expenditure.  It  is  not  l)ased 
upon  property  acquired,  but  upon  something  which  is  con- 
sumed soon  after  its  purchase.  It  Is  not  related  to  profits, 
but.  in  the  case  of  the  farmer  at  least,  it  is  related  to  his 
labor. 

The  farmer  has  enough  burdens  now.  He  will  have  to  pay 
many  of  the  taxes  levied  in  this  new  revenue  bill.  In  addi- 
tion to  these  other  taxes,  an  increase  in  the  amount  he 
must  pay  through  the  Federal  tax  on  gasoline  would  be 
equivalent  to  imposing  a  tax  upon  his  labor  and  activity, 
since  the  harder  he  cultivated  his  farm  with  machinery,  the 
more  he  would  have  to  pay  for  the  privilege. 

"Ilie  administration  has  just  presented  to  a  few  wealthy 
companies  importing  foreign  oil  a  rebate  of  half  the  tax 
they  had  formerly  paid  on  imports  of  crude  oil  and  fuel  and 
gas  oil.  Now  it  is  proposing  to  take  from  the  fanner  millions 
of  dollars  a  year  by  increasing  the  tax  he  must  pay  on  his 
gasoline.  To  him  that  hath  shall  be  given  millions  of  dollars 
through  the  reduced  excise  taxes  on  foreign  petroleum  while 
from  him  that  hath  not  such  as  the  farmer,  shall  be  taken 
away  through  increased  taxes  even  that  which  he  hath. 

SDT7CTION  or  riDIBAX,  KXPENDIT  U  RES 

If  we  keep  faith  with  our  citizens  we  should  begin  at  once 
a  reduction  of  Federal  expenditures.  Personally,  I  believe 
we  could  effect  a  10  percent  reduction  in  most  governmental 
agencies  without  any  serious  loss  of  service  to  our  citizens. 
This  reduction  of  10  percent  in  expenditures  should  apply  to 
Senators  and  Congressmen.  It  should  apply  to  all  employees 
receiving  wages  in  the  higher  brackets,  and  every  effort 


should  be  made  to  reduce  the  expenditures  of  practically 
every  agency  of  the  Government  by  at  least  this  amount. 

The  American  people  are  in  a  mood  for  sacrifices.  They 
realize  the  seriousness  of  the  situation  and  everyone  agrees 
that  they  would  much  rather  face  the  reaUty  of  this  situation 
by  a  tax  program  rather  than  continuing  our  present  method 
of  deficit  financing  in  the  Federal  Treasury.  If  our  citizena 
are  willing  to  make  these  sacrifices  certainly  those  who  are 
the  beneficiaries  of  the  Federal  expenditures  would  be  willixig 
to  take  cuts. 

Congress  should  continue  in  session  and  work  out  a  com- 
plete revision  of  our  tax  system.  The  measure  we  are  report- 
ing today  is  in  a  true  sense  a  makeshift  tax  measure.  It 
hsis  been  hastily  drawn  to  meet  an  emergency.  The  present 
status  of  our  Federal  Treasury  Is  such  that  the  taxing  system 
needs  a  complete  overhauling.  The  citizens  are  demanding 
it.  Let  us  face  the  situation  honestly  and  courageously. 
[Applause.! 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Kansas  yields 
back  2  minutes. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  California  iMr.  VoorhisI. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  order  to 
set  forth  what  I  believe  is  a  general  constructive  attitude 
toward  this  whole  tax  question  which,  as  was  said  a  moment 
ago.  is  going  to  be  with  us  for  some  time.  I  would  like  to 
read  the  recommendations  of  our  House  conference  on  un- 
employment on  this  question.  This  is  what  that  con- 
ference recommended  with  regard  to  taxes: 

1.  A  legislative  prohibition  against  the  Issuance  of  any  more  tax- 
exempt  securities  and  the  requirement  that  holders  of  presently 
exempt  securities  Include  such  incomes  as  they  may  receive  from 
them  as  part  of  their  Income  received  In  computing  gross  Income 
for  Income-tax  purposes. 

The  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  O'Connor]  has  ably 
presented  the  case  with  regard  to  the  tax-exempt  bonds 
and  I  therefore  shall  simply  say  that  I  heartily  agree  with 
the  views  he  expressed. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Yes;  I  will  yield  for  a 
question,  but  I  must  decline  to  yield  further. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Does  the  gentleman  know  that 
this  bill  provides  for  the  Issuance  of  $4,000,000,000  of  short- 
term  securities  that  will  be  tax-exempt? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Yes,  I  do;  and  I  am  sorry 
that  is  so. 

In  the  next  place  the  House  Conference  on  Unemplosmient 
recommends : 

Reduction  of  the  exemption  now  allowed  from  estate  taxes  and 
gift  taxes;  revision  of  the  Individual  Income-tax  schedule  to  pro- 
vide both  a  lowering  of  exemptions  and  consequent  broadening  of 
the  base  and  an  Increase  In  the  tax  rate  In  the  middle  and  upper 
brackets. 

nils  bill  accomplishes  that  to  some  degree. 
Continuing  this  second  recommendation: 

Requirements  that  husband  and  wife  file  a  Joint  return  In  aU 
cases;  repeal  of  consumption  taxes  to  the  greatest  possible  extent, 
except  for  the  taxes  on  liquor,  tobacco,  and  luxury  items;  and  as  a 
measure  for  the  discouragement  of  control  of  one  corporation  by 
another  one,  reduction  of  the  exemption  now  allowed  on  inter- 
corporate dividend  payments. 

As  a  general  philosophy  of  taxation  I  believe  that  is  pretty 
sound  and  I  wish  I  had  time  to  discuss  it  more  fully. 

We  have  before  us  today  a  tax  bill.  I  shall,  of  course,  vote 
for  it,  though  from  my  own  point  of  view  it  leaves  much  to 
be  desired.  It  will  raise  $1,000,000,000  of  much-needed  reve- 
nue which  is  the  reason  I  shall  vote  for  it.  But  it  is  inade- 
quate as  we  all  know  in  the  face  of  certain  future  requirements. 

I  believe  very  firmly,  moreover,  especially  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  exemptions  are  to  be  lowered  with  regard  to 
the  Income  tax,  that  this  bill  should  have  contained  pro\i- 
sions  for  an  excess-profit  tax  on  unusual  profits  due  to  the 
war  situation. 
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I  have  here  a  table  of  the  rate  of  return  of  net  Income  as 
a  percentage  of  invested  capital  during  the  last  war  period. 
I  am  not  going  to  read  it  all.  but,  taking  whole  areas  of 
manufacturing  industTies  into  (X)nsideration,  in  the  year  1919 
the  percentage  of  income  in  the  food,  beverage,  and  tobacco 
group  was  24  percent,  textiles;  27  i)ercent,  leather  30  per- 
cent, and  so  forth.  As  far  as  mimitions  are  concerned,  of 
course  profits  were  very  much  larger,  some  companies  mak- 
ing in  excess  of  100  percent  profit  per  year.  It  seems  to  me 
that  we  are  going  to  be  subJtK^t  to  serious  criticism  unless 
this  Congress  provides  against  the  possibility  of  any  unusual 
advantage  being  derived  by  any  particular  group  as  a  result 
of  the  national  defense  effort  for  which  all  of  the  people 
will  be  asked  to  pay. 

For  my  own  part,  I  would  like  to  see  this  whole  question 
considered  with  the  greatest  of  care,  and  I  am  in  agreement 
with  those  people  who  think  tliat  we  should  not  go  home  at 
this  time.  One  of  the  reasons  for  that  is  we  have  much 
work  to  do.  and,  among  other  things,  I  think  we  should  take 
the  time  that  may  be  necessiiry  to  thoroughly  revise  and 
strengthen  the  tax  structure  and  bring  it  into  line  with  the 
conditions  we  now  face. 

I  have  had  introduced  in  the  House  since  the  first  day  of 
this  session  a  carefully  drawn  measure  providing  for  war 
excess  profits  taxes.  A  great  deal  of  work  has  been  spent 
on  it,  not  only  by  myself  but  by  people  who  are  more  able 
than  I  am.  It  would  raise  a  half-Ullion  dollars  of  revenue 
on  the  basis  of  production  in  1937,  and  on  the  basis  of  to- 
day's production  much  more  than  that.  In  the  Appendix  of 
the  Record,  page  3679  you  can  find  the  text  of  the  bill. 
My  great  regret  is  that  the  rule  under  which  we  are  operat- 
ing prevents  my  offering  that  bill  as  an  amendment  to  the 
measure  before  us. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DOUOHTON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gentleman 
3  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  thank  the  gentleman  very 
much.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  number  of  Members  today,  espe- 
cially those  on  the  Republican  side,  have  talked  about  the 
terrlUe  financial  condition  of  the  United  States.  Some  of 
those  same  gentlemen  have  pointed  out  that  we  have  $2,000,- 
000.000  of  idle  money  in  the  stabilization  fund.  I  think  they 
are  right  in  the  second  place  and  wrong  in  the  first  one.  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  good  purpose  to  be  accomplished  by 
Members  making  alarmist  speeches  about  the  financial  con- 
dition of  the  United  States  Treasixry.  To  say  the  Treasury  Is 
empty  is  perfectly  ridiculous  as  the  gentlemen's  own  remarks 
show,  and  they  have  told  only  part  of  the  story.  There  is, 
for  example,  some  $1,600,000,000  of  silver  seignorage  down 
there.  Anyway  the  financial  condition  of  the  country  de- 
pends fundamentally  upon  the  production  of  wealth  taking 
place.  Double  tliat  production  and  I  ventiure  to  say  you 
would  quadruple  the  tax  revenues.  I  think,  further,  that 
there  are  methods  of  incentive  taxation  that  would  greatly 
assist  such  an  Increase  in  production. 

The  financial  condition  of  the  Nation  depends  also  on 
whether  or  not  you  are  going  to  take  a  sensible  view  with 
reference  to  what  the  nature  of  money  and  national  credit 
are  and  wherein  the  control  over  the  Issuance  and  creation  of 
money  and  credit  should  lie.  Obviously,  I  have  not  the  time 
in  3  minutes  to  discuss  this  question,  nor  shall  I  do  so,  except 
to  point  out  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  may  still  believe 
there  is  virtue  in  the  precious  metals  that  by  the  substitution 
of  a  40-percent  reserve  for  what  now  is  a  hundred-percent 
reserve  behind  the  $18,000,000,000  of  gold-certificate  credits, 
and  the  calling  in  of  those  gold -certificate  credits  and  their 
replacement  with  money  with  exactly  the  same  backing  as 
the  Federal  Reserve  notes  now  have — namely,  40  percent — you 
would  free  $27,000,000,000  of  40-percent  gold-backed  currency 
or  credit  for  the  use  of  the  United  States  of  America.  It 
seems  to  me  that  we  should  not  be  too  alarmed  about  the 
financial  condition  of  the  United  States,  that  we  should  in- 
stead bend  our  efforts  toward  establishing  the  right  of  gov- 
ernment to  employ  its  own  credit  without  borrowing  It  from 


private  batiks  and  toward  an  increase  of  production  in  this 
country  upon  which  rests  the  financial  stability  of  any  nation. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Inasmuch  as  a  study  of  the  levies  of  this 
tax  bill  indicates  that  about  75  percent  of  the  tax  increase 
falls  upon  the  consumers  and  only  about  25  percent  upon  the 
corporations,  does  not  the  gentleman  think  we  should  make 
a  concerted  effort,  either  in  the  House  or  Senate,  to  have  an 
excess-profits  tax  on  war  materials  so  that  no  new  war 
millionaires  will  be  made? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman 
that  I  only  wish  the  rule  permitted  the  offering  of  an  amend- 
ment to  put  such  a  tax  into  this  bill,  and  that  I  have  put 
forth  very  concrete  efforts  myself  to  try  to  see  that  that 
will  not  happen  in  another  body. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  sure  that,  Is  in  harmony  with  the  gen- 
tleman's position  and  that  an  effort  will  be  made  to  do 
that  very  thing. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  By  ail  means.  The  increase 
In  the  debt  limit  is  a  thing  I  should  like  to  speak  about,  but 
I  have  not  the  time.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  I  think  it  is  Im- 
portant that  we  should  not  wait  imtll  next  year;  we  should 
not  wait  for  any  length  of  time  at  all,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  to 
face  the  real  situation  with  regard  to  expenditures  that  we 
are  going  to  undoubtedly  have  to  make,  both  for  national 
defen.se  and  for  other  purposes.  To  increase  the  debt  limit 
$4,000,000,000  is  no  answer  to  that  great  question.  And  I  am 
personally  convinced  that  when  Members  of  the  House  realize 
all  that  Is  involved  here  they  will  listen  a  bit  more  readily 
to  what  some  of  us  keep  saying  about  ownership  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  banks  and  about  the  wrong  that  is  done 
when  the  United  States  Government  pays  interest  on  Its 
own  credit. 

[Here  the  gavd  fell.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  9  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  WoooRtrrr]. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Chairman,  Implicit  In 
President  Roosevelt's  Charlottesville,  Va.,  speech — ^which  was 
almost  impromptu,  and  certainly  most  impxilsive  In  its  na- 
ture— were  two  outstanding  policies.  The  first  was  the  obvious 
one  that  Mr.  Roosevelt  does  not  hesitate,  without  the  advice 
of  the  Congress,  which,  under  the  Constitution,  has  the  war- 
making  power,  to  make  declarations  against  the  heads  of 
oTher  Governments,  both  by  description  and  by  name,  which 
in  ordinary  times  would,  and  which,  even  in  these  times,  may 
take  us  into  the  war  on  the  side  of  the  Allies  as  a  belligerent. 

The  second  fact  implicit  in  Mr.  Roosevelt's  Charlottesville 
address  Is  that  he  is  ready  to  take  this  Nation  into  war.  even 
though  the  state  of  our  national  defense  is  such,  according  to 
what  Congress  and  the  coimtry  have  been  told  over  and  over 

again,  as  almost  to  Justify  us — as  one  Capital  wag  put  It ^In 

asking  England  and  Prance  for  help  rather  than  in  trying  to 
extend  help  to  them. 

After  the  first  hysterical  emotional  outburst  has  worn  off, 
the  solid  thinkers  of  America  will  see  that  Mr.  Roosevelt  went 
far  beyond  any  point  justified  by  the  circiunstances  in  his 
Charlottesville  speech.  Such  a  speech  as  he  made  in  the  his- 
toric Virginia  city  might  have  been  made  to  the  Congress  in 
a  special  message  if  he  were  asking  for  authority  to  invoke  a 
general  mobilization  plan  under  a  declared  emergency  due  to 
the  imminence  of  war.  Certainly  his  expressions  at  Char- 
lottesville were  intemperate  and  unwise  insofar  as  the  re- 
sponsible head  of  a  Government  was  concerned. 

Private  citizens,  even  Members  of  Congress,  might  voice 
sentiments  akin  to  those  uttered  by  Mr.  Roosevelt  without 
too  much  international  bitterness  and  hatred  being  gener- 
ated thereby.  But  when  a  man  accepts  the  honor  and 
undertakes  the  responsibility,  of  being  President  of  the 
United  States,  he  divests  himself  of  the  right  or  the  privi- 
lege of  saying  in  his  addresses  what  ordinary  citizens  might 
safely  say  within  the  walls  of  an  apartment,  over  a  restau- 
rant table  at  a  dinner  party,  or  In  the  cloakrooms  of  the 
Senate  or  the  House.    But  when  the  President  of  the  United 
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states  speaks  In  such  a  vein  and  in  such  measured  terms  as 
were  adopted  by  Mr.  Roosevelt,  he  is  understood  in  every 
other  country  of  the  world  to  be  sijeaking  for  the  American 
people,  regardless  of  whether  one  syllable  or  one  sentence 
of  what  he  says  represents  the  real  sentiments  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  American  people  or  not. 

Whether  we  do  or  do  not  agree  with  what  Mr.  Roosevelt 
said  at  Charlottesville  is  beside  the  jjolnt.  The  disquieting 
aspect  is  that  he  apparently  is  ready  to  go  to  any  length,  the 
Neutrality  Act  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding;  apparently 
he  is  willing  to  do  this  without  the  advice  or  the  consent,  or 
any  other  action  of  the  Congress;  and  apparently  he  Is 
willing  to  do  this  knowing  we  have  nothing  like  an  adequate 
defense  and  before  we  even  know  when  or  how  we  are  going 
to  be  able  to  create  that  adequate  defense. 

A  very  natural  question  which  must  arise  in  the  minds  of 
many  millions  of  American  citizens  is  this:  "What  will  we  use 
for  guns,  tanks,  airplanes,  or  other  arms  and  equipment,  if 
we  get  Into  this  war  as  belligerents?" 

Certainly  the  tone  and  temper  of  Mr.  Roosevelt's  speech 
were  such  as  to  invite  Germany  and  Italy  to  make  us  all 
the  trouble,  to  stir  up  all  the  discontent,  and  to  accomplish 
all  the  sabotage  In  the  South  and  Central  Americas  and  the 
United  States  they  possibly  can  accomplish.  Mr.  Roosevelt 
has  served  notice  on  Germany  and  Italy  that  they  have 
nothing  to  gain  by  waiting  and  may  have  much  to  lose, 
unless  they  begin  at  once  to  try  to  hamper  in  every  way 
possible  our  efforts  to  build  an  adequate  national  defense, 
to  reach  cooperative  agreements  with  the  other  countries  in 
the    Western    Hemisphere,    and    adequately    to    fortify    the 

Panama  Canal. 

We  all  abhor  the  brutal  ruthlessness  of  this  war.  We  all, 
in  our  hearts,  have  wanted  the  Allies  to  win.  But  emotional- 
ism is  not  prudence;  recklessness  is  not  coiU"age;  and  fool- 
hardiness  is  neither  good  sense  nor  bravery. 

If  there  has  been  any  development  within  recent  weeks 
conclusively  demonstrating  the  grave  necessity  for  the  Con-' 
gress  to  remain  in  session  and  not  to  leave  Washington 
under  the  present  dangerous  conditions,  the  President's 
speech  at  CharlottesviUe,  Va.,  on  June  10  cerUinly  is  that 
development. 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  one  ponders  the  belligerency  of  the 
speeches  of  the  President  and  his  official  spokesmen,  di- 
rected at  other  rulers  and  nations  during  the  past  3  years, 
and  then  ponder  our  utter  lack  of  anything  even  approach- 
ing an  adequate  national  defense,  we  must  conclude  that 
our  position  today  would  be  vastly  improved  had  Mr.  Roose- 
velt followed  the  injunction  of  his  famous  relative.  Presi- 
dent Theodore  Roosevelt,  to  "sjjeak  softly  but  carry  a  big 
stick."     (Applause.! 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Florida  (Mr.  Peterson]. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to  call 
attention  again  to  the  problem  with  reference  to  cigars  and 
the  tax  thereon,  and  particularly  with  reference  to  the  Class 
A  cigars.  I  do  not  want  anjrthing  I  say  to  be  construed  as 
critical  of  the  committee,  because  I  am  aware  of  the  strong 
effort  made  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina,  to  keep  down  taxes  on  this  par- 
ticular Item  aitid  on  tobacco  products.  I  am  aware  that  the 
friends  we  haVe  had  on  the  committee  have  endeavored  to 
keep  down  the  tax  as  low  as  possible.  I  have  discussed 
repeatedly,  and  had  hopes  of  getting  this  lowered,  but  other 
efforts  were  made  to  Increase  even  more.  We  are  deeply 
appreciative  of  the  effort  to  keep  this  item  down  in  the  face 
of  the  other  efforts  to  raise  it  even  higher  and  we  know  of 
the  efforts  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  the  fine 
work  he  has  done.  He  is  a  hard-working,  conscientious 
public  servant  with  a  hard  job  on  his  hands.  Always  cour- 
teous, while  disappointed  I  am  not  critical  because  I  realize 
the  rush  and  am  cognizant  of  the  problem  which  has  been 
facing  this  committee  and  the  effort  which  they  had  to  exert 
In  working  at  high  speed  to  bring  out  a  tax  bill,  because  of 
the  emergency,  but  I  am  hoping  that  In  conference  or  In 
my  bill  now  pending,  the  committee  can  work  out  our 
problem. 


The  situation  with  reference  to  the  Class  A  cigars  Is 
brought  about  by  the  fact  that  at  the  time  the  Class  A  cigar 
was  first  taxed  and  the  act  passed,  the  Class  A  cigar  was 
the  smallest  percentage  of  the  cigars  manufactured.  I  wlU 
say  for  your  information  that  the  Class  A  cigar  is  that  t5T>e 
which  sells  for  5  cents  or  less.  Today  the  situation  is  such 
that  the  Class  A  cigar  embraced  in  1938.  89  percent  and 
in  1939  around  80  percent  of  all  cigars  taxed.  The  cheap 
cigar  is  paying  the  greater  portion  of  the  tax  today,  and  the 
high-priced  cigar  is  paying  less  than  1  percent  of  the  taxes 
In  the  cigar  class. 

At  the  time  the  act  was  originally  passed  taxing  cigars 
in  Class  A  the  5-cent  cigar  was  manufactured  in  the  greater 
niunber  in  this  class,  but  in  order  to  meet  competition  the 
situation  gradually  changed  to  such  an  extent  that  the 
lower-priced  cigar  in  the  Class  A  bracket  are  now  pre- 
dominant in  number.  The  3-for-5  and  the  2-for-5  cigars 
today  pay  exactly  the  same  tax  that  the  5-cent  cigar  pays. 
The  cigar  industry  has  had  to  struggle  along.  Over  a 
period  of  time  it  has  had  to  meet  competition.  The  man- 
ufacturers have  had  In  many  Instances  to  meet  the  prob- 
lem of  the  machine.  The  old  hand  cigar  makers  have  in 
many  instances  been  thrown  out  of  emplosmient.  In  the 
city  of  Tampa,  which  is  the  largest  city  in  my  district,  a 
great  portion  of  the  unemplojmaent  problem  today  is 
caused  by  unemplojmient  in  the  cigar  industry,  and  by 
reason  of  the  great  burden  placed  upon  the  cigar  Industry 
because  of  taxes  and  the  transition  from  hand  to  machine 
manufacture. 

The  margin  of  profit  Is  so  close  that  I  am  afraid  that  we 
are  reaching  the  point  of  diminishing  returns. 

I  realize  that  in  view  of  the  emergency  and  the  rapidity 
with  which  they  had  to  work  It  was  difficult  for  the  commit- 
tee to  work  out  that  particular  problem  at  this  time,  but 
I  do  not  want  the  Congress  to  become  unmindful  of  It.  I 
hope  that  on  a  future  occasion  the  situation  may  be  ade- 
quately taken  care  of. 

This  tax  is  felt  by  the  tobacco  producer,  by  the  manu- 
facturer, and  by  labor.  It  is  difficult,  and  in  some  in- 
stances impossible,  to  pass  on.  All  classes  are  raised.  The 
amounts  In  this  bill  bring  the  taxes  to  an  item  higher  than 
the  World  War  period,  under  the  Revenue  Act  of  1917, 
when  the  taxes  were  respectively  $12  and  $15  per  thousand 
as  compared  with  $12.25  and  $15.75.  It  would  therefore 
appear  that  we  are  bearing  too  great  a  portion  of  the  new 
burden. 

For  approximately  15  years,  the  American  cigar  manufac- 
turing Industry  has  been  struggling  to  adjust  Itself  to  new 
trends  In  consumer  demand.  In  1920  the  industry  produced 
8.000.000.000  cigars,  but  by  1937  only  5.300,000,000  were  pro- 
duced in  spite  of  the  country's  considerable  Increase  in  pop- 
ulation. By  1939  production,  rising  200,000,000,  was  still  less 
than  69  percent  of  that  in  1920.  In  1921,  there  were  4,078 
factories  producing  $5,000  worth  of  cigars  or  more  and  they 
employed  112,000  workers.  In  1937  there  were  only  693  such 
factories  and  they  employed  approximately  56,000  workers, 
half  as  many  as  16  years  previously. 

As  striking  as  the  decline  In  production  Is  the  shift  In  price 
level.  Class  C  cigars,  retailing  at  more  than  8  to  15  cents, 
constituted  almost  40  percent  of  total  production  In  1920. 
By  1937  they  fell  to  10.18  percent.  In  the  same  period,  class 
A  cigars,  5  cents  or  less,  rose  from  30  percent  to  about  88 
percent  of  total  production.  Within  class  A  equally  signifi- 
cant changes  are  evident.  From  a  survey  made  by  the  Cigar 
Manufacturers  Association  of  America  of  1937  production  of 
these  cigars.  It  appears  that  not  over  60  percent  sold  at  5 
cents  each  and  that  the  remainder  sold  for  the  most  part  at 
2  for  5  cents. 

The  combination  of  these  trends  is  clearly  reflected  in  the 
value  of  the  industry's  product,  which  fell  from  $371,000,000 
in  1921  to  $312,000,000  in  1929  and  to  $168,000,000  in  1937. 
Since  the  consumption  in  1939  was  only  slightly  in  excess 
of  that  in  1937  and  was  marked  by  an  increased  shift  to 
Class  A  cigars,  the  value  of  last  year's  product  was  approxi- 
mately the  same. 
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^  In  an  effort  to  restore  or  at  least  to  freeze  a  shrinking 
market,  the  industry  has  been  compelled  in  recent  years  to 
offer  a  vastly  improved  product  in  the  lowest-price  ranges. 
In  the  early  years  of  the  depression,  manufacturers  were 
forced  to  reduce  many  prominent  brands  from  10  cents  to 
6  cents  and  from  5  cents  to  2  for  5  cents.  It  has  nevertheless 
been  necessary  substantially  to  maintain  the  quality  of  the 
original  product  in  order  to  meet  comi>etition  from  other 
smelling  commodities. 

As  a  result  of  the  above-mentioned  factors,  Class  A  cigars, 
although  dominating  in  total  production,  have  been  produced 
upon  a  narrowing  margin  of  profit  which  makes  it  exceed- 
ingly dif&cult  for  them  to  bear  any  further  taxes  at  this 
tkne. 

The  table  set  forth  below  tidicates  as  to  each  of  the 
revenue  classifications  of  cigars  the  1939  consimiption. 
internal-revenue  taxes  paid,  approximate  percentage  of 
total  cigar  taxes  paid,  and  the  estimated  increase  under 
H.  R.  9966. 


Class  of  dKan  and 
pnatat  rats 

Number  of 

cigars  con- 

mnedin  193B 

1030  taxes 

Approximate 
perwnt  of 
total  cigar 

taxes  in  1939 

Estimated 
increa-*  in 
taxes  under 
H.  R.  9906 

A  (t3  per  Uioasand) 

B(«3per  thousand).... 
C  (SSperthoonad).... 
D  (S10..W  per  thousand). 
E  ($13.»  per  thousand). 

4,M2,7U,000 

42. 7»,  000 

483,  91fi.  000 

35,93y,0OO 

4.382.000 

10.887.556 

127.  7V7 

2.420.186 

377.333 

61.870 

77 

1 

S 
H 

$1,M7.9'J6 

21,306 

403.364 

02.889 

10.  312 

TotaL 

s,w»,gM,ooo 

12,874.742 

100 

^145, 790 

I  urge  further  consideration  and  help  on  this  problem. 

[Applause.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  1  minute  to  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  I  Mr.  SasscesI. 

Mr.  SASSCER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  for  many  months 
been  advocating  strengthening  our  armed  forces  of  the  land, 
sea,  and  air  to  a  point  which  would  be  adequate  for  the 
defense  of  our  country  and  the  preservation  of  the  blessings 
and  liberties  we  enjoy.  That  force  should  be  of  such  strength 
that  it  would  not  only  be  sufficient  for  defense  but  would  also 
serve  to  discourage  aggressor  nations  from  looking  with  cov- 
etous e3res  to  this  country  as  a  desirable  and  easy  conquest. 

The  rapidity  with  which  the  tragic  world  theater  is  chang- 
ing in  this  critical  hour  demonstrates  that  appropriations  in 
amounts  necessary  to  meet  the  requirements  for  national  de- 
fense are  the  most  Important  steps  that  this  country  can  take 
toward  insuring  the  peace  of  America.  In  order  to  effect  this 
policy,  additional  taxes  are  necessary.  The  American  people 
In  the  hour  of  emergency  have  always  responded  and  have 
been  glad  to  make  sacrifices.  In  that  spirit  we  must  ap- 
proach this  tax  bill  which  was  brought  to  the  floor  a  few 
minutes  ago  under  a  rule  which  provided,  among  other  things, 
that  "no  amendment  should  be  In  order  to  said  bill  except 
amendments  offered  at  the  direction  of  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means." 

The  committee,  in  Its  desire  to  meet  the  obligation  to  pro- 
vide for  national  defense,  has  taxed  various  and  sundry 
articles.  Various  elements  of  our  economic  fabric  must  con- 
tribute for  defense  under  this  bill.  Through  the  years  dif- 
ferent sessions  of  Congress.  In  raising  revenue,  have  from 
time  to  time  tapped  various  tax  sources  without  relation  to 
the  ratio  that  those  particular  sources  bear  to  each  other  in 
the  general  contribution.  Sectional  Influences  often  are  ap- 
parent.   Those  same  difficulties  continue  in  this  bilL 

Cigarettes,  an  agricultural  product,  retailing  at  13  cents 
per  package,  have  been  taxed  since  1918  at  6  cents  per  pack- 
age. The  tax,  out  of  proportion  to  other  tax  sources,  is  in 
an  amount  many  times  greater  than  Is  received  by  the  farmer 
for  his  product.  This  tax  has  depressed  the  price  received 
by  the  farmers  who  raise  cigarette  tobacco,  prices  which,  in 
many  instances,  are  on  levels  below  the  cost  of  production. 
Tliese  taxes  in  past  years  have  worked  a  hardship  on  the 


people  of  my  district  whose  only  livelihood  Ls  raising  ciga- 
rette tobacco. 

As  an  evidence  that  cigarette  tobacco  is  carrying  more 
than  Its  proportion  of  the  cost  of  government,  I  call  to  youi 
attention  the  fact  that  this  one  product,  since  It  went  on  a 
6  cents  per  package  basis  during  the  war  in  1918,  has  con- 
tributed to  our  tax  structure,  as  follows: 

1918 »66.  492.  267.  67 

1919 90.  603.  155.  84 

19a0 161.  494.  415. 93 

1921 135.  409, 627.  81 

1922 150. 245.  992. 81 

1923 182.  715,  735  93 

1924 aOS.  777.  498. 18 

1925 225,  142.  225. 41 

1926 264.  951.  590.  42 

1927 279. 015,  556.  35 

1928 301, 828.  344. 62 

1939 842.  034.  059.  99 

1930 869,  881.  375. 18 

1931 861.  961.  C03.  48 

1932 817,  564.  739.  73 

1933 _ 838,  439,  681.  16 

1934 850.  399.  442. 00 

1935 885.  476,  838.  22 

1938 425,  505,  255  32 

1937 476,  046,  444.  29 

1938 4G3,  454,  145.  44 

1939 604,  036.  933. 48 

During  recent  years  the  amoimt  from  cigarette  tax  has 
been  greater  than  the  tax  return  on  any  other  commodity. 
It  has  been  among  the  high  three  of  the  general  revenue 
sources  of  our  Government. 

The  bill  now  pending  befor*  us  Includes  an  item  which 
increases  this  tax  from  6  cents  per  package  to  7  cents  per 
package.  The  2  cents  per  package  increase,  as  suggested  in 
the  committee,  was  more  out  of  proportion  than  the  1  cent 
per  package  increase,  as  provided  in  the  bill.  When  the  tax 
was  Increased  in  1918  from  4.1  cents  per  package  to  6  cents. 
It  was  a  war  emergency.  The  war  ceased,  and  the  tax 
continued. 

I  trust  that  these  figures  will  Impress  the  House  that  this 
product  Is  overtaxed  in  proportion  to  other  sources,  and  that 
Congress  will  not  place  further  out -of -proportion  Increases 
on  this  product  in  future  appropriations,  and  that,  contrary 
to  the  procedure  following  the  1918  emergency  Increase,  this 
emergency  tax  will  be  taken  off  as  soon  as  the  emergency 
permits. 

In  the  meantime,  may  all  elements  in  this  country  unite 
during  this  emergency  for  the  protection  of  America. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York   [Mr.  Rked]. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  take 
this  occasion  to  thank  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper],  and  other 
Members  on  the  majority  side  of  the  committee,  for  their 
complimentary  words  to  the  minority  for  not  injecting  any 
political  considerations  in  the  face  of  this  great  emergency, 
and  playing  the  game  not  for  party  but  for  country.  As 
we  had  gone  along  from  the  very  first  day  this  bill  was 
proposed  through  all  the  hearings  with  nothing,  as  far  as 
I  can  recall,  relating  to  partisan  poliUcs  having  entered  into 
the  deliberations  of  the  committee,  I  must  confess  to  some 
surprise  and  chagrin,  and  I  still  cannot  imderstand  why 
one  Member  of  the  majority  should  take  the  floor  and  enter 
into  a  long  political  tirade. 

I  do  not  want  any  mistake  as  to  who  that  Member  was 
because  the  others  have  played  the  game  just  exactly  as 
agreed.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  DukcanI 
opened  wide  his  batteries  of  politics  and  referred  to  the  fact 
that  men  were  talking  here  to  send  out  large  volumes  of 
speeches  to  their  districts.  I  wonder  whose  speech  will  be 
sent  out  on  that  side  of  the  House  into  the  districts? 

It  had  not  been  my  intenUon  to  refer  to  political  matters 
at  all.  but  I  must  answer  what  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
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said.  He  is  a  man  for  whom  I  have  the  very  highest  respect, 
and  he  knows  it.  We  have  been  good  friends  for  many 
years.  I  can  attribute  his  utterances  only  to  this,  that  he 
has  not  served  in  the  House  quite  so  long  nor  had  quite  the 
experience  with  emergencies,  perhaps,  that  some  of  the  rest 
of  us  who  have  been  here  longer  have  had. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  spoke  about  the  terrible  con- 
ditions his  party  had  Inherited.  I  wonder  if  it  ever  occurred 
to  him  or  to  any  Member  of  the  House  that  the  Republican 
Party  had  a  few  Inheritances  bequeathed  to  us. 

I  remember  how  we  entered  into  teamwork  and  men  on 
our  own  minority  side  entered  into  the  closest  kind  of  co- 
operation, even  handling  some  of  the  major  bills  when  your 
own  Members  ran  out  during  the  World  War,  and  handled 
them  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and  guided  them  through 
the  Congress. 

During  that  period  we  were  told  that  he  had  kept  us  out  of 
war,  and  we  were  kept  out  of  war  until  after  election.  I  hope 
that  history  does  not  repeat  itself  and  that  this  type  of  team- 
work does  not  continue  to  that  point.  If  that  is  the  kind 
of  teamwork  referred  to,  that  is  a  different  thing. 

We  inherited  a  debt  of  $26,000,000,000  from  that  war,  after 
we  had  been  told  they  would  keep  us  out  of  war  if  put  into 
power. 
We  inherited  agriculture  in  a  state  of  collapse. 
We  inherited  7,000,000  jobless  men  and  women. 
We  Inherited  Idle  Industry. 

We  Inherited  a  tax  bill  that  was  bleeding  the  people  white. 
We  Inherited  the  unpaid  bonds  issued  as  far  back  as  the 
Civil  War  to  save  the  RepubLc. 

We  inherited  a  ruined  railway  system  imder  Government 
control. 
We  Inherited  a  lost  export  business. 

We  inherited  a  ruinous  deluge  of  Imports  under  a  low 
tariff  bill. 

We  inherited  a  fleet  of  worthless  ships.  Many  of  them 
would  not  float  and  many  of  you  have  seen  them  anchored  in 
the  rivers  of  this  country. 

We  had  all  these  things  to  meet,  and  they  were  bequeathed 
to  us  as  a  party,  and  what  happened?  We  came  into  power, 
and  we  put  7,000,000  men  to  work  within  2  years.  The  record 
shows  this,  and  nobody  can  dispute  it. 

We  restored  agriculture,  and  you  have  been  striving  and 
spending  billions  of  dollars  to  try  to  get  the  prices  that  agri- 
culture received  In  those  halcyon  dasrs. 
We  reestablished  Industrial  activity. 

We  paid  $1,000,000,000  on  the  national  debt  every  year  for 
10  years. 

We  reduced  taxes  flve  times,  until  less  than  2  percent  of  the 
people  paid  any  income  tax  at  all. 

We  reduced  the  nuisance  taxes  that  you  reenacted  and  axe 
reenacting  here  today. 

We  hospitalized  the  veterans  of  the  World  War,  and  we 
increased  exports  to  the  highest  point  in  the  history  of  this 
country.  I 
We  protected  labor  and  Industry  from  peon  labor  abroad. 
We  gave  the  country  10  years  of  the  greatest  prosperity 
In  its  entire  history.  We  established  farm  prices,  the  very 
prices  you  are  struggling  for  today.  How  glad  you  would 
be  to  get  back  to  that  point.  And  yet  we  did  all  this  In  the 
face  of  the  inheritance  which  I  have  outlined  to  you. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  bill  befoie  the  House  today  for  con- 
sideration Is  a  tax  measure.  It  come.«>  here  to  meet  two  emer- 
gencies. One  of  these  emergencies  Is  the  national  defense; 
the  other  the  depleted  condition  of  the  United  States  Treas- 
ury, which  will  have  exhausted  its  borrowing  power  on 
February  28,  1941. 

The  financing  of  the  national -defense  program  Is  with  us 
because  of  a  failure  to  make  proper  use  of  the  $7,000,000,000 
appropriated  by  Congress  for  that  purpose;  but  this  cannot 
be  remedied  by  discussion. 

TTie  emergency  which  confronts  the  United  States  Treasury 
is  due  to  the  7  years  of  wasteful  use  of  public  funds.    It  Is 
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not  only  obvious,  but  admitted,  that  h»d  not  this  ju-esent 
defense  emergency  arisen  the  Treasury  would  have  been 
obliged  to  ask  for  an  extension  of  the  debt  limit  within  a  few 
months. 

To  provide  for  these  two  emergencies,  regardless  (rf  their 
causes,  this  bill  is  here  today  to  extend  the  authorized  debt 
limit  from  $45,000,000,000  to  $49,000,000,000.  or  an  authorized 
extension  of  $4,000,000,000. 

The  total  amount  of  taxes  to  be  raised  each  year  for  the 
next  5  years  will  amount  to  $1,004,000,000,  or  a  total  of 
$5,000,000,000  during  the  next  5  years,  to  meet  the  two  emer- 
gencies to  which  I  have  referred.  Of  this  amoimt.  $4,000,- 
000,000.  plus  such  amount  as  will  be  required  for  hiterest 
payments,  will  be  used  to  retire  the  proposed  defense  bonds. 
The  balance  will  go  into  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury 
for  ordmary  governmental  ex;>endltures.  After  the  S-jrear 
period  the  supertaxes  wlU,  presumaUy,  go  out  of  existence 
but  the  income-tax  changes,  being  permanent  law.  will  con- 
tmue  to  produce  an  estimated  additional  $275,000,000 
annually  for  the  general  fund  of  the  Tresisury. 

The  task  of  formulating  a  tax  bUl  of  such  proportions  has 
not  been  without  its  difficulties  and  perplexities.  It  will  be 
recalled  that  the  flrst  proposal  under  H.  R.  9966  was  to  extend 
the  debt  limit  $3,000,000,000  and  to  provide  revenue  sufficient 
to  amortize  this  sum  within  5  jrears.  This  proposal  under 
H.  R.  9966  was  introduced  on  May  30.  1940.  and  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  met  at  10  o'clock  on  the  next  morning, 
at  which  time  Secretary  Morgenthau  and  members  of  his 
staff  appeared  and  testifled  in  support  of  the  bill.  I  may 
say  that,  in  substance,  these  facts  were  developed  during  the 
hearings  on  H.  R.  9966: 

The  national  debt.  May  25.  1940.  was  $42,782,000,000. 

Present  working  balance  in  the  Treasury.  $1,300,000,000. 

Financing  required  durtog  calendar  year: 

Three  hundred  and  flfty-three  million  dollars  of  Treasury 
bonds  maturing  June  15,  1940. 

Seven  hundred  and  thirty-seven  million  dollars  of  Treasury 
notes  maturing  on  December  15.  1940. 

Borrowing  power  of  Treasury,  May  25,  1940,  was 
$1,973,000,000. 

Borrowing  power,  January  1.  1941,  will  be  $734,000,000. 

Working  balance  on  January  1.  1941.  will  be  down  to 
$850,000,000. 

On  February  28,  1941,  the  borrowing  power  will  be 
exhausted. 

The  balance  would  be  down  to  $600,000,000  on  February 
28,  1941;  this  is  assuming  $700,000,000  from  the  return  of 
capital  from  the  corporations  and  credit  agencies. 

The  $3,000,000,000  now  requested  by  extending  the  debt 
limit,  to  be  met  by  authorizing  taxes,  Is  to  carry  not  alone  the 
emergency  defense  program  but  also  the  defense  provisions 
carried  in  the  regular  Budget. 

About  seven  or  eight  hundred  million  to  be  used  for 
emergency  defense. 

The  $3,000,000,000  extension  in  debt  limit  Is  to  provide  for 
both  the  defense  expenditure  in  the  President's  Budget  and 
those  recommended  In  the  President's  emergency  defense 
message  of  May  16,  1940. 

Proposed  tax  bill  will  yield  during  the  period  from  July  1, 
1940,  to  January  1,  1941,  the  sum  of  $215,900,000. 

It  will  yield  during  the  fiscal  year  1941.  $525,200,000. 

Estimated  in  subsequent  years,  $651,800,000. 

Taxes  to  be  earmarked  to  pay  off  the  $3,000,000,000  defense 
bonds  during  5  years, 

I  have  simply  related  in  substance  the  testimony  presented 
to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  and  his  staff,  but  when  the  request  came  from  the 
President  for  an  additional  $1,200,000,000  the  committee  had 
to  extend  the  debt  limit  by  another  billion  and  provide  taxes 
to  amortize  it. 

While  not  within  the  debt  limit  of  $45,000,000,000,  neverthe- 
less there  must  be  added  to  the  debt  as  potential  liabilities  the 
bonds    or    debentures    issued    by    corporations    and    credit 
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agencies  now  guaranteed  by  the  United  States,  which  are  aa 
follows: 

Corporation  and  credit  agendea  having  authorttjf  to  issue  their 
bonds  or  debentures  which  are  fyuaranteed  by  the  United  States 

as  of  Apr.  30.  1940 

[In  millions  of  doDars] 


j. 

Outstanding  bonds  or 
debentures 

■  1 

i 

Held 

by  the 

Treasury 

Held 
by  the 
public 

Total 

Reconstnirtion  Finance  Corporation 

1, 096.3 

Z763.7 

1.369.7 

114.2 

8.3 

«.« 

408.8 

1.006.2 

Home  OwrM-rs'  l.<i«n  Cotporation  

lao 

25.0 

50.3 

2,773.7 

Federal  F.vni  MortfOMce  Corporation . 

Unit«<l  States  Hou-sinc  .\uthority . ... ..... 

1.260.7 
139.2 

Tenwv*f  ValUy  .\ath«rity     

Federal  Housing  AdrninUtration ......    .. 

68.6 
6.6 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation        .......    ....... 

406.8 

United  States  Maritime  Commission  .......... 

Total 

85.3 

5.665.5 

5. 75a  8 

NOTK.— or  this  $5,750,800,000,  the  public  holds  $5,665,500,000. 

The  testimony  shows  that  at  the  time  the  proposed  tax  plan 
was  formulated,  as  embodied  In  H.  R.  9966,  by  Secretary  Mor- 
genthau.  Chairman  Doughlon,  Representative  Cooper,  and 
Senator  Harrison,  they  did  not  know  that  the  President 
contemplated  asking  for  an  additional  $1,200,000,000  for  na- 
tional defense.  This  unexpected  demand  from  the  President 
made  it  necessary  for  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee, 
through  a  subcommittee,  to  consider  a  further  extension  of 
the  debt  limit  from  three  billions  to  four  billions  of  dollars 
and  to  explore  sources  of  possible  revenue  to  meet  the  demand 
for  another  $1,200,000,000.  The  result  of  this  exploration  is 
to  be  found  in  title  I  of  H.  R  10039,  which  bill  is  now  under 
consideration. 

This  title  I  relates  to  the  income  tax,  both  individual  and 
corporate,  and  its  estimated  annual  yield  will  be  $322,000,000. 
The  committee  has  sought  to  accomplish  this  by  establishing 
a  new  income-tax  base,  which  prondes  for  lowering  the 
exemption  of  married  persons  from  $2,500  to  $2,000,  and 
lowering  the  exemption  of  single  persons  from  $1,000  to  $800; 
also  the  surtax  rates  have  been  raised  in  the  middle  brackets 
aiyl  a  supertax  of  10  percent  added  to  all  income  taxes.  There 
will  be  no  revenue  made  available  to  the  Treasury  imder  this 
title  I  until  March  15.  1941;  however,  the  tax  will  be  imposed 
on  all  incomes  within  the  purview  of  the  law  for  the  year 
1940. 

With  $322,000,000  collected  under  title  I  and  approximately 
$682,000,000  collected  under  title  n  of  the  bill,  the  total 
estimated  annual  yield  will  be.  roundly,  $1,004,000,000. 

I  may  add  that  the  increase  in  the  income-tax  rates 
become  permanent  law,  while  the  supertaxes  on  Incomes  and 
excise  levies  are  for  a  period  of  5  years.  The  so-called  nui- 
sance taxes,  which  under  present  law  would  expire  on  July  1, 
1941.  are  extended  by  this  bill  for  4  additional  years. 

Following  are  the  tables  of  excise  taxes  as  contained  in  the 
bill  now  under  consideration: 


Section 


1700  (b).... 

1700(c) 

1700  (e) 

1710  (a)  (n. 
1710(a)  (2). 

!«I 

1802  Ca) 

1S02  (a) 

1802  (b) 

1802  (b) 

1804 

1906 

1806 

1806 

«(a)..... 
(■) 

S»(a)a). 

335) (b) 

3280  (c) 

3280  (c) 

82S0(d) 

»aao(e) 


Description  of  tax 


Box  seats , 

Sales  outside  box  office 

Cabaret 

Dues 

Initiation  fees 

Corjvirato  securities 

Capital  stock  issaes 

Capital  stofk  issues 

Cajtital  stock  transfers 

Capital  stock  transfers 

Insurance  {xtlicies 

Pa.ssa<te  tickets 

Passage  tickets 

P&stsaite  tickets 

Safe-tifposit  boxes    

Ptnols  and  revolvers 

Wholesalers  in  liquor 

Retailers  in  liquor 

Brewers 

Brewers 

Whule.<ia]en  In  oialt  liquors 
Betailers „ 


Old  rate 


10  percent 
10  percent. 
IH  cents.. 
10  percent . 
10  percent. . . 
10  cents.. - 
10  cents... 
2cenU 

4  cents 

5  cents 

Scents 

$1 

$3 ... 

$6 

10  percent 
10  percent. 

$100 

$25 

$100 

$80 

$60 

$». 


Supertax 
rate 


11  percent. 
11  percent. 

2  cents. 

11  percent. 
11  percent. 
11  cents. 
1 1  cents. 

3  cents. 
Scents. 
6  cents. 

4  cents. 
$1.10. 
$3.30. 
$5.5a 

11  percent 
11  percent. 

$iia 

$27.8a 

$iia 

$55. 
$55. 

«3X 


Section 


t»)(e)(D 

»2ao(n(i) 

32S0  (f)  (1) 

3250(1)... 

1280  0) 

MOOO) 

$400(2) 

$401.1 _ 

$403  (a) 

S40S(b) 

»«3(c) 

$404 

9406.^ 

wn _ 

3409 

•411 

3412 

3413 

3460  (a)  (1),  (2),  and  (3) 

S4S1  (a) 

3483 


Description  of  tax 


Special  cmm.. 

Re«iflet8 

Rectifiers^ 

Stills 

StUls 

Tires 

Tubes 


I  hawii,  etc 


Toilet  preparations 
Automobile  truck  <  ~ 
A  Qtomobilea,  etc. 

Parts    

Radios  

Mechanical  refrigerators 


Firearms 

Matches 

Electrical  enenry. 


Gasoline 

LubricatinK  oils 

Transporution  of  ofl. 


Transfer  of  bonds. 
Conveyances 


Old  rate 


$3 

$300 

$100 

$» 

$30 

2U  cent!.. 

4  cents 

10  percent 

2  percent. 

3  percent.. 

2  percent.. 

5  percent. 
5  percent.. 

10  percent 
Scents 

3  percent. 

1  cent 

4  cents 

4  percenL 

4  cents 

50  cents... 


Supertax 
rale   '^ 


$3.30. 
$230^ 

$na 
tss. 

m. 

2V4oent4. 

4h  c^-nts. 

II  percent 

3Vi  percent 

3V4  percent 

2ti  percent 

hVi  percent 

5V4  per- 
cent. 

11  percent. 

5H  cents. 

3H  per- 
cent. 

IH  cents. 

4H  cents. 

4H  per- 
cent. 

Scents. 

56  cents. 


Section 

Deserlption  of  tax 

Old  rate 

Supertax 
rata 

2001)  (a)  (1) 

SnufI    

18  cents 

18  cents 

18  cents 

75  cents 

$3 

21  cent!. 

2000  (a)  (2) 

Tobacco     

21  cents. 

2000(b)  

Snuff  flour 

21  cents. 

3000  (c)  (1) 

Cigars 

87h  cents. 

3000  (c)  i  1) 

Cif;ars    

$2.33  Vi. 

300O  (c)  n) 

Ciirars _ 

Cigars 

Ciftars 

$3 

$3.50. 

aKKMc)  (1) 

$5    

$5.83^i 

2l««)  (c)  (1) 

$10.50 

$13.80 

$3        

$12.25. 

20OOfc)  (1) 

Cigars  . 

Clitarettes     

$15.75. 

2000  (c)  (3) 

$1.50. 

3n()0(c)  (2) 

CiRarrttes 

r.3o 

Mcent 

1  cent 

$8.40. 

amofd)            .  .     . 

Ciparrtte  paper      

Mt  cent. 

2(X>.i  (d),  except  the  last 

Cigarette  v^ptx 

m  cents. 

line. 

Section 

Description  of  tax 

Old  rate 

Supertax 
rate 

3aT0(a)  (1)  (A) 

Still  wines 

6ccnU 

10  cents 

20  rents 

2k'oenu 

IH  cents 

IHcents.... 

lOcenta 

$5 

6  cents. 

3<V10(a)  (1)  (A) 

Still  wines 

12  cvnts. 

30»Ma)  (1)  (A) 

Still  wines . 

2-1  rents. 

3(i.Wfa)  (2) 

Sparkling  wines 

3  cents 

3030(a)  (2) 

Sparkling  wines    

IH  cents. 

3030(8)  (2) 

Liqueurs,  cordials,  etc 

1 4  cents. 
12  Cents. 

3031  (a) 

Fortification  of  wines  .. 

3150(a) 

Fermented  malt  liquors 

$6. 

Section 

Description  of  tax 

Old  rate 

Supertax 
rate 

2800(a)  (1) 

Distilled  spirits  generally 

Brandy 

$2.25 

$2 „. 

$2.25 

•3 

2800  fa)  (1) 

$2  75, 

2800(a)  (3) 

Imimrted  (terfumes 

S3 

—         %f 


Each  demand  for  billions  of  dollars  from  the  taxpayers, 
whether  for  national  defense  or  for  purposes  which  require 
no  comment  at  this  time,  necessarily  lowers  the  standard  of 
living  of  the  people  as  a  whole.  I  do  not  stand  here  today 
to  criticize,  but  to  oCfer  what  I  bebeve  to  be  sound  advice. 
If  I  were  to  fail  to  express  my  honest  views  with  reference 
to  the  defense  program,  as  the  wise  expenditure  of  the  money 
to  be  raised  by  this  tax  bill  relates  to  national  defense  or 
armed  intervention.  I  would  feel  remiss  in  my  duty  to  my 
country.  I  maintain  that  national  defense  presents  one 
problem,  and  armed  intervention  in  the  war  now  raging  over- 
seas presents  another.  I  have  held  steadfastly  to  the  hope 
that  after  the  experience  of  1916  and  1917  the  people  would 
resist  the  war  propaganda  as  they  would  the  plague,  but  the 
insidious  and  persuasive  appeal  to  fear  is  having  its  intended 
effect  upon  public  opinion.  I  believe  the  Congress  is  attempt- 
ing to  resist  being  drawn  into  war,  but  I  am  not  blind  to  the 
reality  that  the  powerful  forces  now  operaUng  upon  the 
emotions  of  the  people  are  gradually  breaking  down  resist- 
ance to  armed  intervention  and  leading  the  Nation,  step  by 
step,  down  the  ghastly  road  to  war.  Certainly  I.  for  one  shall 
refuse  to  vote  to  send  troops  abroad,  but  I  stand  ready  to 
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support  at  all  times  adequate  national  defense.  If  and  when 
the  administration  decides  to  enter  the  war,  and  should 
Congress  jrleld  to  the  demand,  then  there  is  nothing  left  to  do 
but  support  our  soldiers  with  all  the  available  resources  of 
this  Nation.  The  lives  of  our  men  must  not  be  made  the 
victims  of  waste  and  Inefficiency  on  the  part  of  this 
administration. 

I  am  sure  that  my  colleagues  win  recall  that  when  the 
United  States  entered  the  World  War  it  was  In  a  state  of  woe- 
ful unpreparedness.  There  followed  frantic  and  frenzied 
preparation  without  thought  of  orderly  procedure  or  plan- 
ning as  a  prerequisite  to  preparedness.  This  method  of  ap- 
proach to  preparedness  resulted  in  a  terrible  financial  loss  to 
the  taxpayers  and  ghastly  sacrifice  of  human  life.  While  we 
are  providing  $4,000,000,000  In  this  tax  bill  for  national  de- 
fense. It  may  be  wise  to  profit  hy  the  experience  of  23  years 
ago.  The  record  of  23  years  ago  shows  that  the  Ordnance 
Department  at  Washington  spent  $4,000,000,000  from  April 
1917  to  June  1918  for  guns  and  ammunition,  with  the  result 
that  only  133  guns  and  600  shells,  instead  of  the  20,000  guns 
ordered,  reached  Grencral  Pershing  in  time  to  be  of  any  use. 
I  recall,  and  the  record  shows,  that  after  spending  $1,000,- 
000.000  in  an  effort  to  supply  planes,  not  a  fighting  plane 
reached  the  front.  The  poorly  constructed  observation  planes 
known  as  "flaming  cofiBns"  were  the  only  ones  to  reach  Prance. 
The  20,000,000  hand  grenades  of  a  new  design,  but  too  com- 
plicated for  use,  were  supplied.  This  necessitated  the  pur- 
chase of  British  hand  grenades  for  our  soldiers.  It  will  be 
recalled,  too,  that  in  the  hysteria  of  preparedness  for  the 
World  War  powder  plants  were  built,  one  at  Nitro,  W.  Va..  at 
a  cost  of  $70,000,000;  a  plant  at  Nashville.  Tenn.,  at  a  cost  of 
$90,000,000;  and  plants  at  Sheffield,  Ala.;  Muscle  Shoals.  Ala.; 
Toledo.  Ohio;  Perryvllle,  Md.;  Cinciimati,  Ohio.  cosUng 
$116,000,000.  This  vast  expenditure  failed  to  produce  a  pound 
of  powder  or  a  pound  of  nitrate  for  use  in  the  war.  I  could 
proceed  for  an  hour  enumerating  the  billions  of  dollars 
wasted. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman 
3  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  present  plight 
of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  together  with  the  woe- 
ful unpreparedness  to  meet  the  present  emergency  ought  to 
be  a  grim  reminder  that  adequate  national  defense  does  not 
consist  of  wild  and  reckless  spending  and  waste.  The  experi- 
ence of  the  last  7  years  amply  demonstrates  the  truth  of  this 
observation.  The  taxpayers  of  this  great  Republic  will,  of 
course,  be  as  generous  in  contributing  from  their  financial 
resources  to  the  cause  of  national  defense  as  they  have  been 
patriotically  vocal  in  urging  preparation.  There  Is  one  thing 
that  the  taxpayers  have  a  right  to  demand  and  that  is  the 
wise  expenditxire  of  every  d(Hlar  of  the  four  thousand  millions 
of  dollars  which  will  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  this  adminis- 
traUon  for  national  defense.  I  mention  this  because  the 
present  tax  bill  will,  of  necessity,  be  followed  within  a  few 
months  by  a  more  drastic  and  far-reaching  revenue  measure 
to  meet  other  emergencies  which  will  arise.  That  other 
emergencies  will  appear  with  regular  frequency  is  obvious 
from  the  condiUon  of  the  Treasury. 

The  money  never  contributed  anything  to  the  support  of 
our  fighting  forces  abroad,  although  we  were  in  the  war  for 
19  months.  The  patriotic  citizens  of  this  country  want  no 
repetition  of  such  wanton  waste  in  the  execution  of  the 
present  preparedness  program.  I  am  opposed  to  sending  our 
boys  overseas  and  I  shall  vote  against  sending  them  into  a 
foreign  war.  I  believe,  however,  that  those  who  are  au- 
thorized to  spend  the  taxpayers'  money  for  national  pre- 
paredness should  be  held  to  strict  accountabiUty  for  the 
proper  use  of  this  money  for  the  purpose  intended.    We  want 

no  repetition  of  the  experience  of  1917-18. 

There  has  been  no  partisan  display  whatever  in  the  formu- 
lation of  this  tax  bilL    The  RepubUcans,  true  to  their  tradi- 


tional record,  have  never  failed  to  come  to  the  defense  of  the 
Republic,  whether  Its  life  has  been  threatened  by  rebellion 
from  within  or  from  the  invasion  of  its  rights  from  without. 
This  has  been  true,  \i^ether  it  has  been  the  party  In  power 
or  acting  as  a  minority.  It  will  be  recalled  that  during  the 
old  World  War  the  Republicans  were  In  the  minority.  There 
was  no  coalition  and  none  required.  The  Republican  Party  in 
all  emergencies  relating  to  the  protection  of  our  Government, 
Its  Institutions,  and  Its  liberties,  has  responded  without 
thought  of  partisan  considerations.  It  does  reserve  the  right, 
however,  to  exercise  sound  Judgment,  wisdom,  and  Intelligent 
forethought  In  meeting  the  problems  relating  to  any  program 
for  the  national  defense  or  the  welfare  and  security  of  the 
country.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  CoolbyI. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  deeply  grateful  to  my 
friend,  the  able  and  distinguished  chairman  of  the  committee, 
for  this  opportunity  to  address  this  House. 

The  chairman  of  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
is  a  faithful,  diligent,  and  tireless  worker.  The  laborious 
and  difficult  task  which  he  and  his  committee  have  performed 
In  preparing  and  presenting  to  this  House  a  bill  which  will 
provide  for  the  immediate  needs  of  a  national-defense  pro- 
gram Is  worthy  of  our  praise  and  commendation. 

I  fully  appreciate  the  fact  that  It  is  imperative  that  we 
provide  sufficient  fimds  for  adequate  national  defense.  While 
I  am  very  much  In  favor  of  adequately  preparing  this  Nation 
to  meet  and  to  cope  with  every  emergency  and  eventuality, 
and  welcome  an  opportunity  to  vote  for  a  tax  measure  which 
will  provide  sufficient  and  adequate  funds  for  this  purpose, 
I  must  confess  frankly  that  I  shall  vote  for  the  pending 
measure  reluctantly  and  with  grave  misgivings.  Complete 
and  adequate  national  defense  is  "a  consummation  devoutly 
to  be  wished,"  but  in  providing  funds  with  which  to  prepare 
for  greater  emergencies  which  may  arise  in  the  future  I  hope 
that  this  House  will  be  mindful  ot  the  great  burden  which  this 
bill  Imposes  on  a  commodity  upon  which  depends  the  liveli- 
hood of  a  large  group  of  our  citizens.  I  have  reference  to  the 
Increase  in  the  now  heavy  tax  burden  which  is  imposed 
upon  tobacco. 

Adequate  and  immediate  national  defense  Is  the  paramount 
need  of  the  hour  and  the  parliamentary  situation  deprives 
those  of  us  who  object  to  the  impwsition  of  an  stdditlonal  tax 
burden  upon  tobacco  of  the  right  to  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  pending  bill,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  strike  out  this 
additional  burden  and  places  us  in  the  position  of  having  to 
accept  the  additional  burden  and  vote  for  this  bill,  hoping  and 
believing  that  the  Senate  will  rectify  the  wrong  which  is  being 
done  by  this  provision  of  this  bill  to  the  tobacco  farmers  of 
the  Nation.  I  know  that  it  is  contended  that  this  tobacco  tax 
is  a  consumer's  tax.  I  would  not  be  foolish  enoi^h  even  for  a 
moment  to  suggest  that  the  entire  tax  burden  imposed  on 
tobacco  Is  borne  by  the  tobacco  farmer,  but  I  am  thoroughly 
convinced  that  the  burden  does  fall  heavily  upon  the  farmer 
and  is  refiected  in  some  degree  in  the  price  which  he  receives 
for  this  commodity.  Tobacco  Is  already  too  heavily  taxed, 
and  I  believe  that  we  have  reached  the  point  of  diminishing 
returns.  I  doubt  very  much  that  the  additional  tax  which  is 
by  this  bill  imposed  will  increase  the  tremendous  revenue 
which  the  Government  receives  from  the  tax  which  is  annually 
collected  from  tobacco. 

Other  members  of  the  North  Carolina  delegation  and  I  pre- 
pared and  filed  with  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  a  state- 
ment in  which  we  pointed  out  the  plight  of  the  American 
tobacco  farmer  and  in  which  we  urged  that  no  additional  tax 
burden  be  imposed  upon  tobacco  at  this  time.  I  appeared 
along  with  other  Members  of  Congress  from  other  States  yes- 
terday before  the  Rules  Committee  in  opposition  to  the  "gag" 
rule  under  which  this  bill  is  being  passed,  and  we  urged  at 
that  time  that  we  be  given  an  opportunity  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  section  of  this  bill  which  Increases  the  tax  upon 
tobacco,  but  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  insisted  upon  a 
closed  rule,  which  would  not  permit  any  amendment  to  be 
offered. 
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Assuming  that  this  bill  would  pass  the  House  today  in  Its 
present  form.  I  have  filed  a  request  with  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  to  appear  in  opposition  to  the  imposi- 
tion of  additional  tax  upon  tobacco.  In  voting  for  this  biU  I 
still  entertain  the  hope  that  this  unfair  and  unjust  additional 
burden  upon  tobacco  may  be  stricken  from  the  bill  when  it 
reaches  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  this  House  to  the  situation 
which  now  exists  in  that  section  of  the  country  in  which 
flue-cured  tobacco  is  grown.  The  tobacco  farmers  of  Amer- 
ica are  now  actually  on  relief.  But  for  the  relief  extended  to 
us  last  fall  by  an  agency  of  the  Government,  bankruptcy  and 
distress  would  have  enveloped  the  tobacco-growing  areas  of 
the  Nation.  Approximately  60  percent  of  the  flue-cured  to- 
bacco crop  of  the  Nation  is  usually  exported.  As  soon  as  war 
broke  out  in  Europe  last  fall  the  British  buyers  of  our  tobacco 
withdrew  from  the  markets  and  as  a  result  of  their  withdrawal 
our  markets  were  closed  and  business  in  all  of  eastern  North 
Carolina  was  paralyzed.  During  the  holiday — and  it  was  a 
holiday  of  distress — a  referendum  was  conducted  among  the 
tobacco  growers  and  under  the  intimidation  and  coercicn  of 
a  situation  over  which  they  had  no  control  our  farmers  agreed 
to  reduce  their  production  from  1.100,000.000  pounds  of  flue- 
cured  tobacco  which  they  produced  in  1939,  to  600,000,000 
pounds  to  be  produced  in  1940.  Upon  the  referendum  being 
held  the  Community  Credit  Corporation  made  an  arrange- 
ment and  reached  an  agreement  with  the  British  buyers  un- 
der which  agreement  the  British  buyers  purchased  and  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  paid  for,  approximately  $40,- 
000.000  worth  of  tobacco,  and  the  British  companies  now  have 
an  option  upon  the  tobacco,  the  title  to  which  is  held  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

In  olher  words,  last  year  the  Government  provided  $40.- 
000,000  with  which  to  save  our  tobacco  farmers  from  bank- 
ruptcy, and  this  year  it  does  not  appear  that  the  British 
buyers  will  return  to  our  markets,  and  we  have  only  the 
Government  to  look  to  for  relief.  If  a  similar  arrangement 
Is  made,  in  1940  with  the  British  buyers  as  was  made  in  1939 
it  will,  no  doubt,  embrace  the  entire  crop,  and  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  called  upon  to  provide  instead  of  $40,000,000, 
perhaps  $80,000,000  to  prevent  a  collapse  of  prices  and  a  total 
disaster. 

;  So  we  have  the  picture  of  one  governmental  agency  com- 
ing to  our  aid  to  the  extent  of  $80,000,000,  while  this  bill 
Imposes  an  additional  burden  upon  the  commodity  to  the 
extent  of  $82,000,000.  It  jiist  does  not  seem  to  make  sense 
to  me. 

We  have  reduced  our  production  of  flue-cured  tobacco 
approximately  50  percent,  our  export  markets  are  entirely 
gone,  we  now  have  on  hand  a  surplus  of  approximately  350.- 
000.000  pounds  of  flue-cured  tobacco,  and  there  is  no  indica- 
tion that  the  British  buyers  will  exercise  their  option  of  the 
crop  which  they  purchased  last  fall.  We  have  nothing  left 
but  our  domestic  markets,  and  instead  of  doing  something 
to  try  to  increase  domestic  consumption,  an  additional  tax 
of  approximately  16  cents  a  pound  is  l)eing  imposed  upon 
a  commodity  which  last  year  sold  on  the  open  auction  ware- 
house floor  for  a  little  more  than  15  cents  a  pound.  This  Is 
unjust  and  imfair.  I  know  that  it  is  easy  to  say  that  this 
tax  is  not  paid  by  the  farmer,  but  is  passed  on  to  the  con- 
sumer, but  in  my  opinion  a  large  portion  of  the  burden  will 
fall  on  the  brow  of  those  who  labor  in  our  tobacco  fields. 

The  tobacco  farmers  of  North  Carolina  are  patriotic,  loyal 
American  citizens  and  they  are  perfectly  willing  to  l)ear  their 
fair  share  of  the  tax  burden  of  the  Nation.  They  will  offer 
their  sons,  their  farms,  and  their  fortimes  in  defense  of  this 
fair  land  of  ours,  but  they  should  not  be  expected  to  bear 
in  silence  this  unfair  burden  which  is  about  to  be  placed 
upon  them.  I  am  sure  that  no  one  will  be  foolish  enough 
to  contend  that  an  additional  tax  is  -calculated  to  increase 
domestic  consumption.  Oh.  I  know  that  the  argimaent  is 
made  that  tobacco  is  a  luxury.  It  may  be  a  luxury  to  those 
who  consume  it.  but  It  is  an  absolute  necessity  to  those  whose 
livelihoods  depend  upon  Its  production.  Even  if  It  is  a  luxury 
no  reason  has  yet  been  suggested  why  It  should  be  taxed  out 
of  existence.    There  are  other  luxuries  which  might  be  taxed 


if  we  would  only  tax  them  and  I  shall  welcome  an  opportunity 
to  tax  every  other  luxury  before  placing  an  additional  burden 
upon  tobacco  or  its  products.  I  hope  that  those  who  are 
responsible  for  the  imposition  of  this  additional  burden  upon 
our  tobacco  farmers  may  soon  realize,  as  does  the  distin- 
guished chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  who 
lives  in  the  greatest  tobacco-growing  State  in  the  Union,  that 
this  tax,  which  we  understand  is  only  temporary.  Ls  never- 
theless unfair,  unreasonable,  and  imwarranted,  and  I  indulge 
the  hope  that  it  will  be  removed  at  the  earliest  possible  date, 
If  not  in  the  Senate  at  this  session,  then  in  the  House  at 
the  next  session.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  has  expired. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  remainder  of 
my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  DitterI. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  is 
recognized  for  2  minutes. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  must  be  a  very  un- 
comfortable day  for  the  members  of  the  majority.  As  I 
recall  the  persistency  with  which  they  have  resorted  to 
profligacy,  as  I  recall  how  during  the  last  7  years  they  have 
advocated  that  prosperity  could  only  come  by  a  wild  orgy 
of  spending,  no  other  quotation  seems  quite  as  forceful  to 
me  today  as  that  old  quotation  from  Holy  Writ  itself.  "Be 
sure  your  sins  will  find  you  out."  The  spending  specialists 
are  face  to  face  today  with  one  thing,  and  that  is,  they 
must  admit  that  they  have  brought  the  Nation  up  to  the 
very  brink  of  disaster.  Now,  when  we  are  faced  with  a 
real  emergency,  a  real  need,  they  demand  that  a  unity  of 
purpose  should  require  on  the  part  of  the  minority  an  ap- 
proval of  all  that  they  have  done  in  the  past. 

I  am  for  unity  of  purpose,  but  I  want  to  say  to  the  ma- 
jority today  that  I  in  no  way  feel  that  a  sense  of  unity  of 
purpose  requires  either  excusing  the  mistakes  of  the  past  or 
the  condoning  of  that  course  of  action  which  has  led  the 
Nation  to  the  point  in  which  it  presently  flnds  itself. 

Mr.  Chairman,  two  very  important  and  very  vital  prob- 
lems are  l)efore  the  American  people  today — first,  the  prob- 
lem of  providing  an  adequate  national  defense,  and.  second, 
the  problem  of  providing  the  necessary  funds  to  secure  it. 
No  good  purpose  could  be  served  at  this  time  by  casting  any 
reflections  upon  those  who,  because  of  access  to  more  direct 
information  and  a  more  intimate  association  with  the  trag- 
edy of  Europe,  should  have  develop)ed  a  national-defense 
program  long  before  the  period  of  crisis.  Suffice  it  to  say, 
that  had  this  been  done,  many  of  the  dangers  which  are 
always  inherent  in  a  speed-up  program  might  have  been 
avoided.  The  old  axiom,  more  haste — less  speed,  still  holds 
good. 

But  the  second  problem,  the  problem  of  providing  the 
necessary  funds  to  give  our  people  a  sense  of  security,  is 
before  us  at  tliis  time.  It  is  a  serious  problem.  It  is  a 
problem  which  affects  every  citizen.  It  entails  the  heavy 
hand  of  taxation  and  the  burdensome  weight  of  an  increased 
debt.  To  a  very  large  degree,  this  problem  faces  the  coimtry 
today  as  a  result  of  one  thing.  Make  no  mistake  about  that. 
It  is  not  the  war  in  Europe.  It  Is  not  the  threat  of  any  ag- 
gression. It  is  not  the  likelihood  or  possibility  of  invasion. 
It  is  'not  the  probability  of  our  involvement.  It  is  not  the 
outgrowth  of  Isolation.    This  measure,  this  problem  of  more 

taxes  and  more  debt  is  here  today  because  of  the  philosophy 

the  policies  that  have  been  advocated  by  those  in  charge  of 
our  Government  for  the  last  7  years.  The  rainy  day  which 
was  scorned  and  scoffed  at  by  the  new  dealers  and  against 
which  common  sense  warned,  has  arrived — and  that  rainy 
day  has  turned  out  to  be  a  deluge.  No  more  patent  evidence 
of  failure  could  be  produced  than  that  which  Is  introduced 
by  the  majority  leadership  at  this  time  in  its  admission  to 
the  American  people  that  its  stewardship  has  been  so  profli- 
gate, its  management  so  lax.  its  direction  so  short-sighted 
that  in  a  tune  of  danger  it  Is  caUed  upon  to  resort  to  a 
measure  such  as  this  for  the  protection  and  well-being  of 
our  people. 

Every  count  In  the  bill  of  psjticulars  Is  beyond  contradic- 
tion.   Debts  have  been  pUed  upon  debts;  excuses  have  been 
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made  for  extended  extravagances;  waste  has  been  flaunted 
before  the  eyes  of  the  American  people  as  an  accomplish- 
ment; profligacy  has  been  urged  upon  us  as  a  virtue,  and 
every  caution  has  been  thrown  to  the  winds  by  those  who 
have  insisted  that  the  prosperity  of  the  American  people 
depended  upon  the  adoption  of  a  course  that  brought  the 
prodigal  son  to  disgrace  and  disillusionment.  Have  I  over- 
stated or  exaggerated?  I  refuse  to  do  either.  I  want  the 
record  to  speak  for  itself.  Shall  I  call  upon  witnesses  to 
support  these  allegations?  They  should  be  witnesses  who 
have  supported  the  program — witnesses  who  have  added  the 
weight  of  their  testimony  in  days  gone  by  to  the  enactment 
of  lending  and  spending  as  a  safe  and  sure  highway  for  the 
American  people  to  follow  in  their  search  for  prosperity,  con- 
tentment, and  security. 

At  the  Democratic  convention  in  Philadelphia  in  1936. 
Senator  Barklkt  declared,  "I  am  not  worried  about  balanced 
budgets."  Mr.  A.  A.  Berle.  Jr.,  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State,  dismissed  all  concern  about  indebtedness  by  the  bland 
statement,  "To  my  mind  there  is  no  particular  danger  in  the 
increasing  Government  debt."  Marriner  Eccles,  of  the  Fed- 
jpral  Reserve,  voiced  the  same  opinion  when  he  said,  "I  think 
that  at  this  time  to  try  to  t}alance  the  Budget,  either  by 
substantial  reduction  in  expenditures  or  by  increasing  taxes, 
would  be  deflationary."  Mr.  Hopkins,  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  joined  the  spending  specialists  with  the  advice, 
''I  can  see  no  choice,  short  of  inviting  a  repetition  of  1929, 
other  than  to  carry  on  with  a  policy  of  protective  spending 
against  depression."  Protective  spending  could  hardly  be 
considered  very  assuring  today  in  this  hour  of  need. 

One  observation  could  be  added  after  another,  all  to  the 
same  purpose,  all  advocating  Uie  same  policy,  all  leading  to 
the  same  end.  spend  and  spend  and  become  prosperous  by 
it.  That  policy  has  brought  us  to  the  place  we  are  today — 
in  need  of  reserves  for  a  defense  program,  and  no  reserve 
at  hand — ^the  nest  egg  that  should  be  available  having  been 
wasted  and  squandered  by  a  mistaken  notion,  by  a  distorted 
academic  theory  that  profligacy  leads  to  prosperity,  that 
spending  is  a  means  of  salvation,  that  wasting  our  sutKtance 
in  riotous  living  can  be  carried  on  without  paying  the  price. 

The  suggestion  has  been  made,  however,  that  another  plan 
will  be  resorted  to  in  the  future  to  bring  in  needed  revenue 
as  the  demands  become  greater,  and  as  no  curtailments  in 
other  expenditures  are  made.  I  refer  to  the  compulsory 
savings  plan. 

The  author  of  the  compulsory  savings  plan,  Mr.  John 
Maynard  Keynes,  Is  the  person  who  was  so  largely  instru- 
mental in  persuading  the  present  administration  to  forsake 
the  Democratic  platform  of  1932  and  embark  on  the  program 
of  deficit  financing  for  pump  priming  and  other  purposes. 
We  are  all  well  aware,  now.  of  what  this  program  has  cost  and 
how  far  short  it  has  fallen  of  achieving  the  promised  re- 
sults. We  should,  therefore,  approach  any  new  scheme  of 
financing  put  forward  by  this  gentleman  with  our  eyes  wide 
open.  Indeed,  since  the  hand  is  often  quicker  than  the  eye, 
we  should  be  doubly  cautious. 

The  Keynes  plan  for  compulsory  saving  Is  devised  primarily 
to  apply  to  the  very  difficult  conditions  in  which  Great  Britain 
now  flnds  herself.  The  country  has  a  limited  supply  of  goods 
available  for  present  consumption  and  a  very  difficult  problem 
of  adding  to  that  supply.  It  also  has  urgent  necessity  of 
giving  priority  to  war  production  in  the  use  of  such  goods  and 
materials  as  are  available.  England's  problem,  therefore,  is 
to  restrict  consumption.  This  problem  will  be  intensified  by 
the  prospect  that  some  increase  of  total  wages  and  other  in- 
comes will  occur,  either  through  greater  employment  or 
through  some  advances  of  wage  rates.  It  is  assumed,  no 
doubt  correctly,  that  voluntary  saving  will  not  be  sufllclent 
to  provide  the  necessary  contraction  of  consimiption.  It, 
therefore,  becomes  necessary  to  devise  some  method  whereby 
the  additions  to  income  arising  from  industrial  activity  will 
not  be  added  to  the  consumption  demand. 

Two  methods  for  restricting  consumption  are  familiar. 
One  is  a  rise  of  prices,  but  this  is  hkOy  to  be  followed  kqr 


pressure  for  higher  wages,  and  thus  to  set  in  motion  the  infla- 
tionary spiral  of  price  and  wage  increases.  The  other  method 
Is  to  increase  taxes,  but  Mr.  Keynes  does  not  like  this  method 
as  well  as  the  new  scheme  which  he  proposes. 

That  scheme,  which  he  calls  compulsory  saving,  differs 
from  outright  taxation  in  that  only  a  part  of  the  income 
which  the  citizen  is  compelled  to  surrender  is  to  be  regarded  as 
a  tax.  The  remainder  is  to  be  considered  a  loan  which  is  to 
be  repaid  after  the  war  when  the  Nation's  resources  are  not 
fully  engaged. 

Ilie  compulsory-savings  scheme  Is  intended  to  take  a  slice 
out  of  personal  incomes  in  addition  to  the  substantial  cuts 
already  being  taken  by  taxation.  In  the  groups  already  sut>- 
ject  to  the  income  tax,  a  portion  of  the  new  levy  would  be 
treated  as  an  increase  of  income  tax.  and  a  relatively  small 
pari  would  be  set  aside  as  a  compulsory  saving.  In  the  low- 
Income  group,  not  now  subject  to  income  tax  or  barely  sub- 
ject thereto,  a  much  larger  proportion  of  what  is  to  be  taken 
would  be  considered  as  an  enforced  saving.  Mr.  Keynes  calls 
this  saving  "deferred  pay."  That  is,  it  is  a  part  of  the  wage 
which  cannot  be  used  for  consumption  now.  but  which  must 
be  deferred  until  after  the  war  is  over.  The  taxpayer  would 
be  permitted  to  select  the  depository  for  his  saving.  He  may 
designate  his  friendly  society,  his  trade  union,  or  any  other 
body  approved  for  health  insurance,  or  the  Postal  Savings 
Bank.  Obviously,  the  Treasury  would  absorb  such  fimds  from 
these  institutions,  issuing  to  them  some  sort  of  Treasury 
obligation  to  be  held  until  permission  for  redemption  is 
granted. 

The  depositor,  or  taxpayer,  would  be  permitted  to  draw  on 
this  deferred-pay  deposit  to  meet  certain  commitments  to 
save  entered  upon  before  the  war.  such  as  insurance  pre- 
miums. Installment  pajonents,  or  bank  loans.  They  could 
also  be  withdrawn  to  pay  death  duties.  Emergency  cases  of 
illness,  unemployment,  or  special  family  expenses  are  also 
mentioned  as  grounds  for  withdrawal.  But  in  general,  how- 
ever, the  deferred-pay  deposits  are  not  to  be  withdrawn 
until  after  the  war,  when  they  are  to  be  released  in  a  series 
of  installments  as  fixed  by  the  Government. 

The  scheme  is  complicated  by  various  related  ideas.  There 
is  to  be  a  minimum  exemption  of  45  shillings  per  week.  It 
is  also  proposed  to  allow  5  shillings  p)er  week  for  each  child 
under  15,  and  possibly  to  provide  a  minimum  ration  of  con- 
sumption necessaries  at  a  low-fixed  price.  This  ration  is  to 
be  on  condition  that  the  trade  unions  agree  not  to  press  for 
wage  increases,  since  that  would  give  a  larger  disposable 
Income  above  the  cost  of  the  ration. 

The  graduation  is  rather  severe.  For  a  married  man  with 
no  young  children,  the  rate  would  be  3Vi  percent  on  a 
weekly  wage  of  50  shillings,  rising  to  19  y4  percent  on  a 
weekly  wage  of  100  shillings.  On  an  annual  income  of  £1.000 
the  Tate  would  be  35  percent,  and  on  an  income  over  £50,000 
the  total  income  tax  and  compulsory  savings  levy  would 
take  85  percent. 

Various  objections  have  been  raised  to  the  scheme,  even 
In  England: 

First.  The  compulsory  element  Is  criticized  as  hostile  to 
the  spirit  of  sacrifice. 

Second.  The  British  trade  tmlonist  knows  that  the  success 
of  Hitler  means  the  end  of  trade  unionism.  He  does  not 
require  this  sort  of  compulsion. 

TTiird.  The  scheme  will  not  prevent  demands  for  wage 
increases  to  offset  the  effect  of  the  levy. 

Fourth.  It  will  involve  serious  administrative  difficulties. 

If  such  a  proposal  were  to  be  seriously  considered  for  the 
United  States,  the  foregoing  objections  would  no  doubt  apply 
here.  In  addition,  further  defects  and  obstacles  should  ba 
noted. 

Fifth.  The  plan  does  not  avoid  an  increase  of  the  public 
debt.  Mr.  Kesmes  argues  that  such  an  increase  would  occur 
anyway.  If  the  Government  undertook  to  absorb  voluntary 
savings.  He  does  not  recognize  that  if  taxation  were  used 
Instead,  there  would  be  no  debt  increase. 

Sixth.  The  scheme  is  particularly  faulty  with  respect  to 
A  the  operations  of  the  post-war  period.    Tbe  intention  is 
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that  these  comptilsory  savings  will  be  paid  back  to  the 
holders,  with  interest,  in  installments.  The  strong  argument 
for  this  feature  is  that  it  will  provide  additional  purchasing 
power  at  a  time  when  the  war  demand  has  fallen  off.  How 
does  Mr.  Ke3^es  propose  to  obtain  the  funds  for  redemption 
of  these  deposits?  His  explanation  is  incredibly  naive.  He 
proposes  to  raise  the  funds  for  redemption  of  the  deferred- 
pay  deposits  by  means  of  a  capital  levy. 

This  scheme  is  utterly  preposterous,  and  it  destroys  the 
whole  merit  of  the  deferred-pay  argimient.  That  argument 
is  that  the  withdrawal  and  spending  of  this  pay,  after  the  war, 
will  bolster  industry  and  trade  in  the  readjustment  period. 
But  the  money  will  be  obtained  through  a  capital  levy  which 
will  do  more  than  any  other  kind  of  levy  to  paralyze  industry 
and  trade.  Mr.  Keynes  would  destroy  the  thing  he  wants  to 
save  in  order  to  get  the  money  with  which  to  save  it. 

We  have  here  the  academic  theorist  at  his  worst.  He  works 
out  a  wonderful  plan,  which  on  paper  looks  marvelous  until 
one  arrives  at  the  final  stage,  and  then  we  find  a  proposition 
which  completely  destroys  the  practicability  of  the  whole,  yet 
it  is  built  into  the  structure  of  the  plan  without  the  slightest 
realization  of  its  damaging  effects. 

Seventh.  There  is  another  insidious  danger  lurking  in  the 
Keynes  plan.  It  is  reported  that  in  some  of  his  writings  Mr. 
Keynes  sees  in  his  plan  not  simply  a  device  for  war  financing, 
but  the  germ  of  a  permanent  method  whereby  government 
may  regulate  the  proportion  of  incomes  which  shall  be  used 
for  consumption  and  which  part  shall  be  absorbed  for  the 
support  of  a  public -spending  policy.  Under  such  a  scheme 
seme  bureaucratic  group  could  manipulate  the  relationship 
^^tween  consumption  and  compulsory  saving  at  will.  They 
could  reduce  private  consumption  by  increasing  the  levy  and 
at  another  time  increase  it  by  releasing  the  funds  previously 
Impounded.  The  country  has  already  suffered  too  much  from 
the  good  intentions  of  those  who  believe  the  function  of  gov- 
ernment to  be  that  of  manipulating  the  private  economy  in 
such  manner  as  to  achieve  ends  which  the  manipulators  con- 
sidered to  be  desirable. 

An  illustration  of  the  operation  of  the  scheme  in  this 
country  is  provided  by  Mr.  Jerome  Prank,  in  his  address 
before  the  Army  Industrial  College  on  April  8,  1940.  To  il- 
lustrate the  manner  of  diverting  from  private  to  public 
consumption  Mr.  Prank  mentioned  the  current  expenditures 
of  the  American  people  on  automobiles,  which  he  estimated 
to  be  about  five  and  one-half  billion  dollars,  including  new 
cars  and  expenditure  on  operation  of  the  old  ones.  He  esti- 
mated further  that  of  this  amount  about  two  and  one-half 
billion  dollars  could  be  diverted  to  armament.  The  auto- 
mobile companies  would  change  over  from  cars  and  trucks 
for  private  use  to  trucks,  tanks,  and  other  motorized  equip- 
ment for  military  use. 

But  in  making  this  proposal  it  seems  that  due  regard  was 
not  had  for  the  extent  to  which  the  American  people  have 
become  dependent  upon  the  motor  vehicle.  They  have  dis- 
persed themselves  throughout  the  country,  living  often  at 
considerable  distance  from  their  work  and  from  sources  of 
supply  for  ordinary  merchandise.  They  have  become  en- 
tirely dependent  upon  the  motor  vehicle  for  transporta- 
tion to  work,  and  for  the  delivery  of  supplies.  A  drastic  re- 
duction of  the  expenditures  available  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  this  system  of  transportation  is  not  as  easy  as 
it  looks  to  be  on  paper.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  diflficult  to 
find  any  field  of  expenditure  the  severe  curtailment  of  which 
would  accomplish  more  in  the  reduction  of  working  efiB- 
ciency  and  civilian  morale  than  would  be  accomplished  by 
the  kind  of  income  diversion  which  Mr.  Prank  so  casually 
suggests. 

So  far  as  the  United  States  is  presently  concerned,  there  is  no 
such  problem  of  scarcity,  and  no  such  need  of  careful  appor- 
tioiunent  of  a  limited  supply  of  goods  among  the  citizens,  as 
now  prevail  in  England.  There  is  a  problem  of  national 
finance,  which  has  been  most  seriously  complicated,  as  we  f  ice 
this  defense  emergency,  by  the  scandalous  waste  of  public 
credit  resources  under  the  influence  of  Mr.  Keynes.  Such  di- 
version of  private  purchasing  power  to  meet  this  emergency 


can  be  more  adequately  and  more  efBclently  accomplished  by 
appropriate  methods  of  taxation  than  by  any  plan  of  com- 
pulsory savings  which,  like  all  borrowing  schemes,  merely 
defers  the  day  of  reckoning  and  increases  the  size  of  the 
account  that  must  then  be  paid. 

The  minority  Joins  wholeheartedly  today  with  the  majority 
In  supporting  the  bill  to  provide  funds  for  the  defense  pro- 
gram. If  this  program  is  to  be  effective,  if  it  is  to  assure  the 
protection  which  we  urge,  careful  management  is  essential. 
Extravagance  and  waste  will  be  disastrous.  Frugality  is  de- 
manded. As  we  face  the  sterner  tasks  of  tomorrow,  as  the 
more  far-reaching  responsibilities  press  upon  us.  a  change 
of  attitude  in  operation  and  management  will  be  required. 
The  lessons  of  the  past  should  have  made  an  Impression.  We 
should  profit  by  them.  Confidence  can  be  created  only  by 
common-sense  methods.  An  adherence  to  mistaken  policies 
and  lahilosophies  is  neither  safe  nor  assuring-  We,  of  the 
minority,  pledge  ourselves  to  a  unity  of  purpose  to  defend 
the  heritages  and  the  hearthstones  of  America  with  as  much 
zeal  and  devotion  as  the  majority.  We  contend  that  the 
minority  is  actuated  by  the  same  patriotic  motives  as  the 
majority  claim. 

To  this  pledge  of  unity  of  purpose  we  add  our  reasoned 
Judgment  that  an  efiQcient  administration  is  more  indis- 
pensable today  than  ever  if  the  welfare  and  security  of 
America  is  to  be  assured,    i  Applause.  1 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  balance  of 
my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts   [Mr.  Mc- 

CORMACKl. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is  recognized  for  16 
minutes. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the  outset  of  my 
remarks  I  want  to  Join  with  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper], 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  on  taxation,  and  other  Demo- 
cratic Members  who  have  spoken,  in  complimenting  the 
minority  members  of  the  committee  in  their  general  ap- 
proach— you  will  note  I  use  the  word  "general"  as  distin- 
guished from  "specific"— their  general  approach  in  commit- 
tee to  the  consideration  of  this  bill. 

I  also  want  to  congratulate  them  for  concurring  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  committee 
that  this  was  a  time  when  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
should  attempt  to  show  leadership  in  this  crisis,  and  that 
the  minority  members — reluctantly,  it  is  true — recognizing 
the  exigencies,  concurred  with  the  Democratic  members  in 
the  opinion  that  a  rule  along  the  lines  reported  should  be 
requested  of  the  Rules  Committee  and  adopted  by  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

I  want  to  particularly  pay  my  respects  to  one  member  of 
the  minority.  I  do  not  ignore  the  other  nine  members,  and 
I  do  not  intend  to  do  so  in  pasnng  my  respects  to  this  mem- 
ber in  particular.  I  consider  him  one  of  the  finest  men  I 
have  ever  met;  a  man  who  was  here  when  I  was  first 
elected  12  years  ago,  and  a  man  who  is  intellectually  honest 
in  committee  and  on  the  floor  and  has  always  made  a  pro- 
found impression  upon  me.  I  refer  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  New  York,  Dr.  Crowther.  [Applause.]  I 
think  that  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  Dr.  Crowther,  and 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Gearhart],  another  dis- 
tinguished member  of  the  committee  who  spoke  today,  minor- 
ity members  of  the  committee,  fully  presented  the  situation 
and  made  an  intellectual  approach  to  a  discussion  of  the  bill 
imder  consideration. 

In  an  actual  crisis,  as  I  stated  several  days  ago,  a  democracy 
will  respond  and  accept  those  sacrifices  that  are  essential  to 
the  national  welfare,  but  it  is  in  that  period  which  precedes  a 
crisis  that  the  test  of  a  democracy  is  made.  It  is  Ln  the 
period  preceding  a  crisis  that  leadership  must  be  evidenced 
in  the  legislative  branch  of  any  democracy  as  weU  as  in  the 
executive  branch.  It  Is  in  that  period  when  uncertainty 
exists.  It  is  in  that  period  when  a  lack  of  national  sense 
might  cause  irreparable  damage  in  the  making  of  those  prepa- 
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rations  that  we  can  visualize  to  be  reasonably  necessary  in  the 
near  future  for  the  safety  of  our  Nation.  It  Is  diulng  the 
period  in  England,  for  example,  in  my  opinion,  prior  to  the 
actual  crisis  that  the  House  of  Commons  and  the  members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  like  Nero  of  old,  "fiddled  while  Rome 
was  burning."  It  was  in  that  period  when  members  made 
argtmients  that  aroused  the  prejudices  and  emotions  of  the 
people  of  England.  They  told  the  people  that  it  was  unneces- 
sary to  prepare.  They  all  had  different  ideas  of  what  con- 
stituted national  defense.  They  thought  the  Maginot  line 
would  be  suflScient  to  stop  the  Germans.  They  told  the 
people  then  in  good  faith,  some  of  them — and  others  for  other 
reasons,  political  or  otherwise — that  there  was  no  question 
about  the  safety  of  the  British  Empire.  Yet  it  was  those 
argtmients,  those  appeals  to  emotions  in  the  period  preceding 
the  actual  crisis  itself,  that  caused  more  harm  to  England 
than  any  other  forces  that  could  have  been  brought  into 
operation. 

In  my  opinion,  the  same  condition  applied  to  Prance  In  the 
French  Chamber  of  Deputies.  Uncertainty  on  the  part  of 
members,  failure  of  leadership  in  the  legislative  branch  of  the 
French  Republic,  the  appeal  to  prejudice  and  to  hatreds,  the 
division  of  the  people  of  that  country  did  more  to  bring  alwut 
imcertainty,  in  my  opinion,  in  Prance  than  any  other  combi- 
nation of  factors  that  existed  during  that  period. 

If  we  are  to  profit  from  the  experiences  of  those  two  coun- 
tries, despite  the  argument  of  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  DrrrERl,  unity  In  our  determination  for 
an  adequate  national  defense  is  absolutely  essential.  It  is 
absolutely  essential  also  that  there  must  be  leadership  not 
only  in  the  executive  branch  of  our  Government  but  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  in  order  to  have  the  confidence 
of  the  people  created  not  only  for  the  Congress  and  our  lead- 
ership, but  for  the  properly  and  duly  elected  leadership  of  the 
country  in  the  executive  branch. 

Mr.  DITTER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Certainly. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Did  the  gentleman  by  any  means  suggest 
that  I  had  questioned  either  the  need  or  the  advisability  of 
accelerating  the  national-defense  program?  If  the  gentleman 
is  under  any  such  delusion,  I  want  to  correct  It  immediately. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  My  friend  is  probably  the  ablest 
debater  on  the  Republican  side. 

Mr.  DITTER.    I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  mean  that.  My  friend  Is  well 
versed  In  his  ability  to  use  the  English  language.  I  always 
like  to  hear  him  debate.  He  has  a  personality  that  is  com- 
manding. My  friend,  in  his  remarks  a  few  moments  ago, 
said  there  was  no  reason,  in  substance,  why  the  minority 
party  should  abdicate  its  position  of  criticism.  But  I  say 
that  that  should  not  apply  to  national  defense.  [Applause.] 
I  say  that  has  no  place  where  national  defense  is  involved. 

Mr.  DITTER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     Certainly. 

Mr.  DITTER.  My  regard  for  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts, and  my  knowledge  of  his  sense  of  fairness  certainly 
prompts  me  at  this  time  to  plead  with  him  that  I  questioned 
in  no  sense  the  need  of  unity  of  purpose  so  far  as  national 
defense  was  concerned.  My  statement  was  that  that  need 
of  national  defense  in  no  way  condones  the  mistakes  nor  the 
causes  for  failures  In  the  past  so  far  as  fiscal  policies  are 
concerned.  I  in  no  way  referred  to  the  matter  of  national 
defense,  and  I  would  appreciate  from  my  dlstiguished  friend 
for  whom  I  have  the  highest  regard  if  his  sense  of  fairness 
will  not  deter  him  from  putting  into  my  mouth  the  words 
and  thoughts  which  in  no  sense  were  present? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  will  let  the  gentleman's  remarks 
speak  for  themselves.  8o  far  as  I  am  concerned  no  one  can 
question  his  patriotism.  I  have  the  highest  feeling  of  re- 
spect and  strongest  feelings  of  friendship  possible  for  my 
friend.  I  consider  him  one  of  the  ablest  Members  of  the 
House.    I  might  reasonably  question  his  partisanship. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Of  which,  sir,  I  am  proud  at  all  times. 
[Applause. 


Mr.  McCORMACK.  Yes;  absolutely.  But  there  are  oc- 
casions when  that  should  be  the  exception  and  not  the 
general  rule. 

I  also  want  to  call  to  the  attention  of  my  friend  trom 
Pennsylvania — and  not  him  alone— that  when  he  injects  Into 
this  debate  the  fiscal  problems  he  is  only  engendering  un- 
certainty In  the  minds  of  the  American  people  on  the  ques- 
tion of  national  defense. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Having  referred  to  the  gentleman 
again  I  srield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  DITTER.  May  I  answer  the  gentleman  by  sasring 
that  my  remarks  would  In  no  way  have  the  weight  or  the 
Influence  such  as  the  gentleman  suggests.  If  such  an  im- 
pression is  present  in  the  minds  of  the  American  people 
today  It  Is  due  to  the  course  of  action  pursued  by  the 
majority  during  the  last  7  years. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That,  of  course,  Is  a  question  of  fact 
on  which  I  and  the  gentleman  might  differ.  But  I  reiter- 
ate that  the  injection  of  the  argument  of  a  bankrupt  nation, 
which  some  have  made,  the  injection  of  the  question  of 
debts  into  this  debate  is  irrelevant.  The  Injection  of  that 
argument  Is  for  the  puriwse  of  appealing  to  the  emotions 
and  the  prejudices. 

Mr.  DITTER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    I  have  only  a  few  minutes  remaining. 

On  the  question  of  debt  the  gentlemen  on  the  Republican 
side  talk  about  dollars.  What  about  himian  values?  What 
about  the  millions  of  people  who  would  have  starved  during 
the  past  7  years  if  appropriations  had  not  been  made  to  re- 
lieve human  suffering  and  distress?  Do  you  think  the  coun- 
try would  be  as  strong  and  substantial  today  if  millions  of 
people,  mothers,  and  fathers,  and  children  had  been  per- 
mitted to  starve  and  to  freeze  to  death,  and  to  be  subjected 
to  the  terrific  pressure  of  the  forces  of  the  depression  brought 
upon  those  who  were  unable  to  obtain  for  themselves  at  least 
the  minimum  needs  for  themselves  and  their  families?  Oh, 
the  Republican  Party  talks  about  dollars,  but  there  is  some- 
thing beyond  that,  there  are  hiunan  values  involved.  The 
country  must  rely  upon  you  and  upon  me.  and  every  other 
individual  American  to  sustain  it  not  only  during  this  crisis 
but  to  preserve  it  for  generations  of  Americans  yet  un- 
born. 

This  depression  has  brought  to  us  problems  that  we  of  this 
generation  must  meet,  and  one  of  the  problems  was  that 
which  confronted  us  of  millions  of  Americans  facing  condi- 
tions amounting  to  starvation.  What  do  you  think  the  con- 
ditions would  have  been  if  the  Federal  Government  had 
failed  to  respond  along  the  lines  we  have  during  the  past  7 
years?  That  is  what  made  up  in  the  main  the  debt  and  the 
deficits  that  have  occurred  so  far  as  the  Federal  Government 
is  concerned. 

If  it  were  not  for  the  emergency  appropriations  made  during 
the  last  4  years  under  a  Democratic  Congress  the  Federal 
Budget  would  have  been  balanced.  It  was  the  appropriations 
we  made  for  relief,  the  emergency  appropriations,  that  caused 
the  deficits  that  have  occurred  during  the  past  4  years.  For 
the  first  3  years  I  will  concede  that  the  deficit  would  have 
occurred  without  regard  to  emergency  appropriations.  But 
deficits  also  occurred  during  the  last  3  years  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  former  President  Hoover— deficits  amounting  to 
over  $5,000,000,000,  with  very  little  Federal  funds  appropri- 
ated to  relieve  human  suffering  and  distress.  Those  are  the 
things  that  excite  the  j)eople ;  those  are  the  things  in  legislation 
of  this  kind  that  appeal  to  the  emotions.  Those  are  the  kliui 
of  argiiments  that  have  no  place  in  a  great  piece  of  legisla- 
tion Involving  the  very  future  of  the  country.  I  refer  to  the 
other  side  in  order  that  the  complete  picture  Is  presented.  I 
present  the  hiunan  values  in  government. 

Mr.  McORANERY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  McGRANERY.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts agree  that  the  disarmament  program  Indulged  In  by  the 
previous  three  Republican  administrations  had  any  bearing 
on  the  condition  of  our  Army  and  Navy  as  found  by  this 
administration  when  it  took  over  in  1933? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  thank  my  friend  for  his  contribution. 
The  gentleman's  statement  speaks  for  itself. 

Mr.  DITTER.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Just  for  a  question. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  should  like  to  caution  the  gentleman  that 
in  view  of  the  hysteria  in  which  he  presently  finds  himself 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Is  the  gentleman  asking  a  question  or 
making  a  speech? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  was  about  to  give  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  a  cautionary  word  because  of  my  high  regard 
for  him. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  to  ask  a 
question.    Has  the  gentleman  a  question  he  wishes  to  ask? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  should  like  to  put  it  in  the  form  of  a 
question. 

Is  the  gentleman  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  present  h3rs- 
teria  that  he  finds  himself  in  might  be  reflected  on  the  coun- 
try, and  that  the  speech  which  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania made  will  sink  into  utter  insignificance  so  far  as  his 
ability  to  arouse  fear  or  hysteria  when  compared  to  that  of 
my  distinguished  friend  from  Massachusetts?     [Applause.] 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  During  this  debate  I  have  heard 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  others 
talk  about  the  Nation  being  bankrupt.  They  have  even  made 
the  charge  that  the  country  would  be  broke  on  February  28 
next.  There  never  was  a  more  unfair,  a  more  incorrect,  a 
more  inflammatory  statement  than  that,  conveying  to  the 
people  of  the  country  the  idea  of  the  flnancial  insecurity  of 
our  Nation.  This  country  is  capable  of  carrying  a  $75,000,- 
000.000  debt,  If  necessary  for  the  general  welfare  of  our  people. 
We  have  the  warning.  We  have  the  danger  signals.  We  are 
all  Americans.  I  am  not  impugning  the  motives  of  any 
man  or  woman  in  this  body.  They  are  all  sincere  Americans. 
But  I  regret  the  argument  that  appeals  to  emotions,  to  preju- 
dice, to  group  action,  that  has  been  injected  into  this  debate 
on  a  matter  concerning  the  future  of  our  country.  We  need 
a  national  sense.  We  needed  a  national  sense  in  the  early 
days  of  our  country.  We  needed  a  national  sense  during  the 
Civil  War.  A  national  sense  existed  on  tx)th  of  those  occa- 
sions. We  need  a  national  sense  today.  In  this  body  are 
men  and  women  recognized  as  leaders  in  their  communities. 
What  you  and  I  say  is  carried  far  and  wide.  Let  us  possess 
a  national  sense  and  protect  and  preserve  the  heritages  that 
we  have  inherited  from  the  ptist,  and  pass  on  to  unborn 
generations  of  Americans  democratic  Institutions  of  govern- 
ment.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has  expired.  Under  the  rule 
the  bill  is  considered  as  read. 

The  bill  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc. 

TmJC  I 

Sbctiow  1.  Short  title. 

Tills  act  may  be  cited  as  the  Revenue  Act  of  1840. 

Sec.  2.  Surtax  on  individuals. 

Section  12  (b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"(b)  Rates  of  surtax:  There  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid 
for  each  taxable  year  upon  the  surtax  net  income  of  every  indi- 
vidual a  surtax  as  follows: 

"Upon  a  surtax  net  Income  of  $4,000  there  shall  be  no  surtax; 
upon  surtax  net  Incomes  In  excess  of  $4,000  and  not  in  excess  of 
$6,000.  4  percent  of  such  excess. 

••$80  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $6,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
Incomes  in  excess  of  $6,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $8,000,  6  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$300  upon  surtax  net  incomes  of  $8,000;  and  upon  siirtax  net 
Incomes  in  excess  of  $8,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $10,000,  8  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$360  upon  surtax  net  incomes  of  $10,000;  and  upon  s\irtax  net 
Incomes  in  excess  of  $10,000  and  not  In  excess  of  $12,000.  10  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$560  upon  surtax  net  incomes  of  $12,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
Incomes  in  excess  of  $12,000  and  not  In  excess  of  $14,000,  12  percent 
in  addition  of  such  excess. 


"$800  upon  svirtax  net  Incomes  of  $14,000:  and  upon  surtax  net 
Incomes  in  excess  of  $14,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $16,000,  15  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$1,100  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $16,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
Incomes  in  excess  of  $16,000  and  not  In  excess  of  $18,000.  18  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$1,460  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $18,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
Incomes  In  excess  of  $18,000  and  not  In  excess  of  $20,000.  21  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$1,880  upon  surtax  net  incomes  of  $20,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
incomes  In  excess  of  $20,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $22,000,  24  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$2,360  upon  surtax  net  Incbmes  of  $22,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
incomes  in  excess  of  $22,000  and  not  In  excess  of  $26,000.  27  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

•$3,440  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $26,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
incomes  in  excess  of  $26,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $32,000.  30  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$5,240  upon  surtax  net  incomes  of  $32,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
incomes  in  excess  of  $32,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $38,000,  33  percent 
in  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$7,220  upon  sxirtax  net  incomes  of  $38,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
Incomes  in  excess  of  $38,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $44,000.  36  percent 
in  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$9,380  upon  surtax  net  incomes  of  $44,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
incomes  In  excess  of  $44,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $50,000.  40  percent 
in  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$11,780  upon  surtax  net  incomes  of  $50,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
incomes  in  excess  of  $50,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $60,000,  44  percent 
in  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$16,180  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $60,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
incomes  in  excess  of  $60,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $70,000,  47  percent 
in  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$20,880  upon  surtax  net  incomes  of  $70,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
incomes  in  excess  of  $70,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $80,000,  50  percent 
in  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$25,880  upon  siirtax  net  incomes  of  $80,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
incomes  in  excess  of  $80,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $90,000.  53  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$31,180  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $90,000;  and  upon  stirtax  net 
incomes  in  excess  of  $90,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $100,000.  56  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$36,780  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $100,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
incomes  In  excess  of  $100,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $150,000,  58  percent 
in  addition  of  such  excess. 

•■$65,780  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $150,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
Incomes  in  excess  of  $150,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $200,000.  60  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$95,780  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $200,000;  and  upon  surtax  net 
Incomes  In  excess  of  $200,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $260,000, 62  percent 
In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$126,780  upon  stirtax  net  Incomes  of  $250,000;  and  upon  surtax 
net  incomes  in  excess  of  $250,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $300,000, 
64  per  centum  In  addition  of  such  excess. 

'•$158,780  upon  surtax  net  incomes  of  $300,000:  and  upon  surtax 
net  incomes  in  excess  of  $300,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $400,000, 
66  per  centum  in  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$224,780  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $400,000;  and  upon  surtax 
net  Incomes  in  excess  of  $400,000  and  not  In  excess  of  $500,000, 
68  per  centum  in  addition  of  such  excess. 

••$292,780  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $500,000:  and  upon  surtax 
net  incomes  in  excess  of  $500,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $750,000, 
70  per  centum  In  addition  of  such  excess. 

'•$467,780  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $750,000;  and  upon  surtax 
net  Incomes  in  excess  of  $750,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $1,000,000, 

72  per  centum  in  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$647,780  upon  surtax  net  incomes  of  $1,000,000;  and  upon  surtax 
net  Incomes  In  excess  of  $1,000,000  and  not  In  excess  of  $2,000,000. 

73  per  centum  in  addition  6f  such  excess 

"$1,377,780  upon  svu^ax  net  incomes  of  $2,000,000;  and  upon  svirtax 
net  incomes  in  excess  of  $2,000,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $5,000,000, 

74  per  centum  in  addition  of  such  excess 

"$3,597,780  upon  surtax  net  Incomes  of  $5,000,000;  and  upon  surtax 
net  incomes  in  excess  of  $5,000,000,  75  per  centum  in  addition  of 
such  excess  " 

Sic.  3.  Corporation  tax. 

(a)  Tax  on  corporations  In  general :  Section  13  (b)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  Imposition  of  tax :  There  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid 
for  each  taxable  year  upon  the  normal-tax  net  income  of  every 
corporation  the  normal-tax  net  Income  of  which  la  more  than 
125,000  (except  a  corporation  subject  to  the  tax  Imposed  by  section 
14.  section  231  (a).  Supplement  O,  or  Supplement  Q),  whichever 
of  the  foUowing  taxes  is  the  lesser: 

"(1>  General  rule:  A  tax  of  19  per  centum  of  the  normal-tax 
net  income;  or 

"(2)  Alternative  tax  (corporations  with  normal-tax  net  income 
sllghUy  more  than  $25,000)  :  A  tax  of  $3,775,  plus  33  per  centum 
of  the  amount  of  the  normal-tax  net  income  in  excess  of  $25,000." 

(b)  Tax  on  special  classes  of  corporations:  Sections  14  (b)  and 
(c)  (1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  are  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"(b)  Corporations  with  normal-tax  net  Incomes  of  not  more  than 
$25,000:  If  the  normal-tax  net  Income  of  the  corporation  is  not 
more  than  $35,000,  and  if  the  corporation  does  not  come  within  ons 
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of  the  classes  specJfled  !n  subeeetton  (e),  (d),  or  (e)  of  this  section, 
the  tax  shall  be  as  follows: 

"Upon  normal-tax  net  incomes  not  In  excess  of  $6,000,  18^  per- 
cent. 

"$675  upon  normal-tax  net  Incomes  of  $5,000,  and  upon  normal- 
tax  net  incomes  in  excess  of  $6,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $20,000, 
15  percent  In  addition  of  such  excess. 

"$2,925  UF>on  normal-tax  net  Incomes  of  $20,000,  and  upon 
normal-tax  net  incomes  in  excess  of  $20,000,  17  percent  in  addition 
of  such  excess. 

"(c)  Foreign  corporations: 

"(1)  In  the  case  of  a  foreign  corporation  engaged  in  trade  or 
business  within  the  United  States  or  having  an  ofSce  or  place  of 
business  therein,  the  tax  shall  be  an  amount  equal  to  19  percent 
of  the  normal-tax  net  Income,  regardless  of  the  amount  thereof." 

(c)  Tax  on  nonresident  foreign  corporations:  Section  231  (a)  (1) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  striking  out  "15  p>er- 
cent"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "16  percent",  and  by  striking 
out  "10  percent"  wherever  occurring  therein  and  inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "11  percent." 

(d)  Tax  on  mutual  investment  companies:  Section  362  (b)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  Imposition  of  tax:  There  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid 
for  each  taxable  year  upon  the  Supplement  Q  net  income  of  every 
mutual  Investment  company  a  tax  equal  to  19  percent  of  the 
amount  thereof." 

Sac.  4.  Tax  on  nonresident  alien  individuals. 

(a)  Tax  in  general:  Section  211  (a)  (1)  (A)  of  the  Intemal 
RsWnue  Code  (relating  to  tax  on  nonresident  alien  individuals  not 
engaged  in  trade  or  business  within  the  United  States  and  not 
having  an  olBce  or  place  of  business  therein)  is  amended  by  striking 
out  "10  percent"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "15  percent." 

(b)  Aggregate  receipts  more  than  $24,000:  Section  211  (a)  (2)  of 
ttie  Intemal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(2)  Aggregate  more  than  $24,000:  The  tax  imposed  by  para- 
graph ( 1 )  shall  not  apply  to  any  individual  If  the  aggregate  amount 
received  during  the  taxable  year  from  the  sources  therein  speciHed 
Is  more  than  $24,000." 

(c)  Tax  where  gross  Income  of  more  than  $34,000:  Section  211  (c) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to  tax  on  certain  nonresi- 
dent alien  individuals)  is  amended  by  striking  out  "$21,600"  wher- 
ever occurring  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "$24,000";  and 
by  striking  cut  "10  percent"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "16 
percent." 

tac.  6.  Withholding  of  tax  at  source. 

(a)  Section  143  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by 
striking  out  "10  percent"  wherever  occurring  therein  and  insert- 
ing in  Ucu  thereof  "16  percent ";  and  by  striking  out  "16  percent" 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "16  percent." 

(b)  Section  144  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by 
striking  out  "15  percent"  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "16  percent": 
and  by  strikliig  out  "10  percent"  wherever  occurring  therein  and 
inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "11  percent." 

(c)  The  amendments  made  by  this  section  shall  take  effect  on 
June  36.  1940. 

8sc.  8.  Personal  exemption. 

(a)  Section  26  (b)  (1)  of  the  Intemal  Revenue  Code  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  Personal  exemption:  In  the  case  of  a  single  person  or  a 
married  person  not  living  with  husband  or  wife,  a  personal  exemp- 
tion of  $800;  or  in  the  case  of  the  head  of  a  family  or  a  married 
person  living  with  husband  or  wife,  a  personal  exemption  of  $2,000. 
A  husband  and  wife  living  together  shall  receive  but  one  personal 
exemption.  The  amount  of  such  personal  exemption  shall  be 
$2,000.  If  such  husband  and  wife  make  separate  returns,  the 
personal  exemption  may  be  taken  by  either  or  divided  between 
them." 

(b)  Section  214  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to  per- 
sonal exemption  of  nonresident  alien  individuals)  is  amended  by 
striking  out  "$1,000"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "$800." 

(c)  Section  251  (f)  of  the  Intemal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to 
personal  exemption  of  citizens  entitled  to  benefits  of  section  251) 
Is  amended  by  striking  out  "$1,000"  and  Inserting  in  Ueu  thereof 
••$800.' 

Sec.  7.  Returns  of  Income  tax. 

(a)  Individual  returns:  Section  51  (a)  of  the  Intemal  Reve- 
nue Code  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(a)  Requirement:  The  following  individuals  shall  each  make 
under  oath  a  return  stating  speclflcaUy  the  Items  of  his  gross  in- 
come and  the  deductions  and  credits  allowed  under  this  chapter 
and  such  other  information  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  this  chapter  as  the  Commissioner  vrlth  the  approval 
<rf  the  Secretary  may  by  regulations  prescribe — 

"(1)  Every  Individual  who  Is  single  or  who  Is  married  but  not 
living  with  husband  or  wife,  if  having  a  gross  Income  for  the 
taxable  year  of  $800  or  over. 

"(3)  Every  individual  who  Is  married  and  living  with  husband 
or  wife,  if  no  Joint  return  is  made  under  subsection   (b)    and  if — 

"(A)  Such  individual  has  for  the  taxable  year  a  gross  income  of 
$3,000  or  over,  and  the  other  spouse  has  no  gross  income;  or 

"(B)  Such  individual  and  his  spouse  each  has  for  the  taxable 
year  a  gross  income  and  the  aggregate  gross  Income  is  $3,000  or 
over." 

(b)  Fiduciary  returns:  Section  143  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 


"(a)  Requirement  of  return:  Every  fiduciary  (except  a  receiver 
appointed  by  authority  of  law  in  possession  of  part  only  of  the 
property  of  an  individual)  shaU  make  tinder  oath  a  return  for  any 
of  the  following  individuals,  estates,  or  tnists  for  which  he  acts, 
stating  specifically  the  items  of  gross  income  thereof  and  the 
deductions  and  credits  allowed  under  this  chapter  and  such  other 
information  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this 
chapter  as  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
may  by  regulations  prescribe — 

"(1)  Every  individual  having  a  gross  Income  for  the  taxaUe 
year  of  $800  or  over,  if  single,  or  if  married  and  not  living  with 
husband  or  wife; 

"(2)  Every  individual  having  a  gross  income  for  the  taxable  year 
of  $2,000  or  over,  if  mcirried  and  living  with  husband  or  wife; 

"(3)  Every  estate  the  gross  Income  of  which  for  the  taxable  year 
Is  $800  or  over; 

"(4)  Every  trtist  the  gross  Income  of  which  for  the  tazabto 
year  is  $100  or  over;  and 

"(5)  Every  estate  or  trust  of  which  any  beneficiary  Is  a  non- 
resident alien." 

(c)  Information  returns:  Section  147  (a)  of  the  Intemal  Reve- 
nue Code  (relating  to  information  at  the  source)  is  amended  by 
striking  out  "$1,000"  wherever  occxirring  therein  and  Inserting  in 
Ueu  thereof  "$800." 

Brc.  8.  Tax  on  cigarette  ptapers. 

Section  2000  (d)  of  the  Intemal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to  tax 
on  cigarette  papers)  Is  amended,  effective  July  1.  1940.  by  striking 
out  "more  than  twenty-flve  but." 

Sex;.  9.  Treaty  obligations. 

No  amendment  made  by  this  title  shall  apply  in  any  case  where 
its  application  would  be  contrary  to  any  treaty  obligation  of  the 
United  States. 

Sbc.  10.  Taxable  years  to  which  applicable. 

The  amendments  made  by  this  title,  except  the  amendments 
made  by  sections  6  and  8,  shall  be  applicable  only  with  respect  to 
taxable  years  beginning  after  December  31,  1939. 

TiTLX  n 

Sbction  201.  Income  tax. 

Chapter  1  of  the  Intemal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  inserting 
after  section  14  the  foUowing  new  section: 

"Sic.  16.  Supertax  for  6  years. 

"In  the  case  of  any  taxpayer,  the  amount  of  tax  under  this 
chapter  for  any  taxable  year  beginning  after  December  31,  1939, 
and  before  January  1,  1946,  shall  be  10  percent  greater  than 
the  amount  of  tax  computed  without  regard  to  this  section.  In 
no  case  shall  the  effect  of  this  section  be  to  increase  the  tax 
computed  without  regard  to  this  section  by  more  than  10  per- 
cent of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  such  tax. 
For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  tax  computed  without  regard 
to  this  section  shall  be  such  tax  before  the  application  of  the 
credit  provided  In  section  31  ('foreign  tax  credit'),  and  the  credit 
provided  in  section  32   (taxes  withheld  at  the  source)." 

Sec  202.  Rates  of  withholding. 

Section  143  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  Insert- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(h)  Rates  until  January  1945:  For  the  period  after  June  36, 
1940.  and  before  January  1,  1946,  the  rates  provided  in  this  section 
and  section  144,  of  11  percent,  16  percent,  and  16  percent  shall  be 
13.1  percent,  164  percent,  and  17.6  percent,  respectively.  This  sub- 
section or  section  15  shall  not  apply  in  any  case  where  its  application 
would  be  contrary  to  any  treaty  obligation  of  the  United  States." 

Sec  203.  Personal  holding  companies. 

Section  500  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  insert- 
ing "(a)  General  rule:"  before  the  first  paragraph  and  inserting 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(b)  Supertax  for  6  years:  In  the  case  of  every  personal  hold- 
ing company,  the  amount  of  surtax  under  this  subchapter  for 
any  taxable  year  beginning  after  December  31.  1939.  and  before 
January  1,  1945,  shall  be  10  percent  greater  than  the  amovmt  of 
surtax  computed  without  regard  to  this  subsection." 

Sec.  204.  Excess-profits  tax. 

Section  600  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  insert- 
ing "(a)  General  rule:"  before  the  first  paragraph  and  by  Inserting 
at  the  end  of  such  section  the  following  new  subsection : 

"(b)  Supertax  for  6  years:  In  the  case  of  any  taxpayer,  the 
amount  of  tax  payable  under  this  section  for  any  income-tax 
taxable  year  ending  after  June  30,  1940,  and  before  July  1,  1945. 
shall  be  10  percent  greater  than  the  amount  of  t&x  which  would  be 
payable  If  computed  without  regard  to  this  subsection." 

Sec.  205.  Capital-stock  tax. 

Section  1200  of  the  Intemal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  insert- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  foUowing  new  subsection: 

"(c)  Supertax  for  5  years:  For  the  year  ending  June  30,  1940, 
and  for  the  4  succeeding  years  ending  June  30.  the  rates  pro- 
vided in  subsections  (a)   and  (b)  shaU  be  $1.10  in  lieu  of  $1." 

See.  206.  Estate  tax. 

Chapter  3  of  the  Intemal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  inserting 
at  the  end  thereof  the  foUowing  new  subchapter: 

"StTBCHAPTER  C SUPERTAX  FOH   5    TCAS8 

"Sbc.  961.  Supertax  for  6  years. 

"In  the  case  of  a  decedent  dying  after  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1940  and  before  the  expiration  of 
6  years  after  such  date,  the  total  amount  of  tax  payable  luider  this 
chiapter  shall  be  10  percent  greater  than  the  amount  of  tax  which 
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would  be  payable  If  computed  without  regard  to  this  section. 
For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  tax  computed  without  regard 
to  this  section  shall  be  such  tax  alter  the  application  of  the  credits 
provided  for  In  section  813  and  section  936." 

Set   207    Gift  tax. 

Section  1001  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  add- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(d)  Supertax  for  lMO-45:  Despite  the  provisions  at  subsec- 
tion (a)  — 

"(1)  The  tax  for  each  of  the  calendar  years  1041  to  1945,  both 
ioclusivq.  shall  be  an  amount  equal  to  the  excess  of— 

"(A)  110  percent  of  a  tax,  computed  In  accordance  with  the 
mt«  srbedule  herein  before  set  forth,  on  the  acf^egate  stim  of  the 
net  Kifts  for  such  calendar  year  and  for  each  of  tho  preeedlnf 
calendar  years,  ortr  ^ 

"(B)  110  percent  of  a  tax,  computed  In  aeoordance  with  th« 
iMUd  rate  schedule,  on  the  aggrefate  sum  of  the  net  glfte  for  each 
of   the  preoedinv   ealKmlar  years, 

"(3)  The  tax  for  the  ralrndar  year  1040  shall  be  the  sum  of 
(A)  the  tax  citrnputed  unler  HulMeotlon  (a),  plus  (■)  an  amount 
Which  bears  the  same  ratio  to  10  peroent  of  the  tax  lo  computed 
a«  (hi*  amount  uf  gifts  made  after  the  date  of  the  enaotment  of 
thu  lt«<venue  Act  of  1040  bears  Ui  the  total  amount  of  gifts  made 
durliiK  the  year.  Kor  the  ptirposes  of  thu  paragraph,  the  term 
'guts  dum  not  inrhiUr  RtfiH  which,  undi^r  section  1003  (b)  (i), 
arc  ittti  to  be  incluard  in  computing  the  total  amount  of  gift* 
iBMde  during  the  calendar  ynar  IMO,  or  gifts  which.  In  the  case 
of  a  etti/cn  or  resident,  are  allowed  as  a  deduction  by  section 
1004  (a)  (3),  or  gifts  which,  In  the  case  of  k  nonresident  not  a 
eittien  of  the  United  States,  are  allowed  as  a  deduction  by  section 
il004   (b)." 

SsL-  a08.  Tax  on  transfers  to  avoid  income  tax. 

Section  1350  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  insert- 
'Ing  "(a)  General  rule.-  "  before  the  first  paragraph  and  Inserting 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection : 

"(b)  Supertax  for  6  years:  In  the  case  of  any  transfer  during 
the  period  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1040  and  before  July  1.  1945.  the  rate  provided  In  subsection  (a) 
sliall  be  27  >/^  percent  In  lieu  of  25  percent." 

Sec.  209.  Continuation  of  excise  taxes. 

Sections  1801,  1802.  3403  (f)  (1),  3452.  3460  (a),  3465,  3481  (b), 
and  3482  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  are  amended  by  striking 
out  "194r'  wherever  appearing  therein  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
••1945". 

Sec.  210.  Miscellaneous  excises. 

The  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  Inserting  at  the  end 
of  chapter  9  the  following  new  chapter: 
I  "Ch.*ptee  9A. — Stn>ERTAx  FOR  5  Tears 

■  !     "Sec.  1650.  Siip»ertax  for  5  years 

"In  lieu  of  the  rates  of  tax  specified  In  such  of  the  sections  of 
this  title  as  are  set  forth  in  the  following  table,  the  rates  ap- 
plicable with  respect  to  the  period  after  June  30,  1940.  and  before 
July  1.  1945.  shall  be  the  rates  set  forth  tuider  the  heading  "Super- 
tax rate': 


S»>rtion 


Description  <rf  tax 


1700(b) 

ITnO(c) 

1700(e) 

1710(H)  (1) 

1710(a)  (2) 

1801      

lHii-."a) k 

ISO-»(.i) 

IS^ilb) 

iwtt  (b) 

1S(H 

1M06 

i«n»> 

isnrt  

)MO(a) 

2700(a)  1— 

3230(a)  (1) 

3250(b) 

3250(c) 

3250  (c) - 

3250  (d) 

3250  (p) 

3250  (c)  (3) _ 

3250(f)(1) 

3230  (f)  (1) 

3250(1) 

3250(1) 

3400(1) 

«»(2). 

MM 

3403  (s) 

3403  (b) . 

3403  (C) _ 

3104..   

3405 


3407. 

<MOw. 

341K 


M13... 


Box  seats 

.Sak»s  nutsiile  box  oflioe 

Cabacet 

Dups 

Initiation  (pes... 

Corporate  .<)ocurities 

Capital  st<>clc  i<<sues „ 

Capital  st(M'k  i'<sm>s  

Capital  st<x-k  transfers 

Capital  stiK-k  translers 

In-surancr  fw)lides •. 

Passage  tickets . 

Pssssfe  tickets 

Paasiee  tickets 

Safe-ileposit  b««es 

Pistols  and  revolvers 

Whol'-salers  in  liquor 

Retailers  in  liquor 

Brewers 

Brewers 

Wholesalers  in  malt  Uqnors. . . 

Retailers 

Special  cases.... 

Rectifiers „ 

Reciiflers ....._.. .. 

.^tills 

Stills 

Tires. 

Tubes 

Toilet  preparatinns 

Automobile  truck  cbassfa,  etc 

Automobiies,  etc 

Parts. 

Radios 

Mechanical  refri^rators 

Firearms 

Matches 

Electrical  energy 


Old  rate 


OaaoUos 


10  percent.. 
10  jiercent.. 
U4  cents.. 
10  perrent  . 
10  percent  . 

10  cents 

10  cents 

2  cents 

4  cents 

5  cents 

Scents 

$1 

$3 

$5 

10  Jiercent. . 
10  (lercent.. 

$100 

125 

$100 

$30 

$50 

t» 

» 

$200 

$100 

160 

$20 

2«  cenu... 

4  cents 

10  percent-. 

2  percent... 

3  iierccnt.. . 

2  percent.. . 

5  percent... 
5  peroent... 

10  percent- - 
5  cents 

3  peroent... 

1  cent. 


Supertax 
rate 


11  percent. 
11  percent. 

2  cents. 

U  percent. 
11  perct'nt. 
11  c«'nt3. 
11  cents. 

3  cents. 

5  cents. 

6  cents. 

4  cents. 
$1.10. 
$3.30. 
$.V50. 

11  percent. 

11  fierccat. 

$110. 

$27.50. 

$110. 

$55. 

$55. 

$22. 

$2.20. 

$220. 

$110. 

$55. 

$22. 

2^2  cents. 

ih  cents. 

11  peroent. 

2I2  percent. 

Sijpercent. 

2Vjiiercent. 

St^iwrcent. 

5Vi  per- 
oent. 

11  percent. 

5M  cents. 

SH  per- 
cent. 

IH  cents. 


Sectkm 

Description  of  tax 

Old  rate 

Supertax 
rate 

MU 

Labrlcatinc  oils 

Transportation  of  oU 

Transfer  of  hoods............. 

CoDvrysnoM ^... 

4oenU 

4pereeot.... 

4eraU 

aoetats 

4!ioents. 

S4N  (a)  (1),  (3),  sod  (3). 

ffi.^:::::::-:--:: 

4)ii    per- 
cent. 
5  or  fit*. 
55  cents. 

Sao,  311.  Admissions  tax. 

Section  1700  (a)  (1)  of  the  Internal  lUrentic  Code  is  amended 
by  striking  out  "until  July  1,  1941,  Is  less  than  41  eenu"  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "until  July  1.  1040,  Is  less  than  41  cents. 
and  after  June  30,  l»40,  and  before  July  1.  1946,  u  less  thun  31 
cents",  and  by  striking  out  "is  less  than  41  cents,  until  July  1. 
1941"  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  'is  lis*  than  41  cents  uuul  Jul/  1, 
1940,  and  is  Isss  than  31  c«nu  after  June  90,  1940.  and  before 
July  1,  194A." 

Sro  313  Tobacco,  cnuff,  ctcarc,  and  clfarettef, 

Suhctinpter  A  of  chapter  19  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is 
amettueu  by  laser  ting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sec* 
ilons! 

"Sao.  9004,  Supertax  for  0  years. 

"Ixcept  m  the  caes  of  chewing  tobacco,  In  lieu  of  the  rates  of 
tax  speciA<<d  In  such  of  the  sectionN  of  this  title  as  ars  set  forth 
in  the  following  uble,  the  rates  applicable  with  respect  to  the 
period  after  June  80,  1940,  and  before  July  1,  1945,  shall  be  the 
rates  set  forth  under  the  heading  'Supertax  rate': 


8<«tion 

Deecriptlon  of  tax 

Old  rate 

BUIMftOS 

rate 

aono(»)(i) 

flnuff   

IS'onnta 

IH  cents 

IScenU 

rseents 

tx. 

21  cents 

20110(a)(2) 

Tobacco ... 

21  cents. 
21  cents. 
K7U  rents 

2000  (h)  

2nnn(c)  (i) 

Snuff  flour 

Cigars 

2000  (r)  (1) 

Clears 

$2:Bh. 
SI  SO 

2000(c)  (1) 

Clitan _ _._ 

Ciwirs 

« 

2000  (r)  (1) 

$5 

$12.21. 

$13.75. 

$3.50. 

$M.40. 

Tiicent. 

1>»  cents. 

2000(C)  (1) 

Cigars . 

$10.50 

$13.50 

$3     - 

$7.» 

Hoent 

loent 

2000(c)  (1) 

Cigars . 

2n«10(c)  (2) 

aoaxc)  (2) „.. 

2nr)()(d) 

Clir»rett«8. 

Cieirettes 

Cigarette  paper 

2a«)(d),  except  the  last 

Cixarelte  paper 

line. 

"Sec.  2005.  Floor-stocks  tax. 

'•(a)  Floor-stocks  tax:  Upon  all  the  articles  (except  chewing 
tobacco)  subject  to  tax  under  subsection  (a),  (b),  or  (c)  of  section 
2000  which  on  July  1.  1940.  are  held  by  any  person  for  sale  other- 
wise than  In  retail  stocks,  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected, 
and  paid  a  floor-stocks  tax  at  a  rate  equal  to  the  increase  In  rate 
of  tax  made  applicable  to  such  Articles  by  section  2004. 

"(b)  Returns:  Every  persoiuTequired  by  this  section  to  pay  any 
floor-stocks  tax  shall.  oA  or  before  August  1.  1940.  under  such 
regulations  as  the  CommLssioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tary shall  prescribe,  make  a  return  and  pay  such  tax.  except  that 
in  the  case  of  articles  held  by  manufacturers  and  Importers  the 
Commissioner  may  collect  the  tax  with  respect  to  all  or  part  of 
such  articles  by  means  of  stamp  rather  than  retvim.  and  In  such 
case  may  make  an  assessment  against  such  manufacturer  or  Im- 
porter having  tobacco  tax  stamps  on  hand  July  1.  1940  for  the 
difference  between  the  amount  paid  for  such  stamps  and  the 
Increased  rates  specified  In  section  2004. 

"(c)  Laws  applicable:  All  provisions  of  law.  Including  penalties 
applicable  in  respect  of  the  taxes  Imposed  by  section  2000  shall' 
Insofar  as  applicable  and  not  inconsistent  with  this  section  be 
applicable  with  respect  to  the  floor-stocks  tax  Imnosed'  hv 
subsection  (a)."  *~«»«~     uj 

Sec.  213.  Distilled  spirits. 

(a)  Section  2800  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by 
inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsections- 
.  '8'  Supertax  lor  5  years:  In  lieu  cf  the  rates  of  tax  specified 
n  such  of  the  sections  of  this  title  as  are  set  forth  In  llie  follow- 
^n^i.^  »^H^»L%  «PP»cablej.tth  respect  to  the  period  after  June 
Se  h^lng^-SuSnai^r^tJ.:''*''  ^  *"  '""^  '^'^'^'  '°"^  -«»« 


SectiM 


2800  (a)  (1) 
2800  (a)  (1) 
2800  (a)  (3) 


Description  of  tax 


Di>«tille<l  spirits  generally 

Brandy 

Imported  perfumes.. IIIII! 


Old  rate 


$2.29. 
$2  . 
S2.29. 


Supertax 
rate 


$3. 

$2.75. 
$3. 


"(h)  Floor -Stocks  tax: 

"(1)  Upon  all  distilled  spirits  produced  In  or  Imnort^rf  into  th*. 
united  States  upon  which  the  Intemal-rVvenu?  ta^iSSSLi  J?  Sw 
has  been  paid,  and  which  on  July  1.  1940.  are  held^a  retaU 
dealer  in  liquors  in  a  quantity  m  excess  of    OOwlne  gallons  In  the 

:^T?or°'tSi  m^H^™^T^*°  "°y  quantity.  and^nS'nd^',!^; 
sale  or  for  use  in  the  manufacture  or  production  of  any  article 


1940 
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intended  for  sale,  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid 
a  floor-stocks  tax  of  76  cents  on  each  proof  gallon,  and  a  propor- 
tionate tax  at  a  like  rate  on  all  fractional  parts  of  such  proof 
gallon. 

"(3)  Every  person  required  by  this  subsection  to  pay  any  floor- 
stocks  tax.  and  every  retail  dealer  in  liquors,  shall,  on  or  before 
Augiut  1,  1940,  tinder  such  regulations  as  the  Commissioner,  with 
the  approral  of  the  Secretary,  shall  prescribe,  make  a  return  and 
pay  euch  tax.  Payment  of  the  Ux  shown  to  be  dtie  may  be  ex- 
tended to  a  date  not  later  than  Pebruary  1,  1941,  upon  the  flllnf 
of  a  bond  for  payment  thereof  In  euch  form  and  amount  and  with 
euch  sttfety  or  sureties  as  the  Oommlesloner,  with  tlM  approval  of 
the  Seeretary,  may  prescribe. 

"(9)  All  provisions  of  law,  including  penalties,  applicable  in 
refpeot  of  Intemal-rerenue  taiee  on  distilled  aplrlte  sball,  ineofar 
ac  applicable  aad  not  Inoonaleteot  with  thle  eubaectlon,  be  applU 
•able  in  respect  of  the  floer-etoefce  Um  imposed  hereunder." 

(h)  The  third  paracrapb  of  MoMon  9M7  of  the  Internal  Keyemie 
Oode  (relating  to  draw«baek  on  dleiUled  splrite)  is  amended  by 
•triklng  out  "but  shall  not  exceed  •  rate  of  13  95  (or,  in  the  eace 
of  brandy,  19)"  and  ineertlnf  In  tleu  thereof  "but  shall  not  eieeed 
a  rau  of  99  (or.  in  the  eaee  at  brandy,  99.79) ." 

■ae.  914,  Winee  and  fermented  malt  Uqttora. 

Chapter  86  of  the  International  Revenue  Oode  le  amended  bjr 
iBMrtlng  at  the  end  thereof  the  foUowlng  new  lubebapter ; 

"•racNArm  r   epyiTAX  roa  •  TSAaa 


"Sw.  9190.  lupertag  for  9  years. 

"In  lieu  of  the  rates  of  tax  speeifled  In  such  of  the  Motions  of 
this  title  ss  ars  set  forth  in  the  following  table,  the  rates  appUoabls 
with  respect  to  the  period  after  June  30,  1940.  and  before  July  1, 
1940.  shall  be  the  rates  set  forth  under  the  headlI^(  'Bupertax  Rate': 


Section 


«B0  (a)(1)  (A) 

aOW  (a)(1)(A) 

a030(a)  (1)  (A) 

W»(a)(2) 

»30(»)  (2) 

aoao(a)  (2) 

3081(a) _ 

3160(a) 


DeccripUoo  of  tax 


Btlll  wines 

Still  wines............... 

61111  wines 

Sparkling  wines. 

Sparkling  wines 

Liqueurs,  cordials,  etc 

Fortiflcation  of  wines 

Fermented  malt  Uquora.. 


Old  rate 


Scents.. 
10  cents. 
20  cents. 
2V4  cents 
m  cents 
m  cents 
10  cents. 
$5 


Supertax 
rate 


0  cents. 
12  cenu. 
24  cents. 
3  cents, 
m  cents, 
m  cents. 
12  cents. 
$6. 


"Sbc.  3101.  Floor -stocks  tax  on  fermented  malt  liquors. 

"(a)  Floor  stocks  tax:  Upon  all  fermented  malt  liquors  upon 
which  the  Internal-revenue  tax  Imposed  by  law  has  ben  paid,  and 
which  on  July  1.  1940,  are  held  by  any  person,  other  than  a  retail 
dealer,  and  Intended  for  sale,  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  col- 
lected, and  paid  a  floor -stocks  tax  at  a  rate  equal  to  the  Increase 
in  rate  of  tax  made  applicable  to  such  articles  by  section  3190. 

'•(b)  Returns:  Every  person  required  by  subsection  (a)  to  pay 
any  floor-stock  tax  shall,  on  or  before  August  1,  1940.  under  such 
regulations  as  the  Conunlssloner.  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tarj-,  shall  prescribe,  make  a  rettirn  and  pay  such  tax.  Payment  of 
the  tax  shown  to  be  due  may  be  extended  to  a  date  not  later  than 
Pebruary  1.  1941.  upon  the  filing  of  a  bond  for  payment  thereof 
in  such  form  and  amount  and  with  such  surety  or  sureties  as  the 
Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secrettuy,  may  prescribe. 

"(c)  Laws  Apflicabls. — All  provisions  of  law.  Including  penal- 
tics,  applicable  in  respect  of  the  taxes  ImpHssed  by  section  3150 
(a)  shall,  insofar  as  applicable  and  not  inconsistent  with  this  sub- 
section,  be  applicable  with  respect  to  the  floor -stocks  tax  imposed 
by  subeection  (a)." 

S»c.  215.  Playing  cards. 

Section  1807  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  In- 
■Vtlng  "(a)  Okniral  Rtrrx. — "  before  the  first  paragraph  and  In- 
serting at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

**(b)  StTPERTAx  roa  5  Ybaxs. — ^In  lieu  of  the  rate  of  tax  speci- 
fied In  subsection  (a),  the  rate  of  tax  for  the  period  after  June 
SO.  1940.  and  before  July  1,  1945.  shall  be  11  cents." 

Sec.  216.  Credits  on  tax  on  automobiles,  etc. 

Section  3403  (e)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentence:  "With  re- 
spect to  the  period  after  June  30,  1940.  and  before  JvUy  1,  1945, 
the  rates  of  the  credlte  above  provided  shall,  in  lieu  of  2  percent 
and  3  percent,  be  avi  percent  and  S'/a  percent,  respectively." 

TroM  TO. 

Swc.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall,  as  soon  as  prac- 
ticable after  the  end  of  each  quarter,  determine  the  additional 
amount  of  taxes  collected  attributable  to  the  Increases  in  taxes 
made,  snd  to  the  floor-stocks  taxes  Imposed,  by  the  amendments 
to  the  Internal  Revenue  Oode  In  title  n  of  this  act  (not  including 
the  amount  of  taxes  attributable  solely  to  section  209  and  not 
Including  any  amount  collected  under  section  1700  (a)  (1)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  attributable  to  a  basic  admission  charge  of 
more  than  40  cents),  and  the  amounts  so  determined  shall  be  set 
aside  as  a  special  fund  which  shall  be  available  only  for  the  retire- 
ment of  any  of  the  obligations  Issued  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  In  section  21  (b)  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act.  as 
amended.  If  at  any  time  the  amounts  in  the  fund  are  not  suffi- 
cient for  such  purpose,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  U  authorized 
and  directed  to  transfer  to  the  fund  moneys  out  of  the  general 
fund  of  the  Treastiry.    Any  amounts  in  the  special  fund  not  neces- 


sary for  the  retirement  of  such  obligations  shall  be  deposited  in 
the  general  fimd  of  the  Treasury. 

Sec  302.  Section  21  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended, 
is  hereby  further  amended  by  inserting  "(a)"  after  "31."  and  by 
adding  at  the  end  of  such  section  a  new  paragraph  as  follows: 

"(b)  In  addition  to  the  amount  authorised  by  the  preeedlnf 
paragraph  of  this  section,  any  obligations  authorised  by  sections 
6  and  18  of  this  act.  as  ametided,  not  to  exceed  in  the  aggrefate 
94.000,000,000  outstanding  at  any  one  time,  lem  any  retlremente 
made  from  the  iipeclal  fund  made  available  tmder  section  901  of 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1940,  may  be  Uetied  under  said  eectlone  to 
provide  the  Treasury  with  fttnds  to  meet  any  espendlturee  made, 
after  June  90,  1940,  for  the  national  defeaee.  or  to  relmtoufie  ttii 
general  fund  of  the  Treaettrv  therefor,  Any  euch  oblifatleae  ao 
Meued  shall  be  designated  llatlonal  Defence  terlec'," 

The  CHADIMAN.  X>o«9  tbt  ftniWnmn  frotn  North  Oaro- 
llni  (Mr,  DoiTORTOir]  (Mrt  to  offfr  any  tmtndmentff 

Mr.  DOUOKTON.  X  h*v9  no  oommlttM  ftmendm0nt9  to 
9Ubmlt. 

Tht  CHATRMAN.    Under  thf  rule9,  th9  OommlttM  rl9e9. 

Aooordlnfly  the  CommltiM  ro9«:  and  th«  Speftker  having 
roeumed  the  ehatr,  Mr.  Dwikim,  Ohtlrman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  etate  of  the  Union,  reported 
that  that  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H,  R,  10030)  providing  for  the  expenses  of  national  pre- 
paredneii  by  raising  revenue  and  Issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a 
method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes, 
pursuant  to  House  Resolution  618,  ho  reported  the  same  back 
to  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the  previous  question  Is 
ordered  on  the  bill  to  flnal  passage.  The  question  is  on  the 
engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

TTie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  iHii.Ti.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  motion  to  recommit. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.     Is  the  gentleman  opposed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  THILL.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  am. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Thill  moves  to  recommit  the  bUl  (H.  R.  10039)  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means  with  Instructions  to  that  committee  to. 
report  the  bill  back  with  an  amendment  providing  for  the  levying 
of  a  tax  or  taxes  upon  excess  profits  derived  from  the  sale  of  arms, 
ammunition,  war  materiel,  and  Implements  of  war,  including  parts 
thereof,  of  every  type  and  description  either  directly  or  Indirectly 
entering  Into  the  manufacttire  of  such  war  supplies.  Implements, 
and  materiel. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  the  motion  to  recom- 
mit offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Thill ]. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  tliat  I  demand  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

Mr.  THILL.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  refused. 

The  SPEIAKER.  The  question  Is  on  the  passage  of  the 
bUl. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  there  were — yeas  396,  nays 
6,  not  voting  29,  as  follows: 


(BoU  No.  147] 
YEAS— 396 


Allen.  111. 

Allen.  La 

Allen.  Pa. 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Anderson.  CbIU. 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Andrews 

Angell 

Arends 

Arnold 

Austin 

Ball 

Harden.  N  C 

Barnes 

Barry 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Bates.  Mass. 

Beam 


Beckworth 

BcU 

Bender 

Blackney 

Bland 

Bloom 

Boebne 

Boland 

Bolles 

Bolton 

Boren 

Boykln 

Bradley,  Mich. 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Brewster 

Brooks 

Brown,  Oa. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Bryaon 


Buck 

Buckler,  Minn. 
Buckley.  N  Y. 
Bui  winkle 
Burdlck 
Byrne,  N.  Y. 
Byms.  Tenn. 
Caldwell 
Camp 

Cannon,  Ra. 
Cannon,  Mo. 
Carlson 
Carter 
Cartwrlght 
Case,  8.  Dak. 
Casey,  Mass. 
Celler 
Chapman 
Chiperfleld 


Church 

Clason 

Claypool 

Clevenger 

Cluett 

Cochran 

Coffee ,  Nebr. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Cole.  Md. 

Cole.  N.  T. 

Collins 

Oolmer 

Connery 

Oooley 

Cooper 

Corbett 

Costello 

Courtney 

Cox 
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Crsvena 

Creal 

Grosser 

Crowe 

Crowther 

Culkln 

CuUen 

Cummlngs 

CurtJs 

D'AJesandro 

Darden.  Va. 

Davis 

Delaney 

Dempatj 

DeRovien 

Dicksteln 

Dies 

Dlngell 

Dlrlcsen 

Dtsney 

Ditter 

Dondero 

Do  ugh  ton 

Doxey 

DuQcan 

Dunn 

Durham 

Dworshak 

Eaton 

Eberharter 

Edelst^in 

Edmtston 

Einott 

VMM 

Cston 

Xngel 

Knglebrlght 

■vans 

PMldls 

Fenton 

Ferguson 

Fernandes 

FiUpatrlck 

Flaherty 

Flannagan 

Flannery 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Ford.  Miss. 

Ford.  TbomM'F. 

Fries 

Pulmer 

Oamble 

Garrett 

Oartner 

Oathtngs 

Oavagan 

Orarhart 

Oebrmann 

Oerlach 

Ocyer,  CallT. 

Olbbs 

O.fford 

Gilchrist 

GUlle 

Goodwin 

Gore 

Gossett 

Graham 

Grant.  Ala. 

Grant.  Ind. 

Green 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Gross 

Guyer.  Kans. 

Gwynne 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Halleck 


Alexander 
Crawlord 


Bates.  Ky. 

Burch 

Burgin 

Byron 

Clark 

Darrow 

Douglas 

Drcwry 


Hancock 

Hare 

Harness 

Harrington 

Hart 

Harter.  N.  T. 

Barter.  Ohio 

Hartley 

Havenner 

Hawks 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennlngs 

Heas 

HIU 

Hobbe 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Hook 

Hope 

Horton 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jacobaen 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Jennings 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson.  CI. 

Jo^n.wn.  Ind. 

Johnson .  Luther  A 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Jobniion.  Okla. 

Johni>on.  W.  Va. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Kce 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

Keller 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Kennedy.  Michael 

Keogh 

Ktlbum 

Kllday 

Klnzer 

Klrwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Knutson 

Koclalkowskl 

Kramer 

Kunkel 

lAmbertson 

Landls 

Lanham 

Larrabee 

Lea 

Leavy 

LeCompte 

Leslnskl 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Luce 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McAndrews 

McArdle 

McCormack 

McDowell 

McGehee 

McGranery 

McGregor 

McKeough 


McLaughlin 
McLean 
McLeod 

McM'.Uan.  Clara 
McMillan,  John  L 

Maclejewskl 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Marshall 

Martin,  111. 

Martin,  Iowa 

Martin,  Mass. 

MmD9 

Ifaasingale 

May 

Mlchener 

Miller 

Mills.  Aric 

MtllB.  U, 

Mitchell 

Monklewlcz 

Moaer 

Mott 

Mouton 

Mundt 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Murdock,  Utah 

Murray 

Myers 

Nelson 

NlchoU 

Norrell 

Norton 

O'Brien 

O'Connor 

O'Day 

O'Leary 

Oliver 

O'Neal 

0>mer« 

OToole 

Pace 

Parsona 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson,  Fla. 

Peterson.  G«. 

Pfelfer 

Pierce 

Plttenger 

Plumley 

Poage 

Po'.k 

Powers 

Rabaut 

Rams  peck 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Raybum 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Reed.  HI 

Reed.  N  Y, 

Rees,  Kans. 

Rich 

Richards 

Robertson 

Robinson.  Utah 

Rob-slon.  Ky. 

Rockefeller 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Rogers.  Iifass. 

Rogers,  Okla. 

Romjue 

Routzobn 

Rutherford 

Ryan 

8a bath 


NAYS— 6 

Marcantonlo  Thorkelson 

ThUl 


NOT 

Fish 
Folger 
HiEPhaw 
Houston 
Jar  man 
Jenks.  N.  H. 
Jones.  Tex. 
Kerr 


VOTING— 29 

Lemke 
Magnuson 
Mansfield 
Merrltt 
Monroney 
Risk 

Schaefcr.  111. 
Shafer.  Mich. 


So  the  biD  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

General  pairs: 

Mr.   Kerr  with  Mr.  Wadsworth. 

Mr.  Jones  of  Texas  with  Mr.  Hlnshaw. 

Mr    Burch  with  Mr.  Pish. 

Mr.  Merrltt  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 


Sacks 

Sandager 

Sa.sscer 

Satterfleld 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Schiffler 

Schueta 

Bchulte 

Schwert 

Scrugham 

Soccombe 

Sec rest 

Seger 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Sheridan 

Short 

Simpson 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith.  Hi. 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  Ohio 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith.  Wash. 

Snyder 

Somers,  N,  Y. 

South 

Sparkman 

Spence 

Springer 

Stames,  Ala. 

Steagall 

Stearns,  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sullivan 

Sumner,  ni. 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Sutphln 

Sweeney 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Tarver 

Tenerowlo 

Terry 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Thomason 

Tlbbott 

Ttnkham 

Tolan 

Treadway 

VanZandt 

Vincent.  Ky, 

Vinson.  Oa. 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Wollgren 

Walter 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

Welch 

West 

Wheat 

Whelchel 

Whlttington 

Wigglesworth 

Williams,  Del, 

Williams.  Mo. 

Winter 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Wolverton,  N.  J. 

Wood 

WoodruCr.  Mich. 

Woodrum.  Vs. 

Youngdahl 

Zlnunerman 


Wolcott 


Smith.  W.  Va. 
Taylor 
Wadsworth 
White.  Idaho 
White.  Ohio 


Mr.  Houston  with  Mr.  Douglas. 

Mr.  Bates  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Smith  of  West  Virginia  with  Mr.  Risk, 

Mr.  Byron  with  Mr.  Darrow. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  White  of  Idaho  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleagues  the  gentle- 
men from  North  Carolina.  Mr,  Clark,  Mr.  Kerr,  Mr.  Folger, 
and  Mr.  Burgin,  are  unavoidably  absent.  If  they  were 
present,  they  would  have  voted  "yea." 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentle- 
man from  West  Virginia,  Joe  L.  Smith,  is  unavoidably  ab- 
sent.   Had  he  been  present  he  would  have  voted  "yea." 

Mr.  DISNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  coUeague  the  gentleman 
from  Oklahoma,  Mr.  Monroney,  is  in  the  hospital  on  ac- 
count of  an  appendicitis  operation.  I  am  authorized  to  an- 
nounce that  if  he  were  present  he  would  have  voted  "yea." 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  New  Hampshire.  Mr,  Jenks,  is  in  the  hospital  and  is 
detained  thereby.  If  he  were  present,  he  would  have  voted 
"yea." 

Mr.   ENQLEBRIOHT,    Mr.    Speaker,   my   colleagues   the 
gentlemen  from  New  York,  Mr,  Pish  and  Mr,  Douglas,  ard 
absent  on  account  of  official  business.    Had  they  been  present 
they  would  have  voted  "yea"  on  the  bill  Just  passed. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Texas.  Mr,  Mansfield,  was  here  earlier 
In  the  afternoon  but  was  unavoidably  absent  at  the  time  the 
roll  was  called.  If  he  had  been  present,  he  would  have  voted 
"yea"  on  the  passage  of  the  bill, 

Mr.  WALLGREN.  Mr,  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentle- 
man from  Washington.  Mr.  MAcmrsoN,  Is  unavoidably  de- 
tained.   If  he  were  present,  he  would  have  voted  "yea." 

Mr,  FRIES.  Mr,  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois,  Mr.  Schaefer,  is  in  the  hospital.  If  he  were 
here,  he  would  have  voted  "yea," 

Mr,  BLAND.  Mr,  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia.  Mr,  Drewry.  is  in  the  hospital.  If  he  were 
present,  he  would  have  voted  "yea." 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama,  Mr.  Jarman,  is  detained  on  business.  If  he 
were  here,  he  would  have  voted  "yea." 

INDIAN  LANDS — ^VETO  MESSAGE   (H,  DOC.  NO.  832) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr,  Warren)  laid  before  the 
House  the  following  veto  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith  without  my  approval  enrolled  H.  R 
5918,  which  would  amend  Public  Law  Numbered  96  of  the 
Seventy-fifth  Congress,  being  an  act  entitled  "An  act  amend- 
ing section  2  of  Public  Law  Numbered  716  of  the  Seventy- 
fourth  Congress,  being  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  relieve  re- 
stricted Indians  whose  lands  have  been  taxed  or  have  been 
lost  by  failure  to  pay  taxes  and  for  other  purposes.' " 

The  effect  of  this  act,  if  approved,  would  be  to  subject  to 
taxation  by  State,  county,  and  municipal  authorities  from 
and  after  June  6.  1936.  certain  Indian  lands  that  were  made 
tax  exempt  by  the  act  of  June  20.  1936  (49  Stat.  1542)  and 
which  continued  in  that  status  until  the  passage  of  the  act 
of  May  19.  1937  (50  Stat.  188).  It  appears  that  the  scope 
of  the  act  of  June  20.  1936.  supra,  developed  to  be  greater 
than  the  Congress  originally  intended,  and  that  the  tax 
exemption  granted  thereby  was  subsequently  limited  by  the 
passage  of  the  act  of  May  19,  1937.  supra,  to  lands  falling 
within  two  specified  classes.  In  the  interim,  however  cer- 
tain laflds  which  were  subjected  to  taxation  by  the  act  last 
cited  enjoyed  freedom  from  taxation. 

In  my  opinion,  it  would  be  unjust  at  this  late  date  to 
place  the  owners  of  the  affected  lands  in  the  position  of 
having  to  pay  taxes  for  a  period  during  which  they  had 
every  right  to  believe  that  no  such  obUgaUon  would  accrua 
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against  them.  To  impose  this  burden  upon  them  now  might 
result  in  undue  hardship  in  some  cases  if  not  in  the  actual 
loss  of  their  lands  through  tax  sales. 

I  do  not  discuss  the  question  of  the  constitutionality  of 
this  retroactive  enactment,  but  it  is  one  worthy  of  serious 
consideration. 

I  F&anklin  D.  Rooskvelt. 

The  White  House.  June  11.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  objections  of  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
message  and  the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

ESTATE  OF  REXEORO   M.  SMITH VETO   MESSAGE    (H.   DOC.  NO.    831) 

The  SPEIAKER  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing further  veto  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States:  i 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R.  5089,  Sev- 
enty-sixth Congress,  third  session,  entitled  "An  act  conferring 
Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States 
to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate,  and  render  judgment  on  the 
claim  of  the  legal  representative  of  the  estate  of  Rexford 
M,  Smith." 

This  enactment  would  confer  upon  the  Court  of  Claims, 
notwithstanding  the  lapse  of  time  or  the  statute  of  limita- 
tions. Jurisdiction  to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate,  and  render 
judgment  under  the  act  of  June  25.  1910  (36  Stat.  L..  ch. 
423.  p.  551)  as  amended  July  1,  1918.  or  any  other  enabling 
statute  of  the  United  States,  on  the  claim  of  Charles  A.  M. 
Wells,  as  executor  cum  testamento  annexo.  under  the  last 
will  and  testament  of  Rexford  M.  Smith,  deceased,  or  his 
successor,  as  the  legal  representative  of  the  estate  of  the  said 
decedent,  for  the  use  of  or  the  manufacture  by  or  for  the 
United  States  within  the  period  of  6  years  immediately  pre- 
ceding January  4,  1933,  without  license  of  the  owner  thereof 
or  the  lawful  right  to  use  or  manufacture  the  same,  of  a 
certain  invention  of  said  Rexford  M.  Smith,  deceased,  de- 
scribed in  or  covered  by  Letters  Patent  No.  1.166,486,  for 
aeroplane,  issued  by  the  Patent  Office  of  the  United  States 
on  January  4,  1916. 

The  record  shows  that  on  July  27.  1937,  Charles  A.  M. 
Wells,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Rexford  M.  Smith,  filed 
suit  against  the  United  States  in  the  Court  of  Claims  for  the 
alleged  infringement  of  Patent  No.  1.166.488.  issued  to  Rex- 
ford M.  Smith  on  January  4,  1916.  This  patent  expired  on 
January  4.  1933.  and  no  claim  can  be  based  on  its  use  subse- 
quent to  that  date.  Likewise  no  recovery  is  permitted  on  a 
claim  which  arose  more  than  6  years  prior  to  the  filing  date 
of  the  petition  in  the  Court  of  Claims.  In  the  suit  now 
pending  the  plaintiff  is,  therefore,  limited  in  his  proofs  to  the 
period  between  July  27. 1931,  which  is  6  years  prior  to  the  date 
of  the  filing  of  the  petition,  and  January  4,  1933,  the  date 
the  patent  expired. 

The  object  of  H.  R.  5089  is  to  waive  the  statute  of  Bmi- 
tations  so  as  to  permit  the  claimant  to  carry  his  claim  back 
to  a  date  6  years  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  patent  rather 
than  6  years  prior  to  the  filing  of  his  action  in  the  Court  of 
Claims, 

The  obvious  purpose  of  the  present  law,  which  requires  a 
claimant  to  file  his  claim  within  6  years  from  the  date  it  first 
accrued,  is  to  require  a  claimant  to  act  within  a  reasonable 
time. 

In  my  Judgment,  the  facts  respecting  this  claim  are  such  as 

to  impel  the  conclusion  that  it  is  without  merit  and  would 

establish  an  undesirable  precedent  as  placing  a  premium  on 

delay.    For  the  foregoing  reasons  I  withhold  my  approval 

of  H.  R.  5089. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

THE  White  House,  June  11, 1940 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Hie  objections  of  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  message  and  the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BRIDGE  OR  FERRY  ACROSS  THE  RIO  GRANDE  AT  BOCA  CHICA.  TEX.— 
VETO  MESSAGE    (H.  DOC.  NO.    830) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing further  veto  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  : 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R.  3138,  author- 
izing J.  E.  Pate,  his  successors  and  assigns,  to  construct, 
maintain,  and  operate  a  bridge  or  ferry  across  the  Rio  Grande 
at  Boca  Chica,  Tex. 

Information  furnished  by  officials  of  the  Federal  inspection 
services  indicate  that  there  Is  no  real  commercial  need  for  the 
international  facilities  authorized  by  the  bill;  that  such  facil- 
ities, if  established,  would  be  utilized  only  occasionally  by 
small  fishing  parties;  that  the  financial  success  of  the  inter- 
prise  would  appear  exceedingly  doubtful;  that  there  is  no  pro- 
vision in  the  bill  to  insure  that — in  the  event  the  enterprise 
should  be  successful — the  bridge  or  ferry  would  ever  be  oper- 
ated free  of  tolls;  and  that  the  cost  of  providing  and  main- 
taining the  necessary  personnel  for  enforcement  of  the  rev- 
enue, immigration,  and  other  laws  would  be  greatly  in  excess 
of  any  probable  income  from  fees  or  other  sources  of  revenue. 

I  am  withholding  approval  of  the  bill  in  the  belief  that  the 
public  interests  are  not  such  as  to  Justify  the  annual  expense 
to  the  Government  that  would  be  entaUed  in  providing  and 
maintaining  Federal  inspectional  forces  to  supervise  the  small 
volume  of  international  traffic  that  might  be  expected  to  use 
a  bridge  or  ferry  at  this  proposed  location. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  June  11,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  objections  of  the 
President  will  be  spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  bill 
and  the  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

TRAVEL     EXPENSES     OF     CERTAIN     EMPLOYEES     OF     THE     CORPS    OF 
ENGINEERS VETO    MESSAGE     (H,    DOC.    NO.    829) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing further  veto  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

H.  R.  9118,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimburse- 
ment of  travel  expenses  to  certain  employees  of  the  Corps  of 
Engineers,  United  States  Army,"  is  returned  without  my 
approval. 

This  bill  would  authorize  reimbursement  to  employees  for 
the  expense  of  reporting  for  duty  at  Fort  Peck.  Mont.  Al- 
though not  shown  in  the  bill  or  in  the  Senate  and  House 
reports  thereon,  It  has  been  brought  to  my  attention  that  all 
of  the  employees  to  be  so  benefited  received,  upon  reporting 
for  duty  at  Port  Peck,  administrative  promotions  which  could 
only  have  been  lawfully  granted  to  persons  appointed  to  fill 
vacancies,  since  employees  continued  in  the  same  positions 
were  prohibited  from  receiving  administrative  promotions  by 
section  7  of  the  act  of  March  3, 1933  (47  Stat.  1515) .  It  is  the 
established  rule,  on  the  other  hand,  that  employees  must  bear 
all  expenses  of  reporting  to  their  first-duty  station  under  new 
appointments.  Consequently,  to  permit  these  employees  to 
receive  both  increased  compensation  and  reimbursement  for 
travel  expenses  would  give  them  benefits  not  accorded  to  other 
Government  employees.  I  am  informed  in  this  connection 
that  travel  expenses  have  been  allowed  by  the  Comptroller 
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General  in  all  cases  In  which  the  reporting  to  Port  Peck  In- 
volved no  break  in  the  employees'  service  and  no  increased 
compensation. 

I  do  not  feel,  therefore,  that  the  relief  sought  to  be  granted 
by  the  bill  is  necessary  to  accord  equitable  treatment  to  this 
group  of  employees. 

Franklut  D.  Roosevelt. 

Thk  White  Housi.  June  11.  1940. 

The  Speaker  pro  tempore.  The  objections  of  the  President 
will  be  spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
bill  and  the  veto  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Rivers  and  Harbors  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

KEPEAL   or  CERTAIN   ACTS   OF   CONGRESS    (POCKET  VETO   VETOED)  — 
VETO'MESSAGE    (H.  DOC.  NO.  828) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing further  veto  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States: 

Tc  the  House  of  Representatives' 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3233)  entitled  "To  repeal  certain  acts  of  Congress 
(pocket  vetoed)." 

I  am  constrained  to  pursue  this  course  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  an  approval  of  the  bill  may  have  far-reaching  implica- 
tions in  that  it  is  based  on  an  interpretation  of  the  constitu- 
tional pocket-veto  power  of  the  President,  which  is  much 
narrower  than  that  which  has  been  placed  upon  it  by  con- 
tinuous usage  for  over  a  century,  and  which  has  met  the  ex- 
press sanction  of  the  Supreme  Court.  The  acceptance  of  such 
new  construction  of  the  pocket-veto  power  would  make  a 
serious  inroad  on  the  pertinent  constitutional  provision.  In 
fact,  it  would  render  the  authority  of  the  President  to  pocket 
veto  bills  almost  nugatory. 

Article  I.  section  7.  paragraph  2  of  the  Constitution  pro- 
vides that  every  bill  that  has  passed  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives and  the  Senate  shall  be  presented  to  the  President; 
that  if  he  approves  he  shall  sign  it,  but  if  not  he  shall  return 
it  with  his  objections  to  that  House  in  which  it  shall  have 
originated.  It  further  provides  that  if  any  bill  shall  not  be 
returned  by  the  President  within  10  days  (Sundays  excepted) 
after  it  shall  have  been  presented  to  him.  the  same  shall  be  a 
law.  in  like  manner  as  if  he  had  signed  it.  unless  the  Con- 
gress  by  their  adjoiumment  prevent  its  retiUTi.  in  which  case  it 
shall  not  be  a  law. 

The  failure  of  the  President  to  act  on  a  bill  presented  to 
him  less  than  10  days  before  adjournment  of  the  Congress, 
thereby  precluding  such  bill  from  becoming  a  law,  has  been 
denominated  as  a  "pocket  veto."  This  authority  has  been 
frequently  exercised  at  the  end  of  various  sessions  of  the 
Congress,  without  distinguishing  whether  or  not  such  sessions 
were  final  sessions.  It  was  first  invoked  over  a  century  ago  by 
President  Madison,  at  the  end  of  the  first  session  of  the 
Twelfth  Congress. 

I  am  informed  that  the  total  numt>er  of  bills  that  have 
encountered  a  pocket  veto  aggregates  over  600.  of  which  al- 
most half  occurred  following  a  sine  die  adjournment  of  a 
session  as  distinguished  from  a  sine  die  adjournment  of  a 
Congress.  A  few  years  ago  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  so-called 
Pocket  Veto  case  sustained  the  authority  of  the  President  to 
pocket  veto  bills  at  the  end  of  any  session  of  the  Congress. 
More  recently,  it  has  indicated  that  the  President  may  return 
a  bill  with  a  veto  message  while  the  House  in  which  the  bill 
originated  is  'n  recess,  clearly  restricting  its  decision,  how- 
ever, to  a  recess  occurring  during  a  session  of  the  Congress. 

The  bill  under  consideration  proposes  to  repeal  all  bills 
that  have  been  pocket  vetoed  after  any  adjournment  of  a 
session  of  the  Congress  other  than  the  final  session  of  a 
Congress.  Manifestly  such  legislation  would  have  far-reach- 
ing implications,  because  it  would  assume  that  all  such  bills 
became  law  and  that  the  President  has  no  authority  to  exer- 
cise a  jXDcket  veto  at  any  time  except  after  a  final  adjourn- 
ment of  a  Congress.    The  result  would  be  to  place  a  limita- 


tion on  the  pocket-veto  power  which,  In  the  light  of  long 
and  continuous  usage  and  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
w&s  not  contemplated  by  the  founding  fathers. 

Moreover,  under  the  twentieth  amendment,  unlike  the  sit- 
uation that  previously  existed,  it  is  impossible  to  determine 
at  the  time  of  the  adjournment  of  the  second  regular  session 
of  a  Congress  whether  or  not  it  is  the  final  adjournment  of 
the  Congress. 

The  result  of  the  interpretation  which  it  is  proposed  by 
this  legislation  to  place  upon  the  pocket-veto  jwwer  would 
he  to  render  that  authority  practically  nugatory  and  to  effect 
by  indirection  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution. 

If  the  bill  under  consideration  were  limited  to  the  com- 
paratively small  number  of  bills  that  have  been  pocket  vetoed 
from  time  to  time  wiiile  the  originating  House  was  in  a  short 
recess  during  a  session  of  the  Congress,  an  entirely  different 
question  would  be  presented. 

In  its  present  form,  however,  the  bill  has  far-reaching  and 
imdesirable  implications  which  impel  me  to  withhold  my 
approval. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  June  11,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  objections  of  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  BYRNE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
bill  and  the  veto  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  and  ordered  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CAPT.  VICTOR   GONDOS,   JR. VETO  MESSAGE    (H.   DOC.  NO.    883) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  House  the 
following  further  veto  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  approval.  H.  R.   6681, 

entitled.  "An  act  granting  a  p)ension  to  Capt.  Victor  Gondos, 

Jr."     The  bill  reads  as  follows: 

That  the  Admlnlatrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  be.  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  place  on  the  pension  roll,  subject  to 
the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension  laws,  the  name  of 
Capt.  Victor  Gondos,  Jr..  late  of  the  United  States  Coast  Artillery 
Corps  Reserve,  and  pay  him  a  ijenslon  at  the  rate  of  $50  per 
month. 

Victor  Gondos  accepted  appointment  as  second  lieutenant. 
Coast  Artillery  Corjps  Reserve.  June  24.  1924.  He  was  pro- 
moted to  first  lieutenant.  Coast  Artillery  Corps  Reserve, 
July  3,  1926;  to  captain,  July  26.  1930;  and  reappointed  as 
captain.  Inactive  Reserve,  effective  July  21.  1935.  He  was 
on  active  duty  under  his  Reserve  commission  from  April  4 
to  18,  1926;  August  8  to  22,  1926;  July  17  to  30.  1927;  August 
12  to  25.  1928;  September  13  to  November  3,  1928;  July  6 
to  19.  1930;  and  from  August  2  to  15,  1931. 

He  filed  claim  with  the  Veterans'  Administration  claim- 
ing service  connection  for  arthritis  alleged  to  have  been 
incurred  while  on  active  duty  at  the  Coast  Artillery  School, 
Fort  Monroe,  Va.  The  claim  is  based  ujwn  his  allegation 
that  his  condition  is  the  result  of:  (a)  Exposure  suffered 
during  a  severe  rainstorm  while  en  route  to  rejx)rt  for 
active  duty  at  Fort  Monroe,  Va.,  in  August  1928;  (b)  an 
injiUT  incurred  in  attempting  to  moimt  a  horse  while  on 
active  duty  in  October  1928;  and  (c)  a  further  injiur  in- 
curred by  falling  on  the  steps  of  the  mess  hall  in  July  1930. 

The  claimant  has  furnished  the  Veterans'  Administration 
statements  and  aCBdavits  of  private  physicians  and  friends  in 
support  of  his  claim.  Careful  and  sympathetic  consideration 
was  given  to  this  e\'idence  along  with  the  official  records 
which  show  that  no  arthritic  disability  was  claimed  or  noted 
by  the  examining  surgeon  when  physical  examinations  were 
conducted  on  October  26.  1929.  July  7,  1930,  and  August  3, 
1931.  in  connection  with  the  claimant's  service  in  the  Coast 
Artillery  Corps  Reserve.  Under  date  of  November  2.  1928, 
Captain  Gondos  signed  a  certificate  that  to  the  best  of  his 
knowledge  and  belief  there  had  not  been  any  material  change 
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in  his  physical  qualifications  during  his  tour  of  active  duty  at 
Fort  Monroe,  Va.,  from  September  13,  1928,  to  November  2. 
1928.  both  dates  inclusive.  He  signed  a  similar  certificate 
under  date  of  July  19,  1930.  covering  his  period  of  active  duty 
at  Port  Monroe,  Va.,  from  July  6  to  19,  1930.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Veterans'  Administration  that  all  the  evi- 
dence of  record  fails  to  disclose  that  the  disability  from  which 
the  claimant  is  suffering  was  incurred  in  or  aggravated  during 
any  period  of  active  service  as  a  Reserve  officer. 

Although  Captain  Gondos'  physical  condition  is  imfortu- 
nately  such  as  to  evoke  sympathy,  there  are  no  facts  or 
circumstances  surrounding  his  case  which,  in  my  judgment, 
would  warrant  the  approval  of  a  special  act  in  his  behalf. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  Hotise,  June  11.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  objections  of  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  spresul  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  WALLOREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  bill  and 
the  veto  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  <hi  Invalid 
Pensions  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

ERNEST  FRANCIS  WHITE VETO  MESSAGE 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing further  veto  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
Stales: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R.  1312, 
a  bill  "granting  a  jsension  to  Ernest  Francis  White." 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
Veterans'  Administration  to  place  on  the  pension  roll,  subject 
to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension  laws,  the 
name  of  Ernest  Francis  White,  minor  child  of  Ernest  Francis 
White,  late  of  the  United  States  Navy  and  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $15  a 
month  until  he  attains  the  age  of  18  years. 

Ernest  Francis  White,  the  father  of  the  beneficiary  under 
the  bill,  drowned  on  October  14,  1927,  while  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard,  as  the  result  of  an  explosion 
of  Coast  Guard  picket  boat  CG-2324  in  the  hart>or  at  Woods 
Hole.  Mass.  Pension  is  not  payable,  as  death  occurred  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  the  act  of  July  2,  1930,  "An  act  to  apply 
the  pension  laws  to  the  Coast  Guard,"  which  act  was  not 
retroactive  In  effect. 

Aside  from  any  question  of  merit  in  this  case  and  other 
similar  cases,  approval  of  this  bill  would  give  preferential 
treatment  to  this  claimant  over  others  whose  claims  are 
equally  meritorious,  and  would  except  the  claimant  from  the 
usual  administrative  investigation  and  determination  with 
respect  to  certain  criteria  observed  in  the  adjudication  of 
pension  claims. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  June  11.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  objections  of  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  WALLGREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  bill  and  the 
veto  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions, i 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

timothy  a.    LINEHAN veto  message    (H.  doc.  no.   823) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempxare  laid  l)efore  the  House  the 
following  further  veto  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R.  1379, 
a  bill  "Granting  a  pension  to  Timothy  A.  Linehan." 

It  is  the  piuTXDse  of  the  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
Veterans'  Administration  to  place  on  the  pension  roll,  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension  laws, 
the  name  of  Timothy  A.  Linehan  and  pay  him  a  pension  at 
the  rate  of  $15  per  month. 


Timothy  A.  linehan  enlisted  in  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  on  November  30,  1928,  and  was  honorably  discharged 
for  physical  disabilities  on  May  14,  1930.  Dizring  his  service 
in  the  Coast  Guard  he  was  hospitalized  from  February  18, 
1930,  to  the  date  of  his  discharge  with  a  diagnosis  of  right 
inguinal  hernia  and  left  femoral  phlebitis.  He  filed  a  claim 
for  pension  but  is  not  entitled  to  it  for  the  reason  that  the 
disabilities  were  incurred  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  act 
of  July  2,  1930,  "An  act  to  apply  the  pension  laws  to  the 
Coast  Guard." 

Aside  from  any  question  of  merit  in  this  or  other  similar 
cases,  approval  of  this  bill  is  objectionable  for  the  following 
reasons:  First,  it  would  give  preferential  treatment  to  this 
claimant  over  others  whose  claims  are  equaUy  meritorious; 
second,  it  would  arbitrarily  fix  a  rate  of  pension  without  the 
usual  administrative  investigation  and  appraisal  of  the  de- 
gree of  disability  and  service  connection,  and  third,  it  would 
perpetuate,  without  change,  a  rate  of  pension  which  would 
not  take  cognizance  of  any  change  in  the  disability  status 
of  the  veteran. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  Hoitse,  June  11.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  objections  of  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  WALLGREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  bill,  and 
the  veto  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

JOHN  W.  SWOVELAND — VETO  MESSAGE    (H.  DOC.  NO.  82T) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  House  the 
following  further  veto  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval.  H.  R. 
5007,  a  bill  "Granting  a  pension  to  John  W.  Swoveland." 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
Veterans'  Administration  to  place  on  the  pension  roll,  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension  laws, 
the  name  of  John  W.  Swoveland  and  pay  him  a  pension  at 
the  rate  of  $60  per  month. 

This  veteran  suffered  a  severe  cranial  Injury  with  con- 
cussion of  the  brain  and  not  the  result  of  his  own  miscon- 
duct while  serving  as  an  enlisted  man  of  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard.  He  is  not  entitled  to  pension  for  the  reason 
that  injury  was  incurred  prior  to  the  approval  of  the  act  of 
July  2.  1930,  "An  act  to  apply  the  pension  laws  to  the  Coast 
Guard." 

Aside  from  any  question  of  merit  in  this  or  other  similar 
cases,  approval  of  this  bill  is  objectionable  for  the  following 
reasons:  First,  it  would  give  preferential  treatment  to  this 
claimant  over  others  whose  claims  are  equally  meritorious; 
second,  it  would  arbitrarily  fix  a  rate  of  pension  without  the 
usual  administrative  investigation  and  appraisal  of  the  de- 
gree of  disability  and  service  connection;  and  third,  it  would 
perpetuate,  without  change,  a  rate  of  pension  which  would 
not  take  cognizance  of  any  change  in  the  disability  status 
of  the  veteran. 

P^anklin  D.  Roosevelt. 
The  White  House,  June  11. 1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  objections  of  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  WALLGREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  bill  and 
the  veto  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MAT7D   PATTERSON — VETO    MESSAGE     <H.   DOC.    NO.    824) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  also  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  which  was  read: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R.  2285, 
entitled  "An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Maud  Patterson." 
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It  Is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
Veterans'  Administration  to  place  on  the  pension  roll,  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension  laws, 
the  name  of  Maud  Patterson,  widow  of  John  Thomas  Pat- 
terson, late  of  the  United  States  Coast  Guard,  and  pay  her 
a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $26  per  month  and  increase  the 
rate  to  $30  per  month  from  and  after  the  date  she  shall  have 
attained  the  age  of  65  years. 

John  Thomas  Patterson,  the  husband  of  the  beneficiary 
under  the  bill,  died  on  December  7,  1926.  from  chronic  myo- 
carditis, while  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard.  However,  pension  is  not  payable  to  his  widow  for 
the  reason  that  hia  death  occurred  prior  to  the  enactment 
of  the  act  of  July  2.  1930,  "An  act  to  apply  the  pension  laws 
to  the  Coast  Guard."  which  act  was  not  retroactive  in 
effect. 

Aside  from  any  question  of  merit  In  this  case,  and  other 
similar  cases,  approval  of  this  bill  would  give  preferential 
treatment  to  this  claimant  over  others  whose  claims  are 
equally  meritorious  and  would  except  the  claimant  from 
the  usual  administrative  investigation  and  determination 
with  respect  to  certain  criteria  observed  in  the  adjudication 
of  pension  claims. 

Fraxkliw  D.  Roossvzlt. 

Trb  Wmn  Hctrsi.  June  It,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  objections  of  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  WALLGREN.  Mr.  Spi-aker,  I  move  that  the  bill  and 
the  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

LXZZn  MAY   WILttrt  CtAYTOW— VrrO  MCSSAOE    (K.  DOC,  MO,  SaB) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  also  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  which  was  read: 

To  th9  House  of  Repre»entative$ : 

X  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R. 
2373.  ft  bin  "Granting  a  pension  to  Lizzie  May  Wilbur 
Clayton," 

It  Is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
~^  Veterans'  Administration  to  place  on  the  pension  roll,  sub- 
ject to  the  provUlons  and  limitations  of  the  pension  laws, 
the  name  of  Uzzle  May  Wilbur  Clayton,  widow  of  Vincent 
A.  Clayton,  late  of  the  United  States  Coast  Guard,  and  pay 
her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $26  per  month  and  increase  the 
rate  to  $30  per  month  from  and  after  the  date  she  shall  have 
attained  the  age  of  65  years. 

Vincent  A.  Clayton,  the  husband  of  the  beneficiary  under 
the  bill,  died  while  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  on  April  20.  1928,  as  a  result  of  a  skull  fracture 
caused  by  a  fall  from  a  Coast  Guard  truck  en  route  to 
assist  In  fighting  a  forest  fire.  However,  pension  is  not 
payable  to  his  widow  for  the  reason  that  his  death  occurred 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  act  of  July  2.  1930.  "An  act 
to  apply  the  pension  laws  to  the  Coast  Guard,"  which  act 
was  not  retroactive  in  effect. 

Aside  from  any  question  of  merit  in  this  case,  and  other 
similar  cases,  approval  of  this  bill  would  give  preferential 
treatment  to  this  claimant  over  others  whose  claims  are 
equally  meritorious  and  would  except  the  claimant  from 
the  usual  administrative  investigation  and  determination 
with  respect  to  certain  criteria  observed  in  the  adjudication 
of  pension  claims. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

^Th«  Whitk  Housi,  June  11.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  objections  of  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  WALLGREN.  Mr.  Sipeaker.  I  move  that  the  bill  and 
the  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions and  ordered  printed. 

Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to. 


HELEN   M.    CROWLET — VETO   BCCSSACC    fH.    DOC.   NO.    826) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  also  laid  before  the  House  the 
following  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes, 
which  was  read. 

To  trie  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval.  H.  R.  2143, 
a  bill  "granting  a  pension  to  Helen  M.  Crowley." 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
Veterans'  Administration  to  place  on  the  pension  roll,  subject 
to  the  provisions  and  limitaUons  of  the  pension  laws,  the 
name  of  Helen  M.  Crowley,  widow  of  Ralph  L.  Crowley,  late 
of  the  United  States  Marine  Corps;  Signal  Corps.  United 
States  Army,  under  the  name  of  Lawrence  Stone,  and  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard,  imder  the  name  of  Ralph  L. 
Crowley,  and  who  died  as  a  result  of  Injuries  sustained  in 
line  of  duty  March  28.  1930.  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the 
rate  of  $22  per  month  and  increase  the  rate  to  $26  per  month 
from  and  after  the  date  she  shall  have  attained  the  age  of 
50  years  and  further  Increase  the  rate  to  $30  per  month  from 
and  after  the  date  she  shall  have  attained  the  age  of  65  years. 
Ralph  L.  Crowley,  the  husband  of  the  beneficiary  under  the 
bill,  died  on  March  28.  1930.  as  a  result  of  a  fall  from  a  tele- 
phone pole  while  In  the  service  of  the  Coast  Guard.  How- 
ever, pension  is  not  payable  to  his  widow  for  the  reason  that 
his  death  occiu-red  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  act  of  July 
2.  1930,  "An  act  to  apply  the  pension  laws  to  the  Coast 
Guard,"  which  act  was  not  retroactive  In  effect. 

Aside  from  any  question  of  merit  In  this  case,  and  other 
similar  cases,  approval  of  this  bill  would  give  preferential 
treatment  to  this  claimant  over  others  whose  claims  are 
equally  meritorious  and  wotUd  except  the  claimant  from  the 
usual  admlnlftratlve  Investigation  and  determination  with 
respect  to  certain  criteria  observed  In  the  adjudication  of 
pension  claims. 

PRAinaxir  D,  Roosevelt. 
The  White  Hovse.  June  11,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  objections  of  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  spread  at  targe  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  WALLGREN,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  bill  and  the 
message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 
and  ordered  printed, 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  I 

REoaoAinzAnoN  or  navy  DBrARTMurr 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  present  a  con- 
ference report  upon  the  bill  S.  4026,  providing  for  the  reor- 
ganization of  the  Navy  Department  and  for  other  purpoaaa, 
for  printing  under  the  rtile. 

CCNERAL   LEAVE   TO   PRINT 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  all  Members  may  have  5  legislative  days  within  which- 
to  extend  their  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  tax  bill 
passed  this  afternoon. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  REICARKS 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hobbs],  who  is 
temporarily  absent  from  the  Chamber,  may  have  permis- 
sion to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEIAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

RAILROAD   UNEMPLOYMENT   INSTTRANCB   ACT 

Mr.  O'NEAL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10009)  to  amend 
section  13  (d)  of  the  Railroad  Unemplo3mient  Insurance 
Act.  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  read. 

liie  Clerk  read  the  bill  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subsection  (d)  of  section  13  of  the  RaU- 
road  Unemployment  Insurance  Act.  as  amended.  Is  hereby  amended 
by  striking  the  period  at  the  end  of  the  last  sentence  of  said  sub- 
section. Inserting  a  colon,  and  adding  the  following:  "Provided,  flouh- 
ever,  Tliat  If  the  Social  Security  Board  finds  with  respect  io  any 
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state  that  such  State  (1)  Is  unable  to  avail  itself  of  such  condi- 
tions solely  by  reason  of  prohibitions  contained  in  the  constitution 
of  such  State,  as  determined  by  a  decision  of  the  highest  court  of 
such  State  declaring  invalid  In  whole  or  in  part  the  action  of  the 
legislature  of  the  State  purporting  to  provide  for  transfers  from  the 
State's  account  In  the  Unemplo3rment  Trust  Fund  to  the  railroad 
unemployment  Insurance  account,  and  (2)  for  similar  reasons  Is 
unable  to  use  amounts  withdrawn  from  Its  account  In  the  Unem- 
ployment Trust  Fund  for  the  payment  of  expenses  Incurred  In  the 
administration  of  Its  State  unemployment  compensation  law.  the 
Social  Security  Board  shall  not  begin  to  withhold  from  certification 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment  to  such  State  the 
amounts  determined  by  It  pursuant  to  section  802  of  the  Social 
Becurity  Act  and  to  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
payment  into  the  railroad  unemployment  Insurance  account  the 
•mount  so  withheld  from  such  State  until  July  1.  1942,  and  then 
only  If  the  Social  Security  Board  finds  that  such  State  had  not  prior 
tbereto  effectively  authorized  and  directed  the  Secretary  of  the 
TVeasury  to  transfer  from  such  State's  account  in  the  Unemployment 
Trust  Fund  to  the  railroad  unemployment  Insurance  account 
amounts  equal  to  such  State's  "preliminary  amount'  and  'liquidating 
amount'  less  such  parts  thereof,  if  any.  as  the  State  may  have. 
Within  the  periods  set  forth  in  the  provisos  contained  In  the  first 
two  paragraphs  of  this  subsection,  effectively  authorized  and  dir- 
ected the  Secretary  of  the  Treaaury  so  to  transfer,  plus  Interest  on 
■uch  difference.  If  any.  with  respect  to  each  amount  at  2 '/a  percent 
per  annum  from  the  date  the  State's  'preliminary  amount'  or  'liqui- 
dating amount',  as  the  case  may  be,  Is  determined  by  the  Social 
Security  Board;  and  with  respect  to  any  such  Bute  the  amount 
withheld  shall  equal  the  State's  'preliminary  amount'  and  'liqui- 
dating amount'  less  such  parts  thereof,  if  any.  as  the  Stats  may 
have,  with  the  periods  set  forth  in  the  provisos  contained  in  the  first 
two  paragraphs  of  this  subsection  effsctlvsly  authorl7/«d  and  di- 
rected the  SecreUry  of  the  Treasury  to  transfer,  plus  Interest  from 
July  1.  1930,  at  a  ■''a  percent  per  annum  on  so  much  of  the  'pre- 
llmlnary  amount'  and  liquldstlng  amount,'  as  the  case  may  be,  as 
has  not  been  to  transferred  or  has  not  been  iteed  as  the  meaeure 
for  wlthhoidinf," 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  MaMachusetti.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reierve 
the  right  to  object.    What  doei  thli  bill  do? 

Mr.  O'NEAL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  State  of  Kentucky  ha«  col- 
lected money  under  the  eoclal-tecurlty  program  which  the 
Btate  of  Kentucky  Court  of  Appeali  hai  lald  It  cannot  turn 
over  to  the  Federal  Oovernment.  The  Federal  Oovernment 
has  consented  to  the  bill  that  I  am  asking  consideration  of, 
to  delay  the  decision  of  thli  matter  for  2  year*  so  that  they 
can  work  out  •omcthlng  that  will  be  fair  to  Kentucky  and 
to  everybody  concerned.  Thli  bill  li  concurred  In  by  the 
Social  Security  Board,  the  Railroad  Retlrrmtnt  Board,  the 
Interitat«  and  Foreign  Commerce  Commltt«e,  by  both  Re- 
publlcani  and  Democrats,  lubcommlttee  and  full  committee, 
unanlmouily,  and  I  have  dlKUited  It  with  the  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Wayi  and  Means  and  the  Bureau  of  tha 
Budget  and  the  Trcatiury.  All  are  In  accord.  I  believe  there 
U  no  objection  to  the  bill  whatever. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Ib  there  objection  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider laid  on  the  table. 

I  EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  afternoon  in  the  con- 
sideration of  this  measure  I  made  certain  remarks.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend  those  remarks  and 
include  therein  an  editorial  from  a  paper  in  my  district. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
some  excerpts  from  Appropriations  Committee  hearings. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  an 
editorial  from  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so 

ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 
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ADJOURNMENT  SINE  DII 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  at  this  point  by  including 
therein  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Virginia  delegation  in  the 
House  today  expressing  its  opposition  to  adjournment  during 
the  present  emergency. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  resolution  is  as  follows: 

The  Virginia  delegation  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  affirm- 
ing its  confidence  in  and  approval  of  the  admirable  foreign  policy 
of  this  administration  and  recognising  the  grave  emergency  con- 
fronting the  country,  and  cognlaant  of  lU  duty  to  cooperate  with 
the  administration  In  every  possible  way,,  do  hereby  resolve  that 
it  U  inadvisable  that  the  Congress  i|hould  adjourn  during  the 
present  emergency,  and  unanimously  express  hereby  their  opposi- 
tion thereto.    Dated  thU  11th  day  otf  June  1940. 

/       C.  A.  Woooatn*. 
*        S.  O.  Bland. 

HowABO  W.  SMn-H. 
John  W.  Plannaoak.  Jr. 

A.   WILLU   ROBXKTSOM. 

Daw  C   SATrcartzt.o,  Jr. 
CoLAATx  Dasdcn,  Jr. 
Thomas  O,  Buscm. 
P.  H.  DaswBT. 

XXTCMSIOW  or  RCMAItXS 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  UUh.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Rgcoso  and  Include 
therein  a  brief  statement  by  Oeorge  Q.  Lynch  with  respect 
to  the  Smith  amendments  adopted  recently. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

REFEAL  or  TMI  JORNSOW  ACT 

Mr.  DINOELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  X  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  be  permitted  to  extend  my  own  remarks  at  thli 
point  In  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so 

ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DINOELL.  Mr,  Spftkfr,  In  conformity  with  the  ex- 
pression and  sentiment  of  the  President  which  coincides 
with  the  sentiment  and  opinion  of  our  loyal  and  patriotic 
citizens,  I  deem  It  consistent  to  introduce  a  bill  providing 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Johnson  Act, 

The  exigencies  of  the  times  make  mandatory  immediate 
action.  The  danger  to  civilization  and  to  all  free  peoples 
Including  ourselves  requires  prompt,  positive,  and  maximum 
exertion  to  crush  the  fiendish  juggernaut.  The  Johnson  Act 
was  bom  of  Nazi-German  propaganda  in  this  country.  It 
was  an  important  part  of  the  scheme  to  forestall  any  and 
all  possible  opposition  to  Nazi  domination  of  the  world. 
The  arch  conspirator  and  debt-welcher  Hitler,  by  casting 
reflections  upon  defaulting  nations  brought  about  revulsion 
and  the  passage  of  the  act  for  his  own  nefarious  benefit. 
The  time  has  come  for  repeal  action.  The  Johnson  Act  wsis 
a  sinful  mistake;  it  was  the  result  of  a  well-planned,  cleverly 
veiled  anti-French.  anti-British  campaign  in  this  coimtry. 
If  civilization  Is  to  survive,  if  our  beloved  country  is  to 
survive,  the  Johnson  Act  must  be  cast  aside,  rejsealed. 

The  most  discredited,  red-faced,  and  either  silent  or  apolo- 
getic element  in  Am^ica  today  is  the  former  blatant  pomp- 
ous group  of  isolationists.  False  prophets,  fulminating 
whirling  dervishes  and  some  fakers  among  them,  who  told 
us  they  knew  better  than  Roosevelt  that  "there  would  be  no 
war" — you  could  sell  them  all  for  a  plugged  2 -cent  piece  if 
you  could  identify  any  of  them  today.  They  have  either 
been  sunk  without  a  trace  and,  as  the  Nazis  would  say, 
"Spurlus  versenkt,"  or  they  have  turned  themselves  inside 
out  like  an  old  glove  and  are  hard  to  identify.  Some  of  them 
who  have  talked  about  being  halfway  in  the  war  and  halfway 
out  of  the  war  are  today  urging  for  Britain  and  France  maxi- 
mum possible  material  assistance  short  of  war,  which  is 
exactly  what  the  President  insisted  upon  from  the  very 
outset 
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Some  of  these  false  prophets  were  vmconcemed  with  the 
plight  of  Poland.  "Hiey  were  not  particularly  interested  when 
Denmark  and  Norway  succumbed  to  the  Nazi  depredation. 
Tlie  subjugation  of  Belgivun  caused  no  particular  excitement, 
but  when  Holland  was  crushed,  one  of  these  false  prophets 
flopped  and  floimdered  like  a  sucker  on  a  beach.  TTien  the 
great  and  generous  gesture  was  made  toward  the  gallant 
Finns.  Remit  their  debt  payment,  he  pleaded,  this  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  the  Finns  as  usual  asked  no  favor,  scraped 
up  the  cash  and  had  sufficient  on  hand  to  pay  not  only  the 
immediate  payment  due  but  one  more  in  advance.  When  the 
Finns  were  fighting  for  their  Uves,  for  their  very  national 
existence,  the  false  prophets  were  not  interested  in  Finland 
any  more  than  they  were  in  Poland  or  any  other  gallant 
nation.  Perhaps  the  great  element  of  American  citizens  of 
Dutch  antecedents  centered  largely  in  the  western  part  of 
Michigan  may  have  had  some  influence  in  converting  the 
prophet  to  the  Rooseveltian  philosophy  that  democracy  and 
the  freedom  of  nations  are  worth  saving  wherever  they 
happen  to  be,  and  that  we.  as  a  free  democratic  nation,  should 
lend  every  possible  assistance  short  of  war  to  destroy  the 
fiendish  autocrats. 

^  Today  the  great  French  Nation,  foremost  in  cultxire.  in 
edoication.  and  national  accomplishment,  faces  enslavement 
or  annihilation  at  the  hands  of  depraved  German  nazi-ism. 
As  she  stands  in  defense  of  all  that  is  held  sacred  by  Chris- 
tianity and  mankind,  she  is  stabbed  in  the  back  by  a  con- 
temptiUe.  bloated  rodent  that  walks  like  a  man  and  acts  like 
a  typical  Sicilian  gangster. 

— in  support  of  this  Nazi  and  Fascist  cc«nblnation,  reinforced 
by  communistic  Stalinism,  stands  the  Johnson  Act.  If  we 
are  to  give  the  maximum  possible  assistance  to  France  and 
England  and  contribute  to  the  survival  of  civilization,  we 
must  help  these  unfortunate  peoples  to  help  themselves. 
There  are  millions  of  people  in  America  who  will  be  willing 
to  invest  in  civilization's  future  and  to  preserve  democracy. 

BXTINSION    or    REMARKS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include 
therein  a  resolution  passed  yesterday  by  the  State  Demo- 
cratic convention  in  Oklahoma  and  also  to  include  therein 
the  kejmote  address  delivered  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  [Hon.  Elmxa  Thomas  1. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

SITPPLEMXNTAL  RIPORT.  HOT7SK  JOINT  RXSOLTTnON   555 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  behalf  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  FaddisI,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  file  a  supplemental  report  to  the  report  that  was 
filed  yesterday  on  House  Joint  Resolution  555. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  therein  an  article 
from  the  Washington  Post. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOOK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  and  Include  therein  a 
speech  delivered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas.  Hon.  Marvin 
Jones,  over  a  national  hook-up. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

SALE    OF    PRISON-MADE    GOODS 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  resolution  Senate  Concur- 
rent Resolution  50. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  read  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  50 
Resolved  by  the  Senate  {ttie  House  of  Representatives  ooncttr- 
Ting),  That  the  action  of  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 


tives In  signing  the  enrolled  Joint  resolution  (8.  J.  Res.  59) 
authorizing  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  to  collect  information 
as  to  amount  and  value  of  all  goods  produced  In  State  and  Federal 
prisons  be,  and  It  Is  hereby,  rescinded;  and  be  It  ftirther 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be.  and  he  Is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed,  in  the  enrollment  of  the  said  Joint  resolu- 
tion, to  make  the  foUowint?  change,  namely:  In  line  16  of  the 
engrossed  Joint  resolution  strike  out  "Btoy  1,  1940"  and  insert  "May 
1.  1941." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object.  I  understand  this  is  simply  a  change  in 
the  date? 

Mrs.  NORTON.    That  is  exactly  right. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  bill  has  passed  the 
House  previously? 

Mrs.  NORTON.    That  is  correct. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  Senate  concurrent  resolution. 

The  Senate  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  therein 
an  editorial  and  also  a  table  of  appropriations  for  the  na- 
tional defense  since  1933. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  this  afternoon  and 
to  include  therein  certain  excerpts  from  Government  reports 
and  monetary  authorities. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  an  editorial  from  the  New  York  Herald 
Tribvme  of  June  7. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so 

ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  editorial  from  the  Newark  Sunday  Call. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TuiLL,  Mr.  Thorkelson,  and  Mr.  Brewster  asked  and 
were  given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  their  own  remarks 
in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanlmous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  with  refer- 
ence to  the  adjournment  of  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Si)eaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  relative  to  taxes  and 
the  national  defense. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a 
portion  of  the  Washington  Merry-Go-Round  for  May  10. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MOSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include 
therein  a  part  of  an  editorisd  from  the  Reading  Times,  of 
Reading,  Pa. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  have  a  page  and  a  half  over  the  limit  on  the 
extension  of  extraneous  matter  to  Insert  in  the  Record  a 
letter  from  Administrator  Flemming,  the  subject  of  a  former 
request. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

calendar   WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  business  in  order  on  tomorrow.  Calendar  Wednesday, 
may  be  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on 
Roosevelt's  third-term  "blitzkrieg." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 

ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  a  very  marvelous  address  delivered  by  my 
good  friend  of  many  years  standing.  Dr.  George  W.  Truitt, 
of  Texas,  for  the  past  5  years  president  of  the  Baptist  World 
Alliance,  and  undoubtedly  the  greatest  minister  of  this  gen- 
eration. The  address  is  longer  than  that  permitted  under 
the  rule,  and  I  a£k  that  it  may  be  printed,  nothwithstanding 
its  length. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Johnson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  include  an 
article  from  the  New  York  Sun. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan   [Mr.  Hoffman]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  on  Friday  next,  after  the  disposition  of  business  on  the 
Speaker's  table,  and  any  other  special  orders,  I  may  be 
permitted  to  address  the  House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan   I  Mr.  Hoffman  J  7 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  special 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Hoffman],  is  recognized  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  back  that  time. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  special 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  PatmanI, 
is  recognized  for  30  minutes. 

LT.    COL.    CARL    BYOIR    WAS    THE    FIRST    HITLER    TROJAN    HORSE    IN 

AMERICA 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
/evise  and  extend  by  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to 
insert  in  connection  therewith  certain  testimony  before  a 
congressional  committee. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Patman]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  May  27,  1940,  I  made  the  fol- 
lowing statements  on  the  floor  of  the  House: 

First.  That  Hitler  came  into  power  in  Germany  on  January 
30.  1933. 

Second.  That  soon  thereafter  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  and  his 
associates  were  paid  $4,000  In  cash  by  the  German  consul  In 
New  York  to  send  out  propaganda  for  Nazi  Germany. 

Third.  That  during  subsequent  months  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir 
and  his  associates  were  paid  two  or  three  thousand  dollars  a 
month  for  propaganda  purposes  in  behalf  of  Nazi  Germany. 


Fourth.  That  George  Sylvester  Viereck,  a  noted  German 
agent  during  the  last  World  War.  and  a  representative  of 
Germany  since  that  time,  was  a  silent  partner  In  the  firm  of 
Carl  Byoir  &  Associates. 

Fifth.  That  aliens  were  brought  into  this  country  by  Ger- 
man steamship  lines  and  were  used  to  build  up  German 
organizations  sympathetic  to  Adolf  Hitler. 

Sixth.  That  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  established  an  oflBce  in 
Berlin  and  sent  bales  of  propaganda  to  this  country  and 
distributed  it. 

Seventh.  That  the  evidence  is  sufflclent  to  convince  anyone 
that  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  was  hired  to  establish  here  in  the 
United  States  the  greatest  espionage  and  spy  system  ever 
organized  on  the  face  of  the  earth. 

Eighth.  That  it  was  helpful  to  use  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  be- 
cause Byoir  could  assist  him  in  building  up  his  "fifth  column" 
here  In  America  by  sending  aliens  into  every  State,  cotmty, 
city,  and  community  In  America  to  work  for  his  (Byolr's) 

wealthy  clients. 

Ninth.  That  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  has  many  front  organiza- 
tions In  the  same  building  In  which  he  is  located  at  10  East 
Fortieth  Street.  New  York  City,  and  some  of  these  are  German 
propaganda  front  agencies. 

Every  charge  I  have  made  is  backed  up  by  sworn  testimony 
of  witnesses.    This  testimony  Is  uncontradicted. 

These  statements  are  contained  In  the  dally  Congressional 
Rerord  of  May  27.  1940.  commencing  at  page  6949. 

I  called  upon  the  Dies  investigating  committee  to  make  a 
thorough  Investigation  of  these  charges. 

BYOIS    EVADED    M'CORMACK    COMMnTEE NOW    CLAIMS    HE    WANTS    TO    BX 

HEARD 

After  the  Dies  committee  had  determined  to  investigate 
the  charges,  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  issued  a  statement  in  which 
he  declared  that  he  is  ready  for  a  full  and  complete  Investi- 
gation and  denied  that  he  was  ever  connected  with  sending 
out  German  propaganda  by  saying: 

In  1933  we  had  a  contract  with  the  German  Federal  Railroads 
to  promote  tourist  travel  to  Germany.  Nothing  was  done  imder 
this  contract  that  could  by  any  stretch  of  the  imagination  be 
termed  un-American  or  Nazi  propaganda. 

It  is  strange  that  Lieutenant  Colonel  Byoir  wants  to  be 
heard  by  a  congressional  committee  when  he  conveniently 
had  business  in  Europe  and  Canada  until  the  McCormack 
Committee  quit  looking  for  him. 

STATEMENT  OF   JUNE   4,    1»40 

On  June  4.  1940,  I  obtained  time  and  made  the  following 
statements  on  the  floor  of  the  House  (commencing  at  page 
7548  of  the  daily  Congressional  Record  of  that  date) : 

First.  That  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  helped  to  create  the  mobili- 
zation plans  for  our  Army  and  Navy  after  the  last  war. 

Second.  That  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  was  made  a  lieutenant 
colonel  in  the  United  States  Army  Reserves,  Specialists  Re- 
serve, July  8.  1931;  that  he  was  not  promoted  frwn  another 
rank,  he  commenced  in  the  service  as  lieutenant  colonel. 

Third.  That  a  noted  correspondent  of  the  Associated  Press 
had  disclosed  that  a  substantial  part  of  the  plans  for  Adolf 
Hitler's  "blitzkrieg"  were  borrowed  from  the  United  States. 

Fourth.  That  the  Tide  magazine  In  the  May  15,  1940.  Issue, 
states  that  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  Is  now  working  with  our  com- 
mittees that  deal  with  our  secret  plans  to  be  used  in  the 
event  of  war. 

VXERECK   AND    LIEUTENANT   COLONEL    BTOIB 

I  also  Inserted  In  connection  with  these  statements  specific 
sworn  testimony  by  George  Sylvester  Viereck  before  a  con- 
gressional committee  Investigating  im-American  activities 
on  July  10,  1934.  in  New  York  City,  in  which  Viereck  ad- 
mitted under  oath  that  he  worked  with  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir 
after  Hitler  went  into  power  In  Germany,  January  30,  1933. 
Hiat  he,  as  well  as  Byoir,  was  paid  money  by  the  German 
consul  in  New  York  City;  that  he  went  to  Germany  and  con- 
ferred with  Hitler  himself  and  obtained  a  contract  for  Lt. 
Col.  Carl  Byoir  to  represent  a  German  concern  In  this 
country.  The  contract  called  for  $6,000  a  month  and  al- 
though it  was  camouflaged  to  pretend  that  he  was  repre- 
senting the  German  railroads  the  testimony  shows  clearly 
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that  Byoir  was  employed  as  a  Nazi  agent  to  propagandize 
this  country  for  what  was  known  as  Hitler's  New  Germany. 

TESTTMONT   CONC1.TJSTVX 

The  testimony  is  in  the  Congressional  Record  and  it 
speaks  for  Itself.  No  one  can  read  it  without  being  convinced 
that  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir,  who  had  been  appointed  lieutenant 
colonel  in  the  Army  less  than  2  years  before,  became  an 
agent  of  a  foreign  government  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to 
sell  the  American  people  on  Nazi  Ideas,  and  especially  to 
build  up  Adolf  Hitler.  The  testimony  shows  that  the  first 
book  gotten  out  by  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  was  entitled,  "Speak- 
ing of  Hitler." 

CONCRXSSIONAI.  COMMITTEX  THAT   EXPOSED   BTOIB 

The  Committee  that  was  investigating  Nazi  and  other 
propaganda  in  1934  was  composed  of  the  following:  Repre- 
sentative McCormack.  of  Massachusetts,  chairman;  EWckstein, 
of  New  York;  Weideman,  of  Michigan;  Kramer,  of  Calif orma; 
Jenkins,  of  Ohio;  Taylor,  of  Tennessee;  and  Ouyer  of  Kansas. 
'  The  Honorable  Thomas  N.  Hardwlck.  of  Georgia,  was  com- 
mittee counsel.  This  committee's  report  was  filed  February 
15.  1935.  It  is  Report  No.  153,  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  first 
session. 

COMMnrSE    RSPORT    CONDEMNS    BTOI1I 

Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  has  insisted  that  the  committee  investi- 
gating his  propaganda  activities  for  Adolf  Hitler  had 
exonerated  him. 

I  am  inserting  herewith  parts  of  this  report  from  pages 
3.  4.  5,  6,  and  7  thereof: 

NAZI-ISM 

We  would  not  be  fully  responsive  to  our  duty  If  we  failed  to 
compliment  the  twenty-odd-mllUon  Americans  of  Oerman  birth  or 
descent,  who  have  refused  to  participate  in  the  Nazi  movement  and 
propaganda  In  this  country,  wliich  the  evidence  plainly  shows  have 
been  founded.  In  the  main,  on  racial  and  religious  prejudices. 

This  committee  has  had  evidence  to  show  the  strenuous  efforts 
made  to  enlist  these  twenty -odd-ncilllion  persons.  This  committee 
has  evidence  to  show  the  wiles  and  blandishments  that  were  em- 
ployed, and  when  these  failed,  the  scurrUous  attacks  that  were 
utilized,  in  an  effort  to  bring  them  into  the  Nazi  program. 

Again,  this  committee  compliments  in  the  highest  terms,  those 
people  who  have  adhered  to  the  American  principles  and  American 
Ideals,  because  they  have  made  this  country  their  homeland  and 
because  they  believe  In  the  rights  of  equality  granted  under  our 
form  of  government. 

This  committee  has  uneaithed  evidence  showing  that  an  effort 
to  spread  the  theory  of  the  National  Socialist  German  Labor  Party, 
commonly  referred  to  as  the  Nazi  philosophy,  had  been  under  way 
in  the  United  SUtes  for  several  years. 

In  order  to  simplify  matters,  we  shall  divide  the  Nazi  activities 
into  two  periods,  the  first  covering  all  of  the  time  prior  to  the  desig- 
nation of  Adolf  Hitler  as  Chancelor  of  Germany,  and  the  second, 
covering  the  period  after  Adolf  Hitler  became  Chancelor  and  to 
the  present  time.  By  way  of  explanation.  It  should  be  stated  that 
up  until  the  time  that  Adolf  Hitler  became  Chancelor  the  National 
Socialist  German  Labor  Party  was  a  minority  political  party  in 
Germany. 

The  first  real  representative  of  the  National  Socialist  German 
Labor  Party  of  which  this  committee  has  definite  knowledge  was 
one  Kurt  Georg  Wllhelm  Luedecke.  who  admitted  under  oath  be- 
fore this  committee  that  he  utilized  his  position  of  traveling  repre- 
sentative for  a  Oerman  commercial  house  as  a  smoke  screen  behind 
which  to  disseminate  his  propagar>da  In  the  United  States  In  an 
effort  to  gain  adherents  and  financial  rapport  for  the  Nazi  move- 
ment. 

Luedecke,  on  his  own  admission,  stated  that  while  he  was  here 
acting  as  a  propagandist  for  a  miner  political  party  In  Germany  he 
gained  access  not  only  to  the  press  galleries  of  the  Congress,  but  also 
to  press  gatherings  In  the  White  House. 

During  this  time  Luedecke  established  In  Brookllne,  Mass.,  what 
was  known  as  the  SwastUui  Press,  in  one  issue  of  which  he  said: 

"We  repudiate  the  doctrine  of  popular  sovereignty.  Believing  In 
the  authority  of  leadership,  in  the  value  of  personality,  we  advocate 
a  state  of  truly  sovereign  authority,  which  dominates  all  the  forces 
of  the  nation,  coordinating  them,  solidifying  them,  and  directing 
them  toward  the  higher  ends  of  na*'onal  life:  an  authority  which  Is 
at  the  same  time  In  constant  touch  with  the  masses,  guiding  and 
educating  them,  and  looking  after  their  Interest." 
^-Luedecke  characterized  himself  as  No.  7  in  the  Nazi  Party,  desig- 
nating Adolf  Hitler  as  No.  1.  He  boasted  of  his  friendship  with  all 
the  heads  of  the  various  branches  of  the  Nazi  Party  and  the  Nazi 
government  of  Germany  (pp.  96-138.  N.  Y.  12).  (References  In 
this  repxjrt  are  to  pages  of  the  hearings.) 

During  this  first  period,  as  we  have  characterized  it,  efforts  were 
inaugurated  by  individuals  and  groups  who  believed  In  the  policies 
at  the  National  Socialist  German  Labor  Party  to  establish  them 
here.  This  committee  has  evidence  of  such  efforts,  particularly  in 
the  cities  of  New  York  and  vicinity.  Chlc»^o.  and  Los  Angeles.    They 


sought  diligently  to  bind  together  In  this  country  people  of  German 
birth  and  German  descent  Into  a  political  group  tliat  was  and  wa» 
to  be  directed  from  abroad.  In  distinct  violation  of  every  known 
American  principle. 

These  Individuals  organized  a  group  which  became  known  as 
Teutonla,  and  which,  ttirough  various  stages,  finally  became  known, 
after  the  advent  of  Adolf  Hitler  as  Chancelor,  as  the  Friends  of  New 
Germany,  which  brings  us  to  the  second  period  of  activity. 

Early  In  the  history  of  the  Friends  of  New  Germany  the  leader- 
ship was  usurped  by  one  Heinz  Spanknoebel,  an  alien,  who  entered 
this  country  claiming  to  be  a  clergyman. 

One  of  his  first  activities  was  to  take  over,  by  Intimidation  and 
without  compensation,  a  small  newspaper  in  New  York  published  by 
the  German  Legion,  which  paper  he  largely  financed  by  subsidies 
under  the  guise  of  advertisements  granted  him  by  the  German 
steamship  lines  as  well  as  the  German  railways  (pp  229-245,  D.  C.  4) . 
Documentary  evidence  before  the  committee  obtained  from  the 
companies  shows  that  this  subsidy  was  ordered  from  Germany  and 
amounted.  In  the  case  of  the  steamship  lines,  to  $600  per  month  and 
In  the  case  of  the  railways  to  $200  per  month  without  regard  to  the 
amount  of  space  used.  The  evidence  established  that  Spanknoebel 
ordered  another  American-German  paper  in  New  York  City  to  dis- 
continue Its  publication,  which  order,  while  resented,  was  compiled 
with.  The  evidence  also  shows  that  he  undertook  to  determine  and 
supervise  the  news  and  editorial  policy  of  certain  other  American 
newspapers,  and  that  In  at  least  one  case  his  orders  were  refused 
and  his  efforts  resisted  (pp.  17-37.  N.  Y.  7). 

He  also  became  very  active  In  and  obtained  control  of  the  Stahl- 
helm.  a  German  veterans'  organization,  causing  those  members 
who  were  opposed  to  his  policies  to  withdraw,  and  utilized  the 
remainder  of  the  membership  and  this  organization  in  the  Nazi 
movement  (pp.  308-331.  D.  C.  4). 

Throtigh  devious  methods  he  gained  control  of  the  United  Oer- 
man Societies  of  New  York,  a  body  In  tliat  city  composed  of  dele- 
gates from  many  American-German  organizations,  causing  a 
breach  among  the  members  which  has  not  yet  been  healed.  As  a 
result  of  such  efforts  Spanknoebel  exerted  tremendous  influence 
on  the  various  organizations,  most  ot  which  had  been  in  existence 
for  decades  In  the  United  States. 

Successful  efforts  were  made  to  establish  locals  or  units  of  the 
Friends  of  New  Germany  in  many  other  American  cities,  the 
membership  consisting  in  the  main  of  aliens.  The  evidence 
clearly  shows  that  the  movement  received  the  direct  and  Indirect 
aid  of  certain  accredited  German  representatives  to  this  country 
(D.  C.  4  and  N.  Y.  7). 

In  the  fall  of  1933  a  Federal  grand  Jury  in  New  York  City  indicted 
Spanknoebel  for  falling  to  register  as  the  agent  of  a  foreign  coiui- 
try,  and  he  Is  now  a  fugitive  from  Justice. 

His  successor.  Fritz  Glsslbl.  one  of  the  original  founders  of  the 
Teutonla.  also  an  alien,  then  became  the  leader  of  the  Nazi 
group  In  this  country  and  carried  on  the  same  general  activities 
(p.  71-145.  D.  C.  4). 

Later  Glsslbl  was  succeeded  by  one  Relnhold  Walter,  who  Is  a 
citizen  of  this  country.  This  was  done  In  an  effort  to  give  the 
organization  the  appearance  of  being  "American"  In  character, 
although  Walter  admitted  to  the  committee  that  Glsslbl  re- 
mained the  real  head  of  the  movement  and  continued  to  dom- 
inate Its  policies,  although  he,  Walter,  desired  to  divorce  the 
organization  from  Its  German  connections.  Mr.  Walter  was  suc- 
ceeded m  July  1934  by  Hubert  Schnuch,  a  naturalized  cltteen 
and  college  graduate,  who  was  chosen  for  the  position  by  Glsslbl 
and  continued  Gisslbl's  policies.  He  is  the  present  party  leader 
(pp.  37-62,  N.  Y.  7). 

Although  started  7  or  8  years  ago.  Its  self-appointed  leaders 
did  not  seek  to  charter  their  organization  until  the  fall  of  1934. 
Recently  Justice  Edward  J.  McOoldrlck.  of  the  supreme  court, 
New  York  County.  N.  Y.,  refused  to  grant  them  a  charter. 

However,  lack  of  a  charter,  lack  of  a  constitution  or  bylaws  or 
any  of  the  steps  usually  taken  by  American  organizations,  did 
not  hinder  these  leaders  from  functioning. 

The  evidence  plainly  shows  that  they  took  orders  not  only  from 
the  National  Socialist  German  Labor  Party,  but  from  some  mem- 
bers of  the  cabinet  of  that  coimtry. 

This  committee  found  Indisputable  evidence  to  show  that  cer- 
tain German  consuls  In  this  country,  with  all  the  appurtenances 
of  diplomatic  immunity,  violated  the  pledge  and  proprieties  of 
diplomatic  status  and  engaged  In  vicious  and  un-American  propa- 
ganda activities,  paying  for  It  In  cash,  in  the  hope  that  It  could 
not  be  Uaced  (pp.  14-32,  D.  C.  4;  pp.  87-110.  N.  Y.  7;  pp.  3-14, 
D.  C.  4). 

One  of  the  transactions  In  question,  which  can  be  found  in  the 
evidence  taken  by  this  committee,  goes  to  the  German  Embassy 
Itself,  and  untU  recently  no  effort  was  made  to  stop  such  practices 
(pp.  14-32,  D.  C.  4:  pp.  703-727.  D.  C.  8  H). 

Several  American  firms  and  American  citizens  as  individuals 
sold  their  services  for  express  propaganda  purposes,  making  their 
contracts  with  and  accepting  compensation  from  foreign  business 
firms.  The  firms  In  question  were  Carl  Byoir  &  Associates  and  Ivy 
Lee-T.  J.  Ross.  The  owner  of  the  Ivy  Lee-T.  J.  Roes  firm  admitted 
to  the  committee  tliat  the  reports  he  furnished  to  the  I.  O. 
Farben  Industrie,  his  ostensible  employer,  dealt  with  public  and 
political  questions  rather  than  trade  promotion,  and  that  they 
were  Intended  to  be  relayed  to  the  German  Ooverrunent.  For  this 
sernoe  he  received  $25,000.  all  payments  of  which  were  in  cash, 
and  an  effort  was  made  to  secrete  the  connections.     Mr.  Lee  also 
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admitted  that  he  had  never  made  such  a  contract  before  (p.  192, 
N.  Y.  7). 

Carl  Dickey,  Junior  partner  of  Carl  Byoir  A  Associates,  testified 
that  his  firm  handled  the  contract  with  the  German  Tourist  Bu- 
reau with  the  fee  for  services  set  at  $6,000  per  month.  He  testified 
that  the  contract  was  secured  with  the  help  of  George  Sylvester 
Vlereck  who  received  |1,750  per  month  with  free  office  space  and 
secretary  as  his  share  of  the  $6,000.  The  committee  finds  that 
the  services  rendered  by  Carl  Byoir  &  Associates  were  largely  of  a 
propaganda  nature   (pp.  33-67,  D.  C.  4). 

Vlereck  admitted  that  he  discussed  the  Byoir  contract  with  a 
German  Cabinet  offlcer  before  it  was  entered  Into.  He  further 
testified  that  he  had  also  been  paid  the  sum  of  $500  monthly  "for 
4  or  5  months"  by  Dr.  Klep.  former  German  consul  general  in 
New  York  City,  which  was  paid  in  cash  for  advice  of  a  propaganda 
nattire  (pp    87-111.  N.  Y.  7). 

The  first  payment  on  the  contract,  amounting  to  $4,000.  was 
made  by  Dr.  Klep.  German  consul  general  in  New  York  City,  in 
cash. 

The  National  Socialist  Oerman  Labor  Party,  through  Its  various 
agencies,  furnished  tons  of  propaganda  literature,  which,  In  most 
cases,  was  smuggled  into  this  covmtry.  Some  of  it,  however,  came 
through  our  Customs,  because  there  is  no  law  against  It. 

With  the  advent  of  Adolf  Hitler  as  Chancelor.  efforts  to  obtain 
supporters  for  the  Nazi  movement  were  redoubled  In  the  United 
States.  Campaigns  were  conducted,  gigantic  mass  meetings  held, 
literature  of  the  vilest  kind  was  disseminated,  and  the  short-wave 
radio  was  added  to  the  effort. 

Orders  were  Issued  in  Germany  and  transmitted  to  the  United 
States  ordering  certain  lines  of  conduct  in  connection  with  this 
movement.  Evidence  shows,  in  one  case,  that  when  Oerman  oCB- 
cials  ordered  certain  people  in  the  United  States  to  give  up  their 
membership  In  the  Nazi  Party  of  Germany  or  to  resign  from  the 
Friends  of  New  Germany,  the  head  of  the  latter  organization  made 
a  trip  abroad  at  Its  expense  to  protest,  which  protest  Was  made  to 
party  cfflclals  In  Germany  (pp.  71-145.  D.  C.  4).  v 

There  Is  ample  evidence  showing  a  dual  allegiance  to  this  coun- 
try- and  to  Germany  on  the  part  of  those  Interested  in  this 
movement. 

Oerman  steamship  lines  not  only  brought  over  propaganda,  but 
transported  back  and  forth  certain  American  citizens  without  cost, 
for  the  purpose  of  having  them  write  and  speak  favorably  of  the 
Oerman  Nation.  A  German  steamship  company's  records  show 
that  some  of  these  persons  received  free  transportation  at  the 
request  of  the  German  Ambassador  "In  the  Interest  of  the  state." 
Members  of  the  crews  of  tliese  ships  carried  messages  between 
party  officials  In  Germany  and  leaders  of  the  Nazi  groups  here 
(pp.  17-37.  N.  Y.  7). 

It  was  quite  a  common  occurrence  for  steamship  companies  to 
invite  residents  In  this  country  to  attend  social  parties  on  board 
ships  while  they  were  In  port,  and  persons  attending  these  parties 
were  addressed  by  representatives  from  Nazi  organizations  abroad 
on  the  subject  of  nazl-ism  and  the  philosophies  of  the  National 
Socialist  German  Lal)or  Party. 

It  Is  a'.so  important  to  note  that  the  conditions  of  membership 
In  the  Friends  of  New  Germany  were  the  same  as  membership 
In  the  National  Socialist  German  Labor  Party;  that  Its  principles 
were  the  same;  that  It  permitted  only  those  of  so-called  Aryan 
blood,  born  In  Germany  or  of  German  descent,  to  Join,  and  that  it 
was  fashioned  entirely  along  the  lines  of  the  Nazi  Party  of  Ger- 
many: that  It  was  receiving  and  recognized  orders  from  Germany; 
that  It  was  for  all  practical  purposes,  if  not  In  fact,  the  American 
section  of  the  Nazi  movement  of  Germany,  designed  to  Influence, 
if  nece.ssary  and  possible,  our  governmental  policies.  The  evidence 
conclusively  shows  that  this  movement  in  the  United  States  is 
inconsistent  with  our  principles  of  government  (D.  C.  4). 

The  membership  lists  of  the  Friends  of  New  Germany  showed 
a  large  number  of  aliens  who.  although  they  have  resided  in  this 
country  for  a  number  of  years,  had  never  made  an  effort  to  obtain 
their  first  papers  to  become  citizens.  Yet  these  self-same  aliens 
sought  to  dictate  to  American  citizens  and  to  find  fault  with  the 
American  philosophy  of  government. 

ITNANIMOUS    REPORT    OF    COMMTTTEE    DEALS    SPECITICALLT    WTTH    BTOIB 

It  Will  be  noticed  in  this  report  that  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir 
was  specifically  mentioned  as  one  who  sold  his  services  for 
express  propaganda  purposes.  Further,  it  will  be  noticed 
that  the  committee's  report,  which  was  unanimous,  contains 
the  following  significant  statement: 

The  committee  finds  that  the  services  rendered  by  Carl  Byoir  & 
Associates  were  largely  of  a  propaganda  nature. 

Therefore,  in  view  of  the  undisputed  testimony  which  was 
given  imder  oath  before  a  congressional  committee  and  in 
view  of  the  unanimous  findings  of  that  committee  that  Lt. 
Col.  Carl  Byoir  was  hired  to  disseminate  Nazi  propaganda 
In  this  country,  which  was,  as  the  committee  stated,  "incon- 
sistent with  our  principles  of  government,"  I  cannot  under- 
stand why  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  is  not  dismissed  from  the 
service  of  the  United  States  Army  immediately.  He  should 
not  remain  1  hour  longer.  He  should  be  dismissed  imme- 
diately. 


TBSTIMONT    OF   BTOXR'B   PAKTNKB 

In  order  to  dispel  any  doubt  In  the  mind  of  anyone  about 
Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir's  activities  in  behalf  of  the  Nazi  Govern- 
ment. I  submit  herewith  a  copy  of  the  testimony  of  Lt.  Col. 
Carl  Byoir's  partner  at  the  time.  For  fear,  in  view  of  its 
very  damaging  nature,  that  It  will  be  charged  that  I  picked 
out  only  the  damaging  part  and  did  riot  include  it  all,  I  am 
inserting  the  entire  testimony  of  this  witness.  At  the  end 
of  this  testimony,  I  am  inserting  testimony  of  the  treasurer 
of  Carl  Byoir  ii  As.sociates.  The  treasurer  states  that  the 
first  money  that  was  paid,  $4,000,  by  the  German  consul, 
$2,000  was  delivered  to  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  and  the  other 
$2,000  to  Dickey,  the  partner  of  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir. 

THE    TWO    B'S,    BTOIB    AND    BROWDEB 

Through  Lt.  Col.  Carl  Byoir  representing  the  Nazis  and 
Earl  Browder  representing  the  Communists,  long  steps  have 
been  made  by  them  in  building  up  a  real  menace  in  this 
country.  These  two  American  citizens  have  been  used  as 
fronts  to  establish  the  "fifth  column"  for  Nazi  Germany  and 
Soviet  Russia. 

UEXTTENANT     COLONEL     BTOIB     8HOT7LD     BE     DISMISSED      FROM      BEBVICB 

IMMEOIATELT 

The  fact  that  a  lieutenant  colonel  in  the  United  States 
Army  has  represented  Hitler  upon  any  occasion  for  any 
purpose  in  this  country  is  sufficient  to  cause  his  Immediate 
dismissal.  Let  us  not  suffer  from  the  "fifth  column"  menace 
and  Trojan-horse  tactics  like  Czechoslovakia.  Poland,  Den- 
mark, Norway,  Netherlands,  and  Belgium.  Let  us  profit  by 
the  experience  of  those  countries  and  immediately  dismiss 
from  Government  service  of  any  type,  either  United  States 
Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or  just  an  employee  of  the 
United  States  Government,  all  persons  against  whom  there 
is  proof  of  disloyalty  to  our  Goveriunent  or  proof  of  an 
obligation  of  any  kind  whatsoever  to  a  foreign  power,  or 
proof  that  they  have  in  the  past  deceitfully  served  a  foreign 
power. 

THE    COMMT7NIST    AND    SIMILAB    CBOtTPS    SHOtlLD    BE    OtTTLAWED 

Why  should   the  Communists,  the  bimd,   or   any  other 
political  party  be  allowed  in  our  country  when  there  is  con- 
clusive evidence  to  the  effect  that  they  are  mere  agencies 
of  foreign  powers  seeking  to  overthrow  our  Government? 
Sworn    Testimont   or  Cabl  C.   Dicket 

(Carl    C.    Dickey   was   sworn    and    testified    as   follows:) 

The  Chairman.  I  suggest.  Senator,  that  you  keep  your  voice 
up,  and  also  the  witness. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Yes,  sir. 

Will  you  give  the  reporter  jrour  full  name  and  Initials,  your 
initials  at  least. 

Mr.  Dicket.  He  has  It. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Have  you  given  them  to  him? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Your  address? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Business  address  or  home  address? 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Business  address  wiU  do. 

Mr.  Dicket.  No.  10  East  Forty-second  Street,  New  York. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  What  business  or  occupation  are  you  in? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Publicity  and  bvislness  promoters. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  How  is  that? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Publicity  and  business  promoters. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Publicity  and  business  promoters.  Are  you  ^ 
native  of  this  country,  Mr.  Dickey? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  A  native  American? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  What  is  your  firm  name,  if  you  are  In  a  firm? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Carl  Byoir  &  Associates. 

the  three  members  or  miM 

Mr.  Hardwick.  That  is  a  partnersliip  composed  of  whom? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Mr.  Byoir,  myself,  and  Mr.  Vincent  Lancaster. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  How  long  has  that  organization  or  partnership 
been  in  business? 

Mr.  Dicket.  About  3  years. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Is  there  any  particular  thing  in  which  that  part- 
nership specializes — any  particular  line? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Our  main  business  Is  in  travel  promotion. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Travel  or  tourist  promotion? 

Mr,  Dicket.  That  is  right;  yes,  air. 

Mr.    Hardwick.  Are    you    the    American    representatives    of    any 
German   business   concern?      When   I   say   "you,"    I   mean   your- 
flrm. 

Mr  Dicket.  We  are  the  representatives  of  the  German  Tourlsti 
Information.  665  Fifth  Avenue. 
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Mr  HARDwncK    What  Is  the  purpose  of  that  organization? 

Mr.  Dicxrr.  It  Is  to  promote  travel  to  Germany. 

Mr.  HAKDWicx.  On  the  railroads? 

Mr.  Dtckxt.  On  the  railroads:  yes.  sir;  and  other  means  of 
transit. 

Mr.  Ha«owicx.  Do  you  mean  by  that  to  include  steamship  lines? 

Blr.  DicK«T.  Yes;  and  hotels. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  And  they  have  an  office  In  New  York,  have  they 
not? 

Mr.  DicKJrr.  Yes. 

Mr.  Haedwick.  Where? 

Mr.  DicKrr.  665  Fifth  Avenue. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Now.  the  German  railroads  are  owned  and  op- 
erated at  present  by  the  German  Government,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  DicKiT.  I  think  that  the  corporation  is  a  private  corpora- 
tion since  the  Young  plan  was  written. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Have  you  got  any  definite  Information  on  that 
subject? 

Mr.  DicKiT.  I  am  not  an  expert  on  that;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Habowick.  You  do  not  know,  then,  whether  or  not  the  Ger- 
man railroads  today' are  owned  and  operated  by  the  German  Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr.  DicKXT.  No;  not  of  my  own  knowledge;  no.  sir. 

ADM rrs  CEXMAM  GOVHUfMCNT  WOXTU)  HAVX  SOKS  CONTBOI.  OVn  OSEMAM 

BAILROAD 

Mr.  Hahdwick.  If  it  Is  a  private  corporation,  is  it  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  Government  and  a  part  of  it? 

Mr.  DicKKT.  I  should  assume  that.  In  what  you  call  a  totalitarian, 
that  the  Government  would  have  some  control  over  it. 

Bilr.  Habowick.  Were  you  formerly  the  adviser  of  an  organization 
known  as  the  National  Ck)mmltte«  of  Jews  and  Christians  or  was 
your  concern? 

Mr.  Ertcitrr.  We  did  a  Job  and  worked  with  them  for  some  time. 
It  was  called  the  National  Conference  of  Jews  and  Christians. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  What  was  that  organization? 

Mr.  DicKiT  It  is  an  organization  to  combat  Intolerance,  religious 
Intolerance  of  all  kinds. 

Mr.  Hakdwick  That  organization  did  not,  then,  promote  any  such 
thing  as  anti-Semitism? 

Mr.  DicKrr.  Not  at  all:  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Or  proposed  to? 

Mr.  I>iCKKT.  No.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  advised  them? 

Mr.  DiCKiT.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Do  you  remember  the  year  you  had  that  connec- 
tion with  them? 

Mr.  DicKiT.  It  was.  I  think,  about  March.  2  years  ago. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  March  193ri;  would  that  mcJie  It? 

Mr.  DicKiT.  1932;  yes.  sir. 

CONSTTLTTO   ATTER    HITLER    CAME    INTO   POWER 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Now,  were  you  consulted  by  the  German  interests 
In  New  York  at  any  time  during  March  or  April  1933.  regarding  the 
effect  upon  their  business  of  anti-Semitism  in  Germany? 

Mr.  DicKET.^t  began  about  that  time;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Do  you  recall  what  particular  date? 

Mr.  DiCKiT.  No:  I  do  not  recall  the  date. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Somewhere  around  about  that  time? 

Mr.  DicKKT.  Roughly;  yes,  sir. 

ICr.  Hardwick.  In  the  spring  of  1933? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir;   that  is  right. 

ISi.  Hakdwick.  After  Chancelor  Hitler  came  into  power  In  Ger- 
many? 

Mr.  DicKKT.  That  Is  right;  yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Have  you  got  a  contract  with  the  German  Tourist 
Information?  I  mean,  has  your  concern  a  contract  with  the  Ger- 
man Tourist  Information  Office? 

Mr.  DxcKKT.  Yes,  sir. 

CONTRACT   COMSCENCSD   OCTOBER    1,    1933 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Beginning  on  or  about  Novemt>er  22,  1933? 

Mr.  DiCKiT.  October  1.  1933. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Examine  this  memorandum  and  see  If  that  is  a 
correct  copy  of  your  contract  with  this  organization  (handing 
paper  to  the  witness) . 

Mr.  DiCKET.  Yes.  sir;  that  is  a  correct  copy. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mark  that  "Exhibit  No.  10."  Mr.  Reporter. 

(The  document  referred  to  was  marked  "Exhibit  No.  10.") 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Your  concern  is  paid  $6.(XX)  a  month  vmder  that 
contract,  to  It  not? 

Mr.  DicKBT.  That  Is  right 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  What  do  you  do  In  consideration  of  that  $6.(XX)  a 
month? 

Mr.  JDicKXT.  We  give  them  advice  and  counsel  and  cooperate  with 
them  In  getting  up  material  for  travel  promotion.  We  also  get  out 
a  little  bulletin  called  the  German-American  Economic  Bulletin. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  And  that  Is  all  you  do  for  that  $6,(XX)  a  month? 

Mr.  I>icKET.  That  Is  about  all  now. 

BCr.  Hardwick.  That  la  about  all  you  recall  now? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  say  you  were  consulted  by  the  German  In- 
terests In  New  York  sometime  in  the  spring  of  1933,  coming  back 
one  question,  regarding  the  effect  on  their  buslneBs  of  the  move- 
ment in  Germany  against  the  Hebrews  and  Jews.  What  was  the 
acope  of  that  conference? 

Mr.  DicKKT.  We  were  in  constant  touch  with  peraons  who  were 
Jnterested  In  the  travel  bualneas. 


Mr.  Hardwick.  Now,  besides  private  Individuals  who  thought 
their  business  might  be  affected  by  this  situation,  did  you  confer 
with  any  public  officials  in  Germany? 

SENT  Oirr  ICATEKIAI,  rOK  CONSUL  GENERAL  OF  GEKMANT 

Mr.  DicKET.  I  sent  out  some  material  for  the  consiil  general  In 
New  York;  yes,  sir. 

Mr  Hardwick.  The  consul  general  In  New  York.  Which  consul 
general  In  New  York  did  you  send  out  the  material  for? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Dr.  Kiep. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  you  also  have  conference  with  Dr.  Schwara 
and  Dr.  Borchers  when  they  were  consuls  there? 

Mr.  DicKET.  Dr.  Schwarz  and  Dr.  Borchers.  _ 

Mr.  Hardwick.  On  the  same  subject? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Not  so  much  with  Dr.  Borchers. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  On  the  same  subject,  with  relation  to  the  matter 
Involved  In  this  situation? 

Mr.  DicKiT.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Also  with  the  representatives  of  the  Railroad 
Bureau? 

Mr.  DicKET.  That  is  right;  yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  The  steamship  lines? 

Mr.  Dickey.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  The  German-American  Board  of  Trade? 

Mr.  DiCKXY.  That  Is  right. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  And  the  Leipzig  Trade  Board  or  Pair  regarding 
Hitler's  attitude;  that  is.  the  attitude  of  the  Hitler  government 
toward  Jews  In  Germany? 

Mr.  Dickey.  To  the  effect  of  that  policy  on  their  business. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Speak  up  a  little  louder.  Have  you  been  In  Berlin 
since  you  had  this  contract? 

LIET7TSNANT   COLONKL   BTOIK'S    PARTNER    IN    BERLIN    SOON    AJTKK    BITLBB 

WENT    INTO    POWHI 

Mr  Dickey   I  was  In  Berlin  last  August;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Last  August.  Did  you  meet  Hitler's  press  agent 
there? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  Which  one? 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Has  he  got  many? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  you  meet  a  man  named  Hanfstaengl,  or  some- 
thing like  that? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  met  Hanfstaengl  In  a  group  for  about  6  minutes 
one  night,  in  a  barroom. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  In  a  barroom? 

Mr.  Dickey.  That  is  right.  I  did  not  know  he  was  Hanfstaengl 
until  later. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  You  did  not  know  until  later,  did  you  say?  Did 
you  say  anything  to  him  about  the  German-American  situation? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No;  not  a  thing.    It  was  all  beer. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  All  beer.  You  did  not  get  to  any  harder  liquor, 
then,  at  all? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Oh,  yes;   Stelnhager. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Did  your  partner,  Carl  Byolr,  make  a  trip  to 
Europe  during  that  time? 

Mr.  Dickey.  To  Europe,  but  not  to  Germany. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  To  Europe,  but  not  to  Germany? 

Mr.  Dickey.  And  not  on  any  business  relating  to  that. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  Vlereck  go  with  hlmf 

Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

VnCKECK   becomes   SILENT  PARTNER    OF   LilUMNANT   COLONEL  BTOOI 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Do  you  know  George  Sylvester  Vlereck? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes. 

Mr.   Hardwick.  How   long  have   you   known  him? 

Mr.  Dickey.  At  least  10  years. 

Mr    Hardwick.  At  least  10  years?    ^ 

Mr.  DiCKET.  Probably  12.  ♦« 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  you  know  him  during  the  period  that  thla 
country  was  engaged  in  war  with  Germany  and  her  allies? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  You  knew  of  his  actlvlUes  at  that  time,  did 
you  not? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  And  about  the  publicity — that  he  was  the  chief 
propagandist  for  Germany  then — did  you  not? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  did  not  know  what  his  Job  was. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  He  got  some  publicity  along  that  line  In  thU 
country,  then? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  Yea;  I  think  he  wrote  a  book  about  it  and  sold  a 
aeries  to  the  Saturday  Evening  Post. 

Mr.  H-\RDwicK.  He  was  editor  of  a  paper  called  the  Vaderland? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  have  heard  he  was.     I  have  never  read  it. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  You  have  known  him  pretty  well  for  10  years 
past? 

Mr.  DicxxT.  Yea;  pretty  well. 

vrxKKCK  aovisek  of  BTont 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Does  he  get  any  part  of  this  fd,000  a  month 
which  you  get? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes. 

Mr.  H.\rdwick,  How  much? 

Mr.  Dickey.  One  thousand  seven  hundred  and  fifty  dollars. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  And  expenses  besides  that;  or  does  that  includt 
expenses? 

Mr.  DiCKXY.  That  Includes  expenses. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  One  thousand  seven  hundred  and  fifty  dollars 
a  month,  or  a  year? 
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Mr.  Dickey.  A  month;   $1,000  salary. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  And  (750  Is  supposed  to  cover  his  expenses,  or 
some  of  them? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Mr.  Vlereck  and  I  had  consulted  2  or  3  years  ago 
about  getting  some  German  commercial  business,  and  we  agreed 
at  that  time  to  pay  him  a  commission  on  any  business  which  he 
got  for  us. 
Mr.  Hakdwick.  What  commission  did  you  agree  to  pay  him? 
Mr.  Dicket.  Fifteen  percent. 
Mr.  Hakdwick.  Fifteen  percent. 
Mr.  DiCKET.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  And  that  $750  represented  that  15  percent? 
Mr.  DicKXT.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Besides  that,  you  paid  him  $1,000  a  month? 
Mr.  Dickey.  That  is  right. 

Mr.   Hardwick.  Under  the  contract  with   your  company? 
Mr.  DiCKET.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  You  agreed  to  pay  him  that  much  money? 
Mr.  DicKET.  That  Is  right. 

Mr  Hakdwick.  What  services  did  Vlereck  render  to  get  that 
much  money  a  month? 

Mr.  Dickey.  He  was  to  give  us  any  advice  about  Germany.  He 
was  supTK'sed  to  know  everybody  and  everything  in  Germany,  a 
sort  of  encyclopedia  to  be  consulted. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  He  was  to  advise  you  about  conditions  in 
Gennany? 

Mr.  DicKET.  8F>eclal  spots  in  Germany,  about  which  ue  wanted 
to  know,  or  any  Information  that  we  wanted. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Any  information  about  Germany  he  was  to  give 
you? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Is  that  all  he  was  to  do? 

Mr.  Dicket.  And  to  assist  us  in  carrying  on  all  of  our  work. 
Mr.  Hakdwick.  You  mean  by  "us,"  of  course,  your  concern,  your 
firm? 

Mr.  DiCKXT.  That  Is  right;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.   Hardwick.  Did   he   write  articles  for   the   German   language 
newspapers  m  this  country  as  part  of  that  work? 
Mr.  Dickey.  So  far  as  I  know,  he  did  not;   no.  sir. 
Mr    Hardwick.  Did  he  engage  or  assist  in  the  dissemination  of 
propaganda  in  this  country  respecting  Germany  and  what  was  hap- 
pening there,  as  a  part  of  that  work? 
Mr.  Dickey.  Not  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  He  maintained  a  separate  office,  did  he  not? 
Mr.  Dicket.  No.     Until  the  1st  of  May  he  was  In  our  office. 
Mr.  Hardwick    Now.  for  this  $1,750  a  month,  can  you  mention  any 
other  services  that  Vlereck  was  supposed  to  give? 
Mr.  Dickkt.  No. 

vierix:k  given  office  with  lieutenant  colonel  btoib 
Mr.  Hakdwick   He  was  merely  to  help  you  In  an  advisory  capac- 
ity? 

Mr.  Dicket.  That  is  all  he  was  supposed  to  do  for  us:  yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Hakdwick.  So  far  as  you  knew,  he  had  no  obligation  resting 
on  him  on  account  of  that  contact,  to  assist  in  the  preparation  and 
dissemination  of  propaganda? 
Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Besides  paying  Vlereck  this  $1,750  a  month,  did 
you  not  pay  $1,0(X)  a  year  rent  lor  the  room  which  he  occupied 
in  j'our  office? 

Mr.  Dicket.  The  amount  of  It  would  be  about  that  much;  yes. 
sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  you  not  pay  for  a  stenographer? 
Mr.  Dickey.  One  stenographer:  yes.  sir. 
Mr.  Hardwick.  One  stenographer? 
Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  paid  all  the  lights?  .*._ 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  And  other  Incidental  bills  around  an  office? 
Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  And  you  furnished  all  that  free  to  him? 
\Mr   Dicket    Yes 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Besides  this  $1,750? 
Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Pardon  me.  A  nod  does  not  get  Into  the  record. 
You  answered  all  the  questions  Jxist  asked  you  "Yes,"  as  I  under- 
stand It? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  This  has  to  go  in  the  record,  so  please  answer 
"Yes"  or  "No"  to  each  question.  If  you  do  not  know,  tell  us  why. 
Now.  you  sav  that  outside  of  advising  you  generally  about 
conditions  In  Germany,  he  gave  no  further  services  of  this  stipend 
of  $1,750  a  month,  besides  expenses,  which  you  have  mentioned, 
which  were  paid  for  him  by  you.    Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Dicket.  That  Is  all  he  was  supposed  to  do,  to  assist  us  in 
our  campaign. 

Blr  Hardwick.  You  got  any  information  in  Germany  about 
things  m  Germany  from  your  employers,  direct  from  the  tourist 
crowd,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Some  of  It;  yes,  sir. 

Mr  Hakdwick.  Was  Vlereck's  connection  with  this  matter  to 
furnish  you  information  about  the  attitude  of  the  present  and 
prospective  government  and  such  things  as  that? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No.  ^  . 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Was  he  expected  to  report  to  the  government  or 
to  the  party,  the  Nazi  Party,  in  Germany? 
Mr.  DicKCT.  No. 


Mr.  Hakdwick.  Pot  this  salary  which  yoa  gave  him.  out  of  this 
money.  I  mean? 
Mr.  Dicket.  No. 

lieutenant    colonel   BTOIK    had    BERLIN    REPRESENTATIVI 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Your  concern  kept  a  representative  of  its  own  in 
Germany,  did  It  not? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  What  was  his  namef 

Mr.  Dickey.  Fred  Hamlin. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Fred  Hamlin? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Where  was  he  stationed,  Mr.  Witness? 

Mr.  Dickey.  He  had  an  office  In  Unter  den  Linden. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  In  Berlin? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mr.  Hcmolln  had  that  office  for  his  headquarters? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  What  compensation  did  you  have  to  pay  him? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Finally  he  got 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Got  $90  a  week  and  expenses? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  $90  a  week  and  expenses? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Some  of  his  expenses. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  In  round  ngures,  what  did  the  expenses  amount 
to  a  month? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  should  say  roughly  up  to  $1,000  a  month  alto- 
gether to  keep  that  office  going. 

Iklr.  Hardwick.  Counting  his  salary  and  expenses? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  you  say  "yes"? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  $1,000  a  month? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Approximately. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Approximately,  substantially,  I  understand:  for 
the  salary  of  that  man  and  the  expense  of  his  office? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  What  was  he  supposed  to  do;  that  Is,  Mr.  Hamlin? 

Mr.  Dickey.  He  wrote  stories  and  gathered  pictures  which  we 
used  in  this  Economic  Bulletin. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Economic  Book? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Bulletin. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Bulletin? 

Mr.  Dicket.  And  sent  me  other  special  material. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Is  this  document  which  I  now  submit  to  you — 
and  there  are  17  of  them — labeled  "German-American  Economic 
Bulletin,"  the  bulletin  to  which  you  are  referring  now  [handing 
paper  to  the  witness]? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mark  It  as  the  next  exhibit.  Mr.  Reporter. 
(The  document  referred  to  was  marketd  "Exhibit  No.  11.") 

Mr.  Hardwick.  I  notice  that  this  bulletin  carries  on  its  masthead, 
on  the  front  page,  this  statement: 

"Sponsored  by  the  Committee  for  Better  Trade  Relations  With 
Germany."  j^ 

Will  you  please  tell  me  what  that  committee  was?  Who  com- 
posed it? 

Mr.  Dickey.  The  members  were  the  German  Tourist  Information 
office,  the  Leipzig  Trade  Fair,  the  steamship  companies 

Mr.  Hardwick.  North  German  Lloyd  and  Hamburg- American? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes.  sir;  the  combined  lines. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dickey.  And  the  German-American  Board  of  Trade;  Dr. 
Degener  was  a  member. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  The  German- American  Board  of  Trade  where? 
Here  in  New  York? 

Mr.  Dickey.  In  New  York. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  These  particular  organizations  that  you  have  men- 
tioned were  the  sponsors  of  this  publication? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  They  did  not  have  any  committee,  did  they? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes;  they  were  members  of  this  committee. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  mean  the  corporations  were  members  of  the 
committee? 

NAMES    OF    COMMITTEE    MEMBERS 

Mr.  Dicket.  The  men  were  members  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  What  men?  The  men  at  the  head  of  these 
corporations;    is  that  what  you  mean? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Have  you  got  any  list  of  those  men? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No;  there  Is  no  written  list  of  them,  but  I  can  tell 
you  who  they  were. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  All  right.     Suppose  you  name  the  committee. 

Mr.  Dicket.  Mr.  Schmltz,  of  the  German  Tourist  Information 
Office. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  TTiat  Is  one;  where  Is  his  address  In  New  York? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Six  hundred  and  sixty-flve  Fifth  Avenue. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  The  next  one? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Mr.  John  Schroeder.  of  the  North  German  Lloyd. 
Mr.  Beck,  of  the  North  German  Lloyd  or,  rather,  the  Hamburg- 
American  Line.  Dr.  Degener,  of  the  German-American  Board  of 
Trade,  and  Mr.  Johnson,  of  the  Leipzig  Trade  Fair. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  That  was  the  total  committee? 

Mr    DicKEY.  Yes.    I  think  they  had  one  or  two  others. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Your  organization  was  not  a  member  of  tb* 
committee? 

Mr.  DicKXT.  No:  unofficially,  I  would  say. 
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Mr.  Habdwick.  Tou  were  sort  of  pramoUzig  It.  but  you  wer«  not 
officially  on  the  committee,  were  you? 

&£r.  DicxxT  The  committee  was  not  that  formftl.  I  would  lay 
we  were  membera  at  It.  perhaps. 

Bdr  Hakdwick.  In  other  words,  this  statement  sponsored  by  the 
committee  for  better  trade  relations  with  0«rmany  Is,  of  course, 
more  or  less  general.  There  was  no  real  organization  or  such  a 
committee  which  sponsored  It? 

Mr.  DicKiY.  There  was  no  stKh 

Mr.  Hasowick.  It  represented  a  list  of  buslnesB  Interests  which 
you  named  and  cataloged  to  promote  the  Interests  set  out  in  this 
publication? 

Mr.  DxcKXT.  That  Is  right. 

Mr.  Hasowick.  How  many  copies  of  this  Oerman- American  Eco- 
nomic Bulletin  were  printed?    Do  you  know? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  I  think  around  5,000. 

Ii4r.  Hakdwick.  You  mean  each  Issue  had  around  6,000? 

Mr.  DicKiY.  About   5,000;    yes. 

Mr.  Haxdwick.  Whom  were  they  sent  to? 

Mr.  DicKET.  They  were  sent  to  a  mailing  list  of  about  3,000, 
comprising  newspapers  o*  the  cotmtry  and  some  few  business 
organizations. 

Mr.  Haudwick.  Were  they  sent  to  any  public  men  or  •*pollU- 
clans,"  as  they  are  ordinarily  called? 

Mr.  DiCKXT.  No;   no  politicians. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Are  these  the  mailing  lists  to  which  you  referred 
[handing  documents  to  the  witnessl? 

Mr.  DicKET.  Those  are  the  l^sts. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  You  will  identify  these.  Mr.  Reporter,  as  the  next 
exhibit  for  the   Oovemment. 

(The  documenU  referred  to  were  collectively  marked  "Exhibit 
No.   13.") 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Those  were  obtained  from  your  office? 

Mr.  Diocrr.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  And  they  are  the  correct  mailing  lists  of  your 
publication? 

Mr.  DicKKT.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Is  that  publication  itlll  going  on? 

Mr.  Dickkt.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Issued  weekly? 

Mr.  Dicxrr.  Alx>ut  twice  a  month. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  About  twice  a  month? 

Mr.  DiCKXT.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  How  much  longer  does  the  contract  provide  for 
this  publication? 

Mr.  DicKTT.  There  Is  no  contract  covering  that  publication. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  There  is  no  contract  covering  that  publication? 

Mr.  DiCKKT.  No. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  In  other  words,  it  will  continue  to  be  published  as 
long  as  the  business  interests  which  are  now  sponsoring  it  continue 
to  support  it?     Is  that  the  way  of  it? 

Mr.  DicKXT.  We  pay  for  that  out  of  our  fee  of  $6,000. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  You  do? 

Mr.  Dtckxt.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  What  does  it  cost  an  issue? 

Mr.  DicKXT.  I  should  say  rotighly  it  costs  somewhere  around  $300 
to  get  it  out  and  mail  it. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Three  hundred  dollars  an  Issue? 

Mr.  DicKXT.  Three  or  four  hundred  dollars. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  To  get  It  out  and  mall  it? 

Mr.  DicKXT.  That  is,  the  mechanics  of  printing  It. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  How  about  the  written  material?  Do  you  have  to 
pay  for  the  material  in  it? 

Mr.  DicKXT.  We  have  to  pay  for  the  preparation;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Where  do  you  get  that? 

Mr.  DicKXT.  Some  of  It  came  from  Mr.  Hamlin,  some  few  things 
were  prepared  by  Vlereck,  and  they  would  come  from  mostly  inside 
of  our  own  organization,  and  some  items  from  the  members  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  And  then  some,  I  expect,  from  Oennany  itself,  did 
they  not? 

Mr.  DICKXT.  None,  except  from  our  own  representative  there. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  In  Germany? 

Mr.  DicxxT.  At  that  time. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Yes,  sir.  Just  to  ask  you  a  direct  question,  has 
any  .issue  of  this  publication  ever  contained  any  discussion  of  the 
Jewish  question? 

Mr.  DiCKXT.  No.  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Never  has? 

DISCUSS  WAK  DEBTS  TO  HELP  TKAVXL  IN  CXaMANTt 

Mr.  DiCKET.  No.  I  do  not  think  the  wra-d  "antl-Semltlam"  ha* 
ever  been  mentioned  in  it;  that  is.  I  do  not  recall  it. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  I  notice  in  your  issue  of  January  29.  1934.  which 
I  will  exhibit  to  you  in  a  minute,  that  you  have  got  an  article  here 
on  Oermany  and  Her  Debts.  What  is  the  connection  between  that 
and  the  promotion  of  business  relations  between  this  country  and 
Germany?  If  you  can  answer  that  briefly,  do  so.  and  If  it  involvee 
•  long,  extended  answer,  I  do  not  believe  I  would  insist  on  an 
answer.  Why  did  you  put  that  sort  of  thing  In  here,  If  thia  la 
purely  a  trade  paper?    Would  you  like  to  see  It? 

Mr.  DICKXT.  I  recall  It. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  You  recall  It? 

Mr.  DicKET.  That  really  is  an  economic  problem  and  that  was  the 
fMMon  it  was  printed. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  was,  "What  connection  Is  there 
between  that  and  your  contract?" 


Mr.  Hakdwick.  To  promote  better  trade  relations.  

The  CBAiKMAir.  To  promote  better  trade  relations,  or  to  promote 
the  travel  to  Germany.    That  was  the  question. 

Mr.  DicKXT.  The  qtiesUon  of  debts  has  some  bearing  on  trade  and 
travel,  I  should  say. 

The  Chaixman.  Very  remote.  Is  It  not? 

Mr.  Kkamek.  In  what  way  has  that  a  bearing  In  your  estimation? 

Mr.  DiCKBT.  I  should  say  that  they  have  a  bearing  on  the  rate  of 
exchange  and  also  on  the  amount  of  trade  which  would  be  done. 

ADMITS  GOING  BXTOND  WHAT  BX  BATS  WAS  COirnUCT 

Mr.  Kramer.  Is  that  your  only  reasoning? 

Mr.  DicKET.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mr.  Witness,  let  us  be  frank  about  this  thing.  I 
am  stire  you  want  to  be.  Tell  me  If  the  real  purpose  of  publishing 
that  sort  of  thing  in  a  purely  trade  Journal  was  not  to  secure  its 
republication  in  American  newspapers,  if  possible,  showing  the 
Oerman  position  on  that  political  question. 

Mr.  DicKET.  No;  I  did  not  expect  that  many  newspapers  would 
reprint  many  of  these  items  at  all. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  You  did  not  expect  that? 

Mr.  DiCKXT.  No. 

The  Chairman.  While  the  Senator  Is  looking  up  something,  you 
did  not  contemplate  any  such  publication  as  that  when  you  made 
your  original  contract,  did  jrou? 

Mr.  DicKKT.  You  mean  the  publication  of  the  bulletin? 

The  Chairman.  The  publication  of  that  particular  arUcle. 

Mr.  DicKXT.  No;  that  was  not  thought  of. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  have  that  in  mind,  of  course? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  No. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Now.  Mr.  Witness.  I  am  going  to  offer  you  next 
five  reports,  from  March  29.  1934.  to  May  14.  1934.  in  which  your 
concern  undertakes  to  make  reports  on  the  condition  of  American 
public  sentiment  as  expressed  in  leading  newspapers,  in  America  to 
someone.  Suppose  you  look  at  these  and  see  what  they  are,  If  you 
need  to  recall  them  (handing  papers  to  witness]. 

Mr.  DicKET.  I  think  that  I  turned  these  In  to  the  committee. 
Tes;  I  recognize  those. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Here  Is  another  one  Just  like  It.  from  Pebruary 
16  through  February  20.  Let  him  see  that,  too  [banding  paper  to 
the  witness). 

Mr.  DicKET.  Those  were  all  turned  in.    I  turned  those  In. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Those  were  reports  on  the  condition  of  publlo 
sentiment  In  this  country,  apparently,  as  reflected  in  those  news- 
papers, made  by  yotir  concern  to  somebody  in  Germany? 

Mr.  DicKET.  No. 

Mr   Hakdwick.  What? 

Mr.  DICKET.  No. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Whom  were  they  made  to? 

TESTTNO  SENTIMBNT  Df  AMERICA  TO  PROMOTE  TIATCL  IN  OEBMANT 

Mr.  DiCKET.  Those  reports  were  made  for  our  Internal  use.  prin- 
cipally, to  find  what  the  sentiment  of  the  country  was  in  respect  to 
these  problems  which  we  would  take  up  in  any  study  of  a  travel 
and  trade  problem,  which  necessarily  would  Involve  a  study  of  the 
sentiment  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  did  make  a  study,  then,  of  the  sentiment  of 
this  country? 

Mr.  DicKET.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  These  reports  show  It,  do  they  not? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  For  instance,  I  will  invite  your  attention  to  this 
language,  taken  from  the  very  opening  report,  according  to  this 
statement.     It  reads: 

"The  most  significant  evidence  during  this  or  any  other  period 
that  Hitler  as  a  personality  and  Germany  as  a  country  are  grad- 
ually being  permitted  to  emerge  'neat' — that  is.  without  admixture 
of  antagonistic  cross-currents  in  their  presentation  to  the  Amer- 
ican public — was  the  treatment  of  the  Louis  P.  Lochner  column  and 
a  half  Interview  with  Hitler  for  the  Associated  Press.  Generously 
played  up  in  every  paper  which  has  the  A.  P.  wire  service,  most  of 
the  headline  emphasis  was  put  on  the  'man  to  man  talks  with 
Roosevelt'  idea.  The  severest  headline  was  the  Cincinnati  Times- 
Star's  'No  compromise  on  German  Army  estimates,  says  Chancelor 
Hitler,"  which  paper,  however,  ran  the  story  in  detail,  beginning 
across  the  top  of  page  1." 

That  was  not  prepared,  you  say,  to  be  sent  to  anybody? 

Mr.  DicKET.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  paid  very  little  attention  to 
these  reports. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Of  course,  if  you  do  not  know,  I  do  not  want  you 
to  say,  Mr.  Witness. 

Mr.  DiCKET.  No. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  I  am  not  pressing  any  question  about  which  you 
have  no  knowledge. 

Mr.  DicKET.  I  have  no  knowledge  that  any  of  those 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  do  not  know? 

Mr.  DicKXT.  No. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Who  in  your  office  would  know  about  that? 

Mr.  DicKET.  I  do  not  think  that  anybody  ever  sent  this. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Who  prepared  them? 

Mr.  Dicket.  They  were  prepared  in  our  ofllce. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  By  whom? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  By  a  girl. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Give  her  name. 

Mr.  DicKET.  Miss  Clara  Trenckmann. 

The  Chasman.  Pot  whom  were  they  prepared? 

Mr.  DicKET.  Prepared  for  our  own  Internal  use. 
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The  Chairman.  She  was  not  doing  this  for  anybody  but  the  firm, 
was  she? 

Mr.  DicKET.  No. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Who  Instructed  her  to  do  this? 

Mr.  DicKET.  I  did. 

Mr.  Kramer.  You  knew  about  it? 

Mr.  DiCKXT.  Yes. 

DOING  MORE  WORK  NOT  RBQXnREO  BT  CONTRACT 

The  Chairman.  You  were  doing  this  as  a  result  of  your  contract? 
Mr.  DicKXT.  No;  that  was  not  In  the  contract  at  all. 
The  Chairman.  But  you  did  it  as  a  result  of  your  contract? 
Mr  DicKET.  Yes;  but  there  was  no  understanding  that  we  wotUd 
do  this. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  It,  anyhow,  as  a  result  of  the  contract? 
Mr.  DiCKET.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mr.  Witness,  why  did  you  want  this  young  woman 
to  prepare  these  reports? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Because  we  studied  the  newspapers  and  the  attitude 
of  the  American  press  toward  this  problem,  and  the  reason  we 
wanted  to  find  out  everything  about  it  was  because  we  would  know 
bow  to  proceed  in  our  work. 

Mr.  Hahdwick.  Would  not  the  purpose  be  to  report  this  to  your 
clients  in  Germany? 

Mr.  DicKET   I  beg  your  pardon. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  After  you  acquired  this  Information  embraced  in 
these  reports,  was  it  not  sent  to  your  clients  in  Oermany — did  you 
not  prepare   that   information  for  yotir  clients  in  Germany? 

Mr.  DicKET.  No. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  did  not? 

Mr.  Dicket.  It  was  for  our  own  use,  principally. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  In  what  way?     In  advising  them? 

BCr.  DicKET.  Yes.  sir;    that  is  right. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  About  what? 

Mr.  Dicket    About  their  problems  of  trade  and  travel. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  were  going  to  advise  them  without  reporting 
to  them  or  anybody  else  in  Germany?  _ 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  beg  your  pardon. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  were  going  to  advise  your  clients.  I  say. 
without  reporting  to  them  the  basis  on  which  your  opinion 
rested? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  In  other  words,  you  would  get  up  this  wealth 
of  material  showing  in  detail  cross  sections  of  American  senti- 
ment Just  to  lay  there  in  your  office  and  not  to  send  to  anybody 
In  Germany  and  not  even  your  clients  who  were  paying  you  this 
large  sum? 

Mr.  Dicket  I  made  those  available  at  any  time  to  the  members 
of  the  committee  who  wanted  to  see  them. 

The  Chairman    That  Is  not  the  question. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Don't  dodge.  They  were  not  made  to  be  sent 
to  any  of  your  clients  in  Germany  or  anywhere  else? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No;  not  in  Germany. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  In  America? 

Mr.  Dicket    Yes;  they  were  available  for  them. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Were  they  sent  to  them? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Not  regularly;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Were  these  particular  things  which  I  exhibited 
to  you.  after  they  were  put  in  form,  sent  to  these  clients? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No;  some  of  them  were  not  even  copied. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Some  of  them  you  did  not  carry  through,  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Some  of  them  you  did  carry  through,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Some  of  them  were  copied. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Some  copied  and  put  in  form? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

REPORTS  STTBMITTED  IN  GERMAN 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  And  then  were  submitted  to  your  clients  In  this 
country? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Have  I  got  it  right  now,  finally? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  They  were  translated  Into  German  before  they 
were  sent  to  them? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Why? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  think  a  few  of  them  were  translated  Into  German 
for  the  members  of  the  railroad  bureau  in  Berlin  who  did  not  read 
English. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Exactly.  That  Is  exactly  what  I  want  to  come  to. 
The  reason  that  they  were  translated  into  German  was  because  you 
expected  they  would  want  to  transmit  them  to  officials  of  the 
German  railroad  system  in  Germany  who  probably  did  not  read 
English? 

Mr.  Dicket    Some  of  them;  yes,  sir. 

Mr   Hardwick.  Some  of  them  who  did  not  read  English? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  knew  that  some  of  these  reports  would  get 
to  the  German  crfDcials? 

Mr.  Dicket.  To  the  German  railroad  bureau. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  the  German  railrocui  bureau? 

Mr.  Dicket.  That  is 

The  Chairman.  The  government? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  know  that. 

The  Chatbmaw.  Who  are  they,  then? 


Mr.  Dicket.  The  German  railroad  bureau  Is  a  part  of  the  Ger- 
man Railroad  Co.  in  Oermany. 

The  Chairman.  Of  your  particular  client.  Were. they  In  any  way 
connected  with  the  existing  government? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  know  that. 

MADE  REPORTS  TO  BERLIN  OITICB 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mr.  Witness,  did  you  send  these  reports  to  Hamlin, 
your  man  in  Germany? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Some  of  them  went  to  him  occasionally;  yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  And  he  had  his  office  in  the  same  building  that 
the  railroad  administration  crowd  In  Germany  had? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  He  had  contact  with  them,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  That  Is  all  right.  You  spoke  of  this  stipend  of 
$6,000  a  month,  and  you  have  told  how  some  of  it  went  to  this 
man  Vlereck.  Was  any  of  that  amount  ever  paid  to  you  In  cur- 
rency or  to  your  concern? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Under  this  contract 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dicket  (continuing).  I  think  all  of  it  was  paid  by  check. 
As  I  said  before  at  the  other  meeting,  I  think  there  might  have 
been  one  payment  in  cash.    I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

Mr  Hardwick.  Let  me  refresh  your  recollection  a  little  on  that 
point.  Did  you  not  testify  before  the  subcommittee  in  executive 
session.  "I  think  the  railroad  bureau  always  paid  by  check,  but  in 
the  beginning  there  was  some  money  that  I  received  in  cash  from 
the  German  consul?" 

LIEtnXNANT   COLONEL   BTOIR   COLLECTED   MONET   FROM    GERMAN    CONSm. 

Mr.  Dicket..  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  All  right.    That  is  true  yet.  is  it? 
Mr.   Dicket.   I    received   a   certain   amount   from  him   In   cash; 
yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Hardwick.  What  was  the  German  consul's  name? 
Mr.  Dicket.  Dr.  Klep. 
Mr.  Hardwick.  Dr.  Klep? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  .     ^  ^        —    w     » 

Mr.  Hardwick,  He  was  German  consul  general  at  New  York  at 

that  time? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  How  much  did  you  get  from  him? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  think,  roughly,  about  $4,000. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  In  currency? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  say  In  ctorrency? 

Mr.  Dickxt.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  you  deposit  that  money  In  your  bank  ac- 
count? ^ 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  think  It  was;  yes.  sir;  probably;  I  do  not  know. 
It  was  turned  In;  what  the  cashier  would  do  with  It,  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Now,  wait  a  minute.  Have  you  examined  your 
books  on  that  question? 

Mr.  Dickxt.  No;  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Let  me  see  If  I  cannot  refresh  your  memory  a 
little  bit  about  that. 

Mr.  Kramer.  May  I  ask  that  the  witness  refrain  from  smoking? 
He  is  a  very  hard  witness  to  understand.  If  he  is  going  to  add  smok- 
ing to  it.  it  will  be  almost  impossible  to  get  a  word. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  sure  that  the  gentleman's  position  is  cor- 
rect, but.  on  the  other  hand.  I  think  the  witness  can  probably  do 
both  if  he  will  raise  his  voice  when  smoking.  Will  that  be 
satisfactory? 

Mr.  Kramer.  I  can  hairdly  hear  half  he  says. 

The  Chairman.  Keep  your  voice  up. 

Mr.  Kramer.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  would  prefer  that  you 
not  smcke. 

Mr.  Dicket.  All  right. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mr.  Lancaster  was  treasxirer  of  your  company, 
was  he  not? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes;  he  handles  the  money. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  With  reference  to  this  particular  $4,000,  see  if  this 
is  not  what  happened: 

Lancaster  deposited  $750.  Balance  of  the  amount  was  withheld 
by  the  two  partners  and,  I  believe,  Mr.  Vlereck.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  he  got  a  commission  out  of  it  or  not. 

Is  It  not  true  that  of  that  $4,000  only  $760  went  on  the  books  of 
your  company  as  a  deposit? 

Mr.  Dicket.  It  was  all  on  the  books;  yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  I  mean,  was  It  deposited  In  your  bank  account? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  do  not  remember  that? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  If  Mr.  Lancaster  states  that  he  would  know,  would 
he  not? 

Mr.  Dicket.  He  would  know;  yes. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  Vlereck  get  any  of  this  $4,000? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  recall  that. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Was  he  entitled  to  get  any  of  It? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  remember  whether  we  paid  him  a  commission 
on  that  or  not.    I  do  not  remember  that. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  That  was  one  of  your  payments  under  this  con- 
tract, wsis  it  not? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No;  that  was  before  we  had  a  contract. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  That  was  before  you  had  a  contract? 

Mr.  Dickxt.  Yes. 
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caoBcx  rrxvcsm  ttzseck.  wotobiotts  lkadek  or  csEMAif  xsfionack 

AND  SABOTAGE  SYSTEM,  HELPED  LIKUTENANT  COLONEL  BTOH 

ICr.  Haxdwick.  Why  was  the  consxil  general  of  Oermany  paying 
you  this  money? 

Mr.  DicKET.  This  Is  the  way  that  came  about:  Mr.  Vlereck  and  I, 
aa  I  said  before,  had  consulted  2  or  3  years  previously  about  getting 
some  German  commercial  business,  and  alter  the  Hitler  Govern- 
ment came  Into  power  and  everything  was  being  changed  In  Ger- 
many, he  came  to  me  again 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Who  is  "he"? 

Mr.  DicKET.  Mr.  Vlereck.  Mr.  Vlereck  came  to  me  and  said  that  he 
thought  perhaps,  with  the  changes  being  made  there,  that  that  was 
the  time  to  try  to  get  some  business.  So  it  Ls  natural,  when  you  try 
to  get  any  foreign  business,  usually,  to  consult  the  consul.  So  he 
took  me  down  to  see  the  consul  and  Dr.  Klep  said.  "Yes."  that  he 
should  not  be  surprised  but  what,  with  the  changes  coming  on. 
that  we  could  get  some  of  this  commercial  business,  and  be  sxig- 
gested  to  us  at  that  time  that  I  help  him  get  out  some  releases  for 
them. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Some  what? 

Mr.  DicxET.  Some  releases. 

Mr    Hakdwick.  For  what? 

Mr   DiCKET.  For  the  consulate. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  For  the  consulate? 

Mr.  DiCKZT.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  What  do  you  mean  by  that?    I  do  not  understand. 

Mr.  DicKET.  Some  material  intended  for  publication  In  the  news- 
papers. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Oh.  yes. 

Mr   DiCKET.  There  Is  a  file  on  that  there. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  He  suggested  that  you  help  him  with  some  pub- 
lication which  he  wanted  to  get  Inserted  in  the  newspapers? 

Mr    DiCKET.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  All  right.  I  catch  it  now.  Why  did  he  pay  this 
$4,000? 

Mr.  DicKET.  Expenses  of  sending  the  material  out  and  postage  or 
messenger  fees. 

Mr.  Hakdmtick.  That  was  compensation,  this  money  which  he  paid 
in  cash,  for  tlie  publicity  work  you  did  for  this  material  he  was 
sending  out? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  It  was  supposed  to  cover  the  expenses. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  That  $4,000.  I  say.  was  not  vmder  the  early  con- 
tract, but  for  that  specific  Job? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  Yes. 

BTOnt'S    PAKTNEK    GOES   TO    CSKMANT 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  All  right.  I  have  got  that  straight  In  my  own 
mind  now.  When  you  went  to  Oermany.  or  yoxu*  partners  or  your 
representatives,  were  the  expenses  of  those  trips  paid  by  the  German 
railroad  crowd  or  tourist  bureau,  or  whatever  they  call  it? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  Part  of  them  were  paid  by  ourselves,  and  I  took  cer- 
tain expense  moneys  of  our  own.  and  some  of  my  own  money. 

Mr  Hakdwick.  I  want  to  know  to  what  extent  did  your  Oerman 
employers  pay  these  expenses? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  I  should  say  about  two-thirds. 
'  Mr.  Hakdwick.  They  paid  about  two- thirds  of  the  expenses? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  I  think  It  figured  about  that. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  And  yotir  organization  took  care  of  the  other  one- 
third? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  editorial  advisory  board 
of  the  Deutsche  2Seltung? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  They  consult 

The  Chaikman.  "Yes"  or  "No." 

Mr.  Hakdwick    Just  answer.     Were  you  or  not? 

Mr  DiCKET.  I  do  not  know  that  they  had  an  advisory  board  or  not. 

Mr.  Hardwick    Were  you  a  member  of  such  a  concern? 

Mr  DiCKET.  They  did  consult  me.  Mr  McLaughlin  consulted  me 
at  different  times:  yes,  sir;  principally  about  the  typography  of  his 
magazine. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Did  you  attend  meetings  of  the  editorial  board  of 
that  paper? 

Mr.  DicKBT.  As  I  say.  I  do  not  know  that  there  was  an  editorial 
board. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  You  were  told  that  you  were  to  be  a  member  of  the 
iMlvlsory  board,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  DiCKET.  I  was  told  that  I  might  be  consulted  about  some  of 
their  problems  and  It  was  all  right  for  me. 

Mr.  Hardwick    Who  told   you  that? 

Mr   Dtcket.  Mr.  Schmltz  and  Mr   Portack. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Mr.  Schmltz,  who  was  at  the  head  of  the  railroad 
group,  told  you  that.  Did  you  go  to  a  few  of  the  meetings  of  this 
board? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Very  few.     It  was  not  a  regular  board. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Informal  board,  if  you  want  to  put  It  that  way. 

Mr.  Dicket.  There  were  certain  Informal  discussions. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Of  what? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  beg  your  pardon? 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Informal  discussions  of  what? 

Mr  DicKTT.  Of  this  paper. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  The  Deutsche  Zeicung? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No,  sir;  not  that.  The  German  Uschla.  The  Eng- 
lish section  of  It. 

Mr    hardwick.  Did  you  know  Spanknoebel? 

Mr  Dicket.  Yes;  I  met  him  oncp. 

Mr  HARDviacK.  If  I  say  "Spanknoebel"  (short  "a")  or  "Spank- 
noebel" (broad  "a"),  you  know  whom  I  mean? 


Mr.  DicasT.  Anything  you  like. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  You  know  whom  I  am  talking  about? 
Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 
Mr.  Hakdwick.  Do  you  know  him? 
Mr.  Dicket.  I  met  him  once. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  What  was  he  doing  in  thla  country? 
Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  know.     I  was  never  able  to  find  out. 
Mr.  HAKDvacK.  You  were  never  able  to  find  out? 
Mr.  Dicket   I  was  never  able  to  find  out. 
Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  you  ever  try  to  find  out? 
Mr.  Dicket.  I  wondered;  yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  you  not  understand  that  he  was  here  repre- 
senting the  Nazi  Party  as  a  leader  In  this  country? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No;  I  did  not  know  what  he  was  doing,  but  I  sus- 
pected that. 

Mi.  Hardwick.  You  suspected  that? 
Mr.  Dicket.  Yes:  I  suspected  that. 
Mr.  Hardwick.  Where  is  Spankncebel  now? 
Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  Do  you  know  abcut  his  being  Indicted  In  New 
York? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hakdwick.  After  that  he  disappeared  somehow,  did  he  not? 
Mr.  Dicket.  I  think  that  is  right 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  think  after  be  waa  indicted  be  disappeared? 
Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr  Hardwick    Did  you  attend  conferences  in  the  German  consul 
general's  office  In  New  York  when  Schmltz  and  other  people  in- 
terested in  this  movement,  In  this  publication,  were  present? 
Mi.  Dicket.  No. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You    never   attended    such    conferences   between 
representatives  of  the  German  railroad  and  steamship  interests 
that  were  held  in  the  office  of  the  consul  general  In  New  York? 
Mr.  Dicket.  About  what? 

The  CHAnMAN.  Never  mind.    He  asked  you  if  you  attended  any. 
Mr.  Dicket  No. 

The  Chairman.  Do  not  answer  a  question  by  asking  one. 
Mr.  Hardwick.  You  never  attended  any  conference? 
Mr.  Dicket.  No.    We  were  talking  about  the  magazine  and  you 
shifted  to  something  else. 

The  Chairman.  He  asked  you  a  question  and  you  said  you  did 
not  attend  any  conferences. 

Mr.  Dicket.  There  were  no  discussions  in  the  consulate  about 
this  newspaper. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  About  what? 

Mr.  Dicket.  At>out  this  newspaper  which  you  were  speaking 
about. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  I  did  not  mean  that.    I  will  make  my  question 
more  specific,  because  I  see  you  misapprehended  it. 
Mr.  Dicket.  I  am  sorry. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Did  you  have  conferences  at  the  office  of  the 
German  consul  general  at  New  York  with  the  representatives  of 
the  Oerman  railroad  and  steamship  and  other  Industrial  Interests? 
You  did  attend  meetings  of  the  consul  general 's  office? 

Mr  Dicket.  I  do  not  recall  any  meeting  there 

Mr.  Haidwick.  Let  me  see  If  I  can  refresh  your  memory.     I  am 

doing  It  cut  of  the  utmost  confidence 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Do  you  want  to  finish  your  answer? 
Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 
Mr.  Hakowtick.  Go  ahead. 

GERMAN   CONStJL    ATTENDS    MEETINGS   WITH    TEAVEL    CJLOJTP 

Mr.  Dicket.  But  there  were  meetings  which  the  consul  attended 
where  the  representatives  of  the  travel  Interests  were  there. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Exactly.  That  Is  what  I  wanted  sometime  ago. 
Then  there  were  such  meetings  and  you  did  attend  them? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Occasionally;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Occasionally.  What  were  the  subjects  discussed 
at  these  meetings? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Always  the  problem  of  travel  and  trade  and  the 
effect  of  the  sentiment  In  this  country  on  that. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  And  in  connection  with  that  last  proposition  you 
discussed  certain  steps  taken  by  the  Hitler  government  in  Ger- 
many and  their  effect  on  American  sentiment? 

Mr.  Dicket.  You  mean  antl-SemltIsm? 

Mr.  Hardwick    Yes.     You  discussed  this  sentiment? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes.  sir.  The  problem  created  here  was  a  problem 
which  was  created  In  Germany. 

The  Chairman.  You  told  them  that,  Mr.  Dickey? 

Mi.  Dicket.  Certainly. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  your  opinion? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Absolutely. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  You  told  them  that  the  policy  of  the  Hitler  gov- 
ernment In  Germany  on  this  question  was  handicapping  the  cause 
In  this  country,  was  Injuring  It? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Absolutely.     That  Is  the  nub  of  the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  completes  s\ich  ezamlnation  aa 
I  want  to  make. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Taylor,  do  you  desire  to  ask  any  questions? 

Mr.  Tatlor.  You  stated  a  moment  ago  that  it  was  a  part  of  your 
duty  to  comt>at  this  matter  of  anti-Semitism  in  this  country.  How 
did  you  go  about  it? 

B«r.  Dicket.  No;  not  to  combat  anti-Semitism  here. 

Mr.  Taylor.  The  sentiment  in  this  country  which  arose  from 
the  anti-Semitism  program. 
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Mr.  Dicket.  T*hls  whole  problem  of  the  diminution  of  German 
trade  and  travel  was  predicated  upon  the  anti-Semitic  policy  in 
Germany. 

Mr.  Tatlok.  But,  as  I  understand  it,  a  part  of  yotir  contract  was 
to  combat  the  effect  of  that  In  this  country. 

Mr.  Dicket.  No — well,  to  try 

Mr.  Tatlor.  To  minimize  it? 
Mr.  Dicket.  Yes;    that  is  right. 

Mr.  Tatlor.  How  did  you  do  that?  In  what  way?  What  method 
Uld  you  employ  to  do  that? 

Mr.  Dickey.  This  bulletin 

Mr.  Karmer.  What  did  you  say? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Please.  I  cannot  shout  that  way.  This  bulletin  was 
one  means  of  trying  to  show  the  editors  of  this  country  that  Ger- 
many was  still  Germany,  no  matter  what  kind  of  a  government 
they  had  there;  that  It  was  still  a  country  to  travel  in  and  a 
country  to  trade  with,  and  that  the  mere  change  of  government 
liad  not  materially  changed  Its  attractions. 

Mr.  Tatlok.  Was  it  a  part  of  your  duty  to  sell  the  Hitler  gov- 
ernment in  this  country? 
Mr.  Dicket.  No.  sir. 
Mr.  Tatlok.  That  Is  all. 
The  Chairman.  Mr.  Kramer. 

Mr.   Kramer.  Mr.   Witness,   you   stated   a  moment  ago   that  you 
dictated  these  things — what  do  you  call  these  memoranda? 
Mr.  Dicket    I  call  them  an  "editorial  report." 
Mr.  Kramer.  An  editorial  report? 
Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Kramer.  You  dictated  these  editorial  reports  to  a  stenogra- 
pher by  the  name  of  Clara  Trenckmann. 
Mr.  Dickey    Miss  Trenckmann. 
Mr   Kramer   How  do  you  spell  her  name? 
Mr.   Dicket    T-r-e-n-c-k-m-a-n-n. 
Mr.  Kramer.  Where  does  she   live? 
Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  know  her  home  address. 
Mr.  Kramer   Did  you  ever  ask  her? 
Mr.  Dicket.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Kramer.  You  do  not  know  where  to  find  her.  If  you  had  to 
get  her  right  away? 

Mr.  Dickey.  We  have  her  address  in  the  office. 
Mr.  Kramer.  Could  you  furnish  the  address  to  the  committee? 
Mr    Dickey.  Yes;   she  lived  some  place  down  on  the  East  Side. 
New  York,  but  moved  lately,  and  I  do  not  know  where  she  moved 
to. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Was  she  the  one  to  whom  you  dictated  these  re- 
ports? 

Mr.  Dicket.  She  prepared  these  reports. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Did  she  prepare  them  without  your  Instructions? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

data    obtained    from    60    NEWSPAPERS    DAILT 

Mr  Kramer  Where  did  she  gather  the  data  from  which  she  com- 
pUed  this? 

Mr.  Dicket.  She  read  approximately  60  newspapers. 

Mr.   Kramer.  Sixty    newspapers? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Approximately. 

Mr.  Kramer.  What  kind  of  newspapers? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Daily  newspapers  from  all  the  important  cities. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Of  where?    Of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Dickey.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Who  furnished  her  these  newspapers  to  read? 

Mr.  Dickey.  We  purchased  them.   ' 

Mr.  Kramer.  Who  is  "we"? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Our  organization.  Carl  Byolr  &  Asoociates. 

Mr.  Kramer    For  this  particular  purpose? 

Mr.  Dickey.  That  Is  right. 

Mr.  Kramer.  And  after  she  compUed  these  reports,  did  you  read 
them? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Not  always. 

Mr.  Kramer.  But  sometimes  you  did? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Kramer.  What  did  you  do  with  them  after  they  were  read 
by  you? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Some  of  them  were  copied.  Occasionally  copies  were 
sent  to  Hamlin  In  Berlin  and  occasionally  we  would  give  some  to 
Mr  Schmltz.  of  the  railroad  bureau,  and  Vlereck  always  looked  at 
them — nearly  always. 

Mr.  Kramer.  On  whose  Instructions  were  they  sent  to  Berlin? 

Mr.  Dicket.  On  mine,  whenever  they  were  sent,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Who  supervised  all  these  reports,  the  transmission  of 
these  reports?    Did  you  not? 

Mr   Dicket.  Yes;  unless  someone  to  whom  I  might  send  them. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Did  you  ever  have  any  reply  from  Berlin  regarding 
these? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No. 

Mr.  Kramer.  How? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No.  sir.  *w         ..       ^ 

Mr.  Kramer.  Did  you  ever  have  any  reply  from  the  raUroaa 
company,  the  Oerman  Railroad  Co.? 

Mr  Dicket.  No;  I  never  had  any  direct  correspondence  with  the 
Berlin  office  of  the  railroad  company.  AU  this  was  handled  through 
the  New  York  office. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Of  the  German  Railroad  Co.? 

Mr  Dicket.  Called  the  German  Tourist  Information  Office. 

Mr  Kramer  Now.  what  was  It  that  you  did  particularly  before 
this  contract,  which  you  speak  of  here,  was  entered  into  with  the 
German  railroad? 


contract  preferred 


Mr.  Dicket.  What  was  It  that  we  did? 

Mr.  Kramer.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dicket.  Practically  the  same  thing  that  we  did  after  the 

contract. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Then  why  was  it  that  you  drew  a  contract?     Was 
there  some  doubt  In  the  minds  of  the  German  Government  or  the 
men  In  Berlin,  with  which  you  were  dealing,  that  you  were  not 
going  to  carry  on  your  work  according  to  their  wishes? 
Mr.  Dicket.  No;  we  preferred  a  contract. 
Mr.  Kramer.  Who  is  "we"? 
Mr.  Dickey.  Our  firm. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Why  did  you  prefer  a  contract? 

Mr.  Dicket.  We  always  do.  We  can  staff  and  make  arrange- 
ments for  our  office  and  staff  if  we  have  a  contract. 

Mr.  Kramer.  How  long  did  these  reports  continue?  Over  what 
period  did  they  continue  to  be  written  up?     Daily? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Oh,  no;  those  were  about  once  a  week.  I  think,  once 
every  10  days:  twice  a  month,  I  think. 
Mr.  Kramer.  That  is  all. 
The  Chairman    Mr.  Weldeman? 
Mr.  Weideman.  Nothing. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Dickey,  did  you  have  a  contract  before  in 
writing? 
Mr.  Dicket.  No. 

The  Chairman.  This  Is  the  first  written  contract  you  had? 
Mr.  Dickey.  That  is  right. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  that  you  like  to  have  contracts,  but 
whatever  contractual  relations  you  had  with  this  company  before- 
thls  particular  one  was  not  reduced  to  writing? 
Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

The  Chairman,  What  was  the  contractual  relation  between  the 
German  railroads  and  your  company  prior  to  this  one.  with  reference 
to  the  payment  of  money? 

Mr.  Dickey.  It  was  Juet  a  verbal  understanding. 
The  Chairman.  How  much? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  think  It  was  either  two  or  three  thousand  dollars  a 
month. 

The    Chairman.  You    do    not    know.    Two   or   three    thousand 
dollars? 
Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  remember;  no. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  had  occasion  to  refresh  your  memory 
since  you  appeared  before  us  in  executive  session  as  to  how  much 
that  was? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No;  I  did  not  refresh  my  memory. 
The  Chairman.  But  you  had  an  oral  contract  with  them? 
Mr.  Dickey.  That  Is  right. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  say  you  like  to  have  a  written  contract, 
that  did  not  apply  In  this  particular  case,  except  so  far  as  this  last 
contract  was  concerned? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Of  course,  we  kept  urging  them  to  make  a  contract 
with  us. 

The  Chairman.  But  they  did  not  until  this  one? 
Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  first  enter  Into  contractual  rela- 
tions with  the  German  railways  of  any  kind? 
Mr.  Dicket.  The  date  Is  on  that  paper  there. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  a  contract  with  them  before  this 
particular  one? 
Mr.  Dicket.  No. 

GERMAN    consul     REPKESENTING     GERMAN     GOVERNMENT     PAID     LT.    COL. 

CARL  BYOnt 

The  Chairman.  I  thought  you  had  a  $4,000  transaction  with  the 
German  Consul;  with  him  direct. 

Mr.  Dicket.  That  is  right. 

The  Chairman.  And  he  paid  you.  representing  the  Oerman  Gov- 
ernment.   That  Is  correct.  Is  it  not? 

Mr  Dicket  He  told  me  that  he  was  trying  to  get  the  German 
business  organizations  to  conduct  a   campaign  of   this  kind  here. 

The  Chairman.  He  paid  you  himself? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  had  no  written  contract  with  him  on  that? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No. 

The  Chairman.  For  what  did  you  get  the, $4,000  from  him? 

Mr.  Dicket.  That  was  for  sending  out  some  newspaper  stories 
and  releases. 

The  Chairman.  Releases  on  what? 

Mr.  Dicket.  They  are  here  In  the  files. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  not  know?  Do  you  not  remember  what 
they  were? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Some  of  them  were  statements  obtained  here  In  New 
York. 

The  Chairman.  Statements  on  what? 

Mr.  Dicket.  And  I  think  some  of  them  came  from  abroad. 

The  Chairman.  Statements  on  what? 

Mr  Dicket.  Relating  to  this  problem  of  anti-Semitism. 

The  Chairman.  So  he  paid  you  $4,000  to  obtain  publicity  in  this 
country? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  On  the  question  of  anti-Semitism? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  your  firm  was  employed  for  pubUcity  pur- 
poses? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  By  the  German  counsel? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 
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The  Chaixman.  And  paid  M.OOO  by  the  Oennan  consul? 
Mr.  DicKXT.  Yes. 

OBJtCT  TO  CRIATI  BITTEB  TTEUNG  TOWAKD  HTTLKB 

The  Chaibmaw.  Pot  publicity  purposes  within  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes. 

The  Chaibmaw.  On  the  question  of  anti-Semitism? 

Mr.  DicKTT.  I  do  not  think  it  was  solely  antl-Semltiffln. 

The  Chairbcan.  That  was  one  of  the  questions? 

Mr.  DicKJtT.  It  was  an  attempt  to  create  better  feeling  here,  as  a 
result  of  the  disturbance  created  by  the  anti-Semitism  campaign. 

The  Chairman.  What  were  some  of  the  other  subjects  which  you 
participated  in.  In  the  obtaining  of  publicity? 

Mi.  Dicket.  That  was  all. 

The  Chairman.  The  only  subject  was  anti-Semitism? 

Mr.  Dtcket.  There  Is  the  file  there.  Mr.  Congressman. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  asUng  you.    Do  you  not  remember? 

Mr  Dicket.  No.    I  cannot  remember  evenrthlng. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  not  qut-stlonlng  that. 

Mr.  DicKET.  There  were  large  commissions,  then.  1  cannot  re- 
member all  those  things. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  not  questioning  you  on  It.  I  am  simply  try- 
ing to  find  out  if  you  did  remember. 

Mr.  DiCKKT.  I  have  turned  in  the  tUe  and  there  it  Is. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  got  to  cooperate. 

Mr.  DicKRT.  I  am  willing  to  cooperate,  but  do  not  ask  me  to  testify 
about  things  which  took  place  a  year  ago  or  longer. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  do  not  remember,  simply  answer  it  that 
way.  but  If  you  do  remember,  answer. 

You  say  that  this  bulletin  was  sent  out  to  show  editors  of  the 
country  that  Germany  was  still  Germany,  so  that  this  particular 
bulletin  which  you  sent  out  had  for  its  purpose — is  that  the  bulletin 
which  you  referred  to  (handing  paper  to  the  witness)? 

Mr.  DiCKiT.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  hnd  for  its  purpose  the  hope  that  It  would  be 
reprinted  In  other  papers,  in  whole  or  in  part.    Was  not  that  true? 

Mr.  DicKET.  No.  sir;  I  had  not  many  Illusions  that  many  of  those 
would  be  reprinted. 

XJZtmENANT    COLONEL    BTOIR    TO    SELL    HITLERISM    TO    AMERICAN    NEWS- 
PAPER EDrrORS 

The  Chairman.  Without  regard  to  what  you  expected,  your  in- 
tent was  to  send  it  out  to  show  editors  of  the  country  that  Germany 
was  still  Germany? 

Mr.  DiCKKT.  It  was  to  create  a  better  feeling  for  German- Ameri- 
can  trade  and   travel. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  naturally  had  the  hope  that  some  part 
of  it  would  be  reprinted? 

Mr.  DicxxT.  Yes;  I  thought  some  of  it  would  be,  but  this  whole 
thing  had  disturbed  the  German-American  relations.  Now.  some- 
thing had  to  be  done  to  Improve  those  relations.  It  was  as  much 
to  the  benefit  of  the  United  States,  because  we  felt 

The  Chairman.  We  are  not  d.scussing  that. 

Mr.  Dickey.  Cannot  I  discuss  it?  You  wanted  to  know  the  pur- 
pose of  the  bulletin  and  I  am  telling  you. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  answered  my  question.  Eleferrlng  to 
Mr.  ^'lereck.  what  was  the  agreement  made  with  reterence  to 
paying  him  $1,000  a  month?  What  agreement  did  you  make  with 
your  client? 

iKlr.  Dicket.  I  made  no  agreement  with  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  require  that  as  a  condition  of  the 
contract? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No.  I  was  introduced  Into  the  whole  thing  by 
Vlereck.  although  2  or  3  years  previous  I  had  solicited  the  Ger- 
man Railroad  Bureau  myself,  without  the  assistance  of  Vlereck. 

The  Chairm.\n.  Did  they  know  that  you  were  paying  him  91,000 
a   month? 

Mr  Dicket.  Yes;  I  think  so.  I  do  not  know  that.  I  wai  answer 
I  do  not  know.     I  really  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know 

Mr    Dicket   (interposing).  Unless  he  told  them. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  what  his  activities  were  outside 
of  the  work  that  he  has  done  in  connection  with  your  office? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Very  little:   no.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  He  did  very  httle  for  your  office  In  connection 
with   this,  did   he   not? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No;  he  always  performed  everything  that  we  asked 
him  to  do. 

VIERKCK    EMPLOTED    TO    ADVISE    LIEUTENANT    COLONEL    BTOOI    WHO    ALSO 

KMPLOTED    TO    ADVISE 

The  Chairman.  You  are  employed,  in  a  sense,  to  advlae? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  employed  him  to  advise  you? 

Mr.  Dicket.  And  also  to  assist  us  in  advising  his  client. 

Mr.  Wkii»ican.  Mr.  Dickey,  were  there  any  other  advertising  firms 
handling  these  same  accounts;  that  is,  for  the  German  steamship 
lines  or  the  German  railroads? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir;  they  had  their  advertising  agencies. 

Mr.  Weideman.  Eto  you  know  the  name  of  that  firm? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  think  most  of  these  accounu  were  handled — I 
think  most  of  these  accounts  were  handled  through  the  German 
Tourist  Information  Office  and  the — this  is  only  hearsay,  I  do  not 
know  It  of  my  own  direct  knowledge,  but  I  will  try  to  answer  it. 
I  think  the  German  Tourist  Information  Office  and  the  North 
German  Lloyd  were  handled  by  the  advertising  firm  of  Smith. 
Sturgis   &   Moore.     That   organization    has   now   been   liquidated 


and  the  accounts.  I  think,  are  now  handled  by  Rudolph  Ounther- 
Russel'   Law.  -,    ^  ,   ^ 

I  think  the  Hamburg-American  also  was  handled  by  Rudolph 
Gunther-Russell  Law.  ^     ^  „  ., 

Mr.  Weideman.  And  also  some  of  the  work  for  the  German  Rail- 
ways was  handled  by  Rudolph  Gvmther-Russell  Law? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes,  sir;  the  advertising.  They  had  the  placing  at 
the  advertising  copy.  ^     ^ 

The  Chairman.  What  date  was  the  $4,000  paid,  if  you  remember? 
Approximately   what   date? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  think  it  was.  I  should  say,  some  time  in  May. 

The  CHAi&MAJf.  May  of  last  year? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir;  I  think  so. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  went  over  to  Germany,  whom  did 
TOU  see  over  there.  Mr.  Dickey? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  did  not  see  many  persons,  because  there  was  a  big 
party  convention  at  Nuremburg  and  I  saw  very  few  persons,  and  I 
came  away  without  seeing  very  many. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  anybody  In  connection  with  the  Ger- 
man Railways  Co.? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  talked  to  some  minor  officials,  the  only  minor  offi- 
cials that  I  could  find  there.  All  the  others  were  away,  some  of 
them  on  vacation. 

The  Chairman.  The  expenses,  I  suppose,  were  pcUd  out  of  this 
$6,000  a  month? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Out  of  money  received  in  connection  with  this  won; 
yes.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  In  making  reports  to  the  German  Railways,  either 
in  the  United  States  or  Germany 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  beg  your  pardon.     I  did  not  get  that. 

The  Chairman  In  making  reports  or  in  giving  advice,  as  you  say. 
to  your  client,  either  here  or  in  Germany,  particularly  on  sentiment 
in  the  United  States,  did  you  reasonably  expect  that  the  advice  or 
reports  were  being  sent  or  given;  that  Is.  ultimately  would  be  re- 
ceived or  be  obtained  by  any  officials  of  the  German  Government? 

REPORTS  VERBAL 

Mr.  DiCKrr.  That  is  a  pretty  long  question. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  a  very  simple  one  when  you  analyse  It. 

Mr  Dicket.  I  did  not  know  that  any  of  these  reports  would  ever 
reach  the  German  Government;  no.     That  is  the  answer. 

The  Chairman.  To  whom  did  you  make  the  reports  here? 

Mr.  Dicket.  These  reports  or  conferences  were  all  verbal. 

The  Chairman.  All  verbal? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Nearly  ail  verbal. 

The  Chairman.  What  about  the  reports  which  were  made  in 
Germany? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No  reports  were  made  in  Germany. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  not  transmit  any  reports  or  any  advice  to 
Germany? 

Mr   Dicket.  No. 

The  Chairman.  None  at  all?  t 

Mr.  Dicket    None  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  All  here?  ^ 

Mr.  Dicket.  All  here. 

The  Ch.mrman.  You  say  that  there  was  an  advisory  committee  or 
that  this  particular  paper  was  published  in  the  interest  of  several 
concerns? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 

The  Chmrman.  Did  any  of  them  contribute  toward  the  expense 
of  publication? 

Mr  Dicket.  I  do  not  know  that.    We  paid  them  all. 

The  Chairman.  You  paid  tliem? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  had  always  asstmied  that  the  money  which  was  paid 
to  us  was  a  fund  which  was  raised  by  a  group  of  them,  but  I  did  not 
inquire  into  that. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Dickstein? 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Go  ahead  and  smoke.  Mr.  Dickey.  Make  yourself 
comfortable. 

LIEirrENANT    COLONEL    BTOIR     HAD     tlOS.OOO    CONTRACT     WITH     CKRMANT 

Mr.  Dickey,  the  Byoir  Association — that  is.  yourself  and  others — 
had  a  contract  with  the  German  Railway  for  $108,000.  That  was  an 
18-month  contract,  was  It  not? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dickstein  That  would  be  approximately  $108,000  which  you 
are  receiving  for  the  work  which  you  h..ve  described  to  this  com- 
mittee today? 

Mr  Dicket.  If  it  goes  on;  yes. 

Mr.  DicKSTRiN.  At  present  it  is  on? 

IdT.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Now,  did  Vlereck  help  you  get  this  contract? 

Mr.  DicKKT.  Yes 

Mr.  Dickstein.  What  did  he  do  to  help  you  get  this  contract 
from  the  German  Government? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  had  no  contract  with  the  German  Government,  Mr. 
Dickstein. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  I  mean,  what  did  he  do  to  help  yoxir  firm  obtain 
this  contract  with  the  railways?     I  will  put  it  that  way. 

Mr.  Dicket  I  think  that  he  told  them  what  a  good  organisation 
we  were,  which  is  what  I  would  expect  him  to  do.  I  never  heard 
his  method  of 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Salesmanship? 

Mr  Dicket.  Salesmanship. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  And  as  a  result  of  that  you  got  that  contract  from 
these  railway  people? 

Mr.  DicKXT.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Dickstein.  Now.  you  never  had  such  a  contract  before  the 
Hitler  government  was  in  existence?      You  had  no  such  contract? 

Mr.  Dicket.  With  whom? 

Mr.  Dickstein.  With  the  railways  or  German  Government? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Not  with  this  government;  no,  sir;  not  with  this 
railway  company. 

XVESTTHINO    UEinTNANT   COLONCL   BTOIR   DID   WAS   AITXB   HITLES  CAMS 

into  POWER 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Not  with  this  railway  company? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  All  that  was  done  after  the  Hitler  government 
came  into  power  in  January  or  March  of  1933? 

Mr.  Dicket.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  You  had  no  representatives  in  Germany  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  And  when  these  Friends  of  New  Germany — ^you 
have  heard  that  name,  have  you? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  When  they  commenced  to  maneuver  In  this 
country  by  organizing  In  groups  and  organizations,  did  you  at- 
tend any  of  their  meetings? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  DicKSTKiK.  Now,  then,  let  us  analyze  Just  exactly  after 
you  got  this  contract,  as  you  say,  from  the  railroads.  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  the  railwajrs.  the  steamships,  and  every  other  indus- 
try in  Germany  are  now  under  the  control  of  the  National  Social- 
ist Party? 

Mr.  Dicket.  As  I  said 

HITLSR    HAD    CONTROL    OVER    GERMAN    aAILROAOS 

Mr.  Dickstein.  That  Is  true.  Is  It  not? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  think  possibly  that  la  true,  but  I  do  not  know  It 
to  be  true.  Mr.  Dickstein. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Would  you  say  It  is  not  true? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  should  say  that  everything  In  Germany  today 
l8  under  some  kind  of  control. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Exactly.  So  that  everything  Is  subsidized  by 
the  German  Government,  whether  it  is  a  railroad  or  machinery 
or  any  other  commodity  in  Germany  today.  That  is  true.  Is  It 
not,  Mr.  Dickey?     That  Is  a  fact? 

Mr.  Dicket.  There  is  no  doubt  but  what  there  Is  a  control. 

Mr.  Dicket.  No  doubt  of  it.  We  all  know  it.  It  is  common 
gossip  and  common  knowledge — that  the  German  railways  are 
operated  and  controlled  by  the  national  government,  the  National 
Socialist  Party  In  Germany  today.    Did  you  answer  that? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Is  that  a  question,  Mr.  Dickstein? 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Do  you  want  me  to  put  it  around  to  make  it 
easier,  if  you  are  having  any  difficulty? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  We  will  put  It  in  this  way:  Assuming  that  the 
railways  of  Germany  are  subsidized  by  the  German  Government, 
you  have  received  a  contract,  your  associates  have  received  a  con- 
tract from  this  railway  for  $108,000  to  do  something  m  this  country? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  I  understand.  Mr.  Dickstein.  that  the  German 
Railway  Co.  has  always  been  a  profitable  concern  and  had  a  large 
part  of  the  reparation,  so  that  It  could  not  be  subsidized. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  The  point  is  that  they  control  everything  in  Ger- 
many, whether  It  Is  profitable  or  unprofitable.  It  Is  under  a  one- 
man  rule. 

Mr.  Dicket.  It  la  a  totalitarian  state. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Certainly.  You  and  I  do  not  have  to  split  hairs 
on  that.  Therefore,  that  contract  which  your  organization  re- 
ceived from  these  railways,  do  you  still  want  to  say  that  that 
money  is  not  coming  from  the  German  Government  direct;  that 
that  money  is  coming  from  the  railway  Itself? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  think  it  comes  from  the  German  Govern- 
ment, Mr.  Dickstein.  because  it  Is  a  profitable  organization. 

CONGRESSMAN   DICKSTEIN   REFERS  TO  LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  PTOIR'S  CON- 
TRACT WITH   GERMAN   RAILROADe   A   SO-CALLED  CONTRACT 

Mr.  Dickstf.in.  That  Is  not  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at.  Do  you 
swear  now  under  oath — and  you  are  under  oath — that  that  money, 
that  $108,000  which  you  are  receiving  under  this  so-called  contract, 
does  not  come  from  the  Reich  in  Germany? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  think  there  is  that  kind  of  control.  No;  I 
would  not  say  that  it  came  from  the  German  Government. 

Jdr.  Dickstein.  And  you  could  not  swear  that  it  came  from  the 
railways,  outside  of  the  fact  that  you  have  a  memorandum  or  agree- 
ment with  the  railways? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  could  not  say  whether  it  comes  from  the  German 
Government,  but  I  do  not  think  It  does. 

VIERECK   AND  BTOIR'S   CONTRACT 

Mr.  Dickstein.  If  you  made  a  contract  with  the  German  Rail- 
road, why  was  It  necessary  for  you  to  be  compelled  to  make  a  con- 
tract with  Mr.  Vlereck — and  of  which  I  show  you  a  copy,  produced 
by  you  [handing  paper  to  the  witness)? 

Mr.  DicKiT.  Because  he  Insisted  upon  It;  he  was  fussy  about  It, 
and  I  gave  him  this  letter. 

Mr  Dickstein.  You  gave  him  the  letter,  which  gives  him  $1,000 
a  month? 

Mr.  DiCKXT.  Tes,  sir. 

friendship  contract 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Subsequent  to  that  everything  was  all  right, 
•verything  was  getting  along  very  nicely.     You  got  your  contract 


for  $6,000  and  you  got  a  contract  with  Vlereck  for  $1,000  a  month 
and  everything  was  all  right.     Correct? 

Mr.  Dicket.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Why  was  It  necessary,  then,  to  make  an  addi- 
tional contract  with  Vlereck  to  give  him  an  additional  $750  a 
month,  which  I  now  show  you,  taken  from  your  |x>8session? 
[Handing  paper  to  witness.) 

Mr.  Dicket.  Because  that  was  a  verbal  agreement  which  I  had 
with  him,  that  upon  any  business  which  he  obtained  for  us  X 
would  pay  this  conunlssion,  and  he  had  tried  to  get  other  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  He  only  got  one  Job? 

Mr.  Dicket.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  That  is  the  railway? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  That  was  to  promote,  as  you  say,  friendship.  Am 
I  correct? 

Mr.  DiCKTT.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  I  mean  friendship  with  respect  to  people  travel- 
ing from  America  to  Germany  and  from  Germany  to  America.  Is 
that  the  point? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  This  contract  did  not  require  you  to  anything 
more? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  And  you  did  not  have  to  go  out  of  your  way  to 
go  beyond  the  terms  of  your  contract? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Now.  I  show  you  a  Government  exhibit  which  is 
formal  Government  exhibit  No.  1,  and  ask  you  whether  you  ever 
saw  this  document  [handing  paper  to  witness]  ? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  I  will  offer  that  in  evidence. 

(The  document  referred  to  was  marked  "Exhibit  No.  13.") 

BTOIR   PROPAGANDA   AOMITTEDLT    HAD    NOTHING  TO   DO   WITH   TRAVEL 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Now,  will  you  please  tell  this  committee  what 
Government  exhibit  No.  13  Is,  which  deals  with  a  pamphlet,  ap- 
parently, which  I  believe  you  testified  you  have  distributed  in  this 
country,  dealing  with  church  and  state  in  Germsmy?  What  has 
that  to  do  with  the  railroad,  traveling  of  people  from  here  Into 
Germany? 

Mr.  Dicket.  It  reaUy  did  not  have  anything  to  do  with  It. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  Dicket.  But  Colonel  Emerson  asked  me  to  send  that  out, 
and  kept  pressing  me  to  send  that  out,  and  I  mailed  It  out  with 
other  material. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Did  you  read  that  particular  doctiinent? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes,  sir;  I  glanced  through  It. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Did  you  know  it  was  being  printed  by  the  Friends 
of  New  Germany,  17  Battery  Place? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  assumed  It  was. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Not  that  you  assumed  It.  Did  you  know  that  It 
was  a  matter  of  fact? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  And  did  you  not  know  that  17  Battery  Place  was 
the  German  consulate? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  And  that  the  gentleman  you  referred  to  as  Dr. 
Emerson  had  an  office  In  that  particular  building? 

Mr   Dicket.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Did  you  make  any  Inquiry  why  they  picked  you 
out  to  mail  the  particular  document  of  church  and  state  that  had 
nothing  to  do  with  your  contract  at  all?  Did  you  make  an  inquiry 
as  to  why  they  should  pick  you  out? 

Mr.  Dicket.  We  were  moderately  friendly  with  him,  and  he  had 
permitted  me  to  mail  out  other  things  under  his  name. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Is  not  that  the  same  Einerson  who  dvu-ing  th« 
World  War  had  been  preaching  matters  that  were  not  friendly  to 
this  country? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  know  that. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Is  not  that  the  same  Emerson  that  has  been 
brought  up  and  educated  and  spread  subversive  propaganda  with 
respect  to  this  Government? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  that. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Did  you  not  try  to  find  out  who  Emerson  was  be- 
for  you  would  take  orders  from  Emerson  like  that?  ; 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  took  no  orders  from  Emerson.  \ 

Mr.  Dickstein.  You  stated  a  moment  ago  that  Dr.  Emenon 
asked  you  to  send  out  this  document.  Why  did  you  take  orders 
from  him? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  took  no  orders  from  him.    I  did  it  as  a  favor. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Why  did  you  send  this  out?  Can  you  give  us  a 
reasonable  explanation  for  sending  out  this  document  among  the 
American  people? 

PROPAGANDA   SENT  OUT   FOR   GERMAN   PROPAGANDIST,    EMERSON 

Mr.  Dicket.  As  I  say.  I  did  it  as  a  favor  to  him  because  he  seemed 
to  be  doing  a  fairly  good  work  at  that  time  with  his  organization 
and 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Now 

The  Chairman.  Walt  a  minute.    Let  him  answer. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  He  can  answer. 

The  Chairman.  What  do  you  mean  by  "doing  a  fairly  good  work*^ 
How  do  you  know  what  work  his  cffganizatlon  was  doing? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  was  told  he  was  organizing  this  committee  of 
American  citizens  to  promote  friendly  relations  with  Germany,  and 
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he  seemesd  to  have  some  good  names  and  therefore  I  thought  It 
was 

The  Chaikman.  Tou  did  not  make  any  inqxilry  yourseU? 

Mr.  DicKET.  Yes.  sir;  I  talked  to  him. 

The  Chairman.  You  talked  to  him? 

liT.  DicxET.  Yes.  sir. 

The  Chaikman.  Beyond  talking  to  him  you  made  no  Inquiry  about 
what  his  organization  was  doing? 

Mr.  DiCKKT.  No. 

The  Chaiucah.  Tou  do  not  know  what  his  organization  was 
domg.  do  you? 

Mr.  DicKKT.  Not  entirely;  no.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not.  And  you  made  abaolutely  no  In- 
quiries and  upon  his  request  you  mailed  It  out? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes. 

ADMISSION     PmOVSS    URTTTTWANT    COLONKI.    BTOIK    KMPLOTKD    TO    PKOPA- 
OANDIZZ    AMERICA   FOR    HITLER 

The  Chairman.  And  If  It  had  not  been  for  this  contract  you 
would  not  have  done  the  work? 

Mr.   DiCKET.   No. 

Mr.  DicKSTEiN.  The  German  rallwa3r8  did  not  ask  you  to  mall  it? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No;  they  did  not  know  about  It. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  The  Friends  o*  New  Oermany  did  not  ask  you  to 
mall  It.  did  they? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

Ur.  Dickstein.  Who  paid  for  the  printing  of  It? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  do  not  know.    He  sent  me  the  booklets. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Did  you  use  the  same  mailing  list  on  church 
and  state  as  you  did  with  the  economic  bulletin? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  And  the  majority  of  them  were  sent  to  news- 
papers throughout  the  United  States? 

li^.  Dickey.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  If  there  was  something  subversive  In  there  which 
had  nothing  to  do  with  oiu*  American  people,  do  you  not  think,  as 
an  American,  that  you  should  have  given  this  more  careful  con- 
sideration before  you  attempted  to  maU  out  and  spread  this 
church  and  state  proposition  in  this  country? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  subversive  in  that. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Have  3^3U  read  it  all? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes;  I  glanced  at  it. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Glanced  at  it.     Did  you  read  it? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes;  I  read  parts  of  It. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Parts  of  it? 

Mr.  Dickzt.  I  cannot  say  I  read  the  whole  thing.  I  fotmd  it 
very  dvill. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  So  do  we,  but  we  are  trying  to  find  out  some  of 
the  information  about  that.  We  have  no  trouble  with  the  church 
and  state  in  this  Government,  have  we? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  hope  not. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  I  hope  not,  too,  but  we  have  not.  Now.  then, 
let  us  come  right  down  to  final  Analysis.  Who  paid  for  the  mail- 
ing of  it? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Now.  if  you  were  doing  it  as  a  friendly  favor  to 
Emerson,  why  should  you  f>ay  for  the  mailing  of  thousands  of 
these  sheets? 

Mr.  Dtcket.  It  went  into  mailing  without  any  cost  of  postage. 
I  have  forgotten  now  whether  it  was  the  Economic  Bulletin  or 
what  it  was.  but  it  went  out  with  something  else,  so  that  there 
was  no  Increase  in  the  postage. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  In  other  words,  you  want  to  tell  this  com- 
mittee. In  addition  to  the  mailing  of  this  document,  you  have  also 
mailed  the  Economic  Bulletin? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Would  not  this  require  more  postage  stamps? 

Mr.  Dickxt.  No;  I  do  not  think  so;  no  more  money  would  be 
required. 

Mr.  Dickstein    Who  addressed  the  envelopes? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Those  were  all  done  from  the  stencils. 

Mr  Dickstein.  Where  was  It  done?    In  your  office? 

Mr.  Dtcxrr.  In  my  office. 

viereck's  job  to  earn  $i,tso  monthlt 

Ht.  DtcKsms.  Let  us  come  down  to  a  little  clearer  point  of 
view.  Give  us  the  biggest  thing  which  Viereck  did  for  you  for 
receiving  this  $1,750  a  month. 

The  Chairman.  1 1.000  a  month. 

Mr.  D1CX.STSIN.  $1,000  a  month  under  the  contract  and  the  rest 
is  his  commission.  Give  us  the  biggest  thing  he  did  for  jrou  to 
help  you  in  this  country. 

Mr.  Dxcxrr.  I  think  the  blggett  thing  he  did  was  to  participate 
In  any  conferences  that  we  might  have  had  on  this  problem  which 
was  created  here  by  anti-Semitism,  in  reducing  German  trade  and 
travel. 

Mr.  DicxsTKiM.  Was  he  trying  to  reduce  anti-Semitism  In  the 
United  States? 

Mr   DtcKET.  He  wanted  to  reduce  it:  yes,  sir. 

Mr  Dickstein.  Do  you  not  know  that  he  baa  been  making  public 
utterances  In  this  country  to  alien  groups,  and  public  speeches  In 

Subtle  places,  cond-mning  certain  races  of  people  in  this  country? 
•Id  you  not  know  that? 
Mr   Dtckkt.  He  made  one  speech. 
Mr.  DTcxaTKiN.  When? 

Mr.  DiCKZY.  At  Madison  Square  Garden,  so  far  as  I  know,  the 
only  one  he  made.     Tliat  is  the  only  one  I  know  he  made. 


Mr.  Dickstein.  That  Is  the  only  one  you  know  he  made.  I«t  it 
go  at  that. 

Mi.  Dickey.  I  read  his  speech,  and  there  was  no  antl-Semitlam  In 
that,  and  he  has  always  been  candid  and  agreed  with  me  that  anti- 
Semitism  was  a  bad  thing  anjrway. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  In  other  words,  he  said  nothing,  made  no  attack 
on  William  Green,  the  president  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Where,  Mr.  Dickstein? 

Mr.  Dickstein.  I  am  taking  your  statement  now.  You  say  the 
only  speech  he  made  was  at  Madison  Square  Garden.  I  am  brlng- 
tog  you  back  to  Madison  Square  Garden.  Do  you  know  whether  or 
not  he  made  an  un-American  attack  upon  William  Green,  the 
president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No;  I  do  not  know  that. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Or  Samuel  Seabury,  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  You  do  not  know  that,  do  you? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No;  I  do  not 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Were'  you  present  at  that  meeting? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No,  sir;  I  was  not. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  So  that  what  you  are  telling  \is  now — that  he 
has  been  against  anti-Semitism — is  based  on  that? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  read  his  speech:  and.  so  far  as  I  know.  In  his 
prep>ared  speech  there  was  no  attack  on  William  Green,  so  far  as 
I  recall,  on  Samuel  Seabury,  nor  was  there  any  antl-Semltlsm. 

Blr.  Dickstein.  All  right. 

Mr.  Dickey.  And  unless  Viereck  has  been  misleading  me  he 
has  always  t>een  against  anti-Semitism,  and  we  have,  all  of  us, 
been  against  anti-Semitism  in  Germany. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  All  right,  Mr.  Dickey;  I  will  accept  that  answer. 
Is  Mr.  Viereck  a  member  of  the  Friends  of  New  Germany? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  do  not  know.    I  doubt  It.    I  do  not  know. 

B4r.  Dickstein.  Now,  if  he  is  a  member  of  the  Friends  of  New 
Germany,  let  me  point  out  to  you  that  In  their  application  blank 
of  the  Friends  of  New  Germany  you  must  be  of  Aryan  stock,  of 
Aryan  race,  and  you  cannot  be  a  Mason,  or  have  any  colored 
blood  in  your  veins,  which  is  the  same  principle  as  laid  down  by 
the  National  Socialist  Party  in  Germany.  If  he  were  a  member  d 
such  an  organization  as  the  Friends  of  New  Germany,  would  you 
testify  that  he  is  opposed  to  antl-Semltlsm? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Then  you  agree  with  me? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  do  not  think  he  is  a  member,  Mr.  Dickstein.  but 
be  can  testify  himself. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  You  may  be  right.     I  am  not  saying  he  Is. 

Mr.  I>icKET.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  as  I  told  you,  I  think  In  a 
secret  meetmg 

Mr.  Dickstein  You  answered  my  question.  I  am  giving  you 
an  assumed  state  of  facts.    I  do  not  know,  myself. 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  have  come  here  to  try  to  give  you  Information,  and 
sometimes  ycu  do  not  let  me  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  DicKBY.  I  came  here  in  frankness  and  candor. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  I  agree  with  you.  I  think  you  are  trying  to  help 
us  very  much. 

Mr.  Dickey.  Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  cannot  answer  this  about  Viereck,  because  I  do  not 
know  except  from  my  own  knowledge.  I  do  not  think  he  is  a 
member  of  that  organization. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Why  go  Into  it  further?  Tou  have  answered  my 
question. 

viereck  insisted  on  making  MADISON  SQUARE  GARDEN  SPEECH 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  advised  him  against  making  a  speech  at  Madison 
Square  Garden.  I  did  not  know  there  was  a  meeting  at  Madison 
Square  Garden  until  the  day  before;  and  he  said  he  was  going  to 
deliver  a  speech,  and  I  said,  'T)on't  do  It."  He  said,  "I  made  a 
promise";  and  I  said,  "Forget  it." 

Mr.  Kramer.  To  whom  did  he  make  the  promise? 

hb.  Dickey.  I  do  not  know.    He  did  not  say. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Did  you  ask  him? 

Mr.  DicKET.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Ycu  were  Interested  in  the  fact  that  he  not  make  Itt 

Mr.  Dickey.  There  was  some  kind  of  organization  known  as  the 
D   A.  W.  A. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Do  you  know  T.  St.  John  Gaffney? 

Mr.  DicKET.  No. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  blm? 

Mr.  DicKZT.  I  do  not  know  him. 

Mr.  Kramer.  But  you  have  beard  of  blmV 

Mr   Dicket.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Kramer.  Who  Is  be? 

Mr.  Dicket.  I  do  not  know  him. 

Mr.  Kramer.  What  is  his  business? 

Mr  Dicket   I  do  not  know  him 

The  Chairman  By  the  way.  Mr.  Dickey  there  was  some  teetlmony 
about  advising  a  newspaper.  I  thtrk  in  tome  slight  way.  aa  to  an 
editorial  policy. 

Mr.  Dicket   Not  ai  to  editorial  policy. 

The  CHAinMAN.  In  what  way.  Mr   Dlckeyt 

Mr.  Dicket.  This  man  McLaughlin,  who  was  the  editor  of  tb« 
P^P*'"— he  asked  me  to  make  some  criticisms  and  suggestions  about 
bis  typographical  lay-outs,  and  things  like  that. 

The  Chairman.  Anything  about  the  p(.per?  Anything  aa  to  the 
contents  of  the  paper? 
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ICr.  Dicket.  No.  I  did  not  like  the  contents  of  the  paper,  and 
I  very  seldom  made  any  remarks  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Colonel  Emerson — ^how  long  have  you  known 
blm? 

Mr.  Dicket   I  met  him  sometime  last  spring. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  him  pretty  well? 

Mr.  Dicket.  No;  I  would  not  say  very  well;  moderately  well.  I 
have  read  one  of  his  books,  which  was  a  biography  of  Herbert 
Hoover.  And  he  has  told  me  about  various  experiences  which  he 
has  had.     I  think  he  was  a  member  of  the  Rough  Riders. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  tell  you  about  being  over  In  Oermany 
during  the  World  War  and  going  around  and  t^ilklng  to  American 
prisoners,  trying  to  incite  them? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  He  did  not  tell  you  that? 
•     Mr.  Dicket.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  not  this  a  rather  unusual  thing — to  send 
out  this  document  with  your  paper? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  think  it  was. 

The  Chairman.  It  never  happened  before? 

Mr.  DicKLY.  No  (referring  to  exhibit  13). 

The  Chairman.  And  never  happened  since? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  no  other  contract  of  this  kind  in 
Germany — with  any  other  firm? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No.    We  have  tried  to  get  others  but  could  not. 

The  Chairman.  Tou  have  no  similar  contract  in  any  other 
country? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Tes;  we  have. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  your  business  too  much. 

Mr.  Dickey.  One  other  North  American  country. 

The  Chairman.  North  American  country? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Not  in  Europe? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No  European  country. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  that,  because  that  is 
outside  the  scc^  of  the  Investigation.  I  want  to  find  out  if  you 
had  any  other  similar  contracts. 

Mr.  Dickey.  We  have  always  been  trying  to  get  promotion  of 
travel  and  tourists'  accounts. 

The  Chairmam.  This  is  the  first  contract  of  this  kind  you  ever 
had? 

Mr.  Dicket.  In  Europe. 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dickey.  We  have  had  others  here. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  had  payments  made  to  you  for  any 
services  by  the  consul  of  a  foreign  government  before  this? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  This  Is  the  first  time  you  ever  received  a  pay- 
ment for  service  from  a  consul  of  a  foreign  government? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No.  My  understanding  was  that  I  was  to  help  him, 
and  he  was  to  help  me  get  whatever  contracts  I  could,  and  Ger- 
man  commercial  enterprises. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  not  questioning  you  in  that  regard.  I 
Just  want  to  obtain  thf  facts.     That  is  all. 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  went  to  tell  you  whatever  I  can. 

chairman  says  a  vert  ttnttsual  thing 

The  Chairman.  But  it  was  an  unusual  thing?  It  never  hap- 
pened before? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No  money;  but  the  usual  procedure  in  soliciting 
any  of  these  accoimts  abroad  is  to  get  whatever  information  you 
can  from  the  local  representative. 

The  Chairman.  But  the  local  representative  does  not  make  con- 
tracts? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  local  representative  does  not  pay  out 
money? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

The  Chairman.  You  simply  try  to  get  information  to  determine 
whether  you  will  enter  into  a  contractual  relationship? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Tes.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  same  as  they  might  get  Information  here 
as  to  whether  they  would  enter  into  such  a  relationship,  but 
you  have  never  known  of  a  consul  of  a  foreign  government  being 
not  only   the   negotiator   but  the  consummator  of  a  contract? 

Mr.  Dickey.  He  was  not. 

The  Chairman.  In  this  case  you  and  he  made  a  contract  be- 
tween each  other? 

Mr.  Dickey.  He  was  to  try  to  give  me  any  leads  that  he  could. 

The  Chairman.  But,  at  any  rate,  he  paid  you  $4,000? 

Mr.  Dicket.  That  is  right. 

The  Chairman.  It  never  happened  before  in  the  conduct  of  yotir 
business? 

Mr  Dicket.  Not  to  my  knowledge;  no,  air. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  I  have  Just  one  question  and  Z  am  through,  Mr. 
Dickey,  Tou  testified  that  you  obtained  about  60  different  kinds 
of  newDpapera, 

Mr.  DirxET.  Tea,  air. 

ICr.  DtcxarcjN.  And  that  your  gUl  or  secretary  dug  out  oartaln 
information. 

Mr.  Dicket.  Tea. 

Mr.  Dicxbtcin.  That  dealt  with  somethlni  aa  to  what  thU  coun- 
try ia  thinking  about.    la  that  correct? 

Mr.  Dickey    Yea  ^  _^^ 

Mr.  Dickstein.  That  bad  nothing  to  do  with  yotir  oontraot  with 
the  raUway,  did  it? 


Mr.  Dickey.  It  helped  us  advise  about  the  state  of  opinion  In  this 
country,  because,  Mr.  Dickstein,  promotion  of  any  travel  or  trade 
depends  a  lot  on  what  the  public  sentiment  is  toward  your  coun- 
try, when  you  are  promoting  a  travel  or  trade  prospect. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  But  these  documents  were  Just  simply  editorials 
in  certain  newspapers  dealing  with  a  foreign  matter  other  than 
what  you  were  contracting  to  do  there? 

Mr.  Dickey.  But  those  editorials  were  an  Indication  of  American 
opinion. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  What  was  the  opinion  in  the  American  edltorlalsf 
Now  that  you  say  It  was  an  opinion,  let  me  ask  that. 

Mr.  Dickey.  Do  you  have  to  ask  me,  Mr.  Dickstein? 

Mr.  Dickstein.  I  know. 

Mr.  Dickey.  Can  you  not  guess? 

Mr.  Dickstein.  I  can  guess,  but  I  would  rather  have  It  In  this 
record. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  he  has  frankly  expressed  himself  to  the 
effect  that  he  does  not  agree  with  certain  policies. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  He  is  Just  finishing  his  answer,  and  then  I  am 
through. 

Mr.  Dicket.  It  was  pretty  bad,  and  that  is  why  we  get  this 
contract.    It  was  pretty  bad  and  is  still  bad. 

CAN    ONLY    NAME   ONE    THING    VIERECK    Dm 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Now.  you  told  us  one  thing  which  Viereck  did. 
What  else  did  he  do,  if  it  is  not  too  much  to  ask  you?  What  else 
in  an  outstanding  way  did  he  do  for  you? 

M.  Dicket.  That  Is  about  all.  Mr.  Dickstein, 

Mr.  Dickstein.  That  was  the  only  single  thing  which  Viereck 
did? 

Mr.  Dickey.  He  wrote  a  few  items  for  his  Economic  Bulletin. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Does  he  not  write  articles  for  amy  other  news- 
papers? 

Mr.  Dicket.  Not  under  any  arrangement  for  us. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Does  your  contract  provide  that  he  should  write 
articles  for  you?     It  does  not,  does  it? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  His  second  contract  for  receiving  a  commission 
does  not  require  him  to  write  any  articles  for  you? 

Mr.  Dickey.  No;  but  It  Is  assumed. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  You  assume  things? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Outside  of  this  conference,  Viereck  did  nothing 
further,  outside  of  writing  an  article.  Did  you  publish  that  article 
which  he  wrote? 

Mr.  Dickey.  Yes;  various  Items  in  that  bulletin  he  compiled  and 

wrote. 

Ml-.  Weideman.  To  a  great  extent  the  money  which  Viereck  got, 
to  use  the  vernacular,  was  his  cut  from  your  fee? 

Mr.  Dickey.  That  is  right. 

The  Chairman.  For  $1,000  a  month,  did  you  not  expect  to  have 
his  whole  time? 

Mr.  Dickey.  I  think  so. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  Is  all.     Any  further  questions? 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  going  now  to  offer  for  the 
record 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  through  with  Mr.  Dickey? 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  all,  Mr.  Dickey. 

Mr.  Dickey.  Are  you  through  with  me,  gentlemen? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dickey.  Con  I  go  back  home  now? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir.  We  tried  to  accommodate  you  by  tak- 
ing you  on  first. 

Mr.  Dickey.  Thank  you  very  much. 

(Witness  excused.) 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Excuse  me  a  minute.  Senator.  I  want  to  call  Mr. 
Dickey's  partner  and  ask  him  one  or  two  questions. 

Mr.  Hardwick.  Tes,  sir. 

Statement  or  V.  Lancaster,  Treasurer  or  L/r.  Coi>.  Carl  Byoxr  A 

AS.SOCIATES 

(V.  Lancaster  was  sworn  and  testified  as  follows:) 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Tou  are  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Byolr  &  Oo. 

Mr.  Lancaster.  Byolr  &  Associates, 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Byolr  &  Associates.     What  work  do  you  do? 

Mr.  Lancaster.  I  am  the  treasurer  and  business  manager. 

Mr,  Dickstein.  Tou  do  not  know  anything  about  the  negotiations 
of  the  contract  between  the  German  railway  and  your  firm? 

Mr.  LANCASTEa.  No;  I  do  not  enter  into  that  part. 

Mr.  Dickstein,  Tou  are  Just  taking  care  of  the  books? 

Mr.  Lancaster.  Just  buslnoaa  manager. 

Mr,  Dickstein,  Bualneas  manager.  Have  you  got  your  account* 
here? 

Mr.  LANCAsm.  No;  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Dickstein.  Have  you  an  entry  of  this  $4,000  In  caah  by  ths 
German  conaul? 

Mr,  LANCAaTER.  Tea,  air;  there  ia  a  Jmirnal  entry  of  It, 

Mr.  DicxaTEiN.  Waa  that  money  depoaitod  in  the  bank? 

Mr.  Lancastzr.  No;  it  waa  not. 

SrUT    OCRMAN    COMSUX    MOKXT    BflWEtM    LZCtnXMAMT   OOLOirXL   BTOa 

AND  DtCICST 

Mr.  DicxsTEur.  What  happened  to  that  money?  How  waa  It 
divided? 

Mr.  Lancaster.  Aa  I  underaUnd  It.  I  gave  Mr.  Byolr,  Z  think  it 
waa,  $a.OOO,  and  I  think  I  gave  Dickey  $3,000. 

Mr.  DxcxsTBzar.  Byolr  $3,000  and  Dickey  $3,000? 
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Mr.  L.AKCA8TBL  I  am  not  sure  of  the  exact  flgwes.  but  tbat  Is 
about  what  it  was. 

Mr.  DicKSTON.  How  about  Vlereck?    Did  he  get  any  ol  It? 

Mr.  LAKCATEa.  I  do  not  recall;  he  might  have.  He  was  to  get  a 
15-percent  commission,  so  that  he  might  have  got  some,  but  I  am 
not  sure. 

Mr.  DicKSTOif.  Now,  do  you  recall  testifying,  in  answer  to  my 
question,  before  me  as  a  committee: 

"The  amount  was  all  In  cash.  I  only  deposited,  you  see,  about 
$780.  The  two  amounts  were  withheld  by  the  other  two  partners, 
and  I  believe  Mr.  Vlereck — I  believe — I  am  not  sure  whether  he  got 
commissions  on  that  amount  at  that  time." 

Is  that  what  you  testified  to? 

Mr.  Lancasteh.  Tes.  sir;  that  Is  It. 

Mr.  DicxsTKiN.  Can  you  tell  us  now  how  much  Vlereck  got  from 
that  amount  of  money? 

Mr.  IiANCASTBi.  No:  I  do  not  know  exactly.  He  should  have 
gotten  15  percent. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  special 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  LMr. 
BrtsonI  is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  BRYSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  there  was  until  a  short  while 

'  ago  great  hope  for  a  world  civilization  to  be  based  on  right 

>  and  justice.  That  was  the  civilization  in  which  we  believed, 
the  civilization  by  which  we  set  our  standards  and  for  which 
we  cast  our  future  plans.  Unhappily,  we  are  now  living  in 
a  world  which  no  longer  moves  toward  that  goal  of  civiliza- 

-^  tkm.  We  are,  this  very  moment,  living  in  a  world  in  which 
right  and  Justice  have  been  challenged  and  might  seems  to  be 
triumpliing. 

There  is  nothing  but  tragedy  in  the  present  world  outlook. 
Today  two  democracies  in  Europe  fight  a  losing  battle  against 
two  dictatorships;  tomorrow  we  may  find  ourselves  living  in  a 
world  in  which  we  are  the  lone  supporters  of  democracy,  a 
world  which  may  be  threatened  by  the  domination  of  dicta- 
torships to  the  east  and  to  the  west  of  us.    It  is  indeed  a 

^ery  unpromising  outlook  for  America. 

KTXOPE'S   OKAfH    STSTTGCUE   rOR   FRIXDOM 

Let  us  be  thankful,  though,  for  the  fact  that  as  a  Nation 
believing  in  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness,  we 
are  fully  aware  of  what  is  happening  abroad  and  equally 
conscious  of  what  may  be  the  consequences  of  Europe's 
death  struggle  for  freedom.  Yes,  as  a  free  people  we  fully 
realize  that  ours  is  the  Herculean  task  of  preparing  this 
Nation  overnight  against  any  and  every  eventuality — but 
In  that  our  determination  is  rising  to  the  supreme  heights. 
Certainly  4t  is  no  exaggeration  to  assert  that  we  are  In  the 
midst  of  one  of  the  most  critical  periods  In  the  history  of  this 
Nation.    That  is  a  statement  of  fact. 

As  terrible  as  it  may  be  to  contemplate,  there  stares  us 
In  the  face  the  possibility,  even  the  probability,  that  Eng- 
land and  France  may  go  down  fighting  for  our  type  of 
civilization.  That  Is  something  we  pray  shall  not  come  to 
pass;  but  If  England  and  Prance  do  go  down  to  defeat,  we 
must  with  our  own  hands  make  the  pen  of  history  write  that 
they  did  not  go  down  in  vain.  Rather.  It  must  be  said  that 
their  great  mistake — the  mistake  of  unpreparedness — taught 
us  a  lesson.  They  have  made  us  a  Nation  forewarned,  it  is 
for  us  to  make  ourselves  a  Nation  forearmed. 

ACTION,   8PIXD,    AKD   HXSULTS   DEMANDED 

The  task  of  making  this  Nation  forearmed — fully  pre- 
pared to  successfully  meet  any  eventuality— calls  for  greatly 
Increased  defense  appropriations  and  broad  expansion  of 
productive  capacity  as  first  essentials,  demands  speed  and 
action  as  prime  requisites  and  requires  immediate  results 
for  the  test  of  effectiveness.  Thus,  the  path  we  must  take 
Is  clearly  marked,  the  time  in  which  we  must  reach  the 
.  goal  to  which  it  leads  is  definitely  limited.  We  must  achieve 
the  objective  of  adequate  national  defense,  not  eventually, 
not  gradually,  but  immediately,  that  is,  almost  at  once.  In 
a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  I  recently  stated  that  our 
task  of  preparedness  must  be  accomplished  with  speed  of 
unparalleled  quickness. 

The  swiftness  with  which  Congress  has  acted  on  defense 
appropriations  recommended  by  the  President  is  reassuring. 
In  less  than  2  weeks  we  have  appropriated  $4,000,000,000  for 
national  defense  purposes  and  if  the  situation  in  Europe 
continues  to  grow  more  menacing  I  do  not  believe  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  will  hesitate  in  supporting  a  bill  for 


another  two.  three,  four  billion  dollars  or  whatever  amount 
seems  advisable. 

In  an  address  delivered  before  the  National  Democratic 
League  early  last  month  I  said: 

For  some  months  now  the  President  and  the  Congress,  \mder 
his  leadership,  have  l)een  laying  fortifications,  fortifications  against 
this  country's  Involvement  In  war  abroad  and  fortifications  against 
invasion  of  this  country  by  any  foreign  power.  The  President 
called  the  Congress  Into  extraordinary  session  last  September 
shortly  after  the  outbreak  of  the  European  war.  We  were  not 
long  In  adopting  legislation  which  not  only  reaffirmed  our  desire 
to  keep  America  out  of  war  but  also  effectuated  the  means  of 
keeping  us  cut.  •  •  •  And  during  the  years  of  this  administra- 
tion we  have  strengthened  our  national  defenses  all  along  the  line. 
Yes;  we  have  appropriated  large  sums  of  money  for  national  defense 
purposes  and  the  Congress  Is  now  giving  serloxis  and  carefxil  con- 
sideration to  many  supplemental  recommendations  made  by  the 
President  and  War  Department  officials.  Provision  has  been  made 
for  not  only  the  construction  of  a  large  number  of  planes  for  our 
Air  Corps  and  battleships  for  our  Navy,  but  also  for  the  purchase 
of  large  quantities  of  equipment  for  other  divisions  of  the  service. 
Secretary  of  War  Woodrlng  recently  stated  that  "The  past  12 
months  have  seen  Intensive  governmental  effort  to  mend  the 
gaps  In  ovir  military  fences." 

TO   KEEP  AMXXICA  OtTT  OF   WAB;    TO  KEEP   WAE  OOT  OT   AMBUTA 

On  that  occasion  I  also  said: 

Because  of  what  has  been  done  to  preserve  the  neutrality  of 
this  Nation  and  because  of  what  steps  have  been  taken  to  meet 
Its  needs  for  adequate  national  defense,  we  may  look  to  the 
future  in  the  hope  that  we  are  prepared  to  keep  America  frpm 
going  to  war  and  keep  war  from  coming  to  America.  It  la  to 
these  objectives  of  peace  and  security  that  this  administration  Is 
directing  every  ounce  of  its  energy  at  this  very  moment.  And 
here,  without  elaboration.  I  should  like  to  describe  the  President's 
foreign  policy  In  a  single  statement  by  saying  that  It  Is  a  thing 
of  outstanding  statesmanship,  protecting  American  Interests  in 
the  present  world  crisis  and  doing  the  all-Important  Job  of  keep- 
ing us  out  of  Europe's  war. 

In  considering  our  defensive  needs  it  is  most  important 
to  remember  that  this  Nation  is  the  world's  greatest  economic 
power.  With  only  7  percent  of  the  world's  population  and 
6  i>ercent  of  the  world's  area,  we  own  80  percent  of  the 
motorcars  In  me.  33  percent  of  the  railroads,  and  operate 
60  percent  of  the  world's  telephone  and  telegraph  facilities. 
We  consume  48  percent  of  the  world's  coffee,  63  percent  of 
its  tin,  56  percent  of  its  rubber.  21  percent  of  its  sugar, 
72  percent  of  its  silk,  and  60  percent  of  its  petroleum.  We 
produce  60  percent  of  the  world's  wheat  and  cotton,  50  per- 
cent of  the  copper  and  pig  iron,  70  percent  of  the  oil — and 
so  on. 

It  is  equally  Important,  however,  for  us  to  realize  that  our 
great  economic  power  is  only  potential  military  power;  and 
economic  power  cannot  be  converted  into  military  power 
overnight.  In  time  of  war  tanks  must  be  on  the  field  of 
battle,  airplanes  in  the  air,  ships  at  sea.  and  fully  equipped 
armies  on  the  march.  Economic  resources  do  not  halt  in- 
vading armies.  Only  steel  fashioned  to  smash  the  invaders' 
thrust  serves  to  protect  a  nation  at  war. 

roses   TO    MATCH    rOKCI 

At  the  beginning  of  the  European  war  the  tendency  was 
to  assume  that  the  Allies  would  win  the  war  because  their 
economic  resources  were  greater  than  those  of  Germany. 
But  now  we  know  that  to  possess  economic  advantage  is  not 
enough,  to  have  superiority  in  resources  is  not  enough,  to 
live  by  high  ideals  of  Justice  and  right  Is  not  enough.  We 
know,  in  short,  that  nothing  will  suffice  to  combat  force  save 
greater  force.  England  and  Prance  did  have  the  resources 
to  match  Germany  tank  for  tank  and  plane  for  plane,  but 
the  Important  point  is  that  they  failed  to  turn  out  the  neces- 
sary tanks  and  planes.  Largely  because  they  failed  to  build 
defenses  when  defenses  should  have  been  built  England  and 
Prance  are  today  fighting  with  their  backs  to  the  wall.  Here 
again  our  path  Is  clearly  marked:  We  must  prepare  and  pre- 
pare quickly:  defend  and  defend  adequately. 

Yes.  we  must  prepare  and  prepare  quickly,  defend  and 
defend  adequately,  not  for  war  but  for  peace.  It  was  Wash- 
ington who  said,  "To  be  prepared  for  war  is  one  of  the  most 
effectual  means  of  preserving  peace."  When  speaking  at  a 
national-defense-week  celebration  of  the  Spartanburg,  S.  C. 
Reserve  Officers'  Association  on  February  22  last,  I  pointed 
out  that  the  Europe  of  Washington's  day,  in  many  respects. 
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resembles  the  Europe  of  our  day.  The  year  1790.  as  in  the 
year  1940,  wars  and  rumors  of  wars  still  more  devastating 
stalked  the  European  Continent.  Hien,  as  now,  the  United 
States  seemed  fortunately  outside  the  theater  of  war;  but 
Washington,  realizing  America's  need  for  a  stronger  system 
of  national  defense,  said: 

The  disturbed  situation  of  Efurope  •  •  •  while  It  ought  to 
make  us  the  mere  thankful  for  the  general  peace  and  security 
enjoyed  by  the  United  States,  reminds  us  at  the  same  time  of  the 
circumspection  with  which  It  becomes  us  to  preserve  these  blessings. 

BlSFONSIBnJTT  TO  SAIXCUAU)  AND  PaOTBCT 

With  firmness  and  resolution,  I  say  that  we  are  at  this 
grave  hour — more  than  ever  before — a  nation  grimly  deter- 
mined to  preserve  for  our  posterity  the  blessings  of  a  free 
people.  Speaking  before  us  on  the  occasion  of  the  one  htm- 
dred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  first  meeting  of  the 
Congress,  Chief  Justice  Hughes  said: 

The  most  significant  fact  In  connection  with  this  anniversary  la 
that  after  150  years  •  •  •  despite  direct  attack  and  subversive 
influences,  there  is  every  Indication  that  the  vastly  preponderant 
sentiment  of  the  American  people  Is  that  our  form  of  government 
shall  be  preserved. 

Today  it  Is  our  responsibility  to  safeguard  and  protect  the 
lives  of  our  people  and  their  property  against  death  and 
destruction  so  that  our  form  of  government  shall  not  perish 
even  in  a  world  of  dictatorships. 

If  it  costs  billions  and  billions  to  produce  airplanes,  naval 
craft,  tanks,  and  other  units  of  mechanized  equipment  then 
we  make  the  sacrifice  of  spending  those  billions  and  billions. 
If  it  costs  billions  and  billions  more  to  build  inland  air  bases 
and  coast-line  fortifications,  then  we  make  the  sacrifice  of 
spending  billions  and  billions  more.  But  out  of  the  billions 
and  billions  we  spend  for  national  defense  we  shall  tolerate  no 
"profiteering."  The  American  people  are  willing  to  make  the 
sacrifice  for  adequate  national  defense,  but  the  sacrifice 
they  make  must  be  for  no  other  reason.  Of  our  defense  ex- 
penditures not  one  penny  will  we  permit  being  funneled  off 
into  the  profiteers'  money  hoard. 

CONTEaSMCS    WTTH    PRESIOEirT    ■OOSZVELT — PBOnTEESINO    BANNED 

Shortly  after  the  outbreak  of  the  European  War  last  Sep- 
tember, I  went  to  the  White  House  with  a  small  group  of 
Members  of  Congress  to  discuss  the  problem  of  profiteering 
which  came  into  view  at  that  time.  Then  the  President 
privately  gave  every  assurance  that  definite  steps  would  be 
taken  to  guard  against  war  profiteering.  More  recently  he 
has  In  public  utterances  stated  his  firm  determination  to  pre- 
vent the  feeding  of  a  new  crop  of  millionaires  on  the  sub- 
stance of  our  defense  spending.  The  individual  who  willfully 
engages  in  exploitation  at  this  time  of  national  crisis  Is  an 
enemy  of  this  Nation's  future. 

If  our  enemies  from  without  be  dangerous,  our  enemies 
from  within  are  nonetheless  vicious.  Not  only  must  we 
move  to  check  the  spread  of  "certain  sinister  influences  and 
minorities,"  which,  as  you  so  well  stated  to  us  last  year.  Mr. 
Speaker,  are  "seeking  to  sap  and  mine  the  pillars"  of  our 
temple  of  freedom — not  only  must  we  check  these  forces  but 
we  must  also  check  the  modem  spy,  the  streamlined  saboteur, 
known  as  the  "fifth  column"  adherent.  Our  action  against 
these  disciples  of  subversive  treachery  must  be  swift  and 
thorough. 

AinatlCAN   IXOTOIf    AOAHf   tXSCS   TO    THE   OOCASIOW 

As  to  our  ability  to  ferret  these  enemiec  out  of  their 
hiding.  I  have  no  doubt.  The  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion is  quietly  doing  a  superb  job.  The  American  Legion 
once  more  stands  on  guard  for  the  security  of  the  American 
people.  This  time  their  operations  are  going  forward  on  the 
home  front  with  great  effectiveness.  There  are  other  groups 
of  patriotic  citizens  who  have  Joined  together  to  halt  the 
menace  of  "fifth  column"  activities.  The  work  of  each  of 
these  organizations  should  have  our  full  cooperation  and 
support. 

Mr.  Speaker,  before  I  leave  the  floor  of  this  House  and  re- 
tire to  my  seat  I  should  like  to  speak,  as  it  were,  for  the  veter- 
ans of  the  last  war  and  the  mothers  and  fathers  of  sons  who 
live  today  in  the  shadow  of  a  new  war.    I  say  this,  for  I  am  a 
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veteran  of  the  last  war  and  the  father  of  a  son  who  wotiM 
answer  the  call  if  war  were  to  come  again.  Between  the  yes- 
terday in  which  you  and  I  witnessed  the  horror  of  the  last 
war  and  the  today  in  which  our  children  must  witness — come 
face  to  face — ^with  the  horror  of  the  present  war  stand  those 
years  in  which,  as  I  said  at  the  outset,  we  had  great  hope  for 
a  world  civilization  to  be  based  on  right  and  Justice.  Those 
years  are  gone.  And  if  we  must  now  live  in  a  world  in  which 
might  seems  to  be  triumphing  over  right,  I  say  that  those 
who  fought  in  the  last  war  are  willing  to  make  new  sacrifices 
and  those  who  may  be  called  to  defend  this  Nation  against 
future  invasion  stand  ready  to  make  their  sacrifices,  however 
great  they  may  be.  At  last  we  are  again  reminded  of  the 
thought  expressed  by  Theodore  Roosevelt  when  he  said  that 
a  man  who  is  not  good  enough  to  die  for  his  country  is  not  fit 
to  live  for  it. 

But  if  we  make  up  our  minds  to  live— and  Uve  courage- 
ously— ^for  our  country,  that  is,  if  in  living  for  this  Nation  we 
firmly  will  and  highly  resolve  to  make  it  powerful  enough  to 
resist  attack  from  without  and  strong  enough  to  withstand 
destruction  from  within,  I  do  not  believe  that  we  shall  be 
compelled  to  sacrifice  lives  for  the  right  to  live  in  the  world  of 
tomorrow.  That  I  believe,  because  as  Washington  said,  "To 
be  prepared  for  war  is  one  of  the  most  effectual  means  of  pre- 
serving peace."     [Applause.] 

ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title,  which  was 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  6446.  An  act  to  amend  section  4  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  authorize  the  city  of  Pierre,  S.  Dak.,  to  construct, 
equip,  maintain,  and  operate  on  Farm  Island,  S.  Dak.,  certain 
amusement  and  recreational  facilities,  to  charge  for  the  use 
thereof,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  August  16,  1937. 

The  Speaker  announced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills  of 
the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  1560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amos  B.  Cole; 

S.  2013.  An  act  to  amend  the  Code  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  provide  for  the  organization  and  regulation  of 
cooperative  associations,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8.  2782.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  W.  Klnderman; 

S.  3683.  An  act  to  remove  the  time  limit  for  cooperation 
between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  In  the  development  of  farm  units  on  public 
lands  under  Federal  reclamation  projects;  and 

8.  3813.  An  act  to  authorize  the  presentation  of  a  special 
gold  medal  to  WllLam  Slnnott. 

ADJ0T7RNMCNT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  7  o'clock  and 
41  minutes  p.  m.),  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday.  June  12,  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

COMMITTEE  ON  IMMIGRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  NaturalizaUon  on  Wednesday,  June  12,  1940.  at  10:30 
a.  m..  for  the  consideration  of  unfinished  business. 

COMMITTTEE  ON  THE  JTTDICIART 

On  Wednesday,  June  12.  1940,  at  10  a.  m.,  there  will  be 
held  before  Subcommittee  No.  I  of  the  Cwnmittce  on  the 
Judiciary  a  hearing  on  House  Joint  Resolution  553,  to  author- 
ize the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  to  conduct  investigations  in  the  interests  of  national 
defense,  and  for  the  purpose  to  permit  wire  tapping.  The 
hearing  will  be  held  in  the  Judiciary  Committee  room,  346 
House  Office  Building. 

COMMITTEK   ON   INTERSTATK   AND   lOREXGN   COMMEBCI 

On  Wednesday,  June  12,  1940,  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  will  hold  a  hearing  on  8.  4108.  invest- 
ment trusts. 
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COMMTTTBr  ON  MINIS  AND  MINING 

The  Sixbcommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  that  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  S.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Thurs- 
day. June  13.  and  Friday.  June  14.  1940.  at  10  a.  m.  In  the 
committee  rooms  in  the  New  House  OflBce  Building. 

MEETING  OF  IRRIGATION  AND  RECLAMATION  COMMITTEB 

The  Committee  on  Irri^tion  and  Reclamation  will  meet 
at  10:30  a.  m..  Friday.  June  14,  In  room  128  House  OfQce 
Building,  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  8078. 


REPORTS    OP   COMMITTEES    ON    PUBUC    BILLS    AND 
I  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  FADDIS:  Committee  on  MiLtary  Affairs.  Supple- 
mental report  to  part  n  to  accompany  Hoilse  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 555.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  observance,  safe- 
guarding, and  enforcement  of  neutrality,  and  the  strengthen- 
ing of  the  national  defense,  and  the  promotion  of  peace 
(Rept.  No.  2493).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  TAYLOR:  Committee  on  Appropriations.  H.  R.  10055. 
A  bill  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  national 
defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941.  and  for  other 
purposes:  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2497).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia:  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
H.  R.  10030.  A  bill  increasing  the  number  of  naval  aviators  in 
line  of  the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  for  other 
purposes:  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2498) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BLAND:  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries. H.  R.  6572.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936.  as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war-risk  insurance 
and  reinsurance  and  for  marine  risk  reinsurance,  and  for 
other  purposes;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2499).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE:  Conunittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  S.  3018.  An  act  to  amend  section  210  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934.  approved  June  19.  1934  (48  Stat. 
1073;  47  U.  S.  C.  210) .  so  as  to  i>ernut  commumcation  utilities 
to  contribute  free  services  to  the  national  defense;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2500) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  H.  R.  9981.  A 
bill  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  facilities  In  Mar- 
jcrie  Park,  Davis  Island,  Tampa,  Fla..  and  for  other  purposes; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2502) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  CROSSER:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. H.  R.  9955.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  more  uniform 
coverage  of  certain  persons  employed  in  coal-mining  opera- 
tions with  respect  to  insurance  benefits  provided  for  by  cer- 
tain Federal  acts,  and  for  other  purposes:  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2503).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  LEA:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Conmierce. 
H.  R.  9899.  A  bill  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority  over  certain  air-mail  services,  and  for 
other  purposes;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2505).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  LEA:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
H.  R.  10014.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act,  1920,  as 
amended;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2506).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  LEA:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. S.  3927.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Washington  National  Airport,  and  for  other 
purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2507).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ROMJUE:  Committee  on  the  Post  OflBce  and  Post 
Roads.  H.  R.  9990.  A  bill  to  amend  section  4008  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  relating  to  transportation  of  foreign  mails; 


without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2508).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ROMJUE:  Committee  on  the  Post  OfQce  and  Post 
Roads.  H.  R.  9991.  A  bill  to  amend  section  4021  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  and  to  repeal  section  4023  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes relating  to  establishment  of  postal  agencies;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2509).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DIMOND:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  H.  R.  9391. 
A  bill  to  amend  section  40.  National  Defense  Act.  as  amended, 
relating  to  the  organization  of  the  Reserve  OflBcers'  Training 
Corps,  so  as  to  provide  for  an  exception  with  respect  to  the 
University  of  Alaska;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2510). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia:  Committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses.  S.  4026.  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  Department,  and 
for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  2511).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm. 

Mr.  WOOD:  Committee  on  War  Claims.  S.  3097.  An  act 
for  the  relief  of  Katherine  M.  Drier;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2501).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI:  Conunittee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.  H.  R.  9693.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Rosaria  Tumminello  Cimino;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2504).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  Bn.T.S  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  xxn.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington: 
H.  R.  10056.  A  bill  to  provide  revenue,  equalize  taxation, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  GEYER  of  California: 
H.  R.  10057.  A  bill  to  provide  revenue,  equalize  taxation, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  LANHAM: 
H.  R.  10058.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  preventing 
the  publication  of  inventions  in  the  national  interest,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Patents. 
By  Mr.  WHELCHEL: 
H.  R.  10059.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  protection  and  preser- 
vation of  domestic  sources  of  iron  and  steel;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means.  [ 
By  Mr.  DINGELL: 
H.  R.  10060.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  prohibition  on  purchase  or 
sale  of  obligations  of  certain  foreign  countries;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  KEOGH: 
H.  R.  10061.  A  bill  to  consolidate  certain  exceptions  to  sec- 
tion 3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and  to  improve  the  United 
States   Code;    to   the  Committee   on  Expenditures  in   the 
Executive  Departments. 
By  Mr.  DIMOND: 
H.  R.  10064.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construction  of  a  high- 
way to  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on  Roads. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memorials  were  presented 
and  referred  as  follows: 

By  The  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  memorializing  the  President  and  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  consider  their  House  Con- 
current Resolution  No.  5,  with  reference  to  the  defense  pro- 
gram; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Maine, 
memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  consider  their  memorial  dated  Jime  6,  1940,  con- 
cerning defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BHTfi  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  CLAYPOOL: 

H.  R.  10062.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  survivors  of  Allan 
W.  Macbeth;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  WALTER: 

H.  R.  10063.  A  bill  to  record  the  lawful  admission  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence  of  Ona  Lovclklene 
and  children,  Edmundos  and  Regina;  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 


'  PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

8682.  By  Mr.  ENGLEBRIGHT:  Resolution  of  Placer  County 
Bar  Association,  relative  to  proposed  amendment  to  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8683.  By  Mr.  BARTER  of  New  York:  Petition  of  sundry 
citizens  of  Buffalo,  N.  Y..  opposing  entrance  of  the  ^ited 
States  In  the  European  war;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

8684.  By  Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the  New 
York  State  Teachers  Association.  Albany,  N.  Y.,  representing 
47.000  teachers,  urging  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
make  available  sufiBclent  funds  for  carrying  on  a  program  to 
train  workmen  for  the  essential  war  industries  In  connection 
with  the  national-defense  program,  under  the  direction  of 
existing  educational  agencies;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropri- 
ations. 

8685.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Postmasters,  urging  immediate  enact- 
ment of  House  bill  9923,  for  the  benefit  of  fourth-class 
postmasters:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads. 

8686.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  District  Council  of 
Carpenters,  representing  21.000  mechanics,  urging  immediate 
enactment  of  Senate  bill  591.  known  as  the  Wagner  housing 
bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8687.  Also,  petition  of  the  Retail  Drug  Store  Employees 
Union.  Local  1199,  urging  that  efforts  be  made  to  keep  our 
country  out  of  war;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8688.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Foundation  for  the 
Blind,  Inc.,  of  New  York  City,  urging  immediate  maximum 
assistance  to  the  Allies;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8689.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  State  Teachers  Asso- 
ciation, representing  47,000  teachers,  advocating  appropria- 
tion of  sufficient  funds  by  the  Congress  to  enable  them  to  carry 
out  the  educational  part  of  the  preparedness  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8690.  Also,  petition  of  the  Czechoslovak  National  Council 
of  America,  supporting  every  phase  of  the  national -defense 
program  calculated  to  give  security  to  this  Nation;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8691.  Also,  petition  of  the  eastern  regional  conference  of  the 
National  Woman's  Party,  In  convention  assembled  in  Atlantic 
City,  advocating  adoption  of  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
referring  to  equal  rights  now  before  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
clai-y:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8692.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Local  599,  Interna- 
tional Union.  United  Automobile  Workers  of  America,  Flint, 
Mich.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  ref- 
erence to  Senate  bill  591,  United  States  Housing  Authority 
program;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8693.  Also,  petition  of  V.  Rendon  and  sundry  others,  of 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  war;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 


8694.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  State  Teachers  Asso- 
ciation, Albany.  N,  Y.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  funds  for  educational  program;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education. 

8695.  Also,  petition  of  the  Citizens'  Association  of  Chevy 
Chase,  D.  C,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8696.  Also,  petition  of  the  Steel  Workers  Organizing  Com- 
mittee, Auxiliary  No.  2058,  Congress  of  Industrial  Organiza- 
tions, California,  petiticming  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8697.  Also,  petition  of  sundry  people  of  Pendleton,  Oreg., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8698.  Also,  petition  of  the  Czechoslovak  National  Council 
of  America,  Chicago,  111.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  the  "fifth  column";  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

8699.  Also,  petition  of  Local  No.  65,  United  Shoe  Workers 
of  America,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  House  bill  9858,  concerning  immigration; 
to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8700.  Also,  petition  of  Lodge  132,  Congress  of  Industrial 
Organizations,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  House  bill  9858,  concerning  immigration; 
to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8701.  Also,  petition  of  the  Photo  Engravers  Local,  No.  11, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolu- 
tion with  reference  to  Senate  bill  591,  United  States  Housing 
Authority  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. 

8702.  Also,  petition  of  the  Niagara  Falls  Department  of 
Education,  New  York,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  appropriation  for  mechanical  trades; 
to  the  Committee  on  Education. 

8703.  By  Mr.  IZAC:  Petition  of  undersigned  widows  of  the 
Civil  War.  requesting  an  increase  of  $10  a  month;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8704.  By  Mr.  WHITTINGTON:  Petition  of  Keesler  Ham- 
rick  Gillespie  Post,  No.  29,  of  the  American  Legion,  Green- 
wood, Miss.,  urging  Immediate  aid  to  England  and  France: 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  June  12,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Tuesday.  May  28.  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Z^Bamey  T,  Phillips,  D.  D.,  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

O  Lord,  Most  High,  who  art  our  strength  and  our  Joy,  who 
hast  committed  to  us  the  swift  and  solemn  trust  of  life,  since 
we  know  not  what  a  day  may  bring  forth,  we  beseech  Thee 
to  guide  us  through  the  coming  hours  imto  a  better  knowl- 
edge of  Thy  will ;  and  do  Thou  bestow  upon  us  for  our  present 
urgent  need  the  dew  of  Thy  heavenly  grace. 

Grant  unto  Thy  servants  to  whom  has  been  given  the 
responsibility  of  administering  the  affairs  of  this  Nation  that, 
being  unafraid  in  contending  for  the  right,  they  may  ever 
stand  for  the  maintenance  of  the  spiritual  integrity  of  Amer- 
ica amidst  the  corruption  and  horror  that  are  in  the  world 
through  the  lust  of  power  and  the  spirit  of  covetousness  and 
revenge. 

Remember,  Lord,  In  loving  pity,  especially  those  who,  by 
this  awful  tragedy,  have  been  made  destitute  and  homeless, 
whose  burdens  Thou  hast  called  on  us  to  share,  and,  as  we 
face  new  duties  every  hour,  do  Thou  remove  from  us  all 
artificiality  of  life,  all  that  is  unreal  and  insincere,  that  we 
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may  stand  before  the  world  with  a  conscience  void  of  offense 
toward  Thee  and  alJ  mankind.  We  ask  it  in  our  Saviour's 
name.   Amen. 

THE  JOTJRNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Bailey,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Jotunal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Tuesday,  June  11. 1940.  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal 
was  approved. 

^  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Callo- 
way, one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6044)  to  regulate  the  number  of  war- 
rant and  commissioned  warrant  ofQcers  in  the  Marine  Corps. 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  reports  of  the  committees  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  following  bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  8026.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes:  and 

H.  R.  9848.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisi- 
tion of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  public 
works,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  50)  rescinding  the 
action  of  the  Speaker  in  signing  Senate  Joint  Resolution  59. 
relating  to  prison-made  goods,  and  authorizing  its  enrollment 
with  an  amendment. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  the 
following  bills,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate: 

H.  R.  10009.  An  act  to  amend  section  13  (d)  of  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act;  and 
^     H.  R.  10039.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national 
preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide 
a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  BARKLET.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Danaher 

LaPoUette 

Schwellenbach 

Andrews 

Davis 

Lee 

Sheppard 

A.shurst 

Donabey 

Lodge 

Shlpstead 

Austin 

Downey 

Lucas 

Slattery 

Bailey 

Ellender 

Lundeen 

Smith 

Bankhead 

George 

McKellar 

Stewart 

Barbour 

Gerry 

McNary 

Taft 

Barkley 

Gillette 

Maloney 

Thomas,  Idabp 

Bilbo 

Green 

Mead 

Thomas,  Okla! 

Bone 

Guffey 

Miller 

Thomas,  Utah 

Bridges 

Gurney 

Minton 

Tobey 

Brown 

Hale 

Mxirray 

Townsend 

Bvilow 

Harrison 

Neely 

Truman 

Burke 

Hatch 

Norrls 

Tydlngs 

Byrd 

Hayden 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Byrnes 

Herring 

O'Mahoney 

Van  Nuys 

Capper 

mil 

Overton 

Wagner 

Caraway 

Holman 

Plttman 

Walsh 

Chandler 

Holt 

Radcliffe 

Wheeler 

Chavez 

Hughes 

Beed 

White 

Clark.  Idaho 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Reynolds 

WUey 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Russell 

Connally 

King 

Schwartz 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  annoimce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  SmathersJ  is  absent  from  the  Senate  because  of 
illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  tMr.  McCarranI,  and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Pepper]  are  necessarily  detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  annoimce  that  my  colleague  the  junior 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson  1  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Prazier]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ninety  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names.    A  quoriun  is  present. 


SUPPLEMENTAL    ESTIMATE,    LEGISLATIVE    ESTABLISHMENT,    LIBRART 
OF   CONGRESS    (S.   DOC.   NO.   208) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  commu- 
nication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmit- 
ting a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  legis- 
lative establishment.  Library  of  Congress  (books  for  the 
adult  blind),  fiscal  year  1941.  amounting  to  $75,000,  which, 
with  the  accompanying  papers,  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriaticns  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

RELIEF  OF  THE  LATE  JOHN  L.  SXTMMERS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting  a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  for  the  relief  of  the  late  John 
L.  Summers,  former  disbursing  clerk.  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, which,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

PETITIONS   AND   MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition 
of  sundry  members  of  the  Woman's  Club  (member  of  the 
Federation  of  Women's  Clubs)  and  other  citizens,  of  Belvi- 
dere,  N.  J.,  praying  that  the  United  States  may  keep  out  of 
war,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Citizens' 
Association  of  Chevy  Chase,  D.  C,  protesting  against  jjer- 
nicious  activities  of  un-American  organizations  in  the  Nation, 
and  favoring  that  such  subversive  organizations  be  immedi- 
ately outlawed  and  proper  steps  taken  to  prevent  their  clan- 
destine meetings,  especially  in  the  National  Capital,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  executive 
committee  of  the  New  York  State  Teachers'  Association, 
favoring  a  sufficient  appropriation  to  carry  on  a  program  of 
training  workmen  for  essential  war  industries  in  connection 
with  the  national  defense,  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Summit 
Veterans'  Association.  Akron,  Ohio,  praying  that  the  Com- 
munist Party  be  excluded  from  participation  in  the  elections 
of  November  1940,  both  nationally  and  in  the  State  of  Ohio, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tions. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Thirty- 
fourth  Annual  Convention  of  the  Maryland  State  and  District 
of  Columbia  Federation  of  Labor,  held  at  Hagerstown,  Md.. 
favoring  the  prompt  enactment  of  House  bill  801,  providing 
for  the  prevention  of  and  punishment  of  lynching,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HALE  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Maine,  prajrlng  that  all  the  available  resources  of  the 
United  States  for  war  purposes  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
Great  Britain  and  France,  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  presented  the  following  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Maine,  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs: 

Memorial  to  the  honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  tJnlted  States  of  America  In  Congress  assembled,  petitioning 
for  summary  preparedness  steps  to  be  taken  in  Maine 
We.  your  memorialists,  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  State  of  Maine  in  the  special  session,  assembled,  most  re- 
spectfully and  urgently  present  and  petition  your  honorable  body 
as  follows: 

Whereas  the  present  war  In  Europe  has  assumed  a  most  critical 
stage  and  Is  growing  graver  with  each  hour,  and  to  a  point  where 
It  vitally  affects  the  safety  and  weU-belng  of  these,  ovur  United 
States  of  America;  and 

Whereas  the  very  existence  of  governments  of  the  Old  World 
have  been  destroyed  and  are  still  being  threatened  at  thia  very 
moment:  and 

V/hereas  It  was  reliably  reported  over  the  radio  and  In  the  press 
today  that  serlovis  consideration  was  being  given  to  the  plan,  that 
the  Government  of  England  and  Great  Britain  might  be  moved  to 
souM  of  its  possessions,  perhaps  Canada,  which  Dominion  at  pres- 
ent, is  In  a  state  of  declared  war  against  Germany;  and 

Whereas  the  State  of  Maine  occupies  the  northernmost  and  most 
easterly  position  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  less  than  a  day's  distance, 
by  air,  from  Europe;  and 
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Whereas  more  than  half  the  area  of  the  State  of  Maine  forms  a 
penlnsula-Uke  bul^  Into  Canada,  being  bounded  on  the  north, 
east  and  west  by  that  friendly  dominion,  which,  though  engaged 
In  war.  Is  In  nowise  strategically,  defensively,  or  geographically 
equipped  to  resist  Invasion;  and 

Whereas  oiir  own  State  of  Maine  might  be  the  first  land  of  our 
country  to  be  attacked  by  an  enemy  air  or  sea  force  coming  by 
the  most  direct,  great  circle  route  from  Europe;  and 

Whereas,  the  present  preparedness  measures,  bo  ably  and  timely 
advocated  by  our  Commander  in  Chief,  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  that  are  now  being  formulated  by  Congress  assembled,  seem 
to  offer  the  best  methods  of  protecting  and  preventing  our  Nation 
and  the  State  of  Maine  from  being  Invaded:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Resolf>ed,  That  we,  your  memorialists,  do  hereby  respectfully  peti- 
tion and  urge  the  Congress  to  take  such  steps  at  once  as  are  neces- 
sary and  meet  to  best  safeguard  the  State  of  Maine  and  its  people. 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  memorial,  duly  authenticated  by 
the  secretary  of  state,  be  Immediately  transmitted  by  the  secre- 
tary of  state  to  the  proper  officers  and  committees  of  the  United 
States  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  to  each  of  the  Representatives  and  Senators, 
representing  the  State  of  Maine  In  the  United  States  Congress. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
identical  with  the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  WALSH  presented  a  memorial  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Boston.  Mass.,  protesting  against  the  proposed  new  income 
tax  contained  in  pending  legislation  providing  taxation  for 
national  prepsiredness,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Cochituate  (Mass.) 
Young  Republican  Club,  requesting  that  the  United  States 
may  keep  out  of  all  foreign  wars,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Massachusetts  praying  that  the  United  States  extend  ef- 
fective measures  of  aid  to  strengthen  the  Allied  nations  In  the 
present  European  conflict,  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  memorial  of  sundry  citizens,  being  Pull- 
man porters,  of  the  Boston  (Mass.)  district,  remonstrating 
against  the  enactment  of  the  bill  (S.  3798)  to  amend  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  title  49,  chapter  1,  section  1,  by 
adding  two  paragraphs  after  paragraph  11  of  said  section  to 
be  known  as  paragraphs  11a  and  lib,  pertaining  to  the  super- 
vision of  sleeping  cars  and  providing  penalties,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

He  also  presented  resolutions  of  the  Yankee  Division  Vet- 
erans Association.  Boston.  Mass..  favoring  the  strengthening 
of  the  national  defense  and  the  curbing  and  elimination  of 
all  subversive  activities  In  the  United  States,  which  were  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

I       IHB  NATIONAL  DEFENSE — PETITION 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  ask  consent  to  present  a  petition  signed 
by  simdry  citizens  of  Portales,  N.  Mex.,  which  I  also  request 
be  printed  in  the  Record  and  appropriately  referred. 

•niere  being  no  objection,  the  petition  was  referred  to  the 

Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 

the  Record  without  all  of  the  names  attached  thereto,  as 

follows: 

PORTAUS,  N.  Mex.,  June  10,  1940. 
Senator  Cakl  A.  Hatch, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 
We  suggest  an  amendment  to  the  National  Defense  Act  to  pro- 
vide   for    a    standing    army    of    1.000.000    men,    universal    military 
service,  and  a  thousand  planes  and  bombers  daily  and  men  to  use 

H.  D.  Wood, 
D.    M.    MooRK, 
C.    C.    Btnttm, 
(And  Sundry  Other  Citizens.) 

doctor's    day — RESOLirnON    OF    AMERICAN    MEDICAL    ASSOCIATION 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  since  the  acts  of  the  Senate  are 
so  often  criticized  I  am  sure  it  will  be  gratifying  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  body  to  read  a  resolution  Just  passed  by  the 
American  Medical  Association  during  their  session  In  the 
dty  of  New  York  this  week.  I  ask  that  the  resolution  be 
printed  in  the  Record  as  a  pert  of  my  remarks,  and  lie  on  the 
table. 


Ttiere  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Wbereas  Senator  Theodobz  O.  Bilbo,  of  the  SUte  of  Mississippi. 
Introduced  into  the  United  States  Senate  a  resoliitlon  declaring 
June  22  a  day  to  be  known  as  Doctor's  Day,  on  which  tlie  public 
may  officially  recognize  the  services  tendered  by  the  medical  pro- 
fession to  the  people;  and 

Wbereas  this  resolution  was  unanimously  passed  by  the  United 
State  Senate:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  bouse  of  delegates  of  the  American  Medical 
Association  express  to  the  United  States  Senate  and  to  Senator 
Bilbo  Its  deep  appreciation  of  this  recognition. 

REPORTS   OF    COMMITTEXS 

Mr.  HATCH,  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry, lo  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4007)  to  amend  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  for  the 
purpose  of  extending  the  marketing-quota  provisions  thereof 
to  lettuce  and  to  melons,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it 
without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1811) 
thereon. 

Mr.  (XARK  of  Missouri,  from  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
oceanic  Canals,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4121)  to 
authorize  the  setting  aside  of  an  area  within  the  Canal  Zone 
to  preserve  and  conserve  its  natural  features  for  scientific 
study,  for  providing  and  maintaining  facilities  for  such  study, 
and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  without  amendment  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  1812)  thereon. 

Mr.  PITTMAN,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4126)  for  the  relief  of  Anne 
Howard  Lay,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1813)  thereon. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  each  without 
amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  6822.  A  bill  for  the  rehef  of  Eliza  Warren  and  George 
T.  Warren  (Rept.  No.  1814) ;  and 

H.R.  7914.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Simon  A.  Brleger  as  legal 
representative  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Gerald  Brieger,  a  de- 
ceased minor  (Rept.  No.  1815). 

Mr.  HUGHES,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  each  with 
an  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  3976.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Violet  Knowlen,  a  minor 
(Rept.  No.  1816) ;  and 

H.  R.  6061.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hazel  Thomas  (Rept.  No. 
1817). 

Mr.  HUGHES  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  each  without 
amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.R.  41K.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maude  Sullivan  (Rept. 
No.  1818) ;  and 

H.  R.  5297.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stanley  V.  Smith  (Rept. 
No.  1819). 

Mr.  ELLENDER,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally  with- 
out amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  1167.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  the  Black  Hills  Methodist 
Hospital  of  Rapid  City.  S.  Dak.  (Rept.  No.  1820) ; 

H.  R.  1178.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lester  R.  Taylor  (Rept. 
No.  1821); 

H.  R.  1846. 
No.  1822) : 

H.  R.  2083. 
1823) ; 

H.  R.  2106.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Flack  (Rept.  No. 
1824) ;  and 

H.  R.  2151.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Bruce,  Jr.  (Rept. 
No.  1825). 

Mr.  WILEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  were 
referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally  without 
amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  6686.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  T.  Jack  Neal  (Rep.  No. 
1826)  : 

H.  R.  6891.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  M.  Irvine  (Rept. 
No.  1827) :  and 


A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Malachy  Ryan  (Rept. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dan  Yancey  (P^ept.  No. 
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H.  R.  7821.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna  T.  Siflennan  Varga 
(Rept.  No.  1828). 

Mr.  WILEY  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  7826)  for  the  relief  of  R.  P. 
Brazelton,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1829)  thereon. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally  with- 
out amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  2513.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  C.  B.  Reagh  (Rept.  No. 
1830) : 

H.  R.  2628.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Engblom  (Rept.  No. 

1831); 

H.  R.  2946.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Naoma  Kinder,  a  minor 
(Rept.  No.  1832) ; 

H.  R.  3142.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leland  G.  Myers  (Rept. 
No.  1833);  and 

H.  R.  3163.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rose  Bilaitis  (Rept.  No. 
1834). 

Mr.  BURKE,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  were 
referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally  without 
amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  6730.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  Glenn,  Jr. 
(Rept.  No.  1835) : 

H.  R.  8099.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  James  L.  Kinney  (Rept. 
No.  1836) :  and 

H.  R.  8708.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Harold  C.  Preble,  naval 
architect  (Rept.  No.  1837). 

ENROLLED  BILLS  PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reiported  that  that  committee  presented  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  the  following  enrolled  bills: 
On  June  7.  1940: 

S.  3828.  An  act  to  amend  section  107  of  the  Judicial  Code, 
as  amended,  to  eliminate  the  requirement  that  suitable  ac- 
commodations for  holding  the  court  at  Winchester,  Tenn., 
be  provided  by  the  local  authorities. 
On  June  10,  1940: 

S.  1759.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
States  of  Montana,  North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  and  Wyo- 
ming to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement 
"  for  division  of  the  waters  of  the  Yellowstone  River; 

S.  1964.  An  act  to  amend  section  5136  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes, as  amended,  to  authorize  charitable  contributions  by 
national  banking  associations; 

S.  2568.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act 
(June  26,  1934.  ch.  750.  par.  1.  48  Stat.  1216,  sec.  1761) ;  and 

S.  3959.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  city  of  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla.,  an  easement  or 
easements  authorizing  such  city  to  construct  and  maintain  a 
highway  and  utility  facilities  over  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  Reservation,  known  as  base  6  at  Fort  Lauderdale, 
Fta. 
"^        On  June  11,  1940: 

S.  163.  An  act  directing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
issue  to  Albert  W.  Gabbey  a  patent  to  certain  lands  in  the 
State  of  Wyoming; 

S.  505.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
Statesito  summon  Sam  Alexander  before  an  Army  retiring 
board,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  897.  An  act  to  correct  the  military  record  of  Walter 
Ballhaus; 

S.  1326.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Janet  Hendel,  nee  Judith 
Shapiro; 

S.  1328.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lena  Hendel,  nee  Lena 
Goldberg; 

S.  1608.  An  act  to  repeal  the  provisions  of  Private  Law  No. 
347.  Seventy-first  Congress,  pertaining  to  Victoria  Kessel; 

S.  1635.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Acme  Die-Casting  Cor- 
poration; 

S.  1638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thermal  Ssmdicate,  Ltd.; 

S.  1678.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  B.  Chrystal; 

S.  1977.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  A.  Farrell; 

S.  2209.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earle  Embrey; 


S.  2250.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  F.  Tondre; 

S.  2295.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  to  reappoint  and 
honorably  discharge  David  J.  Sawyer,  second  lieutenant.  Na- 
tional Army,  as  of  May  11,  1919; 

S.  2735.  An  act  authorizing  the  issuance  to  Orville  Wright 
of  honorary  aircraft  pilot's  certificate  No.  1; 

S.300S.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  to  present  the 
Navy  Cross  to  Capt.  Prank  N.  Roberts,  United  States  Army; 

S.  3038.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  advancement  of  John  L. 
Hines  on  the  retired  list  of  the  Army; 

S.  3044.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nadine  Sanders; 

S.  3061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andrew  Olson; 

S.  3095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Huston; 

S.3245.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria  Teresa  Valdes 
Thompson; 

S.  3306.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roy  P.  Lassly,  former  Act- 
ing Chief  Disbursing  Clerk,  Department  of  the  Interior; 

S.  3337.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  the  Lewis  State  Bank  of 
Tallahassee,  Fla.; 

S.  3338.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alice  C.  Wainwrlght: 

S.  3673.  An  act  to  enable  Kurt  Frings  to  enter  and  remain 
permanently  in  the  United  States;  and 

S.  3887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laura  Trice  Converse. 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION  INTRODUCED 
Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH: 
S.  4127.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antone  Silva;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma : 
S.  4128.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Franklin  Benjamin  McNew; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  CAPPER: 
S.  4129.  A  bill  amending  the  act  of  June  22, 1936,  to  author- 
ize construction  of  cut-offs  at,  and  In  the  vicinity  of,  the 
Liberty  Bend  of  the  Missouri  River,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  HAYDEN: 
S.  4130.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  the  Coro- 
nado  International  Monument  in  the  State  of  Arizona;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 
By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 
S.  4131.  A  bill   to  amend  the  National  Defense  Act,  as 
amended,  by  adding  thereto  section  127  (b),  providing  for  a 
National  Industrial  Defense  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  REYNOLDS: 
S.  4132.  A  bill  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  the  German- 
American  Bund,  and  all  organizations,  grouiis,  or  individuals 
associated  therewith  who  seek  to  overthrow  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence  through  the  advo- 
cacy of  criminal   anarchy,  criminal  communism,  criminal 
nazi-ism,  and  criminal  fascism;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  O'MAHONEY: 
S.  4133.  A  bill  amending  the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  respect 
to  the  basis  of  property  and  excluding  certain  corporations 
from  the  provisions  of  chapter  XI;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GILLETTE  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Trubjan)  : 
S.  J.  Res.  277.  Joint  resolution  making  an  appropriation  to 
control  the  chinch-bug  menace  in  the  Corn  Belt;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations. 

HOTTSE   BILLS   REFERRED 

The  following  bills  were  each  read  twice  by  their  titles  and 
referred  as  indicated  below: 

H.  R.  10009.  An  act  to  amend  section  13  (d)  of  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state Commerce. 

H.  R.  10039.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national 
preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide 
a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
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rUKCHASX  BT  E.  F.  C.  OF  STOCK  OF  FEDERAL  HOME-LO&N  BAITKS — 

AMENDMENTS 

Ml.  TAFT  submitted  four  amendments  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  3938)  to  authorize  the  purchase 
by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  of  stock  of  Fed- 
eral home-loan  banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Ftaance 
Corporation  Act,  as  amended;  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
were  severally  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

TREATMENT  OF  IMPORTED  NARCISSUS  BULBS 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH  submitted  a  resolution  (S.  Res. 
280) ,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry;  and  subsequently  he  reported  the  resolution  from 
that  committee  without  amendment,  and  it  was  ordered  to  be 
placed  on  the  calendar,  as  follows: 

Resolvtd,  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  be,  and  he  hereby  Is, 
requested  to  cause  to  be  issued  an  order  similar  to  the  order  of 
August  1,  1988,  and  the  announcements  of  September  16,  1936, 
under  which  provlslonB  of  reg\ilatlon  0  of  Ntxrsery  Stock,  Plant  and 
Seed  Quarantine  No.  37.  plant  qiiarantlne  Inspectors  will  require 
aU  Imported  narclssxifi  bulb«  to  be  given  the  latest  approved  treat- 
ment as  a  condition  of  entry. 

J.  ROSS  EAKIN — EXTENSION  OF  TIME  FOR  FILING  REPORT 

Mr.  HATCH  submitted  a  resolution  (S.  Res.  281).  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  report  of  the  findings  and  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys,  with  respect  to  the 
examination  of  certain  facts  concerning  J.  Ross  EalLln,  authorized 
to  be  made  by  Senate  Resolution  131,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  agreed 
to  July  18,  1939,  may  be  made  at  any  time  during  the  first  session 
of  the  Seventy-seventh  Congress. 

SENATORIAL   COORDINATING  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  ask  consent  to  submit  a  resolution  calling 
for  the  appointment  of  a  special  committee  of  21  Senators  to 
function  during  the  existing  crisis  in  the  event  the  Congress 
may  recess  or  adjourn.  I  ask  that  the  resolution  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  279)  was 
received,  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  to  lie  on  the  table,  as 
follows: 

Resolved.  That  there  Is  hereby  established  a  special  committee 
to  be  known  as  the  Senatorial  Coordinating  Committee  to  consist  of 
21  Senators,  3  each  from  the  foUowlng  standing  committees  of  the 
Senate  and  appointed  by  the  chairman  thereof:  Appropriations, 
Banking  and  Currency.  Finance,  Foreign  Relations,  Military  Affairs, 
Naval  Affairs,  and  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads.  The  special  com- 
mittee shall  select  a  chairman  from  among  Its  members.  Any 
vacancy  In  the  special  committee  shall  not  affect  the  power  of  the 
remaining  members  to  execute  the  functions  of  the  committee  and 
shall  be  filled  in  the  same  msmner  as  the  original  appointment. 

The  members  of  the  special  committee  shall  remain  at  the  seat  of 
Oovemment  during  any  recess  or  adjoximed  period  of  the  Seventy- 
sixth  Ck)ngre8s  and  shall  meet  each  weekday  during  any  such 
period. 

It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  special  conunlttee  (1)  to  confer  with 
and  give  advice  to  the  President  or  his  duly  authorized  representa- 
tives on  matters  relating  to  the  existing  world  and  national  crisis, 
(2)  whenever  the  committee  deems  It  advisable,  to  recommend  to 
the  President  that  Congress  be  called  into  si>eclal  session,  and  (3)  to 
consider  and  investigate  such  matters  as  the  existing  emergency 
may  present.  Including  (a)  the  best  methods  of  fostering  friendly 
relations,  commerce,  and  understanding  among  the  nations  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  and  providing  for  the  defense  of  the  peoples 
of  such  nations,  their  territorial  boundaries,  and  their  governmental 
sovereignties;  (b)  the  best  means  of  restoring  the  American  people 
to  full  employment  and  the  operation  of  their  industries  to  fuU 
capacity;  (c)  the  best  methods  of  rebuilding  the  highways  in  the 
United  States  so  that  they  may  be  effectively  adapted  to  national 
safety,  defense,  commerce,  and  traffic;  (d)  the  best  methods  of 
providing  adequate  financing  for  the  future  defense  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere;  (e)  the  advisability  and  best  methods  of  shaping  our 
national  economy  so  that  It  may  be  self-sufficient  in  essential  war 
materials;  and  (f>  the  best  plan  to  be  adapted  to  guard  against 
so-called  "fifth  column"  activities  and  the  best  way  to  mobilize  ovtr 
people.  Industries,  and  resources  for  the  defense  of  this  country 
and  such  other  areas  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  as  may  be  deemed 
advisable 

The  special  committee  shall  make  reports  of  its  findings  and 
recommendations  to  the  President  and  the  Senate  at  such  times  as 
it  may  deem  advisable. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution,  the  spaclal  committee,  or  any 
duly  authorined  subcommittee  thereof,  Is  authorized  to  hold  such 
hearings,  to  employ  such  clerical  and  other  assistants,  to  require 
by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance  of  such  witnesses  and  the 


production  of  such  books,  papers,  and  documents,  to  administer 
such  oaths,  to  take  such  testimony,  and  to  make  such  expenditures 
as  it  deems  advisable.  The  cost  of  stenographic  services  to  report 
such  hearings  shall  not  be  in  excess  of  25  cents  per  hundred  words. 
The  expenses  of  the  committee,  which  shall  not  exceed  t  , 

shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  xipon  vouchers 
approved  by  the  chairman. 

TELEVISION 

[Mr.  LuMDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  letter  on  the  subject  of  television,  written 
by  him  to  Federal  Communications  Commissioner  T.  A.  M. 
Craven,  on  June  3,  1940,  and  Commissioner  Craven's  reply 
of  June  5,  1940,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.! 

AMERICAN  EXPEDITIONART  FORCE  IN  PRESENT  WAR 

[Mr,  Thomas  of  Idaho  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
prmted  in  the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  W.  A.  S. 
Douglas,  of  the  Times-Herald  staff,  discussing  the  sending 
of  an  American  expeditionary  force  to  Europe,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

AMERICA'S    DITTY    TO    DEMOCRACY EDITORIAL    FROM    WASHINGTON 

NEWS 

[Mr.  Thomas  of  Idaho  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Washington 
News  of  June  11,  1940,  relative  to  America's  duty  to  de- 
mocracy, which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

IMPORTS   OF    FARM   PRODUCTS 

[Mr.  Thomas  of  Idaho  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  compilation  by  the  Department  of 
Commerce  showing  the  increase  in  imports  of  farm  products 
in  1939  or  1938,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

SALE   OF   RESERVE  AIRPLANES 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  article  by  Maj.  Al  Williams,  pub- 
lished in  the  Washington  Daily  News  of  June  11,  1940, 
entitled  "United  States  Cannot  Spare  Single  Rghting  Plane 
at  Present,"  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

ADJOURNMENT   OF   CONGRESS — ARTICLE    FROM   WASHINGTON    DAILY 

NEWS 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Washington  Daily 
News  of  Wednesday,  June  12.  1940,  on  the  subject  of  ad- 
journment of  Congress,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.! 

GERMAN    CREDIT    RENEWAL    PLAN    IS    NEGOTIATED — ARTICLE    FROM 

CHICAGO  TRIBUNE 

[Mr.  Bone  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  from  the  Chicago  Sunday  Tribune  of  June  2, 
1940,  entitled  "German  Credit  Renewal  Plan  Is  Negotiated." 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

AMERICAN  CITIZSfS  OF  ITALIAN  DESCENT 

[Mr.  Chavez  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  m 
the  Record  three  editorials,  one  from  the  Washington  Post, 
one  from  the  New  York  Times,  and  one  from  the  New  York 
Herald  Tribune,  all  Isearing  date  of  June  12,  1940,  dealing  with 
the  subject  of  Americans  of  Italian  descent,  which  appear  In 
the  Appendix.] 

acquisition  of  island  bases 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  newspaper  articles  dealing  with  the  proposal  for 
the  acquisition  by  the  United  States  of  certain  island  bases. 
which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

ALIENS  SEEKING  UNITED  STATES  CITIZENSHIF 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  Associated  Press  dispatch  under  the  heading 
"Aliens  Fearing  War  Call  Seeking  United  States  Citizenship," 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

WASHINGTON  POST  EDITORIAL  ON  "THE  ALIEN  ROUND-UP" 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  portion  of  an  editorial  from  the  Washington 
Post  under  the  heading  "Alien  Round-up."  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.  1 
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APPROPRIATIONS   FOR   WORK  RELISr   AND   HTLOT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
yesterday  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  ConwallyI  expressed 
the  hope  that  he  might  continue  his  remarks  this  morning, 
and  it  was  the  tmderstanding  that  he  had  the  floor. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  George  1.  as  modified,  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment on  page  41.  beginning  in  line  4.  The  Chair  recognizes 
the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  submit  a  few 
remarks  in  support  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  GJeorgia  [Mr.  George  1  to  section  38,  appearing  on  page 
41  of  the  pending  measure. 

In  the  first  place,  under  the  language  of  the  joint  resolution 
as  drawn,  the  Congress  does  not  command  or  direct  ansrthing 
with  respect  to  any  character  of  training  in  the  C.  C.  C. 
camps.  It  does  give  to  the  President  discretion  and  au- 
thority to  require  certain  manual  training  of  men  in  the 
camps  for  noncombatant  operations. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  does  not 
require  military  training  in  the  camps.  It  simply  expands  the 
discretion  or  authority  given  to  the  President,  whereby  he  may 
require  training  of  a  military  or  combatant  nature,  provided 
the  enrollees  volunteer  therefor.  So  it  is  difficult  for  me  to 
understand  the  objections  which  are  raised  by  the  members 
of  the  committee.  Their  objections  amount  to  sajnng  that 
they  will  not  trust  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  attention  of  some  of  the  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  who  seem  to  be  inter- 
ested in  this  item.  We  listen  to  the  committees  and  we  think 
the  committees  owe  us  a  reciprocal  duty  of  listening  to  us 
occasionally. 

The  opposition  of  members  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee to  giving  the  President  discretionary  power  to  institute 
military  training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  to  those  who  volunteer 
for  that  service  is  a  refusal  to  give  the  President  that  au- 
thority. I  am  willing  to  trust  the  President.  Under  this 
provision,  as  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  if  the 
President  does  not  think  it  is  wise,  if  he  does  not  think  it 
is  proper,  if  he  does  not  think  it  is  advisable  to  have  military 
training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  campw.  he  does  not  have  to  do  it. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  at  a  later  date  he  thinks  it  is  advisable 
to  have  military  training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  he  is  the 
Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  and  he  may 
institute  it.  provided  the  enrollees  are  willing  voluntarily  to 
undertake  that  training. 

How  anyone  can  object  to  that  kind  of  language  in  this 
joint  resolution  I  cannot  understand,  except  it  be  pride  of 
committee.  I  know  how  committees  are.  When  they  bring 
in  a  bill  which  in  the  secrecy  of  their  own  meetings  they 
have  anointed  and  rubbed  down  and  polished  up.  they  regard 
it  as  their  own  product,  and  they  do  not  want  it  to  be  dis- 
turbed; but  this  joint  resolution  is  no  longer  before  the  com- 
mittee. It  is  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  it  is  the 
duty  of  every  Senator  to  examine  this  question  and  to  vote 
upon  it  according  to  his  own  views. 

I  have  high  respect  for  all  the  committees  of  the  Senate, 
including  the  Appropriations  Committee.  This,  however,  is 
not  simply  an  appropriation  item.  It  is  a  matter  of  general 
policy:  and  I  do  not  regard  the  Appropriations  Committee  as 
superior  to  the  other  committees  of  the  Senate  or  to  Senators 
themselves, 

Mr.  President,  we  are  undergoing  very  great  changes  of 
opinion  respecting  many  questions  relating  to  the  moving 
events  that  are  occurring  all  about  us  and  breaking  with 
frightful  horror  all  over  the  world.  Even  the  Army  have 
been  known  to  change  their  views.  Three  months  from  now 
the  Army  may  believe  it  is  wise  to  have  military  training  In 
the  C.  C.  C.  camps:  and  yet,  if  we  do  not  adopt  the  George 
amendment,  they  cannot  have  it.  They  cannot  have  it  be- 
cause the  Congress  will  have  refused  to  permit  It. 


The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes!  says  we 
are  going  to  have  another  training  program  to  train  100.000 
men  in  the  citizen's  miUtary  training  camps.  That  is  fine. 
I  am  for  it.  What  wiU  that  amount  to?  It  will  mean  that 
persons  who  are  not  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  will  be  permitted 
to  have  miltiary  training  if  they  want  to.  and  it  will  mean 
that  those  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  will  not  be  permitted  to  have 
It.    Is  not  that  a  discrimination? 

One  Senator  said  that  when  the  C.  C.  C.  enrollees  joined 
the  service  they  did  so  on  the  theory  that  they  would  not  re- 
ceive military  training,  and,  therefore,  that  what  is  proposed 
In  the  George  amendment  is  a  breach  of  the  contract  with  the 
Government.  By  the  insertion  of  the  word  "voluntary"  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  removed  that  objection, 

Mr.  President,  it  is  said  that  the  C.  C.  C.  want  to  educate 
cooks;  they  want  to  educate  photographers.  That  is  very 
important  in  time  of  war;  but  in  order  to  have  photographers 
it  is  necessary  to  have  somebody  to  photograph.  Before 
cooks  are  needed,  it  is  necessary  to  have  somebody  to  cook  for. 
Senators  may  talk  about  mechanization  of  the  Army  all  they 
please,  but  if  there  are  not  soldiers  to  operate  the  mecha- 
nism, if  there  are  not  men  with  guns  in  their  hands  to  follow 
up  the  mechanized  units  and  to  take  possession  of  the  terri- 
tory, the  Army  will  not  win  any  wars,  and  it  will  not  defend 
any  territories  against  an  invader.  It  is  necessary  to  have 
armed  men  in  order  to  win  wars. 

Everyone  knows  that  if  there  should  be  another  war  in 
which  this  Nation  should  be  involved,  we  should  have  to  go 
to  the  young  and  perhaps  older  men  of  the  Republic  to  com- 
pose our  armies.  I  do  not  want  too  send  them  to  war  without 
any  training  whatever.  I  do  not  want  to  call  to  the  colors 
great  hordes  of  young  men  who  have  never  seen  a  musket 
and  know  nothing  about  it. 

The  young  men  in  the  C.  C.  C.  training  camps  are  already 
quartered.  They  are  already  in  barracks  at  Government  ex- 
pense. They  are  already  being  fed  at  Government  expense, 
and  they  should  have  military  training  as  a  part  of  their 
equipment.  Will  it  hurt  them?  Will  athletic  exercises, 
carrying  guns  and  marching  in  close-order  drill,  and  all  of 
the  rudimentary,  elementary  military  training  hurt  them? 
Instead  of  being  a  burden  upon  them  it  will  be  an  advantage 
to  every  young  man  who  takes  the  training. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  weary  the  Senate.  I  can- 
not for  the  life  of  me  see  any  valid  objection  to  this  amend- 
ment when  we  simply  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  Presi- 
dent, in  the  first  instance,  and,  in  the  second  instance,  require 
training  only  of  those  who  voluntarily  enter  upon  such  train- 
ing. 

Of  course,  the  Army  does  not  want  to  bother  with  this 
training.  The  Army  wants  to  have  its  own  camps.  Mr. 
President,  the  military  personnel  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  now  is 
composed  principally  of  Reserve  officers  called  into  active 
service.  We  now  have  100.000  Reserve  officers.  Those  Re- 
serve officers  need  training  just  as  well  as  the  C.  C.  C.  enrollees 
need  training.  The  Army  could  call  into  service  tomorrow 
from  among  those  100.000  officers  an  ample  number  to  give 
this  training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps. 

I  have  visited  the  C.  C.  C.  camps.  Each  of  them  already 
has.  on  an  average,  about  three  Army  officers  connected  with 
it.  What  do  they  do?  Do  they  drill  anybody?  No.  It  is  said 
that  they  take  charge  of  men  at  the  camps  during  the  lunch 
hour.  They  do  not  need  anylxxiy  to  take  charge  of  them 
during  the  lunch  hour;  they  will  eat  without  any  military 
orders  or  any  military  command.  [Laughter.]  I  have  visited 
the  C.  C.  C.  camps.  They  have  a  commanding  officer  with  a 
uniform  and  shoulder  straps. 

"What  are  your  functions?" 

"I  am  commanding  officer." 

"When  do  you  drill?" 

"Well,  we  do  not  drill."  ' 

"What  do  you  command?" 

"Well,  we  are  in  command  around  here  on  certain  things.* 

Another  officer  comei  up  with  a  uniform  and  shoulder 
straps. 

"What  is  your  Job?" 
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"I  am  executive  officer.* 

"What  is  that?" 

"Well,  I  am  the  man  who  does  the  work  for  the  command- 
ing officer." 

Another  officer  comes  up,  a  military  man,  with  a  uniform 
and  shoulder  straps,  drawing  pay  out  of  the  Treasury,  the 
pay  of  an  officer. 

"What  are  your  duties?" 

"I  am  adjutant." 

"Well,  Mr.  Adjutant,  when  do  you  drill?" 

"We  do  not  drill." 

Mr.  President,  we  already  have  military  officers  in  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps.  Would  it  hurt  these  boys  to  drill  an  hour 
a  day.  to  learn  something  about  the  elementary  principles  of 
military  training?  If  there  ever  was  a  time  in  the  history  of 
the  Republic  when  we  needed  men  trained  in  the  military 
service  it  is  at  this  tragic  hour,  when  all  the  forces  of  democ- 
racy on  earth  are  being  assailed  by  totalitarian  masters  and 
gigantic  organized  military  machines. 

Training  of  this  kind  is  the  training  of  democracy.  If  de- 
mocracy is  to  subsist  it  has  to  go  to  the  great  body  of  the 
people,  not  alone  for  its  money  and  its  wealth  and  its  sinews 
of  war.  but  for  the  manpower  of  its  armies,  and  imlversal 
military  training  is  a  democratic  process. 

Look  yonder  at  little  Switzerland — ^little  Switzerland  clus- 
tering there  amidst  the  Alps,  there  in  its  mountain  fast- 
nesses. It  has  a  military  system  under  which  every  Swiss  has 
to  learn  how  to  handle  the  arms  of  defense,  to  protect  Swit- 
zerland's neutrality.  And  today  there  are  600.000  Swiss  sol- 
diers, in  every  part  of  that  little  country,  with  gims  in  their 
hands,  manning  artillery,  and  all  the  implements  of  war,  to 
challenge  any  invader  who  would  seek  to  violate  the  territory 
of  Switzerland. 

America  has  to  prepare,  not  for  July  of  1940.  or  August  of 
1940,  or  September  of  1940.  If  conditions  In  the  world  re- 
main as  they  now  are,  the  United  States  will  have  to  main- 
tain a  strong  Navy  and  a  strong  Army  during  all  the  life  of 
this  Republic. 

Do  we  want  to  send  young  men  to  war  with  no  arms  In 
their  hands?  Do  we  want  to  send  young  men  to  war  who 
have  never  had  any  training?  Oh.  but  it  is  said  we  are 
going  to  train  a  lot  of  cooks  and  a  lot  of  photographers  and 
a  lot  of  technicians.  Will  that  not  require  time?  Will  not  a 
staff  of  a  dozen  different  kinds  of  technicians  be  required  to 
teach  them?  But  giving  them  military  training  will  require 
only  one  group  of  officers,  which  they  already  have,  and 
which  can  be  augmented  at  a  trifling  cost  by  calling  into 
the  service  some  of  the  hundred  thousand  Reserve  officers 
now  on  the  rolls.  These  Reserve  officers  need  training;  they 
need  to  know  how  to  handle  men.  It  would  be  mutually  bene- 
ficial, not  alone  to  the  men  themselves,  but  to  the  Reserve 
officers  who  are  called  to  the  colors. 

Mr.  President,  according  to  my  view  we  should  have  had 
mlUtary  training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  from  the  very  be- 
ginning. Had  we  had  such  training  we  would  now  have  more 
than  2.000.000  young  men  trained  at  least  in  the  elements  and 
the  rudiments  of  military  science. 

I  hope  very  much  that  the  Senate  will  adopt  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  not  forcing  this 
training,  but  giving  the  President  the  discretion  to  institute 
the  training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  in  his  wisdom.  Senators 
are  willing  to  trust  the  President  with  $160,000,000  to  do 
with  it  as  he  pleases  with  regard  to  defense;  and  I  voted  for 
that:  I  am  for  it.  They  are  willing  to  tnist  the  President 
with  great  powers  respecting  the  national  defense.  Why 
should  they  refuse  to  give  him  this  little  incidental  power  to 
require.  If  he  sees  fit.  miUUry  training? 

This  does  not  provide  for  a  draft  of  these  men  for  war. 
If  we  should  have  a  draft  bill  later  on,  they  will  have  the 
same  privileges  of  exemption  as  the  men  who  have  not  had 
the  traintag  will  have.  They  will  not  be  carried  off  to  war  en 
masse.  If  they  have  dependents  they  will  be  exempted.  If 
any  of  the  other  reasons  for  exemption  apply  to  them,  they 
will  be  exempted.  Instead  of  doing  them  harm  they  will 
have  the  adided  advantage  that  If  they  are  drafted  they  will 


know  something  about  the  duties  they  are  expected  to  per- 
form; they  will  know  better  how  to  take  care  of  themselves; 
they  will  know  how  to  handle  the  weapons  which  will  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  many  an  untrained  and  untried 
volunteer  or  draftee. 

For  these  reasons,  Mr.  President.  I  trust  that  the  Senate 
will  adopt  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia,  at  least  making  possible,  and  not  denying,  ele- 
mentary military  training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  would  hesitate  to  predict 
what  would  happen  if  the  people  of  the  United  States  knew 
what  was  going  on  behind  the  scenes  in  Washington,  be- 
cause I  honestly  feel  that  there  never  was  a  more  direct 
drive  to  war  than  now  directed  by  certain  officials  of  the 
United  States  Government.  I  wish  to  quote  from  a  certain 
interesting  statement  about  the  matter  and  to  discuss  it. 

I  shall  quote  first  from  the  June  8  edition  of  a  pamphlet 
entitled  "Uncensored,"  which  sa5^: 

More  than  one  recent  White  Houbc  guest  has  reported  that  the 
conversation  Is  mainly  about  bow  the  Nation  can  be  educated 
most  quickly  to  the  need  for  our  entry  into  the  war. 

Now,  get  that: 

More  than  one  recent  White  House  guest  has  reported  that  the 
conversation  is  mainly  atxjut  how  the  Nation  can  be  educated 
most  quickly  to  the  need  for  our  entry  Into  the  war. 

Last  night  Edwin  C.  Hill,  who  certainly  no  one  could  say 
was  anything  but  pro-Ally,  In  his  broadcast  said  that  he  had 
been  informed  that  an.  individual  had  discussed  with  the 
President  as  to  how  soon  we  would  get  into  this  conflict  in 
Europe.  I  think  it  is  time  that  the  men  who  are  going  to 
have  to  die  as  the  result  of  that  action  know  something 
about  it. 

Let  me  quote  a  little  bit  further.    I  read  from  this  morn- 
ing's Washington  Times-Herald,  Wednesday,  June  12: 
BarrAiN  Stibred  bt  Hope  UNrnco  States  Will  Emteb  Wab 

London.  June  11. — Diplomatic  sources  in  London  today,  after 
dose  study  of  President  Roosevelt's  latest  6p>eech,  expressed  the 
view  America  now  has  moved  from  benevolent  neutrality  to  the 
8tat\u  of   "prebelligerency." 

The  question  is  raised  as  to  how  long  It  wUl  be  before  American 
pilots,  American  planes,  and  American  warships  will  be  actively 
engaged  In  the  European  war. 

PSOPACATID   IN   PRESS 

This  Interpretation  of  the  President's  pronoxincement  Is  being 
actively  propagated  In  the  press  here.  C.  V.  R.  Thompson,  Daily 
Etxpress  correspondent  in  New  York,  in  an  article  in  Wednesday's 
Issue  announces  Jubilantly,  "the  United  States  is  coming  In,"  and 
predicts  American  conscription  within  a  month. 

"Not  only  will  manpower  be  conscripted  but  money,  materials, 
factory  space,   and  everything   else,"   Thompson   asserts. 

Forecasting  developments  of  the  Immediate  future,  the  corre- 
spondent assures  the  Allies  that  neutrality  laws  have  gone  over- 
board He  says  Britain  and  France  will  have  to  pay  cash  for  their 
purchases  and  carry  them  in  their  own  ships  "but  that  won't  oe 
for  long." 

Yesterday  two  individuals  in  this  body  who  are  able-bodied, 
who  are  interested,  seemingly,  in  the  cause,  whom  no  one  is 
holding  back  from  entrance  into  the  war  if  they  want  to  go, 
introduced  a  bill  to  repeal  the  Johnson  Act,  and  make  Uncle 
Sam  "Uncle  Sap"  once  again.  No  one  is  holding  the  war- 
mongers in  the  United  States  except  their  own  interest  in 
stajing  here.    The  American  boys  will  have  to  go  to  war. 

Let  me  go  a  little  bit  further  in  this  article: 

And  the  combat  sones,  be  suggests,  wlU  be  gerrymandered  w 
American  shipping  can  touch  territory  controUed  by  the  Alliea  but 
not  approach  German  or  Italian  territory. 

He  forecasts  moves  to  patch  up  America's  quarrel  with  Japan  so 
as  to  free  the  American  Navy  from  the  Pacific  Ocean  for  possible 
action  In  the  Atlantic. 

Get  this: 

He  forecasts  moves  to  patch  up  America's  quarrel  with  Japan  so 
as  to  free  the  American  Navy  from  the  Pacific  Ocean  for  poeslble 
action  In  the  Atlantic. 

Admitting  America's  inability  lo  send  an  expeditionary  force 
abroad  for  some  months  at  least — 

Get  that;  not  that  they  will  not  send  It  later,  but — 

Admitting  Afflerlca's  inability  to  send  an  expeditionary  force 
■broad  (or  acme  months,  at  least,  the  oorrMpondent  points  out  that 
ilM  oould  MDd  a  blfblj  •Aoirat  atr  forot  and  vital  iuppUes  to  aM 
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tbe  Allies  and  "build  up  her  vast  strUclng  power  for  a  decisive  blow 
early  next  year." 

The  Dally  Express  writer  purports  to  trace  a  decline  of  isolation- 
ism, declaring  "Smart  Aleck  Okralo  P.  Nti  and  ageing  Hibam  Johk- 
BOM.  who  framed  the  law  forbidding  credits  to  debtor  nations,  are 
the  only  bulwarks  of  Isolationism  left." 

They  may  think  that  these  outstanding  men  are  the  only 
bulwark  of  Isolationism  left,  but  they  will  find  out.  I  want 
^  to  say  that  every  step  toward  this  war  has  been  taken  under 
subterfuge  and  hypocrisy.  If  the  President  of  the  United 
States  had  come  out  and  openly  said,  as  he  should  have  said, 
if  he  believed  it,  that  he  was  going  to  help  the  Allies  by  pro- 
viding them  materials  of  our  own  defense,  instead  of  a  sub- 
terfuge, the  American  people  would  have  known  the  real 
truth.   But  it  Is  being  done  under  suberfuge  and  hsTpocrisy. 

Let  me  read  to  the  Senate  what  the  Toronto  Globe-Mail 
said  a  long  time  before  about  such  a  procedure.  This  is  what 
one  paper  in  Canada  thinks  of  such  an  action,  quoted  from 
the  book  "Canada.  America's  Problem,"  by  John  McCormac, 
On  pages  67  and  68  it  is  said : 

•The  Canadian  force  needs  equipment,"  said  the  Toronto  Globe- 
Mall  editorially,  "but  not  at  the  price  of  hypocrisy.  We  would  lose 
the  respect  of  President  Roosevelt  and  the  American  people,  and 
dtllberately  forfeit  our  own  respect,  were  we  to  resort  deliberately 
to  subterfuge  to  get  supplies." 

Mr.  President,  we  know  that  it  was  through  subterfuge  that 
our  planes  were  sent  to  the  Allies.  These  planes  were  not 
obsolete.  They  were  not  surplus.  They  were  first-line 
planes. 

Let  me  quote  from  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  which 
certainly  is  not  an  isolationist  newspaper,  but  a  very  decidedly 
pro-Ally  newspaper,  which  has  asked  for  our  intervention  in 
the  war.  Let  us  quote  from  that  newspaper  as  to  whether  or 
not  these  planes  are  first -line  planes.  Here  is  what  was 
stated  in  that  newspaper. 

At  Floyd  Bennett  Field,  Brooklyn,  five  Lockheed  Hudson  bombers 
were  crated  and  then  shipped  abroad  on  Allied  freighters  during  a 
24-hoiu-  period  ended  last  night.  Members  of  a  military  mission 
sent  to  the  United  States  by  neutral  Sweden  conducted  secret  tests 
yesterday  at  the  field.  It  was  learned,  with  1  of  the  more  than  100 
pursuits  being  delivered  to  them  by  the  Republic  Aircraft  Corpora- 
tion, of  Farmingdale.  Long  Island.  During  one  of  the  tests  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Swedish  mission  flew  out  to  sea  carrying  531  pounds  of 
lead  and  dropped  It  on  an  Imaginary  objective. 

The  Naval  Reserve  air  base  at  Floyd  Bennett  Field  was  stripped 
completely  of  Its  modern  flying  equipment  by  the  decision  of  the 
Government  to  sell  Navy  planes  to  the  Allies.  Ten  SBC-4  Helldlver 
planes  were  flown  to  Buffalo  by  Naval  Reserve  officers  of  the  base, 
and  it  was  said  that  an  additional  dive  bomber  now  In  the  Navy's 
exhibit  at  the  New  York  World's  Fair  might  be  sent  also. 

Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  this  statement. 
It  appears  in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  as  I  stated, 
which  is  more  interested  in  England,  I  may  say.  than  in  the 
United  States,  as  it  was  preceding  the  last  World  War.  Here 
is  what  it  says: 

Only  obsolete  Grumman  scout  bombers.  4  or  5  years  old,  remain 
at  the  Brooklyn  base  for  members  of  the  two  Naval  Reserve  and  one 
Marine  Corps  Reserve  squadrons  to  fly. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
^^  Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  does  not  mean 
to  say  that  the  Herald  Tribune,  and  the  New  York  Times,  and 
all  the  rest  of  these  so-called  reactionary  newspapers  are  now 
supporting  the  administration's  policy? 

Mr.  HOLT.  Bflr.  President.  I  have  not  heard  Secretary 
Ickes  talk  about  the  press  since  the  press  got  behind  the 
President's  foreign  policy. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Only  a  short  time  ago,  when  the  Su- 
preme Court  issue  was  before  the  Senate,  if  some  editorial 
were  written  favorable  to  the  position  taken  by  some  Sena- 
tors who  opposed  the  President's  plan,  we  were  immediately 
told.  "Now  Wall  Street  is  supporting  you."  Today.  Wall 
Street  is  supporting  the  position  of  the  President  with  refer- 
ence to  these  matters. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  that  statement. 

I  wish  to  say  that  the  very  newspapers  which  the  President 
said  were  controlled  by  the  banks  and  the  interests  which  he 
claimed  were  trying  to  destroy  this  country — that  every  one 
of  them,  without  exception,  is  now  praising  the  President  to 


the  skies,  praising  his  foreign  policy.  Why?  Check  their 
financial  l)ackgTound  and  you  will  find  out  why.  Check  the 
financial  background  of  these  newspapers  and  you  will  see 
that  those  interested  in  the  newspapers  have  investments 
throughout  the  entire  world,  and  when  their  investments  are 
threatened  they  want  American  boys  to  go  overseas  to  defend 

them. 

Let  me  discuss  a  little  further  the  question  of  whether  the 
planes  referred  to  were  obsolete. 

They  stripped  Floyd  Bennett  Field  in  New  York,  right  in  the 
biggest  city  of  America,  of  every  plane,  except  those  4  or  5 
years  old.  And  then  they  talk  about  national  defense.  They 
stripped  them  of  planes  that  were  a  year  old.  Of  course,  the 
Herald  Tribune  wanted  to  cover  that  matter  up.  and  it  said: 

It  was  understood,  however,  that  the  base  will  receive  a  consign- 
ment of  fighting  planes  from  the  Curtlss  factory  even  more  modem 
than  those  that  It  gave  up  to  the  Allies  as  soon  as  Navy  heads 
approve  new  designs.  Including  a  number  of  Improvements  such  as 
cockpit  armor,  bullet-proof  glass,  and  puncture -proof  fuel  tanks. 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr,  HOLT.   I  yield. 

Mr.  NYE.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  conclude 
that  that  means  that  at  Floyd  Bennett  Field  now  there  will 
be  no  aircraft  until  the  industry  has  manufactured  planes 
that  are  being  designed  only  now? 

Mr.  HOLT.  According  to  this  article,  we  will  get  replace- 
ments as  soon  as  Navy  blueprints  are  accepted,  and  then  the 
Navy  will  have  to  go  to  the  Curtlss  plant  or  whatever  plant 
is  going  to  produce  the  planes,  then  the  machine  tools  will 
need  to  be  set  up.  and  then  some  time  in  the  distant  future  we 
will  get  planes  to  ttike  the  place  of  these  planes  which  were 
sent  to  Floyd  Bennett  Field  to  train  pilots  and  for  our 
defense. 

Mr.  President,  America  needs  pilots  today  for  duty  in 
America.  We  do  not  have  enough  planes  in  which  to  train 
them. 

Yet  with  subterfuge,  under  the  cloak  of  hypocrisy,  we 
pretend  that  we  are  providing  only  of  the  surplus  and  obsolete 
planes. 

Let  me  quote  further  from  this  article: 

The  Helldlver  planes  turned  In  to  the  Curtlss-Wrlght  Corpora- 
tion from  Floyd  Bennett  Field  and  other  Naval  Reserve  bases  were 
described  last  night  by  aeronautical  experts  as  excellent  fighting 
ships. 

Get  that  now.  Senators.  These  were  not  old  planes.  They 
were  excellent  fighting  planes. 

Most  of  the  dive  bombers  were  delivered  to  Naval  Reserve 
bases  during  the  last  8  months. 

Get  that.  Senators.    These  were  not  obsolete  planes. 

Most  of  the  dive  bombers  were  delivered  to  Naval  Reserve 
bases  during  the  last  8  months.  The  Floyd  Bennett  Field 
base  possessed  most  of  this  consignment  only  about  3 
months. 

Mr.  President,  think  of  it — only  about  3  months.  And  we 
trade  those  planes  away  under  the  pretext  that  newer  planes 
might  be  provided  later. 

I  wish  to  say  that  a  plane  blueprint  will  not  stop  an 
Invasion.  A  plane  half  completed  will  not  stop  an  invasion. 
The  only  way  to  stop  an  invasion  is  to  have  better  planes, 
more  of  them,  more  pilots,  and  better  pilots  here,  and  we 
are  not  getting  them.  We  are  actually  selling  these  planes 
necessary  for  our  own  defense. 

Were  the  planes  obsolete? 

The  SBC-4  tjrpe.  it  was  learned,  has  a  speed  of  about  225  miles 
an  hour,  and  reaches  speeds  greater  than  400  mUes  an  hovir  in 
power  dives  that  precede  Its  attack  on  objectives. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  need  to  go  further.  Once  again 
I  want  to  say  that  such  subterfuge  and  such  hypocrisy  should, 
I  think,  arouse  the  indignation  of  any  honest  thinking  man 
in  this  country. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  seen  our  country — and  there  is  no 
need  to  dodge  these  things — we  have  seen  oiu:  country  led 
away  from  neutrality  to  nonbelligerency,  and  if  certain  indi- 
viduals in  the  Government  could  have  their  way  we  will 
strike  out  the  "non"  from  nonbelligerent,  and  will  be  a 
belligerent  before  the  snow  flies. 
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Mr.  President,  that  is  why  I  am  talking  here  now.  That 
is  why  I  am  trying  to  teU  the  American  people,  if  I  can  In 
my  humble  way.  that  unless  they  awaken  to  the  danger, 
American  bojrs  will  be  sent  overseas  to  man  the  planes  that 
•re  called  obsolete,  and  they  will  be  sent  over  to  man  the 
guns  that  are  called  surplus. 

I  refer  once  again  to  the  statement  I  read  at  the  beginning 
of  my  speech. 

Of  course,  I  saw  yesterday  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  had  endorsed  an  ad  of  the  Committee  to  Defend  Amer- 
ica by  Aiding  the  Allies — very  reluctantly.  I  would  not  want 
any  Senator  to  think  that  what  occurred  was  deliberate. 
Now  do  not  think  It  was  deliberate;  but  when  the  news- 
papermen came  in  for  their  press  conference  with  the  Presi- 
dent, a  newspaper  was  Isrlng  on  the  desk  opened  up,  and  at 
the  top  of  the  page  appeared  tbe  words: 

Stop  Hitler  Now. 

Of  course,  that  article  was  there  in  plain  sight,  and  some- 
one said,  "What  do  you  think  about  this,  Mr.  President?" 
The  President  endorsed  the  educational  process  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  Defend  America  by  Aiding  the  Allies.  I  shall  discuss 
the  "educating"  in  a  few  minutes. 

Let  us  see  the  background  of  this  committee.  Of  course, 
they  have  in  front  as  a  stuffed  shirt  William  Allen  White, 
Let  us  see  where  that  committee — the  Committee  to  Defend 
America  by  Aiding  the  Allies — started.  Let  us  see  who  started 
It.    I  read: 

Eighteen  prominent  bankers  met  secretly  on  the  29th  day  of  AprU 
In  New  York  to  set  up  this  committee. 

They  met  secretly. 

They  were  caUed  by  Frederic  R.  Coudert. 

Do  Senators  know  who  Frederic  R.  Coudert  is?  He  was 
the  legal  adviser  of  the  British  Embassy  and  one  who  helped 
lead  us  into  the  last  World  War.  His  name  is  Frederic 
C-o-u-d-e-r-t.  Frederic  Coudert  was  one  of  the  men  who 
helped  generate  the  propaganda  that  took  the  American  boys 
to  their  death  in  1917-18,  while  he  was  on  the  pay  roll  of  the 
Government  of  Great  Britain.  He  Is  one  of  the  men  under 
whose  auspices  the  committee  was  started. 

Who  else  was  there?  Henry  L.  Stimson.  I  need  not  say 
any  more! 

Who  else  was  there?  Thomas  W.  Lamont — one  of  the  for- 
gotten men,  probably,  of  the  administration,  partner  of 
J.  Pierpont  Morgan,  whose  interests  in  England  also  dove- 
tail in  with  his  interests  in  the  United  States,  and  who  has 
international  Investments  throughout  the  entire  world,  and 
who  as  vice  president  of  that  company  has  never  been  a 
neutral,  who  has  always  been  interested  in  the  involvement 
of  the  United  States  in  Europe  when  their  Interest  is  at 
stake. 

Thomas  W.  Lamont  was  there.  The  Munitions  Committee 
bought  out  facts  about  the  activities  of  Lamont  and  Morgan 
and  others,  and  their  part  In  the  destruction  of  neutrality 
during  the  last  World  War. 

Oh,  yes,  these  are  the  Individuals  behind  this  committee. 

Let  us  see  who  else  was  there.  Lewis  Douglas.  He  Just 
recently  resigned  as  president  of  a  Canadian  university. 
I  might  discuss  Mr.  Douglas  more,  but  it  is  not  necessary 
at  all.  I  am  glad  that  Mr.  Lewis  Douglas  and  Mr.  Roosevelt 
have  agreed  on  something  at  last.  It  has  been  a  long  time 
Since  Mr.  Roosevelt  has  said  that  he  could  go  to  bed  with 
lir.  Douglas. 

Let  us  see  who  else  was  there.  We  find  Frank  Polk,  who 
also  was  in  the  World  War  propaganda  drive.  He  helped 
form  that  committee. 

Who  else  was  present?    Philip  Marshall  Brown. 

Mr.  President,  what  did  those  men  agree  to  do?  They 
secretly  adopted  the  program  and  plan  announced  in  the 
letter  which  Granville  Clark  published  in  the  New  York 
Times  a  month  before,  and  repeated  by  President  Conant  in 
his  speech.  These  are  the  men  placed  on  this  national  com- 
mittee Just  for  front.  They  said,  "We  cannot  get  anybody 
too  far  out  in  the  open  who  is  identified  with  us  in  the  last 


war.    We  will  name  William  Allen  White."    Ttiey  used  him 
as  the  front  for  the  committee. 

Speaking  of  President  Conant  of  Harvard  UnlverBity,  let 
me  say  that  Harvard  has  many  investments  in  British  bonds, 
and  many  interests  in  the  Allied  governments,  which  they 
want  us  to  aid.  Of  course,  Mr.  Conant  was  very  much 
interested,  as  the  head  of  that  particular  university.  But 
if  anyone  is  interested  in  what  the  student  body  of  Harvard 
University  thinks  of  President  Conant's  action.  I  ask  him 
to  read  what  the  undergraduate  paper,  The  Crimson,  said 
about  Mr.  Conant  That  shows  the  real  feeling  among  the 
student  body.    It  follows: 

CAVB   CAIffSM 

with  the  beginning  of  the  present  war  In  Burope,  .^»erfea  brmoed 
itself  for  the  flood  of  propaganda  that  all  observers  said  wa«  sure 
to  come.  It  has  come,  and  wise  newspaper  readers  are  quickly 
learning  to  sift  out  some  of  the  more  flagrant  stories.  But  there 
is  another  source  of  propaganda  harder  to  spot,  though  no  leas 
influential.  It  la  in  the  Ameri&h  pulpit  and  iinlversity,  always 
powerful  molders  of  public  opinion.  Within  the  past  few  weeks. 
tbe  leaders  of  religion  and  education  in  this  country  have  qx>ken 
with  an  amazing  unanimity  in  strong  support  of  the  Allies.  If 
vehemence  Is  any  test  of  sincerity,  these  men  mean  what  they  Bay. 

Bishop  Manning,  head  of  the  Episcopal  Chvuxh  In  New  York  City, 
declared  in  a  sermon.  "Otir  sympathies,  otir  moral  support,  and 
whatever  aid  we  can  rightly  give  at  this  time  must  be  with  those 
who  at  untold  cost  are  upholding  the  principles  and  ideals  of  human 
life  in  which  we  believe."  President  Seymour  of  Yale  warned  that 
"a  defeat,  complete  or  even  partial,  of  the  western  democracies  in 
the  present  war  must  be  regarded  as  a  disaster  of  the  first  magnitude 
for  this  country."  President  Conant  foresaw  grim  eventualities  If 
Germany  should  win.  "I  believe  that  if  these  countries  (France 
and  England)  are  defeated  •  •  •  the  hope  of  free  Institutions 
*  *  *  will  be  Jeopardized."  These  examples  are  only  the  moct 
prominent  among  many  that  could  be  pointed  out. 

In  Investigating  this  copious  stream  of  propaganda  coming  in  by 
the  back  door,  it  is  only  natural  to  question  the  motives  of  the 
speakers.  Those  inclined  to  a  leftist  point  of  view  wUl  have  the 
answer  pat.  Manning  is  the  leader  of  an  upper-class  church,  the 
Episcopalians  being  the  cream  of  the  wealthy  fashionables  of  New 
York,  and  so  he  inevitably  bespeaks  their  strong  AnglophUe  senti- 
ments. They  will  see  In  the  college  presidents  the  tools  of  their 
gold-plated  corporations,  serving  to  present  the  demands  of  un- 
bridled capitalism  in  the  best  light.  Maybe  this  view  cannot  be 
dismissed  In  every  case.  Still  It  is  certain  that  some  of  these 
propagandists  are  speaking  Independently  and  sincerely,  uninflu- 
enced by  any  but  their  own  Judgments.  Still  they  are  not  Justified 
in  using  the  lever  of  their  prestige  to  force  the  unwilling  door  of 
public  opinion.  The  great  majority  of  Americans  are  determined  to 
stay  out  of  war,  and  the  statements  of  leading  ministers  and  educa- 
tors can  only  tend  to  drive  them  into  it.  This  propaganda  Is  far 
more  dangerous  than .  any  emanating  from  overseas,  for  the  very 
reason  that  It  is  accepted  as  the  gospel  truth  by  many  more  people. 
The  lofty  positions  of  these  men  give  their  words  weight  beyond 
their  worth,  so  that  they  should  give  long  and  serious  thought  to 
the  subject  before  making  any  statement.  It  is  especially  disquiet- 
ing that  leaders  of  youth,  the  college  presidents,  should  have  spoken 
so  soon  and  so  openly  the  words  that  may  send  to  destruction  the 
lives  in  their  charge.  They  are  earning  an  unenviable  place  in  the 
toad  gang  that  is  trying  to  build  for  the  United  States  a  super- 
highway straight  to  Armageddon. 

Speaking  of  the  individuals  who  want  us  to  go  to  war.  the 
other  day  we  saw  a  list  of  30  of  them  In  the  newspapers. 
The  headline  was  War  on  Reich  Urged  to  Crush  Threat  to 
United  States.  Thirty  of  them  were  named.  Let  me  give 
the  ages  of  some  of  these  men.  Probably  they  are  able- 
bodied  men.     Here  are  their  ages: 

Mr.  Stringfellow  Barr  is  43  years  old.  Any  man  with  a 
name  like  that  should  frighten  anybody.  He  is  not  beyond 
helping  the  Allies,  if  he  wants  to  declare  war. 

Who  else?  J.  Douglas  Brown  is  42.  He  could  serve  a 
little  while  and  not  be  worn  out. 

Who  else?  George  Watts  Hill  is  38,  He  is  near  the  draft 
age.  It  will  be  noticed  that  none  of  them  is  within  the  draft 
limit  of  35. 

Let  us  see  who  else.  George  Fort  Milton  is  45,  He  could 
serve  6  months  over  there  without  hurting  himself. 

Herbert  S.  Agar  is  42.  He  could  serve  a  year  or  two  with- 
out hurting  himself. 

Of  course  Frank  R.  Kent  Is  too  old, 

Lewis  Mumford  is  44.    Let  us  go  down  the  line. 

Stacy  May,  director  of  the  Rockefeller  Foundation,  Is 
only  44. 

I  did  not  get  the  ages  of  all  of  them. 

John  Lloyd  Balderston  is  50. 
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James  P.  Curtis  is  62. 

Edwin  P.  Gay  is  72. 

Marlon  H.  Hedges  is  51. 

Rt.  Rev.  Henry  W.  Hobson  Is  49. 

LeRoy  Hodges  is  51. 

Calvin  B.  Hoover,  professor  of  economics  at  Duke  Uni- 
versity, is  only  43.  I  am  willing  to  let  him  serve  2  years  over 
there  if  he  wants  to. 

Edwin  P.  Hubble  is  50.  He  Is  a  little  too  old.  but  he  could 
stop  a  bullet  Just  as  quickly  as  could  a  boy  of  18. 

Let  us  see  who  else.  Walter  Millis  is  41.  It  might  interest 
the  Senate  to  know  that  when  Walter  Millis  wrote  his  book. 
The  Road  to  War,  it  was  edited,  and  all  uncomplimentary 
references  tQ  J.  Pierpont  Morgan  were  taken  out  before  it  was 
published.  He  is  only  41.  Of  course,  he  is  writing  editorials 
in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  saying  that  we  should  be- 
come a  belligerent. 

Who  else?  Winfleld  W.  Riefler  is  43.  That  is  a  good  name 
for  war.    I  have  no  objection  to  his  going. 

Whitney  H.  Shepardson  is  49. 

Of  course.  Admiral  Standley  is  67. 

Those  are  the  men  who  are  telling  American  boys  that 
they  should  go  over  and  stop  Hitler.  Like  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Pepper],  if  these  individuals  are  interested  in 
stopping  Hitler  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  objection  by 
the  Senate  to  their  volunteering.  But  I  wish  to  say  that  a 
man  who  advocates  sending  American  boys  to  the  battlefields 
of  Europe,  and  who  will  not  himself  enlist,  is  a  cowardly 
traitor  to  his  country.  If  I  had  enough  feeling  about  the 
matter,  and  believed  that  the  situation  is  what  the  admin- 
istration says  it  is,  and  the  danger  is  what  they  say  it  is,  I 
would  have  enough  guts  to  offer  my  body  to  the  same  service 
for  which  I  would  send  another  American  boy  to  his  death. 

Oh.  no;  these  individuals  are  armchair  patriots,  who  sit 
back  and  tell  others  how  to  win  the  war  and  tell  the  boys, 
"Stand  your  ground  and  meet  the  tanks.  We  will  stand  back 
and  tell  you  what  the  tanks  are  going  to  do  tomorrow." 

Warmongering  newspapers  are  tied  up  in  this  move  with 
certain  politicians  who  have  failed  to  solve  their  own  problems 
here.  We  have  seen  constant  steps  in  the  direction  of  war. 
The  other  day  General  Harbord  gave  out  a  statement.  It  is 
very  interesting  to  note  that  General  Harbord  is  an  oflBcial  of 
the  Radio  Corporation  of  America,  and  for  that  reason  could 
exert  influence  to  shut  ofl  the  last  avenue  of  approach  to  the 
American  people — the  radio.  If  one  delivers  a  speech  against 
war.  I  doubt  if  he  could  even  get  the  story  into  the  classified 
advertising  section  of  certain  newspapers.  I  do  not  condemn 
the  individuals  in  the  press  gallery  here.  They  are  not  re- 
sponsible. They  do  not  have  final  say  as  to  what  appears  in 
the  newspapers.  But  if  one  says  that  we  ought  to  go  to  the 
aid  of  the  Allies  or  that  we  should  go  to  war,  immediately  he 
gets  a  front-page  headline.  I  ask  my  fellow  Senators  to  check 
the  financial  background  and  tie-up  of  the  newspapers  which 
are  so  actively  interested.  It  will  be  found  that  some  of  them 
are  interested  in  Investments  abroad. 

Mr.  WHEELEK.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3^eld? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Not  only  would  one  get  headlines  in  the 
newspapers  but  his  picture  would  be  taken  and  circulated  all 
over  the  United  States  through  the  motion-picture  theaters 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  agree  that  that  is  correct.  It  is  very  easy  to 
get  such  publicity. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  The  Senator  has  mentioned  a  number 
of  names.  Has  he  been  reading  the  roster  of  the  "fifth  col- 
umn" or  the  "sixth  column."  about  which  we  hear  so  much? 

Mr.  HOLT.  Of  course,  some  call  anybody  who  might  stand 
in  the  way  of  our  getting  into  war  a  member  of  the  "fifth 
cglumn."  Some  of  us  who  are  trjring,  in  our  modest  way,  to 
keep  this  country  out  of  war  will  be  called  "fifth  columnists." 
I  wish  to  say  that  the  danger  to  America  is  not  the  "fifth  col- 


umn" of  which  the  administration  speaks — ^former  bedfel- 
lows of  the  administration.  The  danger  of  the  "fifth 
column"  lies  in  propagandists,  financiers,  and  politicians  who 
would  destroy  our  country  by  involving  it  in  war. 

Oh,  yes;  they  are  "fifth  columnists."  According  to  some, 
it  was  not  so  terrible  to  be  a  Conununist  in  1936.  when  the 
Communist  support  was  the  difference  between  defeat  and 
victory  for  Herbert  Lehman  as  Governor  of  New  York.  They 
were  not  dangerous  to  Governor  Lehman  then.  They  were 
not  dangerous  to  certain  individuals  in  my  party  then.  When 
did  a  Communist  become  dangerous?  When  some  of  us 
started  after  communism  on  the  floor  of  the  United  States 
Senate  in  1936.  no  word  was  raised  by  the  administration  or 
by  administration  supporters  to  aid  us  expose  these  in- 
fluences. We  were  called  "red  baiters"  then,  but  now  it  is 
proper  to  be  on  the  other  side  and  call  the  Communists  "fifth 
columnists."  Let  me  say  that  the  danger  to  America  is  not 
alone  the  "fifth  column."  but  the  columns  of  the  newspapers 
of  the  United  States,  which  are  controlled. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3^eld? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  No  administration  supporter  objected 
when  the  Communist  newspapers  of  the  country  denounced 
every  Member  of  the  Senate  who  was  opposed  to  the  packing 
of  the  Supreme  Court.  At  that  time  every  Communist  news- 
paper in  the  country  condemned  and  ridiculed  every  Member 
of  the  Senate  who  was  opposed  to  the  packing  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  nothing  was  said  by  these  other  gentlemen  about 
Communists.    They  were  glad  to  have  their  support  at  that 

time. 

Mr.  HOLT.  That  is  absolutely  correct.  As  Mr.  Browder 
said  in  Madison  Square  Garden: 

Of  course,  at  that  time  we  were  only  the  poor  relattona  of  the 
administration.  They  were  with  us  as  long  as  we  did  not  become 
too  public  about  it.  We  were  the  poor  relations  of  the  adminis- 
tration at  that  time,  but  now  we  are  outcasts. 

He  asks  the  administration: 

Why  have  we  changed  from  the  status  of  poor  cousins  to  outcasts? 

In  connection  with  the  drive  toward  war,  I  shall  speak 

again,  probably  tomorrow,  on  propagandists.    I  shall  start 

with  Lord  Lothian  and  go  down  through  the  list  of  certain 

!   individuals  whom  Senators  know  very  well,  and  certain  news- 

j   papers.    It  may  be  very  interesting  to  learn  who  the  "fifth 

I  column"  warmongers  are. 

Let  me  repeat  what  the  President  said — and  I  repeat  it  be- 
cause I  think  it  is  worth  repeating.  I  think  it  is  very  im- 
portant because  it  shows  Just  what  is  happening. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  has  called  attention  to  the 
advertisement  which  has  been  placed  in  various  newspapers. 

Mr.  HOLT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  lat^r  called  attention  to 
where  the  idea  originated.  I  understand  that  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark]  introduced  a  resolution  to  inves- 
tigate propaganda  in  the  United  States.  Does  the  Senator 
know  what  has  become  of  that  resolution? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  do  not  think  it  has  the  approval  of  Lord 
Lothian  yet. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senate,  whether  it  has 
the  approval  of  Lord  Lothian  or  anybody  else,  the  advertise- 
ment has  been  published  in  the  great  newspapers  of  the 
country,  like  the  New  York  Times,  the  Herald  Tribune,  the 
Washington  Star,  and  many  other  newspapers  throughout 
the  United  States.  Everyone  knows  what  it  costs  to  publish 
such  an  advertisement  in  those  newspapers.  Every  Member 
of  this  body  knows  that  somebody  is  paying  for  it.  We  ought 
to  know  who  is  passing  for  it,  how  much  is  being  paid  for  it, 
and  where  the  money  comes  from.  If  money  is  being  put 
out  for  Nazi  propaganda  in  this  country,  we  ought  to  know 
it.  I  think  nearly  every  Member  of  the  Senate,  whether  he 
be  a  Democrat  or  a  Republican,  has  his  feet  on  the  ground, 
and  is  opposed  to  steps  to  get  us  into  war. 

I  believe  the  vast  majority,  the  overwhelming  majority,  of 
the  Members  of  this  body  are  opposed  to  the  United  States 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-SENATE 


8055 


getting  into  the  European  war;  and  I  may  say  that,  no  matter 
what  the  English  press  and  the  English  newspaper  writers 
may  think  about  the  speech  made  by  the  President  and  that 
it  was  going  to  lead  us  Into  the  war,  we  ought  to  serve  notice 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  are 
not  going  to  vote  for  war;  that  we  are  not  going  to  get  into 
it;  and  we  do  not  want  to  fool  Great  Britain  or  Prance  into 
thinking  that  we  are  going  to  send  American  boys  across  the 
water  again  to  be  shot  to  pieces  on  the  battlefields  of  Europe. 
We  are  not  going  to  see  them  come  back  home  and  fill  our 
insane  a.«;ylums  and  oiu"  hospitals,  with  their  legs  off  and 
their  arms  off,  blind  and  deaf — and  for  what?  The  other 
day  a  Senator  on  this  fioor  said  America  ought  to  wake  up. 
I  agree  with  him.  I  agree,  Mr.  President,  that  America  ought 
to  wake  up.  American  mothers  ought  to  wake  up;  American 
youth  ought  to  wake  up;  the  American  workingmen  ought 
to  wake  up — because  anybody  who  has  any  sense  at  all  knows 
what  is  happening.  We  know  the  propaganda  that  is  going 
on,  and  every  Member  of  the  Senate  knows  that  every  move 
Is  being  made  to  lead  us.  if  you  please,  down  the  road  to  war. 

I  wish  to  say,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned — and  in  saying  this 
I  repeat  what  I  have  heretofore  said — that  I  do  not  want  to 
have  to  break  with  the  administration;  I  do  not  want  to  have 
to  oppose  the  Democratic  Party;  but  if  it  becomes  necessary 
to  break  with  the  Democratic  Party,  I  shall  break  with  it  if  it 
Is  going  to  be  a  war  party.  I  want  everyone  who  is  interested 
in  the  matter  to  know  that  I  am  not  going  to  support  any 
candidate  for  President  of  the  United  States  of  America — 
no  matter  who  he  may  be — ^wbo  is  going  to  try  to  get  us  Into 
this  war. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Montana.  Everybody  who  has  followed  his  record  knows 
that  no  man  In  public  life  has  had  greater  courage  and 
greater  interest  in  the  people  than  he  has  had.  Tliat  is 
honest  representation  of  his  party,  because  if  our  party  gets 
the  name  of  being  a  war  party,  we  are  through.  We  will 
pay  for  it,  as  we  should  pay  for  it. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  We  would  not  only  be  through,  but  we 
ought  to  be  through,  if  we  are  going  to  be  a  war  party. 

Mr.  HOLT.    TTiat  Is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  A  few  more  speeches  either  in  this  body 
or  elsewhere  by  public  oflBcials  on  warmongering  will  cer- 
tainly not  aid  in  electing  a  Democrat  next  time. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Certain  Soiators,  speaking  in  this  body — and 
they  have  a  right  to  speak— have  told  the  people  of  this  cotm- 
try  that  we  are  at  war  with  some  other  country.  Do  you 
think.  Mr.  President,  that  is  beneficial  to  our  party?  Of 
course  they  have  been  spokesmen  for  certain  parts  of  the  ad- 
ministration program;  are  they  spokesmen  for  its  pohcy  of 
foreign  relations?  They  have  never  been  repudiated,  and 
they  use  the  greatest  oflBce  in  this  land  as  a  sounding  board 
to  bring  about  our  Involvement  In  the  war  by  aslcmg  for  a 
status  of  nonbelligerency. 

Let  me  refer  to  the  advertisement  which  has  appeared  in 
the  press.  I  was  called  on  the  telephone  from  West  Virginia 
by  two  individuals,  both  of  whom  said— they  were  not  very 
smart  propagandists— that  they  had  been  called  from  New 
York  and  requested  to  get  in  touch  with  me  to  ask  me  to  lend 
all  the  aid  I  could  to  the  Allies.  Who  paid  for  those  tele- 
phone bills  back  and  forth?  Who  in  New  York  told  some- 
body in  West  Virginia  that  he  should  contact  me  as  a  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  to  secure  my  aid  in  involving  us  in  non- 
belligerency? Then  I  received  a  telegram  that  said  in  effect, 
"According  to  the  advice  I  have  received  from  New  York,  It  Is 
very  important  that  Congress  lend  aid  to  the  Allies."  Who 
Is  giving  this  advice  in  New  York?  Why  should  it  not  be 
open;  why  should  not  the  people  have  the  facts  about  it? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 


Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  \nr- 
ginia  consider  such  an  advertisement  as  has  been  appearing 
In  the  newspapers,  imder  the  caption  "Save  America  by  Help- 
ing the  Allies,"  to  be  an  un-American  activity? 

Mr.  HOLT.    Well.  I  will  say 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  that 
I  do  so  consider  It.  I  notice  behind  the  Senator  the  very  dis- 
tinguished chairman  of  the  Dies  committee.  Hon.  Martin  Drs. 
with  whom  I  had  the  pleasure  of  serving  in  the  other  House.  I 
take  this  way  informally  of  suggesting  that  the  splendid  work 
which  his  committee  has  already  done  be  further  extended 
by  an  Investigation  of  just  such  un-American  activities  as 
these  paid  propaganda  advertisements,  designed  and  calcu- 
lated to  mislead  and  defraud  the  American  people. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  and  I  agree 
with  him  that  there  should  be  an  investigation  of  all  this 
propaganda — Nazi,  Communistic,  and  English.  Let  us  bring 
out  into  the  open  the  activities  of  Lord  Lothian  in  New  York 
City  and  his  conversations  with  Thomas  Lament,  who  set  up 
this  committee  to  aid  the  Allies.  Let  us  have  the  facts.  Why 
should  the  EInglish  Government  be  allowed  to  send  agents  here 
to  involve  us  in  this  war  by  getting  us  in  gradually  by  first 
sending  materials  and  then  men?  If  they  do  not  want  the 
facts  made  public,  we  should  more  than  ever  want  it  to  l)e 
made  public.  Has  it  come  to  pass  that  we  cannot  defend  our 
own  country  because  we  fear  we  will  step  on  the  toes  of  some- 
body in  Downing  Street?  Why  was  it,  when  the  Munitions 
Committee  wanted  to  get  the  background  of  J.  Pierpont  Mor- 
gan's deals  with  Great  Britain,  that  there  was  pressure  put 
on  to  stop  that  information?  Why  is  it  there  has  been  no 
investigation  of  British  propaganda  in  this  country?  I  go 
along  with  the  investigation  of  German  propaganda;  I  go 
along  with  the  investigation  of  Russian  propaganda ;  that  has 
been  my  attitude  for  years;  but  I  am  sick  and  tired  of  some 
individual  talking  about  propaganda  only  on  behalf  of  some 
countries  and  allowing  the  British  Government  not  only  to 
propagandize  but  to  approach  certain  Government  officials. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  able  Senator 
yield? 

The  PRESIDD^G  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  should  like  to  say  that  the  propaganda 
of  Great  Britain  is  more  dangerous  than  all  the  propaganda 
from  all  the  other  coimtries  combined.  It  is  more  powerful 
and  more  efficient  and  has  been  so  for  more  than  25  years. 

THE  BRrnSH  "SEVENTH  COLUMN" 

It  Is  the  "seventh  column"  In  the  United  States,  the  column 
of  tnterventlon  and  war.  It  takes  no  account  of  America 
and  its  interests.  We  are  second,  they  are  always  first. 
They  consider  us  gullible  and  Inferior  and  have  brazenly  pro- 
claimed it  to  the  world.  They  have  the  nerve,  the  gall,  the 
insolence  to  demand  that  we  pay  their  debts  for  them,  serve 
them,  and  die  for  them.  No  other  nation  ever  did  that 
imless  It  be  France — ^Prance  that  set  up  the  hostile  empire  of 
Maxlmilan  In  Mexico  diuing  the  Civil  War,  while  Great 
Britain  sabotaged  Lincoln  and  the  Union  with  loans  to  the 
rebels  and  gun-running  to  the  South. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Oh,  it  has  been  said  that  the  British  propa- 
ganda is  not  always  carried  on  by  Britain;  it  is  carried  on  by 
oiu-  own  American  citizens.  Here  in  Washington  the  social 
lobby,  controlled  by  the  dictates  of  the  English  Embassy,  ap- 
proach and  contact  Government  officials;  they  have  enlisted 
for  the  duration  of  the  war.  It  has  alwasrs  been  a  known 
fact  that  the  English  Government  can  get  plenty  of  volunteer 
propagandists.  TTiose  are  "fifth  coliunnists"  who  should  be 
brought  out  Into  the  open.  Why  should  only  one  side  be  told 
to  the  American  people  when  It  means  the  death  of  Ameri- 
cans because  of  our  involvement  In  war? 

I  may  say  that  I  think  time  will  prove  that  certain  news- 
papers in  this  country  have  been  purchased,  just  as  they  were 
purchased  before  the  last  war.  We  will  not  find  out  about  It 
imtil  the  boys  are  killed;  we  will  not  find  it  out  until,  as  time 
passes,  American  boys  are  sent  to  the  hospitals;  we  will 
not  find  it  out  until  American  boys  come  back  without  legs 
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and  without  arms.  Then  we  will  find  that  certain  Interests 
have  approached  and  controlled  and  bought  the  editorial 
pages  of  certain  newspapers  of  this  land. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  In  the  first  World  War  it  was  reported — 
and  I  think  the  records  of  the  British  Parliament  so  show — 
that  $150,000,000  was  appropriated  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment for  propaganda  in  the  United  States,  and,  according 
to  reports,  the  British  have  now  again  appropriated  for 
propaganda  in  this  country  $165,000,000.  Where  did  that 
money  go?  It  was  probably  pretty  well  used  in  every  pos- 
sible propaganda  chaimel. 

At  this  point  In  my  remarks  I  Insert  a  few  lines  from  the 
book  on  propaganda.  Putting  It  Over,  page  117: 

PROPAGANDA 

Regarding  the  extent  of  British  propaganda  In  the  United  States, 
this  declaration  attributed  to  the  late  Lord  Northcllfle  has  great 
significance. 

•'England  spent  $150,000,000  for  propaganda  ptirposes  in  the 
United  States  during  the  war,  and  I  consider  that  money  spent  to 
greater  advantage  than  any  equal  amount  during  the  entire 
conflict." 

Lord  NorthcUlIe's  special  dlplomatc  mission  to  this  country  alter 
the  United  States  declared  war  against  Germany  was  organized 
solely  for  the  purposes  of  publicity.  Headquarters  were  estab- 
lished in  New  York.  Arrangements  were  made  to  supply  the  Ameri- 
can press  with  dally  news  dispatches.  It  was  admitted  in  the  Hoiise 
of  Commons  that  NorthcUffe's  paid  publicity  agents  in  the  United 
States  numbered  some  4.500. 

Colonel  Hammersley.  member  of  the  House  of  Commons  during 
the  session.  November  1918.  said,  in  part:  "To  my  mind,  if  an  end 
Is  put  to  the  Ministry  of  Information,  and  If  Its  activities  are  with- 
drawn from  America.  It  will  be  nothing  short  of  a  calamity  to  this 
country." 

Pacts  also  show  that  the  British  Oovemment  subsidized  its  own 
news  agencies  to  disseminate  oQlcial  war  propaganda,  paying  Reuter's 
agency  £126,000  for  services  covering  a  certain  period  of  war. 

Men  with  high  financial  and  business  connections  were  employed 
as  directors  o^  propaganda  in  the  various  belligerent  and  neutrr.l 
countries.  The  prestige  of  this  action  gained  wide  circles  of  ad- 
herents to  the  British  war  policy.  The  British  Government  put 
over  victory  through  the  power  of  propaganda. 

Mr.  HOLT.  What  is  the  use  of  this  propaganda?  An  in- 
cident not  related  before  the  war  but  occurring  before  and 
related  afterwards,  is  also  true  today.  May  I  read  it  again 
to  the  Senate: 

In  America  •  •  •  there  are  50.000  people  who  understand 
the  necessity  of  the  United  States  entering  the  war  immediately 
on  your  side.  But  there  are  100,000.000  Americans  who  have  not 
even  thought  of  it.  Our  task  is  to  see  that  the  figures  are  re- 
versed, and  that  the  60.000  become  the  100,000,000.  We  will 
accomplish  this. 

That  was  a  conversation  between  one  of  our  diplomats 
In  Paris  and  one  in  the  French  Ministry  of  Propaganda.  And 
It  was  accomplished.  Today,  talking  about  diplomats,  is 
there  a  single  Member  of  this  body  who  thinks  that  Bill 
Bullitt  Is  looking  after  America's  Interests  as  much  as  he 
is  looking  after  the  interests  of  Prance?  His  interest  has 
been,  and  will  be,  the  interest  of  Prance,  which  he  loves  so 
much. 

Two  years  ago  he  stated  that  we  would  come  to  the  aid 
of  Prance.    Let  me  read  Bill  Bullitt's  speech  on  that  subject. 
He  said  that  France  and  the  United  States — 

Are  united  by  our  devotion  to  liberty,  democracy,  and  peace.  We 
are  united  by  our  old  friendship,  by  the  aid  we  brought  each  other 
in  our  hour  of  distress.  Today  we  are  working  together  to  save 
peace. 

At  this  time  the  unity  and  calm  with  which  Prance  contemplates 
the  future  have  awakened  the  admiration  of  the  whole  world. 

France  and  the  United  States,  he  said,  are — 
Indefectlvely  imlted  in  war  as  in  peace. 

Tliat  was  in  September  1938 — "United  in  war  as  in  peace" — 
«ri  he  wants  us  to  be  in  war  as  an  Ally  with  France  again. 
Why  has  not  the  State  Department,  as  it  always  before  has 
done  In  the  history  of  this  coimtry.  called  utterances  of  this 
kind  tu  the  attention  of  a  diplomat  <fio  would  make  the 
type  of  speech  that  Bill  Bullitt  made  in  France?  Jimmy 
Cromwell  was  censured.  Why  has  not  Bill  Bullitt  been 
censured?  Is  he  more  powerful  than  the  State  Department? 
The  American  people  have  a  right  to  know.    He  was  speak- 


ing as  an  official,  as  the  Secretary  of  State  said  when  he 
condemned  Cromwell— Cromwell,  hopefully  the  next  United 
States  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  HOLT.     Yes. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  Senator's  statement  recalls  Ambas- 
sador Grerard,  of  World  War  days,  who,  when  he  was  recalled 
from  Germany,  first  went  to  the  Court  of  St.  James,  and 
knelt  down  before  the  British  King  and  was  tapped  on  the 
head  with  a  little  tin  sword  and  was  told,  "Rise.  Sir  Knight," 
a  member  of  the  nobility.  He  ran  for  President  of  the 
United  States  out  in  my  native  State  of  South  Dakota:  but 
when  the  people  of  that  State  found  that  he  was  a  member 
of  the  British  nobility  he  did  not  get  very  far,  and  he  has 
never  rim  for  President  since. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  am  very  hopeful  that  the  resolution  calling 
on  the  Secretary  of  State  to  furnish  a  list  of  all  Americans 
who  have  received  medals  from  the  German  Government 
will  be  adopted;  and  I  want  to  have  it  amended,  when  it 
comes  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  to  include  all  Americans 
who  have  been  knighted  and  given  medals  by  all  other  foreign 
countries.  Why  should  we  not  have  all  of  the  information  on 
this  subject?  Why  should  we  not  have  the  facts?  Why  should 
we  have  information  in  reference  to  one  country  only?  Let 
us  have  all  the  facts  in  this  matter,  and  let  us  tell  the  peo- 
ple the  truth.  The  President  said  he  had  nothing  to  hold 
back  from  the  people;  and  yet.  day  by  day.  we  are  seeing 
secrets  coming  out  which  mean  our  involvement  in  this 
war. 

I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Wheeler]  said.  I  do  not  believe  the  Senate  is  going  to  vote 
for  war,  because  Senators  are  calmer  than  are  some  other 
Government  officials;  but  if  these  Government  officials  take 
us  to  the  point  where  they  create  an  incident,  who  knows 
what  the  situation  may  be  as  to  our  involvement? 

You  know,  war  may  be  declared  by  us,  or  it  may  be  de- 
clared by  somebody  against  us.  If  we  deliberately  try  to 
create  an  Incident,  how  do  we  know  that  some  foreign  nation 
may  not  declare  war  on  us?  Whether  we  declare  war  on 
them  or  they  declare  war  on  us,  the  same  penalty  is — the 
death  of  American  boys.  No  matter  where  the  declaration 
comes  from,  it  means  just  the  same  thing. 

Let  us  be  careful  about  creating  unnecessary  Incideuts 
that  may  mean  the  involvement  of  our  country. 

What  do  I  mean  by  steps  toward  intervention?  I  shall 
not  detain  the  Senate  long  today,  because  I  shall  discuss 
this  question  tomorrow  from  another  angle. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  spoke  of  Mr.  Bullitt.  I 
desire  to  call  his  attention  to  a  statement  which  was  made 
by  Ambassador  Joseph  P.  Kennedy.  He  made  this  state- 
ment on  December  12,  1939,  in  the  Church  of  the  Assumption 
in  Boston,  Mass.     He  said: 

There  Is  no  place  in  this  fight  for  us.  It's  going  to  be  bad  enough 
as  it  Is.  As  you  love  America,  don't  let  anything  that  comes  out  of 
any  country  in  the  world  make  you  believe  you  can  make  a  situa- 
tion one  whit  better  by  getting  Into  the  war.  •  •  •  There  U 
no  reason — economic,  financial,  or  social — to  Justify  the  United 
States  entering  the  war. 

I  agreed  wholeheartedly  with  Mr.  Kennedy  when  he  made 
that  statement,  and  I  agree  wholeheartedly  with  him  now. 

I  am  informed  that  Mr.  Edwin  C.  Hill  stated  over  the  radio 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  called  in  some  persons 
last  evening  and  questioned  them  as  to  whether  or  not  we 
should  have  a  declaration  of  war  at  the  present  time.  It 
seems  to  me  that  that  statement  Is  Incre(ible,  and  I  must 
believe  that  Mr.  Hill  was  mistaken.  It  seems  to  me  that  a 
statement  of  that  kind  made  by  a  radio  commentator,  if  it 
was  not  true,  should  certainly  be  sufficient  reason  for  not 
permitting  him  to  speak  further  over  the  radio  as  a  com- 
mentator in  this  country. 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


8057 


As  I  said,  I  cannot  believe  that  any  such  thing  as  that  Is 
true.  I  hope  and  pray  that  it  is  not  true;  but  I  hope  and 
fgmy  that  if  anything  of  the  kind  does  take  place,  there  will 
be  enough  men  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  stand 
up  and  be  counted,  and  not  see  this  country  of  ours  destroyed, 
as  it  surely  will  be  destroyed  if  we  get  into  another  war. 

The  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States,  Mr,  Hughes,  some- 
time ago  made  the  statement  that  he  questioned  whether  or 
not  we  could  maintain  democracy  and  our  American  way  of 
life — that  was  the  substance  of  his  statement — if  we  should 
go  through  another  war.  I  also  question  it,  and  I  think  every 
thinking  American  feels  that  way  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Montana,  and  I 
agree  with  him.  I  desire  to  say  that  the  day  we  declare  war — 
and  pray  God  that  day  never  comes — we  shall  eliminate 
democracy  from  the  United  States  of  America  for  time  im- 
memorial. Instead  of  saving  democracy  we  shall  be  destroying 
democracy,  not  only  by  centralized  power  by  destroying  men, 
but,  as  the  able  Senator  from  Maryland  fMr.  TydingsI  told 
us  the  other  day  in  a  speech  that  should  be  read  by  every 
citizen  of  the  country,  America  could  not  possibly  stand  on  the 
financial  pillars  of  this  Government  If  we  should  go  to  war 
again.  Instead  of  savmg  democracy,  we  shall  destroy  it  by 
such  a  course. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the  clerk 
read  an  article  from  the  Chicago  Sunday  Tribune  of  June  2, 
1940;  and  after  it  Is  read  I  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the 
Appendix  6f  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
reading  of  the  article?  None  is  heard;  and  the  article  will 
be  read,  and  also  printed  In  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

GERMAN    CHEOrr    KEXEWAL    PLAN    IS    NXGOTIATEO 

Nirw  York,  June  1. — Representatives  of  Wall  Street  banks  are 
returning  from  Europe  with  a  plan  for  renewal  of  an  agreement 
with  Germany  covering  commercial  credits,  Informed  banking 
sources  said  today.  The  plan,  it  was  learned,  was  worked  out  in. 
discussions  In  Rome  for  submission  to  a  committee  from  local 
banks  which  had  extended  credits  to  Germany. 

A  temporary  arrangement  calling  for  gradual  reduction  of  out- 
standing credits  was  made  last  December.  It  expired  yesterday. 
Under  it  Germany  paid  interest  ranging  from  3  to  4  percent  and 
cut   the   estimated    indebtedness   from    $46,000,000    to   $40,000,000. 

The  new  plan,  it  was  said,  probably  followed  closely  the  ex- 
pired agreement,  but  disclosure  of  the  details  awaited  return  of 
the  negotiators.    They  are  due  home  within  the  next  10  days. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  do  not  know,  as  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana himself  says,  whether  or  not  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
statement  that  some  officials  of  our  Government  are  consid- 
ering the  question  whether  we  should  go  into  the  war  or  stay 
out  of  It.  I  certainly  do  not  want  to  pose  sus  an  expert  in 
commenting  for  just  a  moment  upon  our  ability  to  go  to  war; 
but  I  very  well  remember  the  last  war,  and  I  remember  that 
It  was  about  a  year  after  we  got  into  the  last  war  before  we 
had  any  troops  at  all  equipped  and  trained  which  we  could 
spare  to  leave  this  coimtry.  I  remember,  too,  that  the  bulk 
of  the  troops  that  were  sent  abroad  went  abroad  a  year  after 
we  had  declared  war.  I  likewise  remember  that  in  my  own 
particular  ime  of  endeavor,  the  machine-gun  units,  we  drilled 
for  1  year  with  wooden  guns,  and  we  never  saw  a  heavy  ma- 
chine gun  which  we  were  supposed  to  use  in  battle  until  we 
got  over  m  Prance,  when  the  gvms  were  given  to  us,  having 
been  furnished  from  England;  and  the  artillery  with  which 
my  division  was  equipped  was  furnished  to  us  by  the  French 
over  a  year  after  we  got  into  the  war. 

I  know  that  that  experience  could  be  duplicated  many  times 
over.  We  did  not  have  the  equipment;  we  were  not  ready  for 
the  war  in  any  sense  when  we  went  Into  It, 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President 


Mr.  TYDINGrS.  Let  me  make  just  one  observation  In  con- 
clusion. When  we  get  ready  to  go  to  war,  or  begin  to  talk 
about  going  to  war,  we  first  should  be  able  to  go  to  war.  be- 
cause to  make  commitments  which  will  carry  this  country 
into  war  without  its  being  able  to  go  Is  like  talking  to  a  man 
who  has  a  revolver  in  his  hand  when  you  have  nothing  but 
your  bare  fist,  to  use  a  ccxnmonplace  illustration. 

Our  big  job  now  is  to  get  ready  for  national  defense,  not  to 
go  to  war.  Our  Job  is  to  get  this  country  in  a  state  of  pre- 
paredness, and  it  is  not  in  a  state  of  preparedness,  and  that 
job  is  going  to  take  months,  and  in  some  cases  jrears,  and 
even  to  consider  the  possibility  of  our  actually  going  to  war  as 
a  government  now  would,  I  am  sure,  be  against  the  advice  of 
every  military  and  naval  man  In  the  Government  service  who 
holds  any  position  of  responsibility. 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Along  the  line  of  the  remarks 
of  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  I  merely  wanted  to  call 
attention  to  the  further  fact  that  after  we  got  into  the  last 
war  Congress  immediately  authorized  a  huge  program  of 
airplane  construction,  and  most  of  the  American  people 
assumed  that  when  that  act  had  passed  Congress,  and  when 
that  vast  program  of  airplane  construction  had  been  au- 
thorized, this  Nation  was  adequately  prepared  in  the  air, 
and  was  about  to  go  over  and  to  descend  on  the  Germans, 
and  especially  the  Hindenberg  line,  and  bring  the  war  to  a 
close.  But  after  2  years  of  construction  and  experimenta- 
tion and  after  the  expenditure  of  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars  of  the  taxpayers'  money,  not  one  Liberty  motor,  not 
one  American-constructed  plane,  was  ever  flown  on  the 
western  front. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  again? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  from  West  ^^rglnla  said  a 
moment  ago  that  war  can  be  made  in  one  of  three  ways.  You 
can  declare  war  on  the  other  fellow,  he  can  declare  war  on 
you,  or  both  of  you  can  declare  war  simultaneously  on  each 
other.  But  we  should  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  the 
making  of  war  is  not  a  one-way  street.  We  may  not  have 
control  of  the  decision  as  to  who  makes  war  on  the  other 
fellow,  and  I  feel  that  it  would  be  wise  for  all  of  us,  including 
me,  to  have  such  an  idea  in  mind  when  we  talk  about  for- 
eign governments.  I  have  my  own  personal  sympathies,  and 
they  are  very  strong,  but  I  know  this  country  is  in  no  shape 
to  fight  a  war  tomorrow  morning.  I  furthermore  believe  that 
it  is  unwise  for  us  to  indulge  in  remarks  which  are  calculated 
to  breed  international  ill  will  when  we  have  not  the  punch 
back  of  those  remarks  to  back  them  up  in  the  event  our  bluff 
may  be  called. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  thank  the  Senator  fnmi  Maryland.  What 
he  says  is  absolutely  correct.  In  other  words,  as  the  News 
said  yesterday,  when  you  call  a  man  a  name,  you  had  better 
have  something  other  than  a  feather  duster  when  he  takes 
after  you;  and  America  does  not  have  much  else. 

As  I  stood  here  listening  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  and 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  speak,  a  very  interesting  thing 
came  to  my  thought.  Here  were  two  men  who  saw  active 
service  in  France,  two  men  who  actually  know  what  war  Is, 
two  men  who  know  the  effect  of  war,  and  It  is  Interesting  to 
listen  to  their  statements  as  compared  with  those  of  Senators 
who  served,  either  in  the  S.  A.  T.  C.  or  in  charge  of  prison- 
ers. In  other  words,  a  man  who  served  in  war  abroad  will  not 
be  so  interested  in  having  his  son  serve  under  the  same  condi- 
tions.   This  seems  to  me  a  very  interesting  comparison. 

Speaking  of  propaganda  just  for  a  moment,  I  received  a 
wire  from  a  woman  in  my  State  sajrlng  that  we  should  go 
to  war  with  Germany.  I  thought  I  had  received  some  other 
communication  from  her,  although  I  was  not  sure,  so  I  had 
my  secretary  search  the  files,  and  I  have  here  one  of  the 
letters  I  foimd  from  this  woman  who  wants  us  to  go  to  war 
with  Germany  now.    I  quote: 

Dear  Sir:  I  wish  to  express  my  disapproval  of  the  pension  bill 
which  will  come  before  the  Senate  soon,  I  believe  that  we  have 
provided  generously  for  World  War  veterans  and  that  if  this  blU 
Is  passed,  it  would  be  an  additional  expense  which  Is  not  ju&tlfied. 
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She  says  we  have  treated  the  World  War  veterans  gen- 
eroiisly,  and  additional  expense  is  not  Justified.  That  is  the 
sentiment  of  a  woman  who  is  today  advocating  that  we 
create  more  veterans,  more  individuals  who  give  their  all  in 
order  that  the  country  may  win  a  war.  Individuals  like  that 
are  the  ones  who  are  telling  us  to  get  into  war.  They  say 
we  have  treated  the  veteran  generously;  and  are  not  Justified 
In  giving  him  any  more. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  was  not  here  when  I  started 
my  remarks,  referring  to  what  Edwin  C.  Hill  said.  Let  me 
repeat  the  statement  I  read  from  this  pamphlet  "Uncen- 
sored,"  the  issue  of  June  8: 

More  than  one  recent  White  House  guest  has  reported  that  the 
conversation  la  mainly  about  how  the  Nation  can  be  educated 
most  quickly  to  the  need  lor  our  entry  Into  the  war. 

That  reminds  one  of  what  Secretary  Lansing  did  before 
the  World  War.  He  wrote  a  memorandum  in  1915  in  which 
in  effect  he  said:      ' 

We  cannot  taice  the  American  people  In  yet. 

"We  cannot  take  them  in  yet."    But  what  was  he  going  to 

do?    Let  me  quote  from  him: 

The  sensible  thing  to  do  was  to  defer  action  until  a  gradual 
process  ot  education  and  enlightenment  was  accomplished. 

That  was  in  1915,  2  years  before  our  entry  into  the  war, 
2  years  before  the  boys  were  killed,  after  the  process  of 
education  and  enlightenment,  2  years  before  we  paid  the 
penalty. 

Let  me  quote  what  Raymond  Moley  said  in  his  book  about 
the  same  process  of  education  that  is  going  on.  He  wrote 
-this  some  time  ago: 

After  Munich.  Roosevelt  at  cince  rummoned  home  our  Am- 
bassador to  Berlin.  There  were  consultations  with  Ambassadors 
Phillips,  Kennedy,  and  Bullitt.  The  consensus  seems  to  have  been 
agreement  that  the  time  had  come  to  do  something  practical — 

"Something  practical" — 

to  stop  Germany.  Italy,  and  Japan,  and  to  assist  England  and 
Prance.  That  something  was  to  be  a  revision  of  the  Neutrality 
Act  to  permit  France  and  Englf^nd  to  buy  guns  and  munitions 
in  this  country. 

I  quote  further  from  Mr.  Moley,  who  certainly  was  on  the 
inside.    This  is  what  he  said: 

Observers  recognize  in  these  dramatic  maneuverlngs  signs  of  a 
State  Department  campaign  to  "educate"  the  American  public  to 
the  need  for  a  stronger  foreign  p<}Ucy. 

Is  it  the  same  process  of  education  we  are  receiving  today 
which  Secretary  Lansing  gave  to  the  people  between  1915  and 
1917?  Let  us  hope,  let  us  pray,  that  it  is  not  the  same  kind 
of  education  that  sends  our  boys  to  their  deaths,  and  with  no 
gain  whatsoever,  with  no  possible  hope  of  gaining  anything. 

What  do  I  mean  when  I  say  "steps  toward  intervention"? 
Let  us  go  back  to  the  President's  quarantine  speech  at  Chi- 
cago, a  copy  of  which  the  English  papers  said  they  had  before 
it  was  delivered.  Why?  Let  us  recall  the  Washington  Post 
editorial,  when  he  said  "we"  were  going  to  war.  and  he 
defined  "we"  as  western  civilization,  including  the  United 
States,  as  appears  in  the  Washington  Post  editorial,  which  I 
placed  in  the  Record  during  the  debate  on  the  Neutrality  Act. 

What  else  is  there?  There  were  the  secret  airplane  deals 
with  France,  which  would  not  have  been  made  public  had 
not  some  French  flyer  crashed.  We  would  not  have  known 
of  the  secret  deal  between  the  French  Government.  Morgen- 
thau,  and  others  If  there  had  not  been  an  accident  which 
drove  the  plane  down  to  the  ground.  I  think  time  will  show, 
I  think  the  memoirs  of  certain  public  officials  will  show,  that 
a  most  dangerous  involvement  came  from  the  conversations 
with  Anthony  Eden  himself.  I  think  history  will  prove  that 
the  conversation  with  Anthony  Eden  was  one  of  the  most 
dangerous  things  that  happened  to  America  in  many  years. 

Of  course,  there  was  the  visit  of  the  King  and  Queen.  Just 
about  this  time  last  year,  when  we  were  invited,  with  en- 
graved cards,  to  go  down  to  the  garden  party,  and  they  said 
It  wu  like  heaven,  that  only  ft  few  could  go.  X  did  not 
accept.  I  may  tay,  but  when  they  asked  about  the  garden 
party,  Sir  Ronald  Lindsay  put  his  foot  up  on  the  step  and 
said,  "You  know,  the  garden  party  is  like  heaven — few  get 


to  go."  And  now.  with  war  on,  they  give  a  party  at  the 
British  Embassy  and  you  can  go  if  you  have  a  "buck." 
[Laughter.]  You  can  see  where  the  King  and  Queen  walked. 
Senators  were  not  supposed  to  walk  until  5  minutes  after 
the  King  and  Queen  went  down  the  walk,  they  could  not  walk 
in  their  footsteps,  but  if  you  had  Just  waited  a  year,  you 
would  not  have  had  to  buy  that  formal  outfit  and  go,  you 
could  have  just  paid  a  dollar  and  gone  over  the  same  path 
where  the  American  people  bowed  to  the  King  and  Queen. 
You  may  not  think  that  amounts  to  much,  but  it  Is  the  same 
Old  social  propaganda  that  is  Involving  us  gradually,  so  that 
we  can  bow  at  the  feet  of  the  mighty. 

Mr.  WALSH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Has  the  Senator  given  attention  to  this 
phase  of  the  situation,  which,  regardless  of  whether  we  enter 
the  war  or  not.  is  to  have  a  very  great  effect  on  the  future 
legislative  jwlicy  of  this  country?  I  refer  to  the  fact  that  if 
the  masses  of  the  people  of  this  country  think  that  those  of 
wealth  and  possessors  of  property  and  owners  of  big  business 
are  pushing  us  into  the  war.  there  will  be  developed  a  radical 
psychology  in  this  country  which  will  be  very,  very  dangerous 
and  ruinous  in  the  future  years.  Has  the  Senator  given  any 
thought  to  that  aspect  of  the  present  situation? 

Mr.  HOLT.  That  is  correct,  and  some  of  us  would  like  to 
know  why  the  administration  has  put  pressure  on  a  bill  to 
stop  making  excess  profits  in  time  of  war. 

Radio  speeches  saying  we  shall  have  no  more  war  million- 
aires do  not  stop  the  creation  of  war  millionaires.  Let  us  put 
the  prohibition  on  the  statute  books. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  assure  the  Senator 
that  when  a  tax  bill  comes  over  here,  the  war-profits  tax  bill 
is  going  to  be  offered  as  an  amendment,  and  a  vote  had  on  it. 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  thank  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

I  wish  to  say  that  if  we  pass  such  a  tax  law  much  of  the 
Interest  of  the  country  in  this  war  will  subside. 

Let  us  now  go  back  behind  the  background  of  setting  up 

the  "M"  day.  which  we  did  not  know  about  imtil  later,  and 

on  through  the  "short  of  war"  statement,  and  Senators  will 

find  the  thought  of  a  constant  intervention  in  the  affairs  of 

.  Europe. 

Mr.  President.  I  want  a  strong  national  defense.  I  know 
that  a  strong  national  defense  will  keep  the  war  from  com- 
ing here.  But  I  know  a  strong  national  defense,  without 
the  interest  of  the  government  ofBcials  for  peace  will  not  keep 
us  from  getting  into  the  war. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Mr.  President,  will  Che  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Is  it  possible  that  those  who  are  driving  us 
into  war  do  not  realize  that  the  Representatives  in  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  do  npt  propose  to  draft  the  blood 
of  American  youth  without  drafting  wealth  first  and  without 
reaching  out  to  commandeer  and  draft  industry  and  every- 
thing else  before  we  take  life?  We  have  not  yet  reached  the 
stage  in  this  country  where  we  are  going  to  sacrifice  life  and 
then  compromise  on  the  question  as  to  how  much  money  we 
will  take,  or  what  other  property  we  will  commandeer  from 
those  who  control  the  industries  and  the  large  business  inter- 
ests of  the  country.  As  the  President  recently  said,  there  are 
to  be  no  new  or  additional  millionaires  made  as  a  result  of  the 
present  serious  emergency. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  thank  the  Senator.  No  man  In  this  body  has 
been  more  Interested  In  keeping  this  coimtry  at  peace  than 
has  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  It  might  be  interesting  to  know  if  those 
who  think  they  are  going  to  make  money  out  of  the  war  have 
ever  thought  of  what  their  profits  will  be  worth  if  we  get  Into 
this  war,  and  after  the  war  Is  over.  There  is  nothing  more 
dangerous  to  the  foundations  of  any  government,  there  is 
nothing  so  dangerous  to  the  defense  policy  of  the  Oovcrn- 
ment,  as  bankruptcy,  national  bankruptcy.  War  creates 
bankruptcy,  and  national  bankruptcy  creates  hunger,  famine, 
sufTerlng.  discontent,  and  revolution.  Is  there  any  sane  man 
who  believes  that  this  war,  particularly  if  we  get  into  it,  will 
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not  be  prolonged  to  such  an  extent  that  the  chances  are  that 
our  profits  will  be  worth  nothing? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  thank  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  President,  speaking  about  the  question  of  profit  in  war, 
a  coal  official  got  in  touch  with  me  recently  and  said  that  we 
ought  to  go  to  the  aid  of  the  Allies  because  if  we  do  not  we 
will  not  be  able  to  sell  our  coal.  In  other  words,  it  seems  to 
him  that  it  Is  more  important  to  sell  a  few  tons  of  coal  than 
it  is  to  keep  our  boys  over  here  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic 
Ocean. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Many  Members  of  this  body  have  seen  the 
average  veterans'  hospital,  but  there  are  other  hospitals  that 
tell  a  more  horrible  tale  of  the  last  war.  in  which  are  to  be 
foimd  the  boys  without  noses,  the  boys  who  are  disfigured, 
the  boys  who  must  be  fed  through  tubes.  Do  these  men  who 
figure  or  try  to  decide  as  to  whether  or  not  we  should  go  to 
war  realize  the  hardships  and  the  horribleness  of  the  war  so 
far  as  it  affects  the  one  who  has  to  do  the  actual  fighting — 
not  the  one  who  makes  the  profit? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  thank  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

I  wish  to  state  a  few  words  in  conclusion  as  to  my  view- 
point on  this  matter. 

Tlie  drive  to  take  us  into  this  war  is  under  way.  not  under 
its  real  representation  but  through  subterfuge.  Whether  we 
go  into  this  war  directly  or  by  any  other  means,  the  ultimate 
cost  to  you  in  the  killing  of  your  sons  will  be  the  same. 
Whether  we  slip  in.  walk  in,  or  are  pushed  in,  the  penalty  Is 
the  same,  the  death  of  the  finest  American  youth.  Some  of 
us  in  the  Senate  are  determined  to  prevent  our  country  from 
getting  into  this  war.  We  do  not  want  to  get  into  it  through 
the  front,  back,  or  side  door.  We  want  to  call  a  stop  to  this 
hypocrisy  of  preaching  peace  while  leading  us  to  war.  We 
believe  the  people  have  a  right  to  know  the  truth. 

President  Roosevelt  said  in  a  radio  speech — and  I  quote: 

Totir  Government  has  no  Information  which  it  has  any  thought 
of  withholding  from  you. 

Not  only  are  the  people  having  matters  withheld  from 
them  but  the  same  prohibition  is  against  certain  Members 
of  Congress.  These  matters  kept  secret  are  not  at>out  na- 
tional defense.  They  are  matters  of  public  policy.  A  War 
Industries  Board  report  has  been  kept  away  from  Congress 
by  the  President  himself.  Conferences  at  the  White  House 
which  would  shock  you  have  been  held  under  secrecy. 

I  am  one  who  believes  the  fellows  who  have  to  do  the  dying 
ought  to  have  a  right  to  know  why  they  are  called  upon  to 
give  up  their  lives. 

I  desire  to  make  my  position  clear.  I  want  every  move  of 
treason  or  disloyalty  to  my  coimtry  exposed  and  punished. 
I  want  to  bring  out  in  the  open  every  enemy.  Let  us.  as  I 
have  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  in  dozens  of 
sj)eeches  elsewhere,  expose  all  of  these  forces,  be  they  Ger- 
man, Russian,  English,  or  any  other  nation.  Trojan  horses 
are  not  coriined  to  one  set  of  belligerents.  Let  us  bring  out 
to  the  light  the  Nazi  agent  but  do  not  let  us  at  the  same  time 
wink  at  the  English  agent.  Anyone  who  Is  trying  to  accom- 
plish the  overthrow  of  my  country  is  an  enemy,  and  should 
be  punished.  So  Is  an  English  propagandist  who  Is  trying 
to  get  my  coimtry  to  sacrifice  our  soldiers  on  the  battlefields 
of  Europe.  He  is  an  enemy  that  should  be  punished.  Why 
has  the  investigation  of  foreign  propaganda  by  a  Senate 
committee  been  held  up  under  administration  pressure  since 
last  faU?  I  have  voted  and  supported  every  effort  to  stop 
and  punish  treason  or  any  attack  on  my  country.  I  have 
not  been  a  late  convert  to  this  course.  When  I  attacked 
these  termites  who  are  boring  from  within,  some,  yes  many, 
who  are  now  generating  hysteria  talking  about  "fifth  col- 
umnists" were  defending  these  influences  that  started  these 
same  Individuals.  These  foreign  Influences  were  coddled  by 
officials  of  our  own  Oovcrnment.  and  their  Influence  was 
courted.  Today  they  have  broken  their  alliance.  You  can 
answer  why. 

I  support  a  strong,  adequate  national  defense.  May  I  add 
that  a  strong  national  defense  is  not  alone  in  ships,  alr- 
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planes,  and  tanks,  but  also  In  the  getting  of  our  own  house 
in  order.  A  debt-ridden  country,  millions  of  unemployed, 
agricultural  bankruptcy,  and  uncertain  economic  structure 
do  not  aid  in  having  a  strong  national  defense.  Neither  does 
it  do  our  national  defense  good  to  send  away  the  Implements 
of  war  which  we  need  here.  We  have  been  told  that  we  are 
woefully  unprepared,  yet  these  same  individuals  want  us  to 
dispose  of  the  very  implements  necessary  for  preparedness 
here.  An  airplane  half  done,  half  finished,  will  not  stop  an 
invader.  A  strong  national  defense  will  protect  us  here  but 
it  will  not  keep  us  out  of  foreign  wars  if  we  allow  oiirselves 
to  go  there. 

We  have  heard  much  about  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and  I 
believe  in  defending  it.  Let  us  defend  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
which  says  "No"  to  foreign  invasion  of  the  American  Hemi- 
sphere and  which  also  says  "No"  to  our  Involvement  In  the 
affairs  of  Europe. 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  Is  not  a  one-way  affair.  It  says, 
"Europe  stay  out  of  America,  and  America  will  stay  out  of 
Europe." 

I  regret  to  say  there  has  been  some  progress  made  tow£u*d 
getting  us  Into  this  terrible,  ghastly  war,  not  as  much  as 
financially  Involved  newspapers,  controlled  radio  commen- 
tators who  call  themselves  impartial,  or  some  Jingoistic  Gov- 
ernment officials  indicate,  but  in  all  candor  I  must  say  some 
progress  has  been  made,  and  I  hate  to  use  the  word  progress 
because  that  means  advancement,  and  war  Is  advancement  to 
notiiing  but  poverty,  disaster,  and  death. 

This  very  morning  I  picked  up  a  newspaper  to  see  where 
certain  so-called  leaders  were  advocating  a  declaration  of 
war.  Last  night,  on  this  network,  I  heard  another  Jingoist, 
If  there  ever  was  one,  advocate  going  to  war. 

They  use  the  term  "we"  when  they  say  "we  should  save 
civilization,"  but  they  do  not  mean  "we."  first  person  plural. 
They  mean  second  person  plural  "you"  should  save  the 
world  for  civilization.  They  mean  your  sons  and  your 
friends.  Most  of  these  individuals  who  are  saying  we  should 
save  the  world  for  civilization  will  never  go  to  the  battle- 
fields. 

Any  man — I  want  to  make  this  clear — any  man  who  advo- 
cates our  entrance  into  this  war  and  who  does  not  enlist 
now  In  the  cause  of  the  Allies  Is  a  cowardly  traitor  to  his 
country.  If  the  danger  is  what  they  say  and  the  cause  is 
what  they  preach,  they  should  have  the  courage  to  offer 
their  lives  to  the  machines  of  death  rather  than  sitting 
back  asking  the  sacrifice  of  the  young  fellows  who  want 
none  of  this  war,  whose  Interest  Is  in  a  better  country  here. 
I  have  no  patience  with  armchair  patriots  or  senatorial 
"Jingoists"  who  want  your  son  to  be  killed  while  they  tell 
him  how  to  win  the  war.  These  are  the  dangerous  traitors 
who  should  be  exposed. 

I  use  the  word  and  all  it  implies.  These  are  the  danger- 
ous traitors  who  should  be  exposed.  They  are  the  "fifth 
column"  warmongers  who  would  destroy  our  country. 

After  the  World  War,  years  after  many  of  our  boys  had 
been  killed  in  France  during  that  conflict,  and  others  had 
been  shell-shocked,  a  memorandum  of  Secretary  of  State 
Lansing  was  made  public.    He  said: 

The  sensible  thing  to  do  was  to  defer  action  until  a  gradual 
process  of  education  and  enlightenment  was  accomplished. 

This  was  in  1915,  2  years  before  our  entrance  Into  the  war. 
Plans  were  then  being  made  to  educate  and  enlighten  the 
people.  For  what?  To  get  us  into  the  war.  I  feel  that 
the  same  process  is  now  at  work  in  this  country.  As  in  the 
case  of  the  Lansing  memorandum,  we  shall  not  know  about 
It  before  the  war;  but  after  the  boys  are  killed  on  the  battle- 
field, after  they  come  home  crippled  and  wounded  for  life, 
then  we  shall  find  the  true  story  of  secret  diplomacy  in  the 
United  States  in  recent  years. 

Shall  we  find,  after  the  destruction  has  been  done,  that 
Bill  Bullitt,  our  Ambassador  to  France,  has  given  certain 
commitments  about  our  involvement  in  this  war?  Remem- 
ber the  story  of  Ambassador  Page,  who  was  Ambassador  to 
the  Court  of  St.  James's  before  the  last  war.  We  found  out, 
but  too  late;  too  late  to  save  the  thousands  of  our  dear  ones 
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who  thought  they  were  dying  for  a  great  ideal,  that  of  mak- 
ing this  a  better  world  in  which  to  live.  The  boys  who  died 
were  patriots.  But  we  know  that  the  idesOs  for  which  they 
gave  the  supreme  sacrifice  were  thrown  out  the  window  by 
the  same  diplomatic  schemes  which  have  been,  are,  and 
will  be  in  effect  in  Europe. 

President  Roosevelt,  speaking  at  Chautauqua,  N.  Y.,  in  a 
speech  made  before  the  1936  election — and  that  fact  ought 
to  be  emphasized — spoke  out  against  involvement  in  the 
wars  of  Europe.    He  said: 

We  can  keep  out  if  those  who  watch  and  decide  make  certain 

that  the  small  decisions  of  each  day  do  not  lead  toward  war  and 
If  at  the  same  time,  they  possess  the  courage  to  say  "no"  to  those 
who  selfishly  or  unwisely  would  let  us  go  to  war. 

That  was  good  advice,  but  it  is  not  in  effect  today.  We 
are  not  making  certain  that  the  decisions  of  each  day  do  not 
lead  to  war.  On  the  contrary,  every  decision  has  been  in 
the  direction  of  war.  Furthermore,  there  have  not  been 
enough  "noes"  to  those  who  would  have  us  go  into  war.  I 
shall  speak  plainly.  It  is  no  time  to  dodge  when  ipersons 
are  being  shoved  to  their  death.  It  is  no  time  for  us  to  sit 
In  our  seats  when  it  is  planned  to  send  the  finest  boys  in 
this  country  to  their  death.  It  is  no  time  to  be  nice  to  those 
who  are  directing  our  coimtry  to  the  precipice  of  oiu:  de- 
struction. Let  us  bring  these  traitors  out  into  the  open. 
That  Is  what  they  are.  Any  man  who  would  take  America 
Into  war  under  present  circumstances  is  the  worst  traitor 
the  country  could  have. 

The  President  has  said  privately  that  this  country  Is  non- 
belligerent. I  believe  we  should  be  a  neutral.  Nonbelliger- 
ency means  being  in  the  war  part  way  as  an  ally;  but  all 
history  will  prove  that  nonbelligerency  finally  and  ultimately 
means  war  all  the  way.  Steps  short  of  war,  to  the  brink, 
are  dangerous,  on  the  slippery  path  of  war.  Step  by  step 
we  have  thrown  away  our  neutrality  and  gone  toward  inter- 
vention. Nice  sounding  propaganda  has  aided  in  the  drive 
toward  death.  "War  to  save  civilization"  compares  with 
"war  to  save  democracy"  25  years  ago.  "War  so  that  our 
country  may  remain  at  peace"  compares  with  "war  to  end 
all  wars." 

Purthermore.  if  the  national  crisis  is  what  the  President 
says  it  is.  if  we  are  in  the  emergency  he  has  told  the  people 
we  are  in,  why  on  earth  does  the  President  step  out  of  his 
Executive  role  and  try  to  drive  Congress  home?  What 
business  is  it  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  tell 
Congress  that  it  should  go  home?  If  the  emergency  is 
what  he  says  it  Is,  we  have  a  duty  to  stay  here  and  look 
after  our  part  of  the  Government.  America  Is  not  yet  con- 
trolled by  one  man,  and  we  still  have  a  voice  in  the  legis- 
lative branch.  The  President  may  want  us  to  go  home,  but 
let  us  stay  here  and  meet  the  emergency — ^the  emergency 
which  he  says  means  civilization.  Let  him  answer  why  he 
is  telling  Congress  to  leave  by  June  22.  He  has  told  Con- 
gress to  do  many  things  In  the  pcuit.  and  usually  Congress 
has  done  them. 

Members  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  will  have  to  stand 
up  and  be  counted,  to  find  out  whether  or  not  they  propose 
to  run  away  in  the  emergency  of  which  the  President  speaks. 
It  is  nice  to  be  home.  It  Is  not  nice  for  the  boys  to  be  killed 
in  the  lice-  and  rat-Infested  trenches  of  Euroipe.  Congress 
should  stay  here  and  do  its  duty. 

I  am  against  dictatorship  and  all  it  implies.  I  want  to  help 
to  save  democracy,  but  I  know  that  the  place  to  save  it  is 
right  here  in  our  own  country  where  it  actually  exists,  and  I 
know  that  our  entrance  into  the  war  means  dictatorship  here. 
The  real  friends  of  democracy  want  to  stay  out  of  the  war. 
If  we  want  to  help  democracy,  let  us  put  to  work  the  10.000.000 
American  people  who  are  out  of  jobs.  We  have  all  summer 
to  work  on  the  problem.  The  farmers  are  not  receiving  half- 
way decent  prices  for  their  products.  Why  should  we  go  home 
merely  because  the  President  wants  to  get  us  out  of  to\\n? 

Let  us  check  the  financial  tie-up  of  certain  newspapers 
calling  for  war:  check  the  active  interventionists  who  have 
large  financial  holdings  in  Europe:  and  if  we  do  not  want  our 
sons  to  die  to  protect  them,  let  us  check  the  paid  colmnnists. 
I  have  heard  on  reliable  authority  that  one  of  the  columnists 


was  formerly  a  Government  official,  who  Is  ashamed  of  his 
own  name  and  writes  under  a  pen  name,  and  who  is  receiving 
certain  information  which  would  be  of  Interest  to  the  coun- 
try. Let  us  have  it  out  in  the  open.  We  sli£dl  find  some  of 
the  real  enemies  of  our  country  among  the  columnists.  It  is 
there  that  we  are  allowing  some  Trojan  horses  to  come  into 
our  midst. 

Why  has  there  been  pressure  to  stop  the  outlawing  of 
excessive  war  profits?  I  am  a  young  man,  and  I  have  talked 
to  hundreds  of  other  young  men  in  this  land.  We  love  our 
country  and  are  willing  to  die  in  its  deferise:  but  we  are 
determined  that  we  shall  not  be  sent  across  the  sea  in  an- 
other of  the  ever-recurring  wars  of  Europe.  We  oppose  the 
"fifth  column"  as  well  as  the  paid  war-mongering  columns 
of  certain  newspapers.  We  want  to  live  for  America,  not  to 
die  in  Europe.  We  are  not  cowards.  We  know  of  the  propa- 
ganda in  the  last  war  that  sent  young  men  off  to  their 
deaths,  and  we  want  no  duplication  of  it. 

We  know  that  America's  hope  and  America's  future  rest 
in  peace  and  not  in  war;  and  we  know  that  steps  short  of 
war  are  threats  not  only  to  the  lives  of  the  fine  young  men 
of  this  coimtry,  but  to  the  country  itself.  Let  us  pray  and- 
hope  that  America  will  drive  out  into  the  open  the  Trojan 
horses,  the  interventionists,  the  Communists,  and  the  Nazis, 
and  keep  oiu*  country  at  peace,  because  peace  is  our  only 
hope  of  tomorrow's  better  America.  Let  us  tell  the  people 
the  truth  liehind  these  actions  toward  war.  Those  who  are 
to  die  should  know  why,  not  what  the  propagandists  say  to 
be  the  reason.    We  shall  save  democracy  here. 

MESSAGE  FKOM  THE  HOtTSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments 
of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  4026)  providing  for  the  reor- 
ganization of  the  Navy  Department,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  disagreed 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to 
expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense:  agreed 
to  the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon:  and  that  Mr.  May,  Mr. 
Thomason,  Mr.  Harter  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Andrews,  and  Mr.  Short 
were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the 
conference. 

appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  for  a  niunber  of  days  past  the 
Senate  has  been  confronted  with  a  proposal  in  the  form  of 
a  resolution  to  have  the  United  States  Military  Establish- 
ment make  certain  of  Iti.  equipment  available  to  powers 
engaged  in  war.  Each  time  that  proposal  has  been  dealt 
with  by  the  Senate  or  by  a  committee  thereof  it  has  been 
overwhelmingly  defeated:  yet  In  spite  of  that  attitude,  which 
has  been  demonstrated  In  the  Senate,  the  purpose  repre- 
sented by  the  resolution  Is  now  an  accomplished  fact.  By 
a  subterfuge,  supplies  belonging  to  the  Army  and  Navy 
are  being  made  available  to  nations  engaged  in  war.  True, 
there  are  those  who  seem  successfully  to  insist  that  this  is 
strictly  in  keeping  with  law.  and  that  there  is  no  violation 
of  the  law:  nevertheless,  it  is  a  subterfuge. 

Seeing  what  has  happened  In  that  respect,  there  is  a  little 
license  for  greater  concern  than  might  otherwise  be  the  case 
in  connection  with  the  resolution  introduced  yesterday  by 
the  same  author.     I  refer  to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  276. 

The  joint  resolution,  Mr.  President,  proposes — 

To  authorize  the  President  to  exercise  certain  authority  to  pre- 
serve and  promote  peace  and  safety  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

It  reads  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  President  Is  hereby  authorised  to  we 
all  means  short  of  war,  including  the  temoorary  suspension  of  any 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Johnson  Act.  approved  AprU  13.  1934  (48 
Stat.  574 ) ,  and  of  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939,  to  promote  and  pre- 
serve the  peace  and  safety  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 
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Mr.  President.  I  want  at  this  stage  only  to  point  out  that 
here  is  a  proposal  that  it  was  prophesied  would  be  forthcom- 
ing if  the  Congress  consented  last  fall  to  repeal  the  arms  em- 
bargo. It  was  then  represented  that  that  would  be  only  the 
first  step,  and  when  that  first  step  was  not  enough  to  ac- 
complish our  purpose  or  our  alleged  purpose,  we  would  take 
the  next  step  we  would  be  asked  to  take,  first,  to  repeal  the 
cash-and-carry  feature  of  the  law,  and  then  to  repeal  the 
Johnson  Act.  Senator  after  Senator  in  this  body  rose  in  his 
place  and  declared  solemnly  that  he  never  would  move,  that 
he  never  would  vote  another  step  beyond  the  repeal  of  the 
arms  embargo;  yet  in  this  Chamber  today  are  Senators  who, 
thus  avowing  their  determination  then,  are  ready  today  to 
support  a  proposal  to  repeal  the  cash-and-carry  provision 
and  to  repeal  the  Johnson  Act,  to  do  the  very  things  they 
vowed  they  would  not  do. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  interest  of  national  security,  for  the 
past  two  weeks  there  has  been  a  degree  of  tolerance  exer- 
cised by  some  of  us  in  the  Senate  that  may  have  been  greater 
than  was  for  our  own  good.  I  do  not  want  this  tolerance 
which  has  been  demonstrated  in  any  sense  to  mean,  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  that  there  has  been  an  abandonment  of  my 
belief  in  the  cause  of  nonintervention,  a  cause  that  so  many 
IJke  to  call  the  cause  of  isolation.  I  insist  that  there  never 
was  greater  justification  for  the  cause  of  nonintervention 
than  has  been  demonstrated  to  us  day  after  day  for  the  last 
week  or  two  at  least. 

In  the  interest  of  national  security  this  tolerance  has  been 
shown,  tolerance  wtih  the  Elxecutive.  with  his  acts,  with  his 
requests  of  Congress,  tolerance  with  those  Members  of  the 
Senate  who  have  risen  in  their  places  and  made  utterances 
that  have  approximated,  indeed,  a  close  approach  to  war. 
This  tolerance  has  l>een  practiced  when  the  acts  of  which  I 
si)cak  have  seemed  to  take  us  dangerously  near  to  war,  even 
v.hen  these  steps  short  of  war,  so-called,  have  seemed  to 
many  of  us  to  be  steps  of  war  themselves.  There  has  been 
tolerance  with  the  conduct  of  the  foreign  policy  even  when 
that  policy  was  of  necessity  committing  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  an  acceptance  of  the  consequences. 

But,  Mr.  President,  there  is  very  definitely  a  limit  to  the 
tolerance  that  can  be  expected,  and  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 276,  introduced  yesterday,  inviting  the  repeal  or  the 
abandonment  of  the  cash-and-carry  provision  of  the  neu- 
tiality  law  and  the  abandonment  of  the  Johnson  Act  causes 
me  to  want  to  give  notice  that  here  is  a  front  which  will 
invite,  from  me,  at  least,  absolutely  no  tolerance. 

The  line.  It  seems  to  me,  now  is  very  clearly  drawn. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYE.  And  I  wish  this  Congress  could  be  caused  to 
rise  up  and  express  what  is  really  in  Its  heart  in  contradic- 
tion of  voices  that  have  been  speaking  and,  because  of  the 
exercise  of  tolerance,  have  left  the  impression  that  those  few 
voices  were  the  voices  of  the  whole  Congress.  I  insist,  Mr. 
President,  that  the  introduction  of  the  joint  resolution  to 
which  I  have  referred  constitutes  a  challenge  which  cannot 
be  ignored,  and  I  hope  the  Congress  is  aware  of  the  degree 
of  clarity  which  has  been  drawn  by  this  very  act. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  North  t>akota 
has  read  the  recent  statement  of  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
who  pointed  out  to  the  country  that  the  presence  of  the  cash- 
and-carry  provision  in  the  existing  neutrality  law  had  kept 
our  ships  out  of  the  war  zones  and  had  prevented  the  hap- 
pening of  those  Incidents  which  inevitably  and  invariably  lead 
to  war  and  which  led  us  into  the  World  War;  and  that  the 
American  people  had  much  to  be  thankful  for  because  of  the 
existence  of  the  statutory  provision  preventing  the  entry  of 
our  ships  Into  the  war  zone?  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  recalls 
that  statement? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  did  see  the  statement. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  Intend  to  put  it  into  the  Record  later  when 
the  proposal  is  made  here  to  abandon  the  one  sure  safeguard 
we  now  have  against  the  sinking  of  our  ships  and  the 
inflammatory  incitements  which,  of  course,  follow  such 
incidents. 


Mr.  NYE.  I  hope  the  Senator  wiH  cause  the  insertion  of 
that  statement  in  the  Record  and  in  connection  with  It 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill  in  the  chair) .  Does^ 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Missouri? 

Mr.  NYE.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  In  connection  with 
his  suggestion,  I  wish  to  state  that  nothing  has  served  America 
to  better  advantage  during  recent  months  than  the  existence 
upon  the  statute  books  of  the  neutrality  law  and  the  Johnson 
Act.  I  Insist  that,  except  for  the  existence  of  those  laws, 
America  today  would  be  much  more  dangerously  near  to  war 
than  it  is,  and,  perhaps,  would  actually  be  in  the  war. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  if  he  does  not  fear  that  in  the 
performance  of  his  oflacial  duty  under  his  sworn  oath  to  per- 
form his  duty  as  a  United  States  Senator,  by  expressing  the 
views  he  has  just  expressed  he  may  again  incur  the  imperial 
disdain  of  the  London  Daily  Express,  which,  in  an  article  ap- 
pearing this  morning,  or  at  least  recorded  this  morning  In  the 
Washington  Times-Herald,  jubilantly  announced  that  the 
United  States  was  coming  into  the  war  immediately  and 
wound  up  with  the  remark: 

Smart  aleck  Gerald  P.  Nte  and  ageing  Hiram  Johnson,  who 
framed  the  law  forbidding  credits  to  the  debtor  nations,  are  the 
only  bulwarks  of  isolationism  left. 

I  think  the  correspondent  of  the  London  Dally  Express 
and  a  great  many  others  will  find  many  another  Member 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  of  the  Senate  sworn 
under  oath  to  represent  the  interests  of  the  United  States 
and  not  the  interests  of  anybody  else,  who  will  be  stalwart 
to  the  last  ditch  and  oppose  the  entrance  of  the  United 
States  into  the  war,  no  matter  what  the  London  Dally  Ex- 
press may  say. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  observation  and 
will  say  that,  perhaps,  the  references  In  the  article  are  as 
nothing  compared  with  the  things  that  some  of  us.  Includ- 
ing the  Senator  from  Missouri,  will  be  called  before  the 
present  session  of  the  Congress  shall  adjourn  or  before  this 
question  sliall  finally  be  settled. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield  the  fioor. 

Mr.  BONE.    I  should  like  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 

the  fact  that  In  the  article  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 

Clark]  referred  to  the  Daily  Express  jubilantly  announces 

that  "the  United  States  is  coming  in"  and  predicts  American 

conscription  within  a  month.    And  then  it  makes  the  further 

announcement,  which  should  please  everybody  in  America, 

that — 

Not  only  will  manpower  be  conscripted  but  money,  materials, 
factory  space,  and  everything  else. 

It  Is  a  very  pleasant  prospect  to  know  that  we  are  about 
to  embrace  totalitarianism  In  order  to  fight  totalitarianism. 

Mr.  NYE.  Is  the  Senator  from  Washington  at  all  sur- 
prised  

Mr.  BONE.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  NYE.  At  the  conclusions  which  are  being  drawn 
abroad.  In  the  light  of  what  has  been  the  path  on  which  we 
have  been  moving  for  the  last  number  of  days?  I  am  sure 
he  Is  not  surprised. 

COMISION    MIXTA    DEMARCADORA    DE    LIMITES    ENTRB    COLOMBIA    Y 
PANAMA   AND  JOSE  ANTONIO   SOSSA   D 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
(S.  3196)  to  amend  the  act  approved  May  24,  1938,  entitled 
"An  Act  for  the  relief  of  the  Comision  Mixta  Demarcadora 
de  LImites  Entre  Colombia  y  Panama"  and  for  the  relief  of 
Jose  Antonio  Sossa  D,  which  were,  on  page  2,  line  19,  to  strike 
out  all  after  "$1,398.46"  down  to  and  including  "precedent" 
in  line  20;  and  on  page  3,  line  2,  after  "act",  to  Insert 
"Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
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Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

APPROPRIATIOIfS  FOR  WORK  RELIK7  AND  RKLIEr 

The  Senate  restuned  the  consideration  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941. 

Mr.  DAVIS.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roH. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Daziaher 

La  Pollette 

Schwellenbach 

Andrews 

navls 

Lee 

Sheppard 

Ashurst 

Donahey 

Lodge 

Shipstead 

Austin 

Downey 

Lucas 

Slattery 

BaUey 

EDIender 

Lundeen 

Smith 

BanklieMl 

George 

McKellar 

Stewart 

Barbour 

Oerry 

McNary 

Taft 

BarUey 

Gillette 

Maloney 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Bilbo 

Green 

Mead 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Bone 

Oufley 

Miller 

Thomas,  Utah 

Bridges 

Oumey 

Mlnton 

Tobey 

Brown 

Hale 

Murray 

Townsend 

Bulow 

Harrison 

Neely 

Tniman 

Burke 

Hatch 

Norrls 

Ty  dings 

Byrd 

Hayden 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Byrnes 

Herring 

O'Mahoney 

Van  Nuys 

Capper 

Hill 

Overton 

Wagner 

C?araway 

Holman 

Plttman 

Walsh 

Chandler 

Holt 

Radcllffe 

Wheeler 

Chavez 

Hughes 

Reed 

White 

Clark.  Idaho 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reynolds 

WUey 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Russell 

Connally 

King 

Schwartz 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Ninety  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quortma  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  GeorgeI.  as  modified,  to  the  amendment  re- 
ported by  the  committee. 

Mr,  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to 
discuss  briefly  the  amendment  in  regard  to  the  C.  C.  C. 
trainees. 

Those  of  us  who  have  watcHed  the  growth  and  develop- 
ment of  our  C.  C.  C.  camps,  and  the  technique  for  taking 
care  of  the  trainees  in  those  camps,  are,  of  course,  proud 
of  what  has  been  done;  and  we  are  also  appreciative  of  the 
great  morale  which  has  been  built  up  in  the  hearts  and 
souls  of  so  many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  our  young  men. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  time  of  national  defense.  It  is  a 
time  of  emergency.  No  one  can  criticize  anyone  who 
wants  to  do  his  part,  who  wants  to  offer  suggestions,  who 
wants  to  make  it  plain  that  the  nation  should  rise,  as  it 
were,  as  one  man  in  response  to  the  great  need  that 
seems  to  be  hanging  over  us;  but  It  Is  about  that  need  that 
I  should  like  to  be  a  bit  thoughtful. 

There  are  coming  into  our  vocabulary,  and  into  the  minds 
of  people,  and  In  letters,  such  phrases  as  "It  Is  now  time 
for  universal  military  training";  and  some  attach  another 
word,  and  say  "compulsory  military  training."  That  may 
be  true;  and  if  the  persons  who  use  the  expression  mean 
universal  compulsory  military  education,  no  oae  who  be- 
lieves in  democi-acy  and  the  responsibilities  of  all  persons 
in  a  democracy  to  do  their  individual  part  can  be  opposed 
to  the  theory. 

Some  persons,  however,  have  wanted  what  they  called 
"universal  compulsory  military  training"  only  for  certain 
groups,  only  for  certain  persons.  There  has  always  been 
an  urge  to  try  to  militarize  in  the  narrowest  sense — not  in 
the  broadest  sense — the  C.  C.  C.  enrollees.  The  first  bill 
on  the  subject  which  was  introduced  in  Congress  was  a  bill 
that  read  almost  like  a  general  order,  and,  if  enacted,  prob- 
ably would  have  resulted  in  more  or  less  of  a  regimentation, 
in  a  military  sense,  of  the  C.  C.  C.  bojrs. 

That  bill  did  not  become  law,  because  those  In  favor  of 
the  C.  C.  C.  were  in  favor  of  putting  it  upon  a  high^  and 
greater  i^nae.  It  was  therefore  put  upon  a  plane  of  conser- 
vation, of  taking  care  of  our  national  resources,  of  taking 
care  of  young  men  who  were  out  oi  employment^  foi^  so  far 


as  the  first  C.  C.  C.  law  was  ccmcemed,  it  was  strictly  a  relief 
measure.  It  was  also  put  upon  the  plane  of  giving  the 
boys  a  chance  at  some  kind  of  socialized  living  and  an  op- 
portunity for  some  educational  facilities.  The  educational 
facilities  are  voluntary  to  this  day.  There  is  no  forced 
education  in  the  camps.  The  boys  can  get  what  training 
they  are  able  to  take,  but  they  are  not  forced  to  take  even 
that  kind  of  training,  because  they  are  hired  for  other 
purposes. 

Three  or  four  years  ago,  when  we  were  considering  the 
renewal  of  C.  C.  C.  legislation,  I  offered  an  amendment  in  the 
Senate,  which  was  adopted,  providing  two  things:  First,  that 
the  C.  C. -C.  should  be  made  permanent;  and  second,  that 
there  should  be  taken  from  the  C.  C.  C.  enrollee  the  stigma  of 
belonging  to  a  class  of  people  who  were  necessarily  on  relief. 
I  made  the  point  that  no  one  in  a  democracy  should  make  it 
possible  to  say  of  any  group  of  people  in  the  country  that  the 
country  had  to  take  care  of  them.  Therefore,  we  succeeded 
in  getting  away  from  the  relief  idea  primarily,  breaking  down 
the  idea  which  was  expressed  in  the  old  law  of  "boys  in  needy 
circumstances,"  changing  it  to  "boys  in  need  of  employment," 
and  today  the  C.  C.  C.  is  open  to  all  boys  of  a  certain  age  when 
they  are  in  need  of  employment. 

I  shall  not  speak  against  military  training,  because  I  believe 
In  it,  but  having  had  something  to  do  with  directing  military 
training,  I  know  what  it  means,  and  I  know  the  responsibili- 
ties of  those  in  charge  of  the  training.  The  C.  C.  C.  camps 
and  the  C.  C.  C.  enrollees  are  not  the  proper  kind  of  material, 
as  they  are  at  present  constituted,  for  military  camps  or  for 
military  training.  In  the  first  place,  each  camp  is  limited  to 
approximately  from  155  to  200  boys.  It  would  never  be  pos- 
sible to  go  further  than  the  school  of  the  soldier,  the  school  of 
the  squad,  and,  at  most,  the  school  of  the  platoon.  The  cami)s 
are  located  in  places  which  are  ill  fitted  for  military  training 
in  the  sense  of  military  drill,  which  is  probably  the  least  im- 
portant of  all  the  activities  indulged  in  in  the  training  of  a 
great  army. 

There  is  another  and  a  most  important  thing.  Remember- 
ing well  the  experiences  of  our  last  great  mcbillzatlon,  I  trust 
that  our  Government  will  be  wise  enough  to  see  to  it  that 
never  again  will  it  call  men  to  training  until  it  has  first  pre- 
pared the  trainers.  There  is  nothing  worse  than  assmning 
that  there  can  be  an  educational  institution  or  training  In- 
stitution without  teachers  and  without  trainers.  Military 
training  today  t)egins  and  ends  in  men,  and  somewhere  along 
the  line  the  machine  comes  into  the  picture. 

If  we  must  take  our  example  from  what  has  been  probably 
the  most  successful  military  achievement  in  the  history  of 
modem  times,  if  we  must  take  our  example  from  Hitler's 
arrangement,  let  us  point  to  the  fact  that  he  had  men  march- 
ing, training  in  the  elements,  for  2  or  3  years  before  they  had 
arms,  before  they  had  guns,  and  when  the  time  came  for  the 
use  of  military  airplanes,  there  were  scores  of  pilots  already 
trained  to  assume  the  responsibilities  of  military  aviators. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTK  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  Senator  has  had  a  good  deal  of 
practical  experience  in  connection  with  Army  training,  and 
I  should  like  to  ask  him  if  he  can  envision  how  this  program 
would  work  if  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  were  adopted.  What  puzzles  me  is  how  it  would  bfe 
possible  to  carry  on  the  work  of  military  training  and  the 
work  of  the  Conservation  Corps  simultaneously.  As  I  under- 
stand, military  training  of  itself  requires  intensive,  concen- 
trated, and  prolonged  activity,  and  I  cannot  see  how  these 
two  operations  could  be  dovetailed  and  made  to  synchronize 
and  work  together.  I  wish  the  Senator,  from  his  long  ex- 
perience, if  he  desires  to  do  so.  would  expound  on  that  point. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so.  There 
is  nothing  worse  m  military  training  than  a  situation  where 
the  military  trainers  have  only  one-third  or  one-fourth  of 
the  trainees'  time.  In  the  first  place,  the  Army  would  have 
a  diflicult  task  in  attempting  to  furnish  the  material  for 
training  and  to  provide  the  right  kind  of  officers.  The  ofB- 
cers  should  be  in  the  camps  which  devote  all  their  time  to 
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military  training,  for  when  a  soldier  is  trained,  if  he  is  to 
be  trained  properly,  he  should  be  a  soldier  for  24  hours  out 
of  every  day,  not  merely  for  2  hours. 

Mr,  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  allow  me 
to  say  that  it  never  was  my  thought  that  we  would  organize 
an  army  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps?  My  amendment  provides 
for  voluntary  elementary  military  training,  that  is  all.  I 
think  the  Senator  from  his  experience  knows  very  well  that 
elementary  military  training  can  proceed  without  a  gun  or 
without  a  weapon  in  the  camp.  It  is  not  the  purpose  to 
organize  the  Army  of  the  United  States  and  train  the  mem- 
bers In  the  C.  C.  C.  camps;  that  is  not  the  purpose  at  all.  I 
think  the  Senator,  from  his  ripe  experience,  must  know  that 
discipline  is  worth  something,  and  I  think  also,  if  I  may  be 
permitted  to  say  so.  that  it  is  passing  strange  that  only  sug- 
gestions for  the  national  defense  which  come  from  certain 
quarters  are  worthy  of  any  sort  of  consideration.  I  say 
again,  if  this  country  is  to  be  carried  into  the  war,  we  might 
as  well  be  ready  to  draft  from  four  to  six  million  men,  be- 
cause it  does  not  matter  what  may  be  said  about  men  not 
being  needed,  if  we  go  into  this  war.  men,  and  men  In  large 
numbers,  will  be  needed,  and  will  be  absolutely  necessary. 

I  have  offered  a  simple  proposal,  that  the  President,  in 
his  discretion,  and  imder  such  rules  as  he  may  desire  to 
prescribe,  may  initiate,  not  a  compulsory  system  of  military 
training,  but  a  voluntary  ssrstem  of  elementary  military 
training.  I  have  offered  the  amendment  in  all  good  faith, 
and  I  myself  do  not  hesitate  to  state  that  for  one  I  would 
not  Stand  here  and  say  that  I  favored  putting  this  country 
Into  position  to  defend  itself,  and  at  the  same  time  oppose 
this  proposal.  To  my  mind  the  two  positions  simply  cannot 
be  made  to  harmonize.  There  is  not  a  thing  compulsory  in 
what  is  proposed  by  the  amendment,  there  is  not  such  a 
thing  contemplated  as  the  training  of  men  as  they  are  in 
the  United  States  Army,  but  only  elementary  training,  on  a 
purely  voluntary  basis. 

I  am  not  offended  with  the  Senator  from  Utah,  but  I  am 
seriously  disappointed  that  administration  leaders  would  op- 
pose such  a  program  as  this,  and  I  wish  to  say  now  that  the 
country  will  not  understand  why  it  is  proposed  to  raise  vast 
armies  of  men  and  at  the  same  time  deny  the  President  the 
authority  to  inaugurate  a  system  of  volimtary  training.  Even 
the  President  could  not  make  It  compulsory.  It  would  be 
training  in  the  most  elementary  military  tactics.  The  two 
attitudes  simply  cannot  be  harmonized;  the  country  knows 
it.  and  no  amount  of  sophistry,  in  my  opinion,  will  persuade 
the  country  to  the  contrary. 

These  boys  are  in  the  camps;  they  are  housed  by  the  Gov- 
ernment; they  are  paid  by  the  Government;  they  want  to 
take  this  training  in  hundreds  of  thousands  of  cases;  and 
when  it  Is  proposed  to  train  them  for  the  noncombatant 
service,  and  yet  to  give  them  a  training  directly  connected 
with  the  military,  my  proposal  simply  Is  to  give  the  President 
the  authority,  if  he  desires  to  use  it,  to  Inaugurate  a  voluntary 
system  of  elementary  military  training. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  some  sources  of 
opposition  to  my  amendment.  I  respect  anyone  who  is  op- 
posed to  any  sort  of  military  training,  in  school  or  college,  or 
any  place  else.  I  respect  the  conscientious  objector  if  he  is 
really  conscientious.  But  when  we  vote  $5,000,000,000  for 
national  defense,  when  we  have  only  a  small  Army,  when 
tomorrow  we  may  want  to  call  these  boys  out  of  the  C.  C.  C. 
camps  and  put  them  In  the  Army  without  having  given  them 
a  single  hour  of  training,  or  having  given  them  an  oppor- 
tunity to  take  it  If  they  voluntarily  chose  it.  that  seems  to  me 
to  be  imfair  to  them. 

Mr.  President.  I  may  say  that  I  almost  regret  having  offered 
the  amendment,  because  it  has  disclosed  that  there  is  only 
one  kind  of  national  defense  wanted,  and  that  is  the  kind  that 
certain  groups  are  proposing.  I  am  speaking  very  plainly. 
I  am  not  saying  this  with  reference  to  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Utah,  but  I  am  saying  It  nevertheless. 

Now,  If  we  mean  what  we  say,  if  we  really  are  willing  to 
give  those  men  a  chance  to  become  prepared,  certainly  we 
should  allow  the  200. OCO  or  more  young  men  of  military  age 
who  are  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  most  of  whom  are  physically 


fit,  to  have  the  opportunity  voluntarily  to  choose  military 
training.  The  camps  are  in  Government  hands  already  under 
military  officers.  There  are  military  officers  at  every  single 
one  of  these  camps  who  can  give  these  boys  elementary  mili- 
tary training  with  not  a  dollar's  additional  expense,  without 
a  dime's  outlay  of  money. 

Mr.  President,  I  repeat.  I  almost  regret  having  offered  the 
amendment,  because  it  is  so  palpable  that  the  amendment 
comes  from  the  wrong  source. 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY,  I  merely  desire  to  express  an  opinion  or  two, 
and  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Utah  for  yielding  to  me.  Some 
one  asked  when  there  would  be  time  for  the  boys  to  take  the 
proposed  training.  It  is  my  experience  from  observing  the 
militia  In  my  own  State  that  the  members  of  It  are  trained 
two  or  three  nights  a  week.  We  are  all  concerned  with  the 
matter  of  preparedness.  We  all  concede  that  we  must  pre- 
pare at  once,  as  fast  as  we  know  how  to  bring  it  about.  Some- 
one said  that  when  Hitler  marched  Into  Poland  every  sixth 
man  had  a  machine  gun.  I  am  thinking  of  the  C.  C.  C. 
camps,  where  we  find  bright,  alert  young  men,  who  do  not 
know  anything  about  the  mechanics  of  a  machine  gun.  If 
2  or  3  hours  a  week  were  devoted  to  giving  them  knowledge 
in  that  respect,  while  I  pray  God  they  will  never  have  to  use 
it,  it  seems  to  me  that  such  training  would  fit  right  into  the 
program  of  getting  a  citizen  army  ready  to  meet  any  emer- 
gency. 

I  believe  that  such  training  is  far  more  important  than 
simply  looking  after  gulleys,  or  even  timber  replacement,  at 
this  time,  when  we  are  talking  about  getting  the  Nation 
ready  to  meet  the  emergencies  which  we  see  are  in  the  offing. 

If  only  1  hour  every  other  day  were  devoted  to  educating 
those  young  men  who  voluntarily  would  agree  to  receive 
training  In  relation  to  machine  guns,  they  would  soon  be  able 
to  master  those  guns,  and  In  the  days  that  lie  ahead,  if  we 
should  need  one  machine  gun  to  every  six  men,  in  the  manner 
Hitler  supplied  his  men  with  machine  gims,  then  the  men 
would  have  a  knowledge  of  how  to  handle  such  guns. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  sorry  if 
I  offended  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  did  not  know  what  he  was  talking  about.  I  am  a 
member  of  the  committee  that  handled  the  matter,  and  at 
times  I  have  been  called  the  co-author  of  the  C.  C.  C.  act,  and 
I  feel  that  I  know  something  about  the  objectives  of  that 
organization. 

It  is  about  military  training  that  I  should  like  to  talk.  If 
that  is  the  field  which  it  is  better  for  me  to  discuss.  There 
can  never  be  a  real  army  unless  the  men  who  compose  it  are 
healthy.  While,  of  course,  I  have  no  right  to  speak  as  a  mili- 
tary man,  I  may  say  that  from  the  experiences  of  the  mobili- 
zation of  1917  we  found  that  what  was  needed  most  is  what 
the  C.  C.  C.  camps  are  supplying  today — men  who  have 
learned  to  live  together,  men  who  know  something  about 
social  and  mental  hygiene,  men  who  have  learned  how  to 
become  companionable  with  people  they  have  never  seen  be- 
fore, men  who  have  learned  something  about  health.  I  ven- 
ture to  say  it  is  of  the  greatest  possible  worth  to  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  to  be  able  to  turn  to  2,000,000  men  who 
know  how  to  take  care  of  themselves,  even  in  such  a  simple 
matter  as  athlete's  foot.  They  have  probably  received  what 
is  equivalent  to  the  first  3  or  4  weeks  of  actual  military  train- 
ing, and  by  military  training  I  mean  training  in  the  school  of 
the  soldier,  the  school  of  the  squad,  the  school  of  the  platoon, 
and  so  forth — the  fundamentals  of  infantry  training,  which 
is  in  the  minds  of  every  one  who  thinks  of  military  training 
in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps. 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEE.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  imply  that  military 
training  does  not  also  teach  the  fundamentals  of  taking 
care  of  one's  personal  hygiene? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Of  course  not.  I  am  merely  say- 
ing how  much  finer  it  would  be  if  the  Senator  were  a  cap- 
tain, and  he  was  given  100  or  150  boys 

Mr.  LEE.    I  was  an  assistant  buck  private. 
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Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Very  weD.  If  the  Senator  were 
a  buck  private,  would  he  not  feel  a  little  better  if  he  knew 
that  the  other  seven  men  of  the  squad — the  numbers  in  the 
squad  have  been  changed  now,  but  I  will  refer  to  the  old 
formation — had  been  given  elementary  training  in  personal 
health,  personal  sanitation,  personal  hygiene,  ahd  things  of 
that  kind? 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President.  If  I  had  had  several  months* 
training  when  I  went  into  the  Army  I  might  have  become 
a  captain,  and  If  the  C.  C.  C.  boys  had  the  fimdamentals 
they  might  become  ofiBcers  if  they  have  an  opportunity  for 
promotion.  If  they  had  received  the  training  we  have  been 
speaking  of,  today  2,000.000  young  men  would  have  received 
sufficient  training  to  save  the  first  3  months  of  military 
training,  and  be  able  to  do  close-order  drill.  If  they  were 
given  such  training  It  would  take  nothing  away  from  the 
other  benefits  they  receive,  and  there  would  be  saved  the 
time  necessary  to  give  them  that  training  later. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President,  there  are  now 
2,000,000  men  who  have  received  elementary  training.  These 
men  are  ready  to  go  to  officers'  training  camps.  They  have 
3  months,'  6  months',  some  of  them  2  years'  Jump  on  the 
trainees  of  1917.  Men  in  1917  were  admitted  to  officers' 
training  camps  after  having  obtained  merely  high-school 
cadet's  commission  in  some  kind  of  ordinary  company  drill. 
That  is  how  bad  we  were  off  with  respect  to  the  funda- 
mentals at  that  time.  Think  of  the  fundamental  training 
the  C.  C.  C.  organization  is  giving.  It  is  training  men  in 
baking,  to  be  company  cooks,  in  road  building,  to  understand 
and  to  use  machines  of  various  kinds.  A  truck  driver  is  a 
very  Important  element  In  any  army.  A  man  who  could 
operate  a  truck,  who  understood  map  reading,  who  under- 
stood map  making,  making  the  necessary  arrangements  for 
ordinary,  easy  road  building,  would  have-  been  a  very  desir- 
able individual  in  1917. 

The  C.  C.  C.  will  now  supply  what  was  most  needed  in 
gathering  together  men  In  1917.  Let  us  not  take  away  from 
the  C.  C.  C.  bojrs  the  hours  they  can  spend  in  operating  gas 
engines,  in  working  on  the  theories  of  mechanization,  and 
the  proper  care  of  gasoline,  nor  take  away  from  them  the 
experience  they  get  around  their  supply  depots,  which  would 
make  them  ideal  assistants,  and  perhaps  junior  officers,  in 
the  Quartermaster  Department. 

All  those  things  which  were  so  essential  in  1917  are  the 
things  which  the  C.  C.  C.  Is  now  doing. 

Incidentally,  Senators  will  find  the  training  provided  in  the 
bill  to  be  restricted  to — 

Cooking,  baking,  flrst-ald  to  the  Injured,  operation  and  mainte- 
nance of  motor  vehicles,  road  and  bridge  construction  and  main- 
tenance, photography,  signal  communications,  and  other  matters 
Incident  to  the  successful  conduct  cf  military  and  naval  activities. 

There  is  probably  only  one  thing  listed  which  the  present 
staff  of  trainers  in  the  C.  C.  C.  cannot  teach,  and  that  is  the 
technique  of  photography.  In  that  field  an  expert  should  be 
required  to  do  the  teaching.  But  so  far  as  the  other  things 
are  concerned,  the  men  are  given  an  opportunity  to  fit  them- 
selves to  be  the  best  kind  of  soldiers,  the  type  of  soldiers  any 
officer  would  be  glad  to  have  among  his  noncommissioned 
officers  and  enlisted  men.  The  military  men  and  educational 
directors  who  are  now  attached  to  the  C.  C.  C.  give  excellent 
supervision  to  the  C.  C.  C.  In  two  particulars — first,  the  par- 
ticular of  health,  and  second,  the  particular  of  supply. 

There  is  much  to  be  said  for  the  present  C.  C.  C.  and  the 
splendid  way  it  is  working.  If  we  are  thinking  of  military 
training,  let  us  make  better  the  things  which  the  C.  C.  C.  is 
doing  well.  Then,  when  the  time  comes  for  intensive  mili- 
tary training,  let  us  send  the  men  where  they  will  be  soldiers 
for  24  hours  a  day. 

A  man  who  is  now  a  major  general  in  the  United  States 
Army  once  felt  that  he  was  prevented  from  teaching  disci- 
pline to  the  C.  C.  C.  boys  because  it  might  militarize  them.  I 
said,  "General,  the  essence  of  good  behavior  of  a  military 
man  is  politeness  and  respect  for  others.  There  Is  no  pro- 
vision in  the  law  which  makes  it  impossible  for  a  military 
man  to  tell  a  boy  to  be  polite,  and  to  stand  properly  when  he 
is  facing  a  general,  colonel,  or  major,  or  whomever  he  hap- 


pens to  be  addressing."  The  general  had  been  telling  me 
that  as  an  Army  man  he  could  not  understand  why  the 
C.  C.  C.  boys  did  not  come  to  some  sort  of  attention  when  he 
went  to  talk  to  them.  I  said,  "General,  I  cannot  understand 
It,  either.  What  is  the  matter?  That  is  not  military  train- 
ing. That  is  training  in  life,  decent  habits,  and  decent  be- 
havior." He  said,  "Do  you  think  it  would  be  proper  for  me  to 
talk  to  the  boys  about  the  simple  elements  of  military  train- 
ing? Would  I  be  chastized?  Would  it  be  assmned  by  some- 
one that  I  was  interfering  and  trying  to  militarize  the  boys 
if  I  should  tell  them  to  be  proud  of  the  uniform  they  are 
wearing,  and  a  few  things  like  that?"  I  said,  "Try  it.  Gen- 
eral, and  see  who  will  criticize  you." 

That  man  was  given  credit  for  having  had  in  his  corps 
area  the  boys  of  the  best  conduct;  and  2  years  afterward  he 
told  me,  "I  did  not  realize  how  much  a  man  could  do  merely 
by  having  a  changed  attitude."  He  did  not  give  them  any 
military  training.  He  taught  them  what  every  officer  wants 
from  his  men,  and  that  is  the  thing  which  is  called  morale, 
or  esprit  de  corps.  It  is  the  thing  which  has  made  the  Army 
famous  whenever  it  has  been  put  to  the  test. 

No  officer  of  any  consequence  shouted  his  commands  In 
the  ordinary  way  in  going  over  the  top.  He  had  his  men 
trained.  The  command  was  simply,  "Let's  go,"  and  most  of 
the  time  the  officer  had  a  hard  time  keeping  up  with  his  men 
if  they  were  properly  trained.  I  know  one  colonel  who  told 
me  that  it  took  him  2  weeks  to  catch  up  with  his  regiment. 
I  asked,  "Why  were  you  behind?"  He  said,  "I  was  behind 
l)ecause  I  had  a  boy  whose  hand  I  had  to  hold." 

There  was  an  officer.  I  said.  "Did  you  save  the  boy?"  He 
said,  "I  surely  did.  He  is  now  a  fine  soldier.  I  held  his  hand, 
and  we  went  forward  together." 

Those  are  the  things  which  make  for  military  training.  It 
is  the  building  of  manhood.  It  is  the  making  of  men.  The 
idea  of  thinking  that  2  or  3  hours  a  day  must  be  devoted  to 
close-order  drill!  Let  me  answer  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
as  straight  as  I  know  how  to  answer  him.  Any  man  who 
has  been  through  close-order  drill  knows  what  I  mean.  Many 
men  were  drilled  for  a  whole  year  without  ever  having  their 
hands  on  a  real  weapon.  That  did  something  to  them  so 
far  as  being  soldiers  was  concerned.  Many  men  were  hurt 
by  being  left  behind  because  full  equipment  was  not  ready  for 
them;  and  when  they  were  sent  over  to  the  other  side  they 
had  to  go  into  training  camps  and  train. 

Why  do  we  want  to  interfere  with  the  things  which  are  so 
basic  and  essential,  things  which  go  along  with  training,  but 
which  are  better  if  they  are  antecedent  to  training?  It  is  not 
merely  a  group  of  administration  men  who  do  not  want  mili- 
tary training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  It  is  the  greatest  generals  in 
our  Army  today,  first,  because  those  generals  know  that  be- 
fore we  can  take  care  of  trainees  properly  we  must  train 
trainers.  I  say  that  the  most  wicked  thing  a  government  can 
do  is  to  call  men  to  the  service  and  tell  them  to  take  the 
orders  of  men  who  are  incompetent  to  give  orders.  I  know 
that  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette]  will  bear  me 
out  Irv  that  statement.  The  saJdest  thing  that  can  come  to 
anyone  who  is  responsible  for  training  men  is  to  find  himself 
with  a  contingent — say  a  couple  of  hundred  men — to  be 
trained  along  a  particular  line,  sent  from  a  warm  climate  to 
a  cold  climate  without  overcoats,  shoes,  and  blankets,  when 
he  himself  has  nothing  to  give  them. 

Let  us  not  start  this  great  military  training  in  a  way  which 
will  hurt  the  men.  Let  us  start  it  in  a  way  which  will  build 
.them  up.  If  another  great  emergency  should  come,  let  it 
never  be  said  that  we  lost  more  men  in  bringing  them  under 
the  colors  than  were  lost  from  enemy  bullets.  Let  us  decide 
that  what  we  shall  do  in  this  emergency  is  to  keep  our  minds 
on  building  men  and  making  them  useful  for  some  vocation 
after  they  leave  the  Army,  and  not  merely  to  train  them  as 
soldiers. 

The  C.  C.  C.  boys  are  receiving  such  training.  The  direc- 
tor of  the  C.  C.  C.  may  award  what  the  boys  call  "diplomas" 
for  proficiency.  Let  me  remind  the  Senate  that  90  percent 
of  all  the  enrollees  in  the  C.  C.  C.  have  not  finished  the  eighth 
grade.    If  the  men  are  to  be  good  soldiers  they  need  other 
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things  in  addition  to  being  given  a  chance,  as  someone  has 
said,  to  take  care  of  themselves  in  an  emergency. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  disagreement  between  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  and  myself.  We  are  both  talking  about 
the  same  thing.  The  only  question  is  as  to  the  method  of 
accomplishing  it.  I  say  that  from  the  standpoint  of  good 
training,  from  the  standpoint  of  the  development  of  man- 
hood, and  from  the  standpoint  of  the  evolution  and  develop- 
ment of  our  democracy,  the  worst  place  on  earth  to  start 
ordinary  elementary  military  training — and  by  that  I  mean 
teaching  boys  how  to  march — ^is  in  one  of  our  C.  C.  C.  camps. 
If  we  want  to  make  soldiers  of  them,  let  us  give  them  all 
that  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  can  contribute  to  making  good  sol- 
diers. In  an  emergency,  if  I  could  have  a  regiment  composed 
of  C.  C.  C.  boys  who  had  qualified  in  the  elements  of  per- 
sonal health  and  social  living — ^taking  care  of  one  another, 
and  knowing  what  to  do — I  could  ask  for  no  finer  regiment, 
and  I  could  trust  two  or  three  of  my  officers  to  give  them 
very  quickly,  on  a  24-hour  basis,  the  military  training  which 
they  would  receive  very  poorly  on  the  basis  of  2  hours  a  week 
for  3  months. 

Do  not  let  us  cheat  these  boys.  In  3  months'  times  they  can 
be  made  good  truck  drivers,  but  even  if  all  their  time  was 
given  to  military  training  in  the  camps,  as  they  are  now 
constituted,  they  could  not  be  made  soldiers  in  3  months' 
time,  and  probably  by  undertaking  to  do  so  more  harm  would 
be  done  than  good,  for,  when  a  man  is  a  soldier,  he  ought  to 
live  the  life  of  a  soldier,  and  there  is  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  a 
divided  discipline.  There  are  trainers  in  forestry,  for  ex- 
ample; there  are  trainers  in  education,  for  example;  and 
then  there  are  military  men  who  are  responsible  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  camps,  the  cooking,  and  sanitation. 
Think  of  the  number  of  officers  who  have  gained,  through 
C.  C.  C.  activity,  what  is  essential  in  any  kind  of  military 
training,  the  knowledge  of  how  to  take  care  of  men.  They 
have  learned  more  in  discipline  because  they  have  learned 
how  to  discipline  these  men  without  what  is  termed  ordinary 
mihtary  discipline. 

A  general  of  the  Army  in  appearing  before  us  at  the  hear- 
ing on  the  first  C.  C.  C.  bill — and  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Walsh]  will  remember  the  incident,  I  am  sure, 
because  he  was  present  all  the  time — made  the  point  that  it 
would  be  utterly  impossible  to  take  200  men  and  hold  them  in 
discipline  without  military  discipline  being  forced  upon  them. 
I  said,  "Well.  Geneial.  I  have  had  cla.sses  as  large  as  900  and 
I  have  never  been  mobbed;  nothing  has  ever  happened  there; 
I  have  never  had  a  case  of  discipline  in  my  life,  and  I  have 
been  with  young  men  for  20  years.  If  you  say  the  military 
man  cannot  control  150  men  or  boys  without  having  military 
discipline,  without  having  a  burly  top  sergeant  squat  down 
on  them.  I  say  there  is  something  the  matter  with  your 
soldiers;  there  is  something  the  matter  with  your  army;  and 
If  your  army  is  operated  on  that  kind  of  discipline  you  have  an 
army  that  you  cannot  count  on  in  this  democracy  of  ours  in 
an  emergency."  The  General  said.  "Well.  I  misunderstood 
you."  I  said.  "I  am  glad  you  misunderstood  me.  because  I  do 
not  believe  that  any  Army  officer,  with  the  training  of  West 
Point  or  with  the  training  which  he  gets  from  the  R.  O.  T.  C, 
ever  feels  that  he  has  got  to  have  military  discipline  to  control 
150  men." 

How  many  men,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  did  he 
have  to  discipline  during  the  last  war  by  squatting  down  on 
them? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  so  long  as  the  Senator  has 
asked  me  the  question,  may  I  briefly  state  a  personal  experi- 
ence? I  was  transferred  to  the  command  of  a  group  of  480 
men  in  Prance.  My  predecessor  said  that  one-third  of  them 
had  been  "A.  W.  O.  L."  and  in  the  guardhouse  on  every  pay 
day  since  he  had  had  command;  that  they  ought  to  be  in  the 
penitentiary  instead  of  the  Army.  I  had  that  group  for  5 
months.  I  brought  them  back  to  Fort  Leavenworth,  and  in 
all  that  time  there  was  not  one  case  of  discipline.  I  took  the 
third  of  them  out  of  the  guardhouse  at  the  time  I  assumed 
charge;  I  ordered  their  release;  there  was  not  one  from  the 
time  that  I  took  them  over  untU  they  were  discharged  who 


needed  any  discipline,  and  they  were  the  finest  soldiers  that 
ever  walked  in  uniform. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  thank  the  Senator,  and  I  know 
if  I  called  on  others  of  his  colleagues  their  testimony  would 
be  similar.  There  is  something  about  an  American  boy  that 
makes  him  respond  to  the  call  of  duty. 

Mr.  WALSH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  WALSH.    Most  of  the  boys  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  are 
those  who  are  handicapped  by  certain  economic  misfortunes, 
are  they  not? 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    In  general;  yes. 
Mr.  WALSH.    Preference  is  given  to  those  boys  whose  fam- 
ilies are  on  relief? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Who  are  in  need  of  employment. 
We  took  out  the  word  "relief,"  as  the  Senator  will  recall,  and 
changed  it  to  read  "boys  in  need  of  employment." 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  am  disturbed  about  the  proposal  made 
here.  These  boys,  with  their  economic  misfortunes,  can  be 
subjected  to  a  test  of  their  patriotism  by  having  an  option 
whether  or  not  they  choose  to  take  preliminary  military 
training.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  these  boys.  Let  us  treat 
all  American  boys  alike.  Let  them  all  be  treated  alike  in 
preparation  for  the  military  service.  I  think  the  boys  who 
are  in  high  school,  in  college,  and  in  comfortable  homes,  the 
boys  of  the  rich  as  well  as  of  the  poor,  all  American  youths, 
ought  to  be  given  the  same  test,  the  same  implied  require- 
ment—and it  is  an  implied  requirement — that  they  prepare 
to  train  themselves  to  serve  their  country  in  a  military  way. 
This  proposal  is  really  a  notice  that  the  C.  C.  C.  boys  will  be 
the  first  to  be  drafted.  I  should  like  the  Senator's  observa- 
tion on  that  point. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Of  course,  I  am  in  complete  agree- 
ment with  what  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  said. 
As  I  said  in  the  beginning,  if  we  are  going  to  have  universal 
military  training  in  our  country,  let  us  have  universal  mili- 
tary training  and  not  impose  it  upon  one  group  and  not 
another. 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEE.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  boys  of  those  in  a  better 
economic  condition  have  the  opportunity  of  miliUry  train- 
ing, either  at  military  academies  to  which  their  parents  are 
able  to  send  them,  or  at  State  universities,  which  have  com- 
pulsory R.  O.  T.  C.  It  takes  an  hour  or  so  every  day  from 
their  classes,  but  it  does  not  seem  to  interfere  with  their 
studies.  So  the  boys  in  better  economic  condition  have  the 
opportunity.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  withhold  the  same 
opportunity  from  the  children  of  the  poor. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President,  the  enlistment  in 
the  C.  C.  C.  is  on  the  basis  of  6  months.  I  do  not  think 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  will  find  a  single  credit-hour 
given  for  3  months  of  R.  O.  T.  C.  work.  That  is  a  point  I 
have  tried  to  make  over  and  over  again.  If  we  are  going  to 
give  the  men  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  military  training,  give 
them  military  training,  but  do  not  cheat  them,  do  not  make 
them  think  that  they  have  had  a  military  training  when  they 
have  not.  It  is  impossible  to  train  a  boy  for  2  hours  a  day 
for  3  months  or  6  months  and  make  him  a  trained  soldier 
so  far  as  the  military  side  of  the  question  is  concerned,  but 
other  kinds  of  training  can  be  given  in  that  time.  Let  us 
do  only  what  we  can  do,  and  do  it  well,  and  be  proud  of  that, 
rather  than  cause  a  breakdown  in  our  defense  program  when 
the  time  comes  for  universal  training. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire.  If  I  can,  to  discuss 
this  question  on  the  same  high  plane  followed  by  the  Senator 
from  Utah  I  Mr.  Thomas].  I  have  listened  to  most  of  the 
debate  on  this  question  yesterday  and  today,  and  It  seems  to 
me  we  have  drifted  away  from  the  point  at  Issue.  We  have 
been  very  highly  entertained  by  many  eloquent  addresses 
which  have  been  made  by  Members  of  this  body  on  this 
question,  but,  as  I  see  it,  they  have  had  little  to  do  with  the 
question  which  confronts  us.  I  am  wondering,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, if,  after  all,  this  discussion  has  not  taken  the  course 
it  has  because  of  the  great  feeling  of  unrest,  due  to  world 
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conditions,  and  if  hysteria  has  not  had  something  to  do  with 
the  debate  that  has  taken  place  on  this  question. 

To  my  mind,  there  Is  presented  the  question  of  compulsory 
military  training.  That  question  has  two  sides.  On  either 
side.  I  concede,  very  able,  logical,  and  forceful  argiunents 
can  be  made.  But  every  Senator  must  admit  that  this  is  a 
question  on  which  our  people,  regardless  of  present  war  con- 
ditions, are  divided;  and  neither  side  has  all  the  patriotism 
or  wisdom  which  may  be  brought  to  bear  In  a  decision  of  the 
question.  » 

There  are  many  persons  who  are  opposed  to  compulsory 
military  training.  They  are  just  as  patriotic  and  as  well- 
meaning  as  those  who  believe  in  compulsory  military  train- 
ing; and  over  this  vast  land  there  are  millions  of  humble 
homes  where  the  mothers  and  the  fathers.  Interested  in  the 
lives  and  the  preservation  of  their  boys,  honestly  oppose 
compulsory  military  training. 

It  is  not  for  us  to  cast  them  aside  with  a  wave  of  the 
hand  and  say.  "You  are  wrong,  and  we  are  right,"  when  we 
ourselves  do  not  agree  upon  the  question.  It  is  not  enough 
to  wave  them  aside  and  say,  "You  lack  patriotism  If  you  are 
not  ready  to  arm  and  train  yourselves  for  the  defense  of 
your  country."    There  are  two  sides  to  the  question. 

I  confess.  Mr.  President,  that  I  myself  am  opposed  to  com- 
pulsory military  training.  Because  I  am  opposed  to  it,  per- 
haps I  am  prejudiced  In  favor  of  other  persons  who  are 
opposed  to  It.  Because  I  am  opposed  to  ft,  perhaps  I  am 
not  fair — though  I  am  not  conscious  of  It — with  those  who 
favor  It. 

Personally.  I  am  willing  and  glad  to  concede  that  there 
are  many  things  about  military  training  that  are  beneficial 
to  the  boys  and  the  men  who  are  trained.  Many  things  come 
from  the  training  that  contribute  to  the  physical  well-being 
of  the  boys  who  are  trained,  whether  it  Is  the  military  train- 
ing Itself  or  whether  it  Is  the  ordinary  training  so  well 
described  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas  1.  Includ- 
ing such  things  as  looking  after  the  boy's  own  health  and 
the  health  of  his  comrades,  teaching  him  to  do  the  ordinary 
things  of  life,  giving  him  the  necessary  training  that  will 
help  him  physically,  and  perhaps  morally,  and  even  spiritu- 
ally. Some  of  those  things  are  common  both  to  military 
training  and  to  nonmilltary  training. 

What  is  the  object  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps? 
"What  were  we  seeking  to  accomplish  when  we  set  it  up?  As 
I  see  the  matter,  first  we  wanted  to  utilize  the  services  of  these 
boys  as  a  matter  of  conservation  of  the  natural  resources  of 
the  country.  Everyone  will  concede  that  to  be  a  worthy  ob- 
ject. Second,  we  wanted  to  improve  the  physical  and  moral 
condition  and  equipment  of  the  boys  themselves.  Every  one 
must  concede  that  to  be  a  noble  purpose.  We  started  out  on 
that  basis,  and  I  think  we  have  made  a  success  of  the  under- 
taking. I  think  we  may  look  back  over  the  record  of  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps  with  a  great  deal  of  satisfaction. 

But  where  do  we  get  these  boys?  I  admit  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  a  right  to  say,  "You  cannot  come  into  the  Civilian 
Conservation  Corps  unless  you  will  consent  to  take  military 
training."  The  Government  has  that  right.  So  far  as  I 
know,  nobody  denies  it.  The  Grovernment  may  affix  such  a 
condition  if  it  wants  to;  but  where  do  these  boys  come  from? 
Prom  the  poor  homes  of  the  coimtry.  Everybody  concedes 
that.  They  come  from  families  that  are  poor,  families  that 
perhaps  are  on  relief,  supported  by  taxation.  They  are  en- 
listed in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps.  They  perform  various  duties, 
and  are  taught  various  things.  Anything  that  will  help  them 
physically  or  morally,  make  them  better  citizens,  and  better 
equip  them  for  life's  work,  is  commendable  and  is  to  their 
benefit,  and  in  a  general  way  goes  to  upbuild  the  general 
citizenship  of  the  country. 

In  order  to  compensate  the  Government  for  its  expendi- 
tures In  connection  with  this  education,  let  me  call  It,  certain 
things  are  exacted.  The  boys  are  put  to  work  building  dams, 
constructing  roads  and  bridges.  They  are  taught  how  to  use 
trucks  and  automobiles.  They  are  taught  how  to  perform  all 
kinds  of  ph3rsical  labor,  all  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  at 
large  and  for  their  individual  benefit,  I  concede;  but  when  we 


started  this  work  we  did  not  require  as  one  of  the  conditions 
an  agreement  that  they  should  be  compulsorily  trained  in 
military  tactics.    Would  all  of  them  have  come  in  il  we  had? 

In  many  of  these  millions  of  homes  of  poor  people,  fathers 
and  mothers — whether  right  or  wrong,  but  with  an  opinion 
that  they  were  justified  in  holding  and  had  a  right  to  hold- 
were  opposed  to  compulsory  military  training;  and,  poor  as 
they  were,  they  would  have  denied  the  help  proffered  by  a 
good  government  such  as  ours  if  one  of  the  reqtxirements  had 
been  that  their  boys  should  be  compelled  to  submit  to  military 
training.  You  may  say  they  are  wrong;  but  that  does  not 
change  the  situation,  as  I  see  it,  in  any  degree.  They  hold 
an  opinion  which  is  just  as  sacred  to  tliem  as  your  opinion 
Is  to  you  when  you  say  they  are  wrong. 

So  I  am  not  charging  those  who  believe  In  compulsory  mili- 
tary training,  those  who  think  we  ought  to  have  had  it  as  a 
condition  from  the  beginning,  with  any  lack  of  fidelity  or 
patriotism;  but  If  we  had  had  such  training  it  would  have 
kept  out  of  the  C.  C.  C.  many  thousand  boys  who  deserved 
the  present  training  as  much  as  anybody  else  did.  Now, 
since  they  are  in  the  C.  C.  C,  to  require  them  to  take  military 
training  would  break  the  hearts  of  fathers  and  mothers  in  the 
humblest  of  homes  where  there  is  nothing  for  tomorrow's 
table,  nothing  for  next  month's  clothing,  and  no  fuel  beyond 
the  week. 

That  Is  the  kind  of  persons  who  are  Interested;  and 
should  we  not  respect  their  judgment?  I  admit  we  could 
proceed  without  doing  it;  but  will  any  Senator  say  that  if  It 
were  not  for  the  present  war  conditions  In  the  world  an 
amendment  of  this  kind  would  have  any  chance  whatever  of 
being  adopted? 

We  have  gone  on  for  all  these  years  without  such  a  con- 
dition. We  could  not  have  put  on  that  condition  when  we 
established  the  C.  C.  C;  and  If  It  goes  on  now.  In  my  judg- 
ment it  win  go  on  because  of  the  sentiment  and  the  feeling — 
perhaps  justifled^-of  a  world-wide  condition  in  which  our 
Nation  has  a  great  Interest. 

Mr.  President,  a  week  or  two  ago  I  had  a  talk  with  a  young 
man  who  Is  a  gi*aduate  of  one  of  the  leading  universities  of 
the  United  States.  After  he  had  completed  that  course  he 
took  a  course  in  law  in  the  same  university  and  finished  It 
and  was  admitted  to  the  bar.  Following  his  father,  how- 
ever— whom  I  know  very  well — the  young  man  wanted  to  do 
something  to  help  the  unfortunate  F>eople  of  America  in  the 
condition  that  confronts  us;  and  before  engaging  In  practice, 
before  starting  out  to  try  to  make  his  living  as  a  lawyer, 
he  decided  that  he  wanted  to  spend  a  couple  of  years  In  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps  doing  what  he  might  be  able  to  do  to  elevate 
the  unfortunate  members  of  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  who  are 
there  because  of  poverty  and  because  their  families  are  on 
relief.  He  was  given  a  position  In  a  C.  C.  C.  camp.  I  do 
not  know  now  what  it  was  called,  but  he  was  engaged  in 
educational  work.  He  was  stationed  in  one  of  the  camps  and 
I  think  had  under  his  Jurisdiction  2  or  3  of  them.  He  told 
me  that  of  a  little  over  300  boys  within  his  Jurisdiction, 
there  were  169  who  could  neither  read  nor  write.  It  was 
amazing  to  this  young  man.  He  told  me  of  his  struggles  In 
his  attempt  to  do  something  to  Induce  these  169  young  men 
to  attend  school  each  evening  for  the  purpose  of  learning  to 
read  and  to  write,  and  how  he  felt  his  work  had  been  a 
failure  because  of  the  way  the  time  of  the  boys  was  taken  up. 
According  to  his  story,  which  I  believe  absolutely,  some  new 
regulation  was  necessary  in  order  that  a  portion  of  the  time 
of  these  boys  could  be  devoted  to  the  kind  of  work  he  wanted 
them  to  do,  so  that  he  could  help  in  giving  them  an  educa- 
tion— not  only  teach  them  how  to  use  tools,  not  only  teach 
them  how  to  shovel,  not  only  teach  them  how  to  operate  a 
truck  or  a  plow,  but  to  teach  them  how  to  read  and  to  write. 
Is  not  that  fundamental?  Is  that  not  as  important  for  a 
military  man,  for  a  farmer,  for  a  businessman  or  a  profes- 
sional man  as  anything?  Is  not  an  education  the  comer- 
stone  of  our  Nation,  after  all? 

As  he  related  the  story  to  me,  the  difficulty  was  that  there 
was  not  time  to  devote  to  that  kind  of  training.  Already  the 
time  of  these  boys  was  taken  up  to  sucli  an  extent  that  be 
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realized  they  did  not  have  enough  time  for  recreation  and 
sports  of  various  kinds,  which  everyone  concedes  are  neces- 
sary In  every  organization  of  young  men  or  boys. 

As  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  shown,  now  to  add  the 
necessity  of  taking  military  training.  It  seems  to  me.  would 
not  only  be  unfair  to  the  boys  but  would  be  in  direct  con- 
tradiction to  the  very  fundamentals  of  the  organization  of 
the  C.  C.  C. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  woiild  It  not  be  eminently  fair 
to  give  the  boys  the  option  as  to  whether  or  not  they  wanted 
to  take  the  training? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  asked  that  question. 
I  wanted  to  discuss  that  point,  and,  since  he  has  asked  me 
the  question.  I  will  do  so  now. 

I  may  be  all  wrong  about  the  matter,  I  do  not  believe  I  am 
prejudiced,  but  my  idea  Is  that  the  effect  of  this  amendment. 
If  It  were  put  Into  the  law,  would  be  in  practice  to  make 
military  training  compulsory,  although  it  says  it  shall  be 
voluntary.  What  would  a  young  man  who  is  going  into  a 
C.  C.  C.  camp  say?  He  may  perhaps  have  little  or  no  educa- 
tion, and  he  Is  asked,  "Do  you  want  to  be  trained  In  a  mili- 
tary way?  Do  you  want  to  do  something  for  the  Federal 
Government,  which  has  made  it  possible  to  give  you  this  ad- 
vantage? Do  you  want  to  repay  Uncle  Sam?"  What  would 
the  boy  do;  what  would  you  do;  what  would  I  do  under  those 
circumstances?  The  chances  are  10  to  1  that  we  would  put 
ourselves  down  in  the  military-training  class,  and  when  that 
is  done  then,  I  submit,  military  training  becomes  compulsory 
to  the  boy.  We  could  not  have  military  training  which  would 
permit  the  boys  to  absent  themselves  today,  or  tomorrow, 
or  the  next  day.  When  they  once  go  into  it  they  will  have  to 
be  trained  every  day,  the  same  as  with  everything  else,  and 
after  they  have  signed,  to  them  military  training  becomes 
compulsory. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  would  agree  with  practically  all  the  Sen- 
ator says  if  the  military  training  were  to  be  compulsory.  I 
cannot  see  how  the  Senator  can  make  the  contention  that 
It  is  in  any  way  compulsory.  I  call  his  attention  to  a  situa- 
tion in  his  own  great  University  of  Nebraska,  which.  I  un- 
derstand, has  in  connection  with  It  a  land-grant  college,  and 
to  my  own  Michigan  State  College,  at  East  Lansing,  Mich., 
which  is  also  a  land-grant  college.  By  no  means  is  there 
any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  collegiate  authorities  to  com- 
pel the  students  to  take  military  training.  It  is  entirely 
optional,  in  exactly  the  same  way  the  military  training  would 
be  under  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia.  I  am  not  able  to  give  the  exact  figures,  but  I  think 
there  are  about  6.000  students  in  Michigan  State  College, 
and.  as  I  recall,  about  1,200  or  1,500  take  military  training. 
Many  of  them  there  feel  that  there  are  other  lines  of  exercise 
and  endeavor  into  which  they  prefer  to  go,  and  I  think  the 
same  situation  should  apply  to  the  civilian  conservation 
camps. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  me  answer  the  question,  which  Is  a  very 
proper  one.  I  concede.  Let  me  take  the  Senator's  own  uni- 
versity, or  the  land-grant  college  of  which  he  speaks. 

Mr.  BROWN.  It  is  the  State  college,  not  the  University 
Of  Michigan. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  the  conditions  are  entirely  different 
from  what  would  be  found  in  a  C.  C.  C.  camp.  Perhaps  the 
work  a  man  is  doing  In  a  C.  C.  C.  camp  Is  In  the  woods  of 
Maine.  There  are  certain  projects  on  which  he  is  going  to 
work,  which  will  take  a  couple  of  years.  He  is  located  up  in 
the  woods.  On  the  other  hand,  here  is  a  State  college  In 
Michigan,  In  a  city,  where  all  kinds  of  vocations  and  all  kinds 
of  activities  are  open  to  the  students,  where  the  homes  and 
the  stores  and  the  business  places  are  all  open.  It  is  differ- 
ent In  the  camp  in  the  country.  There  is  only  one  occupa- 
tion, and  that  Is  the  work  In  which  the  C.  C.  C.  camp  is 
engaged — developing  a  certain  project — whatever  It  may  be. 

There  is  no  choice  for  the  boys,  as  I  see  It.  It  seems  to 
me,  if  I  were  in  that  situation,  there  would  not  be  any 
choice  presented  to  me.    I  would  have  to  take  just  one  thing. 


What  Is  the  young  man  going  to  say?  If  there  were  raised, 
even  indirectly,  the  question  that  he  should  do  this  for  Uncle 
Sam,  since  Uncle  Sam  is  doing  such  a  great  thing  for  him, 
what  would  he  say?  I  think  I  would  go  into  the  training, 
opposed  as  I  am  to  compulsory  military  training,  without  any 
hesitancy.  If  it  were  presented  to  me  In  that  way  by  my 
superior  officer,  by  the  officials,  for  whom  I  would  undoubtedly 
have  great  respect,  even  though  I  had  never  previously  known 
them.  I  would  follow  their  adivce,  and,  in  my  judgment, 
if  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  becomes  the 
law  It  will  In  most  cases  result,  in  practice,  the  same  as 
though  It  provided  for  compulsory  military  training. 

I  confess  I  may  be  wrong  about  that;  it  has  not  been  tried; 
but  It  looks  that  way  to  me,  and  that  is  what  I  am  fearful  of. 
I  do  not  want  to  say  to  the  mothers  and  the  fathers  in 
thousands  of  homes,  whose  boys  are  sent  to  the  C.  C.  C. 
camps,  that  they  do  not  have  to  train  if  they  do  not  want 
to  when  I  believe  that  it  will  be  the  object  of  those  In  charge, 
the  military  officials,  to  have  them  all  take  military  training: 
and  they  can  easily  make  it  almost  impossible  for  the  young 
man  to  refuse. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  There  is  one  thing  which  has  weighed 
very  much  with  me  In  the  whole  discussion.  In  the  presenta- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes]  resist- 
ing the  amendment  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
he  dwelt  at  great  length  on  the  various  occupations  in  which 
the  members  of  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  would  be  engaged — Gleam- 
ing to  cook,  learning  stenography,  learning  telegraphy,  learn- 
ing radio— and  in  explanation  of  the  lack  of  necessity  for  any 
such  amendment  as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  pointed  out  that  the  Army 
itself,  and  those  in  charge  of  the  C.  C.  C,  had  other  similar 
occupations  which  they  were  going  to  stress,  and  which  the 
boys  were  going  to  follow,  and  which  would  be  a  very  im- 
portant point  in  the  program,  and  a  very  Important  part  of  it. 

It  seems  to  me  that  that  affords  a  very  great  protection  to 
the  boy  about  whom  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  is  talking,  be- 
cause he  can  engage  in  many  activities.  He  Is  not  quite 
placed  in  the  position  of  having  to  chop  wood,  we  will  say,  or 
else  face  the  possibility  which  the  Senator  refers  to,  of  taking 
up  this  voluntary  permissive  elementary  type  of  military 
training. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  that  I  fully 
understand  the  purport  of  the  Senator's  Interruption.  I  do 
not  see,  from  what  he  says,  what  importance  he  attaches  to 
the  fact  that  there  are  other  vocations  which  these  young 
men  are  going  to  be  taught.  What  does  that  have  to  do 
with  their  decision  as  to  whether  they  will  enlist  or  not  enlist 
in  the  Army,  so  far  as  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  are  concerned? 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  It  has  this  to  do  with  it,  that  all  these 
other  activities  were  advanced  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  as  reasons  for  occupying  the  boys  in  those  fields. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes ;  I  think  that  Is  a  good  argument. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  think  the  fact  that  those  fields  exist  is 
some  protection.  I  rather  gathered  from  what  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  said,  that  If  the  boy  did  not  have  the  oppor- 
tunity to  engage  in  work  In  those  fields,  he  would  really  be 
forced  to  take  the  other  course. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  concede  that  technically  he  would  have 
a  choice.  He  does  not  need  to  do  any  of  these  things  if  he 
does  not  want  to.  But  I  have  a  fear,  though  I  may  be  mis- 
taken In  that  fear,  I  know  what  the  man  of  military  mind 
would  do,  and  he  does  it  with  good  conscience.  I  do  not 
claim  that  he  is  not  sincere  In  what  he  does.  He  does  what 
he  thinks  is  right,  but  he  looks  upon  military  training  as 
the  one  necessary  thing  which  every  man  ought  to  have  in 
order  to  be  a  good  citizen. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  agree  with  that  idea,  but  I  am 
afraid  that  the  boys  who  go  to  the  C.  C.  C.  csunps  and  have 
to  make  this  decision,  would  follow — as  I  believe  it  ts  per- 
fectly right  they  should — the  advice  or  Instructions  of  the 
officials,  and  that  it  would  soon  result  in  a  C.  C.  C.  camp  boy 
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being  almost  ostracized  if  he  should  not  take  military  train- 
ing. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  see  the  Senator's  point;  and  I  hope 
he  does  not  misunderstand  my  position  in  speaking  about 
this  matter. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No,  I  am  glad  to  have  the  Senator's  point 
of  view, 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  The  point  I  am  trying  to  make  is  that 
those  who  have  charge  of  the  boys'  activities  during  the 
dajrtime  are  not  military  persons.  They  are  nonmilitary 
persons.  Those  activities  of  the  boys  are  controlled  by 
nonmilitary  persons, 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes;  but  I  believe  that  if  the  pending 
amendment  should  become  law.  the  Senator  would  find  that 
to  a  mych  larger  degree  those  who  he  says  are  not  military 
persons  would  become  military  persons,  that  the  camps  would 
become  military  camps,  and  whether  right  or  wrong,  it  would* 
mean  the  exclusion  from  those  camps  of  boys  who  come 
from  families  which  are  opjxjsed  to  compulsory  military 
training. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  know  the  Senator  will  not  misunder- 
stand me  when  I  say  that  I  am  not  In  complete  agreement 
with  that  premise. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No.  Of  course,  I  respect  the  Senator's 
idea. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Of  course,  l  appreciate  the  Senator's 
sincerity, 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  have  been  very  much  interested  in  the 
Senator's  remarks  upon  the  pending  amendment.  I  know 
that  I  follow  his  thought  when  I  say  that  I  realize  that  he 
is  opposed  to  the  amendment  oflfered  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia.  I  am  not  so  sure  whether  or  not  the  Senator  is 
opposed  also  to  the  cormnittee  amendment. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes.  I  am.  While  I  reahze  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  me  to  do  it  under  the  circumstances — yet  if  I  had 
had  the  time  and  the  opportunity  I  should  have  tried  to  re- 
model the  amendment,  if  I  had  thought  there  was  any  pos- 
sible chance  of  its  being  agreed  to.  I  have  not  done  so,  nor 
have  I  tried  to  do  so.  Perhaps  I  am  derelict  in  my  duty  for 
failing  to  do  so.  I  m^ke  the  confession  now  that  I  may  be 
derelict  in  my  duty,  for  I  do  not  like  the  committee  amend- 
ment itself.    I  think  it  is  pointing  in  the  wrong  direction. 

Mr.  President,  we  started  the  C.  C.  C.  camps.  They  have 
been  a  great  success.  Many  people  tried  to  laugh  them  out 
of  existence  when  they  were  started.  I  heard  remarks  of  de- 
rision made  on  the  Senate  floor,  and  condemnation  of  the 
President,  when  the  camps  were  first  established.  They  were 
laughed  at.  But  I  think  the  experience  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  is  like  my  own.  Whenever  a  C.  C.  C.  camp  has  oeen 
located  in  his  State,  and  the  work  for  which  it  was  established 
has  been  concluded,  when  it  was  attempted  to  move  it  from 
one  locality  to  another,  the  Senator  knows  how  quickly  ob- 
jections were  made  by  the  leading  citizens  of  the  community 
in  which  the  camp  was  located,  and  by  the  commercial  clubs, 
and  by  almost  everyone  else.  They  are  glad  to  have  a  camp 
located  in  their  community.  The  camps  are  good  for  the 
country  at  large,  and  good  for  the  boys  who  are  in  them. 
After  this  great  success  has  been  attained  I  should  hate  to  do 
an3^hlng  which  would  have  a  tendency  to  keep  out  of  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps  thousands  and  thousands  of  yoimg  men  who 
ought  to  be  in  them. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  SenaV)r  yield? 

Mr,  NORRIS    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  The  Senator  a  moment  ago  stated  that  he 
was  opposed  to  universal  military  service,  and  I  certainly 
think  at  this  juncture  of  our  history  his  ground  is  well  taken 
in  opposition  to  that  program. 

I  may  point  out  that  we  are  now  providing  a  Regular  Army 
of  400.000  men,  which  we  hope  to  have  splendidly  trained  and 
equipped,  and  that  we  have  a  National  Guard  of  235,000  men. 
making  a  total  land  force,  outside  of  the  Reserve,  of  635.000 
men. 

Personally  I  believe  that  military  training  is  beneficial  to 
the  individual.    I  know  it  has  been  to  me  in  my  own  contact 


with  it.  and  I  am  sjTnpathetic  with  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

What  troubles  me  is  that  a  great  many  boys  who  go  into 
these  camps  are  poor  boys,  who  have  no  alternative  if  they 
want  to  stay  off  the  streets.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  are 
not  going  to  have  universal  military  training  we  might  con- 
sider quite  thoroughly  whether  it  Is  fair  to  take  a  part  of  the 
population,  which  is  in  unfortunate  circimistances.  and  super- 
impose upon  it,  even  though  it  is  getting  Government  help — 
but  so  is  the  farmer,  so  are  the  unemployed,  and  so  is  every- 
one else — an  obligation  which  is  not  imposed  upon  the  citi- 
zenship in  general. 

Personally  I  think  military  training  would  be  beneficial  to 
the  C.  C.  C.  boys.  I  do  not  know  that  I  shall  vote  against 
the  amendment,  but  I  know  that  universal  military  service  is 
not  necessary  in  the  United  States  now,  unless  we  want  to  go 
from  one  extreme  to  the  other.  I  have  a  feeling  that  we  are 
picking  out  a  certain  number  of  unfortunate  boys  and  asking 
them  to  do  something  which  we  are  not  going  to  ask  any 
other  class  of  boys  to  do. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  for  his  observation.  I  agree  with  it  entirely.  I 
believe,  as  he  does,  that  the  proposal  is  unfair  to  the  C.  C.  C. 
boys,  and  that  it  should  not  be  applied  to  them. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  was  about  to  3^eld  the  floor, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator's  judg-" 
ment  on  this  matter.    The  point  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  is  similar  to  a  suggestion  I  made  yesterday  during 
the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  remember  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  For  whom  I  have  the  greatest  affection 
and  respect,  as  we  all  do.  We  recognize  his  ability  and  his 
sincerity. 

In  answer  to  that  point,  it  was  suggested  by  some  Senator 
that  the  military  training  would  do  the  boys  gccd.  We  may 
admit  that.  It  was  also  suggested  that  It  would  be  voluntary. 
We  admit  that.  However,  if  we  should  have  to  go  to  war,  we 
all  know  that  the  men  who  are  trained  would  be  the  first  to  go 
to  fight.  In  harmony  with  the  suggestion  just  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tybings],  I  think  it  would  be 
most  unfortunate,  as  well  as  unfair,  to  create  such  a  situation 
in  this  country  that  there  would  be  devolved  on  the  more 
unfortunate  group  in  the  United  States  the  duty  to  do  the 
first  fighting. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  have  the  same  thought. 

Mr,  President,  an  examination  must  be  made  of  the  boys 
before  we  begin  to  give  them  military  training.  Young  men 
otherwise  well  equipped  and  who  would  be  qualified  to  go  into 
the  C.  C.  C.  camps  would  be  rejected  if  their  admission  de- 
pended upon  an  examination  such  as  the  Army  provides,  and 
properly  so.  I  think,  for  admission  into  the  Army  service. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Let  me  finish. 

As  soon  as  that  happens,  if  we  are  practical  about  it.  the 
next  step  will  be  a  physical  examination  on  a  military  scale 
before  the  candidate  gets  into  the  C.  C.  C.  camp.  For  that 
reason  we  might  reject  thousands  of  young  men  who,  if  it 
were  not  for  the  military  training,  might  be  admitted. 

Blr.  GEORGE.  How  can  that  be.  when  the  training  is 
purely  voluntary? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  observation  which  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  just  made  suggests  the  dilemma  in  which  I  find 
myself.  If  the  boys  who  go  to  the  camps  want  to  have  mili- 
tary training.  I  should  like  to  see  them  have  it.  If  they  do 
not  want  to  have  military  training,  I  do  not  want  to  force  it 
on  them. 

Would  It  be  possible  to  have  some  camps  where  the  boys 
who  want  military  training  may  have  it.  and  other  camps 
where  boys  who  do  not  want  It  do  not  have  to  have  it?  We  do 
not  want  half  of  a  camp  to  be  receiving  military  training  and 
the  other  half  not  receiving  it. 
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I  feel  that  the  observation  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
Is  sound.  If  we  do  not  watch  out,  we  shall  create  a  small  extra 
force  which  we  shall  call  upon  in  time  of  war.  If  we  are  going 
to  war,  I  want  the  burden  of  war  to  fall  equally  upon  every- 
body in  the  Republic,  and  I  do  not  want  to  create  a  situation 
in  which  it  will  fall  unequally  on  any  group. 

If  we  could  have  two  types  of  camps,  one  with  complete 
military  training,  where  everybody  wants  It.  and  the  other 
with  no  military  training,  where  nobody  wants  it,  I  should 
be  Inclined  to  support  the  amendment;  but  I  do  not  think 
the  training  ought  to  be  on  an  involuntary  or  hurtful  basis, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  it  would  be  possible  to  do  what 
the  Senator  suggests.  If  we  should  transform  some  of  the 
camps  Into  military  camps  exclusively,  we  should  not  have 
any  soil  conservation  or  reforestation.  We  should  not  have 
any  of  the  activities  now  going  on  in  the  camps  if  we  should 
convert  them  into  military  camps.  Those  who  do  not  want 
military  training  would  have  to  be  sent  off  to  some  other 
camp  where  there  was  no  military  training. 

In  that  connection,  to  show  what  might  happen,  according 
to  my  view 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  the  Senator  would 
discuss  what  the  amendment  is,  and  not  what  It  might  be. 
The  discussion  has  proceeded  for  some  time  on  the  basis  of 
what  might  happen,  three  or  four  degrees  removed  from  what 
actually  Is  provided  in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  considering  any  proposed  law  we  must 
always  consider  what  might  happen.  I  think  what  has  been 
suggested  might,  and  probably  would,  happen  under  the  lan- 
guage which  is  now  before  the  Senate. 

Let  us  take  an  illustration.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska 
says  he  may  be  mistaken,  I  may  be  mistaken.  We  all  may 
be  wrong,  no  matter  what  our  positions  may  be.  Let  us  take 
the  case  of  two  carjienters  in  my  home  city  or  in  the  home 
city  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  One  of  them  has  work. 
He  is  making  a  living  for  himself  and  his  family,  and  he  has 
a  boy  coming  out  of  high  school.  The  boy  does  not  have  to 
go  to  a  C.  C.  C.  camp  and  cannot  get  Into  a  C.  C.  C.  camp 
because  the  money  he  would  draw  is  not  needed  by  his  family 
to  support  them  and  keep  them  off  the  relief  rolls. 

The  second  cariJenter  has  had  no  work  for  a  year.  He  has 
a  boy  coming  out- of  school,  and  In  order  to  stay  out  of  pool- 
rooms and  off  the  streets,  the  boy  has  the  right  to  choose 
whether  he  will  go  to  one  of  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  or  stay  at 
home.  I  honor  him  for  making  the  choice  to  go  to  the  camp. 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  he  draws  only  $5  a  month  for  what 
he  does  and  sends  the  other  $25  back  home. 

It  seems  to  me  we  cannot  escape  the  fact  that  when  a  boy 
has  been  compelled  by  circumstances  to  go  to  a  C.  C.  C. 
camp  and  the  voluntary  proposition  is  put  up  to  the  camp, 
"How  many  of  you  are  willing  to  take  military  training,  with 
all  it  means  in  the  future?"  there  is  bound  to  operate  on 
his  mind  a  sort  of  moral  compulsion  to  enlist  for  military 
training  or  possibly  be  accused  of  lack  of  patriotism  or  be 
charged  with  being  a  slacker,  or  something  of  that  sort. 
I  grant  that  theoretically  there  is  the  right  of  choice,  but  it 
Is  not  quite  a  right  of  choice  when  we  really  analyze  it. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  Not  unless  there  are  two  separate  camps. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes.  What  I  fear,  and  the  thing  which 
bothers  me.  is  that  by  this  process  we  may  create  a  group 
upon  whom  the  Government  might  be  required  to  call  first 
for  active  service  in  an  emergency;  and  if  they  should  be 
called  for  active  service  under  such  circimistances,  all  the 
boys  who  might  be  better  circumstanced  and  who  were  not 
required  to  make  the  choice  between  staying  at  home  and 
going  to  a  camp  would  be  automatically  excluded.  I  cannot 
help  feeling  that  It  would  be  unfair  and  unfortunate  to  create 
that  sort  of  a  cla.ss  to  occupy  a  preferred  status  in  regard 
to  the  call  of  the  Government  in  any  emergency  which  might 
confront  us. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  are  now  making  an  argument 
against  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
and  stating,  in  substance,  that  it  is  proposed  to  set  up  a 


specially  designated  class  of  indlvldusds  on  whom  the  Gov- 
ernment would  immediately  draw  in  the  event  of  an  emer- 
gency. Following  that  line  of  argument,  I  cannot  see  any 
distinction  between  such  a  class  and  the  class  proposed  to 
be  set  up  under  the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 
Certainly  a  cook,  a  truck  driver,  a  radio  operator,  a  mechanic, 
or  any  individual  who  is  contemplated  under  the  amendment 
reported  by  the  committee  would  be  included  in  a  special 
technical  class  in  the  C,  C.  C.  camps.  The  man  who  would 
build  a  bridge  would  be  out  in  front, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Not  necessarily, 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  man  who  would  drive  a  truck  would  be 
pretty  close  to  the  front.  He  might  become  a  tank  driver. 
I  make  that  observation  merely  because  under  the  terms  of 
the  amendment  we  would  set  up  a  sp>ecial  class  of  individuals 
to  take  care  of  certain  technical  needs, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Those  occupations  are  not  regarded  by 
the  public,  by  the  War  Department,  or  by  the  Congress  as 
especially  hazardous  or  dangerous. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     I  do  not  agree  to  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  La.st  night  I  heard  an  address  over  the 
radio  by  someone  whose  name  I  do  not  now  recall.  I  think 
he  was  a  retired  Army  oflBcer,  He  was  discussing  the  matter 
of  training  an  army.  Perhaps  he  was  discussing  the  work 
which  is  being  done  in  Congress  toward  national  defense. 
I  was  utterly  amazed  at  the  statement  he  made  concerning 
the  number  of  technicians  required  to  support  an  army  of 
even  400  000  men.  An  army  requires  all  sorts  of  technicians. 
Their  training  must  be  different  from  that  of  the  soldier,  who 
is  taught  the  manual  of  arms  and  goes  out  with  a  rifle  or  with 
a  stick  of  wood  which  looks  like  a  rifie,  as  we  trained  some 
of  them  in  1917.  ^ 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Some  of  them  were  trained  with  broom- 
sticks. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  Some  of  them  were  trained  with  broom- 
sticks or  other  implements  which  were  imitations  of  war 
materials,  I  am  convinced  that  while,  of  course,  the  amend- 
ment of  the  committee  does  set  up  a  special  group  for  non- 
combatant  training  activities,  such  training  is  not  locked 
upon  in  the  same  light  as  compulsory  military  training. 
When  we  talk  about  mihtary  training,  we  think  about  a  man 
with  a  rifle. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  My  concern  with  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  is  not  with  what  he  wants  to  do.  If 
a  man  goes  to  a  military  camp  and  wants  military  training, 
if  the  Government  is  maintaining  him  in  part,  and  he  wants 
that  training,  I  cannot  see  any  reason  why  the  CJovernment 
should  not  have  the  benefit  of  his  voluntary  services.  What 
concerns  me  is,  if  a  camp  is  called  Camp  Barkley,  for 
example 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  not  likely,  but  it  is  a  good  illus- 
tration.   [Laughter.] 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  Camp  Barkley  has  150  boys  In  It.  and 
100  of  the  boys  want  to  take  military  training  and  50  do  not 
want  to  take  mihtary  training,  will  they  be  in  the  same  camp 
or  will  there  be  two  camps,  Camp  Barkley  and  Camp  Chan- 
dler, for  example? 

Mr.  BARKLEY,    Or  Camp  Tydlngs,       [Laughter.l 

Mr.  TYDINGS,  Or  Camp  Tydlngs,  Will  those  who  go  to 
one  camp  be  only  those  who  want  to  take  the  voluntary 
military  training  in  connection  with  their  C.  C,  C.  duties, 
while  those  in  the  other  camp  have  turned  it  down? 

If  that  is  the  contemplation  of  the  Senator's  amendment 
I  should  not  be  Inclined  to  oppose  it,  because  the  transaction 
would  be  as  wide  open  as  that  of  a  man  enlisting  In  the  Reg- 
ular Army;  but  I  do  not  think  the  two  classes  ought  to  be 
in  the  same  camp.  The  boys  who  do  not  want  to  take 
military  training  ought  not  to  be  humiliated  or  made  to 
feel  unpatriotic.  Many  persons  do  not  want  to  take  mili- 
tary training,  and  I  do  not  see  why  they  should  be  penalized. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  I  do  not  think  the  committee,  In  report- 
ing the  original  amendment,  contemplated  that  the  camps 
would  be  separated  so  as  to  have  in  one  camp  all  the  trainees 
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who  wish  to  take  military  training.  The  noncombatant 
training  is  to  be  carried  on  at  all  the  camps  where  the  Presi- 
dent decides  to  Inaugurate  it,  in  connection  with  the  other 
work. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  understand. 

Mr.  BARECLEY.  And  those  who  do  not  want  to  take  non- 
combatant  training  are  not  to  be  segregated  in  a  special 
camp. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  right  interpre- 
tation, and  the  humane,  equitable,  and  democratic  way  to 
administer  the  program — and  I  believe  that  Is  what  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  in  mind 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  earnestly  invite  the  Sen- 
ator to  read  the  amendment.    Very  few  Senators  have  read  it. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  have  read  it. 
I  have  read  it. 
Then  I  am  sorry  the  Senator  did  not  quite 


Mr.  BARKLEY 
Mr.  GEORGE. 
understand  it. 
Mr.  BARKLEY. 
Mr.  GEORGE. 


That  may  be. 
I  did  not  draft  the  amendment.    I  simply 
Inserted  one  little  provision  in  it.    The  whole  amendment 
was  reported  by  the  committee.    It  provides: 
Notwithstanding — 

And  so  forth — 

the  President  la  authorized,  In  hla  discretion,  and  under  such  regu- 
lations as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  within  the  Civilian  Conser- 
Tatlon  Corps  such  training  of  etuollees  therein  In  noncombatant 
subjects  essential  to  the  operations  at  the  Military  and  Naval  Estab- 
lishments. 

Then  it  goes  on  to  enumerate  what  they  may  be  taught  to 
do.  but  the  provision  is  not  inclusive,  but  the  enrollees  may 
be  taught  'other  matters  essential  incident  to  the  successful 
conduct  of  military  or  naval  activities."  The  whole  thing 
Is  m  the  hands  of  the  President. 

Mi.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question  there,  so  that  I  can  clear  up  the  matter  for  my 
own  satisfaction?  What  Is  in  his  mind,  I  imderstand,  is 
that  a  hundred  men,  we  will  say,  go  to  camp 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  coming  to  that,  if  the  Senator  will 
permit  me.  The  whole  thing  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Presi- 
dent. He  is  not  obliged  to  put  into  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  any 
of  this  training;  he  is  merely  authorized,  in  his  discretion, 
to  do  80,  under  such  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe.  Of, 
course,  he  may  say,  if  there  are  any  boys  who  want  to  re- 
ceive a  little  elementary  military  training,  they  may  be 
attached  to  camp  B  or  camp  C  or  camp  D,  and  if  there 
are  t)oys  who  want  to  do  the  things  which  the  tKstinguished 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes]  said  were 
Just  as  essential  as  carrying  arms — in  fact,  he  said  that  out 
of  a  million  men  only  about  240.000  of  them  would  need  a. 
rifle,  and  that  the  others  would  be  needed  to  do  something 
else— If  there  are  bosrs  who  want  to  take  mechanical  train- 
ing in  connection  with  their  regular  work  in  the  C.  C.  C. 
camps,  certainly  the  President  would  direct  that  they  go  to 
a  camp  where  such  training  is  given. 

Let  me  say  that,  with  very  few  exceptions,  there  are  no 
Instructors  at  any  C.  C.  C.  camp  today  who  can  train  these 
young  men  in  any  of  the  essential  things  which  will  be  nec- 
essary for  the  military  service  of  the  country  except,  per- 
haps, the  Reserve  ofiBcers.  There  are  Reserve  ofiBcers  at 
each  camp,  and  some  of  the  camps  have  a  teacher  in  cer-  . 
tain  vocational  lines.  I  offered  an  amendment  authorizing 
teachers  to  be  attached  to  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  who  would  give 
instruction  in  vocational  education  long  before  the  war  in 
Europe  started.  I  was  not  trying  to  Impose  on  the  poor 
boy — I  am  in  that  class  myself  and  always  have  been — I  was 
trying  to  help  the  poor  boy;  I  was  not  trying  to  work  a  hard- 
ship on  him.  The  plan  I  proposed  of  installing  vocational 
teachers  at  many  of  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  was  not  adopted 
except  perhaps  in  a  few  instances.  Sometimes  there  will 
be  found  an  athletic  instructor  at  a  C.  C.  C.  camp.  That 
does  not  mean  that  the  t>oys  there  are  engaging  in  nothing 
but  athletics;  it  simply  means  that  they  do  the  regular  work, 
such  as  would  a  boy  in  a  school  or  college  that  has  an 
R.  O.  T.  C.  unit,  and  when  his  regular  work  is  over,  he  en- 


gages in  athletics  or  learns  how  to  construct  bridges  or  take 
instruction  in  the  Signal  Corps  work  which  he  has  been 
authorized  to  take. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  believe  the  Senator's  explanation  of 
what  would  happen  is  sound,  namely,  that  if  the  President 
should  tmdertake  to  put  military  training  in  any  camps  on 
a  voluntary  basis  he  would  not  have  it  taught  at  a  camp 
where  other  things  are  taught;  and  certainly  I  would  not 
want  to  see  the  two  mixed  in  the  same  camp.  But  the 
President's  power  is  so  flexible  that  I  cannot  conceive  he 
would  have  half  the  enrollees  taking  military  training  and 
the  other  half  not  taking  it  in  the  same  camp  of  150  men. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  feel  satisfied  that  Is  true.  I  am  going 
to  m£Uce  the  statement  that,  in  the  last  analysis,  my  amend- 
ment is  a  limitation  on  the  power  of  the  President  because 
he  cannot  require  elementary  military  training.  I  have  pro- 
vided by  the  amendment  that  the  enrollee  can  only  take  it 
upon  a  pmrely  voluntary  basis.  Now  let  me  read  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Without  the  amendment  the  President 
could  not  do  it  at  all  even  on  a  voluntary  basis;  therefore,  it 
is  not  a  limitation  of  the  President's  power. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Why  could  he  not  do  it? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Because  he  has  no  authority. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Why  has  he  not  the  authority? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Because  Congress  has  not  given  It  to 
him. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Let  me  read  to  the  Senator  what  is  in 
the  amendment  contained  in  the  bill.  The  amendment  pro- 
vides that  the  President  may  provide — 

within  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  such  training  of  enrollees 
therein  In  noncombatant  subjects  essential  to  the  operations  of 
the  Military  and  Naval  Establishments  as  he  considers  may  con- 
tribute materially  to  the  Interests  of  the  national  defense. 

That  is  very  broad  authority,  but  that  is  not  all. 

Such  subjects  may  Include,  but  are  not  restricted  to,  cooking, 
baking,  first  aid  to  the  Injured,  operation  and  maintenance  of 
motor  vehicles,  road  and  bridge  construction  and  maintenance, 
photography,  signal  communication,  and  other  matters  incident 
to  the  successful  conduct  of  mUltary  and  naval  activities. 

It  would  require  no  great  stretch  of  the  Imagination  to  say 
that  under  that  committee  amendment  the  President  could 
say,  "You  can  drill  these  boys  if  you  want  to,  you  can  let 
them  organize  for  certain  forms  of  athletic  exercises  which 
fit  right  in  with  ordinary  elementary  military  training." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  would  not  contend,  would 
he.  that  under  that  language  the  President  could  go  beyond 
what  is  termed  "noncombatant  activities"? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  but  when  there  are  enumerated  a 
great  many  things  which  are  connected  so  intimately  with 
military  and  naval  activities,  I  would  not  say  that  he  could 
not  do  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  They  would  all  have  to  be  within  the 
definition  "noncombatant." 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  would  not  say  that  he  could  not  let  the 
boys  drill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  think  that  is  necessarily  a  combat 
activity. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  not  necessarily  a  combat  activity, 
but  it  is  getting  ready  to  engage  in  some  combat  activities. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  If  we  are  going  to  have  an  army,  with 
men  trained  in  signal-corps  work  and  in  the  maintenance  of 
trucks  and  other  motor  vehicles,  the  kind  of  vehicles  which 
are  now  playing  such  havoc  in  the  present  war,  we  have  got 
to  have  certain  drilling  and  certain  discipline. 

I  propose  merely  that  the  President  may  add  to  these  things 
voluntary  elementary  military  training. 

Now  let  me  say,  if  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  is  not 
willing  to  do  that,  gentlemen,  take  your  time  before  you  vote 
to  carry  this  country  into  war.  If  you  are  not  willing  to  say 
that  in  an  establishment  maintained  by  the  Government, 
paid  for  by  the  Government,  composed  of  men  of  military 
age  who  may  elect  voluntarily— even  the  President  cannot 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


8071 


Impose  compulsory  military  training  on  them — elementary 
military  training  may  not  be  given,  then,  for  heaven's  sake, 
try  to  dissuade  anybody  you  find  in  this  Government  against 
entering  into  war,  because  that  kind  of  spirit  back  of  all  the 
preparedness  program  will  make  it  utterly  worthless.  That 
is  the  thing  that  discourages  me  about  this  matter.  I  know 
exactly  whence  the  influence  against  the  amendment  is  com- 
ing; and  it  is  a  tragedy  that  anyone  connected  with  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  should  try  to  stay  the  hand  of 
one  of  the  legislative  branches  of  the  Government  in  en- 
deavoring to  provide  merely  an  optional  opportunity  for  the 
boys  of  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  to  take  elementary  military  train- 
ing if  they  want  to. 

Let  me  state  why  I  was  led  to  offer  this  amendment.  I  am 
sorry  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  is  not  now  present.  I  have 
great  respect  for  him,  but  he  proceeded  upon  the  theory 
upon  which  he  often  proceeds,  of  setting  up  straw  men  and 
knocking  them  down.  He  proceeded  to  knock  down  three 
straw  men,  and  the  third  one  was  removed  in  the  third  degree 
from  anything  in  the  amendment  which  I  have  offered.  I 
have  great  respect  for  him,  and  I  knew  his  attitude  on  the 
question  of  anything  that  smacks  of  compulsory  military 
training. 

In  the  same  college,  in  the  same  school,  half  the  boys  may 
be  taking  military  training  and  half  may  not  be  taking  it — it  is 
no  disgrace  not  to  take  it — and  a  fairly  good  degree  of  ele- 
mentary military  training  may  result  in  such  a  school  or 
college.  I  have  always  believed  in  military  training.  I  have 
not  believed  in  necessarily  compelling  people  to  take  it,  but 
I  personally  believe  in  it.  I  have  two  boys,  one  of  whom  is 
today  serving  his  country  in  the  most  hazardous  branch  of 
the  service.  They  took  military  training  because  I  wanted 
them  to  take  it.  One  took  it  in  a  high  school,  the  other  in 
a  military  school;  and  I  have  always  regretted  that  I  did  not 
have  the  opportunity  to  take  it.  But  what  brought  this  mat- 
ter to  my  attention  was  a  petition  from  the  poor  C.  C.  C. 
boys  themselves.  They  said,  "Let  us  have  military  training"; 
and  they  said  it  last  year.  They  said,  "Why  can  we  not  drill, 
if  we  want  to,  here  in  the  camps?  Here  is  a  beautiful  drill 
groimd.  Here  is  an  opportunity  to  drill  when  we  come  in 
from  our  work.  We  engage  in  all  kinds  of  athletic  exercises, 
and  we  wanted  to  do  a  little  training  here,  and  started  to  do 
so,"  because  one  of  the  boys  had  either  been  in  the  Army  or 
had  had  some  R.  O.  T.  C.  training,  "but  we  were  told.  'You 
must  stop  that.  That  cannot  be  tolerated.  That  will  mili- 
tarize the  young  men  of  this  country.  That  will  make  of 
them  men  who  desire  war.' " 

Senators,  If  you  are  that  soft,  let  me  beg  of  you  that  you 
stop  throwing  away  money  by  the  billions  of  dollars  for  na- 
tional defen.se.  because  the  national-defense  machine  will  not 
nm  Itself.    It  has  to  be  rtm  by  somebody. 

The  distinguished  Senator,  my  good  friend,  is  afraid  we 
are  creating  a  special  class.  Would  this  be  a  special  class 
any  more  than  the  R.  O.  T.  C,  or  half  as  much  as  the 
R.  O.  T.  C,  in  which  a  young  fellow  may  get  elementary  mili- 
tary training?  Was  it  creating  a  special  class  when  I  said, 
in  offering  the  amendment,  that  there  was  no  provision  that 
after  the  little,  meager  training  the  boys  would  get  they  would 
be  required  even  to  enter  the  Reserves?  They  are  just  as 
free  as  anylwdy  else.  They  are  just  as  free  as  my  son,  who 
went  through  a  regular  course  in  college,  and  then  went 
through  a  period  of  enlistment  in  the  Guard.  He  did  not 
want  to  go  into  the  Reserves,  perhaps,  let  us  say.  He  is  not 
in  the  Reserves.    They  would  not  be  in  the  Reserves. 

There  is  but  one  thing  wrong  with  this  amendment,  and 
that  is  that  it  does  not  do  very  much.  It  simply  gives  the  boys 
an  opportunity,  if  they  want  to  do  so,  to  take  a  Uttle 
elementary  military  training. 

The  distincuished  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  ThomasI  is 
greatly  disturbed  because  he  cannot  conceive  how  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  can  be  carried  on  in  Civilian  Conserva- 
tion camps.  Nobody  dreamed  of  anything  of  that  kind. 
Nobody  dreamed  that  there  would  be  any  great  organization. 
I  knew  that  a  division  could  not  be  put  in  any  single,  solitary 
Cavlllan  Conservation  camp  that  I  know  anything  about. 
I  knew  that  the  camps  did  not  have  more  than  150  or  200 


men.  I  have  visited  them.  I  have  seen  them  in  operation.  I 
know  that  some  of  the  boys  in  them  will  be  glad  to  take  this 
training.  Not  only  that,  but  I  know  that  if  this  Nation  means 
What  it  says  it  will  have  the  courage  and  the  strength  to  say 
that  we  will  get  ready  to  man  a  national-defense  machine 
when  we  build  it  up. 

This  debate — even  this  debate — is  most  discouraging.  In  my 
himible  opinion,  to  anybody  who  wants  to  build  up  the  de- 
fenses of  this  coimtry.  The  amendment  does  not  do  very 
much.  It  is  open  to  criticism  because  it  cannot  do  very  much; 
but  it  is  not  intended  to  do  anything  harmful  to  the  boys.  It 
is  intended  to  do  something  that  may  be  helpful  to  them.  I 
think  the  noncombatant  training  is  fine  for  the  boys.  I 
heartily  approve  it.  My  amendment  goes  but  very  little  fur- 
ther, if  it  actually  goes  any  further,  because  not  even  the 
President  can  require  elementary  military  training  of  the 
C.  C.  C.  boys. 

If  the  President  decides  to  inaugurate  a  system  of  ele- 
mentary military  training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  and  says, 
"I  think  it  is  a  good  thing  under  certain  rules  and  regula- 
tions," one  of  those  rules  and  regulations  undoubtedly  will 
be  what  the  Senator  from  Maryland  suggests — that  if  any- 
thing more  than  the  mere  incidental  training  that  follows 
the  ordinary  work  in  the  camps  is  to  take  place,  when  the 
boys  elect,  if  any  of  them  want  to  take  the  mihtary  train- 
ing, they  may  then  be  transferred  to  a  camp  where  that  par- 
ticular kind  of  training  is  available  to  them.  But  not  even  the 
President,  when  he  has  decided  the  question  and  has  issued 
whatever  rules  and  regulations  he  desires  to  issue,  has  the 
power  to  do  anything  more  than  simply  to  offer  the  boys 
voluntary  training — that  is  all — and  in  that  sense  the 
amendment  is  a  limitation  upon  the  President's  power. 

I  do  not  suppose  the  President  would  have  made  the 
training  compulsory  if  the  word  "voluntary"  had  been  left 
off,  which  I  did  at  first  leave  off,  because  when  he  was  given 
the  discretion,  and  when,  if  the  training  was  to  be  inaugu- 
rated at  all,  it  must  be  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
he  might  prescribe.  I  thought  that  meant  that  the  Presi- 
dent would  offer  nothing  but  voluntary  training;  but  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Michigan,  and  other  distin- 
guished Senators  felt,  and  suggested  on  the  floor  here,  that 
perhaps  it  ought  to  be  provided  that  it  should  be  entirely 
optional  with  any  one  of  the  enrollees  whether  or  not  he 
would  even  take  any  elementary  military  training,  so  I  was 
glad  to  add  the  word  "volimtary.'* 

I  cannot  see  anything  wrong  with  the  amendment,  but  I 
can  see  a  great  deal  wrong — and  I  am  not  disposed  to 
quarrel  about  things — when  I  note  the  effect  of  certain 
influence  on  a  piece  of  legislation  of  this  kind.  We  may  talk 
about  "fifth  columns"  all  we  want  to.  but  anything  that 
takes  all  the  "guts"  out  of  men  who  propose  literally  to  pour 
billions  of  dollars  into  defense  is  wrong,  and  is  about  as  bad 
as  any  "fifth-colimin"  work  that  can  be  carried  on  in  this 
country.  Regardless  of  who  is  back  of  the  opposition  to 
this  amendment  I  know  that  kind  of  thing  is  inconsistent 
with  national  defense. 

I  am  willing  to  vote  money  to  provide  the  strongest  na- 
tional defense  this  Nation  can  create  and  maintain.  I  am 
willing  to  go  the  whole  length,  and  I  have  voted  to  give  to 
the  President  every  power  he  has  asked  to  expedite  placing 
the  country  In  a  strong  position  to  defend  itself.  But  when 
I  see  opposition  to  a  simple  amendment  giving  to  the  C.  C.  C. 
enrollees  the  option  to  take  elementary  military  training  in 
the  camps,  I  know  that  there  is  a  dangerous  condition, 
whatever  pretenses  may  be  made  that  we  are  seeking  to 
build  up  a  strong  national  defense. 

A  while  ago  I  said  that  I  regretted  that  I  had  offered 
this  amendment.  I  do  regret  It,  because  the  very  debate 
and  opposition  to  it  do  not  promote  the  national  defense, 
or  strengthen  it,  but  rather  indicate  that  under  any  kind  of 
pressure  we  are  likely  to  demonstrate  that  we  are  not  of  the 
tough  oak  and  iron  generation,  if  you  please,  that  Is  willing 
to  pay  the  price  for  the  full  defense  of  the  fairest  land  on 
the  face  of  the  globe.  We  cannot  have  national  defense. 
Senators,  without  paying  the  price,  and  it  is  not  mere  money. 
That  is  the  least  part  of  it,  as  large  as  the  money  Wll  will  be. 
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It  is  not  mere  billions  of  dollars  turned  over  to  the  most 
expert  and  most  skilled  and  most  highly  trained  men  In  the 
Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Corps.  It  is  not  money.  The  defense 
Of  this  Nation  depends  upon  whether  we  are  willing  to  pay 
the  price  of  that  defense,  make  the  sacrificas,  endure  the 
hardships,  and  face  the  dangers,  whether  they  come  from 
the  now  discredited  "fifth  columnists"  or  from  any  other 
group  In  America.  Simply  say  to  them.  "You  are  not  right; 
you  are  wrong." 

Nobody  is  trying  to  reflect  upon  the  C.  C.  C.  enrollees. 
I  have  told  the  Senate  truthfully  that  the  very  first  sugges- 
tion ever  made  to  me  sdong  this  line,  aside  from  suggestions 
that  were  made  when  the  establishment  of  the  Civilian  Con- 
servation Corps  was  first  under  discussion  in  this  body,  came 
to  me  frcm  the  men  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  from  these  poor 
bo3^. 

They  do  not  necessarily  have  to  be  indigent  and  impover- 
ished in  order  to  get  into  the  C.  C.  C.  Such  an  idea  is  another 
mistake.  They  simply  have  to  be  out  of  work,  unemployed, 
and  not  able  to  find  work.  Yet,  by  making  them  this  volun- 
tary offer,  in  some  way  it  is  said  we  would  be  creating  a  special 
class  singling  them  out  of  the  great  body  of  our  citizens  in  a 
democracy,  setting  them  aside. 

Gentlemen,  if  they  are  set  aside,  and  if  they  have  been 
singled  out,  your  committee  did  it.  If  the  enrollees  in  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps  have  l)een  specially  marked  as  the  first  vic- 
tims tb  be  called  into  the  service  of  the  country  when  war 
confts,  if  unfortunately  and  unhappily  it  must  come,  your 
committee  did  it,  because  your  committee  wrote  the  amend- 
jnent  which  gave  to  the  President  the  power  to  provide  com- 
pulsory training — mark  my  words,  compulsory  training — 
in  all  matters  "incident  to  the  successful  conduct  of  military 
and  naval  activities." 

When  it  takes  about  10  men  on  the  ground  to  run  a  single 
plane  as  against  the  1  man  who  is  handling  it  in  the  air,  do 
you  not  suppose.  Mr.  President,  that  if  war  came  they  would 
cull  out  the  boys  who  are  in  the  C.  C.  C.  cjmips  for  this  special 
type  of  so-called  nonccmbatant  service? 

Mr.  President.  I  favor  the  amendment  as  the  committee 
wrote  it.  It  does  give  the  President  the  power  to  require 
certain  types  of  training.  I  believe  the  President  would  wisely 
provide  for  certain  training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  or  In  cer- 
tain of  those  camps,  and  give  the  young  men  the  opportunity 
to  take  the  training.  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  if  the 
President  ever  approved  training  in  the  most  elementary  form 
of  tactics,  military  training,  as  we  refer  to  it.  he  would  do  it 
under  such  regulations  as  would  preserve  absolutely  free 
choice  and  will  of  the  young  men  to  take  it  or  not  to  take  it, 
and  in  all  human  probability  he  would  see  what  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  has  pointed  out.  the  wisdom  of  saying.  "Very 
well;  if  you  want  to  take  that  kind  of  training,  there  will  be 
certain  camps  to  which  you  may  go  or  be  transferred." 

Mr.  President,  that  is  all  this  amendment  proposes;  that 
is  all  I  propose  to  do.  But  if  there  be  jaeople  in  the  United 
States  who  are  afraid  to  give  to  American  boys  in  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps  the  option  to  take  elementary  military  train- 
ing, then  those  people  should  have  no  part  in  the  defense 
of  a  great  country  in  time  of  great  stress.  This  country  was 
not  made  by  that  kind  of  people,  and  it  will  not  be  saved 
by  generations  of  that  kind  of  people.  The  President  him- 
self, in  his  notable  address  when  he  spoke  to  the  joint  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  called  for  a  sturdy,  strong,  robust  spirit, 
and  very  properly  sensed  that  that  was  what  would  make 
the  defense  possible,  and  the  absence  of  it  would  make  the 
greatest  defensive  machine  on  earth  nearly  useless,  ol>so- 
lescent.  out-of-date  equipment  for  the  Anny  or  for  the 
Navy. 

Mr.  President.  I  hope  we  may  have  a  vote  upon  the 
amendment.  I  regret  very  much,  as  I  have  said,  that  I  of- 
fered it,  l)ecause  this  debate  cannot  advance  the  interests 
of  the  countiy.  cannot  expedite  the  defense  of  the  country, 
cannot  add  very  much  to  what  we  are  here  trying  honestly 
and  conscientiously  to  do  and  to  accomplish.  Not  only  that, 
but  I  have  remained  on  the  floor  today  when  I  was  too 
unwell  to  be  here,  and  I  hope  very  much  that  my  colleagues 


will  give  me  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  amendment,  and 
let  the  American  people  pass  upon  the  merits  of  It  after 
the  vote  shall  have  been  taken. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  Inasmuch  as  I  had  the 
floor,  as  I  thought,  when  the  Senator  from  Georgia  began 
his  remarks 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Chair  so  understood. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  it  was  entirely  agreeable  that  he 
should  occupy  the  floor,  and  inasmuch  as  I  had  not  quite 
completed  my  observations,  and  I  desire  to  continue  them 
very  briefly. 

I  wish  to  say  at  the  beginning  that  I  have  not  the  slightest 
conception  of  what  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  in  mind 
when  he  says  that  he  knows  what  influences  in  the  United 
States  Senate  are  back  of  the  opposition  to  the  pending 
amendment.  So  far  as  I  am  cor>cemed  I  can  say  that  there 
is  no  influence  outside  of  my  own  feelings  and  my  own 
convictions  on  the  subject.  I  have  not  even  talked  to  anyone 
about  the  amendment,  from  t.he  President  of  the  United 
States  down,  in  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  I 
have  not  talked  to  anyone  on  the  outside  of  the  Senate  about 
the  amendment  since  it  was  offered.  The  only  conversation 
I  have  had  with  anyone  about  It  was  in  the  Secretary's  ofBce  ' 
a  few  days  ago,  with  a  group  of  Senators  in  discussing  this 
problem.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  was  in  the  group, 
and  he  will  recall  that  we  had  an  informal  conversation 
about  it. 

I  have  no  idea  what  connection  the  amendment  has  with 
any  possible  "flfth  column."  I  am  not  aware  of  any  connec- 
tion, and  I  think  that  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  can 
be  acquitted  of  having  brought  any  amendment  into  this 
Chamber  under  the  influence  of  any  such  group  in  or  outside 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Because  the  Senator  has  referred  to  me, 
let  me  say  that  the  suggestion  of  the  language  rer>orted  by 
the  committee  came  from  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United 
States  Army.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  language  of  the 
amendment  was  drafted  by  the  Judee  Advocate  General  of 
the  Army  and  submitted  to  me  by  General  Marshall,  the 
Chief  of  Staff. 

Since  the  amendment  was  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia,  I  have  not  conferred  vith  the  Chief  of  Staff,  the 
President,  or  anyone  else.  I  opposed  the  amendment  for 
the  reasons  I  stated  yesterday. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  am  not  uneasy  about 
the  discussion  of  this  amendment  being  injurious  to  the 
country.  We  are  supposed  to  be  here  representing  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  and  if  we  misrepresent  them  we  will  be 
punished  at  the  next  election,  and  we  should  be  punished, 
because  membership  in  the  Senate  is  not  a  matter  of  personal 
favor,  it  is  not  an  honor  to  be  conferred  because  of  prefer- 
ence for  some  personality.  Men  are  supix)sed  to  be  sent  here 
and  they  are  sent  here  because  the  people  feel  that  they  will 
represent  them  when  they  get  here. 

This  question  involved  is  broader  than  the  mere  adoption 
of  this  amendment.  The  amendment  Involves  the  entire 
military  policy  of  the  United  States.  I  was  in  Congress  dur- 
ing the  World  War.  I  voted  for  the  resolution  declaring  war 
against  Germany,  and  one  of  the  most  serious  problems  that 
faced  Congress  at  that  time  was  how  to  raise  an  army  to 
fight  the  battles  of  the  United  States.  With  the  exception 
of  a  short  period  during  the  Civil  War.  practically  all  of  our 
wars  had  been  fought  by  volunteer  soldiers,  they  had  been 
fought  by  the  chivalrous,  the  romantic,  the  adventurous 
spirits  who  had  gone  forward  in  advance,  who  volunteered  to 
serve  the  United  States.  I  honored  them,  and  we  all  hon- 
ored them.  But  when  the  World  War  came  Congress  felt 
that  the  country's  battle  should  not  be  fought  by  those  who 
were  venturesome  smd  romantic  and  desirous  of  being  a' sort 
of  advance  guard.  Congress  decided  that  if  the  liberties 
and  the  institutions  of  the  United  States  were  worth  defend- 
ing they  should  be  defended  by  every  man  according  to  his 
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ability  to  defend  those  institutions  and  not  merely  by  reason 
of  his  willingness  to  do  it. 

One  of  the  greatest  fights  that  occurred  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  was  over  the  selective  draft  law.  The  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes],  the  Senator  from 
Texas  tMr.  ConnallyI,  and  other  Senators  who  were  then 
Members  of  the  House  will  recall  that  fight. 

The  Congress  decided  that  in  that  great  emergency  we 
should  not  depend  simply  upon  those  who  were  willing  volun- 
tarily to  march  forward  in  advance,  but  that  every  man  of 
military  age.  as  fixed  by  law.  should  be  required  to  perform  his 
duty  in  proportion  to  his  ability  to  perform  it.  and  I  believe 
that  is  the  fairest  way  yet  devised  to  fight  the  battles  of  any 
nation. 

It  may  be  that  the  particular  amendment  now  before  us 
does  not  involve  that  broad  question,  but  I  think  it  does.  It  is 
true  that  it  provides  that  the  training  shall  be  voluntary. 
If  it  is  to  be  voluntary,  is  it  to  apply  to  those  already  in  the 
camps,  or  only  to  those  who  are  to  come  in  afterward?  Some 
300.000  are  in  the  camps.  They  were  not  taken  into  the  camps 
for  tlie  purpose  of  receiving  military  training;  they  were  taken 
into  the  camps  to  do  conservation  work,  reforestation,  and  a 
multitude  of  things  which  are  being  done  in  every  community 
where  the  camps  are  located. 

Are  we  to  say  to  these  boys,  "We  have  you  in  the  camps 
now,  and  while  it  is  voluntary,  we  are  going  to  put  the  pressure 
on  you  to  take  military  training  which  will  take  you  into  the 
battle  line  first"? 

If  the  same  provision  were  made  applicable  to  everyone  else 
in  the  United  States  I  should  vote  for  it.  If  it  were  made 
applicable  to  the  banker's  son,  to  the  merchant's  son,  to  my 
own  son.  who  by  the  way,  along  with  the  son  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  is  a  Reserve  officer  in  the  Air  Corps  of  the 
United  States,  subject  to  call  tomorrow — if  we  would  make  this 
training  apply  to  all  boys  of  equal  ages  in  this  country  so  that 
there  would  be  no  discrimination,  I  should  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  since  the  Senator  has  re- 
ferred to  ages,  I  should  like  to  interrupt  him  to  say  that  in 
the  camps  today  84.64  percent  of  the  boys  are  under  21  years 
of  age;  31  percent  of  the  boys  are  17  years  old;  25  percent  of 
the  boys  are  18  years  old;  16.5  percent  are  19  years  old;  and 
10.93  percent  are  20  years  old.  Perhaps  85  percent  of  the 
boys  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  are  under  age. 
Mr.  WALSH.  That  is,  they  are  under  21. 
Mr.  BYRNES.    They  are  under  21. 

Furthermore,  while  I  am  on  my  feet  I  wish  to  say  that  the 
boys  are  selected,  not  by  C.  C.  C.  officials  but  by  State  agencies. 
On  July  1.  90,000  will  be  called  upon  to  enroll.  There  will  be 
that  many  vacancies.  When  they  enroll  they  are  enrolled  for 
6  montiis.  After  they  are  enrolled  they  are  sent  by  the  State 
agencies  to  camps.  They  certainly  could  not  be  called  upon 
to  determine  whether  or  not  they  will  volunteer  for  combat 
training  until  they  get  to  the  camps,  and  the  amendment 
drafted  by  the  Army  officials  uses  the  word  "noncombatant" 
111  order  to  distinguish  it  from  combatant  training.  Not  sat- 
isfied with  that,  there  are  enumerated  the  various  skills  in 
order  further  to  make  it  plain  that  these  boys— and  it  is 
mostly  the  sons  of  widows  who  are  selected,  preference  being 
given  to  boys  with  dependents — that  these  boys  without 
fathers  would  be  given  noncombatant  training,  and  not  train- 
ing with  weapons  in  what  is  known  as  combatant  service. 
The  question  Is  whether  or  not  we  should  afford  solely  to 
the  boys  of  dependent  families  this  training  in  the  camps. 
We  may  as  well  understand  that  when  boys  of  17  years  are 
sent  to  a  camp  and  are  called  upon  to  decide  whether  they 
wUl  take  voluntary  military  training  or  not,  if,  for  example, 
some  should  respond  "Yes"  and  sqme  "No,"  thereafter  there 
would  be  such  dissension  in  that  camp  that  the  purposes  of 
the  C.  C.  C.  camp  would  be  destroyed,  whereas  today  the  boys 
are  working  harmoniously,  receiving  training  In  conservation, 
forestry,  and  other  lines,  and  the  committee  amendment 
would  give  to  them  training  in  skills  that  cotUd  be  of  use  to 
the  Army,  and  yet  would  not  separate  them  from  all  the  other 
young  men  of  the  country. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 


Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  prolong  the  debate.  I 
wish  simply  to  say  that  I  am  not  afraid  to  vote  for  any 
measure  necessary  to  defend  this  coimtry.  I  am  not  afraid  to 
vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  It  is 
not  l)ecause  of  fear  that  I  do  not  feel  I  can  vote  for  it. 

I  have  very  deep  convictions  with  respect  to  the  equal 
duties  of  every  citizen  In  the  United  States  to  answer  the  call 
of  his  country  when  the  need  comes;  and  whenever  the  time 
comes  to  inaugurate  compulsory  military  training  in  this 
country,  either  before  or  after  war  begins,  I  am  ready  to  vote 
for  it.  But  when  I  vote  for  it  I  want  to  include  everyone  in 
the  United  States  who  is  physically  able  to  endure  training 
so  that  he  may  be  qualified  to  serve  his  country. 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  As  I  vmderstand,  the  amendment  of  the 
committee  makes  It  compulsory  upon  the  boys  to  become 
cooks,  drivers  of  trucks,  and  train  for  other  occupations  which 
are  noncombatant  in  their  nature.  If  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  were  adopted,  and  if  there  were 
any  among  them  who  wanted  to  take  military  training  In- 
stead of  noncombatant  training,  they  could  select  such  train- 
ing instead  of  being  drivers  of  trucks  or  cooks,  for  example. 

A  Senator  today  spoke  of  receiving  a  letter  from  a  widow's 
son.  I  received  a  letter  from  a  widow's  son  today  asking  how 
he  could  get  Into  military  service.  He  was  a  boy  under  21, 
Here  is  an  opportunity  for  such  a  boy. 

I  can  say  that  I  have  personally  talked  to  officials  in  C.  C.  C. 
camps,  and  I  also  have  talked  to  men  who  want  to  get  this 
training.  If  we  give  them  the  opportunity  to  take  it  volun- 
tarily, instead  of  imposing  it  upon  them,  it  seems  to  me  we  do 
a  service  to  the  boys  of  the  country,  because  we  give  them 
a  choice  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin misses  the  purpose  of  what  I  am  trying  to  say.  and  if  the 
Senator  cannot  distinguish  between  a  cook  and  a  man  who 
has  to  shoulder  a  rifle  and  go  to  the  front,  there  is  no  ex- 
planation I  can  make  which  would  illustrate  the  situation. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  let  me  respond  to  the  Sen- 
ator's question.  The  young  man  he  referred  to  wants  to 
enlist.  As  I  said  yesterday,  either  today  or  tomorrow — they 
may  have  been  sent  down  today — Budget  estimates  are  being 
submitted  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  the 
Congress  to  provide  an  opportunity  for  the  yoimg  man  in 
question  to  do  what  he  wants  to  do— to  enlist  for  military 
training. 

The  object  of  the  training  program  is  to  provide  a  com- 
prehensive program  under  which  boys  can  go  into  citizens' 
military  training  camps — not  to  the  number  of  30,000,  eis  last 
year,  but  to  the  number  of  more  than  100,000 — to  be  drilled 
and  to  be  taught  the  skills  of  war. 

The  enlisted  Reserve  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  is  to  be  ex- 
panded to  give  the  boy  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  a  chance  to  go  in  it  if  he  wants  to,  and  the  teach- 
ing of  vocational  trades  will  be  exi>anded.  Thus  the  opportun- 
ity will  be  provided  the  boy  referred  to. 

TTie  only  reason  the  amendment  is  offered  on  this  bill  is 
that  it  changes  existing  law  inasmuch  as  existing  law  pro- 
vides that  men  may  be  employed  in  the  C.  C.  C.  for  the  pur- 
pose of  developing  the  country's  natural  resources.  If  It 
were  carried  in  the  supplemental  bill  which  Is  to  be  sent  over 
from  the  House  it  might  be  subject  to  a  point  of  order  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  legislation,  but  this  is  a  different  and  com- 
prehensive program  devised  by  the  Army  for  the  training  of 
young  men  such  as  the  young  man  described  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have  said  all  I  want  to 
say.    I  am  ready  to  vote. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two. 
As  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  in  charge  of  the  bill, 
let  me  say  that  the  amendment  was  submitted  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina  [Mr,  ByrnksI.    He  presented  an 
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argiunent  which  appealed  to  the  committee.  Tliere  was 
some  discussion,  though  very  slight,  in  reference  to  military 
training. 

It  is  my  view — and  I  am  speaking  for  myself  and  not 
for  the  committee — that  much  of  the  discussion  has  over- 
looked what  I  think  are  the  essential  purposes  of  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps.  These  camps  were  established  for  the  l)ene- 
flt  of  boys  who  were  unfortunate  economically.  They  were 
to  be  taken  off  the  streets  in  places  where  they  could  not 
get  work.  I  think  this  question  should  be  resolved  in  the 
light  of  the  purposes  of  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  and  what  is  for 
the  interest  of  the  boys. 

These  boys  were  put  into  the  camps  to  do  work  which 
would  be  valuable  to  them  physically  and  mentally,  to 
afford  them  opportunity  to  learn  certain  things,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  develop  the  industries  and  the  natural  re- 
sources of  the  country.  The  camps  had  a  very  definite 
purpose.  If  we  should  give  these  boys  military  training, 
would  we  be  doing  more  for  them  or  not? 

The  present  disciission- has  been  along  the  line  that  if  we 
give  the  bosrs  military  training  they  will  be  subject  to  being 
drafted  immediately  into  the  Army.  There  is  no  connection 
between  service  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  and  service  in  the 
Army.  The  fact  that  a  boy  takes  military  training  of  a 
combatant  or  noncombatant  character,  does  not  put  him  in 
the  Army,  or  make  him  subject  to  call,  suiy  more  than  any 
other  boy,  under  whatever  draft  law  Congress  may  see  fit 
to  enact.  I  am  interested  in  the  question  as  to  what  is 
for  the  best  interests  of  these  boys. 

•niere  are  300.000  boys  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps.  We  are 
trying  to  help  them.  Personally  I  would  be  just  as  happy 
if  the  amendment  were  not  included.  I  think  the  work  at 
the  C.  C.  C.  camp  as  it  is  being  conducted  today  is  mag- 
nificent, wholesome,  and  beneficial.  Whenever  we  seek  to 
divert  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  into  military  camps — I  do  not 
care  whether  of  noncombatant  or  combatant  character — 
I  think  we  are  apt  to  do  injury  to  the  institution,  to  the 
camps,  and  to  the  men  who  are  in  them. 

If  a  boy  is  given  military  training  in  a  camp,  is  he  better 
fitted  to  go  out  into  civilian  life  than  if  he  has  the  type  of 
training  he  is  now  receiving?  He  might  be  better  fitted  to 
go  into  the  Army,  but  he  does  not  go  into  the  Army  when 
he  leaves  the  camp  unless  he  enlists. 

I  think  our  thoughts  are  confused  in  these  days.  Hsrsteria 
is  sweeping  and  has  swept  across  the  land.  In  this  Chamber 
from  day  to  day  we  have  had  what  in  my  section  of  the 
country  might  be  called  war  dances — the  beating  of  dnmis. 
Do  Senators  know  why  the  Indians  have  war  dances?  It  is 
in  order  that  the  men  may  be  inspired,  in  order  that  they 
may  be  controlled  by  their  emotions  and  not  by  their  judg- 
>  ment.  That  is  the  purpose  of  some  actions.  When  we  lose 
sight  of  judgment,  we  become  emotional  rather  than 
reasonable. 

I  think  the  adoption  of  this  particular  amendment  is  rela- 
tively insignificant.  I  do  not  think  the  national  defense 
is  essentially  involved.  I  question  whether  military  train- 
ing is  the  proper  function  of  the  C.  C.  C.  camps.  Whenever 
we  raise  wholesome  boys,  whenever  we  improve  their  mental 
and  moral  outlook,  we  make  better  citizens;  and  when  we 
make  better  citizens  we  make  better  soldiers,  if  we  need  them. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  Senator  has  been  discussing  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  and  has  talked 
about  the  fundamental  purpose  of  the  C.  C.  C.  camps.  I  have 
been  reading  the  committee  amendment.  I  call  the  Sen- 
ator's attention  to  the  following  language: 

To  provide  within  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  such  train- 
ing of  enrollees  therein  in  noncombatant  subjects  essential  to  the 
operations  of  the  Military  and  Naval  Establishments  as  he  con- 
dders  may  contribute  materially  to  the  Interests  of  the  national 
defense. 

In  the  light  of  what  the  Senator  has  been  sasrlng,  does  he 
not  think  that  language  is  a  departure  from  the  usual  pur- 
pose of  the  C.  C.  C.  camps? 


Mr.  ADAMS.  I  do.  Personally.  I  am  not  in  sympathy 
with  the  amendment  as  a  whole,  but  I  do  not  want  to  make  it 
any  worse.  I  think  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  merely  adds  to  what  I  think  are  the  undesirable 
features.  I  very  much  doubt  the  workability  of  the  commit- 
tee amendment,  with  or  without  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Georgia. 

In  my  State  there  are  a  dozen  or  more  C.  C.  C.  camps. 
They  are  located  in  order  that  the  yoimg  men  brought  there 
from  various  sections  of  the  country  may  live  outdoors  and 
perform  outdoor  work  and  improve  the  natural  resources. 
The  men  come  to  my  State  from  New  York,  Texas,  Oklahoma, 
and  other  States.  They  go  into  the  mountains  and  work  on 
the  roads.  They  may  work  on  reservoirs.  They  may  work 
on  soil-conservation  projects.  They  live  in  quarters  estab- 
lished on  streams  and  in  the  wooded  areas. 

I  question  the  availability  of  the  location  of  the  camps  for 
military  training.  I  am  doubtful  how  we  could  work  out  the 
specialized  noncombatant  traintag:  but  I  feel  that  the  par- 
ticular amendment  as  to  combatant  military  training  adds 
something  which  ought  not  to  be  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps. 
When  we  make  it  volimtary.  of  course,  we  may  say  that  the 
man  does  not  have  to  take  it.  Well  and  good.  Personally, 
if  I  were  enacting  a  law.  whatever  the  provisions  were,  they 
would  be  compulsory.  When  a  man  comes  into  the  camp  he 
should  be  required,  as  he  is  today,  to  take  certain  training. 
He  is  required  to  do  road  work,  or  building  work  in  a  national 
park  or  monument,  and  it  is  not  voluntary.  If  he  enlists,  he 
is  well  taken  care  of.  The  cost  to  the  Government  is  some- 
thing more  than  a  thousand  dollars  a  year  for  each  man. 

If  we  want  to  change  the  character  of  the  work,  let  us  not 
leave  the  camps  in  a  state  of  anarchy,  so  that  every  morning 
when  the  roll  is  called  the  men  will  have  to  be  asked,  "Do  you 
want  to  work  today  or  not?"  If  we  want  to  make  a  camp  a 
military  camp,  let  us  make  it  a  military  camp.  Let  us  not 
make  it  a  camp  where  military  work  is  optional  on  Monday 
or  Tuesday.  If  we  want  to  establish  camps  for  training  sol- 
diers, let  us  make  them  military  camps.  If  we  do  not  want 
to  make  soldiers  out  of  the  bojrs.  let  us  train  them  in  civilian 
work.    I  am  not  trying  to  confuse  the  ideas  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  have  been  a  very  warm  supporter  of  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps.  In  my  State  of  Michigan,  which  for  many 
years  was  the  principal  timber  producer  of  the  United  States, 
they  have  done  a  tremendously  valuable  work  in  reforesting 
the  northern  half  of  the  State. 

Of  course,  the  purpose  of  the  C.  C.  C.  was  twofold.  One 
was  to  get  the  work  done — principally  reforestation — which 
they  have  done.  The  second  purpose  was  to  aid  the  bosrs. 
I  have  felt  that  in  a  certain  sense  the  camps  were  the  poor 
man's  college.  We  spent  the  taxpayers'  money  to  establish 
the  great  University  of  Michigan  and  various  similar  institu- 
tions in  other  States,  and  we  furnish  a  large  part  of  the 
money  which  educates  the  sons  of  the  middle  classes  and 
the  well  to  do.  Likewise,  when  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  were 
established,  we  supplied  all  the  money  to  educate  the  boys. 
The  C.  C.  C.  camps  are  the  poor  man's  higher  educational 
institution.  For  that  reason,  comparing  them  with  ccxnmon- 
school  and  collegiate  institutions,  I  am  unable  to  under- 
stand the  objection  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky,  and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  to  giving 
military  training  in  connection  with  these  schools — and  I 
call  them  schools  advisedly. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  object  to  having 
some  military  training.  Just  as  educational  work  is  carried 
on  In  the  evenings.  My  objection  is  to  making  military  camps 
of  all  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  where  the  military  training  takes  the 
place  of  the  training  now  being  given.  At  the  present  time  ft 
boy  works  his  ustial  hours.  6  or  8  hours,  on  outdoor  work. 
He  comes  in  in  the  evening.  It  Is  optional  with  him  to  Uke 
certain  studies  or  not  to  take  them.  Eighty-five  percent  of 
the  boys  take  the  studies.  As  I  understand  the  proposal.  It 
18  that  military  training  be  substituted  for  the  civilian  work. 
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and  that  it  shall  be  optional,  not  that  it  shall  be  merely 
supplemental. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado will  pardon  me.  that  is  not  the  purpose  of  my  amend- 
ment at  all.  I  have  definitely  so  stated  in  two  addresses  to 
the  Senate.  I  contemplate  only  the  training  which  may  be 
incidentally  given  in  addition  to  whatever  other  occupa- 
tional work  is  being  carried  on. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  As  I  understand  the  foimdation  of  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee,  it  is  that  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps  were  authorized  to  engage  only  in  the  con- 
servation of  national  resources,  and  it  was  felt  necessary  to 
broaden  that  field.  While  that  limitation  has  prevailed,  the 
boys  have  been  given  evening  courses  in  every  imaginaWe 
subject.  Under  the  present  law  I  think  they  could  be  given 
optional  military  training  after  hours. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  all  I  have  ever  contemplated.  If 
the  time  for  work  were  fixed  at  8  hours,  I  assume  there 
would  be  a  provision  that  1  hour  or  2  hours  a  week 
might  be  taken  up  with  ordinary  elementary  military  train- 
ing. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Did  not  the  Senator  mean,  by  his  amend- 
ment, that  substantially  the  same  kind  of  mibtary  training 
which  is  given  in  the  land-grant  colleges  and  in  some  of  the 
high  schools  might  be  given  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  for  an 
hour  or  two  each  week,  as  the  Senator  says? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Exactly.  That  was  all  I  ever  contem- 
plated; and  I  do  not  think  the  committee  amendment  con- 
templates the  conversion  of  any  camp  into  a  school  for 
mechanics,  or  a  school  for  the  Signal  Corps.  I  thought  that 
whatever  was  done  in  the  noncombatant  training  would  be 
incidental  to  the  main  work  which  would  be  carried  on 
anyway.    Certainly  that  is  all  that  is  intended. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  and  I  have  a 
different  understanding  of  the  effect  of  his  amendment  and 
of  the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee.  The  man  who 
followed  Mr.  Fechner  in  charge  of  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  appeared 
l)efore  the  committee  and  stated  that  the  proposed  amend- 
ment might  result  in  a  change  in  the  method  of  making 
enrollmenta.  meaning  that  there  would  be  a  different  process 
of  enrollment  if  the  courses  of  the  schools  were  changed. 
I  understand  that  the  amendment  is  to  provide  a  new  type  of 
full-time  training.  As  to  military  service.  I  assume,  of  course, 
that  the  same  limitation  which  applies  to  the  original  courses 
would  apply  to  the  amendment 

Mr.  BROWN.  Of  course,  the  language  of  section  38  puts 
that  matter  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  President.  By  his 
power  to  establish  and  enforce  regulations  he  could  do  what- 
ever he  might  desire  in  that  respect.  As  I  said  yesterday  in 
discussion  with  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  I  Mr. 
Byrnes],  the  Army  would  probaWy  determine  the  regulations. 

If  the  Senator  does  not  mind  a  little  further  interruption, 
I  should  like  to  makp  another  point. 

The  assertion  has  often  been  made  that  we  are  building  up 
a  poor  man's  army.  I  was  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  point  out  that  absolutely  no  law  could  be 
enacted  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  which  could 
compel  C.  C.  C.  beys,  after  they  leave  the  C.  C.  C.  to  enter 
the  Army  of  the  United  States  on  any  other  basis  than  that 
applicable  to  ail  other  citizens  of  the  United  States.  I  do 
not  think  there  is  anything  to  that  point,  but  I  think  the 
Senator  has  thoroughly  demolished  it.  However,  in  the  minds 
of  some  Senators  there  is  still  the  idea  that  by  giving  the 
kind  of  training  proposed  we  should  be  establishing  a  poor 
man's  army. 

The  Senator  well  knows  that  we  train  boys  in  high  schools 
and  in  colleges  throughout  the  country.  Probably  in  the  ag- 
gregate over  the  years  three  or  four  million  boys  have  been 
SO  trained— more  than  have  been  trained  in  the  Civilian  Con- 
servaUon  Corps  camps.  We  do  not  say  that  that  is  a  rich 
man's  army  or  a  middle-class  army,  and  this  would  not  be  a 
poor  man's  army.  It  seems  to  me  we  should  keep  in  mind 
the  fact  that  the  entire  program  is  an  educational  program; 
fhat  we  are  giving  a  little  training  to  a  class  of  persons  differ- 
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ent  from  those  to  whom  we  have  heretofore  given  training  in 
the  high  schools  and  the  colleges.  I  do  not  think  we  are  es- 
tablishing a  poor  man's  army,  as  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
intimated. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  have  no  sympathy  with  the  argimient  of 
there  being  a  preference  for  or  against  a  class;  that  we  arc 
setting  up  a  special  class  to  give  them  either  a  disadvantage 
or  an  advantage.  When  we  established  the  C.  C.  C.  we  to<* 
a  certain  group  who  were  under  economic  disadvantage  and 
provided  them  with  clothes  and  board  and  room  and  health- 
ful surroundings.  If,  in  addition  to  that,  we  want  to  provide 
certain  military  training  I  think  it  is  perfectly  proper.  I 
think  it  is  to  their  advantage,  not  to  their  detriment.  But. 
mind  you.  if  we  train  a  boy  as  a  cook,  he  does  not  go  into  the 
Army.  He  simply  goes  into  the  citizenry  of  the  country  at 
the  end  of  his  i)eriod.  whether  it  be  at  the  end  of  6  months, 
or  at  the  end  of  2  years  at  the  most.  Then,  if  he  should  be 
drafted,  when  the  Army  officials  came  to  find  out  his  qualifi- 
cations, and  foimd  that  he  was  a  cook,  they  might  assign 
him  to  duty  as  a  cook,  but  they  would  not  make  him  a  cook 
in  the  Army  if  they  saw  fit  to  give  him  a  Springfield  rifle. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  think  the  point  made  by  the  junior  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally]  yesterday  may  well  be  re- 
peated here — that  giving  these  boys  an  hour  or  2  hours  a 
week  of  training  would  be  of  great  advantage  to  them.  If 
we  consider  one  boy  who  was  trained  in  marksmanship  in 
a  C.  C.  C.  camp  and  another  boy  who  was  not  so  trained,  it 
may  be  that  that  very  training  would  represent  the  difference 
between  life  and  death  if  both  of  the  boys  happened  later 
to  be  called  into  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 

I  think  the  training  is  a  great  advantage  rather  than  a 
disadvantage. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Georgk],  as  modified,  to  the  amendment  reported  by 
the  committee. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  chief  cleik  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Glass].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Praziir],  and  will  vote.  I  vote  "nay." 
I  am  advised  that,  if  present,  the  senior  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  would  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  My  colleague  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Iowa  (Mr.  Herring  1  ,was  called  from  the  Chamber.  He 
wished  me  to  announce  that  if  he  were  present  he  would 
vote  "yea." 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Smathers]  is  absent  from  the  Senate  because  of 
illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Dowkey]  is  detained  on 
official  business  for  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Holt],  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Maloney],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran], 
the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper],  and  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Truman]  are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  the  following  pairs  of  Senators 
who  are  necessarily  absent: 

Tne  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smathers]  with  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg).  If  present,  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  would  vote  "nay."  and  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  NyeI  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson].  If  present,  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  would  vote  "nay,"  and  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  is  detained 
on  official  business.  I  am  not  advised  how  he  would  vote  if 
present. 
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The  result  was  announced — yeas  35.  nays  47,  as  foDows: 

YKAS— 35 


Andrews 

Byrd 

Gumey 

Taft 

Austin 

Chandler 

Harrison 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bailey 

Clark.  Idaho 

Holman 

Townsend 

BankHead 

Clark.  Mo 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Ty  dings 

Barbour 

Connally 

Lee 

VanNuys 

Bone 

Donahey 

Reed 

Wheeler 

Bridges 

Blender 

Reynolds 

White 

Brown 

George 

RusseU 

Wiley 

Bxirke 

Oerry 

Smith 

NAYS — 47 

Adams 

Green 

Lundeen 

RadcUffe 

Asburst 

Ouffey 

McKellar 

Schwartz 

Barkley 

Hale 

McNary 

Schwelienbach 

BUbo 

Hatch 

Mead 

Shepijard 

Bulow 

Hayden 

Miller 

Shlp^tead 

Byrnes 

HIU 

Minton 

Slattery 

Capper 

Hughes 

Murray 

Stewart 

Caraway 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Neely 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Chaves 

King 

Norrls 

Thomas.  Utah 

Danaber 

La  PoUette 

CMahoney 

Wagner 

Davis 

Lodge 

Overton 

Walsh 

Gillette 

Lucas 

Pittman 

NOT  VOnNO — 14 

Downey 

Herring 

Nye 

Truman 

Prazler 

Holt 

Pepper 

Vandenberg 

Olbaon 

McCarran 

Sznathers 

Glass 

Maloney 

Tobey 

So  Mr.  George's  modified  amendment  to  the  amendment 
reported  by  the  committee  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  ajjreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  41,  after  line  24,  to 
Insert: 

^    Sec.  39.  Section  13  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933 
Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  foliows: 

"Sic.  13.  In  order  to  render  financial  assistance  to  those  States 
and  local  governments  in  which  the  power  operations  of  the  Cor- 
poration are  carried  on  and  in  which  the  Corporation  has  ac- 
quired properties  previously  subject  to  State  and  local  taxation, 
the  board  is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  said  States,  and 
the  counties  therein,  for  each  fiscal  year,  beginning  July  1.  1940, 
the  following  percentages  of  the  gross  proceeds  derived  from  the 
sale  of  power  by  the  Corporation  for  the  preceding  fiscal  year  as 
hereinafter  provided,  together  with  such  additional  amounts  as 
may  be  payable  pursuant  to  the  provisions  hereinafter  set  forth, 
said  payments  to  constitute  a  charge  against  the  power  operations 
of  the  Corporation:  For  the  fiscal  year  (beginning  July  1)  1940. 
10  percent;  1941,  9  percent;  1942.  8  percent;  1943.  7»/i  percent; 
1944.  7  percent;  1945.  B'i  percent;  1946.  6  percent;  1947.  5'^ 
percenc;  1948  and  each  fiscal  year  thereafter.  5  percent.  'Gross 
proceeds."  as  used  in  this  section,  is  defined  as  the  total  gross  pro- 
ceeds derived  by  the  Corporation  from  the  sale  of  power  for  the 
preceding  fiscal  year,  excluding  power  used  by  the  Corporation  or 
sold  or  delivered  to  any  other  department  or  agency  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  for  any  purp>ose  other  than  the  resale 
thereof.  The  payments  herein  authorized  are  in  lieu  of  taxation, 
and  the  Corporation.  Its  property,  franchises,  and  income,  are 
hereby  expressly  exempted  from  taxation  in  any  manner  or  form 
by  any  State,  county,  municipality,  or  any  subdivision  or  district 
thereof. 

•The  pajrment  for  each  fiscal  year  shall  be  apportioned  among 
said  States  in  the  following  manner :  One-half  of  said  payment  shall 
be  apportioned  by  paying  to  each  State  the  percentage  thereof 
which  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  power  sales  by  the  Corporation 
within  said  State  during  the  preceding  fiscal  year  bears  to  the  total 
gioss  proceeds  from  all  power  sales  by  the  Corporation  during  the 
preceding  fiscal  year;  the  remaining  one-half  of  said  payment  shall 
be  apportioned  by  paying  to  each  State  the  percentage  thereof 
which  the  book  value  of  the  power  property  held  by  the  Corp>oratlon 
within  said  State  at  the  end  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year  bears  to  the 
total  book  value  of  all  such  property  held  by  the  Corporation  on 
the  same  date.  The  book  value  of  power  property  shall  include  that 
portion  of  the  Investment  allocated  or  estimated  to  be  allocable  to 
pcwer :  Provided,  That  the  minimum  annual  payment  to  each  State 
(Including  payments  to  counties  therein)  shall  not  be  less  than  an 
amount  equal  to  the  2-year  average  of  the  State  and  local  ad 
valorem  property  taxes  levied  against  power  property  purchased 
and  operated  by  the  Corpwratlon  in  said  State  and  against  that 
portion  of  reservoir  lands  related  to  dams  constructed  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  Government  and  held  or  operated  by 
the  Corporation  and  allocated  or  estimated  to  be  allocable  to  power. 
The  said  2-year  average  shall  be  calculated  for  the  last  2  tax  years 
during  which  said  property  was  privately  owned  and  operated  or 
said  land  was  privately  owned:  Promded  further.  That  the  mini- 
mum annual  payment  to  each  State  In  which  the  Corporation  owns 
and  operates  power  property  (including  payments  to  counties 
therein}  shaU  not  be  leas  than  $10,000  in  any  case:  Provided  fur- 


ther. That  the  Corporation  shall  pay  directly  to  the  respective  coun- 
ties the  2-year  average  of  county  ad  valorem  property  taxes  (in- 
cluding taxes  levied  by  taxing  districts  within  the  respective  coun- 
ties) upon  power  property  and  reservoir  lands  allocable  to  power, 
determined  as  above  provided,  and  all  payments  to  any  such  county 
within  a  State  shall  be  deducted  from  the  payment  otherwise  due 
to  such  State  under  the  provisions  of  this  section.  The  determi- 
nation of  the  board  of  the  amounts  due  hereunder  to  the  respective 
States  and  counties  shall  be  final. 

"The  payments  above  provided  shall  in  each  case  be  made  to  the 
State  or  county  in  equal  monthly  installments  beginning  not  later 
than  July  31.  1940. 

"Nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  limit  the  authority  of  the 
Corporation  In  Its  contracts  for  the  sale  of  power  to  municipalities, 
to  permit  or  provide  for  the  resale  of  power  at  rates  which  may 
Include  an  amount  to  cover  tax-equivalent  payments  to  the  munici- 
pality in  lieu  of  State,  county,  and  municipal  taxes  upon  any 
distribution  system  or  property  owned  by  the  municipality,  or  any 
agency  thereof,  conditioned  upon  a  proper  distribution  by  the 
municipality  of  any  amounts  collected  by  it  In  lieu  of  State  or 
county  taxes  upon  any  such  distribution  system  or  property;  It 
being  the  intention  of  Congress  that  either  the  municipality  or  the 
State  in  which  the  municipality  Is  situated  shall  provide  for  the 
proper  distribution  to  the  State  and  county  of  any  portion  of  tax 
equivalent  so  collected  by  the  municipality  In  lieu  of  State  or 
county  taxes  upon  any  such  distribution  system  or  property. 

"The  Corporation  shall,  not  later  than  January  1.  1945.  submit  to 
the  Congress  a  report  on  the  operation  o.  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  including  a  statement  of  the  distribution  to  the  various 
States  and  counties  hereunder;  the  effect  of  the  operation  of  the 
provisions  of  this  section  on  State  and  local  finances:  an  appraisal 
of  the  benefits  of  the  program  of  the  Corporation  to  the  States  and 
counties  receiving  payments  hereunder,  and  the  effect  of  such 
benefits  in  increasing  taxable  values  within  such  States  and  coun- 
ties; and  such  other  data,  information,  and  recommendations  as 
may  be  pertinent  to  futtire  legislation." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  concludes 
the  amendments  of  the  committee.  There  are  probably  some 
important  amendments  to  be  offered  from  the  floor.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  desire  that  the  session  continue? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  think  not.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  that  there  are  a  number  of  amendments  to  be 
offered,  among  them  the  amendment  with  reference  to  the 
appropriation  for  refugees,  which  will  need  some  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Then  I  think  we  will  suspend  at  this  point. 

REORGANIZATION  OF  THE  NAVY  DEPARTMENTS-CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  WALSH  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  4026)  pro- 
viding for  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  Department  and  for  other 
purposes,  having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to 
recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 
That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  House  No.  2  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  1:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  nvmibered  1.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Restore  the  matter 
stricken  out  by  said  amendment  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec  3.  The  President  of  the  United  States  is  hereby  authorized. 
In  his  discretion,  to  appoint  from  civil  life,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  SeL.ate,  an  Under  Secretary  in  the  Department  of 
the  Navy  to  serve  during  any  national  emergency  declared  by  him 
to  exist.  Including  the  present  limited  emergency.  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  shall  perform  such  duties  as  may  be  orescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  required  by  law  and  shiui  be  next  in 
succession  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  during  his  absence  or  dis- 
ability or  in  the  event  of  a  temporary  vacancy  in  that  office.  The 
compensation  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  be  at  the  rate 
of  »10.(XX)  per  annum.  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  next 
after  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  shall  hereafter  succeed  to 
the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  during  his  absence  or  dls- 
abUity.  or  In  the  event  of  a  temporary  vacancy  in  that  office";  and 
the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  numbered  3.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Strike  out  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"4.";  and  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

Davto  I.  Walsh, 
Millard  E.  Ttdincs, 
Fredekick  Hals, 
UaTiagers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
Cakl  Vikson, 
P.  H.  Drewbt. 
M.  J.  Maas, 
ManagcTi  on  the  part  oj  the  Home. 


T       The  report  was  agreed  to. 
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INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATIONS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
message  from  the  House  of  Representatives  announcing  its 
action  on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  House  bill 
8745,  which  was  read  as  follows: 

I  In  ths  Hoxtse  of  Rsprxskntatives  or  th«  United  Statbs, 
'  May  29,  1940. 

Rfftolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  6.  9.  11.  12,  33.  35.  37.  47.  51. 
60.  60.  70.  72.  80.  84,  87.  89,  90,  91,  and  99  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  8745) 
making  apppropriatlons  for  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  and  concur 
therein; 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  18  to  said  biU  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment  Insert:  "including  the  purchase  of  electrical  energy 
and  the  distribution  and  sale  thereof,"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  34  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment  insert:  -ProtHded,  That  not  to  exceed  $6,000  shall  be 
available  from  the  funds  of  the  Menominee  Indians  for  the  pay- 
ment of  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  chairman,  secretary,  and 
Interpreters  of  the  Menominee  general  council  and  members  of  the 
Menominee  Advisory  Council  and  tribal  delegates  when  engaged  on 
business  of  the  tribe  at  rates  to  be  determined  by  the  Menominee 
general  councU  and  approved  by  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs"; 

That  the  Rouse  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  50  to  said  blU  and  conciir  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  Inserted  by  said 
amendment  insert:  '•$1,223,000"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  63  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  Inserted  by  said 
amendment  Insert:  "$8,472,000"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  64  to  said  bill  and  conciu-  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  svun  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment insert:    "$9,374,600"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  69  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  At  the  end  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment  and  before  the  semicolon,  insert  the  following:  "Pro- 
vided further.  That  any  works  to  be  constructed  by  virtue  of  In- 
vestigations or  surve3rB  resulting  from  this  appropriation,  shaU  be 
so  constructed  and  operated  as  not  to  interfere  with  the  operation 
of  or  abrogate  any  of  the  terms  of  the  Rio  Grande  Interstate 
Compact,  and  any  contracts,  permits,  or  licenses  relating  to  such 
works  entered  into  by  the  United  States  shall  provide  specifically 
that  all  rights  thereunder  sbaU  be  subject  to  and  controlled  by 
the  provisions  of  said  Rio  Grande  Interstate  Compact"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  85  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment  in.sert:  "Provided,  That  the  total  sum  expended  In 
any  fl?cal  year  after  the  fiscal  year  1941  for  maintenance  of  the 
Vanderbilt  Historical  Monument  in  Dutchess  County,  New  York, 
shall  not  exceed  the  total  sum  of  the  admission  fees  collected  at 
such  monument  during  the  previous  fiscal  year"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
cf  the  Senate  numbered  100  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert:   "$2,641,093"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numl>ered  101  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert:   "$5,141,093"; 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  111  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follown:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment insert:  "and  not  to  exceed  $35,000  for  the  purchase  of  xmi- 
forms  for  employees.  $1,275,285";  and 

lliat  the  House  Insist  upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  95  and  110  to  said  blU. 

Mr,  HAYDEN.  I  move  that  the  Senate  agree  to  the  House 
amendments  to  Senate  amendments  numbered  18,  34,  50,  63, 
64.  69.  85,  100,  101,  and  111  to  the  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  now  move  that  the  Senate  recede  from  its 
amendments  numbered  95  and  110. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    That  disposes  of  the  bill. 

CONTROL  OF  CHINCH-BUG  MENACE 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  this  afternoon  the  Sena- 
tor from  Iowa  I  Mr.  Gillette]  and  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Truman]  Introduced  a  joint  resolution  for  the 
appropriation  of  the  sum  of  $500,000  to  enable  the  SecretJUTr 
of  Agriculture  to  combat  the  imminent  menace  of  chinch 


bugs  and  other  insect  isests  to  corn  and  other  crops  in  cer- 
tain States,  in  accordance  with  the  sui^ilemental  estimate 
of  the  President  contained  in  House  Document  No.  726, 
Seventy-sixth  Congress,  third  session. 

These  Senators  brought  the  matter  before  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  and  urged  that  time  was  of  the  essence, 
and  that  action  must  be  taken  at  once.  The  committee  was 
polled,  and  a  large  majority  of  the  committee,  consisting  of 
both  Democrats  and  Republicans,  recommended  a  favorable 
report  of  the  joint  resolution,  and  I  am,  therefore,  reporting 
it  favorably  with  amendments,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  277)  making  an  appropri- 
ation to  control  the  chinch-bug  menace  in  the  Com  Belt, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Appropri- 
ations with  amendments. 

The  amendments  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  were. 
In  line  6,  after  the  word  "bugs",  to  insert  "and  other  insect 
pests",  and  after  the  word  "com",  to  strike  out  "crop"  and 
Insert  "and  other  crojjs." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  I  have  had  considerable 
conversation  with  the  Department  of  Agriculture  regarding 
a  matter  which  has  arisen  in  connection  with  the  last  appro- 
priation act  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  The  Bureau 
of  Entomology  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  have  found  it 
necessary,  in  their  opinion,  to  stop  the  work  which  has  been 
proceeding  in  the  States  of  Minnesota,  North  and  South  Da- 
kota, and  either  Iowa  or  Montana,  in  an  effort  to  eradicate  the 
barberry  bush,  which  is  the  host  for  the  black  rust  which 
attacks  wheat.    Would  this  Joint  resolution  cover  that  item? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  do  not  think  it  would,  although  it  pro- 
vides for  an  appropriation  to  combat  "other  insect  pests." 
But  the  joint  resolution  comes  here  under  a  Budget  estimate 
sent  in  by  the  President,  and  it  was  a  part  of  the  deiaciency 
bill,  but  Senators  from  the  corn-producing  States  have  ad- 
vised the  Committee  on  Appropriations  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  get  this  taken  care  of  at  once  If  it  Is  to  do  the 
corn  raisers  any  good.  So  the  joint  resolution  has  been  re- 
ported favorably  by  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  and, 
while  I  am  not  personally  in  the  slightest  degree  interested 
in  the  matter.  Senators  from  Western  com  States  are  inter- 
ested in  it,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  will  not 
object,  because  it  is  necessary  that  this  be  done  at  once. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  The  Department  says  that  It  had  to 
abandon  the  work  in  the  Northwestern  States  on  the  barberry 
bush  because  of  lack  of  funds.  If  the  Senator  will  permit 
the  amendment  to  the  joint  resolution  to  include,  so  far  as 
funds  will  go,  the  eradication  of  the  barberry  bush,  I  shall 
not  object. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  As  a  matter  of  fict,  the  language  of  the 
joint  resolution  does  include  "other  pests",  so  that  the  Sen- 
ator could  take  that  matter  up  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, and  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  is  necessary  can 
be  done. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  This  does  not  Increase  the  appropri- 
ation? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    No. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  It  merely  extends  the  use  of  some  of 
the  funds  to  other  things? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    That  is  what  It  does. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Will  the  Senator  give  It  as  his  opinion 
that  the  eradication  of  the  barberry  bush  could  be  taken 
care  of  under  the  appropriation? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  have  no  opinion  about  it. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Can  it  not  go  over  imtil  tomorrow  so 
that  we  may  have  a  chance  to  add  this  amendment? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  the  sItuaUon  is  such  that 
it  is  a  matter  of  hours.  The  mattpr  covered  by  the  joint 
resolution  is  included  in  the  deficiency  bill  which  is  before 
the  House  of  Representatives;  but  because  of  the  urgency  of 
the  matter,  because  it  is  a  matter  not  of  days,  but  of  hours,  if 
this  is  to  be  of  value,  those  interested  have  requested  thiif 
action  by  the  Senate. 
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Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
only  12  hours  until  tomorrow  morning. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Twelve  hours  is  an  important  interval 
In  this  matter. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  am  sure  no  damage  will  result  by 
a  delay  of  12  hours.  Unless  an  amendment  can  be  adopted 
now.  I  shall  have  to  object.  There  are  four  States  where 
the  black  rust  is  the  most  damaging  pest  with  which  we 
have  to  deal  in  June  and  July. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota wishes  to  have  added  the  words  "and  plant  diseases." 
I  shall  have  no  objection.  I  am  convinced  that  under  the 
Budget  estimate  the  money  could  not  be  used  for  that  pur- 
pose, but  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the  words  added  to  the 
Joint  resolution,  so  if  possible  It  can  be  used,  if  the  Depart- 
ment wishes  to  use  it. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  The  Congress  can  empower  that  use  in 
spite  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  This  would  give  them  the  power.  I  have 
no  objection  whatever  to  the  addition  of  the  words  "and 
plant  diseases." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  add  in  the 
proper  place  in  the  measure  the  words  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Iowa,  or  the  phrase  "and  other  pests." 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  That  language  is  already  in  the  joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  MeKELLAR.     Yes. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    What  was  the  Senator's  proposal? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    To  add  the  words  "and  plant  diseases." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Very  well.  I  move  that  the  joint  reso- 
lution be  amended  by  inserting  in  the  first  committee 
amendment,  after  the  words  "insect  pests",  the  words  "and 
plant  diseases." 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  now  is  on 
the  second  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  sum  of  $500,000  Is  hereby  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to 
enable  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  combat  the  Imminent  menace 
of  chinch  bugs  and  other  Insect  pests  and  plant  diseases  to  the  corn 
and  other  crops  In  certain  States.  In  accordance  with  the  supple- 
mental estimate  of  the  President  contained  In  House  Docimient 
No.  736,  S2venty-slxth  Congress,  third  session. 

EXEcxrnvE  session 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECxrrrvE  reports  of  coMMrrrEEs 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  from  the  Committee  en  Foreign  Relations, 
reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  John  Campbell  White, 
of  New  York,  now  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  1.  to  act 
as  diplomatic  agent  and  consul  general  at  Tangier.  Morocco. 

Mr.  NEELY.  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  re- 
ported favorably  the  nomination  of  J.  Cullen  Ganey,  of 
Pennsylvania,  to  be  district  judge  for  the  eastern  district  of 
Pennsylvania  to  fill  a  new  position. 

Mr.  MeKELLAR,  frcm  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  If  there  be  no  further 
reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations 
on  the  calendar. 

POSTMASTERS 

^  The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  MeKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  postmas- 
ters be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nominations  of  postmasters  are  conflnned  en  bloc.  That 
eompletes  the  calendar. 


RECESS 

Mr.  B.VRKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  23  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Thurs- 
day, June  13,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations   confirmed   by   the   Senate  June   12 

(legislative  day  of  May  28),  1940 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

James  A.  Sanders,  Beatrice. 
George  B.  Pickens.  Moundville. 
Lucile  W.  Hereford,  New  Market. 
William  H.  Hoffman,  Summerdale. 
Gladys  W.  Deramus,  Verbena. 

ALASKA 

Charles  A.  Sheldon,  Seward. 

FLORIDA 

Frank  B.  Marshburn.  Bronson. 
Eva  E.  Ward.  Macclenny. 
William  T.  Murrell.  Miami  Springs. 
William  H.  Cox.  Palmetto. 
Henry  A.  Drake,  Port  Saint  Joe. 

MICHIGAN 

Nora  Donovan,  Bangor. 
Claar  M.  Bedinger.  Berrien  Springs. 
A.  Glenn  Haslett,  Buchanan. 
Walter  W.  Derby.  Covert. 
Walter  D.  McCaughey.  Croswell. 
Herbert  H.  Creagan.  Decatur. 
Charles  A.  Bigelow,  East  Tawas. 
Esse  S.  Martin.  Honor. 
Joseph  W.  Winkel.  Lenox. 
Walter  R.  Mason.  Milan. 
Fred  C.  Franz.  Niles. 
Karl  E.  H.  Beyer,  Remus. 
Harold  E.  Merritt,  South  Haven. 
Jesse  L.  Whitney,  Washington. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Jewell  Ballentine.  Varina. 

James  Russell  Wiggins,  Wake  Forest. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Paul  V.  Tillard,  Altoona. 

PXTERTO  RICO 

Marie  O.  Reyes,  Arecibo. 
Jose  Monserrate,  Salinas. 

TENNESSEE 

Philip  T.  Young,  Baxter. 

Nathan  D.  Guy,  Bradford. 

Joseph  F.  Odie.  Camden. 

OtUe  H.  Seaver.  Church  Hill. 

George  N.  Fuller.  Collegedale. 

George  Reed  Canada.  Dyer. 

Robert  F.  Buchanan.  Payettevllle. 

George  V.  Anderson,  Gates. 

Ruth  O.  McCoUum.  Greenback. 

Joe  F.  Penn.  Kenton. 

Frank  F.  Kelley.  Lake  City. 

John  W.  Simpson,  Loudon.  *  • 

Nona  C.  Armstrong,  Martel. 

Edgar  D.  Hagan.  Redboiling  Springs. 

Lyle  S.  Alexander,  Ridgely. 

Hughes  H.  Hunt,  Rives. 

UTAH 

Elaine  S.  Peterson.  Moab. 
Marvin  P.  Draper.  Moroni. 
Nellie  M.  Ballard,  Woods  Cross. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

'  Wednesday,  June  12,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  .D., 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

God  be  merciful  unto  us  and  bless  us  and  cause  His  face 
to  shine  upon  us.  that  Thy  way  may  be  known  upon  earth. 
Thy  saving  health  among  all  nations.  Let  the  people  praise 
Thee,  O  God,  let  all  the  people  praise  Thee.  O  let  the  na- 
tions be  glad  and  sing  for  joy;  for  Thou  shalt  judge  the 
people  righteously  and  govern  the  nations  upon  earth.  Let 
the  people  praise  Thee,  O  God.  let  all  the  people  praise 
Thee,  then  shall  the  earth  yield  her  increase;  and  God.  even 
our  own  God,  shall  bless  us.  God  shall  bless  us  and  all  the 
ends  of  the  earth  shall  fear  Him.  Through  Jesus  Christ  our 
Lord.    Amen. 

The  Joui  nal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

j  I  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed,  with  an 
amendment  In  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is  re- 
quested, a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  9850.  An  act  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the 
national  defense. 

The  message  also  aimounced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon 
its  amendment  to  the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Shzppard,  Mr.  Reynolds,  and  Mr. 
Austin  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to 
the  amendments  of  the  House  to  bills  of  the  Senate  of  the 
following  titles: 

S.  1024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harriett  Boswell,  guardian 
of  Betty  Fisher;  i 

S.  2598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Wessely;  and   ^ 

8.  3578.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Smith. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon 
its  amendments  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9594)  entitled'  "An  act 
to  amend  section  12  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Do- 
mestic Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  by  authorizing  the  trans- 
fer of  funds  to  cover  advances  for  crop  insurance."  disagreed 
to  by  the  House;  agrees  to  the  conference  asked  by  the  House 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  ap- 
points Mr.  Bankhead,  Mr.  Hatch,  and  Mr.  Wiley  to  be  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  a 
concurrent  resolution  of  the  following  title,  in  which  the  con- 
currence of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.  Con.  Res.  51.  Concurrent  Resolution  authorizing  the  en- 
rollment with  an  amendment  of  S.  2598,  for  the  relief  of  Kurt 
Wessely. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9209)  entitled  "An  act  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  Military  Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes;"  that  the  Senate 
agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  amendments 
Of  the  Senate  Nos.  19.  21,  38.  67,  79, 117, 120, 121. 122. 123, 124. 
125,  and  126;  and  that  the  Senate  recedes  from  its  amend- 
mei^ts  Nos.  78  and  119  to  said  bill. 

I  national  defense 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the 
Strengthening  of  the  national  defense,  with  a  Senate  amend- 
ment thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendment,  and  agree 
to  the  conference  requested  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Mat.  Thomason,  Harter  of  Ohio.  Andrews,  and  Short. 


special  committes  to  investicati  un-amssican  propaganda 

AND  ACTIVITIXS 

Mr.  WARREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  privileged  resolu- 
tion from  the  Committee  on  Accounts  and  ask  for  its  imme- 
diate consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 
House  Refiolutlon  521 

ResolT>ed.  That  the  expenses  Incurred  by  the  Special  Committee 
to  Investigate  Un-American  Propaganda  and  ActivlUes  during  the 
period  prior  to  January  23,  1940,  when  the  said  committee  had  ex- 
pired, shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  for 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  in  the  aggregate  $1,184  08.  said  sums  to 
be  charged  against  the  committee's  current  appropriation  as  au- 
thorized by  House  Resolution  368  of  January  25.  1940. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  WARREN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  This  resolution  provides 
additional  money  for  the  so-called  Dies  committee? 

Mr.  WARREN.  No;  this  is  to  cover  the  expenses  of  the 
committee  from  January  3  to  January  23.  the  period  that 
elapsed  before  the  committee  was  renewed. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  has  not 
had  any  information  as  to  when  this  committee  is  going  to 
make  any  request  for  legislation? 

Mr.  WARREN.    That  is  certainly  beyond  my  knowledge. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

relief  for  war  refugees — MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES    <H.  DOC.  NO.  83S) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  and 
oitlered  to  be  printed: 

June  11.  1940. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  For  the  information  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  I  am  notifying  you  that  I  have  sent  the 
following  letter  to  the  Vice  President.  I  have  done  this  at 
this  time  because  it  has  been  suggested  to  me  by  leaders  of 
the  Senate  that  the  subject  matter  can  well  be  included  in 
the  relief  bill  which  is  now  pending  before  the  Senate: 

My  Deab  Mr.  Vice  President:  World  events  have  made  it  clear  to 
the  American  people  that  in  the  Interest  of  Am<Tlcan  defense  It  is 
necesFAry  for  us  to  engage  in  a  greatly  enlarged  program  of  training 
and  armament. 

At  the  same  time  our  deepest  pyinp)athy  has  gone  out  to  the 
civilian  populations  of  war-torn  areas,  and  I  believe  that  this  sym- 
pathy should  be  expressed  by  a  concrete  example  of  our  inherent 
and  decent  generosity. 

Many  millions  of  dollars  have  been  given  to  the  American  Bed 
Cross  for  relief  purposes  in  Europe,  but  I  feel  that  the  Government 
Itself  should  greatly  add  to  the  assistance  that  Is  now  being  given. 

In  the  pending  relief  bill  before  the  Congress  we  are  making 
possible  the  expenditure  of  over  $1,000,000,000  for  the  relief  of  the 
needy  unemployed  in  the  United  States.  And,  In  addition  to  thlB. 
large  further  sums  are  being  spent  from  day  to  day  by  States  and 
municipalities  In  the  care  of  the  needy  who  cannot  be  given  em- 
ployment on  work-relief  projects. 

In  view  of  these  large  sums  spent  at  home,  I  feel  that  the  Con,- 
gress  would  receive  Nation-wide  support  If  It  were  to  add  an  appro- 
prlatlan  to  the  relief  bill  in  the  sum  of  at  least  $50,000,000  as  a  token 
of  our  deep-seated  desire  to  help  not  only  Americans  but  people 
who  are  destitute  in  other  lands. 

Clearly  the  greater  part  <rf  the  amount  appropriated  wUl  be 
spent  in  the  United  States  for  the  purchase  and  export  of  food 
materials,  nearly  all  of  which  represent  surplus  in  this  country. 
These  surpluses  are  due  principally  to  the  war  situation  In  other 
lands.  We  have  used  and  are  \i8lng  a  jwirt  of  these  surpluses  for 
distribution  to  our  own  needy  families.  But  there  Is  stUl  an 
excess  which  tends,  Incidentally,  to  depreciate  the  prices  which 
American  farmers  receive  for  their  products.  Further  export  of 
these  surplus  food  products  will  help  the  economics  of  our  very 
large  agricultural  population. 

There  are  other  things  which  the  destitute  refugees  need  across 
the  seas — medicines  and  medical  and  nursing  aid;  bandages,  sxirgical 
dressings,  hospital  garments,  and  even  cots  and  blankets  and 
sheets:  ambulances;  clothing  against  the  winter  which  wUl  be  upon 
them  soon:  safeguards  against  epidemics  which  could  well  spread 
throughout  the  world. 

The  funds  of  the  Red  Cross  will  be  needed  and  used  for  these 
purposes.  The  appropriation  I  am  suggesting  wlU  supplement  their 
efforts. 
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The  appropriation  should.  I  think,  be  kept  In  somewhat  elastic 
form  because  it  is  clear  that  at  this  time  it  is  Impossible  to  fore- 
cast either  the  exact  needs  or  the  sxact  methods  of  meeting  them. 
I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  such  an  appropriation  in  no  way 
lightens  the  burdens  which  the  American  Red  Cross  has  already 
as-sumed.  It  is  necessary  that  the  American  Red  Cross  continue 
Its  splendid  service  for  wounded  and  sick  soldiers  and  civilians. 
An  appropriation  by  the  Congress  will  supplement  the  work  of  the 
'^  Red  Cross  to  meet  the  many  additional  crying  needs  of  the  civilian 

populations  who  have  been  driven  from  their  homes. 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

Frakkxjn  D.  Roosevelt. 

I  trust  that  if  the  Senate  adds  such  an  appropriation  to 
the  relief  bill,  the  House  will  give  it  approval. 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 
The  Honorable  the  Speaker, 

The  House  of  Representatives.  Washington.  D.  C. 

PETROLEUM  STILLS 

Mr.  DISNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6207)  to  amend  section 
2810  (a) ,  Internal  Revenue  Code,  to  exclude  petroleum  stills 
from  the  requirement  of  registration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
^     ject,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  DISNEY.  By  the  law  of  1868  liquor  stills  were  required 
to  be  registered.  That  has  remained  the  law  all  these  years. 
Under  a  very  peculiar  Federal  court  decision  2  years  ago 
the  Treasury  Department,  against  its  will,  was  apparently 
required  to  make  a  regiUation  which  reguired  petroleum, 
gasoline,  and  oil-refining  stills  to  be  registered.  The  whole 
thing  is  a  nuisance  to  the  Treasury  Department  as  well  as 
to  the  oil  industry.  This  bill  is  to  exempt  those  petroleum 
Nv  and  gasoline  refining  stills  from  registration.  No  money  or 
'"'  tax  is  involved. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachasetts.  I  have  no  objection,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  2810  (a).  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
Is  amended  by  adding  an  additional  paragraph  at  the  end  thereof 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Stills  and  distilling  apparatus  set  up  at  refineries  for  the 
refining  of  crude  petroleum  or  the  production  of  petroletun  prod- 
ucts and  not  used  in  the  manufacture  of  distilled  spirits  are  not 
required  to  be  registered  under  this  section." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mi".  WHI'l'l'lNGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  resolutions  adopted  by  the  Keesler,  Hamrick.  Gil- 
lespie Post  29  of  the  American  Legion,  Greenwood,  Miss., 
on  June  6.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CoiTEE  of  Washington  asked  and  was  given  permis- 
sion to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

PERMISSION    TO    ADDRESS    THE    ROUSE 

Mr.  JONES  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  today,  after  the  disposition  of  the  business  on  the 
Speaker's  table,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  legislative  program 
for  the  day,  and  following  any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered.  I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  20 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 


SHIPMENT    OP    SCRAP    IRON    ABROAD 


Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  war  clouds  abroad  and 
the  crisis  becoming  more  serious  daily,  and  with  the  Presi- 
dent's recent  pledge  of  allegiance  and  assistance  to  the  Al- 
lies, we  find  America  daily  shipping  scrap-iron  material  to  the 
enemies  of  the  Allies.  Let  us  stop  immediately  the  shipment 
of  scrap-iron  materials  that  later  may  be  used  against  us. 

We  also  find  Japan  in  her  barbarous  warfare  with  China 
receiving  thousands  of  tons  of  American  scrap  iron.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  only  a  few  days  ago.  a  large  Italian  freighter 
left  the  pier  in  Baltimore,  Md.,  loaded  down  with  American 
scrap  iron,  therefore,  if  we  are  to  aid  and  assist  the  Allies, 
then  let  us  stop  the  shipment  of  scrap-iron  material  to  their 
enemies. 

The  shipment  of  scrap  Iron  abroad  is  equivalent  of  send- 
ing away  all  the  topsoil  of  America,  as  it  never  comes  back, 
but  if  we  are  to  continue  to  send  scrap-iron  material  abroad, 
which  is  one  of  the  greatest  resources  of  America,  then  we 
are  not  helping  the  Allies,  but  we  are  providing  materials 
which  could  be  directly  marked  "Bullets  made  in  America  to 
help  destroy  those  who  are  oppressed,"  and  with  whom  we 
are  in  complete  sjmipathy  today. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  a  copy  of  an  editorial  from  the  Roxbury  Times. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO   ADDRESS  THE   HOUSE 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts?  | 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  petition  that  I  am  circulating  among  the  Mem- 
bers asking  them  to  sign  it.  It  is  a  request  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means  for  a  hearing  on  a  resolution  I  intro- 
duced on  May  10.    The  petition  reads  as  follows: 

Whereas  House  Concurrent  Re.solutlon  63.  Introduced  by  Mrs. 
Rogers  of  Massachusetts  on  May  10.  declares  that  it  Is  the  sense 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  that  the  Congress  ought  to 
remain  in  continuous  session  in  order  to  be  in  readiness  to  meet 
any  eventuality  that  may  arise  that  would  require  the  exercise 
of  its  authority  as  representatives  of  the  people,  the  undersigned 
request  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  to 
sponsor  such  a  hearing  before  the  aforesaid  cominlttee  at  an  early 
date. 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  hearing  is  not  granted  within  a  few 
days.  I  am  going  to  place  a  discharge  petition  on  the  desk. 
The  distinguished  gentleman  from  Georgia  (Mr.  Cox]  has 
said  he  was  in  favor  of  continuing  in  session,  as  have  the 
Members  from  Oklahoma  and  from  Virginia.  We  must  stay 
in  session  to  protect  the  people  of  America,  as  much  as  pos- 
sible, from  con.sequences  of  the  wars  raging  in  Europe  and 
Asia.    We  must  make  our  defenses  strong.     [Applause.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  an 
editorial  from  the  Knoxville  Journal. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee? 

There  was  no  obiection. 

TAX  BURDEN  ON  BUSINESS 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  also  to  extend  my  re- 
marks in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  an  article  from 
the  Guaranty  Trust  Co.  on  taxes. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Leland  M.  Ford  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks 
appear  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.  1 

I  1  taxation 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute,  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  In 
the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  30  days  ago  It  was  not  thought, 
by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  that  we  could  raise  any 
additional  taxes.  The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  brought 
in  a  bill  after  about  10  days'  consideration  and  hearings,  and 
It  is  to  raise  $1,000,000,000.  The  question  I  want  to  ask  is, 
Why  we  did  not  do  this  7  years  ago?  I  wanted  them  to  do  it 
then.  They  bring  it  In  now  because  they  want  to  make  the 
people  believe  it  is  because  of  a  national  emergency.  We  have 
had  a  national  emergency  for  7  years,  with  10,000,000  people 
unemployed,  and  a  deficit  of  billions  each  year,  and  yet  they 
stood  idly  by  and  refused  to  take  such  action  then,  and  in  this 
way  created  a  national  debt  of  $25,000,000,000  which  our  chil- 
dren and  our  children's  children  will  have  to  take  care  of — 
pay  our  debts  and  run  the  Government  besides.  We  would 
have  had  an  $18,000,000,000  debt  in  7  years  had  they  brought 
the  bill  in  7  years  ago.  What  is  the  reason  for  this  New 
Deal  operation?  They  want  to  make  the  people  believe  that 
It  was  because  of  a  national  emergency  that  they  had  to  bring 
In  a  tax  bill.  Why  they  have  to  fool  the  people  about  the 
need  for  taxes  is  what  I  would  like  to  know.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXPORTATION  OF  SURPLUS  AGRICULTURAL  FOOD  PRODUCTS  TO  WAR 

REFUGEES 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

T^ere  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  O'Brien  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

i  I  EXTENSION  of  REMARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  two  editorials.  ., 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  article  on  Sea  Power  Against  Air  Power,  by  John  Callan 
Olioughlin. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Jarrett  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an 
editorial  which  appeared  in  yesterday's  Washington  Daily 
News. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein 
a  letter  from  one  of  my  constituents  relative  to  the  calling  out 
of  the  National  Guard. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  editorial  from 


the  Washington  News  entitled  "Tf  They  Vote  Tb  Go  Home, 
Vote  To  Keep  Them  There." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  obJecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

REORGANIZATION  OF  THK  NAVY  DEPARTMENT 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  bill  (S.  4026)  providing  for  reorgani- 
zation of  the  Navy  Department,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  statement  be  read  In  lieu 
of  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  calls  up  a 
conference  report  and  asks  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  be  read  In  lieu  of  the  report.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONFEHENCE  REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (8.  4026)  pro- 
viding for  the  reorganization  of  the  Navy  E>eparttnent  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  fuU  and  free  conference,  have 
agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  House  numbered  2,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  1 :  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  numbered  1,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment'  as  follows:  Restore  the  matter 
stricken  out  by  said  amendment  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

"Sec.  3.  The  President  of  the  United  States  Is  hereby  authorized, 
in  his  discretion,  to  appoint  from  civil  life,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate,  an  Under  Secretary  in  the  Department 
of  the  Navy  to  serve  during  any  national  emergency  declared 
by  him  to  exist,  Including  the  present  limited  emergency.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shaU  perform  such  duties  as  may  be 
iwescrlbed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  required  by  law  and 
shall  he  next  In  succession  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  during  his 
absence  or  disability  or  In  the  event  of  a  temporary  vacancy  in 
that  office.  The  compensation  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
shall  be  at  the  rate  of  $10,000  per  annum.  The  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  next  after  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  shall 
hereafter  succeed  to  the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  during 
his  absence  or  disabUlty,  or  in  the  event  of  a  temporary  vacancy 
In  that  office." 

And  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  numbered  3,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Strike  out  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing: "4";  and  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

Cakl  Vrwsci*, 
P.  H.  Dbzwkt. 
M.  J.  Maas, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

David  I.  Walsh, 
Mn.LARD   E.   TTDtiraa, 
Preoerick  Hale, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate, 

statement 
The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hoiise  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
House  to  the  blU  (8  4026)  providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the 
Navy  Department,  and  for  other  piirposes,  submit  the  following 
written  statement  explaining  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  on  by 
the  conference  committee  and  submitted  In  the  accompanylns 
conference  report: 

On  amendment  No.  1 :  This  amendment  modifies  the  Senate  lan- 
guage to  provide  that  the  President  is  authorized,  in  his  discretion, 
to  appoint  an  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  serve  during  any 
national  emergency  declared  to  exist.  Including  the  present  limited 
emergency.  It  prescribes  In  a  general  manner  the  duties  of  the 
Under  Secretary.  It  authorizes  his  succession  as  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  next  after  the  regvUarly  appointed  Secretary  and  provides 
that  the  Assistant  Secretary  succeeds  next  after  the  Under  Secre- 
tary. It  also  esta Wishes  the  rate  of  compensation  for  an  Under 
Secretary. 

On  amendment  No.  2:  This  amendment  retains  as  a  provision  of 
law  the  office  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  aeronautics. 
The  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate  would  repeal  the  law  providing  for 
this  office. 

On  amendment  No.  8:  This  amendment  corrects  the  section 
number. 

Cakl  Vinsok, 
P.  H    Drewst, 
M.  J.  Maas, 
Managert  an  the  part  of  the  Houae. 
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Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  will  briefly  ex- 
plain only  the  part  in  conference.  When  Senate  bill  4026 
was  before  the  House  a  few  days  ago  I  moved  to  strike  out 
section  3,  which  was  in  this  language: 

There  shall  be  In  the  Department  of  the  Navy  an  Under  Secre- 
tary, who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President  from  civil  life  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate. 

The  conferees  had  a  meeting,  and  as  chairman  of  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee  I  received  a  letter  from  the  Presi- 
dent asking  that  this  ofiBce  be  created  for  the  emergency. 
The  conferees  then  unanimously  agreed  to  this  language : 

The  President  of  the  United  States  is  hereby  authorized,  in  his 
discretion,  to  appoint  from  civil  life,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  an  Under  Secretary  in  the  Department  of 
the  Navy  to  serve  during  any  national  emergency  declared  by  birn 
to  exist,  including  the  present  limited  emergency. 

On  June  8  I  received  a  letter  from  the  President,  a  part 
of  which  I  shall  read  to  the  House: 

The  Navy  is  being  expanded  in  personnel  at  a  very  rapid  pace, 
and  we  are  also  engaged  in  great  additions  to  materiel,  with  a 
special  emphasis  on  speeding  up  ship  construction. 

During  emergency  times  such  as  these  it  is  advisable  to  have 
one  civilian  in  Washington  at  all  times,  to  have  one  civilian  active 
In  supervising  the  speed-up  program,  and  to  have  a  third  doing 
Inspection  work  in  the  navy  yards  and  munition  plants.  With  three 
civilians — a  Secretary,  an  Under  S^-cretary,  and  an  Assistant  Sec- 
retary— they  can  take  turns  in  doing  the  inspection  and  supervisory 
work. 

The  House  can  thoroughly  understand  that  this  position 
of  Under  Secretary  is  only  during  the  limited  emergency,  or  in 
a  national  emergency. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     Yes. 
~    Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Then  we  are  to  understand  that 
as  soon  as  the  emergency  is  over  the  Under  Secretary  will  be 
dismissed  from  the  service? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Let  me  read  the  provision  again: 

The  President  of  the  United  States  Is  hereby  authorized,  in  his 
discretion,  to  appoint  from  civil  lite,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  an  Under  Secretary  in  the  Department  of 
the  Navy  to  serve  during  any  national  emergency  declared  by  him 
to  exist,  including  the  present  limited  emergency. 

Of  course.  If  Congress  ajjpropriated  money  to  pay  him  his 
salary  after  the  proper  proclamation  had  been  Issued  declar- 
ing the  emergency  over,  it  woUid  be  contrary  to  law,  there 
would  be  no  authorization  for  It,  and  It  would  be  subject  to 
a  point  of  order.  The  House  can  thoroughly  understand 
that  I  am  unalterably  opposed  in  peacetimes.  In  normal  times, 
to  an  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  It  is  my  purpose 
to  limit  it  only  during  the  national  emerpency. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  gentleman  has  read  the  letter 
from  the  President  in  which  the  President  recommended  that 
there  should  be  three  civilian  heads  of  the  Navy  Department 
80  that  at  least  one  of  them  ran  be  in  Washington  at  all 
times. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Yes. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Should  not  the  gentleman  point 
out  that  It  is  possible,  under  present  Ipw,  to  have  three  civilian 
heads  of  the  Navy  Department  so  that  any  one  can  be  In 
Washington  at  all  times? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  No:  under  the  law  we  have  a 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  and  there  is  a  statute  which  permits  a  Secretary  for 
Aeronautics.  That  position  is  not  bfing  filled,  and  has  not 
been  filled  for  years.  Those  are  the  only  three  civilians  in  the 
Navy  Department. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  But  under  the  present  law  there  is 
authority  to  have  two  Assistant  Secretaries  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Oh,  yes;  if  you  include  the  avia- 
tion section. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Does  the  gentleman  have  any  in- 
formation as  to  when  a  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  going  to  be 
appointed? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  certainly  hope  that  office  will 
l>e  filled  immediately.  I  personally  urged  this  morning  that 
it  be  filled  promptly. 


Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  hope  the  gentleman.  In  fairness 
to  the  officers  of  the  Navy,  will  pwint  out  that  the  Navy  De- 
partment has  been  almost  headless  and  leaderless  for  7  years, 
and  that  except  for  the  past  few  months  it  has  been  run 
by  one  civilian,  Mr.  Edison,  who  has  borne  the  entire  load. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Oh,  the  Navy  Department  has 
always  had  the  assistance  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Cole]  and  the  other  members  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee. 

The  House  can  rest  assured  that  I  am  not  trying  to  put 
in  a  $10,000  job  permanently.  I  am  only  doing  it  temporarily, 
doing  it  in  deference  to  the  letter  of  the  President  saying  that 
he  needs  it.    That  is  all. 

Mr.  MTCHENER.    Mr.  Speaker.  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENE31.  As  I  understand,  there  is  authority  now 
to  appoint  these  civilian  assistants.  WUl  the  gentleman  tell 
the  House  the  difference  between  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  and  an  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  why  the  word 
"under"  is  used? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  will  say.  as  far  as  I  know.  It 
is  tweedle-dum  and  tweedle-dee.  Both  of  them  will  be  as- 
signed whatever  duties  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  assign 
them,  but  if  the  Secretary  is  out.  then  the  Under  Secretary 
performs  the  duties  instead  of  the  Assistant  Secretary. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  Under  Secretary  is  the  second  rank- 
ing man  in  the  D?partment? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  only  Under  Secretary  we  have  cre- 
ated is  in  the  Treasury  Department — a  number  of  years  ago? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  When  the  office  of  Under  Secretary  was 
created,  the  reason  given  on  the  floor  at  that  time  was  be- 
cause foreign  nations  had  under  secretaries  in  all  their  de- 
partments and  we  wanted  officers  of  similar  names  and  rank. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Well,  that  does  not  appear  In 
this  matter  at  all.  The  sole  objective  is  to  speed  up.  and  have 
the  men.  civilian  appointees,  who  can  drive  through  this  ship- 
building program,  and  the  Secretary  felt  some  time  ago  that 
he  needed  it.  The  Naval  Affairs  Committee  did  not  agree 
with  him  at  that  time. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  One  question  further:  The  gentleman 
has  referred  to  "emergency"  and  "limited  emergency." 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  Is  right. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Will  the  gentleman  differentiate  between 
"emergency"  and  "limited  emergency"?  My  contention  is 
that  there  is  not  any  such  thing  as  a  "limited  emergency," 
unless  you  want  to  avoid  declaring  an  emergency, 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  will  .say  that  the  proclamation 
issued  on  September  8  is  the  proclamation  under  v.hich  he 
holds  his  office.  When  that  is  abrogated  by  another  proc- 
lamation, he  goes  out. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  But  that  Is  a  limited  emergency.  Now, 
presuming  the  next  one  should  be  an  emergency,  then  what 
about  It? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Of  course,  he  has  got  authority 
by  using  the  words  "limited  emergency"— it  means  a  national 
emergency. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Did  I  understand  the  gen- 
tleman to  say  that  one  of  these  Assistant  Secretary  posts  had 
not  been  filled? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    It  is  vacant  now? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Yes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Why  has  It  not  been 
filled? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  It  Is  fixed  by  statute.  It  applies 
only  to  aviation. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Is  there  contained  in  the  Senate 
provision  to  which  the  gentleman  is  directing  his  remarks  a 
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provision  that  this  Under  Secretary  shall  have  the  responsi- 
bility of  supervising  industrial  activities? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  We  leave  exactly  to  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Secretary  what  duties  he  shall  perform.  We  do 
not  fix  his  duties  by  statute.    I  will  read  exactly  what  It  says: 

The  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  perform  such  duties  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  required  by  law  and 
shall  be  next  In  succession  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  during  the 
absence  or  disability  or  In  the  event  of  a  temporary  vacancy  In  that 
office. 

Both  The  Assistant  Secretary  and  the  Under  Secretary  have 
no  particular  duties  fixed  by  statute.  They  may  do  anything 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  directs  them  to  do. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  confer- 
ence report. 

The  conference  rejKjrt  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  House  Resolution  469.  providing  for  the 
consideration  of  this  matter,  win  be  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  a  radio 
address  delivered  by  the  Governor  of  California. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLAND.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 

-extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  an 

editorial  from  the  New  York  Journal  of  Commerce  of  June  4. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BYRNS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  and  include 
two  short  editorials  from  the  Nashville  Banner. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a  letter 
received  from  Mr.  Smith,  of  the  National  Labor  Relations 
Board. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection?  ! 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  In  the  Rscord  on  the  subject  of  adjourn- 
ment and  to  Include  therein  an  address  by  the  national  com- 
mander of  the  American  Legion  and  a  statement  by  the  head 
of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
Include  in  the  remarks  I  expect  to  make  a  little  later  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  two  letters  from  prominent  au- 
thorities on  aviation. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include 
excerpts  from  some  diplomatic  correspondence. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  8ABATH.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Montana  how  many  columns  he 
has  Inserted  In  the  Congressional  Record 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
regular  order. 

Mr.  SABATH.     Well,  then,  I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.     Objection  is  heard. 

FXHST     SUPPLEMENTAL     NATIONAL-DEFENSE     APPROPRIATION     BILL. 

FISCAL   YEAR    1941 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  10055)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and 
for  other  purposes:  and.  pending  that  motion.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  general  debate  shall  be  continued  for  VA 


hours,  the  time  to  be  equally  divided  between  the  gentleman 
from  New  Yorb  FMr.  Taber]  and  myself. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bUI. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  WoodrumI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  biU  H.  R.  10055.  with  Mr.  Thomason  in  the 
chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  was  dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  my- 
self 15  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  bill  under  consideration  is  the  last 
appropriation  bill,  so  far  as  we  know,  carnring  into  effect 
the  emergency-defense  program.  The  bill  carries  a  total 
amount  of  obligating  authority  of  $1,706,053,908.  of  which 
$1,381,917,147  is  in  cash  and  $324,136,761  in  contractual 
authorizations. 

With  the  passage  ot  this  bill,  substantially  as  reported  by 
the  committee,  the  Congress  will  have  provided  for  national 
defense  for  1941,  a  total  amount  of  $4,915,297,686,  of  which 
$4,089,959,677  is  in  cash  and  $825,338,009  in  contractual  au- 
thorizations. So  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  controversy  over 
any  of  the  items  in  this  bill.  I  am  not.  therefore,  going  into 
very  much  particularity.  I  will  make  a  short  general  state- 
ment as  to  the  bill's  general  provisions  and  express  the  hope 
that  the  House  will  find  it  agreeable  to  expedite  Its  considera- 
tion when  we  read  the  bill  under  the  5 -minute  rule  and  that 
we  may  finish  the  bill  today. 

The  provision  for  nearly  $5,000,000,000  for  national  defense 
passing  the  Congress,  practically  imanlmously,  I  think  notes  a 
willingness  on  the  part  of  Congress  to  cooperate  wholeheart- 
edly under  the  leadership  of  the  President  in  providing  an 
adequate  national  defense.  Let  me  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
there  has  never  been  any  disposition  on  the  part  of  Congress 
so  far  as  I  know  to  withhold  funds  for  adequate  national 
defense.  The  fact  that  we  did  not  appropriate  $4,000,000,000 
last  year  when  perhaps  we  would  have  had  the  program  well 
under  way  does  not  mean  that  the  Congress  is  now  will- 
ing to  provide  national  defense  but  was  not  willing  then; 
it  simply  means  that  the  question  of  what  Is  adequate  national 
defense  Is  a  relative  matter,  that  what  we  considered  adequate 
national  defense  a  year  ago  or  2  years  ago  is  now  an  entirely 
different  situation.  The  Congress  Is  wilimg  as  shown  by  these 
actions  to  provide  not  only  a  defense  for  continental  America 
but  a  defense  sufficient  vigorously  to  protect  and  proclaim  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  In  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

The  report  filed  by  the  committee  sets  out  in  detail  a 
break-down  of  these  Items  showing  what  portion  goes  to  the 
Aimy  and  what  portion  to  the  Navy,  showing  the  new  naval 
vessels  to  be  put  under  construction,  showing  a  summary  of 
the  naval  public  works  provided  for  under  the  bill  in  the 
way  of  shipbuilding  facilities,  aviation  shore  facilities,  and 
80  forth.  It  shows  under  title  II  the  amoimt  provided  for 
the  War  Department  and  then  under  title  I  the  amount 
provided  for  sundry  civil -defense  activities  including  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  for  civilian  pilot  traimng,  $32,- 
000,000;  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics, 
for  an  engine  research  laboratory,  $2,000,000;  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  for  additional  agents  to  protect 
America  against  subversive  activities,  $3,358,800;  to  the 
Coast  Guard.  $10,717,040;  to  the  Procurement  Division  of 
the  Treasury,  $47,500,000  toward  a  stockpile  of  strategic  and 
critical  materials. 

Mr.  PACE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PACE.  I  am  wondering  if  it  would  be  possible  for 
the  gentleman  to  Include  in  his  remarks  today  the  same 
break-down  for  the  entire  $5,000,000,000  so  that  we  may 
have  the  fuH  picture  of  the  $5,000,000,000  at  one  place  and 
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have   a   more   complete   understanding   of   what   has  been 
done? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  It  will  not  be  possible  to 
get  the  tabulated  material  in  time  to  include  It  in  my  re- 
marks for  printing  in  today's  Record.  It  can  be  put  in  the 
Record  as  soon  as  the  session  is  finished  and  it  can  be  com- 
pletely compiled. 
'  Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Yesterday  the  figure  was  used  here 
of  $3,250,000,000  as  having  been  appropriated  for  national 
defense  up  to  that  point.  I  assimie  this  $1,381,000,000  is 
In  addition  to  that,  or  is  that  included? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  This  is  In  addition  to  that. 
This  is  the  last  request  of  the  President  In  the  last  defense 
message. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  I  understand  we  are  now  up  to 
$4,650,000,000. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  It  Is  nearer  $5,000,000,000. 
It  is  $4,900,000,000,  Including  contract  authorizations. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Of  my  own  knowledge.  I  know 
of  certain  Anny  stations  where  Important  permanent  con- 
struction Is  under  way  but  on  which  the  contractors  are 
working  only  one  shift.  I  have  been  informed  there  are 
several  other  Army  and  Navy  stations  where  important  con- 
struction is  going  ahead  on  only  one  shift.  Is  there  any 
provision  In  this  bill  to  enable  the  War  Department,  should 
the  War  Department  find  it  expedient,  to  require  contrac- 
tors to  put  on  additional  shifts,  although  the  work  is  being 
done  under  contract?  In  this  way  completion  of  important 
facilities,  essential  to  national  defense,  could  be  hastened, 
and  such  facilities  made  more  promptly  available  for  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  designed. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  There  is  not  much  in  this 
bill  for  permanent  construction.  The  program  as  it  has 
been  set  up  we  think  is  sufBciently  elastic  to  give  the  De- 
partment the  authority  to  go  forward  and  meet  the  situa- 
tion the  gentleman  mentions. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Expediting  the  completion  of 
the  facilities,  particularly  in  the  Air  Corps? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Yes. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  V/OODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  said  In 
the  beginning  of  my  remarks  on  the  bill,  the  Congress  has 
shown  a  commendable  willingness  to  take  necessary  legis- 
lative action  in  the  emergency.  And  in  this  connection  I 
want  specifically  to  express  my  appreciation  to  the  minority 
members  of  the  Appropriations  Committee,  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  TaberI.  and  his  minority  colleagues  on 
the  deficiency  subcommittee  as  well  as  the  entire  commit- 
tee— and  I  think  what  I  am  about  to  say  with  reference  to 
the  Appropriations  Committee  applies  to  all  of  the  com- 
mittees of  the  House  as  well  as  to  the  House  as  a  whole — 
have  shown  a  willingness  to  cooperate  to  the  very  fullest 
extent  in  expediting  the  consideration  of  these  matters.  I 
think  that  should  be  noted  and  should  be  noted  with  ap- 
preciation, because  there  have  been  many  places  and  many 
points  where  minority  Members  in  the  exercise  of  their 
rights  as  minority  Members  could  have  not  only  caused 
difficulties,  but  could  have  caused  delays  in  the  considera- 
tion of  this  program.  Of  course,  there  have  been  some  very 
Intemperate  speeches  made.  Some  of  our  Republican  friends 
have  not  been  willing  to  pass  up  the  opportunity  to  do  a 
little  breast  beating,  but  it  has  been  harmless,  I  think,  and 
I  think  the  country  understands  how  that  is. 

Mr.  MAY.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.    May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

particularly  so  far  as  the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee 

is  concerned,  that  the  gentleman's  remarks  concerning  the 

minority  members  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  equally 


applies  to  my  committee.    They  have  cooperated  In  every 
respect. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  With  reference  to  the  subcommittee  on 
military  appropriations  of  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
may  I  also  say  that  the  minority  members  of  my  subcom- 
mittee have  cooperated  in  a  wholesome  way. 

Mr,  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

iftr.  Chairman,  as  we  come  now  more  or  less  to  a  close  of 
the  present  defense  matters  which  have  been  submitted  up  to 
date  to  Congress,  may  I  recall  the  fact  that  the  President  re- 
ferred to  the  Congress,  the  legislative  branch,  and  to  the 
administrative  branch  of  the  Oovemment  as  being  a  team 
that  would  work  together  and  play  ball  together.  I  feel  that 
the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government  has  played  ball  with 
the  administrative  branch  of  the  Oovernment  (applause] 
Just  as  it  should,  and  I  am  very  glad  to  see  in  the  press  a 
statement  correcting  an  article  that  was  in  the  press  a  few 
days  ago  to  the  effect  that  the  President  wanted  the  Congress 
to  get  out  of  Washington.  I  am  glad  that  matter  has  been 
straightened  out.  I  doubted  at  the  time  that  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive had  made  any  such  statement  as  that.  Certainly  there 
would  be  no  reason  for  the  administrative  branch  of  the 
Government  to  want  to  get  rid  of  the  legislative  branch  of 
the  Government  that  has  coojperated  wholeheartedly,  and  I 
for  one  feel  that  the  Congress,  if  not  in  daily  session — and 
there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  be  in  daily  session — in  this 
period  when  we  are  going  through  the  greatest  crisis  in  the 
history  of  civilized  government,  a  crisis  abroad  that  is  so 
vital  and  which  so  Intimately  affects  the  American  form  of 
government,  a  crisis  in  which  matters  break  overnight  with- 
out warning  which  would  call  for  .legislative  action,  would 
be  running  out  on  the  American  people  if  it  pulled  down  the 
curtains,  nailed  up  the  shutters,  and  adjourned  sine  die  and 
we  went  back  to  our  districts  and  stated,  "Although  this  is  the 
greatest  crisis  in  the  world,  although  no  man  today  can  tell 
what  tomorrow  will  bring  forth,  we  have  quit  and  come 
home." 

So  I  hope  very  much  that  our  leadership,  the  Democratic 
leadership  of  the  House,  which  is  responsible  for  party  policy, 
will  find  it  expedient  and  proper  to  confer  with  the  other 
branch  of  the  legislative  body  and  the  administrative  branch 
and  wind  up  as  speedily  as  we  may  the  matters  that  are  now 
on  the  desk,  then  permit  Congress  by  a  series  of  recesses  to 
stand  by.  to  be  ready  to  further  cooperate  in  passing  needed 
legislation  in  case  any  great  national  or  international  emer- 
gency should  arise  which  should  make  this  necessary.  [Ap- 
plause.] My  own  delegation  has  unanimously  gone  on  record 
as  favoring  such  a  course  of  action.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  RICH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  anyone  in  the 
House  who  would  not  be  for  the  spending  of  all  the  money 
that  may  be  necessary  for  an  adequate  national  defense. 
I  know  I  am.  But  even  at  that,  when  we  are  still  continuing 
to  legislate.  I  think  we  ought  to  be  able  to  make  some  sug- 
gestions which  we  ourselves  believe  are  right  and  proper. 
I  believe  that  we  should  try  to  amend  the  legislation  that  we 
now  have  before  us.  On  page  3  of  the  bill  there  are 
$8,400,000  appropriated  for  airplane-engine  research.  The 
idea  is  to  work  with  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for 
Aeronautics,  which  I  believe  is  doing  everything  and  will  do 
everything  to  further  our  national  interests.  However,  I 
question  the  advisability  of  the  Federal  Government  estab- 
lishing now  another  great  research  laboratory.  I  believe  the 
Federal  Government  should  in  this  bill  and  through  the 
National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics  work  with  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country  who  are  now  building  airplane 
engines. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  will  answer  the  gentleman 
IX  he  will  permit  me. 
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Mr.  RICH.  I  want  to  make  this  further  statement.  By 
spending  $4,200,000,  we  will  accomplish  the  same  amount  of 
good  that  we  will  accomplish  by  spending  $8,400,000.  I  am 
going  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  bill  with  that  to  view,  not 
because  I  want  to  oppose  the  committee  but  because  I  believe 
It  will  do  the  same  amount  of  good  with  just  half  the  money. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  10 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  item  for 
the  engine-research  laboratory  Is  one  of  the  most  Important 
items  in  the  bill.  [Applause.]  With  the  large  expansion  that 
we  have  to  prospect  for  our  air  service,  to  refuse  to  do  the 
necessary  fundamental  research  would  be.  in  my  Judgment, 
the  most  stupid  sort  of  legislative  action. 

Mr.  RICH,    win  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virgtoia.  Let  me  answer  the  gentle- 
man's question.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  RICH.  It  is  not  my  idea  to  do  away  with  this  investi- 
gation and  research  but  to  do  it  through  cooperation  with 
the  present  manufacturers  rather  than  setting  the  Govern- 
ment up  in  business  again. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  The  present  manufacttu^rs 
will  not  do  that.  They  will  promote  whatever  is  decided  upon 
and  there  Is  money  carried  to  the  regular  appropriation  bills 
and  to  this  bill  also  which  may  be  used  to  cooperate  with 
private  industry  for  development,  but  this  item  is  for  funda- 
mental research.  Both  the  Army  and  Navy  aviation  authori- 
ties endorse  and  urge  provision  for  this  laboratory  and  the 
doing  of  this  fundamental  research  work. 

Mr.  ENGEL.  Will  the  gentleman  explato  what  fimda- 
mental  research  is? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.     Win  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virgtoia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Has  the  gentleman  considered  in  this  bill 
aiigmenting  the  present  facilities  of  certato  of  our  higher 
educational  institutions  for  training  research  assistants  and 
engineers  in  aeronautics? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  There  Is  nothing  of  that 
kind  in  this  bill.     We  had  no  such  recommendation. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  gentleman  recognizes  that  at  the 
present  moment  that  is  one  of  the  keenest  bottlenecks  we 
have  to  the  whole  aircraft  todustry? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Yes;  that  is  true. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  And  that  we  have  a  number  of  very 
highly  qualified  educational  institutions  that  could  carry  on 
that  work,  especially  to  research  and  training  research 
assistants? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virgtoia.  Under  the  provision  for 
expediting  production  this  $200,000,000  fund  may  be  used 
for  training  extra  civilian  personnel.  Possibly  under  that 
provision  something  may  be  done. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Would  that  come  under  educational  in- 
stitutions; that  is,  funds  granted  to  educational  tostitutions? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Yes.  It  could  be  used  for 
that,  undoubtedly. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Chairman.  wUl  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  3^eld  to  the  gentleman 
from  Montana. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if 
the  bill  carries  any  appropriation  for  the  development  and 
research  work  of  strategic  metals  to  this  country,  such  as 
manganese  and  chromium. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.     It  does. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  What  are  the  conditions  under  which 
the  appropriation  will  be  used? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Page  10  of  the  bill  csu-ries 
funds  for  expediting  production  of  war  materials;  some  of 
those  funds  may  go  into  research  for  developing  American 
todustry. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    We  have  heavy  deposits  to  my  State 
of  both  manganese  and  chromium.    Some  money  could  be  ; 
used  very  usefully  and  beneficially  in  developing  those  de-    j 
posits  to  connection  with  our  defense  program.     May  any  ' 


part  of  this  appropriation  be  used  for  the  purpose  I  am 
indlcattog? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  We  have  made  some  pro- 
vision for  manganese  experimentation. 

Mr.  ENGEL.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  ENGEL.  Will  the  gentleman  explato  to  the  Members 
Just  what  he  means  by  fundamental  research,  and  what  part 
of  the  research  money  will  be  spent  by  the  Oovemment,  and 
how,  and  what  part  will  be  spent  by  private  todustry,  and 
how? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Fundamental  research  Is 
Just  what  the  name  Implies.  It  goes  to  the  basis  of  the 
whole  question.  As  distinguished  from  developtog  an  engine, 
this  research  is  set  up.  for  example,  to  find  hiew  ways  and 
means  of  cooling,  of  developing  speed  without  Increasing 
weight,  studying  fuel  and  lubrication  problems,  and  so  forth. 
All  of  those  various  and  related  items  come  under  fundamen- 
tal research  as  distinguished  from  the  development  of  an 
engtoe  or  a  plane.  It  Includes  making  tests  under  high  alti- 
tude conditions  and  various  things  of  that  sort. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  As  I  understand,  the  research  labora- 
tory at  Langley  Field  today  spends  all  of  Its  time  on  funda- 
mental research  in  aviation. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  there  is  not  at  this 
time  an  adequate  wtod  tunnel  In  the  United  States,  and 
that  a  good  part  of  the  original  expense  of  this  proiwsed 
laboratory  will  go  to  the  building  of  what  we  know  as  a  wind 
tunnel,  which  is  very  badly  needed? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  We  have  at  Langley  Field 
a  very  fine  wind  tunnel. 

Mr.  MILLER.    It  is  small. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Yes;  that  Is  correct.  A 
large  one  is  under  construction. 

Mr.  FADDIS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  In  connection  with  the  question  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana,  I  would  like  to  make  the  ob- 
servation right  here  that  I  do  hope  in  the  face  of  a  national 
emergency  the  money  that  is  spent  to  provide  essential  mate- 
rials will  go  to  provide  these  materials  from  the  sources 
from  which  they  can  be  obtained.  I  do  hope  that  the 
domestic  interests  will  cease  to  their  attempts  to  prostitute 
national  defense  to  the  development  of  domestic  production, 
which  has  proved  over  and  over  and  over  agato  that  it  can 
produce  nothing.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Is  there  provided  to  this  bill  the  neces- 
sary funds  for  the  intelligence  sections  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  the  Navy  Department,  which  are  so  vitally  impor- 
tant at  this  time? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  The  funds  that  they  re- 
quested are  in  the  regular  bill. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Will  they  get  money  to  addition  to  what 
they  have  heretofore  received? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Yes.  indeed. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN,  Will  they  increase  their  forces  to  to- 
vestigate  salx)tage? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virgtoia.    Undoubtedly;  yes. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  wlU  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio. 
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Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  On  page  8.  where  you  deal  with 
the  Air  Corps,  I  notice  you  have  an  appropriation  of  $249.- 
000.000.  I  presume  that  is  one  of  the  largest  items.  That 
is  pretty  well  classified  and  earmarked,  is  it  not,  and  you 
know  about  where  all  that  money  is  going  to  go? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Three  thousand  planes  are 
Included  in  that  $249,000,000,  and  the  contract  authority. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Yes;  I  say  that  is  all  pretty  well 
earmarked.  In  regard  to  the  item  of  expediting  production.  I 
see  that  there  is  an  item  of  $150,000,000  which  the  President 
Is  authorized  to  spend  with  the  approval  of  a  commission. 
Is  this  the  blank-check  item  about  which  we  have  heard  so 
much  talk? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia,  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman 
that  this  item  has  been  talked  about  a  good  deal,  but  the 
gentleman  will  see  that  the  recommendations  of  the  National 
Council  of  Defense  and  the  Advisory  Commission  are  re- 
quired before  action  is  taken  on  that  fimd. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  thought  that  was  about  as  strong 
as  you  could  put  it,  unless  you  have  something  hidden  in  this 
clause  up  in  line  2,  "without  reference  to  section  3709,  Revised 
Statutes."    What  does  that  mean? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Without  regard  to  competi- 
tive bidding. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Then,  as  I  understand,  if  anyone 
should  ask  me  a  question  with  reference  to  this  blank-check 
Item.  I  would  be  correct  if  I  said  that  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  has  guarded  that  by  providing  that  the  Presi- 
dent must  have  the  approval  of  a  commission  and  also  the 
expenditure  must  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  War? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    That  is  correct, 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Did  the  gentleman's  committee  in 
Its  wisdom  think  that  that  was  about  as  much  as  you  could 
do.  and  was  it  a  unanimous  decision,  in  a  way? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  We  thought  that  properly 
safeguarded  the  fund,  that  in  an  emergency  of  this  sort, 
especially  if  the  Congress  should  recess  for  any  considerable 
length  of  time  or  even  adjourn,  there  should  be  some  elasticity 
In  the  thing.  Similar  authority  has  been  given  in  case  of 
great  national  emergency. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Montana. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Does  not  the  gentleman  believe  that  the 
proper  thing  to  do  would  be  to  purchase  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  strategic  metals,  such  as  manganese  and 
chromium,  in  this  country,  where  they  can  be  had  at  a 
much  lower  price  than  if  they  were  obtained  from  foreign 
sources,  and  where  the  fields  are  already  proven? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  They  will  buy  it  in  America 
whenever  they  can.  There  will  he  no  difficulty  in  the  Ameri- 
can industry's  disposing  of  every  ton  of  suitable  quality 
they  can  mine  and  get  above  ground. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Does  not  the  gentleman  feel  that  the 
products  of  the  American  industry  should  be  given  an  even 
break  with  the  foreign  importations?  Suppose  that  the 
time  might  come  when  we  could  not  obtain  these  metals 
from  outside  source.  Under  such  circumstances  we  should 
develop  our  own  fields  of  deposits. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Well,  it  Is  given  an  even 
break,  but  we  need  a  stock  pile  which  we  do  not  now  have 
and  cannot  produce  in  this  country. 

Mr.  MILLER.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  want  to  take  time  to  compliment  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  for  the  way  they  have  gone  ahead 
on  their  training  program.  You  will  recaU  that  last  year 
the  House  put  a  limitation,  if  you  want  to  call  it  that,  that 
approximately  10  percent  of  those  trained  under  this  pro- 
gram be  from  the  noncoUege  group.  The  suggestion  has  been 
made  that  that  might  be  increased. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gentleman  10 
additional  minutes. 


Mr.  MILLER.  I  talked  with  Mr.  Hinckley,  and  under  the 
wording  of  last  year's  bill  It  must  be  at  least  10  percent, 
but  he  can  go  as  much  further  than  that  as  he  wants,  and  I 
know  it  is  his  desire  to  increase  the  noncollege  group,  because 
their  reports  have  stood  up  very  well.  They  have  isolated 
those  men  and  they  have  made  a  fine  record  and  therefore  we 
have  nothing  to  worry  about  on  that  score. 

Mr.  orPPORD.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  simply  want  to  congratulate  and  thank 
the  gentleman  for  his  observation  that  the  Virginia  delega- 
tion would  like  to  have  Congress  continue.  They  are  so  ad- 
jacent to  the  capital  that  they  would  not  have  the  hardship 
the  rest  of  us  might  have,  and  I  want  to  thank  them  for  their 
willingness  to  come  In  themselves  and  let  the  rest  of  us  go 
home. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  appreciate  the  gentleman's 
sarcastic  remarks. 

Mr.  GIFFXDRD.    No:  they  were  not  sarcastic. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Then  I  do  not  know  what 
the  gentleman  meant  when  he  made  that  crack  that  they 
were  so  nearby  that  they  did  not  have  to  go  home. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  No;  they  were  not  meant  to  be  sarcastic, 
because  I  approve  of  Congress  staying  here,  and  if  you.  being 
adjacent  to  the  capital  here,  would  take  that  burden,  we 
would  greatly  appreciate  it  and  thank  you  cordially. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  appreciate  the  gentleman's 
appreciation. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Does  not  the  gentleman  sigree 
with  regard  to  strategic  materials  that  there  is  a  twofold 
program  which  we  must  carry  along  concvurently,  one  to  get 
a  stock  pile  from  any  source  we  can  get  it  immediately  and 
the  other,  which  is  equally  important,  that  we  develop  such 
resources  in  our  own  borders? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  That  is  what  we  are  provid- 
ing for  exactly. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  True  defense  requires  both 
plans.  Has  the  gentleman  in  this  bill,  or  any  contemplated 
amendment  whereby  there  would  be  made,  any  provision  for 
further  scientific  investigation  and  development  of  new  proc- 
esses for  getting  such  materials  as  manganese? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  There  is  provision  for  that  In 
here  and  the  funds  provided  In  the  $200,000,000  to  the  Chief 
Executive  may  be  used  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  My  understanding  of  the  appropria- 
tion for  the  purchase  of  these  strategic  materials  is  that  that 
money  is  to  be  used  to  purchase  it  from  sources  that  are  not 
readily  at  hand  during  emergencies.  For  instance,  there  are 
materials  which  can  be  purchased  in  this  country  at  any  time, 
practically,  and  there  is  no  use  of  spending  this  large  appro- 
priation for  material  that  can  be  purchased  at  any  time  In 
this  country  and  thereby  dissipate  the  funds.  This  entire 
fund  should  be  spent  for  strategic  materials  that  are  not 
obtainable  in  this  country. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  That  is  not  quite  the  Idea  that  the 
gentleman  expressed  a  moment  ago  when  he  said  that  any- 
body that  has  any  of  these  strategic  materials  in  this  country 
can  sell  them. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  was  speaking  of  manga- 
nese, I  will  say  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  The  gentleman  from  Montana  tMr. 
O'Connor]  I  think  was  proposing  that  they  should  use  the 
domestic  product,  and  also  the  gentleman  from  Arizona  was 
proposing  that. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.   Where  such  supplies  are  available. 
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Mr.  EBERHARTER.  They  were  proposing  that  they  spend 
this  money  to  purchase  materials  available  in  this  country. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  was  referring  to  manga- 
nese, I  will  say  to  the  gentl^nan,  and  any  manganese  that 
will  meet  the  specifications  the  Department  will  buy  every 
ounce  and  every  ton  they  can  get. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.    May  I  suggest  to  the  gentleman  that 
in   and   around   Butte.   Mont^   nearly    70    percent   of   the 
manganese  produced  in  the  United  States  Is  produced.    Tlie 
producers  of  manganese  there  and  chromium  in  other  parts 
of  the  State  should  be  given  the  same  break  in  relation  to 
selling  to  the  Government  as  foreign  importers.     That  is 
my  position. 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  am  sure  they  wUl  be. 
Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 
Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.    Is  it  not  a  fact  that,  in  the 
portions  of  the  Interior  Department  a(>propriation  bill  pro- 
viding for  the  Bureau  of  BCines  and  the  Geological  Survey, 
provision  was  made  for  an  investigation  of  the  ore  deposits 
In  this  country  of  the  rare  metals  such  as  manganese,  the 
principal  amount  of  which  is  now  being  imported  for  the 
time  being  from  abroad,  and  for  methods  of  treating  such 
ores? 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    That  is  right. 
Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.     As  one  of  the  Representatives 
from  Colorado,  a  State  in  which  many  of  those  deposits  are  to 
be  found,  I  heartily  approve  the  method  the  gentleman  has 
outlined.    At  first  we  must  tiave  on  hand  sufficient  stock  piles, 
and  then  we  can  go  ahead  and  develop  through  those  other 
appropriations  the  necessary  home  products. 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 
Mr.   MASSINOALE.    Mr.   Chairman,   will   the   gentleman 
yield? 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Yes. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  How  much  money  in  this  bill  is  to  be 
used  to  purchase  such  instrumentalities  of  warfare  as  tanks 
and  other  things  that  are  necessary  to  enable  the  Government 
Of  the  United  States  to  put  in  the  field,  in  case  of  trouble, 
motorized  and  mechanized  divisions,  and  how  long  will  it  take 
to  get  them? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  It  takes  a  good  while  to 
get  them,  but  we  will  have  them  in  time  to  have  a  very 
interesting  reception  committee  for  anybody  who  wants  to 
challenge  the  right  of  the  Western  Hemisphere.  To  go 
into  the  matter  specifically  as  to  numbers  would  take  a  good 
deal  of  time.  There  is  set  out  as  much  detail  about  them 
as  the  Department  thinks  advisable  to  make  public.  This 
has  happened.  A  well-rounded  defense  force  has  been  pro- 
vided for  on  the  land,  on  the  sea,  and  in  the  air.  of  battle- 
ships, airplanes,  and  mechanized  units  of  various  kinds 
in  the  light  of  world  experience  today,  and  the  bills  at  this 
Mssion  provide  funds  for  the  personnel,  and  for  the  equip- 
ment thJat  goes  with  that  force. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  In  the  gentleman's  opinion — and  he 
has  heard  the  testimony  of  these  experts — is  the  amount  of 
money  that  is  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  he  has  Just  men- 
tioned sufficiently  large  in  his  estimation  to  protect  the 
Government,  and  do  it  quickly? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  asked  the  Chief  of  Staff 
that  very  question,  and  also  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 
of  the  Navy  whether  if  Congress  gave  them  this  amount  of 
money,  if  we  were  giving  them  what  they  thought  they 
should  have  to  give  us  adequate  defense.  They  answered 
the  question  in  the  affirmative,  with  this  reservation,  that 
that  was  all  the  money  that  they  could  spend  now  and  get 
results  from  industry,  and  they  felt  that  this  was  a  pro- 
gram that  would  set  them  up  in  the  present  situation  imtil 
the  next  session. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  may  say  a  word  or  two  in  closing,  I 
believe  John  Milton  must  have  been  looking  down  from 
the  corridors  of  time  to  the  Western  Hemisphere  when 
many  generations  ago  he  said  this: 


Methinks  I  see  In  my  mind's  eye  a  noble  and  puissant  nation 
arousing  herself,  like  a  strong  man  after  his  sleep,  and  shaking  her 
InvlndUe  locks. 

America  Is  arousing  herself  after  generations  of  sweet. 
Idealistic  sleep  of  peace — a  great  peace-loving  nation,  that 
sought  to  hold  aloft  the  torch  of  peace  and  kindliness  and 
friendliness,  that  sought  to  spare  mankind  the  horrors,  tha 
degradation,  and  human  suffering,  the  physical  and  financial 
loss  of  war.    America  is  awakening  to  the  realization  that 
the  idea  of  universal  peace  lies  even  yet  away  beyond  the 
horizon  of  days  to  come,  and  that  we  are  living  in  a  realistic 
world,  a  world  where  we  must  meet  realistic  conditions;  and 
I  think  in  that  realization  we  are  learning  two  lessons.    Les- 
son 1  is  that  we  cannot  look  with  indifference  on  what  is 
happening  in  other  parts  of  the  world-    There  is  nothing  to 
my  mind  so  annoying  as  to  have  trooped  back  before  us 
the  specter  of  some  great  speech  that  we  have  made,  that 
has   gone  sour — a  sour  speech.     I   am   thinking   of   some 
speeches  made  in  the  Well  of  this  House  from  both  sides  of 
the  aisle  perhaps,  in  the  newspapers  and  magazines,  a  year 
ago,  preaching  a  great  isolationist  doctrine,  inveighing  against 
any  effort  of  America  to  take  any  part  in  or  to  express  any 
interest,  or  to  have  even  a  humanitarian  impulse  toward 
other  nations  that  fought  for  what  we  stand  for  and  what 
they  stand  for.     If  a  year  ago  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions had  brought  In  a  bill  for  a  billion  dollars  for  tanks, 
guns,  and  so  forth,  we  would  have  been  hooted  out  of  the 
Capitol.    If  a  year  ago  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  had 
sought  to  bring  in  a  tax  bill  for  a  billion  dollars  for  defense — 
and  it  only  scratches  the  surface  of  what  we  will  have  to  do— 
we  would  have  been  trounced  from  all  over  this  lamd.    But 
times  have  changed.    It  is  not  because  Congress  has  changed. 
It  is  because  conditions  have  changed,  and  what  was  suf- 
ficient then  Is  not  sufficient  now.    But  America  is  aroused, 
and  we  are  realizing  we  do  have  an  interest  and  we  have 
a  very  great  selfish  interest.  If  you  please.  In  what  is  hap- 
pening over  there,  and  we  £u:e  preparing  to  meet  that  sit- 
uation.   What  are  we  doing? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia has  again  expired. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  5 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  We  are  preparing  to  render 
to  the  Allies  every  possible  assistance  that  can  be  rendered 
by  a  nation  that  is  going  to  remain  a  neutral  nation.  We 
are  going  to  send  them  supplies.  We  are  going  to  send  them 
planes  and  equipment.  We  are  going  to  send  them  whatever 
can  be  sent  to  those  countries  so  loxig  as  we  can  witliout  ac- 
tually entering  this  conflict. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  just  want  to  call  attention  to  one  fact,  and 
that  is  that  after  we  concluded  the  World  War  we  disbanded 
our  Army,  in  effect,  and  that  during  the  last  16  years  it  has 
had  only  $21,000,000  a  year,  on  the  average,  for  replacements. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Nobody  is  to  be  blamed  or 
criticized  for  that.  If  we  wanted  to  be  partisan  and  engage 
in  politics,  I  could  blame  my  friends  on  the  left  by  remind- 
ing them  of  the  fact  that  It  was  In  a  Republican  administra- 
tion when  we  sunk  the  greatest  navy  any  country  on  the  face 
of  the  earth  ever  had ;  yet  we  all  approved  of  that.  Nobody 
criticized  it.  It  was  done  because  it  seemed  to  us  the  thing 
to  do  at  the  time. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr,  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  right  there? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  If  the  gentleman  is  going 
into  that,  why  was  some  $34,000,000  returned  to  the  Treasury 
out  of  the  Army  appropriation  in  1933  and  1934 — ^money  that 
was  appropriated  by  Congress  and  was  not  spent  for  the  pur- 
pose intended? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  am  not  criticizing  any- 
body for  that.  We  did  it  because  it  seemed  to  be  the  thing 
to  do.  But  conditions  have  changed.  Now  we  have  not  only 
realized  that  we  have  a  stake  over  there  and  we  are  going  to 
help  the  people  who  are  fighting,  If  you  please,  for  everything 
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that  America  has  stood  for,  and  flght  against  ever3rthing  that 
America  has  abhorred.  We  are  going  to  help  them  as  far  as 
we  can.  [Applause.]  But  the  people  of  America  do  not  want 
to  declare  war.  They  do  not  want  to  intervene  in  this  war. 
I  am  sorry  to  see  some  of  our  fellow  citizens  becoming 
hsrsterlcal.  I  suppose  every  Member  of  Congress  is  getting 
letters  demanding  that  we  declare  war  on  somebody.  In 
the  first  place,  that  is  not  necessary.  It  would  not  help  the 
Allies  to  have  any  declaration  of  war.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  present  situation  Lhat  suggests  any  such  drastic  stejj, 
as  that.  In  the  next  place,  we  are  preparing  in  this  country 
to  protect  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  I  bebeve  that  under 
this  program  of  preparation  we  will  be  ready  when  the  time 
comes.  I  believe  we  should  never  permit  any  foreign  govern- 
ment to  establish  anywhere  in  the  W«stern  Hemisphere  any 
system  of  government  that  is  inimical  to  or  contrary  to  the 
system  of  government  under  which  we  live.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  appreciate  the  courtesy  and  consideration 
of  the  Committee,  and  I  hope  as  the  bill  goes  on  it  will  be 
your  pleasure  to  help  us  to  facilitate  its  passage  to  final  con- 
clusion.   [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
,    llr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  15  minutes. 

NATIONAL -DEFENSE    APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  now  considering  a  bill  to  provide 
additional  funds  for  the  Army  and  Navy,  totaling  more  than 
$1,700,000,000.  A  great  deal  ol  it  I  do  not  bel  eve  is  neces- 
sary cr  can  be  placed  in  a  position  where  it  can  be  used 
efifectively  for  national  defense  at  this  time.  I  am  afraid 
that  some  of  the  items  will  slow  up  production  of  things  that 
are  needed  but  the  Army  and  Navy  cflacers  seem  to  think 
they  are  necessary  and  I  am  not  going  to  place  my  judgment 
against  theirs. 

We  are  in  a  woefully  inadequate  situation  as  to  pursuit 
planes  in  both  services,  but  perhaps  with  the  efforts  that  will 
be  made  in  the  next  few  weeks  by  Mr.  Knudsen,  the  man  in 
charge  of  speeding  up  production  on  the  Advisory  Com- 
mission for  Defense,  we  may  be  able  to  obtain  more  efD- 
ciency  and  more  production. 

The  Navy,  all  told,  has  about  1,800  planes,  about  half  of 
which  are  training  planes.  This  bill  and  the  regular  bill 
which  has  just  been  passed  provide  a  little  over  4,000,  more 
than  half  of  which  are  training  planes. 
-  The  Army  has  about  3.000  planes  of  which  at  least  half 
-are  training  planes.  In  the  bill  just  passed  and  in  this  bill, 
are  approximately  9,000  planes.  A  very  large  percentage  of 
the  new  planes  are  to  be  training  planes. 

It  is  necessary  to  add  the  95,000  additional  enlisted  men 
in  the  Army  if  we  are  going  to  avoid  calling  out  the  National 
Guard,  and  we  may  be  able  to  avoid  it  imless  our  situation 
grows  more  diflBcult. 

The  bill  also  provides  for  the  laying  down  of  a  large 
number  of  additional  ships  for  the  Navy  and  speeding  up  of 
construction  on  those  that  are  already  under  way,  and  for 
the  building  of  additional  ways  for  new  ships. 

There  has  been  a  lot  of  argimient  about  who  is  to  blame  for 
our  situation.  There  have  been  statements  made  that  the 
administrations  in  the  twenties  were  to  blame.  At  that  time 
we  had  the  disarmament  treaties  which  were  scrupulously 
observed  by  the  parties  to  them,  and  it  was  unnecessary  for  us 
to  buUd  up  more  than  we  did  because  we  had  as  much  of  a 
Navy  as  any  other  nation. 

With  the  advent  of  Mr.  Hitler  in  Europe  there  came  a 
time  of  tremendous  building  up  of  the  German  air  forces  and 
mechanical  equipment.  Mr.  Hitler  took  over  the  dive 
bomber  that  our  own  Navy  got  out  10  or  12  years  ago  and 
which  is  our  most  effective  instrument  of  defense  today. 
Our  own  Army  Air  Corps,  and  the  British  and  French  Air 
Corps  have  not  felt,  right  up  to  the  last  few  weeks,  that  the 
dive  bomber  was  important,  but  now  it  turns  out  to  have  been 
Hitler's  most  potent  weapon.  Our  Navy  aircraft  carriers 
are  well  equipped  with  these  bombers  and  they  are  in  good 
condition.  Oiur  development  work,  however,  on  pursuit 
planes  has  lagged  but  we  can  say  now  that  with  the  help  of 
a  private-industry  development  by  General  Motors  of  the 


AUison  engine,  that  It  looks  as  though  our  difficulties  are 
going  to  be  solved. 

Undoubtedly  the  President  is  to  blame.  Undoubtedly  the 
Congress  is  to  blame.  The  Army  Intelligence  and  the  Navy 
Intelligence  Service  have  not  been  abreast  of  what  has  been 
going  on  in  Germany  and  we  have  allowed  development  work 
to  lag.  but  it  is  not  going  to  help  the  situation  to  talk  about 
who  is  to  blame.  The  only  thing  we  can  do  Is  to  provide 
the  funds  necessary  for  correcting  these  difBculties.  and  that 
I  believe  is  being  done  insofar  as  it  is  ixissible  for  us  to  tell. 

Your  committee  has  unanimously  voted  to  add  $322,000,000 
to  the  bill  without  any  Budget  estimate  to  meet  the  deficiency 
in  the  Army  which  we  believe  needs  to  be  corrected.  We  are 
advised  by  General  Marshall  that  enlistments  for  this  incre- 
ment will  be  taken  on  a  basis  of  the  duration  of  the  emergency 
so  that  these  men  may  be  discharged  when  their  services  are 
no  longer  needed,  and  when  we  get  back  to  a  peacetime  basis 
we  will  be  down  to  the  size  of  the  Army  provided  for  in  the 
National  Defense  Act  of  1920.  Reserve  officers  are  being 
called  to  active  duty  so  that  we  may  not  unnecessarily  build 
up  the  oflBcer  personnel. 

There  is  just  one  item  in  the  bill  that  I  would  care  to  criti- 
cize, and  that  relates  to  the  appropriation  of  $150,000,000,  and 
a  contract  authorization  for  $50,000,000,  which  may  be  used 
for  almost  any  purpose  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
President.  The  only  saving  grace  in  connection  with  it  is  a 
provision  that  all  expenditures  out  of  this  fund  must  be  ap- 
proved by  the  Commission  headed  by  Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr. 
Knudsen. 

I  want  to  say  here  that  I  have  every  confidence  in  Mr. 
Knudsen  and  believe  that  he  will  try  and  turn  out  a  good  job. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.   Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  assume  that  in  the  provisions  regard- 
ing the  approval  by  the  Advisory  Council  and  the  Commission 
and  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  President,  it  was  felt  that 
was  a  precaution,  although  I  assume  it  was  recognized  that  it 
was  rather  a  hydraheaded  monster  that  was  being  created  as 
far  as  efficiency  was  concerned? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  would  say  to  the  gentleman  that  the  outfit 
that  we  are  relying  on  for  protection  in  connection  with  that 
proposition  is  the  Advisory  Commission,  headed  by  Mr. 
Stettinius  and  Mr.  Knudsen. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  When  you  say  "headed"  you  realize  that 
they  did  decline  to  appoint  any  chairman? 

Mr.  TABER,  Yes;  but  they  were  named  first  on  the 
Commission. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  The  gentleman  does  recognize  that 
four  of  the  members  are  not  of  their  Industrial  background? 

Mr.  TABER.  Well,  that  is  true,  but  it  is  also  true  that 
Mr.  Knudsen  is  probably  the  foremost  industrialist  in 
America  and  it  is  true  that  if  the  Commission  should  at- 
tempt to  abuse  its  discretion,  he  is  probably  of  the  tempera- 
ment to  blow  up.  I  believe  that  that  is  a  better  means  of 
protection  than  we  would  have  without  language  in  it.  but 
frankly  I  do  feel  that  the  things  they  can  do  should  be 
liniited  to  the  things  that  Mr.  Knudsen  referred  to  in  his 
letter,  which  appears  on  page  90  of  the  hearings,  as  follows — I 
am  quoting  only  a  part  of  his  letter — 

To  be  utilized  for  the  broadening  of  educational  orders  and  for 
additional  facilities  either  in  Government  arsenals  or  In  private 
industries. 

I  think  it  should  be  limited  to  those  things,  and  I  think 
It  should  be  limited  to  those  cases  where  private  industry 
does  not  have  facilities  available. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Do  you  proceed  on  the  assumption 
that  Mr.  Knudsen  would  not  have  undertaken  this  respon- 
sibility unless  he  were  assured  that  he  would  have  rather  a 
free  hand? 

Mr.  TABER.  Well.  I  hope  that  he  would  not  have  under- 
taken it  without  that  assurance.  I  have  nothing  from  Mr. 
Knudsen  beyond  this  one  letter  on  page  92  of  the  hearings. 
He  has  not  been  before  the  committee  at  the  hearings  and 
I  know  notliing  about  any  assurance  that  may  have  been 
given  him. 

I 
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Mr.  BREWSTER.    The   gentleman  is  familiar  with  the 
extremely  attenuated  powers  of  this  Advisory  Commission 
to  the  Council  on  National  Defense? 
Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  That  it  simply  can  advise  the  CouncU, 
which  can  only  investigate? 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  true.  At  the  same  time  the  provision 
here  is  legislative  in  character  and  it  requires  that  Conunis- 
sion  to  exc-rcise  an  administrative  function, 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Will  the  gentleman  yield  in  that 
connection? 
Mr.  TABER.  Yes;  I  yield- 
Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  was  about  to  ask  some  of  the 
same  questions  asked  by  the  gentleman  from  Maine.  I  should 
like  to  know  just  what  are  the  powers  of  this  National  Defense 
Commission. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  powers  of  the  National  Defense  Com- 
mission under  an  old  statute  are  purely  advisory.  On  the 
other  hand.  In  this  language  on  pages  9  and  10  of  the  bill, 
they  are  given  legislative  power  to  approve  of  the  expendi- 
tures that  may  be  made  imder  the  appropriation  for  expedit- 
ing production. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  In  other  words,  the  gentleman  holds 
that  Inasmuch  as  we  are  now  enacting  a  statute — and  if  this 
bill  passes  it  will  become  a  statute — a  statute  that  requires 
that  before  this  money  shall  be  spent  it  shall  have  the  ap- 
proval of  these  two  organizations,  that  It  is  in  effect  a  statu- 
tory injunction  upon  them  just  as  much  as  if  they  had  been 
authorized  before  they  proceeded? 

Mr.  TABER.  Absolutely.  They  would  have  no  authority 
and  no  power,  of  course,  under  the  old  statute.  Their  power 
would  be  entirely  conferred  upon  them  by  the  language  of 
this  bill. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  think  if  the  gentleman  wiU  examine 
that  old  statute  he  will  find  that  the  Council  of  National  De- 
fense, composed  of  the  six  secretaries,  has  only  the  power  to 
Investigate  and  recommend  to  the  President.  The  Advisory 
Commission,  of  which  Mr.  Knudsen  is  a  member,  on  the  other 
hand,  has  only  the  power  to  advise  the  Council,  which  in  turn 
investigates. 

Mr.  TABER.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  BREWSTER.    That  Is  very  attenuated. 
Mr.  TABER.    It  Is  entirely  advisory,  but  that  would  not 
Interfere  with  the  creation  of  the  additional  authority  which 
Is  given  to  them  In  this  bllL 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  think  It  is  very  wise. 
Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Just  In  that  connection,  as  I  under- 
stand It,  If  Mr.  Knudsen  and  his  Commission  would  refuse 
to  recommend  a  project  to  the  Advisory  Council  or  to  the 
President  and  Secretary  of  War  they  could  successfully  block 
any  unwise  expenditure  of  this  money. 
Mr.  TABER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.    And  they  would  have  as  much  authority 
to  control  expenditures  as  the  President  has. 
Mr.  TABER.     That  Is  right. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  But  it  does  create  this  hydraheaded 
monster. 

Mr.  TABER.    Absolutely. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Where  there  Is  no  efficient  executive 
direction. 

Mr.  TABER.  But  I  believe  efficiency  will  come  because  of 
the  requirement  that  this  Commission  approve. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield  at  that  point? 
Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    If  everybody  who  Is  assigned  a 
task  In  this  undertaking  would  perform  his  assignment  patri- 
otically we  shall  have  efficiency. 
Mr.  TABER     I  think  that  is  true. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  TABER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  We  liave  noticed  newspaper 
accounts  of  Henry  Ford's  statement  that  he  can  produce  1,000 
planes  a  day.  Does  the  gentleman  know  whether  the  adminis-  I 


tratlon  intends  to  cooperate  with  Henry  Pord  In  bringing 
about  this  production? 

Mr.  TABER.  I,  of  course,  do  not  know;  but  I  believe  that 
any  manufacturer  who  Is  able  to  produce  will  be  given  the 
opportunity.  I  understand  Mr.  Pord  has  been  furnished  with 
information  regarding  pursuit  planes,  the  type  of  plane  most 
needed;  but  until  the  engine  to  use  In  It  has  been  designed  and 
decided  upon  there  can  be  no  volume  production  of  pursuit 
planes. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  5  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  RABAUT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  In  answer  to  the  question  of  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota,  I  may  say  that  the  Government  has  sent  a 
plane  for  Inspection  and  study  to  the  Pord  plant.  I  think 
another  is  going  out  there  today.  They  are  the  type  of  planes 
which  they  figure  could  be  put  into  mass  production.  In  this 
connection  also  there  has  been  a  nuior  that  Mr.  Pord  can 
turn  out  not  1.000  planes  a  day  but  1.500. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  number  of  planes  that  Mr.  Pord  could 
make  would,  of  course,  be  dependent  upon  the  type  of  plane. 
It  would  not  be  reasonable  to  believe  that  he  could  make  as 
many  dive  bombers  at  a  cost  of  $350,000  each  as  he  could 
single-engine  pursuit  planes  at  a  cost  of  $60,000  or  $80,000— 
and  everything  else  along  the  same  line.  Nor  would  It  be 
reasonable  to  suppose  that  he  could  make  as  many  pursuit 
planes  as  he  could  training  planes,  which  cost  much  less. 

The  Congress,  when  this  bill  goes  through,  will  have  passed 
almost  unanimously  every  item  of  funds  which  the  President 
has  asked  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  a  program  for  na- 
tional defense.  I  hope  that  we  may  have  It.  Is  It  too  much 
to  ask  In  order  that  we  might  have  unanimity  that  the 
President  put  his  own  house  In  order? 

First.  That  he  give  to  the  country  a  Secretary  of  War 
competent  and  able  and  retuiy  to  look  after  the  letting  of  the 
contracts  and^e  speeding  up  of  production  in  that  Depart- 
ment, and  the  dealing  with  civilian  manufacturers  and  pro- 
ducers. 

Second.  That  he  give  us  a  Secretary  of  the  Navy  who  will 
be  an  actual  civilian  head  of  that  organization,  and  who  will 
take  charge  of  the  expediting  of  production  and  the  civil 
activities  of  the  Navy. 

Third.  That  he  give  us  a  Secretary  of  Commerce  in  place  of 
Harry  Hopkins,  and  rid  that  Department  of  David  Niles, 
Hopkins'  brother-in-law,  who  has  operated  the  maritime  end 
of  the  Commerce  Department  In  such  a  way  as  to  drive  as 
many  as  possible  of  our  seamen  into  the  ccxnmunistic  activi- 
ties of  Harry  Bridges. 

Fourth.  That  he  give  us  a  Secretary  of  Labor  in  place  of 
Prances  Perkins,  that  we  may  have  a  proper  and  competent 
management  of  that  Department. 

Those  who  are  Interested  in  national  defense  and  in  the 
protection  of  our  country  are  very  much  disappointed  to  see 
a  press  release,  evidently  from  the  White  House,  that  Harry 
Hopkins  and  William  H.  McRejmolds  are  to  be  the  key  men 
In  the  defense  program  of  the  administration.  Mr.  Hopkins 
approaches  such  a  position  with  a  record  of  total  failure  in 
every  administrative  position  that  he  has  held.  Mr.  McReyn- 
olds  has  appeared  before  committees  of  Congress  as  Budget 
officer  of  the  Treaisury  Department  and  has  been  repeatedly 
characterized  by  those  who  have  had  contact  with  him  as 
the  most  incompetent  man  who  has  ever  come  before  us  rej>- 
resentlng  a  department.  Why,  In  such  times  as  these  does 
not  the  President  show  real  patriotism  and  discard  his  re- 
quirement which  he  has  made  throughout  his  administration 
that  for  appointment  to  the  public  service  total  Incompe- 
tency Is  the  chief  requirement?  Why  does  he  not  place  these 
key  positions  in  the  hands  of  people  In  whom  the  country  can 
have  confidence?  Congress  and  the  minority  have  gone  a 
long  way.  It  is  time  for  the  President  to  show  some  spirit 
of  cooperation  and  some  interest  in  national  defense  by 
cleaning  up  his  own  house. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.    Mr.  Chairman,  win  the 
gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  TABER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Why  did  Mr.  Edison  quit 
If  he  had  been  doing  such  a  wonderful  job?  Why  did  he  quit 
Just  at  the  time  when  the  Congress  needs  such  a  man  the 
most? 

Mr.  TABER.  It  is  a  nice  way  out.  I  hope  we  shall  obtain 
from  the  President  an  outstanding  executive  to  take  charge 
of  that  Department.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  felL] 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  8  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  OTooleI. 

Mr.  OTOOLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  relish  that  what 
I  am  about  to  say  because  I  consider  my  service  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  as  the  highest  honor  that  has  ever  been 
accorded  me.  In  my  dealings  with  the  other  Members  of  the 
House  I  have  the  same  feeling.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that 
they  are  men  of  high  mental  and  moral  caliber;  men  whose 
Americanism  is  not  to  be  questioned;  men  of  both  parties, 
who  consider  the  love  of  democracy  and  the  continued  exist- 
ence of  this  Nation  their  paramount  thought  rather  than 
petty  party  politics.  However,  I  would  like  to  read  into  the 
Record  a  letter  which  was  sent  to  my  office  by  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan,  the  Honorable  Clare  E.  Hoffman,  Representa- 
tive in  the  United  States  Congress  from  the  Fourth  District: 

House  of  Representativis, 
Washington.  D.  C.  June  5.  1940. 
'  Dear  CoNCRXSSMAif :  This  morning's  press  telis  us  that  Roosevelt 
yesterday  said.  "He  saw  no  good  reason  why  Congress  should  con- 
tinue In  session  for  the  duration  of  the  emergency,  as  desired  by  the 
Republican  Members.  Sarcastically,  he  said  the  situation  did  not 
require  Congress  to  remain  In  session  except  for  the  laudable  goal 
of  delivering  speeches." 

That  gratuitous  insult  to  us  we  might  personally  overlook,  for 
we  know  him  for  what  he  Is — a  crazy,  conceited  megalomaniac — 
but  we  cannot  overlook  the  insult  to  our  people  who  sent  \is  here. 
The  President's  statement  means  that,  having  obtained  all  the 
authority  and  money  he  thinks  he  needs,  he  no  longer  should  be 
hampered  by  Congress.  He  has  his  puppets  on  the  Supreme  Court, 
60  "Why  be  bothered  with  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment?" 

Oxie  way  to  advise  our  people  of  what  he  Is  up  to  Is  to  stay  In 
ses^on  and  on  the  floor  of  the  House:  tell  the  country  what  he  is, 
who  his  associates  are,  and  what  he  is  doing.  The  majority  leader- 
ship will  not  permit  us  to  accomplish  this  purpose  in  the  regular 
way.  for  they  know  that,  if  ever  the  truth  Is  known  about  Roose- 
velt— what  he  is  doing  and  what  he  Intends  to  do — he  wiU  be 
overwhelmingly  repudiated. 

I  can  think  of  one  way  by  which  w^e  can  circumvent  them — bring 
out  the  truth — and  that  Is  this:  If  5  or  6  of  us  will  every  day  get 
a  special  order  for  10  or  15  minutes  on  several  consecutive  days, 
go  on  the  floor  and  "bawl  hell"  out  of  him,  or.  In  more  polite 
language,  let  the  truth  be  known,  we  can  accomplish  ova  purpose. 

True,  the  first  day.  no  one  but  Republicans  (and  very  few  of 
them)  will  listen.  But  If  we  are  forceful  enough  some  Democrat 
will  take  the  floor  to  answer.  If  we  have  our  special  orders  In 
advance,  we  wUl  have  opportunity  to  make  reply  Immediately,  and 
so  our  criticism,  which  will  be  to  the  point,  wiU  get  to  the  people 
and  we  will  have  the  offensive.  Make  our  opponents  defend  him: 
they  cannot  do  It  successfully. 

If  we  remain  on  the  defense,  let  him  Involve  us  in  war,  not  only 
.  win  we  get  a  licking  In  November  but  irreparable  injury  will  be 
sustained  by  our  country.  By  the  procedure  above  suggested.  I 
believe  we  can  Inveigle  the  President  and  the  Democratic  Party  out 
from  behind  their  false  Issues,  carry  on  the  battle  in  the  open,  and, 
as  our  cause  Is  right  and  Just,  we  will  win. 

If  you  have  a  better  plan,  suggest  It.    If  not.  and  are  willing  to 
Join  in  this  effort,  let  me  know.     My  only  thought  Is  that  I  hate 
to  take  a  licking  lying  down  and  insist  that  I  like  It. 
Smcerely  yours, 

Clare  E.  Hoffman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  course  of  the  year,  due  to  the  great 
size  of  my  district.  I  receive  thousands  and  thousands  of  let- 
ters, but  this  is  the  most  pathetic  one  that  I  have  ever  re- 
ceived. The  thoughts  contained  in  the  letter  that  I  have  just 
read  clearly  and  distinctly  show  that  a  Member  of  this  House 
is  placing  party  politics  before  the  fate  of  the  Nation.  Gen- 
tlemen from  both  sides  of  the  aisle  in  the  course  of  the  past 
week  have  brought  out  that  this  is  the  greatest  crisis  that  the 
United  States  has  ever  faced — a  crisis  far  greater  than  Lin- 
coln faced  in  1860  or  Wilson  in  1917.  To  the  everlasting  glory 
of  the  House,  we  have  voted  as  a  unit  for  national  defense. 
We  stand,  working  shoulder  to  shoulder,  that  this  form  of 
government  may  continue  in  a  world  that  has  gone  mad.  To 
receive  a  letter  from  a  man  who  has  been  so  honored  by  his 
people  is  indeed  a  most  distinct  shock.    If  it  came  from  one 


who  was  a  "fifth  columnist"  every  man  In  this  body  would 
rise  up  to  defend  the  essence  of  democracy.  A  love  of  democ- 
racy means  a  respect  and  love  for  the  officers  of  democracy 
and  its  institutions,  but  when  a  man  occupies  the  high  posi- 
tion of  Representative  in  this  Government,  the  third  highest 
in  the  United  States,  and  he  talks  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  as  a  "crazy,  conceited  megalomaniac,"  democ- 
racy then  has  received  a  death  blow.  For  the  boring-from- 
within  process  has  started  and  the  "fifth  column"  is  at  work 
in  this  HaU. 

I  now  address  myself  to  the  Republican  side  of  the  House, 
and  I  say  to  you  that  the  entire  country  calls  upon  you  either 
to  repudiate  the  words  of  the  Member  from  Michigan  or  to 
come  out  and  agree  that  the  policy  which  he  suggests  is  the 
policy  of  the  Republican  Party.  It  is  yoiu-  duty  to  the  j>eople 
of  this  country  in  time  of  stress  to  inform  them  if  you  are 
going  to  be  "fifth  columnists"  and  support  the  tactics  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan,  or  if  you  really  are  going  to  stand 
for  national  unity.  Outward  lip  service  will  not  suffice  when 
letters  like  the  one  I  have  just  quoted  are  being  bandied  about 
behind  the  scenes.  National  unity,  before  ammunition,  guns, 
and  men,  is  our  first  line  of  defense.  National  unity  alone 
will  preserve  us  as  a  Nation.  Likewise,  it  is  very  important  in 
our  addresses,  in  our  letters  in  times  such  as  these  that  we 
confine  ourselves  to  the  truth.  The  President  of  the  United 
States  has  never  suggested  that  the  Congress  should  go  home. 
He  has  said  that  when  the  tax  and  defense  measures  were 
finished  there  was  nothing  further  to  his  program.  The  ques- 
tion of  adjournment  is  for  this  body  and  this  body  itself  to 
decide,  and  the  President  knows  that  as  does  the  newe.st 
Member  of  the  House. 

It  is  not  enough  that  the  Member  from  Michigan  should 
bring  dishonor  and  discredit  upon  the  high  position  that  he 
occupies  by  his  scurrilous  language  in  regard  to  the  highest 
office  in  the  land,  but  he  also  feels  compelled  to  distort  the 
words  of  the  President. 

Once  again  I  call  upon  the  Republican  side  of  this  House 
to  rise  and  repudiate  the  p>olicy  laid  down  by  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  or  to  admit  to  the  citizens  of  this  country 
that  these  are  the  type  of  tactics  that  they  encourage  and 
continue  to  use  while  the  Nation  quivers  in  its  hour  of  peril. 

My  closing  remarks  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  are 
that  he  return  to  the  reading  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  and  there 
find  what  the  Master  meant  by  the  word  "charity."  Perhaps 
if  he  would  commune  with  his  God  and  with  his  conscience 
he  might  learn  to  be  more  tolerant,  for  with  tolerance  would 
come  a  real,  genuine  love  of  patriotism,  a  love  for  democracy 
and  its  officers,  its  institutions,  and  its  people.  While  this 
hoped  for  transformation  is  taking  place,  we  bow  our  heads 
and  say.  "Lord  have  mercy  on  him  for  he  knows  not  what 
he  is  doing." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Wigclesworth  1 . 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  carries 
a  total.  Including  appropriations  and  contractual  authoriza- 
tions, of  approximately  $1,700,000,000.  All  but  about  a  hun- 
dred million  dollars  of  this  goes  to  the  Army  and  to  the  Navy. 
If  we  add  the  balance  of  $1,600,000,000  to  the  $3,300,000,000 
or  thereabouts  carried  in  the  regular  bill  as  amended  in  the 
Senate,  we  find  that  we  have  made  available  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  a  total  of  something  over  $4,900,000,000.  Roughly 
speaking,  the  Army  receives  $2,800,000,000  of  this  total,  the 
Navy  receiving  the  balance  of  $2,100,000,000. 

If  we  take  the  period  of  the  last  7  years,  we  find  that 
appropriations  to  the  Army  have  amounted  to  about  $3,472.- 
000,000,  while  those  for  the  Navy  have  amounted  to  about 
$3,823,000,000.  Adding  these  totals  to  the  total  provided  for 
the  fiscal  year  1941,  assuming  this  bill  now  under  considera- 
tion is  approved,  we  find  that  for  the  8  fiscal  years  up  to 
and  including  the  fiscal  year  1941  we  have  made  available  the 
total  sum  of  about  $12,210,000,000. 

Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  a  colossal  amount  of  money.  Those 
of  you  who  are  interested  in  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been 
expended  in  recent  years,  I  refer  insofar  as  the  Army  is 
concerned  to  a  statement  inserted  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Rec- 
ord, page  10999  by  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  House 
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Military  Affairs  Committee,  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  May],  and  insofar  as  the  Navy  is  concerned,  to  a  state- 
ment inserted  in  the  Record  of  May  23.  page  6676  by  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Senate  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee, the  senior  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  Senator 
Walsh. 

I  am  not  going  to  speak  at  length  this  afternoon,  Mr. 
Chairman,  but  I  do  want  to  take  time  enough  to  record  my- 
self £is  in  favor  of  this  bill  and  to  express  the  hope  that  all 
other  Members  of  the  House  will  see  fit  to  give  it  their  ap- 
proval. 

No  one  could  have  sat  through  the  hearings  on  this  bill 
and  listened  to  the  testimony  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  and  the  other  Army  and  Navy 
officers  who  came  before  your  committee,  without  realizing 
that,  confronted  by  present  world  conditions,  we  are  today 
absolutely  inadequately  prepared  in  America.  The  cold  facts 
are  that  despite  the  billions  appropriated,  to  which  I  have 
referred,  we  are  in  a  woeful  state  of  preparation.  This  is 
particularly  true  in  respect  to  the  Army.  It  is  even  more 
true  In  respect  to  the  air  force.  If  anyone  has  any  doubts  on 
this  score  I  suggest  that  he  read  the  hearings  before  the 
House  committee  as  well  as  those  before  the  Senate  com- 
mittee on  H.  R.  9209,  particularly  those  portions  of  the  Sen- 
ate hearings  in  which  detailed  informatioij  Is  furnished  as 
to  what  we  have  and  have  not  on  hand  at  this  time. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  I  Mr.  Case]  has  referred 
to  unexpended  balances  appropriated  to  the  War  Department 
and  turned  back  to  the  Treasury  in  recent  years.  During 
the  7  fiscal  years,  1933  to  1939,  inclusive,  the  total  retxirned  to 
the  Treasury  amounted  to  $62,566,345  (see  p.  33,  House  hear- 
ings on  Senate  amendments  to  Regular  Army  appropriation 
bill).  I  did  not  intend  to  refer  to  this  matter,  but  since  the 
question  has  been  raised,  I  call  attention  to  pages  64  and  65 
Of  the  hearings  on  this  bill,  from  which  it  will  appear  that 
as  late  as  December  1939,  if  I  read  the  figures  correctly,  no 
less  than  $564,000,000  requested  by  the  War  Department  was 
denied  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  of  the  President.  At  a 
still  later  date  a  request  was  reduced  by  $6,700,000,  and  at  a 
still  later  date  a  request  for  personnel  was  reduced  to  the 
extent  of  25,000  men. 

There  is  no  use  trying  to  dodge  the  facts  which  confront  us 
at  this  time.  America  is  not  prepared,  and  by  reason  of 
shortcomings  and  omissions  in  the  past,  national  defense  has 
today  become  the  vital  problem  in  America.  It  will  require 
cooperative  Nation-wide  effort  to  make  up  for  the  short- 
sightedness and  negligence  of  the  past  and  to  prepare  our- 
selves to  deal  adequately  with  the  problems  of  the  future. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  this  bill  provides  sub- 
stantially all  that  has  been  requested  by  either  the  Army  or 
Navy,  and  somewhat  more.  For  the  Army  It  provides  all  the 
materiel  requested.  It  provides  all  the  personnel  requested, 
and.  in  addition,  about  $321,000,000  for  an  increase  in  the 
authorized  strength  of  the  Army  from  280.000  to  375,000.  It 
provides  for  3,000  additional  planes  in  addition  to  the  2,500 
or  more  planes  provided  in  the  Regular  Army  appropriation 
bill  for  the  fiscal  year  1941.  It  provides  for  the  development 
of  the  Army,  according  to  the  Chief  of  Staff,  as  rapidly  as 
possible  under  existing  industrial  conditions.  It  is  hoped  that 
the  increase  in  the  size  of  the  Regular  forces  will  make  un- 
necessary the  calling  of  the  National  Guard  for  any  prolonged 
tour  of  duty  at  this  time. 

Insofar  as  the  Navy  is  concerned,  substantially  everything 
requested  has  been  provided.  The  bill  provides  for  the  speed- 
ing up  of  present  construction.  It  provides  for  the  starting 
of  all  other  authorized  construction,  with  the  exception  of 
some  auxiliaries.  It  provides  for  the  acquisition  of  105  planes 
in  addition  to  the  3,000  planes  or  thereabouts  that  were  car- 
ried in  the  regular  bill.  It  provides  for  the  expansion  of  air- 
plane bases.  It  contemplates  a  personnel  of  170,000.  It  pro- 
vides all  that  the  Navy  needs  to  ask  for,  according  to  the  Chief 
of  Naval  Operations,  between  now  and  the  first  session  of  the 
next  Congress. 

The  bill  also  carries  about  $100,000,000  for  other  emergency 
items  considered  as  urgent  from  the  standpoint  of  national 
defense,  including  the  C.  A.  A.,  the  N.  A.  C.  A.,  the  P.  B,  L, 
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the  Coast  Guard,  the  Council  for  National  Defense,  and  the 
purchase  of  critical  materials. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  fMr.  TaberI  hjis  referred 
to  an  Item  appearing  on  page  9  of  the  bill,  the  so-called 
blank-check  Item,  providing  $200,000,000  for  expenditure 
largely  In  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  others 
in  whose  hands  it  is  placed.  I  personally  share  the  views  of 
the  gentlemen  from  New  York  In  respect  to  that  Item.  It  has 
been  modified  to  some  extent  in  committee.  I  hope  It  can  be 
further  amended  before  the  bill  Is  enacted  Into  law. 

Prom  statements  made  to  your  committee  It  was  apparent 
that  the  item  was  inserted  at  the  last  moment,  largely  at  the 
request  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  with  no  detailed 
submission  to  the  General  Staff,  and  that  up  to  the  time  of 
the  close  of  the  hearings  before  your  committee  the  General 
Staff  had  taken  no  official  action  In  respect  to  It,  on  the  theory 
that  It  lay  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
rather  than  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  General  Staff. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  think  the  proposal  ought  to  be 
further  amended  so  as  to  make  expenditure  In  order  only  if 
there  are  no  private  facilities  available,  and  so  as  to  tie 
down  the  purposes  for  which  expenditure  may  be  made  to 
purposes  specifically  approved  by  the  Congress,  as  distin- 
guished from  the  wide-open  authority  embodied  in  the  pres- 
ent proposal. 

The  Council  for  National  Defense  receives  $1,000,000  under 
this  bill.  Mr.  McReynolds,  the  new  fecretary  of  the  Coimcil, 
appeared  before  your  committee.  He  Indicated  that  he  did  not 
know  whether  he  needed  $1,000,000,  $2,000,000,  or  $3,000,000. 
He  stated  he  did  not  know  what  period  the  $1,000,000  would 
cover  or  what  Items  It  would  be  applied  to  if  allowed.  I  trust 
that  the  appearance  of  Mr.  McReynolds  before  your  com- 
mittee Is  not  Indicative  of  the  efficiency  which  we  are  to  expect 
from  the  Council  In  Its  vital  work  In  the  immediate  future. 

I  have  the  greatest  confidence  In  Mr.  Knudsen.  I  trust  that 
he  will  be  given  a  free  hand  and  allowed  to  direct  in  the  field 
in  respect  to  which  he  is  now  in  advisory  capacity.  I  trust 
also  that  he  will  be  permitted  to  have  the  most  competent 
personnel  that  he  can  command.  The  problem  of  industrial 
mobilization  is  a  problem  for  industrial,  not  political, 
leadership. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  wlU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Does  the  gentleman  feel 
that  Mr.  Knudsen  Is  clothed  with  sufficient  authority  In  this 
bill  so  that  he  may  have  some  check  on  these  blanket 
appropriations  turned  over  to  the  EStecutlve? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that, 
as  I  understand  It,  Mr.  Knudsen's  authority,  like  that  of  his 
colleagues  on  the  Advisory  Commission,  is  purely  advisory, 
and  that,  therefore,  he  has  not  such  authority  as  a  matter  of 
law.  as  I  personally  should  be  glad  to  see  him  have.  The 
degree  to  which  his  Judgment  will  be  relied  upon  is,  of  course, 
a  matter  for  the  future  to  determine. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN,  The  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Taber]  expressed  himself  as  though  this  advisory 
committee  would  be  a  check  upon  the  expenditures. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  It  Is  hoped  that  requiring  ap- 
proval not  only  of  the  National  Defense  Council  but  of  the 
Advisory  Commission  of  that  Council  will  serve  as  a  check 
on  the  blank-check  expenditure  which  otherwise  would  be 
left  largely  in  the  hands  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War, 
The  extent  of  the  check  remains  to  be  seen. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The  gentleman  believes, 
then,  that  this  bill  does  contain  a  provision  upon  which  an 
Intepretatlon  of  that  character  may  be  placed? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  believe  the  provision  in  ques- 
tion before  the  Committee  now  is  very  much  improved  over 
the  provision  In  the  form  in  which  it  was  submitted  to  the 
Conunlttee  on  Appropriations.  I  should  like  to  see  it  further 
amended  before  being  enacted  into  law. 
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BCr.  Chairman,  my  time  has  about  expired.  I  want  in 
closing  to  join  wholeheartedly  in  the  position  of  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  WooDRUif]  in  respect 
to  the  proposed  adjournment  of  the  Congress  in  the  imme- 
diate future.  To  my  mind,  that  proposal  is  utterly  without 
justification.  With  Europe  on  fire,  with  tremendous  prob- 
lems confronting  this  Nation — problems  which  may  influence 
the  well-being  of  every  American  citizen  for  years  to  come — 
in  my  Judgment  the  place  for  Congress  is  here  in  Washing- 
ton and  not  scattered  to  all  comers  of  the  Union.  I  hope, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  Congress  will  not  be  placed  in  the 
position  of  retiring  from  Its  post  of  duty  in  time  of  emer- 
gency. [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  (Mr.  O'Connor]. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  note  on  page  10  of  the 
bill,  beginning  with  line  16.  that  $150,000,000  is  made  avail- 
able for  various  purposes,  and  that  $2,000,000  of  this  sum 
will  be  made  available  to  the  Bureau  of  Mines  of  the  E)e- 
partment  of  the  Interior  for  the  erection,  equipment,  and 
operation  of  a  pilot  plant  for  the  beneficiation  of  manganese 
ores  and  the  production  of  metallic  manganese  therefrom 
by  the  electrolsrtic  process,  including  personal  services  in  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  this  is  a  very  wise  provision.  We 
have  large  deposits  of  low-grade  chromium  and  also  de- 
posits of  manganese  in  parts  of  Montana  where  the  field  has 
been  proven. 

We  produce  in  the  United  States  5  percent  of  manganese 
that  is  used  In  industry  in  this  country.  The  other  95  per- 
cent is  imported  from  foreign  nations.  Of  this  5  percent  of 
production  in  the  United  States  approximately  70  percent 
thereof  is  produced  in  Butte.  Mont.,  and  in  that  connection 
I  am  informed  that  our  imported  supply  may  be  cut  off, 
if  it  has  not  already  been  done  so. 

Regarding  our  low-grade  deposits  of  chromium,  this  min- 
eral is  found  in  large  deposits  in  three  counties  in  my  dis- 
trict. It  is  low  grade,  but  the  deposits  are  favorably  located 
with  respect  to  size  of  deposits,  transportation,  and  economy 
of  production.  I  am  informed  by  the  Bureau  of  Mines  that 
it  is  working  in  connection  with  the  National  Defense  Com- 
mission to  develop  a  process  whereby  this  low-grade  ore  may 
be  used  for  industrial  purposes.  If  this  move  is  successful, 
it  is  highly  desirable  that  these  mines  be  developed. 

It  is  my  judgment  that  wherever  possible  in  the  purchase 
of  minerals  necessary  to  provide  equipment  for  our  national 
defense  we  should  give  our  home  markets  the  breaks  with 
foreign  importers  of  the  same  material. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  yield  to  the  gentjemar.  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Is  the  gentleman  satisfied 
with  the  limitation  that  this  pilot  plant  should  be  an  elec- 
trol3^ic  plant? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Of  course,  that  is  a  process  that  I  am 
not  entirely  familiar  with.  I  would  be  glad  to  have  the 
gentleman's  view  upon  that. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Certainly  striking  progress 
has  been  made  in  the  l)eneflciation  of  manganese  ores  by  the 
electrolytic  method.  Practically  a  new  metal  has  been  cre- 
ated.^Jf  this  were  the  only  fund  to  be  available  for  this  pur- 
pose, I  would  feel  that  the  application  of  electrolysis  to  man- 
gauesitiad  not  been  sufficiently  explored  for  us  to  limit  bene- 
ficiation plants  to  that  method.  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
House,  however,  to  the  fact  that  in  the  report  of  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  in  the  conference  on  the  regular 
military  bill,  which  was  approved  last  Monday,  we  included 
a  recommendation  that  $2,000,000  of  the  emergency  fund  in 
the  regular  appropriation  bill  be  available  for  the  erection  of 
plants  for  the  beneficiation  of  manganese  in  whatever  form 
those  plants  should  take,  whether  electrolytic  wet  process, 
_matte  smelting,  or  something  else.  The  language  ol  the  rec- 
ommendation is: 


With  respect  to  Senate  amendment  No.  117.  relating  to  an  emer- 
gency fxuid  for  the  Preflident.  the  managers  on  the  part  of  th« 
Hoiise  recommend  that  $2,000,000  of  ruch  fund  shall  be  made  im- 
mediately available  for  the  planning,  erection,  equipment,  and  op- 
eration or  lease  of  planti  for  the  beneficiation  of  manganese  ores  and 
the  production  of  metallic  manganese  therefrom,  and  for  expendl- 
tnres  requisite  for  and  Incident  to  the  exploration  of  domestic 
manganlferous  deposits  and  acquisition  of  strategic  minerals  in 
accordance  with  Public.  No,  117.  approved  June  7,  1939. 

This  recommendation  is  made  in  the  belief  that  provision  should 
be  made  Immediately  to  beneflciate  domestic  low-grade  manganese 
ores,  deposits  of  which  are  favorably  located  with  respect  to  size 
of  deposit,  transportation,  economy  of  production,  safety  of  loca- 
tion, and  general  values  for  national  defense.  Resulting  high- 
grade  manganese  can  thus  be  produced  and  acqxilred.  domestic 
reserves  proven  and  made  available  for  Increased  demand  In  case 
of  emergency,  and  emergency  supplies  provided  without  the  Oov- 
emment  competing  with  Industry  for  existing  stocks. 

J.    BXTEX    Sntoer, 
David  D.  Terst. 
Joe  Staamts. 
Ross  A.  CoLXJirs, 
George    Mahon, 
D.   Lanx  Poweks, 
Albert  J.  Encel, 
Prancis    Case. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

I  may  say  I  have  gone  into  this  study  quite  a  bit  and  I  am 
convinced  that  we  do  have  a  great  amount  of  msmganese 
in  our  country,  ample  for  all  needs  for  generations  to  come 
If  we  but  develop  our  resources  and  apply  our  abilities  to 
the  task. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  My  information  is  that  you  have  quite  a 
lot  of  it  in  your  own  State. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  We  do  have  the  largest  quan- 
tity of  it.  I  have  been  advised  by  the  Bureau  of  Mines  and  the 
United  States  Geological  Survey.  In  fact,  the  metallic  man- 
ganese content  in  our  State  is  supposed  to  be  equal  to  that  in 
the  entire  country — 102,000.000  tons  of  metallic  manganese, 
not  simply  ore  but  metallic  manganese  content  in  the  deposits 
in  nine  townships  alone.  The  Electro  Manganese  Corporation 
has  shipped  a  carload  of  that  ore  to  its  plant  at  Knoxville, 
Tenn.,  and  has  been  making  electrolytic  manganese  from  the 
South  Dakota  ores.  But  I  am  not  sure  that  either  there  or 
elsewhere  the  electrolytic  process  is  the  answer  for  the  quick 
production  of  manganese  at  the  present  time.  It  may  be  one 
of  the  answers.  I  think,  in  addition  to  this,  we  should  en- 
courage the  Goverrmient  to  follow  the  recommendation  in 
the  report  of  the  appropriations  subcommittee  for  the  War 
Department,  to  which  I  have  referred,  that  some  of  the 
emergency  funds  be  made  available  for  beneficiation  plants 
without  regard  to  whether  the  electrolytic  or  some  other 
process  is  used. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Aluminum  is  one  of  the  most 
Important  and  strategic  metals  that  goes  into  the  produc- 
tion of  airplanes,  and  still  every  potmd  of  aluminum  that  is 
produced  in  the  United  States  comes  from  bauxite,  which 
is  shipped  in  here  from  a  foreign  country.  In  my  State  we 
have  millions  of  tons  of  alimite,  which  is  a  better  source  of 
aluminum,  makes  a  better  grade  of  aluminum  than  any 
other  mineral.  Men  out  there  today  are  struggling  along 
under-financed  and  trjrlng  to  surmount  barriers  to  give  this 
country  a  domestic  source  of  metallic  aluminum.  I  am  in 
full  agreement  with  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Case]  that  there  should  be  no  restrictions  on  the  Bureau 
of  Mines  in  the  investigation  and  research  work  done  in  con- 
nection with  these  strategic  metals,  and  I  call  the  gentle- 
man's attention  to  the  necessity  of  developing  a  domestic 
source  of  metallic  aluminum. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  The  gentleman  is  entirely  correct  about 
that.  I  believe  the  restrictive  language  should  be  taken  from 
the  bill  and  the  Bureau  of  Mines  should  lae  given  full  sway 
as  to  making  the  investigation  that  is  necessary  to  develop 
bur  own  supply  of  these  very  necessary  minerals. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
3  additional  minutes. 
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Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gen- 
tleman Just  why  the  alimilniun  deposits  are  not  developed 
out  in  his  section. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  have  my  own  idea  about  it, 
and  it  is  that  there  is  such  a  monopoly  in  the  United  States 
today  in  control  of  the  production  of  aluminum  that  any 
effort  made  to  develop  a  domestic  source,  by  some  means  or 
other,  is  thwarted  by  the  present  monopoly  in  aluminum. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Where  is  that  monopoly  located? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  think  the  monopoly,  of 
course,  is  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Yes. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  In  just  a  moment.  I  simply  want  to 
say  this  that  when  we  are  importing  the  very  necessary 
minerals  that  go  into  the  production  of  airplanes,  we  had 
better  look  after  developing  our  own  such  materials  in  this 
country  to  take  the  place  of  these  imports,  for  the  reason 
that  the  time  may  come  when  we  will  be  unable  to  import 
them  into  this  country,  and  then  we  will  be  out  of  luck,  be- 
cause we  will  have  no  supply,  either  foreign  or  domestic,  to 
Icok  to.  It  is  a  matter  that  should  have  been  looked  after 
years  ago  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  through 
the  Bureau  of  Mines.  It  is  late,  but  it  is  better  late  than 
never. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Does  the  gentleman  have 
any  tin  deposits  in  his  State  or  does  he  know  of  any  in  the 
United  States  that  are  worth  while? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  doubt  that  we  have  any  in  the  States, 
but  there  are  such  deposits  in  Alaska. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
there? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  There  are  22  States  that  have  tin  deposits 
In  the  United  States  and  I  will  say  in  answer  to  what  the 
gentleman  said  about  aluminum  that  if  the  Congress  gives 
the  authority  to  go  and  Investigate,  they  do  not  inve.stigate. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Then  we  should  have  a  new 
commission  to  do  it. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  We  ought  to  have  something  set  up  to  do 
it  because  the  same  condition  that  the  gentleman  referred 
to  applies  to  tin.  and  we  have  22  States  in  the  Union  that 
have  tin  depcsits,  including  Alaska. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  believe  the  gentleman  is  in  error  about 
there  being  22  of  our  States  in  which  tin  deposits  are  lo- 
cated. That  statement  does  not  square  with  my  informa- 
tion. I  am  surprised  that  the  gentleman  has  not  obtained 
results  with  reference  to  the  investigation  referred  to  as  I 
know  that  he  enjoys  the  confidence  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  and  is  very  influential  in  the  House.  Just  how  far 
did  he  get  with  his  investigation? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  The  gentleman  has  asked  me  a  question 
and  I  may  say  that  we  had  an  investigation  of  tin  here  and 
in  1935  we  filed  a  report  and  I  have  been  trying  to  get  a 
little  resolution  through  the  Congress  to  continue  our  investi- 
gation and  bring  it  down  to  date,  but  I  have  not  been  able 
to  get  the  House  to  agree  to  it.  That  is  what  we  have  been 
doing. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Certainly  the  gentleman  Is  entitled  to 
the  support  of  the  House  in  his  endeavors  to  complete  the 
Investigation  referred  to.  It  is  very  important  that  we  look 
after  such  minerals  as  manganese,  chromium,  and  tin  as 
they  are  all  very  necessary  in  connection  with  our  defense 
program,  and  the  gentleman  is,  indeed,  to  be  congratulated 
along  this  line. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Mon- 
tana has  expired. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  15  min- 
utes to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Eaton]. 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman,  with  the  world  in  flames,  I  am 
acutely  conscious  of  the  futility  of  mere  words  however  well 


Intentioned.  One  is  tempted  to  take  refuge  In  silence  behind 
the  dictum  of  hard-headed,  tough-flbered  old  Bishop  Butler — 
"Things  are  what  they  are.  Their  consequences  will  be  what 
they  will  be.    So  why  deceive  ourselves?" 

But  there  are  certain  practical  decisions  which  the  Ameri- 
can people  and  their  Government  must  make  If  we  are  to 
escape  being  sucked  into  the  vortex  of  ruin  which  every  hour, 
with  resistless  force,  threatens  the  extinction  of  Old  World 
civilization. 

In  my  judgment  our  first  duty  is  to  effect  a  program  of 
armed  preparedness  on  sea,  land,  and  especially  in  the  air.  so 
complete  in  every  detail  as  not  only  to  insure  us,  along  with 
our  New  World  neighbors,  against  armed  invasion  from  any 
source,  but  also  adequately  to  equip  our  country  to  exercise  its 
proper  place  of  leadership  and  authority  in  the  task  of 
recreating  out  of  the  impending  wreckage  a  world  civilization 
based  upon  justice,  peace,  and  friendly  cooperation,  rather 
than  upon  hate,  fear,  and  brute  force.     [Applause.] 

In  a  few  days  Congress  will  have  laid  upon  the  wealth  pro- 
ducing agencies  and  people  of  the  Nation  a  burden  of  over 
five  billions  of  dollars  for  armed  defense.  This,  added  to  the 
billions  spent  on  the  Army  and  Navy  in  the  past  7  years 
equals  almost  half  of  the  total  debt  which  our  Government 
incurred  in  the  World  War.  And  it  would  be  the  acme  of 
folly  to  close  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that  even  this  gigantic  ex- 
penditure is  only  the  begirming.  Before  we  are  through  our 
preparedness  expenditures  '  will  reach  such  astronomical 
figures  as  to  handicap  and  mortgage  the  economic  future  of 
the  American  people  for  generations  ^,o  come.  This  Is  Mr. 
Hitler's  contribution  to  our  national  well-being. 

I  am  for  this  program  of  complete  preparedness  because  I 
believe  that  modern  aggressive  warfare  is  the  blackest  crime 
of  all  the  ages.  It  is  the  supreme  folly  and  wickedness  of 
human  nature  at  its  worst.  In  its  objectives,  its  methods,  and 
its  results,  as  illustrated  by  the  wsw  of  conquest  now  ravishing 
the  free  peoples  of  Europe,  it  is  as  devoid  of  honor  and  hu- 
manity as  a  cobra  striking  in  the  dark.  It  combines  the 
blood  lust  of  the  tiger  and  shark,  with  the  cunning  and  cowar- 
dice of  tl^e  jackal,  and  the  taste  for  carrion  characteristic  of 
the  buzzard.  In  its  animalistic  cruelty  and  destructiveness 
it  makes  the  painted  savage  of  our  frontier  pioneer  days  look 
like  a  refined  and  kindly  gentleman.  It  is  hell  begotten, 
hell  bom,  and  hell  bound.  It  is  deliberately  plunging  the 
world  into  a  new  dark  age  of  proletarian  barbarism.  Until 
this  inhuman  cult  of  mechanized  murder  and  destruction  Is 
finally  eliminated,  there  is  no  hope  of  establishing  a  world 
civilization  based  upon  peace,  honor,  Justice,  and  freedom. 
Things  are  what  they  are.  Their  consequences  will  be  what 
they  will  be.    So  why  deceive  ourselves? 

As  an  essential  part  of  our  preparedness  program  I  believe 
It  is  the  duty  of  our  people  and  Government  to  extend  to  the 
Allies  every  possible  aid  within  our  present  power.  And  this 
should  be  done  at  once,'  openly  and  generously,  without  resort 
to  subterfuge.     [Applause.] 

If  we  are  hampered  by  legalistic  grave  clothes,  with  which 
In  hours  of  timidity  and  pressure  we  enswathed  ourselves — 
now  is  the  time  to  make  such  changes  as  are  necessary.  This 
is  the  duty  of  Congress  and  not  of  the  Chief  Executive. 

We  must  not  jiermit  ourselves  to  feel  excessively  noble,  brave, 
or  generous  in  thus  helping  the  Allies  as  speedily  and  as  com- 
pletely as  possible.  By  so  doing  we  will  be  acting  strictly  In 
self-d^ense.  Mr.  Hitler  has  one  objective  which  he  has  dis- 
cussed in  detail  over  and  over  again.  He  proposes  to  become 
the  master  of  the  world — first  by  infiltration  of  victim  nations 
with  his  furtive  and  filthy  "fifth  column";  second,  by  armed 
force,  and  last  by  economic  control.  When  he  is  through  with 
Europe  the  United  States  of  America  will  be  the  fattest  goose 
left  unplucked.  And  he  will  proceed  to  pluck  us  tmless  we 
are  able  to  defend  ourselves  with  something  more  efficient 
than  a  timid  squawk. 

Equally  urgent  at  this  time,  with  adequate  armed  pre- 
paredness, is  the  necessity  of  putting  our  own  economic  house 
in  order. 

It  is  the  sheerest  folly  to  prattle  about  our  strong  foreign 
policy  when  its  sole  support  is  a  befuddled,  debt-ridden,  dis- 
located, unbalanced.  Ineffective  domestic  economy  at  home. 
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No  matter  how  perfect  an  athlete  a  man  may  be,  he  cannot 
jump  far  if  he  is  forced  to  stand  in  a  bog  hole  up  to  his  neck. 
Muddle  at  home  and  meddle  abroad  do  not  make  a  good 
work  team.  Uncle  Sam  will  not  cut  much  of  a  figure  in  the 
world  with  a  brood  of  half-baked,  alien-minded,  self-appointed 
social  saviors,  and  economic  theorists  clinging  to  his  coat 
tails  while  floods  of  unpaid  domestic  due  bills  pester  him  like 
a  swarm  of  angry  hornets. 

Notwithstanding  our  President's  announced  determination 
to  continue  his  entire  program  of  New  Deal  experiments  re- 
gardless of  continuing  deficits  in  our  domestic  budget,  and 
drastic  increases  of  taxes  along  with  a  raising  of  the  debt 
limit,  it  certainly  is  the  duty  of  Congress  to  continue  in  session 
and  devote  its  attention  to  the  reduction  of  Government  ex- 
penditures, wherever  possible,  as  a  fundamental  part  of  our 
preparedness  program  and  as  the  necessary  prerequisite  to  a 
return  of  our  national  prosperity.  I  can  see  no  valid  reason 
why  the  action  of  Congress  in  thus  sticking  to  its  post  of  duty, 
In  these  perilous  times,  should  interfere  either  with  the  hold- 
ing of  the  national  party  conventions  or  with  the  normal  work- 
ing of  our  two-party  system  in  the  pending  election  campaign. 

I  even  venture  to  express  the  entirely  nonpartisan  and  un- 
prejudiced opinion  that  it  is  not  always  a  bad  scheme  to  swap 
horses  in  the  middle  of  the  stream,  especially  when  a  different 
type  of  steed  Is  required  for  a  different  kind  of  race. 

I  trust  that  this  suggestion  will  not  savor  of  sacrilege  to  my 
beloved  brethren  of  the  New  Eteal  persuasion,  who  are  still 
happy  in  the  delusion,  which  I  do  not  share,  that  the  kingdom 
of  Heaven,  under  the  guise  of  the  New  Deal,  was  ushered  in 
our  country  by  the  election  of  1932;  that  its  dubious  and  ex- 
pensive blessings  were  more  firmly  established  by  the  election 
of  1936;  and,  that  come  hell  or  high  water,  it  will  fasten  itself 
permanently  upon  the  Nation  in  the  election  next  November. 
In  this  connection,  it  might  be  the  part  of  wisdom  to  keep  in 
mind  the  words  of  Bobbie  Bums — 

The  best  laid  schemes  of  mice  and  men 

Oang  aft  agley 
And  lea  us  naught  but  grief  and  pain 

For  promised  joy. 

Behind  the  black  clouds  of  ruin  and  death  now  shadowing 
the  world,  and  beyond  our  Immediate  plans  for  defense.  It  Is 
necessary  to  find  some  ultimate  ground  upon  which  to  base 
any  rational  forecast  of  the  future  world  in  which  America  is 
destined  to  play  a  leading  part.    [Applause.] 

Mankind  stands  today  in  a  spectral  no-man's  land  between 
two  ages — one  in  the  throes  of  death,  the  other  in  the  pangs 
of  birth.  We  are  in  the  grip  of  an  immeasurable  cosmic 
change.  No  nation  and  no  section  of  the  earth  will  be  able 
to  exist  outside  the  orbit  of  the  new  age,  be  it  good  or  bad. 
And  the  final  form  of  the  new  world  economy  will  be  decided 
In  large  degree  by  the  part  to  be  played  by  the  United  States 
of  America. 

Tlie  chief  Instrument  alike  of  all  human  advance  or  reces- 
sion is  now  and  always  has  been  spiritual.  Out  of  their 
resources  of  mind  and  character  men  weave  the  fabric  of  their 
destiriy.  Great  empires  of  the  past  have  fallen  into  oblivion 
only  when  their  spiritual  resources  of  mind  and  morals  be- 
came too  feeble  or  too  corrupt  to  sustain  the  weight  of  their 
material  and  social  superstructure. 

The  final  end  of  the  soclsil  process  which  we  call  civilization 
is  the  freedom  of  men.  And  freedom  by  its  very  nature  is  of, 
and  by.  and  for  the  spirit.  It  is  the  highest -priced  commodity 
in  the  world.  It  costs  far  more  than  eternal  vigilance.  It  is 
worth  more  than  all  other  treasin«s  combined.  It  Is  the  very 
holy  of  holies  of  the  human  spirit.  It  cannot  exist  or  func- 
tion except  among  men  who  are  capable  of  response  to  the 
appeal  of  spiritual  principles  and  Ideals. 

With  the  application  of  science  to  the  service  and  material 
enrichment  of  mankind,  there  has  developed  everywhere 
among  the  masses  of  men  a  determination  to  achieve  eco- 
nomic freedom,  just  as  in  the  past  they  had  achieved  freedom 
to  worship,  to  think,  and  in  some  measure  to  govern  them- 
selves. 

Having  to  do  primarily  with  material  well-being,  the  ideal 
of  economic  freedom  has  weakened,  and  in  some  instances 
has  lost  Its  necessary  spiritual  sanctions  and  energizing  force. 


Since  freedom  Is  essentially  a  spiritual  ideal  and  principle 
of  life,  it  must  find  rootage  and  nourishment  in  the  souls  of 
men.  Once  men  separate  the  ideal  of  economic  freedom  from 
its  spiritual  source,  they  dwarf  their  program  of  life  to  the 
brute  level  of  swine,  whose  chief  interest  in  life  is  alimenta- 
tion in  blissful  indifference  to  the  butcher's  knife  poised  for 
their  Jugular  just  beyond  the  trough. 

Believing  as  I  do  in  the  indestructibility  of  spiritual  values 
in  himian  life,  I  cannot  surrender  to  despair  even  in  face  of 
the  present  apparent  progress  and  triumph  of  brute  force. 
The  free  peoples  of  the  earth  may  suffer  tempwrary  eclipse, 
but  the  spirit  of  freedom  is  deathless,  and  it  will  outwear 
and  outlast  the  soulless  machineries  of  tyranny.  F\)r  long 
years  the  soul  of  our  great  America  and  of  the  other  free 
peoples  has  been  lulled  by  the  siren  of  material  prosperity 
into  fitful  sleep.  But  the  dozing  giant  is  waking  up.  The 
great  soul  of  America  is  once  more  girding  itself  for  freedom, 
as  It  has  done  so  often  in  the  heroic  past.  At  any  cost  we 
Will  be  free,  and  we  will  help  to  reestablish  a  Just  peace  and 
a  triumphant  freedom  throughout  our  world.  We  base  our 
hope  and  our  faith  upon  the  immortal  truth  expressed  by  one 
of  our  own  freedom-loving  seers: 

Right  forever  on  the  scaffold. 
Wrong  forever  on  the  throne. 
But.  behind  the  dim  unknown. 
Standeth  God  within  the  shadows. 
Keeping  watch  above  His  own. 

[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  now  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Cochran  1. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  appreciate  the  kindness 
of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [&lr.  Lttdlow]  in  allotting  me 
this  time.  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  inviting  your  attention 
to  the  item  in  this  bill  providing  for  an  appropriation  of 
$2,000,000  for  an  engine-research  laboratory,  with  additional 
authority  for  contract  obligations  for  $6,400,000  additional. 

I  want  to  say  something  also  about  the  organization  for 
which  this  money  is  advanced,  which  quietly  plays  a  vital  role 
in  our  national  defense.  Many  of  you  are  not  familiar  with 
it.  and  it  is  no  reflection  on  you  that  you  are  not.  An 
organization  which  minds  its  own  business  and  does  the  job 
assigned  it  without  criticism  or  publicity  usually  is  not  well 
known.  This  is  one  Goverrunent  organization  which  is  above 
politics  and  has  about  the  highest  morale  and  efQciency  of 
any  group  in  the  public  service — the  N.  A.  C.  A. 

This  is  no  new  alphabet  agency.  It  was  created  by  Con- 
gress in  1915.  and  it  has  just  observed,  very  quietly,  its  twenty- 
fifth  birthday.  N.  A.  C.  A.  means  National  Advisory  Com- 
mittee for  Aeronautics — an  independent  Government  estab- 
lishment charged  with  the  .lupervision  and  direction  of  the 
scientific  study  of  the  problems  of  fiight.  For  our  progress 
In  aeronautics,  both  civil  and  military,  we  owe  it  much.  I 
am  prepared  to  say  we  owe  it  more  than  will  ever  be  told, 
but  this  modest  organization,  which  is  concerned  only  with 
providing  solutions  to  problems  that  confront  our  Govern- 
ment air  establishments  and  our  aircraft  industry,  would 
never  claim  credit  for  one  moment  for  what  it  has  done  for 
aviation  in  America.  It  prefers  to  let  the  facts  speak  for 
themselves. 

Few  of  us  have  a  knowledge  of  aeronautical  engineering  or 
aerodynamics  and  the  details  therefore  would  bewilder  you 
as  they  have  me.  So  it  shall  be  my  purpose  to  try  to  interpret 
them  to  the  end  that  the  public  will  recognize  that  the  appro- 
priations the  Congress  has  voted  this  organization  for  the 
past  quarter  of  a  century  were  among  its  wisest  and  most 
far-sighted  acts.  I  could  sum  up  the  N.  A.  C.  A.'s  accom- 
plishments with  the  statement  that  every  airplane  that  flies 
on  our  great  air-transport  system  today,  every  military  air- 
plane in  our  Army,  and  every  naval  plane  with  our  Navy,  and 
the  thousands  of  aircraft  engaged  in  private  and  miscellane- 
ous flying  stem  from  the  laboratory  studies  of  the  N.  A.  C.  A. 
Not  entirely,  of  course,  because  the  airplane  was  invented  by 
the  Wright  brothers,  who  first  mastered  the  problems  of  pow- 
ered heavier-than-air  fiight  37  years  ago.    They  shall  never 
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be  deprived  of  that  glory  for  they  showed  us  the  way.  The 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Warren)  is  responsible 
for  the  erection  of  that  beautiful  monument  at  Kitty  Hawk, 
N.  C.  which  commemorates  that  flight.  It  must  be  seen  to 
be  appreciated  and  as  time  goes  on  its  Justification  will  be 
the  more  apparent. 

It  is  diflQcult  for  me  as  well  as  you  to  speak  and  understand 
the  language  of  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  But  we  must  have  confidence 
in  that  Committee,  Its  scientific  subcommittees  and  its  700 
paid  employees,  for  the  country  is  extremely  fortunate  In 
having  in  this  group  men  whose  chief  aim  in  life,  fwhose 
chief  joy  in  living,  is  to  plunge  deeper  and  deeper  into  the 
unsolved  mysteries  of  the  natural  laws  that  seem  to  place 
limitations  upon  human  flight.  And  for  them  we  have  the 
highest  respect,  for  though  we  may  not  fully  comprehend 
their  work,  we  know  why  we  authorize  and  appropriate  for 
new  and  larger  wind  tunnels  and  more  research  laboratory 
facilities.  We  have  learned  through  the  years  that  the  funds 
we  appropriate  have  been  ably  and  honestly  spent  and  have 
produced  results — results  that  have  placed  the  United  States 
in  the  front  rank  in  aeronautical  development,  and  8u-e 
keeping  It  there  despite  the  most  intense  efforts  of  other 
nations.  The  Army  and  Navy  are  greatly  assisted  by,  and  in 
fact  are  dependent  upon,  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  to  provide  the  sci- 
entific foundation  for  fundamental  improvements  in  Amer- 
ican aircraft. 

Many  of  us  from  time  to  time  have  wondered  at  the  accom- 
plishments of  our  aircraft  engineers  and  our  airplane  manu- 
facturers; how  year  after  year  they  could  bring  about  Im- 
provements in  safety,  eflaciency,  and  performance  in  air- 
craft. Our  airplanes,  military  and  civil,  do  not  just  get  that 
way  because  the  builder  thinks  of  a  good  Idea.  No  aircraft 
manufacturer  risks  thousands  and  himdreds  of  thousands 
of  his  own  dollars  on  the  chance  that  an  airplane  built  with 
this  kind  of  wing,  that  kind  of  engine  installation,  and  such 
and  such  a  fuselage,  will  be  better  than  his  competitor's  and 
bring  him  new  business.  He  must  know  beforehand  and  he 
must  have  scientific  evidence  that  it  will  perform  as  he 
contemplates. 

So,  In  one  form  or  other,  he  goes  to  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  This 
organization  either  has  the  answer  ready,  from  previous 
researches,  or  It  sets  about  to  get  It.  The  manufacturers 
appreciate  this  service  which  is  essential  to  the  design  of 
modern  aircraft. 

I  must  make  It  clear,  however,  that  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  does 
not  design  or  build  or  develop  aircraft.  It  works  out  the 
scientific  principles  of  various  components  In  an  airplane 
with  the  result  that  the  smart  designer  and  engineer  in 
the  Army  or  Navy,  or  in  the  aircraft  industry,  is  always  able, 
by  applying  the  latest  results  of  N.  A.  C.  A.  researches,  to 
design  better  aircraft.  The  N.  A.  C.  A.  has  for  years,  for 
example,  proceeded  on  a  program  of  greater  safety  and 
greater  efficiency  for  the  airplane  and  turned  out  solutions 
to  many  puzzling  problems.  The  solutions  were  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Authority,  and  the  American  aircraft  industry  and  they  could 
"take  it  or  leave  it."  They  take  it.  And  in  taking  it,  they 
usually  get  all  the  credit  from  the  public  for  the  progress 
that  is  made.  Of  course,  they  are  entitled  to  a  great  share 
of  the  credit  for  their  engineering  experimentation  and  de- 
velopment efforts  in  applying  the  results  of  the  basic  re- 
searches of  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  Rarely  does  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  get 
the  credit  It  deserves.  But  the  amazing  thing  Is.  It  seeks  no 
credit,  and  Is  satisfied  to  know  that  It  has  to  some  extent. 
at  least,  made  possible  the  remarkable  progress  In  aeronautics 
that  is  so  widely  acclaimed  and  that  Is  having  such  tremen- 
dous effect  in  shaping  the  course  of  history  in  our  day. 

Everyone  who  has  visited  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  laboratories  at 
Langley  Field.  Va..  is  tremendously  impressed  with  the  effi- 
ciency and  productivity  of  the  engineers  and  the  importance 
of  the  problems  being  studied — ^from  correcting  the  inherent 
shimmy  in  the  nose  wheel  of  a  tricycle  landing  gear  to  the 
performance  of  a  model  airplane  wing  in  a  tunnel  where  the 
wind  blows  at  700  miles  per  hour.  The  N.  A.  C.  A.  does  not 
develop  things,  as  I  said  before,  but  it  does  strive  constantly 


to  improve  upon  the  principles  currently  In  use  and  thus  ap- 
proach the  perfect  sdrplane  that  was  the  dream  of  the  Wright 
brothers.  And  I  must  tell  you  Dr.  Orville  Wright  is  an  active 
and  valuable  member  of  this  committee  today. 

I  shall  try- to  tell  you  some  of  the  tangible  results  of  the 
committee's  work  that  are  within  the  comprehension  of  all 
of  us.  Yet  these  are  relatively  few  compared  with  the  long 
list  of  scientific  problems  which  have  been  satisfactorily  dis- 
posed of,  and  which,  when  coordinated  and  utilized  in  con- 
struction, have  not  only  made  the  American  Edrplane  what 
it  is  today,  but  have  for  years  shown  the  way  to  other  nations 
and  shed  the  light  of  American  leadership  throughout  the 
world. 

The  fundamental  principle  of  aeronautic  research  is  to  Im- 
prove safety  and  efficiency  and  performance  of  aircraft. 
Safety  is  and  always  will  be  the  first  goal,  and  in  this  regard 
the  work  of  the  committee  will  never  end  until  it  can  virtually 
eliminate  the  human  element  and  its  tendency  to  err.  Al- 
though progress  in  this  respect  is  gratifying,  we  see  no  imme- 
diate prospects  for  complete  victory  on  that  front. 

We  all  know  that  the  factors  which  contributed  so  much  to 
aircraft  accidents  in  the  past  have  been  or  are  rapidly  being 
eliminated  and  that  rare,  indeed,  is  an  aircraft  accident  these 
days  that  is  due  to  inherent  defects  in  its  design  or  construc- 
tion. And  so  we  can  say  that  the  saving  In  human  life  is 
great.  Its  value  cannot  be  estimated  in  dollars  and  cents, 
a  yardstick  which  all  of  us  like  to  apply  to  any  endeavor  when 
we  seek  to  measure  the  return  on  our  investment.  Since  we 
cannot  evaluate  human  life  in  money,  we  will  look  to  the 
other  side  of  the  question — savings  to  the  Government  and 
to  the  air  transportation  industry,  and  consequently  to  all 
the  people,  through  increased  efficiency  in  performance. 

The  great  objective  of  aircraft  engineers  is  to  produce  an 
airplane  that  will  fiy  faster  and  carry  a  heavier  load,  be  It  a 
pay  load  or  a  military  load,  and  do  It  for  the  smallest  possible 
cost  of  construction  and  of  operation.  You  do  not  get  greater 
speed  and  greater  pay  load  simply  by  pouring  more  horse- 
power into  an  engine  that  is  mounted  in  a  plane  designed  20 
years  ago.  And  here  is  where  the  never-ending  search  of 
the  N.  A.  C.  A.  for  the  ideal  airplane  comes  into  play. 
Drag  is  public  enemy  No.  1  of  the  airplane.  It  is  the  "old 
man  of  the  sea"  which  aviation  has  to  carry  on  its  shoulders. 
It  is  a  useless  quality  attaching  to  an  airplane  in  the  form 
of  struts,  wires,  landing  gear,  and  parts  exposed  to  the  air 
such  as  tiny  rivet  heads,  abrupt  angles,  thick  wings,  and 
blunt  noses,  all  of  which  require  additional  horsepower  and 
fuel  to  haul  through  the  air  and  involve  expenditures  that 
produce  nothing  useful  and  which  through  research  might 
to  some  extent  be  converted  into  revenue -producing  loads  or 
greater  military  loads.  That  is  why  the  modern  American 
air  liner  and  military  plane  of  today  look  like  something 
created  by  an  artist  with  a  brush.  Twenty  years  ago  such 
planes  would  have  represented  merely  pretty  pictures,  im- 
possible of  accomplishment.  Yet  you  and  I  will  never  know 
the  long  hours  spent  by  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  scientists  in  working 
out  the  principles  of  a  wing  with  improvements  in  ciuves 
which,  when  built  and  fiown,  mean  greater  speed,  lower  drag, 
and  higher  lift — ^more  pay  load  or  military  load — in  a  word, 
more  efficiency.  That  is  why  modern  American  aircraft  are 
so  sleek  and  clean  and.  compared  with  many  foreign  designs, 
so  superior. 

Each  year  the  saving  in  dollars  to  the  Government  and  to 
the  users  of  aircraft  in  aviation  fuel  and  oil  alone,  due  to  the 
N.  A.  C.  A.'s  war  on  drag,  is  more  than  $10,000,000,  a  sum  far 
in  excess  of  the  annual  appropriations  we  have  made  for  the 
committee.  The  scientific  principles  worked  out  by  the  N.  A. 
C.  A.  and  applied  by  the  aircraft  industry  which  have  brought 
about  these  savings,  and  at  the  same  time  further  increased 
the  safety  and  efficiency  of  our  aircraft,  have  to  do  with  such 
things  as  streamlining  the  engines;  development  of  high-lift 
devices  such  as  wing  flaps  or  "air  brakes";  special  wing  de- 
signs and  curves  for  greater  efficiency;  elimination  of  wing 
roughness  produced  by  rivet  heads,  overlapping  layers  of 
metal  covering,  and  other  siu"face  irregularities;  better  en- 
gine cooling  and  cowling;  reduced  engine  weights;  and  im- 
proved engine  location.    These  are  but  a  very,  very  few  of  the 
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contributions  made  by  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  and  which  have  been 
responsible  for  the  forward  march  of  American  aircraft. 

For  years  our  own  people  found  It  difficult  to  become  en- 
thusiastic over  research  on  airplanes.  Many  of  us  today  feel 
that  our  greatest  need  is  to  build  airplsmes  and  plenty  of 
them.  I.  too,  agree.  But  what  kind  of  airplanes?  Just  any- 
thing with  wings?  What  we  want  are  the  fastest  and  most 
maneuverable  pursuit  planes  with  greater  fire  power  than 
any  other  planes  in  the  world;  the  fastest  bombers  with  more 
bomb  capacity  than  any  potential  enemy  can  carry  and.  in 
additlMi.  with  a  longer  range  of  operation.  And  we  need  the 
ultimate  in  aircraft  types  that  supplement  these  bulwarks  of 
our  national  defense. 

Of  course,  while  we  keep  on  refining  and  exploring  for 
better  aircraft,  we  must  not  hold  up  production.  We  must 
freeze  our  best  new  types  now  and  start  the  factories  going 
at  fuD  blast.  But  we  must  also  keep  our  research  going  at 
full  blast,  to  the  end  that  when  we  reach  a  convenient  point 
In  our  defense-production  program  we  can  retool  and  start 
production  of  new  types  of  aircraft  better  and  greater  in 
every  way  than  the  types  we  now  believe  to  be  equal  or 
superior  to  all  others  in  the  world.  If  we  were  to  stop  air 
research  now.  then  our  air  force  would  bear  a  1940  date  for 
many  years  to  come,  and  we  should  soon  become  so  far  be- 
hind that  we  possibly  could  not  catch  up  with  other  nations. 

For  years  the  great  powers  of  Europe  have  had  their  eyes 
on  our  own  N,  A.  C.  A.  Special  missions  would  come  over 
every  year  not  only  to  see  what  we  were  doing  but  what 
equipment,  machinery,  and  procedure  we  employed  to  get 
our  results.  Those  nations  which  had  great  faith  in  air 
power  as  their  future  weapon  for  aggression  or  defense  went 
to  work  with  a  vengeance  on  research.  In  the  last  2  years 
we  found  ourselves  surpassed  In  the  size  and  niunber  of  re- 
search laboratories  as  well  as  In  research  personnel.  Pro- 
duction Is  a  difficult  task  in  itself,  but  it  is  much  easier  to 
regiment  and  expedite  than  Is  aeronautic  research.  So  the 
aeronautic-research  laboratories  of  at  least  two  European 
nations  got  under  way  far  in  advance  of  the  production  de- 
partments, and  when  they  reached  a  point  where  they  felt 
they  had  the  best  they  could  produce  for  their  particular 
needs  and  purposes,  they  spim  the  wheels  of  industry;  and 
what  do  we  find  today? 

Germany  with  an  air  force  which  has  changed  the  entire 
course  of  the  world  and  revolutionized  the  science  of  war- 
fare; Italy  with  gigantic  research  institutions  and  a  powerful 
air  force,  too.  Disregard  your  personal  feelings  and  look  at 
the  facts  from  a  cold,  technical,  and  military  aspect,  and  here 
is  what  is  behind  Germany's  success  to  date  with  Goering's 
mighty  air  force: 

When  Hitler  came  Into  power  he  immediately  multiplied 
Germany's  aeronautic  research  facilities.  Germany  now  has 
five  major  research  stations  and  four  others.  One  of  these 
stations  has  four  times  the  staff  of  our  N.  A.  C.  A.  laboratory 
at  Langley  Field.  "Hie  total  German  research  organization  is 
now  estimated  to  be  about  four  times  the  size  of  that  of  the 
United  States.  The  current  program  for  expansion  of 
N.  A.  C.  A.  facilities  will  greatly  improve  that  condition.  The 
German  research  facilities  are  modem  and  the  financial  sup- 
port appears  to  be  without  limit.  The  friiits  of  German  con- 
centration on  research  appeared  in  the  devetopment  of  certain 
types  of  military  aircraft  of  superior  performance. 

I  cannot  detail  for  you  what  particular  tangible  devices  and 
accessories  were  developed  or  grew  out  of  Germany's  highly 
efficient  research  laboratories.  But  I  can  say  that  German 
concentration  on  aeronautic  research  and  production  has 
given  that  nation  the  greatest  air  force  in  the  world,  and  in 
consequence  the  art  of  war  has  been  altered  and  the  security 
of  all  nations  threatened. 

Throughout  the  quarter  of  a  centiuy  that  the  N.  A,  C.  A. 
has  kept  the  United  States  well  up  front — and  most  of  the 
time  in  the  lead  in  air  progress — it  has  been  guided  by  great 
scientific  minds,  free  from  politics,  partisan  and  industrial, 
who  have  served  long  and  diligently  and.  mark  you,  without 
compensation.    I  know  of  no  other  organization  in  or  out  of 


government  that  has  built  up  such  an  unimpeachable  record 
of  patriotic  service  and  accomplishment.  Certainly  its  leader- 
ship has  been  enlightened  and  farseeing. 

The  present  chairman  of  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  is  Dr.  Vannevar 
Bush,  who  is  also  president  of  that  Nation-wide  scientific 
organization,  the  Carnegie  Institution,  of  Washington.  Noth- 
ing more  need  be  said  by  way  of  qualifying  this  gentleman  as 
a  scientist  of  the  very  top  rank.  And  he  gives  to  oin-  Govern- 
ment many  hours  of  his  time  without  charge  or  obligation  in 
guiding  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  on  a  compass  course  leading  to  even 
greater  aclilevements,  because  he  believes  the  Committee  and 
its  work  are  absolutely  vital  to  oiu:  national  defense. 

Before  him  and  until  a  few  months  ago  the  Committee 
served  under  the  inspiring  leadership  of  Dr.  Joseph  S.  Ames, 
retired  president  of  Johns  Hopkins  University.  That  distin- 
guished and  beloved  scientist  had  to  forego  his  co-duous  duties 
after  serving  as  chairman  for  20  years  because  of  ill  health. 
Laying  aside  his  scientific  contributions  to  the  advancement 
of  aeronautics,  which  are  too  voluminous  to  record  here,  let 
me  measure  his  ability  by  saying  that  in  all  the  years  he  served 
as  head  of  this  group  he  was  never  denied  support  by  the  Con- 
gress for  a  single  recommendation.  I  know  of  no  greater 
tribute  to  public  confidence  in  integrity,  leadership,  and  effi- 
ciency than  that.  All  you  need  do  to  confirm  this  statement 
is  to  read  the  record  or  consult  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  WooDRUMl.  Let  It  also  be  said  that  when  others  sought 
to  destroy  this  organization  by  curtailing  its  modest  appro- 
priations, the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  WoodrumI  led  a 
successful  fight  against  them. 

But  the  actual  work  of  the  committee,  the  countless  tech- 
nical details  and  perplexing  scientific  problems,  could  not 
be  carried  out  by  leaders  of  the  caliber  I  have  Just  named 
without  a  permanent,  well -organized  staff  of  full-time  ex- 
perts. And  chief  among  these  is  the  director  of  aeronautical 
research.  Dr.  George  W.  Lewis.  Dr.  Lewis  personifies  and 
typifies  the  truly  efficient  scientific  research  organization 
that  he  has  labored  quietly  at  his  offices  here  in  Washington 
and  at  the  Langley  Field  laboratory  for  many  years  to  de- 
velop. He  is  Interested  only  In  overcoming  the  obstacles  that 
still  stand  in  the  path  of  the  ideal  aircraft.  Dr.  Lewis' 
office  is  the  clearing  house  through  which  all  research  prob- 
lems must  pass  to  the  laboratory,  and  It  Is  his  tremendous 
responsibility  to  direct  the  research  on  the  basic  problems 
confronting  the  Army.  Navy,  and  civil  aeronautics  and  fol- 
low them  through  the  laboratory  for  solution.  Only  a  man 
of  extensive  technical  knowledge  and  experience  could  fill 
such  an  important  post,  and  Dr.  Lewis  has  again  and  again 
proven  through  the  years  that  he  Is  the  right  man  In  the 
right  place. 

We  must  never  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  air  defense  of 
this  Nation  has  its  foundation  in  the  work  of  the  N.  A.  C.  A. 
Army  and  Navy  aircraft  of  the  greatest  possible  perform- 
ance are  vitally  necessary  to  protect  this  hemisphere  from 
aggression.  Our  commercial  aircraft,  to  further  our  world 
commerce,  must  also  be  superior  in  performance  to  the  com- 
mercial aircraft  of  any  other  nation.  And  for  these  superior 
aircraft,  military  and  commercial,  we  can  turn  but  to  the 
N.  A.  C.  A. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  heard  the  nunor  some  Members 
today  will  offer  amendments  to  this  bill  to  reduce  the  ap- 
propriation for  this  engine  research  laboratory.  I  appeal  to 
them  and  to  you  to  read  the  hearings  on  this  bill.  Turn  to 
page  38  and  read  what  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  Dr. 
Bush,  had  to  say.  Read  Dr.  Lewis'  statement  and  then  I 
am  sure  you  will  realize  that  no  matter  what  you  provide 
for  in  this  blD  no  part  of  the  money  can  be  spent  to  more 
advantage  that  the  appropriation  I  refer  to.    [Applause.  1 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Anderson]. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  heartUy 
endorse  the  statement  Just  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Cochran]  with  reference  to  the  National  Advisory 
Committee  for  Aeronautics.  This  organization  is  doing  splen- 
did work  in  furthering  the  development  of  both  civil  and 
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military  aviation.  I  trust  that  the  House  will  approve  the 
items  contained  in  the  pending  bill  for  further  reseaxidi 
facilities  for  the  N.  A.  C.  A. 

The  importance  of  aviation  in  modem  warfare  cannot  be 
overlooked.  We  are  continually  reminded  that  no  army, 
either  offensive  or  defensive,  can  be  properly  effective  with- 
out adequate  air  support.  It  is  unfortunate  that  the  aero- 
plane has  been  perfected  as  a  machine  of  death  and  de- 
struction as  well  as  for  more  peaceful  pursuits,  but  such  is 
the  case.  It  therefore  becomes  necessary  for  the  United 
States  once  again  to  take  the  lead  in  air  research  and 
development. 

I  have  had  the  opportunity  of  going  through  the  N.  A. 
C.  A.  research  station  at  Langley  Field.  Va..  and  to  say  that 
I  was  Impressed  with  the  activities  there  is  to  put  it  mildly. 
Many  of  the  improvements  now  in  universal  use  on  both 
civil  and  military  planes  are  the  direct  result  of  the  pains- 
taking work  of  the  N.  A.  C.  A.,  and  I  cannot  commend  them 
too  highly  for  their  continued  efforts  in  the  field  of  air 
advancement. 

It  was  gratifying  to  have  Moffett  Field,  located  in  my  dis- 
trict In  California,  selected  as  the  site  for  the  second  major 
research  station  in  the  United  States.  Work  is  progressing 
rapidly  on  the  various  units  which  are  to  be  erected  there, 
and  when  completed  we  will  undoubtedly  have  the  most 
modern  research  laboratory  in  the  world.  This  means  in- 
creased aviation  activity,  more  Jobs,  and  above  all.  additional 
refinements  in  aeroplane  construction,  which  will  place  the 
United  States  again  in  the  lead  in  the  field  of  aviation 
development. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  now  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  GearhartI. 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  in  which  it  is  my  privilege  to  hold  membership, 
has  promptly  responded  to  the  demands  of  the  people  in 
respect  to  the  emergency  into  which  this  Nation  has  been 
plunged. 

Working  under  high  pressm-e  and  m  accordance  with  the 
national  demand  for  speedy  action,  this  oldest  and  proudest  of 
all  the  legislative  committees  yesterday  presented  to  the  Con- 
gress and  commended  to  Its  membership  a  bill  which,  if 
enacted  ultimately  into  law,  will  raise  for  use  in  the  de- 
velopment and  improvement  of  our  national  defense  the  sum 
of  $1,006,000,000. 

This  bill  may  not  be  perfect  in  every  one  of  Its  phases  oe- 
cause  it  has  been  produced  under  extraordinary  circumstances 
and  in  recognition  of  the  demand  for  action  right  now.  Any 
fears  that  may  be  expressed  in  this  regard  can  be  disregarded 
as  the  Congress  can  and,  I  feel.  will,  correct  any  unduly  harth 
or  Inaccurate  provisions  which  more  leisurely  study  may  re- 
veal— ^unless  this  Congress  is  adjourned  In  utter  defiance  of  a 
clearly  indicated  popular  demand  that  It  remain  in  session 
throughout  the  emergency. 

CONGSESS  SHOT7LD  NOT  AOJOTTRN 

This  illustrates  Just  one  reason  why  the  Congress  should 
not  adjourn.  With  the  enactment  of  the  bill  by  the  House 
of  Representatives,  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  should 
now  proceed  to  a  calm  and  dispassionate  review  of  the  entire 
taxation  problem  with  a  view  to  the  rewriting  of  an  entirely 
new  tax  bill,  one  which  will  eliminate  all  unjust  and  unequal 
levies,  one  which  will  establish  a  system  which  is  fair  to  every- 
one. 

There  Is  no  reason  why  Congress  should  desert  its  post  in 
this  emergency.  Where,  other  than  in  Washington,  Mr. 
Chairman,  should  the  Congress  be  when  an  emergency  befalls 
our  country? 

PSZTAHISNCSS  AGAINST  WAS 

Adjustment  of  otu-  taxation  system  is  not  the  only  problem 
now  before  the  country.  The  immediate  expansion  of  our 
national  defense  to  the  point  where  this  country  can,  if  needs 
be.  ward  off  any  nation  or  any  combination  of  nations  that 
may  attack  us.  Invade  our  shores,  or  insult  our  fiag  could  of 
Itself  well  engage  the  constant  from  day  to  day  attention  of 
the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government.    The  problem  of 


war  profiteering  which  has  brought  disgrace  upon  our  people 
in  every  emergency  of  the  dasrs  gone  by  is  bound  to  reoccur 
unless  legislative  means  are  devised  to  prevent  it.  Then  there 
is  the  ever-present  proUem  of  the  enemy  within  our  gates. 
Spies,  saboteurs,  bunders.  Fascists,  Communists — yea.  even 
traitors — ^infest  our  land.  That  the  legislation  on  the  statute 
books  at  the  moment  is  inadequate  to  meet  all  phases  of  the 
problem  presented  by  these  subversive  groups  cannot  be  suc- 
cessfully denied. 

PSXPASEDNXSS  FOR  FEACB 

Not  only  should  Congress  remain  in  session  to  take  care  of 
these  problems:  The  inevitable  problems  which  will  arise  out 
of  the  return  of  peace  to  the  world  should  not  be  blinked, 
ignored.  There  is  no  one  who  but  realizes  that  the  condition 
of  belligerency  in  which  the  world  is  now  involved  will  not 
continue  forever.  At  the  present  moment,  over  100,000,000 
people  in  Europe  are  engaged  in  war  work,  directly  or  in- 
directly. ITie  Instant  the  armistice  is  signed  and  peace  re- 
turns to  the  world,  this  vast  horde  of  people  will  return  to 
peacetime  activities,  produce  goods  in  great  quantities,  search 
for  markets  and,  we  must  not  forget,  that  one  of  these,  the 
best  of  them  all,  is  the  American  market. 

The  assault  that  will  be  made  upon  the  American  market 
by  foreign  producers  and  manufacturers  is  bound  to  be  most 
intensive,  persistent,  and  determined.  Defensive  methods 
must  be  devised.  If  we  blink  the  fact  we  may.  in  the  peace- 
time rivalries  that  will  follow  in  the  wake  of  war.  suffer  de- 
feats in  our  domestic  and  foreign  markets  as  disastrous  In 
their  consequences  as  any  that  might  be  met  with  in  war. 

Congress  might  well  devote  a  part  of  its  time  to  the  matter 
of  preparedness  for  peace. 

There  are  plenty  who  imder  the  excitement  of  the  moment, 
will  give  their  attention  to  the  subject  of  preparation  for  war. 
The  Congress,  composed  as  It  is.  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  should  give  a  portion  of  its  attention  at  this  time  to 
the  strengthening  of  our  ramparts  against  the  assaults  upon 
our  markets  which  are  bound  to  occur  the  instant  that  peace 
reigns  again  In  this  sorely  distracted  world. 

As  we  prepare  against  our  possible  Involvement  in  war,  let 
us  likewise  prepare  for  the  peace  that  is  to  follow  when  the 
guns  are  silenced  and  men  no  longer  march.     [  Applause.  1 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  now  to  the 
gentleman  from  Penni^ylvania  [Mr.  KunkelJ. 

Mr.  KUNKEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  each  day  the  rumors  that 
Congress  will  adjourn  shortly  grow  more  convincing  and 
more  definite.  Each  day  the  announcements  from  the  White 
House  at  the  other  end  of  Pennsylvania  Avenue  more  clearly 
show  that  Congress  Is  to  be  adjourned  in  10  days  or  shortly 
thereafter.  At  a  recent  press  conference  the  President  Is  re- 
ported by  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  to  have  said  that — 

He  saw  no  reason  why  Congress  should  continue  In  session  for  the 
duration  of  the  emergency.  Sarcastically,  he  said  the  situation  did 
not  require  Congress  to  remain  In  session  except  for  the  laudable 
goal  of  delivering  speeches.  "* 

Yet  in  this  very  statement,  Mr.  Roosevelt  calls  attention  to 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  great  existing  national  emergency,  and 
he  has  also  called  attention  to  this  fact  in  recent  speeches 
and  messages  to  the  Congress. 

These  conflicting  statements  of  (1)  a  severe  crisis  In  na- 
tional and  international  affairs  plus  (2)  eviderice  of  an  inten- 
tion to  cause  the  adjourrunent  of  Congress,  coupled  with  de- 
cisive recent  actions  taken  without  consulting  Congress,  com- 
pel the  fear  and  even  the  belief  that  Mr.  Roosevelt  intends 
to  act  in  the  future  without  consulting  Congress.  Only  di- 
rect pressure  from  Mr.  Roosevelt  can  cause  an  adjournment 
at  this  time.  If  he  insists  on  taking  this  responsibility,  it 
certainly  warrants  the  assumption  that  he  does  not  expect 
to  be  held  accountable  m  the  future  for  his  actions  in  the 
position  of  trust  he  now  holds. 

If  we  are -to  retain  our  representative  democracy,  it  must 
be  by  conqerted  action  on  the  part  of  the  various  branches 
of  the  Government.  In  England  today,  where  the  condition 
of  the  government  is  so  much  more  critical  than  our  own. 
Parliament  is  in  session  and  Britain's  Prime  Minister,  despite 
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his  vast  onergency  powers,  consults  with  Parliament  and  ac- 
counts to  it  for  his  actions.  While  calling  attention  to  Eng- 
land's democracy,  it  might  be  well  to  follow  England's  exam- 
ple and  thus  insure  the  preservation  of  our  own  Republic  and 
our  own  institutions.  By  following  the  example  of  Churchill, 
rather  than  that  of  Hitler,  President  Roosevelt  will  gain  a 
far  greater  response  from  the  American  people. 

COMCBXSS  HAS  OOIfK  DTICIXHT  WCmK  SO  TAB 

In  the  future,  when  the  history  of  this  era  is  written  and 
compared  with  the  history  of  other  eras,  there  will  be  no 
brighter  pages  than  those  in  which  is  unfolded  the  story  of 
how  the  American  Congress  functioned  during  the  past  few 
weeks.  No  political  party  will  be  able  to  disclose  as  fine  a 
record  of  cooperation  for  the  national  welfare  as  has  the 
Republican  Party  ever  since  last  September,  when  the  roll 
was  called  for  the  special  session,  liie  Congress  has  shown 
nonpartisanshlp  and  It  has  shown — what  Is  all  the  more  re- 
markable In  so  large  a  body — speed.  It  has  amply  proven 
that  it  is  cai>able  of  doing  its  part.  So.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
President  and  the  Congress  are  a  team,  why  dispense  with  all 
but  one  of  the  team? 

KXSTTLT  or  AN  KICZXCENCT  WTrH   CONCKXSS  OXTT  OF   SCSSION 

It  is  admitted  on  all  sides  that  no  one  can  tell  what  the 
» future  holds  in  store  in  these  iinhappy  days.  We  cannot  tell 
what  crises  may  arise.  We  cannot  tell  what  action  will  be 
demanded.  It  would  take  at  least  1  week,  and  probably 
longer,  to  call  a  special  session  and  get  Congress  into  action. 
National  and  international  emergencies  are  like  time  and 
tide — they  wait  for  no  one.  Supix)se  an  emergency  should 
arise  after  adjournment — one  requiring  immediate  action. 
Only  three  results  are  possible:  First,  failure  to  take  the  re- 
quired action  in  time;  second,  have  the  President  act  with- 
out authority:  or.  third,  clothe  him  with  emergency  powers 
before  adjournment  so  as  to  enable  the  President  to  act  as 
he  sees  fit.  Failure  to  act  would  very  possibly  sacrifice  our 
national  welfare  and  our  integrity  as  a  nation,  and  Is  un- 
thinkable for  that  reason.  Either  of  the  other  courses  sacri- 
fices our  representative  democracy  and  our  republican  form 
of  government,  and  should  be  equally  unthinkable  to  any 
citizen  of  our  land  of  liberty  and  freedom. 

Clothing  the  President  with  such  authority  necessarily  must 
Include  giving  him  the  discretion  to  decide  when  to  use  the 
authority. 

Palling  to  have  the  machinery  of  our  Republic  in  action  so 
that  it  can  perform  Its  proper  duties  d\irlng  a  period  in  which 
we  know  crises  may  arise  also,  to  a  lesser  degree,  clothes  the 
executive  department  with  a  similar  authority  and  a  similar 
discretion  by  the  very  nature  of  the  case. 

Mr.  Chairman,  If  and  when  Congress  leaves  Washington,  the 
entire  control  of  our  National  Government  rests  in  the  hands 
and  in  the  Impulses  of  one  elected  oflcial.  The  Chief  Execu- 
tive, the  President,  will  be  the  only  elected  official  in  the 
National  Capital.  No  matter  how  much  they  may  approve 
of  that  official,  I  wonder  if  the  American  people  are  willing 
to  have  such  a  situation  exist  In  times  such  as  these.  Powers 
and  discretionary  authority,  once  granted  or  assimied.  are 
only  regained  by  blood  and  the  sword. 

CONGRESS  HAS  IMPORTANT  PrNDtNO  BUMINCSS 

While  awaiting  a  possible  emergency,  Congress  could  do 
some  most  constructive  work.  The  present  tax  bill  is  a  hur- 
riedly devised,  hastily  drafted  one.  which  is  full  of  Inequalities. 
It  relies  partly  on  hidden  taxes  which  fall  indiscriminately  on 
citizens  without  regard  to  their  ability  to  pay.  It  does  not 
raise  a  sufficient  amount  of  revenue  to  meet  the  gigantic  debt 
created  by  the  recurring  deficits  of  the  past  7  years.  Added 
to  our  present  expected  national  income,  it  will  not  even  come 
close  to  balancing  the  Budget  during  our  next  fiscal  year  If 
the  Government  continues  to  spend  at  the  rate  it  has  been 
spending  during  the  past  few  years.  It  does  not  even  raise 
enough  to  take  care  of  our  present  obvious  reqtiirements  for 
national  defense  alone.  Congress  should  immediately  take  up 
the  study  of  the  general  tax  question  so  that  an  adequate  and 
fair  program  could  be  enacted  as  soon  as  possible.  This  pro- 
gram should  be  based  on  ability  to  pay. 


There  have  been  estimates,  ranging  as  high  as  six  hundred 
and  fifty  millions,  of  the  savings  that  could  be  effected  in  our 
Federal  Government.  These  exclude  cuts  in  national  defense, 
fixed  charges,  and  pensions  and  the  like.  Surely  this  matter 
should  receive  immediate  consideration  by  Congress. 

I  firmly  believe  in  taking  steps  to  prevent  war  profits  and 
war  millionaires.  This  is  one  of  the  President's  favorite  topics 
in  his  speeches  and  press  releases.  But  the  present  emer- 
gency tax  bill  contains  no  provisions  designed  to  accomplish 
this  result.  Secretary  Morgenthau  now  says  that  the  next 
Congress — January  1941 — should  make  Increases  in  taxes 
retroactive  to  1940  income  to  curb  war  millionaires.  It  re- 
minds one  of  the  aid  the  President  might  have  been  able  to 
send  to  the  Allies  if  he  had  taken  steps  to  have  our  country 
prepared  and  if  he  had  had  our  war  material  on  hand  and 
up  to  date  instead  of  on  order  and  in  speeches.  War  profits 
should  have  been  guarded  against  before  now.  War  profits 
have  been  accruing  for  months  past.  Surely  this  Congress 
should  take  immediate  steps  to  lay  the  necessary  taxes,  in- 
stead of  following  the  administration's  normal  course  of  lock- 
ing the  stable  doors  after  the  horse  is  stolen,  or  of  failing  to 
have  any  horse  at  all. 

There  are  millions  of  people  who  want  the  Townsend  bill 
and  the  General  Welfare  Act  considered.  I  do  not  think  these 
bills  should  be  brought  to  the  fioor  without  proper  committee 
hearings  and  study;  but  if  we  stay  in  session,  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  could  and  should  hold  hearings  on  these 
bills  with  a  view  to  reporting  them  or  some  satisfactory  sub- 
stitute. 

The  Dies  committee  is  preparing  a  bill  to  deal  with  "fifth 
column"  activities  and  subversive  influences.  How  can  Con- 
gress neglect  to  consider  such  a  bill  as  quickly  as  possible? 
DaUy  we  stand  in  fear  of  the  "fifth  column"  and  the  Trojan 
horse.  We  should  take  immediate  action  to  guard  ourselves. 
A  fireside  chat  is  hardly  a  substitute  for  trained  personnel 
against  the  "fifth  column." 

S.  2009.  the  onmibus  transportation  bill,  is  a  vitally  impor- 
tant piece  of  legislation  of  great  importance  to  my  own  par- 
ticular district  that  will  be  lost  in  the  shuffle  if  Congress  ad- 
journs. Every  railroad  man — management  and  employee — 
wants  to  see  this  conference  report  brought  to  vote  again  and 
passed.    It  rates  almost  as  a  national- defense  measiu'e. 

The  problem  of  granting  a  blanket  authorization  to  call  out 
the  National  Guard  and  the  Reserves  would  not  even  arise 
if  Congress  stayed  in  session  prepared  to  act  when,  as,  and  if 
necessary,  and  to  the  extent  necessary. 

I  could  continue  this  list  more  or  less  indefinitely.  The 
CivU  Service  bill,  the  Neely  bill,  the  Hatch  bill,  the  Walter- 
Logan  bill  are  a  few  of  the  major  pieces  of  legislation  unacted 
upon  today  and  unlikely  to  be  acted  upon  if  we  adjourn 
Jime  22. 

IVEN    SPEECH    MAKING    HAS    ITS    tTSXS 

Even  the  laudable  goal  of  delivering  speeches  has  a  very 
useful  purpose  in  times  such  as  these.  The  President  may 
refer  sarcastically  to  this,  but  he  rarely  misses  the  opportunity 
to  make  a  speech.  When  he  does  make  one  he  never  fails  to 
have  a  Nation-wide  hook-up  on  every  broadcasting  system  in 
the  country,  be  it  message  to  Congress,  fireside  chat,  Jackson 
Day  dinner  talk.  University  graduation  day  speech,  or  just  a 
plain,  uncamouflaged  political  stump  speech.  He  evidently 
asstmies  that  this  is  proper  in  his  case.  To  a  degree  it  is.  Why 
should  not  others  give  their  views  through  the  much  more  lim- 
ited channels  at  their  disposal  to  the  people  of  the  country? 
All  true  Americans  should  be  heard.  We  are  all  working  and 
struggling  toward  the  twin  goals  of  national  protection  and 
national  welfare.  Many  shades  of  opinion  exist  today.  We 
want  to  find  the  right  course.  We  want  to  chart  our  course 
correctly  and  accurately.  How  can  we  proceed  better  than 
through  the  medium  of  free  speech  and  free  debate?  Errors 
such  as  appeared  in  the  President's  recent  fireside  chat — obvi- 
ous as  they  were  to  those  at  all  conversant  with  the  true 
facts— could  not  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  people  If 
no  forum  was  available.  The  American  people  are  entitled  to 
the  facts  today.  Have  they  been  receiving  them  during  the 
past  months?    Has  Congress  Itself  been  receiving  the  facts? 
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The  President  has  not  presented  all  the  facts  at  his  dis- 
posal either  to  the  people  or  to  Congress  during  past  years  and 
months.  Each  succeeding  statement  shows  that  preceding 
statements  have  only  disclosed  just  what  the  President  wanted 
to  make  known  at  that  time,  llie  criterion  as  to  what  was 
disclosed  or  left  undisclosed  at  any  particular  time  has  clearly 
been  political  expediency  rather  than  a  desire  to  lay  bare  the 
full  and  complete  state  of  facts.  In  his  speech  at  Charlottes- 
ville the  President  first  told  of  discussions  back  and  forward 
with  Mussolini  extending  over  a  j)eriod  of  months  past.  He 
had  not  mentioned  them  before.  This  is  not  the  way  in  which 
an  Executive  should  treat  a  free  people.  The  recent  Stettinius 
report  on  the  subject  of  industrial  mobilization  for  national 
defense  has  never  been  made  public,  nor  has  it  been  made 
available  in  any  form  to  Members  of  the  -Senate  or  Members 
of  the  House.  TTie  message  to  Congress  on  defense  and  the 
fireside  chat  were  highly  contradictory,  but  both  represented 
What  apparently  was  politically  wise — as  far  as  the  third  term 
was  concerned — at  the  time.  I  could  cite  many  other  in- 
stances, but  you  will  not  have  to  think  long  to  recall  such 
Instances  yourself. 

Until  such  time  as  the  Congress  feels  sure  that  all  impor- 
tant facts  regarding  foreign  relations,  national  defense,  and 
other  pressing  topics  are  in  their  hands.  Congress  should  stay 
in  session.  Then  when  the  facts  finally  are  made  available 
Members  of  Congress  will  be  here  where  they  will  \?e  in 
position  to  take  the  necessary  steps  and  not  back  home  where 
they  will  be  helpless  to  act. 

There  is  every  Indication  that  the  j)eopIe  In  my  district  are 
extremely  concerned  about  the  question  of  adjournment  and 
are  extremely  anxious  to  have  Congress  stay  in  session  until 
such  time  as  conditions  change  for  the  better.  Apparently 
this  sentiment  is  general  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  Nation.  I  hope  that  this  general  public  sentiment  will 
result  in  the  President  changing  his  present  attitude;  or,  fail- 
ing that,  that  the  membership  of  this  Congress  will  see  fit  to 
vote  down  any  move  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  frcm  Michigan  [Mr.  Engel]. 

Mr.  ENGEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  any  student  of  military 
science  will  agree  that  the  two  factors  that  have  brought 
the  German  Army  to  the  forefront  were  research  and  de- 
velopment and  industrial  mobilization.  A  year  ago  when 
Colonel  Lindbergh  and  General  Arnold,  Chief  of  the  Army 
Air  Corps,  testified  before  the  Vf'iT  Department  Subcommittee 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee  I  took  each  type  of  Ameri- 
can war  plane,  including  the  pursuit  plane,  the  bomber,  and 
the  training  plane,  and  put  down  on  one  side  the  speed  of 
that  plane  and  on  the  other  side  the  speed  of  the  Germ.an 
plane  against  which  it  had  to  go  In  case  of  war.  There  was 
no  question  about  the  fact  that  we  were  away  behind  in  speed 
on  every  type  of  plane,  with  one  exception. 

Colonel  Lindbergh  testified  at  that  time  that  we  are  from 
3  to  5  years  behind  Germany  in  research  and  development. 
I  want  to  talk  this  afternoon  on  the  question  of  research  and 
development.  Tuo  years  ago  I  heard  Gen.  Malln  Craig,  then 
Chief  of  Staff,  talk  by  radio  to  the  Army  pressvue  cabin 
plane  that  was  33,000  feet  in  the  air — 33,000  feet  is  6  miles. 
Sound  travels  a  mile  In  5  secords.  It  took  30  seconds  for 
that  sound  to  come  from  that  plane  down  to  where  a  sounding 
apparatus  might  be  located.  A  plane  traveling  300  miles  an 
hour  today  is  obsolete,  yet  that  plane  will  travel  5  miles  in  1 
minute,  or  a  mile  in  12  seconds. 

Our  objective  today — and  I  think  the  Germans  have  reached 
that  objective — is  a  plane  that  will  travel  450  miles  an  hour, 
or  a  mile  In  8  seconds.  In  other  words,  planes  are  now  ap- 
proaching in  speed  the  speed  of  sound.  A  plane  that  is  33,000 
feet  in  the  air,  traveling  at  300  miles  an  hour,  would  travel 
2^2  miles  during  those  30  seconds  that  it  takes  the  sound  to 
get  from  the  plane  to  the  earth.  If  it  were  going  450  miles 
an  hour  It  would  travel  4  miles  during  the  30  seconds  it  would 
take  sound  to  travel  to  the  earth  6  miles  below.  All  we  could 
tell  from  that  sounding  apparatus  below  is  that  30  seconds  ago 
33,000  feet  In  the  air  was  an  airplane,  and  that  that  plane 
was  from  2  >  2  to  4  miles  from  that  spot  in  any  one  of  a  him- 


dred  different  directions  by  the  time  the  sound  reached  the 
earth. 

So  we  had  to  tackle  the  problem  of  inventing  a  device  that 
would  detect  that  plane  instantly  without  loss  of  those  30 
seconds.  Laboratory  research  gave  us  the  answer  in  a 
detector. 

I  am  pleased  to  find  that  these  bills  for  the  first  time 
contain  an  adequate  amount  for  research  and  development. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Rich]  to  strike  out  the  amount  for  the 
engine  laboratory  will  not  succeed.  The  laboratory  Is  the 
place  where  the  War  Department  or  the  Navy  Department 
does  its  original  research  work.  It  was  in  the  laboratory  that 
they  determined  how  much  faster  a  plane  would  go  if  we 
could  eliminate  the  bulge  which  is  caused  by  the  V-type  motor 
that  sets  In  the  wing.  They  determined  the  additional  speed 
they  could  acquire  with  the  same  horsepower  if  they  could 
eliminate  that  bulge.  It  was  in  the  laboratory  where  the 
pressure  cabins,  the  supercharger,  the  flat  type  motor  with 
parallel  pi§tons  and  many  other  important  improvements 
were  developed. 

This  bill  provides  for  a  balanced  research  program,  a  pro- 
gram which  will  provide  for  laboratories  in  which  the  ori^nal 
research  can  be  done,  and  a  program  which  will  make  avail- 
able industrial  brains;  an  engine  plant,  or  a  wing  plant,  or  a 
body  plant,  for  applied  research  in  developing  in  the  factories 
the  ideas  developed  in  the  laboratory. 

So  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking  out  the 
amount  provided  for  fundamental  research  or  tlie  original 
laboratory  will  not  prevail. 

Mr.  STEFAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ENGEL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Rich  1  is  not  on  the  fioor  at  present,  but  I  understood  he  was 
not  opposed  to  research  or  laboratory  work,  but  thought  there 
would  be  some  possibility  of  subsidizing  private  industry, 
which  already  has  laboratories,  where  this  same  work  could 
be  done.  Of  course,  you  and  I  understand  we  did  not  vote  for 
that  amendment. 

Mr.  ENGEL.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  We  do  have  two  of  these  laboratories  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  ENGEL.    Yes. 

Mr.  STEFAN.    This  will  be  the  third  one. 

Mr.  ENGEL.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  STEFAN.   When  can  we  complete  this  third  laboratory? 

Mr.  ENGEL.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  The  gentleman  knows  that  he  and  I  voted 
against  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to 
amend  this  bill.  I  am  for  this  laboratory.  In  justice  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  however,  I  think  It  Is  only 
fair  to  say  that  he  is  not  opposed  to  research.  He  thinks, 
however,  that  the  work  can  be  done  in  private  laboratories. 

Mr.  ENGEL,  But  private  laboratories  will  not  do  funda- 
mental, original  research  of  the  type  required  by  the  Army 
and  Navy.  Private  laboratories  will  not,  for  instance,  delve 
into  the  question  of  wind  friction  on  a  wing.  What  we  want 
is  for  the  Army  to  say  what  they  need  and  then  have  it 
developed. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  ENGEL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  would  like  to  say  to  the  gentleman 
for  my  own  benefit  and  for  the  sake  of  the  record  that  in 
modern  warfare  with  its  terrific  instniments  of  destruction 
laboratory  work  is  of  far  greater  Importance  and  will  be  in 
the  future  than  it  has  been  in  the  past. 

Mr.  ENGEL.  Absolutely;  and  this  laboratory  represents 
only  a  small  F>art  of  the  total  amount  of  research  money  in 
the  three  bills  we  have  considered  here. 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  I  believe  the  gentleman  was  going 
to  tell  us  the  number  of  research  laboratories  that  Germany 
had.    Does  he  recall? 

Mr.  STEFAN.    I  believe  they  have  18. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
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Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  3^eld  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Snyder], 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  I  may  have  ren- 
dered some  slight  service  to  my  country  during  the  last  few 
years  as  chairman  of  the  House  Subcommittee  on  Army  Ap- 
propriations. My  committee  sat  many  weeks  in  hearings 
and  In  conferences  with  reference  to  legislation  pertaining 
to  appropriations  for  national  defense.  I  had  Intended 
today  to  make  a  brief  address,  but  since  Congress  was  called 
into  session  this  noon  I  had  a  conference  with  one  of  our 
Intelligence  Service  men  who  was  close  to  Sedan  when  the 
Germans  came  through.  As  a  result  of  that  conference.  I 
am  convinced  that  had  the  French  and  the  EInglish  taken 
the  time  they  used  in  talking  to  build  tanks  and  airplanes, 
the  Oermans  would  not  be  at  the  gates  of  Paris  today. 

Feeling  that  this  Is  not  a  time  for  speeches  but  a  time 
for  action,  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
.   Mr.  WIQGLESWORTH.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  Miller  1 .  ^ 

Mr.  MTT.T.Fq  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  Commit- 
tee. It  is  most  unfortunate  that  at  a  time  when  Congress  is 
passing  legislation  to  strengthen  our  national  defense  with  all 
possible  speed  that  certain  columnists  and  even  a  few  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  have  seen  fit  to  question  the  patriotism  of 
Members  who  disagree  with  certain  proposals  already  made 
by  the  President.  At  a  time  when  every  decision,  when  every 
pobcy  we  adopt  may  well  affect  the  future  well-being  of  our 
country,  it  Is  important  that  we  have  full  and  free  debate 
before  any  program  is  adopted.  This  is  a  poor  time  to  adopt 
the  practice  of  taking  orders,  regardless  of  where  those  orders 
originate,  instead  of  formulating  decisions. 

In  the  closing  minutes  of  debate  in  the  House  yesterday, 
while  on  the  tax  bill,  I  listened  to  the  words  of  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCor- 
icACKl.  I  always  find  the  distinguished  gentleman  both  in- 
teresting and  instructive,  whether  participating  in  a  factual 
discussion  or  making  a  political  speech  for  the  Record.  The 
substance  of  his  plea  yesterday  was  that  the  country  and 
Congress  should  be  united.  Certainly  we  should  be  united  in 
our  desire  and  effort  to  improve  our  national  defense,  but 
that  does  not  mean  we  should  be  in  absolute  agreement  with 
every  suggestion  submitted  to  Congress.  Only  through  ade- 
quate debate  and  discussion  can  the  best  possible  means  of 
defense  be  acquired.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
pointed  to  the  lack  of  unity  In  Europe.  He  stated  that  the 
British  Parliament  had  fiddled  while  the  country  burned,  or 
words  to  that  effect.  I  submit  that  the  present  situation  in 
Europe  has  been  brought  about,  at  least  partly,  by  too  much 
unity.  In  Germany,  for  example,  minorities  were  not  al- 
lowed to  exist.  The  desires  of  Hitler  were  immediately 
fulfilled. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield  right  there? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman  will  remember  that  I 
confined  my  remarks  to  England  and  Prance.  What  the 
gentleman  says  about  other  countries  I  will  agree  with. 

Mr.  MILLER.  It  is  certainly  true  that  France  had  no 
effective  minority  during  the  last  3  years. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  respect  the  gentleman's  views  but  I 
think  the  gentleman  is  somewhat  misinformed  about  the  his- 
tory of  recent  times.  I  think  he  will  find  that  In  the  case  of 
the  French  there  was  great  disunity. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  hardly  seems  necessary  for 
me  to  take  the  time  of  the  House  to  say  that  I  have  the 
greatest  of  affection  for  the  people  of  France.  The  fact  that 
I  am  of  British  descent  speaks  for  Itself.  I  am  not  willing  to 
admit  that  France  and  Great  Britain  are  licked.  They  may 
lose  this  phase  of  the  war.  but  I  do  not  believe  that  they 
will  give  up  until  Hitler  and  all  he  stands  for  has  been  de- 
feated. 

Frankly,  I  am  disturbed  by  many  of  the  acts  of  oiu"  Gov- 
ernment, taken  In  the  past  few  weeks.    It  seems  to  me  we 


are  following  the  very  road  we  followed  In  1917.  Last  Mmi- 
day  night  I  sat  up  imtil  2:30  a.  m.  reading  the  Congressional 
Record  of  April  1  to  5,  reading  the  debate  on  the  resolution 
that  took  us  into  the  last  war.  Member  after  Memlaer  stood 
in  the  Well  of  this  House  and  assxu-ed  Congress  and  the  coun- 
try that  if  the  resolution  were  adopted,  it  did  not  mean  that 
we  would  send  an  army  to  France.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
the  Allies  did  not  need  men.  they  needed  mimitions  and 
credits,  and  we  were  going  to  provide  the  needed  munitions 
and  credits  and  perhaps  send  our  Navy  as  an  escort  to  our 
commercial  shipping.  A  few  short  weeks  later  it  was  decided 
to  send  an  Army  of  25.000  men  to  France,  not  because  they 
were  needed,  but  solely  to  show  the  AlUes  that  we  were 
squarely  behind  them — a  sort  of  token  payment,  as  tt  were. 

In  this  country  we  still  have  freedom  of  the  press  and 
freedom  of  the  radio— those  two  privileges  should  not  be 
abused  at  this  time.  It  is  imperative  that  every  statement 
made  by  representatives  of  our  Oovemment.  which  goes  out 
over  the  radio,  should  be  carefully  considered.  The  words 
written  in  our  newspapers  by  columnists  and  others  should 
contain  nothing  but  the  truth.  I  was  startled  last  Sunday, 
while  listening  to  the  Forum  of  the  Air,  to  bear  the  distln- 
,  guished  chairman  of  the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee 
[Mr.  May  J  make  the  statement  that  our  aircraft  Industry 
has  so  stepped  up  production  that  our  own  needs  can  be 
provided  for  almost  at  once.  The  testimony  of  General 
Arnold  before  the  committee  of  this  House  will  not  justify 
such  a  statement.  Then.  too.  in  last  night's  Washington  Star 
in  the  colmnn  written  by  Messrs.  Alsop  and  Kintner.  in 
listing  the  war  material  sent  to  France,  the  statement  was 
made  that  the  50  btnnbing  planes  recently  released  to  the 
Allies  by  way  of  the  Curtiss- Wright  Co.,  were  old,  obsolete 
ships. 

"The  record  does  not  bear  out  that  statement.  The  50 
bombing  planes  taken  from  the  Marine  Corps,  known  as 
SBC-4's,  are  among  our  very  best  and  latest  dive  bombers. 
A  better  dive  bomber  has  not  been  designed,  let  alone  built. 

Several  times  I  have  seen  General  Arnold  quoted  as  sajrlng 
that  all  our  planes  were  now  obsolete.  If  we  study  the  re- 
port of  hearings  before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  we  find 
that  when  General  Arnold  used  the  term  "obsolete."  he  meant 
only  that  our  planes  did  not  have  the  latest  gadgets  foimd 
on  the  military  lx>mbers  of  Europe.  He  referred  particularly 
to  the  fact  that  our  planes  did  not  have  self-sealing  gas 
tanks  and  tliat  we  had  no  armor  on  our  planes.  Where  has 
our  Air  Corps  been  for  the  last  20  years?  As  a  matter  of 
fact  we  had  a  certain  number  of  self -sealing  gas  tanks  during 
the  World  War.  An  engineering  oflBcer  attached  to  the  Air 
Corps  did  some  very  interesting  experimental  work  along 
that  line  and  by  using  stretched  elastic,  which  was  the  basis 
for  the  self-sealing  tank,  he  was  able  to  develop,  even  tmder 
the  war  conditions,  a  satisfactory  self-sealing  gas  tank. 
The  same  oflBccr  went  out  and  purchased  from  the  French 
a  five-sixteenth  armor  plate  and  devised  a  certain  amount  of 
armor  protection  for  pursuit  pilots.  Admittedly  this  pro- 
tection was  crude  as  it  consisted  only  of  a  piece  of  armor 
plate  under  the  cushion  and  another  piece  projecting  out 
of  the  cockpit  to  protect  the  neck  and  head  of  the  pilot. 

Tlae  War  Department  and.  in  fact,  the  Congress,  refused  to 
listen  to  the  words  of  Gen.  Billy  Mitchell  when  he  returned 
from  France.  He  was  laughed  at  and  practically  driven  out 
of  the  service  in  disgrace  because  he  dared  make  suggestions 
based  on  his  own  experiences  of  flying  in  France.  We  can- 
not consult  with  Billy  Mitchell  today,  but  there  is  a  man 
available  to  the  War  Department — a  man  who  perhaps  is  the 
most  able  combat  pilot  living  today — I  refer  to  Colonel  Hart- 
ney,  who  was  commanding  officer  of  the  First  Purstiit  Group 
during  the  World  War.  It  would  take  a  lot  of  argument  to 
convince  Colonel  Hartney  that  a  modem  fighting  plane  was 
obsolete  just  because  it  did  not  have  self-sealing  gas  tanks 
and  was  without  armor. 

In  the  remaining  minute  or  two  I  want  to  refer  to  the  pro- 
posal that  the  President  made — the  federalizing  of  the  Na- 
tional Guard  units.  If  Congress  decided  to  stay  In  session^ 
certainly  there  is  no  justlflcatloii  for  granting  this  power. 
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If  Congress  Is  in  session,  as  it  should  be.  then  it  can  deal  with 
any  emergency  which  arises  on  almost  a  minute's  notice.  I 
realize  that  the  National  Guard  needs  more  and  extensive 
training,  but  there  is  a  lot  that  can  be  done  to  improve  the 
equipment  and  training  of  the  guard  without  uprooting  It 
from  its  civilian  status  and  federalizing  It.  The  things  we 
need  today  more  than  anything  else  are  airplanes,  tanks,  anti- 
aircraft and  antitank  guns,  and  so  forth.  In  my  own  State 
of  Connecticut,  for  Instance,  to  federalize  the  guard  would 
certainly  upset  the  production  schedule  materially.  Even 
more  important  than  that  is  the  question  of  good  faith  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  Thousands  of  young  men  have 
enlisted  In  the  National  Guard  on  the  pledge  of  the  Gov- 
ernment that  they  were  to  be  civilian  soldiers  training  for 
the  future  defense  of  the  country,  and  would  only  be  called 
Into  Federal  service  during  Invasion,  war.  or  when  war  was 
imminent.  Will  any  Member  of  the  House  stand  in  his  place 
and  declare  that  in  his  opinion  our  participation  in  the  war 
can  truthfully  be  said  to  be  Imminent? 

In  the  next  few  days  we  will  have  before  us  a  proposal 
to  train  members  of  the  C.  C.  C.  for  noncombatant  service — 
to  train  these  young  men  from  the  ages  of  18  to  25  as  skilled 
mechanics.  In  most  States,  I  believe,  the  C.  C.  C.  could  be 
disbanded,  and  the  men  now  enlisted  In  those  camps  should 
either  enlist  in  the  Army  for  military  training  or  be  per- 
mitted to  take  apprentice  jobs  In  private  industry.  They 
could  be  given  jobs  in  factories  now  executing  Government 
orders  for  aircraft  and  other  types  of  national-defense 
equipment. 

Much  helpful  information  is  available  to  Members  of  the 
House  if  they  would  read  the  hearings  before  the  House  and 
Senate  Militarj'  Affairs  Committees — hearings  held  in  the 
past  few  weeks.  I  was  startled  to  learn  from  reading  the 
hearings  before  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  ^- 
propriations  of  this  House  that  we  had  recently  sold  a  big 
bombing  plane  to  Japan,  That  testimony  can  be  found  on 
page  36  of  the  hearings  to  which  I  have  just  referred.      *-  — 

Referring  to  the  sale  of  the  bomber,  I  quote  frpm  the 
hearing: 

Mr.  Sntder.  Did  Japan  buy  that  big  plane  that  was  down  there? 
General  Brett.  What  plane? 
Major  Miller.  That  is  the  DC~4. 
Mr.  Sntder.  Japan  bought  that? 
Major  Miller.  Tea. 

It  certainly  seems  to  many  of  us  that  there  are  inconsis- 
tencies In  the  policies  we  have  adopted.  We  have  shipped 
tons  of  scrap  iron  and  apparently  even  some  planes  to  Japan, 
a  partner  in  the  Rome-Berlin  axis.  At  the  same  time  we  are 
trying  to  do  all  we  can  to  help  the  Allies  defeat  the  axis 
partners.  Of  coiu-se.  we  want  to  aid  the  Allies,  and  I  am 
Willing  to  aid  them  just  as  far  as  possible  without  violating 
any  treaty  obligations  and  without  weakening  our  own  na- 
tional defense.  Our  first  obligation  is  to  protect  the  people 
of  our  own  country. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.]  ' 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  MassincaleI. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  hate  to  think 
that  I  am  going  to  get  up  here  and  imdertake  to  make  a 
Democratic  speech  for  the  preservation  of  tliis  Government 
of  ours.  I  do  not  think  it  makes  any  difference,  and  the  peo- 
ple are  not  much  concerned  right  now,  as  to  which  party,  if 
either,  is  responsible  in  any  degree  for  the  state  of  unpre- 
paredness  in  which  this  Nation  finds  itself.  I  am  not  much 
concerned  about  whether  you  favor  England  and  France  par- 
ticularly or  Germany  and  Italy  particularly.  To  be  real 
frank  about  it,  having  lost  trace  of  my  ancestry,  if  I  had  any 
back  in  the  early  days,  I  do  not  give  much  thought  to  any  of 
them.  I  am  just  concerned  with  one  thing,  and  that  is  Amer- 
ica. [Applause.]  I  am  going  to  do  my  best  to  vote  and  act 
in  such  a  way  as  to  keep  this  Government  of  ours  and  these 
institutions  of  ours  intact.  I  am  so  disposed  that  it  does  not 
hurt  me  very  much  to  vote  for  large  expenditures.  I  do  not 
care  what  it  costs  to  properly  defend  the  Government  of  the 


United  States.  It  would  be  cheaper  if  we  spent  every  cent  we 
have,  or  can  scrape  up,  rake  up,  or  borrow,  than  not  to  do  It 
at  all. 

I  may  not  be  capable  of  viewing  this  situation  from  the 
viewpoint  of  the  learned,  and  I  am  sure  I  am  not,  but  I  know 
what  my  own  sentiment  and  my  own  convictions  are.  I  am 
going  to  do  that  thing,  as  I  said  a  while  ago,  which  Is  from  my 
viewpoint  the  best  for  my  Government  and  for  my  country 
and  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

As  Members  of  Congress  we  are  sent  here  to  represent  th? 
people  of  the  United  States  of  America.  I  want  to  do  that  to 
the  very  best  of  my  ability,  and  I  am  going  to  do  it  to  that 
extent.  I  do  not  take  much  stcck  In  the  carpings  against 
the  President  of  the  United  States  that  some  people  indulge 
in.  some  DemocraUi  and  a  good  many  Republicans.  I  do  not 
care  anything  about  thai,  and  I  do  not  think  the  people  of 
the  United  States  care  much  about  it.  It  Is  America  and 
America  only  that  the  people  of  thLs  country  are  interested 
in,  and  we  had  better  wake  up  to  that  fact. 

What  do  we  want  to  do?  What  do  the  people  of  the  United 
States  want  to  see  done?  They  care  nothing  at>out  these 
debates  In  which  we  malign  or  attack  somebody,  either  the 
President  of  the  United  States  or  some  lesser  personality. 
I  will  tell  you  what  they  are  interested  In.  Tl^ey  want  to  see 
these  billions  of  dollars  that  we  have  appropriated  here  in 
the  last  few  weeks  spent  intelligently  and  properly  in  making 
this  Nation  invulnerable  to  the  attack  of  any  nation  or  com- 
bmation  of  nations  from  Europe  or  other  parts  of  the  world. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  jrleld  the  gentleman  3 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  what  the  people 
want.  Let  us  stay  here  in  session  and  see  that  the  money  is 
properly  spent  in  the  purchase  of  the  kind  of  equipment  that 
we  know  will  put  this  Nation  in  a  position  to  properly  de- 
fend itself  and  overcome  any  kind  of  resistance  or  power 
that  may  be  sent  here  from  Europe.  I  have  great  confidence 
in  the  ingenuity  of  the  people  of  America.  I  believe  that  our 
factories  can  make  all  of  the  weapons  that  this  country  will 
ever  use  or  could  use  and  there  will  be  no  let-up  in  it  when 
once  we  get  started.  You  know,  I  am  awakening.  I  do  not 
knew  about  you  folks,  but  I  am  awakening  from  a  happy 
dream.  I  firmly  believed  in  the  virtue  of  diplomacy  and 
thought  there  was  still  a  little  of  the  milk  of  human  kindness 
left  in  the  dictators  of  Europe.  I  hate  to  get  up  here  and 
admit  that  I  have  had  to  change  my  concept  to  such  an  extent 
that  I  am  willing  now  to  commit  my  Government  to  the 
use  of  the  most  dangerous,  the  most  deadly,  the  most  destruc- 
tive arms  and  instruments  of  death.  I  hate  to  take  that 
view,  but  we  are  in  peril  and  we  might  as  well  recognize  It. 
As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  want  this  Government  through 
its  purchasing  agents  to  get  these  supplies.  I  want  tanks, 
planes,  including  bombing  planes,  so  powerful,  so  strong,  and 
so  deadly  in  their  performance  that  those  which  they  are  now 
using  in  Germany  and  France  today  will  look  like  toy  pieces 
compared  with  what  we  may  have  to  use  to  keep  this  Gov* 
ernment  of  ours  secure,  so  that  we  can  hand  it  down  to  future 
generations  as  a  country  where  men  can  come  and  live,  enjoy 
life,  and  enjoy  religion.  I  want  to  see  that  done  and  you 
had  better  reaLze  what  is  facing  you. 

I  have  no  doubt  in  my  mind  about  the  country  being  In 
peril  today.  If  it  Is  not  in  peril  right  now,  it  is  soon  coming 
face  to  face  with  peril.  I  pray  we  do  not  rely  too  much  on  oiu- 
complacency.  If  it  should  become  advisable  ever  again  to 
enter  into  any  war,  let  us  know  that  we  are  prepared  for  it. 
Are  we  going  to  slacken?  Not  a  bit.  So  far  as  one  Member 
of  Congress  is  concerned,  I  feel  that  war  is  in  the  ofBng  for 
the  first  time  since  I  became  a  Member  of  this  Congress.  I 
do  not  mean  I  would  vote  for  war.  There  is  no  use  sending 
millions  of  men  to  any  foreign  country  to  wage  somebody  else's 
war  and  to  fight  somebody  else's  battle  for  them.  If  we  will 
equip  otu-  men  In  the  light  of  what  has  happened  in  Europe, 
that  will  be  sufficient,  and  we  do  not  have  any  better  soldiery 
than  France  has. 
[Here  the  gavel  felL] 
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Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  2 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  We  could  not  expect  to  put  up  any 
better  soldiery  than  has  France  or  Britain,  but  are  we  going 
to  do  as  we  did  in  1917,  take  the  chance  of  sending  two  and 
one-quarter  million  men  over  to  Europe,  if  it  should  come 
to  that,  with  their  outfits,  to  fight  the  deadly  weapons  that 
the  Inventor's  mind  must  have  gathered  when  he  made  a 
mental  picture  of  the  infernal  regions?  You  talk  about  send- 
ing a  million  boys  over  to  Prance  or  elsewhere  to  fight  those 
tanks,  machine  guns,  and  planes  without  having  something 
equal  to  or  better  than  what  they  have  over  there  with  which 
to  fight  them.  Let  us  be  American.  Let  us  excel  them.  Let 
us  outdo  them.  Let  us  give  them  to  understand  that  when 
it  comes  to  the  consideration  of  America  those  demons  of 
Europe  will  not  dare  start  this  way  when  they  undertake  to 
pursue  their  course  farther. 

I  love  America.  I  do  not  know  any  other  kind  of  love.  I 
never  want  any  other  kind  of  love.  But  I  Just  love  it  well 
enough  to  fight  like  the  devil  for  it,  and  I  believe  that  ought 
to  be  the  sentiment  of  every  man  in  this  House  of  Represent- 
atives. I  really  know  that  it  is.  If  it  is  not,  he  ought  not  to 
be  here.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  3  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  AndresenI. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Chairman.  Congress 
should  and  will  stay  in  session.  If  a  handful  of  good  loyal 
Democrats  will  join  with  the  solid  Republican  vote  to  have  us 
stay  here  during  the  present  emergency.  There  are  things 
we  can  do  if  we  remain  here  in  the  Interest  of  national  de- 
fense. I  want  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  because  I  believe  they  can  find  ways  and 
means  to  provide  additional  sums  to  pay  for  an  adequate 
national  defense.  Every  departmental  appropriation  bill  thgit 
has  been  passed  during  this  session  should  be  reexamined, 
and  all  projects  unnecessary  at  this  time  shoiild  be  sus- 
pended, the  appropriations  thrown  out,  and  the  funds  used 
lor  national  defense. 

I  was  just  examining  the  Interior  Department  appropria- 
tion bill,  which  passed  a  short  time  ago.  In  only  one  short 
section  of  it  I  find  at  least  a  dozen  items  for  monuments, 
which  could  be  eliminated.  For  instance,  there  Is  $251,000 
appropriated  for  the  Vanderbilt  historical  monument  in 
Dutchess  County,  New  York;  $100,000  for  a  monument  to 
Patrick  Henry  down  in  Charlotte.  Va.;  $44,500  for  a  monu- 
ment to  Andrew  Jackson  down  at  Greeneville,  Tenn.; 
$409,770  for  supplying  water  to  the  Statue  of  Liberty — I  did 
not  know  she  was  nuining  out  of  water — $103,980  for  a  recre- 
ational park  at  Boulder  Dam:  $5,000,000  for  new  roads  and 
trails  in  national  parks;  $2,000,000  for  Blue  Ridge  parkways; 
>€.000.000  for  parkways  in  Mississippi.  Alabama,  and  Ten- 
nessee; $375,000  additional  for  the  Thomas  Jefferson  Me- 
morial; "nearly  $3,000,000  to  complete  the  St.  Louis  Jefferson 
Memorial,  and  so  on.    This  Is  Just  In  one  section. 

We  sliould  weed  hundreds  of  unnecessary  items  out  of  all 
appropriation  bills,  and  I  am  sure  that  we  can  save  at  least 
$2,000,000,000  which  may  be  used  for  defense  purposes.  At 
this  critical  time  all  appropriations  for  new  projects  should 
be  canceled  and  others  drastically  cut. 

Mr.  BOLLES.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Why  not  include  In  that  the  $500,000  "cat 
consuming  its  own  noise"  stuff  for  the  clipping  bureau  of  the 
President? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The  President  does  not 
need  any  clipping  bureau,  so  I  believe  we  could  well  eliminate 
that  $500,000.  If  we  are  here  in  the  interest  of  protecting 
our  country  we  should  get  down  to  business,  stay  on  the  Job. 
examine  what  we  have  done,  undo  the  damage,  and  get 
back  on  the  road  to  sanity  and  Americanism.  I  Insist  that 
Congress  remain  In  session  to  protect  the  welfare  of  our 
coxmtry.    [Applaiise.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 


Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bender]. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman.  Through  the  maze  of 
E^uropean  censorship,  with  cables  restricted,  with  news  dis- 
patches deleted,  one  shocking  fact  remains  all  too  clear — the 
fact  of  faulty  British  preparation  to  meet  a  threat  long  fore- 
seen. Even  during  the  8-month  period  between  the  formal 
declaration  of  war  by  Britain  and  Prance  on  Nazi  Germany 
and  the  opening  of  the  tremendous  drives  this  spring,  every 
bit  of  available  evidence  points  to  an  attitude  of  shocking  las- 
situde on  the  part  of  the  British  Government.  England's 
vast  industries,  her  potential  resources  for  rearmament,  her 
skilled  manpower,  were  not  called  into  vigorous  action  until 
the  tide  had  almost  completely  engulfed  the  Allied  armies. 
It  is  still  for  history  to  reveal  whether  or  not  they  have  been 
mobilized  in  time  to  save  their  independence. 

Yet,  distressing  as  the  situation  is  which  has  been  revealed 
by  the  plight  of  England  and  France,  it  offers  U5  in  America 
essential  lessons.  It  does  not  pay  in  days  of  crisis  to  under- 
estimate one's  potential  opponents.  Nor  does  a  constant  prot- 
estation of  good  Intentions  and  noble  objective  meet  the  re- 
QViirement  for  quick  and  effective  action. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  j^eld  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFT31  of  Wisconsin.  The  President  said  we  can- 
not have  oiu*  cake  and  eat  it,  too.  I  might  answer  that  by 
saying  that  we  cannot  have  our  own  national  defense  and  at 
the  same  time  hand  it  to  the  Allies  3.000  miles  across  the  sea. 

Mr.  BENDER.  The  present  national  administration  of  the 
United  States  is  notoriously  long  on  ultimate  objectives. 
Even  its  most  bitter  critics  will  concede  the  general  atmos- 
phere of  nobility  which  surrounds  its  intentions.  But  we  are 
faced  with  prrblems  requiring  more  than  a  barrage  of  words. 
They  demand  action — decisive,  organized,  planned.  No  fire- 
side chat  can  accomplish  the  ends  almost  universally  recog- 
nized from  one  end  of  the  Nation  to  the  other. 

To  meet  the  challenge  before  us,  our  governmental  leader- 
ship must  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  men  who  are  strong  on 
execution,  who  know  the  business  of  practical  administration 
far  better  than  the  inexperienced,  theoretical  legislators  who 
fill  the  oflBces  of  New  Deal  Washington. 

Our  Nation  is  faced  with  a  gigantic  task.  It  cannot  be 
safely  delegated  to  an  administration  in  which  public  officials 
are  too  frequently  at  cross  purposes;  where  the  Secretary  of 
War  is  not  on  speaking  terms  with  his  chief  assistant ;  where 
huge  expenditures  for  military  purposes  are  pushed  through 
under  blank-check  authorization  without  provisions  for 
supervision  of  their  results. 

It  is  clearly  not  a  responsibility  which  can  be  entrusted  to 
the  hands  of  a  national  government  hostile  to  the  activities 
of  t^e  very  industrialists  and  businessmen  whose  coopera- 
tion is  essential  to  the  success  of  the  program. 

These  times  demand  a  national  government  which  can 
coordinate  Industry,  commerce,  and  transport  army,  navy, 
and  air  fieet.  employer,  and  laborer  in  a  harmonious  national 
system  designed  to  achieve  the  objectives  we  have  outlined. 

The  Democratic  Party  for  the  past  7  years  has  demon- 
strated its  complete  inability  to  turn  in  a  performance  even 
remotely  resembling  the  absolute  needs  which  face  us  now. 
It  Is  time  to  change  our  leadership  now. 

Let  the  people  of  America  realize  the  facts,  lest  we.  too, 
follow  the  pattern  of  .sorely  tried  Britain,    f  Applause.  1 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  such  time 
as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  (Mr. 
Grant]. 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  American 
people  are  determined  that  they  are  not  going  to  send  men 
to  fight  In  this  European  war,  and  they  are  equally  deter- 
mined that  they  are  going  to  build  up  otir  defense  so  that 
we  will  be  safe  from  attack  from  any  source. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  progress  made  In  aviation  in  the  past 
few  years  has  been  remarkable.  America  has  played  a  lead- 
ing part  in  this  steady  march.  The  broad  expanse  of  our 
States  and  our  commercial  routes  with  the  countries  of  South 
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America  will  make  aviation  a  factor  of  ever-increasing  im- 
portance in  the  years  that  lie  ahead. 

The  United  States  was  the  first  to  establish  regular  air- 
transport service  across  the  oceans  that  bound  us  on  the  east 
and  on  the  west.  This  lead  in  the  field  of  aviation  has  been 
made  possible  by  constant  study  and  research  and  the  im- 
provements that  have  come  from  the  ingenuity  of  the  Ameri- 
can people. 

Today  the  world  Is  afiame  with  war.  Our  determination  to 
build  up  our  own  national  defense  and  maintain  our  own 
security  can  best  be  served  by  increased  application  in  the 
field  of  aeronautical  research.  The  effectiveness  of  our  air 
force  is  largely  dependent  upon  the  strides  we  make  in  avia- 
tion and  our  superiority  in  the  construction  of  our  aircraft. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aero- 
nautics has  completed  25  years  of  supervision  and  direction 
of  the  scientific  study  of  the  problems  of  fiight.  The  mem- 
bers of  this  committee  ser\*e  without  compensation  and  have 
doubtless  been  one  of  our  most  important  factors  in  making 
America  the  leader  in  the  progress  of  aviation.  I  am  con- 
\'inced  of  the  truth  of  the  statement  contained  in  the  last 
annual  report  of  the  committee  that  the  "systematic  conduct 
of  scientific  research  is  one  of  the  most  fundamental  activi- 
ties of  the  Government  in  ccMinection  with  the  developments 
of  aeronautics." 

In  the  last  report  of  the  committee,  urgent  recommenda- 
tion was  made  that  it  be  authorized  to  construct  an  engine- 
research  laboratory  in  a  location  easily  accessible  to  the  air- 
craft-engine industry.  Tlie  committee  pointed  out  that  there 
is  a — 

Serious  lack  of  engine-research  facilities  In  the  United  States  and 
that  It  Is  of  the  utmost  Importance  for  the  development  of  aviation 
In  general,  and  for  our  defense  program  In  particular,  to  take  im- 
mediate steps  to  cure  this  deficiency. 

After  studying  the  report  of  the  National  Committee  for 
Aeronautics  and  appreciating  the  need  that  exists  for  such  a 
laboratory,  especially  in  the  light  of  the  prominent  part  that 
aviation  has  played  in  Europe  during  the  past  few  months, 
I  urged  that  funds  be  made  available  to  begin  construction  of 
such  a  laboratory  at  the  earliest  possible  date.  There  are 
many  requirements  that  any  site  for  such  a  laboratory  would 
most  certainly  have  to  meet,  and  I  became  fully  convinced 
that  South  Bend,  Ind.,  had  every  advantage  to  offer  toward 
fulfillment  of  the  well-roimded  program  of  this  Committee. 

On  May  3, 1940. 1  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Authority,  referring  to  the  recommendation  that  had  been 
made  by  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics 
and  pointing  out  therein  the  advantages  that  South  Bend  had 
to  offer  for  such  a  program.  On  May  20.  1940,  the  President 
addressed  a  communication  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  transmitting  an  estimate  of  appropriation 
and  authorization  for  the  construction  of  such  a  laboratory. 

The  supplemental  national -defense  appropriation  bill  that 
we  are  considering  today  contains  this  item.  Knowing  of 
the  almost  unanimous  support  of  this  body  for  an  adequate 
program  for  national  defense,  I  am  confident  that  all  of  the 
Members  will  well  realize  the  importance  of  this  proposed 
laboratory. 

The  National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics  has  de- 
veloped at  Langley  Field,  Va.,  a  large  and  well-equipped  aero- 
nautical research  laboratory  known  as  the  Langley  Memorial 
Aeronautical  Laboratory.  Under  an  authorization  approved 
August  9,  1939,  the  Committee  has  now  In  process  of  con- 
struction at  Moffctt  Field,  Calif.,  a  second  major  research 
station  known  as  the  Ames  Aeronautical  Laboratory.  In  my 
humble  opinion,  the  third  Important  laboratory  in  the  Com- 
mittee's research  program  shotild  be  located  in  our  great 
Middle  West. 

South  Bend  offers  special  and  peculiar  advantages  for  such 
an  experimental  laboratory.  An  important  automobile 
center,  the  city  boasts  a  superior  force  of  highly  skilled 
mechanics,  many  of  whom  have  had  long  training  and  experi- 
ence in  the  production  of  special  aviation  equipment.  One 
of  the  largest  aeronautical-instrument  plants  in  the  United 
States  is  located  at  South  Bend.    South  Bend  also  maintains 


a  fine  airport,  sufficiently  large  to  accommodate  the  trans- 
continental transport  liners.  Yet  this  locality  is  removed  90 
miles  from  the  airport-traffic  congestion  of  Chicago,  and  is 
free  of  the  lake  fogs  which  often  interrupt  transport  schedules 
along  the  Great  Lakes.  At  the  same  time.  South  Bend,  for 
all  practical  purposes,  is  on  the  main  line  of  both  the  east- 
west  and  north -south  transport  routes. 

The  Nation's  principal  military  aviation  laboratory  at 
Wright  Field.  Dayton,  Ohio,  is  only  a  short  hop  from  South 
Bend.  The  same  applies  to  the  Important  commercial  air 
centers  of  Cleveland,  Detroit,  Pittsburgh,  Chicago,  and  the 
great  Army  training  centers  at  Rantoul,  HI.,  and  Selfridge 
Field,  Mich. 

The  proposed  engine-research  laboratory,  therefore,  might 
well  be  placed  in  the  heart  of  the  national  commercial  avia- 
tion network,  within  3  hours*  fiight  of  approximately  90  per- 
cent of  the  population  of  the  United  States. 

In  addition.  Mr.  Chairman.  Mr.  Ernest  E.  Thum,  editor  of 
Metal  Progress,  writes  in  the  April  1940  edition: 

The  University  of  Notre  Dame  has  about  one  of  the  most  com- 
pact, best  organized,  and  best-equipped  metallurgical  departments 
I  have  ever  seen. 

The  assistance  and  cooperation  that  could  come  from  the 
laboratories  of  such  a  great  university  would.  I  am  sure,  be 
of  immeasurable  value  to  the  engine-research  laboratory. 

I  hope  this  appropriation  may  have  the  unanimous  support 
of  this  House. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  2  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  tMr.  Edwin  A.  Hall]. 

Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  last  week  I  stood  In 
the  well  of  this  House  and  posed  a  question  which  I  am  about 
to  repeat.  I  made  the  demand  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  either  by  himself  or  through  some  board  or 
authority,  make  a  weekly  report  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives as  to  the  progress  of  the  defense  program  which  is  about 
to  get  under  way,  I  repeat  the  question  and  insist  that  such 
Information  must  be  presented  in  order  that  the  Congress  and 
the  people  of  the  Nation  may  know  its  general  developments, 
and  understand  what  is  happening  Insofar  as  the  defense  pro- 
gram is  concerned.  I  cannot  help  but  admit  that  I  am  appre- 
hensive, although  I  am  not  easily  scared,  that  unless  some 
definite  steps  are  taken  to  expend  wisely  the  great  amount  of 
money  now  Included  in  the  appropriation  which  we  are 
authorizing  here  today  and  will  authorize  In  the  future,  the 
people  of  the  United  States  will  not  realize  the  dollar  for 
dollar  value  which  they  should  receive  from  their  appropria- 
tions. 

My  demand  is  justified  by  the  nauseating  waste  and  mis- 
management which  has  characterized  the  defense  policies  of 
the  present  administration  for  the  last  7  years.  Until  the  bare 
Stark  truth  that  the  United  States  Is  woefully  unprepared 
came  glaringly  to  light,  our  people  were  proceeding  under 
the  false  impression  that  America  was  absolutely  invulnerable 
to  attack.    They  were  fooled  into  believing  It. 

Suddenly  the  President  made  the  announcement  and  admis- 
sion which  shook  an  unsuspecting  Nation.  We  must  prepare 
overnight,  he  said,  for  security  which  could  not  be  attamed  in 
the  7  previous  years. 

Mr,  Chairman,  in  presenting  this  criticism,  I  am  not  Inject- 
ing any  partisanship  whatever  Into  this  debate.  But  I  cannot 
gloss  over  the  fact  which  the  President  would  like  this  Con- 
gress to  gloss  over,  namely,  that  his  was  the  responsibility  to 
see  that  the  billions  already  used  on  armaments  during  his 
tenure  of  office  were  wisely  expended.  And  I  cannot  agree 
with  the  majority  Members  of  this  House  that  those  funds 
have  been  wisely  expended. 

Therefore.  I  am  repeating  my  demand,  and  will  continue  to 
repeat  It,  until  some  answer  is  forthcoming,  and  I  will  con- 
tinue to  direct  It  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  that  he 
furnish  the  Congress  and  the  people  with  information  con- 
cerning the  weekly  progress  of  the  national -defense  program. 
[Applause.]  . 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.]  "^ 

Mr,  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  CaUfomia  [Mr.  Himshaw]. 
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Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  understand  that  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]  intends  to  offer  a 
motion  to  strike  from  this  bill  a  certain  sum  of  money  for 
research  purposes  in  respect  of  aircraft  engines.  If  that 
motion  is  made,  and  I  hope  it  is  not,  T  shall  do  my  utmost  to 
oppose  it,  as  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  research  is  one  of 
the  most  important  things  we  have  to  consider  in  our  entire 
program. 

Last  year  at  this  time,  on  the  21st  day  of  June,  the  Mili- 
tary subcommittee  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  gave  me 
some  time  to  talk  about  research  in  aerodynamics.  At  the 
conchision  of  that  address  I  said: 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  program  for  expansion  of  our  air  fleet  Is  either 
going  to  be  serloxisly  retarded  by  the  lack  of  high-speed  wind  tun- 
nels In  this  country  or  the  planes  built  will  not  be  adequately 
tested  In  model  form  before  being  built  Perhaps  It  Is  expected 
that  they  will  be  built  from  prototypes  already  ^  developed  and 
which  will  be  comparatively  obeolete  by  the  time  they  are  in  the 
Army  hangars  2  years  from  now. 

While  It  seems  that  It  is  always  necessary  to  replace  planes  in 
Bervice.  and  it  is  now  necessary  for  national  defense  to  increase  the 
number  of  planes  in  our  air  force.  I  believe  that  we  are  looking  at 
this  thing  from  the  wrong  end.  The  first  thing  we  need  is  research 
and  testing  facilities  to  work  the  bugs  out  of  high-speed  planes. 
If  we  do  not  have  this  research  andi  testing  there  are  going  to  be  a 
lot  of  crack-up>8.  dead  pilots,  and  wrecked  airplanes. 

Germany  has  been  referred  to  here  as  one  of  our  competitors  In 
this  air  race.  Germany  has  five  wind  tunnels  capable  of  testing 
planes  up  to  4C0  miles  per  hour  at  sea-level  air  pressixre  and  600 
miles  per  hour  at  the  reduced  prerrure  of  high  altitudes. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  offered  a  bill  last  year  to  provide  $6,000,000 
to  be  granted  to  educational  institutions  in  the  United  States 
In  order  to  provide  the  research  facilities  that  are  necessary 
preliminary  to  the  manufacture  of  airplanes.  We  have  cer- 
tain Government  institutions  that  are  engaged  in  funda- 
mental research,  and  as  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Cochran]  said,  they  have  done  a  noble  work,  but  there  are 
no  high-speed  wind  tunnels  in  the  United  States  except  those 
that  are  operated  by  the  N.  A.  C.  A.  and  one  or  two  now 
necessarily  being  built  by.  or  subsidized  by.  private  manufac- 
turers, that  are  available  for  giving  the  industrial  tests  on 
models  required  before  an  airplane  is  built. 

I  call  to  your  attention  the  P-38,  built  by  the  Lockheed  Air- 
craft Corporation,  a  plane  that  has  been  on  the  drafting 
boards  for  2  years.  A  year  ago  an  experimental  ship  was 
built  and  flown,  and  it  cracked  up  in  landing.  It  Is  the  fast- 
est plane  in  the  world  today,  and  yet  up  until  May  1  of  this 
year  the  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  had  not  been  allowed 
to  deliver  to  the  United  States  Army  the  few  planes  that 
had  been  placed  on  order.  If  the  industrial  testing  apparatus 
In  the  universities  had  been  available,  that  plane  could  now 
be  in  the  air  in  large  quantities,  but  so  long  £is  we  must  take 
planes  out  of  the  factories  and  fly  them  in  order  to  make 
the  tests  that  should  be  made  in  the  laboratory,  it  is  going  to 
cost  imtold  sums  of  money,  many  lives  of  pilots,  and  take  a 
long,  long  time. 

These  planes  must  be  tested  in  the  wind  tunnels.  The  bugs 
must  be  gotten  out  of  them  through  the  testing  of  their  models 
In  wind  tunnels  before  they  are  built.  If  we  can  do  this,  the 
test  can  be  made  in  a  month  and  a  half.  If  we  can  do  this 
we  can  very  greatly  Increase  the  facilities  for  our  Army  and 
our  Navy  in  aircraft,  and  if  we  do  not  do  it.  we  will  be  far 
behind  the  potential  enemy  that  has  been  spoken  of  here 
today. 

I  call  upon  you  to  consider  seriously  that  we  must  grant  to 
our  educational  institutions  funds  for  research,  for  there  are 
no  other  facilities  available  outside  of  the  Government,  unless 
some  manufacturer  can  afford  to  put  out  one  or  two  milliCMi 
dollars  for  such  facilities. 

Now,  one  more  point.  One  of  the  great  bottlenecks  we 
have  run  into  in  the  production  of  aircraft  is  the  matter  of 
how  many  aircraft  designers,  how  many  aeronautical  engi- 
neers are  available  to  the  trade.  The  California  Institute  of 
Technology  is  located  in  my  district.  It  has  one  of  the  finest 
aeronautical  schools  there  Is  in  the  United  States,  and  in  8 
years  they  only  graduated  141  graduate  students  from  their 
department  of  aeronautical  design — in  8  years.  141  students. 
There  are  not  many  institutions  in  the  United  States  that 
are  capable  of  graduating  a  qualified  aircraft  designer — not 


many;  and  if  we  do  not  aid  those  institutions  that  are  capable 
of  turning  out  these  aeronautical  engineers,  we  are  going  to 
find  that  bottleneck  will  seriously  retard  our  national -defense 
program.  We  can  train  mechanics,  we  can  train  flyers,  we 
can  train  a  lot  of  other  people,  but  it  takes  many  years  to 
train  an  aeronautical  engineer. 

Mr.  Chairman,  for  the  sake  of  our  national  defense,  for  the 
safety  of  our  pilots  who  must  fly  these  planes  in  battle,  for 
the  sake  of  those  at  home  to  whom  success  of  our  defenders 
in  the  air  is  most  important,  I  hope  most  esu-nestly  that  some 
of  these  funds  will  be  granted  to  qualified  educational  insti- 
tutions for  the  construction  of  high-speed  wind  tunnels  in 
CMTder  that  they  may  be  available  to  the  manufacturers  for 
industrial  testing. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LUDLOW.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  12  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  my  opinion  this  defense  measure,  colossal 
as  It  is  and  burdensome  as  it  must  prove  to  be  to  the  taxpayers 
of  our  country,  is  justified  by  the  extraordinary  clrcxmistances 
of  our  times.  It  has  my  sincere  and  whole-hearted  endorse- 
ment. 

We  as  a  Nation  are  in  an  anomalous  situation.  We  are  at 
peace  with  the  world.  No  nation  has  attacked  us.  No  na- 
tion has  even  threatened  to  attack  us.  Yet  we  have  had  only 
to  cast  our  eyes  across  the  water  to  see  a  ruthless,  conscience- 
less military  machine  override  countries  Just  as  peaceful  as 
ours,  countries  that  regarded  themselves  just  as  free  from 
invasion  as  we  have  always  regarded  ourselves.  We  have 
seen  this  military  juggernaut  extinguish  the  light  of  freedom 
in  those  democratic,  God-respecting  countries  and  as  we  have 
looked  upon  this  appalling  panorama,  beginning  i^ith  whole- 
sale death  and  destruction  and  ending  with  subjugation,  the 
iron  that  is  in  our  souls  has  made  itself  felt  and  we  have  said 
with  determination  and  high  resolve:  "This  must  not  happen 
here!" 

The  way  to  prevent  it  is  to  build  up  our  defenses,  neither 
attacking  nor  threatening  to  attack  anytx)dy,  but  making  it 
plain  to  the  rapacious  conquerors  who  are  running  amuck  In 
Europe  like  murderers  and  ghouls,  that  it  will  be  best  for 
their  health  If  they  stay  out  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 
What  is  happening  across  the  ocean  Is  to  me  inexpressibly 
sad  and  tragic,  just  as  I  know  it  is  to  all  of  us,  and  I  will  vote 
all  of  the  millions  and  billions  that  may  be  needed  to  protect 
America  from  such  a  fate.  I  do  not  personally  think  that 
any  nation  on  earth  intends  to  attack  us,  but  I  do  not  know, 
and  I  am  not  taking  any  chances.  My  vote  and  my  voice  and 
my  influence,  for  whatever  they  may  be  worth,  will  be  used 
always  for  the  peace  and  security  of  America.  I  hope  and 
fervently  pray  that  while  the  storms  of  war  lash  other  con- 
tinents— storms  over  which  we  have  no  more  control  than 
we  have  over  the  metereologlcal  elements — we  may  keep  out 
of  the  maelstrom,  so  that  America  may  continue  to  be  the 
outstanding  stronghold  and  refuge  of  freedom  in  a  world 
gone  mad. 

However,  it  was  not  my  Intention  when  I  arose  to  discuss 
International  trends,  with  which  all  of  us  are  so  familiar,  but 
rather  to  call  particular  attention  to  one  provision  in  the 
pending  national  defense  bill  which  I  think  goes  to  the  very 
heart  of  the  defense  problem.  That  is  the  appropriation  of 
$2,000,000  to  establish  an  airplane  engine  research  station  at 
a  total  authorized  cost  not  to  exceed  $8,400,000.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  need  of  such  a  station  is  apparent.  The  combat 
operations  in  Europe  have  demonstrated  most  vividly  that  the 
airplane  has  revolutionized  modem  warfare.  We  may  well 
believe  that  in  the  future,  success  in  warfare  is  not  going  to 
rest  with  the  side  that  has  the  biggest  guns  but  with  the  side 
that  has  the  most  and  the  best  airplanes.  This  makes  the 
development  and  control  of  airplane  power  one  of  the  very 
greatest  objectives  to  strive  for  in  the  direction  of  national 
preparedness.  Airplane  engine  research  in  America  has  so 
far  been  conducted  at  private  plants  and  while  vast  strides 
have  been  made,  for  which  the  producers  of  airplanes  are 
entitled  to  the  utmost  credit,  the  fact  remains  that  progress 
has  been  sporadic,  slow  and  retarded  by  reason  of  the  limita- 
tion of  private  resources.  It  is  to  overcome  these  obstacles 
and  to  correlate  and  bring  together  our  airplane  engine  re- 
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search  facilities  In  one  central  establishment  that  this  new 
station  Is  proposed.  It  Is  believed  that  in  this  way  much 
greater  and  faster  progress  can  be  made  toward  the  achieve- 
ment of  one  of  the  prime  necessities  of  modern  preparedness, 
and  that  is  efiBciency  in  the  air. 

This  matter  was  made  the  subject  of  long  and  intensive 
study  by  a  body  of  distinguished  aviation  experts  composing 
what  was  known  as  the  Special  Survey  Committee  on  Aero- 
nautical Research  PaciUties.  At  the  head  of  that  Commit- 
tee was  Col.  Charles  A.  Lindbergh.  The  other  members  of 
the  Committee  were  Maj.  Gen.  Henry  H.  Arnold.  Chief  of 
the  Army  Air  Corps;  Rear  Admiral  John  H.  Towers.  Chief 
of  the  NavT  Bureau  of  Aeronautics,  and  Robert  H.  Hinckley. 
Chairman  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority.  This  group 
of  experts,  after  going  Into  the  matter  exhaustively,  sub- 
mitted to  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics 
the  following  unanimous  report  which  has  met  with  general 
approval  by  aviators  both  in  and  out  of  the  Government 
service : 

As  a  result  of  Its  studies,  this  Committee  finds  that  there  is 
a  serious  lack  of  engine-research  facilities  in  the  United  States, 
and  that  it  Is  of  the  utmost  importance  for  the  development 
of  aviation  In  general,  and  for  our  defense  program  in  particular, 
to  take  Immediate  steps  to  remedy  this  deficiency. 

This  Ccmmltree,  therefore,  urgently  recommends  that  an  engine- 
research  laboratory  be  constructed  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 
In  a  location  easily  accessible   to  the   aircraft-engine   Industry. 

In  making  this  recommendation,  the  committee  wishes  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  reason  for  foreign  leadership  in 
certain  Important  types  of  military  aircraft  Is  due  In  part  to  the 
superiority  of  foreign  liquid-cooled  engines.  At  the  present  time, 
An>erican  facilities  for  research  on  aircraft  power  plants  are  inade- 
quate and  cannot  be  compared  with  the  facilities  for  research 
in  other  major  fields  of  avlution. 

This  project  for  an  aircraft-engine-research  laboratory 
therefore  comes  before  the  Congress  with  great  unanimity 
and  weight  of  endorsement.  It  was  submitted  by  the  Presi- 
dent, it  was  unanimously  recommended  by  the  National 
Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics,  it  was  specifically  en- 
dorsed by  Gfneral  Arnold,  Chief  of  the  Army  Air  Corps,  and 
by  Admiral  Towers.  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics  of 
the  Navy  Department. 

We  are  all  aware  of  the  amazingly  rapid  progress  in  aero- 
nautics, and  we  are  today,  more  than  ever,  conscious  of  the 
vital  necessity  of  having  aircraft  of  superior  performance. 
Perhaps  the  greatest  lesson  to  be  learned  up  to  the  present 
time  from  the  current  war  in  Europe  is  the  revolutionizing 
effect  of  jx)wer  in  modern  warfare.  Germany's  air  power 
is  the  result  not  merely  of  concentration  on  the  mass  pro- 
duction of  aircraft,  but  is  largely  the  result  of  8  years  of 
concentration  on  aeronautical  research.  I  might  add  in  this 
connection  that  the  Germans  have  19  research  institutions 
as  against  2  which  we  have. 

If  the  great  effort  that  the  United  States  is  now  making, 
and  will  perhaps  be  called  upon  to  make  for  some  time,  in 
the  strengthening  of  our  national  defense,  is  to  result  merely 
In  the  production  of  second-best  aircraft,  we  might  as  well 
quit  talking  about  saving  our  democratic  form  of  Govern- 
ment and  preserving  our  liberties. 

America  needs  aircraft  at  least  equal,  if  not  superior,  to  the 
best  that  can  be  developed  by  any  other  nation.  The  greatest 
rocm  for  improvement  is  in  the  engine  field.  Very  little 
fundamental  research  has  been  done  on  internal-combustion 
engines  in  this  country.  Our  engine  manufacturers,  both  of 
aircraft  and  automcbile  engines,  are  justly  proud  of  the  per- 
formance and  reliability  cf  American  engines.  They  have 
constantly  endeavored  to  improve  them  by  experimental  engi- 
neering and  development.  They  are  too  busy  and  are  going  to 
be  too  busy  to  tackle  basically  new  problems  in  a  scientific 
manner.  Furthermore,  they  do  not  have  the  equipment  to  do 
so.  They  must  concentrate  on  production  and  expansion 
while  continuing  in  cooperation  with  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
their  development  activities. 

But  development  is  not  enough.  Fundamental  research  is 
necessary.  To  get  the  most  rapid  progress  through  research, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  avoid  working  at  cross  purposes  and 
creating   overlapping  and   duplication,   we  should   liberally 


support  engine  research  In  that  great  patriotic  organization 
known  as  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics. 
By  concentrating  on  engine  research  In  a  single  well-equipped 
Government  laboratory,  maximum  progress  will  be  made  and 
at  much  less  cost. 

The  discovery  of  new  principles  for  the  improvement  of 
engine  performance  through  scientific  research  must  become 
immediately  available  to  the  Army  and  Navy  and  to  the 
entire  engine  industry,  and  at  the  same  time  be  kept  secret 
as  long  as  possible.  The  record  of  the  National  Advisory 
Committee  for  Aeronautics  indicates  that  It  can  be  trusted  by 
the  Congress  to  get  the  maximum  value  In  the  way  of  useful 
results  out  of  every  dollar  appropriated.  That  Committee, 
presided  over  by  Dr.  Vannevar  Bush,  enjoys  the  highest  stand- 
ing in  aviation  circles  and  the  respect  of  the  entire  Nation, 
and  the  same  confidence  is  universally  accorded  to  Dr.  George 
W.  Lewis,  the  director  of  aeronautical  research:  Mr.  John  F. 
Victory,  secretary  of  the  Committee;  and  the  other  keymen 
associated  with  the  Committee, 

For  further  information  as  to  the  need  of  this  research 
station,  I  call  to  witness  two  experts  of  international  repu- 
tation. 

General  Arnold.  Chief  of  the  Army  Air  Corps,  says,  in  a 
letter  dated  March  5,  1940: 

Reference  Is  made  to  the  action  taken  at  the  last  meeting  of  the 
National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics  authorizing  the  sub- 
mission to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  of  an  urgent  supplemental 
estimate  for  the  construction  and  equipment  by  the  Conunittee 
of  an  aircraft  engine  research  laboratory. 

Although  I  was  a  member  of  the  special  subcommittee  that  recom- 
mended this  project,  I  wish  to  submit  the  matter  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  Army  Air  Corps.  The  future  needs  of  the  Air  Corps 
for  better  aircraft  engines  require  that  the  Government  take  appro- 
priate steps  to  provide  adequate  engine-research  facilities.  I  am 
convinced  that  the  proposed  engine-research  laboratory  is  necessary 
to  furnish  a  proper  balance  between  aerodynamic  and  engine  re- 
search and  that  it  is  essential  in  order  to  bring  about  the  needed 
progress  in  the  improvement  of  aeronautic  power  plants  in  the 
United  States. 

The  need  is  definite  and  urgent  and  delay  may  prove  costly.  It  is 
of  great  Importance  to  the  Army  Air  Corps  that  the  proposed  labora- 
tory be  placed  in  operation  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

Admiral  Towers.  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics  of  the 
Navy  Department,  in  a  letter  dated  March  6.  1940.  says: 

I  have  Just  examined  the  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation 
in  the  form  in  which  you  are  about  to  submit  it  to  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  for  the  construction  and  ^equipment  of  an  aircraft 
engine  research  laboratory  by  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for 
Aeronautics. 

As  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics  of  the  Navy  Department, 
it  is  my  duty  to  provide  the  Navy  with  aircraft  of  the  highest 
possible  performance.  Therefore  this  project  is  of  great  signifi- 
cance to  the  Navy.  The  aircraft  power  plant  is  the  heart  of  the 
airplane.  It  is  largely  around  Improved  engines  that  aircraft  of 
Improved  performance  are  designed. 

Engine  research  has  not  received  sufficient  attention  in  this 
country  because  adequate  engine  research  facilities  have  not  been 
available.  It  is  my  judgment,  after  careful  study  of  this  problem, 
that  the  most  effective  action  that  can  be  taken  to  meet  this  condi- 
tion Is  to  provide  without  delay  for  the  construction  and  operation 
by  the  Committee  of  an  adequate  aircraft  engine  research  laboratory 
as  proposed. 

I  hope  that  this  provision  for  an  aviation  engine  re- 
search station  will  be  unanimously  approved  by  the  House. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I_yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brewster]. 

INDUSTEIAL   COORDINATION 

Mrr  BREWSTER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  direct  the  attention 
of  Members  for  a  few  moments  to  the  matter  of  industrial 
coordination,  expressing  my  appreciation  of  the  very  diflQ- 
cult  problem  with  which  the  committee  was  faced.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  Congress  has  sliown  to  the  country  that  It 
rises  above  any  partisan  consideration  in  its  approach  to 
this  matter.  I  was  gratified  to  hear  the  chairman  of  the  cc«n- 
mittee,  in  presenting  the  bill,  point  out  the  cooperation  re- 
ceived from  the  minority.  It  is  not  because  I  have  any 
alternative  suggestion  to  propose,  bu*  rather  because  I  think 
the  Record  should  be  clear  as  to  the  hydra-headed  mcMister 
that  we  are  creating  imder  the  proposal  here  in  the  way 
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these  funds  shall  be  expended,  that  I  take  the  floor  this 
afterno<»i. 

HTOKA-HCAOXD   UON5TIB 

Let  us  examine  the  several  heads  of  the  unique  monstrosity 
that  is  in  theory  to  control  and  administer  this  defense  fund. 
/    I  quote  from  the  resolve: 
First: 

In  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 
Second : 

And  are  recommended  by  the  Council  of  National  Defense. 
Third: 
And  the  Advisory  Commission  thereof. 

Fourth: 

And  approved  by  the  President. 

CENTRALIZED    CONTSOI. 

I  think  there  has  been  very  general  recognition  in  the 
country  that  in  order  to  accomplish  the  problem  of  indus- 
trial coordination  and  production  there  must  be  a  central- 
ized control.  I  have  no  doubt  that  Mr.  Knudsen  in  accept- 
ing his  responsibility  understands  that  he  Is  to  be  given 
ample  authority  to  cope  with  the  terrific  problem  with 
which  he  is  faced.  On  the  other  hand,  business  and  politics 
do  not  use  words  with  the  same  meaning.  What  I  very 
much  fear  Is  that  while  Mr.  Knudsen  understands  that  he 
Is  to  have  full  authority,  he  will  find  ultimately  that  he  is 
tied  up  in  the  laws  of  this  country,  and  will  perhaps  find 
it  necessary  to  ask  to  be  relieved  rather  than  to  precipitate 
an  Issue.  I  fear  that  Mr.  Knudsen  will  some  day  walk  into 
the  White  House  and  say  to  the  President:  "It  just  docs  not 
seem  to  be  working  out.  and  you  will  have  to  excuse  me,"  be- 
cause, after  all,  we  must  still  be  governed  by  the  law.  The 
law  under  which  this  fund  is  to  be  expended  directs  first 
**ln  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  War,"  concerning 
whom  there  has  been  abundant  controversy,  who  returned 
only  this  past  week  from  an  excursion  to  discover  that  very 
essential  transfers  were  being  held  up  In  his  absence,  and 
who  is  supposedly  Involved  In  a  controversy  with  his 
Assistant. 

COTTNCIL   OF   NATIONAL   DEFENSE 

Second,  after  his  discretion  has  been  determined,  it  must 
then  be  recommended  by  the  Council  of  National  Defense, 
composed  of  six  Secretaries,  Madam  Perkins,  Mr.  Hopkins, 
Mr.  Ickes.  Mr.  Morgenthau,  and  the  others.  Then  we  come  to 
the  Advisory  Commission,  whose  only  functions  under  the 
law  are  to  advise  the  Council  of  National  Defense,  whose 
only  powers  are  to  Investigate  and  recommend  to  the 
President.    TTiat  is  the  law. 

AOVISOBT  COMMISSION 

The  Advisory  Commission  is  composed  of  seven  members, 
without  a  chairman,  but  with  an  executive  secretary,  one 
of  the  White  House  "anonymous  assistants."  who  calls 
them  together.  Four  of  these  seven  members  are  not 
industrialists.  There  is  an  eminent  lady  from  North  Caro- 
lina who  I  have  no  doubt  Is  very  competent  in  her  own 
line.  Mr.  Sidney  Hillman,  vice  president  and  chairman  of 
the  C.  I.  O.,  is  to  handle  all  labor  problems  and  the  recruit- 
ing for  our  Air  Corps,  and  two  other  gentlemen.  Mr,  Chester 
Davis  of  the  former  Farm  Board  and  Mr.  Leon  Henderson,  a 
very  competent  statistician.  They  are  a  majority  of  the  Ad- 
visory Commission.  Mr.  Stettinius,  Mr.  Bjiudsen,  and  Mr. 
Budd  are  the  business  minority.  It  may  be  that  this  will 
work,  but  If  It  does,  it  will  defy  all  the  lessons  of  human  ex- 
perience. It  would  seem  impossible  to  make  a  success  of  an 
amorphous  mass  of  that  character  handling  the  intricate 
problems  of  coordination  with  which  the  Nation  is  now  faced. 

Each  one  of  these  four  agencies  has  a  complete  power  of 
veto.  Nothing  can  be  done  without  the  approval  of  every- 
one concerned.  This  is  perfectly  designed  to  do  nothing. 
But  the  object  Is  action  not  vetoes.  This  will  serve  for  Mr. 
Hitler  as  a  perfect  example  of  the  futility  of  a  democracy. 

I  would  wish  that  the  President  with  his  Executive  responsi- 
bility would  ask  this  body  to  authorize  him  to  appoint  a  man. 


approved.  If  you  wish,  by  the  Senate,  who  should  have  fuH 
power  and  authority  to  carry  out  industrial  coordination — to 
whom  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Corps  could  say  what 
they  want,  and  whose  responsibility  it  would  be  then  to  see 
that  those  desires  are  effectively  and  eflBciently  carried  out. 

PRBSmCNTIAL    PUHPriB 

Let  us  also  remember  that  every  one  of  these  various  groups 
holds  oflBce  simply  at  the  pleasure  of  the  President.  They 
serve  simply  as  a  convenient  camoufiage. 

If  the  object  were  to  confuse  the  coimtry  as  to  where  the 
responsibility  lies  for  any  failure  of  our  defense  effort  to 
function  the  set-up  could  not  be  more  beautifully  designed. 

OOATS 

If  anything  goes  wrong  Mr.  Knudsen  can,  of  course,  be 
blamed  as  the  country  understands  he  is  the  one  who  Is  to  do 
the  job. 

The  limitation  on  the  expenditure  of  these  funds  "in  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  War  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Council  of  National  Defense  and  its  Advisory 
Commission  and  with  the  approval  of  the  President"  falls 
far  short  of  the  industrial  coordinator  that  Is  required  with 
full  authority  to  go  ahead. 

Dispersion  of  authority  and  responsibility  among  four 
groups  is  not  the  way  to  get  planes  or  guns.  That  Is  dis- 
tinctly a  one-man  job  for  which  Mr.  Knudsen  is  Ideally 
fitted.  The  country  should  clearly  understand  that  up  to 
the  present  he  has  no  legal  authority  whatsoever. 

CONGKJESS    COOPEKATES 

Congress  has  shown  its  readiness  to  furnish  any  funds 
or  authority  that  the  emergency  requires.  This  situation 
must  shortly  be  clarified  if  results  are  to  be  secured. 

LET    CONGRESS    STAT     IN     SESSION 

Here  Is  an  additional  reason  for  Congress  to  remain  in 
session.    Who  wishes  Congress  to  adjourn,  and  why? 

Certainly  there  has  rarely  been  a  more  critical  period  in 
the  history  of  the  world. 

The  resolutions  of  the  Virginia  and  Oklahoma  delegations 
against  adjournment  are  a  gratifsring  indication  that  Con- 
gress is  going  to  stay  on  the  job. 

The  Advisory  Council,  of  which  Mr.  Knudsen  is  merely  a 
minority  member  as  a  representative  of  industry  has  only 
the  power  to  advise  the  Council  of  National  Defense  composed 
of  various  Cabinet  oflBcers  which  in  turn  has  only  the  power 
to  investigate  and  recommend. 

Certainly  so  hydra-headed  a  set-up  can  never  be  expected 
to  coordinate  American  industry. 

My  fear  is  that  Mr.  Knudsen  may  not  continue  unless  soon 
his  legal  powers  and  responsibility  are  cleared. 

The  country  asks  and  expects  action,  and  that  without 
delay.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  balance 
of  my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  is  recog- 
nized for  18  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  I  find  my  text 
today  in  the  letters  that  have  been  coming  to  my  desk  during 
the  last  few  weeks.  I  fancy  they  do  not  differ  materially  from 
the  letters  you  have  been  receiving.  In  general,  they  can  be 
divided  into  three  categories:  FSrst,  there  is  the  occasional  or 
sporadic  letter  or  telegram  which  rather  intemperately  urg°s 
that  we  should  declare  war  at  once.  Fortunately  they  are  in 
the  great  minority. 

Secondly,  there  is  the  group  of  sentiment  reflected  in  letters 
which  seek  to  give  all  possible  aid  to  the  Allied  powers,  but  at 
the  same  time  expresses  apprehension  that  unless  due  caution 
is  exercised  It  may  carry  us  into  intervention. 

The  third  class  of  letters  are  from  those  who  believe  that 
unrestrainedly  we  should  give  every  jKjssible  material  aid 
short  of  war  to  the  Allied  powers  on  the  theory  that  democ- 
racy is  in  the  balance  today  and  that  perhaps  we  had  better 
do  whatever  we  can  before  the  carnage  and  shambles  reach 
our  own  shores. 

I  believe  there  is  a  general  disposition  on  the  part  of  Con- 
gress in  both  bodies,  whether  the  Senate  or  the  House,  to 
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render  every  possible  aid  short  of  war  consonant  with  the 
needs  of  our  national  defense.  I  find  it  dif&cult  to  write  to 
my  constituents  at  times,  wondering  just  how  far  we  ought 
to  go. 

Being  fully  sensible  of  the  problem  and  of  the  difficulty, 
shall  we  Impair  our  own  defensive  establishment?  Shall  we 
strip  ourselves  of  adequate  defense  material— equiinnent  and 
materiel?  Well,  it  is  rather  a  difiScult  question  to  answer, 
and  before  one  can  answer  it  there  must  be  an  inventory  ot 
what  we  have.  I  have  gone  to  considerable  trouMe  to  look 
into  the  matter  to  see  in  the  criminations  and  recriminations 
we  have  heard  over  the  last  few  weeks  or  months  whether 
the  Congress  has  been  at  fault  in  the  event  that  we  have  a 
defensive  establishment  today  that  is  not  proportionate  to 
the  amount  of  money  that  has  been  expended. 

I  do  not  propose  to  pass  judgment  on  that  question,  but  I 
do  say  that  when  you  go  home  there  will  be  people  who  will 
accost  you  on  the  streets  and  who  will  say.  "Well,  where  is 
this  defensive  establishment?  Where  are  the  guns?  Where 
are  the  antitank  and  antiaircraft  guns?  Where  is  the  am- 
munition? Where  are  the  twmbs?  Where  are  the  aircraft? 
Where  are  all  the  things  that  we  believed  Congress  had  fully 
taken  care  of  as  a  part  of  the  requirements  of  the  defensive 
establishment?"  I  projwse,  therefore,  to  give  you  some  com- 
fort In  trying  to  find  the  answer  for  ft. 

As  we  examine  Into  this  problem  of  what  the  Allied  Powers 
need  today.  I  say  obviously  their  Immediate  need  is  not  money, 
for  insofar  as  I  can  determine  from  reports  that  come  from 
the  Department  of  Commerce  there  is  a  minimum  of  seven 
and  one-half  to  eight  billion  dollars  of  long-  and  short-term 
credit  and  gold  under  earmark  that  is  available  today. 

Secondly,  it  is  not  men,  because  there  is  a  vast  host  avail- 
able in  Great  Britain  today  who  could  be  fighting  on  the 
Continent  if  it  were  not  for  the  fact  that  their  materiel,  their 
tanks,  and  those  other  things  were  lost  in  the  great  carnage 
in  Flanders.  Obviously,  as  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
(Mr.  Collins]  pointed  out  day  before  yesterday  on  this  fioor, 
wars  are  matters  of  machinery  and  mechanization  today,  and 
the  only  useful  and  effective  assistance  that  we  can  really 
provide  to  the  allied  countries  at  the  present  time  would  be 
In  the  field  of  weapons,  instrumentalities,  materiel,  equip- 
ment, supplier,  and  those  other  things  that  are  so  essential 
In  the  prosecution  of  a  war. 

Now,  what  is  the  stock  that  we  have  in  the  country  today? 
How  much  money  has  been  expended  and  how  much  has  been 
devoted  to  this  purpose,  and  what  will  the  break -down  of  the 
Army  figures  show? 

I  think  it  will  be  rather  interesting  to  the  country,  so  I 
went  to  the  trouble  to  take  the  War  Department's  own  flares, 
not  only  for  the  last  16  years,  but  also  for  the  last  8  years,  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  what  amount  of  money  that  we 
have  appropriated  for  the  War  Department  has  gone  into 
what  they  call  these  recurring  annual  items  which  are  not 
materiel,  but  rather  pay.  travel,  subsistence,  clothing,  forage, 
equipage,  and  all  those  other  things.  Essential  to  the  Army? 
Oh,  yes;  but  not  In  the  category  of  weapons.  These  are  an- 
nual recurring  Items  and  can  only  be  inventmied  in  the  form 
of  a  well-clothed,  well-fed,  well-disciplined,  well-trained,  and 
well-housed  army. 

As  I  break  this  down  just  pay  heed  to  these  figures  for  a 
moment.  For  the  fiscal  year  1933  on  to  and  including  1940 
the  total  expenditure  for  the  War  Department  in  those  years 
was  $3,776,000,000  plus.  You  can  keep  it  In  mind  better  by 
just  remembering  the  approximate  figure — ^from  1933,  in- 
cluding the  fiscal  year  of  1933,  to  and  Including  1940,  about 
three  and  three-quarter  billion  dollars.  How  was  it  broken 
down?  Here  are  the  figures;  these  are  not  my  figures;  these 
are  from  an  analysis  that  was  made  by  the  War  Department 
and  sent  to  the  Members  of  Congress,  or  at  least  some  of 
them.  Where  the  Department's  own  figures  were  shown  for 
a  16-year  period  I  took  the  last  8  years. 

Only  about  6  '/2  percent  of  all  the  money  that  was  expended 
for  the  Army,  aside  from  the  Air  Corps,  has  gone  into  aug- 
mentation and  modernization.  That  means  acquisition  of 
weapons,  materiel,  tanks,  ammunition,  and  those  other  things 
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that  the  AQied  Powers  need  at  the  ]»-esent  time.  Six 
and  one-half  percent  for  augmentation  and  about  11  per- 
cent for  augmentation  in  the  Air  Corps. 

What  is  the  obvious  conclusion?  Out  of  three  and  three- 
quarter  trillion  dollars  that  was  expended  there  was  $2,383,- 
000,000  for  ctothing,  for  pay  and  allowances,  for  travel,  for 
subsistence  and  these  other  things,  and  $736,000,000  in  the 
same  category  for  the  Air  Corps. 

The  figures  will  show  that  from  1933  to  1940  about  $341,- 
549,000  was  expended  for  modernization,  replacements,  and 
acquisitions  for  the  Army  and  about  $414,838,000  for  the  Air 
Corps,  making  a  total  of  $656,387,000  for  this  purpose  over 
an  8-year  period  out  of  a  total  expenditure  of  more  than 
three  and  three-quarter  billions  of  doll£U«. 

When  you  draw  the  line  and  take  the  total  you  will  find 
that  for  the  last  8  5^ars  there  has  been  available  for  acqui- 
sition an  average  of  about  $82,000,000  a  year.  [_ 

There  was  an  average  of  $82,000,000  a  year  for  increasing 
guns,  equipment,  and  weapons.  You  cannot  buy  much  with 
$82,000,000  a  year  in  order  to  set  up  a  defensive  establishment, 
but  those  are  the  figures  today  as  we  come  to  evaluate  our  own 
inventory.  If  these  funds  were  inadequate,  it  was  not  the 
fault  of  Congress. 

Where  is  the  fault?  Is  it  on  the  part  of  Congress?  Is  It 
that  we  have  been  niggardly?  Is  it  that  we  have  been  parsi- 
monious with  the  War  and  Navy  Departments?  Well.  I  went 
over  to  the  Appropriations  Committee  to  fish  out  every  esti- 
mate that  was  sent  to  us  by  the  Budget  Bureau  which  had  the 
approval  of  the  President,  starting  with  1933.  The  total  of 
appropriations  was  $3,399,000,000.  The  total  Budget  esti- 
mates as  they  came  to  us  from  the  Budget  Bureau  from  1933 
to  1940,  inclusive,  was  $3,436,000,000. 

We  gave  to  the  War  Department  within  $37,000,000  of  every 
dime  for  which  they  asked  the  Congress  in  the  last  8  years. 
That  Is  about  1  percent  of  the  total  expenditure.  So  I  say 
to  you  today  on  the  basis  of  the  figures  from  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  from  the  files  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  that 
if  there  is  no  defensive  establishment  in  America  today  it 
cannot  be  laid  on  the  thresh(^d  of  Congress.  We  have  done 
our  duty  and  there  is  the  record  to  show  it. 

Let  me  make  one  more  observation  on  this  question  of 
whether  or  not  the  War  Department  estimates  and  their 
requisitionings  met  obstacles  and  whether  they  met  them 
down  at  the  other  end  of  the  Avenue.  Here  sits  my  good 
friend  from  Missouri  today  [Mr.  Cannon],  who  serves  on  the 
deficiency  subcommittee.  When  he  was  questioning  Gen- 
eral Marshall  the  other  day,  General  Marshall  said: 

Our  original  estimates  included  much  more  than  that. 

Meaning  the  War  Department  Budget  as  it  was  sent  up  to 
the  Congress. 
"Hie  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  said: 

What  did  yovir  original  estimate  Include? 

Geneitil  Marshall  said: 

We  asked  beyond  that  amount  for  $240,000,000  for  critical  items; 
$2a5.000.000  for  essential  Items;  $36,000,000  for  seacoast  defenses; 
$45,000,000  for  arsenal  and  depot  facilities. 

Yes;  they  asked  for  it.  They  asked  for  it,  and  whenever 
their  request  got  as  far  as  the  Congress,  the  Congress  always 
took  care  of  the  matter.  So  I  shall  not  have  anyone  lift  his 
voice  in  reproach  when  I  go  home  and  say  to  me,  "You  are  a 
Member  of  Congress.  Under  the  Constitution  you  are  charged 
with  the  responsibility  of  raising  and  maintaining  an  Army 
and  a  Navy.    What  did  you  do  with  the  money?" 

We  gave  them  substantially  all  the  money  the  Budget 
Bureau  asked  for  and  then  relied  upon  expert  and  profes- 
sional direction  for  a  defensive  establishment.  If  we  do  not 
have  it  today  let  it  not  be  said  that  the  Congress  is  in  error 
or  that  there  has  been  any  dereliction  on  the  part  of  the 
legislative  branch.  The  Budget  Bureau  is  under  the  imme- 
diate direction  and  supervision  of  the  Chief  Executive  and 
if  that  Bureau  made  substantial  slashes  in  the  requests  of 
the  Army  and  the  Navy,  the  blame  must  fall  elsewhere  than 
on  Congress. 
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Turning  for  a  moment  to  the  question  of  what  we  have, 
the  amount  we  can  send  to  other  nations  is  obviously  deter- 
mined by  what  is  available  unless  we  want  to  strip  ourselves 
entirely  of  a  defensive  establishment.  I  am  sure  the  Amer- 
ican people  would  not  care  to  see  that  sort  of  thing  done. 
So  we  have  to  evaluate  the  inventory  and  see  what  is  avail- 
able today. 

I  would  admonish  everybody  on  the  floor  of  the  House  to 
get  a  copy  of  the  Senate  hearings  on  the  last  military  appro- 
priation bill  that  cleared  this  House  day  before  yesterday. 
You  will  want  to  take  it  home  and  refresh  yourself,  because 
there  is  some  rather  interesting  information  there.  Let  me 
take,  for  instance,  the  question  of  rifles.  Prom  page  28  of 
the  Senate  hearings  we  learn  that  a  total  of  38.000  new 
rifles  have  been  delivered.  Two  hundred  and  forty  thousand 
are  needed  for  a  minimum  army.  There  are  funds  available 
for  169.000  more  and  then  it  will  be  June  of  1942  before 
those  are  completed. 

Antitank  guns — this  is  General  Marshall  speaking — It  is 
no  secret,  it  is  published,  it  Is  part  of  the  documentary  in- 
formation of  this  country  today.  Antitank  gtins:  Serious 
situation  in  length  of  time  required  to  produce.  Require- 
ments are  1.556;  have  218  on  hand;  have  526  on  order  on 
which  deliveries  will  not  be  completed  until  June  1941.  That 
will  be  a  year  hence.  A  year  Is  a  long  time  and  it  Indicates 
only  too  well  the  serious  lag  which  takes  place  from  the  time 
funds  are  provided  and  essential  items  of  defense  are  deliv- 
ered for  use. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  no  use  of  our  playing  the  role  of  an 
ostrich.  Not  long  ago  the  President  stood  on  that  rostrum 
and  admonished  us  not  to  be  ostriches  when  It  comes  to  the 
foreign  situation  and  not  to  blink  the  realities.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  blink  realities  today,  because  there  Is  no  virtue  in 
fooling  the  American  people.  If  they  are  insecure,  if  our 
defensive  establishment  is  not  what  it  ought  to  be,  they  want 
to  know  the  truth,  for  only  by  the  establishment  of  a  factual 
premise  can  we  rouse  this  Nation  to  that  degree  of  interest 
that  is  necessary  whereby  we  may  develop  a  defensive  estab- 
lishment that  is  worthy  of  the  greatness,  the  wealth,  and  the 
glory  of  this  country. 

In  connection  with  the  FYench  75's — and  that  Is  a  subject 
that  is  dear  to  my  heart  because  back  in  the  World  War  I 
upon  occasion  helped  pull  the  lanyard  and  listened  to  the 
75-mlllimeter  projectiles  go  forth  perhaps  eight  or  ten  kilo- 
meters to  spread  death  somewhere  or  to  knock  over  a  church 
steeple,  or  to  fall  upon  an  ammunition  train.  It  is  a  great 
instrument.  There  is  a  flexibility  to  it  that  made  it  so  superior 
to  our  own  3-inch  weapon  that  throughout  the  World  Wsu*  we 
were  using  the  75  millimeters. 

In  the  light  of  history,  what  is  the  situation  concerning  the 
modernized  75's?  It  was  brought  out  before  the  Senate  that 
we  have  101  modernized  75's  on  hand  and  have  provided  for 
499  in  existing  appropriations.  If  that  mat«''riel.  modernized 
and  otherwise,  is  not  a  part  of  the  defensive  establishment  of 
the  country  today,  let  it  not  ever  be  said  that  it  is  the  fault 
of  the  Congress,  because  we  came  within  1  jjercent  over  a 
period  of  8  years  of  giving  the  War  Department  every  dollar 
which  the  Budget  Bureau  requested  from  this  legislative  body. 

The  same  thing  Is  true  of  heavy  guns.  Sometimes  this 
becomes  alarming.  Here  was  General  Marshall  testifying  on 
page  34  of  the  hearings,  and  I  quote: 

We  have  not  manufactured  a  big  gun  for  many  years,  but  it 
would  take  two  and  a  half  years  to  manufacture  a  16-inch  gun  and 
carriage. 

Incidentally  he  stated  that  when  he  Investigated  into  this 
particular  type  of  materiel,  he  found  that  production  ma- 
chinery was  in  use  which  was  40  years  old. 

Thank  God  there  is  a  national -defense  program  under  way. 
I  think  we  devoutly  and  fervently  hope  and  wish  that  there 
will  be  no  obstacle,  that  there  will  be  no  obstruction,  that 
there  will  be  no  delay  so  that  these  essential  things  that  we 
are  lacking  today  will  come  into  actuality  as  a  part  of  our 
defensive  program. 


But  as  one  examines  the  inventory,  there  Is  a  question  that 
presents  itself  in  these  letters  and  telegrams  that  come  stat- 
ing, "Render  aid  and  assistance."  How  far  can  we  go?  I 
do  not  propose  to  answer  it  in  terms  of  dollars  and  cents.  I 
do  not  know.  But  I  will  say  to  you  that  as  my  people  ad- 
monish me  to  do  every  possible  thing  to  expedite  the  program 
whereby  aid  may  be  rendered  to  those  who  are  in  distress  in 
Europe  at  the  present  time,  I  wonder  how  much  of  this  we 
can  turn  over,  sell,  or  make  available  to  them. 

By  way  of  emphasis  let  me  include  a  table  showing  the 
total  of  appropriations  and  Budget  estimates  for  the  years 
1933  to  1940.  inclusive,  together  with  totals  from  which  one 
may  at  once  ascertain  that  for  an  8-year  period  the  Congress 
has  been  decently  generous  and  has  provided  substantially  all 
the  funds  which  were  requested  for  national  defense. 

Table  showing  total  of  appropriations  and  estimates  for  the  years 

1933  to  1940.  inclusive 


Year 

Approrriations 

EstimatM 

Pliu  or  minus 

1933  

1304. 664. 024. 00 
277..'j:«.:wi  (« 
2M.-i42.^M  f,2 
355.  H23.  JM.  UO 
301.375.7H4.00 
417.702.H79  (W 
.■06.0^2.471  00 
851.541.860.00 

$301,030,642.00 
27H.01.VH41.00 
27(I.31H..S70.62 
332.  OM.  277. 00 
383.  VO.  510. 00 
41H.6M.336.00 
JM9.06I.639.00 
904.363,386.00 

$3.  Ka.  va 

\VH 

-«>M).  460 

1«35 

-.VOTtl.  (Wl 

iy36 

33.738.927 

1«:»7 

8.026.374 

liKW 

-000.457 

\\m 

-13.0O0.16t 

1040 

-53.721.538 

Total 

3,399,743.112.63 

3,436,818.303.63 

-37. 07S,  001 

Let  me  devote  further  attention  to  this  question  of  what 
munitions,  materials,  equipment,  and  weapons  are  available 
for  delivery  to  the  Allied  Powers  over  and  above  our  own  de- 
fensive needs. 

I  doubt  whether  I  would  undertake  today  to  make  this  in- 
formation available  were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  it  already 
appears  on  pages  421  and  422  of  the  hearings  before  the 
Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of  the 
United  States  Senate  which  were  held  on  H.  R.  9209.  the  bill 
which  makes  appropriations  for  the  Military  Establishment  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941. 

An  examination  of  the  hearings  discloses  that  there  was  no 
reticence  among  the  members  of  the  Senate  committee  on 
military  appropriations  in  asking  questions,  and  in  developing 
information  which  would  present  the  picture  precisely  as 
it  is. 

You  will  observe  that  the  following  table  shows  various  kinds 
of  materiel,  equipment,  and  munitions  which  was  on  hand  on 
May  1,  1940.  and  the  amoimt  which  will  be  on  hand  upon 
completion  of  the  piogram: 

The  money  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1940.  amounts  con- 
tained in  the  1941  estimates,  and  amounts  contained  In  the  new 
emergency  estimates  (President's  message)  will  complete  the  pro- 
gram for  critical  items.  Under  this  program  the  status  Is  as  fallows 
as  of  May  1.  1940,  for  principal  items: 


Item 


ANTlAIBCEAn 

3-inch  (funs 

tw-mm  KUiu .. . ...... 

Directors ... 

lieiKhi  flotlen .... 

Sound  locators 

37-mni.  gun.H.  antiairmft 

.50  caliber  in achiiMicuiu 


811  ALL  4BMS 


(Semiautomatic  rifles 

37-mm.  antitaoii  pins........... 

eo-mm.  tuortar« 

Rl-mm.  mcrtars  

&lacblD«  tun.  caliber  .50  (pmA). 


nSLD  ABTIU.IRT  MATBRLa 


75-mm.  (run.  modemir. t-d 

75-mm.  howitwr  (Held  and  pack). 

105-aun.  howlttrr   

155-mm.  (cun.  luag-nagt 

84ncb  bowltter . 


On  hand  May  l.^'"  I*  ""  ^"<* 
tioDorpruirram 


448 


im 

142 
194 

is 

1.014 


38,000 

238 

3 

1R3 

83 


141 
00 


ar 
m 

not 

1.423 

1,683 


340.530 
1.388 
a,7M 


1.431 

nt 

m 
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COMBAT  VEHirUCS 


Combat  oars 

Tanks,  liitht  M2A4.. 
Tanks,  medium  M3. 


THACTOIta  AND  SrSOAL  ORDNANCE  ▼KHKI.KS 


Tractors,  light ..,-^.. 

Trsct/)n<,  m'<ilum 

Tractors.  h«vjr 

Trucks.  iimHll  arms  rrpair. 
Trucks,  instrummit  repair. 


KAU.WAY  AITUXeST 

S-tadi  railway  gon  and  carriace 

AMMi\mo.'« 


Ammunition  bomb,  SOO-pound . . . 
Ammunition  bomb,  l,OilO-|>ound. 

Callt*r.  :#t  A    F , 

CalilwT.  ..VibHlI , 

S7-mm.  tank  and  antitank ., 

37-nim.  untiitirrraft  eua .... 

M-nmi   mortnr 

7.^-nim.  howltzM'  H.  E  

lA&-mm.  lumltMr.  H.  E 

8-iiich  huwiltw,  II.  E. 


I 


MoiNEEa  coara 


Pontoo  bridr*.  l^ton 

Ponton  eqiii|Hi?e,  Z(-lon 

WitiT-purifU-ntKin  unit 
Searrhli^bt.  (io-iuch  uiubtl« 


Oas  maalta.. 


CVKMICAL  WAKTARB 


QrARTEKMASTCa  CORPS 


Ctoth  wool  unilorra,  yards. 

Plridninfp^ 

Pack  sad'Ilea,  canco 


SIGNAL  CORPS 


Radk>'wtSCRUl 

Radio  »t  SCK  ITI 

4adio  M-t  »C  R  104 

WB-c  (firld  wif)  (miles). 
PicH  lelcphonfs  (milM). 
DetecUtr  tKi ► 


On  hand  May  1. 
1940 


485 

114 

10 

18 


65 

TO 


n.028 
4.  I'M 

17.  Tfti.  (UO 

25^220. 000 

76.000 

4A.ono 

4.T0U0 
142.000 
026,000 


1 

1 
4 

285 


407.  no6 


6ft7.000 
434 


:«0 
26 

800 
16.800 
15,800 


WiUbeonhand 
upon  comple- 
tion of  propam 


1,34« 
206 
734 
104 


120 
660 
777 
14« 
6.1 


24 


34.ff34 
14.511 

73.  oan.  (UO 

63.117,000 

1.305.000 

2,  ft'.M.  IHU 

373.000 

382,800 

1.  Ul.OOO 

20,000 


32 

8 

45 

1,028 


1.297.000 


6,5oaooo 

.VOOO 
2,235 


1.840 

401 

1138 

65.491 

47,002 

182 


As  I  pointed  out  earlier,  one  of  the  real  difficulties  in  at- 
tempting to  speed  up  a  defensive  program  for  the  procure- 
ment of  all  types  of  weapons  and  instruments  of  war  is  that 
it  often  requires  such  a  long  time  to  obtain  deliveries,  and 
there  is  presented  to  us  the  question  of  how  far  we  should 
go  in  reducing  our  present  defense  establishment  in  the  light 
of  possible  delays  in  securing  equipment  of  various  kinds 
which  is  deemed  to  be  so  essential. 

On  page  421  of  the  Senate  hearings.  General  Moore  testi- 
fied that  some  deliveries  are  now  being  made  of  the  37-milll- 
meter  antitank  gun  but  that  It  will  probably  be  December  of 
1941  before  our  needs  In  this  type  of  weapon  are  all  deliv- 
ered. It  must  be  apparent  to  all  that  December  1941  is  18 
months  hence,  and,  therefore,  raises  a  very  delicate  question, 
if  from  our  present  slender  stock  this  type  of  weapon  was  to 
be  made  available. 

On  page  95  of  the  Senate  hearings  General  Arnold,  of  the 
Air  Corps,  testified  in  substance  that  present  production  of 
planes  is  about  300  per  month,  and  that  the  total  yearly  pro- 
duction by  July  1, 1941.  will  be  about  6.000.  He  also  testified 
that  the  maximum  number  under  present  production  sched- 
ules will  reach  about  800  a  month  and  that  wiU  be  for  only  a 
short  time. 

On  page  30  of  the  same  hearings  may  be  found  a  colloquy 
between  members  of  the  Senate  committee  and  representa- 
tives of  the  War  Department  to  the  effect  that  It  will  be  the 
end  of  1941  before  we  shall  have  sufficient  antiaircraft  guns, 
directors,  and  height  finders  for  37  regiments. 

All  In  all.  as  one  examines  the  testimony,  he  Is  beset  with 
the  question  as  to  how  far  we  can  go  in  making  equipment 
and  supplies  available,  consonant  with  our  own  defense  needs. 
I  shall  be  content  to  let  this  matter  be  resolved  by  our  ex- 


perts but  do  believe  that  there  must  be  proper  regard  for 
our  own  defense  needs. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  thus  far  refrained  from  discussing 
matters  p)ertaining  to  war  and  defense  until  I  could  see  more 
clearly  the  problems  which  confront  us.  The  thing  Is  dis- 
tressing and  despairing  enough  as  It  Is,  but  somehow  it  seems 
to  me  that  only  in  proportion  as  truth  and  fact  are  made 
manifest  to  the  people  of  this  country,  they  will  stand  up 
behind  every  kind  of  a  decent,  reasonable  program  and  say, 
"Amen."  So  why  withhold  this  Information?  It  Is  docu- 
mented in  the -Senate  hearings  and  In  other  places.  It  seems 
to  me  we  can  more  intelligently  resolve  these  fi^es  in  pro- 
portion as  we  know  how  well  we  are  defended,  for  out  of 
complete  realization  will  come  a  maximum  of  action  and 
cooperation. 

Let  me  echo  In  the  last  moment  a  thought  I  snatched  from 
the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
IbiAssiNCALEl  a  moment  ago.  when  he  talked  about  making 
weapKjns  so  hideous  and  so  deathly  that  they  would  In.splre 
a  kind  of  fear  that  would  be  the  greatest  detriment  to  war  in 
all  the  world.  I  think  he  Is  right.  Nothing  seemed  to  me 
so  Ironical  as  when  Ramsay  MacE)onald  came  over  here  from 
Europe  some  years  ago  anti  went  down  to  the  Rapidan  camp 
of  President  Hoover.  The  newspapers  said  that  Ramsay 
MacDonald  and  President  Hoover  were  talking  about  hu- 
manizing war.  Think  of  the  Irony  and  the  cynicism  In 
talking  about  humanizing  war,  as  if  there  Is  any  humanity 
to  It.     [  Applause.  1 

As  If  there  Is  any  humanity  about  deadly  machine-gun 
fire  which  mows  down  advancing  troops  and  lets  them  wal- 
low in  their  own  blood.  As  if  there  is  any  humanity  about  a 
bursting  high -explosive  shell  which  lacerates  young  flesh 
and  Induces  the  death  rattle  In  a  young  throat.  As  If  there 
Is  any  humanity  about  a  ghastly  dive  bomber  which  strikes 
terror  In  the  hearts  of  brave  and  intrepid  men.  As  if  there 
Is  any  humanity  about  a  bomb  which  suddenly  hurtles  from 
the  skies  to  take  Its  toll  of  human  life. 

The  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  was  right.  Build  the 
Instruments  of  death  so  big,  so  powerful,  and  in  such  quan- 
tities that  their  very  f rightfulness  will  Inspire  an  abiding 
fear  as  a  deterrent  to  war.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Patrick!. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  hope  that  we  are  able 
to  properly  grasp  the  picture  that  is  before  this  Nation  today 
and  see  what  is  contemplated  in  the  defense  program.  We 
have  had  a  sudden  awakening.  You  know  just  as  England 
and  Prance  liave  so  believed  in  and  worked  toward  peace, 
they  did  not  prepare,  they  have  not  year  by  year  constructed 
the  wherewithal  to  turn  out  frightful  armament,  and  that 
is  the  reason  for  their  falling  by  the  wayside.  Their  only 
sin  was  not  being  willing  to  accept  the  frightful  things  that 
were  In  store,  when  running  at  full  speed  ahead  their  neigh- 
bor was  making  machines  of  war  every  day.  Surely  we  can- 
not go  to  sleep.  We  are  the  people  ourselves  who  crossed 
an  ocean,  hewed  out  the  forests,  and  erected  this  Oovern- 
ment  out  of  a  foresight  and  an  Independence. 

The  thing  that  we  are  confronted  with  Is  not  having  a 
bunch  of  airplanes  standing  by  to  be  turned  loose  at  a 
certain  time.  It  Is  to  step  up  production.  It  Is  to  get  us  to 
the  place  that,  If  we  are  confronted  with  what  threatens  all 
democracy  today,  we  will  not  have  to  do  what  they  are  doing 
In  Europe — throw  flesh  and  blood  against  steel  and  Iron,  re- 
sulting In  the  horrible  misflt  that  the  patriots  who  are  stand- 
ing up  and  fighting  the  battle  of  democracy  against  the 
Ideology  of  totalitarianism  have  to  meet.  It  Is  a  frightful 
thing.  It  Is  so  out  of  balance  that  I  think  we  should  realize 
that  as  long  and  as  far  as  we  can  go  to  having  democracy's 
battle  fought  on  that  side  of  the  ocean  we  should  do  it.  I 
do  not  understand  this  Inclination  among  some  of  the  Mem- 
bers in  this  body  not  to  send  everything  that  can  be  sent  by 
every  legal  means.  If  a  plane  is  outmoded,  it  is  still  better 
for  the  Allies  than  none.    They  can  use  it.    We  should  see 
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that  everything  possible  be  done  to  prepare  our  men  to  use 
a  machine,  and  we  should  see  that  evei-ything  is  done  here  in 
America  to  prepare  the  machine  and  to  increase  the  output. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  jrield  the  remaining  time 
on  this  side  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  one  of 
the  most  significant  bills  ever  taken  up  in  the  American  Con- 
gress. Its  consideration  marks  the  close  of  a  notable  period 
in  American  history,  a  momentous  change  in  national  policy 
which  carries  with  it  far-reaching  consequences  the  end  of 
which  no  man  can  foresee.  It  provides  a  total  armament 
budget  of  approximately  $5,000,000,000.  the  largest  peacetime 
appropriation  for  that  purpose  in  the  history  of  the  Nation. 
Six  weeks  ago  such  a  bill  would  probably  not  have  received 
a  single  vote.  Judgmg  by  expressions  from  both  sides  of  the 
House,  support  of  the  measiu-e  is  today  practically  unanimous. 

With  its  enactment  a  golden  era  in  the  life  and  history  of 
the  Republic  draws  to  a  tragic  close.  Heretofore  our  peace- 
time interest  in  armament  and  our  appropriations  for  Army 
expenditures  have  been  negligible.  Protected  by  friendly  seas 
on  east  and  west,  by  our  still  more  friendly  neighbors  north 
and  south  with  no  aspirations  to  conquest,  we  have  had  no 
occasion  to  fortify  our  international  borders,  to  maintain 
large  standing  armies,  to  resort  to  universal  military  training, 
or  to  consume  the  resources  of  our  country  or  the  genius  of 
our  people  in  useless  and  senseless  preparation  for  war.  Our 
paths  have  been  the  paths  of  peace,  and  through  the  150 
years  of  our  history  we  have  devoted  our  enfirmous  national 
revenues  to  great  constructive  programs  which  brought  hap- 
piness and  well-being  to  every  citizen  of  the  Republic. 

We  have  built  the  greatest  system  of  highways  in  the  world, 
developed  incomparable  inland  waterways,  established  vast 
social  and  economic  institutions,  provided  the  most  efQcient 
system  of  public  education  in  the  annals  of  the  human  race, 
paid  old-age  pensions,  unemployment  compensation  pensions, 
veterans'  pensions,  systematically  and  successfully  relieved 
unemployment,  put  into  operation  Nation-wide  soil-conser- 
vation systems,  created  limitless  State  and  Federal  recrea- 
tion projects  and  forest  reserves,  practiced  conservation  of 
national  resources  and  wildlife,  harnessed  the  rivers  of  the 
Nation,  insured  free  speech,  free  assembly,  free  press,  and 
free  worship,  raised  the  general  standard  of  living  to  a  level 
never  before  reached  by  mankind,  and  enjoyed  a  progress  and 
prosperity  that  has  been  the  wonder  and  admiration  of  the 
world. 

But  a  new  and  sadder  day  has  come.  The  world  has  shrunk. 
Distance  and  time  have  been  annihilated.  The  airplane,  by 
the  irony  of  fate  an  American  invention,  has  revolutionized 
war  and  commerce  and  life  itself.  Never  again  will  we  be 
free  of  apprehension.  Never  again  can  we  lie  down  on  our 
pillow  at  night  without  the  possibility  that  before  dawn  an 
enemy  swifter  than  the  hurricane,  armed  with  destruction 
more  terrible  than  the  thunderbolts  of  Olympus,  may  be  on 
the  move.  Never  again  can  we  devote  in  their  entirety  our 
resources  and  our  revenues  to  peace  and  civilization  and  the 
welfare  of  the  people.  But  henceforth,  for  a  hundred  years 
to  come,  we  must  drive  men  and  factories  at  top  speed,  must 
sink  money  and  talent  and  inventive  genius  in  the  bottomless 
and  insatiable  pit  of  preparation  for  war,  in  the  production 
of  endless  and  ever-growing  mountains  of  munitions,  explo- 
sives, poison  gas,  incendiary  bombs,  guns,  airplanes,  tanks, 
flame  throwers,  and  all  the  hideous  paraphernalia  of  murder 
and  devastation.  That  is  what  this  program  provides.  This 
huge  sum  of  $5,000,000,000  is  merely  the  first  installment. 
*  Not  a  Member  of  Congress  approves  that  program.  But 
practically  every  Member  of  Congress  will  vote  for  it.  For, 
happily,  it  is  not  to  be  enacted  as  a  prelude  to  war.  It  is  not 
intended  to  precipitate  war.  Quite  the  contrary.  It  is 
Instu-ance  against  war.  It  is  the  shotgim  behind  the  door, 
the  knowledge  of  which  will  exercise  a  deterring  influence  on 
any  prowling  bandit  who  might  have  designs  on  the  sleeping 
household. 


There  are  still  some  well-meaning  people  abroad  in  the 
land  who  decry  preparation  for  war — who  insist  that  we 
should  set  a  noble  example  of  disarmament  and  turn  the 
other  cheek.  We  have  had  opportunity  to  observe  at  close 
range  the  fate  of  nations  which  followed  that  course.  Neither 
Ethiopia  nor  Albania  desired  war  or  were  prepared  for  war. 
Austria.  Czechoslovakia.  Danzig,  Poland.  Finland.  Norway. 
Denmark.  Holland,  and  Belgium  depended  on  the  cordial 
and  amicable  relations  they  had  enjoyed  with  their  neigh- 
bors from  time  immemorial.  They  asked  only  to  live  at 
peace — to  have  opportunities  for  the  culture  and  well-being 
of  their  citizens.  They  did  not  desire  war.  They  did  not 
provoke  war.  But  war  came,  like  a  thief  in  the  night,  swift 
and  terrible.  Within  9  minutes  whole  cities  were  reduced 
to  powder  and  debris.  Within  half  an  hour  100.000  citizens 
died  who  had  never  lifted  a  finger  or  harbored  a  thought 
against  the  unprovoked  intruder. 

Our  country  is  a  particularly  inviting  victim.  America  is  a 
shining  mark — the  richest  nation  on  earth — in  whose  miracle 
cities  the  citizen  on  the  lowest  round  of  the  economic  ladder 
enjoys  comforts  and  conveniences  and  prerogatives  denied  the 
most  augiist  prince  or  potentate  to  be  found  in  the  world  a 
century  ago.  A  land  flowing  with  milk  and  honey,  whose 
exhaustless  resources  have  for  generations  roused  the  avarice 
and  cupidity  of  robber  nations  lmF>overished  by  military  bur- 
dens. With  three-fourths  of  the  world's  gold  in  our  vaults, 
with  systems  of  transportation,  communication,  and  finance 
which  exceed  the  combined  facilities  of  Europe,  it  is  a  rich 
prize.  With  fleets  of  bombers  from  Greenland,  the  Indies, 
other  Americas,  or  even  the  eastern  borders  of  the  Atlantic, 
cruising  above  our  cities,  what  tribute  they  could  levy,  what 
neverrcnding  streams  of  wealth  they  could  siphon  annually 
from  our  people,  collectively  and  individually.  Do  not  say 
it  could  not  happen  here.  We  have  seen  in  the  last  few  weeks 
many  nations  as  innocent  as  America  of  any  designs  upon 
their  neighbors  or  their  neighbors'  territory  or  property — 
nations  who  desired  only  peace  and  fellowship  and  good  will 
and  friendly  commerce — overwhelmed  brutally  and  ruth- 
lessly by  military  powers  with  no  regard  for  property  or  life, 
with  no  respect  for  any  law  except  the  stark  law  of  force  and 
violence.  In  a  world  reverting  to  barbarism  and  the  law  of 
the  jungle,  we  have  no  choice  but  to  prepare  for  defense. 
Our  only  safety,  our  only  guarantee  of  peace  lies  in  being 
able  to  defend  ourselves  against  all  comers  and  under  all 
clrcimi  stances. 

This  bill  provides  the  money  with  which  we  propose  to 
arm  the  Nation  so  securely  that  no  predatory  power  will 
dare  to  violate  our  sovereignty.  And  it  is  gratifying  to  note 
the  unanimity  of  action  with  which  this  legislation  has  been 
drafted  and  the  spirit  with  which  it  is  being  supported.  In 
the  book  Mein  Kampf  the  eflScient  Chancelor  of  the  German 
Empire,  in  his  discussion  of  the  IneflBciency  of  democratic 
governments  and  representative  legislative  bodies,  refers  to 
the  proceedings  as  the  "parliamentary  prattle"  of  "honking 
geese."  We  have  shown  here  the  ability  of  a  democracy 
and  its  legislative  body  to  function  expeditiously  and  e£B- 
ciently.  We  have  shown  here  today  that  ours  is  a  democ- 
racy which  will  not  permit  parliamentary  prattle  to  interfere 
with  the  public  welfare  or  blind  us  to  the  importance  of 
cooperation  in  matters  of  national  interest.  It  is  to  be 
hoped  that  the  spirit  of  cooperation  will  continue  and  the 
Congress  can  be  adjourned  without  occasion  for  parlia- 
mentary prattle  or  partisan  consideration.  It  is  true  that 
after  their  conference  the  minority  spoke  of  their  desire  to 
remain  in  session  until  the  next  Congress.  But  time  has 
moved  on,  and  there  is  no  longer  necessity  for  remaining. 
This  bill  completes  the  defense  program.  We  have  passed 
the  revenue  bill  and  provided  the  taxes. 

This  bill  provides  in  full  for  every  present  need.  It  appro- 
priates every  dollar  asked  by  the  administration,  the  Navy,  or 
the  Army.  We  specifically  asked  the  ranking  ofBcers  of  both 
branches  of  the  service  when  they  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee, if  the  Budget  estimate  supplied  all  the  funds  they 
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could  use  to  advantage  and  If  they  could  suggest  any  addi- 
tional supplement  to  the  amount  recommended  by  the 
President. 

General  Marshall  told  us  that  the  estimate  carried  every 
dollar  that  could  be  expended  for  material  and  that  the  only 
additional  amount  he  could  suggest  was  a  comparatively  small 
amount  for  personnel,  ancfthe  committee  incorporated  In  the 
bill  the  additional  amount  suggested  by  General  Marshall. 
TD  add  more  money  to  the  bill  would  be  to  add  money  that 
could  not  be  used  because  of  lack  of  facilities  for  production. 
The  bill  as  written  carries  funds  to  operate  at  capacity  every 
available  facility  of  production. 

In  this  connection  much  has  been  said  as  to  the  use  of  the 
money  provided  for  defense  up  to  this  time.  It  has  been 
intimated  that  we  have  not  always  got  a  dollar's  worth  for 
every  dollar  expended.  Fortunately,  the  facts  do  not  bear 
out  such  suggestions. 

The  testimony  of  the  first  ranking  oflBcers  of  the  United 
States  Na\'y  when  that  question  was  put  to  them  by  the 
committee  was  that  the  United  States  today  has  the  most 
eflBcient  Navy  in  the  world  and  that  the  United  States  Naval 
Air  Service  is  complete  and  100-percent  effective  in  every 
detail.  It  might  be  added  that  it  was  the  United  States 
Navy  which  Invented  and  perfected  the  dive  bomber,  the 
plane  used  with  such  decisive  effect  on  the  Flanders  front 
and  In  the  N<Mth  Sea.  The  United  States  Navy  was  using 
that  Instrument  3  years  before  it  was  adopted  by  the  Ger- 
man Army.  In  brief,  it  may  be  said  positively  and  au- 
thoritatively that  no  one  need  have  any  apprehension  that 
our  Navy  has  been  neglected.  It  is  the  undisputed  testi- 
mony of  those  in  a  position  to  know  that  we  have  the  best 
Navy  in  our  history  and  that  is  at  the  height  of  efficiency, 
capable  in  every  way  of  maintaining  its  position  as  the  first 
line  of  defense. 

As  to  the  Army,  we  have  never  needed  a  large  standing 
Army.  If  the  sun  had  failed  to  rise,  we  would  not  have  been 
more  surprised  than  we  have  been  at  recent  events  in  Europe. 
Prance  was  universally  conceded  to  have  the  finest  army  in 
the  world.    England  was  completely  mistress  of  the  seas. 

Why  should  we  maintain  an  army  of  any  great  magnitude 
against  our  friendly  neighbors?  For  us  to  have  been  building 
an  army  under  these  circxunstances  would  have  been  the 
height  of  foDy  and  a  palpable  waste  of  funds.  It  is  only  a 
condition  that  could  not  possibly  have  been  foreseen  that  has 
made  it  suddenly  and  unexpectedly  necessary  for  us  to  de- 
velop an  army.  Our  house  has  suddenly  fallen  about  us,  and 
we  are  providing  both  a  program  and  the  necessary  appro- 
priations in  this  bill  to  bring  up  our  Army  in  the  shortest  time 
and  most  efficient  manner  possible. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  with  the  passage  of  this  bill  and  the 
assurance  that  it  will  be  passed  in  the  Senate  and  signed  by 
the  President,  we  have  done  everything  that  could  be  done  to 
complete  the  defense  program.  There  is  nothing  else  to  be 
done.  Every  dollar  that  could  be  advantageously  spent  has 
been  appropriated.  All  necessary  legislation  has  been  en- 
acted. Taxes  have  been  levied  or  will  have  been  levied,  and 
there  is  nothing  left  for  this  Congress  to  do  now  except  to  go 
home  and  consult  its  constituency.  [Applause.]  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  we  should  adjourn  at  this  time  to  quiet  the  fear 
of  war  that  is  sweeping  the  country.  If  we  recess  and  con- 
tinue technically  in  session,  it  will  encourage  the  idea  that  we 
fear  we  may  have  to  go  to  war.  If  we  adjourn  and  go  home 
where  we  belong  and  where  we  would  have  been  ere  this  but 
for  this  crisis,  the  people  will  understand  that  we  do  not  ex- 
pect to  be  called  back  to  declare  war.  and  apprehension  will 
subside  and  business  will  once  more  return  to  normal.  There 
is  no  reason  why  we  should  stay. 

I  listened  with  surprise  to  someone  saying  we  ought  to 
recess  3  days  at  a  time  the  rest  of  the  summer.  Now,  what 
would  that  mean?  That  would  mean  that  we  would  go 
home. 

Only  the  Speaker  would  stay.  If  an  emergency  arose  re- 
quiring the  attention  of  the  Congress — which  is  highly  im- 
probable— it  would  take  as  long  to  get  the  Members  back 
from  the  recess  as  it  would  take  the  President  to  call  them 


back  after  adjournment.  There  Is  no  difference  whatever 
in  the  time  required  to  reassemble. 

What,  then,  is  the  significance  of  this  demand  that  we 
stay  here  and  recess  from  day  to  day?  You  have  only  to 
consult  the  papers  or  the  Congressional  Record  or  the 
scurrilous  letter  just  read  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  to  know  the  reason  back  of  that  proposal.  They  say: 
"We  cannot  trust  the  President."  "We  cannot  go  away 
and  leave  him  here  unwatched." 

The  President  says  the  program  has  been  completed  and 
Congress  is  free  to  adjourn.  He  does  not  object  to  Congress' 
remaining  in  session,  but  he  says  the  program  Is  complete 
and  Members  who  have  spoken  here  today  agree  that  the 
program  is  complete  and  if  we  did  not  adjourn  we  would 
adjourn  for  3-day  recesses  and  go  home  anyway.  And  who 
are  urging  recess  instead  of  adjourrunent?  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances refusal  to  adjourn  cannot  be  construed  in  any 
other  sense  than  a  fiagrant  reflection  upon  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Grovernment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  a  Democrat.  I  say  that  very  humbly. 
I  make  that  commitment  diffidently  because  outstanding  men 
in  the  history  of  the  Nation  under  that  commitment  have 
rendered  great  service  to  the  country  and  to  humanity. 
It  is  a  badge  of  honor  and  a  mark  of  distinction.  But  in 
my  faltering  way,  insofar  as  the  limitations  of  the  fiesh 
and  the  fraility  of  human  nature  will  permit.  I  endeavor  to 
live  up  to  that  high  commitment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  feel  we  should  follow  the  Presi- 
dent in  that  respect  because  he  is  a  Democrat,  because  he  is 
the  leader  of  our  party.  This  is  not  a  political  question.  It 
far  transcends  any  partisan  w  party  issue.  I  desire  to  follow 
him  on  this  last  item  of  his  program  not  because  of  any 
party  consideration,  but  because  he  is  the  President  of  the 
United  States;  because  he  is  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Navy  and  the  Army;  because  his  is  the  only  one  voice  through 
which  the  American  people  as  a  whole  can  speak — ^the  only 
one  national  official  through  whom  the  American  people  may 
cooperate  in  this  supreme  crisis  that  government  by  the 
people  may  not  perish  from  the  earth.     I  Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.1 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  read  the  bill  for  amend- 
ment. 

•nie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Airplane-engine  research  laboratory:  For  construction  and  equip- 
ment, on  a  site  to  be  aelected  by  the  Advisory  Committee  tor  Aero- 
nautics, of  an  airplane-engine  research  laboratory.  Including  acqui- 
sition of  land,  rights-of-way,  and  connections  to  public  utilities. 
Installation  of  power  lines,  expenses  In  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  elsewhere  for  the  preparation  of  plans  and  specifications,  fiscal 
year  1941,  $2,000,000,  to  be  Immediately  available  and  to  remain 
available  until  expended;  and  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for 
Aeronautics  is  authorized  to  enter  into  a  contract  or  contracts  for 
the  construction  and  equipment  of  such  buildings  and  facilities, 
including  the  purchase  of  land  and  rights-of-way,  at  a  total  co6t 
of  not  to  exceed  $8,400,000. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rich:  On  page  3,  line  20,  strike  out  all 
of  line  20  and  the  balance  at  the  paragraph,  down  to  line  8,  on 
page  4,  and  Insert: 

"Airplane-engine  research.  $4,200,000.  for  cooperation  and  assist- 
ance with  manufacturers  who  now  manufacture  engines  and  have 
research  laboratories  for  further  research,  and  that  the  National 
Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics  is  authorized  to  enter  into 
contract  with  manufacturers  for  the  further  study  and  research  of 
airplane  engines." 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offered  this  amendment  in 
committee.  They  did  not  see  fit  to  adopt  It;  but  I  still  am  of 
the  opinion  that  it  is  wise  legislation,  and  I  want  to  offer  it 
here  for  the  consideration  of  the  Members  of  the  House.  Not 
having  the  cooperation  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  to 
save  money,  I  feel  that  I  am  bucking  up  against  a  pretty  hard 
proposition,  a  stone  wall,  as  it  were,  but  I  still  contend  that 
there  Is  a  great  deal  ol  merit  in  my  amendment.  My  amend-  \ 
ment  is  for  the  purpose  of  working  with  the  National  Ad-  ^ 
visory  Committee  for  Aeronautics  and  through  them  into  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country  who  are  developing  airplane 
engines. 
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I  do  not  believe  the  Federal  Government  should  set  up 
another  research  laboratory  under  the  guise  of  a  national 
emergency.  It  is  going  to  take  too  long  to  get  that  into  opera- 
tion, especially  when  you  have  research  laboratories  in  con- 
nection with  every  automobile  manufacturer  and  every  air- 
plane manufacturer  in  this  country,  and  if  we  are  going  to 
continue  this  coimtry  on  a  program  of  giving  the  opportuni- 
ties to  the  people  of  our  country  rather  than  setting  up  the 
Government  in  business,  I  contend  that  here  Is  an  oppor- 
tunity to  do  that  very  thing.  This  administration  is 
socialistic  and  commimistic,  as  I  see  it. 

My  motive  in  cutting  down  the  appropriation  from 
$8,400,000  to  $4,200,000  is  Just  the  saving  there  will  be  in  a 
new  lalwratory  that  the  Government  owns  and  operates:  and 
after  any  emergency  is  over,  the  taxpayers  of  this  country 
will  then  be  compelled  to  operate  an  airplane  laboratory, 
when  the  manufacturers  of  the  country  could  go  ahead  and 
dcf  this  work  and  not  at  the  expense  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment or  the  taxpayers  of  this  country.  We  have  set  up  so 
many  New  Deal  new  agencies  that  they  must  be  stopped 
eventually.  Why  not  stop  this  one  now  before  we  squander 
millions  of  the  taxpayers'  money? 

Certainly  we  have  established  more  laboratories  in  the  last 
7  years  than  we  did  in  all  the  hundred  years  of  our  existence. 
We  now  have  the  Bureau  of  Standards,  where  they  are  work- 
ing and  developing  various  things  that  pertain  to  the  welfare 
of  the  people  of  the  country  and  where  the  Government  can 
secure  information  from  this  Government-owned  laboratory, 
and  also  from  the  other  lalxiratories  that  we  have  set  up  by 
Federal  action  all  over  the  country,  and  it  will  not  be  neces- 
sary, in  my  Judgment,  for  the  development  of  the  airplane 
engine,  to  set  up  a  laboratory  for  that  particular  purpose  by 
the  Government.  Let  private  enterprise  assist  the  Govern- 
ment, and  let  the  Government  assist  them. 

Why  should  we  not  now  continue  on  the  line  of  good, 
sound  business  principles?  Why  get  the  Government  into 
everything?  Gracious  goodness,  do  you  men  not  know  that 
with  the  expansion  of  every  department  of  Government, 
which  has  gone  on  for  the  last  7  years,  we  are  only  creating 
a  burden  so  great,  so  large,  that  the  taxpayers  of  the  country 
will  be  unable  to  support  them?  And  now  we  come  here  In 
this  bill  and  ask  to  put  up  a  research  laboratory  for  engines. 
We  have  plenty  of  manufactums  in  this  country  who  would 
be  glad  to  have  the  Government's  assistance  in  developing  an 
airplane  engine.  They  will  work  with  them  and  go  with 
them  to  the  very  limit  of  their  ability  and  resources.  I 
know  that  the  Members  of  the  House  want  to  follow  some- 
body from  the  departments  or  White  House.  They  do  not  care 
anything  about  whether  another  Member  of  the  House  might 
be  able  to  submit  something,  bu'«  I  tell  you  that  I  have  gone 
,.p8  far  with  the  Government  in  business  as  I  can.  If  I 
thought  this  were  an  emergency  whereby  it  would  save 
America,  I  would  be  for  it.  bui  I  do  not  think  we  have  to 
go  into  these  things  to  the  extpnt  that  this  administration 
has  been  asking  us  to  go  into  them,  and  I  do  not  consider 
this  a  national  emergency  whereby  we  have  to  continue  to 
put  the  Government  in  business  any  further  at  this  time; 
and  I  think  we  ought  to  adopt  this  amendment. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  &V  debate  upon  this  amendment  and  all 
amendments  thereto  close  in  7  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  20  years  I  have  been 
visiting  the  laboratory  of  the  National  Committee  for  Aero- 
nautics at  Langley  Keld.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Rich]  does  not  seem  to  know,  but  it  is  a  fact,  that  busi- 
ness, instead  of  having  a  research  laboratory,  cooperates  to 
the  fullest  extent  with  the  National  Advisory  Committee  for 
Aeronautics  and  approves  of  its  research  work.  That  is  the 
situation. 

Mr.  RICH  rose. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Just  one  moment.  Let  me  tell  the  gen- 
tleman this.  Seventy-five  percent  of  the  work  of  this  labora- 
tory and  of  this  Cqpunittee  is  of  such  a  confidential  natiure 


from  a  military  and  naval  standpoint  that  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  farm  out  this  class  of  work. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  knows  that  I  am  not  trying  to 
change  anything. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    I  know  what  the  gentleman  wants  to  do. 

Mr.  RICH.  And  I  am  not  trying  to  take  it  away  from  the 
National  Advisory  Committee  for  Aeronautics.  I  want  them 
to  handle  it. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  The  gentleman  wants  the  Government  to 
turn  this  over  to  business,  but  this  is  one  time,  as  I  said,  that 
business  wants  the  Grovernment  to  do  the  Job.  I  suggest  the 
gentleman  read  Dr.  Lewis'  statement  in  the  hearings,  and  he 
will  find  out  that  the  aviators  abroad  today  are  fighting 
20,000  feet  in  the  air.  and  we  need  an  improvement  in  our 
engines.  We  not  only  want  to  keep  up  with  other  countries 
but  stay  ahead  of  them  as  we  have  in  the  past. 

Dr.  Lewis  explains  that  in  his  testimony.  I  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  that  he  is  right  when  he  says 
we  ought  to  keep  the  Government  out  of  business  as  much  as 
possible,  but  not  in  this  instance.  The  Government  must 
have  this  laboratory,  and  the  gentleman  makes  a  mistake 
when  he  says  that  we  should  not  set  up  this  new  engine 
research  laboratory,  which  the  Government  needs,  which  the 
Army  needs,  which  the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  need,  and 
which  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  needs,  as  well  as  com- 
mercial aviation. 

Mr.  RICH.  When  the  gentleman  says  that  business  wants 
the  Government  to  set  this  up,  has  he  talked  with  General 
Motors  or  has  he  talked  with  Henry  Fbrd  or  the  airplane 
factories? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Why,  they  are  cooperating  and  have 
cooperated  with  the  organization  for  the  past  25  years.  The 
gentleman   does_not   know  what   he   is   talking   al)out. 

Mr.  RICH.^Oh,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  knows 
as  much  atwut  what  he  is  talking  about  as  does  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri has  expired. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  provision 
in  this  bill  for  an  engine  research  laboratory  for  aviation  is 
one  of  the  most  critical  and  important  Items  in  it.  With  the 
greatly  expanded  activity  of  both  the  Army  and  the  Navy  in 
respect  to  airplanes,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we  should 
have  this  research  laboratory,  .so  we  are  told  by  everybody 
who  is  supposed  to  know  anything  about  It. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Yes. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  join  with  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  in 
that  statement. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  for  a 
vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out 
the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  very  much  impressed  a  few  minutes 
ago  by  the  very  informative  speech  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenL  He  analyzed  carefully  the  amount  of 
military  equipment  that  this  Government  has  on  hand. 

My  ofiBce,  the  same  as  that  of  every  other  Member  of  Con- 
gress at  the  present  time,  is  being  ovemm  with  letters  and 
telegrams  from  constitutents  asking  us  to  do  everything  we 
can  within  our  power  to  aid  the  Allies.  I  would  like  very 
much  for  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  or  some  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  for  the  Military  Establish- 
ment to  inform  us  what  supplies  there  are  on  hand  that  we 
can  furnish  as  surplus  to  the  Allies  or  anyone  else,  and  not 
inflict  a  dangerous  condition  on  our  own  output. 

These  telegrams  and  letters  are  very  imperative  and  at 
the  same  time  they  offer  no  details.  I  ask  some  member  of 
this  committee  to  furnish  us  with  details  of  what  we  have 
for  surplus  that  we  could  readily  spare  to  some  friend. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

strategic  and  critical  materials:  For  an  additional  amount  for 
all  necessary  expenses  for  the  acquisition  of  strategic  and  critical 
materials  in  accordance  with  the  act  of  June  7.  1939,  fiscal  year 
IMl,  Including  the  objects  and  limitations  specified  under  tblB 
head  In  the  Treasury  Department  Appropriation  Act,  1941.  $47,- 
600.000.  to  be  Iromrdlately  avaUable:  Provided,  That  any  purchase 
from  this  appropriation  and  the  appropriation  for  this  purpose  In 
the  Treasury  Department  Appropriation  Act.  1941.  may  be  ouide, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  without  refer- 
ence to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (41  U.  S.  C.  5). 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  want  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mittee a  question,  if  I  may.  In  much  of  the  legislation  that 
has  been  passed  for  the  purposes  of  national  defense  the  pro- 
visions of  section  3709.  requiring  competitive  bidding  have 
been  waived.  I  have  asked  this  same  question,  but  I  under- 
stand the  reasons  for  it  in  cases  where  construction  work  is 
to  take  place  and  where  it  might  be  that  a  certain  company 
would  bid  low  on  a  number  of  contracts  and  be  jammed  up 
and  not  be  able  to  produce  things  readily;  but  I  just  won- 
dered why  it  was  necessary  to  waive  competitive  bidding  in  a 
case  where  the  only  thing  to  be  done  is  to  make  purchases 
of  certain  materials.  In  that  case  I  caimot  see  where  there 
is  advantage  of  any  great  importance  in  waiving  the  require- 
ments for  competitive  bidding,  and  that  it  might  well  be 
retained  as  a  protection  against  the  Government  paying  too 
much  money  for  these  things.  I  woidd  like  to  have  the  gen- 
tleman explain  that,  if  he  will. 

Mr.  WOOI>RUM  of  Virginia,  I  assume  the  gentleman  re- 
fers particularly  to  that  provision  in  the  section  for  the  pur- 
chase of  critical  war  materials? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  It  was  shown  to  us  that  to 
require  competitive  bidding  on  the  purchase  of  critical  war 
materials  would  often  require  months  or  weeks  to  get  out  the 
requests  for  bids,  advertise,  and  so  forth,  and  oftentimes  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  raising  the  price  rather  than  making 
the  price  cheaper.  Not  only  that,  but  there  were  many  in- 
stances where  the  Government  bad  an  opportunity  to  pick 
up  a  job  lot  or  cargo,  for  instance,  of  critical  war  materials 
If  they  had  the  right  to  do  it,  whereas  if  they  had  to  go 
through  the  routine  and  formality  of  advertising  for  bids  they 
could  not  purchase  it.  Much  of  this  stuff  is  purchased  abroad 
where  the  price  is  controlled  entirely  by  the  cartel, 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  In  other  words,  the  gentle- 
man's opinion,  based  on  the  evidence,  is  that  in  the  first  place 
the  thing  can  be  done  much  more  rapidly  without  that  re- 
quirement: and.  In  the  second  place,  it  enables  the  Depart- 
ment to  make  certain  advantageous  purchases  that  it  could 
not  otherwise  make.  Are  they  required  to  report  to  Congress 
on  those  purchases? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  They  will  be  required  to  do 
so.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasiur  has  to  approve  each  one 
of  them. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

I  would  simply  like  to  say  in  this  connection  that  I  believe 
this  is  a  most  important  provision  about  which  I  asked  this 
question.  I  do  not  pose  as  any  expert  on  the  matter  at  all. 
but  I  do  believe  that  the  acquisition  of  these  critical  materials 
Is  very  important.  I  merely  express  the  hope  that  it  will  go 
forward  at  the  most  rapid  possible  rate. 

I  listened  to  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cannon],  and  I  think  it  is  well  for  all  of  us  to  realize 
the  tremendous  significance  of  this  bill  that  we  are  passing 
today.  America,  through  no  choice  of  her  own,  is  entering 
on  an  entirely  new  era  In  our  history.  May  I  express  my 
most  earnest  hope  that  as  we  enter  that  era  we  will  not  forget 
the  importance  of  the  values  of  life  which  we  are  trying  to 
protect  by  this  means,  and  that  we  will  not  fail  to  be  deeply 
interested  In  those  matters  of  protection  of  human  welfare, 
of  culture,  of  religion,  of  ordinary  human  justice  as  we  go 
forward  with  the  necessary  work  in  connection  with  the 
national  defense.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Organized  Reserves,  $11,063,626. 

Mr.  McLEOD.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  McLbod:  Page  9,  line  22,  before  the 
period.  Insert  the  following:  "and.  in  addition.  $600,000  for  the 
establishment  of  additional  senior  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps 
units  for  Increasing  the  inflow  of  officers  into  the  Officers'  Reserve 
Corps,  and  such  additional  sum  shall  be  available  for  the  increased 
pay  and  allowances  of  retired  officers  on  active  duty  in  connection 
with  such  additional  units." 

Mr.  McLEOD.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  purpose  of  my  amend- 
ment is  to  provide  for  the  52  colleges  and  universities  that 
have  been  approved  by  the  War  Department  for  senior 
R.  O.  T.  C.  training  units.  The  inflow  into  the  Officers'  Re- 
serve Corps  is  made  up  of  R.  O.  T.  C.  graduates.  We  all  know 
that  this  component  is  known  as  the  West  Point  of  the  Offi- 
cers' Reserve  Corps.  The  following  are  the  colleges  that  are 
on  the  War  Department's  approved  list: 

Arkansas  Agricultural  and  Mechanical  College,  Arkansas. 

Leland  Stanford,  California. 

University  of  Pennsylvania,  Pennsylvania. 

Georgia  School  of  Technology,  Georgia. 

New  Mexico  School  of  Mines,  New  Mexico. 

New  Mexico  State  Teachers'  College.  New  Mexico. 

University  of  Tulsa.  Oklahoma. 

Oklahoma  Agricultural  and  Mechanical  College,  Oklahoma. 

Texas  College  of  Arts  and  Industries,  Texas. 

Texas  College  of  Mines  and  Metallurgy,  Texas.  / 

University  of  Utah.  Utah. 

University  of  Washington.  Washington. 

West  Virginia  State  College,  West  Virginia. 

Texas  College  of  Technology,  Texas. 

University  of  Alaska,  Alaska. 

University  of  New  Mexico,  New  Mexico. 

Louisiana  State  Normal  College,  Louisiana. 

University  of  Idaho,  Idaho.  / 

Tuskegee  Institute,  Alabama. 

University  of  Detroit,  Detroit,  Mich. 

St.  Peters'  College.  New  Jersey. 

Boston  College.  Massachusetts. 

Tulane  University,  Louisiana. 

Medical  Center,  Louisiana  State  University,  Louislaua. 

St.  Joseph's  College.  Philadelphia. 

College  of  St.  Thomas,  Minnesota. 

Cumberland  University,  Tennessee. 

Norwich  University,  Vermont. 

South  Dakota  State  College,  South  Dakota. 

Loyola  University,  Chicago.  HI. 

Wayne  University,  Detroit,  Mich. 

Polytec.  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.     ^ 

University  of  Illinois.  Urbana,  Dl. 

Gonzaga  University.  Spokane. 

Loyola  University  of  the  South.  New  Orleans. 

Clemson  Agricultural,  Clemson,  S.  C. 

Southwestern  Louisiana  Institute,  Louisiana. 

Seton  Hall  College.  New  Jersey. 

Spring  Hill  College.  Alabama.  , 

Virginia  Poljrtechnic  Institute,  Virginia. 

State  Teachers'  College,  Alabama. 

Arkansas  State  Teachers'  College.  Arkansas. 

University  of  Tennessee,  Tennessee. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  McLEOD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  As  I  understand  It,  the  list 
the  gentleman  has  read  comprises  the  colleges  and  universi- 
ties recommended  by  the  War  Department. 

Mr.  McLEOD.    TTie  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  certainly  hope  the  gentle- 
man's amendment  will  be  adopted,  because  it  gives  an  oppor- 
tunity to  get  the  very  best  class  of  officer  material. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McLEOD.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Do  I  understand  that 
these  schools  would  be  eligible  to  participate  vmder  the  pro- 
visions of  his  amendment? 

Mr.  McLEOD.  These  are  schools  that  would  be  selected  by 
the  War  Department.  They  are  on  the  preferential  list. 
-  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  of  great  importance.  In  the  first 
place  it  is  real  preparedness;  and,  secondly,  a  student  finish- 
ing high  school  who  has  had  junior  R.  O.  T.  C.  training 
goes  to  college  and  desires  senior  R.  O.  T.  C.  training.  The 
senior  R.  O.  T.  C,  as  I  said,  provides  the  best  opportunity 
for  training  Reserve  ofBcers.  If  ever  we  needed  such  a 
group  it  is  now. 

Mr.  KELLER.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  McLEOD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KELLER.  What  training  do  these  men  really  get, 
what  experience  in  the  field? 

Mr.  McLEOD.  I  could  not  answer  the  gentleman's  ques- 
tion. 

The  money  made  available  by  this  amendment  would 
provide  uniforms,  rifles,  ammunition,  and  25  cents  a  day 
allowance  while  in  school;  and  I  believe  the  training  con- 
sists of  a  certain  number  of  drill  hours  each  week. 

Mr.  KEAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McLEOD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Do  none  of  these  colleges  now  have  the 
R.  O.  T.  C? 

Mr.  McLEOD.  Some  have  the  smaller  unit;  but  if  the 
colleges  I  have  named  do  have  the  smaller  units  they  have 
made  application  for  the  senior  unit. 

Mr.  KEAN.    Is  the  War  Department  opposed  to  it? 

Mr.  McLEOD.    To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  no. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  and  all 
amendments  thereto  close  in  3  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  we 
would  not  be  pursuing  an  intelligent  course  in  trsdng  to  build 
up  national  defense  merely  by  sticking  money  into  an  appro- 
priation bill  to  carry  out  everything  which  any  one  of  us  thinks 
may  be  desirable.  You  will  find  that  we  asked  General  Mar- 
shall, the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army,  the  specific  question 
as  to  whether  the  estimates  submitted  by  the  President  gave 
the  Army  everything  that  they  thought  they  should  have  at 
this  time  under  the  existing  situation.  He  said  that  it  did 
with  the  exception  of  95.000  additional  personnel  and  their 
equipment.    The  committee  put  that  in  the  bill. 

So  everything  is  in  here  that  the  Army  Chief  of  Staff  has 
said  he  should  have  now  under  the  existing  emergency.  It 
certainly  would  not  be  the  part  of  wisdom  to  provide  for  some 
ofScer  training  that  the  Army  has  not  thought  necessary 
enough  to  ask  a  Budget  estimate  for. 

I  hope  very  much  the  amendment  will  be  voted  down, 

Mr.  McLEOD.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McLEOD.  The  proposed  amendment  would  take  only 
100  additional  retired  officers. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  appreciate  that,  but  I  reit- 
erate to  the  gentleman  that  I  think  that  when  an  expert, 
like  the  Chief  of  Staff,  says  that  the  bill  as  reported  by  the 
committee  gives  them  all  they  presently  need,  we  would  not 
be  pursuing  the  path  of  wisdom  to  load  the  bill  up  with 
other  matters. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Iilichigan. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  McLeod)  there  were — ayes  24.  noes  67. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejecte-d. 

Mr.  DINGELL.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
Jjlast  word. 

Mr.  Chainnan  and  members  of  the  Committee,  in  discuss- 
ing the  national-defense  program  and  expenditures  necessary 
to  carry  it  out.  I  want  to  say  that  I  am  wholeheartedly  In 


favor  of  the  President's  program,  although  I  want  to  make 
some  rather  definite  recommendations. 

I  believe  they  should  be  taken  into  account.  One  is  the 
question  of  spending  in  connection  with  rearmament  and  the 
other  is  the  suggestion  of  useless  expenditure  and  unjusti- 
fied costs.  To  be  more  specific.  I  want  to  point  out  the 
fact  that  I  recently  read  an  impressive  newspaper  article 
which  stated  that  the  Army  being  short  of  uniforms  and 
other  similar  Army  apparel  would  have  to  undertake  a 
schedule  of  production.  According  to  this  news  article,  and 
I  do  not  overemphasize  the  correctness  of  this  statement. 
It  will  take  9  months  to  get  into  production.  If  it  will  take 
that  long  to  supply  uniforms  for  the  Army  under  Army 
regulations  and  system,  then  I  think  the  time  has  come 
when  we  better  revamp  the  War  Department's  methods  or 
place  the  matter  for  execution  in  civilian  hands.  We  ought 
to  get  10  times  as  many  uniforms  as  is  necessary  to  outfit 
an  army  of  any  size  and  begin  mass  delivery  within  10  days. 

Another  press  statement  which  disturbs  me,  and  I  am 
trying  to  take  it  at  face  value  and  accept  it  only  as  a  press 
statement,  indicates  that  two  or  three  hundred  million 
dollars  will  have  to  be  expended  for  new  plants  in  order  to 
get  into  mass  production.  If  this  money  is  to  be  used  for 
building  purposes  which  will  take  18  months  to  2  years  to 
construct  before  we  can  rearm,  then  I  believe  we  may  just 
as  well  forget  the  whole  thing.  There  are  millions  of  square 
feet  of  modern  plants  standing  idle  in  every  city  throughout 
the  United  States  which  can  and  should  be  utilized  immedi-  * 
ately.  Some  of  them  are  not  only  vacant  but  without  any 
machinery  and  could  be  converted  into  production  centers 
or  used  for  assembly  purposes.  I  cannot  see  why  any  por- 
tion of  this  money  should  be  used  for  construction  purposes 
since  this  is  an  emergency  appropriation  for  much-needed 
materiel,  including  planes,  tanks,  machine  guns,  motorcycles, 
antiaircraft  guns,  and  various  and  sundry  implements  of  war. 

If  I  were  to  make  a  constructive  suggestion  with  regard  to 
the  most  effective  use  for  a  portion  of  this  money,  I  should 
say  that  the  War  Depjartment  ought  to  provide  Immediately 
for  5.000  armored  tanks  and  for  5.000  specially  built  planes. 
My  idea  regarding  the  tanks  would  be  that  they  need  not  be 
tractor  tanks,  they  need  not  be  of  the  type  which  might  be 
classed  as  offensive  tanks,  but  they  could  be  front  and  rear 
wheel  drive  and  built  on  a  heavy  automobile  chassis  with  a 
platform  for  a  machine  gun,  and  if  it  Is  not  possible  to  sustain 
a  75-millimeter  rifle  then  a  37-millimeter  antitank  gun  might 
suffice.  Since  the  suggestion  is  Intended  to  cover  a  defensive 
tank,  a  substantial  armored  shell  would  provide  protection  for 
the  front  part  of  this  high-speed  motortruck  converted  into  an 
effective  defensive  tank  which  when  the  tide  of  battle  shifted 
could  be  used  offensively. 

It  seems  to  me  that  5.000  tanks  of  this  kind  could  be  built 
for  from  three  to  five  thousand  dollars  each,  or  a  total  cost 
of  from  fifteen  million  to  twenty-five  million  dollars. 

At  the  same  time  the  War  Department  could  continue  with 
a  program  of  heavier,  more  substantial  tractors  for  offensive 
purposes  and  could  build  them  with  more  lasting  qualities. 

As  to  our  planes  it  is  evident  that  the  Germans,  with  their 
"ersatz"  planes,  have  dominated  the  battlefields  of  Europe 
and  have  gained  the  upper  hand.  It  is  a  well-known  fact  that 
three-fourths  of  the  German  planes  do  not  have  any  instru- 
ment boards  built  Into  the  fuselage  and  that  they  must  lie 
guided  on  bombing  or  raiding  expeditions  by  a  lead  plane. 
The  body  of  these  planes  is  cheap,  as  is  the  motor.  It  is  a 
mere  shell,  which  contains  a  bombing  cradle  and  rack,  but 
for  all  practical  purposes  it  fulfills  every  expectation.  There 
are  no  frills  or  fancies  within  or  without.  The  motor  will  not 
last  more  than  25  hours,  while  some  of  our  motors  will  last 
two  to  four  hundred  hours. 

A  plane,  of  course.  Is  no  better  than  the  motor,  but  the 
difference  is  in  the  fact  that  an  American  plane  costs  from 
$100,000  to  $300,000,  while  a  German  plane  costs,  perhaps, 
$10,000.  It  will  take  from  3  to  6  months  to  build  an  American 
plane.  A  German  plane  can  be  built  in  one  day.  The  Ameri- 
can plane  if  not  destroyed  will  go  through  3  wars  or  last  10 
peacetime  years.    A  German  plane  imder  most  favorable  cir- 
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cumstances  will  be  practically  obsolete  In  25  hours  unless 
the  motor  is  changed.  Regardless  of  the  cost  and  regardless 
of  the  time  necessary  to  build,  either  plane  can  be  brought 
down  in  10  seconds.  What  is  alDsolutely  essential  at  this  time 
is  mass  production  of  cheap  bombing,  reconnaissance,  and  pur- 
suit planes.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  in  this  country  ought  to 
be  able  to  build  planes.  Including  motors,  at  an  average  of 
$10,000  apiece;  5,000  planes  should  cost  $50,000,000. 

The  other  day  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma, 
Jed  Johnson,  and  I  were  figiuing  out  the  cost  per  plane  for 
which  contracts  were  to  be  let  by  the  Army,  the  appropria- 
tion amounting  to  $300,000,000,  and  the  number  of  planes  to 
be  3.000.  This  meant  that  the  average  cost  per  plane  would 
be  $100,000.  Germany  would  build  at  least  10  and  possibly  20 
planes  at  that  price.  They  would  not  last  as  long  as  ours,  even 
if  fiown  in  peacetime,  and  they  will  become  useless  in  wartime 
a  great  deal  sooner,  but  nothing  is  built  to  last  very  long  in 
aerial  warfare.  A  German  plane  sailing  over  a  battery  of 
French  antiaircraft  guns  or  In  combat  with  French  or  British 
attack  planes  will,  however,  stay  In  the  air  as  long  as  will  an 
American  plane  under  similar  circumstances;  and  if  shot 
down,  the  net  loss  is  $5,000  to  $10,000  against  $100,000,  the  cost 
of  an  American  plane. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Army  had  better  realine  Its  sights 
in  accordance  with  modem  wartime  experience  and  condi- 
tions, and  I  hope  that  the  Army  will  be  able  to  get  into  pro- 
duction as  regards  machine  guns,  antiaircraft  guns,  planes, 
tanks,  and  motorcycles  a  great  deal  faster  than  the  news- 
papers say  will  be  necessary  to  produce  uniforms. 

I  thought  that  when  we  pasced  a  law  sometime  ago  pro- 
viding for  educational  orders  and  for  the  survey  and  mobili-   i 
zatlon  of  industry  that  we  had  completed  all  arrangements  I 
among  thirty  or  forty  thousand  manufacturers  in  the  United  ' 
States  to  enter  Into  production  of  anything  and  everything 
for  war  purposes  that  is  necessary,  and  do  so  within  a  period 
of  10  days  to  3  weeks. 

Summation  of  my  remarks  clearly  indicates  the  intention 
to  promote  the  speediest  possible  fulfillment  of  the  plan  of 
effective  rearmament.  It  is  to  be  clearly  understood  that  the 
advocacy  of  cheap  planes  and  tanks,  such  as  were  described 
hurriedly  and  superficially  in  my  discourse,  are  not  intended 
to  supersede  or  replace  the  standard  tractor-type  of  armored 
tank  or  precision-built  plane.  Quite  the  contrary;  the  idea 
is  intended  to  Implement  rather  than  to  supplant  the  pres- 
ent standard  and  .system,  to  add  quantity  so  urgently  and 
obviously  needed  with  the  present  quality  production  con- 
tinued for  permanency. 

It  is  said  that  the  average  life  of  a  combat  plane  on  fhe 
western  front  during  the  World  War  was  less  than  10  hours. 
Then  why  build  expensive  airplanes  with  400-hour  precision- 
built  motors  and  priceless  instruments  and  gadgets  when  for 
destructive  purposes  one  is  as  good  as  the  other  and  when  we 
could  build  from  10  to  20  sky  destroyers  instead  of  1  at 
approximately  the  same  cost? 

Moreover.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  want  to  state  that  additional 
factory  construction  need  not  be  abandoned  to  conform  with 
my  suggestion.  What  I  argue  is  that  expensive  and  extensive 
buildings  should  not  take  up  the  appropriations  intended  for 
immediate  and  properly  called  emergency  rearmament  of  the 
country.  A  long-range  and  supplemental  plan  of  construc- 
tion should  be  worked  out  and  speedily  completed.  The  units 
should  be  scattered  in  many  parts  of  the  country  and  strate- 
gically located  according  to  the  latest  gained  knowledge. 

The  idea  of  building  plants  gouged  out  of  hillsides  and  clffs 
according  to  latest  military  practice  should  be  thoroughly 
explored.  If  deemed  feasible  and  desirable  from  the  stand- 
point of  safety  from  attack  and  destruction,  a  plan  of  factory 
construction  of  this  kind  should  be  speedily  put  into  extensive 
operation. 

I  want  to  emphasize  in  closing  that  I  believe  we  ought  to  be 
able  to  build  5,000  planes  of  a  special  class  at  $10,000  each, 
or  a  total  cost  of  $50,000,000;  and  that  we  ought  to  be  able 
to  build  5,000  tanks  of  the  kind  which  I  briefly  described  at 
a  cost  of  three  to  five  thousand  dollirs  each,  or  a  total  cost 
of  from  fifteen  to  twenty-five  roillio.n  dollars,  and  that  de- 


liveries of  these  tanks  could  bepin  within  3  weeks,  and  the 
total  order  finished  within  the  next  three.  This  task  should. 
I  am  certain,  be  well  within  the  atility  of  the  production 
methods  of  the  automotive  In'iustry.  The  planes  could  be 
handled  In  a  similar  suid  expeditious  manner.  We  would 
have  to  forego  the  Idea,  however,  that  crankshafts  would 
have  to  be  "miked"  up  to  one  ten-thousandth  part  of  an  inch 
when  a  one  one-thousandth  of  en  inch  would  do  just  as  well 
for  all  practical  purposes. 

Mr.  MAY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DINGELL.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  would  like  to  know  if  the  gentleman  under- 
stands that  there  are  4,000  different  parts  in  a  machine  gun; 
that  educational  orders  have  been  placed  so  that  production 
can  be  tuned  up? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  We  have  about  30.000  machine  guns  over 
and  above  what  has  been  contracted  tor  sale  to  Great  Britain 
at  the  present  time.  Machine  guns  are  not  included  here  and 
would  not  in  the  slightest  degree  confiict  with  the  idea  of 
building,  at  a  rapid  rate,  cheap  tanks  and  cheap  airplanes. 

IHere  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

EXPEDITING   PirOaTTCTTON 

To  enable  the  Secretary  of  War,  upon  the  recommendation  of 
the  CouncU  of  National  Defense  and  the  Advisory  Commission 
thereof,  and  with  the  approval  of  the  President,  and  without 
reference  to  section  3709,  Revised  Statutes,  to  expedite  the  produc- 
tion of  equipment  and  supplies  for  the  Army  for  emergency 
national-defense  purposes,  including  all  of  the  objects  and  purposes 
specified  under  each  of  the  appropriations  available  to  the  War 
Department  during  the  fiscal  year  1941,  for  procurement  or  produc- 
tion of  equipment  or  supplies,  for  erection  of  structures,  or  for 
acquisition  of  land;  the  furnishing  of  Government-owned  facilities 
at  privately  owned  plants;  the  procurement  and  training  of  civilian 
personnel  In  connection  with  the  production  of  equipment  and 
material  and  the  use  and  operation  thereof;  and  for  any  other 
purposes  which  In  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  War  are  desir- 
able in  expediting  production  for  military  purposes  and  are  recom- 
mended by  the  Council  of  National  Defense  and  the  Advisory  Com- 
mission thereof,  and  approved  by  the  President,  $150,000,000,  to  be 
Immediately  available,  of  which  $2,000,000  may  be  made  available 
to  the  Bureau  of  Mines.  Department  of  the  Interior,  for  the  erection, 
equipment,  and  op>eratlon  of  a  pilot  plant  for  the  beneflclatlon  of 
manganese  ores  and  the  production  of  metallic  manganese  therefrom 
by  the  electrolytic  process.  Including  personal  services  and  other 
expenses  In  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere  for  the  prepara- 
tion of  plans  and  specifications,  advertisin;^,  and  supervision  of 
construction;  and  for  all  expenditures  requisite  for  and  Incident  to 
the  exploration  of  manganiferous  deposits  in  accordance  with  Public 
Act  No.  117.  approved  June  7,  1939;  and.  in  addition,  the  SecrttHry 
of  War.  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Council  of  National 
Defense  and  the  Advisory  Commission  thereof,  and  with  the  approval 
of  the  President,  Is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  prior  to  July 
1.  1941.  for  the  same  purposes  to  an  amount  not  exceeding  $50,000.- 
000:  Provided,  That  an  account  shall  be  kept  of  all  expenditures 
made  or  authorized  hereunder  and  a  report  thereon  shall  be  sub- 
mitted to  Congreea  on  or  before  July  1,  1041. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment,  which 
I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Tabbk:  Page  10,  line  10,  after  the  word 
"plants",  strike  out  the  balance  of  line  10  and  all  of  lines  11  and 
12  and  the  word  "purpof^es"  In  line  13. 

On  page  11,  line  11,  strike  out  the  period,  insert  a  semicolon  and 
the  following:  "Provided,  however.  That  no  Gkjvcrnment-ownod  or 
constructed  facility  shall  be  provided  with  the  fund^  appropriated 
In  this  paragraph  where  privately  owned  facilities  capable  of 
promptly  supplying  all  the  Government  needs  are  available." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  Is  the  $150,000,000  cash 
and  $50,000,000  contract  authorization  proposition  that  I 
spoke  about  when  I  had  the  floor  a  while  ago.  It  is  designed 
to  permit  the  War  Department  to  expedite  production. 

Mr.  Knudsen,  in  writing  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
TMr.  WOODRUM ],  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Deficiency 
Appropriations,  asked  for  the  approval  of  this,  and  his  letter 
appears  on  page  90  of  the  hearings.     In  that  letter  he  said: 

To  be  utilized  for  the  broadening  of  education  orders  and  for 
additional  facilities  either  in  Government  arsenals  or  in  private 
Industry. 

The  amendment  I  have  offered  would  provide  plenty  of 
authority  to  do  that  sort  of  thing.  It  would  cut  out  the  out- 
side activities  which  have  no  real  relation  to  defense.  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  adopt  my  amendment. 


8116 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-HOUSE 


June  12 


The  proviso  I  have  attempted  to  insert  on  page  11,  at  the 
end  of  line  11,  is  to  the  effect  that  none  of  these  things  shall 
be  done  where  private  facilities  are  available  to  promptly 
supply  the  items  that  are  required.  The  amendment  is 
offered  to  permit  the  Advisory  Commission  to  proceed  with 
anything  that  is  needed  and  to  cut  out  language  for  those 
things  which  were  not  specified  by  Mr.  Knudsen.  It  seems 
to  me  that  we  do  not  want  to  get  Into  the  construction  of 
facilities  that  arer  not  needed  and  which  private  plants  are 
able  to  supply:  nor  do  we  wish  to  provide  for  a  lot  of  activities 
and  the  wasting  of  this  money  on  the  things  that  are  not 
required  according  to  Mr.  Knudsen *s  letter. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DITTER.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  DITTER.  The  amendment  that  the  gentleman  has 
Just  offered  is  entirely  in  line  with  Mr.  Knudsen's  recommen- 
dation and  would  provide  that  degree  of  supervision  for  the 
acceleration  of  the  program  which  he  recommends;  is  that 
right? 

Mr.  TABER.  It  would.  It  would  also  help  those  things 
that  he  urged  more  than  the  language  that  the  committee 
has  carried  l)ecause  it  would  prevent  the  wasting  of  that 
money  on  nonessentials. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  close  in  5 
minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  WoodrumI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  very 
Important  provision  in  the  defense  bill.  In  the  first  place,  the 
$200,000,000  provided  here  to  expedite  production  does  not 
refer  to  the  materiel  and  equipment  for  the  purchase  of  which 
funds  are  provided  in  this  bill.  The  plants  which  might  be 
set  up  under  this  $200,000,000  program  look  to  the  future. 
You  will  find  in  the  hearings  that  a  representative  of  the  War 
Department  appf.ared  before  our  committee  and  pointed  out 
this  fact: 

Our  World  War  experience  was  In  general  similar  to  that  outlined 
for  Great  Britain.  We  had  to  create  gigantic  productive  capacity  as 
rapidly  as  possible.  We  spent  in  the  nelghbcrhcod  ol  $2,000,000,000 
for  thls-purpose.  Including  plants  for  raw  materials,  semifinished 
materials,  and  complete  ls?ue  Items.  In  spite  of  all  this  effort,  how- 
ever, supervised  by  the  ablest  men  In  America,  we  fought  the  World 
War  almost  wholly  with  munitions  obtained  from  our  Allies,  and  we 
would  not  have  been  able  to  supply  our  Armies  with  our  own  pro- 
duction imtll  the  spring  of  1&19,  or  2  years  after  the  start  of  the  war. 

The  provision  that  the  gentleman  from  New  York  seeks 
to  strike  out  would  prevent  the  use  of  any  of  those  funds 
for  the  training  of  civilian  personnel  in  connection  with  the 
production  of  equipment  and  materiel,  which  is  a  most  im- 
portant thing  and  it  is  one  of  the  places  where  there  will  be 
a  bottleneck  in  this  program  so  far  as  finding  experienced, 
trained  personnel  to  work  in  these  plants  is  concerned.  Nat 
only  that,  but  the  whole  proposition  is  safeguarded  so  far  as 
It  is  humanly  possible  to  safeguard  it,  because  n€ne  of  the 
funds  can  be  used  and  the  program  cannot  go  forward  unless 
ii  i&  recommended  by  the  Council  of  National  Defense  and 
of  the  Advisory  Committee,  of  which  Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr. 
Stettinius  are  members,  and  w«-have  in  the  hearings  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Knudsen  approving  the  general  program. 

Mr.  DITTER.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  DITTER.  The  gentleman  certainly  will  agree  that 
the  amendment  that  has  been  offered  is  entirely  in  line 
with  and  in  accordance  with  the  letter  that  presently  ap- 
pears in  the  hearings  from  Mr.  Knudsen? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  No:  I  think  we  might  as 
well  strike  the  whole  section  out  if  you  hamstring  it  with 
the  amendment  the  gentleman  from  New  York  has  offered. 

Mr.  DITTER.    This  is  not  a  hamstringing  amendment. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  think  it  would  have  that 
effect.    I  think  when  you  take  away  from  them  the  right  to 


use  this  money  to  train  experienced  personnel  for  these 
manufacturing  industries  you  are  putting  In  the  way  one  of 
the  biggest  impediments  you  could  put  in  the  way  of  a 
program. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Can  the  gentleman  state  that  Mr.  Knudsen 
has  asked  for  trained  personnel? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Knudsen  said  nothing 
In  his  letter  that  justifies  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DITTER.  It  justifies  the  amendment  that  has  t)een 
offered. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Not  at  all;  read  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  How  will  the  factories  operate  unless  they  do 
have  the  trained  personnel? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Of  course,  that  is  the  place 
where  the  Iwttle  neck  will  come.  If  this  war  stretches  out  for 
4  or  5  years  and  we  have  to  equip  a  larp:e  Army,  the  question 
of  providing  plants  to  turn  out  this  material  will  be  a  serious 
ot>stacle  for  this  reason.  You  cannot  go  out  and  get  private 
industry  to  set  up  a  plant  to  manufacture  smokeless  powder 
and  be  ready  2  years  from  now  to  manufacture  smokeless 
powder  unless  you  presently  give  them  an  order  for  so  many 
pounds  or  tons,  or  whatever  unit  you  use  in  buying  powder. 
The  Government  Is  not  ready  to  do  that.  This  program  looks 
to  a  long-range  program.  Of  course,  if  there  should  be  a 
sudden  end  to  this  affair,  as  all  of  us  hope  there  will  be,  and 
It  should  not  be  necessary  to  have  these  plants.  Congress  will 
do  what  it  did  in  the  World  War;  it  will  recall  these  authori- 
ties and  stop  these  arrangements  t)eing  made  under  them. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  This  provision  in  the  bill 
provides  for  an  educational  background. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    That  Is  right.  ' 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  And  the  gentleman's  amend- 
ment would  nullify  that. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  think  so. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  for  a  vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  TaberJ. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Taber  >  there  were — ayes  60,  noes  89. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Case  of  South  Dakota:  On  page  11, 
line  11.  strike  out  the  period  and  insert:  "Provided  further.  That  a 
J  similar  account  shall  be  kept  and  a  sunilar  report  submitted  by  the 
same  date  of  all  expenditures  from  similar  funds  authorized  under 
the  regular  appropriation  bill  for  the  Military  Establishment  for 
1941." 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  the  regu- 
lar appropriation  bill  for  the  Military  Establishment,  the 
conference  report  on  which  was  agreed  to  a  few  days  ago. 
we  had  a  somewhat  similar  proviso  for  a  report  on  the 
emergency  fund  or  this  special  fund  for  expenditure  by  the 
President.  Although  the  availability  of  the  funds  was 
changed  to  expire  June  30,  1941,  as  in  the  bill  before  us, 
inadvertently.  I  believe,  the  date  for  making  the  report  was 
left  at  June  30,  1942.  I  have  offered  this  amendment  simply 
so  that  these  reports  on  this  emergency  fimd  or  this  special 
fimd  that  Is  to  be  expended  by  the  President  may  be  uni- 
form in  the  different  acts.  The  committee  reporting  this 
bill  obviously  felt  that  the  report  should  be  made  on  or 
before  July  1,  1941.  My  amendment  would  simply  require 
that  the  report  for  the  similar  emergency  fund  in  the  regu- 
lar Military  Establishment  bill  be  made  on  the  same  date. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Cask]. 
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The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  WooDRUM  of  Virginia)  there  were — ayes  56,  noes  74. 
So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Aviation,  Navy:  For  maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of  air- 
craft factory,  air  stations,  etc..  $870,400;  and  for  new  construc- 
tion and  procurement  of  aircraft  and  equipment,  spare  parts  and 
accessories.  $21,714,600:  in  all,  $22,585,000:  Provided,  That  the 
sum  to  be  paid  out  of  this  appropriation  for  employees  assigned  to 
group  IV  (b)  and  those  performing  similar  services  carried  under 
native  and  alien  schedules  In  the  Schedule  of  Wages  for  Civil  Em- 
ployees in  the  Field  Service  of  the  Navy  Department  shaU  not 
exceed  $120,000. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hartei  of  Ohio:  On  page  23.  after 
line  12.  under  the  heading  of  "Bureau  of  Aeronautics."  strike  out 
the  language  appearing  under  this  In  lines  13  to  22,  Inclusive,  and 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"Aviation.  Navy:  For  additional  amounts  as  follows:  For  main- 
tenance, repair,  and  operation  of  aircraft  factory,  air  stations,  etc., 
$870,400:  for  new  construction  and  procurement  of  aircraft  and 
equipment,  spare  parts,  and  accessories.  $21,714,600:  for  the  com- 
mencement of  the  construction  of  three  lighter-lhan-alr  craft  of 
approximately  1.000.000  cubic  feet  capacity  each.  $300,000;  in  all. 
$22,885,000:  Provided.  That  the  sum  to  be  paid  out  of  this  appro- 
priation for  employees  assigned  to  group  IV  (b)  and  those  perform- 
ing similar  services  curried  under  native  and  alien  schedules  in 
the  Schedule  of  Wages  for  Civil  Employees  In  the  Field  Service  of 
the  Navy  Department  shall  not  exceed  $120,000." 

Mr.  HARTER  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment 
appropriates  an  additional  $300,000  and  that  is  the  only 
change  made  in  the  section  as  it  appears  in  the  bill.  With 
the  $300,000  it  is  proposed  to  make  a  start  upon  the  con- 
struction of  three  rigid  airships  of  the  capacity  of  about 
1,000,000  cubic  feet.  The  total  cost  of  the  three  rigid  airships 
is  estimated  to  be  $3,000,000. 

This  amendment  is  introduced  by  reason  of  a  letter  that 
was  sent  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  the  President  which 
was  dated  June  7  and  a  recommendation  submitted  by  the 
President  the  same  day  to  the  Speaker,  all  contained  in 
House  Document  814,  Seventy-third  Congress,  third  session. 
I  do  not  know  why  the  Appropriations  Committee  failed  to 
include  this  in  this  national  defense  appropriation  bill,  doubt- 
less because  the  letter  Is  dated  June  7.  and  the  committee  con- 
cluded its  hearings,  as  you  will  note,  on  June  6.  No  evidence, 
apparently,  was  offered  with  reference  to  the  construction  of 
these  three  small,  rigid  airships  of  a  capacity  of  1,000,000 
cubic  feet  each. 

During  the  course  of  the  hearings  before  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  some  testimony  was  offered  by  Admiral 
Towers  upon  the  subject  of  an  item  that  had  been  recom- 
mended by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  the  construction  of  a 
rigid  airship  of  3.000.000  cubic  feet  capacity  In  replacement 
of  the  airship  Los  Angeles.  I  will  not  attempt  to  read  all  of 
the  testimony  of  Admiral  Towers,  who  is  Chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Aeronautics  of  the  Navy,  but  he  went  on  to  state 
that  it  was  naval  policy  to  continue  the  construction  of  rigid 
airships,  that  they  had  a  usefulness,  but  he  was  asked 
finally: 

Admiral,  you  do  not  consider  this  a  part  of  the  emergency  ex- 
pansion program  for  the  Navy? 

And  Admiral  Towers  answered:    . 
Oh.  no. 

As  I  have  said,  this  Is  the  testimony  that  was  given  with 
reference  to  the  construction  of  a  large  rigid  airship.  The 
amendment  that  is  offered  pursuant  to  the  recommendation 
of  the  President,  under  date  of  June  7  of  this  year,  is  for 
starting  the  construction  of  three  smaller,  rigid  airships, 
airships  that  can  be  constructed  in  short  order  and  that 
will  be  available  as  scouts  in  the  near  future. 

Mr.  Chairman,  like  most  of  you.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
airship,  as  such,  has  any  great  military  value,  as  far  as  being 
an  offensive  weapon  is  concerned,  but  if  Britain  and  Prance 
are  defeated,  and  if  the  English  and  French  Navies  fall  Into 
the  hands  of  Hitler  and  the  Germans,  we  shall  be  very  glad 
to  have  several  rigid  airships  that  are  capable  of  scouting 


the  great  expanse  of  the  ocean.  They  will  be  able  to  let  us 
know  where  the  enemy  is,  and  when  he  is  approaching  our 
shores.  Equipped  with  powerful  two-way  radio,  their  use- 
fulness cannot  be  overstated.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
generally  understood,  but  these  rigid  airships  are  capable 
of  traveling  at  a  rate  of  speed  twice  as  fast  as  any  cruiser 
that  we  possess  at  the  present  time,  and  they  have  a  radius, 
and  a  fuel  capacity  that  will  permit  them  to  travel  twice  as 
far  as  any  of  our  cruisers.  So  the  rigid  airship  has  the 
capability  of  scouting  four  times  the  area  of  the  sea  that 
a  surface  cruiser  has. 

I  submit,  Mr.  Chairman,  In  view  of  the  date  at  which 
this  recommendation  wsis  sent  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  that  It  is  an  emergency,  and  that  it  should  be  in- 
cluded in  this  appropriation  bill. 

Doubtless  someone  will  attempt  to  say  that  the  Navy  has 
not  made  up  its  mind  with  reference  to  the  building  of 
further  airships,  both  rigid  and  nonrigld.  I  would  suggest 
that  they  read  the  very  exhaustive  special  report  of  a  board 
on  the  lighter-than-air  situation  which  was  made  public 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the  Honorable  Charles  Edison 
on  February  17,  this  year. 

I  also  call  the  committee's  attention  to  the  report  of  the 
General  Board  of  the  Navy,  dated  February  17,  1937.  and 
confirmed  In  October  1939,  which  report  on  naval  policy 
there  enunciated  recommended  the  continued  construction 
of  lighter-than-air  craft.  F\irthermore,  a  special  commit- 
tee was  appointed  at  the  request  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  In  1935  by  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences.  This 
consisted  of  a  number  of  independent,  eminent  scientists 
and  engineers,  who  were  detailed  to  study  the  construction 
of  rigid  airships.  This  committee  under  the  chairmanship 
of  Dr.  W.  F.  Durand  has  submitted  several  valuable  reports 
and  has  carried  out  useful  researches  which  have  shed  new 
light  on  certain  features  of  airship  construction.  After  a 
most  exhaustive  study  of  the  whole  airship  problem  from  an 
Information  standpoint  the  Durand  committee  strongly  en- 
dorsed rigid  airships  for  naval  purposes.    It  further  found: 

(a)  There  was  nothing  fundamentally  wrong  with  rigid  airships 
of  conventional  type. 

(b)  They  are,  or  can  readily  be.  made  equally  as  safe  as  other 
means  of  transportation  that  have  come  to  be  accepted  by  the 
public  without  any  question. 

(c)  The  experience  in  the  United  States  with  rigid  airships,  and 
with  their  operation,  has  not  as  yet  been  sufRcient  to  give  ground 
for  a  wholly  settled  opinion  as  to  their  character  and  the  tuU 
extent  of  their  potential  usefulness. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  close  In  2 
minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  are 
several  reasons  why  the  committee  left  this  item  out  of  the 
bill.  In  the  first  place  it  was  not  regarded  as  an  emergency 
item.  In  the  second  place  nobody  has  said  that  the  rigid 
airship  has  any  real  value  outside  of,  perhaps,  observation, 
and  then  it  has  to  be  ideal  weather.  In  the  third  place,  there 
has  never  been  any  unanimity  of  opinion  In  the  Navy  as 
to  whether  they  really  wanted  one  of  these  ships  or  if  they 
did,  what  kind  they  wanted. 

Several  years  ago  we  appropriated  enough  money  for  a 
3,000,000  cubic-foot  rigid  airship  and  they  did  not  use  it  and 
the  money  went  back  into  the  Treasury.  When  the  estimate 
came  up  this  year,  originally,  it  was  for  one  3.000,000  cubic- 
foot  ship  and  It  was  on  that  basis  that  Admiral  Towers  testi- 
fied before  the  committee,  but  before  the  committee  could 
mark  up  the  bill,  they  came  back  with  another  estimate  and 
instead  of  one  3,000,000  cubic-foot  ship  they  were  asking  for 
three  1,000,000  cubic-foot  ships. 

So  there  is  really  no  need  for  this  appropriation.  The 
Navy  does  not  know  whether  they  want  the  ships  or  do  not 
want  them  and  for  that  reason  I  think  they  ought  to  be  left 
out  of  the  bill. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Harter]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  concluded  the  reading  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that 
the  Committee  do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill  back  to  the 
House  with  the  recommendation  that  It  do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resvxmed  the  chair,  Mr.  Thomason,  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  re- 
ported that  that  Committee  had  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  H.  R.  10055,  and  had  directed  him  to  report  the  same 
back  to  the  House  with  the  recommendation  that  the  bill  do 
pass. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question  on  the  bill  to  final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  question  Is  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I  de- 
mand the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  402,  nays  1, 
not  voting  28,  as  follows: 

(Roll  No.   148] 
YEAS— 402 


Alexander 

Allen,  ni. 

AUen.  La. 

Allen.  Pa. 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Anderson.  C&llf . 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Andresen,  A.  H. 

Andrews 

Angell 

Arends 

Arnold 

Austin 

Ball 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Barnes 

Barry 

Bates.  Mass. 

Beam 

Beckwortb 

Bell  __ 

Bender 

Blackney 

Bland 

B'oom 

Boehne 

Bcland 

BoUes 

Bolton 

Boren 

Boykln 

Bradley.  Midi. 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Brewster 

Brooks 

Brown.  Oa. 

Brown.  Oblo 

Bryson 

Buck 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Bulw'.nkle 

Burdlck 

Burgln 

Byrne.  N.  Y. 

Byrns,  Tenn. 

Byron 

Caldwell 

Camp 

Cannon,  ria. 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Carlson 

Carter 

Cartwrlght 

Case.  S  Dak. 

Casey.  Mass. 

OeUer 

Chapman 

CtUpoileld 

ChxiTch 

Clason 

Claypool 


Clevenger 

Cluett 

Cochran 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Cole  Md 

Cole.  N  Y. 

CoUlns 

Colmer 

Connery 

Cooley 

Cooper 

Corbett 

Oostello 

Courtney 

Cox 

Cravens 

Crawford 

Creal 

Cro&ser 

Crowe 

Crowther 

CuUen 

Cummlngs 

Curtis 

D'Alesandro 

Darden.  Va. 

Davis 

Delaney 

Demixey 

DeRouen 

Dlcksteln 

Dies 

DingeU 

Dlrksen 

Disney 

Dltter 

Dondero 

Do  ugh  ton 

Doxey 

Duncan 

Dunn 

Dxirham 

Dworshak 

Eaton 

Eberharter 

Edelsteln 

Edmlston 

Elliott 

Kills 

Blston 

Engel 

Englebrlght 

Evarts 

Faddls 

Pay 

Fenton 

Fergxison 

Vymandea 

Fitzpa  trick 

Flaherty 

Flannagan 


Flannery 

Ford.  Iceland  M. 

Ford.  M1&8. 

Ford,  Thomas  F. 

Fries 

Fulmer 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Gartner 

Gathings 

Gavagan 

Gearhart 

Gehrmann 

Gerlach 

Oeyer,  Calif. 

Gibbs 

Glfford 

Gilchrist 

Gillie 

Goodwin 

Gore 

Gcssett 

Graham 

Grant.  Ala. 

Grant.  Ind. 

Green 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Gross 

Guyer,  Kans. 

Gwynne 

Hall.  Ed  win  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Halleck 

Hancock 

Hare 

Harness 

Harrington 

Hart 

Harter.  N.  Y. 

Harter.  Ohio 

Hartley 

Havenner 

Hawks 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennlngs 

Hess 

HIU 

Hlnshaw 

Hobbs 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Hope 

Horton 

Houston 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jacobsen 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 


Jenkins.  Ohio 

Jennings 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson,  Hi. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Johnson .  Luther  A. 

Johnson,  Ljmdon 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Jones,  Tex. 

Jonkmao 

Kean 

Kee 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

KeUer 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy  Md. 

Kennedy  Michael 

Keogh 

Kerr 

Kllbum 

Kllday 

Kinzer 

Klrwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Knutson 

Kocialkowskl 

Kramer 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

Land  IS 

Lanham 

Larrabee 

Lea 

Leavy 

LeCompte 

Leslnski 

Lewis.  Colo 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Luce 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McAndrews 

McArdle 

McCormack 

McDowell 

MrOehee 

McGranery 

McGregor 

McKeough 

McLaughlin 

McLean 

McLeod 

McMUlan,  Clan 

McMillan,  John  I«. 

Maas 

Macle]ewskl 


Mahon 

Maloney 

Mansfield 

Marshall 

Martin,  ni. 

Martin,  Iowa 

Martin,  Mass. 

Mason 

Masslngale 

May 

Mlchener 

Miller 

MUIr,  Ark. 

MUls.  La. 

Mitchell 

Monklewlcz 

Moser 

Mott 

Mouton 

Mundt 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Murdock,  Utah 

Murray 

Myers 

Nel-son 

Nichols 

Norrell 

Norton 

O'Brien 

O'Connor 

O'Day 

OXeary 

Oliver 

ONeal 

Osmers 

OToole 

Pace 

Parsons 

Patman 


Patrick 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Peterson,  Ga. 

Pfelfer 

Fterce 

Pittenger 

Plumley 

Poage 

Polk 

Powers 

Rabaut 

Ramspeck 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Raybxim 

Reece.Tenn. 

Reed.  Ill 

Reed.  NY. 

Rres.  Kans. 

Rich 

Richards 

Robertson 

Robinson.  Utah 

Robslon.  Ky. 

Rockefeller 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Romjue 

Routzohn 

Rutherford 

Ryan 

8a  bath 

Sacks 

Sandager 

Sa.sscer 

Satterfleld 


Schafer.  Wla. 

Schlfller 

Schuetz 

Bchulte 

Schwert 

Scnigham 

Seccombe 

Sec  rest 

Seger 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Sheridan 

Short 

Simpson 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith.  Hi. 

Smith,  liialne 

Smith.  Ohio 

Smith,  Va. 

Smith.  Wash. 

Smith,  W.  Va. 

Snyder 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

South 

Sparkman 

Spence 

Springer 

Stames.  Ala. 

Steagall 

Steams,  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sullivan 

Sumner.  111. 

Sutphln 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Tarver 

Taylor 


June  12 

Tenerowics 

Terry 

ThUl 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Thomason 

Thorkelaon 

Tlnkham 

Tolan 

Tread  way 

VanZaiuIt 

Vincent,  Ky. 

Vinson,  Oa. 

Voorhls,  Calif. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

Welch 

West 

Wheat 

Whelchel 

Whlttlngton 

Wlgglesworth 

Williams.  Del. 

WiUams.  Mo. 

Wolcott 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Wolverton,  N.  J. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 
Woodrum,  Va. 
Youngdahl 
Zlnunerman 
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NAYS— 1 

Marcantonio 

NOT  VOTING— 28 


Barton.  N.  Y. 

Drewry 

Magnuson 

Sumners,  Tex- 

Bates.  Ky. 

Pish 

Merrltt 

Sweeney 

Burch 

Polger 

Monroney 

Tlbbott 

Clark 

Hook 

Risk 

Wads  worth 

Culkln 

Jarman 

Schaefer.  111. 

White  Idaho 

Darrcw 

Jenks,  N  H. 

Shafer.  Mich. 

White.  Ohio 

Douglas 

Lemke 

Shanley 

Winter 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Wadsworth. 

Mr.  Burch  with  Mr.  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr   Folger  with  Mr.  Barton  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Sumners  of  Texas  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Magnuson  with  Mr.  Culkln. 

Mr.  Bates  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Winter. 

Mr   Sweeney  with  Mr.  Douglas. 

Mr.  Monroney  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Schaefer  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Pi&h. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr.  Tlbbott. 

Mr.  Shanley  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 

Mr    Merrltt  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Hook  with  Mr.  Darrow. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Woodrum  of  Virginia,  a  motion  to  re- 
consider the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Winter!  is  unavoidably  absent 
today,  and  had  he  been  present 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  very 
much  to  have  to  object  to  the  gentleman's  making  a  state- 
ment as  to  how  any  absent  Member  of  the  House  would  have 
voted  If  present.  It  is  in  contravention  both  of  the  rules 
and  the  custom  of  the  House. 

^r.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  col- 
league  

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Oh.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  ex- 
tremely sorry  to  have  to  raise  the  same  point  of  order  against 
any  statement  as  to  how  an  absent  colleague  would  have 
voted.  Although  sometime  admitted  in  the  confusion  fol- 
lowing roll  call,  it  is  not  the  practice  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Then,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  10  seconds. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  what  subject  does  the  gentleman  propose  to 
discuss? 


Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the 
regular  order. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  The  gentleman  from  Mis- 
soiul  will  know  what  subject  I  shall  discuss  when  I  speak. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  regular  order  is  demanded. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  reluctant  to 
suggest  compliance  with  the  rules,  but  many  Speakers  have 
invariably  held  that  to  permit  a  practice  of  this  kind  is  unfair 
to  other  absent  Members,  encourages  delinquency,  and  im- 
warrantedly  consumes  the  time  of  the  House.  In  addition  it 
amounts  to  proxy  voting,  which  is  never  countenanced. 
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Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  all  Members  who  spoke  on  the  bill  H.  R. 
10055,  considered  this  afternoon,  may  have  permission  to 
extend  their  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  bfEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  SpesJcer,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  I  Mr.  Randolph]  may  have 
mianimous  consent  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  certain  correspondence,  and  an  editorial.       | 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  object  9.i? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speak.-r.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  Include  an  address  made  by 
Commander  Rosenthal,  at  the  National  Aviation  Forum. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection?  i      ' 

There  was  no  objection. 

KURT  WESSEX.V  ' 

Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  Senate  Concurrent  Reso- 
lution 51.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  Senate  concur- 
rent resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  51 

Resolted  by  the  Senate  {th(  House  of  Representatives  concurring). 
That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized 
and  directed.  In  the  enrollment  of  the  bill  (8.  2598)  for  the  relief 
of  Kurt  Wessely.  to  make  the  following  change,  namely:  In  line  9 
of  the  engrossed  bill  strike  out  "numbers"  and  Insert  "number." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

VETO   message H.   R.   9381 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9381)  in  connection  with  the 
President's  veto  message  be  postponed  imtil  next  Wednesday. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  has  fallen 
Into  my  hands  a  letter  over  the  signature  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman!  which  makes  references  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  to  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  that  I  think  is  imworthy  of  any  Member 
of  this  body.    It  would  not  make  any  difference  to  me  who 


was  President  of  the  United  States,  whether  it  was  a  member 
of  the  gentleman's  party  or  my  own.  at  no  time  would  I  make 
references  like  that,  and  especially  not  at  a  time  like  this. 
This  has  nothing  to  do  with  whether  a  Member  agrees  with 
the  President's  policies  or  not.  He  has  every  right  to  dis- 
agree with  and  oppose  those  policies  as  vigorously  as  he 
chooses  to.  But  there  are  some  things  that  a  man  cannot 
say  without  doing  violence  to  the  thing  which  the  Presidency 
itself  represents.  I  resent  deeply  both  as  a  Member  of  the 
House  and  as  an  American  citizen  some  of  the  things  con- 
tained in  that  letter.  These  are  times,  whether  we  agree  with 
a  person  or  not,  for  the  maintenance  of  a  spirit  of  basic  co- 
operation among  all  Americans  as  we  face  critical  times  in 
our  country's  history.  They  are  not  times  for  irresponsible 
attacks  on  the  coordinate  branches  of  our  Government. 
[Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
majority  leader  if  he  could  tell  us  the  program  for  tomorrow 
and  Friday? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  first  thing  tomorrow  will  be  the 
conference  report  on  the  legislative  appropriation  bill.  To- 
morrow will  be  the  last  day  that  the  committee  In  chsurge 
will  have  charge  of  the  so-called  deportation  of  Bridges. 
That  will  come  up  following  the  adoption  of  the  conference 
report  on  the  legislative  department  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  That  is  the  so-called 
Bridges  bill? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Harry  Bridges.  The  veto  of  the  bridge 
bill  goes  over  until  next  Wednesday  by  the  unanimous  con- 
sent just  granted,  I  understand.     [Laughter.] 

Following  the  Harry  Bridges  bill  will  be  the  completion  of 
the  Mexican  claims  bill,  and  on  Friday  the  amendments  to 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act,  giving  wider 
authority  for  the  creation  of  a  corporation  to  help  out  in  this 
defense  matter. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Is  there  any  purpose  to 
have  a  session  on  Saturday? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Not  if  we  get  through  with  that  bill  on 
Friday. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  KITCHENS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  an  editorial  from  the 
Watertown  (N.  Y.)  Times. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  with  refer- 
ence to  the  revenue  bill  of  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  in  my  remarks  this  afternoon,  where  the  gentle- 
man from  Montana  yielded  to  me,  I  may  insert  two  para- 
graphs from  the  report  of  the  House  conferees  on  the  military 
appropriation  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

NATIONAL  MARITIME  UNION 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michipan.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  been  de- 
nied by  the  leadership  of  the  National  Maritime  Union  that 
it  has  any  connection  whatsoever  with  the  Communist  Party 
of  this  country.  I  show  you  an  article  which  appeared  in 
the  Daily  Worker,  under  date  of  June  4,  entitled  "Mike 
Quinn  Junks  M  Plan,"  in  which  this  man,  the  author  of  the 
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pamphlet.  The  Yanks  Are  Not  Coming,  appears  to  have  put 
out  a  new  pamphlet  selling  for  3  cents,  called  Ash  Can  the 
M  Plan  (mobilization  plan).  The  Pilot,  which  is  the  official 
organ  ^of  the  National  Maritime  Union,  comes  out  with  this 
article.  Quinn  Does  It  Again.  Ash  Can  M  Plan, 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTTNSION    or    REMARKS 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenJ  be  allowed  to  revise  and  extend  the 
remarks  he  made  today  and  include  certain  tables. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent  Mr.  Harness  was  granted  permis- 
sion to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  letters  from  the 
Polish  Embassy. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SABATH.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  following  my  earlier  consent  granted  that  I  may  be 
permitted  to  include  a  supplementary  editorial  from  the 
Washington  E>aily  News. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  an  editorial  from  the 
Washington  News. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  an  ad- 
dress I  made  last  Svmday  before  the  Bridgeport  Federation  of 
Manufacturers. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 

OSC\R   W.   WILEY,  DECEASED 

Mr.  KEE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Committee  on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation  be  discharged 
from  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  8777)  to  permit  suit 
to  be  brought  upon  the  yearly  renewable  term  insurance  of 
Oscar  W.  Wiley,  deceased,  and  that  the  bill  be  rereferred  to 
Uie  Committee  on  Claims. 
"The  SPEAKER    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVK   or   ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as 
follows : 

To  Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia,  for  the  remainder  of  the  week, 
on  accoimt  of  important  business. 

To  Mr.  Shanley.  indefinitely,  on  account  of  important 
business. 

To  Mr.  Pay,  for  Jime  13,  on  accoimt  of  official  business. 

ENROLLED    BILLS    SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles,  which  were 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  6044.  An  act  to  regulate  the  number  of  warrant  and 
commissioned  warrant  officers  in  the  Marine  Corps; 

H.  R.  8026.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9209.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Military 
Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jime  30.  1941,  and 
for  other  purposes;  and 


H.  R.  9848.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  or  ac- 
quisition of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  public 
works,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills 
of  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  1024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harriett  Boswell.  guardian 
of  Betty  Fisher;  and 

S.3578.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Smith. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  5  o'clock  and 
50  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Thursday.  June  13,  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 
COMBOTTEE  ON  INTERSTATE  AND  FOREIGN  COMMERCE 

On  Thursday.  June  13,  1940,  at  10  a.  m.,  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  will  hold 
a  hearing  on  S.  4108.  now  pending  in  the  Senate  on  invest- 
ment companies. 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  on  Friday.  June  14.  1940,  at  10  a.  m..  for 
the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9706.  to  amend  the  Railroad  Un- 
emplcsnnent  Insurance  Act.  Proponents  only  will  be  heard 
Friday.  Hearings  will  be  held  in  room  1536,  New  House  Office 
Building. 

COMMITTEE  ON  MINES  AND  MINING 

The  Subcommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  that  was  appointed 
to  consider  S.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Thursday.  June 
13,  and  Friday.  June  14.  1940.  at  10  a.  m.,  in  the  committee 
rooms  in  the  New  House  Office  Building. 

MEETING  OF  IRRIGATION  AND   RECLAMATION  COICMITTEI 

The  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  will  meet 
at  10:30  a.  m..  Friday.  June  14,  in  room  128,  House  OfBce 
Building,  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  8078. 

COMMITTEE  ON  IMMIGRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Wednesday,  June  19.  1940,  at  10:30  a.  m^ 
for  the  consideration  of  private  bills  and  unfinished  business. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV.  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1754.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  the  Vice  President 
asking  for  an  addition  to  the  relief  bill  of  at  least  $50,000,000 
for  the  Red  Cross  (H.  Doc.  No.  835);  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1755.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  trans- 
mitting a  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  submitting  a  supplemental  report  of  the  National 
Resources  Planning  Board  concerning  the  reports  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  War 
Department,  on  an  investigation  of  the  Kings  River  project 
in  California;  to  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclama- 
tion and  ordered  to  be  printed  as  Part  2  of  House  Document 
No.  631. 

1756.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Sum- 
mers, former  disbursing  clerk;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

1757.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  dated 
April  10,  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together  with  accom- 
panying papers,  on  a  preliminary  examination  and  survey 
of  Republican  River.  Nebr..  and  Kans..  authorized  by  the 
Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  22.  1936,  and  by  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  April  10,  1936;  to  the  Committee  on  Flood 
ControL 
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REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 
H.  R.  9389.  A  bill  to  more  effectively  utilize  certain  lands  of 
the  public  domain,  and  for  other  purposes;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2513).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HOBBS:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  9736. 
A  bill  to  amend  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  approve  the 
title  to  low-value  lands  and  interests  in  lands  acquired  by  or 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  subject  to  infirmities,  and  for 
other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2514).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  KRAMER:  Committee  on  Patents.  H.  R.  10058.  A 
bill  to  amend  the  act  relatingrto  preventing  the  publication 
of  inventions  in  the  national  interest,  and  for  other  purposes; 
Without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2515).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 
H.  R.  9705.  A  bill  to  make  more  effective  use  of  certain  parts 
of  the  public  domain,  and  for  other  purposes;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2516).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XTTT, 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. House  Report  No.  2200  (pt.  11).  Supplemental  re- 
port to  accompany  H.  R.  9766.  A  bill  to  deport  Harry  Renton 
Bridges;  without  amendment.  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  HART:  Committee  on  War  Claims.  H.  R.  3716.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Henry  Clay  Risner;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2512).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
9939.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  K.  Peeples;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2517).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House,  i 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland: 

H.  R.  10065.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  registration  and  regu- 
lation of  investment  companies  and  investment  advisers,  and 
for   other   purposes;    to   the  Committee  on  Interstate   and 
Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  LEA: 

H.  R.  10066.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  Highway  Act,  ap- 
proved November  9,  1921.  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
Roads.  I 

H.  R.  10067.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Federal  cooperation  in  the 
development  of  aircraft-landing  areas,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  O'BRIEN: 

H.  R.  10068.  A  bill  to  encourage  the  exportation  of  surplus 
agricultural  food  products  to  alleviate  the  suffering  of  war 
refugees,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah: 

H.  R.  10069.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  accept  payment  of  an  annual  equitable  overhead  charge  in 
connection  with  the  repayment  contract  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Strawberry  Water  Users'  Association  of  Pay- 
son.  Utah,  in  full  satisfaction  of  delinquent  billings  upon  the 
basis  of  an  annual  fixed  overhead  charge,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 


By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H.  R.  10070.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  prohibition  against  Amer- 
ican enlistments  in  the  Army  or  Navy  of  foreign  govern- 
ments; to  the  Committee  oA  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  COSTELLO: 

H.  R.  10071.  A  bill  to  establish  as  a  part  of  the  reserve 
component  of  the  Regular  Army  a  home  defense  organized 
reserve  for  local  home  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California: 

H.  R.  10072.  A  bill  to  establish  as  a  part  of  the  reserve 
component  of  the  Regular  Army  a  home  defense  organized 
reserve  for  local  home  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By  Mr.  GIBBS: 

H.  R.  10073.  A  bill  authorizing  the  State  Highway  Depart- 
ment of  Georgia  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  free 
highway  bridge  across  the  Withlacoochee  River  at  or  near 
Horns  Ferry,  between  Valdosta.  Ga..  and  Madison.  Fla.;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  LEA: 

H.  J.  Res.  569.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  acquisi- 
tion by  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  of  data  needed  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  BLAND: 

H.  Res.  522.  Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  6572; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

H.  R.  523.  Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  260;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memorials  were  presented 
and  referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Maine  memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  consider  their  memorial  dated  May  28, 
1940,  with  reference  to  agriculture  and  tariff  policy;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8705.  By  Mr.  CULLEN:  Petition  of  the  New  York  State 
Branch  of  the  National  Association  of  Postal  Supervisors, 
approving  President  Roosevelt's  recent  stand  for  an  adequate 
national-defense  system,  as  submitted  by  him  to  the  Congress; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8706.  By  Mr.  HART:  Petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of  Hoboken. 
N.  J.,  favoring  the  enactment  of  legislation  to  curb  subversive 
activities;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8707.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the 
Takoma  Park  Post,  No.  28.  American  Legion,  suggesting  vari- 
ous changes  in  the  law  with  respect  to  the  veterans'  bonus; 
to  the  Committee  on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 

8708.  Also,  petition  of  the  Society  of  Colonial  Wars  in  the 
State  of  New  York,  supporting  the  national-defense  program; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8709.  Also,  petition  of  the  McGraw-Hill  Publishing  Co., 
Inc.,  pledging  their  resources  and  cooperation  in  the  execu- 
tion of  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8710.  Also,  petition  of  the  Atlantic  Zinc  Works,  of  Brook- 
13m,  N.  Y.,  expressing  opposition  to  enactment  of  Senate  bill 
1970,  the  La  Follette  civil-liberties  bill,  at  the  present  time; 
to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8711.  Also,  petition  of  David  &  Walter  Van  Blerkom,  Inc., 
of  New  York  City,  supporting  the  national -defense  program, 
and  that  it  be  executed  with  full  speed  as  recommended  by 
the  President;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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8712.  Also,  petition  of  American  Coalition,  expressing  op- 
position to  House  Joint  Resolution  555.  relating  to  the  Na- 
tional Guard;  to  the  CcHnmittee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8713.  Also,  petition  of  the  Starfdard  Wholesale  Phosphate 
ii  Acid  Works,  Inc.,  supporting  the  national-defense  pro- 
gram; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8714.  Also,  petition  of  the  Reinsurance  Corporation  of  New 
York  City,  urging  that  Congress  remain  in  session  during  the 
present  emergency,  and  all  possible  aid  be  given  the  Allies; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8715.  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  West  Virginia:  Resolution  of  the 
Veterans  of  All  Wars.  Ex-Ser\ice  and  Present  Service  Men  of 
Raleigh  County,  Beckley,  W.  Va..  endorsing  an  Immediate 
program  of  full  and  complete  preparedness  by  the  United 
States  of  America;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8716.  By  Mr.  THOMASON:  Petition  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Odessa,  Tex.,  urging  repeal  of  the  Johnson  Neutrality  Act; 
that  the  Allies  be  furnished  war  materials  and  equipment; 
that  laws  be  passed  to  control  those  refusing  to  salute  the 
flag;  and  that  support  be  given  the  Committee  on  Inves- 
tigation of  Un-American  Activities;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

8717.  By  Mr.  WOLCOTT:  Petition  of  Orvllle  H.  Bogert.  of 
Vassar,  Mich.,  and  165  other  residents  of  Tuscola  County. 
Mich.,  supporting  House  bill  8264.  the  so-called  Townsend 
recovery  plan;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8718.  Also,  petition  of  Margaret  K.  Hoffman  and  105  other 
residents  of  Brown  City.  Mich.,  supporting  House  bill  8264, 
the  so-called  Townsend  recovery  plan;  to  the  Committee  on 
W&ys  and  Means. 

8719.  By  Mr.  WHTmNOTON:  Petition  of  the  Beppo 
Arnold  Post,  No.  32,  American  Legion,  Greenville,  Miss., 
favoring  immediate  aid  to  the  Allies;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 


8720.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  D.  B.  Williams  and 
sundry  others  of  Bedford,  Ind^  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  investigation  of  the  admin- 
istration of  local  conditions  and  work  in  this  county  and 
State;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

8721.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Workers  Order, 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolu- 
tion with  reference  to  antialien  bills;  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8722.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Workers  Order, 
New  York.  N.  Y..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  antilyncliing  bill;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

8723.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Workers  Order, 
New  York,  N.  Y..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  poll-tax  repeal  bill;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

8724.  Also,  petition  of  the  San  Francisco  Coordinating 
Council  for  Peace,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  petitioning  consid- 
eration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  memorial  day 
for  peace  and  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

8725.  Also,  petition  of  the  Los  Angeles  Smelter  Workers 
Union.  No.  468,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration 
of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  deport  Harry  Bridges; 
to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8726.  Also,  petition  of  the  Woman's  Club  of  Belvldere.  N.  J., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  keep  our  coimtry  out  of  war;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

8727.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of  Butler.  Bates 
County,  Mo.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
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SENATE 

Thursday,  June  13,  1940 

(LegiHative  day  of  Tuesday,  May  28.  1940) 
The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 

of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  zeBarney  T,  Phillips.  D.  D.,  offered  the 

following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  ever-living  God.  before  whom  the  generations 
come  and  go,  whose  mercies  are  infinite,  whose  love  is  eternal: 
We  beseech  Thee  to  bless  our  covmtry  and  help  us  here  and 
now  to  advance  the  onward  march  of  Thy  kingdom  of  right 
and  justice  by  the  Increase  of  our  devotion  to  our  national 
idesOs  and  the  reign  of  law  and  self -discipline. 

Thou  has  shown  us  Thy  ways  and  we  have  forsaken  them; 
Thou  hast  brought  us  to  great  honor  and  we  have  wearied 
of  Thy  service;  nevertheless,  we  beseech  Thee  to  spare  us 
from  adversity  and  restore  to  us  the  vision  lost  in  paths  apart 
from  Thee.  Grant  to  us  such  calm  and  measured  wisdom  in 
all  our  deliberations,  that  confidence  may  everywhere  prevail, 
that  our  people  may  be  of  one  mind  and  one  purpose  in  fulfill- 
ing the  destiny  unto  which  Thou  dost  call  us.  We  ask  it  in 
the  name  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour,  Jesus  Christ.    Amen. 

I  THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  BARKurr.  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Wednesday.  June  12,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and 
the  Journal  was  approved. 

j  MESSAGE  rROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  51) 
authorizing  the  enrollment  with  an  amendment  of  the  bill 
(S.  2598)  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Wessely. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bUls,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate: 

H. R.6207.  An  act  to  amend  section  2810  (a).  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  to  exclude  petroleum  stills  from  the  require- 
ment of  registration;  and 

H.  R.  10055.  An  act  making  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 
1941.  and  for  other  purposes. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

•nie  message   further  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  biUs,  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 
LXXXVI 611 


8. 1024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harriett  Boswell,  guardian 
of  Betty  Pisher; 

S.  3578.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Smith; 

H.  R.  6044.  An  act  to  regulate  the  number  of  warrant  and 
commissioned  warrant  officers  in  the  Marine  Corps; 

H.  R.  8026.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9209.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Military 
Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and 
for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9848.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acqui- 
sition of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  public 
works,  and  for  other  purposes. 

CALL   or  THE   ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quortun. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Asburst 

Austin 

Bailey 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davis 


Donabey 

Downey 

Ellender 

George 

Gerry 

Gillette 

Green 

Ouffey 

Gurney 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatcb 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman    _ 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

King 

La  FoUette 

Lee 


Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

MUler 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrlfl 

Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

RadcUfle 

Reed 

Reynolds 

Russell 

Schwartz 

Scbwellenbacb 


Sbeppard 

Sblpstead 

Slattery 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Tobey 

Townscnd 

Truman 

Tjdlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

Wiley 


Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  (Mr.  SmathersI  is  absent  from  the  Senate  because  of 
illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd  and  Mr.  Glass!  and 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  I  Mr.  McCarran]  are  necessarily 
detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  my  colleague  the  junior 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson]  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  Frazier]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Barbour]  is  imavoid- 
ably  detained  on  official  duties. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-nine  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quonim  is  present. 
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I  PETITlOlfS  AND  MTMORIALS 

I       The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
of  the  Board  of  Education.- Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y.,  requesting 

.^  that  certain  appropriations  be  made  for  the  United  States 
Office  of  Education  to  be  allocated  to  State  departments  of 
education  and  local  communities  to  cover  the  costs  of  a  pro- 
gram of  vocational  training  designed  to  prepare  workers  for 
employment  in  essential  war  industries,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Board  of 
Education,  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y..  offering  the  facilities  of  the 
Trott  Vocational  School  to  the  New  York  State  Department  of 
Education  and  the  United  States  Office  of  Education  to  be 
used  as  a  center  for  training  workers  in  essential  war  indus- 
tries, which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Lal)or. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition  of  the  Allied 
Marine  Contractors  Association,  New  York  City,  N.  Y.,  pray- 
ing that  the  United  States  promptly  render  all  possible  assist- 
ance to  the  allied  nations  by  furnishing  them  with  necessary 
equipment  in  the  present  war  situation,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  Lions 
Clubs,  of  Greenwood.  S.  C,  and  Amarillo,  Tex.,  endorsing  the 
national-defense  program  and  favoring  the  immediate 
enactment  of  legislation  to  stop  subversive  activities  of  cit- 
izens or  aliens  and  the  agents  of  foreign  nations  in  the 
United  States,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
;  He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of 
a  petition  from  the  president  and  members  of  the  Pottstown 
(Pa.)  Chamber  of  Commerce  Minute  Men.  praying  that  Con- 
gress remain  in  session  during  the  present  emergency  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of 
a  petition  from  the  Georgia  Congress  of  Parents  and  Teach- 
ers. Atlanta.  Ga..  praying  for  the  enactment  of  the  so-called 
Norris-Sparkman  bill,  providing  for  tax  replacement  in  con- 
nection with  the  operation  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Author- 
ity to  each,  county  and  school  district  in  Georgia  lying  in  the 
Tennessee  Valley,  which  was  ordered  to  Ue  on  the  table 

Mr.  TYDINGS  presented  the  petition  of  the  monthly  meet- 
ing of  the  Society  of  Friends.  Park  Avenue.  Baltimore   Md 
praying  for  the  adoption  of  certain  peace  measures  as  drafted 
by  the  NaUonal  Peace  Conference,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND  (for  Mr.  B.^rbour)  presented  the  follow- 
ing concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  which  was  referred  to  .the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs: 

Whereae  the  port  of  New  York  Authority  has  reported  after  exten- 
sive research  and  Investigation  that  a  drydock  adequa  e  fo?  the 
New'?off:'and"'*  '""""^"^  ^*P«  '«  ^  ^^^al  need  iS  ?he  {Srt  o? 
^o^ir^'tT**  ^''"^^  '"^^^  °"  ^^*  ''^^  -^^"^y  s»de  of  the  port  of  New 
fl^'^fh^'^I^dX^cirS'*  ^°  *^*  ^'"  ^^P°^^  ^  ^'^^  ^-^^^°- 

Whereas  the  New  Jersey  side  by  reason  of  its  superior  natural 
advantages  Is  ideally  situated  for  such  purposes    and 

Whereas  the  Interests  ol  the  whole  port  of  New  York  anrt  of  ♦»,- 
Nation  will  be  best  served  by  the  coSstruSion  of  a  dr^SSck  aSd 
shipyard  on  the  New  Jersey  side  of  the  port:  Now    ther7fo?e   bJ  i? 

thic?nV%"<;rt"h:  u'n;f;d^si^%^hrNiT;^L"prn.r^^  ^i'iTe 

port   of   New   York   Authority   to  recogni  J  the^YuS   natura! 
advantages  of  the  New  Jersey  side  of  the  port  of  New  York  and  fo 
authorize  at  the  earliest  possible  time,  the^establlshmen?  S^  a  drl 
dock  and  shipyard  on  the  New  Jersey  side  of  the  port  of  New  Vr^J 
adequate  for  the  largest  naval  and  mercantile  shlS  ^°'^ 

siv-^Lrde^f^^rt?^^^^^^^^^^ 
SeTrdrhf^oS^oYsu^VkTjtis^^^^^^^^^ 

^H*^^  ^^^  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
^entical  w;ith  the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  thTcom" 
mittee  on  Naval  Affairs.  «  w  lue  v,om 


Mr.  TOWNSEND  (for  Mr.  Barboxtr  also)  presented  the  fol- 
lowing concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce: 

An  assembly  concurrent  resolution  memorializing  Congress  and 
the  War  Department  of  the  United  States  to  operate  Central  Air- 
port. Camden.  N.  J.,  as  an  Integral  part  of  the  United  States 
defense  program 

Whereas  a  national-defense  program  Is  now  under  consideration 
to  Include  the  construction  of  50.000  additional  airplanes  and  the 
training  of  additional  fliers;  and 

Whereas  there  is  located  In  the  township  of  Pensaukcn  adjacent 
to  the  city  of  Camden.  N.  J.,  an  airport  which  has  been  used  for  10 
years  as  a  base  for  the  largest  air  lines  and  a  Undlng  field  for  the 
largest  airplanes;  and 

Whereas  this  airport  known  as  Central  Airport  has  achieved  a 
national  reputation  for  safety,  a  point  emphasized  as  recently  as 
^f^hr^J*r^^^-  '*^*"  ^"^  '*""8P  airplanes,  unable  to  reach  La  Ouardia 

«,w  •  5^<^*"s«  o'  heavy  fog.  took  haven  at  Central  Airport;  and 

Whereas  the  opening  of  the  Philadelphia  Municipal  Airport  has 
caused  commercial   air  lines  to  transfer  their  Philadelphia  district 
base  from  Central  Airport  to  Philadelphia  Airport  by  July  1    1940 
With  the  result  that  the  closing  of  Central  Airport  on  that  date  his 
been  announced;  and  k       «"  "i«i.  uaie  ni» 

Whereas  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority,  in  a  report  published 
last  year,  estimated  that  3.500  modern  airports  are  necessary  for 
civilian  use  under  Its  expanded  training  program,  even  without 
regard  to  wartime  needs;  that  airport  facilities  are  so  meager  with 
only  20  Army  and  Navy  air  bases  In  the  entire  country  that  the 
United  States  could  not  even  begin  to  cope  with  an  aerial  war  and 
that  the  President's  goal  of  50.000  planes  manufactured  per  year 
hardly  will  be  worth  achieving  unless  a  comprehensive  procram  of 
airport  construction  Is  begun  immediately;  and 

Whereas  Central  A:rport  has  many  natural  advantages.  IncludinR 
Its  excellent  location.  sufBciently  inland  from  the  Atlantic  seaboard 
to  be  protected  and  yet  close  enough  to  make  an  ideally  .situated 
base;  easily  accessible  to  freight,  trucking,  and  shipping  service  and 
yet  far  enough  from  the  Delaware  River  to  escape  the  worst  foes 
strategically  located  to  defend  the  Philadelphia  metropolitan  a^a' 
and- thoroughly  equipped  for  a  training  fleld.  with  available  land  to 
the  east  and  north  for  enlargement  If  deemed  advisable  •  Now  there- 
fore, be  it  '  '■"^^^ 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Assembly  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey  (the 
senate  concurring)  :  y  x      «^ 

1.  That  the  Congress  and  War  Department  of  the  United  States  be 
urged  to  take  over  the  operation  of  the  Central  Airport  In  Pen- 
sauken  Township.  Camden  County.  N.  J  ,  as  a  training  fleld  for 
student  fliers  or  in  any  other  manner  deemed  important  to  the 
national  defense;  to  prevent  the  abandonment  of  an  adequate  well- 
equipped,  excellently  located  airport  in  light  of  the  proposed  pro- 
gram and  to  remedy  the  shortage  of  airport  facilities  in  this  countrv 
and  ■" 

2.  That  certified  copies  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  President  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the 
United  States  Senators  from  New  Jersey,  to  each  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  from  New  Jersey,  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
identical  with  the  foregoing,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Commerce. 

REPORTS   OF   COMMITTEES 

Mr.  KING,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills  and  joint  res- 
olution, reported  them  severally  without  amendment  and 
submitted  reports  thereon: 

S.  3870.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  author- 
izing the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  fur- 
nish Potomac  water  without  charge  to  charitable  institu- 
tions, etc..  m  the  District  of  Columbia."  approved  February 
23.  1905  (Rept.  No.  1838) ; 

S  3993.  A  bill  to  authorize  employees  of  the  United  States 
to  testify  on  behalf  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  em- 
ployees of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  testify  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  and  of  the  District  of  Columbia  without  loss  of 
salary  or  annual  leave  (Rept.  No.  1839) ; 

XT  ^\1°!*5  ^  '^"^  ^°^  ^^^  ^^^^  0^  Elizabeth  P.  Peeples  (Rept. 
No.  1840) ; 

H.  R  9633.  A  bill   to  enlarge   and  extend  the  power  and 
jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Education  over  degree-conferring 
institutions  operating  within  the  District  of  Columbia  (Rept 
No.  1841) ;  and  * 

H.  J  Res.  559.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  a  reduction  in 
m „V  .^  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances 
made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  SUtes  oX 
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America  through  the  Public  Works  Administration   (Rept. 

No.  1842). 

Mr.  KINO  also,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported 
them  each  with  amendments  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 
H.  R.  9114.  A  bill  authorizing  advancements  from  the  Fed- 
eral Emergency  Administration  of  Public  Works  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  recorder  of  deeds  building  In  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  1843) :  and 

H.  R.  9791.  A    bill    to    amend    the    District    of    Columbia 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act  (Rept.  No.  1844). 

Mr.  HUGHES,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported 
them  eech  without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 
H.R.8815.  A  bill  to  grant  per  diem  compensation  to  the 
appointed  members  of  the  Board  of  Steam  and  Other  Operat- 
ing Engineers  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purposes  (Rept.  No.  1845) :  and 

H.  R.  9804.  A  bill  to  amend  and  clarify  section  6.  subsec- 
tion 2,  of  the  act  approved  June  1.  1938,  known  as  Juvenile 
Court  Act  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes 
(Rept.  No.  1846). 

Mr.  BILBO,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3720)  to  create  and 
establish  a  Board  of  Funeral  Directors  and  Embalmers  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  to  prescribe  its  powers  and 
duties,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report 
(No.  1847)  thereon. 

Mr.  BRIDGES,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9299)  to  amend 
section  10  of  chapter  5  of  Public  Act  No.  436,  Seventy-third 
Congress,  approved  June  19.  1934.  reported  it  without  amend- 
ment and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1848)  thereon. 

Mr.  OVERTON,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R..9907)  to 
provide  for  the  recording  and  releasing  of  liens  by  entries  on 
certificates  of  title  for  motor  vehicles  and  trailers,  and  for 
other  purposes,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submit- 
ted a  report  (No.  1849)  thereon. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  re- 
ported them  each  with  amendments  and  submitted  reports 
thereon : 

H.  R.  7865.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  for  the  regulation  of 
the  practice  of  dentistry  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
the  protection  of  the  people  from  empiricism  In  relation 
thereto,  approved  Jime  6,  1892,  and  acts  amendatory  thereof 
(Rept.  No.  1850) ;  and 

H.  R.  8692.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  to  regulate  the  prac- 
tice of  podiatry  In  the  District  of  Columbia  (Rept.  No.  1851). 
Mr.  GEORGE,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9117)  to  eliminate  the  tax  on 
brandy  and  wine  spirits  used  In  the  fortification  of  wine;  to 
increase  the  tax  on  wine;  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  reve- 
nue occasioned  by  the  elimination  of  the  tax  on  brandy  and 
wine  spirits  used  In  the  fortification  of  wine;  and  for  other 
purposes,  reported  It  without  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1853)  thereon. 

TREATMENT    OF    IMPORTED    NARCISSUS    BULBS — REPORT    OF    COM- 
MITTEE  ON   AGRICULTURE   AND    FORESTRY 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH,  from  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry,  submitted  a  report  (No.  1852)  to 
accompany  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  280)  requesting  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  to  issue  an  order  concerning  the  treat- 
ment of  imported  narcissus  bulbs  submitted  and  also  reported 
without  amendment  by  Mr.  Schwellenbach  from  that  com- 
mittee on  the  12th  instant. 

ENROLLED  BXIXS  PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
rejxarted  that  on  June  12.  1940.  that  committee  presented  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  the  following  enrolled 
bills: 

6. 1560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amos  B.  Cole; 


8.2013.  An  act  to  amend  the  Code  of  the  District  of 
Colimibia  to  provide  for  the  organization  and  regulation  of 
c(X)peratlve  associations,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8.  2782.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  W.  Klnderman; 

8.3683.  An  act  to  remove  the  time  limit  for  cooperation 
between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  In  the  development  of  farm  units  on  public 
lands  under  Federal  reclamation  projects;  and 

S.  3813.  An  act  to  authorize  the  presentation  of  a  special 
gold  medal  to  William  Sinnott. 

BILLS   INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  HAYDEN: 
S.  4134.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  G.  Hunter;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  GEORGE: 
8.4135.  A  bill  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
State  Highway  Board  of  Georgia  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  free  highway  bridge  across  the  Withlacoochee 
River,  between  Valdosta.  Ga.,  and  Madison,  Fla..  at  or  near 
Horns  Ferry;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  HOLMAN: 
S.  4136.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Herbert  G.  Fearey;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims, 

By  Mr.  McKELLAR: 
S.  4137.  A  bill  relating  to  transportation  of  foreign  mall 
by   aircraft;    to   the   Committee   on   Post   Offices   and   Post 
Roads. 

HOUSE  BILLS  REFERRED 

The  following  bills  were  each  read  twice  by  their  titles  and 
referred  as  indicated  below: 

H.R. 6207.  An  act  to  amend  section  2810  (a),  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  to  exclude  petroleum  stills  from  the  require- 
ment of  registration;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

H.  R.  10055.  An  act  making  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1941,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

PURCHASE  BY  H.  F.  C.  OF  STOCK  OF  FEDERAL  HOME-LOAN  BANKS- 
AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  WAGNER  submitted  four  amendments  intended  to  be 

proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  3938)  to  authorize  the  pur- 
chase by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  of  stock 
of  Federal  home-loan  banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  Act,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, which  were  severally  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and 
to  be  printed. 

ADDRESS  BY  HON.  CHARLES  G.  DAWES  ON  THE  NEXT  PRESIDENT  AND 

THE  NATIONAL  BUDGET 

[Mr.  Bridges  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Gen.  Charles  Q. 
Dawes  on  April  30.  1940,  before  the  twenty-eighth  annual 
meeting  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United  States, 
Washington,  D.  C,  on  the  subject,  The  Next  President  and 
the  National  Budget,  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  WILLIAM  POWER   MALONEY  AT  COMMENCEMENT  EXER- 
CISES AT  FISK  UNIVERSITY 

[Mr.  Mead  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  address  delivered  by  William  Power  Maloney 
at  the  commencement  exercises  held  at  Fisk  University, 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  on  June  3,  1940,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

TO  THE  BRINK.  EDITORIAL  FROM  ST.  LOUIS  POST-DISPATCH 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  entitled  "To  the  Brink," 
published  in  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispateh  of  Tuesday,  June 
11,  1940,  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

AMERICA'S  ROLE — EDITORIAL  FROM  BOSTON   TRANSCRIPT 

(Mr.  Vandenberg  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Boston  Transcript  en- 
titled "America's  Role,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 
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\         ADDRESS    BY    DR.    ^^^LLIAM    J.    THOMPKIWS    AT    DOWNINCTOWN,    PA. 

[Mr.  MiNTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  address  delivered  by  Dr.  William  J.  Thomp- 
kins.  recorder  of  deeds  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  at  the 
Community  E>ay  exercises  of  the  Downingtown  Industrial  and 
Agricultural  School,  at  Dcwningtcwn.  Pa.,  on  May  19,  1940, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

AMERICANISM    AND   IMMIGRATION 

FMr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Recokd  a  letter  dated  July  2. 1939.  with  an  enclosed  article 
from  the  Sunday  Mirror  of  July  2.  1939.  the  article  being 
entitled  "Test  Shows  Many  Afraid  to  Display  Americanism 
Signs,"  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

j  AIRPLANES  FOR  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  wTitten  by  John  T.  Kynn  and  pub- 
lished May  22.  1940,  under  the  headline  "Plain  economics," 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

RELATIONS  WITH  JAPAN 

'  [Mr.  ScHWELLENB.^cH  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
r  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  from  the  Washington  Daily 
"^-  News  of  June  13.  1940.  by  Raymond  Clapper,  entitled  "No  Deal 
^i    With  Japan."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

SEISMOLOGY    IN    CONNECTICUT — ARTICLE    BY    EDWARD    L.    TROXELL 

[Mr.  Danaher  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  Edward  L.  Troxell  entitled  "Seismol- 
-    ogy  in-Connecticut."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

STEPPING     TOWARD     WAR — EDITORIAL     FROM     SIOUX     FALLS     ARGUS 

LEADER 

[Mr.  GuRNEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Appendix  an  editorial,  entitled  "Stepping  Toward  War." 
published  in  the  Sioux  Falls  (S.  Dak.)  Argus  Leader  of  June 
11.  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

PREPAREDNESS  PLATFORM 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  inserted  in 

the  Appendix  of  the  Record  an  article  prepared  by  Basil 

Brewer,  publisher,  of  New  Bedford,  Mass..  entitled  "Prepared- 

'   ness  Platform."  Standard-Times  Mercury  of  May  31.  1940. 

which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

TH«     LEGION      CALLED     THE      TURN — EDITORIAL      FROM     NATIONAL 

LEGIONNAIRZ 

TMr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  National  Legion- 
nak«  of  June  1940  entitled  "The  Legion  Called  the  Turn," 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

MILITARY  AND  NAVAL  EXPENDITURES ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  BROWN 

[Mr.  Schwartz  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  excerpt  from  a  radio  address  delivered  by 
Senator  Brown  on  May  28.  1940.  in  reference  to  present  and 
past  military  and  naval  expenditures,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

PURCHASE  or  FOREIGN  SILVER 

[Mr.  TowNSEND  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  regarding  the  buying  of  foreign  silver, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

appropriations  for   work  RELIEF  AND  RELIEF 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30    1941 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.-When  the  Senate  recessed  yester- 
day there  was  no  amendment  pending.  The  question  is 
on  the  third  reading  and  engrossment  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion. The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey]  has  noti- 
fied the  Chair  that  he  desires  to  address  the  Senate  Having 
.  had  that  notice,  and  the  Senator  from  California  being  on 
his  feet,  the  Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  California. 
'  senatorial  coordinatinc  committee 

Mr.  DO^^JEY.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  submitted  a 
resolution  <S.  Res.  279)  providing  for  the  appointment  and 
composition  of  a  special  committee  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate, to  remain  here  in  Washington  from  day  to  day  in  the 


event  of  adjournment  or  recess  of  the  Congress.  First.  I 
desire  to  state  that  the  submission  of  that  resolution  is  no 
admission  on  my  part  that  I  think  the  Congress  should  ad- 
journ. On  the  contrary,  if  a  motion  to  adjourn  is  presented, 
my  vote  shall  be  cast  against  it.  I  desire,  however,  very 
briefly  to  present  to  the  Senate  today  a  discussion  of  the 
resolution  I  have  submitted,  because  of  the  extreme  possibil- 
ity that  a  resolution  for  final  adjournment  may  be  presented 
sometime  next  week  and  hurriedly  passed  by  Congress  with- 
out any  opportunity  for  an  argument  upon  the  pending 
resolution. 

In  order  that  Senators  may  be  thoroughly  informed  of  the 
nature  of  the  resolution  I  have  submitted.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  clerk  may  read  the  resolution  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  resolution  will  be  read. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  279)  submitted  by  Mr.  Downet 
on  June  12.  1940.  was  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  there  is  hereby  established  a  special  committee 
to  t>e  known  as  the  Senatorial  Coordinating  Committee  to  consist  of 
21  Senators.  3  of  each  from  the  following  standing  commltteec  of  the 
Senate  and  appointed  by  the  chairmen  thereof:  Appropriations 
Banking  and  Currency.  Finance.  Foreign  Relations.  Military  Affairs 
Naval  Affairs,  and  Pest  Offices  and  Post  Roads.  The  special  com- 
mittee shall  select  a  chairman  from  among  Its  members  Any 
vacancy  In  the  special  committee  shall  not  affect  the  pow^r  of  the 
remaining  members  to  execute  the  functions  of  the  committee  and 
shall   be   filled   In  the   same   manner  as   the  original   appointment 

The  members  of  the  special  committee  shall  remain  at  the  seat  of 
Government  during  any  recess  or  adjourned  period  of  the  Seventy- 
sixth   Congress,   and   Ehall   meet  each    weekday   during   any   such 

-r,H  J^/"  ^^^^  '^'^l'^  S'  ****  'P***"'  committee  (1)  to  confer  with 
and  give  advice  to  the  President  or  his  duly  authorized  representa- 
!o7  »h"^™^"^';^  relating  to  the  existing  world  and  national  crisis. 
♦K  ^?rV*J^l  committee  deems  It  advisable,  to  recommend  to 
the  President  that  Congress  be  called  into  special  sesslcn.  and  (3)  to 
consider  and  investigate  such  matters  as  the  existing  emrrRencv 
may  present,  including  (a)  the  b?st  methods  of  fcsterlnK  frlendlv 
relations,  conrimerce.  and  understanding  among  the  nations  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  and  providing  for  the  defense  of  the  peoDlea 
of  such  nations  their  territorial  boundaries,  and  their  governmenul 
severe Ignties:  (b)  the  best  means  of  restoring  the  American ^pie 
to  full  employment  and  the  operation  of  their  industries  to  full 
capacity:  (o  the  best  methods  of  rebuilding  the  highways  In  the 
United  States  so  that  they  may  be  effectively  adapted  to'^riflonal 
safety,  defense,  commerce,  and  traffic,  (d)  the  be>t  methods  of 
providing  adequate  financing  for  the  future  defense  of  the  Western 
Henrjisphere;  (e)  the  advisability  and  best  methods  of  shaping  oS 
natlcna  economy  so  that  It  may  be  self-sufficient  In  essential  war 
materials:  and  (f)  the  best  plan  to  be  adopted  to  guard  aeainst 
so-called  "fifth  column"  activities  and  the  beft  way  to^mc2ll4  ou? 
people,  industries,  and  resources  for  the  defense  of  this  country 
ad?lsa"ble  °  "  "^'^  '°  ^*^^  Western  Hemisphere  as  may  be  deemed 
The  special  committee  shall  make  reports  of  its  findings  and 
It  mTyXSTvL'^i:^^  ^^^^^^°^  *""  ^^^  ^°^^«  ^'  «-^  ^ '--  " 

H,J°''.!*'ttP'f^H^^w'  *^'^  resolution,  the  special  committee,  or  any 
duly  autharlzed  subcommittee  thereof,  is  authorized  to  hold  such 
hearings,  to  employ  such  clerical  and  other  assistants,  to  require 
by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance  of  such  witnesses  •^nd  th« 
production  of  such  books,  papers,  and  documents.  tT1dm?nister 
such  oaths,  to  take  such  testimony,  and  to  make  such  expendUures 
as  It  deems  advisable  The  cost  of  stenographic  services  to  reoort 
such  hearings  shall  not  be  in  excess  of  25  cents  per  hundred  woS 
The  expenses  of  the  committee,  which  shall  not  exceed  • 
Shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  upon  vouchers 
approved  by  the  chairman.  ^        ucners 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  first  I  desire  to  make  clear 
to  the  Members  of  the  Senate  that  this  resolution  is  in  no 
way  a  reflection  upon  the  Chief  ExecuUve  of  the  Nation  or 
upon  our  execuUve  branch,  but  it  is  an  implied  criticism  of 
the  failure  of  the  American  Government  to  meet  the  prob- 
lems developing  in  the  past  2  years,  including  the  Chiel 
Executive,  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

I  shall  now  say  some  things  that  may  perhaps  seem  harsh. 
I  say  them,  not  merely  to  be  critical,  but  because  I  beUeve 
It  is  essential  that  we.  the  repr!?sentatives  of  the  American 
Government,  shall  awaken  to  action  out  of  the  apathy  that 
has  gripped  us  for  the  past  2  or  3  years. 

Preliminary  to  that.  I  should  like  to  recall  to  the  Senators 
here  that  the  first  month  I  entered  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  I  attended  a  joint  meeting  of  the  MiUtary  Affairs 
Committees  of  the  House  and  the  Senate.    We  there  heard 
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our  two  ambassadors  to  Great  Britain  and  to  France  outline 
to  US  the  military  conditions  existing  in  Germany,  in  Prance, 
and  in  England:  and  they  then  and  there  prophesied  to  us 
the  coming  of  almost  exactly  what  has  happened  in  the  past 
60  days.  They  told  us  not  only  what  would  happen  when 
this  war  began  in  earnest,  but  they  told  us  why  it  would 
happen;  and  3^t,  with  every  governmental  representative 
knowing  exactly  the  military  strength  of  the  combatants  in 
Europe,  we  apparently  are  surprised,  excited,  and  shocked, 
and  almost  in  a  hysteria,  because  the  war  has  turned  out  just 
the  way  we  should  have  known  it  would  turn  out. 

Ambassadors  Kennedy  and  Bullitt  told  us  that  the  air  power 
of  Germany  was  so  great,  and  the  air  power  of  her  adver- 
saries so  inadequate,  that  Prance  and  Great  Britain  could 
not  withstand  Germanic  military  assaults.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  prophesied  that  the  war  would  not  last  very  long 
before  both  Paris  and  London  would  be  compelled  to  capitu- 
late or  face  destruction. 

Mr.  President.  I  imderstand  now  that  our  intelligence  serv- 
ices at  Berlin.  London,  and  Paris  have  filled  the  archives 
of  our  Government  with  reports  of  the  great  mechanized 
Instrumentalities  of  Germany  and  the  weakness  of  Prance 
and  Great  Britain,  showing  that  nothing  could  have  happened 
In  this  war  save  what  has  happened.  And  let  us  not  forget 
that  more  than  2  years  ago  Charles  Lindbergh  warned  the 
world  of  the  accelerating  air  power  of  Germany,  but  his 
warning  was  ignored,  or  at  least  it  did  not  spur  either  France. 
England,  or  the  American  Government  to  energetic  action. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  face  of  those  facts,  why  this  hysteria 
and  confusion  when  the  war  has  resulted  the  way  all  of  the 
military  prophets  said  it  would  result?  I  might  say  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  stated  to  me — and  it  is  no  vio- 
lation of  ethics  when  I  say  it.  because  he  proclaimed  it  in  the 
press — that  the  military  power  of  Germany  was  so  great  that 
the  overwhelming  odds  were  in  favor  of  Germany  winning 
this  war.  Yet.  knowing  all  those  facts  for  2  years,  have  we 
prepared  ourselves  adequately  either  for  operations  at  home 
or  abroad  to  meet  this  crisis?    We  have  not. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
California  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  had  the  honor  to  attend  the  meeting  of 
which  the  able  Senator  speaks,  and  I  heard  the  statements 
made  by  these  two  Ambassadors  and  can  testify  to  the  abso- 
lute correctness  of  the  able  Senator's  statement. 

May  I  say  that  since  1919,  21  years  ago.  I  have  not  only  ad- 
vocated supremacy  in  the  air,  and  voted  for  the  6,000  planes 
when  we  had  before  the  Senate  a  bill  looking  to  that  end 
some  time  ago.  and  a  separate  department  of  the  air,  which 
Germany  has.  Britain  has.  France  has,  and  Japan  and  all  the 
other  great  nations  have.  I  am  glad  this  subject  is  being 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  country. 

Mr.  EKDWNEY.  I  thank  the  able  Senator  from  Miimesota 
who  though  he  has  consistently  opposed  our  intervention  in 
Europe  has  vigilantly  urged  national  defense. 

My  reasoh  for  making  the  remarks  I  am  making  is  not 
merely  that  I  desire  to  be  critical.  I  say  that  we  are  just  as 
blind  and  apathetic  today  toward  what  we  should  undertake 
for  the  future  as  we  were  blind  and  apathetic  2  years  ago 
as  to  what  we  should  have  been  doing  during  the  intervening 
2  years. 

I  desire  also  to  make  this  statement,  that  there  has  never 
been  any  conflict  over  national  preparedness  between  Sena- 
tors who  believe  in  intervention  in  European  affairs  and  those 
who  believe  in  Isolation  or  "continental  insulation."  if  you 
prefer.  While  I  myself  voted  against  the  President's  pro- 
gram at  the  last  extraordinary  session,  at  that  very  time  and 
In  that  session  I  urged  that  reasonable  vigilance  required  the 
Immediate  preiiaration  of  an  air  fleet  of  from  25.000  to  50,000 
planes,  quoting  Mr.  Lindbergh  and  Eddie  Rickenbacker,  and 
our  other  war  experts,  as  authorities  en  that  subject. 

That  my  own  attitude  on  preparedness  may  be  clear.  I  want 
here  to  quote  from  my  remarks  in  the  Senate  at  the  special 
•ession  last  year  on  October  9, 1939.    I  would  avoid  the  charge 


of  hysteria,  and  therefore  assert  that  the  position  I  am  now 
assuming  is  fundamentally  the  position  I  occupied  2  years 
ago. 

Of  course.  I  admit  freely  that  I  have  been  surprised  and 
alarmed  at  the  power  of  Germanic  military  might  and  beUeve 
we  should  accellerate  our  own  defensive  mechanism  to  meet 
all  possible  eventualities  that  may  reasonably  be  expected  in 
view  of  world  conditions  now  known  to  exist. 

My  remarks,  to  which  I  have  adverted,  at  the  special  session 
were  as  follows: 

(Excerpt    from    Senator    Dowkkt's    7-hour    senatorial    speech    of 

October  9.  1939] 

Mr.  President,  there  Is  a  wide  difference  of  opinion  among  mili- 
tary experts  themselves  as  to  how  efficient  our  Army  is.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  (Mr.  Sheppardj.  after  long  experience  as  chairman 
of  the  MUltary  Affairs  Committee,  has  assured  me  that  he  believes 
within  6  months  we  will  be  able  to  mobilize  and  have  properly 
equipped  from  four  to  five  hundred  thousand  first-class  troops. 
Most  of  them  cculd  be  assembled  within  30  or  60  days.  Many  of 
the  military  men  point  out — and  I  think  correctly — that  we  lack 
certain  arms,  certain  ammunition,  certain  mobile  artillery,  and 
certain  other  Implements  of  war  for  the  greatest  efficiency.  So  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  let  me  say  to  the 
military  men  of  America:  Make  us  safe  against  any  foreign  nggres- 
slon  without  weakly  counting  upon  the  support  of  any  other  nat.on 
that  well  may  fail  us  when  we  vltaUy  need  help.  Whatever  we 
ought  to  do  by  way  of  preparation  we  should  do.  And  Congress,  of 
course,  must  be  guided  by  its  military  advisers.  How  idiotic  we 
would  be  If  like  the  statesmen  of  European  empires,  we  should 
allow  ourselves  to  be  overbuilt  so  that  we  could  truly  be  said  to  be 
the  prey  of  reasonable  apprehension  and  fear.  Whatever  amount 
we  have  to  spend  for  the  protection  of  our  people  against  foreign 
aggression  should  be  cheerfully  spent.  Of  course,  I  hate  to  say  It. 
but  I  must  say  that  such  expenditures  should  come  ahead  of  every 
other  expenditure,  even  expenditures  for  the  unhappy  submerged 
half  of  the  population,  because,  after  aU,  national  defense  is  the 
supreme  necessity  of  all. 

Colonel  Lindbergh  and  our  great  war  ace.  Eddie  Rickenbacker. 
have  suggested  that  if  we  had  25.000  more  military  airplanes,  then 
even  the  most  timid  and  hysterical  citizen  in  America  would  know 
that  we  were  absolutely  safe,  because  the  first  submarine,  the  first 
war  Teasel,  the  first  soldier  that  came  in  a  belligerent  way  within 
500  miles  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  would  be  destroyed  over- 
night by  our  many  airplanes.  Some  Senators  may  ask.  "But  what 
would  be  the  cost  of  26.000  airplanes?"  I  say  to  you  It  would  be 
negligible. 

I  have  aectired  from  one  of  the  great  airplane  companies — I  must 
keep  the  name  In  confidence,  because  the  information  was  so  given 
to  me,  but  I  take  It  that  any  company  would  verify  these  figures — 
that  with  an  expenditure  of  »a50.000,000  we  could  build  factories 
Which  would  produce  3,000  first -class  planes  every  month.  I  do 
not  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Rickenbacker  is  right  that  we  ought 
actually  to  build  25.000  planes,  of  which  we  are  already  building 
6.500,  but.  In  any  event,  I  think  the  Oovomment  should  undertake 
the  financing  of  private  airplane  companies  to  build  those  fac- 
tories, and  let  them  Ktand  as  notice  to  the  world  that  the  first 
hostile  vessel,  the  first  submarine,  the  first  soldier  that  dares  to 
undertake  aggressions  In  the  Western  Hemisphere  will  start  the 
operation  of  those  factories  at  full  capacity. 

One  can  easily  see  the  Immense  value  of  an  air  force  of  twenty - 
five  or  fifty  thousand  planes.  It  could  fly  25.000  or  50.000  soldiers 
to  any  point  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  almost  within  a  day. 
They  could  strike  at  any  submarine  bases.  They  could  mobilize 
overnight  to  protect  the  whole  Western  Hemisphere.  Who  Is  so 
deluded  as  to  suggest  that  we  shoiild  fight  battles  in  Europe  to 
protect  our  western  safety,  with  the  loss  of  millions  of  lives  and 
billions  upon  billions  of  dollars,  when  we  can  make  ourselves  in- 
vulnerable In  the  Western  Hemisphere  for  a  compco^tlvely  small 
amount,  and  be  thereby  assured  no  one  will  attack  us? 
(P.  379,  Congressional  Rccoed,  October  9,  1939.) 

I  am  here  appeaUng  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to 
use  its  initiative  and  its  high  ability  in  the  critical  yeats 
which  lie  ahead,  and  that  is  why  I  want  to  point  out,  Mr. 
President,  that  for  the  last  20  years  9  out  of  10  American 
citizens  in  the  highways  and  the  byways  of  our  land  have 
said  that  in  the  next  great  war  the  air  power  would  be  a  tre- 
mendous instrument  of  offense  and  defense.  9  out  of  10  of  the 
lajmien  of  America  have  said,  "Why  in  heaven's  name  do 
we  not  appropriate  substantial  sums  for  our  defense." 

I  have  talked  with  Senators  here  over  the  past  2  years.  I 
have  heard  them  expressing  themselves  in  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  and  almost  every  Senator  has  made  the  same 
statement,  that  we  should  be  Investing  more  money  In  air- 
dromes, the  training  of  pilots,  and  in  airplanes.  But  the 
Senate  has  never  manifested  its  own  will  and  wish  in  these 
matters. 

When  the  airplane  bill  came  before  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs,  did  that  committee  refuse  what  the  President  of 
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the  United  States  or  the  military  officials  asked?  No.  Most 
of  the  committee  thought  their  request  was  too  small;  some 
took  the  position  that  we  could  not  hope  to  get  anything  more 
than  might  be  requested  by  the  executive  department.  Some 
believed  we  should  accept  without  question  the  judgment  of 
the  Executive  and  military. 

I  say  it  is  high  time  that  the  Congress,  more  directly  repre- 
senting the  common-sense  judgment  of  all  our  people  than 
any  other  branch  of  our  Government,  should  make  its  will, 
energy,  and  talent  felt  in  our  governmental  operations. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Just  to  make  the  record  straight.  I  think 
it  will  be  shown  that  for  the  last  4  or,5  years,  perhaps  longer, 
the  Congress  has  approved  every  appropriation  for  the  Army 
and  for  the  Navy  and  for  the  air  force  which  the  President  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  have  sent  to  us.  While  many  have 
thought  that  their  requests  were  too  small,  nevertheless, 
whatever  has  been  asked  for  has  been  written  into  law. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  thank  the  distingtiished  Senator  from 
Maryland  for  that  contribution,  and  I  am  sure  he  is  correct, 
that  every  dollar  of  appropriation  that  has  been  asked  by  the 
Executive  of  Congress  for  military  preparedness  has  been 
granted,  and  I  think  more.  too. 

Mr.  MINTON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield' 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  Senator  is  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Mihtary  Affairs,  of  which  I  am  a  member.  Did  the  Sena- 
tor attend  the  joint  committee  meeting  when  Ambassadors 
Bullitt  and  Kennedy  appeared  before  us? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  did. 

Mr.  MINTON.  And  the  Senator  criticized  what  was  ex- 
pressed by  those  men  at  that  time — that  Germany  was  in  a 
posiUon  to  win  the  war  if  they  got  into  one.  Did  not  the 
Senator  do  that? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  am  very  sure  I  did  not.  though  I  do  not 
know  to  just  what  the  Senator  refers.  But  let  me  answer 
his  question  in  this  way:  It  is  true  that  I  left  that  meeting 
amazed,  questioning,  and  shocked,  and  wondering  whether 
the  statement  given  to  us  by  the  Ambassadors  of  the  over- 
whelming military  superiority  of  Germany  was  correct  or 
whether  it  was  for  some  reason  exaggerated.  But  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  and  the  Intelligence  Department  of 
the  United  States  knew  whether  or  not  those  statements  were 
true.     I  afterward  came  to  believe  they  were  wholly  accurate 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield' 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I^t  me  point  out  to  the  Senator  that  for 
4  or  5  years,  at  least  that  long,  almost  every  government  on 
the  face  of  the  earth  has  been  informed  of  what  was  taking 
place  in  Germany.  There  have  been  perhaps  four  or  five 
hundred  books  written  on  the  subject,  and  in  the  last  2  or  3 
years  many  of  these  books  have  been  among  the  best  sellers 
Without  attempting  to  escape  any  of  the  responsibility  which 
as  the  Senator  well  points  out.  falls  upon  Congress,  because' 
after  all.  it  is  the  legislative  arm  of  the  United  States  there 
has  not  been  any  considerable  thought  in  this  country  that 
any  damage  could  be  done  here.  We  have  been  under  the 
Illusion  that  the  Atlantic  and  the  Pacific  were  as  wide  as  they 
were  200  years  ago.  in  spite  of  all  the  evidence.  I  am  glad 
to  see  the  Senator  raising  his  voice  today,  because  the  infor- 
mation to  which  he  alludes  as  to  the  strength  of  Germany's 
planes  has  been  in  the  hands  of  this  Government  for  5  years 
4  years  3  years.  2  years,  and  1  year,  as  it  has  been  in  the 
hands  of  the  French,  the  Polish,  the  Hungarians,  the  Czecho- 
slovakian  and  all  the  other  governments.    • 

Colonel  Lindbergh  returned  from  Europe  and  gave  some 
exposition  of  the  air  power  of  Germany.  We  have  known 
about  it  aU  along.  But  the  thought  was  that,  no  matter  what 
happened  in  the  whole  world,  we  would  not  have  to  do  any 
preparing  here,  even  though  we  would  not  intervene,  that  we 
did  not  have  to  prepare  here.  The  Senator  is  right ;  we  should 
have  had  our  ears  open  long  before,  and  should  have  acted 
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long  before,  and  we  would  not  have  been  so  jittery  and 
nervous  today. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  from  California 
jneld  to  me? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield.         l 

Mr.  KINO.  I  think  we  were  Justified,  perhaps.  In  relying 
upon  statements  so  often  made  by  Mr.  Hitler,  that  when  he 
obtained  Austria  and  when  he  obtained  Danzig  he  would  have 
no  other  territorial  conquests  in  mind,  that  he  was  satisfied 
with  the  delimitations  upon  the  Rhine,  and  that  when  he 
acquired  those  territories  he  would  be  satisfied.  He  assured 
Mr.  Chamberlain  of  that  fact.  I  did  not  believe  his  repre- 
sentations, but  many  people  in  Europe  and  many  people  in 
the  United  States  believed  Mr.  Hitler  was  sincere.  Obviously 
he  was  not.  He  simply  was  bent  upon  deceiving  the  people 
of  Europe,  as  well  as  the  people  of  the  United  States,  by  his 
subtle  methods,  and  in  the  meantime  he  was  preparing  the 
most  formidable  military  machine  the  world  has  ever  seen. 
Now  we  are  witnessing  the  result  of  the  inertia  and  the  lassez 
faire  policy  of  many  European  governments,  if  not  our  own. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
further? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Utah  for  his  fine 
contribution.    I  srield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Anyone  who  has  read  Mein  Kampf.  by 
Mr.  Hitler  himself,  knows  he  is  very  frank  in  stating  what  he 
is  going  to  do.  His  first  plan  was  to  harmonize  all  the  Ger- 
man people  in  every  country  in  the  world,  no  matter  where 
they  were  situated,  and  after  he  had  worked  them  into  a 
whole,  with  allegiance  to  the  fatherland,  he  uses  this  ex- 
pression : 

When  we  have  done  that,  we  can  then  settle  our  hunger  for 
colonies. 

Mr.  Hitler  said  first  he  was  going  east:  that  he  was  not 
going  west.  Then  he  went  west.  So  we  cannot  excuse  our- 
selves on  the  ground  that  we  have  believed  Mr.  Hitler.  l)e- 
cause  there  have  been  a  great  many  contradictions  in  the  last 
4  years  between  what  Mr.  Hitler  has  said  and  what  he  has 
done.  The  whole  truth  of  the  matter  is  that  we  have  always 
assumed  that,  no  matter  what  happened  in  Asia  or  in  Europe 
we  did  not  need  to  prepare  in  this  country  even  to  defend 
ourselves:  that  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  the  Pacific  Ocean, 
with  a  navy,  were  all  we  needed.  That  is  why  we  are  situated 
as  we  are  today,  and  there  is  no  other  excuse,  in  my  judgment 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  very  able 
contribution. 

Mr.  President,  one  of  the  issues  I  should  like  to  present  to 
the  Senate,  to  be  considered  by  the  proposed  committee  If  it 
should  be  appointed,  is  involved  in  the  quesUon  of  the  stra- 
tegic war  materials. 

I  have  no  desire  to  discuss  the  policy  of  trade  reciprocity 
generally,  but  let  me  say  to  the  Senate  that  any  nation  that 
allows  itself  to  depend  upon  the  production  of  its  strategic 
war  materials  from  points  five  and  ten  thousand  miles  away 
across  the  distant  oceans,  has  placed  itself  in  a  position  where 

i"  !!i  •,^^'"''^^^^'  ""^^^^^  ^  ^^°^'  ^o  *^  financial,  business 
industrial,  and  defense  structures  that  will  rock  them  to  their 
very  foundation. 

I  know,  as  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  recently 
informed  us.  that  we  are  now  scourirg  the  earth  in  a  wild 
and  largely  futile  search  to  bring  in  what  scanty  hoards  of 
tin,  rubber,  manganese,  and  other  strategic  materials  we  can 
We  are  now  trying  to  do  in  the  course  of  a  few  months  what 
we  should  have  done  over  the  course  of  years.  Nine  out  of  ten 
American  citizens  have  proclaimed  the  wisdom  of  gathering 
strategic  war  materials;  hundreds  of  our  veteran  and  civic 
organizations  have  urged  It.  Bernard  Baruch  and  Hugh 
Johnson  vehemently  have  proclaimed  the  vital  necessity  of 
such  action  for  years,  but  the  Government  has  done  nothing 

Let  us  consider  the  facts  to  show  how  grossly  careless  we 
have  been.  On  January  1  of  this  year  we  actually  had  In 
the  United  States  92.000  tons  of  crude  rubber-less  than  we 
had  1  year  before.    With  the  world  aflame,  with  our  own 
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Chief  Executive  cautioning  us  to  take  every  vigilant  step,  we 
allowed  our  supply  of  crude  rubber,  which  may  become  vital 
for  our  national  existence,  to  depreciate  to  the  lowest  level 
that  it  has  been  in  any  recent  year,  and  we  were  just  as 
grossly  careless  with  tin  and  other  essential  military  supplies. 
I  take  it  that  Mr.  Stettinius,  in  whom  I  have  the  greatest 
confidence,  is  right  now  doing  everything  he  can  to  gather 
from  the  four  comers  of  the  earth  tin  and  rubber,  and  other 
metals  and  chemicals,  whose  lack  might  almost  paralyze  us 
if  their  supplies  are  cut  off. 

MX.  President,  I  say  that  this  Nation,  if  it  values  its  national 
existence  and  welfare,  should  tomorrow  begin  to  go  beyond 
that,  and  to  shape  its  economy  to  produce  synthetic  materials 
and  substitutes  for  tin  and  rubber  and  manganese  and  other 
military  essentials  that  possibly,  within  6  months,  we  will  not 
be  able  to  get  from  our  accustomed  sources. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  may  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  the 
resolution  introduced  a  long  time  ago  by  the  able  minority 
leader,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr.  McNary],  and  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Lodge],  dealing  with  stra- 
tegic war  materials.  It  proposed  an  exchange  of  these  neces- 
sary war  materials  for  the  billions  of  unpaid  war  debts  due  us 
from  the  Allies. 

Nothing  was  done  about  that  resolution.  For  months  I 
have  been  asking  that  we  acquire  strategic  war  materials 
and  apply  them  on  the  debts  owing  to  us  by  the  dearly 
beloved  countries  known  as  the  Allies  that  we  are  worrying 
so  much  about,  but  nothing  has  been  done  about  it.  Let 
these  great  empires  turn  over  their  West  Indian  island  bases 
to  us.  That  Is  one  method  of  real  defense.  Let  them  turn 
over  strategic  war  materials  and  receive  due  credit  on  the 
debts  owing  to  America  from  our  advances  to  them  in  the  first 
World  War. 

Mr.  IX)WNEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Miiuiesota  for 
his  valued  contribution  to  the  discussion. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  for  the  last  2  or  3  months 
I  have  done  some  study  upon  this  question  of  lack  of  war 
materials  in  America,  and  the  tremendous  difficulty  in  rapidly 
building  factories  to  produce  substitutes  and  synthetics  for 
our  strategic  war  materials,  I  wish  to  say,  without  being  an 
alarmist,  because  I  do  not  want  to  be  alarming  to  the  Na- 
tion, that  there  are  vast  difficulties  lying  ahead  of  the  Ameri- 
can Nation  if  within  the  next  year  our  supply  of  tin  and 
rubber  from  the  Dutch  East  Indies  and  Malaya  is  cut  off.  I 
do  not  say  that  those  difficulties  cannot  be  surmoimted  by 
American  genius  and  talent.  They  can  be.  They  will  be.  I 
am  sure.  But  I  say  to  the  Senate  that  our  failure  to  develop 
factories  for  the  production  of  our  own  war  supplies,  our 
failure  to  lay  in  stock  piles  of  strategic  war  materials,  has 
been  a  grievous  mistake.  Let  us  make  a  few  more  such  er- 
rors, and  we  will  be  out  on  the  same  kind  of  desperate  stormy 
waves  that  now  engulf  the  empires  of  Prance  and  Great 
Britain. 

Mr.  HATCH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  merely  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia if  he  recalls — I  do  not  myself  recall — what  happened 
to  the  bill  relating  to  the  acquisition  of  strategic  war  ma- 
terials. I  know  we  passed  a  bill  relating  to  strategic  war  ma- 
terials. That  bill,  as  I  recall,  encountered  considerable  diffi- 
culty before  It  was  passed  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  How  did  the  bill,  as  passed,  compare  to  the  bill  as 
It  was  introduced?    Does  the  Senator  from  California  recall 

that? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  The  history  of  that  bill  was  as  follows: 
The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas  1  was  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  which 
handled  this  question.  I  desire  to  compliment  the  Senator 
from  Utah  for  the  splendid  battle  he  put  up  attempting  to 
provide  this  Nation  with  strategic  war  materials,  even  though 
he  was  unsuccessful.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  told  me 
that  from  Information  given  him  by  Mr.  Baruch.  from  his 
own  study  and  experience,  he  became  convinced  years  ago  that 


in  our  lack  of  tin,  rubt>er,  manganese,  quinine,  and  other 
strategic  war  materials,  there  existed  a  dangerous  defect  In 
ovu:  war  economy.  The  Senator  from  Utah,  from  the  Military 
Affairs  Subcomnxlttee,  reported  a  bill  calling  for  the  ap- 
propriation of  $100,000,000  for  the  purchase  of  strategic  war 
materials.  There  were  several  Senators  on  the  Military  Af- 
fairs Committee  who  had  known  that  the  War  Department 
had  expressed  a  desire  for  three  or  four  himdred  million 
dollars,  and  they  said  to  the  Senator  from  Utah.  "Why  not 
appropriate  $250,000,000  or  more?"  The  Senator  from  Utah 
said.  "It  will  not  do  you  any  good.  I  do  not  believe  that  we 
can  even  get  this  measure  passed,  which  provides  for  $25,- 
000,000  a  year  for  4  years,  or  $100,000,000  in  total.  If  we 
ask  for  any  more  we  shall  certainly  fail." 

After  a  statement  of  that  kind  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee reported  to  the  Senate  the  strategic  war  materials 
bill  calling  for  the  appropriation  of  $25,000,000  a  year  for  a 
period  of  4  years.  The  bill  did  not  pass  In  that  form.  There 
was  a  long  argument  in  respect  to  the  bill.  The  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes!  finally  offered  an  amendment 
to  the  bill  to  reduce  the  amount  from  $25,000,000  per  year 
to  $10,000,000  per  year,  and  upon  a  very  close  vote  that  pro- 
posal was  adopted.  Even  with  the  assurance  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
would  not  use  the  $25,000,000,  and  did  not  want  it.  still 
there  were  only  33  Senators  who  voted  for  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  while  31  voted 
against  it. 

I  have  here  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  at  the  time,  and  I  will  read  It,  since  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  has  asked  for  the  Information.  This  is 
taken  from  the  Congressional  Record  of  March  30,  1939, 
page  3534: 

Mr.  Btknes.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Presiding  OmctH.  The  Clerk  wlU  read  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  5.  line  7,  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out 
"$25,000,000  ■  and  to  Insert  "♦10,000.000." 

Mr.  Btrnes  Mr.  President,  the  question  of  the  purchase  of  criti- 
cal and  strategic  materials  has  been  before  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  for  several  years,  particularly  under  consideration  by 
an  able  sutxx)inmlttee. 

I  have  communicated  with  the  officials  of  the  War  Department, 
who  state  that  the  President  has  said  that  should  the  pending  biU 
be  passed  he  would  not  submit  an  estimate  for  more  than 
$10,000,000  for  this  purpose.  I  have  conferred  with  the  Director  of 
the  Budget,  who  made  the  same  statement  to  me. 

I.  therefore,  submit  to  the  Senate  that  it  would  be  unwise  to 
authorize  the  appropriation  of  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  a  year,  or  a 
total  of  $100,000,000. 

On  the  strength  of  that  statement,  many  of  the  economy- 
minded  Republicans  voting  with  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  and  many  of  the  Roosevelt-minded  Senators  voting 
against  the  amendment  and  against  the  alleged  wishes  of 
the  President,  the  amendment  was  carried.  It  went  into  con- 
ference. Under  the  direction  of  an  able  representative 
whom  I  saw  in  the  Senate  Chamber  a  few  minutes  ago,  in 
the  conference  the  amount  was  Ufted  to  $20,000,000  a  year 
for  4  years,  but  when  the  Budget  estimate  came  to  the 
Appropriations  Committee  it  called  for  only  $10,000,000,  and 
that  was  the  amount  granted  by  the  Appropriations 
Committee. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  that  I  believe 
that  Is  the  history  of  the  legislation. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  was  going  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  that  when  the  strategic-materials  bill  was  voted 
on  in  the  Senate,  the  Senator  from  California  was  not 
present. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Yes.  Mr.  President;  I  was  not  present. 
On  that  afternoon  we  had  a  public  hearing  here  in  Washing- 
ton of  vital  Importance  to  the  State  of  California,  which  I 
had  to  attend.  I  realize  my  own  faults  and  limitations  of 
time  and  space.  I  realize  that  every  Senator  here  acts  under 
great  handicaps  in  endeavoring  to  carry  on  the  work  for  his 
State,  to  do  his  political  errands,  his  duties  for  his  constit- 
uents, and  to  perform  his  other  Federal  duties. 
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No,  Mr.  President:  I  was  not  present  and  probably  I  am 
to  be  censured  for  that.  But  it  made  no  difference,  because, 
though  the  amount  was  increased  in  conference,  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget  did  not  even  then  avail  itself  of  the  added 
money. 

Mr,  President,  I  am  not  saying  this  to  be  critical  and 
harsh.  I  am  saying  this  for  the  reason  that  there  is  a  grave 
possibility  that  3  months,  or  6  months,  or  a  year  from  new, 
some  condition  may  arise  in  Asiatic  waters  that  will  close  to 
us  our  present  rubber  and  tin  supply.  We  can  get  ready  for 
that  now  by  beginning  to  find  substitutes  and  synthetic  ma- 
terials. But  let  no  Senator  think  it  does  not  mean  tremen- 
dous problems  for  business  and  industry  to  accomplish  what 
must  and  should  immediately  be  done.  And  the  solution  of 
the  many  problems  that  will  arise  in  our  own  production 
of  synthetic  war  materials  will  require  the  prompt  and  ener- 
getic action  of  both  the  Chief  Executive  and  Congress. 

I.  for  one.  Mr.  President,  do  not  believe  that  job  will  be 
promptly  undertaken  and  carried  out  unless  it  is  initiated  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  whose  primary  duty  it  is. 
I  have  no  doubt  of  the  large  energy  and  high  ability  of  Mr.  Stet- 
tinius  and  Mr.  Knudsen  and  the  other  members  of  the  Presi- 
dent's Emergency  Defense  Council  who  are  now  performing 
most  valuable  services  for  the  United  States,  but  they  cannot 
wholly  take  over  the  duties  of  Congress  in  such  vital  respects 
as  this.  Consequently.  Mr.  President.  I  say  to  the  Senate  that 
if  we  adjourn  or  take  a  recess,  a  committee  of  Senators  should 
certainly  remain  in  Washington  to  familiarize  themselves 
with  the  situation,  to  investigate,  and  to  make  plans  for  what 
lies  ahead.  If  we  do  not  do  so.  if  we  continue  to  follow  the 
deluded  path  and  the  apathy  of  Mr.  Chamberlain  there  is 
at  least  a  probability  that  we  may  ultimately  meet' with  the 
same  fate  as  the  unfortunate  opponents  of  Germany, 

Mr.  President.  I  am  not  prophesying  that  Germanic  armies 
wUl  undertake  the  conquest  of  the  United  States.  I  hope 
not,  I  pray  not.  Probably  not;  but  In  national  defense  the 
worst  should  be  anticipated,  and  the  most  destructive  possi- 
bilities should  be  guarded  against.  The  worst  we  can  antici- 
pate In  this  respect  Is  ihe  cutting  off  of  our  supplies  of  tin 
rubber,  and  manganese.  Let  us  not  lose  a  single  day  In  act- 
ing upon  the  assumption  that  that  wUl  occur,  and  doing  the 
best  we  can  to  meet  the  situation, 

Mr,  President,  I  shall  not  speak  any  further  upon  that  pro- 
vUion  of  my  resolution.  I  have  no  desire  to  be  an  alarmUt 
I  should  very  much  have  preferred  to  present  this  matter 
solely  in  the  executive  session  of  some  committee  and  there- 
after in  Congress  but  if  the  expected  adjournment  of  Con- 
gress takes  place  that  action  would  be  futile  unless  thla 
committee  Is  created.  Hence  this  statement  on  the  hazard- 
ous position  of  the  American  people  arising  from  our  lack  of 
war  materials. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield. 

n-^'^f^nl^^  K? ^*  T®^'°':f  ^^^  ®'"*^''  '^«^"  this  particular 
fnl  n^l'  '"?^f  ^V^  ^^^^^^  ^  ^^  ^^c»"s  the  fact  that  during 
the  months  of  September.  October.  November,  and  December 
Russia  became  the  No.  1  customer  of  the  United  States  for  the 

ZTJS''  ^"^  "'"n^'  "^^''''^^^  t°  ^h^^h  he  refers,  including 
mo  ybdenum.  gasoline,  oil.  tin.  and  rubber,    m  fact  exwrtl 

of  the  latter  two  commodities  became  so  voluminous  that^ 

January  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  Johnson  and  SecretaS 

rlmZ'^^"''  f  ^'°"  ^"'^  "^"«^^  ^°  ^e  a  pronSndamenS 
calling  upon  American  exporters  not  to  export  any  more  tS 
or  rubber  to  Russia,  for  the  reason  that  an  emereen?y  had 
been  created  in  this  country,  and  that  less  than  6  weefa^ 
supply  was  on  hand.  Whatever  the  policy  of  the  Government 
was  over  that  period  when  Russia  became  our  No^cust^meJ 
for  such  matenals.  let  it  also  be  noted  by  the  Senator  from 
California  that  the  Neutrality  Act  and  its  embarVo  provis[oS 
were  applied  to  Poland.  Gennany.  England,  and  Sance  then 

of^e  ^r^ror^  ^^Z^Zr^  ^^  ^^  ^tribution 


Mr.  WHEELER.  I  invite  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  when  we  first  started  the  W.  P.  A.  movement  I  sug- 
gested to  the  War  Department  and  to  the  W.  P.  A.  that  we 
create  some  stock  piles  of  manganese.  I  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  a  great  amount  of  manganese  was  produced  in 
my  home  city  of  Butte,  and  neighboring  cities.  I  called  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  those  who  owned  the  manganese 
mines  were  perfectly  willing  to  go  ahead  and  mine  it  and 
stack  it.  at  a  cost  which  would  be  the  minimum  cost  plus 
about  6  percent:  that  they  could  use  a  large  number  of 
W.  P.  A.  workers,  put  men  to  work,  and  at  the  same  time  build 
up  a  great  stock  pile  of  manganese  so  that  we  would  not  be 
dependent  on  foreign  countries.  The  War  Department  and 
some  of  the  other  departments  were  very  much  in  favor  of 
the  idea,  but  we  were  unable  to  get  anything  done  with  refer- 
ence to  the  matter. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  statement. 

Mr.  President,  when  the  realization  came  to  the  American 
people    a    few    short    weeks    ago — and    apparently    likewise 
to  our  executive   department  and  our  Army  and  Navy— 
that    we    had    better    begin    to    prepare    to    defend    North 
America  and  the  United  States.  I  suppose  everyone  would 
concede    that    the    most    immediate    duty    before    us    was 
provision  for  pilots,   airplanes,   tanks,   arms,   artillery,   and 
ammunition.    I  have   no   doubt    that   under   the   very   able 
War  Advisory  Council  appointed  by  the  President,  that  duty 
IS  now  being  energetically  and  ably  performed.     Mr    Knud- 
sen is  a  great  industrial  genius,  beyond  doubt.    Mr   stet- 
tinius  is  likewise  of  highest  character  and  ability,    indeed 
all  of  the  personnel  of  the  CouncU  is  of  the  very  highest 
caliber. 

We  are  also  fortunate  in  the  United  States  In  having  great 
Industrial  corporations  such  as  the  General  Motors  and  the 
United  States  Steel  with  which  Messrs  Stettlnlus  and  Knud- 
sen are  connected.  In  these,  and  others  like  them,  is  found 
the  greatest  technical  skill  and  organization  genius  In  mass 
production  in  all  the  world.  I  think  the  Germans  have 
been  a  great  people  In  production,  but  I  still  think  that 
American  technicians,  engineers,  and  Industrial  leaders  are 
!lf«^  ?  ^^^u''''^^  ^t  "hould  bo  heartening  to  the  Amer- 
^an  people  to  hear  the  statements  of  Mr.  Ford  and  his  son 
Edsel  of  their  ability  to  manufacture  airplanes.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  they  are  capable  of  following  promise  with 
performance.  " 

.  It  was  called  to  Mr.  Sloan's  attention  that  some  military 
•men  were  disturbed  about  where  the  Anny  might  Tet  TwcmJ^ 
nye  or  fifty  thousand  trucks  immediately.  Mr.  Sloan  called 
the  attention  of  the  public  to  the  fact  that  General  Motors 
turned  out  200.000  trucks  a  year  ordinarily,  and  could  speed 
up  to  produce  twenty-five  or  fifty  thousand  more  without  the 
Installation  of  one  new  machine  and,  I  doubt  not,  with  the 
employment  of  only  a  few  more  workers. 
»rl  l^^^^'  !i''\  President,  when  once  we  can  mobilize  our 
great  industrial  corporations,  our  technical  leaders,  and  the 
rank  and  file  of  American  workers,  the  most  loyal  and  ablest 
^mLn  ^"[^ers.  I  believe,  in  the  worid.  we  wUl  have  no 
difHculty  getting  into  tremendous  mass  production  to  meet 
any  aggression  against  this  continent 

»nf°'  ^ll  Resident,  my  attention  has  been  turned  rather  to 
some  other  problems.  What  are  "Achille's  Heels"  of  our 
defense  here  in  the  United  States?  The  first,  the  lack  of 
essential  war  materials  produced  on  this  continent  I  have 
already  discussed.  What  is  the  second?  I  take  It  k  is  Z 
problem  which  has  arisen  because  we  have  not  used  prompt 
and  v^orous  means  to  build  up  the  hannonious  coop°raUon 
with  Mexico  that  we  should.  ^"uperanon 

cJ  ^^''u   ""^  "^^"^^  ^^*'  '"^^y  internal  disturbances  will 

rn'ex?!  0T3  veTJ?  °?  ^""'''^  ""^  «°"^^  Amerfca' within 
^t  on  f hP  fli  ^  ?^K  ^J"^""^  "°  desire  to  discuss  that  sub- 
(Tat  i?  we  wnniH^'f  ^^  ^^^^^'  ^'"^  ^  ^°  ^^sire  to  point  out 
the UonTp  nT.?"*  ^^,^  P'°™P^'  ^^'^'  generous  means  to  tie 
the  people  of  Mexico  in  with  the  people  of  the  United  StatS 

pV  an^Jf/r  ^V'^^i^'^P  that  exists  between  our  '^^ 
Sf.iw  1     i^*''*'*'^^'  *"  the  nations  of  North  America 

LTnl^t'tS^'fZTf;""^^^^^  ^^^^^  defensTve  p^ti"nT 
AS  a  matter  of  fact.  I  have  been  told  by  one  of  our  leading 
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military  experts  that  we  cannot  even  successfully  defend  the 
Panama  Canal  against  a  heavy  attack  unless  we  can  utilize 
the  areas  of  Mexico  and  Central  America  in  its  defense. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  this  question  at 
any  length,  but  I  should  consider  myself  neglectful  if  I  did 
not  make  one  statement  which  I  hope  will  be  carried  to  the 
four  comers  of  this  land.  I  have  discussed  the  question  of 
United  States  cooperation  with  the  Government  of  Mexico 
In  planning  our  mutual  defense,  and,  Mr.  President,  I  have 
heard  certain  statements  made  that  have  shocked  me  to  the 
heart  because  of  the  lack  of  ethics  and  morality  and  en- 
lightened wisdom  involved  in  them.  It  is  being  said  by  some 
few  of  our  citizens.  "Yes;  we  agree  that  the  United  States 
would  be  in  a  much  stronger  position  if  it  could  cooperate 
with  the  people  and  the  Government  of  Mexico  in  mutual 
defense,  but  we  think  that  the  only  thing  to  he  done  is  for 
us  to  make  an  actual  conquest  with  our  Army  of  the  terri- 
tories and  lands  of  Mexico."  This  sentiment  is  so  violative 
of  the  very  noble  ideal  that  we  in  America  have  been 
preaching  as  to  shock  the  conscience  of  the  American  peo- 
ple. As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  have  been  columnists  and 
there  have  been  editors  who  in  the  past  2  or  3  weeks  by 
implication  have  urged  that  very  thing.  I  say  that  if  we 
are  driven  to  a  violation  of  our  own  standards  which  we 
have  been  urging  upon  the  world  in  the  last  few  years,  then, 
indeed,  is  democracy  destroyed  right  here  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  point  out  that  if  the  United 
States  ever  should  move  Into  Mexico  with  arms,  and  make 
any  assault,  not  only  would  all  the  people  of  Mexico  be 
aflame  against  us  but  almost  every  citizen  In  South  America 
would  consider  it  a  holy  crusade  to  help  wage  a  war  against 
the  Colouua  of  the  North. 

I  pray  that  we  shall  all  soon  perceive  the  necessity  of 
closer  cooperation  between  all  the  nations  of  North  America, 
and  that  by  just,  generous,  and  noble  standards  we  shall 
help  to  weld  Canada,  the  United  States,  and  Mexico  Into 
an  unbreakable  union  in  which  all  shall  combine  in  the 
mutual  defense  of  the  sovereignties  of  their  government* 
and  the  territorial  boundaries  of  their  lands. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY,    I  yield 

Mr.  KINO.  I  regret  to  learn  from  the  observations  of 
the  Senator  from  California  that  any  American  newspaper- 
man or  columnist  or  statesman  or  man  in  the  humbler 
walks  of  life— and  I  think  sometimes  our  statesmen  are  "in 
the  humbler  walks  of  life"— would  express  the  view  which 
has  Just  been  suggested  by  the  able  Senator,  namely,  that 
there  was  a  possibility,  or  even  a  thought,  of  our  Govern- 
ment invading  Mexico.  I  confess  that  I  have  never  heard 
such  an  Idea  expressed.  I  know  a  number  of  years  ago, 
when  Carranza  and  Villa  were  Important  factors  in  Mexico, 
when  a  good  many  Americans  were  driven  out  of  Mexico, 
and  their  property,  amounting  to  several  hundred  million 
dollars,  was  confiscated,  there  was  considerable  resentment 
in  the  United  States,  but  I  did  not  hear  even  then— and  that 
was  in  1918,  1919,  1920,  1921.  and  1922 — any  suggestion  that 
the  United  States  should  invade  the  territory  of  Mexico. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  people  of  this  great  Republic 
have  ever  contemplated  the  invasion  of  Mexico.  I  think  they 
would  resent  it  with  as  much  vigor  as  would  the  people  of 
Mexico  themselves.  I  think  that,  on  the  contrary,  the 
American  people,  by  and  large,  have  sympathized  with  Mex- 
ico because  she  has  had  economic  and  political  problems 
which  have  pressed  very  heavily  upon  her.  The  American 
people  have  sjrmpathized  with  the  peons:  they  have  ssrm- 
pathized  with  the  underprivileged;  they  have  sympathized 
with  the  Indians  who  have  been  denied,  as  many  believe — 
and  I  am  making  no  statement  of  fact  for  myself— privileges 
which  they  ought  to  have  received  under  a  democratic  form 
of  government. 

I  recall — and  the  Senator  will  pardon  me  for  Intruding 
longer  upon  his  time — having  had  the  honor  to  be  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  of  the  platform  committee  of  the  Dem- 
ocratic Convention  which  met  in  New  York  in  1924,  and  I 
wrote  the  plank  with  regard  to  our  relations  to  an  interest  In 


Latin  America.  After  indicating  that  we  must  work  in  har- 
mony with  Latin  America,  that  her  problems  were  our  prob- 
lems, that  we  were  together  in  this  Western  Hemisphere,  and 
that  whatever  would  make  for  their  advancement  would  make 
for  ours,  I  concluded  the  statement  by  saying,  "God  hath 
made  us  neighbors:  let  justice  keep  us  friends." 

I  think  that  President  Roosevelt  and  Secretary  Hull  have 
demonstrated  over  and  over  again  their  profound  interest 
not  only  in  Mexico  but  in  all  Latin  America.  They  have 
looked,  as  I  think  most  of  the  people  of  this  Republic  have 
looked,  upon  South  America  and  Latin  America  as  really 
a  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  have  considered  that  oiu: 
Interests  are  linked  together,  and  that  we  should  work  to- 
gether for  the  development  of  democratic  Institutions  and  for 
the  preservation  of  the  high  ideals  and  religious  sentiments 
which  have  animated  the  American  peoples  and  have  made 
such  important  contributions  to  the  development  of  civiliza- 
tion throughout  the  world. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  contribution. 
The  distinguished  Senator  has  said,  much  l)etter  than  I 
could  say,  what  I  would  have  liked  to  have  said.  I  agree  with 
him  that  the  present  Government  of  the  United  States,  in 
its  conduct  with  Latin  America,  has  displayed  enlightened 
wisdom  and  high  national  standards,  and  I  am  glad  to  say 
that  there  is  today  a  closer  and  kinder  relationship.  I  think, 
than  there  has  been  for  many  years  between  the  Government 
ol  Mexico  and  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

I  desire  also  to  clarify  the  reference  I  have  made  by  sajring 
that  In  discussions  which  I  mentioned  it  was,  of  course,  as- 
sumed that  the  world  was  going  into  confusion  and  chaos 
and  that  in  Mexico  and  In  the  United  States,  as  well  as  else- 
where, there  would  be  the  threat  of  revolutionary  movements 
and  "flfth  columnists"  and  saboteurs  and  spies,  and  it  was  in 
connection  with  that  contemplation  that  several  of  the  per- 
sons with  whom  I  have  talked  made  the  statement  of  aggres- 
sion against  Mexico  which  I  suggested.  If  the  Senator  desires 
I  can  furnish  him  privately  with  the  columns  and  editorials 
to  which  X  adverted.  I  have  no  desire  to  display  them 
publicly. 

Mr,  President,  let  me  say  that  I  have  the  very  highest 
opinion  of  and  admiration  for  the  present  Mexican  Oovem- 
ment.  I  have  no  doubt  that  they  will  meet  the  American 
Oovemment  more  than  half  way  in  any  just  plan  for  mutual 
cooperation, 

I  do  not  desire  to  protract  this  discussion  very  much  longer, 
but  I  do  say  that  right  now  there  are  things  that  ought  to 
be  done  looking  to  the  development  of  closer  relations  between 
the  nations  of  this  continent  that  are  not  being  done,  and  I 
should  like  at  least  the  opportunity  to  express  my  own  ideas, 
humble  as  they  are,  before  some  committee  of  the  United 
States  Senate  if  in  this  critical  hour  we  should  decide  to 
adjourn. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  not  heard  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  California  as  a  whole,  but  I  came  into  the  Chamber  at 
the  time  he  was  discussing  the  possibility  of  a  revolution  across 
the  line  in  Mexico. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  California  that  I  have  been 
in  Mexico  on  several  occasions,  and  whenever  I  heard  any  talk 
there  about  a  revolution  it  usually  came  from  some  repre- 
sentative of  an  industrial  enterprise,  not  of  Mexico,  who  was 
indulging  in  wishful  thinking  about  a  revolution. 

There  is  not  going  to  be  any  revolution  as  far  as  the  Mexi- 
can people  are  concerned:  and  I  feel  quite  confident  that  I 
know  what  I  am  talking  about  when  I  say  that  revolutions  will 
not  occur  in  Mexico  any  more,  Isecause  Uncle  Sam  is  not  going 
to  let  anyone  from  this  side  start  a  revolution  in  Mexico. 

Mr.  EKDWNEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  very  valuable 
contribution.  He  spsaks  with  a  much  better  knowledge  of  the 
subject  than  I  do,  and  I  am  thoroughly  in  accord  with  the 
tenor  of  his  statement. 

Mr.  President,  I  take  It  that  there  is  another  duty  which 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  should  immediately  under- 
take, and  that  is  to  restore  all  of  our  people  to  employ- 
ment and  all  of  our  factories  and  resources  to  immediate 
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work.  I  dogmatically  make  the  statement  that  if  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  and  the  Chief  Executive  do  not  in 
the  immediate  present  concentrate  upon  some  plan  of  bring- 
ing about  full  employment  in  the  United  States  within  1  year, 
we  shall,  indeed,  be  derelict  in  our  duties. 

In  connection  with  the  statement  I  made  about  Mexico,  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  that  I 
apprehend  that  if  and  when  Hitler  wins  this  war,  the  dicta- 
torial governments  ^ill  proceed  to  a  tremendous  industrial 
renaissance,  and  if  that  is  not  equaled  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere we  shall  see  right  here  in  our  own  land,  as  well  as  in 
Mexico  and  South  America,  tremendous  waves  of  disorder, 
discontent,  and  perhaps  of  revolution.  Senators  here  are 
vastly  disturbed  about  "fifth  column"  movements.  Let  me 
tell  you  that  there  is  one  very  simple  way  to  cut  off  the  head 
of  that  horrid  monster — a  terribly  destructive  monster  it  may 
become — and  that  is  the  full  employment  of  our  people  at 
just  and  adequate  wages. 

Do  some  Senators  suggest  that  our  present  rearmament 
program  is  going  to  restore  many  of  our  people  to  employ- 
ment? I  say  to  you  upon  the  advice  of  two  of  the  ablest  econ- 
omists  in  two  different  bureaus  of  the  Government  that  it  is 
not  going  to  do  anything  of  the  kind.  It  may  not  bring  about 
any  more  employment  than  we  have  right  now.  One  expert 
advised  me  that  it  might  result  in  the  employment  of  a  mil- 
lion more  men.  and  the  other  man  said  not  to  exceed  2.000.000; 
and  we  must  remember.  Mr.  President,  that  hundreds  of  tnou- 
sands  of  workers  will  be  disemployed  in  our  export  industries 
in  the  next  6  months,  and  2,400.000  young  boys  and  girls  will 
become  21  years  of  age.  I  say  to  you,  Mr.  President,  that  if  we 
do  nothing  more  than  carry  out  the  President's  rearmament 
program,  the  unemployment  in  America  will  be  just  as  great 
1  year  from  now  as  it  is  today.  Let  me  say  further  that 
v-hen  men  begin  to  throw  bouquets  at  Hitler  because  he  is  a 
ccmquerer  of  other  nations,  as  later  some  may  do,  they  are 
going  to  begin  to  compare  our  democracy  and  our  economy 
with  that  produced  by  a  dictatorship;  and  as  much  as  1  fear, 
dread,  and  hate  a  dictatorship  I  know  there  will  be  many  job- 
less, frustrated,  bitter,  hungry  men  in  the  United  States  who 
will  be  inflammable  material  for  the  leadership  of  "fifth  col- 
umn" movements.    Do  not  doubt  it. 

I  listened  the  other  day  to  the  able  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Tydings],  for  whom  I  have  the  highest  admiration,  for 
his  brilliant  intellect  and  his  incisive  method  of  statement.  I 
agree  with  him  that  if  we  go  into  this  era  much  longer,  pyra- 
miding our  debt  as  we  are,  the  destruction  of  our  national 
solvency,  with  all  that  means,  will  come  upon  us:  but  I  dis- 
agree with  him  about  the  necessity  of  cutting  expenses  and 
raising  taxes.  I  say  that  what  we  should  do  is  to  increase  our 
productivity  and  our  wealth;  and  I  desire  to  place  before 
some  committee  of  the  United  States  Senate,  if  I  can  oniy  get 
the  opportunity,  the  statements  of  bankers,  industrialists, 
economists,  experts,  that  we  have  one  way  by  which  every  un- 
employed person  could  become  employed  within  1  year,  per- 
forming a  social  service  of  great  permanent  value  for  us  civilly, 
and  performing  a  vital  duty  for  our  military  defense,  and  that 
is  through  the  construction  of  great  superhighway  systems  in 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  we  think  we  have  done  some  things  of  note 
in  building  great  public  projects  in  the  United  States  during 
the  past  few  years.  We  have  not  done  anything  that  is  really 
big.  I  greatly  admire  the  T  V.  A.  project  and  the  work  of 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norris]  in  bringing  it  to 
fruition;  but  do  you  know  that  all  of  the  T.  V.  A.  units  em- 
ployed on  an  average  less  than  12.000  workers  a  year?  We 
tell  what  a  tremendous  project  that  was  in  doing  away  with 
unemployment.  It  provided  labor  in  actual  construction  to 
only  12,000  workers  and  perhaps  to  as  many  more  in  produc- 
ing the  materials  that  went  into  the  various  dams  and  other 
uses.  We  boast  in  the  West  because  of  our  great  projects, 
Bonneville  and  Grand  Coulee,  and  our  San  Francisco  bridges 
and  our  Boulder  Dam,  and  our  Central  Valley  project  in  my 
State,  near  where  I  live.  Why,  Mr  President,  not  one  of  those 
projects  employed  as  many  as  5.000  men  over  a  period  gen- 
erally of  4  or  5  or  6  years.  We  have  in  America  millions  upon 
millions  of  frustrated  and  bitter  men  asking  the  right  to 


work,  denied  the  right  to  recreate  here  in  America  a  great 
empire  with  noble  highways  that  could  double  the  mobility 
of  our  artillery  and  our  military  defense;  and  we  have  not 
even  time  to  stay  in  session  to  listen  to  experts  telling  us 
how  it  can  be  done.  The  experts.  I  may  say,  are  almost  a  unit 
on  the  accuracy  of  the  statements  I  am  making  here. 

Mr.  President,  consider  for  a  moment:  The  cement  plants 
of  America  are  today  operating  at  about  one-half  capacity. 
The  sand  and  gravel  plants  are  operating  at  less  than  half 
capacity.  Everywhere  in  the  United  States,  in  every  State, 
almost  in  every  city,  are  gigantic  monsters  of  metal  and 
human  Ingenuity  ready  to  tear  this  Nation  apart  to  rebuild 
and  bring  beauty  where  there  are  now  scars,  and  safety  where 
there  is  now  danger  Multitudes  of  powerful  machines  that 
could  build  us  a  thousand  T.  V.  A.'s,  or  tens  of  thousands  of 
miles  of  highways,  are  here  right  now,  ready  to  go  at  the 
touch  of  millions  of  men  who  want  to  assist  in  operating  those 
machines. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  been  talking  to  some  of  the  greatest 
contractors  in  the  United  States.  They  say  that  around 
every  cement  plant,  around  every  gravel  plant,  around  every 
sand  plant,  around  every  projected  highway  are  thousands 
upon  thousands  of  men  anxious  and  begging  to  do  this  work; 
and  out  of  the  colleges  of  America  would  come  the  engineers 
to  oversee  it.  if  we  would  but  employ  them  in  this  great  pro- 
posed highway  project. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  not  only  10.000.000  unemployed 
workers  In  America;  we  have  as  many  more  part-time 
workers.  We  have  tremendous  idle  manpower  In  this  Na- 
tion that  is  ready  to  and  wants  to  work. 

Is  it  not  our  duty  to  remain  in  session  until  we  have 
achieved  the  rational  plan  to  end  all  idleness? 

I  am  told  by  expert  f  dvisers  that  In  every  city  and  every 
State  the  blueprints  are  ready  for  some  great  highway  project 
which  would  tend  to  make  that  city  and  that  State  more 
beautiful,  a  safer  place  in  which  to  live,  a  wealthier  city  and 
State,  and  a  better  place  for  military  defense.  Within  90 
days,  if  Congress  would  remain  in  session  and  see  that  it 
was  done,  we  could  be  rebuilding  the  highways  of  America, 
employing  our  people,  increasing  the  striking  power  of  our 
military  defense. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  TybincsI 
must  agree  with  me  in  at  least  one  thing,  that  there  is  one 
very  great  city  in  the  United  States  which  certainly  could 
stand  a  few  superhighways  over  it.  under  it.  and  around  it, 
and  that  is  the  city  of  Baltimore.  [Laughter.]  If  I  can 
but  be  given  the  opportunity,  I  will  present  before  a  Senate 
committee  the  most  noted  trafHc  experts,  if  Senators  want 
to  listen  to  them,  who  will  tell  them  that  the  prime  founda- 
tion of  adequate  military  defense  is  wide,  broad  highways, 
I  heard  one  of  our  foremost  traffic  experts  state  day  before 
yesterday — I  do  not  know  that  he  is  correct,  and  one  dis- 
tinguished Senator  cast  some  doubt  upon  his  statement, 
but  he  is  a  great  expert— that  there  is  not  one  road  along 
the  Atlantic  seaboard  which  for  any  considerable  distance 
can  carry  the  heavy  artillery  of  America.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tydings  1,  who  knows  much 
about  the  military,  indicctes  that  that  is  correct.  One  reason 
is  that  the  bridges  are  not  strong  enough.  I  would  feel 
apprehensive  for  Fredericksburg  or  Washington,  D.  C,  if  our 
military  had  to  come  from  the  other  side  of  Baltimore  at 
75  miles  an  hour.  There  would  not  be  very  much  of  Balti- 
more left,  or  possibly  of  Fredericksburg  or  Washington,  when 
our  military  forces  arrived.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  suggesting  that  we  employ  10,- 
000.000  men  in  rebuilding  the  highways  of  America.  I  doubt 
whether  there  would  be  over  four  or  five  mllUons  employed 
in  that  work,  including  the  subsidiary  and  supporting  indus- 
tries. But  their  larger  purchasing  power  would  result  in  a 
better  market  for  merchants  and  farmers  and  railways  and 
barbers  and  every  other  class  in  America,  and  we  could  so 
regulate  our  highway  building  as  to  bring  about  full  employ- 
ment. As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  should  sUrt  upon  that  pro- 
gram, and  we  should  not  stop  it  until  every  man  in  the  United 
States  who  wanted  it  had  a  job,  and  every  able-bodied  man 
on  relief  who  would  not  work  was  put  off  relief.    We  will 


have  no  right,  in  the  chaotic  days  which  lie  ahead  of  us. 
to  burden  our  economy  with  relief -supported  men  who  could 
be  doing  some  constructive  work  for  this  Nation,  and  earn- 
ing two  or  three  times  as  much  for  their  families  as  they  now 
receive. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  present  but  one  more  point,  and 
then  I  will  have  concluded.  The  economists  and  the  ex- 
perts tell  us  that  if  we  would  regain  full  employment  within 
the  course  of  2  or  3  years  we  could  so  increase  the  national 
income,  and  thereby  the  Federal  receipts,  at  the  present  tax 
rates,  that  we  cotild  finance  a  military  defense  program  of 
seven  or  eight  or  ten  billion  dollars  a  year  without  higher 
taxes  or  without  borrowing.  I  believe  that  any  Senator  who 
would  sit  down  and  listen  to  the  experts  for  a  week  would 
reach  the  certain  and  definite  conclusion  that  we  are  the 
wealthiest  empire  of  all  times  and  places,  that  all  we  have 
to  do  is  to  run  our  farms,  factories,  stores,  and  railroads  at 
fun  capacity  to  Increase  our  national  income  within  a  year 
or  2  or  3  from  25  to  50  percent,  and  thereby  Increase  our 
Federal  taxes  far  more  than  that,  because  as  we  go  Into  the 
higher  tax  brackets  in  income  levies  the  tax  receipts  are 
increased  out  of  proportion  to  the  national  income. 

I  agree  with  the  distingtiished  Senator  from  Maryland  in 
his  gloomy  prophecies  about  what  is  going  to  happen  to  our 
solvency,  our  finances,  and  our  business  structures,  In  the 
way  we  are  going,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  he  himself, 
with  his  brilliant  intellect,  would  sit  down  around  a  table 
with  the  experts,  he  and  they  would  reach  some  conclusion  as 
to  the  way  we  must  proceed  if  we  are  to  restore  this  Nation 
to  prosperity  and  our  Government  to  solvency. 

Mr.  President,  I  dlsbke  to  say  what  I  am  about  to  say,  but 
out  in  California  we  probably  have  2,000.000  people  frus- 
trated, unhappy,  miserable,  their  supporters  seeking  Jobs  and 
imable  to  get  living  wages.  That  group  is  almost  to  a  man 
for  the  present  administration  because  they  are  among  the 
submerged  and  the  unfortunate  groups  of  our  people.  I  have 
been  at  dinner  with  some  of  them  where  I  have  seen  a  lone 
piece  of  meat  upon  the  table  in  my  honor,  and  the  children 
looking  at  It  hungrily.  Probably  they  had  not  had  meat  for 
months.  I  have  been  out  in  our  jungles  of  our  unfortunates 
and  seen  the  children  of  the  outcasts  there,  diseased,  dirty, 
hungry,  InsuflBciently  clothed. 

Almost  every  one  of  those  people  could  and  would  be  a 
loyal,  patriotic  American.  But  let  this  economy  continue  to 
function,  with  them  as  its  victims  for  a  few  years  longer,  let 
them  see  their  living  standards  further  reduced  l)y  higher 
taxes  and  higher  prices,  and,  knowing  California,  I  say  that 
they  Will  be  rich  material  for  "fifth  columns"  and  revolution- 
ary activities  which  all  the  Army  of  the  United  States  and  all 
the  agents  of  the  F.  B.  I,  and  the  Department  of  Justice  will 
never  be  able  to  check. 

We  need  have  no  fear  of  "fifth  column"  movements  If  our 
people  are  prosperous.  There  will  be  psychopaths,  there  will 
be  Communists  and  bund  leaders  preaching  dislo3ralty  and 
treason,  but  our  intelligence  service  can  deal  with  them. 
It  cannot  deal  with  millions  upon  millions  of  frustrated, 
hungry,  and  unhappy  people.  Yes,  general  employment  is 
the  answer  to  our  military  defense,  our  "fifth  column"  activi- 
ties, the  financial  difficulties  of  this  Nation.  I  pray  and  hope 
that  the  Senators  of  the  United  States,  who  are  of  the  highest 
ability  and  intelligence  and  devotion  to  duty,  may  undertake 
this  problem  with  a  sacred  concentration  upon  their  duties. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  last  few  weeks  there  have  been  some 
words  which  seemed  to  me  rather  hysterical,  from  people  in 
high  offices  here  in  the  Senate  and  elsewhere,  describing  the 
terrible  condition  in  which  we  would  be  if  Hitler  won  the  war. 
Those  words  seemed  to  me  to  be  words  of  defeatism  and 
despair.  Here  we  are,  a  land  of  tremendous  population, 
great  wealth,  resources,  and  technical  skill.  I  declare  that 
marshalling  our  people  and  our  resources  we  can  stand 
against  all  the  world  and  hold  the  torch  of  democracy  high 
and  safe  against  every  effort  to  dim  its  light.  When  leaders 
In  high  places  again  preach  despair  and  defeatism,  when  they 
speak  of  our  enslavement  because  the  empires  of  France 
and  Great  Britain  may  crumble,  I  hope  our  citizens  will  go 
back  to  colonial  days  for  inspiration,  when  a  few  million 


people,  inhabiting  a  continent  In  which  three  great  powers 
struggled  for  mastery,  had  the  courage  to  enunciate  this 
American  dream  of  freedom  and  democracy,  and  in  a  world 
where  tyranny  everywhere  prevailed,  strike  out  against  the 
greatest  empire  of  the  time. 

Yes,  Mr.  I*resident.  there  were  leaders  in  those  dasrs  who 
in  a  world  of  absolutism,  though  representing  a  weak  and 
numerically  small  people,  dared  to  preach  the  redemption  of 
mankind,  and  to  strike  the  blows  against  oppression  and  to 
emerge  free.  If  we  of  the  United  States,  now  with  130,000.000 
people,  cannot  hold  out  freedom  and  democracy,  our  national 
existence  and  independence,  then  we  are  no  longer  worthy 
of  the  heritage  of  democracy  and  freedom.  And  we  shall 
lose  them.  But  only  despair  anticipates  that  loss.  The 
courage  and  hope  of  America  will  proclaim,  and,  if  necessary, 
fight  to  preserve  and  glorify  the  American  way  of  life.  I  am 
sure  we  shall  come  through  this  crisis  safely  and  bravely  to 
a  yet  greater  destiny. 

Mr,  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  I  have  offered 
an  amendment,  which  is  pending  and  lying  on  the  desk. 
Before  calling  up  the  amendment,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  withhold 
his  suggestion  of  the  absence  of  a  quorum  for  a  moment?  I 
was  out  of  the  Senate  Chamber  when  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia made  a  statement  to  which  I  wish  to  reply. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  does  not  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  wish  that  the  absence  of  a  quorum  may  be 
suggested  m  order  that  more  Senators  may  be  present  when 
he  makes  his  statement? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  do  not  wish  to  cause  delay.  The  state- 
ment I  wish  to  make  will  take  only  a  few  minutes. 

I  wish  to  refer  to  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
California  because  I  have  been  asked  the  question  as  to  the 
barter  arrangement  for  the  exchange  of  cotton  for  critical 
materials.  In  May  1939,  when  the  Senate  was  considering 
a  bill  providing  for  the  purchase  of  critical  materials  for 
$100,000,000,  the  purchases  to  be  spread  over  4  years,  it  is  a 
fact  that,  based  upon  a  statement  of  the  Navy  Department 
to  the  Appropriations  Committee,  $5,000,000  was  sufficient  for 
the  needs  of  the  Navy  for  that  fiscal  year  and  an  estimate 
for  only  $500,000  for  the  next  year.  I  moved  to  amend  to 
make  the  amount  $40,000,000  instead  of  $100,000,000.  Under 
that  amendment,  $10,000,000  would  have  been  spent  each 
year.  But  the  bill  was  not  passed  in  that  form.  While  the 
Senate  agreed  to  that  amendment,  when  the  bill  went  to  the 
House,  $100,000,000  was  inserted,  and  the  bill  went  to  con- 
ference. 

Before  the  bill  was  returned  from  conference,  as  the  result 
of  an  investigation  I  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  amount 
of  $100,000,000  should  not  be  reduced  but  should  be  agreed  to, 
and,  in  addition,  that  we  should  use  some  of  the  surplus 
cotton  owned  by  the  United  States  Government  to  secure 
additional  supplies  of  rubber  and  tin.  With  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  I  submitted  the  proposal  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment. The  Secretary  of  State  succeeded  In  negotiating  a 
treaty  between  the  Government  of  Great  Britain  and  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  for  the  exchange  of  cotton 
which  we  held  in  warehouses  for  tin  and  rubber.  Under  that 
agreement,  up  to  this  date  we  have  received  approximately 
20,000  tons  of  rubber;  there  are  approximately  15,000  tons 
ready  for  delivery,  and  the  remainder  of  the  80,000  tons  we 
were  to  secure  has  actually  been  purchased  by  the  representa- 
tives of  the  British  Government.  Because  they  did  not  pos- 
sess the  rubber,  they  had  to  go  out  and  purchase  It.  We  own 
the  cotton.  Under  our  agreement,  we  asked  the  British  not 
to  purchase  the  rubber  all  at  one  time,  because  It  would  affect 
the  market  price  of  rubber  in  the  United  States.  But  that 
rubber  has  been  purchased  for  delivery  in  the  very  near 
future.  Some  will  be  shipped  next  week,  some  the  follow- 
ing week.  Our  State  Department  is  endeavoring  to  facilitate 
these  shipments. 

One  reason  why  a  larger  amount  has  not  been  secured  to 
date  is  that  our  own  people  insisted  that  the  British  ships 
available  should  be  used  to  carry  the  cotton  owned  by  indi- 
viduals and  shipped  by  exporters,  instead  of  cotton  owned  by 
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the  Government,  which  was  to  be  exchanged  for  rubber.  But 
that.  I  believe,  is  being  worked  out.  and  the  deliveries  will  be 
facilitated  so  that  the  remainder  of  the  80.000  tons  can  be 
secured  at  an  early  date. 

In  addition  to  that  I  may  say  that  under  the  $100,000,000 
authorization,  which  was  agreed  to  when  the  conference  re- 
port was  submitted  to  the  Senate.  $22,500,000  has  been  ap- 
propriated by  this  Congress  within  the  year,  to  be  applied  on 
this  $100,000,000  authorization.  Pending  in  the  Senate  at 
this  time  is  another  bill  making  an  appropriation  of  $47,000.- 

000  for  the  purchase  of  critical  materials.  That  wiU  make 
the  appropriation  in  1  year  of  $80,000,000  instead  of  the  ap- 
propriation of  $25,000,000.  which  was  authorized  by  the  Con- 
gress for  its  program  of  4  years. 

I  must  say  that  I  share  the  views  in  a  great  measure  of  the 
Senator  from  California  as  to  the  importance  of  the  subject. 

1  am  not  one  of  those  who  will  say  that  1  year  ago.  or  6 
months  ago,  or  3  months  ago.  I  knew  what  was  going  to 
happen  in  Europe.  I  did  not.  But  after  my  investigation  of 
the  critical-materials  subject.  I  became  convinced  of  its  im- 
portance, not  only  from  the  standpoint  of  defense,  but  from 
the  standpoint  of  industry,  should  we  ever  have  trouble. 

I  know  that  the  Senate  will  hear  shortly  from  the  Senator 
from  New  York,  who  has  charge  of  a  bill  he  is  anxious  to  have 
considered  by  the  Senate,  and  imder  which  undoubtedly 
other  purchases  of  critical  materials  will  be  made. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  should  like  to  express  the  opinion  that 
the  barter  deal  largely  worked  out  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  was  a  most  advantageous  and  sound  measure,  and 
he  and  the  others  who  participated  in  it  deserve  the  con- 
gratulations of  the  country.  I  have  no  desire  to  minimize 
that.  It  was  a  very  wise  and  a  \ery  helpful  transaction. 
But  that  we  may  keep  our  perspective  in  this  matter  let  us 
recall  that  we  use  over  one-half  the  rubber  produced  in  the 
world.  Our  economy  is  largely  dependent  on  rubber.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  we  consume  more  than  700.000  tons  a  year 
Those  85.000  tons  therefore  that  we  were  to  receive  were 
about  12  percent  of  what  we  consun-.e  In  1  year.  Likewise  do 
not  forget  that  only  about  one-quarter  of  that  is  now  in  the 
.  United  States. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  When  the  Senator  from  California  says 
"we  consume."  he  means  not  the  Government,  but  that  in- 
dustry consumes  that  amount. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Of  the  80.000  tons  Included  in  the  barter 
the  Government  now  has  20.000  tons  in  this  country  today 
15.000  ready  for  delivery.  The  remainder  has  been  purchased' 
and  the  reason  it  is  not  being  delivered  is  because  of  the  fail- 
ure of  this  Government  to  ship  the  cotton  which  we  owe  the 
British  on  the  trade.  The  $80,000,000  will  make  a  substantial 
addition  for  the  needs  of  the  Array  and  Navy.  We  are  not 
making  purchases  for  private  industries. 

SENTIMENT    AGAINST    PARTICIPATION    IN    EUROPEAN    WAR 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  much  has  been  said  with 
reference  to  telegrams  which  Members  of  Congress  have  been 
receivmg  urging  that  the  United  States  take  an  active  part 
in  the  war.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  some  telegrams  which 
came  to  me  this  morning  from  all  parts  of  the  country  after  I 
spoke  yesterday.  j  «  i-  *  * 

The  first  telegram  reads: 

.«J°V^^  '^""f  '■'^*'*  *"  checkJng  the  direction  our  Nation  is  head- 
tog.     Congratulationa  on  your  stand  of  yesterday. 

The  Nob  wood  Entekphise 
(For  46  years  a  Democratic  newspaper.) 
Here  is  a  telegram  from  New  York: 

\J^^^'  statement  today  opposing  American  entrance  Into  the  Euro- 
pean war  voiced  the  sentiments  of  the  Inarticulate  maies  of?S^ 
country  who  are  almost  unanimously  against  sacriflcmffhel?  s?m 
on  European  battlefields.  Would  yoi  bl  willing  to  address  a  el^a? 
•ntiwar  rally  in  Madison  Square  Garden  If  I  c4  arrange  it  wfthln 
the  next  week  or  10  da^-s?  «i range  u  wiinin 

William  GimnN, 
Editor  QTid  Publisher.  New  York  Enquirer. 


Here  is  one  from  Jane  Martin,  a  member  of  the  New  York 
State  Democratic  Committee: 

Congratulations  on  your  speech  today.  Glad  to  see  that  one 
liberal  has  not  turned  his  coat. 

Here  is  one  from  Louis  B.  Ward,  of  Pontlac.  Mich.  He  was 
a  candidate  for  the  Democratic  nomination  for  Senator  and 
was  defeated  by  a  comparatively  few  votes:    He  says: 

Heartiest  congratulations  your  Senate  speech  today. 

Here  is  one  from  St.  Louis: 

We  feel  that  all  mothers,  as  well  as  an  overwhelming  majority  of 
clear-thlnking  Americans,  agree  with  ycu.  which  Is  not  involvement 
In  the  European  war.  Continue  the  good  work,  which  we  hope  wUJ 
stop  the  hysteria  In  this  country. 

A.    D.    NiEDRINGHAUS. 

M.  Williams. 

Here  is  one  from  Ann  Arbor.  Mich.: 

On  l)ehalf  of  American  youth  we  command  your  stand  against 
war. 

Chester  Beaman, 

JEBOME      BtTRDICK. 

Edwin    Humphret, 
Students,  Ann  Arbor.  Mich. 

Here  is  one  from  Las  Cruces,  N.  Mex.: 

Your  pronouncement  against  war  haUed  by  many  here  Wild 
hysteria  ill  becomes  anybody  and  our  Senate  should  rise  above  anv 
such.  ' 

Dr.  B.  B    McGcc. 

There  are  two  telegrams  from  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.;  one 
from  Rev.  Edward  P.  Angluin.  of  Manchester.  N.  Mex.;'  and 
one  from  New  Orleans. 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  these 
telegrams  printed  in  the  Record  as  a  port  of  my  remarks 
together  with  a  letter  signed  by  40  or  50  women  members 
of  the  State  Junior  Department.  Farmers'  Educational  and 
Cooperative  Union  of  America,  Montana  Division  I  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  these  telegrams  all  came  in  this 
morning,  or  were  sent  last  night,  after  my  statement  on  the 
noor  of  the  S3nate  yesterday.  In  addition,  I  have  received 
at  least  1.500  or  2,000  letters  commending  the  speech  which 
I  made  the  other  night  against  our  involvement  in  war 
:niose  letters  run  at  least  4  to  1  in  approval  of  my  speech." 
With  respect  to  the  telegrams  which  came  in  this  morning 
there  were  6  telegrams  opposing  my  stand,  while  there  were 
a  great  number  favorable  to  it.  which  I  hold  in  my  hand. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  telegrams  and  the  letter 
to  which  I  have  referred  be  printed  in  the  Record  as  a  part 
of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegrams  and  letters  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Hon.  Burton  K.  Wheeler.  ^"^  ^^''  ^•'  ''""*  ^^'  "^^'^ 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C  • 

If  I!^^*®!!"'^^^^'''.!  *^"  *  population  of  495.000.000  Why  cannot 
It  draft  men  from  all  its  colonies  and  send  them  to  FYance  ln«te£i 
of  expecting  us  to  do  so?  Since  we  are  sendlnS^them  aS^t  1,^ 
munitions,  the  least  they  can  do  is  to  supply  tLflshtereUe  eo? 
nothing  out  of  the  Versailles  Treaty.     Thly^got  enSuKh   to  arof,^ 
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Senator  Burton  Wheeler.  ^«^«^^^'  N.  H..  June  12.  1940. 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington    D   C  ■ 
monT/^*''^*"°°'  °"  ^°^  'P*^'    "^^P  "P   ^^t  against   war- 

R«v.  Edward  P.  Anglxjiw. 

Hon.  Burton  K.  Wheeler.     ^'^'»^*»^-  ^  M°  •  •'«««  ".  1940. 
Senate  Building.  Washington    D   C  ■ 
Congratulations  your  speech  to  keep  Nation  out  war     Your  «t«T„f 
on   issue   excellent   and   should   have   support   of  ^Jeryi^erlc«n 
Great  many  New  Mexicans  with  you.  ^  American. 

Robert  Poacb. 

Hon.  Burton  K  Wheeler.     '^^«^«^'  N-  M.X..  June  13.  1940. 
Senate  Building.  Washingtcm,  D    C  • 
Tour  speech  on  war  fine.    You  have  my  best  wishes  for  «irr»«- 
in  your  stand.    Could  we  obtain  copies  your^eSf?  ^^ 

E.  L.  Coombs. 


Chicago,  III.,  June  12,  1940. 
Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

United  States  Senator  from  Montana,  Washington.  D.  C: 
American  mothers  and  fathers  wish  you  Godspeed  in  your  battle 
to  save  American  youth  from  slaughter  on  foreign  battlefields. 

Hemrt  O.  WirKBi.. 

nxw  ToRK.  N.  T.,  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  B.  K.  Wheeler. 

Mt  Dear  Skmator:  Twenty  million  honest,  hard-working.  Intelli- 
gent, thoughtful  men  and  women,  the  backtxjne  of  the  country. 
are  with  you.  and  when  this  senseless  and  criminal  European  con- 
flict Is  settled  your  friends  who  stand  for  world  peace  will  declare 
themselvea  in  no  uncertain  terms  against  the  master  politician  who 
has  brought  about  the  uncalled-for  hysteria  now  prevaUlng. 
Sincerely  yours. 

,  W.  C.  Durant. 

CnrciNNATi,  Ohio.  June  13,  1940. 
Hon.  Burton  K.  Wheeler: 

Permit  me  to  commend  you  very  highly  for  your  statement  oppos- 
ing any  candidate  who  is  likely  to  get  us  Into  a  war.  Hope  you 
will  push  this  conviction  and  get  others  to  do  so.    It  is  our  only 

bope. 

R.  E.  Hows, 
President,  Appalachian  Coals,  Inc. 

Detroit.  Mich.,  June  13,  1940. 
Hon.  Burton  K.  Wheeler: 

Wish  to  ccngratulate  you  on  stand  against  being  pushed  into  war. 
The  subterfuge  used  by  the  Government  to  sell  war  materials  to 
Allies  fits  well  with  the  policy  of  misleading  t>y  Including  war 
materials  on  order  as  available  for  defense,  making  infiammable 
speeches,  and  endorsing  propaganda  advertisements.  We  need  more 
statesmen  and  fewer  politlclaxis. 

R.  B.  Renfrew. 

'  BELorr,  Wis.,  June  13.  1940. 

Hon.  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

United  States  Senate,  Washingrton.  D.  C: 
Your  warning  In  Senate  yesterday  meets  this  section's  full  ap- 
proval. The  hysterics  of  the  East  are  not  here  In  the  West.  We 
perhaps  deal  In  sounder  things  and  arc  stirred  by  facts  and  not 
emotions.  To  break  party  ties  is  difficult,  but  we  must  look  to  you 
for  your  usual  courage  and  wisdom  to  bring  organized  party  opposl* 
tion  to  combat  present  apparent  desire  to  build  war  party  and  by 
speeches,  actions,  and  Inferences  bring  a  declaration  of  war  upon 
US  which  may  not  be  of  our  choosing. 

Yates  American  Machine  Co., 
Alvin  Haas,  Vice  President. 

Philadelphia,  Pa..  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

United  States  Senate: 
God  bless  you,  great  man  of  this  hour,  for  opix>slng  Roosevelt's 
war. 

Rev.  Zed  H.  Copp. 

Los  Angeles,  Calif..  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

Washington.  D.  C: 
Congratulations.     Stop  war  hysteria  now.     Radio  your  stand  to 
the  American  people  at  onoe. 

George  W.  Mfrki.t. 


Brooklyn.  N.  T..  June  12,  1940. 
Hon.  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

Senate  Office  Building: 
Congratulations.     God  bless  you  for  your  courage.     You  will  go 
down  in  history  while  others  go  down  into  oblivion. 

Bill  Goodwin. 

I  Buvtalo,  N.  Y..  June  13,  1940. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D  C* 
Heartiest  congratulations  on  your  splendid  Amer1canL«im.  Would 
to  God  we  had  more  Senators  like  you  to  check  the  President  In  hjs 
Insidious  efforts  to  lead  us  into  war.  Inarticulate  millions  In  this 
country  are  with  you  and  Senator  Holt  In  your  patriotic  and  out- 
spoken defense  of  our  proclaimed  neutrality.  Strength  to  your  arm 
to  save  the  flower  of  our  youth  from  this  terrible  holocaust. 

Rev.  L.  F.  Sharket. 

'  Chicago.  III. 

Bon.  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Before  you  vote,  expose  scheme  voting  defense  billion  while  allow- 
ing Allies  strip  us  clean.     "Fifth  column,"  centering  White  Ho\ise, 
determine  to  engiUf  us. 

Mrs.  C.  C.  Morrison. 


Marion.  Ohio.  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
As  an  average  American  citisen  with  one  son  of  Army  age.  I  cannot 
endorse  your  speech  of  yesterday  too  strongly.    Keep  us  out  of  war. 

D.  R.  Bicgrbt. 

Winnetka,  III.,  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler: 

Heartily  in   sympathy   with  your  fight,   as  all   my  friends   are. 
Keep  It  up. 

Frank  F.  Ferrt. 

Winnetka.  III.,  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

The  Senate: 
Continue  your  good  fight  for  nonlnterrentlon.    Thousands  are 
backing  you. 

Jeannette  Wells. 

Winnetka.  III..  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler: 

We  agree  absolutely  with  the  stand  you  are  taking.  Keep  up  the 
good  fight.     We  are  behind  you. 

Deborah  S.  Ferrt. 

New  York.  N.  T..  June  13, 1940. 

Senator  Wheeler: 

Have  Just  sent  telegram  to  our  President  sa3ring,  give  me  a  gov- 
ernment of  Americans  by  Americans  and  for  Americans,  or  give  me 

death. 

Maihucz  Fiortto. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler: 

Thanks  for  your  stand  against  war.    Keep  up  good  work. 

Mrs.  Laura  Brosenx. 

Pattekson.  N.  J.,  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Wheeler,  of  Montana. 

Senate  Chamber: 
For  God's  sake  carry  on.     America  depends  upon  men  like  you. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  L.  Spesziri. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Burton  Wkeeler: 

Congratulations  on  your  stand.  Hope  you  will  not  t>e  dissuaded 
from  It  later  on. 

Mrs.  Peyton  Knight. 

Chicago.  III..  June  13,  1940. 
Hon.  Burton  K.  Wheeler: 

Applaud  your  stand  yesterday.  Hope  you  will  continue  opposing 
interventionists. 

William  M.  Trumbull. 

Highland  Park,  JU. 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  13,  1940. 
Burton  K.  Wheeler: 

May  I  express  my  sincere  admiration  for  the  stand  you  are  taking 
against  the  obvious  efforts  to  get  this  country  in  war.  Your  cour- 
age at  this  time  Is  an  Inspiration  to  aU  true  Americans. 

CORINNE  OEIFFITH  MARSHALL. 

New  York.  N.  Y..  June  12. 1940. 
Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

Senate  Office  Building: 
You  are  a  great  American,  and  there  are  not  many  of  them. 

Coubtland  Smith. 

North  Hollywood,  Cald*.,  June  12,  1940. 
Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Thank  God  in  Heaven,  we  have  men  left  like  you.     Keep  our 
beautiful  country  out  of  war. 

An  American  Motheb 
(Mrs.  Mauch). 

Saybrook,  Conn..  June  13. 1940. 
Senator  Burton  Wheeler,  of  Montana: 

Can't  you  hear  us  cheering?    The  crowd  is  with  you. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  M.  Finney. 

Miles  Crrr,  Mont.,  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  B.  K.  Wheeler. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations   on   your   stand   regarding   war.     You   will   find 
much  support  among  sober-thinking  people. 

B.  R.  Randal,  IL  D. 
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MiLLBXTRN,  N.  J.,  June  13,  1940. 

Senator  WnrEunt. 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Senator,  we  agree  wholeheartedly  with  your  feelings  regarding 
the  International  situation  and  are  pleased  to  see  you  have  courage 
to  flght  for  your  own  conviction.  Would  that  we  had  a  Senator 
like  you  from  New  Jersey.  May  we  express  our  appreciation  and 
admiration  to  real  man.    Keep  up  the  flght. 

HzxiRT  and  Ruth  Becker. 

RepublicoTis. 

-^New  Yoxk.  N.  It.rJune  13/1940. 
Senator  Burton  Whzelxr, 

Waahinffton,  D.  C: 
I  heartily  endorse  your  stand  against  sending  our  sons  to  foreign 
batUeflelds.    Keep  up  the  flght. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  B.  W.  Rextbcn. 

New  York,  N.  T.,  June  12.  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 

~      Your   great    speech    this    afternoon    against    our    country    being 

drawn  Into  war  is  deeply  appreciated  by  the  undersigned. 

John  B.  Trevor. 

^      „  New  York.  N.  Y,  June  12.  1940. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations  on  your  covirageous  stand  against  war      I  hope 
other  leaders  of  your  party  wUl  have  the  courage  to  take  the  same 
attitude. 

J.  P.  Lins. 

-       ^      „   „  New  York.  N.  Y.,  June  12.  1940. 

Senator  B.  K.  Wheeler. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Slncerest  congratulations,  deepest  support  for  your  antilineolst 
speech  of  Wednesday. 

Norman  W.  Hat. 

o       .      ^  Baton  Rouoe.  La  ,  June  13.  1940. 

Senator  Wheeler  of  Montana. 

Capitol  Building,  Washington,  D.  C  • 
Thanks  for  keeping  alive  the  Washlngtonian  doctrine  of  no  Eu- 
ropean entanglements.     Have  wired  my  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives to  keep  us  out  of  war.     Remember  1917-18. 

-^     J.  Andrew  Ballinces. 

o       *      »,  .  S''^-  Louis.  Mo..  June  12.  1940. 

Senator  Wheeler,  of  Montana. 

Washington,  D.  C: 

Congrattilatlons  on   your  stand  taken   in  Senate  today      Voices 

opinion  of  a  majority  of  Americans.     Suggest  Congress  start  a  stop- 

Eooeevelt  movement  as  a  safety  measure  to  United  States  of  America. 

Florence  and  John  R.  Jackson. 


June  12,  1940. 


Pasadena,  Calif. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

Senate  Office.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Urge  your  powerful  influence  to  keep  America  from  European  war 
Congress  should  remain  In  session  indefinitely  to  protect  us      Work 
to  defeat  un-American  Pepper  bUl.  '       f  "-•     »vw» 

Mrs.  W.  K.  Jewett. 


La.,  June  12.  1940. 


__  New  Orleans, 

Hon.  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Plght  to  keep  o.;r  boys  at  heme.  England  has  her  Army  scattered 
everywhere  and  millions  to  draw  from  Let  her  call  them  In  to  help 
France.  I  car  conceive  of  no  greater  tragedy  than  to  send  our  bova 
to  die  or  be  riaimed  for  life  on  foreign  soil.  Our  duty  is  to  our  o^ 
Nation  and  <  uly  our  own.    We  want  no  foreign  entanglement*. 

P.  W.  Sinclair. 

o  „   .       _  „  Dallas,  Tex.,  June  12.  1940. 

Senator  Bltiton  K.  Wheeler, 

Washington.  D.  C: 
-Jfl^i*^^  heard  all  your  public  utterances  and  statements   all  of 
wh  ch  deal  in  realities  and  patriotic  motives.    Certainly  the  ci)untrv 
will  support  you^    Congratulations  on  your  stand  which  wm^S 
•ny  war  abroad  for  this  country.  "* 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Harrt  J.  Renksn. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheelbi.      ''*'"^  '""'  **° '  "'""*  '''  '^*^- 
Washington.  D.C.: 
Congratulations  on  your  stand  taken  today  to  keep  ua  out  of 
S'yo2^?^S2L°'  °'^-'^*  I*-ocrats  are  wii  you'^'!£,n^  w°e"i^ 

—  Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  Matxb. 


Berkklet.  Calif.,  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations  on  your  courage  and  clear  vision  In  such  time*. 
The  hope  and  faith  of  many  true  Americans  still  back  your  stirring 
flght  for  sanity. 

Harrt  E.  Stuaro. 

New  York.  N.  T..  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
We  and  millions  of  Americans  support  your  stand  against  w»r 
wholeheartedly  and  are  looking  to  you  for  leadership  in  antiwar 
campaign.  What  can  we  do  to  help  suggest  you  call  for  contribu- 
tions for  newspaper  space  and  radio  time?  We  would  contribute. 
Congress  should  formally  disavow  administration's  war  provocation*. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  William  Helfcr. 

,      „.  Culver  Crrr.  Calif.,  June  13.  1940. 

Senator  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
It  is  refreshing  to  learn  that  we  common  people  still  have  repre- 
sentatives with  their  feet  on  the  ground.     Most  of  those  with  whom 
I  associate  believe  we  should  stay  out  of  war.     Congratulations  on 
your  speech  in  the  Senate  today. 

Jas.  A.  Brock. 

,      „  Loe  Angeles,  Calif..  June  13.  1940. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations  on  your  speech  today.    Every  American  appreci- 
ates your  efforts  to  keep  us  out  of  war. 

A.  W.  Mills. 

,      „  Dayton.  Ohio,  June  13,  1940. 

Senator  Bitrton  K.  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D.  C: 

Congratulations  on  your  speech  in  the  Senate. 

Don  Sharket. 

„       ^      ^  _  WicHTTA  Falls.  Tn.,  June  13.  1940. 

Senator  Burton  K  Wheeler. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington.  D.  C  • 
Thank  you  for  your  courage  In  voicing  the  prayers  of  millions  of 
troubled  hearts.  •  *«  ^« 

Earl  Vandale. 

a^«-*      »        '    ^  ^  ^^°  Beach.  Caut.,  June  13.  1940. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeu*. 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C: 
We  commend  your  sUnd  against  any  Involvement  In  European 
Sfi',!f'*»ff  ''""?.  yo"  wholeheartedly  In  opposing  any  war-minded 
President  al  candidate.  We  Join  you  In  condemning  the  President's 
unneutral  dictatorial  utterances.  Please  Inform  Senators  Holt 
NoRRis.  La  Pollette.  Lunoeen.  Nte.  Clark.  Johnson,  and  Downet 
we  appreciate  their  antiwar  stand. 

Bevter  Robinson, 
President,  Olson  Democratic  League. 
o       . .      ^       „  Frank  O.  Makepeace. 

D^ltrict      ^^°*^'^**^     Union,     Eighteenth     Congressional 

~       .„      „  New  York.  N.  Y.,  June  13    1940 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler:  .  -•*  «  .ij,  .i»«a. 

My  congratulations.     Keep  up  the  good  work.     Regards. 

T.  T.  Harkraoes. 

Senator  Wheeler,  ""^  ^°«'  ""■  ^-  «'«"*  "'  "<«' 

Senate  Office  Building: 
Congratulations.    Keep  up  fight  against  war  party. 

Mrs.  P.  Salzbero. 

«.,.-.  Elizabeth,  N.  J..  June  13    1940 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler:  .".*•.  -tunc  ij.  i9W. 

Heartily  approve  your  stand  on  war  mongerlng.    Keep  us  out. 

K.  M.  Sua. 

_        _  _    Stockton,  Calif..  June  13   isdn 

Hon.  Burton  K.  Whezlzr,  ^-t-^-.  ^fune  u.  ivw. 

United  States  Senate,  Washinffton,  D   C  • 
lik'i*thi°^.^t*J*''*,"  ''*"",°  ^""''ted  with  the  Democratic  Party  I. 
of  th?^  ^^T7  °'  °'^  P^°  American  citizens,  althoughmlny 
»ff«^^  K...  °  K  °l  ^  *'*''°°*  "P''^«  themselves  as  to  our  foTelgn 
affairs  but  who  have  to  do  the  suffering  and  fighting  for  a  certSn 

S^Si'^'w'^ih^^  r"l"»-  P'°fl^««'"'-  and  tax-ex?^pS  Su^n  chS 
lf»^rt  Ti^»,I°oi^*f '^  7°"  '°'  y""""  f^'l  America^  and  cour^eoSs 
S^t^U  «^k!  ?^°*'*  °'  ^<^y  America  first  and  all  the  time  L^t 
Europe  flght  their  own  selfish  wars.    You  for  otl?  next  F?elidem 

Pud  W.  JxTMKn. 
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Berkeley,  Calif.,  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

Senate  Building,  Washtngton.  D.  C: 
Congratulations   on    stand    for   true   Americanism.     We    In   the 
West  are  still  thinking  normally  and  of  America  first. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  W.  B.  Hirst. 

Chicago,  III.,  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Your  courageous  and  intelligent  speech  stamps  you  as  the  kind 
of  man  we  need  for  President. 

George  Enzinger. 


Seattle,  Wash.,  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Wheeler, 

United  States  Senator  (Montana),  Washington,  D.  C: 
Interviewed  thousand  Individuals  throughout  38  States:  convinced 
numerous    Democrats    awaiting    leader    against    military    rule    and 
foreign  propaganda;  offer  services  you  and  bolt. 

M.  Wannamaker. 

Hanover,  N.  H.,  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Wheeler: 

Congratulations  on  your  peace  stand;  opponents  to  Roosevelt 
foreign  policy  are  not  being  heard  In  the  press.  Neither  are  many 
college  professors,  who  vigorously  oppose  warlike  policy.  When 
England  wants  to  change  policy  and  save  face  she  changes  premier. 
I  earlier  favored  third  term  for  Roosevelt,  but  now  urge  another 
Democratic  progressive  who  can  switch  policy. 

L.  J.  Salter. 


Seattle,  Wash.,  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Bitrton  K.  Whfeler. 

Washtngton,  D.  C: 
Deep  appreciation  for  your  common  sense  and  courage. 

Fred  Shorter, 
Judge  of  the  People.  Seattle. 

Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
We.  the  National  Legion  of  Mothers  of  America,  heard  yotir  stand 
of  today,  and  we  want  to  thank  you.    Please  accept  our  gratitude  and 

approval. 

National  Legion  of  Mothers  of  America, 
Crossroads  of  the  World. 

BtnTE,  Mont.,  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Bttrton  K.  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations  on  your  stand  against  war.  Ninety  percent  of  the 
people  are  with  you  praying  that  you  consolidate  the  opposition 
against  warmongers,  including  the  man  in  the  White  House,  to  stop 
repeal  of  Johnson  Act  and  other  war  hysteria.  Your  flght  makes 
you  the  next  President  of  the  United  States. 

I  Mark  J.  Doepker. 


Bu'iTE,  Mont,  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Buuton  K.  Wheeler. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
I  am  100  percent  in  agreement  with  you  on  your  recent  stand  In 
the  war  situation  which  is  the  opinion  of  90  percent  of  the  American 
people.     Congratulations. 

A.  E.  Anderson. 

'  San  Marino,  Calif.,  June  13,  1940. 

Senator  Bitrton  K.  Wheeler. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Your  statement  In  the  Senate  today  that  you  would  break  with 
war  party  gave  us  new  hope  as  war  frenzy  grows.    More  power  to 

you. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Herbert  Bragg. 

Salt  Lake  Citt,  Utah,  June  12.  1940. 
Senator  Burr  K.  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Permit   me   to  coiigratulate   you   on   your   sane,   patriotic,    truly 
American  stand  on  Involvement  in  the  European  war. 

I  A.  B.  Larson. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  June  13.  1940. 

BXTRTON    K.   WKEXLER, 

United  States  Senator.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Our  national  defense  Is  so  weak  then  why  In  the  name  of  God  does 
our  President  Insist  on  giving  away  what  little  equipment  we  have. 
Adjournment  should  be  delayed.  No  additional  powers  should  t>e 
given  President.  May  God  give  you  and  your  colleagues  strength 
to  see  that  America  remains  out  of  any  European  war. 

Charles  J.  Baksb. 
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North  Hollywood,  Calif..  June  12.  1940. 
Senator  Botiton  K.  Wheeler. 

Washington.  D.  C: 
Thanks  for  your  attitude  toward  not  sending  American  boys  to 
Europe.     All  our  friends  feel  same  way.     We  are  strong  for  na- 
tional defense  and  material  help  over  there  but  want  to  keep  our 

boys  at  home.  _        ^  „ 

Gale  H.  EUst. 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y..  June  12.  1940. 
Senator  B.  K.  Wheeler. 

United  States   Senate.  Washington,  D.  C: 
All  mothers  are  behind  you  100  percent.     I  don't  want  my  boy 
to   be  cannon   fodder.     Millions  of   unorganized   Americans   agree 
with  your  program.    Senator,  keep  up  the  good  work. 

Sincerely,  ,,      „ 

Mrs.  Beck 

Brooklyn.  N.  Y.,  June  12.  1940. 
United  States  Senator  Wheeler. 

Washington,  D.  C: 

Congratulations.     Hoist  your  flag  and  form  a  new  party.     Real 

Americans   are  sick   of   Hopkins.    Perkins.    Roosevelt.    Hoover,    and 

Landon.     For  God's   sake,   give  us  a   break   against   the   New  Deal 

British  agents.     Never  quit.     Millions  will  back  you.     Publish  this 

If  you  can  use  It. 

Lloyd  A.  Tettsworth. 
Engineer,  United  States  Nai^y. 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  June  12,  1940. 
Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

United  States  Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  D.: 
Congratulations   on   your   stand   against   Intervention.      Keep   It 
up.  no  matter  how  high  the  war  hysteria  rises.     We  cannot  afford 
another  fifty  billions  to  play  power  politics  In  Europe. 

W.  Babcock  Crowell. 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y..  June  12,  1940. 

Senator  Wheeler, 

Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 
From  the  real  veterans  of  the  Three  Hundred  and  Eighth  In- 
fantry, keep  up  the  good  work.    We  don't  want  a  dictatorship  In 
this  country.    The  veterans  are  behind  you. 

A.  M.  Bonner. 

'  West  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  June  13,  1940. 

Senator  Wheeler  of  Montana, 

Senate  Office  Building,   Washington,  D.  C: 

Your  sentiments  about  breaking  with  the  war  party  cerUlnly  hits 

the  bull's-eye.    On  the  outside  It  looks  as  If  Washington  is  full  of 

hotheads  running  off  at  the  mouth.    Their  wild  talk  does  no  good 

now,   while   It   makes  wise   efficiency  In   charting  our   best   course 

extremely  difficult. 

C,  D.  Kimball. 

Meadville,  Pa.,  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

United  States  ScTiate.  Washington,  D.  C: 
As  Americans  of  early  settler  stock,  we  wish  to  thank  you  for  your 
courageous  stand  for  the  trut  welfare  of  our  country. 

Charlotte  and  Walter  Kmoxs. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  June  12.  1940. 

Senator  Wheeler  of  Montana, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
I  admire  your  courage  and  agree  with  you  100  percent.  If  your 
colleagues  would  ignore  the  press  and  radio  reports  and  ask  the  man 
In  the  street,  they  would  surprise  themselves.  I  come  In  contact 
with  hundreds  of  loyal  American  citizens  daily,  and  know  that  they 
are  against  us  entering  into  the  second  World  War  or  to  do  anything 
which  might  get  us  into  this  war.  We  talk  about  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine. Why  not  let  Etirope  take  care  of  their  own  affairs?  America 
for  Americans,  Europe  for  Europeans. 
Respectfully. 

John  H.  Kohstall. 


Senator  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Keep  us  out  of  war. 


PiTTSBUKGH,  Pa.,  June  12.  1940. 


E.  L.  Stevens. 
H.  M.  Rts. 
L.  V.  Rts. 
Mary  Stevenson. 

Whitehall,  N.  Y.,  June  12. 1940. 
Hon.  Burton  K.  Whtelex. 

Senate.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations.     ^;>oken  like  a  true  American.     We  don't  want 

war. 

Lt.  Steve  Vimcioueua. 
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Locust  Vaixtt  N.  Y.,  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  Bunuw  K    Whieleh. 

Senate  Building.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations  on  your  stand.  Thts  cotintry  shotild  not  be 
thrown  Into  war  through  a  camouflage  of  political  expediency  or 
hysteria.  Would  like  to  know  whether  State  Department  took  all 
necessary  precautions  to  notify  belligerents  regarding  passage  of 
8.  8.  Washington  in  Exiropean  wat^is. 

Nelson  Slatix. 

Long  Is:  and  Crrr.  N.  T..  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  WmnuEm. 

Senate.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations  on  your  courageous  stand   to  keep  us  out  of 
European  war. 

Mr.   and   Mrs    C.   F.  ScHzaziNcn. 

West  Los  Ancei.e;«,  Calit.,  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  BtrrroN  K.  Wheeler. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washiv.gton.  D    C: 
Congratiilatlons  on  your  excellent  flght      Keep  America  out  of 
war. 

HAUT  a.  SiTLLIVAir. 

Batsidc.  N.  T.,  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  Btjkton  Wheeler, 

Washington,    D.    C: 
Tou  have  today  rendered  the  greatest  service  to  our  country  and 
mankind.     May  God  bless  you  and  yours 

Robert  Harriss. 

CtTLvxH  Cm,  CALir.,  June  12.  1940. 
Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

Senator  from  Montana,  Washington,  D  C: 
CongratulaUons.     Am  In  full  accorrt  ol  your  speech  of  today. 

RtJSSELL  Thomas. 

Springfield.  Ohio.  JuTie  12.  1940. 
Hon.  Burton  K   Wheeler, 

The  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Grateful  for  your  stand  on  war.    Think  you  truly  trying  to  save 
the  American  people  and  our  democracy.     Wish  poll  of  American 
loaders  advocating  our  entry  Into  war  could  show  Nation  whether 
war  advocates  will  enlist  for  active  service  overseas. 

Beatrice  Rossell. 

442  HoPKiNSON  Avenue, 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  Wheet.er. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Millions  of  Americans  support  your  courageous  leadership  in 
keeping  America  at  peace.  Roosevelt  following  Wllsonlan  pattern 
that  plunged  us  Into  war  Extend  no  loans.  American  boys  should 
defend  American — not  manure  European — battleflelds  with  their 
yoiing  bodies. 

Ltdia  Goldman. 

16747  Plainview, 

_        .       „ „    „  Detroit.  Mich..  June   12,   1940. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Whxelxr. 

Senate  Building.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Fully  endorse  your  stand  In  neutrality  to  keep  America  out  of 
the  war.    Wish  you  success  In  yotir  flght. 

John  Rumpel. 

^    XT  w.    »  «   _    ^"^  ^o»x..  N.  T.,  June  12,  1940. 

The  Honorable  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations  for  your  splendid  stand  against  war  as  ex- 
pressed by  you  today  In  the  Senate  I  have  traveled  extensively 
during  the  past  several  months  throughout  the  Middle  West  and 
South  and  know  that  the  people  of  this  countrv  await  leadershln  to 
keep  this  country  out  of  war.  If  you  take  a  forceful  stand  against 
our  becoming  mvolved  In  a  war  the  Issues  of  which  do  not  concern 
the  American  people,  you  will  be  nominated  by  the  Democratic 
Party  and  elected  President  of  the  United  States.  Countless  youna 
men  today  are  making  the  statement  that  they  would  refuse  to 
go  to  war  In  Europe.  As  an  American  citizen  I  feel  deeply  appre- 
ciative of  your  timely  and  forceful  statement.  My  hlKhest 
considerations.  '     u»»ucbi, 

J.  Edward  Jones. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheex.er.  ^"^**^'  ^'  ''""*  '''  ''^'- 

The   Senate.    Washington,   D    C  • 
^^^O^gratulauon.  to  an  American,    "me  majority  of  the  people  are 

William  E.  Hardtke. 
William  P.  Kundc. 
Walter  P.  Kunde. 
John  h.  Lxmz. 


Brooklyn.  N.  Y..  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeier 

Washin0on,   D.  C: 
You  are  an  American:  you  have  the  guts  statesmen  are  made 
of — not   politicians.     I   wish   to   congratulate  you   on   your   stand 
with  reference  to  our  Nation's  welfare  and  also  to  your  backbone 
In  defying  an  all-powerful  administration. 

William  H.  Clarks. 

Bkvsrlt  Hills.  Calif..  June  13,  1940.  . 
Senator  Wrexlxr.  of  Montana. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington.  D.  C: 
Congratulations   on  your   antiwar   stand   today.     Some   member 
Democratic    Party   must    have   strength    to   stop   administration's 
apparent  attempt  to  lead  us  Into  this  war.     Country  Is  more  Im- 
portant  than  party.    Let's  build   our  own  defense   to   maximum, 

R.  H.  Thompson. 

Oakland.  Calif..  June  13,  1940. 
United  States  Senator  Wheeler. 

Washington,   D.   C: 
American    people    were    thinking   entire   Congress    elected    from 
England.    Thank  God  for  those  like  you  who  represent  America. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  F.  B.  Jonis. 
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Loe  Angslxs,  Calif..  June  13,  1940, 
Senator  Burton  Wheeler. 

Washiriffton.  D.  C: 
Thank  God  the  United  States  still  has  In  Its  official  ranks  men 
of  your  caliber  who  are  not  afraid  either  of  official  condemnation 
or  of  constituent  criticism  to  state  the  facts  and  expose  the 
propaganda  that  seems  determined  to  draw  us.  the  people.  Into 
a  foreign  war. 

Dr.  W.  L.  Weber. 

(And  family.) 

Wauwatosa,  Wis..  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Whexler. 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Thank  God  Senators  Wheeler  and  Holt  have  spoken.  Your  lead- 
ership Court  packing  went  far  to  preserve  American  democracy.  We 
sympathize  with  Allies  but  want  no  war.  Want  American  institu- 
tions preserved  for  our  children.  Millions  with  you.  Keep  up 
the  fight.     We  are  private  citizens,  no  personal  axes  to  grind. 

Mr.  and  Blrs.  E.  O.  Miller. 

New  York.  N.  Y.,  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler,  of  Montana, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Warmest  congratulations  on  your  determined  stand  against  in- 
volvement from  one  who  Is  ripe  for  the  fray.     May  good  luck  and 
success  attend  your  patriotic  efforts. 

H.  a.  p.  Deans. 


o       »      „  ^    ^  Omaha,  Nsbb..  June  13.  1940. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Hearty    congratulations    on    your    flght    against    sending    Army 
Navy    supplies    to    foreign    nations.      America    must    avoid    belnji 
dragged  Into  Europe's  war. 

Roger  Weeks. 

o       ^       „  _  Lo»  Angeles.  Calif.,  June  13.  1940. 

Senator  Burton  Wheeler, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C  " 

Approve  your  declaration  to  break  with  the  Democratic  Party 

It  ia  becoming  a  war  party.    Wilson  was  elected  on  a  false  promise 

to  keep  us  out  of  war.     Roosevelt's  statements  that  he  hates  war 

awm   to  be  only  a  hollow  gesture.     America   wants  Congress   to 

R.  8.  Padoet. 

_  West  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  June  13   1940 

Senator  Burton  K.  Whexlxr.  of  Montana. 

Washington.    D.    C: 
People   here   back   your   stand.     Prepare   defense      Prevent    the 
administration  plunging  United  Sutes"^  into  Europe's  ^^erciaS 

Mauricx  Gbraohtt. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler,  °'^'  *^°'"'  "'""*  "'  ''''^- 

Washington,  D.  C: 
One  hundred  percent  with  you  on  your  war-party  declaration 
Overwhelming  majority  of  American  women  prarStl^uTfleht 
against  war  will  bring  back  sanity  to  the  Senate  aiS  Hoi^  who 
appear  stampeded  by  war  mongers  and  propaganda  ^n  ttie 
'^lT"^r?J  °"^J»«^'«^«  "materials  to  bols^r  ^KnaUonal  deS! 
beats.  One  experience  should  be  enough.  We  pray  that  vou  aS« 
the  next  President  of  the  United  Stetei  ^  * 

Mary  Hennxsst. 


TOPEKA,  Kans..  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheelix. 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Your  stand  courageous  and  patriotic.     Don't  give  up.    Too  much 
hypocrisy  has  been  shown  in  high  places.     Defense,  yes;  participa- 
tion, never.     The  Nation  wlU  thank  you  forever.     Good  old  Ameri- 
can guts  are  needed  now.  If  ever.     See  Clyde  Reed   and  Capper. 

To  your  success.  _ 

A.  J.  Brier,  M.  D. 

I  Dubuque,  Iowa.  June  13,  1940. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
God  bless  you  and  Senator  Holt  for  your  patriotism  and  courage. 
America   is  behind   you   and  condemns  hysterical   attitude  of   the 
President  and  Senator  Pxppeb. 

Geo.  H.  Most. 

Boston,  Mass.,  June  12,  1940. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler,  of  Montana. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington.  D.  C: 

Congratulations;   your's  great  antiwar  speech.    Peace  sentiment 

of  country  is  such  that  you  can  be  elected  President  easily  by  more 

of  same,    i 

C.  R.  Ownes. 

Bernard  Freeman. 

Robert  Woodruff. 

Charles   Whipple. 

George  Matkham. 

T.  J.  Collins. 

Baton  Roucx.  La..  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Whexlxr. 
Senate.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Hurray  for  Burton  Wheeler  fearlessly  putting  American  Interests 
ahead  of  all  foreign  pressure.    More  power  to  you.  Hop.    An  old 
supporter  of  1924.    Regards. 

John  H.  Bernhard, 
034  Common  Street.  New  Orleans. 

St.  Petersburg,  Pla.,  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler. 

Washington.  D.  C: 
God  and  Senator  Wheeler  make  a  majority.     You  are  under  the 
right  banner.     Long  may  you  wave  It.    Gratitude  and  encourage- 
ment to  you. 

Ann  Porter. 

I  Great  Falls,  Mont.,  June  12.  1940. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Congratulations  your  courageous  warning  In  threat  to  bolt  party 
If  It  tjecomes  war  party,  which  seems  inevitable  transition  II  cvir- 
rent  admlnlstratlon-lnsplred  hysteria  unchecked. 

Joe  Howard. 

'  Columbia,  S.  C,  June  12.  1940. 

Senator  Burton  K.  Wheelxr, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C.:' 
Yours  IS  the  voice  of  courage  and  reason  In  these  days  of  fostered 
fears  and  Inspired  passions.  Our  only  chance  for  peace  lies  In  the 
hope  that  you  and  a  few  others  who  have  the  courage  to  be  sane 
will,  before  the  zealots  crucify  you  in  the  name  of  democracy  and 
patriotism,  make  the  Senate  see  these  things:  First,  that  its  al- 
legiance Is  to  this  Nation  and  not  to  any  foreign  power,  no  matter 
how  sympathetic  it  may  be  to  that  nation's  cause,  and  second,  that 
the  trust  it  holds  is  to  protect  the  people  even  against  the  peoples' 
madness. 

Jamks  F.  Dreher. 

New  York,  N.  T.,  June  13.  1940. 
Hon.  Burton  K.  Whexlhi, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
The  New  York  County  Committee  of  the  American  Labor  Party 
welcomes  your  stand  against  the  drive  to  put  America  into  war. 
We  are  sure  that  you  speak  for  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
American  people  who  have  consistently  voiced  their  opposition  to 
the    involving    of    this    country    in    the    European    conflict. 

EIuGENE  p.  Connolly. 
Chairman,  New  York  County  Committee  American  Labor  Party. 

'  Btrrrx,   Mont.,  June   12,  1940. 

Senator  Wheeler, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Your  "Montana  salon"  of  keeping  out  of  war  is  endorsed  by  every 
parent-loving  man  and  woman  In  America  who  loves  their  boys. 
I  am  standing  with  ycu  In  thslr  behalf. 

Clifton    A.    Faron, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Butte.  Mont. 
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State  Junior  Department, 
Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative  Union  or  America. 

Great  Falls.  Mont..  June  8.  1940. 

Hon.  Burton  K.  Whexlxr. 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  We,  the  mothers  of  the  soldiers  who  must  flght  In  the 
world  war  If  the  United  States  should  enter  the  conflict,  beg  and 
Implore  that  you  honestly,  earnestly,  and  at  all  cost  refuse  your 
assent  to  any  direct  or  Indirect  move  that  will  cause  the  death  of 
those  to  whom  we  gave  life  and  for  whom  we  would  die. 

We  believe  that  other  mothers  In  other  nations,  human  like  our- 
selves, have  the  same  feeling.  We  can  be  enemies  only  If  we  are 
Ignorant  of  each  other — Ignorant  especially  of  our  economic  prob- 
lems. We  believe  the  problems  of  our  potential  enemies  are  the 
problems  with  which  we  ourselves  are  struggling. 

We  are  flrmly  convinced  that  war  will  not  solve  but  rather  com- 
plicate these  problems  by  adding  fear,  suspicion,  and  hatred  to  our 
already  real  miseries.  We  petition  you.  therefore,  to  seek  to  avoid 
war  where  the  avoidance  can  alone  be  possible — in  the  respect  of 
human  rights;  In  the  recognition  that  all  men.  not  only  Americans, 
have  the  right  to  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness.  We 
wish  that  to  all  the  peoples  of  the  earth.  We  wish  and  we  demand 
that  for  ourselves  and  for  every  potential  enemy  of  any  state  and  on 
both  sides  of  the  present  European  struggle. 

We  flrmly  believe  the  human  family  to  be  a  family  with  God  as 
our  Father.  We  ask  that  you.  In  all  your  thinking,  remember  that 
we  are  God's  children;  that  we  are  members  of  each  other;  that  in 
that  family  Jew  or  Gentile  does  not  matter.  All  that  matters  Is 
that  we  are  brothers  In  one  bond. 

As  our  representative  you  must  not.  you  dare  not,  go  beyond  our 
will.    If  you  hesitate  in  yoxir  mind  as  to  what  our  will  may  be.  recess 
the  Congress  and  come  to  us  and  we  will  tell  you. 
We  sincerely  hope  you  will  give  heed  to  our  petition. 
Sincerely, 

Farmers  Educational  and  Cooperative  Union  of  America. 
Leaders  Camp,  Fort  Asslnlboine,  Havre,  Mont.;  Harriet 
Stoner,  Outlook.  Mont.;  Lulu  Mills,  Palrfleld.  Mont.; 
Clara  Bruyer,  KalUpell,  Mont.;  Hilda  de  Young,  Frold, 
Mont.;  Leora  Johansen,  Dagmar,  Mont.;  Edna  Hostetler. 
Conrad.  Mont.;  E^sther  Adams,  Peerless.  Mont.;  Ruth 
Kopp.  Glrard.  Mont.;  Alice  Thomas,  Wolf  Point,  Mont.; 
Ruby  Rlmmer,  Havre.  Mont.;  Charlotte  Holtz,  Portage. 
Mont.;  Verna  A.  Carlson.  Oswego.  Mont.;  Lillian  Nyqulst, 
Homestead.  Mont.;  Anna  L.  Olsrud.  Kallspell.  Mont.; 
Verna  Huldekoper,  Bole.  Mont.;  Gordon  Twedt.  Rudyard, 
Mont.;  Myrtle  I.  Blair.  Sidney.  Mont.;  Dixie  McBrlde, 
Havre.  Mont.;  Ernest  Lapke,  Madoc,  Mont.;  Mrs.  Verna 
Gunderson,  Sidney,  Mont.;  Harry  H.  Norton.  Slmms. 
Mont.;  Mrs.  Hans  Offett,  Scoby.  Mont.;  Mrs.  Agnes  Greg- 
erson.  Peerless.  Mont.;  Ua  Standlsh.  Bole,  Mont.;  George 
J.  Kapk.  Havre,  Mont.;  Mrs.  Hans  Offett,  Peerless,  Mont.; 
Mrs.  Palmer  M.  Hanson,  Scobey,  Mont.;  Genetha  Elliott, 
Glrard,  Mont.;  Mildred  Ragland,  Hardin,  Mont.;  Dor% 
Johnson.  Frold.  Mont.;  Esther  Harbo.  Frold.  Mont.;  Al- 
bert Hellebust.  Havre,  Mont.;  Erllng  Peterson.  Havre, 
Mont.;  Loralne  Schulz,  Great  Falls.  Mont.;  Mildred  K. 
Stoltz,  Valler,  Mont. 

MESSAGE   FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  Its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7074)  to  amend  an  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  certain  disposition  of 
condemned  ordnance,  guns,  projectiles,  and  other  condemned 
material  in  their  respective  departments. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  8913)  making  appropriations  for  the  legislative 
branch  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  that  the  House  receded 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  17 
to  the  bill,  and  concurred  therein  with  an  amendment,  In 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

APPROPRUTIONS  FOR  WORK  REUEF  AND  RELIEF 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
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The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Afihurst 

AvuHtn 

Bailey 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

BUbo 

Bene 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chares 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davlfi 


Etonabey 

Downey 

Blender 

George 

Gerry 

Gillette 

Green 

Guffey 

Gurney 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

H:n 

Hulznan 

H.lt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

King 

La  Pollette 

Lee 


Lodge 

Shcppard 

Lucas 

Sh.pstead 

Lunde«o 

S'attery 

McKellar.- 

Smith 

McNary 

Stewart 

Malooey 

Tp.ft 

Mead 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Miller 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Mlnton 

Thomas,  Utah 

Murray 

To  bey 

Neely 

Townsend 

Norrta 

Truman 

Nye 

Tydlngs 

OMahoney 

Vandenberg 

Overton 

Van  Nuya 

Pepper 

Wagner 

Pitt  man 

Walsh 

Radcllffe 

Wheeler 

Reed 

White 

Reynolds 

WUey 

Russell 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbech 

^-The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Eighty-nine  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that 
the  amendment  which  I  have  offered,  and  which  is  now  on  the 
desk,  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  will  be  stated. 
-    The  Chief  Clerk.     On  page  17,  line  17.  after  the  semicolon. 
It  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  sum  herein  appropriated  shall  be 
used  to  defray  the  expenses  of  transferring  or  maintaining  the 
existing  officers  and  personnel  embraced  In  subdivisions  (1)  and  (a) 
and  (b)  of  (2)  at  points  other  than  In  the  cities  and  States 
where  now  located. 

Mr.  THOMAS  Of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  this  amend- 
ment does  not  make  any  change  in  the  amount  of  money 
carried  in  the  joint  resolution.  It  does  not  suggest  that  any 
item  be  transferred  from  one  place  to  another.  It  relates 
wholly  to  the  existing  set-ups  under  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment in  the  various  States. 

At  the  present  time  I  am  advised  that  every  State  has  an 
accounting  office  under  the  Treasury  Department.  We  have 
the  procurement  division,  and  likewise  the  disbursing  di- 
vision, already  set  up  in  the  several  States.  These  offices  are 
being  maintained  in  the  States  in  connection  with  the  relief 
work. 

If  the  joint  resolution  is  enacted  as  now  written,  without 
this  limitation,  I  am  advised  that  the  State  offices  will  be 
abandoned,  and  that  regional  offices  will  be  set  up  to  handle 
the  work  of  two  or  more  States. 

At  the  present  time  we  have  a  State  office  in  my  State  of 
Oklahoma.  We  have  employed  there  something  like  100 
persons  handling  the  three  activities,  accounting,  procure- 
ment, and  disbursing.  It  is  now  planned  practically  to 
close  the  State  offices  and  transfer  the  functions  to  regional 
offices.  In  the  case  of  Oklahoma  the  agencies  will  be  trans- 
ferred to  a  proposed  regional  office  located  either  in  Texas  or 
Missouri,  and  I  understand  the  same  thing  is  proposed  for 
other  States. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  something  like  5.000  employees  in 
the  various  State  set-ups.  If  the  proposed  program  is  car- 
ried out.  100  families  in  my  city  of  Oklahoma  City  wUl  be 
forced  either  to  transfer  to  Texas  or  to  Missouri  or  to  lose 
their  jobs.  What  happens  to  Oklahoma  will  happen  to  other 
States. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  poor  time  to 
propose  such  a  violent  readjustment  of  the  relief  agencies. 
My  amendment  has  for  its  purpose  providing  that  the  State 
agencies  shall  be  maintained  where  they  now  are  at  least 
until  later  in  the  j-ear.  or  until  we  meet  next  January  I 
understand  that  if  the  proposed  program  goes  through,  the 
State  offices  now  maintained  in  the  State  of  Maryland  wiU 
be  consolidated  with  the  offices  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
What  happens  to  Maryland  will  happen  to  Oklahoma  What 
happens  to  Oklahoma  wiU  happen  to  Kansas,  and  to  aU  the 


States  except  those  in  which  the  regional  offices  are  proposed 
to  be  established. 

I  understand  that  regional  offices  are  proposed  to  be  estab- 
lished in  the  cities  where  there  are  Federal  Reserve  banks. 
That  means  that  12  regional  offices  will  be  established  in  the 
12  States  having  Federal  Reserve  banks:  and  the  other 
States,  some  30  of  them,  will  lose  the  existing  personnel. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  said  before,  this  is  a  poor  time  to  pro- 
pose such  a  radical  readjustment  of  the  present  set-ups  in 
the  various  States  of  the  Nation.  For  example,  In  my  State, 
as  in  most  other  States,  there  is  a  W.  P.  A.  organization. 
We  have  a  number  of  W.  P.  A.  relief  persons,  which  necessi- 
tates the  making  and  writing  of  about  100.000  checks  a 
month.  At  the  present  time  the  checks  are  prepared  in  the 
capital  of  my  State,  Oklahoma  City.  If  the  office  there  is 
abolished,  and  the  work  is  transferred  to  some  other  State, 
then  my  State  must  send  its  list  of  checks  to  another  State 
where  the  same  work  must  be  done,  and  then  the  checks,  a 
hundred  thousand  of  them  each  month,  must  be  sent  back 
to  my  State.  I  do  not  think  the  saving,  if  there  would  be 
any  saving,  would  be  at  all  commensurate  with  the  disad- 
vantage and  inconvenience  the  State  would  be  put  to  in  the 
event  the  proposed  transfer  were  made. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I  submit  the  amendment.  Its  only 
effect  would  be  to  maintain  the  status  quo  in  the  several 
Federal  set-ups  in  the  Stat«  under  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. That  is  the  whole  force  of  the  amendment,  and.  at 
the  proper  time.  I  shall  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  should  be  adopted,  the  amount  of 
money  appropriated  by  the  bill  would  not  be  adequate  to 
carry  on  the  functions  of  the  Treasury  Department  which 
are  devoted  to  W.  P.  A.  accounting  and  bookkeeping  The 
practical  effect  of  the  provision  of  the  bill  is  that  in  an 
effort  to  economize  there  has  been  a  program  of  regionaliza- 
tion.  I  do  not  happen  to  know  whether  or  not  it  would  affect 
my  State;  I  assume  my  State  would  be  affected  the  same  as 
would  Oklahoma.  The  saving  which  would  be  effected  would 
be  $1,200,000.  It  is  merely  a  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
we  wish  to  spend  an  additional  $1,200,000  in  order  to  main- 
tain the  employees  who  are  now  distributed  In  the  various 
SUtcs.  If  the  amendment  should  be  adopted  there  should 
be  provided  enough  money  to  carry  on  the  work.  In  other 
words,  there  has  been  a  reduction  of  $1,200,000  from  the  ap- 
propriation of  last  year  for  carrying  on  this  work,  and  the 
Treasury  Department  feel  that  there  will  be  an  increase  and 
not  a  decrease  in  efficiency. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President.  wiD  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

pe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  Senator  from  Colorado 
in  charge  of  the  bill  makes  the  statement  that  if  this  amend- 
ment should  prevail,  then  the  item  should  be  increased  in 
toto  $1,200  000? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     That  is  correct. 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  if  this 
amendment  should  prevail  there  are  ample  funds  in  these 
three  items  to  maintain  the  present  organizations  at  tho 
present  places  untU  the  meeting  of  Congress  in  January? 
Then,  if  we  desire  at  that  Ume,  after  further  consideration 
to  concentrate  and  regionalize  these  offices,  we  can  do  so* 
but  there  will  be  no  necessity  for  increasing  these  items 
now.  as  ample  funds  will  be  afforded  to  carry  on  until  Con- 
gress  meets  acain  next  winter. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  That  would  be  true  If  we  disregarded  tho 
antideficiency  law.  which  requires  that  money  shall  be  ap- 
portioned over  a  12-month  period.  If  we  desire  to  disregard 
the  law.  that  can  be  done,  but  otherwise  it  cannot  be  done 
This  amount  of  money  Is  appropriated  for  a  12-month 
period  on  a  basis  to  make  the  saving  I  have  suggested.  I 
tnink  the  Senator  should  understand  that,  and  I  believe  that 
under  conditions  as  they  are.  we  ought  to  be  willing  to 
Stand  the  removal  of  a  few  offices  from  our  States.    Only 
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some  500  employees  would  be  affected  throughout  the  United 
States.  I  suppose  in  a  State  such  as  my  own.  which  repre- 
sents, roughly.  1  percent  of  the  population  of.  the  United 
States,  five  or  six  employees  would  be  affected.  In  othcT 
States,  I  imagine,  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  for  instance,  there 
would  be  perhaps  twice  that  many. 

Bflr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  It  would  affect  a  hundred  in 
my  State.  85  in  Alabama,  and  other  States  in  proportion  to 
population.  In  populous  States  such  as  New  York.  Penn- 
sylvania, and  HUnois.  with  mUUons  of  people,  it  would  prob- 
ably involve  several  hundred,  and  in  smaller  States,  of  course. 
a  smaller  number  would  be  involved,  but  the  average  would 
be  about  a  hundred  for  each  State. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Senator  and  I  are  differing  in  the  use 
of  the  term  affected.  I  mean  there  will  be  an  economy  by 
Uking  out  from  the  service  altogether  some  500  employees. 
The  Senator  is  thinking  of  those  who  would  be  transferred 
and  who  would  still  remain  in  the  Government  service. 

Mr.   THOMAS   of   Oklahoma.     Will    the    Senator    yield 

further? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  If  this  amendment  should 
prevail,  no  doubt  there  would  be  some  employees  who  would 
lose  their  jobs. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     About  500. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  They  would  go  on  some  form 
of  relief  in  all  probability.  That  is  the  fhst  point.  The  sec- 
ond point  is  that,  if  the  action  contemplated  is  taken  those 
residing  in  Denver  and  in  Baltimore  who  fill  the  present  posi- 
tions must  close  their  homes  and  move  to  some  other  town 
in  another  State.  If  they  do  not  do  that,  they  lose  their 
jol>s  and  go  on  rehef.  So.  as  I  see  the  picture,  it  is  about 
50-50.  If  we  turn  these  people  out.  and  they  cannot  find 
ether  jobs— and  but  few  can  now  find  other  jobs— then  they 
go  on  the  other  side  of  the  equation,  the  relief  side.  Under 
present  conditions.  I  think  it  is  a  bad  time  to  make  such  a 
radical  change  in  our  relief  set-up.  Upon  that  basis  I  sub- 
mit the  amendment. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Of  course,  the  Senator  and  I  draw  opposite 
conclusions.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  just  the  time,  when 
we  are  being  driven  to  great  expenditures  for  other  pur- 
poses, to  economize  in  the  administrative  agencies  of  the 
Government,  when  it  can  be  done  without  sacrificing  func- 
tions or  efficiency  in  any  way.  So  I  have  been  inclined  to 
feel  that  in  my  State  I  am  willing  to  take  what  little  conse- 
quences may  come  in  order  that  we  may  make  this  very 
substantial  .saving  without  sacrificing  efficiency. 

Mr.  HATCH.     Mr.  Pitsident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  am  wondering  if  the  Senator  has  made 
any  investigation  as  to  the  question  of  efficiency  and  whether 
or  not  it  would  be  sacrificed.  We  have  had  in  New  Mexico 
some  rather  unfortimate  experiences  In  the  transfer  of 
SUte  offices  to  regional  offices.  Some  small  saving  may 
have  been  accomplished,  but  it  has  resulted  In  marked  in- 
efficiency in  service  to  the  people  of  my  State. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Senator,  perhaps,  has  in  mind  the 
Home  Owners'  Loan  organization  situation? 

Mr.  HATCH.     That  Ls  exactly  it. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  am  entirely  in  accord  with  the  Senator  in 
refrence  to  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation  set-up. 
I  think  the  regionallzatlon  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  offices 
was  Improper,  and  I  think  It  resulted  In  Inefficiency,  In  that 
Instance  titles  had  to  be  examined  and  collections  had  to 
be  made,  which  Involved  operations  In  the  Immediate  locality. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  has  mentioned 
the  very  Institution  I  have  in  mind.  We  were  told  at  that 
time  that  the  estabhshment  of  regional  offices  would  work  a 
great  saving  and  work  toward  efficiency.  Exactly  the  oppo- 
site has  taken  place  In  my  State.    I  doubt  whether  there 


has  been  any  saving  from  the  standpoint  of  economy:  and 
I  know  that  there  has  been  no  increase  In  efficiency:  but. 
on  the  contrary,  a  great  deal  of  inefficiency  has  resulted. 
Mr  ADAMS.  I  accept  the  Senator's  statement.  In  this 
instance  I  do  not  answer  as  to  efficiency,  but  I  know  there 
is  a  saving  In  the  bill,  for  there  Is  a  reduction  of  $1,200,000 
because  of  this  proposed  regionallzatlon. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  quite  well  understand  what  the  Senator 
says,  and  I  have  been  impressed  with  what  he  has  said 
about  the  necessity,  if  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  * 
Oklahoma  were  adopted,  for  increasing  the  appropriation. 
I  do  not  see  how.  under  existing  law.  we  can  possibly  carry 
on  under  the  plan  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  amendment  pending 
provides  for  maintaining  State  offices  under  the  Treasury 
Department.  It  is  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
that  if  this  amendment  should  prevail  it  would  thereafter 
be  necessary  to  either  increase  the  items  in  the  sum  of 
$1,200,000  or  else  those  items  would  be  too  small  to  maintain 
the  offices  in  the  States.  That  could  be  easily  obviated.  In 
the  event  my  amendment  should  prevail,  by  offering  three 
small  amendments  to  increase  these  items  in  the  total  sum 
of  $1,200,000. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  concur  thoroughly  in  what  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  I  Mr.  Hatch!  has  said  with  reference  to 
the  H.  O.  L.  C.  offices.  As  he  has  said,  we  were  told  that 
abolishing  those  offices,  and  regionalizing  or  merging  them, 
would  make  for  efficiency  and  economy.  On  the  contrary, 
experience  has  shown  that  that  was  not  true. 
I  Now,  we  are  confronted  with  exactly  the  same  situation 
today  that  we  were  confronted  with  about  the  H.  O.  L.  C. 
offices.  We  ought  not  to  permit  the  abolition  of  these 
offices:  we  ought  to  vote  for  and  support  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  and  assure  the  continuance  of 
these  offices. 
!  If  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  will  yield  for  that  purpose, 
I  wish  to  indicate  to  the  Senate  the  States  where  offices 
will  be  abolished.  I  read  now  from  page  317  of  the  House 
hearings:  . 

In  region  No.  1  State  offices  would  be  abolished  in  Ck>nnecticut. 
Maine.  New  Hampshire,  and  Vermont. 

These  offices  would  be  abolished  and  the  people  in  those. 
States,  instead  of  being  served  as  they  are  now  being  served, 
and  as  they  have  been  served  for  the  past  6  years,  by  their 
State  offices,  would  have  to  petition  or  to  take  some  other 
action  to  see  if  they  could  get  some  kind  of  service  from  the 
regional  office  In  Boston.  Mass. 

In  New  York,  region  No.  2,  there  are  two  offices  today. 
New  York  is  one  region  unto  itself,  with  an  office  at  Albany, 
which  is  the  capital  of  the  State,  and  one  in  New  York- City. 
Under  this  proposal  the  office  at  Albany  would  be  abolished, 
and  persons  would  have  to  go  to  the  great  city  of  New  York 
to  see  if  they  could  get  their  problems  attended  to  there. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Will  the  Senator  allow  me  to  make  an 
Inquiry? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  will  be  glad  to  do  so  if  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota,  who  has  the  floor,  will  yield?    . 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Senator  makes  the  statement  that  peo- 
ple would  have  to  go  down  to  other  cities.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  is  no  occasion,  except  In  the  rarest  Instances,  for 
people  to  go  to  the  Treasury  or  the  procurement  division  or 
the  division  of  disbursements.  It  is  a  matter  of  mail  service, 
and  of  mailing  checks. 
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Mr.  HILL.  Oh.  yes;  I  realize  that  any  business  may  be 
transacted  by  mail;  but  there  are  times  when,  if  it  is  desired 
to  have  a  job  done,  it  is  necessary  to  go  and  attend  to  it  in 
persoi.  I  realize  that  these  checks  perhaps  will  be  sent 
through  the  mail. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  this  matter  has  to  do  merely 
with  the  accounting  system. 

Mr.  HILL.  It  has  to  do  with  purchasing  supplies.  That 
is  what  the  procurement  ofiBce  is  for.  I  realize  that  you  can 
send  a  letter  down  here,  and  if  you  do.  you  will  get  the  nicest 
little  form  letter.  No.  1.579.000.000.  the  same  letter  that  all 
these  other  1,579.000.000  folks  have  received.  The  Senator 
knows  that. 

Now  to  go  to  Region  No.  3,  the  offices  will  be  abolished  in 
the  States  of  Delaware  and  New  Jersey,  and  all  the  work  con- 
centrated in  Philadalphia.  Pa. 

Region  No.  4:  The  Kentucky  office  will  be  abolished,  and 
everything  concentrated  at  Cleveland.  Ohio. 

The  next  region— the  offices  in  the  State  of  Maryland,  the 
State  of  North  Carolina,  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  the  State 
of  West  Virginia  will  be  abolished,  and  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  TydingsI  must  transact  his  business  with  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Lundexn] 
has  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota 3^eld  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  In  order  that  we  may  fix  the  responsibility 
for  the  nefarious  crime  which  is  about  to  be  perpetrated  on 
the  State  of  Maryland,  may  I  Inquire  whether  this  bill  origi- 
nated in  the  House  of  Representatives? 

Mr.  HILL.  It  is  an  appropriation  measure,  and  originated 
In  the  House  of  Representatives;  that  is  true.  Let  me  say. 
however,  that  it  lies  within  the  power  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  to  assert  itself,  here  and  now.  to  prevent  this 
action  from  being  taken.  WhUe  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives did  it.  we  have  equal  responsibility  with  the  House  of 
Representatives.  We  are  now  confronted  with  the  necessity 
of  doing  our  part,  meeting  our  responsibility,  and  stopping 
this  action. 

The  next  region:  Offices  will  be  abolished  in  Alabama. 
Plorida.  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Alabama  is 
not  disturbed  about  the  abolition  of  the  Alabama  office*  is 
he?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HILL.  Yes;  I  am  disturbed,  because  I  want  the  peo- 
ple of  Alabama  to  have  the  right  kind  of  service.  That  is 
why  I  am  on  the  floor  now.  I  am  pleading  for  the  people  of 
Alabama,  and  for  the  people  of  all  the  other  States.  I  want 
all  of  them.  Including  my  people  and  the  Senator's  people 
to  have  the  right  kind  of  service.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  that  that  is  the  reason  why  I  am  on  the  floor 
When  we  get  to  the  Senators  State,  however,  I  think  we 
shall  find  that  his  office  will  not  be  abolished,  if  my  memory 
correctly  serves  me. 

Mr.  HATCH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  If  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  will  Dermit 
me  to  do  so.  I  will  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  LuNDEENj  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  simply  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama if  the  office  for  the  region  in  which  New  Mexico  is 
located  happens  to  be  in  Denver. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     No;  it  is  not. 

Mr.  HATCH.    The  regional  office? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     No. 

JJr  S^T^"«rJ^^  ^^  probably  have  to  go  to  Dallas. 

Mr.  HILL.  Why.  certainly.  Before  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  leaves  the  floor  I  want  to  assure  him  that  there  is  a 
regional  office  at  Denver.  Colo..  In  the  home  State  of  our 
disting^u^ed  friend,  the  great  Senator  from  Colorado;  Zd 
his  office  not  only  will  not  be  abolished  but  it  will  b^  en- 


larged, increased,  and  augmented.  It  will  greatly  grow  in 
size  by  drawing  from  the  other  States  and  the  other  offices. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  realizes  that  that 
is  inevitable  by  reason  of  the  geographical  location  of  Den- 
ver, and  the  beauty  and  attractiveness  of  the  city. 

Mr.  HILL.  Denver  is  one  of  the  most  beautiful  cities  I  have 
ever  seen.  It  is  a  city  of  rare  beauty;  but  we  do  not  establish 
offices  on  the  basis  of  the  beauty  of  the  city.  We  sometimes 
do  establish  offices  on  other  bases. 

Region  No.  8.  Arkansas  and  Missouri:  The  office  in  Arkan- 
sas is  abolished,  and  the  part  of  it  which  is  transferred  will 
go  to  St.  Louis. 

Region  No.  9:  The  offices  in  North  Dakota  and  South  Da- 
kota are  abolished  and  centralized  In  Minneapolis.  Minn. 

The  next  region:  The  offices  in  Kansas.  Nebraska,  and 
Oklahoma  are  to  be  abolished,  and  the  people  of  those  States 
will  have  to  be  served  from  another  State,  from  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  which,  from  this  table,  is  not  even  in  that  region. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma' 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     Yes. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Since  that  hearing  was  held, 
the  Department  has  decided  to  change  the  office  for  my  State 
from  Kansas  City  to  Dallas,  Tex.  I  have  no  objecUon  to  the 
change;  but  it  simply  shows  that  the  office  is  to  be  taken  away 
from  my  State  either  to  Kansas  City  or  to  Dallas. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator's  office  will  be  abolished  just  the 
same. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  office  in  Nevada  will  be  abolished,  and  the 
people  of  that  State  will  have  to  get  their  service  from 
California. 

We  next  come  to  the  Colorado  region,  where  the  office  of 
Wyommg  will  be  abolished,  and  the  people  of  that  State  will 
have  to  go  to  the  State  of  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  how  many  employees  will  be 
removed  from  Wyoming  by  that  change? 
Mr.  HILL.    Of  course,  that  is  only  one  office. 
Mr.  ADAMS.    There  is  only  one  employee. 

f hf!Jl  ^^;  .J^^^  ^^  *  ^"'*"  °®*^^-  ^  »"^  S°^n8  to  say  some- 
thing about  the  employees  in  a  few  minutes,  and  about  the 
effect  on  the  employees.  I  want  the  Senator  to  understand 
that,  too. 

Arizona  also  will  have  its  office  abolished,  and  the  people 
of  Uiat  State  will  have  to  go  to  Los  Angeles.  Calif. 

The  officein  the  State  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Thomas!  will  be  abolished. 

Out  on  the  far  western  coast,  the  office  In  Oregon  will  be 
abolished,  and  the  people  of  that  State  will  have  to  get  their 
service,  if  such  service  be  possible,  from  Seattle.  Wash 

Mr.  BONE.     It  will  be  promptly  rendered 

Mr.  HILL.  Speiking  about  the  personnel,  let  me  say  that 
the  testimony  shows  that  when  these  offices  are  abolished 
f«cT  ^i"""""  Z^  one-third  of  all  the  employees  will  absolutely 
lose  their  jobs  on  July  1.  One-third  more.  I  suppose  wlU 
have  to  be  taken  care  of  under  the  other  provisioS^  of  ^e 
Joint  resolution  which  make  provision  for  relief.  They  will 
be  transferred.  I  suppose,  to  the  relief  rolls.     In  the  case  of 

f{;!  .'"T*'"!"^^*^'"'^-  '°'"^  °'  ^^^"^  °^ay  be  transferred  to 
^e  regional  offices,  but  there  is  no  assurance  that  they  ^1U 
be  transferred,  or  how  many  of  them  will  be  transferred ;  and 
even  those  who  are  transferred  or  have  the  opportunity  to 
tx^fer  on  July  1  will  have  no  assurance  whatever  that  it 
they  move  from  Wyoming,  we  will  say.  to  Denver  Colo 
they  will  be  permitted  to  stay  there  over  30  days  with  a  job' 
None  of  them  will  have  any  assurance  at  all  that  even  if  they 

or  90  days  after  being  transferred. 

qtf^P  "1%]^^^  .t^r'l''!.^'''"  *"  ^^""^  ^^  -*a"  have  some  29 
nnmhPr^f      abolished,  wiped  out.  and  we   shall  have  any 

and  so  far  as  efficiency  is  concerned,  we  have  before  us  a 
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striking  example  of  the  consolidation  and  regionalization  of 
the  H.  O.  L.  C.  offices.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  anyone  on 
this  floor  who  will  rise  today  and  say  that  we  did  a  wise  thing 
or  a  good  thing  or  an  efficient  thing  when  we  abolished  the 
H.  O.  L.  C.  offices. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota yield  in  order  that  I  may  make  an  inquiry  of  the  Chair? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  ask  the  Chair  whether  or  not  section  15  of 
the  pending  joint  resolution  is  still  subject  to  amendment.  I 
desire  later  to  tender  an  amendment  to  it.  and  I  am  com- 
pelled to  leave  the  Chamber  now.  and  do  not  want  to  be 
robbed  of  the  opportunity  to  tender  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  In  the  chair). 
Subdivision  (a)  of  section  15  would  have  to  be  reconsidered 
before  an  amendment  to  that  part  of  the  joint  resolution 

would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  BONE.  It  is  a  committee  amendment,  and  I  did  not 
know  whether  or  not  it  had  yet  been  reached  in  our  delib- 
erations. I 

APPROPRIATIONS   FOR    THE   LEGISLATIVE    BRANCH 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentaUves  announcing  its  action  on  an  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  House  bill  8913.  which  was  read,  as  follows: 

In  the  House  or  Representatives, 

June  13,  1940. 
Re.tolved.  That   the  House  recede  from   Its  disagreement   to  the 
tmendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  17  to  the  biU    (H.  R.  8913) 
making  appropriations  for  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Oovern- 
mtnt   for   the   fiscal   year  endmg  June   30.    1941.   and   for  other 
purposes,  and  concur  therein  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert: 
•Proi-ided     That    hereafter    the    compensation    of    the    legls.atlve 
counsel  of  the  Senate  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  110.000  per  annum 
so  long  as  the  position  Is  held  by  the  present  Incumbent." 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
numbered  17. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

ARMY    BANDMASTERS CONFERENCE    REPORT 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8840)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for  making  further  and 
more  effectual  provision  for  the  national  defense,  and  for  other 
purposes."  approved  June  3,  1916.  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses having  met  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to 
recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  Senate 
amendment  insert  the  following:  That  section  6  of  the  National 
Defense  Act  of  June  3.  1916.  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"After  the  date  this  paragraph  takes  elTect  there  shall  be  a  num- 
ber of  commissioned  officers,  to  be  known  as  bandmasters,  equal  to 
the  number  of  authorized  bands  of  the  Rcgxilar  Army.  Bandmas- 
ters shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate,  and  there  shall  be  one  bandmaster  for 
each  such  band  who  shall  be  the  leader  thereof  in  lieu  of  a  warrant 
officer  band  leader.  The  Secretary  of  War  shall  select  a  chief  band- 
master from  the  bandmasters  so  appwlnted  who  shall  have  the  rank, 
pay  and  allowances  of  a  captain  while  so  serving,  who  shall  be 
cl-arged  with  the  duty  of  administering  uniformly  the  afTalrs  of  all 
authorized  bands  of  the  Regular  Army,  and  who  shall  advise  the 
Secretary  of  War  on  all  matters  relating  to  the  musical  organiza- 
tlcns  in  the  Regular  Army.  Bandmasters  shall  be  selected  Irom 
bend  leaders  In  the  Regular  Army  who  are  found  to  be  physically 
qualified  and  subject  to  such  examination  as  the  President  may 
prescribe,  from  noncommissioned  officers  and  other  enlisted  musi- 
cians who  have  had  at  least  one  year  of  service  in  a  band  of  the 
Regular  Army,  and  from  officers  In  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  or  In  the  Offlcers"  Reserve  CkDrps.  Any  bandmaster  with  serv- 
ice of  less  than  5  years  shall  be  entitled  to  the  rank.  pay.  allowances, 
and  retirement  benefits  of  a  second  lieutenant:  and  any  bandmas- 
ter with  service  of  5  years  or  more  shall  be  entitled  to  the  rank.  pay. 
allowances,  and  retirement  benefits  of  a  first  lieutenant:  Provided^ 
That  m  computing  such  service  In  the  case  of  any  person  appointed 
a^  a  bandmaster  all  his  active  service  as  a  band  leader  In  the  Regu- 
lar Army  prior  to  his  appointment  shall  be  counted:  Prortdecl  fur- 
ther That  no  person  appointed  as  a  bandmaster  shall  suffer  the  loss 
of  any  pay  by  reason  of  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph.  Any  war- 
x«nt  officer  band  leader  who  fails  to  pass  the  prescribed  physical 


examination  because  of  physical  disability  Incident  to  the  wrvlce 
shall  be  placed  upon  the  retired  list  of  the  Regular  Army  with  75 
percent  of  the  pay  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  if  he  had 
been  appointed  as  a  bandmaster  as  hereinbefore  provided." 

Sec  2  The  limitations  now  prescribed  by  law  upon  the  number 
of  commissioned  officers  of  the  Regular  Army,  and  the  number  of 
commissioned  officers  In  the  various  grades.  Is  hereby  Increased  to. 
and  only  to.  the  extent  necessary  to  give  effect  to  the  provisions 
of  this  act.  The  number  of  warrant  officers  authorized  by  law 
shall  be  decreased  by  the  number  of  band  leaders  who  receive 
commissions  as  bandmasters  In  pursxiance  of  the  provisions  of  this 

Act 

Sec.  3.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "Army  Bandmasters'  Act." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Elbert  D.  Thomas, 
Sherman   Minton, 
Chan  Gurnet. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate, 
A.  J.  Mat, 
Dow  W.  Harter, 
W.  G.  Andrews, 
L.  C.  Arends. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

FLOYD  B.  OLSON PIONEER  OF  SOCIAL  PR0<SRESS 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  in  these  days  of  relief  leg- 
islation and  huge  defense  appropriations  we  find  12.000.000 
imemployed.  ill -fed,  ill-clothed,  and  ill-housed  in  the  midst 
of  unlimited  abundance.  It  is  now  certain  that  the  old  par- 
ties have  no  remedy  or  solution  for  our  problems  of  today. 
Some  day,  somehow,  a  new  party  founded  on  the  great 
farmer-labor  elements  of  our  population  will  advance  its 
program.  The  program  and  creed  of  a  pioneer  of  social  legis- 
lation. Floyd  B.  Olson,  will  then  lead  the  Nation  onward 
toward  a  better  and  a  happier  day. 

America  today,  perhaps  more  so  than  at  any  time  In  its 
history,  needs  the  social  and  economic  philosophy  of  the  late 
Floyd  B.  Olson  and  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  of  Minnesota. 

On  January  4.  1933.  Olson,  America's  first  Farmer-Labor 
Governor,  in  submitting  a  program  of  social  and  economic 
reforms  to  a  conservative  State  legislature,  said: 

We  are  assembled  during  the  most  crucial  period  In  the  history 
of  our  State  and  of  our  Nation.  An  army  of  unemployed,  some 
200.000  homeless  and  wandering  boys,  thousands  of  abandoned 
farms,  an  ever-Increasing  number  of  mortgage  foreclosures,  and 
thousands  of  people  In  want  and  poverty  are  evidences  not  only 
of  an  economic  depression  but  of  the  failure  of  government  and  of 
our  social  system  to  function  In  the  interest  of  the  common  happi-  • 
ness  of  the  people. 

Unquestionably  we  have  made  some  advances  since  that 
time. 

We  enacted,  to  be  sure,  an  Unemployment  Compensation 
Act,  for  which  Floyd  B.  Olson  and  the  Farmer-Labor  Party 
pioneered  for  years. 

We  placed  the  Wagner  National  Labor  Relations  Act  and 
the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  upon  our  statute  books,  both 
representing  principles  for  which  Floyd  B.  Olson  and  the 
Farmer-Labor  Party  pioneered. 

We  have  set  up  the  National  Youth  Administration,  which 
is  creating  some  opportunities  for  the  young  people  of  this 
country — a  "brain  child"  of  Floyd  B.  Olson. 

T.  V.  A..  Boulder  Dam.  Bonneville,  and  Grand  Coulee,  all 
attest  progress  in  the  direction  of  Government  ownership 
of  power.  To  a  limited  extent,  we  are  taking  care  of  some 
of  the  victims  of  the  depression  and  looking  after  some  of 
our  more  unfortunate  citizens;  we  have  taken  initial  steps 
In  various  forms  of  social  insurance;  we  have  started  to  do 
something  by  way  of  slum  clearance  and  decent  housing  for 
the  poor — all  planks  in  every  Farmer-Labor  platform  since 
the  party's  inception. 

CRISIS  STILL  WITH  US 

It  is,  nevertheless,  true  that  the  crisis  of  which  Governor 
Olson  spoke  in  1933  is  still  with  us.  The  avenue  of  oppor- 
tunity for  great  masses  of  our  citizens  remains  closed  to  them. 
More  than  10.000.000  men  and  women,  capable  and  willing 
to  do  useful  work,  are  unable  to  find  employment.  To  take 
up  this  unemployment  slack,  we  are  looking  forward  to  a 
wartime  economy,  which,  sad  experience  tells  us.  must  have 
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disastrous  consequences.  One-third  of  our  population  Is  still 
"Ill-fed.  ill-clothed,  ill-housed."  Wealth  concentration  in  the 
hands  of  the  few  continues,  while  many  persons  are  deprived 
of  the  material  needs  and  comforts  which  a  mass-production 
Industry  and  almost  limitless  resources  could  easily  supply 
them.  Monopoly,  operating  in  restraint  of  trade,  now  has 
greater  control  over  commodity  prices  than  ever  before,  and  is 
fast  destroying  business  competition  and  free  private  enter- 
prise, gradually  eliminating  the  independent  merchant  from 
American  economic  life.  Youth  has  not  yet  found  its  proper 
place  in  the  economic  sun,  and  the  aged  have  not  been  af- 
forded that  life  of  security  and  comfort  to  which  they  are 
entitled. 

Government  is  still  unable  to  function  "in  the  interests  of 
the  common  happiness  of  the  people."  We  have  not  been 
able  to  keep  pace  with  the  crushing  economic  events  of  re- 
cent years  because  we  refuse  to  tackle  the  fundamentals  of 
our  economic  problems.  We  fear  that  in  tackling  these  prob- 
lems that  the  toes  of  the  mighty  will  be  trod  upon.  Therein 
lies  the  chief  difference  between  the  Parmer-Laljor  Party  and 
the  two  old  political  parties. 

AN    AMEKICAN    LABOB    PASTT 

The  Farmer-Labor  Party  is  an  American  party,  fighting 
for  American  principles,  American  rights,  an  American  stand- 
ard of  living  for  all  the  people — a  standard  of  living  com- 
mensurate with  the  vast  wealth  which  this  country  is  able 
to  produce. 

The  Farmer-Labor  Party  has  its  origin  in  the  very  soil  of 
America.  It  came  into  existence  because  of  the  crying  need 
for  a  solution  of  problems  which  neither  of  the  old  parties 
was  able  or  willing  lo  provide. 

These  principles  and  ideals,  personified  in  Floyd  B.  Olson, 
are  found  in  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  in  this  immorl 
tal  passage: 

We  hold  these  truths  to  be  self-evident;  that  all  men  are  created 
equal;  that  they  are  endowed,  by  their  Creator,  with  certain  Inalien- 
able rights;  that  among  these  are  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of 
happiness.  That  to  secure  these  rights,  governments  are  insti- 
tuted among  men;  deriving  their  Just  powers^  from  the  consent  of 
the  governed;  that  whenever  any  form  of  government  becomes  de- 
structive to  these  ends  it  is  the  right  of  the  people  to  alter  or  to 
abolish  it.  and  to  institute  a  new  government,  laying  ite  founda- 
tion on  stich  principles  and  organizing  Its  powers  In  such  form  as 
to  them  shall  seem  most  likely  to  effect  their  safety  and  happiness. 

THE   BANNER    TO   CARBT   ON 

To  know  Floyd  OLson  is  to  realize  the  background  from 
which  he  sprung.  This  great  leader  of  the  common  people 
was  a  product  of  the  economic  and  political  trends  of  our 
Nation.  His  brilliant  rise.to  public  acclaim  was  the  necessary 
answer  to  the  needs  of  labor  and  farmer  alike.  Before  there 
could  be  a  Floyd  Olson,  before  there  could  arise  the  active 
liberal  party  we  have  today,  early  political  parties  had  to 
protest,  fight,  and  die,  leaving  us  with  a  banner  to  carry  on 
their  work.  Their  history  and  struggle  is  the  groundwork 
leadmg  to  the  rise  of  Floyd  Olson  and  a  new  third  party. 

ORIGIN     or    FARMER-LABOR    PARTT 

The  political  forbears  of  the  Minnesota  Farmer-Labor 
Party  were  the  Greenback-Labor,  Granger,  Populist  and  Peo- 
ple's Party  movements,  the  Farmers'  Alliance.  Equity  Cooper- 
ative Exchange.  Nonpartisan  League,  and  other  progressive 
movemenU  which  sought  to  remove  economic  inequalities  and 
secure  economic  Justice  for  the  masses.  They  played  their 
roles  upon  the  political  stage,  and  then  left  the  arena  of 
politics  for  others  to  carry  on.  But  they  left  an  unmistakable 
Imprint  upon  American  life— a  very  deep  and  wholesome  im- 
print that  we  see  and  feel  today.  In  that  sense  they  never 
disappeared.  The  Granger  movement  swept  the  prairies  in 
the  eighties,  and  the  Populist  movement,  whose  chief  support 
came  from  the  Northwest,  rose  to  its  heights  in  the  nineties 

At  their  peak,  these  movements  each  poUed  about  a  million 
votes.  The  correctness  of  their  posiUon  is  to  be  found  in  the 
fact  that  most  of  the  things  for  which  they  stood— for  which 
all  of  the  movements  I  have  mentioned  stood— have  since 
been  enacted  into  law. 

What  were  some  of  the  reforms  they  demanded?  The 
Grangers  fought  for  popular  eiection  of  United  States  Sena- 


tors, woman  suffrage.  Government  regulation  of  railroads, 
and  graduated  income  and  inheritance  taxes.  The  Populist 
Party  presented  a  platform  including  demands  for  Govern- 
ment ownership  of  railroads,  taxation  in  accordance  with 
ability  to  pay,  a  graduated  income  tax,  the  initiative  and  ref- 
erendum, postal -savings  banks,  and  similar  reforms.  Its  con- 
vention significantly  went  on  record  condemning  the  use  of 
Federal  troops  in  labor  disputes.  The  fight  which  they  con- 
ducted against  monopolistic  tendencies  in  the  United  States 
Ls  still  going  on. 

KAKI.T  PROGXZSSIVX  VICTORXBS 

These  early  progressive  campaigns  were  not  without  5ome 
victories  at  the  polls.  The  revolt  in  Minnesota  sent  Ignatius 
Donnelly  to  Congress  as  a  Progressive  Republican,  where  he 
served  three  terms,  1862-68.  From  the  western  part  of  the 
State  the  Farmers'  Alliance  elected  Kittel  Halvorson  to  Con- 
gress, 1890-92.  There  were  numerous  local  victories  in  Min- 
nesota and  elsewhere.  The  People's  Party  achieved  signal 
success  in  Minnesota  in  1898  when  it  Joined  with  the  Demo- 
crats to  elect  liberal  John  Und,  Governor  of  the  State  on  the 
Democratic  ticket. 

FASMER  AND  LABOB  UWIfUl 

The  argument  that  the  Farmer-Lat>or  Party  is  an  imholy 
alliance  of  labor  and  farmer  which  cannot  endure  because 
these  two  great  producers  of  wealth  are  naturally  hostile  and 
have  no  mutual  economic  interests  was  raised  in  those  days. 
But  many  workers  and  farmers  then  were  able  to  see  nearly 
through  the  specious  nature  of  this  argument  as  labor  and 
farmers  in  Minnesota  see  through  it  today.  They  detected 
that  its  real  purpose  was  to  keep  them  separated,  to  make  it 
easier  for  their  enemies  to  exploit  them.  One  of  the  outstand- 
ing contributions  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  to  the  progres- 
sive political  life  of  America  is  that  it  has  not  only  proven  that 
the  worker  and  the  farmer  can  cooperate  to  their  mutual  ad- 
vantage politically,  but  that  it  is  necessary  that  they  do  so  if 
they  are  to  attain  real  economic  emancipation.  Once  that 
fact  IS  brought  home  to  the  toilers  of  this  country  the  ultimate 
victory  of  the  common  people  is  assured. 

The  immediate  predecessor  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  was 
the  Nonpartisan  League,  which  attained  commanding  politi- 
cal power  in  North  Dakota  and  wielded  much  influence  in 
adjoming  States,  particularly  Minnesota.  No  poUtical  move- 
ment in  this  country  was  more  deUberately  vilified  and  mis- 
represented by  the  press  than  the  Nonpartisan  League  No 
impartial  student  of  this  movement,  however,  will  dispute  the 

f  i    *K  i!  ?'"°"8ht  great  anc.  lasting  benefits  to  the  people 
of  North  Dakota.  t^y^t'^^ 

THE  MINNESOTA  MOVEMENT 

In  Minnesota  the  militant  farmers,  organized  in  the  Non- 
partisan League,  joined  hands  politically  with  militant  city 
labor,  organized  in  the  Working  People's  Nonpartisan  Political 
League,  forming  the  basis  for  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  At 
first  the  strategy  was  to  capture  the  RepubUcan  Party,  at' that 
Ume  the  dominant  political  party  of  the  SUte.  Although  the 
?QiT  ^'■°^er-Labor"  first  appeared  on  a  Minnesota  ballot  in 
J:i  '/"Ik  '"  ^H  s"*»^"^°t  elections,  winning  a  signal  suc- 
cess in  the  contest  for  the  United  States  Senate  in  1922  it 
was  not  until  1924  that  they  decided  to  disband  the  Nonparti- 
san League  and  the  Working  People's  Nonpartisan  Political 
league  and  to  form  a  full-fledged  political  party 

This  political  movement  of  labor  and  farmer,  which  wel- 
comed into  its  fold  the  independent  business  and  pTof^i^nal 

?^r^d  wT^^""'  ''f"""  ^"""^^  ^^'  ^^^^  ^ys  of  the  first 
^to  ?hr^^.r^f  party  was  opposed  to  America's  entrance 

^mh^n  H,  •  1  °f^^  ^^""""^  ^^^  flo'^^er  o'  American 
youth  to  (he  on  foreign  battlefields  for  a  cause  that  was  not 
its  own.  That  made  it  possible,  once  war  was  declared  for 
profes^onal  patrioteers  to  organize  a  mercUess  attack  against 
h^J't"^^"-  J^^'^  suPerpatriots  saw.  in  this  period  of  war 
m?^f  ♦I'  ^  ^if  "''^  '°  overthrow  a  young,  virile  political  move- 
weijth         ^^^^^«°^  to  s^rm  the  citadel  of  entrenched 

WTTCH-HUNTINO   DATS 

It  took  courage  to  be  Farmer-Labor  in  those  days.  Mob 
fury  was  whipped  up  against  them.    Tar  and  feathers,  nea^- 
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lynchings,  physical  assaults,  and  many  other  forms  of  mob 
violence  were  the  order  of  the  day.  Houses  of  Farmer-Labor 
leaders  were  painted  yellow,  and  they  were  held  up  to  pubUc 
scorn  and  opprobrium.  Goaded  on  by  the  notorious  Minne- 
sota Public  Safety  Commission,  even  the  university  board  of 
regents  engaged  in  vicious  witch-hunting  by  discharging 
the  head  of  the  department  of  political  science,  a  national 
authority  in  his  field  and  one  of  the  most  beloved  professors 
at  the  university,  on  a  flimsy  charge  of  pro-Germanism 
which  had  aU  the  earmarks  of  having  been  trumped  up. 
There  was  not  even  a  semblance  of  a  fair  hearing.  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  the  university  regents,  under  a  Farmer- 
Labor  administration,  have  since  removed  this  stain  from 
the  university's  record  by  exonerating  this  professor  and 
conferring  upon  him  the  title  of  professor  emeritus. 

OLSON    ENTERS    THB   ARENA 

In  that  era  of  witch  hunting,  a  young  and  at  that  time 
unheard-of  Minneapolis  lawyer,  Floyd  B.  Olson,  went  into 
the  Hennepin  County  District  Court  to  make  a  name  for 
himself  by  defending  James  A.  Peter:x)n,  a  Minneapolis  at- 
torney who  was  indicted  for  daring  to  oppose  this  country's 
entrance  into  the  World  War.  This  young  lawyer  was  later 
to  become  the  State's  and  the  Nation's  first  Farmer-Labor 
Governor  and  a  most  outstanding  champion  of  the  imder- 
privileged.  The  persecution  of  Peterson  set  off  a  spark  in 
Olson  that  only  death  extinguished. 

Following  the  war.  growth  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  was 
stimulated  by  the  double-barreled  campaign  of  the  reaction- 
aries to  destroy  labor  unions  and  make  the  farmer  the  first 
victim  of  a  heartless  deflation. 

The  history  of  the  progressive  movements  of  the  North- 
west records  a  host  of  names  of  illustrious  pioneers,  now 
dead.  In  addition  to  Donnelly,  Halvorson.  and  Llnd,  there 
are  Charles  A.  Lindbergh,  Sr.,  Sidney  W.  Owen.  Dave  Evans. 
Magnus  Johnson.  John  A.  Johnson,  James  Manahan.  W.  J. 
Carss,  Knud  Wefald,  O.  J.  Kvale.  George  Loftus.  Dr.  L.  A. 
Pritchie.  Thomas  Van  Lear,  Fred  E.  Tillquist.  A.  C.  Welch. 
Thomas  Meighan,  Pied  Pike,  Andrew  Devoid,  and  many 
others.  i 

BEGINS   POUnCAL  CAREER 

Floyd  Olson— humanitarian,  man  of  peace,  man  of  action, 
realist  and  dreamer,  practical  politician  and  idealist — started 
his  political  career  as  a  member  of  the  Democratic  Party. 
In  1920.  at  the  age  of  29.  wliile  he  was  assistant  Hennepin 
County  attorney,  he  made  the  race  as  a  candidate  for 
Congress  on  the  Democratic  ticket  from  the  Fifth  Minnesota 
Congressional  District. 

At  that  time  this  was  one  of  the  Republican  strongholds 
of  the  State,  and  his  defeat  from  the  outset  was  regarded 
as  a  foregone  conclusion.  This  district  is  still  conservative, 
though  moving  toward  the  literal  column. 

Olson  entered  that  campaign  l>ecause  he  had  a  message 
for  the  people.  This  he  delivered  fearlessly.  In  that  sense 
he  achieved  the  victory  he  sought,  because,  sterling  orator 
that  he  was,  he  got  an  audience,  and  people  listened  to  him. 

JOINS   FARMER-LABOR  PARTT 

It  did  not  take  long  for  the  leaders  and  the  rank  and  file 
of  the  vigorous,  fast-growing  political  movement  of  labor, 
the  fanners,  and  the  independent  business  and  professional 
groups  to  discover  that  this  yoimg.  raw-boned,  confident, 
fighting  giant,  at  whose  eloquence  people  marveled,  was  of 
their  own  fiesh  and  blood;  that  his  ideology  was  their  ideol- 
ogy; that  he  was  fighting  the  same  forces  that  they  were 
fighting— that  he  and  they  were  crusading  in  a  common 
battle,  with  identical  objectives.  And  it  did  not  take  long 
for  this  product  of  Minneapolis'  melting  pot  to  discover  in 
this  liberal  movement  the  outlet  for  his  own  social  and  eco- 
nomic philosophy. 

A  movement  with  a  genuine  mission  is  always  certain  to 
find  a  dynamic  leader,  a  personality  with  the  necessary 
courage,  fighting  zeal,  ability,  and  resourcefulness  to  take  its 
message  to  the  people.  In  Floyd  Olson  the  Farmer-Labor 
Party  found  that  leadership. 

In  1924  Olson  was  nominated  on  the  Farmer-Labor  ticket 
for  Governor.    That  was  the  year  that  "Fighting  Bob"  La 
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Pollette  of  Wisconsin,  at  the  behest  of  the  liberal  forces  of 
the  Nation,  made  his  bid  for  the  presidency  of  the  United 
States  on  an  independent  ticket.  He  campaigned  the  State 
for  the  national  independents  and  for  the  Farmer-Labor 
Party,  and  himself  came  within  40,000  votes  of  being  elected 
Governor.  This  amazing  run  stunned  the  Republican  ma- 
chine In  1930  he  was  elected  Governor  by  an  overwhelm- 
ing vote,  and  reelected  in  1932  and  1934  by  staggering 
majorities. 

OLSONS     PHILOSOPHT 

The  crusading  spirit  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  appealed 
to  him.  Frequently,  in  addressing  Farmer-Labor  meetings 
or  conventions,  he  called  attention  to  that  crusading  spirit 
and  the  need  for  preserving  it.  As  long  as  a  political  move- 
ment retains  its  crusading  characteristic  its  ship  will  never 
be  wrecked  on  the  shoals  of  opportunism. 

What  were  some  of  the  things  that  Floyd  Olson  and  the 
Farmer-Labor  Party  advocated?  What  was  his  philosophy 
of  life,  his  philosophy  of  government— the  Farmer-Labor 
philosophy  of  life  and  of  government? 

He  and  his  party  advocated  stimulating  business  and  re- 
storing prosperity  by  aiding  those  at  the  bottom  of  the  eco- 
nomic ladder  rather  than  those  at  the  top;  developing  a 
high  standard  of  living  through  compulsory  payment  of 
living  wages  for  the  worker  and  placing  agriculture  on  a 
parity  with  industry  by  Government  guarantee  of  cost  of 
production  and  a  fair  profit;  removing  the  unfair  advanUges 
which  the  fast -expanding  chains  and  monopolies  enjoy  In 
competition  with  independent  business;  equalizing  educa- 
tional opportunities;  payment  of  decent  professional  salaries 
to  school  teachers  and  strengthening  teachers'  tenure;  aiding 
growth  of  both  consumer  and  producer  cooperatives;  Gov- 
ernment ownership  and  operation  of  public  utilities  in  the 
interest  of  the  people;  taxes  based  upon  ability  to  pay;  open- 
ing the  door  of  opportunity  to  our  young  people;  providing 
security  for  the  aged,  and  the  physically  handicapped; 
maternity,  health,  accident,  and  other  forms  of  social  insur- 
ance; social  security  for  all  members  of  society. 

Olson  advocated  an  economy  of  abundance  rather  than 
an  economy  of  scarcity.  The  latter  he  held  to  a  be  a  con- 
fession of  fatal  error  in  our  economic  system.  He  opposed 
payment  of  benefits  to  farmers  to  produce  less  foodstuffs; 
he  favored  rather  payment  of  benefits  to  farmers  to  produce 
more  foodstuffs  and  to  distribute  this  food  to  the  hungry  men, 
women,  and  children  of  this  country. 

WANT  IN   MIOST  OP  PLENTT 

Suffering  and  want  in  the  midst  of  plenty  presented  a 
challenge  to  the  Nation's  economists— and  stiU  does.  Olson 
clearly  saw  the  unjustified  and  unwarranted  contradiction. 
Said  he: 

We  find  eranarles  bursting  and  thousands  starving:  cotton  piled 
hlBh  in  warehouses,  millions  Insufficiently  clad,  and  prices  so  low 
as  to  be  the  despair  of  the  planter:  banks  b^lg^^K  .'''<^V^™°"fy' 
and  widespread  poverty;  machinery  equipment  standing  idle  with 
multitudes  in  need  of  the  things  the  machine  could  produce: 
mountains  of  coal  and  people  freezing;  ablebodled  men  and  women^ 
^ger  to  worlt.  forced  tb  talce  the  necessities  of  life  for  themselves 
and  their  children  from  charity. 

He  insisted  that  the  industrial  practices  of  the  past  were 
responsible  for  the  deplorable  conditions  of  today,  and  main- 
tained that  a  system  motivated  by  the  element  of  "blind  and 
selfish  profit"  must  Inevitably  result  In  concentration  of 
wealth  on  the  one  hand  and  concentration  of  poverty  on  the 
other  He  read  into  the  record  of  bankruptcies,  business 
faUures,  and  mortgage  foreclosures  the  gradual  elimination 
of  the  middle  class. 

Had  a  foreign  foe.  he  once  said,  invaded  our  shores,  takeri  the 
savings  away  from  mUllons  of  small  bank  depositors,  driven  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  small  farmers  off  their  farms,  seized  furniture 
and  chattels  of  millions  of  families,  all  the  manpower  of  the  Na- 
tion would  be  thrown  into  a  titanic  struggle  to  expel  the  invader. 
But  our  foe  has  come  from  within.  And  as  the  people  of  old  ran 
to  their  Government  beseeching  protection  from  the  raiding  horse- 
men of  the  foreign  foe,  so  today  people  are  asking  Oovemment  aid 
from  the  perils  here  at  home.. 

mrms  or  government 
While  Floyd  Olson  was  a  severe  critic  of  the  present  eco- 
nomic order,  his  criticism  was  constructive  in  nature.    He 
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did  not  want  to  destroy  anything  that  is  good;  be  wanted  to 
destroy  only  that  which  is  evil.  He  wanted  to  build  the  house 
on  a  solid  foundation.  But  he  did  not  l)elieve  in  glossing  over 
faults;  he  did  not  hesitat<;  to  call  attention  to  the  pitfalls. 
He  was  convinced  that  unless  we  saw  the  picture  clearly, 
faced  the  issues  courageously,  and  possessed  the  Intelligence 
to  do  something  about  it,  there  some  day  would  come  a  sad 
awakening. 

The  chief  fault,  in  his  opinion,  lay  in  our  inability  to 
distribute  equitably  the  tremendous  wealth  which  we  are  able 
to  produce— that  we  were  suffering  not  from  overproduction 
but  rather  from  underconjumption  due  to  insufficient  mass 
purchasing  power.  Economists  are  becoming  more  and  more 
convinced  that  only  a  great  increase  in  mass  purchasing 
power,  bringing  about  a  hijrher  standard  of  living,  can  bring 
permanent  prosperous  conditions  and  solve  unemployment. 

The  remedy,  Olson  insist<;d,  must  come  from  governmental 
action.  He  had  no  confidence  that  industry,  if  left  to  itself, 
would  or  could  do  the  job.  He  maintained  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  government  to  restrain  the  strong  and  defend  the 
weak,  and  said  that — 

A  nation  cannot  be  preservecl  which  does  not  preserre  Its  cltlaens 
iQdiistry  is  retrenching — 

He  asserted — 

reducing  wages,  lowering  the  standard  of  living,  destroying  buying 
power,  and  throwing  more  and  more  men  and  women  on  the  streeU 
to  shift  for  themselves.  Just  how  that  is  going  to  solve  our  eco- 
nomic problems  is  beyond  understanding. 

To  the  allegation  that  Government  effort  to  bring  about 
better  economic  conditions  would  be  destructive  of  individual 
liberty,  he  once  replied: 

Who«e  liberty?  Liberty  for  what  purpose?  Liberty  of  th«  Cltl- 
»n«  Alliance  to  arm  thugs  to  ahoct  defenselem  strikers  in  tht 
back?  Liberty  of  promoters  of  spurious  stocks  to  fleece  widows  and 
orphans?  Liberty  of  millionaires  to  escape  taxation?  Liberty  to 
make  8  avefi  of  workers  and  wrrfs  of  farmers?  These  are  the  indi- 
vidual ilbertlea  that  these  people  mean. 

euott'f  Totrrtt 

Floyd  BJnrnptPfni'  Olson  mn  fh?  nffupHfiB  of  Jtnmicfjint 

|ittrpfit»— ft  NrirwPKian  lumberjack.  Pnul  A,  Ol«on.  whn  rame 

to  Ampfirn  turn  now  wur-torn  TrofidhPim,  nnd  a  t^t>6\nh 

itfVttnf,  Htfl  mhmp  biffhpii^r*.  WMM  In  Vnfttilnfid,  i«wMl#n. 

I  Thry  wpjp  muttipd  in  Muirif^Hputiii  ind  th«tr  only  ohild  wm 

I  btm  to  tittm  on  Novfrnb^r  \i,  \Mi. 

Mm  OUon  wfi^i'i.iri  fioyd  »•«  {»,»»  fl^t  nimt  for  thi^ir  wn 
bdi'MUMi  »hr  wMniPti  io  Mivp  hint  nti  Am«riaikn  numt  •nd  rioyd 
iiiundntl  lUiitt  to  her,  BJurnRtfrno  wm  ihn  fnihar'*  cholo* 
for  thewcnnd  nnm«^  In  it(i?mniy  jif  tiit*  Nnrwi^tilHn  pout,  lljorn- 
nturim  BJurriNon,  wliom  Iip  rt^verrd.  But  nonn  of  Floyd'i 
trl»nd«  tver  kntw  that  hli  Bccond  n»m#  wm  BJorn«li»rn».  nnd 
h»'  ni'VDi  look  ih.'  piiln*  to  ti-lj  ih«'in  Multn  of  fiict  hia  aeo- 
imd  immi*  Nppi>Ari  In  hii  high*Mchool  rooord*  m  WllUam.  a 
much  "Mktn"  nanif. 

It  WM  N  modpat,  huitiblp  liomi*  jn  whlrh  Mnvd  Olson  flrit 
Mw  thp  liMht  ut  d«y— a  poor  wurkitiMmAtKi  hom»»  In  ■  poor 
wofkmiimin'g  nHNhborhood.  bttt  n  nptu  iind  fpflnPd  h.mi«. 
Tme  hoUMM  m  Ihp  dl^turf  h«vp  ilnrp  bppn  r|p«r».d  sway  tot  i 
WMMMtrtnoc  ptiijpcf,  but  rupud*  of  oIkom'*  mw  io  ii  (hAi 
|tM  BMM  in  whkh  h#  WN<i  bofn  Im  ttrpa^it v»'d  for  tioai».Mty, 

*^«..?'2-*"/J!*''**'l*"!^  "V"^"  "'  ^''*'  '*'^'''»»  MiHM»'tt|mli«  mmMin. 
»i»j  Fioj^rt  t)lwiii  .1  buyhiMid  iif»iMhb)M'itii(Hl  WMfi  moi  lUumm 
mvp  di>«|HlK  IIN  wnmlffiMliNMit  cvldniKM  of  Mov^i-iy,  \\  wwl  mi 
A  •uiMi  »ti»iH«'i  in  »hoa0  drtv«  Nil  wt>  iKnomily  undoNiMiid  Ihn 
ntt'ttninii  of  tiMt  i»<rm  'llmv  wsrn  Mi«'niy  or  wid*.  upon 
tp^en  for  iU$  boyi  to  pUy  In.  ThP  younMHiKi-ii  wt»rr  it  rouHh 
and  ready  «ort,  m  whose  (<oinp»tny  a  mollyrnddln  wm  jURt  out 
of  iuek-and  iht«rt»  wan  nothing  of  the  moiiyooddi«  about 
Floyd.  The  boyi  were  filled  with  the  aeit  of  life.  They  en- 
gaged In  normal  pMtlmea,  played  baaeball,  football,  did  Ice 
ftkating,  went  flahlng;  they  formed  their  gangi;  fought— 
•ometimw  for  the  ibeer  fun  of  It;  and  lometlmes  played 
"hookey"  from  Khool.  wmyru 

HUMBLE  BBOINMIMOS 

Floyd  was  pretty  much  like  the  rest  of  them.  He  liked  his 
P^.  «PeciaUy  when  the  play  was  hard.  He  was  particularly 
food  at  basebaU.  running,  and  skating;  delighted  in  playing 


pranks;  and  always  went  along  with  the  rest  of  them  on  their 
escapades. 

He  was  a  normal  boy.  but  he  had  one  distinct  advan- 
tage over  the  rest  of  his  playmates — ^his  mental  keenness 
made  It  easy  for  him  to  get  his  school  work  done  in  jig  time. 
He  thus  seldom  came  to  school  with  lessons  unprepared,  no 
matter  how  long  he  played.  He  Uked  to  read,  his  tastes  run- 
ning to  such  works  as  Dumas'  The  Count  of  Monte  Cristo. 
Victor  Hugo's  Les  Miserables,  and  detective  and  WUd  West 
stories.  Even  as  Governor  he  was  able  to  relax  by  reading 
good  detective  stories.  Much  of  his  spare  time  he  devoted  to 
memorizing  and  reciting  passages,  which  varied  from  Casey 
at  the  Bat  to  Hamlet's  soliloquy.  To  Be  or  Not  To  Be  These 
recitations  greatly  delighted  his  cronies,  and  they  showed  him 
off  on  occasions. 

Most  of  the  children  in  the  neighborhood  had  to  supple- 
ment their  parents'  meager  incomes  in  various  ways.  Floyd 
sold  newspapers.  During  the  summer  fishing  season  he  picked 
up  a  few  pennies  by  catcliing  frogs  and  selling  them  for  bait. 
He  was  fond  of  animal  pets  and  went  In  for  raising  rabbits 
and  pigeons  not  for  financial  reasons  but  rather  as  a  hobby 
That  explains  why  he  once  kept  a  large  delegaUon  at  the 
Capitol  waiUng  for  more  than  an  hour  because  he  took  to  a 
veterinarian  "for  repairs'  an  injured  bird  he  observed  flut- 
tering alongside  the  roadway. 

"THET  CANT  TELL   MX  THAT'S  aiOHT"— FLOTB 

It  was  an  ImpressionisUc  neighborhood  in  which  Floyd 
Olson  was  reared.  In  a  sense.  It  symbolized  the  very  essence 
of  Americanism—everything  that  America  stands  for.  It  was 
a  neighborhood  of  mixed  nationalities— of  people  who  had 
come  to  this  country  to  find  not  a  life  of  ease,  but  rather 
reward  for  honest  toll,  opportunity  for  themielvea  and  for 
their  children,  a  chance  In  life.    There  were  blond  Vikings 

»«!??4.l  t«/Ti*^L*"*'\?*^^^°*^**  Germans.  Irish.  French. 
EngUah.  Welsh.  Scotch.  Jrws.  81ava-in  fact,  all  th€  races  that 
form  Americas  great  mrlting  pot  which  makes  this  country 
different  from  and  more  hopeful  than  any  other  land  on 
cart  Hi 

ix^J^LT^!!!!!\'  ""l  ^^^  "r l«hborhood  wp^p  m«ny  b«>autlful 
nomw.  and  l^loyd.  pvph  in  his  Parly  dnys  ha  h  vmn»n\t>r  s»*l 

I«  .?  f  '  '^''^**nf'"t"'  '»«»**"•  whijp  BfhPf  p0opie,  who  worked 

hmmn  why  the  wives  of  the  rloh  e»mld  employ  a^rvlnu  tZ 
do  their  wr,rk  whila  the  equally  utmti  wives  of  the  poor  w«Mk: 
ers  had  to  do  auiuMi^mg  and  mending  and  eleanlnu  all  day 

ong  whU-h  sapped  from  them  all  their  energies,  'liiry  can't 
ten  me  that's  right."  he  would  remark.  And  he  dull ked  the 
^?^".  fru/'L  ^^°  P«T*<'hed  a  Hollyanna  philosophy  that 

Uod's  In  His  heaven,  all's  well  with  the  world" 

During  his  hlsh-school  years,  when  he  arhlrvrd  fame  m  a 

SSSH  hiL  ^1*11  ^^"i"J''*  *"*"•  ■"**  '""'■•  IfflPfP-^'d  themselves 
upon  his  mind,  and  h».  was  more  intent  on  Anding  ihr  answer. 
Me  disMiMPd  ihMP  mattrrs  with  some  of  hii  ttachers  who 
tried  "to  put  his  ihinkinit  straight."  In  rtallty  I  wai  hi  ihai 
was  trying  to  put  their  thinking  slralghl. 

^^  sw^MMsee  w(YN  TNs  etwa 

.More  adventure  was  peeked  Info  I  ha  life  of  ItoN  OIam 
from  iUp  timp  that  He  gradURied  finrn  North  MKh  •ehJoMfi 
Ml imPHp<ilU  in  IW»  to  the  tim«  that  ha  "eTeTved  hT law 
d  HUi.na  from  ihe  Nurihw.Mern  (College  of  iSw  in  MinneaJI 
oils  in  Ittlft  hum  whWh  h-  aiaduaied  as  the  valedhToPi^n  of 
•is  i.las»  than  Is  eonuined  In  the  entire  life  o  the  av^ra?t 
per-Non,  Hr  wr-nt  In  for  manual  labori  booomt  a  fre  IK 
handler  in  Minneapolis  railroad  yArd^USTto  fhe  harm 
nelds  of  Minnesota  and  the  DakoUs;  tried  his  hand  as  a 
house.to.huu.e  book  «ale«man;  did  lumberjacklng;  wSrked\S 

m  n?nTr  ?y.  '^'^ ^'^'''  ^''''  ^"  Canada;  took  a  fU^i  at  |otS 
mm  ng  m  the  Canadian  Rockies;  and  attended  the  Uni. 
yerslty  of  Minnesota  College  of  La^  for  a  yew  before  «Jt«r 
ing  the  Northwestern  College  of  Law  ^ 

vAmertcan  history  is  replete  with  tales  of  poor  boys  who 
made  good;  and  surely  Floyd  B.  Olson,  of  humWe  bcS^nln^^ 
and  of  humble  origin,  must  be  placed  in  that  daS.    ButISS? 
does  not  tell  the  real  story-it  does  not  give  anILurate  pS- 
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ture  of  the  life  and  significance  of  this  remarkable  man. 
He  never  said  "good-bye"  to  the  world  of  poverty  in  which  he 
was  reared;  he  never  pulled  up  his  anchor  from  that  world; 
he  never  left  it  behind  him  as  so  many  others  do.  In  that 
world  he  maintained  his  friends,  his  sentiments,  his  attach- 
ments; he  always  remained  part  and  parcel  of  it.  And  he 
went  through  life  with  a  burning  mission  to  do  something  to 
help  ease  the  life  of  all  people  who  suffered,  socially  and  eco- 
nomically, as  did  the  working  people  in  the  district  in  which 
he  grew  up.  I 

A  REMARKABLE  MAN 

It  Is  often  asked  how  far  Olson  would  have  gone  up  the 
ladder  of  national  fame  had  fate  decreed  for  him  a  longer 
span  of  life.  There  is  no  telling.  Possessing  in  abundance 
the  sterling  qualities  of  leadership  that  put  men  on  top- 
vision,  courage,  capacity,  a  magnetic  personaUty,  the  art  of 
Inspiring  others— it  is  almost  certain  that  the  liberals  of  Amer- 
ica would  have  selected  him  to  head  a  new  national  political 
movement. 

He  possessed  not  only  unusual  charm  and  eloquence  as  a 
speaker  but  unusually  marked  ability  in  many  directions.  He 
was  a  man  of  almost  unbelievable  versatlUty  and  of  great 
Intellectual  stature.  Had  he  chosen  the  stage  as  a  career,  he 
unquestionably  would  have  reached  the  foremost  ranks  of  that 
profession.  When  he  played  the  leading  role  in  his  senior 
high-school  class  play  his  teachers  were  so  amazed  at  the 
display  of  histrionic  talent  by  this  youngster  that  they  urged 
him  to  continue  along  that  path.  Had  he  chosen  journalism 
as  a  profession  he  also  would  have  excelled,  since  he  wrote 
with  an  ca.se,  a  facility,  a  penetration,  and  a  grasp  of  subject 
matter  that  was  at  once  a  source  of  envy  and  admiration  of 
newspapermen  and  writers  who  knew  him. 

Hundred.""  of  practicing  lawyers  In  the  Northwest  today  still 
remember  Floyd  OlKon  as  their  teacher  at  the  Minnesota  Col-  i 
lege  of  Uw.  He  had  the  faculty  of  imparting  knowledge  to 
others  with  a  lucidity  that  made  the  most  intrlrate  probtrm 
appear  rplatlvrly  simple!  no  other  teachers  at  the  law  school 
pould  appiottch  him  in  that  respeisi.  Mis  classes  were  alwayi 
eruwdedi  I 

'  AUON  AS  A  I  SWVM 

As  prospeuting  aMoi  ney,  Minnesoia  never  saw  the  eouil 
of  Olson,  Mis  r»«»dy  wit.  his  ability  lo  aiuu<i|.«ip  ^mf 
strati'gpm  of  ihe  opposition  made  turn  ihe  s»'oura«  ol  jriminal 
lawynm  whr^n  l»p  wa*  Hennepin  Oouniy  atiorn»»yi  he  eaeelled 
them  at  their  own  gamn;  he  beat  th^m  to  evmy  purtoh.  so  to 
ipeak.  Personally.  ih»<MH  tawyi«rs  lovtid  and  admind  him  be* 
eause  he  never  violated  his  word;  never  took  an  unfair  gd> 
vantngp;  always  kept  their  ronfldi'nreii.  However,  they 
dreaded  tlio  vivy  sight  of  Floyd  Olson  taking  the  opposite 
seal  in  the  couriroum. 

But.  M  he  ekoelled  as  proeeouilnf  attorney,  so  was  he 
equally  rfTertlve  In  ariulna  a  case  at  law  brfore  the  court, 
rederal  judges  Ih  Minnrapolis  will  tell  you  that  they  never 
heard  a  more  masierful  presenigtloh  of  «i  ale's  rights  than 
when  Olson  appeatrd  ppiwrnally  befoip  ihpin  to  defend  his 
action  in  (ailing  out  the  National  Ouaid  and  iModaiining 
martial  law  during  the  now  fimoui  truck  drivers'  strike 
when  iHp  anillahor  foice*  soiielH  to  reMiain  liim  by  Ked- 
ernl  injuhciUtn  aciion,  '\u»  ini»»is,  you  cmm  be  sure,  did  not 
•eek  to  give  the  Paimei  I  '>i>hi  sovertior  (he  best  of  it,  but 
Ihey  nonetheless  sustained  his  legal  eonieniions, 

The  porporallons  of  Minnesota  were  «jumk  to  rePOgnlM 
Olson's  iPMal  talents— and  It  is  no  secret  that  he  was  the 
the  recipient  of  very  nftitertng  offers  for  his  services  If  he 
should  desire  to  give  up  his  public  career  to  enter  private 
law  practice.  Fortunately  for  the  common  people  of  Mlnne- 
iota^and  the  common  people  of  America— he  thought  In 
terms  of  public  service,  not  In  terms  of  becoming  a  rich 

man. 

As  an  orator.  Olson  had  few  who  approached  him— none 
who  excelled  him.  At  no  time  did  he  ever  become  boresome 
to  his  audience,  no  matter  how  late  the  hour  nor  how  long 
the  speech;  no  audience  ever  walked  out  on  him.  Now  seri- 
ous, now  Ulklng  in  a  Ught  vein,  now  accusing,  now  "calling 
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the  roU,"  as  he  called  it,  he  was  always  able  to  keep  the 
interest  of  his  audience  at  a  high  pitch  until  he  concluded. 

HENNEPIN  COUNTY  ATTORNET 

The  first  public  ofBce  held  by  Floyd  Olson  "was  that  of 
assistant  Hennepin  County  attorney,  to  which  office  he  was 
appointed  in  1919.  Tliis  is  the  largest  county  in  the  State,  in 
which  is  situated  the  city  of  Minneapolis.  The  board  of 
county  commissioners  the  following  year  named  him  county 
attorney  when  the  chief  was  removed  from  office.  He  thus 
became  the  youngest  man  ever  to  hold  that  important  office. 

So  excellent  a  record  did  Olson  make  as  prosecutor  that 
he  was  elected  to  that  office  in  1922  and  reelected  in  1928 
by  the  biggest  majorities  that  county  had  ever  given  a  candi- 
date for  public  office. 

Two  series  of  investigations,  followed  by  successful  pros- 
ecutions, which  Olson  conducted  as  county  attorney,  won  for 
him  national  attention.  The  first  was  in  1925.  when  he 
went  before  a  county  grand  jury  and  obtained  indictments 
against  several  leaders  of  the  Ku  Klux  Klan.  These  Klans- 
men  were  tried,  convicted,  and  sent  to  prison— the  first  suc- 
cessful prosecution  of  the  Klan  in  the  entire  country. 

The  young  county  attorney  in  1926  again  displayed  his 
mettle  when  he  conducted  an  inquiry  Into  municipal  graft 
and  corruption  in  Minneapolis,  and  sent  several  members  of 
the  city  council  to  the  penitentiary  for  accepting  bribes. 
Before  entering  upon  this  investigation  he  was  warned  that 
he  could  go  through  with  it  only  with  the  most  dire  conse- 
quences to  himself.  These  threats.  Instead  of  deterring  him, 
merely  made  him  more  determined. 

"JU8T1C*'' — Hlfl  RXCORD 

Olson  WM  different  from  other  prosecutors  In  that  he 
never  enjoyed  the  emell  of  blood  In  "getting"  his  victim;  he 
did  not  glory  In  having  another  successful  prosecution 
chalked  up  to  his  record.  He  did  not  regard  the  record  In 
Iteelf  as  of  primary  importance.  The  only  thing  that 
counted  was  to  what  patent  he  had  furthpred  the  ends  of 
justice.  The  role  of  prosecutor  never  hnidenpd  him;  rather 
It  gave  him  a  keener  insight  into  the  frailties  of  man, 

An  implacable  foe  of  I  he  pfofe*ional  cnminal,  he  dilter- 
ontiaipd  between  the  crimihally  inclined  and  itiosp  led  into 
the  ways  of  crime  through  adverse  economic  cHcuinsiances, 
While  his  record  of  convictions  obialfted  was  one  of  the 
best  In  the  country,  he  liRev/lse  appealed  inoie  ofien  in 
court  to  plead  lenleney  for  defendants  whom  he  ihouaht 
would  become  useful  memben*  of  society  If  ealended  a  help- 
ing hand,  Proportionately  more  f)rst  offenders  r»ceived  pro- 
bation In  Minneapolis  and  Hennepin  County  ai  the  result  of 
Intercession  by  Olson  wlih  the  court  than  in  any  other  large 
city  or  county  in  the  Unlied  liates,  The  social  correctness  of 
Olson's  position  Is  supported  by  the  fact  that  moat  of  the 
first  ofTenders  for  whom  he  obtained  probation  made  good 
instead  of  becoming  hardened  criminals,  which  so  often 
happens  when  they  are  sent  to  prison.  .    ,  ^. 

A  casV  which  serves  as  an  pmcpIIpih  poriraval  of  Olson,  the 
humanilarian.  and  his  fearless  social  outlook  was  whpn  a 
youttM  man  pleaded  guilty  lo  a  charge  of  embee^lement  of 
funds  from  his  employpr,  one  of  Ihe  giant  corporations  of 
the  Noithwest,  this  young  man,  married,  handled  lhi>u- 
sands  «tf  dollars  of  the  bank's  fimds  dally.  Me  was  e«m- 
uelled  lo  maihlein  g  eocial  from  in  «t('-»Mlwnce  with  ihi 
"respeetable"  position  I  hat  he  held  snil  he  had  lo  do  this 
on  a  monthly  salary  of  less  than  1100,    Me  succumbtd  to 

temptation,  ^        ^    .       .     .u     -. 

Olson  asked  the  court  to  egtend  probation  to  the  de- 
fendant, and  during  the  course  of  his  plea  for  the  young  man 
he  declared  that  the  bank  for  which  he  worked  wm  equally, 
if  not  more  so.  guilty  of  the  crime,  In  the  eyes  of  the  court 
this  was  tantamount  to  committing  lese  majesty— an  Inso- 
lent Blur  against  the  very  pillar  of  the  city's  financial 
respectability. 

Expouoi  crrizcNt  aluanck  puyr 

Another  Incident,  still  vividly  recalled  by  newspaper  report- 
ers who  covered  the  courthouse  run  In  Minneapolis  In  those 
days   occurred  during  a  labor  strike  in  North  Minneapolis. 
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The  strike  was  In  connection  with  an  electrical  job  in  a  school- 
house.  There  had  been  an  explosion,  apparently  caused  by 
djTiamite,  which  had  all  the  earmarks  of  sabotage.  The  dam- 
age was  very  slight — intentionally  slight,  as  proved  to  be  the 
case. 

The  same  night,  following  the  explosion,  a  drunken  union 
man  had  been  arrested  in  the  vicinity  by  the  police,  who  found 
several  sticks  of  dynamite  on  his  person.  Obviously  here  was 
conclusive  proof  that  the  union  was  behind  this  dastardly 
dynamite  plot. 

The  newsmen  had  gathered  early  the  next  morning  at  the 
coimty  attorneys  ofl&ce  for  a  statement,  but  the  statement 
was  not  immediately  forthcoming.  This  man,  destined  to 
become  a  prominent  leader,  was  conducting  an  independent 
investigation  of  the  case;  he  had  refused  to  accept  as  con- 
clusive the  confession  that  the  police  had  extracted  from 
the  prisoner.  While  the  newspaper  reporters  were  "cooling 
their  heels"  outside  his  ofiBce,  Olson  himself  was  examining 
this  man. 

When  he  was  ready  with  his  statement  to  the  press  it  did 

,    not  make  the  kind  of  a  story  for  which  the  editors  of  the 

dailies  were  holding  their  presses.     It  was  not  the  kind  of  a 

story  for  which  the  banner  headlines  held  in  readiness  could 

be  used. 

Olson  told  the  reporters  that  his  investigation  disclosed  the 
fact  that  the  prisoner  the  previous  night  had  l)een  in  com- 
pany of  certain  persons  who  got  him  intoxicated,  that  these 
persons  purchased  the  dynamite  and  "planted"  it  on  his  per- 
son, and  that  a  check  as  to  the  Identity  of  these  individuals - 
further  disclosed  that  they  were  stool  pigeons  in  the  employ 
of  the  Minneapolis  Citizens  Alliance,  a  notorious  organization 
of  the  city's  open-shop  employers. 

If  there  Is  to  be  a  prosecution  In  this  case — 

He  told  the  reporters — 

it  will  not  be  of  the  prisoner  but  rather  of  the  president  of  the 
citizens  Alliance.  I  charge  specifically  that  this  was  a  plot  hatched 
Dy  paid  agenu  In  his  employ  for  the  purpose  of  dlscredltlnR  the 
union. 

It  was  then  that  Olson  first  Incurred  the  enmity  of  the 
Minneapolis  Citizens  Alliance— an  enmity,  be  it  said  to  his 
everlasting  credit,  that  followed  him  to  his  very  grave.  With- 
out question  the  Minneapolis  Citizens  Alliance  was  one  of  the 
most  vicious  antilabor  organizations  In  the  entire  country, 
setting  a  national  pattern  for  anti-labor  practices. 

OLSON  ACCOUPLISHMKNTS 

In  considering  the  accompUshments  of  the  Olson  admin- 
istrations it  is  well  to  bear  In  mind  that  in  not  a  single 
Instance  did  he  have  the  support  of  a  liberal  legislature. 
This  fact  makes  these  accomplishments  the  more  remarkable. 

Time  after  time,  in  order  to  compel  legisIaUve  action  on 
vital  social  measures,  such  as  passage  of  relief  bills,  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  go  before  the  people.  This  very  often 
was  productive  of  good  results;  it  had  a  salutary  effect  upon 
the  conservative  members;  they  feared  public  opinion  and 
Olson  was  a  master  in  marshaling  public  opinion  to  his  aid. 

This  lack  of  legislative  support  was  one  of  Floyd  Olson's 
greatest  disappointments  in  public  office.  Said  he  in  his  last 
address  before  a  Farmer-Labor  convention: 

T  i,i°°''»**fi^^"-  "^  **^'"*®  **""*  "  Ckjveroor  with  one  great  regret 
I  did  not  have,  on  any  occasion,  a  majority  of  the  members  of  the 
legislature  who  agreed  with  the  principles  of  thU   (Parmer-llbor) 

r«H  tnff V  ^°  ^''''^  ^*'*  *^**-  ^  ^«y  f'-^™  ™y  very  heart-to  h^ve 
had  that  in  any  one  session— would  have  been  sufficient  eratlflca- 

publiruiT  "  """''  "^'^  "^"^^  thereafter  tore^eU^m 

The  elecUon  of  a  liberal  Governor  and  a  conservative  legis- 
lature is  one  of  the  anomalies  of  American  political  life 

His  accomplishments,  nevertheless,  stand  out  as  one  of  the 
most  significant  progressive  achievements  of  modern-dav 
America.  -^ 

HATIONAL  CUAU>  CALLED  TO  PHOTKCT  LABOR 

The  workers  and  the  farmers  of  Minnesota— the  two  large 
groups  whose  labor  produces  most  of  our  social  wealth— as 
well  as  the  independent  business  and  professional  groups 


know  what  it  means  to  them  to  have  political  action  of  their 
own. 

While  old  party  politicians,  even  those  claiming  to  be 
friends  of  labor,  render  lip  service  to  the  cause  of  the  workers 
by  talking  of  "the  rights  of  labor."  "the  dignity  of  labor,"  and 
utter  similarly  fiattering  phrases,  it  remained  for  a  Farmer- 
Labor  Governor.  Floyd  B.  Olson,  to  be  the  first  State  execu- 
tive in  America  to  call  out  the  State  militia  during  a  labor 
strike  for  the  purpose  of  protecUng  the  civil  rights  of  the 
workers  and  the  public  in  general.  He  did  not  call  out  the 
troops  against  the  strikers.  Olson  showed  how  a  people's 
Governor  acts  in  a  crisis  when  he  called  out  the  National 
Guard  during  the  now  famous  1934  truck  drivers'  strike  in 
Minneapolis. 

I've  covered  a  lot  of  strikes  and  I've  seen  a  lot  of  National  Guards 
in  action — 

Said  the  late  Paul  Y.  Anderson,  nationally  known  Washing- 
ton correspondent  and  winner  of  the  Pulitzer  prize  for  report- 
ing, when  he  came  to  Minneapolis  to  cover  the  strike  for 
the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch— 

but  this  is  the  first  time  I  have  ever  seen  the  National  Guard  being 
used  to  help  the  laboring  man  instead  of  shooting  him  down  In 
fact,  it  is  so  unusual  that  my  paper  thought  it  worth  while  to  send 
me  over  a  thousand  miles  to  cover  It.  There  are  47  Governors  in  47 
other  States,  and  you  can  bet  that  they  are  watching  this  with  a 
great  deal  of  Interest. 

In  this  Strike  so-called  employers'  advisory  committee,  at 
the  behest  of  the  Minneapolis  Citizens  Alliance,  declined  to 
accept  Governor  Olson's  proposed  terms  for  settlement  of  the 
strike— terms  extremely  fair  to  both  sides.  Tv^-o  things 
prompted  the  Citizens  Alliance  to  reject  Olson's  proposals— 
they  saw  in  the  strike  a  golden  opportunity  to  crush  organized 
labor;  they  also  refused  because  they  feared  that  acceptance 
would  add  to  the  political  prestige  of  the  Farmer-Labor  ad- 
ministration. The  latter  argument  was  definitely  advanced 
when  the  committee  met  In  executive  session  to  discuss  the 
proposal,  several  members  of  the  committee  later  divulged 

Although  the  employers  in  the  so-called  market  group  voted 
19  to  3  for  settlement'of  their  differences  with  their  workers 
they  were  restrained  from  doing  so  by  the  Citizens  Alliance! 

POLlCe  PBOVOKS   "INCIDENT" 

The  troops  were  called  out  by  Governor  Olson  after  an 
"Incident"  deliberately  provoked  by  the  Minneapolis  police 
at  that  time  under  the  thumb  of  the  Citizens  Alliance.  This 
occurred  In  the  market  district  of  the  city,  where  a  truck 
containing  a  handful  of  merchandise  was  moved  under  police 
convoy.  The  fact  that  the  truck  was  going  to  be  moved  as 
well  as  the  exact  time  of  moving,  was  advertised  in  advance 
by  a  news  item  in  all  Minneapolis  papers. 

The  "incident"  was  carefully  planned  and  ruthlessly  exe- 
cuted. As  soon  as  strikers  got  in  the  path  of  the  truck  to  pre- 
vent its  being  moved,  police  opened  fire.  The  workers  in 
panic,  fled,  but  the  police  pursued  them  relentlessly  shooting 
some  down  as  far  as  4  or  5  blocks  from  the  'scene  of 
dlstm-bance.  More  than  50  workers  were  shot;  some  were 
killed.  An  investigation  immediately  conducted  by  Governor 
Olson  produced  the  startling  fact  that  virtually  every  one  of 
the  wounded  and  killed  strikers  was  shot  in  the  back  It  was 
a  cold-blooded  assault  upon  unarmed  men.  Not  a  single 
striker  was  found  to  have  carried  firearms. 

The  police-and  by  poUce  I  do  not  mean  the  rank  and 
nie— were  prepared  to  mop  up  on  the  workers  at  whatever 
price  it  entailed  in  human  blood  and  win  the  strike  for  the 
atizens  Alliance  But  they  faUed  to  reckon  with  the  fact 
that  Mmnesota  had  a  Farmer-Labor  Governor.    It  did  not 

HMTf" u  ^^t^  ^^' w  ""^"^  ^''"^  ^°  «"^  that  out-and  neither' 
did  it  take  the  workers  long  to  find  out  that  they  had  in  Olson 

St?e:^™°'    ^^^""^"^  ^''°°'  ^""^  °^^'  Go^^n^or  ot  any  other 

RAms  CITIZENS  ALLUNCE 

hpSr^yr°'"i^K'°ru''^^  '"  possession  of  information  of  the  part 
being  played  by  the  Citizens  Alliance  to  prevent  a  settlement 

wit^'th^f ^'-  ?'  ^""'^  *^"'  ^"^P^°^^"  ^ho  wante^'to'Sttte 
w  h  their  workers  were  being  intimidated,  and  threatened 
with  financial  rulnaUon  if  they  did  not  loUow  the  ine  laid 
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down  for  them.    To  fix  responsibility  he  ordered  the  National 
Guard  to  conduct  a  raid  of  the  Citizens  Alliance  headquarters. 

Although  it  is  known  that  a  tip-off  was  received  by  the 
Alliance  enabling  them  to  remove  a  truckload  of  telltale  evi- 
dence. sufBcient  documents  were  seized  to  establish  responsi- 
bility for  the  strike.  The  documents  disclosed  not  only  the 
part  that  the  small,  controlling  group  within  the  Alliance 
had  been  playing  in  the  current  strike,  but  also  revealed  that 
the  Alliance  maintained  an  elaborate  spy  system  within  the 
labor  unions;  employed  agents  provocateur  to  stir  up  labor 
strife;  and  cooperated  with  other  antilabor  forces  in  various 
sections  of  the  country  in  carrying  on  antilabor  espionage, 
strikebreaking,  and  similar  activities.  It  likewise  showed  that 
the  Alliance  maintained  a  powerful  lobby  at  the  statehouse 
for  the  purpose  of  defeating  all  labor  and  liberal  legislation. 

Governor  Olson  exposed  the  activities  of  the  Citizens  Alli- 
ance in  a  radio  address  to  the  citizens  of  Minneapolis,  who 
were  shocked  by  the  revelations  of  the  intrigue  carried  on  by 
a  group  which  did  not  represent  the  sentiments  of  the  great 
majority  of  employers  of  the  city.  In  such  disrepute  was 
the  Alliance  placed  that  it  later  felt  it  necessary  to  change  Its 
name.  The  Minneapolis  Citizens  Alliance  no  longer  exists  as 
such. 

Federal  mediators  were  called  in  to  help  settle  the  strike. 
After  a  bitter,  needless  struggle  the  terms  finally  accepted  by 
both  sides  were  substantially  the  same  as  the  terms  originally 
proposed  by  Olson  as  a  fair  basis  of  settlement.  Several  lives 
would  have  been  spared,  bloodshed  averted,  and  millions  of 
dollars  saved  had  Olson's  sage  advice  been  accepted  from  the 
beginning.  { 

HITMAN  RIGHTS  ABOVE  PBOPERTT  RIGHTS 

Olson  regarded  the  preservation  of  human  life  as  more 
important  than  the  preservation  of  property.  When  the 
str.kers  at  the  Hormel  plant  in  Austin,  Minn.,  in  1933  seized 
the  company  property  Olson,  Instead  of  calling  out  the  Na- 
tional Guard  to  expel  the  workers  by  force,  for  which  certain 
antilabor  elements  clamored,  went  there  in  person. 

I  am  dealing  with  Intelligent  people  on  both  sides,  and  I  am 
■atl-sfled  that  they  will  llsU-n  to  reason — 

He  said.  Both  sides  did  listen  to  his  Intelligent  appeal,  and 
submitted  their  case  for  determination  to  the  State  Industrial 
commission.  The  Hormel  plant  today  enjoys  a  national 
reputation  for  its  enlightened  labor-relations  policy. 

In  the  case  of  two  other  labor  strikes  in  Minneapolis — the 
Flour  City  Ornamental  Iron  Works  and  the  Strutwear  Knit- 
ting Co. — Governor  Olson  took  drastic  steps  to  close  down  the 
plants  in  order  to  prevent  riot  and  blood.shed.  In  the  Flour 
City  strike  two  innocent  bystanders  were  killed  when  the 
police  broke  up  a  group  picketing  the  factory. 

Not  only  did  the  Governor  close  the  factory — 

Commented  the  Pope  County  Tribune  editorially — 

but  he  had  the  real  leaders  In  labor  get  together  with  the  Industrial 
leaders  and  iron  out  their  differences.  The  result  la  that  the  factory 
18  now  operating  and  the  differences  have  been  adjusted. 

Other  newspapers  in  the  State  were  not  so  fair  to  the 
Governor. 

I       LABOR'S  RIGHT  TO  ORGANIZE 

Replying  to  the  strictures  of  the  Federal  court  for  his  closing 
of  the  Strutwear  Knitting  Co.  plant.  Governor  Olson  said  it 
was  "an  impressive  enunciation  of  the  constitutional  sacred- 
ness  of  property  rights."  But  significantly  added  that  the 
court  might  have  included  "a  hint  to  the  plaintiffs — the 
Strutwear  Co. — respecting  arbitration." 

Olson  believed  not  only  in  the  right  of  labor  to  organize  and 
to  bargain  collectively  but  in  the  need  of  labor  organization 
as  an  instrument  for  developing  a  higher  standard  of  living 
for  the  people. 

The  unorganized  worker — 

Said  he  in  his  1932  campaign  keynote  address — 

owes  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  his  organized  brother.  If  his  living 
standard  has  not  been  beaten  down  to  the  level  of  the  Russian 
peasant  of  the  Czarlst  days.  It  is  due  to  the  demands  the  organized 
worker  has  been  able  to  enforce.  The  former  has  l)eneflted  from 
the  struggles  and  sacrifices  of  the  latter. 


In  another  address  he  declared: 


The  rights  which  labor  has  won  labor  must  fight  to  protect.  The 
rights  which  humanity  hopes  to  acquire,  that  of  social  security,  haa 
not  as  yet  been  won,  and  labor  must  fight  to  win  It.  The  only 
means  through  which  labor  can  win  Its  own  battle  and  its  fight  lor 
the  entire  himian  race  Is  through  organization. 

UNEMPLOYMENT   COMPENSATION 

Governor  Olson  waged  one  of  the  first  fights  in  this  country 
for  compulsory  unemployment  insurance. 

In  1931,  several  years  before  the  idea  was  advanced  and 
enacted  into  law  by  the  New  Deal,  he  pleaded  with  a  reaction- 
ary legislature  to  pass  an  unemployment  insurance  law. 
"Charity  and  doles,"  he  told  the  legislature,  "should  not  have 
to  be  depended  on  to  protect  the  working  people  and  to  pre- 
serve buying  power."  The  Governor's  recommendations  were 
not  carried  out. 

Again,  in  a  special  message  to  the  Minnesota  Legislature  on 
February  25,  1933,  Olson,  renewing  the  fight,  recommended  a 
program  for  compulsory  unemployment  insurance,  and  said: 

If  Industry  had  Uken  care  of  this  in  the  so-called  prosperity  years, 
we  would  not  have  this  situation.  The  numbers  of  unempioyed  are 
increablng  It  111  behooves  Industry  to  come  forward  and  say  that, 
we  should  not  do  this  It  now  remains  for  the  State  to  do  what 
industry  failed  to  do.  This  program  is  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
the  welfare  of  the  people,  not  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  profits. 

Reaction  also  won  the  second  round  of  this  fight,  and  the 
program  was  turned  down.  Victory,  however,  finally  rested 
on  the  banner  of  this  mighty  social  pioneer.  During  his  last 
term  of  office,  already  stricken  by  a  dread  disease,  word  came 
to  him  that  Congress  had  passed  the  Social  Security  Act,  with 
its  provision  for  unemployment  Insurance  under  "Grants  to 
States  for  unemployment  compensation  administration." 
Great  credit  should  be  given  to  Governor  Olson  and  to  the 
Farmer-Labor  Party  of  Minnesota  for  helping  to  lay  the 
groundwork  for  this  law. 

ADornoNAL  BENcrrrs  to  labor 

Clearly  foreseeing  the  need  for  a  public  works  program  to 
provide  employment  and  to  stimulate  Industry,  Floyd  Olson 
in  1931  succeeded  in  putting  such  a  program  through  the 
legislature.  This  program  consisted  of  construction  of  a  new  / 
State  office  building,  extensive  work  on  State  institutions 
which  had  been  permitted  to  lapse  Into  a  state  of  disrepair  as 
the  result  of  a  false  policy  of  economy  under  a  previous  ad- 
ministration, and  similar  public  works  projects,  thus  giving 
employment  to  thousands  of  needy  persons.  This  also  was 
long  before  the  Federal  Government  embarked  upon  a  public 
works  program  to  relieve  unemployment. 

When  it  was  found  necessary  to  reduce  State  expenditures 
Governor  Olson  vigorously  opposed  the  conservative  program 
to  slash  wages  and  salaries  of  State  employees.  He  sUted 
that  he  was  not  opposed  to  reduction  of  salaries  of  State 
oflBcers  and  employees  in  the  high-salaried  brackets,  but 
would  not  agree  to  salary  reduction  of  those  in  the  low- 
salaried  brackets.  He  pointed  out  that,  "when  salaries  are 
cut  it  is  a  long,  tedious,  and  sometimes  bitter  process  before 
they  are  restored  to  their  proper  level,  even  though  economic 
conditions  have  righted  themselves."  Prevailing  standards 
of  pay  for  the  rank-and-file  employees  were  always  main- 
tained. 

ANTI-INJTJNCTION   LAW 

Although  the  State  legislature  declined  to  enact  legislation 
recommended  by  the  Governor — that  wages  paid  on  public 
works  carried  on  either  directly  or  indirectly  by  the  State  or 
by  contract  with  the  State  "must  be  equal  to  the  highest 
prevailing  scale  of  wages  paid  for  the  particular  kind  of  work 
performed" — Olson,  nevertheless,  directed  the  commisisoner 
of  highways  to  formulate  a  contract  code  carrying  out  that 
principle. 

Of  great  benefit  to  labor  was  an  anti -Injunction  law  passed 
by  the  legislature  at  the  insistence  of  Governor  Olson,  pat- 
terned after  the  Norris-LaGuardia  Federal  Injunction  law. 
The  workmen's  compensation  law  was  strengthened  during 
Olson's  administration  and  great  advances  made  in  plant 
inspection  and  installation  of  safety  devices  to  protect 
workers. 
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Only  a  small  percentage  of  the  labor  and  social  laws  recom- 
mended by  Governor  Olson  were  adopted  by  the  Minnesota 
Legislatures;  but  even  in  the  legislation  which  failed  passage 
the  battle  was  not  lost.  In  the  social  and  economic  struggle 
a  good  battle  waged  which  does  not  reach  its  goal  is  not  a 
battle  lost;  the  ground  is  merely  prepared  for  future  successes. 

I  BrNEFITS   to    FARMEKS 

Governor  Olson,  in  1933,  did  something  for  the  farmers  and 
the  home  owners  not  only  of  Minnesota  but  of  the  entire 
United  States,  which  stands  out  as  one  of  the  most  signifi- 
cant progressive  achievements  of  recent  years. 

On  February  4  of  that  year  he  issued  a  proclamation  which 
marked  a  milestone  in  the  great  struggle  for  economic  jus- 
tice. If  you  will  recall,  that  was  a  time  when  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  jaeople — in  the  cities  arid  on  the  farms — were 
losing  their  homes  acquired  through  a  lifetime  of  savings 
through  mortgage  foreclosures  because  of  inability  to  meet 
interest  and  principal  payments.  The  economic  factors 
which  contrived  to  bring  about  that  sad  state  of  affairs 
were  beyond  the  control  of  their  victims;  the  depression  was 
none  of  their  making. 

Go  back  with  me  to  the  dark  days  of  1931-32  and  the  early 
part  of  1933.  We  see  thousands  of  banks  collapsing,  millions 
of  unemployed  and  hungry,  thousands  of  families  being 
driven  from  their  homes,  while  the  sound  of  the  sheriff'? 
hammer  and  the  auctioneer's  voice  rose  loud  in  the  land — 
Bid!    Bid!    What  will  you  bid  for  this  old  homestead? 

People  have  suffered  and  died  for  this  home.  They  fought 
the  Indians,  the  plagues  of  nature,  and  the  inhumanity  of 
man  for  this  little  plot  of  land.  They  loved,  they  suffered, 
they  bled,  they  died  for  this  little  home.  But  bid.  Bid!  Bid! 
Bid  for  a  mother's  heartache  and  a  child's  tear.  Bid  for  a 
lather's  sullen  anger  and  a  youth's  wild  despair.  Hoover 
says  we  must  pay  our  debts  in  gold  or  grass  will  grow  on 
the  street*.  The  banks  of  Wall  Street  want  a  stable  currency 
cveii  If  It  unstabllizes  the  whole  Nation.  Bid.  bid.  bid  for  a 
vanished  dream  and  a  home  that  should  have  been  a  haven 
and  a  refuge. 

While  other  Oovernors  of  equally  sovereign  States  did  noth- 
*lng  to  ameliorate  the  sufferings  beyond  expressing  sympathy 
With  the  plight  of  the  poor  wretches,  Minnesota's  Floyd  Olson 
ordered — 

That  each  and  every  sheriff  and  each  and  every  constable  and 
police  officer  cf  the  State  of  Minnesota  refrain  and  desist  until  May 
1.  1933.  or  until  further  notice,  from  foreclosing  or  attempting  to 
foreclose  any  mortgage  upon  real  estat:  upon  which  the  mort- 
gagor has  his  residence,  furniture,  and  houBehold  goods  used  by  the 
householder  morteagor;  farm  machinery  and  livestock  In  use  and 
possessed  by  a  morttcagor  actively  engaged  In  farming  and  agrictil- 
ture  in  the  hands  of  the  producer  thereof. 

MORTGAGE  MOKATORTTM   LAW 

In  the  eyes  of  the  great  financial  interests  of  the  State  and 
of  the  Nation.  Governor  Olson's  mortgage  moratorium  procla- 
mation meant  nothing  short  of  revolution— an  Interference 
with  the  sacred  rights  of  property.  To  Floyd  Olson  and  to 
the  people,  however,  it  meant  the  savings  of  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  city  homes  and  farms  for  their  rightful  owners. 

The  proclamation,  the  legality  of  which  was  immediately 
_^cl:allenged  in  the  courts,  gave  to  a  harrassed  people  the  neces- 
sary breathing  spell.    It  brought  the  flood  of  mortgage  fore- 
closures in  the  State  to  an  abrupt  stop. 

But  this  was  only  the  first  step,  a  very  bold  and  necessary 
step  that  accomplished  its  purpose.  Before  his  opponents 
could  bring  him  into  court.  Olson,  marshaling  public  opin- 
ion to  his  side,  presented  to  the  State  legislature  his  now  ' 
famous  mortgage  moratorium  law.  A  sullen  body  of  law-  ' 
makers,  sensing  the  temper  of  the  people,  passed  the  act  the 
first  of  its  kind  enacted  in  America. 

A  long  fight  in  the  courts  followed,  the  law  finally  being 
held  constitutional  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States.  This  ushered  in  an  altogether  new  concept  of  prop- 
erty rights— the  right  of  the  State  to  protect  the  property 
of  Its  citizens  during  a  period  of  great  economic  upheaval 
over  which  the  people  have  no  control.    Minnesota  under 


a  Farmer-Labor  Governor,  showed   the  country  the  way. 
Other  States  and  the  nation  followed. 

PROBLEMS   or  rAAMER 

The  Farmer-Labor  Party  program  for  the  farmer,  for 
which  Floyd  Olson  fought,  included  Government  guarantee 
to  the  farmer  of  cost  of  production  plus  a  fair  profit ;  scaling 
down  of  farm  debts  incurred  during  a  period  of  heartless 
farm  deflation;  reduction  of  farm-mortgage  interest  rates; 
and  reduction  of  farm  taxes. 

Government  guarantee  to  the  farmer  of  cost  of  production 
plus  a  fair  profit  Is  the  keystone  of  this  program,  which 
must  be  enacted  if  agriculture  is  to  be  taken  out  of  its  state 
of  chaos.  The  Government  has  protected  railroads  and 
other  public  utilities  by  fixing  rates  and  charges  which  guar- 
antee a  fair  return  not  only  upon  invested  capital  but  upon 
watered  stock  as  well. 

They — 

Meaning  the  utilities,  said  Olson- 
have  secured  special  legislation  because  they  have  a  greater  voice 
In  government  than  have  the  farmers.  If  I  had  the  power  I 
would  not  hesiUte  to  fix  prices  of  farm  producu  commensurate 
with  the  cost  of  production  and  sound-business  practice  No 
business  can  exist  when  it  sells  Its  products  for  less  than  It  costs 
to  produce  them.  When  the  farmer  receives  an  Inadequate  price 
for  his  products  he  cannot  purchase  the  products  manufactured 
by  capital  through  the  agency  of  labor;  labor  la  consequently 
unemployed,  and  capital  becomes  Insolvent. 

MORTGAGE  RELIET 

In  1933  he  asked  the  State  legislature  to  set  an  example 
for  the  rest  of  the  country  in  its  approach  to  the  farm 
problem  by  passing  legislation  enabling  the  State  Rural 
Credit  Bureau,  which  held  millions  of  dollars  In  farm-mort- 
gage loans,  to  adjust  farm-mortgage  Indebtedness— 

To  enable  the  mortgagor  not  only  to  pay  the  State  the  reduced 
amount  of  principal,  but  alM  to  retain  hli  farm  reaucea 

In  effect,  this  is  what  Governor  Olson  told  the  legislature: 
The  State  made  loans  of  $01,000,000  to  the  farmer  When 
these  loans  were  made  the  purchasing  power  of  the  dollar 
wa.s  niuch  less  than  It  is  today.  To  ask  the  farmer  to  pay 
back  dollar  for  dollar  Is  in  reaUty  asking  him  to  pay  bark 
more  than  he  received.  Conditions  now  make  It  impossible 
for  him  to  do  this.  We  might  as  well  approach  the  situation 
realistically  and  take  our-the  State's— losses  now.  If  losses 
there  be.  So  should  every  mortgage  holder.  It  Is  an  in- 
Justice  to  force  payment  of  a  dollar  now  for  a  dollar  loaned 
m  1925.  Besides.  If  we  enforce  collection  we  shall  merely  be 
taking  the  farms  away  from  their  rightful  owners.  The  entire 
country  will  suffer. 

^The  legislature  did  not  pass  such  an  act.  but  on  the 
Governor's  Instructions  the  rural  credit  bureau  did  adopt  a 
policy  of  leniency  with  respect  to  mortgage  payments  and 
foreclosures,  and  no  farmer  who  wanted  to  stay  on  his  land 
and  operate  his  farm  was  driven  off  by  the  State 

I  shall  subsequently  discuss  aid  to  the  farmer  under  Gov- 
ernor Olson's  administration  by  way  of  tax  relief,  under  the 
subject  matter  of  tax  reform. 

When  the  Federal  Government  embarked  upon  a  program 
of  rural  electrification.  Governor  Olson  asked  the  Minnesota 
Legislature  to  pass  enabling  legislation  to  aid  in  carrying  out 
this  program  in  Minnesota  because,  as  he  said: 

»,»H  »?5*"  *^^»  greatest  opportunity  the  State  of  MlnnesoU  ever 
had  to  assist  Its  farm  population.  -uuueooia  ever 

AH  of  Olson's  recommendations  were  not  carried  out  but 
sufficient  legislation  was  passed  so  that  Minnesota  fariners 
were  able  to  avail  themselves  of  much  of  the  benefit  of  the 
Federal  rural  electrification  program. 

f«^?I.^  *S^r  ^"^^  ^^^^'^  P^'"^^"'  ^°yd  Olson  is  responsible 
for  the  Federal  Government's  seed  and  feed  loan  policy 
to  the  farmers,  having  personally  intervened  to  bring  about 
that  program.  "■^"k 

On  the  whole,  however,  the  farmer's  problems,  being  na- 
tional in  scope,  must  be  solved  by  national  rather  than  by 
State  acuon.     Floyd  Olson  and  the  Farmer-Labor  Party 
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carried  this  fight  for  the  farmer  to  the  Halls  of  Congress,  a 
fight  which  is  still  t)elng  carried  on. 

PIONEERED  FOR  TOtJTH 

Minnesota's  illustrious  Floyd  pioneered  in  all  phases  of 
social  legislation,  but  in  none  was  his  trail  more  blazing  or 
more  worthy  than  in  the  field  of  youth  aid.  He  was  the  first 
Governor  in  America  to  consider  the  effects  of  the  depression 
upon  youth  and  really  do  something  about  it. 

If  I  were  asked — 

Said  Governor  Olson — 

to  name  the  greatest  tragedy  that  has  followed  in  the  wake  of  the 
depression.  I  would  say  that  it  has  been  the  desUuctlve  effect  upon 
the  morale  of  our  youth.  If  I  were  asked  to  name  the  chief  victim 
of  the  present  heartless  order  I  would  not  hesitate  to  say  "youth. " 

Let  us  return  for  a  moment  to  the  early  depression  days, 
when  families  losing  their  homes  could  not  afford  to  keep 
their  children  in  school.  Those  were  the  days  when  thou- 
sands of  our  young  men  and  women,  boys  and  girls,  were 
forced  to  take  to  the  roads.  Many  persons  undoubtedly  have 
been  startled  by  the  conditions  described  in  John  Steinbeck's 
novel.  Grapes  of  Wrath.  Many  think  these  conditions  are 
new.  They  are  not.  They  existed  in  a  much  more  aggra- 
vated form  in  the  early  days  of  the  depression.  They  were 
described  in  a  book  by  Thomas  Minehan,  Boy  and  Girl 
Tramps  of  America.  Mr.  Minehan  at  that  time  was  pro- 
fessor of  sociology  at  the  University  of  Minnesota;  and  in 
gathering  material  for  his  book  he  left  the  classroom  and 
went  out  on  the  road  himself,  living  with  the  so-called 
tramps.  The  conditions  described  In  this  book  do  not  make 
pleasant  reading,  but  I  recommend  a  perusal  of  it  to  those 
who  are  not  afraid  to  become  acquainted  with  some  naked 
truths.  I 

WATtOMAL   TOtTTK    ADMnrMTRATIOW 

Ptor  the  purpose  of  devising  a  practical  program  for  youth. 
Governor  Olson  called  a  State-wide  conference  of  educators 
In  Minnesota  In  the  spring  of  1933,  As  a  result  of  that  con- 
ference the  so-called  Minnesota  plan  was  formulated. 
"whereby  worthy  youths  could  receive  aid  from  State  and 
Federal  relief  funds  for  the  furtherance  of  their  education." 

The  plan  called  for  contributions  by  the  State  and  Federal 
Governments  to  provide  for  the  emplojrment  of  youths  at- 
tending school.  It  was  immediately  placed  In  operation  In 
Minnesota,  and  attracted  so  much  favorable  attention  that 
In  the  early  part  of  1934  Harry  Hopkins,  then  F.  E.  R.  A. 
Administrator,  adopted  this  form  of  student  work  relief. 

Governor  Olson  in  person  presented  the  Minnesota  plan 
at  a  White  House  conference;  and  in  June  1935,  when  the 
President  by  Executive  order  established  the  National  Youth 
Administration,  the  heart  of  it  was  student  aid  In  the  form 
of  work  relief  as  proposed  by  Governor  Olson  and  put  into 
operation  in  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Floyd  looked  upon  youth  as  the  future  hope  of  the  Nation. 

Said  he: 

The  Nation  Is  crying  for  young  men  and  women  to  lead  It.  Oior 
opponents  defend  the  system  which  crushes  youth;  we  attack  It. 
We  need  youth  to  help  make  over  this  sick  and  palsied  slructvue 
In  which  we  try  to  live  Into  a  better  and  finer  social  order. 

EDUCATIONAL    STANDARDS 

As  part  of  his  program  for  youth.  Governor  Olson  fought 
not  only  for  preserving  educational  standards  at  a  time  when 
educational  standards  throughout  the  country  were  being 
lowered  in  the  interest  of  economy,  but  for  raising  them. 
His  reply  to  the  campaign  of  the  so-called  taxpayers'  leagues 
to  cut  down  school  expenditures  was.  "We  need  more  edu- 
cation, not  less."  He  observed  that  many  of  the  schools  in 
the  poorer  sections  of  the  State  were  Inferior  to  schools  in 
the  more  well-to-do  sections;  that  on  the  whole,  rural 
schools  were  Inferior  to  city  schools;  that  rural  districts  could 
not  afford  to  pay  higher  taxes  to  improve  their  schools; 
that  higher  taxes  would  drive  the  families  off  the  land;  and 
that  many  rural  children,  particularly  those  in  the  high- 
school  grades,  could  not  attend  school  because  of  transpor- 
tation costs. 
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As  a  result  of  his  efforts,  the  amount  of  State  aid  to  schools 
was  virtually  doubled  during  Governor  Olson's  administra- 
tion; a  State  income  tax  was  passed,  and  mining  company 
taxes  raised,  the  major  share  of  which  went  to  equalizing 
education;  a  series  of  "school  aids  for  transportation"  were 
put  through,  providing  for  free  transportation  of  rural  high- 
school  students  and  transportation  of  crippled  children  to 
school:  and  a  bill  was  passed  providing  aid  for  special  schools 
for  crippled  children. 

Olson  also  aided  education  by  successfully  opposing  the 
cutting  of  teachers'  salaries,  by  strengthening  laws  relating 
to  teachers'  tenure,  and  by  conducting  one  of  the  leading 
fights  in  the  country  lor  academic  freedom  in  our  schools 
and  colleges. 

TRUE  FUNCTIONS  OF  EDUCATION 

The  true  function  of  education — 

Wrote  the  Governor  in  an  article  for  a  local  parent-teacher 
publication — 

Is  to  show  the  way  to  life — to  teach  us  to  live.  To  accomplish 
this  purpose,  there  must  be  complete  academic  freedom,  not  only 
for  university  professors  and  Instructors,  but,  even  more  so.  for 
the  teachers  In  our  elementary  schools.  We  cannot  hide  the  truth 
from  our  children  and  expect  them  to  grow  Into  manhood  and 
womanhood  with  clear  eyes  and  with  clear  brains. 

The  real  teacher  must  possess  a  state  of  mind  akin  to  the 
scientist — and  that  state  of  mind  must  be  imparted  to  the  pupil. 
That  Is  the  laboratory  state  of  mind.  It  Is  a  state  of  mind  that 
is  open  to  the  truth,  no  matter  where  the  truth  may  lead,  and 
ever  ready  to  embrace  the  truth,  once  It  Is  definitely  identified. 
All  study  must  be  motivated  by  the  quest  for  truth. 

I  am  not  attempting  moral  generalizations.  I  am  thinking  In 
positive  and  concrete  terms.  I  mean  that  when  teachers  indulge 
in  distortions  of  the  truth  because  of  economic  self-interest  they 
defile  their  classrooms.  The  producU  of  such  classrooms,  then,  are 
young  folks  who  enter  Into  life  with  perverted  idea* — young  people 
incapable  both  of  analyzing  the  weighty  problenu  of  today  and  of 
finding  the  remedy  for  these  problems. 

Olve  this  country  one  generation  taught  to  seek  the  truth,  h 
generation  unafraid  to  follow  the  truth  after  It  la  found,  and  1 
am  satisfied  that  economic  and  social  problenw  which  seem  to 
knotty  today  will  become  quite  almple  of  iolution.  Such  a  genera- 
tion win  teach  us  to  live  and  obtain  for  us  tb«  full  measure  of 
the  rlchnesa  of  life. 

FCNSION* — NOT  CHARITT  TO  AOCD 

As  Olwn  sought  to  give  youth  greater  opportunity,  a  bet- 
ter chance  to  find  itself,  so  also  did  he  seek  to  bring  security 
to  the  aged.  Here,  also,  he  was  carrying  out  the  philosophy 
of  the  Fanner-Labor  Party. 

From  the  very  beginning,  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  cam- 
paigned for  adequate  old-age  pensions.  It  took  the  posi- 
tion that  the  aged  were  entitled  to  such  pensions  not  as  a 
matter  of  charity  but  as  a  matter  of  right— something  which 
society  owes  to  those  who  devote  their  lives  to  contributing 
to  our  social  wealth,  and  who.  in  the  sunset  of  their  lives, 
find  themselves  in  want.  A  life  entirely  free  from  want,  a 
life  of  ease  and  comfort,  is  the  least  we  must  assure  to  the 
aged.  It  is  to  the  everlasting  disgrace  of  this  rich  country 
that  it  has  not  as  yet  done  this. 

During  his  first  term  of  office,  the  Gtovernor  pleaded  with 
the  legislature  to  adopt  a  State-wide  compulsory  old-age 
pension  plan,  but  it  was  rejected.  However,  he  kept  up  his 
fight,  and  in  1933  a  State-wide  compulsory  old-age  pension 
law  was  placed  upon  the  statute  books. 

In  the  face  of  conservative  pressure  to  weaken  the  act, 
Governor  Olson  succeeded,  in  the  1935  legislative  session,  in 
putting  through  features  to  liberalize  it,  although  not  all  of 
his  recommendations  as  to  amounts  paid,  age  limits,  and 
length  of  residence  were  adopted. 

FIGHT    FOR    ADEQUATE    RELIEF 

Floyd  Olson's  humanitarian  principles  and  Ideals  came  to 
the  fore  most  strikingly  when  he  made  his  outstanding  fight 
for  adequate  appropriations  for  the  State's  needy  during  the 
desperate  winter  of  1933.  That  fight  focused  national  atten- 
tion ujwn  Minnesota. 

It  was  a  situation  which  required  drastic  measures  to  meet 
a  drastic  situation,  and  Olson  took  such  drastic  measures.  A 
preponderantly  conservative  State  senate,  with  extreme 
bitterness   and   tenacity,   opposed   Governor   Olson's   relief 
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program.  Addressing  a  group  of  relief  marchers  on  the  State 
capitol.  the  Governor  served  this  warning  upon  those  who 
were  more  concerned  with  saving  a  few  dollars  In  taxes  for 
the  mining  companies  and  the  utilities  than  they  were  with 
the  fact  that  people  were  faced  with  the  problem  of  not 
having  anjrthing  to  eat: 

I  am  making  a  last  appeal  to  the  Irglalature.  I  want  to  My 
to  the  people  or  the  State  ot  Minnesota  that  If  the  legislature — 
the  senate  In  particular— does  not  make  ample  provision  for  the 
sufferers  In  the  SUte  who  through  no  fault  of  their  own  are  In 
_lbat  condition,  and  If  the  Federal  Government  refuses  to  aid.  as  It 
properly  may.  because  of  refusal  of  the  State  legislature  to  handle 
the  situation,  and  the  communities  become  unable  to  take  care 
of  the  people.  I  shall  invoke  the  powers  th*t  I  hold,  and  I  shall 
declare  martial  law. 

A  lot  of  people  who  are  now  fighting  the  measurr  because  they 
happen  to  poseees  ODiiaulersble  wealth  will  be  brought  in  by 
provo»»t  guard  and  be  obliged  to  give  up  more  money  than  they 
would  now.  As  long  es  I  sit  in  the  governor's  chair  there  Is  not 
foing  to  be  any  misery  in  the  8uu  tf  I  can  humanly  preTent  It. 

STA«Tl.eD   Tilt    NATION 

Never  before  had  a  Oovemor  In  the  United  States  pro- 
posed martial  law  during  an  economic  depression  In  order 
to  see  that  the  hungry  were  fed.  The  Tory  press  In  Minne- 
sota and  throughout  the  entire  country  vigorously  denounced 
Olson.    Olson  replied  In  a  radio  address: 

Only  a  few  years  ago  we  enRaged  In  a  great  World  War.  Ths 
toui  cost  of  the  war  to  the  UtuU'd  SUtes  is  estimated  to  be  ap- 
proximately S44. 000.000,000  If  this  were  allotted  among  the  States 
it  would  amount  to  almost  a  billion  dollars  for  each  State.  During 
the  war  we  made  no  objection  to  the  appropriation  of  money  to 
insure  victory.  •-•'•'  / 

We  are  now  engaged  In  a  great  war  against  poverty  and  distress, 
m  which  the  fundamenUls  involved  are  a  hundredfold  greater 
than  the  ls«ues  Involved  In  the  World  War,  Por  fighting  kllllnB 
and  destroying  life  and  property  there  Is  plenty  of  money  but 
for  relieving  the  misery  and  starvation  of  our  citizens  the  appro- 
priations arc  negligible.  Are  we  so  miserly  and  so  lacking  In  an 
understanding  of  our  obligations  to  our  fellow  citizens  who  are  in 
need  that  we  must  refuse  the  performance  of  our  plain  duty? 

Olson  refused  to  compromise,  and  he  won  a  complete  vic- 
tory. The  relief  bill— which  included  also  relief  for  drought- 
stricken  farmers— was  passed  in  its  entirety.  There  were  no 
bread  lines  or  soup  kitchens  in  Minnesota  that  winter.  Nei- 
ther was  it  necessary  for  Governor  Olson  to  call  out  the 
troops. 

In  Minnesota  the  State  executive  council  had  power  to 
extend  relief  to  persons  suffering  only  by  reason  of  action 
of  the  elements.  Floyd  Olson  secured  a  change  in  the  law  to 
empower  the  council  to  extend  relief  to  persons  suffering  by 
reason  of  economic  causes  beyond  their  control.  This  wa<:  an 
advance  step,  since  in  effect  it  was  recognition  on  the  part 
of  the  State  of  an  obligation  to  relieve  suffering  caused  by 
economic  depressions. 

I  OECaEASCD  HOMESTEAD  TAXES 

Minnesota  under  Governor  Olson  assumed  national  leader- 
ship in  the  campaign  for  a  tax  system  based  upon  abUity  to 
pay. 

In  an  effort  to  shift  the  cost  of  government  from  those 
least  able  to  pay  to  those  best  able  to  pay.  Olson  obtained 
passage  of  an  income-tax  law.  which  was  a  cardinal  plank  in 
the  Farmer-Labor  Party  program,  for  which  progressives  and 
Lberals  of  the  State  had  unsuccessfully  campaigned  for  35 
years. 

Olson  regarded  a  tax  system  under  which  most  of  the 
money  Is  raised  through  a  tax  upon  real  property,  commonly 
known  as  the  general  property  tax.  as  obsolete,  economically 
imsound,  and  morally  unjust.     He  said: 

r.2!!?  fnf*'^*'^*"''  ^''^^  civilized  nation  on  the  globe  having  dl«;- 
wrded  the  system,  predatory  wealth  In  Amerlcl  which  ^  in 
the  income  tax  an  obstacle  to  continued  concentration  of  ^itlf 
has  been  able  to  retain  the  general  Drcr>rrtv  tnV  «.  ♦>,»  u  ,  ' 
principle  and  cornerstone  of  our^^stSre  a"  l^^^J.^^^ 
that  blmdly  continues  to  make  tho^who  c^nTeast Vord  to^J 

1^.  ""^  ,*"^^'  °'  ^^^  ^"^^^^  is  building  a  house  ^  elai  I^d 
laying  a  foundation   In  qulck.sand      Of  cnfir^.    tW^  ?     *  °^ 

Why  «accessful  Incomes  ^should  not  Sp^n'he  go^e^^n^t^a^ 
makes  these  Incomes  possible.  government  that 

The  first  homestead  tax  law  In  the  United  States  lowering 
tne  tax  rate  on  small  homes  and  moderate  farms  was  enacted 


under  Governor  Olson.    The  Farmer-Labor  Party  had  al- 
ways contended  for  preferential  tax  treatment. 

In  the  growth  of  chains  and  monopolies  Olson  saw  the 
greatest  threat  to  the  average  citizen  seeking  a  career  in 
business.  To  protect  the  independent  merchant  against  un- 
fair chain-store  competition,  he  forced  the  passage — I  use  the 
word  'forced"  advisedly — of  a  graduated  chain-store  tax.  The 
Faimer-Labor  Party  was  the  only  political  party  In  Minnesota 
which,  by  deeds  rather  than  by  words,  did  something  to  pro- 
tect the  independent  businessman. 

VETOES    aALEB    TAX 

Thanks  to  Floyd  Olson,  the  sales  tox— the  Ux  on  poverty— 
never  came  to  Minnesota.  Not  that  there  was  not  a  deter- 
mined effort  to  bring  it  there.  There  was,  but  it  did  not 
succeed. 

In  1935  a  reactionary  legislature  passed  what  was  known  as 
sn  omnibu-s  tax  bill,  the  principal  feature  of  which  was  a 
fcencral  sales  tax.  By  the  device  of  Incorporating  the  sales- 
tax  feature  In  the  omnibus  bill,  sales-tax  proponents  went  on 
the  theory  that  the  Governor  would  be  compelled  to  accept  It. 
since  the  entire  bill  had  to  be  either  accepted  or  rejected.  But 
they  did  not  correctly  estimate  the  courage  of  Ployd  Olson 
His  warnings  that  he  would  veto  the  bill  if  the  sales-tax  pro- 
vision were  Included  went  unheeded.  But  Governor  Olson  did 
veto  It  and  the  opposition  did  not  even  attempt  to  pass  the  bill 
over  his  veto.  They  were  stunned.  Opposition  in  Minnesota 
to  a  sales  tax  has  since  frustrated  every  conservative  ef!ort  to 
force  such  a  tax  on  the  people. 

The  Olson  administration  also  conducted  a  very  vigorous 
.campaign  against  the  wealthy  tax  dodger,  and  millions  of 
dollars'   worth   of   carefully   concealed   wealth    which   had 
theretofore  escaped  taxation  was  uncovered. 

CONSSXVATtON    OF   STATE    KESOiniCIS 

•  The  story  of  the  dissipation  of  Minnesota's  natural  re- 
sources constitutes  one  of  the  darkest  chapters  in  the  history 
of  our  State.  The  magnificent  forests  of  white  and  Norway 
pine  were  turned  over  to  the  timber  barons  for  looting- 
private  capitalists,  mostly  from  the  East,  were  given  almcst 
carte  blanche  authority  to  exploit  the  State's  Iron-ore  re- 
sources, the  richest  deposit  of  this  valuable  mineral  in  the 
world;  the  State's  principal  power  sites  were  surrendered 
to  the  Power  Trust. 

With  Governor  Olson  and  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  in 
power,  there  came  an  end  to  this  era  of  squander  of  the 
natural  resources  of  the  State.  All  conservation  activities 
were  coordinated  and  placed  under  one  head  and  a  far- 
reaching,  comprehensive  policy  for  conserving  and  restoring 
so  far  as  possible,  these  natural  resources  and  utilizing  them' 
In  the  interest  of  all  the  people  was  put  into  effect 

GDvernor  Olson  believed,  as  he  stated  in  his  second  inaug- 
ural message  to  the  legislature,  that  conservation  'above 
all,  should  be  concerned  with  human  values."  and  that  "If 
it  fails  to  do  that,  then  conservation  is  mere  sentiment— a 
beautiful  sentiment  but  of  no  social  significance  " 

Achievements  in  conservation  under  Governor  Olson  are 
too  great  to  be  recounted  here.    I  shall  cite  but  a  few 

When  he  took  office  in  1931  the  State  did  not  have  even  a 
semblance  of  a  forest  policy.  Under  his  administration  a 
forest  policy  looking  far  into  the  future  was  put  into  effect 
An  aimless  policy  of  forest  annihilation  was  replaced  by  a 
poUcy  of  selective  cutting  of  timber  on  State-owned  lands 
assuring  against  timber  cutting  greater  than  its  replacement 
by  Nature;  the  area  of  legally  established  State  forests  was 
increased  from  35,000  acres  to  more  than  4.000.000  acres  and 
a  reforestation  program  put  into  effect.  Not  a  single' foot 
of  virgin  timber  belonging  to  the  State  was  cut  down  during 
the  entire  6  years  of  his  administration. 

Governor  Olson  gave  the  State  its  first  scientific  program 

nf'r,«ri?^7»f/°^.r^*^  ^'■°"«*'  "^^"°"  °f  ^  special  division 
Stat!  .^n  i^l"  ^^^  department  of  conservation;  he  gave  the 
State  one  of  the  most  ambitious  programs  for  water  conserva- 
»^H  i"»,  /  ^°"°t^:  and  he  converted  the  division  of  game 
and  flsh  from  a  poUtical  dumping  ground  to  a  meritorious 
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XJiND-XmUZATION    POLICT 

A  conservation  achievement  of  Governor  Olson  which  will 
become  more  important  with  the  passing  of  time  was  his 
appointment  of  a  land-utilization  committee,  headed  by  the 
late  Dr.  Coffman,  president  of  the  University  of  Minnesota. 
This  committee  also  included  the  director  of  the  Lake  States 
Forest  Experiment  Station,  one  of  the  most  not«d  authorities 
In  the  country  on  matters  of  conservation.  The  purpose  of 
the  committee  was  to  make  a  study  of  land  use  to  lay  the 
foundations  for  a  future  scientific  land-use  policy  for  the 
SUte. 

The  committee  undertook  a  study  of  this  most  Important 
•ubject  and  submitted  a  report  that  undoubtedly  will  become 
a  blueprint  for  the  ultimate  formulation  of  a  land-use  policy. 
When  this  is  done  it  will  prevent  recurrence  of  many  of  the 
tragic  episodes  of  the  past  brought  tbout  through  haphazard 
land  use  and  settlement — use  of  land  for  purposes  not  in- 
tended by  native.  Minnesota  knows  the  meaning  of  such 
tragedies,  particularly  lU  experience  with  a  land-shark  boom, 
When  water  was  drained  away  from  swamp  peat  land  in  the 
northern  part  of  the  State  and  sold  as  good  farming  land- 
leaving  a  trail  of  blasted  hopes,  broken  homes,  and  bankrupt 
communities  i»iU  wake. 

I  have  cited  some  of  the  accompllshmenta  ox  the  Olson 
administration.  1  could  easily  cite  many  more.  I  could  cite 
the  abolition  of  the  silence  system  at  the  State  peniten- 
tiary and  the  practice  of  handcuffing  prisoners  to  their 
cell  doors:  general  improvement  of  all  State  Institutions  in 
methods  of  management  as  well  as  physical  Improvement; 
humane  treatment  of  the  unfortunate  wards  of  the  State; 
passage  of  legislation  granting  pensions  to  the  blind  and  pen- 
sions to  dependent  children:  legal  regulation  of  the  sale  of 
State  timber  that  broke  up  the  monopoly  held  by  the  powerful 

timber  interests. 

rAaacn-LABOB  pbockam 

The  complete  Farmer-Labor  program  was  not  realized. 
This  could  only  have  been  realized  with  the  aid  of  a  State 
legislature  sympathetic  to  that  program.  The  last  legislature 
imder  Governor  Olson  defeated  his  proposals  for  maternity, 
health,  and  accident  insurance;  for  additional  rural  electrifi- 
cation enabling  legislation  to  give  the  farmers  the  full  benefits 
of  the  Federal  program;  for  State  aid  to  schools  in  full;  tenure 
for  rural  school  teachers;  further  increases  in  the  chain- 
store  tax;  amendments  to  strengthen  the  mortgage-mora- 
toritmi  law;  safety  regulation  for  railway  employees;  out- 
lawing of  loan-shark  corporations;  the  48-hour  week  for 
women;  reduction  of  legal  interest  rates;  making  workmen's 
compensation  insurance  compulsory:  tax  delinquency  collec- 
tion on  large  business  properties;  prohibition  of  deficiency 
judgments  on  farm  and  home  debt,  and  other  advanced 
social  legislation. 

The  single  great  achievement  of  Floyd  B.  Olson  and  the 
Farmer-Labor  Party,  however,  was  that  it  proved  that  liberal, 
democratic  government  can  be  made  to  serve  "in  the  interests 
of  the  common  happiness  of  the  people." 

NATIONAL    LEADERSHIP 

By  the  close  of  1935  the  liberal  movement,  developing  po- 
litical consciousness  in  America,  began  to  look  to  this  dy- 
namic figure  in  the  Northwest  for  national  leadership.  It 
also  looked  to  the  Minnesota  Farmer-Labor  Party  as  the 
springboard  for  the  launching  of  a  political  movement  of 
its  own. 

Governor  Olson  visioned  the  formation  of  a  national 
Farmer-Labor  Party.  He  knew  that  a  political  movement 
confined  to  State  hnes  could  never  be  an  end  in  itself  but 
only  a  means  to  an  end.  that,  in  fact,  relatively  little  can  be 
accomplished  by  a  State  party  to  bring  about  solution  of 
fundamental  social  and  economic  problems. 

This  great  Farmer-Labor  leader  knew  also  that  neither  of 
the  old  parties  could  be  entrusted  with  the  job  of  carrying 
cut  the  liberal  program.  He  knew  that,  while  the  liberals  tn 
one  of  the  old  parties  may  gain  the  ascendency,  it  would  be 
but  temporary  and  that  powerful  reactionary  forces  still 
remaining  within  the  party  were  certain  to  hold  back  and 
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hamper  the  carrying  out  of  the  program.  Such  has  always 
been  the  case  in  the  past.  Neither  of  the  old  parties  can  be 
depended  upon  to  support  genuine  liberal  leadership  over 
any  sustained  period. 

THiaO   PAKTT   MUST   ABI8K 

Writing  in  Common  Sense  magazine  in  April  1935,  on  My 

Political  Creed,  Olson  said: 

A  third  party  must  arlae.  •  •  •  The  platform  of  the  third 
party  must  be  baaed  upon  this  vital  economic  laaue.  It  must 
demand  the  taking  of  any  and  all  atapa  neceaaary  to  guarant«« 
human  liberties  and  a  decent  atandard  of  Uving.  It  must  have  a 
humane  concept  baaed  upon  the  rights  of  the  people  to  "life, 
liberty,  and  the  ptutiult  of  happiness,"  It  muat  educate  people 
to  a  realization  that  government  la  but  an  instrument  for  tbs 
atuinment  of  their  inalienable  rlghU. 

Liberals  in  the  EMt,  weighing  the  chances  of  formation  of 
a  national  political  party.  Invited  Floyd  Olson  to  addresa 
them  in  New  York.  They  wanted  to  look  over  the  man 
whom  liberals  throughout  the  country  were  Ulklng  so  much 
about.  Olson  appeared,  and  in  a  plea  for  the  need  of  a 
national  third  party  over  a  Nation-wide  radio  network  on 
November  15,  1935,  told  the  liberals  of  America: 

For  the  third  time  In  American  hUtory,  America  atanda  at  the 
croMiroads,  facing  s  crisis. 

The  flrat  time  wm  when  we  had  to  decide  whether  this  country 
was  to  remain  s  vssasl  colonr  of  the  Old  World  or  to  beooms  a 
free  nation.  We  had  then,  and  have  now.  thoae  who  warned 
agalnat  the  change— aome  because  they  were  Just  timid  souls 
and  others  becauae  the  sutus  quo  served  their  own  selAsh 
interests. 

The  aecond  crUU  waa  when  we  had  to  make  a  decUlon  whether 
thla  Nation  was  to  remain  half  alave  and  half  free,  or  whether  we 
would,  theoretically  at  leaat.  liberate  all  thoae  In  bondage. 

So  today  we  are  again  itandlng  at  the  croaaroeda,  forced  to 
make  a  declalon  even  more  momentoua— one  which  wlU  test 
aeverely  our  courage  and  our  wiadom. 

In  a  aenae.  the  crisis  which  we  face  Is  a  world  rather  than  an 
American  crisis,  but  we  wUl  have  to  deal  with  It  In  an  American 
way.  Want  In  the  midst  of  plenty  has  no  scientific  basis  for  Justi- 
fication. Production  and  distribution  of  wealth  are  social  functiona. 
In  the  cities  and  on  the  farms  millions  of  individuals  have  been 
compelled  to  eke  out  a  mere  existence  In  the  obscurity  of  dark  slums 
and  unsanitary  farm  Ehacks,  Prom  the  standpoint  of  the  indus- 
trialist these  slums  were  highly  desirable;  they  served  to  provide 
large  quantities  of  cheap  labor.  And  when  crime  and  degeneracy 
worked  their  way  Into  society.  Instead  of  seeking  to  relieve  caxisea 
we  dealt  harshly  with  the  malefactors  assuring  ourselves,  smugly 
and  righteously,  that  society  was  being  protected.  We  mistook  the 
symptoms  for  the  disease  and  bungled  the  cure. 

The  Government  has  poured  billions  of  dollars  into  the  economic 
stream,  but  even  this  vast  sum  has  failed  to  improve  the  lot  of  the 
common  man.  although  big  business  has  been  enjoying  handsome 
profits.  In  a  period  of  rising  commodity  prices,  money  wages  have 
remained  either  stationary  or  have  decreased.  This  means  that  real 
wages — the  standard  of  living — have  been  going  steadily  down  even 
though  a  considerably  larger  part  of  the  population  Is  living  on  a 
bare  subsistence  level.  This  1e  an  inevitable  result  of  an  economy 
of  false  scarcity.  When  an  economy,  presvunably  of  plenty,  is  bo 
artificially  stimulated  as  to  bring  about  a  price  rise  without 
creating  distribution  facilities  which  will  permit  satisfying  the  true 
demand,  the  forces  of  progress  and  of  production  are  withheld 
from  the  masses. 

A  new  system  based  upon  a  production  to  meet  need  must  be  set 
up.  Its  creation  will  be  ruthlessly  opposed.  Only  Government  can 
set  up  a  new  economic  system. 

We  can  expect  only  reaction  from  one  of  the  old  political  parties 
and  sincere  but  ineffectual  reform  from  the  other.  The  only  way 
lies  In  a  third  party  preaching  an  economy  of  abundance  and 
production  for  use  Instead  of  for  profit,  with  an  opportunity  for 
work  and  a  decent  standard  of  living. 

The  road  Is  clear  if  we  but  have  the  courage  to  venture  forth. 
Why  fear  to  leave  the  darkness — to  go  forth  into  the  sun?  We  are 
building  for  the  future.  Our  ranks  are  thin  and  we  need  recruits, 
but  we  need  no  mercenaries.  We  need  men  and  women  of  vision, 
of  courage,  of  idealism,  who  will  Join  us  in  the  most  inspiring 
cnuade  that  anybody  can  partake  In — the  task  of  making  this  a 
country  where  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness  la  a 
reality  and  not  an  empty  phrase. 

ACCLAIMED   BT    LIBERALS 

While  the  conservatives  of  the  Nation  bitterly  criticized 
Governor  Olson  for  this  address  the  liberals  acclaimed  him. 
It  was  obvious  to  them  why  Minnesota,  under  his  leadership, 
had  become  the  spearhead  of  the  entire  progressive  move- 
ment of  the  coimtry.  And  as  the  liberals  of  Minnesota  had 
placed  this  champion  of  human  rights  and  of  the  imder- 
privileged  at  the  helm  of  their  State  movement  so  were  the 
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liberals  of  America  preparing  to  place  him  at  the  helm  of  a 
new  national  political  movement. 

But.  stirring  as  was  Floyd  Olson's  appeal,  the  liberals  of 
the  East  on  that  occasion  did  not  see  the  real  Olson — the 
man  who  fired  his  audiences  with  his  eloquence,  the  man  who 
was  able  to  instill,  by  the  force  of  his  magnetic  personality. 
In  others  the  same  crusading  spirit  that  he  himself  i)ossessed. 
They  saw  an  Olson  whose  body  had  already  been  ravished 
by  a  disease  for  which  science  has  not  as  yet  found  an  effective 
cure.  His  cheeks  were  hollow,  his  eyes  sunken.  There  were 
-telltale  lines  on  his  features.  Little  did  that  group  realize 
that  they  had  gathered  to  listen  to  what  was  in  reality  a 
departing  message  from  this  great  man — a  message  to  carry 
on  without  him.  But  it  was  a  message  of  hope  that  he  gave 
them;  he  painted  not  the  sunset  but  the  simrise  of  a  new 
and  better  day. 

PEESEKVINC   SPTRrr 

Seldon  Rodman,  an  eastern  journalist  who  had  known 
Olson  and  had  seen  him  just  2  months  previously,  did  notice 
that  a  change  had  come  over  him.  Wrote  Redman  after 
Olson's  death: 

-  He  was  entering  the  national  political  picture  for  the  first  time 
pleading  eloquently  for  a  national  Fanner-Labor  Party.  There 
were  little  lines  around  his  eyes  that  afternoon  and  he  looked 
older  somehow.  He  spoke  effectively  In  the  evening,  but  without 
the  thunder  and  lightning  that  xised  to  bring  the  most  bitten 
audiences  of  independent  farmers  to  their  feet  as  a  single  man. 

After  the  meeting  a  few  of  us  took  him  to  a  late  show,  trjlng 
to  cheer  him  up.  he  looked  so  tired.  At  the  table  there,  or  dancing, 
he  was  conspicuoxis.  People  didn't  know  who  he  was  but  they 
sensed  that  he  was  "somebody  "  For  even  then  with  fatal  sick- 
ness creeping  over  him.  he  radiated  a  graceful  power,  a  magnetic 
fellowship  that  was  irresistible.  There  were  no  tables  when  we 
came  In — but  the  waiter  took  a  look  at  Floyd  and  found  one.  He 
looked  about  him  slowly,  obviously  a  stranger  here,  yet  at  home. 
And  people  who  saw  him  that  night  must  have  wished,  as  we  were 
wishing,  that  they  could  see  him  again  soon.  Unlike  us.  though 
tbey  could  not  have  been  aware  that  this  was  but  a  breath-taking 
before  an  Important  engagement,  a  rest  after  a  very  minor  skirmish 
another  pause  before  a  battle  In  which  he  was  bound  to  play  a 
leading.  If  not  a  decisive,  role. 

And  today  that  battle  Is  nearer  than  before.  The  forces  are 
gathering,  now  deflected  by  false  prophets,  now  rallied,  now  re- 
assembling where  the  rank  and  file  sense  the  worthiness  of  the 
Issue  and  a  glorious  outcome;  atill  unprepared,  now  confident 
now  hesitating,  ready 

But  Floyd  Olson  is  dead. 

7AKMCR- LABOR  CONVSNTION  SPEECH 

It  was  but  a  matter  of  weeks  after  Olson  rsturned  to  his 
home  State  that  he  was  taken  to  the  Mayo  clinic  at  Rochester 
for  an  exploratory  operation.  It  was  the  beginning  of  a  gal- 
lant battle  for  life  which  his  physicians  said  they  never  before 
had  witnessed  for  its  display  of  courage  and  consideration  for 
those  who  attended  him. 

He  was,  however,  to  make  two  more  important  addresses 
before  he  passed  on. 

One  of  Olson's  greatest  speeches  was  his  last  before  a 
Farmer-Labor  convention,  which  met  in  the  St.  Paul  Audi- 
torium on  March  27.  1936.  This  was  on  the  eve  of  his  intended 
campaign  for  the  United  States  Senate. 

Only  his  doctors  and  a  few  of  his  most  intimate  friends 
knew  of  his  true  condition.  He  spoke  for  nearly  2  hours 
keeping  the  audience  spellbound  all  the  time,  carrying  on  only 
by  an  indomitable  will  which  did  not  know  the  meaning  of 
the  word  "siurender." 

CXEOnXD  PAKTT  rOB  ACCOM  PUS  HMFNTS 

Olson  In  that  speech  spoke  of  the  accomplishments  of  his 
6  years  of  office  as  accomplishments  of  the  Farmer-Labor 
movement,  rather  than  as  accomplishments  of  his  adminis- 
tration.   He  claimed  the  credit  for  his  party— not  for  himself 
The  following  paragraph  is  typical: 

I  cite  you  the  fact  that  this  movement  (the  Farmer-Labor  move 
ment)  sponsored  and  brought  about  the  passageTf  the  first  com 
pulsory  old-age  pension  law.  that  this  mo^eme^t  has  always  stood" 
upon  the  principle  of  taxations  based  upon  abllltrto  pa?  l  S 
you  the  fact  that  despite  years  of  struggle  In  this  State  tr  hrtn^ 
about  tbe  piu-age  of  an  income-taxTw-it  wi  not  until  tSf 
Farmer-Labor  movement  gained  control  of  the  executive  branch  of 


Floyd  Olson  opposed  giving  to  the  United  States  Supreme 

Court  power  to  veto  acts  passed  by  the  Congress  for  the  social 

and  economic  welfare  of  the  people.    He  had  campaigned  on 

that  issue  with  "Fighting"  Bob  La  Follette  in  1924. 

There  Is  no  living  being  who  can  place  a  law  affecting  social  and 
economic  change  alongside  the  Constitution  and  find  any  definite 
statement  in  the  Constitution  authorizing  or  forbidding  that  law — , 

he  told  the  convention.  ' 


He  continued: 


UrrERPRETATION  OP  LAW 


The  phrase  "necessary  and  proper"  means  to  the  reading  judge 
what  he  thinks  it  ought  to  mean  In  the  light  of  his  own  viewpoint 
of  life  and  of  social  and  economic  conditions.  So  with  "due  process 
of  law."  What  is  "property"?  What  emphasis  should  be  laid  upon 
the  "property"  in  the  Constitution  when  property  rights  come  into 
conflict  with  the  rights  of  "life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happi- 
ness"? Which  is  the  end  to  be  attained  in  our  Government— life 
and  liberty,  or  property?  Is  "property"  a  means  to  the  end  that 
we  may  have  "life,  liberty,  and  the  pvu^ult  of  happiness  "  or  is  it 
an  end  in  itself  in  which  "life,  liberty,  and  the  piu^uit  of  happiness" 
must  yield?  What  is  a  "person"?  The  Court  says  It  includes  cor- 
porations  but  the  Constitution  does  not  so  state. 

When  a  judge  undertakes  to  interpret  words  of  general  import 
m  the  Constitution,  can  he  do  other  than  interpret  them  in  the 
light  of  his  own  convictions  and  his  own  experiences'  If  he  be 
conservative  in  thought,  he  wUl  Interpret  the  Constitution  from  a 
conservative  social  and  economic  viewpoint.  If  we  examine  the 
decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  we  find  conclusively  that  It  has 
interpreted  legislation.  State  and  National,  not  only  with  a  con- 
servative viewpoint  but  with  a  conservative  bias. 

These  interpretaUons  of  law,  Olson  insisted,  in  effect  con- 
stituted lawmaking,  a  power  which  he  said  the  courts  were 
usurping.  "They  read  in  the  Sherman  Act."  he  said  by  way 
of  illustration,  "an  interpretaUon  that  labor  unions  engaged 
collectively  in  a  strike  were  operating  in  restraint  of  trade 
and  in  violation  of  the  Sherman  antitrust  law."  Of  course 
we  here  in  Congress— at  least  most  of  us— know  that  the 
Sherman  Act  was  never  intended  to  be  used  against  labor 
unions. 

As  a  remedy  Olson  advocated  not  an  enlarged  Court  but 
rather  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  to 

»^?'?7***."l  ^^^  members  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
and  its  inferior  courts  shall  hold  office  for  a  period  not  to^exiiS 

President,  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate!^ 

In  other  words,  he  wanted  to  limit  their  tenure  of  office  to 
prevent  the  judiciary  from  becoming  a  permanent  obstacle 
in  the  road  of  progress. 

LAST  PITBLIC  ADDRESS 

Olson's  last  speech  and  his  last  public  appearance  were  on 
June  28.  1936,  at  the  Swedish  Day  fete  at  Minnehaha  Falls. 
Laughing  Waters,"  immortalized  in  verse  by  the  famous 
American  poet,  Longfellow. 

It  was  on  a  hot  summer's  day,  and  more  than  a  hundred 
thousand  persons  turned  out  at  the  celebraUon  to  do  honor 
to  their  Viking  ancestors  and  reflect  on  the  many  and  sub- 
stantia contributions  that  they  made  to  the  onward  march 
of  civilization.  With  the  spectacle  of  what  is  transpiring  in 
Europe  today,  one  feels  chary  about  the  use  of  the  word 
civilization  ';  but  I  am  confident  that  this  is  but  a  dark 
chapter  in  the  history  of  the  human  race,  and  that  many 
bright  chapters  are  to  follow.  VirtuaUy  all  conflicts,  whether 
they  be  of  nations,  of  races,  or  of  classes,  have  their  origins 
m  social  and  economic  injustices.  When  these  injustices  dis- 
appear these  struggles  also  are  certain  to  disapiar  and  we 
will  then  have  found  the  solution  to  the  problem  of  war 
That  was  Floyd  Olson's  philosophy;  and  it  is  today  and  always 
has  been  the  philosophy  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party 

Olson  came  to  that  meeting  of  Scandinavian  Americans 
against  the  advice  of  his  physicians.    He  was  thin,  wan,  p^?e 

Phys^L^^:^c^^n"^^^^'-  ^°"^^^^«  ^  --  -^-^  ^^--i 
He  spoke  for  more  than  30  minutes.    His  voice  was  some- 
what weaker  tlian  usual,  but  it  stiU  contained  muct  of Tts 
^r.^  *"5  Its  charm.    Holding  onto  the  rostrum  of  an  im- 

t^J.nTt^^^"^'"":^  ^^"^  °'  P»^y^^'  weakness,  he  yet  maS- 
tamed  his  superb  platform  poise.  He  spoke  to  an  audience 
representing  persons  of  all  shades  of  socia  and  Slcal 
opmion.  and  he  kept  them  spellbound.    It  waJ  one  o    Ss 
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extemporaneous  addresses,  in  ^x^ch  he  wsis  always  at  his 
best,  but  the  context  of  which  is  preserved  only  in  the  minds 
of  the  men  and  women  who  heard  him,  and  in  the  incom- 
plete excerpts  of  his  speech  contained  in  the  newspaper  ac- 
counts of  the  celebration. 

STATKSaCAN   BLOOITENT 

Recalling  proudly  his  own  Scandinavian  ancestry,  he  told 
of  the  material  and  spiritual  contributions  of  these  sturdy 
pioneers  to  the  well-being  of  democratic  America,  particularly 
the  part  they  played  in  shaping  and  developing  the  great 
Northwest,  the  very  cradle  of  modem-day  American  democ- 
racy. 

Then,  in  a  manner  characteristic  of  Floyd  B.  Olson,  his 
right  hand  held  out  and  his  forefinger  pointing,  he  hurled  a 
challenge  at  all  smug,  self-satisfied  Americans,  a  challenge 
to  the  American  rugged  individualists,  to  look  beyond  the 
seas  to  tiny  Scandinavia  to  learn  how  a  peace-loving,  indus- 
trious iJeople,  possessed  of  lofty  social  ideals  and  an  abiding 
faith  in  the  democratic  way  of  Ufe,  have  been  able  to  achieve 
a  high  standard  of  Uving  with  almost  infinitesimal  resoiu-ces 
when  contrasted  to  the  bounties  which  Nature  bestowed 
upon  this  country.  His  plea  was  for  a  social  order  in  which 
man's  inhumanity  to  man  would  be  replaced  by  man's  con- 
sideration for  man,  and  in  which  the  supreme  goal  of  society 
would  be  the  attainment  of  happiness  for  all  the  people,  the 
goal  of  the  founding  fathers. 

That  speech  sapped  every  ounce  of  strength  from  his  once- 
powerful  frame.  He  faltered  as  he  left  the  platform,  and 
started  to  make  his  way  toward  his  waiting  automobile,  in 
which  sat  Harry  Hopkins,  who  had  come  to  Minnesota  to 
discuss  matters  of  mutual  W.  P.  A.  interest  with  Olson.  But 
things  grew  dark  before  his  eyes,  and  the  automobile  seemed 
very,  very  far  off.  He  would  have  collajjsed  had  he  not  mo- 
tioned to  a  friend  and  received  assistance.  Nobody  In  the 
vast  audience  knew,  or  even  suspected,  what  had  happened. 
and  the  fete  program  went  on  uninterrupted,  as  Olson 
wished.  He  would  not  permit  his  near  collapse  to  mar  the 
celebration.  * 

A   GKKAT   MAK   PASSES 

Shortly  thereafter  Floyd  Olson  was  taken  to  Rochester, 
where  he  died  on  August  22,  1936,  at  the  age  of  44  years 
9  months  and  9  days — an  age  when  most  men  are  just  start- 
ing out  on  their  careers.  He  left  a  widow.  Mrs.  Ada  Olson; 
a  daughter,  Patricia;  his  aged  parents,  now  dead;  and  the 
common  people  of  Minnesota  and  of  America  to  mourn  their 
loss. 

Until  the  very  last  day  Olson,  who  must  have  known  of 
the  serious  nature  of  his  illness,  did  not  give  up  hope  of 
getting  into  the  coming  pwlitlcal  fight.  The  idea  of  quitting 
Just  was  not  in  him.  All  his  life,  obstacles  were  merely 
things  in  the  way  to  be  overcome.  That  was  jmrt  of  life. 
But  when  all  physical  resistance  had  vanished,  when  he 
finally  saw  the  image  of  the  Grim  Reaper,  when  he  realized 
that  there  was  one  obstacle  that  could  not  be  overcome,  he 
called  to  his  nurse  and  said: 

This  has  got  me.     Dou't  worry;  It  must  be  all  for  the  best. 

And  so  he  passed  on.  a  thoroughbred. 

TKIBtTTK  TO   A    FALLEN    LEAOKB 

At  his  funeral,  tens  of  thousands  gathered  for  the  services 
In  the  Minneapolis  Auditorium — the  largest  and  most  im- 
pressive funeral  which  Minnesota  had  ever  given  a  man  in 
either  public  or  private  life.  Two  hundred  thousand  people 
lined  the  streets  and  followed  the  hearse  to  the  grave. 

The  rich  and  poor  alike  gathered — the  poor  to  pay  their 
last  tribute  to  their  friend  and  champion;  the  rich  to  pay 
their  respects  to  a  man  who  played  the  game  hard  but  fair. 
A  great  American  had  passed  on. 

Thus  fate  snatched  this  leader  of  the  common  people  as  he 
was  about  to  ascend  the  threshold  to  carry  on  the  battle  for 
them  on  the  national  scene. 

OIZATNXSS  BBCOGNIZXD 

Said  the  St.  Paul  Daily  News,  at  no  time  a  supporter  of  the 
Olson  administration: 


Floyd  Olson  died  on  the  threshold  to  greater  things.  A  seat  In 
the  United  States  Senate  was  just  a  step  away.  The  Presidency  of 
the  United  States  was  a  possibility. 

In  the  event  that  he  had  achieved  either,  history  would  have 
recorded  him.  we  believe,  as  among  the  great  Americans.  The  ideal- 
istic policies  he  advanced  will  be  accepted  as  commonplace  In  th« 
next  10  years. 

The  cause  of  progress  and  liberalism  has  received  a  heavy  blow 
In  his  death.  There  are  other  leaders,  perhaps,  who  saw  as  he  saw. 
There  are  advanced  thinkers,  no  doubt,  who  can  carry  on  from  the 
point  where  Floyd  Olson,  because  of  his  tragic  death,  left  off.  We 
know  of  none,  however,  who  has  the  Olson  combination  of  brains, 
humanity,  personality,  and  energy — a  combination  necessary  to  the 
accomplishment  of  radical  and  essential  changes  in  a  society  shown, 
duriug  the  past  generation,  to  be  sadly  out  of  gear. 

And  the  Minneapolis  Star  commented  editorially: 

noyd  B.  Olson,  a  friend  of  man.  Is  dead.  Mlnnesotans,  without 
respect  to  political  persuasion,  race,  or  creed,  sorrow  at  the  taking 
away  of  their  brilliant  Governor  in  the  midst  of  a  career  that  held 
so  much  promise. 

Mlnnesotans  all  sorrow  at  the  death  of  Floyd  Olson.  But  to  the 
man  who  struggles  for  a  livelihood,  the  man  who  works  and  earru 
by  the  sweat  of  his  brow.  In  sh<^  or  on  farm,  his  passing  Is  particu- 
larly and  deeply  poignant. 

Possessing  those  rare  qualities  that  go  into  the  making  of  a 
champion  of  men,  Floyd  Olson,  on  a  thousand  platforms.  In  count- 
less forums,  fought  tirelessly  for  the  people  as  he  understood  their 
cause. 

The  future  alone  must  determine  whether  the  philosophy  this 
man  advocated  In  his  pleadings  is  wise.  He  did  venture  far  Into 
untried  fields  of  economics  In  his  theories.  And  In  administration 
he  utilized  methods  that  called  upon  him  severest  criticism.  How 
much  of  It  was  just.  It  is  not  the  place  here  to  say. 

But  that  the  man  was  ardent  In  his  efforts  for  equality,  there 
can  be  no  doubt.  Appraisal  of  his  theories  snd  methods  must  await 
the  perspective  of  years.  The  man  was  magnificent  even  to  those 
who  thought  him  wrong. 

EtTLOCIKS  OP  THE  UBERAL  PRESS 

Said  Common  Sense  magazine: 

If  he  had  been  only  a  prolabor  Governor.  Floyd  Olson  would  have 
bad  neither  the  support  he  consistently  won  nor  the  place  in  Amer- 
ican history  which  future  progressives  will  give  him.  He  was  far 
more  than  that.  For  Floyd  Olson  was  the  first  major  political 
figure  In  our  history  to  recognize  the  economic  problem  In  Its 
essence  and  espouse  Its  solution. 

The  Journal  of  Electrical  Workers  and  Operators  credited 
Olson  with  elucidating  "a  labor  philosophy  more  convinc- 
ingly than  any  other  man  on  the  platform." 

The  Minneapolis  Labor  Review  gave  expression  to  the  grief 
that  had  fallen  upon  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Floyd 
Olson's  followers  in  Minnesota  when  word  of  his  death  was 
received.    Said  the  Labor  Review: 

The  great  heart  that  beat  for  the  oppressed  Is  stopped  forever; 
his  smile  that  shone  throi^gh  aU  the  t>asene8s  of  slander  and  abuse 
radiates  no  more. 

Minnesota  bovra  in  sorrow  at  the  grave  of  Its  noblest  son.  Floyd 
Is  gone,  and  among  the  farmers  and  city  workers  there  Is  a  lone- 
someness  and  a  sadness. 

And  yet  that  big  hand  that  seemed  always  on  our  shoulders 
giving  us  confidence  and  coxvage,  the  kind  hand  of  the  courageous 
Viking,  though  he  Is  dead  we  still  can  feel  it.  But,  too,  there  Is  a 
void  so  great  that  aU  the  millions  of  tears  that  are  being  shed  will 
never  fill  It. 

He  will  not  lead  us  Into  the  cooperative  commonwealth,  and  yet 
no  man  ever  did  more  to  make  the  road  clear,  and  to  give  us  the 
courage  to  make  the  march  and  overcome  whatever  obstacles  may 
beset. 

It  was  for  that  Floyd  Olson  lived.  It  was  for  that  be  died. 
Shall  we  contend  for  less? 

A   MAN  or  THE  PEOPLE 

How  far  would  Floyd  Olson  have  gone  up  the  national 
ladder  of  fame  had  fate  decreed  for  him  a  longer  span  of 
life?  There  is  no  telling.  Possessing  in  abundance  those 
sterling  qualities  of  leadership  that  put  men  on  top,  it  is 
almost  certain  that  the  liberals  of  America  would  have 
selected  him  as  the  standard  bearer  of  a  new  liberal  political 
movement. 

Olson  thought  In  terms  of  service  to  his  fellow  man.  Gold 
had  no  lure  for  him.  The  powers  that  be  could  never  pur- 
chase his  soul;  it  belonged  to  the  people. 

An  intimate  of  Olson's  provides  the  following  glimpse  of 
this  side  of  his  character : 

We  were  coming  home  from  a  political  meeting  at  Duluth  •  few 
yeart  ago.    It  bad  been  a  great  meeting,  and  the  Skipper — 
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He  was  known  among  his  close  friends  and  associates  as 
the  Skipper- 
made   a    particularly   Inspiring   talk.     We   fell    to  musing,   talking 
^      about  why  so  many  men.  when  they  reach  the  position  where  they 
'^      can  really  give  the  masses  more  than  lip  service,  sell  out.     They  say 
.'T  that  every  man  has  his  price,  and  those  who  seek  to  bribe  our  public 
'Y  officials  certainly  have  whatever  is  necessary  to  pay. 
'  i  "1  am  not  afraid  of  that" — 

Olson  commented. 

•They  can  take  me  to  the  top  of  the  mountain  and  show  me  the 
Promised  Land;  they  can  show  me  the  valleys  below  with  their 
fabulous  stores  of  hidden  riches:  but  I  am  certain  they  will  never 
gel  me.     I  haven't  sufficient  love  of  money — I  do  not  crave  gold." 

Anybody  who  is  at  all  familiar  with  the  recent  history  of 
Minnesota  and  the  history  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  knows 
of  the  determined  efforts  that  were  made  to  buy  Floyd  Olson; 
and  they  know  that  when  these  efforts  failed— when  those 
making  them  discovered  that  here  was  a  man  who  had  no 
price — they  sought  to  destroy  him  by  every  means  at  their 
command,  fair  or  foul.  There  was  no  weapon  too  mean,  no 
tactic  too  vile  for  them  to  employ.  But  they  did  not  succeed. 
He  was  more  than  a  match  for  them. 

PLACI   IN    HISTORY 

Floyd  Olson  earned  for  himself  an  important  place  In 
American  history.  With  the  passing  of  years  his  receding 
figure  will  loom  larger  on  the  horizon  of  time,  and  some  day 
his  name  will  become  a  symlwl  in  this  country  of  the  strug- 
gle of  the  masses  for  social  and  economic  justice. 

Said  Wisconsin's  Phil  La  Pollette,  in  his  oration  at  Olson's 
fimeral: 

He  recognized  that  for  unnumbered  centuries  the  human  race 
lived  In  a  world  which  could  not  produce  enough  food  and  shelter 
to  provide  for  the  human  family.  It  was  an  age  when  progress 
was  advanced  by  Individual  explorers  constantly  in  search  of  new 
lands,  new  Inventions,  and  new  methods  for  Increasing  our  mate- 
rial resources.  It  was  a  period  when  the  common  welfare  was 
promoted  by  individualistic  activity. 

Within  Governor  Olson's  generation  all  of  this  untold  individual 
effort  produced  the  machine  age  and  mass  production. 

The  human  family  for  the  first  time  In  its  history  lived  In  » 
world  that  could  produce  more  than  enough  for  all.  Floyd  Olson 
understood  this  basic  change  from  an  age  of  scarcity  to  an  age  of 
plenty.  He  understood  that  the  social  usefulness  of  selfish  Indi- 
vidualism was  ended.  He  saw  that  there  must  be  a  new  spirit  of 
cooperation  If  this  great  power  of  production  were  to  serve  the 
.^common  welfare.  Floyd  Olson  and  the  movement  of  which  he  was 
the  leader  alined  th«mselve8  with  this  great  current  of  change— 
ft  change  going  on  throughout  the  world.  He  supplied  the  func- 
~-tlon  of  leadership  by  giving  constructive  direction  to  the  force  of 
change  In  the  period  In  which  he  lived. 

f^^  A  COT7SSX   roi   A   NATION   TO   rOLLOW 

Olson  exemplified  a  life  of  love,  not  hatred,  of  human 
.  beings.  He  fought  what  he  regarded  as  the  evils  of  a  system. 
<  and  all  those  who  stood  in  the  way  of  bringing  about  a  better 
social  order.  But  he  was  not  interested— nor  is  the  party 
he  represented— in  taking  away  any  of  the  good  things  in 
Ufe  from  anybody.  He  was  interested— and  so  is  his  party— 
In  bringing  the  good  things  of  life  to  everybody  who  by 
hand  or  brain,  contribute  to  our  social  wealth. 

He  realized  that  a  State  government  of  Itself  could  do  very 
little  toward  raising  the  living  standard  of  the  people.  What 
It  could  do  was  to  be  a  pioneer  in  the  field  of  social  legislation 
and  fix  a  course  for  the  Nation  to  follow. 

To  my  mind  the  greatest  service  Floyd  Olson  and  his  party 
rendered  America  was  a  demonstration  that  democracy  in 
this  country  can  be  made  to  serve  the  interests  of  all  our  clti- 
aens  rather  than  the  InteresU  of  a  privileged  few.  And  if 
democracy  is  to  survive,  that  Is  what  it  must  do.  When  our 
democracy  is  able  to  supply  our  people  with  security  and  a 

tZ?^' « ^S?.**""*,  °'  "'^"«  ^'  ^*"  h»^«  *>*co»n«  something 
worth  fighting  for— and  no  outside  force,  no  matter  how 

powerful,  win  be  able  to  threaten  it.    To  that  end  we  musi 
mold  our  Government. 

Floyd  Olson  thus  had  a  profound  effect  on  his  time  He 
had  a  profound  effect  upon  America.  And.  as  the  things  he 
TfV^l~l^'  thln^  that  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  standi 
for  today-become  better  understood,  they  are  certain  to  play' 
an  even  more  important  part  in  shaping  the  future  course  of 
our  people  for  a  fuller  and  better  life 


TICTOST  AHEAD 

Floyd  Olson  kept  faith  with  the  common  people  of  Minne- 
sota and  the  liberals  of  America.  The  common  people  of 
Minnesota  and  the  liberals  of  America  will  keep  faith  with 
him  by  carrying  on  the  battle  until  victory  is  won.  To  that 
end  this  great  American  gave  his  life — and  I  am  sure  not  in 
vain. 

There  may  be  dark  days  ahead.  The  storm  clouds  may 
gather.  They  always  do.  The  thunder  and  lightning  may 
drive  some  to  cover.  But  ultimately  the  people's  cause, 
sometimes  retarded,  will  ride  through  the  storm.  In  the 
end.  the  sun  comes  out.  Victory  comes  to  those  who  perse- 
vere. 

Said  Olson: 

Human  progress  Is  sometimes  arrested:  the  s  ackles  are  tightened 
on  the  common  man.  In  these  periods  we  despair:  we  lose  faith 
In  the  human  race  having  the  stuff  to  create  a  better  system,  an 
ordered  society  founded  on  social  and  economic  Justice.  But  hls- 
story  shows  that  after  periods  of  set-backs,  we  drive  on  again 
recapture  the  ground  we  lost,  and  advance  to  new  positions. 

So  I  say  to  the  progressives  of  America:  Listen  to  the 
voice  of  Floyd  B.  Olson  speaking  to  the  progressives  of  his 
State  in  the  campaign  of  1932: 

The  Farmer-Labor  Party  presents  a  cause,  yes.  a  crusade — a 
crusade  for  better  government  in  the  interests  of  the  many  and 
to  promote  the  happiness  of  the  many.  And.  to  use  the  Inspira- 
tion of  that  immortal  document,  the  Declaration  of  Independence- 
We  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  invite  all  good  citizens  to  help  us; 
and  to  the  support  of  the  cause  of  human  rights  and  equal  Justice 
we  mutually  pledge  to  each  other  and  to  you  our  lives  our  fortunes, 
and  our  sacred  honor.  We.  the  people,  have  seen  Floyd  Olson 
rise  to  great  heights  championing  the  cause  of  labor  the  poor 
and  the  Jobless.  His  unfailing  courage  remains  with  the  party  W'e 
cherish  his  principles  and  carry  on  remembering  that 

.  .  .  "When  he  fell 8    "»«. 

He  went  down  as  when  a  lordly  cedar,  green  with  boughs. 

Goes  down  with  a  great  shout  upon  the  hlUs, 

And  leaves  a  lonesome  place  against  the  sky 
Upward  and  onward  we  progress  to  eventual  vlctOTV— victory  that 
comes  to  all  true  and  honest  causes.  ' 

Mr.  President.  I  recount  the  life  and  struggles  of  Min- 
nesota's first  Farmer-Labor  Governor.  Here  we  have  the 
creed,  here  we  have  the  program,  of  a  great  and  a  mighty 

!f  ,  ^!^  ,..^  "^^  *^*^®  ^^^  P*^'y  «"<*  i^  platform  which 
helped  lift  Minnesota  to  a  higher  and  better  plane  of  Uvtng 
We  have  the  program  and  plan  and  creed  and  solution  which 
must  come  eventually  to  the  United  States  someday  this 
program  must  be  adopted  before  we  can  solve  the  great  prob- 
lems which  now  trouble  our  times. 

TH«  BASIC  KLxacnrr  or  amducan  urz 

r.fl^^.^I'J'^jT^  ^^  ^  *°'^^  ^^«"  ^*^e  8reat  farm  element 
Of  the  United  States,  which,  after  all.  is  the  basic  element  of 
all  American  life,  the  producers  of  agricultural  products  and 
those  who  labor  and  toil  In  our  factories  Join  hands  with  the 
small  independent  businessmen  and  stand  behind  this  creed 
This  program— the  planks  here  outUned.  which  I  have 
quoted— I  wish  to  place  in  the  Record  so  that  those  who  may  ' 
be  Interested  in  research  may  find  inspiration  for  an  advance 
into  the  struggle  and  the  battle  which  is  before  us. 

We  cannot  permit  a  situation  In  the  United  States  to  con- 
tinue Indefinitely  In  which  more  than  10.000.000  are  out  of 
work,  a  situation  which  led  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  »t«te  on  the  front  steps  of  this  great  Capitol  not  so  long 
ago  that  one-third  of  our  people  were  lU-housed.  lU-fed.  and 
l-clothcd.  Our  problems  must  be  solved.  In  Ood's  good 
time  they  will  be  solved.  " 

TOtmC  AMD  TH«  fVTV%M  Or  AMOUCA 

hpfll'v^n")2^"5' }  *""  P^l*  PeMlmist.  I  am  an  optimist:  I 

S!  H»t[^  '':f"'*,J^"*''"  ""*  "**''«  o""  ^o'^  ^e  stumble  along 
the  dark  road.    If  we  cannot  solve  them,  youth  will  come  up 

of  o?Z  wT/h  .S'  '°^'^.°'  American  progress  with  the  creed 
of  Olson.  With  the  creed  of  our  party,  and  contribute  to  the 
greatness  and  glory  of  the  United  States  ^  ^  w^ 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  there  be  Inserted  at  the  close  of 
Ujese  remarks  a  bibliography  of  the  writings  and  seeches  o 
Uiis^reat  man  and  a  chronology  of  his  Ufe.    I  Sank  the 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rscord,  as  follows: 

BtBUOCHAPHT  ON   PLOTD  B.   OLSON 
nf  ATTGTTKAI.   MESSAGES 

First  inaugural  message.  January  7,  1931:  McOrath  and  Delmont, 
Floyd  B  Olson,  His  Life  and  Speeches,  page  117. 

Second  inaugural  message.  January  4,  1933:  McOrath  and  Del- 
mont. Floyd  B.  Olson.  His  Life  and  Speeches,  page  217. 

Third  inaugural  mesBage.  January  9,  1935:  McOrath  and  Delmont, 
Floyd  B  Olson,  His  Life  and  Speeches,  page  268. 

SPECIAL    MESSAGES 

Special  message  to  regular  session  of  Minnesota  State  Legislature, 
February  25.  1933:  Minnesota  SUte  Historical  Library. 

Message  to  the  special  session  of  the  Minnesota  State  Legislature, 
December  6.  1933;  McOrath  and  Delmont,  Floyd  B.  Olson.  His 
Life  and  Speeches,  page  322. 

Iferaage  to  the  1935  special  session  of  the  Minnesota  State  Legis- 
lature, called  to  pan  •odal-aecurlty  legislation.  December  3,  1935, 
McOrath  and  Delmont,  Floyd  B.  Olson,  His  Life  and  Speeches, 
page  292 

UtCISXJ^TTVK    ItESSAGCS    AND    PBOCLAMATIONS 

Mortgage  moratorium  proclamation  In  Minnesota.  February  24, 
1933:  McOrath  and  Delmont.  Floyd  B.  Olson,  His  Life  and  Speeches, 
page  232. 

Compulsory  unemployment  Insurance,  a  speech  in  house  cham- 
ber. February  25.  1933 :  Minnesota  State  Historical  Society  Library. 

Martial-law  proclamation  during  Minneapolis  truckers'  strike. 
July  26.  1934:  McOrath  &  Delmont,  Floyd  B.  Olson,  His  Life  and 
Speeches,  page  244. 

Veto  mriwngr  on  1935  omnibus  bill:  Minnesota  State  Historical 
Library. 

Armistice  Day  proclamation.  Novemlser  11,  1933:  McOrath  & 
Delmont,  Floyd  B.  Olson,  His  Life  and  Speeches,  page  243. 

rAKMEa-LABOm    PABTT     AODKSSSKS 

Farmer-Labor  convention  address.  St.  Paul  Auditorium,  March  27, 
1832:  Minne^oU  State  Historical  Library. 

Farmer-Labor  Association  convention  address.  St.  Patil  Audito- 
rium, March  20.  1982:  Minnesota  State  Historical  Library. 

All-party  dinner  address,  Radiason  Hotel,  MinneapolU,  May  21. 
1932:   Minnesota    State    Historical    Library. 

Keynote  address.  St.  Paul  Auditorium,  October  3,  1932:  Minne- 
sota State  Historical  Library. 

Farmer-Labor  Association  conrention  address.  St.  Paul  Audi- 
torium. March  27.  1934:  Minnesota  State  Historical  Library. 

Farmer-L.ibor  dinner  address.  Jackson,  Minn.,  October  12,  1934: 
Minnesota  State  Historical  Library. 

Farmer-Labor  convention,  last  speech  before  a  Farmer-Labor  con- 
vention, St.  Paul  Auditorium.  March  27.  1936:  Minnesota  State 
Historical  Library;  also  McOrath  &  Delmont.  page  297. 

SPEBCHES BAOIO  AND  CENEHAL 

The  Parmer-LiBbor  Party  and  Agriculture,  radio  address  over  WCCO, 
October  29.  1932:  Minnesota  State  Historical  Library. 

Cases  of  Unemployment,  radio  address  over  WCCO,  November  S, 

1932. 

Hormel  strike.  Governor  addresses  strikers,  November  13,  1933, 
Bt.  Paul  Dispatch. 

Truck  Drivers'  Strike  Address  over  KSTP,  August  27,  1934;  Blinne- 
■otn  State  Historical  Library 

Youth,  radio  address  over  WCCO,  September  27,  1934;  MinnesoU 
State  Historical  Library. 

United  States  Supreme  Court,  an  address:  Extension  of  remarks 
by  Hon  Ernest  LtrNOCEW  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  Con- 
omsioNAL  RBcoto.  Serenty-flfth  Congress,  first  session,  volume  81, 
Appendix,  pages  7t3-767. 
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My  Political  Creed.  Common  Sense,  April  198S 

A  National  Third  Party,  the  ntfOMr-Labor  Cballetiffe  to  Torjrtsm. 
Common  Sense,  Movrmbrr  1933. 

A  Primer  on  Unemployment  Instjnince.  and  Qtirfltlons  and  An- 
•wrrs  on  Unemployment  Insursnce  Leglslntlon.  and  Questions  and 
Answers  on  the  Utiemploymrnt  Reserve  Bill,  prepared  by  Gov.  Floyd 
B.  Olson.  St.  Paul,  1934.  10  pages. 

True  Tvachtnic— Purpose  of  Eduoation,  Minneapolis  Parents  and 
Teachers  Association  Publication,  19S0. 

mnrsTAPn  comment  anv  rBATViE  ARncuM 

Martltl  Law  for  the  Rich,  Literary  Dlgert,  April  29.  1998. 

SUte  Press  Versus  the  Hormel  Strike,  MinnesoU  Farmer-Labor 
LMMler,  November  8,  1983. 

.  Report  of  an  address  made  by  Oovemor  Olson.  St.  Paul  Pioneer 
Press.  December  22.  1938. 

Injunction  Denied  in  Truckers'  Strike  After  OUon  Appears  in 
Court.  Farmer-Labor  Leader,  Augtist  16,  1934. 

Presidential  Timber,  an  Interview  with  PatU  T.  Anderson, 
Farmer-Labor  Leader,  August  30.  1934. 

Olson  and  Youth.  Detroit  Lakes  Record,  October  5,  1934. 

Governor  Olson  and  Youth.  Cook  News  Herald,  October  6.  1934. 

Line  Between  Police  and  Citizens  Alliance,  Journal  of  Electrical 
Workers  and  Operators,  October  1934. 


Old- Age  Pensions,  Minneapolis  Tribune,  March  21,  1935. 

Bales  Tax,  St.  Paul  Dispatch.  March  21.  1935. 

A.  F.  of  L.  Endorses  Olson.  Minneapolis  Star.  August  21,  1935. 

Flour  City  Strike,  editorial  in  Pope  County  Tribune,  October 
4,  1936. 

Strutwear  strike  articles:  St.  Paul  Dispatch,  January  25.  1936; 
Minneapolis  Star,  January  25.  1936;  Minneapnilis  Jotirual,  February 
6,  1936;   St.  Paul  News,  February  7,   1936. 

Olson  Rebukes  Federal  Court  for  Criticism,  Washington  Poet. 
February  8,  1986. 

National  Third  Party.   Minneapolis  Journal,  March  27,   1936 

Floyd  B.  Olson,  editorial  in  Minneapolis  Star,  Augtist  26,  1936. 

Floyd  B.  Olson,  editorial  In  St.  Paul  Dally  News.  August  26.  1936. 

The  Man  Who  Never  Forgot,  editorial,  &ilnneapolls  Lalx>r  Review, 
August  28,  1936. 

Floyd,  an  editorial  in  Journal  of  Electrical  Workers  and  Opera- 
tions. September  1936. 

Declares  for  a  national  third  party  and  Federal  ownership  of 
business,  speech  to  MinnesoU  Farmer-Labor  convention.  New  York 
Times,  March  28,  1936  (p.  2,  ch.  2). 

Feature  article  on  leadership  of  third-party  movement  in  Min- 
nesota, New  York  Times.  May  19.  1935  (sec.  7.  p.  5). 

Inaugural  address.  New  York  Times,  January  8,  1931  (p.  41,  ch.  3). 

Speech  at  nxeeting  of  Great  Lakes  Harbor  Association,  warns  of 
Insurrection  by  farmers.  New  York  Times,  Octot>er  20,  1933  (p.  10, 
ch.  7). 

Speech  on  Government  aid  to  cooperatives;  speech  to  third-party 
group,  St.  Paul,  New  York  Times,  December  9,  1934  (p.  36,  ch.  I). 
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MinnesoU  Sets  Some  PrecedenU.  A.  Ross.  New  Republic. 
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MinnesoU  Sets  Some  PrecedenU;  Reply.  H.  Solow.  New  Re- 
public, 81:20,  Novemt>er  14,  1934. 

Minnesota's  Enigma.  J.  Janney.  American  Mercury,  120:47  +  , 
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Obituary.     New  Week.  8:40.  August  29.  1936. 

Article  m  Time.  28:13-14,  August  31,  1936. 

Floyd  BJernstJerne  Olson.  1891-1936.  Sketch.  Commercial  and 
Financial  Chronicle,   143:1336,  August  29,   1936. 

Olson:  Radical  and  Proud  of  It.  H.  Lefkowltz,  Review  of  Re- 
views. 91:36-40  4^,  May  1935 

Olson's  Senate  Problem      Literary  Digest,  121 :5-6,  January  4,  1936. 

Remarlu  In  Senate  relative  to  the  election  of  Gov  Floyd  B. 
Olson.  Congressional  Record,  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  first  ses- 
sion, volume  79.  page  749. 

Senator  Pro  Tempore.     Time.  27:9-10,  January  6,  1936. 

Symposium  of  views  of  cerUin  Governors  relative  to  the  St. 
Lawrence  waterway.  Conoressional  Record,  Seventy-second  Con- 
gress, second  ser^nlon.  volume  75.  pages  766-8.  Hon.  noyd  B.  Olson, 
Governor  of  Minnesota,  page  766 

Third-Party  AdvocaU.  Literary  Digest,  130:39,  Novemt>er  80, 
1936 

You  Bet  Yotir  Life  I'm  a  Radical.  F.  C.  Kelly.  Today,  pages 
S9  '  ,  a  9-f ,  December  33-39.  1934. 

Why  ft  New  Nfttlonal  Third  Party?    Common  Sense,  April  1938. 

Floyd  Olson — a  Tribute.  Belden  Rodman,  Common  Sense,  Sep- 
tcmber  1936. 

SOOKA 

John  S.  McOrath  and  Jftmes  J,  Delmont;  Floyd  Bjnrnsterne 
Olson,  Minnesota's  Greatest  Liberal  Oovemor.  A  memorisl  vol- 
ume, in  honor  of  the  lau  Oovemor  of  the  SUU  of  Minnesota, 
1930  36,  the  story  of  his  life  and  many  of  his  greaust  ipsscbss, 
St   Paul,  McOrath  and  Delmont.  1937,  333  pages, 

Farmer-Labor  Party  Speakers'  Manual  for  1933,  1934,  and  19S4 
campaigns. 

CONOaBSSIONAL  EBCOftD  aETCIlXNCaS 

Floyd  B.  Olson;  Hon.  R.  T.  Bcckler  of  Minnesota  In  the  House 
of  RepresenUtlves,  CoNoxEsstoNAL  Record,  Seventy-fifth  Congress, 
first  session,  voliune  81,  Appendix,  pages  3663-3664. 

Floyd  B.  Olson:  Hon.  Dewey  W.  Johnson  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. Congressional  Record.  Seventy-fifth  Congress,  first 
session,  volume  81,  Appendix,  page  2244, 

The  United  States  Supreme  Court  address  by  Oovemor  Olson, 
delivered  before  the  Farmer-Labor  convention  at  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
March  27.  1936  Hon.  BtntroN  K.  Wheeler  in  the  United  SUtea 
Senate,  Congressional  Record.  Seventy-fourtli  Congress,  second 
session,  volume  80,  pages  7842-7844. 
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Message  to  M!nne.<x>ta  Legislature  delivered  December  3.  1935,  by 
the  late  Governor  Olson:  Hon  EK>rE5T  Lukbet?*  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  Congrissional  Record.  Seventy-fifth  Congress,  first 
session,  volume  81,  Appendix,  pages  762-767. 

Floyd  B.  Olson.  Governor  of  Minnesota:  Inaugural  message  de- 
livered January  7.  1931.  Hon.  Ernest  LtTNDEn*  In  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, Seventy-third  Congress,  first  session,  1933,  volume  77, 
page  4564. 

Farmer-Labor  Party:  Remarks  of  Hon.  Exnzst  Lukdeen  In  the 
Rouse  of  Representatives.  Seventy-third  Congress,  first  session. 
1933.   volume   77.   page   4398. 

A  National  Labor  Party — Eventually.  Why  Not  Now?  Platforms 
•nd  national  parties.  Remarks  of  Hon.  Ernest  Lvtidzes.  Cok- 
enouoNAi.  RXC030,  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  1935,  volume  79,  page 
13516. 

Third  Inaugural  message  and  special  message  to  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Minnesota.  January  9,  1935.  Hon.  Ernist  LrNDro*  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  Concmssional  Record,  Seventy-fllth 
Congres>8,  1937,  volume  81.  part  9.  Appendix,  page  762. 

THR  CKRONOLOCT   OT   TLOTD   B.    OLSOlf 

November  13.  1891:  Bom  In  Minneapolis.  Minn.,  the  son  of 
Norwegian  and  Swedish  parents.  Paul  A.  Olson  and  Ida  Maria 
Nelnon  OLson. 

1897-1906:  Attended  Grant  and  Logan  grade  schools. 

1906-9:  Attended  and  graduated  from  North  High  School,  Minne- 
apolis. Minn 

1909:  Freight  handler  for  Northern  Pacific  Railway. 

Bummer.   1910:   Farm  work  in  North  Dakota. 

1910  11:  Attended  the  University  of  Minnesota. 

Summer.  1911:   Traveling  salesman  of  farm  machinery. 

1911-14:  Odd  Jobs;  scowman  on  the  Frazler  River,  silver  mining 
m  Canadian  Rockies,  and  an  attempt  to  strike  gold  In  Alaska. 

1914:  Returned  to  MinneapoUa  and  entered  the  law  office  of 
Prank  D  Larrabee  and  Otto  D.  Davles.  attending  night  classes  of 
the  Northwestern  CoUege  of  Law.  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

1915:  Graduated  from  the  Northwestern  College  of  Law  Minne- 
apolis, as  valedictorian  of  hU  class.  Passed  the  State  bar  exam- 
ination. 

1918:  Married  Mlw  Ada  A  Krejd,  of  New  Prague,  Minn.  To  them 
was  bom  one  child.  Patricia. 

1919:  Appointed  special  assistant  In  the  ofBce  of  the  county  attor- 
ney of  Hennepin  County. 

1920:  Appointed  county  attorney  by  the  county  commissioners. 

1000  o  ""  P«'»<^''a'»c  nomination  for  Congress  In  fifth  district. 
K-  ,a1;,o  .w  ^°^  flection  to  position  of  county  attorney  and  won 
by  70838.  the  greatest  plurality  ever  received  for  that  office. 

1834:  Made    his    first    run    for    Governor   of    Minnesota   on   the 
Parmer-Labor  ticket  and  lost  by  only  40  000  votes 
rJff^frfl^»'"^*f  fP""*y  attorney  by  33.580  majority  and  led  suc- 

fio"«  °^^^  against  municipal  graft  and  corruption 

1930:  Became  the  first  Parmer-Labor  Governor  of  the  State  and 

?o^,°°Hf'^"m"?»,*?''  Republican  opponent  by  a  plurality  of  iM^e 
vot^s.     He  held  this  position  until  his  death  «>  o.«o 

-thi^s?at.^M?nJi''^?'^K'"  *'^'=^'°°  as  Fanner-Labor  Governor  of 
the  State  of  Minnesota  by  a  majority  of  188.357 

BtI?^*',iD?*"*  victory  in  election  as  Parmer-Labor  Governor  of  the 
State  of  »«innesota  by  a  majority  of  72  453 

SenS'  JunJlV^a^^  Farmer-Labor  candidate  for  the  United  States 

Aulus*^   M     iVfi    V^.,f°  overwhelming  majority  of  161.700. 
Minn  ^^  °^  °°''-  '^^y^  ^    ^^^  »t  Rochester. 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  WORK  RELIET  AND  RELIEF 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  reUef.  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  make  the  p^int  tliat  there  is 
not  a  quorum  present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roU 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Bailey 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

BUbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark  Idaho 

Clark,  Mo. 

CDnnaUy 

Danaher 

Davis 


Donahey 

Downey 

Ellender 

George 

Gerry 

Gillette 

Green 

Guffey 

Ourney 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

King 

LaFt>Uette 
Lee 


Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

Miller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radcllffe 

Reed 

Reynolds 

Russell 

Schwarti 

SchweUenbach 


Sheppard 

Shlpstead 

Slattery 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Xbooias.  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Tobey 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-nine  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas  1.  The  yeas  and  nays 
have  been  requested. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  have  the  yeas  and  nays  been 
ordered? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  They  have  been  requested, 
but  not  ordered.     Is  there  a  sufficient  second? 

The  yeas  and  nays  are  ordered. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  simply  wish  to  add  a  word 
or  two  to  what  was  said  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Hill].  The  problem  is  rather  plain  and  simple.  In 
the  effort  to  economize  in  the  administration  of  the  W.  P.  A. 
the  appropriation,  as  recommended  by  the  House  committee, 
as  recommended  by  the  House,  as  recommended  by  the  Sen- 
ate committee,  represents  a  very  substantial  reduction  below 
the  appropriation  for  similar  purposes  last  year. 

The  Joint  resolution  itself  does  not  specify  anything  in 
reference  to  change  in  the  location  of.  offices.  It  is  probably 
true,  and  I  think  the  officials  recognize,  that  if  they  are  to 
administer  the  work  within  the  limits  of  the  funds  which 
are  provided  in  the  measure,  some  means  of  economy.  In- 
volving probably  reglonallzation  of  some  of  the  functions  of 
the  Treasury  Department,  will  have  to  be  agreed  upon.  If 
the  present  set-up  of  State  offices  is  continued  it  will  Involve 
either  consuming  the  appropriation  considerably  before  the 
end  of  the  year,  or  adding  $1,200,000  to  the  appropriation. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  very  carefully  pointed  out  from 
tables  contained  in  the  House  hearings  that  some  employees 
win  necessarily  be  moved  from  certain  States,  to  the  regional 
offices,  and  that  there  will  have  to  be  some  dismissals.  I 
gathered  from  the  Senator's  remarks  that  he  feels  it  would  be 
Improper  economy  to  dismiss  an  employee,  since  such  action 
might  force  the  employee  upon  relief. 

Personally  it  seems  to  me  that  the  W.  P.  A.  organization 
should  be  operated  as  economically  as  possible,  and  particu- 
larly in  these  days  when  such  tremendous  obligations  are 
being  imposed  upon  the  Government  for  defense  purposes. 

We  are  simply  confronted  with  this  question:  If  we  want 
to  maintain  State  offices,  if  we  want  to  maintain  700  em- 
ployees who  can  be  dispensed  with,  we  should  vote  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma.  If  we  are  will- 
ing to  dispense  with  practically  750  employees  in  order  to 
save  the  Government  $1,200,000.  the  answer  Is  clear.  That 
is  the  issue;  on  one  side  economy,  as  against  placement  and 
location  on  the  other. 

I  think  efficiency  will  not  be  substantially  affected  one  way 
or  the  other.  There  will  be  a  diminution  in  the  number  of 
employees  in  every  State  if  the  provisions  which  are  now  in 
the  bill  are  adopted.  It  Is  a  question  whether  or  not  we  are 
willing  to  accede  to  a  certain  reduction  in  the  personnel 
administering  the  fimctions  which  the  Treasury  Department 
performs  for  the  W.  P.  A.,  and  thus  make  a  saving 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr 
Thomas  1 . 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  dislike  to  disagree  with 
the  position  taken  on  this  question  by  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Adams],  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
and  I  dislike  to  disagree  with  the  majority  of  my  colleagues 
on  the  committee  about  this  or  any  other  matter.  I  also  cer- 
tainly want  the  Government  to  be  economical,  and  if  I  were  at 
all  assured  that  the  proposed  amendment  would  result  in  one- 
fifth  of  the  saving  which  is  claimed.  I  might  be  in  favor  of 
the  committee  provision,  but  I  do  not  believe  it  will  make  any 
saving.    I  believe  in  the  end  it  will  cost  more 

I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate  for  quite  a  long  time 
and  have  served  on  the  Appropriations  Committee  for  a  num- 
ber of  yeare.  I  and  other  Senators  have  seen  many  repre- 
sentatives from  various  bureaus  and  departments  come  for- 

rf  i  *r^  ?^'  "^^  "^""^"^  ^^^  «  «^^*^  a"^0"°t  of  money  by 
a  consolidation  here  and  a  consolidation  there  and  by  removal 
of  employees  here  and  removal  of  employees  there."  but 
When  the  time  comes  for  appropriations  to  be  made  for  the   • 
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next  year,  the  appropriations  are  usually  increased  instead  of 
decreased. 

What  does  the  proposed  appropriation  do?  At  the  present 
time  there  are  procurement  offices  in  the  States.  The  States 
are  reasonable  sutxllvisions.  They  are  natural  subdivisions. 
They  are  the  subdivisions  of  the  Constitution.  No  one  wants 
to  abolish  State  lines.  It  would  not  be  right  or  constitutional 
to  do  so.  But  what  we  do  in  effect  by  the  provision  in  the 
bill,  so  far  as  this  particular  activity  is  concerned,  is  to  tUjolish 
all  State  lines  and  establish  13  regions.  What  do  we  do? 
We  transfer  the  purchasing  of  Government  supplies  for  the 
W.  P.  A.  from  our  own  States  to  a  State  selected  by  the 
Department. 

Mr.  President,  I  cannot  better  express  the  situation  than 
was  expressed  to  me  in  a  letter  which  I  received  from  an 
honored  constituent  from  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  I  shall  read 
one  paragraph  of  it: 

It  is  apparent  to  us  that  the  service  should  be  kept  open  for  the 
Btatea  and  not  reglonalicad.  As  you,  of  course,  know,  there  are 
mllUons  of  dollars  belt^  spent  annually  for  various  kinds  of  mate- 
rials, supplies,  and  merchandise  through  this  office  for  the  many 
activities  of  the  Government  in  this  SUte.  Our  merchanU  and 
oontraoton  In  Tennessee  do  not  deserve  and  do  not  wish  to  have 
any  advantages  over  the  merchants  and  contractors  of  any  other 
Bute,  but  they  do  want,  and  they  emphasize  that  they  be  given  an 
equal  opportunity  with  other  merdiants  and  contractors,  and  It  Is 
our  opinion  that  the  way  to  Insure  an  even  distribution  of  these 
fundi,  which  is  certainly  to  be  desired  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
national  good.  Is  to  Insist  that  these  offices  remain  on  a  State  basis. 

What  could  be  a  more  natural  position  to  take  than  that  we 
should  continue  this  work  on  a  State  basis? 

This  work  has  b^n  in  operation  for  7  years.  Seven  years  is 
a  good  long  time.  The  organization  has  operated  on  a  State 
basis  for  7  years.  Now,  after  7  years  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  comes  forward  with  the  regional  plan  of  action. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the, testimony  of  the  Treasvuy  Department  before  the 
subcommittee  clearly  shows  that  this  change  is  not  instituted 
by  the  Treasury  Department.  They  have  been  satisfied,  and 
are  still  satisfied.  The  change  was  proposed  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  Those  who  have  been  operating 
under  the  present  system  are  satisfied  with  it,  and  are  per- 
fectly willing  to  keep  it  in  operation. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 
What  he  says  is  true.  The  Procurement  Office,  so  far  as  I 
know,  has  not  made  a  request  that  this  change  he  made.  The 
W.  P.  A.  did  not  originate  the  proposal.  It  has  been  made  by 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  I  do  not  know  what  experience 
the  change  is  based  on.  For  7  years  we  have  been  told  that 
the  way  to  purchase  these  supplies  is  through  the  various 
State  offices.  I  think  our  experience  is  worth  something. 
The  W.  P.  A.  has  done  a  good  job.  The  Procurement  Office  of 
the  Treasury  has  done  a  good  Job.  I  think  we  ought  not  to 
go  Into  an  untried  field.  In  other  words,  suppose  there  are 
$2,000,000  of  contracts  to  be  let  in  the  State  of  Colorado,  and 
the  Colorado  State  office  is  moved  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  I 
do  not  remember  whether  or  not  it  is  proposed  to  be  moved  at 
all,  but  I  am  considering  that  it  may  be  moved  to  Los  Angeles, 
or  to  a  nearer  State. 

It  practically  eliminates  the  contractors  from  bidding  on 
those  supplies.  They  must  go  to  Los  Angeles  to  bid.  The 
contractors  must  take  up  the  matter  at  Los  Angeles.  In 
other  words,  the  purchase  of  those  supplies  would  virtually 
be  moved  to  California  and  would  no  longer  exist  in  the 
State  of  Colorado. 

A  similar  situation  exists  In  Tennessee.  Our  contractors 
would  have  to  go  to  Atlanta.  I  know  nothing  about  the 
matter,  and  have  never  had  anything  to  do  with  it.  I  do 
not  know  the  man  who  purchases  the  supplies;  but,  as  I 
understand,  we  have  been  purchasing  supplies  under  the  pres- 
ent system  for  7  years.  I  have  never  heard  of  any  friction 
over  it  or  any  claim  that  the  system  had  not  been  honestly, 
fairly,  and  justly  administered.  I  have  never  heard  of  the 
Procurement  Office  of  the  Treasury  being  criticized  for  what 
it  has  done  during  the  past  7  years. 


It  is  now  proposed  to  change  the  system  and  consolidate 
it  into  13  districts.  The  purchase  of  all  the  supphes  for 
the  W.  P.  A.  Is  to  be  consolidated  into  13  districts.  I  do  not 
think  such  a  plan  is  fair  to  the  States.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  a  good  policy.  We  have  regional  offices  In  some  other 
departments,  but  only  here  and  there. 

I  now  3riekl  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  call  two  things  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  Of  course,  no 
department  ever  originated  any  reduction  in  its  own  per- 
sonnel.   That  is  too  obvious  to  deserve  comment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  is  true.  That  is  just  what  I  am 
complaining  about.  The  purpose  is  not  to  lessen  the  num- 
ber of  personnel.  The  purpose  Is  not  economy.  The  num- 
ber of  employees  will  be  as  great  as  before.  The  only  differ- 
ence is  that  they  will  be  consolidated  in  13  States  Instead 
of  48. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  stated  that  he 
did  not  believe  there  would  be  any  economy.  The  economy 
is  written  into  the  joint  resolution.  Last  year  the  Procure- 
ment Division  had  $5,200,000.  This  year,  under  the  joint 
resolution,  it  receives  $3,225,000.  Last  year  the  Division  of 
Disbursements  had  $2,500,000.  The  joint  resolution  provides 
$1,724,000  for  It.  Last  year  the  Office  of  Commissioner  of 
Accounts  and  Deposits  in  the  Division  of  Bookkeeping  and 
Warrants  had  $5,073,000,  and  the  joint  resolution  provides 
$3,827,000  for  that  office.  In  other  words,  under  the  terms 
of  the  joint  resolution  there  is  a  positive  reduction,  a  positive 
economy. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  appropriation  this  year  is  about 
two-thirds  of  what  it  was  last  year.  It  is  a  little  more  than 
a  fourth  of  what  it  was  3  or  4  years  ago.  The  Senator  does 
not  give  the  relation  of  the  figures.  The  appropriations  this 
year  are  less  than  they  were  last  year. , 

As  I  understand,  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  does  not  increase  the  appropriation.  So  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  am  willing  to  take  the  appropriation  as  it  is 
in  the  joint  resolution.  I  do  not  want  to  increase  the  ap- 
propriation; but  the  procurement  of  supplies  ought  not  to 
be  taken  out  of  48  States  and  put  in  the  hands  of  the  mer- 
chants of  13  States. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  procurement  of  supplies 
will  not  be  taken  from  the  States.    That  is  not  the  provision. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Just  a  moment,  if  the  Senator  will  per- 
mit me. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    May  I  read  from  the  testimony? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  Schoeneman,  who  is  In  chaiige  of  that 
matter,  said: 

Now,  the  reglonallzation  In  the  case  of  procurement  offices  Is  not 
exactly  comparable  to  the  reglonallzation  of  offices  of  accounts  and 
disbursements,  because  the  Procurement  Division  has  no  Intention 
of  regionalizing  all  of   Its  ftuictlons — merely  Its  vouchering  and 

administrative  functions. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Oh,  no. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  There  is  a  saving  in  that  connection  of  about 
$175,000. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  is  entirely 
mistaken. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  am  reading  from  the  record. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  do  not  care  what  the  Senator  Is  read- 
ing from.  Some  of  the  State  offices  would  be  kept  in  each 
State,  and  that  is  why  there  would  be  no  saving  or  economy. 
There  would  be  these  employees  in  addition  to  the  big  number 
in  the  regional  office.  Some  sort  of  an  office  would  be  kept 
in  each  State,  and  that  office  would  be  permitted  to  purchase 
small  amounts  of  supplies,  probably  not  to  exceed  $500.  The 
State  offices  might  be  permitted  to  buy  a  few  spools  of  cotton, 
a  few  picks  and  shovels,  and  perhaps  a  hoe  occasionally. 
They  might  buy  a  few  plows,  but  that  is  about  all.  Some 
sort  of  a  State  office  will  have  to  be  retained  to  keep  certain 
persons  in  office  in  the  various  States;  but  the  large  contracts 
will  all  be  moved  to  the  13  great  cities  provided  for  in  the 
Joint  resolution. 
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I  am  opposed  to  It.  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  be  done,  and 
I  hope  the  Senate  will  agree  to  the  amendment  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Oklahoma  I  Mr.  Thom.^s]. 

I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  obliterate  State  lines  in  this 

way.    Why  should  we  undertake,  in  a  roundabout  manner, 

to  obliterate  State  lines?     Why  should  we  vote  against  our 

•    own  States  in  favor  of  the  13  States  favored  by  the  Budget 

Director? 

I  like  the  Budget  Director.  He  is  a  very  fine  man.  I  do 
not  criticize  him;  but  I  do  not  think  the  Budget  Director  has 
authority  to  abolish  State  lines.  So  far  as  my  vote  is  con- 
cerned, I  will  not  vote  to  give  him  the  authority  to  abolish 
State  lines. 

Mr.  HIIX.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Who  has  a  greater  duty  than  Members  of  the 
Senate  to  protect  the  States?  Senators  represent  their  re- 
spective States.    They  ought  to  protect  their  States. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  do  not  know 
about  the  relative  duty;  but  so  long  as  I  am  able  to  hold  up 
my  hand  and  have  a  place  in  this  body  I  will  stand  by  my 
State,  and  I  will  stand  by  the  rights  of  all  other  States  as  well. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  trust  the  Senator  may  be 
spared  many,  many  years,  so  that  he  may  grace  this  body 
and  hold  up  his  hand  and  fight  for  his  State. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  thank  the  Senator,  and  I  join  in  that 
hope. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  am  sure  the  people  of  Tennessee,  In  the 
coming  November,  will  echo  our  hopes. 

However,  in  this  particular  matter  State  lines  are  not " 
necessarily  involved.  The  Senator  and  I  have  repeatedly 
voted  against  proposals  which  have  come  from  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle  to  reduce  W.  P.  A.  appropriation  and  man- 
agement to  State  lines.  We  have  taken  the  position  that 
the  obligation  is  national.  We  have  declined  to  turn  the 
control  back  to  the  States,  and  have  repudiated  the  argu- 
ment that  we  must  not  disregard  State  lines. 

The  purpose  of  this  provision,  is  to  bring  about  economy. 
One  result  will  be  that  some  persons  will  lose  their  jobs  If 
the  economy  is  effected.  Another  result  will  be  that  some 
persons  will  be  moved  from  where  they  now  are.  A  third 
result  will  be  that  some  persons  will  not  be  able  to  sell  who 
now  are  able  to  sell.  If  the  Senate  wants  to  oppose  the 
saving  of  $1,200,000,  of  course,  that  is  for  the  Senate  to 
decide.  The  committee,  with  the  exception  of  two  of  its 
most  distinguished  members,  voted  to  make  the  saving,  even 
though  some  employees  in  various  States  will  lose  their 
places. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President.  I  agree  that  the  obliga- 
tion to  administer  W.  P.  A.  Is  national,  and  that  we  must 
treat  It  as  national.  However,  the  National  Government  has 
no  right  to  destroy  State  lines.  The  Constitution  under 
which  we  operate  provides  for  States.  It  nowhere  provides 
for  regions.  The  word  "region"  does  not  appear  in  the 
Constitution. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  did  the  Senator  vote  for  the 
Federal  Reserve  System? 

Mr  McpLLAR.  I  did.  That  system  is  not  in  the  Con- 
stitution, but  it  Is  an  entirely  different  matter  from  the  one 
here  discussed.  The  purpose  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
was  to  look  after  the  currency  and  the  money  of  the  entire 
country,  a  constitutional  requirement.  It  was  not  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  to  affect  the  purchase  of 
supplies  in  various  States. 

Mr.  President.  I  want  Senators  to  know  what  they  are 
voting  for  when  they  vote  against  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma.    I  take  up  the  several  regions 

Connecticut,  Maine.  New  Hampshire,  and  Vermont' wUl 
^  over  to  Boston,  Mass.,  the  purchase  of  such  goods 

^yfrr^enT^'^'^'^  *"  '"*''  ^  "^^^  '°  ^^^  ^°^^  Stated 

.     Mr-.S^^'  iTeld"^^^'^"''  ""^  "^^  ^^^^-  ^^^^^^ 

Mr.  BANKIffiAD.    I  wish  to  call  the  Senator's  attenUon  to 

the  fact  that,  in  addition,  all  employees  now  In  the  Office  of 


Accounts  and  Deposits,  as  weU  as  the  Disbursement  Division, 
will  be  moved  out  of  the  State. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Of  course,  ostensibly  or  technically  they 
may  be  moved  out ;  but  we  knew  that  persons  who  have  lived 
In  a  State  all  their  lives  will  not  be  moved  out.  The  places 
will  go  to  others,  in  the  States  In  which  the  offices  are  estab- 
lished. 

The  second  region.  New  York  State,  does  not  make  any 
difference,  because  that  is  a  district  within  itself. 

What  about  the  third  district?  Where  is  Delaware?  Dela- 
ware and  New  Jersey  will  turn  over  to  Philadelphia  all  the 
purchases  which  now  take  place  in  those  States.  I  do  not 
object  at  all  to  the  home  city  of  my  friend  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  fMr.  GxtffeyI  receiving  the  benefit  of  the  sale 
of  goods  for  three  States,  but  I  think  it  Is  very  hard  on  Dela- 
ware and  New  Jersey. 
Mr.  HUGHES.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUGHES.    I  object  to  transferring  the  offices  to  Phila- 
delphia.   We  have  had  an  office  in  our  State  for  7  years.    It 
has  worked  satisfactorily.    However,  I  have  heard  that  It  Is 
proposed  to  move  it  to  Philadelphia.    I  am  rather  averse  to 
this  regional  shifting  around,  and  I  think  the  office  ought  to 
remain  where  it  now  is. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  think  the  Senator  is  entirely  correct 
Mr.  GUFFEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield' 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GUFFEY.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware. I  hope  neither  the  Delaware  office  nor  the  New  Jersey 
office  wUl  be  moved  to  Philadelphia.  In  my  opinion,  they 
should  remain  where  they  now  are. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  thank  my  friend,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania,  for  the  manly,  courageous,  and  fair  posi- 
tion he  takes  on  this  question. 

I  have  my  hand  on  the  shoulder  of  the  majority  leader 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  I  Mr.  Barkley],  and  I  want  to 
call  his  attention  to  what  has  been  done  to  Kentucky.  Thpy 
did  not  even  pay  any  attention  to  the  majority  leader  when 
they  established  these  new  regions,  for  hereafter  the  purchase 
of  several  million  dollars  of  suppUes  for  the  State  of  Kentucky 

^i\  ^rZ^^^  ^°  ^^^°-  "^^y  ^*"  ^  ^"8ht  at  Cleveland 
Ohio.  They  did  not  even  select  a  place  close  to  my  friend 
from  Kentucky;  they  could  have  put  it  at  Cincinnati,  which  is 
a  great  city,  but  the  Budget  Director— a  fine  man,  I  have  no 
doubt-put  Kentucky  in  Ohio,  and  In  Cleveland.  Ohio 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BANMEAD.  I  hope  the  Senator  wiU  not  faU  to  em- 
L  i^f,^  the  majority  leader  and  to  other  Senators  that, 
in  addition  to  the  removal  of  purchases,  either  all  the  em- 
ployees m  these  divisions  will  be  discharged  or  they  will  be 
moved  out  of  the  Stat^-one  or  the  other.  To  me  that  is 
more  important  than  is  the  matter  of  purchasing  supplies 

Mr  McKQJAR  It  means  something,  of  course,  but  'the 
purchasing  of  supplies  ought  to  be  made  in  the  State  in  which 
tney  are  used. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield. 

fn^.  ^^f^^^u  \!  ^  "°^  ^^^  «^^^  "^K  they  have  done 
to  me.  for  Kentucky  has  to  go  to  Cleveland  to  borrow  money 
when  it  could  borrow  it  at  Louisville.     [LaughtVr  ] 
Mr.  McKELLAR.    Now  I  come  to  the  next  one  region  5 

Srv^'^f'^.f  ^  11  \°^"  '^'  ^°^^  "State"  from  oVvSabu 
lary.    It  will  not  be  long,  if  the  plan  works  weU  in  thL  in 

re^o^  ""'"  ""'  ^  °^^''  °"^^'  ^"^"^^  t^  thes^eat 

th^"  ^A^c.  ^^:  P^^ldent,  the  Senator  did  not  confine 
the  T.  V.  A.  to  State  hnes,  did  he?  "**"c 

na^on^lf^^^    ^°-    ^  ^^^^^^^  Project  is  to  be  treated 
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The  T.  V.  A.  is  truly  national  in  Its  scope  and  character. 
It  Ls  in  five  or  six  States,  but.  thank  Heaven,  it  has  not  been 
placed  in  a  region. 

Jilr.  BARKLEY.  God  made  the  Tennessee  River,  but  he 
did  not  make  these  regional  offices.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  will  not  be  long  t>efore  the  Budget 
Director  will  be  rearranging  the  Tennessee  River  just  as  he  is 
rearranging  the  Ohio  River.     [Laughter.] 

I  next  come  to  Washington.  Where  are  the  Senators  from 
Maryland.  Ncrth  Carolina,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia? 
[Laughter.]  I  do  not  know  whether  they  are  here  or  not. 
but  in  their  several  States  the  purchases  made  for  W.  P.  A. 
are  going  to  be  taken  out  of  those  several  States  stnd  turned 
over  to  Washington.  Great  Washington  City!  Long  may 
she  wave  and  prosper.  She  is  doing  pretty  well;  I  have  noth- 
ing but  the  kindest  feelings  and  interest  toward  Washington; 
I  like  to  live  here  a  part  of  the  year;  but  I  do  not  think  that 
Washington  should  be  preferred  over  Baltimore  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senator  to  tell  me 
where  he  derives  the  statement  that  purchasing  will  be  taken 
away  from  the  States  where  they  are  now  made? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  will  read  from  a  statement: 

Ovir  merchants  and  contractors  In  Tennessee 

Mr.  ADAMS.    May  I  ask  from  what  the  Senator  Is  reading? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  From  Mr.  R.  B.  Beal,  a  gentleman  from 
Nashville.  Tenn..  who  wrote  me  about  it. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    He  is  not  connected  with  W.  P.  A.,  is  he? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Not  in  any  way,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  There  is  not  in  the  bill  now  under  considera- 
tion any  provision  which  would  In  any  way  remove  purchasing 
authority  and  power  from  where  it  now  is.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  that  the  record  shows  that  it  vould  only  take  $175,000 
to  keep  the  procurement  offices  where  they  are  now.  and  that 
is  not  a  major  Issue  in  this  particular  matter. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  We  all  know  that  merchants  in 
Memphis,  for  instance,  will  not  care  to  go  to  Atlanta,  which 
is  350  or  400  miles  away.  Yet  our  merchants  will  have  to  go 
there  to  bid;  they  cannot  bid  unless  they  do  go  there,  and 
when  they  go  there  they  are  outside  looking  in ;  they  no  longer 
have  any  local  position;  the  Atlanta  officials  may  not  be  par- 
ticularly Interested  in  Memphis  sellers.  Probably  the  Mis- 
sissippi merchants — I  will  find  out  from  the  Mississippi  people, 
as  I  see  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Harrison  ]  looking 
at  me.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senator  not  to 
mention  that,  because  that  is  a  sad  story  with  me.  [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  know  It  Is  a  sad  story.  I  wish  the 
Maryland  Senators  and  the  North  Carolina  Senators  were 
present.    They  are  detained  on  official  business. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  will  say  that  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina has  been  here  during  most  of  this  debate,  diligently 
looking  after  the  interests  of  North  Carolina,  and  he  Is 
wholeheartedly  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  happy  to  hear  that.  I  know  both 
Senators  to  be  able  and  splendid  Senators. 

I  come  to  region  No.  6.  No  longer  is  it  the  proud  State  of 
Georgia,  no  longer  is  it  the  proud  State  of  Tennessee  or  the 
the  proud  State  of  Florida  or  the  proud  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina; no,  they  have  been  merged  into  the  region  of  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

Alabama;  I  think  Alabama  is  all  right.  Both  the  Senators 
from  Alabama  are  here.  Florida.  I  do  not  know  how 
Florida  is.  but  the  Senators  from  Florida  are  all  right.  I  am 
sorry  they  are  not  here.  The  rights  of  their  citizens  are  iDeIng 
invaded  by  a  disregard  of  their  State's  rights  provided  for  by 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

I  next  come  to  region  No.  7.  Wisconsin  is  blotted  out; 
Michigan  Is  blotted  out;  Iowa  is  blotted  out;  Indiana  is 
blotted  out.    Where  is 

Mr.  MINTON.    Here  I  am.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  You  are  no  longer  from  Indiana;  you 
are  from  a  region  of  Chicago.    [Laughter.] 


Mr.  PEPPER.    WUl  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  wish  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see for  the  solicitude  he  evidences  for  my  State  and  to  tell 
him  that  I  share  very  heartily  in  his  expression  of  views  and 
am  going  to  vote  that  way  when  I  get  an  opportunity. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  thank  the  Senator.  He  Is  going  to 
have  the  opportunity  in  a  few  minutes  to  vote  for  his  State 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

I  return,  by  request,  to  the  region  in  Washington.  I  see 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely]  has  come  in.  I 
am  looking  for  the  other  Senator  from  West  Virginia.  I 
am  sure  he  feels  the  same  way  about  his  State.  The  people 
of  West  Virginia  will  have  to  come  to  Washington  under  this 
bill. 

Mr.  NEELY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Let  me  assure  my  distinguished  and  beloved 
friend  from  Tennessee  that,  so  far  as  my  vote  Is  concerned, 
the  Treasury's  employees  who  are  now  stationed  in  West 
Virginia  will  not  be  transferred  to  Washington. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  wish  that  this  fervent  objection  to  people 
leaving  their  States  and  coming  to  Washington  might  have 
prevailed  during  the  earlier  days  of  the  present  administra- 
tion, when  there  was  a  great  army  besieging  Washington. 
They  left  Tennessee  and  West  Virginia  to  come  to  Washing- 
ton, and  they  are  now  here  by  the  tens  of  thousands.  They 
had  no  reluctance  about  coming  to  Washington  then,  and  I 
know,  so  far  as  my  State  is  concerned,  they  are  still  willing 
to  come  here. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  was  a  little  too  fast  for  me. 
If  any  Tennesseeans  came  to  Washington,  it  was  so  long  ago 
that  I  have  forgotten  what  a  new  Tennesseean  in  Washing- 
ton looks  like.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  ADAMS.    They  are  wiUing  to  come. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  They  may  be  willing,  but  they  do  not 
get  the  opportunity. 

I  next  come  to  region  No.  8;  no  longer  Missouri  and  Arkan- 
sas, but  region  No.  8.  Here  is  one  of  the  Senators  from  region 
No.  8,  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  (Mrs.  Caraway],  one 
of  the  best-known  women  in  the  world,  an  able  and  dis- 
tinguished woman.  I  wonder  if  she  wants  to  abolish  the 
Arkansas  State  lines  and  become  a  part  of  the  "region  of 
Missouri"? 

Mrs.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  I  beg  leave  to  state  that 
I  am  for  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Thomas],  and  shall  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Fine.  I  thank  the  Senator.  Where  is 
the  colleague  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  MILLER.    Here  I  am. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  is  right  on  the  job;  and  I 
now  see  him.  The  Senator  does  not  want  to  abolish  his 
State,  does  he.  so  far  as  the  purchase  of  these  supplies  is 
concerned? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  shall  not  consent  to  the  abolishment  of 
the  State  offices,  and  shall  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  merely  wish  to  announce  that  I  have 
been  called  to  the  telephone  so  that  if  I  am  absent  the 
Senator  will  realize  why  I  am  absent.  I  am  listening  with 
great  approval  to  what  he  is  saying.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  thank  the  Senator.  He  is  an  able 
Senator,  and  represents  a  great  State. 

I  next  come  to  Minnesota,  region  No.  9;  North  Da- 
kota and  South  Dakota  have  been  abolished.    Let  me  say 
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to  my  handsome  young  friend  sitting  in  front  of  me  that. 
so  far  as  his  Slate  is  concerned,  all  purchases  are  going  to 
be  given  to  Biinnesota.  But  that  is  not  all.  There  is  another 
region — Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  Oklahoma. 

Here  is  my  distinguished  friend,  Georgx  Norris.  who 
served  in  the  House — I  started  to  say  "one  of  the  elder 
statesmen."  but  I  would  not  have  been  correct  about  that — 
when  I  went  there  30  years  ago.  and  has  been  serving  in 
Congress  all  this  time  with  fidelity  and  honor.  He  thought 
he  was  coming  from  Nebraska.  He  has  always  said  he  came 
from  Nebraska;  but  under  this  joint  resolution  he  comes 
from  region  No.  10.    [Laughter.] 

I  now  come  to  California  and  Nevada.  California  is  the 
region,  and  Nevada  becomes  a  part  of  California  in  that 
region. 

The  next  is  Arizona;  and  California  gets  that  State  too. 
California  gets  two  of  them.  Nevada  was  one.  Arizona  was 
the  other. 

Here  is  region  No.  13.  When  I  first  came  to  the  House, 
30  years  ago.  one  of  the  handsomest,  one  of  the  most  dash- 
ing, one  of  the  most  eloquent  men  in  the  House  at  that 
time — I  think  I  heard  him  2  or  3  days  after  I  got  there,  and 
I  had  no  idea  there  were  any  such  orators  in  the  coimtry  as 
he  was — was  my  friend  Pat  Harrison.  I  was  told  he  was 
from  Mississippi,  but  that  was  wrong.  He  is  not  from  Mis- 
sissippi. He  is  from  region  No.  14.  at  New  Orleans. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  am  in  sympathy  with 
what  the  Senator  is  saying. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  thank  the  Senator.    . 

The  next  States  are  Idaho  and  Utah.  Idaho  is  swallowed 
up  by  Utah,  and  Oregon  is  swallowed  up  by  Washington. 

The  remarkable  thing  about  the  Budget  Director  is  that 
he  has  disposed  of  the  States  of  both  the  majority  leader 
[Mr.  Barkley]  and  the  minority  leader  [Mr.  McNaryI. 
He  puts  the  majority  leader  in  Ohio  and  he  puts  the  minor- 
ity leader  in  Washington.  I  dj  not  think  he  is  right  in 
either  case. 

I  think  I  need  not  pursue  this  matter  further.  We  have 
pursued  it  somewhat  in  a  good-humored  way  this  afternoon, 
but  I  have  brought  it  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  in  this 
way  just  to  show  the  true  situation. 

Mr.  GREEN  and  Mr.  ADAMS  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee yield,  and.  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island.     Then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President.  I  have  listened  with  great 
admiration  to  this  catalog  of  States,  and  the  tributes  imid  to 
each;  but  I  exceedingly  regret  that  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee has  been  guilty  of  a  sin  of  omission.  I  know  he  is 
often  guilty  of  sins  of  commission,  but  not  of  sins  of  omis- 
sion. Of  the  48  States  he  has  enumerated  47.  and  has 
omitted  the  greatest  in  every  respect  except  geographical 
Size,  and  that  is  the  State  of  Rhode  Island. 

I  hope  he  will  not  omit  that  State,  because  I  know  that 
all  the  residents  of  Rhode  Island,  when  they  read  the  Con- 
gressional Record  tomorrow,  will  be  very  much  disappointed, 
and  I  probably  shall  receive  a  thousand  telegrams  asking 
me  why  Rhode  Island  was  overlooked. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  let  me  lend 
him  a  pair  of  microscopic  glasses  so  that  he  can  see  the 
State  of  Rhode  Island?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President.  I  thank  the  Senator,  but 
I  have  been  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island.  It  is  not  a  large 
State,  but  it  is  a  wonderful  State.  It  has  many  factories. 
It  has  many  industries.  There  are  many  businesses  there. 
It  is  a  great  State.  The  people  of  Rhode  Island  are  a  great 
people. 

When  the  Government  buys  wares  and  merchandise 
through  the  W.  P.  A.  for  use  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island, 
it  ought  to  buy  them  from  the  merchants  and  businessmen 
of  Rhode  Island.  In  some  way  It  seems  that  the  Senator's 
State  is  not  included  in  these  lists  as  I  hastily  looked  at 
them.    Tliat  is  the  cxxly  reason  why  I  happened  to  omit  It. 


I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  that  there 
was  nothing  personal  about  my  action,  either  to  him  or  to 
his  State,  because  the  Senator  is  a  splendid  representative 
of  his  State,  whom  I  honor  very,  very  greatly.  He  serves 
on  the  Appropriations  Committee  with  me.  and  I  know  there 
is  no  more  diligent  or  faithful  or  able  Senator  in  this  body 
than  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Rhode  Island. 

Mr.  GREEN.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  for  hJs 
tribute:  and  I  am  only  sorry  that  I  am  not  rtinning  for 
reelection  this  year.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  be  reelected 
often. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  simply  want  to  say  that  I 
heard  the  Senator  refer  to  his  own  remarks  as  humorous.  I 
should  not  want  his  patriotic  appeal  to  be  referred  to  lightly, 
or  as  humorous,  because  I  know  that  some  of  us  who  have  en- 
deavored to  stand  up  against  the  "blitzkrieg"  feel  as  little  Hol- 
land felt  when  assailed  by  Hitler.  This  is  certainly  a  most 
patriotic,  serious  matter,  and  I  appreciate  what  is  happening. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  let  me  say 
that  when  the  Government  purchases  supplies  for  use  in  a 
State,  if  there  are  in  the  State  mercantile  establishments  and 
business  houses  and  factories  from  which  the  supplies  can 
be  purchased,  probably  more  reasonably  than  elsewhere,  and 
without  the  payment  of  freight  charges  and  commissions,  it 
seems  to  me  the  Government  will  save  money  by  purchas- 
ing the  supplies  there.  I  believe  the  plan  which  has  been  so 
admirably,  so  honestly,  so  fairly,  and  justly  carried  on  during 
these  7  years  of  W.  P.  A.  should  be  continued.  Nobody  has 
ever  heard  a  complaint  about  the  system  from  the  Purchas- 
ing Department  of  the  Treasury  during  that  time,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  ought  to  be  changed  now.  I  do  not  think  it 
ought  to  be  consolidated  in  the  way  that  is  proposed. 

Take  the  State  of  Missouri  as  an  example:  Missouri  has 
two  offices.  One  was  not  enough.  Somebody  felt  extremely 
kindly  toward  Missouri.  The  present  Presiding  OflBcer  of  the 
Senate,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Chandler  1.  was 
put  in  Ohio;  but  some  people  in  States  around  Missouri  were 
put  in  the  eastern  part  of  Missouri  at  St.  Louis,  and  others 
were  put  in  the  western  part  of  Missouri  at  Kansas  City. 
I  have  nothing  in  the  world  against  Missouri  or  St.  Louis 
or  Kansas  City,  but  I  think  these  activities  ought  to  be  carried 
on  in  each  of  the  States  where  they  can  be  letter  managed 
and  more  economically  managed,  as  shown  by  actual  experi- 
ence. I  think  the  business  ought  to  be  transacted  in  the 
various  States. 

I  certainly  hope  the  Senate  will  adopt  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  my  distinguished  friend  from  Oklahoma  I  Mr. 
Thomas  1 . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  ThomasI.  On  that  question  the  yeas  and  nasrs  have  been 
ordered.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Glass] 
which  I  transfer  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Gibson],  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton [Mr.  Bone],  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Burke], 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark],  the  Senator  from 
California  [Mr.  Downey],  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  HoLTl.  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson],  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Reynolds],  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
TRtTMANl,  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  TydingsI.  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  ByrdI.  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCarran].  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Van 
NuysI  are  necessarily  detained. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smathers]  is  detained 
by  illness  In  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Reynolds]  Is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russku.1.    If  present 


and  voting,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Reynolds] 
would  vote  "yea,"  and  the  Senator  from  Cjteorgia  [Mr.  Rus- 
sell! would  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Bar- 
bour] if  present  would  vote  "yea."  He  is  unavoidably  de- 
tained on  official  duties. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  VandenbergI  has  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  TrttmanI. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Fraziee]  has  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  Maryland   [Mr.  TydingsI. 

My  colleague,  the  junior  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gib- 
son], would  vote  "yea."  if  present.    He  is  necessarily  absent 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  69,  nays  7,  as  follows: 

TEAS — 69 


Andrews 

Donahey 

Lee 

Schwellenbach 

Ashurst 

Ellender 

Lodge 

Sheppard 

Austin 

George 

Lundeen 

Shlpstead 

Bailey 

Oerry 

McKellar 

Smith 

BanlLheftd 

Gillette 

McNary 

Stewart 

BarUey 

Green 

Maloncy 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Bilbo 

Gufley 

Mead 

Thomas,  OKla. 

BrldgM 

Oumey 

Miller 

Thomas.  Utah 

Brown 

Hale 

Minton 

Tobey 

Bulow 

Harrison 

Murray 

Townsend 

Capper 

Hatch 

Neely 

Wagner 

Caraway 

Hayden 

O'Mahoney 

Walsh 

Chandler 

Herring 

Overton 

Wheeler 

Chavei 

Hill  ' 

Pepper 

White 

Oark.  Idaho 

Holman 

Plttman 

WUey 

Connally 

Hxighes 

Radcllffe 

Danaher 

King 

Reed 

Dana 

La  FoUette 

Schwartz 
NATS— 7 

Adazna 

Lucas 

Nye 

Taft 

Byraea 

Noma 

SUttery 

NOT  VOTING— aO 

Barbour 

Downey 

Johnson,  CallT. 

Smathera 

Bone 

Prazler 

Jbhnson.  Colo. 

Truman 

Burke 

Gibson 

McCarran 

Tydlngs 

Byrd 

Glass 

Reynolds 

Vandenberg 

Clark.  Mo. 

Hott 

BusseU 

Van  Nuys 

So  the  amendment  of  B«Ir.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  send  an  amendment  to  the 
desk,  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  add  a  new  section 
at  the  end  of  the  joint  resolution  to  read  as  follows: 

Sbc.  40.  The  President  is  hereby  authorized  through  such  agency 
or  agencies  as  he  may  designate  to  purchase  exclusively  In  the 
United  States  and  to  transport  and  distribute  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided, agricultural,  medical,  and  other  supplies  for  the  relief  of 
refugee  men.  women,  and  children,  who  have  been  driven  from  their 
homes  or  otherwise  rendered  destitute  by  hostUltles  or  Invasion. 
When  so  purchased,  such  materials  and  supplies  are  hereby  au- 
thorized to  be  distributed  by  the  President  through  the  American 
Red  Cross  or  such  governmental  or  other  agencies  as  he  may 
designate  The  cost  of  such  distribution  shall  be  paid  out  of  the 
appropriation  herein  provided  for. 

There  l.«  hereby  appropriated,  "out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  stun  of  (50,000.000  for  the  purpose 
Of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

On  or  before  December  31,  1940,  the  President  shall  submit  to  the 
Congress  an  Itemized  and  detailed  report  of  the  expenditures  and 
actlvltlea  made  and  conducted  \mder  the  authority  herein  con- 
ferred. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  is  suggested 
to  carry  out  the  recommendation  which  the  President  of  the 
United  States  made  by  letter  a  few  days  ago,  to  provide  a 
fund  of  $50,000,000  for  the  relief  of  refugees  in  Europe  made 
destitute  by  invasion  and  by  hostilities.  It  is  not  only  to 
carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the  President,  but  it  follows 
very  closely  the  lines  of  a  resolution  which  has  been  pending 
here,  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Maloney]. 
•It  is  something  which  has  been  very  close  to  his  heart;  and 
to  a  certain  extent  we  have  taken  it  out  of  his  hands,  but  the 
amendment  carries  out  his  idea.  The  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  Barkley],  the  majority  leader,  has  also  been  in- 
strumental in  formulating  the  amendment.  As  I  have  said, 
it  carries  out  the  idea  and  purpose  of  extending  help  to  those 
in  Europe  who  have  been  reduced  to  a  most  unfortunate  con- 
dition of  destitution  as  a  result  of  the  outrages  which  have 
been  perpetrated  in  their  countries  by  invasion. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  It  has  just  occurred  to  me  that,  inasmuch 
as  Congress  may  not  be  in  session  on  the  31st  of  December, 
1940.  but  will  meet  on  January  3,  1941.  that  date  be  substi- 
tuted as  the  date  on  which  the  President  should  make  his 
report. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  accept  the  modification. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  is  modified  as  suggested. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  as  modified. 

The  amendment  as  modified  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MURRAY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana permit  me  to  add  one  word  to  what  I  have  heretofore 
slated  regarding  the  amendment  Just  adopted? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Red  Cross  is  named  as  one  of  the 
agencies  through  which  the  President  may  act.  The  amend- 
ment was  not  offered  at  the  Instance  of  the  Red  Cross;  thot  is, 
they  sltc  not  requesting  the  appropriation.  They  are  willing 
to  act  as  an  agent,  but  they  have  heretofore,  so  far  as  their 
own  solicitation  is  concerned,  solicited  funds  only  from  pri- 
vate individuals.  The  purchases  of  property  under  the 
amendment  will  be  handled  by  the  Federal  Government,  and 
the  Red  Cross  will  merely  act  as  a  distributing  agency. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator 
from  Montana  will  yield  for  a  moment,  the  amendment 
adopted  a  few  moments  ago  provides  that  the  State  offices 
shall  be  retained  in  the  identical  places  where  they  are  now. 
The  Senator  from  Colorado,  in  charge  of  the  joint  resolution, 
made  the  statement  that  it  would  take  more  money  to  main- 
tain them  where  they  are.  If  that  is  true,  it  would  be  a  per- 
suasive argument  In  conference  to  disagree  to  the  amendment 
just  agreed  to,  unless  the  money  is  provided.  I  submit  an 
amendment  providing  that  $1,200,000  be  properly  distributed. 
The  amendment  will  apply  in  four  places,  but  I  ask  that  it 
may  be  considered  as  one  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  17.  line  10.  it  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  "$5,600,000"  and  to  insert  "$6,300,000";  on  line 

11,  to  strike  out  "$3,225,000"  and  to  Insert  "$3,625,000";  on 
line  12,  to  strike  out  "$1,724,516"  and  to  insert  "$1,924,516"; 
on  line  17.  to  strike  out  "$9,429,916"  and  to  Insert  $10,729,916." 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not  catch  where  the 
amendments  would  appear  in  the  joint  resolution.  Is  there 
to  be  an  addition  to  the  appropriation  for  the  General 
Accounting  Office? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  In  four  items  on  page  17. 
The  first  item  is  increased  by  the  sum  of  $700,000. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  General  Accounting  Office  is  not  in- 
volved in  this  discussion  at  all.  The  General  Accounting 
OflBce  appropriation  is  increased  $1,000,000  over  last  year's 
appropriation  already  in  the  Joint  resolution.  The  General 
Accounting  Office  is  now  doing  $3,000,000  worth  of  work  for 
activities  other  than  relief.  There  should  under  no  condi- 
tions be  an  increase  in  this  appropriation. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  This  will  go  to  conference, 
and  if  the  conferees  find  that  these  sums  are  too  large,  or 
are  not  needed,  I  am  sure  that  under  the  leadership  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado  they  will  be  eliminated. 

The  second  item  is  on  page  17,  line  11,  the  third  on  line 

12,  and  the  fourth  on  line  17. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    We  cannot  even  take  it  to  conference. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield. 
I  have  the  figures  which  were  testified  to  by  the  Treasury 
Department  in  the  hearings.  The  exact  figures  necessary  to 
retain  the  situation  as  it  is  now  were  given. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  withdraw  the  amendment 
temporarily. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.     I  move  to  change  the  figures 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  withdraw  the  amendment, 
if  I  may  have  permission. 
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The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  is  temporarily  withdrawn, 

Mr.  MURRAY.    Mr.  President.  I  have  two  amendments  on 
the  desk  which  I  desire  to  have  stated. 
'      The   PRESIDINO    OFFICER.    The   clerk   will   state    the 
amendments. 

The  LEcisLAnvE  Clerk.  On  page  2.  line  1.  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "$975,650,000"  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  '$1,- 
488.000,000",  and  on  page  7,  to  strike  out  beginning  with  Une 
18  through  line  13  on  page  8.  and  to  insert  the  following: 

The  arrount  which  may  be  obligated  for  administrative  expenses 
of  the  Work  Projects  Administration  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  tn  the  field  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  shall  not  exceed  5  percent 
of  the  sum  appropriated  in  subsection  (a)  of  this  section. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  my  first  amendment  pro- 
vides for  an  increase  of  the  amount  appropriated  for  W.  P.  A. 
by  about  50  percent,  for  the  purpose  of  utilizing  a  greater 
number  of  the  unemployed  workers  of  the  country  in  connec- 
tion with  our  national -defense  program.  The  second  amend- 
ment is  to  set  a  maximum  of  5  percent  of  the  total  W.  P,  A. 
appropriation  for  administrative  expenses. 

In  this  period  of  great  national  emergency,  I  submit  that  an 
adequate  W.  P.  A.  program  can  and  should  be  provided  to 
«•  effectively  fit  into  our  national -defense  plans,    I  think  it  can 
be  clearly  demonstrated  that  this  can  be  don?^ 

Mr.  President,  aside  from  the  threat  of  war  now  hovering 
over  us.  unemployment  is  the  most  serious  danger  to  our 
national  security. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  apologize  to  the  Senator  for  interrupting 
his  remarks,  but  I  wish  to  express  the  hope  that  Senators 
will  remain  here  in  the  effort  to  dispose  of  the  pending  bill 
tonight.  There  are  two  or  three  important  measures  await- 
ing consideration  that  are  a  part  of  the  national -defense 
program.  It  is  very  desirable  and  necessary  that  they  be  dis- 
posed of  this  week,  because  the  Finance  Committee  will  re- 
port the  tariff  bill  either  tomorrow  or  Saturday,  and  it  is 
contemplated  that  we  will  begin  consideration  of  that  bill 
Monday.  Therefore.  I  hope  Senators  will  remain  here  and 
cooperate  as  much  as  possible  to  try  to  conclude  consideration 
of  the  pending  bill  today,  so  that  we  may  be  able  to  dispose 
Of  these  other  measures  before  we  adjourn  for  the  week. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  as  I  was  saying,  aside  from 
the  threat  of  war  that  hangs  over  our  country,  the  greatest 
threat  to  our  naUonal  security  is  the  serious  unemployment 
condition  that  continues  in  this  country.  It  constitutes  a 
xtMitinulng  threat  to  our  internal  peace  and  safety.  I,  there- 
fore, contend  that  if  these  millions  of  imemployed  workers 
can  be  utilized  in  carrying  out  any  part  of  our  national- 
defense  program,  there  can  be  no  reasonable  excuse  for  our 
failure  to  do  so. 

Under  my  first  amendment.  I  propose  to  expand  the 
W.  P.  A.  from  an  average  of  1.900.000  jobs  to  an  average  of 
3.000.000.  and  put  these  men  to  work  on  the  most  essential 
national-defense  projects  that  can  be  conceived:  projects 
absolutely  indispensable  in  connection  with  our  program  of 
national  defense. 

Mr.  TAPT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield' 

Mr.  MURRAY,    I  yield, 

Mr.  TAFT.  Am  I  to  understand  that  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment not  only  increases  the  amount,  but  permits  the  Presi- 
dent to  use  the  increased  amount  in  8  months? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    The  Senator  is  correct, 

Mr.  TAFT.  So  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  proposed 
appropriaUon  would  represent  approximately  two  and  one- 
quarter  million  dollars  for  the  year,  if  the  President  were  to 
exercise  that  power? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  No;  my  amendment  expresses  exactly 
what  is  intended.  The  amoimt  is  appropriated  for  the  8 
months  as  specified  In  the  measure. 

If  we  expend  our  naval  and  military  air  forces  as  proposed  i 
In  the  measures  already  passed,  we  miist  certainly  be  re- 
quired to  expand  our  air  bases,  landing  fields,  runways  airway 
beacons,  airway  markers,  underground  hangars,  and  build- 


ings and  plants  of  various  kinds  necessary  to  accommodate 
the  enormously  expanded  air  forces  contemplated.  Like- 
wise, the  mechanization  and  expansion  of  our  military  forces 
will  require  a  tremendous  program  of  construction  of  a  char- 
acter W.  P.  A.  may  undertake,  such  as  armories,  barracks, 
warehouses,  cantonments,  military  roads,  training  fields,  ma- 
chine shops,  and  various  plants  and  buildings  necessary  to 
house  a  greatly  expanded  and  mechanized  Army.  My  amend- 
ment undertakes  to  provide  such  a  program.  If  we  follow 
such  a  course  we  will  contribute  in  a  large  measure  to  the 
removal  of  the  greatest  threat  in  this  country  to  our  national 
prosperity  and  imity. 

Because  I  am  convinced  that  this  work-relief  measure,  if 
made  effective  through  these  proposed  amendments,  is  vital 
to  our  program  of  national  defense:  and  because  I  firmly 
believe  that  in  this  period  of  national  emergency  a  W.  P.  A, 
program  can  be  made  to  tie  in  closely  with  our  plans  for 
national  defense  I  would  like  to  take  the  time  to  discuss  the 
problem  in  some  detail. 

I  need  not  now  dwell  on  the  history  of  unemployment 
during  the  past  10  years  or  the  tragic  suffering  and  destitu- 
tion caused  by  the  break-down  of  our  economic  system  which 
made  necessary  the  adoption  of  our  present  policy  of  na- 
tional relief  for  the  unemployed.  Every  humane-minded 
citizen  in  the  country  has  recognized  the  necessity  for  the 
assumption  by  the  Federal  Government  of  this  obligation  to 
relieve  the  distress  of  our  workers  who,  through  no  fault  of 
their  own.  were  rendered  jobless  and  destitute  during  the 
period  of  the  depression.  That  policy  had  the  practically 
unanimous  approval  of  the  American  people.  It  was  recog- 
nized as  the  only  himiane  thing  that  the  Government  could 
'  do  under  the  circumstances. 

It  is  to  be  regretted,  however,  that  soon  after  the  adoption 
of  this  Federal  policy,  political  propaganda  designed  to  dis- 
credit it  began  to  have  its  effect;  and  at  no  time  during  the 
depression  has  the  policy  of  national  relief  been  permitted  to 
operate  fully  and  effectively.  We  have  experienced  a  series 
of  ups  and  downs  in  the  administration  of  national  relief, 
but  the  net  result  of  the  entire  program  was  to  furnish  only 
partial  assistance  to  a  very  limited  number  of  the  Nation's 
unemployed.  Notwithstanding  all  this,  our  national  poUcy 
of  work  relief  wiU  stand  out  in  the  future  history  of  this 
period  as  a  great  accomplishment  of  the  present  Democratic 
administration, 

W.  P.  A.,  intended  for  the  relief  of  mUlions  of  unem- 
ployed and  destitute  citizens,  early  became  a  national  polit- 
ical football  and  has  been  kicked  aroimd  the  halls  of  Con- 
gress and  the  country  at  large  ever  since  its  inception. 
Efforts  to  destroy  it  and  force  the  unemployed  back  on 
charity  and  local  relief  have  been  constantly  and  vigorously 
pressed  throughout  the  depression.  On  one  occasion  its 
enemies  succeeded  in  so  seriously  curtailing  W.  P.  A.  appro- 
priations that  a  serious  recession  resulted,  making  it  neces- 
sary for  the  Congress  to  make  prompt  and  greatly  increased 
appropriations  to  offset  the  disastrous  conditions  that  had 
developed.  Appropriations  for  W.  P.  A.  have  been  con- 
stantly opposed,  limited,  and  circumscribed  in  such  a  man- 
ner and  to  such  a  degree  that  it  is  really  remarkable  that 
W.  P.  A.  was  able  to  accompUsh  the  splendid  record  it  has. 
Every  time  a  relief  measure  was  considered  it  was  charged 
that  the  relief  program  was  destroying  the  Nation;  that  we 
could  not  afford  these  large  sums  for  the  relief  of  unem- 
ployed and  destitute  workers.  It  was  charged  here  that  the 
W.  P.  A.  was  an  imported,  socialistic  scheme,  foreign  to  our 
democracy,  and  that  it  was  designed  principally  to  perpetu- 
ate in  office  the  New  Deal  administration.  It  was  claimed 
that  the  recipients  of  relief  were  unworthy,  lazy,  good-for-' 
nothing,  and  that  they  did  not  want  to  work.  It  was  charged 
that  its  only  result  would  be  to  bankrupt  the  Nation. 

Speaking  on  the  floor  a  few  days  ago  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Washington  (Mr.  Bone]  said   as  will  be 
found  in  the  Congressional  Record  of  Thursday  June  6  1940 
at  page  7676:  , '  '  ' 

,«M??^ti5*'°^T**w^°  *^*'^  ^^**  '^P*<^*  ^"t'  admiration  for  the  men 
m  ims  body.    I  have  heard  man  after  man  in  this  Chamber  assert 
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without  any  chailetige  that  adding  more  debt  to  our  prestntly 
inflated  debt  structure  would  be  fatal  to  America.  Tlxat  it  correct, 
la  It  not?    U  there  any  diuent  from  that? 

A  number  of  gentlemen  who  are  at  the  present  moment  candi- 
dates for  nomination  on  the  Republican  ticket  are  saying  to  the 
people  of  this  country  from  platform  after  platform  that  If  we  add 
any  more  to  the  present  national  debt  damnation  lies  at  our  door. 
Many  of  my  own  brethren  on  this  side  of  the  aisle.  In  the  Demo- 
cratic Party,  have  assured  us  time  after  time  that  if  we  oontlnu« 
to  add  to  our  debt  we  are  going  to  bell  Onanclally, 

So  those  people  who  have  been  opposing  a  national  work- 
relief  program  were  willing  to  have  the  country  go  to  damna- 
tion socially,  morally,  and  economically  so  long  as  they  were 
able  to  defeat  appropriations  and  discredit  the  W.  P.  A.  But 
today  there  is  no  dissent  in  this  body  in  regard  to  the  enor- 
mous appropriations  we  are  making  for  necessary  national 
defense.  We  are  talking  today  of  spending  fifty  billions  for 
national  defense  if  necessary.  We  are  enthusiastic  about 
such  appropriations  because  we  are  impressed  that  it  is  essen- 
tial for  the  safety  and  security  of  the  Nation,  We  are  all 
willing  to  appropriate  bilUons  in  a  war  to  defend  democracy 
from  without. 

Mr.  President,  true  defense  of  our  country  is  not  merely  a 
matter  of  armaments  or  airplanes.  It  is  a  matter  of  loyal 
and  patriotic  spirit  in  the  hearts  of  our  people.  That  cannot 
be  brought  into  existence  by  a  program  for  expanded  arma- 
ments. I  wonder  if  it  would  not  be  a  wise  policy  to  appropri- 
ate a  few  extra  millions  now  to  strengthen  our  democracy 
within  and  let  the  great  masses  of  our  unemployed  feel  that 
they  occupy  a  place  under  our  democratic  system.  I  think 
that  would  be  sound  statesmanship.  It  would  accomplish 
more  for  the  real  defense  of  democracy  than  all  the  arma- 
ments we  may  be  able  to  provide  through  the  billions  of 
dollars  we  are  appropriating. 

Huge  appropriations  for  armaments,  billions  spent  for  na- 
tional defense,  will  not  alone  be  sufficient  to  safeguard  and 
defend  our  country.  These  things  standing  alone  may  only 
hasten  our  dissolution.  Our  first  line  of  defense  must  always 
be  a  loyal,  contented,  and  patriotic  people  at  home, 

I  will  not  attempt  to  discuss  the  cause  of  this  great  scourge 
of  unemployment  which  has  been  inflicted  on  our  country. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  undertake  to  place  the  blame  for  it  in 
connection  with  the  situation  now  confronting  us.  It  is  suffi- 
cient for  the  purpose  now  under  consideration  to  point  out 
that  at  the  present  time  we  have  over  10,000,000  workers, 
willing  and  able  to  work,  who  are  unable  to  find  emplosrment 
in  private  industry.  Currently,  the  W.  P.  A.  is  employing 
only  about  1,900.000  out  of  this  great  horde  of  unemployed 
workers.  I  understand  that  before  June  30,  the  end  of  the 
present  fiscal  year,  this  number  will  be  further  reduced  to 
1.700.000.  a  reduction  of  200,000  in  2  months.  During  the 
fiscal  year  1940.  W.  P.  A.  will  have  carried  an  average  of 
1,900,000  workers  on  its  rolls.  The  present  W.  P.  A.  relief 
measure,  as  reported,  provides  $975,000,000  for  the  work 
program,  which,  if  expended  during  the  first  8  months  of  the 
next  fiscal  year,  will  furnish  an  average  of  1,900,000  jobs  for 
Uiat  period.  This  would  represent  less  than  20  percent  of  the 
Nation's  unemployed. 

What,  then,  is  to  be  done  about  the  remaining  millions  of 
unemployed  workers?  Can  the  Government  afford,  in  times 
like  these,  to  Ignore  the  dangerous  consequences  to  our  na- 
tional morale  of  such  a  colossal  failure  of  government  and 
industry  to  provide  work  for  unemployed  citizens?  If  they 
are  permitted  to  remain  idle,  their  skills  deteriorate  and  their 
morale  is  shattered.  Their  health,  and  the  health  of  their 
families,  are  affected. 

It  Is  people  like  these,  Mr.  President— discouraged  and  dis- 
illusioned workers  who  are  made  to  feel  that  they  are  not 
wanted  and  not  needed  in  our  society— who  make  suitable 
raw  material  for  a  "fifth  column"  in  this  country. 

With  all  the  work  that  needs  doing  in  this  country,  when 
we  should  be  straining  every  effort  for  our  national  defense. 
When  we  should  be  doing  everything  in  our  power  to  prove 
the  successful  operation  of  democratic  institutions,  in  my 
judgment  it  is  almost  criminal  to  permit  millions  of  our  able- 
bodied  citizens  to  rust  In  idleness.  The  Federal  Government 
cannot  afford  to  shirk  this  responsibility. 


When  the  W,  P.  A.  was  created  In  the  spring  of  1935  it  was 
intended  that  the  Federal  Qovemment  should  take  the 
major  responsibility  for  workers  who  are  In  need,  and  who  are 
able  to  work,  by  giving  them  employment  on  a  works  pro- 
gram; and  the  States,  cities,  and  towns  kept  the  major  re- 
sponsibility for  the  unemployablcs— the  aged,  the  blind,  the 
dependent  chUdren,  and  all  those  who,  because  of  physical 
or  mental  defects,  are  unfitted  for  work.  The  SUtes  and 
localities  are  taking  care  of  their  unemployables,  and  are 
contributing  25  percent  of  the  cost  of  W.  P.  A,  projects.  But 
the  Federal  Government  does  not  employ  all  our  needy  em- 
ployables. Instead,  those  whom  the  W,  P,  A.  cannot  employ 
also  go  to  the  local  direct  relief  agencies,  and  Increase  the 
already  heavy  burdens  of  our  communities. 

My  first  amendment,  to  Increase  the  appropriation  by  ap- 
proximately one-half  billion  dollars,  would  permit  the  Fed- 
eral Government  to  carry  out  its  share  of  the  responsibility 
on  a  more  adequate  basis.  It  would  put  a  million  more 
people  who  are  employable  and  in  need  to  work  on  the  W, 
P.  A,  progrsun,  and  thus  relieve  the  financial  pressure  on  our 
States  and  commimities.  At  the  same  time  we  should  be 
constructing  essential  national  defenses. 

Hard  work,  Mr.  President,  has  been  the  cornerstone  of 
American  democracy.  By  depriving  millions  of  our  workers 
of  the  chance  to  earn  a  living  for  themselves  and  their 
families  by  their  own  efforts  and  labor,  we  are  endangering 
our  American  democracy.  We  are  setting  up  a  class  apart 
from  the  main  body  of  our  citizens.  We  are  saying  to  these 
people,  "We  don't  need  you.  We  don't  want  you.  You  are 
economic  outcasts."  That  Is  not  the  American  way,  Mr. 
President.  Such  an  attitude  is  not  worthy  of  us  as  a 
democracy. 

We  need  the  loyalty  and  devotion  of  every  American  citi- 
zen in  every  State,  city,  county,  and  village,  however  humble 
he  may  be.  Unemployment  and  destitution  are  foundations 
of  sand  in  building  patriotism.  To  place  this  Nation  on  a 
solid  foundation  we  must  give  assurances,  and  put  those 
assiu'ances  into  action,  that  this  Nation  can,  and  will,  pro- 
vide work  for  those  of  its  citizens  who  cannot  find  employ- 
ment in  private  enterprise,  but  who  are  able,  willing,  and 
anxious  to  work.  We  have  not  been  realistic  in  dealing  with 
the  problems  inherent  in  widespread  and  persistent  unem- 
ployment. We  have  hoped  that,  somehow  or  other,  the 
problem  would  vanish,  that  some  miracle  would  happen  to 
provide  jobs  for  all  the  unemployed.  But  that  miracle  has 
not  happened;  and  we  cannot  base  legislation  on  the  possi- 
bility of  a  miracle. 

Today  there  are  between  eight  and  nine  million  more 
Americans  who  have  jobs  than  were  employed  in  1933;  and 
still  we  have  some  10,000,000  unemployed.  These  figures 
sound  contradictory,  but  they  are  not.  We  must  remember 
that  in  1933  we  had  at  least  14.000,000  unemployed.  Since 
then  the  labor  market  has  been  augmented  by  more  than 
600,000  workers  each  year,  or  more  than  4.000,000  additional 
workers  in  the  past  7  years.  That  is  why  we  still  have 
10,000,000  unemployed  workers  today,  I  Should  be  the  last 
person  to  deny  that  we  have  made  great  forward  strides  in 
meeting  our  unemplo3mient  problem,  both  in  reducing  the 
number  of  unemployed  and  in  the  technique  of  handling 
relief.  But  I  feel  that  our  unemplosnnent  problem  Is  still 
our  No,  1  problem,  more  important  than  any  other  problem 
facing  us;  more  impwrtant,  even,  than  our  problem  of  de- 
fense; because  I  believe  a  nation  cannot  build  an  adequate 
defense  system  without  some  semblance  of  economic  security 
and  without  a  high  morale  of  its  citizenry. 

When  the  European  war  broke  out  last  summer,  many  per- 
sons believed  that  the  titanic  struggle  in  EXirope  would  solve 
our  unemployment  problem  in  the  United  States,  Now,  they 
thought,  the  troublesome  problem  of  unemployment  will 
vanish  into  thin  air.  Now  there  will  be  more  jobs  than  avail- 
able workmen.  But  what  happened?  Soon  after  the  out- 
break of  the  war  there  was  a  decided  increase  in  industrial 
activity.  Large  orders  were  placed  with  manufacturers  on 
the  strength  of  incresised   exports.     But   many   flrms  were 

placing  large  orders  merely  to  build  up  their  inventories  In 
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anticipation  of  price  Increases.  The  industrial  production 
index  rose  from  103  in  August  to  128  in  December  of  last 
year.  The  December  index  figure  surpassed  even  the  best 
achievements  of  1929.  Our  production  index  was  at  an  all- 
time  high.  During  this  period  employment  increased  by 
1,140  000  workers.  We  were  tcld  by  some  optimists  and 
wishful  thinkers  that  we  no  longer  needed  a  W.  P.  A.  pro- 
gram. In  their  enthusiasm  they  even  forgot  that  a  portion 
of  this  increase  was  the  normal  seasonal  increase  which 
occurs  every  year.  But.  unfortunately,  we  soon  learned  that 
the  increase  in  employment  was  to  be  short  lived.  Soon  our 
merchants  found  themselves  with  large  inventories  on  their 
hands,  and  without  customers  to  absorb  them.  While  exports 
to  some  countries  increased,  to  other  countries  they  were  cur- 
tailed, and  to  still  other  countries  they  were  completely  cut 
Off.  The  industrial  production  figure  declined  from  its  high 
of  128  in  December  of  last  year  to  102  in  April  of  this  year, 
a  most  disastrous  drop.  During  the  same  period  industrial 
employment  rapidly  decreased  by  about  1.000.000.  It  is  esti- 
mated that  by  August  industrial  employment  may  rise  to  ap- 
proximately 108.  This,  even  if  true,  will  be  but  a  slight 
improvement  over  present  conditions. 

-^  War  orders  have  speeded  up  some  isolated  industries,  but 
on  the  whole  business  in  this  country  is  not  sound.  Our 
agricultural  situation  has  been  aggravated.  Our  export  and 
import  trade  has  been  disrupted.  Our  shipping  industry  has 
been  hurt.  Every  time  another  country  is  dragged  into  the 
war.  our  trade  suffers.  Italy's  recent  entrance,  and  the  ex- 
tension of  the  theater  of  war  over  the  entire  Mediterranean 
Sea.  means  a  tremendous  interference  with  our  foreign  trade, 
and  a  further  drop  in  industrial  production.  The  gains  we 
have  made  in  a  few  industries  which  manufacture  airplanes, 
engines,  tanks,  and  machinery  have  been  more  than  offset 
by  the  dislocations  in  the  rest  of  our  economy.  But  now 
there  are  those  who  believe  that  our  new  defense  program 
will  absorb  all  our  unemployed:  that  they  will  all  find  jobs  in 
private  industry;  that  unemployment  will  vanish  from  the 
American  landscape.  Let  us  not  be  too  optimistic  about  this. 
Let  us  not  again  be  fooled. 

The  editor  of  the  United  States  News,  discussing  this  sub- 
ject, said: 

The  matter  Is  by  no  means  so  simple.  The  labor  required  will 
be  largely  in  .=peclal*zed.  highly  skilled  employments,  and  the  plant 
capacity  utilized  will  not  be  spread,  but  will  be  concentrated,  for  the 
most  part.  In  a  few  heavy  Industries  capable  of  turning  out  planes. 
tanks,  guns,  ammunition,  and  ships. 

The  President  has  already  publicly  stated  that  the  national- 
defense  program  which  he  has  set  forth  will  not  substantially 
lessen  the  plight  of  those  who  are  eligible  for  W.  P.  A.  em- 
plosmaent.  We  must  remember  that  the  amount  appropriated 
will  necessarily  be  spent  slowly,  and  whatever  stimulation  the 
defense  program  will  give  to  industry  will  not  be  of  great 
momentum  before  the  end  of  the  calendar  year. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
—     Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Am  I  to  understand  that  the  Senator 
from  Montana  thinks  the  present  defense  program  will  not 
absorb  any  appreciable  number  of  unemployed  before  next 
January? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  Is  exactly  true,  and  it  is  borne  out 
by  the  studies  of  statisticians  and  economists. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  With  the  world  aflame  in  June,  we  shall 
not  get  the  program  under  way  before  the  first  of  the  year. 
Is  that  the  Senator *5  idea? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  program  will  not  appreciably  increase 
employment  until  toward  the  end  of  the  year.  This  is  due 
to  the  dislocation  of  industry  in  other  respects  because  of 
the  war. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  In  other  words,  the  Senator  believes  that 
the  program  will  not  get  going  until  January  1? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  do  not  say  it  will  not  get  going  before 
January  1.  It  will  be  started,  but  it  will  not  and  cannot 
absorb  the  millions  of  unemployed  in  the  country  or  make 
an  appreciable  impression  on  unemployment  until  the  first 
of  next  year.  This  is  due  in  a  degree  to  the  new  unemploy- 
ment in  other  industries  by  reason  of  the  war. 


Mr.  BRIDGES.  With  the  world  aflame,  someone  will  be 
very  negligent  if  the  program  does  not  get  going  before  next 
January  1. 

Mr.  MEAD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  La  Pollftte  in  the  chair) . 
Does  the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York? 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  MEAD.  I  wish  to  recall  the  fact  that  in  the  early  part 
of  his  speech  the  Senator  emphasized  the  fact  that  our  ship- 
ping was  being  dislocated,  that  our  commerce  was  being  cur- 
tailed, and  that  naturally  unemployment  would  follow  as 
the  result  of  these  curtailments:  and  that,  while  employment 
would  result  from  war  industries,  it  would  not  in  any  mea- 
surable degree  affect  the  totals  of  unemployment  for  the  time 
being. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  is  exactly  correct.  Economists  who 
have  studied  the  situation  point  out  that  as  a  result  of  the 
destruction  of  our  import  and  export  trade,  the  loss  in  ship- 
ping, and  the  manner  in  which  our  industry  generally  is 
affected  as  a  result  of  the  war.  there  would  be  a  severe  and 
dangerous  panic  in  the  country  at  the  present  moment 
were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  a  national-defense  program  is 
under  consideration.  As  I  pointed  out  in  the  early  part  of 
my  remarks,  more  than  a  million  men  were  laid  off  in  privat* 
Industry  during  this  spring. 
Mr.  MEAD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again 

at  that  point?  ' 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  jrleld. 

Mr.  MEAD.  I  have  here  a  clipping  from  the  New  York 
Times  dated  as  late  as  April  27.  after  Great  Britain  had  been 
In  the  war  for  approximately  8  months.  This  clipping  states 
that  Great  Britain  at  that  time  had  1.121.212  persons  wholly 
or  temporarily  unemployed,  and  Great  Britain  at  that  time 
had  2.000.000  men  under  arms.  Besides  that,  she  had  her 
war  industries  working  24  hours  a  day:  and  as  late  as  April 
27 — a  very  short,  brief  time  ago — she  had  an  unemployment 
program  involving  over  1.000,000  persons. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  Senator  has  stated  the  situation 
exactly.  The  same  conditions  exist  in  this  country,  but  in  a 
much  exaggerated  degree.  In  this  country,  instead  of  only 
a  million  or  two  unemployed,  we  have  between  nine  and  ten 
million  unemployed.  Does  this  country  propose  to  allow  to 
remain  in  idleness  those  nine  or  ten  milUon  men  who  will 
be  candidates  for  "fifth  column"  activities  if  our  Govern- 
ment does  not  do  something  about  the  matter?  I  think  it 
would  be  the  most  unwise  policy  for  our  Government  to  pur- 
sue. The  only  safe  thing  for  us  to  do  Is  to  strengthen  our- 
selves at  home.  While  we  are  preparing  for  defense  from 
enemies  abroad,  let  us  protect  oxirselves  from  the  danger  of 
trouble  from  within. 

We  must  remember,  too,  that  the  defense  funds  will  be 
spent  in  industries  vhich  employ  relatively  little  common 
lal)or.  Even  if  employment  in  aircraft,  machine-tool,  and 
shipbuilding  industries  were  doubled  from  their  April  level, 
and  emplosmient  in  steel  mills  retimied  to  the  peak  it 
reached  last  fall — and  this  is  a  very  optimistic  assumption — 
It  would  mean  the  employment  of  only  290.000  workers. 
This  is  but  a  fraction  of  the  number  of  unemployed.  Arma- 
ment reemployment  will  be  concentrated  in  specific  skilled 
trades.  There  are  but  very  few  skilled  workers  of  the  type 
necessary  for  an  armament  program  on  the  W.  P.  A.  rolls. 
Some  indirect  employment,  resulting  from  factory  expansion 
and  from  increased  transportation,  will  materialize  from  the 
defense  program,  but  not  enough  measurably  to  affect  the 
unemployment  problem.  Even  if  indirect  employment  re- 
sulting from  the  defense  program  is  eventually  twice  the 
amount  of  direct  employment,  the  total  new  emploj-ment  to 
be  hoped  for  will  not  exceed  800.000.  or  8  percent  of  the  total 
number  unemployed:  and  very  little  of  this  emplo3m:ient  can 
come  about  in  the  next  few  months. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  instead 
of  putting  more  money  and  still  more  money  into  projects 
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along  the  line  of  his  amendment  we  ought  at  this  time  to  be 
spending  the  money  we  have  available,  outside  of  taking  care 
of  the  actual  relief  needs,  tor  national  defense? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  That  is  exactly  what  I  am  trying  to  ac- 
complish by  this  amendment.  We  have  established  the  fact 
that  the  W.  P.  A.  Is  competent  to  construct  naval  air  bases 
and  military  air  t>ases,  landing  fields,  and  work  of  that  char- 
acter. It  has  already  proven  its  capacity  to  do  work  of  that 
kind. 

I  have  here  on  my  desk  a  report  showing  the  marvelous 
record  of  the  W.  P.  A.  along  those  lines.  For  instance,  here 
is  a  report  from  the  National  Aeronautic  Association  for  use 
In  the  National  Aeronautics  Magazine.  This  is  not  W.  P.  A. 
propaganda.  It  comes  from  the  National  Aeronautics 
Association. 

It  makes  a  lengthy  statement  of  what  has  been  done  by 
W.  P.  A.  In  preparing  this  country  for  defense.  I  shall  not 
take  the  time  to  read  it.  Attached  to  the  article  is  a  list  of 
the  W.  P.  A.  airports  and  airway  projects  and  military  fields. 
They  have  already  been  constructed  under  the  W.  P.  A.;  and 
yet  there  are  in  this  country  persons  who  want  to  discredit 
W.  P.  A.  and  make  it  appear  that  it  contains  only  a  gang  of 
laay.  good-for-nothing  persons.  It  has  been  making  a  mar- 
velous record,  as  shown  by  this  report,  in  practically  every 
Bute  in  the  Union. 

I  ask  that  this  report  from  the  National  Aeronautics  Asso- 
ciation be  iH-inted  in  the  Record  in  connection  with  my 

remarks.  

The  PRESIDINa  OFTICER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so 

ordered. 
Ttie  article  is  as  follows: 

OBomrD  Faciutizs  rom.  Natiomai.  Dcptnsb 

The  American  Nation,  confronted  with  the  task  of  buUdlng  qxilckly 
a  national  air  defense  adequate  In  view  of  existing  war  conditions 
abroad.  ha«  at  least  an  encouraging  start  In  the  expansion  during 
the  last  6  yeAn  of  its  airport  and  airways  facilities. 

Strategically  spaced  throughout  the  country  are  nearly  200  new 
airports  that  did  not  exist  in  1935  and  nearly  370  airports  that  have 
been  extended  or  improved  since  that  time.  This  work  has  been  the 
contribution  of  the  Work  Projects  Administration,  which,  while  aid- 
ing civil  aviation,  at  the  same  time  provided  facilities  important  to 
the  countrys  air  forces  In  time  of  war. 

Approximately  $200,000,000  In  Federal  and  sponsors*  funds  haa 
been  expended  on  the  expansion  of  the  Nation's  network  of  airports, 
landing  flelds.  and  aviation  facilities.  In  carrying  out  this  program 
W.  P.  A.  workers  have  constructed  and  Improved  a  total  of  51  air- 
ports of  a  atrictly  milltury  and  naval  character  at  Army,  Navy,  and 
National  Guard  sites.  In  addition  to  this  work,  carried  out  under 
W.  P.  A.  State  programs  at  a  total  cost  of  approximately  $17,000,000, 
the  Army  and  Navy  have  expended,  as  of  March  31,  1940.  nearly 
$15,000,000  of  W.  P.  A.  funds,  transferred  by  W.  P.  A.  to  the  War  and 
the  Na'.7  Departments  for  the  construction  by  W.  P.  A.  workers  of 
naval  and  military  aviation  facilities.  Porty-four  military  and  naval 
air  stations  and  flying  flelds  (exclusive  of  air  facilities  at  regular 
military  and  naval  posts)  have  benefited  from  work  completed  or 
under  way  with  these  W.  P.  A.  funds. 

Even  before  W.  P.  A.  airport 4>roJect8  had  received  attention  under 
the  work-relief  program.  $32,036,241  worth  of  work  was  performed 
by  the  Civil  Works  Administration  and  the  Federal  Emergency  Relief 
Administration,  W.  P.  A.'s  predecessors,  between  1933  and  1935. 

W.  P.  A.  has  been  the  principal  contributor  to  the  rapid  develop- 
ment of  airports  and  aviation  faculties  In  recent  years.  The  ClvU 
Aeronautics  Authority  in  a  report  sent  to  Congress  in  March  1939 
said: 

"The  Work  Projects  Administration  has  been  the  paramount  fac- 
tor in  the  airport  development  of  the  last  4  years.  •  •  •  F>Bderal 
expenditures  made  through  the  agency  of  the  Work  Projects  Adnun- 
Istratlon  represent  nearly  one-third  of  the  total  amount  spent  on  all 
airport  developments  from  1911  up  to  the  present  time,  and  more 
than  56  percent  of  the  expenditures  since  1932." 

Work  performed  on  strictly  mUltary  flelds  and  baaes  haa  included, 
in  addition  to  improvements'  of  fields  and  bases  themselves,  such  as 
lengthening  of  runways,  grading.  leveling,  draining,  etc.,  construc- 
tion and  Improvement  of  buildings,  not  only  of  hangars  but  of 
barracks,  mess  halls,  and  other  structures  necessary  to  the  proper 
quartering  of  planes  and  personnel. 

The  W.  P.  A.  and  the  Navy  Department  cooperated  In  $1,000,000 
worth  of  improvements  at  the  naval  air  base  at  Squantum,  Mass., 
scene  of  tremendous  activity  In  1917  and  1918.  Work  of  simUar 
magnlttide  was  carried  on  at  Army's  Lowry  Field.  Denver;  Boiling 
Field,  Washington.  D.  C;  Mitcbel  Field,  Long  Island;  and  Navy's 
Reeves  Field.  Los  Angeles.  Some  $2,000,000  was  spent  on  improve- 
ments at  Miller  Field.  New  York,  used  by  both  the  Army  and  the 
National  Ouard.  whUe  $1,500,000  was  spent  on  the  development  of 
the  Sand  Point  Naval  Air  Station  at  Seattle.  Wash.  Some  of  the 
work  performed  by  the  War  and  Navy  EVepartments,  operating  with 
fimds  allocated  directly  to  them  from  relief  appropriations,  was  car- 
ried on  at  airports  and  bases  where  projects  also  were  operated  under 


the  W.  P.  A.  State  programs.  The  Federal  agency  program  also 
Included  work  at  flelds  in  the  strategically  important  posaesslons  of 
Alaska.  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands. 

Aside  from  the  work  performed  directly  on  military  air  flelds, 
W.  P.  A.'s  general  airports  program  has  been  of  great  military  signifi- 
cance, studding  the  country  as  it  has  with  airports  and  landing 
flelds  suitable  for  military  use  in  emergencies.  Since  1935  the 
W.  P.  A.  has  buUt  and  Improved  airports  and  landing  flelds,  con- 
structed l>etter,  longer,  and  safer  runways,  seaplane  ramps,  and 
landing  platforms  and  has  provided  a  variety  of  other  improve- 
ments. Some  90  percent  of  the  Nation's  regular  alr-llne  stops  now 
in  actual  use  have  been  beneflted  by  the  W.  P.  A.  program. 

However,  In  this  field  of  civU-aviation  development  W.  P.  A.'s 
work  has  gone  far  beyond  service  to  fields  important  to  trunk-line 
flying.  Landing  fields  have  been  made  avaUable  In  all  parts  of  the 
country  in  commimities  where,  because  of  lack  of  regular  air  travel, 
there  had  been  no  place  where  aircraft  might  land  safely  in  emer- 
gency. The  construction  and  modernization  of  civil  airports  in  the 
less  populous  sections  of  the  country  may  be  considered  of  par- 
ticular military  value. 

South  Dakota,  for  example,  tmtll  recently  without  any  regular 
aviation  facilities,  now  has  airports  In  Pierre.  Huron.  Rapid  City, 
and  Spearfish.  thxis  linking  all  sections  of  the  State.  In  Maine, 
to  mention  but  another  Instance,  regular  air  service  has  been  made 
avaiilable  to  the  Canadian  border. 

The  new  municipal  airport  at  Denver,  Colo.,  is  a  commercial 
airport,  but  as  an  example  of  Its  military  value,  even  In  peacetime, 
the  work  there  has  included  the  construction  of  a  reinforced  con- 
crete hangar  for  the  Colorado  National  Guard.  The  hangar  pro- 
vides space  for  34  planes,  with  two  2-story  wings  in  which  space 
is  included  for  photographic,  radio,  medical,  armament,  and  para- 
chute sections,  operations  office,  locker  rooms,  enlisted  men's  and 
ofllcers'  clubrooms.  conference,  and  instruction  rooms.  The  hangar 
IB  121  by  140  feet  with  a  concrete  floor,  a  2-lnch  plank  roof  sup- 
ported by  7  steel  tnisses  on  14  steel  columns  on  each  side  of 
the  building,  tubular  steel  hangar  doors  of  the  around-the-corner 
type,  and  20,000  square  feet  of  concrete-surfaced  apron  at  the 
entrance.  A  10-car  concrete  garage  also  was  built  for  the  national 
guard. 

As  of  April  1,  1940,  W.  P.  A.  workers  had  constructed  a  bitu- 
minous runway,  150  feet  wide  and  6.740  feet  long,  a  bitumlnoiis 
taxi  strip  50  feet  wide  and  3,045  feet  long,  and  74.000  square  yards 
at  bltimiinous  apron.  A  sand  and  clay  runway  150  feet  wide  and 
5,280  feet  long,  and  a  concrete  taxi  strip  100  feet  wide  and  250  feet 
long  also  were  built,  while  10  floodlights  and  72  boundary  lights 
have  been  installed. 

For  drainage.  73  catch  basins,  7  manholes.  11.188  feet  of  French 
drain,  10.400  feet  of  drainage  ditch,  and  12.800  feet  of  sewer  were 
Installed,  along  with  a  gasoline  line  aggregating  5,000  feet  of  3-inch 
diameter. 

A  considerable  number  of  both  large  and  small  flelds  have  been 
equipped  with  one  or  more  tjrpes  of  buildings — administrative 
buildings,  terminal  buildings,  hangars,  and  miscellaneous  struc- 
tures. The  latest  W.  P.  A.  inventory  lists  387  new  buildings  and 
600  improved  structures  of  all  types,  of  which  155  new  buildings 
and  159  improved  structures  were  hangars. 

The  W.  P.  A.  program  was  launched  at  a  time  when  radical 
changes  in  seaplane  design  necessitated  many  changes  In  ramps 
and  landing  platforms,  and  W.  P.  A.  engineers  and  their  technical 
advisors  were  careful  to  Insure  that  their  construction  kept  pace 
with  new  developments.  At  the  W.  P.  A. -built  seaplane  base  at 
Charleston,  8.  C,  for  example,  speciflcatlons  were  changed  at  the 
last  minute  to  provide  a  timber  ramp  with  a  marine  railway  and 
to  provide  other  equipment  for  the  handling  of  the  longer,  heavier 
type  of  seaplane  then  coming  into  use. 

This  new  base,  which  already  has  been  used  as  an  emergency 
terminal  by  a  west-bound  clipper  ship  from  Europe  unable  to 
alight  either  at  New  York  or  Baltimore  because  of  adverse  weather, 
has  many  natural  advantages,  among  them  the  year-round  favor- 
able climate,  and  the  existence  110  miles  Inland  of  Lake  Murray, 
an  artificial  body  of  water  that  can  be  used  as  an  alternate  landing 
area  in  event  of  stormy  weather  on  or  near  the  coast. 

W.  P.  A.'s  latest  summary  shows  that  1,766,000  feet  of  new 
runways  have  been  built,  of  which  1,065,000  feet  were  of  high- 
type  surface,  and  that  372,000  feet  of  existing  runways  were  Im- 
proved. Considerable  research  also  has  been  made  by  the  W.  P.  A. 
into  various  types  of  hard-surfaced  nmways.  The  airport  at 
Purdue,  Ind.,  is  serving  as  a  research  field,  where  12  types  of  paving 
are  being  tried,  including  concrete,  standard  bltumlnoiis,  bltumi- 
notis  stabilization,  and  calcium  chloride  with  a  stabilized  ba^e 
with  cotton  fabric  under  blttmilnous  tread;  and  In  conjunction 
with  the  Pennsylvania  Department  of  Highways,  the  W.  P.  A.  has 
placed  14  different  tyjjes  of  paving  at  the  Harrlsburg.  Pa.,  airport. 
This  field  also  is  t>elng  used  for  research  purposes  by  the  State 
Highway  Department  of  Pennsylvania  and  the  W.  P.  A. 

A  variety  of  facilities  to  make  flying  safer  and  navigation  easier, 
such  as  airway  markers,  beacons,  and  airport  lighting  systems  has 
been  Installed  by  the  W.  P.  A.  Boundary  lighting  has  entailed  the 
installation  of  7.873  new  standards  and  Improvement  to  1.449, 
the  lighting  systems  varying  to  meet  the  peculiar  needs  of  each 
field.  One  fleld  whose  lighting  B3rstem  has  been  praised  by  pilots 
In  the  Indianapolis  Munlcipml  Airport  where  the  lights  used  on 
the  W.  P.  A. -Installed  instrument  approach  are  set  flush  with  the 
ground  at  100-foot  Intervals  and  60  feet  distant  from  each  side 
of  the  6,e00-foot  i'unway.  Blue  mercury  vapor  lights  mark  the  first 
800  feet,  white  lights  the  last  2.000,  the  two  colors  aiding  the 
pilot  to  determine  the  rtlstAnrr  along  the  runway. 
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Among  other  safety  dertces.  W  P  A.  has  established  9  588  new 
markers  and  Improved  1,569,  whUe  building  65  new  beacons  and 
Improving   10.  ., 

W.  P.  A.  has  sought  to  make  flying  popular,  at  the  same  time 
It  labored  to  make  aviation  safe.  It«  recreation  division  has  estab- 
lished clasaes  in  airplane  model  making  throughout  the  United 
States  and  at  many  points  instruction  In  aviation  theory  has  been 
taught  as  part  of  the  education  program.  Instruction  in  radio 
aeronautics,  for  example,  has  been  added  to  the  courses  taught  at 
Hasbrouck  Heights.  N.  J.,  where  a  former  Army  Signal  Corps  officer 
Ls  in  charge.  Classes  in  the  theory  of  flying  are  held  in  Hackensack. 
N.  J.,  and  cities  In  other  States,  although  none  presumes  to  aug- 
ment instruction  with  actual  flying. 

The  contemplated  program  of  airplane  construction  and  pilot 
traming  makes  further  expansion  of  the  Nations  airways  system 
an  immediate  necessity,  but  the  work  performed  from  coast  to 
coast  and  border  to  border  during  the  last  5  years  has  made  the 
Job  far  less  formidable  than  it  might  have  been  without  the  con- 
tribution of  the  Federal  work  program. 

Attached  Is  a  list  of  the  principal  military  and  naval  air  stations 
and  flying  fields  where  W.  P.  A.  workers  have  made  valuable  con- 
tributions  to  national   defense: 

W.   p.  A.   AIMPOar  AND   AiaWATS  PaOJECTS   ON    MIUrAaT  VTELDS  * 

(Sites  as  of  April  1,  1940) 
Alabama:  Annlston   (Riley  Field),  Army;   Birmingham    (Roberta 
Pleldt.  National  Guard:  Montgomery  (Maxwell  Field).  Army. 

CallfornU:  Los  Angeles  (Reeves  Field).  Navy;  Los  Angeles  (Grif- 
fith Park).  National  Guard:  Riverside  (March  Field),  Army;  Sacra- 
mento (Army  Air  Depot);  San  Francisco  (Crlssy  Field).  Army;  San 
Rafael  (Hamilton  Field).  Army;  Sunnyvale  (Moflett  Field).  Army; 
San  EMego  (Naval  Air  Station);  San  Pedro  (Naval  Air  Station). 

Colorado;  Denver  (Lowry  Field),  Army;  Golden  (Camp  West). 
National  Guard. 

District  of  Columbia:  Boiling  Field.  Army:  Anacostia  (Naval  Air 
Station ) . 

Florida:  Opalocka  (Naval  Air);  Pensacola  (Naval  Air);  Valparaiso 
(Army  Gunnery  Base).  Elgin. 
Georgia:   Columbus   (Fort  Benning).  Army:    (Lawson  Field). 
Indiana:  Indianapolis  (Stout  Field),  National  Guard;  Indianap- 
olis (Schoen  Field).  Army. 

Illinois:  BeUevUle  (Scott  Field).  Army;  Rantoul  (Chanute  Field). 
Army.  Rockford  (Camp  Grant).  National  Guard;  Chicago  (Munici- 
pal Airport ) 

Kansas:   Port  Riley  (Marshall  Field).  Army. 
Kentucky:  Fort  Knox  (Godman  Field).  Army. 
Louisiana:  Shreveport    (Barksdale  Field),  Army. 
Massachusetts:   Ayer    (Fort    Devens).    National    Gtiard:    Chlcopee 
Falls  (Army  Northeast  Air  Base);  Squantum   (Naval  Air). 

Michigan:  Grosse  lie  (Naval  Air);  Mount  Clement  (Sellrldge 
Field). 

Mis-souri:   Nevada   (National  Guard). 
Nebraska:   Omaha   (Fort  Crook).  Army. 

New  York  State:  Hempstead  (Mltchel  Field).  Army:  Newburgh 
(Stewart  Field).  Armv 

New  York  City:  Miller  Field  (National  Guard).  Army. 
New    Jersey:    Cape    May    (Naval    Air);     Lakehurst    (Naval    Air); 
Wrlghtstown  (Camp  Dix).  Army. 

North  Carolina:  Fort  Bragg  (Pope  Field).  Army. 
Oklahoma:  Fort  Sill  (Poet  Field).  Army. 

Ohio:  Dayton  (Wright  Field),  Army;  Fairfield  (Patterson  Field), 
Army;  Cincinnati   (Lunken  Airport). 

Pennsylvania:  Middletown  (Army  Air  Depot). 
Texas:    Dallas    (Hensley    Field).    Army;    San    Antonio    (Duncan 
Field).  Army;  San  Antonio  (Kelly  Field).  Army;  San  Antonio  (Ran- 
dolph Field).  Army;  San  Antonio  (Brooks  Field).  Army. 

Utah:  Ogden  (Hill  Field),  Army;  Salt  Lake  City  (Camp  WUllams). 
National  Guard. 

Virginia:  Langley  Field,  Army:  Norfolk.  Naval  Operating  Base. 
Washington:  Fort  Lewis  (Gray  Field).  Army:  Fort  Lewis  (McChord 
Field).  Army;  Seattle  (Sand  Point)   Navtd  Air;  Vancouver   (Pearson 
Field).  Army 

Wlaconsln:  Camp  Douglas.  National  Guard. 

Alaska:  Bethel.  Tanana  Crossing.  Ruby.  Nulato,  McGrath,  Ta- 
kotna.  Cordova  District. 

Puerto  Rico:   Borlnguen  Field.  Army;  San  Juan  Naval  Station. 
Virgin  Islands:  Charlotte  Amalie,  Army;  St.  Thomas,  Marine  Corps 
Flying  Field. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  will  admit,  will 
he  not.  even  as  strongly  as  he  feels  on  the  subject,  that  many 
projects  have  been  constructed  by  W.  P.  A.,  such  as  monkey 
houses  and  mill  ponds  and  things  of  that  kind,  that  do  not 
contribute  greatly  to  nattenal  defense? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  do  not  know  of  any  mMikey  houses  that 
were  built  by  the  W.  P.  A.  I  regard  the  W.  P.  A.  as  a  com- 
petent, able  agency  of  the  United  States  Government,  which 


^  This  list  does  not  include  aviation  facilities 
made  by  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  with 
regular  Army  posts  and  naval  stations,  where 
only  incidental  to  broader  programs  of  work, 
list  include  sites  of  projects  carried  out  by  the 
W.  P.  A.  funda. 


and  Improvements 
W.  P.  A.  funda  at 
such  facilities  are 
Neither  does  this 
Coast  Guard  with 


has  done  splendid  things  for  the  American  people.  When  the 
history  of  this  period  is  finally  written,  I  think  it  will  record 
the  fact  that  the  W.  P.  A.  has  been  one  of  the  greatest  activi- 
ties this  a(iministration  has  undertaken.  I  do  not  have  the 
patience  to  listen  to  men  who  want  to  belittle  an  agency  of 
that  character,  which  was  designed  by  the  Government  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  a  humane  program,  a  program  to 
take  care  of  millions  of  unemployed  persons  in  this  coimtry 
who  are  unable  to  take  care  of  their  families,  and  who  are 
suffering,  as  a  result,  from  lack  of  food  and  from  ill  health 
brought  on  by  a  depression  which  they  had  nothing  to  do  with 
creating. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  quarrel  with  the 
basic  purposes  of  relief.  I  have  always  supported  it;  but  I 
think  that  instead  of  giving  this  glorious  picture  of  the 
administration  of  W.  P.  A.,  instead  of  its  being  one  of  the 
glorious  pages  of  American  history,  it  will  be  one  of  the 
blackest. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  disagree  with  the  Senator.  He  has  a 
different  conception  than  I  have  of  what  the  W.  P.  A.  has 
accomplished.  I  have  visited,  in  my  own  State,  the  mar- 
velous projects  that  the  W.  P.  A.  has  constructed  there.  I 
have  seen  the  projects  constructed  in  the  States  of  Oregon 
and  Washington.  I  have  seen  the  McCord  Air  Reld  in  the 
city  of  Tacoma,  which  is  one  of  the  greatest  defense  projects 
In  the  country.  I  have  also  had  described  to  me  the  great 
naval  air  base  at  Sand  Point,  near  the  city  of  Seattle,  which 
is  regarded  as  one  of  the  greatest  naval  air  bases  in  this 
country,  and  other  air  bases  of  a  similar  character — for 
Instance,  at  San  Pedro,  Calif.,  and  at  San  Diego. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  me? 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.    Does    the    Senator    from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming? 
Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  I  heard  a  story  about  this  alleged 
monkey  house.  I  do  not  know  just  what  it  was,  but  the  in- 
dividual had  started  out  and  had  driven  in  an  automobile 
across  the  State  where  the  monkey-house  was  supposed  to 
be.  He  passed  a  great  building  in  a  university  that  had  been 
built  by  W.  P.  A.  labor  and  P.  W.  A.  labor;  he  passed  school- 
houses;  he  drove  across  overpasses,  but  all  he  saw  was  the 
monkey  house,  because  that  was  a  habitation  with  which  he 
was  familiar.    He  had  a  monkey  mind.     ( Laughter.  1 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Montana  further  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  from  Wyoming  evidently  Is 
casting  aspersions  upon  me.  So  far  as  that  is  concerned,  I  am 
very  willing  to  stand  here  and  be  a  critic  of  W.  P.  A.,  as  well 
as  to  commend  the  good  things  it  has  done. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  welcome  the  Senator's  criticism. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  have  been  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
and  have  heard  certain  United  States  Senators  compare 
Harry  Hopkins,  as  Administrator  of  W.  P.  A.,  with  the 
Almighty.  That  is  going  to  a  great  extreme.  The  Senator 
from  Wyoming  is  going  to  great  extremes.  The  Senator 
from  Montana  is  going  to  extremes. 

Of  course,  the  W.  P.  A.  has  done  some  good  work.  Of 
course,  some  form  of  relief  is  needed;  but  all  through  it  has 
been  colored,  as  I  said,  with  very  black  pages,  with  many 
disgraceful  proceedings.  Politics  has  been  played  all  the  way 
through  it,  and  it  has  \3een  done  at  the  expense  of  the  unfor- 
tunate people  of  the  country. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President.  I  beg  to  differ  with  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator.  I  think  he  exaggerates  the  mistakes 
Which  may  have  occurred  in  W.  P.  A.  I  think  he  may  find 
a  few  isolated  instances  of  poor  projects;  there  may  be  some 
instances  where  politics  entered  into  the  W.  P.  A.;  but  I  as- 
sert again  that,  on  the  whole,  the  W.  P.  A.  program  has  been 
one  of  the  best  things  this  administration  has  accomplished 
for  the  people  of  this  country,  as  is  recognized  by  leading 
econcxnic  experts.  For  example.  Fortune  magazine  has  had 
experts  study  the  W.  P.  A.,  and  I  intend  to  refer  to  its  rejxsrt 
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later  on  In  my  remarks.  They  have  found  that  the  W.  P.  A. 
l8  worthy  of  great  re.'jpect,  even  from  the  big-business  inter- 
ests of  the  country,  because  It  has  greatly  helped  in  saving 
from  bankruptcy  some  of  the  large  industries  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  BRIDGES  and  Mr.  MEAD  addressed  the  Chair. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield:  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  am  glad  to  learn  from  the  Senator's  re- 
marks what  he  considers  the  outstanding  achievement  of  the 
New  Deal.    I  am  glad  to  know  he  thinks  it  is  the  W.  P.  A. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  If  the  Senator  will  read  some  of  the  con- 
servative Republican  papers,  such  as  Fortune  magazine,  he 
will  get  a  little  education  on  this  subject. 

I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  MEAD.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from 
Montana  has  mentioned  the  Fortune  magazine,  which  Is  a 
conservative  publication,  let  me  read  a  sentence  or  two  from 
what  that  magazine  said  in  February  Itist.    It  stated: 

W.  p.  A.'s  worst  leaf-raking  days  are  over.  From  the  men  who 
caLTve  toy  ducks  for  poor  cbUdren  out  of  old  Surplus  Commodities 
fruit  crates  on  New  York's  Tenth  Avenue  to  the  women  who  carry 
saddle  bags  of  books  to  the  mountain  people  of  Kentucky,  there  is 
scarcely  a  project  anywhere  that  is  not  eloquent,  even  if  at  a 
whisper,  with  a  sort  of  social  utility. 

W.  P.  A.'s  leaf-raking  days  are  over,  says  Fortune  magazine, 

and  in  the  same  article  to  which  I  just  referred  Fortune 

magazine  states: 

W.  p.  A.'s  use  of  idle  skills  for  the  good  of  society  has  resulted  in 
a  list  of  accomplishments  that  read  like  a  [>salm  to  a  modern 
Pharaoh. 

That  is  from  Fortune,  and  it  occurs  to  me  that  anyone 
who  seeks  to  indict  W.  P.  A.,  in  view  of  the  volume  of  evi- 
dence in  its  favor,  is  not  making  a  very  helpful  or  whole- 
some contribution  to  the  solution  of  our  unemployment 
problem. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  New  York.  I  ap- 
preciate the  contribution  he  has  made. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  I  do  not  know  what  the  experience  in  the 
different  States  may  be,  because  it  is  impossible  for  any  one 
man  to  ascertain  unless  he  makes  it  a  point  to  travel  all 
over  this  great  country,  but  I  do  know  conditions  as  they 
exist  in  my  own  State. 

In  Delaware,  W.  P.  A.  has  been  considered  one  of  the  very 
best  activities  of  the  Government,  not  only  for  the  assistance 
of  people  needing  relief,  those  who  have  needed  the  things 
which  the  W.  P.  A.  was  supposed  to  provide,  but  because  of 
the  various  projects  in  the  State  which  have  been  under- 
taken. I  am  not  speaking  from  a  partisan  standpoint,  not 
because  I  happen  to  advocate  the  New  Deal,  but  I  could 
bring  evidences  from  every  Republican  paper  in  our  State 
of  the  value  of  the  W.  P.  A.  Every  daily  newspaper  in  Dela- 
ware is  Republican,  and  I  could  bring  clippings  from  every 
one  of  those  Republican  newspapers  to  the  effect  that  in 
Delaware  there  has  been  no  politics  in  W.  P.  A.  The  Wil- 
mington Every-Evening.  the  Morning  News,  and  the  Star, 
are  all  Republican  papers,  and  it  has  not  been  a  month  since 
I  noted  in  their  editorial  columns  statements  to  the  effect 
that  there  has  been  no  politics  in  W.  P.  A.  in  Delaware.  It 
may  be  that  it  is  not  so  in  other  States,  and  it  is  unfortunate 
if  that  be  the  case.  It  has  also  been  said  that  the  numerous 
projects  which  have  been  carried  on  by  W.  P.  A.  in  Delaware. 
and  the  numerous  things  they  have  done,  were  good  ac- 
complishments, that  they  were  satisfactory,  and  that  the 
newspapers  had  no  criticism  to  make  of  the  W.  P.  A.  in 
Delaware. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Delaware,     I 
think  Senators  from  practically  every  State  in  the  Union 
could  verify  the  observations  made  by  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware.    I  know  that  in  my  own  State,  where  all 
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the  newspapers  are  corporation  controlled,  the  editors  have 
been  writing  editorials  praising  the  program  of  the  W.  P.  A. 
They  could  not  avoid  doing  that,  because  the  programs  which 
have  been  carried  out  were  of  the  very  finest  character,  re- 
stilting  in  building  up  the  State,  and  improving  the  various 
communities  in  which  the  projects  were  constructed.  There 
have  been  built  dams  and  reservoirs,  roads  and  schoolhouses. 
and  all  sorts  of  projects  which  have  improved  the  social  and 
economir  conditions  of  our  State.  As  I  have  said,  editorials 
In  all  the  Republican -controlled  newspapers  of  the  State 
have  approved  the  program. 

I  have  tried  in  my  remarks  to  show  that  the  program  I 
have  in  mind  in  connection  with  W.  P.  A.  is  not  a  program 
of  work  ol  an  unnecessary  character,  merely  to  provide  em- 
ployment for  the  men  employed.  I  am  seeking  to  put  these 
men  to  work  on  projects  of  an  essential  character  in  con- 
nection with  our  national-defense  program. 

It  must  be  obvious  to  every  intelligent  person  that  if  we 
expand  our  national  armaments  and  air  force,  about  which 
we  are  talking  in  the  Senate,  a  very  extensive  program  of 
works  in  the  various  sections  of  the  country  will  be  required 
in  order  to  make  the  program  operative. 

As  I  pointed  out  earlier  in  my  remarks,  there  Is  a  definite 
tie-in  between  this  work-relief  program  which  we  are  dis- 
cussing and  the  national -defense  program.  I  wish  to  em- 
phasize this  with  all  the  force  I  can.  A  great  deal  of  work 
which  comes  under  the  category  of  national  defense  can  be 
done  by  W.  P.  A.  The  W.  P.  A.,  for  instance,  has  already 
built,  as  I  have  pointed  out.  some  of  the  finest  national- 
defense  projects  to  be  found  in  the  Nation  today.  We  know 
they  can  do  this,  because  they  have  done  It  In  the  past. 
Recently  the  W.  P.  A.  published  an  inventory  of  accom- 
plishments for  the  first  4  Ms  years  of  its  operation.  Let  us 
examine  a  few  items  in  this  report,  and  see  what  W.  P.  A. 
workers  have  already  done  to  bolster  our  national  defense. 

Let  us  first  take  the  matter  of  airports.  The  relationship 
between  airports  and  national  defense  must  be  obvious. 
There  Is  hardly  an  airport  in  this  country  which  has  not 
been  built  or  improved  by  the  W.  P.  A.  or  one  of  its  pre- 
decessors, the  C.  W.  A.  or  the  F.  E.  R.  A.  Whether  we  talk 
of  airports  such  as  the  New  York  City  airport,  which  was 
built  entirely  as  a  W.  P.  A.  project,  or  of  small  emergency 
landing  fields,  such  as  we  find  In  every  State  in  the  Union, 
relief  workers  helped  to  make  them  possible. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Senator  referred  to  what  Is  now  called 
the  LaGuardia  Airport.  That  airport  will  stand  for  all  time, 
in  my  opinion,  as  a  monument  to  the  work  which  the  admin- 
istration has  been  able  to  cK>,  because  it  Is  regarded  as  not 
only  the  finest  airport  In  this  country  but  as  the  finest  airport 
In  the  world  today.  It  not  only  accommodates  the  airplanes 
which  come  from  all  over  our  country,  but  It  Is  the  base  for 
the  Pan-American  Airlines.  It  will  always  stand  as  a  monu- 
ment to  the  work  of  the  W.  P.  A. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  work  of  the  W.  P.  A.  In  the  New  York 
project  is  an  answer  to  the  unwarranted  attacks  made  on 
W.  P.  A.  It  proves  absolutely  the  efficiency  of  the  W.  P.  A., 
and  shows  that  it  has  accomplished  a  great  program  of 
Improvement  in  the  United  States. 

The  project  to  which  the  Senator  from  New  York  has  just 
referred  Is  not  the  only  one  constructed  by  the  W.  P.  A. 
Hundreds  of  them  have  been  constructed  by  the  W.  P.  A. 
They  have  been  constructed  in  every  State  of  the  Union 
The  W.  P.  A.  has  not  only  constructed  airports,  such  as  the 
one  mentioned  by  the  Senator  from  New  York,  but  has  con- 
structed naval  air  bases  and  military  air  bases  of  the  finest 
character,  recognized  by  the  Army  and  the  Navy  as  perfect 
projects. 

This  morning  I  talked  to  Admiral  Moreell.  He  called  my 
attention  to  the  splendid  work  done  by  the  W.  P.  A.  in  con- 
nection with  the  Sand  Point  Naval  Base  in  Seattle,  which  Is 
regarded  as  one  of  the  finest  naval  air  bases  in  the  world. 
There  Is  nothing  to  excel  It.  The  Army  air  base  at  McCord 
Field.  Tacoma,  which  I  believe  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
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North  Carolina  [Mr.  RttholdsI  had  the  opportunity  to  visit 
•ometime  ago,  is  one  of  the  finest  air  bases  in  the  country. 

I  do  not  need  to  dwell  on  those  things.  I  hate  to  hear 
people  attempt  to  malign  the  W.  P.  A.  I  hate  to  hear  them 
misrepresent  and  deceive  the  public  with  regard  to  the 
W.  P.  A.  To  do  so  i5  certainly  unfair  and  unjust,  and  it  Is 
unpatriotic.  When  they  do  so  they  are  injuring  the  feelings 
of  men  who  have  taken  great  pride  in  the  work  they  have 
done.  In  the  eastern  end  of  my  State,  which  was  affected  by 
the  drought,  the  W.  P.  A.  has  built  great  reservoirs,  and  the 
men  in  charge  take  great  pride  in  what  they  have  there 
accomplished.  TTie  men  in  charge  of  the  projects  there  dwell 
on  the  splendid  character  of  the  men  employed,  and  the  good 
work  they  have  accomplished,  and  they  feel  they  are  con- 
structing something  which  is  of  benefit  to  their  fellow  citizens. 
I  feel  utterly  out  of  patience  with  those  who  attempt  to  mis- 
represent the  W.  P.  A.  and  deceive  the  people  of  the  United 
States  with  respect  to  a  matter  of  such  significance  to  the 
welfare  of  our  Nation. 

Whether  you  talk  of  the  great  airports  in  the  country,  such 
as  the  New  York  City  Airport  which  was  built  entirely  as  a 
W.  P.  A.  project,  or  of  small  emergency  landing  fields,  such  as 
you  find  in  every  State,  relief  workers  helped  make  them  pos- 
sible. It  is  safe  to  say  that  if  it  were  not  for  the  increased 
ground  facilities  created  by  relief  workers,  aviation  in  this 
country  could  not  possibly  have  advanced  to  where  it  is  today. 
If  it  had  not  been  for  the  W.  P.  A.  program  we  would  indeed 
be  in  a  sorry  situation  today  with  reference  to  our  national 
defense. 

L«t  us  get  back  to  the  W.  P.  A.  accomplishment  report  and 
■ee  what  was  done  for  aviation  in  Just  4'/2  years.  W.  P.  A. 
workers  constructed  197  new  airports,  and  they  reconstructed, 
made  additions  to.  or  made  improvements  on.  372  others. 
They  have  built  1.758.000  feet  of  new  runways,  they  have  im- 
proved 372,000  feet  of  existing  rimways  and  they  have  siu-- 
laced  170.000  additional  feet.  They  have  built  387  airport 
buildings  and  reconstructed  or  improved  600  others.  In  ad- 
dition, they  have  built  thousands  of  ground  lights,  airway 
beacons,  and  airway  markers. 

Let  us  consider  what  W.  P.  A.  workers  have  done  for  auto- 
mobile transportation — certainly  a  major  item  in  national 
defense.  W.  P.  A.  workers  have  constructed  or  improved  a 
total  of  457,000  miles  of  roads  in  a  4V2-year  period.  In 
addition,  they  have  constructed  56,000  new  bridges  and  re- 
constructed or  improved  37.000  others. 

In  the  field  of  public  buildings  I  will  select  two  items  which 
are  definitely  related  to  national  defense.  W.  P.  A.  workers 
constructed  156  new  hospitals  and  reconstructed  1,500  others. 
W.  P.  A.  workers  have  built  222  new  armories— which  cer- 
tainly should  be  regarded  as  helpful  In  our  national-defense 
program — and  reconstructed  or  improved  370  others. 

These  accomplishments  are  only  a  few  from  a  long  list. 
Surely  the  figures  I  have  quoted  above  are  impressive,  and 
surely  the  work  they  represent  is  of  tremendous  value  in  our 
national  defense.  These  accomplishments  were  made  as 
part  of  a  general  work  program — not  as  a  special  defense 
program— yet  they  represent  a  very  valuable  contribution 
to  national  defense.  Mr.  President,  what  I  am  getting  at 
is  this:  U  we  increase  our  W.  P.  A.  working  force  now  to 
3.000.000.  as  I  am  proposing,  and  if  we  direct  the  work 
insofar  as  may  be  possible  toward  naUonal-defense  projects, 
we  can  make  rapid  progress  in  carrying  out  a  gigantic  pro-' 
gram  of  national  defense.  While  we  are  doing  this,  we  are 
Idving  our  unemployed  citizens  an  opportunity  to  support 
their  families  by  their  own  efforts,  and  we  are  showing  them 
that  they  are  not  to  be  regarded  as  outcasts  but  as  loyaL 
patriotic  citizens  of  our  Republic. 

I  think  we  are  fortunate  at  this  time  to  have  as  Commis- 
sioner of  the  W.  P.  A.  a  Regular  Army  officer  and  engineer 
While  I  do  not  speak  for  Colonel  Harrington.  I  think  it  is 
obvious  that  he  wiU  direct  the  W.  P.  A.  program  to  national 
defense,  hisofar  as  he  is  permitted  to  do  so  under  the  bill 
the  Congress  passes.  I  do  not  mean  that  W.  P.  A.  workers 
WiU  be  set  to  making  guns,  planes,  engines,  tanks,  or  battle- 
ships.   For  the  most  part,  they  are  not  trained  for  that  type 


of  work.  But  they  can — they  have  demonstrated  that  they 
can — ^work  on  projects  which  are  vital  for  our  national  de- 
fense. They  can  work  on  airports,  on  roads,  on  barracks, 
on  armories,  on  warehouses,  on  rifie  ranges,  on  Army  and 
Navy  bases. 

It  seems  to  me  poor  economy,  from  any  point  of  view,  to 
limit  the  number  of  people  to  be  employed  on  the  W.  P.  A. 
program  to  less  than  3,000.000  and  thus  retard  our  defense 
program.  If  someone  should  ask  me.  "Can  we  afford  it?" 
I  would  answer,  "Can  we  afford  not  to  do  it?"  If  we  cannot 
afford  to  look  after  our  own  democratic  system  and  our  own 
people  who  are  in  real  jeopardy,  then  we  had  better  really 
be  concerned  for  our  safety  as  an  independent  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  warn  this  body,  with  all  the  force 
my  meager  ability  is  capable  of.  that  the  safety  and  security 
of  the  United  States  does  not  rest  alone  in  a  great  mechanized 
army  or  a  super  navy.  Without  a  loyal,  patriotic  ciUzenry 
armaments  will  prove  to  be  a  futile  means  of  preserving  the 
Nation.  "An  army  in  overalls,"  as  one  thoughtful  editor 
says,  "is  today  as  essential  to  national  preparedness  as  an 
army  in  uniform."  By  arms  alone,  absolutely  Indespensable 
though  they  are.  neither  this  Nation  nor  any  other  can  make 
itself  secure.  A  nation,  however  highly  armed,  must  have  a 
sound  internal  policy  or  it  will  find  itself  at  last  in  mortal 
peril. 

The  great  threat  to  the  security  and  happiness  of  otir 
country  rests  today  in  the  battalions  of  our  unemployed.  It 
rests  in  the  millions  of  men,  women,  and  children  menaced 
by  poverty  and  iU  health.  No  powerful  combination  of  war- 
like nations  can  threaten  the  United  States  half  so  seriously 
as  those  conditions  which  are  of  our  own  making.  Let  us, 
therefore,  arm  now  against  this  dangerous  enemy  within  our 
gates  which  threatens  to  undermine  our  country.  Put  these 
unemployed  to  work  on  our  defense  program  and  block  the 
development  of  "fifth  column"  activities  at  home  whUe  we 
face  the  danger  of  a  ruthless  enemy  abroad.  That  is  the 
American  way  of  meeting  this  Issue. 

I  have  concluded  my  discussion  of  the  first  amendment 
which  I  have  presented.  I  will  now  refer  to  my  second 
amendment.  My  second  proposal  concerns  Itself  with  the 
administrative  expenses  of  the  W.  P.  A.  My  proposal  Is  to 
set  a  fiat  maximum  of  5  percent  of  the  total  for  the  admin- 
istration of  the  program. 

The  W.  P.  A.  Is  a  huge  and  complex  agency.  It  has  offices 
in  every  State  and  city  in  the  United  States.  It  works  on 
every  conceivable  type  of  public  project.  It  Is  the  largest 
employer  of  labor  in  the  United  States,  and  yet  we  expect 
this  agency  to  operate  the  vast  program  efficiently  and  intel- 
ligently on  a  shoestring.  Every  year  we  increase  their  bur- 
dens, and  every  year,  instead  of  raising  their  administrative 
budget,  we  cut  it. 

K-^?!  i^^  '^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^  P-  A.  Is  operating  on  the 
basis  of  3.7  percent  for  administrative  expense,  yet  the  House 
proposes  to  cut  this  small  item  by  20  percent.  To  me  this 
seems  Uke  poor  business.  The  purpose  of  the  cut  is  obvious 
to  all.  It  is  designed  to  hamstring  and  discredit  the  W  P  A 
The  proponents  talk  piously  of  economy,  while  Massohnl- 
like.  they  stick  the  harpoon  into  the  body  of  W  P  A 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  As  the  Senator  knows,  the  W.  P.  A.  has  been 
reducing  its  expenses.  In  some  years  past.  In  relief  bills  we 
established  a  maximum  of  4  percent  for  administrative 'ex- 
penses, which  the  W.  P.  A.  said  was  adequate  Then  the 
percentage  was  reduced.  This  year  the  House  cut  10  percent 
from  the  Budget  figures.  The  Senate  committee  recom- 
mended the  restoration  of  the  Budget  figure  which  the 
W.  P.  A.  says  will  be  adequate,  although  it  will  have  to  be 
economical  and  careful.  The  percentage  is  about  3  7  Des- 
cent. We  have  felt  that  the  W.  P.  A.  would  not  be  wiiling  to 
cut  its  forces  below  the  number  needed. 

Mr  MURRAY.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  make  that  explanation.  I  am  not 
famihar  with  the  hearings,  but  I  know  that  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  is  very  familiar  with  the  W.  P.  A.    I  am  very  glad 
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to  know  that  he  has  givoi  consideration  to  that  point,  and 
that  the  Senate  committee  has  restored  the  cut  which  was 
made  in  the  House.  However,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we 
have  placed  additional  burdens  on  the  W.  P.  A.  in  the  way  of 
making  additional  reports  and  investigations,  which  I  shall 
mention  later.  I  still  think  we  should  to  some  degree  at  least 
increase  the  administrative  expenses  of  that  organization. 
I  do  not  think  the  Administrator  would  ask  for  an  increase 
unless  he  thought  it  was  necessary. 

About  the  time  the  hearings  were  in  progress  I  called  up 
the  W.  P.  A.  office,  and  I  understood  at  that  time  that  the 
W.  P.  A.  was  greatly  injured  by  the  attempt  to  reduce  its  ad- 
ministrative expenses.  That  was  the  reason  why  I  became 
Interested  in  the  matter.  I  want  the  administration  to  be 
efficient  and  the  program  effective. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  following 
the  address  of  the  Senator  from  Montana,  and  during  the 
further  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution  now  under  con- 
sideration, no  Senator  shall  speak  more  than  once  or  longer 
than  30  minutes  on  the  Joint  resolution  or  any  amendment 
thereto. 

Mr.  McNARY.  On  the  Joint  resolution  or  any  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  On  the  Joint  resolution  or  any  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  McNARY.    That  would  allow  an  hour. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  would  allow  an  hour  if  any  Senator 
should  wish  to  use  an  hour. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mead  in  the  chair).  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Tlie  Chair  hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  any  Senator  or  any  In- 
dustrialist if  5  percent  of  the  total  appropriation  to  operate 
a  program  as  far  fiung  and  complicated  as  is  the  W.  P.  A. 
Is  too  much.  I  ln\'ite  comparison  with  any  other  govern- 
mental agency — or,  for  that  matter,  with  any  private 
agency — to  prove  whether  or  not  the  administrative  expense 
allowed  W.  P.  A.  is  pitifully  insufficient. 

In  1937  Fortune  magazine  conducted  an  extensive  research 
Into  the  operations  of  W.  P.  A.  Certainly  no  one  would  sus- 
pect that  magazine  of  bias  in  favor  of  this  Federal  agency. 
Let  me  quote  from  the  editor  of  Fortune,  discussing  its 
survey : 

One  conclusion  of  this  research  will  perhaps  startle  you. 

Says  Fortuned 

This  impartial  and  wholly  unbiased  survey  gave  strongest  sup- 
port to  the  feeling  that  the  machinery  of  the  damned  and  despised 
W.  P.  A.  functions  with  an  efficiency  of  which  any  lodustrlaUst 
would  be  proud. 

We  expect  the  W.  P.  A.  to  make  periodic  surveys  of  the 
needs  of  Its  workers.  We  tell  it  that  it  must  not  employ 
aliens.  Communists,  or  members  of  the  Nazi  bund,  and  we 
expect  it  to  carry  out  these  provisions  to  the  letter.  We 
chastise  it,  and  cry  "bocndoggling"  whenever  we  find  a 
W.  P.  A.  project,  no  matter  how  small,  which  to  us  seems 
poorly  handled.  We  expect  the  W.  P.  A.  to  eradicate  all 
political  infiuence  on  its  projects.  We  expect  every  project 
to  be  well  planned  before  work  starts.  We  expect  the 
W.  P.  A.  engineers  to  make  periodic  inspections  to  see  that 
the  Jobs  are  progressing  on  schedule.  It  must  apportion  its 
funds  in  an  equitable  manner.  It  must  be  sure  that  no 
work  is  done  on  private  property.  It  must  arrange  for 
sponsors'  contributions.  It  must  make  thousands  of  re- 
ports— to  the  Treasury  Department,  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral's office,  to  the  Comptroller  General's  office,  to  the 
President,  and  to  the  Congress.  It  must  be  siue-that  every 
proposed  project  is  socially  worth  while.  It  must  be  sure 
that  suitable  labor  is  available  before  a  project  begins.  It 
must  watch  each  project  closely,  so  that  the  final  costs  do 


not  exceed  the  initial  estimates.  I  do  not  say  that  all  these 
things  should  not  be  done.  What  I  do  say  is  that  we  should 
give  the  W.  P.  A.  sufficient  money  so  that  they  can  be  done 
properly.  By  so  doing.  In  the  long  run  we  should  save 
money. 

The  average  W.  P.  A.  administrative  wage  is  considerably 
less  than  the  average  Government  wage.  I  do  not  know 
why  that  should  be.  The  jobs  of  W,  P.  A.  administrators  are 
Just  as  difficult,  if  not  more  so,  Just  as  important,  as  those  of 
any  other  bureau  or  agency.  Yet  we  persist  in  underpaying 
them.  I  am  familiar  with  the  W,  P.  A.  situation  in  my  own 
State,  as  other  Senators  no  doubt  are  famihar  with  the  situa- 
tion in  their  States.  I  know  that  the  administrative  staffs 
in  the  State  office  and  in  the  district  offices  are  made  up  of 
hard-working,  intelligent  men  and  women.  I  know,  too,  that 
they  are  underpaid,  understaffed,  and  overworked.  I  do  not 
think  we  should  practice  economy  in  that  way.  I  predict 
that  if  we  increase  W.  P.  A.  administrative  expense  to  5  per- 
cent of  the  total  appropriated,  we  shall  have  a  more  efficient 
and  effective  W.  P.  A.  program. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  today  facing  a  crisis  In  this  coun- 
try caused  by  the  tragic  international  situation.  Democracy 
is  on  trial  as  never  before.  We  must  think  seriously  of  what 
wt  are  doing.  This  is  no  time  for  dilly-dallying,  for  bick- 
ering, or  for  political  pettifoggery  and  deception.  We  must 
get  down  to  brass  tacks,  and  do  so  promptly.  We  must  con- 
solidate all  our  forces.  We  must  give  work  to  our  unem- 
ployed, so  that  they  may  play  an  important  role  In  our  de- 
fense program.  We  can  no  longer  sit  back  and  merely  say, 
"Nobody  in  this  country  will  starve,"  This  Is  a  negative  at- 
titude, and  it  is  not  enough.  Besides,  malnutrition,  dis- 
couragement, and  poverty  may  be  just  as  devastating  as  star- 
vation. What  we  should  say  is,  "Let  every  American  produce 
his  or  her  share  for  the  national  defense  and  general  wel- 
fare of  the  Nation.  Let  every  man  and  woman  become  a  part 
of  our  American  defense  program  and  a  part  of  our  society." 
We  must  provide  the  unemployed  the  opportunity  to  partici- 
pate in  this  program — not  as  charity,  but  because  they  need 
work,  and  because  we  need  their  loyalty  and  patriotism. 

Mr.  President,  there  can  be  no  safety  or  security  for  a  na- 
tion infected  by  the  dangerous  plague  of  unemployment  and 
destitution.  We  have  millions  of  unemployed  workers  who 
are  ablt*  and  willing  to  work.  It  seems  to  me  only  logical 
that  we  should  utilize  these  workers,  as  far  as  possible.  In  our 
national  defense  program.  By  providing  useful — nay,  es- 
sential— work  for  3,000,000  of  our  unemployed  fellow  citizens 
through  the  W.  P.  A.  program,  we  shall  go  a  long  way  toward 
providing  genuine  national  defense,  both  within  and  with- 
out our  borders.  We  shall  have  provided  Insurance  against 
communism  or  totalitarianism.  We  shall  have  reunited 
our  country  and  our  people  and  strengthened  our  democracy, 
and  we  shall  be  able  to  face  the  whole  world  without  fear. 
ArrrriTDE  or  America  toward  ettropean  war 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  lateness  of 
the  hour,  I  think  we  cannot  finish  the  Joint  resolution  tonight; 
and  inasmuch  as  we  have  already  secured  a  limitation  on 
debate,  it  may  be  advisable  to  have  it  go  over. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  is  the  Senator  about  to  move 
a  recess? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  was  about  to  do  so ;  yes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Will  the  Senator  allow  me  5  or  6  minutes 
before  he  does  that? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Certainly. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  thank  the  leader  for  his  kindness. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  just  learned  through  newspaper 
sources  that  the  city  of  Paris  is  practically  on  the  verge  of 
capitulation — news  which,  I  am  sure,  must  bring  tears  to  the 
eyes  of  the  Members  of  this  body  and  to  the  American  people. 

No  wonder  the  Premier  of  Prance  addressed  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  the  plaintive  appeal  which  is  carried 
in  this  afternoon's  newspapers,  reading  as  follows: 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  first  of  all  to  express  my  gratitude  for  Uie 
generous  aid  which  you  have  decided  to  give  us  In  the  matter  ot 
aviation  and  armament. 
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Par  the  past  6  days  acd  8  nigbts  our  dlTlslons  have  been  fighting 
without  fcn  hour's  recite  against  an  army  having  crushing  numeri- 
cal and  material  superiority.  Today  the  enemy  is  near  the  gates  of 
Paris. 

We  are  fighting  in  front  of  Paris,  we  are  fighting  behind  Paria. 
we  are  IndOBing  ourselves  In  one  of  our  provinces  and  if  we  are 
chaaed  thcrelrom  we  shall  go  to  North  Africa  and  If  necessary  to  our 
American  poasesslcns. 

iZTHAcro  JOINS  Aurr 

Part  of  the  gorcmment  has  already  left  Paris.  I  myself  am  get- 
ting ready  to  leave  for  the  armies.  This  is  to  Intensify  the  struggle 
With  all  our  forces  we  still  have  and  not  to  abandon  the  fight. 

May  I  request.  Mr.  President,  that  you  explain  all  that  to  your 
people,  to  all  American  citizens,  telling  them  that  we  are  determined 
to  sacrlflce  ourselves  In  the  struggles  we  are  leading  for  all  free  men. 

At  the  moment  I  speak  to  you  another  dictatorship  has  hit 
Prance  In  the  t>ack.  A  new  frontier  is  menaced.  A  naval  battle  is 
about  to  begin.  You  generously  replied  to  the  appeal  I  launched  a 
few  days  ago  over  the  Atlantic  Today,  Jvme  10.  1940,  It  is  new  aid. 
eren  wider,  that  It  Is  my  clu*y  to  ask  of  you. 

At  the  same  time  that  you  expose  the  situation  to  the  men  and 
women  of  America  I  beg  you  publicly  to  declare  United  States'  ac- 
cord with  the  Allies  and  moral  and  material  aid  by  all  po88lbl« 
means  excepting  the  dispatch  of  an  eiq>editlonary  corps. 

I  beg  you  to  do  this  before  it  Is  too  late. 

I  realize  the  gravity  of  such  a  gesture.  The  gravity  necessitates 
that  It  does  not  come  too  late. 

You,  younelf.  said  on  October  5.  1937:  "1  am  compelled  and  you 
are  compelled  to  look  ahead.  The  peace,  freedom,  and  security  of 
©0  percent  of  the  world  poptilation  begins  to  be  Jeopardized  by 
the  remaining  10  percent  who  are  threatening  to  break  down  all 
international  law 

"Surely  the  90  percent  who  want  to  live  in  accordance  with 
the  moral  standards  that  have  received  almost  universal  accept- 
ance through  centxirles  can  and  must  find  some  way  to  make  their 
will  prevail  '■ 

The  hour  has  come  for  these  90  percent  of  the  citizens  of  the 
world  to  unite  against  the  mortal  danger  menacing  all.  I  have  con- 
fidence in  the  solidarity  of  the  American  people,  in  this  vital  battle 
the  Allies  are  waging  for  their  own  salvation,  but  also  for  the 
salvation  of  American  democracy. 

Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago  prominent  Members  of  this 
body  were  heard  to  say  that  the  Allies  had  not  requested  aid 
of  the  American  people.  If  anybody  ever  had  a  doubt  that 
any  of  the  other  sentiments  coming  appealingly  across  the 
water  were  not  ofBcial  in  character  and  did  not  come  from 
the  hearts  of  the  Allied  governments,  that  doubt  is  now 
definitely  dispelled  beyond  question  by  the  direct  appeal 
made  to  the  head  of  our  GJovernmert  by  the  Premier  of  the 
Republic  of  Prance. 

Mr.  President,  it  will  be  noted,  in  the  alternative  pre- 
sented by  the  Premier  of  .Prance,  that  yet  closer  and  closer 
to  our  own  continent,  and  closer  and  closer  to  our  own 
country,  comes  the  reach  of  the  wings  of  this  vicious  vulture 
of  war.  There  are  growing  up  in  our  Congress  those  who,  I 
can  see,  already  are  becoming  the  champions  of  the  phi- 
losophy of  appeasement  in  America.  They  say,  "We  are  too 
weak,  and  therefore  we  had  better  not  antagonize  Hitler." 
They  say,  "Wait  awhile,  and  perhaps  he  will  spend  his  force 
and  be  exhausted  so  that  he  cannot  get  out  of  the  Old 
.  World."  They  say.  "Wait  awhile  yet.  and  perhaps  he  wiU 
not  attack  this  continent.  Walt  awhile,  imtil  we  are 
-stronger  and  surer  that  we  can  resist  defensively  any  en- 
croachment he  may  hurl  upon  us." 

Yesterday  another  important  speech  was  made,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. It  was  made  by  the  head  of  the  Government  of  Brazil. 
That  speech  spoke  complimentarily  and  approvingly  of  the 
vii:ility  of  the  new  governments  and  peoples.  That  must 
have  had  an  ominous  sound  to  the  ears  of  every  Member  of 
this  body  and  every  citizen  of  this  coimtry.  Either  that 
speech  indicated  that  the  head  of  the  Giovemment  of 
Brazil— one  of  the  major  republics  of  the  21  on  this  contl- 
i»ent — was  already,  in  faith  and  in  philosophy,  at  one  with 
the  opponents  of  democracy,  or  he  must  have  thought  there 
was  a  sentiment  of  that  character  so  strong  in  his  own 
country  that  he  was  obligated  to  recognize  it  at  a  time  when 
he  paid  some  tribute  to  the  democracies. 

I  wonder.  Mr.  President,  where  these  champions  of  ap- 
peasement are  going  to  make  their  stand. 

Mr.  O-MAHONEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Win  the  Senator  pardon   me  for  Just  a 

moment?    If  not  on  the  Rhine,  if  hot  at  the  Meuse  at  the 

eomme,  at  the  Seine,  on  the  Loire,  at  Paris,  at  Tours':  not  In 


Europe,  if  not  in  South  America,  where  do  the  champions  of 
appeasement  propose  to  say,  "Here  we  stand."  and  fight  as 
men  who  were  worthy  always  have  fought  for  the  things 
they  held  dear? 

There  seems  to  be  a  growing  conspiracy  in  certain  pieces 
to  denounce  some  of  us.  and  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  Democratic  Party  under  its  present  leader- 
ship, as  being  a  war  group  and  a  war  party.  That  policy  is 
too  obvious.  BIr.  President,  for  its  slimy  trail  not  to  be 
odiously  observable  to  everyone  of  us.  Let  history  decide 
who  is  the  war  party  of  America.  Let  history  decide  who 
siHlls  the  blood  of  American  boys.  Let  history  decide 
whether  the  battle  might  have  been  avoided,  but  by  the 
appeasement  champions  was  ultimately  and  inevitably 
brought  to  the  shores  of  this  country  they  profess  to  love. 

So  I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  appeasement  is  a  germ  which 
destroys  the  red  corpuscles  of  every  body  politic  in  which  it 
has  been  permitted  to  live. 

If  our  body  politic,  if  our  Oovemment.  Is  once  infected 
with  that  virus,  It,  too,  will  go  the  way  of  all  others  which 
have  nourished  it  hospitably  in  their  blood. 

So.  as  Paris  is  about  to  fall,  as  the  battle  moves  down  to 
one  of  the  provinces  of  Prance,  as  the  government  turns  its 
eyes  to  the  nations  of  the  world  appealing  for  succor,  not  for 
troops— and  I  cannot  make  it  too  clear  that  no  Senator  on 
this  floor  would  more  definitely  vote  against  that  than  I 
would— appealing  to  this  Government  for  what  aid  it  can 
render  short  of  war,  if  this  Oovemment  now,  in  this  crucial 
hour,  fails  to  heed  that  plaintive  appeal  from  the  heart  of 
crucified  and  expiring  France.  Mr.  President,  it  not  only 
constitutes  ingratitude  for  what  France  did  for  us  in  an 
earlier  day  when  we  appealed  to  them,  but  it  will  mark  the 
day  when  we  choose  to  forfeit  our  standing  In  the  family  of 
the  respected  peoples  of  the  world. 

If  we  now  decline  to  espouse  a  cause  in  which  we  profess 
to  beUeve,  and  those  who  are  our  first  line  of  defense  there 
will  come  eventually  the  terrible  day  of  realization  that  the 
champions  of  Chamberlainian  appeasement  led  us  not  to 
peace  but  to  a  ghastly  war  in  this  hemisphere,  if  not  in  our 
country. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President.  I  sought  to  interrupt 
the  Senator  in  order  that  I  might  ask  him  a  question 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    I  was  prompted  to  Interrupt  by  his 
reference  to  the  recent  remarks  of  the  President  of  BrazU 
I  have  not  had  opportunity  of  reading   the  entire  text  of 
what  the  Brazilian  executive  said.     I  wonder  whether  the 
Senator  from  Florida  has  had  that  opportunity 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  regret  to  say  that  I  have  read  only  the 
newspaper  accounts  of  it;  I  have  not  read  the  entire  text 

Mr  O'MAHONEY.  I  thought  that  was  probably  the  case* 
S?  ,,**V^J^^^^  prompts  me  to  say  that  perhaps  it  would 
be  a  little  bit  premature  to  pass  judgment  now  upon  the 
full  meaning  and  the  full  significance  of  what  President 
Vargas  actually  said. 

I  think  that  what  has  been  printed  may  Jtistify  the  con- 
clusion, not  that  he  has  expressed  any  hostility  toward  or 
any  doubt  in  the  virtue  of  democracy,  but.  rather,  that  he  has 
expressed  an  opinion  that  organization  is  needed  to  protect 
and  promote  democracy.  I  felt,  perhaps,  it  would  be  well  for 
us  to  withhold  judgment  before  expressing  on  this  floor  an 
opinion  about  a  speech  the  meaning  of  which  certainly  can- 
not be  clear  to  us  untU  we  have  read  the  entire  speech 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  appreciate  the  spirit  of 
caution  which  Is  contained  in  the  words  of  the  able  Senator 
and  my  friend  from  Wyoming.  No  Senator  on  this  floor  Is  a 
greater  admirer  of  the  Oovemment  of  Brazil  than  I— its  very 
^tendid  and  able  Ambassador  to  Washington  and  his  lovely 
wife,  and  Its  foreign  minister,  whom  I  was  privUeged  to  meet 
upon  his  last  visit  to  this  country.  No  one  has  looked  with 
SfS  K? ^»f ^"^1,"?°°  ^^  ^^'  °'  cordiality  and  cooperation 
I?i?,*7  '^K  "^i^  ^""^^  ^"^  ^^  '^"y  o'  'nations  con- 
sututing  the  21  American  republics.  But  in  these  crucial 
times  we  need  more  plain  speaking  than  less,  and  the  senti- 
ments uttered  by  the  President  of  Brazil  were  extremely 
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disturbing  to  me  either  way.  whether  they  indicated  the  senti- 
ment of  the  President  himself  as  giving  approval  to  the 
totalitarian  philosophies  because  of  their  vigor  and  eflftcacy, 
or  whether  he  thought  it  necessary,  because  there  are  more 
than  a  million  Germans  in  Brazil  who  are  quite  an  influential 
factor  in  its  population,  to  express  approval  of  the  totalitarian 
philosophies.  Either.  I  say.  has  an  ominous  sound  in  the 
ears  of  the  other  republics  of  this  hemisphere. 

I  certainly  hope  and  pray  that  the  sentiments  in  the  hearts 
of  the  people  of  Brazil  will  always  be  the  sentiments  of  democ- 
racy, but  this  is  no  time  to  talk  of  appeasement  with  totali- 
tarianism, and  if  our  friends  to  the  south  of  us  are  begirming 
to  api)ease  the  dictators,  beginning  to  speak  well  of  them,  to 
be  cordial  and  hospitable  to  the  receipt  of  their  doctrines  and 
their  philosophy,  it  is  time  we  knew  it  now.  because  there  may 
come  a  time  when  the  United  States  will  have  to  know  who 
are  its  friends  and  who  axe  its  enemies. 

What  I  am  appealing  for  is  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  Shan  stand  up  unafraid  and  say.  "We  denounce  totali- 
tarianism, we  denounce  Hitler,  we  denounce  Mussolini,  we 
declare  anew  our  sentiments  of  democracy  and  Americanism, 
we  reaffirm  our  Monroe  Doctrine,  we  propose  to  give  all  aid 
short  of  war  to  the  Allies  now,  beginning  now.  not  tomorrow; 
and  tomorrow  giving  yet  more  material  aid  as  our  capacity 
expands." 

The  Congress,  however,  has  not  even  the  courage  to  stand 
up  and  utter  those  sentiments.  We  quibble,  we  equivocate,  we 
evade,  we  hesitate,  we  wait;  and  even  the  Congress  does  not 
stand  up  and  say.  "Hitler  stinks  in  democracy's  nostrils,  and 
so  does  his  ally  and  confederate  in  crime,  Mussolini;  and  so 
do  their  philosophies,  and  all  they  stand  for."  We  cannot 
even  get  the  Senate  to  say  that.  Therefore  I  should  not  be 
very  much  surprised  if.  knowing  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  will  not  say  that,  the  President  of  Brazil,  a  country  in 
which  there  are  over  a  million  German  citizens,  will  not  dare 
to  say  it.  So  as  he  stands  on  a  battleship  speaking  of  the 
glories  of  Brazil  in  times  past,  of  victories  won,  he  thinks  he 
had  better  put  in  a  good  word  for  the  dictators,  because  Hitler 
Is  at  the  gates  of  Paris,  and  the  great  Italian  air  force  and 
Army  are  poised  ready  to  strike.  The  dictators  are  about  to 
win.  the  democracies  are  decadent,  are  afraid,  they  cannot 
make  up  their  minds,  and  they  let  Chamberlains  lead  them. 
They  will  not  say  what  they  think,  for  to  do  so  might  make 
some  dictator  angry. 

If  that  is  the  kind  of  example  the  American  Congress  is 
going  to  set  the  South  American  republics,  if  their  ambassa- 
dors are  going  to  t>e  able  to  tell  their  people.  "Roosevelt  has 
gone  away  out  in  front,  and  he  has  himself  out  on  a  limb, 
but  you  don't  hear  much  from  Congress,  do  you?  They  have 
not  said  these  things" — do  you  not  think  they  will  all  begin 
to  say.  "We  had  better  play  up  to  Hitler  a  little"?  Then  the 
next  time  they  make  a  speech  they  will  say.  "While  we  appre- 
ciate the  sentiments  of  democracy,  we  cannot  withhold  our 
compliments  from  the  new  virility  and  the  new  faith." 

That  is  the  trouble;  if  the  dictators  win,  if  Paris  falls, 
and  Prance  Is  destroyed,  how  long  do  you  suppose  these 
smaller  countries  are  going  to  stand  up  when  Herr  Hitler 
says,  "All  right.  I  want  your  wheat;  I  want  your  cattle;  I 
want  your  lard;  I  want  your  cotton,  and  here  are  goods  in 
return."  and  we.  through  our  State  Department,  say.  "Don't 
deal  with  Hitler.  You  sure  playing  up  to  the  totalitarian 
philosophy.  You  are  making  it  impossible  for  these  nations 
ever  to  restore  themselves  to  power." 

Do  you  think  they  are  going  to  listen  to  us?  They  will  not 
listen  to  a  democracy  that  is  afraid  to  say  anything  as 
against  Hitler,  who  is  neither  afraid  to  say  nor  to  do  what 
his  beastly  will  may  dictate.  So  that  the  time  has  come 
when  we  would  l>etter  make  up  our  minds  whether  we  are 
going  to  set  an  example  of  courage,  or  whether,  in  our  equiv- 
ocation, under  the  leadership  of  the  champions  of  appease- 
ment, we  will  give  fearful  and  costly  encouragement  to  the 
dictators. 

Mr.  OTCIAHONEY.  Mr.  President.  I  am  rather  sorry  I 
interrupted  the  Senator  now.  because  I  think  it  provoked 


him  to  make  even  a  more  grave  charge  against  the  leader  of 
a  great  American  republic  than  he  had  previously  made. 

The  point  I  offer  Is  that  the  Senator  has  not  read  the 
speech  of  President  Vargas.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  inadvisable, 
at  least,  for  any  Member  of  this  body  to  link  the  leader  of 
an  American  republic  with  the  leaders  of  totalitarian  states 
abroad,  because  it  is  possible  that  if  the  Senator  had  had 
the  opportunity  of  reading  the  entire  speech,  a  different 
conclusion  might  have  been  drawn.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say 
that  President  Vargas  agrees  with  the  opinion  expressed  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida,  but  I  do  say  that  it  behooves  us. 
sitting  in  this  Chamber,  to  si)eak  with  caution  about  the 
opinions  expressed  by  leaders  of  other  American  republics 
until  we  know  definitely  what  those  opinions  are. 

I  can  sympathize  completely  with  the  Senator's  denuncia- 
tion of  totalitarianism.  I  can  sympathize,  and  I  do,  with 
his  repudiation  of  the  philosophy  which  is  guiding  Hitler  and 
Mussolini;  but  I  am  not  yet  ready  to  link  any  American 
President  with  either  of  those  two  dictators,  and  I  believe 
that  the  evidence  is  not  at  hand  to  justify  any  Senator  to 
link  them  together.  That  is  the  only  reason  I  interrupted 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed- 


Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
I  should  like  to  make  an  observation. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  While  we  are  denouncing  Hitler  and 
Mussolini,  I  think  we  ought  to  include  Mr.  Stalin,  of  Russia. 
I  think  Stalin  is  accomplishing  as  much  devilment  in  this 
country  as  is  anyone  else. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  my  distinguished  friend  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  made  mention  of  the  South  American  situ- 
ation, which  really  is  a  very  serious  one.  and  naturally  an 
extremely  interesting  one.  I  now  ask,  without  comment,  to 
have  published  in  the  Record  at  this  point,  in  connection 
with  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming,  an  editorial 
which  I  read  this  afternoon,  appearing  in  the  Washington 
Daily  News. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

(Prom  the  Washington  Dally  News  of  June  13,  IMOl 

Tirr — THI   MONItOX   DOCTRINX  TODAY 

Among  Latin  American  nations  Brazil  has  long  been  regarded  u 
the  most  friendly  to  the  United  States.  Over  the  years  her  foreign 
policy  has  frequently  been  deliberately  alined  with  our  own. 
Hence  the  shoclc  resulting  from  Tuesday's  pro- Fascist  speech  at  Rio 
of  her  dictator  President,  Getulio  Vargas. 

Defending  "vigorous  peoples,"  Vargas  attacked  the  "sterile  dem- 
agogy of  political  democracy."  Since  this  may  mean  us,  it  again 
becomes  necessary  that  we  take  another  look  at  our  political  hand. 
Once  more  it  looks  as  though  loose  talk  in  Washington  may  have 
gotten  us  Into  a  tight  spot  abroad. 

A  few  days  ago  a  congressional  resolution  dramatized  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  as  a  war  issue  in  these  words: 

"The  United  States  would  not  recognize  any  transfer  and  would 
not  acquiesce  In  any  attempt  to  transfer  any  geographic  region  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non-American  power  to  another 
non-American  power." 

The  resolution's  threat,  pointed  at  Germany,  is  substantially  what 
Monroe  said  in  different  words  back  in  1823  when  the  target  was 
Prance,  Spain,  and  the  Holy  Alliance.  "Not  acquiesce  in"  are  fight- 
ing words.  Considering  the  amount  of  armament  we  have  "on 
order"  and  the  amount  we  have  "on  hand."  fighting  words  do  not 
appeal  to  us  as  much  as  preparedness  actions. 

Frankly,  we  think  the  whole  subject  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is 
loaded  with  political  TNT;  that  It  is  a  little  known  but  widely  mis- 
understood document  that  may  very  easily  Involve  us  In  trouble 
more  quickly  than  some  of  the  more  obvious  threats.  It  is  our 
baby.  Latin  America  "has  never  adopted  it,  seldom  liked  it,  and 
has  generally  hated  it.  For  us  to  assume  that  the  nations  south  of 
the  Rio  Grande  have  changed  their  views  overnight  is  at  least  naive. 

There  are  many  scars.  Dollar  diplomacy.  30  invasions  by  us  into 
the  internal  affairs  of  9  supposedly  sovereign  and  independent  Latin 
American  nations,  the  story  of  how  we  got  the  Panama  Canal,  the 
activities  of  cur  marines  in  Central  America  and  the  Caribbean — a 
long  and  often  sordid  tale  of  the  build-up  over  a  century  of  distrust 
and  gufpicion  of  Yankee  Imperialism. 

President  Roosevelt,  by  his  good-neighbor  policy,  has  made  a 
commendable  efPort  to  heal  old  wounds.  But  he  was  dealing  with  a 
Latin  psychology  and  Latin  suspicions.  The  best  that  has  eventu- 
ated from  conferences  at  Buenos  Aires,  Lima,  and  Panama,  confer- 
ences designed  to  make  the  Monroe  Doctrine  a  real  pan-American 
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dcctrlne,  has  been  an  agreement  to  confer  when  danger  threatens 
anywhere  in  this  hemisphere — «s  would  be  the  case  In  any  attempt, 
for  instance,  to  transfer  the  Dutch  West  Indies  from  a  conquered 
Holland  to  a  conquering  Germany. 

But  there  is  a  tremendous  gap  between  agreeing  to  confer  end 
agreeing  to  act.  Since  by  the  congressional  resolution  we  are  com- 
mitted to  action,  we  may  have  assistance  or  we  may  have  only  con- 
ferees. As  a  resiilt  of  talking  first.  Congress  has  saddled  us  with  a 
responsibility  that  stretches  from  pole  to  pole,  from  ocean  to  ocean, 
and  from  hell  to  breakfast — without  any  assxirance  that  President 
Vargas,  or  any  of  his  fellow  Latin  American  dictators  and  presidents, 
Includes  us  in  his  group  of  vigorous  peoples. 

Question:  Why  should  we  be  the  ril-help-youse  Happy  Hooligan 
of  the  Americas?  If  the  Moiuoe  Doctrine  Idea — when  the  show- 
down coDtes — can't  be  turned  Into  an  Iron-clad,  mutually  respected 
military  alliance,  then  why  should  we  stick  our  neck  out  way  down 
south  of  the  Equator? 

Siiggestion:  Cut  out  the  conversation  and  the  resolutlng.  Call  a 
conference,  or  page  every  nation  In  Latin  America,  and  find  how  far, 
It  at  all.  each  of  them  is  willing  to  go  in  a  move  for  the  Joint  protec- 
tlon  of  the  Western  Hemisphere — a  nxotre  which  would  be  the  com- 
mon task  of  all.  not  the  self-imposed  but  de«ply  resented  task  of 
Uncle  Sam. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  So  that  the  day-to-day  record  may  be  duly 
kept  up  to  date,  let  me  call  the  attention  of  my  brethren  to 
the  fact  that  a  few  days  ago  that  great  diurnal,  the  Washing- 
ton Star,  published  a  very  interesting  news  story  by  one  of  its 
contributors,  pointing  out  that  a  few  years  ago  German  mili- 
tary experts  came  to  this  country  and  made  a  very  careful 
examination  of  our  mobilization  plans,  as  a  result  of  which 
Germany  adopted  the  mobilization  plans  of  the  War  De- 
partment of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  is  now  em- 
ploying them  in  its  successful  "blitzkrieg"  against  Prance.  Bel- 
gium. Holland,  and  Great  Britain.  Therefore,  when  we  hear 
totalitarianism  savagely  denounced  on  this  floor  we  can  all 
say,  "Amen"  to  the  denunciation,  but  hope  to  God  that  we 
will  never  have  to  adopt  the  things  that  Hitler  adopted  after 
looking  over  our  plans. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  am  reluctant  to  say  anything  at  this  lat« 
hour,  but  it  feenui  to  me  that  In  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida  are  some  thlngi  to  which  exception  ihould  be 
taken. 

The  Senator  denoiince*  those  whom  he  eritlclzei  aa  the 
"ftpontlrn  of  KppeaArment,"  Thrrc  \n  no  oocMton  for  ip- 
PMicmmt  on  the  pift  of  Americt,  Aypotu^mvnt  comM  into 
play  when  there  li  controverey.  whirn  there  in  dtfTerence, 
There  arr  mme  who  are  apoNtlc'M  of  peace  rather  than  of 
•pptMement,  I  My  to  Senatorn  (hat  what  America  wanta  U 
PMce.  What  American  cltizeni— men,  women,  and  the  young 
folk*— want  ia  peace,  but  the  very  thing*  that  are  being  said 
on  this  floor,  and  elsewhere,  by  public  oflAclaU,  are  Jeopardiz- 
ing the  peace  of  America. 

Aa  a  citizen  I  am  Interested  in  peace.  As  the  father  of  two 
aons  of  military  age  I  am  interested  in  peace.  I  am  not 
willing,  without  entering  my  protest,  that  everyone  who  in- 
sists that  America  go  its  way  and  mind  Its  own  business 
should  be  denounced.  I  am  unwilling  to  have  those  de- 
nounced who.  like  myself,  think  we  should  not  participate  in 
the  affairs  of  Europe.  I  have  sat  here  day  by  day  and  heard 
made  various  speeches  which  apparently  sought  to  create 
such  a  situation  that  America  would  not  have  a  single  friend 
tn  the  association  of  nations.  One  Senator  denounces  Ger- 
many, another  Senator  denounces  Italy  and  its  leaders,  an- 
other denounces  England,  another  denounces  France,  another 
denounces  Russia.    We  leave  no  nation  undenounced. 

My  judgment  is  that  in  the  affairs  of  nations,  as  in  the 
affairs  of  men,  friends  are  what  count,  not  enemies.  We  may 
disapprove,  we  do  disapprove,  we  abhor  what  is  going  on  in 
Europe,  but  how  many  American  boys  are  we  willing  to 
throw  upon  the  altar  of  martial  sacrifice  in  order  that  affairs 
in  Europe  may  be  conducted  and  regulated  as  you  and  I 
would  have  them  conducted  and  regulated?  I  say,  un- 
fortunate, disastrous,  distressing,  and  tragic  as  are  conH- 
tkms  in  Europe,  I  am  not  willing  to  have  the  Senate  of  the 


United  States  or  the  Government  at  the  United  States  take 
a  position  or  move  forward  in  a  way  that  will  cost  the  life 
of  a  single  American  boy.  It  is  for  peace,  not  appeasement, 
I  speak. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Is  it  the  friendship  of  Hitler  the  Senator 
wants  to  retain? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  am  not  interested  in  his  friendship,  but  I 
am  not  trying  to  incur  his  enmity.  I  would  rather  have 
Hitler's  good  will  than  his  ill  will.  There  is  no  reason  to  go 
out  and  invite  danger.  There  is  no  reason  to  denounce  ideas 
or  ideologies  which  we  do  not  like.  In  other  words,  I  am 
interested  in  the  welfare  of  this  country.  I  am  interested  in 
tlie  men.  in  the  women,  and  in  the  boys  of  this  country. 

I  fear  that  the  things  the  Senator  from  Florida  says  are 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  demand  that  America  go  into 
war.  We  cannot  go  as  far  as  we  choose  and  then  say,  "No, 
we  were  not  making  war."  In  time  of  war  we  cannot  say 
to  one  side,  "We  will  give  you  everything  we  have;  we  will 
do  everything  short  of  war  for  you."  and  then  fcxpect  the 
other  party  to  say,  "Of  course,  inasmuch  as  you  say  that 
what  you  do  is  not  war,  it  is  not  war."  You  can  go  so  far, 
but  if  you  go  beyond  that  you  drag  and  you  drive  and  you 
impel  war  upon  us.    That  is  what  we  want  to  avoid. 

I  merely  differ  with  the  conclusions  which  the  Senator 
j  from  Florida  draws;  I  am  afraid  he  is  talking  war  when  he 
!  means  peace. 

MESSAGE   FROM  THE  HOUSE ENROLLED   Bn.LS   AND   JOINT   RESOLU- 
TION SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  Speaker 
had  afBxed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills  and 
Joint  resolution,  and  they  were  signed  by  the  President  pro 
tempore: 

S.  2598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kiu-t  Wessely; 

8.  3196.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  approved  May  24.  1938, 
entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Comlslon  Mixta  Demar- 
cadora  dc  Dmltes  Entre  Colombia  y  Panama '  and  for  tha 
relief  of  Jose  Antonio  Sossa  D;  , 

8.4026.  An  act  providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the 
Navy  Department,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

8.  J,  Res,  69.  Joint  resolution  authorlrini  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  to  collrct  informatimi  as  to  amount  and  valtie 
of  all  goods  produced  in  mate  and  federal  prisons. 

IXCCVTIVI  flMION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr,  Prasldent,  X  do  not  yield  further. 
I  movt*  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  conjaderatlon  of 

executlva  buitint«M». 

The  motion  wai  agreed  to;  and  the  Benate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  buslneu. 

EXECUTIVE    REPORTS    OF    COMMZTTIKS 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offlccs  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

Mr.  HUGHES,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  re- 
ported favorably  the  nomination  of  Prank  C.  Blackford,  of 
New  York,  to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the  western 
district  of  New  York. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  If  there  be  no  further 
reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  win  state  the  nominations  on 
the  calendar. 

THE   JUDICIART 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  J.  Cullen  Oaney 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  for  the  eastern  district 
of  Pennsylvania. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

DIPLOMATIC  AND   FOBEICN  SERVICE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  John  Campbell 
White  to  act  as  diplomatic  agent  and  constU  general  at 
Tangier,  Morocco. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 
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POStMASTlRS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  post- 
masters be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nominations  of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc.  That 
completes  the  calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6  o'clock  and  10  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Friday, 
June  14. 1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  June  13 
lleoislative  day  of  May  28).  1940 

I        United  States  District  Judge 

J.  Cullen  Ganey  to  be  United  States  district  judge  for  the 
eastern  district  of  Pennsylvania. 

Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service 

John  Campbell  White  to  act  as  diplomatic  agent  and  consul 
general  at  Tangier,  Morocco. 

Postmasters 

I  ARIZONA 

William  I.  Welker,  Bowie. 

James  A,  Metzger,  Grand  Canyon. 

akkansas 

Sarah  Abington,  Beet>e. 
William  Earl  Polk,  Coming. 
Charles  Roy  Wise,  Thornton. 

LOtnaiAWA 
Mary  K.  Roark.  Marion. 

MAtNt 

Ralph  H.  MrEwen,  Bo«^dolnhain. 
Wilbur  r  OofKlwin,  Kennebunk  Port. 
Alup  B,  nixaerald,  •myma  Mltls. 
Clara  M,  Coloord,  ito(^liton  Vprinsa, 

I  MAigACMVilTTa 

John  Robert  Crowley,  Monson. 

MICKIOAW 

Clara  C.  HoUtster,  Bronson, 
Ralph  Edward  Petertion,  Frankfort. 
Roland  J.  Boudreau,  Garden. 
Gordon  M.  Gould,  Lawrence. 
Charles  B.  Clark.  Jr.,  St.  Johns. 

MONTANA 

Emma  M.  Minette,  Cut  Bank. 

I  TEXAS 

Oliver  A.  Hale.  Abilene. 

Peter  Hilton  Williams,  Albany. 

Zack  Tliomason  Burkett,  Archer  City. 

Edith  M.  Bursey,  Brackettville. 

Alvin  Henry  Lohoefener,  Burkburnett. 

Odis  A.  Brown.  Eliasville. 

Oliver  P.  Ford,  Fabens. 

Lizzie  Crawford.  Marathon. 

John  M.  Meiners.  Moulton. 

Wade  W.  Barnett,  Oakwood. 

Cora  Read,  Plains. 

Marcus  E.  Jud,  Riesel.  ^ 

Hattie  Waller,  Trinity. 

Jennie  C.  Jenkins,  Tuscola. 

Edwin  C.  Dickschat.  Washington. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  June  13,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery.  D.  D., 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

Our  Father  in  heaven,  with  the  light  of  this  day,  renew 
the  sunlight  of  our  spirits  and  the  childhood  of  our  hearts. 
Remind  us  that  life  is  redeemed  by  sacrifice  and  service. 
Revive  within  us  the  sympathy  that  feels  another's  grief  and 
shares  another's  gladness.  The  Lord  help  us  to  forgive  that 
we  may  be  forgiven;  cleanse  Thou  us  from  secret  faults. 
Grant  that  our  faith  in  God.  in  man,  and  in  our  country  may 
never  die  away.  We  earnestly  pray  Thee  to  give  our  national 
life  a  deeper,  richer  tone  that  preserves  us  from  those  powers 
of  chaos  and  anarchy  which  are  darker  than  unstreaked  mid- 
night. Thou  hast  made  everything  beautiful  in  Thy  time, 
fair  and  sublime  forms,  yielding  us  their  wealth  as  we  pause 
to  listen  to  their  whispers.  We  praise  Thee,  our  Father,  that 
there  is  still  something  beyond,  better  than  bread,  more  radi- 
ant than  Jime  skies,  more  blessed  than  the  silences  at  twi- 
light; something  that  urges  us  to  bow  and  pray:  Bless  Thou 
the  truth  to  us,  dear  Lord,  as  Thou  didst  bless  the  bread  by 
Galilee,    In  the  name  of  our  dear  Redeemer.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read 
and  approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  S2nate,  by  Mr.  Prazler,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  a  joint  resolu- 
tion of  the  following  title,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested; 

S.  J.  Res.  277.  Joint  resolution  making  an  appropriation  to 
control  the  chinch-bug  menace  In  the  Com  Belt. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing title: 

0. 9190.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  approved  May  34,  193t. 
entitled  "An  art  for  the  relief  of  the  Comlslon  Mixta  Demar- 
cadora  de  Umltrs  Entre  Colombia  y  Panama"  and  for  tht 
relief  of  Jose  Antonio  Mossa  D, 

The  maseaae  mIao  Announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
rtport  of  ihf  oommittui'  of  conf(*r(m»«  on  the  dtsanrpeinfl 
voi#N  of  th«  two  Hnuunn  on  the  anit'iidm^ntii  of  the  Houm>  to 
the  bill  <0.  40M>  «tniiil««d  "An  itct  providing  for  tlte  reor- 
ganlxatlon  of  the  Navy  CN^partmant,  mui  tm  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  tin*  H'-natf  agraes  to  the 
amendments  of  thu  Huuse  to  the  amendments  of  the  Benate 
numbered  18,  34.  60,  03,  04,  00.  86,  100.  101,  and  111  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  8745)  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,"  and  that  the  Senate  re- 
cedes from  its  amendments  numbered  95  and  110  to  said  bill. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  an  editorial  from  the  St.  Louis  Post -Dis- 
patch. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Anderson]? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  an  article  by  Richard  L.  Neuberger. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Smith]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
at  this  point  to  Include  a  very  short  letter  from  the  New  York 
State  Federation  of  Labor  concerning  Senate  bill  591. 
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The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  may  say  that  under  the  agree- 
ment entered  into  in  reference  to  extension  of  remarks  every- 
thing except  the  remarks  of  the  Member  will  have  to  go  in 
the  Appendix. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  modify 
my  request  and  ask  that  it  be  placed  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Maktin  J.  Kknnh)y]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  insert  a  tele- 
gram from  a  group  of  editors  in  the  State  of  Minnesota  on 
adjournment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Alexander]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Thorkelson  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  ex- 
tend his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude copies  of  diplomatic  letters  from  the  Polish  Legation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  Thorkelson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

adjournment  of  congress 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Treadway]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  let  us  keep  the  record 
straight.  On  June  7.  in  an  extended  article  in  the  press. 
President  Roosevelt  informed  Democratic  leaders  that  it  was 
Imperative  that  Congress  adjourn  by  June  22.  On  June  12. 
when  signing  the  Navy  fund  bill,  he  stated  he  saw  no  reason 
for  Congress  to  remain  in  session  more  than  10  days  or  a 
fortnight. 

Yesterday,  in  his  able  address  on  the  floor  of  the  House, 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  Congressman  Woodrum,  said 
that  Congress  should  remain  in  session  in  accordance  with 
the  unanimous  vote  of  the  Virginia  delegation.  He  also 
stated  he  was  very  glad  to  see  in  the  press  a  statement  cor- 
recting an  article  of  a  few  days  ago  saying  that  the  President 
wanted  Congress  to  get  out  of  Washington.  While  I  have 
searched  the  papers  with  care.  I  do  not  find  any  reference  to 
the  change  of  mind  on  the  part  of  the  President.  He  cer- 
tainly wanted  Congress  out  of  his  way,  but  now  that  public 
opinion  has  been  aroused  by  the  Republicans  against  ad- 
journment, he  is  runriing  to  cover. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburn]? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  gentlemen  quote  the 
President  as  saying  he  wanted  Congress  to  get  out  of  town 
or  he  wanted  it  to  adjourn,  they  are  quoting  something  that 
never  happened.  The  President  never  made  any  such  state- 
ment to  the  press  or  anybody  else. 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  talk  about  adjournment.  It 
reminds  me  of  a  certain  bug  that  looks  one  way  and  pushes 
another.  A  great  many  gentlemen  talk  against  adjournment, 
but  it  would  be  my  opinion  that  a  great  many  of  them,  if 
there  was  a  secret  ballot,  would  vote  to  adjourn  by  an  over- 
whelming majority.  Under  the  circtmistances,  however,  I 
think  I  may  state  that  in  all  probability  all  gentlemen  will 
have  all  the  time  to  stay  in  Washington  this  summer  that 
they  desire.    [Applause.] 

amendment  to  section  2803  (C)  AND  2903  OF  THE  INTERNAL 

REVENXnS  CODE 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  9909, 


to  amend  sections  2803  (c)  and  2903  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack]? 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  explain  what  this 
bill  is? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Yes;  this  is  a  bill  reported  unani- 
mously by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  Under  the  pres- 
ent law,  over  the  top  of  a  bottle  of  distilled  hquors  is  placed 
a  strip  stamp  that  costs  1  cent  apiece  to  purchase.  Of 
course,  the  regular  tax  is  paid  on  the  liquor.  This  strip  is 
for  the  protection  of  the  revenue,  and  also  to  protect  the 
purchaser  against  poor  and  bootlegged  liquor.  If  those 
stamps  are  damaged,  for  example  by  water,  a  refund  can  be 
made,  or  they  may  be  redeemed  by  an  equivalent  amount  of 
stamps,  but  if  completely  destroyed,  for  example  by  fire,  the 
purchaser  then  must  sustain  a  complete  loss. 

A  distillery  purchased  $4,500  worth  of  these  stamps.  There 
was  a  fire.  These  stamps,  incidentally,  are  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Government  at  all  times.  The  distiller  has  to 
get  an  order  from  the  storekeeper-gager  at  his  plant  to  buy 
a  certain  number  of  stamps.  He  has  to  go  to  the  collector, 
present  the  order,  and  when  the  collector  sells  the  stamps  to 
him  they  are  not  delivered  to  the  distiller  or  to  his  repre- 
sentative, but  delivery  is  made  to  the  storekeeper-gager.  So 
at  all  times  the  Government  knows  what  stamps  have  been 
issued,  and  what  stamps  have  been  used.  This  is  simply  to 
allow  the  Government  to  reimburse  either  in  money  or  by 
the  issuance  of  additional  stamps  in  lieu  of  those  actually 
destroyed. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  There  is  no  chance  for 
fraud,  is  there? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  No:  because  the  Government  has 
complete  control  at  all  times.  When  the  stamps  are  sold 
they  are  sold  only  upon  the  order  of  the  storekeeper-gager 
at  the  plant,  and  the  stamps  are  delivered  to  the  store- 
keeper-gager, who  is  an  employee  of  the  Government.  The 
Government  is  in  control  of  the  stamps  at  all  times  and  has 
a  record  of  them  at  all  times. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  say  that  this  bill 
comes  here  with  the  unanimous  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means,  and  I  have  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormackI? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  2803  (c).  Internal  Revenue  Coae. 
be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(c)  Unused  stamps;  exchange,  refund,  etc:  The  Commlsslo&er 
of  Internal  Revenue,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  him  and 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  may  redeem  or  make 
allowance  for  any  unused  stamps  issued  under  section  203  of 
the  Liquor  Taxing  Act  of  1934  or  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 
by  exchanging  them  for  other  stamps  of  the  same  kind-  or  by 
refunding  moneys  received  therefor:  Provided,  That  stamps  may 
be  exchanged  or  the  value  thereof  refunded  only  In  quantities 
of  the  value  of  $5  or  more:  And  provided  further.  That  nc  claim, 
for  the  exchange  of  strip  stamps  or  refund  therefor  shall  be 
allowed  unless  presented  within  2  years  after  the  date  on  which 
such  stamps  were  lawfuUy  Issued.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated  annually,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Trea:.ury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry 
out  this  provision  " 

Sec.  2.  Section  2903T  Internal  Revenue  Code,  Is  hereby  amended 
by  relettering  subsections  (e),  (f),  and  (g)  as  (f),  (g)',  and  (h), 
respectively,  and  by  Inserting  a  new  subaection  (e)  to  read  a« 
f  ollo^s : 

■'(e>  Unused  stamps;  exchange,  refund,  etc.:  The  Ckimmlssloner 
of  Internal  Revenue,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  him  and 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  may  redeem  or  make 
aUowance  for  any  unused  case  stamp,  with  all  coupon  strip  stamps 
attached  thereto.  Issued  under  section  1  of  the  act  entitled  'An 
act  to  allow  the  bottling  of  distilled  spirits  In  bond.'  approved 
Btorch  3.  1897  (29  Stat.  628),  or  under  said  section  1,  as  variously 
amended,  and  may  redeem  or  make  allowance  for  unused  strip 
stamps  Issued  for  bottles  of  distilled  spirits  bottled  in  bond 
under  said  section  1,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  July  0  1937 
(50  Stat.  487),  or  under  subsection  (d)  of  this  section  by  ex- 
changing  them  for  strip   stamps  for   botUed-ln-bond  spirits,   or 


by  refunding  moreys  received  therefor:  Provided,  That  stamps 
may  be  exchanged  or  the  value  thereof  refunded  only  In  quan- 
tities of  the  value  of  $5  or  more:  And  provided  further.  That  no 
claim  under  this  subsection  for  redemption  or  allowance  In 
respect  of  case  or  strip  stamps  shall  be  allowed  unless  presented 
within  2  years  after  the  date  on  which  such  case  or  strip  stamps 
were  lawfully  issued.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  ap- 
propriated annually,  cut  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  other- 
wise appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
this  provision." 

Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  the  limitations  contained  in  sections 
2803  (c)  and  2903  (e).  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as  amended  and 
inserted,  respectively,  by  this  act,  as  to  the  time  within  which 
claims  under  such  sections  mvist  be  presented,  claims  under  such 
sections  for  the  exchange  of  or  refund  for  stamps  lawfully  issued 
prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  may  be  allowed  If 
presented  within  2  years  from  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REBIARKS 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  an 
article  appearing  in  the  Nation  magazine  by  Richard  L. 
Neuberger  of  the  Portland  Oregonian  in  reference  to  the 
Grand  Coulee  Dam  and  the  Columbia  Basin  project. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DISPOSITION  OF  CONDEMNED  ORDNANCE 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  7074)  to  amend  an 
act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  to  make  certain  disposition  of  condemned  ordnance, 
guns,  projectiles,  and  other  condemned  material  in  their 
respective  departments,  with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto, 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment  as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  2.  after  "Rtrpublic."  Insert  "posts  of  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars  of  the  United  States." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  explain 
this  bill  and  the  amendment? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  original  House  bill  merely  authorized  the 
War  and  Navy  Departments  to  make  sales  of  surplus  guns  and 
other  material  to  the  American  Legion  Posts.  The  Senate 
added  the  posts  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    This  is  obsolete  material? 

Mr.  MAY.    Yes,  obsolete  material. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  thought  you  were  send- 
ing all  that  over  to  help  in  the  fight  across  the  waters. 

Mr.  MAY.  We  are  keeping  a  little  of  it  for  these  posts,  to 
keep  their  patriotism  up.  too.  like  mine  and  that  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  the  result  of  a  poll. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  and 
Include  therein  a  orief  pcem.  The  Two  Altars. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

Tliere  was  no  objectioa. 


Mr.  STEARNS  of  New  Hampshire.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record 
and  include  therein  an  editorial  from  the  June  issue  of  World 
Affairs,  organ  of  the  American  Peace  Society. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Hempshire? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Rec- 
ord and  include  therein  an  able  address  delivered  by  my  col- 
league the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Guyer]. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
few  brief  suggestions  on  preparedness  by  the  editor  of  my 
largest  newspaper. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  two  resolutions,  one  from  the  city  of  Santa  Monica 
with  reference  to  national  preparedness,  and  one  from  Ingle- 
wood,  Calif. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOXTSK 

Mr.  YOUNGDAHL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  YOUNGDAHL.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like  to  read  to 
the  Members  of  the  House  the  contents  of  a  telegram  re- 
ceived by  me  this  morning  from  leading  publishers  and  editors 
of  trade  magazines  and  leading  citizens  of  the  State  of  Min- . 
nesota: 

The  undersigned  think  It  most  important  that  Congress  remain 
in  session  during  the  much-talked-of  crisis.  If  one  actually  exists. 
We  also  regard  the  defense  program  as  urgent,  and  earnestly  ask 
your  support.  It  Is  our  opinion  that  If  this  country  faces  a  great 
emergency,  the  blame  rests  directly  upon  a  policy  of  meddling 
and  of  too  Intemperate  talking.  Let's  set  matters  right  In  our  own 
country  before  attempting  world-wide  reformatlooi.  We  Insist 
upon  no  foreign  interference  In  this  hemisphere.  Why  should  we 
interfere  In  the  affairs  of  Europe? 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  concur  in  the  sentiments  expressed  in  this 
communication. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOLLES.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  was  shocked  this  morning 
to  read  in  the  Washington  Post  an  Associated  Press  disFtatch     ^ 
which  quoted  from  the  London  Times  as  follows: 

We  have  to  appeal  to  our  American  friends  for  haste  and  yet 
more  urgent  haste.  It  is  essential  to  send,  and  send  immediately, 
every  available  unit  that  can  by  any  means  be  equipped  This  Is 
a  necessity,  by  common  consent,  that  takes  absolute  precedence 
to  the  defense  of  these  Islands. 

By  what  manner  of  reasoning  should  the  London  Times 
ask  that  the  United  States  of  America  send  units  of  their 
men  over  to  fight  on  foreign  fields?     [Applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  to  include 
certain  quotations  from  the  Congressional  Record,  which  is 
In  addition  to  the  request  I  made  a  while  ago. 
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The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana? 
There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION    TO    ADDRESS    TH«    HOUSB 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanlmoiis  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentJeman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  read  a  letter 
which  was  sent  by  our  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan to  some  of  his  colleagues  in  the  Congress.  I  can  hardly 
conceive  that  many  of  us  will  harbor  the  same  sentiments 
that  were  expressed  by  him  in  that  letter.  I  propose  that 
hereafter,  so  that  we  can  distinguish  this  particular  missive 
from  other  missives,  that  we  call  it  The  -Hymn  of  Hate  by 
Hoffman. 

Expressions  such  as  were  contained  In  that  letter  are  a 
distinct  disservice  to  the  Government  and  to  the  people 
of  this  country.  They  retard  the  preparedness  program, 
they  promote  and  encourage  "fifth  column"  activities,  and 
I  would  say  they  do  not  discourage  treason  and  disloyalty 
to  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  I  feel  sure  that 
there  are  very  few  Members  of  this  Congress  who  will  follow 
the  suggestions  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan,  and  I 
am  sure  that  we  Democrats  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  will 
particularly  watch  to  see  If  any  Member  of  this  body  follows 
the  leadership  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan.     [Applausel. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  why  should  not  President  Roose- 
velt give  the  Congress  the  benefit  and  use  of  the  War  Re- 
sources Board  report  made  last  I  all?  The  Board,  appointed 
by  the  President  and  headed  by  Mr.  Edward  R.  Stettinius, 
Jr.,  made  a  detailed  study  and  report  of  the  condition  of  our 
war  resources.  The  mair;  reason  for  the  report  was  to  have 
the  facts  in  case  an  emergency  should  arise.  Time  and 
money  have  been  spent  to  collect  these  facts.  The-  Con- 
gress, and  partictilarly  the  Military,  Naval,  and  Appropria- 
tions Committees,  whose  duty  it  is  to  establish  our  military 
and  naval  policy,  should  have  access  to  it.  Why  is  it  being 
held  up? 

What  possible  excuse  can  the  President  give  for  withhold- 
ing this  Important  data  and  refusing  to  turn  the  entire 
report  over  to  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government  dur- 
ing its  consideration  of  our  war  resoiu'ces  for  piurposes  of 
national  defense? 

There  should  be  no  partisanship  in  the  question  of  pre- 
paredness and  national  delense.  and  all  available  facts  should 
be  presented  to  the  Congress  so  as  to  expedite  sound  and 
necessary  measures  for  the  protection  of  the  American  people 
and  the  safeguarding  of  our  national  interests. 

I.IGISLATIVB    BRANCH    OF    THE    GOVERNMENT    APPROPRIATION    BILL, 
1941 — CONFERENCE    REPORT 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Si;)eaker,  I  call  up  the  conference 
report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  8913)  making  appropriations  for 
the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  statement  may  be  read  in  lieu  of  the 
report. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  T  object. 

The  Clerk  read  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONTERENCE    KEFORT 

The  committer  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Hoxises  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  8913) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Legislative  Branch  cA  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  19<11,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to 
recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 


'I 


That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendment  numbered  29. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2,  3,  4.  6.  8,  7.  8.  9,  10.  11,  1*.  IS, 
14,  15,  16,  18,  19,  20.  21,  22.  23.  24,  25,  and  26;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  niimbered  27:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  27,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$1,256,920";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  28:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  28,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  '•$122,080";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  30,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$148,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  31:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  31,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$16,500":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.       •- 

The  conunittee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendment 
numbered  17. 

Loxns  C.  RABAtPf, 

J.   O.   P'ERNAIfDBS, 

Jamxs    McAkorkws. 
RoBEKT  F.  Rich, 
Managers  an  the  part  of  the  House. 

M.  E.  Ttdincs. 
James   P.   BTUfxs. 
ArvA  B.   Adams, 
John  H.  Ovebton,  ^ 

Frederick   Hale, 
Sttlxs  Bridges. 
Managert  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  biU  (H.  R.  8913)  making  appropriations  for  the 
legislative  branch  of  the  Government,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  state- 
ment in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and 
recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each 
of  such  amendments,  namely : 

On  Nos.  1  to  15,  Inclusive:  Provides  certain  small  increases  In 
salary  to  various  employees  of  the  Senate,  the  proposal  to  make 
such  Increases  being  concurred  in  by  the  Hoxise. 

On  No.  16:  Appropriates  $2,000  for  a  contested-election  case 
expenses  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  Nos  18.  20.  24,  25,  and  26:  Provides  toUl  increases  of  $4,274 
in  appropriations  for  salaries  of  employees  vmder  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  In  order  that  certain  administrative 
promotions  may  l>e  made.  The  House  has  concurred  in  the  action 
of  the  Senate  In  providing  these  additional  funds. 

On  No.  19 :  Eliminates,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  an  appropriation 
of  $350,000.  which  had  been  provided  by  the  House  for  reconstruc- 
tlcn  and  repair  of  the  terraces  of  the  Capitol  Building.  The  House 
managers  recognize  the  need  for  this  Improvement  work  to  be  done 
but  have  deferred  their  approval  thereof  until  next  year  in  order 
that  exclusive  attention  may  be  given  to  the  sizable  task  of 
replacing  the  roofs  on  the  House  and  Senate  wings  of  the  Capitol. 

On  Nos.  21  and  22:  Appropriates  $306,745.  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  for  expenses  of  maintaining  the  Senate  Ofllce  Building,  in- 
stead of  $254,503  as  provided  by  the  House,  and  makes  $10,000  of 
this  s\im  available  for  certain  painting  and  $5,000  for  the  purchase 
of  rugs  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  No.  23:  Makes  $3,000  of  the  appropriation  for  maintenance 
of  the  Senate  Office  Building  available  for  certain  rewiring  work 
in  the  Senate  Office  Building  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  No.  27:  Appropriates  $1,256,920  for  salaries  in  the  Library  of 
Congress  proper,  instead  of  $1,255,120,  as  proposed  tjy  the  House. 
and  $1,263,420.  as  provided  by  the  Senate. 

On  No.  28:  Appropriates  $122,080  for  salaries.  Legislative  Ref- 
erence Service.  Library  of  Congress,  instead  of  $102,080,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  House,  and  $142,080,  as  provided  by  the  Senate. 

On  No.  29:  Makes  $5,000  of  the  appropriation  for  acquisition  of 
books.  Library  of  Congress,  available  for  traveling  expenses,  as 
proposed  by  the  House,  instead  of  $10,000,  as  provided  by  the 
Senate. 

On  No.  30:  Appropriates  $148,000  for  purchase  and  acqxilsltlon  of 
books  for  the  Library  of  Congress.  Instead  of  $118,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House  and  $158,000  as  provided  by  the  Senate. 

On  No.  31:  Makes  $16,500  of  the  appropriation  to  provide  books 
for  the  adult  blind  avaUable  for  payment  of  personal  services,  in- 
stead of  allowing  $13,000  for  this  purpose  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $20,000  as  provided  by  the  Senate. 

On  No.  17,  relating  to  the  pay  of  the  legislative  counsel  of  the 
Senate,  is  repented  as  in  disagreement. 

Loxns  C.   Rabattt, 
J.  O.  Fernandez, 
Jas.  Mc Andrews, 
Robert  P.  Rich. 
Managera  en  the  part  of  the  House, 


Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr,  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York   [Mr.  TaberI. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  hate  to  have  to  take  the 
floor  and  oppose  a  conference  report  of  the  legislative  ap- 
propriation bill,  but  the  situation  is  such  that  I  feel  most 
keenly  that  I  would  not  be  doing  my  duty  if  I  did  not  call 
some  attention  to  some  of  the  things  that  have  been  going 
on.  I  hate  to  do  this  for  another  reason.  I  believe  that, 
generally,  the  legislative  appropriations  subcommittee  has 
done  a  very  good  job  and  has  held  things  down  and  they 
have  refused  to  stand  for  Increases,  but  there  is  one  par- 
ticular item  In  connection  with  Senate  Amendment  No.  28 
which  I  feel  calls  for  attention.  I  feel  that  the  membership 
of  the  House  should  have  its  attention  called  to  this  item 
which  relates  to  the  legislative-reference  service. 

I  wonder  how  many  Members  of  the  House  realize  that 
there  are  in  that  set-up  speech  writers  for  Members  of  the 
House.  Why,  I  am  informed  that  two  or  three  of  them  are 
accustomed  to  gather  in  one  Member's  office. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  What  is  the  objection  to  telling  us  who 
it  is? 

Mr.  TABER.  Well,  I  am  not  going  to  do  that  right  now, 
but  I  would  say  that  these  fellows  have  solicited  the  writing 
of  speeches  for  Members. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  that  some 
Member  of  the  House  has  Grovemment-pald  officials  writing 
his  speeches  for  him,  or  assisting  in  the  writing  of  them? 

Mr.  TABE31.  I  do  know  they  are  soliciting  the  writing  of 
speeches  and  they  were  asked  why  they  did  not  go  to  me 
and  ask  me  if  they  could  not  write  my  speeches  and  they 
said  they  would  not  dare. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  That  probably  accounts  for  the  low  order 
of  speeches  that  are  delivered  on  the  other  side.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  TABER.  Well,  I  would  not  be  surprised  if  some  of  the 
things  that  have  happened  here  in  the  last  year  are  due  to 
that  fact. 

Now.  the  man  in  charge  of  this  legislative  reference  service 
Is  Dr.  Luther  Evans.  Dr.  Evans  was  an  instructor  at  Prince- 
ton until  his  communistic  activities  required  his  separation. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  In  a  moment,  when  I  have  finished  this 
description. 

He  was  then  the  head  of  the  writers'  project  on  the 
W.  P.  A.,  and  anybody  who  would  read  the  productions  that 
that  outfit  got  out  wotUd  realize  that  he  was  a  total  failure  in 
that  Job,  and  as  a  result  of  his  being  a  total  failure  he  quali- 
fied for  appointment  under  the  new  Librarian  last  winter 
as  Chief  of  the  Legislative  Reference  Service. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABEIR.    In  a  moment.  I  will  yield. 

I  wonder  if  the  House  wants  that  kind  of  stuff  to  go  on. 
Personally,  I  do  not. 

I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Referring  back  to  this  speech-making, 
I  hope  and  trust  that  none  of  this  crowd  is  engaged  in  letter 
writing  such  as  I  have  seen  floating  around  here  lately. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  letter  writing. 
I  can  write  my  own  letters  and  I  hope  the  gentleman  writes 
his. 

Mr,  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrleld 
right  there  about  the  letter  writing? 

Mr.  TABER.  Well,  I  ought  to  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  (Mr.  Hoffman]. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  suppose  the  remark  of  the  gentleman 
refers  to  a  letter  that  I  wrote  to  the  Republicans  on  the  5th 
of  June,  and  which  in  some  way  came  into  the  hands  of 
somebody  on  the  majority  side.  Now,  you  know  that  eaves- 
droppers and  fellows  who  get  somebody  else's  mail  and  then 


have  it  reproduced  and  circulated  never  enjoy  the  contents; 
but  I  intend  to  take  occasion  before  the  session  is  over  to  give 
you  the  facts  and  show  that  the  statements  in  the  letter 
are  true. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan that  the  Lord  knows  that  nobody  would  ever  accuse 
anybody  else  of  writing  such  a  letter  but  you. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  And  now,  if  the  gentleman  will  yield 
further. 

Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.  May  I  have  1  minute  more  and  I  shall  not 
yield  further? 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  an  additional  minute 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  Oh,  I  could  not  do  that  without  the  permis- 
sion of  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  But  this  is  in  reference  to  the  sp)eech 
that  he  is  making  concerning  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  TABER.  But  I  promised  not  to  yield  to  anybody  and 
to  use  it  mjrself. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  provided  he  confines  his 
argument  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  TABER.  Then  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  shortly  after  the  new 
Librarian  was  appointed,  there  came  to  my  desk  from  the 
legislative  reference  service,  prepared  by  them,  a  digest  of 
bills.  It  was  not  really  a  digest,  but  simply  an  announce- 
ment of  bills  as  contained  in  the  Congressional  Record.  I 
took  that  matter  up  with  the  new  Librarian  and  called  his 
attention  to  it,  sajnng  it  was  an  absolute  waste  of  money. 

He  agreed  with  me,  and  agreed  it  should  be  discontinued. 
I  think  if  the  gentleman  will  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
new  Librarian  what  he  has  Just  related,  with  reference  to 
the  legislative  reference  service,  writing  speeches  for  Mem- 
bers of  Congress,  that  the  new  Librarian  will  see  to  it  that 
they  will  stop  writing  speeches  for  Members  of  Congress  or 
anybody  else. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  would  hope  so,  and  wish  I  had  warned 
the  Librarian  at  the  time  he  made  this  appointment  of 
what  he  might  expect.  Approximately  $86,000  was  asked 
of  the  House  committee  and  the  House  committee  did  not 
give  them  any  of  it.  The  Senate  committee  gave  $42,000. 
and  there  is  a  compromise  here  of  cutting  the  difference  in 
two.  Personally.  I  don't  want  to  see  this  service  have  any 
more  money  and  I  am  therefore  opposed  to  this  conference 
report.    I  hope  that  it  will  be  rejected. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  that  every  Member 
of  the  House  should  contemplate  the  pending  conference 
report,  and  particularly  the  bill,  as  constituted,  in  a  rather 
profound  and  solemn  way,  because  it  is  an  echo  from  the 
past.  This  legislative  bill  is  unlike  any  other  appropriation 
bill  that  comes  to  the  floor  of  this  House.  It  is  something  of 
a  landmark.  It  is  like  plunking  a  stone  into  the  recesses  of 
memory  that  go  back  for  many  years.  The  bill  reminds  me 
of  that  area  around  Dunkerque,  Prance,  where  a  great  rear- 
guard action  was  fought  to  protect  retreating  troops,  because 
this  legislative  bill  is  something  like  that.  It  is  a  vantage 
point  from  which  we  fight  a  rear-guard  action  as  we  seek 
to  resist  the  administrative  and  procedural  "blitzkrieg"  that 
has  been  changing  the  appropriating  procedure  of  Congress 
during  the  last  8  years.  If  you  have  noticed  this  legislative 
appropriation  bill,  it  identifies  particularly  every  employee 
and  the  salary  he  gets.  It  controls  the  expenditures  of  every 
committee,  and  indicates  the  number  of  employees  that  shall 
work  for  the  House  or  the  Senate,  in  the  Botanic  Gardens, 
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the  Congressional   Library,  and  elsewhere.    But   note  the 
great  departure  there  has  been  from  this  procedure.    Pick 
up  any  other  appropriation  bill,  and  you  will  find  a  para- 
graph substantially  as  follows: 
For  salarlefl  and  administrative  ezpenBes,  $4.526,433 — 

Or  some  other  like  figure. 

There  Is  no  mention  of  the  nxmiber  of  employees. 

There  is  no  mention  as  to  the  salaries  that  each  one  shall 
receive;  there  is  no  mention  of  administrative  promotions  or 
otherwise.  But  In  this  bill  everything  is  partlctilarized. 
Once  upon  a  time  that  was  the  procedure  that  was  followed 
in  every  appropriation  bill  that  came  to  this  floor. 

So  I  say  that  unlike  the  12  or  13  regular,  supplementary, 
and  deficiency  bills  that  find  their  way  through  the  Congress 
In  every  session  there  stands  out  apart,  and  singularly  apart, 
the  legislative  appropriation  bill  which  still  conforms  to  the 
old  procedure.  There  is  much  to  be  said  for  it.  We  can 
control  the  expenditures  of  this  Government.  We  can  con- 
trol particularly  the  administrative  abuses  IX  we  would  go 
back  to  that  kind  of  procedure.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  such  time  as  I 
may  require. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  a  brief  explanation  of  the  conference 
report  will  suffice  as  there  were  no  Items  of  real  contention 
between  the  House  and  Senate. 

The  bill  as  finally  approved  by  the  conferees  carries  a  total 
appropriation  of  $23,671,220,  which  is  a  reduction  of  $2,- 
118,392  in  the  Budget  estimates,  or  nearly  a  9-percent  reduc- 
tion. It  is  with  some  pardonable  pride  that  I  point  to  this 
accomplishment  in  effecting  these  measurable  savings  in  the 
appropriations  for  our  own  establishment,  and  it  is  at  least 
evidence  that  Congress,  although  making  tremendous  appro- 
priations for  all  other  activities  of  Qovemment,  is  most  eco- 
nomicai  when  it  comes  to  making  provision  for  itself.  I 
think  it  might  be  appropriate  to  observe,  as  a  testimonial  of 
some  kind  or  another  to  our  work,  that  this  conference  report 
is  the  first  conference  report  that  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]  has  seen  fit  to  attach  his 
name  to  within  the  last  2  years. 

As  a  matter  of  collateral  interest,  I  might  say  that  I  am 
planning  to  Introduce  within  the  next  few  days  a  concurrent 
resolution  which  proposes  the  creation  of  a  joint  House- 
Senate  committee  to  study  the  pay  rates  of  all  the  employees 
of  the  House  and  Senate  with  a  view  of  establishing  com- 
parable rates  of  salary  for  comparable  duties  performed  In 
each  of  the  two  Houses  and  with  the  further  purpose  of 
arriving  at  some  formula  for  making  regular  promotions  to 
employees  of  the  legislative  establishment,  who,  by  dint  of 
long  and  faithful  service  merit  some  such  consideration  being 
shown  them. 

Under  the  present  system  of  making  appropriations  for  the 
various  administrative  agencies,  moneys  that  the  administra- 
tive heads  are  able  to  save  as  a  result  of  lapses  in  salary  caused 
by  deaths,  resignations,  or  transfers  of  employees  can  be  used 
to  make  administrative  promotions  of  employees.  The  net 
result  of  this  practice  is  to  afford  means  for  the  regular  and 
consistent  promotion  of  personnel  of  the  administrative 
branch  of  the  Government.  But  contrast  this  procedure  with 
the  manner  by  which  we  make  provision  for  the  employees 
of  the  legislative  branch.  We  have  no  system  whatever  for 
affording  merited  step-ups  in  salary  to  our  personnel.  Those 
employees  that  have  the  ear  of  an  influential  Member  are 
frequently  successful  in  having  their  salary  increased,  while 
other  employees,  not  having  avenues  for  a  successful  approach 
to  their  purpose  of  gaining  additional  compensation,  are  fore- 
closed from  consideration.  Some  of  the  salaries  paid  in  both 
the  House  and  Senate  are  too  high  and  should  be  reduced, 
although  I  do  not  believe  that  such  reduction  should  affect 
tha  present  incumbent  of  any  such  position.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  are  imdoubtedly  some  positions  being  compen- 
sated for  at  entirely  too  low  a  level.  The  Joint  committee  my 
resolution  proposes  to  set  up.  can  proceed  to  correct  these 
Inequities.    The  Senator  from  Maryland.  Senator  Tydings, 


will  Introduce  a  resolution  Identical  in  terms  in  the  Senate, 
and  I  sincerely  hope  that  Congress  will  see  fit  to  make  provi- 
sion for  this  study.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question  on  the  confer- 
ence report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  con- 
ference report. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Tabm)  there  were  ayes  86  and  noes  48. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the 
ground  that  a  quorum  Is  not  present,  and  I  make  the  point  of 
order  that  a  quorum  Is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  there  is  no  quorum  present. 
The  roll  call  Is  automatic.  The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the 
doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify  absent  Members,  and 
the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  Uken;  and  there  were— yeas  240,  nays 
129,  not  voting  62,  as  follows: 


(Roll 

No.  1491 

YEAS— 240 

Allen.  La. 

Dlckateln 

Kefauver 

Patton 

Allen.  Pa. 

Dies 

Keller 

Pearson 

Andenon.  Mo 

DlngeU 

Kelly 

Peterson.  Fla« 

Arnold 

Dlrksen 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Peterson,  Oa. 

Ball 

Disney 

Kennedy.  Md. 

PTelfer 

Barne« 

Doxey 

Kennedy,  Michael  Pierce 

Barry 

Duncan 

Keogh 

Plttenger 

Beam 

D\inn 

Kerr 

Poage 

Beckworth 

Eberharter 

KUdsy 

Polk 

BeU 

Edelsteln 

Kitchens 

Rat>aut 

BUnd 

Edmiston 

Kleberg 

Rams  peck 

Bloom 

Cllott 

Koclalkowskl 

Randolph 

Boehiie 

Ellis 

Kramer 

Ronkln 

Boland 

E\ans 

Lanham 

Raybum 

Boren 

FaddU 

Larrabee 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Boykln 

Fen ton 

Lea 

Richards 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Ferguson 

Leavy 

Robinson.  Utah 

Brewster 

Fernandez 

Leslnakl 

Roge.-s.  Okla. 

Brooks 

FltzpaUlck 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Romjue 

Browu.  Ga. 

Flaherty 

Luce 

Ryan 

Bryson 

Plannery 

Ludlow 

Sabath 

Buck 

Ford,  Miss. 

Lynch 

Backs 

Bucklei .  Minn. 

Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Mc.\ndrcws 

Sasscer 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Fries 

McArdle 

Schafcr.  Wla. 

Bui  winkle 

Fulmer 

McCormack 

Schuetz 

Burgin 

Garrett 

McOehee 

Schulte 

Byrne  N.Y. 

Gathlngs 

McGranery 

Schwert 

Byms.  Tenn. 

Cavaigan 

McKeough 

Scrugham 

Byron 

Gearhart 

McLaughlin 

Secrest 

Caldwell 

Gehrmann 

McMillan.  Clara 

8hanley 

Camp 

Oerlach 

McMillan.  John  L.  Shannon 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Geyer,  Calif. 

Madejewskl 

Bheppard 

Carter 

Clbba 

Mahon 

Smith  Conn. 

Cartwrlght 

Gore 

Maloney 

Smith.  111. 

Casey  Mass. 

Goesett 

Mansfield 

Smith.  Maine 

Celler 

Grant.  Ala. 

Marcantonlo 

Smith.  Waah. 

Chapman 

Green 

Martin,  m. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Church 

Gregory 

Mason 

Snyder 

Clark 

Griffith 

Masslngale 

Somers,  N.  T. 

Claypool 

Hare 

May 

South 

Cochran 

Harrington 

MiUs.  Ark. 

Sparkman 

Coffee  Nebr. 

Hart 

Unia.  La. 

Stames,  Al«. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Harter.  Ohio 

Mitchell 

Sullivan 

Cole.  Mfl. 

Havenner 

Moser 

Sweet 

Collins 

Healey 

Mouton 

Tarver 

Colmer 

Hendricks 

Murdock.  Arts. 

Terry 

Connery 

Hennlngs 

Myers 

Thomas.  Tes. 

Cooper 

HtU 

Nelson 

Thomason 

Coetello 

Hobbe 

Nichols 

VanZandt 

Cravens 

Hull 

Norrell 

Vinson.  Ga. 

Creal 

Hunter 

Norton 

Voorhla.  Calif. 

Crowe 

Izac 

O'Connor 

Wallgren 

Crowther 

Jarman 

OTDay 

Warren 

Cullen 

Johnson.Luther  A.O'Leary 

Weaver 

Cummlngs 

Johnson.  Lyndon  O'Neal 

Whelchel 

D'Alesandro 

Johnson.  Okla. 

O  Toole 

Whittlngton 

Davis 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Pace 

Williams.  Mo. 

Dclancy 

Jones,  Tex. 

Parsons 

Wolverton.  N.  J. 

Dempsey 

Kee 

Patman 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

E>eRouen 

Keefe 

Patrick 

Zimmerman 

NAYS— 129 

Alexander 

BoUea 

Curtis 

Glfford 

Allen  HI. 

Bolton 

Dltter 

Gilchrist 

Andersen.  H.  Carl  Bradley.  Mich. 

Dondero 

GlUle 

Andresen  A.  H. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Dworshak 

Goodwin 

Andrews 

Carlson 

Katon 

Graham 

Angeli 

Case.  S.  Dak. 

Elston 

Grant.  Ind. 

Arends 

Chlperfleld 

Engel 

Gross 

Austin 

Clason 

Bnglebrlght 

Ouyer.  Kans. 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Clevenger 

Pish 

Gwynne 

Bates.  Maaa. 

Cluett 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Bender 

Corbett 

Gamble 

Hall.  Leonard  W 

Blackney 

Crawford 

Gartner 

Balleck 

1940 
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Knutaon 

Beed.ni. 

Talle 

Kunkel 

B«ed.  N  Y. 

Thill 

Lambertaon 

R«e8.  Kans. 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Land  Is 

Bobslon.  Ky. 

Thorkelson 

LeCompte 

Rockefeller 

Tlbbott 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Tlnkham 

McDowell 

Rogers.  Maas. 

Tread  way 

MrOregor 

Routzohn 

Vorys.  Ohio 

McLean 

Rutherford 

Vreeland 

McLeod 

Sandager 

Wadsworth 

Marshall 

Schiffler 

Wheat 

Martin,  Iowa 

Seccomba 

White.  Ohio 

Martin,  Maaa. 

Seger 

Wtgglesworth 

Mtrhener 

Short 

Witltams,  Dal. 

Miller 

aimpaon 

Wtntar 

Monktawlos 

•tnlth.  Ohio 

Wolcott 

Mundt 

Spnngtr 

Wolfpnd#n,  Pa. 

Murray 

•uarns.  N.  H. 

OBrt«n 

fufan 

Olivtr 

Sumner.  Ql. 

Taber 

WOT  voTiNO— ea 

Drewry 

Mcrrttt 

Bumnars,  TMi. 

Durham 

Monroney 

Sutpbtn 

r»y 

Mott 

Sweanay 

Flannagan 

Murdock.  UUh 

Taylor 

Folger 

Oamars 

Tenerowles 

Hess 

Pitimley 

Tolan 

Hook 

Blch 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Houston 

Risk 

WaltOT 

Jacobsen 

Robertson 

Ward 

Jenks.  N.  B. 

Satterneld 

Welch 

Jennings 

Schaefer.  ni. 

West 

Kean 

Shafer,  Mich. 

White.  Idaho 

Klrwan 

Sheridan 

Wood 

Lemke 

Smith.  Va. 

Woodrum,  Va. 

Maas 

Spence 

Magnuson 

Steagall 

Hancock 

Harness 

Harter.  N.  Y. 

HarUey 

Hawks 

Hin^haw 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Hope 

Borton 

Jarrelt 

Jeffries 

Jenkinn.  Ohio 

JrnM>n 

Johns 

Johnnon,  III. 

Johnson,  Ind, 

Jonm.  Ohio 

Jon  k  man 

Kitbtirn 

Kln/«r 


Anderson,  Calif. 

Bardrn,  N  C. 

Bates,  Ky. 

Burch 

Burdick 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Cole,  NY. 

Coo'.ey 

Courtney 

Cox 

Crosser 

Culkin 

Darden.  Va. 

Darrow 

Doughton 

Douglas 

So  the  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 
On  this  vote: 

Mr  Fay  (for)  with  Mr.  Hess  (against). 

Mr    Harden  of  North  Carolina   (for)   with  Mr.  Mott   (against). 
Mr.  Woodrum  of  Virginia   (for)    with  Mr.  Culkln   (against). 
Mr.  Cooley  (for)  with  Mr.  Douglas  (against). 
Mr.    Merrltt    (for)    with    Mr    Cole    of   New   York    (against). 
Mr.  Burch   (for)    with  Mr.  Maas   (against). 
Mr    Doughton  (for)   with  Mr    JennlnRs  (aRalnst). 
Mr.  Flannagan  (for)  with  Mr.  Kean  (against). 
Mr   Satterfleld  (for)   with  Mr.  Plumley  (against). 
Mr    Drewry   (for)    with  Mr.  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire    (against). 
Mr.   Robertson    (for)    with   Mr.  Osmers    (against) 

Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia  (for)    with  Mr    Shafer  of  Michigan   (against). 
Mr.    Darden    of    Virginia    (for)    with    Mr.    Anderson    of    California 
(against) .  .     ^. 

Mr.  Hook  (for)  with  Mr.  Darrow  (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Cox  with  Mr.  Welch. 

Mr.  Durham  with  Mr.  Burdick. 

Mr    Folger  with  Mr    Rich. 

Mr    West  with  Mr    Lemke. 

Mr    Vincent  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr    Klrwan  with  Mr.  Mlagnuson. 

Mr    Schaefer  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Houston. 

Mr.  Courtney  with  Mr.  Wood. 

Mr    Spence  with  Mr.  Monroney. 

Mr    Steagall  with  Ur.  Taylor. 

Mr    Walter  with  Mr.  Sheridan. 

Mr   Sumners  of  Texas  with  Mr.  Ward. 

Mr.  Jacobsen  with  Mr.  Sweeney. 

Mr.  White  of  Idaho  with  Mr.  Tenerowlcz. 

Mr    Crosser  with  Mr.  Murdock  of  Utah. 

Mr    Sutphln  with  Mr.  Tolan.    ,,      „   .  , »,.„v- 

Mr    Cannon   of  Florida  with  Mr.   Bates  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  Lewis  of  Ohio  changed  his  vote  from  "aye"  to  "no." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  amendment  In 
disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  17:  On  page  26.  line  22.  after  the  word  "Repre- 
aentallves".  Insert  -Provided,  That  after  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  act  the  rate  of  compensation  of  the  Legislative  Counsel  of 
the  Senate  shall  be  the  same  as  that  of  the  Legislative  Counsel  of 
the  House  of  Representatives." 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  re- 
cede from  Its  disagreement  to  Senate  amendment  numbered 
17  and  agree  therein  with  an  amendment  which  I  send  to 
the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  foUows: 

Mr.  RABAUT  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Ita  disagreement 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  17  and  agree  to  the 
same  with  the  foUowlng  amendment:  Strike  out  aU  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  Senate  amendment  and  Insert  in  Ueu  thereof  the 


following:  "Provided,  That  hereafter  the  compensation  of  the 
Legislative  Counsel  of  the  Senate  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  110.000 
per  annum  so  long  as  the  position  is  held  by  the  present 
Incumbent." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PERMISSION   TO   ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr,  OTOOLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  on  tomorrow,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  legislative  pro- 
gram of  the  day  and  any  other  special  orders,  X  may  be 
permitted  to  addreM  the  House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    If  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DEPORTATION  Of  HARRY  RBNTON  MIDOCg 

Mr.  COLMER.    Mr,  Speaker,  Z  call  up  House  ResoluUon 
No.  611. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  611 

Reiolved,  That  immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  it 
shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  slate  of  the  Union  for  consid- 
eration of  H.  R,  »76fl.  a  bill  to  authorize  the  deportation  of  Harry 
Renton  Bridges,  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  con- 
fined to  the  bin  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controUed  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
Eation.  the  bill  shall  be  road  for  amendment  under  the  6-mlnute 
rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment 
the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  Hou"4e  with 
such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous 
question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments 
thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion  except  one 
motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  COLMER.     Mr.  S;:eaker.  I  yield  30  nUnutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  I  Mr.  PishI. 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  5  minutes. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  Is  rec- 
ognized for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  an  open  rule  on  the 
so-called  Bridges  resolution.  This  is  frankly  an  unusual 
piece  of  legislation ;  but,  equally  frankly,  it  is  to  meet  an  un- 
usual condition.  And  I  wish  at  the  outset  to  compliment  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Allen]  for 
his  industry  and  patriotism  In  sponsoring  this  legislation. 

Harry  Bridges  has  been  a  guest  of  the  United  States  for 
approximately  20  years.  He  is  ah  alien,  a  resident  of  Aus- 
tralia, and  is  within  the  borders  of  the  United  States  as  a 
guest  of  this  country.  As  such  he,  of  course,  is  amenable  to 
the  laws  of  the  country  and  certainly  should  comport  himself 
as  a  guest  and  comport  himself  with  the  laws  that  govern 
our  own  American  citizens.  I  do  not  have  time  to  go  into 
all  of  the  details  of  the  history  of  the  sojourn  of  Mr. 
Bridges  in  this  country.  SufiSce  it  to  say  that  he  has  been 
a  troublemaker.  He  has  not  comported  himself  in  the  man- 
ner that  has  met  with  the  approval  of  American  citizens 
generally.  He  has  been  a  disturbing  factor  and  ought  to  be 
deported  from  this  country. 

We  are  now  in  the  process  of  expending  billions  of  dollars 
of  the  people's  money  to  prepare  this  country  to  meet  any 
eventuality.  The  first  thing  we  ought  to  do  in  this  country 
is  to  get  our  own  house  in  order  and  to  see  that  we  do  not 
have  within  our  own  borders  those  who  are  guilty  of  or  who 
likely  would  be  guilty  In  time  of  a  national  crisis  of  sabotage 
and  subversive  activities.  We  do  not  want  to  have  to  wait 
in  this  country  until  we  are  spilling  the  lifeblood  of  our  own 
nationals  in  defense  of  the  country  in  order  to  rid  ourselves 
of  unwelcome  guests. 

I  think  this  man  ought  to  have  been  deported  a  long  time 
ago.  Although  the  conclusion  of  the  Landis  report  was  that 
he  should  not  be  deported,  I  say  that  in  that  report  he  is 
indicted  as  an  imwelcome  visitor  to  this  country. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLMER.    I  am  sorry,  my  time  is  rather  limited. 

I  say  that  the  Landis  report  shows  that  while  he  is  not  an 
admitted  Communist,  he  has  associated  intimately  with  and 
has  been  in  conference  with  and  has  gone  along  with  the 
leadership  of  the  communistic  element  within  the  borders  of 
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this  country.  This  being  true,  he  having  aUned  himself  with 
this  commumstlc  element  within  the  country,  he  has  not  com- 
ported himself  with  proper  respect  for  the  institutions  of  our 
country  and  its  Government. 

CONSTTrUnONAL  QUISTION 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  power  of  Congress  to  regu- 
late and  control  the  admission,  rejection,  and  deportation  of 
aliens  is  an  absolute  one  (Hawe  May  v.  North.  183  P.  89 
(CCA.  9th,  1910),cert.  den,  223U.  S.  717  (1911)). 

•niis  is  true  even  though  an  alien  is  entitled  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  fourth,  fifth,  sixth,  and  fourteenth  amend- 
ments iSkeffington  v.  Katzleff.  277  F.  129  (C.  C.  A.  1.  1923)). 
The  rights  of  an  alien  to  these  protections  does  not  deprive 
the  Congress  of  its  power  to  order  the  deportation  of  an  alien 
whose  presence  in  the  country  is  deemed  hurtful  iNg  Hung  Fo 
V.  WhUe,  259  U.  S.  276  (1922)). 

It  must  be  remembered  that  there  is  no  constitutional  limit 
to  the  power  of  Congress  to  exclude  or  expel  aliens — see 
Skeffington  against  Katzleff,  supra.  As  a  matter  of  fact. 
Congress  may  exercise  this  power,  even  in  times  of  peace,  for 
any  reason  it  may  deem  sufficient  (C/uzy  Chan  Ping  v.  United 
'States.  130  U.  S.  581  (1889) ).  In  addition  to  this  power  that 
may  be  exercised  at  any  time,  it  has  been  held  that  an  ali^'n 
acquires  no  rights  by  a  domicile  in  this  country  that  will 
relieve  him  of  the  effect  of  a  decision  ordering  deportation 
by  an  agent  of  Congress,  the  Department  of  Labor  (Ex  parte 
Crawford.  165  P.  830  (D.  C.  N.  Y.  1908) ). 

Prom  the  above  it  can  be  seen  that  the  power  of  Congress 
with  regard  to  the  control  of  aliens  is  practically  absolute. 
The  question  then  is  whether  or  not  the  exercise  of  this  power 
Violates  article  I,  section  9,  of  the  Constitution,  which  reads: 

No  bill  of  attainder  or  exposed  facto  law  shall  be  passed. 

A  bill  of  attainder  has  been  defined  as  a  legislative  act 
which  inflicts  punishment  without  a  judicial  trial.  How- 
ever, if  the  punishment  is  less  than  death,  the  act  is  termed 
a  bill  of  ptains  and  penalties.  In  its  interpretation  of  this 
provision,  though,  the  Supreme  Court  has  held  that  the  bill 
of  attainder  includes  the  bill  of  pains  and  penalties.  Cum- 
mings  v.  State  of  Missouri  (4  Wall.  277,  323  (1867) ).  In  that- 
case  the  Supreme  Court  held  unconstitutional  a  provision  of 
the  Missouri  constitution  that  required  a  so-called  expurga- 
tory  oath  for  any  person  in  the  position  of  trust  or  respon- 
sibility. The  oath  was  the  result  of  the  high  feeling  en- 
gendered during  the  War  between  the  States.  In  holding 
the  provision  unconstitutional  the  Supreme  CotU"t,  through 
Mr.  Justice  Field,  said: 

It  I  the  constitution  I  Intended  that  the  rights  of  the  citizen 
should  be  seciire  against  deprivation  for  past  conduct  by  legisla- 
tive enactment,  under  any  form,  however  disguised.  •  •  •  Cum- 
mings  v.  Missouri  (supra,  at  325). 

Prom  the  quotation  thus  given  It  can  be  seen  that  the  con- 
cern of  the  Supreme  Court  was  directed  toward  the  mva- 
sion  of  rights  of  citizens,  not  of  persons  who  had  not  at- 
tained the  status  of  citizenship.  This  construction  is  borne 
out  by  the  constitutional  debates  where  the  founding  fath- 
ers were  concerned  principally  with  the  bills  of  attainder 
that  had  originated  in  England  and  had  been  applied  for 
the  purpose  of  banishing  various  persons  that  had  become 
undesirable.  This  bill  was  used  in  England  for  the  last  time 
In  the  case  of  Sir  John  Penwlck.  See  Hutchinson,  the 
Foundation  of  the  Constitution  138,  157.  Bills  of  attainder 
were  not  unknown  in  the  colonies,  as  they  had  been  used  on 
several  occasions  to  secure  the  banishment  of  undesirable 
persons.  Several  colonial  constitutions  prohibited  these  bills 
prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  provision  in  the  Constitution 
above  referred  to. 

It  appears  clear  that  these  bills  had  been  aimed  at  per- 
sons who  were  citizens,  as  otherwise  they  would  have  been 
unnecessary,  due  to  the  control  that  Is  inherent  in  a  sovereign 
State  over  its  alien  population.  Thus  the  purpose  of  the 
framers  of  the  Constitution  must  have  been  to  protect  the 
rights  of  citizens  from  being  Invaded  by  the  legislature 
through  the  enactment  of  bills  of  attainder. 


The  absolute  control  of  Congress  of  the  exclusion  and 
ejection  of  aliens,  plus  the  fact  that  the  constitutional  pro- 
vision prohibiting  bills  of  attainder  could  only  have  been 
aimed  at  the  protection  of  citizens,  make  it  clear  that  an  alien 
may  be  ordered  to  be  deported  by  the  Congress  without  in- 
fringing the  constitutional  prohibition  against  bills  of  at- 
tainder. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  1  addiUonal 
minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Nichols).  The  gentle- 
man from  Mississippi  is  recognized  for  1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  COLMER.  We  are  going  to  hear  a  lot  during  tho 
debate  on  the  rule  and  the  bill  it  makes  in  order  about 
hysteria,  about  civil  rights,  civil  liberties,  and  so  forth.  But 
let  me  point  out  to  you  that  this  man  is  an  undesirable  alien, 
that  for  20  years  he  has  stirred  up  trouble  in  this  country. 
One  of  the  first  things  we  ought  to  do  at  this  time  is  to  get 
our  own  house  in  order.  We  should  be  controlled  neither  by 
hysteria  nor  false  sentiment.  False  sentiment  should  not 
lead  us  to  try  to  protect  aliens  in  this  country  who  work 
against  the  interests  of  the  country.  If  this  man  were  an 
American  citizen  rather  than  a  guest  of  the  country  and  we 
had  the  laws  to  deport  him,  he  ought  to  be  deported.  If 
that  unfortunate  time  should  come  that  we  get  into  a  great 
international  crisis,  this  man,  even  though  he  were  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States,  would  be  interned. 

I  think  the  rule  ought  to  be  adopted.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  5  minutes.  * 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  bill  to  remove  Madam  Perkins* 
Bridges.  [Applause.]  You  will  probably  hear  a  great  deal 
during  the  discussion  of  this  rule  and  the  bill  that  follows  as 
to  the  constitutional  powers  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  act.  This  is  not  exactly  a  new  matter  with  me.  Ten  years 
ago  when  I  was  chairman  of  the  Committee  to  Investigate 
Communist  Activities  and  Propaganda  in  the  United  States 
the  committee  unanimously  urged  the  deportation  of  alien 
agitators.  I  submit,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  Congress  has  the 
power  to  deport  any  alien  agitators.  I  do  not  care  whether 
they  come  from  the  left  or  the  right ;  whether  they  are  Com- 
munists, Nazis,  or  just  alien  agitators.  Even  if  we  did  not 
like  the  color  of  their  eyes  or  the  color  of  their  hair,  the  Con- 
gress has  full  power  imder  the  law  and  the  Constitution  to 
deport  them;  and  we  have  the  power  today  to  deport  Harry 
Bridges  as  an  undesirable  alien.  You  do  not  have  to  prove 
that  he  is  a  Communist;  you  do  not  have  to  prove  anything 
else  except  that  he  is  an  alien  agitator  and  an  undesirable 
alien.  And  I  go  even  further:  You  do  not  even  have  to  prove 
that  he  is  an  undesirable  alien  if  the  Congress  thinks  it  is  in 
the  interest  of  America  and  our  institutions  to  deport  such 
a  person  as  Harry  Bridges.  We  not  only  have  the  right  to  do 
so,  but  it  is  our  duty  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    For  a  question. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Does  not  the  gentleman  believe 
that  a  person  should  be  deported  pursuant  to  the  statutes  the 
Congress  has  enacted?  And  If  Congress  feels  that  those  stat- 
utes are  inadequate,  should  we  not  have  proper  remediU 
general  legislation  rather  than  to  have  the  entire  Congress 
of  the  United  States  set  itself  up  against  one  man? 

Mr.  FISH.  We  are  not  setting  ourselves  up  against  one 
man. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    That  is  what  you  are  doing. 

Mr.  FISH.  This  man  is  a  symbol;  he  is  a  symbol  of  un- 
American  activities  and  the  "fifth  columnists"  in  our  midst. 
My  only  regret  is  that  we  have  delayed  so  long.  We  should 
have  enacted  this  bill  5  years  ago.  (Applause.]  The  trouble 
with  Congress  is  that  we  tolerate  these  un-American  activities 
too  long.  No  other  nation  in  the  world  would  tolerate  the 
Insidious  activities  of  an  alien  agitator  like  Harry  Bridges 
in  its  midst.    The  time  has  come  to  find  out  whether  Harry 


I 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


8183 


Bridges,  an  Australian  aben,  or  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  runs  this  Giovemment.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman 3^eld? 
Mr.  PISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.    Is  not  the  Constitution  de- 
signed to  defend  its  citizens  and  not  its  enemies? 

Mr.  PISH.    Certainly.    And  we  have  more  to  fear  from  our 
enemies  from  within  than  from  our  enemies  from  without. 
[Applause.]     We  have  spent  a  lot  of  our  time  talking  about 
our  enemies  from  without,  but  it  is  Ume  to  clean  our  house 
from  our  enemies  from  within. 
Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 
Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    With  reference  to  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  about  the 
general  immigration  law,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  although  we 
have   a   general   immigration   law   covering   importation   of 
aliens,  we  do  import  many  aliens  under  special  acts  of  Con- 
gress?   This  Congress  has  imported  many  aliens  under  spe- 
cial acts  for  which  the  gentleman  from  New  York  voted. 
Only  last  week  the  gentleman  voted  for  such  alien-import 
bills  on  the  Private  Calendar.    If  we  can  import  aliens  by 
special  acts  of  Congress,  we  can  export  them  by  special  acts. 
Mr.  PISH.    There  is  no  question  about  the  power  of  Con- 
gress to  do  this.    Article  I,  section  1  states: 

Coneres.s   shall   have   the  power   to   establish   uniform   rules   of 
naturalization. 

We  have  this  power  and  we  also  have  the  power  to  regulate 
deportations.  Many  years  ago  I  went  as  far  as  to  say,  and  I 
believe  it  today  more  than  ever  before,  that  we  do  not  even 
have  to  say  that  an  alien  is  a  Communist,  we  do  not  even  have 
to  say  he  Is  a  "fifth  columnist,"  we  do  not  even  have  to  say 
he  is  an  undesirable  alien  or  an  agitator;  all  we  have  to  say  is 
we  do  not  want  him  in  this  country.  We  may  even  say  we 
do  not  like  the  color  of  his  hair.  I  hope  the  Congress  will  use 
its  constitutional  and  legislative  power  and  send  this  alien 
^itator.  Harry  Bridges,  back  to  Australia  where  he  belongs. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  COLMER.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  IMr.  DicksteinI. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  take  the  floor  at 
this  time  to  defend  Bridges,  nor  do  I  take  the  floor  to  argue 
or  persuade  you  to  vote  down  the  rule.  I  take  the  floor  in 
defense  of  democracy  and  in  defense  of  our  constitutional 
form  of  government.  I  will  give  a  man  a  chance  to  speak 
freely  and  I  will  defend  that  man  under  our  Constitution. 
I  loathe  Communists  as  much  as  any  Member  of  this  House. 
They  have  no  business  here,  and  we  should  provide  proper 
procedure  to  solve  the  problem  by  statute  in  order  to  dis- 
pose of  our  enemies  from  within.  This  is  a  problem  I  have 
talked  about  in  this  Congress  for  6  long  years.  My  appear- 
ance on  this  floor  today  is  solely  to  bring  out  the  fact  that 
I  do  not  question  the  right  of  the  committee  to  vote  out  this 
bill,  nor  do  I  infer  any  bad  motives.  I  have  the  highest 
regard  for  every  member  of  my  committee,  and  I  respect 
their  opinions.  They  saw  the  thing  one  way,  and  I  may 
have  seen  the  matter  in  another  way. 

The  only  fact  I  want  to  bring  to  your  attention  at  this 
time  is.  regardless  of  whether  it  be  Bridges  or  anyone  else, 
he  ought  to  have  his  day  in  court.  Although  I  might  have 
agreed  with  the  committee  that  Bridges  is  an  undesirable 
alien  and  should  be  deported,  it  is  my  contention  and  I  still 
believe  that  Bridges  should  have  received  a  hearing  at  the 
hands  of  the  committee  so  that  he  could  present,  as  I  under- 
stand he  wanted  to  do,  his  side  of  the  case.  It  seems  to  me 
that  this  sort  of  procedure  is  wrong.  I  have  pleaded  with 
the  members  of  my  committee,  whose  opinions  I  regard 
highly,  to  give  the  man  a  hearing,  but  this  was  voted  down. 
I  am  not  here  defending  Communists,  and  I  want  that  clearly 
vmderstood.  I  do  not  want  any  Member  to  come  back  and 
say  that  I  am  right  on  the  job  in  the  defense  of  communism. 
My  record  speaks  for  itself.  I  am  speaking,  Mr.  Speaker, 
about  our  constitutional  form  of  govermnent,  which  provides 


that  a  man  has  a  right  to  his  day  in  court,  which  Bridges 
did  not  receive,  and  that  is  the  point  I  am  making  before  this 

House  today. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Is  it  not  true  that  this 
man  Bridges  has  four  times  applied  for  citizenship,  then  when 
the  storm  was  over  he  has  withdrawn  his  application? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  do  not  know  Bridges,  and  I  do  not 
want  to  know  him.  But  the  fact  remains  that  in  the  Stryker 
case,  which  is  a  parallel  with  the  Bridges  case,  the  Supreme 
Court  exonerated  Stryker.  The  Landis  opinion  exonerated 
Bridges.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
Fish]  that  we  have  the  right,  that  the  committee  and  the 
Congress  have  the  right;  but  do  you  want  to  exercise  that 
right  and  go  that  far?  It  would  permit  any  Member  to  intro- 
duce a  private  bill  to  deport  anyone  in  this  country  for  some 
reason  or  other,  and  I  do  not  think  that  this  should  be  done 
without  a  hearing  before  a  committee  so  that  evidence  may 
be  presented  to  sustain  the  facts. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Did  not  the  gentleman  in- 
troduce some  bills  to  import  them? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  do  not  yield.  I  told  you  a  moment 
ago — and  I  want  the  gentleman  who  injected  that  question 
to  listen — that  I  have  not  introduced  bills  to  Import  them. 
I  have  not  Introduced  any  bill  to  Import  anybody,  and  I  do 
not  question  the  right  of  the  committee  or  the  Congress  to 
pass  this  bill.  I  am  only  appealing  to  your  sense  of  justice 
that  a  man  ought  to  have  his  day  in  court  and  he  should  be 
given  a  hearing.  That  is  all  I  am  presenting  to  you. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey  IMr.  Thomas  1,  a  member  of  the  Dies 
committee. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  back  in  March 
1939  I  introduced  a  resolution  to  impeach  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  and  two  of  her  assistants  for  their  failure — I  called  it 
conspiracy — ^to  take  the  necessary  action  which  would  result 
in  the  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges.  My  resolution  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  which  carried  on  extensive 
hearings  and  made  an  investigation.  The  result  was  there 
was  no  impeachment.  But  a  lot  of  water  has  gone  over  the 
dam  since  then.  If  there  was  reason  then,  as  I  was  certain 
there  was,  to  deport  Harry  Bridges,  there  is  more  reason 
today  for  doing  so.  All  you  have  to  do  is  to  read  the  testi- 
mony given  in  the  hearings  before  the  Dies  committee  to 
come  to  a  deflnite  conclusion  that  Harry  Bridges  should  be 
deported  from  the  United  States.  I  now  want  to  read  some 
of  it  to  you — a  paragraph  from  the  published  hearings  held 
by  the  Dies  committee.  This  is  from  volume  No.  4.  This  is 
testimony  given  to  the  committee  by  Capt.  John  J.  Keegan, 
chief  of  detectives  of  the  Portland,  Oreg.,  police  department, 
a  man  who  has  made  a  study  of  not  only  the  Bridges  case 
but  Communist  activity  on  the  Pacific  coast,  and  this  is  what 
Captain  Keegan  said  to  the  committee: 

We  found  that  Harry  Bridges,  leader  of  the  Longshoremens*  Union 
on  the  Pacific  coast,  was  an  alien  and  a  member  of  the  Communist 
Party   of    the    United    States   of    America,    and    also    that    Harold 
Pritchett  Was  a  Canadian  subject  and  also  a  member  of  the  Com- 
munist Party.     He  is  president  of  the  Tlmbermens'  and  Saw  MUl 
Workers'  Union  International;  and  that  these  two  men  have  been 
active  in  and  around  the  Portland  area  as  well  as  in  other  areas 
on  the  Pacific  coast;   and  that  while  they  are  working  under  the 
guise  of  labor  leaders,  they  are  In  reality  both   members  of  the 
'    Communist  Party;  and  that,  baaed  upon  his  investigation  and  the 
'    afBdavlts  which  he  Is  In  a  position  to  furnish  to  the  committee, 
!    he  would  say  that  their  real  purpose,  in  my  l>elief.  is  to  undermine 
the  Government  and  overthrow  It  by  force  and  violence  when  the 
proper  time  comes. 

Since  we  got  that  particular  testimony,  the  Dies  committee 
has  received  any  amount  of  additional  testimony  which  con- 
clusively shows  that  Harry  Bridges  is  a  Commimist  and  a 
menace  to  our  form  of  government  and  to  the  people  of  this 
country.  This  man  Bridges  is  not  only  a  menace  to  our  in- 
stitutions and  to  our  Government  but  he  is  also  a  menace  to 
the  very  people  he  says  he  represents — labor.    He  is  more  of 
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a  menace  to  labor  in  the  United  States  than  is  any  one  other 
person  in  the  country.  He  is  doing  an  irreparable  harm  to 
labor.  I  think  that  labor  should  be  more  interested  in  having 
this  man  deported  than  any  other  group  in  this  country. 

May  I  say  in  conclusion  that  the  people  of  this  Nation  are 
sick  unto  death  with  the  way  we  have  pussyfooted  on  this 
question  of  "fifth  columnists."  They  are  disgusted  at  the  way 
the  Department  of  Labor  has  coddled  this  man  Bridges.  They 
know  he  has  been  the  blend-haired  boy  of  the  Department  of 
Labor  for  the  last  number  of  years.  They  now  want  action. 
They  are  certain  that  the  only  place  they  can  get  action  Is 
in  this  body,  the  House  of  Representatives,  so  I  think  that 
today  we  must  take  favorable  action  not  only  on  the  rule  but 
also  on  the  bill  in  order  to  forthwith  deport  Harry  Bridges, 
and  make  him  an  example  to  the  entire  country.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  California  LMr.  HavennerI. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  section  9  of  article  I  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  contains  the  following 
statement :  "No  bill  of  attainder  or  ex  post  facto  law  shall  be 
passed."  The  annotated  Constitution,  as  published  by  the 
Government  Printing  OflBce,  defines  a  bill  of  attainder  fis  a 
legislative  act  which  inflicts  punishment  without  a  judicial 
trial. 

In  this  case  the  House  committee  in  charge  of  the  bill  now 
before  us  refused  to  give  the  j)erson  to  be  punished  even  a 
hearing,  and  ignored  the  fact  that  in  a  previous  trial  under 
due  process  he  was  acquitted  from  all  the  charges  made 
against  him  and  a  warrant  of  deportation  against  him  was 
dismissed. 

The  bill  is  clearly  a  bill  of  attainder  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Constitution.  Its  passage  would  be  a  violation  of  the 
limitation  of  power  imposed  by  the  Constitution  upon  Con- 
gress, a  violation  made  flagrant  by  the  fact  that  the  com- 
mittee which  reported  the  bill  refused,  by  a  vote  of  9  to 
3,  to  give  Bridges  or  his  counsel  any  hearing  at  all.  The 
committee  report  frankly  states  that  it  deliberately  recom- 
mends the  deportation  of  Bridges  without  giving  any  reason 
therefor. 

Last  year  the  Department  of  Labor  issued  a  warrant  for  the 
arrest  of  Harry  R.  Bridges,  an  alien,  on  the  ground  that  he 
was  subject  to  deportation  under  the  provisions  of  section 
2  of  the  act  of  October  16,  1918,  as  amended  by  the  act  of 
June  5,  1920  (8  U.  S.  C.  sec.  137) .  The  specific  charges  made 
in  the  warrant  against  Bridges  were  as  follows: 

First.  That,  after  he  entered  the  United  States,  he  became 
a  member  of  an  organization  that  advises,  advocates,  and 
teaches  the  overthrow  by  force  and  violence  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States. 

Second.  That,  after  he  entered  the  United  States,  he  be- 
came affiliated  with  such  an  organization. 

Third.  That,  after  he  entered  the  United  States,  he  became 
a  member  of  an  organization  that  causes  to  be  written, 
circulated,  distributed,  printed,  published,  and  displayed 
printed  matter  advising,  advocating,  and  teaching  the  over- 
throw by  force  and  violence  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

Fourth.  That,  after  he  entered  the  United  States,  he  be- 
came affiliated  with  such  an  organization. 
>  Thereafter,  in  the  congressional  district  which  I  represent, 

hearings  were  conducted  for  a  period  of  11  weeks  to  enable 
Bridges  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be  deported.  Rarely 
has  any  defendant  in  a  criminal  action  in  this  country  been 
subjected  to  a  more  searching  and  extensive  trial. 

The  trial  examiner  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  to 
conduct  this  hearing  was  James  N.  Landis,  dean  of  the  Har- 
vard Law  School. 

The  testimony  covers  7,724  pages,  exclusive  of  274  exhibita. 
As  indicative  of  the  time  consumed  respectively  by  the  parties, 
a  rough  count  would  attribute  2.900  of  these  pages  to  inter- 
rogation of  witnesses  by  the  Government,  3,600  to  interroga- 
tion of  witnesses  by  counsel  for  the  alien.  500  to  interrogation 
of  witnesses  by  tbe  examiner  and  the  balance  to  proceedings 


of  a  miscellaneous  nature.  Of  the  274  exhibits,  138  were 
introduced  by  the  Government  and  136  by  the  alien. 

Contrary  to  the  usual  procedure  in  such  cases,  the  hearings 
were  open  to  the  public. 

On  December  28  last,  the  trial  examiner.  Dean  Lemdis, 

rejwrted  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor  that — 

My  conclusions  are  tliat  the  evidence  does  not  permit  the  finding 
that  Harry  R.  Bridges  is  either  a  member  oX  the  Communist  Party 
or  affiliated  with  that  party. 

In  his  report,  the  trial  examiner.  Dean  Lemdis,  made  a 
very  lengthy  analsrsis  of  the  testimony  of  all  of  the  im- 
portant witnesses  who  testified  during  the  hearings,  and  set 
forth  carefully  the  features  of  their  testimony  which  led 
him  to  his  conclusions. 

The  Committee  oh  Immigration  and  Naturalization  has 
completely  ignored  the  trial  and  acquittal  of  Bridges.  The 
bill  now  under  consideration  would  authorize  his  deportation 
by  an  arbitrary  act  of  Congress,  without  giving  any  reason 
therefor.  This  is  stated  plainly  in  the  committee  report  on 
this  bUl. 

In  other  words,  although  Harry  Bridges  has  been  arrested, 
kept  in  jeopardy  of  deportation  for  a  period  of  11  weeks -dur- 
ing one  of  the  most  searching  and  exhaustive  trials  in  the 
history  of  American  immigration  law,  and  finally  exonerated 
and  acquitted  by  the  findings  of  one  of  the  most  eminent  legal 
scholars  in  America  who  acted  as  the  trial  examiner,  it  is  now 
proposed  by  this  legislation  to  disregard  all  of  these  facts  and 
depwrt  him  forthwith  without  regard  to  right  or  justice. 

My  opposition  to  this  bill  is  not  in  any  sense  a  plea  for  the 
leniency  to  the  individual.  Harry  Bridges.  My  acquaintance 
with  him  is  very  slight. 

But  I  am  deeply  concerned  with  the  violence  which  such 
an  action  would  do  to  certain  fundamental  American  prih- 
ciples  which  I  hold  dearer  than  anything  else  in  life.  The 
intense  inquisition  to  which  this  man  was  subjected  during 
his  lengthy  trial  last  year  did  not  reveal  a  single  ground 
upon  which  a  criminal  action  could  be  brought  against  him. 
But  he  has  been  the  leader  of  a  powerful  and  militant 
branch  of  organized  labor  and  has  led  the  membership  of 
his  organization  through  several  bitter  strikes.  I  say  to  you 
without  hesitation  that  the  enmities  aroused  by  his  militant 
leadership  in  these  industrial  conflicts  are  primarily  respon- 
sible for  the  determined  campaign  to  deport  him  from  this 
country.  Whether  the  Members  of  Congress  realize  it  at  the 
time  or  not.  if  Harry  Bridges  is  deported  by  this  action  it 
will  be  because  he  has  been  a  militant  leader  of  labor.  Con- 
gress could,  and  should,  logically  proceed,  therefore,  to  pun- 
ish by  special  legislation  all  labor  leaders  who  have  con- 
ducted strikes  in  which  violence  has  occurred. 

I  am  an  advocate  of  complete  preparedness  for  national 
defense,  and  as  a  Member  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee 
of  the  House  I  have  given  my  wholehearted  support  to  the 
program  of  expansion  of  national  armament  which  is  now 
under  consideration.  If  I  believed  for  one  moment  that  the 
continued  presence  of  Harry  Bridges  in  this  country  consti- 
tuted a  menace  to  the  safety  of  the  Nation  because  of  a 
danger  that  he  might  become  a  leader  in  a  "fifth-column" 
activity.  I  would  undoubtedly  give  my  support  to  legislation 
designed  to  remove  such  a  menace.  But  there  is  no  justi- 
fication for  such  a  belief  except  the  suspicions  and  unsup- 
ported accusations  directed  against  him  by  those  who  hate 
his  labor  record. 

I  am  under  no  illusions  as  to  the  unpopularity  in  certain 
circles  of  the  position  which  it  is  my  duty  to  assume  here 
today.  The  gentleman  from  Louisiana,  who  is  the  author 
of  this  bill,  said  he  could  not  conceive  how  any  American 
could  oppose  it.  I  say  to  you  that  it  is  because  I  am  an 
American — because  the  America  I  love,  and  which  my  fore- 
fathers helped  to  create,  is  the  America  of  tolerance,  of  free- 
dom from  oppression,  of  refuge  for  political  exiles,  of  civil 
liberties  for  all— and  because  I  fear  that  these  sacred  insti- 
tutions of  freedom  which  constitute  the  very  heart  of  the 
America  which  I  love  are  endangered  by  the  exercise  of 
ruthless  power  such  as  is  here  contemplated — because  of  all 
these  things  I  am  constrained  to  ignore  the  criticism  which 


I  know  Is  in  store  for  me.  and  to  appear  here  in  opposition 

to  this  rule. 

One  hundred  and  forty-two  years  ago  the  Federalists,  rep- 
resentaUve  privUeged  and  money  classes,  were  responsible 
for  the  adoption  of  drasUc  Alien  and  Sedition  Acts.  President 
Thomas  Jefferson  later  drafted  resolutions  declaring  the 
ahen  and  sedition  acts  null  and  void  and  in  violation  of  the 
Constitution. 

Congress,  in  considering  this  measure,  should  remember 
the  inscription  on  the  Statue  of  Liberty: 

Give  me  your  tired,  yovir  poor,  your  huddled  masses  yearning  to 
be  free,  the  wretched  refuse  of  your  teeming  shore;  send  these  the 
bomeless.  the  tempe»t-to«t  to  me;  I  Uft  my  lamp  beside  the  golden 
door. 

Does  Congress  wish  this  Inscription  on  the  Statue  of 
Liberty  to  be  erased?     [Applause.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  one-half  minute, 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  out  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentlemaoi  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  Premier  Reynaud's  message  to 
President  Roosevelt,  made  well  before  his  speech  at  Char- 
lottesville, said,  "Italy  has  struck  her  neighbor  in  the  back 
with  a  dagger." 

President  Roosevelt  in  his  speech  Monday  night  said. 
"Italy  has  driven  a  dagger  into  the  back  of  her  neighbor." 

I  hope  that  the  time  has  not  come  in  America  when  our 
President's  state  papers  are  dictated  and  copied  from  foreign 
capitals.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  felL] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirkskn]. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia, who  preceded  me,  was  clearly  in  error  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  Congress  can  deport  Harry  Bridges.  Two  ques- 
tions present  themselves  to  the  Congress.  The  first  one  is, 
can  we  deport  Harry  Bridges?  The  second  one  is.  should 
we  deport  Harry  Bridges?  Those  who  say  we  cannot  do  it 
rely  upon  constitutional  provisions  which  interdict  a  bill  of 
attainder  or  an  ex  post  facto  law.  Let  us  look  for  a  moment 
at  what  Mr.  Justice  Field  said  in  the  case  of  Cummitigs  v. 
State  of  Missouri  (4  Wall.  277) : 

A  bill  of  attainder  is  a  legislative  act  which  Inflicts  punishment 
without  prajudlclal  trial. 

If  the  punishment  be  leas  than  death,  the  act  is  termed  a  bill 
of  [Mlns  and  penalties. 

Within  the  meaning  of  tbe  Constitution,  bills  of  attainder  in- 
clude bills  of  pains  and  penalties. 

Remember  that  word  "punishment"  because  that  is  vital. 

By  an  ex  post  facto  law  is  meant  one  which  Imposes  a  punish- 
ment for  an  act  which  was  not  punishable  at  the  time  It  was 
committed,  or  Imposes  additional  punishment  to  that  then  pre- 
•crlbed.  or  changvs  the  rule  of  evidence  by  which  less  or  different 
testimony  is  sufficient  to  convict  than  was  required. 

Let  us  see  whether  or  not  under  that  definiti<m  the  bill 
before  us  constitutes  a  l^  of  attainder  or  an  ex  poet  facto 
law.  I  quote  from  the  case  of  Wong  Wing  v.  United  States 
(163  U.  S.  229.  at  p.  236),  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Shiras, 
May  18.  1896: 

The  order  of  deporUtion  Is  not  a  pvmishment  for  crime. 

It  is  not  a  punishment;  that  is  where  the  gentleman  from 
California  fell  into  error. 

It  is  not  a  banishment  to  tbe  sense  in  which  that  word  Is  often 
applied  to  the  expulsion  of  a  citieen  from  his  country  by  way  of 
punishment. 

It  is  but  a  method  of  enforcing  the  return  to  his  own  country 
of  an  alien  who  has  not  complied  with  the  conditions  upon  the 
performance  of  which  the  Oovemment  of  the  Nation,  acting  within 
lU  constitutional  authority  and  through  the  proper  departments. 
has  determined  that  his  continuing  to  reside   here  shall  depend. 

So  It  is  not  a  punishment  for  a  crime.  Get  that  in  mind. 
Congress  is  clearly  within  its  authority.  This  is  not  an  ex 
post  facto  law  or  a  bill  of  attainder. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO  and  Mr  GAVAGAN  rose. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  have  no  time;  I  am  sorry. 
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Now,  let  me  quote  Just  a  UtUe  further  upon  the  advisability 
and  the  wisdom  and  the  authority  of  the  judicial  branch  to 
impose  any  restriction  upon  the  Congress  in  this  matter, 
quoting  now  from  the  case  of  U  Sing  v.  United  States  UBO 
U.  S.,  p.  486),  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Shiras: 

The  question  whether  and  upon  what  conditions  these  aUens 
£hall  be  permitted  to  remain  within  the  United  Stetes  being  one 
to  be  determined  by  the  poliUcal  departments  of  the  Oovernment. 
the  Judicial  department  cannot  properly  express  an  opinion  upon 
the  wisdom,  the  policy,  or  the  Justice  of  the  measures  enacted  by 
Congress  in  the  exercise  of  the  powers  confided  to  It  by  the  Consti- 
tution over  this  subject. 

What  more  is  necessary  in  answering  question  No.  1  as  to 
whether  the  Congress  can  deport  Harry  Bridges?  The  Con- 
gress can  do  so,  and  it  is  neither  ex  post  facto  nor  a  bill  of 
attainder. 

The  second  question  is.  Shall  we  deport  Harry  Bridges? 
I  think  the  answer  to  that  can  be  found  in  the  special  report 
which  was  filed  by  Dean  Landis  on  special  appointment  as 
trial  examiner  in  the  Harry  Bridges  case,  and  all  you  need 
to  do  is  to  read  his  conclusions  regarding  the  activities  of 
Harry  Bridges.    Here  is  what  Dean  Landis  sajrs: 

Bridges'  relationships  to  the  Communist  Party  have  already  been 
sketched  at  length.  They  are.  in  generp.l.  his  well-defined  opposi- 
tion toward  '"red"  baiting;  his  acceptance  of  aid  and  assistance 
in  his  indtistrial  struggles  from  the  Conrmunist  Party — indeed,  his 
solicitation  of  that  aid;  his  expressed  disinclination  to  disavow 
that  help;  his  association  with  persons  admittedly  CommunlsU,  an 
association  that  derives  primarily  irom  his  requests  for  and  accept- 
ance of  such  aid.  There  are.  specifically,  his  support  of  the  Western 
Worker  during  the  1934  maritime  strike;  his  requests  for  aid  in 
connection  with  such  Issues  as  the  King -Ramsay -Connor  and 
Modesto  cases  and  the  United  Labor  Party  ticket;  his  not  Infrequent 
conferences  with  the  Communist  officials  on  the  Pacific  coast  In 
regard  to  these  and  other  matters;  his  admiration  of  the  sincerity 
of  persons  In  the  trade-union  movement,  some  of  whom  were 
avowedly  Communists;  and  his  willingness  to  work  with  them 
In  the  realization  of  his  trade-union  Ideac. 

This  evidence,  however  much  it  nay  disclose  lack  of  Judgment  or 
associations  that  may  be  regarded  by  others  as  reprehenalbl*  or 
unfortunate,  falls  short  of  the  statutory  definition  of  affiliation. 
Persons  engaged  In  bitter  industrial  struggles  tend  to  seek  help  and 
assistance  from  every  available  source.  But  the  Intermittent  aollci- 
tatlon  and  acceptance  of  such  help  must  be  shown  to  have  ripened 
into  those  bonds  of  mutual  cooperation  and  alliance  that  entail 
continuing  reciprocal  duties  and  responstbilitlca  batore  they  can 
be  deemed  to  come  within  the  statutory  requMaanai  of  affiliation. 
Judge  Chase.  In  Kettunen  v.  Reimer  (79  F.  fM^  tlh).  and  tbe 
other  Judges  in  the  cases  lieretof ore  reviewed.  InalBk  ^pon  thm  a|>|>U- 
catlou  of  this  standard.  To  exptand  that  statutory  d^bdtton  to 
embrace  within  Its  terms  ad  hoc  cooperation  on  objectives  whoa* 
pursuit  is  clearly  allowable  under  our  constitutional  system,  or 
friendly  associations  that  have  not  been  shown  to  have  multed  in 
the  employntent  of  Ulegal  means,  is  warranted  neither  by  reason 
nor  by  law. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  gentlanan  2 

additional  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  language  of  Dean  Landis 
himself,  who  rendered  a  150-page  opinion  in  this  case,  indi- 
cates to  all  the  world  the  answer  to  the  second  question,  the 
undesirability  of  keeping  Harry  Bridges  in  the  United  States. 

The  authorities  are  clearly  all  on  one  side  that  we  can 
deport  him,  and  I  think  the  evidence  is  all  on  one  side  that 
he  should  be  deported.  As  I  make  this  statement  I  want  to 
pay  my  gracious  testimony  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr.  Lotus  Graham,  on  the  Republican  side,  former 
United  States  District  Attorney  at  Pittsburgh,  former  Assist- 
ant Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  who  has  handled 
many  deportation  cases  and  who  has  dug  out  much  of  the 
law.  I  am  willing  to  go  along  with  that  gentleman  becaase  he 
is  an  expert  from  long  practice  and  from  an  experience  of 
38  years  at  the  bar.  When  he  says  to  me  we  can  do  it  and 
that  he  has  done  It,  as  a  practical  matter,  that  resolves  ques- 
tion No.  1  whether  we  can  deport  Harry  Bridges. 

On  question  No.  2,  take  the  record  of  Dean  Landis  and  It 
is  an  answer  as  to  whether  he  should  be  deported. 

Let  me  add  that  the  bill  before  us  ought  to  be  modified  in 
language  so  as  to  make  it  absolutely  mandatory,  so  that  there 
is  no  power  in  or  out  of  government  to  stop  these  deportation 
proceedings.    [Applause.] 
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Now  to  summarize  the  situation  before  us,  the  decisions 
are  quite  clear  and  unequivocal  that  the  element  of  punish- 
ment must  be  present  to  make  a  legislative  act  fall  within  the 
prohibition  of  the  Constitution  on  bills  of  attainder  and  ex 
post  facto  enactments.  Deportation  in  the  langiiage  of  the 
court  is  not  a  punishment.  Therefore,  the  measure  before 
us  is  neither  a  bill  of  attainder  or  an  ex  post  facto  act.  Con- 
gress can  therefore  deport  Harry  Bridges. 

As  to  the  question  of  whether  Congress  should  issue  a  legis- 
lative mandate  to  deport  him,  the  record  is  abundantly  clear 
on  that  point.  His  undesirability  has  been  fairly  well 
established. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SabathI. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  ladies  and  gentlemen  of  the 
House,  I  fully  appreciate,  especially  at  this  time,  that  it  will 
be  very  unpopular  to  say  anything  in  the  defense  of  Harry 
Bridges,  or  in  opposition  to  the  deportation  bill  pending 
before  us,  but  notwithstanding  that  fact,  I  feel  it  my  solemn 
duty  to  call  attention  to  the  House  and  the  country  that 
such  legislation  is  in  violation  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Bill  of  Rights. 

I  feel  there  is  not  a  lawyer  of  experience  who  is  a  Member 
of  the  House  who  will  have  the  temerity  to  claim  that  the 
bill  will  be  held  constitutional.  But  notwithstanding  this, 
they  may  and  probably  will  support  the  bill,  because  it  will 
subject  them  to  the  lesser  amount  of  criticism.  I  predict 
there  will  be  very  few  who  will  have  the  courage  to  vote 
according  to  their  innermost  convictions. 

However,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  ever  there  was  a  time  to  give  real 
serious  consideration  to  a  measure  before  deviating  in  any 
way  from  our  constitutional  restrictions  and  privileges,  this 
Is  the  time.  But,  unfortunately,  due  to  the  well-organized 
and  Nation-wide  attacks  upon  this  labor  leader,  and  I  de- 
plore and  regret  the  fact  he  is  not  an  American  citizen.  I 
fear  the  country  believes  him  to  be  a  dangerous  person  who 
should  not  be  permitted  to  remain  in  the  United  States. 
One  can  hardly  blame  the  people  for  being  of  this  opinion 
In  the  face  of  a  persistent  smd  systematic  campaign  to 
have  him  publicized  as  an  extreme  and  dangerous  Com- 
munist. Unfortunately,  those  who  ordinarily  believe  in  fair 
and  square  dealing  and  just  treatment  never  were  able  to 
obtain  his  side  of  the  case. 

The  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization  re- 
ported the  bill  without  giving  him  or  his  attorney  a  min- 
ute's time,  and  even  when  the  bill  was  before  the  Rules 
Committee  no  one  was  given  a  chance  to  show  that  many 
of  these  charges  and  accusations  were  not  founded  on  facts. 
Personally,  I  have  received  hundreds  of  telegrams  and  let- 
ters from  nearly  all  the  labor  organizations,  urging  that 
opportunity  be  granted  Mr.  Bridges  to  defend  himself,  but 
It  was  of  no  avaiL  The  resolution,  same  as  the  bill,  was 
forced  through  without  granting  his  appeals  and  requests 
Only  a  few  days  ago  I  received  a  personal  letter  from  Mr. 
Bridges,  and  I  presume  a  similar  letter  was  mailed  to  others, 
and  I  feel  tliat  you  Members  who  are  going  to  vote  for  the 
rule  and  his  deportation  may  some  day,  after  you  have  acted 
and  have  had  time  to  peruse  this  letter,  realize  that  Mr. 
Bridges  clearly  and  positively  denies  all  the  accusations,  and, 
for  that  reason,  I  am  going  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  and  include  this  letter  in 

the    CONGRESSIO-NAL    RecCRD. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois 
asks  unanimous  consent  to  extend  his  remarks  and  to  include 
therein  a  letter  from  Harry  Bridges.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  since  obtaining  the  unan- 
imous consent  to  insert  Mr.  Bridges'  letter  in  the  Recoro, 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  MarcantonioI  has  ob- 
tained unanimous  consent  to  read  the  letter,  and.  therefore, 
to  save  space  and  prevent  repetition,  I  shall  not  avail  myself 
of  the  unanimous  consent,  l)ecause  that  letter  will  appear 
In  Mr.  Marcantonio's  remarks. 

In  lieu  of  his  letter,  I  will  quote  extracts  from  an  editorial 
by  Chester  Rowell,  <me  of  the  most  prominent  editors  on  the 


Pacific  coast,  which  appeared  In  the  San  Francisco  Chronicle 
May  24,  1940,  and  which  is  entitled  to  our  thought  and  con- 
sideration: 

Congress  is  still  playing  with  the  Idea  of  deporting  Harry  Bridges 
by  bin  of  attainder,  regardless  of  the  constitutional  prohibition  of 
such  a  process.  It  is  a  curloua  paradox  that  those  who  shout  most 
loudly  for  the  Constitution  are  often  those  least  familiar  with  its 
provisions  and  least  concerned  for  granting  to  others  the  rights 
it  guarantees  to  themselves.  In  this  case,  since  the  effort  to  deport 
Bridges  by  due  process  of  law  failed  on  a  finding  of  want  of  proof. 
It  is  proposed  to  substitute  undue  process  of  attainder.  For 
surely,  these  objectors  conclude.  Bridges  is  an  "undesirable  alien." 
since  they  do  not  desire  him.  And  if  it  is  pointed  out  that  there  Is 
no  general  law  for  the  deportation  of  aliens  merely  because  they 
are  "undesirable."  what  could  be  simpler  than  a  special  law  for 
the  deportation  of  this  particular  undeslred  one? 

•  •••••• 

The  general  right  of  an  alien  who  legally  entered  the  country  to 
remain  here  unless  found  guilty  of  deportable  offense  cannot  be 
taken  away  by  a  special  legislative  act  declaring  him  guilty  of  that 
offense  without  hearing  and  imposing  on  him  a  penalty  not  thereby 
applied  to  others.  This  is  the  exact  "bill  of  attainder  "  which  the 
Constitution  forbids.  It  had  been  a  real  evil,  under  despotic  gov- 
ernments in  England.  It  has  since  passed  so  far  out  of  use  and 
memory  that  most  people  had  forgotten  even  the  constitutional 
provision  against  It.  This  Bridges  resolution  Is  the  first  time  It 
has  been  proposed  In  American  history. 

In  these  times,  when  feeling  runs  high  and  when  the  "fifth 
column."  which  has  proved  so  dangerous  elsewhere,  may  hav« 
to  be  dealt  with  here.  It  Is  especially  important  that  we  realize 
the  Importance  of  proceeding  against  only  actual  evils,  and  not  even 
against  them  by  denying  rights  whose  protection  Is  Important  to 
all  of  us.  There  was  too  much  of  that,  under  less  provocation.  In 
the  last  war.  The  temptation  may  be  greater  now,  which  Is  the 
greater  reason  for  being  on  our  guard  against  It. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  repeat  what  I  have  said  on  the  floor 
a  dozen  times,  that  I  am  just  as  much  opposed  to  com- 
munism as  nazi-ism,  and  you  know  my  position  on  nazi-ism 
and  fascism.  But  this  man,  whom  we  are  about  to  order 
deported,  positively  states  that  he  is  not  a  Communist,  and 
that  he  believes  in  a  democratic  form  of  government.  The 
fact  that  his  son  has  served  and  has  reenlisted  in  the  Army 
of  the  United  States,  and  in  view  of  the  further  fact  that  he, 
himself,  by  telegraph,  nearly  2  years  ago  called  attention  of 
the  President  and  the  Department  of  Justice  to  some  of  the 
subversive  activities  of  the  real  culprits,  namely,  certain 
members  of  the  German  Bund  and  the  Nazi  organizations, 
should  satisfy  anyone  that  he  cannot  be  a  Communist. 

He  admits  that  he  has  received  aid  from  many  organiza- 
tions, religious  and  political  leaders,  including  even  Com- 
munists, in  his  effort  to  organize  the  International  Long- 
shoremen's and  Warehousemen's  Union,  which  he  accom- 
plished and  which  is  one  of  the  strongest  and  most  demo- 
cratic and  representative  labor  organizations  In  the  United 
States  today.  Not  only  does  he  make  clear  that  although 
every  effort  has  been  made  to  bribe  him,  he  remained  stead- 
fast in  his  duties  toward  his  coworkers,  which  brought  about 
higher  wages  and  shorter  hours.  I  view  this  fight  as  one 
angle  of  the  eternal  effort  of  great  and  powerful  employers 
to  descredit  organized  lalxDr — as  only  that  and  nothing  more. 

Some  day.  in  the  near  future,  the  country  will  know  what 
organization  or  what  men  are  really  guilty  of  subversive  ac- 
tivities specialized  in  by  agents  of  the  "fifth  column."  In 
fact,  in  the  last  few  days  it  has  been  made  clear  that  it  is 
the  Nazis  and  the  Fascists  in  our  country  who  are  the  dan- 
gerous elements  within  our  midst,  but.  as  I  stated  sometime 
ago.  in  their  shrewd  and  clever  manner,  they  continue  to  in- 
sinuate and  accuse  every  progressive  labor  leader  of  being 
communistic  so  as  to  divert  attention  from  their  own  subver- 
sive activities. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  informed  that  among  others  that  will 
speak  for  the  resolution  will  be  the  gentleman  from  Wiscon- 
sin [Mr.  ScHAFERl.  and  I  predict  he  will  continue  to  assail 
Mr.  Bridges  as  a  Communist  and  as  a  danger  to  America.  I 
am  commencing  to  strongly  feel  that  this  may  be  for  the 
purpose  of  distracting  attention  from  the  activities  of  the 
"fifth  columnists,"  namely,  the  Nazis. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  talked  with  several  of  the  Members 
of  Congress  from  the  State  of  California,  who  know  Mr. 
Bridges  and  of  his  activities,  and  with  the  exception  of  two 
Members,  they  all  feel  that  the  shipping  interests  are  be- 
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hind  the  movement  to  bring  about  this  action  which  we  are 
about  to  take. 

The  specific  charges  made  in  the  warrant  against  Bridges 
were  four  In  number: 

(1)  That,  after  he  entered  the  United  States,  he  became  a  mem- 
ber of  an  organization  that  advlaes.  advocates,  and  teaches  the 
overthrow  by  force  and  vlolexice  of  the  Oovemment  of  the  United 
State.  _. 

(2)  That,  after  he  entered  the  United  States,  he  became  affiliated 
with  such  an  organization. 

(3)  That,  after  he  entered  the  United  States,  he  became  a 
member  of  an  organization  that  causes  to  be  written,  circulated, 
distributed,  printed,  published,  and  displayed  printed  matter  ad- 
vising, advocating,  and  teaching  the  overthrow  by  force  and  vio- 
lence of  the  CJovemment  of  the  United  States. 

(4)  That,  after  he  entered  the  United  States,  he  became  aflUiatcd 
with  such  an  organization. 

Bridges  went  through  9  weeks  of  investigation  and  trial, 
and  throughout  he  was  courteous,  respectful,  and  helpful  to 
the  court  and  investigators,  frankly  answering  all  questions, 
showing  no  resentment  nor  evasiveness  at  any  time.  The 
trial  examiner  was  James  M.  Landis,  dean  of  the  Harvard 
Law  School,  especially  selected  by  the  Labor  Department 
because  of  his  recognized  ability  and  standing  with  the 
American  bar.  His  finding,  covering  152  printed  pages,  was 
a  complete  exoneration  of  Bridges,  and  was  as  follows: 

Concliulon:  The  evidence  therefore  establishes  neither  that  Harry 
R.  Bridge?  is  a  member  of  nor  affiliated  with  the  Communist  Party 
of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Out  of  the  hundreds  of  telegrams  and  letters  that  I  have 

received  protesting  the  passage  of  this  bill  I  will  tax  the 

Record  with  but  a  few: 

We  vigorously  urge  the  House  Rules  Committee  to  reject  and 
bury  H.  R.  9766.  The  matter  of  the  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges 
has  been  acted  upon  by  the  recognized  judicial  bodies  of  this 
country  and  his  Innocence  hM  been  duly  established.  For  your 
committee  now  to  recommend  any  action  contrary  to  the  decision 
handed  down  by  those  judicial  bodies  would,  in  our  opinion,  be  a 
miscarriage  of  Justice  and  a  violation  of  basic  democratic  principles. 

Sam    Prancisco-Oaklano 

Newspaper  Oimj), 
Crasles  L.  Irvine, 

Executixje  Secretary. 

Five  hundred  marine  radio  officers,  members  American  Communi- 
cations Association,  protest  against  and  urge  defeat  of  H.  R.  9766, 
Intended  to  deport  Harry  Bribes,  C.  I.  O.  director  in  California,  aa 
nulUIylng  the  Bill  of  Rights  and  denial  of  civil  liberties. 

AMsaiCAN  CoMMinriCATioNS  Association. 

Local  2.  New  York  City. 

International  Woodwwkers  of  America,  representing  100,000  or- 
ganized woodworkers  In  23  States,  unqualifiedly  denounce  H.  R, 
9766  as  being  not  only  dlsoimlnatory  and  designed  to  crush  organ- 
ized labor  but  as  unconstitutional  and  opposed  to  the  democratic 
rights  on  which  otu:  governmental  structure  Is  based. 

B.  J.  McCartt, 
Secretary-Treasurer,  Seattle,  W<i8h. 

Some  of  the  speeches  here  today  are  suggestive  of  that 
state  of  hysteria  that  was  prevalent  In  this  Chamber  in  the 
days  preceding  the  vote  that  put  us  in  the  World  War.  Calm 
Judgment  becomes  almost  impossible  where  hysteria  exists. 

Some  of  the  speakers  painted  Bridges  as  the  foremost  law- 
breaker of  the  coimtry.  If  he  has  broken  even  one  of  our 
laws,  why  has  he  not  been  arrested,  convicted,  and  put  in 
Jail? 

Most  of  the  speakers  say  that  he  was  an  agitator,  and  that 
he  made  people  discontented.  Every  single  step  of  progress 
that  the  human  race  has  achieved  since  the  curtain  rose  on 
the  dawn  of  civilization  was  the  result  of  agitation.  If  there 
had  not  been  agitation  by  Patrick  Henry,  Thomas  Jefferson, 
and  a  lot  of  others,  we  would  not  be  under  the  American 
flag  today,  but  still  under  the  flag  of  Great  Britain.  If  we 
ourselves  had  not  done  a  little  agitating  among  our  home 
folks,  all  of  us  would  still  be  down  on  the  farm,  or  to  say 
the  least,  we  would  not  be  here. 

If  there  had  not  been  50  years  of  agitation,  women  today 
would  not  have  the  vote.  Before  the  Constitution  was 
amended  to  make  woman  suffrage  constitutional,  it  was  held 
that  women  were  not  "people"  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  and  the  Constitution  of  the 


United  States  and  therefore  were  not  eligible  to  vote.  But 
the  women  started  agitating,  resorting  to  such  tactics  as 
chaining  themselves  to  lamp  posts,  and  in  other  ways  mak- 
ing themselves  so  disagreeable  that  their  agitation  finally 
brought  results. 

If  there  had  never  been  any  agitating,  there  would  never 
have  been  any  lalwr  unions,  and  if  there  had  never  been  any 
labor  unions,  workers  would  still  be  working  12  and  14  hours 
per  day  at  pitifully  smsiU  wages  as  they  were  in  the  steel 
mills  before  organized  labor  succeeded  through  agitation  in 
making  the  workers  so  discontented  they  went  on  strikes 
until  thereby  they  finally  succeeded  in  Improving  their  condi- 
tions and  standards  of  living.  Agitation  has  been  responsible 
for  every  bit  of  progressive  legislation  that  has  ever  passed 
this  House  of  Representatives  in  which  we  today  have  been 
so  vehemently  decrying  and  denouncing  agitation.  When 
agitation  ceases,  all  reforms  and  improvements  will  cease,  and 
we  wiU  become  a  decadent  people  and  Nation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  though  I  know  the  bill  under  consideration 
will  pass  by  a  tremendous  majority,  I.  myself,  personally,  con- 
scious of  my  oath  of  office  to  uphold  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Bill  of  Rights,  cannot  bring  myself  to 
the  point  of  being  willing  to  take  the  responsibility  of  voting 
for  this  bill  which  I  believe  Is  unjust,  definitely  unconstitu- 
tional, and  a  violation  of  the  Bill  of  Rights. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  SchafkrI. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  DdiksemI  has  properly  presented  the  case 
in  behalf  of  this  bill  to  deport  Harry  Bridges.  I  am  glad 
that  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  DicKsmirl,  chair- 
man of  the  Immigration  Committee  of  the  House,  has  ad- 
mitted that  by  special  act  of  Congress  we  can  legally  export 
Individual  aliens,  because  day  after  day  his  committee  favor- 
ably reports  special  act  bills  to  import  individual  aliens.  I 
respectfully  submit  these  facts  to  my  friend  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  MARCAMTomol.  who  has  voted  for  many 
special  act  bills  to  import  Individual  aliens. 

I  hold  In  my  hand — and  this  is  not  hearsay — a  72 -page 
document  entitled  "Why  Communism?"  by  M.  J.  Olgln.  I 
shall  quote  briefly  from  this  Communist  document,  which  is 
published  by  the  Workers  Library  Publishers,  of  New  York 
City,  which  is  the  official  Communist  publishing  house  in  the 
United  States.  At  the  bottom  of  the  last  page,  page  72,  ap- 
pears a  symbol  which  is  not  the  ssmibol  of  the  United  States, 
but  the  hammer  and  sickle,  sjmibol  of  the  Communist  bloody 
red  butchers  of  Moscow.  Beneath  this  symbol  appear  the 
words,  "Emblem  of  the  Communist  Party." 

I  now  quote  from  page  72  of  this  Communist  publication,  as 
follows: 

The  seat  of  the  Comintern  le  Moscow  because  this  Is  the  capital 
of  the  only  workers'  and  peasants'  government  in  the  world,  and 
the  Comintern  can  meet  there  freely.  As  the  workers  become  the 
rulers  of  other  countries  the  Comintern  will  not  have  to  confine 
its  meetings  to  Moscow  alone. 

The  Communist  Party  of  the  United  States  of  America  Is  thus  part 
of  a  world-wide  organization  which  gives  It  gxiidance  and  enhances 
its  fighting  power.  Under  the  leadership  of  the  Communist  Party 
the  workers  of  the  United  States  of  America  will  proceed  from 
struggle  to  struggle,  from  victory  to  victory,  until,  rising  In  a  revo- 
lution, they  will  crush  the  capitalist  state,  establish  a  Soviet  state, 
abolish  the  cruel  and  bloody  system  of  capitalism  and  proceed  to 
the  upbuilding  of  socialism. 

This  Is  why  every  worker  must  Join  the  Conununlst  Party. 

Mr.  Sp>eaker,  from  page  32  of  this  Communist  bible  I  quote 

the  following: 

We  Communists  say  that  there  is  one  way  to  abolish  the  capitalist 
state,  and  that  Is  to  smash  it  by  force.  To  make  communism  pos- 
sible the  workers  must  take  bold  of  the  state  zuacbinery  of  capital- 
ism and  destroy  It. 

Mr.  Speaker,  chapter  6  of  this  Communist  booklet  Is  en- 
titled "The  Revolutionary  Overthrow  of  Capitalism  and  the 
Dictatorship  of  the  Proletariat,"  and  I  now  read  from  page 
69,  as  follows: 

It  is  not  necessary  that  this  final  blow,  i.  e.,  the  revolution, 
should  come  in  connection  with  an  imperialist  war,  although  thla 
is  very  likely.     Capitalism  will  seek   to  prevent   a  revolution   by 
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plunging  the  country  Into  war.     War  Is  to  serve  not  only  as  a 
way  out  of  the  crista  but  aa  a  means  to  arouse  the  patriotism  of 
the  masses,  to  Increase  governmental  terror  (martial  law),  and  to 
divert  public  attention   from   Internal   affairs.     War.   under   such 
conditions   for  a  while  retarding  the  revolutionary  movement,  may 
hasten  It  later  when  the  war  sufferings  t)egln  to  tell  on  the  masses. 
A  time  comes  when  there   Is  demoralization   above,   a   growing 
revolt  below;   the  morale  of  the  army  Is  also  undermined.     The 
old  structure  of  society  Is  tottering.     There  are  actual   Insurrec- 
tions; the  army  wavers.    Panic  seizes  the  rulers.    A  general  upris- 
ing begins.  ^        ^^     .  , 
I              Workers    stop    work,    many    of    them    seize    arms    by    attacking 
arsenals.      Many    had    armed    themselves    before    as    the    struggles 
sharpened.     Street    fights    become    frequent.     Under    the    leader- 
ship of  the  Communist  Party,  the  workers  organize  revolutionary 
t           committees  to  be  In  command  of  the  uprising.     There  are  battles 
i           In  the  principal   cities.     Barricades  are   built   and   defended.     The 
I          workers'  fighting  has  a  decisive  Influence  with  the  soldiers.     Army 
unlU  begin  to  jom  the  revolutionary  fighters;  there  Is  fraterniza- 
tion  between  the  workers  and  the   soldiers,   the   workers   and   the 
marines     The  movement  among  the  soldiers  and  marines  spreads. 
Capitalism   Is  losing   Its  strongest   weapon,   the   army.     The   police 
"\         as  a  rule  continue  fighting,  but  they  are  soon  sUenced  and  made 
*     \   to  flee  by  the  imlted  revolutionary  forces  of  workers  and  soldiers. 

The  revolution  is  victorious. 
I  Mr.  Speaker,  under  a  heading  entitled  "The  Question  of 

1         Force  and  Violence."  which  appears  on  page  61.  we  find: 

i  But  this  is  force  and  violence,  somebody  will   contend.     Don't 

you  Communists  know  that  the  use  of  force  and  violence  is  wrong? 
I  We  reply  to  this,  first,  that  if  being  a  red-blooded  American  means 

'  anything,   it   means  that   you  must   not   take  punishment  lying 

down,  that  you  must  offer  resistance;  secondly,  that  it  is  not  the 
workers  but  the  capitalists  and  their  state  that  start  the  use  of 
force  and  violence. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  also  find  in  chapter  6  of  this  Communist 
publication  under  the  heading  '"Hie  Soviet  state"  the  follow- 
ing language,  which  appears  on  page  63: 

This  Government  has  the  great  task  of  taking  away  from  the 
owners  the  plants,  factories,  railroads,  banks,  and  turning  them 
Into  public  property  to  be  administered  by  the  workers  for  the 
common  benefit  of  all.  In  other  words,  it  Is  the  task  of  the 
Soviets  to  abolish  private  property  In  the  means  of  production  and 
to  establish  socialist  production  and  distribution. 

This  cannot  be  accomplished  peacefully.  The  exploiters  won't 
give  up  their  loot,  even  after  their  state  power  is  crushed.  They 
will  have  to  be  routed  The  Soviet  Government  will  have  to  ex- 
propriate the  expropriators  by  force.  The  latter  will  conspire  and 
plot  against  the  new  system;  they  will  organize  counterrevolu- 
tionary uprisings.  The  Soviet  state  will  have  to  crtish  these  with 
an  iron  hand.  The  former  exploiters  will  be  given  no  quarter. 
The  old  system  of  robbery  with  all  its  rubbish  will  have  to  be 
cleared  away.  This  means  that  the  Soviet  state  must  be  ruthless; 
It  must  destroy  the  counterrevolutionary*  forces — the  quicker  the 
better  for  the  workers  and  for  the  future  of  mankind.  This  Is 
why  the  Soviet  State  is  named  Dictatorship  of  the  Proletariat.  It 
Is  the  reverse  of  capitalist  dictatorship.  It  does  not  pretend  to  be 
a  government  treating  all  on  the  basis  of  equality.  It  openly  de- 
clares Itself  to  be  a  class  government,  directed  against  the  former 
ruling  class.  It  Is  avowedly  an  Instrument  for  the  expropriation 
and  suppression  of  the  former  exploiters  and  oppressors.  It  is  a 
government  of  the  former  exploited  and  oppressed.  And  it  does 
away  with  exploitation  and  oppression  forever.  As  soon  as  private 
property  is  abolished,  as  soon  as  the  industrial  machinery  of  the 
country  has  become  socialized;  as  soon  as  the  Individual  farmers 
have  been  Induced,  for  their  own  advantage,  to  unite  in  collective 
farms,  exploitation  of  man  by  man  ceases  to  exist.  That  means 
freedom. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  alien  British  subject  Harry  Bridges  was 
the  ringleader  of  the  indefensible  San  Francisco  general 
strike.  Let  us  examine  the  record  of  this  Communist  mani- 
festo and  observe  that  this  strike  was  a  part  of  the  Communist 
United  Front  program. 

From  page  56  of  this  Communist  booklet  I  now  read  the 

following : 

It  Is  for  this  reiason  that  we  Communists  have  been  advocating 
and  organizing  the  United  Front  for  the  last  few  years.  While  we 
have  met  with  resistance  on  the  part  of  many  reformist  union 
leaders  and  leaders  of  the  Socialist  Party,  we  have  met  with  response 
among  the  workers  and  farmers.  Thus,  united  May  Day  demonstra- 
tions, united  anti-Paclst  and  antiwar  demonstrations,  united  fights 
for  home  relief,  united  campaigns  for  social  Insurance,  and.  above 
all  other  things,  the  great  San  Francisco  general  strike  have  been 
brought  about. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  the  destructive  general  strike  which 
was  led  by  Harry  Bridges,  the  alien  British  subject.  He  is  a 
Communist  agent  and  an  able  leader  of  the  "fifth  column," 
linked  with  the  bloody  "red"  Communist  butchers  in  Moscow 
by  their  own  publication  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  and  from 


which  I  have  quoted.  Alien  Harry  Bridges  has  been  carrying 
on  a  guerilla  warfare  in  order  to  paralyze  and  obtain  control 
of  our  American  merchant  marine,  which  is  an  essential  arm 
of  our  national  defense,  just  as  essential  as  airplanes,  cruisers, 
submarines,  and  battleships. 

Mr.  Speaker,  are  we  going  to  permit  an  alien  Communist 
controlled  and  directed  foreign  agent  like  Harry  Bridges  to 
hamstring  and  control  our  American  merchant  marine  which 
is  an  essential  arm  of  our  national  defense?  With  all  of  the 
potential  dangers  confronting  our  country  are  we  going  to 
permit  an  alien  agent  of  Communist  Russia  or  any  other  for- 
eign country  to  control  any  part  of  our  national  defense, 
whether  it  be  the  battle  fleet,  a  squadron  of  airplanes,  or  our 
merchant  marine?  I  do  not  intend  to  do  so.  and  will  there- ^ 
fore  vote  for  this  pending  bill  to  deport  alien  Harry  Bridges,  a 
big-shot  leader  of  the  Communist  United  Front. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  record  of  Bridges  is  such  as  would  justify 
a  unanimous  vote  to  deport  this  alien  Communist  agent  who 
has  been  doing  evenrthing  he  can  to  advance  the  Communist 
program  to  destroy  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
from  within  and  replace  it  with  a  Soviet  Communist  system  as^ 
outlined  in  the  Communist  publication  from  which  I  have^v 
quoted  verbatim.  Let  no  one  who  votes  against  this  Bridges 
deportation  bill  ever  claim  to  be  opposed  to  alien  "fifth  col- 
umns" whose  purpose  is  to  destroy  our  American  constitu- 
tional system  of  government. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  Communist  publication  Indicates  that  the 
Communists  in  the  United  States  are  linked  directly  to  the 
Communists  in  Soviet  Russia  and  that  they  aim  by  revolution 
to  transform  our  American  constitutional  democracy  into  a 
collective  Soviet  state,  destroy  lives  and  savings  of  our  F>eople. 
penalize  success,  discourage  thrift,  destroy  private  business 
enterprise  and  sacred  rights  and  liberties  while  smothering 
the  vital  energies  of  a  free  people  and  shackling  them  in  bonds 
of  regimented  political  and  economic  slavery. 

The  record  reveals  that  the  Communists  in  Russia  have 
effaced  in  blood  every  trace  of  justice,  liberty,  morality,  and 
individual  human  and  private  property  rights.  We  know  that 
the  Communists  in  all  lands  including  the  United  States  openly 
proclaim  their  loyalty  to  the  hammer  and  sickle  red  flag  and 
regard  Moscow  as  the  world  capital  and  Red  Soviet  Russia  as 
their  fatherland.  This  attitude  harmonizes  with  the  inter- 
national character  of  the  constitution  of  the  Soviet  Union 
adopted  in  Moscow  in  1923.  the  first  article  of  which  describes 
the  world  as  a  battlefield  divided  between  socialism  and  capi- 
talism. The  record  also  conclusively  proves  that  the  Com- 
munists in  Russia  have  not  only  repealed  the  Ten  Command- 
ments of  the  Supreme  Ruler  of  the  iJniverse.  but  have  con-,- 
fiscated  private  property,  destroyed  sacred  rights  and  lit)erties, 
and  the  lives  of  millions  of  people  in  order  to  chain  the  living 
in  t)onds  of  gangster  autocracy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  record  I  believe  that  there  is 
no  more  fitting  way  to  uphold,  defend,  and  preserve  our  Amer- 
ican constitutional  form  of  Government  with  its  sacred  rights 
and  liberties  than  to  overwhelmingly  vote  for  this  bill  to  deport 
Harry  Bridges,  to  the  end  "that  this  Nation,  under  God.  shall 
have  a  new  birth  of  freedom,  and  that  Government  of  the 
people,  by  the  people,  and  for  the  people,  shall  not  perish 
from  the  earth"  as  nobly  said  by  the  martyred  Abraham 
Lincoln.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  I  Mr.  Marcantonio  1 . 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  we  ought  to 
pause  for  a  moment  and  analyze  the  procedure  that  we  are 
following  here  and  then  ask  ourselves  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  we  should  feel  ashamed  of  ourselves. 

We  are  asking  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  in 
all  its  dignified  might,  direct  the  deportation  of  one  Indi- 
vidual. The  only  basis  upon  which  that  request  is  being 
made  is  a  statement  contained  in  the  supplemental  report 
accompanying  the  bill  to  the  effect  that  Bridges  is  regarded 
by  the  framers  of  this  bill  as  a  menace  to  the  interests  of 
this  country.  In  other  words,  we  are  asked  to  deport  one 
individual — all  of  Congress  against  this  one  individual — 
based  on  the  conclusion  contained  in  the  report  from  this 


committee.  Bridges  was  not  given  any  hearing  before  the 
Committee  on  Immigration.  He  was  not  permitted  to  be 
heard  before  the  Rules  Committee.  This  is  the  first  time  in 
the  history  of  this  country  that  a  man  is  being  convicted  and 
sentenced  without  being  given  an  opportunity  to  defend  him- 
self. Any  alien,  no  matter  how  heinous  the  crime  may  be 
for  which  he  is  being  deported,  is  given  a  hearing.  He  is 
given  a  hearing  before  the  immigration  oCacials.  Then  that 
hearing  Is  reviewed.  It  is  reviewed  before  a  Board  of  Appeals 
of  the  Laboi  Department.  Then  that  alien  has  an  oppor- 
tunity to  go  to  court  and  be  heard  on  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus.  But  in  this  case  no  hearing,  no  opportunity  to  ^ 
heard  at  all  was  afforded,  and  we  consider  that  perfectly 
sound  American  procedure.  If  that  is  sound  American  pro- 
cedure and  the  majority  of  Congress  Is  going  to  put  its  stamp 
of  approval  on  this  type  of  procedure,  I  do  not  believe  I  am 
mistaken  when  I  say  that  the  day  is  not  far  off  when  those 
same  Members  who  put  their  stamp  of  approval  on  this  pro- 
cedure will  be  ashamed  of  the  action  that  they  are  about  to 
take  today.  We  all  know  the  real  reason  for  this  attempted 
deportation  of  Bridges.  Bridges  organized  the  workers  on  the 
west  coast  and  made  the  labor  exploiters  pay  decent  wages. 
Now,  talking  advantage  of  the  war  hysteria,  these  same  labor 
exploiters  seek  hia  deportation  and  use  Congress  for  this  foul 
Job. 

I  have  before  me  a  letter  from  Harry  Bridges.  I  think  it 
is  only  fair  that  Bridges  be  accorded  just  this  opportunity  to 
have  some  Member  of  Congress  read  an  answer  to  the  charges 
that  have  been  made  against  him.  I  now  place  this  proposi- 
tion before  the  House:  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  I  be  permitted  to  read  this  letter,  which  Is  seven 
pages    long,    and    that    it   not    be    taken    out    of    my    time. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Nichols).  The  gentle- 
man from  New  York  asks  permission  to  read  a  letter  and 
that  it  not  be  taken  out  of  the  time  for  debate  on  this  reso- 
lution.   Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

Mr.  DUNN.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  Speaker  pro  tempore.  Does  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DUNN.  I  would  like  to  know  if  It  is  in  order  to  make 
a  motion  to  that  effect? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  win  state  that  It 
can  only  be  done  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  since  objection  has 
been  heard 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia withdraws  his  objection.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request    of    the    gentleman    from    New    York    LMr.    Makc- 

AHTONIOl? 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  irom  New 
York  is  recognized. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  not  going  to 
comment  on  the  objections  that  have  been  made  to  my 
request,  but  I  do  think  that  now  it  becomes  very,  very 
obvious  to  every  Member  in  this  Chamber  that  you  are  asked 
to  convict  and  sentence  a  man  without  giving  him  an  op- 
portunity to  even  have  a  Member  of  Congress  read  a  letter 
which  presents  his  answer  to  the  charges  that  have  been 
made  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  leave  alone  the  fact  thAt 
you  have  already  denied  him  every  opportunity  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman 
that  he  should  be  given  an  opportimity  to  read  the  letter, 
and  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  ask  permission  to  read  it 
under  general  debate. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  I  would  be  denied  this  privilege 
under  general  debate. 

Mr.  MASON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    I  yield. 


1ST.  BiASON.  I  want  to  suggest  that  the  gentleman  will 
have  plenty  of  time  to  read  that  letter  when  the  bill  Is  being 
read,  by  striking  out  the  last  word,  and  I  hope  he  does  it. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I 
will  be  in  no  different  position  then  than  I  am  now.  When 
the  bill  is  being  read  for  amendment  all  I  win  have  is  5 
minutes  and  I  will  have  to  make  the  same  request  which 
has  been  objected  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  All  right.  Let  us  proceed  with  the 
legislative  lynching. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  withdraw  my  objection,  to  the 
gentleman's  request. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Marcantonio]  be 
allowed  to  proceed  for  7  minutes  without  its  being  taken  out 
of  his  time. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin has  withdrawn  his  objection.  Does  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  wish  to  renew  his  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  I  be  permitted  to  read  the  letter  dated  June  1.  com- 
prising 7  pages,  addressed  to  me  by  Harry  Bridges. 

Ttie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object.  This  man 
has  had  too  much  time  already,  and  the  sooner  you  find  that 
out  the  better. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  You  would  not  hear  him  before  the 
committee.  Why?  Do  you  not  want  the  Congress  to  have  his 
side  before  It? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
has  expired. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  be  given  15  minutes*  additional  time. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  cannot  recognize 
the  gentleman  to  make  such  a  motion.  Under  the  rules  the 
time  Is  controlled  by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  and  the 
gentleman  from  New  York.  The  gentleman's  motion  is  not 
in  order.    It  can  only  be  done  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  PORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  withdraw  my  ob- 
jection.   

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  demand  the  regular 
order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  regular  order  has  been 
demanded.  The  regular  order  is.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  to  read  this  letter? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Mak- 
CANTONio]  is  recognized.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    Mr.  Speaker,  the  letter  from  Harry 

Bridges  reads  as  follows: 

Iktkrnational  Loncshobkscek'b  and 

Warehoubemcn's  Union, 

San  Francisco,  Calif.,  June  1,  1940. 
Hon.  Vrro  Marcantonio. 

House  of  Representatives,  Waahington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  My  purpose  in  addressing  this  communication  to  you 
IB  In  order  that  you  may  know  certain  facts  concerning  the  attempts 
at  my  deportation  and  certain  facts  In  connection  with  my  official 
and  personal  backgroiind  that  may  not  be  generally  known. 

Plrst,  as  to  my  personal  record  in  connection  with  citizenship. 
On  March  26.  1940,  Representative  L«land  M  Ford  placed  a  letter 
in  the  Congressional  Record  Including  an  article  that  apiJeared 
In  the  American  Legion  magazine.  This  letter  was  full  of  mis- 
statements and  Inferences  and  unwarranted  conclusions.  The 
magazine  article  was  a  reprint  from  a  metropolitan  dally  news- 
paper, the  Capitol  Dally,  of  Washington,  D.  C,  of  February  15, 
1939.  and  the  statement  Is  made  that  thla  article  itself  prorldss 
sufficient  evidence  of  my  undeslrabillty. 

I  first  filed  application  papers  for  citizenship  In  1921.  In  1928, 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  my  papers.  I  filed  for  second  or  final 
papers  In  the  city  of  San  Francisco  and.  after  the  application  had 
been  sent  to  Washington,  was  notified  to  appear  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  In  San  Francisco  with  witnesses  to  receive  my 
final  papers. 

I  appeared  with  witnesses  at  the  time  and  place  Indicated  by  the 
notice  and  was  then  notified  by  the  local  Immigration  authorities 
that  all  final  steps.  Including  the  actual  granting  of  final  papers, 
must  be  taken  prior  to  the  expiration  of  first  papers.  I  have  the 
records  to  i^rove  this,  including  the  notice  to  appear  at  the  district 
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court  with  a  notation  In  red  pmctl  on  the  notice  by  the  Immigra- 
tion authorities  to  pay  particular  attention  to  the  date  as  my 
papers  expired  soon. 

The  point  la  that  I  almost  completed  the  getting  of  my  final 
papers,  even  to  appearing  at  court  with  witnesses  I  have  since 
been  Informed  by  my  attorneys  that  the  advice  that  I  received  at 
that  time  was  faulty  and  that  I  was  legally  entitled  to  go  ahead  aa 
long  as  my  application  for  final  papers  was  filed,  as  it  was.  prior  to 
the  expiration  of  the  first  papers. 

Immediately  following  this  I  filed  another  application  for  clti- 
renshlp  papers  but  was  forced,  of  course,  to  wait  2  years  under  the 
law  until  I  could  apply  for  second  or  final  papers. 

Two  years  later — that  is,  when  it  was  time  for  me  to  again  apply 
for  second  and  final  papers — the  country  as  a  whole  and  myself 
were  affected  by  the  depression.  Very  frankly,  froni  1930  and  the 
following  several  years  the  necessary  money,  around  $20,  to  secxire 
final  papers  was  beyond  my  ability  to  raise. 

I  had  been  and  was  still  in  difficulties  with  the  company  union 
on  the  water  front  and  suffered  black] isting  and  discrimination  for 
that  reason. 

At  that  time  it  took  me  2  or  3  weeks  to  earn  120,  and  I  had  a  wife 
and  two  children  to  support. 

Late  in  1932,  September  to  be  exact,  and  from  then  on  through 
1933  and  1934  my  activities  along  organizational  lines  became  very 
much  the  concern  of  the  company  union  and  the  shipowners  on  the 
water  front. 

My  second 'set  of  first  papers  expired  In  1935.  Prom  1933  on,  I 
was  active  in  union  matters,  and  the  union  was  engaged  in  a  series 
of  disputes  with  the  shipowners.  Because  of  my  activities  in  these 
disputes,  the  shipowners  were  out  to  get  me. 

At  the  particular  period  my  papers  should  have  been  procured 
the  maritime  unions  were  engaged  in  a  sympathetic  boycott  or 
strike  in  support  of  British  Columbia  water  front  workers,  and  I. 
togetbrer  with  other  officials,  was  called  back  to  Washington,  D.  C. 
by  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  Edward  F.  McGrady  en  this  matter. 

Incidentally,  at  this  time  I  was  publicly  being  accused  of  being 
•  British  secret  agent  concerned  with  disrupting  American  shipping 
to  the  advantage  of  British  shipping  inasmuch  as  British  ships  were 
able  to  ply  to  and  from  the  ports  of  British  Columbia  but  the 
American  ships  refused  to  handle  strike-bound  or  unfair  cargo  in 
support  of  the  striking  B.  C.  workers 

All  in  all.  at  this  time  my  own  conclusions,  together  with  advice 
and  information  from  sources  I  had  no  reason  to  doubt,  were  that 
X  would  be  denied  citizenship  if  I  attempted  to  complete  my  appli- 
cation, mainly  for  the  reasons  I  have  stated  here. 

There  were  other  reasons,  none  of  them,  however,  the  reasons 
charged  against  me  by  my  enemies. 

In  addition,  numerous  charges  had  already  been  made  against 
me  by  employer  groups,  the  American  Legion  subversive  activities 
conunlttee  headed  by  one  Harper  Knowles.  and  others,  and  again  It 
was  definitely  my  opinion,  based  on  advice  of  many  to  whom  I 
went,  that  I  would  have  a  hard  time  proctu-ing  any  citizenship 
papers  until  these  charges  were  investigated  by  immigration  au- 
thorities or  some  other  governmental  authority  and  I  was  cleared 
of  these  charges. 

I  was  afraid  to  risk  being  refused  citizenship,  knowirg  that  such 
reftisal  based  on  false  statements  would  react  against  me  and  my 
union  activities. 

The  American  Legion  article  claims  other  acts  that  make  m.e  unde- 
sirable, namely,  not  behaving  as  a  person  of  good  moral  character, 
and  second,  by  swearing  to  false  statements. 

These  charges  are  made  on  the  basis  of  conclusions  not  drawn 
from  facts  but  on  baseless  assumptions  regarding  my  marriage  and 
the  legitimacy  of  my  daughter. 

The  facts  are  as  follows:  I  have  two  children — one  a  stepson  and 
one  my  own  daughter.  My  stepson.  Kenneth  McCley,  was  born  on 
July  27.  1916.  in  Marshfleld.  Oreg..  and  my  daughter,  Betty,  was  bom 
December  26.  1924.  In  San  Francisco.  It  should  be  noticed  that  the 
Immigration  official  checking  the  records  merely  stated  that  he 
found  no  records  and  from  this  failure  to  find  records  the  deduction 
is  made  that  I  am  not  married,  and  therefore  my  daughter  Is  ille- 
gitimate. It  is  also  claimed  that  I  have  made  false  statements, 
because  on  one  set  of  papers  I  said  I  had  one  child  and  on  the  other 
set  that  I  had  two  children. 

It  Is  correct  that  on  one  set  of  papers,  the  recent  ones.  I  stated  I 
had  one  child  living  at  home,  my  own  daughter.  My  stepson  at  that 
time  had  left  home.  He  left  home  to  Join  the  United  States  Army, 
and  in  the  last  2  or  3  weeks  has  Just  reenllsted  for  his  second  period 
and  Is  now  stationed  at  the  San  Francisco  Presidio. 

My  marriage  Is  legal.  I  have  my  marriage  certificate.  I  should  not 
be  held  responsible  for  failure  of  Investigators  working  secretly  to 
find  such  records.  At  no  time  was  I  asked  or  approached  by  any 
Government  official  to  produce  the  records. 

I  might  also  mention  that  at  no  time  did  I  make  any  effort  to 
conceal  anything  from  the  local  immigration  authorities  In  San 
Francisco  and  that  I  sought  their  advice  regarding  the  filling  out  of 
my  application  papers  for  citizenship. 

Certain  other  matters  should  be  mentioned.  In  addition  to  being 
ftn  organizing  force  in  the  trade-union  movement  on  the  west  coast, 
X  have  engaged  In  other  forms  of  activity  in  connection  with  my 
offlrlal  position. 

No  one  can  deny  the  improvement  In  the  conditions  of  the  mari- 
time workers  since  they  were  organized.  No  one  can  deny  that  the 
organization  of  the  longshoremen  in  1934  led  to  the  organization  of 
all  other  maritime  lonlons  where  t)efore  that  time  none  existed. 
Through  organization  the  Pacific  coast  longshoremen  have  won 
iLmerlcan   wages,   hours,   and  working   conditions,   and  eliminated 


Icnp'hore  unemployment  The  method  of  hiring  and  dl.^atchlng 
longshoremen  to  so  equalize  the  work,  create  Jobs,  and  relieve  unem- 
ployment was  made  the  subject  of  a  study  by  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment, and  the  conclusions  reached  by  this  study  enthusiastically 
endorsed  the  progress  made  through  waterfront  organization  and 
the  beneficial  effect  on  the  maritime  industry. 

All  charges  of  union  dictatorship  and  gangsterism  that  have 
been  made  can  best  be  answered  by  simply  pointing  out  that  I 
have  taken  the  lead  and  been  mainly  responsible,  together  with 
other  of  our  union  leaders  and  members  of  the  rank  and  file,  in 
buUding  what  is.  as  far  as  we  know,  the  most  democratic  vmlon  in 
the  America  labor  movement. 

All  officials  of  our  international  union,  including  myself,  are 
subject  to  an  initiative  petition  of  recall  that  can  immediately 
remove  us  from  office,  upon  being  signed  by  any  15  percent  of  our 
membership  in  good  standing. 

The  recall  can  remove  any  official,  including  myself  without  a 
trial  and  our  union  constitution  prevents  any  retaliatory  steps 
being  taken  against  those  persons  or  groups  that  Initiate  the  recall 
petition.  After  the  recall  petition  is  circulated,  the  officials  are 
immediately  removed  and  then  placed  on  trial.  If  necessary,  the 
results  of  the  trial  can  be  referred  by  the  petition  signers  to  a 
secret  ballot  of  our  entire  membership. 

All  officials  including  myself  must  be  elected  each  year  by  a 
secret  ballot  of  oxu-  entire  membership  and  must  receive  a  majority 
of  all  votes  cast  to  be  elected.  Both  primary  and  final  elections 
are  held  in  order  to  assure  a  majority  of  votes  being  received  by 
the  elected  officials. 

In  the  last  3  years  I  have  been  unopposed  for  office  despite 
numerous  nominations  made  against  me.  all  of  whom  declined. 

In  addition  to  union  activities,  organizations,  etc.,  given  solely 
to  the  matters  of  hours,  wages,  and  working  conditions,  we  have 
also  been  In  the  forefront  on  Issues  of  a  somewhat  different  nattu-e. 

It  is  less  than  2  years  ago  that  I  wired  the  President  of  the 
United  States  concerning  Nazi  spy  and  sabotage  activity  in  west 
coast  aircraft  plants.  I  personally  sat  down  with  Congressman 
Jerkt  Voorhis  on  this  matter  and  did  everything  possible  to  bring 
it  to  th?  attention  of  the  proper  governmental  authorities.  Includ- 
ing the  Department  of  Justice.  It  was  also  brought  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  that  the  brother  of  one  of  the  German 
agents  that  was  arrested  In  the  New  York  spy  ring  some  time  ago 
was  stin  at  that  time  holding  an  important  position  in  the  Boeing 
Aircraft  plant  in  Seattle,  together  with  other  Nazi  bund  members. 

I  attempted  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Federal  Government 
and  also  stated  to  Congressman  Voorhis  that  our  union  people 
In  the  aircraft  plants  had  noticed  that>^X>erman  and  Japanese 
agents  apparently  buying  airplanes  had  easy  access  to  airplane 
manufacturing  plants  in  California,  whereas  many  American  people 
were  closely  questioned  and  excluded  from  these  plants. 

It  should  be  remembered  that  my  telegram  to  the  President  of 
the  United  S'ates  concerning  this  Nazi  activity  was  dispatched 
Just  a  few  hours  prior  to  the  crash  of  the  Douglas  plane  at  the 
Douglas  flying  field  in  southern  California,  when  it  developed 
that  a  so-called  Douglas  mechanic  turned  out  to  be  a  French  Army 
officer  flying  In  the  plane  in  complete  violation  of  the  law  We 
knew  at  that  time  that  the  same  had  occurred  with  agents  of 
other  foreign  governments. 

During  the  Italian  campaign  in  Ethiopia  our  men  protested  bit- 
terly against  the  quantity  of  war  materials  that  were  being  shipped 
over  Pacific  coast  water  fronts  to  the  Italian  forces  and  Govern- 
ment  although  ostensibly  destined  for  the  Italian  Red  Cross 

On  numerous  occasions  we  bitterly  opposed  placing  aboard  Amert- 
can  and  Japanese  ships  huge  shipments  of  scrap  iron,  airplane  en- 
gines, chemicals,  and  other  war  materials  for  shipment  to  Japan  to 
be  used  against  defenseless  and  Innccent  Chinese  people  Our  men 
have  handled,  against  their  wUl.  thousands  of  tons  of  th's  material 
knowing  well  what  it  was  to  be  used  for,  and  knowing  well  that  at 
some  time  in  the  future  It  might  be  returned  to  us  from  Japanese 
airplanes  in  the  form  of  Japanese  bombs  and  from  Japanese  cannon 
In  the  form  of  shells. 

We  have  on  numerous  occasions  done  everything  possible  to  bring 
to  the  attention  of  the  public  and  authorities  th .  extent  of  Japa- 
nese spy  activities  in  the  Pacific  coast  fishing  fleeu.  We  know  and 
everyone  should  know  that  oceangoing  flbhlng  craft  with  a  cruising 
radius  of  some  6,000  miles,  powerful,  up-to-date,  two-way  radios, 
better  mine-  and  submarine-detecting  equipment  than  Is  carried  on 
United  States  naval  craft,  operate  along  the  entire  Pacific  coast 
seaboard.  On  nimierous  occasions  our  fishermen  organized  Into  the 
C.  I.  O  have  observed  these  craft  In  forbidden  waters,  such  as  naval 
anchorages,  mine  areas,  etc. 

My  supporters  in  the  union  and  I  were  of  the  opinion  that  the 
thorough  airing  of  the  charges  In  the  9  weeks'  trial  on  Angel  Island 
had  cleared  the  way  for  me  to  gain  citizenship.  This  hearing  has 
been  attacked  as  a  'whitewash"  on  the  part  of  Dean  James  M 
Landls. 

I  need  make  no  defense  of  Dean  Landls,  the  Immigration  Depart- 
ment, or  any  others  concerned,  but  the  fact  remains  that  no  one 
Government  witness  in  the  hearing  couJd  point  to  a  single  example, 
even  though  they  were  asked  to,  or  any  statement  or  action  by  me 
or  our  unions  tending  to  undermine  or  overthrow  the  American  form 
of  government,  or  to  any  action  of  the  unions  that  could  be  con- 
sidered un-American. 

The  main  witness  who  was  employed  by  the  steamship  interests 
of  the  Pacific  coast  to  build  a  case  against  me,  no  matter  what 
methods  must  be  uspd.  we  found  Impossible  to  get  on  the  witness 
stand,  namely.  Stanley  Morton  Doyle,  an  employers'  labor  spy  who 
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vtUlzes  his  badge  of  memberfhlp  In  the  American  Legion  to  cover 
and  fiuther  carry  on  his  activities. 

The  decision  of  Dean  Landls.  his  reasons,  and  the  record  in  this 
case  speak  for  themselves.  The  charges  were  found  to  be  merely 
bearsay  charges  originating  with  the  employers'  paid  labor  spies  and 
•gents  and  lympathetlc  officials  in  the  police  department  and 
governmental  agencies  of  some  Pacific  coast  cities. 

The  point  is  made  In  connection  -..ith  the  present  alien  deporta- 
tion bUl  that  I  admitted  assocUtion  with   "known  Communists." 

Of  course,  t>eing  on  the  witness  stand  and  under  oath,  I  told  the 
truth  in  every  detail  without  attempting  to  evade  any  question.  I 
explained  that  as  the  ranking  official  of  the  International  Long- 
shoremen s  and  Warehousemen's  Union  and,  in  addition,  as  the  west 
coast  C.  I.  O.  director  of  all  the  Pacific  Coast  States,  it  was  my 
official  duty  to  meet  with  politicians  and  persons  representing  every 
type  of  organization. 

I  can  give  instances  where  I  have  had  associations  with  numerotis 
political  and  religious  leaders  that  did  not  at  all  commit  me  to  their 
policies.  The  same  is  true  sis  to  meetings  with  any  Communist  offi- 
cials. I  accepted  help  from  any  source.  Including  Communists.  If  I 
believed  that  such  help  vi-as  given  in  good  faith  and  was  of  benefit 
to  our  union  movement. 

In  not  a  single  Instance  has  it  been  shown  that  such  associations 
were  for  any  other  purpose  or  used  for  any  other  purpose. 

I  should  like  to  mention  finally  the  fact  that  at  present  we  are 
engaged  In  negotiations  attempting  to  sectire  a  contract  covering 
longshore  work  on  the  Pacific  coast.  For  some  months  past  we  have 
attempted  to  have  American  shipowners  and  operators  execute  a 
contract  for  a  period  of  at  least  3  to  5  years,  aimed  at  preventing 
any  stoppages  of  work  or  strikes  between  longshoremen  and  em- 
ployers for  this  length  of  time. 

Our  union  membership  and  I  weU  know  that  the  present  attempts 
to  raUroad  me  out  of  the  country  simply  because  I  am  undesirable 
to  a  minority  group  of  American  people  is  being  used  to  prevent 
the  succesKful  negotiating  of  this  contract. 

I  have  never  been,  and  I  am  not  now.  concerned  with  my  own 
personal  welfare  in  these  matters.  In  1934  I  was  offered,  first, 
$60,000,  and  then  an  offer  to  name  my  own  price  if  I  would  betray 
tbe  union.  This  offer  came  from  those  interests  who  have  con- 
stantly sought  my  deportation  under  false  charges. 

I  am  a  resident  in  this  country  by  choice,  not  by  accident,  and  I 
am  very  famlUar  with  American  institutions,  civil  liberties,  and 
American  democracy,  and  I  appreciate  and  support  them. 

I  myself  sought  the  investigation  and  hearing  by  the  CJovermnent 
into  the  charges  against  roe  with  a  view  of  getting  them  out  of 
the  way  so  that  I  could  complete  my  citizenship.  Those  forces  that 
howl  so  much  against  my  not  being  a  citizen  are  the  same  forces 
that  vkin  leave  no  stone  unturned  to  prevent  me  from  becoming 
naturalized.  .   , 

The  passage  of  the  Allen  bill  will  be  a  victory  for  powerful  minw- 
Ity  forces.  It  wiU  certainly  not  be  a  defeat  for  me  or  what  I  repre- 
sent. The  defeat  will  be  to  American  civil  liberties  and  democracy 
and  will  be  looked  back  on  In  the  futtire.  if  successful,  as  such  acts 
that  occurred  in  the  last  World  War  were  ultimately  regarded,  such 
as  the  changing  of  the  name  of  "hambtirger"  steak  to  'liberty" 
steak,  etc. 

In  concluding  this  somewhat  lengthy  communication  I  merely 
want  to  repeat  what  I  said  at  the  outset,  that  I  believe  that  the 
Representatives  In  Congress  should  know  the  facts  of  this  case. 
The  facts  as  I  have  stated  them  here  are  correct  and  are  a  matter  of 
official  record  In  some  form  or  another. 

With  the  personal  appreciation  of  myself  and  the  ftill  appreciation 
of  our  union  memberslup  for  your  past  efforts  on  our  behalf,  I  trust 
that  everything  jxwslble  will  be  done  in  the  interests  of  the  Ameri- 
can labor  movement  and  American  democracy  to  prevent  the  passage 
(tf  this  piece  of  private-interests  legislation. 

Very  truly  yours.  ^     ^ 

H.  R.  BamcEB,  President. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    If  I  have  any  time. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman's  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  minois.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  Inquire  how 
the  time  stands? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  has  8  min- 
utes remaining,  and  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  8 
minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  _Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  California  tMr.  Leland  M.  PordI. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker  and  my  colleagues, 
particularly  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Marcan- 
TONio],  I  may  say  that  he  is  not  the  first  man  who  has  been 
misled  by  Harry  Bridges. 

I  believe  that  Harry  Bridges  is  one  of  the  most  destructive 
labor  leaders  who  has  ever  hit  the  United  States.  Many  good 
labor  people  have  been  misled  by  Mr.  Bridges. 

I  think  IDean  Landis.  wherein  he  sought  to  whitewash  but 
did  not  exonerate  Harry  Bridges,  had  to  go  to  great  lengths 
to  make  the  decision  he  did;  and  I  am  going  to  quote  some 
page  numbers  wherein  you  may  verify  that.  See  footnotes 
aod  pages  122.  124.  125  clear  through  to  page  151  of  the 


Landls  report  where  he  refused  to  deny  his  communism. 
Time  will  not  permit  me  to  go  Into  this  as  much  as  I  would 
like  to.  I  Just  want  to  say  that  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  read  a  lot  of  words  into  the  Rkcoed,  but  not  a  word  in 
Harry  Bridges'  defense.  He  did  not  present  it  because  he 
did  not  have  any,  he  just  simply  did  not  have  any,  and  I  am 
going  to  read  the  record  on  this,  too.  He  went  to  great 
lengths  to  say  that  the  Department  of  Immigration  did  not 
know  anything  about  his  marriage.  Of  course,  the  Depart- 
ment of  Immigration  would  not  know,  but  he  did  not  say 
anything  about  the  registrar  of  vital  statistics.  I  am  going 
to  read  the  record.  On  May  7,  1920,  Harry  Bridges  came 
to  the  United  States  and  registered  as  an  alien.  On  July  13, 
1921,  he  filed  his  first  papers  for  application  for  American 
citizenship.  On  August  9.  1928,  he  again  filed  his  first  pa- 
pers. Now,  there  was  a  reason  for  that.  He  did  not  mention 
marriage  in  his  first  application.  He  got  afraid.  There  was 
a  very  logical  reason  why  he  filed  again.  This  time  making 
his  declaration  before  the  clerk  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  of  Northern  California,  he  stated  under  oath  that  he 
was  married  and  that  his  wife's  name  was  Agnes  McClay 
Bridges.  That  was  In  1928.  On  May  2,  1936.  8  years  later,  he 
filled  out  a  preliminary  form  for  declaration  of  intention 
and  signed  it.  In  the  above  form  he  stated  that  he  was  mar- 
ried on  May  1,  1934,  at  San  Francisco.  Bridges  stated  that 
he  was  married  on  December  2.  1923.  under  the  name  of 
Harry  Renton  Bridges  to  Agnes  McClay  Bridges. 

We  had  this  matter  looked  up  by  the  registrar  of  vital 
statistics  of  California,  whose  duty  It  is  to  find  out  these 
things,  and  here  is  what  he  says: 

There  is  no  record  in  California  of  Harry  Renton  Bridges  and 
Agnes  Bridges,  or  McClay,  having  been  married  either  on  December 
2.  1927,  May  1,  1934,  or  on  any  other  date  l)etween  July  1905  and 
June  30,  1938. 

There  is  your  answer  to  Mr.  Bridges'  defense.  That  is  the 
complete  statement.  He  could  not  defend  himself  because 
he  did  not  have  any  defense. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  PORD.     No. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.    I  thought  so. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  You  Just  thought  so  to  get  your 
nose  in. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.    I  think 

The  regular  order  was  demanded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  regular  order  Is:  The  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Lelanb  M.  Ford]  will  proceed, 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  PORD.  Now  this  man  comes  before  us 
and  he  hollers  and  he  screams  for  his  rights  under  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States.  I  read  Into  the  record.  In  the 
N.  L.  R.  B.  hearings,  some  of  the  letters  written  by  his  crowd, 
in  which  he  said  to  business: 

We  are  going  to  call  on  you,  and  your  men  are  going  to  come 
peaceftilly  to  oiu  union,  or.  If  they  do  not.  It  Is  Jtist  going  to  be 
too  bad. 

I  also  read  in  here  the  letters  that  went  to  the  workers: 
You  are  going  to  come  Into  our  union;  and  If  you  do  not  come  In 

peacefully,  you  had  better  take  a  look  at  some  others  who  refused 

to  come  In. 

And  those  others  had  broken  arms,  their  own  arms  broken 
over  their  knees,  or  jaws  with  broken  bones  that  stuck  out 
in  two  or  three  places— injiwlcs  infiicted  by  the  thugs  of 
Harry  Renton  Bridges.  I  ask  you  what  consideration  did  he 
give  to  the  rights  of  others?  It  seems  to  me  that  in  this 
country  individual  right  is  Interpreted  to  mean  that  you 
may  do  what  you  wish  to  do  lU'ovlded  you  do  not  infringe 
on  the  rights  of  others. 

Here  is  a  man  who  has  no  respect  for  others.  In  sit-down 
strikes,  Lke  in  the  Douglas  strike,  they  moved  into  those 
plants;  they  got  into  those  plants  and  sat  there.  They  did 
not  own  those  plants.  I  ask  you,  is  that  due  process  of  law 
when  you  take  possession  of  the  other  fellow's  property? 
You  people  scream  for  the  rights  of  Harry  Bridges;  you 
scream  for  the  rights  of  these  others,  but  I  ask  you  to  square 
the  actions  of  those  men  with  their  requests  for  recognition. 
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Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  very  sorry  I  have  not  25  minutes  longer 
to  discuss  this  matter. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Randolph], 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  George  Washington,  the 
Father  of  his  County,  made  a  strikingly  significant  and  unfor- 
gettable statement  when  he  said: 

citizens  by  birth  or  choice  of  a  common  coiintry;  that  country  has 
a  right  to  concentrate  your  affectlona. 

We  are  Increasingly  becoming  aware  in  this  Nation  that 
there  are  far  too  many  individuals  who.  with  lying  tongue  and 
false  prophecy,  are  spreading  discord  in  the  ranks  of  labor, 
bringing  about  unnecessary  strikes,  and  tearing  apart  the 
solidarity  of  the  American  system  of  government,  [Ap- 
plause.] 

AmXMATTVX  NOnCZ  Wni.  BE  SSIVID 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States,  by  favorable  action  on 
the  bill  to  bring  about  the  deportation  of  Harry  R.  Bridges, 
will  serve  notice,  not  only  to  him  but  other  thousands  In 
this  country,  that  we  are  finally  alert  to  this  problem.  Far, 
far  too  many  of  such  persons  are  allowed  to  continue  to  live  In 
the  Republic  and  accept  the  privileges,  the  profits,  and  the 
protection  of  America,  but  assume  none  of  the  responsibili- 
ties of  citizenship  at  the  same  time.     [Applause.] 

Pacts  will  be  adduced  in  the  debate  later  today  which  will 
bring  clearly  to  our  attention  and  to  the  attention  of  the 
citizenry  of  this  Republic  the  reason  why  favorable  action 
on  this  measure  should  be  speedily  forthcoming.  In  many 
States  of  the  Union  there  are  large  populations  of  aliens, 
and  I  want  to  make  myself  clear  on  that  score. 

MATXTKAiaZEO  CITIZCMS   ARX  VALUABUE 

Naturalized  citizens  are  just  as  important  to  America  as  are 
native-born  citizens.  I  have  aided  scores  of  men  and  women 
to  receive  their  papers  of  naturalized  citizenship.  I  know 
their  loyalty  and  faith  centers  in  the  United  States.  They 
Join  hands  today  in  patriotic  union  with  native-bom  citizens 
as  we  all  awaken  to  the  fact  that  aliens  are  besmirching  the 
good  name  of  those  who  are  responsive  to  the  challenge  of 
real  citizenship.  All  of  us  are  descended  from  those  who 
came  to  our  shores,  either  at  an  early  or  late  date,  and  in 
fighting  for  true  Americanism  we  fight  in  a  common  cause. 
In  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  to  cite  an  example,  there  are 
today  reported  to  be  130,000  aliens.  That  is  not  the  most 
disturbing  figure.  It  is  that  only  21  percent  of  those  130,000 
individuals  have  even  signified  or  declared  their  intention  of 
becoming  citizens  of  the  country  in  which  they  reside.  The 
percentage  is  believed  to  be  approximately  correct.  What 
about  the  79  percent?  What  is  their  answer?  Those  indi- 
viduals have  remained  as  residents  of  the  United  States  on  an 
average  of  from  15  to  17  years.     That  is  a  tragic  situation, 

AMERICA    FOR    AMERICANS 

Mr.  Speaker,  today  there  is  more  at  stake  than  merely 
acting  on  the  case  of  Harry  R.  Bridges.  There  is  a  call  to  the 
membership  of  this  House,  regardless  of  party,  to  so  publicize 
our  position  clearly  at  this  hour  that  the  country  and  the 
world  will  know  that  we  have  come  to  the  time  in  the  history 
of  this  Nation  when  we  mean  to  make  America  safe  for 
Americans.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Jennings]. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  been  said  that  Mr. 
Bridges  has  not  had  his  day  in  court.  He  is  having  his  day  in 
court  In  the  only  forum  in  this  land  which  has  the  right  to 
enact  laws  defining  the  rights  of  an  alien  to  come  in  here  and 
his  right  to  remain.  He  is  here  by  sufferance,  not  by  right. 
We  have  the  undoubted  right  to  say  that  an  alien  shall  not 
come  in.  Coupled  with  that  is  the  right  to  say  when  one  is 
undesirable  we  may  put  him  out. 

A  reference  has  been  made  here  to  the  finding  of  Mr.  Landls. 
I  have  read  Mr.  Landis'  report  upon  the  record  made  in  that 
case,  and  the  findings  and  opinion  of  Mr.  Landis  are  the  finest 
example  of  a  constipation  of  Ideas  and  a  diarrhea  of  words 
that  I  ever  saw  in  my  life.  As  a  matter  of  fact  and  of  law.  it 
is  hard  to  prove  some  offences  of  which  men  are  guilty.    One 


of  those  offences  is  fraud,  which  is  akin  to  the  activities  of  Mr. 

Bridges  since  he  has  been  here.    One  great  judge  once  said 

that— 

Fraud  is  hatched  in  secret;  It  bides  In  the  hollow  of  a  tree.  and. 
like  a  snail.  It  must  be  trailed  by  the  slime  which  It  leaves  behind. 

The  facts  of  the  Bridges  investigation  amply  justified  Mr. 
Landis  in  ordering  his  deportation.  That  he  is  a  Communist 
is  shown  by  his  associations,  his  subversive  activities,  and  his 
devious  moves  with  respect  to  naturalization.  He  has  "wormed 
In  and  wormed  out  and  endeavored  to  leave  everyone  in  doubt 
as  to  whether  the  snake  that  made  the  track  was  coming  in 
or  backing  out."  It  would  be  interesting  to  inquire  just  what 
state  of  facts  would  lead  Mr.  Landis  to  conclude  that  an  unde- 
sirable alien  should  be  deported.  The  anomalous  thing  about 
a  man  like  Bridges  is  that  he  assails  with  pick  and  crowbar 
the  foundations  of  our  institutions,  then  when  he  is  caught  In 
un-American  activities  he  fiees  to  the  courts  and  lays  hold  of 
the  horns  of  the  altar  and  appeals  to  the  laws  and  institutions 
which  he  seeks  in  season  and  out  of  season  to  destroy. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  is  a  long-delayed  action.  Bridges 
has  sinned  away  his  day  of  grace.  His  deportation  is  long 
overdue.  It  Is  the  beginning  of  what  must  be  a  concerted 
move  on  the  part  of  the  Congress,  and  that  is  to  delouse  the 
body  of  Uncle  Sam  of  these  undesirable  aliens  like  Bridges. 
[Applause.]  TTien,  when  we  have  done  that,  let  us  give  the 
body  politic  a  good,  strong  dose  of  legalistic  vermifuge  and 
clean  out  the  internal  parasites  that  now  afflict  us.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  balance  of  the  time 
on  this  side  to  the  distingiilshed  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Dies].     [Applause.] 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the  testimonies  of  former 
members  of  the  Communist  Party  who  sat  with  Harry  Bridges 
in  Communist  meetings,  from  his  own  public  statements,  and 
from  information  which  has  come  to  me  from  reliable  sources. 
I  am  convinced  that  Harry  Bridges  is  a  Communist  and, 
therefore,  subject  to  deportation.  My  opinion  is  not  based 
upon  biased  testimony  or  hearsay  evidence,  and  It  is  confirmed 
by  the  fact  that  Bridges  has  religiously  followed  the  Com- 
munist Party  line.  Naturally.  It  is  difHcult  to  prove  by  mem- 
bership books  the  affiliation  of  any  Communist  with  the  party. 
This  is  because  the  Communist  Party  conceals  its  records  and. 
under  existing  laws,  we  are  unable  to  ccmpel  them  to  produce 
these  records.  It  is  also  the  practice  of  the  party  to  classify 
certain  Influential  members  as  members  at  large,  known  only 
to  the  top-ranking  Communists  in  this  country  and  in  Russisi. 
The  evidence  received  by  oiu:  committee  justifies  and  com- 
pels the  finding  that  Bridges  Is  a  Communist  and  an  undesir- 
able alien.  He  should  have  been  deported  years  ago.  When 
Secretary  Perkins  selected  Mr.  Landis  to  pass  upon  this  ques- 
tion, I  predicted  that  Bridges  would  not  be  deported.  No  one 
will  deny  that  there  was  ample  evidence  before  Mr.  Landis  to 
authorize  the  deportation  of  Bridges. 

Bridges  could  have  been  deported  under  existing  laws  and. 
in  the  interest  of  America,  he  should  have  been  deported.  As 
an  alien,  he  occupies  the  status  of  a  guest.  The  courts  have 
held  repeatedly  that  Congress  has  a  right  to  terminate  the 
stay  of  an  alien  guest  at  any  time  and  for  any  reason.  The 
argument  that  this  bill  is  unconstitutional  is  without  merit. 
If  I  thought  for  a  moment  that  it  was  unconstitutional  or  came 
under  the  classification  of  bills  of  attainder.  I  would  vote 
against  it.  I  do  not  behove  that  we  should  violate  the  Con- 
stitution or  the  Bill  of  Rights  in  our  determination  to  rid  this 
country  of  undesirable  aliens,  but  the  status  of  an  alien  is 
wholly  different  from  that  of  a  citizen.  It  is  unfortunate  that 
we  have  been  compelled  to  resort  to  a  private  bill  to  expel 
Bridges  from  this  country.  It  should  have  been  done  by  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  in  the  enforcement  of  existing  laws.  It  is 
also  regrettable  that  we  cannot  secure  additional  legislation 
along  the  lines  of  the  bill  which  I  recently  introduced,  which 
would  make  it  mandatory  for  the  Department  of  Justice  to 
deport  all  undesirable  aliens  in  this  country.  But  since  the 
laws  were  not  enforced  and  it  is  improbable  that  we  can 
secure  the  necessary  general  legislation  at  this  session  there  is 
no  other  alternative  left  to  the  Congress.    The  very  people 
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who  are  opposing  this  bill  have  favored  or  introduced  similar 
bills  to  exempt  aliens  from  deportation.  They  have  gone  on 
record  in  favor  of  withholding  the  dejwrtatlon  of  aliens  who 
are  mandatorily  deportable  and  have  been  ordered  deported 
by  the  Department  of  Labor. 

I  do  not  think  that  it  can  be  justly  said  that  the  deportation 
of  Harry  Bridges  constitutes  punishment.  He  has  shown  that 
he  does  not  appreciate  the  hospitality  which  America  has  ex- 
tended to  him  as  a  guest.  He  has  shown  that  he  does  not 
believe  in  our  form  of  government,  and  he  has  not  hesitated 
to  denounce  it.  In  view  of  this  attitude,  it  should  be  a  favor 
to  Mr.  Bridges  to  get  him  out  of  a  country  that  he  does  not 
like.  It  is  fairly  certain  that  passage  of  this  bill  in  the  Senate 
will  be  prevented.  But  favorable  action  by  the  House  will 
serve  notice  upon  the  enforcement  agencies  of  our  Govern- 
ment that  the  Congress  is  determined  to  rid  this  country  of 
undesirable  aliens.  This  will  have  a  wholesome  effect  upon 
the  entire  country,  and  it  will  remove  any  doubt  In  the  minds 
of  any  Government  official  with  respect  to  the  overwhelming 
desire  of  the  American  people  to  expel  Communist,  Fascist, 
and  Nazi  aliens. 

Harry  Bridges  has  become  a  symbol  of  the  kind  of  sUlens 
who  are  not  wanted  in  America.  The  passage  of  this  bill  by 
an  overwhelming  vote  may  bring  about  a  fearless  and  honest 
enforcement  of  our  deportation  laws. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  the  resolution. 

TTie  previous  question  was  ordered. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  351,  nays  21, 
not  voting  59,  as  follows: 

JROU  No.  1501 
~  YEAS— 351 


Alexander 

Allen,  ni. 

Allen.  La. 

Allen.  Pa. 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Andreaen,  A.  H. 

Andrews 

Angell 

Arends 

Arnold 

Austin 

Ball 

Barnes 

Barry 

Barton.  N.  T 


Baam 

Beckworth 

Bell 

Bender 

Blackney 

Bland 

Bloom 

Boebne 

Boland 

Bolles 

Bolton 

Boren 

Boykln 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Brewster 

Brooks 

Brown.  Oa. 

Brown.  Obk> 

Bryson 

Buck 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Bui  winkle 

Burdlck        , 

Burgln  I  ' 

Byrne.  N.  T. 

Byms.  Tenn. 

Byron 

Caldwell 

Camp 

Cannon,  na. 

Cannon,  lio. 

Carlson 

Carter 

Cartwrlght 


Case.  8.  Dak. 

Celler 

Chapman 

Chlperneld 

Church 

Clark 

Claaon 

Claypool 

Clevenget 

Cluett 

Cochran 

Coffee  Nebr. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Cole.  Md. 

Colmer 

Cooper 

CorbeU 

Coetello 

Courtney 

Cox 

Cravens 

Crawford 

Creal 

Crowe 

Crowther 

Cuilen 

Cummlngs 

CurtU 

D'Alesandro 

Davis 

Delaney 

Dempaey 

Dies 

Dlngell 

Dirksen 

Disney 

Dlttei 

Dondero 

Doxey 

Dworsbak 

Eaton 

Edmiston 

miiott 

Ellis 

Uston 

Kneel 

Englebrigbt 

Evanfi 

FaddlB 

Penton 

Pergijson 

Femandes 


Pltzpatrlck 

Flaherty 

Plannery 

POrd.  Leland  M. 

Ford,  MUs. 

Fries 

Fulmer 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Oartner 

Oathings 

Gavagan 

Oearbart 

Oehrmann 

Gerlacb 

Glbbs 

Glfford 

Gilchrist 

OUlie 

Goodwin 

Gore 

Gossett    - 

Graham 

Grant.  Ala. 

Grant,  Ind. 

Green 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Gross 

Guyer.  Kans. 

Gwynne 

Hall.  Ed  win  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Halleck 

Hancock 

Hare 

Harness 

Harrington 

Hart 

Barter.  N.  Y. 

Barter,  Ohio 

Hartley 

Hawks 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennlngs 

Hill 

HinKhaw 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Hop^ 

Horton 


Hull 

Hunter 

Jar  man 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Jennings 

Jensc-n 

Johns 

Johnson,  m. 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Johnson .  Luther  A. 

Johnson,  Lyndon 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Jobnaoa.  W.  Va. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Jones.  Tex. 

Jon  k  man 

Km 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Kennedy,  Michael 

Keogh 

Kerr 

Kllbum 

Kllday 

Ktnzer 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Knutson 

Koclalkowskl 

Kramer 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

Landis 

lanham 

Larrabee 

Lea 

Leavy 

LeCompte 

Leslnskl 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Luce 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McAndrews 

McCormack 

McDoweU 


McOehee 

McGregor 

McKeoiigh 

McLaughlin 

McLean 

McLeod 

McMillan.  Clara 

McMillan.  John  L 

Mnciejewskl 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Mansfield 

Marshall 

Martin,  HI. 

Martin,  Iowa 

Martin.  Maaa. 

Mason 

Masslngale 

May 

Michener 

Mills,  Ark. 

Mtll8.  La. 

Mitchell 

Monkiewlcz 

Moser 

Mouton 

Mundt 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Murray 

Myers 

Nelson 

Nichols 

NorreU 

O'Brien 

O'Connor 


OXeary 

Oliver 

O'Neal 

Ofmers 

OToole 

Pate 

Parsons 

Patman 

Palton 

Pearson 

Peterson,  Fla. 

Peterson.  Ga. 

Pierce 

Plttenger 

Plumley 

Poage 

Polk 

Powers 

Rabaut 

Ramspeck 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Raybum 

Reece.Tenn. 

Reed,  Ul. 

Reed,  NY. 

Rees,  Kana. 

Rich 

Richards 

Robinson,  Utah 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Rockefeller 

Rodgers,  Pa. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Rogers,  Okla. 

Botnjue 


Routzohn 

Rutherford 

Ryan 

Bandager 

Saaacer 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Schlffler 

Schuetz 

Schulte 

Schwert 

Scrugham 

Seccoml)e 

Becrest 

Beger 

Shafer,  Mich. 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Short 

Simpson 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith.  Ohio 

Smith.  Wash. 

Smith,  W,  Va. 

Snyder 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

South 

Sparkman 

Spence 

Springer 

Starnes.  Ala. 

Steagall 

Stearns,  N  H. 

Stefan 

Sumner.  UL 

Sweet 


NAYS— 21 


Casey. 

Connery 

Dlcksteln 

Dunn 

Eberharter 

Edelsteln 


Anderson,  Calif. 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Bates.  Ky. 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Burch 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Collins 

Cooley 

Croaser 

Culkln 

Darden,  Va. 

Darrow 

DeRouen 

Doughton 

Douglas 


Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

Havenner 

Hobbs 

Izac 

Keller 


Marcantonlo 
MUIer 

Murdock.  Utah 
ODay 
Sheridan 
Smith.  Conn. 


NOT  VOTING— 59 


Drewry 

Duncan 

Ehirham 

Fay 

Pish 

Flannagan 

Folger 

Hess 

Hook 

Houston 

Jacobsen 

Jenks,  N.H. 

Kean 

Klrwan 

Lemke 


McArdle 
McOranery 


Merrltt 

Monroney 

Mott 

Norton 

Patrtck 

Pfelfer 

Risk 

Robertson 

Sabath 

Sacks 

Satterfield 

Schaefer.  ni. 
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Taber 

Talle 

Tar\er 

Taylor 

Terry 

Thill 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Thomason 

Thorkelaon    > 

Tlbbott 

Ttnkham 

Tread  way 

Van  Zandt 

Vinson.  Oa. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

West 

Wheat 

Whelchel 

White,  Oh-'O 

Whlttington 

wiggles  worth 

Williams,  Del. 

Williams.  Mo. 

Winter 

Wolcott 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Wolverton.  N.  J. 

Woodruff,  Mich. 

Youngdahl 

2iininennaQ 


1 


'-  J 

[ 


Smith,  ni. 
Voorhls,  Calif. 
Wadsworth 


Smith,  Va. 

Sullivan 

Sxminers,  Tex. 

Sutphln 

Sweeney 

Tenerowicx 

Tolan 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Welch 

White,  Idaho 

Wood 

Woodnun.  Va. 


So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Fay  with  Mr.  Hesa. 

Mr.  Barden  of  North  Carolina  with  Mr.  Mott. 

Mr.  Woodrum  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Culkln. 

Mr.  Cooley  with  Mr.  Douglas. 

Mr   Merrltt  with  Mr.  Cole  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Burch  with  Mr.  Maas. 

Mr    Flannagan   witlj  Mr.  Kean. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr    Jenks  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia  with  Mr    Welch. 

Mr.  Darden  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Andrewa  of  California. 

Mr.  Hook  with  Mr.  Darrow. 

Mr.  Doughton  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Vincent  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Robertson  with  Mr.  Fish. 

Mr.  Houston  with  Mr.  Schaefer  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Wood  with  Mr.  Monroney. 

Mr.  Walter  with  Mr.  Sumners  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Jacobsen  with  Mr.  Sweeney. 

Mr.  Grosser  with  Mr    Bates  of  Kentucky. 

Mr    Sutphln   with   Mr    Tolan. 

Mr.   Pfelfer  with  Mr,  Folger. 

Mr    Collins  with  Mr.  McArdle. 

Mrs.  Norton  with  Mr    Wallgren. 

Mr    Sullivan  with  Mr    Duncan. 

Mr.  McGranery  with  Mr.  Tenerowlca. 

Mr.  Buckley  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Patrick. 

Mr    Satterfleld  with  Mr    DeRouen. 

Mr    Klrwan  with  Mr    Sachs. 

Mr.  Durham  with  Mr   White  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  CoNNiRY  changed  his  vote  from  "yea"  to  "nay. 
Mr.  FISH.     Mr.  Speaker,  how  am  I  recorded? 
The  SPEAKER.     The  gentleman  is  not  recorded. 
Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  vote  "yea." 
The  SPEAKER.    Does  the  gentleman  qualify? 
Mr.  FISH,    No,  Mr.  Speaker;  I  do  not  qualify. 
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The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  very  much  re- 
gret that  I  shall  have  to  object  to  any  statement  as  to  how  a 
colleague  would  have  voted  if  present. 

Mr.  McLean.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Kean 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  object  to 
any  announcements  as  to  how  colleagues  would  have  voted. 
It  Is  a  flagrant  violation  of  the  rules  of  the  House,  is  unfair 
to  other  absent  Members,  places  a  trying  obligation  on 
spokesmen  for  other  delegations,  wastefully  consumes  the 
valuable  time  of  the  House,  cumbers  the  Record,  encourages 
delinquency,  is  in  effect  proxy  voting,  against  which  there  is 
strict  law.  and,  in  addition,  renders  no  real  service  to  the 
absent  Member  whose  solicitous  colleague,  usually  without 
N  his  knowledge  or  consent,  impose  on  the  Speaker  and  the 
\^  House  by  making  such  announcements.  In  response  to  senti- 
ment throughout  the  membership  of  the  House,  I  am  con- 
strained to  raise  the  point  of  order  against  all  such  incon- 
siderate, unwarranted,  and  unwanted  breaches  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Missovul  objects  to 
such  announcements. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  re- 
solve itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9786)  to  authorize  the  deportation  of  Harry  Renton  Bridges. 
!  Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the 
great  interest  in  this  bill,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
time  for  general  debate  be  extended  1  hour,  the  time  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan I  Mr.  Lesi.nskiI  and  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr. 
,   Mason). 

i  The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  very  necessary  in  order  that  the  program  may 
go  along  that  the  consideration  of  this  bill  be  completed 
today.  Under  the  rule,  there  is  an  hour  of  general  debate, 
which  would  certainly  take  until  4:15  to  conclude.  There 
will  be  at  least  two  roll  calls.  I  understand,  on  the  motion 
to  recommit  and  on  the  passage  of  the  bill.  This  would 
run  us  up  until  in  the  neighborhood  of  5:30  even  though 
there  were  no  debate  under  the  5-minute  rule.  I  understand 
several  amendments  are  to  be  offered.  If  the  time  for  gen- 
eral debate  is  extended,  we  may  be  here  until  6  or  7  o'clock. 
As  far  as  I  am  individually  concerned.  I  am  not  going  to 
object,  but  I  do  want  to  call  attention  to  the  situation. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.     I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  MASON.     I  objecc.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  offered 
"   by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

The  motion  was  agreea  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
Of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  H.  R.  9766,  with  Mr.  Caldwell  in  the 
chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  first  reading  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  2  minutes. 

When  the  bill  was  introduced  for  deportation  of  Harry 
Bridges,  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
discussed  this  question  at  its  several  committee  meetings, 
and  by  majority  vote,  voted  the  bill  out  for  further  con- 
sideration of  the  House. 

In  the  discussion  by  members  of  the  committee  on  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization,  the  committee  members  had 
not  been  satisfied  with  the  findings  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
and  feel  that  if  private  bills  are  passed  by  Congress  for 
relief  of  aliens,  then  that  Congress  has  the  same  power  to 
deport  imdesirable  aliens 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  AllknI. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  biU  which 
we  are  today  considering,  proposes  to  deport  immediately 
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the  famous  alien,  Harry  Renton  Bridges.  His  activities 
are  known  all  over  the  United  States.  Incidentally,  I  under- 
stand that  he  has  sometimes  given  his  name  as  "Albert" 
instead  of  "Harry."  But  a  whole  Nation  knows  the  person 
against  whonv^this  bill  is  directed. 

Four  times  the  Immigration  Committee  has  had  this  bill 
before  it,  and  each  time  a  vote  was  taken  either  upon  the 
bill  as  a  whole  or  upon  some  phase  of  the  legislation — and 
let  it  be  said  to  the  eternal  credit  of  that  committee  that  in 
spite  of  all  the  pressure  that  has  been  brought  to  bear  to 
stop  this  bill,  the  committee  never  wavered  in  the  least. 
When  the  roll  is  called  today,  I  think  you  will  still  find  every 
member  of  the  committee  standing  behind  the  bill  except 
two.  I  am  especially  indebted  to  my  colleague  James  Van 
Zandt  for  his  able  assistance  and  full  cooperation  in  this 
matter. 

The  Immigration  Committee  went  almost  in  a  body  to  the 
Rules  Committee  and  that  fine  committee  also  took  a  coura- 
geous position  and  granted  a  rule  by  a  unanimous  vote  to 
bring  the  bill  to  the  floor  of  the  House. 

I  desire  to  pay  tribute  here  to  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi,  Bill  Colmer.  who  handled  the  bill  for  the 
Rules  Committee  on  the  floor.  He  remained  steadfast  in 
his  determination  to  press  for  action  on  this  bill  and 
rendered  invaluable  service  not  only  to  his  own  Rules  Com- 
mittee but  to  the  entire  Congress.  He  deserves  the  grati- 
tude and  support  of  patriotic  Americans  for  his  vigorous 
action  and  able  support  of  this  bill  and  other  legislation  to 
rid  America  of  undesirable  aliens. 

And  so.  today  we  have  the  bill  here.  I  think  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  are  sufHciently  aware  of  the  tremendous 
pressure  that  has  been  brought  to  bear  to  keep  the  bill  from 
coming  to  a  vote.  I  have  been  astounded  at  the  influence 
and  strength  manifested  by  elements  seeking  to  destroy 
this  legislation.  I  have  l)een  receiving  a  great  deal  of  cor- 
respondence from  all  over  the  United  States  on  this  bill 
and  I  am  happy  to  say  that  the  writers,  for  the  most  part, 
are  anxious  to  see  the  bill  jiassed.  However.  I  have  re- 
ceived some  very  severe  criticism  from  Communists  and 
their  sympathizers.  The  following  quotation  from  a  letter 
is  typical: 

By  your  introduction  of  the  bill  to  deport  Harry  Bridges  you 
have  started  an  action  which  may  finish  your  political  career.  The 
C.  I.  O.  will  help  to  retire  you  to  political  oblivion. 

My  answer  to  that.  Mr.  Chairman,  is  that  I  am  going  to 
place  my  country  first  and  I  will  not  be  intimidated  by 
Communists.  Nazis.  Fascists,  nor  any  other  subversive  ele- 
ment bent  upon  destroying  our  country. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  certain  high  public  officials  had  discharged 
their  plain  duty,  there  would  have  been  no  necessity  for  this 
bill.  We  had  hoped  that  Mme.  Perkins  would  change  her 
attitude  toward  the  undesirable  alien  question,  but  our  hope 
was  in  vain.  Finally,  the  President,  evidently  noting  the 
increasing  resentment  in  Congress  and  in  the  country  toward 
the  Secretary  of  Labor,  removed  the  Bureau  of  Immigration 
from  the  safe  haven  of  that  official.  I  believe  that  the  intro- 
duction of  this  bill  contributed  to  that  decision  and  has  thus 
served  a  very  useful  purpose.  I  trust  that  the  situation  will 
b*^  better  in  the  Justice  Department;  certainly,  it  could  not 
be  worse. 

If  I  correctly  read  the  mind  of  Congress  on  this  question 
dealing  with  undesirable  aliens  and  subversive  elements.  Con- 
gress is  tired  of  the  sham  that  has  been  perpetrated  upon  the 
American  people,  and  I  believe  that  it  is  ready  to  take  such 
action  as  it  necessary  to  remedy  this  situation.  Let  us  in  this 
bill  solemnly  but  courageously  notify  not  only  Harry  Bridges, 
but  all  of  his  kind,  that  America  cannot  and  will  not  tolerate 
them.  I^t  them  know  that  Congress  has  a  way.  or  will  make 
a  way.  to  protect  America.  Let  the  message  go  to  Hitler,  to 
Stalin,  and  to  Mussolini  that  their  parachutists  will  not  land 
in  the  waiting  and  welcome  arms  of  those  who  would  destroy 
this  Republic.  Let  us  see  to  it  that  if  they  undertake  to  land 
here  the  reception  committee  wiU  consist  of  good,  honest-to- 
God  Americans,  appropriately  dressed  and  properly  outfitted 
tc  give  them  such  a  reception  that  even  tile  "Mad  Man  ol 
Munich  '  may  not  fail  to  understand. 


Here  today  is  an  opportunity  to  translate  Into  action  the 
▼erbal  protests  which  have  been  rising  from  all  over  America. 
We  are  called  upon  to  answer  a  universal  demand.    Failure 
to  take  decisive,  affirmative  action  to  rid  this  country  of  un- 
desirable aliens  will  meet  the  condemnation  which  it  deserves. 
A  vote  against  this  bill  today  will  properly  be  construed  as 
a  license  to  these  undesirable  alien  elements  to  piu-sue  their 
dirty  work  of  striking  down  America  from  the  rear.    I  can- 
not overemphasize  the  imp<Mtance  of  this  vote  and  what  it 
means  to  the  seciu-ity  of  our  Nation.    It  is  a  direct  step,  a 
bold  action,  to  route  the  enemy  within.    The  fact  that  it  is 
new  is  no  argument  against  It.     To  the  charge  that  the 
remedy  is  drastic.  I  answer  that  the  disease  Is  serious.    Ask 
the  bleeding  naUons  of  Europe,  overrun  by  enemy  aliens.  If 
they  would  consider  the   remedy  too  drastic.     The   fact 
that  the  Maritime  Federation  of  the  Pacific,  largely  con- 
trolled by  Bridges,  went  on  record  a  few  days  ago  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  defense  program  speaks  for  itself.   But  I  say  to  him 
and  his  kind  that  we  are  rearming  so  that  this  land  of  the 
free  will  never  become  a  part  of  the  Russian  Soviet  Union. 
We  have  been  called  upon  even  this  week  to  vote  billions 
of  dollars  to  defend  this  coimtry  and  the  Congress  has  cheer- 
fully done  so.    It  is  as  necessary  to  rid  this  country  of  enemies 
within  as  it  Is  to  arm  to  protect  It  from  the  enemy  without. 
So.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  purely  an  American  bill.    It  was 
introduced  in  the  American  Congress,  to  be  voted  upon  by 
Americans  for  the  American  Nation.    Let  no  man  evade  his 
responsibility  today.     There  is  no  middle  groimd.     Pretext 
will  satisfy  neither  the  conscience  nor  the  people.    We  have 
Just  witnessed  the  fall  of  Norway.  Belgium.  Holland,  and 
Luxemburg — accomplished    largely    by    the    work    of    alien 
enemies.   The  great  French  people,  stabbed  in  the  back,  today 
are  struggling  against  insurmoimtable  odds,  and  perhaps 
before  the  sim  sets,  HiUer  may  be  marching  through  the 
streets  of  Paris.    Gentlemen  of  the  Congress,  this  is  no  time 
to  temporize,  no  time  to  theorize,  no  time  to  speculate. 
Selfish  ambition  and  desire  should  go.    One  motive  and  only 
one  motive  is  worihy  in  this  House  today,  and  that  is  to  do 
the  thing  that  is  l>est  for  America. 

Whence  comes  the  defense  of  Harry  Bridges  and  other 
alien  enemies?  What  voices  are  raised  for  them?  Can  any 
person  say  that  Harry  Bridges  wants  to  defend  America? 
Does  he  love  America?  Will  he  fight  for  our  Institutions? 
Nay.  gentlemen.  Read  the  record  in  this  case.  It  is  bristling 
with  evidence  which  leads  me  to  the  irresistible  conclusion 
that  Harry  Bridges  was  and  is  a  Communist.  The  evidence 
is  as  clear  as  the  noonday  sun  that  he  is  a  very  imdesirable 
alien.  Even  the  report  of  Dean  Landis  is  most  damaging  to 
Bridges.  I  quote  from  the  dean's  report,  and  he  certainly  put 
it  in  the  most  favorable  light  possible  for  Bridges: 

There  la  no  doubt  but  that  Bridges  had  at  thaC  time  (1934)  and 
has  since,  friends  and  associates  who  are  Communists.  At  no  time 
was  he  hesitant  to  admit  these  associations  nor  to  deny  that  on 
occasion  he  has  sought  the  help  of  the  Communist  Party. 

Bridges  has  also  refused  to  adopt  any  policy  whereby  his  unions 
would  exclude  or  discriminate  against  any  person  upon  the  ground 
of  membership  In  the  Communist  Party.  •  •  •  Bridges  offered 
no  apologies  for  the  Communists  that  were  In  his  unions.  He  re- 
garded them,  in  the  main,  as  "militant  and  sincere"  and  as  good 
union  men. 

Bridges  admitted  that  he  had  occasionally  dropped  in  at  tbe 
Communists'  headquarters  when  they  were  at  37  Grove  Street, 
but  that  all  he  had  done  on  those  occasions  was  to  purchase  some 
pamphlets  at  the  bookstore  that  they  maintained  in  that  building. 

Time  does  not  permit  me  to  go  into  the  evidence  offered 
by  the  Government.  To  my  notion,  that  was  conclusive  that 
he  was  a  Communist  in  belief,  in  sympathy,  and  in  action. 
Here  is  a  case  of  a  man  who  has  been  in  this  coimtry  more 
than  20  years  and  has  never  made  a  serious  attempt  to 
become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  The  Dies  committee, 
which  has  rendered  a  great  patriotic  service  to  America,  took 
a  great  deal  of  testimony  upon  the  Bridges  case,  and  all  of 
that  testimony  was  incorporated  In  and  made  a  part  of  the 
hearings  by  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion of  the  House.  No  fair-minded  person  can  read  that 
report,  I  think,  without  reaching  the  conclusion  that  Bridges 
is  not  only  a  dangerous  radical  alien,  wholly  imdesirable  as 
a  citizen,  but  also  a  Communist. 


Mr.  Chairman,  this  House  will  without  doubt  take  this 
important  step  to  defend  America.  I  want  the  vote  to  be 
decisive.  I  want  it  to  be  a  warning  to  those  who  come  here 
and  abuse  the  privileges  of  American  hospitality.  [  Applause.  1 
Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  5  minutes. 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  want  to  summarize  the  Bridges  case  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Members  of  the  House  as  calmly  and  as  dis- 
passionately as  I  know  how  to  do  it,  and  this  summary  is 
based  upon  the  evidence  that  is  contained  In  the  records  of 
the  Dies  Committee. 

First.  Bridges  is  an  alien,  a  guest  within  our  gates,  and 
he  hJis  become,  by  his  actions,  a  very  undesirable  guest,  as 
judged  by  a  great  majority  of  the  American  people.  To 
illustrate,  if  I  am  a  guest  in  your  home  and  I  criticize  the 
way  you  run  your  home  and  I  demar^d  that  you  change  the 
method  of  operation  in  your  horre,  you  have  the  right  to  say 
to  me  as  your  guest,  "If  you  do  not  like  the  way  I  rim  my 
home,  you  should  get  out." 

Now,  a  guest  in  your  home  only  has  the  privileges  that 
you  grant  to  that  guest.  He  has  no  rights  as  a  member 
of  the  family,  and  an  alien  only  hfvs  privileges  granted  to 
him  and  no  rights  by  virtue  of  being  %  citizen. 

Second.  Bridges,  according  to  the  evidence.  Is  a  Com- 
munist and  has  advocated  the  overthrow  of  this  Govern- 
ment by  force.  Twice  he  has  been  picked  up  to  face  depor- 
tation proceedings  and  the  first  time  the  proceedings  were 
canceled  by  the  Secretary  of  Latx)r.  Tlie  second  time  the 
proceedings  were  postponed,  waiting  a  decision  from  the 
Supreme  Court  in  the  Strecker  rase. 

Now.  to  the  lawyers  in  this  Hous*  the  Strecker  case  was 
not  a  parallel  case  to  the  Bridges  case.  The  Strecker  case 
was  based  entirely  upon  past  membership  in  the  Communist 
Party  and  whether  past  membership  in  the  Communist  Party 
was  a  deportable  offense  under  our  laws.  The  Supreme  Court 
ruled  that  it  was  not,  and  therefore  the  Bridges  case  was 
brought  to  trial.  But  was  it  brought  to  trial  in  front  of 
the  court — the  Federal  court — and  the  Federal  Judge  by 
whom  Bridges  was  to  be  tried? 

No;  that  Federal  judge  had  ordered  the  deportation  of 
others  that  were  indicted  before  that  court  for  the  same 
offenses  that  Bridges  was  indicted,  and  the  Department  of 
Labor  demanded  a  special  Judge  in  this  case,  and  Judge 
Landis,  the  dean  of  the  Harvard  Law  School,  and  I  am  told, 
one  of  the  best  legal  minds  in  the  United  States,  was  se- 
lected as  the  trial  judge.  The  Department  of  Labor,  through 
its  agents,  prosecuted  the  case.  The  Department  of  Labor 
presented  much  fiimsy  and  contradictory  evidence  In  the 
case  before  Judge  Landis,  and  the  Department  of  Labor 
neglected  to  present  real  evidence  that  was  available  in  that 
case,  and  Judge  Landis.  as  any  other  judge,  cannot  go  l>eyond 
the  evidence  presented  in  his  court  in  deciding  the  case. 
He  must  decide  it  upon  the  evidence  presented  and  Judge 
Landis  decided  that  the  case  against  Bridges  as  to  being 
a  Communist,  was  not  substantiated  by  the  evidence  pre- 
sented to  him  and  he  cleared  Bridges  of  that  indictment  and 
therefore  Bridges  was  permitted  to  go  free. 
(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Kxxrt], 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  vote  for  this  bill  when 
it  reaches  that  final  action.  I  shall  vote  for  it,  despite  the 
fact  that  there  may  be  serious  question  in  the  minds  of  some 
lawyers  as  to  what  ultimate  decision  may  be  made  of  it  should 
it  finally  be  enacted  into  law  when  it  reaches  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States.  TTie  subject  is  one  for  intrigue 
to  a  lawyer  to  investigate  and  study  whether  or  not  this 
proposed  legislation  may  be  in  contravention  and  in  violation 
of  the  Constitution.  However,  my  own  studies  upon  the 
subject  as  a  lawyer  have  convinced  me  that  if  the  matter  is 
finally  fairly  presented  to  the  Supreme  Court  there  is  a  fair 
chance  that  the  Court  will  hold  this  legislation  to  be  consti- 
tutional, and  for  that  reason  I  intend  to  suw>ort  it. 

There  is  another  reason  why  I  intend  to  support  this 
legislation,  and  that  is  because  it  shall  serve  as  a  notice  to 
the  people  of  America  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
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Is  finally,  and  at  last,  going  to  respond  to  the  demands  of 
the  people  that  something  be  done  to  rid  our  Nation  of  those 
who  are  out  to  destroy  it.  [Applause.]  Would  you  expect 
Harry  Renton  Bridges  to  admit  that  he  is  a  Communist? 
No.  I  am  surprised  that  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Marcantonio],  in  reading  the  statement  that  was  pre- 
sented to  him  by  Harry  Bridges,  did  not  investigate  a  little 
bit  further  into  the  situation  in  connection  with  the  report 
of  Judge  Landis,  and  had  he  done  so  he  would  have  very 
clearly  found  that  from  the  mouth  of  Harry  Bridges  him- 
self he  made  admissions  before  the  committees  of  this  Con- 
gress in  which  he  admitted  his  cooperation  with  Communists. 
Moreover 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield?       

Mr.  KEEFE.    I  have  only  5  minutes. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  The  gentleman  mentioned  my 
name. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  The  gentleman's  name  has  been  mentioned 
many  times,  and  I  expect  will  be  mentioned  many  times  more 
in  connection  with  this  throughout  the  entire  country.  I  ask 
the  gentleman  to  let  me  finish.  I  refuse  to  yield.  If  you 
read  the  report  of  Judge  Landis  you  will  observe  that  one  of 
the  bases  for  the  charge  by  the  Department  of  Labor  for  his 
deportation  was  that  he  had  become  affiliated  with  Com- 
munist organizations.  Judge  Landis  listened  to  the  testimony 
on  the  subject  of  his  affiliations,  and  he  also  listened  to  the 
testimony  on  the  subject  of  his  membership.  He  found  that 
he  was  not  a  member  and  further  found  that  he  had  not  been 
affiliated  with  Communist  organizations  under  the  very 
strained  and  technical  rules  of  law  by  which  he  Interpreted 
the  use  of  the  term  "affiliation";  and  you  will  find  his  discus- 
sion in  that  regard  on  page  133  of  his  report,  in  which  he 
uses  these  words: 

Persons  engaged  In  bitter  industrial  struggles  tend  to  seek  help 
and  assistance  from  every  avaUable  source.  But  the  Intermittent 
aollcltatlon  and  acceptance  of  such  help  must  be  shown  to  have 
ripened  Into  those  bonds  of  mutual  cooperation  and  alliance  that 
entail  continuing  reciprocal  duties  and  respoiisiblllties  before  they 
can  be  deemed  to  come  within  the  statutory  requirement  of 
aiUlation. 

And  he  held  that  there  was  no  evidence  to  show  that  there 
was  cooperation  between  Harry  Bridges  and  the  Communist 
Party,  and  as  the  basis  of  that  he  held  that  there  was  no 
proof  of  an  alliance  between  Bridges  and  the  Communist 
Party.  Harry  Bridges  was  before  the  Conunittee  on  Mer- 
^ chant  Marine  and  Fisheries  in  May. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin has  expired. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  1  more 
minute. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  When  he  was  before  that  committee  he  was 
examined  by  members  of  that  committee,  including  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  O'Brien]  and  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Alabama  (Mr.  BoykinJ.  He 
said  in  answer  to  questions  which  were  asked  him: 

Mr    BoTKiN.  Have  you  ever  counseled   with  them — referring  to 
Communists — or  cooperated  with  them? 
Mr.  BaiDccs.  I  have. 

That  will  be  found  in  the  record  of  the  proceedings,  and 
there  from  the  mouth  of  Harry  Bridges  himself  is  his  own 
statement  that  he  not  only  has  counseled  with  Communists  in 
connection  with  his  work  as  a  labor  leader,  but  that  he  co- 
operated with  them,  the  very  thing  that  Judge  Landis  used  as 
the  basis  of  his  decision  in  holding  that  he  was  not  affiliated 
with  the  Communist  Party.  I  take  it  from  the  mouth  of 
Harry  Bridges  himself.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  one-half  minute  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen). 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  question  of  doubt 
raised  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Keets]  in  re- 
spect to  the  constitutionality  of  this  acUon  is  best  answered 
by  Mr.  JusUce  Brandeis  in  the  case  recorded  in  Two  Hundred 
and  Fifty-ninth  United  States  Reports,  page  276.  May  29  1922 
Tills  is  Mr.  Justice  Brandeis  talking: 


Congress  has  power  to  order  at  any  time  the  deportation  of  aliens 
whose  presence  in  the  country  It  deems  hurtful  and  may  do  so  by 
appropriate  executive  proceedings. 

Similar  language  was  used  by  the  Court  on  May  12.  1913.  In 
the  case  of  BagajewiU  v.  Adams  (228  U.  S.  585)  in  which  Mr. 
Justice  Holmes  used  the  following  language  as  reported  on 
page  591: 

It  is  thoroughly  established  that  Congress  has  power  to  order  the 
deportation  of  aliens  whose  presence  In  the  country  It  deems  hurt- 
ful. 

Here  are  the  opinions  of  two  outstanding  liberal*  which  I 
deem  to  be  squarely  in  point  on  the  issue  before  us. 

Mr.  LE8INSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  SheridakI. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  sat  here  for  mttny 
months  watching  my  colleagues  in  the  House,  and  I  think 
I  will  take  this  occasion  to  disagree  with  the  potential  ma- 
jority vote  on  this  bill.  I  cannot  reconcile  myself  to  the 
position  that  where  a  man  has  been  tried  under  our  Federal 
constituted  Jurisdiction  and  procedure  and  found  not  guilty 
that  this  House  should  deport  him.  I  do  not  think  there 
Is  one  man  in  this  House  who  questions  the  integrity  of 
Dean  Landis,  of  the  Harvard  Law  School.  If  he  did,  I  do 
not  think  there  is  a  Harvard  man  who  would  permit  his — 
Dean  Landis' — continuance  in  that  high  position.  I  may  say 
for  your  information  I  am  not  a  Harvard  man. 

I  sometimes  wonder  whether  you  are  fair  and  honest,  be- 
cause I  do  not  know  Bridges  from  Adam;  but  why  take  these 
proceedings  piecemeal?  How  many  Members  of  this  House 
have  read  the  incorporated  report  upon  which  Dean  Landis 
has  predicated  his  decision?  I  will  wager  not  10  percent  of 
the  House  has  read  it.  He  was  in  a  position  to  see  the  de- 
meanor and  the  facial  expression  of  the  witnesses  appearing 
before  him.  Many  of  the  witnesses  were  perjurers  and  paid 
witnesses,  as  disclosed  by  the  testimony.  Upon  that  tes- 
timony you  want  to  deport  Bridges.  It  is  not  Bridges  that  is 
involved  here.  It  is  the  American  principle,  our  procedure 
of  government.  If  we  pass  this  bill,  it  will  be  an  indeUble  blot 
upon  this  House,  not  on  Bridges,  because  I  do  not  think  this 
bill  will  ever  pass  the  Senate.  That  is  my  own  conclusion. 
But  we  can  never  erase  the  blot  on  this  House. 

I  heard  my  colleague  from  Wisconsin  state  "that  the 
strange  and  technical  principles  of  the  law."  I  happen  to  be 
a  lawyer  myself.  I  know  it  always  has  been  a  principle  of 
our  law  that  he  who  affirms  must  prove.  There  is  no  duty 
devolving  on  Bridges  or  any  other  person  who  comes  be- 
fore oiu:  Federal  procedure  that  he  has  to  answer  one  iota. 
Many  times,  as  lawyers,  we  assiune  the  obligation  of  not 
putting  our  clients  on  the  stand  when  we  feel  that  the  Gov- 
ernment has  not  proved  its  case. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Van  Zandt]. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  the  first  time  in  the 
history  of  our  Government.  Congress  is  called  upon  as  rep- 
resentatives of  the  people  to  direct  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  to  deport  without  equivocation  one  who  is 
recognized  as  an  undesirable  alien  and  a  serious  menace  to 
the  welfare  of  our  Nation.  Gentlemen,  I  refer  to  Harry 
Renton  Bridges. 

For  years  the  American  people  have  been  menaced  by  the 
presence  of  such  alien  influences  who  have  been  permitted 
to  spread  their  poisonous  doctrines  and  false  philosophies 
unmolested. 

In  the  case  of  Harry  Renton  Bridges,  public  sentiment  long 
ago  demanded  that  he  be  deported.  Why  was  he  not  de- 
ported? Simply  because  certain  officials  in  responsible  posi- 
tions in  our  Government  adopted  a  sympathetic  attitude  that 
ended  with  a  complete  whitewashing  of  charges  that  would 
have  been  sufficient  cause  for  deporUng  anyone  else  so 
charged. 

In  considering  this  type  of  legislation  there  is  unfolded 
before  our  eyes  the  workings  of  a  real  democracy  The 
American  people,  through  their  form  of  government  are  im- 
mune from  the  wanton  neglect  of  any  appointed  official  to 


discharge  the  duties  of  his  office.  Hence.  Congress  Is  called 
upon  to  recognize  the  will  of  the  American  people  by  deport- 
ing this  imdesirable  alien. 

This  brazen  individual  has  from  time  to  time  defied  the 
American  people  by  preaching  doctrines  that  are  incom- 
patible with  American  institutions  and  the  American  way  of 
life.  He  has  had  the  gall  to  declare  war  against  that  great 
veteran  organization — the  American  Legion— composed  of 
more  than  a  million  men  and  women  whose  services  during 
the  last  World  War  are  a  source  of  pride  and  honor  in  the 
history  of  our  country. 

The  American  Legion  has  a  right  to  speak  in  defense  of 
real  Americanism  because  many  of  its  members  learned  what 
It  means  to  fear  death  in  the  form  of  an  enemy  submarine, 
a  burst  of  shrapnel,  the  deadly  fire  of  a  machine  gim.  or  the 
sudden  explosion  of  a  hand  grenade.  They  know  what  it  is 
to  seek  shelter  from  the  hail  of  lead  in  the  mud  and  filth  of 
a  stinking  trench.  They  know  the  utter  weariness  and  the 
hunger  of  suffering,  of  endless  marches  under  the  cover  of 
darkness.  They  know,  too,  the  scream  of  a  dying  comrade- 
crucified  on  a  cross  of  t>arbed  wire  because  he  was  willing  to 
give  his  life  to  protect  our  Americanism. 

The  American  Legion  has  no  selfish  interest  in  advocating 
that  this  so-called  agent  of  Moscow  be  deported  and  is  not 
alone  in  its  crusade  to  ferret  out  individuals  of  his  stripe. 

The  American  Legion  supports  this  bill  and  is  upheld  in 
its  course  by  99  percent  of  the  American  people.  They  know, 
and  wc  Members  of  Congress  should  be  quick  to  realize,  that 
aliens  of  the  Bridges  type  are  accountable  for  the  admitted 
existence  in  our  country  of  such  a  despicable  group  as  the 
•^th  column." 

Every  American  citizen  Is  conscioas  of  the  danger  of  the 
"fifth  column."  recalling  with  vivid  memory  the  fate  of 
Czechoslovakia,  Poland.  Belgium,  Holland,  Norway,  and  other 
countries.  While  It  was  Hitlerism  in  those  lands,  in  this 
country  it  is  the  scourge  of  communism. 

The  adoption  of  this  bill  will  sound  the  death  knell  to  such 
vultures  from  Moscow  who  are  bent  on  enjoying  the  privileges 
of  a  democracy,  and.  on  the  other  hand,  are  engaged  in  de- 
stroying a  form  of  government  that  represents  a  masterpiece 
of  statesmanship. 

The  action  of  this  House  in  approving  this  measure  should 
also  convey  to  the  heads  of  our  Government,  and  especially  to 
the  Department  of  Justice,  that  they  must  redouble  their 
efforts  to  purge  the  Federal  pay  rolls  of  hundreds  of  Com- 
munist fellow  travelers  who  openly  boast  of  their  affiliation 
with  such  Moscow-minded  organizations  while  receiving  their 
livelihood  from  the  taxpayers  of  America. 

These  followers  of  Stalin  who  receive  annual  salaries  rang- 
ing from  $1,080  to  $10,000.  for  a  total  of  $1,800,000.  are  a  seri- 
ous threat  to  not  only  our  form  of  government  but  are  pre- 
paring now  to  worm  their  way  into  responsible  positions  in 
the  national-defense  program. 

Gentlemen.  I  repeat  again,  this  is  an  eventful  moment  in 
the  history  of  the  United  States.  As  representatives  of  the 
people,  this  Congress  has  a  grave  responsibility.  By  passing 
this  bill  we  can  demonstrate  that  we  are  alive  to  the  danger 
that  the  "fifth  colimin"  presents  to  our  national  existence. 

Our  duty  is  clear  and  unmistakable.  Let  us  move  promptly 
In  banishing  from  our  shores  such  tm-American  trash  that 
too  long  have  been  permitted  to  enjoy  a  hey-day  at  the  ex- 
pense of  liberty-loving  America. 

On  June  14  we  as  a  nation  wiU  observe  Flag  Day  and  pay 
tribute  to  Old  Glory,  I  can  think  of  no  greater  observance 
than  to  rededicate  ourselves  to  the  principles  for  which  our 
flag  stands  in  keeping  America  for  Americans,  and  thereby 
recall  the  words  of  Tlieodore  Roosevelt: 

Above  all,  we  must  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder  for  the  honor  and 
greatness  of  our  country. 

[Applatise.l 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  CSialrman,  I  3^eld  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Edelstxin]. 

Mr.  EDEUBTEIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  been  sitting  here 
listening  to  those  gentlemen  who  are  in  favor  of  the  passage 
of  this  bill.    Thus  far  I  have  heard  nobody  utter  one  word. 


one  fact  which  would  Justify  the  passage  of  this  bill.  Our 
duty  as  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  Is  to  act 
upon  legislation  being  considered  by  this  body  only  after  due 
deliberation  and  upon  full  information.  I  do  not  believe  that 
anybody  can  reasonably  say  that  this  House  is  considering 
this  bill  with  due  deliberation  and  upon  proper  Information. 

I  hold  no  brief  for  Bridges.  Assimiing  that  he  is  all  the 
proponents  of  this  bill  claim  that  he  ia.  the  principle  involved 
in  the  passage  of  this  bill  is  more  important  than  Bridges  or 
a  thousand  Bridges.  That  principle  is  whether  this  House 
is  proceeding,  in  the  traditional.  Democratic.  American  way, 
whether  we  are  proceeding  in  accordance  with  the  principles 
of  justice  and  democracy  which  underUe  con.slderatlon  of  all 
special  legislation,  for  that  is  what  this  bill  is.  I  am  not 
concerned  at  this  time  with  whether  or  not  this  bill  is  im- 
constitutional  because  it  is  a  bill  of  attainder.  We  may  be 
all  convinced  that  it  is.  but  I  am  willing  to  leave  that  for  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  wlthm  whose  jurisdiction  it 
properly  is.  What  I  do  object  to  is  the  establishment  by  this 
bill  of  a  precedent  which  is  dangerous,  which  is  harmful, 
which  is  imdemocratic.  a  precedent  which  is  the  first  step 
along  the  road  toward  the  adoption  of  that  form  of  Oovem- 
ment  which  now  prevails  on  the  greater  part  of  the  European 
continent.  If  we  adopt  this  bill,  if  we  can  do  this  to  Bridges 
now,  there  Is  no  reason  why  we  cannot  do  it  to  anybody  else 
with  or  without  a  reason.  That,  I  say,  is  the  principle  involved 
in  the  matter  now  before  us.   Let  me  illustrate  the  proposition. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDELSTEIN.    I  cannot  s^eld.    I  only  have  3  minutes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.     Will  the  gentleman  srleld  for  a  question? 

Mr,  EDELSTEIN.    I  cannot  jrield.    I  only  have  3  minutes. 

On  June  6  I  wrote  a  letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization  and  I  said: 

Mt  Dear  Collkacuz:  I  note  that  In  the  report  filed  on  behalf  of 
the  committee  to  accompany  H.  R.  9766,  the  last  paragraph  therein 
reads  as  follows: 

"Special  evidence  was  produced  before  the  committee  In  the  hear- 
ing of  a  general  bUl  In  which  the  record  of  this  alien  was  fully  set 
forth.  Such  record  was  felt  sufBclent  to  Jvistlfy  the  introduction  of 
this  bUl." 

I  am  desirous  of  acquainting  myself  with  the  evidence  offered  to 
support  that  conclusion,  and,  upon  inquiry,  find  no  printed  report 
was  made.  WUl  you  please  be  kind  enough  to  direct  the  clerk  of 
your  committee  to  lend  me  a  copy  of  the  minutes  of  that  hearing 
wherein  testimony  was  taken  with  reference  to  the  conclvislon  stated 
in  the  said  report? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Will  the  gentleman  let  me 
answer  the  question?  You  want  some  evidence.  I  am  going 
to  give  it  to  you. 

Mr.  EDELSTEIN.  I  do  not  yield.  Ever  since  I  sent  that 
letter  I  have  not  been  able  to  obtain  a  copy  of  the  record.  I 
have  not  been  able  to  examine  the  record  in  order  to  deter- 
mine for  myself  that  the  claim  which  is  contained  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  report  of  the  committee  is  justified  by  the 
contents  of  the  hearings  which  they  held.  In  other  words,  I 
have  been  asked  to  vote  for  a  bill  on  the  ground  that  there 
is  evidence  heard  by  the  committee  which  justifies  deporta- 
tion from  this  country  of  a  named  individual,  and  yet  I  have 
not  been  able  to  see  and  examine  that  evidence  for  myself. 
Although  I  have  made  a  persistent  and  continuous  effort  to 
obtain  even  for  a  short  space  of  time  a  copy  of  the  minutes 
from  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization,  I  have  not  been  successful  in  doing  so. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Does  the  gentleman  want  to 
see  the  report? 

The  regular  order  was  demanded. 

Mr.  EDELSTEIN.  As  I  have  said,  at  no  time  could  I  obtain 
the  evidence  upon  which  the  committee  made  its  decision  and 
without  which  I  cannot  conscientiously  and  honestly  make 
my  decision.  Let  us  consider  what  is  the  acknowledged 
evidence  with  respect  to  the  deportation  of  Bridges. 

We  all  know  that  Mr.  Bridges  was  arrested  upon  a  warrant 
Issued  by  the  Department  of  Labor  for  his  deportation  on  the 
ground  that  he  was,  or  is,  a  member  of.  or  affiliated  with,  an 
organization  whose  primary  objective  is  the  overthrow  of  our 
democratic  form  of  government.  I  have  no  sympathy,  nor  is 
any  Member  of  this  House  in  sympathy,  with  anyone  who 
would  overthrow  our  form  of  government,  or  effect  any 
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change  In  that  form  of  government  except  in  the  constitu- 
tional way  provided  for  making  such  changes.  The  hearings 
were  conducted  before  a  special  trial  examiner,  James  M. 
Landis.  who  is  now  dean  of  the  Harvard  Law  School,  and  who 
before  that  was  Chairman  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  and  whose  adherence  to  democracy  and  our  con- 
stitutional form  of  government  cannot  be  doubted  by  any- 
body. Mr.  Landis  conducted  a  long  and  careful  hearing,  at 
which  both  the  Government  and  the  alien  were  permitted  to 
present  their  side  of  the  matter  in  full  detail. 

At  the  end  of  that  hearing  Mr.  Landis  took  the  record,  sat 
down  with  It,  and  prepared  his  decision  based  upon  what  had 
taken  place  at  the  hearing  and  what  he  found  in  the  record. 
His  careful  and  scholarly  report  I  recommend  to  all  of  you  as 
required  reading  in  voting  upon  this  bill.  Mr.  Landis  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  he  could  not  find  Mr.  Bridges  to  be  a 
Communist  or  aflBliated  with  the  Communist  Party.  This 
conclusion  he  based  upon  the  fact  that  the  evidence  offered 
by  the  Government,  that  is,  the  testimony  of  the  Govern- 
ment's witnesses,  on  the  whole,  was  unreliable,  contradictory, 
and  not  worthy  of  belief.  While  he  did  not  entirely  agree 
with  all  the  testimony  offered  on  behalf  of  the  alien,  pointing 
out  contradictory  and  weak  points  in  the  testimony  offered 
on  behalf  of  Bridges,  he  found  that  the  Goverrunent  had  not 
proven  its  case;  that  Bridges  had  made  out  a  strong  case 
that  he  was  not  a  Communist,  but.  rather,  one  whose  philos- 
ophy of  life  was  based  upon  democratic  principles  and  whose 
only  fault  was,  as  far  as  the  evidence  t)efore  Mr.  Landis 
showed,  that  he  was  a  strong  and  active  trade-union  leader. 

I  have  recited  what  took  place  l)efore  Mr.  Landis  not  be- 
cause I  believe  that  Mr.  Bridges  is  an  angel  or  a  paragon  of 
all  the  virtues,  but  because  there  are  people,  of  whom  I  am 
one,  who  are  inclined  to  the  belief  that  this  effort  to  deport 
Mr.  Bridges  is  based  upon  his  active  role  as  a  trade-union 
leader  rather  than  upon  any  connection  which  he  may  have 
with  an  organization  which  intends  to  overthrow  our  demo- 
cratic form  of  government.  If  we  deport  Bridges,  who  is  an 
*  active  leader  in  one  trade-union,  there  is  no  reason  why  we 
cannot  deport  an  active  trade-union  leader  of  another  organi- 
zation, nor  why  we  cannot  deport  all  of  them.  If  we  can 
deport  a  trade-union  leader,  we  can  deport  a  person  because 
we  do  not  like  the  race  from  which  ho  comes,  or  do  not  like 
the  church  In  which  he  worships  our  Creator,  or  because  we 
do  not  like  the  color  of  his  hair;  in  fact,  just  because  we  do 
not  like  him. 

Prom  time  to  time  in  this  country  we  are  subject  to  waves 
of  antialien  hysteria.  Any  Member  of  this  House  who  cares 
to  consult  the  files  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization,  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  the  Committee  on 
Labor,  can  readily  see  the  great  ntunbcr  of  bills  against  the 
emploj-ment  of  aliens  and  realize  that  we  are  again  in  the 
midst  of  such  a  period. 

We  must,  of  course,  take  necessary  measures  to  defend  our 
country,  to  prepare  against  attack  from  without  and  within, 
but  that  is  no  reason  why  we  should  throw  away  all  judgment 
and  attack  everybody  merely  because  a  label  has  been  p  nned 
upon  him.  Such  a  procedure  is  un-American,  undemocratic, 
and  a  terrible  indictment  of  the  way  in  which  democratic 
processes  function  under  strain. 

If  the  committee  which  considered  this  bill  received  evi- 
dence which  shows  Bridges  is  a  Communist  or  is  affiliated  in 
any  way  with  the  Communist  Party  the  course  of  action  is 
clear.  Our  immigration  laws  provide  for  the  deportation  of 
such  individuals  upon  service  of  a  warrant  and  upon  a  fair 
bearing.  The  committee  states  that  in  hearings  upon  a  gen- 
eral bill  it  received  aiflBcient  evidence  to  justify  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  special  bill.  I  am  reliably  informed  that  although 
several  of  the  members  of  the  committee  requested  that  Mr. 
Bridges  be  called  to  appear  before  the  committee  to  answer 
such  evidence  that  the  majority  of  the  committee  objected 
to  calling  him.  I  do  not  think  that  such  procedure  is  demo- 
cratic or  American.  I  do  believe  that  it  violates  every  tenet 
and  every  tradition  of  our  system  of  justice.  It  might  be  pos- 
Hble  perhaps  that  this  evidence  was  so  strong  nothing  Mr. 


Bridges  might  say  would  overcome  Jt.  In  that  case  certainly 
such  evidence  should  have  been  made  public.  Even  if  it  were 
that  strong  Mr.  Bridges  should  have  had  an  opportunity  to 
appear  before  the  committee  to  answer  such  evidence.  An 
ex  parte  trial  and  ex  parte  condemnation  is  not  the  founda- 
tion upon  which  our  country  has  prospered. 

The  evidence  which  the  committee  has  should  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Department  of  Labor  for  further  action  by 
it,  for  issuance  of  another  warrant  and  another  hearing.  If 
the  committee  believes  the  evidence  to  be  as  strong  as  it  claims 
then  certainly  the  only  result  of  the  hearings  on  this  warrant 
before  the  Department  of  Lalrar  would  be  an  order  for  his 
deportation.    That  is  the  American  way. 

There  has  not  been  cited  one  precedent  in  support  of  this 
special  bill.  Never  before  has  Congress  by  special  legislation 
singled  out  for  deportation  one  individual  or  even  a  few  indl- 
j  viduals.  Always  it  has  provided  a  procedure  for  deportation 
j  of  undesirable  classes  of  aliens,  specifying  the  conditions 
I  which  determine  undesirability.  Always  undesirabillty  has 
j  been  determined  by  a  quasi-judicial  hearing  held  by  the  De- 
partment of  Labor.  At  such  hearings  the  alien  was  given  a 
I  full  opportunity  to  present  his  defense  against  the  charges 
leveled  at  him.  Today,  for  the  first  time  in  our  history,  we 
propose  to  deport  one  individual  without  conforming  to  tra- 
ditional procedure  and  without  giving  him  an  opportunity  to 
be  heard  in  his  own  defense. 

More  than  any  other  Member  in  this  House,  I  stand  to  gain 
from  the  deportation  of  aliens  who  are  members  of  or  affili- 
ated with  the  Communist  Party.  My  record  and  my  stand 
with  respect  to  communism  are  clear.  I  was  elected  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  at  a  special  election  held  on  February  6  of 
this  year.  Unlike  my  Republican  opponent,  I  openly  declared 
my  hostility  toward  communism  and  successfully  defeated  the 
Communist  candidate.  Earl  Browder,  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority. While  the  deportation  of  alien  Communists  would 
improve  my  political  position,  what  I  have  to  consider  here, 
however,  is  not  what  is  the  easy  way  for  me,  which  is  to  vote 
with  the  majority,  but  what  is  the  proper  way  for  me  to  act 
on  this  bill  even  though  it  be  not  the  way  of  the  majority. 

If  it  were  consonant  with  American  principles.  American 
traditions.  American  democracy,  to  deport  a  single  individual 
upon  ex  parte  accusations.  I  would,  of  course,  vote  for  this 
bill,  but  that  is  not  my  conception,  or  the  conception  of  most 
people  in  this  coimtry.  of  democracy.  We  must  remember 
that  this  same  charge  was  made  against  Bridges  and  that 
upon  a  fair  and  full  hearing  the  charge  was  not  sustained. 
I  cannot  hold  my  self-respect  and  assert  hereafter  that  I 
believe  in  the  American  way,  in  our  constitutional  form  of 
government  and  the  principles  which  underlie  our  democracy 
if  I  cast  my  vote  for  the  passage  of  this  bill.  I  trust  that  a 
majority  of  this  House  will  not  support  this  bill,  because 
there  is  no  evidence  to  justify  its  adoption,  because  it  consU- 
tutes  the  establishment  of  a  vicious  precedent  in  these 
troublesome  days,  and  because  it  clearly  is  a  violation  and 
contradiction  of  our  democratic  way.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  expired. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Martin  J  Kennedy] 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  opposed 
to  this  bUl  (H.  R.  9766)  because  I  think  it  proposes  to  do 
somethmg  which  is  fundamentally  wrong.  This  bill  of  five 
lines  contains  enough  political  dynamite  to  blast  into  dust 
the  constitutional  and  legislative  pillars  which  are  the 
foundaUon  stones  of  our  democratic  system  of  government. 
In  brief,  this  bill  directs  the  Attorney  General  "notwithstand- 
ing any  other  provision  of  law"  to  deport  an  individual  named 
therein.  Such  a  mandate  would  be  an  historical  departure 
from  our  American  tradition.  This  is  the  first  time  in  the 
history  of  our  Government  that  an  act  of  Congress  has 
singled  out  a  named  individual  for  deportation  Since  the 
passage  of  the  AUen  and  Sedition  laws,  a  century  and  a  half 
ago  it  is  the  only  bill  that  has  provided  for  a  deportation 
without  a  hearing  or  without  giving  the  accused  what  our 
Nation  has  long  known  as  "due  process  of  law."* 
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Mr.  Chairman,  the  man  at  whom  this  bUl  is  directed  was 
lawfully  admitted  to  this  country,  but  it  is  now  charged  that 
he  is  here  In  violation  of  the  law.  After  a  lengthy  hearing, 
and  the  taking  of  over  7,000  pages  of  testimony,  it  was  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  James  Landis,  dean  of  the  Harvard  Law 
School,  who  presided  at  the  hearings,  that  the  accused  man 
should  not  be  deported.  The  Secretary  of  Labor  approved 
the  findings  of  the  trial  commissioner.  This  bill  would  re- 
verse the  potion  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

The  precedent  that  would  be  established  by  the  passage 
of  this  bill  would  be  detrimental  to  the  general  welfare  of 
every  citizen.  As  an  American,  I  will  not,  for  the  sake  of 
my  own  liberty,  deny  the  protection  of  uniform  and  indis- 
criminatory  laws,  and  of  fair  hearings  to  any  other  person. 
For  the  sake  of  argument.  I  am  willing  to  concede  that  the 
person  named  in  this  bill  is  an  undesirable  person  and  should 
be  deported.  However,  in  our  desire  to  deport  one  man.  do 
not  let  us  do  violence  to  a  precious  heritage — the  Bill  of 
Rights!  The  sound  timt)ers  with  which  the  Ship  of  State 
was  built  were  shrewdly  and  wisely  selected — by  thinkers, 
Idealists,  soldiers,  and  philosophers.  In  its  structure  there  is 
a  plank  that  guarantees  every  person  equal  rights  before  the 
law.  Our  forefathers  objected  to  a  Government  where 
'•whatever  pleased  the  prince  had  the  force  of  law".  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  framers  of  our  Constitution  were 
determined  that  every  man  should  have  his  day  in  court. 
If  this  bill  passes,  we  shall,  in  my  opinion,  be  striking  a  deadly 
blow  at  that  sacred  right. 

I  think  that  the  pending  bill  goes  so  perilously  near  to  being 
a  bill  of  attainder  as  to  be  almost  indistinguishable  from  one. 
I  believe  that  it  could  be  regarded  as  an  ex  post  facto  law. 
The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  says:  "No  bill  of  at- 
tainder or  ex  post  facto  law  shall  be  passed  (art.  1,  sec.  9) . 

Ex  post  facto,  arising  or  enacted  after  the  fact;  retrosijectlve; 
retroactive,  ex  post  facto  law.  any  law  which  contemplates  the 
penalizing  In  any  degree  of  any  act  or  of  the  omission  of  an  act, 
which  acts  and  omlsslona  were  respectively  permissible  and  not 
punishable  before  Its  passage.  Such  laws  are  declared  to  be  un- 
constitutional by  article  1,  section  9,  paragraph  3,  of  the  United 
States  Constitution,  nor  can  they  be  made  virtually  effective  by 
giving  them  a  clvU  form:  In  England,  however,  ParlUment  Is  not 
enjoined  from  passing  such  laws. 

During  this  del»te  I  have  heard  the  proponents  as  well 
as  the  opponents  cite  the  same  authority  for  their  position. 
It  Is  found  in  Cummings  against  Missouri. 

A  bill  of  attainder  Is  a  legislative  act  which  inflicts  punishment 
without  a  Judicial  trial.  "BUls  of  this  sort."  says  Mr.  Justice  Story. 
"have  been  most  usually  passed  In  EIngland  In  times  of  rebeUlon.  or 
of  gross  subserviency  to  the  Crown,  or  of  violent  political  excite- 
ments, periods  in  which  all  nations  are  most  liable,  as  well  the  free 
as  enslaved,  to  forget  their  duties  and  to  trample  upon  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  others."  These  bills  are  generally  directed  against 
Individuals  by  name,  but  they  may  be  directed  agaHist  a  whole 
class.  Cummings  v.  Missouri  71  U.  8.  (4  Wall.)  277,  323.  18  L.  ed. 
856). 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  an  unbroken  line  of  authorities  sui>- 
portlng  the  Cummings  case.  Cummings  against  Missouri 
held  unconstitutional  an  act  passed  by  the  legislature  of 
Missouri  that  denied,  not  to  an  individual,  but  to  a  class, 
ministers  of  the  gospel,  the  right  to  preach  the  gospel  unless 
they  took  an  oath  that  they  had  not  been  affiliated  with  the 
Confederacy  during  the  period  of  the  Civil  War.  A  Catholic 
priest  saw  fit  to  violate  the  law  in  Missouri.  He  was  ar- 
rested. His  name  was  Cummings.  The  case  went  to  the 
Supreme  Court  on  the  issue  that  the  law  was  in  the  nature 
of  a  bill  of  attainder.  It  was  held  to  be  a  bill  of  attainder 
and  in  violation  of  section  9,  article  I  of  the  Federal  Consti- 
tution. 

Mr.  Chairman,  without  doubt  this  bill  Is  unconstitutional 
because  it  is  a  denial  of  "due  process"  under  the  fifth  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution. 

At  this  time,  I  wish  to  reply  to  a  statement  that  has  l)een 
repeatedly  made  here  this  afternoon  to  the  effect  that  an  alien 
has  no  rights.  An  alien  resident  in  this  country,  if  he  was 
lawfully  admitted,  has  every  right  of  judicial  trial,  every  pro- 
tection, and  every  safeguard  that  the  Constitution  gives  to 
any  human  being. 


It  is  well  at  this  very  moment,  when  passion  and  prejudice 
run  so  high,  to  be  ever  mindful  of  the  rich  and  wholesome 
restraining  influence  of  our  Constitution.  Even  the  meanest, 
lowliest  human  being  must  not  be  denied  the  rights  secured 
by  that  sacred  document,  which  has  carried  us  through  our 
entire  national  existence  and  is  now  the  beacon  light  of  hope 
to  a  weary,  unhappy,  and  suffering  worid. 

Since  the  beginning  of  my  legislative  career  as  a  State 
Senator  in  1924,  right  down  to  the  present  day,  I  have  op- 
jDosed  and  voted  against  class  legislation  of  every  kind.  My 
vote  today,  on  this  bill,  will  be  in  keeping  with  that  perfect 
record. 

My  parents  were  bom  in  Ireland  and.  through  them.  I 
met  many  immigrants  from  Ireland  as  well  as  from  other 
foreign  countries.  In  my  experience,  most  of  these  aliens 
made  good  neighbors  and  became  loyal  citizens.  I  deplore 
the  sinister  attacks  that  are  constantly  being  made  by  certain 
groups  in  this  country  against  alien  residents  because  of 
their  race,  or  their  creed,  or  their  color.  As  a  Member  of 
Congress,  I  shall  continue  to  fight  against  any  attempt  to 
discriminate  or  penalize  a  person  because  of  his  religious  or 
his  political  views. 

I  wish  the  vote  on  this  measure  could  be  postponed  until 
next  week  in  order  to  allow  every  member  sufficient  time  to 
analyze  the  bill  and  contemplate  the  irreparable  damage  to 
one's  constitutional  rights  that  will  inevitably  result  from 
such  a  law. 

By  voting  for  this  bill,  in  a  moment  of  legislative  wrath,  we 
would  repudiate  forever  a  priceless  legacy— equality  before 
the  law — no  person  shall  be  deprived  of  life,  liberty,  or  prop- 
erty without  due  process  of  law.  By  voting  against  this  bill 
we  shall  retain  that  legacy  and  the  blessings  of  a  free  country. 

In  order  to  obtain  the  rights  we  now  enjoy  imder  our  Con- 
stitution, our  forefathers  pledged  their  lives,  their  fortunes, 
and  their  sacred  honor. 

Can  we  do  less  for  our  children? 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alabama  [Mr.  StarnesI. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  Is  an  un- 
usual procedure,  but  it  has  been  made  necessary  because  of 
the  unusual  conduct  of  the  officials  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment in  failing  and  refusing  to  deport  undesirable  aliens. 
[Applause.] 

No  one  here  has  stated  that  Harry  Bridges  Is  a  desirable 
person  to  live  within  the  United  States.  The  Congress  has 
the  power  to  pass  whatever  legislation  it  desires  or  feels  nec- 
essary to  protect  the  best  interests  of  the  country;  hence  this 
bill  before  us  tcday.  Those  who  criticize  the  procedure  may 
be  honest  and  sincere,  but  they  have  voted  time  and  time 
again  for  private  bills  amending  basic  law  in  order  to  keep 
aliens  in  the  United  States.  Oftentimes  they  have^roted  for 
private  bills  to  permit  aliens  to  remain  in  this  country  who 
entered  unlawfully  and  who  had  been  convicted  of  crime. 
Now,  however,  when  it  becomes  necessary  to  pass  a  private 
bill,  or  a  bill  of  this  character,  in  order  to  get  rid  of  an  unde- 
sirable alien,  these  same  people  rise  in  great  horror  and  cry 
out  on  the  fioor  of  the  House,  "Undemocratic!  Un-Amer- 
ican"!    r  Applause.] 

There  has  been  sufficient  evidence  adduced  before  congres- 
sional committees — more  than  one  of  them — to  the  effect 
that  Harry  Bridges  has  associated  with  and  has  cooperated 
with  Communists;  and  there  is  very  strong  evidence  in  the 
records  of  congressional  committees  given  under  oath  by  re- 
sponsible and  reliable  witnesses  to  the  effect  he  Is  a  Commu- 
nist and  that  he  has  been  sympathetic  with  their  program. 
No  one  can  point  to  a  single  good  thing  he  has  done  which 
would  entitle  him  to  the  reward  of  being  allowed  to  continue 
to  live  in  this  country.  He  has  done  more  to  disturb  the 
peace  and  the  security  of  certain  sections  of  our  coimtry  than 
any  alien  we  have  ever  had.  He  has  done  more  to  destroy 
the  merchant  marine  of  this  sovereign  Government  of  ours 
than  the  Confederate  States  did  during  the  war  between 
the  States;  yet  there  are  those  who  would  like  to  keep  him 
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In  the  United  States.  I  cannot  understand  the  spirit  or  psy- 
chology motivating  those  who  want  to  keep  him  here.  It  is 
ridiculous  to  assert  the  United  States  does  not  have  the 
power  to  protect  itself  by  deporting  undesirable  aliens. 

It  may  be  true  that  Dean  Landis  is  a  learned  lawyer.  It 
may  be  true  that  his  students  have  a  great  regard  for  him, 
but  I  venture  the  assertion  here  and  now  there  is  not  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  who  thought  Dean  Landis  would  hold  other 
than  he  did  in  the  Bridges  case  in  order  to  take  the  heat  off 
of  somebody  else.     [  Applause.  1 

The  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Alldi]  is  to  be  com- 
mended for  his  untiring  efforts  to  give  us  protection  from 
undesirable  aliens.  He  has  been  a  leader  in  the  fight  for  se- 
lective and  restrictive  immigration.  In  his  fight  to  preserve 
America  for  decent,  law-abiding,  and  God-fearing  people  he 
Is  deserving  of  our  praise  and  support.     [Apjriause.l 

Blr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman •  from  Washington  [Mr.  Leavy]. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  voted  in  the  affirmative  on 
the  rule.  I  intend  to  vote  in  the  negative  on  the  passage  of 
this  bill  if  it  remains  in  the  condition  it  now  is.  If  it  is 
«miended  so  as  to  come  within  what  in  my  humble  judgment 
is  constitutional,  I  shall  gladly  vote  for  it. 

I  am  not  gomg  to  find  fault  v^ith  any  of  my  colleagues  who 
differ  with  me  in  their  conclusions,  and  I  want  to  say  that  it 
would  be  the  easier  way  for  me  in  the  congressional  district 
that  I  represent,  being  far  removed  from  the  coast  and  having 
virtually  no  C.  I.  O.  labor  in  it,  to  vote  as  the  great  majority 
e\idently  will  vote  from  the  expressions  we  have  heard;  but 
I  cannot  in  good  conscience,  consistent  with  my  oath  as  a 
Member  of  this  House,  likewise  as  a  memlier  of  the  bar  of  the 
State  of  Washington,  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  and  also  as  a  judge  of  a  court  of  general  jurisdiction 
for  10  years  before  coming  here,  bring  myself  to  the  belief 
that  this  legislation  is  constitutional,  much  as  I  might  feel 
that  Mr.  Bridges  should  not  be  here.  Feeling  this  way.  it  is 
my  plain  duty  to  vote  against  it  if  it  remains  as  it  is  now 
written. 

It  is  unconstitutional,  in  my  judgment,  upon  two  grounds: 
First,  it  is  a  bill  of  attainder,  which  Congress  is  prohibited 
from  enacting. 

I  shall  cits  the  same  authority  cited  by  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Llinois  IMr.  Ddiksen),  to  wit,  Cummings 
against  Missouri: 

A  bill  of  attainder  Is  a  legislative  act  which  tofllcts  punishment 
without  a  Judicial  trial.  '•Bills  of  this  sort."  says  Mr.  Justice  Story, 
"have  been  most  usually  passed  in  England  in  times  of  ret>ellion.  or 
Of  gross  subserviency  to  the  Crown,  or  of  violent  political  excite- 
ments, periods  In  which  all  nations  are  most  liable,  as  well  the 
fiee  as  enslaved,  to  forget  their  duties  and  to  trample  upon  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  others."  These  bills  are  generally  directed 
against  individuals  by  name,  but  they  may  be  directed  against  a 
whole  class  [Cummings  v.  Missouri,  71  U.  S.  (4  Wall.)  277  323 
18  L.  ed.  356.) 

It  Is  well  at  this  very  moment,  when  passion  and  prejudice 
run  so  high,  to  ever  be  mindful  of  the  rich  and  wholesome 
restraining  influences  of  our  Constitution.  Even  the  meanest, 
lowliest  human  being  must  not  be  denied  the  rights  secured 
by  that  sacred  document,  which  has  carried  us  through  our 
entire  national  existence  and  is  now  the  beacon  light  of  hope 
to  a  weary,  unhappy,  and  suffering  world. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  an  unbroken  line  of  authorities  sup- 
porting the  Cummings  case.  Cummings  against  Missouri  held 
tmconstitutional  an  act  passed  by  the  legislature  of  Missouri 
that  denied,  not  to  an  individual,  but  to  a  class,  ministers 
of  the  gospel,  the  right  to  preach  the  gospel  unless  they  took 
an  oath  that  they  had  not  been  afBliated  with  the  Confed- 
eracy during  the  period  of  the  Civil  War.  A  Catholic  priest 
saw  fit  to  violate  the  law  in  Missouri.  He  was  arrested.  His 
name  was  Cummings.  The  case  went  to  the  Supreme  Court 
on  the  Issue  that  the  law  was  in  the  natiu-e  of  a  bill  of 
attainder.  It  was  held  to  be  a  bill  of  attainder  and  In  vio- 
lation of  section  9.  article  I  of  the  Federal  Constitution. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  is  unconstitutional  also  because 
It  is  a  denial  of  due  process  under  the  fifth  amendment  to  the 
Constitution  and  I  want  to  take  the  argument  tiiat  is  so  re- 


peatedly made  here  this  afternoon  that  an  alien  has  no 
rights.  An  alien  resident  in  this  country,  if  he  lawfully  came 
in  here,  has  every  right  of  judicial  trial,  every  protection, 
and  every  safeguard  that  the  Constitution  gives  to  any  hu- 
man being  if  he  lawfully  came  in.  If  he  unlawfully  came 
in  then  he  has  not  acquired  rights  and  if  you  will  follow 
the  authorities,  and  there  is  a  wealth  of  material  on  this, 
you  will  find  that  no  alien  nonresident  has  the  right  to  say 
that  he  could  come  to  America.  The  Congress  alone  fixes 
that.  It  is  a  privilege  extended  or  withheld,  but  when  once 
extended  and  he  comes  to  the  coimtry.  that  privilege  ripens 
Into  a  right  and  no  person  can  be  denied  or  deprived  of  his 
rights  without  due  process  of  law  and  that  irrespective  of 
citizenship.  We  have  set  up  a  quasi-judicial  tribunal  to  try 
anyone  not  a  citizen  charged  with  being  here  unlawfully. 
We  go  even  further  than  that.  We  say  to  that  IndividusJ, 
"The  burden  is  upon  you  to  show  cause  why  you  should  not 
be  deported."  But  when  we  seek  to  deny  him  the  right  to 
any  form  of  hearing  we  deny  him  the  right  of  due  process 
as  defined  in  the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution.  I 
am  frank  to  say  that  the  seven -page  letter  read  here  today 
written  by  Mr.  Bridges  in  his  own  defense  did  not  convince 
me  that  he  carried  the  burden,  but  that  does  not  mean  that 
I  will  violate  my  oath  to  uphold  the  Constitution  as  I  see 
It  and  support  this  legislation  to  meet  the  popular  clamor 
of  the  moment. 

In  my  humble  judgment,  Mr.  Chairman,  It  would  be  a 
serious  mistake  to  pass  legislation  of  this  kind.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  IMr.  Ctmnsl. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  shall  support  this  bill.  I 
believe  Harry  Bridges  and  all  of  his  kind  should  be  deported. 
He  is  a  troublemaker  of  the  first  order  and  America  is  not 
the  place  and  now  is  not  the  time  for  troublemakers. 

In  answer  to  the  argtiment  advanced  by  the  distinguished 
gentleman  who  just  preceded  me  on  this  floor,  may  I  say 
that  I  believe  this  bill  is  constitutional.  Much  has  been  said 
concerning  a  bill  of  attainder,  but  I  remind  you  that  this  is 
not  an  action  that  inflicts  punishment  for  a  crime.  It  is 
an  act  by  the  legislative  body  against  a  single  individual,  but 
deportation  is  not  punishment  for  a  crime.  Deportation  is  a 
civil  proceeding,  not  a  criminal  prosecution. 

Mr.  DIES.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  DIES.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  an  alien  cannot  even 
appeal  a  deportation  order? 

Mr.  CURTIS.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  DIES.  Whether  there  is  any  evidence  to  sustain  it  or 
not.  he  has  no  right  of  appeal? 

Mr.  CURTIS.  That  is  right.  The  prohibition  in  the 
constitution  of  ex  post  facto  laws  and  bills  of  attainder 
refers  to  criminal  proceedings  and  not  to  civil  proceedings. 
As  has  been  said,  deportation  is  not  punishment  for  a  crime, 
but  a  civil  proceeding. 

This  bill  comes  here  with  almost  the  unanimous  support 
of  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization.  The 
distinguished  gentleman  from  California  IMr.  Leland  M. 
Ford],  presented  this  matter  to  the  committee  in  a  general 
biU  and  as  a  result  of  his  able  presentaUon  of  the  facts  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Allen],  Introduced  this  bill 
before  the  Congress. 
Mr.  Oppenhelm  in  his  work  on  international  law,  says: 
Just  as  a  state  is  competent  to  refuse  admlsBion  to  as  alien  so 
in  conformity  with  its  territorial  supremacy,  it  is  competent  U> 
expel  at  any  moment  an  alien  who  has  been  admitted  into  lU  terrl- 

It  is  an  accepted  maxim  of  international  law  that  every  sovereljm 
nation  has  the  power,  as  inherent  in  sovereignty.  and^^ntlS  to 
self-preservation,  to  forbid  the  entrance  of  foreigners  WTthin  iU 
dominion,  or  to  admit  them  only  in  such  cases^d  u^n  such 
conditions  as  it  may  see  lit  to  prescribe.  ^^ 

That  statement  was  made  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  in  a  case  Involving  the  constltutionahty  of  the 
Immigration  Act  of  March  3.  1891. 

The  absolute  right  of  control  over  Immigration  by  a  naUon 
Is  essential  to   the  preservaUon  of   Its  naUonal   existence. 


The  expulsion  of  aliens  is  necessarily  embraced  In  the  power 
to  regulate  their  admission  and  exclusion. 

Mr.  DIES.  Is  there  any  -difference  In  principle  between 
this  bill  and  the  many  private  bills  that  have  been  intro- 
duced by  the  Immigration  Committee  and  supported  by  many 
of  these  gentlemen  who  are  now  opposing  this  bill?  We  have 
had  many  bills  where  aliens  were  mandatorily  admitted. 
The  Congress  said  notwithstanding  the  law  and  notwith- 
standing the  fact  you  made  other  aliens  leave  the  country 
imder  like  conditions,  yet  we,  the  Congress,  withhold  depor- 
tation of  the  alien.     What  is  the  difference  in  principle? 

Mr.  CURTIS.  There  is  no  difference  in  principle  and  in 
fact  It  is  an  established  rule  where  authority  to  do  a  certain 
act  the  authority  to  do  the  contrary  is  implied.  We  have 
court  decision  after  court  decision  that  says  that  if  a  certain 
official  has  power  to  appoint  subordinates,  he  likewise  has  the 
power  to  discharge,  and  it  follows  that  if  we  have  the  au- 
thority to  disregard  the  general  law  and  admit  an  Individual 
alien,  we  have  the  right  to  expel  an  individual  alien. 

Charles  Hyde,  in  his  work  on  international  law  declares 
that  a — 

state  may  doubUess  decide  for  Itself  whether  the  continued  pres- 
ence within  its  territory  of  a  particular  alien  is  so  adverse  to  the 
national  interesU  that  the  country  needs  to  rid  itself  of  him.  If 
such  l>e  its  decision,  the  rlpht  of  expulsion  must  be  acknowledged. 
A  conclusion  In  favor  of  expulsion  need  not  necessarily  coincide  with 
one  to  which  the  state  of  which  the  alien  is  a  national  would,  under 
like  circumstances,  assent. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  tMr.  HobbsI. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  the  highest  regard  for 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  IMr.  Allen  1.  the  author  of 
this  bill,  and  for  the  members  of  the  committee  who  have 
seen  fit  to  report  it  favorably.  I  have  the  highest  regard  for 
the  membership  of  this  House,  which  has  Just  now  almost 
unanimously  voted  the  adoption  of  the  rule  for  Its  con- 
sideration. 

I  have  the  highest  regard  for  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania IMr.  Van  ZandtI.  and  I  wish  to  take  his  opening 
remarks  as  the  text  of  mine.  He  said,  and  I  am  sure  that  he 
would  not  have  so  stated  unless  he  had  ascertained  that  the 
statement  was  true,  that  this  Is  the  first  time  in  the  history 
of  our  Government  that  a  bill  aimed  at  one  man  has  been 
brought  before  Congress. 

Mr.  Chairman,  without  any  passion,  without  any  prejudice 
whatsoever,  heartily  favoring  the  deportation  of  Harry 
Bridges,  loving  everyone  in  this  House.  I  must  call  your 
attention,  if  I  am  to  be  honest  with  myself,  to  the  fact 
that  this  is  supposed  to  be  a  Government  "of  laws  and  not 
of  men":  that  bills  of  attainder,  ex  post  facto  laws  and  the 
like,  are  outlawed  by  our  Constitution:  that  the  legislative 
branch  of  our  Government  should  not  usurp  the  prerogative 
of  our  judicial  or  administrative  tribunals,  if  we  would  pre- 
serve our  historic,  constitutional  doctrine  of  separation  of 
powers.  Yet  today,  for  the  first  time  In  our  history,  if  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van  Zandt]  is  correct,  we 
have  a  bill  before  us  aimed  exclusively  at  one,  named,  man. 

It  is  so  perilously  near  being  a  bill  of  attainder  as  to  be 
almost  indistinguishable  from  one.  It  is  almost,  if  not  quite, 
an  ex  post  facto  law.  The  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
says: 

No  bUl  of  attainder  or  ex  post  facto  law  shall  he  passed.  (Art.  I. 
aec.  9.) 

I  happen  to  have  been  the  chairman  of  a  special  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  charged  with  the 
duty  of  making  the  Investigation  under  the  resolution  for 
the  Impeachment  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  and  the  Solicitor 
of  Labor,  In  that  investigation  we  read  every  word  of  the 
evidence  in  the  files  of  the  Labor  Department,  and  the 
report  of  the  Dies  committee,  against  Harry  Bridges.  I 
doubt  if  anything  could  be  said  In  condemnation  of  Harry 
Bridges  which  I  would  question.  Not  only  do  I  have  a  fixed 
conviction  that  he  should  be  deported,  but  I  have  tried  aa- 
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siduously  to  accomplish  that  desirable  end  by  drawing  and 
assisting  in  drawing  legislation  under  which  he  could  not 
escape  deportation.  This  House  passed  one  of  the  bills  to 
which  I  refer  in  May  1939,  when  we  passed  the  Smith  bill. 
H.  R.  5138.  with  only  48  dissenting  votes.  I  sincerely  hope 
and  pray  that  it  will  be  passed  by  the  Senate  and  become 
a  law  at  this  session  of  Congress. 

I  cannot  quarrel  with  anyone  for  supporting  the  bill  be- 
fore us  now.  but  I  simply  cannot  go  along.     [Applause.] 

None  of  my  reasons  Is  based  on  technicality.  It  would  be 
unworthy  of  this  occasion,  a  crisis  In  the  legislative  history 
of  our  Nation,  to  deal  in  technicalities,  or  fine-spun  theories. 
I  favor,  strongly,  the  end.  I  deplore,  strongly,  the  proposed 
means.  I  could  not  bring  myself  to  take  this  position  unless 
my  reasons  were,  in  my  opinion,  well  grounded  and  impel- 
ling. Here,  we  are  face  to  face  with  a  challenge  to  do  a 
legislative  job  in  a  workmanlike  manner.  We  all  wish  that 
Job  done.  Yet.  by  this  bill  we  confess  our  inadequacy — we 
admit  that  we  cannot  draw  a  bill  which  will  do  that  job  in 
accordance  with  the  time-honored  landmarks  of  our  pro- 
fession. With  the  best  of  motives,  this  bill  frankly  trans- 
gresses one  of  the  cardinal  principles  which  our  founding 
forefathers  would  have  died  to  preserve  inviolate.  Rarely, 
if  ever,  since  the  Barons  of  Runnsrmede  wrung  Magna  Carta 
from  the  unwilling  hand  of  King  John,  has  any  such  piece 
of  legislation  been  seriously  considered. 

Even  the  alien  and  sedition  laws,  of  odious  memory,  did 
not  name  the  objects  of  the  then  legislative  wrath. 

Is  the  biU  under  consideration  (H.  R.  9766)  a  bill  of 
attainder? 

A  bill  of  attainder  Is  a  legislative  act  which  Inflicts  punishment 
without  a  Judicial  trial.  "Bills  of  this  sort."  says  Mr.  Justice  Story, 
"have  been  most  usually  passed  In  England  In  times  of  rebellion, 
or  of  gross  subservience  to  the  Crown,  or  of  violent  political  ex- 
citements, periods  in  which  all  nations  are  most  liable,  as  well  the 
free  as  enslaved,  to  forget  their  duties  and  to  trample  up>on  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  others."  These  bills  are  generally  directed 
against  individuals  by  name,  but  they  may  be  directed  against 
a  whole  class.  (CummiTigs  v.  MissouH.  71  U.  8.  (4  Wall.)  277.  323. 
18  L    Ed.  356.) 

The  term  "bill  of  attainder."  within  the  meaning  of  the  Federal 
Constitution.  Included  a  general  statute  passed  after  the  Civil  War, 
which  required  all  attorneys  at  law  to  take  an  oath  that  they  had 
never  voluntarily  l)orne  arms  against  the  United  States,  or  given 
aid.  countenance,  counsel,  or  encouragement  to  j>ersons  engaged  in 
armed  hostilities  thereto,  as  a  condition  to  their  right  to  practice 
in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  In  this  leading  case  the 
majority  opinion  was  written  by  Justice  Field,  and  was  based  to  a 
large  extent  upon  a  prior  decision  in  the  same  term  of  Cummtngs  V. 
State  of  Missouri  (4  Wall.  277).  In  which  the  statute  of  Missouri, 
requiring  ministers  of  the  gospel  to  take  a  similar  oath  as  a  condi- 
tion to  their  right  to  exercise  the  privileges  of  their  profession,  was 
held  unconstitutional.  Mr.  Justice  Miller,  on  behalf  of  himself, 
the  Chief  Justice,  and  Justices  Swayne  and  Davis,  delivered  a  dis- 
senting opinion  in  Ex  parte  Garland,  which  is  expressly  made 
applicable  not  only  to  that  case  but  to  the  case  of  Cummings  ▼. 
State  of  Missouri,  In  which  he  says  "the  word  'attainder'  Is  derived 
by  Sir  Thomas  Tomllns.  in  his  law  dictionary,  from  the  words 
•attlncta"  and  'attinctura,'  and  is  defined  to  be  'the  stain  or  cor- 
ruption of  the  blood  of  a  criminal  capitally  condemned;  the  Imme- 
diate inseparable  consequence  of  the  conunon  law  on  the  pronounc- 
ing the  sentence  of  death.'  The  effect  of  this  corruption  of  the 
blood  was  that  the  party  attainted  lost  all  inheritable  quality,  and 
could  neither  receive  nor  transmit  any  property  or  other  rights  by 
Inheritance.  Upon  an  attentive  examination  of  the  distinctive 
features  of  this  kind  of  legislation,  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  the 
following  comprise  those  essential  elements  of  bills  of  attainder.  In 
addition  to  the  one  already  mentioned,  which  distinguish  them 
from  other  legislation,  and  which  made  them  so  obnoxious  to  the 
statesmen  who  organized  our  Government:  (1)  They  were  convic- 
tions and  sentences  pronotuiced  by  the  legislative  department  of 
the  Government  instead  of  the  Judicial.  (2)  The  sentence  pro- 
noimced  and  the  punishment  inflicted  were  determined  by  no  pre- 
vious law  or  fixed  rule.  (3)  The  Investigation  into  the  guilt  of  the 
acctised,  If  any  such  were  made,  was  not  necessarily  or  generally 
conducted  In  his  presence  or  that  of  his  counsel,  and  no  recognized 
rule  of  evidence  governed  the  Inquiry."  The  conclusion  of  the 
nuijority  of  the  Court  was  denied  by  the  dissenting  Judges  on  the 
'ground  that  the  laws  In  question  did  not  contain  the  essential 
requirements.  In  the  definition  of  "bill  of  attainder."  of  working  a 
corruption  of  blood,  or  in  describing  any  person  or  class  of  persons 
by  name  or  description.  (Ex  parte  Garland.  71  U.  B.  (4  WaU.)  333, 
387,  18  L.  Ed.  366.) 

A  biU  of  attainder  Is  a  legislative  act  which  inflicts  punishment 
without  a  Judicial  trial.  If  the  punishment  be  less  than  death. 
It  is  a  bUl  of  pains  and  penalties.  As  the  term  "bill  of  attainder" 
is  used  In  the  Federal  Constitution,  it  includes  Ixjth  bUls  of  at- 
tainder particularly,  and  bills  of  paliu  and  penalties.     (CummingM 
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*.  Misaouri.  (71  U.  8.  (4  Wall.)  2T7,  18  L.  Ed.  356);  Drehman  v. 
Stifle  (75  U.  8.  (8  Wall.) ,  595,  601.  19  L.  Ed.  508) ;  Pierce  v.  Carskadon, 
83  U.  S.  (16  WaU.)  234,  239.  21  L.  Ed.  276) 

Quoting  further  from  the  dissenting  opinion  in  ex  parte 
Garland: 

It  is  no  cauM  for  wonder  that  men  who  had  Just  parsed  suc- 
cessfully through  a  desperate  struggle  In  behalf  of  civil  liberty 
should  feel  a  detestation  for  legislation  of  which  these  were  the 
prominent  features.  The  framers  of  our  political  system  had  a 
full  appreciation  of  the  necessity  of  keeping  separate  and  distinct 
the  primary  departments  of  the  Oovemment.  Mr.  Hamilton,  in 
the  seventy-eighth  number  of  the  Federalist,  says  that  he  agrees 
with  the  maxim  of  Montesquieu,  that  "There  is  no  liberty  if  the 
power  of  Judging  be  not  sepkrated  from  the  legislative  and  execu- 
tive powers." 

And  others  of  the  ablest  numbers  of  that  publication  are  de- 
voted to  the  purpose  of  showing  that  in  our  Constitution  these 
powers  are  so  Jtwtly  balanced  and  restrained  that  neither  will 
probably  be  able  to  make  much  encroachment  upon  the  others. 
Nor  was  It  less  repugnant  to  their  views  of  the  security  of  personal 
rlghta.  that  any  person  should  be  condemned  without  a  hearing, 
and  pimlshed  without  a  law  previously  prescribing  the  nature 
and  extent  of  that  punishment.  They  therefore  struck  boldly  at 
all  this  machinery  of  legislative  despotism,  by  forbidding  the  pas- 
sage of  bills  of  attainder  and  ex  poet  facto  laws,  both  to  CongrcM 
and  to  the  States. 

The  dissenting  opinion  in  the  Garland  case  attempts  to 
justify  its  contention  by  saying  that  the  act  of  Congress  there 
in  question  did  not  contain  the  name  or  any  designation  of 
a  person  or  persons,  and  that  the  barring  of  attorneys  from 
the  practice  of  their  profession  who  had  not  taken  a  pre- 
scribed oath,  was  not  a  punishment  for  a  criminal  offense. 
But  the  prevailing  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  swept  aside  these  contentions  and  held  the  act 
to  be  unconstitutional  and  void;  saying: 

The  statute  is  directed  against  parties  who  have  offended  In  any 
of  the  particulars  embraced  by  these  clauses.  And  its  object  Is  to 
exclude  them  from  the  profession  of  the  law.  or  at  least  from  its 
practice  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States.  As  the  oath  prescribed 
cannot  be  taken  by  these  parties,  the  act.  as  against  them,  operate* 
as  a  legislative  decree  of  perpetual  exclu-slon.  And  exclusion  from 
any  of  the  professions  or  any  of  the  ordinary  avocations  of  life 
lor  past  conduct  can  be  regarded  in  no  other  light  than  as  punish- 
ment for  such  conduct.  The  exaction  of  the  oath  la  tb«  mode 
provided  for  ascertaining  the  parties  upon  whom  the  act  la  Intendad 
to  operate,  and  instead  of  lessening.  increMei  its  objectionable 
character  All  enactment*  of  this  kind  partake  of  the  nature  of 
bills  of  pains  and  penalties,  and  are  subject  to  the  constitutional 
inhibition  against  the  peeeage  of  bills  of  atUloder,  under  wbicb 
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But  wholly  wide  from  the  qucttton  whether  or  not  the 
pending  Mil  if  unconitltutlonal  because  a  bill  of  attainder 
or  a  bill  of  paint  and  penalting  or  bccauie  it  Is  an  ex  pott 
facto  law.  plfMt  permit  me  moit  earneitly  to  call  your 
Attention  to  the  foilowtng  eonsldcratlonf: 

Writ.  In  thli  bill  Harry  Bridget  is  not  charged  with  any 
doporUblf  offenio.  nor  with  any  offrnie  at  all.  Tar  from 
being  deni«d,  thl«  fact  U  auerted  with  evident  MtiifacUon 
In  the  report  accompanylni  the  Wll.    See  Report  No,  2200. 

Second.  The  motivating  predicate  of  thig  bill,  u  set  out 
on  page  a  of  the  report.  U  aa  foUowi: 

.-X!^**if  fJf*""^  ^  ***•  'f**"*"  0'  thla  bill  aa  a  menace  to  the 
iBtermU  et  thh  country.  His  close  aeaoelation  with  known  Com- 
mun^ta  wu  brotigbt  out  and  admitted  by  him  m  the  Oovem- 
^^1*   ^f*T!£J    »••«»•    la    bl«    deportation    caae    during    the 
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Thus  do  we  revert  to  the  days  of  the  original  aUen  and 
•ediUon  laws,  which  constituted  so  sad  a  chapter  In  the  his- 
tory of  the  American  Congress.  But  now'  it  is  boldly  ad- 
mitted in  this  report  that  what  was  then  declared  unconstitu- 
tional when  asserted  by  mere  Innuendo  has  become  a  legis- 
lative virtue.  This  frankness  is  commendable.  It  does  not 
however,  change  the  fact  that  this  bUl  would  order  the  de- 
portation of  Harry  Bridges  without  charging  any  offense 
whatsoever  save  that  he  is  regarded  by  the  framers  of  this 
bill  as  a  menace  to  the  interests  of  this  country. 

Third.  This  blD  denied  Bridges  the  right  to  any  hearing 
whatsoever,  although  even  an  alien,  as  has  been  repeatedly 
held  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  is  entitled  to 
due  process  of  law  under  the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States, 

Fourth.  This  bill  utterly  ignores  our  traditional  doctrine  of 
the  separation  of  the  powers  of  government  among  the  three 


independent,  coordinate  branches  of  our  Oovemment — legis- 
lative, executive,  and  Judicial  It  Is  a  flagrant  attempt  to 
have  the  legislative  branch  usurp  the  Judicial  prerogative 
hitherto  exercised  exclusively  by  admlnistxative  or  Judicial 
tribunals. 

Finally,  brethren,  whatsoever  things  are  true,  whatsoever  things 
are  honest,  whatsoever  things  are  Just,  whatsoever  things  are  pure, 
whatsoever  things  are  lovely,  whatsoever  things  are  of  good  report; 
If  there  be  any  virtue,  and  if  there  be  any  praise,  think  on  these 
things. 

In  my  opinion,  Harry  Bridges  is  a  menace  to  the  interests 
of  this  country,  just  as  the  fran"  -s  of  the  pending  bUl  regard 
him.  He  should  be  deported.  But  I  maintain  that  he  should 
be  deported  by  due  process  of  law.  His  banishment  should 
be  decreed  for  cause,  ascertained  by  legally  constituted  tri- 
bunals— not  by  legislative  usurpation. 

He  should  be  deported  for  what  he  is:  an  alien  termite  seek- 
ing to  destroy  our  Government.  He  should  not  be  magnified 
by  being  dealt  with  in  a  special,  personal  bill,  even  if  It  were 
constitutional.  But  we  should  not  destroy  the  house  of  our 
government  of  laws  to  rid  the  house  of  one  termite. 

Lynching  Is  frequently  defined  as  the  taking  of  the  law  Into 
unauthorized  hands.  In  the  light  of  this  definition,  may  not 
the  passage  of  this  bill  be  called  lynching?     [ Applause.  1 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  may  proceed  for  10  addi- 
tional minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  has  been  fixed  by  the  House, 
and  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  cannot  extend  the  time. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  remainder  of 
my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Montana  tMr.  O'ConhorI. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  was  too  late  in  securing 
time,  therefore  I  cannot  discuss  the  constitutional  phase  of 
this  bUl. 

I  voted  for  the  nde.  I  usually  vote  for  a  rule  to  bring  a  bin 
before  the  House  for  consideration.  But  having  practiced 
law  since  1904.  having  served  upon  the  bench,  and  having 
appeared  before  the  various  courts  of  this  country.  I  cannot 
this  afternoon,  regardless  of  what  the  sentiment  is  here,  sup- 
port a  bill  iuch  as  this  containing  the  provisions  It  does.  We 
are  dealing  with  something  bigger  than  a  man:  we  are  dealing 
with  the  fundamental  principles  of  this  country,  We  are  deal- 
ing with  the  laws  and  with  the  Constitution  of  this  country. 
Bridges  may  come  and  Bridget  may  go.  but  it  Is  our  hope  that 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  wlU  go  on  forever. 
(Applause.] 

IHcre  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr,  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  tMlanM  of  the 
ume  on  thU  side  to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  (Mr.  Rggil. 

Mr.  REE8  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  ceruinly  X  mo  no 
reason  why  the  membership  of  this  House  should  get  excited 
about  this  matter,  I  realise,  as  you  do,  that  It  Is  Imporunt, 
but  after  all  has  been  said  on  this  meuure,  each  of  us  oan 
vote  as  we  feel  about  It.  We  may  uao  our  own  reason  for 
voting  for  or  against  it. 

.**?  ??^'**'  ^^'"^^^  to  hla  statement,  came  to  the  United 

of  the  United  States.    He  has  never  availed  himself  of  the 

I.  «L^/?*?^***'®'^f"'  ®"*  ^  °^  courts  for  a  hearing, 
as  provided  by  law.  asking  that  he  be  granted  the  rights  of 
citizenship.  And  yet  he  has  been  here  for  20  years.  He  said 
in  his  statement,  that  was  read  by  the  distinguished  member 
from  New  York,  that  in  1921  he  filed  his  declaration  to  be- 
come a  clt^n  of  the  United  States.  That  he  permitted  the 
period  of  7  years,  as  provided  by  law.  to  elapse  before  he 
thought  Of  filing  his  petition  for  a  heaAnI  S?S^  a  c^  to 
ask  for  the  granting  of  a  certificate  of  citizenship.  Just  a 
mtle  strange  that  a  man  who  could  read  and  understand  the 
English  language,  and  who  claims  to  be  interested  in  the 
affairs  of  Govemmait,  would  neglect  so  Important  a  matter. 
The  cost  of  a  certificate  of  arrival  Is  $2.50  and  the  cost  of 
filing  the  petition  is  $5. 

Furthermore,  according  to  his  statement,  he  almost  imme- 
diately after  his  declaration  of  intention  had  expired  filed  a 
new  declaration,  for  which  he  paid  the  sum  of  $2  50*  Then 
he  says  in  the  statement  that  we  have  before  us  this  after- 
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noon  he  did  not  file  the  petition  for  final  papers  because  of 
lack  of  funds.  This  expense  would  have  been,  as  I  have  said 
before,  $2.50  for  certificate  of  arrival  and  $5  for  filing  the 
petition  for  citizenship  and  the  right  to  go  before  the  court  to 
ask  that  he  be  granted  the  rights  of  citizeixship.  Of  course,  if 
his  witnesses  who  were  to  testify  as  to  his  good  character  and 
their  general  knowledge  of  him  would  charge  him  for  that 
service,  such  expense  would  be  additional. 

Now.  Mr.  Chali-man,  let  us  be  fair  about  some  of  these 
things.  What  did  he  do  about  that  declaration  that  he  pro- 
cured in  1928?  He  let  It  lapse;  that  Is  what  he  did.  He  let  it 
go  past  the  7-year  period  and  did  not  during  that  7  years  even 
attempt  to  complete  his  citizenship.  Then  what  does  the 
record  show?  In  1935  or  1936,  for  the  third  time,  he  paid  the 
fee  of  $2.50,  and  again,  and  for  the  third  time,  filed  his  decla- 
ration to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  So  far  as  the 
record  discloses,  he  has  not  appeared  before  a  court  to  ask  for 
a  hearing  on  the  granting  of  final  citizenship.  Now,  I  know 
that  this  does  not  condemn  him.  He  does  not  have  to  try  to 
complete  his  rights  of  citizenship  unless  he  wants  to  do  so. 
As  I  said  before,  here  is  a  man  who  claims  that  he  is  particu- 
larly interested  in  the  affairs  of  this  Government.  He  even 
says  that  he  wants  to  help  this  Government  to  get  rid  of  cer- 
tain persons  who  are  obnoxious  to  the  Government  of  this 
country.  It  just  seems  strange  that  a  man  who  claims  lead- 
ership of  a  great  body  of  American  citizens  could  have  proved 
his  sincerity  to  his  attachment  to  the  principles  of  our  Gov- 
ernment by  attempting  to  complete  his  right  to  become  a  citi- 
«en.  Now.  Mr.  Chairman,  he  has  answered  that  question 
rather  plainly.  We  have  his  statement.  It  is  not  the  state- 
ment of  the  Memb3r  from  New  York.  It  is  the  statement  of 
the  man  in  question.  He  says  that  if  he  should  have  at- 
tempted to  complete  his  citizenship,  the  courts  would  not  be 
fair  to  him.  Read  his  own  statement  in  the  Record  tomor- 
row. He  criticizes  the  courts  before  whom  he  has  not  even 
requested  a  hrarind  on  this  question. 

Mr.  Chairman,  something  had  been  said  about  the  Landls 
report.  This  report  has  been  made  a  part  of  the  report  of 
this  committee.  As  I  understand  It.  the  question  there 
turned  principally  on  a  technicality  as  to  whether  or  not 
there  wss  stifBclrnt  proof  to  show  that  he  was  "affiliated" 
With  certain  organizations.  You  have  that  report  before 
you. 

Not  only  that.  Mr.  Chairman,  you  have  a  statement  of  the 
man  who  Is  the  subject  matter  of  thifl  bill  before  you.  His 
statement,  consisting  of  several  typewritten  pages,  has  been 
road  to  you  by  a  Member  of  this  body.  Not  to  §  committee, 
but  by  unanimous  consent  of  this  membership,  the  Congrea- 
man  of  New  York  was  granted  the  privilege  of  taking  the 
time  to  place  the  entire  statement  before  ua.  X  am  very  glad, 
Indeed,  that  It  was  done, 

Mr,  Chairman,  this  bill  does  not  inflict  punishment  on 
anyone.  Xt  doti  not  put  anyone  in  jail  or  In  the  peniten- 
tiary. It  does  not  relieve  him  of  any  of  his  property.  It 
does  not  attempt  to  cancel  the  citlienship  of  anyone.  Xt 
simply  says,  in  substance,  that,  so  far  as  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  is  concerned,  that  this  alien  has  so  con- 
ducted and  demeaned  himself  that  his  further  presence  in 
this  country  Is  undesirable.  That  during  the  20  years  he  has 
been  a  guest  of  this  country  his  conduct  and  demeanor  are 
such  that  he  should  be  Invited  to  return  to  his  native  coun- 
try of  Australia. 'if  that  Is  the  place  from  whence  he  came. 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  realize  that  the  situations  that  I  am  about 
to  mention  may  not  quite  fit  into  each  other,  but  a  good  deal 
has  been  said  about  the  right  of  Congress  to  deport  an  alien 
In  this  manner.  But  there  are  Members  of  this  body  who  are 
opposed  to  this  measure,  who  have  private  bills  pending  before 
the  Committee  on  Immigration,  asking  that  certain  indi- 
vidual aliens  be  permitted  to  remain  in  the  United  States,  the 
application  of  the  law  notwithstanding.  A  number  of  these 
bills,  for  various  reasons,  have  merit.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
this  Congress  has  approved  many  such  bills  during  this  and 
other  sessions.  Many  have  been  passed  by  imanimous  con- 
sent and  without  debate. 

One  thing  more,  Mr.  Chairman;  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  quoted  Mr.  Bridges  as  saying  that  he  was  offered  $50,000 


if  he  would  resign  his  leadership  of  a  certain  group  and  join 
a  group  or  organization  who  offered  the  $50,000.  That  is  a 
pretty  strong  indictment.  I  think  that  If  the  gentleman  really 
wanted  to  he  really  fair.  If  he  is  the  kind  of  a  person  he  claims 
for  himself,  then  in  view  of  this  much  of  his  statement  he 
should  disclose  the  name  of  the  person  or  persons  who  made 
the  offer  and  should  furnish  such  further  Information  on  this 
matter  as  would  be  of  interest  to  this  Government.  I  believe 
it  is  his  duty  to  do  it.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  he  wants  to  be 
open  and  aljoveboard,  he  should  provide  the  information  or 
explain  why  it  should  not  be  done.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be.  and  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  take  Into  custody  and  deport  to  Aus- 
tralia, the  country  of  which  he  is  a  citizen  or  subject,  the  alien. 
Harry  Renton  Bridges,  in  the  manner  provided  by  sections  166  and 
166.  title  8,  United  States  Code. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Chalnnan,  I  offer  a  committee 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ctommittee  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Lesinski:  Mr.  Lesinski 
moves  to  amend  the  title  by  striking  out  the  word  "authorize"  and 
Inserting  the  word  "direct." 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  In  explanation  to  the 
House,  the  committee  wants  It  mandatory  that  Harry  Bridges 
be  deported. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Van  Zandt:  Strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert  the  following: 

"That  notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  the  Attorney 
General  be,  and  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  take  Into 
custody  forthwith  and  deport  forthwith  to  Australia.  th«  country 
of  which  he  Is  a  citizen  or  subject,  the  alien.  Harry  Renton  Bridge*, 
whose  presence  in  this  country  the  Congress  deems  hurtful." 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  Is  to 
prevent  any  attempt  to  find  a  loophole,  through  a  tech- 
nicality of  any  description,  which  would  tend  to  prohibit 
or  prevent  the  Attorney  Ocneral  of  the  United  States  or  any 
Individual  from  evading  the  Intent  and  purpose  of  this  bill 
which  Is  a  mandate  by  the  CongrrsA  of  the  United  States 
to  deport  this  undesirable  alien,  Harry  Renton  Bridges. 

Mr.  MICHENEli,  Mr,  Chairman,  will  the  gentlemao 
yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANI3T.    X  yield, 

Mr,  MXCHENER.  What  would  happen  if  BrIdgM  wert 
arrcstffd  according  to  the  direction  of  Congress  and  Australia 
refused  to  nrrrpt  him? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  That  becomes  a  problem  for  the  Do- 
partment  of  Justlee. 

Mr.  MXCHENER.  Xf  the  gentleman  will  yield  further.  I 
think  X  can  give  him  some  Information. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  As  X  understand  the  situation,  if  an  alien 
is  ordered  deported  and  arrested  and  the  country  of  his  origin 
or  where  he  belongs  refuses  to  accept  him.  he  Is  then  In  cus- 
tody In  the  United  States.  We  have  had  a  number  of  similar 
cases,  as  I  understand.  Russia  will  not  receive  a  Communist 
who  Is  ordered  deported.  Therefore  he  Is  In  the  custody  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  practice,  as  I  understand  It.  has 
been  to  release  him  on  his  own  recognizance.  The  Hobbs  bill 
was  Introduced  here  and  passed  the  House  In  an  effort  to 
remedy  that  situation,  but  it  has  not  been  remedied. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  In  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan, according  to  information  furnished  by  the  Department 
of  Labor,  the  United  States  has  encountered  no  diflQculty  with 
the  British  Government  or  her  possessions  about  the  return 
of  aliens. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    I  think  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  We  should  not  encounter  any  difficulty 
In  the  return  of  Mr.  Bridges  since  the  Department  of  Justice 
will  be  compelled  to  comply  with  such  a  mandate  of  Congress. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 
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Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  my  distinguished  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  SchatehI. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  British  Government,  of 
which  Harry  Renton  Bridges  is  a  subject,  can  use  him  to  good 
advantage  in  the  fighting  lines  and  we  will  at  the  same  time  be 
removing  him  from  the  guerrilla  bushwhacking  lines  where  he 
Is  trying  to  destroy  our  country's  national  defense  through 
disruption  of  the  merchant  marine  of  our  country. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  GwynkiJ. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Does  not  the  latter  part  of  this  amend- 
ment bring  this  bill  Ln  line  with  the  decisions  and  statements 
of  our  own  Supreme  Court? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
(Mr.  Makcaktokio  1 . 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Has  the  gentleman  given  any  con- 
sideration to  the  fact  that  if  his  amendment  is  carried  out  to 
its  utmost  that  he  even  deprives  Mr.  Bridges  of  an  opportunity 
to  sue  in  the  courts  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  An  alien  who  Is  here  for  the  purpose  of 
destrosrlng  our  form  of  government  is  not  entitled  to  the 
protection  of  our  courts  and  has  the  gall  to  expect  such  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Has  no  right  to  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Not  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  court  has  already 
said  that  the  Congress  may  deport  a  person  and  that  he  has 
no  right  to  a  trial  in  the  courts? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.     That  is  the  decision  of  the  court? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Yes. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Will  the  gentleman  srield  for  a  question 
as  to  the  last  part  of  that  amendment  which,  as  I  understand 
It,  states  ttet  the  Congress  deems  his  presence  to  be  hurtful? 
I  am  wondering  about  the  advisability  of  that  language,  and 
will  the  gentleman  explain  that? 

Mr.  MASON.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Mason). 

Mr.  MASON.  That  phrase  was  included  In  the  bill  to  bring 
It  in  line  with  the  Supreme  Court  decision  which  lises  that 
specific  language. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Does  not  that  put  the  Congress  In  the 
position  of  sitting  in  Judicial  review  and  forming  conclusions? 

Mr.  MASON.     No. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Wash- 
ington that  that  decision  was  written  by  Mr.  Justice  Holmes 
In  1913.  and  a  similar  one  by  Mr.  Justice  Brandeis  in  1922. 

Mr.  BOLLES.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wls- 
oonsin  [Mr.  BollesI. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  This  action  is  supported  by  the  Supreme 
Court  in  two  decisions,  one  of  Mahler  v.  Eby.  (264  U.  S.  32 
(1924),  and  BugajeiriU  v.  Adams  (228  U.  S.  585  (1913)), 
where  it  was  held  that  the  right  to  expel  aliens  is  a  sov- 
ereign power,  and  the  fact  of  prior  conviction,  even  under 
laws  since  repealed — the  espionage  and  selective  draft  acts — 
may  be  made  the  basis  for  clsissification  as  an  undesirable 
subject  to  deportation. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  In  offering  this  amendment,  I  want 
to  take  the  privilege  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  this  action  is  nonpartisan,  since  Democrats 
and  Republicans  support  this  urgent  legislation. 

My  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana,  the  Honor- 
able A.  Leonard  Allen,  is  a  comember  of  the  Hotise  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization  and  is  the  author 
of  this  bill.  He  is  to  be  warmly  commended  by  Democrats 
and  Reput>llcans  alike  for  his  stanch  Americanism. 
>  The  intent  of  the  Allen  l>ill  is  without  doubt  one  of  the 
'greatest  contributions  that  an  American  can  make  in  these 


trying  days  to  the  welfare  of  our  coimtry.  This  bill  brings 
to  the  attention  of  the  House  that  a  democracy  can  function 
Irrespective  of  any  dilatory  tactics  on  the  part  of  high  <^- 
cials  of  the  Government. 

The  people  of  Louisiana  may  point  with  pardonable  pride 
to  the  courage,  loyalty,  love,  and  devotion  to  America  that 
their  Representative,  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana,  A. 
LfONARo  Allen,  has  so  ably  demonstrated  in  Introducing  this 
timely  and  patriotic  measure.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  saddened  and  disap- 
pointed to  think  that  with  but  an  hour's  debate  we  should 
contemplate  passing  such  a  far-reaching  bill  as  this,  par- 
ticularly at  a  time  like  this.  It  has  been  said  on  this  floor 
that  more  is  at  stake  in  this  resolution  than  the  deportation 
of  Harry  Bridges.  With  that  I  agree.  I  think  there  is  a 
great  deal  at  stake.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  preface 
my  remarks  by  saying  I  am  opposed  to  Communists  and  com- 
munism and  to  Nazis  and  nazi-ism.  I  do  not  question  the 
desirability  of  deporting  Harry  Bridges.  Prom  all  that  I 
have  heard,  from  all  that  I  have  read,  I  believe  that  he  is  an 
undesirable  alien;  but  If  our  laws  €U"e  not  adequate  to  pro- 
tect us  from  undesirable  aliens  then  It  Is  certainly  the  duty 
of  this  Congress  to  stay  in  session  and  enact  such  legislation 
as  will  give  us  the  protection  that  we  are  entitled  to,  and 
we  should  not  be  asked  to  pass  on  bills  of  this  kind  with  an 
hour's  det)ate.  I  am  not  a  lawyer.  I  cannot  discuss  the 
constitutional  question  involved,  and  I  am  Inclined  to  be 
glad  sometime  that  that  ambition  was  never  realized.  It 
has  t)een  said  that  It  is  not  punishment  to  deport  an  alien. 
Perhaps,  legally,  it  Is  not;  but  If  I  happened  to  be  an  alien 
and  I  had  a  wife  and  two  children  here,  and  I  was  ordered 
deported,  I  would  think  that  I  was  being  punished  by  some- 
body. 

The  substitute,  or  amendment,  that  we  are  asked  to  pass 
now  even  deprives  this  alien  of  whatever  rights  he  may  have 
had  under  our  laws,  such  as  the  right  to  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus.  It  deprives  him  of  any  rights  that  he  may  have 
under  the  Constitution. 

If  this  bill  Is  passed,  I  fear  that  we  will  have  an  epidemic 
of  bills  to  deport  this  man  or  that  man,  this  woman  or  that 
woman,  and  I  fear,  perhaps  in  a  spirit  of  hysteria  that  may 
manifest  itself  if  world  conditions  stay  as  they  are.  that  some 
Member  may  even  rise  in  the  Well  of  this  House  and  propose 
to  deport  his  alien  mother-in-law,  or  even  suggest  the  de- 
portation of  aliens  who  happen  to  have  red  hair,  if  that  color 
happens  to  become  unpopular  during  the  present  war.  The 
only  evidence  we  have  before  us  is  in  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee reporting  out  this  bill  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  sjwn- 
sors  Harry  Bridges  is  a  menace  to  the  institutions  of  this 
country,  and  that  he  has  had  close  association  with  known 
Communists.  That  is  all  the  evidence  we  have.  If  a  man  can 
be  deported  without  a  hearing,  without  a  trial,  without  the 
right  of  appeal  because  he  has  associated  with  Communists, 
and  because  the  framer  of  a  bill,  regardless  of  whom  he  may 
be,  thinks  that  he  is  a  menace,  then  the  Bill  of  Rights,  the 
Constitution  and  all  civil  liberties  have  gone  out  of  the  win- 
dow. I  hope  in  the  few  minutes  that  now  remain  before  we 
vote  on  this  bill  that  we  will  consider  its  far-reaching  effect 
and  govern  ourselves  accm-dingly. 

Mr.  BIARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.     Yes. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  The  bill  is  distinctly  unconstitu- 
tional, and  now  by  suspending  the  operation  of  the  writ  of 
habeas  corpus,  it  is  making  the  bill  doubly  imconstitutional. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  leave  that  for  the  attorneys  in  the  House 
to  decide. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word.  If  we  pass  this  bill  this  afternoon — and  I  have  no 
word  in  defense  of  this  man,  I  would  not  know  him  if  I  saw 
him — the  precedent  that  we  will  establish  will  plague  every 
Congress  as  long  as  there  is  a  Congress  held  under  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States.  This  is  a  time  when  we  must 
keep  our  feet  on  the  ground.    This  bill  as  originally  drawn 
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might  give  a  man  a  chance  for  a  trial,  because  it  says  that  he 
would  be  deported  In  the  manner  provided  by  sections  155  and 
156  of  the  United  States  Code.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  bill 
would  really  be  ineffective  as  of  itself  to  deport  him. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  In  a  moment.  The  bill  provided  as  orig- 
inally drawn  for  deporting  him  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  those  sections.  Those  provisions  give  the  man  a  right 
to  be  tried,  and  find  out  whether  or  not  he  is  guilty  of  the 
things  that  would  cause  him  to  be  deported.  Everything  was 
a  question  of  fact  there.  Section  156  provided  for  the  con- 
tingency which  is  met  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr. 
MicHENERl  when  he  asked.  Supposing  Australia  refuses  to 
accept  him?  Section  156  would  meet  that,  but  that  has  been 
eliminated.  If  Australia  does  not  accept  him,  you  can  keep 
him  here  in  Jail  until  he  rots,  by  the  amendment  now  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.    He  needs  to  rot. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  That  is  not  the  question.  We  are  deal- 
ing more  with  law  than  a  man.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me 
to  tell  you  that  this  Is  a  government  not  of  men,  but  a  gov- 
ernment of  law.  unless  we  have  lost  our  heads  and  senses. 
Such  legislation  leads  to  a  breaking  down  of  the  fundamental 
principles  that  the  founders  of  our  Constitution  gave  us.  I 
fully  realize  that  the  word  "alien"  today  seems  of  Itself  to 
bring  to  the  surface  emotions  that  tend  to  override  our 
deliberate  Judgment.  This  should  not  be  the  case  unless  we 
are  descendants  of  Indians  as  we  are  all  descendants  of,  at  one 
Ume  aliens  I  do  not  believe  we  should  be  squeamish  about 
the  word  'alien."  Aliens  have  the  same  Constitutional  rights 
and  the  same  rights  to  due  process  of  law  as  have  citizens. 
It  might  be  of  interest  to  read  United  States  Code  of  1934. 

title  18.  article  52.  _         . 

We  stlU  have  a  government  by  law.  I  have  gone  through 
some  of  this  in  1917.  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman,  among  other  things 
I  have  seen  mobs  take  a  man  out  on  the  street  and  make  him 
kiss  the  flag  or  else  be  hanged.  For  what?  Because  he  used 
more  bread  than  the  local  committee  thought  he  ought  to 
have  used.    Those  are  the  things  that  will  live  to  plague  us 

^We^  have'^got  something  at  stake  here  today  much  bigger 
than  Harry  Bridges.  Of  course.  I  will  agree  with  my  friend; 
I  think  he  ought  to  rot.  The  gentleman  is  right.  But  that  is 
not  the  case.  Do  you  want  your  Constitution  to  become  punc 
tured  with  holes  like  this,  by  reason  of  which  it  will  gradually 
be  broken  down?  My  friends,  this  Is  a  serious  Problem  I 
would  not  know  Bridges  if  I  met  him  in  the  road,  branded, 
but  I  do  know  something  about  our  Constitution.  Ido  know 
that  our  Constitution  and  laws  rise  above  men.  This  man 
wm  be  gone  in  years  to  come;  perhaps  shortly.  People  will 
forget  him  But  the  precedent  we  are  establishing  this  after- 
noon wiU  rise  up  to  plague  us  in  the  future.  It  wiU  plague 
the  Congress  in  the  futtire. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.     I  yield.  ^    *  .   , 

Mr  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  My  question  Is  this:  Certainly 
the  gentleman  does  not  take  the  position  that  Harry  Bridges 
will  be  accorded  any  kind  of  a  trial  If  the  original  bill  is 
passed?  That  is  the  very  thing  the  biU  is  to  be  passed  for— 
to  deny  the  right  of  trial. 

Mr  O'CONNOR.  Yes;  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from 
Utah  that  that  Is  the  purpose  of  the  bill:  but,  in  my  opinion, 
the  one  who  drafted  the  bill  sUpped  a  cog.  for  if  you  read  the 
language  of  the  biU  you  will  find  it  says  that  Bridges  will  l^ 
deported  in  the  manner  provided  by  sections  155  and  156. 
Now  section  155  goes  into  detail  and  sets  forth  the  various 
acts  for  which  an  alien  may  be  deported.  Now.  if  we  pass 
this  bill,  before  such  deportation  could  take  effect  he  would 
have  to  be  arrested  and  charged  with  a  violation  of  section 
155,  and,  when  so  charged,  necessary  proof  would  be  required. 
Consequently  it  would  mean  a  sort  of  a  trial  or,  in  other 
words,  some  evidence  would  be  required  to  support  the  arrest. 
SecUon  156  deals  with  the  port  to  which  the  aUen  may  be 


deported,  and  costs  of  transportation,  and  so  forth.  I  fully 
realize  that  no  such  procedure  was  contemplated  by  the 
author  of  this  blU,  but,  as  I  said  before,  I  think  the  bill  is 
subject  to  such  interpretation;  and,  as  I  said,  I  do  not  think 
the  bill  would  accomplish  his  deportation  without  trial. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments  thereto  close  at  5 
o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  • 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  during  the  past  2  hours  of  heated  discus- 
sion on  the  pending  bill  to  deport  the  radical  Communist  agi- 
tator, Harry  Bridges,  the  burden  of  the  argimaent  of  those 
Members  who  are  so  violently  opposing  this  legislation  is, 
first,  that  the  bill  is  unconstitutional,  and,  second,  that  they 
fear  the  far-reaching  effect  of  this  legislation  on  the  future 
of  this  country.  I  shall,  therefore,  confine  my  remarks  pri- 
marily to  an  effort  to  answer  these  two  arguments. 

Answering  the  first  argtunent,  which  has  been  stressed,  as 
I  recall,  by  every  opposition  speaker,  let  me  say  I  yield  to  no 
man  In  my  love  and  devotion  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  I  believe  sincerely  that  our  forefathers  were 
Inspired  by  divine  guidance  when  they  wrote  that  great, 
sacred  document.  It  is  unquestionably  the  greatest  and  most 
profound  document  of  Its  kind  ever  penned  by  mortal  man. 
[Applause.  1 

During  my  several  years'  service  in  the  Congress  I  have 
to  the  best  of  my  ability  endeavored  to  support  the  spirit 
as  well  SIS  the  letter  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  SUtes. 
But  I  must  confess  that  I  am  somewhat  surprised  to  find  gen- 
tlemen here  who  have  never  raised  a  constitutional  question 
against  any  other  blU  during  their  sojourn  in  this  Congress 
until  this  day.  It  Is  amusing  to  hear  men  stand  in  the  Well 
of  this  House  and  plead  for  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  who,  during  the  past  several  years,  never  thought  of 
raising  the  question  against  dozens  of  other  important  meas- 
ures when  the  question  of  constitutionality  had  been  seri- 
ously raised.  It  would  seem  that  it  depends  altogether  upon 
whose  ox  is  being  gored  as  to  whether  some  Members  of 
this  body  are  really  concerned  as  to  the  constitutionality  of 
legislation  under  consideration. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Marcantonio],  with  a 
husky  voice  and  almost  with  tears  in  his  eyes,  pleads  for 
his  fellow  traveler,  Harry  Bridges,  In  the  name  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States.  He  has  suddenly  become  very 
much  exercised  lest  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  might 
pass  an  unconstitutional  act.  It  Is  significant  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  has  the  distinction  of  being  the  only 
Member  of  this  House  who  has  consistently  opposed  all  of  the 
President's  national -defense  program. 

The  fact  is  that  this  House  has  been  very  charitable  in 
permitting  him  to  read  into  the  Record  a  long,  belabored 
address  supposedly  prepared  by  this  ex -Communist  leader, 
whose  only  excuse  for  not  taking  out  naturalization  papers  In 
the  19  years  that  he  has  been  an  unwelcome  guest  from 
his  native  Australia  Is  that  he  feels  that  the  courts  are  all  bad 
and  prejudiced  against  him  and  would  not  give  him  a  square 
deal.  Frankly,  my  own  feeling  is.  from  a  study  of  his  record, 
that  if  he  had  received  a  square  deal  that  Bridges  would  have 
been  deported  by  this  Government  years  ago.  [Applause.] 
That  tills  l>ody  is  willing  to  hear  that  long  statement  of  de- 
fense of  Bridges  which  begs  the  question  and  attempts  to 
inject  prejudices  and  side  issues  into  the  discussion  is  a  com- 
pliment to  our  democratic  form  of  government.  I  have  re- 
peatedly said  that  in  my  Judgment  we  have  been  entirely  too 
tolerant  with  the  alien  enemies  within  our  midst.  That  is 
especially  true  of  this  particular  undesirable  alien. 

Another  distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
DiCKSTEiNl  talked  with  a  tearful  voice  about  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.  He,  too,  has  suddenly  become  deeply 
concerned  about  the  Constitution.  He  read  into  the  record  a 
case  decided  by  the  court  in  an  effort  to  prove  his  contention 
that  this  Congress  has  no  legal  right  under  the  Constitution 
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to  deport  an  undesirable  aMen.  You  will  recall  I  asked  the 
gent'S^an  how  he  reached  the  conclusion  that  Congre^  Is 
forbidden  under  the  ConsUtutlon  to  deport  an  aUf"  ^hile  at 
Se  same  time  he  himself  has  introduced  n^^^^f^^^^.  "^^^^^^ 
other  Member  of  Congress  to  import  aliens  into  the  United 
States  and  to  keep  them  here  after  they  have  been  imported. 

/"VhayTnitlced  that  a  number  of  our  learned  legal  lights  of 
this  body,  most  of  whom  freely  admit  that  they  are  Preat  con- 
stitutional lawyers,  when  a  bill  is  presented  here  in  w Wch  the 
DubUc  is  particularly  interested  that  does  not  suit  them  and 
they  can  find  no  other  excuse  for  opposing  It.  some  of  them 
wl^l  nish  to  the  well  of  this  House,  get  their  voices  down 
in  their  boots,  and  declare  over  and  over  that  they  are  not 
against  the  purposes  of  the  bill  but  their  great  legal  training 
prevents  them  from  giving  their  full  support  to  a  meast^e 
because  they  are  so  fearful  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  might  declare  such  legislation  unconstitutional. 
I  have  sometimes  said  that  I  can  take  a  stick  as  long  aa 
my  two  fingers  and  write  that  one  word,  "unconstitutional, 
on  the  end  of  it  and  scare  some  of  the  so-called  big  lawyers 
on  both  sides  of  this  aisle  almost  out  of  this  Capitol. 

Let  me  say  in  passing  that  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  a  great 
constitutional  lawyer,  as  so  many  here  today  profess  to  be 
I  have  seriously  studied  that  Constitution  since  I  was  a  small 
child     I  was  taught  to  memorize  not  only  the  preamble  but 
many  of  its  provisions  before  I  was  old  enough  to  go  to  school. 
I  have  studied  constitutional  law  all  of  my  life.    I  have  read 
the  constitution  of  many  of  the  SUtes  of  the  Union  and  of 
many  of  the  countries  of  the  Old  World.    I  have  studied  con- 
stituUonal  law.  not  only  in  our  schools  in  America  but  in  one 
of  the  best  law  schools  in  the  Old  World,  and  the  more  I 
study  our  own  great  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  the 
more  I  am  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  carrying  out  not 
jnly  the  letter  but  the  spirit  of  our  Constitution.    [Applause.! 
It  occurs  to  me  that  if  the  framers  of  that  great  document 
could  be  listening  in  on  this  debate  that  they  would  be  amazed 
and  somewhat  chagrined  that  Members  of  the  Congress  of 
;  the  United  States  would  actually  have  the  gall  to  defend  an 
alien  enemy  who  has  caused  more  disturbance  in  our  laboring 
groups  and  done  more  to  tear  down  the  spirit  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  than  any  other  man  In  America 
during  the  past  generation.     I  sincerely  believe  that  the  spirit 
*;  of  our  beloved  and  heroic  forefathers,  if  here  today,  would 
*  impel  us  to  send  not  only  aUen  agitators  but  all  of  his  kind 
back  to  the  country  from  which  they  came.    I  Applause.] 

But  I  must  not  spend  all  of  my  time  talking  about  the 
Constitution.  The  other  point  that  so  many  have  stressed 
as  to  the  far-reaching  effect  of  this  legislation  must  not  be 
overlooked.  Yes:  I  agree  that  this  bill,  when  passed  and 
signed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  will  have  a 
far-reaching  effect.  There  is  no  question  about  that.  It 
will  have  the  effect  of  saying  to  thousands  of  other  alien 
agitators  and  racketeers  to  cease  their  activities  or  be  pre- 
pared to  be  deported  to  their  home  lands.  It  will  have  the 
far-reaching  effect  of  giving  notice  to  the  dictators  and 
other  enemies  of  democracy  everywhere  that  there  is  no 
room  for  those  who  advocate  the  overthrow  of  our  Govern- 
ment or  preach  any  other  Ism  than  old-fashioned  Ameri- 
canism.    (Applause.! 

It  will  have  the  far-reaching  effect  of  giving  notice  to  that 
entirely  too  large  army  in  the  United  States,  which  we  now 
call  the  "fifth  column."  that  the  Trojan  horses  in  America 
on  which  they  ride,  will  not  in  the  future,  have  such  green 
pastures  on  which  to  graze.     [Applause.! 
Now  just  a  word  about  the  committee  amendment. 
Mr.  CURTIS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.     I  will  be  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  CURTIS,    As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  committee  amend- 
ment merely  clarifies  what  the  original  bill  intended  to  do. 
It  does  not  deny  the  right  of  habeas  corpus  to  determine  the 
question  of  the  right  of  Congress  to  pass  this  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Undoubtedly  the  gentleman 

is  correct.    Let  me  say  here  that  no  Member  of  this  House,  so 

^    far  as  I  know,  would  deny  anyone  their  civil  rights.    And  all 

this  talk  about  denying  a  citizen  or  even  an  alien  the  right  of 


habeas  corpus  is  absurd  >and  beside  the  Issue.  Of  course  the 
Congress  has  the  right  to  pass  a  blU  to  deport  an  alien  within 
our  gates  They  are  here  by  the  grace  of  our  great  benevolent 
Ctovernment,  To  those  aliens  who  appreciate  the  protection 
of  American  institutions  I  have  nothing  but  a  most  kindly 
feeling  but  to  that  horde  of  undesirable  aliens,  who  accept 
the  protection  of  our  Government  and  yet  owe  their  allegiance 
to  a  foreign  country  are  In  a  poor  position  to  whine  about 
their  Inalienable  rights.    [Applause.! 

My  own  feeling  Is  that  Harry  Bridges  should  coimt  him- 
self lucky  to  be  only  deported.  In  months  to  come  enemy 
aliens  wlU  undoubtedly  be  dealt  with  more  harshly  than  just 
being  deported.  But  bear  In  mind  that  Is  the  only  thing  this 
committee  Is  now  asking— just  deport  an  un-American  radical 
agitator;  to  send  him  back  to  the  country  that  he  really 
loves;  send  him  back  to  the  country  that  he  undoubtedly 
owes  his  first  and  only  allegiance.  We  do  not  need  him  and 
his  kind  here.  Oh,  yes;  his  deportation  will  have  a  far- 
reaching  effect,  all  right.     [Applause.] 

The  record  Is  that  Harry  Bridges  came  here  In  1921.  It 
took  him  7  years  to  decide  that  he  wanted  to  take  out  hla 
second  papers,  and  then  when  the  storm  blew  over  he  decided 
he  did  not  want  to  become  a  citizen.  Pour  times  he  has 
taken  out  his  first  papers  and  four  times  he  decided  he  did 
not  thirik  enough  of  this  country  to  become  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States.  He  has  been  warned  over  and  over.  Again. 
I  say  he  Is  fortunate,  considering  his  shameful  record,  to  be 
only  deported  back  to  his  homeland.     [Applause.! 

A  few  years  ago  I  visited  most  of  the  so-called  I/)wland 
Countries  of  Europe.  For  years  all  of  them  have  tolerated 
"fifth  column"  agitators.  Leaders  in  those  countries  actually 
thought  such  a  policy  was  the  liberal  thing  to  do.  It  was 
the  enemy  within  their  gates  that  attributed  most  to  their 
defeat.  Surely  we  have  learned  a  valuable  lesson  from  what 
we  have  seen  and  heard  in  those  little  countries  of  Europe. 

Let  the  word  be  flashed  around  the  world  that  the  Amer- 
ican Congress  has  finally  decided  that  our  Nation  will  no 
longer  tolerate  alien  enemies,  parasites,  or  "fifth  column" 
agitators,  spies,  saboteurs,  and  other  enemies  within  our  bor- 
ders. They  hate  our  American  ConstltuUon.  yet  when  trouble 
befalls  them  would  use  it  to  protect  their  dastardly  deeds. 
Prom  henceforth  let  our  motto  be  lifted  high  like  a  beacon 
light,  so  that  aU  who  run  may  read,  "America  for  Americans." 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.   MICHENER.    Mr.   Chairman,   a    parliamentary   in- 
quiry. . 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  gentleman  will  state  It. 
Mr.  MICHENER.    Is  the  amendment  now  pending  In  the 
form  of  a  substitute? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  amendment  now  pending  strikes 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  inserts  other  language. 
Mr.  MICHENER.    Jf  that  Is  the  case,  if  this  amendment 
when  voted  u.nnn  is  carried  there  will  be  no  opportimity  for 
further  amendment. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    Not  if  the  amendment  is  adopted. 
Mr.  MICHENER.    So  that  all  debate  must  be  had  on  this 
amendment.    The  motion  to  close  debate  was  on  this  amend- 
ment and  all  amendments  thereto.    The  result,  as  I  under- 
stand it.  is  to  close  debate  on  the  whole  resolution  unless  the 
amendment  should  perchance  be  voted  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Chair  that  if 
the  substitute  is  agreed  to  under  the  rule  the  committee 
would  rise  and  report  the  bill  to  the  House. 

The  Chair  has  a  list  of  eight  Members  who  have  asked  for 
time  on  this  amendment.  Sixteen  minutes  remain.  Without 
objection,  the  Chair  will  recognize  these  gentlemen  in  the 
order  in  which  their  names  appear  on  this  list,  for  2  minutes 
each. 

Mr.    O'CONNOR.    Mr.    Chairman,   a    parliamentary    in- 
quiry. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Is  an  amendment  to  the  substitute  in 
order?    I  have  a  substitute  for  the  pending  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  A  substitute  for  the  pending  amend- 
ment would  be  in  order. 
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I  offer  a  substitute  for  the  pending 


llr.  O'CONNOR 

amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  O'Conno.  as  a  substitute  for  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr,  Van  Zandt:  Strike  out  Unes  3  4.  and  8. 
^d  iMert  -That  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  be. 
and  he  IB  hereby,  directed  to  Immediately  Institute  proper  pro- 
c^lnra  in  the  proper  court  to  deport  Harry  Bridges,  an  alien,  in 
^JSSiof  wlth\K;ctIons  155  and  156.  tlUe  vm.  U.  8.  Code." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Montana  is  recog- 
nized for  1  minute.  ^  ^  .^.  ^ 
Mr  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  In  support  of  this  amend- 
ment permit  me  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  only  re- 
cently the  President  of  the  United  States  transferred  from 
the  Department  of  Labor  to  the  Department  of  Justice  all 
matters  dealing  with  immigration.  This  plan  was  approved 
by  the  Congress.  Why?  Because  the  Congress  had  con- 
fidence in  the  Department  of  Justice. 

If  this  amendment  Is  adopted,  the  Attorney  General  is 
directed— he  would  have  no  discretion— he  is  directed  to 
institute  proper  proceedings  for  the  deportation  of  this  man 
in  accordance  with  the  laws  of  this  country. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  am  heartily  In  sympathy 
with  the  gentleman's  amendment  and  shall  support  it.  I  wish 
Bridges  and  many  others  like  him  were  out  of  the  country. 
We  have  laws  and  we  have  courts.  If  our  laws  are  inade- 
quate let  us  make  them  adequate  and  then  depend  upon  our 
courts  to  see  that  due  process  of  law  Is  carried  on.  Let  us  not 
do  the  rtght  thing  In  the  wrong  way  by  passing  an  uncon- 
stitutional bill.    It  should  be  amended. 

Mr  O'CONNOR.  I  thank  the  gentleman.  He  Is  always 
right  I  hope  the  other  Members  of  the  House  will  also 
vote  for  the  amendment.     Such  proceedings  would  be  in 

accord  with  our  laws.  ^  ,.*      .      ,,,„ 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  from  California   tMr. 

Leland  M.  Pord]  is  recognized  for  1  minute.  ^         ^       ^ 

Mr  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  heard 
many  men  raise  their  voices  here  today  In  defense  of  Harry 
Bridges  But  do  you  realize  there  are  hundreds  of  thousands, 
yes  millions  of  people  In  this  country  whose  rights  have  been 
violated?    I  have  not  heard  these  men  raise  their  voices  in 

their  protection.  ^    ^.  w  «^ 

I  want  to  say  to  you  that  Harry  Bridges  by  his  own  hand- 
writing by  documentary  evidence,  has  perjured  himself,  ac- 
cording to  the  record  I  have  read  here  today.  He  is  guilty 
of  perjury,  he  Is  guilty  of  moral  turpitude,  he  Is  guilty  of  dis- 
turbing the  peace,  he  is  a  lawbreaker,  he  is  a  'fifth  col- 
umnist." .. 

It  is  difficult  to  conceive  that  a  man  can  go  out  on  the 
Pacific  coast  and  blockade  that  whole  coast,  all  the  ports 
on  the  Pacific  coast,  and  that  man  still  be  allowed  to  remain 
in  the  country.  I  cannot  understand  this  thing.  I  do  not 
understand  the  attitude  of  you  people  who  defend  him. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr  LELAND  M.  PORD.    No;  I  have  only  a  short  time. 

If  this  is  a  special  bill  I  say  to  you  that  by  his  actions  Harry 
Bridges  has  created  a  special  lot  of  trouble  for  this  country 
and  should  be  taken  out  on  that  account.     [Applause.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  MASON.    Mr.  Chairman 

The  CHAIRMAN.  For  what  purpose  does  the  gentleman 
from  nilnols.  a  member  of  the  committee,  rise? 

Mr.  MASON.    To  submit  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  It. 

Mr.  MASON.  Is  the  substitute  motion  before  us  now.  or 
the  committee  amendment? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  substitute  for  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  MASON.  And  all  time  for  debate  on  the  committee 
amendment  and  the  substitute  will  expire  at  5  o'clock? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 


If  the  Committee  will  indulge  the  Chair,  the  Chair  will 
state  that  the  Chair  has  a  Ust  of  eight  Members  who  were  on 
their  feet  at  the  time  the  genUeman  from  Montana  offered 
his  substitute  amendment.  Without  objection  the  Chair  will 
recognize  these  gentlemen  in  the  order  in  which  they  appear 

on  this  list.  ^  ,     . 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Anderson!  is  recognized. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Andcbson  of  Missouri  to  the  amend- 
ment: After  the  word  "deport".  In  line  4.  strike  out  the  remainder 
of  the  bill  and  insert  the  following:  "any  undesirable  alien  who 
advocates  the  overthrow  of  the  Ctovernment  of  the  United  8tat«s. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  amend- 
ment speaks  for  Itself,  and  I  ask  for  a  vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  Is  on  the  amendment  of-    , 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  IMr.  AndersokI. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Andbrson  of  Missouri)  there  were— ayes  66.  noes  87. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  demand 

tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair  appointed  Mr.  Ander- 
son of  Missouri  and  Mr.  Lesinski  to  acts  as  tellers. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the  tellers  reported  that 
there  were — ayes  76.  noes  119. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Geyer]  for  one-half  minute. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  agree 
with  my  good  friend,  the  gentleman  from  California  IMr. 
Ij:land  M.  PoRDl  very  often,  and  again  I  do  not  agree  with 
him.  I  want  to  read  a  telegram  which  shows  that  not  all  the 
people  on  the  Pacific  coast  feel  just  exactly  as  my  friend,  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Leland  M.  Ford]. 

This  telegram  reads  as  follows: 

San  Francisco.  Caut..  June  5.  1940. 

Hon.  Lee  Geter. 

House  Office  BuUding,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Understand  House  Immigration  Committee  has  Just  sought  to 
force  H  R  9766  to  floor  of  House.  Also  understand  Congressman 
Kramer  stated  "7.000.000  people  In  California  suffering  from  the 
activities  of  Bridges."  We  have  wired  Congressman  Kramer  that 
200  000  members  of  Labor's  Nonpartisan  League  of  California  seri- 
ously disagree  with  him.  Opposition  to  Bridges  comes  from  em- 
olover  group  only.  Millions  of  California  workers  have  benefited 
directly  and  Indirectly  from  organizational  work  of  Brldgra.  who 
has  acted  In  accordance  with  law  and  whose  record  Is  without  » 
blemish  His  deportation  Is  attack  on  wages,  working  conditions, 
and  civil  liberties  and  Is  without  legal  or  moral  Justification  Re- 
quest you  Inform  Congress  of  Incorrectness  Kramer's  statement  and 
do  all  possible  to  defeat  this  bill.  -   «.  «, 

state  Secretary,  Labors  Nonpartisan  League  of  California. 
Mr.  Chairman,  oh,  patriotism,  what  crimes  are  committed 

in  thy  name.  „  , 

I  cannot  say  that  I  know  Harry  Bridges  personally  as  I 
have  met  him  only  casually  on  two  occasions. 

I  do  know  this,  that  several  thousand  members  of  his  union 
Uvlng  In  my  district  have  Implicit  faith  in  him.  They  at- 
tribute to  him  the  fact  that  working  conditions  and  wages 
they  receive  are  much  better  than  before  he  took  the  leader- 
ship of  their  organization. 

To  this  fact  add  that  even  now  this  union  is  negotiating 
a  new  contract  and  you  will  have  the  real  reason  why  some 
deem  him  to  be  undesirable.  Boiled  down  to  the  last  analy- 
sis we  do  not  hesitate  to  state  that  this  Is  the  old  battle 
between  the  union  and  the  employers.  Is  this  Congress  going 
to  take  sides  In  this  controversy?  Are  we  going  to  fall  to  face 
the  issue  squarely?  Or  will  we.  under  the  cloak  of  Amer- 
icanism, violate  those  very  principles  of  democracy  that  we 

claim  to  espouse?  ,    .  .     ^^  ,j 

I  maintain  that  this  body  should  be  the  last  In  the  world 
to  succumb  to  hysteria  and  establish  such  a  precedent  as  this 
just  because  it  is  good  politics  in  an  election  year. 

I  did  not  think  things  would  come  to  such  a  pass  that  I 
should  ever  hear  a  member  of  the  Rules  Committee  so  flout 
the  principles  of  democracy  as  to  make  such  a  statement  as 
I  heard  in  that  committee  the  other  day  when  this  bill  was 
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being  considered.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Pbh] 
stated.  "The  Congress  needs  no  reason  for  deporting  a  man. 
It  is  enough  if  we  do  not  like  the  color  of  his  eyes." 

This  coming  from  a  high-ranking  minority  member  of 
that  powerful  committee.  If  this  Is  an  indication  of  the  sta- 
bilizing effect  of  keeping  the  Congress  in  session  during  these 
critical  days  then  I  say  the  sooner  we  go  home  the  better. 

Much  has  been  said  against  this  man  and  the  labor  organ- 
ization he  heads.  He  has  been  proved  by  a  judicial  procedure 
not  to  be  guilty  as  charged.  In  the  United  States  I  thought 
only  the  guilty  were  punished  and  then  after  due  process  of 
law.  We  are  importing  Hitler  methods.  Can  we  protect 
democracy  by  destroying  it? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chatr  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Washington  I  Mr.  Coitee]. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to 
commend  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  WadsworthI 
and  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  HobbsI,  neither  one 
of  whom  can  be  accused  of  being  sympathizers  with  sub- 
versive activities.  They  have  ascended  to  the  heights  of 
true  statesmanship  today,  rising  above  passion,  and  voting 
their  convictions  to  maintain  the  Constitution,  which  they 
awore  to  uphold  and  defend  against  enemies  from  within 
and  without.  They  are  great  statesmen  and  they  voted  their 
constitutional  convictions.     [Applause.] 

A  few  days  ago  I  was  one  of  those  who  blocked  unanimous 
consent  for  the  House  passage,  without  debate  or  study,  of 
the  Allen  bill  to  deport  Harry  Bridges.  My  reason  for  doing 
so  was  that  the  measure  was  highly  controversial  and  that  I 
wanted  ample  time  to  be  accorded  to  the  proponents  and 
opponents  to  disciiss  it.  Personally,  I  was  and  am  convinced 
that  the  proposed  bill  is  unconstitutional  and  that  the  Mem- 
bers should  know  the  course  they  were  pursuing  in  this  con- 
nection. For  that  reason  I  voted  today  in  favor  of  the  rule 
on  the  bill.  I  hoped  that  full  and  fair  discussion  would  be 
given  *o  the  merits  and  demerits  of  the  measure  and  that  it 
might  be  amended  so  as  to  make  it  apply  to  general  classes 
rather  than  to  individuals:  and,  failing  that,  that  we  might 
get  the  bill  recommitted  with  specific  instructions  to  im- 
prove It. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  again  approaching  the  hysteria 
days  of  1916-n>  when  rational  people  seem  to  be  inspired  by 
hatred  and  intolerance,  when  emotions  often  dethrone  rea- 
son, and  wheh  normally  sober  citizens  in  their  excitement 
favor  legislation  which  they  ordinarily  would  quickly  con- 
demn. I  am  not  on  this  floor  today  in  the  capacity  of  a 
champion  of  Harry  Bridges.  I  hold  no  brief  for  or  against 
him.  It  may  be  that  he  is  guilty  of  all  of  the  charges  of 
misconduct  and  subversive  activities  directed  against  him. 
For  the  sake  of  argument  It  might  even  be  assumed  that  he 
was  a  Communist,  though  Dean  James  M.  Landis,  dean  of 
the  Harvard  Law  School,  after  protracted  hearings  and  lis- 
tening to  full  evidence,  exonerated  him  of  that  charge.  The 
fate  of  Harry  Bridges  is  not  the  point.  He  is  but  an  incident. 
I  personally  condemn  individuals  and  organizations  who  plot 
to  overthrow  our  form  of  government  by  force  and  violence. 
Nevertheless,  Mr.  Chairman,  our  Constitution  guarantees  to 
every  resident  of  our  land  full  civil  rights  and  the  democratic 
process.  Some  of  the  leading  newspapers  in  America,  in  their 
editorial  columns,  have  condemned  this  measure  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  unprecedented:  that  it  would  establish  a 
dangerous  precedent :  that  it  violates  the  Constitution  in  that 
It  is  a  bill  of  attainder,  prohibited  by  section  9.  article  I.  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  By  permission  of  the 
House  I  am  including  a  few  pertinent  extracts  from  these 
editorials.  It  will  be  noted  that  these  editorials  are  taken 
from  some  of  the  most  conservative  RepubUcan  newspapers 
in  the  United  States. 

One  of  our  main  difficulties  is  to  divorce  cold  logic  from 
sentiment.  It  has  often  been  said  that  no  person  is  eligible 
for  a  judgeship  who  is  incapable  of  hearing  testimony  and 
making  decisions  without  emotional  bias.  A  man  is  said  to 
possess  a  judicial  temperament  when  he  can  view  a  situa- 
tion objectively,  dispassionately,  and  realistically.  One  of  the 
foibles  of  mankind,  however,  is  that  too  many  of  us  de- 
cide questions  from  our  subjective  reactions  rather  than 


from  our  objective  reactions.  In  the  trial  of  a  criminal  case 
opposing  counsel  and  the  judge  sedulously  endeavor  to  se- 
cure a  jury  which  will  decide  the  facts  of  the  case  im- 
partially. We  do  not  go  into  a  criminal  case  with  our 
minds  made  up  against  the  criminal  beforehand. 

Even  to  the  most  despicable  criminal,  palpably  guilty 
of  the  most  revolting  crime,  we  who  are  lawyers,  and  who 
under  oath  have  sworn  to  uphold  the  Constitution,  should 
and  would  insist  there  be  given  every  protection  guaranteed 
under  the  law — that  is  the  principle  for  which  our  remote 
Anglo-Saxon  ancestors  fought  through  the  centuries  and 
which  was  graven  in  the  Magna  Carta  at  Runnymede  in 
1215.  Are  we  going  to  proclaim  here  today  that  the  Con- 
stitution be  suspended  in  periods  of  excitement,  when  we  are 
worried  about  a  war  in  Europe,  though  this  country  Itself 
Is  not  engaged  in  war?  Are  we  going  to  take  an  action 
which  will  be  tantamount  to  a  blackout  of  civil  liberties  for 
those  with  whom  we  disagree?  Are  we  going  to  deny  the 
soundness  of  the  immortal  statement  ascribed  to  the  French 
novelist,  Voltaire,  when  he  said  substantially  in  these  words: 
"I  wholly  disagree  with  what  you  say,  but  I  will  fight  to 
the  death  to  uphold  your  right  to  say  it"?  Does  this  Con- 
gress repudiate  the  political  philosophy  of  Thomas  Jefferson, 
who  drafted,  sponsored,  and  guided  through  to  enactment 
our  Bill  of  Rights,  the  first  10  amendments  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States?  Are  we  going  to  be  intimi- 
dated here  today  into  failing  to  do  our  sworn  duty  and  into 
flouting  the  Constitution  because  of  fear  of  political  reper- 
cussions? 

I  deny  that  a  no  vote  on  the  pending  biU  proves,  or  even 
indicates,  a  sympathy  for  Harry  Bridges  personally,  or  ap- 
proval of  the  course  he  has  pursued  as  a  labor  leader  or  as  a 
resident  of  our  country.  I  emphatically  deny  such  a  conclu- 
sion. I  denounce  those  who  visit  uiwn  us  condemnation  for 
doing  our  constitutional  duty.  Every  criminal  should  be 
accorded  his  day  in  court.  Even  a  murderer  has  a  right  to  a 
trial  by  jury;  the  right  to  be  confronted  by  his  accusers:  the 
right  to  be  represented  throughout  his  trial  by  counsel:  the 
right  to  help  in  the  selection  of  the  jury:  and  other  kindred 
privileges.  These  we  have  denied  the  prisoner  at  the  bar 
here  today. 

O,  Mr:  Chairman,  this  Congress  is  about  to  embark  upon 
an  unprecedented  course.  We  are  going  to  pass  a  bill  which 
has  no  parallel  in  American  history.  This  bill  denies  due 
process  guaranteed  under  the  fifth  amendment.  The  com- 
mittee reporting  out  this  bill  refused  to  accord  Bridges  even  a 
hearing.  If  the  bill  is  valid,  why  has  no  similar  bill  ever 
passed  Congress? 

I  am  including  herein  a  brief  which  I  contend  overwhelm- 
ingly establishes  the  invalidity  of  this  measure.  The  Van 
Zandt  amendment  makes  the  measure  even  more  unconstitu- 
tional in  that  it  attempts  to  deny  the  right  of  securing  a  writ 
of  habeas  corpus  to  the  person  affected.  I  have  heard  some 
peculiar  law  discussed  on  this  floor  today.  It  has  been  said 
that  l)ecause  Congress  passes  private  bills  permitting  certain 
designated  aliens  to  remain  in  the  country,  or  granting  them 
rights  under  the  immigration  laws.  Congress  ergo  has  the  cor- 
responding right  in  a  private  bill  directed  against  one  named 
individual  to  deport  an  alien. 

With  all  the  vehemence  and  emphasis  at  my  command  I 
deny  the  logic  of  such  an  argument.  It  is  not  recognized  in 
the  courts.  It  is  elementary  law,  that  in  the  former  case  we 
are  granting  a  privilege,  while  in  the  latter  case  we  are  impos- 
ing a  penalty.  In  Anglo-Saxon  jurisprudence  these  categories 
have  been  clearly  distinguished  through  the  centuries. 

The  truth  of  the  matter  is  there  are  some  here  who  im- 
consciously  would  deny  civil  liberties  to  aliens,  or  who  sin- 
cerely believe  that  the  Constitution  was  not  intended  to  be  a 
bulwark  of  protection  to  those  with  whom  we  disagree  on 
economic  or  political  matters. 

Senators  Norris,  of  Nebraska,  La  Follette,  of  Wisconsin, 
and  the  late  Senator  Borah,  of  Idaho,  have  frequently  insisted 
that  the  most  distinguishing  characteristic  of  a  democracy 
is  Its  guarantee  of  civil  rights  to  all  within  the  borders  of  that 
democracy.  One  of  Senator  Borah's  last  speeches  was  a 
warning  that  under  the  impact  of  a  war  hjrsteria,  amid  the 
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jitters  generated  by  fears  and  hatreds  springing  from  the 
problems  of  a  war-torn  world,  there  would  be  a  crack-down 
upon  liberal  groups  and  individuals,  upon  labor  leaders  and 
organizations,  upon  religious  leaders  and  sects,  upon  racial 
groups  and  dissident  minorities  in  general. 

Germany  went  through  that  process.  We  want  no  Hitler- 
ism  here.  No  matter  in  what  beguiling  dress  tendencies  to- 
ward fascism  may  be  cloaked,  I  warn  this  House  we  must 
resist  them.    I  affirm  my  patriotism  and  loyalty  to  the  United 

States no  one  need  question  that.    I  repudiate  extremisms. 

It  is  because  I  love  my  country  and  its  institutions  that  I 
want  no  law  passed  here  which  aims  at  its  vitals.  My  col- 
league the  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Leavy],  a  jurist 
of  distinction  and  wide  and  varied  experience,  has  given  us 
his  considered  opinion  to  the  effect  that  this  bill  was  clearly 
imconstltutlonal.  When  such  a  high-minded  statesman  as 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth]  indicates 
by  his  vote  his  conclusions  that  this  bill  is  invalid,  it  should 
be  reassuring  to  many.  It  will  be  noted  that  among  those 
voting  "no"  on  this  measure  are  some  of  the  most  conserva- 
tive Members  of  this  House,  men  who  despite  their  hearty 
disagreement  with  the  philosophy  and  activities  of  Harry 
Bridges  nevertheless  cannot  stomach  this  method  of  attack 

upon  him. 

Of  course,  this  Congress  has  the  right  to  deport  aliens — not 
by  directing  a  bill  against  an  individual  without  providing 
that  that  individual  be  accorded  every  right  under  the  law, 
but  by  passing  a  bill  dealing  with  aliens  in  categories.  I  shall 
discuss  that  matter  more  fully  in  the  brief. 

In  my  home  city  of  Tacoma  there  is  published  the  Tacoma 
Labor  Advocate,  the  official  organ  of  the  central  labor  council 
of  that  city.  This  is  the  federation  of  unions  affiUated  with 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  There  has  been  friction 
between  Bridges  and  these  unions  for  some  time,  as  he  has 
been  an  officer  cf  a  rival  labor  organization.  Nevertheless, 
despite  the  bitter  anger  of  the  A.  F.  of  L.  unions  at  Bridges 
and  their  condemnation  of  him  personally  and  as  a  labor 
leader,  these  unions,  speaking  through  their  official  organ, 
the  Tacoma  Labor  Advocate,  denounced  the  Allen  bill  as  "an 
absurd  proposal."  The  editorial  clearly  sets  forth  the  strong 
feelings  of  these  A.  F.  of  L.  unionists  in  antipathy  to  every- 
thing about  Bridges,  but  they  warmly  declare  in  this  editorial 
that  the  Allen  bill  is  a  "disgraceful  move"  and  that  it  is  an 
"ungodly  measure." 

The  editorial  is  as  follows: 

I  Prom  the  Tacoma  Labor  Advocate  of  May  24,  19401 

AN  ABSURD  PROPOSAL 

Just  about  the  time  that  Harry  Bridges  Is  losing  prestige  among 
the  workers,  somecne,  somewhere,  devises  a  way  of  galvanizing  his 
reputation,  however  faded  as  a  labor  leader,  back  Into  life 

The  latest  effort  in  this  direction  is  to  pass  a  special  law  to 
deport  him.  No  excuse  Is  offered  for  such  summary  legislation.  It 
is  Just  a   mean«  of   getting   rid  ol  one   that   Is  presumed   to   be 

objectionable.  .     _.   ,       ...  .  »  ♦„  ♦»,» 

Now  no  labor  or  other  paper  has  Indulged  In  strictures  to  the 
extent  of  the  Tacoma  Labor  Advocate  against  Harry  Bridges  and 
from  first  to  Ipst  we  hPve  frankly  regarded  him  as  a  fakir  of  the 
first  degree  But  In  spite  of  that  we  may  say  that  we  are  dennltely 
opposed  to  any  such  legislation  as  that  now  pending  In  the  Con- 
gress to  get  rid  of  the  Australian.  .».,».  „„„ 
Bridges,  as  a  British  subject,  has  as  much  right  here  as  any 
American  under  treaties  wltli  Great  Britain.  As  long  as  he  Is  not 
shown  to  be  violating  the  law,  his  presence  here  Is  condoned  by 
tr«aty  which  precedes  any  law  that  Congress  may  enact.  And  be- 
cause that  IS  the  case,  we  suspect  that  back  of  this  legislation 
there  Is  a  sinister  effort  to  popularize  and  to  rehabilitate  Bridges 

in  the  public  mind  ^     ..  ,^      ♦!,„«.  k- 

He  can  pose  as  a  martyr  for  the  working-class  doctrines  that  he 
pretends  to  hold.  And  just  as  the  trial  or  hearing  by  Dean  Land  s 
proved  such  a  mint  to  the  cause,  so  this  new  f^atute  which  It  is 
proposed  to  enact  to  deport  him  Is  so  welf  calculated  to  restore 
Bridges  to  popular  good  will,  we  regard  It  with  a  good  deal  of  sus- 

^^TT^e  workers  cannot  at  the  present  stage  of  things  regard  Bridge 
as  anything  else  but  a  phoney  fourflusher.  And  his  scheme  stolen, 
according  to  Palsle.  from  the  bosses,  of  a  5-year  peace  should  have 
the  effect  of  weaning  the  last  vestige  of  favor  from  this  man  who 

We  don't  know  who  has  been  backing  Bridges.  We  don't  know 
what  form  of  support  has  been  forthcoming  to  supply  him  wl.h  a 
martyrs  garb  every  time  that  his  stock  gets  below  P*'  We  do 
know  that  that  Is  exactly  what  has  happened,  and  we  ««  very  sus- 
picious of  these  efforu  to  deport  Bridges,  whose  actions  in  our 


estimation  show  that  he  is  not  the  friend  of  the  longshoremen  but 
the  friend  of  the  groups  definitely  opposing  the  longshoremen. 

Whether  this  group  is  the  Railroad  Trust,  as  some  suspect,  or  not, 
we  cannot  pretend  to  know;  nor  can  we  say  that  they  have  any 
hidden  or  open  alliance  with  Bridges. 

We  do  know  that  as  a  result  of  Bridges'  operation  and  adminis- 
tration of  the  Pacific  coast  water-front  union  business,  general 
business  has  sunk  and  sunk  until  it  reached  so  low  a  minimum 
that  Its  revival  is  impossible  to  flgtire.  We  note  that  the  perishable 
trade,  the  cltrxis  trade,  the  lumber  trade,  the  many  and  various 
kinds  of  freight  that  once  were  brought  and  shipped  hither  and  yon 
by  the  shipping  on  the  Pacific  coast,  now  goes  that  way  no  more. 
Instead  the  freight  finds  Its  way  by  truck  or  by  railroad  car.  while, 
bit  by  bit.  the  coastal  shipping  trade  languishes. 

That  trade  languishes  because  they  couldn't  depend  upon  the 
operation  of  the  docks  and  the  movement  of  freight,  what  with 
strikes  of  one  kind  or  another  sponsored  or  authorized  under  Bridges' 
administration,  and  things  have  reached  such  a  pass  that  it  seems 
to  many  that  freight  movements  by  sea  have  been  lost  forever  to 
coastal  shipping,  while  railways  and  trucks  enjoy  It  Instead — and 
Bridges  organizes  his  Inland  warehousemen,  or  says  he  does. 

The  last  act  for  which  Bridges  acquired  fame  was  a  proposal  to 
sell  the  workers  dovra  the  river  for  a  6-year  peace  pact,  with  arbi- 
tration thrown  In,  and  the  workers  compelled  to  accept  present 
conditions  as  If.  even  with  war  In  Europe  or  In  America,  prices 
could  be  stabilized  and  wages  with  them.  This  notorious  act  has 
scandalized  even  some  of  Bridges'  most  loyal  followers.  He  may 
explain  that  he  desires  this  peace  so  that  he  can  march  Inland  to 
secure  Into  his  organization  the  warehousemen  far  beyond  the  Cas- 
cades, the  Sierras,  and  the  Rockies,  and  for  which  organization  the 
longshoremen  must  pay. 

Naturally,  Bridges  needs  some  sort  of  a  restorative  to  a  waning 
reputation,  and  naturally  the  bill  to  deport  him— to  deport  him 
personally  as  a  special  order  of  Government  business — Is  Just  what 
is  calculated  to  make  the  people  believe  that  he  is  still  the  match- 
less leader,  still  the  militant  chief,  still  the  undaunted  hero  that 
won  all  his  strikes,  and  all  that  sort  of  "hooey"  which  his  "Commy" 
colleagues  built  up  for  him  must  be  true. 

We  wonder  what  stooge  of  the  party  line,  posing  as  an  opponent 
of  subversive  doctrines,  suggested  that  ungodly  measure  to  deport 
Bridges — to  deport  him  jOJt  now  when  his  stock  has  sunk  below  the 
zero  mark. 

I  have  been  much  Influenced  In  my  course  on  this  bill  by 
the  conclusions  of  this  editorial.  There  is  no  question  but 
what  the  passage  of  this  measure  will  have  a  tendency  to 
martyrize  Bridges  in  the  eyes  of  extremists.  There  are  legal 
and  illegal  ways  of  accomplishing  one's  objective.  I  con- 
sider this  Allen  bill  ultra  vires  of  Congress  imder  the  Con- 
stitution. I  denominate  this  measure  by  a  term  commonly 
found  in  the  parlance  of  lawyers,  "sul  generis"— a  kind  unto 
itself.  I  defy  the  bill's  proponents  to  find  any  justification 
in  the  writings  of  legal  scholars,  in  the  decisions  handed 
down  by  jurists,  to  justify  their  contention  that  this  bill  will 
survive  in  the  Federal  courts. 

Therefore,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  shall  vote  against  the  Instant 
measure,  convinced  as  I  am  that  the  bill  is  unconstitutional. 
From  the  New  York  HAald  Tribune  comes  the  following 
editorial : 

DANGEROTTS    DEPARTTTRK 

Very  possibly  Congress  has  the  constitutional  right  to  order  the 
deportation  of  Harry  Bridges.  But,  to  pass  a  bill  for  the  purpose 
aimed  at  an  individual  would  be  an  unprecedented  step  which  all 
Americans  should  view  with  grave  misgivings. 

The  readers  of  this  newspaper  hardly  need  a  reminder  of  It* 
attitude  toward  the  west  coast  labor  leader  and  Its  demand  that 
he  be  put  through  the  mill  of  deportation  proceedings.  But 
though  we  found  It  difficult  to  agree  with  Dean  Landis,  who  con- 
ducted the  hearings  In  the  case,  that  Bridges  was  not  a  Commu- 
nist or  otherwise  a  fit  subject  for  deporUtlon.  his  formal  verdict, 
we  felt,  should  end  the  controversy. 

It  should  end  It  for  the  simple  reason  that,  whether  mistaken 
or  not  It  was  arrived  at  after  a  full  and  fair  consideration  of  the 
facts  and  by  that  due  process  of  law  which  is  the  bulwark  of 
our  liberties.  Bridges  is  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  Tech- 
nically therefore,  he  may  not  be  Immune  to  congressional  action 
of  the 'sort  contemplated.  Nevertheless  such  action.  If  not  a  vio- 
lation of  the  Constitution,  would  constitute  a  breach  of  the  tradi- 
tional policy  of  the  country  that  aliens,  as  well  as  citizens,  are 
entltledto  the  equal  protection  of  Its  laws.  We  can  far  better 
afford  to  harbor  Bridges  tjjan  to  permit  Congress  to  single  him 
out  for  punishment. 

The  Los  Angeles  Times  has  been  famous  in  the  past  for  its 
nghts  with  labor  unions  and  leaders.  Yet  it  strongly  ques- 
tions the  wisdom  of  this  bill. 

TO    DEPORT    BRIDGES 

The  House  Immigration  Committee  took  the  unusual  step  y«*er- 
day  of  voting  to  approve,  after  only  1  day's  consideration,  a  bUl  to 
deport  HarrI  Bridges,  alien  radical  labor  leader.  The  bUlw" 
introduced    by   RepresentaUve    Alixh    of    Louisiana   on    Tuesday. 
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Aixnv  declarwl  Congress  shoxild  act  specifically  when  alien  radicals 
escape  through  a  technicality. 

The  technlcfdlty  In  this  case  Is  that  James  M.  Landls  chose  not  to 
brtlSTe  the  sworn  testimony  of  American  cltlzeos  and  to  believe 
Bridges  and  that  Secretary  of  Labor  Prances  Perkins  backed  him 
up  with  an  almost  audible  sigh  of  relief. 

Congress  would  be  Jvistlfled  In  feeling  considerable  Impatience 
nnderthe  drrumstancee.  but  such  legislation  sets  a  rather  bad 
precedent.  If  the  heavy  artillery  of  a  congressional  enactment  mtist 
be  dragged  out  to  demolish  all  the  nuisances  that  need  deportation. 
It  would  seem  simpler  to  revise  the  existing  deportation  machinery. 
Why  not  transfer  Immigration  and  deportation  to  the  State  De- 
partment? Secretary  Hull  would  have  Bridges  out  of  the  cotmtry 
in  short  order. 

See  also  the  editorial  appearing  In  the  Grand  Rapids 
(Mich.)  Press: 

DZPOKTIMG    BRIDGES 

When  Dean  James  M.  Landls,  of  Harvard,  decided  In  a  special 
hearing  for  the  Department  of  Labor  that  Harry  Bridges,  west-coast, 
Australlan-bom  labor  leader,  was  not  a  proven  Communist  and 
therefore  not  deportable,  it  was  freely  predicted  that  this  was  not 
the  final  word  on  the  Bridges  case.  Now  the  House  Immigration 
Committee  has  approved  a  bill  aimed  specifically  at  the  deportation 
of  this  man. 

Whether  this  measure  wotild  stand  up  In  the  courts  may  be 
doubted.  Even  tf  It  would,  it  seems  to  establish  a  very  bad  prece- 
dent. The  enactment  of  special  legislation  for  the  deportation  of 
a  specific  Individual  would  set  up  the  possibility  of  many  abuses. 
It  would  tiien  be  possible  to  frame  measures  to  get  rid  of  any 
person  against  whom  popular  prejudice  might  be  directed  by  spe- 
cific charges  framed  to  fit  the  case. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  It  might  be  wholly  proper  to  enact 
regulations  >>hich  would  call  for  the  deportation  of  aliens  who  have 
failed  to  take  out  citizenship  papers  after  remaining  In  this  country 
a  certain  number  of  years.  Even  legislation  of  this  type  would 
require  careful  exceptions  so  that  Injvistlces  would  not  be  done. 

It  seems  quite  logical,  nevertheless,  to  Insist  that  aliens  who 
come  Into  this  country  to  make  their  homes  should  be  required  to 
accept  citizenship  after  a  specified  period  unless  there  Is  some 
good  excuse  for  not  doing  so.  Bridges  has  had  ample  opporttmlty 
to  become  a  citizen  but  has  failed  to  take  advantage  of  It. 

It  would  not  be  wise,  however,  to  seek  Bridges'  ouster  through  a 
special  measure  aimed  at  him  alone.  Unless  he  Is  deportable  under 
laws  applicable  to  all  aliens  and  vmder  regulations  that  would  apply 
Impartially  to  all.  it  would  be  better  that  he  remained.  What  the 
Immigration  Committee  is  proposing  Is.  In  effect,  the  substitution  of 
legislative  for  judicial  procedure.  It  la  an  encroachment  of  the 
legislative  on  the  Judicial  branch  of  the  Oovemment,  which  Is  a 
practice  that  has  been  roundly  condemned. 

Ilie  author  of  the  bill,  the* gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Allen],  admits  frankly  that  he  is  "striking  out  on  a  new  and 
untried  route."  The  Nashville  (Tenn.)  Banner,  in  an  edi- 
torial summarizes  the  situation  by  saying  that  the  proper 
way  to  get  at  the  situation  is  not  through  the  form  of  such  a 
bill  as  is  proposed. 

In  the  Evening  Post,  of  New  York  City,  appears  an  edi- 
torial which  speaks  for  itself: 

m  CONTKMPT  OF  LAW 

Congress  has  before  It  a  bill  which  would  deport  Harry  Bridges, 
leader  of  the  C.  I.  O.  on  the  West  Coast.  It  Is  an  extraordinary 
measxire.  It  makes  no  attempt  to  establish  a  rule  which  would  ap- 
pl>  to  all  aliens  or  define  some  new  class  of  offense  which  would  t>e 
grounds  for  deportation.  The  bUl  simply  says  point  blank,  that 
Harry  Bridges  should  be  made  to  leave  the  United  States. 

Those  responsible  for  drawing  the  legislation  apparently  forget 
the  fundamental  tradition  In  America  that  aliens  as  well  as  clti- 
sens  are  entitled  to  the  equal  protection  of  our  laws. 

Mr.  Bridges  has  already  gone  through  the  proper  process  of  de- 
portation proceedings.  After  a  careful  and  full  consideration  of 
the  facts  of  his  case  it  has  been  determined,  by  formal  verdict,  that 
he  Is  not  a  fit  subject  for  deportation. 

Congress  should  not  now  attempt  to  ahort-clrcult  the  due  process 
of  the  deportation  by  passing  a  law  directed  at  a  single  person.  No 
Individual  could  be  as  dangerous  as  the  principle  the  bill  contains 

The  San  Francisco  Chronicle  recently  published  an  article 
by  a  leading  conservative  Republican,  Chester  Rowell,  closely 
Identified  with  Herbert  Hoover,  in  which  he  denounces  the 
bill  as  unconstitutional  and  a  highly  dangerous  and  un- 
precedented step.  The  Chronicle  has  editorially  expressed 
opposition  to  the  bill,  likewise.  As  the  Chronicle  articles  have 
appeared  already  in  the  Congressional  Record  I  shall  not 
include  them  again  here. 

Here  is  an  interesting  editorial  from  the  News  of  Charlotte. 
N.  C: 
KXixiMa  ctntc — a  snx  which  adopts  nazi  ntnrciPLxs  to  err  a  "seo" 

The  biU  to  deport  Harry  Bridges,  west  coast  labor  leader,  reported 
out  by  the  Tm migration  Committee  of  the  House,  is  a  ctumlng 


attempt  to  capitalize  on  the  alarm  In  the  country  to  accomplish  an 
ulterior  end. 

There  are  few  people  left  to  the  country  who  will  deny  that  in  the 
present  case  Bridges  Is  dangerous.  Whether  he  Is  a  Communist  or 
not,  he  is  certainly  taking  the  Communist  line,  and  at  his  instiga- 
tion his  maritime  unions  are  busily  denouncing  the  Roosevelt  ansa 
program  as  a  capitalist  plot  to  betray  the  country  Into  war. 

He  ought  to  be  got  rid  of,  and  so  ovight  the  rest  of  the  Communist 
agents  In  the  unions,  but  by  a  law  which  shows  some  decent 
regard  for  the  safety  of  the  rights  guaranteed  under  the  BUI  of 
Rights. 

The  present  bill  Is  in  effect  an  effort  to  deal  with  the  Trojan 
horse  danger  In  the  country  liy  plopping  whole  hog  for  Nazi  meth- 
ods. It  violates  every  American  tradition  In  singling  out  an  Indi- 
vidual and  making  a  law  against  him  for  what  is  not,  under  existing 
law,  a  crime  in  ItseU 

One  of  the  strongest  of  a  series  of  editorials  appearing  In 
that  great  newspaper,  the  Washington  Post,  is  the  one  which 
was  printed  in  its  issue  of  May  30.  1940,  and  which  refers 
to  the  instant  measure  as  "striking  at  democracy."  This  is 
the  editorial: 

STKIKIltO  AT  DEMOCSACT 

A  bill  by  Representative  Aixzn  of  Louisiana,  calls  for  the  depor- 
tation of  Harry  R.  Bridges,  west  coast  labor  leader.  Naturally,  pro- 
tests have  come  from  the  defense  committee  formed  when  Bridges 
was  facing  deportation  proceedings.  But  the  larger  Issue  raised  by 
this  proposal  Is  whether  a  breach  shaU  t>e  made  in  the  Constitu- 
tion to  strike  at  a  leader  of  the  C.  I.  O. 

James  M.  Landls.  dean  of  the  Harvard  Law  School,  presided  for 
many  weeks  at  hearings  to  determine  whether  Mr.  Bridges  was  de- 
portable as  an  enemy  of  the  established  political  order,  Mr.  Landls 
concluded  that  the  tactics  followed  by  the  C.  I.  O.  labor  leader 
were  not  revolutionary  but  In  accord  with  democratic  principles. 
The  case  against  Mr.  Bridges  was  accordingly  dropped,  and  there 
is  no  excuse  for  treating  him  as  other  than  a  law-abiding  citizen. 

The  Allen  biU  is  plainly  unconstitutional,  and  It  seems  entirely 
unlikely  that  It  will  receive  serious  consideration.  However,  It  Is 
well  to  call  attention  to  the  extremes  to  which  some  Members  of 
Congress  are  prepared  to  go  to  rid  the  country  of  aliens  whom  they 
regard  as  undesirable. 

The  framers  of  the  Constitution  were  aware  of  the  dangers  of 
permitting  the  Legislature  to  punish  individuals  without  benefit 
of  trial.  Hence  they  forbade  Congress  to  pass  bills  of  attainder — 
bills  that  are  a  species  of  extrajudicial  procedure,  for  the  direct 
punishment    of  political    offenders. 

It  does  not  require  a  knowledge  of  constitutional  law  to  realize  the 
enormity  of  a  proposal  that  would  condemn  a  man  to  deportation 
by  a  mere  legislative  decree.  Lightning  tbtis  invoked  might  strike 
anybody  who  happened  to  mcur  the  displeasure  of  Congress.  It 
would  not  be  necessary  to  limit  attacks  to  aliens  whose  radical  views 
and  union  activities  have  made  them  objects  of  dislike  and  sus- 
picion to  Influential  groups 

Even  Mr.  Bridges'  worst  enemies  would  have  cause  to  regret  his 
departtire  If  it  were  effected  by  Ignoring  constitutional  prohibitions 
against  the  kind  of  legislation  Representative  Aixsn  of  Louisiana 
has  proposed. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Members  that  two  veterans  of 
the  first  World  War  who  have  as  outstanding  records  for 
bravery  and  courage  as  any  men  in  the  United  States,  voted 
against  this  measure,  along  with  some  other  veterans.  These 
men  are  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  IzacI,  who  is  a 
holder  of  the  Congressional  Medal  of  Honor,  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut  [Mr.  MulerI,  who  lost  both  legs  while 
serving  in  the  aviation  branch  of  the  American  Expeditionary 
Pbrces  in  Prance.  I  make  this  statement  in  praise  of  these 
two  gentlemen  without  any  Invidious  reflection  upon  the 
other  veterans  who  are  Members  of  this  House. 

I  now  come  to  the  legal  argxunent  from  the  constitutional 
angle  which  I  have  prepared  and  which  I  suggest  be  read 
carefully  by  those  lawyers  in  the  House  who  have  an  open 
mind. 

THK  BILL    <H.  K.  9T«S)    TO  DEPOKT  HAB«T  lUinXtKS  3  tTNCONSTITUTIONAI. 

H.  R.  9766  would  authorize  and  direct  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  to  take  Into  custody  and  deport  to  Australia  the  alien, 
Harry  Bridges.  This  bill  is  an  imprecedented  attempt  to 
have  Congress  depart  entirely  from  its  legislative  function 
and  pass  judgment  upon  a  single  individual.  The  sponsors  of 
the  bill  undoubtedly  rely  upon  the  fact  that  the  power  of  Con- 
gress over  the  admission  and  deportation  of  aliens  has  been 
upheld  by  the  courts  in  very  broad  terms.  They  have  appar- 
ently assumed  that  the  broad  power  of  Congress  over  this 
subject  permits  it  to  disregard  the  Constitution  entirely  In 
dealing  with  aliens.  There  is  no  basis  for  this  assumption. 
On  the  contrary,  the  Constitution  does  apply,  and  It  does  set 
certain  limits  upon  the  action  of  Congress,  limits  which  are 
exceeded  by  the  present  bllL 
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Two  provisions  of  the  Constitution  are  pertinent,  the  prohi- 
bition against  bills  of  attainder  in  article  I,  section  9,  and 
the  due-process  clause  of  the  fifth  amendment.  Persuasive 
analogy  condemns  the  bill  under  the  first  of  these  clauses: 
precedents  clearly  in  point  establish  its  invalidity  under  the 
second.  Since  the  case  is  so  strong  under  the  due-process 
clause,  and  there  are  no  decisions  directly  in  point  under 
article  I.  section  9,  it  Is  unnecessary  to  venture  the  prediction 
that  the  bill  would  be  held  a  bill  of  attainder.  The  few  au- 
thorities which  have  discussed  bills  of  attainder  do  show, 
however,  the  radical  confiict  between  the  present  bill  and 
the  basic  constitutional  concepts  which  the  courts  have  read 
Into  the  due-process  clause.  They  thus  strengthen  the  argu- 
ment that  the  proposed  bill  violates  the  fifth  amendment. 
For  this  reason,  consideration  will  be  given  first  to  the  clause 
prohibiting  bills  of  attainder,  and  then  to  the  authorities 
establishing  the  invalidity  of  the  bill  under  the  fifth 
amendment. 

I  I.    BXLLS    or    ATTAINDm 

Article  I.  section  9.  imposes  upon  Congress  the  restriction 
that.  "No  bill  of  attainder  or  ex  post  facto  law  shall  be 
passed."  That  provision,  and  the  like  prohibition  upon  the 
States  imposed  by  article  I.  section  10.  have  been  extensively 
discussed  by  the  Supreme  Court  only  in  the  test  oath  cases 
that  arose  immediately  after  the  Civil  War  (Cummings  v. 
Missouri,  4  Wall.  277;  Ex  parte  Garland,  4  Wall.  333).  The 
legislation  there  before  the  Court  prohibited  the  holding  of 
office  and  the  practice  of  the  professions  by  persons  who 
failed  to  take  an  oath  that  they  had  not  adhered  to  the 
cause  of  the  enemies  of  the  United  States.  The  Missouri 
statute  had  been  applied  to  prevent  Cummings  from  prac- 
ticing as  a  priest.  The  Federal  statute  had  been  applied 
to  prevent  Garland  from  appearing  as  an  attorney  in  the 
courts  of  the  United  States.  Both  acts  were  held  invalid  as 
bills  of  attainder.  In  the  Cummings  case,  the  Court  wrote 
(4  WaU.  at  323) : 

A  bill  of  attainder  Is  a  legislative  act  which  Inflicts  punishment 
without  a  Judicial  trial. 

If  the  punishment  be  less  than  death,  the  act  Is  termed  a  blU 
of  pains  and  penalties  Within  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution, 
bills  of  attainder  Include  bUls  of  pains  and  penalties.  In  these 
cases  the  legislative  body.  In  addition  to  its  legitimate  functions, 
exercises  the  powers  and  office  of  Judge;  It  assumes.  In  the  lan- 
gtiage  of  the  textbooks.  Judicial  magistracy:  It  pronounces  upon 
the  guilt  of  the  party,  without  any  of  the  forms  or  safeguards  of 
trial;  It  determines  the  sufficiency  of  the  proofs  produced,  whether 
conformable  to  the  rules  of  evidence  or  oherwlse;  and  it  fixes  the 
degree  of  punishment  In  accordance  with  Its  own  notions  of  the 
enormity  of  the  offense. 

Since  it  will  undoubtedly  be  argued  that  the  present  biU 
is  not  a  bill  of  attainder  because  deportation  is  not  a  crimi- 
nal proceeding,  it  is  significant  that  the  acts  held  invalid  by 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  test  oath  cases  did  not  uncondi- 
tionally impose  criminal  penalties. 

It  has  been  held  that  the  prohibition  against  bills  of 
attainder  bars  legislative  acts  confiscating  property  no  less 
than  those  which  impose  punishment  upon  the  individual 
{Gaines  v.  Buford.  31  Ky.  481,  509-510). 

See  also  a  statement  to  the  same  effect  by  Chief  Justice 
Marshall  in  Fletcher  v.  Peck  (6  Cranch  87,  138) .  And  in  the 
only  case  that  has  been  found  in  which  this  clause  of  the 
Constitution  has  been  considered  in  relation  to  a  deportation 
law,  the  Court  wrote: 

A  legislative  act  which  undertakes  to  Inflict  the  punishment  of 
banishment  or  exile  from  the  United  States  on  a  citizen  thereof. 
and  thereby  deprive  him  of  the  right  to  live  In  the  country,  for  any 
cause  or  no  cause,  or  because  of  his  race  or  color.  Is  a  bill  of  at- 
tainder within  the  clause  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
prohibiting  the  pa-'sage  of  such  bills  and  is  therefore  void  (In  re 
Tung  Sing  Hee,  36  Fed.  437,  439). 

The  case  for  the  present  bill  is  not  aided  by  the  authorities 
(e.  g.  Mahler  v.  Ehy.  264  U.  S.  32)  holding  that  the  prohibi- 
tion against  ex  post  facto  laws  does  not  apply  to  statutes  speci- 
fying the  grounds  for  deportation.  It  is  firmly  estabUshed 
that  that  prohibition  relates  only  to  criminal  laws  (Calder  v. 
Bull.  3  Dall.  386,  390;  Johannessen  v.  United  States.  225  U.  S. 
227,242). 

The  authorities  which  have  been  cited  show  that  bills  of 
attainder  are  not  so  limited.    Since  they  include  acts  con- 


fiscating property  and  those  depriving  persons  of  the  liberty 
to  engage  In  a  profession,  there  is  every  reason  why  the  law 
imposing  the  much  more  drastic  penalty  of  deportation  should 
be  held  within  the  constitutional  ban.  For  the  essential  vice 
of  a  bill  of  attainder  is  the  corruption  of  the  legislative  process 
that  it  represents.  The  case  against  them  was  put  by  Mr. 
Justice  Story  in  the  following  words: 

Bills  of  attainder,  as  they  are  technically  called,  are  such  special 
acts  of  the  legislature  as  Inflict  capital  punishments  upon  persons 
supposed  to  be  guilty  of  high  offenses,  such  as  treason  and  felony, 
without  any  conviction  In  the  ordinary  course  of  Judicial  proceed- 
ings    If  an  act  Inflicts  a  milder  degree  of  punishment  than  death. 
It  IS  called  a  bill  of  pains  and  penalties.     But  in  the  sense  of  the 
Constitution,  it  seems  that  bills  of  attainder  Include  bUls  of  pains 
and  penalties;  for  the  Supreme  Court  has  said,  "A  bill  of  attainder 
may  affect  the  life  of  an  individual,  or  may  confiscate  his  property, 
or  both  "     In  such  cases,   the   legislature   assumes  Judicial   magis- 
tracy, pronouncing  upon  the  guilt  of  the  party  without  any  of  the 
common    forms    and    guards    of    trial,    and    satisfying    itself    with 
proofs,  when  such  proofs  are  within  its  reach,  whether  they  are 
conformable  to  the  rules  of  evidence  or  not.     In  short.  In  all  such 
cases   the   legislature   exercises   the    highest    power   of   sovereignty, 
and  what  may  be  properly  deemed  an  irresponsible  despotic  discre- 
tion  being  governed  solely  by  what  it  deems  political  necessity  or 
expediency,   and   too  often   tinder   the   Influence   of   unreasonable 
fears,    or    unfounded    suspicions.     •     •     •     The    punishment    has 
often   been    Inflicted    without   calling   upon   the    party    accused    to 
answer,  or  without  even   the  formality  of  proof:    and  sometimes, 
because  the  law,  In  its  ordinary  course  of  proceedings,  would  acquit 
the  offender.     The  Injustice  and  Iniquity  of  such  acts.  In  general, 
constitute   an   Irresistible    argument    against    the    existence   of    the 
power      In  a  free  government  It  would  be  Intolerable;   and  In  the 
hands  of  a  reigning  faction  It  might  be,  and  probably  would  be, 
abused  to  the  ruin  and  death  of  the  most  virtuous  citizens.    Bills 
of  this  sort  have  been  most  usually  passed  In  England  In  times  of 
rebellion  or  of  gross  subserviency  to  the  crown,  or  of  violent  politi- 
cal excltemente;   periods  In  which  aU  nations  are  most  liable   (as 
well    the    free    as    the    enslaved)    to    forget    their    duties,    and    to 
trample  upon  the  rights  and   liberties  of  others,     (Story  on  the 
Constitution.  4th  edition,  vol.  2,  sec.  1344). 

The  relevance  of  Justice  Story's  comments  to  the  present 
proposal  need  not  be  elaborated.  It  Is  sufBcient  to  note  that 
this  bill  has  been  advanced  not,  as  Story  put  it,  "because  the 
law,  in  Its  ordinary  course  of  proceedings,  would  acquit  the 
offender,"  but  after  he  has  been  acquitted  in  the  ordinary 
proceeding. 

n.    THE    DTTE    PROCESS    CLAUSE 

As  has  been  stated,  if  the  present  bill  were  attacked  in  the 
courts,  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  decide  whether  or  not  it 
is  a  bill  of  attainder  because  the  case  against  it  is  so  clear 
under  the  due  process  clause  of  the  fifth  amendment.  Re- 
gardless of  the  nature  of  the  proceeding,  that  clause  affords 
to  every  person  threatened  with  the  loss  of  life,  liberty,  or 
property  a  certain  safeguard  regarding  the  procedure  by 
which  the  threatened  deprivation  may  be  effected.  It  ap- 
plies as  fully  to  the  entry  of  a  money  judgment  without 
notice  and  opportunity  for  hearing  as  to  a  conviction  for 
crime  without  opporttmlty  lor  defense.  iPennoyer  v.  Neff, 
95  U.  S.  714;  PoweU  v.  Alabama.  287  U.  S.  45).  Its  guaran- 
ties protect  not  only  citizens  but  also  aliens  who  are  within 
the  borders  of  the  United  States  iYong  Wing  v.  United  States, 
163  U.  S.  228.  230;  The  Japanese  Immigrant  Case.  189  U.  S. 
86,  100-101;  Russian  Volunteer  Fleet  v.  United  States.  282 
Tj   g   481    492) . 

The  case  in  support  of  the  present  bill  is  necessarily  based 
upon  the  extremely  broad  power  of  Congress  over  the  de- 
portation of  aliens,  a  power  which  has  been  characterized 
by  the  Supreme  Court  as  "political."  not  one  which  pun- 
ishes for  crime  (Mahler  v.  Eby.  264  U.  S.  32,  39,  40;  see  also 
Fong  Yue  Ting  v.  United  States.  149  U.  S.  698;  Lem  Moon 
Sing  v.  United  States.  158  U.  S.  538). 

The  effect  of  those  and  the  many  other  decisions  on  the 
point  is  well  summarized  in  Zakonaite  v.  Wolf  (226  U.  8. 
272),  where  the  Court  wrote,  at  page  275: 

It  Is  entirely  settled  that  the  authority  of  Congress  to  prohibit 
aliens  from  coming  within  the  United  States,  and  to  regulate  their 
coming  includes  authority  to  Impose  conditions  upon  the  perform- 
ance of  which  the  continued  Uberty  of  the  alien  to  reside  within 
the  bounds  of  this  country  may  be  made  to  depend;  that  a  proceed- 
ing to  enforce  such  regulations  is  not  a  criminal  prosecution  within 
th^  meaning  of  the  fifth  and  sixth  amendments;  that  such  an 
inoulry  may  be  properly  devolved  upon  an  executive  department  or 
subordinate  officials  thereof;  and  that  the  findings  of  fact  reached  by 
such  ofllclals.  after  a  fair,  though  summary,  bearing,  may  consU- 
tutlonally  be  made  conclusive.     •     •     • 
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In  this  very  case,  however,  the  Court  considered  on  the 
merits  the  claim  advanced  by  the  alien  as  a  matter  of  con- 
stitutional right  that  there  was  no  adequate  evidence  to  sup- 
port the  deportation  order.  In  spite  of  the  vaUdity  of  the 
statute  making  final  the  determination  of  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  that  question— and  all  other  contentions  going  to  the 
unfairness  of  the  procedure  foUowed  by  the  Secretary— may 
be  reviewed  on  habeas  corpus.  (See  Turner  v.  Williams.  194 
U.  S.  279;  BUokumsky  v.  Tod,  263  U.  S.  149;  Vajtauer  v.  Com- 
missioner, 273.  U.  S.  103.) 

This  use  of  habeas  corpus  is  not  expressly  provided  for  by 
statute.  It  Is  permitted  because  of  the  constitutional  right 
of  the  alien  to  a  degree  of  fairness  in  the  proceeding,  the 
minimum  essential  element  of  due  process  of  law.  As  the 
Court  stated  in  the  Vajtauer  case,  supra  (273  U.  S.  at  106) : 

Deportation  without  a  fair  hearing  or  on  charges  unsupported  by 
any  evidence  la  a  denial  of  due  process  which  naay  he  corrected  on 
babeas  corpus. 

See  also  Kwock  Jan  Fat  v.  White  (253  U.  S.  454.  464) ,  where 
the  Court  wrote,  at  page  464: 

The  acts  of  Congress  give  great  power  to  the  Secretary  of  lAbor 
over  Chinese  Imnalgrants  and  persons  of  Chinese  descent.  It  is  a 
power  to  be  administered,  not  arbitrarily  and  secretly  but  fairly 
and  openly,  under  the  restraints  of  the  tradition  and  principles  of 
free  gcverninent  applicable  where  the  fundamental  rights  of  men 
are  involved,  regardless  of  thetr  origin  or  race.  It  is  the  province  of  i 
the  courts,  in  proceedings  for  review,  within  the  limits  amply  de- 
fined in  the  cases  cited,  to  prevent  abuse  of  this  extraordinary 
power,  and  this  is  possible  only  when  a  full  record  is  preserved  of  the 
essentials  on  which  the  executive  officers  proceed  to  judgment.  For 
failure  to  preserve  such  a  record  for  the  information,  not  less  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
than  for  the  courts,  the  Judgment  In  this  case  must  be  reversed. 

The  invalidity  of  a  deportation  order  based  on  the  direction 
of  Congress,  with  no  semblance  of  a  hearing  or  proceeding  of 
any  kind  to  which  the  alien  is  a  party,  is  established  beyond  a 
doubt  by  those  cases  in  which  orders  have  been  annulled  on 
habeas  corpus.    In  Kwock  Jan  Pat  against  White,  supra,  the 
vice  in  the  procedure  foUowed  by  the  officer  who  heard  the 
case  was  that  no  record  was  kept  of  important  testimony, 
which  was  thus  not  placed  before  the  Secretary  of  Labor  or 
mode  available  for  the  consideration  of  the  courts  on  habeas 
corpus.    In  Chin  Low  v.  United  States  (208  U.  S.  8)  a  writ  was 
Issued  because  the  petitioner  had  been  denied  an  opportunity 
to  obtain  witnesses  in  support  of  his  right  to  enter  the  country. 
The  attempt  to  support  the  present  bill  by  argument  from 
the  admitted  power  to  entrust  the  function  of  adjudication 
to  administrative  officers  proves  too  much.     For,  at  least  in 
the  case  of  one  arriving  at  our  borders  and  seeking  admission 
to  the  country,  administrative  power  may  finally  determine 
the  rights  not  only  of  aliens,  but  also  of  citizens   (United 
States  v.  Ju  Toy.  198  U.  S.  253>. 

In  that  case  it  was  held  that  where  admission  is  denied  by 
the  administrative  official  to  whom  the  power  of  final  deci- 
sion was  conferred,  a  claim  of  citizenship — without  a  showing 
that  the  administrative  procedure  had  been  unfair — did  not 
authorize  the  issuance  of  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus.  To  hold, 
therefore,  that  the  power  to  commit  adjudication  to  an  ad- 
ministrative officer  establishes  the  power  of  Congress  to  make 
the  adjudication  itself  would  require  the  conclusion  that 
Congress  could,  by  special  act.  bar  admission  to  this  country 
to  an  American  citizen  who  had  temporarily  gone  abroad. 
This  shocking  conclusion  would  not  be  countenanced  by  any 
court. 

Of  far  greater  Importance  than  the  treatment  to  be  ac- 
corded to  the  single  individual  against  whom  this  bill  is 
directed  is  the  effect  of  this  proposed  legislation  on  the  main- 
tenance of  our  constitutional  form  of  government.  For  the 
first  time  in  our  history  Congress  proposes  to  depart  from  its 
traditional  function  of  prescribing  the  rule  by  which  adjudi- 
cation, whether  in  the  courts  or  by  administrative  officers,  is 
to  proceed,  and  to  make  the  adjudication  itself.  By  this  in- 
'  vasion  of  the  field  which  the  Constitution  marks  out  for  the 
other  branches  of  the  Government .  Congress  would  do  a 
wrong  not  only  to  Harry  Bridges  but  to  the  very  system  which 
It  seeks  to  protect  against  Harry  Bridges.  The  wrong  to 
Bridges  is  a  denial  of  due  process  of  law,  which  the  courts 
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would  correct  by  writ  of  habeas  corpus.    The  wrong  caused 
by  an  ill-considered  attempt  to  usurp  unoMistitutional  power 
is  one  which  Congress  alone  can  prevent, 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Voorhis]  for  one-half  minute. 

Mr.  VCXDRHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  cannot  vote 
in  favor  of  this  bill  providing  specifically  for  the  immediate 
deportaUon  of  Harry  Bridges.  I  do  not  believe  that  anyone 
who  listened  to  the  very  profound  speech  of  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  HobbsI  can  have  any  doubt  that  the  bill 
violates  some  of  the  most  basic  provisions  of  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  and  is,  in  fact,  a  usurpation  of  judicial 
functions  which  properly  belong  to  the  administrative  and 
Judicial  branches. 

The  practical  effect  of  the  passage  of  this  bill  is  obvlotxs  to 
me.  It  will  bring  about  an  entirely  disproportionate  magnifi- 
cation of  the  importance  of  Harry  Bridges  in  the  eyes  of  many 
people.  I  will  not  be  siu-prised  if  effort  will  be  made  to  get 
up  a  national  movement  for  the  protection  of  Bridges'  rights. 
Money  will  be  raised  from  all  sorts  of  people  for  this  purpose. 
The  Senate  will  be  bombarded  with  appeals  of  every  sort. 
Should  the  bill  pass  that  body,  the  President  will  then  be 
confronted  with  the  problem  of  either  signing  a  bill  which  has 
been  clearly  shown  to  violate  the  Constitution,  or  to  veto  a  bill 
aimed  at  the  deportation  of  a  man  who  has  been  for  many 
years  in  this  country  without  l)ecoming  a  citizen  and  whose 
influence  within  the  labor  movement  has  been,  to  state  the 
matter  conservatively,  by  no  means  always  constructive. 
Should  the  bill  become  law,  there  will  then  be  started  by 
interested  groups  a  process  of  litigation  in  the  courts  of  the 
coimtry  which  undoubtedly  will  be  carried  to  the  highest  court 
in  the  land,  where,  in  the  opinion  of  far  abler  students  of 
constitutional  law  than  I.  there  is  hardly  a  chance  that  it  will 
be  upheld.  The  net  effect  of  a  process  of  this  kind  on  the 
apparent  importance  of  Mr.  Bridges  in  the  country  is  too 
obvious  to  require  any  expansion  on  my  part. 

For  the  information  of  the  House,  I  may  say  that  I  know 
that  there  are  a  great  many  solid  leaders  within  the  ranks  of 
i  labor  on  the  Pacific  coast,  including  the  C.  I.  O..  who  believe 
that  the  labor  movement  would  be  much  better  off  If  Mr. 
Bridges  were  not  in  this  country.    Nor  can  I  substantially 
:   disagree  with  many  of  the  things  that  have  been  said  on  the 
i  floor  today  about  his  altogether  probable  past  connections 
i  with  the  Communist  Party.    The  fact  remains,  however,  that 
through  the  use  of  the  due  process  set-up  for  dealing  with 
cases  of  this  kind,  the  Government  has  so  far  not  succeeded 
in  proving  charges  against  Mr.  Bridges  which  would  give 
ground  for  his  deportation.    What  Congress  is  really  doing 
here  is  saying  that,  although  a  deportation  trial  has  been 
held,  and  although  the  decision  was  rendered  against   the 
deportation  of  Bridges,  nevertheless  the  House  just  does  not 
like  him.  and  although  it  is  not  able  to  charge  him  with  any 
deportable  offense  which  has  been  proved,  it  proposes  to  de- 
port him  on  general  principles  and  without  any  further  hear- 
ing, although  even  as  an  alien  he  is  unquestionably  entitled 
to  due  process  under  the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution. 
Such  a  bill  as  this  has  never  In  all  the  history  of  the  Republic 
been  passed  by  the  Congress;  nor,  so  far  as  I  know,  has  such  a 
bill  ever  been  introduced.    Those  who  have  urged  so  vigor- 
ously that  an  object  lesson  be  provided  through  the  case  of 
Mr.  Bridges  can.  it  seems  to  me.  feel  that  this  has  been  done 
by  these  facts  alone.    The  possible  consequences,  however,  of 
having  Congress  embark  upon  a  procedure  of  this  kind  at  a 
time  like  this,  when  there  is  so  much  tendency  throughout 
the  country  already  to  short-circuit  the  law  and  our  demo- 
cratic procedure,  axe  perfectly  tremendous. 

Many  Members  have  already  stated  that  this  would  be  but 
the  first  of  a  series  of  similar  actions.  In  other  words,  we  are 
to  have  bills  Introduced  against  many  specific  individuals  who 
have  offended  some  Member  of  Congress  or  other  and  calling 
for  the  deportation  of  those  persons. 

I  could  name  a  dozen  aliens  In  the  coimtry,  one  of  them  at 
the  head  of  a  great  foreign-propaganda  organization  which 
pours  out  literature  in  defense  of  a  foreign  dictatorship  by 
the  ton,  that  I  personally  would  like  to  see  out  of  the  country. 
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Once  we  start  on  this  process,  however,  with  regard  to  any 
human  being,  the  very  human  rights  which  our  national- 
defense  program  alms  to  protect  are  likely  to  be  worth  very 
little.  Then  there  Is  the  further  question  as  to  whether  we 
would  have  this  bill  before  tis  if  Bridges  had  not  been  an 
aggressive  labor  leader. 

Ftoally.  let  me  point  out  that  only  recently  we  have  trans- 
ferred the  Bureau  of  Immigration  to  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice that  there  is  an  orderly  and  established  process  whereby 
deportation  proceedings  can  be  carried  on  and  that  this  is 
the  process  which  should  be  used.    Along  this  line,  I  voted  in 
favor  of  an  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  O'Connor]  which  would  have  directed  the  Attorney 
General  to  proceed  in  this  manner,  and  I  would  have  voted 
for  the  bill  had  that  amendment  replaced  its  present  lan- 
guage.   I  also  voted  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Missouri  [Mr.  Anderson],  since  it  would  have 
made  the  bill  a  matter  of  general  law  without  reference  to 
a   particular   individual   and   would  have   thus   removed   its 
imconstitutional  features.    In  this  and  all  similar  cases,  if 
the  law  contains  loopholes  which  render  it  impossible  to  take 
orderly  action  in  cases  of  real  subversive  activity,  then  it  is 
the  law  which  should  be  changed  rather  than  to  try  to  cir- 
cumvent it  by  legislative  monstrosities  of  this  sort.    Further- 
more, do  any  Members  of  the  House  doubt  for  a  moment  that 
constant    surveillance    is    being    maintained    by    interested 
groups  to  catch  Mr.  Bridges  in  some  action  which  would  offer 
substantial  and  provable  grounds  for  his  deportation  under 
the  provisions  of  existing  law? 

I  wish  to  include  herewith  with  my  remarks  portions  of  two 
editorials  appearing  on  this  subject,  one  from  the  San  Fran- 
cisco Chronicle,  an  outstanding  conservative  CaUfornia  news- 
paper, and  the  other  from  the  Washington  post. 
San  Francisco  Chronicle: 

Congress  Is  still  playing  with  the  Idea  of  deporting  Harry  Bridges 
by  bill  of  attainder,  regardless  of  the  constitutional  prohibition  of 
such  a  process.  It  is  a  curious  paradox  that  those  who  shout  m<»t 
loudlv  for  the  Constitution  are  often  those  least  familiar  with  Its 
provisions  and  least  concerned  for  granting  to  others  the  rlghtslt 
guarantees  to  themselves.  In  this  case,  since  the  effort  to  deport 
Bridges  by  due  process  of  law  faUed  on  a  finding  of  want  of  proof. 
It  is  proposed  to  substitute  undue  process  of  attainder.  For  surely. 
these  objectors  conclude.  Bridges  Is  an  undesirable  alien,  since  they 
do  not  desire  him.  And  if  it  Is  pointed  out  that  there  Is  no  general 
law  for  the  deportation  of  aliens  merely  becaxise  they  are  undesir- 
able, what  could  be  simpler  than  a  special  law  for  the  d?portation 
of  this  particular  undeslred  one? 

The  Washington  Post: 

The  framers  of  the  Constitution  were  aware  of  the  dangers  of 
permitting  the  legislature  to  punish  individuals  without  benefit  of 
trial  Hence  they  forbade  Congress  to  pass  bills  of  attainder— bills 
that  are  a  species  of  extrajudicial  procedure,  for  the  direct  pimlsh- 
ment  of  political  offenders.  ....  ,. 

It  does  not  require  a  knowledge  of  constitutional  law  to  realize 
the  enormity  of  a  proposal  that  would  condemn  a  man  to  asporta- 
tion by  a  mere  legislative  decree.  Lightning  thus  invoked  might 
strike  anybody  who  happened  to  incur  the  displeasure  of  Congress 
It  would  not  be  necessary  to  limit  attacks  to  aliens  whose  radical 
views  and  union  activities  have  made  them  objects  of  dislike  and 
suspicion  to  Influential  groups.  ^^ 

Even  Mr  Bridges'  worst  enemies  would  have  cause  to  regret  his 
departure  If  It  were  effected  by  ignoring  constitutional  prohibitions 
•gainst  the  kind  of  legislation  Representative  Allen  has  propoaed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  McDowell!. 

Mr  Mcdowell.  Mr.  chairman.  I  have  been  gathering 
material  for  2  years  to  write  a  speech  about  Harry  Bridges, 
and  now  I  get  a  half  minute  to  make  it  in.  I  sliaU  vote  for 
the  Van  Zandt  amendment. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota  (Mr.  Case]. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  much  has 
been  said  about  this  bill  becoming  a  precedent.  Let  it  be 
a  precedent  and  let  those  who  should.  Uke  warning. 

Today  happens  to  be  the  day  when.  I  understand,  the  Bu- 
reau of  Immigration  goes  over  to  the  Department  of  Justice. 
Let  it  also  be  the  day  when  America  takes  charge  of  her 
own  destiny  and  says  that  we  have  the  right  to  combat  the 
••fifth  column"  according  to  the  mean*  that  we  find  neces- 


sary in  order  to  preserve  the  integrity  and  the  life  of  the 
United  States.     (Applause.] 

We  have  been  told  by  the  chairman  of  the  Dies  commit- 
tee that  the  "fifth  column."  so-called,  presents  a  new  prob- 
lem in  the  life  of  nations;  that  Norway  was  unable  to  meet 
it  successfully;   that  other  nations  have  found  it  difficult 

to  meet. 

I  do  not  maintain  that  the  passage  of  a  bill  that  singles  out 
one  solitary  individual  for  deportation  is  the  answer  to  the 
problem— far  from  it,  yet  it  is  the  only  opportunity  that  has 
been  given  this  body  to  speak  what  /merica  thinks  of  this 
thing — the  insidious  penetration  of  our  institutions  by  aliens 
who  seek  to  undermine  the  country  whose  guests  they  are. 
They  come  here  as  guests;  they  should  not  pull  down  the 
pillars  of  the  house. 

There  is  only  one  reason  that  legislation  of  this  kind  is  here 
before  us  today.  It  is  that  the  American  people  have  the 
overwhelming  conviction  that  someone  whose  job  it  was  to 
administer  certain  immigration  and  naturalization  laws  has 
faUen  down  on  the  job  in  the  face  of  a  threatening  situation. 
It  is  a  similar  conviction  that  finally  reached  the  head  of 
the  present  administration  that  resulted  in  the  reorganization 
order  that  transferred  the  Bureau  of  Immigration  from  the 
Department  of  Labor  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  which  is 
effective  today.  Pour-sevenths  of  the  personnel  of  the  Labor 
Department  will  be  transferred  under  that  order,  I  am  told. 
It  is  a  shocking  thing,  that  such  a  step  is  taken  as  a  means 
to  correct  that  situation. 

This  is  a  shocking  thing— the  passage  of  a  bUl  to  deport 
one  alien,  but  it  represents  the  determination  of  Americans  to 
do  something  about  a  situation  they  do  not  approve. 

They  are  tired  of  sit-down  strikes  fomented  by  self-styled 
leaders  who  disregard  the  rights  and  desires  of  a  vast  ma- 
jority of  the  workers.  They  are  tired  of  aliens  who  seem 
glad  to  come  here  to  reap  what  they  can,  but  who  avoid  the 
vows  and  the  responsibUities  of  citizenship.  We  have  been 
told  here  today  that  this  man  Bridges  four  times  took  out  his 
first  papers,  but  as  many  times  went  no  further. 

This  bill  may  be  unconstitutional;  the  lawyers  here  seem 
divided  on  that  question;  the  balance  of  us  can  only  register 
the  heart  and  mind  of  America  on  the  broad  question  in- 
volved. 

Can  an  alien  come  to  this  country,  engage  in  L  W.  W. 
activities  when  the  country  is  at  war,  as  Bridges  did  in  1918; 
file  false  statements  regarding  his  marital  relationships,  as 
Bridges  did;  work  himself  into  control  of  destructive  radical 
labor  groups  and  lead  them  into  sit-down  strikes,  takin« 
possession  of  the  property  of  other  persons,  violating  the 
rights  and  desires  of  other  workmen  to  work,  disrupting  the 
cotmtry's  ability  to  produce  and  to  carry  its  produce  even  in 
a  time  of  national  emergency— can  a  man.  an  alien,  do  these 
things  and  retain  the  welcome  of  the  country  where  he  is  a 

guest?  _  •     ».  ,       J 

Cannot  the  Congress  which  passes  laws,  both  general  and 
individual,  that  permit  an  aUen's  entry,  also  pass  a  law  to 
deport  the  alien  who  outrages  the  hospitality  he  accepts? 

That,  as  far  as  the  American  public  is  concerned,  is  the 
principle  involved.  And  in  this  time  when  America  is  looking 
to  her  defenses,  there  is  only  one  answer.  We  have  been  told 
that  the  passage  of  this  bill  would  be  a  blot  on  our  history. 
The  blot  in  history  will  be  of  those  democracies  that  fail  to 
assert  the  inherent  rights  in  sovereignty  of  keeping  out  or 
kicking  out  those  aliens  who  are  or  who  become  enemies  of 
national  security.  Let  this  be  known  as  the  day  when  Amer- 
ica takes  charge  of  her  own  destiny.    [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Washington  I  Mr.  Macnuson]. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  MACKtrsoN:  Strike  out  aU  after  enact- 
ing clause  and  Insert  "That  any  alien  who.  at  any  time  after  entering 
the  United  States.  Is  found  to  have  been  at  the  time  or  entry,  or  to 
have  become  thereafter,  a  member  of  the  Nazi.  Fascist,  or  Commii- 
nist  Party,  or  who  advises,  advocates,  or  teaches  the  doctrines  oj 
nazl-lsm  fascism,  or  communism,  or  who  is  a  member  of,  or  affiliated 
with,  any  organlzaUon,  association,  society,  or  group,  that  adviaea. 
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advocates,  or  teach^  the  doctrines  at  naU-ism,  fascism,  or  commu- 
nism shall,  upon  the  warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  be  taken 
into  custody  and  Reported  In  the  manner  provided  in  the  Immlgra- 
tton  Act  of  February  6,  1917." 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  doubt  that  that  amend- 
ment should  be  voted  on.  as  it  is  general  legislation,  and  we 
have  before  us  a  private  bill,  not  general  legislation.  The 
amendment  is  not  germane  to  this  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
make  a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    I  do.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  That  Is  why  I  have  submitted  the 
amendment.  I  think  there  should  be  general  legislation  on 
this  subject  rather  than  specific  legislation. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  there 
should  be  general  legislation,  but  it  is  a  private  bill  we  are 
discussing  today,  and  the  amendment  is  not  germane  to  this 

bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Washington 
desire  to  be  heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes.  The  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Anderson]  was  in  the  nature  of 
general  legislation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  No  point  of  order  was  made  against  that 
amendment.  If  one  had  been  made,  it  would  have  been 
sustained. 

The  Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 
All  time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  substitute  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Montana  I  Mr.  0'Coimo«l  to  the  amend- 
ment oCTered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Van 
ZandtI. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  amendment  may  again  be  reported  lo  the  Members 
may  know  what  it  provides. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  Clerk  wUl  report 
the  amendment. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  again  read  the  O'Connor  amendment. 
The    CHAIRMAN.    The    question    Is    on    the    substitute 
amendment. 
The  substitute  amendment  was  rejected. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    The   question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  Van  ZandtI. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the  Committee  rises. 
Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair.  Mr.  Caldwell,  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported 
that  the  Committee  having  had  under  consideration  the  WU 
(H.  R.  9766)  to  authorize  the  deportation  of  Harry  Renton 
Bridges,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  511.  he  reported  the 
same  back  to  the  House  with  an  amendment  adopted  by  the 
Committee  of  the  "Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.    Under  the  rule,  the  previous  question  Is 
ordered. 
The  question  is  on  the  Van  Zandt  amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  question  Is  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
and  was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  MILLER.     Mr.  Speaker 

Mr.  HAVENNER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  motion  to  re- 
commit. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 
Tlie  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will  state  it. 
Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  should 
bke  to  know  who  has  the  privilege  of  offering  a  motion  to 
recommit.  If  a  gentleman  on  the  minority  side  is  ready  to 
offer  a  motion  to  recommit,  is  he  not  entitled  to  recognition 
for  that  purpose? 

The  SPEAKER.    The  rule  Is  that  a  minority  Member  who 
Qualifies  as  being  opposed  to  the  bill  is  entitled  to  recognition 


if  that  point  is  raised.    Does  the  gentleman  raise  that  ques- 
Uon? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    Yes:  I  certainly  do. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  op- 
posed to  the  bill? 

Mr.  MILLER.     I 

The  SPEAKER, 
commit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Mnxxx  moves  to  recommit  the  bill  H. 
mlttee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  re- 
commit. 

The  motion  to  recommit  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  Is  on  the  passage  of  the  bilL 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I  demand  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  330,  nays  42, 
answered  "present"  1,  not  voting  58,  as  follows: 


am.  Mr.  Speaker. 
The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion  to  re- 
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Alexander 

Cummlngs 

Hope 

Mbnklewlca 

Allen.  UI. 

Curtis 

Horton 

Moser 

Allen.  La. 

D'Alesandro 

Hoiwton 

Mouton 

Allen.  Pa. 

navls 

HuU 

lf\mdt 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Delaney 

Hunter 

Murray 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Oempsey 

Jarman 

Myers 

Andreaen,  A.  H. 

DeBouen 

Jarrett 

Nelson 

Angell 

Dies 

Jcffrtea 

Nichols 

Arenda 

Dlrksen 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Norrell 

Arnold 

Disney 

Jennings 

03rten 

Austin 

Dttter 

Jensen 

OXeary 

1    BaU 

Jotina 

Oliver 

Bamea 

Do«ey 

Johnson.  HI. 

Osmers 

Barry 

Dworabak 

Johnson,  Ind. 

OToole 

Bates.  Mass. 

Baton 

Johnson. Luther  APaoe 

Beam 

■dmiston 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Bwkwortb 

Bllott 

Johnson.  Okla 

Patman 

Bell 

BUls 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Patrick 

Bender 

Baton 

Jones.  Ohio 

Patton 

Blaekney 

Kneel 

Jones,  Tes. 

Pearson 

Bland 

Bnglebrtgbt 

Peterson.  Pla. 

Bkwin 

■vane 

Kee 

Peterson.  Oa. 

Boebne 

raddls 

Kefauver 

Plttenger 

Bolaod 

Fsnton 

Kelly 

Plumley 

BolUs 

rerfuaoo 

Kennedy,  Ud. 

Poace 

Bolton 

Femaodes 

KMUiedy,  M'ehMl  Polk 

Bortn 

nsb 

Keofh 

Boykln 

Pttcpatrlek 

Kerr 

■•iMNtI 

Bradley.  MIrh. 

Ptaberty 

KUburn 

SaftBapack 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Plannery 

Kllday 

Brewiter 

Pord.  Lclaod  U. 

Klncer 

Rankin 

Bro<>lu 

Pord.Mlaa. 

Kitchens 

Kaytmm 

Brown.  Oa. 

Pulmer 

Kleberg 

Reeoe,  Tenn. 

Brown.  Ohio 

OambU 

KocUlkowskl 

■eed.m. 

Bryson 

Oarrett 

Kramer 

BMd.N.T. 

Buck 

Gartner 

Kunkel 

Reea.  Kans. 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Oathlnga 

Lambertaon 

Rich 

Bui  winkle 

Oavagan 

LandU 

Richards 

Burdlck 

Oearhart 

Lanham 

Robinson.  Utah 

Bunfln 

Oehrmann 

Larrabee 

Robalon.  Ky. 

Byrne.  NT. 

Gerlach 

Lea 

Rockefeller 

Byms.  Tenn. 

Olbbs 

LeCompte 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Byron 

Olfford 

Leslnskl 

Rocera.Maaa. 

Caldwell 

OUdirlst 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Camp 

OllUe 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Romjue 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Goodwin 

Ludlow 

Routzohn 

Cannon,  lio. 

Gore 

Lynch 

Rutherford 

Carlson 

Ooasett 

McAndrews 

Ryan 

Carter 

Graham 

McCormack 

Sandager 

Cartwrlght 

Grant.  Ala. 

McDoweU 

Sasscer 

Ca^e.  S  Dak. 

Grant,  Ind. 

McGebee 

Schafer.  Wla. 

Chapman 

Green 

McGregor 

Schlffler 

Chlperfleld 

Gregory 

McKecugh 

Schuetz 

Church 

GrUBth 

McLaughlin 

Schulte 

Clark 

Gross 

McLean 

Schwrrt 

Clason 

McLeod 

Scrugham 

Claypool 

Gw>nne 

McMillan,  Clan 

Seccombe 

Clevenger 

Hall.  Edwin  A 

McMillan.  John  L.  Secrest 

Cluett 

Hall  Leonard^ 

.    Maclejewskl 

Seger 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Hal  leek 

Mahon 

Shafer.  Mich 

Cole.  Md 

Hancock 

Maloney 

8heppard 

Colmer 

Hare 

Man«fleld 

Short 

Cooper 

Harness 

Marshall 

Simpson 

Corbett 

Harrington 

Martin,  ni. 

Smith.  Maine 

'    Costello 

Harter.  N  T. 

Martin.  Iowa 

Smith.  Ohio 

Courtney 

Harter.  Ohio 

Martin.  Mass. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Cox 

Hartley 

Maaon 

Hnyder 

Cravens 

Hawks 

Masslngale 

Somers,  N.  T. 

Crawford 

Healey 

May 

South 

Creal 

Hendricks 

Mlchener 

Sparkman 

Crowe 

Hlnshaw 

Mills,  Ark. 

Spence 

Crowther 

Hoffman 

mils.  La. 

Springer 

CuUen 

Holntes 

MltcheU 

Stames,  Ala. 
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steams,  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sumner,  ni. 

Sumners.  Tex. 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Tarver 

Taylor 

Thill 


Barton  N.  T. 
Caser.  Mass. 

Celler 

Cochran 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Connery 

Dicks  teln 

Dlngell 

Dunn 

Eberharter 

Edelsteln 


Thomas.  N.  J. 
Thomas.  Tex. 
Thomason 
Thorkelson 
Tlbbott 
I  Treadway 
Van  Zandt 
Vinson.  Ga. 
Vorys.  Ohio 
Vreeland 


Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

West 

Wheat 

Whelchel 

White,  Ohio 

Whlttlngton 

Wlgglesworth 

Williams,  Del. 
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Pord,  Thomas  P. 

Pries 

Gever,  Calif. 

Hart 

Havenner 

Hennlngs 

Hill 

Hobbs 

Izac 

Keller 

Kennedy.  Martin 


Leavy 

Luce 

Marcantonlo 

Miller 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Murdock.  Utah 

Norton 

O'Connor 

OTtey 

O'Neal 

Pierce 


Williams.  Mb. 
Winter 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden.  Pa. 
Wolverton,  N.  J. 
Woodruff.  Mich. 
Toungdahl 
Zlnunennan 


Sabath 

Shanley 
Sheridan 
Smith,  Conn. 
Smith.  III. 
Smith,  Wash. 
Terry 

Voorhls.  Calif. 
Wadsworth 


Drewry 

McArdle 

Sullivan 

Duncan 

McGranery 

Sutphln 

Durham 

Maas 

Sweeney 

Pay 

Merrltt 

Tenerowlca 

Flannagan 

Monroney 

Tlnkham 

Polger 

Mott 

Tolan 

Hess 

Pfelfer 

Vincent,  Ky. 

Hook 

RUk 

Wallgren 

Jacobsen 

Robertson 

Walter 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Sacks 

Welch 

Kean 

Satterfleld 

White,  Idaho 

Keefe 

Schaefer,  Dl. 

Wood 

Klrwan 

Shannon 

Woodrum,  Va 

Knutson 

Smith.  Va. 

Lemke 

SteagaU 

Bisk. 


ANSWERED  "PRESENT"—! 

Magntison 

NOT  VOTING — 68 

Anderson,  Calif. 

Andrews 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Bates.  Ky. 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Burch 

Cole.  NT. 

CoUlns 

Cooley 

Grosser 

Cu^kln 

Darden.  Va. 

Darrow 

Dotighton 

Douglas 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  palra: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Barden  at  Worth  Carolina  (for)  with  Mr.  Magnuson  (against), 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr   Fay  with  Mr   Hess. 

Mr   Robertson  with  Mr    Mott.    ,,     ^  .^, 
Mr.  Woodrum  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Ctilkln. 

Mr  Coolsy  with  Mr   Douglas.  

Mr    Merrltt  with  Mr    Cole  of  Hew  Tork. 

Mr    Burch  with  Mr.  Maas 

Mr   riannagan  with  Mr   Kean 

Mr  Drewry  with  Mr  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr  smith  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Welch.  -.,.,..^. 

Mr    Darden  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Anderson  of  Callfom*. 

Mr    Hook  with  Mr   Darrow 

Mr.  Doughton  with  Mr    Lemke. 

Mr,  Vincent  of  Kentucky  with  Mr, 

Mr   Satlerfleld  with  Mr   Knutson.  , 

Mr    Walter  with  Mr    Keefe. 

Mr    Bteagall  with  Mr    Andrews. 

Mr   Buckley  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Tlnkham. 

Mr.  Wood  with  Mr    Monroney. 

Mr   Jacobsen  with  Mr    Sweeney. 

Mr   Crowier  with  Mr    Bates  of  Kentticky. 

Mr   Sutphln  with  Mr   Tolan. 

Mr    Pfelfer  With  Mr    Folger. 

Mr   Collins  with  Mr    McArdle. 

Mr   Sullivan  with  Mr    Duncan. 

Mr    McGranery  with  Mr.  Tenerowlcz. 

Mr    Klrwan  with  Mr    Sachs.  ' 

Mr   Durham  with  Mr.  White  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  Schaefer  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Wallgren. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  a  pair  with  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Barden.  and  therefore  I 
withdraw  my  vote  of  "nay"  and  answer  "present." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended. 

PRIZE-riGHT  FILMS 

Mr.  DELANEY.  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted 
the  following  privileged  resolution,  which  was  referred  to 
the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  printed: 

House  Resolution  524 

Resolved.  That  Immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution 
it  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  S  2047,  an  act  to  divest  prize-fight  films  of  their 
character  as  subjects  of  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  and  for 
other  purposes  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined 
to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  the  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 


the  bill  ahall  be  read  for  amendments  under  the  5-mlnute  rule. 
At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment  the 
Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  Hou.se  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  Intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 

VESSELS  AFFECTED  BY  THE  NEUTRALITY  ACT  OF  1»S» 

Mr.  CLARK,  from  the  Conunlttee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 
foUowing  privileged  resolution,  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  printed: 

House  Resolution  523 

Resolved.  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be 
In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  260,  a  Joint  resolution  to  make  emer- 
gency provision  for  the  maintenance  of  essential  vessels  affected 
by  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939,  and  for  adjustment  of  obligatlona 
with  respect  to  such  vessels.  That  after  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to 
be  equally  divided  and  controlled  between  the  chairman  and  rank- 
ing minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  6-mtn- 
ute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  bUl  for 
amendment  the  Conunlttee  shall  rise  and  report  the  aame  to  the 
House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill 
and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  Intervening 
motion  except  one  motion  to  reconunlt  with  or  without 
Instructions. 

AMENDMENT  OF  MERCHANT  MARINE  ACT.    1936 

Mr.  CLARK,  from  the  Conunlttee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 
following  privileged  resolution,  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

House  ResoUttlon  022 
Retolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  It  shall  be 
In  order  to  move  that  the  Hotue  refolve  Itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  aUte  of  the  Union  for  the  considera- 
tion of  H.  R  6672.  a  bill  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936, 
•»  amended,  to  provide  for  marine  *ar-rtek  insurance  and  retneur- 
ance  and  for  marlne-rl«k  Insurance,  and  for  other  purpoaea.  That 
after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  continue 
not  U)  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  between 
the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Plaherles.  the  bill  Nhatl  be  read  for  amend- 
ment under  the  ft-mlnute  rule.  At  the  otinclusion  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  for  amendment  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report 
the  same  to  the  House  with  such  amendment*  as  may  have  been 
adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered 
on  the  bin  and  amendments  thereU)  to  final  pasaage  without  inter- 
vening motion  except  one  motion  to  recommit  with  or  without 
Instructions, 

MEDITERRANEAN  FRUITFLY  ERADICATION 

Mr.  CLARK,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 
following  privileged  resolution  (S,  Con.  Res.  40),  which  was 
referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 
Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  40 

Whereas  pursuant  to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  177,  Seventy-sixth 
Congress,  first  session,  a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Claims 
of  the  Senate  has  held  a  hearing  with  respect  to  the  losaes  sustained 
by  certain  persons  In  the  State  of  Florida  as  a  result  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean frultfly  eradication  and  quarantine  campaign  conducted  in 
the  State  of  Florida  by  the  United  States  Government;  and 

Whereas  In  the  opinion  of  such  subcommittee  a  satisfactory 
showing  has  been  made  to  Justify  and  require  an  accurate  and 
dependable  determination  of  the  actual  losses  sustained  as  a  result 
of  such  campaign,  the  nature  and  character  of  such  losses,  and  the 
persons  by  whom  such  losses  were  sustained:   Therefore  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of  Representatives  concur- 
ring). That  there  Is  hereby  created  a  special  Joint  congressional 
committee  to  be  composed  of  three  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Claims  of  the  Senate,  to  be  appointed  by  the  chairman  thereof,  and 
three  members  of  the  Committee  on  Claims  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, to  be  appointed  by  the  chairman  of  such  committee. 
It  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  special  committee  to  make  a  ftill  and 
complete  investigation  with  respect  to  the  losses  sustained  as  a 
result  of  the  Mediterranean  frultfly  eradication  and  quarantine 
campaign  conducted  in  the  State  of  Florida  In  1929  and  1930  by 
the  United  States  Government,  with  a  view  to  determining,  among 
other  things,  the  nature,  character,  and  amount  of  such  losses,  the 
clrcunxstances  under  which  such  losses  occurred,  and  the  persons 
by  whom  such  losses  were  sustained.  The  committee  shall  report 
to  the  Congress  at  the  earliest  practicable  date  the  results  of  Ita 
Investigation,  together  with  Its  recommendation*,  If  any.  for  nece*- 
sary  legislation. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  concurrent  resolution,  the  committee,  or 
any  duly  authorized  subcommittee  thereof,  is  authorized  to  hold 
such  hearings,  to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places  during  the 
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sessions  recesses,  and  adjouraed  periods  of  the  Seventy-sixth  and 
Bucceedlng  Congresses,  to  employ  such  clerical  and  other  assistants, 
to  require  by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attendance  of  such  witnesses 
and  the  production  of  such  correspondence,  books,  papers,  and 
■documents  to  admmister  such  oaths,  to  take  such  testimony,  and 
to  make  such  expenditures,  as  it  deems  advisable.  The  cost  of  sten- 
ographic services  to  report  such  hearings  shaU  not  be  In  excess  of 
25  cents  per  100  words.  The  expenses  of  the  committee,  which  shall 
not  exceed  tlO  000.  shall  be  paid  one-half  from  the  contingent  fund 
Of  the  Senate  and  one-half  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Hotise 
of  Representatives,  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of 
the  committee. 
KONRECOc^f^^oN  of  transfer  of  any  geographic  regioh  nr 

WESTERN    HTMISPHERE 

Mr.  SABATH.  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted 
the  following  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  525),  which  was 
referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

House  Resolution  525 

Resolved.  That  immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  It 
shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for 
consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution  556,  a  Joint  resolution  ap- 
proving nonrecognltlon  of  the  transfer  of  any  geographic  region  In 
the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non-American  power  to  another 
non-American  power,  and  providing  for  consultation  with  other 
American  republics  In  the  event  that  such  transfer  shoiild  appear 
likely.  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the 
Joint  resolution  and  shaU  continue  not  to  exceed  2  hoxirs  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  Joint 
resolution  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule. 
At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  Joint  resolution  for  amend- 
ment, the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House 
with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the 
previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervrnlng 
motion  except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

NATIONAL   DETENSK 

Mr.  MAY  submitted  a  conference  report  and  statement  on 
the  bill  (H.  R.  3840)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  tor 
making  further  and  more  effectual  provision  for  the  national 
defense,  and  for  other  purposes",  approved  June  3,  1916,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  a  bill  that  I  intro- 
duced today  providing  for  the  training  of  civilians,  and  ask 
that  I  may  have  permission  to  slightly  exceed  the  limitations 
on  printing,  to  include  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  three  short 
editorials. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DUNN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEIAKER    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  the  remarks  I  made  today,  and  to  include 
certain  quotations. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

VOCATIONAL    TRAHflNO 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
_   There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker.  In  this  great 
program  of  national  defense,  the  problem  of  the  training  of 
our  young  men  becomes  of  paramount  importance,  not  only 
training  in  war,  but  industrial  training.  In  talking  with 
some  of  my^  colleagues  I  find  that  we  are  not  yet  certain 
about  educational  plans  which  we  think  ought  to  be  com- 
pleted. It  has  been  stiggested  to  me  that  as  many  as  are 
interested  in  vocational  or  industrial  education  as  a  back- 


ground for  national  defense  should  meet  in  the  caucus  room 
in  the  House  OflBce  Building  tomorrow  morning  at  10:30 
o'clock  and  discuss  wajrs.  means,  and  methods  of  assuming 
this  vital  part  of  our  defense  program. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    Yes. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  think  the  gentleman  Is 
doing  a  very  fine  thing,  and  I  should  be  very  glad  to  be 
present. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  trust  every  Member  inter- 
ested in  the  matter  will  be  present, 

i     CEWERAL   LEAVE   TO   PRINT 

Mr.  LESINSK*I.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  all  Members  be  permitted  5  legislative  days  to  extend - 
their  remarks  on  the  Bridges  bill  passed  this  afternoon. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  in  connection  with  the  remarks  I  made 
today  I  may  Include  therein  certain  brief  excerpts  from 
court  decisions  and  some  newspaper  articles. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an  article 
by  Admiral  Peary  and  by  Professor  Qrlswold 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  two  short  newspaper  articles. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  extend  the  remarks  which  I  made  today 
and  include  a  few  additional  extracts  from  the  Communist 
pamphlet  entitled  "Why  Communism?"  by  M.  J.  Olgln, 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise 
and  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  and 
inqlude  an  article  entitled  "Electric  Power  for  National  Needs" 
appearing  in  the  Jersey  Shore  Herald,  May  29. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXPLANATION 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  Keepe,  was  unavoidably  detained  this 
afternoon  on  the  last  roll  call.  Had  he  been  present  he 
would  have  voted  "aye." 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  reasons  pre- 
viously stated  I  object  to  such  breaches  of  the  rules.  Mem- 
bers who  make  such  announcements  are  violating  the  law  of 
the  House  and  know  they  are  violating  the  law  of  the  House. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
teijd  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Ohio.  Hi.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  certain  tables. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 


1940 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
tc  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  brief  extract  of  an  ar- 
ticle by  Gen.  Hugh  S.  Johnson. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  brief  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  include  excerpts  from  two  editorials  In  the 
remarks  I  made  today. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  or  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to  Mr. 
Gregory  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Vincent  of  Kentucky) .  for 
today,  on  account  of  official  committee  business. 

SENATE    ENROLLED    BILLS    AND    JOINT    RESOLXTTION 

The  SPEAKER  annoimced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills 
and  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  2598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Wessely; 

S.  3196.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  approved  May  24.  1938. 
entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Comision  Mixta  Demar- 
cadora  de  limltes  Entre  Colombia  y  Panama"  and  for  the 
relief  of  Jose  Antonio  Sossa  D; 

S.  4026.  An  act  providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the 
Navy  Department,  and  for  other  purposes:  and 

S.J.  Res.  59.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  to  collect  inf  ormaUon  as  to  amount  and  value 
of  all  goods  produced  in  State  and  Federal  prisons. 

BILLS    PRESENTED    TO   THE    PRESIDENT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  did  on  this  day  present  to  the 
President,  for  his  approval,  bUls  of  the  House  of  the  following 

titles: 

H.  R.  6044.  An  act  to  regulate  the  number  of  warrant  and 
commissioned  warrant  oflBcers  in  the  Marine  Corps: 

H  R  6446.  An  act  to  amend  section  4  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  authorize  the  city  of  Pierre.  S.  Dak.,  to  construct, 
equip,  maintain,  and  operate  on  Farm  Island.  S.  Dak.,  certain 
amusement  and  recreational  faculties,  to  charge  for  the  use 
thereol.  and  for  other  purposes"; 

H.  R.  8026.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9209.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Military 
Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and 
for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9848.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acqui- 
sition of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  public 
works,  and  for  other  purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  5  o'clock  and 
40  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  untU  tomorrow, 
Friday.  June  14.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
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COMMITTEE  ON  MINES  AND  MININO 

The  Subcommittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  that  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  S.  2420  will  continue  hearings  on  Friday. 
June  14,  1940,  at  10  a.  m.,  in  the  committee  rooms  in  the  New 
House  Office  Building. 

MEETING  or  IRRIGATION   AND  RECLAMATION  COMMITTEE 

The  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  will  meet 
at  10:30  a.  m.,  Friday.  June  14,  in  room  128.  House  Office 
Building,  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  8078. 

COMMITTEE    ON    IMMIGRATION    AND    NATURALIZATION 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  NaturalizaUon  Wednesday.  June  19.  1940.  at  10:30  a.  m.. 
for  the  consideration  of  private  bills  and  unfinished  business. 


'  COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

COaOaTTEE  ON  INTERSTATE  AND  POREIGN  COMMERCE 

On  Friday,  June  14,  1940,  at  10  a.  m.,  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  will  hold  a 
hearing  on  H.  R.  10065.  now  pending  in  the  Senate  on  in- 
vestment companies. 

There  wiU  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  on  Friday.  June  14.  1940.  at  10  a.  m.. 
for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9706.  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act.  Proponents  only  will  be  heard 
Priday.  Hearings  will  be  held  in  room  536,  Old  House  Office 
Building. 
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EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1758.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
May  29,  1940,  submitting  a  report,  together  with  accompany- 
ing papers  and  an  Illustration,  on  a  preliminary  examination 
and  survey  of  Little  Missouri  River,  Ark.,  authorized  by  the 
Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  22,  1936,  and  by  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  May  6.  1936  (H.  Doc.  No.  837) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Flood  Control  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with 
an  illustration. 

1759.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  dated 
April  11,  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together  with  accom- 
panying papers  and  an  illustration,  on  a  preliminary  exami- 
nation and  survey  of  Los  Angeles  and  San  Gabriel  Rivers  and 
their  tributaries,  and  Ballona  Creek,  Calif.,  authorized  by 
the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  22.  1936.  and  June  28. 
1938  (H.  Doc.  No.  838) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control 
and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  an  illustration. 

1760.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army, 
dated  May  13.  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together  with 
accompanying  papers  and  illustrations,  on  reexamination  of 
Little  Narragansett  Bay  and  Watch  Hill  Cove.  R.  I., 
requested  by  resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors.  House  of  Representatives,  adopted  January  24, 
1936  (H.  Doc.  No.  839) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  two  illustrations. 

1761.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  <:hief  of  Engineers.  United  States  Army, 
dated  June  6.  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together  with  ac- 
companying papers  on  reexamination  of  Cape  Charles  City 
Harbor,  Va.,  requested  by  resolutions  of  the  Committee 
on  Rivers  and  Harbors.  House  of  RepresentaUves,  adopted 
May  24.  1939.  and  the  Committee  on  Commerce.  United 
States  Senate,  adopted  June  13.  1939;  to  the  Committee 
on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 


REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm, 

Mr.  DeROUEN:  Committee  on  the  I*ublic  Lands.  H.  R. 
8353.  A  bill  to  change  the  designation  of  the  Fort  Marion 
National  Monument,  in  the  State  of  Florida,  and  for  other 
purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2520) .  Referred  to 
the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  HORTON:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  H.  R. 
8448.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  extension  of  certain  oil-  and 
gas-prospecting  permits;  without  amendment  <Rept.  No. 
2521).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ENGLEBRIGHT:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 
H  R.  8646.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  exchange  of  certain  pat- 
ented lands  in  the  Death  Valley  National  Monument  for  Gov- 
ernment lands  in  the  monument;  with  amendment   'Rept. 
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No.  2522  > .    Referred  to  the  Conamittee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

-^  Mr.  E>eROUEN:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  H.  R. 
9732.  A  bill  relating  to  the  issuance  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  of  a  patent  to  the  State  of  Minnesota  for  cer- 
tain lands  in  that  State;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2523).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  PATRICK:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  S.  3780.  An  act  authorizing  Alabama  Bridge 
Commission  <an  agency  of  the  State  of  Alabama)  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  and  causeway 
between  Dauphin  Island  and  the  mainland  at  or  near  Cedar 
Point,  within  the  State  of  Alabama;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2524).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  BOREN:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. S.  3807.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mis- 
souri River  at  or  near  Arrow  Rock,  Mo.;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2525).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  H.  R.  9509.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for  com- 
mencing and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across 
the  Ohio  River  at  or  near  Shawneetown,  111.;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2526).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  YOUNGDAHL:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  H.  R.  9561.  A  bill  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  Minnesota  Department  of  Highways  and  the 
counties  of  Benton  and  Steams  in  Minnesota,  to  construct, 
maintain,  and  operate  a  free  highway  bridge  across  the 
Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Sauk  Rapids,  Minn.;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2527).  Referred  to  the  House  Cal- 
endar. 

Mr.  PEARSON:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. H.  R.  9678.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for  com- 
mencing and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across 
the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Memphis,  Tenn.;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2528) .    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  CROSSER:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. H.  R.  9828.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for  com- 
mencing and  completing  the  construction  of  bridges  across 
the  Monongahela  River  in  Allegheny  County,  Pa.;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2529).  Referred  to  the  House  Cal- 
endar. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  H.  R.  9920.  A  bill  authorizing  the  county  of 
Lawrence,  Ohio,  to  acquire  and  operate  as  a  unit  certain  pri- 
vately owned  toll  bridges  across  the  Ohio  River  adjoining 
such  county;  with  amendment  (Rept.  2530).  Referred  to 
the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  CELLER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  9954.  A 
bill  to  amend  section  7  of  the  act  of  May  14.  1930  (46  Stat. 
326;  U.  S.  C.  title  18,  sec.  753f).  relating  to  places  of  con- 
finement and  transfers  of  persons  convicted  of  an  offense 
against  the  United  States;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2536).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  STEAGALL:  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
H.  R.  9931.  A  bill  to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2538) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  STEAGALL:  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
H.  R.  9930.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Act  of 
1933,  as  amended;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2539). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union.  ' 

Mr.  DELANEY:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution  524. 
Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  S.  2047,  an  act  to  divest 
prize-fight  films  of  their  character  as  subjects  of  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  2540).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  CLARK:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution  523. 
Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
260.  joint  resolution  to  make  emergency  provision  for  the 


maintenance  of  essential  vessels  affected  by  the  Neutrality 
Act  of  1939,  and  for  adjustment  rf  obligati  jns  with  respect  to 
such  vessels:  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2541).  Referred 
to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  CLARK:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution  522. 
Resolution  for  consideration  of  H.  R.  6572,  a  bill  to  amend  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936.  as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine 
war-risk  insurance  and  reinsurance  and  for  marine  risk  re- 
insurance, and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
iJo.  2542).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  3840.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  for  making  further  and  more  effectual  pro- 
vision for  the  national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes,"  ap- 
proved June  3,  1916.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 
(Rept.  No.  2543).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  CLARK:  Committee  on  Rules.  Senate  Concurrent 
Resolution  40.  Concurrent  resolution  creating  a  special  joint 
committee  to  investigate  the  matter  of  losses  resulting  from 
the  Mediterranean  fruitfly  eradication  campaign  in  Florida 
in  1929  and  1930;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2544). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  SABATH:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution 
525.  Resolqiffifci  for  the  consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 556,  a  |8m  resolution  approving  nonrecognition  of  the 
transfer  of  any  geographic  region  in  the  Western  HemLsphere 
from  one  non -American  power  to  another  non -American 
power,  and  providing  for  consultation  with  other  American 
republics  in  the  event  that  such  transfer  should  appear  likely; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2545).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS   AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xin, 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington:  Committee  on  War  Claims. 
H.  R.  4628.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  C.  Gibbs;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2518).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  HART:  Committee  on  War  Claims.  S.  1076.  An  act 
for  the  relief  of  the  widow  of  the  late  William  J.  Cocke;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2519) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  527.  An 
act  for  the  relief  of  J.  J.  Greenleaf;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2531 ) .     Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  2800.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Ross,  and  the  legal  guardian  of  Betty 
Ross,  a  minor;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2532).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3280.  An 
'act  for  the  rehef  of  the  estate  of  Leslie  Everett,  deceased: 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2533).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  McGEHEE:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  2278.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Carl  Hurt;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2534 ) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
3992.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frank  Spears;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2535).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  CELLER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  9987. 
A  bill  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  donate  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States  to  H.  S.  Scott.  D.  W.  Collins,  Fred  M. 
Gross,  tnistees,  Ashland  District  Council,  Boy  Scouts  of  Amer- 
ica, the  log  house  known  as  the  John  Secrest  home,  located 
on  the  site  of  the  Federal  Correctional  Institution  near  Ash- 
land, Ky.;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2537).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  PITTENGER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  4815.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry  J.  Wise:  with  amendment  (Rept 
No.  2546).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  PITTENGER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  5314.  A 
biy  for  the  relief  of  Paul  J.  Kohanik;   with  amendment 
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Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 


(Rept.  No.  2547) 

House. 

Mr.  McGEHEE:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  6740.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  J.  L.  Fretwell;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2548).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington:  Committee  on  Claims.  H. 
R.  7416.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  R.  Kinp;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2549).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  CRAVENS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7668.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Buxton  Hospital;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2550).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington:  Committee  on  Claims.  H. 
R.  7957.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  WUUe  Perry:  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2551).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  McGEHEE:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  8217.  A  bUl 
for  the  relief  of  Thomas  R.  Fox;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2552).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
Mr.  SASSCER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  8246.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Peter  Caietti;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2553).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  McGEHEE:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  8504.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2554).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Wliole  House. 
Mr.  SASSCER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  8946.  A  bill 
for  the  reUef  of  Rufus  K.  Sanderlin;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2555).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims. 
H.  R.  9934.  A  bill  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Theodore  R.  Troendle.  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction 
Co.:  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2556).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


CHANGE  OF  REFERENCE 

Under  clause  2  of  Rule  XXil,  committees  were  discharged 
from  the  consideration  of  the  following  bills,  which  were 
referred  as  follows: 

A  bill  (H.  R.  9770)  for  the  relief  of  Julius  Meyer;  Com- 
mittee on  Claims  discharged  and  referred  to  the  Conmiittee 
on  War  Claims. 

A  bill  (H.  R.  9933)  for  the  relief  of  Louise  Peters  Lewis; 
Committee  on  criaims  discharged,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  War  Claims. 

A  bill  (H.  R.  10052)  for  the  relief  of  Fred  Heihei;  Commit- 
tee on  Claims  discharged,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
War  Claims. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  FERGUSON: 
H.  R.  10074.  A  bill  to  establish  schools  and  camps  for  the 
military  instruction  and  training  of  civilians;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HILL: 
H.  R.  10075.  A  bill  to  provide  revenue,  equalize  taxation, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  IZAC: 
H.  R.  10076.  A  bill  to  increase  the  number  of  cadets  at  the 
United  States  Military  Academy;  to  the  Committee  en  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

H.  R.  10077.  A  bill  to  increase  the  number  of  inldshlpmen 
at  the  United  States  Naval  Academy;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  VOORHIS  of  (^lifornla: 
H.  R  10078.  A  bill  to  require  the  registration  of  certain 
organizations  carrying  on  activities  within  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  DIRKSEN: 
H.  R.  10079.  A  bill  to  make  certain  practices  in  coimectlon 
with  "open  cut"  or  "strip"  mining  of  bituminous  coal  unfair 
methods  of  competition  under  the  Bituminous  Coal  Code; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  BUCK: 
H.  R.  10080.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3493  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  formerly  section  404  of  the  Sugar  Act  of 
1937;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  BURDICK: 
H.R.  10081.  A  bill  to  provide  for  5-day.   40-hour   week, 
for  all  civilian  employees,  in  the  War  Department  of  the 
United  States  Government;  to  the  Committee  on  the  (Jivll 
Service. 

By  Mr.  REECE  of  Teruiessee: 
H.R.  10082   (by  request).  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act,  approved  June  25.  1938,  as 
amended  June  20.  1939;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  SANDAGER: 
H.  R.  10083.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  admission  of  British, 
French,  Belgian,  and  Dutch  children  to  the  United  States 
for  the  duration  of  the  present  European  war;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  SNYDER: 
H.  R.  10084.  A  bill  to  protect  certain  of  the  Nation's  in- 
terests and  institutions;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY: 
H.  R.  10085    (by  request) .  A  bill   to  amend  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act.  approved  June  25,  1938,  as 
amended  June  20.  1939,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  CELLER: 
H.J.  Res.  570.  Joint   resolution    to   repeal   the   Neutrality 
Act  of  1939;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

H.  J.  Res.  571.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  Federal  Bu- 
reau of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to  conduct 
investigations  in  the  Interests  of  national  defense,  and  for 
that  purpose  to  permit  wire  tapping  in  certain  cases;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  FADDIS: 
H.R.  10086.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  David  Jacobson;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  SOMERS  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  10087.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Continental  Aero- 
surveys  Corporation;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  10088.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leopold  Mogger 
(Geiger) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By  Mr.  YOUNGDAHL: 
H.  R.  10089  (by  request) .  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  E. 
Dimcan;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8728.  By  Mr.  BRCXJKS:  Petition  of  the  executive  com- 
mittee of  Herndon  Chapter,  National  Aeronautical  Associa- 
tion of  Mansfield.  La.,  providing  for  complement  of  airplanes 
and  for  pilot  training  at  each  landing  field  In  the  United 
States  having  a  listed  landing  field  and  facilities;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

8729.  By  Mr.  HARE:  Memorial  of  the  Lions  aub  of  Green- 
wood. S.  C,  approving  and  urging  appropriate  legislation  for 
national  defense:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8730.  By  Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON:  PetlUon  of  the  Mexia 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  of  Mexla,  Tex.,  favoring  the  furnish- 
ing of  all  materials  necessary  to  aid  the  Allies;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8731.  By  Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor,  adopted  at  the  fifty-ninth 
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annual  convention  held  at  Cincinnati.  Ohio,  concerning  ade- 
quate protection  for  the  sugar-refinery  workers  in  any  sugar 
legislation  by  Congress  in  1940.  also  opposing  importation  of 
refined  sugar;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

8732.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Association  of  Post- 
masters, adopted  at  their  sixth  annual  convention  at  Buf- 
falo, N.  Y..  expressing  approval  of  the  national-defense  sys- 
tem as  submitted  by  President  Roosevelt  to  the  Congress;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8733.  By  Mr.  KEOGH:  Petition  of  the  United  Electrical. 
Radio  and  Machine  Workers  of  America.  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 
concerning  our  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs. 

8734.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Association  of  Postmas- 
ters and  National  Association  of  Postal  Supervisors,  New 
York  State  branch.  Buffalo.  N.  Y..  approving  the  President's 
national-defense,  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8735.  By  Mr.  PFEIFER:  Petition  of  the  sugar  workers 
conference.  Washington.  D.  C.  opposing  House  bill  9654  and 
the  importation  of  tropically  refined  sugar;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 

8736.  Also,  petition  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Train- 
men. East  River  Lodge.  No.  829.  New  York  City,  protesting 
against  importation  of  tropically  refined  sugar;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

8737.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  State  Federation  of 
Labor.  Albany.  N.  Y.,  favoring  the  passage  of  the  housing 
bill  <  S.  591 ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8738.  By  Mr.  SANDAGER:  Memorial  of  the  delegates  of 
Rhode  Island  State  Elks  Association.  Elks  Home,  Providence, 
R.  I.:  endorsing  all  the  efforts  being  made  by  the  President 
and  by  Congress  to  make  this  Nation  impregnable  from  out- 
side assault:  also  endorsing  the  activities  of  the  Dies  com- 
mittee; to  the  committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8739.  By  Mr.  SCHWERT:  Resolution  of  the  New  York 
State  branch  of  the  National  Association  of  Postal  Super- 
visors, endorsing  the  President's  national-defense  program; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8740.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  Erie 
County,  State  of  New  York,  opposing  the  State  Department's 
ruling  relative  to  passport  requirements  for  Canadian  citi- 
zens, and  urging  the  cancelation  of  this  order;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8741.  By  Mr.  VREELAND:  Concurrent  resolution  adopted 
by  the  House  of  Assembly  of  New  Jersey,  regarding  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  drydock  and  shipyard  on  the  New  Jersey  side 
of  the  port  of  New  York  adequate  for  the  largest  naval  and 
mercantile  ships;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

8742.  The  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  Amarillo  Lions  Club. 
Amarillo.  Tex.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8743.  Also,  petition  of  the  Pur  Floor  and  Shipping  Clerks* 
Union.  Local  125.  New  York,  petitioning  con.sideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  House  bill  9858,  immigra- 
tion legislation;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

8744.  Also,  petition  of  the  Bronx  Peoples  Culture  Center, 
Bronx.  N.  Y..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  House  bill  9858.  to  promote  the  national 
defense,  etc.,  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

8745.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  College  of  Radiology. 
New  York,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8746.  Also,  petition  of  the  sugar  workers  conference.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  House  bill  9654,  agriculture  legislation;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

8747.  Also,  petition  of  the  Bakery  and  Confectionery 
Workers,  International  Union  of  America,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 


petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolutions  with  reference 
to  immigration  legislation;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization.  '- 

8748.  By  Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York:  Petition  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  of  Erie  County,  N.  Y.,  opposing  the  State  De- 
partment's ruling  relative  to  passport  requirements  for  Ca- 
nadian citizens;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


SENATE 

Friday,  June  14,  1940 

{Legislative  day  of  Tuesday,  May  28,  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  ZeBamey  T.  Phillips,  D.  D.,  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  our  Heavenly  Father,  who  knowest  our 
every  changing  thought,  who  alone  canst  fill  our  life  with 
holy  purpose:  Help  us  in  these  troublous  days  by  discipline, 
industry,  and  prayer  so  to  purify  our  hearts  and  minds  that 
the  sense  of  our  intimacy  with  Thee  may  beget  in  us  an  ever- 
increasing  self-respect  which  comes  only  to  those  who  scorn 
to  give  less  than  their  all  in  the  service  of  their  country. 
.  On  this  day  of  national  import  help  us  to  realize  that  our 
flag  is  the  sacrament  and  sign  of  our  affection,  patriotism, 
and  devotion  to  duty  and  stands  for  those  noblest  qualities 
that  represent  the  spirit  of  America,  qualities  that  must  rest 
upon  the  conscience  and  the  morality  of  our  people.  O'er- 
shadow  us  with  Thy  discernment,  that  we  may  grow  in 
knowledge  of  Thy  will,  until  we  shall  rise  into  the  rest  which 
it  is  Thine  alone  to  give.  Through  Jesus  Christ,  our  Lord. 
Amen. 

MESSAGE   FROM   THE   HOUSE 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the  Senator  withhold  the 
suggestion  until  the  Senate  receives  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Certainly. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Cal- 
loway, one  of  its  reading  clerks,  armoimced  that  the  House 
had  passed  the  following  bills.  In  which  it  requested  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate: 

H.  R.  9766.  An  act  to  authorize  the  deportation  of  Harry 
Renton  Bridges:  and 

H.  R.  9909.  An  act  to  amend  sections  2803  (c)  and  2903  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

THE  JOURNAL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Will  the  Senator  from  Michigan  withhold 
his  suggestion  of  the  absence  of  a  quorum  until  I  can  have 
the  Journal  approved? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Certainly. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley.  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Thur.sday.  June  13.  1940.  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

CALL  or  THE  ROLL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  VANDENBERG  I  has  suggested  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senator! 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Burke 

Ellender 

RUl 

Andrews 

Byrnes 

George 

Rolman 

Ashurst 

Capper 

Oerry 

Holt 

Austin 

Caraway 

Gillette 

Hughes 

Batley 

Chandler 

Green 

Johnson.  Callt 

Bankhead 

Clark.  Idaho 

Ouffey 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Barkley 

Clark.  Mo. 

Gumey 

King 

Bilbo 

Connally 

Hale 

La  FoUette 

Bone 

Danaher 

Harrison 

Lee 

Bridges 

Davis 

Hatch 

Lodge 

Brown 

Donahey 

Hayden 

Lucas 

Bxilow 

Downey 

Herring 

Lundeen 

1940 

UcKtWT 

McNary 

If&loney 

Me«d 

IClUer 

Ulnton 

llurrmy 

Weely 

Norrls 
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Nye 

O'Maboney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radcllffe 

Reed 

ReynoldB 

Russell 


Schwarts 

SchwcllentMkch 

Sbeppard 

Shlpstead 

Slattery 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas,  Idaho 


Thomms,  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Townsend 

Tydlngs 

Vandent>erg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 


Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  I  Mr.  Smathers]  is  absent  from  the  Senate  because  of 
illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd  and  Mr.  Glass],  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez],  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran],  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
TbumamI,  and  the  Senator  from  Montana  I  Mr.  Wheeler] 
are  necessarily  detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour]  is  necessarily  absent  on  official  duties. 

My  colleague  the  jimior  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Gibson!  .  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  PrazierI,  and 
the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  White]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  TobeyI  is  absent 
on  official  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-three  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorvun  is  present. 

messages  from  the  president APPROVAL  OF  BILLS 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of  his 
secretaries,  who  also  announced  that  the  President  had  ap- 
proved and  signed  the  following  bills: 
On  June  11.  1940: 

S.  1445.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bruno  Arena: 

S.  1474.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  G.  Abbitt; 

S.  1839.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Le  Roy  Breithaupt; 

S.  1964.  An  act  to  amend  section  5136  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended,  to  authorize  charitable  contributions 
by  national  banking  associations; 

5.  2234.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  R.  Maguire: 

8.  2419.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  J.  Hogan  and  W.  R. 
Lorkin.  in  connection  with  the  construction,  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  the  Port  HaU  Indian  irrigation  project, 
Idaho : 

8.  2798.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Parr; 

6.  3073.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Verle  S.  Ward;  and 
8.3091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bamet  Warren. 

On  June  12.  1940: 
8. 186.  An  act  to  amend  sections  798  and  800  of  the  Code 
of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  relating  to  murder  In 

the  first  degree; 

8.  2639.  An  act  relating  to  the  hours  of  service  of  persons 
employed  upon  the  Government -owned  Wiota-Fort  Peck 
Railroad  in  the  State  of  Montana; 

8. 3828.  An  act  to  amend  section  107  of  the  Judicial  Code, 
as  amended,  to  eliminate  the  requirement  that  suitable  ac- 
commodations for  holding  the  court  at  Winchester,  Tenn., 
be  provided  by  the  local  authorities; 

8.2191.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  grant  to  the  8Ute  of  MonUna  for  the  u«e  and  benefit  of 
the  Montana  School  of  Mines  a  patent  to  a  certain  tract  of 

land;  and  ^    ^,       . 

8.2282.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  change  In  the  time  for 
holding  court  at  Rock  HiU  and  Sparunburg.  8,  C. 
On  June  13.  1940: 

8  1608.  An  act  to  repeal  the  provisions  of  Private  Uw 
No.  347.  Seventy-first  Congress.  perUlnlng  to  Victoria 
Kessel: 

8. 1777.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
States  of  Montana.  North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  and  Wyo- 
ming to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement 
for  division  of  the  waters  of  the  Uttle  Missouri  River; 

8. 1977.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  A.  Farrell; 

S.  2328.  An  act  to  promote  on  the  retired  list  officers  who 
were  decorated  and  reconunended  for  promotion  for  distin- 


guished service  during  the  World  War  and  who  have  not  at- 
tained the  rank  to  which  recommended; 

S.  2735.  An  act  authorizing  the  Issuance  to  Or\ille  Wright 
of  honorary  aircraft  pilot's  certificate  No.  1 ; 

S.  3014.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  end'.ng 
June  30.  1903.  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  July  1.  1902 
(32  Stat.  662).  so  as  to  provide  uniformity  in  the  pay  of  all 
civiUan  employees  of  the  Navy  Department  appointed  for 
duty  beyond  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States  and 
in  Alaska; 

S.  3042.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  estab- 
lish a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  June  28,  1937,  as  amended; 

S.  3065.  An  act  authorizing  the  sale  of  fuel,  electric  cur- 
rent, ice,  and  water  at  isolated  naval  stations; 

S.  3491.  An  act  to  provide  that  fines  for  failure  to  pay 
license  taxes  in  Alaiska  shall  be  disposed  of  as  provided  for 
the  disposition  of  such  taxes: 

S.  3496.  An  act  to  prevent  retardation  in  promotion  and  in 
pay  and  allowances  of  permanent  professors  of  the  United 
States  Military  Academy  appointed  by  the  President  from 
the  commissioned  officers  of  the  Regular  Army; 

S.  3642.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  and  the  State  of  Washington  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  highway  bridge  across  the 
Spokane  River,  Wash.; 

S.  3643.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  Stevens  County.  SUte  of 
Washington,  to  construct.  mainUin.  and  operate  a  highway 
bridge  across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Marcus.  Wash.; 

S.  3644.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Great  Northern  Railway 
Co.  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  two  railroad  bridges 
across  the  Kettle  River,  near  Marcus.  Wash.; 

S.  3677.  An  act  to  donate  to  the  city  of  Seattle  a  totem  pole 
carved  by  the  Alaskan  native  avlUan  Conservation  Corps: 

S.  3959.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  city  of  Fort  Lauderdale.  Fla.,  an  easement  or 
easements  authorizing  such  city  to  construct  and  maintain  a 
highway  and  utility  facilities  over  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  Reservation  known  as  base  6  at  Port  Lauderdale.  Fla.; 
and 

8. 3693.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  grant 
an  easement  for  pipe  lines  across  public  lands  reserved  for 
military  purposes  in  the  parish  of  Plaquemines.  La. 

DRAFT  COKVENTIONS  AWD  BECOMMElfOATlOWS.  'TWlNTr-riFTH 
INTERNATIONAL  LABOR  CONFERENCE— REPORT  Of  THE  SEC- 
RETARY OF  STATE 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relatioiu;  ^ 


To  the  Congrets  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

The  Congress,  by  a  Joint  resolution  approved  June  19,  1Q34. 
authorized  me  to  accept  membership  for  the  Oovemmcnt  of 
the  United  States  In  the  International  Labor  Organization. 
Pursuant  to  that  authorization,  I  accepted  such  membership 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Representatives  of  this  Government  and  of  American  em- 
ployers and  American  Ubor  attended  the  twenty-fifth  sesilon 
of  the  International  Labor  Conference,  held  at  Geneva,  June 
8  to  28.  1939.  That  Conference  adopted  4  draft  convention* 
and  10  recommendations,  to  wit: 

The  recommendation  (No.  67)  concerning  vocational  train- 
ing; 

The  draft  convention  (No.  64)  concerning  the  regulation 
of  written  contracts  of  employment  of  indigenous  workers; 

The  recommendation  (No.  58)  concerning  the  maxlmimi 
length  of  written  contracts  of  employment  of  Indigenous 
workers; 
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The  draft  convention  (No.  65)  concerning  penal  sanctions 
fdr   breaches   of   contracts   of   employment   by  indigenous 

workers; 

The  recommendation  (No.  59)  concerning  labor  insi)ec- 
tcrates  for  indigenous  workers; 

The  recommendation  "No.  60)  concerning  apprenticeship; 

The  draft  convention  (No.  66)  concerning  the  recruitment, 
placing,  and  conditions  of  labor  of  migrants  for  employment; 

The  recommendation  (No.  61)  concerning  the  recruitment, 
placing,  and  conditions  of  labor  of  migrants  for  emplojrment; 

The  recommendation  (No.  62)  concerning  cooperation  be- 
tween states  relating  to  the  recruitment,  placing,  and  condi- 
tions of  labor  of  migrants  for  employment; 

The  draft  convention  (No.  67)  concerning  the  regulation 
of  hours  of  work  and  rest  periods  in  road  transport; 

The  recommendation  (No.  63)  concerning  individual  con- 
trol books  in  road  transport; 

The  recommendation  (No.  64)  concerning  the  regulation 
of  night  work  in  road  transport; 

The  recommendation  (No.  65)  concerning  the  methods  of 
regulating  hours  of  work  in  road  transport; 

The  recommendation  'No.  66)  concerning  rest  periods  of 
professional  drivers  of  private  vehicles. 

In  becoming  a  member  of  the  International  Labor  Organi- 
zation, pursuant  to  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Congress  ap- 
proved June  19,  1934.  this  Grovernment  assumed  the  following 
undertaking  in  regard  to  such  draft  conventions  and  recom- 
mendations: 

Each  of  the  members  undertakes  that  It  will  within  the  period  of 
1  year  at  most  from  the  closing  of  the  session  of  the  conference, 
or  if  it  Is  Impos&lble  owing  to  exceptional  circumstances  to  do  so 
within  the  period  of  1  year,  then  a  the  earliest  practicable  moment 
and  In  no  case  later  than  18  months  from  the  closing  of  the  session 
of  the  conference,  bring  the  recommendation  or  draft  convention 
before  the  authority  or  authorities  within  whose  competence  the 
matter  lies  for  the  enactment  of  legislation  or  other  action  (art. 
19  (405).  par.  5,  Constitution  of  the  International  Labor  Organiza- 
tion ) . 

In  the  case  of  a  federal  state,  the  power  of  which  to  enter  into 
conventions  on  labor  matters  is  subject  to  limitations,  it  shall  be  in 
the  discretion  of  that  government  to  treat  a  draft  convention  to 
which  such  limitations  apply  as  a  recommendation  only,  and  ^he 
provisions  of  this  article  with  respect  to  recommendations  shuU 
apply  in  such  case  (art.  19  (405) .  pur.  9,  Constitution  of  the  Interna- 
tional Lat)or  Organization). 

In  accordance  with  the  foregoing  undertaking,  the  above- 
named  4  draft  conventions  and  10  recommendations  are  here- 
with submitted  to  the  Congress  with  the  accompanying  re- 
port of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  its  enclosures,  to  which 
the  attention  of  the  Congress  is  invited. 

Fr.xnklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  June  14.  1940. 

[Enclosures:  1.  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  enclo- 
sures.   2.  Texts  of  recommendations  and  conventions.] 

StTPPLEMENTAL       ESTIMATE       FOR       THE       TREAStJRY       DEPARTMENT 
(COAST  GUARD)     (S.  DOC.  NO.  211) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the 
Treasury  Department  (Coast  Guard)  fiscal  year  1941, 
amovmting  to  $98,880,  which  with  the  accompanying  paper, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

PROVISION  RELATIVE  TO  APPROPRl.\TIONS  FOR  MILITARY  ESTABLISH- 
MENT   (S.  DOC.  NO.  209) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting draft  of  a  proposed  provision  pertaining  to  appro- 
priations for  the  War  Department.  Military  Establishment, 
fiscal  year  ending  Jime  30,  1941,  which,  with  the  accompany- 
ing paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

StTPPLEMENTAL   ESTIMATE.   NONMILITARY   ACTIVITIES.  WAR   DEPART- 
MENT   (S.  DOC.  NO.  210) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting an  estimate  of  appropriation  sunounting  to  $8,127,000, 


for  the  War  Department,  for  the  maintenance  and  improve- 
ment of  existing  river  and  harbor  works,  as  supplemental, 
and  in  addition,  to  the  amotmts  contained  under  the  head- 
ings "Improvement  of  existing  river  and  harbor  works"  and 
"Maintenance  of  existing  river  and  harbor  works."  in  the 
Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  which,  with 
the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

CONSERVATION       AND       UTILIZATION       PROJECTS       IN       THE       GREAT 

PLAINS.  ETC..  AREAS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  transmitting  a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An 
act  authorizing  construction  of  water  conservation  and 
utilization  projects  in  the  Great  Plains  and  arid  and  semi- 
arid  areas  of  the  United  States."  approved  August  11,  1939 
(53  Stat.  1418).  which,  wifh  the  accompanying  paper,  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 

PETITIONS   AND   MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  peti- 
tion of  the  American  Good  Government  Society,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C.  praying  for  the  enactment  of  legislation  to  coin 
$12,000,000,000  of  gold  and  silver  bullion  in  the  Treasury  and 
to  use  such  coinage  to  pay  expenses  of  the  national  defense 
program,  and  also  praying  for  adoption  of  the  Byrd  amend- 
ment to  pending  tax  legislation  looking  toward  retrenchment 
in  regular  governmental  expenditures,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Board 
of  Education,  Schenectady,  N.  Y.,  requesting  that  any  funds 
appropriated  to  train  workmen  for  essential  war  industries  be 
placed  imder  the  direction  of  existing  educational  agencies, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens 
of  Dallas,  Tex.,  praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session  dur- 
ing the  existing  crisis,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition  of  the  Nebraska 
Yearly  Meeting  of  Friends.  Central  City.  Nebr.,  praying  that 
the  United  States  pursue  a  policy  of  peace  and  that  Congress 
remain  in  session  during  the  existing  crisis,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Lions 
Club,  of  Crozet,  Va.,  endorsing  the  national-defense  prc^ram 
and  favoring  the  immediate  enactment  of  legislation  to  stop 
subversive  activities  of  citizens  or  aliens  and  the  agents  of 
foreign  nations  in  the  United  States,  etc.,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  l>efore  the  Senate  a  telegram,  signed  by  Mayor 
Woodall  Rcdgers,  chairman,  and  Karl  Hoblitz:lle,  general 
chairman,  and  members  of  the  resolutions  committee,  em- 
bodying a  resolution  adopted  at  a  recent  mass  meeting  of  citi- 
zens of  Dallas  County,  Tex.,  requesting  that  all  possible  as- 
sistance, short  of  war,  be  extended  to  the  allied  nations; 
condemning  "fifth  column"  and  un-American  activities,  and 
requesting  that  Congress  promptly  appropriate  $50,000,000  for 
the  relief  of  war  refugees,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  ASHURST  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Santa  Cruz  County.  Ariz.,  praying  that  all  needed  assistance, 
except  the  sending  ot  American  troops  abroad,  be  rendered 
to  France  and  England  in  the  present  war  situation,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  WALSH  presented  a  resolution  of  the  mayor  and 
council  of  the  city  of  Quincy.  Mass.,  favoring  the  elimination 
of  wreckage  from  Town  River,  at  Quincy,  Mass..  so  as  to 
make  the  beach  safe  for  bathers,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Commerce. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  third  annual  con- 
vention of  the  New  England  Regional  Federation  of  Federal 
Employees'  Unions  held  at  Springfield,  Mass..  requesting  that 
per  annum  employees  of  naval  yards  and  arsenals  be  paid 
at  the  rate  of  one  and  one-half  times— one  two  hundred 
and  sixtieth  of  their  annual  base  pay  per  day — for  overtime 
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work,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 

He  also  jaresented  a  resolution  of  the  Greater  Back  Bay 
Peace  Committee,  Boston.  Mass.,  favoring  the  maintenance 
of  a  policy  of  strict  neutrality  by  the  Nation  in  the  present 
International  situation,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Massachusetts  praying  that  all  material  assistance  be 
rendered  the  allied  nations  in  the  present  international  sit- 
uation, which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Worcester. 
Mass.,  praying  that  the  Government  promptly  release  air- 
planes and  other  material  for  the  aid  of  the  allied  nations 
In  the  present  international  situation,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Boston, 
Mass.,  praying  for  the  prompt  shipment,  for  use  of  the  allied 
nations,  of  such  available  war  materials  as  are  not  necessary 
for  home  defense  purposes,  and  the  enactment  of  legislation 
to  enable  the  Allies  to  obtain  loans  and  credit  in  this  coun- 
try, etc..  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 

Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  Division  No.  1,  Ancient 
Order  of  Hibernians,  of  Lawrence,  Mass.,  favoring  the  use 
of  empty  and  idle  floor  space  in  the  city  of  Lawrence,  Mass., 
for  the  manufsujture  of  defense  weapons  and  materials, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  council  of  the  city 
of  Cambridge.  Mass..  endorsing  the  Administration's  national 
defense  program,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

REPORTS    or    COMMITTEES 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  7343)  to  amend  certain 
laws  governing  Federal  prisoners,  and  for  other  purposes, 
reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 

1854)  thereon. 

Mr.  TYDINGS,  from  the  Committee  on^  Territories  and 
Insular  Affairs,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3795)  to 
authorize  the  transportation  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Road 
Commission,  and  to  validate  payments  for  that  and  other 
purposes,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1855)  thereon. 

EXECUTIVE   REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

As  in  executive  session, 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 

DOS  tm&s  t  crs . 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  re- 
iwrted  favorably  the  nomination  of  Thomas  J.  Walker,  of 
Montana,  to  be  judge  of  the  United  States  customs  court  to 
fill  an  existing  vacancy. 

Mr.  NEELY,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  re- 
ported favorably  the  following  nominations: 

Curtis  L.  Waller,  of  Florida,  to  be  district  judge  for  the 
northern  and  southern  districts  of  Florida  to  fill  an  existing 
vacancy;  and 

Jordan  B.  Royall,  of  Florida,  to  be  marshal  for  the  northern 
district  of  Florida,  vice  E.  Martin  Sessoms.  deceased. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  PRESENTED 

Mrs  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  on  June  13,  1940,  that  committee  presented  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  the  foUowing  enrolled  bills: 

S.  1024.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harriett  BosweU,  guardian 
of  Betty  Fisher;  and 

8. 3578.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Smith. 

BILL  INTRODUCED 

Mr.  DOWNEY  introduced  a  bill  (S.  4138)  to  establish  as  a 
part  of  the  reserve  component  of  the  Regular  Army  a  Home 
Defense  Organized  Reserve  for  local  home  defense,  which  was 
read  twice  by  its  Utle  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 


HOtrSE  BILLS  RXraSRED 

The  following  bills  were  each  read  twice  by  their  tiUes  and 
referred  as  indicated  below: 

H.R.  9766.  An  act  to  authorize  the  deportation  of  Harry 
Renton  Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 

H.R.  9909.  An  act  to  amend  sections  2803  (c)  and  2903 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS  FOR   NATIONAL  DEFENSE — AMEND- 
MENT 

Mr.  AUSTIN  (for  Mr.  Barbour)  submitted  an  amendment 
Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Barbour  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10055)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  national 
defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

On  page  7.  line  13.  after  the  word  "thousand",  to  Insert  a  colon 
and  tlie  followln«?  additional  proviso: 

"Provided  further.  That  In  the  process  ot  expanding  the  Regular 
Army  to  the  limits  authorized  by  law.  and  until  such  limits  shall 
have  been  attained,  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  National  Guard 
who  apply  for  active  service  In  the  Regular  Army  shall  be  accepted 
and  enrolled  lor  such  service  at  the  grade  held  by  them  at  the  time 
of  application,  and  that  from  the  date  of  their  enrollment  as 
members  of  the  Regular  Army  they  shall  have  the  same  status  as 
other  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  same  grade,  and  shall  receive 
the  same  pay  and  allowances,  he  eUglble  for  promotion,  and  entitled 
to  credits  for  active  service  and  aU  other  benefits  provided  lor 
members  ol  the  Regular  Army." 

TAXATION   FOR    PREPAREDNESS — AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  consent  to  submit  amend- 
ments intended  to  be  proposed  by  me  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10039) 
to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  rais- 
ing revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying 
for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

We  have  debated  for  many  years  different  methods  of 
preventing  the  special  privilege  of  tax  exemption  with  re- 
spect to  bonds.  My  amendments  are  drawn  to  tax  the  in- 
come of  those  who  own  tax-exempt  bonds,  figuring  the  tax  on 
the  taxable  part  of  their  income.  I  ask  that  the  amendments 
be  properly  referred  and  printed. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amendments  were  received, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

UNLAWFITL  USE  OF   INSIGNIA   OF  VETERANS*   ORGANIZATIONS CON- 
FERENCE REPORT 

Mr.  VAN  NUYS  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H  R.  5982) 
for  the  protection  against  unlawful  use  of  lh#badge,  medal,  emblem, 
or  other  Insignia  of  veterans'  organizations  Incorporated  by  act  of 
Congress  and  providing  penalties  for  the  violation  thereof,  having 
met  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  nvunbered  1  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend- 
ment as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  Inserted  by 
the  Senate  amendment  Insert  the  foUowlng:  "manufacture,  sale,  or 
purchase  for  resale,"  and  restore  alter  such  words  the  following 
language  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  amendment,  viz.  "either  sep- 
arately or  appended  to,  or  to  be  appended  to,  or  the  reproduction 
on  any  article  of  merchandise  manufacttired  or  sold,":  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same.  ^    ^      *w  ^ 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  nimibered  2  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Pat  McCahean, 
Frederick   Van   Ntrrs, 
John  A.  Danaher, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
Hatton  Sxtmnxrs, 
Francis  E.  Walter. 
John  W.  Gwtnnk, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  THOMAS  OF  UTAH  ON  HOUSING  AND  NATIONAL 

DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Wagner  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Senator  Thomas  of  Utah  at 
a  meeting  of  the  executive  representatives  of  the  United 
States  Housing  Authority,  on  Thursday,  June  13,  1940.  at  the 
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i         Hotel  Washington.  Washington.  D.  C.  which  appears  in  the 
I  Appendix.] 

j  XirEP  WAR  OUT  OF  AMERICA — ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  LEE 

I  fMr.  Lei  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 

Appendix   an   address   on   the   subject   Keep   War   Out   of 

\ '  America,  delivered  by  him  June  13.  1940.  to  the  graduates  of 

i         Natfonal  University.  Washington.  D.  C,  which  appears  in  the 

Appendix.] 

;  AIDS  SHORT  OF  WAR — ARTICLE  BY  HON.  EAINBRIDGE  COLBY 

j  [Mr.  LuNDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 

'         the  Record  an  article  by  Hon.  Bainbridge  Colby  on  the  sub- 
ject Aids  Short  of  War,  published  in  the  Washington  (D.  C.) 
•  _        Evening  Star  of  Friday.  June   14.   1940,  which  appears  in 
I         the  Appendix.! 

STATEMENT  ON  NATIONAL  DEFENSE  BY  MAJ.  CEN.  WILLIAM  C.  RIVERS, 

RETIRED 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  on  national  defense  by  Maj.  Gen. 
William  C.  Rivers,  retired,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

EMPLOYMENT    DEBT — EXTRACT    FROM    ARTICLE   BY   LEONARD    LYONS 

j  [Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 

the  Record  an  extract  from  an  article  by  Leonard  Lyons  en- 
titled -Emplojrment  Debt."  published  in  the  Washington  Post 
of  June  11,  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

RESOLUTIONS   OF    VETERANS   OF   FOREIGN    WARS    ON    PARTICIPATION 
IN   WAR    AND    PREPAREDNESS 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 

printed  In  the  Record  resolutions  adopted  at  the  last  national 

encampment  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  on  the  subject 

of  keeping  out  of  war  and  national  preparedness,  which 

I  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

i  TRUMBULL   FAMILIES   OF   CONNECTICUT   AND  THE  UNITED   STATES — 

I  ARTICLE   FROM   CONNECTICUT   CIRCLE 

I  [Mr.  Maloney  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 

In  the  Record  an  article  by  Marjorie  E.  Case  on  Trumbull 
Families  of  Connecticut  and  the  United  States,  published  in 
Connecticut  Circle  of  June  1940.  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

AMENDMENT    OF    SECURITIES    ACT    OF    1933 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago  I  Introduced 
a  bill,  at  the  request  of  the  Investment  Bankers  Association, 
to  amend  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  a  short  statement  upon  the  subj?ct.  made  by  me. 
and  an  additional  one  from  Mr.  Starkweather,  chairman  of 
the  legislative  committee  of  the  Investment  Bankers  Asso- 
ciation of  America,  be  printed  in  the  Record  before  the  con- 
sideration of  the  relief  measure  is  resumed  today. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statements  were  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

STATEMENT   BT   SENATOR    BROWN 

By  request  of  the  Investment  Bankers  Association  of  America, 
whose  president  Is  Mr.  Emmett  P.  Connely.  of  Detroit.  Mich..  I 
recently  introduced  certain  amendments  which  the  association  pro- 
poses to  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  I  do  so  for  the  purpose  of  hav- 
ing these  amendments  examined  In  an  of&cial  way  by  the  Banking 
and  Currency  Committee  of  the  Senate.  It  Is  my  hope  that  these 
amendments  will  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  and  other  de- 
partments of  the  Government  involved  and  that  their  enactment. 
!  with  such  changes  as  may  be  desirable,  will  provide  a  means  by 

which  some  differences  now  existing  between  the  Commission  and 
the  investment  bankers  can  be  eliminated. 
k  I  For  the  purpose  of  explanation.  I  have  asked  Mr.  John  K.  Stark- 

-  weather,  chairman  of  the  legislative  committee  of  the  association, 

to  prepare  a  statement  of  these  amendments,  which  is  now  set  forth. 
(See  accompanymg  papers  written  by  Mr.  Starkweather.) 

STATEMENT  BT   MB.   STARKWEATHEK 

The  theory  of  the  Secxirltles  Act  of  1933  is  that  before  securities 
can  be  sold  there  must  be  complete  and  adequate  disclosures  made 
to  the  public,  with  liability  Imposed  upQn  those  responsible  for  the 
misstatements. 

With  this  underlying  theory  we  are  in  complete  accord,  and  otxr 
one  and  only  desire  Is  to  Improve  the  act  so  that,  without  sacrificing 
the  Information  available  to  the  public.  It  will  be  much  easier  and 
much  less  expensive  for  issuers  to  raise  capital  under  It. 

To  this  end.  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  provides  that  no  sectirltlos, 
unless  8j)€Clflcally  exempted,  can  be  publicly  offered  In  Interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  or  through  the  malls  (whether  Interstate  or 


intrastate)  until  they  have  been  registered  with  the  Sectirltlea  and 
Exchange  Commission.  This  body  Is  appointed  to  supervise  the 
act  and  to  make  such  rules  and  regulations  as  it  may  deem  neces- 
sary to  carry  out  its  provisions.  A  person  in  control  (which  does 
not  necessarily  mean  51  per  cent  of  the  voting  stock  of  an  Issuer, 
but  means  some  undefined  influence  sufficient  in  ilie  opinion  of  the 
Commissioner  to  be  actual  or  "factual"  control )  cannot  sell  securi- 
ties owned  In  the  Issuer  through  an  underwriter  (which  Includes 
an  agent)  unless  the  securities  are  registered  under  the  1933  act. 

At  the  present  time  much  of  the  information  required  to  register 
a  security  under  the  1933  act  and  the  Information  required  lo 
register  a  security  under  the  1934  act  in  order  that  it  may  be  listed 
on  the  national  securities  exchange  is  substantially  the  same.  By 
recent  regulations  of  the  Commission,  the  form  of  financial  state- 
ments is  the  same.  But,  as  you  know,  registration  of  securities 
under  the  1933  act  and  registration  of  securities  under  the  1934  act 
are  quite  different  things,  and  even  though  practically  the  same 
Information  Is  on  file  under  the  1934  act.  an  Issuer  may  not  sell 
additional  securities  and  a  controlling  person  may  not  publicly 
offer  his  securities  to  or  through  an  underwriter,  as  stated,  unless 
a  separate  registration  statement  Is  effective  under  the  1933  act. 

Securities  may  be  offered  "privately,"  that  Is.  to  a  limited  number 
of  persons  who  state  they  are  buying  for  Investment  and  not  with  a 
view  to  distribution,  without  the  securities  being  registered. 

In  the  case  of  domestic  securities  a  minimum  period  of  20  days 
must  elapse  between  the  date  of  filing  a  registration  statement  and 
its  effective  date.  In  the  case  of  the  refunding  of  obligations  of 
foreign  governments  who  have  not  defaulted  on  such  outstanding 
obligations  a  period  of  7  days  must  elapse.  The  filing  of  amend- 
ments starts  a  new  20-day  waiting  period  running  unless  the  Com- 
mission "accelerates"  such  amendments.  During  this  waiting  period 
sales  or  offers  of  sale  or  offers  to  sell  cannot  be  made  without 
Incurring  civil  or  criminal  penalties.  Since  markets  may  change 
rapidly  within  a  20-day  waiting  period,  l.ssuers  are  not  certain 
when  they  file  whether  they  will  be  able  to  carry  their  issue  through 
to  conclusion  at  the  end  of  the  20-day  waiting  period.  Conse- 
quently this  period  produces  great  uncertainty  and  is  a  serious 
Impediment  In  the  flow  of  capital  to  Industry. 

Under  the  Public  Utility  Act  of  1935.  a  registered  holding  company 
or  a  subsidiary  thereof  desiring  to  issue  securities  must  file  decla- 
rations pursuant  to  sections  6  and  7  of  that  act.  and  this  Informa- 
tion largely  duplicates  or  triplicates,  as  the  case  may  be.  the  infor- 
mation which  must  be  filed  under  the  1933  act.  Despite  this  fact, 
any  company  which  previously  registered  under  the  1933  act.  or  any 
company  which  has  securities  registered  under  the  1934  act  and 
listed  on  a  national  securities  exchange,  or  any  company  which  must 
get  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission's  approval  under  the 
1935  act.  or  any  company  which  has  had  its  accounts  audited  for 
yf-ars  and  furnished  appropriate  Information  to  stockholders,  must 
wait  the  20-day  period  along  with  a  brand-new  corporation  formed 
to  sell   speculative  securities. 

It  Is  our  theory  that  where  adequate  information  is  already  avail- 
able to  the  public  that  no  public  Interest  Is  served  by  requiring 
Issuers  to  wait  20  days.  In  fact,  the  20-day  waiting  period  Is  a 
dlstli^ct  menace  to  issuers  desiring  to  raise  new  capital  or  to  refund 
outstanding  securities. 

Hence  our  first  proposal  is  to  abolish  the  20-day  waiting  period 
with  respect  to  securities  where  there  Is  already  adequate  Informa- 
tion This  would  take  away  from  the  Commission  with  respect 
to  this  type  of  security  the  right  to  examine  the  statements  during 
the  20-day  waiting  period,  issue  deficiency  letters,  and  require  that 
corrections  be  made.  The  objection  heretofore  to  abolition  of  the 
20-day  waiting  period  is  that,  even  though  the  liabilities  under  the 
1933  act  are  retained  so  that  a  purchaser  would  have  the  right  to 
sue  the  person  making  the  misstatement,  the  tesuer  might  not  be 
financially  responsible.  This  argument  does  not  hold  if  a  distinc- 
tion is  made  between  responsible  companies  where  there  is  adequate 
Information  and  new  companies.  With  respect  to  newly  organized 
companies  or  companies  where  there  has  not  been  adequate  Infor- 
mation, we  suggest  that  the  20-day  waiting  period  and  the  Commis- 
sion's power  over  the  registration  statements  of  such  Issuers  be 
retained  (See  point  1  of  the  detailed  memorandum  dated  Febru- 
ari-  10.  1940  ) 

2.  With  respect  to  those  Issuers  which  would  still  have  to  go 
through  the  20-day  waiting  period,  the  act  Is  rather  Inflexible  in 
that  there  is  no  way  of  scheduling  a  public  offering  where  an 
amendment  with  respect  to  price  and  terms  relating  to  price  Is 
filed  after  the  Initial  filing  date.  Our  second  amendment  Is  an 
endeavor  to  Introduce  a  semblance  of  flexibility  Into  the  act  so  that 
If  the  registration  statement  complies  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  in  all  other  respects  price 
amendments  can  be  filed  and  an  immediate  offering  can  be  made. 
(See  point  2  of  the  detailed  memorandum  dated  February  10.  1940.) 

3.  At  the  present  time  a  plaintiff  is  not  required  to  prove  that  a 
misstatement  or  omission  sued  on  catised  his  loss.  However,  he  Is 
required  to  do  this  under  section  18  (a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  section  16  (a)  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com- 
pany Act  of  1935.  It  Is  suggested  that  the  liability  section  of  the 
1933  act  be  brought  Into  conformity.  (See  point  4  (a)  (11)  of  ths 
detailed  memorandum  dated  February  10.  1940.) 

4  No  recommendation  Is  made  with  respect  to  changing  the 
standard  of  care  required  In  order  to  avoid  liability  on  registration 
statements  with  resjject  to  new  Issues  of  securities  under  section  11 
except  as  stated  above  with  respect  to  causation  of  damage  (despite 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  lesser  standard  In  the  1934  and  1935  acts). 
At  the  present  time,  even  though  a  misstatement  would  have  caused 
a  security  to  have  been  priced  1  or  2  points  below  its  actual  offer- 
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mg  price  at  the  time  It  was  originally  offered  a  long  period  after 
the  oflerlng  when  the  security  may  have  declined  many  points  In 
value  by  reason  of  changes  In  market  conditions,  having  not-hing 
to  do  with  the  original  misstatement,  a  purchaser  may,  neverthe- 
less recover  the  full  purchase  price.  Since  securities  are  not  ob- 
jects having  Intrinsic  merit  in  and  of  themselves  but  each  security 
In  the  same  class  is  like  every  other  security,  all  liability  under 
the  act  should  be  limited  to  damages  caused^  by  the  misstatement 
with  respect  to  which  there  is  no  adequate  defense.  Rescission 
actions  should  be  abolished  as  unfair.  The  above  does  not  refer  to 
those  cases  where  securities  are  sold  In  violation  of  the  provisions 
requiring  registration  and  delivery  prospectuses  conforming  to  the 
act  As  to  these  sections,  the  only  change  is  to  permit  the  defend- 
ant to  avoid  liability  If  he  can  prove  that  he  did  not  act  wilfully 
or  was  not  grossly  negligent.  (See  point  4  (a)  (lU)  of  the  detailed 
memorandum  dated  February  10.  1940.) 

5  Under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  a  plaintiff  does  not  have  to 
prove  reliance  on  a  registration  statement  or  prospectus  In  order  to 
recover.  No  changes  are  recommended  on  this  score  In  the  case  of 
registration  statements  or  prospectuses  with  respect  to  new  secur- 
ities although  reliance  Is  required  under  section  18  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  section  16  (a)  of  the  Public  UtUlty  Hold- 
ing Company  Act  of  1935.  In  the  case  of  outstanding  securities, 
however,  where  the  sale  Is  probably  directly  Influenced  by  a  memo- 
randum or  prospectus  It  seems  fair  to  require  that  a  plaintiff  prove 
that  he  relied  on  the  memorandum  or  offering  prospectus.  In  the 
case  of  new  securities.  Information  In  the  registration  statement 
and  prospectus  may  Influence  the  market  or  may  Influence  rating 
agencies  and  while  many  people  think  It  Is  fair  to  require  that  the 
plaintiff  prove  reliance,  we  have  not  thought  it  advisable  to  go 
that  far  at  this  time  In  the  case  of  new  securities.  It  is  seldom, 
however,  that  the  general  market  price  of  a  security  is  affected  very 
much  by  a  particular  memorandum  with  respect  to  outstanding 
securities.  ConsequenUy.  It  was  thought  fair  to  make  this  differ- 
entiation.    (See  point  4  (a)  (i)  of  the  detailed  memorandum  dated 

February  10.  1940.) 

6  At  the  present  time  if  an  issuer  offers  Its  securities  to  Its  own 
security  holders  and  wishes  to  be  assured  of  having  Its  money  at 
the  end  of  the  offer.  It  pays  an  underwriter  to  underwrite  the  se- 
curities To  the  extent  that  securities  are  purchased  by  the  existing 
security  holders  or  their  assignees,  they  are  purchased  directly  from 
the  company  and  the  underwriter  has  nothing  to  do  with  selling 
such  securities  to  them  other  than  the  fact  that  his  nam?  appears 
on  the  prospectus  as  being  wlUing  to  purchase  at  the  end  of  the 
offering  all  securities  not  subscribed  for.  The  underwriter  therefore 
only  sells  to  the  public  the  unsubscribed  balance.  Under  the  exlst- 
Ine  law  however,  he  is  liable  under  section  11  as  an  underwriter  on 
the  entire  Issue.  It  Is  suggested  that  this  liability  be  confined  to 
the  portion  actually  taken  up  and  distributed  to  the  pub  Ic.  (See 
Dolnt  4  (d)  of  the  detailed  memorandum  dated  February  10.  1940.) 

7  At  the  present  time  liability  may  be  avoided  by  directors,  offi- 
cers and  underwriters  with  respect  to  portions  of  the  registration 
statement  certified  to  by  experts  If  they  can  prove  they  had  no 
reasonable  ground  to  believe  such  portions  were  untrue.  The 
Commission  has  been  materially  limiting  the  matters  which  can  be 
so  certified  by  experts.  It  Is  suggested  that  this  be  clarified  by 
amendments.     (See  point  4  <f )  of  the  detaUed  memorandum  dated 

'^^sTt^he^present  time  a  prospectus  must  be  delivered  by  dealers 
or  brokers  on  aU  sales  of  the  security  for  1  year  after  the  public 
cffcrlnK  Prospectuses  are  frequently  long— In  some  cases  being  100 
paces  They  are  expensive  to  print  and  to  mail.  Experts  are  gen- 
erally agreed  that  most  public  distributions  of  securities  are  con- 
cluded In  a  few  weeks.  Consequently  It  U  suggested  that  the  period 
fot  the  delivery  of  the  prospectuses  be  changed  from  1  year  to  3 
months  (S^e  point  5  (a)  of  the  detailed  memorandum  dated  Feb- 
ruary 10.  1940.)  ,  .  ,.  o_  , 
9  The  present  definition  of  a  prospectus  is  very  limited.  Previ- 
ously on  high-grade  securities  Investment  bankers  were  able  to 
inform  universities,  ln.stitutlcns,  trustees,  and  savings  banks  on 
offering  sheets  listing  securities  of  private  obligors,  railroads,  mu- 
nicipal and  Government  securities  the  extent  to  which  they  were 
eligible  for  Investment,  listed  on  national  securities  exchanges,  tax- 
exempt  m  certain  SUtes.  the  yield  to  maturity,  yield  to  nearest 
redemption  date.  etc.  Today  this  Is  forbidden  with  respect  to  Issues 
rfgi.^tertd  within  1  year  under  the  1933  act.  unless  a  long-form 
prospectus  Is  also  furnished,  which  Is  loo  expensive.  The  Inlorma- 
tlon  can  be  given.  howe\-er.  with  respect  to  outstanding  securities, 
railroad  securities,  municipals  and  governments.  This  Is  a  serious 
limitation  on  the  information  available  to  buyers  and  a  severe 
handicap  to  private  obligors.  It  is  suggested  that  the  definition  of 
a  prospectus  be  amended  so  as  to  permit  such  information  to  be 
given  without  delivery  of  a  long-form  prospectus.  Also,  at  the 
present  time,  no  matter  how  many  prospectuses  a  buyer  may  already 
have  received  with  respect  to  a  particular  security,  a  person  desiring 
to  seU  that  security  to  him  must  deliver  him  another  prospectus 
unless  he  himself  has  deUvered  the  prior  prospectuses.  Even  If  the 
buyer  advises  the  seller  he  already  has  a  prospectus,  theseller 
(except  as  noted)  must  nevertheless  deliver  him  another.  This  Is 
anomalous  and  expensive  and  should  be  corrected.  (See  point  5  (b) 
of  the  detailed  memorandum  dated  February  10.  1940.) 

10.  At  the  present  time  prospectuses  must  be  delivered  on  sales 
occurring  on  national  securities  exchanges  although,  as  a  practical 
matter,  there  Is  no  way  to  enforce  this  since  sellers  deal  through 
brokers,  brokers  deal  with  each  other,  and  the  seller  or  his  broker 
have  no  way  of  being  stire  that  the  buyers  broker  will  deliver  the 
prospectus  to  the  buyer.    The  Commission  has  adopted  a  rule  with 


respect  to  this  but  tt  Is  unsatisfactory.  Consequently  it  is  sug- 
gc  ted  that  no  prospectus  need  be  delivered  on  sales  on  a  national 
securities  exchange.  (See  point  5  (c)  of  the  detailed  memorandum 
dated  Febrxiary  10.  1940.) 

11.  No  amendments  are  suggested  with  respect  to  sections  9  (a) 
(2)  and  9  (a)  (6)  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  but 
this  Is  a  very  Important  subject  in  connection  with  the  sale  of 
securities  and  It  would  be  well  If  It  could  be  given  careful  considera- 
tion. (See  point  6  of  the  detailed  memorandum  dated  February  10. 
1940.) 

12.  Under  the  existing  act.  If  securities  are  offered  as  converUble 
securities,  the  Issuer  may  deliver  common  stock  upon  the  conver- 
sion of  a  bond  several  years  later  without  delivering  a  prospectus. 
If.  on  the  other  hand,  an  Issuer  offers  a  security  with  a  warrant 
to  subscribe  to  stock  attached,  when  the  stock  Is  delivered  several 
years  later  upon  the  exercise  of  the  warrant  an  up-to-date  pros- 
pectus must  be  delivered.  This  Is  purely  fortuitous  and  should  be 
corrected.  (See  point  8  of  the  detailed  memorandum  dated  Febru- 
ary 10.  1940.) 

13.  Under  the  existing  act.  securities  exchanged  by  an  Issuer  with 
Its  own  security  holders  where  no  fees  are  paid  for  the  solicitation 
are  exempt.  In  the  case  of  defaulted  foreign  obligations  which  have 
been  issued  by  a  sutxlivision  of  a  foreign  government  where  the 
taxing  system  of  the  subdivision  has  been  taken  over  by  the  foreign 
government,  the  foreign  government  has  sometimes  offered  to  Issuo 
its  securities  In  exchange  or  to  guarantee  the  securities  offered  In 
exchange.  The  guaranty  under  the  act  Is  an  additional  security. 
Consequently.  If  the  guaranty  is  added,  the  exemption  Is  lost.  No 
such  limitations  exist  under  the  securities  acts  of  foreign  countries 
and.  consequently.  Americans  are  under  a  disadvantage  In  such 
negotiations  It  Is  suggested  that  this  disadvantage  be  removed. 
(See  point  9  of  the  detailed  memorandum  dated  February  10.  1940.) 

14.  Under  the  existing  act,  the  Commission  Is  of  the  opinion, 
because  of  the  wording  of  the  last  sentence  of  section  6  (a),  that  It 
cannot  permit  securities  to  be  registered  unless  there  Is  an  Imme- 
diate Intention  to  offer  them.  In  cerUln  Instances  this  Involves 
the  Commission  In  a  rather  anomalous  position,  namely,  that  It 
believes  certain  sales  by  j>ersons  In  control  to  be  in  violation  of  the 
Stcurltles  Act  of  1933,  but  that  such  offerings  from  time  to  time 
may  not  be  registered  under  that  act  unless  the  controlling  person 
binds  himself  to  sell  all  of  his  securities.  It  Is  suggested  that  this 
be  corrected.  (See  point  10  of  the  detailed  memorandum  dated 
February   10,   1940  ) 

15.  Due  to  the  peculiar  definition  of  an  "underwriter"  in  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933.  anyone,  whether  a  dealer  in  sectirltles  or  not. 
who  turns  in  securities  to  an  Issuer  In  exchange  for  outstanding 
securities  and  who  plans  to  sell  the  new  securities  may  be  techni- 
cally an  underwriter.  Securities  exchanged  by  an  Issuer  with  its 
own  sectirlty  holders  where  no  fees  are  paid  for  the  solicitation  are 
exempt.  Transactions  by  underwriters,  however,  are  not  exempt. 
Consequently,  although  the  Issuer  may  be  permitted  to  issue  the 
securities  initially  free  from  r€?gl8tratlon.  persons  taking  them  for 
exchange  with  a  view  to  distributing  them  may  be  "underwriters" 
and  hence  required  to  register  them.  This  restriction  on  the  right 
of  resale  has  been  emphasized  In  section  264  of  the  bankruptcy  laws. 
This  constitutes  a  serious  burden  upon  the  right  to  exchange  securi- 
ties without  registration.  It  is  suggested  that  this  can  be  amended. 
(Sec  point  11  of  the  detailed  memorandum  dated  February  10.  1940.) 

The  foregoing  Is  a  succinct  statement  of  what  our  amendments 
propose  to  do.  In  our  more  detailed  memorandum  dated  February 
10  1940.  we  have  endeavored  to  make  a  very  careful  pre-vntatlon 
of  the  pros  and  cons  of  the  amendments.  You  may  perhaps  wish 
to  refer  to  it  for  greater  detail. 

It  has.  of  course,  not  been  possible  to  do  that  In  this  letter,  and 
If  I  nave  omitted  the  substance  of  any  of  the  amendments  it  has 
not  been  Intentional,  and  I  hope  you  will  permit  me  to  explain 
these  amendments  or  the  memorandum  to  you  In  greater  detail. 

We  did  not  think  that  the  Congress  would  wish  to  undertake  a 
wholesale  revision  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934.  and  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  at  this  session,  and  we  have  therefore  not  attempted  to 
Integrate  these  three  laws,  badly  as  that  needs  to  be  done  In  order 
to  help  industry.  W°  do  not  believe  that  the  amendments  we  have 
outlined  fundamentally  change  the  purpose  back  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  or  the  protection  which  should  be  granted  to  the  public. 
We.  of  course,  recognize  that  these  amendments  will  not  accom- 
plish very  much  unless  they  are  received  in  a  cooperative  spirit  by 
the  Commission,  since  the  manner  In  which  the  act  Is  regulated 
still  makes  all  the  difference  in  the  world  as  to  whether  It  is 
feasible  for  Issuers  to  register  and  sell  securities  under  It  or  whether 
It  Isn't.  Many  Issuers  have  chosen  the  private  placement  route  for 
securities  because  of  the  delays,  expense,  and  uncertainties  of  regis- 
tration.   The  uncertainty  is  a  great  nervous  strain  on  businessmen. 

We  believe  that  the  abolition  of  the  20-day  waiting  period  on 
high-grade  securities  will  be  a  great  help.     It  Is  Interesting  to  note 
in  passing  that  there  is  no  waiting  period  under  the  English  Com- 
panies Act  of  1929,  which  is  self -executing. 
Very  truly  yours, 

John  K.  Staekweathhi. 
Chatrman,  Federal  Legislation  Committee. 

APPBOPRL^TIONS  FOR  WORK  RELIEF  AND  RELIEF 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  reUef  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT  When  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
yesterday  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BAjuo-ry]  had 
the  floor,  and  declined  to  yield.  The  Chair  wonders  whether 
he  wishes  to  continue  to  debate  the  pending  amendment 
under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  I  did  not  have  the  floor  with  the 
intention  of  keeping  it.  I  simply  wanted  to  have  the  Senate 
go  into  executive  session,  and  declined  to  yield  any  further 
so  that  we  might  do  so;  but  I  have  no  desire  to  address  the 
Senate  now. 

THz  mnnsH  debt 

^  Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  the  distinguished 
representative  of  the  Finnish  Republic  yesterday  announced 
that  in  spite  of  the  desperate  condition  in  which  his  cou- 
rageous country  finds  itself  in  respect  to  its  needs  for  cash 
resources,  it  proposes  as  usual  to  maintain  its  magnificent 
credit  record  and  make  its  debt  payment  on  June  15. 

At  this  point  I  ask  that  the  statement  issued  by  Minister 
Procope  and  published  in  the  Washington  Times-Herald  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none. 

The  statement  Is  as  follows: 

War-torn  Finland  wtU  again  come  through  with  Its  semiannual 
debt  payment  to  the  United  States  tomorrow.  HJalmar  J.  Procope, 
Minister  from  Finland,  annovinced  yesterday. 

Finland  has  never  missed  a  debt  payment,  even  meeting  its 
obligation  last  December 

STILL    nUZ,    DEMOCRATIC 

In  announcing  that  his  Government  would  make  the  payment. 
Minister  Procope  said: 

•'Finland,  still  an  Independent,  free,  and  democratic  country. 
In  spite  of  the  sufferings  and  the  ordeals  of  the  war.  will  always, 
to  the  utmost  of  her  power,  fulfill  her  obligations.  On  Saturday, 
June  15.  we  shall  again  make  to  the  United  States  Treasury  regular 
payment  of  our  debt,  not  only  in  fulfillment  of  our  obligations 
but  as  a  symbol  of  the  friendly  relations  which  exist  between  the 
two  Governments  and  the  people.  The  ties  that  bind  the  two  inde- 
pendent republics,  Finland  and  the  United  States,  have  grown 
stronger  since  Finland  In  December  made  the  last  semiannual 
payment  on  her  debt.  The  people  of  America,  through  their  out- 
pouring of  aid  to  my  country  during  the  war,  showed  their  friend- 
ship and  sympathy  for  Finland. 

FACES  HEAVY  BURDENS 

"Finland's  war  was  costly.  Reconstruction,  too.  is  costly.  Hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  our  people  were  left  homeless  when  they 
moved  from  territory  ceded  to  Russia.  Our  industries  and  eco- 
nomic life  were  demoralized.  Thousands  of  orphans  and  widows 
became  charges  on  the  Government  as  a  result  of  the  casualties 
of  the  war. 

"Faced  with  these  heavy  burdens  of  reconstruction.  Finland  Is 
moving  forward  again  with  her  own  resources  and  the  aid  which 
she  has  received  and  continues  to  receive  from  her  friends." 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  on  May  28  I  intro- 
duced Senate  Joint  Resolution  272.  having  for  its  purpose  the 
extension  to  the  Finnish  Republic,  of  an  option  to  refund  its 
payments  for  the  present  year — namely,  payments  due  on 
June  15  and  December  15 — if  it  wished  so  to  do,  the  purpose 
and  idea  being  to  extend  some  small  measure  of  voluntary 
recognition  to  the  magnificent  credit  record  which  Finland 
has  made.  The  joint  resolution  was  referred  to  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee,  which  in  turn  referred  it  to  the  State 
Department  and  the  Treasury  Department.  Both  of  those  De- 
partments have  favorably  reported  on  it. 

I  read  a  sentence  or  two  from  Secretary  Hull's  letter  to  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Harrison]: 

I  do  not  believe  I  need  comment  for  the  committee's  Information 
on  the  present  distress  and  strain  in  Finland  nor  on  the  great 
elTort  of  reconstruction  and  resettlement  it  must  undertake  amid 
all  the  existing  difficulties.  Neither  need  I  dwell  on  the  claims 
of  the  Finnish  people  to  the  regard  of  this  Government  and  people, 
I  will  merely  say  that  should  the  Ckingress  be  disposed  at  this 
time  to  propose  to  the  Finnish  Government  a  postponement  of  pay- 
ments which  will  make  substantial  sums  available  to  the  Finnish 
Government  during  the  present  period  of  stress,  I  perceive  no 
ground  for  objection  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  United  States. 

I  also  read  a  single  sentence  from  the  letter  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury.  Not  only  does  the  Secretary  have  no 
objection  to  the  enactment  of  the  joint  resolution,  but  he 
adds: 


If  the  Congress  should  desire  to  afford  a  more  liberal  measure 
of  assistance  to  the  Republic  of  Finland  than  is  contemplated  under 
the  proposed  joint  resolution,  this  Department  would  be  very 
pleased. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  unanimously 
ordered  a  favorable  report  on  the  joint  resolution  this  morn- 
ing and  instructed' me  to  present  it.  From  the  Committee  on 
Finance.  I  report  the  joint  resolution  without  amendment, 
and  at  the  request  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the 
able  Senator  from  Mississippi  fMr.  Harrison! — who  is  still 
in  committee  hearings — I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  pres- 
ent consideration,  inasmuch  as  obviously  the  time  element 
requires  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  joint  resolution  will  be  read 
by  title  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  joint  resolution  (8.  J.  Res.  272)  to 
authorize  the  postponement  of  payment  of  amounts  payable 
to  the  United  States  by  the  Republic  of  Finland  on  its  in- 
debtedness under  agreements  between  that  Republic  and  the 
United  States  dated  May  1,  1923,  and  May  23,  1932. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  published  in  full  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
the  letters  from  which  I  have  read  brief  extracts. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

.^  JXTNX  10,   1940. 

The  Honorable  Pat  Harrison, 

Chairman.  Committee  on  Finance,  United  States  Senate. 

Mr  Dear  Senator  Harrison:  Pursuant  to  the  request  in  your 
letter  of  June  5,  I  submit  the  following  comment  on  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  272.  The  Joint  resolution,  if  enacted,  would  authorize 
the  postponement  by  the  Republic  of  Finland  of  the  payment  of 
amounts  payable  to  the  United  States  during  the  calendar  year 
1940  under  its  debt  agreements  of  May  1,  1923.  and  May  23,  1932. 
and  would  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  make,  on 
behalf  of  the  United  SUtes  of  America,  an  agreement  with  the 
Republic  of  Finland  for  the  payment  of  the  postponed  amount  with 
Interest  at  the  rate  of  3  percent  per  annum,  in  10  annuities,  to  be 
paid  during  the  calendar  year  beginning  January  1,  1941.  and  in  the 
9  calendar  years  following. 

I  do  not  believe  I  need  comment  for  the  conmiittee's  information 
on  the  present  distress  and  strain  In  Finland  nor  on  the  great 
effort  of  reconstruction  and  resettlement  it  must  undertake  amid 
all  the  exi.stlng  difficulties.  Neither  need  I  dwell  on  the  claims  of 
the  Finnish  people  to  the  high  regard  of  this  Government  and 
people  I  will  merely  say  that  should  the  Congress  be  disposed  at 
this  time  to  propose  to  the  Finnish  Government  a  postponement  of 
payments  which  will  make  substantial  sums  available  to  the  Finnish 
Government  during  the  present  period  of  stress  I  perceive  no  ground 
for  objection  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  United  States. 

I  do  not  wish  to  pass  Judgment  upon  the  precise  terms  which 
such  a  proposal  should  include,  although  this  would  deserve  the 
committee's  careful  consideration  In  drafting  an  unsolicited  and 
unnegotlated  tender  of  relief  to  an  always  punctual  debtor  govern- 
ment. Unless  there  is  a  postponement,  Finland  Is  to  pay  this  year 
a  $76  000  bond.  $280,735  interest,  and  a  Hoover  moratorium  annuity 
of  $38,061.  which  represents  one-tenth  of  the  $55,000  bond  and 
$257,295  interest  originally  due  in  the  fiscal  year  1932  plus  addi- 
tional interest  on  this  bond  and  Interest.  The  bonds  themselves 
Include  a  substantial  percentage  of  funded  interest  accumulated 
between  1919  and  1923.  Finland's  payments  are  mostly  for  in- 
terest and  only  in  small  part  for  debt  curtailment,  as  may  appear 
from  the  fact  that  for  relief  supplies  in  the  value  of  $8  281  926  17 
received  during  the  years  1919  and  1920.  the  Government  of  Finland 
has  already  paid  the  United  ^States  $5,891,291.77  and  still  owes 
the  United  States  $8.142,890  21.  The  committee  may  wish  to  con- 
sider whether  a  fvuaher  cumulation  of  interest  on  Interest  should 
be  provided  for  in  a  postponement  proposal  to  the  Finnish  Govern- 
ment, and  also  whether  an  adequate  and  wise  measure  of  relief 
would  be  afforded  by  the  brief  term  of  postponement  for  which 
S  J.  Res.  272  would  provide.  The  effects  sought  by  the  resolu- 
tion might  not  be  produced  by  the  terms  In  which  It  is  at  nresent 
drafted.  "^ 

Sincerely  yours, 

COKDELL  HXTIX. 
«.      ^^         „       ^  _  JlTNR   11,    1940. 

Mr  Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  Receipt  is  acknowledged  of  your  letter 
of  June  5.  1940.  enclosing  a  copy  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  272 
IntrtKluced  by  Hon.  Asthxtr  H.  Vandenberg.  to  authorize  the  pcst- 
ponement  of  payment  of  amounts  payable  to  the  United  States  bv 
the  Republic  of  Finland  on  iU  indebtedness  under  aereementa 
between  that  Republic  and  the  United  States  dated  May  1/1923.  and 
AA&y  23,  1932. 

■The  bill  provides  for  the  postponement  at  the  option  of  Finland 
of  payment  of  amounts  payable  to  the  United  States  during  the 
period  from  January  1,  1940,  to  December  31,  1940.  In  the  event 
Of  the  exercise  by  Finland  of  the  option  to  postpone  such  payments 


the  Secretary  oil  the  Treasury  would  be  authorized  to  make,  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States,  an  agreement  with  Finland  for  the 
payment  of  the  postponed  amount,  with  Interest  at  the  rate  of  3 
percent  per  annum,  beginning  January  1.  1941.  In  10  annuities,  the 
first  to  be  paid  during  the  calendar  year  beginning  January  1,  1041, 
and  1  during  each  of  the  9  calendar  years  following. 

The  amounts  payable  to  the  United  States  by  Finland  during 
1940  which  would  t>e  subject  to  postponement  under  the  proposed 
Joint  resolution  are  aa  follows: 


1 

1 

D«t«  payable 

Funding  sfTeenieDt. 
May  1,  1923 

Morator- 
ium agre«^ 
nient.  Alay 
■a,  1U32 

Total 

1 

Principal 

Interest 

Jane  l.s.  JMO     ......    

$140, 3K7.  50 
140. 367.  £0 

$19. 030.  .V) 
W,  030.  SO 

$1.'»,308 

Dee.  15,  IMO ,. 

170.000 

2V^,308 

The  Treasury  has  no  objections  to  the  enactment  of  the  proposed 
joint  resolution  if  the  Congreaa  determines  to  grant  a  measure  of 
assistance  to  the  Republic  of  Finland.  Finland  was  one  of  the  first 
nations  to  come  forward  in  1922  to  make  arrangements  for  repaying 
to  this  Government  amounts  representing  the  cost  to  it  of  relief 
supplies  which  it  had  received.  The  people  of  Finland  have  stead- 
lastly  and  scrupulously  carried  out  their  agreements  with  this  Gov- 
ernment. Notwithstanding  the  difficulties  confronting  that  Gov- 
ernment on  December  15.  1939.  it  made  a  payment  of  $234,693  which 
was  due  to  the  United  States.  Previous  to  that  date  the  President 
announced  that  the  Treasury  would  be  directed  to  hold  this  pay- 
ment in  suspense,  and  that  he  woxild  recommend  to  the  Congress 
that  the  funds  be  used  for  the  benefit  of  the  Finnish  people.  While 
the  Export-Import  Bank  has  granted  credits  to  assist  Finland,  the 
payment  of  the  amounts  which  will  soon  begin  to  mature  on  such 
credits,  when  added  to  the  semiannual  payments  due  from  Finland 
on  her  relief  indebtedness  incurred  in  1919  and  1920.  constitute  a 
drain  on  the  limited  resources  of  that  government,  resources  which 
are  sorely  needed  in  the  rehabilitation  of  the  country. 

Finland's  Indebtedness  for  relief  supplies  agpregated  $8,281,926.17 
and  was  represented  by  obligations  of  $3,289,276.98  dated  June  30. 
1919.  and  $4,992,649.19  dated  July  1.  1920.  As  a  result  of  the  nego- 
tiations initiated  In  1922  by  the  World  War  Foreign  Debt  Commis- 
sion, the  Congress,  bv  an  act  approved  March  12.  1924,  authorized 
a  refunding  agreement  with  Finland  under  which  Interest  on  the 
original  Indebtedness  at  the  rate  of  4»/4  percent  per  annum  to  De- 
cember 15.  1922,  amounting  to  $1,027,389.10,  was  added  to  the 
original  debt,  and  after  a  cash  pa3rment  of  $309,315.27  by  Finland, 
tbe  balance  of  $9  000.000,  with  interest  at  3  percent  per  annum  from 
Decemt>er  15.  1922.  to  December  15,  1932.  and  thereafter  at  3»4 
percent  per  annum,  was  to  be  repaid  over  a  period  of  62  years. 
Each  semiannual  installment  has  been  promptly  paid  by  Finland 
except  the  installments  due  In  the  fiscal  year  1932,  which  were 
postponed  under  the  moratorium  proposed  by  President  Hoover 
and  authorized  by  the  Joint  resolution  of  Congress  approved  De- 
cember 23,  1931.  The  postponed  Installments  are  being  repaid  In 
10  annuities  with  Interest  at  4  percent  per  annum  from  July  1. 
1933.  Since  1923.  Finland  has  paid  to  the  United  States  the  rum 
of  $5,891,291.77.  of  which  $957,533.23  represented  principal  and 
$4533,758  54  represented  Interest.  This  Includes  the  payment  of 
$234,693  by  Finland  on  December  15.  1939. 

It  appears  that  the  proposed  joint  resolution  affords  only  limited 
assistance  to  Finland.  It  Imposes  a  3  percent  Interest  rate,  and 
Includes  Interest  on  Interest,  which  Finland  must  pay  if  that  Gov- 
ernment should  desire  to  take  advantage  of  this  proposed  offer. 
While  the  proposed  Interest  of  3  percent  is  less  than  the  3>/i  percent 
rate  which  is  now  borne  by  Finland's  indebtedness  under  the  agree- 
ment of  May  1,  1923,  and  the  rate  of  4  percent  on  the  amounts 
postponed  under  the  agreement  of  May  23.  1932,  in  the  light  of  recent 
developments  In  Finland  and  the  problems  of  reconstruction  now 
confronting  that  Government,  the  requirement  that  the  proposed 
postponed  amounts  be  repaid  within  10  years  does  not  offer  much 
except  a  temporary  measure  of  assistance  to  Finland. 

If  the  Congress  should  desire  to  afford  a  more  liberal  measure  of 
assistance  to  the  Republic  of  Finland  than  Is  contemplated  under 
the  proposed  joint  resolution,  this  Department  would  be  very 
pleased. 

The  Department  has  been  advised  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
that  there  Is  no  objection  to  the  submission  of  this  report  to  your 
oommlttee. 

Very  trtily  yours, 

H.  Morcenthau.  Jr.. 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Hon.  Pat  Harrison. 

Chairman.  Committee  on  Finance.  United  State*  Senate, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

T^e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, I  was  compelled  to  leave  the  committee  room  before 
action  was  taken  on  the  joint  resolution.  I  realize,  of  cour.se, 
the  feelings  of  the  Senate  and  the  country  toward  Finland. 
As  I  stated  the  other  day,  I  had  received  some  representations 


from  the  representatives  in  Finland  in  the  United  States; 
and  I  got  the  impression — and  I  think  it  was  an  accurate  im- 
pression— that  they  were  not  only  willing  to  make  their  pay- 
ment tomorrow,  but  they  wanted  to  do  It  as  a  matter  of 
pride  on  the  part  of  the  Finnish  Government.  They  were  not 
asking  for  a  postponement  or  anything  of  the  sort. 

I  should  hate  to  do  anything  or  to  have  the  Senate  do  any- 
thing that  would  be  regarded  as  contrary  to  t^e  desire  and 
wish  of  the  Finnish  Government  to  make  its  payment  and  to 
keep  up  its  record,  which  is  unique.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  whether  the  enactment  of  the  joint 
resolution  would  be  interpreted  In  any  way  as  reflecting  on 
the  ubUity  or  the  willingness  or  the  desire  of  the  Finnish 
Government  to  make  its  payment  as  it  had  contemplated  and 
announced  that  it  would  make  it,  because  I  have  a  feeling 
that  the  people  of  Finland  have  more  pride  in  keeping  up 
their  record  of  pasrments  than  they  have  in  securing  some 
extension  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  very  glad  the  Senator  has  asked 
the  question.  It  Is  pertinent  and  should  be  speciflcally 
answered. 

My  Information  is  precisely  the  same  as  that  of  the  able 
Senator  from  Kentucky.  The  representatives  of  the  Republic 
of  Finland  propose  to  maintain  their  payments,  and  are 
prepared  to  do  so.  regardless  of  the  burden  it  represents  to 
them  at  this  diflBcult  moment  in  Finnish  history.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  joint  resolution  which  could  remotely  reflect 
upon  their  credit.  On  the  contrary,  the  joint  resolution 
simply  extends  an  option  which  they  may  accept  if  they  de- 
sire. In  other  words,  we  have  simply  put  ourselves  in  tlie 
position  of  saying  to  them,  "You  have  been  a  good  debtor. 
Lonesomely,  you  have  been  a  good  debtor,  and  we  offer  you 
this  tangible  token  of  our  acknowledgment."  I  am  sure  it  is 
not  only  no  reflection  on  their  credit,  but  I  should  construe 
it  as  being  the  Senate's  compliment  to  their  credit.  What 
really  ought  to  be  done — and  I  shall  welcome  any  Treasury 
negotiations  to  this  end — ^is  to  refund  the  entire  Finnish  debt 
on  far  more  favorable  terms,  in  view  of  Finland's  debt  record. 
Let  us  not  forget  that  Finland  originally  got  only  $8,281,000 
from  us  in  1919  and  1920;  that  Pinland  has  actually  paid  us 
$5,891,000;  but,  thanks  to  the  power  of  compound  Interest, 
Finland  still  owes  us  $8,142,000,  although  she  has  met  every 
dollar  of  obligation  when  due.  This  resolution  ought  to  be 
only  the  prelude  to  a  rearrangement  which  would  permit 
Finland  to  a  receipt  in  full  when  it  has  paid  the  face  of  the 
principal.  The  pending  resolution  Is  no  reflection  on  Fin- 
land. On  the  contrary,  it  Is  a  compliment  to  Finland.  The 
option  may  be  rejected.  But  we  can  offer  it  as  a  matter  of 
equity  and  fair  play  and  as  a  demonstration  of  our  construc- 
tive interest  in  good  debtors. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  In  view  of  the  action  of 
the  committee  and  the  instructions  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  and  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  two  Senators  from  Michigan — both  of  whom 
are  members  of  the  committee — agree  as  to  what  happened, 
and  I  myself  was  not  there.  I  do  not  feel  that  I  am  called 
upon  to  object.  I  insist,  however,  that  nothing  in  the  joint 
resolution  or  any  action  we  may  take  here  is  in  any  way  to  be 
construed  as  indicating  unwillingness  or  inability  on  the  part 
of  the  Republic  of  Finland  to  make  their  payment  as  they 
planned  to  make  It  and  have  announced  long  In  advance 
that  they  would  make  It. 

Mr.  BYRNES.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  really  regret  that  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan cannot  definitely  state  the  wishes  of  the  representatives 
of  the  Finnish  Government  with  reference  to  the  payment, 
because,  with  him  and  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I 
share  the  view  that  the  representatives  of  this  little  Govern- 
ment should  have  the  opportimity  to  maintain  Its  record  for 
the  payment  of  Its  Indebtedness.  If  the  Senator  would  not 
demand  action  upon  his  joint  resolution  at  this  time,  and 
should  ascertain  that  the  representatives  of  the  Finnish  Gov- 
ernment prefer  to  make  the  payment,  as  I  understand  they 
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are  ready  to  do.  I  should  like  to  suggest  that  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  then  move  to  amend  the  section  of  House 
Joint  Resolution  544  which  has  been  agreed  to  and  which 
makes  an  appropriation  of  $50,000,000  to  aid  the  refugees  in 
the  invaded  sections  of  Europe,  and  specify  that  $10,000,000 
shall  be  used  for  the  assistance  of  refugees  of  the  Finnish 
Government.  In  that  way  the  Finnish  Government  would 
maintain  it%  record;  It  would  stand  as  an  incentive  not  only 
to  all  governments  but  to  all  individuals  throughout  the  world 
"^to  pay  their  indebtedness  when  they  are  able  to  do  so;  and  it 
would  not  deprive  them  of  the  remarkable  record  they  have 
maintained  to  this  time. 

I  wish  the  Senator  would  give  consideration  to  adding 
$10,000,000  to  the  $50,000,000  and  specify  that  it  be  spent  for 
the  aid  and  assistance  of  the  Finns,  and  then  let  the  Finnish 
Government  maintain  its  record  for  paying  its  indebtedness. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California  rose. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  com- 
ment on  what  the  able  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has 
suggested,  and  then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

In  the  first  place.  I  would  not  wish  to  make  inquiry  of  the 
Finnish  Minister  whether  or  not  he  desired  this  action.  I 
think  that  would  be  wholly  out  of  harmony  with'  the  entire 
idea.  This  is  a  voluntarj'  proposal  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  a  voluntary  recognition  of  all  the 
splendid  attributes  to  which  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
has  referred.  I  think  it  would  rob  it  of  its  entire  value  and 
sentiment  if  it  were  preceded  by  an  inquiry  as  to  whether 
or  not  it  was  wished. 

So  far  as  the  other  suggestion  is  concerned.  I  do  not  desire 
to  confuse  the  refugee-appropriation  question  with  this 
simple  debt  question,  because  the  debt  question  is  a  very 
fundamental  one  in  this  country.  Finland  is  the  one  nation 
which  has  maintained  its  record,  yet  which  is  under  terrific 
pressure  for  cash  at  the  present  time.  It  is  entitled  to  main- 
tain its  record  and  preference  as  a  good  debtor  without  the 
necessity  of  confronting  this  immediate  burden,  if  it  wishes 
to  take  the  option.  If  it  does  not  wish  to  take  the  option. 
It  is  in  precisely  the  same  position  as  if  the  resolution  had  not 
been  passed,  except  that  its  appreciative  creditor  would  have 
extended  it  the  additional  compliment  of  offering  the  option 
on  the  part  of  Congress. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California, 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President.  I  yield  to 
no  man.  not  even  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan,  in  admira- 
tion for  the  Finns.  When  every  other  government  on  the 
face  of  the  earth,  at  a  time  when  they  were  amply  able  to 
pay.  was  defaulting  in  the  payment  of  its  just  debts  to  the 
United  States,  the  little  Nation  of  Finland  did  its  duty  and 
kept  the  faith.  I  would  go  any  length  to  show  my  apprecia- 
tion of  what  they  do  and  what  they  have  done,  but  I  want 
to  be  very  certain  before  I  do  it  that  this  is  not  to  be  taken 
as  a  precedent,  and  that  there  is  no  desire  or  design  any- 
where to  take  it  as  a  precedent  for  the  reduction  or  the  omis- 
sion or  the  remission  of  the  amounts  of  money  which  are 
Que  from  other  nations  of  the  world  to  the  United  States  of 
America. 

Mr.  President,  a  great  deal  has  been  said  of  late  about  the 
so-called  Johnson  Act.  The  name  of  it  is  immaterial:  the 
act  itself  has  become  immaterial;  but  against  the  endeavor 
which  shall  be  made,  either  in  this  body  or  through  the  press, 
to  repeal  that  act  or  to  prevent  nations  which  are  indebted  to 
lis.  even  in  this  particular  time,  from  paying  the  money  they 
justly  owe  under  the  circumstances,  I  shall  be  in  as  firm 
opposition  as  I  can^|^. 

I  do  not  want  to  afford  a  pretext  for  these  nations  to  stand 
upon  their  contemptuous  disregard  of  their  plighted  obliga- 
tions. I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
whether  he  has  heard  anything  in  any  way,  shape,  form,  or 
manner  as  to  the  effect  the  particular  action  he  seeks  might 
have  upon  any  of  the  debts  due  from  any  other  countries  to 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  is  a  very 
fair  question — one  which  should  be  raised  and  one  which 
should  be  answer^ 


The  Senator  is  familiar  with  my  fidelity  to  the  so-called 
Johnson  Act.  I  have  no  interest  in  its  amendment  or  repeal. 
I  see  nothing  in  the  proposed  action  which  would  remotely 
affect  that  question.  I  have  heard  of  no  purpose  to  invade 
the  Johnson  Act.  so  far  as  legislative  action  is  concerned. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  have  heard  the  discussion  outside, 
and  I  assume  the  Senator  is  asking  me  whether  there  is  any 
relationship  between  this  proposal  of  mine  and  the  proposals 
which  are  heard  for  the  repeal  of  the  Johnson  Act,  and  I  say 
to  him,  "No."  I  wish  to  add  that  I  do  not  see  how  this  could 
be  a  precedent  because,  unfortunately.  Finland  is  in  a  class  by 
herself,  and  she  creates  no  precedent  for  anyone  else,  either 
when  she  pays  or  when  she  is  given  the  option  of  remission  of 
payment  for  1  year. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan,  but  I  am  very  peculiarly  suspicious  of  the 
attempts  which  are  being  made  to  undermine  or  repeal  the 
Johnson  Act. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  hope  the  Senator  wUl  absolve  me 
from  that  suspicion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Of  course  I  do,  but  the  Sen- 
ator shows  his  krtowledge  of  the  efforts  which  are  being  made 
when  he  speaks  of  attempts  being  made  outside  this  Chamber. 
They  are  being  made.  Every  large  newspaper  in  the  land  is 
saying  to  us  that  we  must  repeal  that  act,  and  there  is  pend- 
ing before  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  a  resolution 
for  the  suspension  of  that  act  and  the  suspension  of  the  neu- 
trality law.  So  that  the  matter  is  now  at  a  focus,  and  I  want 
to  be  very  certain  that  nothing  we  may  do  will  in  any  degree 
afford  comfort  or  sympathy  to  those  who  are  seeking  this 
peculiar  action. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  have  given  the  Senator  every  assur- 
ance I  can.  and  I  give  him  the  assurance  wholeheartedly 
and  with  complete  frankness. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Is  it  absolutely  essential  that 
this  action  be  had  today? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  joint  resolution  must  be  passed 
today,  sent  to  the  House,  and  passed  by  the  House  without 
reference  to  a  committee,  because  the  payment  is  to  be  made 
tomorrow. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  to  leave  the  Chamber  In  a  few 
moments,  or  I  would  not  interrupt  the  Senator  at  this  time. 

I  do  not  see  anything  in  the  joint  resolution  which  hints  at 
any  suspicion  that  it  could  in  any  way  be  used  as  a  precedent 
in  favor  of  a  resoluUon  to  repeal  the  Johnson  Act.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  repeal  of  that  act. 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  record  Finland  has  made,  both 
as  to  the  payment  of  the  interest  on  her  debt  to  us  and  later 
in  the  remarkable  stand  she  made  in  defense  of  her  freedom 
against  the  great  octopus  that  was  fighting  her.  knowing 
what  that  means  in  the  way  of  finances  to  a  government 
knowing  also  the  terrible  distress  visited  upon  her  in  a  finan- 
cial way  as  a  result  of  the  struggle,  it  seems  to  me  the  Ameri- 
can Government,  in  view  of  those  two  considerations,  should 
not  only  postpone  the  payment  of  interest  but  should  remit 
the  interest.  I  do  not  say  that  on  behalf  of  the  Finnish 
Government  but  I  say  it  on  behalf  of  our  Government. 

It  is  said  here  that  Finland  wants  to  keep  up  her  record- 
that  she  wants  to  pay  the  money  anyway.  If  that  be  true  let 
her  pay  it;  but  I  think  it  is  up  to  us  to  extend  a  gesture  that 
will  be  fair  and  honorable— namely,  to  remit  the  payment  of 
the  interest  entirely.  If  Finland  pays  it,  if  she  feels  that  she 
wants  to  keep  her  record  clear,  it  seems  to  me  we  should 
follow  the  payment  by  an  immediate  appropriation  which 
would  give  the  money  we  receive  from  Finland  to  the  suffering 
people  of  Finland  alone. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  yield  again. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  came  Into  the  Chamber 
during  the  course  of  the  Senator's  speech.  Has  he  a  codv 
of  the  joint  resolution?  ,  *^' 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


8229 


Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  glad  to  hand  a  copy  to  the 
Senator.  He  will  realize  as  he  reads  it  that  there  is  no  pro- 
vision for  remission  of  the  debt,  there  is  nothing  except  pro- 
vision for  a  refunding  of  two  interest  payments.  There  is 
nothing  else  Involved,  no  other  debtor  involved,  no  precedent 
involved. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  As  I  stated  before,  I  yield  to 
no  man  in  admiration  for  Finland.  I  yield  to  no  man  in 
asserting  that  they  did  a  magnificent  job,  that  they  are  a 
brave  and  a  bold  people,  who  fought  to  the  last  against  a 
great  overpowering  enemy.  I  yield  to  no  man  in  saying, 
in  every  way  I  can  say  it.  that  Finland  deserves  well  of  this 
country  because  of  her  desire  and  anxiety  to  keep  her  obli- 
gation, as  no  other  country  has  done.  So  I  should  like  to 
do  exactly  as  the  Senator  from  Michigan  suggests. 

I  take  it,  when  a  statement  is  made  here  that  this  is  not 
Intended  or  designed  In  any  fashion,  nor  has  anyone  heard 
that  in  any  fashion  it  is  to  be  used  as  a  precedent  for  the 
remitting  of  the  debts  of  other  nations;  that  that  is  so,  and 
with  that  firm  determination  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  I 
wUl    not    object,    under    the    circvunstances.     Otherwise    I 
should. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  BROWN     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  yield  to  my  colleague. 
Mr.  BROWN.    I  am  in  thorough  sjrmpathy  with  the  Joint 
resolution  offered  by  my  colleague.    I  wish  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  California  to  the  fact  that  this  is 
not  the  first  time  we  have  deferred  payments  due  from  the 
Finnish  Government.    In  1932,  because  of  the  financial  con- 
dition of  the  country,  we  remitted  payments  which  were  then 
due.  postponed  them,  and  permitted  them  to  be  paid  over  a 
10-year  period,  and  $38,000  annually  of  the  amount  that  is 
being  paid  by  the  Finnish  Government  is  in  pursuance  of  a 
congressional    enactment.   Public   Law   No.   5.   which   was 
adopted  in  1931  to  that  effect. 

As  I  heard  the  joint  resolution  read  before  the  Finance 
Committee  this  morning,  there  is  nothing  to  it  more  than 
that  it  permits  the  two  payments  due  this  year,  1940,  to  be 
deferred  at  the  option  of  the  Finnish  Government.  It  does 
not  go  any  further  than  that. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  ByrnesI  referred 
to  the  payment  due.  My  recollection  is  that  the  amount  of 
the  pasrment  due  is  just  under  $150,000.  The  total  amount  of 
the  indebtedness,  according  to  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  which  I  placed  in  the  Record  while  we  were 
discussing  the  Finni.sh  loan  bill  on  February  7  of  this  year — 
that  is.  the  principal  amotmt  of  the  debt,  the  balance  due — 
is  $8,042,000.  The  purpose  of  my  colleague  is  merely  to  defer. 
If  the  Finnish  Government  desires  it,  the  two  interest  pay- 
ments which  would  be  due  this  year. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  know  the  facts 
about  the  joint  resolution.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  I  am  not  aware  of  the  amount  involved.  I  do  not 
think,  however,  that  that  would  really  change  my  view.  I 
made  a  suggestion  simply  in  view  of  the  hope  expressed  that 
the  Finnish  Government  could  preserve  Its  record  of  debt 
pasmaent.  I  should  be  willing  to  place  in  the  section,  making 
an  appropriation  for  refugees  in  Europe  which  has  already 
been  agreed  to  as  a  part  of  House  Joint  Resolution  544,  the 
unfinished  business,  a  sum  much  larger  than  the  amount 
Indicated  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  BROWN.  The  amendment  adopted  yesterday  would 
Include  in  its  benefits  the  people  of  Finland.  They,  of  course, 
as  well  as  the  people  of  all  other  European  nations,  have  suf- 
fered in  the  wars.  This  interest  payment  is  so  small  that  I 
hardly  think  we  should  go  to  the  trouble  of  changing  the 
re5K)lution. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no  Intention  of  ob- 
jecting. I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  joint  resolution. 
I  could  not  help  but  express  the  hope  that  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  would  do  nothing  to  keep  the  Finnish  Government 
from  preserving  its  record  of  debt  payment. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  joint  resolution 
will  be  adopted. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res. 
272)  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Resoli^ed.  etc..  That  the  Republic  of  Finland,  at  Its  option,  may 
postpone  the  payment  of  amounts  payable  to  the  United  States  of 
America  during  the  period  from  January  1.  1940.  to  December  31. 
1040.  inclusive,  under  the  agreements  between  that  Republic  and 
the  United  States  of  America  dated  May  1.  1923.  and  May  23,  1932; 
and.  In  the  event  of  the  exercise  of  the  option  herein  granted,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  authorized  to  make,  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  an  agreement  with  the  Republic  of  Fin- 
land for  the  payment  of  the  postponed  amount,  with  interest  at 
the  rate  of  3  percent  per  annum  beginning  January  1,  1941.  In  10 
annuities,  the  first  to  be  paid  during  the  calendar  year  tieglnnlng 
January  1.  1941.  and  one  during  each  of  the  9  calendar  years  follow- 
ing, each  annuity  payment  to  be  payable  In  one  or  more  InstaU- 
ments:  Provided,  however,  That  the  amounts  postponed  shall  bear 
Interest  at  the  rate  of  3  percent  per  annum  from  the  date  pay- 
ment of  such  amounts  was  postponed  to  January  1,  1941. 

Sec.  2.  The  agreement  authorized  in  the  first  section  of  this  Joint 
resolution  shall  be  In  such  form  that  annuity  payments  thereunder 
shall,  unless  otherwise  provided  In  such  agreement.  (1)  ije  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  agreement  with  the  Republic  of  Finland  dated 
May  1.  1923.  and  (2)  be  subject  to  the  same  terms  and  conditions 
as  payment  under  the  agreement  dated  May  1.  1923. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  the 
action  just  taken  I  ask  that  the  letters  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  Is 
so  ordered. 

The  letters  are  as  follows: 

„        ^  „  Mat  24.  1940. 

Hon.  CORDCLL  Huix. 

Secretary  of  State,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  De\r  Mr.  Secretary  :  I  wish  to  present  a  concurrent  resolution 
In  the  Senate  to  preserve  the  favorable  status  of  the  Republic  of 
Finland  In  respect  to  her  war-debt  record  without  the  necessity  of 
any  payment  by  Finland  on  her  approaching  June  obligation  and 
her  subsequent  December  obligation.  In  other  words.  I  want  Pin- 
land  to  have  the  full  benefit  of  her  debt-paying  record  and  of  what- 
ever American  advantages  may  accrue  therefrom  without  the 
necessity  of  any  payment  of  the  next  two  installments.  In  view  of 
the  plight  of  Finland,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  as  embar- 
rassing for  us  to  accept  theee  next  payments  as  it  might  l>e  diCBcult 
for  Finland  to  make  them — although  I  have  no  doubt  that  she 
would  still  persist  In  this  heroic  sacrifice.  I  do  not  see  that  any 
precedent  is  Involved  which  might  subsrequently  affect  other  war 
debtors  t)ecause,  of  coxirse,  the  record  of  Finland  is  unique  and 
alone. 

I  am  taking  the  liberty  of  writing  you  aljout  it  because  I  would 
not  care  to  proceed  with  anything  of  this  nature — at  this  particu- 
larly delicate  moment — except  as  I  might  hope  to  be  assured  either 
of  your  approval  or  at  least  that  the  suggestion  would  not  Invite 
your  disapproval 

If  I  may  have  a  response  by  early  mail,  I  shall  appreciate  It  be- 
cause if  any  action  of  this  nature  is  to  be  taken  it  should  be  initiated 
at  once. 

With  sentiments  of  great  respect,  and  with  warm  personal  regards, 
I  beg  to  remain 

Cordially  and  faithfully. 

JxTHZ  3.  1940. 
The  Honorable  Axmvn  H.  Vakde?»t!erc. 

United  States  Senate. 

My  Dear  Senator  Vandenberg;  Your  letter  of  May  24  regarding 
payments  due  from  Finland  this  year  raises  the  same  question  the 
President  had  In  mind  last  December  when  he  directed  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  place  the  December  15  pa3rment  in  a  separate 
account  pending  such  action.  If  any,  as  the  Congress  might  desire 
to  take  with  respect  to  It. 

The  Congress  has  since  authorized  an  Increase  In  the  lending 
power  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington,  under  which  a 
credit  of  $20,000,000  has  been  opened  for  Finland.  However,  the 
Congress  has  not  directly  dealt  with  the  disposition  to  be  made  of 
the  money  received  December  15  last  from  Finland. 

I  suggest  that  you  may  wish  to  discuss  with  Senator  Harrison 
the  matter  of  the  disposition  both  of  the  December  15  payment, 
which  was  duly  received  but  has  not  yet  been  formally  covered  into 
the  Treasury,  and  of  the  payment  due  June  15.  and  possibly  other 
payments,  dvirlng  a  reasonable  time  in  the  future.  As  the  Presi- 
dent said  last  January,  the  facts  in  regard  to  Finland  are  fxilly  In 
posaeflsion  of  every  Member  of  the  Congress  and  the  matter  of 
credits  to  that  Republic  Is  whoUy  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Congress. 

In  the  meantime,  the  Department  Is  proceeding  with  Its  usual 
routine  handling  of  notification  to  Finland  of  the  amount  due  and 
payable  June  15,  1940. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Odbdsll  Hnu.. 
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APPKOPIIATIOHS  FOR  WORK  RCLIEr  AND  RCLIE7 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  reso- 
lution (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  agreeing 
on   the   amendment   of   the    Senator   from   Montana    [Mr, 

MUKRAYl. 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  take  my  allotted 
time  to  discuss  the  amendment  offered  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Montana  IMr.  Murray).  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  the  amendment  proposes  what, 
in  my  judgment,  would  be  the  most  important  item  in  the 
measure  now  under  consideration.  The  Murray  amendment 
provides  for  an  increase  in  the  appropriation  for  work  relief 
from  $975,000,000  to  one  and  one-half  billion  dollars,  which 
amount,  as  is  the  amount  now  contained  in  the  measure, 
would  be  made  available  for  the  first  8  months  of  the  next 
fiscal  year. 

I  said  the  amendment  proposes  what  would  be  the  most 
important  item  in  the  joint  resolution,  and  the  proof  of  my 
statement  is  the  universal  acknowledgement  of  the  fact  that 
unemployment  is  the  Nation's  greatest  problem,  and  that  the 
Senator's  propasal  is  a  direct  attack  on  the  unemployment 
problem.  Unemployment,  our  greatest  problem,  does  not 
receive  the  consideration  it  merits  from  the  legislators.  It 
has  yet  to  receive  the  energetic  consideration  that  it  merits 
iiom  the  country  at  large. 

Unemployment,  we  are  told,  is  the  offspring,  the  child  of 
democracy.  Unemployment  is  prevalent  only  as  a  problem 
in  the  democratic  nations  of  the  world.  Unemployment  has 
destroyed  many  of  the  world's  democracies.  Unemployment 
is  responsible  for  the  debacle  in  Europe  today. 

Mr.  President,  unemployment  never  existed,  nor  does  it 
exist  today,  in  the  primitive  nations  of  Europe,  Asia,  and 
Africa.  Unemployment  is  a  direct  result  of  the  fostering, 
the  encouragement  of  private  enterprise  in  a  capitalistic 
system.  It  is  the  result  of  a  theory  on  the  part  of  the  Gov- 
ernment that  says  to  its  citizens,  "Go  the  limit  in  the  expan- 
sion and  the  development  of  your  private  business.  The  sky 
is  the  limit."^-But  while  that  development  takes  place,  while 
this  encouragement  is  given  so  freely  and  widely,  very  little 
attention  is  paid  to  the  other  side  of  the  picture,  to  the 
human  side,  and  the  adversity  which  results  from  this  highly 
mechanized  age  of  speed  in  production  in  which  we  live. 

As  the  result  of  the  unemployment  situation  that  burdened 
the  inept  democracies  of  the  Old  World,  as  the  result  of  the 
unrest,  the  deprivation,  and  the  desperation  that  gripped  the 
hearts  of  men  abroad,  they  yielded  their  loyalty  to  their 
democratic  systems  of  government,  and  succumbed  to  this 
new  and  regimented  ideology  that  today  covers  the  earth 
like  a  dark  ominous  cloud.  In  their  search  for  security  they 
yielded  their  independence  and  their  own  enterprise.  Today 
we  find  the  primitive  nations  on  the  one  hand  and  the 
totalitarian  nations  on  the  other  condemning  the  democratic 
system  for  its  burdening  unemployment  problem. 

So  I  say.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  in  question  is  the 
most  important  item  in  connection  with  the  joint  resolution. 
It  Is  our  opportunity  in  the  closing  hours  of  the  session,  and 
the  only  opportunity  we  will  have,  to  make  a  marked  con- 
tribution to  the  elimination  of  unemployment.  We  should 
grasp  this  opportunity  while  we  .still  have  time  to  provide  that 
full  and  fair  share  which  the  Pederal  Oovemment  should 
aanune  In  connection  with  private  industry,  and  with  local 
fovemments  for  the  abolishment  of  poverty,  privation,  des- 
peration, and  unemployment  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  since  the  coming  of  this  problem  as  one  of 
our  major  problems  ot  govemmrnt,  wp  h«vp  mndp  two  m- 
tlon«l  efforts  to  wipe  it  out.  In  1930,  with  a  rnnscivatlve 
ftdminisiration  in  power  tnd  with  the  nftfural  trndpncy  of  • 
coriAervaiive  »dmlnistr»tlon  KUtdmi  thr  WitU\nt\\f  protirnm, 
wp  bcNAn  an  offpHstve  aanmMt  unrmptoym'^iit  by  dranttrally 
rrducina  itunfu.  by  adopt  mi  a  proaram  of  eoonomy,  by  rpdue- 
ln«  tho  wHKPa  of  Tt'dt^rnl  rmployc^M,  by  futtlni  tht  eompon- 
iaiion  of  v<'t«'rH>iii  wtwi  had  lit'tst^ii  \i\  uur  wars,  ly  rfdu«ln« 
•nd  by  •limmatinf  eoeta  of  guvernment,  wt  found  that 


we  dried  up  the  sources  of  the  Oovemment's  revenue,  and 
that  otir  tax  collections  dropped  from  more  than  $6,000,000,000 
to  $3,000,000,000.  We  found  as  a  result  of  that  program 
that  the  national  wealth  of  the  United  States  dropped  from 
an  all-time  high  m  1929  of  approximately  $90,000,000,000  to 
a  desperate  low  of  $36,000,000,000.  After  2  or  3  years  of  that 
futile  effort  we  found  an  ever-growing  army  of  unemployed, 
reaching  the  record  high  of  15,000.000  idle  men  and  women. 
We  found  deflation  taking  a  greater  toll  than  the  marching 
armies  of  any  totalitarian  dictatorship  could  take  in  this 
or  any  other  country. 

So.  Mr.  President,  that  great  national  effort,  that  attack 
on  our  unemployment  problem  by  a  conservative  adminis- 
tration, failed  miserably.  Finally,  to  the  lasting  benefit  of 
the  country,  in  1933,  we  yielded  to  a  new  program,  another 
national  effort,  the  effort  and  program  of  a  progressive  ad- 
ministration. As  a  result  of  the  program  inaugurated  by 
President  Roosevelt,  as  a  result  of  the  creation  of  a  Ped- 
eral Works  program.*  we  doubled  the  Government's  revenues. 
We  increased  the  national  income  until  today  it  approxi- 
mates $70,000,000,000.  We  added  10.000,000  jobless  to 
the  workers'  rolls  of  America,  until  today,  taking  on  an  ac- 
cumulation of  600,000  new  workers  every  year,  we  have  re- 
duced the  number  of  jobless  from  a  total  of  15.000.000  to  a 
total  today  of  8,000,000  or  9.000,000  unemployed. 

Above  and  beyond  that,  we  restored  confidence  and  hope. 
We  provided  time  for  this  democracy  to  study  the  question, 
and  to  bring  about  a  proper  and  just  solution  of  it. 

Since  1933,  Mr.  President,  there  have  been  many  studies, 
many  investigations,  numerous  forxims.  and  a  great  many 
recommendations  as  to  the  solution  of  our  unemployment 
program.  If  I  were  to  list  the  most  successful  efforts  in 
that  direction.  I  should  probably  give  first  place  to  the 
committee  headed  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Wyo- 
min?i  IMr.  OMahoneyI  and  his  associates  on  the  Tempor- 
ary National  Economic  Committee. 

I  should  pay  considerable  praise  to  the  efforts  of  a  na- 
tional magazine  which  time  after  time  has  devoted  edi- 
torial space  and  has  sacrificed  considerable  money  and  ef- 
fort to  bring  this  problem  to  the  surface.  I  have  before 
me,  Mr.  President,  a  copy  of  the  magazine  Porum  dated 
October  1939.  In  that  issue  I  find  emphasized  as  tho  most 
prominent  article  an  account  of  the  Fourth  Forum  Round 
Table  discussion  and  consideration  of  the  unemployment 
problem. 

This  fonun  was  made  up  of  a  number  of  the  leaders  of 
the  Nation — leaders  in  industry,  agriculture,  and  govern- 
ment; leaders  in  finance  and  labor;  leaders  who  were  se- 
lected after  considerable  care  and  investigation,  leaders  who 
have  the  confidence  of  the  country  in  the  various  walks  of 
life  in  which  they  are  engaged.  In  that  round-table  forum 
the  Senator  who  is  chairman  of  the  Temporary  National 
Economic  Committee  was  an  active  participant.  The  forum 
spent  a  week-end  in  delving  into  the  problem  of  unem- 
ployment. It  brought  to  the  round-table  forum  all  the 
knowledge  and  experience  gained  in  many  endeavors  and 
studies  of  the  problem,  and  arrived  at  an  area  of  agree- 
ment. There  were  suggestions  in  which  they  all  Joined, 
giving  their  hearty  approval.  There  was  also  an  area  of  dis- 
agreement. However,  Mr.  President,  it  is  Interesting  to 
note,  particularly  while  we  are  discussing  the  pending 
amendment,  which  is  an  attack  on  the  problem  of  unem- 
ployment, that  the  members  of  the  forum  came  to  an 
agreement  on  the  very  fundamcnUl  which  we  arc  now 
considering. 

Mr.  President,  the  Fourth  Forum  Round  Table,  whose  re- 
port on  unemployment  is  prrwntrd  in  the  issue  of  Forum 
for  October  1039,  has  reached  an  agreement  on  the  follow- 
iftf; 

First,  That  thp  rirmm'tuMc  nynirm  thrlvps  only  by  tht 
creation  ol  individual  opptitiunity.  That  verifip*  ihr  «tnie« 
limit  which  I  made,  that  dtmoerMloa  go  into  di^cay  wiih  tht 
growth  of  KtlencsN, 

Mrt'ond,  That  unfmplijympnt  if  a  ditnlal  of  opportunity, 
This  la  the  land  of  opp(;rt unity.    It  ia  our  aoieuu)  ubUgation 


to  protect  our  people  in  their  right  to  opportunity.  To  ad- 
journ this  Congress  with  a  full  realization  in  our  minds  and 
hearts  that  we  go  home  leaving  9,000,000  of  our  brethren 
without  work  and  in  desperation,  is  an  un-American,  un- 
];>atriotic,  and  disloyal  thing  to  do. 

Third.  The  round-table  fonun  agreed  that  the  greatest 
domestic  problem  with  which  the  United  States  is  now  con- 
fronted is  the  problem  of  imemployment.  That  is  a  verifi- 
cation of  the  first  statement  I  made.  That  statement  has 
been  made  by  every  forvun.  It  has  been  one  of  the  results 
of  every  investigation.  It  is  an  undeniable  truth.  Uncm- 
plojrment  is  America's  greatest  problem.  In  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Montana,  who  is  deeply  inter- 
ested and  concerned  In  the  welfare  of  his  fellow  country- 
men, we  have  an  opportunity  to  direct  a  frontal  attack  upon 
unemployment  which  vnW  reduce  it  to  a  point  where  It  will 
not.  at  least  during  the  next  fiscal  year,  prove  to  be  the 
major  and  devastating  problem  which  it  has  been  in  the 
past  few  years. 

Fourth.  The  forum  found  that  there  is  no  conflict  between 
employer  and  employee,  capital  and  labor,  or  farm  and  city, 
that  cannot  be  solved  by  peaceful  democratic  means.  Mr. 
President,  we  have  9.000,000  people  out  of  work.  That  Is  a 
conservative  estimate.  We  have  estimates  from  many 
sources  ranging  all  the  way  from  8.000.000  to  10.000.000.  If 
we  can  solve  this  problem  by  peaceful  democratic  means,  and 
if  it  is  a  problem  that  we  should  solve  by  j>eaceful  demo- 
cratic means,  this  is  a  democratic  body,  functioning  in  the 
formalisms  of  a  representative  system  of  government. 

It  is  a  body  that  realizes  all  too  well  that  the  existence  of 
9,000.000  unemployed  is  a  reality.  In  our  own  communities 
we  are  reminded  of  it  day  after  day.  Men  with  whom  we 
live,  neighbors  with  whom  we  associate,  will  eloquently  tell 
us  when  we  go  home  every  time  we  step  out  of  the  house  that 
unempl03mient  Is  a  devastating  and  desi>erate  problem.  Yet, 
Mr.  President,  this  being  a  democratic  lx>dy.  with  a  full  reali- 
zation that  this  question  can  be  solved  in  a  democratic  way, 
we  must  realize  that  the  session  is  drawing  to  a  close;  that 
there  will  perhaps  be  no  further  opportunity  to  consider  a 
work-relief  program  while  this  session  lasts,  and  that  this  is 
our  last  opportunity  while  the  Congress  remains  in  session. 
We.  therefore,  know  that  we  have  the  problem,  that  we  are 
going  home  to  face  the  problem  and  its  effects.  We  must 
realize  that  we  have  the  opportunity  in  our  hands  now  to 
direct  a  devastating  blow  at  the  problem.  Therefore  I  call 
upon  my  colleagues  to  consider  well  the  meritorious  amend- 
ment which  is  at  the  desk  and  which  uill  put  3.000.000  of  these 
idle  men  to  work,  leave  3,000.000  for  private  enterprise  end  all 
Its  categories,  and  3.000.000  more  of  unemployables  for  the 
States,  counties,  and  local  governments  to  lock  after. 

Mr.  President,  having  made  these  pronouncements,  the 
round  table  unanimously  agreed,  first  that  the  social  gains  of 
the  past  few  years  must  be  kept. 

It  will  be  interesting.  Mr.  President,  for  you  to  mite,  and  I 
am  sure  it  will  be  interesting  for  some  of  the  candidates  for 
the  Presidency  who  may  now  be  within  the  range  of  my  voice, 
to  note  that  on  this  round-table  forum,  who  agreed  that  all 
the  social  gains  of  the  last  6  or  7  years  should  be  kept,  were 
men  who  are  vlelng  with  them  for  the  nomination  for  the 
coveted  ofBce  of  President  of  the  United  States.  I  cannot 
speak  for  them  all;  I  do  not  know,  really,  how  many  of  them 
are  candidates  for  the  Presidency;  but  I  find  in  that  very 
imposing  list.  Mr.  President,  the  name  of  the  president  of  the 
Commonwealth  It  Southern  Corporation,  who.  as  a  former 
Democrat,  has  made  a  phenomenal  gain  In  the  Republican 
field  for  drleeates  to  the  Republican  National  Convention.  A 
forum  composed  of  men  of  that  particular  character;  a 
forum  compofied  of  those  who  might  take  is^ue  wiih  thla  ad- 
ministration; a  forum  compo»«d  of  individuals  who  ar*»  not  a 
part  of.  and,  in  many  case*,  are  aJloBMher  out  of  sympathy 
with  thla  admlnliitratton.  goniM  to  (h«  conclusion  that  w# 
mti«f  kiit^p,  Dot  Mjne.  not  a  ftw.  tout  alt  the  aoeial  galni  of  th« 
la*i  fpw  year*,    Wh«t  do  ihn  in«ftn7 

Mr,  Frasldont.  our  atlaok  upon  wmiAnymtni  U  •  loeift} 
fftln,   Tbf  fiMitinont  of  refulfttory  legiMlaiion  that  pr«veM« 


financial  losses  and  waste  is  a  social  gain.  The  construction 
of  new  houses  under  the  national  housing  program  is  a  social 
gain,  and  the  program  we  are  considering  today — the  rehabili- 
tation of  our  older  workers,  Job  opportunities  for  our  youth- 
ful workers,  a  chance  for  our  unemployed  men  and  women 
to  make  a  livelihood — is  a  social  gain.  When  we  are  ad- 
monished by  a  forum  of  great  national  note  that  we  must 
keep  those  gains,  I  really  believe  it  is  good  advice  from  what 
might  be  considered  an  impartial  source. 

Mr.  President,  so  much  for  the  Fourth  Porum  Round  Table. 
I  believe  we  all  agree  with  their  findings;  we  all  agree  that 
unemployment  is  the  all-important  problem;  we  all  agree 
that  this  is  perhaps  our  last  opportunity  to  go  on  record 
against  privation  and  starvation  and  desperation  before  we 
go  home  to  associate  \iith  our  neighbors  and  our  constituents 
again. 

There  Is  another  item  in  which  I  believe  there  Is  general 
and  unanimous  agreement,  and  that  Is  that  we  want  jobs, 
not  charity;  we  want  work,  not  a  dole  for  our  people.  I  am 
sure  every  man  and  every  woman  within  the  hearing  of  my 
voice  realizes  that  in  work  there  is  to  be  foimd  initiative  and 
ingenuity  that  build  for  stronger  manhood,  but  that  In  idle- 
ness and  in  indolence  there  are  decay  and  demoralization 
that  will  have  a  devastating  effect  upon  oiu-  democracy.  So 
we  l)elieve  in  jobs,  not  in  idleness;  and  if  we  go  home  from 
here  without  making  provision  for  jobs,  we  shall  be  giving  lip 
service  to  the  problem  ?very  time  we  mention  our  support  of 
the  cause  of  jobs  and  our  denunciation  of  the  devastation 
and  desperation  of  the  dole.  Well,  here  Is  oiu*  last  chance, 
Mr.  President.  We  have  never  had  a  more  favorable  oppor- 
timity,  a  more  commanding  opportunity,  to  approach  this 
question,  to  strike  at  its  very  heart,  and  to  determine  that  we 
will  reduce  it  to  one  of  the  minor  problems  of  the  country. 

We  agree  that  we  have  the  jobless;  we  agree  that  it  is 
work,  not  the  dole,  that  we  favor;  we  agree  that  it  is  our 
duty  to  make  provision  for  work  opportunities  for  those  who 
are  employable.    We  are  admonished  to  keep  all  our  social 

gains.  Therefore  this  is  cur  opportunity;  it  is  our  oppor- 
tunity not  only  because  it  is  our  duty,  not  only  because  we 
have  already  started  the  program  and  we  must  not  interrupt 
It  now,  but.  above  and  beyond  that,  this  is  no  time  to  tolerate 
Idleness  in  America. 

No  man  or  woman  realizing  the  situation  that  exists  in 
Europe,  and  the  ominous  clouds  that  hang  over  us,  should 
be  permitted  to  remain  idle  in  this  period  of  our  history. 
There  is  necessary  work  for  everyone  to  do  in  order  to  provide 
for  our  national  security  and  for  their  individual  protection. 
We  have  a  great  national -defense  program  which,  unfortu- 
nately, has  been  forced  upon  us,  and,  unwillingly,  we  must 
build  instruments  of  destruction.  In  the  building  of  our  de- 
fenses there  Is  much  work  ttiat  can  be  done  by  the  9,000,000 
who  are  tmem ployed. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  take  30  minutes  on  the  bill  if  I  have 
taken  30  minutes  on  the  amendment,  or  vice  versa. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  Senator  on 
the  amendment  has  expired. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrield  for  a^ 
question? 

Mr.  MEAD.    I  am  very  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  happen  to  be  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance  which  has  been  conducting  hearings  for  2  days  for 
the  purpose  of  trying  to  ascertain  from  wluit  sources  we  may 
raise  $1,004,000,000  in  order  to  aid  In  the  development  of  na- 
tional defense.  Already  we  are  Imposing  upon  the  American 
people  enormous  taxes,  and  in  the  bill  which  is  under  con- 
sideration, which  has  paased  the  House,  there  are  Innptmd 
heavy  taxes  upon  those  In  the  lower  brackets ,  upon  the  farmer, 
upon  the  tobacco  arowpr.  and  upon  tho^p  of  sntall  inrontps. 
W#  have  ttlmoct  exhftusii<d  the  resources  in  the  hiah  bractteta, 
If  I  may  urn'  ttiat  egpiesalon,  and  so  wc  grc  resorting  to  an 
Incrpnsp  of  the  tN»«s  in  tiM  low  bracket*. 

Ai  X  undoraund  th«  able  fcnator  from  ti*>w  York.  h9  i§ 
a^iking  for  an  NddMlona)  |M0.t)O0O00  It  In  n^tvUm  that  wt 
win  have  a  defkit,  to  aay  nothing  ut  that  which  will  b«  sauatd 
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by  preparation  for  national  defense,  of  three  or  four  billion 
dollars. 

I  should  be  glad  if  the  Senator  would  indicate  where  we  can 
~"^ct  the  additional  revenue.  Keep  in  mind  the  fact  that  only 
a  few  years  ago  cur  entire  national  expenditures  were  less  than 
a  billion  dollars  a  year.  Now  those  expenditures  are  from  six 
to  eight  or  nine  billion  dollars,  and,  notwithstanding  very 
heavy  taxes,  we  still  have  a  deficit  of  three  or  four  billion 
dollars.  Unless  we  increase  the  taxes,  in  view  of  the  prepara- 
tions which  are  being  made  for  national  defense,  the  deficit 
for  the  coming  year  will  be  five  or  six  or  seven  billion  dollars. 
We  cannot  go  on  indefinitely  creating  such  deficits  without 
impairing  the  credit  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  MEAD.  I  appreciate  the  interruption  of  my  distin- 
guished friend  from  Utah.  I  realize  how  intensely  interested 
he  is  in  the  Nation's  finances.  I  can  assure  him,  however, 
that  I  appreciate  the  necessity  of  a  balanced  Budget,  and 
while  we  may  differ  in  our  approach  to  the  attainment  of 
that  splendid  objective,  I  know  he  agrees  vnth  me  when  I 
say  that  under  present  circumstances  the  security  of  our 
country,  the  protection  of  our  country  from  invasion,  the 
desire  of  our  country  to  remain  at  peace  by  having  an  in- 
vulnerable defense,  takes  precedence  over  the  desirability  of 
attaining  a  balanced  Budget  within  the  next  2  or  3  years. 

I  said  just  a  moment  ago  that  this  is  a  most  favorable  op- 
portunity for  the  Senate  to  provide  work  for  at  least  3,000,- 
000  of  the  9,000.000  unemployed.  I  said  that  not  only  be- 
cause of  the  need  to  make  provision  for  work,  not  only 
because  of  the  need  to  make  provision  for  our  national  de- 
fense, but  because  never  in  all  the  history  of  our  country 
have  we  been  in  more  fortunate  and  favorable  circumstances 
from  a  wealth-producing  standpoint  than  we  are  at  the 
present  time. 

The  oft-spcken  phrase  that  the  United  States  is  the  richest 
country  in  the  world  is  a  truism  which  can  be  brought  force- 
fully to  the  attention  of  Senators  by  a  brief  review  of  our 
financial  sheets. 

Today,  with  the  last  geographical  frontier  of  the  Nation 
settled,  we  have  achieved  a  greatness  which  challenges  the 
imagination.  The  Nation  is  a  giant  in  wealth,  in  power,  and 
In  strength.  The  real  story  of  our  prowess  as  a  Nation  defies 
description.  Tvom  time  to  time  its  strength  has  been  se- 
verely tested,  but  no  challenge  has  gone  unanswered,  no 
problem  left  unsolved. 

Today  there  are  those  who  cry  out  that  our  people  have 
grown  flabby-  and  that  our  economy  has  gone  to  pot.  Critics 
of  the  present  administration  and  some  candidates  for  high 
ofiBce  rail  against  the  legislative  accomplishments  of  the  past 
7  years.  Over  and  over  again  they  charge  that  we  are  in  the 
financial  and  industrial  doldrums:  that  we  have  'killed  the 
goose  that  laid  the  golden  eggs."  They  seek  to  convince  the 
citizens  of  the  Republic  that  agriculture.  Industry,  and  finan- . 
cial  institutions  are  prostrate  and  bankrupt,  due  to  the  re- 
strictions and  regulations  advocated  and  Instituted  by  this 
administration.  They  say  that  the  restriction  of  specula- 
tion, the  regulation  of  utility  holding  companies,  the  aid  to 
farmers,  the  rights  granted  to  labor  to  organize  and  to  bar- 
gain collectively,  and  other  administration  measures,  have 
shackled  American  industry  until  the  last  feeble  gasp  of 
profits  and  prosperity  has  been  snuffed  out. 

The  most  conservative  and  authentic  sources  contradict 
With  irrefutable  evidence  these  unfounded  claims.  They 
prove  that  we  are  going  in  the  right  direction.  They 
blast  to  oblivion  the  empty  charge  that  the  New  Deal  pro- 
gram has  weakened  the  financial  strength  of  America. 

I  have  here  several  newspaper  clippings,  selected  at  ran- 
dom, which  tell  the  true  story  of  American  progress  under 
our  present  liberal  leadership — certainly  one  that  would 
encourage  us  to  continue  in  the  path  we  have  chosen  to  take. 

Reading  from  the  Christian  Science  Monitor  of  Tuesday, 
jJanuary  2,  the  heading  is  as  follows: 

Indiistrial  groups  reach  new  production  peaks  In  1939 — Some  In- 
dustrie* break  all  past  records  dxirlng  1939. 


The  article  goes  on  to  relate  that — 

A  number  of  United  States  businesses  and  Industries  managed  to 
break  all  past  records  In  the  year  1939.  despite  war  and  the  linger- 
ing aftermath  of  depression. 

•  •••••• 

Eectrlc-power  production  for  the  year  totaled  around  128  300,- 
000.000  kilowatts,  highest  in  history,  and  compared  with  114.600,- 
000.000  in  1938. 

Production  of  steel  Ingots  In  October  and  November  at  5.394.000 
and  5,463,000.  respectively,  set  consecutive  new  record  monthly. 

•  •••••• 

Motor  fuel  •  •  •  output  In  1939,  at  596,111,000  barrels,  was 
also  the  biggest  in  history. 

•  •••••• 

Consumption  of  chemicals  In  the  final  1939  quarter  was  the 
fastest  for  any  3  months  on  record. 

Leading  mall-order  houses  reported  the  biggest  autumn  sales  in 
history. 

•  •••••• 

The  miles  of  film  used  by  camera  enthusiasts  exceeded  all  marks 
In  the  annals  of  photography. 

I  have  here  a  copy  of  Barron's  National  Financial  Weekly 
of  April  1.  1940: 

ACTO-PARTS    MAKERS    SHARX    AIRCRATT    BOOM POUR    LZAOINO    COMPANIX8 

REPORTXO    NET    INCOME    LAST    TEAR 
••••••• 

Automobile-equipment  companies  which  have  branched  out  into 
the  aircraft  field  are  profiting  from  the  current  boom  in  that  in- 
dustry. All  four  of  the  leading  companies  last  year  reported  the 
highest  net  income  in  their  history. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  a  piker.  I  am  only  picking  out 
record  breakers,  all  time-peaks,  and  they  seem  to  cover  almost 
every  industry  in  the  United  States. 

I  have  here  an  article  from  a  trade  journal  dated  April  4, 
1940.  which  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

1.  p.  tt  p.  CO.  REPORTS  NET  OF   $4, 893.590 
••••••• 

This  compares  with  $124,075  in  1938,  27  percent  In  excess  of  1938. 

Tonnage  sales  for  the  year  were  the  highest  in  its  history. 

Mf.  President,  I  have  here  a  trade  journal  which  relates 
that  a  new  $5,000,000  newsprint  mill  is  being  established  in 
the  South.    Then  it  goes  on  further  to  say: 

TTNTTED  STATES  PAPER  EXPORTS   SET  NFW   HIGH 

•  •  •  The  United  States  exports  of  paper  and  Its  manufac- 
tures In  January,  valued  at  $4,164,065.  set  a  new  high,  being  the 
highest  since  February  1921,  according  to  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce. 

An  all-time  high  since  the  depression. 
I  have  here  a  copy  of  the  New  York  Times  which  goes  on  to 
say  that  the  profit  of  Gimbel  Bros,  is  tripled: 

One  million  four  hundred  and  two  thousand  two  hundred  and 
ninety-five  dollars  cleared  in  year  ended  January  1931 — sales  ud 
4.8  percent.  *^ 

Another  article  is  headed: 
Alcohol  company  turns  loss  to  gain. 

•••••• 

This  is  from  the  New  York  Times  of  March  1940: 

Net  Inccme  of  United  States  Industrial,  $77,525  in  '39    $667  657 
deficit  In  •38;     •     •     •     sales  increased  26.5  percent 

•••••• 

KEw  PRorrr  peak  rot  on.  compant 

The  Tidewater  Associated  Oil  Co.  in  its  statement  for  the  March 

^^%V^L°J  1940.  Issued  for  publication  today,  shows  a  net  income  of 

$3,780,220.  the  highest  for  any  first  qiiarter  In  the  hutory  of  tha 

concern.  '  ' 

Here  is  another  copy  of  the  New  York  Times  indicating 
that  the  pay  roll  of  General  Motors  was  up  28.4  percent: 

Pay  rolls  of  General  Motors  Corporation  and  Its  subsidiaries 
throughout  the  world  In  1939  amoimted  to  $386.292  203  the  third 
highest  In  the  company's  history,  and  a  gain  of  •  '•  •  28  4 
percent  over  1938. 

•  •  •  •  . 

nVX    MttLION    TWO    HTTNDRED    AND    EIGHTEEN    THOTTSAND    TWO    HIWBRED 
AND    Fimr-NINE    DOLLARS   CLEARED    BT    CURTISS- WRIGHT 

1939  profit  peak  for  concern  Is  45  percent  above  1938 

AVIATION  CONCERN  TURNS  LOSS  TO  GAIN 

United  Air  Lines  Transport  had  $322,121  profit  In  1939;  $907,231 
ocnci  w  ixx  vo • 
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Here  is  another  clipping  frwn  the  New  York  Times.  It  goes 
on  to  say: 

TWO  irUNDRED  AND  FtFTT  CORPORATIONS  RAISE   PROFITS   50    PERCENT 

First -quarter  Income  up  to  $272,291,000  from  $181,375,000  a  year 
before. 

Mr.  President,  realizing  the  untold  wealth,  the  amazing 
volume  of  profit  industry  is  piling  up,  realizing  as  we  do  the 
favorable  situation  that  confronts  industry,  just  imagine  the 
situation  we  should  face  if  we  were  to  adjourn  and  go  home 
with  the  knowledge  that  9.000,000  of  our  people  are  without 
work.  Our  Industry  is  piling  up  fabulous  sums  of  money, 
while  profits  and  dividends  are  breaking  all-time  records. 
Can  those  who  represent  the  people,  realizing  the  plight  of 
democracy  all  over  the  world,  adjourn  while  this  situation 
exists  in  America  with  wealth  an  one  side  of  the  road,  des- 
peration and  privation  on  the  other? 

Mr.  President,  not  only  while  this  international  situation 
looms  black  and  ominous  for  us,  but  after  that  when  peace 
returns  I  believe  it  is  our  solemn  duty  to  see  to  it  that  tmem- 
ployment  is  banished  from  the  land,  that  the  dole  is  not  the 
only  opportunity  for  our  fellow  beings,  and  that  we  provide 
opportunity  for  the  unemployed  of  our  country,  the  oppor- 
tunity to  work  which  every  man  hopes  for  and  lives  for. 
We  must  solve  the  problem  in  the  democratic  way  by  pre- 
serving  the   liberties   of  our   people  while  increasing   their 

Speakjng  of  the  Federal  debt,  coming  more  directly  to  the 
point  raised  by  my  distinguished  friend  the  Senator  from 
Utah,  what  has  been  the  situation  since  the  adoption  by  the 
present  administration  of  the  national  work-relief  pro- 
gram'    What  would  be  the  situation  if  we  abandoned  it? 

Mr.  President,  if  we  abandoned  the  9,000.000  unemployed 
or  the  10.000.000  unemployed,  or  that  portion  of  the  unem- 
ployed we  might  be  able  to  abandon  if  we  wiped  out  this  ap- 
propriation entirely  and  balanced  the  Budget,  what  would 
happen  to  them?  What  would  happen  to  our  economy? 
What  would  happen  to  the  community  which  carried  the  relief 
burden?  Would  our  industries  show  the  profits  they  are 
showing?  Would  the  national  wealth  produced  in  America 
continu3  to  rise?  Would  the  revenues  collected  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government  remain  at  the  point  where  they  are?  No 
one  has  learned  so  little  as  the  result  of  the  presence  of  this 
economic  storm  as  to  believe  that  balancing  the  Budget, 
bankrupting  the  municipalities  back  home,  reducing  the  buy- 
ing power  of  our  people,  forfeiting  the  great  wealth-produc- 
ing-enriching  projects  which  have  been  or  will  be  constructed, 
would  in  any  way  help  the  economy  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  here  the  figures  of  our  national  debt 
in  June  1930  as  compared  with  June  1939.  During  all  that 
time,  particularly  since  1933,  we  have  provided  programs  for 
cur  i)eople  far  in  excess  of  the  amount  included  in  the  amend- 
ment submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Montana.  We  must 
remember,  we  must  not  forget,  that  in  this  session  of  Con- 
gress we  have  made  no  provision  to  carry  on  the  Public  Works 
Administration.  That  is  gone,  and  all  of  the  skilled  and  un- 
skiUed  workers,  hundreds  of  thousands  of  them,  directly  and 
Indirectly  associated  with  that  vast  construction  program,  are 
being  furloughed  as  rapidly  as  the  projects  are  being  com- 
pleted. ^    ,, 

Let  us  not  forget  that  when  we  adjourn,  unless  the  House 
Rules  Committee  takes  expeditious  action,  and  unle.««  the 
House  Itself  takes  action  on  the  bill  to  provide  decent  housing 
conditions  for  millions  of  our  people  who  are  living  in  hovels, 
the  program  which  has  provided  untold  opportunities  for 
work  will  be  stricken  from  the  works  program.  Realizing 
that  we  are  in  the  closing  days  of  the  session,  and  with  a  full 
appreciation  that  the  enactment  of  that  housing  program  is 
at  best  something  which  we  cannot  figure  on,  it  is  all  the 
more  necessary  for  us  to  adopt  the  Murray  amendment,  in 
order  to  fill  the  gap  which  will  result  from  the  failure  of  the 
Congress  to  continue  the  housing  program,  and  from  the 
failure  of  the  Congress  to  provide  for  a  continuation  of  the 
pubhc-works  program. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  show  what  happened  during  all  this 

time  we  have  been  providing  work  relief  for  our  people,  ap- 
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propriating  not  millions,  but  billions,  more  than  is  contained 
in  the  Murray  amendment.  The  public  net  debt  on  June  30. 
1932,  so  far  as  the  Federal  Government  was  concerned,  was 
$16.824  000.000.  On  June  30,  1939,  the  Federal  debt  was 
$32,044,000,000. 

The  State  and  local  debt  in  1932  was  $16,000,000,000,  but  on 
June  30.  1939.  it  was  only  $14,000,000,000. 

The  total  public  debt  in  1932.  therefore,  was  $32,000,000,000. 
while  the  total  public  debt.  Federal  and  State,  in  1939,  was 
$46,000,000,000.    It  rose  something  over  813,000.000.000. 

The  private  debt  in  June  1932  was  $108,000,000,000,  but  in 
June  1939  it  had  dropped  to  $92,000,000,000. 

So  that  the  gross  public  and  private  debts  as  a  result  o!  the 
so-called  fabulous  appropriations  by  the  Fedsral  Government 
for  public  works,  were  reduced  in  the  Nation  by  $2,246,000,000. 
I  say  to  those  who  would  interpose  and  suggest  that  we 
reduce  appropriations  and  balance  the  Budget  under  these 
fearful  conditions,  under  these  terrifying  circumstances,  that 
experience  proves  that  it  is  not  the  right  thing  to  do.  Waste 
is  created  by  forcing  men  to  remain  idle,  and  wealth  is  created 
when  our  people  are  put  to  work  on  useful  public  or  private 
projects. 

Mr.  President,  I  stated  a  moment  ago  that  this  is  our 
chance,  because  experience  proves  the  efi&cacy  of  the  work 
rebef  program.  Now  is  our  chance,  because  we  are  all  ready 
to  adjourn  in  a  few  days,  and  adjourning,  possibly,  without 
the  enactment  of  the  wise  housing  program  suggested  and 
fostered  by  my  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Wagner].  It  is  our  chance,  because  we  believe  that 
we  need  the  help  and  cooperation  and  energy  of  every  man 
and  woman  in  the  United  States  as  we  face  the  present  na- 
tional situation  in  all  its  precarious  complications. 

Mr.  President,  under  the  bill  now  being  considered,  and  if 
enacted  without  the  amendment,  we  will  provide  for  only 
1,900,000  of  our  unemployed.  We  will  leave,  therefore,  two- 
thirds  of  the  burden  to  the  local  governments.  I  claim  that 
that  is  a  disproportionate  share:  that  we  would  not  be  doing 
our  duty;  that  we  would  be  giving  only  lip  service  to  the 
unemployment  problem. 

We  need  national  defenses,  and  we  need  them  badly.  The 
able  Senator  from  Montana  yesterday  told  us  of  the  work 
which  could  be  done  in  the  building  of  airports,  air  ways,  and 
runways,  and  the  work  which  could  be  done  on  our  Army 
and  Navy  bases  and  our  military  roads,  and  for  military  hous- 
ing and  mobilization  centers  and  cantonments,  as  well  as 
underground  storage  hangars. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  a  fabulous  amount  of  work,  which 
9.000,000  people  could  not  complete,  in  order  that  our  de- 
fenses may  be  put  in  order;  and  I  cannot  think  that  we 
would  adjourn  without  making  provision  for  at  least  3,000.000 
of  them;  and  I  cannot  think  that  we  would  not  accept  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Montana  in  the  face 
of  present-day  circumstances. 

Personally,  I  believe  that  it  is  not  as  necessary  to  have  a 
navy  and  an  army  as  it  Is  to  have  a  patriotic,  loyal  citizenry. 
I  believe  that  our  defenses,  no  matter  how  powerful  they 
may  be.  will  be  vulnerable  unless  we  succes-sfully  attack  the 
problem  of  unemployment  and  bolster  up  the  morale  of  our 
people.  I  believe  that  if  we  adjourn,  with  the  realization 
that  adjournment  means  unemployment.  Impoverishment, 
and  Idleness,  we  shall  fail  to  perform  our  patriotic  duty. 

I  know  that  the  unemployed  of  America  are  among  the 
finest  of  our  citizenship.  I  know  that  if  war  should  come 
to  America — and  I  pray  it  will  not — we  shall  find  recruited 
from  the  ranks  of  the  unemployed  of  today  the  flower  of 
America's  volunteer  army.  Yet,  Mr.  President,  I  know  that  in 
enforced  idleness  and  in  indolence  is  found  the  best  oppor- 
tunity for  the  work  of  those  with  malice  in  their  hearts  and 
sabotage  in  their  minds,  those  whose  work  is  now  evidenced 
even  in  this  country  in  the  building  up  of  so-called  "fifth 
columns." 

To  protect  our  country,  therefore,  to  insulate  it  against 
the  Invasion  of  those  who  are  unwelcome  here.  I  believe  we 
ought  to  provide  work  for  all  our  loyal,  faithful,  and  patriotic 
people.    That  is  the  best  protection  on  earth. 


■  f 
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Mr.  MURRAY.    Mr.  President- 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  in 
the  chair).    Does  the  Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  MEAD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the  able  Senator, 
who  i5  making  such  a  forceful  argument  in  favor  of  the  pend- 
ing amendment,  if  it  Is  not  true  that  it  is  the  total  mobiliza- 
tion of  the  manpower  of  Germany  that  makes  it  in  Eiirope  the 
formidable  threat  it  is  today? 

Mr.  MEAD.  I  will  say  to  the  able  Senator,  whose  amend- 
ment I  hope  will  be  adopted,  that  I  have  before  me  a  very 
exhaustive  account  of  the  German  public-works  program, 
which  in  some  degree  compares  favorably  with  the  works  pro- 
gram of  our  own  W.  P.  A.  This  is  part  of  the  program  which 
Germany  prosecuted  for  years,  until  finally  her  preparedness 
was  the  most  perfect  of  any  nation. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Montana  Is  entirely  correct 
In  his  statement.  It  was  the  carrying  out  of  a  program  simi- 
lar to  the  program  which  we  hope  will  receive  the  preferential 
consideration  of  the  W.  P.  A.  which  helped  to  make  Germany 
the  military  power  it  now  is.  Here  we  adopt  such  a  program 
reluctantly,  unfortunately,  but  because  of  world  conditions 
our  national  peace  and  security  demands  it.  I  am  in  agree- 
ment with  the  Senator  from  Montana.  We  must  put  the 
unemployed  to  work.  We  must  see  to  it  that  our  defenses, 
our  moral  and  our  military  defenses,  are  invulnerable.  The 
W.  P.  A.,  with  the  aid  of  3.000.000  workers,  will  make  a 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York  on  the  amendment  and  on  the  bill  has  expired. 

Mr.  MALONEry.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  very  briefly  to 
explain  some  of  the  reasons  why  I  shall  support  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray  1.  I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  there  are 
many  Members  of  the  Senate  and  many  persons  outside  who 
will  consider  this  proposal  tremendously  unusual  and  extrava- 
gant. I  would  have  some  reluctance  about  supporting  this 
great  increase  except  for  the  fact  that  it  impresses  me  as 
seriously  important  in  connection  with  our  national-defense 
program. 

I  was  denied  the  pleasure  and  opportunity  of  hearing  all 
the  address  of  the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from  New 
York,  but  I  did  hear  it  in  part,  and  I  find  myself  in  accord 
at  least  with  that  portion  of  his  address  which  I  heard. 
'  Mr.  President,  if  the  Members  of  the  Senate  and  if  the 
people  of  the  country  had  a  chance  to  know  how  much  it 
would  he  possible  to  do  with  the  additional  appropriation  here 
proposed.  I  think  the  proposal  would  meet  with  quite  general 
approval. 

During  the  last  several  days,  as  the  result  of  the  trying 
and  terrifying  situation  in  the  Old  World,  we  have  come  quite 
clearly  to  a  realization  that  we  must  for  the  time  being,  for 
the  sake  of  our  country,  set  aside  the  immediate  considera- 
tion of  balancing  of  the  Budget.  A  cry  now  for  Budget  bal- 
ancing—much as  we  all  desire  a  balanced  Budget— raises  a 
doubt  that  may  do  our  country  harm,  and  probably  will  react 
to  the  disadvantage  of  those  in  other  places  with  whom  we 
sympathize. 

I  regard  the  proposed  additional  appropriation  completely 
as  a  defense  measure,  and  I  shall  try.  in  the  few  minutes  that 
I  shall  take,  to  show  how  it  is  important  in  that  respect. 

I  should  first  like  to  say.  however,  that  in  connection  with 
a  national-defense  program  it  is  extremely  important  that 
our  entire  forces  be  united.  I  have  long  believed,  and  the 
belief  is  now  intensified,  that  the  true  test  of  a  nation  is  its 
care  of  the  weak;  and  I  have  long  believed— and  I  now  believe 
to  a  greater  extent — that  we  cannot  expect  the  same  patriot- 
ism, the  same  intense  devotion  to  country,  on  the  part  of 
those  who  are  neglected  in  part  by  their  own  neighbors,  and 
by  their  countrymen,  that  we  can  expect  from  their  more 
fortunate  neighbors. 

As  we  go  forward  with  a  program  of  national  defense,  it 
seems  to  me  extremely  Important  and  necessary  that  we 
have  a  strong  internal  defense,  that  the  feeUnga  of  all  our 
people  are  In  accord,  that  distressed  people  are  removed  from 
the  susceptibility  of  the  pagan  and  foreign  Influences  which 


we  an  admit  are  to  some  degree  and  extent  existent  \vithin  our 
country. 

If  those  who  are  without  sufficient  food  and  shelter  and 
those  who  are  suffering  the  economic  sorrows  of  the  times 
complain  of  what  we  do,  they  should  not  be  too  harshly 
criticized,  for  they  see  their  governmental  representatives 
appropriating  billions  of  dollars  for  armament,  while  in  some 
instances  the  armament  so  vital  and  necessary  to  their  own 
home^  and  firesides  is  woefully  weak. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  should  appropriate  the  additional 
money  suggested  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Montana,  and 
thereafter,  as  the  result  of  the  armament  program  now  under 
way.  there  should  not  he  the  present  existing  crying  need 
for  jobs,  the  money  would  not  need  to  be  spent;  but  if  Con- 
gress is  to  go  home — and  I  doubt  that  it  should  now  go 
home — there  should  be  appropriated  sufficient  money  to  meet 
the  economic  and  social  needs,  at  least  during  the  uncertain 
days  which  lie  just  ahead;  and.  more  important  than  that, 
there  should  be  a  sufficient  amount  of  money  available  to 
take  care  of  and  to  provide  for  those  national -defense  items, 
the  need  for  which  is  probably  yet  not  too  clearly  seen. 

Without  any  desire  to  burn  incense  to  myself,  let  me  say 
that  I  suggested  an  amendment  several  days  ago  which 
would  make  unnecessary  a  sponsor's  contribution  in  connec- 
tion with  W.  P.  A.  projects  proposed  for  national-defense 
purposes.  The  idea  came  to  my  mind  as  the  result  of  many 
hearings  which  I  attended  as  a  member  of  subcommittees 
Of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  dealing  with  Army  and 
Navy  matters  and  partially  as  a  result  of  the  tremendous 

program  proposed  in  different  places  in  connection  with  our 
need   for    a    great    air    defense.     The    desire    was    expressed 

that  we  have,  as  soon  as  possible,  an  airplane  production  of 
50,000  units  a  year.  The  suggestion  was  made,  and  the  hope 
expressed,  and  in  some  places  with  confidence,  that  we  could 
quickly  train  many  thousands  of  flyers.  Based  upon  my  own, 
limited  knowledge  of  the  situation,  confined  to  my  own  neigh- 
borhood, and  pretty  much  to  the  State  in  which  I  live,  it 
became  clear  to  me  that  there  was  much  to  do  besides  the 
manufacture  of  planes  and  getUng  enough  young  men  to 
volunteer  for  air  training.  It  seemed  to  me  that  if  thousands' 
of  young  men  in  all  parts  of  the  country  were  to  volunteer 
for  this  uncertain  and  patriotic  field  of  military  service, 
appropriate  and  safe  landing  fields  should  be  put  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Government  and  of  the  young  men  and  the 
agencies  and  forces  which  would  train  them. 

In  the  progressive  State  in  which  I  live,  and  in  the  for- 
ward-locking part  of  the  country  from  which  I  come,  it 
seemed  to  me  that  there  was  a  number  of  very  insufficient 
and  incomplete  air  fields.  I  know  that  in  my  own  State 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  will  be  required  properly 
to  complete  the  existing  air  fields;  and  I  seriously  doubt  that 
they  will  be  completed  without  a  more  generous  contribution 
on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government. 

Not  only  do  we  need  adequate  airfields  in  connection  with 
the  training  of  these  young  men.  but  if  the  darkest  clouds 
should  come,  if  we  should  suffer  attack,  and  through  no 
fault  of  our  own  we  should  become  Involved  in  the  war  the 
air  forces  of  our  country  would  play  an  important  part- 
and  it  seemed  to  me  that  we  could  best  serve  our  Nation 
and  people  by  strengthening  our  air  forces  in  every  possible 
way.  "^ 

We  know  from  the  experience  of  the  present  war  that  cen- 
tralizing and  collecting  airplanes  and  air  forces  In  great 
numbers  in  any  one  field  or  in  a  few  large  fields  Is  extremely 
dangerous.  We  know  that  to  provide  proper  protection  we 
need  a  great  many  airfields  so  that  they  may  be  widely  sen- 
arated  in  the  event  of  attack. 

With  this  thought  m  mind.  I  offered  the  amendment  to 
which  I  have  heretofore  referred.  The  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee, in  its  usual  wisdom,  probably  as  a  result  of  other 
thinking  besides  my  own.  adopted  an  amendment  which  pro- 
vided^ that  the  sponsor's  contribution  might  be  waived  in 
connection  with  projects  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  necessary  for  naUonal  de- 
fense. 
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But  let  me  point  out.  Mr.  President,  that  as  I  understand, 
the  amendment  was  accepted  without  the  appropriation  of 
additional  money.  So  it  seems  to  me  that  if  we  are  pro- 
ceeding with  the  pending  measiu'e  in  accordance  with  our 
national-defense  plans,  we  had  better  provide  the  money 
now  to  do  that  kind  of  work.  If  we  are  to  do  it  well  and 
properly,  no  one  will  deny  that  millions  upon  millions  of  dol- 
lars will  be  required  all  over  the  country.  No  one  will  deny 
that  there  may  be  innumerable  other  Instances  the  im- 
portance of  which  cannot  now  be  foreseen,  in  which  our 
national  defense  needs  strengthening.  Such  projects  might 
be  undertaken  with  the  forces  of  the  present  unemployed  if 
money  were  available  and  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  should  approve  the  projects. 

Let  me  cite  one  extremely  important  instance  in  my  own 
State,  which.  I  think,  might  be  comparable  to  innumerable 
other  instances  elsewhere.  Connecticut  has  suffered  seri- 
ously from  devastating  fioods  in  recent  years.  The  largest 
and  by  far  the  most  important  airplane-engine  plant,  from 
the  standpoint  of  contributing  the  greatest  strength  to  our 
air  defense,  is  located  in  my  State.  It  is  a  great  factory. 
which  employs  many  thousands  of  men.  It  is  now  producing 
almost  all  the  airplane  engines  manufactured  in  this  coun- 
try. During  one  of  the  recent  devastating  fioods  it  became 
necessary  to  close  that  plant.  Since  that  time  I  have  been 
trying  in  one  way  or  another  to  obtain  sufficient  money  to 
provide  a  dike  extension  which  would  protect  tlie  community 

in  which  the  plant  is  located  and  the  plant  itself  against  the 

possibility  of  future  floods. 

Appreciating  the  importance  of  the  project  and  the  pro- 
posal, the  Senate  passed  a  bill  for  that  purpose,  but  it  has 
not  finally  passed  the  Congress.  Greatly  disturbed  about 
conditions.  I  had  it  included  in  the  civil -functions  bill  of  the 
War  Department,  but  the  item  was  rejected  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Capitol. 

Is  it  not  fair  to  assume,  Mr.  President,  that  the  project 
for  the  protection  of  this  great  industry — in  my  judgment 
an  industry  more  vital  to  our  national  defense  than  any 
other— might  be  developed  and  completed  through  funds 
provided  by  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana,  which  funds  apparently  are  not  elsewhere  or 
otherwise  provided?  Who  can  say  that  other  like  projects 
might  not  be  necessary  in  connection  with  needed  protection 
for  munitions  plants  or  important  industrial  plants?  At 
Hartford.  Conn.,  there  is  another  similar  project  which  would 
protect  other  great  munitions  plants.  Where  is  the  money 
coming  from  if  we  are  to  go  home?  How  are  these  national- 
defense  projects  to  be  undertaken  without  funds? 

Mr.  President,  I  have  no  desire  longer  to  detain  the 
Senate.  In  the  emergency  which  confronts  our  country,  I 
hope  and  pray  that  we  shall  not  be  lulled  to  sleep.  I  have  an 
Intense  desire  that  our  people  shall  not  lessen  the  serious- 
ness of  tiieir  thinking.  I  hope  that  the  effort  started  toward 
our  national  defense  will  be  prosecuted  to  the  end  with  con- 
tinuing determination.  I  hope  the  additional  money  will  be 
provided. 

I  am  mindful,  of  course,  of  the  terrific  cost,  and  of  the 
t£X  burden  which  will  follow.  But  tax  burdens  are  no  longer 
of  serious  concern  to  the  saddened  and  stricken  people  of 
Euroj)e,  who  a  little  while  ago  at  least  saw  by  the  light  of  a 
lamp,  and  now  see  only  by  the  light  of  fiashing  gims  and 
burning  homes. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  unappreclatlve  of  the  magnitude  of 
the  additional  funds  proposed  to  be  appropriated.  I  know 
that  in  some  places  the  suggestion  will  probably  be  regarded 
as  fantastic.  But  the  uncertamtles  of  the  times,  the  horrible 
examples  that  we  face  from  day  to  day.  and  dark  clouds  aU 
around  us.  make  it  ever  so  necessary  that  we  set  aside  prece- 
dents, and  that  we  be  a  bit  more  bold  and  courageous.  Prob- 
ably the  time  calls  for  a  bit  of  recklessness. 

So  I  hope.  Mr.  President,  that  the  amendment  will  pre- 
vail. The  proposed  appropriation  could  not  under  any  cir- 
cumstances be  a  total  loss.  If  men  are  without  employment 
and  in  dire  need,  and  we  neglect  them,  we  shall  be  neglecUng 


our  national  defense.  If  work  is  otherwise  provided,  we  save 
the  money.  With  what  we  spend  under  the  W.  P.  A.  we  create 
everlasting  social  values.  In  my  judgment,  the  waste  and 
carelessness  of  the  W.  P.  A.  are  things  of  the  past.  At  long 
last  I  think  we  are  convinced,  as  a  result  of  the  sufferings 
of  other  people  who  were  careless  of  their  own  comfort  and 
welfare  and  of  their  national  security,  as  to  what  we  must  do. 
I  am  satisfied  that  we  will  do  it.  Mr.  President. 

Liet  me  say  once  more  that  I  am  attracted  to  the  proposed 
heavy  additional  expenditure  only  because  of  my  Intense  de- 
sire that  the  national-defense  program  be  completed  in  its 
entirety.  Having  started,  we  should  go  all  the  way;  and, 
finally,  after  the  indolence,  carelessness,  and  neglect,  which 
were,  perhaps,  natural  in  the  old  days,  and  for  which  no 
individual  or  group  of  individuals  probably  can  be  blamed,  we 
should  quickly  take  up  the  tools  and  finish  the  important  na- 
tional-defense work  which  remains  undone. 

Mr.  ADAMS  obtained  the  fioor. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonim? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names; 


Adams 

Andrews 
Ashurst 

Austin 
Bailey 

BankhecMl 

Ba'-kley 

BUbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Clark.  Idatio 

Clark.  Mo 

Connally 

Danaher 


Davis 

Donahey 

Downey 

El'.ender 
George 

Gerry 

Gillette 

Green 

Guffey 

Gurney 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson.  Colo. 


King 

La  FoUette 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

MrKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

MUler 

Mlnton 

Mtirray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

O  Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

RadcllSe 


Reed 

Reynold* 

Russell 

Schwarte 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Shtpstead 

Slattery 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Oklm. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Townsend 

Tydlngs 

Vandenbcrg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-three  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  in 
support  of  the  committee's  position  and  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  I  Mr.  Murray].  I 
beheve  that  those  who  are  supporting  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Montana  are  overlooking  two  or  three  very 
vital  considerations  in  the  situation. 

In  the  first  place,  this  is  a  relief  bill;  its  purpose  is  to  take 
care  of  people  who  are  In  distress  by  giving  them  employment. 
It  is  not  primarily  a  defense  biU.  It  is  perfectly  proper  that 
we  should  make  use  of  the  employees  on  the  relief  rolls  In 
furtherance  of  defense  work,  keeping  in  mind  the  main  pur- 
pose which  is  relief;  but  it  is  a  mistake  to  invert  the  picture 
and  assume  that  this  is  a  defense  bill  first  and  that  relief  is 
merely  incidental  to  that. 

As  to  the  figures,  where  do  the  figures  in  the  bill  come 
from?  They  come  from  those  best  informed  as  to  unemploy- 
ment and  relief  needs  in  the  country.  The  bill  represents 
that  for  which  the  President  and  which  Colonel  Harrington 
of  the  Relief  Administration  asked. 

Senators  will  recall  when  the  Budget  was  submitted  by  the 
President  for  relief  purposes  the  President  requested  $975.- 
000.000  for  a  12-month  period.  That  was  what  he  regarded 
as  adequate.  Following  the  first  of  the  year  a  somewhat  less 
favorable  economic  situation  developed.  The  President  then 
asked  that  the  amount  of  $975,000,000  be  given  a  fiexibUlty. 
so  that  It  could  be  consumed,  if  needed,  within  an  8-month 
period  rather  than  to  be  stretched  over  a  12-month  period. 
In  other  words,  there  was  an  increase  of  33  Vb  percent  In  the 
amount  of  money  available.  The  $975,000,000  will  take  care 
of  an  average  of  2,032,000  a  month. 

Mr.  WALSH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 
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Mr.  WALSH.  I  was  obliged  to  leave  the  Chamber  tempo- 
rarily and  did  not  hear  the  entire  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado.  I  assume  a  vote  will  be  taken  very  shortly  on 
this  question.  I  have  taken  the  position  in  the  case  of  all 
relief  measures  to  vote  for  the  amount  the  President  requests. 
I  assume  he  consults  the  agencies  of  the  Government  that  are 
best  Informed  as  to  the  need  of  relief.  I  want  to  give  every 
dollar  that  is  requested  for  relief  purposes  by  those  who  are 
familiar  with  relief  problems.  Now  I  ask  the  Senator  does 
this  bill  contain  the  full  amount  of  money  requested  by  the 
President  for  relief? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     It  does  up  to  the  last  cent. 

Mr.  WAI£H.    That  statement  will  determine  my  vote. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  was  explaining  that  originally  the  Presi- 
dent requested  $975,000,000  for  a  12-month  period,  but  a  less- 
favorabie  economic  situation  developed,  and  he  has  now  asked 
that  the  amount  be  made  available  for  an  8-month  period; 
and  that  has  been  done. 

Congress  has  no  source  of  information  of  its  own  as  to  the 
number  of  people  in  need;  we  have  no  machinery  to  gather 
information.  The  best  source  of  information,  necessarily.  Is 
the  W.  P.  A.,  with  their  widespread  organization.  We  all 
know  that  national  agencies  are  not  given  to  asking  less  than 
they  need.  So  when  we  give  to  the  W.  P.  A.  the  full  amount 
It  has  asked  for  we  may  be  quite  sure  that  we  are  adequately 
taking  care  of  the  need. 

Mr.  BROWN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Let  me  make  on  further  statement.  Then 
I  win  yield. 

In  the  House  hearings  Colonel  Harrington  stated  that  the 
need  for  July  was  for  1.700.000  people;  for  Augtist.  1,700.000; 
for  September.  1.700.000;  for  October,  1,800,000;  for  Novem- 
ber, 2.000.000.  Those  were  his  estimates,  and  those  estimates 
furnished  by  Colonel  Harrington  were  put  in  the  bill  in  the 
House.  We  have  recommended  that  those  limitations  be 
removed;  and  the  amount  of  money  provided  by  the  pending 
measure.  Instead  of  taking  care  of  1.700,000  people,  will  take 
care  of  an  average  of  over  2,000.000. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President.  I  have  been  somewhat  dis- 
turbed about  the  probable  increase  in  the  cost  of  living  in 
the  next  few  months.  I  anticipate  that  we  are  about  to  enter 
a  period  of  rising  prices  because  of  the  conditions  in  Europe 
and  because  of  the  very  great  industrial  activity  which  I 
expect  will  soon  start.  Is  any  authority  vested  in  the  Presi- 
dent or  those  who  would  administer  this  act  to  increase  the 
wages  of  the  W.  P.  A.  workers  in  accordance  with  an  increase 
which  may  come  about  in  the  cost  of  living?  Is  any  provi- 
sion at  all  made  to  cover  that  contingency,  which  I  consider 
to  be  a  probable  one? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  W.  P.  A.  Administration  is  absolutely 
free  from  any  congressional  limitations  in  fixing  wages.  In 
other  words,  in  the  joint  resolution  we  do  not  fix  the  wages 
that  shall  be  paid.  We  give  the  W.  P.  A.  so  much  money  for 
relief  purposes.  They  may  raise  or  lower  the  wages,  providing 
they  do  not  discriminate. 

Mr.  BROWN.  What  is  aU  the  controversy  about  the 
so-called  prevailing-wage  section,  which,  I  think,  is  section 
15  or  14  of  the  joint  resolution?  I  supposed  that  we  estab- 
lished a  limit  beyond  which  the  W.  P.  A.  Administrator  could 
not  go. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     We  did  not. 

Mr.  BROWN.  If  there  should  be  any  considerable  increase 
In  the  cost  of  living,  has  the  committee  supplied  sufficient 
money  to  take  care  of  that;  or  is  it  not  desirable  that  an 
additional  amount  such  as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana  be  added,  so  that  that  contingency  will  be  cared  for 
by  way  of  appropriations? 

Mr,  ADAMS.  I  think  the  answer  to  the  Senator's  question 
Is  included  in  his  statement  of  probable  facts — that  the  in- 
creased cost  of  Uvlng  which  he  thinks  might  come  about  would 
be  due  to  increased  employment.  If  we  have  increased 
employment,  we  shall  have  less  men  on  the  rebef  rolls. 

Mr.  MURRAY,     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS,     Certainly. 


Mr,  MURRAY.  I  believe  the  Senator  from  Colorado  is 
assuming  something  that  is  not  justified. 

While  we  had  considerable  unemployment  in  1937,  we  found 
that  industry  rapidly  raised  prices  and  brought  on  a  great 
inflation  for  a  period,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  unem- 
ployment still  persisted,  and  people  were  finding  it  difficult  to 
obtain  the  means  of  living  in  this  coimtry.  We  at  that  time 
had  "a  situation  in  which  we  had  high  prices,  excessive  profits, 
and  yet  we  had  a  recession  coming  on;  and  we  shall  experi- 
ence the  same  thing  again  in  the  present  situation.  Industry 
will  raise  its  prices  under  this  defense  program,  and  we  shall 
have  a  period  of  inflation  in  this  country.  We  shall  continue 
to  have  unemplo3mient,  as  we  now  have,  In  the  midst  of  pros- 
perity in  a  few  industries. 

We  now  have  9,000.000  unemployed  in  this  country.  They 
cannot  possibly  obtain  employment  under  the  national- 
defense  program,  because  they  constitute  largely  common 
labor,  and  will  not  be  employed  in  connection  with  the  defense 
program  at  all. 

It  seems  to  me  the  Senator  is  not  justified  in  the  statement 
he  makes  that  the  program  submitted  by  the  W.  P.  A.  is  suffi- 
cient to  take  care  of  the  unemployment  situation.  We  have 
never  had  such  a  program  in  the  country.  It  is  not,  and  the 
W,  P,  A.  knows  that  it  is  not.  Every  person  in  the  country 
who  is  familiar  with  the  situation  knows  that  the  present 
program  will  not  take  care  of  the  unemployment  situation, 
and  we  shall  have  a  very  bad  condition  if  it  is  not  taken 
care  of. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  It  would  be  a  most  amazing 
thing  if  great  increase  in  labor,  great  Increase  in  employ- 
ment, and  development  of  war  industry  which  left  less  un- 
employed, should  increase  the  number  on  relief.  That, 
however,  is  the  argument  which  the  Senator  from  Montana 
makes — that  the  more  men  that  are  employed,  the  more 
men  will  have  to  l>e  taken  care  of  on  relief. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  The  facts  are  that  the  defense  program 
will  not  bring  about  any  great  reemployment.  According 
to  the  experts,  it  will  employ  only  an  additional  270,000  or 
290,000  men  in  special  industries.  They  are  skilled  workers. 
The  program  will  not  furnish  employment  for  workers  of 
the  kind  who  are  on  the  unemployment  rolls. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  that,  of  course,  is  a  state- 
ment of  the  Senator's  theory  as  to  what  is  going  to  happen 
next  month,  or  6  months  from  now.  I  cannot  say  that  the 
Senator  is  necessarily  wrong,  any  more  than  he  can  say 
that  it  is  a  matter  in  which  certainly  he  is  right. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Is  it  not  true  that  not  more  than  290.000 
meQ  can  possibly  be  employed  as  a  result  of  the  national- 
defense  program  which  is  being  inaugurated? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  should  think  not,  most  decidedly.  Let 
me  discuss  that  matter  for  a  second. 

How  much  money  is  Congress  now  appropriating  for 
defense  purposes?     Five  billion  dollars— five  bilUon  dollars. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  It  goes  chiefly  into  very  expensive  mate- 
rial, and  not  into  common  labor.  It  makes  prosperity  for  the 
few  but  will  have  no  material  effect  on  unemployment, 

Mr.  ADAMS,  It  goes  Into  steel,  for  instance;  does  It 
not?  The  ore  for  making  the  steel  comes  from  the  mines 
It  Is  necessary  to  get  iron  ore.  To  a  large  extent  it  is  com- 
mon labor  that  goes  into  the  mines.  Go  up  into  the  State 
of  Wyoming,  where  the  iron  ore  comes  from  that  goes  to 
the  steel  works  in  my  city,  and  it  will  be  found  that  the 
labor  employed  there  is  largely  common  labor.  Part  of  the 
naUonal-defense  money  will  be  spent  on  the  railroads  In 
keeping  up  the  railroads  there  is  need  for  the  employment 
of  a  large  amount  of  now  unemployed  labor,  common  labor 
to  a  considerable  extent.  Part  of  the  money  goes  into  steel 
works.  Three-fcurths  of  the  labor  there  employed  is  com- 
mon labor.  The  Senator  cannot  think  of  any  industry  which 
employs  exclusively  skilled  labor,  with  the  exception  of  a 
very  limited  number  of  factories.  The  other  industries  are 
always  the  basis  of  employment  of  great  armies  of  common 
labor. 
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Mr,  BROWN,  Mr,  President,  I  should  not  want  the  Sena- 
tor to  leave  the  impression  that  £dl  of  the  $5,000,000,000  will 
be  spent  during  the  time  this  relief  joint  resolution  will  be 
In  effect.  My  recollection  of  the  figures  is  that  in  8  months 
not  more  than  one-fifth  to  one-sixth  of  it  can  possibly  be 
expended. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Of  course;  and  yet.  at  the  same  time,  we 
are  providing  $5,000,000,000  which  is  going  into  employment 
Just  as  rapidly  as  it  is  humanly  possible  to  put  it  to  work. 
It  may  not  be  expended  just  as  the  keel  of  a  battleship  is 
laid  down,  but  it  will  provide  for  continued  employment. 

That  is  not  all  of  the  $5,000,000,000.  A  bill  will  come  up 
following  this  measure  in  which  the  R.  F.  C.  is  to  be  given 
practically  the  equivalent  of  a  billion  dollars  which  will  be 
expended,  probably  for  defense  purposes. 

Mr.  BROWN.    That  money  is  to  be  loaned. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  That  is  true;  but  it  does  not  make  any  dif- 
ference. We  are  speaking  of  employment.  It  does  not  make 
any  difference  whether  a  manufacturer  puts  people  to  work 
with  money  that  belongs  to  him  or  with  money  that  he  bor- 
rows. The  same  number  of  persons  are  employed  in  either 
event, 

Mr.  BROWN,  But  that  is  very  likely  a  part  of  the  same 
$5,000,000,000  to  which  the  Senator  has  been  referring. 

Mr,  ADAMS.  Oh.  no:  not  at  all.  If  we  take  the  bills  that 
we  have  passed,  including  the  measure  before  us.  there  is 
$5,000,000,000  of  Army  and  Navy  appropriations,  including 
the  supplemental  bill  which  is  now  on  my  desk,  exclusive  of 
the  R.  P.  C. 

Mr.  BROWN.  If  the  Senator  wUl  pardon  me,  the  $1,000.- 
000,000  that  is  provided  in  the  bill  which  the  Senator  from 
New  York  will  have  taken  up  as  soon  as  this  measure  is 
through  is  to  be  loaned  to  corporations  which  may  engage  in 
the  business  of  producing  munitions.  That  amount  cannot 
be  added  to  the  $5,000,000,000.  because  the  corporations  will 
have  to  pay  that  money  out  of  the  receipts  they  get  from  this 
$5,000,000,000  munitions  program.  We  cannot  add  one  to 
the  other. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  think  the  Senator  is  in  error,  but  I  think 
it  is  an  immaterial  item  so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  am 
merely  pointing  out  this  fact:  The  Senator  from  Montana, 
in  his  argument,  was  disposed  to  base  his  contention  for  in- 
crease upon  the  theory  that  this  money  could  be  used  for 
defense  purposes.  The  Senator  bases  his  argument  upon  the 
contention  that  we  ought  to  increase  the  appropriation  for 
defense  purposes,  and  then  says  the  W.  P.  A.  employees  are 
not  suited  for  work  on  defense  matters, 

Mr.  MURRAY,  I  suggested  that  the  money  could  be  used 
in  the  expansion  of  air  fields  and  naval  bases,  military  roads, 
and  military  bases,  and  work  of  that  character  which  would 
employ  common  labor,  not  skilled  labor. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Does  not  the  Senator  recognize  that  the 
money  we  are  appropriating  for  those  purposes  will  employ 
the  same  kind  of  persons? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     No;  It  wUl  not. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  If  we  increase  the  amount  carried  In  the 
defense  measure,  these  persons  will  be  employed  on  air  bases 
or  flying  fields;  but  if  we  leave  it  to  the  Government,  the 
Government  will  employ  them  on  the  same  kind  of  projects. 
They  are  qualified  to  do  this  work  if  the  money  comes  from 
the  W.  P.  A.,  and  they  are  not  going  to  do  it  if  it  comes  from 
a  direct  appropriation  for  the  War  Department, 

Mr,  MURRAY,  In  connection  with  the  question  of  unem- 
ployment, does  not  the  Senator  recognize  the  fact  that  as  a 
result  of  the  dislocation  of  trade  in  the  world  we  have  lost  a 
tremendous  amount  of  foreign  trade,  and  that  we  have 
brought  on  unemployment  in  certain  industries  that  will  offset 
to  a  sul)stantial  degree  the  new  employment  that  will  be 
brought  about  as  a  result  of  the  defense  program? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  All  I  can  say  to  the  Senator  is  that  the  fig- 
ures today  show  an  Increased  employment,  an  increased  pro- 
duction over  what  we  had  2  or  3  months  ago.  There  is  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  men  at  work  today  over  the  number 
that  were  at  work  a  month  ago  and  over  the  number  that 
were  at  work  2  months  ago.     In  other  words,  the  figures  that 


Colonel  Harrington  and  the  President  had  before  them  were 
based  on  a  larger  unemployment  than  the  figures  I  have; 
but,  in  any  event,  the  only  reliable  figures  that  we  have  come 
from  the  W.  P,  A.  Administration.  It  is  the  only  source  we 
have  from  which  to  get  the  Information.  We  are  appropri- 
ating in  the  pending  joint  resolution  all  that  they  ask.  clear 
down  to  the  last  dollar,  and  the  Senator  would  increase  the 
amount  provided  from  enough  to  take  care  of  2,000,000  men 
to  enough  to  take  care  of  over  3,000.000  men. 

That  is.  the  Senator's  figures  would  take  care  of  an  aver- 
age of  over  3.000,000. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  And  that  would  take  care  of  only  a  small 
part  of  the  total  unemployed  in  the  country. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  think  the  Senator  has  made  plain  the 
difference  between  us.  The  Senator  thinks  that  the  Gov- 
ernment should  employ  people,  regardless  of  whether  they 
are  in  need  or  not.  while  the  pending  measure  is  for  the 
relief  of  people  not  merely  because  they  are  out  of  work,  but 
because  they  are  in  need,  and,  as  it  stands,  the  joint  resolu- 
tion will  do  the  job,  if  we  can  trust  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  Colonel  Harrington,  who  Is  in  charge  of 
the  administration  of  the  work.  If  the  desire  is  to  put  the 
obligation  upon  the  Government  to  give  every  one  of  the 
9.000.000  people  out  of  work  a  job,  the  Senator's  amendment 
would  be  thoroughly  inadequate. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  am  not  proposing  ans^thing  of  the  kind. 
There  are  millions  on  the  relief  rolls  who  cannot  get  em- 
ployment.    The  Senator  knows  that. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  do  not  know  that, 

Mr,  MURRAY.    The  W.  P.  A.  has  a  record  of  them. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  It  is  not  the  fact  that  there  are  millions 
on  the  rolls  who  cannot  get  work.  There  is  always  a  wait- 
ing list,  of  course. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Let  me  read  the  statement  of  Colonel 
Harrington,  in  response  to  a  question  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [  Mr.  Pepper  ] : 

Now.  Ckjlonel,  is  your  statement  or  opinion  changed  by  our  own 
policy  of  expanding  in  a  rather  large  way  our  national -defense 
program?  Is  our  national -defense  program  going  to  solve  ttxe 
problem  of  unemplojrment? 

Colonel  Hareington.  Definitely  not,  because  the  defense  program 
consists  of  expenditures  largely  for  material  which  we  badly  need 
and  that  Is  going  to  be  concentrated  In  industries  which  will  not 
employ  people  to  a  degree  that  will  be  helpful  to  W.  P.  A. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  That  is  very  far  from  sustaining  the  asser- 
tion the  Senator  has  made.  The  Senator  quotes  Colonel 
Harrington,  and  in  the  joint  resolution  we  are  giving  just 
what  the  authority  the  Senator  quotes  says  is  what  he  should 
have.  The  Senator  wishes  to  turn  over  to  the  W.  P.  A.  a 
half  billion  dollars  in  an  8  months'  period  over  and  above 
what  the  Administrator  says  is  needed.  It  seems  to  me  that 
in  these  times  some  consideration  should  be  given  to  putting 
money  where  there  is  need  for  it,  and  in  saving  It  where  it 
Is  not  needed.  The  amendment  simply  goes  out  of  bounds, 
disregards  all  those  in  authority,  and  all  the  information 
which  came  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Furthermore,  in  the  relief  measure  there  is  constant  recog- 
nition of  the  fact  that  the  W.  P.  A.  worker  may  be  used  for 
defense  purposes.  Colonel  Harrington,  in  a  recent  interview, 
stated  that  perhaps  half  the  labor  under  this  measure  might 
be  used  for  defense  purposes.  We  have  made  special  provi- 
sion. We  have  eliminated  the  requirement  of  sponsors'  con- 
tributions in  defense  measures.  We  have  provided  in  the 
joint  resolution  for  a  special  fund  of  $25,000,000  which  can 
be  specifically  used,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not  adopt  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr,  Stewart  in  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray]. 

Mr,  MURRAY.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 


Adams 

Austin 

Barkley 

Andrews 

BaUey 

Btlbo 

Ashurst 

BanlOiead 

Bone 
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Burke 

Ouffey 

Lundeen 

Schwartz 

Bymet 

Oumey 

McKellar 

SchweUenbach 

Capper 

Bale 

McNary 

Sheppard 

Carmwmy 

Hatch 

Maloaey 

Shlpstcad 

Chandler 

Hayden 

Ifead 

Slattery 

Clant,  Idaho 

Herring 

Miller 

Smith 

Clark.  Mo. 

Hill 

Minton 

Stewart 

Cozuially 

Hoi  man 

Murray 

Taft 

E>anaher 

Holt 

Neely 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Davis 

Hughes 

Norrls 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Dopahey 

Johnson.  Cailf. 

Nye 

Thomas.  Utah 

Dowwey 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Olfahoney 

Townsend 

SUender 

King 

Overton 

Vandenberg 

Oeorte 

La  Pollette 

Pepper 

Van  Nuys 

Oerry 

Lee 

Roed 

Wagner 

OUlett« 

Lodge 

Reynolds 

WaUh 

Orecn 

Lucaa 

RuMcU 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER .  Seventy-nine  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  qur.ition  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Montana  IMr.  MtniRAYl. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Tbe  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  KINO  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  (Mr.  TorcyI. 
N^t  knowing  how  he  would  vote  U  present,  I  withhold  my 
vote. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr.  OlassI. 
I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
(Mr.  Frazizr)  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
fMr.  OiLLrm),  the  Senators  from  Virginia  (Mr,  Byrd  and 
Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  (Mr.  Harrison!, 
and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  (Mr.  RadclhtiI  are  un- 
avoidably detained  from  the  Senate.  I  am  advised  that  if 
present  and  voting,  these  Senators  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  IMr.  HughesI,  the  Senators 
from  Nevada  (Mr.  McCarran  and  Mr.  PittmanI,  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  (Mr.  Truman  1,  and  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana (Mr.  WhxelerI  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  SmathersJ  is  absent 
because  of  illness  In  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr.  Chavez]  is  detained 
on  public  business.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting, 
he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  the  necessary  absence  of  my 
colleague  [Mr.  Gibson  1.  who  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler].  If  present,  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  would  vote  "nay,"  and  the  Senator 
from  Montana,  if  present,  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Barbour  1  has  a  general 
pair  with  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Truman],  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Wiley]  has  a  general  pair 
with  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Smathers]. 

I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  (Mr. 
ToBEY]  and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  IMr.  Barbour] 
are  necessarily  absent  on  official  duties. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  IMr.  Whiti].  and  the  Senator 
from  North  Etakota   (Mr.  Frazier],  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  result  was  announced— yeas  25.  nays  52.  as  follows: 

YEAS— 25 


Ashurst 

La  Follette 

BUbo 

Lee 

Bone 

Lundeen 

Brown 

Maloney 

Caraway 

Mead 

Downey 

Minton 

Ouffey 

Murray 

Adams 

Clarlt.  Mo. 

Andrews 

ConnaUy 

Austin 

Danaher 

Bailey 

Davis 

BanlOiead 

Donahey 

Barkley 

Ellender 

Bridges 

George 

Bulow     ~ 

Oerry 

Burke 

Oreen 

Byrnes 

Ourney 

Capper 

Hale 

Chandler 

Hatch 

Clarlt.  Idaho 

Hayden 

NeeJy 

Norrls 

O'Mahoney 

Pepper 

Schwartz 

SchweUenbach 

Shipstead 

NAYS— 52 

Herring 

Hill 

Hoi  man 

Holt 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Lodge 

Lucas 

McKellar 

McNary 

Miller 

Nye 

Overton 


Slattery 
Thomas.  Okla. 
Thomas.  Utah 
Wagner 


Reed 

Reynolds 

Russell 

Shepparfl 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Townsend 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Walsh 


Barbour 
Byrd 
Chavez 
Prazter 

Olhflon 


NOT  VOTINO— 19 

OiUette  McCarran  Truman 

Glass  Plttman  -    Wheeler 

Harrison  Radctlffe  White 

Hughes  Smathers  WUey 

King  Tobey 


So  Mr.  Murray's  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  announce  that, 
In  vi?w  of  the  legislative  situation,  It  will  probably  be  necessary 
to  hold  a  session  tomorrow.  The  Finance  Committee  com- 
pleted the  hearing  today  on  the  tax  bill,  and  will  meet  to- 
morrow for  the  purpose  of  attempting  to  vote  on  reporting 
the  bill  with  the  view  of  having  tt  coasldered  on  the  floor  on 
Monday.  There  are  at  least  two  bills  which  it  Is  certainly 
desirable  that  we  dispose  of  before  the  tax  bill  is  taken  up, 
and  in  view  of  the  probability  that  consideration  of  the  pend- 
ing measure  will  continue  for  some  time  longer  this  after- 
noon, I  felt  it  my  duty  to  annoui^ce  to  Senators  that  I  shall 
ask  the  Senate  to  meet  tomorrow  to  consider  the  bills  re- 
ferred to. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  X  submit  an  amendment  to  the 
joint  resolution,  and  before  offering  some  remarks  en  It  I 
ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER.    The  amendment  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  end  of  the  Joint  resolution  it  is 
proposed  to  Insert  the  following  new  section: 

Sect  There  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Trtasury  not  otherwise  appioprlated,  for  the  fiscal  year  1041.  the 
■um  of  SIOO.OOO.OOO.  to  be  used  by  the  Becreury  of  Agriculture  for 
the  purpose  of  effectuating  the  provisions  of  section  32  of  the  act 
entitled  'An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act.  and 
for  other  purposes."  approved  August  24.  1935.  as  amended,  such 
sum  to  be  In  addition  to  any  funds  appropriated  by  such  section  32. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  It  Is  not  my  purpose  to  detain 
the  Senate  more  than  a  few  minutes  in  explanation  of  the 
amendment.  I  am  advised  that  all  the  farm  organizations  of 
the  country  have  appealed  to  Senators  to  support  the  amend- 
ment. 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a  statement  appearing  in  yester- 
day's Washington  Post,  made  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
Mr.  Wallace,  as  follows: 

WAIXACK     CaIO^     fob     EMEBGZNCT     FAKM     PBOOKASt UaCES     CONCRBS 

Act  This  Session  Because  or  Wa«  Situation 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  Wallace  called  yesterday  for  a  reexam- 
ination of  the  farm  problem  by  Congress  before  adjournment  be- 
cause of  the  war  situation. 

"If  the  appropriate  committees  took  another  look  at  the  farm 
situation  now."  said  Wallace  at  a  press  conference,  "they  would 
probably  find  a  need  for  action." 

The  Secretary  refused  to  say  whether  he  would  ask  Congress  at 
this  session  to  enact  an  emergency  farm  program  But  some 
Agriculture  Department  officials  said  it  was  not  unlikely  that  the 
President  may  ask  Congress  for  emergency  measures  to  help  farmers 
meet  the  shock  of  spreading  war  abroad. 

explains  meaning  op  "action" 

What  Wallace  meant  by  "action"  was  revealed  In  a  formal  state- 
ment he  made  to  the  press  asking: 

Expanded  shipments  of  food  to  Europe  to  feed  refugees.  WaUace 
said  "the  opinion  seems  to  be  widespread  in  the  United  States  that 
Europe  in  the  coming  months  wUl  sec  the  most  serious  famine  In 
the  world's  history." 

Increased  support  for  domestic  programs  to  boost  consumption 
of  food  products,  such  as  the  Trlple-A  program,  food-stamp  plan 
and  removal  of  surpluses  for  direct  distribution  to  the  needy 

Wallace,  without  asking  that  Johnson  Act  bans  on  loans  to  de- 
faulting Exiropean  nations  be  removed,  said,  in  response  to  a  ques- 
tion, that  If  credits  were  made  available  to  the  British  "they  could 
take  about  $100,000,000  of  our  food  products." 

The  farm  task  of  the  future.  Wallace  said.  Is  to  cope  with  surpluses 
of  foods  that  will  be  backed  up  In  the  United  States  owing  to  the 
spread  of  war.  Markets  are  "for  aU  practical  purposes  eliminated." 
he  said,  in  the  MedUerraneon  area,  central  Europe.  Scandinavia. 
Holland,  Belgium,  and  the  Balkans.  ov.«xauiu«»i«. 

•  plans  rOB   EMEBGENCT 

But  whUe  considering  reducUon  or  surpluses  as  the  immediate 
problem.  Wallace  revealed  that  his  Department  had  made  prepara- 
tions to  begin  "to  the  limit"  farm  production  In  case  of  a  food 
emergency. 

Machinery  for  unlimited  farm  production  Is  at  hand.  Wallace  said 
through  the  couqty-by-county  organlzaUona  of  the  A  A  A  and  the 
Extension  Service.  ' 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  I  were  able  to  impress  upon  Senators 
the  serious  situation  which  confronts  the  farmers  of  America 
as  a  result  of  the  practically  total  elimination  of  export  trade, 
involving  forty-odd  commodities  which  farmers  have  to  sell. 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


8239 


The  10-year  average  of  export  trade  from  the  farms  of  Amer- 
ica has  amounted,  in  round  numbers,  to  $750,000,000.  As  a 
result  of  the  war  situation,  the  major  part  of  that  market 
has  been  eliminated.  Therefore,  the  surpluses  from  the  farms 
of  America  are  now  piling  up  and  will  continue  to  pile  up. 
There  is  only  one  way  in  which  we  can  bring  relief  to  the 
farmers  at  this  time,  and  that  is  by  the  passage  of  legislation 
to  sustain  prices  by  the  absorption  of  surpluses  through  the 
Surplus  Commodities  Corporation,  by  increasing  current  do- 
mestic consumption,  and  by  proper  distribution  of  the  sur- 
pluses. 

Of  course,  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  my  good  friend  from 
Colorado  IMr.  Adams  I  will  tell  us  that  yesterday  we  unani- 
mously appropriated  $60,000,000  for  the  Red  Cross  to  buy  up 
farm  surpluses  for  the  refugees  in  Europe.  If  we  examine 
that  appropriation,  we  find  that  It  provides  that  the  Red 
Cross  Is  authorized  to  buy  medicine*,  food  products,  and  all 
other  things  necessary  to  bring  relief  to  the  refugees  In 
Europe,  and  that  out  of  the  150,000.000  all  the  expenses  of  the 
operation  shall  be  borne.  That  means  that  the  Red  CroM 
may  buy  ambulances,  medicine,  clothing,  blankets,  or  any- 
thing it  dobires  to  take  care  of  the  refugees. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Schwillenbach  In  the 
chair).  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado? 

Mr.  BILBO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  merely  wish  to  correct  an  error.  The  Red 
Cross  does  not  do  any  of  the  buying.  The  buying  is  done  by 
the  President  or  by  governmental  agencies.  The  Red  Cross 
is  merely  the  distributing  agency. 

Mr.  BUBO.    Certainly.    I  understand  that. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  That  is  not  what  the  Senator  said.  The 
Senator  said  the  Red  Cross  would  do  the  buying. 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  meant  that  the  Red  Cross  would  make  the 
demand,  and  that  these  things  would  be  bought  and  given  to 
the  Red  Cross  for  distribution. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  assumed  that^the  Senator  wished  to  be 

corrected. 

Mr.  BILBO.     I  thought  the  Senator  assumed  that  I  knew 

what  the  law  was. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  was  not  assuming  anything. 

Mr.  BILBO.  The  President  is  to  do  the  buying,  but  he  is 
to  buy  what  the  Red  Cross  calls  upon  him  to  buy  in  order  to 
take  care  of  the  situation  in  Europe.  So.  as  a  result,  out  of 
the  $50,000,000  there  will  be  some  relief  to  the  surplus  situa- 
tion in  America,  but  very  little. 

In  presenting  this  amendment  I  have  the  endorsement  of 
all  the  farm  organizations  of  America,  because  they  realize 
the  situation  which  confronts  the  farmer,  which  will  become 
more  acute  before  we  have  another  session  of  Congress.  If 
$100,000,000  is  turned  over  to  the  Surplus  Commodities  Cor- 
poration it  can  carry  on  its  program  of  relief  to  the  farmers 
by  purchasing,  storing,  and  distributing  between  40  and  50 
farm  commodities.  Among  those,  of  course,  will  be  corn,  cot- 
ton, wheat,  and  many  others.  This  organization  has  been 
able  to  deal  in  about  40  or  50  commodities,  and  thereby  relieve 
the  farmers  of  the  country. 

For  the  information  of  the  Senate,  I  should  like  to  refer 
briefly  to  the  situation  which  confronts  the  farmers  of  the 
country  at  the  present  time.  I  should  like  to  put  certain 
information  in  the  Record  so  that  the  farmers  of  the  country 
may  know  what  Senators  are  voting  on. 

I  have  before  me  a  table  showing  the  production  and  stocks 
of  grains  and  cotton.  It  shows  the  5-year  average  from  1935 
to  1939.  the  figures  for  the  year  1939,  and  an  estimate  for  the 
year  1940. 

With  respect  to  wheat,  the  5-year  average  production  from 
1935  to  1939  was  763.000.000  bushels,  with  172,000,000  bu.^hels 
in  stocks.  For  1939  the  production  figure  was  755,000,000 
bushels,  with  254.000.000  bushels  in  stocks.  The  estimated 
production  for  1940  is  728.000,000  bushels,  with  288,000,000 
bushels  in  stocks. 

With  respect  to  com,  the  5-year  average  production  ir  2,- 
329,000.000  bushels,  with  249,000,000  bushels  in  stocks.  The 
production  flgvure  for  1939  is  2.619.000,000  bushels,  with  573,- 


000.000  bushels  in  stocks.    The  estimated  production  for  1940 
is  2,400,000.000  bushels,  with  675.000,000  bushi  Is  in  stocks. 

With  respect  to  oats,  the  6-year  average  production  figure 
is  1,030.000,000  btishels,  with  168.000,000  bushels  in  stocks. 
For  1939  the  production  figure  is  937.000,000  bushels,  with 
191,000,000  bushels  in  stocks.  The  estimated  production  fig- 
ure for  1940  is  1,021,000.000  bushels,  with  140,000,000  bu&hela 
in  stocks. 

The  table  also  shows  the  same  Information  for  rice,  soy 
beans,  and  cotton.  Let  us  take  cotton  for  illustration.  The 
5-year  average  production  is  13.149.000  bales,  with  8.336.000 
bales  In  stocks,  The  production  figure  for  1939  Is  11.817,000 
balcA,  with  13,032.000  bales  in  stocks.  The  estimated  pro- 
duction for  1940  is  11.800,000  bales,  with  11,000,000  bales  tn 
stocks. 

Those  figures  show  the  condition  ti  to  the  mnjor  crop*  of 
the  country.  I  have  figures  showing  the  storage  holdings  of 
fruits  and  vegetables,  dairy  and  poultry  products,  meats  and 
lard,  condens<*d  milk,  and  evaporated  milk.  Under  the  head- 
ing of  fruits  and  vegetables  the  storage  holding  on  May  1. 
for  the  6-year  average  from  1036  to  1030,  was  4,686.000 
bushels.  On  May  1.  1939,  the  flgure  was  4,707.000  bu.Hhels; 
on  May  1,  1940,  3,599,000  bushels. 

For  frozen  fruits  the  amount  In  storage  on  May  1,  for  the 
6-year  average,  was  61.507.000  pounds;  on  May  1.  1939,  76,- 
180,000  pounds;  and  on  May  1,  1940.  75,620,000  pounds. 

For  frozen  vegetables  the  data  are  not  available  for  the 
6-year  average.  On  May  1,  1939,  there  were  In  storage 
47,427,000  pounds;  and  on  May  1,  1940,  49.089.000  pounds. 

With  the  Increase  in  production  throughout  the  country, 
great  quantities  of  dairy  and  poultry  products,  meats  and  lard, 
condensed  milk,  and  evaporated  milk  are  in  storage  today. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  tables  to 
which  I  have  referred  be  printed  in  the  Record  in  connec- 
tion with  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tables  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Production  and  atocka  of  graina  and  cotton,  193S-39,  1939,  and 

eatimates  for  1940 


Commodity 

5-year  average 
1U35  3tf 

1939 

Indicated  1940 

Produc- 
tion 

Stocks 

Produc- 
tion 

Stocks 

Produc- 
tion 

Stocks 

Wheat million  bushels  . 

Corn do — 

Oats -^ do — 

Rioe thousand  hBirnls  . 

Boyhrans ihou-sand  bushels 

Cotton thousand  bales.. 

763 

2.329 

l.(BO 

13.  7*H 

53.954 

13.  Utf 

172 
249 
1(W 

1,729 
456 

8,336 

75.'5 
2.fiI9 

937 
M.52« 
87.409 
11,817 

2M 
573 
191 
2,744 
9«i5 
13,032 

728 

2,400 

1.021 

14.500 

100.000 

11,800 

2RS 

675 

140 

S,000 

ii.(xx> 

Storage  holdinga  of  specified 

1935-39. 

agricultural  commodities  on 
1939.  and  1940 

May  1, 

Commodity 

Unit 

Mayl, 

5- year 

average 

1935-39 

Mayl, 
1930 

Mayl, 
1940 

Fruits  and  vegetables: 

Apples         ... . 

1,000  hashels. 
1,000  iK)unds. 
1,000  pounds. 

1,000  pounds. 
1,000  pounds. 
1,000 cases  ... 
1,000  pounds. 

1,000  pounds. 
1,0U)  pound.s. 
1,000  pounds. 
1,000  pounds. 
1,000  {K)unds. 
1,000  iwunds. 

4.586 
61,507 

4,707 
76.180 
47,425 

70,909 

75,345 

5.896 

70,568 

36.866 

627.213 

1,9.'W 

129,633 

4.608 

134,625 

3.590 

Fruits,  froMsn . 

75.620 

Vopi^tahles  frozen              . 

49,089 

Dairy  and  poultry  products: 

Butter         .    

21,626 

71,393 

5,989 

67,330 

66.247 

661.283 

2.093 

129.141 

4,780 

116,684 

9,457 

Cheese               .........*••.. 

78,600 

EgfTS                  .......... 

6,576 

Poultry,  froten .- — 

Meats  and  lard: 

Beef              . 

86,418 

61,  aw 

Pork              

613.070 

Lamb  and  mutton ... 

3,  .^70 

Lard                       

386,352 

Condensed  milk  ..    -. 

4.014 

Evafwrated  milk 

307,740 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  let  us  see  how  we  could  re- 
lieve the  farmers  and  absorb  the  surpluses  by  the  expendi- 
ture of  $100,000,000.  Being  more  familiar  with  cotton  than 
with  anything  else,  I  refer  first  to  cotton. 

Through  the  activities  of  the  Surplus  Commodities  Cor- 
poration we  have  Inaugurated  what  is  known  as  the  mat- 
tress plan.     One  bale  of  cotton  will  make  ten  mattresses. 
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Itttnutet  ahow  that  Jn  thf  Unitfd  Sintri  thi-r**  irt  two  tnd 
ft  half  miJliun  fam»lit«  whoi«  income  m  1cm  th«n  1500  ft  jrfftf. 
There  art  6,000,000  f»mlUci  in  the  UniUd  BUUi  whoi«  In- 
MOM  ui  b«twf«n  1600  and  11.000  In  other  word*,  there 
ftre  eight  and  one-half  million  famUlef  in  the  UmUd  BtatM 
wtUMv  income  U  leiw  than  11.000. 

Mr.  8TKWART     Mr,  Prealdent.  will  the  Senator  jrleld? 

Mr.  BILBO     I  yuld. 

Mr.  STEWART.  The  Senator  has  Informed  hlmaelf  with 
napect  to  these  facts;  and  I  should  like,  u  a  matter  of  In- 
formation, to  know  where  these  familiea  principally  reside. 
I  do  not  mean  In  what  particular  section,  but  are  they  the 
families  of  men  engaged  in  agriculture  or  industry? 

Mr.  BILBO.  The  information  I  am  giving  covers  the 
entire  United  States.  A  great  many  of  the  families  are 
found  in  rural  sections  of  the  country,  as  well  as  In  some 
of  the  industrial  sections.  They  are  scattered  all  over  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  STEWART.  Does  the  Senator  know  whether  or  not 
the  majority  of  them  are  engaged  in  agriciilture? 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  do  not  know  about  the  majority.  I  pre- 
sume that  is  tnje.  If  we  take  the  East  Side  of  New  York 
and  the  South  Side  of  Chicago — the  black  belt — we  find  a 
great  many  of  such  families.  There  are  eight  and  a  half 
million  of  them. 

The  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation  proposes  to  take 
the  raw  cotton.  Out  of  each  bale  10  mattresses  can  be  pro- 
duced. The  proposal  is  to  distribute  the  mattresses  to  the 
eight  and  a  half  million  poor  families  with  incomes  of  less 
than  $1,000.  The  plan  would  not  interfere  with  the  manu- 
facture of  mattresses,  because  I  care  not  how  many  mat- 
tresses industrial  plants  may  manufacture,  these  families 
are  not  able  to  buy  them.  Therefore,  there  Is  no  competi- 
tion, and  we  are  bringing  relief  to  eight  and  a  half  million 
needy  families  throughout  the  United  States. 

I  have  statistics  showing  what  has  been  recently  done.  As 
I  understand,  more  than  100.000  bales  of  cotton  have  already 
been  manufactured  into  mattresses.  The  process  of  manu- 
factiuing  the  mattresses  carried  out  through  cooperation  by 
the  extension  forces  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
various  other  agencies  in  the  States.  The  Surplus  Com- 
modities Corporation  furnishes  the  raw  cotton  and  ticking, 
the  work  is  done  in  the  field  by  the  various  agencies,  and  the 
mattresses  are  distributed  to  those  who  are  eligible  to 
receive  them. 

Por  the  mformatlon  of  the  Senate.  I  will  say  that  a  sur- 
vey is  made  by  Ute  agencies  of  the  Government  to  determine 
those  eligible  to  receive  free  mattresses.  I  have  often 
thought  that  one  of  the  great  tragedies  of  the  cotton  indus- 
try is  that  m  the  South,  where  we  grow  the  cotton,  there  are 
millions  of  tenant  laborers  on  the  cotton  farms  who  plant, 
hoe.  and  pick  the  cotton,  and  yet  they  spend  their  nights 
'^n  mattresses  of  shucks  or  something  worse.  We  have  an 
opportunity  through  the  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation 
to  correct  that  situation. 

The  foodstuff  plan  is  another  way  In  which  part  of  the 
$100,000,000  will  be  spent.  More  than  a  thousand  cities  in 
the  United  States  are  begging  for  this  service  of  the  Federal 
Surplus  Commodities  Corporation.  With  the  money  we 
have  already  appropriated,  relief  funds  are  distributed 
through  the  stamp  plan.  Mr.  Perkins,  of  the  Surplus  Com- 
modities Corporation,  estimates  that  about  150  cities  scat- 
tered over  the  United  States  can  be  reached. 

With  this  extra  $100,000,000  we  would  be  able  to  reach 
■uuy  more  cities,  and  give  greater  service  to  the  poor 
peofde  of  this  country  who  will  buy  with  their  relief  money. 
which  is  already  provided  for  in  the  bill,  these  articles  of 
food  and  clothing.  I  merely  mention  these  items  to  show 
how  this  money  will  be  spent. 

Three  million  children  in  the  United  States  are  receiving 
lunches  in  school  through  supplies  furnished  to  W.  P.  A. 
agencies  by  the  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation,  and  there 
are  9.000.000  children  who,  by  an  investigation,  are  en- 
titled to  such  free  lunches.  Another  way  in  which  this 
$100,000,000  could  be  used  by  the  Surplus  Commodities  Cor- 


poration would  be  in  fumlihlng  lurplua  producu  botiffht 
up  by  It  to  the  proper  ftgenclot.  Uiu«  enabling  9.000.000 
children  to  rteelvo  frtt  lunchM  ftt  ichoot  In  order  that 
they  may  have  fomtthlng  to  oat,  and  enjoy  a  proper  diet. 

Do  you  know.  Mr,  Prealdent.  that  only  4,000,000  unfor- 
tunates in  this  country  are  being  benaflttd  by  the  food-tUmp 
plan?  There  are  20,000,000  who  are  entitled  to  thla  relief, 
and  by  the  adoption  of  thla  amendment  we  wUl  reach  a 
greater  number  of  those  on  relief. 

Mr.  President,  since  all  the  farmers  of  this  country,  to- 
gether with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture — I  am  not  author- 
ized to  quote  the  President,  but  I  am  sun  he  would  look 
with  favor  upon  this  kind  of  legislation,  this  kind  of  relief — 
and  since  all  the  farm  organizations  of  the  country  are 
begging  the  Congress  to  give  this  relief  because  of  the  serious- 
ness and  tragic  conditions  which  face  the  farmers  I  cannot 
understand  how  anyone  can  oppose  it. 

Yes,  we  voted  $50,000,000  for  refugees,  for  foreigners 
who  live  across  the  sea.  Here  we  have  a  chance  to  vote 
money  for  the  relief  of  people  in  this  country  who  are  in 
about  as  bad  condition  as  are  those  to  whom  we  are  ex- 
tending relief  on  the  other  side  of  the  sea,  or  who  are  at 
least  in  a  serious  condition.  How  can  we  face  our  con- 
stituents and  say  "I  voted  for.  and  there  was  adopted  unani- 
mously, an  appropriation  of  $50,000,000  to  take  care  of  the 
unfortunates  of  Europe,  a  responsibility  '»'hich  cannot  be 
charged  to  us.  and  yet  we  failed  to  take  care  of  9.000.000 
ill-fed  children  in  America,  many  of  whom  throughout  the 
United  States  are  sleeping  without  mattresses,  and  of 
the  farmers  who  will  be  destitute  and  in  bankruptcy  be- 
cause of  the  loss  of  their  market  as  the  result  of  this 
damnable  war  in  Europe."  I  insist  that  of  all  the  appro- 
priations we  are  making  we  can  accomplish  more  good  for 
the  unfortunates  of  this  country  by  such  an  appropriation 
as  I  propose,  small  as  it  is  in  comparison  to  the  appropria- 
tion carried  by  the  bill  we  are  about  to  pass. 

We  have  been  voting  billions  of  dollars — $5.000.000.000 — 
foi  defense.  This  is  the  beginning  of  defense.  If  we  want  a 
strong,  virile,  red-blooded  race  of  men  to  fight  our  wars, 
then  we  must  give  them  the  proper  food  and  the  proper  at- 
tention in  the  homas  throughout  this  land.  That  is  the 
meaning  of  this  amendment  to  the  pending  relief  measure. 
It  is  to  provide  the  ways  and  means  by  which  the  un- 
fortunates, the  neglected,  the  emaciated  of  this  country  may 
be  given  some  of  the  surpluses  which  our  farming  lands  can 
produce.  In  that  way  we  will  help  not  only  the  farmer  but 
will  help  the  unfortunate  poor,  and  we  will  help  the  lalwring 
man  who  works  yonder  in  the  Industries  of  the  coimtry, 
because  the  industries  must  have  somebody  with  purchasing 
power,  and  this  will  help  give  purchasing  power  to  the  farm- 
ers of  the  country. 

I  ask  the  Senate  to  give  favorable  consideration  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  a  word  of  explanation.  The 
Senator  from  Mississippi  was  good  enough  to  present  this 
matter  to  the  Appropriations  Committee,  and  the  commit- 
tee gave  his  siiggestion  consideration.  It  did  not  feel,  how- 
ever, that  this  appropriation  should  be  added  to  this  par- 
ticular measure. 

•  The  amendment  the  Senator  proposes  is  an  addition  to 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act.  The  Surpliis  Commodities 
Corporation  in  the  Agricultural  Appropriation  Act.  which  has 
recently  been  passed  by  the  Congress,  has  been  given  $185.- 
000,000,  which  is  a  very  substantial  sum.  for  the  very  purposes 
the  Senator  has  in  mlna.  If  he  was  dissatisfied  with  that 
appropriation,  his  amendment  should  have  been  addressed  to 
that  bill  and  not  to  the  relief  measure  which  comes  up  at 
this  time. 

The  pending  joint  re.solutIon  provides  an  appropriation 
to  the  Agriciiitural  Department  for  agricultural  relief  of 
$200,000,000.    That  appropriation  is  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
moment? 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 
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Mr.  ADAMS,    Certalnlr 

Mr,  BILBO.  At  the  time  of  th«  pasiiasf  of  the  agricultural 
appropriation  bill.  It  will  br  ri'm^mbcrod.  X  sponMorcd  an 
additional  appropriation  of  $86,000,000,  but  at  that  time  the 
farmers  of  America  were  not  faced  with  the  conditions  which 
they  face  today  as  th**  reiult  of  the  uproad  of  the  war  in 
Europe,  which  haa  eliminated  their  export  market.  Further- 
more, conditions  are  growing  worse.  If  I  had  known  then 
what  I  know  now,  I  would  have  asked  for  the  additional 
$100,000,000.  and  perhaps  more,  for  I  doubt  whether  $100,000,- 
000  would  be  sufflclcnt  tc  take  care  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Not  a  rlckel  of  the  funds  appropriated  In 
the  Agricultural  Appropriation  Act  has  been  spent.  That 
money  becomes  available  only  on  the  1st  of  July. 

Mr.  BILBO.     I  know  that. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  We  may  need  more  or  we  may  not  need 
more,  but  the  Congress  will  have  ample  time  to  make  addi- 
tional provision  should  it  develop  to  be  necessary. 

Mr.  BILBO.  In  response  to  the  Senator's  statement,  let 
me  make  this  observation:  We  are  working  overtime  trying 
to  adjourn  a  week  from  tomorrow.     No  one  knows 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  may  state  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not 
think  he  need  worry  about  adjovumment. 

Mr.  BILBO.  No  one  knows  whether  or  not  we  will  have 
another  session  between  now  and  January,  and  it  will  be  too 
late  to  come  to  the  rescue  of  the  farmer  in  January;  he 
will  then  be  in  worse  condition  than  are  the  refugees  in 

Europe. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  $185,000,000  in  the  Agricultural  Appro- 
priation Act  will  be  available  on  the  1st  of  July.  There  is 
$200,000,000  for  farm  relief  in  this  bill.  The  Senator  knows 
that  we  have  provided  a  large  stun  for  various  agricultural 
purposes,  including  parity  payments  and  other  items. 

Mr.  BILBO.     How  much  is  there  for  agriculture  in  this  bill? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  There  is  $200,000,000  in  this  bill  for  agri- 
culture. 

Mr.  BILBO.    For  what  purpose? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    For  grants  and  loans  to  needy  farmers. 

Mr.  BILBO.  That  is  the  point.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
mentioned  that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  state  that 
the  Senator  frcm  Colorado  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  am  alwaj-s  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Loans  have  been  provided  for.  that  is  true; 
but  when  we  grant  loans  we  build  up  the  surplus  and  a 
loss  will  ensue.  My  amendment  provides  for  the  equitable, 
fair.  just,  and  righteous  distribution  of  a  hundred  million 
dollars'  worth  of  surplus  farm  products  which  wiU  be  taken 
even  if  the  farmers  are  given  loans. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  thought  the  Senator,  in  the  first  part  of 
his  remarks,  was  quoting  the  Agricultural  Department  and 
Secretary  Wallace  as  his  authority.  What  this  measure  does 
is  in  accordance  with  his  request.  We  accepted,  as  I  thought 
the  Senator  did.  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
who  appeared  before  the  committee  in  behalf  of  this  $200,- 
000  000  appropriation.  We  raised  the  amount  the  House 
provided  frcm  $115,000,000  to  $200,000,000.  The  Appropria- 
tions Committee  has  not  dealt  harshly  with  the  farmers. 

Mr.  BILBO.  For  the  purpose  the  Senator  refers  to  he  is 
right,  but  this  is  a  different  purpose;  it  is  along  a  different 
line,  and  I  think  I  am  justified  in  stating  that  the  Secretary 
will  favor  it. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  We  even  went  $16,000,000  beyond  the  request 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

As  the  Senator  pointed  out.  the  $50,000,000  appropriated 
for  the  relief  of  refugees  must  be  spent  in  America,  largely 
for  the  very  products  the  Senator  has  in  mind.  I  am  sure  he 
did  not  mean  to  object  to  the  fact  that  a  little  of  it  would 
be  spent  for  medicine.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  did  not  want 
that  mference  to  be  drawn  from  his  remarks,  because  he  com- 
mented on  that  fact.  nn/\n 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  took  pleasure  in  voting  for  the  $50,000,000; 
I  am  in  favor  of  this  kind  of  relief,  and  want  to  sustain  the 
reputation  of  the  United  States  as  being  the  great  humani- 
tarian brother  of  the  entire  world. 


Mr,  ADAMS.    1  bflleve  It  would  be  a  mistake  for  the  BenaU 

to  add  this  amount  to  this  bill. 

Mr  MILLKR.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  doxlre  to  prevent 
lh<»  f  hall  man  of  the  committee  from  clonlna  this  debate,  but 
X  should  like  briefly  to  call  the  altmtlon  of  the  Senate  to  one 
or  two  matters  which,  to  my  mind,  are  ouUiUndlng  roaaoni 
why  this  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

It  Is  true  we  have  provided  $106,000  000  for  the  next  year 
for  loans  or  for  administration  under  section  32  of  the  act  of 
1935,  This  amendment  proposes  $100,000,000  additional  to 
be  used  by  the  Secretary  for  a  certain  distinct  purpose,  and 
that  purpose  Is  the  purchase  of  agricultural  commodities. 

We  must  admit,  if  we  stop  for  a  moment  to  think,  that  such 
foreign  markets  for  agricultural  products  ars  we  may  have  had 
in  the  past  have  gone.  It  does  little  good  to  loan,  as  we  have 
provided  in  the  joint  resolution,  and  to  which  the  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  has  called  attention,  the  amoimt  of 
$125,000,000  for  rehabilitation  purposes. 

What  is  the  purpose  of  a  rehabilitation  loan?  It  is  to  en- 
able the  farmer  to  make  a  crop.  It  is  to  enable  the  farmer  to 
sustain  himself.  If  he  has  not  any  market  for  his  products, 
then  we  shall  not  only  fail  to  get  back  the  $125,000,000  which 
we  loan,  but  we  shall  not  be  doing  anything  for  the  aid  of 
the  farmer. 

As  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  IMr.  Bilbo]  has  said,  we 
shall  harvest  these  crops  in  the  fall  of  this  year.  What  are 
we  going  to  do  with  them?  That  Is  a  question  which  no  one 
can  answer  except  to  say,  "to  supply  the  maiket";  that  is  all. 
We  are  faced  with  this  situation:  Do  we  want  to  furnish 
that  market,  or  do  we  want  to  go  ahead  and  make  these  loans 
and  let  surpluses  pile  up  more  than  we  can  consume?  The 
surpluses  will  not  be  more  than  we  can  consume  if  properly 
distributed;  but  do  we  want  to  let  those  excess  products  pass 
into  the  surpluses,  or  do  we  want  to  put  them  out  among 
the  needy  of  this  country?    That  is  the  question. 

I  think  the  Senate  ought  to  take  action  now  and  adopt  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  obtained  the  floor, 
Mr.  HELL.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Bailey 

Bankiiesd 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Cliandler 

Clark.  Idatio 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaber 


Davis 

Donaiiey 

Downey 

EUender 

George 

Gerry 

Gillette 

Green 

Gufley 

Oumey 

Hale 

Harrison^ 

Hatcb 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Hoi  man 

Holt 

Hugiies 

Jotinson,  Cailf . 

Jobnson.  Colo. 


King 

La  FoUette 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 

MeMi 

Miller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

O'Maiioney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radcliffe 


Reed 

Reynolds 

Russell 

Schwartz 

Scbwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Shlpst«ad 

Slattery 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Tliomas.  Utah 

Town  send 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Eighty-three  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  realize  that  It  Is 
very  difficult  to  get  Members  of  the  Senate  to  focus  their 
attention  upon  questions  relating  to  our  domestic  problems. 
Quite  naturally,  in  the  face  of  events  occurring  In  Europe, 
the  thoughts  and  attention  of  Senators,  as  well  as  other  per- 
sons in  this  country,  are  focused  upon  that  tragic  develop- 
ment. But  one  thing  does  surprise  me,  and  that  Is  that  In 
the  light  of  the  recent  tragic  lesson  in  Europe  there  should 
not  be  a  full  appreciation  of  the  fact  that  national  defense 
does  not  consist  alone  of  batUeships.  airplanes,  tanks,  and 
other  munitions  and  Implements  of  war.  That  they  are  es- 
sential, that  they  are  of  vital  importance.  I  should  be  the 
first  to  concede;  but  I  do  not  see  how  any  man  or  woman 
who  has  watched  the  developments  In  Europe  since  September 
3.  1939,  can  fail  to  realize  that  a  sound,  dynamic,  domestic 
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economy  of  a  nation  is  of  equal  importance  with  its  prepara- 
tions for  and  its  abiLty  to  provide  national  defense. 

In  Norway,  in  Holland,  in  Denmark,  and  now  in  Prance, 
we  tiave  seen  not  only  the  tragic  effects  of  a  failure  to  pro- 
Tide  adequate  instrumentalities  of  national  defense  but  like- 
wise the  catastrophic  consequences  resulting  from  failure  to 
cope  with  the  pressing  problems  which  modem  industrialism 
presents  to  society  in  every  important  nation  in  the  world. 

I  pray  to  Ood.  Mr.  President,  that  the  representatives  of 
democracy  in  America  will  not  repeat  the  tragic  mistakes, 
the  fatal  mistakes,  which  have  characterized  democratic 
leadership  in  other  nations  In  the  period  since  the  last  World 
War. 

Mr.  President,  we  should  take  advantage  of  the  opportunity 
presented  to  us.  We  should  utilize  the  time  which  is  given  to 
this  country,  because  of  its  geographic  situation  and  its  poten- 
tial power,  not  only  to  adequately  prepare  our  technical  in- 
strumentalities of  national  defense  but  likewise  to  bring  to 
bear  upon  the  problems  confronting  society  in  the  United 
States  the  genius,  the  intelligence,  and  the  courageous  leader- 
'     ship  which  this  Nation  affords. 

/  We  should  have  learned  by  now  that  the  tsrpe  of  unity 
^  produced  at  the  last  moment,  in  the  face  of  threatened  na- 
tional peril,  is  a  false  tjrpe  of  unity.  It  crumbles  at  the  impact 
of  a  dynamic,  expanding,  and  functioning  economy,  no  matter 
how  much  we  may  abhor  the  objectives  of  such  a  d3niamic 
and  functioning  economy. 

Since  1929  the  problem  of  unemployment,  the  failure  of 
the  farmer  to  obtain  his  fair  share  of  the  national  income, 
the  resultant  displacement  of  many  people  from  their  posses- 
sion of  the  land,  the  threatened  destruction  of  farming  as  a 
way  of  life,  the  insecurity  of  the  aged,  and  the  denial  of  oppor- 
tunities to  youth  have  been,  eating  away  at  the  foundations 
upon  which  a  democratic  society  must  ultimately  rest. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  not  be  misunderstood.  I  am  not  for 
one  moment  suggesting  that  there  should  he  any  slackening 
in  our  preparations  for  national  defense,  in  the  technical 
sense  of  the  phrase.  I  have  given  my  enthusiastic  support  to 
the  staggering  appropriations  which  have  been  provided  at 
this  session  of  Congress.  I  measure  my  words  when  I  say 
that  I  am  willing  to  support  whatever  may  be  needed  and 
required  to  defend  and  to  protect  this  hemisphere,  from  the 
Arctic  Circle  to  Cape  Horn,  against  any  and  all  comers.  But 
I  would  be  less  than  frank  with  my  colleagues  did  I  not  say 
that  I  am  concerned,  as  I  have  never  been  concerned  since 
I  came  to  this  body,  with  the  evident  concentration  of  demo- 
cratic leadership  in  the  United  States  upon  these  instnimen- 
talities.  implements,  and  techniques  of  national  defense  to 
the  point  of  submerging  our  concentration  and  thought  and 
action  upon  the  domestic  front,  which  is  as  important  as  our 
military  and  naval  front. 

No  man  in  this  Chamber  has  greater  confidence  in  the 
potential  capacity  of  the  American  people,  in  our  vast  re- 
sources, in  our  productive  capacity  both  on  the  farm  and  in 
the  factory.  There  is  no  task  upon  which  the  genius  of  the 
American  people  is  brought  to  bear  which  cannot  be  solved. 
But  I  wish  to  utter  a  word  of  warning,  at  this  critical  juncture 
in  the  affairs  of  this  Nation,  that  we  not  repeat  the  tragic 
mistakes  which  have  been  made  by  other  democracies. 

Mr.  President,  the  pending  amendment  is  only  a  small 
approach  to  one  of  the  most  important  problems  confronting 
the  American  people.  No  man  doubts  our  capacity  to  pro- 
duce. Our  system  has  shown  this  fatal  tendency  to  contract, 
with  all  the  problems  which  that  produces,  because  of  our 
failure  to  distribute  the  products  which  we  have  the  capacity 
to  produce  on  the  farm  and  in  the  factory. 

This  program  calls  for  an  appropriation  of  $100,000,000. 
We  will  have  appropriated  in  excess  of  $5,000,000,000  for  na- 
tional defense  if  the  Congress  adjourns  a  week  from  Satur- 
-  day.  No  man  knows  how  much  more  will  be  appropriated  in 
the  next  year.  Is  it  too  much  to  ask  $100,000,000  in  order 
that  we  may  expand  this  device — the  stamp  plan — which 
has  been  worked  out  under  the  Surplus  Commodities  Corpo- 


ration's leadership,  and  which  all  strata  of  society  and  all 
economic  points  of  view  approve  and  are  enthusiastic  to  see 
carried  forward? 

Mr.  President,  the  impact  of  the  consequences  of  the  catas- 
trophic struggle  now  going  on  In  Europe  upon  the  American 
farmer  has  only  begun  to  be  appreciated  in  this  country. 
The  impact  of  the  loss  of  our  export  markets  for  manufac- 
tured products  has  not  yet  fully  revealed  itself  in  the  form  of 
luiemployment  and  increased  misery  in  the  United  States. 
Here  is  a  program  which  attacks  those  two  problems 
simultaneously. 

The  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Adams  1,  in  charge  of  the 
pending  joint  resolution,  has  indicated  that  this  is  not  the 
time  or  the  place  for  the  consideration  of  this  amendment. 
When  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill  was  before  us,  and 
when  I  attempted  to  incorporate  into  it  an  amendment  for 
this  same  purixjse,  I  was  confronted  with  a  point  of  order, 
and  a  statement  that  it  did  not  belong  in  the  agricultural 
appropriation  bill.  Legalistic,  parliamentary  hair-splitting 
at  thiV  critical  juncture,  in  my  opinion,  is  not  contributing  to 
that  dynamic  functioning  of  democratic  processes  essential 
to  the  preservation  of  this  Republic. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  3.000.000  children  in  the  United 
States  getting  Itmches  as  the  result  of  this  program.  There 
are  6,000.000  more  school  children  in  the  United  States  on 
the  same  level  of  destitution,  and  who  have  been  certified  as 
eligible,  but  who  are  imable  to  receive  this  form  of  assistance 
because  the  funds  are  inadequate. 

There  are  4,000,000  persons  in  the  United  States  receiving 
the  benefit  of  adding  2*2  cents  a  meal  a  person  as  the  result 
of  this  program,  but  there  are  16.000,000  additional  i>ersons 
who  have  been  ground  down  through  the  cruel  processes  of 
pauperization,  who  have  been  certified  to  be  equally  deserving 
of  2V'2  cents  a  meal  more  each  day,  who  are  unable  to  get 
the  benefits  of  this  program  because  the  appropriations  are 
inadequate. 

Mr.  President,  if  this  proposal  were  coming  here  initially,  if 
It  had  not  been  tried,  if  it  had  not  been  proven  to  be  a  suc- 
cess, if  it  did  not  have  the  enthusiastic  backing  of  all  elements 
in  the  communities  in  which  it  is  operating,  there  might  be 
some  validity  to  the  suggestion  that  the  amendment  was  not 
timely,  but  this  program,  under  the  leadership  of  Milo  Perkins, 
has  been  developed  carefully,  it  has  been  developed  gradually, 
and  it  has  been  developed  upon  a  sound  twisis.  It  utilizes  the 
existing  means  of  distribution,  it  is  efficient,  it  produces 
results.  There  are  800  cities  in  the  United  States  asking  to 
come  into  the  program  which  are  denied  because  there  are 
Insufficient  funds. 

I  do  not  wish  to  make  any  invidious  comparisons.  I  sui>- 
ported  with  enthusiasm  the  $50,000,000  appropriation  to  pro- 
vide assistance  to  the  innocent  victims  of  the  juggernaut  of 
war  on  the  continent  of  Europe.  I  hope  Senators  with  equal 
enthusiasm  and  with  a  feeling  that  they  are  In  the  last  analy- 
sis contributing  to  national  defense,  will  support  an  amend- 
ment to  provide  $100,000,000  to  help  the  farmers  and  to  help 
those  who  are  destitute  in  America. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  say  that  I  realize  full  well  that  it  is 
difficult  to  get  Senators  to  consider  our  fundamental  and 
important  domestic  problems.  I  hope  that  in  this  mad  race 
to  rearm  America  with  the  instrumentalities  of  national  de- 
fense we  shall  not  overlook  the  vital  importance  of  mobiliz- 
ing the  intelligence  of  America  for  action,  not  talk,  on  those 
vital  problems  of  domestic  concern  which  in  this  critical 
hour  are  of  equal  importance  with  national  defense. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  in  the  chair) .  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Bilbo ]. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.     Is    the   request    seconded? 

Apparently  there  is  not  a 

Mr.  GUFFEY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roil. 


Donahey 

King 

Plttman 

Downey 

La  PoUette 

Reynolds 

El  lender 

Lee 

Russell 

George 

Lodge 

Schwartz 

Gerry 

Lucas 

Schwellenbach 

Gillette 

Lundeen 

Sheppard 

Green 

McKellar 

Shlpstead 

Guffey 

McNary 

Slattery 

Oumey 

Maloney 

Stewart 

Hale 

Mead 

Taft 

Harrison 

MiUer 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Hatch 

Mlnton 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Hayden 

Murray 

Townsend 

Herring 

Neely 

Tydlngs 

Hill 

Norrls 

Vandenberg 

Hoi  man 

Nye 

Wagner 

Holt 

CMahoney 

Walsh 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Overton 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Pepper 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Adams 

Andrew! 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Banlihead 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Brown 

Bxilow 

Burke 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

ClarK.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davts 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Seventy-four  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 
The  yeas  and  nays  have  been  requested.    Is  there  a  second 

to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  the  yeas 
and  nays? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr    LA  FOLLETTE.     It   is  my   understanding   that   the 

present  occupant  of  the  Chair  previously  said  the  yeas  and 

nays  were  ordered. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     That  is  not  correct.     The 

Chair  was  about  to  say  there  was  not  a  sufficient  number, 

but  before  completing  the  statement  the  absence  of  a  quorum 

was  suggested.  ^^         ,  „  w 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    This  is  an  important  matter.    I  ask 

for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr    DANAHER.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Is  it  in  order  at  this  time  to  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  pending  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    It  is  in  order. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Would  such  an  amendment  be  acted  upon 
first? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    It  would. 

Mr  DANAHER.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
pending  amendment.  My  amendment  is.  in  line  4,  to  strike 
out  the  word  "effectuating"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words  "extending  the  food-stamp  plan  of  distnbutmg  sur- 
plus commodities  pursuant  to",  so  that  the  pending  amend- 
ment would  then  read: 

SBC.  — .  There  Is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  othen^ise  appropriated,  for  the  fiscal  V^^r  J941  ^he 
sum  of  $100,000,000.  to  be  used  by  the  S^^^etary  of  Agrlculli^e  for 
the  purpose  of  extending  the  food-stamp  plan  °f ,f ^^'I'^^V^Ll^J^t 
plus  commodities  pursuant  to  the.  P«>vlslons  of  8e<;tlon  32  of  the  ac^ 
entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act.  and 
f?r  other  purposes."  approved  August  24.  1935.  as  amended,  such 
sum  to  be  in  addition  to  any  funds  appropriated  by  such  section  32. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Would  the  amendment  then  limit  the  ex- 
penditure of  ths  money  to  foods? 

Mr  DANAHER.  It  would  limit  the  expenditure  of  the 
money  to  the  food-stamp  plan,  as  it  has  been  designated. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    The  food-stamp  plan  relates  only  to  foods. 

How  about  clothing?  , 

Mr.  DANAHER.   I  am  perfectly  willing  that  the  word   food 

be  stricken  out.  and  that  the  plan  shall  include  clothing.  What 
I  am  opposed  to  is  continuing  an  export  subsidy  under  present 
conditions.  I  firmly  believe  that  we  can  best  preserve  the 
best  attributes  of  the  stamp  plan  of  distributing  surplus  com- 
modities in  the  fashion  which  has  been  so  eloquently  argued 
by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  FolletteI.  I  am  in 
full  accord  with  his  objective  in  that  particular.  When  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill  was  before  us,  I  attempted 
to  extend  the  food-stamp  plan  in  that  fashion. 


The  Senator  from  Arizona  makes  a  good  point  in  the  sug- 
gestion that  the  word  "food"  would  create  a  limitation.  I  am 
perfectly  willing,  therefore,  that  my  amendment  be  modified 
by  eliminating  the  word  "food"  and  that  the  amendment  be 
limited  to  the  extension  of  the  distribution  of  siu-plus  com- 
modities under  the  stamp  plan. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

iAr.  DANAHER.    I  3neld. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  stamp  plan  is  In  force  other  than 
the  food-stamp  plan? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  It  has  been  extended  to  include  cotton 
clothing  in  particular,  and  it  Is  going  forward  with  splendid 
results.    I  am  very  much  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  let  me  express  the  hope  that 
the  Senator  will  not  insist  upon  his  amendment.  My  amend- 
ment was  submitted  to  the  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation, 
and  it  has  the  full  approval  of  that  agency.  As  I  under- 
stand, it  permits  the  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation  to  do 
all  the  things  it  is  now  doing  to  handle  surplus  commodities. 
It  may  handle  about  50  farm  commodities,  including  cotton. 
I  think  the  matter  should  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
agency  which  is  doing  such  a  wonderful  job  for  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  interest  of  the  people  who  are  in  need  of  these 
surpluses,  and  bringing  relief  to  the  Am2rican  farmers. 

I  wUl  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  purpose  of  the  $100,000,- 
000  is  to  carry  on  the  food-stamp  plan.  That  is  why  we  want 
the  extra  $100,000,000.  I  do  not  think  any  of  it  should  be 
used  for  an  export  subsidy.  We  already  have  money  for  that 
purpose.    This  amendment  is  designed  only  to  enlarge  the 

program  of  relief. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BILBO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  should  like  to  join  In  urging  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut,  whose  support  of  this  program  I 
wish  to  acknowledge,  not  to  insist  upon  his  amendment  to  the 
amendment,  because  many  communities  are  not  receiving  the 
advantage  of  the  stamp  plan,  and,  for  purposes  of  relief,  are 
largely,  if  not  entirely,  dependent  upon  the  disposition  of  sur- 
plus commodities  in  bulk  form,  so  to  speak.  I  know  the  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  never  desires  to  be  unfair:  but.  in  my 
opinion,  it  would  be  very  unfair  to  the  communities  which 
have  not  yet  obtained,  and  may  not  obtain,  the  benefits  of 
the  stamp  plan  to  deny  them  the  benefits  of  distribution  of 
surplus  commodities  to  needy  persons  on  relief. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  let  me  point  out  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  had  the  amendment  been  left 
the  way  it  was  originally  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi there  would  be  no  question  on  this  subject.  However, 
he  has  stricken  out  the  words  "of  clause  (2)".  in  line  5,  and 
the  net  result  now  is  that  the  $100,000,000  would  be  used  for 
all  the  purposes  stated  in  section  32  as  the  law  now  stands. 

Only  within  the  past  few  weeks  we  read  about  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  spending  30  cents  a  bushel  to  export 
300.000  bushels  of  wheat  to  Japan,  furthering  the  efforts  of 
Japan  in  her  aggression  against  China.  That  is  a  condition, 
Mr.  President,  which  it  seems  to  me  we  should  not  support. 
It  is  a  situation  which  we  should  not  sustain. 

This  whole  subject  was  thoroughly  gone  into  when  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill  was  under  consideration.  I 
want  to  see  the  farmers  distribute  the  surpluses.  I  am  very 
much  in  favor  of  it.  I  want  to  see  surplus  commodities, 
whether  they  be  cotton,  clothing,  or  food,  distributed  and 
distress  alleviated  in  that  way,  assisting  the  beneficiaries  of 
the  whole  program.  If  we  were  to  restore  the  language  "of 
clause  (2)",  then  beyond  any  doubt  the  operations  of  the 
proposed  $100,000,000  program  would  be  limited  to  the  objec- 
tives stated  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi:  but  when  we  take  out  that  language,  we 
can  see  the  handwriting  on  the  wall.  It  amounts  once  again 
to  a  reintroduction  in  enhanced  form  of  the  export-subsidy 
program  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  I  submit  that  with 
world  conditions  as  they  are  today  this  Is  no  time  for  an 
extension  in  that  field.    We  can  accomplish  all  the  desirable 
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results  if  we  amend  the  pending  amendment  in  the  particular 
suggested. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sure  the  Senator  does  not 
want  to  leave  the  impression  that  I  am  In  any  way  favorable 
to  the  use  of  this  money  for  paying  an  export  subsidy,  because 
I  was  In  the  thick  of  the  fight  when  the  question  was  before 
the  Congress,  and  I  even  took  to  the  radio  in  opposition  to 
using  the  money  to  subsidize  foreign  buyers  of  cotton  and 
Other  products  upon  the  theory  that  if  we  are  to  grant  a 
bounty  to  anyone  we  should  grant  it  first  to  the  American 
people  and  let  them  be  the  beneficiaries. 

I  can  assure  the  Senator  that  not  one  cent  of  the  $100,- 
000  000  will  be  used  to  pay  a  subsidy,  because  we  already  have 
$185,000,000.  two  or  three  times  more  than  anyone  ever 
dreamed  would  be  used  to  subsidize  the  disposition  of  sur- 
pluses. This  money  is  to  be  used  in  the  expansion  of  the 
food-stamp  plan,  the  mattress  plan,  the  lunchroom  plan,  and 
all  such  plans,  to  help  the  needy  poor  people  of  America, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  help  the  farmer  by  gettmg  rid  of 
surpluses. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  BUBO.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  When  the  Senator  first  offered  his 
amendment,  it  contained  language  which  would  cover  all 
the  objectives  and  purposes  which  he  has  Just  stated.  How- 
ever, for  some  reason  or  other  he  has  modified  his  amend- 
ment by  strikUig  from  line  5  the  words  "of  clause  (2)."  If 
the  Senator  will  restore  to  his  amendment  the  language 
which  he  himself  has  stricken  from  his  amendment,  I  shall 
be  more  than  happy  to  withdraw  my  amendment. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Sur- 
plus Commodities  Corporation  I  made  the  change  in  the 
amendment  as  originally  offered.  However,  if  the  Senator 
Insists,  I  vUll  restore  that  language  and  let  the  matter  go 
to  conference,  because  I  am  sure  it  will  not  interfere  with 
what  we  are  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BILBO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  What  is  clause  (2)  of  section  32?  I 
have  not  the  section  befoi^  me.  I  do  not  approve  of  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  and  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
trading  the  thing  out.  I  know  what  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut wants.  I  know  what  he  tried  to  do  when  the 
matter  was  under  consideration  before. 

Mr.  BILBO.    The  matter  under  discussion  is  the  elimina- 
tion in  line  5  of  the  words  "of  clause  (2)."    I  left  out  those 
'words  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Surplus  Commodities  Cor- 
poration.    As    I    understand,    the    modification    would    not 
interfere  with  the  purposes  we  have  in  mind  accomplishing. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    Will  the  Senator  read  clause  (2)? 

Mr.  BILBO.    Has  the  Senator  the  clause  before  him? 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  No:  I  have  not.  I  am  trying  to  see 
the  subject  matter  and  the  effect  of  taking  it  out. 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  am  willing  to  let  the  matter  go  to  con- 
ference. It  must  go  to  conference  anyway.  It  can  then  be 
thrashed  out. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield  to  me  I  shall  be  glad  to  read  clause  (2)  of  section  32. 

Mr.  BILBO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    Clause  (2)  of  section  32  reads  as 

follows: 

(2)  Encourage  the  domestic  consumption  of  such  commodities 
or  products  by  diverting  them,  by  the  payment  of  benefits  or  In- 
demnlt.es  or  by  other  means,  from  the  normal  channels  of  trade 
and  commerce. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrleld? 

Mr.  BILBO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator's 
idea  about  the  effect  of  eliminating  clause  (2). 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  a  reference  to  the  whole 
of  section  32  will  make  it  perfectly  apparent.  I  do  not 
happen  to  haVe  the  advantage  at  the  moment  of  having  it 
before  me:  but,  if  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  permit 
me,  I  shall  be  glad  to  read  it  to  the  Senator. 


Mr.  BANKHEAD.  As  I  understand,  the  Senator  wants 
the  program  limited  to  the  provisions  of  clause  i2>,  which 
was  originally  in  the  amendment  and  which  was  stricken 
out. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BILBO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  When  the  agricultural  biD  was  before  us 
we  appropriated  $185,000,000.  as  I  remember,  for  this  very 

proposition. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    No :  the  Senator  is  mistaken  about  that. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Perhaps  I  am. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    The  amount  was  $85,000,000. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  It  was  $85,000,000.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
This  sum.  if  added,  would  make  the  amount  $185,000,000. 
That  is  how  I  inadvertently  made  the  error,  and  I  am  sorry. 

Section  32  reads: 

Sbc.  32.  There  is  hereby  appropriated  for  each  fiscal  year  beginning 
with  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1936.  an  amount  equal  to  30 
percent  of  the  gross  receipts  from  duties  collected  under  the  custom* 
laws  during  the  period  January  1  to  December  31.  both  Inclusive, 
preceding  the  beginn  ng  of  each  such  fiscal  year.  Such  svuna  shall  be 
maintained  In  a  separate  fund  and  shall  be  used  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  only  to  (1)  encourage  the  exportation  of  agricultural 
commodities  and  products  thereof  by  the  payment  of  benefits  In 
connection  with  the  exportation  thereof  or  of  Indemnities  for  losses 
incurred  In  connection  with  such  exportation  or  by  payments  to  pro- 
ducers In  connection  with  the  production  of  that  part  of  any 
agricultural  commodity  required  for  domestic  consumption. 

So,  if  we  do  not  limit  the  amendment.  Mr.  President, 
clause  1  is  restored. 

(2)  Encourage  the  domestic  consumption  of  such  conunodltlee 
or  products  by  diverting  them,  by  the  payment  of  benefits  or 
indemnities  or  by  other  means,  from  the  normal  channels  of 
trade  and  commerce. 

Consequently,  Mr.  President,  if  we  restore  clause  2  the  way 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  offered  the  amendment  origi- 
nally, we  would  at  least  limit  the  $100,000,000  to  encouraging 
domestic  consumption  of  the  particular  surplus  commodities. 

The  section  reads  further: 

And  (3)  finance  adjustments  in  the  quantity  planted  or  produced 
for  market  of  agricultural  commodities. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  read  the  remainder  of  the  section, 
but  if  we  strike  out  the  words  "clause  2"  in  the  pending 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  we  have  really 
imdertaken  to  add  the  sum  of  $100,000,000  for  unbridled  ex- 
ploitation, so  to  speak,  under  section  32  of  the  agricultural 
act;  and.  consequently,  Mr.  President,  if  we  really  want  to 
afford  relief,  if  we  want  to  relieve  the  beneficiaries  as  well  as 
the  producers,  if  we  wish  to  aid  the  farmer  with  his  surplus 
commodities  and  anybody  else  who  is  involved — whether  it  be 
in  the  production  of  cotton  or  foodstuffs  is  immaterial — all 
we  have  to  do  is  to  restore  the  words  "clause  2"  in  the  Sen- 
ator's amendment  and  we  will  accotiplish  that  desirable 
result;  and,  with  that  result  achieved  and  that  language 
restored.  I  personally  would  be  more  than  willing  to  vote  for 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.     Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Does  the  Senator  intend  to  try  to 
eliminate  export  subsidies?  Is  that  what  the  Senator  is 
tiying  to  do? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  No.  indeed.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  that  insofar  as  section  32  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Adjustment  Act  already  provides  for  that,  and  insofar 
as  we  have  already  appropriated  for  it,  there  is  no  involve- 
ment here  in  any  way;  but  this  is  a  relief  measiu*e  and  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  is  now  asking  that  we  appropriate 
an  additional  $100,000,000  without  any  restriction  or  limita- 
tion as  to  its  use.  Consequently,  far  from  its  becoming  a 
relief  bill.  It  hecrmes  an  appropriation  of  $100,000,000  to 
execute  all  the  policies  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
under  section  32. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    Including  the  subsidies. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Including  export  subsidies,  and  includ- 
ing any  other  powers  granted  by  section  32. 


Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  The  question  which  arises  In  my  mind 
is  if  by  so  doing  we  are  not  subsidizing  nations  at  war  to 
I)rolong  the   war? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    That  would  be  one  effect. 

Mr.  McNARY.  With  the  kindness  and  courtesy  of  the 
able  Senator  from  Connecticut  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  if  he  has  changed  the  outline  of  his 
amendment  as  originally  introduced  with  reference  to  sec- 
tion 32?  I  have  been  very  much  interested  in  that  section 
for  a  number  of  years,  and,  as  a  member  of  the  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  representing  the 
agricultural  bill.  I  have  taken  a  very  lively  interest  in  in- 
creasing the  30  percent  of  import  duties,  a  sum  which  is 
now  $185,000,000.  and  which  was  $203,000,000  last  year. 

I  am  willing  to  go  along  and  increase  that  fund  as  pro- 
vided in  section  32  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  which 
covers  the  exportation  of  products  and  the  distribution 
domestically  of  products  under  the  stamp  plan,  as  suggested 
by  the  able  Senator  from  Connecticut.  I  would  not  want  to 
change  that  plan  and  vote  for  an  amendment  to  increase 
the  amount  $100,000,000  merely  for  the  exportation  of 
surplus  products.  I  think  it  ought  to  apply  to  all  products 
and  all  purposes  set  out  in  section  32  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act.  leaving  it  to  the  good  judgment  of  the 
administrator  of  that  act  either  to  send  abroad  such  sur- 
pluses as  may  he  distributed  there  or  to  enlarge  the  opera- 
tions of  the  stamp  plan,  as  it  may  occur  to  him  in  his  good 
judgment.    ) 

I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  curtail  or  modify  his  plan  now, 
but  let  it  go  forward,  put  it  into  the  bill,  and  leave  it  to  the 
Judgment  of  the  administration  either  to  buy  surpluses  and 
expand  the  stamp  plan,  which  is  working  so  beautifully,  or, 
if  need  be.  use  some  of  it  for  the  exportation  of  products. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD  obUined  the  floor. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bEuna  let  me  respond  to  the  observations  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon? 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Yes;  but  that  is  what  I  myself  wanted 
to  do.    Let  the  Senator  proceed,  however. 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  want  to  say  that  when  the  amendment  was 
originally  drawn  it  was  drawn  for  the  purpose  of  extending 
the  food-stamp  plan  alone;  then,  upon  further  conferences 
with  the  Department,  we  thought  it  best  to  take  that  out  and 
let  the  $100,000,000  be  used  at  the  discretion  of  the  agency 
for  all  purposes  under  section  32  as  set  out.  That  is  the 
amendment  I  am  offering,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut will  agree  to  withdraw  his  objection.  I  merely  want 
to  do  what  the  Senator  wants  to  do. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  it  is  my  opinion,  from  the 
language  employed  by  the  able  Senator  m  his  modification, 
that  it  is  limited  to  the  exportation  of  surplus  farm  products. 
I  do  not  think  it  should  be  so  limited.  I  think  if,  in  the  good 
judgment  of  the  Department,  it  should  be  used,  or  a  major 
portion  of  it  or  a  substantial  amount  or  portion  of  it  should 
be  used,  to  expand  the  work  now  being  done  under  the  stamp 
plan  that  should  be  left  to  him.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator, 
if  I  may.  is  it  his  interpretation  that  the  modified  amend- 
ment, as  suggested  by  him.  in  any  way  restricts  the  Depart- 
ment in  exercising  its  functions  under  the  stamp  plan? 

Mr.  BILBO.    It  does  not. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  Department  would  not,  in  the  Sena- 
tor's opinion,  devote  this  sum  of  money  to  the  exportation  of 
agricultural  products? 

Mr.  BILBO.     No. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President.  I  am  greatly  pleased  to 
hear  the  statement  of  the  able  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
McNaryI.  I  am  in  full  accord  with  the  views  expressed  by 
him.  He  is  not.  however,  in  accord,  as  he  apparently  thought, 
with  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  as  origi- 
nally presented  by  him  fixes  a  very  definite  limitation  upon 
the  use  of  the  funds;  it  fixes  that  limitation  in  conflict  with 
the  statement  of  \iews  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  and  in 
conflict  with  my  views.  I  think,  in  recognition  of  the  fact  that 
the  limitation  was  not  advisable,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 


eliminated  it  from  his  amendment.  Then  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  who  has  no  interest,  I  think,  in  this  program 
except  the  stamp  part  of  It,  insisted  upon  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  withdrawing  the  modification  of  his  amendment 
and  restoring  the  limitation  which  would  confine  the  use  of 
the  money  being  appropriated  to  the  domestic-use  plan. 

I  think,  Mr.  President,  that  section  32  has  been  one  of  the 
most  useful  features  of  the  agricultuiral  program,  and  that 
it  has  served  those  who  are  intended  to  be  served  by  the  leg- 
islation. In  the  beginning  the  authors  of  section  32  and  its 
supporters  in  the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  including  the 
Senator  from  Oregcm,  who  is  always  interested  in  the  farmer, 
and  its  other  advocates  had  primarily  in  mind  aid  to  the 
farmers  whose  incomes  were  being  adversely  affected  as  the 
result  of  excessive  surpluses  of  farm  commodities  which  drove 
down  the  price  of  the  entire  crop.  So  this  amendment  was 
intended,  in  the  beginning,  to  provide  a  fund  with  which  the 
surpluses  would  be  lifted  from  the  market  and.  in  that  way, 
establish  a  price  f(H-  the  crop  based  upon  the  law  of  supi^y 
and  demand.  As  the  matter  progressed  and  surpluses  were 
bought,  the  question  of  the  distribution  of  those  surpluses 
developed.  Large  quantities  of  butter,  particularly,  and  other 
perishable  commodities,  vegetables  and  fruits,  have  been 
bought  under  section  32,  put  in  cold  storage,  and  there  they 
rested  until  a, time  came  when  they  could  be  marketed  with- 
out undue  loss  to  the  fund. 

Then,  as  a  result  of  the  development  of  the  need  of  these 
commodities  in  promoting  the  relief  plan,  this  program  was 
gradually  shifted  from  one  of  primary  benefits  to  the  farmer 
to  one  involving  primary  benefits  to  those  upon  the  relief  rolls 
by  reason  of  giving  or  granting  the  surplus  commodities  which 
first  had  been  stored  with  the  intention  of  disposing  of  them 
at  a  time  when  their  disposition  would  not  further  depress 
the  price  of  the  commodities. 

In  that  way  the  present  system,  which  has  developed  into 
the  food-stamp  plan,  was  worked  out.  I  am  a  strong  advo- 
cate of  that  plan,  because  when  we  brought  into  the  picture 
a  distribution  of  the  surplus  commodities  that  were  bought 
under  the  original  plan  to  aid  the  farmer,  we  at  the  same 
time  developed  a  plan  to  aid  those  on  relief,  the  poor  and  the 
needy  who  were  not  able  to  buy  the  foodstuffs  which  had  been 
bought  as  surplus  commodities. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit,  therefore,  that  it  is  not  right  to 
change  this  whole  program  now,  and  attempt  to  give  It  direc- 
tion down  one  channel,  that  channel  being  the  food-stamp 
plan.  I  favor  that  plan,  as  I  said.  I  think  It  is  a  most 
worthy  and  helpful  part  of  this  program;  but  I  submit  that 
it  is  not  right.  It  is  not  fair,  and  it  Is  an  abandonment  of  the 
original  section  2  and  of  its  purposes  that  have  worked  so 
well  under  a  latitude  of  administration  which  has  been  given 
to,  and  exercised  by,  those  in  charge  of  the  program. 

I  submit,  therefore,  that  If  the  amendment  is  to  be  adopted 
It  should  be  adopted  as  It  now  stands,  without  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  LMr.  DanahesJ. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Alabama  has 
already  recognized  that  not  only  would  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  tie  the  hands  of  the 
administrator  of  the  ftmd,  but  would  constitute  a  rank  dis- 
crimination between  those  who  are  on  the  relief  rolls. 

The  last  figures  I  had  showed  that  there  were  in  the  United 
States  approximately  150  cities  in  which  the  food-stamp  plan 
was  In  effect.  There  are  about  3.000  counties  in  the  United 
States  in  which  siu-plus  foods  are  distributed  to  those  who 
are  on  the  rolls  to  receive  direct  relief.  If  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  were  adopted  by 
the  Senate.  It  would  make  a  preferred  class  of  those  who  are 
on  relief  in  approximately  150  cities,  which  are  able  to  finance 
the  stamp  plan  of  distribution,  and  would  say  to  those  in  the 
other  3.000  counties  of  the  United  States  that  because,  for- 
sooth, those  counties  or  towns  are  unable  to  make  the  initial 
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deposit  required  of  the  communities  which  avail  themselves 
of  the  stamp  plan,  the  people  on  the  relief  rolls  of  those 
coimties,  who  are  perhaps  the  recipients  of  less  relief  than 
those  in  the  larger  cities,  shall  be  absolutely  denied  any  of 
the  surplus  commodities  which  might  be  distributed  after 
having  been  purchased  by  the  Federal  Surplus  Commodities 
Corporation. 

In  other  words,  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  is  a  proposal  to  segregate  the  entire  $100,000  000 
for  the  benefit  of  those  on  relief  in  150  cities  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    The  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  absolutely  soimd,  and.  in  my  judgment,  unanswer- 
;«ble. 

i  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Bn,Bol  that 
when  I  took  the  floor  he  indicated  that  he  would  yield  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  If  so.  I  am 
here  to  protest  against  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  at 
all  with  that  provision  in  It.  If  he  is  ready  to  have  a  vote 
on  it  without  yielding  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
Cormecticut,  I  am  ready  to  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  will  state  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  standing 
pat.  The  only  question  which  can  be  voted  upon  now  is  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  be- 
cause he  offered  it  after  the  roll  call  was  ordered. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
will  not  Insist  on  his  amendment.  If  he  is  interested  in  this 
program,  he  certainly  is  endangering  it  by  a  limitation  of 
that  sort.  He  is  acting  in  opposition  to  the  Judgment  and 
statement  of  the  leader  on  his  side  of  the  Chamber;  and  I 
hope  he  will  not  insist  on  complicating  the  matter  in  that 
way. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  withdraw  Uie  pending 
amendment,  and  offer  in  lieu  thereof  an  amendment  which 
will  restore  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi the  words  originally  in  his  printed  amendment  when 
he  asked  that  it  lie  on  the  table.  Those  words  are.  in  line  5, 
"of  clause  (2)." 

As  I  have  stated.  I  withdraw  the  amendment  I  previously 
sent  to  the  desk,  and  send  to  the  desk  in  lieu  thereof  this 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing _to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 
I  understood  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  had  jpro- 
posed  to  restore  the  original  language  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  did  not  so  understand  the  Senator.  We 
started  to  vote  on  the  original,  language  of  my  amendment 
as  read  by  the  clerk  when  I  offered  it,  and  before  that  was 
done  I  struck  out  these  three  words.  That  puts  it  all  under 
section  32. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  may  I  make  a  statement 
to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  McNARY.     Yes. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  now  is  exactly  in  line  with  the  statement  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  know.  It  does 
not  modify  the  substance  of  section  32  of  the  A.  A.  A.  Act? 

Mr.  BILBO.  There  is  no  limitation:  it  is  all  under  section 
32. 

Mr.  McNARY.  What  w;as  the  reason  the  Senator  had  for 
inserting  the  language  which  he  now  removes? 

Mr.  BILBO.     I  am  not  inserting  ansrthing. 
^.   Mr.   McNARY.    No;    why   did   the  Senator   remove  that 
Jftnguage? 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  withdrew  it  at  the  request  of  the  agents  of 
the  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation. 

Mr.  McNARY.    What  was  the  purpose  of  doing  that? 

Mr.  BILBO.  There  was  no  especial  purpose,  except  to 
give  them  absolutely  free  latitude  to  handle  the  matter  under 
section  32. 


Mr.  McNARY.  Is  it  the  Senator's  opinion  that  with  this 
language  restored,  section  32  could  not  be  employed  in  its 
present  form? 

Mr.  BILBO.  Except  subsection  (2).  It  would  limit  it  to 
subsection  (2) ;  and  that  is  what  I  wanted  to  get  away  from, 
and  put  it  all  under  the  general  section  32. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  language  as  originally  proposed  would 
confine  all  the  activities  to  section  (2)  ? 

Mr.  BILBO.     Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  McNARY.  But  now  the  language  the  Senator  strikes 
out  permits  both  sections — section  1  and  section  2 — to  be 
used,  and  permits  all  this  money  to  be  expended  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Administrator? 

Mr.  BIT  .BO.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  very  obvious 
sentiment  of  the  Senate.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  Adams  1  if  he  will  not  accept  the  amendment  as  it  Is  now 
drawn,  so  that  without  further  debate  we  may  now  vote  on 
it  and  have  a  chance  to  get  through  with  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  have  not  any  authority  to  accept  it.  It  is 
rather  obvious  that  the  sentiment  in  the  Senate  is  for  the 
amendment;  and,  of  course,  as  a  member  of  the  committee,  I 
shall  follow  the  directions  of  the  Senate.  It  is  not  necessary 
to  have  a  roll  call  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    The  Senator  has  no  objection? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     No;  but  I  have  my  views. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Bilbo  1.  On  that  amendment  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  order  for  the  yea-and-nay  vote  be  vacated.  l)ecause 
it  was  agreed  the  amendment  should  be  accepted  and  go  in 
the  joint  resolution 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Objection  is  made,  and 
the  roll  call  will  proceed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  resumed  and  concluded  the  calling  of  the 
roU. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass),  which  I  transfer  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  PrazierI.  who,  I  am  in- 
formed, if  present,  would  vote  "yea,"  and  I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  My  colleague  the  junior  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Truman)  is  unavoidably  detained  from  the 
Senate.    If  present,  he  would  vote  ''yea." 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  annoimce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Chavkz).  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Smith),  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas),  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  (Mr.  Wheeler!  are  necessarily  detained 
from  the  Senate.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting, 
these  Senators  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senators  from  Virginia  fMr.  Bysd  and  Mr.  Glass  1, 
and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Radcliffe)  are  un- 
avoidably detained.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting, 
these  Senators  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey  1,  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes),  the  Senator  from  Del- 
aware [Mr.  Hughes],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCar- 
iiAN],  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Van  Nuys)  are 
necessarily  detained. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  SmathersI  is  at)sent  be- 
cause of  illness  in  his  family. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Gibson  1,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley],  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Frazier].  and 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour),  who  are  neces- 
sarily absent,  would  vote  "yea"  if  present. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  (Mr.  Bridges]  has  a 
general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas]. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Rekd]  is  detained  on  offi- 
cial business  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  LMr.  Whitx]  is  necessarily  ab- 
sent. 


The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  is  absent 
on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour)  is  necessarily 
absent  on  official  duties. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  58,  nays  16,  as  follows: 


TEAS— 58 


Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

BUbo 

Bone 

BurKe 

Capper 

Carawmv 

Chandler 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Davis 


Adams 
Brown 
Bulow 
Danaher 


Donahey 
Downey 

EUender 

George 

Gillette 

Ouffey 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Johnson.  CalU. 

Johnson,  Colo. 


King 

La  FoUette 

Lee 

Lundeen 

McNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

Miller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 


Bailey 

Barbour 

Bridges 

Byrd 

Byrne* 

Chavez 


NAYS— 16 

Gerry  Lodge 

Green  Lucas 

Gumey  McKellar 

Bale  Stewart 

NOT  VOTING— 22 

Prazler  Reed 

Gibson  Smathers 

Glass  Smith 

Hughes  Thomas.  Ut&h 

McCarran  Tobey 

Radcliffe  Truman 


Pepper 

Plttman 

Reynolds 

Russell 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

8h!pstead 

Slattery 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Wagner 

Walsh 


Taft 

Townsend 
Tydlngs 
Vandenberg 


Van  Nuys 
Wheeler 
White 
WUey 


So  Mr.  Bilbo's  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

BXFKOmON       nt       STRENGTHElflHO      THE       NATIONAL       DEFENSE — 

CONFCRSNCE   REPORT 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  submitted  a  report,  which  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table,  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9860)  to 
expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense,  having  met, 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
rerommend  to  ihelr  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows : 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  Senate  amend- 
ment Insert  the  following: 

"That  (a)  In  order  to  expedite  the  building  up  of  the  national 
defense,  the  Secretary  of  War  Is  authorized,  out  of  the  moneys  appro- 
priated for  the  War  Department  for  national-defense  purposes  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  with  or  without  advertising. 

(1)  to  provide  for  the  necessary  construction,  rehabilitation,  con- 
version, and  Installation  at  military  posts,  depots,  stations,  or  other 
localities,  of  plants,  buildings,  facilities,  utilities,  and  appurtenances 
thereto  (Including  Government-owned  facilities  at  privately  owned 
plunts  and  the  expansion  of  such  plants,  and  the  acquisition  of  such 
land  and  the  purchase  or  lease  of  such  structures  as  may  be  neces- 
sary), for  the  development,  manufacture,  maintenance,  and  storage 
of  military   equipment,  munitions,   and   supplies,   and   for   shelter; 

(2)  to  provide  for  the  development,  purchase,  manufacture,  ship- 
ment, maintenance,  and  storage  of  military  equipment,  munitions, 
and  supplies,  and  for  shelter,  at  such  places  and  under  such  condi- 
tions as  he  may  deem  necessary:  and  (3)  to  enter  Into  such  contracts 
(including  ccn'racts  for  educational  orders,  and  for  the  exchange  of 
deteriorated,  unserviceable,  obsolescent,  or  surplus  military  equip- 
ment, munitions,  and  supplies  for  other  military  equipment,  muni- 
tions, and  supplies  of  which  there  Is  a  shortage),  and  to  amend  or 
supplement  &uch  exist. ng  contracts,  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  specified  In  this  section:  Provided.  That  the 
limitations  contained  In  sections  1136  and  3734  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes, as  amended,  and  any  statutory  limitation  with  respect  to  the 
co-st  of  any  lndlv:dual  project  of  construction,  shall  be  suspended 
until  and  Including  June  30.  1942.  with  respect  to  any  construction 
authorized  by  this  Act:  Provided  further,  That  all  contracts  entered 
Into  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide  cond.tlons  for 
the  purchase  of  supplies  and  the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes",  approved  June  30.  1938  (49  Stat. 
2036;  U.  S  C,  Supp.  V,  title  41.  sees.  35-45) :  Provided  further.  That 
the  cost-plUB-a-percentage-of-co8t  system  of  contracting  shall  not  be 
Used  under  this  section;  but  this  proviso  shall  not  be  construed  to 
prohibit  the  use  of  the  cost-plus-a-flxed-fee  form  of  contract  when 
such  use  Is  deemed  necessary  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

"(b)  The  Secretary  of  War  Is  further  authorized,  with  or  without 
advertising,  to  provide  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  any 
plants,  buildings,  facilities,  utilities,  and  appurtenances  thereto 
constructed  pursuant  to  the  authorizations  contained  In  this  sec- 
tion and  section  5,  either  by  njeans  of  Government  p)er8onnel  or 
through  the  agency  of  selected  qualified  commercial  manufacturers 
under  contracts  entered  Into  with  them,  and.  when  it  deems  it 
necessary  in  the  Interest  of  the  national  defense,  to  lease,  sell,  or 
otherwise  dispose  of,  any  sucb  plants,  buildings,  facilities.  utUities. 


appurtenances  thereto,  and  land,  under  such  terms  and  conditions 
as  he  may  deem  advisable,  and  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
section  321  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1932  (47  Stat.  412). 

"(c)  Whenever,  prior  to  July  1..  1942.  the  Secretary  of  War  deenu 
it  necessary  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense,  he  Is  author- 
ized, from  appropriations  available  therefore,  to  advance  payments 
to  contractors  for  supplies  or  construction  for  the  War  Department 
in  amounts  not  exceeding  30  percent  of  the  contract  price  of  such 
supplies  or  construction.  Such  advances  shall  be  made  upon  such 
terms  and  conditions  and  with  such  adequate  security  as  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  shall  prescribe. 

"Sec.  2.  (a)  During  the  fiscal  year  1941  all  existing  limitations 
with  respect  to  the  number  of  flying  cadets  In  the  Army  Air  Corps, 
and  with  respect  to  the  number  and  rank  of  Reserve  Air  Corps 
officers  who  may  be  ordered  to  extended  active  duty  with  the  Air 
Corps,  shall  be  suspended. 

"(b)  The  President  may,  during  the  fiscal  year  1941.  assign  ofB- 
cers  and  enlisted  men  to  the  various  branches  of  the  Army  in  such 
numbers  as  he  colisiders  necessary,  irrespective  of  the  limitations 
on  the  strength  of  any  partlctilar  branch  of  the  Army  set  forth  In 
the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3.  1916.  as  amended. 

"Sec.  3.  All  existing  limitations  with  respect  to  the  number  of 
serviceable  airplanes,  airships,  and  free  and  captive  balloons  that 
may  be  equipped  and  maintained  shaU  be  suspended  during  the 
fiscal  year   1941 

"Sec.  4.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  War  is  further  authorized  to  em- 
ploy such  additional  personnel  at  the  seat  of  government  and  else- 
where, and  to  provide  for  such  printing  and  binding,  communica- 
tion service,  supplies,  and  travel  expenses,  as  he  may  deem  neces- 
sary to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  act:  Provided.  That  until 
December  31,  1941,  the  Secretary  of  War  may.  If  he  finds  it  to  bs 
necessary  for  national-deferise  ptuposes.  authorise  the  employment 
of  supervising  or  construction  engineers  without  regard  to  the 
requirements  of  clvll-servlce  laws,  niles,  or  regulations:  Provided 
further.  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the 
act  of  Augtist  24,  1912  (37  Stat.  565;  U.  8.  C.  title  S,  sec.  652).  the 
Secretary  of  War  may  remove  from  the  classified  civil  service  of 
the  United  States  any  employee  of  the  Military  Esubluhment 
forthwith  upon  a  finding  that  such  person  has  been  guilty  of 
conduct  Inimical  to  the  public  Interest  In  the  defense  program  of 
the  United  States  and  upon  the  giving  of  notice  to  such  person  of 
such  charges:  Arui  provided  further.  That  within  30  days  after 
such  removal  such  person  shall  have  an  opportunity  personally  to 
answer  such  charges  In  writing  and  to  submit  affidavits  In  support 
of  such  aruwer 

"(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provision  of  any  other  law.  the 
regular  working  hours  of  employees  of  the  War  Department  and 
Its  field  services  (except  employees  of  the  War  Department  en- 
gaged In  nonmllltary  activities)  shall  be  8  hours  per  day  or  40 
hours  per  week  during  the  period  of  any  national  emergency  de- 
clared by  the  President  to  exist:  Provided.  That,  under  such 
regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  War  may  prescribe,  these  hours 
may  be  exceeded,  but  compensation  for  employment  in  excess  of 
40  hours  in  any  administrative  workweek,  computed  at  a  rate 
not  less  than  one  and  one-half  times  the  regular  rate,  shall  be 
paid  per  annum,  per  hour,  per  diem,  and  piecework  employees: 
Provided  further.  That  In  determining  the  overtime  compensation 
of  per  annum  Government  employees  the  pay  for  1  day  shall 
be  considered  to  be  one  three  hundred  and  sixtieth  of  their  re- 
spective per  annum  salaries. 

"Sec.  5.  The  President  Is  authorized,  with  or  without  advertis- 
ing, through  the  appropriate  agencies  of  the  Government  ( 1 )  to 
provide  for  emergencies  affecting  the  national  security  and  de- 
fense and  for  each  and  every  purpose  connected  therewith,  in- 
cluding all  of  the  objects  and  purposes  specified  under  any  appro- 
priation available  or  to  be  made  available  to  the  War  Department 
for  the  fiscal  years  1940  and  1941,  (2)  to  provide  for  the  furnish- 
ing of  Goverriment-owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants, 
(3)  to  provide  for  the  procurement  and  training  of  civilian  per- 
sonnel necessary  In  connection  with  the  protection  of  critical  and 
essential  items  of  equipment  and  material  and  the  use  or  opera- 
tion thereof,  and  (4)  to  provide  for  the  procurement  of  strategic 
and  critical  materials  In  accordance  with  the  act  of  June  7.  1939, 
but  the  aggregate  amount  to  be  used  by  the  President  for  all 
such  purposes  shall  not  exceed  »66.000.(X)0.  The  President  Is 
further  authorized,  through  such  agencies,  to  enter  into  con- 
tracts for  such  purposes  in  an  aggregate  amount  not  exceeding 
$66,000,000.  An  account  shall  be  kept  of  all  expenditures 
made  or  authorized  under  this  section,  and  a  report  thereon 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  at  the  beginning  of  each 
session  subsequent  to  the  third  session  of  the  Seventy-sixth 
Congress:  Provided,  That  all  contracts  entered  Into  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  conditions  for  the  purchase  of 
supplies  and  the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States,  and 
for  other  purposes,'  approved  June  30,  1936  (49  SUt.  2036; 
U.  S    C,  Supp.  V,  title  41.  sees.  35-45). 

"Sec.  6.  Whenever  the  President  determines  that  It  Is  necessary 
In  the  Interest  of  national  defense  to  prohibit  or  curtail  the  ex- 
portation of  any  military  equipment  or  munitions,  or  component 
parts  thereof,  or  machinery,  tools,  or  material  or  supplies  neces- 
sary for  the  manufacture,  servicing,  or  operation  thereof,  he  may 
by  proclamation  prohibit  or  ctirtail  such  exportation,  except  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  shall  prescribe.  Any  such  proc- 
lamation shall  describe  the  articles  or  materials  included  in  the 
prohibition  or  curtailment  contained  therein.  In  case  of  the  vio- 
lation of  any  provision  of  any  proclamation,  or  of  any  rule  or  reg- 
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ulatlon,  iMued  hereunder,  such  Tlolator  or  Tldatom.  upon  con-  J 
▼iction.  ahall  be  punished  by  a  line  of  not  more  than  $10,000,  or 
by  imprtoonment  for  not  more  than  2  years,  or  by  both  such  flne 
and  Imprtaonment.  The  authority  granted  In  this  section  shall 
terminate  June  30,  1942.  unleaa  the  Congreaa  shaU  otherwise 
provide." 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

IfotKis  Shcppaxo. 

R.  R.  RcTMOLoa. 

WARarN   R.  Avamt, 
Manager  $  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

A.  J.  MAt 

EWINC  Thomason, 
Dow  W.  Hastck, 
W.  O.  AicDiarwa. 
DswzT  Shokt, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hou$e. 

APPROPMAnoirs  roR  work  htlxet  Am>  rclikp 
The  Senate  resumed  the  conalderatlon  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  rellKl 
and  relief,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1041. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Mr,  President.  I  desire  to  offer  an 
amendment,  which  will  eliminate  what  I  think  Is  an  obvious 
ihconalstency  In  the  Joint  resolution.  On  page  38  appears 
section  34.  which  reads  as  follows: 

Sac.  S4  MMM  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Joint  resolution 
■hall  be  tnad  for  the  manufacture,  purchase,  or  construction  of  any 
naval  vessel,  any  armament,  munitions,  or  Implement  of  war.  for 
mUltary  or  naval  forces,  and  no  funds  herein  appropriated  or  author- 
lasd  shall  be  diverted  or  allocated  to  any  other  department  or  btireau 
tor  such  purpose. 

My  amendment  is  to  strike  out  section  34,  and  to  change  the 
numbering  of  the  remaining  sections  of  the  bill 

This  limitation  was  originally  placed  in  the  appropriation 
act  when  it  was  apparently  the  sentiment  of  Congress  that  we 
should  not  engage  in  any  program  of  preparedness.  That  is 
obviously  not  the  purpose  of  the  Congress  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  If  the  Senator  will  bear  with  me  Just  a 
moment.  I  will  jrield. 

It  win  be  noted  that  on  page  5,  by  an  amendment  already 
agreed  to,  the  Senate  has  provided  that — 

Not  to  exceed  $25,000,000  of  funds  herein  appropriated  •  •  • 
may  be  used  •  •  •  for  ether  than  labor  costs  •  •  •  In 
connection  with  projects  which  have  been  certified  by  the  S«^cretary 
of  War  or  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  being  Important  to  the 
national  defense. 

On  page  6  there  is  another  amendment  of  the  same  tenor, 
which  was  also  adopted  by  the  Senate.  This  is  to  the  effect 
that— 

The  provisions  of  this  subsection  shall  not  apply  to  projects  which 
have  been  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  as  being  important  to  the  national  defense. 

It  seems  to  me.  Mr.  President,  to  be  perfectly  obvious  that 
we  should  not  allow  to  remain  in  the  bill  a  provision  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  preventing  the  use  of  these  funds  for 
military  or  naval  purposes,  and  particularly  for  the  manu- 
facture of  munitions. 

Mr.  President.  I  think  it  Is  scarcely  necessary  to  make  any 
further  allusions  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  is  under  an  entire  misapprehension  as  to  the 
purpose  which  led  to  the  inclusion  of  the  provision  in  the 
appropriation  bill  a  year  ago  to  which  he  refers.  I  myself 
offered  the  provision,  and  it  was  not  offered  by  me.  and 
I  am  sure  was  not  adopted  by  the  Senate,  with  any  idea 
that  a  urogram  of  national  defense  was  not  to  be  adopted 
by  the  United  States,  or  was  not  then  under  way.  Quite 
the  contrary  was  true  at  that  time.  It  was  adopted  very 
Shortly  after  we  had  entered  upon  a  program  of  naval 
expansion  and  a  very  large  expansion  of  aviation.  It  was 
adopted  with  the  idea  that  the  appropriations  for  national 
defense  were  to  be  earmarked  so  that  we  would  know  how 
much  we  were  spending  for  national  defense,  and  so  that 
we  would  be  able  to  determine  whether  we  were  spending 
enongh  for  national  defense  or  too  much. 

Nor  is  the  provision  on  page  38  in  the  slightest  degree 
Inconsistent   with   the   provisions   of   the   amendments   on 


pages  5  and  6.  which  have  heretofore  been  adopted  by  the 
Senate,  which  to  my  mind  are  entirely  proper  provisions  for 
insertion  In  the  Joint  resolution,  because  they  are  specific 
provisions  under  which  funds  appropriated  in  this  measure 
may  be  expended. 

The  purpose  of  section  34  is  merely  to  assure  that  moneys 
appropriated  for  national  defense  may  be  spent  in  such  a 
way  that  they  may  be  recognized  by  the  Congress  and  the 
public,  and  that  we  may  be  able  to  tell  how  much  money 
we  are  spending  for  national  defense. 

Mr.  OTklAHONEY.    Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OlNfAHONEY.  I  was  about  to  add  that  my  thought 
Is  that  since  we  have  passed  numerous  measures  within 
the  last  2  weeks,  all  of  which  are  designed  to  promote  the 
national  defense  and  make  it  easier  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  the  Navy  Department  to  put  the  country  in  a 
proper  degree  of  preparedness,  and  authorizations  have 
been  made  tmder  these  various  provisions,  we  should  not 
retain  in  this  measure  a  provision  which  would  unquestion- 
ably have  the  effect  of  preventing  the  use  of  relief  labor 
for  those  desirable  purposes,  if  the  opportunity  arises.  It 
seems  to  me  that  at  this  time,  since  the  authorizations  are 
being  made,  and  rapidity  of  preparation  is  undoubtedly 
essential,  the  arguments  which  the  Senator  advanced  at 
the  time  the  measure  was  originally  introduced  no  longer 
hold  good. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  When  the  Senator  from  Missouri  offered 
his  amendment  there  was  ground  for  doing  so.  because  from 
the  very  large  appropriations  which  had  been  made  for  relief, 
with  no  limitation  of  any  kind,  money  had  been  allocated  in  a 
way  which  he  sought  to  prohibit.  The  situation  is  quite 
different  today.  When  the  Senator  from  Missouri  offered 
the  amendment  we  were  appropriating.  If  I  remember  cor- 
rectly. $2,200,000,000  for  relief.  Now  we  are  appropriating 
$975,000,000.  The  total  amount  available  is  less  than  one- 
half  the  amount  previously  made  available.  In  the  second 
place,  we  have  placed  a  limitation  in  this  measure,  as  the  Sen- 
ator will  note  if  he  wiU  look  on  page  20,  that  not  more  than 
$20,000,000  can  be  transferred  to  any  other  Federal  agency. 
There  was  no  such  limitation  In  the  relief  measure  when  the 
Senator  offered  his  amendment. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  There  was  no  such  provision 
either  in  the  bill  at  that  time.  It  was  evidently  inserted  with 
the  provisions  of  section  34  in  mind,  although  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  Appropriations  Committee,  and  cannot  say  as 
to  that.  The  Senator  from  Wyoming  referred  to  the  amend- 
ment on  page  5,  line  15— 

Provided  further.  That  fact  to  exceed  $25,000,000  of  fxmds  herein 
appropriated  to  the  Work  Projects  Administration  may  be  used  by 
the  CkDininissloner  to  supplement — 

And  so  forth.  The  purpose  of  section  34.  as  I  have  said,  is 
to  assure  that  money  appropriated  for  national  defense  will 
be  spent  in  such  a  way  as  may  be  recognized  by  the  Congress 
and  the  public,  so  we  may  know  how  much  we  are  spending 
for  national  defense. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  the  point  I  want  to  make  is 
that  Congress  has  specifically  set  forth  in  two  places  In 
the  measure,  first,  that  not  more  than  $20,000,000  can  be 
transferred  to  any  other  Federal  agency;  and,  second,  that 
only  $25,000,000  can  be  used  for  military  purposes.  So  there 
is  no  need  for  section  34.  which  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
seeks  to  have  stricken  from  the  Joint  resolution  and  It  might 
as  well  be  stricken. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Does  not  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming believe  that  it  is  desirable  for  the  Congress  to  know 
how  much  it  is  appropriating  for  naval  and  military  pur- 
poses? We  have  passed  in  the  last  few  days  a  number  of 
very  large  bills  for  military  and  naval  purposes.  We  have 
carried  out  every  recommendation  the  administration  has 
made.  In  some  Instances  we  have  gone  beyond  the  admin- 
istration's recommendations  to  a  considerable  extent.  Those 
measures  have  passed  both  Houses  of  Congress  by  substan- 
tially a  unanimous  vote. 
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We  hare  provided  in  this  measure  for  $25,000,000  to  be 
used  for  certain  purixxses — something  that  is  written  on  the 
face  of  the  measure  and  which  we  can  see.  Does  not  the 
Senator  think  that  having  done  so.  it  is  desirable  that  this 
money  be  spent  for  relief  and  not  for  military  purposes? 

Mr.  HAYDEN,  Mr,  President,  we  do  know  bow  much  can 
be  spent  for  those  purposes.  In  one  place  in  the  measure  it 
is  provided  that  $25,000,000  may  be  used  for  military  and 
naval  purposes  approved  by  the  War  Department  and  the 
Navy  Department,  and  in  the  latter  part  of  the  bill  it  is  pro- 
vided that  no  part  of  the  money  can  be  used  for  such 
purposes.    That  Is  inconsistent. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  language  of  this 
section  is  rather  too  plain  for  any  misunderstanding.  I 
wonder  if  Senators  imderstand  it  as  I  do? 

None  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  Joint  resolution  shall 
b«  uaed  for  the  manufacture,  purchase,  or  construction  of  any 
naval    twmI.    any    armamsnt,    munitions,    or    implements    of 


It  is  my  understanding  that  it  is  the  function  of  the 
Navy  Department  and  the  War  Department  to  manufacture, 
purchase,  or  construct  such  things  under  the  appropria- 
tions we  have  made.  It  is  proposed  that  we  shall  appro- 
priate some  $975,000,000  in  the  pending  measure,  and  the 
only  thing  section  34  forbids,  as  I  understand,  is  the  use 
of  this  money  to  purchase  and  construct  naval  vessels,  and 
armament,  and  implements  of  war. 

U  we  are  going  to  divert  any  part  of  the  money  for  that 
purpose  it  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  put  the  money  in  the 
proper  appropriation  bill,  where  all  Senators  can  see  for 
what  purposes  the  money  is  being  appropriated. 

I  voted  for  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana  (Mr.  Mukrat],  because  I  do  not  believe  there  is 
enough  money  made  available  to  W.  P.  A.  to  do  the  work 
it  will  t>e  called  upon  to  do.  I  see  no  harm  in  the  language 
in  question.  If  we  are  going  to  appropriate  money  to  build 
warships,  let  us  do  it  out  in  the  open  so  we  will  know 
where  it  is  being  spent. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Ii4r.  President,  let  me  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  to  the  fact  that  the  language  which 
the  Senator  has  read  includes  manufacture  as  well  as  piur- 
chase.  The  War  Department  has  numerous  arsenals  in 
which  munitions  of  war  are  manufactured.  The  point  is 
that  if  it  is  possible  to  establish  a  works  project  in  such  an 
arsenal,  to  use  unemployed  persons  to  manufacture  powder, 
for  example,  or  guns,  or  to  do  any  of  that  work,  we  should 
not  have  this  prohibition  in  the  measure. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to  my  good  friend 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  that  yesterday  in  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee  we  went  over  many  aspects  of  that  very 
problem.  Those  employed  in  the  civilian  activities  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  are  almost  without  exception  imder  civil 
service.  Everyone  of  them  draws  civil-service  compensation. 
My  mail  is  full  of  letters  from  contractors  protesting  against 
the  use  of  W.  P.  A.  labor  in  these  normal  civilian  activities. 
If  there  is  a  Senator  in  this  Chamt)er  who  has  not  had  that 
type  of  mail  I  should  like  to  hear  from  him. 

I  have  received  It,  and  I  suspect  all  other  Senators  receive 
that  kind  of  mail.  I  think  business  people  and  civil-service 
groups  and  normally  employed  Individuals  would  raise  the 
objection,  whether  it  would  be  valid  or  not.  that  W.  P.  A. 
labor  was  being  used  in  that  competitive  field  where  other 
men  are  drawing  $5.  $8,  $7.  and  $8  a  day.  W.  P.  A.  workers 
Will  feel  that  It  is  already  occupied  by  those  who  are  regu- 
larly employed  in  that  sort  of  service. 

I  doubt  if  anyone  thinks  we  are  going  to  employ  W.  P.  A. 
labor  in  building  a  battleship  or  in  making  mimltions  of  war. 
Such  operations  are  accomplished  by  the  use  of  a  trained 
personnel,  drawmg  certainly  infinitely  more  than  W.  P.  A. 
labor  draws. 

That  is  the  picture  that  has  unfolded  itself  to  me.    I  do 

not  think  I  have  misstated  the  facts  and  I  believe  every  other 

Senator  is  aware  of  the  situation.    W.  P.  A.  labor  is  employed 

In  a  rather  narrowing  field.    I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  good 
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or  bad.  but  certainly  business  groups  and  organiaed  labor  are 
demanding  that  W.  P.  A.  b?  confined  to  a  constantly  narrow- 
ing field  of  activities. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  IMr. 
OTblAHONITl. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  the 
Senate  adopted  an  amendment  which  made  necessary  the 
consideration  of  a  second  amendment.  I  offered  the  se^nd 
amendment  yesterday,  and  because  it  heu.\  not  been  checked 
by  our  secretary  and  l>y  the  Treasury  officials.  I  withdrew 
it.  I  now  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  which  has  Just  been 
checked,  and  ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chxit  Clirk.  On  page  17.  line  11.  it  Is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "$3,225,000"  and  to  insert  "$3,400,000." 

On  the  same  page,  line  12.  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
"$1,724,516"  and  to  Insert  "$1,954,616." 

In  line  16,  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "$3,827,400"  and  to 
Insert  "$4,628,841." 

In  line  17,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "$8,429,916"  and  to 
insert  "$10,636,357," 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  I 
received  permission  to  have  those  four  items  considered  as, 
one  amendment.  This  amendment  provides  additional  money 
with  which  to  maintain  the  existing  State  agencies  of  the 
Treasury  in  the  respective  States  of  the  Nation.  The  total 
additional  amount  represented  is  $1,200,000,  to  be  apportioned 
as  the  Treasury  ofBcials  say  it  shall  be.  It  is  provided  as  a 
supplement  to  the  provision  adopted  yesterday,  which  pro- 
vided that  the  agencies  shall  be  retained  In  the  separate 
States,  and  not  be  regionalized. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  his  original  amendment. 
I  think  some  results  would  fiow  from  his  original  amendment 
which  he  does  not  Intend. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  may  say  in  reply  that  the 
Senator  is  correct.  I  am  having  the  Treasury  redraft  that 
amendment.  When  the  bill  goes  to  conference,  if  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  will  be  good  enough,  the  redrafted 
amendment  can  be  substituted  for  the  original  amendment, 
thus  obviating  the  difSculty. 

Mr.   ADAMS.    Under   the   restrictions   provided   by   the 
amendment  as  originally  drawn,  an  auditor  in  the  General  < 
Accounting  Office  could  not  be  sent  f  rcun  Washington  to  work 
any  place  else. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  realize  that,  and  I  am 
sure  such  procediu'e  as  I  have  suggested  will  obviate  any 
difficulty  in  that  regard. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Thomas]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  an  amendment  on  the 
desk  directed  to  section  1  of  the  measure,  page  3.  lines  17 
and  18,  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  CHixr  Clkrk.  On  page  3,  line  17,  after  "public  utili- 
ties". It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  semicolon  and  Insert 
"refrigerated  cold-storage  plants,  and." 

On  page  3,  line  18,  after  the  word  "systems",  it  is  pr(H>osed 
to  insert  "together  with  offices  and  buildings." 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  let  me  offer  a  word  of  ex- 
planation. 

The  language  of  the  Joint  resolution  authorizes  W.  P.  A. 
work  to  be  done  in  the  creation  of  electric  transmission  and 
distribution  lines  or  systems  to  serve  persons  in  rural  areas. 
Including  projects  fostered  by  and  for  the  benefit  of  nonprofit 
and  cooperative  associations.  Under  this  langtiage,  of  course, 
the  R.  E.  A.  and  the  cooperative  organizations  would  utilize 
the  services  of  W,  P.  A.  worlurs,  I  think,  to  the  satisfaction 
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and  advantage  of  everyone.  It  so  happens  that  a  proposal 
of  this  Itind.  if  adopted,  would  not  add  a  dollar  of  expense 
to  the  Government,  because  it  is  aD  a  part  of  the  W.  P.  A- 
operation;  but  it  would  permit  the  use  of  W.  P.  A.  labor  in 
building  offices  for  the  cooperative  organizations  in  case  labor 
were  desirable  in  that  direction. 

Many  of  the  farmer  organizations  have  undertaken  to  set 
up  small  cold-storage  imits  to  save  their  meat,  eggs,  fruits, 
and  vegetables.  Millions  of  pounds  of  such  commodities  are 
being  lost  every  year  because  in  rural  areas  the  farmers  de- 
siring to  have  the  somewhat  limited  rural  facilities  for  the 
preservation  of  their  own  farm  products  have  found  it  some- 
what difficult  to  accomplish  that  purpose.  This  amendment 
merely  permits  the  little  rural  cooperatives  and  the  R.  E.  A. 
organization  to  utilize  W.  P.  A.  labor  in  building  not  only 
their  electric  systems  but  necessary  adjuncts,  such  as  small 
office  buildings  and  small  cold-storage  plants,  to  be  owned 
by  the  farmers. 

I  think  the  amendment  is  a  worth-while  addition  to  the 
joint  resolution.  It  would  add  nothing  to  the  cost  to  the 
Government,  and  would  merely  broaden  the  program  to  a 
slight  extent. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HHiL.  As  I  understand  from  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment, the  funds  would  be  available  only  to  nonprofit  and  co- 
operative associations.     Is  that  true? 

Mr.  BONE.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  associations  are  on  a  cooperative  basis. 
They  are  cooperative  organizations  of  farmers,  and  they 
derive  no  profit  whatever  from  service  to  the  farmers.  Is 
that  true? 

Mr.  BONE.  The  projects  are  purely  rural,  sponsored  by 
and  for  the  benefit  of  nonprofit  and  cooperative  associations. 
That  limitation  is  set  out  in  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  HILL.  We  know  that  many  of  such  associations  have 
no  resources  from  which  to  obtain  funds  to  construct  cold- 
storage  plants. 

Mr.  BONE.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  HILL.  Cold-storage  plants  are  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  farmers  to  preserve  their  eggs,  meat,  vegetables, 
friiits,  and  other  products.    Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  BONE.     That  is  correct. 

It  might  be  noted  that  these  operations  are  not  com- 
mercial. I  have  examined  the  laws  of  a  great  many  States, 
and  I  think  they  are  somewhat  like  the  laws  of  my  own  State 
of  Washington.  A  cooperative,  nonprofit  organization  in 
Washington,  created  under  the  laws  of  that  State — which,  as 
I  say,  are  similar  to  the  laws  of  most  States — may  not  engage 
in  business  for  profit.  It  is  what  the  name  implies — a  purely 
cooperative  venture,  which  may  not,  under  the  law.  pay  divi- 
dends. It  may  acciunulate  a  little  surplus,  but  it  may  not 
pay  a  dividend.  It  may  not  possess  and  exercise  the  attributes 
of  the  average  private-business  corporation.  Therefore,  any- 
thing we  do  in  this  direction  is  merely  ar  extension  of  the 
R.  E.  A.  program  and  the  cooiperative  idea  on  the  farm.  Cer- 
tainly it  can  do  no  harm. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  l)eneflciary  of  the  proposal  would  be  the 
farmer. 

Mr.  BONE.    The  program  is  purely  rural. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  think  the  statement  that  the  amendment 
is  consonant  with  the  R  E.  A.  program  Is  inaccurate.  The 
R.  E.  A.  program  provides  for  lending  Government  funds 
in  order  that  electricity  may  be  extended  into  rural  com- 
mimlties.  The  R.  E.  A.  Act  does  not  provide  that  the  Gov- 
ernment shall  build,  buy.  or  donate  rural  electrification 
projects  for  private  purposes.  A  relief  bill  has  a  very  definite 
purpose.  Relief  legislation  started  with  the  very  definite  and 
limited  puiT)ose  of  providing  work  for  needy  persons  on  use- 
ful public  projects. 

Projects  proposed  are  not  public  projects.  The  question 
is  whether  or  not  we  wish  to  divert  the  purpose  of  the  appro- 
priation so  as  to  build  refrigerating  plants  and  office  build- 


ings for  private  groups.  They  are  not  public  groups.  They 
may  be  cooperative,  but  nevertheless  they  are  stUl  private 
groups,  "nie  associations  are  owned  by  individuals.  Their 
purpose  Is  very  commendable;  but  this  matter  was  presented 
to  the  committee,  and  the  committee  felt  that  it  was  not  the 
fimctlon  of  the  Government,  and  particularly  not  the  func- 
tion of  a  relief  measure,  to  build  refrigerator  plants  for 
groups  of  private  citizens  which  they  should  own,  or  to  build 
office  buildings  in  which  they  should  conduct  their  private 
business. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  surrendered  the 
floor. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  thought  the  Senator  had. 

Mr.  BONE.     No. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah  in  a  moment. 

Let  me  call  attention  to  the  language  of  the  joint 
resolution: 

Electric  transmission  and  distribution  lines  or  systems  to  serve 
persons  in  rural  areas,  including  projects  sponsored  by  and  for  Uie 
benefit  of  nonprofit  and  cooperative  associations. 

The  committee  has  approved  that  language.  It  Is  the 
House  language.  Of  course,  it  sounds  more  elaborate  and 
ornate  for  my  good  friend  from  Colorado  to  refer  to  office 
buildings  and  refrigerator  plants;  but  anyone  who  knows 
anything  about  these  little  farm  organizations  knows  that 
the  only  kind  of  an  office  building  any  of  them  ever  had  is 
perhaps  a  one-story  building  with  a  room  or  two  In  it.  That 
is  about  all  they  require. 

I  have  organized  a  niunber  of  rural  cooperative-power 
organizations.  As  a  labor  of  love.  I  contributed  much  time 
and  energy  to  them.  I  have  found  pleasure  and  joy  in 
doing  so.  I  recall  one  little  outfit  which  has  1,100  or  1.200 
farm  homes  connected  to  its  lines.  It  has  perhaps  200  or 
300  miles  of  main  transmission  lines.  It  has  its  head- 
quarters in  an  office  building.  Do  Senators  know  what  that 
office  building  looks  like?  I  will  tell  them.  It  is  a  little 
frame  building  with  a  room  about  12  by  20,  with  a  dinky 
little  safe  in  one  comer,  and  a  battered  old  desk.  "Hiat  is 
the  office  building. 

Cooperative  associations  could  not  have  ornate  office 
buildings.  In  the  first  place,  they  have  not  the  money  to 
pay  for  the  material  to  go  into  them,  even  though  some 
labor  might  be  contributed  through  the  W.  P.  A.  operation. 
In  the  second  place,  if  they  had  a  large  building,  they  could 
not  use  it.  In  the  third  place.  Colonel  Harrington  and  all 
his  assistants  would  have  suddenly  to  part  company  with 
their  senses  in  order  to  authorize  the  building  of  anything 
beyond  what  a  sane  man  would  realize  to  be  the  normal 
need  of  one  of  these  little  cooperatives. 

That  is  all  there  is  to  It.  We  are  going  to  help  them 
build  their  own  power  systems.  I  think  that  is  a  very  fine 
idea.  Lord  knows,  we  have  subsidized  enough  things  in  this 
country.  I  think  we  can  readily  do  what  Is  suggested  by  tbs 
amendment. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  realize  that  in  the  past  W.  P.  A.  projects  have 
had  to  be  sponsored  by  some  governmental  agency  such  as 
a  State,  city,  or  county.  Of  course,  the  people  who  live  in  a 
city  or  town  have  a  governmental  agency  which  can  sponsor 
a  project  for  them  and  for  their  town,  whether  it  be  a  water- 
works, a  storage  house,  streets,  pavements,  or  whatever  it 
may  be.  However,  farmers  living  in  the  rural  sections  of  the 
country  have  no  city;  they  have  no  town;  they  have  no  gov- 
ernmental corporation  which  can  sponsor  such  projects.  Is 
not  that  true? 

Mr.  BONE.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  HILL.  As  I  imderstand,  under  the  present  arrange- 
ment the  nonprofit  cooperative  nu'al  organizations  would 
have  to  put  up  a  sponsor's  share,  under  the  same  require- 
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ments  and  conditions  that  apply  to  other  applicants.  Is  that 
not  true? 

Mr.  BONE.  That  is  correct.  As  I  understand,  the  W.  P.  A. 
would  require  every  one  of  these  little  dinky  farmers'  organi- 
zations to  have  a  sponsorship  comparable  to  that  required  of 
a  city. 

Mr.  HILL.  As  we  know,  frequently  farm  cooperatives  cut 
across  county  lines;  do  they  not? 

Mr.  BONE.     Of  necessity,  they  must  do  so. 

Mr.  HILL.  When  rural  electric  lines  are  laid  out  they  are 
not  run  with  any  idea  of  county  lines. 

Mr.  BONE.  The  cooperatives  are  organized  under  State 
corporate  acts. 

Mr.  HILL.  That  is  correct;  and  the  only  way  in  which  we 
can  give  them  any  help  from  the  W.  P.  A.  along  this  line  is 
by  an  amendment  such  as  that  ofiFered  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington.    Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  BONE.     That  is  correct. 

Let  me  add  one  further  suggestion.  My  good  friend.  John 
Rankin,  a  Member  of  the  other  House,  has  called  my  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  Colonel  Harrington  has  been  made  aware 
of  this  proposal  and  finds  it  not  objectionable.  I  take  it 
Colonel  Harrington  Is  quite  prepared  to  cooperate  with  the 
program  In  every  way. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  before  me  the  Senator's  amendment. 
X  cannot  entirely  make  it  out.  Will  the  Senator  explain 
the  language  of  the  amendment? 

Mr.  BONE.  On  page  3,  line  17.  after  the  words  "public 
utilities".  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  semicolon  and  insert 
a  comma  and  the  words  '"refrigerated  cold-storage  plants, 
and."  so  as  to  read: 

Refrigerated  cold-storage  plants,  and  electric  transmission  and 
distribution  lines  or  systems  to  serve  persons  In  rural  areas.  Includ- 
ing projects  sponsored  by  and  for  tbe  benefit  of  nonprofit  and 
cooperative  associations; 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Then,  after  "systems,"  what  would  the 
Senator  insert? 

Mr.  BONE.  After  the  word  "systems,"  in  line  18,  insert 
"together  with  offices  and  buildings." 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  that 
the  words  "together  with  offices  and  buildings,"  as  usually 
understood,  are  not  Intended  here  at  all.  There  Is  no  idea 
of  building  an  office  building. 

Mr.  BONE.    Certainly  not. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Senators  ought  not  to  get  that  Idea  at  all; 
and,  personally,  I  doubt  whether  It  is  necessary  to  say  that. 
If  we  include  the  other  language  that  is  put  in.  I  think 
"cold-storace  plants"  would  cover  the  matter. 

Mr.  BONE.  They  might  have  an  office  building  In  a  cold- 
storage  plant. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  BONE.    I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  My  own  idea  is  that  the  amendment 
would  be  just  as  good  if  the  expression  "office  buildings" 
were  omitted.  If  it  is  feared  by  any  Senators  that  the 
W.  P.  A.  are  going  to  go  into  the  business  of  building  8-  and 
10-story  office  buildings  and  renting  them  out,  that  fear 
would  be  entirely  relieved,  and  the  amendment  stiU  would 
be  effective,  if  that  language  were  omitted. 

I  should  like  to  hear  what  the  Senator  thinks  about  that. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  erection  of  cold-storage  plants 
would  necessarily  include  with  it  sufficient  office  space  to 
operate  the  plants.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  that 
It  seems  to  me  this  amendment  is  entirely  unobjectionable, 
and  will  bring  about  a  very  good  addition  to  the  benefits 
that  may  come  to  rural  areas  that  are  supplied  with  electri- 
fication. 

I  happen  to  know  of  one  which  was  erected  in  my  own 
State;  and  I  know,  from  talking  with  the  farmers  who  are 
partici[>ants  In  that  nonprofit  organization  of  cooperatives, 
that  it  is  something  of  which  they  are  very  proud,  and  is 
very  useful,  and  Is  used  by  practically  all  the  fanners  who 


I  do  not  see  any 


are  supplied  with  electricity  on  the  line, 
possible  objection  to  It. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  It  may  he  that  we  can  find  some 
language  that  will  satisfy  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  am  satisfied  with  the  language  as  It  is. 

»4r.  BONE.  Obviously,  the  great.  Insuperable  barrier  to 
the  accomplishment  of  anything  elaborate  would  be  the 
W.  P.  A.  officials  themselves.  They  would  drop  dead  at  the 
suggestion  of  constructing  an  office  building.  They  do  not 
have  to  do  it.  It  Is  a  purely  voluntary  matter  with  the 
W.  P.  A.;  and  I  think  we  can  well  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of 
the  W.  P.  A.  officials.  Whatever  else  they  have  done,  I  never 
found  them  doing  any  such  thing  as  that.  That  would  be  a 
monstrous  pen'erslon  of  common  sense,  let  alone  ordinary 
business  practice. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.    Certainly. 

Mr.  KING.  The  R.  E.  A.  imdoubtedly  is  doing  very  satis- 
factory work.  It  was  created  under  a  special  act.  It  seems  to 
me  that  commingling  it  with  the  Work  Projects  Administra- 
tion would  be  like  yoking  two  unequals. 

The  Work  Projects  Administration  is  to  take  care  of  the 
unemployed.  It  has  its  organizations  where  people  arc  out 
of  employment,  on  relief.  To  convert  those  organizations  into 
adjuncts  to  the  R.  E.  A.  when  we  have  given  full  opportunity 
for  the  development  of  the  R.  E.  A.,  authorizing  it  to  borrow 
money,  and  the  Government  is  furnishing  the  money,  It  seems 
to  me  is  not  quite  the  proper  thing.  I  concede  that  it  might 
accomplish  a  great  deal  of  good. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  the  Senator's  objection 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  not  making  an  objection.  I  am  merely 
making  a  suggestion. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  suggestion  reminds  me  of  an  objection 
which  probably  can  be  easily  explained  by  saying  that  in  a 
rural  project  covering  hundreds  of  miles  there  may  be  several 
cooperative  organizations  of  farmers  in  various  parts  of  the 
project  who  will  take  the  benefit  of  this  language  if  it  goes  in. 
It  does  not  mean  that  everybody  on  a  rural  line  would  have  to 
become  a  member  of  this  particular  organization ;  so  it  would 
not  be  fair  to  leave  it  to  the  project  itself.  Some  of  the 
members  would  not  want  to  utilize  this  kind  of  service,  but 
those  who  do  want  to  organize  this  kind  of  thing  are  given 
the  opportunity  to  do  it. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Washington  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  With  reference  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska,  I  wonder  what  the  Senator  from  Washington 
would  think  of  modifying  his  amendment  so  that  instead  of 
having  it  read  as  it  now  does,  "together  with  offices  and 
buildings,"  it  would  read  "together  with  office  quarters."  I 
wonder  what  the  Senator  from  Washington  would  think,  and 
I  also  should  like  to  know  what  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
would  think,  of  the  use  of  those  words. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     If  the  Senator  is  asking  me 

Mr.  HILL.    Yes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  not  have  any  objection.  I  have 
not  any  objection  to  the  language  just  as  It  is.  The  reason 
why  I  have  offered  the  suggestions  I  have  offered  Is  that  other 
Senators  may  be  alarmed  at  the  use  of  the  words  "offices  and 
buildings." 

Mr.  HILL.    Certainly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  that  without  that  language  they 
could  accomplish  the  object  it  is  desired  to  accomplish,  be- 
cause if  we  put  in  the  words  "cold-storage  plants" — that  is 
part  of  the  language  the  Senator  is  putting  In  his  amend- 
ment— that  would  mean,  I  take  it,  that  if  a  small  office  or 
room  were  necessary  in  which  to  keep  the  records,  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind,  it  would  be  j)art  of  the  plant,  and  I  think 
all  the  office  it  would  need  would  be  covered  by  that  language. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  send  to  the  desk  a  modi- 
fication of  the  amendment  I  tendered  after  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  looks  at  it    It  merely  says  "office  quarters."    Of 
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course,  that  mifht  be  a  little  dinky  room  10  by  12  feet,  or 
something  of  that  sort;  and  it  gets  away  from  any  question 
about  constructing  elaborate  buildings. 

I  realize  that  a  Member  of  Congress,  looking  at  the  amend- 
ment, might  very  justly  question  it.  I  certainly  have  not  in 
my  heart  anything  looking  to  the  idea  of  operating  a  big 
"building.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  to  have  that  language  in 
the  amendment,  because  it  Implies  nothing  but  a  little  build- 
ing; and  if  the  Senator  will  let  it  go  to  the  desk  and  have  the 
clerk  state  the  amendment  I  should  like  to  have  a  vote  on 
It  now. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Washington,  as  modified,  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3,  line  18.  after  the  word  "sys- 
tems", it  is  proposed  to  insert  "together  with  ofBce  quarters." 

Mr.  BONE.    That  satisfies  me. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  again  simply  to  call 
attention  to  what  I  think  is  an  inconsistency  between  this 
amendment  and  the  whole  purp)ose  of  the  act.  in  that  it  is 
constructing  with  public  money  buildings  and  plants  for  the 
benefit  of  private  individuals.  Prom  the  standpoint  of  pro- 
viding work,  if  we  put  in  a  cold-storage  plant,  the  bulk  of 
the  cost  is  in  the  purchase  of  equipment,  and  it  will  not  pro- 
vide work  for  persons  on  relief. 

Mr.  BONE.  The  Senator  win  admit  that  it  will  provide 
some  work. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Some  work,  yes;  but  there  are  thousands  of 
communities,  cities,  and  small  towns  that  would  like  cold- 
storage  plants.  They  are  missing  in  many  places.  If  we 
provide  for  the  construction  of  cold-storage  plants  which  are 
available  for  public  use  and  which  are  to  be  owned  by  public 
authority,  it  is  perfectly  proper;  but  I  think  it  is  very  improper 
at  any  time,  under  a  relief  measure  or  any  other,  to  build 
plants  or  institutions  which  are  to  be  owned  by  private  indi- 
viduals and  to  be  paid  for  by  public  funds. 

The  PRESroENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment,  as  mc<iifled,  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  ayes  were  18  and  the  nays  were  16; 
so  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  clerk  state  the 
next  amendment  I  have  lying  on  the  desk. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me 
to  interrupt  for  a  moment.  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tydings]  to  a  matter 
which  we  took  up  the  other  day  when  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land was  not  present,  with  reference  to  the  expenditures  for 
the  Treasury  Department.  It  may  not  be  clear,  but  there 
was  a  roll  call  vote  on  an  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  I  Mr.  Thomas],  and  the  Senator  asked  me 
to  call  his  attention  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  It  was  reported  in  some  quarters  that  on 
the  amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama  I 
w^as  in  opposition  to  the  economy  side.  I  certainly  was  not 
in  opposition  to  the  economy  side,  and  had  I  been  present 
I  would  have  vot?d  against  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from 
Alabama.  My  sole  remark  in  the  debate  was  one  of  a  humor- 
ous nature,  because  the  Senator  from  Alabama  had  twice, 
in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  referred  to  my  State  in  a  humor- 
ous vein.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Record  show  that  I  did 
not  speak  In  any  sense  at  all  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wonder  if  we  might  not 
at  this  time  enter  into  a  further  limitation  of  debate  on 
amendments. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  have  no  desire  to  delay  the  con- 
sideration of  the  joint  resolution,  but  I  have  two  amend- 
ments which  I  desire  to  offer  before  the  measure  is  disposed 
of,  and  while  I  do  not  think  I  shall  require  much  time,  I 
do  desire  to  explain  the  amendments. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  was  going  to  propose  that  during  the 
further  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution  no  Senator 
should  speak  more  than  once  nor  longer  than  15  minutes 
on  the  Joint  resolution  or  any  amendment. 


Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  That  would  mean  that  on  an  amend- 
ment and  the  Joint  resolution  a  Senator  would  have  30 
minutes? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.     I  should  not  object. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  during 
the  further  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution  no  Senator 
shall  speak  more  than  once  nor  longer  than  15  minutes  on 
the  joint  resolution  or  any  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  clerk  state  the 
amendment  I  have  sent  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Let  the  Chair  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from  Washington  to  the  fact  that 
what  he  proposes  is  an  amendment  to  a  committee  amend- 
ment which  has  already  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote  by 
"Which  the  committee  amendment  on  page  25,  in  section  15  (a) , 
was  agreed  to.  be  reconsidered,  so  that  I  may  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  the  vote  is  reconsidered,  and  the  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  the  amendment.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Washington  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  25,  line  16,  after  the  words 
"and  are  American  citizens",  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following: 

Provided  further,  That  if  the  Income  of  any  such  person  from 
compensation,  pension,  or  any  other  benefit  payments  from  the 
Veterans"  Administration  is  less  than  the  amount  to  which  he 
•would  be  entitled  per  month  if  assigned  to  a  Work  Projects  Admin- 
istration work  project  for  which  he  Is  qualified,  then  he  fihall  be 
certified  as  in  need  of  such  employment,  and  shall  be  assigned  to 
work  at  least  so  many  hours  of  each  month  as  will  bring  his  total 
Income  up  to  the  amount  he  woiild  receive  If  he  were  assigned  lor 
fuU-time  work  to  such  a  work  project. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  take  Just  a  moment  to 
explain  the  purpose  of  the  amendment. 

This  is  an  amendment  designed  to  touch  one  phase  of  vet- 
erans' preference.  As  I  gather  from  the  suggestions  of  those 
who  are  very  much  interested  in  the  matter,  it  would  have 
the  resxilt  I  shall  state.  I  will  give  a  specific  instance  of  how 
the  law  would  work  if  the  amendment  were  enacted. 

A  veteran  who  otherwise  is  qualified  to  work  on  W.  P.  A.  is 
found  to  be  receiving,  as  in  the  case  I  mention,  $20  a  month 
from  the  Government  in  the  way  of  compensation.  Because 
he  receives  that  compensation,  he  is  disqualified  from  working 
on  W.  P.  A.  The  amendment  provides  that  if  he  received 
$20.  or  any  amount  less  than  what  he  might  receive  on 
W.  P.  A.,  he  should  not  be  disqualified  thereby,  but  might 
work  a  requisite  number  of  hours  on  W.  P.  A.  so  as  to  bring  up 
the  total  of  his  earnings  on  W.  P.  A.  to  what  he  received  in 
benefit  payments  from  the  Govenunent.  but  not  less  than 
what  he  would  otherwise  receive  on  W.  P.  A.  were  he  not  a 
veteran  receiving  Government  benefits. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  this  matter  was  given  careful 
consideration  by  the  committee.  Colonel  Harrington  said  to 
us  that  the  provision  would  be  almost  impossible  of  admin- 
istration; that  it  involved  a  gradation  of  every  individual 
with  the  different  amount  he  was  to  receive.  It  might  result 
in  one  veteran  being  allowed  to  work  only  2  hours  in  a  month, 
another  20  hours,  depending  on  the  amount  each  was  receiv- 
ing, and  it  would  involve  investigating  every  individual's  case. 

Colonel  Harrington,  whose  advice  the  committee  followed, 
said  that  the  present  provision  had  been  worked  out.  that 
they  had  established  what  they  thought  was  a  very  satisfac- 
tory basis  of  operations,  and.  while  there  is  always  some 
complaint,  he  said  that,  so  far  as  the  veterans  were  con- 
cerned. 90  percent  of  those  who  applied  for  emplo>Tnent  were 
actually  put  to  work.  Of  those  who  applied,  naturally  not 
all  of  them  can  meet  the  requirement.  There  might  be  in  a 
particular  instance  a  Spanish-American  War  veteran  receiv- 
ing from  the  Government  $50.  and  he  would  go  in  and  make 
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his  case,  and  would  find  that  In  the  neighborhood  they  were 
paying  $52,  so  that  they  would  grade  him  and  say,  "You  are 
entitled  to  earn  $2."  Under  the  law  as  it  now  stands  that 
veteran  coald  be  certified,  if  he  met  the  requirements,  and 
would,  in  additiOTi,  get  hia  full  month's  pay.  In  the  long 
run,  the  provisiwi  which  the  Senator  from  Washington  seeks 
to  have  inserted  would  discriminate  against  the  veterans.  It 
would  not  be  in  their  favor. 

There  are  a  few  cases  in  which  a  veteran  who  is  receiving  a 
certain  amount  from  Social  Security,  or  has  some  minor  in- 
come, is  met  with  the  test  which  the  act  implies,  that  in 
employing  people  relative  need  shall  be  considered,  and  that 
whenever  the  relative  need  is  equal,  veterans  shall  be  em- 
ployed. On  the  other  hand,  if  a  veteran  has  an  income  of 
$40  a  month  from  outside  sources,  and  there  is  a  man  or 
woman  utterly  destitute,  with  4  or  5  or  8  or  10  children  to  be 
supported,  that  individual,  I  think,  is  entitled  to  some  pref- 
erence. Wherever  there  Is  an  equality  of  need,  the  veteran 
has  been  given  the  preference,  and  when  he  is  taken  on,  he 

gets  the  same  full  wage  every  other  person  on  W.  P.  A. 
receives,  while  this  amendment  would  result  In  veterans  re- 
ceiving less  than  the  full  wage  while  they  were  on  the  roll. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  listened  to  Colonel  Har- 
rington very  carefully  when  he  appeared  before  the  commit- 
tee, and  what  impressed  me  was  that  imder  the  law  as  it 
now  Is,  90  percent  of  the  veterans  who  have  applied  have  been 
cared  for.  Any  system  which  will  take  care  of  9  out  of  every 
10  is  a  pretty  good  one.  On  the  other  hand,  as  the  chair- 
man of  the  subcommittee  has  pointed  out.  If  we  attempt  to 
apply  this  to  a  Government  Job.  and  have  some  veteran 
working  5  days  a  week,  or  2  days  a  week,  or  10  days  a  week 
we  utterly  disrupt  the  works.  It  Is  impossible  to  make  out 
the  little  difference  between  the  average  of  $55  a  month  paid 
all  over  the  country  and  the  forty  or  thirty  or  twenty  dollars 
or  whatever  it  may  be  a  veteran  would  receive  who  would 
work  a  little  while  on  a  job  and  then  be  off.  It  would  utterly 
disrupt  the  work.    I  think  it  is  wholly  impracticable. 

The  third  objection  I  have  to  it  is  that  if  we  should  attempt 
to  carry  It  out.  In  the  end  the  nimiber  of  veterans  employed 
would  not  be  so  great  as  imder  the  present  arrangement. 

Mr.  BONK  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  suggestion  that 
this  might  be  Injurious  to  veterans,  I  wish  to  say  that  it  was 
prei)ared  and  brought  to  my  attention  by  the  legislative  rep- 
resentatives of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  in  Washington, 
and  I  assume  they  have  sufficiently  full  contact  with  the 
problem  in  hand  to  know  what  they  want  and  what  they  feel 
would  be  the  most  desirable  solution.  Most  of  the  veterans 
are  getting  only  $8  a  month,  instead  of  some  other  sum. 

Mr.  HA'YDEIN.     Hiat  class  of  veteran  is  cared  for  now. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  merely  want  the  RECoao  to  show  that  I  am 
not  electing  to  adjust  this  matter  myself.  I  am  merely  taking 
the  word  of  the  leaders  of  the  veterans,  who  thought  this 
language  would  be  Just  and  helpful. 

Tlie  PRESIDE3^T  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington (Blr.  Bone]  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  amendment  of  the  committee  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETE.  Mr.  President,  I  move  on  page  12, 
line  13,  to  strike  out  paragraph  (f),  as  amended.  This  pro- 
vision reads  as  follows: 

No  loan  or  grant  abaU  be  made  under  this  section  to  any  per- 
son to  enable  him  to  subscribe  or  pay  for  stock  or  membership 
In  any  cooperative  association. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  Judgment  one  of  the  most  successful 
programs  which  has  been  carried  on  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  has  been  the  program  of  rehabilitation  under 
the  Farm  Security  Administration.  This  program  has  been 
designed  to  take  people  who  have  no  means  of  support,  and 
set  them  upon  farms  of  their  own  through  the  provisions 
of  loans  and  grants  to  such  families. 

When  the  program  was  first  suggested  it  was  stated  by 
some  people  that  this  was  a  group  which  could  not  be 
successfully  rehabilitated.  On  the  contrary  this  program 
has  been  a  great  success,  and  the  clients  of  the  Farm  Secur- 


ity Administration  have  repaid  their  loans  in  large  measure. 
They  have  become  self-respecting,  self-supporting  families. 
They  are  once  more  being  welcomed  back  into  the  economy 
of  the  United  States.  They  feel  that  they  have  a  successful 
Idace  in  such  society. 

Mr.  ADAMS  rose. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
Shield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  shall  be  glad  to  explain  this  situation. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    Proceed- 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  will,  perhaps,  take  more  time  than  the 
Senator  will,  because  the  committee  heard  two  sides  to  the 
argument.  I  wish  to  present  those  things  in  my  own  time. 
It  is  very  good  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  be  willing 
to  yield  to  me  at  this  time. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  one  of  the  means  by 
which  this  program  has  been  made  successful  and  these 
clients  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration  have  been  able 
to  rehabilitate  themselves  and  to  make  such  a  splendid 
showing,  insofar  as  repayment  of  these  loans  Is  concerned, 
has  been  the  device  of  setting  up  smaU  cooperatives  whereby 
these  farmers,  who  are  operating  on  a  small  scale,  are  able 
to  pool  their  meager  resources,  and  thus  enable  them  to 
utilize  heavy  farm  machinery,  more  and  better  breeding 
stock,  "nils  amendment,  in  conjunction  with  one  which  I 
Intend  to  offer  so  far  as  sectl(xi  33  is  concerned,  is  of  vital 
importance  to  this  program. 

In  this  connection  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  a  coounimication  directed  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture: 

Dear  Senator  Adams:  As  you  wUl  recall,  Mr.  C.  B.  Baldwin,  of 
the  Farm  Security  Administration  of  this  Department,  indicated 
Monday  mcH-nlng  before  the  subcommittee  In  connection  with 
House  Joint  Resolution  544  that  we  would  write  you  relative  to 
section  2  (e)  and  section  33  of  that  bill. 

Section  2  (e)  provides  that:  "No  loan  shall  be  mkde  under  this 
section  to  any  person  to  enable  him  to  subscribe  or  pay  for  stock 
of  membership  in  any  cooperative  association."  No  such  provision 
has  appeared  In  earlier  measures  appropriating  funds  for  the 
Farm  Secvirlty  Administration.  The  appropriation  act  of  last  year 
contained  In  section  34  a  provision  analogoxis  to  section  33  In 
House  Joint  Resolution  544.  However,  the  wording  of  section  33 
In  the  measure  now  under  consideration  by  your  committee  Im- 
poses greatly  Increased  limitations  over  the  use  of  funds  from 
that  imposed  by  the  analogoiis  provision  In  last  year's  act. 

The  provisions  of  these  two  sections  strike  at  the  very  heart  of 
an  important  phase  of  our  rehabilitation  program.  We  have  found 
from  experience  that  one  of  the  soundest  and  most  economical 
ways  of  bringing  about  rehabilitation  of  many  thousands  of  low- 
income  farmers  is  by  local  effort  made  possible  through  loans  to 
small  groups  of  such  fanners. 

In  further  cooperative  effort  among  low-income  farmers,  we  have 
felt  that  we  were  carrying  out  a  well-established  policy  of  Con- 
gress which  Is  actually  of  very  long  standing.  That  this  is  true 
is  evidenced  by  various  acts  of  Congress,  such  as  the  Capper -Vol- 
stead Act;  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1929;  the  United  States  Ware- 
house Act;  the  act  of  June  16,  1933.  establishing  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  which  includes  a  central  bank  for  cooperatives  and 
12  district  banks  for  cooperatives  empowered  to  make  loans  to 
cooperative  associations;  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937.  and  similar  legislation. 

The  restrictions  Imposed  by  sections  2  (e)  and  33  are  Inconsistent 
with  this  policy.  Furthermore,  they  discriminate  against  the  low- 
income  farmers  erf  the  country.  Through  the  faculties  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration  the  large  and  succcssfiil  farmer  wlU 
still  be  able  to  obtain  credit  to  organize  and  participate  In  coop- 
erative associations.  The  low-income  farmers  of  the  Nation  need 
the  benefits  of  sound,  successful  cooperative  enterprises  as  much, 
or  even  more,  than  does  the  large  successful  operator.  But  these' 
low-income  farmers  do  not  have  the  necessary  capital  to  participate 
in  these  cooperatives.  Moreover,  there  is  no  Government  agency 
other  than  the  Farm  Security  Administration  which  can  assist 
them  In  purchasing  a  membership  or  a  share  of  stock  in  sound 
cooperative  enterprises. 

TTnless  the  Congress  Intends  to  make  a  substantial  change  in 
national  policy  respecting  farmers'  cooperative  activities,  there  Is 
little  ground  for  restrictions  of  the  type  embodied  in  sections  2  (e) 
and  33  of  House  Joint  Resolution  544,  the  chief  effects  of  which 
are.  to  place  low-income  farmers  at  a  distinct  disadvantage  to 
other  farmers. 

Most  of  the  loans  we  make  to  aid  farmers  to  derive  the  benefits 
of  cooperative  efforts  are  to  enable  them  to  participate  In  small 
groups  which  provide  purebred  sires,  heavy  farm  equipment,  mod- 
est storage  facilities  for  food  and  feed  produced  on  the  farm,  and 
almilar  faculties.  Since  the  inception  of  the  Farm  Security  pro- 
gram, we  have  aided  in  the  establishment  of  about  13. ISO  such 
services,  participated  in  by  more  than  260.000  families.     Of  this 
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number  32  percent  have  been  for  purebred  sires;  53  percent  for 
heavy  farm  equipment;  5  percent  for  purchasing  and  marketing 
services;  and  10  percent  for  miscellaneous  services  such  as  feed, 
grist,  and  sirup  mills,  other  small  tjrpes  of  processing  equipment, 
and  roadside  vegetable  stands.  About  20  farmers  on  an  average 
participate  in  each  of  the  group  services.  Many  of  the  groups  do 
not  have  more  than  5  or  6  members. 

Although  most  of  ova  loans  to  low-Income  farmers  to  enable 
them  to  participate  In  cooperative  organizations  are  of  the  simple- 
service  type  just  mentioned,  it  Is.  nevertheless,  true  that  there  are 
thousands  of  Individual  fanners  who  can  be  aided  In  their  rehabil- 
itation process  through  becoming  members  of  existing  cooperative 
organizations,  such  as  mutual  insurance  companies,  mutual  irri- 
gation associations,  and  successful  marketing  and  purchasing 
organizations. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  very  briefly  to  point  cut  the  remarkable 

showing  wh;ch  has  been  made  by  this  phase  of  the  farm- 

securlty  program.    Iliis  refers  to  one  State  in  the  Union,  but 

it  is  typical: 

The  average  net  Income  of  these  farm  families  the  year  before 
they  secured  these  rehabilitation  loans  was  $257.08,  while  in  1939 
It  was  $490.05.  or  a  gain  of  91  percent. 

Mr.  President,  this  Is  the  type  of  program  which  in  my 
opinion,  instead  of  being  hamstrung,  curtailed,  or  interfered 
with,  ought  to  be  expanded.  Here  is  an  attack  upon  a  prob- 
lem which  is  of  major  significance  and  imjwrtance  so  far  as 
the  future  of  America  is  concerned.  Here  is  a  program  which 
is  rehabilitating  families  on  the  land  and  restoring  them  to 
a  position  of  security  and  usefulness  in  our  economic  system 
Instead  of  maintaining  them  upon  relief  without  rehabilitating 
them.  Here  are  families  the  overwhelming  majority  of  which 
under  this  program  are  placing  themselves  in  a  position  where 
they  will  ultimately  find  it  unnecessary  to  ask  the  Government 
for  further  assistance. 

Mr.  President,  for  nearly  a  year  I  have  spent  much  time  in 
studying  the  question  of  migratory  agricultural  labor,  and  the 
underlying  economic  causes  which  are  constantly  augmenting 
that  portion  of  our  farm  population  who  are  being  dispossessed 
and  who  ate  finding  themselves  in  a  position  in  which  they  are 
migrating  from  one  State  to  another  in  a  vain  search  for  a 
new  opportunity  to  restore  themselves  to  the  land. 

As  I  stated  in  my  few  remarks  on  the  previous  amend- 
ment, farming  as  a  way  of  life  in  America  is  threatened,  and 
we  must  attack  the  problem  on  all  fronts  if  we  are  to  pre- 
serve farming  as  a  way  of  life  in  America.  This  program 
has  demonstrated  itself  to  be  economically  sound.  It  re- 
sults in  rehabilitation,  new  hope,  and  new  opportunity,  in- 
stead of  the  disintegrating  process  of  great  numbers  of 
people  In  the  United  States  finding  themselves  unwanted 
and  unusable  in  our  society,  and  forced  to  accept  relief  and 
other  forms  of  public-welfare  assistance. 

It  would  be  a  tragic  mistake  to  curtail  this  program.  In 
this  respect,  of  course.  I  am  only  expressing  my  own  opin- 
ion. I  accord  recognition  to  the  sincerity  of  purpose  of 
those  who  disagree  with  me.  All  I  am  asking  in  connection 
with  my  amendment  is  that  a  provision  which  does  not 
appear  in  any  previous  act  shall  be  eliminated,  and  that  the 
program  be  permitted  to  go  on. 

What  could  be  less  logical  than  for  the  Government  on 
the  one  hand  to  make  loans  or  grants  to  a  farm  family  for 
rehabilitation  on  the  land,  and  on  the  other  hand  to  deny 
them  the  benefits  of  cooperative  activity  in  order  that  they 
may  be  placed  in  a  position  to  utilize  heavy  farm  equipment, 
labor-saving  devices,  and  a  better  breed  of  stock  so  as  to 
continue  their  program  of  rehabilitation  and  ultimately 
repay  their  obligations  to  the  Federal  Government? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  am  very  much  interested  in  this  activity 
of  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  know  the  Senator  is  interested. 
He  has  evidenced  his  interest  on  many  occasions. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  After  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  shall  have 
concluded  I  shall  take  the  floor  for  the  purpose  of  briefly 
pointing  out  the  wonderful  service  which  this  program  has 
accomplished  in  my  small  State.  However,  before  the  Sena- 
tor finishes.  I  wish  to  Inquire  just  exactly  what  this  particular 
amendment  does.     It  is  not  clear  to  me. 


Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  The  amendment  is  to  strike  out  the 
provision  in  the  joint  resolution  which  prohibits  the  use  of 
any  farm-security  moneys  from  being  used  for  the  purpose  of 
making  loans  or  grants  to  farmers  to  enable  them  to  sub- 
scribe to  or  pay  for  stock  or  membership  in  any  cooperative 
association.  The  Senator  must  remember  that  rehabilitation 
clients  are  people  who  have  been  at  the  bottom,  or  near  the 
bottom,  of  the  agricultural  economic  ladder.  In  order  to  give 
the  cooperative  associations  capital  stock  and  sufficient  mem- 
bership so  that  they  may  buy  a  purebred  sire  for  their  dairy 
cows,  for  example,  or  a  com  binder,  or  a  tractor,  if  there 
is  a  large  enough  group  in  the  community  to  utilize  it — 
things  which  have  become  a  p&rt  of  modem,  scientific  agri- 
cultural enterprise — farmers  must  be  In  a  position  to  sub- 
scribe to  the  stock  and  set  up  a  cooperative  organization. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  In  most  cases  are  the  services  of  grants 
and  loans  for  the  purpose  of  organizing  a  cooperative  with 
one  of  those  specific  objectives  in  view? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Either  that,  or.  if  there  is  an  existing 
cooperative,  and  if  the  client  has  not  the  money  to  subscribe 
for  membership,  under  existing  law  and  practice  the  Farm 
Security  Administration  may  make  the  client  a  loan  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  In  the  brief  Umitation 
of  time  which  has  been  Imirased.  with  my  consent,  upon  the 
debate  on  the  joint  resolution,  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  it 
Is  my  deliberate  and  considered  judgment  that  instead  of 
curtailing  this  program  we  ought  to  be  expanding  our  activ- 
ity on  this  front  as  one  of  the  means  of  preserving  and  re- 
storing farming  as  a  way  of  life  in  America  so  as  to  check 
the  alarming  trend  to  people  being  dispossessed  from  the 
land. 

I  am  sure  that  Senators  who  are  familiar  with  agricultural 
communities  and  with  the  contribution  which  such  com- 
munities, based  upon  farming  as  a  way  of  life,  have  made 
to  the  stability,  the  functioning,  and  the  success  of  our 
democracy,  must  agree  with  me  in  principle.  If  I  had  the 
time.  Mr.  President,  I  could  pile  up  evidence  to  demonstrate 
that  I  am  making  no  alarmist  statement.  A  trend  has  been 
going  on  in  tills  country  on  a  very  significant  and  increasing 
scale,  but  like  many  other  trends  It  has  escaped  our  observa- 
tion, because  apparently  it  is  a  human  characteristic  to  fail 
to  recognize  trends  until  they  assume  alarming  proportions. 
I  repeat,  this  is  a  sound  program.  It  has  demonstrated  Its 
usefulness.  These  people  have  demonstrated  their  capacity 
for  rehabilitation.  They  are  making  a  splendid  record  in  the 
repayment  of  their  loans  and  grants.  Cooperative  activity  is 
the  right  arm  of  Farm  Security  Administration  clients  in 
their  efforts  to  rehabilitate  themselves.  Do  not  cut  it  off. 
Strengthen  and  uphold  it  by  adopting  the  amendment  I  have 
offered. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  simply  wish  to  explain  the 
situation  as  it  was  submitted  to  the  committee. 

The  committee  has  simply  passed  along  the  joint  resolution 
as  It  came  from  the  House  in  this  particular.  We  had  before 
the  committee  Secretary  Wallace  and  Mr.  Bain,  I  think, 
whose  letter  the  Senator  read,  with  the  argument  against  this 
section.  There  were  also  submitted  to  the  committee  the 
hearings  In  the  House. 

The  situation  was  to  this  effect:  All  of  the  matters  that 
came  to  the  Senate  committee  were  in  favor  of  the  exclu- 
sion of  this  clause.  The  hearings  in  the  House  were  all  the 
other  way.  In  other  words,  there  was  no  meeting  of  the 
issue  before  either  the  Senate  committee  or  the  House  com- 
mittee. The  House  hearings  took  the  following  aspect: 
There  were  two  men — I  do  not  know  who  they  were — who 
appeared  with  certain  letters  claiming  that  the  provisions 
as  they  had  been  carried  out  resulted  in  loans  being  made  co 
cooperatives  to  engage  in  competitive  businesses  with  private 
Industry.    That  was  the  complaint  in  the  House  committee — 


that  cooperative  organizations  which  were  competitive  were 
being  financed  with  Government  money. 

In  the  Senate  committee,  the  letter  of  Secretary  Wallace 
pointed  out  the  things  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
pointed  out,  the  lesser  matters,  in  which  the  cooperative 
was  endeavoring  to  improve  his  stock,  buying  good  horses, 
and  doing  the  minor  things.  The  Senate  committee  merely 
let  the  matter  stand  so  that  it  would  be  available  for  dis- 
cussion. We  were  confronted  with  a  letter  which  was  in  the 
House  hearings,  which  I  do  not  care  to  sponsor,  but  simply 
to  note  in  the  Record  that  on  page  1052  of  the  House  hear- 
ings there  Is  printed  a  letter  which  had  some  influence  on 
the  committee  in  keeping  their  hands  off  the  amendment. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  be  good 
enough  to  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  familiar  with  that  situation. 
My  understanding  Is  that  two  men  who  have  a  chain  of  oil 
stations  in  North  Dakota  came  l)efore  the  House  committee 
and  objected  to  these  loans  on  the  ground  that  they  consti- 
tuted unfair  competition.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me. 
however,  the  point  I  should  like  to  make  is  that  it  has  been 
the  established  policy  of  Congress  to  foster  farmer-producer 
and  farmer -consumer  cooperatives;  and  if  we  are  to  reverse 
that  policy  because  two  oil-station  operators  in  North  Dakota 
do  not  think  It  is  fair,  we  ought  to  abolish  the  many  statutes 
which  are  on  the  books  designed  to  foster  and  assist  farm- 
owned  and  farm-operated  cooperatives. 

With  the  Senator's  permission  I  should  like  to  make  Just 
one  more  point,  and  that  is  that  larger  cooperative  associa- 
tions, the  more  successful  farmers,  can  today  go  to  the  banks 
of  cooperatives,  and  get,  in  any  one  of  12  districts,  loans  for 
this  purpose ;  but  if  this  amendment  stays  in.  and  the  cunend- 
ments  to  section  33  stay  in.  then  the  lowest-income  group  of 
farmers  who  are  being  helped  by  the  Federal  Government 
will  be  denied  the  benefits  of  a  policy  which  is  being  extended 
to  other  and  more  fortunate  farmers. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  trying  to  give  the  Sena- 
tor the  picture  of  the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee.  We 
did  not  hear  these  two  gentlemen.  We  were  Influenced  by 
the  fact  that  the  House  Itself  had  taken  certain  action.  We 
left  the  matter  alone,  it  having  been  presented  in  one  House 
from  one  standpoint  and  before  us  in  the  other,  and  we 
knew  It  would  be  presented  here. 

Personally,  my  sympathies  were  with  Secretary  Wallace  and 
the  other  group. 

The  Senate,  I  think,  has  now  indicated  a  desire  to  go  quite 
a  distance;  that  Is,  we  are  going  to  finance  cold-storage 
plants,  and  construct  buildings,  and  lend  money  to  buy 
«tock;  and  yet  I  have  full  sympathy  with  the  cooperative 
movement.  It  Is  not  only  beneficial  but  it  Is  essential  in  the 
lower  economic  farming  areas. 

I  think  criticism  could  be  leveled  if  Oovemment  money 
were  loaned  to  fanners  upon  a  better  level,  so  that  they 
could  go  into  competitive  lines  with  Government  money  in- 
stead of  using  their  own  money,  if  it  were  possible  to  draw 
the  line  between  aiding  the  fanner  who  is  unable  to  help 
himself  as  distinguished  from  providing  funds  for  the  better- 
to-do  farmer  to  engage  In  competitive  mercantile  business 
and  manufacturing. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
at  that  point? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  should  like  to  repeat  that  that  Is 
already  the  established  policy.  Through  a  long  period  of 
years  the  Federal  Government  has  believed  that  it  was  eco- 
nomically sound  for  producers  to  engage  in  cooperation.  We 
have  even  gone  so  far  as  to  set  up  a  bank  of  cooperatives 
in  this  coimtry.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  the  same  ad- 
vantages and  privileges  which  are  extended  to  farmers  who 
are  in  a  comparatively  better-income  status,  and  have  the 
opportunity  to  secure  such  credit  from  the  bank  of  coopera- 
tives should  not  be  denied  to  clients  of  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  when  the  farmers  are  making  such  a  splendid 
thowing  and  response  to  this  aid  and  assistance  from  the 
Federal  Government. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  win  my  col- 
league yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  % 
question,  though  not  about  the  pending  matter.  Did  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Actors'  Equity  appear  before  the  committee 
in  behalf  of  theater  projects? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  They  did.  A  number  came  before  us — ^I 
think  a  legal  representative  and  some  others. 

Mr.  JOIiNSON  of  Colorado.  Was  any  inquiry  made  by 
the  committee  as  to  whether  or  not  Communists  were  mem- 
bers of  the  Equity's  executive  council? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  think  not.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that. 
Some  gentlemen  came  to  my  office  and  said  that  there  were 
certain  Communist  members;  but,  of  course,  in  the  Joint 
resolution  there  is  a  provision  forbidding  granting  relief  to 
Communists  when  the  fact  of  their  being  Communists  Is 
demonstrated.  What  we  did  with  the  theatrical  projects  was 
simply  to  restore  them  to  a  commtHi  level  with  all  the  other 
projects;  that  is.  we  took  away  the  priority  which  they  had 
had  before,  in  that  no  contribution  was  required,  and  then 
we  took  out  the  discrimination  against  them  which  the  House 
put  in  which  forbade  the  use  of  Government  money  to  foster 
theatrical  projects,  an^  simply  left  them  on  a  par  with  all 
other  types  of  projects. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  thank  my  colleague. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  detain  the  Senate 
long. 

I  have  carefully  studied  the  work  of  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  in  the  State  of  Vermont,  and  the  record  is 
amazingly  good.  It  is  better,  in  fact,  than  the  record  re- 
ferred to  In  the  one  specific  case  mentioned  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

I  shall  not  read  to  the  Senate  all  of  the  letter  I  have  before 
me;  but  I  shall  point  out  scwne  essential  things  which.  If 
they  are  true  all  over  the  United  States,  Justify  Congress 
in  having  entire  faith  in  the  Farm  Security  Administration, 
and  supporting  It  with  all  the  vigor  we  can  afford. 

In  Vermont,  a  survey  was  made  which  showed  that  the 
800  standard  stabilization  borrowers  had  an  average  net 
Income  last  year — that  la,  the  year  1938.  this  letter  having 
reference  to  the  record  of  1939--of  $929.93  per  family,  as 
compared  with  $683.58  in  the  year  before  they  came  to  the 
Farm  Security  Administration  for  help. 

This  represents  an  Increase  of  36  percent.  These  families 
Increased  their  average  net  worth — that  is.  worth  above  all 
their  debts — by  29  percent  since  taking  advantage  of  the  pro- 
gram. They  added  $438,880  to  the  wealth  of  their  communi- 
ties, and  they  also  Increased  their  annual  incomes  by  a  total 
of  $197,078.  Of  course,  such  an  expanding  purchasing  power 
benefited  the  entire  community,  merchants  and  businessmen 
generally,  with  whom  farmers  have  to  deal. 

Hie  survey  showed  another  rather  interesting  fact — that 
these  borrowers  from  my  State  repaid  $357,776  into  the  Fed- 
eral Treasury  as  installments  on  loans  totaling  $810,408.  Of 
course.  Vermont  is  a  small  State,  and  relatively  this  is  a  small 
amoimt  of  borrowings — less  than  a  million  dollars;  but  when 
we  compare  the  total  amount  of  the  borrowings  viith  the  total 
amount  of  repayments,  it  is  a  splendid  record  and  reflects  not 
merely  the  Integrity  of  the  borrowers  but  the  efficient  opera- 
tion of  the  Farm  Security  Administration  by  way  of  advice 
and  help,  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  one  of  the  finest  elements 
of  that  particular  service. 

The  typical  rehabilitation  family  in  Vermont  has  borrowed 
$1,013.01  and  has  already  repaid  $447.22. 

In  a  limited  number  of  cases,  in  order  to  get  the  family  off 
to  a  sound  start,  small  grants  were  made  to  supplement  the 
loans.  Uusually  these  grants  were  Just  large  enough  to  tide 
the  family  over  until  it  could  make  its  first  crop.  They 
averaged  $2035  per  family,  or  a  total  of  $16,280.  over  a  4-year 
period. 

Another  fact  to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention  is  that 
the  Farm  Security  Administration  has  helped  these  poor 
people  to  work  out  a  way  of  adjustment  of  their  debt  con- 
dition. Local  farm  debt  adjustment  committees  were  set 
up  in  Vermont  for  that  purpose.    Iliey  had  no  legal  authority 
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to  compel  adjustments,  they  could  not  under  the  law  make 
a  creditor  reduce  his  debt,  and  so  the  transacticm  was  purely 
a  social  transaction,  in  which  the  spirit  of  the  whole  State 
entered,  in  a  desire  to  rehabilitate  this  fimdamental  activity 
of  the  State,  because  the  State  of  Vermont  recognizes  that 
agriculture  is  a  basic  industry  within  its  borders. 

Adjustments  have  been  made  which  are  reflected  in  the 
figures  given  in  the  letter  to  which  I  am  referring,  although 
the  figures  alone  do  not  represent  the  whole  value.  In 
other  words.  I  think  the  higher  value  in  these  adjustments 
is  the  encouragement  the  farmers  and  their  wives  and  chil- 
dren receive  for  the  future.  But  this  is  what  the  figures 
show.  Understand,  this  service  is  available  to  all  farmers, 
whether  or  not  they  were  rehabilitated  borrowers.  The 
service  was  spread  out  to  include  others  than  those  who 
had  become  borrowers. 

Altogether,  debt  reductions  totaling  $353,498  have  been 
negotiated  for  the  farmers  in  Vermont.  This  represents  a 
scaling  down  of  22.3  percent.  As  a  direct  result  of  these 
adjustments  $15,383  in  back  taxes  have  been  paid  to  local 
governmental  agencies. 

In  helping  out  new  borrowers  to  get  a  new  start,  this  Ad- 
ministration has  made  efforts  to  assist  them  in  getting  ade- 
quate sized  farms,  farms  which  would  pay  out.  The  figures 
will  make  some  Senators  smile,  because  of  the  relative  small- 
ness  of  the  farms,  but  they  are  significant  of  the  difference 
In  methods  of  agriculture  between  the  northeastern  part  of  the 
United  States  and  the  great  West.  The  borrowjrs  In  Ver- 
mont are  now  operating  on  an  average  of  183.10  acres,  or  an 
Increase  of  19.44  acres  since  they  came  tmder  the  program. 
This  increased  acreage  has  not  added  materially  to  the  pro- 
duction of  commercial  crops,  however,  since  virtually  every- 
thing raised  is  consumed  on  the  farm.  It  merely  means  a 
better  diet  and  a  better  standard  of  living  for  the  families 
Involved. 

I  shall  not  weary  the  Senate  with  other  details,  which  I 
think  are  equally  Interesting,  but  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  this  letter,  dated  March  19.  1940, 
signed  by  Will  W.  Anderson,  Administrator  of  the  Farm 
Security  Administration,  written  to  me  at  my  request. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

UNrrio  Statis  Department  of  ACRicrLTtrsi. 

Fakm  Sccuritt  Administkation. 

V/ashington,  March  19.  1:940. 
Hon.  WAUtEN  R.  Austin, 

United  States  Senate. 

DXAB  Senator  Austin:  In  accordance  with  your  telephone  re- 
quest, we  are  giving  you  the  results  of  a  survey  of  the  progress 
being  made  by  Fapn  Secxirlty  Adnilnlstra.tlon  borrowers  In  the 
State  of  Vermont.  ; 

We  are  proud  to  rep>ort  that  P.  8.  A.  borrowers  not  only  have  In- 
creased their  net  worth  and  annual  Income,  but  also  are  making 
satisfactory  progress  in  the  repayment  of  their  loans. 

The  survey  showed  that  the  800  standard  rehabilitation  borrow- 
ers In  your  State  had  an  average  net  Income  last  year  of  $929.93 
per  family,  as  compared  jirlth  $683  58  lA  the  year  before  they  came 
to  P  S.  A.  for  help.    This  represents  an  Increase  of  36  percent. 

Moreover,  these  families  increased  their  average  net  worth — over 
and  above  all  -^ebts — by  29  percent  since  coming  on  the  program. 

In  other  words,  these  families  not  only  have  added  $438,880  to 
the  wealth  of  their  communities,  but  they  also  have  Increased  their 
annual  incomes  by  a  total  of  $197,078.  This  expanding  purchasing 
power  has,  of  course,  been  a  considerable  benefit  to  the  merchants 
and  other  businessmen  of  the  State. 

At  the  same  time,  the  survey  showed  that  the  borrowers  in  your 
State  already  have  repaid  $357,776  into  the  Pederal  Treasury  as 
Installments  on  loans  totaling  $810,408.  The  typical  rehabilitation 
family  In  Vermont  has  borrowed  $1,013.01,  and  already  has  repaid 
M47,22.  Since  much  of  the  money  loaned  does  not  fall  due  for 
4  or  5  years,  there  Is  every  reason  to  expect  that  the  great  bulk  of 
It  will  be  repaid. 

We  feel  that  this  collection  record  Is  particularly  significant  be- 
cause, according  to  normal  business  standards,  our  borrowers  would 
certainly  not  be  considered  good  credit  risks  Rehabilitation  loans 
are  made  only  to  families  which  cannot  get  adequate  credit  any- 
where else,  and  nearly  all  of  them  either  had  been  on  relief  or  were 
approaching  the  relief  level. 

Although  the  rehabilitation  program  Is  Intended  to  meet  long- 
range  problems,  which  have  been  growing  steadily  worse  for  more 
than  a  generation.  It  Is  financed  out  of  relief  appropriations,  and 
It  takes  the  place  of  direct  relief  in  rural  areas.  It  Is  designed  to 
help  needy  farm  famUles  to  become  permanently  self-supporting. 
Instead  of  remaining  Indefinitely  dependent  on  relief. 


It  has  succeeded  largely  becatiae  every  loan  Is  accompanied  by 
advice  and  guidance  In  sound  farming  methods,  to  make  sure  that 
the  money  is  put  to  the  best  possible  use.  There  Is  ample  evidence 
that  this  guidance  and  technical  training  Is  the  most  Important 
part  of  the  rehabilitation  program.  Without  It,  few  of  the  families 
would  have  been  able  to  make  much  progress  or  to  repay  their 
loans. 

In  a  limited  number  of  cases.  In  order  to  get  the  family  off  to  a 
sound  start,  small  grants  have  been  made  to  supplement  the  loan. 
Usually  these  grants  were  Just  large  enough  to  tide  the  family  over 
until  it  could  make  Its  first  crop.  They  have  averaged  $20.35  per 
family,  or  a  total  of  $16,280  over  a  4-year  period. 

Often  it  has  been  necessary  to  work  out  an  adjustment  of  the 
family's  old  debts,  before  rehabilitation  could  be  successful.  Local 
farm  debt  adjustment  committees  have  l>een  set  up  for  this  pur- 
pose. They  have  no  legal  authority  to  compel  adjustments,  but  by 
bringing  the  farmer  and  his  creditors  together  for  a  friendly  dis- 
cussion, they  usually  are  able  to  arrange  a  scale-down  of  the  obli- 
gations, reduced  interest  rates,  or  extension  of  the  payment  period. 
Such  adjustments  frequently  save  the  farmer  from  foreclosure,  and 
at  the  same  time  enable  the  creditors  to  get  sulMtantlal  payments 
on  what  might  otherwise  have  been  bad  debts. 

This  service  is  available  to  all  farmers,  whether  or  not  they  are 
rehabilitation  borrowers.  Altogether,  debt  reductions  totaling 
$353,498  have  been  negotiated  for  the  farmers  in  Vermont.  This 
represents  a  scale-down  of  223  percent.  As  a  direct  result  of  these 
adjustments.  $15,383  in  back  taxes  has  been  paid  to  local  govern- 
mental agencies. 

In  helping  rehabilitation  borrowers  to  plan  their  farm  opera- 
tions, we  always  urge  them  to  gtt  away  from  one-crop  farming. 
and  to  raise  as  much  as  possible  of  their  food  and  feed  supplies. 
The  progress  they  ar.^  making  M  Indicated  by  the  fact  that  the 
borrowers  in  your  Strto  produced  $188,126  worth  of  goods  for  home 
consumption  last  year,  as  compared  with  only  $134,808  worth 
before  they  came  Into  the  P.  8.  A  program. 

These  families  canned  160,864  quarts  of  fruits  and  vegetables  last 
year,  or  an  average  of  201  quarts  per  family  for  home  consumption. 
They  also  produced  308864  gallons  of  milk,  an  average  of  386  gal- 
lons, and  75J06  tons  of  forage,  an  average  of  approximately  95 
tons.  This  kind  of  diversified  farming  has  meant  a  higher  standard 
of  living,  a  better  diet,  and  usually  a  marked  improvement  In 
health. 

One  of  the  most  common  reasons  for  past  failure  among  the 
families  which  come  to  P.  8.  A.  for  help  was  that  they  had  not 
farmed  enough  acreage  to  make  a  living.  In  helping  our  borrowers 
to  get  a  new  start,  we  have  made  every  effort  to  assist  them  in  get- 
ting adequate-size  farms.  Consequently,  the  borrowers  in  Vermont 
are  now  operating  an  average  of  183  1  acres,  or  an  Increase  of  19  44 
acres,  s'nce  they  came  on  the  program  This  Increased  ocreage  has 
not  added  materially  to  the  production  of  commercial  crops  how- 
ever, since  virtually  everything  raised  on  it  is  con.iumed  on  the 
farm.  It  simply  means  a  better  diet  and  a  better  sUndard  of 
living  for  the.se  families. 

Another  main  objective  of  P.  8.  A.  Is  to  help  tenants  and  share- 
croppers get  more  secure  land-tenure  arrangements  so  they  can 
plan  ahead  for  crop  rotations.  soU  conservation,  and  other  sound 
farming  practices.  The  survey  Indicated  that  96  tenants  In  Ver- 
mont have  obtained  written  leases  in  place  of  verbal  agreements 

In  making  the  survey  cur  field  workers  found  that  there  are 
6.251  families  In  Vermont  which  are  eligible  and  In  need  of  rehabili- 
tation loans  but  have  been  unable  to  get  them  because  of  our 
limited  funds. 

Aside  from  the  rehabilitation  program,  the  Parm  Security  Ad- 
ministration's most  Important  job  Is  to  make  loans  under  the 
Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  to  tenants,  sharecroppers  and 
farm  laborers  to  enable  them  to  purchase  family-size  farms  of  their 
own. 

While  It  has  been  necessary  to  confine  loans  to  certain  counties 
because  of  the  limited  funds  available,  wc  had  made  four  such  loans 
In  Vermont,  totaling  $31,750,  up  to  the  end  of  the  last  fiscal  year 
This    year   we   are   expecting   to    make   about   six    Bankhead-Jones 
loans  in  Vermont,  totaling  approximately  $37,000. 

This  has  been  a  rather  detailed  report,  but  I  felt  that  the  In- 
formation might  be  useful  to  you.    If  you  would  like  to  have  any 
further  details  about  our  program  I  hope  you  will  let  me  know 
Sincerely, 

Wnx  W.  Alexander. 

Administrator. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  yield? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  What  Is  the  present  interest  charge 
the  borrowers  pay? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    It  is  less  than  the  prevailing  rate  of  interest. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  was  sure  It  was.  and  I  was  very  much 
Interested  in  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont. 
This  seems  to  have  been  a  very  fine  and  helpful  Influence  to 
the  farmers  of  his  State.  It  also  has  been  most  helpful  in 
the  other  States  of  the  country.  I  wondered  whether  the 
Senator  knew  what  the  present  Interest  rate  is. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  do  not  know  what  it  is.  but  I  know  that 
I  helped  to  get  some  loans  which  were  carrying  a  high  rate 
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of  interest  changed  to  loans  which  would  carry  only  a  mod- 
erate rate  of  interest,  and  to  induce  the  creditors  to  scale 
down  their  principal  and  to  put  the  loans  on  such  a  basis 
that  the  farmers  would  have  a  living  chance  to  pay  them  off. 
The  way  it  works  is  psychological,  as  well  as  economical. 
It  cheers  up  and  encourages  those  who  are  on  the  farms 
to  go  ahead,  and.  besides  that,  it  affords  them  very  practical 
advice  and  help.  If  there  is  a  reason  why  the  fanners  have 
been  unable  to  pay  ofT,  other  than  the  amount  of  the  debt 
and  the  rate  of  interest,  the  adjustment  committees  find  it 
cut,  and  undertake  to  tell  the  farmers  why  it  was  they  got 
into  the  shape  in  which  they  found  themselves.  It  worked 
very  well. 

The  PRESIDEI^  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin fMr.  La  PollettkI. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  is  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  about  to  move  a  recess? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  am. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  want  a  record  vote  on  the  amend- 
ment. $0  i  should  like  to  have  it  go  over, 

I  XXCCUTIVS    mSSACBS    REmtRES 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore,  as  in  executive  session, 
laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nominations,  which  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(Por  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

Rcccaa 

Mr.  BARKLXY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess 
imtil  tomorrow  at  12  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  58 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow, 
Saturday,  June  15.  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


I  NOMINA'nONS 

Executive  nominations   received   by   the   Senate   June   14 

(leoislative  day  of  May  28),  1940 

AppourriczifT  ut  thk  Regular  Army 

First  Lt.  Edwin  Joseph  Sunderville,  Veterinary  Corps  Re- 
serve, to  be  first  lieutenant.  Veterinary  Corps,  with  rank 
from  date  of  appointment. 

Appoiktmknt,  bt  Transfer,  in  the  Regular  Army 
to  signal  corps 

Capt.  Ross  Thatcher  Sampson,  Infantry,  with  rank  from 
June  12,  1940. 

ApponmccNTS  in  the  Navy 

Hie  following-named  meritorious  noncommissioned  of- 
ficers to  be  second  lieutenants  in  the  Marine  Cor];}s  from 
the  20th  day  of  June  1940: 

Corp.  WUliam  M.  GilllanL 

Corp.  Wade  M.  Jackson. 

Corp.  David  E.  Marshall. 

The  following-named  citizens  to  be  second  lieutenants  in 
the  Marine  Corps  from  the  25th  day  of  Jime  1940: 

David  Ahee.  a  citizen  of  Arizona. 

Paul  H.  Allbrlght,  a  citizen  of  Arkansas. 

Earl  E.  Anderson,  a  citizen  of  West  Virginia. 

Wendell  W.  Andrews,  a  citizen  of  South  Dakota. 

Henry  Aplington  II,  a  citizen  of  California. 

James  O.  Appleyard.  a  citizen  of  Illlnois. 

Robert  H.  Armstrong,  a  citizen  of  Alabama. 

Robert  M.  Ash,  a  citizen  of  Illinois. 

John  D.  Atkins,  Jr.,  a  citizen  of  North  Carolina. 

Prank  L.  Avbel.  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvania. 

Charles  R.  Baker,  a  citizen  of  Maryland. 

Allen  T.  Bamum,  a  citizen  of  Texas. 

Edward  M.  Barrett,  a  citizen  of  Washington. 

Roy  J.  Batterton,  Jr.,  a  citizen  of  Kentucky. 

Kenneth  H.  Bayer,  a  citizen  of  New  York. 

Prancis  X.  Beamer,  a  citizen  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

James  O.  Bell,  a  citizen  of  Kentucky. 


Alexander  R.  Benson,  a  citizen  of  New  York. 

Orville  V.  Bergren,  a  citizen  of  North  Dakota. 

James  H.  Biddy,  a  citizen  of  Mississippi. 

Patil  H.  Bhrd.  a  citizen  of  Colorado. 

William  M.  Bryan,  Jr.,  a  citizen  of  South  Carolina. 

Earl  A.  Cash,  a  citizen  of  Massachusetts. 

Hugh  J.  Chapman,  a  citizen  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mason  P.  Chronister,  a  citizen  of  Maryland. 

Max  B.  Clinkinbeard,  a  citizen  of  Kansas. 

Darrell  L.  Cool,  a  citizen  of  Montana. 

Walter  P.  Cornnell,  a  citizen  of  Virginia. 

Stoddard  O.  Cortelyou.  a  citizen  of  California. 

Lloyd  O.  Coutts,  a  citizen  of  Massachusetts. 

Winsor  V.  Crockett,  Jr..  a  citizen  of  Utah. 

Victor  J.  Croizat.  a  citizen  of  Massachusetts. 

Claude  B.  Cross,  a  citizen  of  Oklahoma. 

Prancis  P.  Daly,  a  citizen  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

John  E.  Decher,  Jr.,  a  citizen  of  New  York. 

John  L.  Donnell,  a  citizen  of  North  Carolina. 

William  R.  Dorr,  Jr.,  a  citizen  of  California. 

Clifford  B.  Drake,  a  citizen  of  California. 

Walter  L.  Eddy.  Jr..  a  citizen  of  Rhode  Island. 

Emll  P.  Eschenburg,  a  citizen  of  Michlgao. 

Edward  V.  Plnn,  a  citizen  of  Connecticut. 

Clyde  P.  Ford,  a  citizen  of  South  Dakota. 

Fred  J.  Frazer.  a  citizen  of  Ohio. 

Ernest  C.  Fusan,  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvania. 

Walter  C.  Goodpasture,  Jr.,  a  citizen  of  Georgia. 

Elbert  D.  Graves,  a  citizen  of  Indiana. 

John  W.  Graves,  a  citizen  of  California. 

John  H.  Qustafson.  a  citizen  of  New  Mexico. 

Victor  J.  Harwlck,  a  citizen  of  New  York. 

Robert  O.  Hawkins,  a  citizen  of  Connecticut. 

Thomas  H.  Healy.  a  citizen  of  Massachusetts. 

Wade  H.  Hltt.  a  citizen  of  Virginia. 

Walter  Holomon,  a  citizen  of  Alabama. 

John  P.  Holt,  a  citizen  of  Wisconsin. 

Marshall  J.  Hooper,  a  citizen  of  Alabama. 

Nicholas  L.  Hottl.  a  citizen  of  Montana. 

Kenneth  C.  Houston,  a  citizen  of  Wisconsin. 

Wilson  P.  Humphreys,  a  citizen  of  New  Jersey. 

Homer  G.  Hutchinson,  Jr..  a  citizen  of  Georgia. 

John  R.  Ivey.  a  citizen  of  Georgia. 

Paul  T.  Johnston,  a  citizen  of  Nebraska. 

Paul  M.  Jones,  a  citizen  of  Connecticut. 

William  P.  Kaempfer,  a  citizen  of  New  York. 

George  B.  Klantner.  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvania. 

Bernard  T.  Kelly,  a  citizen  of  Illinois. 

John  W.  Kennedy,  Jr.,  a  citizen  of  Mississippi. 

Walter  T.  Kerttula,  a  citizen  of  Montana. 

Karl  W.  Kolb,  a  citizen  of  Georgia. 

Carl  V.  Larsen,  a  citizen  of  Oregon. 

Crawford  B.  Lawton,  a  citizen  of  South  Carolina. 

Walter  E.  Lischeid,  a  citizen  of  Minnesota. 

Will.E.  Madden,  a  citizen  of  Indiana. 

Charles  S.  Manning,  a  citizen  of  South  Carolina. 

Kenneth  E.  Martin,  a  citizen  of  Wyoming. 

Marlin  C.  Martin,  Jr..  a  citizen  of  Kansas. 

Phillip  B.  May,  a  citizen  of  Virginia. 

Robert  C.  Maze,  a  citizen  of  California. 

William  S.  McLaughlin,  a  citizen  of  Massachusetts. 

Paul  B.  McNlcol,  a  citizen  of  Massachusetts. 

George  G.  Megrail,  a  citizen  of  West  Virginia. 

Robert  F.  Meldnim,  a  citizen  of  Callfomia. 

Robert  A.  Merchant,  Jr..  a  citizen  of  New  Jersey. 

Ross  S.  Mickey,  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvania. 

Hector  R.  Migneault,  a  citizen  of  Massachusetts. 

Harry  T.  Milne,  a  citizen  of  Oregon. 

Richard  I.  Moss,  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvania. 

Pranklln  B.  Nihart.  a  citizen  of  California. 

Arba  L.  Norton,  a  citizen  of  Texas. 

Thomas  J.  O'Connor,  a  citizen  of  Nebraska. 

Robert  J.  Oddy,  a  citizen  of  South  Dakota. 

Jeff  P.  Overstreet,  a  citizen  of  Mississippi. 

Edward  L.  Peoples,  a  citizen  of  Iowa. 
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Ttllmiin  N,  PptfT*.  «  ritlxm  of  TffntMSMt. 
lUlph  L,  Pipe*,  A  cltiM»n  of  MftlM, 
JonnN  M.  Piatt,  n  rItiMn  of  Rhod«  U\%nd, 
D»nirl  B.  PtritttMll,  »  <'l(t/4«n  of  South  C«rollfUk 
■uptliit*  D,  ProtiovoKt,  ft  cKlxrn  of  North  DftkoUk 
John  A.  Pittli,  n  cHlxrn  of  South  Utkotii, 
Robrrt  T,  Kitby,  a  cltt/fn  of  PennHylv«nl«, 
Iftric  K  Rudford,  Jr.,  •  oltiMn  of  MiMourl. 
Jamrn  t>,  rtitmMy,  a  etttxi»n  of  ArlcMniiM. 
lluwMrd  J  Klri«,  »  citlxrn  of  Mlrhi«»n. 
Mulon  H,  Rtrhf,  a  oltlMn  of  LoulntAiw. 
WftllAct*  H.  lioblnMon,  Jr.,  a  clttMn  of  th«  XXttrlot  of  Oe- 
lumblA. 
Lryton  M,  Roieri,  a  elttxrn  of  Vermont, 
AlbtTt  If  s<hlfrman.  a  cJMwn  of  Wiwhinfton. 
Di  n'4ld  M  Bctmiuck.  a  citizen  of  ColofAdo, 
Frederick  A.  SeimeAri,  a  cittKen  of  CAlifornlA. 
Robert  D  ShafTer,  a  citizen  of  Illinois, 
Ai:an  L.  Shepard.  A  citizen  of  Oregon. 
Carleton  E.  Simensen,  a  citizen  of  North  Dakota. 
Frederic  R.  Smith,  a  citizen  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Robert  E.  Snider,  a  citizen  of  South  Dakota. 
Prancis  T.  Snyder,  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvania. 
Raymond  O.  Sammers.  a  citizen  of  Oklahoma. 
William  H.  Souder.  Jr.,  a  citizen  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Edward  M.  Staab.  Jr.,  a  citizen  of  Ohio. 
Elmer  E.  Sutphin  3d.  a  citizen  of  New  Jersey. 
Robert  T.  Sweeney,  a  citizen  of  Kentucky. 
Robert  Y.  Stratton.  a  citizen  of  Washington. 
Robert  D.  Taplett.  a  citizen  of  South  Dakota. 
Harry  W.  Taylor,  a  citizen  of  South  Carolina. 
Eugene  N.  Thompson,  a  citizen  of  California. 
Rol)ert  J.  Tiula?ke,  a  citizen  of  Missouri. 
Walton  L.  Turner,  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvania. 
Clarence  E.  Van  Ray,  a  citizen  of  North  Dakota. 
Charles  E.  Warren,  a  citizen  of  Oregon. 
George  P.  Waters.  Jr.,  a  citizen  of  Tennessee. 
John  A.  White,  a  citizen  of  Missouri. 
Elliott  Wilson,  a  citizen  of  Ohio. 
John  WinterhoUer,  a  citizen  of  Wyoming. 
Herl)ert  F.  Woodbury,  a  citizen  of  Rhode  Island. 
Alexander  M.  Worth.  Jr..  a  citizen  of  North  Carolina. 
Richard  W.  Wyczawskl,  a  citizen  of  Indiana. 
Howard  A.  York,  a  citizen  of  Washington. 
Kermit  C.  Zieg.  a  citizen  of  Ohio. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

-  -       Friday,  June  14,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker. 

The    Chaplain,    Rev.   James    Shera    Montgomery,    D.    D., 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

Our  Father  in  heaven,  persuade  us  that  to  know  thfe  duty 
of  the  hour  Is  wisdom  and  to  discharge  our  obligations  is  a 
great  virtue.  Enable  us  to  live  up  to  Thy  rule  of  right  and 
to  have  a  growing  faith  Tin  the  God  of  our  fathers,  whose 
chivalry  of  soul  and  vision  of  a  just  government  challenge 
the  admiration  of  humankind.  Today  let  a  halo  of  Thy 
presence  be  thrown  over  our  country:  speak  the  eternal 
truths  which  change  not.  Almighty  God,  we  thank  Thee 
for  our  Republic  and  for  its  historic  institutions.  May  they 
ever  abide  for  their  glory  and  perpetuity  upon  the  inalienable 
and  God-given  rights  of  man;  ever  inspire  us  to  keep  the 
trust,  revere  the  truth,  and  honor  Thy  decrees.  We  praise 
Thee  for  our  glorious  flag,  for  all  it  symbolizes  and  teaches 
us.  In  song  and  in  story,  may  it  be  honored  today  in  city, 
hamlet,  and  countryside,  especially  by  the  youth  of  our 
land:  Ood  guide  And  bless  them.  Grant  that  its  beauteous 
folds  may  be  seen  in  our  brOAd.  open  skies.  telUng  of  the  on- 
ward sweep  of  liberty.  tolerAnce.  and  Justice,  In  the  spirit 
of  thr  Prince  of  Pmca.  with  lU  cetestial  whlt«,  its  sacrlfklAl 
crimson,  and  with  tht  itari  of  Thy  provUttnoe,  may  It  pom 


Ukf  a  rainbow  In  §^9rY  storm  cloud  of  strife  and  dliicontent. 
dcclAring  (he  unity  And  fAlth  of  a  free.  Christian  peoplt.  in 
our  dear  Redeemer's  name.   Amen, 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedlnis  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MBSAAOi  mOM  TMI  MNATI 

A  mnasAge  frnm  the  SenAti*,  by  Mr,  Fraxlnr,  Its  IrglslAtlve 
clerk,  Mnnouncrd  that  the  Sennio  surrra  to  thr  report  of  the 
committee  of  cunfprrnot  en  thi«  diMitttrerinK  votrs  of  the  two 
KouMts  on  th(i  Amendment  of  iht<  SenAU  to  lh«  bill  <ll,  R. 
3140 »  sntltlt^d  "An  ACt  to  Amend  (ho  Act  rntltlod  'An  net  for 
mAklng  furtht^r  and  morr  rffectUAl  provision  for  the  national 
dtfenif,  and  for  othrr  purpoMi,'  approved  June  3,  1910,  at 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes," 

Thr  message  also  announced  that  th«  Benats  aatsm  to  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
No.  17  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8913)  entitled  "An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other 
purposes." 

MESSAGE  ntOM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 
of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the  House  that  on  the 
following  dates  the  President  approved  and  signed  bills  and" 
Joint  resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 
On  June  11.  1940: 

H.  R.  169.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and  or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior boundaries  of  the  Cleveland  National  Forest  in  San 
Diego  County,  Calif.; 

H.  R.  952.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Indians  who  have  paid 
taxes  on  allotted  Itmds  for  which  patents  in  fee  were  issued 
without  application  by  or  consent  of  the  allottees  and  subse- 
quently canceled,  and  for  the  reimbursement  of  public  sub- 
divisions by  whom  judgments  for  such  claims  have  been 
paid; 

H.  R.  2009.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and  or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior boundaries  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  Calif.; 

H.  R.  6158.  An  act  authorizing  the  selection  of  a  site  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  erection  thereon  of  a  statue 
of  George  Washington; 

H.  R.  6668.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  convey  to  the  State  of  North  Carolina  for  use  in 
connecUon  with  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  certain  land  within 
the  Cherokee  Indian  Reservation  in  the  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina; 

H.  R.  7072.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Esther  Ross; 

H.  R.  7147.  An  act  to  amend  the  service  pension  acts  per- 
taining to  the  War  with  Spain.  Philippine  Insurrection,  and: 
the  China  Relief  Expedition  to  include  certain  continuous 
service; 

H.  R.  7530.  An  act  to  transfer  the  site  and  buildings  of  the 
Tomah  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 

H.R.  7811.  An  act  to  establish  the  Hot  Springs  division, 
of  the  Western  Judicial  District  of  Arkansas; 

H.R.  7901.  An  act  to  transfer  certain  Indian  lands  to  the 
Grand  River  Dam  Authority,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R.  8119.  An  act  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code  so  as  to 
confer  concurrent  jurisdiction  on  courts  of  the  United  States 
over  crimes  committed  on  certain  Federal  reservations; 

H.R. 8283.  An  act  to  amend  section  4370  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  States  (U.  S.  C.  1934  edition.  tiUe 
46.  sec.  316) : 

H.  R.  8292.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Erich  Hecht,  Crete  J  U 
Hecht.  and  Erich  P.  Hecht,  Jr.; 

H.R. 8438.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Navy 
Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941,  And  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8462.  An  Act  to  declare  Frankford  Creek,  Pa„  to  be 
A  nonnavlsAble  stream; 

H,  R.  §476,  An  Act  to  limit  the  Interpretatloo  of  the  ttrtn 
"prcducU  of  American  fisheriea"} 
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H.R, 9971.  An  act  to  Mttnd  the  falitenoe  of  the  Alaskan 
Xntemational  Miahway  OoounlMlon  for  an  additional  4  yean, 
and  for  other  puipoeeti 

K,  R.  0t»4,  An  act  to  proHdt  for  tha  aftabllshmeni  of  the 
Cumberland  Gap  NatlOMl  Miatortoai  Park  in  Tenneaeee, 
Kentucky,  and  Vlnlnlai 

M.  R.  0499,  An  act  making  It  a  misdemeanor  to  stow  away 
on  veaeels  ena aoed  In  interaUte  or  foreign  oommeree  and  pro- 
viding puniihmtnt  therefor; 

M.  R.  9006,  An  act  to  postpone  for  1  year  the  date  of  the 
tranamlsslon  to  Oongreae  by  the  United  States  Coronado 
Ixposltlon  Oommiselon  of  a  statement  of  lU  expenditures; 

K.  J,  Raa .  400.  Joint  reioluUofi  providing  for  an  annual 
appropriation  to  meet  the  ihare  of  the  United  States  towArd 
the  expenses  of  the  ZnternAtlonal  Technical  Committee  of 
Aerial  LegAl  Experts,  and  for  pArtlclpatlon  In  the  meetings 
of  the  International  Technical  Committee  of  Aerial  Legal 
Experts  and  the  commissions  established  by  that  Committee; 

H.J. Res. 406.  Joint  resolution  for  more  uniform  coverage 
under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts  of  1935  and  1937,  the 
Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937,  and  subchapter  B  of  chapter  9 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  537.  Joint  Resolution  to  make  temporary  emer- 
gency provision  for  the  determination  of  foreign  construc- 
tion costs  under  section  502  (b)  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act.  1936,  as  amended. 

On  June  12,  1940: 

H.  R.  5827.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deporta- 
tion proceedings  in  the  case  of  John  L.  Harder  and  children, 
Paul  William  Harder.  Irvin  W.  Harder,  Edna  Justlna 
Harder,  Elsie  Anna  Harder,  and  Elizabeth  Harder; 

H.  R.  9109.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  other  activities  charge- 
able in  whole  or  in  part  against  the  revenues  of  such  Dis- 
trict for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  lor  other 
purposes; 

H.R. 9185.  An  act  to  amend  section  73  of  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  a  government  for  the  Territory  of  Ha- 
waii." approved  April  30,  1900.  as  amended; 

H.R. 9262.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  examination  of 
civilian  nautical  schools  and  for  the  inspection  of  vessels 
used  in  connection  therewith,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9326.  An  act  to  provide  educational  employees  of  the 
public   schools  of  the  District   of  Columbia   with   leave  of 
absence,  with  part  pay.  for  purposes  of  educational  improve- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes. 
On  June  13.  1940: 

H.  R.  5584.  An  act  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone  Code; 

H.  R.  7019.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  provid- 
ing punishment  for  the  killing  or  assaulting  of  Federal 
ofllcers; 

H.  R.  9209.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Military 
Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9243.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  promotion  of  promo- 
tion-list oflQcers  of  the  Army  after  specified  years  of  service 
in  grade,  and  for  other  purjxxses;  and 

H.  R.  9700.  An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

TRANSFER  OF  CONSTRUCTIGN  CORPS  TO  THE  UNB  OF  THl!  IfAVT 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  Immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  S.  4027, 
to  transfer  the  active  list  of  the  Construction  Corps  to  the 
line  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson  1? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object.  wlU  the  gentleman  explain  this  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  CHwrgla.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  object  and  pur- 
pose of  this  bill  is  to  transfer  to  the  line  of  the  Nevy  whAt  Is 
known  as  th«  Oonstrucilon  Oorpe.  which  is  a  technlcAl  corps 
m  the  NAVy  that  hu  to  do  with  the  conatructlon  of  shipa, 
vndiT  A  Mil  paiiod  »  ftw  dayi  ago  we  eetatolished  what  le 


known  aa  the  Bureau  of  Shipe,  Already  tn  the  line  of  the 
Navy  art  the  two  oUmht  •nglneoring  oorpi.  the  aaronautleal 
engineen  and  the  aoilaMra  known  aa  the  I.  D.  O.  Tlicy  are 
already  In  the  line  of  the  Navy,  but  th*  OonetruoUoD  Oorpe  la 
in  the  staff  of  the  Navy, 

Mr.  MAAS.    WlU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia,  X  yield  to  the  genUeflmn  from 
MInneeotA. 

Mr.MAAS.  Xt  li really  (ooarry  out  tht ooiMOlMiMon of  the 
two  buraaus  eovered  by  a  bUl  which  the  Oongreae  paaeed 
rsosntly?    This  is  a  eooeolidation  of  personnel? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Oeonla.    Xtls, 

Mr,  MARTIN  of  MaiBAohuggUg.  Thia  ii  s  Dgotaiary  lup- 
plement  to  the  other  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Oeorg la.    Yes. 

Mr.  PISH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  OeorglA.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  FISH.  There  is  nothing  in  this  bill  which  permits  the 
sale  of  warships  to  foreign  countries? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Not  at  all.  Let  me  say  in  con- 
nection with  that.  I  know  of  no  law  which  permits  the  sale 
of  any  obsolete  or  reconditioned  destroyers  without  an  act  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  wanted  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  there  is  any 
such  law. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  know  of  no  such  law. 

Mr.  FISH.  What  does  it  mean  when  we  read  newspaper 
reports  that  35  of  our  destroyers  are  going  to  be  sold  abroad? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  If  any  destroyers  are  going  to  be 
sold,  Ck)ngress  must  give  the  permission  to  sell  them,  and  I  am 
unalterably  opposed  to  the  sale  of  any  battleships,  destroyers, 
or  anything  of  that  kind  without  an  act  of  Congress. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  further  reserving  the  right  to 
object,  let  me  ask  this  question:  The  President  has  the  right 
to  do  that? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  As  I  said,  no;  as  far  as  I  am 
aware,  I  know  of  no  law  that  permits  anybody  to  sell  Govern- 
ment property  of  that  character  without  an  act  of  Congress. 

Mr.  FISH.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  entirely  contrary  to  our 
American  tradition? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Why.  of  course,  it  is.  We  need 
all  the  ships  we  can  get  for  ourselves. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Construction  Corps  of  the  Navy  Is 
hereby  abolished,  but  nothing  herein  shall  affect  the  status,  rights, 
or  obligations  of  any  officer  now  on  the  retired  Ust  of  the  CcHistruc- 
tlon  Corps. 

MAVAL  CONSTRTTCTOBS  THAMSFZXEB)  TO  THX  LIMX :   8TATDB  UPON  TBANSTEB 

Sec.  2.  Officers  now  on  the  active  list  of  the  ConstrucUon  CoepB 
are  hereby  transferred  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  Khai)  be  commis- 
sioned accordingly.    Each  officer  so  transferred  sbaU — 

(a)  Be  designated  for  engineering  duty  only. 

(b)  Occupy  the  rank  and  grade  corresponding  to  those  held  by 
him  in  the  Construction  Corps. 

(c)  Continue  amenable  to  disciplinary  action  to  the  same  extent 
in  all  respects  as  if  not  transferred. 

(d)  Be  an  additional  number  in  the  grade  to  which  transferred 
and  in  any  grade  to  which  he  may  thereafter  be  promoted. 

(e)  Have  the  Ilne*d  position  and  precedence  In  the  line  which  a 
board  of  naval  officers  finds  that  he  would  have  had  If  he  had 
remained  In  the  line  or  If  his  original  appointment  had  been  In  the 
line,  and  the  finding  of  such  board  when  approved  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  shall  be  conclusive  for  all  purposes:  Prot;<<l«l,  That  the 
existing  relative  rank,  precedence,  or  seniority  among  themselves  of 
officers  transferred  by  thl«  act  shall  not  be  altered  by  such  transfer. 

(f)  Except  as  herein  otherwise  provided,  be  governed  by  the  pro- 
Visions  of  existing  laws  and  of  laws  hereafter  enacted  relating  to 
line  ofBoers  assigned  to  engineering  duty  only. 

AOJtnrTMCirr  or  statvs 

8t)c  S.  For  the  purpose  of  adjusting  the  status  in  the  line  of  tiM 
oflkwrs  transferred  thereto  by  tbls  act.  tbe  foUowUM  sbaU  govwn 
with  reirpsot  to  such  officers; 

(B)  l«<<h  ofBeer  shall  become  etlfftbls  lor  sonsMtoffstlon  by  •  tins 
sel^etion  bonfd  an  of  the  dsu  the  nest  jutilor  line  oflkMf  hprmnM 
flllslblf  ihpntnr.  nubiPH  to  th«  previsions  of  seetlon  7  (s)  of  this 
set,  Hh({  ih§  Mtmti  I'lifthlllty  rale  ihsii  spply  to  eii  tfiher  uamtt 
dssifftsied  h/r  »n«ift«^in|  eulf  enljr. 
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n>)  Each  officer  who  at  the  time  of  transfer  ha»  been  passed  over 
one  or  more  times  In  the  rank  In  which  transferred  shall  be  re- 
garded as  having  failed  of  selection  as  best  fitted  once  only. 

(c)  Eacb  captain  whoee  date  of  commission  In  such  rank  Is 
earlier  than  Pebniary  2.  1933,  shall.  If  promoted  pursuant  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  first  line  selection  beard  convened  for  his 
rank  after  the  date  of  this  act,  have  the  date  of  commission  and 
the  precedence  wblcb  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Navy  finds  that  he  would 
bave  had  If  he  had  remained  In  the  line  or  If  his  original  appoint- 
ment had  been  In  the  line :  Provided.  That  his  existing  relative  rank, 
precedence,  or  seniority  shall  not  be  altered  thereby  with  reference 
to  other  such  officers  advanced  to  the  rank  of  rear  admiral  pursuant 
to  the  recommendation  of  the  same  or  an  earlier  selection  board. 

(d)  Commanders  and  lieutenant  conimanders  who.  while  In  the 
rank  In  which  transferred,  have  been  considered  by  staff  selection 
boards  shall.  If  promoted  pursuant  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
first  line  selection  board  convened  for  their  rank  after  the  date 
of  approval  of  this  act,  have  the  date  of  conunlssion  and  the 
precedence  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  finds  that  they  wotild 
have  had  If  such  promotion  had  occurred  prior  to  their  transfer. 

AoomoNAL  omcras  to  bk  designated  roa  engineering  dxttt  onlt: 

STATUS  AND  DUTIES 

Sbc.  4.  (a)  OfBcers  heretofore  appointed  or  designated  for  the 
performance  of  aeronautical-engineering  duty  only  in  accordance 
with  the  act  of  June  5.  1935  (49  Stat.  323:  U.  S.  C,  Supp.  V,  tlUe 
34.  sec.  71a).  are  hereby  designated  for  engineering  duty  only  and 
no  further  appointments  or  designations  shall  be  made  under  that 
act,  which  is  hereby  repealed. 

(b)  The  provision  of  the  act  approved  August  29,  1916  (39  Stat. 
580;  U.  8.  C,  title  34.  sec.  71),  which  authorizes  the  assignment  of 
officers  "not  below  the  grade  of  lieutenant"  to  engineering  duty 
only  is  hereby  amended  by  deleting  the  word  "lieutenant"  and  in- 
serting in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "lieutenant   (Junior  grade)." 

(c)  Officers  designated  for  engineering  duty  only  shall  be  addi- 
tional numbers  in  grade  and  shall  not  succeed  to  command  except 
on  shore  and  then  only  as  authorized  by  the  S.^retary  of  the 
Navy. 

Sec  5.  (a)  The  number  of  rear  admirals  designated  for  engineer- 
ing duty  only  shall  be  reduced  to  six,  as  provided  in  this  section, 
and  thereafter  that  number  shall  be  the  permanent  authorized  num- 
ber of  such  officers.  In  the  meantime,  only  the  first  and  each 
alternate  succeeding  separation  of  such  officers  from  the  active 
list  shall  be  deemed  to  create  a  vacancy,  and  If  more  than  one 
vacancy  should  result  in  any  fiscal  year  the  excess  shall  not  be 
filled,  but  the  next  succeeding  separation  from  the  active  list  shall 
be  regarded  as  the  alternate  succeeding  separation  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section:  Provided,  That  the  line  selection  boards 
convened  in  the  fiscal  years  1941  and  1942  to  recommend  cap- 
tains for  promotion  to  the  grade  of  rear  admiral  shall  be  furnished 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  with  an  estimated  number  of  va- 
cancies in  that  grade  for  officers  designated  for  engineering  duty 
only,  which  number  shall  be  foxir  and  two.  respectively,  regard- 
less of  the  number  of  officers  separated  from  the  active  list. 

(b)  Officers  transferred  to  the  line  of  the  Navy  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  2  of  this  act  who,  at  the  time  of  transfer, 
have  been  recommended  for  advancement  to  the  rank  of  rear 
admiral,  and  those  who  may  be  so  reconunended  in  the  report  of 
the  selection  board  convened  .next  subsequent  to  the  date  of  ap- 
proval of  this  act  shall  be  eligible  for  promotion  on  January  2,  1941, 
upon  which  date  there  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  created  a 
number  of  vacancies  equal  to  the  number  of  such  officers  recom- 
mended for  promotion.  Except  as  above  provided,  each  captain 
designated  for  engineering  duty  only  on  the  promotion  list  for  the 
grade  of  rear  admiral  shall  be  promoted  to  rank  from  the  date 
stated  in  or  In  due  cotirse  to  be  stated  In,  the  commission  in  that 
grade  of  the  next  Junior  officer  on  the  f>romotlon  list  who  Is  not 
designated  for  engineering  duty  only. 

INTORMATION    TO    BE  riTRNISHED    SELECTION    BOARDS 

Sec.  6.  (a)  The  estimate  furnished  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  line-selectlon  boards  convened  for  the  consideration  of  captains, 
pursuant  to  section  8  (a)  of  the  act  approved  June  23,  1938  (52  Stat. 
M6:  U.  S.  C,  Supp.  V,  tlUe  34,  sec.  294).  shall  show  separately 
the  number  of  vacancies  existing  In  the  grade  of  rear  admiral 
among  officers  designated  for  engineering  duty  only  and  among 
officers  not  so  designated,  and  the  number  of  such  vacancies  esti- 
mated to  occur  before  the  end  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year. 
In  excess  of  the  number  of  officers  of  each  group  then  on  the 
promotion  list. 

(b)  The  statement  furnished  line  selection  boards  pursuant  to 
section  8  (a)  of  the  act  approved  Jxme  23,  1938  (52  Stat  946- 
U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V.  Utle  34.  soc.  294).  shall  Include  the  percentage 
of  engineering  duty  only  officers  adjudged  fitted  for  promotion 
which  shall  be  continued  on  the  active  list  to  meet  the  Imme- 
diate requirements  of  the  Navy. 

(c)  Each  line  selection  board  convened  for  the  consideration  of 
captains  shall  be  furnished  with  the  names  of  all  captains  eligible 
for  consideration  to  be  designated  for  retention  or  continuance  on 
the  acUve  list  pursuant  to  this  act.  In  addition  to  the  names  of 
captains  eligible  for  consideration  for  promotion  required  to  be 
furnished  such  board  by  section  8  (a)  of  the  act  approved  June  23 
1938  (52  Stat.  946:  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V,  title  34,  sec.  294). 

DUTIES    OF    SELECTION    BOABD 

Sec.  7.  (a)  The  recommendations  of  selection  beards  In  the  case 
of  officers  who  are  now  or  may  hereafter  be  designated  fcH-  engineer- 
ing duty  only  shall  be  based  upon  their  comparative  fitness  for  the 


duties  prescribed  for  them  by  law:  Provided,  That  no  captain  desig- 
nated for  engineering  duty  only  shall  be  eligible  for  consideration  by 
a  selection  boftrd  for  promotion  unless  the  estimate  of  vacancies 
furnished  that  board  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  In  compliance 
with  section  6  (a)  of  this  act  shows  one  or  more  vacancies  existing 
or  estimated  to  occur  In  the  grade  of  rear  admiral  among  officers 
designated  for  enplneering  duty  only,  but  any  such  captain  who  is 
promoted  pursuant  to  the  recommendation  of  the  first  selection 
board  by  wn:ch  he  was  considered  shall  be  given  In  his  new  commis- 
sion the  same  date  of  rank  which  has  been  or  In  due  course  will  be 
stated  in  the  commission  In  such  rank  of  the  senior  officer  below 
him  who  was  recommended  for  promotion  by  the  approved  report 
of  a  selection  board  which  did  not  consider  him  because  of  this 
proviso:  Provided  further.  That  no  captain  so  promoted  shall  be 
entitled  to  increased  pay  or  allowances  prior  to  the  date  of  tbe 
vacancy  to  which  promoted. 

(b)  Officers  designated  for  engineering  duty  only  may  be  recom- 
mended by  a  line  selection  board  as  best  fitted  for  promotion  to 
grades  below  rear  admiral,  pursuant  to  section  9  (a)  of  the  act  of 
June  23,  1938  (52  SUt.  947;  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V,  title  34,  sec.  297a),  In 
addition  to  the  number  of  estimated  vacancies  certified  to  the  board 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Sec.  8.  Each  selection  board  considering  captains  designated  for 
engineering  duty  only  shall — 

( a )  Prom  among  such  captains  who  have  twice  failed  of  selection 
as  best  fitted  designate  by  name  for  retention  on  the  active  list  in 
the  grade  of  captain  until  not  later  than  the  end  of  the  next  suc- 
ceeding fiscal  year  those  officers  whose  fitness,  in  the  opinion  of  at 
least  six  of  the  members,  warrants  their  retention.  Captains  so 
retained  shall  be  ineligible  for  consideration  for  recommendation 
for  promotion  by  subsequent  selection  boards,  but  shall  be  eligible 
for  consideration  by  such  txwrds  for  retention  on  the  active  list. 
If  not  again  designated  for  retention  on  the  active  list,  they  shall 
be  placed  on  the  retired  list  as  provided  in  section  9  of  this  act. 

(b)  When  the  number  of  Involuntary  retirements  in  any  fiscal 
year  pursuant  to  section  9  (c)  of  this  act  would  otherwise  exceed 
four,  designate  by  name  such  excess  of  officers  for  continuance  on 
the  active  list  until  the  end  of  the  next  fiscal  year:  Provided,  That 
such  officers  shall  be  Ineligible  for  consideration  for  recommenda- 
tion for  promotion  by  subsequent  selection  boards,  but  shall  ha 
eligible  for  consideration  for  continuance  on  the  active  list.  If 
not  again  designated  for  continuance  on  the  active  list,  they  shall 
l>e  placed  on  the  retired  list  as  provided  in  section  9  of  this  act. 

RETnuncENT 
Sec.  9.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (c)  of  this  section, 
each  officer  in  the  grade  of  captain  designated  for  retention  on  the 
active  list  pursuant  to  section  8  (a)  of  this  act  shall  be  transferred 
to  the  retired  ILst  on  June  30  of  the  next  succeeding  fiscal  year  or 
on  the  1st  day  of  the  month  following  that  In  which  he  attains  the 
age  of  Gl  years,  whichever  shall  occur  first. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (c)  of  this  section,  each 
officer  described  in  section  8  (a)  of  this  act  who  is  not  designated 
pursuant  thereto  for  retention  on  the  active  list  shall  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  retired  list  on  June  30  of  the  fiscal  year  In  which  he 
fails  of  such  designation  or  on  the  1st  day  of  the  month  following 
that  in  which  he  attains  the  age  of  61  years,  whichever  shall  occur 
first. 

(c)  No  officer  transferred  to  the  grade  of  captain  by  section  2  of 
this  act  shall  be  retired  pursuant  to  subsection  (a)  or  (b)  of  this 
section  earlier  than  4  years  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act, 
nor  shall  more  than  four  such  captains  thereafter  be  so  retired  in 
any  one  fiscal  year.  Such  officers  who  are  considered  for  retention 
or  continuance  on  the  active  list  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 8  of  this  act,  and  are  not  designated  therefor,  shall  be  placed 
on  the  retired  list  on  June  30  of  the  fiscal  year  In  which  they  fall  of 
such  designation. 

Sec.  10.  Officers  transferred  by  this  act  to  the  grade  of  com- 
mander of  the  line  whose  names  are  not  placed  upon  the  promotion 
list,  shall  be  placed  on  the  retired  list  on  June  30  of  the  fiscal  year 
In  which  they  fail  of  selection  as  best  fitted  the  second  time  or  in 
which  they  complete  28  years  of  commissioned  service  computed 
as  provided  in  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1931  (46  Stat.  1483; 
U.  S.  C.  title  34,  sec.  286a).  whichever  date  shall  be  later:  Pro- 
vided, That  any  ofllcer  retained  on  the  active  list  pursuant  to  this 
section  shaU  be  ineligible  for  consideration  for  promotion  by  subse- 
quent selection  boards. 

Sec.  11.  Officers  transferred  by  this  act  to  the  grade  of  lieutenant 
commander  or  lieutenant  of  the  line  shall,  at  their  own  request.  In 
lieu  of  the  honorable  discharge  provided  In  section  12  (c)  of  the 
act  approved  June  23.  1938  (52  Stat.  948;  U.  S.  C.  title  34  sec  404 
(c) ).  be  reth-ed  on  June  30  of  the  fiscal  year  In  which  they  fail  of 
selection  as  best  fitted  the  second  time  or  in  which  they  complete 
21  and  14  years,  respectively,  of  commissioned  service  computed  as 
provided  in  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1931  (46  Stat  1483- 
U.  S.  C,  title  34.  sec.  286a),  whichever  date  shall  ba  later:  Provided 
That  any  officer  retained  on  the  active  list  pursuant  to  this  section 
shall  be  ineligible  for  consideration  for  promotion  by  subsequent 
selection  boards. 

Sec.  12.  No  officer  transferred  by  this  act  to  the  grade  of  com- 
mander or  Ueutenant  commander  of  the  line  shall  be  retired  pur- 
suant to  section  12  (f)  of  the  act  of  June  23,  1938  (52  SUt  960- 
U.  S.  C,  Supp.  V.  Utle  34.  sec.  40  (f) ),  prior  to  Jime  30  of  the  fiscal 
year  in  which  he  completes  30  or  25  years,  respectively,  of  active 
commissioned  service  in  the  Navy. 

Sec  13.  Officers  transferred  to  the  retired  list  In  conformity  with 
this  act  shall  be  entitled  to  retired  pay  computed  as  prescribed  in 
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section  IS  (b)  of  the  act  of  June  as,  1038  (53  Stat.  049:  U  8  C 
UUe  84.  MC.  404  (b) ) .  .      •     ■  w.. 

•CISCELUUraOUB    PSOVISIONS 

Sbc.  14.  Nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  Interfere  with  the 
promotion  of  cfflcers  who  have  been  recommended  for  advancement 
on  the  effective  date  of  this  act,  except  that  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 11  (b)  of  the  act  approved  June  23.  1938  (52  Stat  948- 
U.  8.  C,  title  34.  sec.  300  (b) )  shall  be  appUcable  in  the  cases  of 
such  offlcers.  When  promoted,  such  officers  shall  have  the  date 
of  commission  and  the  precedence  which  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  finds  they  would  have  had  If  such  promotion  had  occtxrred 
prior  to  their  transfer. 

Sec.  15.  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  operate  to  reduce  the  pay  and 
allowances  of  officers  hereby  transferred  to  the  line  of  the  Navy 
below  that  now  authorieed  for  t^cers  of  Staff  Corps  with  corre- 
sponding rank  and  service. 

8»c.  16.  All  laws  or  parts  of  laws  so  far  as  they  are  inoooslstent 
with  or  m  confilct  with  the  provisions  of  this  act  are  hereby 
repealed. 

Mr.  MAAS.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment  which  I 
send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Maaa:  On  page  12,  after  line  18,  add  a 
new  section  to  be  known  as  section  17: 

"Sac.  17.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  U  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  appoint  a  board  of  officers  of  the  Navy  to  investigate 
and  report  upon  all  matters  concerning  the  status  of  line  officers 
designated  for  specialized  duty.  The  board  shall  make  specific 
recommendations  as  to  the  advisability  of  esubllshlng  a  technical 
staff  corps  as  an  adjunct  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  but  separate 
therefrom,  such  reoommendatlons  to  Include  proposed  permanent 
legl.slatlon  deemed  necessary  to  give  effect  thereto.  The  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  Is  further  directed  to  cause  the  report  of  the  board 
herein  authorized  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Congress  within  10  days 
of  the  beginning  of  the  session  of  the  Sevently-seventh  Congress, 
oommenclng  on  or  about  January  3,  1941." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  similar  House  bill  was  laid  on  the  table. 

INCREASE    IN    NUMBER    OF    NAVAL    AVIATORS    W    NAVY    AND    MARINE 

CORPS 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 

consent  for  the  Immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 

•  10030)  increasing  the  number  of  naval  aviators  in  the  line  of 

the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Resening  the  right  to 
object.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  explain  this  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  This  bill  seeks  to  offer  a  greater 
Inducement  to  the  young  men  of  the  country  to  come  Into  the 
naval  aviation  by  offering  as  an  inducement  that  when  they 
come  in  as  flying  cadets  a  certain  number  of  them  can  be 
put  in  the  regular  Naval  Elstablishment.  In  addition  thereto 
it  offers  them  a  bonus  after  they  have  served  a  certain  number 
of  years. 

Mr.  MAAS.    If  they  do  not  go  Into  the  Navy. 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    If  they  do  not  become  permanent 
officers  In  the  Navy. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  This  would  give  a  chance 
to  the  boys  who  do  not  graduate  from  Annapolis  to  get  into 
naval  aviation? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  is  right.  This  bill  does  not 
apply  to  Annapolis  at  all.  This  is  seeking  to  take  into  the 
aviation  personnel  bojrs  from  the  colleges  of  the  country  and 
to  put  them  into  the  Navy  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

Mr.  RICH.  Does  this  bill  come  with  a  unanimous  report 
from  the  committee? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Yes;  with  a  unanimous  report; 
but  we  have  some  committee  amendments  which  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  Maas]  wiU  offer. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    What  Is  the  bwius? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  bonus  Is  $500  for  each  year 
of  enlistment. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Msissachusetts.  How  does  that  compare 
with  other  bonuses? 


Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Under  the  law  today  he  gets  $500 
under  certain  conditions  and  $1,000  under  certain  conditions. 
This  bonus  Is  a  great  deal  more  than  the  bonus  under  the 
law  today,  but  we  feel  that  It  is  necessary  to  have  this  bonus 
in  order  to  get  the  personnel  we  are  driving  for,  which  Is 
approximately  16,000  aviators  for  the  Navy. 

Mr.  IZAC.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  yieki  to  the  gentleman  from 
California. 

Mr.  IZAC.  Will  the  gentleman  state  at  whose  discretion 
the  number  will  be  determined? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  At  the  discretlOQ  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  the  genUeman  from 
Connecticut. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Can  the  gentleman  tell  us  what  academic 
requirements  these  cadets  must  meet?  Must  they  be  college 
graduates? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  T^e  requirements  are  rather 
high  right  now.  A  college  cotlrse  of  at  least  2  jrears  is 
required. 

Mr.  HAWKS.    Is  that  made  a  requirement  in  this  Wll? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  No;  that  is  done  by  rules  and 
regulations. 

Mr.  HAWKS.     This  bill  does  not  change  that  requirement? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Not  at  all. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CTerk  read  the  bUl,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "Naval  Avia- 
tion Personnel  Act  of  1940." 

8«c.  2.  The  President  of  the  United  States  is  authorized  to  ap- 
point to  the  line  of  the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  as  many  naval  aviators 
of  the  Naval  and  Marine  C!orps  Reserves  as  he  may  deem  necessary 
and  except  as  hereinafter  provided  the  authorized  number  of  com- 
missioned officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marine  Ckjrps  is  Increased  ac- 
cordingly. Officers  so  appointed  shall,  upon  appointment,  occupy 
the  same  grade,  with  the  same  precedence  therein,  now  occupied 
by  them  in  the  Naval  or  Marine  CXirps  Reserve,  as  the  case  may 
be:  Provided.  That  they  shaU  first  establish  their  moral,  physical, 
mental,  and  professional  qualifications  In  accordance  with  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  prescribe: 
Provided  further.  That  officers  so  appointed  shall,  on  June  30  of  the 
calendar  year  in  which  they  are  appointed,  have  completed  not  less 
than  2  years  of  continuous  active  service  next  following  the  com- 
pletion of  their  duty  as  aviation  cadets  undergoing  training  and 
shall,  on  June  30  of  the  calendar  year  In  which  appointed,  be  less 
than  26  years  of  age:  Provided  further,  That  during  a  period  of  6 
months  from  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act  the  Sacretary  of  the 
Navy  Is  authorized  to  waive  the  foregoing  age  requirement:  And 
protHded  further.  That  during  a  period  of  6  months  from  the  date 
of  approval  of  this  act  those  naval  aviators  who  have  not  under- 
gone training  as  aviation  cadets  but  who  have  completed  2  or  more 
years  of  continuous  active  service  In  the  Naval  or  Marine  Corps 
Reserve  Immediately  preceding  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act 
may  also  be  so  appointed  regardless  of  their  age.  Ofllcers  appointed 
under  the  authority  of  this  proviso  shall,  upon  appointment,  be 
additional  numbers  In  the  grade  to  which  appointed  and  In  "any 
grade  to  which  they  may  thereafter  be  promoted. 

Sec.  3.  Each  officer  appointed  pursuant  to  this  act  In  the  grade 
of  ensign  and  each  officer  so  appointed  in  a  grade  atwve  that  of 
ensign  shall,  respectively,  become  eligible  for  promotion,  or  for 
consideration  by  a  Itoe  selection  board  as  of  the  date  the  line  offi- 
cer next  Junior  to  him  at  the  date  of  appointment  becomes  so 
eligible.  The  qualification  of  sea  service  prescribed  in  section  11 
(c)  of  the  act  of  June  23,  1938  (52  Stat.  948),  shall  not  apply  to 
such  officers  while  In  the  grade  to  which  originally  appointed. 

Sec.  4.  The  Increase  In  the  number  of  commissioned  officers 
herein  authorized  shall  not  be  counted  In  any  computation  made 
to  determine  the  authorized  number  of  officers  in  the  grades  of 
rear  admiral,  captain,  and  commander. 

Sec.  5  Sections  6  and  8  of  the  Naval  Aviation  Reserve  Act  of 
1939  (S3  Stat.  820:  U.  S.  C,  Supp.  V.  title  34.  sees.  849d  and  849f) 
are  hereby  repealed. 

Sbc.  6.  When  officers  commissioned  In  the  Naval  or  Marine  Corps 
Reserve  pursuant  to  the  Naval  Aviation  Reserve  Act  of  1939  are 
released  from  active  duty  that  has  been  continuous  for  1  or  more 
years,  they  shall  be  paid  a  lump  svan  of  $600  for  each  complete 
year  of  active  service  other  than  duty  as  aviation  cadets  undergoing 
training  and  If  released  from  active  duty  otherwise  than  upon  their 
own  request  or  as  a  result  of  disciplinary  action,  this  lump-sum 
payment  shall  be  prorated  for  fractional  parts  of  each  year  of  such 
servloe.     The  iximp-sum  payments  authorized  herein  shall   be  In 
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addition  to  any  pay.  allowances,  compensation,  or  benefits  whlcb 
they  may  otherwise  be  entitled  to  receive. 

S»c.  7.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized.  In  his  discre- 
tion, to  distribute  the  enlisted  personnel  of  the  Marine  Corps 
among  the  various  grades  in  such  numbers  as  he  deems  to  be  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  naval  service. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  2,  line  10,  strike  out  "2  years"  and  Insert  "18  months." 

Line  17.  after  "requirement".  Insert  "and  continuous  service 
requirements." 

Page  3,  line  3.  after  "act",  strike  out  "In"  and  insert  "to." 

Line  4,  after  "ensign".  Insert  "or  second  lieutenant." 

Line  5.  strike  out  "in"  and  Insert  "to",  and  after  "ensign". 
Insert  "or  second   lieutenant." 

Line  13,  strike  out  all  of  section  4  and  insert  the  following: 

"Sbc.  4.  All  officers,  warrant  officers,  and  enlisted  men  of  the 
United  States  Naval  Reserve  or  United  States  Marine  Corps  Re- 
serve, who.  if  called  or  ordered  into  active  naval  or  military  serv- 
ice by  the  Federal  Government  for  extended  naval  or  military 
service  in  excess  of  30  days,  suffer  disability  or  death  in  line  of 
duty  from  disease  or  Injury  while  so  employed  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  in  the  active  naval  service  dvulng  such  period,  and 
they  or  their  beneficiaries  shall  be  in  all  respects  entitled  to 
receive  the  same  pensions,  compensation,  retirement  pay.  and 
hospital  benefits  as  are  now  or  may  hereafter  be  provided  by  law 
or  regulation  for  ofDcers,  warrant  officers,  and  enlisted  men  of 
corresponding  grades  and  length  of  service  of  the  Regular  Navy 
or  Marine  Corps:  Prodded,  That  If  a  person  who  Is  eligible  for 
the  benefits  prescribed  by  this  act  be  also  eligible  for  pension 
under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  June  23.  1937  (50  Stat.  305). 
compensation  from  the  United  States  Employees"  Compensation 
Commission  under  the  provisions  of  section  304  of  the  Naval 
Reserve  Act  of  1938  (52  Stat.  1181).  or  retired  pay  under  the 
provision  of  section  310  of  the  Naval  Reserve  Act  of  1938  (52 
Stat.   1183).  he  shall  elect  which  benefit  he  shall  receive." 

Page  5,  after  line  7,  Insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  8.  The  Naval  Reserve  Act  of  1938,  approved  June  25.  1938 
(52  Stat.  1175).  as  amended.  Is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

"(a)  Section  7.  title  I,  by  Inserting  after  the  word  'midshipmen". 
In  lines  8  and  13,  page  1177.  the  words  'chief  warrsuit  officers,'; 

"(b)  Section  309,  title  III.  by  deleting  the  word  'thirty'  In  line 
5  of  said  section,  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  'twenty'; 

"(c)  Section  312,  title  III.  second  proviso,  beginning  in  line  8  of 
page  1184,  by  deleting  the  words  'rank  stated  in",  in  line  12,  and  by 
adding  at  the  end  of  said  proviso  and  before  the  colon  a  comma 
and  the  clause  'and  the  dates  of  commissions  as  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  be  conclusive  for  all  purposes',  so  that 
said  proviso  as  amended  shall  read:  Provided  further.  That  all  of- 
ficers of  the  Naval  Reserve  and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve  who  may 
be  advanced  to  a  higher  grade  or  rank  under  the  provisions  of  this 
title  shall  be  allowed  the  pay  and  allowances  of  the  higher  grade 
or  rank  from  the  dates  of  their  commissions,  and  the  dates  of  com- 
missions as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  be  con- 
clusive for  all  purposes." 

"(d)  Section  313.  title  III,  by  inserting  after  the  word  'Navy',  In 
line  5  of  said  section,  a  comma  and  the  words  'Including  drills 
performed  on  Sunday.' 

"Sbc.  9.  The  act  of  June  24.  1926.  entitled  'An  act  to  authorize 
the  construction  and  procurement  of  alrcr^t  and  aircraft  equip- 
ment In  the  Navy  and  Merine  Corps,  and  to  adjust  and  define 
the  status  of  operating  personnel  in  connection  therewith"  (44  Stat. 
76<J)  Is  hereby  amended  by  deleting  the  word  'rigid'  in  line  10  of 
paragraph  1  of  section  3." 

The  committee  amendments  were  aRTeed  to. 
Mr.  MAAS.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  scxne  amendments  to  this 
bill  which  are  at  the  Clerk's  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  '" 

Amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Maas:  Page  5,  line  11.  Insert,  after 
the  words  "Title  I",  the  words  "by  Inserting  after  the  words  'com- 
missioned officers'.  In  line  1.  page  1177.  the  words  'exclusive  of  chief 
warrant  officers.* " 

Page  5.  line  13.  change  the  semicolon  to  a  comma  and  add  the 
following:  "and  by  adding  the  following  proviso:  'And  provided 
further.  That  no  chief  warrant  officei  promoted  to  other  commis- 
sioned grade  or  warrant  officer  promoted  to  chief  warrant  officer 
or  other  commissioned  grade  shall  suffer  any  reduction  of  pay  by 
reason  of  such  promotion.'  " 

Pages  5  and  6.  delete  all  of  sulisecticn  8  (c)  and  Insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

"Section  312.  title  HI.  delete. the  second  proviso  beginning  on  line 
8.  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  'Provided  further.  That 
hereafter  all  officers  of  the  Naval  Reserve  and  the  Marine  Corps 
Reserve  who  may  be  advanced  to  a  higher  grade  or  rank  in  time  of 
peace  or  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  under  the  provisions 
of  this  act.  shall  be  allowed  the  pay  and  allowances  of  the  higher 
grade  or  rank  from  the  dates  of  rank  as  stated  in  their  commissions, 
as  distinguished  from  the  dates  of  commission  or  dates  of  accept- 
ance o'  commission,  and  the  dates  of  rank  as  stated  in  their  com- 
missions shall  be  conclusive  for  all  purpxwes.'  " 

Page  6.  Insert,  after  line  7.  a  new  subsection  (e).  as  follows: 

"Sec.  311.  In  time  of  peace  officers  of  the  Naval  Reserve  shall 
take  precedence  according  to  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  may  prescribe:  Provided,  That  when  mobilized  with  the 


Regular  Navy  for  war  or  a  national  emergency,  each  officer  of  the 
Naval  Reserve  shall  take  precedence  next  after  that  officer  of  the 
Regular  Navy  of  the  same  rank  or  grade  whose  length  of  service  in 
such  rank  or  grade  on  the  date  of  the  declaration  of  such  national 
emergency  or  war  is  one-half,  or  the  nearest  one-half,  of  that  of 
the  Reserve  officer:  Provided  further.  That  a  Naval  Reserve  officer 
app>ointed  after  the  declaration  of  the  war  or  national  emergency 
shall  take  precedence,  upon  report  for  active  duty,  next  after  the 
officer  of  the  Regular  Navy  of  the  same  rank  or  grade  whose  length 
of  service  in  such  rank  or  grade  on  the  date  the  Reserve  officer 
reprarts  for  active  duty,  is  one-half,  or  the  nearest  one-half,  of  that 
of  the  Reserve  officer." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

AHMY  bandmasters'  ACT 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference  report 
on  the  bill  (H.  R.  3840)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
for  making  further  and  more  effectual  provision  for  the 
national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  3, 
1916,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask  unan- 
imous consent  that  the  statement  be  read  in  lieu  of  the 
report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  RICH.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker, 
what  is  this  bill? 

Mr.  MAY.  This  is  the  bill  commonly  known  as  the  band- 
masters' bill.  The  House  passed  the  bill,  providing  for  the 
chief  bandmaster  of  the  Army  and  for  bandmasters  in  dif- 
ferent ranks  below  the  chief  bandmaster.  The  principal  is- 
sue between  the  House  and  the  Senate  on  the  question  was 
whether  or  not  the  chief  bandmaster  should  be  ranked  as  a 
major  or  as  a  captain.  The  House  contended  for  the  cap- 
taincy, which  was  agreed  to  by  the  Senate, 

Mr.  RICH.  Is  there  any  politics  in  this  bill?  Is  the  New 
I>eal  going  to  use  the  bands  now?  They  had  better  use  them 
now  because  they  will  not  use  them  after  November. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  think  possibly  they  will  play  Yankee  Doodle 
ard  Dixie  for  the  gentleman  whenever  he  wishes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  tell  me  how  many 
bandmasterships  are  to  be  created? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  bandmasters  are  to  be  appointed  by  the 
President  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  approval  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  You  do  not  specify  the 
number? 

Mr.  MAY.  No:  such  number  as  may  be  necessary  to  have 
one  for  each  of  the  bands  of  the  Army.  They  are  divided 
into  grades  according  to  length  of  service.  5  years  and  less. 
5  to  10  years,  and  from  10  years  up.  They  are  ranked  as  cap- 
tains for  10  years'  service,  as  first  lieutenants  for  from  5  to  10 
years'  service,  and  as  second  lieutenants  for  5  years  or  less 
service. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  What  will  be  the  addi- 
tional cost  to  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  do  not  have  the  exact  figures,  but  the  cost 
will  be  very  slight.  It  will  simply  be  the  increased  pay  due 
to  the  increased  rank,  where  there  is  an  increase. 

Mr.  FISH.  Reser^•ing  the  right  to  object.  Mr.  Speaker,  how 
does  this  affect  the  band  at  West  Point? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  bandmaster  at  West  Point  will  be  simply 
one  of  the  bandmasters  included  in  the  number  from  the 
chief  bandmaster  down,  and  his  pay  will  depend  upon  his 
rank,  whatever  it  is.  That  wUl  be  determined  by  his  length 
of  service  and  his  qualifications. 

Mr.  FISH.  They  will  have  the  same  promotions  there  as 
other  bandmasters  will  have? 

Mr.  MAY.     Exactly,  and  the  same  retirement  pay. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 
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The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONrESENCZ    KEPOST 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H  R 
3840)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for  making  further  and 
more  effectual  provision  for  the  naUonal  defense,  and  for  other 
purposes."  approved  Jxuie  3,  1916.  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, having  met,  after  ftill  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to 
reoommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
foUowi: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
foUows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  Senate 
amendment  Insert  the  following: 

"That  section  6  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3,  1916. 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following : 

"  'After  the  date  this  paragraph  take*  effect,  there  shall  be  a 
number  of  commissioned  ofOcers.  tp  be  known  as  bandmasters, 
equal  to  the  number  of  authorized  bands  of  the  Regular  Army! 
Bandmasters  shaU  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  and  there  shall  be  one  band- 
master for  each  such  band  who  shall  be  the  leader  thereof  In  lieu 
of  a  warrant  officer  band  leader.  The  Secretary  of  War  shall  select 
a  chief  bandmaster  from  the  bandmasters  so  appointed  who  shall 
have  the  rank.  pay.  and  allowances  of  a  captain  while  so  serving, 
who  shall  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  administering  uniformly  the 
affairs  of  all  authorized  bands  of  the  Regular  Army,  and  who  shaU 
advise  the  Secretary  of  War  on  all  matters  relating  to  the  musical 
organizations  in  the  Regular  Army,  Bandmasters  shall  be  selected 
from  band  leaders  in  the  Regular  Army  who  are  found  to  be 
^riiioaUy  qualified,  and.  subject  to  such  examination  as  the 
Freddent  may  prescribe,  from  noncommissioned  ofOcers  and  other 
enlisted  musicians  who  have  had  at  least  one  year  of  service  in  a 
b*nd  of  the  Regular  Army,  and  from  ofDcers  in  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  SUtes  or  in  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps.  Any 
bandmaster  with  service  of  leas  than  five  years  shaU  be  entitled 
to  the  rank,  pay,  aUowancea.  and  retirement  benefits  of  a  second 
lieutenant:  and  any  bandmaster  with  service  of  Ave  years  or  more 
■hall  be  entitled  to  the  rank,  pay,  allowances,  and  retirement 
benefits  of  a  first  lieutenant:  Provided,  That  in  computing  such 
service  in  the  case  of  any  person  appointed  as  a  bandmaster  all 
his  active  service  as  a  band  leader  in  the  Regular  Army  prior  to 
his  appointment  shall  be  counted:  Provided  further.  That  no  per- 
son appointed  as  a  bandmaster  shall  suffer  the  loss  of  any  pay 
by  reason  of  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph.  Any  warrant  officer 
band  leader  who  fails  to  pass  the  prescribed  physical  examination 
because  of  physical  disability  Incident  to  the  service  shall  be  placed 
upon  the  retired  list  of  the  Regular  Army  with  76  per  centum  of 
the  pay  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  If  he  had  been 
appointed  as  a  bandmaster  as  hereinbefore  provided.* 

"Sbc  2.  The  limitations  now  prescribed  by  law  upon  the  ntmiber 
at  oommlsEloned  officers  of  the  RegtJar  Army,  and  the  number  of 
commissioned  officers  in  the  various  grades,  is  hereby  increased  to, 
and  only  to,  the  extent  necessary  to  give  effect  to  the  provisions 
of  this  act.  The  number  of  warrant  officers  authorized  by  law 
shall  be  decreased  by  the  number  of  band  leaders  who  receive  com- 
missions as  bandmasters  In  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 
"Sec.  3.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the  'Army  Bandmasters'  Act.' " 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Andkxw  J.  Mat, 
SwiNc  Thomason, 
£>ow  W.  Habter, 
Walteb  G.  Andrews, 
Leslie  C.  Arenim. 
Mtmagera  on  the  part  of  the  Hotise. 

Elbest  D.  Thomas, 
Sherman  Minton. 
Chan  OtTRNrr, 
Managers  on  ttie  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

l^e  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
(Usacreelng  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senat*  to  the  blU  (H.  R.  3840)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
for  making  further  azul  mere  effectual  provisions  for  the  national 
defense,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  3,  1916,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement 
in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the 
conferees  and  recommended  In  the  accompanying  conference 
report: 

The  House  bUl  provided  that  for  each  United  States  Army  and 
National  Guard  band  there  should  be  a  commissioned  officer  to  be 
known  as  the  bandmaster,  to  be*  appointed  by  the  President  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  who  would  take 
the  place  of  the  present  warrant  officer  band  leader.  Bandmasters 
with  less  than  5  years  service  were  to  rank  with  second  lieuten- 
ants and  bandmasters  with  service  of  5  years  or  more  were  to 
'^Pk  with  first  lieutenants.  The  bandmasters  to  be  appointed 
w«re  to  be  selected  from  twnd  leaders  in  the  servloe  who  were 
found  to  be  physically  qualified  or  from  noncommissioned  ofBcers 
and  other  enlisted  musicians  with  at  least  1  year  of  service  In  a 
Regular  Army  or  National  Guard  band.     Provision  was  also  made 


that  band  leaders  who  fall  to  pass  the  physical  examination  be- 
cause of  physical  disability  Incident  to  the  service  should  be  placed 
upon  the  Army  retired  list  with  75  percent  of  the  pay  to  which 
they  would  have  been  entitled  if  they  had  been  appointed  band- 
masters. Bandmasters  were  to  be  entitled  to  the  same  benefits 
with  respect  to  pay.  allowances,  and  retirement  as  apply  in  the 
case  of  commissioned  officers  in  the  Army  of  equivalent  rank. 
Provision  was  also  made  for  reducing  the  number  of  warrant  ofll- 
cers  authorized  by  law  by  the  number  of  band  leaders  who  re- 
ceived conunissioOs  as  bandmasters  and  for  increasing  the  number 
of  commissioned  officers  of  the  Army  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
give  effect  to  the  provisions  of  the  act. 

The  Senate  amendment  limited  the  appointment  of  band- 
masters to  the  bands  of  the  Regular  Army  and  provided  that  the 
Secretary  of  War  should  select  a  chief  bandmaster  who  would 
have  the  rank,  pay,  and  allowances  of  a  major  while  so  serving 
and  who  would  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  administering  all 
authorized  Regular  Army  bands  and  of  advising  the  Adjutant 
General  on  all  matters  relating  to  musical  organizations  in  the 
Regular  Army.  The  Senate  amendment  also  provided  that  band- 
masters with  service  of  from  5  to  10  years  should  rank  with  first 
lieutenants,  and  bandmasters  with  servloe  of  over  10  yean  should 
rank  with  captains. 

The  conference  agreement  retains  the  provisions  of  the  House  bill 
with  respect  to  the  rank  of  bandmasters,  provides  that  the  chief 
bandmaster  shall  have  the  rank  of  captain  and  shall  advise  the 
Secretary  of  War  instead  of  the  Adjutant  General  with  respect  to 
musical  organizations  In  the  Regular  Army,  and  provides  also  that 
bandmasters  may  be  appointed  frtHn  officers  In  the  National  Guard 
or  in  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps  as  well  as  from  warrant  officer  band' 
leaders,  and  noncommissioned  officers  and  enlisted  men  with  at 
least  a  year's  service  In  a  Regular  Army  band.  Clarifying  changes 
have  been  made  in  the  text. 

A.  J.  Mat, 
EwiKo  Thomason, 
Dow  W.  Habtki, 
W.  G.  Andrews, 
L.  C.  AsENBe, 
Manoffert  on,  the  part  of  the  Hotae. 

The  cxmSerexKx  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTKNSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  ROMJUE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rbcord  and  to  Include  a  newspaper 
article  pertaining  to  second-class  mail  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the- 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BYRN8  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record 
and  to  Include  therein  a  telegram  from  Paul  R.  Jarratt.  com- 
mander of  American  Legion  Post.  No.  6,  at  Nashville,  Tenn., 
and  one  of  Its  most  prominent  citizens. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  quote  from  a  speech 
delivered  by  the  distinguished  Speaker  of  this  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  niinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rxcord  and  to  Include 
therein  an  address  over  the  N.  B.  C.  last  evening  made  by  me. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VCM3RHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rkcord  and 
include  therein  the  findings  of  the  Interfaith  Conference  on 
Unemployment  recently  held  in  Washington. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  yesterday  I 
obtained  unanimotis  consent  to  place  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  an  article  and  I  was  notified  that  it  slightly  exceeded 
the  length  prescribed  in  the  rule.  I  have  secured  an  esti- 
mate from  the  printer  and  I  renew  my  unanimous-consent 
request. 


} 


I 


t1 


ft 


( 


Li 


H 


82W 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  14 


Mr.  fUCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
-^iU  the  gentleman  tell  us  what  the  cost  is  going  to  be? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman 
that  in  the  8  years  I  have  served  in  the  House  this  is  the 
first  time  I  have  ever  submitted  an  article  that  exceeded 
,the  length  prescribed  by  the  rule,  and  the  estimate  in  this 
-case  is  $146.25. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GiLLiB  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  SPRINOER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rzcord  and  to  include 
a  brief  editorial  appearing  in  the  Indianapolis  Times  on 
"Wednesday.  June  12. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION   TO    ADDRESS    THE    HOUSI 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  now  that  we  have  levied  back- 
breaking  taxes  on  the  Nation  for  national  defense,  I  hope  this 
administration  will  not  spend  a  lot  of  the  money  foolishly.  I 
have  heard  men  say  33  *  '3  percent  of  it  will  be  wasted.  I  have 
here  a  newspaper  clipping  saying  that  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture is  going  to  survey  600,000.000  acres  of  land  in  order 
to  analyze  and  classify  It  to  see  what  its  possibilities  are, 
whether  it  is  eroded,  whether  it  should  be  tile  drained,  and 
so  forth,  so  he  can  tell  the  farmers  what  they  ought  to  plant 
in  order  to  have  everything  lined  up  with  our  defense  pro- 
gram. Now,  the  fact  is  the  men  who  own  this  land  know 
what  it  will  produce  and  what  they  ought  to  plant  and 
"Whether  it  is  worth  farming  or  not  far  better  than  anyone  in 
Washington  knows.  All  the  administration  needs  to  do  for 
lis  farmers  is  to  give  us  a  green  light  or  a  go  sign  and  a  little 
assurance  of  a  fair  price  and  we  will  swamp  the  country  with 
everything  they  need  without  squandering  a  lot  of  money. 
This  survey  will  cost  $24,000,000,  and  wiU  not  make  the  land 
any  more  productive;  and  then  to  classify  it  and  to  contact 
all  of  the  owners  and  make  recommendations,  which,  after 
all,  will  only  be  annoying  to  the  farmer,  will  create  thousands 
of  new  jobs  and  cost  at  least  $50,000,000  more.  I  hope  we  are 
not  going  to  penalize  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  by  spend- 
ing money  like  this.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  In  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  flag  has  flown  back  of  the 
Speaker  for  years  and  years  and  this  is  Flag  Day.  We  ought 
to  celebrate  it.  It  represents  peace,  honor,  and  freedom,  and 
has  for  years,  but  if  we  want  it  to  continue  to  represent  that 
we  must  do  one  thing,  and  that  is  look  after  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States.  We  are  $3,504,000,000  in  the  red  up  to 
Jime  7  for  this  year  and  if  we  continue  on  next  year  with 
this  spending  we  are  going  to  be  close  to  $7,000,000,000  in  the 
red.  This  is  one  of  the  greatest  arms  of  national  defense. 
A  sound  Treasury  of  the  United  States.  That  old  flag  will  not 
fly  back  of  the  Speaker  in  the  years  to  come  unless  we  defend 
our  Treasury  and  unless  we  have  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  in  good  shape.  Sound  and  financially  strong.  What 
good  will  it  do  our  country  to  have  a  great  lot  of  battleships 
or  what  good  will  it  do  to  have  a  lot  of  airplanes  and  a  great 
Army  vmless  our  Treasury  is  in  good  shape.  They  must  be 
financed.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  want  to  protect  it.  The  Ameri- 
can people  will  do  it  in  November  by  electing  a  Republican 


Congress.  They  will  protect  all  arms  of  our  Government  and 
make  it  strong  and  reliable.  So  the  flag  will  always  fly  over 
the  Capitol  and  on  the  Speaker's  rostrum.  [Laughter  and 
applause.] 

EXTENSION  OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  copy  of  a 
resolution  adopted  by  the  Illinois  House  of  Representatives. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

FLAG  DAY 

Mr.  VREELAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VREELAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  today  Is  Flag  Day.  and  I 
think  it  no  more  fitting  and  proper  that  we  who  are  charged 
with  the  safety  and  future  of  our  Nation  should  pause  for  a 
moment  to  determine  the  present  and  future  of  our  flag  and 
the  country  for  which  it  stands.  Ours  Is  a  great  heritage 
passed  on  to  us  by  those  who  gave  to  the  utmost  in  sacrifice, 
even  to  their  very  lives,  so  that  you  and  I  and  the  people  of 
this  great  land  might  live  In  peace,  prosperity,  and  security. 

Since  the  war  in  1917-18.  unfortunately,  it  has  been  the 
will  of  the  people  of  this  country  to  allow  our  national  defense 
to  be  second  in  consideration  and  with  an  Idealistic  paciflstic 
view  deliberately  acquiesced  in  the  deterioration  of  our  protec- 
tive forces  until  we  find  ourselves  on  the  eve  of  an  emergency 
with  our  armaments  in,  to  say  the  least,  a  very  disappointing 
condition.  However,  be  that  as  it  may,  we  are  now  faced  with 
the  necessity  in  overnight  attempting  to  raise  our  Army  and 
Navy  to  a  point  of  safety  for  the  country  and  supply  it  with 
the  necessary  materiel  to  cope  with  modern-day  methods. 

I  call  upon  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in  this  great 
Nation  to  forget  personal  selfish  desires  and  inconveniences, 
and  for  one  and  all  to  make  a  sacrifice  now  for  the  protection 
of  our  flag  so  that  it  may  continue  to  wave  freely  over  the 
country  we  love  so  much.     [Applause.] 

FORMER  PRESIDENT  HERBERT  HOOVER 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  by  the  inser- 
tion of  an  editorial  from  the  ^s  Angeles  Daily  News  dated 
June  8,  and  to  address  the  Hoipfc  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  this  to  call 
attention  to  the  article  to  which  I  have  referred,  a  reprint 
of  an  editorial  by  Herbert  Hoover  in  a  Democratic  newspaper 
in  Los  Angeles.  It  is  nonpolltical  and  nonpartisan.  I  think 
the  article  Is  well  worth  reading,  and  I  commend  it  to  the 
attention  of  the  House. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  radio  address  and  also 
some  editorials  on  national' defense. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  a  short  edi- 
torial from  the  Ottumwa  Daily  Courier  on  the  subject  of 
the  American  Legion. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TOAST  TO  THE  FLAG 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Is  Flag  Day.  and  I  have 
here  a  toast  to  the  flag  written  by  a  newspaper  friend  of  mine. 
Mr.  John  J.  Daly.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may 
be  inserted  in  the  Recoiu)  at  this  point 
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The   SPEAKER. 
Of  the  request. 

Mr.  HAWKS.    Then.  Mr 
me  I  shall  read  the  verses: 
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The  Chair  cannot  entertain  that  piut 
Speaker,  in  the  minute  granted 


A  TOAST  TO  THS  FLAO 

(By  John  Jay  Daly) 
Here's  to  the  red  of  It — 
There's  not  a  thread  oX  It. 
No;  nor  a  shred  of  It 
In  all  the  spread  of  It 

Prom  foot  to  head. 
But  heroes  bled  for  It. 
Faced  steel  and  lead  for  It, 
Precious  blood  shed  for  It. 

Bathing  It  red! 

Here's  to  the  white  of  It — 
Thrilled  by  the  sight  of  It, 
Who  knows  the  right  of  it 
But  feels  the  might  of  It 

Through  day  and  night? 
Womanhood's  care  for  it 
Made  manhood  dare  for  it; 
Purity's  pray'r  for  It 

Keeps  It  so  white! 

Here's  to  the  blue  of  It — 
Beauteous  view  of  It 
Heavenly  hue  of  It. 
Star-spangled  dew  of  It 

Constant  and  true; 
Diadcnas  gleam  for  It, 
States  stand  supreme  for  It, 
Liberty's  beam  for  It 

Brightens  the  blue! 

Here's  to  the  whole  of  It — 
Stars,  stripes,  and  goal  of  It, 
Body  and  soul  of  It, 
O.  and  the  roll  of  It, 

Sun  shining  through; 
Hearts  In  accord  for  it 
Swear  by  the  sword  for  It, 
Thanking  the  Lord  for  It. 

Red,  white,  and  blue! 

[Applause.] 

-    *  I  EXTErreiON  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  radio 
address  by  Raj'mond  J.  Kelly. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JARRETT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
lo  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  some  short  editorials. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

KEEP  AMXRICA  OTTr  OF  WAR 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  asked  for 
this  minute  to  read  the  following  brief  letter  from  the  Rev- 
erend Harry  Emerson  Fosdick,  perhaps  the  most  distin- 
guished Protestant  clergsonan  in  the  United  States: 

I  THK  RIVKXSIDE   CHtTKCH, 

'  New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  11,  1940. 

The  Honorable  Btrcr  Barton, 

House  of  Representatives.  Washinffton,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Barton:  I  have  just  finished  8  months  of  broadcasting 
over  a  weekly  network  of  about  a  hundred  stations.  In  response  I 
have  received  since  last  October  In  the  neighborhood  of  140.000 
letters.  These  letters  come  from  every  part  of  the  United  States, 
from  city  and  town,  rich  and  poor,  educated  and  uneducated, 
churched  and  unchurched.  I  am  writing  simply  to  Indicate  that  on 
the  basis  of  this  correspondence,  which  continued  up  through  the 
Invasion  of  the  Low  Countries  by  the  Nazis,  my  Impression  Is  strong 
that  the  report  of  the  recent  Gallup  poll  is  true,  and  that  over  90 
percent  of  the  American  pe<^le  are  determined  to  stay  out  of  this 
war. 

Amid  the  pressures  that  mtist  be  brought  to  bear  upon  you  in 
Washington  I  sincerely  hope  that  this  prevalent  sentiment  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  American  people  may  never  be  lost  Eight  of.  Or- 
gnlzed  endeavors  to  get  us  entangled  in  the  European  war  are  now 
becoming  vocal.  They  do  not.  however.  I  am  sure,  represent  the 
LZXXVI- 


overwhelmlng  proportion  of  loyal  American  citizens,  and  I  wish  to 
bear  my  testimony  to  that  fact  on  the  basis  of  this  correspondence  I 
have  had  a  large  cross-section  of  the  American  public. 
Sincerely  yoxirs. 

Harrt  E.  Fosdick. 

EXTENSION  OF  REM.ARKS 

Mr.  SCHIPFLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  with  reference  to 
the  national -defense  revenue  bill  for  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  wsis  no  objection. 

HAWLEY-SMOOT  TARIFF  BILL 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  not  only  Flag 
Day,  but  it  is  the  tenth  anniversary  of  the  final  agreement 
on  the  conference  report  between  the  two  Houses  on  the 
Hawley-Smoot  tariff  bill.  I  think  of  this  because  the  flag 
stands  for  a  living  country.  Parties  go  up  and  down  on  issues. 
The  tariff  bill  was  one  of  the  causes  of  the  downfall  of  the 
Republican  Party  for  the  time  being.  I  was  one  of  15  who 
voted  against  it.  One  hundred  Republicans  went  out  of  the 
House  that  fall.  The  Hull  Reciprocal  Trade  Treaty  Act  was 
passed  In  1937  and  in  the  next  election  about  80  Democrats 
went  out  of  the  House.  I  voted  against  It  also.  What  this 
country  needs  Is  a  happy  medium  between  too  far  to  the  right 
and  too  far  to  the  left  on  trade  treaties.  I  might  Incidentally 
say  that  a  year  ago  this  week  the  charming  Queen  of  England 
and  her  husband  visited  America,  but  I  will  not  say  any  more. 

AMERICAN  CITIZENS  FOR  FOREIGN  ARMIES 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  propose  to  Introduce  Immedi- 
ately legislation  to  do  away  with  any  restrictions  which  pro- 
hibit American  citizens  from  fighting  In  foreign  armies  un- 
der penalty  of  losing  their  citizenship. 

I  feel  that  those  who  want  to  fight  should  be  permitted 
to  do  so  at  their  own  risk.  I  want  to  make  It  easy  and  fea- 
sible for  such  prominent  Interventionists  as  President  Conant 
of  Harvard  University,  Walter  Llppmann.  other  well-known 
columnists,  new.spaper  editors,  and  International  bankers 
to  enlist  in  the  French  Foreign  Legion  In  order  to  practice 
what  they  preach  without  involving  the  American  people  who 
are  90  percent  in  favor  of  keeping  out  of  foreign  wars. 

I  know  of  nothing  in  the  existing  law  that  would  prevent 
Dorothy  Thompson  from  driving  an  ambulance  In  the  war 
zones  as  Is  now  being  done  by  many  brave  young  Americans 
who  have  already  volunteered. 

It  would  be  interesting  to  know  what  some  of  these  war- 
mongering columnists,  editors,  college  professors,  and  inter- 
national bankers  did  In  the  last  war,  and  to  observe  how 
many  interventionists  who  want  us  to  go  to  war  are  beyond 
the  draft  age.     [Applause.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  Include  a  short  editorial 
from  one  of  my  newspapers  and  two  comments  thereon. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection.  f 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  \ 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  radio  address  made  by 
me.  j 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 
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■KSIGNATZON  FKOM  COMMZTTEX  ON  APPSOPRIAnOHS 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  resig- 
nation from  committee: 

Eon.  WnxiAM  B.  Bawkheao. 

Speaker,  House  of  Rrpresentatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Mr  Dkas  Ms.  Splucek:  Please  oonslder  this  my  resignation  from 
the  Appropriations  Committee  In  order  that  a  new  member  may 
be  selected  and  start  familiarizing  himself  with  the  work,  without 
the  8  months'  loss  of  time  that  would  otherwise  occ\ir. 
Sincerely  yours, 

DwLrr  A.  WHrrs. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  resignaUon  will  be 
accepted. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Twttrrr-nrm  sbssxon  or  trx  XNTXiiWATioifAt  labor  conna- 
mcf— McsaAOE  moM  tki  rKtsisiNT  or  thi  vkitzo  itatu 

(H.  DOC.  NO.  S41> 

Hie  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  mes- 
•age  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was  read 
by  the  Cleric,  and,  together  with  the  accompanying  papers, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  ordered 
to  be  printed: 

To  the  Congrest  of  the  United  Statei  of  Amcrtca: 

The  Congress,  by  a  joint  resolution  approved  June  19,  1934, 
authorized  me  to  accept  membership  for  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  In  the  International  Labor  Organization. 
Pursuant  to  that  authorization,  Z  accepted  such  membership 
on  behalf  of  the  Ctovcrnment  of  the  United  States. 

Representatives  of  this  Oovernmcnt  and  of  American 
employers  and  American  labor  attended  the  twenty-fifth  ses- 
sion of  the  International  Labor  Conference  held  at  Geneva 
June  8  to  28.  1938.  That  conference  adopted  4  draft  con- 
ventions and  10  recommendations,  to  wit: 

The  recommendation  (No.  57)  concerning  vocational 
training  ; 

The  draft  convention  (No.  64)  concerning  the  regulation  of 
written  contracts  of  employment  of  Indigenous  workers: 

The  recommendation  (No.  58)  concerning  the  maximum 
length  of  written  contracts  of  employment  of  indigenotis 
workers; 

The  draft  convention  (No.  65)  concerning  penal  sanctions 
for  breaches  of  contracts  of  employment  by  indigenous 
workers: 

The  recommendation  (No.  59)  concerning  labor  Inspec- 
torates for  indigenous  workers: 

The  recommendation  (No.  60)  concerning  apprenticeship; 

The  draft  convention  (No.  66)  concerning  the  recniitment, 
I^acing.  and  conditions  of  labor  of  migrants  for  employment; 

The  recommendation  (No.  61)  concerning  the  recruitment. 
placing,  and  conditions  of  labor  of  migrants  for  employment; 

The  recommendation  (No.  62)  concerning  cooperation  be- 
tween States  relating  to  the  recruitment,  placing,  and  condi- 
tions of  labor  of  migrants  for  emplosmient; 

The  draft  convention  (No.  67)  concerning  the  regulation  of 
hours  of  work  and  rest  periods  In  road  transport; 

The  recommendation  (No.  63)  concerning  Individual  con- 
trol books  in  road  transport; 

The  recommendation  (No.  64)  concerning  the  regulation  of 
night  work  in  road  transport: 

The  recommendation  (No.  65)  concerning  the  methods  of 
regulating  hours  of  work  in  road  transport; 

The  recommendation  (No.  66)  concerning  rest  periods  of 
professional  drivers  of  private  vehicles. 

In  becoming  a  member  of  the  International  Labor  Organi-* 
zatlon.  pursuant  to  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Congress  ap-» 
proved  June  19.  1934,  this  Government  assumed  the  following 
undertaking  in  regard  to  such  draft  conventions  and  recom- 
mendations: 

Each  of  the  members  undertakes  that  It  will,  within  the  period 
of  1  year  at  moet  from  the  closing  of  the  session  of  the  conference, 
«•  If  it  Is  Impossible  owing  to  exceptional  circumstances  to  do  so 
within  the  pterlod  of  1  year,  then  at  the  earliest  practicable  moment, 
and  In  no  case  later  than  18  months  from  the  closing  of  the  session 
of  the  conference,  bring  the  recommendation  or  draft  convention 
before  the  authority  or  authorities  within  whose  competence  the 
matter  Ues  for  the  enactment  of  legislation  or  other  action.     (Art. 


10  (405).  par.  6,  Constitution  of  the  International  Labor  Organiza- 
tion.) 

In  the  case  of  a  federal  state,  the  power  of  which  to  enter  into 
conventions  on  labor  matters  Is  subject  to  limitations.  It  shall  be 
in  the  discretion  of  that  government  to  treat  a  draft  convention  to 
which  such  limitations  apply  as  a  recommendation  only,  and  the 
provisions  of  this  article  with  respect  to  recommendations  shall 
apply  In  such  case.  (Art  19  (40«),  par.  9,  Constitution  of  the  In- 
ternational Labor  Organization.) 

In  accordance  with  the  foregoing  undertaking,  the  above- 
named  4  draft  conventions  and  10  recommendations  are 
herewith  submitted  to  the  Congress  with  the  accompanying 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  its  enclosures,  to  which 
the  attenUon  of  the  Congress  Is  Invited. 

Frakxlzn  D.  Rooscvilt. 
Thi  White  Housk,  June  14, 1940. 

RcroRTi  noM  nfhnwan  or  txATi  coHcmriwa  coiromoifi  ih 

WAR  ZONES 

Mr,  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs.  I  present  a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Con. 
Res.  70)  and  ask  for  Its  immediate  consideration. 

The  8PEAKf:R,    The  Clerk  will  report  the  resolution. 

Mrs,  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  pftrlli- 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentlewoman  will  sUte  It. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massacbusetu.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  under- 
stand this  concurrent  resoluUon  brought  up  In  this  way  is  not 
debatable.  I  feel  It  Is  extremely  Important  as  a  matter  of 
protection  to  this  country  that  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  should  receive  the  Information  requested  regarding 
World  War  condiUons  in  this  great  international  crisis. 
Therefore.  Mr,  Speaker.  I  should  like  to  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  rule  be  waived  and  that  It  may  be  debated. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  matter  Is  debatable  unless  a  mot' on 
Is  made  to  lay  It  on  the  table. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachtiaetts.  If  such  a  motion  Is  made 
to  lay  it  on  the  table,  then  I  would  like  to  make  that  request 
before  the  motion  is  voted  upon,  or  at  least  that  I  may  be 
allowed  to  make  a  brief  statement. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  resoIuUon. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  76 
Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives  (the  Senate  concurrlna) 
That  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  hereby  requested  if  not 
Incompatible  with  the  public  Interests,  to  transmit  to  the  House  of 
Representatives,  for  the  Information  of  Its  Committee  on  Pore'en 
Affairs  the  wsentlal  substance  of  all  reports  and  communications 
received  by  him  or  by  the  Department  of  State,  from  diplomatic 
sources  or  otherwise,  concerning  conditions  In  war  zones  In  foreign 
countries  and  their  repercussions  upon  neutral  and  nonbellleerent 
countries,  including  those  within  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  may  be  read 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon.  It  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 
Tlie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Depaktment  or  State. 
M^    rh,„   «.     T,  T   ^  Washington.  June  13.  1940. 

-.^  r)EA«  Ma  Bloom:  I  have  received  your  letter  of  June  10 
1940.  enclosing  for  my  comment  copies  of  House  Concurrent  Reso^ 
^"*.i?.°  7«/eque8tlng  the  President.  "If  not  Incompatible  with  th^ 
public  Interests,  to  transmit  to  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
the  information  of  Its  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  the  essential 
substance  of  all  reports  and  conununlcatlons  recelv^  by  him  or 
by  the  Department  of  State,  from  diplomatic  sources  or  othe^lw 
concerning  conditions  In  war  zones  In  foreign  countries  and  their 
repercussions  upon  neutral  and  nonbelligerent  countries"  Includlnir 
those  within  the  Western  Hemisphere."  ^Miuwes.  inciuamg 

^i/.?^7K^^,^'^*lP  cooperate  with  your  committee  and  to  pro- 
vide  It  with  all  of  the  information  which  I  properly  can  to  sM'st 
in  Its  work.  It  is  therefore  a  matter  of  r^reTt/  ^  that  the 
pending  concurrent  resolution  covers  such  a  wide  range  and  In- 
volves research  and  editorial  tasks  of  such  enormousness  that  It 
would  be  practically  a  physical  ImposslbUlty  for  the  President  to 
comply  with  it^  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  I  see  no  reason  for  the 
enactment  of  this  resolution. 
Sincerely  yotuv. 

CoaoELL  Hmx. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  resoluUon  be 
laid  on  the  table. 
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The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  Mr.  Fish)  there  were 
ayes  85  and  noes  55. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  there  is  no  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts 
Objects  to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  there  is  no  quorum 
present.  Evidently  there  is  no  quorum  present.  The  Door- 
keeper will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  notify 
absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were^yeai  218,  nayi 
247,  not  voting  71,  as  follows: 

(Roll  No,  isa] 
7IAS-ai3 


AIl*n,U. 

Anderaon,  Mo. 

Arnold 

Barnes 

Bsrry 

SatM.Kf.  I 

Bsam 

Bsekworth 

Bsll 

•land 

Sloom 

Boehns 

Boland 

Bortn 

Boykin 

Brsdlry,  Pa. 

Orooka 

Brown.  Qm,  i 

Bryion 

Buck 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Bulwtnkle 

Burgtn 

Byrns,  Tenn. 

Caldwell       i 

Cnmp  I 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Ca  cy.  Mass. 

Chapman 

Clark  I 

Cochran       | 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Cole.  Md. 

CoMlns 

Colmer 

Connery 

Coo'.ey 

Cooper 

Costello 

Courtney 

Oox 

Cravens 

Croaser 

Crowe 

Cullen 

Ciimmlngs 

D'Alesandro 

Davis 

Delaney 

Dempsey 

DeRouen 


Alexander 

AUen.  ni.      I 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Andresen 

Andrews 

Angell 

Arends 

Austin 

Barton.  N.  T*. 

Bates.  Mass. 

Bender 

Blackney      i 

Bolles  I 

Bolton 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Brewster 

Brown.  Ohio 

Burdlck 

Carlson 

Carter 

Case.  8  Dak. 

Chlperfleld 

Church 

Clason  ' 

Clevenger 

Cluett  I 


Dirkitfin 
Dtea 
Dingsll 
Diansy 

Doughton 

Doxey 

I>unn 

Durham 

Kbrrharttr 

Brlrlrtaln 

Bdmuton 

KtlU 

Evans 

raddia 

Fay 

rvrguaon 

Fernandes 

Flt/patrick 

Flaherty 

Flonncry 

Ford.  MUM. 

Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Frlea 

Fulmer 

Garrett 

Oathings 

Oavagan 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

Olbbs 

Gore 

Oossett 

Grant.  Ala. 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Hare 

Hart 

Harter.  Ohio 

Havenner 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennlngs 

Hill 

Hobbs 

Izac 

Jacobsen 

Jarman 

Joh  naon  Xutber  A 

Johnron.  Lyndon 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Jones,  Tex. 

Kee 

Kefauver 

Keller 

Kelly 


Martin 
Md. 

Mieha*! 


Kannady 

Xannady 

Kannady 

Kaogb 

Karr 

Kilday 

Kitchana 

Koclalkowakl 

Xramar 

Lanham 

Lcavy 

Laalnakl 

Z^awta.  Colo. 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

Mc  And  raws 

McCormack 

MeOahaa 

McOranery 

McKeough 

McLaughlin 

McMillan,  Clara 

McMillan,  John  L 

Maclejewskl 

Magnuaon 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Martin,  ni. 

Masstngale 

May 

Mills.  Ark. 

Mitchell 

Moser 

Mouton 

Murdock 

Murdock 

Nel.son 

Nichols 

Norrell 

Norton 

O'Connor 

O'Day 

O'Leary 

ONeal 

OToole 

Parsons 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson.  PI  a 

Peterson.  Ga. 

Pfelfer 

Pierce 


.Ariz. 

.Utah 


Foagg 

Folk 

Rabaut 

Ratnapaok 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Rayburn 

Rioharda 

Robinson,  Utah 

Rogars.  Okla. 

Romjua 

Ryan 

Rabath 

Backs 

Bchuats 

Schulta 

Schwert 

Brrugham 

Bhaulay 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Smith,  Conn. 

Smith,  111. 

Smith,  Wash. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Snyder 

Bomers.  N.  Y. 

Sparkman 

Spence 

8ti»rne6.  Ala. 

Bteagall 

Sullivan 

Tarver 

Taylor 

Terry 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Thomaeon 

Tolan 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Vinson.  Ga. 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

West 

Whelchel 

Whlttlngton 

Williams.  Mo. 

Zimmerman 


NAYS— 147 


A.  H. 


Co'.c.  N.  Y. 

Crawford 

Cuikin 

Curtis 

Dlrksen 

Dondero 

Dworshak 

Eaton 

Elston 

Engel 

Fenton 

Fish 

Ford.  Le: and  M. 

Gamble 

Gartner 

Gearhart 

Oehrmann 

Gerlach 

Glfford 

Gilchrist 

GUlle 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Grant.  Ind. 

Gross 

Guyer.  Kans. 

Gwynne 


Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Halleck 

Harness 

Hartley 

Hawks 

Hess 

Hlnshaw 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Hope 

Horton 

Hull 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Jennings 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson.  Jll. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Jonkmen 

Ki:bum 

K  Inzer 

Knutson 

Kunkel 


Lambertson 

Landls 

LeCompte 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Luce 

McDoweU 

McGregor 

McLean 

McLeod 

Maas 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mason 

Mlchener 

Miller 

Mills.  La. 

Monklewlcz 

Mott 

Mimdt 

Murray 

O'Brien 

Oliver 

Osmcrs 

Plttenger 

Plumley 

Powers 


Reed.  m. 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Stefan 

▼an  Zandt 

Reed.  N.  Y. 

SchlSler 

Stunner,  ni. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Rees,  Kans. 

Seccomba 

Sweet 

Vreeland 

Rich 

Sec rest 

Talle 

Wadsworth 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Shafer,  Mich. 

ThlU 

Wheat 

Rockefeller 

Short 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Wlgglaaworth 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Simpson 

Thorkelson 

Winter 

Rogers.  Brlass. 

Smith.  Ohio 

Tlbbott 

Woodruff.  Mich 

Routzohn 

Springer 

TInkham 

Rutherford 

Steams,  N.  H. 

Tread  way 

NOT  VOnNO— 71 

Allen,  Fa. 

Elliott 

Laa 

Bmlth.  Main* 

Bail 

Englabrlght 

Lemka 

Bmlth,  Va. 

Bardan,  N.  0. 

Flannagan 

McArdla 

South 

Burch 

Folger 

Manaliald 

Sumaars,  Tn. 

Byrna.  H.  T. 

Oraan 

Marcantonlo 

Butphia 

Byron 

Hancock 

Mrrritt 

Bwaaagf 

Cartwrtffht 

Karringtoa 

Mnnronay 

Tabar 

Cellar 

Martm-,  N.  T. 

Myara 

TvlMfOWWI 

Oisypool 
Oorbatt 

Hook 

Faea 

Waloh 

Nouatoa 

Raaca,  Tann, 

Whita.  Idaho 

Craal 

Huntar 

Riak 

Whita.  Ohio 

Crowther 

JenkM,  N  K 

RobartaoB 

Wllllanu.  Dal, 

Dardan,  Vs. 

johnatin,  Okls. 

Sandagar 

Woloott 

Darrow 

Kaan 

••iMoar 

Wulfandan.  Fs, 

Ditur 

Kaafa 

■atternald 

Wolverton.  M.  J. 

Douftaa 

Kir  wan 

•ehaafar.  XU. 

Wood 

Drawry 

KIPbarg 

■agrr 

Larrabaa 

Bharidan 

So  the  motion  to  table  was  a«roed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs:     . 

On  this  vot«: 

Mr,    Woodrum   of   Virginia    (for)    with   Mr,   Hartar  of   Naw  TorB 

(agalnat), 
Mr    CInypool   (for)   with  Mr    Kean   (SKalnat). 
Mr    Burrh  (for)  with  Mr,  Corbett   (itgulnat). 
Mr.  Hunter  for)   with  Mr    Wolverton  of  Naw  Jaraay  (against). 
Mr.  Miiniiflpid  (for)  with  Mr.  Wolfendrn  of  Fannsylvania  (agalnat). 
Mr.  Roberuon  (for)   with  Mr.  Ball   (ligiunat). 

Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia  (for)   with  Mr.  Raece  of  Tennesaaa  (against). 
Mr.  Merrltt  (for)   with  Mr.  Seger  (against), 

Mr.  Satterfleld   (for)    with  Mr.  Jenka  of  New  Hamp»hlra  ^against). 
Mr.  Duncan   (for)    with  Mr    Englebrlght   (against). 
Mr.  Celler  (for)    with  Mr.  Douglas   (against). 
Mr.  Folger   (for)    with  Mr.  Crowther    (against). 
Mr.  Drewry  (for)    with  Mr.  Hancock   (against). 
Mr.  Kleberg   (for)    with  Mr.  Keefe    (against). 
Mr.  Sweeney   (for)   with  Mr.  Risk  (against). 

Mr.  Harden  of  North  Carolina    (for)    with   Mr.   Sandager    (against). 
Mr.  Flannagan    (for)    with  Mr.  Williams  of  Delaware    (against). 
Mr.   Schaefer  of  Illinois    (for)    with  Mr.  Taber    (against) 
Mr.  Pace  (for)    with  Mr.  DItter  (against). 

Mr.  Darden  of  Virginia  (for)  with  Mr.  Smith  of  Maine  (against). 
Mr.  Hook  (for)    with  Mr.  Darrow  (against). 
Mr.  Wood   (for)   with  Mr.   Wolcott    (against). 
Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York   (for)    with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio   (against). 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.   Harrington   with   Mr.  Welch. 

Mr.  Klrwan  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Cartwrlght  with  Mr.  Marcantonlo. 

Mr.  Byron  with  Mr.  Allen  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  McArd'.e  with  Mr.  Monroney. 

Mr.  South  with  Mr.  Myers. 

Mr.   Sasscer  with  Mr.  Sheridan. 

Mr.  Sumners  of  Texas  with  Mr.  White  of  Idaho 

Mr.  Creal  with  Mr.  Elliott. 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Houston. 

Mr.  Larrabee  with  Mr.  Sutpbin. 

Mr.  Lea  with  Mr.  Tenerowlcz. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 
The  doers  were  opened. 

UNITED   STATES   DE  SOTO  EXPOSITION   COMMISSION 

Mr.  COLMER,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted 
the  following  privileged  report,  which  was  read,  referred  to 
the  House  Calendar,  and  ordered  printed. 

House  Resolution  526  (Rept.  No.  2558) 
Resolved.  That  immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolu- 
tion the  bill.  H.  R.  9751.  with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  be,  and 
the  same  hereby  is,  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  to  the  end 
that  all  Senate  amendments  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  agreed 
to. 

RECONSTRUCnOW  FINANCE  CORPORATION 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  House  Resolu- 
tion 517. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  517 

Resolved,  That  Immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  It 
shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Who'e  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for 
conslderaUon  of  H.  R.  9958,  a  blU  to  authorize  the  ptirchase   by 
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the  Reconstmctlon  Fizumce  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  lioine- 
loan  banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
Act.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes.  That  after  general  de- 
bate, which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not 
to  exceed  3  hours  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under 
the  6-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bUl 
for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to 
the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill 
and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  Intenrenlng 
motion  except  one  motion  to  reconunlt. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  does  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  desire  any  time  In  opposition  to  the  rule? 

Mr.  PISH.  I  will  need  the  time  generally  allotted  to  the 
minority,  with  the  gentleman's  kind  permission. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Fish]. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  Is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  SABATH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  20  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  indeed  gratified  that  today  at  least 
the  gentlemen  on  the  left,  my  Republican  friends,  will  not  be 
able  to  charge  that  this  is  a  closed  or  harsh  rule.  This  is  a 
broad  and  liberal  rule  providing  for  2  hours  of  general  debate, 
after  which  the  biH  will  be  taken  up  under  the  5-minute  rule. 

The  bill  which  this  resolution  makes  in  order  gives  tlie 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  certain  additional 
powers  and  makes  it  possible  for  them  to  purchase  from  the 
Home  Loan  Bank  Corporation,  a  corporation  owned  by  the 
United  States,  certain  of  Its  stock,  or  certificates,  or  receipts; 
and  In  return  with  the  approval  of  the  Federal  Loan  Ad- 
ministrator and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  seD  such  stock  to  the 
Corporation. 

Section  2  authorizes  the  Corporation  to  make  payments 
from  time  to  time  to  the  Secre£ary  of  the  Treasury.  I 
know  of  no  one  who  will  object  to  that.  Under  the  bill  the 
Federal  Loan  Administrator  will  have  the  right  to  act.  again 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  but 
cannot  reduce  the  amount  provided  by  law  for  its  capital. 

The  Corporation  shall  retire  its  capital  stock  and  pay 
dividends  under  the  preceding  paragraph,  and  shall  pur- 
chase the  stock  of  the  Federal  home-loan  bank  under  section 
304  In  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000,000. 

The  third  paragraph  of  section  5  is  also  amended  by 
striking  out  the  $350,000,000  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
$500,000,000. 

The  main  provision  in  this  bin.  however.  Is  the  authoriza- 
tlon  that  is  given  to  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
\      tlon  to  organize  new  corporations.    It  reads  as  follows: 

8mc.  5.  Section  5d  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act 
ai  amended  (U.  8.  C.  1934  ed..  Supp.  V.  title  16,  sec.  606b)  Is 
hereby  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
paragraphs : 

"The  Corporation  Is  authorized  to  create  or  to  organize  a  corpora- 
tion tw  corporations  with  such  powers  as  It  may  deem  necessary  to 
aid  the  Government  of  the  United  States  In  Its  national-defense 
pi-ogram.  when  requested  by  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator  with 
the  approval  of  the  President,  and  to  subscribe  for  the  nonassessable 
stock  thereof,  and  to  make  loans  to  any  such  corporation  ot  to  any 
other  corporation  to  assist  in  such  program.  Such  loans  may  be 
made  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  and  carrying  strategic  and  critical 
materials  and  other  raw  materials,  for  plant  construction,  expansion, 
and  equipment,  and  for  working  capital,  and  may  be  made  on  such 
terms  and  conditions  and  with  such  maturities  as  the  Corporation 
may  determine. 

"Any  corporation  created  or  organized  by  the  Corporation  under 
the  preceding  paragraph  Is  also  authorized,  with  the  approval  of 
the  President,  to  make  payments  against  the  purchase  price  to  be 
paid  for  strategic  and  critical  materials  In  advance  of  the  delivery 
of  such  materials.  Whenever  practicable,  the  Corporation  may  re- 
quire the  payments  so  made  to  be  used  for  purchases  of  raw  or 
manvifactin«d  agricultural  commodities  to  be  exported  from  the 
United  States." 

It  seems  to  me  this  is  a  power  similar  to  that  which  was 
given  to  the  War  Finance  Corporation  during  1917.  Every- 
body who  is  familiar  with  the  activities  of  that  corporation 
knows  that  the  War  Finance  Corporation  really  had  profits 
when  It  concluded  its  activities. 


In  my  opinion  this  authorization  to  create  corporations 
for  the  purpose  of  aiding  the  Government  Is  Justified  and 
will  be  in  the  Interest  of  our  defense,  and  will,  In  addition 
thereto,  help  In  many  instances  smaller  manufacturers  or 
corporations  that  are  willing  to  aid  the  Oovemment  but 
which  have  not  sufficient  capital.  I  am  satisfied,  therefore, 
that  this  legislation  is  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  I  know 
that  within  a  short  space  of  time  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency  will  more  thoroughly  ex- 
plam  the  bill.  The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Rules, 
unfortunately  having  so  many  bills  and  resolutions  before 
that  committee,  is  unable  completely  and  thoroughly  to  digest 
each  and  every  one  of  them.  He  must  of  necessity  depend  on 
members  of  the  committees  who  have  held  hearings  and  de- 
voted a  great  deal  of  time  and  study  to  the  respective  bills  to 
explain  them. 

I  hope  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  Is  nearly  a  unanimous 
report  of  that  hard-working  committee  that  we  will  not 
needlessly  use  all  of  the  time  the  special  rule  provides.  I 
myself  shall  not  use  the  30  minutes,  and  I  hope  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  will  at  this  Ume  forego  his  usual 
pleasure  in  trying  to  find  fault  with  the  administration  and 
everything  the  President  Is  attempting  and  aiming  to  do  In 
the  Interest  of  the  country.  I  will  say  this,  in  the  last  few 
weeks  especially,  the  Democratic  leadership  and  the  Demo- 
cratic Members  have  desired  to  expedite  the  business  of  the 
House  and  have  foregone  answering  many  of  the  unjustifiable 
and  unwarranted  attacks  that  have  been  made  on  the  ad- 
ministration and  on  the  program  of  the  President. 

Every  once  in  awhUe  it  is  stated  by  some  gentlemen— I 
know  they  do  not  believe  It— that  the  President  desires  to 
force  us  into  war.  I  know  that  personally  they  feel  that 
the  President  is  performing  his  duty  as  a  loyal  American 
citizen  who  desires  to  keep  us  out  of  war.  Unfortunately, 
however.  In  other  respects,  some  of  these  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  never  lose  an  opportunity  to  Inject  politics  I 
had  hoped  that  you  gentlemen  on  the  other  side.  In  the  In- 
terest of  our  Nation  and  In  bringing  about  the  early  com- 
pletion of  the  national  defense,  would  desist  from  these 
unnecessary  attacks  and  I  hope  that  the  few  words  I  have 
said  may  help  to  bring  that  about. 

I  myself  regret  that  I  am  obliged  to  call  attention  to 
this,  but  I  am  doing  It  with  the  feeling  that  we  are  nearly 
through  with  legislation  for  this  session.  As  you  know 
we  formerly  adjourned  around  March  4  and  we  invariably 
completed  aU  the  needed  legislation  by  that  time.  This 
is  now  the  middle  of  June,  and  we  have  been  at  it  now 
nearly  every  day.  All  of  the  legislation  practically  Is  out 
of  the  way.  and  I  feel  it  is  unnecessary  for  us  to  remain 
here  the  entire  summer. 

Mr.  McLEAN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  before  th-* 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  stated  that  on  February  28 
1941,  the  borrowing  capacity  under  the  present  limit  would 
be  completely  exhausted  and  the  working  balance  of  th- 
Treasury  would  be  $600,000,000.  provided  there  was  recovered 
from  Ctovemment  corporations  $700,000,000  of  invested  cap- 
ital. This  Is  the  bill.  Is  it  not,  which  contemplates  recovering 
that  $700,000,000?  ^ 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  beUeve  that  Is  correct.  That  is  the  aim 
of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  If  this  $700,000,000  Is  recovered,  the  deficit 
of  expenditures  over  normal  receipts  for  the  year  win  be 
approximately  $1,876,000,000. 

Mr.  SABATH.  It  Will  be  reduced  by  the  $700,000  000  that 
is  aimed  to  be  recovered  by  receiving  a  refund  from  these 
corporations  and  I  believe  the  amount  will  be  as  the  gentle- 
man has  stated,  because  invariably  he  Is  well  posted  and  I 
am  one  of  those  who  are  willing  to  rely  on  his  statements. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  These  corporations  that  It  is  proposed  to 
organize— are  they  to  be  incorporated  under  State  law?  II 
that  is  so.  what  State,  and  why? 
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Mr.  SABATH.  Personally.  I  cannot  answer  that  question, 
but  I  presume  they  will  be  organized  in  the  same  manner 
as  all  the  other  organizations  that  have  been  organized  have 
been  Incorporated  heretofore.  I  think  the  matter  is  in  the 
hands  of  a  splendid  gentleman.  It  Is  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Federal  Loan  Administrator,  who  is  an  expert  in  that  line, 
and  he  has  demonstrated  his  ability  and  efficiency  to  serve 
the  country. 

Mr.  CflAWPORD.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.    I  yield  to  Ihe  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Did  I  understand  the  gentleman  to  say 
that  this  bill  will  recapture  $700,000,000? 

Mr.  SABATH.    About  that  amount;  yes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  do  not  believe  the  gentleman  is  cor- 
rect in  that  statement. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  myself  have  not  made  that  statement, 
but  I  am  inclined  to  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey,  and.  as  I  stated  before,  it  Is  humanly  impossible  for 
me  to  familiarize  myself  with  every  provision  of  each  bill 
that  comes  before  the  Rules  Committee  and  on  which  a 
rule  is  granted.  I  am  trjring  to  give  the  House  all  the 
information  I  have  been  able  to  digest  in  the  short  space 
of  time  that  invariably  is  mine  in  reporting  rules. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  think  the  gentleman  wUl  find  this 
bill  provides  for  the  recapture  of  approximately  $300,000,000 
and  an  additional  $400,000,000  will  have  to  come  from  some 
other  source  not  covered  by  this  bill. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  think  there  is  one  provision  Involving 
$100,000,000.  another  provision  involving  $300,000,000.  and 
there  is  still  another  that  will  make  it  possible  to  recapture 
$700  000.000  in  all,  but  I  will  leave  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  to  give  you  the  correct 
figure. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  desire  to  delay  the  House,  but  I  feel 
in  honor  bound  to  call  attention  to  one  matter  that  has  been 
annoying  me  for  some  time.  During  the  last  few  weeks  I 
have  been  obliged  to  object  once  or  twice  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Montana  to  insert  in 
the  Record  something  which  he  claimed  were  his  own  re- 
marks. It  is  the  first  time  in  the  34  years  I  have  been  here 
that  I  objected  to  anyone's  unanimous-consent  request.  I 
hope  it  will  not  be  necessary  in  the  future,  and  that  the  gen- 
tleman will  desist  from  putting  in  the  Congressional  Record 
matters  that  create  prejudice  and  resentment — matters  that 
assail  a  people  who  are  undeserving  of  the  attacks  that  have 
been  made  against  them. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  WUl  the  gentleman  state  why  he 
objected? 

Mr.  SABATH.  Yes;  I  will  state  it.  You  put  in  the  Rec- 
ord so  many  abuses  coming  to  you,  I  regret  to  say,  from 
sources — 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Why  do  you  not  prove  those 
abuses?  Every  remark  I  put  in  the  Record  is  authenticated 
and  documented. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  will  answer  the  gentleman.  He  has 
asked  me  a  question  and  I  will  answer  it. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  If  you  will  show  me  the  common 
courtesy  of  answering  those  remarks  correctly  I  will  ap- 
preciate it. 

Mr.  SABATH.  There  Is  not  a  scintilla  of  truth  in  most 
of  the  charges  that  the  gentleman  has  made.  He  has  put 
in  the  Congressional  Record 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  put  the  facts  in  the  Congressional 
Record  and  you  know  it. 

Mr.  SABATH.  More  stuff  than  any  10  Members.  You 
have  put  7  different  extensions  in  the  Record  in  the  last 
3  days,  taking  up  28  columns  of  space,  or  14  full  pages,  at  a 
cost  to  the  taxpayers  of  $45  a  page,  or  a  total  of  $630.  For 
3  days!  He  has  used  447  full  columns  of  space  so  far  in  this 
Congress,  at  a  cost  to  the  people  of  more  than  $10,000  for 
prmting  alone,  to  say  nothing  of  the  cost  to  the  Government 
in  carrying  this  franked  matter  through  the  mails  free. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  the  gentleman's 
remarks  taken  down. 


Mr.  SABATH.  I  felt  these  Inserts  are  unjustifiable  and 
unwarranted.  They  are  not  founded  on  facts.  You  cannot 
substantiate  any  of  them — I  think  you  should  desist — taken 
from  Nazi  elements  who  are  feeding  you  with  that  stuff. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.    What  is  a  Nazi  element? 

Mr.  SABATH.    I  am  not  going  to  argue  with  you. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  demand  that  the  remarks  be 
taken  down.  I  want  the  gentleman  to  prove  what  he  has 
said.  I  resent  being  called  a  Nazi  by  this  gentleman  here. 
I  want  those  remarks  taken  down. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  will  state 
what  words  he  objects  to. 

Mr.  THORKEUSON.  I  object  to  the  remarks  that  he 
made  in  regard  to  me. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Mon- 
tana will  have  to  be  more  specific  as  to  the  exact  words  to 
which  he  objects. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  By  Inference  the  gentleman  states 
that  I  am  a  Nazi.  I  want  him  to  prove  those  assertions, 
and  I  want  every  man  who  makes  such  statements  to  prove 
them. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Mon- 
tana will  have  to  be  more  specific  as  to  the  words  to  which 
he  objects.  Will  the  gentleman  state  the  words  to  which 
he  objects? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  object  to  that  material  going  into 
the  Record. 

Mr.  SABATH.    Wliat  material?    What  words? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  we 
have  the  record  read? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Mon- 
tana will  Indicate  what  words  he  wants  taken  down. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  the  words  that 
he  stated  here  on  the  floor  taken  down. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
words  demanded  to  be  taken  down. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

I  feel  these  Inserts  are  unjxistiflable  and  unwarranted.  They 
are  not  founded  on  facts.  You  cannot  substantiate  any  of  them — 
I  think  you  should  desist — taken  from  Nad  element*  who  are 
feeding  you  with  that  stuff. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  sees  nothing  in 
these  words  that  is  a  reflection  upon  the  gentleman  except 
that  part  of  the  last  sentence  which  reads  "taken  from  Nazi 
elements  who  are  feeding  you  with  that  stuff."  Tlie  Chair 
holds  that  the  objection  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Mon- 
tana to  those  remarks  is  well  taken. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  be  permitted  to  withdraw  that 
language  and  proceed  in  order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House,  but  this  reminds  me  of  a  little  story,  and 
I  think  I  will  be  justified  in  telling  It.  A  certain  Judge  had 
a  witness  before  him  who,  being  excited  on  cross-examina- 
tion, told  a  lawyer  that  had  tried  to  put  words  In  his  mouth 
that  he  was  lying.  He  said,  "Well,  you  are  a  liar."  For  this 
the  judge  found  him  guilty  of  contempt.  The  man  paid 
the  fine,  and  then  asked  the  judge,  "Judge.  I  am  paying  the 
fine.  Now.  I  want  to  know  whether  a  man  has  a  right  to 
think  in  this  court."  The  judge  said,  "Yes;  you  have  a 
right  to  think."    "Well,  I  still  thing  he  is  a  liar."    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of  order.  I 
demand  that  those  words  be  taken  down.  I  want  a  clean 
retraction.  I  want  a  retractior  of  the  statement  he  has  made 
by  implication. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  will  proceed 
In  order. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  to  have  the  words 
taken  down.  I  ask  to  have  the  statement  taken  down  that 
the  gentleman  made  Just  a  while  ago  by  implication. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
words  demanded  to  be  taken  down. 
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Mr.  8ABATH.  I  think  his  request  is  as  ridiculous  as  the 
articles  that  he  puts  in  the  Record.  • 

Mr.  THORKEI£ON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wiD  withdraw  the 
request  that  the  remarks  be  taken  down,  because  I  do  not 
believe  they  are  worth  recording. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  will  have  to  be  done  by 
unanimous  consent,  and  I  object,  and,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  demand 
recognition. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  For  what  purpose  does  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Dincill]  rise? 

Mr.  DINQELL.  The  remarks  of  the  gentleman  cannot  now 
be  withdrawn  without  unanimous  consent. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Does  the  gentleman  make 
that  as  a  point  of  order? 

Mr.  DINGELL.    Yes,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  t4;mpore.  The  point  of  order  is  over- 
ruled, and  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  is  recognized. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  few  minutes  before  I  took 
the  floor,  my  attention  was  called  to  an  extension  of  remarks 
In  this  morning's  Congressional  Record  by  the  gentleman 
from  Montana  entitled.  "Reply  to  My  Revilers."  He  takes 
up  six  columns  of  space  with  a  lot  of  nonsense. 

The  gentleman  rants  about  the  accuracy  and  authenticity 
of  his  extension  speeches,  and  says  that  none  of  his  state- 
ments have  ever  been  disproved.  I  do  not  know  what  the  gen- 
tleman considers  the  word  "disproved"  to  mean. 

I  call  attention  to  my  remarks  concerning  the  gentleman 
that  appeared  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record,  page  3006.  I 
ask  any  colleague  who  Is  Interested  to  look  up  those  remarks 
and  then  judge  for  h;mself  the  character  of  the  much- 
boasted  "authenticity"  of  his  documents.  The  gentleman 
had.  on  October  11,  1939,  inserted  in  the  Record  under  "leave 
to  print."  a  letter  purporting  to  have  been  written  by  Col. 
E.  M.  House,  closest  confidant  and  adviser  of  Woodrow  Wil- 
son throughout  the  World  War,  to  the  British  Prime  Minister, 
Lloyd  George.  In  this  letter  Colonel  House  was  placed  In 
the  position  of  carrying  on  a  secret  conspiracy  to  turn  the 
American  colonies  to  Great  Britain.  Every  detail  of  the 
"conspiracy"  was  described.  Of  course,  the  letter  was  later 
proved  to  be  a  rank  forgery,  but  the  gentleman  from  Mon- 
•  tana  had  the  gall  and  audacity  to  try  to  convince  Congress 
that  it  was  genuine.  He  apparently  would  still  like  to  have 
his  reading  public  believe  the  letter  was  genuine,  for  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Congressional  Record — page  3841 — he  says, 
referring  to  my  own  remarks: 

He  refers  to  the  so-calletl  House  letter,  which  I  have  already  said 
Is  a  part  of  the  Geneva  hearings  of  the  Senate.  •  •  •  xhU 
proves  the  substance  matt<T  of  the  letter. 

Now  read  this  illuminating  bit  of  Information  in  his  yes- 
terday's extension  of  remarks: 

The  letter  appears  In  the  hearlnffs  without  signature,  but  Is  a 
part  of  the  permanent  records  of  Congress. 

Appears  in  the  hearing:  without  signature!  Note  that.  But 
when  the  gentleman  from  Montana  placed  it  before  Congress 
It  had  a  signature,  the  forged  signature  of  Col.  E.  M  House, 
which  he  tried  his  best  to  make  Congress  think  was  a  genuine 
signature. 

Yet  the  gentleman  has  the  gaB  to  say: 

1  defy  anyone  to  find  one  para^aph.  sentence,  or  word  In  any 
of  my  remarks  that  are  not  In  the  strictest  accord  with  the  funda- 
mental principles  of  this  Republic  as  aet  forth  In  the  ConstltuUon 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  never  charged  that  the  gentleman  from 
Montana  is  a  Nazi.    I  said  that  he  inserts  material  in  the 

Oongrbsskmal  Record  under  leave  to  print  that  is  similar 

very  similar— to  the  type  of  material  that  is  used  by  the  Nazi 
propagandists,  and  that  It  has  the  same  effect.  The  effect  is 
to  arouse  racial  hatreds,  to  poison  the  people's  mind  against 
the  Jewish  race,  and  that  is  the  identical  kind  of  propaganda 
that  Hitler  used  in  Austria.  Holland.  Belgium,  and  that  he 
is  using  in  Mexico  and  South  America  and  Central  America. 

Just  what  the  gentleman  from  Montana  thinks  of  the 
murderer  Hitler  and  nazi-ism,  I  do  zK>t  prcfese  to  know.    But 


the  following  colloquy  between  the  gentleman  from  Montana 
and  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Patrick!  on  June  11 
would  seem  to  indicate  that  he  is  not  100  percent  sure  Just 
where  he  does  stand  as  to  nazi-ism: 

Mr.  Patrick.  Does  the  gentleman  grant  that  the  Nazi  GoTenl' 
ment  Is  at  cross-purposes  with  our  Government? 

Mr.  Thobxelson.  I  presimie  U  la;  I  don't  know,  because  we  have 
not  declared  war  on  Germany. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  inserts  of  the  gentleman  are  not  only 
unjustifiable  but  appear  to  me  to  be  willfully  and  deliberately 
inserted  lying  Nazi  accusations  against  the  Jewish  people. 
The  gentleman  from  Montana  objects  to  be  classed  as  a 
Nazi,  and  the  fact  is,  I  repeat,  that  I  did  not  charge  him 
with  being  a  Nazi.  I  merely  said  the  inserts  in  the  Record 
were  Nazi -inspired.  By  that  I  mean  he  must  have  been 
inspired  by  the  Nazi  propaganda  that  has  come  to  him  that 
seems  to  have  poisoned  his  mind.  That  is  the  policy  of  the 
Nazi  propagandists. 

I  fully  appreciate  the  advice  of  nearly  aU  of  the  Members 
that  I  should  not  dignify  his  accusations  with  an  answer, 
but  should  Ignore  them.  Unfortunately,  however,  many 
people  read  the  Congrbssional  Record  whose  minds  might  be 
prejudiced,  and,  I  fear,  some  may  already  have  become  prej- 
udiced. It  is  to  that  end.  and  for  that  reason,  that  he  should 
desist  in  his  unfair  attacks  and  abuse  of  his  privilege  in 
overloading  the  Congressional  Record  with  this  scurrilous 
material.  «        ] 

Not  only  that  but  these  insertions  have  been  reprinted  by 
the  hundreds  of  thousands  and  mailed  out  under  a  franked 
envelope  by  a  Nazi  organization— free  of  postage — and  even 
by  this  man  Winrod.  of  Wichita.  Kans..  who  conducted  his 
campaign  for  Governor  on  this  contemptible  Nazi  Issue. 
Furthermore,  the  gentleman  from  Montana  boastfully  in- 
serted in  the  Congressional  Record  a  speech  which  he  de- 
livered in  New  York  City  to  the  Christian  MobUizers.  Tak- 
ing everything  into  consideration,  I  cannot  help  but  feel 
that  his  actions  are  strengthening  the  "fifth  column"  which 
to  my  mind  is  aided,  yes,  financed  by  the  Nazi  forces  The 
country  should  know  that  Fritz  Kuhn,  Collins  Ross,  Joe 
McWUliams,  and  many  others  also  have  denied  Nazi  con- 
rections,  but  the  investigaUon  has  proven  otherwise  and 
there  are  many  other  Fritz  Kuhns  not  In  Jail  who  are 
carrying  out  the  Hitler-Nazi  plans.  You  must  have  E»ad 
frequently  of  the  activities  of  the  bunds  In  New  York  City 
Chicago,  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and  in  other  places! 
and  just  a  few  days  ago  you  must  have  observed  In;  the 
press  of  their  activities  in  Texas  and  Mexico  and.  only 
today,  a  Washington  paper  carried  the  following: 

NAZI  PROPAGANDA   CHIEr  ORDERED   OTJT   OF   MEXICO 

Mtaico  Crrr.  June  14  —Foreign  Minister  Bduardo  Hay  announced 
yesterday  that  Arthur  Dietrich,  press  attach^  of  the  German  iSS^ 
tlon  and  director  of  Nazi  propaganda  In  Mexico,  had  been  MUud 

i?Jrf  r  ♦^^  .*^"°!7  because  his  actlvlUes  are  "considered  preju- 
dicial to  the  Interests  of  our  nation."  f'^J" 

^.^r^^H^^-t^t,?^!^^.^  Legation  had  been  Informed  that  the  40- 
year-old  Dietrich,  brother  of  Adolf  Hitlers  press  chief  no  longer 
was  persona  grata  to  the  Mexican  Government  '  '^'^'^ 

An  ofBclal  in  the  Mexican  Government  press  department  ae- 
knowledj^ed  "this  te  only  the  beginning"  of  a  ^ve  SSSt  "hfth 
column    propaganda.  -*«"*«>*     pii.u 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  became  necessary  in  the  Panama  Canal 
Zone  to  investigate  the  Nazi  foUowers  gathering  there 

I  also  wish  to  state,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  what  I  predicted  in 
my  speech  of  March  18,  1938,  as  to  the  program  of  the  ifczis 
was  not  overstated,  and  I  feel  that  Nazi  "fifth  column"  aotlv- 
Ities  are  even  greater  in  the  South  American  republics  be- 
cause today  my  attenUon  was  called  to  the  evidence  presented 
to  the  House  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  showing  that  Nazi 
activities  among  our  own  Indians  are  rampant.  Further 
newspaper  reports  give  account  of  the  propaganda  carried  on 
in  Peru  and  Bolivia.  In  which  countries  the  majority  of  popu- 
lation is  Indian.  At  the  same  time  one  also  reads  of  the  Nazi 
activities  in  other  South  American  coimtries  where  there  has 
been  a  steady  Influx  of  Nazis. 

I  am  calling  attention  to  these  subversive  activities  in  our 
midst  because  I  believe  it  is  my  solemn  duty  to  do  so.  and  I 


shall  continue  my  efforts  whenever  I  feel  It  necessary  to  direct 
attention  to  those  whom  I  feel  guilty  of  subversive  activities 
in  our  country. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  exceedingly  sorry  that  this  has  required 
so  much  time.  I  did  not  expect  it  to,  and  I  shall  conclude  my 
remarks  by  urging  and  asking  that  a  favorable  vote  be  had 
on  the  rule.     ILaughter  and  applause.] 

Mr.  PISH.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  jield  myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  fearful,  if  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
(Mr,  SabathI  carries  out  his  promise  to  continue  his  feud 
with  the  gentleman  from  Montana,  we  may  be  in  session 
until  next  December.     ILaughter.] 

I  had  proposed  to  take  only  2  or  3  minutes  to  say  that  I 
believe  the  rule  is  fair  and  that  this  important  measure 
should  be  carefully  considered  by  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives. 

My  distinguished  friend,  the  chairman  of  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee, however,  advised  the  House  that  we  should  adjourn 
almost  immediately 

Mr.  SABATH.     Not  immediately. 

Mr.  FISH.  Not  immediately,  but  next  week.  My  idea 
about  that  is  that  the  Members  of  the  House,  both  Demo- 
crats and  Republicans,  should  not  desert  their  post  of 
duty  in  this  national  emergency,  and  that  those  who  pro- 
ceed to  desert  their  post  or  want  to  go  home  now  will  prob- 
ably be  kept  home  by  their  own  constituents.     [Applause.] 

The  gentleman  further  said,  I  think,  possibly,  referring  to 
me.  that  I  might  try  to  find  fault  with  the  President.  I 
want  to  assure  you  that  that  Is  the  easiest  possible  thing  for 
me  to  do.    I  do  not  even  have  to  try  at  all. 

Mr.  SABATH.    You  are  an  expert. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  an  expert  at  it.  It  comes  naturally  and 
very  easily,  but  I  am  not  going  to  indulge  in  it,  although 
the  gentleman  did  defend  the  President  and  assure  the  House 
that  the  President  was  not  in  favor  of  going  to  war.  I  wish 
the  gentleman  spoke  directly  for  the  President,  and  I  wish 
I  could  believe  one-half  of  that  statement.  I  do  believe 
this,  in  all  fairness  to  the  Democratic  Members  of  the  House, 
that  90  percent  of  them  are  opposed  to  entering  into  any  for- 
eign wars  unless  this  country  is  attacked  by  some  foreign 
foe.  On  the  other  hand,  I  believe  that  under  the  leadership 
of  your  President  the  Democratic  Party  is  the  war  party  in 
the  United  States  and  that  he  is  rapidly  leading  us  into  war. 

Now.  you  ask  me  to  give  some  evidence— or  I  assume  that 
is  what  you  are  going  to  ask  me — and  I  present  as  exhibit  A 
one  of  your  main  New  Deal  newspapers,  the  Philadelphia 
Record.  It  is  101  percent  New  Deal — correct?  I  bought  a 
copy  of  it  the  other  day.  You  have  to  read  something  on  the 
train,  so  I  bought  this  New  Deal  paper  to  see  what  is  going 
on.  I  do  not  get  very  near  the  White  House  these  days. 
There  was  an  editorial  In  It,  covering  one-third  of  the  first 
page,  headed  "We  are  In — we  are  in  the  war."  This  was  a 
New  Deal  paper  saying  we  are  already  in  the  war  I  do  not 
believe  it,  because  I  have  faith  In  Congress,  and  I  also  have 
faith  In  the  Democratic  Members  of  the  Congress,  and  I 
know  they  will  not  vote  to  put  us  in  the  war,  in  spite  of  the 
President. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.  No;  I  think  I  have  said  enough  for  the  time 
being,  but  in  view  of  What  the  chairmtin  of  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee said  I  could  not  pass  this  over  and  confine  myself 
entirely  to  the  rule. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  I  would  just  like  to  tell 
the  distinguished  gentleman  that  there  is  not  much  differ- 
ence between  the  editorials  of  the  Philadelphia  Record  and 
the  editorials  of  the  Philadelphia  Inquirer,  which  Is  a  very 
strong  pro-Republican  paper. 

Mr.  PISH.  That  paper  is  utterly  disowned  by  the  Repub- 
lican Party.  It  has  changed  Its  policy  recently  and  the  gen- 
tleman knows  the  reasons,  but  they  are  somewhat  personal. 
Is  not  this  the  newspaper  that  Is  owned  by  Moe  Annenberg, 
now  under  Indictment  for  tax  frauds? 


Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield?  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this  103-perccnt  New  Deal 
paper,  tlie  Philadelphia  Record.  Is  owned  by  David  Stem,  a 
multimilllcnaire  New  Deal  liberal — liberal  with  other  people's 
money — and  the  Philadelphia  Inquirer  is  owned  by  Moses  L. 
Annenberg,  a  multimiUionaire  notorious  tax  dodger,  who  is 
also  liberal  with  other  people's  money?  When  it  comes  to 
spending  other  people's  money  these  two  multimillionaire 
newspaper  owners  and  publishers  are  about  as  liberal  as  our 
multimillionaire  New  Deal  President  and  his  multimillionaire 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Mr.  Morgenthau. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  is  an  expert  in  these  matters 
and  knows  what  he  is  talking  about.  I  yield  myself  2  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.     Yes. 

I  believe  the  Members  who  voted  against  House  Concur- 
rent ResoluUon  76  will  regret  they  thereby  have  prevented 
vital  facts  from  being  given  to  the  Congress. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Is  not  that  vote  turn- 
ing down  my  resolution  asking  for  essential  Information 
regarding  conditions  in  war  zones  in  foreign  countries  and 
their  repercussions  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  upon 
neutral  and  nonbelligerent  countries,  a  sign  that  the  leader- 
ship of  the  House  does  not  want  the  members  of  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  to  know  what  is  going  on.  It  Is  vital 
that  we  have  the  most  complete  information  In  the  com- 
mittee that  first  acts  upon  oiu-  foreign  policy.  We  have 
had  few  meetings  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  this 
year  and  very  little  information  has  been  brought  by  the 
committee.  We  have  to  seek  our  Information  elsewhere. 
The  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  should  be  our  first  line  of 
defense  if  we  are  to  protect  our  flag  properly. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  lady  from  Massachusetts  is  completely 
correct.  We  have  had  far  too  much  secret  diplomacy  imder 
the  New  Deal  administration. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  confess  that  when  legislation  comes  to  this 
House  from  Mr.  Jesse  Jones,  the  very  able  Administrator  of 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  I  am  inclined  to 
go  along  with  him,  just  as  I  am  Inclined  to  go  along  with 
this  legislation.  I  am  not  sure  that  it  is  needed  now.  I 
think  the  original  purpose  of  the  legislation  was  to  get 
around  the  $45,000,000,000  debt  limit,  so  that  $300,000,000 
could  be  made  available  by  the  R.  F.  C.  to  the  Treasury 
Department  in  order  to  obviate  raising  the  debt  limit. 

However,  that  is  past  now,  because  the  debt  limit  has  been 
raised,  and  probably  that  part  of  the  bill  is  not  needed.  I 
do  believe,  however,  and  I  want  to  go  on  record  in  saying 
so,  that  Mr.  Jesse  Jones  is  an  able  and  experienced  admin- 
istrator, and  that  he  has  made  a  remarkable  record  in  the 
handling  of  billions  of  dollars  of  the  people's  money.  I  think 
when  bills  of  this  kind  come  here  with  his  recommendation — 
and  that  is  the  reason  that  this  bill  is  here  and  I  doubt 
if  it  would  be  here  if  it  were  not  for  his  recommendation — 
it  ought  to  be  given  very  careful  consideration  and  attention 
by  all  Members  of  the  House  on  a  nonpartisan  basis. 
[Applause.] 

I  yield  18  minutes  to  the  distinguished  member  of  the 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee,  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  (Mr.  Gifford]. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  heard  such  a  re- 
markable explanation  of  this  bill  that  I  hardly  think  I  can 
add  anything  to  it. 

Behold  how  the  picture  changes.  The  Budget  message  sent 
In  the  first  of  this  year  gave  assurance  that  the  Treasury 
could  recover  $700,000,000  of  money  from  so-called  Govern- 
ment corporations,  and  that  that  would  suflBce  to  prevent  rais- 
ing the  debt  limit,  or  it  was  so  implied.  This  bill  provides  for 
the  recapture  of  $400,000,000,  as  far  as  you  may  understand 
it,  although  additional  borrowing  power  is  granted,  so  that 
they  could  possibly  furnish  the  Treasury  with  more  funds. 
This  bill  came  before  our  committee  with  the  express  under- 
standing that  It  would  be  passed  to  obviate  raising  the  debt 
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limit.  The  bill  vi&s  reported  to  the  committee  some  time  ago. 
Since  that  time  we  have  increased  the  debt  limit  $4,000,- 
000,000.    I  quote  from  the  hearings: 

Mr.  Woixxnr.  Would  thh;  bUl  be  necessary  If  we  increased  the 
debt  limit? 

Mr.  JoNCB.  1  dont  think  any  of  It  wo\ild  be  neceanry  If  we  In- 
creased the  debt  limit. 

Mr.  WoLcoTT.  Tou  woiild  not  be  here  asking  for  It  If  we  Increaae 
the  debt  limit? 

Mr.  JoNBs.  I  think  that  may  be  assured. 

If  I  can  read  a  man's  mind.  Mr.  Jones  does  not  now  want 
you  to  pass  this  bill  that  is,  those  portions  of  it  wherein  we 
avoid  increase  of  the  debt  limit  by  depriving  him  of  his  capi- 
tal. In  fact,  from  a  conversation  this  morning,  I  understand 
that  the  head  of  the  new  Board,  Mr.  Stettlnius,  is  already  in 
conference  with  Mr.  Jones,  and  is  probably  depending  on  the 
R.  F.  C.  for  large  amounts  of  money.  There  are  but  five  sec- 
tions to  this  bill.  The  first  section  allows  the  R.  F.  C.  to  buy 
the  stock  of  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation  to  the 
extent  of  about  $125,000,000  from  the  Treasury.  This  simply 
provides  the  Treasury  with  money.  I  think  the  R.  F.  C.  might 
sell  this  stock.  If  they  desired,  and  get  their  money  back  again. 
Mr.  Jones  says  It  will  be  profltable  for  the  R.  F.  C.  to  purchase 
because  the  stock  pays  more  Interest  than  he  has  to  pay  for 
money,  so  that  he  does  not  object.  Recently  the  R.  F,  C. 
borrowed  money  as  low  as  1  percent. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
at  that  point? 

Mr.  OIFFOREK    Yes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Did  I  imderstand  the  gentleman  to  say 
that  this  morning  in  a  conference  notice  was  served  on  Mr. 
Jones  by  Mr.  Stettlnius  that  the  R.  F.  C.  would  be  called  upon 
for  heavy  loans? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  said  that  a  conversation  I  had  this  morn- 
ing implied  that  to  me;  that  they  were,  or  had  been,  in  c(»i- 
ference.  and  that  to  me  implied  using  this  fund.  But  I  do  not 
think  Mr.  Jones  wants  the  first  sections  of  this  bill  now.  He 
so  impressed  me.  It  is  well  to  keep  that  in  mind.  I  think 
some  Democratic  member  of  the  committee  ought  to  call  him 
by  telephone.  You  should  ask  him  directly  whether  or  not  he 
would  like  to  have  this  enacted  or  not  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
we  have  increased  the  debt  limit  by  $4,000,000,000. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  hold  in  my  hand  today's  issue  of  the 
Journal  of  Commerce,  of  New  York.  On  the  third  page  I  find 
this  language: 

JONES  rOB  PaiTATS  riNANCnfO — ProUMTKIEa  TO  BS  LOCKED  TO  rOB  SKLT- 
riNANCING  AND  PLANT  EXPANSION 

At  his  press  conference  today  Federal  Loan  Administrator  Jesse  H. 
Jones  said  he  thought  a  great  deal  of  the  defense  program  would 
and  should  be  financed  privately,  and  that  this  was  particularly 
true  with  respect  to  the  providing  of  working  capital.  "The  present 
lending  authority  of  the  Federal  Loan  Agency  Is  adequate  to  take 
care  of  all  the  mdtistrlal  needs  that  wlU  arise  \inder  the  defense 
program,"  Mr.  Jones  stated. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  am  limited  for  time.  Will  the  gentle- 
man take  that  up  later,  because  I  am  relsring  upon  the  gentle- 
man to  take  care  of  section  5  in  his  remarks. 

Section  2  of  the  bill  provides  for  $300,000,000  to  be  returned 
to  the  Treasury  by  buying  in  capital  stock  and  surrendering 
a  part  of  the  earnings:  but  the  joker  in  that  section  Is  it  shall 
not  reduce  the  borrowing  power  of  the  R.  F.  C.  They  have 
had  to  protect  themselves  there.  This  proves  the  inadvis- 
abillty  of  this  section. 

Section  3  simply  increases  the  amount  that  can  be  loaned 
to  railroads.  There  is  no  objection  to  that.  It  probably  is 
necessary. 

It  prolongs  the  life  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion some  years.    That  is  undoubtedly  necessary. 

Section  4  ought  to  interest  every  friend  of  the  fanner  In  this 
House.  Of  its  capital  stock  the  Secretary  wants  to  take 
$100,000,000  from  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Association. 
Fvery  man  knows  that  will  be  needed  and  ought  to  stay  there. 
They  know  huge  losses  are  boimd  to  be  met.    It  Is  not  sen- 


sible: but  they  have  put  a  joker  in  that  section,  in  that  it 
shall  remain  available  whenever  they  should  want  it. 

I  will  not  take  the  time  at  the  moment,  but  I  am  going  to 
comment  upon  the  Treasury  method  of  financing,  showing 
that  all  the  fimds  are  In  one  basket,  although  carried  on  the 
books  for  various  purposes.  When  more  money  Is  needed, 
they  have  to  find  it  by  borrowing.  They  can  never  know 
possibly  how  much  they  are  to  need  at  a  given  time.  ,  They 
are  pleading  not  only  for  these  funds  but  for  the  $4,000,000,000 
they  have  already  been  granted,  that  the  Treasury  may  have 
at  hand  a  plentiful  supply  of  money.  It  Is  the  first  line  of 
defense.  They  can  use  any  money  labeled  "defense  money," 
and  they  ought  to.  I  shall  comment  on  that  in  my  extension 
of  remarks. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  The  only  reason  they  want  to  take 
over  this  money  from  the  various  corporations  is  to  try  to 
patch  up  the  Treasury  situation  to  avoid  letting  the  public 
know  how  Insolvent  they  are? 

Mr.  GIFFORD,  It  Is  only  an  election  scheme.  Can  any- 
body deny  it?  It  is  to  get  by  November  without  raising  the 
debt  limit.  That  was  the  original  Intention.  Now  the  $4.- 
000,000.000  has  been  authorized  and  we  do  not  need  to  do  this. 
A  great  Senator  in  another  body  calls  this  the  juggling  bill, 
and  he  is  a  Democratic  Senator.  We  all  know  it  is  a  juggling 
bill.  It  is  funny  business.  Let  us  grant  to  the  R.  F.  C.  any 
special  powers  needed,  but  not  take  away  from  them  any 
funds  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  would  like  to  make  this  observa- 
tion: Senate  Resolution  150.  known  as  the  Byrd  report,  shows 
as  of  June  1939  the  losses  of  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage 
Corporation  to  be  $82,408,464. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Yes.  We  understand  that  the  Federal 
Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  met  with  great  losses.  This 
$100,000,000  should  never  be  taken  from  them.  They  agree 
to  it  because  it  will  supposedly  be  available  at  any  time  they 
w^t  it.  Why  take  it  and  then  later,  after  election,  give  it 
back?  I  am  critical  of  this  Treasury  bookkeeping  and  such 
information  as  is  given  to  the  public.  I  have  so  many  times 
called  your  attention  to  it.  It  seems  to  go  unheeded.  But  you 
rememl)er  in  the  1936  campaign  how  your  President  went 
over  the  country  telling  about  the  $6,000,000,000  assets  which 
we  had,  which  appeared  simply  on  the  books.  Immediately 
upon  the  opening  of  the  Congress  in  1937  we  had  to  mark  off 
two  and  one-half  billion  dollars  of  worthless  securities.  Did 
not  the  Pre.sident  know  about  this?  How  could  he  help  but 
know  it?  Mr.  Hoover  answered  him  by  striking  him  out 
nine  times,  if  you  will  remember,  but  the  public  paid  little 
attention  to  it.  The  adulation  of  personalities  in  this  Nation 
of  ours  overcomes  all  reason  relating  to  finances  or  anything 
else.  I  do  not  know  what  we  can  do  to  arouse  our  people  to 
the  condition  which  the  Treasury  may  be  in.  Again  I  trust 
you  will  read  the  further  remarks  I  will  extend  along  this  line. 

In  this  report — it  is  a  strange  thing  and  perhaps  they  will 
explain  it— that  under  article  5  many  corporations  may  be 
set  up  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  purchase 
strategic  materials  that  may  be  necessary  for  matters  of 
defense.  Not  one  corporation,  but  many:  and  we  had  hear- 
ings on  that  and  we  on  the  minority  side  tried  to  amend  the 
section.  This  testimony  does  not  appear  in  the  hearings. 
Why  did  you  not  print  it  in  the  hearings  for  the  benefit  of 
the  House  and  that  we  ourselves  might  review  our  argiunents 
on  that  matter?  That,  however,  will  be  taken  up  very  fully 
by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Crawtord]  a  little 
later. 

It  may  be  wise  to  form  these  corporations,  but  somebody 
will  ask  when  they  read  that  we  are  to  advance  25  percent  in 
order  to  get  strategic  materials.  "Are  we  going  to  advance  It 
to  foreign  nations?"    Nearty  aU  this  sort  of  legislaUon  has 
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resulted  from  the  great  confidence  we  have  had  in  Mr.  Jesse 
Jones.  Now  we  see  where  he  was  summoned.  He  was  re- 
quested to  come  to  the  rescue  of  the  Treasury  by  scheming 
things  so  that  his  party  could  get  by  the  election.  And  even 
Jesse  Jones  has  to  submit  to  the  will  of  his  President.  I  wish 
some  of  you  gentlemen  would  go  to  a  telephone  and  ask  Mr. 
Jones  if  he  would  not  prefer  that  we  did  not  pass  this  legis- 
lation. He  says  that  $500,000,000  capital  is  not  now  needed 
to  carry  on,  because  he  can  borrow  six  and  six-tenths  times 
the  amount  of  his  capital  stock.  Not  that  exactly,  because  we 
asked  him  how  much  he  really  could  borrow.  He  said  that  it 
was  impossible  to  tell  at  any  given  time,  because  every  time 
we  Instruct  him  to  capitalize  something  or  to  lend  something 
we  specify  that  It  shall  not  interfere  with  his  borrowing 
power  but  that  it  should  be  increased  in  like  amount. 

Do  we  want  a  capitalization  of  $500,000,000  to  carry  some 
$3,500,000,000?  I  hardly  think  we  do ;  I  hardly  think  he  wants 
to.  O  gentlemen.  It  Is  so  plain  to  see  why  it  Is  done.  The 
$4,000,000,000  has  already  been  granted.  This  ii  no  longer 
necessary.  Let  me  read  you  some  facts.  The  actual  debt 
limit  as  estimated  by  the  Treasury  la  $48,612,000,000.  The 
debt  on  May  28  was  $42,439,000,000.  This  leaves  a  surplus  of 
$3,172,000,000.  There  should  be  added  to  this  the  proposal 
by  the  President  to  recapture  $700,000,000  from  Government 
corporations.  Then  you  would  have  plenty  of  money.  You 
wculd  have  enough  money  to  enable  you  to  spend  from  $4,000,- 
000.000  to  $5,000,000,000  in  excess  of  revenue  before  the  pres- 
ent debt  limit  should  be  raised.  We  have  now  raised  the  debt 
limit  by  $4,000,000,000  under  the  title  of  defense.  When  it 
comes  into  the  Tieasurj  it  will  be  there  in  the  general  funds, 
like  the  social-security  funds.  It  will  be  used.  It  may  be  ear- 
marked for  certain  purposes  and  declared  available.  But 
it  is  not  within  the  realm  of  my  imagination  to  believe  that 
this  $700,000,000  can  now  be  needed.  You  cannot  spend  that 
money  within  the  year,  even  though  you  are  very  good  at 
spending  money  quickly.  This  bill  is  very  simple.  There  are 
but  five  provisions  in  it.  Do  not  get  confused.  It  is  not  dif- 
ficult to  understand.  It  provides  for  the  purchase  of  the  stock 
of  the  Federal  home-loan  bank.  That  is  No.  1.  Soon  the 
Federal  home-loan  stock  will  all  be  owned  by  private  banks  or 
individuals.  The  Government  was  not  supposed  to  own  it  for 
a  great  length  of  time.  This  was  a  Hoover  set-up.  The  home- 
loan  bank  was  created  when  the  Republicans  were  in  power. 

Next  is  the  $300,000,000  that  we  should  provide  the  Treas- 
ury, but  must  increase  the  borrowing  power  of  the  R.  F.  C. 
I  regret  that  you  do  not  get  the  full  benefit  of  the  discussion 
in  the  committee,  because  some  of  it  is  not  in  the  rejwrt. 
I  shall  extend  my  remarks  because  I  do  not  want  to  take 
more  time,  but  I  do  wish  some  of  you  would  do  me  the  honor 
of  reading  in  the  extension  of  those  remarks  the  statements 
regarding  the  Federal  Treasury.    I  think  they  are  opportune. 

Mr.  McLEAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  I  understand  that  this  bill  provides  $700,- 
000.000  which  Is  to  go  into  the  Treasury  to  reduce  the  deficit 
of  the  fiscal  year.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  before 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  on  the  31st  day  of  May, 
or  his  assistants,  testified  that  the  anticipated  expenditures 
over  normal  receipts  for  the  fiscal  year  will  amount  to 
$1,876,000,000  less  anticipated  recovery  of  anticipated  funds 
from  general  Government  agencies  of  $700,000,000.  making 
an  anticipated  deficit  to  be  financed  by  borrowing  of  $1,706.- 
000.000.  There  are  Treasury  obligations  to  be  met  as  of 
February  21  which  will  result  in  the  borrowing  power  being 
fully  exhausted  and  the  working  balance  being  reduced  to 
$600,000.000 — and  this  is  assuming  that  the  anticipated  re- 
turn of  $700,000,000  of  capital  from  Government  agencies  is 
realized.  By  charging  the  normal  expenses  of  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  to  the  special  defense  fund 
as  is  proposed  that  will  relieve  the  Treasury,  and  by  this  feat 
of  financial  legerdemain,  using  funds  provided  for  the  na- 
tional-defense emergency  for  general  purposes,  will  provide 
the  Treasury  with  $1,040,000,000  of  working  capital,  and  the 
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recovery  of  this  amount  will  not  be  of  so  much  Importance 
as  it  was  before  the  national-defense  emergency  arose. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  ask  the  gentleman  not  to  take  any  more 
of  my  time.  Returns  under  this  tax  bill  will  be  used  for  ordi- 
nary purposes  of  government.  The  picture  has  completely 
changed.  The  debt  limit  has  been  raised  $4,000,000,000. 
There  Is  now  no  necessity  for  this  bill. 

Time  marches  on.  Before  this  bill  could  be  presented 
another  bill  was  passed  carrying  provisions  far  exceeding  the 
original  purposes  of  this  one.  The  President's  Budget  mes- 
sage, contemplating  repayment  by  Government  corporations 
of  some  seven  hundred  millions  to  obviate  the  necessity  of 
increasing  the  debt  limit,  was  considered  by  the  committee 
and  is  now  before  you. 

But  already  a  bill  has  been  enacted  In  the  House,  rais- 
ing the  debt  limit  by  $4,000,000,000.  You  will  ask  "Is 
this  bill  now  necessary?"  It  will  be  argued  that  the  other 
legislation  simply  provided  for  national  defense.  Is  It  pos- 
sible that  during  the  next  fiscal  year  such  a  vast  gum  can  be 
wisely  spent?  it  has  been  clearly  shown  that  large  amounU 
to  be  raised  under  the  new  tax  bill  will  be  used  for  ordinary 
expenses.  Shall  we  now  Juggle  the  accounu  of  these 
agencies  and  allow  these  seven  hundred  millions  to  be  used 
temporarily?  You  will  note  by  the  provisions  of  the  bill  that 
they  must  still  be  available  to  these  corporations  if,  and 
when,  needed.  Treasury  bookkeeping  Is  little  understood. 
The  public  has  been  misled  by  those  In  high  places.  In  the 
campaign  of  1936  the  President  himself  assured  the  people 
that  we  had  assets  of  six  billions.  The  books  and  reports  to 
the  public  so  Indicated.  But  at  the  very  next  session  of  the 
Congress  we  were  asked  to  charge  off  more  than  two  and 
one-half  billions  of  securities  at  one  stroke.  The  Treasury 
held  the  notes  of  the  R.  F.  C.  for  this  amount  in  full  knowl- 
edge that  it  represented  cash  paid  out  for  relief  and  other 
nonrecoverables.  The  public  was  deliberately  deceived. 
The  Treasury  cannot,  and  does  not.  keep  cash  on  hand  eveii 
for  earmarked  appropriations.  The  money  Is  all  in  one 
basket.  The  books,  however,  show  these  liabilities  for  these 
special  appropriations,  and  when  cash  is  needed  the  Treas- 
ury must  provide  it.  If  receipts  are  not  enough,  borrow- 
mgs  must  be  resorted  to.  Social  security  and  all  other  trust 
funds  are  spent  as  received,  although  credits  are  placed  on 
the  books.  The  money  received  from  the  issuance  and  sale 
of  bonds  is  used  for  any  purpose.  Vast  commitments  of 
expenditures  steadily  demanding  payments  must  make  it 
impossible  for  the  Treasury  to  know  at  a  given  time  what 
amount  may  be  needed  on  hand. 

Small  wonder  Mr.  Mcrgenthau  pleads  that  the  stabiliza- 
tion fund,  the  Increase  in  the  debt  limit,  and  the  temporary 
calling  In  of  this  seven  hundred  millions  are  necessary.  How 
he  must  dread  the  fateful  hour  when  sales  resistance  may  be 
met  in  the  disposal  of  our  debt  certificates.  At  the  moment 
a  great  surplus  of  idle  money,  and  the  present  patrioUc 
appeal  will  postpone  this  event.  Probably  the  Government 
may  rely  on  the  supposition  that  because  banks  and  insur- 
ance companies  already  hold  such  huge  amounts,  they  will, 
in  sheer  self-defense,  see  to  it  that  our  bonds  appear,  at 
least,  to  be  good  investments  and  will  not  allow  a  surplus  to 
be  placed  on  the  market. 

It  is  not  a  pleasant  picture.  The  Treasury  is.  indeed,  our 
first  line  of  defense,  and  any  portion  of  so-called  defense 
money  must  and  will  be  used  to  support  it.  The  people 
should  be  fully  informed  at  all  times  as  to  the  real  condition 
of  the  Treasury.  No  apparent  audits  seem  to  be  made  and 
vast  sums  constantly  appear  in  the  reports  as  real  assets, 
which  are  often  worthless,  although  carried  on  the  books  at 
face  value.  Many  times  have  I  presented  this  to  the  Con- 
gress. It  Is  claimed  that  congressional  action  is  needed 
before  these  securities  can  be  audited  and  marked  down.  I 
do  not  believe  this  to  be  necessary.  As  I  recall  it.  the  R.  P.  C. 
requested  the  Congress  to  mark  off  the  two  and  one-half 
billions  so  that  they  might  no  longer  pay  interest  to  the 
Treasury.  That  fiction  might  have  been  carried  on  indefi- 
nitely.   If  the  Republican  Party  comes  into  power  and  I  still 
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am  here  and  on  the  Expenditures  Committee,  I  can  promise 
an  audit  of  many  securities  now  carried  at  face  value  and  I 
think  results  would  be  astonishing.  How  long  will  these 
corporate  devices  be  able  to  borrow  money  at  2  percent  and 
even  1  percent  and  loan  at  4  to  5  percent,  thereby 
mopping  up  their  huge  losses?  Even  the  H.  O.  L.  C.  boasts 
that  their  great  losses,  known  to  everyone,  will  be  met  by 
this  difference  In  interest  and  classed  as  profit.  Borrowing 
from  one  class  at  1  percent  and  loaning  to  another  class 
of  citizens  at  4  ^2  percent.  Such  is  the  Oovermnenf s  policy  at 
the  moment.  It  cannot  go  on  indefinitely.  Already  our 
institutions  realize  they  have  a  disproportionate  amount  of 
one  kind  of  security  in  their  portfolios. 

Mr.  Morgenthau  now  insists  that  the  new  issues  of  four 
billions  will  not  be  tax-exempt — I  wish  him  luck.  We  will 
watch  the  eagerness  of  the  public  to  buy  them  and  the  rate 
of  Interest  granted  to  Insure  their  sale. 

These  remarks  are  made  as  germane  to  this  bill  in  this 
contemplated  transfer  to  the  Treasury.  It  has  been  termed 
by  experts  as  "the  juggling  bill."  Read  line  8  on  page  2  of 
the  bill,  Une  1  on  page  3,  line  14  on  page  4.  Why  take  these 
funds  If  they  must  still  remain  available  and  also  replenish 
the  capital  stock  of  the  R.  P.  C.  when  needed  later?  It  may 
be  called  a  hocus-pocus  proceeding,  originally  contemplated 
only  to  postpone  raising  the  debt  limit  in  an  election  year. 
No  one  can  venture  to  dispute  that  statement.  Let  us  con- 
sider now  the  advisability  of  amending  this  bill  by  striking 
out  sections  1.  2,  and  4,  since  the  tremendous  sum  of  four 
billions  has  alieady  been  granted.  Under  the  provisions  of 
section  5  the  R  P.  C.  should  need  the  funds  already  at  hand 
and  not  be  obliged  to  call  on  the  Treasury  later.  Their  bor- 
rowing power  supposedly  has  a  limit.  It  should  come  as  a 
distinct  shock  to  the  Nation  to  learn  to  what  extremes  this 
administration  would  resort  to  temporarily  juggle  these  ac- 
counts, simply  to  get  by  an  election.  Attempt  to  fool  the 
people  once  again.  Do  the  people  know  of  the  direct  mis- 
representations made  to  them  in  the  campaign  of  1936? 

How  convenient  a  time  to  raise  the  debt  limit  in  the  name 
of  national  defense. 

Will  Democratic  oratory  suffice  to  mislead  than  again  as 
to  the  real  state  of  their  coim try's  assets?  Will  a  pied  piper 
again  lead  them  to  the  very  brink  of  financial  disaster? 
People  may  not  always  be  willing  to  loan  money  to  the 
authority  having  the  power  to  tax  them  for  payment  of  both 
principal  and  interest.  Who  said.  "Many  nations  have  been 
foundered  on  the  rocks  of  loose  fiscal  policy"?  Where  has 
he  led  them?  But  do  they  know  it?  Perhaps  the  only  way 
to  tell  them  will  be  to  find  a  pled  piper  of  equal  ability  to 
make  them  listen  and  turn  back  on  the  road  to  a  safer  route 
which  will  not  be  labeled  "spending  into  prosperity."  Once 
before  we  used  the  old  illustration,  "You  can't  drink  yourself 
sober."  Let  us  hope  the  drunken  orgy  of  adulation  of  such 
leadership  has  spent  Itself  and  that  full  realization  of  their 
present  financial  plight  may  come  to  our  people  and  that 
they  will  demand  a  full  accounting. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  balance  of  the 
time  on  this  side  to  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  tMr. 
MnxxRl. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  been  requested  to  yield 
time  to  the  gentleman  and  I  yield  him  an  additional  2V2 
minutes. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  apparently  there  is  no  op- 
posiUon  to  the  rule,  nor  should  there  be.  because  at  this  time 
certainly  the  House  wants  to  consider  seriously  every  pro- 
posal that  Is  made  to  It  to  strengthen  our  national  defense. 
I  want  at  the  outset  to  express  the  opinion  that  many  others 
have  expressed  in  the  Well  of  this  House  that  our  Govern- 
ment is  fortimate  in  having  the  services  of  Mr.  Jesse  Jones, 
and  to  express  the  hope  that  his  power  and  authority  wlli 
not  be  impaired  during  the  development  of  this  Important 
defense  program. 

I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  first  four  sections  of  the  bill 
at  all,  but  I  would  like  to  direct  attention  to  the  language 
contained  in  section  5,  found  <m  page  4  of  the  bllL    The 


opening  part  of  the  paragraph  provides  for  the  setting  up 
of  a  corporation  or  corporations  to  buy  strategic  war  ma- 
terials or  other  raw  materials  needed  for  our  national  de- 
fense. To  that,  of  course,  nobody  can  object,  but  I  direct 
attention  particularly  to  the  language  In  lines  9  and  10,  page 
6,  which  provides  that  these  corporations  may  use  this 
money  for  plane  construction,  expansion,  equipment,  and  for 
working  capital.  Certainly  under  the  language  of  section  5 
the  corporations  to  be  set  up  under  this  bill  can  construct 
plants,  expand  existing  plants,  or  other  plants  that  they 
construct,  and  use  the  money  for  equipment  and  working 
capital. 

I  asked  Mr.  Jones  in  committee  whether  he  had  any  inten- 
tion, or  whether  there  was  an  Intention  on  his  part,  to  con- 
struct factories  or  buildings  for  the  making  of  war  material 
and  war  equipment.  His  answer  was  that  he  had  no  such 
Idea.  Some  of  us  felt  that  the  language  should  be  made 
clear,  that  language  should  be  inserted  that  would  prohibit 
the  Federal  Government  from  building  a  factory  and  enter- 
ing into  competition  with  existing  industries  that  are  now 
providing  for  our  national  defense.  Certainly  no  Member  of 
this  House  and  no  loyal  citizen  wants  to  do  or  say  anything 
that  will  impede  the  development  of  our  national  defense.  We 
all  want  to  hasten  preparedness,  and  no  one  is  more  anxious 
that  we  have  sound  preparedness  than  are  the  men  who 
served  in  the  World  War.  We  know  the  price  that  was  paid 
at  that  time  for  our  unpreparedness.  We  determined  at  the 
end  of  the  World  War  that  never  again  should  our  young 
men  be  sent  into  battle  without  even  the  knowledge  of  how 
to  load  a  rifie,  nor  should  our  aviators  be  sent  into  the  air 
fiylng  airplanes  with  motors  so  faulty  that  the  fiames  blow 
through  the  side  of  the  casting  and  set  the  ship  afire  in  the 
air.    We  do  not  want  that  experience  repeated. 

At  this  particular  time  it  seems  to  me  more  important 
that  we  have  the  good  will  of  industry,  of  capital,  and  of 
labor.  We  should  be  sure  that  every  possible  dollar  that  is 
lying  Idle  in  our  banks  will  be  put  to  work.  I  submit  this 
question  to  the  members  of  the  committee  and  ask.  if  you 
as  businessmen  would  consider  invesUng  money  in  plant 
expansion  or  in  the  building  of  new  plants  to  provide  mate- 
riel needed  for  the  Government  during  this  period  of  emer- 
gency if  you  knew  that  at  ttils  Ume  Congress  was  writing 
into  law  language  that  would  permit  corporations  of  the 
Government  to  build  factories  and  go  into  competition  with 
private  industry? 

I  do  not  want  to  see  anybody  make  excess  profits  out  of 
this  naUonal-defense  program,  out  of  the  orders  placed  by 
our  own  Government,  or  out  of  orders  placed  by  foreign 
governments.  I  hope  when  the  tax  bill  comes  back  from 
the  other  body  that  language  will  be  written  into  it  that 
will  recapture  for  the  Treasury  any  excess  profits  that  may 
be  made.  I  do  not  want  to  put  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
those  Industries  and  those  businessmen  who  are  trying  to 
cooperate  with  the  Government.  I  would  be  perfectly  satis- 
fled  to  have  language,  and  I  believe  such  an  amendment  will 
be  offered,  that  will  make  it  clear  that  the  Government 
will  not  and  cannot  go  Into  competition  with  private  In- 
dustry, that  it  cannot  build  factories  to  supply  materiel 
for  our  War  or  Navy  Department,  unless  those  materiel 
cannot  be  procured  expediently  and  at  a  reasonable  price 
from  private  Industry. 

Mr.  Jones  Indicated  In  the  committee  he  was  willing  to 
accept  such  an  amendment.  In  fact,  he  considered  and  pre- 
pared some  language  in  the  committee  and  was  willing  to 
have  the  committee  adept  it,  but  members  of  the  committee 
on  the  majority  side  felt  It  was  not  fair  to  Mr.  Jones  to  have 
him  express  an  opinion.  I  for  one  will  take  the  opinion  that 
Mr.  Jones  expresses,  whether  it  be  a  spur-of-the-moment 
opinion  expressed  in  committee  or  something  that  he  has  a 
great  deal  of  time  to  prepare. 

If  that  language  had  been  Inserted  in  secUon  5  which 
would  simply  make  clear  that  unless  the  material  could  not 
be  secured  at  a  reasonable  price  and  expedlUously  the  Gov- 
ernment would  not  go  into  compeUtion,  then  I  do  not  believe 
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there  would  be  a  single  objection  to  this  bill  and  it  could 
have  gone  through  by  imanlmous  consent. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  want  unity,  and  I  know  the  Members  of  the 
minority,  certainly  all  of  those  with  whom  I  have  talked, 
want  to  cooperate  on  those  things,  but  we  are  not  going  to 
liave  unity  unless  the  majority  will  indicate  a  spirit  of  will- 
ingness to  meet  us  halfway,  a  willingness  to  be  fair  about 
language  that  is  put  in  bills,  and  a  willingness  to  remove 
doubt  from  the  mind  of  those  who  have  doubts  as  to  the 
language  in  section  5. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  9958, 
to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan  banks;  to  amend  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act,  as  amended,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  Itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  H.  R.  9958.  with  Mr.  Cooper  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  first  reading  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama  I  Mr.  Steagall]  Is  recognized  for  1  hour  and  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Gitford]  is  recognized 
for  1  hour. 

The  gentleman  from  Alabama  is  recognized. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a 
question  before  he  starts  his  speech? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.     Certainly. 

Mr.  FISH.  Is  there  anything  in  this  bill  that  directly  or 
Indirectly  enables  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to 
lend  money  to  foreign  nations? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.     No. 

Mr.  FISH.  That  is  all  I  want  to  know.  I  am  a  great  friend 
and  admirer  of  the  gentleman,  and  I  take  his  word  on  any- 
thing. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  first  provision  of  this 
bill  contemplates  the  recapture  by  the  Treasury  of  $400,000,- 
000.  Of  this  amoimt,  $300,000,000  would  be  restored  to  the 
Treasury  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  in  one 
of  three  ways:  By  direct  return  out  of  the  original  capital 
of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  amounting  to 
$500,000,000:  or  out  of  the  surplus,  which  amounts  to  $285,- 
000.000  on  the  books  of  the  Corporation  at  this  time;  or  by 
the  purchase  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  home-loan  bank, 
which  amounts  to  about  $125,000,000.  and  which  is  now 
owned  by  the  Treasury.  An  additional  $100,000,000  of  cap- 
ital of  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  would  be 
restored  to  the  Treasury  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill. 

The  next  provision  of  the  bill  would  enlarge  the  lending 
powers  of  the  Corporation  for  the  benefit  of  the  railroads  of 
the  Nation.  Under  existing  law.  there  Is  a  limit  of  $350,000,- 
000  that  may  be  loaned  to  railroads.  That  amount  has  been 
practically  absorbed  by  loans  already  advanced  or  by  com- 
mitments for  loans  now  pending  with  the  Corporation. 

Another  provision  of  the  bill  would  authorize  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  to  organize  a  corporation  or 
corporations  for  the  purpose  of  aldmg  in  financing  the  Na- 
tion's program  of  national  defense.  The  corporations  organ- 
ized by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  would  be 
permitted  to  make  loans  for  the  acquirement  and  retention 
of  strategic  and  critical  war  materials  and  other  raw  mate- 
rials necessary  in  the  preparation  of  military  equipment,  for 
plant  expansion,  for  plant  construction,  and  for  working 
capital 


Another  provision  in  connection  with  this  last  would  au- 
thorize the  advancement  of  cash  for  the  purchase  of  war 
materials  for  subsequent  delivery,  and  authorization  Is  given 
for  negotiations  by  which  farm  products  would  be  delivered 
in  exchange  for  any  materials  purchased  wuhln  the  provi- 
sions of  this  bill.  This  provision  was  suggested  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  and  by  Jesse  Jones, 

The  measure  provides  for  the  extension  of  the  time  for 
maturity  of  loans  from  1945  to  1955.  It  Is  contemplated  that 
an  amendment  will  be  offered  which  will  also  extend  the  life 
of  the  powers  of  the  Corporation,  wliich  would  expire  under 
existing  law  at  the  end  of  the  present  fiscal  year,  so  that  these 
powers  would  exist  for  5  additional  years. 

This,  in  short,  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill.  I  want  to  say  that 
it  Is  not  contemplated  by  anybody  that  the  fimds  of  the  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation  or  the  subsidiary  corpora- 
tions organized  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
would  supply  funds  authorized  under  this  bill  for  Gh3vem- 
ment  construction  and  operation  of  plants  and  mdustrtal  out- 
fits engaged  in  carrying  out  the  program  of  national  defense. 
The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  separate  transactions  of  this 
kind  from  the  general  business  of  the  Corporation. 

Under  the  law  the  general  loaning  activities  of  the  Cor- 
poration must  be  made  within  certain  restrictions  and  limi- 
tations pr^cribed  by  Congress.  The  Congress  laid  down  the 
general  rule  that  loans  made  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  should  be  made  upon  a  basis  of  full  and  ade- 
quate security.  This  bill  would  separate  business  contem- 
plated by  this  act  from  the  general  business  of  the  Corpora- 
tion, so  that  a  wider  range  of  discretion  would  be  allowed 
In  order  that  the  Corporation  in  makmg  contracts  for  the 
acquirement  of  these  materials  might  have  greater  freedom 
of  action  in  negotiating  arrangements  with  private  indus- 
tries; that  the  purpose  is  to  make  contracts  that  will  be  fair 
to  the  Grovernment;  that  would  protect  the  interests  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  people  of  the  Nation  and  at  the  same  time 
have  enough  elasticity  and  freedom  of  action  to  enable  the 
Corporation  to  make  agreements  that  will  protect  private 
industry  against  losses  to  be  incurred,  which,  under  hard  and 
fast  ordinary  rules,  might  not  be  anUcipated.  The  purpose 
is  to  save  to  the  people  of  the  country  wherever  It  can  be  done 
without  sacrificing  the  program  of  defense  any  losses  that 
might  occur  by  the  application  of  arbitrary  rules  governing 
transactions  between  the  Government  and  private  industries. 
The  purpose  is  to  set  up  business  methods,  trusting  the  ad- 
ministrative officials  to  protect  the  Government  and  at  the 
same  time  apply  fair  rules  for  contracting  inustrles.  Other- 
wise, Industry,  in  entering  Into  these  contracts,  would  have 
to  anticipate  all  possible  adverse  development  and  exact 
prices  and  conditions  that  would  not  be  the  case  where  suffi- 
cient freedom  of  action  Is  allowing  to  permit  contracts  upon 
a  common-sense  basis,  fair  to  the  Government  and  fair  to 
those  with  whom  the  Government  has  dealings. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  On  page  5,  under  section  5,  there 
is  a  provision  for  making  loans  to  develop  strategic  and 
critical  materials  and  other  raw  materials.  What  is  the 
definition  of  the  word  "strategic"?  What  does  the  gentleman 
include  In  that  term? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  do  not  understand  exactly  the  tech- 
nical distinction  between  strategic  materials  and  critical  ma- 
terials. To  me.  they  all  mean  about  the  same.  There  is  a 
distinction,  of  course. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  The  reason  I  ask  the  question  is 
that  a  bill  has  been  Introduced  in  the  Senate  which  defines 
gold  and  silver  as  strategic  materials.  The  Bureau  of  Mines 
has  put  out  a  statement  which  defines  these  under  the  cate- 
gory of  manganese,  chromium,  mercury,  tungsten,  and 
antimony. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  That  Is  probably  a  good  answer,  but  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say  that  I  can  answer  the  gentleman's 
question. 
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Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman  would  not  be  in  favor 
of  including  gold  and  silver  as  strategic  war  materials? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Well,  I  do  not  think  there  Is  any  prac- 
tical reason  for  that  question.    I  should  say  not. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  On  page  2  of  the  report  there  Is  men- 
tioned the  fact  that  the  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  return  sur- 
plus funds  from  various  Government  agencies  to  the  Tteas- 
ury.  Has  the  gentleman  any  information  as  to  the  total 
amount  that  might  be  returned  to  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  The  total  amoimt  contemplated  by  this 
bill  is  $400,000,000;  $300,000,000  by  the  Reconstruction  Fi- 
nance Corporation,  as  I  have  undertaken  briefly  to  explain* 
and  $100,000,000  recaptured  out  of  the  capital  stock  of  the 
Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation. 

Let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  that  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  borrowed  to  the  amount  of  nearly 
$3,000,000,000—1  think  the  figure  U  $2300,000.000— when  the 
capital  of  the  Corporation  was  only  $500,000,000.  At  first 
the  Corporation  was  permitted,  under  the  original  act,  to  ex- 
pand its  capital  three  times,  and  then  it  was  raised  to  five 
times,  and  now  it  is  six  times  plus  two-tenths;  but  the  Cor- 
poration had  obligations  approximately  $3,000,000,000  out- 
standing when  the  capital  was  only  $500,000,000.  ' 

Their  outsUndlng  obligations  now  are  only  $1,100,000,000 
excluding  capital;  they  have  a  surplus  of  $285,000,000,  and 
our  advices  are  that  this  surplus  is,  certainly  for  the  greater 
part,  a  valid,  real  surplus.  This  being  the  case  it  is  evident 
that  with  diminishing  loans,  there  cannot  be  any  necessity 
for  a  greater  amount  of  capital  structtu'e  than  was  required 
when  the  Corporation  was  transacting  almost  three  times  the 
amount  of  business  in  the  form  of  loans  It  is  transacting  now 
or  may  be  expected  to  carry  in  the  future. 

I  do  not  understand  the  logic  of  gentlemen  who,  while 
complaining  about  too  much  government  in  business,  seem 
to  insist  that  the  various  activities  of  the  Government  requir- 
ing capital  furnished  by  the  Treasury  should  be  required  to 
continue  to  hold  unnecessary  Government  Investments.  It 
would  seem  that  everybody  would  welcome  even  a  partial 
liquidation  of  any  emergency  corporation  established  by  the 
Government  which  requires  the  use  of  funds  from  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States.  That  is  what  is  undertaken  by  this 
bill:  and  let  me  say  that  Mr.  Jones,  the  Federal  Loan  Ad- 
ministrator, in  whom  so  much  confidence  has  been  expressed, 
advises  us  that  there  is  no  need  for  the  full  amoimt  of  capital 
on  hand.  I  share  that  confidence  to  the  fullest,  because  I 
think  he  has  done  a  great  job  in  the  administration  of  this 
great  activity  of  the  Government.  I  pay  tribute  to  him  as  one 
of  the  greatest  administrative  ofScers  of  all  our  Government 
agencies.  I,  too,  have  the  fullest  confidence  in  his  judgment; 
he  has  assured  us,  in  direct  answer  to  questions  propounded 
by  members  of  the  committee,  that  if  there  were  no  mention 
at  this  time  of  lifting  the  limit  upon  the  national  debt,  he 
would  still  favor  the  return  to  the  Treasiuy  of  this  amount 
Of  the  surplus  and  capital  held  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation,  and  so  did  Governor  Black. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  The  gentleman  will  recall  that  Mr.  Jones 
said  that  if  he  gave  this  $300,000,000  we  must  not  interrupt 
but  increase  his  borrowing  power  in  like  amoimt,  that  he  could 
not  spare  this,  and  we  put  it  in  your  bill  to  increase  that 
borrowing  power. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  But  Mr.  Jones  repeatedly  assured  the 
committee  that  the  Corporation  was  amply  equipped  to  return 
this  amount  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HAWKS.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

B4r.  HAWKS.  If  the  loaning  capacity  of  the  Corporation 
had  not  been  increased  from  two  to  three  to  four  to  five  to  six 
times-plus,  as  the  gentleman  indicates,  that  surplus  would  not 
exist,  would  it? 


Mr.  STEAGALL.  Of  course,  the  surplus  represents  the 
earnings  accumulated  out  of  the  total  activities  of  the  Cor- 
poration on  all  loans. 

Mr.  HAWKS.    It  also  has  some  relation  to  the  reserves. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Alabama  has  con- 
sumed 18  minutes. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  reserve  the  remainder 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Simpson]. 

Mr.  SIMPSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  has  been  my  fortune  for 
the  past  6  years  to  be  a  member  of  the  minority  party  of  two 
legislative  bodies.  One  thing  I  learned  from  this  experience 
l8  that  legislation  which  appears  to  be  very  simple  when  pre- 
sented by  new  dealers  is  very  often  legislation  which  means 
Just  the  opposite  from  what  it  appears  to  mean.  Conse- 
quently, when  those  bills  come  before  me  which  appear  Inno- 
cent and  highly  desirable,  I  always  give  what  I  consider  spe- 
cial attention  to  determine  just  what  they  mean.  In  this 
particular  bUl  before  us  under  section  1  there  is  permission 
given  to  the  R.  F.  C.  to  buy  the  stock  of  any  Federal  home- 
loan  bank.  In  section  2  the  R.  F.  C.  is  permitted  to  retire  Its 
capital  stock  and  to  pay  dividends  from  earnings.  Under 
section  3  the  amoimts  of  money  which  the  R.  F.  C.  as  » 
revolving  fund  may  make  available  to  railroads  as  loans  ii 
increased  to  $600,000,000.  There  is  a  direction  to  the  Federal 
Farm  Mortgage  Co,  to  repay  to  the  Treasury  all  amoimts  in 
excess  of  $100,000,000  which  they  heretofore  received  as  cap- 
ital. Under  section  5  the  R.  F.  C.  is  authorized  to  create 
corporations  to  aid  the  Oovemment  in  its  xiational -defense 
program,  upon  request  of  the  President  and  the  Federal  Loan 
Administrator.  The  provisions  of  this  bill  illustrate  that  those 
who  write  New  Deal  laws  can  write  thefn  plainly,  so  far  as 
section  3  is  concerned,  because  that  section,  which  provides 
for  an  increase  in  authorization  of  loans  to  railroads,  is  very 
definite  and  clear.  One  who  runs  may  read  it  and  know  that 
we  are  authorizing  an  Increase  in  loans  to  railroad  companies 
who  borrow  from  the  P.  R.  C.  However,  section  2.  permitting 
the  R.  P.  C.  to  retire  capital  stock,  section  1  permitting  the 
R.  P.  C.  to  buy  stock  in  the  Federal  home-loan  bank,  section 
4  directing  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Co.  to  reUre  its  capital 
stock  in  excess  of  $100,000,000  do  not  tell  the  clear  and  Obvious 
story.  Their  purpose,  which  is  not  stated,  is  to  increase  the 
Treasury  fund  and  in  part  Increase  the  contingent  liabilities 
of  the  Government  at  the  same  time.  It  may  quite  readily 
be  argued  that  this  is  a  matter  of  bookkeeping,  that  inasmuch 
as  all  of  the  securities  issued  by  the  various  Government  cor- 
poraUons  are  guaranteed  both  as  to  principal  and  interest  by 
the  Government,  it  is  not  important  that  there  be  any  capital 
credited  to  the  Corporation  as  an  asset. 

It  makes  no  difference,  no  practical  difference,  they  may 
say,  whether  the  CorporaUon  is  financially  able  to  pay  or 
not.  because  their  securities  sell  not  because  the  Corporation 
is  good  but  entirely  and  only  because  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment guarantees  the  payment  of  theh-  obligations.  If 
such  Is  the  case,  why  cannot  the  bill  say  that  the  purpose  is 
to  lessen  the  security  back  of  the  contingent  obligations  of 
the  Government  and  at  the  expense  of  the  various  cor- 
porations increase  the  Treasury  balance  for  the  regular  gov- 
ernmental expenses?  We  do  this  at  this  Ume  by  transferring 
money,  following  the  action  of  Congress  less  than  a  week  ago. 
wherein  our  national  debt  limit  was  increased  by  $4,000.- 
000.000.  We  do  it.  Mr.  Chairman,  simply  to  save  the  face  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  who  said  in  his  Budget 
message  that  this  could  be  done,  and  consequently  we  do  it 
at  his  request  and,  as  I  interpret  it.  over  the  objection  of 
Mr.  Jones.  Before  this  administraUon,  by  reason  of  national- 
defense  needs,  indicated  their  willingness  to  accept  an  in- 
crease in  our  national  debt  limit.  Mr.  Jones  said,  in  part: 

I  *nj  here  doing  my  part  in  respect  to  the  proposal,  of  the  Presi- 
dent»  Budget  mes-sage.  I  am  going  to  do  it  to  a  busineflalUce  way. 
It  can  be  done  wlUiout  in  any  senile  Impairing  the  efficiency  or 
solvency  of  these  two  agencies.  ciu*,icui.y  w 

Of  course,  it  can  be  done  without  impairing  their  efficiency 
or  their  solvency,  because  the  United  States  Oovemment 
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Uncle  Sam  will 


guarantees  the  debts  of  these  corporations, 
make  good  through  the  taxpayers. 

That  sounds  as  though  Mr.  Jones  was  Intending  to  approve 
the  plan;  but  listen  to  Mr.  Jones  again.  On  May  20,  as  dis- 
closed on  page  80  of  the  hearings,  in  reply  to  a  question  by 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  (Mr.  Wolcott]  : 

In  other  words,  you  would  not  be  here  asking  for  this  if  we  In- 
creased the  debt  limit? 

And  Mr.  Jones  replied: 

X  think  that  may  be  assumed. 

But,  ladies  and  gentlemen.  Mr.  Jones,  If  not  acting  under 
orders  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  would  be  in  the 
impossible  and  highly  improbable  situation  of  the  president 
of  a  bank  saying  to  a  borrower.  "Here,  take  your  collateral. 
I  do  not  want  it." 

Can  you  imagine  a  banker  turning  down  collateral  of  his 
own  free  will? 

It  is  my  hope  that  the  President  will  not  exert  Presidential 
pressure  upon  Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Steitinlus,  who,  under 
Presidential  domination,  are  attempting  rapidly  to  get  busi- 
ness out  of  its  lethargy  resulting  from  7  years  of  the  New 
Deal.  Only  if  he  keeps  hands  off  and  allows  those  gentlemen 
of  approved  fitness  to  streamline  Industry  can  they  succeed. 
The  President  has  thrown  monkey  wrenches  long  enough  into 
the  wlieels  of  Industry. 

This  leaves  us  with  but  section  5  to  consider.  This  section 
at  one  and  the  same  time  is  In  part  the  only  essential  part 
of  this  bill  and  at  the  same  time  one  of  the  most  dangerous 
delegations  of  power  that  Congress  has  ever  attempted.  It 
provides,  in  part,  that  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion, with  Presidential  approval,  which,  in  fact,  means  the 
President,  may  create  or  organize  corporations  to  aid  the 
Government  in  its  national-defense  program,  and  to  make 
loans  to  these  or  other  companies  for  such  a  program.  The 
loans  may  be  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  and  carrying  raw 
materials,  for  plant  construction  and  expansion,  equipment, 
and  working  capital.  Now.  there  is  no  one.  I  conceive,  who 
will  deny  but  that  every  industry  in  the  country  comes  within 
the  national-defense  program  in  a  time  of  national  emer- 
gency. Therefore  this  provision  authorizes  the  Government 
to,  under  guise  of  national  defense,  set  up  and  operate  any 
business  the  President  desires. 

We  are  a  nation  whose  economy  depends  upon  privately 
owned  capital  entering,  through  the  purchase  of  privately 
issued  stocks  and  bonds,  the  industrial  world  to  provide  jobs. 
Many  in  this  country,  unfortunately,  and  some  in  high  places 
of  authority,  apparently  think  differently,  for  they  impose 
every  conceivable  restriction  upon  the  ease  with  which  private 
capital  may  enter  into  private  business.     I  Applause.] 

We  are  today  in  a  national  emergency,  when  it  is  essential 
that  our  national  economy  operate  to  its  greatest  efficiency. 
This  means  that  new  capital  must  find  its  way  into  industry, 
to  open  new  plants,  and  to  operate  new  and  old  ones.  Capital 
while  so  employed  must  be  assured  reasonable  safety  and  at 
least  a  chance  of  earning  a  profit. 

The  President  has  in  recent  months  publicly  stated  that 
private  business  is  essential  to  our  national  defense  and  will 
be  encouraged  by  his  administration.  He  has  enlarged  upon 
this  in  an  obvious  effort  to  persuade  business  that  he  is  its 
friend,  and  that  when  he  addresses  the  Nation  by  radio  as 
"my  friends,"  he  includes  the  businessman. 

I  can  think  of  nothing  more  discouraging  to  a  prospective 
Investor  of  private  funds,  in  any  business,  whether  it  be  for 
the  manufacturing  of  toothpicks,  shoes,  guns,  airplanes,  or 
radios,  than  for  him  to  realize  that  his  business  may  be 
subjected  to  Government  competition  at  any  day.  Under 
this  bill  the  President  has  the  power  to  set  up  any  business, 
Government  owned  and  operated,  and  without  any  require- 
ment whatever  that  the  business,  becoming  his  competitor, 
operate  at  a  profit. 

Surely  an  amendment  will  be  adopted  by  the  committee 
today  which  will  assure  the  private-business  man  that  as 


he  does  his  best  for  the  defense  of  his  country  he  will  find 
his  Government  cooperating  and  not  fighting  him. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the 
gentlewoman  from  Illinois  I  Miss  SumnehI. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  difficult  to 
sit  here  in  Congress  day  after  day  listening  to  argumcnU 
with  some  of  which  one  often  disagrees  intensely  without 
exploding  into  talk  occasionally.  I  have  Jotted  down  these 
few  notes. 

Although  there  are  not  many  Members  on  the  floor  at  the 
moment.  I  do  not  wish  to  extend  them  In  the  Record.  The 
RecoRO  becomes  a  conglomeration  of  material  which  Mem- 
bers have  said,  which  often  they  wish  they  had  not  said,  and 
material  which  Members  have  not  said,  but  which  they  wish 
they  had  said. 

When  one  makes  a  deposit  in  the  Record  one  may  say, 
"Bruce  BAirtow  wrote  The  Man  Nobody  Knows,  but  I  am 
coauthor  of  The  Book  Nobody  Reads."     I  Laughter.] 

I  suppose  there  is  no  more  liarm  in  this  bill  under  discus- 
sion than  there  Is  In  some  of  the  other  "black  magic"  which 
has  passed  the  House  within  our  memory.  So  long  as  people 
understand  that  under  this  bill  we  have  reached  the  point  in 
government  where  we  arc  now  watering  our  stock  in  Oovem- 
ment corporations,  we  have  not  yet,  of  course,  reached  the 
point  of  selling  the  W.  P.  A.  paintings,  nor  pawning  the  sUtu- 
ary  on  the  Mall.  We  are  watering  stock  and  by  now  we 
should  be  used  to  water.  We  have  had  billions  in.  "pump 
priming."  We  have  had  "self-liquidatlng"  project  bllh.  I 
do  not  know  what  Machlavelli  behind  the  scenes  had  aU  this 
water  on  his  brain,  but  for  some  time  our  ship  of  state,  like 
Noah's  Ark,  has  been  foundering  in  deep  water.  We  have 
been  "a  paints  crew,  sailing  a  painted  ship  upon  a  painted 
ocean."  Long  ago  somebody  shot  an  albatross.  The  albatross, 
I  think,  was  the  spirit  of  private  enterprise. 

This  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  organized  In 
1932,  has  admittedly  a  splendid  record  of  administration, 
but  the  necessity  for  such  a  corporation,  as  far  as  I  can  see 
from  the  evidence  that  appears  before  our  committee,  has 
just  about  disappeared.  It  is  a  Government  corporation 
devised  to  loan  money  to  banks,  insurance  companies,  and 
industry;  even  Government  agencies,  whenever  they  are  des- 
ignated by  Congress  to  be  mandated,  and  there  have  been 
$2,900,601,000  so  mandated  by  the  Congress.  This  Corpora- 
tion has  lost  some  money.  About  two  and  a  quarter  billion 
dollars  of  losses  were  written  off  its  books  by  Congress,  by 
legislative  enactment. 

It  has  also  made  some  profit.  For  instance  it  appears 
from  their  Seventh  Annual  Report  issued  February  2,  1939. 
that  they  made  $21,016,493  in  premiums  on  the  sale  of 
P.  W.  A.  securities.  It  has  made  some  profit  on  loans  and 
stock  purchased  from  almost  bankrupt  banks.  The  reason 
the  R.  P.  C.  was  able  to  make  money  on  some  of  these  bank 
transactions  was  because  by  law  it  was  given  priority  over 
the  depositors  and  other  creditors  of  those  banks.  Today 
it  has,  to  be  sure,  o.n  its  books  a  profit  of  $285,000,000,  but 
its  total  losses  and  gains  have  not  yet  been  determined.  As 
the  Corporation  has  been  successful  much  credit  is  due  justly 
to  Mr.  Jones  and  his  organization.  Mr.  Jones  has  operated 
at  a  time  and  in  a  Capitol  where  he  stood  almost  isolated  and 
almost  completely  surrounded  by  a  body  of  zealots  who  seemed 
to  think  that  spending  Goverrmient  money  without  wasting 
it  was  somehow  inhuman  or,  as  they  called  It,  not  humani- 
tarian. Mr.  Jones,  however,  has  managed  to  retain  that 
intelligence  characteristic  of  successful  businessmen  which 
people  have  always  called  common  sense  because  we  all  like  to 
think  we  have  it. 

The  loans  now  outstanding  total  $1,900,000,000.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Alabama  [Mr.  Steacall]  said  they  were  $1,100.- 
000,000.  I  thing  the  loans  which  were  made  should  now  be 
sold  to  commercial  banks  and  others.  I  think  the  shaky 
loans  should  also  be  sold,  if  necessary,  with  a  Government 
guaranty,  on  the  principal  of  the  F,  H.  A.  mortgage  system, 
because  those  loans  are  all  financed  by  money  borrowed  by 
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using  tax-exempt  securities.  I  do  not  think  this  country 
can  afford  to  have  something  like  $60,000,000,000  in  securi- 
ties which  are  not  subject  to  income  tax  or  to  State  or  local 
taxes.  That  money  should  be  encouraged  to  go  Into  private 
enterprise  where  It  can  make  profits  and  wages  for  other 
people  and  help  other  people  pay  taxes.  II  you  stop  to  think 
that  about  $60,000,000,000  of  property  is  in  effect  mortgaged 
to  the  Government,  you  will  agree  that  through  this  virtual 
$60,000,000,000  of  Government-guaranteed  or  Government- 
owned  securities  we  have  bcught  ourselves  about  $60,000,000,- 
000  worth  of  potential  communism.  Government  securities 
can  be  turned  Into  cash  without  delay.  No  wonder  Investors 
go  on  buying  more  bonds  until  they  see  whether  or  not  we 
in  America  are  going  to  have  more  communism,  although  we 
do  not  call  it  communism;  or.  as  some  of  us  hope,  we  are 
going  to  liquidate  the  communism  we  have  already  purchased. 
The  time  to  stop  issuing  Government  securities  is  when 
people  generally  are  afraid  to  go  into  private  enterprise. 
This  is  not  merely  my  opinion.  I  asked  a  Government 
financier  in  private  conversation,  a  Government  financier 
whom  many  of  you  have  said  you  respect:  "How  can  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  go  on  saying  that  the  bond  market 
is  all  right  when  people  are  buying  bonds  because  of  fear? 
Every  dollar  that  remains  out  of  private  enterprise  is  a 
sign  of  distress  at  a  time  when  every  Ught  upon  the  control 
board  seems  to  be  flashing  danger."  The  answer  this  sage 
gave  me  was:  "What  else  can  he  say?"  The  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  the  man  who  sells  the  bonds. 

Under  these  circumstances  history  will  certainly  not  accept 
the  answer  present-day  politicians  are  giving  to  the  unem- 
ployed when  they  say  private  enterprise  has  failed.  It  is  the 
politicians  themselves  who  have  transgressed  the  ordinary  and 
fundamental  principles  of  jurisprudence. 

Until  this  "blitzkrieg"  in  Europe  t)egan.  financial  collapse 
seemed  to  impend  at  any  time.  It  seems  now,  however,  that 
the  necessity  to  arm  is  offering  a  new  stimulus  to  private 
enterprise.  It  looks  as  if  we  were  going  to  have  a  new  lease 
on  life,  a  first  chance  to  acquire  governmental  eflQciency,  a 
chance  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  a  trustee  in  bankruptcy, 
always  remembering  that  usually  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy 
is  a  Mussolini,  a  Hitler,  or  a  Stalin.  As  we  go  forward  in  the 
mass  production  of  airplanes,  universal  training  for  labor 
skills,  universal  training  in  physical  as  a  necessity  for  martial 
fitness,  wages,  and  salaries,  and  profits  in  private  enteiprise 
will  almost  necessarily  increase.  The  trend  tow^ard  Govern- 
ment emplosmient.  the  desire  to  be  in  the  Government  service 
will  be  reversed. 

It  would  seem  that  if  and  when  this  happens  would  be  the 
time  to  liquidate  these  Government  agencies,  to  cut  down  the 
number  of  Government  employees:  but  I  think  it  is  a  mistake 
to  make  a  blanket  reduction  of  Government  salaries  as  sug- 
•  gested  by  one  amendment  which  I  saw  headlined  in  the  news- 
papers. To  my  mind,  one  elementary  principle  of  good  gov- 
ernment which  the  dictators  have  been  too  shrewd  to  violate 
is  that  government  salaries  should  alwaj^  rise  until  either 
because  of  salary  cr  the  honor  they  can  gain,  or  the  pleasure 
and  Christian  reward  they  have  from  serving  the  people  of 
their  country,  the  best  men  and  women  are  lured  into  key 
fovemmsnt  positions.  Until  you  have  reached  that  time  sal- 
aries should  rise.  This,  as  I  see  it,  is  a  principle  of  govern- 
ment as  elementary  as  the  principles  set  out  In  our  Constitu- 
tion and  Bill  of  Rights,  but  it  has  usually  been  violated  or 
ignored  In  this  country,  alas  for  the  country.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  way  our  bureaucracy  seems  to  be  crowded  with 
employees  simply  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  employment 
is.  In  my  opinion,  equally  tragic.  It  makes  political  racketeer- 
ing the  Nation's  biggest  business. 

The  most  constructive  job  the  next  administration  can  do 
Is  the  same  as  that  of  a  receiver  In  bankruptcy  appointed 
before  the  bankruptcy  petition  is  filed. 

To  take  only  the  agencies  that  came  before  oin-  committee, 

I  believe  that  a  ccmpetent  Investigation  would  show  that  the 

following  steps  might  be  taken  with  great  profit  to  our  people. 

-    It  appears  frcm  the  evidence  in  our  hearings,  first,  that  the 

Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  should  be  liquidated  In 

,  the  way  I  have  already  suggested,  and  the  Export-Import 


banks  subjected  to  the  same  treatment.  Second,  the  F>sderal 
Reserve  bank  and  the  home-loan  bank  are  doing  the  same 
type  of  work,  duplicating  many  functions,  and  I  believe  an 
investigation  would  show  that  they  should  be  merged.  The 
P.  H.  A.,  an  investigation  would  probably  show,  should  take 
over  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation.  The  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  Is  doing  the  same  type  of 
work  as  the  Federal  Savings  Loan  Insurance  Corporation,  and 
I  believe  an  investigation  would  show  It  should  be  merged  or 
consolidated. 

It  would  be  pitiful  If  such  a  job  were  not  imdertaken  In  con- 
nection with  other  agencies  that  go  through  other  commit- 
tees. It  would  be  pitiful  if.  at  the  time  the  concept  of  de- 
mocracy fights  for  life,  we  were  to  continue  to  follow  those 
who  are  sashing  openly  that  defense  Includes  all  the  extrava- 
gant pet  projects  for  spending  which  are  dear  to  the  hearts 
of  politicians  because  the  people  have  the  idea  that  in  get- 
ting them  they  are  getting  something  for  nothing.  Instead, 
the  people  may  be  giving  up  everything  to  secure  these  mis- 
erable bowls  of  pottage. 

It  is  the  custom  of  the  moment  to  blame  every  woe  upon 
Hitler.  Hitler,  we  should  realize,  is  the  Frankenstein  mon- 
ster created  by  a  people  who  saw  advancing  toward  them 
that  specter  which  is  the  reductio  ad  absurdum  of  democ- 
racy—conmiunism.  Those  people  had  read  the  advice  of 
their  philosopher,  Oswald  Spengler.  who.  toward  the  end  of 
the  late  World  War.  wrote  for  a  despairing  people  that  book. 
The  Decline  of  Western  Civilization.  It  was  read  in  every 
camp  in  Germany.  It  enumerates  the  weaknesses  of  democ- 
racy which  we  all  know  democracies  have,  the  corruption, 
the  stupidity,  the  spinelessness,  the  selfishness  of  public  offi- 
cers sometimes  elected  by  people  who  are  uninformed  or  who 
have  become  indifferent  to  their  own  need  to  have  good 
government. 

One  reads  that  the  people  in  FVance  are  already  beginning 
to  realize  that  if  they  are  destroyed  it  Is  because  they,  like  us, 
have  permitted  themselves  to  be  overcome  by  these  weaknesses 
ever  threatening  democracies.  If  the  p)eople  of  the  world 
shall  learn  from  the  war  that  no  people  can  afford  these 
weaknesses,  the  war  may  prove  to  have  been  worth  all  its 
dreadful  cost  in  blood  and  money.  While  we  are  considering 
the  weaknesses  that  always  threaten  democracies,  we  should 
not  forget  that  Rome,  too,  was  a  great  republic,  that  Rome 
did  not  fall  until  the  people  had  first  permitted  themselves 
to  fall  so  in  love  with  one  man,  Caesar,  that  they  permitted 
him  to  gather  into  his  single  pair  of  hands  almost  all  the 
reins  of  government  so  that  they  were  easily  seized  by  the 
Incompetents,  fools,  and  tyrants  who  succeeded  Caesar. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentle- 
woman 3  additional  minutes. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  In  matters  of 
appropriating  money  for  defense,  the  Congress  and  the  Ex- 
ecutive have  been  a  team,  moving  with  clocklike  precision. 
But  once  we  have  appropriated  the  money,  what  becomes  of 
it?  In  legislative  questions  of  policy  still  more  necessary  to 
defense,  it  would  seem  that  the  Executive  is  moving  toward  the 
left  and  that  the  Congress,  when  we  express  our  thinking  by 
votes,  is  moving  directly  toward  the  right.  Before  we  can  go 
forward  unitedly,  it  seems  to  me  we  must  decide  what  is  the 
one  best  way  to  go,  whether  to  move  toward  the  left,  toward 
Increasing  Government  ownership,  or  to  the  right,  toward 
encouraging  private  ownership  and  private  enterprise. 

I  submit  that  the  one  best  middle  ground  Is  that  of  Him 
who  taught  the  strong  to  lift  up  the  weak,  but  who,  knowing 
men  are  himian,  saw  fit  to  picture  to  them  a  reward  with  a 
House  of  Many  Mansions. 

No  leader  that  I  know  of  has  yet  succeeded  In  proving  that 
a  government  should  be  run  upon  the  principle  that  a  laborer 
either  with  his  head,  his  hands,  or  his  money  is  not  worthy  of 
his  hire.  You  can  pass  laws  in  Congress,  and  people  can 
evade  punishment  under  them,  but  no  people  can  violate  the 
principles  of  sound  government,  time-tested  through  the 
ages,  without  suffering  punishment  because  the  principles  of 
sound  government  are  based  upon  the  principles  of  economics 
and  psychology.   Congress  should  be,  first  of  all,  a  laboratory. 
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for  drtermlnlng  what  those  sound  principles  are.  We  cannot 
afford  to  act  upon  inconsistent  theories  of  government. 

If  we  as  a  people  are  incapable  of  determining  and  acting 
efficiently  upon  correct  principles  of  sound  government,  then 
we  deserve  the  punishment  which  will  make  this  country  a 
carcass  which  any  dictator  can  have  for  the  picking.  If  we 
do  not  do  these  things  as  we  should  then  we  are  not  the 
people  I  believe  we  are,  for  I  feel  that  we  can  and  will,  in  this 
generation,  press  on  to  a  higher  stage  of  civilization. 
1  Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  jrleld  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Smith  1. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  not  much  to 
say  about  this  measure;  just  a  few  words  regarding  the 
recovery  of  $700,000,000  from  the  capital  structure  of  Gov- 
enunent  bureaus,  erroneously  called  Grovernment  corpora- 
tions, this  bill  providing  for  the  recovery  of  $400,000,000  of 
that  amount. 

I  desire  to  call  to  the  attention  of  Congress  again  that  the 
general-fund  balance  of  the  Treasury  as  stated  in  the  1941 
Budget  is  incorrect.  It  is  given  there  as  about  $1,600,000,000. 
In  a  statement  submitted  to  me  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  there  were  liability  items  in  the  amount  of  $1,150,000,000 
which  the  President  failed  to  take  into  consideration  in 
arriving  at  his  balance  figure. 

The  Government  lending  bureaus  deposit  their  accounts 
In  the  same  fund  along  with  other  Treasury  receipts.  The 
Treasury  checks  against  them  the  same  as  it  does  Its  own 
deposits.  A  part  of  the  $1,150,000,000  above  mentioned  as 
not  having  been  taken  into  consideration  by  the  President 
consisted  of  deposits  of  Government  lending  bureaus  which 
had  been  checked  out  by  the  Treasury. 

There  is  no  possible  way  of  knowing  whether  this  $700,- 
000.000  that  we  are  talking  about  will  be  recovered  by  the 
Treasury  or  not.  It  is  likely  to  resolve  itself  into  a  simple 
New  Deal  bookkeeping  proposition. 

I  want  to  say  a  word  about  the  clause  in  this  bill  which 
provides  for  the  lending  of  money  for  the  development  of 
strategic  and  critical  materials.  It  so  happens  that  a  bill 
has  been  introduced  in  the  Senate,  S.  4008,  which  designates 
strategic  and  critical  materials  as  follows,  and  I  read  from 
that  bill: 

The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Is  authorized  and  em- 
powered also  to  make  loans  to  corporations,  individuals,  and 
partnerships  engaged  in  the  development  of  a  quartz  ledge  or 
vein,  or  other  ore  body,  or  a  placer  deposit,  containing  gold,  silver, 
or  tin,  or  gold  and  silver,  or  any  strategic  or  critical  mineral 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation, 
would  be  of  value  to  the  United  States  in  time  of  war. 

We  have  arrived  at  the  place  where  we  may  expect  prac- 
tically all  the  legislation  the  new  dealers  bring  in  from 
now  on  will  have  attached  to  it  some  sort  of  provision  for 
defense  purposes.  Is  it  possible  the  silver  people  of  the 
West  may  use  this  as  another  means  of  raiding  the  Federal 
Treasury? 

Mr.  GKDRE.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohla  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee. 

Mr.  GORE.  The  gentleman  Is  not  taking  the  position  that 
this  national-defense  item  is  In  this  bill  in  order  to  pass  It 
through  the  Congress?  I  hope  the  gentleman  is  not  taking 
the  position  that  strategic  materials  are  not  needed  and  that 
we  should  not  accumulate  them. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  No:  I  believe  the  gentleman  knows 
very  well  that  I  do  not  think  any  such  thing.  I  think  the  gen- 
tleman knows  that  I  have,  as  I  give  him  credit  for  having, 
ordinary  ability  to  define  what  strategic  war  materials  are. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  may  say  the  gentleman  is  very  charitable 
to  me. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  mean  to  say  that  it  Is  a  question  as 
to  what  you  are  going  to  call  strategic  and  critical  material, 
particularly  as  to  whether  it  includes  silver  and  gold.  I  intend 
to  offer  an  amendment  which  will  define  the  word  "strategic" 
so  that  it  will  not  include  silver  and  gold.    The  Bureau  of 


Mines  has  defined  It  for  us.  I  cannot  see  why  Congress 
should  not  define  the  term  "strategic  and  critical  material," 
and  I  believe  this  will  be  agreed  to  by  the  other  side.  I  want 
to  plead  with  this  Congress,  let  us  be  careful  and  not  permit 
the  selfish  groups  of  this  country  to  take  advantage  of  us  in 
this  critical  hour  to  promote  their  own  petty  scheme  and  to 
further  rob  the  United  States  Treasury. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  would  join  with  the  gentleman  in  denounc- 
ing any  such  attempt,  but  I  submit  that  this  item  Is  very 
essential  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  the 
term  "strategic  and  critical"  is  satisfactory.  I  only  mean  to 
indicate  that  we  see  there  is  a  possibility  of  people  taking 
advantage  of  this  provision  by  giving  the  term  a  deftnUion 
that  suits  their  purpose.  I  believe  the  gentleman  will  agree 
with  me  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we  see  to  it  this 
does  not  take  place.  The  gentleman  certainly  does  not  be- 
lieve that  it  is  necessary  to  provide  money  for  the  develop- 
ment of  gold  and  silver  in  this  country  when  we  now  have 
more  silver  and  gold  than  we  can  use. 

Mr.  GORE.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  that  is  not 
mentioned  in  the  bill.  The  bUl  that  has  in  it  the  provision 
to  which  the  gentleman  refers  is  a  bill  that  was  introduced  m 
another  body  and  is  not  pending  before  the  House. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  am  only  asking  that  the  term  be 
defined. 

Mr.  GORE.  Will  the  gentleman  give  his  definition  of 
strategic  war  materials? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    I  will. 

Mr.  GORE.  Granting  that  the  gentleman's  definition  is 
satisfactory  to  him.  suppose  that  in  time  of  emergency  we 
needed  some  other  materials  to  come  within  that  definition. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  am  merely  contending  "strategic 
and  critical"  as  appears  in  section  5  of  this  bill  should  be 
defined  so  there  can  be  no  possible  chance  for  including  silver 
and  gold  deposits. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Mitrdock]. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  very 
important  national-defense  bill.  The  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  draw  immediate  attention  now  is  section  5  enlarging  the 
powers  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  provide 
for  the  obtaining  of  strategic  materials. 

I  heard  only  a  part  of  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  who 
preceded  me.  He  seems  to  be  raising  the  question  of  whether 
we  ought  to  encourage  the  mining  of  gold  and  silve/.  I  can- 
not take  the  time  to  go  Into  that  now.  but  I  do  know  that 
strategic,  critical,  and  essential  materials  are  vitally  necessary 
for  our  national  defense. 

I  am  convinced  there  are  two  parts  of  the  program  to 
which  we  ought  to  give  our  attention  now  in  order  to  have 
adequate  national  defense.  In  the  first  place,  we  ought  to 
lay  in  a  stock  pile  of  strategic  minerals  and  materials.  I 
regret  that  we  must  go  abroad  for  a  great  many  of  them, 
most  of  them,  in  fact.  We  ought  to  lay  in  this  stock  pile 
at  once,  no  matter  to  what  part  of  the  earth  we  may  have 
to  go  to  obtain  them.  But  equally  essential — nay,  more 
essential — as  a  part  of  national  defense  is  the  development 
of  these  strategic  materials  from  our  own  domestic  sources. 
It  is  folly  for  us  to  continue  to  depend  upon  distant  and 
foreign  countries  to  provide  for  us  those  vitally  necessary 
things.  So  long  as  we  continue  to  depend  upon  other  coun- 
tries we  are  at  their  mercy. 

There  is  a  view  held  that  this  country  is  inadequately  sup- 
plied naturally  with  such  minerals  as  manganese,  tui^sten, 
and  the  like.  I  was  confronted  with  that  suggestion  when 
I  went  before  the  House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  on 
May  18,  1937.  when  I  urged  our  development  of  domestic 
sources  of  supply.  However,  I  do  not  believe  they  are  lacking. 
It  may  be  that  we  do  not  have  tin.  It  may  be  that  in  the  con- 
tinental United  States  we  do  not  have  nickel,  but  it  is  a 
well-known  fact  among  the  mining  men  of  this  country  that 
America  is  abundantly  supplied  with  manganese,  tungsten, 
and  the  like.    If  we  will  only  tiu^  mining  men  in  the  West 
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loose  to  find  what  Is  out  there,  and  thus  supplement  the 
work  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  there  is  no  question  but  that 
we  have  these  supplies. 

Now.  I  maintain  it  is  a  short-sighted  national  policy  If  we 
do  not  encourage  our  own  mining  people  to  find  new  de- 
posits and  develop  them,  and  for  that  reason  I  am  heartily 
in  accord  with  the  extension  of  the  power  of  the  R.  P.  C.  to 
thus  encourage  private  enterprise  in  the  mining  of  the  essen- 
tial materials.    Does  this  bill  do  that? 

Mr.  SACKS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    I  will  be  pleased  to  yield. 

Mr.  SACKS.  This  bill  does  that  very  thing  and,  further- 
more, it  puts  us  in  a  position  where,  in  cases  of  an  emer- 
gency, besides  the  development  of  the  resources  here,  if  It  is 
necessary  to  have  a  supply  of  such  material  on  hand  in 
case  of  emergency,  that  situation  is  covered  also  by  the 
bill  through  the  development  of  the  resources  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  thank  the  gentleman  Vor 
that  affirmative  statement. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  beg  the  gentleman's  par- 
don, but  my  time  is  so  limited  I  would  like  to  make  this 
statement  first. 

I  have  been  one  of  a  group  studying  unemployment.  We 
find  that  during  the  past  few  years  there  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  unemployment.  We  would  like  to  have  this  problem 
of  imemploj-ment  solved  by  the  finding  of  employment  for 
our  employables  In  private  Industry.  Now,  I  feel  that  the 
great  extractive  industry  of  mining  opens  up  a  vast  field 
for  such  private  employment.  I  regret  to  see  so  much  gov- 
ernmental interference  with  business.  I  want  this  country 
to  give  free  play  to  the  Individual  enterprise  of  our  people. 

Let  me  say  to  you  that  the  mining  of  metals  has  been  to 
the  diUQps  out  yonder  in  the  West.  We  need  more  cai^tal 
for  investment.  It  is  our  crying  need,  capital  furnished  to 
small  mining  men  and  also  the  middle  group.  The  big 
companies  can  look  after  themselves.  In  my  own  State,  for 
instance.  25  years  ago  there  were  60  big  mining  compainies 
producing  copper.  Today  there  are  about  a  half  dozen. 
These  mines  may  become  depleted.  Today  we  should  bring 
on  a  crop  of  small  mines,  some  of  which  wiU  be  the  big 
mines  of  tomorrow.  By^ihe  way,  copper  is  one  of  the  essen- 
tial minerals  Just  as  manganese  and  tungsten  are  critical 
and  strategic  minerals.  Let  us  give  the  small -business  man 
a  chance  in  this  program  of  national  defense.  The  job  will 
be  well  done,  and  returning  prosperity  will  rest  secure  on 
the  American  plan  of  private  enterprise.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  15  min- 
utes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  while  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[B4r.  GnroRDl  was  on  the  floor  I  was  reading  a  statement 
which  appears  to  be  a  question  of  Mr.  Jesse  Jones  that  ap- 
peared in  the  New  York  Journal  of  Commerce  of  Friday, 
June  14.    The  paper  quotes  Mr.  Jones  as  saying: 

"We  may  be  caUed  upon  for  loans  for  plant  expansion,  equipment 
and  maybe  some  plant  construction,"  he  continued.  "But  I  see  no 
reason  why  the  most  part  of  working  capital  needs  shoxild  not  come 
from  the  Ijanks  and  the  resources  of  the  Institutions  that  wUl  do 
the  defense  work.  All  of  these  Institutions  have  their  own  bank- 
ing connections.  The  banks  are  full  of  money  and  looking  for 
loans.    I  don't  think  that  any  of  them  are  excited." 

Mr.  Jones  added  that  he  did  not  think  It  would  be  necessary  to 
call  a  conference  of  bankers  on  financing  needs  of  the  defense 
program  and  stated  that  he  would  not  ask  bankere  to  make  any 
"special  easy  terms'  for  such  loans. 

"Certainly  ordinary  banking  rates  are  low  enough."  he  said 

T'he  loan-agency  chairman  estimated  that  •100.000.000  to  $250- 
000.000  would  be  vised  for  acquisition  and  storage  of  strategic  mate- 
rials under  authority  In  legislation  now  pending  In  Congress  He 
gave  these  figures  as  rotmd  numbers,  but  added  that  he  did  not 
expect  such  acquisitions  to  exceed  the  maximum  estimate. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  these  observatiwis  and  read  this 
statement  from  the  Journal  of  Commerce  in  connection  with 
section  5,  pages  4  and  5,  of  the  bill  now  under  consideration, 
which  provides — 

Xlie  Corporation — 


Referring  to  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Conwration— . 

Is  authorized  to  create  or  to  organize  a  corporation  or  corporations 
-  with  such  powers  as  It  may  deem  necessary  to  aid  the  Gtovemment 
of  the  United  States  In  Its  national -defense  program,  when  re- 
quested by  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator  with  the  approval  at 
the  President,  and  to  subscribe  for  the  nonassessable  stock  thereof, 
and  to  make  loans  to  any  such  corporation  or  to  any  other  corpo- 
ration to  assist  In  such  program.  Such  loans  may  be  made  for  the 
piarpose  of  acquiring  and  carrying  strategic  and  critical  materials 
and  other  raw  materials,  for  plant  construction,  expansion,  and 
equipment,  and  for  working  capital,  and  may  be  made  on  such 
terms  and  conditions  and  with  such  maturities  as  the  Corporation 
may  determine.  1 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  Just  read  Into  the  Record  that  por- 
tion of  the  bill  to  which  I  seriously  object.  If  I  tmderstood 
Mr.  Jones  correctly,  he  is  not  in  favor  of  the  R.  F.  C.  creat- 
ing corporations  to  which  the  R.  F.  C.  can  lend  money  for 
the  purpose  of  building  plants,  leasing  plants,  buying  plants, 
expanding  plants,  filling  them  with  equipment  and  furnish- 
ing them  with  the  necessary  working  capital  so  that  those 
Government-owned  corporations  may  go  out  and  compete 
with  private  industry,  and  I  certainly  hope  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Missouri  [Mr.  Williams]  will  state  to  us 
whether  or  not  in  his  opinion  Mr.  Jones  wants  language  of 
that  kind  in  this  act.  and  whether  or  not  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator  to  originate  policies 
which  will  make  loans  to  Government-owned  corporations 
for  the  specific  purpose  of  building  plants  and  competing 
with  private  industry.  Why  any  administration  will  in  this 
day  and  age  imder  our  conditions  advocate  Oovemmenti 
owned  corporations  entering  into  competition  with  private 
business  is  beyond  my  comprehension. 

As  an  illustration  of  what  bureaucratic  government  does, 
let  me  read  a  brief  statement  from  the  monthly  survey  of 
business,  No.  107,  second  quarter,  1940,  from  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  which  says:  * 

Labor  estimates  that  In  1936-36,  S0  percent  of  aU  families  had 
Incomes  too  low  to  support  an  adequate  living  standard.  Binca 
1936-36  our  national  lncom«  baa  mcreased  iomewhat,  but  even 
BO,  approximately  80  percent  of  American  families  today  are  Uvlng 
l)elow  minimum  standards  for  health  and  efficiency. 

As  a  matter  of  national  conservation  and  preparation  for  de- 
fense, steps  must  be  taken  to  correct  thU  eorry  condition  and 
revitalize  our  human  energies  by  giving  work  and  adequate  income 
to  our  work  forces.  Fortunately  thU  can  be  done  in  the  present 
circumstances.  As  noted  above,  the  national-defense  program  will 
lift  production  to  higher  levels,  particularly  in  the  heavy  Indus- 
tries. Thousands  and  eventuaUy  perhaps  millions  of  new  worker* 
wm  be  required  in  our  industries.  Already  plans  are  afoot 
to  tram  1.000.000  for  defense  production  Jobs.  Industrial  output 
Is  expected  to  increase  from  the  estimated  June  level  of  112  (Pfed- 
eral  Reserve  Board  index)  to  120  in  September  within  7  percent  of 
the  all-time  peak.  This  wUl  continue  to  create  new  Jobs  Changee 
in  the  war  situation  will  affect  our  foreign  markets  and  therefore 
may  modify  the  business  outlook  at  least  temporarily  The  lon"- 
term  prospect,  however,  is  for  expanding  production.  "* 

Here  is  a  statement  from  the  American  Federation  of 
lAbor.  which  shows  that  so  far  as  it  is  concerned,  it  con- 
siders the  defense  program  an  open  sesame  which  will  bring 
about  increased  employment,  and  a  high  standard  of  living  in 
the  country.  Another  reason  why  I  am  amazed  the  Gov- 
ernment will  at  this  time  advocate  the  enactment  of  a  bill 
puttmg  Government-owned  corporations  Into  competition 
with  private  industry  is  this,  which  I  take  from  the  June  13, 
1940.  statement  of  conditions  of  the  Federal  Reserve  banks: 

Excess  reserves  of  member  banks  on  June  12  were  estimated  to 
be  approximately  $6,610,000,000.  an  lncre*«  of  $80.000  000  for  the 
week. 

Mr.  Eccles,  Oovemor  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  tells 
us  those  excess  reserves  can  be  expended  by  the  member 
banks  seven  to  one.  or  in  excess  of  $42,000,000,000  credit 
expansion,  which  the  member  banks  alone  are  now  in  posi- 
tion to  give  to  private  industry.  No  wonder  Mr.  Jones  made 
the  statement  which  I  read  from  the  Journal  of  Commerce 
to  this  effect,  that  the  banks  have  ample  funds  to  finance 
this  program. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Congress  of  the 
Umted  States  could  enact  a  law  at  this  time  which  carries 
such  language  in  section  5,  and  there  wiU  be  offered  from 
this  side  of  the  aisle  an  amendment  to  correct  that  so  that 
the  R.  F.  C.  wlU  not  be  authorized  to  make  such  loans  to 
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Government-owned  corporations,  to  compete  with  private 
industry.  We  have  here  before  us  a  defense  program  which 
my  simple  mathematics  leads  me  to  believe,  If  it  is  to  be 
carried  out.  will  Involve,  over  the  next  10  or  15  or  25  years, 
an  expenditure  of  not  less  than  $50,000,000,000  on  today's 
price  index  l»sis.     I  suppose  you  say  that  is  wild  imagination. 

All  right.  You  show  me — ^I  think  I  know  a  little  about  what 
It  costs  to  bring  machinery  into  useful  condition — you  show 
me  how  you  can  produce  the  planes,  tractors,  tanks,  the  ships, 
the  land  fortifications,  the  undersea  craft,  and  the  oversea 
craft,  all  of  the  aircraft,  for  less  than  $25,000,000,000  as  a 
minimum.  When  are  you  to  si>end  the  money?  During  the 
next  3  to  5  years  or  the  next  10  to  25  years?  If  you  take 
25  as  the  minimum,  5  years,  that  is  $5,000,000,000  a  year.  If 
it  is  10  years,  it  is  two  and  one-half  billion.  If  you  use 
$50,000,000,000,  it  is  double  those  figures. 

Do  we  intend  at  this  time,  when  private  Industry  has  been 
browbeaten  and  stabbed  in  the  back,  if  you  please,  by  acts 
passed  by  the  Congress,  to  further  discourage  the  investment 
of  private  funds  in  industry?  As  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I 
have  not  supported  such  a  program  since  I  came  here  in  1935, 
and  I  do  not  propose  to  start  to  do  so  imder  the  war  hysteria 
that  covers  this  land  today. 

I  believe  in  the  private-enterprise  system.  I  am  opposed 
to  the  Government  going  into  operations  of  this  type  which 
compete  with  and  challenge  the  life  of  private  industry.  I 
have  no  objection  to  Govenunent  corporations  being  created 
under  the  language  of  section  5  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring 
and  carnring  and  holding,  in  order  to  serve  private  industry, 
with  the  strategic  war  materials  and  other  war  materials 
mentioned  in  that  section.  I  shall  be  glad  to  support  legis- 
lation which  provides  the  creation  of  such  Government- 
owned  corporation  to  go  Into  the  world  markets  and  pick  up 
tin,  rubber,  manganese,  or  whatever  materials  we  need  so  that 
it  can  be  carried  without  forcing  private  industry  to  carry 
the  load  and  go  through  the  bankruptcy  proceedings  at  some 
later  date. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
has  issued  a  statement  showing  that  the  amount  of  money 
normally  flowing  into  private  enterprise  by  the  Investing 
public  has  been  about  $2,000,000,000  a  year.  That  has  shrunk 
to  $375,000,000  a  year,  and  in  some  degree  proves  what  the 
gentleman  says  that  private  Industry  has  been  stifled  by  Gov- 
ernment competition. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  As  an  illustration  of  what  the  gentle- 
man has  told  us  very  forcibly,  to  sell  commodities  you  must 
have  a  commodities  exchange.  To  sell  livestock  you  must 
have  a  livestock  exchange.  To  sell  bonds  and  stocks  for 
capital  structures  you  must  have  stock  exchanges.  Seats 
on  the  stock  exchange  sold  this  week  for  $39,000.  In  1929 
they  sold  in  excess  of  $025,000  per  seat.  Stock -exchange 
operation  is  going  out  of  business  in  this  country,  because  the 
capitalistic  system  is  folding  up  in  the  United  States,  and 
anybody  who  cares  to  read  the  record  and  who  is  at  all  fair 
must  come  to  that  conclusion.  The  twenty-fourth  annual 
meeting  of  the  National  Industrial  Conference  Board  entitled 
"Development  of  American  Enterprise  and  Challenge  to  the 
Enterprise  Principle."  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  will  give  you 
the  facts  if  you  want  to  bring  yourself  down  to  date.  It  was 
published  May  22,  1940. 

If  it  is  the  objective  of  the  administration  to  destroy  the 
private -indxistry  system  In  this  country,  well  and  good;  go 
ahead  and  destroy  it.  but  you  will  not  do  It  with  my  consent. 
This  Congress  has  no  right  to  pass  this  legislation  in  its 
present  form.  No  administrator  has  the  right  to  request  us 
to  do  so  unless  the  objective  is  to  destroy  private  capitalism 
In  this  country.    I  am  opposed  to  the  bill  in  its  present  form. 

Now,  let  us  take  one  or  two  other  sections  of  the  bill  for  a 
moment.    Let  us  refer  to  section  2,  pages  2  and  3,  where — 

the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  authorized  to  make 
payments  from  time  to  time  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in 
amounts  to  be  determined  by  the  Corporation,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator,  for  the  partial  retirements  of 
Its  capital  stock  at  par  and  In  payment  of  dividends  from  earnings. 
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What  are  the  earnings?  As  testified  by  Mr.  Jcnes,  the 
earnings  of  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation — $285.- 
O00,000--represcnted  by  its  surplus  at  the  present  time.  In 
answer  to  an  interrogation  by  the  gentleman  from  Missomi 
[Mr.  WiLMAMs],  Mr.  Jones  said,  on  page  84  of  the  hearings: 

Hi.  WnxiAMB.  You  have  $500,000,000  capital  and  you  have  tha 
$285,000,000  surplus,  from  which  you  take  $176,000,000,  and  It  will 
still  leave  you  $110,000,000  surplus. 

Mr.  Jones.  To  cover  losses. 

Mr.  WUJ.IAMS.  To  add  to  your  already  capital  of  $500,000,000,  or  a 
capital  structure  of  $610,000,000. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 
I  continue: 

Mr.  JoNKs.  I  wouldn't  count  the  $110,000,000.  becaiue  we  wlU 
need  that  to  cover  losses. 

Going  back  to  page  3  of  the  bill  you  wiB  find  the  lan- 
guage provides  that  the  capital  structure  of  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  may  t>e  reduced,  but  when 
the  language  in  this  paragraph  takes  effect  the — 

notes,  debentures,  bonds,  or  other  such  obligations  which  tha 
corporation  la  authorized  to  issue  and  have  outstanding  at  any 
one  time  •  •  •  shaU  not  be  decreased  by  reason  of  any 
retirement  of  capital  stock  under  this  paragraph,  and  such  aggre- 
gate amount  is  hereby  increased  by  an  amount  sufficient  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  and  of  the  second  paragraph 
of  secUon  304  of  the  act  of  March  9,   1933.  as  amended. 

You  are  reducing  the  capital  structure  and  you  are  au- 
thorizing an  Increase  of  lending  capacity.  You  start  ott 
with  the  R.  F.  C,  according  to  Mr.  Jones'  testimony  on 
page  85  of  the  hearings,  and  authorize  it  to  make  loans 
3  to  1— capital  $500,000,000:  loans  $1,500,000,000.  Mr. 
Jones  states  at  the  bottom  of  that  page  that  from  time  to 
time  the  act  has  been  amended  so  that  you  could  loan 
6.6  to  1—6.6  times  the  capital.  Now.  then,  you  are  oper- 
ating this  thing  backward,  you  are  decreailng  the  capital 
structure  and  increasing  the  lending  power  based  on  the 
decreased  capital  structure. 

Who  knous  to  what  extent  private  Industry  will  have  to 
call  upon  the  R.  F.  C.  if  the  people  of  this  country  continue 
to  hoard  and  refuse  to  put  their  private  savings  into  industry 
by  reinvestment?  If  it  is  the  will  of  the  Congress  to  reduce 
the  capital  structure  of  the  R.  F.  C.  and  come  back  at  some 
subsequent  date  and  build  it  up  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
accommodating  this  $700,000,000  recapture  which  was  advo- 
cated before  the  decision  to  increase  the  debt  limitation  and 
recapture  the  $300,000,000  approximately,  that  is  one  thing. 
But  do  not  do  it  until  you  know  what  you  are  doing.  That 
is  the  reason  I  point  it  out  to  you.  It  Is  a  policy,  of  course. 
As  long  as  you  have  the  Treasury  back  of  you,  the  taxing 
power  of  government,  you  can  do  almost  anything  and  get 
away  with  it  imtll  the  rainy  day  comes  and  you  have  got  right 
down  to  the  bottom  of  the  meal  barreL  Then  you  may  have 
to  do  what  some  of  the  so-called  democracies  of  Europe  are 
doing  at  the  present  time. 

Another  proposition  is  that  the  bill  provides  in  section  4. 
page  4 — 

Sk.  4.  Section  S  of  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  Act 
(U.  8.  C.  1934  ed..  title  12.  sec.  lOaOb)  is  hereby  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentences:  "The  Fed- 
eral Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  re- 
pay on  or  before  June  30.  1941,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  all  amounts  In  excesK  of  $100,000.- 
000  theretofore  subscribed  to  the  capital  stock  of  the  Corporation. 

You  are  going  to  do  a  similar  thing  with  the  Federal  F«Jin 
Mortgage  Corporation  that  you  are  doing  with  the  R.  F.  C, 
you  are  going  to  reduce  the  capital  structure  and  you  are 
going  to  do  that  at  a  time  when  Secretary  Wallace  comes 
along  with  a  new  program.  I  refer  you  to  yesterday's  issue 
of  the  New  York  Journal  of  Commerce,  which  is  a  pretty 
good  paper  to  refer  to  once  in  a  while.  You  will  find  from 
page  1  that  Secretary  WaUace  is  to  lay  before  the  President 
a  i^n  for  widening  surplus  removal,  for  he  fears  famine  and 
added  farm  export  losses. 

Within  a  few  days  you  will  have  before  you  a  bill  from 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  asking  you  to  let 


> 


■, 


8282 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  14 


i  t 


i    I 


Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  inquire  how  the 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has 
The  gentleman  from  Alabama  has  37 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no  further  re- 


the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  have  another  $500,000,000 
to  help  salvage  the  situation.  But  here  you  are  decreasing 
the  capital  structure  of  the  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation. 

This  procedure  is  financially  cockeyed.  It  is  shystering. 
and  in  my  opinion  it  is  almost  equivalent  to  check-kiting.  If 
we  tried  to  do  it  in  private  industry  they  would  lock  us  up  in 
the  penitentiary  where  we  should  be  and  leave  us  there  for 
safekeeping  so  that  we  would  not  destroy  the  equities  of  our 
people  by  such  operations. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan has  expired. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD, 
time  stands? 

The  CHAIRMAN. 
4  minutes  remaining 
minutes  remaining. 

Mr.   STEAGALL. 
quests  for  time. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  304  of  the  act  entlUed  "An  act  to 
provide  relief  In  the  existing  national  emergency  In  banking,  and 
for  other  purposes, "  approved  March  9,  1933,  aa  amended  (U.  8  C. 
1934  ed  .  title  12,  sec.  51d;  Supp.  V.  title  12.  sec.  61d).  Is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph : 

"The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Is  authorized  to  pur- 
chase at  par  any  part  of  the  stock  of  any  Federal  home-loan  bank 
owned  by  the  United  States,  as  evidenced  by  certmcates,  receipts, 
or  otherwise.  In  amounts  to  be  determined  by  the  Corporation,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator;  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  Is  authorized  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to 
■ell  such  stock  to  the  Corporation.  Any  such  stock  so  purchased 
by  the  Corporation  shall  be  held  subject  to  the  same  conditions, 
requirements,  rights,  and  privileges  (Including  all  dividend  and 
retirement  provisions)  as  are  provided  by  law  for  or  In  connection 
with  the  ownership  of  such  stock  by  the  United  States." 

8«c.  2.  Section  2  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act, 
as  amended  (U.  8.  C,  1934  ed..  title  15.  sec.  602).  la  hereby  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraphs: 

"The  Corporation  Is  authorized  to  make  payments  from  time  to 
time  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  amounts  to  be  determined 
by  the  Corporation,  with  the  approval  of  the  Federal  Loan  Admin- 
istrator, for  the  partial  retirement  of  Its  capital  stock  at  par  and  in 
payment  of  dividends  from  earnings.  The  aggregate  amount  of 
notee,  debentures,  bonds,  or  other  such  obligations  which  the  Cor- 
poration Is  authorized  to  issue  and  have  outstanding  at  any  one 
time  under  the  provisions  of  law  in  force  on  the  date  this  para- 
graph takes  effect  shall  not  be  decreased  by  reason  of  any  retirement 
of  capital  stock  under  this  paragraph,  and  such  aggregate  amount 
Is  hereby  increased  by  an  amount  sufficient  to  carry  out  the  provi- 
sions of  this  paragraph  and  of  the  .second  paragraph  of  section  304 
of  the  act  of  March  9,  1933,  as  amended. 

"The  Corporation  shall  retire  Its  capital  stock  and  pay  dividends 
tinder  the  preceding  paragraph  of  this  section,  and  shall  purcbxwe 
stock  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks  under  section  304  of  the  act 
of  March  9,  1933.  as  amended,  in  an  aggregate  amount  of  not  to 
exceed  $300,000,000  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury: but  the  Corporation,  with  the  approval  of  the  Federal  Loan 
Administrator,  shall  determine  that  portion  of  such  aggregate 
amount  which  shall  be  used  for  the  retirement  of  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Corporation,  the  payment  of  dividends,  and  the  purchase  of 
such  stock  of  the  Federal  home -loan  baxiks." 

Mr.  STEAGALL.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  ofifer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Stkagall:  On  page  3.  line  7,  after  the 
word  "Corporation",  Insert  the  words  "on  or  t>efore  June  30,  1941." 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  sure  there  is  no 
objection  to  this  amendment.  It  simply  gives  a  margin  of 
time  within  which  this  may  be  done.  The  purpose  is  to  save 
ictwest  which  would  \x  required  if  it  were  done  as  of  the 
passage  of  the  act. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Bdr.  Chairman,  I  offer  a  further  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Stsagaix:  On  page  3,  lines  7,  9,  and  14, 
Strike  out  the  word  "shall"  wherever  It  appears  therein  and  insert 
In  lieu  thereof  the  word  "may." 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  no  objection  to 
this  amendment. 


The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  amendmftit  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Oiitoro:  Page  2,  beginning  in  Une  13. 
strike  out  all  of  section  2. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  this  amendment 
that  the  House  may  have  an  opportunity  to  vote  upon  it. 
I  discussed  the  amendment  fairly  at  length  earlier  in  the 
afternoon.  There  is  no  necessity  for  this  legislation  at  the 
moment.  This  bill  was  presented  simply  and  wholly  that  we 
might  find  money  for  the  Treasury  and  obviate  the  necessity 
for  increasing  the  debt  limit.  But  we  have  increased  the  debt 
limit  by  $4,000,000,000  and  there  wUl  be  ample  funds  for  the 
Treasury.  All  funds  raised  under  that  limit  can  be  used 
temporarily  and  at  any  time  to  take  care  of  the  needs  of  the 
Treasury.    The  $4,000,000,000  will  not  all  be  needed. 

I  quoted  Mr.  Jones;  also  Mr.  Black,  of  the  Federal  Farm 
Credit  Association,  and  I  will  quote  them  again.  Both  stated 
emphatically  before  the  committee  that  they  would  not  have 
been  before  the  committee,  and  there  was  no  necessity  for  the 
bin.  if  they  had  thought  the  debt  limit  would  be  raised.  Up 
to  that  time  it  had  not  been  suggested,  Mr.  Jones  stated. 
Now,  since  this  bill  has  been  reported,  the  tax  bill  has  been 
brought  In  here  increasing  the  debt  limit  by  $4,000,000,000. 
Now.  there  is  no  necessity  for  this.    If  I  can  read  a  man's 

mind,  helped  by  the  tone  of  his  voice — and  I  think  I  can at 

this  time  Mr.  Jones  would  not  want  this  legislation. 

Mr.  GORE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Bdr.  GIFFORD.  I  have  been  trying  to  get  someone  over 
there  to  ask  me  to  yield. 

Mr,  GORE.    What  is  the  objection  to  It? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  The  objection  to  it  is  that  we  cripple  him. 
He  acknowledges  In  the  very  section  itself  that  he  cannot  do 
it  without  being  granted  further  borrowing  power. 

Mr.  GORE.  How  do  we  cripple  him,  and  whom  do  we 
cripple? 

Mr.  OIPPORD.  When  we  questioned  him  in  committee, 
and  asked  him  whether  he  could  afford  to  do  this,  he  said: 

You  make  my  funds  pretty  low  if  you  take  this  money. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  Jones  said  this  would  not  impair  the 
capital  structure  of  the  R.  F.  C. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Yes,  he  did;  but  he  also  stated  that  if  we 
take  this  away  he  would  have  to  have  more  borrowing  power. 
Do  you  want  to  lift  that  borrowing  power  out  of  the  proper 
proportion  to  capital  stock? 

Mr.  GORE.  How  does  this  hurt  the  R.  F.  C?  What  is  the 
harm  in  doing  it?  If  it  is  not  needed,  there  Is  no  harm  in 
doing  it. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Perhaps  not;  but  Mr.  Jones  said  he  would 
never  have  asked  for  it  if  he  had  not  been  requested  to  do  so. 
When  we  suggested  that  he  should  have  thought  of  this  last 
year,  recommending  that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  retire 
that  capital  stock,  he  did  not  agree  that  he  should  have  done 
so.  He  simply  said  he  had  made  a  little  more  money.  He  is 
borrowing  money  lately  at  1  percent. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  under  the  amendment  adopted  a  moment  ago  this 
entire  matter  is  left  within  the  discretion  of  Mr.  Jones,  whom 
the  gentleman  is  so  willing  to  trust  in  this  Corporation.  Thia 
is  merely  an  authorization. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  He  has  the  authorization  already.  He  can 
do  that  now  if  he  wants  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentieman  from  Massachiisetts  [Mr.  Girroai)]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected- 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sac  3.  (a)  The  third  paragraph  of  section  5  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  CorporaUon  Act,  as  amended  (U.  8.  C  1934  ed  title  1& 
sec.  605;  Supp.  V,  utle  15.  sec.  605),  is  hereby  amended  by  strlklna 
out  "•350,000,000"  and  Losertlng  In  lieu  thereof  "$500,000  000  " 
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(b)  The  first  sentence  of  section  8  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
to  extend  the  functions  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
for  a  years,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  January  81  193S  as 
amended  (U.  8.  C,  1984  ed..  Supp.  V,  tltte  16,  see.  «06m),  is  hereby 
•mended  by  striking  out  "January  81.  1945"  and  Insertlna  In  Ueu 
thereof  "January  31.  1955."  ^* 

Sac.  4.  Section  3  of  the  Federal  Fsrm  Idortgage  Corporation  Act 
(U.  8.  C,  1034  ed.  title  13,  sec.  loaob)  Is  hirebykmendSl  ^ 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentences:  "The  Fed- 
eral Farm  Mortgage  CorporatkDn  Is  authorlMd  and  directed  to  repay 
on  or  before  June  30.  1941.  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on 
behalf  of  the  United  State,  all  amounts  in  excess  of  1100  000  000 
theretofore  subscribed  to  the  capital  stock  of  the  Corporation     The 

Eroceeds  of  such  repayment  shaU  be  held  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
nlted  BUtes  as  a  fund  available  for  subscription,  by  the  Oovemor 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  to  the  a^ltal  of  the  Corporation  when.  In  the 
judgment  of  the  directors  of  the  OorporaUon.  additional  subscrlD- 
tlons  to  Its  capital  are  necessary." 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
strike  out  section  4. 
The  Clerk  read  aa  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  OtrroKo:  On  page  4,  beelnnlnff  In  line 
5.  strike  out  all  of  section  4. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  speak  briefly  on 
this  amendment.  We  are  taking  away  $100,000,000  of  the 
capital  of  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation.  Every 
Member  of  this  House  knows  we  ought  not  to  do  It  and 
every  Member  knows  It  will  have  to  be  replenished  later. 
Mr.  WoLcoTT  asked  this  question: 

Tou  have  been  given  to  tmderstand,  Mr.  Black,  have  you  not  as 
we  all  have,  that  the  reason  for  this  bill  and  this  amendment 
Is  to  recapture  some  of  this  capital  so  that  the  Treastiry  will  not 
have  to  issue  bonds  In  excess  of  the  debt  limit? 

Mr.   Black.  That,   I    believe,   is   the    general   understanding. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  to  remain  available  so  that  when 
the  Corporation   wants  it  back  again   they   can   have   It. 
Tliis  is  simply  juggling,  is  It  not? 
Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  GIFFORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 
Mr.  CRAWFORD.    I  wish  to  answer  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee   tB4r.  GobkI   and  the  question  he  raised  awhile 
ago.     He  submitted  the  question  of  what  is  the  harm  in 
doing  it.    I  want  to  say  to  the  gentleman  that  any  man  who 
has  had  experience  In  handling  large  financial  transactions, 
and   by   'large   financial    transactions"    I    mean   corporate 
structures  running  from  $5,000,000  up  to  $100,000,000,  does 
not  dare  do  this  kind  of  trickery.    It  will  destroy  his  credit 
standing  with  the  banks;  it  will  destroy  the  confidence  of 
his  stockholders:  it  will  destroy  the  confidence  his  customers 
have  in  the  service  his  company  proposes  to  render  and  the 
product  it  puts  on  the  market.    It  will  eventually  throw  his 
company  into  bankruptcy.     I  challenge  the  gentleman  to 
show  me  one  corporation  of  that  size  operating  in  the  United 
States  over  a  period  of  10  years  or  more  that  ever  partici- 
pated in  this  kind  of  financial  Juggling. 
Mr.  GORE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  srield? 
Mr.  GIFFORD.   I  yield  to  the  gentieman  from  Tennessee. 
Mr.  GORE.     Does  the  gentleman  likewise  object  to  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation's  paying  into  the  Treas- 
ury some  of  Its  surplus  profits? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  gentleman  will  have  to  admit  that 
a  mistake  was  made  in  creating  the  structure  of  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  on  the  basis  of  $500,000,000,  or 
he  will  have  to  admit  that  we  came  to  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation's  assistance  and  gave  them  back  vir- 
tually two  and  a  quarter  million  dollars  by  letting  them  write 
off  part  of  their  losses  and  having  the  Treasury  absorb  them, 
or  he  will  have  to  admit  that  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a 
direct,  reasonable  connection  between  capital  structures  and 
lending  capacity,  or  he  must  admit  that  my  argument  is 
sound;  and  I  again  refer  him  to  private  industry  for  the  his- 
torical backgroimd  of  the  situation  I  am  calling  to  his  atten- 
tion. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentie- 
man yield? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  nilnols.  I  would  remind  the  gentleman 
that  on  page  30  of  the  bearings  Mr.  Schram.  the  present 


Administrator  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Conwration. 
admitted  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  CaAwrono] 
that  the  banks  borrowing  from  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  would  not  be  permitted  by  their  supervising 
authorities  to  do  the  same  thing  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  is  now  asking  the  Congress  for  permission  to  do. 
Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  want  to  refer  the  gentieman  to 
various  releases  and  public  addresses  which  have  been  made 
by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor- 
poration, in  which  time  and  again  he  has  pointed  out  to 
the  depositors  of  this  country  that  the  only  power  the 
P.  D.  I.  C.  has  to  remain  in  business  on  a  safe  basis  is  to 
retain  sound  financial  structures  in  the  banking  institutiona, 
and  the  F.  D.  L  C.  will  not  permit  this  kind  of  financial 
Juggling. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  Mr.  Chahman.  in  closing  these  remarks. 
I  Just  want  to  express  my  surprise  that  there  Is  no  one 
here,  apparently,  who  wanU  to  help  defend  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration.  It  is  an  unusual  proceeding.  A  later  vote 
win  probably  indicate  that  the  RepubUcans  are  the  real 
friends  of  the  farmers. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  had  not  intended  to  say  anything  on  this 
particular  measure,  but  I  have  listened  to  practically  all  the 
debate  and  I  have  read  the  hearings  on  the  bill.  The  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  (Mr.  CRAvtrroRDl  said  that  the  measure 
was  cockeyed.  It  Is  not  only  cockeyed.  It  Is  dishonest.  It  Is 
dishonest  to  the  American  people  and  to  the  American  tax- 
payer, to  every  American  citizen  who  has  a  stake  In  this 
Oovemment.  Any  man  who  has  had  any  experience  what- 
soever in  the  management  of  a  financial  institution  will  know 
that  you  cannot  keep  on  decreasing  the  capital  stock  of  a 
bank  or  financial  institution  and  at  the  same  time  increaae 
the  lending  capacity  of  that  organization. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentieman 
yield? 

ISx.  HAWKS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  If  the  gentleman  were  acting  as  the 
credit  manager  of  a  corporation  that  Is  accustomed  to  ex- 
tending large  credits  to  people  in  the  form  of  goods  shipped 
or  in  the  form  of  open  credits,  would  he  always  look  at  the 
relationship  between  the  current  assets  and  the  current  lia- 
bilities and  at  its  capital  structure— that  is.  the  capital  stock, 
bonds,  debentures,  and  surplus  and  undivided  profits — as  re- 
lated to  its  other  obligations?  Would  the  gentleman  pay 
any  attention  to  this? 

Mr.  HAWKS.    I  certainly  would. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  gentieman  has  a  knowledge  of 
Investment  banking.  Would  he  advocate  to  his  clients  the 
purchase  of  securities  of  private  corporations  If  he  found 
their  finances  were  being  Juggled  In  such  a  manner? 

Mr.  HAWKS.    I  would  be  in  JaU  if  I  did. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Elinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentie- 
man jrield? 

Mr.  HAWKS.    Certainly. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  wonder  if  the  gentieman 
knows  from  his  experience  how  many  States  have  '"blue  sky" 
laws  which  would  prevent  this  operation  on  the  part  of  a 
private  corporation. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  I  could  not  answer  that  question,  but  I  know 
that  If  I  came  to  the  American  public  with  a  prospectus  such 
as  this  and  published  it  in  any  of  the  papers  of  the  country. 
Mr.  Jerome  Frank  would  be  on  my  tail  in  2  minutes,  and  I 
would  be  down  here  answering  a  lot  of  questions  of  a  lot  of 
crazy  bureaucrats  who  were  trying  to  prove  their  point,  and 
I  could  not  substantiate  ansrthlng  on  the  basis  of  this  kind  of 
a  prospectus,  and  you  know  it. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentieman  yield? 

Mr.  HAWKS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Does  the  gentleman  believe  that  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Iteelf  would  make  loans 
to  any  private  corporation  If  It  found  that  corporation's  af- 
fairs were  being  handled  In  the  rr^gnn^T  here  proposed? 
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Mr.  HAWKS.  Of  course  they  would  not.  They  would 
probably  put  that  corporation  out  of  business  without  going 
Into  any  detail  about  making  a  loan  to  them  at  all. 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  HAWKS.     I  j^eld  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.  The  gentleman  refers  tq  the 
Farm  Credit  Corporation? 

Mr.  HAWKS.    I  am  referring  to  the  whole  proposition. 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  PORD.  The  gentleman  knows  that  the 
Farm  Credit  Corporation  really  does  not  need  any  capital 
because  all  its  issues  are  guaranteed  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Certainly,  and  who  is  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment? I  want  to  tell  you  that  it  is  not  a  bunch  of  bureau- 
crats here  in  Washington, 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Chairman,  win  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAWKS.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Montana. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  am  just  wondering  if  it  would  make 
any  real  difference  in  the  handling  of  the  affairs  of  the  Re- 
construction Finance  Corjporation  if  it  did  not  have  any 
capital  stock  at  all.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  does  not  need  any 
capital  stock  so  long  as  the  Government  guarantees  its  bonds. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Of  course;  and  if  we  were  perfectly  honest 
about  this  whole  thing,  this  would  all  be  a  part  of  the 
United  States  Treasury 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.     That  is  really  what  it  Is. 

Mr.  HAWKS.    And  you  know  it  as  well  as  I  do. 

Mr.  SACKS.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAWKS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SACKS.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  say  that  every 
section  of  this  bill  is  a  fraud? 

Mr.  HAWKS.  listen;  if  you  were  a  private  individual  in 
the  banking  business,  or  in  the  investment-banking  business, 
and  the  head  of  a  corporation  that  wanted  to  finance  a  loan 
or  put  out  an  issue  published  a  prospectus  as  silly  and  ridicu- 
lous and  as  imtrue  as  this  prospectus  right  here.  I  want  to  tell 
you  he  would  not  get  very  far, 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr,  Chairman,  will  the  genUeman 
yield? 

Mr.  HAWKS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Sacks]  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
the  hearings  on  the  1933  act  and  the  1935  act  and  the 
other  one  or  two  acts  imder  the  jurisdiction  of  that  Com- 
mission and  see  what  the  Commission  says  alwut  pros- 
pectuses drawn  along  this  line  and  see  to  what  degree  they 
have  closed  or  dried  up  the  streams  of  private  capital  In 
this  country. 

"Mr.  HAWKS.  I  would  like  also  to  say  that  to  give  the 
bill  a  little  face,  to  give  this  bill  Just  a  little  appearance  of 
being  decent,  they  stick  In  an  increase  here  from  $350  000  000 
to  $500  000.000  to  railroads. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  expect  to  use  the  5  minutes.  I 
merely  want  to  call  attention  to  a  strange  paradox.  The 
gentlewoman  from  Illinois  [Miss  Stjmner]  advocated  liqui- 
dation of  the  R.  P.  C.  and  now  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts and  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  complain  be- 
cause we  are  giving  authority  to  do  a  portion  of  what  she 
said  ought  to  be  done. 

Now,  if  by  law  the  R.  P.  C.  was  required  to  purchase  a 
portion  of  its  capital  stock  at  par  value  and  was  required 
by  law  to  pay  into  the  Treasury  a  portion  of  its  surplus  profits, 
and  we  were  in  here  with  legislation  removing  that  require- 
ment, then  the  gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle 
would  realty  be  "raising  cain."  We  are  on  the  other  side 
of  the  picture  and  giving  the  R.  P.  C.  authority  for  partial 
liquidation  by  purchase  at  par  value  some  of  its  capital 
stock  and  to  pay  into  the  Treasury  some  of  Its  profits,  and 
they  are  still  'Taising  caln."  In  fact,  Mr.  Chairman,  they 
•^aise  cain"  by  force  of  habit. 


Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  two  words. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield?  I 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    I  yield. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  hardly  dared  hope  that  the 
honorable  Representative  would  listen  to  all  I  said,  and  I  am 
gratified  he  listened  to  half  what  I  said.  What  I  said  was 
that  the  loans  of  the  R.  P.  C.  consisted  of  good  loans  and 
shaky  loans;  that  the  good  loans  could  probably  be  sold  at  a 
profit  to  commercial  banks  and  that  the  shaky  loans  could 
probably  be  sold  to  banks  if  they  were  guaranteed  by  the 
Government  on  the  P.  H.  A.  plan;  and  I  believed  that  It 
would  be  a  better  principle  of  Government  to  handle  the 
R.  P.  C.  in  that  manner. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to  make  one  or 
two  observations  with  reference  to  the  statement  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  GorkI 

Mr.  GIPFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  to 
me  before  doing  that?  i 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  GIPFORD.  I  want  to  make  the  observation  to  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  that  there  is  no  liquidation  here 
and  there  is  no  giving  up  of  capital  stock,  because  in  every 
paragraph  you  increase  in  great  proportion  as  you  allow  the 
decrease. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  not  advocated 
the  liquidaUon  of  the  R.  P.  C.  What  I  am  complaining  about 
is  the  imsound  procedure  in  reducing  the  capital  structure 
of  the  R.  P.  C.  at  the  same  time  you  extend  its  lending  power. 

This  is  unsoimd  for  any  lending  agency  and.  as  perhaps  has 
been  pointed  out.  Mr.  Jones  said  they  were  doing  this: 

Th«  principal  purpose  of  the  bill  Is  to  provide  a  means  of  return- 
ing to  the  Treasury  »300.000.000.  conforming  to  the  President's 
Budget  message,  wherein  he  expects  to  recover  from  lendlna 
agencies  »700,000,000  they  do  not  now  need. 

This  is  on  page  3  of  the  hearings,  and  we  do  this  at  a  time 
when  I  assimie  there  is  an  emergency  In  this  country,  when  I 
assume  that  private  Industry  and  borrowers  are  going  to  call 
upon  the  R.  P.  C.  to  grant  them  some  addiUonal  loans. 

Again.  I  observe  that  if  we  wish  to  make  a  direct  pipe  line 
to  the  Treasury  and  let  the  Treasury  carry  whatever  burden 
may  develop  under  the  administration  of  the  lending  agencies, 
whether  it  be  Mr.  Schram  or  Mr.  Jones  or  somebody  else! 
because  men  do  not  go  on  forever,  very  well  and  good;  but 
this  is  unsound  financial  procedure,  and  that  Is  the  jwint 
I  am  arguing,  and  I  do  not  propose  to  let  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  place  meanings  on  my  words 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  PORD.  You  are  perfectly  willing  to  have 
the  R.  P.  C.  lend  to  private  business  whatever  money  Is  neces- 
sary in  order  to  enable  them  to  expand  and  carry  on  the 
program? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     With  this  proviso. 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.    Answer  the  question  first. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  That  private  industry  have  a  chance  to 
do  something  itself  and  get  rid  of  the  six  and  a  half  billion 
dollars  of  excess  reserves  and  get  some  of  the  $24,000,000,000 
of  demand  deposits  and  some  of  the  twenty-four  and  one-half 
billion  dollars  of  time  and  savings  deposits,  and  thereby  pre- 
serve the  private  capitalistic  system  of  this  country,  and 
having  done  that,  then  let  these  Government  agencies  func- 
Uon  as  is  necessary.    That  states  my  position. 

Mr.  HAWKS.     Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield' 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     Yes. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Does  the  gentleman  suppose  that  Mr 
Crowley,  In  handling  the  P.  D.  I.  C.  has  been  as  liberal  with" 
the  banks  of  this  country  as  we  are  with  the  RFC? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Crowley  insists  that  the"  capiUl 
structure  of  the  banks  be  maintained,  either  by  earnings  or 
by  contributions  by  stockholders  to  replenish  losses  that  may 
occur  through  operating  condittons  or  losses  outside  of  oper- 
aUons.  such  as  losses  on  bonds  and  portfoUo  liquidations. 


and  he  also  demands  that,  unless  they  do  that,  the  P.  D.  I.  C. 
takes  them  over  and  forces  liquidation  or  consolidation  with 
some  one  or  more  banking  institutions.  Only  in  this  way 
can  he  cany  out  the  functions  of  deposit  insurance. 

Mr.  HAWKS.    He  makes  them  put  up  or  shut  up. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Exactly. 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  PORD.  Would  the  gentleman  guarantee 
that  these  $6,000,000,000  of  reserves  that  he  talks  about  will 
loan  that  money  to  private  industry? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  So  far  as  my  power  goes.  I  guarantee 
that  private  industry  will  never  again  function  in  this  coun- 
try as  it  has  in  the  past  until  the  Federal  Government  takes 
a  more  kindly  attitude  toward  private  industry.  In  this  con- 
nection let  me  observe  that  we  have  about  eleven  and  one-half 
million  unemployed,  approximately  nineteen  and  one-half 
billions  of  gold,  six  and  six-tenths  billions  of  excess  reserves, 
perhaps  a  national  Income  this  year  of  about  seventy-five 
billions,  a  Federal  direct  debt  approaching  $50,000,000,000,  a 
three  and  one-half  billions  deficit  for  the  current  fiscal  year; 
bank  deposits  owed  to  our  people  by  the  banks  are  at  the 
highest  point  in  our  history;  a  declining  volimie  of  loans;  a 
stymied  stock  market  with  commodity  markets  declining; 
about  8,000,000  families  facing  starvation;  a  rapidly  expand- 
ing policy  of  substituting  State  capital  for  private  capital; 
a  Congress  that  has  In  years  past,  if  not  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, been  rather  unfriendly  to  private  enterprise;  an  un- 
sound taxing  policy;  a  country  blessed  with  empire,  natural 
resources,  diversified  climate,  and  filled  with  people  who  want 
to  adventure,  who  want  to  reinvest,  who  want  to  do  things  for 
themselves;  but  with  such  an  inclination  for  the  Congress  to 
authorize  the  Government  to  further  compete  with  these 
Individual  citizens  the  gentleman  wants  to  know  if  I  will 
guarantee  that  the  individuals  Involved  will  go  out  and  do  the 
Job.  Of  course,  they  will  not  unless  Government  changes  its 
attitude  toward  them.  Today  there  is  no  sound  basis  on 
which  our  people  can  make  long-term  commitments,  and  this 
l»  because  they  do  not  know  what  atUtude  the  Government 
will  take  on  such  matters  as  those  we  are  today  discussing  in 
the  consideration  of  this  bill. 
Mr.  SACKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  CRAWFORD.     Yes. 

Mr.  SACKS.  Is  it  not  true  that  Mr.  Jones  testified  that 
in  the  creation  of  this  new  corporation,  private  capital  will 
not  lend  the  money  to  carry  these  strategic  materials  that 
we  need? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  And  at  no  time  have  I  complained 
about  the  Government-created  corporations  carrying  the 
burden  of  strategic  materials.  That  is  a  matter  of  national 
defense,  and  why  should  any  individual  be  forced  or  expected 
to  venture  his  private  savings  to  carry  that  class  of  material 
in  behalf  of  the  general  welfare?  Of  such  Is  the  national 
burden  and  should  be  carried  by  the  people  as  a  whole. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.   Yes. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  As  between  borrowing  money 
through  the  R.  P.  C.  and  lending  it  to  Government-guaran- 
teed private  loans,  as  with  the  P.  H.  A.,  is  not  the  R.  P.  C.  plan 
an  inadequate  plan,  which  we  abandoned  when  we  took  up 
the  P.  H.  A.  plan? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  give  the  R.  P.  C.  credit  for  one  thing, 
and  that  is  they  encouraged  the  private  banks  to  participate 
with  them  In  these  industrial  loans,  and  if  we  could  get  the 
Individuals  of  this  country  and  get  the  Congress  to  be  friendly 
to  the  private  system  of  enterprise  in  this  country,  the  banks 
would  eventually  be  taking  all  of  these  loans,  and  the  R.  P.  C. 
could  step  out  of  the  picture. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Yes. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  have  had  some  little  experience  in  con- 
nection with  banks,  and  I  am  wondering  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
the  Government  was  forced  to  place  itself  in  a  position 
whereby  credit  could  be  extended  and  money  loaned  to  pri- 
vate individuals  because  of  the  fact  that  our  private  banking 
system  had  broken  down  smd  was  not  furnishing  the  needed 
funds  with  which  to  carry  on  business? 


Mr.  CRAWFORD.  That  is  a  moot  question,  but,  as  I 
remember  it,  the  Federal  Government  closed  the  banks  of 
this  country,  and  scores  of  those  banks  which  were  closed  by 
the  Oovemment  have  paid  up  100  percent,  and  so  I  think  we 

better  not  get  into  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word.  I  hold  In  my  hand  an  amendment 
which  I  at  first  proposed  to  offer,  but  I  am  not  so  sure  that 
I  ought  to  offer  the  amendment  at  that  particular  point  in 
the  bUl.  Some  of  the  gentlemen  have  told  me  that  section  5 
in  this  bill  carries  all  the  provisions  of  additional  power  to 
R.  P.  C.  that  are  needed.  I  am  a  little  bit  dubious  about  that. 
I  have  read  section  5  carefully.  I  find  myself  in  thorough 
accord  with  the  provisions  of  section  5  so  far  as  it  goes.  I 
do  not  believe  it  goes  as  far  as  we  should  enact  in  this  pro- 
gram. We  want  to  acquire  these  strategic  minerals  and 
that  as  quickly  as  possible  as  a  matter  of  national  defense. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  that. 

Then  along  with  that  the  other  prong  on  this  fork  is  the 
development  of  strategic  minerals  in  our  own  land.  That  is 
the  provision  that  I  wonder  whether  section  5  adequately 
covers.  The  amendment  I  have  in  mind  to  offer  is  this,  that 
at  the  end  of  line  21,  on  page  5  of  the  bill,  a  new  section  be 
added.  AU  that  part  of  my  bill  (H.  R.  9996)  beginning  on 
line  7,  page  1,  be  inserted  to  read: 

8»c.  6.  The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  authorised 
and  empowered  to  make  loans  upon  sufficient  security  to  recog- 
nized and  established  corporations.  Individuals,  and  partnership* 
engaged  In  the  business  of  mining,  mUllng.  or  smelting  ores.  The 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Is  authorized  and  empowered 
also  to  make  loans  to  corporations.  Individuals,  and  partnerships 
engaged  in  the  development  of  a  quartz  ledge,  or  vein,  or  other 
ore  body,  or  placer  deposit,  containing  gold,  sliver,  or  tin,  or  gold  and 
•liver,  or  any  strategic,  critical,  or  essential  mineral  which,  m  the 
opinion  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  would  be  of 
value  to  the  United  States  in  time  of  war,  when,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  there  la  suOctent 
reason  to  believe  that,  through  the  use  of  such  loan  In  the  devel- 
opment of  a  lode,  ledge,  or  vein,  or  mineral  deposit,  or  placer 
gravel  deposit,  there  will  be  developed  s  tufllclent  quantity  of 
ore.  or  placer  deposits  of  a  sufficient  value  to  pay  a  profit  upon 
mining  operations;  Provided.  That  not  to  exceed  $30,000  shall  be 
loaned  to  any  corporation.  Individual,  or  partnership  for  such 
development  purposes;  except  that  not  In  excess  of  940,000  In  the 
aggregate  may  be  loaned  to  any  corporation,  individual,  or  part- 
nership for  such  purposes.  If  such  corporation.  Individual,  or 
partnership  has  expended  funds  previously  obtained  from  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  for  such  purposes  in  such 
manner  as  to  Justify  an  additional  loan  for  such  purposes:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  there  shall  not  be  allocated  or  made  available 
for  such  development  loans  a  sum  In  excess  of  $10,000,000. 

However,  my  bill  which  I  would  like  to  incorporate  in  the 
measure  before  the  House  was  only  temporarily  considered 
yesterday  by  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
True,  a  hearing  on  it  has  been  had  by  the  gentleman  from 
Nevada  and  the  gentleman  from  Arizona.  Yet  I  fear  that 
not  enough  consideration  has  been  given  the  bill  up  to 
this  time.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  bill  has  the  ap- 
proval of  Mr.  Jesse  Jones,  it  would  be  quite  proper  to  in- 
corporate It,  but  I  do  feel  it  would  be  more  properly  sup- 
plementary to  the  bill  before  the  House  today.  Perhaps  It 
can  be  passed  later. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    I  yield. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  rather  modest. 
The  gentleman  from  Arizona  introduced  the  bill  to  which 
reference  was  made.  I  have  gone  over  that  bill  and  I  think 
it  Is  a  very  meritorious  bill.  However,  if  we  are  unable  to 
get  that,  it  seems  to  me  that  section  5  in  the  present  bill 
goes  along  fairly  well  In  the  direction  of  accomplishing  the 
purposes  set  forth  in  the  gentleman's  bilL  There  is  one 
question,  however.  I  would  like  to  have  the  gentleman's 
view  on,  and  that  is  this:  In  section  5  does  the  gentleman 
understand  that  that  is  broad  enough  to  include  the  making 
of  loans  by  the  Government  through  the  R.  P.  C.  to  cor- 
porations outside  of  governmental  corporations,  which  are 
engaged  in  the  development  and  production  of  these  stra- 
tegic metals? 
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Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  am  told  that  It  is  broad 
enough.  I  earnestly  hope  it  is,  for  that  is  the  very  thing  I 
want  provided  in  the  law. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  As  I  understand  the  legislation,  there  are  two 
objectives  to  be  sought:  First,  to  obtain  stock  piles  of 
strategic  war  materials  sufficient  to  insure  the  national  de- 
fense of  this  country,  either  from  abroad  or  from  domestic 
sources.  When  that  is  done,  then  we  ought  to  provide  for 
the  development  of  our  natural  resources,  so  that  we  would 
not  be  cut  off  by  the  closing  of  foreign  markets  to  this  coun- 
try, which  is  more  than  ever  apparent  than  before  the  war. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.     The  gentleman  expresses  my 
*  View  exactly. 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man j^eld? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD.  I  talked  to  the  gentleman,  and 
I  said  I  thought  this  bill  carried  provisions  along  the  line  he 
was  suggesting,  and  I  asked  Mr.  Jones  this  question  in  sub- 
stance: 'Do  you  have  authority  today  to  loan  money  to  a 
mining  corporation  engaged  in  the  production  of  strategic 
materials  and  would  you  do  so  to  help  them  develop  local 
supplies  of  that  as  against  purchasing  on  the  outside?"  And 
his  answer  was  "Yes." 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for 
his  statement.  I  am  glad  to  get  that  affirmative  reply  from 
the  head  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation.  But  I 
want  to  give  Mr.  Jesse  Jones  more  power  in  this  respect  than 
ho  has  under  existing  law. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Is  it  the  purpose  of  the  gentleman 
to  include  the  development  of  silver  and  gold  deposits? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  ol  Arizona.  My  interest  is  in  the  strategic 
materials — strategic,  critical,  and  essential  minerals,  as  listed 
by  the  War  Department. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Does  the  War  Department  list  silver 
and  gold  as  strategic  materials  needing  development? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  believe  not;  not  to  my 
knowledge. 

I  am  in  favor  of  this  bill.  If  it  does  not  go  far  enough, 
I  am  going  to  ask  favorable  consideration  at  a  later  date  from 
this  committee  with  regard  to  my  bill,  which  will  permit  loans 
to  be  made  to  private  industry  in  the  development  of  these 
strategic  minerals.  This  is  a  part  of  that  desirable  legislation 
suggested  by  the  Small  Mine  Operators'  Association  of 
Arizona.     I  Applause.  1 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  simply  to  remind 
the  House  that  the  amendment  striking  out  section  4  has 
not  yet  been  voted  upon.  Before  we  vote  on  that  matter, 
and  because  many  Members  have  come  in,  this  should  be 
restated.  This  relates  to  the  Farm  Credit  Administration. 
We  do  not  need  to  take  this  $100,000,000  away  from 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration.  We  have  provided 
$4,000,000,000.  I  must  reiterate  this  point.  So  let  us  not  do 
this,  because  Governor  Black,  in  effect,  said  before  the 
committee.  "You  know  It  is  not  really  retiring  stock."  He 
says.  "We  simply  put  it  back  into  the  Treasury.  It  is  used 
like  all  other  funds.  It  is  like  putting  money  in  the  bank. 
It  will  be  available  at  any  time. 

The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  tries  to  tell  you  it  Is  good 
business  to  retire  capital  stock.  This  is  not  the  effect  of 
this  section. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  Is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Gifford]. 
The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Gitforo)  there  were — ayes  66  and  noes  83. 
So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  5.  Section  5d  of  the  ReconstnictJon  Finance  Corporation  Act 
u  wneiKled    (U.  S.  C,   1934  ed..  Supp.   V.  UUe   15.  mc.  606b),  1« 


hereby  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
paragraphs : 

"The  Corporation  Is  authorized  to  create  or  to  organize  a  corpo- 
ration or  corporations  with  such  powers  as  It  may  deem  necessary 
to  aid  the  Government  of  the  United  States  In  Its  national-defense 
program,  when  requested  by  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator,  with 
the  approval  of  the  President,  and  to  subscribe  for  the  nonassess- 
able stock  thereof,  and  to  make  loans  to  any  such  corporation  or 
to  any  other  corporation  to  assist  In  such  program.  Such  loans 
may  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  and  carrying  strategic 
and  critical  materials  and  other  raw  materials,  for  plant  con- 
struction, expansion,  and  equipment,  and  for  working  capital,  and 
may  be  made  on  such  terms  and  conditions  and  with  such  ma- 
turities as  the  Corporation  may  determine. 

"Any  corporation  created  or  organized  by  the  Corporation  under 
the  preceding  paragraph  is  also  authorized,  with  the  approval  of 
the  President,  to  make  pasrmenta  against  the  purchase  price  to  be 
paid  for  strategic  and  critical  materials  in  advance  of  the  delivery 
of  such  materials.  Whenever  practicable,  the  Corporation  may 
require  the  payments  so  made  to  be  used  for  the  purchases  of  raw 
or  manufactured  agricultvuitl  commodities  to  be  exported  from 
the  United  States." 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 


Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri, 
amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Wnxuics  of  Missouri:  On  page  6, 
line  21.  Insert  the  following  new  section: 

"Sec.  6.  That  (a)  section  1  of  the  act  approved  January  26  1937 
(U.  8  C,  1934  ed..  Supp.  IV.  title  15,  sec.  613-c),  as  amended, 
is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  'June  30,  1941,"  and  inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  'January  22.  1947." 

"(b)  The  first  sentence  of  section  4  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  Act  (U.  8.  C.  1934  ed.,  title  15,  sec.  604).  as 
amended,  and  the  first  sentence  of  section  14  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  Act  (U.  S.  C  1934  ed..  title  15.  sec.  614)  as 
amended,  are  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  'ten'  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  'fifteen.' 

"(c)  The  second  paragraph  of  section  5  (d)  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  Act  (U.  S.  C,  1934  ed..  Supp.  IV.  sec. 
606b).  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  'Juiie  30 
1939.'  wherever  it  appears  therein,  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereoX 
'January  22.  1947.' "  »  "*«;  cvi* 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Permit  the  Chair  to  Inquire  as  to 
whether  there  are  any  amendments  to  be  offered  to  section 
5  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  an  amendment  to 
section  5. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  In  that  event,  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  will  be  considered  as  having 
been  read  for  information. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  offers  an  amendment 
which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Mxixer:  Page  4,  lines  24  and  25  and 
page  5.  lines  1  to  12.  Inclusive,  strike  out  the  entire  lanKua«e  and 
insert   the  following:  ^"-^^  ""« 

'•In  order  to  aid  the  Government  of  the  United  State*  In  Its 
national -defense  program  the  Corporation  is  authorized 

"(1)  -To  make  loans  to  or  ptirchase  the  capital  stock  of  any 
corporation  (a)  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  and  carrying  stra- 
tegic and  critical  materials  as  defined  by  the  President  and  (b) 
for  plant  construction,  expansion,  and  equipment,  and  working 
capital,  to  be  used  by  the  Corporation  in  the  manufacture  of 
equipment  and  supplies  necessary  to  the  national  defense  on  such 
terms  and  conditions,  and  with  such  maturities  as  the  Corporation 
may  determine;    and 

thI^-L^^^°  J^"^^^  ^y  "**  Federal  Loan  Administrator  with 
the  approval  of  the  President  to  create  or  to  organize  a  corporation 
or  corporat  ons  with  power  (a)  to  acquire  and  carry  strat^lc  and 
critical  materials  as  defined  by  the  President,  (b)  or  to  purchase 
land  to  purchase,  build,  and  expand  plants,  and  to  purchaae  equip- 
frfn"  ,^°,  machinery  for  the  manufacture  of  arms,  ammunition. 
^tK  fi^  T^'J'^.P/  ^."  ^  defined  by  the  President  in  accordance 
w^th  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939  neceeeary  to  the  national  defense 
(c)  to  lease  such  plants  to  private  corporations  to  engage  in  such 
manufacture,  and  (d)  if  the  President  finds  that  ItVneSe^ 
for  a  (3overnment  agency  to  engage  In  such  manufacture  to  ensase 
^J^^L^il'"'^'"'}^  Itself.  The  Corporation  to  make  loans  toS 
S.ut^o^^  '^^i\^^  ''^°^^°'  *°y  *"*^^  corporation  for  any  purpose 
related  to  the  national-defense  program,  on  such  terms  and  conm- 
tlons  as  the  Corporation  may  determine." 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  can  assure  you  that  the 
amendment  is  not  as  involved  as  Its  length  would  Indicate 
I  have  simply  offered  the  language  that  has  been  adopted 
by  the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  of  the  other  body 
in  a  bill  on  which  they  will  act,  I  understand,  In  the  next 
few  days.  I  am  further  informed  that  that  language  was 
approved  in  that  committee  by  Mr.  Jones. 
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If  language  can  be  written  In  as  a  substitute  for  section  5 
of  the  hill  you  have  before  you.  that  will  bring  about  com- 
plete unity  and  not  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  results 
that  we  hope  for  under  section  5,  certainly  it  Is  worthy  of  our 
attention  and  consideration.  The  amendment  divides  sec- 
tion 5.  as  we  have  it  before  us  now  in  the  House  bill,  into 
two  parts.  Part  I  to  apply  the  loans  that  may  be  made  by 
the  R.  P.  C.  for  the  purchase  of  equipment  and  acquiring  of 
strategic  and  critical  materials,  as  defined  by  the  President, 
for  plant  construction,  expansions,  and  equipment,  working 
capital,  and  so  forth,  to  be  used  by  the  Corporation  in  the 
manufacture  of  equipment  and  supplies  necessary  for  the 
national  defense  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the 
Corporation,  meaning  the  R.  P.  C,  may  determine.  That 
section  relates  only  to  loans  that  the  R.  P.  C.  can  make  to 
private  industry,  and  the  only  reason  for  putting  it  in  this 
bill  is  to  protect  the  record  of  the  R.  P.  C.  and  make  It 
possible  for  them  to  make  loans  to  private  industry  for 
needed  plant  expansion. 
Mr.  SACKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  jrleld? 
Mr.  MILLER.  I  am  afraid  I  have  not  time  to  yield.  If 
I  have  time  I  shall  be  pleased  to  yield  to  the  gentleman  later. 

The  second  section  accomplishes  the  purpose  hoped  to  be 
accomplished  in  the  House  bill  that  you  have  before  you, 
allows  the  R.  P.  C.  to  set  up  a  corporation  or  corporations 
to  build  plants,  equip  them,  give  them  working  capital,  and 
so  forth,  for  the  procurement  of  strategic  war  material  or 
for  the  manufacture  of  arms,  munitions,  or  implements  of 
war  as  defined  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  accord- 
ing to  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939. 

The  sentence  I  have  just  quoted  Is  taken  verbatim  from 
the  bill  passed  by  the  Congress  and  signed  by  the  President 
known  as  the  Plnnish  loan  bill.  It  simply  defines  "arms, 
ammunition,  and  Implements  of  war." 

We  all  realize  that  the  Government  should  have  factories 
In  stand-by  condition  to  manufacture  i>owder  and  for  the 
manufacture  of  such  articles  as  16 -inch  cannon  and  material 
of  that  type,  factories  that  we  cannot  expect  private  Industry 
to  maintain  because  of  the  very  limited  use  for  such  things 
during  times  of  peace.  We  want  those  plants  available,  we 
want  the  Government  or  corporations  set  up  by  the  Gtov- 
emment  to  operate  them.  On  the  other  hand,  we  do  not 
want  the  Government  to  set  up  under  the  guise  of  such 
corporations,  factories  to  compete  with  existing  establish- 
ments. I  have  read  and  reread  the  section.  I  cannot  see 
that  It  applies  any  limitation  or  works  any  hardship.  It 
does,  however,  protect  those  who  are  now  considering  In- 
vesting their  private  capital  in  the  expansion  of  existing 
facilities.  It  gives  them  some  assurance  that  this  program  we 
are  adopting  here  today  will  not  make  it  possible  for  a 
Government  corporation  to  build  and  operate  In  the  next 
lot  a  plant  for  the  manufacture  of  horse  blankets,  books, 
saddles,  safetyplns,  or  a  hundred  and  one  other  Items  that 
might  properly  be  referred  to  as  war  material,  material  used 
by  the  War  and  Navy  Departments. 

I  now  srield  to  my  colleague  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SACKS.  Under  the  present  bill,  the  bill  brought  out 
by  the  committee,  the  United  States  Government  could  not 
operate  any  business.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MILLER.    No;  it  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  SACKS.    Under  the  jwesent  bill? 

Mr.  MILLER.  Under  the  present  bill,  the  House  bill,  a 
corporation  could  operate  any  type  of  business. 

Mr.  SACKS.  All  I  see  is  the  language  which  says  that  loans 
may  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  and  carrying 
strategic  and  critical  materials  and  other  raw  materials  for 
plant  construction,  expansion,  and  equipment. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Loans  to  the  corporation  to  be  set  up. 

Mr.  SACKS.  And  for  working  capital.  Under  the  gentle- 
man's amendment  the  Government  could  set  up  a  manufac- 
turing plant  and  run  that  itself. 

Mr.  MILLER  Absolutrfy;  and  I  believe  the  Government 
^ould  have  the  power  to  set  up  a  factory  for  the  manufac- 
ture of  powder,  16-Inch  cannon  and  war  material  private 
industry  cannot  i>rovide.    That  is  what  I  want. 


Mr.  SACKS.    I  w«uit  to  point  out  It  goes  further  than  the 

present  bill. 

Mr.  MTIJ.ER.  In  the  one  direction,  yes.  and  very  definitely 
limits  the  other.  It  limits  the  factories  that  the  Government 
can  build  and  operate  to  those  manufacturing  arms,  ammu- 
nition, and  Implements  of  war  as  defined  by  the  President  In 
his  proclamation  issued  in  1939.  and  only  If  the  President 
finds  It  necessary. 

Mr.  CRAWPORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWPORD.  I  have  not  had  time  reaUy  to  compre- 
hend this  amendment.  Will  the  gentleman  answer  this 
categorically.  If  he  can.  Will  his  amendment  permit  the 
Government  to  set  up  Government-owned  corporations, 
financed  through  the  R.  P.  C.  to  manufacture  goods  that 
compete  with  private  Industry — other  than  what? 

Mr.  MILLER.  Only  arms,  ammunition,  and  Implements 
of  war  as  defined  in  the  President's  proclamation  of  1939  and 
only  when  the  President  finds  it  necessary  for  the  national 
defense. 

Mr.  CRAWPORD.    What  are  those? 

Mr.  MTIJ.ER.  I  cannot  enumerate  them  all,  but  they  are 
definitely  war  materials  defined  in  the  Neutrality  Act. 

Mr.  CRAWPORD.    Does  It  Include  tractors? 

Mr.  MILLER.     No.  •   _ 

Mr.  CRAWPORD.    Airplanes? 

Mr.  MILLER.     No. 

Mr.  CRAWPORD.    Tanks? 

Mr.  MILLER.  Tanks;  yes,  possibly,  if  Industry  cannot 
make  them  as  needed. 

Mr.  CRAWPORD.    It  does  Include  tanks? 

Mr.  MILLER.     Yes. 

Mr.  CRAWPORD.  Now,  we  ask  the  automobile  Industry 
to  go  out  and  retool  Its  factories  for  the  purpose  of  making 
tanks  and  other  equipment — and  I  assume  that  would  include 
military  equipment — and  at  the  same  time  we  set  up  a  propo- 
sition which  permits  the  Government  to  go  into  business  and 
compete  with  them. 

Mr.  MILLER.  No.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  wrong.  My 
amendment  prevents  that. 

Mr.  CRAWPORD.    That  Is  what  I  want  to  bring  out. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  discretion  is  left  with  the  President. 
We  all  know  we  have  this  War  Resources  Commission  that 
Is  going  to  govern  these  things.  Possibly  some  automobile 
plant  might  under  existing  law  be  called  upon  to  do  that; 
but  if  the  amendment  I  have  offered  Is  adopted,  then  there 
will  not  be  competition  with  private  industry. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CRAWPORD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  In  opposition  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
(Mr.  MiLLEB]  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  out  further  dis- 
cussion, because  I  am  not  sure  I  am  opposed  to  the  amend-*^ 
ment.  We  faced  a  situation  here  In  connection  with  the 
tax  measure  which  went  through  the  House  the  other  day. 
now  before  the  Senate,  involving  the  amortization  of  the 
cost  of  plants  built  or  extended  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
on  the  national -defense  program.  There  is  involved  the 
question  of  excess-profits  taxes.  If  I  may  remind  you.  In 
1917  Congress  authorized  private  companies  which  went  out 
and  built  plants  for  the  purpose  of  producing  war  materials 
to  amortize  the  cost  of  those  plants,  the  excess  cost  of  those 
plants.  In  arriving  at  the  taxable  income.  I  voted  against 
the  tax  bill  the  other  day  which  was  passed  by  the  House 
because  I  felt  the  bill  as  drawn  was  unfair  to  American 
industry,  because  I  thought  It  was  unfair  to  the  taxpayers 
of  the  coimtry,  and  because  I  thought  It  was  not  keeping 
faith  with  the  people  of  the  United  States.  I  find  that  the 
Senate  Is  going  into  some  of  the  very  questions  I  raised  In 
my  comments  on  the  floor  at  that  time. 

What  we  should  do  Is  encourage  private  Industry  to  go 
out  and  build  these  plants  and  at  the  same  time  impose  an 
excess  tax  on  private  industry  to  the  point  where  private 
industry  will  not  gather  in  excess  profits  in  connection  with 
war  materials.    At  the  same  time  permit  private  industry 


f 


8288 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  14 


to  amortize  the  cost  of  these  plants  In  arriving  at  the  tax- 
able Income.  In  that  way.  as  we  demonstrated  through  pri- 
vate industry  in  1917  to  1919,  there  would  be  no  necessity 
for  the  Government  going  into  competition  with  private 
Industry. 

Mr.  MAY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  hardly  think  it  is  fair  to  levy  a  tax  on  industry 
to  take  their  excess  profits  and  at  the  same  time  set  up  some 
institution  to  compete  directly  with  the  same  industry,  or  with 
any  industry,  for  that  matter.  As  I  understand  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  it  would 
authorize  the  Government  to  go  into  business  in  competition 
with  private  industry.  If  it  would  prevent  that,  I  would 
vote  for  it. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  As  has  been  pointed  out,  this  bill  now 
before  us  does  authorize  the  R.  F.  C.  to  create  corporations 
to  go  into  all  tjrpes  of  competition  with  private  industry,  in 
the  manufacture  of  saddles,  blankets,  wearing  material, 
clothing,  shoes,  boots,  harness,  guns,  ammunition,  tractors, 
tanks,  airplanes,  and  everything  else  which  can  be  construed 
as  carrying  on  the  national-defense  program;  and.  if  I  may 
say  so.  that  means  flour,  it  means  sugar,  it  means  canned 
goods,  it  means  everything  under  the  sun  for  carrying  on  the 
defense  of  our  country.  If  you  want  to  verify  that,  just  go 
to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Reve- 
nue, the  decisions  of  the  Tax  Appeals  Board,  the  decisions  of 
the  courts  which  covered  that  interesting  period  from  April 
6.  1917.  to  along  in  1925.  We  must  bear  in  mind  that  the 
language  "national-defense  program"  carries  a  far-reaching 
meaning.  The  language  is  very  broad.  It  is  not  restricted 
to  anns,  ammunitions,  and  implements  of  war.  What  is  more 
essential  than  all  kinds  of  food,  clothing,  and  so  forth? 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  Why  could  not  the  matter  be  settled  by  a 
plain  restrictive  amendment  which  would  provide  that  in  no 
case  should  the  Government  be  in  competition  with  private 
Industry  except  in  the  cases  the  gentleman  mentions  in  his 
amendment,  the  manufacture  of  large  things  like  16-inch 
guns  and  similar  items? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  believe  that  is  the  way  the  biU  should 
be  amended. 

^     Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield' 
Mr.     CRAWFORD.     I     yield     to     the     gentleman     from 
Connecticut. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  amendment  I  have  offered,  in  my 
humble  opinion,  does  Just  that.  It  prevents  them  from 
going  into  competition  except  on  these  war  materials  the 
gentleman  has  referred  to,  16-inch  guns  and  powder. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  understood  the  gentleman  to  say  that 
all  of  this  is  in  the  discretion  of  the  President. 

Mr.  MILLER.  No.  It  is  in  the  discretion  of  the  President 
to  the  extent  that  you  accept  his  definition  as  stated  in  the 
neutrality  proclamation.  The  original  text  read  "equipment 
and  supplies,"  and  the  phrase  "arms,  ammunition,  and  im- 
plements of  war"  was  substituted  for  that,  so  that  you  would 
not  get  into  any  competition.  The  only  purpose  of  the 
amendment  and  the  only  reason  It  was  adopted  in  the  other 
body  was  to  prevent  competition.  We  do  not  want  to  Inter- 
fere with  the  Government's  putting  up  a  factory  if  private 
Industry  cannot  take  care  of  that  material,  and  private  In- 
dustry cannot  maintain  stand-by  plants  for  certain  war 
materials. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  If  private  industry  la  permitted  to 
amortize  the  cost  of  these  plants  which  produce  the  ordinary 
things  of  commerce  from  taxable  Income,  private  industry 
will  build  the  plants,  as  is  proven  by  the  history  of  1917  to 
1919. 

Mr.  MILLER.    It  will  be  expensive,  though. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word,  and  I  do  this  in  order  to  continue  this  debate  a  little 
longer. 


An  investigation  was  made  by  the  Shannon  committee  In 
1932.  headed  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Shanhow  1, 
and  we  found  at  that  time  that  the  Government  was  in  the 
manufacturing  business  to  the  extent  that  it  was  very  com- 
petitive with  private  enterprise.  A  report  was  made  to  Con- 
gress, but  Congress  took  no  action  on  the  report  that  was 
filed  by  the  gentleman  from  Missoiul  [Mr.  Shannon  1.  It 
seems  to  me  that  any  legislation  that  is  enacted  at  this  time 
whereby  we  interfere  with  the  initiative  of  the  citizens  of 
America,  whether  they  be  Individuals  or  whether  they  be 
corporations,  is  taking  away  from -them  rights  and  privileges 
which  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  gives  them,  to 
be  held  by  them  as  long  as  they  obey  the  laws  of  our  land. 
If  we  take  away  from  American  citizens  the  opportunity  to 
go  ahead,  we  take  away  from  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
businessmen  in  this  country,  who  are  repsonsible  for  the 
great  amount  of  labor  that  has  been  employed  in  America 
during  the  past  150  years,  rights  given  them  by  the  ConsUtu- 
tion. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  In  1918.  when  the  Government  was 
not  in  competition  with  private  industry  and  we  spent  $19.- 
000,000,000  over  the  Budget,  private  industry  charged  the 
Government  from  400  to  600  percent  over  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction. This  fact  was  developed  in  a  hearing  before  the 
Committee  on  MUitary  Affairs.  I  can  name  the  article.  For 
Instance,  for  2-plece  underwear  that  cost  75  cents  to  pro- 
duce, the  Government  was  compelled  to  pay  $4,  which  is 
600  percent  over  the  cost  of  production. 

Mr.  RICH.     Was  the  gentleman  in  Congress  at  that  time? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  was  not,  but  in  1932  a  subcommit- 
tee of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  made  an  investiga- 
tion, and  that  is  what  developed. 

Mr.  RICH.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  If  Congress 
permits  any  manufacturer  to  make  a  profit  like  that,  that 
profit  ought  to  be  taken  away  from  him.  and  it  is  easily 
done;  but  why  penalize  good,  honest,  conscientious  American 
citizens  who  want  to  operate  a  legitimate  business,  and  put 
the  Government  Into  buiiness?    That  Is  only  common  sense. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK-  Will  the  genUeman  yield  for  one 
more  question? 

Mr.  RICH.    No;  I  do  not  yield.  j 

When  you  take  away 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  We  did  not  take  away,  but  we  did 
turn  millions  in  income-tax  refunds  back  to  them  several 
years  later. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  If  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  will  permit  the  Government 
to  continue  in  business  in  competition  with  the  private  citi- 
zens of  this  country,  then  I  believe  we  ought  to  amend  It  so 
that  it  will  eliminate  such  Government  competition.  Tliis 
would  keep  the  Government  out  of  that  kind  of  competition. 
If  any  business  enterprise  does  make  fabulous  profits,  as  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  said  they  did.  we  ought  not  to 
permit  it.  We  ought  to  be  sound  enough  here  to  stop 
profiteering  during  wartime. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Montana. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  just  want  to  ask  a  question.  I  am 
going  to  address  my  question  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee.   I  simply  want  to  find  out 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  yield  any  further.  If 
the  gentleman  from  Montana  wants  to  get  time,  let  him  get 
his  own  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman's  amendment  should  be  so 
worded  that  It  will  limit  the  very  wide  powers  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  FILLER.    They  are  limited.  -  ! 

Mr.  RICH.  8o  that  he  will  not  be  permitted  to  set  up  aU 
kinds  of  business  enterprises  that  wiU  compete  with  the 
American  farmer  and  the  American  businessman. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
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MlM  SUMNER  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Chairman 

The  CHAIRMAN.  For  what  purpose  does  the  gentlewoman 
from  Cllnola  rise? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  amendment  be  read  again,  so  we  may 
imderstand  its  provisions. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  obJecUon.  the  Clerk  will  again 
report  the  pending  amendment. 

The  Clerk  again  read  the  Miller  amendment. 

CHICAGO  ICANirrACTtnUNO  ASZA,  SAFEST  nOM  ATTACK,  HAS  KVIST 
■NATUKAL  ADVANTACK  FOB  FBOOtJCTION  OT  NATION'B  P&XPA&EDNrSS 
BUPPLZBB 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  In  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am.  Indeed,  surprised  that  the  gentle- 
men on  the  left  should  offer  such  an  amendment  advocat- 
ing that  the  Government  go  into  business  in  competition 
with  our  private  industries.  As  a  rule  we  on  this  side  are 
charged  with  favoring  such  a  program  as  the  gentleman 
proposes.  Today  we  see  this  amendment  is  proposed  by  those 
who  unfairly  charge  us  with  favoring  such  a  program  because 
they  are  proposing  that  very  plan. 

As  one  who  had  experience  during  1917  and  1918  I  sub- 
scribe to  and  endorse  the  provision  In  the  bill,  and  I  hope 
the  bill  will  pass  In  that  form  and  that  the  amendment  now 
proposed  will  be  defeated. 

MISTAKX  MAOK  DUKIKO  WOKU)  WAS  BHOTTU)  SEBVK  AS  A  USSON  NOW 

During  the  war  a  grave  mistake  was  made,  which  later  had 
to  be  corrected  by  President  Wilson,  when  the  record  showed 
that  New  England  and  the  western  coast  had  taken  on  twice 
as  much,  and  In  some  instances  three  times  more,  govern- 
mental work  than  they  could  possibly  produce.  This  retarded 
and  delayed  the  Army  and  Navy  from  obtaining  much-needed 
equipment  and  supplies.  The  manufacturers  in  these  sections 
obtained  skilled  mechanics  and  laborers  from  Chicago  and 
the  Middle  West  territory,  separating  the  workmen  from 
their  families,  and  upon  their  arrival  in  the  East  and  on  the 
west  coast  they  were  unable  to  afford  them  decent  or  proper 
housing  facilities. 

This  situation  was  brou^t  to  my  attention,  and  when  I 
called  It  to  the  notice  of  President  Wilson,  together  with  the 
fact  that  many  manufacturers  and  businessmen  in  the  Middle 
West  were  In  position  to  expedite  production  of  needed  ma- 
terials and  supplies,  the  President,  recognizing  the  unfair 
conditions,  ordered  a  readjustment  and  reallocation  for  the 
production  of  war  supplies  to  other  sections  of  the  coimtry. 
including  the  Middle  West. 

When  the  reallocation  had  been  effected  It  was  found 
that  the  manufacturers  who  were  willing  to  go  into  pro- 
duction were  handicapped  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  a 
shortage  of  raw  materials  and  machinery  had  occurred  in 
their  territory  as  well  as  of  mechanical  and  skilled  labor 
by  reason  of  their  diversion  to  manufacturers  on  the  east 
and  west  coasts.  The  War  Finance  Board  was  created  to 
assist  in  financing  the  available  plants,  and  within  a  short 
period  of  time  they  were  able  to  greatly  supplement  the 
needs  of  the  Government.  To  prevent  another  such  grave 
occurrence  at  this  time.  I  respectfully  call  your  attention 
to  the  availability  of  many  plants  advantageously  situated 
in  the  Chicago  area. 

The  Chicago  Association  of  Commerce,  the  Illinois  Manu- 
facturers Association,  and  the  Illinois  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce have  offered  their  services  to  the  Government  in  this 
connection,  and  I  desire  to  submit  that  the  Chicago  area 
is  centrally  and  advantageously  located  to  all  parts  of  the 
counti-y;  it  has  the  advantages  of  not  only  rail  but  water 
transportation;  it  has  labor  and  is  close  to  all  sources  of 
raw  materials.  A  further  advantage  is  that  It  is  far  re- 
moved from  the  coasts,  and.  in  view  of  the  fact  that  war 
experts  feel  our  country  should  be  protected  from  any  even- 
tuality by  establishing  plants  removed  from  our  vulnerable 
coasts,  I  respectfully  submit  these  facts  for  the  information 
of  the  various  departments  and  to  manufacturers  as  to  the 
advantages  of  the  Chicago  manufacturing  area. 


CHXCAOO    ABSA    BEST    POTSNTIAL   UTB    UC    VKTRD    BTA 

CNCIirS     LABOEATOBT 


rOB    AXBCBATT 


A  survey  giving  effect  to  strategical  and  technical  forces, 
and  using  the  concepts  of  vector  analysis,  points  to  the 
Chicago  area  for  the  location  of  an  aviation -engine  research 
laboratory  because  Chicago  offers  more  natiural  advantages 
than  any  other  American  city. 

Chicago,  one  of  the  world's  four  greatest  cities,  is  a  center 
upon  which  converge  forces  of  military  strategy,  access  and 
transportation,  industry  and  commerce,  and  culture  and 
research. 

Chicago  has  attained  greatness  because  it  is  at  the  Nation's 
industrial  and  transportatlonal  center,  because  It  is  near  the 
Nation's  center  of  population,  and  because  it  is  midway  be- 
tween the  geographical  center  and  the  financial  and  govern- 
mental centers  of  the  United  States. 

Chicago  is  inland,  separated  from  seacoasts  by  continental 
mountain  ranges,  placed  conveniently  between  southern  oU 
fields  and  northern  iron  mines,  and  situated  in  the  heart 
of  the  Nation's  farm  lands,  approximately  i.iOO  miles  from 
the  nearest  point  on  the  Mexican  border. 

The  thrust  of  technical  considerations  and  the  attraction 
of  strategical  centers  resolve  into  one  great  force  indicaUng 
Chicago.  As  a  corollary,  it  Is  obvious  that  few  other  loca- 
tions surpass  the  Chicago  area  in  as  many  as  one  or  two 
factors  and  that  no  other  location  has  such  a  complete  com- 
plement of  advantages. 

CBNTBAL  LOCATION 

Chicago  Is  the  economic  center  of  gravity  of  the  United 
States.  Inland,  between  continental  mountain  ranges  Chi- 
cago is  adequately  protected  against  attack  from  the  Nation's 
seacoasts. 

The  NaUon's  transportation  and  Industry— the  two  most 
heavily  weighted  factors  in  economic  and  technical  consid- 
erations— are  centered  in  the  Chicago  area.  The  concen- 
tration of  transportation  faclUtles  and  Industrial  plant 
equipment  In  the  Chicago  area  means  that  nearly  every 
technical  need  can  be  satisfied  within  1  working  day. 

Other  important,  though  less  heavily  weighted,  factors 
array  themselves  on  all  sides  of  the  Chicago  area: 

To  the  east:  Government,  industrial  Stetes,  finance,  air- 
plane engines. 

To  the  west:  Aircraft,  agriculture,  center  of  area,  raw 
materials. 

To  the  north:  Iron  ore.  copper,  timber. 

To  the  south:  PopulaUon  center,  cotton,  petroleum. 

All  directions:  Coal. 

nUMSPOBTATIOM 

Chicago  Is  readfly  reached  from  Washington  and  Dasrton 
and  from  east  coast  engine  plants  and  west  coast  plane  plants, 
because  the  Nation's  air  lines,  highways,  railroads,  and  even 
whaterways  meet  in  one  great  central  terminal— Chicago. 

Throughout  Its  history  Chicago,  at  the  lower  tip  of  Lake 
Michigan,  has  been  a  natural  intersection  of  travel  routes 
The  watershed  divide  between  the  Mississippi  and  St.  Law- 
rence River  systems  Is  in  the  Chicago  area.  This  divide  is 
at  the  same  time  the  lowest  and  most  convenient  crossing  for 
l^nd  routes.  Prairies  surrounding  this  low  divide  are  excellent 
terrain  over  which  to  fly. 

Therefore  continental  airway,  highway,  and  railway  routes 
have  converged  upon  Chicago  as  a  terminal,  with  the  result 
that  land,  air  and  water  transportation  facilities  capable  of 
handling  the  commerce  of  a  nation  have  developed  at 
Chicago. 

LABOBATOKT   STTB— OUTBXCRT  CBAKT 

The  Chicago  Association  of  Commerce  has  surveyed  pos- 
sible sites  for  aviation-engine  laboratory  use,  has  arranged  for 
the  grant  of  necessary  land  to  the  United  States  Government, 
and  has  checked  each  proposed  location  for  airport  accessi- 
bility, railroad  connections,  power  sources,  highway  connec- 
tions, nearby  residential  sections,  commutation  service,  and 
all  other  features  necessary  to  convenient  and  efBcient  opera- 
tion of  a  scientific  laboratory. 
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CHICAGO  AIRPOBT8 

The  terrain  around  Chicago  is  suited  to  aviation — level 
plains,  free  fron>  obstructions,  extend  in  three  directions,  and 
Lake  Michigan  extends  400  miles  in  the  fourth  direction. 

TOPOGRAPH  T 

Chicago  area  elevation  ranges  between  590  and  652  feet 
above  sea  level  and  about  19  feet  above  Lake  Michigan. 

The  area  is  essentially  level  or  rolling  prairie,  free  from 
mountainous  obstructious.  City  areas,  of  course,  are  ob- 
structed by  buildings,  but  Chicago,  the  only  large  city  in  the 
area,  is  long  and  narrow,  with  Lake  Michigan  on  the  east  and 
flat  prairie  on  the  west  of  the  narrow  sides. 

The  mass  of  the  area  outside  of  the  city  and  industrial  sec- 
tions is  in  cleared  farm  land,  and  only  one  or  two  river  val- 
leys have  extended  timbered  areas,  and  in  even  this  case  the 
timbered  areas  are  narrow. 

MUJTAHT     STATUS 

War  Department: 

Commanding  general,  Second  Army, 
Headquarters,   Sixth   Corps  Area: 

Quartermaster  Depot. 

Quartermaster  subsistence  school. 

U.  S.  Army  General  Dispensary. 

U.  S.  Army  Finance  OflBce. 

Detachment  of  enlisted  men. 

Detachment  of  Air  Corps. 
Port  Sheridan: 

Headquarters  and  headquarters  company. 

Twelfth  Infantry  Brigade. 

Headquarters  and  headquarters  battery. 

First  Battalion,  Second  Infantry. 

First  Squadron,  Fourteenth  Cavalry. 

Second  Battalion.  Third  Field  Artillery. 

Band. 

Sixty-first  Coast  Artillery  (AA). 

School  for  bakers  and  cooks. 

Detachments  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Fire  department. 

Ordnance  department. 

Medical  detachment. 

Signal  Corps. 
Organized  Reserves. 

Chemical  Warfare  Procurement  Divlsioa. 
Ordnance  Department. 
U.  S.  Engineer  Office. 
Air  Corps  Procurement  Office. 
Inland  Waterways  Corporation. 
U.  S.  Army  Air  Corps  Technical  School:  Chanute  Field, 

Rantoul,  HI. 
Civil  Aeronautics  Authority. 
Navy  Department: 

Headquarters — Ninth  Naval  District, 
United  States  Naval  Training  Station. 
United  States  Naval  Hospital. 
United  States  Naval  Reserve  Aviation  Base. 
Hydrographic  Office. 
Inspector  of  naval  material. 
Bureau  of  Navigation. 
United  States  Naval  Reserve. 
Naval  Reserve  officers*  training. 
United  States  Marine  Corps — Central  Reserve  Area. 
Treasury  Department:  United  States  Coast  Ouard. 
minois  National  Guard: 
Thirty-third  Division. 
Sixty-sixth  Infantry  Brigade. 
One  Hundred  and  Thirty-first  Infantry, 
One  Hundred  and  Thirty-second  Infantry. 
Fifty-eighth  Field  Artillery. 
One  Hundred  and  Twenty-second  Field  Artillery. 
One  Hundred  and  Twenty-fourth  Field  Artillery. 
One  Hundred  and  Eighth  Engineers. 
Thirty-third  Division  Aviation, 
Special  troops. 
One  Hundred  and  Eighth  Medical  Regiment. 


Two  Hundred  and  Second  Coast  Artillery.  | 

Fifty-third  Cavalry  Brigade.  i 

Eighth  Infantry.  | 

CUMATB,  CtaJXa.  AND  VISIBnJTT 

Chicago's  fortunate  location  at  the  southwest  comer  of 
Lake  Michigan  makes  its  climate  an  important  aid  to  pro- 
duction. Lake  Michigan's  cool  expanse  of  water  in  the  sum- 
mer protects  the  city  from  long  periods  of  high  tempera- 
tures. Likewise,  the  relatively  higher  temperature  of  the 
lake  water  in  winter  moderates  and  prevents  cold  waves. 

Chicago's  average  annual  mean  temperature  over  a  period 
of  66  years  is  49.3  degrees.  This  line  of  approximately  50 
degrees  average  annual  temperature,  is  the  line  along  which 
the  leading  markets  of  the  world  are  located.  It  determines 
the  zone  where  the  death  rate  is  lowest,  where  pestilence 
is  less  frequent,  and  where  the  soil  gives  the  greatest  variety 
of  products. 

The  average  annual  precipitation  is  32.95  inches.  The 
average  relative  daily  humidity  is  70  percent.  The  elevation 
of  Chicago  above  sea  level  ranges  between  590  and  652  feet, 
and  above  Lake  Michigan.  19  feet. 

The  Weather  Bureau  reports  that  94  percent  of  the  year— 
that  is,  343  days  out  of  365  days— the  conditions  of  700-foot 
ceiling  and  three-fourths-mile  visibility  obtain.  Surveys 
show  this  data  to  compare  favorably  with  other  cities. 

UT11.1 1  lid 

Chicago,  as  every  great  city  must,  has  provided  itself  with 
all  types  and  varieties  of  utility  service.  The  very  magnitude 
of  the  Chicago  industrial  area  is  evidence  that  utility  services 
are  available  to  satisfy  every  requirement. 

tLMCTRicrrr 
Adequate  and  economical  electric  service  is  furnished  in 
Chicago  and  surrounding  area  by  an  interconnected  supply 
system  the  total  capacity  of  which  is  in  excess  of  2  000  000 
kilowatte.  Diversified  industrial  and  commercial  progress 
has  been  stimulated  by  an  abundant  supply  of  low-cost 
electricity. 

Ten  thousand  ktiotpatt  load— Per  kihmatt-hour 
90  percent  on  peak.  60  percent  load  factor,  net  rate  to  74 

90  percent  on  peak.  75  percent  load  factor,  net  rate  m 

Operating  off  peak.  50  percent  load  factor,  net  rate "'  "  m 

Operating  off  peak.  75  percent  load  factor,  net  rate._"IIIIII  .*M 

Fifteen  tfiousand  kiloteatt  load— Per  kikmntt-how" 

90  percent  on  peak.  50  percent  load  factor,  net  rate  73 

90  percent  on  peak.  76  percent  load  factor,  net  rate                      *  '  m 

Operating  off  peak.  60  percent  load  factor,  net  rate  'S 

Operating  off  peak.  75  percent  load  factor,  net  rateIII""III  '.  M 

Service  is  available  in  60-cycle,  single  or  three  phase  120- 
to  12.000-volt  classificaUons. 

GAS 

An  adequate  supply  of  refined  and  controllable  gas  Is 
furnished  in  Chicago  and  surrounding  area.  Natural  gas 
of  1.000  B.  t.  u.  and  mixed  gas  of  800  B.  t.  u.  are  available. 
Gas  m  the  Chicago  area  is  sold  by  therms  equal  to  100  000 
B.  t.  u.  Rates  run  as  low  as  2  cents  per  therm  for  the  larger 
loads. 

Nearly  200.000.000  cubic  feet  of  natural  gas  from  the  Texas 
Panhandle  reaches  Chicago  area  each  day  through  a  24- 
inch,  1,000-mile  natural-gas  main.  The  gas  company  sup- 
plies more  than  840.000  customers  with  more  than  67  000  000  - 
000  cubic  feet  of  gas  each  year.  _  *  , 

WATBl 

Chicago  has  an  unfailing,  abundant,  easily  obtained  suD»ly 
of  water  in  Lake  Michigan. 

The  rate  for  water  to  industrial  users,  when  taken  through 
a  meter,  is  6.8  cents  per  thousand  gaUons.  This  is  the  lowest 
rate  charged  for  water  by  any  city  in  the  world. 

Chicago's  water-supply  system  annually  provides  more 
than  375,000.000.000  gallons  of  water  for  the  city  of  Chloago 
and  for  53  communities  in  the  Chicago  area.  Water  flows 
by  gravity  from  a  system  of  6  cribs,  through  a  system  of 
58  miles  of  water  tunnels.  It  is  then  pumped  into  3  785 
miles  of  water  mains  to  the  entire  community. 
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Pressure  normally  ranges  between  25  to  65  pounds  per 
square  inch.  At  no  time  in  recent  years  has  any  section  of 
the  city  been  left  without  water. 

The  water  is  comparatively  soft,  running  7.6  grains  of  hard- 
ness per  gallon. 

Chentical  analysts 

(Parts  per  mUllon] 

Silica _  -_ 

Alumina  and  Iron  oxides i  1 

Ferric  Iron i"?- 

Calcium — -  --        __ _ u.  io 

Magnesium ]  ,„  J 

sodiimi jrirr~~ir a  a 

Potaraltmi ~ "        "    *~~"      ,„ 

Sulfates ri.  lilt 

Chlorides -     "".''''Til        ~ 4  7 

Carbonates ' ^H__I__I~'~_  _~'  gg'  5 

AH  water  is  sterilized  with  liquid  chlorine  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  make  it  safe  for  drinking. 

on. 

There  are  nine  oil  refineries  in  the  Chicago  area  capable  of 
nmning  more  than  260,000  barrels  of  crude  oil  and  cracking 
190,000  barrels  per  day.  Under  normal  conditions  all  types  of 
fuels  are  readily  available. 

niinots  is  the  third  petroleum-producing  State  in  the  United 
States.  More  than  425,000  gallons  of  petroleum— more  than 
one-tenth  of  the  total  national  output — are  produced  in 
Illinois  each  week. 

COAL 

Third  among  all  coal-producing  States  In  the  Nation, 
Illinois  has  vast  supplies  of  coal  which  are  quickly  transporta- 
We  by  rail  to  Chicago  at  moderate  costs.  More  than  half  of 
Illinois'  102  counties  are  actively  producing  coal.  Augmenting 
this  supply  is  the  output  of  mines  in  Indiana,  Ohio,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  and  Iowa. 

Coal  is  one  of  the  raw  materials  which  has  enabled  Chicago 
to  grow  great. 

mJCPHOKCS 

Close  to  4,000,000  local  messages  are  sent  over  Chicago's 
telephone  system  each  day.  Chicago's  3300.000  population 
uses  more  than  a  million  telephones. 

Direct  long-distance  wires  and  teletype  service  to  Washing- 
ton. Dayton,  Hartford.  Paterson,  and  Indianapolis — and  every 
other  important  city  in  the  United  States— enable  executives 
located  in  Chicago  to  hold  conferences  with  men  throughout 
the  NaUon. 

!  IKDtTSTBT LABOS 

Chicago  is  the  Nation's  greatest  center  of  basic  industries. 
A  population  of  more  than  5,000,000  persons  in  the  Chicago 
area  provides  the  Nation's  largest  reservoir  of  industrial 
workers. 

The  wide  variety  of  large-scale,  basic  Industries  in  the 
Chicago  area  carries  on  balanced  Industrial  acUvity  and 
provides  an  economic  stability  enjoyed  by  few,  if  any.  other 
American  cities.  No  Industry  dominates  the  activity  of  the 
area;   no  industry  controls  the  welfare  of  the  community. 

Industrial  activity  is  concentrated  about  twice  as  heavily 
in  the  Chicago  area  as  in  the  United  States  as  a  whole. 

Annual  value  of  products  manufactured  in  Chicago  is 
greater  than  $4,711,000,000.  An  average  of  more  than 
500,000  industrial  workers  is  constantly  employed. 

Steel  works  and  rolling  mills  employ  more  than  66.000 
workers,  and  machinery  manufacturers  employ  more  than 
80,000  workers. 

Chicago  manufacturing  has  enabled  workers  to  acquire 
skills  and  experience  in  the  same  operations  and  processes 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  aircraft  and  airplane  engines. 

Manufacturers  may  locate  in  the  Chicago  Industrial  Area 
with  the  assurance  that  their  labor  requirements  will  be  filled 
by  competent,  cooperative  workers. 

Chicago  strike  time  loss  is  far  below  that  in  other  cities 
much  smaller,  and  below  the  national  average. 

MBCHAKICAL  INDOSTRIIS   IN  CBICACO  INDUSTSIAL  ASIA 

Tool  and  machinery  manufacturing  in  the  Chicago  indus- 
trial area  produces  equipment  used  in  the  production  of 
airplanes  and  airplane  engines. 
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In  the  Chicago  area  are  produced  light,  fast  transporta- 
tion equipment  made  of  aluminum  and  steel  alloys  In 
streamlined  shapes.  Internal -combustion  engines  made  to 
low- tolerance  specifications  required  by  sustained  operaUon. 

Tbe  mechanical  industries  already  in  Chicago  are  many 
times  as  great  as  those  in  most  other  industrial  centers. 
Every  need  of  the  aircraft  Industry  can  be  readily  met  in 
the  Chicago  industrial  area.  The  following  from  the  United 
SUtes  Census  of  Manufactures  wHl  attest  to  this  statement: 


Machine  took. 

Machine  tool  eBOMiorlee  and  mmihiiitita'  preoWoo  toda 
MAchuM-stiop  prodocti 

Machinery— general '-l"ir.II"""IIIl 

Kiertriosl  machiiwry,  apparatus,  and  aui»Uea  '.'I 

Pnmps  and  oompreosors 

Radios  and  relat«d  eqaipmant mil"! 

R«W«erator»  and  ice  machinenr'll       — — — 

Scales  and  balances — — - 

Printers'  machinery 1"™!!       ' 

Cash  registers  and  business  machines* H 

Cars,  electric  and  steam  railroad.  ..'.'."'.lll.Si 


000.000 
000,000 
000.000 
000.000 
00a  000 
000.000 
000,000 
000.000 
100.000 
000,000 
000.000 
000.000 


If AnOK'S  LAKCEST  8TXIL  UOJJi  AU  m  CHICAGO   *»»f 

The  Chicago  area  has  9  steel  ingot  mills  with  a  total  capac- 
ity of  nearly  14,000,000  tons.  The  Pittsburgh  area  has  24 
mills  with  total  capacity  of  15,000,000  tons. 

The  Nation's  largest  steel  mill,  located  at  Gary,  in  the  Chi- 
cago area,  has  a  capacity  of  slightly  more  than  5.000.000  gross 
tons  of  steel  ingots.  This  is  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  capaciUes 
ol  Pittsburgh's  2  largest  mills.  Furthermore,  Chicago's  first 
3  steel  mills'  total  capacity  equals  the  total  of  Pittsburgh's 
first  7  mills. 

During  the  last  decade  Chicago's  posiUon  as  a  steel  center 
has  improved  with  respect  to  Pittsburgh's.  In  1929  the  dollar 
value  of  Chicago's  steel  works'  and  rolling  mills'  output  was 
about  70  percent  of  Pittsburgh's.  In  1937.  according  to  the 
United  States  Census  of  Manufacturers,  the  percentage  had 
increased  to  79  percent. 

Chicago's  steel-ingot  plants  are  located  in  South  Chicago 
East  Chicago,  Indiana  Harbor,  Gary,  and  Chicago  Heights' 
The  ingots  are  used  for  semifinished  blooms,  billets  slabs, 
sheets,  strips,  steel  for  forgings,  heavy  structural  shapes  and 
railway  rails. 

Experienced  workers  in  the  Chicago  industrial  area Wage 

Iron  and  steel  Industries: 

Steel    works  and   rolling  mills 

Industrial   and  domestic  furnaces 

Tinware III'II       II         ' 

Foundries IIIIIIIII I_ 

Stamped   and   pressed   m.etJ^Ji"JiZ~JiZZZZ'S.'~^ 

Blast  furnaces ZZZZZZ~ 

Forgings  not  In  ateel  mllla___IIIIIIIIIIIII 

Structural    metal    products IIIIIII 

Screw-machine  products I.I        "~~ 

Wire    work Zl.ZlZZZZZZZZZ 

Hardware IIIIIIIIIIII  * 

Bolts  and  nuts ""I"~  ""I"I"" 

Wire,    from    purchased    rods IIII III II 

Tools,  other  than  edge  and  machlnelllll  ~ 

Boiler -shop  products "~_ 

Pliunbers'    supplies ZZZZZZZZIZZZZZ'Z  * 

Wrought    pipe ZZZ ZZZ """*       — - 


earners 

88,147 
10.760 
8,745 
8,406 
3,016 
3.641 
S.42a 
3,098 
2,953 
2.038 
2.407 
a.  CIS 
1,800 
1.875 
1.M0 
l.OM 
740 


Total  steel  fabrication . jji  j-- 

Nonferrous  metals  and  Industries: 

Lighting  equipment .  -«, 

Nonferrous  metal  aUows 4' 007 

Sheet-metal  work I'am 

Copper  refUilng   (lead,  rlnc) IIIIIIIIIIIIIII  1,'447 

llschlnery  Indiistrles: 

Electrical   machinery oa  oflu 

General  machinery '  ,5'  fSS 

Machine  shops _  okmi 

Radios,  tubes,  etc.. "1111111111111""  e  SM 

Pumps  and  compressors a'ess 

Printers'  machinery IIIIIIIIIIII  2  M4 

Machine  tools,  accessories,  and  precision  toolsl  2*493 

Refrigerators  and  lee  machinerr 9'rau 

Machine  tools IIIIIIIIIIIIH  tS? 


m 


:'^ 
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June  14 


Experienced  workers  in  the  Chicago  industrial  area — Wage  earners — 

Continued 

Machinery  Industries — Continued. 

Scales  and  balances «  S(87 

Cash   registers « 1,718 

Car  builders 10,412 


Tbtal,  machinery 80,658 

All  Industries  In  Cbtcago 638,  775 

SKIIXZD  LABOX  AVAII.ABLE  FOB  AIKFLANK  PKODTJCTION 

Chicago  is  a  source  of  skilled  and  experienced  labor  In  all 
of  the  lines  necessary  to  the  production  of  aviation  engines 
and  airplanes. 

Chicago  industrial  workers  operate  nearly  10  p)ercent  of  the 
Nation's  lathes,  hydraulic  presses,  and  drop  hammers. 

More  than  20,000  men  are  engaged  in  welding  operations, 
and  25,000  industrial  workers  operate  pneumatic  tools. 

SZSEABCH 

Research  Is  conducted  in  Chicago  by  industrial  concerns, 
by  universities,  and  by  libraries  and  museums. 

A.  One  hundred  and  twenty-eight  manufacturers  maintain 
research  and  engineering  laboratories  in  Chicago. 

B.  Twenty  universities  and  colleges  conduct  research  in 
the  Chicago  area. 

C.  Library  and  scientific  museum  facilities  In  Chicago  are 
famous  throughout  the  Nation. 

D.  Chicago  Is  the  home  and  meeting  place  of  numerous 
scientific  and  engineering  societies. 

Therefore  Chicago  offers  imusual  opportunities  for  bring- 
ing together  and  developing  a  staff  of  research  workers. 

BUX    WILL    AID    SMALL    MANTTFACTTTRni    AND    ATTOKO    A    SQUARE    DEAL    TO 

THE  UWDLM  WEST 

The  purpose  of  this  measure  is  to  help  the  small  manufac- 
turer and  to  give  the  Middle  West  and  other  sections  of  the 
country  where  the  very  large  plants  are  not  located,  a  chance 
to  be  of  service  to  the  Government  and  at  the  same  time 
bring  about  reemployment  of  people  in  those  sections  who 
are  ready  to  cooperate  with  the  Government  in  every  pos- 
sible way  and  aid  our  national  defense.  . 

I  feel  that  the  amendment  should  be  defeated  and  the 
provision  as  written  in  the  bill  should  be  accepted  because 
I  consider  it  for  the  best  interest  of  the  entire  country. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  The  question  I  would  like  to  have 
answered  is  whether  or  not  the  provisions  of  section  5  of 
the  present  bill  are  sufficiently  broad  to  permit  the  lending 
of  money  to  permit  corporations  to  go  into  the  development 
of  strategic  minerals.  If  the  gentleman  cannot  answer  that 
question,  I  will  address  it  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  think  section  5  does  that  very  thing  and 
will  permit  the  lending  of  money  for  development,  con- 
struction, and  aid  In  acquiring  the  things  which  the  gentle- 
man has  enumerated. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Now.  may  I  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
conunittee  whether  he  confirms  the  opinion  of  the  gentle- 
man who  is  now  speaking? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  cannot  answer  that,  but  if  the  gentle- 
man will  ask  me  a  question  about  the  bill,  I  can  better 
answer  him. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  am  trying  to  find  out  if  secUon  5  Is 
sufflciently  broad  to  Include  the  lending  of  money  by  the 
United  States  Government  to  provide  assistance  to  Indi- 
viduals engaged  in  the  production  or  development  of  strategic 
minerals. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Certainly;  that  Is  the  purpose  of  It. 
Mr.  SABATH.  Now.  In  conclusion,  let  me  state  that  the 
city  that  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent  is  splendidly 
equipped  to  be  of  ser\ice  to  the  Government  and  the  Chicago 
Commerce  Association  has  volunteered  to  do  all  In  Its  power 
to  help  and  assist  in  this  matter.  [Applause.] 
fHere  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to  strike  out 
the  last  two  words. 


I  would  not  seek  to  impose  myself  upon  the  Committee  at 
this  late  hour  were  I  not  convinced  that  this  is  an  exceed- 
ingly important  question  and  should  not  be  passed  upon 
In  haste.  I  know  it  is  exceedingly  difBcult  to  legislate  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  because  misunderstandings  arise  as 
to  the  meaning  of  language  and  the  questions  already  asked 
here  indicate  very  clearly  that  a  great  many  of  us  need  light 
on  the  matter.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  able  to  throw  light 
on  all  of  it.  but  nevertheless  I  rise  in  support  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Ma- 
LEHl.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SabathI  stressed 
the  desirability  of  having  the  Government  extend  proper 
financial  aid  to  small  business  and  private  corporations 
which,  with  such  aid,  may  come  to  the  help  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  a  time  of  emergency. 

The  Miller  amendment  does  that  very  thing.  In  the  first 
paragraph  it  authorizes  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion to  make  such  loans  not  only  for  the  acquiring  of  critical 
materials  but  also  loans  for  plant  construction,  expansion  and 
equipment,  and  working  capital,  provided  of  course  that  those 
loans  are  to  be  used  in  the  manufacture  of  equipment  and 
supplies  necessary  to  the  national  defense.  So  the  Miller 
amendment  takes  care  of  the  very  thing  that  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath]  was  contending  for. 

The  second  paragraph  of  the  Miller  amendment  Is  com- 
pletely different,  and  it  Is  limited  in  its  application.  It 
authorizes  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  create 
separate  corporations  with  power  to  do  certain  things.  One 
of  them  is  to  acquire  and  carry  strategic  materials. 

Such  a  function  would  not  run  into  competition  with  pri- 
vate industry,  the  acquiring  and  carrying  of  a  stock  pile  of 
tin.  tungsten,  or  anything  of  that  sort.  Private  capital  would 
never  think  of  doing  such  a  thing. 

The  next  thing  it  does  is  to  authorize  such  corporation  In 
effect  to  go  Into  the  business,  if  you  please,  of  manufacturing 
arms,  ammunition,  and  Implements  of  war.  They  have  all 
been  defined  under  the  terms  of  the  Neutrality  Act.  through 
proclamation  I  think  under  the  State  Department.  "Arms, 
ammunition,  and  implements  of  war"  are  thoroughly  under- 
stood. 

I  have  been  all  of  my  life  a  defender  of  private  enterprise, 
so  much  so  that  I  have  been  charged  with  being  a  reactionary 
on  a  great  many  occasions,  and  probably  will  be  in  the  future, 
but  I  do  not  carry  that  convicUon  to  the  extent  of  contending 
that  it  is  Improper  for  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
to  manufacture  its  own  weapons.  We  maintain  an  arsenal 
at  Springfield.  Mass.,  a  Government  arsenal,  wher«  the 
Garand  rifie  Is  being  made.  I  would  not  contend,  and  I  think 
no  one  In  the  House  would  contend,  that  the  arsenal  Is  in 
competition  with  private  industry.  We  have  an  arsenal  at 
Watervleet.  where  certain  types  of  guns  and  gun  carriages 
are  made.  There  is  a  gun  factory  here  in  Washington  under 
the  auspices  of  the  Navy  Department.  I  think  none  of  us 
would  contend  those  Institutions  are  in  competition  with  pri- 
vate capital,  but  even  If  they  were,  I  go  to  the  extent  of  say- 
ing that  this  is  a  legitimate  activity  of  Government  in  its  own 
interest. 

The  manufacture  of  weapons  for  the  Army  and  Navy  is. 
to  my  mind.  In  an  entirely  different  category  than  Is  the 
manufacturer  of  shoes,  shirts,  tents,  or  even  trucks.  Those 
are  things  which  are  produced  In  civil  life  normally,  and  the 
Government  should  not  put  up  a  clothing  factory  but  if  the 
Garand  rifle  cannot  be  made  in  sufficient  quantities  with 
sufficient  speed  at  Springfield,  the  MiUer  amendment  will 
permit  the  Government  to  build  another  plant.  Also  there 
Is  a  new  gun  coming  out.  the  105-milllmeter  fleldpiece  We 
have  scarcely  any  of  them  and  no  manufacturer  in  this  coun- 
try has  ever  made  them.  It  would  not  compete  with  private 
manufacture  if  the  Government  financed  a  plant  in  which 
to  make  its  own  105-milllmeter  fleldpiece.  The  amendment 
by  the  genUeman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Mn.Lra]  confines 
the  activity  of  the  Government  to  the  manufacture  of 
weapons.  It  does  not  permit  the  Government  to  go  Into  the 
manufacture  of  things  which  private  industry  ordinarily  in 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-HOUSE 


time  of  peace  or  war  can  make  probably  more  efBciently  than 
the  Government  itself. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WADSWORTH.     Yes. 

Mr.  MAY.    WUl  the  gentleman  point  out  the  particular 
provision  of  the  Miller  amendment  that  so  distinguishes  It? 
Mr.  WADSWORTH.    Yes. 

The  Corporation  Is  authorized  to  purchase  land,  to  purchase 
buildings,  and  expand  plants,  and  to  purchase  equipment  and 
machinery  for  the  manufacture  of  arms,  ammunition,  and  im- 
plemenU  of  war  as  defined  by  the  President  under  the  Neutrality 

That  is  all  it  can  do.  Then  in  the  concluding  subsection 
It  provides  that  if  the  President  finds  It  necessary,  a  Gov- 
ernment agency  may  engage  in  such  manufacture. 

Mr.  MAY.     These  same  tilings. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  These  same  things,  to  engage  in 
their  manufacture. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman  has 
certainly  expressed  my  sentiments  with  reference  to  this 
proposition  and  I  would  be  glad  to  go  along  with  them. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  This  limits  competition  on  the  part 
of  the  Government.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  expired. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Mn.LKR]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Mn.LBK)  there  were  ayes  83  and  noes  47. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  a  further  amendment 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Mttj.er  :  Page  6,  line  21,  after  the  words 
"United  States",  in.sert  "Provided,  That  no  such  payment  shall  be 
made  more  than  120  days  In  advance  of  delivery." 

Mr.  MTTJ.ER  Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  Is  offered 
simply  to  relieve  the  minds  of  some  who  feel  that  the  last 
paragraph  of  section  5  makes  It  possible  to  circumvent  the 
Johnson  Act.  It  simply  says  that  where  we  are  buying  rub- 
ber, tin.  and  other  things  of  that  kind  and  where  this  section 
allows  the  Government  to  pay  for  that  material  In  advance, 
that  it  shall  not  be  paid  for  more  than  120  days  in  advance. 
Under  the  wording  of  section  5.  the  last  paragraph,  it  would 
be  possible  for  corporaUons  set  up  under  this  act  to  advance 
money  on  purchases  of  strategic  war  material  for  4  or  5  years 
before  we  made  collection  from  them  on  the  strategic  war 
material. 

I  think  the  amendment  is  clear.  It  simply  makes  sure  that 
the  limitations  of  existing  law  shall  be  adhered  to;  that  there 
la  no  desire  to  circumvent  that  act  or  any  other  act  that 
limits  the  credit  of  certain  countries  In  default,  and  if  It  does 
that  the  amendment  can  do  no  harm. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Air.  Chairman,  wiU  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  In  other  words,  this  ties  into  this 
question  of  barter  and  trade  generally?  As  an  Illustration, 
take  the  cotton-rubber  barter  deal  which  we  made  last  June, 
I  think  it  was.  Only  30  percent  of  the  supplies  have  been 
delivered.  If  the  language  is  permitted  to  remain  in  the 
bill  as  presented  to  the  House  today,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Mnxn]  has  pointed  out.  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment could  make  advance  payment,  we  will  say,  of  $100.- 
000.000  to  the  East  Indies  Co.  or  a  European  company,  and 
1,  5.  or  10  years  could  pass  before  the  delivery  of  the  goods 
had  to  be  made.  It  amounts  to  an  extension  of  credit  of 
the  amount  advanced  in  the  form  of  advance  payments. 
Personally  I  think  the  gentleman's  amendment  is  very  con- 
structive and  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  MTTJ.ER.  The  gentleman  is  absolutely  correct.  I 
realize  there  are  Members  of  the  House  who  feel  that  the  re- 
strictions contained  in  the  Johnson  Act  should  be  repealed. 
If  that  Is  the  feeling  of  Congress.  I  would  prefer  to  see  Con- 
gress do  the  courageous  thing  and  pass  on  the  question  of 
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whether  or  not  we  should  repeal  the  Johnson  Act.  and  not 
accomplish  it  by  a  subterfuge. 

Mr.  MAY.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  understood  the  gentleman  to  make  seme  re- 
mark with  respect  to  the  Jc^mson  Act.  As  I  understand  it. 
this  avoids  that  act? 

Mr.  MILLER.  No,  no.  The  section  as  we  have  it  before 
us  allows  the  Corporation  to  pay  for  this  material  in  ad- 
vance. As  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  said,  we  can  pay 
$100,000,000  today  for  rubber  to  be  delivered  at  some  later 
date — say,  5  years  from  now. 

Mr.  MAY.  But  under  this  amendment  you  cannot  deal 
with  any  govenmient  that  owes  us  money? 

Mr.  MILLER.    Oh.  no. 

Mr.  MAY.    I  want  to  repeal  the  Johnson  Act 

Mr.  CFIAWFORD.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    Yes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Under  your  amendment  we  can  deal 
with  any  government? 

Mr.  MILLER.    Oh,  surely. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  point  is  the  material  must  be  de- 
livered within  120  days  after  the  advance  payment  is  made  by 
the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  MILLER.  To  put  it  another  way.  it  must  not  be  paid 
more  than  120  days  in  advance. 

Mr.  BIcGRANERY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  genUeman 
yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  What  Is  the  situation  with  respect  to 
land  for  the  construcUon  of  a  building,  for  Instance? 

Mr.  MTTJ.ER.  This  has  nothing  to  do  with  that.  It  does 
not  apply  to  this  last  secUon: 

Any  corporation  created  or  organized  by  the  Corporation  under 
the  preceding  paragraph  la  also  authorized,  with  the  approval  of  the 
President,  to  make  payments  against  the  purchase  price  to  be  paid 
for  strategic  and  critical  materials  In  advance  of  the  dellverv  of 
such  materials.  ' 

That  is  all  my  amendment  applies  to. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    It  has  nothing  to  do  with  land. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Nothing  at  alL 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Let  me  explain  that  in  case 
the  gentleman's  other  amendment,  the  first  one  offered  and 
I  Just  adopted  by  the  committee,  should  be  voted  on  and  voted 
I  down  by  the  House;  I  want  to  make  this  point  clear,  that 
the  gentleman's  amendment  coincides  In  part,  but  only  in 
part,  with  the  one  I  had  in  mind.  However,  it  goes  beyond 
the  amendment  I  had  in  mind.  So  anxious  am  I  to  get  even 
a  part  of  this  into  the  law,  I  was  glad  to  support  the  whole 
amendment  and  thank  the  gentleman  for  offering  It. 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  did  not  hear  the  gentleman's  amendment. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Cormecticut   [Mr.  Mn.Lra]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Crawford)  there  were  ayes  76  and  noes  87. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Sacrm  of  Ohio:  Page  6,  line  12  after 
the  word  "determine".  Insert  a  comma  and  the  following:  "but  no 
loans  shall  be  made  under  this  section  for  the  development  of  ailver 
or  gold  deposits." 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  not  much  explana- 
tion Is  needed  to  imderstand  this  amendment. 

The  reason  for  offering  this  amendment  is  to  prevent 
further  raids  on  our  Treasury  by  the  silver  interests  in  the 
coimtry.  inasmuch  as  there  has  been  introduced  In  the  Sen- 
ate a  silver  and  gold  bill.  8.  4008.  which  provides  that  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  CorporaUon  be  permitted  to  make 
loans  upon  sufficient  security  to  recognized  and  established 
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corporations  and  partnerships  engaged  in  the  business  of 
mining,  milling,  or  smelting  ores,  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  is  permitted  also  to  make  loans  to  corporations, 
individuals,  and  partnerships  engaged  in  the  development  of 
quartz  ledge  or  other  ore  body  or  placer  deposit  containing 
gold,  silver,  and  tin,  or  gold,  and  silver. 

The  bill  before  us  contains  no  definition  of  strategic  and 
critical  materials.  It  has  been  argued  that  this  does  not  in- 
clude silver  and  gold.  If  it  does  not  Include  silver  and  gold 
there  should  be  no  objection  to  my  amendment.  The  fact 
that  this  bill  mentioned  has  been  introduced  we  should  be 
convinced  that  an  interpretation  might  be  placed  on  "stra- 
tegic and  critical"  materials  so  that  money  could  be  lent  by 
the  Reconstruction  Rnance  Corporation  and  these  other 
lending  agencies  for  the  purpose  of  developing  silver  and 
gold  deposits. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  know  the  gentleman  is  interested 
In  silver.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  yield  to  him  in  just  a 
moment. 

The  silver  interests  in  this  coimtry  have  already  sold  us 
325.700.000  ounces  of  silver  at  a  cost  of  $241,000,000.  With 
silver  selling  at  35  cents  an  ounce — and  it  is  pot  worth  any 
more  than  that  and  likely  would  be  down  to  10  or  15  cents 
but  for  the  arbitrary  price  the  Treasury  now  fixes — at  35 
cents  an  ounce  the  silver  interests  in  this  country  have 
already  received  a  bonus  of  $123,505,000.  I  think  we  should 
do  everything  at  the  present  time  to  guard  the  Federal 
-  Treasuty.    For  that  reason  I  oflfer  this  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Arizona 
(Mr.  MuRDOcxl. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Are  we  not  in  agreement  on 
the  definition  of  this  term  by  the  War  Department:  Stra- 
tegic, critical,  and  essential  materials?  We  are  agreed  on 
that,  are  we  not? 

Mr  SMITH  Ox  Ohio.  I  do  not  know  what  the  War 
Department's  definition  is.  but  I  believe  the  gentleman  indi- 
cated that  it  does  not  include  silver. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    That  is  my  understanding. 

Mr.  SMriH  of  Ohio.  Then  we  will  make  sure  of  it.  be- 
cause we  are  doing  the  defining,  not  the  War  Department. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  But  the  gentleman  is  dis- 
cussing a  bill  which  is  not  before  the  House,  a  bill  that  was 
introduced  in  another  body  which  has  not  reached  the 
House. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  merely  mention  that  bill  to  Indi- 
cate what  interpretation  may  be  placed  on  these  words, 
what  definition  may  be  given  to  "strategic  and  critical  mate- 
rials."   That  is  the  whole  point. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  will  find  in  the  hearings  of 
the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee  a  list  of  what  is  de- 
nominated by  the  War  Department  as  strategic  raw  mate- 
rials. They  are  about  37  in  number,  if  I  remember  cor- 
rectly. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Smith  of  Ohio)  there  were — ayes  33,  noes  87. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  believe  at 
this  point  I  should  make  a  brief  explanation  of  my  amend- 
ment. The  amendment  which  I  have  offered  extends  the 
time  within  which  the  R.  P.  C.  can  function  from  1941  to  1947. 
It  also  extends  the  life  of  the  Corporation  from  1941  to  1947. 
That  is  what  the  amendment  is.  It  is  desired  by  the  Corpo- 
ration. I  think  under  the  circiuistances  there  could  be  no 
objection  to  it.  It  simply  extends  the  time  during  which  the 
Corporation  can  function. 

The    CHAIRMAN.     The    question    is    on    the    amendment 

offered  by  the  gentleman  from  MissourL 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  There  being  no  further  amendments, 
under  the  rule  the  Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  Chair,  Mr.  Cooper,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported  that 
that  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9958)  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan  banks; 
to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  pursuant  to  House  Resolu- 
tion 517,  he  reported  the  same  back  to  the  House  with  sundry 
amendments  adopted  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the  previous  question  is 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  to  final  passage. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any  amendment? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  a 
separate  vote  on  the  Miller  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any 
other  amendment?    If  not,  the  Chair  will  put  them  in  gross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  so-called  Miller 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Mnxm:  Page  4.  lines  24  and  25.  and 
page  5.  lines  1  to  12,  inclusive,  strike  out  the  entire  language  and 
insert  the  foUowlng: 

"In  order  to  aid  the  Government  of  the  United  States  In  Its 
national -defense   program   the  Corporation   Is  authorized: 

"(1)  To  make  loans  to  or  purchase  the  capital  .itock  of  any 
corporation  (a)  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  and  carrying  strategic 
and  critical  nuiterials  as  defined  by  the  President,  and  (b)  for 
plant  construction,  expansion,  and  equipment,  and  working  capi- 
tal, to  be  used  by  the  corporation  in  the  manufacture  of  equip- 
ment and  supplies  necessary  to  the  national  defense  on  such  terms 
and  conditions,  and  with  such  matxirities  as  the  Corporation  may 
determine;   and 

"(2)  When  requested  by  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator  with 
the  approval  of  the  President  to  create  or  to  organize  a  corpora- 
tion or  corporations  with  power  (a)  to  acquire  and  carry  strategic 
and  critical  materials  as  defined  by  the  President,  (b)  or  to  pur- 
chase land,  to  purchase,  build,  and  expand  plants,  and  to  pur- 
chase equipment  and  machinery  for  the  manufacture  of  arms, 
ammunition,  and  implements  of  war  as  defined  by  the  President 
In  accordance  with  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939  necessary  to  the 
national  defense,  (c)  to  lease  such  plants  to  private  corporations 
to  engage  in  such  manufacture,  and  (d)  If  the  President  finds 
that  it  is  necessary  for  a  Government  agency  to  engage  in  such 
manufacture  to  engage  in  such  manxifacture  itself.  The  Corpo- 
ration to  make  loans  to  or  purchase  the  capital  stock  of  any  such 
corporation  for  any  purpose  related  to  the  national-defense  pro- 
gram, on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  Corporation  mav 
determine." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Martin  of  Massachusetts)  there  were — ayes  111.  noes  69. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

rURTHER  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier,  its  legis- 
lative clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  a  Joint 
resolution  of  the  following  title,  in  which  the  concurrence  of 
the  House  is  requested: 

S.  J.  Res.  272.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  postpone- 
ment of  payment  of  amounts  payable  to  the  United  States  by 
the  Republic  of  Finland  on  its  indebtedness  under  agree- 
ments between  that  Republic  and  the  United  States  dated 
May  1,  1923.  and  May  23,  1932. 

POSTPONEMENT  OF  PAYMENTS  BY  THE  REPUBLIC  OF  FINLAND 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  ?72. 
to  authorize  the  postponement  of  payment  of  amounts  pay- 
able to  the  United  States  by  the  Republic  of  Finland  on.  iU 
indebtedness  imder  agreements  between  that  Republic  and 
the  United  States  dated  May  1.  1923,  and  May  23.  1932. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Bloom  1? 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  Joint 
resolution,  as  follows: 

««S^n^hf*l" J?*\  ^^^  RepubUc  of  Finland,  at  its  option,  may 
postpone  the  payment  of  amounts  payable  to  the  United  States  of 
America  during  the  period  from  January  1,  1940  to  DecembeTsi 
IMO  inclusive,  under  the  agreements ^tweenihat  SSbl5J  and 
the  tJnlted  States  of  America  dated  May  1.  1923.  and  SJy  S  1932 
and.  in  the  event  of  the  exercise  of  the  option  herein  grant^  the 
f^n^Z^L^%  ?^^Fy  ^  authorized  to  make,  on  bltTalf^  £l 
United  States  of  America,  an  agreement  with  the  Republic  of  Pin- 
:t°^  ^?'  }^^%  P^yo^ent  of  the  postponed  amount,  with  interest  at 
the  rate  of  3  percent  per  annum  beginning  January  1  1941  in  10 
annuities  the  flr»t  to  be  paid  during  the  calendar  ye^r  beginning 
January  1.  1941.  and  1  during  each  of  the  9  calendar  years  fol- 
louing.  ea^  annuity  payment  to  be  payable  In  1  or  more  inatall- 
ments:  Prorided.  however.  That  the  amounts  postponed  shall  bear 
interest  at  the  rate  of  3  percent  per  annum  from  the  date  payment 
of  Buch  amoimtfi  was  postponed  to  January  1,  1941. 

®^.?  "^^  agreement  authorized  In  the  first  section  of  this  joint 
resolution  shall  be  in  such  form  that  annuity  paj-ments  thereunder 
shall,  unless  otherwise  provided  In  such  agreement  (1)  be  in  ac- 
^  cordance  with  the  agreement  with  the  Republic  of'  Finland  dated 
May  1.  1923,  and  (2)  be  subject  to  the  same  t«rm«  and  condiUons  as 
payment  under  the  agreement  dated  May  1.  1923. 

Mr.  FISH.    I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  regret  that  this  bill  has  come  here  under 
practically   a   unanimous-consent   agreement   and  that  we 
have  very  little  time  to  consider  it.    I  am  for  the  proposal, 
but  I  do  not  tjiink  it  goes  far  enough.    If  we  had  time  to 
present  the  facts  to  the  House.  I  beUeve  the  House  would 
be  willing  to  cancel  all  the  loans  made  to  Finland  after 
the  World  War.  and  I  am  convinced  that  90  percent  of  the 
American  people  would  like  to  see  that  done.    Those  loans 
made    to  Finland   immediately    after    the    war   should   be 
canceled  because  Finland  is  the  only  nation   to  pay  her 
debts  to  the  United  States,  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  very 
line  example  if  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  canceled 
those  debts.    I  do  not  refer  to  the  loan  recently  made  by 
the  Congress  through  the  Export-Import  Bank  to  Finland, 
but  to  the  dfbts  referred  to  in  this  bill.    I  do  not  think  we 
have  the  time  now  to  bring  it  up.  but  I  would  like  to  see 
that    kind    of    legislation    Introduced    and    passed    before 
adjournment. 

May  I  say  in  these  few  brief  minutes,  as  we  talk  about 
war  debts  and  as  I  talk  about  direct  cancelation  or  partial 
cancelation,  I  would  like  to  see  also  a  partial  cancelation 
of  some  of  these  other  wtu*  debts,  whether  they  be  French 
or  British,  in  return  for  the  West  Indian  islands.  We 
ought  to  have  every  one  of  those  islands,  from  Greenland 
through  Trinidad  to  South  America,  as  a  matter  of  national 
defense  for  air  bases,  for  naval  bases,  and  for  submarine 
bases.  They  are  of  no  value  particularly  to  any  foreign 
country.  They  are  of  value  to  us  for  national  defen.se.  I 
would  like  to  see  the  Repubhcans  and  Democrats  alike  adopt 
a  program  that  we  will  keep  out  of  E^irope  and  Europe  must 
keep  out  of  America,  and  we  ought  to  begin  by  acquiring 
those  Islands  off  our  coast  by  peaceful  means  and  by  liqui- 
dating some  of  the  war  debts  which  are  owed  us  by  England 
and  France. 

In  the  meantime.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
present  bill,  although  It  does  not  go  far  enough.  I  would 
like  to  see  the  Congress  cancel  all  loans  made  right  after 
the  World  War  to  little,  honest  Finland.     [Applause.] 

The  Senate  Joint  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

8TRENGTHEMNC    OF    THE    NATIONAL    DEFENSE 

Mr.  MAY  submitted  the  following  conference  report  and 
sUtement  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strength- 
ening of  the  national  defense: 

CONnSKNCE    KXPOKT 

The  committee  of  conference  on   the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Hotoses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill   (H    R 
»850)  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defen.se,  having 

?*i' -t*'*^''  '^^    *"**   ''■'*  conference,   have  agreed   to   recommend 

"^        f^coinmend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows- 
«*^if*  i*""  ^°^^  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
or  the  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
louows:    In   lieu   of   the   matter  proposed   to   be   inserted   by   the 
oenate  amendment  Insert  the  following: 
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rt»Z?^*  iV  *f  °"*"  ^  expedite  the  building  up  of  the  national 
defense,   the  Secretary  of  War  Is  authorized    out  of  the  monevt 
nS^'^for'^/'Jr   '"?•   "^"^   Department    for    natlonaT-deYen"  J^ 
S^tuw     /,?^   year  ending  June  30.   1941.  with  or  without 
J^I^.l'^H*'    ^^>    ^    provide    for    the    necessary    construcUon     w- 
habllltation.  conversion,  and  installatlon^rmilitary  patod^'poto 
stations,  or  other  localities,  of  plants,  buildings.  facUitl^.  utum« 
and    appurtenances    thereto    (including   Government-owned    facm- 
prfn  tK  P''l'a';«  y  ow^ned  plant*  and  the  expansion  of  such  planto. 
and  the  acquisition  of  such  land,  and  the  purchase  or  lease  of  suS 
?i^Vf,ll^'   ",°^«y    be    necessary),   for   the   development,   man^ 
tfon^or,^^  ^^'?f"**'   '^**   storage   of   mUltary  equipment,    munl- 
ll^^'r^t^^   supplies,   and   for   shelter:    (2)    to  provide   for    the   de- 
velopment,  purchase,    manufacture,   shipment,    maintenance    and 
fSfff     .  miliary  equipment,  munlUonfl,  and  supplies,  and  for 
shelter,   at   such   places   and   under  such    condition   as   he    may 
deem  necessary;   and   (3)    to  enter  mto  such  contracU   (IncludlM 
contracts  for  educational  orders,  and  for  the  excha^e  of  det^?lS? 
ated    unserviceable,    obsolescent,    or    surplus   mllitaFy    wjulnment 
munitions   and  supplies  for  other  military  equlpmSt.  mSoM 
and  suppUes  of  which  there  is  a  shortage),  «2id  town^nd  or  W-' 
p lement  such  existing  contracts,  as  he  niy  deem  neoeS^to  «^ 
nl./^f    purposes    speclfled    in    this    section:    ProvMed     That    xS 

KS'^'L'^id^  "^  r"°^  "''  '"^  3^34  of  the  ReviS; 
statutes,  as  amended,  and  any  statutory  llmlUtion  with  resneet 

I^nd^»  M,  "^l  ^***^^^"*»  project  Of  constructi^n'^rti^SrS 
suspended  until  and  including  June  30.  1942  with  rrst>4ct  to  anv 
instruction   authorized   by  this   act:    Prorfded   /urt^^^hat ^ 

Sail  S'suS^'f t.^"^  P"™"fr  ^  "^^  provisions  of  this^tlS 
snail  De  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  entiti»Ki  -Ar.  .^t   ♦-, 

r^n*tr^J:f'i*°^H'°?r  ^^   P-^^^^-e' of  suppU^  iS?  th"^  m'a«^ 
of  contracts   by   the  United  States,  and  for  other  Durno^*  «n 
proved  June  30,   1936   (49  Stat.  20S«;    U.  8    C     SupS    V^ie  4^1 

^^t^UJ'T^.  ^"^''^'  "^"^  ^*^«  ccSt-plu?fa-Je,^n^' 
^fri^H,,?^^."  °'  contracting  shaU  not  be  used  undeV  thls^Sc^ 
^  /J^'iLV*',  P™''^  •'^*"  °°t  ^  construed  to  prohibit  the  uS. 
SL^  ~"^"P'"*"*j'^***-'*«  '°™  <rf  contract  when  su^^^ 
deemed  necessary  by  the  Secretary  of  War.  uca   use   i» 

-^'^y,  7^  Secretary  of  War  is  further  authorized  with  or  without 
advertising,  to  provide  for  the  operation  and^in!e^«  of  a^ 

i^^^'^v^lfnt^^'^T-  "'.^^""^-  -^^  appurt^nan^^S^gc^S! 
Ind^tloifl  M^hi^Hl*""  ■"th°fl^"ons  contained  in  this  section 
ana  section  5  either  by  means  of  Government  personnel  or  through 
Snt^?*^  f  f^^r****  qualified  commercial  ^nufacturers  SS?er 

^  ti^.^t^^^/"l  ^fl**'  ^^^^  ^^^'^'  *»^-  "»>««  he  deems  it  necMsa? 
in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense,  to  lease,  sell    or  SSerwS 

2^.«°'tV,"°I  such  Plants,  buildings,  facnitlei.  utillUes  ap^ 
tenances  thereto,  and  land,  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he 

821  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1932  (47  Stat.  412) .  -^»^»"« 

"(c)  Whenever,  prior  to  July  1,  1942,  the  Secretary  of  War  deems  it 

f^T'^  ^"^  y^^  ^"^'■^"*  °'  ^^*  °«"°°«J  defense,  he  is  amhorT«'d 
from  appropriations  available  therefor,  to  advance  payments  to\Sn- 

J^n^^t  'o'  ""PP"^  or  construction  for  the  War  DepSSnttiWn 
«,^nM^  °°*  exceeding  30  percent  of  the  contract  price  T^such 
supplies  or  construction.  Such  advances  shall  be  made  upon  such 
terms  and  conditions  and  with  such  adequate  security  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  shall  prescribe.  ■^uxii.y  iu>  me  oecre- 

••S»c.  2.  (a)  During  the  fiscal  year  1941,  all  existing  limitations 
wiUi  respect  to  the  number  of  flying  cadets  in  the  Ai^y  Sr^SJ 
and  with  respect  to  the  number   and   ranlc  of  Reserve  Xi  ^S 

?J!^r  l^u  K  *y  ^  °'^*'^  *°  extended  active  duty  with  the  Mr 
Corps,  shall  be  suspended. 

r.ml^J  "^t  P^.««l<*«n*  'nay-  during  the  fiscal  year  1941.  assign 
officers  and  enlisted  men  to  the  various  branches  of  the  Armv  In 
fj?f,?«  ^.^^^  f  he  considers  necessary,  irrespective  of  the  llnUta- 
^^  on  the  strength  of  any  particular  branch  of  the  Army  set 
forth  in  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3,  1916,  as  amerdS 

•  8mc.  3  All  existing  limitations  with  respect  to  the  number  of 
serviceable  airplanes,  airships,  and  free  and  captive  balloonrthat 
Si  w**i94r     ^"""^  inaintained,  shall  be  suspended  during  the 

"?"..1.J®*  '^^  Secretary  of  War  U  further  authorized  to  emDlov 
such  additional  personnel  at  the  seat  of  government  and  elsewher7 
and  to  provide  for  such  prlntmg  and  binding.  communlcatlSi  STrv- 
ice  supplies,  and  travel  expenses,  as  he  may  deem  necessSy  tS  SS 
out   the  purposes   of  this   act:  Provided,   That   until   Decembi.r%i 

national  defense  purposes,  authorize  the  employment  of  supervlsiM 
or  construction  engineers  without  regard  to  the  requlremente^ 
civil-service  laws,  rules,  or  regulations:  Provided  further  That  not- 
withstanding the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  act  of  Aueiist  24  191J 
(37  Stat^  666,  U.  S.  C.  title  6.  sec.  652),  the  SecretaVy^o^War  W 
remove  from  the  classified  civU  service  of  the  United  StaU^  anv 
employee  of  the  Military  Establishment  forthwith  with  upon  a 
♦k""  '^w,^^^*  .^*^  person  has  been  guilty  of  conduct  inlml«l  to 
the  public  interest  in  the  defense  program  of  the  United  States  and 
upon  the  giving  of  notice  to  such  person  of  such  charges:  And  pro- 
vided  further.  That  within  30  days  after  such  removal  such  oenm 
shall  have  an  opportunity  personally  to  answer  such  characs  in 
writing  and  to  submit  affidavits  In  support  of  such  answer 

"(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provifilon  of  any  other  law  the  regular 
working  hours  of  employees  of  the  War  Department  and  'its  field 
services  (except  employees  of  the  War  Department  engaged  in  non- 
mlUtary  activities)  shaU  be  8  hours  per  day  or  40  hours  per  week 
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drring  the  period  of  any  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Pres- 
ident to  exist:  Provided,  That,  under  such  regrulations  as  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  may  prescribe,  these  hours  may  be  exceeded,  but 
comFwnsation  for  employment  in  excess  of  40  hours  in  any  ad- 
ministrative workweek,  computed  at  a  rate  not  less  than  one  and 
one-half  tinaes  the  regular  rate,  shall  be  paid  per  annum,  per  hour, 
per  diem,  and  piece-work  employees:  Promded  further.  That  In 
determining  the  overtime  compensation  of  per  annum  Government 
employees  the  pay  for  1  day  shall  t>e  considered  to  be  one  three- 
hundred-and-sixtieth  of  their  respective  per  annum  salaries. 

"Sec.  5.  The  President  is  authorized,  with  or  without  advertising, 
tbrough  the  appropriate  agencies  of  the  Government  ( 1)  to  prorlde 
for  emergencies  affecting  the  national  security  and  defense  and  for 
each  and  every  purpose  connected  therewith,  including  all  of  the 
objects  and  purposes  specified  under  any  appropriation  available  or 
to  be  made  available  to  the  War  E>epartment  for  the  fiscal  years 
1940  and  1941;  (2)  to  provide  for  the  furnishing  of  Government- 
owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants;  (3)  to  provide  for  the 
procxirement  and  training  of  clvlllnn  personnel  necessary  in  con- 
nection with  the  protection  of  critical  and  essential  Items  of  equip- 
ment and  material  and  the  use  or  operation  thereof;  and  (4)  to 
provide  for  the  procureipent  of  strategic  and  critical  materials  in 
accordance  with  the  act  of  June  7.  1939.  but  the  aggregate  amount 
to  be  used  by  the  President  for  all  such  purpose*  shall  not  exceed 
$66,000,000.  The  President  is  further  authorized,  through  such 
agencies,  to  enter  into  contracts  for  such  purposes  in  an  aggregate 
amount  not  exceeding  $66,000,000.  An  account  shall  be  kept  of  all 
expenditures  made  or  authorized  under  this  section,  and  a  report 
thereon  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  at  the  beginning  of  each 
session  subsequent  to  the  third  session  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Con- 
gress: Provided.  That  all  contracts  entered  into  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  conditions  for  the  purchase  of  sup- 
plies and  the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes.'  approved  Jime  30,  1936  (49  Stat.  2036;  U.  S  C , 
Supp.  V.  title  41.  sees.  35-45). 

"Sic.  6.  Whenever  the  President  determines  that  it  is  necessary  in 
the  interest  of  national  defense  to  prohibit  or  curtail  the  exportation 
of  any  military  equipment  or  munitions,  or  component  parts  thereof, 
or  machinery,  tools,  or  material  or  supplies  necessary  for  the  manu- 
facture, servicing,  or  operation  thereof,  he  may  by  proclamation 
prohibit  or  curtail  such  exportation,  except  under  such  rxiles  and 
regulations  as  he  shall  prescribe.  Any  such  proclamation  shall  de- 
scribe the  articles  or  material  Included  in  the  prohibition  or  cur- 
tailment contained  therein.  In  case  of  the  violation  of  any  pro- 
vision of  any  proclamation,  or  of  any  rule  or  regulation,  issued 
hereunder,  such  violator  or  violators,  upon  conviction,  shall  t)e 
punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000,  or  by  imprisonment 
for  not  more  than  2  years,  or  by  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment 
The  authority  granted  in  this  section  shall  terminate  June  30  1943, 
unless  the  Congress  shall  otherwise  provide." 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

A.  J.  Mat, 
EWTNO  Thomason, 
Dow  W.  Haktek. 
W.  a.  Andrews. 
Drwrr  Short, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
Morris  Shefparo, 
R.  R.  Retnoujs, 
Warren  R.  Austin, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the 
national  defense,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation  of 
the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and  recom- 
mended in  the  accompanying  conference  report: 

Ssction  1  of  the  House  bill  provided  for  expediting  the  natlonal- 
<*g^gaae  program  by  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  provide 
BMMary  construction,  rehabilitation,  and  installation  of  military 
poets,  depots,  stations,  and  other  localities  of  plants,  buildings 
facilities,  utilities,  and  appurtenances  thereto.  Including  the  ac- 
quisition of  land,  for  the  manufacture,  maintenance,  and  storage 
of  military  equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies.  This  section  also 
provided  for  suspending  until  June  30.  1942.  the  provisions  of  any 
statute  imposing  a  monetary  limitation  on  any  Individual  con- 
struction project. 

Section  1  of  the  Senate  amendment  expanded  this  authority  of 
the  Secretary  of  War  so  as  to  Include  the  making  of  contracts  with 
or  without  advertising,  for  the  purposes  outlined  in  the  House  bill 
extended  the  authority  so  as  to  include  the  conversion  of  such 
plants,  buildings,  etc.,  and  the  installation  of  Government-owned 
facilities  at  privately  owned  plants  and  the  expansion  of  such 
plants,  the  acquisition  of  such  land  and  the  purchase  or  lease  of 
such  structure  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  specified  in  the 
Hcuse  bill.  This  section  also  authorized  the  Secretary  of  War,  with 
or  without  advertising,  to  provide  for  the  development,  purchase 
manufacture,  shipment,  maintenance,  and  storage  of  military 
equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies,  and  for  shelter,  at  such  places 
and  under  such  conditions  as  he  may  deem  necessary  and  to  enter 
l&to  such   contracts    (including   contjacta   for   educational   orders 


and  for  the  exchange  of  certain  surplus  military  equipment,  muni- 
tions, and  supplies  for  other  such  eqiilpmcnt,  munitions,  and  sup- 
plies of  which  there  is  a  shortage).  The  limitations  of  sections 
1136  and  3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and  any  statutory  limltaUon 
with  respect  to  the  cost  of  any  individual  project  of  construction 
were  suspended  until  Jime  30,  1942.  with  respect  to  any  construc- 
tion authorized  by  the  act  and  It  was  provided  In  substance  that 
all  contracts  entered  into  by  the  Secretary  of  War  under  the  sec- 
tion should  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healy  Act  of 
June  30.  1936  The  Secretary  of  War  was  prohibited  under  the  Sen- 
ate amendment  from  using  what  Is  known  as  the  cost-plus  system 
of  contract  but  the  Secretary  of  War  was  authorized,  with  or  with- 
out advertising,  to  provide  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
any  plants,  buildings,  faculties,  utilities,  and  appurtenances  con- 
structed pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred  upon  the  Secretary 
of  War  (or  the  President  under  section  5  of  the  Senate  amend- 
ment) by  Government  personnel  or  through  the  agency  of  selecting 
qualified  manufacturers  under  contracts  and  to  provide  for  leasing 
of  any  such  plants,  etc..  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the 
Secretary  of  War  deemed  advisable  and  without  regard  to  the  pro- 
visions of  section  321  of  the  act  of  June  30.  1932.  The  Secretary  of 
War  was  further  authorized  to  make  advance  payments  to  contrac- 
tors for  supplies  or  construction  in  amovmts  not  exceeding  30  per- 
cent of  the  contract  price,  such  advances  to  be  made  upon  such 
terms  and  conditions  and  with  such  adequate  security  as  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  prescribes. 

The  conference  agreement  adopts  the  provisions  of  the  Senate 
amendment  with  certain  qualifying  changes,  authorizes  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  sell  or  otherwise  dispose  of  any  such  plants,  build- 
ings, etc..  as  well  as  to  lease  them  and  substitutes  for  the  limitation 
upon  the  use  of  the  cost-plus  system  of  contracting  a  provision 
which  bars  the  use  of  the  cost-plus-a-percentage-^-cost  system  but 
allows  the  Secretary  of  War.  when  he  deems  it  necessary,  to  \ise  the 
cost-plus-a-fixed-fee  form  of  contract. 

The  second  proviso  of  section  1  of  the  House  bill  provided  that 
during  the  fiscal  year  1941  the  average  number  of  flvlng  cadets 
should  not  exceed  8,500  and  that  an  average  of  6,000  Reserve  Air 
Corps  officers  might  be  ordered  to  extended  active  duty  with  the 
Air  Corps.  Section  2  (a)  of  the  Senate  amendment  provided  tHat 
during  the  fiscal  year  1941  all  existing  liniltations  with  respect  to 
the  number  of  flying  cadets  and  with  respect  to  the  number  and 
rank  of  Reserve  Air  Corps  officers  who  may  be  ordered  to  extended 
active  duty  with  the  Air  Corps  should  be  suspended.  The  confer- 
ence agreement  adopts  the  Senate  provision. 

Section  2  (b)  of  the  Senate  amendment  provided  that  the  Presi- 
dent during  the  fiscal  year  1941  might  assign  officers  and  enlisted 
men  to  the  various  branches  of  the  Army  in  such  numbers  as  he 
comiders  necessary  and  contained  a  limitation  that  no  person  was 
to  oe  excluded  from  enlistment  In  any  branch  of  the  Military  Bstab- 
Itehment  on  account  of  race,  creed,  or  color.  The  sixth  proviso  of 
section  1  of  the  House  bill  provided  for  the  assignment  of  enlisted 
men  only  and  did  not  contain  the  limitation  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment  with  respect  to  enlistment.  The  conference  agreement  re- 
tains the  Senate  provision  without  such  limitation  with  respect 
to  enlistment.  f^^" 

H„T?*  ^'\  proviso  of  section  1  of  the  House  bill  provided  that 
nJ^^s  K?^*/  ^^  ^^^  ""  existing  limitations  as  to  the  number 
Of  serviceab  e  airplanes,  airships,  and  free  and  captive  balloons  that 
may  be  equipped  and  maintained  should  be  suspended.  Section  3 
of  the  Senate  amendment  contained  a  similar  provision  which  the 

^^?^^^^^ ^F^^^^"^^  ""^"^^  "^^  ^°""h  and  fifth  provisos  of 
section  1  of  the  House  bill  authorized  the  Secretary  of  War  to  em- 
»hJJ"*'^^,''**^"°iJ*'  personnel  at  the  seat  of  government  and  else- 
where and  to  provide  for  such  printing  and  binding,  etc..  as  he  may 
S?^  t^*^^.^K°  ""^"^  °"*  ^^^  purposes  of  the  act.  and  authorized 
?9^  .n^ni!?  ?,*  P'°,Vk^°I?^  °^  ^"*°°  «  °'  t^e  «ct  of  August  24. 
in  «ni  ™  III*?  '^"^"»«  defense  program  of  the  United  States 
^r^nL  Ir^  ,  ?*^*^2?J  <*^  °'  *^«  Senate  amendment  contained  a 
m^H^oH^tr  '"".T***"  ""^^P*^  ^°  employment  of  personnel  but 
modified  the  provision  authorizing  the  Secretary  to  Waive  the  pro- 

m?iH'i^,°L!i^^^'*^"°I?  6  so  as  to  provide  that  the  Secretary  of  War 
might  remote  from  the  classified  civil  service,  notwithstanding  the 
fishripnf,.^'~''^«^'*°"  «•  *°y  employee  of  the  Military  Jtetab- 
iucr?n,J^J^.°t«^H'**"^w.'?*'/y*=^  ^'^^  ^^  ^^  guilty  of  con- 
^^r.  *^*"  *^*^  l?  *^^  P"^"'^  interest  in  the  defense  program  and 
nS^rH^i  '°^  °°"''''  *°  "^""^  P*"°^-  An  opportunity  WM^o  to  be 
ff  i?i.  *°^  S*""^"  ^  removed  to  answer  Uie  chafes  against  him 
S  ^IV  «ftff '*,  to  submit  affidavits  in  support  of  thTansSer  within 

afsS  nrovi/^  Vh»t'"tr^«L'-  T^^'  *"'*°"  °'  ^^'^  donate  amendment 
J«?^K?  f**  *^**  ^^"^  Secretary  of  War  until  December  31     1941. 

^r!i  t«^°?^^^,'uP^'"''*f^''^,*"'*  construction  engineers  without  re- 
gard  to  the  clvll-servlce  laws  if  he  found   it   to  be   neces.sarv  for 

nrnl?Ilo'-^'';"^*  P"''P°^«'  "^^  conference  Rgre°ement^2'  S 
provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  the  Senate  amendment 

Section  4  (b)  of  the  Senate  amendment  provided  that  the  regu- 
lar working  hours  of  employees  of  the  War  Department  and  field 
service  should  be  8  hours  a  day  and  40  hours  p^r  week  du^ng  the 
^Ji^n?Lf^J  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President*  anJ 
made  provision  for  overtime  payment  In  excess  of  40  hours  in  any 
ffr^^'ln™"''*  workweek  at  a  rate  not  less  than  one  anS  onJ-hSi 
times  the  regular  rate.  There  was  no  corresponding  provision  in 
tS!  l°nff  *'"'•  ^*  conference  agreement  renins  the  provision  of 
the  Senate  amendment  with  the  qualification  that  it  should  riot 
apply  to  employees  of  the  War  Department  engaged  in  nomnilitary 
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Section  a  of  the  House  bill  contained  authority  for  the  President 
to  use  $132,000,000  during  the  fiscal  years  1941  and  1942  in  emer- 
gencies affecting  the  notional  security  and  defense  for  the  objecu 
and  purposes  specified  in  any  appropriation  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment for  military  purposes  for  the  fiscal  years  1940  and  1941  for 
furnishing  Covemment-owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants 
for  procuring  and  training  civilian  personnel  necessary  in  con- 
nection with  the  production  of  critical  and  essential  items  of 
equipment  and  material  and  the  use  and  operation  thereof,  and 
for  the  procurement  of  strategic  and  critical  materials  In  accord- 
ance with  the  act  of  June  7.  1939.  It  was  also  provided  that  an 
account  should  be  kept  of  all  such  expenditures  and  that  reports 
should  be  submitted  to  Congress  at  the  beginning  of  each  session 
But>sequent  to  the  third  session  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress 
There  was  also  a  llmltaUon  that  none  of  the  money  so  authorized 
should  be  used  to  pay  salaries  to  any  Communist,  Nazi,  or  Fascist. 
Section  5  of  the  Senate  amendment  conUlned  a  similar  authori- 
zation but  did  not  have  the  limitation  last  mentioned.  A  report 
of  expenditures  was  to  be  submitted  to  Congress  on  or  before  June 
80.  1942.  under  the  Senate  amendment,  and  there  was  also  a  pro- 
vision that  all  contracts  entered  Into  under  the  section  should  be 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  of  June  30.  1936. 
The  conference  agreement  retains  the  provisions  of  section  5  of 
the  Senate  amendment  with  certain  clarifying  changes  and  pro- 
vides for  submitting  a  report  of  the  expenditures  under  the  section 
at  the  beginning  of  each  session  subsequent  to  the  third  session 
of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress  as  provided  In  the  House  bill. 

Section  3  of  the  House  biU  and  section  6  of  the  Senate  amend- 
ment both  authorized  the  President  by  proclamation  to  prohibit 
or  curtail  the  exportation  of  military  equipment  and  munitions 
and  certain  machinery  and  material  necessary  for  their  manufactvire 
or  servicing  wherever  he  determines  that  It  was  necessary  In  the 
Interest  of  national  defense.  The  Senate  amendment  Included  oper- 
ation as  well  as  maintenance  and  servicing  of  such  machinery. 
Under  the  Hoiise  bill  the  authority  granted  under  the  section  was 
to  terminate  on  June  30,  1942.  unless  the  Congress  otherwise  pro- 
Tided,  but  under  the  Senate  amendment  it  was  provided  that  the 
authority  granted  under  the  act  should  so  terminate.  The  confer- 
ence agreement  adopts  the  provisions  of  the  Senate  bill  with  a 
clarifying  change. 

A.  J.  Mat. 

EWIKC  Thomasom, 
Dow  W.  Barter. 
W.  G.  Andrews, 
Dewey  Short. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

PROTECTION  OF  PRODUCERS,  rtC.  FROM  THE  UNREVEALED  PRESENCE 
OF  SUBSTrrUTES  AND  MIXTtTRES  IN  SPUN  WOOL  PRODUCTS,  ETC. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  sub- 
mitted the  following  privileged  resolution  (Rept.  No.  2576), 
which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

!  House  Resolution  528 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  it 
shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  944.  a  bill  to  protect  producers,  manufacturers, 
distributors,  and  consumers  from  the  unrevealed  presence  of  substi- 
tutes and  mixtures  in  spun,  woven,  knitted,  felted,  or  otherwise 
manufactured  wool  products,  and  for  other  purposest  That  after 
general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue 
not  to  exceed  3  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment 
under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the 
biu  for  amendment  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to 
the  Hoxise  with  such  amendments  as  m.iy  have  been  adopted  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

AUTHORI2INC   SPEAKER   TO   SIGN   ENROLLED   BILL 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  notwithstanding  the  adjournment  of  the  House  the 
Speaker  may  be  authorized  to  sign  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
272. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburn]? 
There  was  no  objection. 

AOJOX7RNMENT   OVER 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburh]? 
There  was  no  objection. 
LXXXVI- 


Without  objection,  the  resignation  will 


RESIGNATION  FROM  COMMITTCES 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  resig- 
nation from  committees: 

Hon.  William  B.  Bankhead,  ^^^^^  "'  ***®' 

The  Speaker,  House  of  Representatives,  Washington. 
Mt  Dear  Mr.  Speaker  :  I  hereby  resign  my  membcrEhlp  on  the 
foUowing  committees:  Flood  Control.  Mines  and  Mining,  and  Bl«e- 
tlon  of  President.  Vice  President,  and  Representatives  in  Consreu. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Earl  R.  Lewis. 
The  SPEAKER, 
be  accepted. 
There  was  no  objection. 

ELECTION  TO  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
resolution  and  ask  for  Its  immediate  consideration. 
The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 
House  Resolution  529 

»wff^^*^'*'P**^*^**^  ^    ^^''^  °'  0*^*°  ^-  and  he  Is  hereby. 
Re^rSenta    v       ^°^™*^^**    °°    Appropriations   of    the    House    of 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

DEPARTMENT    OF    AGRICULTURE    APPROPRIATION    BILL.    1941— COH- 

FERENCE   REPORT 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri  submitted  a  conference  report 
and  statement  on  the  bUl  (H.  R.  8202)  making  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes. 

SPECIAL    ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  previous  order  of  the  House  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  HoffbianJ  is  recognized  for 
10  minutes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  due  to  the  lateness  of  the 
hour  I  shall  not  tonight  have  anything  to  say  about  some 
criticisms  that  were  made  and  which  appear  in  the  Record 
as  to  a  certain  personal  letter  that  was  sent  out  to  some  of 
my  friends.  I  will  speak  about  that  next  week  when  we 
have  ample  time.  Then  the  gentlemen  who  took  occasion  to 
criticize  the  letter,  one  of  whom  reproduced  and  circulated  it, 
and  gave  it  publicity,  can  be  here. 

Permit  me.  however,  to  call  your  attenUon  to  a  matter 
which  vitally  concerns  all  of  us.  We  here  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  as  well  as  millions  of  people  throughout  the  civil- 
ized world  read  the  newspapers.  Our  impressions  are  gained 
from,  our  thoughts  are  molded  by,  we  shape  our  words  and 
determine  our  actions  from  day  to  day  in  large  part  upon 
what  we  read.  Many  of  us  each  day  get  an  early  edition  of 
the  paper,  and  even  before  or  as  we  eat  our  morning  meal 
scan  its  pages  to  gather  information  to  guide  us  through  the 
day. 

Whether  we  are  doubtful  as  to  the  course  to  be  taken  In  a 
matter  of  investment,  as  to  a  Journey,  as  to  political  action, 
or  whether  we  are  just  searching  for  amusement,  entertain- 
ment, the  daily  paper  is  the  source  to  which  we  all  turn. 
Whether  it  be  a  desire  to  learn  the  trend  of  yesterday's  mar- 
ket, the  production  that  has  taken  place  in  industry,  the 
forecast  as  to  the  weather,  whether  it  is  wise  to  buy  or  sell  on 
the  market,  for  information  as  to  the  domestic  or  foreign 
events,  to  the  daily  paper  we  turn.  On  the  5th  of  June  in  a 
letter  to  some  friends  of  mine,  this  statement  was  made: 

This  mornlngs.presf  tells  us  that  Roosevelt  yesterday  said  he  saw 
no  good  reason  why  Congress  should  continue  In  session  for  the 
duration  of  the  emergency,  as  desired  by  the  Republican  Members. 
Sarcastically,  he  said  the  situation  did  not  require  Congress  to 
remain  in  session  except  for  the  laudable  goal  of  delivering  speeches. 

That  was  a  quotation  from  the  June  5  issue  of  the  New 
York  Herald  Tribune.  Later,  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  It 
was  charged  that  by  making  that  statement  I  had  distorted 
the  truth.  Let  me  assure  you  that  if  there  was  distortion 
It  was  not  of  my  doing:  and  if  you  examine  the  paper,  you 
will  see  that  I  quoted  correctly.  That  statement  in  the 
Record  to  the  effect  that  the  truth  had  been  distorted  amazed 
me.    Yesterday  on  the  floor  of  the  House  the  majority  leader 
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made  this  statement,  axxl  it  aiipears  In  the  Rkcoro  of  Jmie  13. 

page  8176. 

Mr.  Speaker,  when  gentlemen  quote  tbe  President  as  aaylng  ha 
wanted  Congren  to  get  out  of  town  or  be  wanted  It  to  adjourn, 
ttaey  are  quoting  sometlilng  that  never  happened.  The  PreaUtent 
never  made  any  mch  statement  to  tbe  preas  or  anybody  else. 

That  statement  not  only  shocked  me,  it  Jarred  me.  It 
made  me  nervous;  it  made  me  apprehensive,  for  the  press 
quite  generally  had  carried  statements  to  the  effect  that  the 
President  was  demanding  that  Congress  go  home  and  leave 
the  Nation's  welfare  in  ills  hands.  Editorial  writers  through- 
out the  country  commented  very  freely  on  the  situation,  and 
some  of  them  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  President 
had  stated  in  his  message  that  he  and  Congress  were  a  team, 
and  they  were  somewhat  bewildered  by  his  statement,  which, 
if  carried  out.  would  send  at  least  a  part  of  the  team  to  the 
bench.  Almost  without  exception  the  editorial  writers  dis- 
agreed with  the  thought  which  it  was  said  the  President  had 
expressed,  namely,  that  Congress  should  adjourn  and  they 
Insisted  that  Congress  stay  in  session. 

Congressmen  began  to  receive  cards  and  letters  and  tele- 
grams from  home.  Many  came  to  my  desk  insisting  that  if 
there  was  a  great  national  emergency  requiring  the  appropri- 
ation of  billiorLs  of  dollars.  Congressmen  stay  on  the  Job.  per- 
form the  duties  which  had  been  imposed  upon  them  by  their 
election.  We  are  all  prepared  for  errors  on  the  part  of 
columnists,  for  many  of  them  are  no  more  nor  less  than 
special  pleaders.  Many  of  them  merely  express  their  own 
conclusions;  practically  all  of  them  get  their  facts  from  the 
news  writers.  Conclusions  of  columnists  which  are  erroneous 
In  ix>  way  surprise  us.  When,  however,  the  press  of  a  nation 
makes  a  statement  which  the  President's  representative 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  House  tells  us  was  the  reporting 
of  something  "that  never  happened"  we  are  brought  up 
standing.  Our  faith  in  humanity  is  almost  destroyed,  or 
at  least  it  would  be  almost  destroyed  were  it  not  for  the  fact. 
as  some  of  us  understand  at  least,  that  some  80  reporters, 
more  or  less,  attend  these  press  conferences,  that  we  know 
that  these  reporters'  Job  is  to  give  us  the  news,  the  facts  as 
distinguished  from  what  they  think  or  what  they  would 
rather  have  had  happen. 

Reporters  who  attend  the  press  conferences  of  the  Presi- 
dent or  to  whom  the  President's  secretary  gives  information. 
are,  it  has  been  said,  picked  men;  they  are  men  of  ex- 
perience: they  are  men  whose  veracity  is  not  open  to  ques- 
tion. They  are  men  chosen  by  the  great  newspapers  of  the 
country  because  of  their  ability  to  hear  plainly,  see  clearly, 
understand  accurately,  transcribe  faithfully,  and  correctly 
report  what  they  have  seen  and  what  they  have  heard.  It  is 
appalling  to  think  that  the  press  of  the  Nation,  on  so  im- 
portant a  subject  as  the  adjournment  of  Congress  should  be. 
at  a  time  when  the  President  appears  to  be  driving  us  Into 
the  World  War.  would  have  in  its  employ  reporters  who 
were  incapable  of  either  hearing,  understanding,  or  set- 
ting down  the  words  of  the  President  on  that  subject. 
It  is  equally  disturbing  to  accept  the  other  conclusion,  that 
is.  that  the  reporters  had  given  to  their  newspapers  an  ac- 
count of  something  that  never  happened,  or  that  they  had 
distorted  what  was  said  by  the  President.  Having  been 
reminded  on  the  floor  of  the  House  by  a  gentleman  who 
spoke  the  other  day  that  I  should  have  respect  for  the 
President,  taking  that  criticism  deeply  to  heart,  and  desir- 
ing to.  if  I  could,  respect  the  President,  I  turned  in  sorrow 
to  the  contemplation  of  the  dismal  fact  that  I  could  no 
longer  rely  upon  my  daily  newspaper.  That  the  reporters 
had  let  me  down.  For  surely,  it  was  said,  tbe  President 
could  not  be  forgetful  of  what  he  had  told  the  reporters,  nor 
could  he  have  misstated  his  thought.  Anxious  hours  were 
passed  by  me  in  the  contemplation  of  a  future  where  I  must 
no  longer  look  to  my  pa];)er  even  for  information  as  to  a 
place  where  I  might  eat,  where  I  might  And  amusement. 
Where  I  might  find  good  fishing,  as  to  what  yesterday's 
market — prices  on  farm  products,  for  instance — were.  Plac- 
ing full  faith  and  credit  in  the  utterances  of  the  President  and 


his  spokesmen.  I  was  almost,  but  not  quite,  led  to  the  con- 
clusion that  perhaps  I  dare  not  rely  upon  the  morning  paper 
as  to  what  ball  game  would  be  on  In  the  afternoon,  as  to 
whether  Congress  would  or  would  not  meet.  As  to  whether 
the  day  would  be  fair  or  whether  it  would  rain.  In  short.  It 
seemed  that  I  must  remake  my  whole  life,  because  at  tbe 
unreliability,  so  it  was  said,  of  the  reporters. 

Then  came  the  thought  that  after  all.  perhaps  the  President 
had  been  misinformed  as  to  what  he  really  had  said.  I 
recalled  that  on  another  occasion  a  warm  personal  friend 
of  his,  a  great  admirer  of  his  policies,  had  printed  a  column, 
and  I  refer  to  Ernest  Lindley,  in  the  Washington  papers,  gave 
us  certain  information.  Kiortly  thereafter,  the  President 
stated  that  nothing  of  tbe  kind  as  reported  by  Mr.  Lindley 
had  ever  happened. 

Then  to  my  mind  came  another  recollection  of  how  on  one 
occasion  the  papers  informed  us  that  a  committee  from  the 
Senate  and  the  House  had  gone  down  to  see  tbe  President 
on  a  tax  bill,  that  after  the  conference  with  him  their  spokes- 
man gave  out  an  interview  stating  that  on  the  President's 
must  list  of  legislation  must  go  this  tax  bill;  of  bow  on  Capi- 
tol Hill  everything  was  in  a  turmoil  because  the  bill  had  to 
be  drawn  and  passed  forthwith.  I  remembered,  too,  the  re- 
action that  followed  tbe  President's  statement  as  to  the  neces- 
sity for  this  bill,  and  with  it  came  the  memory  that  the  reac- 
tion was  adverse  to  the  President's  plan  and  thereupon  he 
quite  plainly  and  forcibly  announced  that  he  had  not  placed 
the  legislation  on  the  must  list.  Recalling  these  things  and 
others  of  like  character,  tbe  clouds  began  to  roll  away,  tbe 
sunshine  sifted  through.  The  conclusion  was  borne  in  on  me 
that  it  might  Just  be  possible  that  our  great  and  sometimes  not 
so  accurate  President  was  Just  spoofing  us.  as  when  the 
mysterious  and  dangerous  submarine  was  seen  off  the  coast. 
I  remembered  that  the  President  has  sometimes  found  it  con- 
venient to  change  his  position.  In  fact  that  he  is  consistent 
only  in  his  Inconsistency  and  m  his  aj^arent  thought  that 
he  can  make  no  mistakes.  Hence,  in  memory  came  his  words 
delivered  to  us  here  on  the  16th  day  of  May.  Among  other 
things  he  said : 

Fbr  these  reasons,  I  need  hardly  assure  you  that  after  the  adjourn- 
ment of  this  session  of  the  Congress.  I  will  not  hesitate  to  call 
the  Congress  into  special  session  if  at  any  time  the  situation  of  the 
national  defense  requires  It.  The  Congress  and  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive constitute  a  team  where  the  defense  of  the  land  Is  concerned. 

Pondering  those  words.  It  did  seem  that  then  at  least  he 
had  in  mind  the  thought  that  Congress  should  adjourn.  Had 
he  thought  we  should  stay  in  session,  surely  being  the  great 
patriot  that  he  Is.  he  would  have  told  us  on  that  occasion  that 
duty  required  us  to  stay  here  in  Washington  to  assist  him. 
Yet  he  said,  "I  need  hardly  assure  you  that  after  the  adjourn- 
ment of  this  session  of  Congress" — note  that  "after  the  ad- 
journment of  this  session  of  Congress"— "I  will  not  hesitate 
to  call  the  Congress  into  special  session  if  at  any  time  the  sit- 
uation of  the  national  defense  requires  it."  He  had  Just  told 
us  that  the  defense  must  grow  and  change  from  day  to  day. 
Unless  he  was  prepared  to  handle  the  situation  himself,  it 
would  seem  as  though  he  would  on  that  occasion  have  said 
something  about  our  staying  here.  The  President's  chief 
characteristic  is  his  supreme  confidence  in  himself.  Notwith- 
standing a  record  of  7  years  of  failures,  he  still  seems  pos- 
sessed of  the  idea  that  he  can  handle  everything.  He  has  in- 
dicated that  belief  in  many,  many  ways.  So  I  had  no  reason 
to  suspect  when  I  read  in  the  great  American  press  that  he 
did  not  need  us.  When  I  read  that  he  had  sarcastically — and 
he  loves  to  indulge  in  sarcasm  where  Republicans  are  con- 
cerned— said  that  the  situation  did  not  require  Congress  to 
remain  in  session  except  for  the  laudable  goal  of  delivering 
speeches  It  seemed  that  he  was  not  only  teUing  us  to  go  home, 
but  that  he  was  poking  a  Uttle  fun  at  us— having  his  Uttle 
Joke  as  it  were — because  of  our  speech  making.  Whether  he 
was  amusing  himself  because  he  thought  he  saw  a  difference 
in  the  quality  of  our  speeches  and  his.  or  whether  he  was  Just 
chuckling  over  the  fact  that  he  had  a  Nation-wide  radio 
hook-up  while  we  as  Congressmen  had  virtually  no  radio 
public,  I  could  not  determine. 
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After  thinking  the  matter  over  at  some  length,  having  In 
mind  the  President's  conduct  on  other  occasions,  recalling 
his  forgetfulness  about  some  of  his  campaign  promises,  a 
small,  wee  doubt  crept  Into  my  mind.  Not  as  to  the  ac- 
curacy of  the  words  of  the  majority  leader,  but  as  to  the 
reliability  of  the  source  from  which  tbe  majority  leader  got 
his  Information. 

My  conclusion,  valueless  as  it  may  be  to  you,  is  that  we 
here  in  Congress  may  still  continue  to  read  our  papers. 
That  if  from  them  we  learn  certain  events  that  transpired 
here  at  home  6r  abroad,  that  various  meetings  are  sched- 
uled for  today  or  tomorrow,  that  the  airplanes  will  leave  at 
a  certain  hour,  that  the  trains  will  depart  from  the  station 
on  schedule,  we  will  be  fairly  safe,  the  President  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding,  in  ordering  our  dally  lives  from  the 
Information  so  received.  Yes;  let  us  still  have  faith  In 
the  reporters  who  see  and  hear  and  record  events  as  they 
transpire,  and  let  us  consider  that  the  statement  of  the 
President  that  he  never  said  it  was  merely  wishful  thinking 
on  his  part — to  his  discovery  of  the  fact  that  the  people  of 
the  country  do  not.  In  this  crisis,  trust  him. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  consent  to  Include  an  editorial  at  this 
point  In  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  following  editorial  from  one  of 
Washington's  papers  of  today  may  give  information  which 
will  explain  the  President's  lapse  of  memory: 

CONGSXSS  HEAKING   FROM    HOMK 

We  think  the  country  will  feel  relieved  at  the  evidence  that 
administration  leaders  are  backing  down  on  congressional  adjourn- 
ment. 

Speaker  Bankhead  now  says  It  Is  impossible  to  get  gone  by  June 
22.  tlje  deadline  originally  set. 

The  drive  to  put  that  over  was  slowed  up  considerably  when 
Treasury  Secretary  Morgenthau  said  he  was  willing  to  stay  on  the 
Job  if  the  Congressmen  were.  The  next  day  came  Mr.  Bankhead's 
statement. 

What  Is  happening  is  that  Washington  has  been  hearing  from 
home  about  the  preposterous,  presumptuovis,  and  dangerous  idea 
of  the  legislative  branch  of  oiir  Government  abdicating  In  a  time 
of  war  crisis.  The  here's-your-hat-whafs-your-hurry  attitude  of 
President  Roosevelt  and  his  associates  helped  wake  up  the  people 
to  the  fact  that  something  queer  was  going  on. 

So  the  grass  roots  began  to  register.  And  that's  democracy 
functioning. 

We  hope  those  at  home  aren't  lulled  by  the  partial  retreat  and 
that  they  continue  to  express  themselves  in  a  loud,  large,  and 
positive  way.  The  Bankhead  statement  doesn't  exude  any  en- 
thusiasm. It  hath  a  half-hearted  and  begrudging  sound.  But  It's 
a  good  sign,  nevertheless — though  no  self-starter. 

Congress  should  stay  In  session  for  the  duration.  If  It  falls  to, 
those  who  vote  to  go  home  shotild  be  made  to  stay  there  the  next 
time  they  come  up  for  elec;.on. 

There  is  an  equally  important  reason  why  Congress  should 
stay  In  session.  So  far  the  Senate  seems  to  show  no  disposi- 
tion to  act  on  measures  which  are  before  It.  Six  weeks  ago 
we  passed  and  sent  over  to  the  Senate  the  Logan-Walter  bill, 
lliereaf  ter  we  passed  by  a  vote  of  2  to  1  the  Smith  amend- 
ments to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  Yesterday  we 
passed  by  a  vote  of  330  to  42  the  bill  for  the  deportation  of 
Harry  Bridges.  It  would  be  well  If  the  House  would  act  on 
the  Hatch  bill,  which  was  passed  by  the  Senate  by  a  2  to  1 
vote  nearly  2  months  ago,  and  then  advise  the  Senate  that 
the  House  proposes  to  stay  here  until  the  Senate  acts  on  the 
Logan -Walter  bill,  the  Smith  amendments,  and  the  Bridges 
bill,  and  that  if  the  Senate  expects  to  do  business  with  us  it 
will  be  required  to  show  a  little  more  of  the  "good  neighbor" 
policy — that  it  remember  that  the  House  is  a  coordinate 
branch  of  the  Goverrunent.     [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  previous  order  of  the  House, 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  OTooleI  Is  recognized 
for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  OTCX^LE.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  waive  my  time. 

I  EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  this  after- 
noon and  include  a  copy  of  the  bill  to  which  I  referred. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arizona? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  therein 
a  copy  of  a  letter  recently  sent  by  me  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  his  reply  thereto,  In  relation  to  giving  valuable  informa- 
tion and  In  relation  to  the  strength  of  the  United  States  Navy. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to  tbe  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr,  HART.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
letter  I  have  received  from  Dr.  Robert  Reiner  In  reply  to  cer- 
tain charges  levied  against  him  on  the  floor  of  the  House  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  DicxstexnI, 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  tbe  request  of  th« 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLACKNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein  an 
editorial  from  the  Detroit  Free  Press, 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein 
an  article  by  the  editor  of  the  Iowa  Leglcmnaire. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  inserting  therein  two 
essays  by  schoolboys  on  the  subject  of  the  Bill  of  Rights. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  bill  under 
consideration  this  afternoon. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  Include  therein 
an  article  from  the  New  York  Enquirer. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  tbe 
gentleman  from  Idaho? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 
There  was  no  objection. 

THE  FINNISH  RELIEF  BILL 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  one-half  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  so-called  Finnish 
relief  bill  Just  passed  this  afternoon,  may  I  say  that  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hook]  had  expressed  great 
interest  in  this  measure.  He  is  detained  at  home  on  business. 
Had  he  been  here  he  would  have  been  pleased  to  join  in  the 
effort  that  was  made,  and  which  resulted  in  the  passage  of 
this  bill. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

SENATE  JOINT  RESOLUTION  REFERRED 

A  Joint  resohitlon  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title  was 
taken  from  the  Speaker's  table,  and,  under  tbe  rule,  referred 
as  follows: 
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8.  J.  Res.  277.  Joint  resolution  making  an  appropriation  to 
ccmtrol  the  chinch-bug  menace  in  the  Com  Belt;  to  the  Cwn- 
mlttee  on  Appropriations. 

ADJOTTTuncxirr 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Spealcer.  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  accordingly  (at  5  o'clock  and 
32  minutes  p.  m.).  pursuant  to  its  order  heretofore  entered, 
the  House  adjourned  until  Monday,  June  17,  1940,  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

COlOaTTEK  OH  IlfMZCKATION  AltD  NATT7KALIZATION 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Wednesday,  June  19,  1940.  at  10:30  a.  m., 
for  the  consideration  of  private  biUs  and  unfinished  business. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

1762.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV  a  letter  from  the  Acting 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  construc- 
tion of  water  conservation  and  utilization  projects  in  the 
Great  Plains  and  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United 
States."  approved  Augiist  11.  1939  (53  Stat.  1418),  was  taken 
from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 


REPORTS    OP   COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS   AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  COLMER:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution  526. 
Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9751,  a  bill  for  the 
creation  of  the  United  States  De  Soto  Exposition  Commission, 
to  provide  for  the  commemoration  of  the  four  hundredth 
anniversary  of  the  discovery  of  the  Mississippi  River  by  Her- 
nando De  Soto,  the  commemoration  of  De  Soto's  visit  to  the 
Chickasaw  Territory  tn  northern  Mississippi,  and  other  points 
covered  by  his  expedition,  and  the  two  hundred  and  fifth  anni- 
versary of  the  Battle  of  Ackia,  and  for  other  purposes;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2558).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive 
Papers.  H.  R.  10026.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  dispasition  of 
certain  photographed  records  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2560) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BLOOM:  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  H.  R.  10015. 
A  bill  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates  of  American 
citizens  who  die  abroad;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2566). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  S.  29. 
An  act  to  authorize  the  use  of  certain  facilities  of  national 
parks  and  national  monuments  for  elementary-school  pur- 
poses; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2567).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
Mr.  O'CONNOR:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  S.  769. 
An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  furnish 
mats  for  the  reproduction  in  magazines  and  newspapers  of 
photographs  of  national-park  scenery;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2568).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DeROUEN:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  S.  2627. 
An  act  to  empower  and  authorize  special  agents  and  such 
other  employees  of  the  Division  of  Investigations,  Department 
of  the  Interior,  as  are  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior for  that  purpose,  to  administer  oaths  in  the  perform- 
ance of  their  official  duties;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2570).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  S.  2915. 
An  act  relating  to  rentals  in  certain  oil  and  gas  leases  issued 


under  authority  of  the  act  of  February  25.  1920.  as  amended, 
and  for  other  purposes;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2571). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WEAVER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  S.  1114.  An 
act  to  extend  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  District 
Court,  Territory  of  Hawaii,  over  the  Midway  Islands,  Wake 
Island,  Johnston  Island.  Sand  Island,  Kingman  Reef,  Kure 
Island.  Baker  Island.  Howland  Islands.  JarvLs  Island,  Canton 
Island.  Enderbury  Island,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2573).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  CELLER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  House  Joint 
Resolution  571.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to  con- 
duct investigations  in  the  interests  of  national  defense,  and 
for  that  purpose  to  permit  wire  tapping  in  certain  cases; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2574).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WEAVER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  9122. 
A  bill  to  provide  a  mixed  civil  and  criminal  term  of  2  weeks 
at  Raleigh  of  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  North  Carolina;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2575).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Res- 
olution 528.  Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  944. 
a  bill  to  protect  producers,  manufacturers,  dlstrilmtors,  and 
consimiers  from  the  unrevealed  presence  of  substitutes  and 
mixtures  in  spun,  woven,  knitted,  felted,  or  otherwise  manu- 
factured wool  products,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2576).  Referred  to  the  House  Cal- 
endar. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri:  Committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  8202.  A  bill  mak- 
ing appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the 
year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No. 
2577).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MAy;  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  9850.  A  bill  to  expedite  the 
strengthening  of  the  national  defense  (Rept.  No.  2578).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE   BILLS   AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xin, 

Mr.  KING:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. S.  3146.  An  act  relating  to  the  citizenship  of  William 
Lawrence  Tan;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2559).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington:  Committee  on  War  Claims. 
H.  R.  1360.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Agnes  Brodahl;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2661).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  War  Claims.  H.  R.  6210.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  George  R.  Stringer;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2562).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  War  Claims.  H.  R.  8301.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Allen  B.  Boyer;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2563).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  CURTIS:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. S.  2969.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louise  Thome;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2564).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  SCHULTE:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Natural- 
ization. H.  R.  6820.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Hama  Toril 
Emerson:  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2565).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  S. 
1251.    An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  settlers  in  the  town 
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site  of  Ketchum.  Idaho;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No  2569) 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  S.  3101 
An  act  for  the  reUef  of  certain  purchasers  of,  and  entrymen 
upon,  opened  lands  of  certain  Indian  reservations;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2572).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 


ADVERSE  REPORTS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm, 

Mr.  BLOOM:  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  House  Con- 
current Resolution  76.  Ccmcurrent  resolution  requesting  the 
President  to  send  information  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  (Rept.  No.  2557) .    Laid  on  the  table. 


CHANGE  OP  REFERENCE 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXn.  the  Committee  on  Pensions 
was  discharged  from  the  consideration  of  the  bill   (H.  R. 
9516)   granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  H.  Williams,  and  the 
same  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXIL,  public  biUs  and  resoluUons 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows; 
By  Mr.  FISH: 
H.  R.  10090.    A  bill  to  cancel  the  World  War  debt  owed 
by  the  Republic  of  Finland  to  the  United  States  of  America; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  HENDRICKS: 
H.  R.  10091.  A  bill  relating  to  transportation  of  foreign 
mall  by  aircraft;  to  the  Committee  on  {he  Post  Office  and 
Post  Roads. 

By  Mr.  KEE: 
H.  R.  10092.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  reconditioning  and 
operation  by  the  Maritime  Commission  of  certain  vessels  in 
its  laid-up  fleet  for  the  carrying  to  foreign  ports  of  coal, 
wheat,  lumber,  and  other  commodities  produced  in  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  TOLAN: 
H.  R.  10093.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  proceed  with  the  construction  of  the  fleet  supply  depot, 
Oakland.  Calif.,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California: 
H.  R.  10094.  A  bill   to  require   the  registration  of  certain 
organizations  carrymg  on  activities  within  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BELL: 
H.  Res.  527.  Resolution  to  amend  rules  X  and  XI  of  the 
House  of  Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules, 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  memorials  were  presented  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Llinois,  memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  consider  their  House  Resolution  No.  25, 
concerning  the  adjournment  of  the  seventy-sixth  session  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  HOUSTON: 
H.  R.  10095.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert  E.  Heapes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  KILBURN: 
H.  R.  10096.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Elsie  Hugaboom;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  peUtlons  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8749.  By  Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York:  Resolution  of  the 
Pocketbook  Workers  Union  of  New  York,  endorsing  the  na- 
tional emergency  measures  as  proposed  for  moral,  spiritual, 
and  material  rearmament  of  America,  etc.;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

8750.  Also,  petition  of  Dr.  F.  H.  Howard  and  sundry  other 
physicians  of  New  York  City,  requesting  that  supplies  and 
credits  be  made  avaUable  to  Allies  at  once,  etc.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8751.  By  Mr.  BELL:  Petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  interested  in  the  enactment  of  House  bills  7950 
and  7980,  both  for  the  benefits  of  veterans  of  the  World 
War;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War  Veterans'  legislation 

8752.  By  Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland:  Resolution  of  the  City 
CouncU  of  Baltimore,  dated  June  3.  1940.  urging  the  en- 
actment of  legislation  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
requiring  the  registration,  photographing,  and  fingerprint- 
ing of  all  aliens,  all  known  Communiste.  Nazis,  and  Fascists 
who  have  been  adjudicated  as  such  by  due  process  of  law' 
in  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

8753.  Also,  resolution  of  the  City  Council  of  Baltimore 
dated  June  3.  1940,  urging  the  authorization  of  the  organ- 
ization of  veteran  and  other  patriotic  groups  into  volunteer 
national-defense  units  under  governmental  supervision  to 
combat  "fifth  column"  activities;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8754.  By  Mr.  HART:  Petition  of  the  New  Jersey  State 
Legislature,  urging  Congress,  the  Navy  Department,  and  the 
Port  of  New  York  Authority  to  recognize  the  superior  natural 
advantages  of  the  New  Jersey  side  of  the  Port  of  New  York 
and  authorize,  at  the  earliest  possible  time,  the  establish- 
ment of  a  drydock  and  shipyard  on  the  New  Jersey  side  of 
the  Port  of  New  York  adequate  for  the  largest  naval  and 
mercantile  ships;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

8755.  Also,  memorial  of  the  New  Jersey  State  Legislature 
memorializing  Congress  and  the  War  Department  to  operate 
Central  Airport,  Camden,  N.  J.,  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
United  States  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  MiliUrv 
Affairs.  '' 

8756.  By  Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON:  Petition  of  Hon. 
A.  B.  Brady,  mayor,  and  37  other  citizens  of  Heame,  Tex., 
favoring  immediate  aid  in  materials  to  the  Allies  by  our 
Government;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8757.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the  New 
York  State  Federation  of  Labor,  urging  the  necessity  of  the 
Immediate  enactment  of  Senate  bill  591,  known  as  the  Wag- 
ner housing  bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

8758.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Association  of  Post- 
masters, expressing  their  confidence  in,  and  support  of.  the 
President's  naUonal-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8759.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Electrical,  Radio,  and 
Machine  Workers  of  America,  opposing  the  national -defense 
program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8760.  Also,  petition  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Train- 
men, urging  that  restrictions  be  placed  upon  the  importation 
of  refined  sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

8761.  Also,  petition  of  the  Sugar  Workers  Conference,  urging 
that  restrictions  be  continued  on  the  importation  of  refined 
sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  and  HawaU;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

8762.  Also,  petition  of  S.  Rankin  Drew  Post.  No.  340.  of 
the  American  Legion  of  New  York,  supporting  the  President's 
national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8763.  Also,  petition  of  Business  Promotion.  Inc..  of  New 
York  City,  supporttog  national-defense  program  of  the  Presi- 
dent; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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8764.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  Joint  Council  of  the 
United  OflBce  and  Professional  Workers  of  America,  repre- 
aenting  16.000  workers,  opposing  the  Allen  bill;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8765.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Youth  Congress.  New 
York  City  Council,  opposing  the  Reynolds  amendment  to  the 
La  Pollette  oppressive  labor  practices  bill,  the  Hobbs  bill,  the 
Dempsey  deportation  bill,  the  Smith  omnibus  alien  and  sedi- 
tion biU.  and  the  Dies  bill  (H.  R.  9858) :  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8766.  Also,  petition  of  the  Pocketbook  Workers'  Union, 
Local  No.  1.  endorsing  the  national  emergency  measures,  as 
proposed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  calling  for 
moral,  spiritual,  and  material  rearmament  of  America;  to  the 
Cranmlttec  on  Military  Affairs. 

8767.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Federation  of 
Architects,  Eiigineers,  Chemists,  and  Technicians,  opposing 
the  enactment  of  House  bill  9766;  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization. 

8768.  By  Mr.  KEOGH:  Petition  of  the  Employees'  Com- 
mittee to  Maintain  Brooklyn's  Cane  Sugar  Refining  Industry, 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  concerning  House  bill  9654;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

8769.  By  Mr.  PFEIPER:  Petition  of  the  Employees'  Com- 
mittee to  Maintain  Brooklyn's  CaiB£  Sugar  Refining  Industry, 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  favoring  the  pa^ge  of  House  bill  9654,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

8770.  Also,  petition  of  Abraham  &  Strauss,  Inc.,  Brooklyn, 
N.  Y.,  urging  the  passage  of  House  bill  9888  and  Senate  bill 
4096;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

8771.  By  Mr.  SCHIPFLER:  Petition  of  Weirton-Cove 
Kiwanis  Club,  of  Weirton,  W.  Va.,  urging  Congress  to  vote 
ample  funds  for  the  continuation  of  the  Dies  Investigating 
committee;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

8772.  By  Mr.  SWEENEY:  Petition  of  Milton  Grossman  and 
other  citizens  of  Cleveland.  Cuyahoga  County.  State  of  Ohio, 
opposing  any  reductions  In  the  regular  governmental  ex- 
penditures, especially  where  they  would  reduce  the  salaries 
of  postal  employees;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

8773.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion. Schenectady,  N.  Y..  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  appropriations  and  defense  pro- 
gram; to  the  Committee  on  Education. 

8774.  Also,  petition  of  the  Greenbelt  Citizens*  Association, 
Greenbelt.  Md..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

8775.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Lions  Club,  Crozet, 
Va..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8776.  Also,  petition  of  the  Jewish  Peoples  Committee.  New 
York,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  ref- 
erence to  House  bill  9858,  immigration  legislation;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8777.  Also,  petition  of  the  Eurelca  Nore  Valley  Unions  Anx 
Club,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 


! 


>  SENATE 

Saturday,  June  15,  1940 

iLegi&lative  day  of  Tuesday.  May  28,  1940) 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  ZSBamey  T.  Phillips,  D.  D..  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  in  whose  embrace  all  creatures  live,  to  whom 
aU  things  in  heaven  and  earth  do  bow:  Be  now  and  always 
the  strong  tower  and  defense  of  our  Nation,  and  exalt  our 
thoughts  above  all  harassing  cares  into  the  contemplation 
of  Thine  infinite  calm,  that  in  the  deep  recesses  of  the  soul 


we  may  hear  Thy  voice  banishing  all  doubt  and  fear  and 
urging  lis  to  greater  achievement  as  we  l)attle  for  the  right. 
In  the  fulfillment  of  the  duties  of  this  day  may  we  find  the 
larger  freedom  which  shall  lift  us  above  all  pettiness,  all 
ignoble  strife,  into  the  fuller  life  of  ennobling  service  for  God 
and  country,  which  Thou  hast  revealed  in  the  life  of  the 
Master  of  men — Jesus  Christ,  our  Lord.   Amen. 

THE  JOI7RNAI. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkuct,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Friday,  June  14.  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

MESSAGK  rROM  THX  HOT7SS 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Meglll,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
without  amendment  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  272)  to 
authorize  the  postponement  of  payment  of  amounts  payable 
to  the  United  States  by  the  Republic  of  Finland  on  its  indebt- 
edness imder  agreements  between  that  Republic  and  the 
United  States  dated  May  1,  1923.  and  May  23,  1932. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  bill  (S.  4027)  to  transfer  the  active  list  of  the  Construction 
Corps  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes,  with  an 
amendment,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3840)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
for  making  further  and  more  effectual  provision  for  the 
national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  3, 
1916,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  the 
following  bills,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate: 

H.  R.  9958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan 
banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
Act,  as  amended;  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  10030.  An  act  increasing  the  number  of  naval  aviators 
in  the  line  of  the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

THE  ROLL  CALL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Radcllffe 

Reynolds 

Ruaaell 

Schwartz 

Sheppard 

Shlpetead 

Slattery 

Bmltii 

Stewart 

Tart 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Townaend 

Tydlngs 

Vandpnberg 

VanNuya 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wiley 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Smathxss]  is  absent  from  the  Senate  because  of 
illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez  1,  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Clark],  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Doka- 
hey],  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  [Mr.  Hughes],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarrah],  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Schwellen- 
bach],  the  Senator  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  TrxtmamI,  and  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler]  are  necessarily  alisent 


Adams 

Danaher 

King 

Andrews 

Davis 

La  FoUette 

A&hurst 

Downey 

Lee 

Austin 

EUender 

Lodge 

Bailey 

George 

Lucas 

Bankhead 

Qerry 

Lundeen 

Barkley 

OUlette 

McKellar 

Bilbo 

Oreen 

McNary 

Bone 

Guffey 

Maloney 

Bridges 

Gurney 

Mead 

Brown 

Hale 

MlUer 

Bulow 

Harrison 

Mlnton 

Burke 

Hatch 

Murray 

Byrd 

Hayden 

Neely 

Byrnes 

Herring 

Norrts 

Capper 

HIU 

Nye 

Caraway 

Bolman 

Olifahoney 

Chandler 

Holt 

0%-erton 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Pepper 

Connally 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Plttinan 
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Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey I  Mr.  BARBOTTTt]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gib- 
son], the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  FMr.  Frazier],  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  ReeoI,  and  the  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mr.  White]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  I  Mr.  Tobet]  is  al3sent 
on  ofiBcial  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names.    A  quonim  is  present. 

LAND  FOR  ADDITION  TO  KANOSH  INDUN  RESERVATION,  XTTAH 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
proposed  legislation  to  reserve  certain  land  on  the  public  do- 
main in  Utah  for  addition  to  the  Kanosh  Indian  Reservation, 
which,  with  the  accompansring  paper,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

REPORT  ON  CHAUr  RADIO  BROADCASTING 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  chairman  of  the  Federal  Communications  Commission, 
transmitting  a  report,  in  three  parts,  on  the  subject  of  chain 
radio  broadcasting,  which,  with  the  accompanying  documents, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

DISPOSITION  OF  EXECXmVE  PAPERS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  17  letters 
from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law,  lists  of  papers  and  docimients  on  the  files  of 
the  Departments  of  the  Treasury  (2).  of  Justice  (2),  Post 
Offlce,  Navy  (2),  Interior  (5),  and  of  Agriculture;  Federal 
Security  Agency,  OflBce  of  Education;  Federal  Works  Agency; 
Public  Buildings  Administration  and  Works  Projects  Admin- 
istration; and  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority,  which  are  not 
needed  in  the  conduct  of  business  and  have  no  permanent 
value  or  historical  interest,  and  requesting  action  looking  to 
their  disposition,  which,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  were 
referred  to  a  Joint  Select  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Papers  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  appointed  Mr.  Barklst  and  Mr. 
Gibson  memt)ers  of  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

I  PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  memorial 
of  a  local  union  of  the  American  Federation  of  Radio  Artists, 
Miami,  Fla.,  remonstrating  against  amendment  of  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  from  the  conven- 
tion of  the  Pennsylvania  Motor  Truck  Association,  assembled 
at  Meadvllle,  Pa.,  pledging  its  resources  and  full  cooperation 
for  the  national  defense,  and  requesting  the  prompt  assign- 
ment of  Army  oflScers  and  automotive  engineers,  in  the  inter- 
est of  the  national  defense,  to  cooperate  with  the  association. 
Its  membership,  and  others  engaged  in  the  use  of  motorized 
equipment,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Aflfairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature 
of  a  petition  from  Galloway  Post,  American  Legion,  of  New- 
burgh,  N.  Y.,  praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session  during 
the  existing  emergency,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
toble. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  Fisher  Local, 
No.  602,  U.  A.  W.  (C.  I.  O.),  Lansing,  Mich.,  favoring  the 
prompt  enactment  of  the  bill  (S.  591)  to  amend  the  United 
States  Housing  Act  of  1937,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  Ellen  Hardin 
Walworth  Chapter.  National  Society  Daughters  of  the  Ameri- 
can Revolution,  Brooklsm.  N.  Y.,  favoring  the  enactment  of 
legislation  requiring  every  resident  of  the  United  States  to 
execute  a  coimterfelt-proof  identification  card,  with  certain 
penalties  for  failure  so  to  do.  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  Lions 
Clubs,  of  Davenport,  Iowa;  Houma,  La.;  Hamilton  and  Steub- 


envllle,  Ohio;  and  Corsicana,  Tex.,  endorsing  the  national- 
defense  program,  and  favoring  the  immediate  enactment  of 
legislation  to  stop  subversive  activities  in  the  United  States, 
which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  present  for  appropriate 
disposition  a  petition  signed  by  approximately  1.000  citizens 
of  Dallas,  Tex.,  praying  that  the  United  States  render  Immedi- 
ate aid  to  the  Allies. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  petition 
will  be  received  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr.  ASHURST  presented  a  petition  of  simdry  citizens  of 
Williams,  Ariz.,  praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session  dur- 
ing the  existing  emergency  notwithstanding  meetings  of  the 
national  political  conventions,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  WALSH  presented  a  resolution  of  Post  No.  5,  La  Legion 
Franco -Americaine  des  Etats  Unis  d'Amerique,  Fall  River, 
Mass.,  favoring  the  adoption  by  the  United  States  of  a  policy 
of  complete  cooperation  and  collaboration  with  the  Allies, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  board  of  aldermen 
of  the  city  of  Medford,  Mass.,  commending  the  speech  de- 
livered by  the  President  of  the  United  States  on  the  evening 
of  the  10th  instant,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  DANAHER  ix-esented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Washington,  Conn.,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
without  all  the  signatures  attached  thereto,  as  follows: 

To  the  Honorable  Senator  John  A.  Danaher, 
Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 
We,  the  undersigned,  residents  of  Waehlngton,  Conn.,  urge  that 
ail  possible  aid,  short  of  armed  intervention,  should  be  given  to 
the  AUlee  Immediately. 

P.   B.   SCHMIEDIX. 

Rev.  E.  Granstkom. 

Lewis  C.  Woodhutf. 

(And  sundry  other  citizens.) 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  I  have  on  my  desk  a  rather 

numerously  signed  petition.  This  Is  only  one -third  of  It. 
One-third  of  the  petition  wets  sent  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Shepparb]  .  a  third  of  It  to  mjrself .  and  a  third  to  the 
Representative  from  the  Dallas,  Tex.,  district.  My  informa- 
tion is  that  a  mass  meeting  was  held  there  on  Thursday  night, 
I  believe,  attended  by  35,000  persons,  in  which  some  resolutions 
were  passed  regarding  immediate  help  to  the  Allies.  I  ask 
leave  to  present  the  petition,  and  ask  that  it  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

ASSISTANCE   TO  THE  ALLIES 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimoiis  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  and  lie  on  the  table  a  cablegram, 
numerously  signed  by  Americans  in  Great  Britain,  urging  Im- 
mediate assistance  to  the  Allies. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  cablegram  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

London,  June  13,  1940. 
McNart, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C: 
A  cry  for  clear  thinking;  a  plea  for  quick  action.  We  Americaiui 
on  British  soli,  but  first  and  foremost  still  Americans,  now  that 
President  Roosevelt  has  so  courageovisly  spoken.  Implore  our  fellow 
countrymen  who  so  obviously  want  to  minimize  the  present  ca- 
tastrophe to  realize  that  there  cannot,  there  must  not,  be  delay, 
for  delay  costs  lives.  Let  us  not  forget  that  procrastination  Is  the 
vice  of  all  free  peoples,  and  by  not  forgetting  it  to  act  at  once.  To 
aU  Americans  on  both  sides  of  the  once  broad  Atlantic,  our  duty, 
one  of  plain  common  sense,  la  obvious:  We  can  help  In  the  follow- 
ing ways: 

(1)  We  must  give  planes  and  more  planes,  guns  and  more  guns. 
and,  if  neces-sary.  what  is  harder  still,  our  men.  Sacrlflce  should 
be  ours  as  weU — sacrifice  unstinted. 

(2)  We  must  give  our  full  personal  material  and  financial  support 
to  those  Tarlous  organizations  that  are  already  eetabllshed.  organ- 
izations such  as  the  Red  Cross,  Mr.  Wlnthrop  Aldrlch's  committees 
throughout  the  United  States,  the  American  Ambulances  for  Great 
Britain  (particulars  of  which  were  broadcast  a  few  nlghu  ago),  the 
American  Field  Serrice,  etc.  Others  as  tliey  become  necessary  will 
natiirally  foUow. 
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(3)  We  Americans  shoiild  al»  throw  open  our  shores  to  the  old 
and  young  of  all  the  countries  stricken  by  aggression  for  the  dura- 
tion of  the  war.  By  so  doing  we  would  greatly  alleviate  the  terrific 
burden  on  England  and  France. 

Let  each  one  of  us  make  the  biggest  effort  possible  In  that  ca- 
pacity to  which  we  are  best  suited,  and  make  It  not  tomorrow  but 
today.  By  so  doing  we  can  cry  "Halt!"  to  Mussolini  smd  Hitler. 
Our  efforts  now  will  minimize  that  slatighter.  the  resultant  victory 
will  be  qiilcker.  and  peace  again  will  be  the  way  of  life. 

Mrs.  Peter  Arno.  Ethelyn  Abel.  Nora  AlberUnl,  Stockwell 
Albertlnl.  Russell  Alexander.  W.  Arras,  Ethelyn  Alexan- 
der. Mary  London  Baker,  J.  Arthur  Barrat,  Billdred 
BucbanAn.  W.  Bent,  Mrs.  Alan  Buchanan.  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Herbert  Boone,  T.  Boardman,  Francis  Blake.  Lady 
Boulton.  Harry  Craddock.  Harry  Ckwper.  R.  Cotton,  Wil- 
liam Ernestine  Cotton,  Martha  Cotton,  Bertram  Cruger. 
Mary  CampbeU-BvUIer.  Dorothy  Dickson,  Thompson  Derr. 
■  Frederic  Davis.  O.  Delter,  Alice  Bean.  Mary  Danlells, 
--L^  Charles  Earle.   Margaret   Fuller.   Walter   Futter,   Robert 

'^""^  Poster.  (Ruth)  Lee  of  Pareham.  Helen  French,  Mrs. 
Charles  Gordon.  Adelaide  OlUespie.  Daniel  Grant.  Doro- 
thy Ollleflple.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Graffl>aker,  Martha  Hawes. 
John  Hynes,  John  Harvey,  F.  Harley,  Mrs.  Eklward  Head. 
Dorothy  Hyson.  (Virginia  Cherrill  Jersey)  Jean  Johnson, 
Helen  Jackfon,  C.  Johnson.  Jessica  Jackson.  Lady  Ken- 
nard.  Lee  Washington  Kennard.  Gilbert  P.  Kennedy, 
Mrs.  Roland  Knaster.  Mrs.  Francis  LeBouvler.  O.  Law. 
.[  R.  Lecron.  Charles  Lytle,  Clair  Luce,  Elizabeth  Lanchester. 

I  Mrs.  Victor  Marryat.  A.  McMaster.  Mrs.  Kenneth  Metcalf, 

Lady  Alfreda  Maynard.  Myra  McMaster.  M.  Moller.  Mrs. 
Allen  Messer.  Mrs.  John  Monins,  Mrs.  Roger  Maklns, 
Nesale  Nelson.  Joseph  O'Neill.  Paul  Ordway.  Glidden  Os- 
bom.  Robert  Parker,  Mrs.  Anna  H.  Peck.  H.  Parsons.  Ray- 
mond Purcell.  Mrs  Arthur  Ponsonby.  Wallace  B.  Phillips, 
1  Lady  Peake.  Lady  Ross.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Robert  Rollins.  John 

Rogers.  Marion  Roper-Caldpeck.  Mrs.  A.  Roper -Caldpeck, 
Marjorle  Small.  William  Simms.  Manning  Sherwln,  Wil- 
fred Streeter,  Michael  Stiver,  K  Seidel,  Arthur  Sprlngam, 
the  Lady  SackvUle,  Elolse  Stebblng,  Mrs.  SlsEons.  Eliza- 
beth Spltzel.  Mrs.  Wakefield  Saunders.  Lawrence  Tweedy, 
Marjorle  Tomson,  Dorothy  Tarbat,  Rozana  Van  Rens- 
■•laer.  Mrs.  Vanderwoude.  W.  Webb.  Marie  Williams.  L. 
Weddcll,  Mrs.  Edward  Wagg.  Philip  Wltcomb,  Norman 
Witcomb. 

KKSOLimcms  or  citizens  or  Dallas  cotrnxY,  tex. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  tele- 
gram from  a  mass  meeting  held  at  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  ask 
that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Dallas,  Tkz..  June  13,  1$40. 
Senator  Moaais  Shsppasd. 

Washington.  D.  C: 

Tonight  35,000  patriotic  citizens  of  Dallas  County,  In  open  m»<fff 
meeting,  voted  the  following  resolutions: 

"Realizing  that  our  democratic  form  of  government  involves  re- 
aponsiblUty  as  well  as  privilege,  we.  the  citizens  of  Dallas  County, 
Tex.,  In  mass  meeting  assembled  on  this  the  13th  day  of  June, 
A.  D.  1940.  do  hereby  resolve  that : 

"(1)  We  reafOrm  our  belief  In  and  allegiance  to  the  noble  princi- 
ples enunciated  in  the  Declaration  of  Independence  that  'all  men 
are  created  equal,  that  they  are  endowed  by  their  creator  with 
certain  Inalienable  rights;  that  among  those  are  life,  liberty,  and 
the  pursuit  of  happiness.' 

"(2)  We  rededlcate  and  reconsecrate  our  Nation  to  the  principles 
giiaranteed  to  free  citizens  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  and  especially  to  the  first  Bill  of  Rights,  reading.  'Congress 
shall  make  no  law  respecting  an  establishment  of  religion  or  pro- 
hibiting the  free  exercise  thereof,  or  abridging  the  freedom  of  speech 
or  of  the  press,  or  the  right  of  the  people  peaceably  to  assemble 
and  to  petition  the  Government  for  a  redress  of  grievances.' 

"(3)  Realizing  the  Allies,  Great  Britain  and  France,  are  heroically 
fighting  for  the  maintenance  of  those  principles  we  hold  dear  and 
since  they  are  In  need  for  war  munitions  and  supplies  at  once,  we 
recommend  that  Congress  and  the  President  render  all  assistance 
possible  short  of  war. 

"(4)  We  urge  Congress  to  repeal  Inrmiedlately  the  Neutrality  Act 
and  pass  such  other  necessary  legislation  to  accomplish  the  foregoing. 

"(5)  The  program  of  our  State  Department  for  linking  together 
the  21  American  republics  In  a  solid  front  against  all  undemocratic 
Ideologies  receives  our  whole-hearted  approval:  that  each  American 
republic  may  be  assured  that  the  material  might  as  well  as  the 
moral  support  of  each  is  assured  to  all;  and  that  our  trade  relations 
be  built  on  a  foundation  of  fair  dealing,  friendship,  and  mutual 
benefit. 

"(8)  We  condemn  all  fifth  column'  and  un-American  activities 
which  challenge  our  form  of  government  or  Its  Institutions,  but  at 
the  same  time  urge  our  citizens  to  be  calm  and  not  unjustly  accuse 
or  persecute  anyone. 

"(7)  We  Immediately  stop  the  export  of  war  materials  to  countries 
through  which  such  materials  may  find  their  way  to  the  enemies  of 
democracies. 


"(6)  We  urge  Congress  to  appropriate  $50,000,000  immediately  for 
the  relief  of  war  refugees  as  recoounended  by  the  President." 
Re^jectfully  submitted. 

Mayor  Woodall  Rodgers,  chairman  of  mass  meeting;  Karl 
Hoblltzelle.  general  chairman;  resolutions  committee: 
William  Harris.  Robert  Storey.  Paul  Carrlngton,  Allen 
Wight.  Louis  Bailey;  executive  committee:  Nathan  ArfAm», 
Fred  F.  Florence,  Karl  Hoblltzelle. 

TAXATION     rOR     NATIONAL     DEFENSE — REPORT     OF     THE     FINANCE 

COMMITTES 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Prom  the  Committee  on  Rnance  I  report 
back  favorably  with  amendments  the  bill  (H.  R.  10039)  to 
provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  raising 
revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying 
for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  I  submit  a  report 
(No.  1856)  thereon.  I  hope  that  we  may  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  on  Monday. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  of  the  Senator 
whether  or  not  the  bill  has  been  printed? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    No.    It  will  be  printed  tonight. 

Mr.  KINO.  So  that  the  report  of  the  committee  will  be 
available  tomorrow? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    We  hope  to  have  it  available  tomorrow. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  report 
will  be  received  and  the  bill  will  be  placed  on  the  calendar. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  AIVD  JOINT  RESOLUTION  PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  on  June  14,  1940.  that  committee  presented  to 
the  President  of  the  umted  States  the  following  enrolled  bills 
and  Joint  resolution: 

S.  2598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Wessely; 

8.3196.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  approved  May  24,  1938, 
entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Comislon  Mixta  Demar- 
cadora  de  timites  Entre  Colombia  y  Panama"  and  for  the 
relief  of  Joee  Antonio  Sossa  D; 

S.  4026.  An  act  providmg  for  the  reorganization  of  the 
Navy  Department,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

8.  J.  Res.  59.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  to  collect  information  as  to  amovmt  and  value 
of  all  goods  produced  in  State  and  Federal  prisons. 

BILLS  TtmoDucm 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BURKE: 
&  4139.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  late  John  L.  Siunmers, 
former  disbursing  clerk.  Treasury  Department;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah: 

8.4140.  A  bill  relating  to  conservation  operations  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  pursuant  to  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  rV:  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

By  Mr.  CONNALLY: 

8. 4141.  A  bill  to  provide  revenue  and  facilitate  the  regu- 
lation and  control  of  the  eccmomic  and  industrial  structure 
of  the  Nation,  for  the  successful  inxjsecution  of  war,  and  for 
other  piu-poses ;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 
8.  4142.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Francis  Bowen  Upham;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

HOTTSE  BILLS  PLACED  ON  CALENDAR  OR  REFERRED 

Tlie  following  bills  were  each  read  twice  by  their  titles  and 
ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calendar  or  referred,  as  indicated 
below: 

H.  R.  9958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Recon- 
struction Rnance  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan 
banks:  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
Act,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  calendar. 

H.  R.  10030.  An  act  increasing  the  number  of  naval  aviators 
In  the  line  of  the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committ^  on  Naval  Affairs. 

TAXATION  FOB   NATIONAL   DEFENSE — AMENDMENT 

Mr,  LA  FOLLETT1E  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to 
be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10039)  to  provide  for 
the  expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and 
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issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
and  to  be  printed. 

BULB  RELATTVX  TO  AMENDMXRTS  TO  REUEF  AND  WORK  REUEF  BILLS 
Mr.  ADAMS  submitted   the  following  resolution    (S.  Res. 
282),  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules: 

Resolved.  That  Senate  rule  XVI  be  amended  by  adding  thereto 
the  following  new  section: 

7.  That  the  provUlona  of  this  rule  as  to  amendments  to  general 
appropriation  bills  shall  apply  to  all  bUla  making  appropriations 
for  relief  and  work  relief. 

REPORT  or  BOARD  OF  ACTUARIES  OF  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  RETIREMENT 
AND   DISABILmr   FUND    <S.   DOC.  NO.   212) 

Mr.  BULOW.  Mr.  President,  on  Tuesday  last  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  transmitted  to  the  Senate  the  annual 
report  of  the  Board  of  Actuaries  of  the  Civil  Service  Retire- 
ment and  Disability  Fund  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30, 
I939r^hlch  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service. 

It  has  been  the  custom,  I  am  informed,  to  print  these  an- 
nual reports  as  documents,  and  therefore,  as  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Civil  Service,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  report  above  indicated  may  be  printed  as  a  Senate  docu- 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered.       I 

ADDRESS   BY  SENATOR   TYDINGS   ON  MILITARY  PREPAREDNESS 

[Mr.  CoNNALLY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  radio  address  on  the  subject  Military  Prepared- 
ness for  the  Present  and  for  the  Future,  delivered  by  Senator 
Tydincs  on  June  10,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

address  by  senator  pepper  ON  THE  AMERICAN  FLAG 

(Mr.  Slattery  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  by  Senator  Pepper  to  various  organi- 
asafions  in  Chicago  in  celebration  of  All  Chicago  Flag  Day,  on 
June  12,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  WILKY  ON  MAN  AND  GOVERNMENT 

I  Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  tlie 
Record  an  address  delivered  by  him  yesterday  in  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  before  the  State  Association  of  Life  Underwriters  on  the 
subject  of  man  and  government,  which  appears  in  the  Appen- 
dix.] 

LET   ETTROPE  PAY   WAR    DEBTS ARTICLE  BY   SENATOR    LUNDEEN 

(Mr.  LuNDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  by  him,  published  in  Social  Justice 
of  April  29.  1940,  entitled  "Let  Europe  Pay  War  Debts." 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

APPRAISING  AMERICA'S  STRENGTH — ADDRESS  BY  HON.  PAUL  V.  M'NUTT 

[Mr.  MiNTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  REcono  a  radio  address  by  Hon.  Paul  V. 
McNutt.  Federal  Security  Administrator,  on  the  theme  Ap- 
praising America's  Strength,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  EUGENE  M.  LERNER  AT  GRADUATION  EXERaSES,  GEORGE 
WASHINGTON    UNIVERSITY 

[Mr.  Thomas  of  Idaho  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  the  farewell  address  delivered  by 
Eugene  M.  Lerner.  president  of  the  class  of  1940  of  the 
George  Washington  University,  Washington,  D.  C,  June  11. 
1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  GENERATION  THAT  WAS  DtTPED ARTICLE  BY  WALTER  LIPPMANN 

IMr.  BtJRKE  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  Walter  Lippmann  entitled  "The 
Generation  That  Was  Duped,"  published  in  the  Washington 
Post,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

subversive   action — EDITORIAL   FROM  WASHINGTON  POST 

[Mr.  Burke  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Washington  Post  of  today 
relative  to  the  proposed  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  NATIONAL  DEFENSE EDITORIAL  FROM  ST.  LOIHS  POST-DISPATCH 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
minted  in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  St.  Louis  Post- 


Dispatch  relative  to  the  national  defense,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

AMERICA  AND  THE  WORLD  WAR 

[Mr.  Bone  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  two  editorials  published  in  Labor,  of  Tuesday, 
June  11,  1940,  headed.  "Let's  put  an  end  to  this  hysteria" 
and  "God  is  not  responsible,"  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

RECLAMATION  NEEDS  OF  IDAHO 

[Mr.  Thomas  of  Idaho  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  letter  from  E.  W.  Rising,  and  an 
address  by  H.  W.  Morrison,  dealing  with  some  of  the  recla- 
mation needs  of  Idaho,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

address  by  PROP.  SIDNEY  POST  SIMPSON  AT  KNOX  COLLEGE  ALUMNI 

DINNER 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  at  the  Knox  College  Alumni 
Dinner  on  June  11,  1940,  by  Prof.  Sidney  Post  Simpson,  of 
Harvard  Law  School,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

TRIBUTE   FROM    SON   TO   FATHER — REMARKS   OF    MR.   BRUCE    GREEN. 

OF    ARLINGTON,   VA. 

[Mr.  Byrd  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  tribute  from  Mr.  Bruce  Green,  of  Arlington,  Va.. 
to  his  father  Harry  K.  Green.  Past  Master.  Columbia  Lodge 
285,  A.  F.  St  A.  M..  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

OPEN    LETTER    FROM    MAURICE    L^ON    TO  WENDELL    WILLKIX    AND 

SENATOR    PEPPER 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  open  letter  addressed  to  him  and  Wendell 
L.  Wlllkle  by  Maurice  L^on  entitled  "This  Is  America's  War," 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

CONDEMNATION    BY    ITALIAN    CLUB    OF    TAMPA.    FLA..     OF    ITALY'S 

ENTRANCE   INTO   WAR 

IMr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  from  the  Tampa  (Fla.)  Tribune  of 
June  13.  relating  to  condemnation  of  Mussolini  by  the  Italian 
Club  of  Tampa,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.]  > 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR   WORK   RELIEF   AND   RELIET 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
yesterday,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  IMr.  La  Follette] 
had  an  amendment  pending.  The  Record  shows  that  he 
desired  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  that  amendment. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges!  has  ad- 
vised the  Chiair  that  he  desires  to  address  the  Senate;  so  the 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire. 

report  of  GERMAN  POSSESSION  OF  AMERICAN  BOMB  SIGHT 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  we  all  know  in  this  body, 
and  practically  everyone  in  the  country  knows,  that  this 
country  is  woefully  unprepared  in  the  matter  of  national 
defense.  We  further  know,  or  at  least  it  is  my  belief,  that 
someone  in  this  country  has  Ijeen  woefully  negligent  and  de- 
linquent in  starting  our  defense  program.  I  think  this  pro- 
gram should  have  been  started  some  time  ago;  and  if  the 
President  is  the  great  international  autliorlty  he  claims  to  be 
and  many  people  think  he  is.  he  certainly  must  have  had  at 
his  command  information  which  would  have  warranted  his 
coming  before  Congress  a  whole  year  ago  and  asking  for  the 
appropriations  which  he  asked  for  a  month  ago. 

But  there  is  one  thing  above  all  others  In  the  entire 
national-defense  program  that  I  have  had  drummed  into  my 
ears  in  committee  hearings:  I  have  read  in  the  press.  I  have 
heard  over  the  radio.  I  have  heard  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
and  so  on.  that  the  one  chief  advantage  we  had  in  this  coun- 
try was  that  in  our  Air  Corps  we  had  a  bomb  sight  that  was 
superior  to  any  bomb  sight  possessed  by  any  other  nation  in 
the  world.  I  thought  it  to  be  so.  and  I  have  repeated  the 
statement  myself.  You  can  imagine  my  shock  and  my  sur- 
prise last  night  when,  listening  over  the  radio.  I  heard  a 
national  commentator  on  the  radio  say  that  the  Germans 
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'  had  a  bomb  sight  like  the  American  bomb  sight.  To  quote 
the  substance  of  his  words,  he  said  he  did  not  know  positively 
that  it  was  the  same  instrument,  but,  on  the  basis  of  in- 
formation from  very  authentic  sources  and  from  all  appear- 
ances, it  was  the  same  or  a  very  similar  instniment.  I  was 
startled  to  hear  this. 

Our  bomb  sight  is  the  one  thing  about  which  we  have 
boasted  to  the  world  that  we  were  superior.  It  is  the  one 
precious  secret  we  were  supposed  to  protect  above  everything 
else;  and  now  we  get  this  report  that  it,  or  one  very  similar, 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  Germans.    What  may  we  expect  next? 

If  that  is  true,  and  it  should  have  been  procured  from  this 
country,  someone  has  been  woefully  negligent.  A  person  who 
would  turn  such  a  secret  over  to  another  nation  could  be 
rightly  accused  of  treason  to  this  country.  Certainly  the 
"fifth  column"  activities  are  reaching  pretty  close  if  infor- 
mation as  to  our  bomb  sight,  or  specifications  for  it.  have 
gotten  out  and  in  some  way  have  found  their  way  Into  the 
hands  of  another  power. 

I  want  to  go  on  record  here  as  sajring  that  that  Is  a  very 
dastardly  thing,  something  that  the  Senate  and  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  should  not  pass  by;  something  that  Mr. 
Roosevelt,  as  President  of  the  country,  should  look  into,  and 
the  Secretary  of  War.  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  if  we 
have  a  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in  this  great  crisis.  I  do  not 
know  that  we  have  one.  The  last  I  heard,  he  was  nmning  for 
Governor  of  New  Jersey — a  very  laudable  ambition — but  cer- 
tainly we  need  a  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in  these  critical  times, 
when  the  world  is  aflame.  All  of  you  know  the  history  of 
the  Navy  Department.  You  know  that  for  some  time  we  were 
without  a  Secretary  of  the  Navy;  and  then  we  had  one  for  a 
few  months,  and  now  he  is  nmning  for  Governor  of  New 
Jersey.  They  say  he  is  going  to  resign.  Let  us  hope  he  will 
do  one  thing  or  the  other. 
i       Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.     Certainly. 

Mr.  HILL.  Would  the  Senator  object  to  telling  us  the  name 
of  the  radio  commentator  who  made  the  statement  to  which 
he  has  alluded? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  One  of  the  reasons  why  I  quote  him  is  that 
I  hold  him  in  very  high  esteem,  and  I  think  he  is  a  very  able 
commentator.  The  radio  commentator's  name  is  Pulton 
Lewis,  Jr.;  and  his  radio  program  was  broadcast  over  the 
Mutual  Broadcasting  System. 

I  believe  that  from  the  President  down  the  line,  including 
tbe  proper  committees  of  Congress,  we  should  take  steps  to 
investigate  and  determine  whether  or  not  this  report  is  true. 
It  is  a  very  serious  thing  if  it  is  true. 

I  merely  bring  the  matter  officially  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  a  question. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    Certainly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  heard  last  night  the  radio  broadcast  to 
which  the  Senator  refers;  but.  as  I  understood  his  remarks, 
he  did  not  even  intimate  that  anyone  in  the  American  Govern- 
ment had  sold  the  secret  of  our  bomb  sight.  He  said  the 
authorities  had  not  yet  seen  the  inside  of  the  one  found  on 
the  captured  German  airplane,  but  they  said  it  looked  very 
rauch  like  ours.  I  took  it  that  the  commentator  wanted  to 
convey  to  his  hearers  the  idea  that  Germany  had  invented 
and  was  using  a  bomb  sight  which  was  equal,  and  probably 
superior,  to  ours.  I  did  not  take  what  he  said  as  even  indi- 
~^  eating  indirectly  that  any  American  official  had  been  guilty 
of  giving  to  the  Germans  the  secret  of  the  bomb  sight  we  own. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  think  the  Senator  is  right.  He  in  no  way 
indicated  that,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  the  report  is  true 
or  not;  but  It  is  serious  enough  that  there  should  be  an  inves- 
tigation as  to  Its  validity.  I  think  the  Senator  was  right  in 
his  understanding.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  true  or  not; 
but  I  say  that  when  this  bomb  sight,  which  is  one  of  the  mili- 
tary achievements  in  which  we  are  greatly  superior  to  other 
nations  in  the  world,  or  one  like  it  suddenly  appears  in  Ger- 
man hands  and  is  found  on  German  airplanes  which  have 
been  captured  or  brought  down,  the  matter   certainly  is 


worthy  of  an  investigation  by  us  to  see  If  Americans  In  any 
way  have  had  anything  to  do  with  turning  it  over  to  the 
Germans;  and.  if  so,  then  it  is  treason. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Of  course  it  is,  and  if  we  have  any  evidence 
that  anyone  did  it,  we  should  go  after  him.  But  suppose  an 
investigation  should  show  that  the  Germans  had  invented  a 
bomb  sight  which  was  better  than  ours.  Regrettable  as  that 
would  be,  I  do  not  see  how  we  could  do  ansrthing  about  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  agrees  that  the  interpretation  of  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  of  Mr.  Pulton  Lewis'  broadcast  last  night  was  cor- 
rect, that  he  did  not  even  intimate  that  it  was  the  same  bomb 
sight,  or  that  anyone  In  the  American  Government  had  been 
derelict  in  any  duty  with  respect  to  it.  But  I  think  it  would 
be  agreed  by  all  who  have  listened  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  in  his  remarks  that  he  deliberately  sought  to 
create  the  impression  that  someone  in  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  had  been  guilty  of  dereliction  in  regard  to  this 
bomb  sight. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Let  me  answer  the  Senator  by  sasrlng  that 
I  hope  that  the  Senator  will  not  try  to  twist  the  meaning  of 
my  words.  I  said  all  along  that  if  the  report  is  true,  then 
someone  in  this  coimtry  has  been  very  derelict.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  true  or  not,  but  I  think  it  is  worthy  of  an 
investigation.  * 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  if  it  is  true  that  someone 
has  been  guilty  of  dereliction,  then  it  is  true  that  someone  has 
been  guilty  of  dereliction.  Iliat  is  the  sum  and  substance  of 
what  the  Senator  has  said. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  agree  with  the  Senator's  logic  in  that. 
It  is  very  simple.   I  am  glad  he  understands. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  it  should  develop  that  Germany  simply 
invented  a  bomb  sight  that  is  better  than  otu-s,  what  are  we 
going  to  do  about  it? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  ansrthing  we 
can  do  about  it;  and  that  may  be  the  case. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Until  there  is  some  charge  or  some  inti- 
mation that  someone  has  been  guilty  of  giving  away  our 
secrets  we  should  not  even  by  implication  intimate  that  any 
official  is  guilty. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  have  not  implicated  any  official.  I  have 
merely  said  that  the  President,  the  Secretary  of  War,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  the  American  Congress  should 
find  out  whether  or  not  it  is  true.  Even  though  I  differ  with 
the  Senator  on  most  occasions,  I  think  that  at  times  he  en- 
deavors to  be  fair.  [Laughter.  1  I  think  certainly  he  is  rais- 
ing the  same  question  to  me  here  now  that  he  has  charged 
against  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover  and  the  F.  B.  I.  I  do  not  think 
he  had  the  facts  to  make  the  charges  he  urged  against 
Mr.  Hoover  and  the  P.  B.  I.  He  made  some  pretty  bad  and 
loose  charges  then.    I  am  Just  raising  a  question. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  ITie  Senator  may  be  convinced  that  I  am 
guilty  of  committing  murder,  but  It  is  not  material,  so  far 
as  our  bomb  sight  is  concerned,  whether  I  have  killed  a  whole 
township  of  people,  or  robbed  banks,  or  anything  of  the  kind, 
or  that  I  have  been  unjust  to  the  greatest  advertiser  in  the 
world,  Mr.  Hoover.  I  do  not  think  that  the  matter  of  the 
bomb  sight  has  anything  to  do  vdth  Mr.  Hoover,  or  anything 
to  do  with  how  unjustly  I  have  accused  him,  if  the  Senator 
thinks  I  have.  Let  us  admit,  for  the  purpose  of  the  argument, 
that  I  am  all  imworthy,  as  the  Senator  thinks  I  am;  that 
does  not  justify  the  Senator  in  endeavoring  to  convey  the 
Impression  here  that  some  one  in  our  Government  has  been 
guilty  of  giving  away  the  secrets  of  a  bomb  sight.  There  is  * 
no  indication  as  yet  to  that  effect.  When  there  is,  I  want  to 
take  the  proper  steps  as  badly  as  the  Senator  does. 
Mr.  BRIDGES.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 
Mr.  NORRIS.  The  commentator  said  that  Germany  had 
a  bomb  sight  which  was  equal  to  or  probably  better  than  ours; 
that  the  inside  of  it  had  not  yet  been  seen,  but  on  the  outside 
it  locked  very  much  like  ours.  Germany  has  probably  a  good 
many  other  inventions  which  are  Improvements  over  what 
we  have  or  what  other  nations  of  the  world  have.  However 
bad  that  may  be,  however  much  we  may  regret  it,  it  is  not 
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cause  for  intimating  that  we  should  invesUgate  from  the 
President  down 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    I  did  not  say  to  investigate  the  President. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  To  discover  if  someone  has  given  away 
some  American  secrets. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  has  me  wrong.  I  know  what 
I  said;  the  Senator  does  not  need  to  speak  for  me. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  newspapers  will  not  get  the  Senator 
wrong.  It  will  appear  in  flaming  headlines  in  the  newspapers 
tomorrow  that  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  intimates 
that  someone  has  given  away  the  secret  of  our  bomb  sight; 
that  is  the  impression  that  is  going  out. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  Is  attempting 
to  give  the  wrong  impression.  Let  me  correct  the  Impression 
now, 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Very  well;  I  hope  the  Senator  will. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do  not  charge  that  the  President  gave 
the  secret  away  or  that  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  did.  I  merely  stated  they  should  Investigate  this 
report.  It  is  their  duty  to  InvesUgate  it.  I  did  not  imply 
that  anyone  else  gave  the  secret  away,  but  I  said,  if  it  is  true, 
that  anyone  did,  it  is  treason  and  should  be  investigated  now. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  There  is  no  report  anywhere  of  which  I 
know  that  anyone  in  the  Federal  Government  has  been  guilty 
of  giving  away  our  secrets.  There  is  no  such  charge  made  by 
anyone.  There  was  no  such  charge  made  by  the  commentator 
over  the  radio,  and  if  the  people  get  any  such  idea  they  will 
get  it  from  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire that  we  should  investigate  now  all  our  officials  to  see  if 
someone  has  not  been  guilty  of  giving  away  our  secrets. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  Does 
the  Senator  believe  that  when  reports  like  that  come  along  we 
should  sit  still  and  close  our  eyes? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No-  and  I  do  not  have  any  idea  that  the 
officials  are  sittins  still.  I  have  an  idea  that  by  this  time,  or 
long  before  this,  that  bomb  sight  over  in  France  has  been 
taken  apart  and  analyzed,  and  that  they  now  proliably  know 
all  about  it — all  that  can  be  known,  at  least,  from  an  exam- 
ination of  it.  It  has  probably  been  looked  into  over  there, 
and  is  being  looked  into  now  by  our  officials.  If  I  had  had 
any  way  of  looking  into  it,  I  would  have  done  it  myself,  as  a 
matter  of  curiosity,  to  see  whether,  in  the  first  place,  they  did 
have  such  a  Iwmb  sight;  and,  if  It  was  better  than  ours,  I 
would  have  been  in  favor  of  copying  it  or  getting  something 
Just  like  it. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  wish  the  Senator,  in  his  consideration  of 
the  F.  B.  I.  and  Edgar  Hoover,  had  used  the  same  fairness 
and  consideration  that  he  pretends  to  have  in  discussing  this 
subject. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  has  not  anything  to  do  with  the  bomb 
sight,  either.  According  to  the  Senator's  idea,  I  have  not 
been  fair.  The  Senator  and  some  other  people  have  not 
probably  yet  read  the  testimony  that  was  taken  in  the  investi- 
gation by  the  Attorney  General.  I  have  seen  no  one  defend- 
ing Mr.  Hoover,  who  has  admitted  what  the  clear  testimony 
shows,  and  what  now  stands  undisputed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  during  all  the  discussion  in 
the  Senate  on  the  question  of  preparedness  and  national 
defense,  very  few  Senators  on  either  side  have  sought  to  Inject 
politics  Into  the  discussion.  The  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire evidently,  in  his  remarks  this  morning,  sought  to  bring 
a  political  matter,  a  partisan  matter,  into  the  discussion  of 
national  defense  by  bringing  in  the  question  of  what  Mr. 
Roosevelt  and  his  administration  had  done  with  reference 
to  getting  our  coimtry  ready  for  defense. 

The  question  of  our  national  defense,  and  its  history  during 
the  last  few  years,  is  one  with  which  the  country  is,  no  doubt, 
familiar.  It  is  one  for  which  probably  no  political  party  and 
no  administration  may  be  held  responsible,  and  certainly  not 
from  a  partisan,  political  standpoint.  We  are  familiar  with 
the  Disarmament  Conference  held  in  Washington  in  1921; 
we  are  familiar  with  the  Nine  Power  Treaty:  we  are  familiar 
with  the  efforts  to  disarm  which  were  made  in  good  faith  not 
only  by  our  country  but  by  aU  other  countries. 


I  am  not  making  any  charge  that  the  administrations  prior 
to  Mr.  Roosevelt  were  negligent  in  the  performance  of  their 
duty.  Congress  has  been  as  much  responsible,  if  not  more 
responsible,  for  the  failure  to  appropriate  adequate  amounts 
of  money  for  the  national  defense  as  has  anyone  else  in  the 
United  States,  and  it  has  not  been  guilty  of  any  partisanship 
in  that  respect.  We  all  wanted  peace;  we  all  wanted  to  dis- 
arm. Probably  the  entire  world  has  been  caught  napping  by 
reason  of  the  situation  which  has  existed  during  the  last  4  or 
5  or  6  years,  and  which  exists  today. 

If  there  is  a  desire  to  enter  into  a  partisan  argument  over 
the  history  of  national  defense  in  this  country,  leading  back 
to  the  World  War,  It  will  be  a  very  interesting  discussion.  I 
hope  we  may  not  be  compelled  to  enter  into  that;  but,  inas- 
much as  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  has  injected  a 
partisan  note  into  the  discussion,  and  has  even  gone  to  the 
extent  of  criticizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  by  inquiring 
whether  we  had  a  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  because  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  has  been  nominated  for  Governor  of  New 
Jersey,  we  might  inquire  whether  we  have  a  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [laughter],  because  he  is  running  for  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  which  is  also  a  very  worthy  ambi- 
tion. I  might  say  that  I  am  willing  to  make  the  prediction 
that  if  the  record  is  examined,  it  will  be  found  that  Secretary 
Edison  has  been  on  the  job  infinitely  more  in  the  last  3  or  4 
months  than  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  has  been  on 
the  job  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  Mr.  Edison  has 
resigned  as  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  to  take  effect  on  June  24, 
which  Is  the  exact  date  on  which  the  Republican  Convention 
will  meet  in  Philadelphia;  and  while  Mr.  Edison  will  go  out 
of  the  Navy  by  his  own  choice,  on  the  same  day  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  will  go  out  of  the  Republican  Conven- 
tion by  its  choice.     I  Laughter.] 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  or 
not  Hitler  has  come  into  power  since  Mr.  Roosevelt  has  as- 
stmied  the  Presidency  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has 
been  in  the  majority  party  in  Washington? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  is  more 
intimate  with  Hitler  than  I  am.  Let  him  answer  his  own 
question.     [  Laughter.  ] 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  knows  full 
well  the  restrictions  imposed  as  a  result  of  the  disarmament 
conferences,  and  so  on.  He  knows  perfectly  well  that  when 
the  last  Republican  administration  was  in  power  there  was 
no  Fuehrer  Hitler.  He  has  seen  him  come  to  power  in  this 
time.  The  leader  of  his  party,  the  President  today,  Mr.  Roose- 
velt, has  been  President  during  that  entire  period.  There  has 
been  no  time  when  the  President  has  not  had  an  overwhelm- 
ing majority  in  Congress.  The  new  dealers  have  been  riding 
high  for  the  last  7 '2  years,  and  have  not  heeded  the  warning 
in  the  danger  brought  about  by  the  rise  of  nazi-ism.  Now  we 
have  to  pay  the  price  In  unpreparedness  for  their  neglect. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  To  answer  the  Senator's  question  s;:ecifl- 
cally — the  answer  to  which  he  knows  himself — Hitler  has 
come  into  power,  of  course,  since  1932.  The  Senator  also 
knows  that  during  that  period  of  time  the  Congress  has  not 
been  willing  to  appropriate  the  amount  of  money  and  has 
not  been  willing  to  go  as  fast  as  the  President  asked  it  to  go 
in  matters  of  national  defense,  and  that  only  a  year  ago  was 
Congress  sufficiently  aroused  on  the  subject  to  adopt  almost 
unanimously  the  national-defense  program  recommended 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States.  If  any  persons  have 
l)een  guilty  of  lack  of  foresight,  or.  In  other  words,  have  had 
"bum  sight."  that  guilt  is  as  much  chargeable  to  Congress 
as  to  £myone  else  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  the  question  whether  or  not  he  thinlts  that 
if  the  President  had  come  before  the  American  Congress  a 
year  ago  when  this  war  broke  out  and  given  Congress  the  true 
picture,  as  he  saw  it.  through  the  information  he  must  have 
had.  and  asked  for  appropriations  for  national  defense,  he 
would  have  gotten  them? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  doubt  very  seriously  whether  he  would 
have,  and  I  dare  say  that  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
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himself  would  have  been  the  nrst  to  charge  Mr.  Roosevelt 
with  being  a  wannonger. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  No;  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  not 
making  a  correct  statement;  because  while  I  have  been  an 
advocate  of  economy,  and  I  have  supported  economy  meas- 
ures. I  have  voted  for  every  defense  measure  since  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  am  not  saying  that  the  Senator  did 
not:  but  he  is  not  the  entire  Congress. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Oh,  yes;  he  is. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon — the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  says  he  Is.  I  apologize  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  for  that  statement  indicating  an  under  es- 
timation of  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MINTON  rose. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana  desire  to 
have  me  yield  to  him?  I  yield,  unless  the  Senator  wants  the 
floor  in  his  own  right. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  want  the  floor  In  my  own  right. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  have  done  what  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  could  have  very  readily  and  easily  have  done— 
I  have  walked  a  few  steps,  and.gone  into  the  cloak  room,  and 
picked  up  the  telephone,  and  called  the  Chief  of  the  Air 
Corps,  Oen.  Henry  H.  Arnold,  and  asked  him  about  this  Ger- 
man bomb  sight;  whether  or  not  there  was  any  evidence,  or 
any  facts,  or  any  indication  that  the  Germans  had  the  bomb 
sight  of  the  United  States  Government.  General  Arnold 
advised  me  that,  from  the  pictures  and  the  other  information 
they  have  of  the  German  bomb  sight,  and  from  the  results 
they  know  have  been  gotten  from  It.  the  Germans  have  a 
good  bomb  sight,  but  that  none  of  these  facts  show  that  the 
Germans  have  our  bomb  sight. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  pictures  of  the  bomb 
sight  show  that  whereas  some  of  the  features  of  the  German 
bomb  sight  are  similar  to  the  featiU'es  of  our  bomb  sight, 
in  many  ways  the  German  bomb  sight  is  not  like  our  bomb 
sight. 

With  that  statement,  I  hope  I  have  been  able  to  relieve  the 
mind  of  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  that  the  Germans 
do  not  have  our  bomb  sight. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in  that  connection  it  might 
be  observed  that,  if  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  had 
•  gone  to  the  telephone  and  gotten  the  Information,  which  he 
did  not  have  and  apparently  did  not  want,  he  could  not  have 
made  the  speech  he  did  here  insinuating'  that  someone  in  the 
Government  had  done  what  he  has  suggested. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  Of  course,  the  Senator's  name  would  not  have 
appeared  in  this  afternoon's  newspapers  or  in  tomorrow 
morning's  newspapers  if  he  had  not  made  that  speech. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Well,  it  may  not,  anyway.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  support  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  FollettbI, 
which  would  strike  lines  13  to  15,  inclusive,  on  page  12,  from 
the  pending  work  relief  and  relief  bill. 

The  provision  we  wish  to  strike  from  the  bill  reads: 

No  loan  or  grant  shall^be  made  under  this  section  to  any  person 
to  enable  him  to  sut}scribe  to  or  pay  for  stock  or  membership  In  any 
oooperatlve  aaBociation. 

I  think  there  can  be  no  question  that  one  of  the  soundest 
and  most  economical  ways  of  bringing  about  rehabilitation 
of  many  thousands  of  low -income  farmers  at  this  time  is  by 
local  effort  made  possible  through  loans  to  small  groups  of 
farmers.  By  furthering  cooperative  efforts  among  these  low- 
Income  groups  the  Farm  Security  Administration  has  felt, 
and  has  been  justified  in  feeling,  that  it  was  canying  out  a 
well-established  policy  of  Congress. 

The  worth  of  farm  cooperatives  to  individual  farmers  is 
attested  by  various  acts  of  Congress  intended  to  promote  the 
growth  of  farm  cooperatives.  Among  these  I  might  mention 
the  Capper-Volstead  Act  of  1922.  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1929. 


the  United  States  Warehouse  Act.  the  act  of  1933  establishing 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration,  and  several  others. 

The  plain  fact  is  that  low-income  farmers,  distressed  farm- 
ers for  whom  we  are  apiH'opriating  ftmds  through  the  Farm 
Security  Administration,  are  the  very  ones  most  in  need  of 
the  benefits  of  farm  cooperatives. 

The  prohibition  of  the  use  of  loans  and  grants  from  the 
Farm  Security  Administration  to  be  used  to  pay  dues  in  co- 
operatives tends  to  defeat  the  very  purpose  of  the  appropria- 
tion. Membership  In  the  cooperatives  brings  the  fanner 
benefits  which  more  than  equal  the  cost  of  his  membership; 
and  very  frequently,  I  am  informed,  failure  to  belong  requires 
him  to  do  things  and  buy  things  at  his  own  expense  which  he 
could  do  or  get  much  cheaper  through  membership  in  the 
cooperative. 

I  also  believe  the  Congress  should  take  cognizance  of  the 
value  of  the  farmer  cooperatives  to  the  American  fanners 
and  to  American  agriculture.  The  prohibition  of  use  of 
F.  S.  A.  loans  and  grants  will  materially  decrease  the  mem- 
bership in  many  local  cooperatives,  and  thereby  deal  a  blow  at 
the  cooperative  movement  which  the  Congress  has  been  try- 
ing to  build  up  through  a  nimiber  of  legislative  acts  and 
through  Government  aid  in  various  forms. 

In  the  interest  of  the  distressed  farmers.  In  the  Interest  of 
the  farm  cooperative  movement,  and  in  the  interest  of  sound 
agricultural  practices,  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Senate  will 
strike  this  section  from  the  bill  by  accepting  the  La  Pollette 
amendment. 

At  this  ixiint  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Recoro,  as  part  of  my  remarks,  a  letter  from  Cal  A.  Ward, 
Regional  Director  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration,  at 
Lincoln,  Nebr..  in  support  of  my  position,  and  also  a  telegram 
from  John  Vesecky,  of  Salina.  Kans..  president  of  the  Na- 
tional Farmers'  Union,  presenting  the  views  of  the  president, 
officers,  and  directors  of  the  National  Farmers  Union. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  and  telegram  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcord,  as  follows: 

Unttkd  States  DEPJutncxirr  or  AoRiCT7i.TtTKS. 

Fakm  Securitt  Administsattom, 

Lincoln.  Nebr..  May  28,  1940. 
Hon.  ARTHTm  CAPPnni, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Senator:  It  Is  my  information  that  the  House  last  week 
in  approving  the  relief  bill  greatly  restricted  funds  being  made 
available  for  the  promotion  of  farmers'  marketing  and  constimer 
cooperatives. 

In  region  7,  which  la  composed  of  Kansas.  Nebraska,  North  and 
South  Dakota,  during  the  past  3  years  we  have  made  a  great  many 
loans  for  farmers  to  participate  In  cooperatives,  principally  grain 
cooperatives.  Many  of  these  cooperatives  have  operated  for  1  year 
or  more,  and  in  many  instances  are  showing  substantial  progress, 
and  furthermore,  it  is  my  opinion  that  the  greater  percentage  of 
these  loans  will  be  retired  out  of  retains  and  earnings  by  partici- 
pating in  the  cooperatives. 

I  am  of  the  firm  belief  that  this  is  a  sound  program  and  is  a  very 
definite  forward  step  in  the  process  of  rehabilitating  the  individual 
farm  family. 

The  objective  of  the  Farm  Sectu-ity  Administration  Is  to  rehabili- 
tate the  hard-hit  low-Income  farm  family,  looking  forward  to  the 
time  when  they  will  have  more  security  for  their  families  an4  with 
a  better  opportunity  to  remain  on  the  farm.  When  a  farmer,  who 
is  practically  insolvent,  comes  to  us  for  a  loan,  and  after  the  local 
advisory  committee  has  recommended  this  fanner  for  a  loan,  steps 
are  taken  in  the  farmer's  case  to  work  out  a  souixl  farm  and  home 
plan.  Sound  farm  and  home  practices  are  discussed  and  agreed 
upon,  proper  rotation  and  diversification  of  crops  are  studied,  and 
the  farmer's  debts  are  adjusted  in  line  with  his  ability  to  pay. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  and  other  factors,  his  desire  to  par- 
ticipate in  a  cooperative  or  cooperatives  Is  considered.  In  many 
Instances  it  is  deemed  advisable,  after  a  thorough  analysis  hM 
been  made,  that  this  farmer  should  be  extended  a  loan  to  partici- 
pate in  a  cooperative  which  Is  already  a  going  concern  or  one  which 
Is  to  be  established.  Furthermore,  many  times  It  Is  qxilte  evident 
that  the  participation  in  the  cooi>eratlTe  lends  itself  very  materially 
to  the  rehabilitation  of  that  individual  family.  Also,  is  is  a  well- 
known  fact  that  not  only  does  the  farmer  who  participates  In  the 
cooperative  receive  dividends.  In  cash  or  interests  In  the  cooperative, 
but  the  fact  of  the  cooperative  being  In  the  community  reflects 
higher  price  levels  for  the  commodity  which  is  to  be  sold  or  lower 
prices  for  the  conimodlty  which  Is  to  be  purchased  by  the  farmer, 
as  the  case  may  be. 

These  sound  cooperatives  in  the  community  not  only  lend  them- 
selves to  the  benefit  of  the  participant  in  the  cooperative,  but  the 
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other  fanners  of  the  conimunlty  as  well.  Inajsmuch  as  higher  prices 
are  reflected. 

For  the  atwve  reasons  I  am  very  much  concerned  about  this  whole 
matter  and  hope  that  the  Congress  will  see  fit  that  funds  are 
•vaUable  to  loan  to  farmers  to  participate  In  sound  cooperatives, 
and.  In  fact,  that  funds  are  available  for  strengthening  farmers' 
marketing  and  consumer  cooperatives. 

I  am  of  the  firm  belief  that  a  large  percentage  of  the  farmers, 
including  the  farm  organizations  of  this  .section  of  the  country,  will 
feel  that  the  farmers'  cause  is  greatly  Jeopardized  and  retarded  if 
the  Farm  Security  Administration  is  restricted  In  Its  help  to 
farmers  and  the  cooi>eratlvcs.  I  am  fully  aware  that  for  many  years 
•elfish  Interests  have  fought  the  farmer  owned  and  controlled 
cooperatives. 

Knowing  your  Interest  in  agriculture  and  the  farmers  of  your 
State.  I  sincerely  hope  that  you  will  do  what  you  can  to  reinstate 
this  provision  in  the  relief  appropriation  bill. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Cal  A.  Ward,  Regional  Director. 

__  Sauna,  Kans.,  May  29,  1940. 

Bon.  Artkur  Catpek. 

United  States  Senator, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 

Otir  National  Farmers  Union  board  respectfully  urge  your  atten- 
tion to  the  following  resolution: 

"Whereas  the  House  of  Representatives'  Appropriations  Committee 
has  Included  in  the  relief  appropriation  bill  a  provision  to  pro- 
hibit Farm  Security  Administration  from  making  loans  to  its 
farmer  clients  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  membership  and/or 
stock  in  farmer  owned  and  controlled  cooperatives:  and 

••Whereas  piu-chaslng  of  farm  supplies,  processing  and  marketing 
of  farm  products  by  farmer -owned  cooperatives  has  been  and  Is  a 
very  effective  and  direct  way  of  reducing  expenses  of  farmers  and 
increasing  farm  Income.  Further,  the  financial  condition  of 
farmers'  cooperatives  Is  very  sound,  and  the  financial  return  to 
farmers  by  their  cooperatives  has  been  a  great  help  to  them  in 
meeting  their  costs  of  operation; 

"Whereas  the  loans  made  to  farmer  clients  by  Farm  Security 
Administration  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  memberships  and  or 
shares  in  cooperatives  has  been  one  of  the  most  constructive  means 
of  giving  farmers  sound  self-help:  and 

"Whereas  farmers  who  are  clients  of  Farm  Security  Administration 
are  In  practically  all  instances  unable  to  originally  capitalize  their 
own  cooperatives  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  capital  can  be  repaid 
from  savings  and  the  farmers  can  thus  get  into  their  hands  mech- 
anisms for  self-help  on  a  permanent  basis;  and 

"Whereas  these  loans  are.  from  the  viewpoint  of  Government, 
sound  from  a  financial  viewpoint  as  well  as  for  self-help  ptuposes 
and  are  In  no  sense  sut>8ldles. 

Now,  therefore,  we.  the  board  of  directors  of  the  Farmers  Educa- 
tional and  Cooperative  Union  of  America  do  hereby  urge  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  eliminate  the  aforementioned  pro- 
hibitive amendment. 

John  Veseckt, 
President,  National  Farmers  Union. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  morning's  Times-Herald 
carried  a  big  headline  stating  that  Hitler  had  announced  that 
he  would  not  attack  America,  which,  judging  from  the  past. 
Is  a  signal  that  he  intends  to  attack  America. 

In  the  Evening  Star  of  today.  June  15,  there  appears  an 
article  with  this  headline: 

Nazis  won't  forget  United  SUtes  aid  for  foes,  Reich  ofllcial  says. 

This  is  an  Impudent  and  brazen  threat,  which  shows  that 
the  Nazis  grow  bolder  each  day. 

Making  love  one  day  and  threatening  the  next,  the  Nazis 
have  thrown  their  propaganda  machine  into  high  gear  in 
order  to  sabotage  America's  defense  program.  I  would  not 
have  mentioned  it.  except  for  the  comment  that  has  come  to 
me  since  Hitler's  statement  showing  that  some  Americans  are 
actually  giving  credence  to  Hitler's  statement  that  he  lias  no 
Interest  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Adolf  Hitler  has  gambled  on  the  gullibility  of  the  American 
people  since  the  beginning.  Those  who  have  no  evil  in  their 
own  minds  do  not  ascribe  evil  to  the  other  fellow.  Therefore. 
I  think  we  are  a  gullible  people.  Because  we  do  not  think  evil 
of  others,  we  have  no  diabolical  scheme  for  the  overthrow  of 
some  other  government;  therefore  we  do  not  ascrib-?  to  other 
people  the  schemes  that  we  do  not  have  In  our  own  minds. 

Hitler  comes  out  now  with  a  statement  written  by  a  Mr. 
Karl  Von  Wlegand.  I  wonder  if  the  name  has  anything  to 
do  with  the  fact  that  the  writer  received  a  private  and  exclu- 
sive Interview  with  the  Chancelor  of  the  German  Reich.  He 
tells  the  American  people,  Just  when  we  are  preparing  our 
"full  steam  ahead"  defense  program,  that  he  does  not  have 
any  interest  in  the  western  world.    I  wonder  if  that  is  not  a 


signal,  as  It  was  a  signal  for  every  one  of  the  other  countrlet 
which  he  has  laid  waste.  And  today,  his  hands  dripping  with 
the  blood  of  Poland,  Norway,  Holland,  Belgium,  and  France, 
he  assures  the  world  that  he  does  not  plan  to  attack  the 
Americas.  He  even  throws  In  for  good  measure  an  assurance 
that  he  does  not  plan  to  destroy  England. 

Fresh  in  our  memory  is  his  statement  that  he  had  no  evil 
Intentions  against  others.  Tliat  is  the  Nazi  technique.  It 
has  been  the  Nazi  technique  from  the  beginning  to  make  love 
to  10  nations  while  he  hacked  1  nation  to  pieces;  then  to 
make  love  to  9  nations  while  he  destroyed  another;  then  to 
make  love  to  8  nations  while  he  destroyed  still  another— 
cutting  them  to  pieces  one  at  a  time,  all  the  while  saying  to 
the  others,  "I  have  no  Intention  of  aggression  against  you." 
He  said  the  same  thing  to  each  of  the  nations  he  has  de- 
stroyed. 

Mr.  President,  the  black  and  bloody  record  of  Hitler's  be- 
trayal of  those  who  have  trusted  him  Is  grim  proof  that  his 
"friendship"  is  more  deadly  than  his  enmity. 

How  can  the  people  of  America  give  any  credence  whatever 
to  his  latest  cunning  effort  at  betrayal  and  deception?  To 
me  It  Is  an  ominous  foreboding.  It  is  as  ironical  as  the  good 
meal  which  is  fed  to  a  victim  just  before  his  execution.  It 
reminds  me  of  a  butcher  who,  contemplating  a  new  slaughter, 
pats  the  fat  animal  on  the  back,  feeling  for  a  soft  place  to 
stick  the  knife.  It  is  the  Ironical  and  fiendish  technique  of 
the  Njizi  propaganda. 

I  warn  America  that  instead  of  relying  upon  his  word  as 
an  assurance  of  safety  we  would  be  wiser  to  take  it  as  a  signal 
that  America  has  been  marked  for  slaughter.  Did  not  the 
invasion  of  Czechoslovakia  follow  such  denial  of  intentions? 
Did  not  the  brutal  murder  of  the  Polish  people  follow  such  a 
denial?  Did  not  the  ruthless  slaughter  of  the  Hollanders  and 
the  Belgians  follow  just  such  assurances?  Therefore  America 
should  look  upon  the  Hitler  statement  as  a  new  signal  of 
danger  and  redouble  all  efforts  to  speed  material  aid  to  the 
Allies  the  best  means  of  Increasing  our  own  defenses. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
in  section  2  on  page  12,  to  strike  out  subsection  (f)  as 
amended.  (Putting  the  question.]  The  ayes  have  It.  and  the 
amendment  is  agreed  to. 

The  joint  resolution  is  still  before  the  Senate  and  open 
to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  an 
amendment,  on  page  25,  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent for  the  reconsideration  of  the  vote  by  which  my  amend- 
ment was  agreed  to.  I  wish  to  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 
The  amendment  is  very  important. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  like  to  oppose  the 
Senator's  request,  but  the  amendment  has  been  agreed  to 
practically  unanimously. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  usually  sub- 
mit requests  of  this  kind.  I  think  my  attendance  record  in 
the  Senate  will  compare  favorably  with  that  of  other  Sena- 
tors. I  was  called  from  the  Chamber  while  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  I  Mr.  Lee]  had  the  floor.  I  assumed  that  he 
would  speak  for  some  time.  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  with 
the  permission  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  that  the 
vote  may  be  reconsidered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  is  reconsidered. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  a  sufficient  sec- 
ond? [A  pause.]  Only  seven  Senators  second  the  request. 
That  is  not  a  suflflcient  number. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  3^eld  to  me  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting  the 
absence  of  a  quorum? 
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Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Connally 

Andrews 

Danaher 

Asburst 

Davis 

Austin 

Downey 

BaUey 

Ellender 

BankheMl 

George 

BarUey 

Gerry 

BUtX) 

Gillette 

Bone 

Green 

Bruises 

Guffey 

Brown 

Gumey 

Bulow 

Hale 

Byrd 

Hatch 

Byrnes 

Hayden 

Capper 

Herring 

Caraway 

Hill 

Chandler 

Ho:  man 

Clark.  Mo. 

Holt 

Johnson.  Colo. 

King 

La  FoUette 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

Maloney 

McKellar 

UcNary 

Mead 

MlUer 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Norrls 

Nye 

CMahoney 

Plttman 


Radcllffe 

Reynolds 

RtBsell 

Schwartz 

Sheppard 

Shlpstead 

Slattery 

Smith 

Stewart 

Tart 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Walsh 

Wiley 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Seventy-two  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  my 
amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  HALE  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Byrnes  1.  Not  knowing  how  he  would  vote,  I  withhold  my 
vote.    If  at  liberty  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  HILL  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  ReedI.  I 
transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Washington  LMr. 
ScHWELLENBACHl,  and  Will  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SHIPSl'EAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
Igeneral  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Glass].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  I  Mr.  Frazucr],  who,  I  am  informed,  would 
vote  as  I  shall  vote.  Therefore  I  am  at  liberty  to  vote.  I  vote 
"yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Delaware 
[Mr.  TowNSXNDl,  who  is  absent.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smathers],  and  permit 
my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  McNARY  (after  having  voted  in  the  aflfirmative).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Harrison].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Gibson],  and  permit  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  SmathersI  is  absent  from  the  Senate  because  of 
illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  BulowI,  the  Sen- 
tor  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Burke  1,  the  Senators  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes  and  Mr.  Smith!,  the  Senators  from* 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez  and  Mr.  Hatch],  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Clark  1.  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Donahey], 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass!,  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr.  Harrison],  the  Senators  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Holt  and  Mr.  NeelyI,  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Httghxs!,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King!,  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarranI,  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Overton  J,  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper),  the 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  SchwellenbachI,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri  [Mr.  Truman! .  and  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Wagner!  are  necessarily  detained. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler  J  is  unavoidably 
detained.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting  he  would 
vote  "yea." 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Gibson!,  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour],  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Prazier]  would  vote  "yea"  if  present. 


The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed!  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  LMr.  Tobey!  are  absent  on  ofiBcial 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Townsend!  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maine  [Mr.  White]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  53.  nays  12.  as  follows: 

YKAS— 53 


Adams 

Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Bankhead 

BarkJey 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Clark.  Mo. 


Bailey 

Byrd 

OUlette 


Barbour 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrnes 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Donahey 

Prasler 


ConnaUy 

Danaher 

Davis 

Downey 

Ellender 

George 

Gerry 

Guffey 

Gurney 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holroan 

Johnson,  Colo. 


La  PoUette 

Lee 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

MUler 

Mlnton 

Murray 

NorrlB 

Nye 

CMahoney 

Plttman 


NAYS— 12 


Green 

Lodge 
McKellar 


Radcllffe 
Reynolds 
Russell 


NOT  VOTING— 31 


Olbeon 

Glass 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson,  Calif. 


King 

McCarran 

Neely 

Overton 

Pepper 

Reed 

Bchwellenbach 

Bnuithers 


Schwartz 

Sheppard 

Shlpstead 

Slattery 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Vandenberg 

Walsh 

WUey 


Stewart 
Tydlngs 
Van  Nuye 


Smith 

Tobey 

Townsend 

Ttuman 

Wagner 

Wheeler 

White 


So  Mr.  La  Follette's  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOTTSE — ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Megill,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  enrolled  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res. 
272)  to  authorize  the  postponement  of  payments  of  amounts 
payable  to  the  United  States  by  the  Republic  of  Finland  on 
its  indebtedness  under  agreements  between  that  Republic  and 
the  United  States  dated  May  1. 1923,  and  May  23.  1932,  and  it 
was  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore. 

TRANSFER   OF   CONSTRUCTION    CORPS   TO   LINE   OF   NAVTT 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
(S.  4027)  to  transfer  the  active  list  of  the  Construction  Corps 
to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was,  on 
page  12,  after  line  18,  to  insert: 

"Sic.  17.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  appoint  a  board  of  officers  of  the  Navy  to  investigate  and 
report  upon  all  matters  concerning  the  status  of  line  officers  desig- 
nated for  specialized  duty.  The  t}oard  shall  make  specific  recom- 
mendations as  to  the  advisability  of  establishing  a  technical  staff 
corps  as  an  adjunct  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  but  separate  therefrom, 
such  recommendations  to  include  proposed  permanent  legislation 
deemed  necessary  to  give  effect  thereto.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Is  further  directed  to  cause  the  report  of  the  Board  herein  authorized 
to  be  transmitted  to  the  Congress  within  10  days  of  the  beginning  d 
the  session  of  the  Seventy-seventh  Congress,  commencing  on  or 
about  January  3,  1941." 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  In  the  House 
amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  WORK  RELIEF  AND  RELIEF 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  reso- 
lution (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941, 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  Intend  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment directed  to  subsection  (b)  of  section  15,  appearing  on 
page  25.  I  wish  to  have  stricken  lines  19  to  25.  inclusive, 
on  page  25.  and  lines  1  to  6  on  page  26.  I  send  an  amendment 
to  the  desk  which  will  accomplish  that  result. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  25.  after  line  18.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  lines  19  to  25.  and  on  page  26.  lines  1  to  6. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  when  that  particular  lan- 
guage providing  for  the  exclusion  from  the  rolls  of  workers 


who  had  continuously  been  employed  thereon  for  18  months 
or  more  was  adopted  it  was  thought  that  a  very  salutary 
result  would  be  achieved.  It  has  not  worked  out  in  practice 
and  it  has  led  to  untold  distress. 

There  are  many  reasons  of  economy,  as,  for  instance.  In 
recertifying  workers,  in  reexamining  enrollee  clients,  in  the 
paper  work  of  the  oflBces  of  administration,  in  the  loss  of  effi- 
ciency In  the  various  jobs  upon  which  relief  clients  are  em- 
ployed for  striking  the  provision  from  the  law.  In  fact,  when 
the  bill  of  last  year  was  passed  and  became  a  law  more  than 
three-quarters  of  a  million  people  were  required  to  be  dis- 
charged from  the  service  before  the  1st  of  September. 

Surveys  which  were  conducted  under  Colonel  Harrington 
thereafter  disclosed  that  by  November  more  than  half  of  that 
number  were  once  again  back  on  the  W.  P.  A.  roll,  but,  above 
all.  Mr.  President,  the  remaining  one-half  were,  in  many 
instances,  found  living  in  most  destitute  and  most  deplorable 
circumstances.  It  even  reached  the  point  where  people  were 
unable  to  secure  public  assistance  In  their  local  communities, 
chiefly  due  to  the  fact  that,  being  employable,  they  were  not 
eligible  for  local  relief. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  make  an  inquiry  of 
the  Senator? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Certainly. 

Mr.  McNARY,  Is  it  the  whole  of  subdivision  (b) ,  on  page 
25,  that  the  Senator  desires  to  eliminate  from  the  bill? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  That  is  correct.  My  amendment  would 
strike  out  all  of  subsection  (b)  of  section  15  appearing  on 
page  25. 

Mr.  President,  Colonel  Harrington's  report  shows  that  about 
one-fourth,  and  only  about  one-fourth,  of  the  nearly  three- 
quarters  of  a  million  people  were  again  able  to  get  on  the 
W.  P.  A.  relief  rolls. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield,  did 
I  understand  him  correctly  to  say  that  of  those  who  went 
off  under  the  18  months'  provision  only  a  fourth  were  able 
to  get  back? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  will  read  exactly  what  the  first  survey 
showed.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  there  were  several  sur- 
veys. The  first  survey  was  that  to  which  I  have  already  made 
reference.     I  read  from  the  report: 

By  November  considerably  mate  than  half  of  the  separated  workers 
were  again  dependent  on  public  assistance.  About  a  fourth  were 
back  on  W.  P.  A.  and  more  than  a  fourth  were  on  local  relief  rolls. 
Large  numbers  were  living  on  Federal  surplus  commodities  because 
in  many  areas  no  relief  Is  available  for  employable  cases. 

Mr.  President,  surveys  were  conducted  from  time  to  time 
thereafter.  There  is  no  question  that  a  very  large  percentage, 
probably  in  the  neighborhood  today  of  one-half,  of  those 
separated  from  the  rolls  last  December  are  now  back  on 
W.  P.  A.  There  cannot  be.  and  there  never  has  been,  an 
effort  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  provide  work  relief  for 
all  those  who  seek  It;  there  always  has  to  be  some  degree  of 
selectivity;  and.  Mr,  President,  when,  on  the  basis  of  the  re- 
ports of  the  certifying  agencies  in  the  local  communities,  men 
have  gotten  on  the  W.  P.  A.  roll,  the  best  need  and  the  best 
value  can  be  subserved  by  avoiding  all  those  duplications  of 
effort,  those  losses  of  economy  and  efficiency  in  administration, 
and  in  restoring  thereafter  imder  the  recertiflcatlon  provision 
those  who  have  to  be  separated  by  virtue  of  the  completion  of 
their  18  months'  service  on  the  rolls.  Both  those  who  are  on 
the  roll  and  those  who  are  not  are  legitimately,  earnestly 
seeking  private  emplojmient  wherever  they  can. 

Under  the  circumstances,  where  W.  P.  A.  projects  are  going 
forward  apace,  associated,  as  they  are,  with  national-defense 
needs  in  this  latest  develoianent,  there  can  be  little  question 
that  the  efficient,  able  workers  should  be  continued  on  the 
rolls,  and  the  opportunity  should  be  given  to  them  to  work  out 
to  the  great  advantage  of  the  Government  the  greatest  value 
for  the  money  spent. 

In  addition.  Mr.  President,  those  who  were  already  on  local 
relief  rolls,  already  having  established  their  status  in  that 
particular,  will  be  cared  for,  whereas  to  disarrange  the  entire 
program  means  a  reallocation  of  the  types  of  relief  clients 
whether  on  W.  P.  A.  or  on  local  relief. 


Mr.  BROWN.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  agree  with  the  position  taken  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut.  I  think  section  15  (b)  should  bs 
eliminated  from  the  joint  resolution. 

I  note,  in  reading  the  testimony  of  Colonel  Harrington  on 
page  67  of  the  Senate  committee  hearings,  that  he  has  the 
following  to  say: 

In  my  opinion,  section  15  (b>,  as  now  embodied  In  the  joint  reso- 
lution. Is  so  contrary  to  the  objective  originally  intended  to  be 
reached  by  means  of  some  principle  of  rotation  that  I  recommend 
that  It  be  eliminated  in  its  entirety. 

That,  I  take  it,  is  just  what  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
is  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Precisely. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  allow  me  to 
read  a  further  part  of  Colonel  Harrington's  testimony,  in 
which  he  says,  on  page  121 : 

I  think  that  the  section  might  very  well  be  left  in. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  rose  for  the  purpose  of  commenting  not 
only  upon  what  I  read  but  also  upon  the  position  later  taken 
by  Colonel  Harrington,  and  asking  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut If  he  would  not  consider  modifying  his  amendment 
in  the  manner  I  am  about  to  suggest;  but  I  should  like  to 
make  a  brief  comment  before  suggesting  the  language. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  let  me  retain  my  preroga- 
tive just  a  moment  before  further  srielding  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan,  whose  cooperation  I  value.  In  order  that  there 
may  be  no  misapprehension  as  to  the  reference  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  to  the  testimony  of  Colonel  Harrington 
on  page  121;  and  I  desire  to  read  It  word  for  word: 

Colonel'  HABaTNCTON.  On  the  whcrie  program,  37  percent.  Senator 
McKeixas. 

Answering  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  as  to 
what  percentage  of  those  on  relief  are  over  45  years  of  age 

If  this  provision  were  Included  in  this  section,  my  recommenda- 
tion would  be  to  strike  the  whole  section  out  and  do  away  with  the 
18-monfh  lay-off,  because  I  think  it  will  become  ineffective  In  ac- 
complishing the  purpose  If  that  46-year  provision  remains  in.  So 
that  my  recommendation  would  be.  first,  to  strike  the  46-year  pro- 
vision out;  second,  if  that  Is  not  done,  strike  the  whoPe  section  out 

That  is  the  particular  paragraph  in  which  Colonel  Harring- 
ton deals  with  the  45-year  provision  and  with  the  18-month 
period  of  service. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  take  it  that  the  original  purpose  of  section 
15 — and  I  gather  that  from  what  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
I  Mr.  Adams  1  in  charge  of  the  joint  resolution,  tells  me  In 
private  conversation — was  to  assure  a  certain  amount  of  rota- 
tion, and  to  prevent  persons  from  remaining  on  the  W.  P,  A. 
rolls  when  it  was  quite  possible  for  them  to  obtain  Jobs  in 
private  employment.  Having  that  in  mind,  and  understand- 
ing that  now,  as  I  understand  from  Colonel  Harrington's 
testimony,  only  about  21/2  percent  remain  on  the  rolls  for  18 
months  or  longer,  it  is  not  a  very  important  provision  to 
retain  in  the  joint  resolution.  In  order  to  accomplish  what 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  wants  and  at  the  same  time 
provide  for  rotation,  however,  I  desire  to  substitute  this  lan- 
guage after  the  amendment  which  was  adopted  in  line  21. 

The  Senator  will  recall  that  the  phrase — 

Unmarried  v^dows  of  such  veterans  and  wives  of  such  veterans 
who  are  tmemployable — 

Was  put  back  in  the  Senate  print  of  the  Joint  resolution.  I 
would  add,  right  after  that  language,  within  the  exception: 

and  all  project  workers  who  have  made  reasonable  efforts  to  securs 
private  employment. 

Does  the  Senator  get  what  I  mean? 

Mr.  DANAHER,     Wholly. 

Mr.  BROWN,  I  think  that  would  accomplish  the  purpose 
which  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  desires  to  accomplish  by 
striking  out  all  of  subsection  (b) ,  and  I  think  likewise  it  would 
assure  the  Administrator  the  right  to  discharge  persons  who 
have  made  no  honest  effort  to  secure  employment  in  ix'Ivate 
industry.  It  seems  to  me  It  would  meet  both  situations;  and 
I  do  not  see  how  there  can  be  reasonable  ground  to  object  to 
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that  kind  of  a  compromise  between  the  views  expressed  by 
the  Appropriations  Committee  and  those  held  by  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut.  I  therefore  make  that  suggestion  to  him. 
and  ask  him  whether  or  not  he  would  be  willing  to  accept  that 
as  a  substitute  for  his  amendment? 

Mr,  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  before  answering  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  categorically,  I  should  like  to  complete 
exactly  what  Colonel  Harrington  said  in  that  particular.  I 
will  say  that  my  own  purpose  is  to  strike  out  entirely  section 
15  <b);  and  If  we  could  have  a  vote  to  achieve  tliat  result, 
I  believe  it  preferable  by  far  to  amending  the  paragraph  in 
the  particular  mentioned  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan, 
for  the  reasons  which  Colonel  Harrington  himself  explained. 
I  will  read  what  he  says. 

On  page  121  of  the  Senate  committee  hearings.  Colonel 
Harrington  said: 

I  think  that  the  section  might  very  well  be  left  In.  Senator 
AfcKzLLAX.  as  It  Is  now  operating.  It  produced  a  lot  of  hardships 
last  summer  with  this  mass  lay-off  with  the  18-month  provision. 
It  is  now  rxinnlng  between  30.000  and  45.000  people  a  month  on 
a  program  of  about  2.000.000.  and  we  are  able  to  handle  that.  We 
are  able  to  get  those  people  reinvestigated,  and  the  ones  that  really 
cannot  get  employment  are  put  back  on. 

Senator  Aoams.  And  they  are  taken  back  at  about  an  average  of 
70  percent? 

Colonel  Haxkiitgton.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Ovxbton.  How  quickly  do  they  get  back  on  the  rolls? 

Colonel  Hassington.  They  have  to  wait  30  days  before  they  can 
be  recertified,  and  then  after  they  are  recertified  there  is  some 
delay  before  they  can  get  back  on.  We  have  to  have  a  vacancy  for 
them.  Cases  that  are  reaUy  in  need  would  get  back  within  2 
months. 

Mr.  President.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  persons  who  are  in 
need  cannot  get  back  on  the  rolls  in  less  than  2  months,  and 
then,  if  they  really  are  in  need — ^to  quote  the  colonel — they 
get  back  on  the  rolls,  it  seems  to  me  no  substantial  purpose 
would  be  served  by  adopting  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Michigan,  for  the  reason  that  no  one  stays  on  relief  if 
he  can  get  off.  Anyone  would  rather  have  a  good  Job  in 
private  industry  or  private  employment  anywhere  than  to 
remain  on  relief. 

Mr.  MAIiONEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chahdler  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  3rleld  to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  BdAIiONEY.  I  merely  want  to  make  an  explanation 
and  a  suggestion,  and  that  Is  that  I  hope  my  colleague  will 
insist  upon  a  vote  upon  his  own  amendment. 

When  this  proposal  first  came  before  the  Senate,  I  very 
vigorously  protested,  here  and  in  the  committee,  the  sugges- 
tion that  the  18-month  provision  be  put  Into  effect.  I  now 
want  completely  to  associate  myself  with  my  colleague's  state- 
ment and  with  his  views,  and  to  express  the  hope  that  he  will 
get  a  clear-cut  vote  on  his  own  amendment. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  my  colleague,  whose  help  I  have 
acknowledged  publicly  time  and  time  again.  His  cooperation 
In  this  particular  reflects  our  recognition  of  the  need  of  an 
amendment  of  this  kind  in  an  industrial  State  like  ours. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut that  striking  out  subsection  (b)  of  section  15  was  the 
original  Idea  I  had.  I  prefer  that  amendment  to  my  own 
amendment,  and  my  one  thought  was  that  we  would  have 
more  difficulty  in  striking  out  subsection  (b)  altogether  than 
we  would  have  in  amending  it.  So,  as  the  Senator  suggests. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  have  a  vote  on  his  amendment,  and  I  shall 
vote  for  it  and  support  it  as  I  am  now  doing.  If  it  shall  not 
be  adopted,  then  I  shall  propose  my  amendment  in  the  hope 
that  it  may  be  adopted. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  thank  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  we  now  have  from  the  hear- 

ings  the  facts  that  were  brought  out  in  the  committee.    The 

fact  that  we  may.  as  a  matter  of  conclusioi.  differ  from  the 

Senator  from  Colorado  is  in  no  slightest  sense  a  disparage- 


ment of  the  splended  efforts  he  has  devoted  to  this  measure. 
It  just  happens  that,  as  I  see  the  matter,  when  70  percent 
of  these  persons  have  to  be  taken  back  on  the  rolls,  the  situa- 
tion is  one  which  ought  not  to  result  in  the  distress  and  the 
deplorable  conditions  in  which  so  many  find  themselves  at 
the  present  time  as  a  result  of  the  operation  of  this  section. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  regrets  to  Inform 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  that  his  time  on  the  amend- 
ment has  expired. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  ask  some  time  on  the  Joint  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut has  15  minutes  on  the  Joint  resolution. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  litUe  more  that 
I  wish  to  say.  This  matter  was  fully  debated  at  the  time 
the  provision  was  first  Inserted  in  the  present  law.  I  know 
it  has  been  thoroughly  considered  In  the  committee.  It  so 
happens  that  in  my  construction  of  the  facts,  and  the  con- 
clusion I  draw  from  them,  this  provision  is  not  sound,  and 
should  not  longer  be  retained  as  part  of  this  measure. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  my  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Mr.  President,  this  provision  In  the  bill 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the  Senator  permit  the 
Chair  to  determine  whether  a  sufficient  number  seconded  the 
request  for  the  yeas  and  nays? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  desire  to  discuss  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McNARY.  A  parliamentary  inquiry.  What  was  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair  as  to  the  yea-and-nay  vote? 

ITie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  did  not  have  an 
opportimity  to  determine  the  number.  The  Chair  asked 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  if  he  would  permit  the  Chair  to 
make  the  count,  but  the  Senator  from  Colorado  desired  to 
proceed. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  this  provision  came  Into  the 
law  from  the  House  of  Representatives  during  the  last  session. 
The  Senate  had  a  different  theory  at  that  time,  but  there  was 
the  same  purpose  then  both  in  the  House  and  in  the  Senate. 
It  developed  in  the  hearings  that,  for  instance.  In  one  State, 
more  than  30  percent  of  those  on  the  relief  rolls  had  been  on 
for  more  than  3  years,  and  at  the  same  time  there  were  other 
people  trying  to  get  on.  So  that  the  problem  submitted  was 
whether  we  would  leave  persons  on  the  rolls  after  a  period  of 
18  months  who,  by  staying  on,  excluded  from  the  roll  other 
persons  who  had  the  same  qualiflcatlons,  and  had  been  trying 
to  get  on. 

As  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  says,  it  Is  not  possible, 
from  a  practical  standpoint  or  financially,  to  put  everyone  on 
the  relief  rolls  who  has  the  qualiflcaUons.  The  provision 
adopted  by  the  Senate  a  year  ago  was  to  the  effect  that,  as 
between  a  person  who  had  been  on  18  months  and  a  person 
who  had  been  trying  for  6  months  to  get  on  and  had  not 
been  able  to  do  so,  the  one  who  had  been  on  18  months 
must  give  way  to  the  one  who  was  In  distress  and  had  not 
been  able  to  get  on.  That  Is.  we  did  not  favor  the  absolute 
positive  dropping  from  the  rolls  of  those  who  had  been  on 
the  rolls  18  months,  unless  other  persons  were  being  kept 
off  the  rolls.  We  thought  that  an  individual  who  had  had  18 
months'  help  from  the  Government  should  give  way  to  some- 
one who  had  had  no  help  from  the  Government. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  ADAMS.     I  yield 

Mr.  DANAHER.  In  the  situation  to  which  the  Senator 
refers,  people  who  had  been  on  3  years  were  automatically 
taken  off  when  the  18-month  provision  in  the  present  law 
went  into  effect.    Was  not  that  tnie? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Some  775.000  people  were  dropped  in  2 
months  ending  September  1.  1939.  as  a  result.  Consequently 
the  need  for  separating  such  people  from  the  roUs.  if  there 
was  a  need,  so  far  as  it  existed  in  1939  when  the  law  was 
written,  has  been  very  fully  met  by  the  operation  of  the  law  if 
the  purpose,  then,  was  to  exclude  and  separate  those  people 
from  the  rolls.  But  that  Is  no  longer  the  situation,  I  siibmit, 
since  those  people  on  the  rolls  3  years  were  dropped. 
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Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  optration  of  the  18-moDth 
provision,  as  pointed  out  by  Colonel  Harrington  a  year  ago, 
was  hEu-sh.  The  Senate  did  not  approve  of  it.  Now  the 
harshness  is  over,  and  the  only  effect  of  the  18-month  provi- 
sion is  to  equalize  and  to  give  a  preference  to  one  who  has  been 
trying  to  get  on  as  against  one  who  has  been  on  18  months. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado  mean  to 
imply  that  we  are  not  in  this  relief  measure  making  appropri- 
ations adequate  to  take  care  of  all  those  who  are  unemployed? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  We  have  never  even  attempted  to  make 
appropriations  to  take  care  of  all  those  who  were  unemployed. 
We  are  taking  care  of  an  average  of  2.000,000  people;  that  is 
the  figure.  There  are  nine  to  ten  million  unemployed.  We 
are  not  attempting  to  take  care  of  them.  We  could  not  do  so. 
The  Government  is  not  financially  able  to  take  care  of  all  the 
unemployed.  That  has  not  been  the  program  of  the  President, 
which  we  are  trying  to  carry  out. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  What  is  the  official  explanation  we  are  sup- 
posed to  give  to  people  as  to  why  we  do  not  take  care  of  all 
the  unemployed? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  There  is  not  any  obligation  on  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  care  of  unemployed  who  are  not  in  need.  The 
purpose  is  to  take  care  of  needy  people,  not  merely  unem- 
ployed. There  may  be  5,000,000  people  unemployed  who  are 
not  in  need.  This  Is  a  relief  measure,  not  an  employment 
measure  regardless  of  need. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 
^  Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  then  advise  us  that  this 
Joint  resolution  is  not  making  appropriations  for  all  those  who 
are  unemployed  and  need  work? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  It  seeks  to  provide  for  those  who  are  em- 
ployable and  who  are  in  need.  Tlie  Government  caimot  In 
every  instance  immediately  take  care  of  every  individual  who 
meets  those  qualiflcatiCHis. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Why  can  it  not  take  care  of  all  those 
people? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  In  the  first  place,  there  are  different  situ- 
ations in  different  sections  of  the  country.  I  could  take  the 
Senator  into  my  State,  in  counties  where  there  are  practi- 
cally no  persons  in  need,  other  counties  where  the  certifica- 
tion process,  the  investigation,  and  other  things,  naturally 
delay  getting  people  on  the  rolls.  That  is,  the  individual 
does  not  merely  walk  up  to  the  courthouse  and  say,  "I  want 
to  go  on  the  rolL" 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  thought  the  Senator  had  given  the  lack  of 
fimds  as  the  justification  for  our  not  taking  care  of  all  the 
needy  unempk)yed.    Is  not  that  the  real  reason? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  No.  I  am  saying  that  this  Joint  resolution 
provides  the  funds  which  the  President  of  the  United  States 
and  the  W.  P.  A.  Administrator  say  are  necessary  to  do  the 
Job. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  have  gotten  an  entirely 
different  Impression  from  the  testimony  the  W.  P.  A.  Ad- 
ministrator gave  to  a  subcommittee  of  which  I  am  a  member, 
which  is  embodied  in  the  report  of  the  hearings  which  I  bold 
in  my  hand.  There  has  been  one  question  whenever  a  relief 
bin  has  been  presented,  and  we  all  know  it.  We  did  not 
decide  how  many  needed  work;  we  decided  how  much  money 
we  would  make  available  for  work. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    That  is  not  the  situation. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  do  not  believe  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
will  say  that  we  have  ever  appropriated  as  much  money  as  we 
knew  was  necessary  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  unemployed. 
We  have  always  said  we  did  not  have  the  money  to  appro- 
priate. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  No.  The  Senator  is  at  least  80  percent 
wrong.  It  has  never  been  contended  or  argued  here  that  we 
were  merely  setting  aside  a  sum  of  money  and  taking  care 
of  people  with  that  sum  of  money.  We  have  always  based 
the  appropriation  on  the  need.  That  has  been  the  basis  of 
the  appropriation,  not  the  amount  of  money  available. 
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Mr.  PEPPER.  Then  why  are  we  cutting  off  those  who  have 
been  on  the  rolls  18  months?  Is  it  becaiise  they  do  not  need 
it  If  they  have  been  on  18  months?  Why  did  we  cut  off 
several  hundred  thousand  last  year?  It  was  not  because 
they  did  not  need  it  but  because  we  said  there  were  others 
who  needed  It  as  much;  that  there  was  not  enough  com  for 
all;  and  some  of  them  would  have  to  take  com  for  a  little 
while  and  then  get  back  from  the  trough. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  In  every  instance  the  President  and  the 
W.  P.  A.  have  made  estimates  as  to  the  numb^  who  would 
be  in  need.  The  processes  of  certification,  the  processes  of 
investigation,  always  leave  off  some  people  who  have  been 
in  need  for  30,  60,  perhaps  90  days,  who  have  not  been  able 
to  get  on.  On  the  other  hand,  there  are  alwajrs  some  who 
stay  on  the  rolls  who  should  get  off. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Why? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Because  they  are  not  in  need  and  do  not 
meet  the  qualifications. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  They  have  gotten  so  rich  from  the  W.  P.  A. 
in  18  months  that  they  ought  to  get  off? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  If  the  Senator  does  not  want  to  be  fair,  he 
need  not  interrupt  me  any  further.  I  do  not  propose  to  have 
that  kind  of  an  argument  made  in  my  time.  The  Senator 
can  cast  all  the  refiections  he  desires  to  cast  in  his  own  time. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  No.  Senator.  I  did  not  mean  it  in  any  dis- 
paraging way,  but  the  Senator  Just  said 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  do  not  care  to  argue  with  the  Senator  If 
that  is  his  frame  of  mind  and  his  attitude. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  will  not  yield  any  further  to  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Colorado 
declines  to  yield  further. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  am  not  yielding  to  the  Senator  at  this 
time.  I  have  been  generous,  and  I  am  always  generous,  but 
I  do  not  propose  that  in  my  time  the  Senator  shall  cast 
refiections. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Colorado 
declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  cannot  even  apologise  in  the  Senator's 
time? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  would  not  ask  an  apology  from  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Regular  order! 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  regular  order  has  been 
requested.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  has  the  floor,  and 
declines  to  srleld. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  regardless  of  what  may  be 
the  occasion  or  the  cause,  there  are  always  some  on  a  waiting 
list  seeking  to  get  on  the  rolls,  and  the  proposal  here  is  to 
take  off  some.  According  to  the  statement  of  the  officials, 
all  who  are  affected  by  this  proposal  amount  to  2^  percent. 
If  we  shall  eliminate  that  provision,  we  will  renew  the  very 
difficulties  we  had  before.  We  have  followed  very  largely 
Colonel  Harrington's  recommendations  throughout  the  con- 
sideration of  the  measure,  and  he  says,  as  appears  on  page 
123  of  the  hearings: 

Well,  to  sum  It  up.  the  headaches  of  the  thing  are  over,  and  I 
think  this  provision  Is  aU  right,  except  for  that  45-7ear  limit. 

He  stated,  as  appears  on  page  121,  that  he  thinks  the  sec- 
tion might  very  well  be  left  in  as  it  is  now  operating.  In  other 
words,  only  2V^  percent  are  being  affected  by  this  provision, 
and  the  2^^  percent  who  go  off.  If  they  have  the  qualiflcatlons 
for  the  relief  roll,  can  get  back  very  shortly  after  the  expiration 
of  30  days.  One  who  has  had  18  months  care  from  the  Gov- 
ernment certainly  should  be  willing  to  step  off  th^^joUs  for 
30,  40,  or  60  days,  and  permit  someone  else,  whe-hSsnot  been 
on  at  all.  to  take  his  place  on  the  rolls. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  the  first  thing  I  wish  to  say 
is  that  in  the  remarks  which  were  exchanged  between  the 
able  Senator  from  Colorado  and  the  Jimlor  Senator  trom 
Florida  a  little  while  ago,  the  last  idea  in  the  mind  of  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Florida  was  to  give  offense  to  the  able 
Senator  from  Colorado.  I  used  the  word  "rich"  perhaps  with 
impropriety.    I  meant  to  suggest  that  the  Senator  surely  did 
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not  mean  that  a  man  by  being  on  the  W.  P.  A.  for  18  months 
had  gained  a  position  which  put  him  out  of  the  category  of 
those  who  needed  work,  and  perhaps  I  should  not  have  used 
the  word  "rich";  but  should  have  said.  "In  the  period  of  18 
months  did  he.  In  your  opinion,  reach  such  a  position  of 
affluence  or  comfort  or  lack  of  need  as  to  deserve  to  Ije  taken  off 
the  W.  P.  A.  roll?"  To  me  that  seems  an  unthinkable  con- 
clusion. I  did  not  intend  to  be  critical  of  the  attitude  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado. 

I  am  not  going  to  waste  my  breath  any  longer  in  the 
Senate  trjrlng  to  get  adequate  W.  P.  A.  appropriations.  I 
have  sense  enough  to  know  when  there  is  no  use  trying. 
We  never  have  even  attempted  to  take  care  of  the  unem- 
ployed in  this  country.  We  have  never  even  intended  to 
take  care  of  the  unemployed.  Of  course,  we  are  paying  the 
price  for  it.  and  we  are  going  to  pay  a  very  bitter  price  for 
It  in  the  future.  So  long  as  the  totalitarian  governments  put 
their  people  to  work,  and  a  rich  democracy  says,  through  its 
Congress,  every  year.  "We  have  not  enough  money  to  keep 
you  even  on  the  W.  P.  A.  rolls" — history  will  determine 
whether  we  have  acted  wisely,  with  economy,  or  whether  we 
have  acted  unwisely,  with  extravagance. 

I  think  a  waste  of  man  power  and  working  power,  not  to 
speak  of  those  spiritual  values  which  are  wreckage  in  the 
wake  of  unemployment.  Is  a  cancer  which  is  eating  at  the 
vitals  of  our  country's  security,  and  that  we  will  find  that 
aome  of  the  unemployed  who  are  not  getting  Jobs  because 
we  do  not  appropriate  enough  money  are  going  to  be  welcome 
•OtalleeU  for  "fifth  cohnmi"  propaganda  and  for  the  whlsper- 
iBfB  of  the  InKiultouf  aUfiia  who  try  to  cultivate  a  field  that 
It  favorable  for  propaganda  In  this  country,  A  man  who 
cannot  get  •  job  from  his  democracy  is  not  going  to  b«  ao 
enthuslMtlc  About  fighting  for  it,  even  at  bomt . 

Am  I  Mid.  Mr,  Preaktont,  X  hav«  learned.  aft«r  3  years  of 
tattartnc  my  brad  out  tif9rr  time  a  relief  bill  came  up,  that 
It  If  flot  folnff  to  do  any  good.  We  are  not  going  to  give 
jobf  to  the  unemployed  of  thla  country,  W«  are  going  to 
equeeze  out  a  meaeer  pittance  every  time  th«  bill  crnneit  up. 
There  In  not  a  Senator  on  this  floor  who««  ofOct*  Is  not  simply 
Cluttered  with  appeal  letters  from  men,  wonien.  and  children 
asking  for  the  rieht  to  work.  Every  time  we  go  home  we 
use  the  alleys  and  the  byways,  and  stay  in  back  offices,  and 
lie  about  our  whereabouts,  because  we  do  not  want  the  unem- 
ployed to  drive  us  to  insanity  merely  about  jobs  that  we 
do  not  have  for  them.  Every  Senator  knows  I  am  telling  the 
truth  about  it. 

We  know  that  we  have  never  even  approximated  the  relief 
rolls  as  they  have  been  certified  by  State  agencies,  by  re- 
spectable and  efficient  workers  in  social  service  and  welfare 
departments  in  every  State  in  this  Union.  We  know  that  In 
the  last  few  months  we  have  cut  off  nearly  1.000.000  persons, 
and  we  are  cutting  off  some  more  between  now  and  July  1, 
not  because  they  do  not  need  the  Jobs,  not  because  they  have 
other  Jobs  to  which  they  can  go.  not  because  their  meager 
savings  have  not  been  exhausted,  not  because  they  have  not 
exhausted  even  their  borrowings  on  their  little  insurance  pol- 
icies, not  because  they  are  hale,  healthy,  and  hearty — no, 
but  because  the  excuse  was  that  everything  had  run  out; 
therefore,  the  lay-off  had  to  be  made. 

Mr.  President,  we  ought  to  be  ashamed  to  look  those  per- 
sons in  the  face.  If  we  do  not  want  to  take  care  of  the  un- 
employed. 11  it  is  not  desirable  to  do  so  on  moral  principles. 
If  it  is  not  desirable  to  do  so  from  the  viewpoint  of  national 
defense,  if  it  is  not  desirable  to  do  so  on  the  basis  of  decency 
and  Justice,  very  well,  let  us  keep  on  going  on  as  we  are 
going,  and  wait  until  the  evil  grows  greater  and  more  sadly 
pressing. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  the  discussion  we  have  been 
listening  to  as  to  the  necessity  of  employment  for  Americans 
who  are  unable  to  find  work,  or  who  face  the  dire  necessities 
of  life  without  any  ability  to  take  care  of  themselves,  should 
make  more  apparent  to  us  the  fact  that  if  this  country  ever 
gets  into  war,  that  war  will  blast  every  hope  of  ever  being  able 
to  restore  a  decent  and  normal  economy  to  America. 


Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  2  days  ago,  on 
the  13th  of  June,  the  Senate  adopted  the  following  amend- 
ment to  section  5,  on  page  17,  line  17.  to  insert  after  the 
semicolon: 

Provided,  That  no  part  of  tbe  sum  herein  appropriated  shaU  be 
ixsed  to  defray  the  expenses  of  transferring  or  maintaining  the 
existing  offices  and  personnel  embraced  In  subdivisions  (1)  and  (a) 
and  (b)  of  (2)  at  points  other  than  in  the  cities  and  States  where 
now  located. 

The  amendment  had  for  its  purpose  the  retention  of  exist- 
ing Treasury  agencies  in  the  States.  After  the  amendment 
was  adopted  it  was  found  that  it  referred  to  one  division  in 
error.  It  referred  to  the  General  Accounting  OflQce,  when  it 
should  have  referred  to  the  oflBce  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Accounts  and  Deposits  and  EMvision  of  Bookkeeping  and  War- 
rants. In  order  to  correct  that  error  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  in  question  was 
adopted  be  reconsidered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma,  By  way  of  amendment  I  offer 
a  substitute  for  the  amendment  which  has  Just  been  recon- 
sidered and  ask  that  it  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  read. 

The  LcciSLATivx  Clcrk.  On  page  17,  line  17,  It  Is  proposed 
to  insert  a  colon  In  lieu  of  tbe  semicolon  and  to  add  the  fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided.  That  no  part  of  tbe  turn  herein  approprtated  shall  be 
UMd  to  defray  the  expeiuee  of  tranafemng  or  malntelnlng  the 
performance  of  anjr  of  the  functions  appropriated  for  in  (a),  (b). 
and  le*  of  aubdlvlelon  (3)  of  thu  aubaectlon  at  point*  other  than 
m  tbe  atatea  where  any  of  Micb  functiona  are  now  performed. 

Mr,  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr,  President,  lot  no  My  by 
way  of  explanation  that  thr  tigum  contained  In  the  orlfflnal 
draft  were  not  placed  there  at  the  rrqueet  and  wixh  of  the 
Treafury  Department,  They  were  placed  th«rf  at  tbe  re- 
Otieet  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  So  tbe  amendment 
which  wae  afraed  to  a  few  days  ago  wae  not  at  all  dlsptoaf' 
Ing  to  the  Treaeury  Department.  After  tbe  amendment  wm 
agreed  to  It  wae  called  to  tbe  attention  of  tbe  Treaeury  De- 
partment and  tbe  error  pointed  out,  as  X  have  Just  Indicated. 
The  uxt  which  has  been  read  at  the  desk  was  prepared  by 
the  Treaeury  Department;  so  It  is  exactly  as  they  think  It 
should  be.  I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  adopted  in  lieu  of 
the  one  which  has  been  reconsidered. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  make  an  Inquiry, 
would  not  the  purpose  which  the  Senator  has  In  mind  be 
accomplished  by  the  changes  which  he  has  made  without  the 
restrictive  language?  In  other  words,  he  is  tying  down  these 
various  departments  or  divisions  so  that  perhaps  their  people 
could  not  be  moved.  I  do  not  refer  to  change  by  way  of 
regionalizing;  but  I  ask  whether  or  not  the  Senator's  pur- 
pose would  not  be  accomplished  in  the  way  I  suggest,  because 
the  Treasury  Department,  of  coiu-se.  would  prefer  to  main- 
tain the  ofSces  as  they  are  now,  and  the  money  appropriated 
would  take  care  of  that. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  What  is  the  particular  parliamentary  situ- 
ation that  calls  for  the  injection  of  the  Senator's  proposal  at 
this  time? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
asked  unanimous  consent  that  an  amendment  previously 
agreed  to  be  reconsidered,  and.  without  objection,  the  vote  by 
which  the  amendment  was  agreed  to  was  reconsidered. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  object,  but 
what  is  the  amendment?    Is  it  on  the  pending  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Chair  has  stated  that 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  asked  that  an  amendment  pre- 
viously agreed  to  be  reconsidered,  which  was  ordered-  The 
Senator  thereupon  offered  an  amendment  in  lieu  of  the  one 
which  had  been  reconsidered.  The  amendment  is  offered  for 
the  purpose  of  correcting  an  error. 
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Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  will  exi^ain  it  briefly.  As 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  remembers,  by  a  vote  of  69  to  7  the 
Senate  adopted  an  amendment  providing  that  the  present 
Treasury  officials  should  retain  their  offices  within  the  States. 
as  they  have  in  the  past. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  recall  that. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma,  "niat  amendment  referred  to 
the  General  Accoimting  Office,  when  it  should  have  referred 
to  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  Accounts  and  Deposits  and 
the  Division  of  Bookkeeping  and  Warrants.  The  purpose  of 
the  amendment  I  have  now  offered  is  to  correct  that  error;  to 
change  the  reference  from  the  General  Accounting  Office  to 
the  agencies  I  have  referred  to. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  understand  it  is  a  necessary  correction. 
I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  OklahcMna  on 
page  17.  line  17. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonmi. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  wUl  call  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Andrew* 

AMhunt 

Atwtia 

Belief 


Davie 

Downey 

Blender 

Oeofve 

Oerry 

OUleMe 

Oreea 

Otiffejr 

Oitmer 

Male 


j<AnjtoD,  OOlo. 

fUnc 

LaMleM* 


Flttman 
Hadetiffe 
RuaaeU 
aehwarta 


Ltteaa 

Lttndeaa 

MelMiar 

MeWary 

Uaknuj 


Miller 

mntou 

Murray 

Overtea 


Tart 

TlMSMa.OfeJs. 
TlKMnas,  Oteli 

ffdum 
VandeotMrs 
iranNuyv 
Wsfiier 

WsM 
WUey 


Mill 

Koimsa 
Melt 
iofiMOB,  eatt, 

The  PimiDDfO  OFFICER,  Seventy-one  Senatore  have 
answered  to  tbeir  namca,  A  quorum  la  preient, 

T^ie  queetlon  Is  on  aireelnf  to  tbe  amendment  offered  by 
tbe  Senator  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  DAHAMgaJ,  In  section  IB, 
on  page  25,  line  19.  to  strike  out  subsection  (b).  as  amended. 
On  that  question  the  yeaa  and  nays  have  been  demanded.  Is 
there  a  sufflcient  second? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  HILL  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  ReedJ.  I 
transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
ScHwiLLiafBACH]  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  (when  his  name  was  called) .  I  have 
a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolma  [Mr.  Reynolds!  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  transfer  my  general  pair  with  the 
senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  to  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Fraziu]  and  will  vote.  I  vote 
"yea." 

Mr.  McKELLAR  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Delaware 
I  Mr.  TowNSEND],  which  I  transfer  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smathebs]  and  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Smathers]  is  absent  from  the  Senate  because  of 
Illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  BokeI.  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Bttkke],  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
IMr.  Chavez],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Clark],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  fMr.  Donahzt].  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
(Mr.  Glass!,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  IMr.  McCarran!,  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Hughes],  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  (Mr.  NeeltI.  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr. 
RrmoLOsl,  the  Senator  from  Washington  IMr.  Schwelleh- 


BACHl,  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  CMr.  Sicth].  and 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Tauiuiil  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wrksi.xr]  is  unavoidably 
detained.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting,  he  would 
vote  "yea." 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Gibson!  and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  BAa- 
Boua!  would  vote  "yea"  if  present. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampahire  [Mr.  Toarr]  is  absent 
on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  (Mr.  White ]  Is  necessarily  absent, 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  29,  nays  42,  as  follows: 


YEAS— 29 


Andrews 

Austin 

BUbo 

Brown 

Capper 

Ctumdlcr 

T)*n>li«r 

DsTto 


Downey 

Oeorg* 

Oufley 

Johnson.  Calif. 

LaFolletU 

Lunrt—n 

McNary 

MalOMjr 


Mead 

MlDUm 

Murray 

O^Caboncy 

Pepper 

aehwarta 

ShlDKtead 

Blaitcry 


NATS— 43 


Aahurat 
Balin 


Barkler 


Sfrd 

SrrMe 

Oarawaf 

Clerk,  lie. 


Blender 

Oerry 

OiUette 

Otmb 

Ottfoey 

Ma!« 

HarrlaoB 

Hatcb 

Ilef4«s 


Botman 
Bolt 

JotuMon,  Oolo. 
King 


Thomaa.  TTtab 

Vandenbcrg 

Wagner 

Walah 

Wiley 


Plttmaa 
lUdeUSa 
Rtieeell 
aheppard 

•tewan 


UcKtllt 
Mtlter 

OVerloB 
NOT  VOTUftl—M 


Deaiiher  Nvrflo 


Hew 

llenwefkmaesli 

irfNitti«r* 

fa^ 

TReaMM* 

Tetoey 


Tydinpi 
Vaalf^ 


WMle 


So  Mr,  DMUMfa'a  amendment  was  rejected, 

Mr,  tllXPSTEAD,  Mr,  Pretldcni,  X  hava  an  ABumdment 
on  tba  daak  which  X  ask  the  clerk  to  state. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPFXCBR.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chikf  Clerk.  At  the  end  of  the  Joint  resolution  It  la 
proposed  to  insert  the  following  new  section: 

Sbc.  — .  Upon  the  application  of  tbe  borrower  therefor,  tbe  Oov- 
ernor  of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  Is  authorized  and  directed 
to  cancel  the  amount  of  the  unpaid  principal  of  and  Interest  on  any 
loan  made  by  any  agency  of  the  United  States  to  any  farmer  prior 
to  January  1.  1936,  for  crop  production,  seed  or  feed  purposes,  or 
under  the  act  of  January  29,  1937,  (relating  to  crop  production  and 
harvesting  loans)  or  under  any  prior  or  sulwequent  act  of  the  same 
character.  Upon  the  cancelation  of  such  loan,  the  borrower  shall 
be  relieved  of  all  further  liability  to  the  United  States  on  account  of 
such  loan,  and  any  lien  or  other  encumbrance  held  by  or  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States  arising  out  of  such  loan  shall  be  released. 
The  Governor  Is  authorized  to  make  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
may  be  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  thla  section. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  untmimous  consent  that  during  the 
further  consideration  of  the  pending  joint  resolution  no  Sena- 
tor shall  speak  more  than  once  or  longer  than  10  minutes  on 
the  joint  resolution  or  any  amendment  thereto. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr,  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  a  question  before  he  begins  his  remarks? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Etoes  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Is  this  amendment  intended  to  repudiate  all 
obligations  which  have  been  entered  into  by  various  persons 
with  the  Government? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  will  explain  the  amendment.  The 
amendment  calls  for  the  cancelation  of  what  were  called 
"calamity  loans"  for  seed  and  feed  made  to  farmers  in  the 
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drought  and  Dust  Bowl  areM  prior  to  1936.  Such  loam 
were  made  In  31  States.  Two-thirds  of  them  are  now  de- 
linquent. These  loans.  In  my  opinion,  should  never  have 
been  loans:  they  ihould  have  been  granta.  We  gave  htmdreds 
of  millions  of  dollars  in  grants  for  direct  relief  to  those  llvlnff 
In  cities,  and  we  did  not  require  them  to  sign  notes  to  be  paid. 
In  this  Instance  the  farmers  borrowed  this  money  with  which 
to  buy  hay.  at  as  high  a  price  as  twenty,  twenty-five,  or 
thirty  dollars  a  ton.  In  order  to  keep  their  bre«^lnfi  stock 
aliV0,  TbOM  who  coutd  not  kf«p  them  alive  sold  them  to 
the  Ooy«fltment  far  130  a  head.  The  others  stayed  on  th« 
job^nd  preserved  the  llVMKoek  and  brgedm«  stork, 

An  1  hsve  said<  llMif  iMfls  Mhmjjd  hnvf  l^^Ntn  (Wrwi  urafltA, 
Agsiiis  Qt  th«  U't¥fffMn#fit  httVA  bpftt  tryiMit  to  (<;U«*«t  every 
pt§r  iful  hArasAing  tlH»N«  Ummn,  wtw  1  think  ttmdertd  • 

Clbllg  Mfvi«f  t>v  H(/ins  tirtiMtiy  info  dctH  In  order  U)  prfNifVf 
Mding  st<H!k  ttit  itit  bt-m'At  ut  Hut  omuitry, 

W«  havs  ilvt<n,  and  »r#  Mill  giving,  miliums  of  dollars  (or 
tiM  relief  of  NufTerers  In  Europe;  we  are  speudinK  millions 
of  dollars  for  direct  relief  to  people  In  the  citieit;  and,  under 
the  Htamp'Plan  program,  we  give  free  food  to  them. 

It  seems  to  me  we  have  discriminated  in  this  case  against 
the  farmers  who  stayed  on  their  farms  in  the  Dust  Bowl  and 
drought  areas  for  a  period  of  3  or  4  years.  I  do  not  think  they 
should  be  harassed  on  that  account  by  Federal  agents  who 
are  going  around  trying  to  collect  from  the  farmers  who  have 
not  l)een  able  to  pay. 

As  I  have  said,  this  involves  31  States,  including  New  York. 
Pennsylvania,  Florida,  Alabama,  Louisiana.  Arkansas,  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Dlmois,  Missouri,  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota. 
North  Dakota.  Iowa,  South  Dakota.  Nebraska,  Wyoming, 
Kansas.  OkJahoma,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Texas,  Arizona, 
Utah,  Nevada.  California,  Montana,  Idaho,  Washington,  and 
Oregon. 

Only  one  State  has  paid  Its  loans  in  full,  that  is  the  State 
of  Michigan.  The  farmers  in  that  State  did  not  need  to  bor- 
row very  much. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  Let  me  ask  what  is  the  aggregate  amount 
which  would  l>e  involved  in  the  cancelation? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  There  are  $34,000,000  delinquent  cut 
of  $51,000,000  outstanding.  The  chances  are,  I  am  irxformed. 
that  the  $34,000,000  cannot  be  collected.     Efforts  have  been 

made  to  collect  it  but  it  is  still  delinquent.    The  loans  which 
are  not  delinquent  are  problematical. 

The  adoption  of  the  amendment  will  not  involve  any  extra 
appropriation.  It  would  simply,  of  course,  cancel  to  a  large 
extent  what  is  already  owed. 

I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  na3rs  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KINQr    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  j^eld? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    I  have  only  10  minutes,  but  I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Would  this  be  a  precedent  for  the  cancelation 
of  millions  of  dollars  now  delinquent  on  loans  which  have  been 
made  by  various  Federal  agencies  such  as  the  Home  Owners' 
Loan  Corporation  and  the  R.  P.  C? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  No;  it  would  not  afford  a  precedent. 
The  loans  covered  by  the  amendment  and  those  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Utah  are  in  entirely  different  categories. 
This  was  a  direct  relief  loan  and  should  have  been  a  direct 
relief  grant.  The  amendnaent  is  confined  to  those  loans  which 
were  made  necessary  because  of  the  drought,  as  a  consequence 
of  which  farmers  had  no  feed  and  had  to  ship  it  in  at  a  very 
high  cost.  I  know  a  man  who  spent  $5,000  in  3  years;  in  the 
fourth  year  he  had  no  money  left,  and  so  he  said  he  did  not 
want  to  go  into  debt,  that  he  had  spent  all  his  cash,  and  so  he 
sold  his  dairy  herd  to  the  Government  for  about  $20  a  head. 
including  cows  which  were  worth  from  $100  to  $140. 

Mr.  KINO.  Is  the  Senator  able  to  differentiate  between 
obligations  incurred  by  men  to  save  their  homes,  but  which 
finally  did  not  save  their  homes  and  they  were  ousted  from 


possession  by  judgmenU  obtained  because  of  the  property  not 
being  sufficient  to  meet  the  obligations,  and  loans  of  the  char- 
acter referr<-d  to  in  his  amendment? 

Mr.  8HXP8TIAD.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  hold  the 
two  loans  to  be  dissimilar.  These  were  production  loans  to 
keep  production  going,  to  keep  livestock  alive  for  breeding 
purposes,  and  to  plant  crops  to  feed  the  people.  They  wtre 
production  loans  Instead  of  ordinary  loans  to  buy  homM.  I 
think  there  Is  a  distinct  line  of  cleavage  betwem  ths  two, 

Mr.  KINO.  Th«  loans  were  not  for  the  purposg  of  buylnf 
homes;  the^ loans  were  for  th«  purposi  of  saving  hom^s, 

Mr;  SMIMTIAD.  I  still  think  the  propotllkms  are  enilfely 
dilTefpnt, 

Mr,  JOMMiOlf  of  Colorado.  Mr,  Prssldimt,  wttJ  (hg  •aiMlof 

Mr,  «HIF«TRAD,     Vfsj   f  yield  to  th#  tflMllor  from 

Colorado, 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  CoUirado,  In  many  o«ms  thMO  loMii 
wt^re  dthMftt^r  loans,  but  they  wera  not  oalled  dlsAsUr  kninf 
at  the  time, 

Mr,  SHIPBTEAD.    That  is  trus, 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  recall  that  loans  were  mado 
in  the  Dust  Bowl  area  of  Colorado,  and  the  persons  receiv- 
ing them  shipped  wheat  straw  from  Canada,  more  than  a 
thousand  miles.  The  wheat  straw  was  very  poor  straw  at 
that.  It  was  mildewed.  They  could  hardly  use  it;  but  they 
shipped  it  in  there,  and  it  came  at  a  very  high  price. 

A  great  many  of  the  folks  who  borrowed  the  money  have 
moved  away.  g<jne  to  California,  perhaps,  or  some  other  place, 
and  still  these  loans  are  on  the  books.  They  never  will  be 
collected,  they  never  can  be  collected,  and  they  never  should 
be  collected,  as  the  Senator  has  well  stated. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  If  the  Se.aator  from  Colorado  will  not 
object  to  accepting  the  amendment,  I  shall  not  ask  for  a 
record  vote  on  it. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  any  authority  to 
accept  the  amendment.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  a  question 
about  it?    I  have  talked  to  him  on  the  floor  about  it. 

The  time  that  the  Senator  fixes  in  the  amendment  is  the 
1st  of  January  1936,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  No  loan  made  after  1936  may  be  col- 
lected. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  May  I  ask  as  to  the  maturity  of  the  loans? 
That  Is,  as  I  understand,  what  the  Senator  is  planning  to  do 
is  to  establish  a  statute  of  limitations  to  put  an  end  to  the 
liability.    Ought  not  that  to  run  from  the  date  of  maturity  of 

the  loans,  rather  than  from  the  date  when  they  were  made? 
That  is,  it  might  be  possible  for  some  loans  which  were  then 
made  to  be   paid. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  If  I  may  say  so  to  the  Senator,  this  is  an 
amendment  to  cancel  the  outstanding  amounts. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  understand;  but  my  inquiry  is  whether  or 
not  the  clause  which  defines  the  loans  to  which  the  amend- 
ment applies  should  not  provide  that  they  are  loans  which 
matured  prior  to  January  1,  1936. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.     Oh.  no. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Not  those  that  were  made  prior  to  that  time. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  The  amendment  is  limited  to  loans 
made  prior  to  1936. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     There  are  $51,000,000  of  those  loans' 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    Yes;  and  $34,000,000  are  delinquent. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Then  the  others  are  not  delinquent? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    Not  yet. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     The  others  are  being  kept  up? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  am  informed  that  nothing  is  being 
collected. 

Mr.  KING.    Then  they  are  not  delinquent,  are  they? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  do  not  quite  get  the  distinction  between  a 
loan  that  is  not  delinquent  and  one  upon  which  nothing  is 
being  collected. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  There  is  a  distinction.  There  is  the 
difference  between  $34,000,000  and  $51,000,000;  $51000  000 
are  outstanding;  $34,000,000,  approximately,  are  delinquent; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  cancel  the  delinquent  loans' 
which  are  practically  dead,  and  then  go  on  and  collect  from 
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the  borrowert  who  hare  paid  up  to  the  present  time  and 
compel  them  to  continue  making  payments  because,  in  my 
opinion,  they  wart  In  tha  same  disastroiu  poattloos  as  tbe 
oOmts,  although  they  may  have  been  better  able  to  pay. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that,  so  far  as  I  am 
Individually  concerned.  I  am  perfectly  wllUng  that  a  sUtut« 
of  llmltaUons  shall  be  esUblishcd.  so  that  if  a  man  Is  not 
able  (o  pay  h«  will  be  relieved,  In  order  that  he  may  go  ahead 
wttti  ft  ilMUi  MiftU)  tout  I  do  not  know  why  we  should  rellovt 
loftni  If  iHo  borrowtrf  art  able  to  pay  and  ore  not  d^limiuimt. 

Mr,  SMlfSTIAO,  Th«  amendtftKht  provtdts  that  ihlf 
Bifty  to  tfoM  ftt  tlM  muHi  of  tht  berrowor.  Thorg  li 
Mlliinf  is  ilM  ftmtndmont  to  prtvtnt  ft  borrowtr  from  jMy- 
isf  If  hg  It  wilting  to  do  M. 

Mr,  BAMCUnr.  Mr.  M'tMont,  mfty  Z  ftfk  tho  iMMlor 
from  MinnoiotA  a  auoHlonf  Am  I  to  undgritand  that  this 
ftmondment  forgives  all  thOM  debts  and  eaniiels  them,  sven 
la  oftiti  IB  which  th0y  ftre  being  paid  and  art  now  current? 

Mr.  ADAMS,    Tliat  is  my  understanding. 

Mr,  BAIuajCY.  All  that  the  borrower  hot  to  do  li  to  ask 
the  Government  to  release  the  loan,  and  It  Is  released.  Is 
that  really  a  wise  precedent  to  establish  with  respect  to  loans 
made  by  the  Government?  And  if  we  do  this  with  respect 
to  loans  which  are  now  current,  representing  a  rather  re- 
spectable percentage  of  the  loans  referred  to  In  the  amend- 
ment, how  can  we  avoid  taking  similar  action  with  respect  to 
other  loans,  certainly  as  to  those  which  are  cturent?  I  am 
wondering  if.  in  order  to  relieve  the  loans  that  are  not  cur- 
rent, we  are  going  to  release  the  borrowers  who  are  current, 
when  they  are  making  every  effort  to  pay  the  debt  to  the 
Government. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    That  would  be  a  logical  sequence.      ^ 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  How  far  can  we  go  in  releasing  all  the 
loans  that  have  been  made  by  the  Government  to  persons 
who  have  made  an  honest  effort  to  pay  their  debts? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  regretfully  an- 
nounces to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  that  his  time  on  the 
amendment  has  expired. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  if  he  would  accept  an  amendment 
to  his  amendment  canrlng  the  words  "upon  proof  of  in- 
ability to  pay."  That.  then,  would  make  the  amendment 
apply  only  to  cases  in  which  the  Ixjrrowers,  by  reason  of  the 
situation,  find  themselves  utterly  imable  to  pay  the  loans. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  That  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  Gov- 
ernor of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    It  would  be  satisfactory  to  him? 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  It  is  not  a  question  whether 
or  not  a  thing  is  satisfactory  to  tbe  Governor  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration.  It  is  a  question  whether  it  Is  wise, 
whether  it  is  just;  whether  we  are  treating  one  class  of  bor- 
rowers in  this  country  in  a  different  way  from  the  matuier 
In  which  we  are  treating  all  other  borrowers  from  the  United 
States,  so  that  under  this  amendment  all  a  man  would  have 
to  do  would  be  to  quit  paying,  and  he  would  no  longer  be 
current,  and  his  debt  would  be  canceled. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Let  me  suggest  that  it  seems  to  me  this  is 
the  type  of  amendment  which  should  have  gone  to  a  com- 
mittee for  study,  rather  than  to  be  offered  to  a  relief  measure. 

Mr.  BARKX£Y.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 
We  have  had  various  amendments  pending  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency  with  regard  to  loans  made 
by  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  and  by  its  various  aux- 
iliaries. They  have  received  careful  consideration,  and  great 
relief  has  been  granted  by  that  committee  and  by  the  Con- 
gress. Now,  I  am  wondering  whether,  on  a  relief  measure, 
Jxist  off  the  floor,  like  flushing  a  covey  of  birds  suddenly  and 
unexpectedly,  we  are  called  on  to  release  a  certain  type  of  bor- 
rowers from  the  Treasiny  of  the  United  States  because  about 
two-thirds  of  them  have  not  paid  their  obligations,  and  a 
third  of  them  are  still  making  an  effort  to  do  so. 


Mr.  HOLT.    Mr,  Pretldent.  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHIP8TSAD.    X  have  not  the  floor. 

The  PRX8XDINO  OFFICER.  The  quettlon  It  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  tht  Senator  from  MlnoetoU 
(Mr.  SMiMTgASl.  Tht  Chair  reoognlaea  the  Senator  from 
West  VlrglnU. 

Mr,  MOUr.  X  detlrt  to  otk  tht  ienator  from  Minnttotft  ft 
qu^KUon  m  my  time. 

Ail  thrsf"  loans  wtrt  grantod  at  a  rttult  of  ft  dltattor;  wtrt 
they  not? 

MrsMlFiTlAD,  YftiiMMhfti  flood  4lMMt«rf,ftn4fO  forth. 

Mr,  MOLT,    A  total  of  M14M,0Mf 

MrSKlMTIAD.    Thfti  ki  ftftrmoti 

Mr,  MOLT,  And  fit  we  ftdoplotf  on  the  fldor  af  (Im  Senatf 
ftn  MMifitdment^urnlni  ovtr  110,000,000  to  Kuruyn  without  ft 
word  ofdffeftU, 

Mr,  SHIMTRAD,  We  have  mado  various  grants  to  varlmtt 
•eclions  for  varloug  disastors,  most  of  whluh  have  been  no 
worse  than  the  so-oalled  drought  period  of  4  years  In  the 
early  thirties. 

Mr.  HOLT,  In  other  words,  the  Senator  wonU  to  tokt 
care  of  the  disasters  of  the  American  peoplt. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    I  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  In  that  connection  I  may 
say  that  a  number  of  loans  have  been  made  as  the  result 
of  disasters.  The  Disaster  Loan  Corporation  was  created  in 
order  to  make  loans  to  flood  sufferers.  Now  a  niunber  of 
those  persons  are  hard-pressed  to  pay  their  obligations,  but 
a  number  of  others  are  doing  everything  they  can  to  meet 
their  obligations  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

If  we  are  to  remit  one  t3T>e  of  loan  because  It  is  made  as  the 
result  of  a  disaster — and  all  the  loans  that  have  been  made 
by  the  Gtovemment  of  the  United  States  have  been  made  on 
account  of  some  sort  of  disaster,  economic  or  otherwise — how 
can  we  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  out  of  a  clear  sky,  exempt 
one  type  of  loan  from  repayment  liecause  of  a  certain  type 
of  disaster,  when  there  are  hundreds  of  thousands  of  other 
persons  in  the  United  States  who  borrowed  money  because 
of  a  disaster  who  are  not  included  in  this  amendment? 

It  seems  to  me  this  proposal  ought  to  have  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  committee;  and  certainly  we  ought  to  know 
What  we  are  getting  into  if  we  are  going  up  a  blind  alley  with 
respect  to  one  type  of  loan. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Will  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  agree 
to  an  amendment  confining  this  proposal  to  delinquent  loans? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Of  course  not.  because  then  ail  that  it  is 

necessary  to  do  is  to  become  delinquent,  and  a  borrower  gets 
out  of  his  obligation  to  the  United  States.  A  man  merely  has 
to  quit  pajang.  and  he  is  relieved  forever. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Of  course,  Mr.  President,  I  drafted  this 
amendment  on  the  basis  that  this  was  an  entirely  different 
kind  of  loan  than  the  ordinary  loans  that  have  been  made  to 
agriculture  and  to  industry  and  to  communities. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia has  the  floor. 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  jrield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  These  loans  are  no  different  from  the  type 
of  loans  made  in  the  Ohio  Valley  and  all  the  other  valleys 
that  were  overrun  by  water  and  flooded  In  1937.  I  introduced 
in  the  Senate  a  bill  to  create  the  Disaster  Loan  Corporation, 
and  hundreds  of  thousands  of  persons  borrowed  money  from 
the  Treasury  in  order  to  be  able  to  reestablish  their  busi- 
nesses and  to  improve  their  homes  as  a  result  of  damage 
caused  by  the  floods.    A  flood  is  quite  as  disastrous  as  dust. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  frequently  is  more  suddenly  disas- 
trous than  dust,  because  it  is  possible  to  move  away  from 
dust,  but  it  Is  not  always  possible  to  get  out  of  tbe  way  of 
water.  If  we  are  to  exempt  those  who  have  been  compelled 
to  borrow  money  because  of  dust  storms  from  tbe  repajrment 
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of  their  loans  to  the  United  Stated,  we  should  certainly  con- 
sider exempting  all  those  in  the  Ohio  Valley,  the  Connecticut 
Valley,  the  Monongahela  Valley,  the  Allegheny  Valley,  and 
all  the  other  valleys  of  the  United  States  who  had  to  borrow 
money  in  order  to  recoup  themselves  and  to  reestablish  their 
business  as  the  result  of  floods.  We  should  not  pick  out  one 
type  of  loan  and  exempt  it  from  repayment,  cancel  the  loans, 
and  wipe  them  out  and  make  all  the  other  people  pay.  I 
doubt  the  wisdom  of  doing  it.  I  think  it  would  be  a  precedent 
which  would  rise  up  to  haunt  us  in  the  future,  l)ecause  the 
R.  F.  C.  has  made  loans  to  people  who  suffered  In  disasters  of 
one  type  or  another;  and  if  we  are  to  cancel  one  type  of  loan, 
let  us  cancel  all,  and  say  that  these  were  grants,  not  loans 
at  all,  and  that  we  were  fooling  ourselves  if  we  thought  we 
were  going  to  get  any  of  the  money  back. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  I  believe  we  canceled  over 
$2,000,000,000  of  loans  the  R.  P.  C.  made.  We  canceled  some- 
thing Lke  $2,000,000,000  of  some  kind  of  loans. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  we  did  not  do  that.  It  was  a  book- 
keeping proposition  within  the  R.  P.  C.  itself.  It  did  not 
involve  individual  cancelation  of  debts. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  tabulation  by  the  Pederal  Parm  Credit  Administration 
regarding  these  loans  be  printed  with  my  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tabulation  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

1934-35  Drought  Rxxnr  Loans 

Tabu:  11. — Number  and  amount  of  loans  made  and  collected  through 

Apr.  30,  1340,  and  balances  outstanding  Apr.  30.  1940 


» 

Loans  mad« 

Collections 

Balanr«  out- 
standing 

Bute  and  offi<-e 

Num- 
ber 

Amount 

.\mount 

Per- 
cent of 
l<'aa'4 
made 

Num- 
ber 

Amount 

New  York  (SpTintrfloM)     .. 
Pennsylvania  (Haltimore)  '. 

aw 

$48,823 

$42,249 

67 

290.224 

86.5 
51.3 
73.0 

103 

1 

565 

1 
6.550 
9. 251 

16,574 

63 

107,477 

Florida  (Columbia)         

0«4 

397. 701 

Alabama  '...    ....... 

75 
360.608 
418,625 

Louisiana .... 

7.353 
13.  «H 

452.553 
683,403 

92.855 
3M,  77^ 

30.5 

38.7 

Arkansas  

Memphis  total 

20,771 

1.135.955}      357.632 

SL5 

15.802 

778.399 

Ohio  1 

120 

26 

99,261 

1,042. 760 

100.0 
50.0 
79.2 
51.3 

" 

Indiana ' 

1 
351 

10,561 

26 

26.008 

0Mi.5od 

Illinois      

1.450 
30,610 

125.359 
3,031.368 

Missouri — .(. 

St.  Louis  total 

22,060 

2.156.727 

1. 142. 197 

53.0 

10.916 

3 
4.249 

21,538 
41,639 

1.014.680 

Mlrhfran  I 

879 

296.604 

1, 230,  470 

651,246 

52.3 

28  9 

18.4 

&.4 

700 

736.347 

5, 453, 664 

11.468.201 

Alinnesota.^ .. 

North  Dakota 

27.133 
U,¥H 

1.024.851 
6,6^S3,957 
12. 119  f»1 

St.  Paul  total_ 

77,  314  19.  SJS.  4S9 

2, 179. 196 

11.0 

67,429 

I7,«M.911 

Iowa 

South  Dakota.... 

7,154    1.01%  389 
43.  W9  !«.  2«3.  348 
24.»l»t   7.ZS7.093 

3.aU&    2,!«30,567 

61.\  467 
3.691462 
2,09R,.S71 
1. 357, 649 

60.8      3.087 

IK   l\     IT    1  lA 

396^854 

13.568.811 

5.  l.\7.  7V7 

1.472.V18 

NVbra.«ka 

Wyoming ....... 

28^  9 
48.0 

18,  l-^fi 
2,055 

Omaha  total 

7B.  3M  77  .%3  »T 

6,766.149 

34.7 

6a  438 

30.506^380 

Kansas 

Oklahoma 

Colorado 

16.  412 

n  518 

7.40« 

6.482 

3.3Kj:.fion 

1.  KSO.  297 
2. 333.  (V>2 
1.813.0B3 

1. 069.  512 

M%  749 

1.013.806 

1. 084.  341 

31.6 
53.4 
43.5 
SO.  8 

10,961 
7.294 
4.S.17 
3.334 

2.313.103 
»^M8 

1. 319. 256 
738.821 

Wichita  total 

41. 831) 
4Z834 

8,679.111 
6.970.  224 

3.781.308 
1  j«i  esa 

43.6 
49.6 

26.426 
26.099 

71 

ZOO 

42 

346 

4.887.738 
3.516.536 

Teras  (1 -aJlas)     .... 

An'mna .. 

n«h   

27S 
4.007 

102 
I.2S1 

m.  398         34.  <^) 

1.751497       607.914 

119.618         7S.M1 

241.049        18a7»4| 

57.8 
Z.\0 
63.4 
75.0 

35.499 
1. 144.  5N3 

43,727 
60  255 

Nevada .. 

ralitnrnia 

8.  L.  C.  total 

SwQSsi 

i  in  wii 

8B9.498 

41    ij       t     tAtl 

1,374.064 

^fontica 

Idaho .„.. . 

"Waabingua 

fi.396:    !.«:?.  OM 

1,678    1,051.717 

1.175       387.  »&4 

201        142.81ft 

446.  OM 

465.600 

2*4.799 

87,660 

36.7 
44.3 
63.1 
61.4 

4.838 
966 
510 
109 

1.325.970 

886,117 

143.155 

55.  IM 

Spokane  total 

9.450   3,2HM1 

1. 244. 153 

38.2 

6,423    3.010.308 

Grand  total 

VXK  614|72, 008. 540  20, 156, 331 

38.0|217,344j51.«.^2.20» 

'  Amounts  shown  transffrred  from  drouiiht  areas. 

Farm  Credit  Administmiion,  Division  of  Finance  and  Accounts. 


Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  It  seems  very  apropos  today, 
the  day  when  the  war  debts  are  due.  that  we  should  be  dis- 
cussing the  repayment  of  debts  due  by  the  farmers  of  the 
United  States  who  have  suffered  from  disasters  of  one  kind 
or  another.  Of  course,  in  this  instance,  the  amount  involved 
Is  only  $34,000,000,  as  compared  with  billions  loaned  to  coun- 
tries across  the  seas,  which  we  have  seemingly  forgotten.  I 
am  one  who  believes  that  charity  should  begin  at  home,  and 
If  our  farmers  have  suffered  from  disasters,  I  think  we  should 
think  about  disasters  in  this  country,  as  well  as  disasters 
across  the  ocean. 

The  PRESIDING  OPFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 

[Mr.    SHIPSTEAD). 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  the  feed  and  seed  loan  mat- 
ter is  one  of  extreme  importance  to  farmers  in  all  the  North- 
west. I  could  not  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota that  these  loans  should  be  canceled.  I  have  given  the 
subject  much  consideration,  and  on  Pebruary  9  last  year  I 
Introduced  Senate  bill  1278.  which  was  referred  to  the  Ccm- 
mittee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  but  it  has  not  yet  been 
reported.  At  this  time  I  desire  to  offer  the  bill  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  pending  measure,  and  I  ask  that  It  be  read  by 
the  clerk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  add  at  the  proper 
place  in  the  bill  a  new  section,  to  read  as  follows: 

That  borrowers  whose  pavirents  on  emereency  crop.  feed,  and 
seed  loans  from  the  Farm  Credit  Admlnl-strallon  for  1938  and. or 
prior  years  are  In  default  may  refund  such  indebtedness  with  a 
lO-year  installment  contract,  nonlnterest  bearing  except  a«  to 
delinquency  on  Installment  payments,  on  the  following  basis: 

(a)  To  avail  himself  of  this  act  the  txirrower.  within  1  year  from 
the  date  of  this  act.  shall  apply  to  the  Parm  Credit  Administration 
or  Its  representative  for  an  installment  contract  and  shall  tender 
therewith  a  token  payment  which  shall  not  be  less  than  1  year's 
Interest  on  the  unpaid  portion  of  the  principal  of  hU  moet  recent 
delinquent  loan. 

(b)  Upon  receipt  of  the  application  and  the  token  payment, 
the  Parm  Credit  Administration  or  its  agent  shall  compute  the  total 
amount  due  on  the  date  the  application  Is  received,  shall  subtract 
the  amount  of  the  token  payment,  and  shall  write  the  balance  Into 
a  new  contract  payable  in  10  equal  annual  Installments,  the  nrst  o< 
which  shall  be  due  1  year  from  that  date.  The  Installment  pay- 
ments shall  not  bear  interest  c.trept  as  to  delinquency  In  the  pay- 
ment of  any  Installment  and.  when  the  final  Installment  has  been 
paid,  the  original  note  or  notes  shall  be  marked  "paid  In  full"  and 
canceled. 

(c)  Each  installment  contract  shall  bear  a  number,  and  the  old 
note  or  notes  shall  be  sUmped  -Subject  to  installment  contract 
No.  — ."  and  the  number  of  the  installment  contract  shall  be  in- 
serted. At  each  Installment  payment  there  shall  be  endorsed  on 
each  original  note  the  proportion  of  the  payment  which  the  balanc* 
computed  on  that  note  bears  to  the  total  amount  of  the  InstaUment 
contract. 

(d)  At  any  time  within  5  years  from  the  date  of  the  Install- 
ment contract  the  borrower  may  pay  the  entire  amount  of  the 
balaiice  on  same  by  delivering  to  the  order  of  the  Farm  Credit 
Adm.nistration  an  amovmt  of  grain  or  feed,  bushel  for  bushel  or 
ton  for  ton,  as  the  case  may  be.  equivalent  to  the  grain  or  feed 
that  was  purcha-soable  by  the  balance  or  balances  of  the  oritrtnal 
notes  on  the  date  of  this  act.  "»i6"«* 

(e)  No  borrower  owing  a  balance  on  an  emergency  crop  feed 
or  seed  loan  shall  be  eligible  for  further  loans  from  any  Oov-^ 
ernment  agency  until  he  shall  have  paid  such  balance  or  applied 
for  an  Installment  contract  on  same;  nor  shaU  he  be  elieible  while 
any  installment  payment  is  in  default.  *6i"*«!  wuno 

Mr.  GURNEY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Has  this  matter  been  brought  to  the  attention 
of  any  of  the  standing  committees  of  the  Senate,  and  has  it 
received  their  approval,  or  been  considered  by  them?  I  refer 
particularly  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  It  was  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  when  it  was  introduced,  and  so  far 
they  have  not  reported  on  the  bill  at  all.  I  now  offer  the  bill 
as  an  amendment  to  the  pending  joint  resolution. 
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Mr.  KING.  Did  the  Senator,  as  the  sponsor  of  the  measure, 
appear  before  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
and  ask  for  Its  consideration? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  committee  did  not  hold  hearings  on  the 
bill. 

Mr.  KING.    Why  did  not  the  Senator  ask  for  a  hearing? 

Mr.  GURNEY.    I  did. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator,  perhaps,  should  pursue  the  mat- 
ter with  greater  assiduity,  and  have  the  bill  considered. 

Mr.  GURNEY.    I  was  not  able  to  get  a  hearing  on  the  bill. 

Bir.  KING.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  very  unwise  to 
adept  as  amendments  to  the  pending  relief  joint  resolution 
measures  which  have  not  had  consideration  as  Independent 
measures  by  the  appropriate  committees. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 

[Mr.  GtTRNEYl. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BULOW.  Mr.  President.  I  send  an  amendment  to  the 
desk,  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  wiU  state  the 
amendment. 

The  Legislattve  Clxek.  On  page  16,  line  20,  after  the 
figures  "$1,700,000".  it  is  proposed  to  Insert  a  colon  and  the 
following  additional  proviso: 

Prot-fd^d  further.  That  the  sums  appropriated  by  this  section  may 
be  apportioned  for  a  lesser  period  than  the  12  months  of  the  fiscal 
year  1941.  but  not  for  less  than  8  months,  as  determined  by  the 
President.  If  In  his  Judgment  such  action  is  required  to  meet  unem- 
ployment conditions  during  such  leaser  period. 

Mr.  BULOW.  Mr.  President,  this  applies  only  to  the  appro- 
priations made  for  Indian  citizens  which  are  made  on  a  12- 
month  basis,  and  the  amendment  makes  it  permissible  to  cut 
the  time  down  to  8  months  if  an  emergency  should  arise.  I 
have  discussed  the  matter  with  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  Adams],  who  has  the  joint  resolution  in  charge,  and  he 
has  expressed  willingness  to  take  the  amendment  to  con- 
ference. 

The  PRESmiNO  OITICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  E>akota 
[Mr.  Bmx>w]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  ' 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  amendment  I 
have  sent  to  the  desk  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  is  proposed,  on  page  25,  line  22,  after 
the  word  "unemployable",  to  insert  the  words  "and  all  reUef 
workers  who  have  made  reasonable  effort  and  have  not  been 
able  to  secure  private  employment." 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  this  relates  to  the  same  sub- 
ject matter  covered  by  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  DanahesI  about  an  hour  ago.  It 
relates  to  a  problem  which  Is  causing  a  great  deal  of  distress 
in  my  State  growing  out  of  the  18-month  lay-off  provision. 

I  understand  that  the  chief  need  for  the  section  which 
was  Inserted  in  the  law  last  year  was  that  the  administration 
authorities  felt  that  there  should  be  some  rotation  in  em- 
plo3rment.  Unquestionably  there  was  a  serious  situation, 
which  I  believe  has  now  been  pretty  largely  corrected,  and 
I  am  reliably  informed  that  Colonel  Harrington  testified  that 
only  2^  percent  of  the  total  who  are  employed  by  the  W.  P.  A. 
remain  on  the  rolls  for  18  months.  In  view  of  that  fact,  I 
see  no  reason  for  the  inclusion  of  subsection  (b)  In  the  joint 
resolution.  But  that  precise  Issue  was  laid  before  the  Sen- 
ate by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  Objection  was  made 
to  his  amendment  because  it  was  felt  that  a  man  might  not 
look  for  employment  in  private  Industry  If  that  provision 
were  not  included.  My  amendment  seeks  to  cover  that  situa- 
tion, and  provides,  in  substance,  that  any  relief  worker  who 
has  been  on  the  roll  18  months  and  who  has  during  that  18 
months'  period  made  an  honest  effort  to  obtain  reemployment 
and  has  not  been  able  to  obtain  it  shall  be  excepted  from  the 
provisions  of  the  section. 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Colorado  if  he  will  not  be  willing 
to  accept  the  amendment,  because  I  believe  it  would  clear  up 


a  matter  which  has  disturbed  a  great  many  of  us  who  are 
charged  with  some  responsibility  for  legislation. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  provision  would 
render  the  law  almost  imworkable.  It  would  Involve  a  study 
of  every  Individual  case,  not  only  at  a  particular  time,  but 
covering  the  whole  18-month  period,  to  determine  whether 
or  not  a  particular  individual  had  made  efforts  to  get  work. 
There  is  a  provision  in  the  joint  resolution  which  would  take 
off  relief  anyone  who  could  get  a  Job  and  would  not  take  it. 
That  Is  already  provided  tar  In  the  Joint  resolution. 

Inasmuch  as  the  matter  was  argued  at  some  length  in  ref- 
erence to  the  18-month  provision,  I  merely  say  that  I  think 
It  would  be  unwise,  from  the  standpoint  of  administration, 
to  add  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  page 
121  of  the  testimony.  I  read  from  the  bottom  of  the  page, 
^lere  It  appears  that  Colonel  Harrington  said: 

I  think  that  the  section  might  very  well  be  left  In. 

That  is,  subsection  (b)  of  section  15. 

It  produced  a  lot  of  hardabipe  last  summer  with  this  mass  lay-off 
with  the  18- month  provision.  It  Is  now  rtmnlng  between  30,000 
and  45.000  people  a  month  on  a  program  of  about  2,000,000,  and 
we  are  able  to  handle  that. 

Then  he  said — and  I  call  this  particularly  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado: 

We  are  able  to  get  those  people  reinvestigated,  and  the  oam  that 
really  cannot  get  employment  are  put  back  on. 

I  bring  that  matter  out  to  support  the  proposition  that  they 
now  make  exactly  the  kind  of  investigation  as  that  to  which 
the  Senator  refers.  They  look  up  these  people.  They  get 
the  advice  from  the  State  relief  authorities,  and  they  look 
into  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  these  people  are  able 
to  secure  employment.  What  is  there  difficult  about  that? 
Every  man  who  was  on  the  job,  and  was  about  to  be  laid  off, 
could  direct  the  authorities  to  various  establishments  where 
he  had  tried  to  get  employment.  It  seems  to  me  that  a  simple 
Investigation,  by  calling  upon  the  telephone,  would  be  suffi- 
cient. 

I  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  believe  I  have  received  more 
complaints  with  regard  to  the  W.  P.  A.  administration— which 
has  done  a  good  job  in  my  State — concerning  the  18-month 
lay-off  than  about  anything  else,  and  I  certainly  hope  the 
Senator  will  take  the  amendment  to  conference.  The  House 
provision  has  been  greatly  changed.  The  House,  as  the  Sena- 
tor knows,  had  In  the  bill  a  provision  excepting  the  heads  of 
families  over  45  years  of  age  who  had  dependents.  That  has 
been  stricken  out. 

I  think  the  suggestion  I  make  could  well  be  substituted  for 
that,  and  might  be  made  the  basis  for  an  agreement  between 
the  Senate  and  the  House  conferees.  I  beg  of  the  Senator  to 
give  serious  consideration  to  the  proposal  and  to  take  it  to 
conference,  and  see  if  we  cannot  get  this  difficult  matter  thus 
straightened  out. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Brown  1.     [Putting  the  question.]     The  Chair  is  In  doubt. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  I  Mr.  Adams]  a  question  with  regard  to  the 
main  appropriation  of  $975,000,000  on  page  2.  I  call  his 
attention  to  the  provision  in  line  17: 

That  the  funds  appropriated  by  this  section  may  be  apportioned 
for  a  lesser  period  than  the  12  months  of  the  fiscal  year  1941,  but 
not  for  less  than  8  months. 

I  know  the  Senator  has  studied  the  testimony  of  Colonel 
Harrington  before  the  committee.  It  Is  my  impression  from 
that  testimony  that,  under  the  present  arrangement,  the 
money  will  last  for  9  months  or  10  months.  Can  the  Senator 
tell  me  what  the  situati(Hi  is,  as  he  understands  It,  imder  the 
program  that  Colonel  Harrington  wants  to  carry  through? 
Will  the  money  last  only  8  months,  or  will  It  last  9  months? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  to  a  certain  extent  that 
would  be  a  matter  of  individual  judgment  or  individual  pre- 
diction. The  figures  which  Colonel  Harrington  gave  the 
House,  and  which  are  the  figures  which  appear  on  page  3,  as 
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his  estimate  of  the  relief  employees  from  July  to  November 
show  the  number  to  be  cared  for  to  be  1,700,000  In  July,  Au- 
gust, and  September.  1.800.000  in  October,  and  2.000.000  in 
November.  If  the  $975,000,000  is  constuned  in  an  8-month 
period,  it  would  take  care  of  an  average  of  slightly  over 
2.000.000  per  month,  which  is  an  amount  somewhat  in  excess 
of  the  estimate  given  by  Colonel  Harrington.  For  my  own 
Information.  I  made  a  computation  which  showed  that  if 
the  amount  were  consimied  in  9  months  it  would  take  care  of 
1,800,000  as  distinguished  from  the  2.000,000  which  would  be 
cared  for  on  an  8  months'  basis. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Since  the  estimate  was  submitted,  we  have  ap- 
propriated great  sums  of  money  for  military  purposes,  which 
should  provide  work  and  have  the  effect  of  relieving  the  pres- 
sure on  the  relief  rolls. 
Mr.  ADAMS.  Again,  that  Is  a  matter  of  individual  judg- 
^  ment,  I  should  assume  that  the  great  business  acti\1ty  result- 
ing from  defense  preparation  measures  would  increase  em- 
ployment. Of  course,  it  is  argued  on  the  other  side  that  there 
has  been  a  shutting  off  of  some  other  businesses.  How  far 
that  may  neutralize  the  employment  resulting  from  defense 
preparation  activities  I  do  not  know.  I  am  hopeful,  as  I  think 
everyone  else  is.  that  we  will  have  less  demand  for  relief 
rather  than  more. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President.  I  move  to  amend,  on  page  19, 
line  3.  by  striking  out  "eight"  and  inserting  "nine." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  is  still  before  the 
Senate  and  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment 
which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
Stated. 

The  Legislativk  Clerk.  On  page  38,  lines  17  to  19.  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  "(other  than  those  derived  from  the 
first  processing  of  sweetpotatoes) "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"(other  than  those  derived  from  the  processing  of  agricultural 
or  forestry  products  by  bona  fide  associations  of  producers  of 
such  products)." 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  can  state  the  purpose 
of  this  amendment  very  briefly.  It  is  now  the  established 
policy  of  the  Government  to  provide  loans  to  existing  co- 
operative associations  for  all  types  of  processing  of  agricul- 
tural and  forestry  products.  If  my  amendment  should  be 
agreed  to.  it  would  make  those  same  opportunities  open  to 
farmers  who  are  being  rehabilitated  under  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration's  rehabilitation  program. 

It  seems  to  me  unjust  to  provide  this  means  of  credit  to 
spread  cooperative  activities  to  more  fortiinate  farmers,  and 
to  permit  It  to  be  extended  only  to  naval  stores  and  the 
products  derived  from  sweetpotatoes  in  the  case  of  the  lower 
Income  group. 

If  It  is  justified  to  permit  the  processing  by  lower  Income 
group  farmers  of  sweetpotatoes  and  naval  stores,  it  seems  to 
me  that  in  the  light  of  our  general  policy  of  extending  loans 
to  the  large  cooperative  organizations  for  all  types  of  process- 
ing we  should  treat  the  fanners  in  the  lower  income  group 
who  are  being  rehabilitated  by  the  Farm  Credit  Administra- 
tion in  the  same  fashion. 

If  the  amendment  should  be  agreed  to.  it  would  extend 
the  existing  policy  to  the  farmers  who  are  clients  of  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration.    I  hope  very  much  that  the  Senator 

from  Colorado  will  feel  that  he  can  accept  the  amendment, 
and  let  It  be  taken  to  conference. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  House  have  been  exceedingly  generous  to  the 
organizations  the  Senator  is  speaking  for,  and  it  appears  that 
his  suggestion  would  resxilt  in  somewhat  crowding  the  situa- 
tion. I  think  we  were  being  crowded  when  the  exceptions 
contained  in  the  bill  were  put  in  it— when  we  excepted  this 
very  important  item  of  the  processing  of  sweetpotatoes  and 
naval  stores.  I  think  we  had  far  better  take  those  out  than 
put  other  things  in. 


Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  For  instance,  a  large  cooperative 
association  or  organization  in  Minnesota  or  Wisconsin  can  go 
to  the  bank  of  cooperatives  at  St.  Paul  and  get  a  loan  for  the 
purpose  of  building  creameries,  or  extending  their  cooperative 
enterprises,  but  under  the  limitations  contained  in  the  bill 
farmers  who  are  being  rehabilitated  under  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration  program  can  get  loans  only  for  cooperative 
enterprises  for  the  purpose  of  processing  sweetpotatoes  and 
naval  stores.  So  long  as  it  is  the  established  policy  of  gov- 
ernment to  permit  the  large  cooperative  associations  to 
borrow  money,  it  seema  to  me  it  is  a  discriminaUon  against 
the  lower  Income  farmers  who  are  much  in  need  of  the 
activity  of  cooperative  enterprises. 

As  I  have  said,  I  hope  the  Senator  will  be  willing  to  take 
this  amendment  to  conference,  and  to  give  It  further  con- 
sideration there. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  This  paragraph  applies  to  all  the  money  car- 
ried m  the  bill.  It  applies  to  the  relief  appropriation  What 
was  sought  to  be  done  In  this  appropriation  was  to  see  that 
money  appropriated  for  the  relief  of  the  needy  should  not 
be  used  to  establish  mills,  or  factories,  or  plants,  but  should 
be  devoted  to  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  appropriated. 
This  matter  applies  to  all  the  funds  appropriated  by  the  joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  The  very  point  Is  that  it  is  so  sweep- 
ing in  character  that  it  does  apply,  and  that  is  why  I  ask 
the  Senator  if  he  wUl  not  take  this  more  embracive  language 
to  conference,  inasmuch  as  the  committee  has  seen  fit  to  ex- 
tend the  benefits  so  far  as  processing  sweetpotatoes  and 
naval  stores  are  concerned. 

I  a^ure  the  Senator  that  aU  I  seek  to  do  is  to  get  the  mat- 
ter into  conference  so  that  it  can  be  worked  out. 

Mr  ADAMS.  What  we  are  trying  to  do  by  this  provision, 
which  has  been  carried  in  various  forms  for  several  years 

K.°w^^.f,^^^  '■^"^^  ^^^  ^  "0^  "sed  to  establish  Industry* 
which  will  compete  with  existing  private  Industry  That  is 
the  reason  it  was  not  desired  to  have  the  money  used  to 
establish  mills  or  extending  or  relocating  them 

One  of  the  arguments  made  was  that  there  were  cotton 
mills  in  the  North,  and  efforts  were  made  to  move  them  to  the 
South;  and  provision  was  made  so  that  we  could  not  spend 
relief  funds  for  the  purpose  of  moving  cotton  mills  from 
Massachusetts  or  New  Hampshire  to  a  Southern  State  The 
breadth  of  the  Senator's  language  would  cover  everything 
As  he  knows,  agriculture  is  one  of  the  broadest  terms  iii 
industry.  When  all  processing  of  agricultural  products  is 
^''^i"  f^.'  ^^^*"  have  practically  wiped  out  the  whole  thing 

Mr^  LA  POLLETTE.  The  unfortunate  feature  is  that  sec 
tn\\u  ^.^f*^,as  to  embrace  everything  appropriated 
for  by  the  joint  resoluUon.  which  Includes  funds  for  the  re- 
habilitation program  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration  I 
a^ure  the  Senator  that  I  am  not  seeking  to  open  the  door  to 
the  type  of  acUvity  he  is  discussing. 

If  the  Senator  is  willing  to  take  the  amendment  to  confer- 
ence In  order  that  an  appropriate  provision  may  be  per- 
fected, the  matter  will  all  be  in  conference:  but  if  we  leave 
in  the  sweetpotato  and  naval-stores  amendments,  then  inso- 
far as  funds  for  the  Farm  Security  Administration's  rehabili- 
tation program  are  concerned,  there  will  be  nothing  In 
conference  which  can  be  considered. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Personally.  I  cannot  agree  to  the  amend- 
ment^ I  have  only  one  vote  In  the  matter,  but  I  think  It 
would  be  unwise  to  agree  to  the  amendment 

The  PRESroiNG  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
(Putting  the  quesUon.]  »^ii^a. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  joint  resoluUon  Is  open 
to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  by  reason  of  being  compelled  to 
be  away  from  the  Chamber  when  some  of  the  committee 
amendments  were  being  considered.  I  find  It  necessary  to 
seek  the  indulgence  of  my  brethren  to  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  section  15  (a)  was  adopted.  I  always  hesitate  to  make 
such  a  request,  because  It  is  not  a  pleasant  task.    I  should 
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like  to  offer  a  couple  of  small  amendments  to  that  subsection, 
which  deal  with  veterans'  preference,  and  I  must  seek  the 
Indulgence  of  my  brethren  to  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  vote  by  which  the  subsection  was  adopted  be  reconsidered. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton asks  unanimous  consent  for  the  recmisideratlon  of  the 
vote  by  which  the  committee  amendment  to  section  15  (a) 
was  agreed  to.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  that  simendment  has  been 
once  reconsidered.  Prom  the  parliamentary  standpoint,  I  do 
not  know  whether  or  not  it  is  now  open  to  reconsideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  must  be  done  by  unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  may  make  a  motion  to  that  effect.  I  wish  to 
take  only  a  few  moments'  time. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  Is  mistaken  In 
saying  that  it  may  be  done  by  a  motion.  It  may  be  done  only 
by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  know  that  my  brother  from  Colorado  Is  a 
much  better  parliamentarian  than  I  am.  However,  I  was 
under  the  impression  that  I  could  move  to  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  the  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to.  I  may  be 
in  error. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    The  amendment  has  once  been  reconsidered. 

Mr.  BONE.    That  is  true. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  of  the  opinion 
that  because  the  amendment  has  once  been  reconsidered,  the 
Senator  would  now  have  to  have  unanimous  consent  for  its 
reconsideration. 

Mr.  BONE.  The  Chair  is  correct  in  the  statement  that  it 
has  once  been  reconsidered. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  reconsideration  of  the 
vote  by  which  the  committee  amendment  to  section  15  (a)  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  is  reconsidered. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  Pre^dent.  I  send  to  the  desk  two  short 
amendments  and  ask  that  they  be  stated.  I  will  say  to  my 
brethren  that  they  merely  deal  with  veterans*  preference 
matters  and  require  no  explanation  to  those  who  are  familiar 
with  such  things. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  first  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Washington  will  be  stated. 

The  Chi£P  Clerk.  In  section  15  (a),  in  the  committee 
amendment,  on  page  25,  at  the  beginning  of  line  9,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  "be  determined,  as  far  as  practicable,  on 
the  basis  of  relative  needs  and  shall,  where  the  relative  needs 
are  found  to  be  the  same,  be  given",  and  to  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words  "be  given  in  each  region  to  those  who  are 
qualified  and  available." 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  should  like  to  have  some  explanation  of 
what  the  amendment  comprehends,  and  what  its  purpose  is. 

Mr.  BONE.  The  amendment  strikes  out  all  of  lines  9  and 
10  and  the  first  three  words  in  line  11.  and  substitutes  in 
lieu  thereof  the  words  "be  given  In  each  region  to  those  who 
are  qualified  and  available."  So  far  as  I  can  determine  the 
desires  of  those  who  have  expressed  themselves  on  the  sub- 
ject, the  purpose  is  to  remove  any  question  of  veterans' 

preference  in  regard  to  that  i>articular  matter. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  What  are  the  regions?  The  other  day  we 
had  a  discussion  about  State  lines,  and  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Washington  was  sunong  those  who  thought  we  should 

be  very  careful  to  maintain  State  lines. 

Mr.  BONE.    No;  we  once  fought  a  war  over  that  question. 

I  do  not  want  any  more  wars  over  State  lines.  Being  very 
much  of  a  Federalist,  I  myself  am  not  much  given  to  worrying 
over  such  matters. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  If  It  ia 
not  also  his  purpose,  if  this  amendment  should  be  agreed  to, 
to  offer  an  amendment  restoring  the  words  "relative  needs'* 
at  the  end  of  the  subsection.     The  effect  of  the  two  amend- 


ments Is  simply  to  give  the  veteran  a  preference,  so  as  to 
Insure  the  preference  which  is  already  intended  by  law  to 
be  given,  in  order  that  it  may  not  be  possible  in  the  future, 
as  It  now  is,  to  put  a  veteran  who  happens  to  be  receiving 
$8  a  month  In  an  entirely  different  classification — that  is. 
class  B  Instead  of  class  A. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  will  say  to  my  friend  from  Missouri  that  I 
have  another  amendment,  which  is  the  one  he  mentioned, 
at  the  end  of  the  subsection.  I  ask  that  it  be  stated,  and  that 
the  two  amendments  may  be  considered  together. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  second  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Washington  will  be  stated. 

The  Chiif  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  section  15  (a). 
In  the  committee  amendment,  by  changing  the  period  at  the 
end  thereof  to  a  comma,  and  by  adding  the  following  words: 
"in  the  order  of  their  relative  needs  in  each  region.  Insofar  as 
may  be  practicable  and  feasible." 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  all  the  amendment 
does  is  to  transpose  the  words  "relative  needs"  from  the  place 
where  they  now  appear  in  the  subsection  to  the  end  of  the 
subsection,  so  as  to  establish  the  preferences  set  up  in  the 
subsection,  and  to  prevent  administrative  officials  from  put- 
ting a  man  who  may  receive  $8  a  month  in  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent classification,  so  that  he  will  be  forced  to  wait  until 
all  of  class  A  is  taken  care  of  before  he  can  receive  any  relief 
at  an. 

Mr.  BONE.  The  amendments  are  quite  simple.  They  are 
very  greatly  desired  by  veterans.  I  do  not  think  they  will 
harm  any  worthy  person. 

I  should  very  much  like  to  see  the  amendments  agreed  to. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  they  be  considered  together. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Washington?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered.  Ilie  question  now  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendments  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  this  matter  has  been  gone 
Into  by  the  committee  with  much  care.  The  committee 
amendment  has  been  approved  by  the  Administration. 
Frankly,  because  of  the  imcertainty  which  may  be  produced, 
I  hope  there  may  be  some  opportunity  for  considering  the 
amendments.  I  am  not  prep>ared  to  discuss  amendments 
which  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  see. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  that  the  amendments  be  permitted  to  go  to  con- 
ference. I  am  sure  the  gentlemen  from  the  House  who  will 
be  on  the  conference  committee  will  themselves  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  understand  and  to  discuss  the  amendments, 
because  I  think  they  were  discussed  in  the  House.  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  allow  them  to  go  to  conference. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  May  It  be  imderstood  that  the  amendments 
shall  be  allowed  to  go  to  conference  simply  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  an  opportunity  for  members  of  the  conference 
committee  to  study  them,  without  absolutely  committing  the 
Senate  conferees  to  the  support  of  amendments  with  which 
tl:iey  may  disagree?  That  suggestion  would  allow  a  certain 
leeway.    Does  the  Senator  understand? 

Mr.  BONE.  Yes.  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  have  the  amend- 
ments go  to  conference,  and  I  think  the  conferees  will  have 
an  opportunity  to  consider  them  with  their  brethem  from 
the  House. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  With  that  imderstanding,  I  have  no  ob- 
jection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 

to  the  amendments  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Washington 
to  the  conunittee  amendment. 

The  amendments  to  the  amendment  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  vote  for  House  Joint 
Resolution  544.  maldng  appropriations  for  work  relief  during 
the  commg  fiscal  year.  I  have  voted  for  all  work-relief  ap- 
propriations granted  during  the  past  decade.  I  understand 
the  needs  in  this  field.  It  is  my  hope  that  with  the  large 
amounts  of  money  soon  to  be  made  available  under  the  na- 
tional-defense program,  new  jobs  will  open  up  in  private  in- 
dustry for  many  workers  now  on  W.  P.  A.  I  know  that  the 
W.  P.  A.  worker  would  rather  have  a  job  in  private  industry. 
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because  It  means  higher  wages  and  more  attractive  conditions 
of  worlL 

The  Murray  amendment  did  not  receive  my  vote,  inasmuch 
as  the  President  requested  $975,650,000  for  the  next  fiscal 
year  through  the  joint  resolution.  Although  the  measure  as 
reported  to  the  Senate  carried  $1,073,584,916.  more  than  $100.- 
000.000  has  been  added  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  all  of  which 
is  for  the  next  fiscal  year,  with  the  provision  that  this  amount 
may  be  spent  within  8  months  should  circumstances  make  it 
necessary.  That  provision  makes  for  flexibility,  which  is 
quite  essential  during  the  coming  months. 

Billions  of  dollars  are  being  appropriated  for  national  de- 
fense. To  what  degree  these  expenditures  will  result  in  de- 
creased unemployment,  no  one  is  certain.  We  do  know,  how- 
ever, that  there  will  be  a  reaction  on  the  part  of  industry 
which  will  tend  to  absorb  many  of  those  now  on  work-relief 
rolls.  That  Is  certain.  Rather  than  appropriate  greater 
funds  for  work  rehef,  it  is  wise  on  our  part  to  observe  to  what 
degree  our  national-defense  funds  are  taking  up  the  slack  of 
those  on  W.  P.  A.  rolls. 

It  is  a  good  business  move  on  our  part  to  observe  the  trend, 
and  then  act  accordingly.  Our  future  action  will  be  based  on 
some  definite  information:  $1,073,584,916  has  been  made  avail- 
able for  work  relief  for  8  months.  If  necessary.  On  the  basis 
of  information  which  we  shall  have  at  that  time,  this  body 
may  appropriate  whatever  will  be  necessary  for  the  last  4 
months  of  the  fiscal  year. 

In  view  of  the  great  outlay  required  and  the  limited  funds 
available,  every  effort  should  be  made  on  the  part  of  our 
citizens  to  plan  for  financial  preparedness  in  this  time  of 
international  crisis.  We  must  find  additional  sources  of 
revenue  if  we  are  to  continue  to  make  appropriations  of  such 
magnitude  as  this  country  has  never  before  known.  In  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  of  which  I  am  a  member,  the  revenue 
bill  of  1940.  H.  R.  10039.  is  pending.  We  are  raising  additional 
billions  of  dollars  by  increased  taxation.  I  know  the  stagger- 
ing problems  which  now  confront  the  Nation  in  our  search  for 
more  revenue.  Those  problems  should  not  be  made  more 
serious. 

National  defense  appropriations  have  the  green  light  at  the 
moment.  Important  as  are  other  appropriations  to  the  wel- 
fare of  the  country,  it  is  necessary  that  we  exercise  caution, 
and  feel  our  way  forward  gradually,  whenever  possible.  The 
reqiilrements  for  work  relief  are  taken  care  of  according  to 
the  President's  request  in  an  adequate  manner,  under  a  flex- 
ible arrangement  whereby  more  funds  will  be  made  available 
toward  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there  be  no  further  amend- 
ments, the  question  Is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amendments 
and  the  third  reading  of  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  Inquire  what  Is  the  par- 
liamentary situation? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendments  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
Joint  resolution. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the 
Joint  resolution  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is,  Shall  the 
Joint  resolution  pass? 

The  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  544)  was  passed. 

ZNCRCASED  AUTHOIUTT  FOR  RXCONSTRUCTION  mVAlTCE  CORPORATION 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Senate  bill  3938.  Calendar  No.  1807. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  give  a 
description  of  the  particular  biQ?  I  do  not  know  it  by 
number. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  was  about  to  address  the  Senate  briefly 
•■  to  the  provisions  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  McNARY.  But  before  It  Is  made  the  unfinished  bust- 
nSM  let  me  ask  Is  It  the  bill  proposing  an  extension  of  the 
ftutborlty  of  the  Reconstnictlon  Finance  Corporatloa? 


Ji4r.  WAGNER.    Yes;  that  is  the  bill  to  which  I  refer. 

Mr.  McNARY.    That  is  what  I  wanted  to  know. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (S.  3938)  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal 
home-loan  lianks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  Act,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency with  an  amendment  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enact- 
ing clause  and  insert: 

That  section  304  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  relief  In 
the  existing  national  emergency  in  banking,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." approved  Blarch  9.  1933.  aa  amended  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed.. 
title  12.  sec.  51d:  Supp.  V.  title  12.  sec.  51d).  la  hereby  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

■'The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Is  authorized  to  pur- 
chase at  par  any  pirt  of  the  stock  of  any  Federal  home-loan  bank 
owiicd  by  the  United  States,  as  evidenced  by  certificates,  receipts, 
or  otherwise.  In  amounts  to  be  determined  by  the  Corporation, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator;  and  the 
Secretory  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  to  sell  such  stock  to  the  Corporation.  Any  such  stock  so 
purchased  by  the  Corporation  shall  be  held  subject  to  the  same 
conditions,  requirements,  rights,  and  privileges  (including  all  divi- 
dend and  retirement  provisions)  as  are  provided  by  law  for  or  m 
connection  with  the  ownership  of  such  stock  by  the  United  States." 

8«c.  2.  Section  2  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act. 
as  amended  (U.  8.  C.  1934  ed.,  title  15.  sec.  602).  is  hereby  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraphs: 

"The  Corporation  Is  authorized  to  make  payments  from  time  to 
time  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  amounts  to  be  determined 
by  the  Corporation,  with  the  approval  of  the  Federal  Loan  Admin- 
istrator, for  the  partial  retirement  of  its' capital  stock  at  par  and 
in  payment  of  dividends  from  earnings.  The  aggregate  amount  of 
notes,  debentures,  bonds,  or  other  such  obllgatkna  which  the  Cor- 
poration is  authorized  to  Issue  and  have  outstonding  at  any  one 
time  under  the  provisions  of  law  In  force  on  the  date  this  para- 
graph takes  effect  shall  not  be  decreased  by  reason  of  any  retire- 
ment of  capital  stock  under  this  paragraph,  and  such  aggregate 
amount  is  hereby  Increased  by  an  amount  sufficient  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  and  of  the  second  paragraph  of 
section  304  of  the  act  of  March  9.  1933,  as  amended. 

"The  Corporation  shall  retire  its  capltol  stock  and  pay  dividends 
under  the  preceding  paragraph  of  this  section,  and  shall  purchase 
stock  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks  under  section  304  of  the 
act  of  March  9.  1933.  as  amended.  In  an  aggregate  amount  of  not 
to  exceed  $300,000,000  to  be  deternUned  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury:  but  the  Corporation,  with  the  approval  of  the  FMeral 
Lean  Administrator,  shall  determine  that  portion  of  such  aggregate 
amount  which  shall  l>e  used  for  the  retirement  of  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Corporation,  the  payment  of  dividends,  and  the  purchase  of 
such  stock  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks." 

Sec.  3.  (a)  The  third  paragraph  of  section  5  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  Act.  as  amended  (U.  8.  C.  1934  ed..  title  15. 
sec.  605:  Supp.  V,  title  15.  sec.  605).  is  hereby  amended  by  striking 
out  "$350.000,000'  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "$500,000,000." 

(b)  The  first  sentence  of  section  3  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
to  extend  the  functions  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corjxiratlon 
for  2  years,  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  January  31.  1935.  aa 
amended  (U.  8  C.  1934  ed..  Supp.  V.  title  15.  sec.  605m).  la  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  "January  31,  1946"  and  Inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "January  31.  1955." 

Sec.  4.  Section  3  of  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  Act 
(U.  8  C.  1934  ed..  title  12.  sec.  1020b)  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentences:  "The  Federal  Farm 
Mortgage  Corporation  is  authorized  to  repay  on  or  before  June  30, 
1941.  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  behalf  ol  the  United  States, 
all  fmounts  in  excess  of  $100:000.000  theretofore  8UtMcrlt>ed  to  the 
capital  stock  of  the  corporation.  The  proceeds  of  such  repayment 
■hall  be  held  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  a  fund  avail- 
able for  sutMcrlption.  by  the  Oovemor  on  tiebalf  of  the  United 
States  with  the  approval  ol  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  the 
capital  of  the  corporation  when.  In  the  Judgment  of  the  directors 
of  the  corporation,  additional  subscriptions  to  Its  capital  are  neces- 
sary " 

Bk.  6.  Section  5d  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act, 
u  amended  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed..  Supp.  V.  title  15.  sec.  606b).  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  para- 
graphs: 

"In  order  to  aid  the  Government  of  the  United  States  In  Its 
xutlcnal-defetue  program,  the  Corporation  is  authorized — 

"(1)  To  make  loans  to.  or  purchase  the  capital  stock  of.  any 
corporation  (a)  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  and  carr>-lng  strategic 
and  critical  materials  as  defined  by  the  President,  and  (b)  for  plant 
construction,  expansion  and  equipment,  and  working  capital,  to  be 
used  by  the  corporation  in  the  manufacture  of  equipment  and  sup- 
plies necessanr  to  the  national  defense,  on  such  terms  and  oonol- 
tions  and  with  such  maturities  as  the  Corporation  may  detemuue; 
taUL 
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"(2)  When  requested  by  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator,  with 
the  approval  of  the  President,  to  create  or  to  organize  a  corporation 
or  corporations,  with  ixiwer  (a)  to  acquire  and  carry  strategic  and 
critical  materials  as  defined  by  the  President,  (b)  to  purchase  land. 
to  purchase,  buUd.  and  expand  plants,  and  to  purchase  equipment 
and  machinery,  for  the  manufacture  of  equipment  and  supplies 
necesaary  to  the  national  defense,  (c)  to  lease  such  plants  to  private 
corporations  to  engage  in  sxjch  manufacture,  and  (d)  If  the  Presi- 
dent finds  that  it  is  necessary  for  a  Oovernment  agency  to  engage 
in  such  manufacture,  to  engage  In  such  manufacture  Itself.  The 
Corporation  may  make  loans  to,  or  purchase  the  capital  stock  of, 
any  such  corporation  for  any  purpose  related  to  the  national-defense 
program,  on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  tlie  Corporation  may 
determine. 

"Any  corporation  created  or  organized  by  the  Corporation  under 
the  preceding  paragraph  is  also  authorized,  with  the  approval  of 
the  President,  to  make  payments  against  the  purchase  price  to  be 
paid  for  strategic  and  critical  materials  in  advance  of  the  delivery 
of  such  materlala.  Whenever  practicable,  the  Corporation  may  re- 
quire the  pajrments  so  made  to  be  used  for  purchases  of  raw  or 
manufactured  agricultural  conunodities  to  be  exported  from  the 
United  SUtes." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  me  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senate  that  It  is  very 
desirable  to  pass  this  bill,  which  I  do  not  think  will  take  long, 
and  also  the  alien  registration  and  fingerprinting  bill,  which 
will  not  take  long,  in  order  to  clear  the  way  for  taking  up  the 
tax  bill  on  Monday.  I  hope  Senators  will  remain  here,  and 
cooperate  as  fuUy  as  possible  in  accomplishing  these  two 
results. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  shall  make  my  explanation  as  brief  as  possible,  and  then,  of 
course,  yield  to  any  questions  which  may  be  asked. 

The  pending  bill  was  introduced  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Glass!  but,  due  to  his  absence,  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency  authorized  me  to  report  the  bill 
to  the  Senate. 

Tlie  object  of  the  bill  is  to  mobilize  in  the  service  of  the 
national  defense  the  financial  resources  as  well  as  the  organ- 
ization and  administrative  experience  of  the  R.  F.  C.  The 
bill  has  two  main  features. 

The  first  is  to  make  available  $300,000,000  to  the  Treasury 
from  the  R.  P.  C,  which  sum,  of  course,  would  be  expended 
for  such  purposes  as  Congress  may  direct. 

The  second  is  to  aid  private  industry  by  loans  and  by  the 
purchase  of  their  capital  stock  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment to  enable  such  industries  to  further  the  manufacture 
of  supplies  and  equipment  necessary  for  national  defense. 

In  the  event  that  private  industry  is  unable,  with  these  laws, 
to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  situation,  the  R.  F.  C.  itself  is 
authorized  to  create  a  corporation  to  engage  in  such  enter- 
prises. 

The  first  section  of  the  bill,  if  I  may  briefly  go  through  its 
provisions,  authorizes  the  R.  F.  C.  by  means  of  certain  trans- 
actions to  transfer  to  the  Treasury  a  sum  up  to  $300,000,000. 
The  transfer  will  be  discretionary  with  the  R.  F.  C,  as  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  the  bill.  The  transfer  is  to  be  accom- 
plished in  three  ways  which  are  provided  In  the  bill.  First, 
the  R.  P.  C.  Is  authorized  to  purchase  $125,000,000  worth  of 
stock  of  the  home-loan  banks  owned  by  the  United  States 
Oovernment.  That  stock  will  be  a  very  valuable  and  desir- 
able investment  for  the  R.  P.  C,  because  ever  since  the  incep- 
tion of  the  home-loan  banks  they  have  paid  dividends  to  the 
stockholders.  Secondly — and,  I  repeat,  these  are  all  matters 
in  the  discretion  of  the  R.  P.  C. — $100,000,000  Is  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  dividends  or  surplus  which  the  R.  P.  C.  now  enjoys, 
which  amounts  to  $284,000,000.  Thirdly.  $75,000,000  would 
be  transferred  to  the  Treasury,  through  the  purchase  by  the 
R.  P.  C.  from  the  Treasury  of  $75,000,000  worth  of  the  capital 
•tock  of  the  R.  P.  C.  which  is  now  owned  by  the  Treasury, 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Would  these  additional  requirements 
OQ  the  R.  P.  C.  Increase  the  demand  upon  the  R.  P.  C.'s  capital 
to  such  an  extent  as  would  defeat  the  purpose  of  recapturing 
a  portion  of  the  capital  itock  of  the  R.  P.  C,  as  proposed  In 
ttoe  President's  Budget  meeiage? 


Mr.  WAGNER.  I  do  not  quite  understand  the  Senator's 
question. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  The  President  proposed  in  his  Budget 
message  to  recapture  some  $700,000,000,  a  portion  of  which 
was  to  come  from  the  capital  of  the  R.  F.  C.  Could  that  still 
be  done  with  this  extension  of  authority  to  the  R.  P.  C? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes;  the  IhU  takes  care  of  $300,000,000  of 
the  amount  mentioned  by  the  Senator.  It  is  to  be  done  by 
the  method  which  I  have  just  explained,  which  is  really  made 
up  of  three  items:  first,  the  purchase  of  stock  of  the  home- 
loan  banks;  second,  a  payment  out  of  dividends  and  accumula- 
tions of  the  R.  F.  C;  and  third,  by  the  purchase  of  R.  F.  C. 
stock  from  the  Treasury.  This  operation,  if  carried  out  as 
suggested,  will  transfer  to  the  Treasury,  to  be  available  for 
governmental  expenditures,  a  total  of  $300,000,000. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  explain  where 
the  R.  P.  C.  will  get  the  $300,000,000  it  will  pay  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    By  the  issuance  of  its  notes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  So  that,  in  fact,  what  the  transaction  means  is 
that.  Instead  of  issuing  $300,000,000  of  Government  bonds, 
there  will  be  issued  $300,000,000  of  R.  F.  C.  notes  guaranteed 
by  the  Government?  That  is  the  effect,  at  least,  of  the 
measure,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Senator  has  a  right  to  draw  his  own 
conclusions.  I  have  tried  to  explain  the  transaction.  It  is 
a  perfectly  proper  one.  The  R.  F.  C.  as  a  financial  institu- 
tion, is  as  sound  as  any  Institution  in  the  coimtry.  Of  course. 
It  does  not  hold  its  surplus  of  $284,000,000  in  cash;  it  utilizes 
it  as  any  well-operated  business  would  do.  It  has  loaned  its 
accumulated  dividends  and  surpluses,  and  notes  would  have 
to  be  issued  in  order  to  secure  the  cash  with  which  to  con- 
summate the  transaction. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  there? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  think  there  is  a  \ital  and  proper  distinc- 
tion, and  I  think  it  is  a  proper  method  of  bookkeeping.  When 
we  borrow  money  through  Treasury  notes,  we  borrow  for  gov- 
ernmental purposes.  Under  the  method  now  proposed,  money 
will  be  borrowed  from  the  general  public  by  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation,  not  for  the  purpose  of  financing  the 
Government  but  for  the  purpose  of  making  loans  to  various 
businesses  and  corporations  throughout  the  United  States. 
I  think  it  is  entirely  proper  that  It  should  be  done  in  that  way. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  Why  should  the  R.  P.  C.  desire  to  buy  the 
stock  of  the  Federal  home-loan  banks?  Is  it  for  investment 
purposes? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  It  will  be  an  exceedingly  good  investment 
for  the  R.  P.  C,  but  it  is  a  method  by  which  money  is  to  be 
returned  to  the  Treasury,  which  the  R.  P.  C.  can  now  afford 
to  return,  so  that  the  Treasury  may  have  an  added  sum, 
which  is  to  be  used  as  directed  by  Congress. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  merely  seek  information,  but  bow  would  that 
put  money  in  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  WAONER.  In  a  very  simple  way;  $125,000,000  worth 
of  home-loan  bank  stock  has  been  purchased  from  the  home- 
loan  banks  by  the  Treasury  bo  Uiat  the  Treasury  now  owns 
that  stock.  When  the  R.  F.  C.  purchases  that  stock  from  the 
Treasiu-y  it  will  pay  the  Treasury  $125,000,000,  so  that  the 
Treasury  will  have  $125,000,000  Instead  of  the  home-loan 
bank  stock.  The  transaction  is  exactly  the  same  as  if  I 
purchased  stock  from  the  Senator:  he  would  get  the  cash, 
and  I  would  get  the  stock.  He  would  have  that  cash  as  his 
property  and  his  money.  In  that  way  the  transfer  in  this 
Instance  takes  place. 

The  next  provision  of  the  bill  Increases  the  authorisation 
Of  the  R.  F,  C.  to  make  loans  to  railroads  from  $350,000,000, 
which  is  the  limit  now  set  In  the  law,  to  $500,000,000.  an 
Increase  of  $150,000,000.  All  the  $360,000,000  which  is  now 
authorised  to  be  loaned  Is  exhausted,  so  that  there  would 
only  be  an  additional  $1604)00,000,  with  which  to  make  loans 
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to  the  railroads.  Since  a  number  of  railway  reorganizations 
are  now  in  process,  and  the  railroads  will  soon  come  out  of 
those  reorganizations,  undoubtedly  applications  for  loans  will 
be  made  by  the  railroads. 

That,  of  course,  does  not  Increase  the  lending  power  of 
the  R.  P.  C.  by  $150,000,000.  That  power  is  still  within  the 
limited  authority  they  now  have,  which  I  think  amounts  to 
about  a  billion  dollars. 

The  next  section  extends  the  period  within  which  loans 
made  by  the  R.  P.  C.  may  mature,  from  1945  to  1955. 

Section  4  authorizes  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corpora- 
tion to  repay  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  all  amounts 
above  $100,000,000  subscribed  to  the  capital  stock  of  the  Cor- 
poration. The  proceeds  of  such  payment  are  to  be  held  In 
the  Treasury  as  a  fund  available  for  subscription  to  the 
capital  stock  of  the  Corporation  when,  in  the  judgment  of 
Its  board  of  directors,  additional  subscriptions  are  necessary. 

Finally,  section  5  grants  authority  to  the  R.  P.  C.  so  that 
it  may  become  a  powerful  instrument  in  the  strengthening 
of  our  national  defense.  The  bill  enables  the  R.  P.  C.  to 
extend  loans  to.  or  with  the  approval  of  the  President  to  buy 
the  stock  of,  private  corporations  having  to  do  with  national 
defense — either  the  accumulation  of  strategic  materials  or 
the  manufacture  of  equipment  and  supplies. 

The  final  section  of  the  bill  authorizes  the  R.  P.  C.  itself 
to  create  or  organize  a  corporation,  or  corporations,  for  the 
purpose  of  purchasing  strategic  and  critical  materials,  and 
also  to  buy  or  lease  land  and  to  expand  plants  for  the  manu- 
facture of  necessary  equipment  and  supplies;  and  that  may 
be  done  either  by  the  R.  F.  C.  itself  or  in  cooperation  or 
participation  with  private  industry.  Of  course,  the  latter 
will  be  done  only  in  cases  in  which  private  industry  is  unable 

cope  with  the  situation. 

»4r.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Is  not  the  provision  regarding  the  power 
given  the  Corporation  Itself  to  create  corporations  a  rather 
unusual  provision? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Not  at  all.  It  Is  a  power  which  the  Cor- 
poration has  exercised.  The  chances  are  that  it  will  organize 
corporations  instead  of  creating  them;  but  there  is  some 
advantage  in  the  creation  of  corporations  in  the  way  of 
avoiding  State  taxes  and  other  inconveniences.  I  am  told, 
however,  that  what  the  R.  P.  C.  intends  to  do  is  to  organize 
these  corporations.  If  that  were  done,  the  corporations  would 
have  to  apply  for  charters  Just  as  other  public  corporations  do, 
and  in  the  charters  would  be  set  forth  the  authority  and  tlie 
powers  under  which  the  corporations  would  transact  their 
business. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  Senator  means  the  corporations  win 
ipply  to  whom — to  the  R.  P.  C? 

Mr.  WAONER.  No:  we  have  other  corporations  which  we 
have  organized  m  the  State  of  Delaware,  as  a  rule.  Just  as 
private  corporations  are  organized  In  that  State.  Such  cor- 
porations go  through  the  process  of  securing  charters  In 
which  are  set  forth,  as  in  aU  other  charters  of  corporations, 
the  authority  and  the  powers  under  which  they  are  to  act 
and  transact  their  business. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  understand  now  what  the  Senator  means. 
The  R.  F.  C.  will  go  into  the  State  of  Delaware  and  make 
application  for  a  charter? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  For  a  charter  of  incorporation  for  these 
purposes  either  to  purchase  strategic  materials,  or.  It  may  be, 
in  certain  cases  to  construct  a  plant,  lease  a  plant,  or  even 
to  manufacture  certain  implements  of  war  when  It  becomes 
necessary. 

I  need  not  here  address  the  Senate  on  the  need  of  speed  In 
adding  to  our  national  defense,  because  our  Inadequacy  in 
that  respect,  particularly  on  land  and  in  the  air.  has  been 
so  fully -discussed.  The  only  pica  I  make  to  the  Senate  is  that 
speed  Is  imperative;  that  we  have  no  right,  in  the  interest  of 
our  country  and  the  Western  Hemisphere,  to  delay  an  instant 
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In  prosecuting  efforts  to  strengthen  our  national  defense.  I 
do  not  think  I  am  disclosing  anything  I  ought  not  to  disclose 
when  I  say  that  the  R.  F.  C.  for  the  past  2  weeks  lias  been 
in  contact  and  working  in  cooperation  with  our  Advisory 
Council  of  National  Defense,  and  plans  have  already  been 
arranged  by  private  industry  and  the  Government  for  a  Joint 
prosecution  of  this  effort  to  produce  the  necessary  weapons 
for  our  national  defense. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  have  before  me  the  speech  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  made  over  a  national  hook-up  on  May  26. 
1940.    In  this  speech  the  President  used  this  language: 

I  know  that  private  business  cannot  be  expected  to  make  all  the 
capital  Investment  required  for  expansions  of  plants  and  factories 
and  personnel  which  this  program  calls  for  at  once.  It  would  be 
unfair  to  expect  industrial  corporations  to  do  this,  when  there  Is 
a  chance  that  a  change  In  International  affairs  may  stop  futtire 
orders. 

Therefore,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  stands  ready  to 
advance  the  necessary  money  to  help  provide  for  the  enHargement  of 
factories,  the  establishment  of  new  plants,  the  employment  of  thou- 
sands of  necessary  workers,  the  development  of  new  sources  of  sup- 
ply for  the  hundreds  of  raw  materials  required,  the  development  of 
quick  mass  transportation  of  supplies.  The  details  of  this  are  now 
being  worked  out  in  Washington,  day  and  night. 

I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  if  this  measure  is  one  In  further- 
ance of  that  suggestion  of  the  President,  or  whether  it  will  be 
further  legislation  looking  to  the  end  he  suggests  in  his  speech. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  read  that  passage 
from  the  President's  address,  because  the  very  purpose  of  this 
legislation  is  to  bring  about  that  cooperation  between  private 
industry  and  the  Government,  so  that  they  may  jointly  prose- 
cute these  efforts,  and  do  so  without  at  all  disrupting  the 
private  business  of  the  country.  Incidentally.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  department  of  our  Government  which  is  so  well 
equipped  to  do  that  as  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion, because  its  main  function  throughout  has  been  to  make 
loans  to  private  industry,  to  purchase  participating  stocks  in 
banks.  aiKl  in  other  ways  to  try  to  keep  our  industries  on  an 
equilibrium. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Yes. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  am  Interested  in  this  particular  aspect  of  this 
kind  of  legislation  because  I  desire  to  offer  to  the  Senate,  as 
an  amendment  to  the  tax  bill  when  It  is  considered,  the  war- 
tax  proposals  embodied  in  Senate  bill  1885.  which  would,  of 
course,  if  adopted  by  the  Congress,  apply  only  during  the 
period  of  the  war.  Its  provisions  would  automatically  go  off 
the  statute  bocks,  or  be  Inoperative,  if  and  when  peace  comes. 
But  because  of  the  high  levels  of  Uxation  In  that  bill,  ques- 
tions Immediately  present  themselves  to  any  thoughtful  per- 
son familiar  with  financing  operations  as  to  the  need  of  addi- 
tional capital  for  plant  expansion,  the  payment  of  debts,  and 
allied  problems. 

Obviously  legislation  to  take  care  of  those  needs,  which 
would  be  complementary  to  that  type  of  tax  legislation,  would 
be  necessary:  and  If  such  tax  legislation  should  be  enacted, 
it  is  my  purpose  and  the  purpo.se  of  those  who  feel  Interested 
tc  totroduce  that  type  of  complementary  legislation,  so  that 
the  tax  burden  Imposed  by  that  type  of  legislation  might  not 
prevent  the  functioning  of  a  plant. 

I  do  not  want  to  take  any  more  time,  except  to  say  that  If 

there  be  any  question  in  any  Senator's  mind  about  the  tax 

levels  being  too  high.  I  would  only  have  them  consider  that  if 

the  son  of  any  Senator  were  receiving  $5,000  or  $10,000  a  year 

as  a  business  expert,  a  publicist,  a  writer,  an  architect,  or  an 

I  engineer,  and  were  drafted  into  the  Army,  there  would  be  no 

I   effort  to  preserve  for  him  his  private  initiative,  or  any  shred 

I  of  it.    He  would  accept  the  wage  of  the  common  soldier.  $30 

a  month;  his  life  would  be  forfeit.  If  need  be,  to  the  service  of 

his  coilntry.    Many  Senators  probably  have  sons  who  have 

;   their  entire  capital  tied  up  In  their  bodies.     That  capital  con- 

,  sists  of  their  health  and  their  sanity,    if  one-mlUionth  of  1 

percent  of  the  tragedy  of  war  is  Inevitably  to  be  visited  upon 

us  in  a  financial  way  and  in  a  moral  and  spiritual  way.  then  I 

think  business  in  the  United  States  must  realize  that  it  will 
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have  to  carry  that  bui-dcn,  or  a  very  substantial  part  of  it.  not 
in  the  seizure  of  its  capital  assets,  although  that  might  con- 
ceivably and  very  readily  come  in  the  face  of  a  great  break- 
down. A  capital  levy  might  he  the  least  of  many  bad  alterna- 
tives. But  certainly  to  preserve  the  economic  system  of  the 
country,  to  preserve  it  from  the  frightful  and  unbearable 
impact  of  a  post-war  debt  added  to  our  already  swollen  debt, 
to  preserve  it  from  inflationary  shock  of  this  great  debt,  which 
would  be  inevitable  and  might  easily  lead  to  a  runaway  infla- 
tion, it  would  be  a  much  simpler  thing  to  take  the  major  part 
of  the  profits  of  business,  a  substantial  part  of  the  net  income 
of  individuals,  rather  than  face  the  horrible  and  dire  neces- 
sity later  of  seriously  considering  capital  levies  of  a  very 
drastic  kind. 

I  have  no  intention.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  of  discussing  this  matter  at  length.  I  hope  he  will 
forgive  me  for  intruding  on  his  time,  but  this  discussion  is 
apropos  because  this  sort  ctf  legislation,  I  think,  is  something 
that  is  going  to  have  to  be  considered  in  connection  with  tax 
legislation.  Certainly  we  are  not  going  to  escape  it.  I  know 
there  are  mnny  men  in  public  life,  like  myself,  who  are  not 
going  to  see  the  boys  of  America  drafted,  and  their  whole 
capital  taken  and  destroyed,  without  making  Congress  tax- 
conscious,  and  making  it  walk  right  up  and  confront  the 
necessity,  the  desirability,  end  the  high  patriotism  implicit 
in  a  tax  schedule  yet  imdreamed  of. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  surest  way  to 
prevent  our  boys  going  into  any  kind  of  a  war  is  to  arm  to 
the  teeth,  not  only  to  protect  our  country  but  to  protect  the 
whole  Western  Hemisphere.  That  is  why  speed  is  so  impera- 
tive and  why  I  am  so  anxious  to  have  the  proposed  legislation 
enacted  now. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  there  is  something  about  the 
language  of  the  bill  that  is  not  clear  to  me.  and  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  New  York  about  the  meaning  of  it. 

On  page  7.  beginning  with  line  22.  the  bill  reads: 

When  requested  by  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator,  with  the 
approval  of  the  President,  to  create  or  to  organize  a  ccrporatlcn  or 
corporations. 

Is  it  the  Intention  of  the  author  of  the  bill  to  enable  this 
corporation  to  cause  to  be  created,  according  to  law,  a  cor- 
poration or  corporations,  or  is  it  the  intention  of  the  author 
of  the  bill  to  have  done  exactly  what  this  says  literally? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  think  the  intent  and  the  literal  language 
are  identical.  This  would  authorize  the  R.  F.  C.  upon  the 
request  of  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator  and  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  President,  to  create  corporations — separate  cor- 
porations— to  deal  with  these  different  subject  matters. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  the  answer, 
it  behooves  me  to  say  that  there  must  be  something  new 
tmder  the  sim  in  the  realm  of  government  if  one  corporation 
may  create  another  corporation.  I  have  never  heard  of  such 
^  a  process  before.  If  it  has  heretofore  occurred,  it  has  escaped 
my  notice.  My  understanding  is  that  no  one  but  the  sover- 
eign may  create  a  corporaUon,  and  under  our  system  of  gov- 
ernment it  takes  A  leglilative  act.  I  know  of  no  power  which 
Congress  has  to  transmit  sovereignty  to  an  institution  such 
as  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  so  that  it  may 
make  the  grants  of  sovereignty  which  are  always  involved  in 
the  creation  of  corporations.  There  may  not  be  a  legal  cor- 
poration without  a  grant  from  the  sovereign  of  certain  sover- 
eign powers.  I  am  asking  for  education  on  this  subject.  U 
there  is  any  such  thing  known  to  the  law,  I  should  be  glad  to 
find  out  about  it. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  Senator  will 
find  in  the  R.  P.  C.  statute,  if  not  in  some  other  statute,  that 
that  authority  has  been  heretofore  given  in  other  connections. 
But  I  might  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  was  doubt  about  the 
matter  in  my  mind.  I  am  assured  that  the  corporations  will 
be  organized  rather  than  created,  imder  the  authority  given 
in  the  act. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Then,  let  me  ask  the  Senator  another  ques- 
tion. I  feel  the  same  way  about  the  policy.  I  would  not 
undertake  to  block  the  policy  of  permitting  this  corporation 


to  apply  for  a  charter  from  a  sovereign  State,  and  therefore 
I  would  be  content  with  this  provision  If  a  few  words  were 
added  to  it  to  make  it  clear  that  nothing  more  than  that 
power  is  intended  to  be  granted,  namely,  the  words  "cause  to 
be  created  or  to  be  organized." 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield? 

Mr.  WAONER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
that  Congress  has  heretofore  delegated  such  authority  to  cer- 
tain PVderal  corporations.  Por  instance,  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board  was  granted  the  power  to  create,  corjHjra- 
tions.  The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  has  hereto- 
fore had  that  power.  In  two  cases,  both  of  which  reached 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  the  authority  so  to 
do  was  upheld.  If  the  Senator  cares  to  have  it.  I  will  put  a 
brief  memorandum  in  the  Record  of  those  two  cases. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  think  that  would  be  a  good  idea.  I  have 
had  handed  to  me.  while  I  was  talking,  a  memorandum  dated 
May  27,  1940.  Is  that  the  memorandum  to  which  the  Senator 
refers? 

Mr.  BROWN.  Yes.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  It  be 
inserted  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  think  It  would  be  well  to  have  It  inserted 
In  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memorandum  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

MUtfORANOinC 

Mat  27.  1040. 

TTie  power  of  Ck>ngress  to  create  corporation*  In  the  furtherance 
of  Its  constitutional  powers  may  be  exercised  either  dlrecOy  by 
Congress  or  by  an  agency  of  govwmmetit  under  sututory  authority. 

RecenUy,  In  Kcifer  <t  Keifer  v.  R.  F.  C.  and  R.  A.  C.  C.  (306 
U.  8.  381),  the  United  States  Supreme  Cotirt  had  occasion  to  con- 
sider the  regional  agricultural  credit  corporations  which  were 
created  pursuant  to  statutory  authority  by  the  issuance  of  a 
charter  directly  tc  them  by  R.  F.  C.  In  holding  these  corporations 
liable  to  suit,  the  Supreme  Court  relied  on  the  manner  in  which 
they  were  created  but  did  not  even  question  the  propriety  of  the 
course  followed. 

Recently,  also,  to  Fletcher  v.  Jonea  (106  Fed.  (2d)  58;  certiorari 
denied.  60  8.  Ct.  116),  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  sustained  the  constitutionality  of  the  Home 
Owners'  Locm  Corporation  against  the  contention  that  Congress 
did  not  have  power  to  permit  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
to  create  It.  That  Congress  has  frequently  conferred  upon  agencies 
of  government  the  power  to  create  corporations  appears  frc«n  the 
references  contained  in  footnotes  8  and  9  of  the  opinion  Ui  Fletcher 
v.  Jonea.  supra,  excerpts  from  which  are  attached  hereto. 
Fletcher  v.  Jonea  (105  Fed.  (2d)  68,  at  pp.  60,  61 )  : 
"Congress  has  at  different  times  adopted  Tsrloua  znethoda  for 
creating  Federal  or  Oovernment  corporations.  In  K»ne  Instances 
It  has  directed  or  authorized  administrative  boardx  or  ofllclala  to 
secure  charters  from  States  or  from  the  District  of  Columbia  '  But 
this  baa  been  by  no  means  the  only  method.  In  soniA  cases  tt 
has  crsatcd  corporations  by  its  own  acts.'  In  others  it  has  author- 
ized the  President  to  create  th«n  or  to  proctu-e  their  creattun.* 
The  method  provided  by  the  present  act  was  that  the  Federal  Bom* 

<  Por  Msmpl*.  the  emergency  Fleet  Corporation  was  to  be  lncor> 
porated  under  the  laws  of  the  District  of  Cottunbla  by  the  United 
Sutes  Shipping  Board,  as  directed  by  act  of  Congress  (act  of  SmI. 
7,  1916.  89  Stat,  728.  731 ) . 

'  Examples  of  the  use  of  this  method  arc  numcrmiR ;  Inland  Water- 
ways Coiporatlon  (act  of  June  8.  1024.  43  Stat.  360.  40  U.  8.  C.  A.. 
sec.  161):  War  Finance  Corporation  (act  of  Apr.  6,  1018,  40  But.  000, 
16  U,  8.  C.  A.,  sec  331);  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Cor- 
poration (art  of  June  27,  1034,  48  Stat.  1266,  12  U.  8.  C.  A.,  sec.  1726); 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  (act  of  Jan.  22,  1932,  47  Stat.  8, 
16  U.  8.  C.  A.,  sec.  601);  Disaster  Loan  Corpwration  (act  of  Feb.  11, 
1037,  50  Stat.  10.  15  U.  8.  C.  A,  sec.  606k-l);  Federal  Deposit  Insur- 
ance Corporstlon  (act  of  June  16.  1933,  48  Stat  168,  12  U.  8.  C.  A., 
aec.  264);  Textile  Foundation  (act  of  June  10,  1930,  46  Stat.  639. 
16  U.  S.  C.  A.,  sec.  601);  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  (act  of 
Jan.  31.  1034,  48  Stat.  344,  12  U.  S.  C.  A.  sec.  1020) . 

■Thus  the  Federal  Prison  Industries,  Inc..  was  to  be  Incorporated 
by  Executive  order,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  June  23, 
1934  (48  Stat.  1211,  18  U.  8.  C.  A,  sec.  7741).  Under  the  act  of 
May  16.  1918  (40  Stat.  650,  651).  the  President  was  authorized  to 
create  housing  corporations.  Likewise,  under  the  act  of  August  10, 
1917  (40  Stat.  276),  and  the  act  of  June  16.  1933  (48  Stat.  195, 
16  U.  8.  C.  A.,  sec.  702).  The  President  was  authorised  to  establish 
and  create  corporations  In  order  effectively  to  carry  out  the  provi- 
sions of  the  respective  acts.  See  generaUj  Van  Dorn.  OovernmenI 
Owned  Corporations  (1926). 
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Loan  Bank  Board  should  Itaelf  create  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Cor- 
poration. This,  too.  Is  a  method  which  has  been  commonly  used 
by  Congress  In  the  past* 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  could  not  jump  to  the  con- 
clusion stated  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  merely  from 
observing  that  the  Court  has  upheld  such  act,  because  what  I 
epeak  of  Is  a  fundamental  that  deals  with  Government  itself, 
an  exercise  of  supreme  power.  I  am  not  satisfied  by  merely 
having  handed  to  me  a  memorandum  showing  that  on  two 
occasions  the  Court  has  upheld  a  previous  delegation  of  this 
i  legislative  jjower.    However,  I  think  the  Senator,  who  has 

\         studied  it  more  than  I  have,  may  find  more  justification 
for  it. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Let  me  state,  with  the  permission  of  the 
%  ',        .Senator  from  New  York,  what  the  R.  F.  C.  authorities  told 
-?':  US  at  the  hearing  about  that  proposition. 

First,  we  must  recognize  that  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  is  a  governmental  agency,  I  think,  essentially 
similar  to  the  secretary  of  state  in  the  State  of  Vermont, 
who.  I  presume,  is  clothed  with  the  authority  to  issue  charters 
to  corporations.  At  least,  that  is  the  way  it  is  done  in  my 
■  I  State. 

!  Mr.  AUSTIN.    Yes;  but  if  the  Senator  will  permit  an  in- 

j  terruption.  that  must  always  be  limited  by  the  statutes  of  the 

State  which  prescribe  the  grants  in  advance.  The  grants  are 
made  by  an  act  of  the  legislature,  and  they  are  availed  of  by 
the  filing  of  a  certificate  and  other  compliance  with  the  stat- 
ute. So  that  we  always  have  ii^  such  cases  a  direct  grant 
from  the  sovereign. 

Mr.  BROWN.  It  is  assumed  here,  and  the  basis  of  my 
argimient  on  the  legal  side  was,  that  the  R.  F.  C.  Is  as  defi- 
nitely an  agency  of  the  Federal  Government  as  the  secretary 
of  state  in  the  State  of  Vermont  is  of  the  State  government. 
But  I  wanted  to  get  down  to  the  purpose,  about  which  the 
Senator  was  principally  inquiring. 

To  use  an  overworked  phrase,  this  Is  an  emergency  propo- 
sition, and  the  R.  F.  C.  authorities  fear  that  if  they  are 
forced  to  go  to  the  various  States  of  the  Union  to  have  these 
corporations  organized,  or  go  to  the  various  authorities  in  the 
States  who  authorize  the  corporations  to  do  business  within 
those  States — and  the  Senator  knows  that  is  required  before 
a  corporation  may  engage  in  business  in  a  State— great  delay 
will  follow.  The  hope  of  the  R.  F.  C.  was  that  they  could  act 
promptly  and  immediately  bring  these  corporations  into 
existence  and  get  to  work. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President  I  must  observe,  before  taking 
my  seat,  that  If  I  did  not  regard  It  a  matter  of  principle,  as  a 
matter  of  policy  I  would  think  it  quite  unsafe  to  turn  over  this 
power  without  any  limitation  at  all,  without  any  prescription 
of  what  must  be  done  by  the  Corporation  which  is  going  to 
create  another  corporation.  There  is  nothing  in  the  proposed 
act  which  limits  what  that  Corporation  may  give  to  another 
corporation.  Therefore,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpo- 
ration, under  this  great  delegation  of  legislative  power,  can 
give  to  a  private  corporation  powers  which  we  as  a  Congress 
would  not  think  wise  to  vest  in  any  corporate  body.  With  no 
limitations  on  the  power,  I  should  say  as  a  matter  of  policy  it 
was  an  unwise  thing  to  do. 

Therefore,  if  it  is  entirely  agreeable  to  the  author  of  the  bill 
that  this  power  shall  be  exercised  in  the  customary  way.  under 


*Thu8.  xmder  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act  of  July  17.  1916  (39 
Stat.  360).  Federal  land  banks  were  to  be  duly  Incorporated  by  the 
making  and  filing  of  an  organization  certificate  with  the  Federal 
Farm  Loan  Board.  Federal  Intermediate  credit  banks  are  created 
by  a  similar  procedure  (act  of  Mar.  4,  1923.  42  Stat.  1454.  12  U.  S.  C.  A., 
sec.  1021.  1026).  Under  the  same  act  national  agricultural  credit 
corporations  were  to  be  created  by  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
(42  Stat.  1461.  12  U.  S.  C.  A.,  sec.  1171).  National  banks  are  Incor- 
porated by  filing  an  organization  certificate  with  the  same  official 
(act  of  June  3,  1864.  R.  S..  sees.  5133-5136.  12  U.  8.  C.  A.,  sees.  21-24). 
The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  Is  authorized  to  organize,  in- 
corporate, and  issue  charters  to  Federal  savings  and  loan  associations 
(act  of  June  13.  1933.  48  Stat.  128.  132.  12  U.  S.  C.  A.,  sec.  1464) 
Production  credit  corporations,  banks  for  cooperatives,  and  a  central 
bank  for  cooperatives  were  authorized  to  be  created  by  the  Governor 
of  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  (act  of  June  16,  1933  48  Stat, 
257.  12  U.  S.  C.  A.,  seca,  1131.  1134.  1134f ) . 


statutes  which  fix  the  limitations,  then  why  not  have  an 
amendment  added  to  the  bill  to  take  care  of  the  matter,  to 
grant  the  power  to  create  such  corporations? 

Kftr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  Informed  that 
the  Agricultural  Credit  Corporation,  a  corporation  which  has 
done  extremely  valuable  work  in  behalf  of  agriculture,  was  a 
created  corporation,  not  an  organized  corporation.  When 
the  Senator  speaks  of  limitations,  it  should  be  recognized  that 
ih4  limitations  are  set  forth  In  the  act  itself.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  deals  only  with  national  defense.  If  the  Senator  will 
read  the  language  of  the  bilh 

To  acquire  and  carry  strategic  and  critical  materials  as  defined  by 
the  President,  to  purchase  land,  to  purchase,  build,  and  expand 
plants,  and  to  purchase  equipment  and  machinery,  for  the  manu- 
facture of  equipment  and  supplies  necessary  to  national  defense. 

The  entire  activities  of  this  Corporation  are  limited  to 
matters  of  national  defense;  that,  I  think,  is  a  very  definite 
limitation.  I  know,  of  course,  that  the  Senator  will  appreci- 
ate that,  because  he  is  in  sympathy  with  what  this  Govern- 
ment is  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Oh.  yes.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  WAGNER.  That  we  must  of  necessity  make  the  power 
somewhat  general.  We  cannot  hamstring  these  corporations 
with  any  technical  restrictions  that  may  impede  the  progress 
of  their  work. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  the  Senator  from 
New  York  recognizes  that  I  am  thoroughly  in  harmony  with 
the  effort  to  build  up  production  to  the  maximum,  and 
therefore  I  would  not  interpose  a  trifiing  objection:  but  I  am 
just  as  earnest  in  my  desire  to  preserve  fundamental  prin- 
ciples as  I  am  to  speed  up  production — in  fact,  a  little  more  so. 
I  think  that  as  we  go  along  we  can  afford  to  take  time  enough 
to  see  that  our  objective  is  attained  in  the  democratic  way, 
that  we  do  not  transgress  our  fundamental  structure,  and 
do  not  open  the  door  by  creating  precedents  which  would 
cause  us  more  trouble  in  the  future  perhaps  than  we  can 
foresee.  Therefore,  if  the  objective  can  be  attained  in  the 
usual  way,  I  think  that  is  much  wiser  than  to  make  this  type 
of  delegation.  I  regard  it.  in  spite  of  the  precedents  to  which 
attention  has  been  called,  as  a  very  dangerous  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
right  there? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from  Vermont, 
since  these  corporations  are  being  created  only  for  a  definite 
purpose,  within  the  scope  of  the  bill,  would  it  not  necessarily 
follow  that  they  had  no  other  power? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Well,  are  they  so  limited? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  We  are  creating  them  for  the  purpose  of 
performing  operations  under  the  bill  which  are  limited  to  the 
procurement  and  manufacture  of  war  materials.  Would  it 
not  necessarily  follow  by  implication  that  they  would  have 
no  other  corporate  power? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  am  not  familiar  with  this 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  a  corporation  Is  organized  to  loan 
money,  that  does  not  mean  it  can  buy  cattle  or  deal  in  horses 
or  CQWs. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  No.  The  Senator  from  Texas  is  correct,  as 
he  usually  is.  As  I  said.  I  am  not  sufficiently  familiar  with 
this  particular  bill  to  know  whether  the  language  Is  strictly 
confined.  On  page  8.  line  8.  it  seems  to  me  there  is  a  par- 
ticularly broad  statement  of  power.    I  read  It: 

The  Corporation  may  make  loans  to.  or  purchase  the  capital 
stock  of,  any  such  corporation  or  for  any  purpose  related  to  the 
national-defense  program  on  such  terms  and  condltlona  as  the 
Corporation  may  determine. 

That  is  the  last  sentence  in  section  5.  subsecUon  2,  which 
delegates  this  power  of  legislation  to  a  corporation. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  a  very  unwise  grant  of  au- 
thority. The  interpretation  which  could  be  given  that  pro- 
vision might  reach  lengths  which  we  should  consider.  We 
might,  as  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  find  the  exer- 
cise of  the  powers  which  will  be  claimed  imder  that  grant  to 
be  extremely  unwise. 
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Mr.  WAGNER.    The  Senator  read  from  page  8,  line  8. 
The  Oorporatlon — 

That  Is.  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation — 

may  make  loans  or  purchase  the  capital  stock  of  any  such 
corporations  for  any  purpose  related  to  the  national -defense 
program.     •     •     • 

You  cannot  make  the  limitations  more  specific,  it  seems  to 
me:  the  only  purposes  for  which  the  loans  can  be  made, 
the  only  activities  in  which  this  corporation  can  engage,  are 
those  related  to  national  defense.  That,  it  seems  to  me,  is 
quite  limited.  Let  me  say  this,  because  it  becomes  important 
right  here.  I  have  conferred  with  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
IMr.  TaftI  with  reference  to  an  amendment  which  he  pro- 
poses to  offer,  which,  at  least,  he  feels — and  I  am  quite  willing 
to  go  along  with  him — is  a  further  limitation,  by  limiting  It 
to  arms,  ammunition,  and  implements  of  war.  subject  to  cer- 
tain other  suggested  changes  I  have  proposed,  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  is  willing  to  accept.  There  you  have  a  com- 
plete limitation,  and  I  hope  that  the  Senate  does  not  impose 
any  further  limitation,  which,  unintentionally,  may  interfere 
with  the  essential  work  to  be  undertaken  pursuant  to  this 
legislation. 

I  might  say  here  that  there  has  occtisionally  been  an  in- 
quiry to  what  the  National  Defense  Council  is  doing.  They 
are  not  making  speeches,  but  they  are  working  day  and 
night.  They  have  set  up  their  own  organization.  There  have 
been  meetings  with  representatives  of  industry  day  and  night, 
together  with  representatives  of  governmental  agencies,  the 
War  Department,  the  R.  P.  C,  and  undoubtedly  representa- 
tives from  the  Navy  Department.  Ttiey  have  their  plans 
ready  to  proceed. 

The  amount  contained  in  the  bill  of  course  is  not  a  very 
large  amount.  The  total  sum — if  the  R.  F.  C.  made  no  loans 
to  any  other  enterprise— would  be  only  about  $1,000,000,000. 
Before  we  get  through  with  the  construction  of  our  national- 
defense  plants,  we  will  have  to  spend  a  great  deal  more  money 
than  that.  We  do  not  want  to  do  anything  that  will  inter- 
fere with  the  work  of  the  Council.  Of  course  there  is  no 
partisanship  in  this  matter,  as  we  all  recognize:  we  are  all 
anxious,  and  I  know  the  Senator  from  Vermont  Is  anxious 
to  cooperate  with  the  National  Defense  Council.  The  mem- 
bers of  that  Council,  as  a  patriotic  duty,  have  given  up  every- 
thing else  in  connection  with  their  own  personal  business,  to 
devote  all  their  time  to  this  work.  And.  Senators,  they  are 
devoting  all  their  time,  day  and  night,  to  this  work.  I  hope 
their  health  will  not  be  impaired.  They  recognize  the  im- 
perative need  for  speed  to  make  certain  that  we  will  be  im- 
pervious both  to  military  and  subversive  political  invasions 
of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
I  yield. 
I  do  not  need  to  be  lectured  cm  that  subject 


No.    I  wanted  to  Inform  the  Senator 

Then  let  us  stick  right  to  the  matter  about 


Mr.  WAGNER 

Mr.  AUSTIN. 
ataU. 

Mr.  WAGNER 

Mr.  AUSTIN. 
Which  I  am  asking. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Very  weD. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  And  that  Is  the  language  of  the  bill  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York.  I  think  he  ought  to  be  able  to 
answer  these  questions.  They  relate  only  to  the  language 
of  the  bill.    Let  us  now  get  down  to  business. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Very  welL    I  hope  the  Senator 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Let  us 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  have  the  floor.  I  hope  the  Senator  did 
not  interpret  what  I  said  as  a  lecture. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     Wen.  I  certainly  am  not  offended. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Very  welL  Let  the  Senator  take  it  as  he 
will.  then. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  think  we  ought  to  try  to  adhere  to  the 
objective  before  us  in  order  to  save  time. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  think  it  Is  ImpoHant  for  aU  of  us  to 
know  what  is  going  on.    But  now  let  us  proceed.    Very  well. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  if  the  amendment 
which  he  proposes  to  accept,  namely,  to  strike  out  the  words 


"equipment  and  supplies  necessary  for  national  defense"  and 
substitute  therefor  "arms,  ammunition,  and  Implements  of 
war"  Is  not  applied  to  and  limited  to  subsection  (b)  of  sub- 
section (2)  of  section  5  of  his  bill? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Will  the  Senator  kindly  repeat  the  ques- 
Uon? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  will  make  a  statement. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Since  it  Is  my  proposal,  I  will  say  yes:  it  relates 
only  to  the  second  section;  not  to  the  part  about  loans  to 
corporations. 

Mr.  AUSTIN,  Let  me  say  that  I  observe  there  are  two  cor- 
porations Involved  in  this  section. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  There  Is  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration, which  will  be  the  father. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  And  the  other  corporation,  which  will  be 
the  son.    There  are  those  two  corporations,  are  there  not? 

Mr.  WAGNER    The  Senator  calls  it  the  "son." 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Perhaps  It  will  be  a  daughter. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Very  well.  The  last  sentence  In  this  sub- 
section— 

The  Corporation  may  make  loans  to,  or  purchase  the  capital 
stock  of — 

Refers  to  both  these  corporations,  that  the  father  may  loan 
money  to  or  buy  the  capital  stock  of  the  son.  For  what? 
For  the  purpose  of  purchasing  equipment  and  machinery,  or 
the  manufacture  of  arms,  ammunition,  and  implements  of 
war?  Oh,  no!  For  any  purpose  related  to  the  national  de- 
fense program.  That  comprehends  food,  clothing,  and  mu- 
nitions. That  provision  Is  so  broad  and  wide  that  no  one 
can  stand  here  and  envisage  Its  scope. 

I  think  it  Is  too  much  of  a  grant.  I  think  it  opens  the  door 
entirely.  If  the  objective  can  be  accomplished  without  that, 
by  all  means  let  us  do  it,  because  we  must  give  regard  to  our 
form  of  government  as  we  go  along,  and  not  make  funda- 
mental changes  in  it  under  the  urgency  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  quarrel 
with  the  Senator's  interpretation  of  the  broad  term  "national 
defense":  but  so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  In  order  that  that 
question  may  not  raise  a  controversy,  I  have  agreed  to  accept 
an  amendment  which  the  Senator  from  Ohio  IMr.  Taft]  will 
offer  to  the  bill,  which  limits  the  power  as  the  Senator  has 
suggested  it  ought  to  be  limited.  I  should  say  that  that 
amendment  ought  to  allay  any  apprehension  he  may  have  as 
to  the  broadness  of  the  terms  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  think  all  Senators  are  entirely  sympathetic 
with  the  purpose  of  the  bill.  As  the  able  Senator  from  New 
York  has  indicated,  we  all  appreciate  that  speed  is  Important 
and  that  it  is  necessary  to  put  into  effect  as  rapidly  as  we  can 
any  instrumentalities  which  may  be  created  for  the  purpose 
of  aiding  the  national  defense. 

Preliminary  to  what  I  was  atMut  to  say.  I  may  add  that  we 
are  very  much  disarmed  when  Jesse  Jones  recommends  any- 
thing. I  think  we  have  taken  upon  faith  many  recommenda- 
tions he  has  made  since  he  has  been  occupying  a  very  impor- 
tant place  In  our  national  affairs  and  In  our  national  economy. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  he  will  be  the  administrator  of  this 
great  power,  I  am  inclined  to  accept  it,  although  I  would  have 
much  preferred  if  there  had  been  one  corporation  instead  of 
two  or  three,  the  single  corporation  to  have  the  limitations 
indicated  by  the  able  Senator  from  Vermont,  limiting  the 
fields  in  which  it  may  operate.  The  single  corporation  should 
have  the  power  to  put  into  operation  whatever  instrumen- 
talities are  necessary  to  execute  the  powers  contemplated  by 
the  bilL 

I  am  not  clear  as  to  the  reason  why  the  Federal  home-loan 
bank  is  brought  into  the  picture,  nor  am  I  quite  clear  as  to 
the  reason  why  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  is 
brought  into  the  picture  and  given  some  authority.  I  can 
only  repeat  that  I  would  have  very  much  preferred  to  have  one 
Federal  corporation,  with  all  the  powers  necessary  to  make 
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the  loans  for  national  purposes  which  it  is  contemplated  shall 
be  made  by  the  various  organizations  which  may  be  created. 

I  do  not  like  the  idea  of  setting  up  a  great  number  of  cor- 
porations. They  will  be  intertwined  and  intermingled,  and  it 
will  be  very  difficult  to  determine  what  their  functions  are  and 
where  the  respons:b  lity  will  rest  for  any  mistakes  which  may 
be  made,  or  for  any  improper  loans  which  may  be  made. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  referred  to 
the  home-loan  bank.  The  home-loan  bank  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  activities  invoJved  in  this  legislation.  The  bill 
provides  for  the  purchase  by  the  Reconstruction  Rnance 
Corporation  of  stock  of  the  home-loan  bank,  which  is  owned 
by  the  Treasury.  That  is  the  only  way  in  which  it  is  in- 
volved in  this  legislation. 

Mr.  KING.  What  is  the  necessity  of  purchasing  the  stock 
of  that  Corporation? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  purpose  was  to  transfer  from  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  into  the  Treasury  $125,- 
000,000  out  of  the  surplus  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation,  which  will  then  be  available  to  the  Treasury  for 
the  ordinary  expenses  of  government,  as  directed  by  Congress. 

Mr.  KING.  Will  the  Senator  comment  with  respect  to 
the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    The  bill  provides  that: 

The  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  Is  authorized  to  repay, 
on  or  before  June  30,  1941.  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on 
behalf  of  the  tTnited  States,  all  amounts  in  excess  of  1 100,000,000 
tberetofore  subscribed  to  the  capital  stock  of  the  Corporation. 

That  Is  another  method  of  returning  to  the  Treasury  a 
substantial  sum  of  money — $100,000.000 — which  had  been 
used  to  purchase  the  stock  of  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage 
Corporation.  However,  it  will  be  noted  that  a  limitation 
Is  placed  upon  that  return,  because  the  proceeds  are  to 
be  held  available  for  subscription  by  the  Governor  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  to  the  capital  stock  when,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  directors  of  the  Corporation,  additional  subscriptions 
to  its  capital  are  necessary.  So  there  is  a  string  to  the 
transfer. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  permission  to  offer  certain  perfecting 
amendments. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  shield  for  a 
suggestion  at  this  point? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  have  been  in  consultation  with  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  TattI  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
AirsTiN],  and  also  with  the  general  counsel  for  the  Recon- 
struction Rnance  Corporation.  I  think-  possibly  we  could 
clear  up  any  question  about  the  sentence  commencing  on 
page  8,  in  line  8,  and  ending  in  line  11,  by  inserting  certain 
language,  so  as  to  read: 

The  Corporation  may  make  loans  to,  or  purchase  the  capital 
stock  of.  any  such  corporation  for  any  purpose  within  the  powers 
of  the  Corporation  as  above  set  forth  related  to  the  national- 
defense  program. 

I  understand  that  that  amendment  is  agreeable  to  the 
Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.     Yes.  i 

Mr.  BROWN.    And  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Did  the  Senator  from  Vermont  hear  the 
proposed  amendment  read? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Yes;  I  understand  what  the  amendment  is, 
and  I  think  it  somewhat  narrows  the  power  we  are  delegating. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Would  it  remove  the  objection  which  the 
Senator  has  made? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     No. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    It  would  minimize  it? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    It  would  minimize  it. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  shall  be  glad  to  accept  the  amendment. 
'  Mr.  BROWN.  May  we  have  it  agreed  to  by  unanimous 
consent? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  let  the  amendment  be 
stated. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Arizona 
requests  that  the  amendment  he  stated.    The  amendment  to 


the  amendment  will  be  stated  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Ckot  Clerk.  On  page  8,  line  10,  in  the  committee 
amendment,  after  the  word  "purpose",  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
"within  the  powers  of  the  Corporation  as  above  set  forth." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  I   send  to  the  desk  an> 
amendment  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESroiNG  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  New  York  to  the  amendment  reported  by 
the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  5,  line  20,  In  the  committee 
amendment,  after  the  word  "Corporation",  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  words  "on  or  before  June  30,  1941." 

Mr.  WAGNER.    That  is  simply  a  limitation  as  to  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  offer  another  amendment  which  I  send 
to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  New  York  to  the  amendment  reported  by 
the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  5.  line  20.  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  "shall"  and  insert  "may";  on  page  5,  line  22.  it  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  "shall"  and  insert  "may";  and  on  page  6,  line  3. 
It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "shall"  and  insert  "may." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  offer  another  amendment  which  I  send 
to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Minton  in  the  chair). 
The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  7.  line  14.  in  the  conunittee 
amendment  after  the  word  "or"  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
words  "when  requested  by  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator, 
with  the  approval  of  the  President." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  offer  another  amendment  which  I  send 
to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  New  York  to  the  amendment  reported  by 
the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  8,  after  line  20,  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following  new 
section: 

Sec.  6.  That  (a)  section  1  of  the  act  approved  January  26  1937 
(U  S  C,  1934  ed,  Supp.  IV.  title  15.  sec.  613c).  as  amended,  is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  out  "June  30,  1941"  and  inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  "January  22,  1947";  (b)  the  first  sentence  of  section  4 
of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act  (U  S  C  1934  ed 
title  15.  sec  604).  as  amended,  and  the  first  sentence  of  section 
14  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act  (U  S  C  1934 
ed..  title  15.  sec.  614).  as  amended,  are  hereby  amended  by  strik- 
.^.^.  °"*.  *^®v  "^^"^  "*®°"  *^**  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word 
fifteen  ;  (c)  the  second  paragraph  of  section  5  (d)  of  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  Act  (U.  S.  C,  1934  ed  Supp  IV 
title  15.  sec  606b),  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  striklM  out 
"June  30.  1939'  wherever  It  appears  therein  and  Inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "January  22,  1947."  ^ 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  briefly  to  explain  the 
amendment.  While  there  is  much  technical  language  in  the 
amendment,  all  it  does  is  to  extend  the  general  lending  au- 
thority of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  1947, 
and  also  to  terminate  the  life  of  the  Corporation  in  1947 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.'  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  is  agreed  to 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  desire  the  floor  in  my  own  right. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President.  I  have  not  yet  yielded  the 
floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  New  York 
will  3^eld  to  me  to  propound  a  unanimous-consent  request. 


Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  think  It  will  Interfere  with  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  during  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  pending  bill  no  Senator  shall  speak  more  than 
once  or  longer  than  15  minutes  on  the  bill  or  any  amendment 
thereto. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting  the  absence  of  a 
quorum? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Reserving  the  right  to  object 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  jricld.  and.  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  have  yielded  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  there  is  objection  to  the  request,  It  can 
be  disposed  of  by  objection.  I  do  not  desire  to  consume  time 
imnecessarily. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  have  no  idea  that  there  will  be  any 
objection,  but  I  notice  that  there  are  very  few  Senators  pres- 
ent, and  I  should  like  to  have  every  Senator  know  that  there 
is  a  unanimous-consent  request  projected. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  only  for  a  limitation  of  debate  and 
not  to  fix  a  time  for  a  vote  on  the  bill.  If  agreed  to  It  would 
give  30  minutes  to  every  Senator,  15  minutes  on  the  bill  and 
15  minutes  on  any  amendment. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  I  withdraw  my  suggestion. 

Mr.  LODGE.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Is  it  not  always  in  order  to  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  Is,  provided  the  Senator 
having  the  floor  yields  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Only  in  case  the  time  for  a  final  vote  Is 
fixed  is  a  roll  call  necessary.  It  Is  not  necessary  on  a  request 
to  limit  debate.  Of  course,  a  Senator  can  make  a  point  of 
no  quorum  at  any  time. 

Mr.  LOEXjE.    That  is  what  I  wanted  to  have  cleared  up. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  can  do  it,  but  it  is  not  ob- 
ligatory under  the  rules  to  have  a  quorum  call  simply  on  a 
request  for  a  limitation  of  debate. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  have  concluded 
for  the  present. 

Mr.  MURRAY 
Stated. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  have  my  request 
acted  on? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  wiU  have  to  object  to  the 
request. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objection  Is  niade  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Without  objection,  the  last  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner  I  is  agreed  to. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  offers  an  amendment,  which 
will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  7,  line  15,  after  the  words 
"for  the  purpose  of",  it  Is  proposed  to  insert  the  word  "pro- 
ducing", and  on  the  same  page,  line  25,  after  the  word  "to", 
it  Is  proposed  to  insert  the  word  "produce." 

Mr.  MURRAY.  When  this  matter  was  in  the  House  it  was 
thought  that  the  word  "acquire"  would  be  sufficient  to  allow 
the  R.  F.  C.  to  make  loans  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  pro- 
ducing strategic  and  critical  minerals.  The  words  which  I 
am  asking  to  have  inserted  will  permit  loans  to  be  made  so 
that  strategic  and  critical  minerals  may  be  produced  in  this 
country.  Under  the  bill  as  it  now  stands  the  language  might 
be  so  construed  as  to  make  it  possible  only  to  purchase  these 
strategic  and  critical  minerals  from  the  outside  or  from  do- 
mestic producers  now  engaged  in  their  production,  and  not  to 
permit  the  development  or  production  of  these  very  im- 
portant strategic  and  critical  minerals  in  this  country,  I. 
therefore,  a.sk  that  the  amendment  be  adopted. 

Mr.  TAFT.    Mr.  President 
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I  offer  an  amendment,  which  I  ask  to  have 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  bill  as  it  is  would 
In  any  way  limit  the  R.  F.  C.  or  any  corporation  from  acquir- 
ing strategic  and  critical  materials  produced  in  this  country: 
but  whether  the  Government  should  go  into  the  business  of 
mining  seems  to  be  another  question;  and  I  do  not  see  why 
it  should  do  so. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Under  the  first  section  of  my  amendment 
It  is  not  a  question  of  the  Government  going  Into  mining  but 
of  loaning  money  so  that  mining  concerns  in  this  country  may 
produce  these  minerals  here,  and  we  would  not  have  to  de- 
pend for  them  upon  foreign  countries.  In  the  last  war  we 
had  to  depend  for  our  supplies  of  manganese  upon  other 
countries,  and  we  lost  shiploads  of  it  on  the  high  seas  while 
In  transit  to  this  country.  We  must  not  leave  our  country 
in  the  position  of  depending  on  a  foreign  source  of  supply. 

Mr.  TAFT.  To  what  line  does  the  second  part  of  the 
Senator's  amendment  relate? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     To  line  25. 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  refers  to  a  corporation  or  corporations, 
and  that  means  that  if  the  word  "produce"  is  inserted  at  that 
place  the  Government  may  go  into  the  mining  business.  I 
think  it  is  bad  enough  for  the  Government  to  go  into  the 
manufacturing  business,  but  I  think  the  Government  cer- 
tainly ought  not  to  go  into  the  mining  business.  If  it  wants 
to  loan  money,  I  think  it  can  loan  money  under  the  statute,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  to  produce  American  manganese,  and  I  have 
no  great  objection  to  putting  the  word  "producing"  in  line 
15,  but  I  do  object  by  the  insertion  of  the  amendment  in  line 
25  to  creating  a  Government  corporation  to  go  into  the  busi- 
ness of  mining.  If  the  Senator  will  modify  the  amendment, 
and  confine  it  to  line  15, 1  think  it  would  be  agreeable  to  every- 
one. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  do  not  desire  to  take  the  able  Senator 
from  Montana  off  the  floor. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  amendments 
offered  by  the  able  Senator  from  Montana  fMr.  Murray]  are 
timely  and  proper;  indeed,  amongst  the  valuable  services  he 
has  rendered,  his  action  in  this  instance  Is  one  of  the  most 
if  not  the  most  valuable. 

I  have  some  trepidation  in  entering  into  a  debate  on  a 
question  of  law  with  the  able  Senator  from  Ohio.  I  bear  on 
my  breast  some  scars  inflicted  by  him  in  legal  contests^not 
scars  on  the  back,  but  on  the  breast.  [Laughter.]  The  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  does  not  inflict  scars  on  the  back  or  below  the 
belt;  all  the  scars  he  inflicts  are  above  the  belt  and  in  front. 
However,  I  do  not  now  agree  with  the  able  Senator  from  Ohio. 

This  afternoon.  Saturday  afternoon,  when  Senators  are 
weary,  especially  when  2  or  3  we€ks  and  perhaps  a  month 
more  of  the  session  remain,  for  Congress  will  not  adjourn 
soon.  I  think  it  would  be  impolite  for  me  to  take  much  time 
In  arguing  this  question. 

Mr.  President,  we  should  all  read  history,  because  we  learn 
from  the  reading  of  history  that  we  learn  nothing  from 
history.  Let  us  for  once  learn  something  from  history.  In 
times  of  antiquity  when  men  went  out  to  battle,  personal  valor 
and  esprit  de  corps  frequently  turned  the  tide  of  battle.  In 
those  days  weapons  were  of  iron,  copper,  zinc,  sometimes  of 
bronze,  which  is  a  composition  of  copper  and  tin;  sometimes 
of  brass,  which  is  a  composition  of  copper  and  zinc;  and  now 
and  then  a  weapon  was  fashioned  of  strong  wood;  now  and 
then,  forsooth,  from  strong  bull  hide;  now  and  then  from  a 
piece  of  volcanic  glass  which  we  call  obsidian.  Those  days 
have  gone.  There  undoubtedly  was  a  degree  of  chivalry  in  a 
battle  conducted  under  such  auspices  that  personal  valor 
counted  for  much  and  frequently  turned  the  tide.  But,  Mr. 
President,  In  recent  years  we  have  learned  that  the  valor  of 
the  brave  is  of  no  avail  against  remorseless  steel  engines, 
driven  by  mechanics  and  pointed  at  hearts  which  are  only 
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flesh  and  blood.  We  have  recently  seen  Prance,  with  a  valor 
beyond  the  range  of  eulogy,  walk  the  Via  Dolorosa,  the  path 
of  duty,  death,  and  glory,  but  her  valor  availed  nothing 
against  mechanized  armies. 

Mr.  President,  why  do  I  say  that  the  able  Senator  from 
Montana  has  done  a  noteworthy  service  In  offering  this 
amendment?  At  this  time  I  might  also  refer  to  the  work  of 
the  able  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas]  and  the 
efforts  he  has  put  forth  to  procure  for  the  Nation  strategic 
and  critical  and  essential  metals.  The  able  Senator  from 
Montana  spoke  well  when  he  said  that  during  the  World  War 
we  were  required  to  depend  upon  Importations  from  foreign 
countries  for  many,  if  not  most — certainly  for  many— of 
strategic  and  critical  minerals. 

Mr.  President,  in  time  of  trouble  and  conflict  we  win  not 
be  able  to  depend  upon  supplies  from  foreign  countries. 
The  Creator,  in  His  beneficence  and  Judgment,  has  locked 
Into  the  hills  of  the  United  States  nearly  all.  if  not  all.  the 
metals  and  minerals  necessary  for  industry  and  for  defense  of 
the  United  States,  if  we  but  develop  them. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  been  some  talk  of  an  adjournment 
of  the  Congress.  In  the  most  perilous  age  of  the  world's 
history,  when  civilization  is  in  deadly  danger,  there  are  men, 
serious  men — they  are  not  in  the  Senate;  they  are  not  in  the 
other  House — who  talk  of  adjourning,  running  away  and 
abandoning  their  duties.  Let  me  say  to  you.  Mr.  I>resident, 
that  those  who  vote  to  go  home  should  be  kept  there.  If 
they  vote  to  go  home,  that  is  where  they  should  stay  for  the 
remainder  of  their  careers,  because  we  cannot  add  to  the 
eflBciency  and  strength  of  the  United  States  by  running  away 
and  abandoning  the  duties  which  we  were  elected,  sworn,  smd 
paid  to  perform. 

There  is  no  remorse  so  inveterate,  so  keen,  as  that  which 
comes  from  the  consciousness  of  having  abandoned  duty  In 
a  day  of  national  distress.  There  is  no  happiness  more  sus- 
taining and  complete  than  that  which  is  derived  from  the 
knowledge  that  we  have  performed  our  duty  In  a  manner 
worthy  of  American  Senators.  Fortune,  success.  efBciency, 
and  safety  fly  uix)n  high  and  rapid  wings;  they  must  be 
seized  as  they  pass  by;  for  once  gone,  they  may  not  be  over- 
taken. Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  feel  quite  sure  that  there 
will  be  no  early  adjournment  of  the  Congress.  Nothing  would 
so  contribute  to  the  depreciation  of  the  Congress  In  the 
thought  of  the  people  than  adjournment,  abandonment,  neg- 
lect, and  precipitous  flight  from  our  duties.  These  may  be 
words  that  should  not  be  uttered,  but  they  have  no  reference 
to  any  Senator,  for  I  believe  there  is  not  a  Senator  who 
seriously,  in  his  own  heart,  thinks  that  the  Congress  should 
adjourn. 

Now  for  a  personal  word.  I  have  previously  said  that  I  was 
a  candidate  for  reelection.  I  have  some  fences  which  are  in 
a  bad  state  of  disrepair;  I  should  like  to  go  home  and  repair 
them;  but.  Mr.  President,  I  would  be  unworthy  to  be  heard 
here  for  a  moment  if  I  put  the  mending  of  my  political  fences 
and  political  fortunes  above  the  success,  the  efficiency,  the 
preparation  of  my  country  for  defense. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  are  to  have  such  preparation;  if  we 
are  to  assist  the  President  in  carrying  out  his  program  of 
preparedness,  let  us  at  least  make  a  gesture  toward  acquiring 
the  metals  and  minerals  which  are  so  necessary  to  our  na- 
tional life.  I  will  refer  to  one  particularly — manganese. 
We  have  an  abundance  of  manganese  if  it  can  be  developed. 
During  the  World  War  the  ship  Cyclops,  laden  with  manganese 
from  Brazil,  was  sunk  without  trace  with  over  300  souls  on 
board.  Laden  with  manganese,  she  went  down  to  the  airless 
meadows  of  the  cavernous  deep.  Nothing  has  been  heard  of 
her  since. 

Manganese,  as  every  Senator  knows,  is  used  to  sweeten 
pig  iron  and  to  make  steel.  I  shall  not  tire  the  Senate  by  a 
long  list  of  the  essential  and  strategic  minerals  necessary  for 
our  defense.  I  will  say  to  the  able  Senator  from  Ohio  that 
It  is  not  proposed  to  put  the  Government  into  the  mining 
business.  TTie  miners  themselves  would  be  the  flrst  ones  to 
object  to  that.    The  Government,  forsooth,  may  not  go  out 


and  discover  a  gold  mine  or  a  manganese  mine.    It  Is  not 
equipped  to  do  so.    Nobody  proposes  to  have  that  done. 

Mr.  TAPT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrleld? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Certainly. 

Mr.  TAPT.  There  is  no  difference  whatever  between  the 
Senator  and  me  in  that  respect;  and  if  the  amendment  is  put 
In  the  bill,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  word  "producing",  in 
line  15,  page  7.  Since  the  Senator  does  not  want  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  it.  however,  he  does  not  want  the  word  "produce" 
in  line  25.  lliere  is  complete  agreement;  there  is  no  differ- 
ence between  us. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Just  a  word,  and  I  am  through. 

With  all  due  deference  to  the  able  Senator  from  Ohio, 
whom  I  regard  as  an  authentic  scholar,  a  great  lawyer,  and 
worthy  of  higher  places,  I  will  say  that,  although  I  am  not 
supporting  him  [laughter],  I  think.  In  order  effectively  and 
properly  to  carry  out  the  spirit  and  intent  of  the  amendments 
of  the  Senator  from  Montana,  the  word  "produce"  should  be 
inserted  before  the  word  "acquire."  I  do  not  want  to  put  the 
Government  Into  the  mining  business.  I  want  the  miners  to 
ccmduct  such  enterprises;  and  if  given  a  chance  to  acquire 
credit,  the  miners  of  the  country  will  produce  the  necessary 
metals  and  minerals. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  In  view  of  the  debate  which  has  just  taken 
place.  I  have  decided,  in  view  of  the  objection  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio,  to  segregate  my  amendment,  and  offer  at  this  time 
the  first  proposal.  On  page  7.  line  15.  after  the  words  "for 
the  purpose  of".  I  move  to  insert  "producing";  and  I  withdraw 
for  the  present  the  second  amendment,  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  has  objected. 

Mr.  TAPT.    That  will  be  entirely  acceptable  to  me. 

Mr.  MILLER  and  other  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona yield;  and  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield  to  the  able  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  MIILER.  Mr.  President,  of  course.  I  have  not  any 
control  over  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana;  but  let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  what 
Is  happening. 

We  shall  be  making  the  same  fatal  mistake  and  error  we 
have  made  in  the  entire  history  of  the  present  Congress  and 
the  history  of  the  Government  in  dealing  with  the  accumu- 
lation of  strategic  and  critical  war  materials  if  we  omit  the 
amendment  In  line  25.  The  present  Congress  has  passed  a 
great  deal  of  legislation.  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Thomas]  and  other  Senators  have  worked  unceasingly  In  an 
effort  to  set  up  machinery  whereby  the  Government  would 
acqtilre  a  stock  pile  of  strategic  and  critical  war  materials; 
but  the  mistake  we  have  made  in  our  legislation  is  that  we 
have  only  provided  for  the  acquisition,  and  not  the  produc- 
tion, of  it.    That  is  the  fatal  mistake  we  have  made. 

There  is  not  a  Senator  here,  and  there  is  not  a  man  in  the 
Army  or  the  Navy  who  does  not  know  that  we  have  in  this 
country  an  abundant  supply  of  most  of  the  critical  and 
strategic  war  materials,  and  that  we  are  not  a  dependent 
nation  if  we  utilize  the  resources  we  have  at  hand;  yet  we 
have  been  indulging  in  the  fanciful  pastime  of  trying  to  pur- 
chase such  materials  from  foreign  countries,  with  the  result 
that  we  now  have  on  hand,  acquired  under  the  act  of  1939.  a 
very  few  tons  of  critical  materials.  We  have  been  trying  to 
buy  them  from  Russia  and  Brazil  and  the  Gold  Coast  of 
Africa  and  other  places.  If  we  mean  to  prepare  the  country, 
let  us  put  the  word  "produce"  in  line  25,  before  the  word 
"acquire." 

I  do  not  want  further  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  with  due  deference.  I  re- 
peat, to  the  able  Senator  from  Ohio.  I  believe  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Mn.LERj  has  correctly  stated  the  situa- 
tion. There  are  in  this  country  business  interests  which  are 
trying  to  sell  to  the  United  States  manganese  mined  in  Russia 
under  forced  labor,  or  slave  labor,  as  we  call  it.  It  is  known 
as  forced  labor,  but  It  is  really  slave  labor. 
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I  assume  that  no  Senator  would  be  willing  to  purchase  from 
any  foreign  country  manganese  or  anything  else  which  was 
produced  by  forced  or  slave  labor. 

We  must  meet  this  issue,  Mr.  President,  now  as  well  as 
later.  Success,  efficiency,  preparedness,  are  not  achieved  by 
running  away  from  problems.  In  this  life  there  are  so  many 
things  that  confront  us  that  we  spend  much  of  our  time  try- 
ing to  avoid  them  and  running  away  from  them  when  the 
very  time  thus  misspent  would  solve  the  problems.  We  must 
approach  and  solve  the  problem  of  extracting  from  the  bosom 
of  our  own  hills  the  metals,  the  minerals,  and  the  other 
things  that  are  essential  to  our  industry  and  to  our 
protection. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  yield  to  the  able  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky. I  am  not  limited  as  to  time.  I  objected  In  a  very 
stentorian  voice  to  the  proposed  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  did  object  to 
the  agreement  I  proposed.    I  regret  that  he  did. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  It  is  rarely  that  I  object  to  anything  pro- 
posed or  suggested  by  the  able  Senator  from  Kentucky.  He 
has  ably  led  his  party.  He  has  done  more  than  lead  his 
party;  he  has  been  a  great  American  as  well.  I  must  have 
very  strong  feeling  on  a  subject  when  I  do  not  follow  the 
leadership  of  the  able  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I  could  not 
support  him.  however,  if  he  were  to  move  to  adjourn.  In 
these  times  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  limit  debate  when 
the  matter  Is  so  important. 

It  may  be  said  that  I  objected  because  I  wanted  to  speak. 
That  statement  is  soimd.  If  I  had  not  spoken,  I  should  feel 
that  I  had  been  unfaithful  to  the  constituency  which  has 
kept  me  here  so  long.  I  should  have  been  remiss  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States  if  I  failed  to  tell  them  how 
important  it  is  that  the  miners  should  have  an  opportunity 
to  be  equipped  to  extract  from  the  earth  these  Important 
minerals  and  metals.  The  able  Senator  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Wagner],  in  charge  of  the  pending  bill,  spoke  well  when  he 
said  it  was  a  matter  of  haste  and  emergency. 

After  this  brief  statement,  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.   BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  I  thank  my  very  dear 
friend    from    Arizona   for   the    unmerited    compliment   he 
paid  me. 
Mr.  ASHURST.    I  mean  It. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  I  did  not  rise  to  move  to  adjourn,  or 
to  ask  to  limit  debate.  I  did  want  to  ask  the  Senator  if  he 
does  not  think  It  is  more  important  that  the  Government 
obtain  these  essential  materials,  whether  it  has  to  produce 
them  or  buy  them,  than  it  is  to  be  without  them  in  order 
that  the  Government  may  not  go  into  the  business  of  pro- 
ducing them  in  competition  with  some  private  corporation? 

I  assume  that  nobody  in  the  Government  service  would 
think  of  putting  the  Government  of  the  United  States  Into 
the  mining  business  in  competition  with  the  producers  of 
these  essential  materials  If  they  can  be  obtained  from  private 
Industry;  but  In  the  case  of  manganese,  for  instance,  we  all 
know  that  there  are  in  this  country  deposits  that  may  not  be 
profitably  developed  by  private  Industry.  There  are  some 
that  may  be  so  developed.  There  are  others  that  may  not 
be  profitably  developed  by  private  industry,  and  yet  they  may 
be  needed.  As  I  imderstand,  the  object  of  this  amendment 
is  only  to  authorize  the  Government  to  produce  them  in  the 
event  it  cannot  obtain  them  by  purchase.  Is  it  not  more  Im- 
portant that  the  Government  obtain  them,  by  whatever 
method,  than  it  Is  to  be  without  them  in  order  to  protect  some 
private  Industry  which  may  not  be  able  to  produce  them  in 
sufficient  quantities? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  wish  to  say.  In  support  of  the  statement 

of  our  able  leader,  that  In  South  Dakota  there  are  Uterally 

mountains  of  low-grade  manganese  to  which  the  statement  of 

the  leader  absolutely  applies,  where  private  Industry  may 


never  enter,  but  where  the  Government,  through  necessity 
of  defense,  might  be  compelled  to  step  in.  It  is  our  patriotic 
duty  to  see  that  the  Nation  is  supplied  with  this  strategic 
war  material. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
yield? 

Mr.  ASHURST,    I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  merely  wanted  to  make  a  suggesticm.  to 
which  I  was  leading  up  awhile  ago. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MILLER.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  has.  through  courtesy  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio, 
withdrawn,  or  stated  that  he  would  withdraw,  his  amend- 
ment to  the  language  on  line  25,  I  suggest  that  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  might  then  offer  the  word  "producing"  on  line 
25,  and  we  would  clear  up  this  entire  tangle.  I  believe  we  are 
all  about  of  one  accord.  I  believe  the  Senator  from  Ohio  will 
agree  to  the  amendment  because  I  know  what  his  intention  is. 
He  wants  to  make  every  contribution  to  the  preparedness  of 
this  country  possible,  and  no  man  wants  to  put  the  Unlterf 
States  into  the  business  of  mining  as  a  business. 

Mr.  ASHURST. ,:  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MILLER.  But  that  is  not  what  we  are  doing  by  the 
amendment.  We  are  saying  to  the  Government,  "Now  you 
can  do  it  If  nobody  else  will."    That  Is  all  we  are  saying 

Mr.  ASHURST.    That  is  all. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona yield? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  A  moment  ago  I  suggested  that  I  would 
divide  my  amendment. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  think  that  would  be  wise. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  think  it  would  clarify  the  situation  to 
have  the  first  part  of  it  agreed  to,  and  then  we  can  proceed 
to  act  on  the  second  part  of  it. 

It  seems  to  me  that,  as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas,  the  second  part  of  my  amendment  does  not  require 
the  Government  to  go  into  business,  but  merely  authorizes 
the  Government  to  create  a  corporation  for  the  purpose  of 
producing  these  strategic  or  critical  minerals  if  it  becomes 
necessary  to  do  so.  The  Government  would  not  have  to  do 
it.  The  amendment  would  give  the  Government  the  mere 
authority  to  act  if  it  became  necessary.  So  that  In  that  view 
of  the  situation  it  seems  to  me  we  should  fortify  ourselves, 
protect  ourselves,  against  the  emergency  which  might  come 
in  the  future,  when  we  would  find  ourselves  without  a  proper 
and  adequate  supply  of  these  Indispensable  minerals.  In 
order  to  expedite  the  matter  I  ask  that  we  proceed  to  act  on 
the  flrst  part  of  my  amendment,  and  I  will  later  present  the 
second  proposal. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Very  well.  I  have  said  all  I  should  say  in 
the  circumstances,  and  with  the  imderstanding  that  the 
amendment  pending  Is  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana  (Mr.  Mitrray]  to  Insert  the  word  "producing" 
in  line  15.  before  the  word  "acquiring",  that  then  the  other 
amendment  will  be  in  order,  I  surrender  the  floor  at  this 
point. 

THE  COMMITTEB  TO  DEFEND  AMERICA  BY  AIDING  THE  ALLIES 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  speak  only  briefly 
about  a  matter  which  I  hesitate  to  discuss  just  at  this  time, 
because  of  the  pendency  of  the  bill  sponsored  by  the  Senator 
from  New  York,  but  I  feel  that  the  people  of  the  country  have 
a  right  to  know  about  the  background  of  certain  happenings 
In  this  country  at  this  time.  I  wish  to  discuss  the  background 
of  and  something  about  the  Committee  to  Defend  America  by 
Aiding  the  Allies.  I  desire  to  tell  the  Senate  where  it  started 
and  something  about  the  membership. 

As  I  noted  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago.  18 
persons  met  secretly  on  the  29th  day  of  April  in  the  city  of 
New  York,  called  together  by  Frederic  R.  Coudert,  and 
started  the  framework  for  establishing  the  Committee  to 
Defend  America  by  Aiding  the  Allies.  I  am  discussing  it  in 
the  Senate  at  this  time  because  there  has  been  a  wholesale 
campaign  all  over  the  United  States,  from  New  England  to 
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the  Padflc  cout,  by  advertisements  In  the  newspapers,  full- 
page  advertisements,  by  aD  types  of  propaganda  of  thljs  Com- 
mittee to  Defend  America  by  Aiding  the  Allies,  to  get  us  In- 
volved In  this  war. 

X  have  no  objection  to  ansrone  who  desires  aiding  the  Allies. 
That  is  his  business,  just  as  much  as  it  is  mine  to  feel  that  we 
should  remain  neutral,  but  I  do  believe  that  the  people  have  a 
right  to  know  the  background  of  the  organization  which  Is 
generating  this  propaganda  for  such  purpose,  because  I  hon- 
estly feel  that  It  Is  not  a  committee  to  defend  America,  but 
a  committee  to  get  us  Into  war. 

Ur.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

ICr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

An>  SVntYBODT  BUT  AMKUCA 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  committee  might  better  have  been 
named  "Committee  To  Aid  Everybody  but  America." 

Mr.  HOLT.  Let  me  tell  the  backgroimd  of  some  of  these 
Individuals  who  met.  Frederic  R.  Coudert  Is  a  lawyer  In  New 
York  City.  Preceding  and  during  the  World  War  he  was  legal 
counselor  for  the  British  Embassy,  and  took  part  in  the 
propaganda  which  helped  get  us  into  the  last  war,  whether  it 
was  much  or  little.  The  Lansing  papers  show  he  protested  to 
President  Wilson  by  a  telegram  against  changing  the  rules 
during  a  war. 

I  have  no  condemnation  from  a  personal  view  of  Frederic 
R.  Coudert.  Besides  his  New  York  office  Mr.  Coudert  has  a 
law  office  in  Paris  at  52  Avenue  des  Champs  Elysees.  His  law 
office  there  represents  certain  French  interests  which  are 
vitally  affected  in  the  present  war.  Which  interest  Is  Mr. 
Coudert  representing,  his  American  Interest,  or  his  French 
interest,  as  a  lawyer,  at  this  particiilar  time?  The  people 
have  a  right  to  know  the  whole  truth  about  this  matter.  They 
will  find,  as  I  have  been  informed,  that  the  French  connec- 
tions of  Mr.  Coudert  would  startle  even  some  individuals  who 
are  going  along  with  him. 

Who  else  was  at  the  meeting?  There  was  Frank  L.  Polk, 
who  was  also  active  in  the  World  War  period,  and  one  of  the 
attorneys  in  the  firm  of  lawyers  representing  J.  Pierpont  Mor- 
gan ti  Co.  He  was  one  of  those  who  met  secretly  to  set  up  this 
committee  to  aid  the  Allies.  I  do  not  care  to  discuss  the 
activities  of  J.  Pierjxjnt  Morgan  ii  Co.  at  this  time. 

Who  else  was  present?  There  was  Thomas  W.  Lamont, 
a  partner  of  J.  Pleriwnt  Morgan,  whose  record  was  shown  to 
the  country,  long  after  the  war  occurred,  by  the  Munitions 
Investigating  Committee  as  a  record  wanting  us  to  be  involved 
In  the  last  war.  It  was  the  Morgan  firm  who  sent  this  tele- 
gram before  America's  entrance  into  the  last  World  War: 

W«  want  you  to  know  that  we  are  engaged  In  educational  work 
to  prepare  the  way  for  another  French  loan. 

Is  he  today  preparing  "educationally"  the  American  people 
for  another  loan  to  France  and  oiu-  final  involvement  in  the 
war?  I  could  proceed  and  discuss  Mr.  Lamont.  but  I  do  not 
desire  to  delay  the  Senate.  I  am  sure  that  all  my  colleagues 
here  kiK>w  of  the  connection  of  Mr.  Morgan's  firm  in  Great 
Britain  as  well  as  in  the  United  States.  Is  Mr.  Lamont  repre- 
senting the  American  or  the  British  part  of  J.  Pierpont 
Morgan  k  Co.  in  this  committee  to  aid  the  Allies? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  If  I  remember  correctly,  the  Morgan  firm 
was  the  British  fiscal  agent  In  the  United  States  during  the 
World  War,  and  perhaps  after  that,  and  recently  I  noticed  In 
the  press  that  J.  Pierpont  Morgan  turned  over  a  mansion  of 
his  In  Scotland  or  England  to  the  British  King.  I  have  never 
heard  of  his  turning  over  any  mansions  for  the  use  of 
Uncle  Sam. 

Mr.  HOLT.  He  also  tiuTied  over  his  yacht  to  an  English 
concern,  which  was  what  he  did  during  the  World  War,  to 
make  the  yacht  into  a  submarine  chaser. 

Henry  L.  Stimson  was  a  participant.  He  had  a  part  In  the 
matter.  They  did  not  set  up  one  of  their  members  as  their 
leading  name,  but  they  picked  out  as  a  front  William  Allen 
White,  who  In  private  conversation  told  many  Individuals 
whose  reputations  are  Irreproachable  that  he  feels  we  should 
go  all  the  way. 


Whom  did  they  name  as  Its  director?  I  feel  the  people 
have  a  right  to  know  the  truth,  not  that  I  have  any  objection 
to  have  anyone,  if  he  acts  as  an  Individual,  aid  the  Allies  who 
desires  to  do  so;  but  let  us  have  the  backgroimd  of  these 
Individuals.  The  truth  should  be  known.  Who  Is  the  director 
of  the  organization?  It  is  Clark  M.  Eichelberger.  Who  Is 
Elchelberger?  He  has  been  for  years  director  of  the  League 
of  Nations  Association,  which  is  trying  to  Involve  the  United 
States  of  America  in  the  League  of  Nations,  which  meant 
involvements  abroad.     That  Is  Mr.  Clark  M.  Elchelberger. 

Where  Is  this  committee  housed?  I  have  not  been  there, 
but  I  have  been  Informed  that  this  Committee  to  Defend 
America  by  Aiding  the  Allies  Is  housed  In  the  offices  of  the 
League  of  Nations  Association.  Let  me  tell  the  Senate 
that  next  week,  when  I  disclose  to  the  Senate  the  law>'ers  on 
this  committee  to  defend  America,  and  show  their  connec- 
tion as  representatives  of  certain  corporations  which  are 
profiting  out  of  this  war.  It  will  be  extremely  Interesting  for 
all  here. 

This  committee  stated  In  the  advertisement  that  a  list  of  the 
people  contributing  would  be  found  at  the  office  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  I  called  up  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  there 
Is  no  such  list  there.  They  are  going  to  file  It  some  time  In 
the  future,  they  say.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  they  had  to  file 
It.  We  all  know  they  are  not  legally  bound  to  file  It.  but  on 
the  bottom  of  the  ad  It  is  said  that  the  list  of  the  individuals 
paying  for  the  advertisement  would  be  foimd  in  the  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  State.  It  has  not  been  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

I  tell  the  Senate  here  this  afternoon  that  some  of  the 
members  of  this  committee  are  profiting  personally  as  the  re- 
siilt  of  this  war.  and  I  will  name  them  later  in  the  session. 
I  have  always  named  my  man.  and  you  will  find  out  I  will  do 
so  again. 

Many  of  these  lawyers  are  In  legal  firms  which  represent 
corporations  involved  In  those  countries,  not  that  I  object  to 
their  doing  that,  but  why  do  not  the  people  have  the  whole 
truth  as  to  their  reason  for  the  special  interest? 

Also  on  the  committee  are  many  individuals  who  have  openly 
asked  for  a  declaration  of  war.  They  are  not  for  peace. 
These  individuals  are  for  war.  Many  of  the  group  may 
not  he.  I  do  not  say  they  have  no  right  to  be.  but,  as  I  stated 
In  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago,  if  they  are  for  war,  let  them 
enlist.  I  want  to  see  the  Senate  and  the  House  repeal  the  law 
so  that  these  brave  fellows,  these  individuals  who  have  a 
cause  for  which  they  speak,  can  enlist  In  the  foreign  armies 
without  losing  their  nationality.  ais  they  hide  behind  that  in 
their  advocacy  of  war. 

Some  of  you  have  received  petitions  signed  by  individuals 
of  this  particular  group.  Let  me  read  letters  from  two  girls 
in  New  York  City.  We  have  heard  much  about  pressure  on 
employees  in  the  past.    listen  to  this: 

A  petition  of  the  committee  to  defend  America  by  aiding  the 
AUles  was  circulated  In  our  office  as  probably  in  every  other  office 
to  New  York,  and  I  had  to  sign  It  together  with  everybody  else 
although  not  agreeing  with  one  word  of  it.  to  order  not  to  l<»e  my 
job. 

Why  do  not  some  of  these  Individuals  who  have  been  so 
worried  about  the  coercion  of  employees,  about  which  we  have 
heard  so  much  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  check  the  coercion  of 
these  employees,  who  have  had  to  sign  these  petitions  or  lose 
their  jobs? 

Let  me  read  a  letter  from  another  girl  In  New  York  City: 
Dkab  SiNAToa  Holt:  Do  you  know  that  lists  are  being  circulated 
to  big  New  York  firms  (the  one  I  know  of  Is  one  of  the  best  known 
Fifth  Avenue  beauty  salons),  to  be  signed  by  employees,  stattog 
whether  or  not  they  are  pro-Ally?  The  Inference  taken  Is  (5 
course,  that  If  not  pro-Ally,  they  are  necessarily  pro-Nazi. 

That  is  what  we  hear  here.  In  other  words.  If  you  are  not 
for  the  Allies,  you  are  for  Germany.  Is  It  not  time  to  distin- 
guish that  you  can  be  neutral  and  be  for  the  United  SUtes? 
That  is  my  position  with  respect  to  this  matter.  I  do  not 
think  one  must  be  on  either  side  of  the  question,  but  the 
United  States,  in  order  to  stay  out  of  the  war,  should  be 
neutral. 
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/  Let  me  proceed  to  read  from  her  letter: 

Moreover,  the  employees,  knowing  that  the  head  of  the  Arm  Is 
active  In  the  Allied  cau.se,  are  afraid  not  to  declare  themselves  Dro- 
Ally.  for  fear  of  losing  their  Jobs. 

Many  timid  people  who  are  against  getting  Into  this  war  are 
afraid  to  put  their  beliefs  on  paper,  because  they  think  that  when 
action  against  the  so-called  "fifth  columnists"  comes,  anyone  who 
has  signed  his  name  to  a  peace  petition  wlU  be  persecuted  to  some 
way. 

In  my  opinion,  those  who  talk  loudest  against  the  Nazis  are 
the  very  ones  who  are  begtonlng  to  imitate  the  Nazi  methods 

You  are  doing  much  for  this  country,  and  may  it  bear  much 
irult. 

I  am  not  going  to  give  the  name  of  the  one  who  wrote  the 
letter,  because  it  might  be  to  her  disadvantage. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  wonder  if  we  have  continued  to  aid  the 
Allies  for  some  years  because  of  our  failure  to  insist  on 
these  billions  of  dollars  that  are  due  us  from  European  na- 
tions. Think  of  these  billions  of  dollars  foreign  countries  owe 
us.  This  morning's  press  reports  that  there  are  in  this  coun- 
try deposits  of  more  than  $7,000,000,000  to  the  credit  of  and 
available  to  Great  Britain  and  Prance.  Yet  they  declare  war 
on  Germany.  Great  Britain  today.  In  addition  to  her  empire, 
four  and  a  half  times  the  size  of  the  United  States,  has  taken 
over  the  Faroe  Islands  and  Iceland,  both  islands  belonging 
to  Denmark,  thus  Increasing  her  huge  empire.  Great  Britain 
already  has  laid  the  basis  for  taking  over  the  colonial  empires 
of  the  Netherlands  and  of  Belgium,  which  would  make  her. 
perhaps,  five  and  one-half  times  the  size  of  the  United  States. 

BILUONB  or  DOLLABS  DUZ  US  mOM  THE  AIXIEB 

Yet  we  continue  to  let  these  huge  sums,  billions  of  dollars 
which  are  due  us,  go  by  the  board.  And  we  have  the  spectacle 
here  on  the  Senate  fioor  today  of  Senators  arguing  and  de- 
bating about  where  we  are  going  to  find  pennies  and  nickels 
with  which  to  take  care  of  our  children  and  our  hungry 
people— children  who  cannot  find  schoolhouses  in  which  to 
obtain  even  primary  education.  We  are  short  of  money  for 
our  students  in  our  universities,  short  of  money  for  our 
youth,  short  of  money  for  labor,  short  of  money  to  take  care 
of  the  12.000,000  unemployed.  But  there  is  such  tenderness 
for  the  Allies,  such  readiness  to  pour  billions  into  Europe. 

FSANCX    OW    Tin    WAT    OUT 

I  am  not  sure  that  they  are  Allies  any  more.  There  will 
be  one  country  left,  at  least.  I  suppose,  and  that  is  the  dear 
British  Empire,  whose  burdens  must  be  loaded  on  the  back 
of  Uncle  Sam.  and  he  will  go  staggering  under  those  burdens 
while  his  own  people  beg  for  aid. 

I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  would  permit 
me  at  this  potot  in  his  remarks  to  place  in  the  Record  the 
amount  due  the  United  States  today.  June  15.  from  these 
foreign  countries — money  which  we  furnished  them  when 
we  went  out  to  defend  democracy  and  save  the  world.  We 
did  not  succeed  so  very  well,  but  there  are  those  who  would 
like  to  see  the  United  States  do  the  same  thing  all  over 
again. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  a  table  showing  the  payments  due  on  June  15  and 
July  1,  1940,  on  account  of  indebtedness  of  foreign  govern- 
ments to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  should  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  do  that, 
but  I  am  afraid  that  by  his  remarks  today  he  may  place  him- 
self in  the  list  of  those  whom  Jimmy  Cromwell  referred  to 
as  "Trojan  jackasses."  He  said  they  are  In  the  Senate  and 
in  the  House. 

,  Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  should  like  to  say  in  regard  to  Jimmy 
Cromwell  that  I  understand  he  wrote  a  book  in  collaboration 
with  some  one  about  some  subject  or  other.  I  believe  that 
by  the  expression  referred  to  he  gave  forth  a  perfect  descrip- 
tion of  himself. 

The  PRESIDING  OFPICEIf.  Without  objecUon,  the 
table  referred  to  will  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 
The  table  is  as  follows: 


rATMKMTB  DtTS   JUNS    18,    1»40,   ANB  JTTT.T    1.    1»40,   ON   ACCOtTNT  OF  IH- 
DCBTCDNESS   OF   rOREIGN    OOVEaNMENTS   TO  THE    VttTTTD   STAT^ 

The  foUowlng  statement  shows  the  amounts  due  under  the  fund< 
tog  and  moratorium  agreements  on  June  18.  1940,  and  July  1.  IMO: 


Funding  SKreemcnts 

Moratorium 
■Krwm«nu 

rrinclpal 

Interest 

ToUl 

Duo  Junp  IS.  1940: 

BelRium   .       

CEfK-hosluvakla 
Estonia 

$4,  mn.  000. 00 

1,MO.OOO.UO 

M.  l.W.  000.  00 

286.26.5  00 

140.  367  .W 
18.  2fil.4.12  .W 

75. 050,  oon  00 

33.  IH.V  OH 

1,  24.\  4:»7  .W 

110.000  00 

107,  >t<  (-.7 

8,  SKi.  tilO  UO 

007.  560.  Nl 

S8,  ftlA.  03 

>4»4. 4.13  88 

183,81X78 

3A.M5.29 

19  OTO  .V) 

8.  04«.  HTM  72 

0,  rx,  7(i5.  OS 

4.225.08 

KVr>.  I.U.88 

15.  274.  as 

13.  fM3.  M 

4.V\.  -AV  71 

4S.750.08 

to.  44Z  ifa.  88 

1,682,KI2.78 

322.850.20 

ISO.  .t98  00 

10Z37i  no  57 

85,  «7n.  7A.V  OS 

87.410  68 

17. 041.  .503.  38 

iM.W3.as 

171801.03 
4. 030.  OW  71 
1, 3WV.  H70  32 

626.  515.  63 

Finland 

Franco    

Omit  Britain 

80. 003.788.  30 

IIunKary 

Italy........:::: 

ifi,8oo,ono.oo 

Latvia  

Lithuania .... 

Tolsnd  

tl.  83A.  00 

KuniAnia 

YuKoslavla 

430.  soo.  4:t 
48M,000.00 

Total  June  u, 

iwo..:„4... 

10S.lM.aw.78 

lOS,  KM.  005.  flO 

14.024.845.00 

SB,«a,flOS.4I 

Duo    July    1,    HMO: 
Oreece 

175.000  00 

13, 100. 45 

1881100.46 

TaBASxntT  Depaktment. 

„  «  —  A'aV  22.  1940. 

NOTE. — Htmgary  and  Finland  paid  their  full  payments  due  on 
June  15.  1940.  This  fact  has  been  verified  by  Mr.  MaxweU.  of  the 
Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President.  William  Allen  White  Is  the  head 
of  the  Committee  To  Aid  the  Allies.  What  is  William  Allen 
White's  belief  about  happenings  today?  I  want  to  quote  from 
the  Emporia  Gazette  an  article  written  by  him  after  the 
President's  speech  at  Charlottesville.  Here  is  what  William 
Allen  White  wrote  in  his  newspaper.  I  think  It  Is  worth  while 
for  the  Senate  to  get  this,  because  It  shows  how  far  we  have 
gone.    He  said: 

The  President's  moving  speech,  which  took  us  to  the  brink  of  war 
and  careftilly  left  us  there,  was  a  wise  and  necessary  move. 

Get  that.  That  is  what  the  head  of  this  committee,  who 
has  been  conferring  and  cooperating  with  its  members,  has  to 
say  about  the  President's  speech: 

The  President's  moving  speech,  which  took  us  to  the  brink  of 
war  and  carefully — 

"Carefully."  He  realized  we  would  likely  be  pushed  over  if 
he  did  not  do  it  with  care.  Yes;  we  might  slip  over.  That  Is 
too  short  In  steps  short  of  war — 

left  \u  there,  was  a  vrtse  and  necessary  move.  For  If  the  Ctermans 
win  and  take  the  British  Fleet,  we  shaU  have  to  either  abandon  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  or  send  our  ships  and  men  to  defend  the  Islands 
captured  from  the  Allies  that  are  keys  to  the  Panama  Canal  and  so 
near  to  the  United  States  that  they  would  farm  dangerous  air  bases. 

He  continues: 

But  this  Is  Indeed  our  war. 

Remember  what  occurred  back  In  1916?  Remember  the 
slogan  "Our  War"?  This  Is  Mr.  WilUam  AUen  White,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  In  question  writing — 

But  this  Is  Indeed  our  war  which  the  President's  speech  moved 
us  into  by  Executive  ukase. 

I  want  to  make  that  clear  to  the  Senate.  This  is  a  man 
who  is  behind  this  propaganda  drive  to  get  us  actively  en- 
gaged, and  here  Is  what  he  said.    I  repeat: 

This  is  indeed  otir  war  which  the  President's  speech  moved  us  toto 
by  Executive  ukase. 

He  says  that  we  are  in  the  war  by  the  President's  own  state- 
ment. And  this  very  afternoon  the  President  was  quoted  as 
saying  this  to  Premier  Reynaud: 

I  know  that  you  will  understand  that  these  statements  carry  with 
them  no  implication  of  military  oonunltments.  Only  the  Congress 
can  make  such  conrmltments. 

Get  that?    The  President  of  the  United  States  said: 

I  know  that  you  will  understand  that  these  statements  carry  with 
them  no  Implication  of  military  commitments.  Only  the  Congreaa 
can  make  such  oommitmenta. 
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What  other  commitments  has  he  left  out?  He  only  modi- 
fies his  commitments  by  one  word,  "military"  commitments, 
and  he  says  that  only  Congress  can  take  that  step.  Mr.  White 
and  the  President  agree.    Mr.  White  continues: 

Congress  only  can  declare  war,  but  a  President  can  take  us  to  tlie 
edge  of  It,  stop  ub  there — 

Perliaps  he  can  stop  us  there.  That  Is  the  danger.  We 
hope  he  can.  But  what  if  he  does  not?  Why  take  that  dan- 
gerous path  to  the  brink  of  war? — 

m  Prealdent  can  take  us  to  the  edge  of  it.  stop  us  tbere  and  let  \u 
look  over  Into  the  abysm  Into  which  we  might  go  hastily  and  In 
eatastrophe  if  we  delayed  our  help  to  the  Allies  and  let  the  war  come 
to  us  Instead  of  sending  aid  which  will  let  the  French  and  British 
win  as  they  fight — 

And  I  want  to  accentuate  that — 
our  battles. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  has  noticed  that 
radio  commentators  are  now  saying  that  the  Army  Is  releas- 
ing— I  am  not  certain  that  this  Is  correct — but  they  make  the 
statement  on  the  air  that  the  Army  is  releasing  powder  facili- 
ties and  powder  reserves  to  the  Allies.  It  is  not  enough  to 
give  them  artillery  and  our  war  planes.  Lord  Lothian  has 
demanded  our  ships,  and  we  have  to  turn  over  other  war 
materials.  But  we  are  not  allowed  to  keep  even  our  powder 
dry  any  more  because  the  Allies  are  to  have  it. 

CONVOYS    INTO    WA« 

I  wonder  if  the  Senator  has  noticed  the  press  speaking  of 
proposed  convoys?  We  are  supposed  to  go  into  Europe  now — 
into  these  dangerous  waters,  and  convoy  this  material  in  order 
to  save  this  world  empire  on  which  the  sim  never  sets.  That 
is  our  duty,  that  is  our  manifest  destiny,  to  preserve  them. 
Since  when  did  it  become  American  to  think  of  everything 
across  the  ocean  and  forget  our  own  people  at  home? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Minnesota.  I  did 
not  want  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  that  matter,  but  since  it 
has  been  brought  up  I  am  going  to  place  in  the  Record  a 
statement  of  how  old  these  so-called  obsolete  planes  are. 
The  President  of  the  United  States  made  a  public  statement 
In  which  he  condemned  individuals,  sajring  that  they  were 
within  the  letter  of  the  tax  law  but  outside  the  spirit  of  that 
law;  that  things  should  be  open  and  aboveboard;  and  yet. 
with  a  twinkle  in  his  eye.  according  to  those  who  were  at  the 
White  House  press  conference,  he  said  he  was  going  to  sell 
these  "obsolete"  or  surplus  planes  to  a  factorj'.  which,  in 
turn,  will  sell  them  to  somebody  else.  We  knew  that  meant 
the  Allies. 

Here  are  some  facts  as  given  to  me:  The  unit  cost  of  these 
planes  was  $45,000.  and  these  obsolete — I  wish  to  underscore 
the  word  "obsolete" — these  obsolete  planes  were  sold  back  for 
$44,990.  They  certainly  were  obsolete,  were  they  not?  They 
were  sold  back  to  the  factory  for  $44,990.  There  was  only  a 
loss  of  $10.  which  one  would  lose  on  an  old  tire  if  one  traded 
it  back  to  the  dealer.  They  were  not  obsolete.  The  country 
knew  they  were  not  obsolete.    Why  the  subterfuge? 

What  do  I  mean  by  that?  Do  Senators  realize  that  of  the 
ships  which  were  turned  over  to  the  Curtiss  Aircraft  Com- 
pany, the  oldest  one  was  delivered  to  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment on  May  16.  1939?  Do  Senators  realize  that  22  of 
the  50  planes  which  were  traded  ki  to  Curtiss  as  obsolete 
planes  were  delivered  to  the  United  States  Government  be- 
tween March  7  and  April  10  of  this  year?  Twenty-two  of 
the  50  planes  which  the  President  of  the  United  States  called 
"obsolete"  were  delivered  in  March  and  April  of  this  year. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  I  ask  that  a 
statement  showing  the  invoice  numbers  and  the  exact  dates 
of  sale  to  the  United  States  Government  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Invoices: 

1474 May  16. 1939. 

1475 May  18.  1939. 

1476 l^y  19^  1939 


Invoices — Continued. 

1477 June 


1479 

1480 

1481 

1482 

1483 

1484 

1435 

1486 

1487 

1489 

1490 

1491 

1492 ^. 

1493 

1494 

1495 

1490 

1500 

1503 

1307 

1308 

1309 

1310 

1311 

1810 

1811 


June 

June 

June 

July 

June 

June 

June 

July 

July 

July 

July 

Jtily 

July 

JxUy 

July 

July 

Jxily 

July 

Aug. 

J\xly 

Aug. 

Aug. 

Aug. 

Aug. 

Mar. 

liar 


1813 Mar 

1814 Mar. 

1815 Mar. 

1820 Mar 

1821 Mar. 

1822 Mar 

1835 Mar. 

1826 Mar. 

1827 Mar 

1828 Mar. 

1832 _ Mar 

1833 Mar 

1834 Mar. 

1835 Mar. 

1836 Mar 

1837 . Mar. 

1838 . Mar 

1839 Apr. 

1840._1 Apr. 

1841..-_ _ _    Apr. 


21.  1039. 

26.  1939. 

26.  1939. 

26.  1939. 
7,  1939. 

30,  1939. 

30,  1939. 

30.  1939. 
7.  1939. 
7,  1939 

19.  1939. 
17.  1039, 
10,  1939. 
24.  1939. 
24,  1939. 
24,  1939. 
24,  1939. 
22.  1939. 
24.  1939. 

10.  1939. 
31.  1939. 
16,  1939. 
16.  1939. 
16.  1939. 
16.  1939. 
7.  1040. 

7,  1940. 

11.  1940. 
11.  1940. 
II.  1940. 

8.  1940. 
15.  1940. 

14.  1940. 

20,  1940. 

15.  1940. 
20,  1940. 
27.  1940. 
29  1940. 
29,  1940. 
29.  1940. 
29,  1940. 
29.  1940. 
29,  1940. 
2».  1940. 
10,  1940. 
10,  1940. 
10.  1940. 


Mr.  HOLT.  In  discussing  William  Allen  White  and  his 
committee,  as  I  shall  do  briefly,  I  wish  to  read  what  Mr.  White 
said  on  the  6th  day  of  February  1937  about  what  the  Presi- 
dent proposed  to  do  with  reference  to  packing  the  Supreme 
Court. 

Three  years  ago  Mr.  White  said: 

Adroitly  President  Roosevelt  Is  proposing  to  pack  the  Supreme 
Court.  And  because  he  Is  adroit  and  not  forthright,  he  arouses  irri- 
tating suspicions,  probably  needless,  about  his  ultimate  intenllont 
Bfc  the  leader  of  his  party  and  the  head  of  his  Government.  For 
his  plan  to  pack  the  Court  did  not  spring  full  panoplied  from  his 
brain  in  the  last  few  weeks  or  the  last  few  months.  But  flouting 
the  democratic  process  of  open  dlscusBlon,  the  President  revealed 
to  the  American  people  In  the  long  campaign  no  inkling  of  this 
plan.  In  fact,  time  and  again  during  the  campaign  he  was  charged 
with  exactly  what  he  Is  doing.  His  silence  then  In  this  morning's 
light  was  a  little  more  than  insincere. 

Mr.  White  uses  the  word  "ukase"  in  this  article,  in  which 
he  says  that  the  Supreme  Court  is  to  be  packed  by  Executive 
ukase — the  very  same  language  which  he  now  uses  in  dis- 
cussing the  approach  of  the  United  States  Government  to  the 
place  from  which  there  may  be  no  retreat.  Let  us  hope  that 
the  commitment  has  not  gone  that  far. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate. 
All  I  want  is  that  the  people  and  the  Senate  shall  have  the 
facts. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  this  point  in  my  remarks 
the  complete  editorial  of  February  6,  1937.  by  William  Allen 
White,  be  printed  in  the  Record  to  show  that  he  approves 
now  what  he  bitterly  condemned  before. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  foUows: 

[Prom  the  Emporia  Gazette  of  February  6,  1937] 

Adroitly  President  Roosevelt  Is  proposing  to  pack  the  Supreme 
Court.  And  because  he  Is  adroit  and  not  forthright  he  arouses 
irritating  smpicions.  probably  needless,  about  his  ultimate  In- 
tentions as  the  leader  of  his  party  and  the  head  of  his  Governmsnt. 
For  his  plan  to  pack  the  Court  did  not  spring  full  panoplied  from 
his  brain  in  the  last  few  weeks  or  the  last  few  months.  But  flouting 
the  democratic  process  of  open  discussion,  the  President  revealed  to 
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^  f^  n^°  ^^'*  *.°  "**  ^°°«  campaign  no  Inkling  af  this  plan. 
Ir-P^vin^f  K  .  "5*!°  **"^°«  ^^^  campaign  he  was  charged  with 
•-.  t^^.t^?**  ^*  18  doing.  His  silence  then  in  this  monnS^'s  light 
was  a  little  more  than  insincere. 

Last  fall  he  met  the  charge  that  he  was  trying  to  become  an 
unconst  tutlonal  leader  by  berating  the  wlck^  mono^l^  the 
foH  .Jf^  manipulators  whoae  powers  should  be  propeHy  clipped 
and  who  certa  nly  should  be  personally  punished.  But  while  crying 
!.!^«IJ.  •**.  "^o"''™'^  royalists"  he  would  seem  to  have  harbored 
?SS^^rt  i?^.Jif*  ^f"-^*''^l  ^"»*  *°  *>^^°^«  an  unconstitutional 
JS^.«^^.Ik  „,^*''  "^^^^  '^^'^  ^•^'^  ^a'-«  °'  tlio*  who  break 
i?nr!,  TSi^  J^^  P^^^^  ^**"*  comparatively  easy.  But  those  who 
S?.n^t.l^  ,«Hf  '■^^.  processes  of  democracy,  those  leaders  who  by  In- 
8t  net  ve  indirection  slip  around  our  laws  and  annul  the  basic  Im- 

5ifH,v°,"Ho5tK  ^^^''"^  .**^°'°*''""^y'  "^*y  become  a  menace  more 
deadly  than  the  economic  royalists  whom  Roosevelt  denounces  In 
a  world  challenging  democracy,  in  a  day  when  tyrants  appearing 
as  demagogs  crying  out  against  predatory  wealth  have  shattered 
Europe  s  democratic  Institutions,  this  court  message  of  the  Presl- 
dent  Beseems  strangely  like  the  first  looming  American  symptom  of 

It  Is  not  what  the  President  Is  doing.  Most  of  his  recommenda- 
v.«»-Ki  n  "Z^;.  ^'  }"^^  ^^  °^°^*  drastic  proposal  is  at  least  de- 
bauble  But  the  point  Is  this  drastic  proposal  has  had  no  debate 
before  the  people.  Moreover,  by  his  power  over  Congress  the  Presi- 
dent will  deny  free  debate  there. 

It  may  be  wise  to  pack  the  Supreme  Court.  Necessary  economic 
change  and  social  growth  must  not  be  choked  by  the  ludlclarv 
But  how  shall  the  Judiciary  be  checked?  This  Is  a  serious  question 
Whose  wisdom  has  the  President  consulted?  Here  Is  a  vital  sten 
down  a  new  path  amounting  to  a  constitutional  change  We 
should  not  go  dancing  dizzily  down  there  overnight.  Change  should 
.  come  in  a  democracy  only  after  a  considered,  organized,  IntelllRent 
movement  of  the  whole  people.  No  emergency  Justifies  haste  where 
liberties  may  be  curtailed.  Patience  Is  a  basic  virtue  In  anv 
democracy.  ' 

Every  change  of  public  opinion  should  be  definitely  reflected  In  a 
growing  conviction  of  Congress,  and  finally  by  legislation  formed 
after  amendment  and  debate.  But  this  morning  we  wake  up  and 
read  a  Presidential  ukase.  Sxirely  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  should  not  take  full  charge  of  the  Judicial  branch  of 
the  Government  between  hay  and  grass.  Surely  in  the  long  cam- 
paign last  year  we  should  have  had  some  warning  of  this  specific 
change  which  will  affect  our  Government  so  profoundly.  Surely 
Mr.  Roosevelt's  mandate  from  the  people  was  to  function  as  the 
President,  not  as  Der  Fuehrer. 

This  Presidential  adroitness,  this  uncanny  capacity  to  avoid  the 
direct  Joining  of  issues  in  full,  fair,  and  free  debate,  this  seemingly 
Instinctive  lack  of  candor,  this  smiling  assumption  of  courage  while 
avoiding  all  danger,  this  elaborate  stage  play  to  flatter  the  people 
by  a  simulation  of  frankness  while  denying  Americans  their  demo- 
cratic rlghta  of  discussion  by  suave  avoidance — these  traits  are  not 
the  traits  of  a  democratic  leader.  These  are  tricks  which  have  been 
played  in  the  new  game  wherein  other  peoples  have  lost  their 
democratic  liberties  in  other  lands. 

How  long  will  the  people  be  fooled? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  Senator  speaks  of  facts.  Here  are  a 
few  facts  which,  with  the  Senator's  permission,  I  should  like 
to  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  at 
this  i)oint. 

FRANCE  AND  BWTAIN   CAN    PAT 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  an  article  from  the 
Christian  Science  Monitor,  stating  that  the  total  resources 
of  the  Allies  available  for  foreign  purchase,  as  late  as  Sep- 
tember 29.  1939.  were  $15,000,000,000.  The  article  is  headed 
"Fifteen  billion  dollar  war  chest  estimated  for  Allies."  The 
article  is  not  long,  but  it  gives  the  facts.  The  Christian 
Science  Monitor  certainly  cannot  be  accused  of  being  pro- 
Nazi.  Then  my  question  is.  Why  this  talk  of  credit  to  these 
empires,  why  gifts  to  these  wealthy  countries,  who  still  owe  us 
billions  from  the  last  war? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Christian  Science  Monitor  of  September  29.  1939) 
Firrro»-BnxiON-DoLLAa  Wae  Chibt  EsriMATn)  for  Aluzs 
New  York. — The  ability  of  Great  Britain  and  France  to  pay  for 
the  raw  materials  and  flnlshed  goods  which  they  will  tindoubtedly 
buy  In  this  country  In  increasing  quantities  as  the  war  progresses 
has  been  the  subject  of  much  discussion.  A  siuvey  of  combined 
Allied  resources  would  warrant  the  conclusion  that  resources  are 
ample  for  a  long  time  ahead.  The  total  resources  of  the  British 
Empire  and  Prance.  avaUable  for  foreign  purchases,  are  close  to 
•15,000.000,000 — which  will  permit  a  considerable  cash  and  carry 
business  at  the  rate  of  buying  from  1914  through  1918.  A  sizable 
proportion  of  these  funds  are  in  the  United  States  In  the  form  of 
dollar  balances,  gold  and  marketable  securities,  says  E.  J.  Donahue. 
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of  the  Standard  Statistics  Co..  In  an  analysis  of  British  and  French 
runds  which  may  be  applied  to  war  buslnesa. 

rOREICN   BANKZNO  FITNIM 

At  the  outset  It  can  be  said  very  definitely  that  the  large  foreign 
aawta  of  various  sorts  in  the  United  States  will  insure  a  substantial 
vorume  of  war  business.  The  dollar  balances,  real  or  potential  are 
already  being  mobilized,  and  they  will  shorUy  undergo  a  process  of 
transfer  from  foreign  to  domestic  account  in  payment  for  commodi- 
ties and  services  supplied. 

The  most  fluid  of  these  resources  obviously  are  the  foreign  banking 
funds  m  this  country.  Those  held  by  the  United  Kingdom.  France, 
and  Canada  total  clo.se  to  a  billion  dollars. 

United  States  securities  held  by  foreigners  represent  another 
liquid  asset  readily  convertible  into  cash.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the 
runds  raised  through  Hquidatlon  of  these  securities  wUl  exceed  by  a 
wide  margin  the  total  of  foreign  bank  balances  here.  Nationals  In 
,*-.S5. !5l  Kingdom  alone  hold  United  States  securities  with  a  value 
•o^n^^^^;^-  Canadians  own  $447,000,000.  while  the  French  have 

ti^?^ati'!f  ^**^?*/w*^  ^^'**  largely  by  citizens  of  neutral  countries,  par- 
f -niA^^^5^  Netherlands  and  Switzerland,  whose  balances  are  valiied 
at  $589,000,000  and  $355,000,000.     The  value  of  American  securities 
held  by  all  other  Europeans  is  about  $390,000,000 

The  British  are  now  required  to  register  their  holdings  of  foreign 
securities  with  the  Bank  of  England,  and  It  is  reasonable  to  assume 
that  these  assets  will  be  expropriated.  Other  warring  nations  un- 
doubtedly will  Uke  similar  steps,  creating  a  potential  $1.600  000  000 
which  may  be  spent  in  the  United  States  by  Great  Britain  and 
rrance. 

BALANCES  IN  TJTirrED  STATES 

In  addition  to  the  banking  funds  and  securities  held  In  this  coun- 
«7,  which  have  been  almost  steadily  accumulating  here  for  the  past 
5  years  foreigners  can  also  draw  upon  their  brokerage  balances  In 
tbe  United  States  to  pay  for  our  merchandise.  The  total  of  thesa 
fl'^  1  A'"^l*.5^^^^y  »^«"  ($72,000,000):  but  again  the  lions  share 
is  held  by  the  democratic  powers.  The  United  Kingdom.  France. 
and  Canada  have  more  than  half  of  the  total.  Germany  and  Italy 
combined  have  nothing,  while  the  remainder  is  held  by  neutrals 

A  much  more  Important  source  of  funds  U  the  earmarked  gold 

i^l,.-  «?  ♦K''°yj?^'^*  '°/  ^^^  account  of  foreign  central  banks. 
Because  of  the  threat  of  war  which  hung  over  Europe  for  many 
months  huge  quantities  of  gold  bullion  were  shipped  to  the  United 
t  u^J?J  safekeeping.  This  gold  Is  held  in  the  vaults  of  the  New 
York  Federal  Reserve  Bank  under  special  llcen.se  from  the  Treasury. 
Earmarked  gold  virtually  enjoys  extraterritorial  rights.  It  is  not 
a  part  of  our  monetary  gold  stock,  nor  can  it  be  acquired  in  any  way 
by  the  Treasury,  it  is  Instantly  available  for  conversion  Into  dollar 
balances. 

nJrjJ^^"^*  w'  the  earmarked  gold  In  American  dollars  Is  $1,400.- 
000,000  No  break-down  of  its  ownership  will  be  made  public  but 
It  is  a  foregone  conclusion  that  none  belongs  to  Germany  or  lUly. 
natfons''  *  "^^^°'"  P°'""°°  '*  "^^  property  of  the  democratic 

«,Z^®  f.^".l*y^°/  *^*  belligerents  to  buy  In  thla  country  Is  by  no 
nieans  limited  to  their  liquefiable  American  aesets.  They  may  also 
ship  gold  to  us  In  payment  for  commodities  purchased.  In  this 
STeTsL^  ""**   ^^°*'*   *'*''^   *   ^""^^   advantage   over   their 

SOtTTH  AJTRICAN  COLD 

nri^fio '^™°"^  /^^^  T'"^'  *°  ^^^^  ^'"^'^a  represent  the  most 
prolific  source    fjj,  ^^  ^j^j^  ^j^^      .j^^  ^^^^^  ^^    h       production  in 

000.000,  followed  closely  by  Canada  with  $165,000,000.  Production 
in  other  countries  is  relatively  small,  although  it  Is  beUeved  that 
Russian  output  last  year  was  around  $180  000  000 
.„T!!^  »^?/1*^i"^  feature  of  this  situation  Is  that  gold  production 
in  the  British  Empire  last  year  was  about  $700,000,000,  or  more  than 
half  of  the  total.  Including  Russia.  Sale  of  this  gold  wlS  be  an 
important  factor  In  helping  the  British  to  secure  necessarTwi 
supplies  abroad.  ^^' 

•••••• 

FRANCir'S   HTTCE    HOARD 

,  Jr!^^'ifJ?**ii^®  ^^^^^  Kcid  heard  of  the  two:  It  Is  estimated  at  $3  - 
100.000,000.    The  United  Kingdom  has  an  estimated  $2,400  000  000 

SS).(JSooS  "^  ^"^^^^  ^°'***  ^°'**  °^  *  ^°""  value  of 

«fi^fS)O^Li';^o?n*^i^i'H*°?  **""  ff«°ch  "u-e  in  a  position  to  mobilize 
$6,000,000,000  in  gold.  In  contrast.  Germany  offlcially  reoorts  eold 
holdings  of  oiily  $29,000,000.  and  whUe  she  may  have  a  ^m  caSe 
It  cannot  be  large.  She  also  has  control  of  Czechoslovakian  gold.' 
but  the  total  of  this  is  only  $60,000,000.  Italy's  entrance  on  Oer- 
naany  s  side  would  help  in  this  respect,  but  Italian  gold  holdines 
reported  at  $193,000,000,  are  stUl  Inslgnlflcant  In  relation  to  thoma 
of  the  democratic  nations 

Gold  has  often  been  labeled  as  the  most  Important  of  the  war's 
munitions.  It  Is  certainly  true  that,  in  any  long  war  it  is  eco- 
nomic power  that  determines  the  outcome.  In  this  respect  the 
Impressive  war  chest  of  gold  held  by  BrlUln  and  France  gives  them 
a  very  definite  edge  over  the  Reich. 

Existing  gold  supplies  are  not  the  only  factor  to  be  considered 
In  this  connection.  The  ownership  of  newly  mined  gold  Is  also 
an  Important  consideration  At  present,  the  world  is  produclnR 
gold  at  the  rate  of  over  a  billion  doUars  annually,  and  the  division 
of  this  commodity  wealth  may  have  an  Important  bearlna  on  tha 
outcome  of  the  hostilities.  »-»         i.*«i 
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Mr.  LUNDEEN.  1  have  another  short  article,  from  the 
Willmar  DaUy  Tribune,  entitled  "England  Can  Pay  Her  War 
Debt."  a  brief  article  written  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstiad]  on  the  subject  of  these  empires' 
ability  to  pay.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  it  printed 
in  the  Recoko  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Recobo,  as  follows: 

(Prom  the  WUlmar  Daily  Tribune  of  January  8.  1938] 
SNcuuro  Can  P*t  Hn  Wa«  Debt — Senatob  Shipstead  Points  to 

PSACnCAI.   MKANS   AUtEAOT   IN   ACSESMENT 

In  the  Waahlngton  Times  of  December  20  there  appears  an  article 
by  SeDator  Hinrik  SinPSxiAD  in  which  he  replies  to  a  British 
economist  who  had  given  out  reaaons  why  ESigland  was  unable  to 
pay  war  debts  to  the  United  States.  The  article  was  accompcmled 
by  his  portrait.  Senator  Shipstead  Is  a  member  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Forel^  Affairs,  and.  says  the  Times,  "during  his  service 
In  that  body  has  pained  an  International  reputation  as  an"  authority 
on  economic  problems."     The  Senator's  article  follows: 

England  Can  Pat 

(By  Hkneik  Shipstead,  United  States  Senator  from  Minnesota) 

The  "distinguished  economist"  quoted  by  the  Times  has  decided 
that  Great  Britain  cannot  sell  $200,000,000  worth  of  additional  goods 
annually  to  the  United  States,  and  therefore  the  only  way  she  could 
pay  her  war  debt  would  be  to  reduce  present  purchases  here  by  that 
amount  and  build  a  balance  of  trade  favorable  to  herself.  This  is 
not  all  that  could  be  done,  however. 

Granted  that  Great  Britain  cannot  meet  her  war  obligations  to  us 
through  the  export  of  gold,  and  we  wovild  not  want  her  to  do  so  If 
she  could.    But  that  is  not  the  only  answer  to  the  dilemma. 

In  the  funding  agreement  with  Great  Britain  of  June  1923  I  find 
that  the  ft-ltlah  Government  has  agreed  to  Issue  "definite  engraved 
bonds  in  form  suitable  for  sale  to  the  public"  in  exchange  for  those 
Issued  under  the  agreement  with  our  Government.  These  bonds 
are  to  be  in  bearer  form  and  carry  the  same  exemption  from  taxation 
as  those  issued  under  the  existing  debt  agreement. 

NO  XTFOKT  TO  DO  IT 

Why  has  the  United  States  Treasury  never  called  this  alternative 
Into  use?  The  agreement  specifically  states  that  they  will  be  Issued 
"at  any  time"  or  -from  time  to  time"  at  the  request  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

Diirlng  all  the  default  history  of  this  debt  agreement  no  attempt, 
to  my  knowledge,  has  been  made  to  use  the  alternative.  Yet  It  Is 
obvious  that  It  might  well  be  used  to  provide  both  Great  Britain  and 
the  United  States  with  a  way  out  of  the  dilemma  In  which  they  now 
find  themselves. 

It  should  not  be  difficult  to  Imagine  what  could  take  place  If 
British  bonds  "s\iltable  for  sale  to  the  public"  were  made  available 
In  this  co\mtry  under  ttls  agreement.  Placed  In  the  hands  of 
American  tourists  who  spend  about  $15,000,000  a  year  In  England 
alone,  they  oould  be  liquidated  and  put  In  the  hands  of  the  British 
people  through  the  normal  process  of  providing  these  services.  Or 
given  into  the  bands  of  American  tourists  who  spent  over  $225,000.- 
000  in  Canada,  the  Dominion  could  provide  the  mother  cpuntry  with 
assistance  in  discharging  its  obligation. 

TBAOE    RAMIFICATIONS 

Then  there  are  the  unlimited  ramifications  of  triangular  and 
multilateral  trade.  SupjXMe  Brazil  needs  British  exchange  to  buy 
goods  from  Britain.  Brazil  could  trade  coffee  to  an  American  holder 
of  these  British  bonds  and  acquire  the  needed  exchange,  and  thus 
the  debt  would  be  transferred.  The  Brazilian  businessman  would 
use  the  bond  to  pay  for  British  goods.  That  would  liquidate  the 
bond  and  make  it  unnecessary  for  England  to  buy  dollars.  Tills 
is  only  one  example  of  hundreds  that  might  be  cited. 

There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  making  a  transfer  of  this  kind. 
British  bonds  and  British  exchange  are  salable  all  over  the  world. 

Such  a  mechanism  might  be  used  to  stimulate  trade  and  travel 
with  Great  Britain.  Its  dominions,  and  throughout  the  world  as  a 
whole.  Some  special  inducement  might  well  be  made  as  to  direct 
the  use  of  these  obligations  in  these  channels.  Not  only  would  the 
^Kleral  Treasury  thus  be  replenished  birt  so  would  world  commerce. 
In  part,  the  sxicceas  of  a  plan  of  this  kind  depends  on  its  capacity 
to  stimtilate  international  business. 

TRANSrXB  ISLANDST 

If  Great  Britain  la  ready  to  hve  up  to  Its  agreement,  if  It  means 
what  it  says  and  that  it  Is  only  asking  for  someone  to  point  the 
way  out.  dees  not  its  own  "sacred  treaty"  of  1923  show  it  that  way? 

On  the  other  hand,  a  few  miles  from  our  own  coast  are  the  beauti- 
ful Bahamas.  Also  Bermuda,  with  a  naval  base,  close  to  our  shore; 
Jamaica.  Trinidad,  and  British  Honduras,  in  addition  to  all  ttwr 
Innumerable  islands  strxing  along  in  the  sea  east  of  the  entrance  to 
the  Panama  Canal  that  we  are  obligated  to  protect.  This  group  of 
islands  could  furnish  a  base  for  negotiating  with  a  view  to  a  tranater 
to  the  United  States  in  pa>inent  of  all  or  part  of  the  debt.  Rr^giMti^ 
has  always  paid  Its  debt  with  interest  whenever  possible,  and  here 
are  opportunities  for  doing  so. 

If  Great  Britain  thinks  so  much  of  the  sacredneas  of  Its  agree- 
ments and  treaties,  that  she  can  spend  nan  tium  a  hmt<m  doUara 


in  a  year  tu  preparation  for  another  holy  war  to  enforce  the  sacred- 
ness  of  treaties,  what  should  it  not  be  wllllhg  to  <k>  to  make  good 
on  its  promise  to  us? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President.  I  also  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  an  article  from 
the  Washington  Post  of  February  27,  1940.  entitled  'Ten 
Thousand  Families  In  the  East  Uvlng  In  Grapes  of  Wrath 
Conditions,  United  States  Agencies  Learn." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  foDows: 

(Prom  the  Washington  Post  of  February  27,  1940] 

TSM  THOT7SANS  FAMUJES  IN  THE  EAST  LIVING  IN  CEAPES  OF  WSATB  COM- 
OmOMS,   TTNITB)  STATES  AGENCIES  LBABIT 

(By  Alfred  Friendly) 

The  eastern  seaboard  has  its  own  Grapes  of  Wrath. 

From  Florida  to  New  Jersey  it  is  faced  with  a  steadily  growing 
migrant  farm-labor  problem  whose  victims  live  in  economic 
wretchedness  as  desperate  as  that  of  the  California-bound  "Okies" 
of  John  Steinbeck's  novel. 

At  least  a  dozen  Federal  agencies  are  concerned  with  the  situation. 
It  was  learned  yesterday.  The  Labor  Department  Labor  Standards 
Division  and  the  Farm  Security  Administration  are  already  deeply 
Involved. 

Farm  Security  Administration  estimates  that  10.000  to  20.000 
migrant  families  will  progress  northward  from  Florida  this  spring, 
"working  peaches"  In  Georgia,  going  to  the  strawberry,  potato,  and 
vegetable  areas  in  the  Carolinas.  thinning  apples  In  the  Shenandoah 
Valley,  and  working  the  truck  farms  on  the  Maryland  and  Delaware 
UMires. 

They  travel  In  "Jolloples,"  live  In  ditch-side  camps  with  complete 
absence  of  sanitary  conveniences,  reports  show.  More  often  than 
not  their  small  wages  are  further  reduced  by  predatory  labor  brokers, 
"row  bosses."  and  "padrones."  The  fields  where  they  work  are  the 
scene  of  some  of  the  country's  greatest  exploitation  of  child  labor. 

According  to  one  informed  F.  S.  A.  official,  conditions  of  migrant 
labor  groups  now  in  Florida  are  "worse  than  California." 

Most  of  the  migrant  laborers.  Federal  officers  believe,  are  colored. 
Almost  all — colored  and  white — have  been  "tractored  out"  of  Georgia 
and  Alabama  farms,  or  were  sharecroppers  or  day  laborers  displaced 
by  machines  or  crop  curtailment. 

When  the  migrant  groups  came  north  it  is  said  they  were  Joined 
by  part-time  Industrial  workers,  mainly  Italian,  Polish,  and  Lithu- 
anian, from  Baltimore,  Camden,  and  Philadelphia,  who  are  recruited 
to  work  in  the  fields  by  "padronea."  These  collect  fees  from  fanners 
for  supplying  labor  and  take  part  of  the  worker's  pay  for  getting 
him  the  job. 

"Row  bosses,"  on  the  other  hand,  are  those  .who  arrange  for  the 
transportation  of  the  southern  workers.  Often,  it  has  been  reported, 
they  bring  a  group  to  a  farm,  collect  their  fee  from  the  owner,  and 
In  the  middle  of  the  night  move  their  group  out  to  another  location. 

In  New  Jersey  an  F.  S.  A.  report  found  "housing  consists  of  crude 
barracks,  particularly  in  the  cranl>erry  bogs,  designed  to  house  10  to 
30  families.  Absolutely  no  comforts  or  conveniences.  No  bathing  or 
laimdry  facilities." 

"Typical  housing  for  migrants"  in  Florida,  another  report  says. 
consists  of  a  "14-room  shelter,  each  room  containing  a  family  num- 
bering from  2  to  10  people,  each  room  renting  from  $1.50  per  week. 
During  the  8-month  season  the  landlord  receives  $819.  The  cost  of 
building  this  shelter  was  $400.  For  each  4  to  8  such  shelters  the 
common  practice  Is  to  have  a  single  open-pit  toilet. 

Two  major  concerns  to  Federal  officials  is  that  children  of  the 
migrant  fam^ies  can  obtain  no  education  and  that  local  "settle- 
ment laws'*  prevent  migrants  from  receiving  relief.  The  workera 
usually  have  no  money  between  Jobs  and  are  frequently  stranded. 

A  Palm  Beach  County,  Fla..  school-board  member  reported  that 
In  his  area  "education  was  in  competition  with  beans,  and  beans 
are  rapidly  winning  out." 

Children  too  small  to  work  In  the  fields  have  been  left  for 
periods  of  several  days  in  disorderly  houses  for  lack  of  any  other 
place  where  they  might  be  cared  for.  F.  8.  A.  Investigators  fotmd. 

Other  Investigations  have  found  that  50  percent  of  such  mlgranta 
now  in  Florida  are  syphllltlcs.  and  in  certain  areas  more  than  80 
percent.  OOlclals  have  said  it  Is  "nothing  less  than  a  miracle"  ihat 
there  have  not  been  epidemics  of  other  diseases,  since  the  migiatory 
families  drink  polluted  water. 

At  a  conference  last  week  in  Baltimore,  labor  commissioners 
from  Maryland.  Virginia.  Delaware,  and  New  Jersey  recommended 
that  attempts  be  made  to  obtain  relief  for  stranded  families. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  all  I  desir«  to  say  is  that  the 
people  of  the  United  States  have  a  right  to  know  the  facts. 
They  have  a  right  to  know  what  is  behind  these  organizaUons. 
Almost  every  time  an  organization  has  been  started  to  op- 
pose the  administration  it  has  been  investigated  by  some 
branch  of  Congress.  But  we  shaU  find  behind  this  committee, 
acting  as  a  so-called  patriotic  committee  to  defend  America. 
the  tentacles  of  British  and  French  finance.  I  think  history 
wiH-prove  that  behind  this  committee  la  English  and  French 
money.  In  my  mind  there  Is  no  doubt  about  it.  They  are  not 
Interested  in  defending  America. 
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I  do  not  blame  those  In  Prance  who  want  us  to  come  over: 
but  I  do  blame  individuals  here  who  want  our  country  to  go 
over,  with  someone  else's  sons  doing  the  going. 

The  Committee  to  Defend  America  by  Aiding  the  Allies. 
Why  are  they  not  honest  with  the  people  and  why  do  they 
not  limit  the  name  to  two  words — "Allied  Committee"? 

As  I  have  said,  I  have  not  told  the  whole  story.  I  have 
much  Information  on  the  question.  Later  I  shall  take  up 
for  consideration  some  of  the  individual  members  of  the  com- 
mittee and  tell  the  Senate  their  background,  their  connec- 
tion with  international  finance,  their  international  back- 
groimd,  their  pressure  on  newspapers,  why  they  have  that 
pressure.  That  may  show  why  almost  all  references  to  stay- 
ing out  of  involvement  have  been  kept  out  of  the  newspapers. 
I  Intend  to  show  the  Senate  the  fact  that  some  of  these  irxli- 
vlduals.  as  I  said  earlier,  are  making  a  profit  out  of  war. 
Some  say  it  is  undemocratic  to  tax  war  profits,  and  that  to 
do  so  would  destroy  our  democracy  in  this  country.  How- 
ever, they  feel  it  is  perfectly  democratic  to  confiscate  a 
boy's  life  by  sending  him  over  as  a  member  of  our  naval  con- 
voy, about  which  they  are  now  speaking.  Any  man  who 
knows  anything  about  history  knows  that  a  naval  convoy 
of  the  type  mentioned  in  the  papers  means  actual  war. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield?  -^ 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Will  someone  please  tell  us  how  we  are 
to  defend  America  by  stripping  America  of  her  defenses  and 
her  armament,  and  sending  them  over  to  foreign  countries, 
when  all  our  experts  tell  us  that  we  cannot  replace  them  in 
less  than  18  months,  or  perhaps  2  years?  During  that  inter- 
val of  time,  where  is  our  defense?  Who  is  going  to  defend 
us?  ,' 

Mr.  HOLT.  That  question  dovetails  into  the  facts  which 
I  gave  the  Senate  a  moment  ago.  Fifty  planes,  the  oldest  of 
them  delivered  last  year,  have  been  sent  across  the  ocean, 
and  in  their  places  we  have  blueprints.  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  any  Senators  have  ever  gone  up  in  the  air  on 
a  blueprint,  but  I  can  assure  the  Senate  that  a  blueprint  will 
not  stop  an  air  force  from  coming  over  here.  Last  night  I 
heard  a  speaker  say  that  he  had  shot  many  rifles,  but  that 
he  had  never  shot  a  rifie  "on  order." 

The  situation  is  that  we  are  stripping  our  defense  of  things 
which  we  may  need.  Before  I  came  into  the  Chamber,  it  was 
stated  over  the  radio  that  some  of  the  very  planes  which  we 
have  sent  over  there  have  been  taken.  In  other  words,  they 
may  be  turned  over  to  the  Germans.  Some  are  afraid  of 
their  turning  over  their  fieets.  With  the  same  reasoning,  if 
the  speedy  victory  of  the  German  Army  continues,  we  shall 
be  giving  to  the  Germans  the  planes  which  we  may  need  for 
ourselves. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  time  has  come  for  America  to 
have  a  committee  to  aid  America  by  taking  care  of  Ameri- 
cans. When  we  have  such  a  committee,  we  shall  have  fewer 
armchair  patriots  who  are  financially  and  politically  involved 
in  this  war— politically  because  they  think  it  will  give  them 
a  wave  to  ride  upon,  and  financially  because  of  actual  in- 
volvement In  stocks  which  represent  sales  of  certain 
materials. 

EXTENSION  or  AUTHORITY  OF  RECONSTRUCTION  FINANCE  CORPORA- 
TION 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3938) 
to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan  banks:  to  amend 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act.  as  amended: 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  hope  we  may  proceed  to 
the  conclusion  of  the  pending  measure.  To  that  end.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  during  the  further  consideration  of 
the  pending  bill  no  Senator  shall  speak  more  than  once  or 
longer  than  10  minutes  on  the  bill  or  any  amendment. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  have  to  object.  I  shall 
require  somewhat  longer  than  10  minutes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  suggested  agreement  would  give  the 
Senator  20  minutes,  because  he  may  speak  10  minutes  on 
the  bill  and  10  minutes  on  any  amendment. 
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Mr.  TAFT.  Yes:  but  I  should  like  to  speak  longer  than 
that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  modify  the  request  by  making  it  15  min- 
utes on  the  bill  and  15  minutes  on  any  amendment. 

Mr.  TAFT.     That  will  be  satisfactory. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  now  before  the 
Senate  relates  to  the  producUon  of  strategic  and  critical  ma- 
terials. I  should  like  to  discuss  the  whole  bill  and  the  amend- 
ments at  this  time. 

The  first  section  of  the  bill  relates  to  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  CorporaUon.  That  secUon  really  is  wholly  and 
completely  unnecessary  today.  It  is  part  of  the  plan  by 
which  $700,000,000  is  to  be  returned  to  the  Treasury  in  order 
that  we  may  not  have  to  lift  the  debt  hmit.  Now  we  pro- 
pose to  go  ahead  and  lift  the  debt  limit  by  $4,000,000,000,  so 
that  this  section  is  really  unnecessary  today.  It  is,  in  my 
opinion,  a  mere  subterfuge.  It  provides  that  instead  of 
issuing  $300,000,000  of  Government  bonds  to  pay  for  Gov- 
ernment expenses  we  shall  have  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  borrow  $300,000,000  on  the  market  with  its 
notes— which  I  think  are  in  effect  guaranteed  by  the  Federal 
Government — and  then  turn  over  to  the  Treasury  the 
$300,000,000. 

The  only  difference  is  that  the  $300,000,000  does  not  tech- 
nically come  within  the  debt  limit,  whereas  $300,000,000  of 
Government  bonds  would  do  so. 

The  necessity  for  this  section  has  entirely  disappeared;  and, 
so  far  as  it  is  concerned,  there  is  really  no  purpose  in  it. 
There  is  no  more  reason  why  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration should  own  the  stock  of  the  home-loan  bank  than 
that  the  Treasury  should  own  the  stock  of  the  home-loan 
bank.  There  is  no  reason  why  it  should  be  transferred  from 
the  Treasury  to  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation, 
except  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  lifting  the  debt  limit.  Now 
we  propose  to  lift  the  debt  limit  anyway.  So  it  seems  to  me 
that  all  of  the  first  section  of  the  bill  is  unnecessary. 

Mr.  GEORGK    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield  to  me? 
Mr.  TAFT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  While  the  pending  tax  bill  does  provide  for 
Ufting  the  debt  limit  by  $4,000,000,000,  nevertheless  It  is  being 
lifted  for  the  purpose  of  providing  national-defense  funds: 
that  is,  to  take  care  of  expenditures  or  to  provide  funds  to  be 
expended  for  national-defense  purposes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  do  not  want  to  differ  with  the  Senator,  but 
the  reason  for  increasing  the  debt  limit  is  that  the  peacetime 
deficit  will  amount  to  $4,000,000,000,  or  something  over 
$3,000,000,000,  without  any  additional  defense  funds;  and  the 
real  reason  why  we  should  have  to  increase  the  debt  limit 
would  be  to  take  care  of  that  debt,  and  not  to  take  care  of  the 
additional  defense  measures. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Some  part  of  it  might  be  used  for  general 
purposes,  but  the  provision  now  in  the  bill  for  lifting  the  debt 
limit  is  intended  not  to  lift  the  debt  limit  for  ordinary  and 
usual  expenditures  of  the  Government  but  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  care  of  national-defense  costs. 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  will  only  postpone  until  next  year  the 
raising  of  the  debt  limit  for  other  purposes,  because  we  are 
running  over  $3,000,000,000  behind  for  peacetime  expendi- 
tures every  year,  and  we  have  reached  the  debt  limit;  so  we 
cannot  go  on  with  that  deficit,  and  yet  apparently  we  are 
going  on.  We  added  another  $100,000,000  to  the  deficit  yes- 
terday In  the  Senate.  We  cannot  go  on  without  raising  the 
debt  limit;  and  the  terms  of  the  bill,  as  I  understand  it,  are 
such  that  it  is  just  beating  the  devil  around  the  bush  as  to 
whether  the  money  is  used  for  one  purpose  or  another.  There 
Is  no  necessity  for  this  particular  provision,  so  far  as  I  can 
see.  during  the  current  year  at  least. 

Going  on  to  the  provision  for  the  creation  of  corporations, 
when  this  provision  was  presented  to  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee  the  R.  P.  C.  asked  for  almost  unlimited 
power  to  do  anything.    The  original  amendment  presented  ixf 
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the  R.  P.  C.  provided  that  the  CorporaUon  was  authorized  to 
create  or  organize  a  corporation  or  corporations  with  such 
powers  as  It  might  deem  necessary  to  aid  the  Government  of 
the  United  States.  As  so  requested,  the  R.  P.  C.  could  have 
gene  into  the  electric-power  business:  it  could  have  gone  into 
the  railroad  business:  It  could  have  gone  Into  the  transporta- 
tion business,  or  farming,  or  any  other  activity.  The  present 
amendment  was  offered  in  committee,  and  partially  accepted, 
to  cut  down  that  power. 

It  was  sUted  that  what  the  R.  P.  C.  really  wanted  the  power 
for  was  to  buy  strategic  and  critical  materials.  Ihere  is  a 
plan  on  to  do  so  at  once,  and  certainly  that  is  a  worthy  pur- 
pose and  one  to  which  we  can  have  no  objection:  but  it  was 
also  insisted  that  the  Corporation  be  authorized  to  manufac- 
ture war  supplies,  and  the  committee  insisted  on  putting  In 
that  provision.  Personally,  I  think  it  is  unnecessary.  I  think 
It  Is  particularly  unnecessary  because  since  the  committee 
considered  the  bill  we  have  already  given  that  power  to  the 
Army  of  the  United  States.  The  Sheppard  biU.  recently 
passed,  provides  that  the  Army  may  build  plants,  buildings, 
facilities,  utilities,  and  appurtenances,  including  Government- 
owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants,  for  the  manufac- 
ture of  military  equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies.  We 
have  already  created  this  power  for  the  Government  to  man- 
ufacture munitions:  and  now  we  proceed  to  give  to  an  entirely 
different  department  of  the  Government  the  same  power  to 
go  out  and  manufacture  more  munitions. 

Will  they  coordinate  their  efforts?  Why  should  two  dif- 
ferent departments  of  the  <3ovemment  have  the  same  func- 
tion, which,  after  all.  Is  a  fairly  dangerous  function,  and  one 
that  ought  to  be  closely  watched? 

Personally,  I  prefer  to  give  the  power  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment, in  whose  hands  it  will  be  subject  to  the  control  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  and  we  shall  know  what  is  being 
done.  If  we  create  a  corporation  of  this  kind,  the  corpora- 
tion will  be  gone  forever  from  the  care  of  Congress.  The 
corporation  may  do  anything.  So  far  as  I  can  see,  there  is 
not  any  check  on  It.  I  j.uppose  some  report  will  be  made  by 
it.  but  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  legal  requirement  for  a 
report  by  the  corporation.  It  may  borrow  money  and  run 
a  business  just  exactly  like  a  private  business. 

I  do  not  think  that  is  desirable.  It  may  be  necessary  In 
some  cases,  but  in  this  case  I  really  do  not  think  it  Is  neces- 
sary. The  Navy  Department  builds  many  of  Its  ships.  We 
have  given  the  War  Department  power  to  make  munitions. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  are  going  to  do  this  sort  of  thing, 
that  is  the  way  to  do  it,  and  not  to  create  a  corporation  which 
none  of  us  will  ever  hear  from  again,  which  will  go  out  and 
buy  real  property.  We  hesitate  a  great  deal  about  appro- 
priating money  to  let  the  Government  buy  real  property: 
but  this  corporation  will  buy  real  property,  and  buy  plants, 
and  do  all  kinds  of  things  of  which  we  shall  never  hear, 
which  no  committee  of  Congress  will  ever  know,  and  the  check 
on  which,  at  least  In  this  biU,^  is  exceedingly  remote  and 
tenuous. 

The  committee  were  so  overwhelmingly  in  favor  of  going 
ahead  with  any  measure  pitiposed  that  I  do  not  know  that 
they  could  be  stopped.  I  tried  to  cut  down,  as  far  as  I  could, 
the  powers  proposed  to  be  conferred;  and  we  cut  them  down 
to  acquiring  and  carrying  strategic  and  critical  materials, 
and  then  to  purchasing  land  and  buildings  for  plants,  leasing 
those  plants,  and  engaging  in  manufacturing,  if  the  President 
found  it  necessary,  through  a  coriporatlon.  but  only  in  manu- 
facturing equipment  and  supplies  necessary  to  the  national 
defense.  Even  that  power,  it  seems  to  me,  is  very  much  too 
broad  under  any  circmnstances,  because  "equipment  and 
supplies"  may  cover  food  and  clothing.  The  Government 
may  establish  clothing  plants.  It  may  establish  food  plants. 
It  may  manufacture  flour.  It  may  set  up  fioiu*  mills.  It  may 
engage  in  all  kinds  of  business. 

So.  when  the  time  comes,  I  shall  offer  an  amendment  cut- 
ting down  those  words  to  "arms,  ammunition,  and  imple- 
ments of  war,"  which  I  understand,  with  some  modifications, 
is  satisfactory  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 


I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  necessity  for  this  particular 
power.  I  think  it  emphasizes  the  necessity  for  something 
else  which  I  propose  to  offer  as  an  amendment — the  creation 
of  a  War  Resources  Administration.  I  have  on  the  table  an 
amendment  proposing  that  all  powers  to  manufacture  goods 
and  to  buy  supplies  for  the  Army  and  Navy  shall  be  centered 
in  a  War  Resources  Administration — a  single  administration 
with  a  single  head — with  power  to  manufacture,  power  to 
buy,  and  power  to  create  the  capacity  which  will  be  necessary 
If  we  are  to  set  up  an  effective  defense.  That  power  today  is 
utterly  and  completely  scattered.  We  ourselves  are  scattering 
it.  One  day  we  give  the  power  to  the  War  Department  and 
the  next  day  we  give  the  power  to  the  R.  F.  C.  It  also  rests 
in  the  Navy  Department.  Mr.  Hopkins  also  has  something  to 
say  about  it.  Mr.  Knudsen  apparently  Is  doing  most  of  the 
work  toward  planning  some  kind  of  industrial  preparedness, 
and  Mr.  Knudsen  has  no  legal  authority  except  as  the  Resi- 
dent may  approve  what  he  recommends.  His  power  is  purely 
advisory.  In  addition  to  that  we  have  the  Procurement  Divi- 
sion of  the  Treasury.  Just  what  their  function  is  I  do  not 
know. 

So  we  have  six  different  departments  dealing  with  the 
question  of  furnishing  equipment  and  military  supplies.  I 
think  it  ought  to  be  concentrated  in  one  department,  and 
that  department  ought  to  be  given  power.  Today  there  is  no 
person  who  can  coordinate  the  activities  of  the  several  de^ 
partments  except  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  he 
has  not  time.  Furthermore,  the  uncomfortable  position  is 
presented  that  at  any  time  one  department  may  find  that  the 
President  has  approved  something  which  Mr.  Hopkins  recom- 
mends which  the  department  did  not  know  anything  about, 
and  which  conflicts  with  some  policy  it  has  been  pursuing. 
I  believe  the  only  way  In  which  we  can  hope  to  create  an 
efficient  capacity  in  the  United  States  is  by  creating  a  single 
department  to  deal  with  these  matters,  and  giving  to  that 
single  department  these  powers  to  manufacture,  order,  and 
create  capacity.  If  you  please. 

I  do  not  know  that  this  bill  makes  the  matter  any  more 
confusing  than  it  already  is:  but  who  in  the  United  States  will 
decide  whether  we  shall  go  Into  manufacturing  war  supplies? 
Who  will  do  it?  Is  Mr.  Jesse  Jones  to  do  it?  Is  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  do  it,  or  is  Mr.  Hopkins  to  do  it,  or  Mr.  Morgenthau? 
Apparently,  the  only  person  to  whom  they  head  up,  as  I  said, 
is  the  President,  and  the  President's  decisions  necessarily 
must  be  hastily  made.  They  must  often  be  made  without 
consideration  of  all  the  other  things  that  are  being  done  in 
the  same  field. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  TAFT.    Surely. 

Mr.  MILLER.  On  that  question,  could  the  President,  under 
the  Reorganization  Act — and  I  am  asking  purely  for  the 
Senator's  opinion  about  the  matter — transfer  part  of  the 
duties  of  the  various  agencies  to  which  the  Senator  has 
alluded,  to  the  Defense  Council  recently  composed  and  set 
up  by  him? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  do  not  really  know.  As  set 
up  and  provided  in  the  statute,  it  is  purely  an  advisory  body, 
and  I  would  rather  question  whether  he  could  transfer  powers 
to  it.  But  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  answer  the  Senator's 
question. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  myself  do  not  know,  but  I  was  Interested 
in  the  question  raised  by  the  Senator.  I  do  not  know  the 
answer. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator's  time  on  the 
amendment  has  expired.    He  has  15  minutes  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  will  add  only  a  word.  While  I  do  not  desire 
to  object  to  the  granting  of  any  powers  which  are  sought.  I 
think  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  probably 
the  best  body  to  buy  the  critical  and  strategic  materials.  I 
do  not  think  they  are  the  best  body  to  manufacture  airplanes. 
or  to  manufacture  powder  or  munitions,  but  if  Congress 
wants  to  give  them  the  power,  we  wUl  hope  the  powers  will  in 
some  way  be  coordinated.   I  think,  however,  we  should  go  on 
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afllrmat  vely  and  create  one  department  which  wIU  under- 
take this  whole  process,  because  today  war  is  a  matter  of 
machmery.  Our  defense  is  going  to  depend  far  more  on  the 
successful  mobilization  of  American  industry:  on  the  creation 
of  capacity  for  the  production  of  thousands  of  planes-  on 
the  creation  of  capacity  for  the  production  of  tanks  which 
can  be  turned  out.  when  war  requires  them.  In  great  numbers 

A  great  many  people  have  talked  about  aiding  the  Allies 
I  do  not  know  any  more  effective  way  than  by  the  creation 
of  capacity,  creating  capacity  through  private  manufacture, 
which  win  in  no  way,  when  it  does  aid  the  Allies,  violate  the 
neutrality  of  the  United  States. 

I  hope  very  much  that,  whether  my  amendment  regarding 
the  War  Resources  Administration  is  accepted  now  or  not, 
the  administration  and  those  in  charge  in  this  body  and  In 
the  House  of  Representatives  will  seriously  consider  the  wis- 
dom of  creating  the  office  of  War  Resources  Administrator 
with  full  power  to  mobilize  the  industries  of  the  United 
States. 

With  regard  to  the  particular  amendment  now  pending,  I 
myself  feel  thgt  acquiring  and  carrying  strategic  materials  is 
a  fairly  simple  thing.  When  we  ask  the  Government  to  go 
out  and  set  up  a  corporation  which  can  actually  mine  mate- 
rials, incidentally  open  mines,  and  establish  companies  which 
can  operate  In  competition  with  private  enterprise  in  some 
cases.  I  think  we  are  going  a  Uttle  further  than  we  need  to 
go  until  some  plan  is  presented.  No  one  has  come  to  us 
and  said  we  had  to  produce  a  particular  strategic  material 
in  this  country,  and  that  the  Government  should  do  it,  that 
It  cannot  be  done  through  private  enterprise.  It  seems  to 
me  we  should  grant  the  Government  power  only  where  some- 
one has  come  and  said  that  the  particular  activity  cannot  be 
carried  out  through  private  enterprise.  When  that  is  done, 
I  should  be  perfectly  willing  to  grant  the  power. 

While  I  have  no  objection  to  subdivision  d),  line  14,  page 
7,  which  relates  to  making  loans  to  private  companies,  I  do 
see  an  objection  to  the  amendment  in  line  25,  which  author- 
izes the  Government  to  go  into  the  mining  business  and  into 
manufacturing,  possibly  into  agriculture,  even,  if  an  agri- 
cultural material  proves  to  be  strategic.  I  would  be  in  favor 
Of  accepting  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Montana,  ac- 
cepting his  first  amendment  in  line  15  and  rejecting  the 
amendment  in  line  25. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Montana,  on 
page  7,  line  15,  of  the  committee  amendment. 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  MURRAY.     Mr.  President,  I  now  offer  as  an  amend- 
ment the  second  part  of  my  proposal. 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.    The   clerk   wiU   state   the 
amendment.  j 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  7,  line  25.  after  the  word  "to", 
It  is  proposed  to  insert  the  word  "produce"  and  a  comma. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  record  myself  as 
against  the  amendment.  I  do  not  care  to  discuss  it.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  policy  involved  in  this  whole  provision,  sub- 
section 2.  and,  at  this  time,  since  an  opportunity  may  not  be 
offered  for  a  record  vote,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  shall  vote 
against  the  bill  on  account  of  the  attempt  to  delegate  power 
to  a  corporation  to  create  another  corporation.  I  have  had 
opportunity  to  read  briefly  the  memorandum  which  was 
handed  to  me.  and  which  has  been  placed  in  the  Record,  and 
such  study  as  I  have  made  of  it  does  not  convince  me  that  a 
State  may  delegate  to  a  corporation  power  to  create  another 
corporation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Montana  I  Mr. 
MiTRRAY].  on  page  7.  line  25,  of  the  committee  amendment. 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  TAFT.     Mr.  President.  I  offer  an  amendment  which  I 
send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.     The    clerk    will   state    the 
amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.    On  page  8,  Une  3.  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  the  words  "equipment  and  supplies  necessary  to  the  na- 
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tional  defense"  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "arms, 
ammunition,  and  Implements  of  war." 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  Is  quite 
agreeable  to  me,  with  certain  additions  which  I  have  a^ked 
the  Senator  to  accept.  They  are  on  line  1.  page  8,  after  the 
word  "purchase"  to  insert  the  words  "and  lease":  in  line  2 
before  the  world  "build",  to  Insert  the  word  "lease"  and  a 
comma:  in  the  same  line,  line  2.  after  the  word  "purchase" 
to  insert  the  words  "and  produce",  and  in  the  same  line,  after 
the  word  "equipment",  to  Insert  a  comma  and  the  word 
supplies." 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  seen  these  amendments, 
and  my  understanding  of  them  is  that  In  effect  they  add  to 
the  possibUity  of  manufacturing  arms,  ammunition,  and  im- 
plements of  war.  the  manufacture  of  machine  tools  and  sim- 
ilar materials  necessary  to  make  arms,  ammunition  and  im- 
plements of  war,  and  I  am  willing  to  accept  the  modification 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  modifies  his 
amendment.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  as  modified. 

The  amendment  as  modified  to  the  committee  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest  an  amendment  which 
I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  Is  proposed  to  add  at  the  end  of  the 
bin  the  following  new  section: 

r^^^ir.~\^M„^^  provided  in  the  Industrial  Mobilization  Plan 
Revision  of  1939  (S.  Doc.  No.  134.  76th  Cong..  2d  sess  )  there  la 
hereby  created  a  War  Resources  Admlnistrat  on  (hereinafter  in 
this  section  referred  to  as  the  •Administration")  to  be  corned 
JL^u  Af '"•"•strator  and  an  Advisory  Council.  The  AdvlK.rJ ToS 
shall  be  composed  of  representatives  of  the  War  and  Navv'  DeDart- 
ments  and  such  other  departments,  commissions,  and  independent 
agencies  as  the  President  may  find  necessary,  such  representative,  ?o 
be  appointed  by  the  President,  and  hold  office  at  hls^K^e^e 
salary  of  the  Administrator  shall  be  fixed  by  the  President  but  shall 
not  be -at  a  raU  In  excess  of  $10,000  a  year. 

(b)  The  Administrator  is  authorized  and  directed  (1)  to  formu- 
}«^  .^?  !'^^''  policies  for  the  mobilization  of  the  economic  and 
^«iot  i  /^o!"*'^  °'  ^^"^  country  to  meet  the  requirements  of  a 
major  war;  (2)  after  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  War  ard 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  to  formulate  detailed  plans  (a)  for  the 
acquisition,  purchase,  and  storage  of  all  raw.  semlprocesBcd    and 

i.  1.  materials  and  supplies  necessary  for  the  national  defense 
and  (b)  for  tho  creation  of  adequate  manufacturing  capacity  to 
manufacture  arms,  ammunition.  Implements  of  war;  and  other 
equipment  and  supplies  in  such  quantities,  and  at  such  rates  as 
may  be  necessary  in  time  of  war;  (3)  to  make  plans  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  activities  of  nonessential  Industries  in  time  of  war  or 
when  war  Is  imminent,  and  for  their  partial  or  total  conversion  to 
™il1^  .yif '"^v.^*''  PU'^Poses;  (4)  to  coordinate  the  requlrem-ents  sub- 
mitted by  the  Army  and  the  Navy  for  mUltary  equipment  muni- 
tions, and  supplies,  with  the  essential  needs  of  othei  Government 
agencies  and  those  of  the  civilian  population;  (5)  to  make  recom- 
mendations for  legislation  required  to  carry  out  the  plans  made- 
(6)  to  exercise  all  powers  heretofore  conferred  on  any  cmclal  or 
department  of  the  Government  to  purchase,  store,  or  carry  stratCKlo 
and  critical  materials;  (7)  to  exercise  all  powers  conferred  on  any 
official  or  department  of  the  Govemnrcnt  to  manufacture  arms 
ammunition,  implements  of  war,  and  other  equipment  and  supplies 
necessary  for  the  national  defense;  (8)  to  exercise  all  powers  con! 
ferred  on  any  official  or  department  of  the  Government  to  construct 
Government  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants,  or  to  lease  Govern- 
ment facilities  to  private  manufacturers  ^^  wjvern 

(c)  pe  Advisory  Council  shall  advise  and  assist  the  Admlnls- 
trator  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  under  this  section 

(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law.  no  mlllUrv 
equipment,  munitions,  or  supplies  shall  be  contracted  for  by  the 

,tl  °''.  ^^^y  Department  or  manufactured  for  tuch  Departments 
without  the  approval  of  the  Administrator,  and  such  approval  shaU 
be  given  only  in  accordance  with  the  plans  formulated  by  him 

If  ^  .T^^  Administrator  Is  authorized  to  appoint  such  attornevs 
and  other  expert*,  without  regard  to  the  civil -service  laws  and  to 
appoint,  subject  to  the  civil-service  laws,  such  other  officers  and 
employees  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
this  section.  The  Administrator  Is  further  authorized  to  utlllzs 
such  of  the  services,  information,  facilities,  and  personnel  of  the 
departments  and  agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  he  may  deem  necessary.  The  Admlnlst.-ator  shaU  have 
power  to  make  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  necesaarv  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

(f)  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such  sums  as 
may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  add  only  one  word, 
and  that  is  that  we  have  had  an  industrial  mobilization  plan 
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in  the  United  States,  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  since  1931.  Senate  Document  No.  2, 
Seventy-fourth  Congress,  first  session,  sets  out  the  first 
revised  plan.  In  1936  it  was  again  revised  and  approved. 
Jointly,  by  Harry  H.  Woodring.  Acting  Secretary  of  War.  and 
Claude  A.  Swanson,  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  In  1939  another 
revision  was  made — Senate  Document  No.  134,  Seventy-sixth 
Congress,  second  session,  which  sets  out  this  plan,  the  essen- 
tial feature  of  which  is  the  creation  of  a  War  Resources 
Administration. 

The  amendment  Is  drafted  in  accordance  with  the  indus- 
triaJ  mobilization  plan.  It  is  the  plan  which  is  recommended 
to  the  Army  and  Navy  of  the  United  States.  It  is  the  plan 
which  all  who  have  studied  our  set-up  under  war  conditions 
recommend,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  that  is  Itself  a  sufficient 
recommendation  for  the  adoption  of  this  policy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Lie  in  the  chair).  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  I  Mr.  TattI. 

Mr.  WAGNER    Mr.  President,  the  amendment  is  almost 
identical  with  an  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  to  the  military  bill,  and  which  was  rejected  by  the 
Senate. 
Mr.  TAPT.    Will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  moment? 
Mr.  WAGNER.    Yes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  purpose  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  I  Mr.  Ausnw]  was  the  same.  I  offered 
no  amendment  to  the  bill  referred  to. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  I  meant  to 
say  the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  TAPT.  This  amendment,  however,  carries  out  in  more 
detail,  certainly,  the  industrial  mobilization  plan  which  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont  did  not, 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  wish  to  correct  my  statement.    In  effect. 
Its  purpose  is  the  same  as  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Vermont  to  the  military  bill,  which  was  before  us, 
and  the  amendment  was  rejected  by  the  Senate.    We  now 
have  a  board  which  is  effectively  coordinating  the  Industries 
of  our  country,  mobilizing  them  for  this  very  important  work, 
and  it  seems  to  me  it  would  be  futile  to  create  another  board 
to  supersede  the  board  which  is  now  in  existence  and  which 
is  doing  this  work  admirably. 
I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  rejected. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended.  Without  objec- 
tion  

Mr.  AUSTIN.    No,  Rlr.  President :  I  desire  to  vote  against  it 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  is  on  agreeing 

to  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended.     [Putting  the 

question.] 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  House  bill  9958 
be  laid  before  the  Senate  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  its 
consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  lays  l^efore  the 
Senate  a  bill,  the  title  of  which  will  be  stated. 

The  CmzT  Clirk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  9958)  to  authorize  the 
purchase  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  of  stock 
of  Federal  home-loan  banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  Act.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  bill? 

•^    There  being  no  objecUon,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  move  that  all  after  the  enacting  clause  be 
stricken  from  the  House  biU,  and  that  the  Senate  bill,  as 
amended,  be  substituted  therefor. 

■Die    PRESIDING     OFFICER.    Without    objection,     the 

amendment  is  agreed 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    No,  Mr.  President;  I  object. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  is  an  objection.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendment  and  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

Hie  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  the  third  time. 

The  bill  (H.  R  9958)  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  3938  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  move  that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its 
amendment  to  House  bill  9958.  ask  for  a  conference  with  the 
House  of  Representatives  thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  Officer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Wagner,  Mr.  Barklky,  and  Mr.  Townsend  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

INTERFERENCE  WITH  MILITARY  DISCIPLINE  AND  FINGERPRINTIWC  OF 

ALIENS 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  with  the  consent  of  the 
majority  leader,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkuct), 
I  taove  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  House 
bill  5138.  Calendar  No.  1802. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  should  Uke  to  find  out  what  the  bill  is. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  This  is  the  blU  reported  from  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  relating  to  aliens. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Having  to  do  with  the  fingerprinting  of 
aliens? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Yes. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  5138)  to  make  unlawful  attempts  to 
interfere  with  the  discipline  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and 
the  Coast  Guard:  to  require  the  deportation  of  certain 
classes  of  aliens;  to  require  the  fingerprinting  of  aliens 
seeking  to  enter  the  United  States;  and  for  other  purposes 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
with  amendments. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  this  House  measure  came 
to  the  Senate  last  July  or  August,  in  the  closing  days  of  'he 
session,  and  the  Judiciary  Committee  very  hurriedly  reported 
it  favorably  without  amendment.  Subsequently  the  bill  was 
recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  on  the 
29th  of  May  the  bill  was  reported  with  amendments,  as  is 
shown  by  the  printed  copy  of  the  bill.  Thereafter  we  ex- 
amined the  bill,  and,  while  we  did  not  decide  to  change  any 
of  the  subsunce  of  it,  we  concluded,  after  consulting  the 
departments  and  the  legislative  counsel,  that  the  whole 
measure  should  be  rewritten. 

r.inIl!!I^^°'^T^'',!;"*"*°'°'"  ^^^'^^^  t^^t  ^he  amendment 
wr?i^  ^  ""^i°'  i"  ^^  "^^"^  °'  »  substitute  for  House 
rn«i??;H^n'?;;'^'*!r'*  *?  ^*^"  °'  ^^^  committee  amendments 
as  carried  in  the  origmal  report  of  the  bUl.  I  may  say  that 
the^committee  on  June  10  also  reported  an  amendment  to  the 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 

The  amendment,  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute,  is  as  follows- 
thf  fJJlowl^f  '^'^  ''''  *^~="°8  ^'"^  «n<»  in  lieu  thereof  Insert 

"TlTUt  I 

to'Se"  wllS^  to.S?'o?*.n«'^*'^  '°'  "^y  person,  with  Intent 

«w,mii.     '*i*''^»'"*«  any  written  or  printed  matter  which  advUHM, 
counsels,  or  urges  insubordination,  disloyalty    rnJtlnvOT  reS 
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(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term  'mlllUry  or  nava] 
forces  of  the  United  SUtes'  Includes  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
as  defined  In  section  1  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3  1916 
as  amended  (48  Stat.  153;  U.  S.  C,  title  10.  sec.  2),  the  Navy,  Marine 
Corps.  Coast  Guard,  Naval  Reserve,  and  Marine  Corps  Reserve  of 
the  United  States:  and,  when  any  merchant  vessel  is  commissioned 
In  the  Navy  or  Is  In  the  service  of  the  Army  or  the  Navy.  Includes 
the  master,  ofllcers,  and  crew  of  such  vessel. 

"Sbc.  a.  (a)   It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person— 

"(1)  to  knowingly  or  willfully  advocate,  abet,  advise,  or  teach  the 
duty,  necessity,  desirability,  or  propriety  of  overthrowing  or  de- 
stroying any  government  In  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence. 
or  by  the  assassination  of  any  officer  of  any  such  government; 

"(2)  with  the  Intent  to  cause  the  overthrow  or  destruction  of  any 
government  In  the  United  States,  to  print,  publish,  edit,  issue,  cir- 
culate, sell,  distribute,  or  publicly  display  any  written  or  printed 
matter  advocating,  advising,  or  teaching  the  duty,  necessity,  desir- 
ability, or  propriety  of  overthrowing  or  destroying  any  government 
In  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence; 

'•(3)  to  organize  or  help  to  organize  any  society,  group,  or  assem- 
bly of  persons  who  teach,  advocate,  or  encourage  the  overthrow  or 
destruction  of  any  government  In  the  United  States  by  force  or  vio- 
lence; or  to  be  or  become  a  member  of,  or  affiliate  with,  any  such 
society,  group,  or  assembly  of  persons,  knowing  the  purposes 
thereof. 

"(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term  'government  In 
the  United  SUtes'  means  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
the  government  of  any  State,  Territory,  or  possession  of  the  United 
States,  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  the  govern- 
ment of  any  political  subdivision  of  any  of  them. 

•'S»c.  3.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  attempt  to  com- 
mit, or  to  conspire  to  commit,  any  of  the  acts  prohibited  by  the 
provisions  of  this  title. 

"Sac.  4.  Any  written  or  printed  matter  of  the  character  described 
In  section  1  or  section  a  of  tills  act,  which  is  Intended  for  use  in 
violation  of  this  act.  may  be  taken  from  any  house  or  other  place 
In  which  It  may  be  found,  or  from  any  person  in  whose  possession 
It  may  be,  under  a  search  warrant  Issued  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  title  XI  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  punish  acts  of  Interference 
with  the  foreign  relations,  the  neutrality  and  the  foreign  com- 
merce of  the  United  States,  to  punish  espionage,  and  better  to  en- 
force the  criminal  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poMS.'  approved  June  18,  1917  (40  Stat.  aaS;  U.  8.  C.  Utle  18. 
ch.  18). 

"8k.  8.  (a)  Any  person  who  violates  any  of  the  provisions  of  this 
title  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  fined  not  more  than  110,000 
or  Imprisoned  for  not  more  than  10  years,  or  both. 

"(b)  No  person  convicted  of  violating  any  of  the  provisions  of 
this  title  shall,  during  the  8  years  next  following  his  conviction. 
be  eligible  for  employment  by  the  United  States,  or  by  any  depart- 
ment or  agency  thereof  (including  any  corporation  the  stock  oX 
which  Is  whoUy  owned  by  the  United  States),  ;    , 

"TnxK  n  ' 

"S«c.  ao  Section  19  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  February  8.  1917 
(39  Stat  889:  U  S  C  .  title  8,  sec.  185).  as  amended.  Is  amended  by 
inserting,  after  'Sec.  19.',  the  letter  '(a)',  and  by  adding  at  the  end 
of  such  section  the  following  new  subsections: 

"•(b)  Any  alien  of  any  of  the  classes  specified  In  this  subsection. 
In  addition  to  aliens  who  are  deportable  under  other  provisions  of 
law.  shall,  upon  warrant  of  the  Attorney  General,  be  taken  into 
cttstody  and  deported: 

"  '(1)  Any  alien  who,  at  any  time  within  8  years  after  entry,  Bhall 
have,  knowingly  and  for  pain,  encouraged,  induced,  assisted,  abetted, 
or  aided  any  other  alien  to  enter  or  to  try  to  enter  the  United  States 
In  violation  of  law. 

"  '(2)  Any  alien  who.  at  any  time  after  entry,  shall  have  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  knowingly  and  for  gain,  encouraged,  Induced, 
assisted,  abetted,  or  aided  any  other  alien  or  aliens  to  enter  or  to 
try  to  enter  the  United  States  In  violation  of  law. 

"'(3)  Any  alien  who.  at  any  time  after  entry,  shall  have  been 
convicted  of  possessing  or  carrying  in  violation  of  any  law  any 
weapon  which  shoots  or  Is  designed  to  shoot  automatically  or  semi-, 
automatically  more  than  one  shot  without  manual  reloading,  by 
a  single  function  of  the  trigger,  or  a  weapon  commonly  called  a 
sawed-off  shotgun. 

"  "(4)  Any  alien  who.  at  any  time  within  5  vears  after  entry,  shall 
have  been  convicted  of  violating  the  provisions  of  title  I  of  the 
Allen  Registration  Act,   1940. 

"'(5)  Any  alien  who,  at  any  time  after  entry,  shall  have  been 
convicted  more  than  once  of  violating  the  provisions  of  title  I  of 
the  Allen  Registration  Act,  1940. 

No  alien  who  Is  deportable  under  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  (3), 
(4),  or  (5)  of  this  subsection  shall  be  deported  until  the  termina- 
tion of  his  Imprisonment  or  the  entry  of  an  order  releasing  him  on 
probation  or  parole. 

"■(c)  In  the  cise  of  any  alien  (other  than  one  to  wbom  subsec-  i 
tlon  (d)  u  applicable)  who  Is  deportable  tinder  any  law  of  the 
United  States  and  who  has  pioved  good  moral  character  for  the 
preceding  8  years,  the  Attorney  General  may  (1)  permit  such  alien 
to  depart  the  United  States  to  any  coimtry  of  his  choice  at  his  own 
expense,  in  lieu  of  deportation,  or  (2)  suspend  dep<vtatlon  ot  such 
alien  if  not  racially  Inadmissible  or  Ineligible  to  naturalization  in 
the  United  SUtes  If  he  finds  that  such  deporUUon  would  remilt  in 
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serious  economic  detriment  to  a  citizen  or  legally  resident  alien 
who  Is  the  spouse,  parent,  or  minor  child  of  such  deportable  alien. 
If  the  deporUtlon  of  any  alien  is  suspended  under  the  provisions 
of  this  subsection  for  more  than  6  months,  all  of  the  facts  and 
pertinent  provisions  of  law  In  the  case  shall  he  reported  to  the  Con- 
gress within  10  days  after  the  beginning  of  Its  next  regular  session, 
with  the  reasons  for  such  suspension.  The  Clerk  of  the  House  shall 
have  such  report  printed  as  a  public  document.  If  during  that 
session  the  two  Houses  pass  a  concurrent  resolution  sUtlng  in  sub- 
sUncc  that  the  Congress  does  not  favor  the  suspenlon  of  such  de- 
porUtlon. the  Attorney  General  shall  thereupon  deport  such  alien 
In  the  manner  provided  by  law.  If  during  that  session  the  two 
Houses  do  not  pass  such  a  resolution,  the  Attorney  General  ahall 
cancel  deporutlcn  proceedings  upon  the  termination  of  such  ses- 
sion, except  that  such  proceedings  shall  not  be  canceled  In  the  case 
of  any  alien  who  was  not  legally  admitted  for  permanent  residence 
at  the  time  of  his  last  entry  into  the  United  States,  unless  such 
alien  pays  to  the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
a  fee  of  SIS  (which  lee  shall  be  deposited  In  the  Treasun-  of  the 
United  States  as  miscellaneous  receipts) .  Upon  the  cancelation  of 
such  proceedings  In  any  case  in  which  such  fee  has  been  paid  the 
Commissioner  shall  record  the  alien's  admission  for  permanent  resi- 
dence Rs  of  the  date  of  his  last  entry  Into  the  United  SUtes  and 
the  Secretary  of  SUte  shall.  If  the  alien  was  a  quoU  Immigrant  at 
the  time  of  entry  and  was  not  charged  to  the  appropriate  quou 
reduce  by  one  the  Immigration  quoU  of  the  country  of  the  alien's 
nationality  as  defined  In  section  12  of  the  act  of  May  26  1924 
(U^  S.  C,  title  8.  sec.  201).  for  the  fiscal  year  then  current  or  next 
loUowlng. 

"  '(d)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (c)  shall  not  be  applicable  In 
the  case  of  any  alien  who  Is  deportable  under  (1)  the  act  of  October 
16,  1918  (40  SUt.  1008;  U.  S.  C.  title  8.  sec.  137),  entitled  "An  act 
to  exclude  and  expel  from  the  United  SUtes -aliens  who  are  mem- 
bers of  the  anarchist  and  similar  classes."  as  amended-  (2)  the  act 
of  May  28,  1922,  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act 
to  prohibit  the  Importation  and  use  of  opium  for  other  than  me- 
dicinal purposes.'  approved  February  9.  1909.  as  amended"  (42  Stat 
896;  U^ 8  C,  title  21.  sec  178);  (3)  the  act  of  February  18,  1931 
entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  deportation  of  aliens  convicted 
and  sentenced  for  violation  of  any  law  regulating  traffic  In  nar- 
cotics," as  amended  (46  Stat.  1171;  U.  S.  C,  title  8,  sec  186a)-  (4) 
any  of  the  provisions  of  so  much  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section 
as  relates  to  criminals,  prostitutes,  procurers,  or  other  Immoral  per- 
icns.  the  menuily  and  physically  deficient,  anarchuts.  and  similar 
clMses;  or  (8)  subwcllon  (b)  of  this  section.' 

"8k.  21.  The  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  for  the  deportation 
of  aliens  convicted  and  sentenced  for  violation  of  any  law  regu- 
lating traffic  In  narcotics,'  approved  February  18.  1931.  Is  amended 

"(1)  By  striking  out  the  words  'and  sentenced"; 

"(2)  By  inserting  after  the  words  any  statute  of  the  United  States* 
tht  following:  'or  of  any  State,  Territory,  possession,  or  of  the  DU- 
trlct  of  Columbia,';  and 

"(3)  By  inserting  after  the  word  'heroin'  a  comma  and  the  word 
'marihuana.' 

"Sec.  22  No  alien  shall  be  deporUble  by  reason  of  the  amend- 
menu  made  by  section  20  or  21  on  account  of  any  act  committed 
prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

"Sec.  23.  (a)  The  first  paragraph  of  section  1  of  the  act  entitled 
'An  act  to  exclude  and  expel  from  the  United  States  aliens  who  are 
members  of  the  anarchistic  and  similar  classes.'  approved  October 
October  16.  1918,  as  amended.  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'That  any  alien  who,  at  any  time,  shall  be  or  shall  have  been  a 
member  of  any  one  of  the  following  classes  shaU  be  excluded  from 
admission  Into  the  United  States:". 

"(b)  Section  2  of  such  act  of  October  18,  1918,  as  amended  1« 
amended  by  striking  out  the  words  'or  to  have  become  thereafter* 
and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  'or  to  be  or  to  have  been  at 
any  time  thereafter.' 

"TrrLE  m 

"Sk.  30.  No  visa  shall  hereafter  be  Issued  to  any  alien  seeking  to 
enter  the  United  SUtes  unless  said  alien  has  been  registered  and 
fingerprinted  in  duplicate.  One  copy  of  the  registration  and  hnger- 
prlnt  record  shall  be  retained  by  the  consul.  The  second  copy  shaU 
be  atuched  to  the  alien's  visa  and  shall  be  Ukcn  up  by  the  examin- 
ing Inunlgrant  Inspector  at  the  port  of  arrival  of  the  alien  in  the 
United  SUtes  and  forwarded  to  the  DlvUlon  of  Identification  of 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 

"Any  alien  seeking  to  enter  the  United  SUtes  who  does  not  pre- 
sent a  visa,  a  reentry  permit,  or  a  registration  card  shall  be  excluded 
from  admission  to  the  United  SUtes. 

"Sec.  31.  (a)  It  shaU  be  the  duty  of  every  alien  now  or  hereafter 
In  the  United  States,  who  (1)  Is  14  years  of  age  or  older  (2) 
has  not  been  registered  and  fingerprinted  under  section  30,  and  (3) 
remains  In  the  United  SUtes  for  30  days  or  longer,  to  apply  for 
registration  and  to  be  fingerprinted  before  the  expiration  of  such 
30  days. 

"(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  parent  or  legal  guardian  of  any 
alien  now  or  hereafter  In  the  United  States,  who  ( 1 )  is  less  than  14 
years  of  age.  (2)  has  not  been  registered  under  section  30.  and  (3) 
remains  In  the  United  States  for  30  days  or  longer,  to  apply  for  the 
registration  of  such  alien  before  the  expiration  of  such  30  days 
Whenever  any  alien  atUlns  his  14th  birthday  In  the  United  Stotca 
he  shall,  within  30  days  thereafter,  apply  In  person  for  registration 
and  to  be  fingerprinted. 
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-8«c.  32.  Notwlthatandtng  the  provlalons  of  iectlons  30  and  31 — 

"(a)  The  application  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting,  or 
for  the  registration,  of  any  alien  who  U  In  the  United  States  on  the 
effective  date  cf  such  sections  may  be  made  at  any  time  within  4 
months  after  such  date,  or  within  such  longer  period  not  In  excess 
Of  an  additional  4  months  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  President. 

"(b)  No  foreign  government  official,  or  member  of  his  family, 
ahaJl  be  required  to  be  registered  or  Angcrprlntod  under  this  tltlt. 

"(c)  The  CommlMloncr  is  authortacd  to  prMcrlbe,  with  the  ap« 
proval  at  the  Attorney  General.  Hpecial  ragtuatlotu  for  the  registra- 
tion and  flngtrprtntlng  of  (1)  alien  seamen.  (3)  holders  of  border- 
eroMlnff  identification  cards.  (3)  aliens  connned  in  Institutions 
within  the  United  States,  (4)  aliens  tinder  order  of  deportation,  and 
(5)  aliens  of  any  other  class  net  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence. 

"Sbc.  S3,  (a)  All  applications  for  rsglstratlon  and  flngerprtnttng 
under  section  SI  shaU  be  made  at  poet  ofltow  or  such  other  plaots 
as  may  be  designated  by  the  OomaiiailoiMr. 

"(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  postmaster,  with  such  assistance 
'  as  shall  be  provided  by  the  Commiiistoner.  to  register  and  ftnger- 
prtet  any  applicant  for  registration  and  fingerprinting  under  such 
SMtlgo.  and  for  such  purposes  to  designate  appropriate  space  In  the 
local  post  ofBce  for  such  registration  and  fingerprinting.  Every 
postmaster  shall  forward  promptly  to  the  Division  of  Identification 
of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  the  registration  and  finger- 
print  record  of  every  alien  registered  and  fingerprinted  by  him. 
The  Commtaaloner  may  designate  such  other  places  (or  registration 
and  fingerprinting  as  may  be  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  pro- 
visions of  thia  act,  aitd  provide  for  registration  and  fingerprinting  of 
aliens  at  such  places  by  officers  or  employees  of  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  designated  by  the  Commissioner. 

'•Sec.  34.  (a)  The  Commissioner  is  authorized  and  directed  to  pre- 
pare forms  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting  of  aliens  under 
this  title.  Such  forms  shall  contain  inquiries  with  respect  to  (1) 
the  date  and  place  of  entry  of  the  alien  Into  the  United  States;  (3) 
.  activities  in  which  he  has  been  and  Intends  to  be  engaged;  (3)  the 
length  of  time  he  expects  to  remain  In  the  United  States;  (4)  the 
criminal  record,  if  any.  of  such  alien;  and  (5)  such  additional  mat- 
ters as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval 
Of  the  Attorney  General. 

"(b)  All   registration   and   fingerprint  records   made  under  the 

provisions  of  this  title  shall  be  secret  and  confidential,  and  shall  be 

made  available  only  to  such  persons  or  agencies  as  may  be  dcslg- 

-nated  by   the  Commissioner,   with  the   approval  at   the   Attorney 

General. 

"(c)  Every  person  required  to  apply  for  the  registration  of  him- 
self or  another  until  this  title  shall  submit  under  oath  the  Infor- 
mation required  for  such  registration.  Any  person  authorized  to 
register  aliens  under  this  title  shall  be  authorized  to  administer 
oaths  for  such  purpose. 

"Sic.  35.  Any  alien  required  to  be  registered  tinder  this  title 
who  is  a  resident  of  the  United  States  shall  notify  the  Commis- 
sioner in  writing  of  each  change  of  residence  and  new  address 
within  6  days  from  the  date  of  such  change.  Any  other  alien 
required  to  be  registered  under  this  tlUe  shall  notify  the  Com- 
missioner in  writing  of  his  address  at  the  expiration  of  each  3 
months'  period  of  residence  in  the  United  States.  In  the  case  of 
an  alien  for  whom  a  parent  or  legal  guardian  Is  required  to  apply 
for  registration,  the  notices  required  by  this  section  shall  be  given 
by  such  parent  or  legal  guardian. 

"Sec  36  Any  alien  required  to  apply  for  registration  and  to  be 
fingerprinted  who  willfully  falls  or  refuses  to  make  such  applica- 
tion or  to  be  fingerprinted,  any  parent  or  legal  guardian  required 
to  apply  for  the  registration  of  any  alien  who  willfully  falls  or  re- 
fuses to  file  application  for  the  registration  of  such  alien,  any 
alien  or  any  parent  or  legal  guardian  of  any  alien  who  files  an 
application  containing  knowingly  false  statements  or  who  pro- 
cures or  attempts  to  procure  registration  of  himself  or  another 
person  through  fraud,  or  any  alien  or  any  parent  or  legal  guardian 
of  any  alien  who  falls  to  give  UTltten  notice  to  the  Commissioner 
In  charge  of  address  as  required  by  section  35  of  this  act  shaU 
upon  conviction  thereof  be  fined  not  to  exceed  »1(X)  or  be  imprts-' 
oned  not  more  than  30  days,  or  both. 

"Sec.  37.  (a)  The  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  At- 
torney General.  Is  authorized  and  empowered  to  make  and  pre- 
•crlbe,  and  from  time  to  Ume  to  change  and  amend,  such  rules 
?"f  regulations  not  in  confilct  with  this  act  as  he  may  deem 
Monsary  and  proper  in  aid  of  the  administration  and  enforcement 
Of  this  tlUe  (including  provisions  for  the  Identification  of  aliens 
registered  under  this  title):  except  that  ail  such  rules  and  rectiU- 
tions,  insofar  as  they  relate  to  the  performance  of  functloxJs  by 
consular  offlccrs  or  oflJcers  or  employees  in  the  Postal  Service  shaU 
be  prewrlbed  by  the  Secretary  of  SUte  and  the  Postmaster  General 
respectively,  upon  recommendation  of  the  Attorney  General 

"(b)   The  Commissioner  is  authorized  to  make  such  expenditures, 
to  employ  such   additional   temporary  and   permanent  employees 
and  to  rent  such  quarters  outside  the  District  of  Columbia  as  mav 
be  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Utle. 
"Sac.  38.  (a)  For  the  purposes  of  this  title — 

"(1)  the  term  United  States.'  when  used  In  a  geographical  senae 
?^^^*5.*.®'**"-  ^^®  Territories  of  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  the  DU- 
trtct  of  Columbia.  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands 

(2)    the    term    "Commissioner"    means    the    Commissioner    of 

Immigration  and  Naturalization.  -««"«    w 

"(b)   The  provisions  of  this  title  shall  take  effect  upon  the  date 

of   enactment    of    this   act:    except    that   sections   30   £nd   31    ^ 

take  effect  60  days  after  the  date  of  Its  enactment  ^^ 


"Sbc.  39.  The  President  is  authorized  to  provide,  by  Executive 
order,  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting,  in  a  manner  as  nearly 
similar  to  that  provided  In  this  title  as  he  deems  practicable,  of 
aliens  In  the  Panama  Canal  Zone. 

"TrrL«  IV 

"Sac.  40.  If  any  provision  of  this  act,  or  the  application  thereof 
to  any  person  or  clrctunstanoe.  is  held  invalid,  the  remainder  of  the 
act,  and  the  application  of  such  prorlslon  to  other  persons  or 
Circumstances,  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

"BBC  41.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  ttoe  'Alien  RecUtratlon  Act. 
of  1940.'  " 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  queftlon  li  on  sgyediMr 
to  the  amendment  In  the  nature  oX  a  substitute  reporudl^ 
the  committee. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    If  Senators  will  obUin  copies  of  the 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  bearing  date  of  June 
10,  they  will  see  the  particular  form  In  which  I  desire  to 
:  present  the  Mil  at  this  time. 

Mr,  President,  briefly,  I  wish  to  state  the  nature  of  the  bill. 
I  It  deals  with  offenses  relating  to  undcrtalclngs  to  Influence 
1  members  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Coast  Ouard.  and 
I  merchant  ships  when  in  the  service  of  the  Navy  or  the  Army. 
It  makes  it  a  criminal  offense  for  anyone  to  advise,  counsel, 
urge,  or  in  any  way  or  manner  cause  insubordination,  dis- 
loyalty, muting,  or  refusal  of  duty,  and  so  fortn,  the  purpose 
being  to  prevent  subversive  influences  from  building  up,  as  it  * 
were,  a  "fifth  column"  among  our  own  troops  and  our  own 
naval  forces. 

It  also  makes  it  an  offense  to  distribute  any  written  or 
printed  matter  which  advises,  counsels,  or  urges  Insubordina- 
tion, disloyalty,  mutiny,  or  refusal  of  duty  by  any  memt)er  of 
the  military  or  naval  torces  of  the  United  States. 

Section  2  makes  it  unlawful  for  any  person  knowingly  or 
willfully  to  advocate,  abet,  advise,  or  teach  the  duty,  necessity, 
desirability,  or  propriety  of  overthrowing  or  destroying  any 
government  in  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence. 

In  other  words,  it  is  an  offense  under  the  bill  for  anyone  to 
advocate  the  overthrow  by  force  or  violence  of  any  State  gov- 
ernment, any  municipal  government,  or  the  Government  of 
the  United  States.  The  term  "any  government"  is  defined  in 
another  section  of  the  bill  as  being  any  State  government, 
municipal  government,  or  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

Another  provision  makes  it  unlawful  for  any  person,  with 
Intent  to  cause  the  overthrow  or  destruction  of  any  govern- 
ment in  the  United  States,  to  print,  publish,  edit,  issue. 
circulate,  sell,  distribute,  or  pubUcly  display  any  written  or 
printed  matter  advocating  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  force  or  violence. 

Another  provision  makes  it  unlawful  to  organize  or  help 
to  organize  any  society,  group,  or  assembly  of  persons  who 
seek,  advocate,  or  encourage  the  overthrow  or  destruction 
of  any  government  in  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence. 
That  is  probably  the  broadest  provision  in  the  bill.  It 
makes  it  unlawful  to  Join  or  to  organize  any  society  which 
advocates  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  by  force  or 
violence.  That  applies  to  such  organizations  as  those  of  the 
Communists  and  others  who  openly  advocate  the  overthrow 
of  the  Government  by  force  or  violence.  That  is  probably 
one  of  the  most  stringent  provisions  of  the  bill;  but  It  should 
not  disturb  anyone,  because  it  relates  only  to  those  who 
advocate,  not  a  change  of  the  Government  under  constitu- 
tional processes,  not  a  change  of  the  Government  under 
democratic  Uistltutlons,  but  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  force  or  violence. 

Another  provision  makes  it  an  offense  to  conspire  to  do 
any  of  the  things  which  are  prohibited.  That,  of  course.  Is 
customary  in  criminal  statutes.  ^»^'^.  « 

Aft^^n^l^K^''  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10.- 

^?Ai^  tS*!li*^"T,^'''  '.°''w'^^  '"°^^  t^^  10  years,  or  both, 
within  the  discretion  of  the  court. 

ty.V^}^  n  ajnends  the  Immigration  laws  with  reference  to  * 
0^  deporuuon  of  aliens.  It  does  not  repeal  existing  law. 
•ilcH  ^f*  '^**"**  superimposes  additional  provisions  on 
flS  .H^n*""-  "  P™^*'^  that  any  alien  of  the  classes  speci- 
fied sha  1.  upon  wan-ant  of  the  Attorney  General,  be  taken 
into  custody  and  deported. 
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The  classes  of  aliens  spedfled  are  the  following: 
Any  alien  who.  at  any  time  within  5  years  after  entry,  shall 
have,  knowingly  and  for  gain,  encouraged,  induced,  assisted, 
abetted,  or  aided  any  other  alien  to  enter  or  to  try  to  enter 
the  United  States  In  violation  of  law.  It  must  be  for  gain. 
If  a  father  should  be  found  guilty  of  slipping  into  the  country, 
his  son.  his  wife,  or  another  member  of  his  family,  he  would 
not  come  within  the  prohibition;  but  If  an  alien  should  sell  a 
passport  to  another  man.  and  the  other  man  should  enter  the 
country  on  it,  the  aUen  would  be  guilty,  and  would  be 
deportable. 

Any  alien  who,  at  any  time  after  entry,  shall  have  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  knowingly  and  for  gain,  encouraged.  In- 
duced, assisted,  abetted,  or  aided  any  other  alien  or  aliens  to 
enter  or  to  try  to  enter  the  United  States  in  violation  of  law. 
In  other  words,  if,  on  account  of  love  and  affection,  an  alien 
should  commit  the  offense  once,  he  would  not  be  liable,  but  If 
he  should  do  It  the  second  time  he  would  be  liable  to 
deportation. 

Any  alien  who.  after  entry,  shall  have  been  convicted  of 
possessing  or  carrying.  In  violation  of  law.  any  weapon  which 
shoots  or  is  designed  to  shoot  automatically  or  semiautomat- 
Ically,  such  as  sa wed-off  shotguns,  automatic  machine  guns, 
and  things  of  that  kind.  | 

Any  alien  who,  at  any  time  within  5  years  after  entry,  shall 
have  been  convicted  of  violating  the  Alien  Registration  Act. 

Any  alien  who.  at  any  time  after  entry,  shall  have  been 
convicted  more  than  once  of  violating  the  provisions  of  title  I 
of  the  Alien  Registration  Act.    That  is  the  proposed  act. 

The  bill  provides  that  no  alien  who  is  deportable  under  the 
provisions  of  paragraphs  3.  4.  or  5  of  subsection  (b)  of  section 
20  shall  be  deported  until  the  termination  of  his  imprison- 
ment, or  the  entry  of  an  order  releasing  him  on  probation  or 
parole. 

Tliose  are  substantially  the  changes  in  the  deportation  law. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.    Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  I  am  extremely  interested  in  the  success 
of  what  the  Senator  and  his  committee  aim  to  do.  I  call 
attention  to  the  provision  specifying  deportation.  As  of  the 
present  time,  there  is  an  evasion  of  the  requirement  for 
deportation  of  aliens,  under  the  argument  that  many  aliens 
whom  we  desire  to  deport  no  longer  have  any  country  to 
which  they  may  be  deported.  Has  the  committee  taken  into 
consideration  that  contingency? 

Mr.  CONNALLY,  That  Is  simply  a  physical  difficulty  which 
the  deporting  authorities  have  to  face.  Sometimes  they  put 
a  deportee  on  a  ship,  and  he  travels  back  and  forth  three  or 
four  times. 

Mr.  MILLER.   Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that 
there  is  now  on  the  calendar  a  bill  which  was  enacted  by 
the  House,  to  which  some  objection  has  been  made  upon  the 
call  of  the  calendar.  That  bill  deals  with  the  question  raised 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  The  pending  bill  does  not  deal 
with  that  particular  question;  that  is,  finding  a  place  to  land 
the  alien  alter  the  order  of  deportation.  However,  there  Is 
on  the  calendar  a  bill  dealing  with  that  question, 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  put  his 
finger  on  a  very  troublesome  question.  We  cannot  always 
deport  aliens  to  the  countries  from  which  they  came  because 
frequently  the  countries  will  not  receive  them.  A  country 
may  have  been  wiped  out  overnight  by  conquest. 

Mr,  KING,    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr,  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Regulations  have  been  put  into  effect  by  the 
immigration  authorities  under  the  terms  of  which,  when  the 
evidence  is  conclusive  that  the  deportee  would  not  be  per- 
mitted to  reach  his  own  country,  the  enforcement  provisions 
shall  be  suspended  for  a  rather  Indefinite  period. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that  on  page  9  of 
the  bill  there  are  some  sections  in  which  I  am  sure  he  will  be 
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interested.   We  propose  to  amend  the  existing  law  to  read  as 

follows: 

That  any  alien  who.  at  any  time,  shall  be  or  shall  have  been  a 
membw-  of  any  one  of  the  following  classes  shaU  be  excluded  from 
admission  Into  the  United  SUtes, 

That  is  an  amendment  to  existing  law.  The  existing  law 
applies  to  anarchists  and  others  who  advocate  the  overthrow 
of  government  by  force  or  violence, 

Mr.  BRIOOE8.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield, 

Mr,  BRIDGES.  Inasmuch  as  the  Senator  is  discussing 
page  0.  let  me  say  that  section  32.  on  page  9.  reads: 

No  alien  ihnll  be  deportablft  by  reason  of  the  amendmenu  made 
by  section  30  or  31  on  account  of  any  act  committed  prior  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

Was  that  provision  Inserted  for  constitutional  reasons? 
It  would  appear  that  If  It  were  not  there,  persons  who  at  the 
present  time  are  known  to  the  Government  to  have  conspired 
In  the  past  might  be  Immediately  rounded  up.  I  was  wonder- 
ing whether  or  not  that  language  was  Inserted  for  constitu- 
tional reasons. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
that  sections  20  and  21  deal  with  violations  of  the  narcotic 
laws,  prostitution,  and  things  of  that  kind;  so  we  made  the 
sections  applicable  only  from  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
the  bill,  because  it  involves  criminal  punishment,  and  we  did 
not  desire  to  enact  a  retroactive  measure. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
thafc  on  page  «,  line  16,  there  Is  a  clause  which  will  probably 
operate  automatically  to  deport  some  of  the  persons  who 
have  been  causing  trouble  out  on  the  Pacific  coast.  The 
existing  law  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  "or  to  have 
l)ecome  thereafter"  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
"or  to  be  or  to  have  been  at  any  time  thereafter." 

This  provision  refers  to  membership  in  commimistlc  or 
other  societies  which  advocate  the  overthrow  of  government 
by  force  or  violence.  In  other  words,  if  an  alien  seeks  entry 
Into  the  United  States,  and  he  is  at  the  time  a  member  of 
a  communistic  or  anarchistic  organization  which  advocates 
the  overthrow  of  government,  we  exclude  him;  but  if  he  enters 
anyway,  and  thereafter  joins  one  of  these  organizations,  he 
Is  then  deportable,  and  he  cannot  avoid  prosecution  by  say- 
ing, "Well,  I  have  quit."  because  if  he  ever  has  been  a  member 
since  coming  into  the  country  he  is  deportable. 

Mr.  President,  title  m  relates  to  the  registration  and 
fingerprinting  of  aliens.  Under  this  part  of  the  bill  it  Is 
provided  that  no  immigrant  may  come  to  the  United  States 
until  the  officer  issuing  his  visa  shall  have  registered  him 
and  fingerprinted  him,  and  given  him  a  copy  on  his  visa, 
and  forwarded  a  copy  to  the  Department  of  Justice.  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  question  about  that  portion  of  the  bill. 

Mr,  RUSSELL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  CONNALLY,    I  yield, 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  notice  that  the  penalty  clause  for  fail- 
ure to  register  Is  contained  In  section  36.  This  section 
provides  that — 

Any  alien  required  to  apply  for  registration  and  to  be  finger- 
printed who  willfully  fails  or  refuses  to  make  such  application 
or  to  be  flngerprinted .  any  parent  or  legal  guardlun  required  to 
apply  for  the  registration  of  any  alien  who  willfully  fails  or 
refuses  to  nie  application  for  the  registration  of  such  alien,  any 
alien  or  any  parent  or  legal  guardian  of  any  alien  who  files  an 
application  containing  knowingly  false  sutemenU  or  who  procures 
or  attempts  to  procure  registration  of  himself  or  another  person 
through  fraud,  or  any  alien  or  any  parent  or  legal  guardian  of 
any  alien  who  falls  to  give  written  notice  to  the  Commissioner 
of  change  of  address  as  required  by  section  36  of  this  act,  shaU. 
upon  conviction  thereof  be  fined  not  to  exceed  $100  or  be  im- 
prisoned not  more  than  30  days,  or  both. 

That  penalty  might  be  sufficient  for  falliu-e  to  give  to  the 
Commissioner  written  notice  of  change  of  address;  but,  to 
my  mind.  It  is  woefully  inadequate  to  deal  with  fraud  on  the 
part  of  any  alien  In  attempting  to  deceive  the  Government 
in  the  registration.   The  very  aliens  for  whom  the  registration 
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is  designed  wOl  be  those  most  likely  to  be  guilty  of  some 
fraud  In  registering,  and  they  will  not  be  deterred  by  any 
powder-puff  penalty  of  a  30-day  sentence  or  a  $100  fine. 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  if  he  would  not  be  willing  to 
accept  an  amendment  providing  that  an  alien  who  is  guilty 
of  fraud,  and  who  willfully  and  knowingly  violates  the  provi- 
sions of  the  act,  shall  be  forthwith  deported  to  the  country  of 
his  origin. 

I  think  if  one  willfully  and  knowingly  and  fraudulently 
seeks  to  evade  this  registration  law,  he  should  be  deported.  I 
do  not  think  we  should  deal  with  him  by  sajong  we  are  going 
to  put  him  in  Jail  for  a  week  or  a  month  and  fine  him  $25 
or  $100. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  aUow  me  to  say  to  the 
Senator  that  that  was  a  matter  of  discussion.  We  had  before 
us  the  Solicitor  General  and  the  Commissioner  of  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization.  The  Solicitor  General  objected  to 
making  the  penalty  any  more  stringent — and  they  are  ad- 
ministering the  present  law— for  this  reason:  He  says  that 
since  the  Mily  object  is  to  obtain  registration  and  fingerprint- 
ing, if  the  alien  has  committed  no  other  crime,  and  we  punish 
him  for  not  reporting,  and  then  he  does  not  report,  the  next 
day,  or  the  day  after  that,  we  may  keep  on  punishing  him 
imtil  he  does  register.  The  object  of  the  bill  is  to  have  him 
registered  or  fingerprinted. 

The  Solicitor  General  objected  to  adding  on  deportation 
because,  he  said,  there  were  so  many  worse  cases  calling  for 
deportation  that  we  might  as  well  put  in  our  time  on  getting 
rid  of  the  criminals  and  others.  If  a  man  should  simply  fail 
to  register,  either  through  ignorance  or  through  carelessness, 
or  even  willfully,  he  thought  a  punishment  of  $100  or  not 
more  than  30  days  In  jail  would  be  sufficient,  with  the  further 
provision  that  he  would  still  have  to  register,  or,  if  he  did  not 
register,  he  would  be  guilty  of  another  offense.  That  is  why 
we  Incorporated  in  the  bill  this  penalty. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  but,  Mr.  President,  of  course  the  very 
persons  this  bill  Is  designed  to  affect,  the  very  ones  It  Is  im- 
portant that  we  kru)w  something  about,  are  the  ones  who  will 
resort  to  fraud  In  connection  with  registration.  Hundreds  of 
thousands  of  aliens  In  this  country  will  gladly  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  this  bill.  Prom  aliens  of  that  type  this 
country  has  nothing  to  fear:  but  those  who  are  going  to  resort 
to  fraud,  and  willfully  and  knowingly  refuse  to  register,  cer- 
tainly should  be  dealt  with  more  harshly  than  some  Uttle 
Justlce-of-the-peace  or  municipal-court  or  police-court  pun- 
ishment of  $100  or  30  days  in  jail. 

This  provision  says  "willfully  refuses."  We  would  not 
punish  for  willfully  refusing  a  man  who  did  not  file  any 
application  because  he  did  not  know  about  the  necessity 
of  doing  It.  It  will  be  necessary  to  prove  intent  to  perpetrate 
a  fraud  on  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  If  that  Is 
done,  I  think  the  man  should  be  deported. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  a  moment? 

The  PRESIDING  OPFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  do. 

Mr.  HATCH.  In  line  with  what  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
has  said.  I  call  the  Senator's  attention,  on  page  13,  to  the 
fact  that  section  34.  subdivision  (c)  provides,  in  the  last 
sentence : 

Any  person  authorlaed  to  register  slleos  under  this  title  shall  be 
•uthorlaed  to  administer  oaths  for  such  purpose. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  He  would  be  guilty  of  false  swearing  in 
addition  to  failing  to  register. 

Mr.  HATCH.  He  would  commit  perjury;  but.  under  this 
particular  statute,  if  he  should  make  a  false  statement  and 
commit  perjury,  he  would  be  punished  only  by  a  $100  fine  or 
30  days  in  JalL 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Would  he  not  be  punished  under  the 
general  statute  on  false  swearing? 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  think  not.  Tbis  Is  a  specific  penalty  for  a 
specific  offense.  I  am  asking  the  Senator  for  his  interpreta- 
tion of  the  provision. 


Mr.  CONNALLY.  It  Is  possible  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  may  be  right.  I  have  no  objection  to  his  offering  an 
amendment  to  deal  with  that  subject. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment  

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Will  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  wait 
until  I  conclude  my  statement  on  the  bill? 

Mr.  HATCH.    Yes;  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  the  remaining  sections  of 
title  in  provide  that  every  alien  within  the  United  States  is 
required  to  be  fingerprinted  and  registered— all  of  them. 

In  the  case  of  children  under  14  years  of  age,  their  parents 
are  required  to  register  for  them.  I  shall  not  go  into  details 
about  the  forms.  The  aliens  will  be  registered  at  post  offices 
throughout  the  country,  and  at  such  other  places  as  the 
Attorney  General  may  designate.  We  have  provided  that  they 
shall  be  registered  at  post  offices  l)ecause  post  offices  are 
scattered  all  over  the  country  and  are  convenient  and  acces- 
sible to  those  to  be  registered. 

The  House  biU  provided  that  the  aliens  must  register  with 
a  Federal  court.  We  thought  that  would  be  Inconvenient. 
At  many  places  the  Federal  court  Is  a  hundred  miles  or  a 
htmdred  and  fifty  miles  from  the  residence  of  the  alien.  We 
also  thought  that  if  we  made  it  possible  for  aliens  to  be 
registered  by  postmasters,  informers  and  others  would  see  to 
it  that  the  postmasters  registered  all  the  aliens.  I  can 
imagine  such  a  man  calling  up  the  postmaster  and  saying. 
"Has  Old  Man  Bohunk  over  here  ever  registered  as  an  alien? 
If  not.  we  want  to  know,  and  we  will  see  that  he  comes  in." 
That  was  a  very  practical  consideration  which  operated  on 
our  minds. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Texaa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  suggesUon  has  been  made  to  me  by 
persons  interested  In  this  subject  that  there  are  In  this  coun- 
try a  good  many  aliens  who  came  from  countries  abroad  to 
which  they  are  not  now.  for  practical  reasons,  subject  to 
deportation,  and  that  there  are  considerable  numbers  of  such 
persons  whose  conduct  has  made  them  something  of  a  menace 
to  the  safety  and  security  of  this  country,  so  that  adminis- 
tratively we  cannot  deport  them,  and  yet  It  consututea  a 
menace  for  them  to  remain  here. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  wUl  lay  to  the  Senator  from  Florida 
that  that  matter  was  dUcussed  a  short  time  ago.  when  the 
Senator  from  Florida  was  not  in  the  Chamber 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  b^  the  Senator's  pardon. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
MiLLca]  pointed  out  that  there  is  now  pending  on  the  Cal- 
endar of  the  Senate  a  House  biU  making  provision  for  taking 
care  of  those  particular  cases. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    That  Is  what  I  was  Interested  in 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  there  was  practicafly  no 
dlsagreen^t  in  the  subcommittee,  and  none  in  the  full  com- 
mittee. The  Senator  from  Connecticut  did  have  an  objection 
to  one  section,  I  believe  on  page  3,  subsection  (3).  Is  that 
correct? 

^r  nASi^^   ^-  Pr^^^lent.  win  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  jrield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  When  subsecUon  3,  which  is  found  on 
^^L\^TJ  ^  "•  ^^c^^^e.  was  under  consideration  we 
found  that  it  was  proposed  in  the  bill,  in  the  language  of 

io,nH^r-  T  ""^  !f^««-  to  legislate  against  those  who 
would    organize  or  help  to  organize  any  society,  group,  or 

^pThJV  ^rr^  7^""  ^^^^-  advocate,  or  encourage  the 
overthrow  or  destruction  of  any  government  in  the  United 
oiates. 

That  Is  the  way  the  language  came  before  us 
K  V^t  r°^^  ly  '°^^^  *"d  violence"  were  added  after  we 
S?e  rn^r.?^''T^''  discussion.    As  the  language  sto<JlTn 
the  conunittee,  I  was  opposed  to  it  entirely,  because  the 

fS^«Tl^°^  ^^  ^^'^^  ""'^  ^d  that  in  times  of  peace.  * 
When  there  is  no  emergency,  the  consUtuUonal  protection 
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of  the  right  of  free  speech  is  more  than  ample  to  protect 
people,  even  if  they  were  to  go  out  and  underUke  to  organize 
a  society  to  overthrow  the  Government.  In  other  words,  the 
Supreme  Court  held,  in  essence,  and  Mr.  Justice  Holines, 
writing  for  a  united  Court,  expressly  so  stated  in  the  case  of 
Schenck  ▼.  The  United  States  (249  U.  8.).  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  emergency  the  constitutional  protecUon  was  broad 
enough  to  protect  an  Individual  in  his  right  of  free  speech. 

It  seemed  to  me  that  we  should  very  properly  preface  this 
particular  section  with  language  which  would  provide  that  in 
time  of  war,  or  whenever  the  President  shaU  have  declared  the 
existence  of  a  national  emergency  by  proclamation,  as  he  did 
last  September  with  reference  to  our  present  situation,  having 
esUblished  a  status  when  the  constituUonal  protecUon  would 
be  suspended,  then  the  law  would  be  adequate  and  constitu- 
tional and  valid.  In  other  words.  I  wish  very  carefully  to 
avoid,  in  our  desire  to  attain  a  desirable  objective,  walking 
into  what  actually  would  be  a  suspension  of  the  right  of  free 
speech,  and  therefore  attain  an  unconstituUonal  status 
Because  of  that  I  expressed  these  views  in  the  committee. 

By  the  inclusion  of  the  words  "by  force  or  violence"  in  line 
11.  I  beUeve  most,  if  not  all,  of  my  obJecUon  has  been  met 
chlefiy  for  the  reason  that  if  there  be  any  question  as  to  the 
constitutionality  of  someone  undertaking  to  organize  a  society 
to  overthrow  the  Goverrunent  of  the  United  States  by  force 
or  violence,  I  would  much  rather  err  in  favor  of  the  public 
policy  of  sustaining  the  Government's  right  to  protect  itself 
than  I  would  to  protect  the  rights  of  an  individual  who  had 
that  particular  criminal  and,  in  my  judgment,  unlawful 
Intent. 

I  think  I  have  stated  for  the  Record  the  views  I  expressed 
In  the  subcommittee,  and  I  think  the  subcommittee  has  in 
essence  met  the  objection  by  Joining  with  me  in  including  the 
words  "by  force  or  violence"  In  Une  11.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texaf . 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr,  President.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
ConnecUcut,  and  I  desire  to  say  that  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut worked  very  dlllgenUy  and  industriously  in  the 
■ubcommlttee  on  the  bill.  He  is  entitled  to  great  credit,  and 
I  appreciate  the  fact  that  we  were  able  to  meet  the  objec- 
tions which  he  then  had.  and  I  am  gratified  that  he  is  making 
no  objection  to  this  section  at  this  particular  time. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Texas  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  able  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Cok- 
KALLY]  paid  a  Just  and  well-deserved  tribute  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  DanaherI.  But  the  modesty  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas  precluded  him  from  going  further,  and  I 
myself  am  going  to  say  that  the  Senate,  and  the  country  as 
well,  owe  to  the  subcommittee  which  considered  this  pro- 
posed legislation  a  debt  of  thanks.  The  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  was  the  Senator  from  Texas.  The  other  mem- 
bers were  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Mn.LER]  and.  as 
has  been  said,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  Danaher]. 

It  so  happens  that  I  am  able  to  testify  to  the  many  hours 
of  diligent  work  the  subcommittee  performed  in  framing  this 
bill.  They  called  in  the  heads  of  various  bureaus  and  secured 
Information  and  light  from  every  proper  source.  I  wish  to 
thank  them,  not  only  on  my  own  behalf,  but  I  am  sure  I  but 
speak  the  voice  of  the  entire  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
when  I  say  they  are  enutled  to  the  gratitude  of  the  entire 
country. 

Let  me  refer  to  one  other  matter.  So  many  letters  have 
been  received  that  It  Is  not  within  my  power,  or  within  the 
power  of  any  other  Senator,  to  answer  all  the  communica- 
Uons  which  have  come  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
respecting  this  bill.  I  do  not  say  this  for  the  enllghtermient 
of  Senators,  or  of  any  Member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, because  they  know  it;  but  I  am  speaking  to  the  country. 
This  measure  does  not  propose  such  a  thing  as  a  bill  of 
attainder.  The  bill  In  no  sense  Is  in  the  nature  of  an  ex 
post  facto  law.  It  Is  not  even  retroactive,  although  retro- 
active laws  are  constitutlonaL    Many  persons  have  written 
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saying  they  are  surprised  that  we  should  attempt  to  pass  a 
bill  of  attainder.  There  is  nothing  in  this  measure  in  the 
nature  of  a  bill  of  attainder. 

Congress  never  passes  bills  of  attainder,  and  even  before 
the  Constitution  was  formed  many  of  the  American  colonies 
had  provisions  against  bills  of  attainder.  I  wish  to  make  It 
emphatic  that  the  pending  bill  contains  no  such  siiggestlon 
as  a  bill  of  attaixMier  or  ex  post  facto  law. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  not  been  a  bill  of  attainder  passed 
in  England,  if  I  remember  correctly,  since  the  reign  of  Wil- 
liam and  Mary,  or  of  William  the  Third,  when  St.  John  Fen- 
wick  was  attainted.  The  pending  bill  takes  care  of  the  legal 
rights  of  persons  who  are  here  as  guests,  and  we  wUl  clear 
away  much  underbrush  by  remembering  that  an  alien  is 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  guest  of  the  United  States. 

The  United  States  has  plenary  power  to  invite  any  alien 
here  it  chooses  to  invite,  and  to  exclude  an  alien  at  any  time 
for  a  good  reason,  for  a  bad  reason,  or  for  no  reason  at  all. 
The  United  States  has  full  power,  acting  within  Its  sov- 
ereignty, and  it  Is  not  a  breach  of  any  alien's  constitutional 
rights,  to  bar  him  at  any  time  for  any  reason,  or  for  no  reason. 
In  other  words,  a  citizen  need  not  give  a  reason  why  he  In- 
vites a  guest,  and  upon  a  guest  there  Is  certainly  imposed  the 
duty  of  behaving  himself  as  well  as  the  family  behaves  Itself, 
and  if  an  alien  misbehaves,  the  sovereign  plenary  power  of 
the  Government  is  complete  and  full  to  exclude  him  at  any 
time. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  very  deeply. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  think  It  Is  proper  for  me 
to  say  at  this  point,  following  the  very  eloquent  remarks  of 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  AsHtmsrl,  that  I  have  polled  the  Members 
of  the  minority  who  are  present,  and  I  am  able  to  say  that 
the  minority  unanimously  support  the  pending  measure. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  very  much  gratified  at  the  aasur- 
ancc  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  and  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  for  his  generous  and  cordial  remarks.  A 
further  word,  and  I  shall  be  through.  We  regretted  very 
much  that  we  had  to  discard  entirely  the  bill  passed  by  the 
House  and  substitute  a  new  bill  after  the  enacting  clause. 
However,  we  called  In  Mr,  Murphy,  of  the  Drafting  Service, 
who  worked  with  us  some  2  weeks  every  day  In  putting  the 
bill  into  shape.  We  called  on  the  Department  of  Justice, 
and  had  the  Solicitor  General  with  us.  We  called  In  the 
Commissioner  of  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  and  to- 
gether we  went  over  all  the  existing  laws,  and  worked  the 
new  provisions  Into  the  existing  laws,  so  as  to  make  a  har- 
monious whole.  We  thought  It  was  best  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  of  the  House  bill  and  present  a  complete 
text,  as  we  have  done.    I  believe  that  is  all  I  care  to  say. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  . 
the  amendment  of  the  committee  in  the  nature  of  a  sub- 
stitute. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  have  an  amendment  I 
desire  to  offer. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  The  clerk  win  state  the 
amendment  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  In  the  committee  amendment,  on  page 
14,  line  1,  after  the  word  "fraud"  and  the  comma.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  Insert  the  words  "shall  upon  conviction  thereof  be 
fined  not  to  exceed  $100  or  be  imprisoned  not  more  than  30 
days,  and  shall  be  deported  to  the  country  of  his  or  her 
origin." 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  would  make 
only  those  guilty  of  the  offense  of  willful  fraud  deportable. 
It  would  not  make  the  failure  to  notify  the  Commissioner  as 
to  a  change  of  address  a  deportable  offense.  It  merely  in- 
cludes those  who  willfully  fail  and  refuse  to  comity  with  the 
law  or  those  who  willfully  are  guilty  of  making  false  and 
fraudulent  statements  in  their  registration. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  not  disposed  to  resist  the 
amendment. 
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Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  make  an 
Inquiry  of  the  Senator  from  Texas.  I  do  not  really  know  what 
the  term  "willful  failure"  means.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  two 
words  are  contradictory.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  a  man  tries 
to  do  something  and  fails  to  do  it,  it  could  not  be  called  a 
willful  failure. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    It  would  not  be. 

Mr.  BROWN.  It  seems  to  me  that  language  something 
like  this — as  I  hastily  put  it  together — would  cover  the  situa- 
tion: 

Any  alien  applying  for  registration  and  to  be  fingerprinted,  who 
with  knowledge  oX  such  requirements,  fails  or  willfully  refuses. 

Refusal  contains  in  it  the  meaning  of  the  word  "willful"; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  "failure"  is  something  with  which  the 
will  does  not  have  very  much  to  do.  It  seems  to  me  the  lan- 
guage could  be  made  somewhat  clearer. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  lock  at 
the  bill  on  page  13.  he  will  find  in  line  18.  and  also  in  line  21. 
and  nmning  through  the  entire  section,  that  the  expression 
•willfully  fails"  also  means  "willfully  refuses."  Of  course,  a 
man  cannot  willfully  refuse  to  do  something  about  which  he 
does  not  know  anything.  I  believe  the  whole  context  of  the 
section  will  meet  the  objection  or  suggestion  made  by  the 
Senator. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  bill  has  to  go  to  confer- 
ence, and  if  it  is  necessary  to  clarify  that  matter.  I  believe 
the  conferees  will  give  it  attention. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  that  to  my  mind  "willfully."  in  law  means  with  an 
,  evil  Intent,  with  an  Improper  purpose.  It  is  wholly  distin- 
guishable from  "willingly."  It  means  with  some  improper 
purpose  and  some  illegal  intent.  I  think  it  will  be  found  that 
the  law  dictionary  so  defines  it. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  what  is  really  meant  here,  it 
seems  to  me,  is  that  the  alien,  with  knowledge  of  the  fact  that 
there  is  such  a  requirement,  fails  to  appear  and  be  registered. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Yes;  that  is  the  effect  of  it.  But  we 
do  not  want  to  require  the  Government  to  prove  that  he 
knew  it.  because  it  is  very  hard  to  prove  what  is  in  a  man's 
head.  If  we  can  prove  that  he  had  knowledge,  or  should 
have  had  knowledge,  and  then  innocently  failed,  he  is  not 
guilty.  If  he  did  not  have  knowledge,  and  failed  to  comply, 
he  is  innocent.  But  "willfully"  implies  a  wrongful  purpose, 
to  evade,  not  to  comply  with  the  law. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas,  and  let  is  go  to  conference. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3^eld? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  a 
wholly  laudable  purpose  in  the  suggestion  of  the  proposed 
amendment,  but  I  wish  to  call  to  his  attention  that  what  he 
has  now  done  is  to  make  three  single  offenses  subject  to  an 
order  of  deportation,  namely,  if  the  accused  alien,  or  the  per- 
son in  charge  of  such  alien,  shall  fail  to  register,  shall  refuse 
to  register,  or  shall  falsely  register.  With  deportation  such 
a  dire  and  drastic  penalty  at  a  time  when  this  whole  matter 
is  in  an  experimental  stage,  I  submit  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  and  to  the  Senate  as  a  group,  that  that  subject  was 
thoroughly  canvassed  with  the  Solicitor  General,  with  the 
representatives  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service,  and  that  after  most  careful 
thought  we  eliminated  the  language  which  was  submitted  to 
us  by  the  House  Members,  the  idea  of  deporting  the  alien  in 
the  event  of  a  conviction  for  the  offenses  listed. 

Let  me  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
that  it  will  Uke  about  6  months  for  this  vast  plan  to  get 
under  way.  It  reaches  from  one  end  of  the  United  States  to 
the  other;  It  reaches  into  our  territories  and  our  insular 
possessions;  it  will  cover  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Chinese 
and  Japanese,  as  the  Senator  will  realize,  in  the  Hawaiian 
Islands  and  in  similar  places. 

Mr.  President,  under  such  circumstances  deportation  on 
top  of  a  criminal  penalty  is  a  most  drastic  thing,  and  I  submit 


to  the  Senator  from  Georgia  that,  if  we  can  get  the  experience 
that  will  be  gleaned  between  now  and  January,  in  the  6 
months  needed  to  set  up  the  machinery  and  get  this  thing 
in  operation,  we  will  be  able,  in  the  light  of  the  facts,  in  the 
light  of  the  report  of  progress  that  will  be  available  to  us. 
when  we  come  beck  to  the  Congress,  adequately  then  to  deal 
with  the  situation  that  is  represented  by  that  report. 

I  earnestly  urge  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to  withdraw 
his  proposed  amendment  at  this  time.  I  believe  the  provi- 
sion goes  too  far  to  be  included  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  wish  merely  to  say  that,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  ConnallyI  and 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Miller  1.  the  entire  bill  will 
go  to  conference  I  believe  someone  stated  that  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  is  a  member  of  the  subcommittee,  and  un- 
doubtedly he  will  be  one  of  the  conferees. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    Yes;  he  will. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  propose  to  work  any  hardship  on 
anyone.  The  bill,  in  my  opinion,  is  not  nearly  drastic 
enough,  but  I  am  willing  to  go  along  with  it  provided  it  car- 
ries a  suflacient  penalty  to  make  the  bill  workable. 

I  know,  and  every  other  Member  of  the  Senate  knows,  that 
if  the  penalty  provided  for  false  statements  or  perjury  is  only 
30  days  in  jail  or  $100  fine,  the  bill  will  not  reach  the  aliens 
in  this  country  which  it  is  designed  to  reach.  It  will  not 
reach  the  aliens  against  whom  we  want  to  protect  this  coun- 
try, because  they  will  not  pay  any  attention  to  a  little  police- 
court  fine  of  $100  or  30  days'  stay  in  Jail. 

This  amendment  is  designed  to  reach  those  who  file  false 
and  fraudulent  statements.  Who  is  going  to  file  false  and 
fraudulent  statements?  It  is  the  aliens  who  su-e  in  this  coun- 
try for  no  good  purpose  and  who  do  not  want  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  to  know  the  true  facts  concerning  them. 
Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  RUSSELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator.  Let  me  point  out 
that,  while  that  objective  is  wholly  desirable,  the  Senator's 
draftsmansh'.p  has  made  this  deportation  penalty  apply  to  a 
willful  failure,  if  you  choose,  or  a  refusal  to  register.  Mr. 
President,  if.  after  registering  these  aliens,  we  find  that  there 
are  100.000  of  them  who  entered  the  United  States  Illegally, 
they  are  deportable  anyway,  and  that  Is  what  we  are  trying 
to  establish.  If  the  Senator's  amendment  reaches  only  that 
class  of  aliens  who  willfully  commit  perjury,  who  knowingly 
file  false  statements  as  to  their  entry,  then  there  would  not 
be  any  objection  to  deportation  as  to  that  type.  Of  course 
not;  but  the  Senator's  amendment  as  drafted  reaches  the 
whole  class  defined  in  the  particular  section  36. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  no:  It  does  not.  I  specifically  exempt 
from  this  penalty  those  who  refused  to  notify  the  commis- 
sioner of  a  change  of  address,  because  I  thought  in  that  case 
the  penalty  was  too  drastic. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  agree.    But  I 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  An  alien  in  this  country  Is  a  guest  of  the 
United  States.  If  he  refuses,  with  knowledge  of  the  facts,  to 
comply  with  our  laws,  then  he  should  be  deported  to  the 
country  of  his  origin.  I  think  that  this  deportation  clause 
sliould  apply  to  that  group  of  aliens.  They  are  here  as  visi- 
tors. We  have  passed  laws  in  time  of  war  which  have 
resulted  in  sending  citizens  of  the  United  States  to  the  peni- 
tentiary— ^laws  which  subjected  them  to  the  scorn  of  their 
neighbors  if  they  did  not  walk  in  and  register  when  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  said  that  every  American  citizen 
within  certain  ages  should  register.  Certainly  when  an  alien 
Is  a  visitor  in  the  United  States,  enjoying  the  blessings  of 
peace,  and  the  blessing  of  being  permitted  to  be  in  this 
country,  if  he  willfully  fiouts  the  law  of  the  land  and  says,  "L 
with  full  knowledge  of  the  facts,  refuse  to  register,"  he  ought 
to  be  deported  to  the  country  of  his  origin. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  adopt  the  amend- 
meht. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rtts- 
skll],  on  page  14.  line  1,  of  the  committee  amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  GEORGE.  I  offer  an  amendment,  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  afk  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  to  the  amendment  reported  by  the 
committee  will  be  stated. 

The  Chikf  Clerk.  On  page  14,  line  1,  after  the  word 
"fraud",  it  Is  proposed  to  change  the  comma  to  a  period, 
strike  out  the  words  "or  any",  and  insert  the  word  "Any." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  is  agreed  ta 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment 
on  page  7.  line  24.  which  is  purely  textual  in  character.  The 
language  refers  to  section  201.  I  move  to  amend  that  lan- 
guage by  changing  "201"  to  "212".  The  purpose  of  the 
amendment  Is  merely  to  correct  a  clerical  error. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendments  to  be  offered,  the  ques- 
tion Is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  now  is  on  the 
engrossment  of  the  amendment  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 

to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5138)  was  read  the  third  Ume.  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  prohibit 
certain  subversive  activities;  to  amend  certain  provisions  of 
law  with  respect  to  the  admission  and  depoi-tation  of  aliens; 
to  require  the  fingerprinting  and  registration  of  aliens;  and 
for  other  purposes." 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
Insist  on  its  amendment,  request  a  conference  with  the  House 
of  Representatives  thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the 
conferees  on  the  part  cf  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  OfQcer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  CONWALLT,  Mr.  MnxsR,  and  Mr.  Danaher  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

AMENDBfENT  OF  INTERNAL  REVENtHt  CODE 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  there  are  one  or  two  rou- 
tine matters  which  I  should  like  to  clear  up. 

On  the  1st  of  August  1939  the  Senate  passed  Senate  bill 
2712,  which  authorized  refimds  or  reimbursements  for  inter- 
nal-revenue stamps  destroyed  or  damaged,  the  exchange  of 
damaged  stamps,  and  so  forth.  The  House  passed  and  sent 
to  the  Senate  yesterday  an  identical  House  bill — H.  R.  9909 — 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee  on  Finance 
be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of  House  bill  9909 
and  that  it  be  now  taken  up  for  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  representing  the  minority,  I 
have  looked  at  the  subject,  and  I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  com- 
mittee is  discharged  from  ftuther  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9909)  to  amend 
sections  2803  (c)  and  2903  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

ORDER  rem  CONSIDERATIOK  OF  TAX  BILL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  Senate  meets  on  Monday  It  proceed  immediately 
to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  10039,  the  tax  bill  which  was 
today  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

ASStTRANCES    BY    HITLER    TO   THE    WESTERN    HEMISPHERE 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  at  this  late  hour  I  shall  not 
detain  the  Senate  for  more  than  a  word  or  two,  and  then  I 
wish  to  incorporate  some  data  into  the  Record,  if  I  may  have 
permission  to  do  so. 

I  did  not  want  the  day  to  pass  without  making  some  refer- 
ence, at  least,  to  the  statement  which  has  already  been 


adverted  to  by  the  able  Senator  from  Oklahoma  TMr.  LeeI, 
relative  to  the  assurances  which  were  given  the  Western 
Hemisphere  in  a  recent  statement  by  Herr  Hitler,  the  leader 
of  the  Third  German  Reich. 

Mr.  President,  as  some  Senators  have  expressed  It.  they  did 
not  really  become  concerned  about  Hitler's  designs  upon  the 
Western  Hemisphere  until  he  unequivocally  stated  that  he  had 
no  designs.  As  the  President  so  well  stated,  that  statement 
arouses  unhappy  recollections  in  the  mind  of  every  living  per- 
son who  for  the  past  few  years  has  been  hearing  those  assur- 
ances given,  only  to  see  them  flagrantly  and  inhumanely  vio- 
lated in  the  course  of  a  few  months,  and  in  some  instances  a 
few  days  after  they  were  solemnly  given. 

Mr.  President,  in  order  that  the  matter  may  not  be  unduly 
protracted,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a  brief  summary  appearing  - 
In  the  New  York  Times  of  May  12,  1940.  covering  the  period 
from  January  30,  1933,  to  May  10,  1940. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  summary  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

IProm  the  New  York  Times  of  May  12.  1940) 
1933 — SEVEN  YkAM  or  HrrtKa — 1940 

Here  are  the  outstanding  events  In  the  history  of  Adolf  Hitler*! 
dictatorship  over  Germany: 

193S 

January  30,  1933:  Hitler  appointed  Chancellor  by  President  von 
Hlndenburg. 

February  27.  1933:  Plre  (attributed  by  many  to  the  Nazis)  bums 
the  Reichstag  building;  reign  of  terror  against  Ctommunlsta,  Jews. 
and  liberal  political  parties. 

March  5.  1933 :  Elections  give  Hitler  an  overwhelming  majority  In 
the  Reichstag. 

AprU  1,  1933:  Hitler  orders  nation-wide  boycott  against  the  Jews. 

October  14.  1933:  Hitler  withdraws  from  the  disarmament  con- 
ference. ,  _ 

October  21,  1933:  Hitler  takes  Germany  out  of  the  league  of 
Nations. 

1934 

Jan.  26.  1934:  Hitler  signs  10-year  amity  agreement  with  Poland. 

June  30,  1934:  HlUer  stages  a  "blood  purge,"  executing,  accord- 
ing to  some  sources,  more  than  150  Nazis  and  anti-Nazis. 

July  25,  1934:  Mussolini  balks  Hitler's  plans  for  an  A\istrlaa 
coup  after  Austrian  Nazis  assassinate  Chancellor  Eng-;Il>ert  Dolfuss. 

Axigust  2,  1934:  President  von  Hlndenburg  dies  and  Hitler  com- 
bines the  posts  of  ChanceUor  and  President. 

1936 

January  13.  1935:  Saar  returns  to  Germany  following  a  plebi- 
scite. ^      ,   __ 

March  16.  1935:  Hitler  denounces  Versailles  Treaty  and  reintro- 
duces compulsory  military  eervlce  in  Reich. 

June  18,  1935:  Hitler  signs  naval  treaty  with  Britain  limiting 
German  Fleet  to  35  percent  of  Britain's  sxirface  craft  and  46  per- 
cent of  her  submarines. 

1936 

March  7,  1038:   Hitler  denounces  the  Locarno  Treaty.     German 
troops  enter  the  demilitarized  Rhlneland. 
November  25  1936 :  Germany  and  Japan  sign  Anti-Comlntem  Pact. 

ItST 
October    13.    1937:    Hitler   pledges    Germany    to   respect    Belgian 
neutrality  and  territorial  Integrity. 

November  6,  1937:  Italy  Joins  Antl-Comintem  Pact. 

1938 

February  26.  1938:  Hitler  In  a  speech  demands  the  right  of  seU- 
determluatlon  for  the  Germans  of  Austria  and  Czechoslovakia. 

March  12.  1938:  Hitler  takes  over  Austria. 

September  15,  1938:  Prime  Minister  Chamberlain  files  to  Munich 
for  first  of  three  meetings  with  Hitler  in  Czechoslovak  crisis. 

September  30.  1938:  Hitler  wins  the  Sudeten  area  of  Czecho- 
slovakia at  Munich.  Prime  Minister  Chamberlain  and  Hitler  an- 
nounce the  "desire  of  our  two  peoples  never  to  go  to  war  with  one 
anoLlier  again." 

199* 

March  14,  1939:  Hitler  takes  over  the  rest  of  Czechoslovakia. 

March  22,  1939:  Lithuania  surrenders  Memel  to  Hitler. 

April  15,  1939:  President  Roosevelt  appeals  to  Hitler  and  lfu»- 
solini  to  adjure  aggression. 

AprU  28,  1939:  Hitler  denounces  the  Polish  nonaggreaslon  pact 
and  the  British  naval  pact. 

May  22,  1939 :  Hitler  signs  10-year  military  alliance  with  Italy. 

August  23,  1939:  Hitler's  nonaggresslon  pact  with  Soviet  Russia 
signed  m  Moscow. 

September  1,  1939:  Hitler  orders  invasion  of  Poland. 

September  3,  1939:  Britain  and  Prance  declare  war  on  the  Reich. 

September  27,  1939:  Warsaw  sxirrenders  to  Hitler's  troops  aft«r 
21-day  siege.  

September  28,  1939:  Germany  and  Soviet  fix  their  frontier*  m 

Poland. 
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November  4.  1939:  The  United  States  repeals  her  arms  embargo 
in  favor  of  a  cash-and-carry  policy  which  favors  Hitler's  enemies. 

November  5,  1939:  Bomb  wrecks  Munich  beer  hall  after  Hitler 
Tlslt. 

December  17,  1939:  Graf  Spee,  Oerman  pocket  battleship,  forced 
Into  harbor  of  Montevideo  by  British  warships.  Is  scuttled  on 
Hitler's  orders. 

1940 

April  8,  1940:  Allies  mine  Norwegian  waters. 

April  9.  1940:  Hitler  sends  Oerman  troops  into  Denmark  and 
Korway. 

May  3.  1940:  Allies  surrender  all  southern  and  central  Norway  to 
Hitler's  forces. 

May  10.  1940:  Hitler  sends  troops  Into  Holland.  Belgium,  and 
Luxembvirg. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  PoUowing  that.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks,  a  statement  headed  "The  roll  of  dishonor."  which 
sets  cut  in  greater  detail  the  statements  made  by  Hitler  rela- 
tive to  his  designs  on  other  countries,  and  the  violation  of 
tha^e  assurances. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Thk  Roll  of  Dishonoh 

Within  the  space  of  a  few  months  the  liberties  of  six  nations  of 
Europe  have  been  overwhelmed  by  Adolph  Hitler,  the  German 
leader.  As  In  1914.  the  German  Government  has  again  brought 
dishonor  upon  the  Oerman  people,  for  each  one  of  these  countries 
had  received  his  solemn  asstirance.  as  head  of  the  German  Govern- 
ment, that  he  would  respect  its  independence.  Every  pledge  has 
been  broken,  and  the  faith  of  the  civilized  world  la  the  word  of 
Germany  has  been  utterly  destroyed. 

Here  Is  the  record: 

1.   TRJEATT  or  LOCARNO  AND  THE  RHINELANB 

In  his  speech  to  the  Reichstag  on  January  30.  1934,  Herr  Hitler 
announced.  In  reference  to  the  Saar  problem: 

"This  Is  the  only  territorial  question  which  Is  still  open  between 
the  two  countries.  After  It  has  been  settled  the  German  Govern- 
ment Is  prepared  and  determined  not  only  to  accept  the  letter  but 
also  the  spirit  of  the  Locarno  Pact,  since  there  are  no  other  terri- 
torial questions  outstanding  between  Prance  and  Germany."  * 

After  the  plebiscite,  which  showed  a  clear  majority  for  Germany, 
the  Saar  territory  was  harided  back  to  Germany  on  March  1.  1935. 
On  May  21,  1935.  Herr  Hitler  repeated  his  assurance  with  regard  to 
the  Locarno  Treaty: 

"The  German  Government  will  therefore  unconditionally  respect 
the  articles  concerning  the  mutual  relations  of  the  nations  In  other 
respects.  Including  the  territorial  provisions,  and  those  revisions 
which  shall  be  rendered  necessary  In  the  course  of  time  will  be  put 
Into  effect  only  by  the  method  of  peaceful  understanding  •  •  • 
they  (German  Government)  will  scrupulously  maintain  every  treaty 
voluntarily  signed,  even  though  It  was  concluded  before  their  acces- 
sion to  power  and  office.  In  particular  they  will  uphold  and  fulfill 
all  obligations  arising  out  of  the  Locarno  Treaty,  so  long  as  the 
other  partners  are  on  their  side  ready  to  stand  by  that  pact."  • 

This  pledge  was  given  after  the  conclusion  and  with  full  knowl- 
edge of  the  Franco-Soviet  Pact,  which  Germany  was  later  to  put 
forward  as  releasing  her  from  the  Locarno  Pact.  Less  than  a  year 
after  this  unequivocal  pledge  Oerman  troops,  on  March  7,  1936, 
reoccupled  the  Rhlneland  In  direct  violation  of  article  1  of  the 
Locarno  Pact,  and  thereby  tore  up  the  treaty  which  Herr  Hitler  had 
BO  recently  reaffirmed. 

a.    AT7STUA 

When  reports  began  to  circulate  In  Europe  that  Germany  was 
planning  to  seize  Austria  Herr  Hitler  denied  such  Intentions  In  his 
Reichstag  speech  on  January  30.  1934.  In  the  following  terms: 

"The  assertion  that  the  German  Reich  Intends  to  violate  the 
Austrian  State  Is  at>stird  and  cannot  be  substantiated  or  proved 
•  •  •  I  must  categorically  deny  the  further  assertion  of  the 
Austrian  Government  that  an  attack  will  be  made  on  the  Austrian 
State  or  Is  even  being  planned  by  the  Reich."  • 

Despite  this  vigorous  denial  of  aggressive  Intentions  the  terrorist 
activities  of  the  National-Socialists  in  Austria  continued,  ctUmlnat- 
Ing  In  the  abortive  Nazi  putsch  of  July  25.  1934.  and  the  brutal 
murder  of  Dr.  Dollftiss.  Herr  Hitler,  however,  reiterated  his  declara- 
tion that  he  had  no  designs  on  Austria  and  gave  categoric  pledges 
in  his  speech  to  the  Reichstag  on  May  21,  1935.  when  he  affirmed: 

••Germany  neither  intends  nor  wishes  to  Interfere  in  the  Internal 
affairs  of  Austria,  to  annex  Austria,  or  to  conclude  an  anschluss."  ♦ 

Further  explicit  asstirances  were  given  in  the  Austro-German 
agreement  which  was  signed  on  Jtily  11,  1936: 

"Following  on  the  declarations  made  by  the  Fuehrer  and  Chancel- 
lor on  May  21.  1935.  the  Government  of  tbe  German  Reich  recognizes 
the  fuU  sovereignty  of  the  Austrian  Federal  States  (art.  1).  Each 
oX   the   two   Governments  considers   the   Internal   political   struc- 
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tvire  of  the  other  country.  Including  the  question  of  Austrian  Na- 
tional Socialism,  as  part  of  the  internal  affairs  of  that  country  over 
which  they  will  exercise  no  Influence,  directly  or  Indirectly"  (art.  2).» 
These  pledges,  categorical  as  they  were,  proved  of  no  more  value 
than  his  earlier  assurances  with  respect  to  the  Rhlneland.  On  Feb- 
ruary 12.  1938.  Dr.  Schuschnlgg  went  to  Berchtesgaden.  where  Herr 
Hitler  demanded  that  the  Austrian  Cabinet  should  be  reconstructed, 
giving  the  key  positions  of  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  and  of  the 
Interior  to  Ministers  with  pronounced  German  s>-mpathles.  This 
was  done,  but  It  was  not  sufficient  for  Herr  Hitler,  and  when  it  was 
announced  that  a  plebiscite  was  to  be  held  In  Austria  on  the  issue 
of  "Are  you  for  a  free  and  German,  Independent  and  social.  Chrls- 
taln  and  united  Austria  •  •  •."  Herr  Hitler  waited  no  longer 
and  on  March  11.  1938.  after  the  resignation  of  Herr  Schuschnlgg 
had  been  forced  by  the  threat  of  German  Invasion,  Oerman  troops 
marched  Into  Austria.  On  March  13  the  incorporation  of  Austria 
with  the  Reich  was  announced. 

3.    CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

The  protocol  of  the  Locarno  agreement.  Initialed  on  October  16, 
1925.  had  provided  that  all  disputes  arising  between  the  contract- 
ing parties,  of  which  Germany  and  Czechoslovakia  were  two.  should 
be  submitted  to  means  of  pacific  settlement,  and  this  provision  was 
specifically  Implemented  by  a  German-Czech  arbitration  treaty  of 
even  date.  In  a  speech  to  the  House  of  Lords  on  March  14.  1938, 
Lord  Halifax  revealed  that — 

"Field  Marshal  Goerlng  on  March  11  gave  a  general  asstirance  to 
the  Czech  Minister  In  Berlin — an  assurance  which  he  expressly  re- 
newed later  on  behalf  of  Herr  Hitler — that  It  would  be  the  earnest 
endeavor  of  the  German  Government  to  improve  German-Czech 
relations." 

In  the  same  speech  Lord  Halifax  stated  that  on  March  12.  1938. 
"the  Czechoslovak  Minister  in  Berlin  was  assured  that  Germany 
considered  herself  bound  by  the  German-Czechoslovak  arbitration 
of  October  1925." 

The  sequel  Is  well  known.  Throughout  the  summer  of  1938 
Oerman  demands  on  the  Czechoslovak  Government  were  Increased, 
and  no  further  mention  was  made  of  submitting  any  difficulties  to 
arbitration.  The  tension  culminated  in  the  Munich  agreement  of 
September  30,  1938.  whereby  the  Sudetenland  was  ceded  to  Germany. 

In  acceding  to  the  German  demands  on  this  occasion  the  British 
Government  showed  that  so  long  as  there  was  any  Justification  for 
the  German  claims.  It  was  prepared  to  go  to  almost  any  lengths  to 
secure  peace  with  Germany.  Despite  Herr  Hitlers  Intranslgnet 
attitude  In  the  course  of  his  conversations  with  the  British  Pre- 
mier, Mr.  Chamberlain  hoped  that  by  granting  the  German  claims 
It  would  be  possible  to  begin  a  new  period  of  cooperation  In  Europe, 
a  hope  that  was  largely  based  on  Herr  Hitler's  earnest  declaration 
that  "•  •  •  after  the  Sudetenland  German  question  Is  regu- 
lated we  Ijave  no  further  territorial  claims  to  make  in  Europe.  I 
have  promised  that  when  the  claims  of  the  other  minorities  In 
Czechoslovakia  have  been  satisfied  we  will  guarantee  the  Integrity  of 
the  Czech  state." " 

A  similar  assurance  had  been  given  to  Mr.  Chamberlain  at  Berch- 
tesgaden and  Oodesberg,  when  Herr  Hitler  had  emphasized  also 
that  "he  had  no  wish  to  Include  In  the  Reich  people  of  other  races 
than  Germans." ' 

These  pledges  also  were  only  a  prelxide  to  further  aggression.  On 
March  14.  1939.  Dr.  Hacha,  President  of  the  Czech  Republic,  was 
summoned  to  Berlin  to  receive  the  commands  of  the  Fuehrer  that 
Bohemia  and  Moravia  t)e  placed  under  "Oerman  protection."  The 
next  day  Oerman  troops  occupied  Prague,  and  Germany  proceeded 
to  absorb  Czechoslovakia. 

As  before,  categoric  German  as-surances  were  "thrown  to  the 
winds"  and  confidence  in  Herr  Hitler  was  now  completely  destroyed. 
It  was  this  fact  which  forced  Great  Britain  to  depart  from  her  tra- 
ditional foreign  policy  of  avoiding  specific  Central  European  com- 
mitments and  to  guarantee  the  independence  of  Poland.  Greece,  and 
Roumania.  and  declare  her  determination  to  resist  any  further 
attempt  to  dominate  the  world  by  force. 

4.    POLAND 

Herr  Hitler's  record  with  regard  to  Poland  dlsplajrs  a  similar  tech- 
nique. With  specific  assvirances  prefacing  a  violent  solution  of  the 
issues  at  stake. 

On  January  26.  1934.  a  Oerman-Pollsh  agreement  was  signed  pro- 
viding that  should  any  disputes  arise  between  Germany  and  Poland 
"and  agreement  thereon  not  be  reached  by  direct  negotiation,  they 
will  In  each  pariJcular  case,  on  the  basis  of  mutual  agreement,  seek 
a  solution  by  other  peaceful  means  •  •  •  In  no  drcumstan'-es. 
however,  will  they  proceed  to  the  application  of  force  for  the  purpose 
of  reachmg  a  decision  In  such  disputes." 

For  5  years — and  as  late  as  January  30,  1939.  only  7  months  before 
the  outbreak  of  war — this  agreement  was  constantly  praised  by  Herr 
Hitler  and  his  lieutenants  as  one  of  the  outstanding  achievements  of 
German  diplomacy.  But  the  moment  he  felt  that  be  could  fore* 
the  Polish  issue  the  Poles  became  the  target  for  an  Insulting  cam- 
paign of  official  propaganda  similar  to  that  directed  at  the  Czechs  in 
the  previous  year.  It  Is  interesting  to  compare  Herr  Hitler's  refer- 
ences to  Poland  durlxvg  these  two  phases. 


•  Survey  of  Intemitlonal  Affairs.  1936. 

'  Hitler.  Sportpalest  speech.  September  26,  1938  (The  Times.  Sep- 
tember 27). 

^Mr.  Chamberlain.  House  of  Conunons.  September  28,  1938 
(Hansard) . 
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In  his  speech  to  the  Reichstag  on  October  6.  1989,'  for  instance, 
Herr  Hitler  referred  to  Poland  as  a  state  "who  for  centuries  past 
had  proved  herself  Incapable  of  existence,  was  in  1916  artificially 
begotten  and  In  1919  no  less  artificially  bom  by  a  Oerman  Govern- 
ment Just  as  Incapable  of  existence."  * 

This  opinion  of  the  nature  of  the  Polish  state  hardly  agrees  with 
Herr  Hitler's  former  utterai»:es.  On  May  21.  1935,  he  had  In- 
formed the  Reichstag  that  "we  recognize  Poland  as  the  home  of 
•  great  and  nationally  conscious  people,"  **  whilst  again  on  Jan- 
uary SO.  1937.  he  had  announced  that  "for  my  own  fellow  cltlaens 
I  should  like  to  state  that  the  Polish  nation  and  the  Polish  sUte 
have  also  become  realities."  ° 

On  February  20,  1938.  Herr  Hitler  gave  the  soothing  assurance  to 
the  world  that  "this  most  dangerotis  spKJt  (Danzig)  from  the  point 
of  view  of  European  i>eace  has  entirely  lost  its  menacing  char- 
acter." and  on  September  26  of  that  year  he  reiterated  the  stability 
of  relations  between  Germany  and  Poland: 

"In  Poland  there  ruled  no  democracy,  but  a  man;  and  with  him 
I  succeeded  In  precisely  12  months  in  coming  to  an  agreement 
which,  for  10  years  in  the  first  instance,  entirely  removed  the 
danger  of  a  conflict.  We  are  all  convinced  that  this  agreement 
will  bring  lasting  pacification.  We  realize  that  here  are  two  peoples 
which  mtiat  live  together  and  neither  of  which  can  do  away  with 
the  other^  A  people  of  33.0<X).000  will  always  strive  for  an  outlet 
to  the  wa.  A  way  of  understanding,  then,  had  to  be  found;  it 
has  been  found;  and  will  be  ever  further  extended." 

Seven  months  later,  on  April  28.  1939,  this  much  vaunted  pact 
was  denounced  by  Oermany,  and  In  leas  than  a  year  German  troops 
were  Invadmg  Poland,  and  another  of  Herr  Hitler's  declarations 
bad  gone  with  the  wind : 

"Whatever  may  be  the  differences  between  the  two  countries 
(Oermany  and  Poland)  In  the  future  an  attempt  to  remove  them 
by  warlike  actions  would  have  dlsustrous  effects  wiiich  wo\ild  bear 
no  relation  to  any  possible  gain."  "  ^ 

6.   TTNITED   KINGDOM 

On  June  18,  1935,  the  Anglo-German  naval  agreement  was  con- 
cluded whereby  Oermany  agreed  that  the  total  tonnage  of  the  Oer- 
man Fleet  should  "never  exceed  a  percentage  of  35  of  the  aggregate 
tonnage  of  the  naval  forces  •  •  •  of  the  British  CJommonwealth 
of  Nations."  " 

At  that  time  the  German  Government  characterized  the  3igree- 
ment  as  "permanent  and  definite."  but  on  April  28.  1939.  Herr  Hitler 
summarily  denounced  the  agreement,  declaring  that  owing  to  the 
"policy  of  encirclement,  the  basis  for  the  naval  treaty  has  been 
removed."  " 

e.   SCAKDIMAVIA 

On  April  14.  1939.  President  Roosevelt  addressed  an  appeal  to  Herr 
Hitler  and  Slgnor  Mussolini.  In  which  "  he  asked  them  whether 
thty  were  willing  to  give  assurance  that  their  armed  forces  would 
not  "attack  or  Invade  the  territory  or  possessions"  of  some  30  named 
f  states,  among  them  Sweden,  Norway,  Denmark.  Belgivim.  and  the 
Netherlands. 

Replying  to  Mr.  Roosevelt  on  April  38,  Herr  Hitler  told  the 
Reichstag: 

"AU  states  bordering  on  Oermany  hav?  received  aasurances  and 
much  more  binding  proposals  than  Mr.  Roosevelt  asked  me  for  in 
his  curious  telegram."  •• 

Oermany  signed  a  nonaggresBlon  treaty «'  with  Denmark  on  May 
SI.  1939.    It  was  ratified  on  June  2. 

Article  1  stated  that  "the  German  Reich  and  the  Kingdom  ol 
Denmark  will  under  no  circimistances  resort  to  war  or  any  other 
form  of  violence  against  each  other." 

In  article  2  It  was  stated  that  "the  pact  comes  Into  force  with 
the  exchange  of  Instruments  for  ratification  and  Is  valid  from  then 
on  for  a  period  of  10  years." 

The  position  with  regard  to  Norway  may  be  outlined  by  direct 
quotation  from  the  German  Official  Cc«nmunlque  of  May  19.  1939: 

"As  a  tesult  of  the  declaration  of  the  Fuehrer  In  his  Reichstag 
spacch  of  April  28.  concerning  Germany's  readiness  to  conclude  non- 
aggression  pacts,  negotiations  with  a  view  to  the  conclusion  of 
such  pacts  have  taken  place  between  the  German  Government 
and  the  Governments  of  Esthonla.  Latvia,  Denmark,  Norway. 
Sweden,  and  Finland.  •  •  •  Exchange  of  views  with  Sweden, 
Norway,  and  Finland  reached  the  foUowlng  conclusion :  The  Swed- 
ish and  Norwegian  GoN-emments  have  declared  anew  to  the  Ger- 
man Government  that  their  countriee  do  not  feel  menaced  by 
Oermany  and  that  In  the  maintenance  of  the  principle  of  neutral- 
ity, integrity,  and  independence  they  do  not  intend  to  conclude 


•  New  Tork  Times.  October  7.  1939. 

•Text:   New  York  Times.  October  7.  1939. 

luTfext:  Documents  on  Intemstlonal  Affairs.  1936.  vol.  1. 

*'Text"  Documents  on  International  Affairs.  1987. 

"HiUer:  Reiclistag  speech.  January  30.  1934.  Text:  Document* 
en  International  Affairs.  1934. 

•»  In  the  matter  of  sxibmarlnes  Germany,  while  not  exceeding  the 
35:100  ratio  in  respect  of  total  tonnage,  was  given  equality,  but  the 
Oerman  Oovemment  voluntarily  undertook  that  Oermany's  sub- 
marine tonnage  shoxild  not  exceed  45  percent  of  the  British  total. 

"  Herr  Hitler  to  the  Reichstag  April  28.  1939. 

"Text  In  International  Conciliation,  1939.  p.  293.  

»"  Oerman  White  Book  (Doktimente  but  Vorgeachichta  dea  Kilegea, 
1039).  p.  329. 

"  Text,  New  Tork  Times,  June  2,  1839. 


nonaggressloQ  pacts  with  any  country.  They  consider  an  agree- 
ment of  this  kind  unnecessary  and  have  agreed  with  the  Oerman 
Government  to  abstain  from  further  pursuit  of  the  plan.  •  •  •  • 
It  Is  clear  from  the  above  that,  although  Norway  did  not  follow 
Denmark  in  concluding  a  nonaggreaaion  pact  with  Oermany.  Ger- 
many herself  was  ready  to  conclude  such  a  pact,  having  Initiated 
conversation  for  that  purpose.  Norway's  refusal  of  a  pact  did  not 
In  any  way  detract  from  the  obligations  assumed  by  Herr  Hitler 
In  hU  speech  of  April  28;  her  refusal  was  In  fact  merely  an  indica- 
tion that  she  assumed  his  assurances  were  genuine. 

On  August  29,  1939.  Denmark  received  an  aasxirance  from  Ger- 
many that  she  wotild  respect  her  neutrality.*  A  similar  assurance 
was  received  by  Norway." 

In  his  speech  of  October  6,  1939.  Herr  Hitler  said: 
"In  former  times  Germany  never  had  any  conflict  with  the 
northern  states  and  she  has  none  today  either.  •  •  •  We  have 
concluded  a  nonaggresslon  pact  with  Denmark;  our  relations  with 
that  country  are  directed  toward  unswervingly  loyal  and  friendly  co- 
operation" => 

Nevertheless  on  AprU  9,  1940.  Oermany  occupied  Denmark  and 
Invaded  Norway. 

T.  LOW  ooTTirnmcB 
Speaking  tjefore  the  Reichstag  on  January  SO.  1937,  Herr  Hitter 
said: 

"The  Oerman  Oovemment  has  assured  Belgium  and  Holland  that 
it  Is  ready  to  recognize  and  guarantee  these  states  as  inviolable 
neutral  territories."  " 

On  October  13  of  the  same  year  the  German  Foreign  Minister 
declared  to  the  Belgian  Minister  that: 

"The  German  Government  holds  strongly  that  the  Inviolability 
and  Integrity  of  Belgltun  is  of  common  Interest  to  the  western 
powers.  It  confirms  Its  resolve  not  to  prejudice  this  inviolability 
and  Integrity  under  any  circumstances  and  at  all  times  to  respect 
Belgian  territory,  excepting,  of  course,  in  the  event  of  Belgium's 
cooperating  with  a  military  action  directed  against  Oermany  In  an 
armed  conflict  Involving  ciermany."  " 

The  Dutch  response  to  Herr  Hitler's  offer  of  guarantiee  was  given 
by  Foreign  Minister  de  Graeff  In  the  Dutch  Parliament  on  March  17. 
His  speech  was  reported  by  the  German  Minister  In  The  Hague,  as 
follows : 

"There  must  be  no  Impression  that  any  doubts  i>erslst  in  Holland 
as  to  the  Inviolability  of  Dutch  territory.  The  conclusion  of  a  treaty 
meant  the  undertaking  of  obligations  for  both  sides  and  Holland 
could  undertake  no  obligations  of  any  kind.  The  German  Govern- 
ment fully  understood  and  appreciated  the  Dutch  standpoint."  ** 

On  August  28,  1939,  the  German  Ambassador  reassured  the  King 
of  the  Belgians  that  the  Reich  would  In  no  way  Infringe  the  In- 
tegrity of  Belgium  and  would  respect  her  frontiers  so  long  as  Bel- 
glum  observed  an  attitude  of  strict  neutrality.  The  Dutch  Foreign 
Minister  on  the  same  day.  and  the  Luxemburg  Minister  of  SUte  2 
days  later,  received  similar  assurance.** 

These  asstirances  were  repeated  in  a  German  official  broadcast 
on  November  13.* 

After  the  campaign  against  Poland  Herr  Hitler  returned  to  the 
themo  of  his  benevolence  toward  Oermany's  neighbors  In  his 
speech  of  October  6,  1939.  saying: 

'The  new  Reich  has  endeavored  to  continue  the  traditional 
friendship  with  Holland;  it  did  not  take  over  any  differences  be- 
tween the  two  states  nor  did  it  create  new  onea.  •  •  •  Imme- 
diately after  I  had  taken  over  the  government  I  tried  to  establish 
friendly  relations  with  Belgium.  I  renounced  any  revision  as  well 
as  any  desire  for  revision.  The  Reich  has  put  forward  no  claim 
which  might  in  any  way  have  been  regarded  as  a  threat  to 
Belgium."  " 

The  tragic  faith  which  the  Low  Coiuitrles  placed  In  Herr  Hitler's 
aaturances  was  voiced  by  Belgian  Foreign  Minister  Spaak  as  late 
as  AprU  16.  1940.  when  he  said: 

"We  shall  remain  faithful  to  our  moral  agreement  with  Prance. 
Germany,  and  Britain,  which  have  gtiaranteed  the  integrity  of  our 
territory,  and  we  shall  never  throw  away  the  trump  card  which 
ovu"  loyal  obeervance  of  our  obligations  has  placed  In  our  hands."  *• 
On  May  10  following,  Oermany  invaded  both  Belgltun,  Holland, 
and  Luxembtirg. 

Such  is  the  catalog  of  Herr  Hitler's  pronxlsea,  guaranties,  and 
assurances,  and  such  Is  the  record,  up  to  the  present  date,  of  how 
he  has  fulfilled  them.  So  many  pledges  broken  in  the  short  space 
of  6  years  liave  destroyed  all  confidence  in  hla  word. 

Mr,  PEPPER.  Mr,  President,  I  shall  read  only  a  few  of 
the  statements  of  Ktler,  contained  in  a  few  brief  sentences. 


*  German  White  Book,  pp.  329,  830. 

*  Empire  Parliamentary  Asaociation:  Report  on  Foreign  AffalXB, 

yd.  30,  p.  585. 

» Bulletin  of  International  News.  vol.  17.  p.  462. 
■■International  Conciliation.   1039,  p.  61S. 
■Oerman  White  Book,  p.  817. 
•Ibid.,  p.  322. 
■•Ibid.,  p.  828. 

*  House  of  commons  Debates,  vol.  852,  p.  882. 
■*Bouae  of  Commons  Debates,  vol.  853,  p.  872, 
■r  International  Conciliation.  1939,  p.  618. 
■New  TortE  Ttmee,  i^irU  17,  1940. 
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Relative  to  the  subject  of  rearmament,  the  following  Is  a 
quotation  from  a  speech  made  in  the  Reichstag  on  May  17. 
1933: 

Germany  will  tread  no  other  path  than  that  laid  down  by  the 
treaties  The  German  Government  wUl  dlscviss  all  political  and 
economic  questions  only  within  the  framework  oX  the  treaties 
(Reichstag) . 

On  October  14,  1933: 

Germany  left  the  League  and  the  Disarmament  Conference  Just 
when  Sir  John  Simon  at  Geneva  was  attempting  a  compromise 
between  French  and  German  views  on  armaments. 

On  March  10  and  16.  1933: 

An  air  force  and  army  were  announced  after  Herr  Hitler's  cold 
bad  delayed  the  visit  of  Sir  John  Simon,  who  was  to  have  attempted 
a  general  settlement  Involving  German  arms  equality. 

2  Lccarno— January  30.  1W34:  "After  the  Saar  has  been  settled 
the  German  Government  Is  ready  to  accept  not  only  the  letter  but 
the  spirit  of  Locarno"  (Reichstag).  

March  13.  1934:  "The  German  Oovemment  have  never  questioned 
the  validity  of  Locarno"  (Note  to  France). 

That  wa«  in  a  note  to  Prance. 

May  a.  1938:  The  Franco-Bovlct  pact  wan  signed. 

May  ai  1935:  "The  Oerman  Government  will  scrupuously  ob- 
•erve  every  treaty  voluntarily  concluded  In  particular  they  wUl 
bold  to  all  obligation*  arising  out  of  Locarno  so  long  as  other  parilee 
are  ready  to  stand  by  that  treaty"  (Rrlchstag) .  .  ^  .u- 

Marrh  7,  1030:  Oennany  denounced  Locnrno  and  reoccupied  tne 
Rhinrland  opposite  France  and  Belgium  The  excuse  given  wa»  the 
Franco-soviet  pact,  to  which  Belgium  wee  not  a  party. 

3.  Austria  May  17,  1933 :  Tlj"  Ocrnuin  people  have  no  thought 
of  invudlng  any  country"   (Reichstag).  ^        - 

October  14  1933  "When  the  Saar  has  been  returned  to  Orrmany 
only  i»  miiclman  could  con«lder  the  p<-wlblllty  of  war  between  '^•nfe 
and  Orrmany  No  one  would  demand  that  millions  of  men  ijhouia 
be  annihilated  for  a  readjustment  of  our  present  frontier     (Relcn- 

*  May  ai.  1938  "Oermnny  neither  Intends  nor  wishes  to  Interfere 
in  the  interntU  affiiirs  of  Austria,  to  annex  Austria,  or  to  conclude 
■n  Anschluss"  ( Kelchntng )  ^  ^ 

Mnrch  7.  1936;  "Oermuny  will  never  break  the  peace  of  nirnpe, 
After  3  yeari  I  can  regard  the  struggle  for  German  equality  as  con- 
eluded  tcday  (after  the  flhineland  orrupntioni      We  have  no  terri- 
torial demands  to  make  in  Europe"  <"  '«h''Ug).  A,...,,.n 
^-^    July    11.    l»3«;    Ausiro-Otrmjin    agreement    reeognlEee   Austrian 

January  30.  1937;  "The  period  of  so-called  surprlsee  Is  now  over" 

^IfrhruarV  ta.  191«  Hitler  reafllrms  to  Schuachnigg  at  BerchUs- 
caden  the  •;treemrnl  of  July  11,  193fl 

March  II.  1918;  Oermsny  annexes  Austria. 

Jantiary  I.  1939:  "In  Jnnuary  1938  I  nnally  resolved  that  during 
this  year  1  would.  In  one  way  or  unotlier.  win  the  right  «'«  ine 
■Ix  arid  we-haU  million  Oermans  in  Au.trU  to  Mlf-d^lermlnatlon 

*'V'cV"rclM»lovakla.— •eptember  aa,  1938;  Mr  Chamberlain.  In  the 
||ou»e  of  Commons  on  Beptember  38.  referring  to  the  meeting  at 
OocieMberg  wild  "lliMer  repeated  to  me  with  great  eurnestneae 
whiit  he  iisd  alretwiy  .taid  at  Benhtesgaden— namely,  that  this  wae 
the  iBut  of  his  territorial  ambitions  In  Europe  and  that  he  had  no 
wish  to  include  In  the  Reirh  non-Germans  •  •  •.  I  have  no 
besltatlon  In  saying,  after  oiur  personal  contact,  that  X  believe  he 
mrans  what  he  lays." 

S«ptember  26.  1938:  "The  last  problem  which  must  be  solved 
confronts  us  It  Is  the  last  territorial  claim  which  I  have  to  niake 
In  Europe,  but  it  is  one  I  will  not  renounce     •     •     •." 

"W»  do  not  want  to  see  other  nations  among  us.  We  want  to  live 
our  own  life  and  we  want  other  people  to  do  the  same.  Our  foreign 
policy  alms  are  thus  limited.  •  •  •  We  do  not  want  any 
Czechs." 

A  speech  at  B?rlin.  of  course,  by  Herr  Hitler. 

SrPTEMBxa  29.  1938. — The  Munich  agreement  said  that  as  soon  as 
Czechoslovakia  had  satisfied  Hungarian  and  Polish  claims  Germany 
would  be  prepared  to  guarantee  the  new  frontiers. 


June  15 


October  9.  1938.  Herr  Hitler  speaking: 


Now  as  a  strong  state  we  can  be  ready  to  pursue  a  policy  of  under- 
standing with  surrounding  sutes.  We  want  nothing  from  them. 
We  have  no  wishes,  no  claims. 

That  is  from  a  speech  made  by  Herr  Hitler  at  Saarbriicken. 

March  14,  1939. — The  German  Foreign  Offlce  told  the  French  and 
British  Ambassadors  that  Germany  intended  no  drastic  move. 

On  March  15.  1939.  the  next  day,  Czechoslovakia  was  in- 
vaded and  annexed. 

That  is  a  partial  summary;  and  the  other  material  which 
I  have  offered  for  the  Recoro  states  the  matter  more  in 
detaiL 


Apropos  of  that  subject,  now  that  Herr  Hitler  has  stated 
that  he  has  no  designs  on  the  Western  Hemisphere,  I  hope 
the  record  of  the  violation  of  his  past  assurances  wUl  arouse 
every  man  and  woman  in  the  United  States  to  a  conscious- 
ness of  the  danger  that  lurks  upon  the  American  horizon. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  past  few  days  and  weeks  some  of  us 
have  been  speaking  on  this  floor  about  this  subject.  Some 
persons  have  said  we  were  trying  to  get  the  coimtry  Into  war. 
Some  have  said  we  were  trying  to  cause  American  boys  to 
be  sent  abroad  to  flght  upon  foreign  battlefields  and  die  on 
foreign  soil.  I  know  I  speak  the  senUment  of  every  man  who 
has  opened  his  mouth  on  this  floor  In  advocacy  of  aid  for 
the  Allies  by  means  short  of  war  in  saying  that  that  was  the 
exact  contrary  of  what  we  had  in  our  thought.  We  hon- 
estly and  sincerely  believe  this  country  today  faces  the  great- 
est danger  It  haa  faced  in  its  whole  national  history,  not 
excluding  even  the  Civil  War  days,  excepting  only  the  period 
when  our  Independence  was  In  Jeopardy,  Aside  from  that 
period,  we  have  never  had  such  threat*  to  our  economic  se- 
curity, to  our  territorial  Integrity,  to  our  philosophic  stand- 
ards, as  we  experience  today  on  account  of  the  situation  Herr 
Hitler  has  created  In  the  world  In  the  Incredible  period  of 
6  years. 

That  perlcd  will  stand  out  as  the  most  colossal,  the  most 
immeasurable,  the  most  unimaginable  epoch  In  world  history. 
With  a  man  of  Hitler's  dynamic  amWtlon,  of  his  unscrupu- 
lous moraU.  of  his  invincible  will,  and  be  having  at  his  com- 
mand a  mastery  of  the  technological  process  which  no  other 
human  being  has  achieved.  I  tell  my  fellow  Senators  and  my 
fellow  citizens  that  the  time  for  action  Is  now.  before  It  Is  not 
irretrievably  too  late.  It  may— Ood  forbid— already  be  too 
late,  ^    , 

To  that  end.  Mr,  President,  In  order  that  we  may  begin 
now  something  that  Is  effective;  that  Is  ihort  of  war;  that  li 
a  continuation  of  the  somr  thing  we  are  now  doing;  that 
offers  the  one  hope  that  the  Alius  shall  not  be  destroyed 
from  the  face  of  the  earth,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  of  the 
Senate  to  Introduce  a  Joint  resolution,  to  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

X  should  like  to  Uke  the  privilege  of  reading  these  few  lines 
from  It: 

Httolvfd.  rtc  That  the  President,  under  the  authority  of  title  50. 
section  80  tJnited  Static  Code,  entitled  Frocurement  of  War  Mate- 
rials and  icoblllsation  nf  industries,  in  Order  To  Provide  for  the  Ade- 
quate Defenae.of  the  United  Btsfrs,"  is  authoriaed  at  once  to  plaoe 
orders  for  80X)00  aircraft  of  the  most  effective  type  and  design  for 
mojern  warfare  snd  all  the  necessary  extra  parts,  and  to  direct  that 
Btich  airrrafi  and  parts  be  ready  for  delivery  at  a  date  to  be  Oxed  by 
the  President 

The  PREfllDINO  OPFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  In- 
troduction of  the  joint  resolution?    The  Chair  hears  none. 

The  Joint  resolution  <8.  J.  Res,  278)  authorizing  the  Presi- 
dent to  place  orders  for  60.000  aircraft  of  the  most  effective 
type,  and  extra  parts,  was  read  twice  by  Its  title  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

Mr,  PEPPER,  Mr.  President,  what  I  have  In  mind  In  that 
Joint  resolution  is  briefly  this:  We  do  not  need  to  have  new 
automobiles  turned  out  by  the  various  automobile  factories  of 
the  country.  We  have  plenty  of  automobiles  to  answer  the 
requirements  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  for  a  while 
anyway,  but  we  do  dynamically  and  vastly  need  aircraft — air- 
craft which  will  literally  nil  the  skies  wherever  the  defense  of 
the  United  States  may  require  them  to  be.  But  the  idea  of 
our  using  the  magniflcent  industrial  capacity  of  America  to 
make  things  we  do  not  need  so  sorely  right  now  when  we  are 
not  adequately  equipped  in  armament,  and  particularly  in  the 
air,  seems  to  me  to  be  a  travesty  in  the  policy  of  our  country. 

So  what  the  joint  resolution  would  authorize  would  be 
for  the  President  to  place  orders  for  50,000  military  aircraft. 
some  of  them  perhaps  with  Ford,  some  perhaps  with  General 
Motors,  some  with  Chrysler,  some  with  other  automobile 
manufacturing  concerns,  some  with  some  other  industrial 
firms.  If  they  are  not  now  equipped  to  turn  cut  airplanes, 
under  the  joint  resolution  the  President  would  have  au- 
thority to  direct  that  they  equip  themselves  to  turn  out 
airplanes. 
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I  announce  the  solemn  opinion  that  the  one  chance  we 
now  have,  whatever  we  might  will  to  do,  to  save  the  Allies 
from  complete  disintegration,  and  therefore  from  dissolu- 
tion of  our  first  line  of  defense,  is  to  put  the  whole— not  a 
part — of  the  industrial  capacity  of  America  to  turning  out 
airplanes.  I  know  the  people  want  that  done.  We  have 
authorized  the  manufacture  of  several  thousand  planes  in 
the  past  few  weeks  or  few  days.  That  is  fine;  I  favor  every 
bit  of  it;  but,  Mr.  President,  we  are  not  putting  the  whole 
power  of  the  Nation  into  the  production  of  airplanes.  That 
one  thing  alone  may  yet  turn  the  tide  of  battle  if  we  will 
start  new.  and  start  with  a  will  characteristic  of  an  aroused 
America  to  see  that  it  Is  done. 

So  I  earnestly  hope  that  at  the  very  next  meeting  of  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate  the  committee  shall 
recommend  that  that  power  may  be  conferred  upon  the 
President,  and  we  may  show  Hitler  and  Mussolini  that  we 
have  willed  that  the  facilities  of  our  magniflcent.  Incom- 
parable industrial  plants  shall,  in  the  way  of  private  exchange 
of  money  and  goods,  be  put  at  the  disposal  of  the  Allies;  and, 
In  addition  to  that,  we  shall  hearten  hard-pressed  Britain 
and  France  with  the  knowledge  that  we  really  art  coming  to 
their  rescue  In  a  perfectly  permissible  and  proper  way.  yet 
with  a  determination  ae  strong  as  American  will,  and  as 
brave  as  American  hearts,  and  as  lofty  In  purpose  m  have 
always  been  American  Ideals. 

KXBctmvf  gfgnoif 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Z  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  tho 
consideration  of  exacutlve  businesa. 

The  motion  wu  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OPFICER  (Mr,  Ln  In  the  chair).  Re- 
ports of  committees  are  In  order.  If  there  are  no  reports  of 
oommltteM  the  clerk  will  state  the  Dominations  on  the 
oaltndar. 

Tin  JTTVICIAIT 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Thomas  J. 
Walker  to  be  Judge  of  the  United  SUtes  Customs  Court. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation is  conflrmcd. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Curtis  L,  Waller 
to  be  Judge  of  the  northern  and  southern  dlstrlcU  of  Florida. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation l8  oonflrmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Frank  C. 
Blackford  to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the  wesUm  dis- 
trict of  New  York. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
ination is  confirmed. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Jordan  B. 
Royall  to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the  northern  district 
of  Florida.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
ination is  confirmed. 

_  POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  that  the  nomi- 
nations of  postmasters  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  W^ithout  objection,  the  nom- 
inations are  confirmed  en  bloc.    That  completes  the  calendar. 

I  BXCESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  In  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  on  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6  o'clock  and  30  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  tmtil  Monday,  June  17,  1940, 
at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


CONPIRMATIGNS 
Executive  rumiinations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  June  IS 
{.legislative  day  of  May  28),  1940 
I  UNtrxD  States  Customs  CoxntT 

Thomas  J.  Walker  to  be  Judge  of  the  United  States  Customs 
Court. 


Unitkd  Statks  District  Jxtdgi 
Curtis  L.  Waller  to  be  United  States  district  Judge  for  the 
northern  and  southern  districts  of  Florida. 
United  States  Marshals  ' 
Prank  C.  Blackford  to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the 
western  district  of  New  York. 

Jordan  B.  Royall   to  be  United  States  mar.shal   for  the 
northern  district  of  Florida. 

Postmasters 

ALASKA 

Nancy  M.  Meals,  Valdes. 

ASIZOHA 

George  T.  Stevens,  Winslow. 

ARKANSAS 

Esmond  L.  Wllllam<i.  Bentonville. 
Howard  R,  Nabors.  Chldester. 

CALXFOEIIU 

Winfrcd  E.  Robb.  Arlington. 
Jerome  B^atty,  Clarcmont. 
Myrtle  A,  GaravenU.  Davenport 
Melvin  L.  Horlne.  Dcnalr. 
Maud  W.  Wllnon.  Fall  River  MilU. 
Richard  L.  Byington.  Frlant. 
William  R.  Bernard.  Gonzales. 
Dorathea  Doolry,  Hopland. 
Margaret  A.  Brophy,  Hughsoa. 
Nettle  Faustl,  Indepcndencs. 
Edythe  C.  MoOowan,  Julian. 
Adelaide  T.  Orrrll,  Junction  Citf, 
Nannie  A.  Coleman,  Kcntfleld. 
Uoyd  C.  Rowe.  Lancaster. 
Frank  G,  Klrby,  Larkspur. 
Fred  J.  Darby.  Lemoncove. 
Claude  T,  Oadwood.  Los  Molinoi. 
Marshall  E.  Wulden.  Newman, 
Roy  C.  Adams.  Pacific  Beach. 
John  E.  Alfors.  Parlier. 
Martin  E.  Colllnii,  Plnols. 
Fred  Jacobscn,  Roscoe, 
Manuel  S.  Trlguelro.  San  Miguel. 
Lester  C.  Reed.  Slmi. 
Catherine  E,  Ortega.  Sonora. 
Waller  B.  Youns.  Sprcckols, 
Bess  Morabe.  Sutter  Creek. 
Marjorle  G.  Bray,  TranquUlitj. 

COLORADO 

John  Bowman.  Aspen. 

William  Jacob  Pings,  Carbondale. 

Ernest  C.  Norris.  La  Salle, 

CONKECTICUl 

Robert  M.  Smith,  East  Haddam. 
Thomas  H.  Collins.  Parmington. 
Thomas  J.  Maher,  Old  Greenwich. 
Daniel  G.  Sullivan,  Watertown. 

DELAWARE 

Rhubert  R.  German,  Delmar. 

rLORIDA 

Cora  R.  Williams,  Cottondale. 
John  P.  Yearty.  Gulf  Hammock. 
Faltha  Huie,  Haines  City. 
Joe  Sidney  Savary,  Inverness. 
Arthur  W.  Newett.  Sr..  Leesburg. 
Claudlne  J.  Hansel.  Plnecastle. 
Bessie  G.  Ambrose,  Waldo. 

GEORGU 

Horace  C.  Cherry,  Donalsonville. 
James  Jarratt  Pryor,  Fitzgerald. 
Lois  Horton,  Guyton. 

HAWAII 

Manuel  J.  Carvalho,  MakawelL 
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IDAHO 

Mary  Alma  Morrow,  Challis. 
Harry  L.  Clovis.  Cralgmont. 
Henry  S.  Detmer.  Oroflno, 
Katherine  A.  Peters,  Post  Palls. 

IU.IKOIS 

Clarence  D.  Lawson.  Aledo. 
Francis  P.  Ryan,  Assumption. 
Ledru  O.  Schaeffer,  Beardstown. 
Fred  H.  Stoltz,  Bridgeport. 
Pearl  Barnes.  De  Land. 
Lowell  H.  Karraker,  Dongola. 
Betty  E)avls,  Easton. 
Charles  T.  CBoyle.  Ingleslde. 
Luella  Krlete,  Kenilworth. 
Mary  L  Brown.  Little  York. 
George  A.  Kreuter.  Livingston. 
Harry  O.  Johnson.  White  HaU. 

INDIANA 

Walter  E.  Huber,  Centerpoint. 
Thomas  L.  Hart,  Dunkirk. 
William  A.  Maggert,  KendallvUle. 
Orith  A.  Imhof,  Porter. 
Fred  B.  Pickett.  Richmond. 
Joe  C.  Hoopingamer,  Rockville. 

^  MARYLAND 

T.  Francis  Martin.  Essex. 
John  W.  Murray,  Hampstead. 
Cora  E.  Hopkins.  Mardela  Springs. 

MINNESOTA 

Lloyd  A.  Ahles.  Albany. 

Qeorge  Enblom,  At  water. 

Jesse  M.  Pierce.  Austin. 

Walter  P.  Gregory,  Backus. 

Edward  E.  Vig.  Belgrade. 

William  P.  Priem.  Bellingham. 

Glen  M.  Squires.  Blackduck. 

Ethel  P.  Lerohl,  Bovey.       f 

Arthur  Elmer  Imsdahl.  Brooten. 

William  P.  Tanner,  Cannon  Falls. 

Mae  Kirwin.  Chokio. 

Lucy  M.  Berczyk.  Clarissa. 

A.  William  Danielson,  Cyrus. 

Anna  Beatrice  Perrizo,  Delavan. 

Fred  A.  Oerber.  Donnelly. 

Edward  B.  Anderson,  Elbow  Lake. 

Christopher  J.  Keefe,  Eycta. 

Herbert  G.  Carlson,  Gibbon. 

Emma  Jones,  CSonvick. 

Marvin  B.  Scheele.  Hamburg. 

Hans  P.  Becken,  Hanska. 

Earl  P.  Brackin,  Herman. 

Joseph  M.  Hilger,  lona. 

Robert  J.  Mayheu.  Ironton. 

Hugh  T.  Kennedy.  Kerkhoven. 

Joseph  A.  Schneider,  Le  Roy. 

Herman  H.  Krenzke,  Lewiston, 

Mary  Davidson,  Middle  River. 

Walter  B.  Gislascn,  Minneota. 

Andrew  J.  Tauer.  Morgan. 

Raymond  R.  Keefe,  Morton. 

Alvin  A.  Ogren.  New  London. 

Frank  S.  Averlll,  Ogilvie. 

Henry  Palardeau.  Oklee. 

Raymond  C.  Faust.  Pierz. 

Chester  C.  Gallagher,  Plainvlew. 

Werl  Smith  Harris.  Proctor. 

T.  Donald  O'Connor,  Renville. 

Leonard  J.  Reiland,  RoUingstone. 

Edward  C.  Keefe.  Rose  Creek. 

Leslie  R.  Lisle.  Royalton. 

Arthur  Oliver  Skalbeck.  Sacred  Heart. 

Harold  L.  Holmes.  St.  Hilaire. 


John  P.  Hawley,  Sandstone. 
WUliam  R.  Kleven.  Sebeka. 
Delwin  B.  Clabaugh.  Swanville. 
Ida  M.  Chiabotti.  Tower. 
Alvl  Hanord  Auenson,  Ulen. 

MONTANA 

Jeanette  Ross.  Fromberg. 

NZBR.\SKA 

Edgar  D.  Collins.  Alnsworth. 
Anna  Martin,  Battle  Creek. 
Chris  A.  Andersen,  Benkelman. 
Carl  K.  McCleery,  Blue  HiU. 
Ralph  A.  Gillham,  Blue  Springs. 
Edmund  J.  Barrett,  Lawrence. 
Emil  Nelson,  Minden. 
Emil  H.  Mack,  Petersburg- 
Arthur  E.  Leclair.  Randolph. 
Jake  R.  Hanks,  Thedlord. 
Roger  M.  Closs.  Wymore. 

NKW  YORK 

Albert  J.  Linehan.  Canandaigua. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Clyde  B.  Benson,  Battleboro. 

Thomas  L.  Rich,  Garland. 

Pearl  E.  Linville.  Oak  Ridge. 

Myrtle  Riddle  Payne.  Paw  Creek. 

Lewis  Taylor  Bartholomew.  Spring  Hope. 

Fred  M.  Pearce,  Wendell. 

OKLAHOMA 

Gladys  E.  McEwen,  Aline. 
Ernest  D.  Peck.  Carmen. 
Hope  C.  McGinty.  Kiefer. 
Jasper  Hood.  Kiowa. 
Benjamin  M.  Luton,  Jr.,  Lindsay. 
Joseph  A.  Waggoner.  Mounds. 
Beulah  J.  Van  Coevering.  Orlando. 
William  G.  Bunyard.  Roff. 
Henry  L.  Neal.  Wanette. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Palmer  W.  Kunkle,  Alburtls. 
Perley  J.  Denman,  Bradford. 
William  Scott  RinedoUar.  Everett. 
Ray  A.  Deck.  Fredericksburg 
Delia  M.  Sullivan.  Genesee. 
William  J.  Tye,  Gordon. 
John  J.  Sheridan,  Hawley. 
James  E.  Madigan.  Houtzdale. 
Leo  A.  Donahoe,  McKees  Rocks. 
John  C.  Rodgers.  Marianna. 
Harry  B.  Wimer,  Quarryville. 
Robert  E.  Walley.  Spring  City. 
Mable  L.  Lake,  Springville. 
L.  Pearle  Seep,  Titusville. 
Ella  R.  Williams,  Vandergrift. 
Claire  C.  Davis.  West  Alexander. 

PUIRTO  RICO 

Jose  Alejandro  Principe.  Juncos. 

RHODE  ISLAND 

Peter  L.  Crelghton.  Harrisville. 
Samuel  W.  Smith  3d.  Jamestown. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Carrie  R.  Goodman,  Clemson. 
Walter  C.  Kay.  Honea  Path. 
Thomas  V.  Derrick.  Walhalla. 
George  Allard  Douglass,  Whitmire. 

TEXAS 

Marion  L.  Garvin.  Jr..  Como. 
James  H.  McClellan.  Gatesville. 
Willard  Proctor,  Grand  Saline. 
Mary  Thomason,  Nacogdoches. 
James  R.  Kersey.  Ozona. 
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UTAH 

Marvin  L.  Nielson,  Garland. 
EUIiott  Lcu'sen,  Monroe. 
Ray  K.  Boline,  Mo\mt  Pleasant. 
William  Warner  Mitchell,  Parowan. 
Pontha  Calder.  Vernal. 

VIRGINIA 

Benjamin  Harrison.  Boyce. 
William  H.  Ranson,  Bremo  Bluff. 
Bessie  S.  Burgess.  Fork  Union. 
R.  Gamett  Claybrook,  Kilmarnock. 
Harold  W.  Hale.  Jr..  Narrows. 
James  David  Miller.  Newport. 
John  William  Duncan.  Onancock. 
Abbott  D.  Gerberich,  Pearlsburg. 

WASHINGTON 

Otto  N.  Borcnsen.  Edmonds. 
Harvey  H.  Hartley,  Goldendale, 
Clara  R.  Monk.  Granite  Falls. 
William  A.  Bauman.  Lynden. 
Ralph  C.  Cochran,  Snohomish. 

I  wiscoNsm 

Carroll  R.  Eaton.  Adams. 
Michael  P.  Becker.  BrUlion. 
Walter  F.  Netzel.  Crandon. 
Albert  A.  Beck,  Dorchester. 
John  F.  Clancy,  East  Troy. 
Christian  A.  Hoen.  Edgerton. 
George  Medley.  Fox  Lake. 
George  B.  Meulemans,  Greenleaf. 
Frank  J.  Mader.  Gresham. 
Henry  J.  Thoma.  Hartford. 
John  J.  Hanley.  Hudson. 
Gilbert  W.  Kaepernick,  Iron  Ridge. 
George  A.  Sauter.  Kimberly. 
William  H.  Brown.  Laona. 
Cora  A.  Thompson.  McParland. 
Henry  John  O'Brien.  Montfort. 
Lila  E.  Town.  Nashotah. 
Russell  N.  Fuller,  Osseo. 
Roy  C.  Graham.  Owen. 
William  Reuschlein.  Plain. 
Harry  P.  Walker.  Plainfleld. 
James  Oliver  Luce.  Platteville. 
Alfred  E.  Von  Wald,  Sauk  City. 
Henry  J.  Voltz.  Schofield. 
John  M.  Kippcnhan.  Slinger. 
Ralph  E.  U'on.  Strum. 
Alice  M.  Clinton,  Sullivan. 
John  W.  O'Callaghan.  Suring. 
Harry  W.  Stimson.  Trempealeau. 
Eva  K.  Sheen,  Union  Grove. 
Thomas  A.  Wiora.  Wild  Rose. 
Julius  G.  Behm,  Woodville, 


SENATE 

Monday,  June  17,  1940 

tiegislative  day  of  Tuesday.  May  28.  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  exi>lration 
of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  ZeBamey  T.  PhiUips,  D.  D..  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

Eternal  and  ever  blessed  God,  who  amid  the  gathering 
shadows  and  darkening  gloom  art  the  only  true  and  lasting 
light:  We  beseech  Thee  to  lighten  our  darkness  and  to 
barken  unto  our  prayer,  as  in  the  secret  of  Thy  presence  we 
take  refuge  from  the  raging  storms  of  life  and  the  baseness 
of  our  own  hearts. 

Though  the  air  be  tremulous  with  anguish  and  we  feel 
our  own  inadequacy  to  meet  the  exactions  of  the  days  that 


press  upon  us,  do  Thou  empower  us  with  gifts  and  resources 
of  Thine  own  implanting  and  saUsfy  us  with  Thy  mercy,  that 
these.  Thy  servants,  may  be  found  faithful  stewards  of  Thy 
bounty.  In  thrtr  leadership  may  they  reveal  to  the  world 
that  sense  of  the  dignity  and  majesty  of  life,  which,  inspired 
by  a  compelling  vision  of  Thy  purpose,  shall  bring  all 
nations  once  more  into  Thy  fold.  We  ask  it  in  the  name  of 
Him  who  is  the  tender  Shepherd  of  our  souls — Jesus  Christ. 
Thy  Son.  cur  Lord.   Amen. 

THE  JOXTRNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklkt,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendav  day 
of  Saturday,  June  15.  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  Jour- 
nal was  approved. 

MESSAGES   FROM  THE   PRESIDENT — APPROVAL  Of  BILLS  AND   JOINT 

RESOLUTION 

Me.ssages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  LAtta.  one 
of  his  secretaries,  who  also  announced  that  on  June  15,  1940, 
the  President  had  approved  and  signed  the  following  bills 
and  a  joint  resolution: 

S.  1635.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Acme  Die-Casting  Cor- 
poration; 

S.  1638.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thermal  Syndicate,  Ltd.: 

S.  1678.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  B.  Chrystal; 

S.  1759.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
States  of  Montana.  North  Dakota,  and  Wyoming  to  negotiate 
and  enter  into  a  comptwit  or  agreement  for  division  of  the 
waters  of  the  Yellowstone  River; 

S.  2250.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  F.  TOndre; 

S.  2568.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act 
(June  26.  1934,  ch.  750,  par.  1.  48  Stat.  1216,  sec.  1761) : 

S.  2782.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  W.  Kinderman; 

S.  3009.  An  act  authorizing  the  President  to  present  the 
Navy  Cross  to  Capt.  Frank  N.  Rot)erts.  United  States  Army; 

S.  3038.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  advancement  of  John  I*. 
Hines  on  the  retired  list  of  the  Army; 

S.  3044.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nadine  Sanders; 

S.  3061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Andrew  Olson; 

S.  3095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  Huston; 

S.  3306.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Roy  P.  Lassly.  fonr;er  Act- 
ing Chief  Disbursing  Clerk.  Department  of  the  Interior; 

S.  3337.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Lewis  State  Bank  of 
Tallahassee.  Fla.; 

S.  3338.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alice  C.  Wainwright; 

S.  3650.  An  act  to  require  the  payment  of  prevailing  rates  of 
wages  on  Federal  public  works  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii; 

S.  3813.  An  act  to  authorize  the  presentation  of  a  special 
gold  medal  to  William  Sinnott; 

S.  3887.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Laura  Trice  Converse:  and 

S.  J.  Res.  272.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  postpone- 
ment of  payment  of  amounts  payable  to  the  United  States  by 
the  Republic  of  Finland  on  its  indebtedness  under  agreements 
between  that  Republic  and  the  United  States  dated  May  1, 
1923.  and  May  23,  1932. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Chandler 

Hatch 

Maloney 

Andrews 

Clark,  Idaho 

Hay den 

Miller 

A&bur&t 

Clark.  Mo. 

Herring 

Minton 

Austin 

Connally 

HUl 

Murray 

BaUey 

Danaher 

Holman 

Norrls 

Bankhead 

Davis 

Holt 

Nye 

Barkley 

Donabey 

Hughes 

O'Mahoney 

Bilbo 

DowBCT 

Johnson,  Oolo. 

Overton 

Bone 

Bloutar 

Kln« 

Bridget 

George 

La  Follett« 

Plttman 

Brown 

Oerry 

Lee 

Radcllffe 

Bulow 

OlUette 

Lodge 

Reed 

Burke 

Green 

Lucas 

Reynolds 

Byrd 

Guffey 

Lundeen 

Russell 

Bymea 

Ourney 

McCarran 

SchwartE 

Hale 

McKellar 

Bchwellenbacb 

Carawaj 

BarrlBon 

McNary 

Eheppard 
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8t*wart 
Thomas.  Okla. 
Tbomaa.  Utah 
Townsend 


Truman 
Tydlngs 
Vandenberg 
Van  Nuys 


Wagner 

Walsh 

Wiley 


I 


Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Chaviz],  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass!, 
the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  MeadI.  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neklt],  and  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  WHmiR]  are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  ToBrr]  is  absent  on  official  business.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson  1  and  the  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Whit«]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  BARBOtrHl  is  absent  on 
official  duties. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-three  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quonmi  is  present. 

SAM  ALEXANDER VETO  MESSAGE    <S.  DOC.  NO.  213) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  approval,  S.  505,  an  enrolled 
enactment  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  summon  Sam  Alexander  before  an  Army 
retiring  board,  and  for  other  purposes." 

This  bill  would  authorize  me  to  siunmon  Sam  Alexander, 
formerly  a  field  clerk.  Quartermaster  Corps,  United  States 
Army,  and  major.  Signal  Corps.  United  States  Army,  before 
a  retiring  board  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  his  case  and  in- 
quiring whether  at  the  time  of  his  separation  from  the  service 
he  was  Incapacitated  for  active  service  and  whether  such 
Incapacity  was  a  result  of  an  incident  of  service,  and  if ,  as  a 
result  of  such  hearing  and  inquiry,  it  is  foimd  that  he  was  so 
Incapacitated  that  I  be  authorized  to  appoint  him  a  warrant 
officer.  Regular  Army,  and  place  him  immediately  thereafter 
upon  the  retired  list  of  the  Army  with  the  same  privileges  and 
retired  pay  as  are  now  or  may  hereafter  be  provided  by  law 
or  regulation  for  warrant  officers  of  the  Regular  Army. 

The  official  records  of  the  War  Department  show  that  Mr. 
Alexander  served  as  an  enlisted  man  in  the  Regular  Army 
from  June  12.  1900.  to  Jime  7.  1901.  as  a  field  clerk.  Quarter- 
master Corps.  United  States  Army,  from  August  29.  1916.  to 
February  10.  1918.  and  as  an  emergency  officer  during  the 
World  War  from  February  11.  1918.  to  February  9.  1920,  on 
which  last-named  date  he  was  discharged,  for  his  own  con- 
venience, from  his  commission  as  an  emergency  officer.  He 
also  served  as  a  civilian  clerk.  Adjutant  General's  Department 
and  Quartermaster  Corps,  from  1898  to  1900.  and  from  1901 
to  1916. 

At  no  time  during  his  military  service  was  Mr.  Alexander 
entitled  under  the  law  to  be  placed  on  any  retired  list  of  the 
Regular  Army  for  any  reason  whatsoever. 

I  withheld  my  approval  of  a  similar  bill.  S.  2594.  Seventy- 
.-'.  fifth  Congress,  first  session,  and  see  no  reason  for  changing 
'*'"  my  view  with  respect  to  the  present  mea^^e.  As  I  stated  at 
that  time,  irrespective  of  any  determinatidi  which  might  now 
be  made  of  the  extent  of  any  disability  which  existed  at  the 
time  of  Mr.  Alexander's  separation  from  the  service.  February 
9.  1920.  I  cannot  give  my  approval  to  special  legislation  de- 
signed to  confer  upon  an  individual  retirement  rights  not 
'^s'  accorded  under  the  general  laws  in  efifect  at  the  time  the 
individual  is  separated  from  service.  There  are  no  facts  or 
circumstances  in  Mr.  Alexander's  case  which  render  it  vmique 
and  which  would  justify  a  departure  from  the  general  law. 
The  retirement  system  of  the  military  services  is  maintained 
primarily  as  a  means  of  vitalizing  the  active  list,  and  its  use 
as  a  means  for  conferring  a  private  benefit  or  gratuity  upon 
an  individual  not  entitled  to  such  under  the  general  laws  is 
contrary  to  sound  policy. 

FKANKLXir  D.  ROOSEVXLX. 

Thx  WHrm  Housk.  June  17, 1940.  ' 


WALTER  BALLHAITS — VETO  MESSAGE    (S.  DOC.  NO.  214) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

To  the  Seriate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  S.  897.  "An  act 
to  correct  the  military  record  of  Walter  Ballhaus." 

The  enactment  provides  that  the  said  Walter  Ballhaus.  who 
was  in  fact  an  enemy  alien  owing  allegiance  to  Germany 
during  the  World  War,  shall  hereafter  be  held  and  considered 
to  have  been  honorably  discharged  from  the  military  service 
of  the  United  States  on  the  28th  day  of  March  1918. 

It  appears  from  the  records  in  this  case  that  the  beneficiary 
entered  Federal  service  with  the  Wyoming  National  Guard 
July  25,  1917.  and  left  the  United  States  for  overseas  service 
December  12.  1917.  He  was  returned  to  this  country  on 
March  2,  1918,  upon  the  recommendations  of  Intelligence  offi- 
cers in  their  reports  on  undesirable  aliens,  and  was  discharged 
from  the  military  service  April  1.  1918.  While  in  confinement 
at  Fort  Jay,  N.  Y..  following  his  return  to  the  United  States, 
he  sijrncd  the  following  statement;  "I.  the  undersigned,  bom 
in  Germany,  do  not  wish  to  serve  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States.    I  am  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States." 

I  fail  to  see  any  justification  for  the  proposal  to  single  out 
and  place  the  iacneficiary  named  in  a  status  different  from 
that  of  the  other  enemy  aliens  summarily  discharged  from 
the  Army  during  the  World  War.  such  discharges  having  been 
considered  necessary  in  the  interest  of  a  successful  prosecu- 
tion of  the  war. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  June  17.  1940. 

DAVID  J.   SAWYER — VETO  MESSAGE    (S.  DOC.  NO.  215) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read.  and.  witli  the  accompanying  bill,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  S.  2295.  "An  act 
authorizing  the  President  to  reappoint  and  honorably  dis- 
charge David  J.  Sawyer,  second  lieutenant.  National  Army, 
as  of  May  11.  1919." 

This  bill  authorizes  me  to  reappoint  David  J.  Sawyer  as  a 
second  lieutenant  of  Infantry,  National  Army,  as  of  May 
11,  1919,  the  date  on  which  his  dismissal  by  sentence  of  court 
martial  took  effect,  and  to  grant  him  an  honorable  dis- 
charge to  become  effective  as  of  that  date. 

Guilt  of  the  specific  offenses  on  account  of  which  this  man 
was  found  unfit  to  be  an  officer  In  the  Army  and  dismissed, 
is  neither  denied  nor  disproved. 

In  view  of  the  showing  of  the  record,  I  do  not  feel  justified 
in  giving  my  approval  to  the  act. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  June  17.  1940. 

SUPPLEMENT  TO  RECLAMATION  REPORT  ON  KINGS  RIVER  PROJECT, 

CALIFORNIA 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  transmitting  copy  of  a  letter 
to  him  from  the  President  of  the  United  States  concerning 
the  reports  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  on  the  Kings  River  project,  California,  which,  with 
the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table: 

CONCUH«ENT  RESOLtrnON 

Whereas  under  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  the  growing  of  stigarcane  and 
the  marketing  of  sugar  produced  therefrom  la  so  restricted  that 
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discrimination  restilts  against  Lofulsiana  In  favor  of  foreign  grow- 
ers and  markets;  and 

Whereas  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  believes  that 
the  continental  tJnlted  States  should  be  preferred  In  the  distribu- 
tion and  allocation  of  the  United  States  sugar  marlcet  over  foreign 
countries:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Legislature  of  Louisiana  (a  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers  of  both  houses  concurring  t?ierein).  That  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  be  petitioned  to  vote  against  any  extension  of  the 
Bugmr  Act  of  1937;  be  it  further 

Mteaolved,  That  certified  copies  of  this  concxirrent  resolution  be 
forwarded  immediately  to  both  Houses  of  the  Congress  and  to  the 
Benators  and  Representatives  from  Louisiana. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  peti- 
tion of  sundry  citizens  of  Chicago.  EU  and  vicinity,  praying 
for  the  rendering  of  immediate  material  aid  to  the  Allied  Na- 
tions, which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  embodying  a  res- 
olution adopted  at  a  meeting  of  members  of  the  faculty, 
graduates,  and  undergraduates  of  Yale  University.  New 
Haven.  Conn.,  favoring  the  adoption  of  a  system  of  universal 
compulsory  military  training  In  the  United  States,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by 
district  No.  15,  Uons*  Convention,  In  the  State  of  Wyoming, 
endorsing  the  national-defense  program  and  favoring  the 
adoption  of  measures  to  explore  the  mineral  resources  of 
Wyoming  in  the  Interest  of  the  national  defense,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mines  and  Mining. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  Lions  Clubs 
of  San  Leandro.  Calif.,  Bridgeport,  Ohio,  and  Providence.  R.  I., 
and  conventions  of  the  lions  Clubs  in  Missouri  and  Wyoming, 
endorsing  the  national-defense  program  and  favoring  the  im- 
mediate enactment  of  legislation  to  stop  subversive  activities 
In  the  United  States,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  one  hun- 
dred and  tenth  general  assembly  of  tlie  Cumberland  Presby- 
terian Church.  In  session  at  Cookeville.  Tenn..  requesting  that 
the  President  Issue  a  proclamation  caJUng  for  a  season  of 
special  prayer  In  the  existing  crisis;  that  the  national- 
defense  program  be  speeded;  that  "fifth  column"  activities 
in  this  country  be  looked  into  promptly;  and  that  the  Presi- 
dent be  empowered  to  take  necessary  action  for  preservation 
of  the  principles  upon  which  the  Republic  was  founded,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WALSH  presented  a  telegram  from  the  alumni  of  Am- 
herst CoUege,  Amherst,  Mass.,  signed  by  Eugene  S.  Wilson,  Jr., 
secretary,  favoring  the  rendering  of  material  aid  to  the  AlUed 
nations,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Board  of  Selectmen 
of  Walpole,  Mass.,  favoring  the  rendering  of  aid  to  the  Allies; 
control  of  exports  in  the  Interest  of  the  Allies:  strengthening 
the  national  defense;  and  also  that  Congress  remain  in  ses- 
sion during  the  existing  international  crisis,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  annual  con- 
vention of  District  Lodge.  No.  2.  Scandinavian  Fraternity  of 
America.  In  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  favoring  the  adoption 
of  an  adequate  national-defense  program,  and  also  that 
assisUnce  be  rendered  to  relieve  the  suffering  in  Scandi- 
navian countries,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations, 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Boston, 
Mass.,  praying  that  material  aid  be  rendered  the  Allied  na- 
tions, and  also  that  provision  be  made  for  adequate  national 
defense,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Massachusetts,  praying  that  all  material  assistance  short 
of  war  be  rendered  the  Allied  nations,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  telegram  In  the  nature  of  a  petition 
from  the  alumni  of  Amherst  CoUege,  Amherst,  Mass.,  signed 
by  Eugene  S.  Wilson.  Jr.,  secretary,  praying  for  the  adoption 
of  a  system  of  universal  compulsory  military  training  in  the 


United  States,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He  also  presented  the  petitions  of  South  End  Post,  No.  105. 
and  Navy  Post.  No.  297,  American  Legion,  both  of  Boston, 
Mass..  pra3ring  that  Congress  remain  in  session  during  the 
existing  emergency,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  Building  Trades  Employers'  Association  of  Springfield, 
Mass..  favoring  an  adequate  national-defense  program  and 
the  abolition  of  subversive  activities,  which  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 

KESOLUnON     OF     WALTHALL      COtJNTY       (MISS.)      POST.     WO.      16, 

AMXBICAN  LKGION 

Mr.  BILBO  presented  a  resolution  of  Walthall  County  Post, 
No.  16.  American  Legion.  Tylertown,  Miss.,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Walthall  Countt  Ambucam  Legion,  Post  No.  66. 

Tylertovm.  Misa..  June  4.  1940. 
Senator  Theodore  Q.  Bilbo. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Bnno:  At  a  meeting  of  the  WalthaU  County  Post 
of  the  American  Legion,  the  foUowing  resolutions  were  presented 
and  unanimously  adopted: 

"Resolved,  first.  That  It  Is  the  consensus  of  opinion  of  the  mem- 
bership of  this  post  that  the  public  safety  wUl  be  best  served  by 
a  speedy  approval  by  the  Congress  of  the  proposal  that  the  Presi- 
dent be  given  authority  to  call  out  the  National  Guard  for  training 
at  his  discretion. 

"Second.  That  this  post  feels  that  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  in  the  war  now  being  waged  in  E^irope  Justifies  the  use  of 
every  means  short  of  war  to  assist  the  Allies,  and  urges  that  the 
Congress  give  quick  approval  to  the  proposal  to  supply  the  Allies 
with  vital  war  supplies  and  aU  airplanes  available  without  mate- 
rially crippling  our  own  fighting  forces. 

"Third.  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions  be  sent  to  Senators 
Harrison  and  Bilbo  and  to  Representative  McGehee  by  air  mall, 
urging  their  speedy  and  wholehearted  cooperation  in  accomplishing 
these  ends  and  in  enacting  other  propoaala  having  for  their  object 
the  full  and  complete  military  preparedness  of  the  United  States 
for  any  emergency  that  may  develop." 

Since  the  National  Guard  is  a  p«rt  of  our  first  line  of  defense, 
we  feel  that  they  do  need  more  training  than  they  are  at  present 
receiving.  We.  who  have  had  a  taste  of  war  ourselves,  feel  that  we 
are  in  position  to  know  the  value  of  training,  and  we  also  know 
that  the  National  Guard  Is  not  sufficiently  trained  to  meet  a 
suddenly  developed  emergency. 

As  one  of  our  representatives  In  the  Congress,  we  respectfully 
ask  your  concurrence  in  these  resolutions  and  that  you  lend  your 
assistance  to  their  support. 
Sincerely  yours. 

C.  O.  AironwoN. 
Post  Commander. 

D.  A.  Richmond. 

Adjutant. 

MATERIAL  AID  TO  THE  ALLIED  NATIONS — PETITION 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  present  a  letter  addressed  to 
me  by  A.  J.  Taylor,  of  Santa  Fe.  N.  Mex..  together  with  a 
petition  numerously  signed  by  citizens  of  Santa  Fe  and 
vicinity.  I  ask  that  the  letter  and  the  body  of  the  petition, 
without  the  signatures  atttiched,  be  printed  in  the  Record 
and  appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  and  the  petition  (with- 
out the  signatures  attached)  were  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 

as  follows: 

The  Old  Mexicxs  Shop, 
SarUa  Fe,  N.  Hex..  June  14.  1940. 
The  Honorable  Cakl  A.  Hatch. 

Senate  of  the  United  States,  Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Hatch:  The  people  of  Santa  Pe  and  vicinity  send 
you  the  enclosed.  It  Is  the  first  chapter  of  a  great  petition  urging 
material  aid  for  the  Allies,  and  it  contains  1.004  names.  More 
names  will  follow  soon. 

Please  consider  this  In  the  same  earnest  manner  In  which  it  has 
been  sent  to  yovL  We  wish  that  you  could  have  seen  the  enthusiasm 
and  the  determination  of  people  here.  The  mass  meeting  In  Santa 
Pe  Wednesday  night  was  first  conceived  on  Monday.  No  one  came 
here  to  organize  nor  to  maneuver  us  throtigh  mob  psychology  into 
applauding  another  "cause."  We  approve  the  Committee  to  De- 
fend America  by  Aiding  the  Allies,  and  we  have  reprinted  Its  won- 
derful appeal  in  our  local  papers,  but  this  petition  to  you  U  our  own 
win  and  our  own  doing. 

We  are  told  that  the  Government  is  already  doing  things  which 
we  seek.  If  this  be  true,  then  we  ask  you  to  consider  our  appeal 
both  as  a  stamp  of  approval  for  what  has  been  done  and  as  an  urg« 
to  do  even  more. 
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The  radio  last  night  told  us  that  the  Government  Is  doing  all 
within  Us  power  to  furnish  supplies  to  the  Allies.  If  this  be  true, 
then  we  are  both  pleased  and  ashamed.  Pleased  that  we  have  done 
something  and  ashamed  that  'aU  within  our  power"  should  be  so 
pitifully  inadequate.  Ashamed  that  this  great  Nation  neither  haa 
now  nor  can  It  quickly  produce  the  teeth  and  ciaws  under  whose 
protection  It  must  henceforth  live. 

On  behalf  of  the  signers  of  this  petition,  I  am, 

RespectfuUy  yours.  x.  J.  Tatloe. 

Santa  P«,  N.  Mix.,  June  12.  1940. 
The  Honorable  Carl  A.  Hatch, 

The  Senate  of  the  United  States.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Hatch:  We,  the  following  citizens  assembled  In 
mass  meeting  here  tonight,  believing  that  we  bespeak  the  wishes 
of  the  vast  majority  of  your  constituents,  do  hereby  petition  you 
as  our  representative  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  devote 
your  efforts  and  your  talents  to  the  act  of  having  Immediately 
released  to  the  allied  democratic  nations  airplanes,  tanks,  guns,  and 
all  other  supplies  aiid  mvmltlons  of  war  In  such  quantities  as  will 
be  effective  for  modem  warfare.  We  urge  you  to  defend  America 
by  aiding  the  Allies,  and  we  request  you  to  send  American  horse- 
power today  rather  than  American  manpower  tomorrow. 

REPORTS  OF   COMMnTEES 

Mr.  CMAHONEY,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4133)  amending  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  with  respect  to  the  basis  of  property  and  excluding 
certain  corporations  from  the  provisions  of  chapter  XI.  re- 
ported it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1857 >   thereon. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4063)  declaring  a  forfeiture 
of  certain  land  heretofore  granted  by  the  United  States  to 
the  board  of  commissioners  of  the  Orleans  levee  district,  in 
the  city  of  New  Orleans,  State  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and 
street  purposes,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1858)  thereon. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3952)  to  provide 
relief  for  and  to  promote  the  interest  of  the  landowners  on 
the  Uintah  Indian  irrigation  project,  Utah,  and  for  other 
purposes,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1859)  thereon. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9453)  to  provide  a 
license  to  the  Atlantic  Refining  Co..  and  for  other  purposes, 
reported  it  v^ithout  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1860)   thereon. 

Mr.  LUCAS,  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry- to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  7696)  to  amend 
the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act,  to  provide  for  the 
grading  of  soybeans,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  with 
amendments  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1861)  thereon. 

Mr.  HAYDEN,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9575)  to 
amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act.  approved  July  11.  1916,  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported 
it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1862) 
thereon. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma,  from  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture £Uid  Forestry,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  2930) 
to  provide  for  reimbursement  to  the  holders  of  cotton -pool 
participation  trust  certificates,  and  for  other  purposes,  re- 
ported it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1864)   thereon. 

EXPEDITION  or  SHIPBinLDrNG  AND  DEFENSE  MEASURES — REPORT  OT 
COMMITTEE  ON  NAVAL  AFFAIRS    (KEPT.  NO.    1863) 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs  I  report  back  favorably,  with  amendments,  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9822)  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for  other 
purposes.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  file  a  written  report 
from  the  committee  tomorrow.  I  also  ask  permission  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  memorandum  relative  to  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  bill  will 
be  placed  on  the  calendar,  and  leave  is  granted  to  file  a  writ- 
ten report  tomorrow.  Without  objection,  the  memorandum 
presented  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  will  be  printed 
in  the  Recxjro. 


The  memorandum  is  as  follows: 


MZMORANDTTIK  BT  UtL  WALSH  ON  THE  BIl-L  TO  EXPEDrfE  8hirpulU)TN0 
AND  OTHEH  NATIONAL-DEFENSE  MEAStJUES  EEPORTED  FAVORABLT,  WTTH 
AMtNDMENTS,    BT    THE    SENATE    NAVAL    AFFADtS   COMMITTEE 

1.  It  permits  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  (Coast  Guard),  with  the  approval  of  the  President  during 
any  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  to  exist,  to  ad- 
vance frc«n  available  appropriated  funds,  payments  to  shipbuild- 
ing contractors  In  amounts  not  exceeding  30  percent  of  the  con- 
tract price,  upon  adequate  security  tor  these  advances  given  by 
the  contractor. 

2.  It  permits  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  negotiate  contracts  for  the  acquisition  or  construction 
of  naval  vessels  or  aircraft,  or  machine  tools,  without  competitive 
bidding.  The  purpose  of  this  is  to  save  time  of  advertising  for  bids 
and  to  place  contracts  where  they  can  be  most  expeditiously  com- 
pleted. 

3.  It  makes  the  Walsh-Healey  Public  Contracts  Act  applicable 
to  purchases  of  materials  and  supplies  on  these  negotiated  con- 
tracts just  as  though  they  had  been  contracted  for  on  the  t>asla 
of  competitive  bidding. 

4.  It  amends  the  Walsh-Healey  Public  Contracts  Act  by  trans- 
ferring from  the  Secretary  of  Labor  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  power  to  change,  modify,  or  suspend  the  provisions 
thereof.  This  is  to  have  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  comply  with  aU 
other  labor  laws  which  vest  the  power  of  suspension,  as  needs  o* 
national  defense  require,  in  the  President. 

5.  It  requires  the  turning  into  the  Public  Treasury  profits  on 
contracts  and  subcontracts  from  the  construction  of  naval  vessel* 
in  excess  of  7  percent  of  the  total  contract  price  on  shipbuilding 
and  7  percent  on  aircraft  for  both  Army  and  Navy.  This  is  a  re- 
duction from  10  percent  and  12  percent,  respectively,  provided  for 
in  the  act  of  1934. 

An  additional  method  of  computing  excess  profits  has  been  added 
to  the  bill  m  view  of  the  fact  that  contracts  may  be  negotiated. 
It  provides  that  any  profit  in  excess  of  7  53  percent  of  the  cost 
of  performing  the  contract  Is  to  be  considered  as  excess  profiU 
and  must  be  turned  Into  the  Public  Treasury. 

6.  It  changes  the  present  law.  which  provides  that  contracts 
under  $10,000  are  not  subject  to  the  llmitatlon-of-profit«  require- 
ment, by  making  contracts  of  »25.000  and  less  exempt  from  the 
7-percent  limltatlon-of-proflts  requirement.  The  reason  for  this 
is  that  so  much  accounting  is  required  that  many  concerns  will 
not  take  the  small  contracts  if  they  have  to  go  through  the 
process  of  accounting  for  the  profits  thereon. 

7.  A  new  accounting  procedure  is  set  up  whereby  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  determines,  before  the  contract  Is  awarded,  the  amount 
that  will  be  allowed  for  the  cost  of  new  equipment  furnished  by 
the  Government  to  be  exempt  from  Uxes  and  the  Internal  Revenue 
Department  issues  a  certificate  based  upon  the  agreement  reached. 

8.  It  provides  that  employees  working  in  excess  of  40  hours  per 
week  shall  be  paid  overtime  at  the  rate  of  one  and  one-half  times 
their  regular  hourly  wage.  This  applies  to  all  employees  who 
are  on  regxilar  annual  salary  as  well  as  those  on  a  per  diem  basis. 

9.  It  provides  a  limitation  of  overtime  employment.  In  an  effort 
to  help  increase  employment,  by  requiring  that  overtime  shall  bo 
worked  only  by  those  employees  performing  work  that  cannot  be 
performed  by  other  employees. 

10.  It  provides  that  retired  clvU-servlce  employees  may  be  reem- 
ployed by  varlcu-s  departments  of  the  Government.  This  provision 
Is  for  the  purpose  of  brlrging  back  into  the  service  retired  em- 
ployees who  are  In  good  physical  condition  and  who  have  been 
trained  along  special  lines. 

11.  It  provides  that  any  civilian  employee  In  the  War.  Navy,  or 
Coast  Guard  may  be  summarily  dismissed  If,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Secretary  concerned,  it  is  necessary  for  national  security,  and  also 
provides  that  such  employees  may  be  reinstated,  after  hearing. 
If  subsequent  investigation  warrants. 

12.  It  provides  that  employees  who  are  now  entitled  to  leave, 
Instead  of  taking  leave  may  be  employed  and  paid  their  regular 
rate  of  pay.  This  means  that  such  employees  will  receive  double 
pay  If  they  give  up  their  leave  jjerlod. 

13.  It  provides  that  certain  vessels  authorized  In  1937  which  had 
a  limit  of  cost  on  them,  having  now  been  foxind  impossible  of  com- 
pletion within  the  cost  previously  authorized,  may  have  this  limit 
of  cost  removed. 

Other  statutory  limitations  with  respect  to  the  cost  of  other 
Individual  naval  construction  projects  are  also  waived. 

It  also  empowers  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  employ  additional 
personnel  in  the  Na\7  Department  and  elsewhere  and  to  use  funds 
appropriated  with  or  without  competitive  bidding  to  operate  and 
maintain  plants  authorized  by  the  act,  either  by  Government 
personnel  or  through  the  agency  of  qualified  commercial  manu- 
factiu-ers. 

It  provides  for  the  Inclusion  of  Government-owned  facilities  \p. 
privately  owned  plants  and  the  expansion  of  such  plants  and 
authorizes  the  disposal  of  such  plants,  buildings,  and  facilities 
when  deemed  advisable. 

14.  It  provides  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized 
to  modify  existing  contracts  by  increasing  the  agreed  price  thereof, 
in  order  to  expedite  national  defense. 

15.  It  permits  the  President  to  make  uniform  any  discrepancies 
between   the  labor  provisions  of  this  bill  affecting  civilian  em- 
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ployees  In  the  Navy  with  civilian  employees  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment. 

16.  It  prorklcs  that  no  aliens  shall  be  empjJoyed  by  a  contractor 
who  has  been  awarded  secret,  confldenllal,  or  restricted  Govern- 
ment contracts  unless  he  first  obtains  pennlsaion  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Department  concerned. 

It  also  provides  for  a  fine  or  Im prison ment  for  any  person  or 
firm  who  wlUfxiliy  violated  the  provisions  regarding  employment 
of  aliens. 

17.  The  powers  granted  In  this  act  win  terminate  June  30,  1942, 
tmlesB  the  emergency  proclamation  Issued  by  the  President  on 
September  B.  1930,  U  terminated  earlier. 

EXECUTIVB    REPORTS    OF    COMMITTED 

As  In  executive  session, 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
poitinasters. 

Mr.  HUGHES,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  re- 
ported favorably  the  nomination  of  Webster  J.  Oliver,  of 
New  York,  to  be  judge  of  the  United  States  Customs  Court 
to  fill  an  existing  vacajicy. 

Mr.  KING,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  reported 
favorably  the  nomination  of  Otto  F.  Heine,  of  Hawaii,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  district  of  HawaiL 

Mr.  VAN  NUYS,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  re- 
ported favorably  the  nomination  of  John  C.  Lehr,  of  Michi- 
gan, to  be  attorney  for  the  eastern  district  of  Michigan. 

XlfROLLES    JOan    RXSOLUTION    PRESENTED 

ICrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
Imported  that  on  June  15,  1940,  that  committee  presented  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  the  enroUed  joint  resohi- 
tkm  (S.  J.  Res.  272)  to  authorize  the  postponement  of  pay- 
ment of  amounts  payable  to  the  United  States  by  the  Re- 
public of  Finland  on  Its  indebtedness  imder  agreements  be- 
tween that  Republic  and  the  United  States  dated  May  1. 
1923.  and  May  23,  1932. 

BILLS  AND   JOnn   RESOLUTION   IKTRODTJCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

(Mr.  Walsh  introduced  Senate  bill  4143,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  and  appears  under 
a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  KING: 

S.  4144.  A  bill  to  reserve  certain  lands  on  the  public  domain 
in  Utah  for  addition  to  the  Kanosh  Indian  Reservation,  Utah; 
to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

8. 4145.  A  bill  to  establish  in  the  War  Department  a  Diesel 
Engine  Aircraft  Division;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

S.  4146.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Federal  cooperation  with  the 
States  in  the  development  of  aircraft  landing  areas  adequate 
to  provide  for  the  national  defense,  the  Postal  Service,  and 
civil  aeronautics:  to  the  Cwnmittee  on  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  TRUMAN: 

S.  4147.  A  Wll  granting  a  pension  to  Dixie  Louise  Shane 
(with  an  accompanying  paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  PITTMAN: 

S.  J.  Res.  279.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  section  4  of  Public 
Resolution  No.  54,  approved  November  4,  1939.  entitled  "Joint 
rescdution  to  preserve  the  neutrality  and  the  peace  oi  the 
United  States  and  to  secure  the  safety  of  its  citizens  and  their 
interests";  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

00BCPO6ITTON  OP  THE  NAVY 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  consent  to  introduce  a 
bill,  which  I  request  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs.  This  bill  is  similar  to  one  Introduced  in  the  House 
by  Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia,  chairman  of  the  House  Naval 
Affairs  Committee.  In  view  of  its  importance,  I  ask  that  It 
may  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  <S.  4143)  to  establish 
the  compoaiUon  of  the  United  States  Navy,  to  authoritt  the 


consti-uction.  of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  read  twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  U  enacted,  etc.  That  the  authorised  comp<i»lUon  of  the 
United  States  Navy  In  under-age  vesseU  as  estabUahed  by  the 
acts  of  May  17.  1938  (52  Stat.  401),  and  June  15.  1940.  Public  Law 
No.  629.  Seventy-suth  Congreas,  to  hereby  further  Increased  by 
aOO.600  tons,  as  follows: 

(a)  Aircraft  carriers,  78,600  tona. 

(b)  CTruisers.  198.000  tons. 
<c)   Destroyers.  80.100  tons. 

(d)  Submarines,  42,000  tons:  ProrfcUd.  That  emKlb  at  the  fore- 
going increases  in  tonnages  for  aircraft  carriers,  cruleers.  destroy- 
ers, and  submarines  may  he  varied  upward  or  downward  in  the 
amount  of  20  percent  at  the  total  inereased  tonnage  authcriaed 
berela  so  long  as  the  sum  ol  the  toUU  Increases  in  tonnages  of 
these  classes  as  authorized  herein  is  not  exceeded. 

8k.  a.  The  President  of  the  United  States  is  hereby  authorlaed  to 
construct  such  vessels.  Including  replacemenu  authorlMd  by  the 
act  ol  March  27.  1934  (48  Stat.  603) .  as  may  be  necessary  to  provide 
the  total  under-age  composition  authorized  In  section  1  of  this  act. 

Sec.  3.  There  is  hereby  authorlaed  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any 
money  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  effectuate  the  purposes 
of  this  act,  Including  not  to  exceed  »80  000.000  for  essential  equip- 
ment and  facihtles  at  either  private  or  naval  establishments  lor 
buUcUng  or  equipiping  any  ship  herein  or  heretofore  authorized. 

SBC.  4.  The  allocation  and  contracts  for  construction  of  the  ves- 
sels herein  authorized  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  provided  by  the  act  of  March  27,  1934  (48  Stat.  503),  as 
amended. 

TAXATUnV  POa  NATIOHAI,  DEFENSE AMEVDMSNT 

Mr.  BONB  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10039)  to  provide  for  the 
expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and 
Issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table  and  to  be  printed. 

SENATOR  PFTTMAN'S  REPLY  TO  ADDRESS  BY  COLONEL  LINDEESCH 

[Mr.  PiTTMAN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  thte  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  June  16, 
1940,  in  reply  to  an  address  of  the  previous  evening  delivered 
by  Col.  Charles  A.  Lindbergh,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.  1 

OUR  DRIFT  TOWARD  WAR ADDRESS  BT  COL.  CHARLES  A.  LINDBERGH 

[Mr.  LumiEEif  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  radio  address  deUrered  by  Col.  Charles  A. 
Lindbergh  on  June  15,  1940.  on  the  subject  Our  Drift  Toward 
War,  which  aw>ears  In  the  Appendix.  1 

ADDRESS   BY   SENATOR   JOHNSON   OP   COLORADO   ON   FOREIGN   SITUA- 
TKW   ANB   POSSIBILITY   OF    FORMATION    OF   THIRD    PARTY 

[Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him 
on  June  15,  entitled  "A  Third  Party  May  Be  the  Answer." 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.  1 

address  by  PRESTON  DELANO  AT  HOT  SPRINGS,  VA. 

[Mr.  Brown  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Preston  Delano,  Comp- 
troller of  the  Currency,  before  the  District  of  Columbia 
Bankers'  Association,  at  Hot  Springs,  Va.,  on  June  7,  1940, 
which  appears  in  the  Apptendix.] 

let's    KEEP   OUT ARTICLE    BY    CAPT.    EDDIE    RICKEKBACKER 

[Mr.  Vandenberg  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  article  by  Capt.  Eddie  Rickenbacker,  pub- 
lished in  the  American  Legion  Magazine  of  June  1940.  entitled 
"Let's  Keep  Out,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.! 

address    by    senator    HARRISON    ON    PROVIDING    MONEY    FOR    THE 

NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Barklxy  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  i^lnted  in 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  Senator  Harrison  on 
the  subject  Providing  Money  for  the  National  Defense,  on 
Sunday,  June  16,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.  1 

TUBUTK  TO  SENATOR   TRUMAJT   BY   SENAT(»   SCHWCLLXNBACH 

tlilr.  Barkley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  iM^nted  to 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Senator  Schwellenbach 
at  a  reception  In  honor  of  Senator  Truman,  at  Sedalia.  Mo., 
on  June  15.  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 
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ON   SO-CALLED    DEMPSEY 


STATEMENT   BY   HENRY   H.   COLLINS.    JR 

BILL 

[Mr.  MxTRRAY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  made  before  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Immigration  on  House  bill  4860,  by  Henry  H.  Collins.  Jr., 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

LET   us  STOP   THIS  INSANE   BUSINESS EDITORIAL   FROM   ST.   LOUIS 

POST -DISPATCH 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  St.  Louis  Post- 
Dispatch  of  June  16.  1940.  enUtled  "Let  Us  Stop  This  Insane 
Business."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

OtJR  COURSE  IS  CLEAR — EDITORIAL  FROM  THE  CHICACO  DAILY  NEWS 

I  Mr.  OuFFEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  RECORD  an  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Dally  News  of 
June  11.  1940.  under  the  heading  "Our  course  is  clear." 
which  appears  to  the  Appendix.] 

EDITORIAL    FROM   BALTIMORE   SUN   ON   THE  TAX   BILL 

[Mr.  TowNSEND  asked  and  ob^fiined  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  editorial  on  the  pending  tax  bill,  published 
in  the  Baltimore  Sun  of  June  16.  1940.  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

revenue   BILL  or    1940 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
on  Saturday  It  had,  by  imanlmous  consent,  made  the  tax 
bill  the  pending  business  of  the  Senate.  The  Chair  lays  the 
bill  before  the  Senate. 

Tlie  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  10039)  to 
provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  raising 
revenue  and  Issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying 
for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  with  amendments. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  formal  reading  of  the  bill  be  dispensed  with,  and 
that  it  be  read  for  amendment,  the  amendments  of  the 
committee  to  be  first  considered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  occupy  only  a 
few  minutes  of  the  time  of  the  Senate. 

This  bill,  as  amended  by  the  Finance  Committee,  will 
yield  annually  $1,007,000,000.  This  is  $3,000,000  more  than 
the  House  bill. 

The  scheme  of  the  bill  is  a  very  simple  one.  The  Presi- 
dent has  requested,  for  the  fiscal  year  1941,  defense  funds 
totaling  $3,250,000,000.  This  money  is  to  be  provided 
through  the  issuance  of  $4,000,000,000  in  defense  obligations, 
which  are  to  be  issued  for  a  period  of  not  more  than  5 
years.  To  retire  these  obligations,  the  bill  imposes  tax 
Increases. 

Of  the  additional  revenue  of  $1,007,000,000  to  be  raised 
under  the  bill,  $685,000,000  will  be  placed  in  a  special  fund 
which  is  to  be  available  only  for  the  retirement  of  the  de- 
fense obligations.  This  revenue  is  from  the  temporary 
defense  taxes  which  are  imposed  for  a  5-year  period  only. 
The  remaining  revenue  from  the  bill — namely.  $322,000,000 — 
Is  derived  by  broadening  the  base  through  the  lowering  of 
exemptions,  the  increase  in  surtaxes  in  the  middle  brackets, 
and  the  increase  in  the  corjwration  income-tax  rate.  It 
was  difflcult  to  segregate  the  revenue  from  these  Increases 
from  the  ordinary  revenue  derived  from  such  sources,  and 
it  was.  therefore,  deemed  advisable  to  require  the  additional 
revenue  to  remain  in  the  general  fund,  where  it  will  be 
available  to  make  up  any  deficiency  In  the  special  fund 
necessary  to  retire  these  obligations.  By  this  method  we 
shall  be  able  to  liquidate  this  indebtedness  within  a  short 
time. 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  debt  limit  has  been  extended 
$4,000,000,000  over  the  $45,000,000,000  limit.  This  extension 
is  limited  to  the  issue  of  these  defense  obligations,  and  the 
additional  authorization  will  terminate  as  soon  as  all  of 
these  obligations  have  been  retired. 

I  'Shall  discuss  first  the  permanent  changes  made  In  the 
internal-revenue  laws,  and  then  the  temix)T&ry  changes. 


The  permanent  changes  deal  with  the  Income  tax.  The 
bill  reduces  the  $2,500  personal  exemption  allowed  to  mar- 
ried persons  and  heads  of  families  to  $2,000,  and  in  the 
ca$e  of  single  persons  from  $1,000  to  $800.  This  amounts 
to  a  20-percent  decrease  in  the  personal  exemption,  both 
for  married  persons  and  for  single  persons.  The  $400  credit 
for  dependents  allowed  under  existing  law  is  continued 
under  the  bill.  The  lowering  of  the  base  will  add  to  the 
rol|s  some  2.290.000  new  taxpayers.  The  additional  revenue 
to  be  derived  from  this  change  will  be  In  excess  of  $75,000,000 
annually,  of  which  $14,000,000  will  be  derived  from  new 
taxpayers,  and  the  balance  will  be  secured  from  taxpayers 
who  are  now  taxable  under  the  law. 

The  most  important  change  In  our  permanent  law  is  the 
Increase  in  the  surtax  rates  in  the  middle  brackets.  These 
Increases  begin  with  a  1 -percent  increase  on  surtax  net  in- 
comes in  excess  of  $6,000,  and  reach  the  greatest  rate  In- 
crease of  13  percent  in  the  brackets  from  $44,000  to  $58,000. 
While  the  surtax  rates  on  net  incomes  above  $100,000  are  not 
increased,  the  surtaxes  of  the  taxpayers  in  these  higher  brack- 
ets are  increased,  due  to  the  lowering  of  the  exemptions  and 
the  increase  of  surtax  rates  in  the  middle  brackets.  Thus, 
imder  the  bill,  a  married  man  with  a  net  income  of  $500,000 
will  have  a  permanent  Increase  of  $7,120  in  his  surtax.  This 
change  is  estimated  to  yield  an  additional  $177,000,000  an- 
nually, which,  if  combined  with  the  lowering  of  the  exemp- 
tions, will  yield  a  total  annual  revenue  of  $252,000,000. 

Another  important  change  is  to  require  a  single  individual 
to  file  a  return  if  his  gross  Income  is  $800  or  more,  and  to 
require  a  married  per.son  to  file  a  return  If  either  the  aggre- 
gate or  separate  incomes  of  husband  and  wife  amount  to 
$2,000  or  more.  Under  the  existing  law,  a  return  is  not 
required  if  their  gross  income  Is  less  than  $5,000  unless  the 
net  Income  in  the  case  of  a  married  person  is  $2,600  or  more, 
or,  in  the  case  of  a  single  person,  $1,000  or  more.  This  will 
result  in  adding  8.000,000  additional  returns.  At  the  present 
time  there  are  7,500,000  returns  filed.  With  these  8,000.000 
returns  added,  there  will  be  a  total  of  15,000,000  returns  filed 
annually  In  the  future.  Undoubtedly,  some  additional  rev- 
enue will  be  derived  from  this  source,  but  since  it  was  im- 
possible to  estimate  it  with  any  degree  of  accuracy,  the  yield 
under  the  bill  does  not  include  any  additional  revenue  from 
this  source.  The  Finance  Committee  made  only  one  slight 
change  in  this  provision  of  the  House  bill. 

Under  the  House  bill,  a  trust  was  required  to  file  a  return 
if  its  gross  income  was  $100  or  more.  This  was  believed  to 
put  an  unnecessary  burden  upon  the  fiduciary,  especially 
since  an  individual  is  not  required  to  file  a  return  unless  his 
gross  income  is  $800  or  more.  Accordingly  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee adopted  an  amendment  requiring  a  return  from  a 
trust  only  where  its  gross  income  for  the  taxable  year  was 
$800  or  over,  or  its  net  income  $100  or  over. 

The  last  jjermanent  change  relates  to  corporations.  Under 
the  bill  the  rate  of  tax  on  corporations  is  increased  by  1 
percent. 

For  those  corporations  whose  net  Income  is  not  in  excess 
of  $5,000.  the  12 '2-percent  rate  imder  existing  law  is  changed 
to  13*2  percent.  For  those  with  net  incomes  between  $5,000 
and  $20,000,  the  rate  is  changed  from  14  percent  to  15  per- 
cent, and  for  those  with  incomes  between  $20,000  and  $25,000 
the  rate  is  changed  from  16  percent  to  17  percent.  For  cor- 
porations with  net  incomes  in  excess  of  $25,000  the  rate  is 
changed  from  18  percent  to  19  percent.  This  corporation 
increase  will  result  in  additional  annual  revenue  of 
$70,000,000, 

The  total  additional  revenue  from  these  permanent  In- 
creases will  be  $322,000,000. 

The  temporary  5-year  increases  for  the  defense  taxes, 
which  are  placed  in  the  special  fund,  amoimt  to  $685,000,000. 
These  increases  are  briefly  as  follows: 
Income  taxes  payable  under  the  permanent  increases  under 
the  bill  are  Increased  by  10  percent.  Thus,  If  for  the  calen- 
dar year  1940,  my  tax  is  $100,  I  will  pay  a  defense  tax  of  $10. 
or  a  total  tax  of  $110.  The  additional  revenue  from  this 
defense  tax  on  incomes  will  be  $135,000,000  from  corporations 
and  $123,000,000  for  individuals,  or  a  total  of  $258,000,000. 
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This  10-percent  Increase  Is  also  applied  to  estate  and  gift 
taxes.  Under  this  provision  the  defense  tax  will  yield  twenty- 
nine  million  from  estate  taxes  and  three  million  from  gift 
taxes  or  a  total  of  thirty-two  millioo. 

The  defense  tax  Is  also  applied  to  capital  stock  and  excess- 
profits  taxes.  The  capital-stock  tax  rate  of  $1  per  $1,000  of 
adjusted  declared  value  is  increased  to  $1.10  per  $1,000  of 
adjusted  declared  value.  The  excess-profits  tax  payable 
under  existing  law  is  increased  by  10  percent.  The  addi- 
tional revenue  from  the  capital -stock  tax  and  the  excess- 
profits  tax  will  yield  twelve  million  additional. 

Most  of  the  other  Federal  excise  taxes  are  increased  10 
percent,  effective  July  1,  1940.  However,  taxes  on  liquor, 
beer,  and  gasoline  have  been  singled  out  for  special  treatment. 
The  tax  on  distilled  spirits  has  been  Increased  from  $2.25  a 
gallon  to  $3  a  gallon,  or  an  Increase  of  33\^  percent.  The 
tax  on  brandy  has  been  Increased  from  $2  a  gallon  to  $2.75 
a  gallon,  or  an  increase  of  37  V2  percent. 

I  may  say  in  that  connection  that  recently  the  House  passed 
imanlmously  a  bill  relative  to  readjusting  the  taxes  on  wines 
and  brandy.  It  has  been  reported  out  unanimously  by  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  and  we  have  included  In  the  pending 
bill  the  Increased  rates,  the  additional  taxes  from  which  will 
yield  about  $500,000  annually.  In  a  few  moments  I  shall 
ask  that  the  pending  business  be  temporarily  laid  aside  so 
that  we  can  consider  the  bill  to  which  I  Just  referred.  I  am 
sure  that  very  little  discussion  will  be  required. 

The  House  did  not  Impose  any  Increased  tax  on  rectified 
spirits.  The  Plnance  Committee  Increaied  this  rate  from  30 
cenU  a  gallon  to  40  cenU  a  gallon.  In  Imposing  floor-stock 
Uxes  on  liquor  equal  to  the  difference  In  the  rate  under  exist- 
ing law  and  the  increased  rate,  the  House  allowed  an  exemp- 
tion of  100  wine-gallons  to  retail  dealers.  The  Committee 
on  Finance  removed  this  exemption  so  as  not  to  give  the  retail 
trade  an  opportimlty  to  stock  up  with  tax-paid  liquor  prior  to 
the  time  the  Increased  rates  became  effective. 

The  bill  also  increased  the  tax  on  beer  from  $5  a  barrel  to 
$6  a  barrel.  This  is  a  20-percent  increase.  The  total  addl- 
Uonal  Income  to  be  derived  from  these  sources  is  as  follows: 

Distilled    gplrlts. •?$•  2^' ^ 

B^j. 46.000.000 

Wines  and  other  liquors 7,000.000 

TX)tal 129.  000. 000 

No  objection  was  raised  in  the  Committee  on  Finance  to 
the  imposition  of  these  specially  increased  taxes.  The  com- 
mittee cooperated  to  the  fullest  extent  with  respect  to  these 
increases. 

The  House  bill  contained  increases  on  tobacco,  except 
chewing  tobacco,  of  16%  percent.  The  Finance  Conunittee 
eliminated  these  Increases,  as  it  was  beUeved  that  tobacco 
is  already  heavily  taxed,  the  war  rates  of  1918  in  most  in- 
stances being  still  in  effect.  The  loss  in  revenue  due  to  not 
increasing  these  rates  is  $79,000,000.  which  is  more  than 
offset  from  additional  revenues  secured  from  other  sources. 

The  Finance  Committee  also  continued  the  exemption 
under  existing  law  for  books  containing  cigarette  papers  of 
25  or  le^s.  It  was  believed  that  the  elimination  of  this 
exemption  would  considerably  curtail  the  consumption  of 
snu)king  tobacco. 

The  tax  on  gasoline  Is  increased  from  1  cent  a  gallon  to 
1^  cents  a  gallon,  or  an  increase  of  50  percent.  This  will 
yield  $112,000,000  in  additional  revenue. 

The  Finance  Committee  changed  the  tax  on  admissions 
from  that  under  the  House  bill.  Under  the  existing  law. 
admissions  of  40  cents  or  less  are  exempt.  Those  above  40 
cents  are  taxed  at  the  rate  of  1  cent  for  each  10  cents  or 
fraction  thereof.  Under  the  House  bill,  admissions  of  30 
cents  or  less  were  exempt.  The  House  bill  was  estimated 
to  raise  $25,000,000  over  the  return  from  existing  law.  The 
Finance  Committee  changed  the  tax  on  admissions  as  fol- 
lows: 

Admlatlons  up  to  and  Including  9  cents,  no  tax. 

Admlaclona  of  more  than  9  cenu  and  less  than  20  cents.  1  cent. 

Admissions  of  20  cents  or  more,  1  cent  on  eadi  10  cents  <» 
fraction  thereof. 


It  Is  estimated  that  this  change  will  yield  an  Increase  In 
revenue  which  will  more  than  offset  any  loss  from  the 
tobacco  taxes. 

The  estimated  additional  revenue  from  this  source,  over 
the  House  provision  relating  to  admission  taxes,  is  78.2  mil- 
lion dollars.  As  the  House  ijrovision  was  estimated  to  raise 
$25,000,000  from  admissions,  the  total  additional  revenue 
over  that  under  existing  law  to  be  derived  from  this  change 
in  the  admissions  tax  is  $103,000,000. 

The  temporary  excise  taxes  which  would  expire  In  1941 
have  been  extended  so  that  they  will  not  expire  until  1945. 

The  rates  of  certain  excise  taxes  are  not  increased  at  all 
by  the  bill.  Among  these  are  the  regulatory  taxes— for  ex- 
ample, those  on  oleomargarine,  bituminous  coal,  narcotics, 
white  phosphorous  naatches,  and  certain  types  of  firearms. 
These  taxes  are  imposed,  not  for  the  purpose  of  raising  rev- 
enue, but  to  regtilate  certain  activities. 

Likewise,  those  internal -revenue  taxes  have  been  excluded 
which  are.  In  effect.  Import  duties  imposed  for  protection 
rather  than  for  revenue — ^for  example,  the  import  excises  on 
fish,  animal,  and  vegetable  oils,  petroleiun  products,  coal, 
lumber,  and  copper,  and  the  processing  tax  on  coconut  oil. 
Similarly,  the  bill  does  not  affect  the  sugar  tax.  since  the 
rates  of  this  tax  are  adjusted  to  an  integrated  program  of 
agricultural  benefits  and  quotas. 

The  bill  also  makes  no  change  in  the  taxes  levied  under 
the  social-security  program,  since  these  taxes  are  Imposed 
for  a  special  purpote. 

The  Finance  Committee  also  changed  the  title  of  "super 
Uxes"  in  the  House  bill  to  "defense  taxes."  u  It  was  believed 
thU  designation  was  more  appropriate. 

The  Finance  Committee  also  adopted  an  amendment 
offered  by  Senator  Byrd  directing  the  President  to  reduce 
appropriations  for  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  1941.  except  appropriations  for  national 
defense,  fixed  charges,  and  tru^t  funds. 

The  Finance  Committee  also  adopted  an  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  TowjrsxNBl  termi- 
nating the  power  and  authority  of  the  President  and 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  acquire  foreign  silver,  and  re- 
pealing the  internal-revenue  tax  on  transfers  of  any  interest 
in  silver  bullion. 

So  far  as  the  chairman  of  the  committee  is  concerned,  I 
regret  very  much  that  the  amendment  was  adopted,  because 
a  bill,  identical  with  the  amendment,  had  already  passed  the 
Senate,  and  many  of  us  did  not  think  the  amendment  had 
any  place  in  this  particular  bill:  but  a  majority  of  the 
committee  voted  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  made  a  brief  statement  explaining 
the  provisions  of  the  bill,  and  as  the  debate  proceeds  I  shall 
be  glad  to  answer  any  questions  which  may  be  propoimded. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  think  the  Senator  might  state  that  at  least 
four  or  five  or  six  of  the  members  of  the  committee  voted 
against  the  so-called  Townsend  amendment,  and  a  minority 
report  will  be  filed  In  due  season,  I  hope  during  the  day. 
Indicating  opposition  to  that  ptuticular  amendment. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  yield? 
Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  There  is  one  figure  I  wish  to  get 
clear  in  my  mind.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  as  it  was 
presented  to  the  committee  originally,  as  it  came  from  the 
House.  $729,000,000  of  revenue  would  be  raised  In  the  next 
fiscal  year.  What  would  the  figure  be  on  the  basis  of  the 
way  the  Senate  committee  has  written  the  bill? 

Mr.  HARRISON.   Seven  hundred  and  twenty-seven  million 
dollars  for  the  fiscal  year  1941.    For  a  full  year  of  operation, 
the  Senate  bill  will  produce  one  billion  seven  million,  which 
Is  three  million  more  than  the  House  bill  would  produce. 
Mr.  CONNALLY  rose. 

Mr.  HARRISON.   I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texaa. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.   I  wish  to  speak  in  my  own  time. 
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Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  Senate  now 
consider  and  pass  House  bill  9117,  relative  to  taxes  on  wines 
and  brandy,  the  increased  rates  of  which  are  carried  in  the 
pending  bill.  There  Is  no  controversy  about  It  at  all.  I  hope 
It  can  be  acted  upon  Immediately.  I  ishould  like  to  see  the 
bill  now  pending,  temporarily  laid  aside,  and  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  consider  the  so-called  Buck  bill,  which  was  unani- 
mously reported  from  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no  objection  to  that 
form  of  action.  I  wanted  to  ask  the  able  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi, before  he  concluded  his  remarks,  why  he  eliminated 
the  tax  on  tobacco  and  cigarettes.  I  am  willing  to  let  the 
answer  to  that  question  wait  until  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  George  1  has  had  an  opportunity  to  make  whatever  re- 
marks he  desires  in  reference  to  the  bill  in  which  he  Is 
interested. 

TAX    ON    BRANDT    AND    WINE    SPDIITS 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  unfinished  business  be  temporarily  laid  aside,  and 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9117)  to  eliminate  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  used  in 
the  fortification  of  wine:  to  Increase  the  tax  on  wine;  to  com- 
pensate for  the  loss  of  revenue  occasioned  by  the  elimination 
of  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  used  in  the  fortification 
of  wine;  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  may  have  no  objecUon. 
but  I  should  Uke  to  have  a  brief  descripUon  of  the  bill  and  its 

purposes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  give  it.  and  will  take  only 
a  moment  to  do  so.  Let  me  say  that  there  is  a  reason  for 
considering  the  brandy  and  wine  spirits  bill  now,  because  the 
new  basic  rates  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  are  carried  in  the 
main  tax  bill  which  has  just  been  presented  to  the  Senate. 
Therefore  this  bill  should  be  passed  first,  in  order  that  cer- 
Uin  provisions  in  the  pending  tax  measure  may  be  properly 
applied  to  the  new  basic  rates. 

The  bill  merely  provides  in  the  last  analysis  for  the  elimina- 
tion of  the  10-cents-per-wine-gallon  tax  on  brandy  and  wine 
spirits  used  for  the  purpose  of  fortifying  sweet  Nvines.  There 
is  a  tax  now  of  10  cents  per  wine  gallon  upon  brandy  and 
wine  spirits  when  used  for  the  purpose  of  fortification  of  wine. 
That,  broadly  speaking,  is  a  tax  of  3' 2  cents  upon  a  gallon  of 
wine,  because  1  wine  gallon  of  brandy  or  wine  spirits  wUl 
forUfy  3  gallons  of  wine.  That  3Vi  cents  tax  is  raised  by  the 
bill  to  5  cents.  The  10-cent  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  is 
not  lost,  but  the  tax  is  simply  transferred  to  the  wine  in  its 
fortified  form.  ,_^^ 

Under  the  exisUng  law  the  tax  of  10  cents  on  wine  spirits 
and  brandy,  when  used  for  the  purpose  of  fortifying  the  sweet 
wine  is  due  and  collectible  within  18  months  after  it  is  so 
used.  That  has  resulted  in  some  loss  to  the  wine  growers 
and  also  In  the  postponement  of  the  paj-ment  of  the  tax  to  the 
Government,  and  Ukewise  in  some  litigation,  because  some  of 
the  wine  producers  have  gone  out  of  business,  and  suits  have 
had  to  be  insUtuted  upon  the  bond  of  the  wine  producers. 

The  bill  simply  transfers  the  tax  from  brandy  and  wine 
spirits  when  used  for  the  purpose  of  fortifying  the  wine,  to 
the  wine  itself,  and  makes  it  possible  for  the  Government  to 
collect  the  same  amount  of  tax— in  fact  a  slight  increase  in 
tax— when  the  wine  is  withdrawn  from  the  bonded  winery 
or  storehouse  for  the  purpose  of  sale. 

The  bill  is  recommended  by  the  Treasury.  It  is  also  said 
to  be  desired  by  the  wine  producers  themselves,  because  many 
Inconvenient  circumstances  have  arisen  under  the  existing 
law  Principally  the  producers  of  wine  have  been  induced  to 
delay  the  payment  of  this  tax  on  brandy  or  wine  spirits  untU 
the  end  of  18  months,  and  they  have  dumped  large  quantiUes 
of  wine— sometimes  improperly  aged— on  the  market  to  the 
disruption  of  the  wine  market. 

The  bill  simply  amends  the  three  sections  of  the  existing  in- 
ternal revenue  code,  and  adds  a  new  section  for  the  purpose  of 
making  effective  the  present  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits, 
and  on  the  wine  itself,  the  tax  on  wine  being  increased  from 
3Vi  cents  to  5  cents  per  gallon  on  all  wines  containing  14  and 


not  more  than  21  percent  of  absolute  alcohol,  and  5  cents  ad- 
ditional on  all  wine  containing  21  percent  and  not  more  than 
24  percent. 

The  5  cents  basic  tax  on  all  wines  containing  less  than  14 
percent  of  absolute  alcohol  is  not  changed.  Of  course,  the 
tax  on  wine  containing  24  percent  of  absolute  alcohol  is  not 
changed,  because  that  wine  is  taxed  now  as  distilled  liquor  or 
as  whisky.    That  is  a  different  tax  altogether. 

There  are  no  amendments  to  the  bill.  It  is  recommended 
imanimously  by  the  Finance  Committee  as  It  came  from  the 

House. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
whether  there  is  any  decrease  in  the  tax? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  There  is  no  decrease.  There  is  a  slight 
increase.  The  increase  is  estimated  by  the  Treaisury  to 
amount  to  four-hundred-and-eighty-odd-thousand  dollars — 
near  one -half  million  dollars — a  year. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Was  this  bill  reported  unanimously  by 
the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    It  was  reported  unanimously  some  days 

ago. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

.  There  being  no  objection,  the  bUl  (H.  R.  9117)  to  eliminate 
the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  used  in  the  fortification 
of  wine;  to  increase  the  tax  on  wine;  to  comj>ensate  for  the 
loss  of  revenue  occasioned  by  the  elimination  of  the  tax  on 
brandy  and  wine  spirits  used  in  the  fortification  of  wine;  and 
for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

MATNTENANCE  OF  MONROE  DOCTRINE 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no  disposition  to 
delay  the  consideration  of  the  pending  tax  bill;  in  fact,  I  am 
very  much  in  favor  of  the  early  passage  of  the  measure.  I 
think  for  that  matter  we  ought  to  pass  a  bill  carrying  much 
heavier  rates  of  taxes  and  covering  many  more  subjects  than 
the  pending  bill  covers. 

I  wish  to  advert  for  a  few  minutes  to  the  situation  which 
made  the  tax  bill  necessary,  and  to  suggest  that  the  Senate 
should  take  up  at  this  moment— I  think  it  will  require  only  an 
hour  of  time — the  consideration  of  a  joint  resolution  reported 
fiom  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  last  week.  All  of  us 
have  been  advised,  through  the  radio  and  by  other  means  of 
information,  as  to  what  is  transpiring  in  Prance  at  this  very 
moment.  The  French  Republic,  on  accoimt  of  the  great  mili- 
tary pressure  upon  it.  will  probably  carry  on  the  struggle  in  Eu- 
rope no  longer.  We  have  annoimced  to  the  world — first  in  1823 
through  Mr.  Monroe — the  fundamentals  of  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine. That  doctrine  now  is  of  more  importance  to  us  than  it 
has  ever  been  in  the  past.  It  may  not  be  directly  threatened 
at  the  moment,  but  the  possibilities  of  its  l)eing  threatened 
must  be  apparent  to  every  Senator,  and  to  every  Member  of 
the  other  House,  and  to  everyone  in  the  executive  depart- 
ments. The  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  last  week 
favorably  reported  a  resolution,  which  I  ask  to  have  read  at 
the  desk. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  resolution  will  be  read. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  joint  resolution  (8.  J.  Res.  271) 
as  follows: 

Whereas  many  unexpected  developments  are  dally  arising  from 
the  present  grave  Intematlonal  situation;  and 

Whereas  such  developments  are  affecting  states  which  have  po»- 
aesslons  in  the  Western  Hemisphere:  and 

Whereas  an  endeavor  to  transfer  such  possessions  or  any  of  Ihem 
from  their  present  owners  to  any  other  non-American  state  would 
endanger  the  peace  and  security  not  only  of  thu  cotmtry  but  of  tbe 
other  American  republics;  and 

Whereas  the  American  republics  agreed  at  the  Inter- American 
Conference  for  the  Maintenance  of  Peace,  held  In  Buenos  Aires  In 
1936.  and  at  the  Eighth  International  Conference  of  American  States, 
held  In  Lima  In  1938.  to  consult  with  one  another  In  the  event  that 
the  peace,  security,  or  territorial  Integrity  of  any  American  republic 
should  be  threatened;  and 

Whereas  the  meeting  of  the  Foreign  Ministers  of  the  American  Re- 
publics, at  Panama.  October  3.  1939.  resolved:  •'That  In  case  any  geo- 
graphic region  of  America  subject  to  the  jurlsdlcUon  of  any  non- 
American  state  should  be  obliged  to  change  Its  sovereignty  and  there 
should  result  therefrom  a  danger  to  the  seciirlty  of  the  American 
Continent,  a  consultative  meeUng  such  as  the  one  now  being  beia 


wUl  be  convoked  with  the  urgency  that  the  case  naay  require": 
Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  etc..  { 1 )  That  the  United  SUtes  would  not  recognize  any 
tiantfer.  and  would  not  acquiesce  in  any  attempt  to  transfer,  any 
geographic  region  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non-Amer- 
ican power  to  another  non-Amerftan  power;  and 

(3)  That  If  such  transfer  or  attempt  to  transfer  should  appear 
likely,  the  United  States  shall.  In  addition  to  other  measures,  Inune- 
dlately  consult  with  the  other  American  republics  to  determine  upon 
the  steps  which  should  be  taken  to  safeguard  their  conunon 
Interests. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  'Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  In 
the  chair) .    Does  the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Does  the  Senator  expect  to  ask  for  con- 
sideration of  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Prior  to  obtaining  the  floor  I  had  a  con- 
ference with  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  PtttmanI,  and  I 
understand  it  is  his  desire,  as  chairman  of  the  committee,  to 
ask  for  its  Immediate  consideration. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Is  it  the  opinion  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  that  there  would  not  be  any  prolonged  discussion 
and  that  it  would  be  passed  speedily?  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
Joint  resolution,  and,  as  I  recall,  every  other  member  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  favors  it. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President,  there  was  a  meeting  of  the 
full  committee  at  the  time  the  joint  resolution  was  con- 
sidered, and  it  was  unanimously  reported.     I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  necessity  for  prolonged  debate  on  the  matter. 
Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  matter  has  just  been  called  to  my 
attention.  I  think  no  Senator  outside  the  membership  of 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  is  familiar  with  the  joint 
resolution.  I  do  not  like  this  practice,  and  I  have  objected 
many  times  to  taking  up  piecemeal  resolutions  and  bills  from 
the  calendar.  Let  it  go  to  the  calendar.  I  shall  object  to 
the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolution  at  this  time  until  I 
have  an  opportunity  to  examine  it. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  There  has  been  no  request  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  joint  resolution.  Let  me  suggest  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  that,  as  no  doubt  he  will  realize  when 
he  thinks  about  it,  some  measures  on  the  calendar  are  of 
greater  national  importance  than  others.  I  think  a  reading 
of  the  joint  resolution  will  indicate  very  plainly  its  impor- 
tance. Those  who  have  given  their  approval  to  the  announce- 
ment of  the  State  Department  consider  any  attempt  to 
transfer  possessions  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  a  violation 
of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  speaking  for  myself.  I 
have  no  desire  to  press  the  joint  resolution  upon  Senators 
who  are  unwilling  to  proceed  with  its  consideration  at  this 
time;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  matter  of  such  vital 
and  fundamental  importance  that  the  element  of  time  can- 
not properly  be  disregarded.  I  hope  Senators  who  have  not 
already  familiarized  themselves  with  the  joint  resolution  will 
do  so  at  an  early  hour.  Important  transactions  are  taking 
place  in  Europe  right  now — not  next  week,  not  next  month, 
but  right  now.  Any  hesitation  or  delay  on  the  part  of  thia 
Government  in  asserting  what  Is  in  the  joint  reaoluUon  will 
simply  involve  us  in  difBculties  in  time  to  come.  If  the  United 
States  means  what  we  have  been  saying.  If  the  administra- 
tion's attitude  is  to  be  confirmed  and  strengthened,  and  if  the 
pronouncements  of  Senators  on  this  floor  and  the  actions  of 
our  diplomatic  representatives  mean  anything,  they  mean, 
and  have  meant  for  more  than  a  himdred  years,  that  the 
United  States  will  not  tolerate  the  establishment  of  any 
European  system  In  the  Western  Hemisphere.  At  this  very 
moment  Prance  owns  French  Guiana,  Martinique,  and  other 
islands  in  the  Caribbean.  She  owns  two  islands  off  the  coast 
of  Canada,  and  other  possessions.  Tlie  Government  of  the 
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United  States,  viewing  its  own  safety  and  the  safety  of  the 
American  people,  cannot  tolerate  the  transfer  of  title  to  any 
of  these  possessions,  either  by  negotiation  or  by  the  sword. 

What  are  we  preparing  for?  We  are  preparing  to  protect 
our  own  security  and  our  own  defense,  and  the  pending  tsac 
bill  is  supposed  to  give  us  a  porUon  of  the  sinews.  Our  pro- 
tection and  defense  Include  the  safety  of  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere, including  Bermuda,  Canada,  Greenland,  and  other 
possessions  of  the  allied  governments  In  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. Do  we  mean  what  we  say,  or  have  we  been  merely 
orating  for  home  consiunption? 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  Senators  will  read  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion. There  is  nothing  In  it  which  deviates  from  our  tradi- 
tional policy.  Of  course,  we  need  not  say  it  unless  we  mean 
to  back  it  up  with  all  the  strength  of  our  arms  and  with  all 
the  wealth  of  our  resources.  Speaking  for  myself  and  my 
people,  we  are  willing  to  pledge  all  we  have  to  make  good  what 
is  proposed  in  the  joint  resolution.  We  might  as  well  let  the 
powers  of  the  world  know  It.  If  the  Department  of  State  has 
not  already  communicated  the  attitude  of  this  Government 
to  Germany,  England,  and  France,  I  hope  It  may,  within 
this  very  day,  commimicate  to  the  chancelrles  of  those  Gov- 
ernments the  declaration  that  irrespective  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution, the  executive  department  of  this  Government  will  not 
for  a  moment  tolerate  the  transfer  of  any  possessions  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere. 

Speaking  for  myself.  If  necessary  I  would  send  battle- 
ships into  the  territory  of  these  particular  possessions  right 
now,  not  to  make  war  upon  them,  but  to  see  that  war  Is  not 
made  upon  them  In  this  hemisphere. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  are  to  maintain  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
we  must  go  on  building  what  I  have  long  prayed  for  and 
spoken  for — the  greatest  navy  that  floats  upon  any  ocean. 
We  must  go  on  increasing  our  standing  army,  mechanizing 
it,  and  providing  it  with  all  the  modern  Instrumentalities 
of  warfare,  and  fill  the  clouds  with  our  airplanes,  not  for 
aggression,  but  for  defense,  not  for  conquest,  but  to  preserve 
the  integrity  of  our  own  country  first,  and  the  Integrity  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere. 

So,  Mr.  President.  I  believe  that  in  view  of  what  Is  hap- 
pening in  Europe  we  cannot  hesitate,  we  cannot  delay.  Any 
delay  or  hesitation  on  our  part  will  be  taken  as  an  Indica- 
tion of  weakness  and  fear.  If  we  are  afraid  to  maintain 
the  Monroe  Doctrine,  then  we  might  as  well  relax  some  of 
oiu"  efforts  for  preparedness  and  defense. 

The  joint  resolution  has  been  reported  unanimously.  I 
believe,  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  of  the  Sen- 
ate. It  has  the  approval  of  the  Department  of  State.  I 
do  not  want  to  press  matters  upon  any  Senator  if  he  has 
not  had  time  to  deliberate;  but  every  Senator  who  Is  familiar 
with  the  history  of  his  country  has  had  the  opportunity,  ever 
since  he  could  read  and  write,  to  deliberate  upon  whether 
or  not  he  believes  In  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  simply  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  joint  resolution  has  been  on  the  calendar  since 
the  5th  of  June.  It  is  a  very  simple  resolution,  and  it  ought 
not  to  take  long  for  any  Senator  to  understand  what  it  is 
and  make  up  his  mind  whether  or  not  he  is  for  It, 
Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  make  no  reflection  upon  any  Senator. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  understand. 

Mr.  CONNALliY,  I  accord  to  every  Senator  what  I  al- 
ways demand  for  myself;  but  It  seems  to  me  the  Senator  is 
correct.  It  is  a  simple  matter,  and  all  Senators  ought  to 
be  familiar  with  it. 

Mr.   BARKLEY.    It   Is    not   something   which   has   been 
rushed  In  from  the  committee. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    Not  at  all. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    It  has  been  on  the  calendar  for  nearly 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  McNARY.  The  implication  from  that  statement  is 
that  It  was  objected  to  at  the  last  call  of  the  Calendar. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    No;  it  was  not. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  take  this  opportimlty  to  express  my 
view  that  we  should  have  more  frequent  calls  of  the  calen- 
dar.   I  think  the  calendar  should  be  called  at  least  once  a 

It  is  my  understanding  that  one  of  the  members  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  objected  to  the  joint  resolution. 
I  am  now  trying  to  inquire  as  to  his  present  state  of  mind. 
It  Is  not  my  purpose  to  delay  any  legislation,  but  I  do  not  like 
the  practice  which  Is  sought  to  be  followed.  Secondly,  I  do 
not  want  anything  brought  up  with  respect  to  which  there 
has  been  no  opportunity  for  deliberation.  I  am  trying  to 
get  in  touch  with  the  Senatoi-  to  whom  I  refer,  and  later  in 
the  day  I  shall  advise  the  Senator  from  Texas  what  I  shall  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  for  a  suggestion? 

Mr.  CONNAULY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  my  remarks  are  not  directed  toward  him  or  his  objec- 
tion. He  is  certainly  within  his  rights  in  objecting.  The 
idea  I  sought  to  convey  was  that  I  hope  that  Senators  who 
have  not  taken  occasion  to  examine  the  Joint  resolution  since 
it  has  been  on  the  calendar  will  take  occasion  to  do  so  at 
once  so  that  they  may  be  familiar  with  it. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield, 

Mr.  KINO.  I  have  not  heard  of  any  American  who  believes 
In  our  form  of  government  and  in  its  protection  expressing 
any  doubt  as  to  the  wisdom  and  necessity  of  maintaining 
the  Monroe  Doctrine.  I  was  wondering  whether  or  not  there 
had  been  any  objection  to  any  declaration  that  our  Govern- 
ment believes  in  maintaining  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  have  heard  of  none. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am 
very  much  in  favor  of  the  Joint  resolution;  but  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  fact  that  a  few 
years  ago  one  of  our  distinguished  former  colleagues  took  the 
trouble  to  write  a  book  about  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  which  he 
called  an  obsolete  shibboleth.  I  refer  to  former  Senator 
Bingham,  of  Connecticut. 

Mr.  KING.  Let  me  say  that  I  do  not  agree  with  the  posi- 
tion taken  by  the  former  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  know  the  Senator  does  not 
agree  with  it:  but  the  Senator  said  that  so  far  as  he  knew 
there  was  no  American  who  did  not  agree  with  the  Monroe 
Doctrine. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  a  sufficient  answer  to 
that  is  that  he  is  a  former  Senator.    He  is  not  here. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  j^eld 
there? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  My  recollection  Is  that  later  the  former 
Senator  from  Connecticut.  Mr.  Bingham,  to  whom  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri  referred,  practically  repudiated  his  own 
book. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  That  was  the  best  thing  he  ever 
did. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  have  high  respect  for  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  and  do  not  want  to  press  any  matter  upon  him. 
but  if  a  Senator  who  is  opposed  to  this  resolution  is  not 
present.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Oregon  will  put  Into  opera- 
tion his  very  effective  and  rather  persuasive  methods  of  get- 
ting his  army  here  and  having  some  consultation  with  them 
as  to  this  matter,  because  I  think  it  is  very  important  that 
we  should  act.  and  act  promptly.  I  think  that  any  delay  in 
connection  with  this  resolution  when  events  are  so  rapidly 
transpiring  in  Europe,  will  be  construed  to  imply  lack  of 
courage  and  hesitation  and  weakness  upon  the  part  of  the 
United  States.  Frankly,  I  think  the  welfare  of  North 
America  and  the  United  States  is  more  important  than  that 
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of  one  Senator — an  absent  Senator,  at  that.  If  he  can  do 
more  than  everybody  else  in  the  Senate  and  the  Government, 
he  Is  an  exceedingly  powerful  man. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield.      • 

Mr.  McNARY.  What  I  am  about  to  say  Is  hearsay.  I  am 
advised  that  one  Senator,  a  member  of  the  committee,  does 
not  like  subdivision  i2)  of  the  resolution.  I  am  trying  now 
to  get  in  touch  with  him  and  ascertain  if  he  will  insist  on 
his  objection.  If  he  does  not,  after  a  roll  call  and  a  further 
statement  of  the  subject.  I  am  willing  that  the  matter  pro- 
ceed.   I  think  that  is  a  fair  statement. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thank  the  Senator,  and  I  think  his 
statement  is  exactly  right.  If  I  were,  which  I  never  exp3ct 
to  be.  a  leader  on  either  side,  I  would  have  some  consideration 
for  the  wishes  of  my  privates  and  subordinates,  because  I 
might  not  be  leader  long  if  I  did  not  do  so.     I  Laughter.! 

Mr.  MALONEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  believe  I  am  completely  in  accord  with 
the  joint  resolution,  and  I  know  that  I  am  entirely  in  accord 
with  its  purposes.  I  should  like,  however,  to  ask  the  Senator 
a  question  which  relates  to  a  matter  which  I  presume  was 
discussed  in  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee.  I  refer  to  the* 
language  in  paragraph  (1): 

That  the  United  States  wovild  not  recognlae  any  transfer,  and 
would  not  acquiesce  In  any  attempt  to  transfer,  any  geographic 
region  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non-American  power  to 
another  non-American  power. 

I  am  wondering  if  there  is  a  jx)ssibility  that  we  might  en- 
counter serious  difSculties  a  little  later  if  a  non-American 
power,  friendly  to  us.  desired  to  transfer  some  of  its  Western 
Hemisphere  possessions  to  another  non-American  power 
friendly  to  us.  I  am  wondering  if  that  language  would  com- 
plicate such  a  situation  should  one  arise.  Did  the  committee 
consider  that  question? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  do  not  think  the  committee  consid- 
ered that  particular  situation,  but  we  were  very  much  con- 
cerned about  the  present  situation. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  If  Denmark,  for  example,  or  France,  for 
example,  should  now  desire  to  transfer  to  Great  Britain  some 
of  their  possessions,  would  this  language  raise  a  difficulty 
which  would  hamper  such  a  desire? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  rather  inclined  to  think  that  It 
possibly  would,  and  I  think  there  is  good  reason  why  it  should. 
The  Monroe  Doctrme  was  intended  to  prevent  the  Incroase 
or  building  up  of  the  European  system  in  this  hemisphere. 
If  one  European  power  shoiild  acquire  all  the  possessions  In 
the  Western  Hemisphere  of  all  the  other  countries  of  E^irope, 
it  would  strengthen  and  make  more  powerful  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere  that  particular  nation.  If  any  of  them  have  any 
real  estate  for  sale,  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  not  acquire  it 
and  take  it  over,  rather  than  increase  the  power  and  influ- 
ence of  another  European  nation  in  this  hemisphere. 

I  may  say  that  the  situation  which  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut envisions — and  I  congratulate  him  on  his  far  view — 
could  be  dealt  with  at  the  time  it  may  arise. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

B4r.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  Is 
there  anything  in  this  joint  resolution  that  is  not  In  prin- 
ciple covered  by  the  original  declaration  of  President  Mon- 
roe? We  simply  make  It  a  little  more  explicit  or  reafBrm  It 
and  give  It  a  more  or  less  particular  application;  but  every- 
thing In  the  resolution,  as  I  understand  the  resolution,  is 
covered  by  the  general  pronoimcement  of  what  is  known  as 
the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
that  I  thank  him  for  that  friendly  Interruption,  as  I  am 
alwasrs  happy  to  have  friendly  Interruptions. 

Mr.  MALONEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
,     Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Blr.  MALONEY.  I  think  what  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
says  is  entirely  true,  but  what  I  am  afraid  of  is  that  Con- 
gress might  soon  adjourn — ^I  hope  Congress  will  not  soon 
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adjourn:  I  hope  that  Congress  will  remain  here — but  If  Con- 
gress should  adjourn  after  passing  this  joint  resolution,  it 
seems  to  me  it  might  afford  to  some  who  are,  let  me  say,  not 
entirely  in  sympathy  with  the  policies  of  the  administration, 
to  raise  a  question  that  might  be  very  aggravating. 

While  I  am  in  accord  with  the  resolution  and  what  it  Is 
designed  to  accomplish,  I  think  unless  the  particular  matter 
to  which  I  have  referred  has  been  discussed  in  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  it  is  probably  deserving  of  a  little  fur- 
ther consideration  here.  I  am  not  going  to  delay  the  reso- 
lution at  all;  I  can  be  satisfied  with  it  as  it  is;  but  I  felt  in 
duty  bound  to  bring  the  thought  which  occurred  to  me  and 
which  I  have  expressed  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator  in 
charge  of  the  joint  resolution  and  the  Senate, 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  can  only  repeat  what  I  just  said,  that 
It  seems  to  me  the  increase  by  any  European  power  of  its 
holdings  In  this  hemisphere  is  violative,  at  least,  of  the  spirit 
of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  as  we  have  always  known  it,  because 
that  was  the  very  essence  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Spain  had  lost  her  colonies  in  Central  and  South  America. 
Napoleon  had  been  defeated  on  the  Continent;  there  was  a 
resurgence  of  monarchy  and  the  Holy  Alliance,  and  the 
leagued  monarchs  of  Europe  were  encouraging  Spain  in  an 
undertaking  to  reconquer  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  her 
former  possessions. 
Mr.  LODGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  will  yield  in  a  moment. 
In  the  undertaking  of  repudiating  that  ambition  and  estab- 
lishing the  Monroe  Doctrine,  fortunately,  the  United  States 
had  the  tacit  consent  and  rather   the  encouragement   of 
Mr.  Canning,  who  was  then  the  Foreign  Minister  of  Great 
Britain;  with  that  influence  we  were  able  to  establish  that 
doctrine,  and  it  went  unchallenged  for  a  long  period  of  years. 
I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 
Mr.  LODGE.    Is  it  not  true,  may  I  ask  the  able  Senator 
from  Texas,  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  the  joint  resolu- 
tion, if  enacted,  are  only  as  good  as  our  power  to  back  them 
up;  and  without  a  proper  Army  and  Navy  they  are  just  so 
much  waste  paper? 

Mr.   CONNALLY.     I  thank   the   Senator.     I   had   already 
made  some  suggestion  of  that  kind  before  the  Senator  came 
into  the  Chamber.    I  had  stated  that  unless  we  were  willing 
to  back  up  this  pronouncement  with  all  the  armed  forces  that 
might  be  required  and  with  all  the  resources  of  our  wealth, 
wc  had  better  not  make  it. 
Mr.  LODGE.    I  am  glad  the  Senator  says  that;  it  is  true. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  With  reference  to  the  point 
raised  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Maloney],  let 
me  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that,  in  addition 
to  the  portion  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  dealing  with  the  former 
colonies  of  Spain  and  Portugal,  to  wit.  the  South  and  Central 
American  republics,  there  was  another  portion  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  directed  particularly  to  Russia.  President  Monroe 
said,  in  a  communication  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  John 
Quincy  Adams,  to  Baron  Tuyll.  the  Russian  Minister  to  the 
United  States,  that  with  the  possessions  of  European  powers 
in  this  hemisphere  we  would  not  interfere  and  had  no  dis- 
position whatever  to  interfere,  but  that  the  United  States 
would  regard  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  any  European  power 
further  to  increase  their  possessions  in  this  hemisphere  as  an 
unfriendly  act. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Missouri.  If 
there  had  been  no  Monroe  Doctrine  and  there  had  been  no 
armed  power  of  the  United  States  to  enforce  it,  Maximilian's 
empire  in  Mexico  might  have  survived.  As  soon  as  the  Union 
was  relieved  of  some  slight  pressure  on  its  resources  by  rea- 
son of  the  War  between  the  States,  the  Federal  Government 
told  Emperor  Napoleon  3d  that  he  must  get  his  army  out  of 
Mexico,  because  its  presence  was  a  violation  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  and  Napoleon  3d  got  his  army  out  of  Mexico.  Then 
the  Mexicans  took  care  of  Maximilian. 

I  do  not  wish  to  delay  the  Senate  by  repetition  of  incidents 
affecting  the  Monroe  Doctrine  with  which  all  Senators  are 


familiar.  We  recall  the  botmdary  dispute  with  Venezuela,  I 
believe  it  was,  in  which  Great  Britain  made  some  show  of 
armed  strength,  and  Mr.  Cleveland  and  his  Secretary  of 
State,  Mr.  Olney 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Yes;  that  was  in  1895. 

Mr,  CONNALLY.  President  Cleveland  and  Secretary 
Olney  sent  Great  Britain  a  note  which  caused  Great  Britain 
to  relinquish  any  military  measures  against  Venezuela  arising 
because  of  the  boundary  dispute.  So  we  might  go  on  and 
mention  a  number  of  other,  similar  instances;  but  this  is  a 
doctrine  from  which  we  cannot  recede  without  the  surrender 
of  the  national  honor. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  able  Senator  will  remember  that  in 
1912  the  then  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  Henry  Cabot 
Lodge — the  grandfather  of  the  present  able  Senator  from 
that  State — introduced  a  resolution,  which  was  passed  by  a 
vote  of  about  70  to  4.  which  recited  that  the  United  States 
would  not  look  with  unconcern  upon  the  attempt  Japan  was 
then  making  to  colonize  Lower  California. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Magdalena  Bay. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  There  were  some  apprehensions  that 
Japan  might  acquire  a  naval  base  in  Magdalena  Bay.  This 
Government  did  not  hesitate  a  moment  to  assert  its  position. 

By  the  kindness  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  I  Mr.  Mil- 
ler 1,  I  now  have  before  me  a  copy  of  the  resolution  adopted 
by  the  Senate  in  1912: 

Resolved,  That  when  any  harbor  or  other  place  in  the  American 
continents  Is  so  situated  that  the  occupation  thereof  for  naval  or 
military  purposes  might  threaten  the  communications  or  the  safety 
of  the  United  States,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  could 
not  see  without  grave  concern  the  possession  of  such  harbor  or 
other  place  by  any  corporation  or  association  which  has  such  a 
relation  to  another  government,  not  American,  as  to  give  that 
government  practical  power  of  control  for  naval  or  military 
purposes. 

Mr.  President,  some  question  is  raised  about  section  2. 
Section  2  provides: 

That  if  such  transfer  or  attempt  to  transfer  should  appear  likely, 
the  United  States  shail,  In  addition  to  other  measures — 

"Other  measures"  is  a  very  broad  term.  It  does  not  mean 
that  we  have  to  wait.  It  means  that  we  may  adopt,  in  our 
own  sovereign  power,  such  other  measures  as  we  may  deem 
necessary  for  our  own  security,  or  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  Monroe  Doctrine;  but  we  shall,  in  addition  to  other 
measures — 

Immediately  consult  with  the  other  American  republics  to  deter- 
mine upon  the  steps  which  should  be  taken  to  safeguard  their 
common  Interests. 

Mr.  President,  some  provision  of  that  kind  is  absolutely 
necessary.  While  I  am  not  deluding  myself,  and  under- 
stand that  the  burden  of  the  defense  of  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere will  fall  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States;  while  I  realize  that  the  sacrifices  will  be 
largely  ours,  and  that  the  military  strength  will  be  that  of 
the  boys  and,  I  hope,  the  middle-aged  men  of  the  United 
States;  while  the  naval  power  in  large  measure  will  be  our 
own.  we  cannot  wholly  disregard  the  people  of  Central  and 
South  America.  Their  own  national  pride,  their  pride  of 
race,  require  that  we  consult  with  them  as  to  measures  look- 
ing to  the  common  defense  of  the  United  States  and  of  those 
republics. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  CONNALLY,    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  think  the  Senator  is  absolutely  correct 
in  the  position  he  has  taken  about  consulting  with  the  Latin 
American  coimtries  about  our  defenses.  I  now  call  atten- 
tion to  resolutions  on  the  subject  of  Island  air  and  naval 
bases  which  I  introduced  some  time  ago.  These  resolutions 
received  a  hostile  reception  on  the  Senate  floor.  I  submitted 
a  resolution  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  the  Netherlands 
possessions  mentioned  in  the  report  on  this  resolution.  I 
did  the  same  as  to  all  Danish  possessions.    If  we  had  acted 
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then,  we  dioxild  have  obviated  the  necessity  for  this  discus- 
sion today  80  far  as  the  Netherlands  and  Denmark  are  con- 
cerned. 

■SS0I.UT10N8  TO   AOQtrntK   lOUTISH    ANT)   TKDtCtt    fOSSMSSIOfrS 

Tonight  the  Washlngrton  Daily  News  contains  a  United 
Press  dispatch  which  I  insert  at  this  point  in  my  remarlts 
with  the  permission  of  the  Senate. 

UWIIIO)  STATia  CLOSCT  WATCHTS   mCAKBT  TKBtCn  tBLSB 

■nie  United  States  is  keeping  dose  watch  on  peace  development* 
In  Eimjpe  whldi  mJght  affect  French  poasessloni  in  thl»  heml- 
aphen.  Secretary  ot  State  Hiill  said  today. 

At  the  same  time,  Senator  Tom  Cownallt  (Democrat,  Texas) .  a 
member  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  demanded 
Immediate  dispatch  of  United  States  warships  to  all  French  and 
British  tstands  In  the  new  world. 

lifr.  HuU  declined  to  elaborate  on  atepa  which  mlgbt  be  taken 
to  enforce  the  Monroe  Doctrine  In  the  event  Germany  or  Italy 
sought  to  take  title  to  any  of  the  French  Islands.  The  doctrine 
(dedges  this  Oovemment  to  resist  any  change  In  the  sovereignty  of 
foreign  poaaeaslons  in  this  hfeml)q>here. 

The  article  states  t>^«^  Senator  Tom  Cokhallt,  Democrat, 
Texas,  now  demands  immediate  dispatch  of  United  States 
warships  to  all   French  and   British   islands   in   the  New 
World-    Why  not  demand  all  British  and  French  posses- 
sions in  the  New  World?    This  would  Include  British  Hon- 
duras and  British  and  French  Ouiana.    Some  time  ago  when 
we  had  jrfenty  of  time  I  dared  to  suggest  negotiations  for 
all  of  these  possessions,  and  m  the  event  negotiations  failed 
I  referred  to  Andrew  Jackson  and  the  French  war  debt  of 
more  than  a  hundred  years  ago.    That  red-blooded  Ameri- 
can stated  in  no  uncertain  terms  that  if  the  French  failed 
to  pay  he  would  seize  their  territories  in  the  New  World- 
For  that  I  was  castigated  and  ridiculed  in  the  press  and  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.    Now.  when  the  hovir  of  12  ap- 
proaches—quarter of   12,  If  you  please — a  dark  and  for- 
boding  hour  of  danger  and  death  both  lor  individual  and 
nation,  I  find   my   colleagues  in   panic   asserting   the  very 
action  I  then  demanded.    Well.  I  am  glad  to  see  Senators 
returning  to  the  great  road  of  good  American  common  sense. 
Senators  are  now  beginning  to  realize  that  our  first  great 
line  of  defense  is  not  Europe  but  right  here  \n  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  right  here  at  our  front  door,  the  island  posses- 
sions off  our  coasts  belonging  to  Danish  and  Dutch,  the 
British  and  French.    God  speed  the  day  when  no  flags  shall 
fly  in  American  skies  but  American  flags,  a  great  family 
of  American  nations.    So  I  am  glad  that  Senators  are  be- 
ginning to  see  the  light  for — 

While   the  lamp  holds  oiit  to  bum 

Hie  vilest  sinner  may  retiim. 

Not  only  these  Islands  but  Iceland  and  Greenland — and  I 
quote  here,  with  the  Senate's  permission,  three  articles  on 
Germany  and  Iceland  as  an  air  and  naval  base: 

(Prom  the  Washington  Daily  News  of  June  17,  19401 

HAZXS    nf    ICKLAND    NIZT? 

Stockholm,  June  17. — Germany  was  reported  today  to  be  con- 
templating air  and  sea  operations  against  British-occupied  Iceland 
to  obtain  a  new  base  for  an  offensive  against  the  British  Isles. 

(Prom  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  June  17,  1940) 

MASXS   TO   8BXZB   ICSLAND,    BDORT — SOUGHT   AS   BASB    TO   ATTACK    BSTTAIIf 

(By  Ralph  Forte) 

SrocKHOutf.  June  16. — ^Unconfirmed  reports  circulated  In  Stock- 
holm tonight  that  Germany  is  contemplating  immediate  sea  and 
air  operations  against  Iceland.  500  miles  off  the  northern  tip  of 
Scotland,  in  preparation  for  an  invasion  of  the  British  Isles. 

The  Germany  attack  on  Iceland,  which  was  occupied  by  British 
naval  forces  Inamediately  after  Adolf  Hitler's  invasion  of  Norway, 
would  be  launched  from  Germany's  new  Norwegian  bases. 

Hitler  and  his  general  staff  were  represented  in  Stockholm  as  be- 
lieving that  the  occupation  of  Iceland,  now  held  by  compiiratlvely 
small  British  forces.  Is  essential  If  and  when  the  long- threatened 
Nazi  attack  against  Great  Britain  Is  unleashed. 

A  considerable  number  of  fresh  German  troops  now  are  being 
transported  to  Norway. 

(Prom   the  Washington  Poet  of  June   17,   1040] 

MASS     MAT    USB    ICBLAIfS     AS     BASS     AOAINST     BBITISH 

BiocKROLii,  June  16. — ^Unconfirmed  reports  circulated  in  Stock- 
\u\\m  tonight  that  Germany  la  contemplating  Immediate  sea  and  air 


operattons  against  Iceland.  500  mile*  off  the  northern  Up  of  Scotland, 
in  preparation  for  an  invasion  of  the  Brttlsh  Isles. 

The  German  attack  on  Iceland,  which  was  occupied  by  British 
naval  forces  Immediately  after  Adolf  Hitlers  Invasion  of  Norway, 
would  t)e  laxuiched  from  Germany's  new  Norwegian  bases,  it  waa 
said  In  these  unconfirmed  reports. 

A  considerable  number  of  fresh  German  troops  now  arc  being 
transported  to  Norway,  landing  at  Oslo,  Krlstiansiind.  SUvanger. 
Haugesund.  Bergen,  and  Trondhelm,  It  was  reported. 

Meanwhile  dispatches  from  Finland  said  that  German  troops 
were  occupying  the  Plnmark  region  of  Norway  and  establishing 
military  headquarters  In  Klrkenes,  as  a  resxilt  of  the  Soviet  mUi- 
tary  occupation  at  Lithuania. 

Time  and  again  I  have  urged  action,  and  long  before  this 
war  on  these  far  northern  possessions  of  Denmark,  but 
certain  men  seem  afflcted  with  hindsight,  never  foresii^t; 
they  see  the  wagon  after  it  has  passed,  never  before;  and 
please  remember  that  where  there  is  no  vision  the  iieople 
perish. 

Mr.  CONNALiLY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have 
no  objection  to  his  resolution  about  the  acquisition  of  these 
territories  by  negotiation  or  peaceful  means.  My  only  objec- 
tion in  the  special  session  was  to  his  proposal  that  we  should 
seize  them  by  our  military  and  naval  forces  during  the  time 
their  owners  were  engaged  in  hostilities,  when  they  could  not 
protest.  I  did  disagree  to  that.  But  so  far  as  I  am  per- 
sonally concerned.  I  should  be  willing  right  now,  if  it  should 
seem  at  all  necessary,  to  have  the  United  States  occupy,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  conquest  but  in  our  own  defense,  any  of 
those  territories  which  might  be  threatened  with  conquest. 
Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
one  question? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Will  the  Senator  tell  me  whether  or  not 
there  is  any  disagreement  on  the  part  of  any  of  the  countries 
In  South  America  as  to  the  purport  and  scope  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine? 

Mr.  CONNAliiY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
that  oCBcially  there  is  not.  Of  course  now  and  then  there 
are  outbursts  by  individuals  in  Central  and  South  America 
who  beat  their  breasts  and  say  that  they  do  not  need  any 
Monroe  Doctrine;  that  they  can  defend  themselves;  and 
that  they  can  look  after  their  own  affairs;  but  officially  the 
republics  of  Central  and  South  America  participated  In  the 
conferences  mentioned  in  the  preamble,  and  in  the  conven- 
tions which  were  adopted  at  that  time  we  promised  and 
covenanted  that  we  would  have  these  consultations;  so  it  is 
necessary  for  the  Government  in  good  faith  to  carry  for- 
ward a  provision  of  this  kind.  I  call  on  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Pittm.\n]  to  state  whether  or  not  I  am  correct. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.  Yes,  Mr.  President.  I  will  add  only  one 
thing  to  the  Senator's  statement. 

The  reason  why  it  was  necessary  to  retain  the  preamble 
which  refers  to  those  two  conventions  is  that  the  conventions 
themselves,  while  providing  for  consultation,  expressly  pro- 
vide that  joint  action  shall  not  be  binding  on  any  govern- 
ment; that  each  government,  acting  in  its  own  sovereignty, 
may  decide  whether  or  not  it  wishes  to  adopt  a  certain  course 
of  action.  Nevertheless,  the  governments  do  agree  to  consult 
whenever  a  matter  is  called  to  their  attention,  and  it  must 
be  realized  that  in  the  defense  of  this  hemisphere,  if  it  is  to 
be  successfully  accomplished,  it  will  l>e  essential  for  the 
United  States  to  have  naval,  air,  and  other  military  bases  in 
various  parts  of  Central  and  South  America.  Those  bases, 
of  course,  can  be  obtained  only  by  the  consent  of  the  sover- 
eigns involved. 

We  know  that  a  very  fine  feeling  exists  with  regard  to 
cooperation  for  the  defense  of  this  hemisirtiere,  and  I  think 
the  enactment  of  this  joint  resolution  now  would  announce 
that  it  expresses  the  sentiment  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  It  is  already  the  sentiment  of  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations.  Not  only  is  it  our  sentiment  that  we  shall 
hold  that  these  transfers  are  contrary  to  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine, but  we  again  notify  the  South  American  and  Central 
American  republics  that  we  expect  to  (^msult  with  them  in 
the  matter. 
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Mr.  CONNALLY.  Answering  the  Senator  from  Dlinols, 
will  the  Senator  from  Nevada  indicate  whether  or  not  offi- 
cially there  is  any  dissent  by  any  Latin -American  repubUc 
to  the  Monroe  Doctrine? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  There  is  not  any  official  dissent  what- 
ever.   One  reason  for  the  former  feeling  was  this: 

A  number  of  years  ago.  m  carrying  out  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine, our  Government  insisted  on  going  into  a  country  and 
taking  possession  of  it  when  there  was  a  threat  that  some 
other  foreign  country  was  about  to  take  possession  of  it.  using 
the  Moru-oe  Doctrine  rather  as  a  protective  measure.  I  think 
the  first  pronouncement  by  Woodrow  Wilson  of  a  policy  of 
nonintervention  commenced  to  relieve  the  fears  of  the  South 
American  governments.  Then,  when  the  present  adminis- 
tration came  in.  the  poUcy  of  noninterference  in  the  domestic 
affairs  of  foreign  countries  and  nonintervention  in  foreign 
countries  became  an  established  policy  of  the  administration. 
It  Is  now  an  established  policy  of  the  administration. 

So  I  say  the  Senator  is  correct  in  stating  that  there  is  no 
official  opposition  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and  the  former 
sentiment  against  it  has  practically  died  out  imder  the 
changed  conditions.  I  think  the  present  situation  is  excel- 
lent, and  at  one  of  these  conferences  a  resolution  was  adopted 
which  holds  that  a  threat  to  any  one  of  these  countries  by 
a  foreign  power  is  a  threat  to  all.  which  comes  as  near  to 
being  an  endorsement  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  as  could  be 
expected  from  the  large  number  of  governments  involved. 

Before  I  take  my  seat  let  me  urge,  as  has  already  been 
urged  by  the  Senator  from  Texas,  the  great  importance  of 
passing  the  joint  resolution  at  once.  Events  are  taking  place 
very  rapidly  in  Europe.  Perhaps  today,  perhaps  tomorrow, 
there  may  be  all  kmds  of  transfers  of  French  property.  Not 
only  should  the  executive  department  of  our  Government 
notify  them  of  our  position,  but  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  should  notify  them  that  the  executive  department  of 
the  Government  is  ujrtield  in  its  action.  So  I  hope  that  some 
time  today  this  matter  may  be  arranged. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Nevada.  I  am 
glad  he  has  cleared  up  the  question  propounded  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Lucas  1. 

As  I  understand  the  force  of  these  conventions,  the  only 
obligation  they  have  is  that  we  shall  consult.  After  the  con- 
sultation, each  nation  is  free  to  pursue  its  own  course. 

Mr.  PTITMAN.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  But  it  seems  to  me  it  is  highly  advisable 
that  before  we  take  armed  action  with  regard  to  any  of  the 
particular  powers  that  might  be  threatened  we  should  show 
them  the  recogniUon  of  consulting  them.  II  the  Western 
Hemisphere  is  attacked,  if  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is  challenged, 
we  shall  need  naval  bases  in  Latin  America.  We  shall  need 
air  bases.  We  shall  probably  need  Army  bases,  military  bases. 
Of  course,  in  the  acquisition  of  them  we  must  not  go  in  and 
Just  violently  take  control  of  them  by  force.  We  must  first 
consult  with  the  nations  affected,  and  then  we  shall  know 
better  how  to  proceed  as  to  our  other  measures. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  the  Senator's  time, 
but  in  connection  with  section  2.  which  the  Senator  has  been 
discussing.  I  desire  to  say  that  the  machinery  of  agreement 
has  already  been  set  up.  I  am  so  heartily  in  favor  of  the 
immediate  passage  of  this  Joint  resolution  that  I  am  willing 
to  go  a  step  further.  I  think  the  consultative  machineiT 
ought  to  be  immediately  put  into  operation;  but,  of  coiu-se, 
this  is  the  first  step. 

May  I  amplify  what  the  Senator  has  said  by  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  provisions  of  the  three  conventions  which  have 
already  been  entered  into? 

In  1936  it  was  agreed  that  In  the  event  that  the  peace  of  any 
American  republic  was  menaced,  each  one  should  consult 
with  the  other  members  of  previous  conventions.  It  was  also 
agreed  that  every  act  susceptible  of  disturbing  the  peace  of 
any  one  of  them  should  be  regarded  as  susceptible  of  dis- 
turbing the  peace  of  alL 


Then  in  1938.  at  IJma,  It  was  provided  that  any  one  of  the 
American  republics,  on  its  own  Initiative,  might  put  into 
process  of  execution  the  consultative  machinery. 

Then,  last  October,  gomg  one  step  further,  it  was  agreed — 
which  agreement  has  been  referred  to  two  or  three  times — 
that  in  case  there  is  a  threatened  transfer  or  attempted  trans- 
fer of  any  territory  in  this  hemisi^ere.  the  procedure  of 
consultation  shall  be  put  into  effect.  Any  American  nation 
can.  under  the  agreement  and  under  the  signed  convention, 
put  this  into  effect.  I  tliink  it  should  be  put  into  effect  now. 
I  think  the  resolution  I  offered  should  be  adopted;  but  even 
if  that  is  not  done,  there  should  be  an  immediate  assertion 
of  the  views  of  the  United  States  with  reference  to  a  re- 
definition of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and  then  the  consultative 
machinery  can  be  delayed  if  necessary. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Iowa  for  his 
very  illuminating  interruption. 

Mr,  President,  in  order  that  Senators  may  have  their 
memory  refreshed  as  to  what  the  original  Monroe  Doctrine 
implied,  let  me  quote  briefly  from  excerpts  from  the  message 
of  President  Monroe  of  December  2.  1823 : 

The  occasion  has  been  Judged  proper — 

Thus  Mr.  Monroe  spoke,  and  I  hope  Senators  will  listen  to 
him.  James  Monroe  desires  to  address  the  Senate  through 
his  printed  word,  if  Senators  are  Interested — 

The  occasion  has  been  judged  proper  for  asserting  as  a  principle 
In  which  the  rights  and  Interests  of  the  United  SUtes  are  Involved, 
that  the  American  continents,  by  the  free  and  Independent  condi- 
tion which  they  have  assiuned  and  maintain,  are  henceforth  not  to 
be  considered  as  subjecU  for  future  colonization  by  any  Evuopean 
powers. 

Then,  skipping  a  great  portion  of  it,  Mr.  Monroe  spoke 
fiu"ther: 

We  owe  it,  therefore,  to  candor  and  to  the  amicable  relations 
ezlEting  between  the  United  States  and  those  powers  to  declare 
that  we  should  consider — 

The  United  States,  now,  not  Latin  America — 

that  we  should  consider  any  attempt  on  their  part  to  extend  their 
system  to  any  portion  of  this  hemisphere  as  dangerous  to  our  peace 
and  safety.  With  the  existing  colonies  or  dependencies  of  any 
European  power  we  have  not  Interfered  and  shall  not  Interfere. 
But  with  the  governments  who  have  declared  their  Independence 
and  maintained  it,  and  whose  Independence  we  have,  on  great  con- 
sideration and  on  Just  principles,  acknowledged,  we  could  not  view 
any  interposition  for  the  purpose  of  oppressing  them,  or  controUlng 
in  any  manner — 

"Controlling  In  any  manner" — 

their  destiny,  by  any  Euroi>ean  power  In  any  other  light  than  as 
the  manifestation  of  an  unfriendly  disposition  toward  the  United 
States.  _ 

•  •••••• 

It  is  impossible  that  the  Allied  Powers  should  extend  their 
polltlctd  system  to  any  portion  of  either  continent  without  en- 
dangering our  peace  and  happiness;  nor  can  anyone  believe  that 
ovir  southern  brethren.  If  left  to  themselves,  wo\ild  adopt  It  of  their 
own  accord.  It  is  equally  impossible,  therefore,  that  we  should 
behold  such  Interposition  In  any  form  with  Indifference.  If  we 
look  to  the  comparative  strength  and  resources  of  Spain  and 
those  new  Governments,  and  their  distance  from  each  other.  It 
must  be  obvious  that  she  can  never  subdue  them^.  It  Is  stUl  the 
true  policy  of  the  United  States  to  leave  the  parties  to  themselves, 
in  the  hope  that  other  powers  will  pursue  the  same  course. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senate  should  today  reaffirm, 
confirm,  and  ratify  the  policy  given  to  the  Nation  by  Mr. 
Monroe. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  the  document  read  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas.  Monroe  spoke  of  the  fact  that  this  country  could  not 
view  with  Indifference  any  attempt  to  make  conquest  or 
transfer  of  property  which  affected  this  hemisphere.  That 
brought  to  my  mind  the  discussion  just  had  with  the  able 
Senator  from  Iowa  about  the  consulting  machinery  which  Is 
to  be  set  up  before  anything  might  be  done. 

As  I  view  it,  one  of  the  troubles  with  a  democracy  fimc- 
tloning  in  a  crisis  is  that  there  is  always  too  much  consulting 
before  It  can  act.    One  of  the  reasons  for  the  failure  of 
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Prance  and  England  at  this  particular  time  is  the  fact  that, 
while  they  were  consulting,  the  dictator  acted. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Texas  that, 
as  a  result  of  what  Is  going  on  in  Europe  at  the  present 
time,  this  country  should  not  wait  for  the  consulting  ma- 
_^chinery  to  be  set  up,  and  should  not  hesitate  to  take  alone 
whatever  steps  are  necessary  to  see  that  the  territory  to 
which  the  Senator  has  referred  is  held  inviolate  from  any 
foreign  Influence  at  this  particular  time. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  and 
^  think  we  can  clearly  differentiate  and  harmonize  our  views 
with  respect  to  that  matter. 

Section  2,  which  requires  consultation,  requires  consulta- 
tion only  to  a  limited  extent.    It  provides: 

In  addition  to  other  meacures — 

In  addition  to  whatever  other  measures  we  adopted,  we 
should  consult  to— 

determine  upon  the  steps  which  shotild  be  taken  to  safeguard 
their  common  Interests. 

I.  That  is.  the  Uiterests  of  the  Latin-American  republics,  if 
they  are  attacked,  or  if  they  are  Invaded,  or  if  they  are 
threatened.  That  does  not  include  the  possessions  of  the 
European  powers  in  this  hemisphere  in  which  the  Latin- 
American  countries  have  only  an  incidental  Interest.  I  think 
that  under  the  Joint  resolution  the  United  States  would  be 
entirely  free  to  take  such  military  or  naval  action  as  it  might 
deem  necessary  with  regard  to  possessions  of  European 
powers  in  this  hemisphere  without  consulting  Latin-Ameri- 
can countries,  unless  their  Interests  were  directly  involved. 
Mr.  President,  I  feel  so  strongly  on  this  subject — and  I 
am  gratified  to  have  the  agreement  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois — that  rather  than  see  any  effort  toward  a  transfer 
of  title  to  any  possession  of  a  European  power  In  the  West- 
em  Hemisphere,  I  contend  the  United  States  should  not 
wait  a  moment  to  send  either  its  Army  or  its  Navy  to  the 
protective  custody,  as  it  were,  of  these  territories  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  if  that  answers  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  is  not  in  the  Chamt)er  at  the 
present  time,  and  of  course  I  shall  not  press  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution;  but  I  do  wish  to 

_5ay  that  I  hope  we  may  be  able  to  get  it  up  during  this  day, 
not  tomorrow,  not  Wednesday,  not  next  week,  because  the 
things  which  are  happening  in  Europe  are  happening  with 
the  speed  of  electricity,  they  are  transpiring  like  the  flash 
of  lightning,  and  the  swift  flight  of  light  and  time.  We 
should  not  hesitate  a  moment  to  let  every  European  power 
that  has  ears,  every  European  statesman  who  has  an  in- 
tellect, know  that  the  United  States  is  not  for  a  moment 
going  to  hesitate  in  maintaining  its  traditional  policy,  which 
we  call  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and  that  we  are  going  on  to 
arm  with  navies  and  armies  and  aircraft,  mechanized  im- 
plements of  war,  until  we  shall  be  prepared,  standing  alone. 
to  maintain  the  integrity  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and 
to  see  that  no  totalitarian  or  monarchical  system  shall  ever 
be  established  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

MESSAGE   FKOM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
insisted  upon  its  amendments  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  Nos.  21  and  22  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8668)  making  ap- 
propriations for  the  flscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941.  for 
civil  functions  adnriinistered  by  the  War  Department,  and 
for  other  piirposes:  that  the  House  further  insisted  upon  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  3,  4, 
5.  6.  8.  and  11  to  the  bill;  agreed  to  the  fiuther  conference 
asked  by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Snyter.  Mr.  Terry,  Mr. 
Starves  of  Alabama,  Mr.  Collins.  Mr.  Kerr,  Mr.  Mahon,  Mr. 
Powers,  Blr.  Ekgel.  and  Mr.  Case  of  South  Dakota  were  ap- 
pointed managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  further 
conference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  disagreed 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  Joint  resolution 


(H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief  and 
relief,  for  the  flscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941 ;  asked  a  con- 
ference with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Taylor,  Mr.  Canwon  of  Mis- 
souri, Mr.  WooDRXJT*  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Ludlow,  Mr.  Snydir.  Mr. 
O'Neal,  Mr.  Johnson  of  West  Virginia.  Mr.  Taber,  Mr.  Wic- 
CLESWORTH,  Mr.  Laxbertson.  and  Mr.  Dttter  were  appointed 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference. 

REVENUE  BILL  OF    1940 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  'H.  R. 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
by  raising  revenue  and  Issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for 
paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  first 
amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  PInance  was, 
under  the  heading  "Title  I,"  on  page  8,  Une  1.  after  the  word 
"Corporations",  to  strike  out  "Section  231  (a)  (1)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  striking  out  *15 
percent*  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  '16  percent',  and  by 
striking  out  '10  percent*  wherever  occurring  therein  and  in- 
serting in  lieu  thereof  '11  percent'."  and  insert:  "Section 
231  (a)  (1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by 
striking  out  'except  that  In  the  case  of  dividends  the  rate 
shall  be  10  percent,  and',  and  by  striking  out  'of  10  percent.'  " 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DAVIS.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Adama 

Andrews 

Aahurst 

Austin 

BaUey 

Baiilchesd 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 

Bxirke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Oonnally 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  in  the  chair). 
Eighty-three  Senators  have  tinswered  to  their  names.  A 
quorum  Is  present. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  comment 
briefly  upon  the  general  aspect  of  the  pending  tax  bill.  The 
Republican  minority  side  of  the  Finance  Committee  was  glad 
to  cooperate  with  the  able  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Harrison]  in  connection  with  the  measiu^e.  It  has  some  good 
aspects,  but  I  want  to  submit  a  very  brief  analysis  respecting 
its  liabilities.  Its  evasions,  and  its  warnings. 

The  bill  is  certainly  pood  in  that  It  contains  the  amendment 
submitted  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr. 
ByrdI,  which  for  the  first  time  in  7  pell-mell,  spendthrift 
years  commits  the  administration  to  some  small  semblance  of 
compulsory  economy.  It  is  a  good  biU  in  that  it  approaches, 
however  timidly,  to  the  problem  of  doing  something  alxsut  a 
Treasury  that  has  been  milked  completely  dry  since  1933. 

The  new  taxes,  of  course,  are  called  defense  taxes.    That 

is  a  very  pleasant  word  to  apply  to  them.     It  is  sort  of  an 

anaesthetic.    As  the  bill  passed  the  House,  and  as  originally 

drawn,  they  were  known  as  supertaxes,  which  Is,  of  course. 

j   precisely  what  they  are.    But  in  order  to  sugar-coat  a  bitter 

j   pill,  the  Senate  Pmance  Committee  changed  the  supertax 

I   definition  to  that  of  a  defense  tax.    Tiie  poor  taxpayer  is 

supposed  to  be  happier  about  it  as  a  result  of  the  camouflage. 

Well,  perhaps  they  are  defense  taxes  in  a  sense,  since  any 
contribution  to  the  maintenance  of  a  sound  government 
credit  is  essentially  a  contribution  to  the  national  defense, 
and  inasmuch  as  sound  credit  is  the  first  line  of  national 
defense. 
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Dan&ber 

Kins 

Reynolds 

DavU 

LaPoUett* 

Ruaaell 

Dcnahey 

Lee 

Schwartz 

Downey 

Lodge 

Schwellenbach 

Ellendcr 

Lucas 

Sheppard 

Oeorge 

Lundoen 

Shlpstead 

Oerry 

McCarran 

Slattery 

Gillette 

McKeilAf 

Smathert 

Green 

McNary 

Smith 

Ouffey 

llaloney 

Stewart 

Oumey 

Miller 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Hale 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  I7tah 

Harrison 

Murray 

Townaend 

Hatch 

Noma 

Truman 

Hayden 

Nye 

Ty  dings 

Herring 

O'Maihrmrj 

Vandenberf 

HUl 

Orarton 

Van  Nuys 

Holman 

Pepper 

Wagner 

Holt 

Plttman 

Walah 

Hughes 

Radcllile 

WUey 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reed 

But  the  people  of  America  should  have  no  illusion  about  the  j 
thing,  or  what  it  Is.    They  have  just  started  to  pay  the  bill.  ' 
not  merely  for  national   defense   but  for   the   accumulated 
deficit  spending  of  7  long,  extravagant  years  in  which  Santa 
Claus  was  the  administration's  perpetual  patron  saint. 

We  finally  have  reached  the  end  of  the  road,  and  we  are 
at  the  bottom  of  the  barrel.  It  just  happens  to  be  a  coin- 
cidence that  we  collided  with  the  statutory  debt  limit  at  that 
particular  moment  when  added  extraordinary  taxes  in  the 
name  of  national  defense  could  be  levied  because  of  the 
concurrent  coincidental  need  for  added  defense  expenditure. 
But  I  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  this  significr^nt  fact.  The 
new  defense  tax  bill,  so-called,  will  raise  $731,000,000  in  the 
next  fiscal  year.  Meanwhile,  the  regular  operating  deficit  of 
the  Goverrunent  for  the  next  fiscal  year,  without  any  refer- 
ence whatsoever  to  these  national-defense  expenditures,  is 
a  minimum  of  $2,800,000,000  a  year.  In  other  words,  the 
new  tax,  burdensome  as  it  is,  exhausting  as  It  does  the 
imagination  of  the  Treasury  Department  in  respect  to  taxes — 
this  new  tax  bill  raises  only  enough  money  to  pay  25  percent 
of  the  regular  operating  deficit  of  the  Government  for  the 
next  flscal  year,  without  any  respect  whatsoever  to  the  na- 
tional defense. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  recalls  the  fact  that 
the  testimony  before  the  Finance  Committee  was  that  even 
If  we  were  to  transfer,  as  it  is  proposed  to  do,  all  the  ordinary 
normal  expenditures,  budgetary  expenditures,  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  Army  and  Navy— not  the  extraordinary  expenses 
now  contemplated,  but  the  ordinary  expenses  for  the  support 
of  the  Army  and  Navy — if  we  were  to  transfer  them  to  a  spe- 
cial defense  budget,  as  it  is  proposed  to  do,  there  will  be  a 
deficit  of  $1,100,000,000  a  year  in  the  ordinary  civil  expendi- 
tures of  the  Government. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  The  Senator  is  entirely  correct,  and 
he  is  simply  emphasizing  once  more  the  statements  that 
have  been  made  during  the  last  2  weeks  by  the  able  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  TydingsI. 

I  wish  particularly  to  tie  the  proceeds  of  this  new  tax  to 
the  flscal  situation  which  is  involved  in  the  flscal  year  to 
which  the  tax  is  addressed,  and  I  repeat  that  it  raises  Just  25 
percent  of  the  regular  operating  deficit,  without  one  nickel 
for  extraordinary  national  defense.  Yet,  it  is  called  a  defense 
tax. 

Well,  Mr.  President,  you  can  call  it  a  defense  tax  if  you 
please.'  I  repeat  that  it  may  be  synthetically  a  defense  tax, 
but  in  reality  it  is  not  even  an  adequate  tax  to  pay  the 
fiddler  for  the  delirious  dance  of  the  last  7  years. 

That  is  not  the  only  interesting  thing  about  the  bill.  Of 
course,  we  collide  with  the  statutory-debt  limit  within  the 
next  few  months,  and  there  has  been  a  very  great  desire  to 
avoid,  if  possible,  any  increase  in  the  statutory-debt  limit, 
because  that  might  awaken  the  American  people  to  what  is 
happening  to  them  by  way  of  this  accumulated  deficit  spend- 
ing, without  any  regard  to  national  defense.  There  has  been 
a  very  great  anxiety  to  avoid  increasing  the  debt  limit. 
Well,  they  found  a  clever  way  to  avoid  it,  and  here  it  is  in 
this  bill.  The  debt  limit  remains  at  $45.000,000,000— oh, 
yes — but  all  the  Regular  Army  and  Navy  expenditures  are 
taken  out  of  the  regular  Budget,  although  they  have  been 
regularly  and  annually  recurring  charges  in  the  regular 
Budget  for  150  years— they  are  all  taken  out  of  the  regular 
Budget  now,  and  they  are  put  aside  in  a  defense  budget, 
and  then  into  that  defense  budget  is  added  all  the  new 
extraordinary  defense  expenditures,  so  that  you  get  a  $4,000,- 
000,000  so-called  defense-bond  privilege  which  is  in  addition 
to  the  $45,000,000,000  privilege,  and  it  is  just  as  much  in 
addition  to  the  $45,000,000,000  limit  as  though  it  had  been 
frankly  added  on.  Indeed,  the  able  Senator  from  Kentucky 
(Mr.  Barklby],  the  distinguished  Democratic  leader,  almost 
spilled  the  l>eans  In  the  Finance  Committee  when  in  a  burst 
of  candor  he  asked  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
why  it  would  not  be  just  as  well  to  increase  the  debt  limit 
from  $45,000,000,000  to  $49,000,000,000,  so  everybody  could 


imderstand  what  Is  going  on.    And,  of  course,  he  was  exactly 

right. 

But  What  we  are  now  to  have — I  would  not  call  It  "trick" 
arithmetic,  because  that  is  an  Invidious  word — but  It  is  a 
sort  of  fiscal  magic  wliich  once  more  we  are  embracing.  It 
is  one  more  white  rabbit  out  of  a  hat.  We  are  now  going 
to  have  two  budgets,  a  regular  Budget  and  a  defense  budget. 
We  are  going  to  have  two  deficits,  a  regular  deficit  and  a 
defense  deficit,  and  we  are  going  to  have  three  bond  limits, 
one  of  them  the  statutory  limit,  one  of  them  the  defense 
limit,  and  the  other  the  limit,  if  there  is  any.  on  the  debt, 
wliich  can  be  accumulated  by  the  Government  corporations, 
which  is  entirely  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  these  other 
limitations.  Then  I'defy  anybody  to  discover  whether  the 
Government  is  balancing  its  books.  So.  instead  of  simplify- 
ing the  fiscal  picture,  instead  of  realistically  approaching  a 
cure  to  the  fiscal  ills,  we  are  simply  once  more  putting  a 
mustard  plaster  on  a  cancer. 

Mr.  President,  I  voted  for  the  bill  in  the  committee,  and 
I  shall  vote  for  it  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate,  because  it  is 
better  than  nothing;  but  I  wish  to  repeat  that  the  American 
people  need  have  no  illusions  about  it.  It  is  only  a  preview, 
and  a  very  small  taste  of  the  taxes  which  must  be  paid  by 
the  American  people  during  the  next  few  years,  first,  for  the 
purpose  of  catching  up  with  the  deficit  spending  of  the  past 
7  prodigal  years,  and  second,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  for 
the  new  national  defense.  If  this  Congress  has  the  slightest 
conception  of  its  responsibility  to  the  American  people. 
Instead  of  even  giving  a  moment's  thought  to  an  adjourn- 
ment next  Saturday  or  any  time  thereafter.  It  will  prcceed 
to  sit  down  honestly,  frankly,  and  courageously,  look  the 
fiscal  situation  in  the  face,  reorganize  the  entire  tax  struc- 
ture of  the  Government,  reorganize  the  entire  spending  pro- 
gram of  the  Government,  and  present  the  American  people 
with  the  truth.  We  must  pay  as  we  go,  not  only  in  respect 
to  the  national  defense  but  also  in  respect  to  all  Govern- 
ment expenditures,  or  the  public  credit  will  collapse. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  second  committee  amendment,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  In  section  5.  on  page  9,  line  16,  after 
the  words  "per  centum",  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  semi- 
colon and  "and  by  striking  out  '15  percent'  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  '16  percent',  so  as  to  read: 

(a)  Section  143  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  ?»trlk- 
Ing  out  "10  percent"  wherever  occurring  therein  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  "15  percent." 

The  amendment  wEis  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  9,  line  19,  to  strike  out: 

(b)  Section  144  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by 
striking  out  "15  percent"  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "16  percent"; 
and  by  striking  out  "10  percent"  wherever  occurring  therein  and 
Inserting  in  Ueu  thereof  "11  percent." 

And  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof: 

(b)  Section  144  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by 
striking  out  "except  that  In  the  case  of  dividends  the  rate  ahaU  be 
10  percent,  and"  and  by  striking  out  "of  10  percent." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  very  reluctantly  vote 
for  the  bill.  It  contains  provisions  with  which  I  am  not  in 
entire  accord.  Months  ago  it  seemed  to  me  that  we  ought  to 
proceed  realistically — ^if  I  may  adopt  the  phrase  of  my  friend 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  VandenbergI — to  enact  a  revenue  meas- 
ure which  would  in  part  at  least  meet  the  situation.  I  there- 
fore prepared  a  bill  which  would  have  raised  between  $1,- 
500,000.000  and  $2,000,000,000.  I  could  find  no  support  for 
the  suggestions  which  I  made.  The  recommendation  was 
made  by  the  executive  department  that  Congress  enact  a 
bill  which  would  raise  approximately  $600,000,000.  That, 
obviously,  was  so  Inadequate  that  the  committee  of  the  House 
and  the  committee  of  the  Senate  dealing  with  revenue  meas- 
ures felt  constrained  to  increase  the  tax  which  was  to  be 
levied  upon  the  American  people.  So  we  now  propose  to  tax 
them  approximately  $1,004,000,000. 

Obviously  that  is  inadequate  to  meet  the  situation.  As  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  (Mr.  Clark  1  stated,  it  will  scarcely 
meet  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Government.    Certainly 
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It  will  not  meet  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Oovemmcnt  If, 
as  we  should  do.  we  allocate  to  national  defense  the  ordinary 
expenses  of  the  Army  and  Navy. 

I  think  we  should  have  prepared  a  tax  bill  which  would 
raise  at  least  two  or  three  bUlion  dollars.  In  order  not  to  add 
to  the  enormous  deficit,  which  is  increasing  year  by  year, 
and,  of  course,  becomes  a  stumbling  block  to  the  resvisclta- 
tion  of  our  shattered  industries,  and  to  place  the  American 
people  and  the  American  Oovemment  upon  the  highway  to 
a  sound  fiscal  policy  and  to  the  rejuvenation  of  our  industrial 
and  economic  life. 

There  are  several  provisions  In  the  bill  which  I  think  are 
very  unwise.  One  of  them,  of  course — ^nd  that  will  receive 
attention  later— Is  the  measure  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  fMr.  TowvarwD)  dealing  with  the  silver  question. 
It  is  a  rider  upon  the  bUL  It  Is  a  sort  of  wart,  if  I  may  use 
a  vulgarism,  which  be  seeks  to  attach  to  what  would  other- 
wise be — I  will  not  say  a  very  healthy  body,  but  one  which 
would  have  greater  health  without  it  than  it  would  have  if 
the  rider  were  Incorporated  In  the  bill. 

I  shall  vote  for  the  bill,  particularly  if  we  eliminate  the 
provision  to  which  I  have  referred,  but  I  shall  do  so  reluc- 
tantly, because  it  is  inadequate  to  meet  the  sitiiatlon.  We 
ought  to  raise  at  least  $2,000,000,000.  I  think  the  American 
people  will  l>e  very  much  surprised  when  they  begin  to  learn 
of  the  frightful  expenditures  and  the  enormous  burdens 
which  rest  upon  them. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  TYDINOS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  While  I  was  on  my  feet  I  Intended 
to  refer  to  one  other  matter,  and  with  the  Senator's  permis- 
sion I  should  like  to  do  so  briefly. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  I  refer  to  the  Joint  resolution  re- 
garding the  restatement  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  which  the 
Senator  from  Texas  IMr.  Conn  ally  1  presented  a  few  mo- 
ments ago.  I  voted  in  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  for 
the  restatement  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  with  respect  to  the 
present  situation.  I  confess  that  I  have  some  reservations  on 
the  subject,  as  respects  the  major  countries  south  of  the  Bra- 
zilian bulge,  which  have  matured  to  the  point  where  perhaps 
they  are  entitled  to  consultation  and  a  right  to  consider  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  on  a  partnership  basis.  However,  be  that 
as  it  may.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Texas  is  correct  when 
he  asserts  that  we  should  make  it  plain  that  we  Intend  to 
sustain  the  spirit  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  in  this  emergency. 

But,  Mr.  President,  that  entails  an  obligation  which  neither 
the  Congress  nor  the  executive  department  of  the  Oovem- 
ment dares  ignore.  We  are  accepting  an  obligation  to  make 
good  upon  the  defense  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  since 
that  obligation  may  fall  due  within  60  days  so  far  as  we  are 
concerned.  I  submit  that  we  had  better  conserve  our  national 
defense — ^what  little  we  have  of  it^if  we  intend  to  reassert 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  our  obligations  under  it.  I  know 
of  nothing  which  would  be  more  oinfortunate  at  the  moment 
than  to  pretend  to  sustain  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  antl  then 
to  be  unable  to  do  it.  At  best  we  have  available  only  the 
utmost  minimum  nucleus  of  a  national  defense,  and  in  view 
of  the  action  which   obviously  the  Senate  will   take  in  the 

course  of  the  next  2i  hours  on  this  particular  question,  I 
think  it  is  double  notice  to  the  executive  department  of  the 
Government  that  it  must  not  under  any  circumstances  re- 
^  lease  those  portions  of  the  national  defense  which  are  essen- 
tial to  our  protection. 

Furthermore,  I  think  it  would  be  most  imfortimate  if  wc 
were  to  give  those  with  whom  we  S3mapathize  in  E^irope  any 
idea  that  we  intend  to  svistain  the  Monroe  Doctrine  In  be- 
half of  their  New  World  interests  as  well  as  our  own,  unless 
we  are  prepared  to  do  so. 

At  this  point,  dealing  with  the  whole  general  subject,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be  printed  in  the  Record 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an  editorial  from  this  morning's 
Washington  Post  enUtled  "Palae  Hopes  Are  Cruel."  And 
they  are  crueL 


There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  waa  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rscoao,  as  follows: 

(Prom  the  Washington  Po«t  at  June  17.  IMO] 

FALSI  HOPCS  AU  CltTVL 
The  administration '•  poMcy  regarding  the  war  In  Europe  waa 
danfled  In  tome  degree  by  Prealdent  Booeerelfa  reply  to  Premier 
Beynaud  of  Prance.  At  Charlottesville  the  President  had  pledged 
th«  United  State*  to  "eitend  to  the  cpponenU  of  force  the  mate- 
rial reeoxxrces  of  his  Nation."  HU  me«age  to  M  Reynaud  was  even 
more  emphatic  In  promising  aid  to  the  Allies.  But  he  also  pointed 
out  that  his  statement  carried  "no  ImpUcaUon  of  military  com- 
mitments." ^  ^.         , 

Two  pxirpoees  appear  to  have  Inspired  the  safeguarding  claxise. 
No  doubt  the  President  wished  to  allay  the  fears  of  critics  who 
believe  that  he  Is  leading  the  tJnlted  States  close  to  the  brink  of 
war.  And  he  probably  wished  to  warn  the  Prench  against  expect- 
ing imllmlted  aid  from  the  United  States.  It  is  questionable,  how- 
ever  whether  his  message  accomplished  either  purpose. 

Taken  as  a  whole,  the  cable  to  M.  Reynaud  gives  assurance  to 
the  Prench  that  as  long  as  they  continue  to  flght  "materials  and 
supplies  will  be  sent  them  from  the  United  SUtes  In  ever  increas- 
ing quantities  and  kinds."  Actually  the  President  has  no  puthor- 
Ity  to  make  such  commitments.  American  ships  are  forbidden  by 
the  Neutrality  Act  to  carry  supplies  to  belligerents.  Should  Allied 
Shipping  prove  Inadaquate  to  the  task  of  transporting  American  war 
supplies  abroad,  the  President's  pledge  would  break  down. 

It  is  well  to  remember  that  the  Allies  are  now  purchasing  and 
hauling  away  In  their  own  ships  all  the  supplies  obtained  from  the 
United  States.  When  and  if  their  cash  Is  exhausted  this  supply 
of  American  equipment  will  be  cut  off.  unless  Congress  modifies  the 
Johnson  Act.  President  Rooeevelfs  message  to  the  Prench  Premier 
might  easily  be  interpreted  as  a  pledge  to  grant  the  Allies  credit  when 
and  if  they  need  It.  Here  again  his  promise  appears  to  have  outrun 
his  authority. 

Loose  assertions  of  this  sort  do  not  serve  the  interests  of  either 
the  United  States  or  the  Allies.  On  the  one  hand,  they  encourage 
opposition  to  the  American  policy  of  permitting  the  Allies  to  obtain 
valuable  war  materials  here.  The  American  people  are  overwhelm- 
ingly in  sympathy  with  the  Allied  cause.  But  they  are  also  over- 
whelmingly opposed  to  participation  In  the  war.  There  Is  real 
danger  that  vague  commitments  on  the  part  of  the  President,  which 
seem  to  Ignore  this  other  facet  of  American  policy,  may  retard  the 
program  of  aiding  the  Allies  within  the  framework  of  leglslaUon 
now  on  the  books  or  on  the  way  toward  approval. 

Last  week  farmer  Governor  Landon  criticized  the  Implication  In 
Mr.  Roosevelt's  Charlotteavllle  speech  that  recent  events  have 
brought  this  cotmtry  nearer  to  a  state  of  belligerency:  "It  would 
be  cruel  Indeed."  he  said,  "to  arouse  false  hopes  in  nations  that  are 
fighting  for  their  existence."  On  Saturday  night  Colonel  Lindbergh 
Sharpened  the  point  by  saying.  "We  have  been  doing  to  England  and 
Prance  what  they  did  to  Abyssinia,  to  Czechoslovakia,  to  Poland,  to 
Plnl&nd.  and  to  Norway.  We  have  encouraged  them  to  hope  for 
help  we  cannot  send." 

The  plain  truth,  of  course,  is  in  accord  with  Mr.  Landon's  state- 
ment that  "Congress  has  not  the  slightest  notion  of  declaring  war." 
National  sympathy,  as  the  Republican  leader  says,  is  wholly  with 
the  Allies  Public  opinion  also  favors  "going  the  limit  for  national 
defense."  But  It  would  be  very  misleading  to  conclude  from  this 
conjunction  that  any  sizable  or  Important  element  Is  actively  favor- 
ing American  entry  into  the  war. 

The  last  GaUup  poll  on  the  subject,  released  the  end  of  May, 
showed  a  13-to-l  majority  against  this  course.  If  there  has  been 
any  pronounced  change  In  the  attitude  then  revealed.  It  has  not 
reflected  Itself  in  any  clear-cut  congreaslonal  action.  Opinion  in 
that  body  certainly  favors  all  aid  to  the  Alllee  which  is  not  ftmda- 
mentally  Inconsistent  with  maintenance  of  neutrality.  But  more 
than  that  cannot  be  claimed. 

The  Allies'  predicament  today  stems  from  overindulgence  In  false 
hopes.  Certainly  the  United  States  cannot  ease  the  distress  of  other 
democratic  countries  by  extending  the  fog  of  llltisions.  It  is  time 
to  look  realities  In  the  face.  And  that  requires  a  clearer  distinction 
than  has  yet  been  drawn  between  the  material  aid  we  are  able  to 
give  the  Allies  and  any  thought  of  American  participation  In  the 
war. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  I  ask  also  that  an  editorial  from 
the  Washington  Daily  News  of  today,  entitled  "Empty  Guns 
and  Adjectives,"  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks. 

There  l)elng  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rscoro,  as  follows: 

[Prom  Washington  Daily  News.  June  17.  IMO] 

KMPTT    OTTIfS    AXO    APJBUWV— 

Colonel  Lindbergh  warns  of  our  drift  toward  war  and  Chairman 
KzT  PrrricAN,  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  answers 
under  the  title,  "Colonel  Lindbergh's  Misconception  of  Our  Foreign 
Policy." 

While  there  are  nuuay  arguable  phases  In  our  foreign  policy,  one 
stark  reality  stands  out,  about  which  there  can  t>e  no  misconcep- 
tion. It  is  that  we  are  not  now — or  for  a  long  time  to  come — 
prepared  to  enter  a  war.  Not  even  a  fourth-class  war.  as  Repre- 
sentative Bancs  Babton  put  it,  gpeaklhg  on  the  same  day  aa  Lind- 
bergh. 
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Pacts  about  our  military  Inadequacy,  brought  out  in  recent  days 
from  the  heads  of  our  own  armed  agencies,  give  eloquent  testi- 
mony that  a  declaration  of  war  now  means  nothing  less  than 
national  suicide. 

It  Li  weU,  therefore,  and  timely,  that  the  week  end  brought  forth 
•uch  sharp  warnings  as  thoae  which  came  from  Lindbergh  and 
Bakton. 

Both  are  for  unstinted  defense  preparation.  But  both  are 
realists  as  to  our  present  predicament.  Aiid  tx>th  being  the  sort 
that  the  public  listens  to.  they  have  contributed  much  to  a  cool- 
ing off  of  the  hotheads  who  of  late  have  been  yelling  for  war, 
regardless. 

"Our  present  danger  resvilts  from  making  gestures  with  an 
empty  gun,"  says  Lindbergh. 

"This."  says  Barton,  "is  a  time  when  words  are  useless.  Only 
deeds  count.  If  words  could  win.  then  the  vituperation  of  Secre- 
tary Ickes  poured  out  on  Hitler  last  year  would  have  blown  him 
to  pieces.  If  calling  names  did  any  good,  then  Mussolini  would 
have  crawled  Into  his  hole  and  died  of  shame  after  hearing  the 
President's  Charlottesville  speech. 

"Our  present  Job  is  not  denunciation  but  prodixrtion.  The  less 
Hitler  hears  from  our  politicians,  and  the  more  he  hears  from  our 
factories,  the  t>ettcr.  Weapons  are  the  only  language  he  can  under- 
stand." 

We  trust  that  those  who  are  whooping  it  up  to  "stop  Hitler  now" 
will  give  heed  to  that  hard  common  sense  and  wake  up  to  the 
fact  that  you  cant  smash  a  tank  with  an  adjective. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Finally.  I  wish  to  read  one  sentence 
from  the  testimony  of  George  Wharton  Pepper,  the  distin- 
guished former  Senator  from  the  great  State  of  Pennsylva- 
nia, who  testified  before  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee in  the  neutrality  hearings  of  last  fall.  I  read  one 
sentence  from  Senator  Pepper's  testimony: 

It  would  be  a  tragic  thing  If ,  as  a  resxilt  of  our  utterances,  they — 

Meaning  the  Allies — 

were  to  assume  commitments  which  otherwise  they  would  not 
assume,  and  plunge  Into  war  for  the  sake  of  consistency  and 
honor,  and  were  to  tiim  to  us  to  make  good  what  they  understood 
our  assurances  to  be,  and  thus  put  us  in  a  position  where  we 
would  either  have  to  smilingly  explain  that  we  never  had  any 
intention  at  being  taken  so  seriously  or  else  ourselves  plunge  Into 
a  war  which  we  would  not  approve  either  as  respects  lU  necessity 
or  its   wisdom. 

Mr.  President,  that  Is  a  sentence  which  ought  to  be  burned 
into  the  conscience  of  the  Congress  and  the  White  House. 
Indeed,  I  conclude  with  a  fervent  recommendation  of  the 
fundamental  axiomatic  philosophy  of  the  first  Roosevelt, 
who  said  that  we  should  "spealt  softly  and  carry  a  big  stick." 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Because  of  the  Importance 
of  this  question,  and  of  the  address  now  about  to  be  made,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Bailey 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Clark   Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 


Dansher 

Davis 

Donahey 

Downey 

miender 

George 

Gerry 

OlUette 

Green 

Guffey 

Oumey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson,  Colo. 


King 

La  FoUette 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

McKelUr 

McNary 

Maloney 

lliller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Norrts 

Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radcllfle 

Reed 


Reynolds 

Russell 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Ships  tead 

Slattery 

Sma  tilers 

Smith 

Stewart 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Waista 

WUey 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-three  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quonim  is  present. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica, as  a  nation,  stands  today  in  military  preparedness  Just 
alx)ut  where  the  Prench  and  English  nations  stood  2  years 
ago.  3  years  ago.  4  years  ago,  5  years  ago,  and  so  on;  that  is. 
those  nations  were  faced  with  an  emergency  and  the  parlia- 
ments of  both  naUons  knew  that  the  emergency  was  coming. 
Ihe  emergency  drew  closer,  and  finally  both  those  nations. 


due  to  a  lack  of  desire  to  face  realities,  to  face  facts,  were 
confronted  with  the  actual  emergency,  and  we  know  the 
sorrowful  tale  from  that  time  on.  The  United  States  of 
America  today  is  in  the  same  position.  It.  too.  is  approaching 
an  emergency,  not  alone  one  of  national  defense  and  Inde- 
pendence but  a  financial  emergency. 

We  have  had  an  emotional  spree  in  this  coimtry  during 
the  last  5  or  6  weeks;  our  emotions  have  run  riot.  Men  have 
said  all  manner  and  kind  of  things;  have  thrown  down  all 
manner  and  kind  of  gauntlets;  have  taken  all  manner  and 
kind  of  positions  on  internal  and  external  affairs  without  any 
consideration  as  to  whether  or  not  they  could  back  up  their 
assertions  if  the  need  to  back  them  up  occurred. 

I  am  reminded  now  of  the  years  from  1920  to  1929.  What 
a  wonderful  period  of  prosperity  that  was.  No  one  seemed 
to  care  about  government;  no  one  cared  much  about  any- 
thing, except  the  maldng  of  money;  but  one  day.  In  the  latter 
part  of  1929,  after  the  speculative  spree  had  somewhat  worn 
off,  we  found  we  were  beiB:inning  to  enter  a  period  of  darkness 
and  depression.  During  the  period  from  1920  to  1929  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  through  various  banking 
organizations,  loaned  $14,000,000,000  of  good  American 
money  to  foreign  goverrmients  and  subdivisions  thereof, 
and  with  the  money  which  was  thus  loaned  foreign  gov- 
eniments  and  subdivisions  thereof  were  bujrlng  from  us 
more  than  they  had  ever  before  bought  in  the  history  of  the 
world,  and  we  were  selling  them  our  goods  and  receiving  In 
payment  therefor  the  money  which  we  had  loaned  to  th«n 
with  which  to  buy  the  goods.  Finally  the  loans  stopped,  and 
that  was  one  of  the  contributing  factors  which  brought  the 
country  to  a  state  of  grim  reality  that  the  prosperity  was 
largely  artifliciaL 

We  then  went  into  the  depression,  and  from  1929  down 
to  date,  in  varying  degrees,  we  have  sought  to  deal  with  the 
depression.  The  main  way  of  dealing  with  a  depression  is 
always  money.  So,  for  10  long  years,  oiu-  chief  means  of 
handling  the  problems  of  the  depression— and  understand- 
ably so — has  been  by  the  appropriation  of  money.  It  is  very 
seldom  that  anybody  has  seen  fit  to  mention  that  we  did 
not  have  the  money;  that  perhaps  the  depression  would  last 
longer  than  had  been  anticipated;  that  perhaps  new  circum- 
stances in  this  everyday,  workaday,  realistic  world  would 
alter  the  facts  upon  which  we  were  proceeding;  and  that 
perhaps  it  might  be  wise  to  try  to  pay  somewhat  as  we  went 
along  the  roadway  and  to  relate  expenditures  to  income. 
But  always  there  was  to  be  an  $80,000,000,000  coxmtry  next 
year  or  a  $90,000,000,000  country  next  year,  or  a  $100,000,- 
000,000  country  next  year,  and  the  debt  would  take  care 
of  itself.  We  are  now  about  to  get  over  that  emotional  spree; 
we  are  now  about  to  face  the  fact  that  all  we  have  spent  and 
all  we  have  borrowed,  in  addition,  must  finally  be  paid  for 
not  by  the  rich,  for  there  are  not  enough  of  them  if  all  the 
property  they  had  should  be  taken,  but  by  the  sweat  and  toll 
and  worry  of  every  common  laborer,  every  ordinary  fanner, 
every  fisherman,  every  railroad  man,  and  every  automobile 
worker.  They  are  the  people  now  whose  perspiration  will 
manufacture  the  dollars  which  will  have  to  go  into  the  Na- 
tional Treasury  to  meet  the  bill. 

During  the  last  5  or  6  weeks  we  have  been  greatly  con- 
cerned with  the  national  defense.  We  had  a  good  peace 
spree,  which  lasted  for  a  number  of  years.  We  could  not 
visualize  that  it  was  necessary  to  have  national  defense  In 
this  country.  It  looked  as  if  wars  would  be  so  silly;  it  looked 
as  if  they  would  be  so  senseless — and  they  are — and  that  they 
would  be  so  wasteful — and  they  are — ^that  it  would  be  incon- 
ceivable that  there  would  be  any  need  for  an  army  or  a  navy. 
IXiring  the  last  5  or  6  weeks  we  have  had  a  most  rude 
awakening. 

Before  we  come  to  the  financial  picture  let  us  review  what 
is  ahead  of  the  country  in  a  military,  naval,  and  Inter- 
national way.  As  I  stand  on  the  floor  here.  It  appears  as  if 
the  Prench  Army  has  capitulated  completely— complete  and 
imcondltional  surrender.  Prance  as  a  tKlligerant  has  gone. 
What  may  happen  to  the  French  Navy  none  of  us  know. 
Will  it  fall  into  the  hands  of  Germany?    We  do  not  know. 
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will  the  French  ships  Join  the  ESigllsh  Fleet  and  continue  to 
fight?  That  we  do  not  know.  Assuming  that  the  French 
neet  falls  into  the  hands  of  Hitler  and  Mussolini,  the  Ger- 
man, Italian,  and  French  Fleets  together  will  equal  and  sur- 
pass, to  a  small  degree,  the  English  Fleet.  So  that  the  Eng- 
lish fleet  on  paper  will  then  be  no  better  than  the  equal  of 
the  combined  fleet.  France  Is  now  out  of  the  pictiu*e.  and 
we  are  all  looking  for  the  next  attack  to  come  on  Great 
Britain. 

The  British  Fleet  has  three  bases  in  Great  Britain.  All 
three  of  those  bases  are  on  the  EInglish  Channel  and  the 
North  Sea:  that  Is,  they  are  on  the  eastern  side  of  Great 
Britain.  She  has  no  fleet  bases  on  the  western  shore  of 
Great  Britain.  The  attack  upon  Great  Britain  in  all  proba- 
bility, certainly  if  the  French  Fleet  comes  over  and  Joins  the 
British  Fleet,  will  be  by  sea  and  by  air  rather  than  by  land 
troops.  Perhaps  that  campaign  will  be  to  starve  into  sub- 
mission the  Deopiie  in  the  British  Isles. 

The  Germans  have  about  150  submarines  which  have  not 
been  operating  during  the  past  5  or  6  weeks.  They  are 
being  held  back  and  reconditioned  and  rebased  as  a  part 
of  the  new  offensive  on  Great  Britain.  The  air  fleet  will 
likewise  be  moved  to  bases  in  Norway.  Denmark,  Holland. 
Belgixim,  and  France,  and  likewise  will  attack  all  British 
shipping  going  up  the  EInglish  Channel  or  the  North  Sea.  or 
around  on  the  western  side  of  the  British  Isles.  Certainly 
it  wUl  be  very  difficult  for  the  British  Fleet  to  use  the  3 
bases  on  the  eastern  coast  of  Great  Britain,  because  there 
the  naval  vessels  will  be  subjected  to  submarine  attack  and 
to  air  attack  with  more  facility  than  if  they  were  on  the 
western  coast. 

About  30  percent  of  all  the  food  Great  Britain  has  must  pass 
tlirough  the  Port  of  London.  If  that  port  is  shut  off.  it  will  be 
necessary  to  divert  the  food  up  the  western  coast  of  Great 
Britain  if  the  people  are  not  to  starve.  Every  vessel  that  comes 
to  the  British  Isles  and  every  vessel  that  leaves  the  British 
Isles  will  undoubtedly  be  the  target,  insofar  as  possible,  of  a 
German  submarine  or  a  German  air  bomb. 

So  it  is  perfectly  possible  that  if  the  French  Fleet  falls  Into 
German  hands,  first  of  all,  with  that  fieet  the  Germans  may 
even  try  a  land  invasion;  and  certainly  if  the  French  Fleet 
falls  into  the  hands  of  the  British  the  Germans  will  still  be  in 
a  position  to  wage,  with  some  promise  of  success,  an  attack 
upon  the  British  Isles  Intended  to  starve  that  country  into 
submission. 

I  have  no  doubt  that  the  British  will  fight  violently.  I  have 
nu  doubt  at  all  that  they  will  do  everything  humanly  possible 
to  defend  the  British  Isles,  and  they  may  succeed  in  with- 
standing such  an  assault.  'Riey.  with  their  Navy,  may  still  be 
able  to  resist  attack,  and  England  may  not  fall;  but  I  am  as- 
suming for  the  purpose  of  this  remark — and  we  must  make  all 
kinds  of  assumptions;  we  must  have  in  mind  all  sorts  of  pos- 
sibilities, as  well  as  probabilities,  when  we  legislate — that 
Great  Britain  may.  in  spite  of  her  valiant  resistance,  finally 
succumb.    What  then  will  happen  to  the  British  Fleet? 

Certainly  the  British  Fleet  and  the  French  Fleet  and  the 
Italian  Fleet  and  the  German  Fleet,  if  we  do  not  add  any 
others — and  I  can  think  of  still  others — will  constitute  a  very 
formidable  fieet.  Our  fleet  is  in  the  Pacific.  Who  knows  what 
combinations  of  countries  are  likely  to  find  themselves  to- 
gether before  this  great  holocaust  is  over?  We  have  edready 
seen  Russia  and  Germany  go  together  and  divide  up  Poland. 
No  man  knows  what  divisions  and  combinations  will  be  made. 
For  the  moment  Italy  and  Germany  are  in  a  combination, 
and,  in  my  Judgment,  will  divide  up  at  least  a  part  of  the  land 
now  under  the  French  flag.  Certainly  if  the  British  and  the 
French  Fleets  should  get  into  German  hands,  and  they  should 
want  to  come  over  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic  and  bother  us, 
our  fleet  would  be  pretty  well  occupied — being  only  the  size  of 
that  of  Great  Britain — in  fighting  off  the  English,  the  French, 
the  Italian,  and  the  German  Fleets  together,  particularly  if 
other  powers  not  now  in  the  combination  should  get  into  It. 

that  l^ppens  we  shall  have  plenty  to  think  about,  because 
the  Germans  know  Just  as  well  as  you  and  I  know  that  we  hav9 


not  a  great  number  of  military  airplanes.  They  know,  prob- 
ably more  accurately  than  do  90  percent  of  the  Members  of 
Congress,  all  that  we  have  and  all  that  we  have  not,  because 
it  is  their  business  to  know;  and  their  efBclency  up  to  this 
time  indicates  that  the  Germans  and  the  Italians,  and  all  the 
other  countries  for  that  matter,  pretty  wen  do  know  about 
our  state  of  defense. 

A  number  of  persons  are  writing  me  letters,  and  they  want 
me  to  do  this,  and  they  want  me  to  do  that.  Personally.  I  am 
not  anxious  to  commit  this  country  to  a  course  of  action  which 
I  do  not  think  the  country  can  make  good.  Defending  the 
United  States  here  is  one  thing.  Defending  the  United  States 
somewhere  else,  away  off  from  here,  is  another  thing.  It  seems 
to  me  our  attention  is  going  to  be  pretty  well  occupied  for  the 
next  year  in  seeing  that  we  are  aUe  to  defend  the  United 
States  right  here. 

I  do  not  want  anyone  to  asstune  that  I  do  not  favor  aid  to 
the  Allies  within  proper  limits,  such  as  selling  surplus  ma- 
terial which  our  own  forces  do  not  need.  I  do  not  want  to 
be  critical  of  that  policy.  I  do  not  want  to  be  anti-British 
or  anti-French,  because  my  sympathies  and  my  thoughts  and 
my  prayers  are  all  with  them.  At  the  same  time,  I  want  to 
be  pro-American  as  well  as  s3^mpathetic  to  these  other  coun- 
tries. Therefore,  it  seems  to  me  we  have  need  for  a  much 
more  realistic  view  than  has  been  Indicated  by  many  of  the 
emotional  outbiu-sts  that  have  been  made,  no  matter  how 
righteous  they  may  have  been,  no  matter  how  well  they  might 
have  expressed  what  was  In  my  heart,  because  they  did. 

Our  duty,  too,  is  to  think  where  we  are  going  to  be  In  all 
this  situation,  and  whether  or  not  we  have  this,  that,  and 
the  other  thing  that  we  ought  to  have  before  we  carry  an 
empty  gun  somewhere  and  try  to  hold  up  somebody  with  It, 
particularly  when  the  other  fellow  knows  it  is  empty  much 
better,  perhaps,  than  we  know  It  Is  empty. 

That  is  only  a  brief  picture  of  possibilities.  I  do  not  say 
any  of  them  will  happen.  I  am  not  even  saving  today  that 
they  are  probabilities.  I  am  saying  that  they  are  within  the 
fair  range  of  possibilities;  and  certainly,  predicated  on  past 
history,  they  are  not  as  Impossible  as  they  looked  2  months 
ago,  or  even  2  weeks  ago,  or  even  2  days  ago.  or  even  2 
hours  ago. 

I  think  we  ought  to  come  to  a  sense  of  realities  in  this 
country.  What  are  the  realities?  The  realities  are  that 
we  shall  have  to  work  as  hard  as  we  possibly  can,  we  shall 
have  to  utilize  every  possible  agency,  first  of  all,  to  put  this 
country  in  a  state  of  adequate  defense,  which  it  is  not  in  at 
the  present  time.  It  Is  not  going  to  be  enough  to  pass  some 
appropriation  bills.  It  is  going  to  require  the  cooperation 
of  industrialists,  labor,  the  Congress,  the  Executive,  the  Army, 
the  Navy,  and  all  parts  of  our  population.  More  than  that, 
we  have  a  great  weapon  in  the  whole  international  situation 
about  which,  up  to  this  time,  I  have  seen  or  heard  very  little, 
and  that  Is  the  weapon  of  food,  which  may  permit  the 
United  States,  if  it  has  the  vision  and  wisdom  and  foresight, 
to  play  a  greater  role  than  any  other  thing  I  know  of  toward 
bringing  Justice  and  democracy  back  to  the  countries  from 
whicH  It  may  possibly  be  taken;  for  after  this  war  is  over^ 
indeed,  this  very  winter,  whether  or  not  it  is  over — there  is 
bound  to  be  in  Europe  the  most  tremendous  famine  of  which 
we  can  possibly  conceive. 

It  is  impossible  to  take  20,000.000  men  away  from  produc- 
tion, away  from  the  farms,  and  put  them  in  munition  plants 
or  in  the  Army,  and  have  everybody  eating  in  countries 
which  do  not  produce  sufficient  food  to  feed  themselves  in 
the  first  place,  without  nmning  short  of  food.  If  the  United 
States  has  the  food — and  it  has  it — and  if  the  hunger  is 
severe — and  it  is  going  to  be  severe— if  the  United  States 
takes  a  long-headed  role,  it  may  have  a  bisgcr  opportunity 
to  bring  order  and  liberty  and  Justice  back  to  the  world 
than  through  any  other  agency.  I  speak  of  the  agency  of 
food  because  when  the  snow  flies,  even  though  Germany 
be  victorious,  there  will  be  hungry  people  there  who  have 
not  food.  There  will  be  hungry  people  in  Poland,  and  in 
France,  and  in  England,  and  in  Italy,  and  in  every  other 
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country  in  Europe,  because  no  European  or  Asiatic  country 

is    in    F>osition    to   furnish    sufficient    food   for    the    nations 
concerned. 

What  does  all  that  indicate?  Pictiu-e  for  a  moment  the 
ruin  over  there,  the  devastation  that  has  followed  in  the 
wake  of  war.  the  tearing  down  of  buildings  and  bridges,  the 
disruption  of  railroads,  the  blowing  up  of  canals,  and  the 
thousands  of  other  things  that  enter  into  the  everyday  life 
of  the  people.  Then  pictiu"e  all  of  these  men  going  home, 
if  the  war  comes  to  a  quick  conclusion ;  picture  the  cancela- 
tion of  munitions  contracts  in  this  country:  picture  the 
widespread  world  depression  that  will  exist,  together  with 
the  extremely  large  expenditures  for  armaments  which  we 
have  made  and  will  continue  to  make  in  the  face  of  develop- 
ing world  conditions;  and  think  of  what  we  propose  to  do 
about  it.  We  propose,  in  this  tax  bill,  not  to  raise  sufficient 
money  to  pay  in  full  our  peacetime  expenditures.  There  is 
no  question  about  that.  Not  a  dollar  in  this  tax  bill  will 
go  for  future  national  defense.  Even  if  we  take  the  bill  as 
it  is  written,  with  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  ByrdI.  which  add^  somewhat  to  its  ability 
to  pay  our  debts,  even  then  it  will  not  pay  all  the  other 
expenses  of  Government  outside  of  the  cost  of  the  Army 
and  Navy;  and  here  is  the  proof,  right  over  here  on  the 
wall  of  the  Senate  Chamber. 

For  the  past  10-year  period  our  average  yearly  expendi- 
tures have  been  $7,300,000,000.  For  that  10-year  period  each 
year  the  Government  has  received  about  $4,600,000,000. 
That  means  that  in  each  of  the  10  years  which  have  passed 
it  has  spent  $2,700,000,000  which  it  did  not  have. 

Let  us  consider  the  deficit  of  $2  700.000.000  a  year.  How 
much  have  our  Army  and  Navy  cost  us  a  year  for  each  year 
during  the  past  10  years?  One  billion  one  hundred  million 
dollars  a  year  has  been  the  average  cost  of  our  Army  and 
Navy,  and  if  we  subtract  the  average  cost  of  our  Army  and 
Navy  from  our  average  annual  deficit  for  each  of  the  past 
10  years,  we  find  that  $1,600,000,000  a  year  is  left  over.  That 
Is  how  much  we  would  have  to  raise  if  we  did  not  appro- 
priate a  cent  for  the  expenditures  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
in  the  past,  in  the  present,  or  in  the  future. 

The  pending  measure  comes  in  with  $1,007,000,000  of  new 
taxes,  and  it  is  estimated  that  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  will  take  care  of  $500,000  000  of  additional 
expenses.  So  that  the  total  will  be  about  a  billion  and  a 
half  dollars  in  revenue,  or  its  equivalent,  and  we  would  still 
be  $100,000,000  a  year  short  of  sufficient  money,  $1,600,- 
000.000.  to  pay  for  the  ordinary  routine  expenses  of  the 
Government,  without  a  sou  marque  going  for  any  past  war 
or  present  war  or  any  possible  future  war. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  way  we  are  preparing  for  this 
emergency,  just  as  we  prepared  for  the  depression  from  1920 
to  1929— not  at  all— just  as  during  the  whole  depression  we 
prepared  for  this  international  emergency — not  at  all — and 
just  as  now  we  are  beginning,  not  to  prepare  for  the  greater 
depression,  the  greater  emergency,  which  is  sure  to  come  as 
an  aftermath  following  the  World  War. 

Then  It  is  proposed  that  we  go  home  next  Saturday,  and 
when  it  all  comes  back  on  us,  the  people  are  going  to  say. 
"Why  didn't  you  get  up  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  tell 
them  that?"  Just  as  If  there  have  not  been  men  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  for  20  years  who  told  the  people  that  this 
economic  set-up  would  bring  on  the  depression  in  the  world, 
who  told  them  from  1929  to  1940  that  war  clouds  were  gath- 
ering on  the  International  horizon,  and  that  we  should 
prepare,  and  who  are  now  attempting  to  tell  them  that 
tremendous  international  depression  clouds  of  a  financial 
nature  are  even  closer  than  either  one  of  these  other  two 
things  were  when  the  warning  was  first  issued,  and  that  we 
should  prepare  now.  Yet  someone  will  say  2  or  3  years  from 
now  when  we  are  appropriating  $800,000,000  or  $1,763,000,000 
for  relief  for  this,  that,  or  the  other  thing,  as  we  will  be, 
"Why  didn't  you  fellows  tell  us  that?" 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 


Mr.  KINO.  I  hope  I  am  not  interrupting  the  tenor  of  the 
Senator's  observations. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  wonder  whether  the  Senator  has  dwelt  upon 
the  loss  of  foreign  markets  which  we  have  ab^ady  sustained, 
and  the  greater  loss  which  will  be  inevitable  if  the  Hitler 
regime  triumphs  and  destroys  France,  and.  of  course,  makes 
it  impossible  for  Great  Britain  to  become  one  of  the  great 
purchasers  of  our  surplus  commodities. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  touched  on  it  briefly,  but  I  shall  be  glad 
to  give  an  illustration.  In  normal  years  we  shipped  to  for- 
eign countries  about  $5,000,000,000  worth  of  our  products. 
In  normal  years  our  national  income,  we  will  say.  is  about 
$70,000,000,000.  roughly.  What  does  that  mean?  It  means 
that  about  7  percent  of  all  we  produce  in  this  country  from 
the  farm,  factory,  mine,  and  forest  is  sold  abroad,  and  there- 
fore it  means  that  7  percent  of  all  the  people  who  work  in 
this  coimtry  are  working  to  produce  things,  not  for  consiunp- 
tion  at  home,  but  to  be  shipped  beyond  our  frontiers.  It 
means  that  when  that  market  is  gone  that  7  percent  of  our 
working  people  will  be  unemployed. 

In  normal  times  about  50,000.000  people  a  year  are  employed 
in  this  country,  and  7  percent  of  50,000,000  people  would  l)e 
3,500.000  working  people  who  would  be  thrown  cut  of  work, 
and  their  unemployment  would  in  turn  result  in  others  being 
thrown  out  of  work,  others  who  are  dependent  upon  their 
earnings  and  the  expenditures  ta  other  lines  to  keep  the 
wheels  of  Industry  turning.  Ttiat  Is  just  a  sidelight.  I  may 
say  to  the  able  Senator  from  Utah,  as  he  himself  has  often 
said  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate,  of  one  of  the  things  which  is 
bound  to  contribute  to  the  emergency. 

I  do  not  wish  to  use  intemperate  language,  but  really  to 
me  it  seems  absolutely  criminal — and  there  is  no  other  word 
for  it — for  Congress  to  adjourn  next  Saturday,  as  I  under- 
stand is  proposed,  go  home,  and  leave  this  financial  condition 
to  confront  the  people  of  this  country,  as  it  will  confront  them 
within  12  months  after  we  go  home. 

There  is  absolutely  not  a  cent  of  appropriation  or  taxes  in 
the  pending  measure  which  will  pay  for  past  preparedness, 
leaving  out  of  consideration  present  or  future  preparedness. 
Indeed,  even  with  this  tax  bill  we  will  not  raise  enough  money 
to  take  care  of  the  ordinary  routine  expenditures  outside  of 
defense  for  a  single  year  since  June  30.  1930.  10  years  ago. 
Yet  it  is  called  a  defense-tax  measure. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield?    , 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  What  would  the  Senator  think  of  a  motion 
to  recommit  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Finance  with  in- 
structions to  revamp  the  whole  tax  sj'stem? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  would  support  the  Senator  In  such  a 
move,  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  healthy  thing  for  Congress 
to  do. 

Mr.  MILLER.    That  is  the  remedy. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  That  is  the  best  remedy.  First  of  all, 
most  of  the  taxes  provided  for  in  the  bill  will  not  be  col- 
lected this  year;  they  will  not  be  collected  until  March  15, 
1941,  imless  some  amendment  changing  the  present  set-up 
is  offered  and  agreed  to.  There  are  some  excise  taxes  which 
would  be  collected  this  year,  but  we  could  take  that  pjart  of 
the  tax  biU  and  pass  it,  and  recommit  the  remainder  of  the 
tax  question  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  let  them 
write  a  real  tax  bill. 

Does  anyone  believe  that  the  world  situation  Is  half  so 
bad  as  I  painted  it?  I  think  I  have  painted  it  rather  rosily. 
Does  anyone  think  that  the  financial  picture  is  any  better 
than  I  have  painted  it?  Does  anyone  think  that  the  after- 
math which  will  follow  this  great  holocaust  will  be  different 
in  degree  from  the  way  I  have  painted  it.  so  that  It  would  be 
less  than  necessary  to  have  Increased  taxes?  I  am  sure  no 
one  here  would  say  that  any  of  the  statements  I  have  made 
are  extravagant. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrleld? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  finish  this  thought,  and  then  I  will 
yield.    If  my  suggestions  are  not  extravagant,  who  on  this 
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floor  will  suggest  a  better  time  In  our  history  to  raise  our 
revenues  to  meet  our  expenditures  than  right  now,  before 
the  aftermath  of  the  war  engulfs  the  econcHnlc  life  of  this 
country?  If  we  cannot  do  it  now,  we  never  will  do  it,  be- 
cause the  years  ahead  wUl  be  darker  years,  from  an  economic 
atandpoint,  than  this  year. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  ITesIdent.  I  have  listened  with  a 
great  deal  of  interest  to  the  observations  made  today  by  the 
very  able  and  dlstingulsh(Ki  Senator  from  Maryland,  and  I 
also  listened  to  his  remarks  a  few  days  ago.  He  has  given 
quite  thorough  study  to  the  need  for  additional  revenue  on 
the  part  of  the  Federal  Government,  and  for  retrenchment 
in  expenditures  al(sig  ceruiin  lines.  But  it  is  not  clear  to 
me  what  remedy  be  proposes,  whether  he  is  advocating  re- 
trenchment of  expenditures  for  purposes  other  than  natintmi 
defense,  or  whether  he  proposes  an  increase  of  expendltureq 
for  national  defense;  and  to  what  extent  does  be  think  it 
Is  necessary,  in  order  to  adjust  our  financial  program,  that 
the  tax  revenues  of  our  Federal  Government  be  increased? 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  the  Senator 
directly.  I  would  advocate,  first,  either  by  retrenchment  or 
new  taxes,  or  by  both,  the  paying  of  the  peacetime  expenses 
of  the  Government.  They  are  $2,700,000,000  a  year  more 
than  our  receipts. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  has  put  Into  the  bill  an  amend- 
ment which  would  bring  about  a  curtailment  of  Federal  ex- 
penditures to  the  extent  of  approximately  $500,000,000  a 
year,  outside  of  national  defense.  So  that  if  we  took  that 
$500,000,000  off  the  $2,700,000,000,  we  would  need  $2,200,- 
000.000  of  further  reductions  or  new  taxes,  and  we  should 
raise  them,  because  our  expenses  for  a  long  while  are  not 
going  to  be  any  less,  and  our  revenues,  as  we  go  Into  the 
future,  are  going  to  be  less.  So  that  If  we  are  ever  to  make 
this  CJovemment  pay  its  way,  if  we  do  not  do  it  now,  we  will 
face  a  debacle  of  more  si^rtcus  consequences  than  was  the 
depression  of  1932.    Have  I  answered  the  Senator? 

Mr.  OVERTON  Not  altogether.  That  increase  in  tax 
revenue  would  simply  take  care  of  the  deficit  in  the  ordinary 
operating  expenses  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Army,  Navy,  everything,  on  a  peacetime 
basis.  ! 

Mr.  OVERTON.    On  a  peacetime  basis. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  Senator  has  p<dnted  out,  and  I  think 
very  graphically,  the  absolute  necessity  of  making  increased 
appropriations  to  take  care  of  our  national  defense.  Are  we 
to  do  that  by  Increasing  the  debt  limit,  or  are  we  to  impose 
additional  taxes? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  should  like  to  start  by  paying  for  the 
national  defense  too,  not  in  full,  but  I  should  like  to  have  the 
Government  make  some  payment  on  it.  But  if  I  may  so  state 
to  the  able  Senator  from  Louisiana,  I  know  that  certainly 
there  can  be  no  exctise,  even  if  we  do  not  pay  a  single  dollar 
of  these  emergency  expenditures,  for  not  paying  at  least  for 
all  the  ordinary  peacetime  routine  expenditures  in  one  of  the 
best  years  we  are  likely  to  have  for  perhaps  10  years  or  a 
whole  generation. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  wish  to  say-^  the  Senator  will  yield  to 
me  for  a  moment  further 

Ur.  TYDINGS.    I  will  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  That  I  am  not  in  disagreement  at  all  with 
what  the  able  Senator  has  said 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  knew  the  Senator  was  not. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Because  I  have  had  occasion  to  discuss 
the  matter  with  him  at  different  times.  I  simply  wanted  to 
bring  out,  as  clearly  as  I  could,  what  specific  plan  the  Senator 
frrxn  Maryland  had  in  view.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  htm 
that  we  ought  to  have  greater  revenues,  and  I  do  not  think 
the  bill  meets  the  reqtiirements  of  our  Nation  todajF 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    That  is  what  I  think. 
Mr.  OVERTON.    Either  for  peacetime  operations  or  In 
(H^er  to  provide  for  an  adequate  national  defense. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    That  is  what  I  think. 


Mr.  OVERTON.  But  I  beUeve  that  possibly  the  best  thing 
to  do  would  be  to  pass  the  pending  measure,  and  that  then 
Congress  remain  in  session,  so  an  additional  tax  bill  may 
be  presented  to  it  which  may  or  may  not  cover  an  oitire 
revision  of  our  tax  structure. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  would  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  with  this  qualification,  that  we 
pass  that  part  of  the  tax  blU  which  has  to  do  with  excise 
taxes,  because  every  day  that  that  part  of  the  bill  fails  to 
operate  we  lose  that  much  Government  revenue.  Then  I 
would  refer  the  whole  Income  and  other  tax  questions  back 
Co  the  finance  Committee  to  revamp. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD  rose. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Before  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama, which  I  shall  in  a  moment,  let  me  point  out  that 
this  tax  bill,  of  course.  Increases  everyone's  taxes  to  some 
extent — particularly  income  taxes.  Let  me  point  out,  how- 
ever, that  a  man  who  makes  $4,000  a  year,  who  h&s  four 
children,  under  this  bill  would  not  contribute  a  single  dollar 
In  the  way  of  income  taxes  toward  the  expenses  of  the 
Government.  First  of  all  he  would  receive  $2,000  married- 
couple's  exemption.  Then  he  would  get  credit  for  four 
dependents.  That  would  make  $1,600  more.  That  would 
make  in  all  $3,600.  Then,  if  he  was  working,  he  would  get  a 
10-percent  exemption  on  earned  income,  which  would  be 
$400  more.  So  that  a  married  man  making  $4,000  a  jrear. 
If  he  had  four  children,  under  this  bill  would  not  contribute 
a  cent  either  to  the  cost  of  the  Government,  or  the  cost  of 
defense,  or  the  cost  of  future  defense.  He  would  not  even 
contribute  a  $10  bill 

Is  that  the  way  to  face  this  emergency?  Does  anyone  think 
that  the  picture  is  so  rosy  as  to  permit  a  man  making  $4,000 
a  year  completely  to  escape  the  payment  of  any  Income  taxes 
to  the  National  Government  at  a  time  when  we  have  been 
going  nearly  $3,000,000,000  a  year  behind  for  10  years?  We 
either  have  an  emergency  or  we  do  not  have  one.  Most 
everyone  I  have  heard  talk  thinks  the  world  is  in  bad  shape, 
and  that  there  is  a  serious  emergency.  The  President  says 
so.  Representatives  and  Senators  every  day  say  so.  The 
press  says  so.  Yet  in  the  face  of  this  most  devastating  situ- 
ation we  allow  a  man  who  has  an  Income  of  $4,000  a  year, 
under  this  bill,  not  even  to  contribute  $10  to  the  cost  of  the 
Government.  We  are  going  to  bar  such  contribution  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield, 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  he 
does  not  think  this  would  be  a  good  time  to  use  the  $2,000,- 
000,000  in  gold  which  the  Government  now  owns  and  has 
placed  in  the  stabilization  fund,  but  has  never  used?  It  is  all 
there  and  owned  by  the  Government.  Does  not  the  Senator 
think  that  in  this  time  of  national  emergency  that  money  at 
least  should  be  applied  to  the  extraordinary  expenses  of  the 
Government? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  have  not  given  the  matter  to  which  the 
Senator  refers  any  great  thought.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
question  is  a  logical  one,  and  without  having  given  it  much 
thought  I  would  say  "Yes."  But  In  making  the  affirmative 
answer  to  the  Senator's  question  I  am  reminded  also  that  the 
$2,000,000,000  in  that  fund  was  borrowed-  We  did  not  have 
that  $2,000,000,000. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  The  Senator  Is  clearly  mistaken  about 
that.  The  $2,000,000,000  was  acquired  by  the  Government  as 
the  result  of  the  devaluation  of  the  gold  we  owned.  There  is 
DO  debt  against  it  at  all. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  We  could  devalue  It  again  and  get  $6,000,- 
000.000  more,  but  I  would  rather  finance  on  a  little  different 
scale. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    Well,  the  Oovemment  owns  that  gold. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  know  it  owns  it,  because  it  took  it  in  and 
promised  to  pay  so  much,  and  gave  back  less  than  it  promised 
to  pay. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Right  or  wrong,  the  Government  owns 
It.  and  some  day  must  dispose  of  it.    Why  not  now? 
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Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  have  no  objection  to  that,  but  I  do  not 
want  to  get  into  a  discussion  of  that  question  with  the  Senator. 
I  would  have  no  objection  to  that,  but  it  would  not  change  the 
picture  one  lota.  Even  if  we  should  take  that  gold  and  spread 
It  over  this  p)criod  of  time,  we  would  still  be  running  the  peace- 
time expenditures  of  the  Government  at  a  cost  of  $2,700.- 
000.000  a  year  more  than  was  taken  in. 

The  truth  is  that  we  have  to  raise  $1,600,000,000  In  brand- 
new  money,  by  new  taxes  or  savings,  or  the  two  together  in 
order  to  pay  for  our  peacetime  cost  of  this  Government,  with- 
out a  dollar  going  to  the  Army  or  going  to  the  Navy.  That 
is  the  picture. 

What  does  this  bill  do?  This  bill  raises  about  $1,500,000,000 
in  savings  and  new  taxes.  I  commend  the  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee.  I  think  It  has  been  the  finest  approach 
we  have  had  toward  a  balanced  budget,  and  I  know  he  has 
worked  diligently  to  try  to  work  out  these  taxes  in  the  most 
equitable  way. 

But  the  dajrs  of  easy  living,  the  days  of  easy  taxation,  the 
days  of  unpreparedness.  are  gone.  Men  are  dsrlng  tonight 
on  the  battlefields  of  France,  men  died  2  weeks  ago  on  the 
battlefield  of  Flanders  and  Belgium  and  Holland;  men  will  be 
dying  shortly  perhaps  on  the  battlefields  of  Britain.  The  old 
days  have  passed;  but  we  are  proceeding  as  if  the  world  were 
Just  the  same  today  as  it  was  4  months  ago  or  4  weeks  ago. 
Of  course,  just  as  we  are  unprepared  on  land  and  sea  and  in 
the  air  today,  because  we  put  off  preptaring  until  the  emer- 
gency overtook  us,  so  we  will  be  unprepared  when  this  finan- 
cial avalanche  sweeps  over  this  country,  causing  unemploy- 
ment, inflation,  high  cost  of  living,  misery,  and  want  from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  the  other.  Now,  while  we  have  time  to 
build  up  our  financial  breastworks  to  make  ourselves  strong 

and  secure,  to  put  our  finances  on  a  sound  bajsis,  we  are  doing 
Just  what  England  and  Prance  did  in  a  military  way.  They 
knew  that  war  was  coming,  but  in  London  r>eople  went  on 
week  ends,  one  week  end  after  another,  up  until  the  time  that 
Holland  was  invaded. 

There  were  sit-down  strikes  all  over  Prance  under  Mr.  Leon 
/  Blum,  a  great  liberal,  in  the  face  of  German  preparedness. 
I  shudder  to  think  how  much  unnecessary  blood  has  been 
split,  how  many  lives  have  been  lost  unnecessarily,  and  how 
much  unnecessary  misery  has  been  caused;  how  many  civil- 
ians, women  and  children,  and  old  men  have  gone  down  to 
their  deaths,  because  of  that  government,  which  absolutely 
forestalled  the  preparation  which  France  needed  and  had  to 
have,  and  which  that  government  evaded  and  set  at  naught. 
Prance  might  have  had  500  or  1.000  or  2,000  more  airplanes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  shall  yield  In  a  moment.  France  might 
have  had  500  or  1,000  more  tanks,  and  these  she  might  have 
had  at  some  critical  point,  and  perhaps  they  would  have  rep- 
resented the  difference  between  victory  and  defeat.  All 
those  who,  with  Prance's  day  of  need  coming  closer  and 
closer,  stopped  the  production  of  all  the  things  she  had  to 
have  to  defend  herself  have  blood  on  their  hands  today;  and 
their  country  is  gone. 

We  have  done  the  same  thing.  There  Is  no  man  who  will 
rise  on  the  floor  of  the  Congress  and  justify  a  sit-down  strike. 
It  Is  absolutely  contrary  to  law,  contrary  to  justice,  and  con- 
trary to  equity.  I  am  as  much  in  favor  of  labor  having  a 
square  deal  as  anyone  can  be,  but  when  labor  stays  In  a 
factory  and  takes  the  property  belonging  to  another,  and  In 
some  cases  tries  to  sabotage  that  property,  it  does  not  give 
the  kind  of  justice  which  it  asks  for.  When  some  of  us  tried 
to  denounce  it  on  this  floor,  and  when  we  put  the  question 
to  a  vote,  there  were  many,  including  some-zjkembers  of  the 
President's  Cabinet,  who  said  it  was  not  a  crime.  We  all 
know  that  to  l>e  true. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield.  ^ 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  wanted  to  make  only  one  observation.  In 
view  of  what  the  Senator  said  about  the  Blum  regime  in 
France.  As  I  recall,  under  the  Blum  regime,  he  was  respon- 
sible for  the  continuation  of  the  building  of  airplanes  for 
the  military  and  naval  forces  of  that  coimtry. 


Mr.  TYDINGS.  WeU,  he  may  have  been.  That  is  one 
dim  ray  of  light  in  a  sea  of  darkness,  because,  as  I  recall, 
under  the  Blum  regime  the  railroads  of  France  entirely — 
oh.  I  thought  the  Senator  made  an  affirmative  statement. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     No;  not  at  aU. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    He  asked  me  a  question? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  What  I  am  attempting  to  do  Is  merely  to 
bolster  the  Senator's  argument.  I  was  about  to  say  that 
under  the  Blum  regime,  in  the  quiescent  attitude  which  they 
assumed  at  that  particular  time,  fearing  no  one,  but  going 
along  their  peaceful  way,  he  was  responsible,  so  I  am  In- 
formed, for  completely  stopping  the  building  of  military  and 
naval  airplanes  for  the  defense  of  France. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  not  In  a  position  definitely  to  con- 
firm that  statement,  but  I  think  I  can  say,  within  the  realm 
of  fact,  that  certainly  the  Blum  administration,  to  a  large 
extent,  hindered  the  preparedness  of  France.  That  Is  only 
typical  of  democracy.  Democracies  do  not  want  to  save  them- 
selves. They  do  not  want  to  bother  alwut  it.  They  do  not 
want  to  have  to  pay  taxes.  They  would  rather  postpone 
them  as  long  as  possible.  They  would  rather  eat  their  cake 
and  have  it  too. 

Mr.  President,  democracy  today  is  not  a  necessity.  It  is  a 
luxury,  and  it  remains  to  be  seen  whether  or  not  wo  have 
enough  money  to  afford  a  luxury  like  democracy,  because 
democracy  Is  rapidly  becoming  nonexistent  in  the  world.  Do 
we  want  to  keep  this  way  of  life?  Every  Member  of  Congress 
has  gone  out  on  Armistice  Day,  on  the  Fourth  of  July,  and  on 
Flag  Day,  to  tell  about  what  a  wonderful  land  this  is,  with 
free  speech,  free  press,  the  right  to  worship  God  according  to 
the  dictates  of  one's  own  conscience,  the  right  to  trial  by  Jury, 
the  right  to  habeas  corpus,  with  laws  against  excessive  ball 
and  Imprisonment  except  upon  warrant,  and  so  forth.  We 
have  said: 

We  want  to  keep  our  American  way  of  life.  When  I  rise  In  the 
morning  and  see  Old  Glory  coming  up  and  waving  Ita  red.  white, 
and  blue  In  the  roseate  rays  of  the  morning  sun  I  have  a  thrill,  and 
I  thank  Ocd  I  am  an  American. 

Then  we  come  back  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  House  and 
see  democracy  going  over  the  cataract,  even  though  the  people 
themselves  are  willing  to  pay  the  taxes  necessary  for  its  pres- 
ervation. The  press  of  the  country  is  supporting  new  taxes 
100  percent  on  matters  of  taxation,  and  everybody  Is  saying, 
"We  must  get  ready  for  this  catastrophe."  With  all  that,  we 
cannot  obtam  enough  support  in  Congress,  where  the  people 
really  function  through  their  representatives,  to  pay  the  peace- 
time expenditures  of  the  Government,  exclusive  of  petst.  pres- 
ent, or  future  preparedness.  I  am  asking  only  that  we  pay  for 
the  peacetime  costs  of  the  Federal  machine,  without  a  cent 
going  for  any  preparedness,  past,  present,  or  future.  If  we  had 
had  this  tax  bill,  with  the  Byrd  amendment  cutting  down  the 
expenses  $500,000,000,  we  should  still  be  $100,000,000  a  year 
short  of  paying  the  other  costs  of  the  Government,  for  every 
year  since  1930.    That  Is  the  picture. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Has  the  Senator  some  amendments 
which  he  desires  to  offer  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  have. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  We  have  not  made  as  much  progress 
today  as  I  had  hoped.  I  am  in  sympathy  with  the  general 
views  expressed  by  the  Senator.  No  one  can  be  found  more 
cooperative  In  trying  to  put  through  a  big  tax  bill — and  this 
is  a  pretty  big  tax  bill.  We  may  differ  in  the  amounts  to 
be  raised,  but  I  hope  the  Senator  will  let  lis  get  down  to 
considering  this  bill,  and  if  he  has  any  amendments  to  offer, 
let  us  vote  on  them,  so  that  we  may  make  some  progress 
today. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  wish  to  lay  a  little  fotmdation  for  the 
amendments,  Mr.  President,  because  I  know  that  if  I  offer 
them  without  the  foundation,  they  will  blow  right  over  the 
desk,  and  I  cannot  do  an>-thing  about  it. 

I  feel  that  what  the  people  of  the  country  want,  and  what 
they  have  a  right  to  expect — aye,  demand — is  that  any  tax 
bill  which  passes  this  Congress  at  the  present  time  shall  pay 
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at  least  for  the  normal  rouUnc  expenditures  of  the  Govern- 
ment, exclusive  of  national  defense.  Certainly,  during  the 
past  10  years,  for  each  and  every  year  we  have  spent  $2,700,- 
000,000  more  than  we  have  taken  in.  For  each  of  the  past 
10  years  our  Army  and  Navy  have  cost  $1,100,000,000  a  year. 
That  leaves  $1,600,000,000  a  year  for  each  of  the  past  10  years 
for  which  we  had  no  money.  Even  with  the  new  bill  we  shall 
still  be  $100,000,000  short  of  raising  enough  to  pay  for  the  - 
peacetime  expenditures  of  the  Government,  without  a  cent 
going  for  any  of  the  cost  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  for  the  past 
10  years,  for  the  present,  or  for  the  future. 

Mr.  President.  Just  so  siu*ely  as  that  the  sim  rises  and  sets, 
whether  this  is  a  short  war  or  a  long  one,  whether  Hitler  wins 
It  all  or  wins  only  a  part  of  it,  whether  we  are  attacked  or 
whether  we  escape  attack,  there  will  be  international  de- 
pression, starvation,  pestilence,  disease,  disruption  of  world 
trade,  bitterness,  malice,  new  kinds  of  ideologies,  and  new 
methods  employed;  and  we  shall  need  every  dollar  of  credit 
and  every  bit  of  sound  finance  of  which  a  democracy  is 
capaUe  to  weather  the  storm.  Make  no  mistake  about  it. 
I  predict  that  in  January  or  Pebruary,  if  not  before,  we  shall 
appropriate  sxmis  like  $100,000,000.  $200,000,000,  or  $250,- 
000.000  to  feed  the  starving  and  pestilence -ridden  people  of 
Asia,  Europe,  and  perhaps  Africa.  We  shall  all  vote  for  it; 
and  we  shall  be  feeding  our  own,  too.  Make  no  mistake  about 
it.  We  cannot  escape  the  consequences  of  this  war,  even  if 
we  escape  actual  involvement  in  it,  any  more  than  we  escaped 
the  consequences  of  the  last  World  War,  which  did  not  over- 
take us  until  about  9  or  10  years  after  the  war  was  over,  by 
the  device  of  lending  to  our  bankrupt  customers  suflBcient 
money  to  keep  the  flow  of  goods  moving  during  the  period 
from  the  close  of  the  war  until  the  depression  ^an.  That 
device  was  all  that  postponed  the  depression. 

I  remember  well  the  depression  of  1921.  There  was  quite 
a  long  period  when  work  was  very  slack  and  when  conditl(ms 
were  very  b&d,  but  the  lending  policy  of  our  people  then 
stepped  in  and  lent  our  customers  the  money  to  buy  our 
goods.  There  will  be  no  such  policy  after  this  war,  because 
we  have  gone  down  that  road,  and  we  know  that  it  is  only  a 
blind  alley.  I  cannot  conceive  that  we  would  go  down  It 
again. 

In  what  year  in  the  future.  Insofar  as  we  can  now  see,  win 
this  country  be  In  a  better  position  than  it  now  is  to  pay  for 
its  peacetime  expenditures,  outside  the  Army  and  Navy? 
Will  the  year  1941  be  a  better  year?  Will  the  year  1942  be 
hkely  to  be  a  better  year?  WID  1943,  1944.  1945.  1946.  1947, 
1948.  1949.  or  1950  be  a  better  year?  I  doubt  it.  It  win  be 
a  long  while  before  we  see  another  year  as  economically  bene- 
ficial to  the  people  of  this  country  as  the  year  1940. 

If  that  is  the  probability,  as  well  as  the  possibility,  then.  In 
heaven's  name,  why  put  off  paying  for  our  ordinary  peacetime 
expenditures,  at  a  time  when  we  can  better  pay  them,  to  a 
time  when  we  cannot  pay  them  as  well,  and  do  so  in  the  name 
of  democracy?  Democracy  went  to  pieces  in  1929  because  it 
would  not  prepare.  Democracy  went  to  pieces  on  the  fields  of 
Prance  and  other  countries  of  Europe  recently  because  it 
would  not  prepare.  Shall  the  last  stronghold  of  democracy 
go  to  pieces  here  because  we  will  not  financially  prepare? 
The  danger  is  sure  to  come. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  We  have  under  consideration  a  bill 
which  seeks  to  raise  $1,007,000,000. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.     Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  How  much  would  the  Senator  increase 
it.  I  wish  to  follow  up  that  question  by  asking  him  how  he 
would  raise  the  Increased  amount? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  have  three  amendments  which  would 
raise  $400,000,000,  and  I  do  not  expect  any  of  them  to  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     What  are  those  amendments? 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  why  he 
Is  offering  them?  If  he  feels  that  way  about  It.  why  does  he 
want  to  waste  the  time  of  the  Senate  and  the  Congress? 


Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  hoping  that  by  giving  the  Senate 
this  bit  of  what  we  know  is  the  truth  I  can  at  least  save  the 
country  from  the  fate  which  has  Just  overtaken  Prance,  and 
perhaps  have  some  of  the  amendments  adopted. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  What  are  the  amendments? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  One  amendment  would  reduce  the  exemp- 
tions to  $800  for  a  single  man — as  the  bill  now  before  the 
Senate  has  reduced  it — and  to  $1,600  a  year  for  a  married 
man  without  children. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Does  the  Senator  allow  anything  for 
dependents? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Oh.  yes.  The  $400  for  each  dependent 
would  remain  the  same;  but  I  am  now  talking  about  a  mar- 
ried man  with  no  dependents.  I  l>eheve  that  a  married  man 
with  no  dependents,  if  he  knew  that  all  the  rich  were  to  be 
taxed  enormously  all  the  way  up.  would  be  willing  to  give 
the  Government  $10  a  year;  and  if  every  such  man  should 
give  the  Government  $10  a  year,  the  total  would  be  some- 
thing like  $150,000,000. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes.  Tliat  Is  $150,000,000  on  that 
amendment? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  What  is  the  other  amendment? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  would  lower  the  bracket  where  the  sur- 
tax begins  on  the  well-to-do  from  $4,000  a  year  down  to  the 
exemption  of  $2,500  a  year.  If  that  were  done  and  the  sur- 
tax started  at  $2,500  on  incomes  running  all  the  way  up  to 
a  million  or  more  dollars  a  year,  that  would  raise  another 
$100,000,000   a   year. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    In  other  words,  the  Senator  does  not 

think  that  a  man  in  the  higher-income  brackets  who  now 

pays  79  percent  normal  tax  and  surtax  is  paying  quite 

enough? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  am  sorry  he  is  paying  any  at  all;  but 

let  me  say  to  the  Senator 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  merely  want  to  understand  what  \a 
the  Senator's  ]X)sitlon. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  answer  the  Senator.  I  stood  on 
this  floor  for  7  years  and  in  season  and  out  fought  the  ex- 
travagance of  Congress,  and  now  I  have  to  stand  on  this 
floor,  having  voted  against  that  extravagance,  and  flght  for 
the  taxes  to  pay  for  it.  In  other  words.  I  am  on  the  unpopu- 
lar end  both  times.  When  expenditures  were  popular  nearly 
everyone  voted  for  them  except  the  Senator  now  speaking 
and  a  half  a  dozen  or  more  others.  Now  when  a  tax  mea- 
sure is  before  us — and  taxes  are  alwasrs  unpopular — the  same 
Senator  who  voted  against  the  extravagance  has  now  got 
to  stand  here  and  fight  for  the  taxes  in  order  to  pay  for  at 
least  the  peacetime  expenditures  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  What  is  the  other  amendment  the  Sen- 
ator has  in  mind?  I  am  merely  trying  to  see  If  we  may 
get  together  so  that  we  may  get  along  with  this  bill. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  the  amendment  I  have  been  discussing 
should  be  rejected,  then,  I  have  another  amendment  which 
would  raise  the  surtax  from  4  percent  to  5  percent.  That 
would  fall  heavily  on  the  rich,  but  would  raise  about 
$250,000,000  additional. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator,  in  all  friend- 
liness, if  we  can  proceed  with  the  tax  bill,  I  will  help  the 
Senator,  if  I  can.  to  have  the  yeas  and  nays  on  all  hia 
amendments  and  ascertain  what  the  sentiment  of  the  Sen- 
ate is  with  respect  to  them.  I  merely  desire  to  expedite 
the  consideration  of  the  bill,  and  I  know  we  cannot  do  it  by 
continuing  to  discuss  European  affairs. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  says,  but 
we  have  to  discuss  European  affairs,  because  European  af- 
fairs are  bound  to  affect  both  the  appropriations  and  the 
income  of  the  Goverxunent.  I  appreciate  what  the  Senator 
has  said,  because  it  shows  a  desire  on  the  part  erf  the  chair- 
man of  the  finance  Committee  to  try  to  anticipate  the  dif- 
ficulties which  are  coming;  and  I  am  going  to  meet  the 
Senator  in  that  spirit  by  not  speaking  so  long  as  I  had 
originally  intended. 
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I  shall -try  to  cooi>erate  with  him;  but  before  I  close  the 
chapter  on  this  piece  of  legislation,  I  wish  to  say  that  it  la 
very  difficult  to  write  tax  legislation  in  open  debate  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  The  difficulty  is  that  when  one  tries 
to  integrate  an  amendment  which  has  not  been  well  thought 
out  into  a  tax  structure  he  is  apt  to  disarrange  it  and  put  a 
bump  in  it  and  penalize  and  hurt  some  group  or  groups  and 
not  make  the  taxation  general  and  equally  distributed. 

I  have  had  these  amendments  prepared  by  the  staff  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Taxation,  and  they  have  told  me 
they  are  so  written  as  to  integrate  them  into  the  tax  blU 
which  is  now  before  the  Senate.  Therefore,  I  feel  that,  so 
far  as  one  can  forsee,  no  class  would  be  singled  out  for  unfair 
taxation  by  the  amendments. 

The  pending  bill  provides  that  a  single  man  shall  have 
an  exemption  of  $800  a  year  and  that  a  msuried  man  with 
no  children — that  is,  two  people  living  together  as  man  and 
wife  but  having  no  children — shall  have  an  exemption  of 
$2,000.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  exemption  for  two  people 
with  no  children  ought  to  be  $1,600  if  an  exemption  of  only 
$800  is  to  be  allowed  a  single  man.  What  would  be  the 
result?  The  result  would  be  that  even  a  married  man  who 
had  an  $1,800  income  would  pay  no  tax,  for  he  would  get 
a  credit  of  $200  for  earned  income.  Further  than  that,  even 
then,  all  the  single  man  would  pay  and  all  the  married  man 
would  pay  would  be  $10  each.  I  believe  the  average  married 
man  in  this  country,  if  he  knows  there  has  been  a  drastic 
Increase  in  all  the  taxes  on  the  rich,  all  the  way  up,  missing 
none,  together  with  an  amendment  which  will  still  further 
increase  those  taxes,  and  that  after  all  that  has  been  taken 
there  is  not  sufficient  money  to  pay  for  the  peacetime  ex- 
penditures of  the  Government,  excluding  Army  and  Navy 
expenditures,  would  be  glad  in  these  emergent  times  to  pay 
$10  a  year  to  the  cost  of  his  Govenunent.  I  cannot  imagine 
that  a  man  with  no  children  who  has  an  income,  say.  of 
$1,800  a  year,  would  object  to  paj-ing  $10  a  year  taxes  to  his 
Government,  if  that  is  necessary,  along  with  other  taxes  on 
the  rich  and  the  well-to-do  of  a  greatly  increased  nature. 
I  cannot  believe  that  he  would  not  want  to  make  such  a 
contribution  to  the  security  of  his  country,  particularly  when 
it  is  needed  not  'io  much  for  defense  as  to  pay  the  cost  of 
Government  before  we  even  get  to  defense. 

So  I  am  hoping  that  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, who  has  perhaps  more  influence  in  this  body  than 
any  other  Senator  in  it.  now  that  I  have,  so  to  speak,  taken 
my  life  in  my  hands  and  come  forward  with  a  plan  which 
cannot  be  popular  but  which  I  believe  can  be  defended  and 
which  should  appeal  to  the  patriotism  of  our  people,  will  not 
leave  me  out  on  a  limb  unless  he  can  offer  an  amendment 
that  is  better. 

I  do  not  care  who  oflfers  the  amendment.    If  the  Senator 

from  Mississippi,  or  any  other  Senator,  has  any  better 
amendments  than  mine,  in  heaven's  name  bring  them  on. 
but  I  have  not  heard  of  them,  and  every  Senator  on  this 
floor  knows  that  as  this  bill  is  written  It  will  not  even  pay 
for  the  cost  of  routine  expenses  of  the  Government,  not  in- 
cluding a  single  dollar  for  national  defense.  Nobody  will 
dispute  that.  Therefore,  I  have  spoken  in  some  detail,  and 
I  have  offered  something  constructive,  with  no  pride  of  au- 
thorship. If  any  Senator  has  a  better  proposal,  let  him  come 
forward  with  it,  and  I  will  be  glad  to  withdraw  mine.  If 
there  is  no  better  proposal,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not  ad- 
journ before  at  least  providing  the  machinery,  either  through 
a  reduction  of  expenditures,  in  accordance  with  the  Byrd 
amendment,  or  an  increase  of  taxes,  plus  my  amendment, 
to  pay  for  the  peacetime  costs  of  the  Government  on  the 
basis  of  the  average  cost  during  the  past  10  years. 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  WORK  RELIEF  AND  RELIEF 

■  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  in  the  chair)  laid 
before  the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives announcing  that  the  House  had  disagreed  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res. 
544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief,  for  the 
fiscal  year  cndmg  June  30.  1941.  requesting  a  conference 


with  the  Senate  thereon,  and  appointing  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  move  that  the  Senate  insist  on  its  amend- 
ments, agree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the  House,  and  that 
the  Chair  appoint  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  Officer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  AoAMs,  Mr.  Glass.  Mr.  McKxllar.  Mr.  Hayden, 
Mr.  Byrnes,  Mr.  Hals,  and  Mr.  Townsxnd  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

RXVKNTTX  Bn.L  OF   1940 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for 
paying  for  such  twnds.  and  for  other  puiposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  re- 
ported by  the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12,  after  line  17.  to 
strike  out: 

"(4)  E^'ery  trust  the  gross  income  of  which  for  the  taxable  year  is 
$100  or  over;   and 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insert  the  following: 

"(4)  Every  trust  the  net  Income  of  which  for  the  taxable  year  is 
•100  or  over,  or  the  gross  Income  of  which  for  the  taxable  year  is 
$800  or  over,  regardless  of  the  amount  of  the  net  Income;  and 

So  as  to  read: 

(b)  Fiduciary  returns:  Section  142  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(a)  Requirement  of  return:  Every  fiduciary  (except  a  receiver 
appointed  by  authority  of  law  in  possession  of  part  only  of  the  prop- 
erty of  an  individual)  shall  make  under  oath  a  return  for  any  of 
the  following  individuals,  estates,  or  trusts  for  which  he  acts,  stating 
specifically  the  items  of  gross  Income  thereof  and  the  deductions 
and  credits  allowed  under  this  chapter  and  such  other  information 
for  the  purpose  of  carr3rlng  out  the  provisions  of  this  chapter  as 
the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  may  by  regu- 
lations prescribe — 

"(1)  Every  Individual  having  a  gross  income  for  the  taxable  year 
of  $800  or  over,  if  single,  or  if  married  and  not  living  with  husband 
or  wife; 

"(2)  Every  individual  having  a  gross  Income  for  the  taxable  year 
of  $2,000  or  over,  if  married  and  living  with  husband  or  wife; 

"(3)  Every  estate  the  gross  Income  of  which  for  the  taxable  year 
is  $800  or  over: 

"(4)  Every  trust  the  net  income  of  which  for  the  taxable  year  is 
$100  or  over,  or  the  gross  income  of  which  for  the  taxable  year  Is 
$800  or  over,  regardless  of  the  amount  of  the  net  income;  and 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  13,  after  line  4.  to 
Strike  out: 

Sec.  8.  Tax  on  cigarette  papers. 

Section  2000  (d)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to  tax 
on  cigarette  papers)  is  amended,  effective  JiUy  1,  1940,  by  strUUng 
out  "more  than  twenty-five  but". 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  13.  line  13,  to  change 
the  section  number  from  10  to  9.  and  in  line  15,  after  the 
word  "by",  to  strike  out  "sections  5  and  8"  and  insert  "sec- 
tion 5",  so  as  to  read: 

Sbc.  9.  Taxable  years  to  which  applicable. 

The  amendments  made  by  this  title,  except  the  amendments 
made  by  section  5.  shall  be  applicable  only  with  respect  to  taxable 
years  beginning  after  December  31,  1939. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Title  n", 
on  page  13,  line  22,  after  the  numerals  "15",  to  strike  out 
"supertax"  and  insert  "defense  tax",  so  as  to  read: 

Sbc.  15.  Defense  tax  for  5  years. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICE31.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Bankhead 

Brown 

Andrews 

Barkley 

Bulow 

Camway 

Ashurst 

BUbo 

Burke 

Chandler 

Austin 

Bone 

Byrd 

Clark.  Idabo 

BaUey 

Bridges 

ByrxMB 

CUrk,Mo. 

ti 
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Bening 

Hill 

Hoinum 

Bolt 

Hugbea 

Johnson,  Ooio. 

|ri»\g 

Larollctt* 


Luou 

Lundeen 

licCarrmn 

licKellar 

McNary 

Mftloney 


Miller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Norris 

Nye 

OlfaboncT 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

BadcUfle 

Seed 

Reynolds 

RusseU 

Sctawuts 

8chwenent»ch 

Sbeppard 


Shlpstesd 

SUttery 

8infttben 

Smitti 

Stewart 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Townsend 

Trtiman 

Tydlncs 

Vandenberg' 

VanNtiys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

WUey 


Oonnally 

Danaher 

Davis 

Donahey 

Downey 

Blender 

George 

Oerry 

OUlette 

Oreen 

Ouffey 

Oumey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

B«yden 

■me  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (»4r.  Chawdlb  in  the  chair). 
Eighty-three  Senators  having  answered  to  their  names,  » 
quorum  Is  present. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  reported 
by  the  committee  on  page  13,  line  22. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was, 
on  page  14,  after  line  12,  to  strike  out: 

"(h)  Rates  until  Janviary  1945:  For  the  period  after  June  35. 
1940  and  before  January  1.  1945.  the  rates  provided  in  this  sec- 
tion and  section  144.  of  11  percent.  15  percent,  and  16  percent 
ahaU  be  laWo  percent.  16V4  percent,  and  17-^10  percent,  respectively. 
This  subaecUon  or  section  15  shall  not  apply  In  any  case  where 
Its  application  would  be  contrary  to  any  treaty  obligation  of  the 
United  State*." 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insertc 

"(h)  Rates  until  January  19461  For  the  period  after  June  36. 
IMO  and  before  January  1.  l&46,\the  rate  provided  In  this  sec- 
tion and  section  144.  of  15  percents^alll*  16 ''i  percent.  Tbla 
subsection  or  section  16  shall  not  a^p*y  In  any  case  where  Its 
operation  woxild  be  contrary  to  any  treaty  obligation  of  the 
United  8tat«i.  nor  to  a  resident  of.  or  a  corporation  organized 
uncter  the  laws  of.  »  contiguous  country  so  long  as  there  is  in 
•ifect  with  such  country  a  treaty,  ratified  prior  to  August  34. 
1937,  relating  to  rate*  of  Income  tax." 

So  as  to  read: 

Sk.  303.  Rates  of  withholding.  ^  ^  w    i   » 

Sactlon  143  of  the  Internal  Reventie  Code  Is  amended  by  matrt- 
ing  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 
^^(h)  Rates  untU  January  1946:  For  the  period  after  Jxme  3S. 
1040  and  before  January  1,  1946.  the  rate  provided  in  thU  section 
and  section  144.  of  15  percent  shall  be  16'3  percent.  This  subseo- 
Uon  or  secUon  15  shall  not  apply  in  any  case  where  Its  operation 
would  be  contrary  to  any  treaty  obligation  of  the  United  SUtes. 
nor  to  a  resident  of,  or  a  corporation  organiaed  under  the  laws 
of  a  contiguous  country  so  long  as  there  is  In  effect  with  such 
country  a  treaty,  ratified  prior  to  Augxist  36.  1937,  relating  to  rates 
of  income  tax." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  15,  line  10,  before  the 
word  "for",  to  strike  out  "super  tax"  and  insert  "defense 
tax",  so  as  to  read: 

(b)  Defense  tax  for  5  years:  In  the  case  erf  every  personal 
holding  company,  the  amovint  of  stirtax  under  this  subchapter  for 
any  taxable  year  beginning  after  December  31,  1939.  and  before 
January  1.  1945,  shall  be  10  percent  greater  than  the  amount  of 
surtax  computed  without  regard  to  this  subsection. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  15.  line  21.  before  the 
word  "for",  to  strike  out  "super  tax"  and  insert  "defense 
tax",  so  as  to  read: 

(b)  Defense  tax  for  5  years:  In  the  case  of  any  taxpayer,  thte 
amount  of  tax  payable  under  this  section  for  any  income-tax  taxa- 
ble year  ending  after  June  30,  1940,  and  before  July  1.  1945,  shall 
be  10  percent  greater  than  the  amount  of  tax  which  would  be 
payable  If  computed  without  regard  to  this  subsection. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  16,  line  4.  before  the 
word  "for",  to  strike  out  "super  tax"  and  insert  "defense 
tax",  so  as  to  read:  » 

Sxc.  305.  Capital  stock  tax. 

Section  1200  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  Insert- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(c)  Defense  tax  for  5  years;  For  the  year  ending  June  30,  1940. 
and  for  the  four  succeeding  years  ending  June  30.  the  rates  pro- 
Tided  in  subeectlcns  (a)  and  (b)  shaU  be  tlJO  In  lieu  of  »1." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  16.  line  11.  before  the 
word  "for",  to  strike  out  "super  tax"  and  insert  "defense 
tax",  and  in  line  12.  before  the  word  "for",  to  strike  out 
"super  tax"  and  insert  "defense  tax",  so  as  to  read: 

Sbc.  206.  Estate  tax. 

Chapter  3  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  Inserting 
at   the   end   thereof   the   following   new   subchapter: 

"Subchapter  C — Defense  tax  for  5  years. 

"Sec.  951.  Defense  tax  for  5  years:  In  the  case  of  a  decedent  d3ring 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1940  and 
before  the  expiration  of  5  years  after  such  date,  the  total  amount 
o<  tax  payable  under  this  chapter  shall  be  10  percent  greater  than 
the  amount  of  tax  which  would  be  payable  If  computed  without 
regard  to  this  section.  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  tax 
computed  without  regard  to  this  section  shaU  be  such  tax  alter 
the  application  of  the  credits  provided  for  in  section  813  and 
section  936." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  16.  line  25.  before  the 
word  "for",  to  strike  out  "supertax"  and  insert  "defense 
tax",  so  as  to  read: 

Src.  207.  Gift  tax. 

Section  1001  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  add- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(d)  Defense  tax  for  1940-45:  Despite  the  provisions  of  sub- 
section (a)" — 

And  50  forth. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  18.  line  8.  before  the 
word  "for",  to  strike  out  "supertax"  and  insert  "defense 
tax",  so  as  to  read: 


(b)  Defense  tax  for  6  years:  In  the  caae  of  any  transfer 
during  the  period  after  the  date  of  the  etutctment  of  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1940  and  before  July  1.  1948.  the  rate  provided  in  sub- 
section (a)  shall  be  37'^  percent  in  lieu  of  36  percent. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  18.  line  21,  before  the 
word  "for",  to  strike  out  "supertax"  and  insert  "defense 
tax";  In  line  23,  before  the  word  "for",  to  strike  out  "super- 
tax" and  Insert  "defense  tax";  in  line  24,  before  the  word 
"In",  to  insert  "(a)";  on  page  19.  line  2.  before  the  word 
"rate",  to  strike  out  "supertax"  and  insert  "defense  tax"; 
and,  at  the  top  of  page  20.  to  insert: 

(b)  In  the  application  of  section  8441  (e)  to  the  articles  with 
respect  to  which  the  rate  of  tax  Is  Increased  by  this  section,  where 
the  lease,  contract  of  sale,  or  conditional  sale,  and  delivery  there- 
under, was  made  before  July  1,  1940,  the  total  tax  referred  to  in 
such  section  shall  be  the  tax  at  the  rate  in  force  on  J\me  30, 
1940,  and  not  at  the  increased  rate. 

So  as  to  read: 

CHAPrCB    SA DZrSNSX    TAX    FOB    S    TZAKS 

Sec.  1650.  Defense  tax  for  5  years. 

(a)  In  lieu  of  the  rates  of  tax  specified  In  such  of  the  sections 
of  this  title  as  are  set  forth  In  the  following  table,  the  rates 
applicable  with  respect  to  the  period  after  June  30.  1940,  and 
before  July  1,  1945.  shall  be  the  rates  set  forth  under  the  heading 
"Defense  tax  rate": 


Section 


1700  (b) 

1700(c) 

1700(e) 


1710(a)(1)--. 
1710(a)  (2).-. 

1801 

1802(8) 

1802(a) 

ISfZ  (to) 

1802  (b) 

1S04.., 

1806 

1806 

1806     

18.'0(*) 

2700  (») 

8280(8)  (1)-- 

32S0(b) 

32.'i0(c). 

32S0(c)  

32S0(d) 

3250(e) 

saw  (e)(3)... 
H>  CD- 


Description  of  tax 


Box  saats 

Salw  outside  box  otHet... 

Cabaret. 

DOM. 

Initiation  iees 

Corporate  aecurities . 

Cnpital  stock  issues ._ 

Capital  stock  issues 

Capital  stock  transfcts 

Capital  stock  transfers 

Insurance  jKilicies 

PMSap*  tickets . 

Pasaafte  tickets . 

Passa^o  tickets . 

Safe-deposit  boxes. 


Pistols  and  revolvers 

Whotesalers  in  liquor 

Retailers  la  Uquor .... 

Brewers „. 

Brewers  .. . . . — ...-»- 

W^taoleaatan  la  malt  liquors 

Retailers 

Special  cases 

UtKtiUn 


Defen5e-tax 
rate 


11  percent. 
11  percent. 
2  cents. 
11  percent. 
11  peroeot. 
11  seats. 
11  cents. 
Scents. 

5  cents. 

6  cents. 
4  cents. 
$1.10. 
S3.30. 
U.50. 

11  percent 
11  percent 
$110. 
SZ7.fi0i 
$110. 

to. 

I2X 

$zaa 

I3J0L 


1940 
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Sectioo 

Desolptioii  of  tax 

Old  rate 

Defense-tax 
rate 

32.V)(n  (I)...- 

Rectifiers , . 

$100 

$» 

$20 _.. 

2«centt.... 

4  o-nts 

10p»>reent... 

2  percent 

3  percent 

2  percent 

5  percent 

5  percent 

10  percent... 
8e?nts 

3  percent 

1  cent 

4  cents 

4  percent — 

4oenU 

£0  cents 

$110. 

3iao(i) -. 

atilLt 

$55. 

HOOO) 

3400  (2) 

S«l 

Stffls 

Ttaw 

Tuhes 

Toilet  preparations 

$22. 

2,4  cents. 
44  c»'nts. 
11  percent. 

Mn(a) 

Aiitnmnhilp  tnick  chaMlt.  eU;      

2H  percent. 

3«oa  (b).     — 

Autouu>6Uu6,  etc 

3H  i>eroent. 

SMS  (c) 

Parts „ 

2Vi  ixTcent. 

M0« 

Radios 

fii-j  p«?roent. 

MOfi ,. 

Mechanical  reitinntan.    -.. 

5's  percent. 

3407     4. 

Firearms .„ 

11  percent. 

3400 i. 

3411 — 

Matdies  

Electrical  enaixy 

Oasollne            

6h  cents. 
3H  iHsrcent. 

3412  

I  Ki  oenUs. 

3411         

I^bhcalinfc  oils      ...... 

4W  cents. 

3460  (a)    (1). 

TraiisportJitioa  of  oU. -.......—..— 

4  b  Iiercent. 

(2>.and(3). 

S4»*l  (a) 

3182         

Transfer  of  bonds 

Conveyances . 

(cents. 

5S  cents. 

"(b)  In  the  application  of  section  3441  (c)  to  the  articles  with 
respect  to  which  the  rate  of  tax  Is  increased  by  this  section,  where 
the  lease,  contract  of  sale,  or  conditional  sale,  an  1  delivery  there- 
under, was  made  before  July  1.  1940.  the  total  tax  referred  to  in 
such  section  shall  be  the  tax  at  the  rate  in  force  on  June  30.  1940, 
and  not  at  the  increased  rate." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  20,  after  line  8.  to 
strike  out: 

Section  1700  (a)  (1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by 
striking  out  "tintil  July  1.  1941.  is  less  than  41  cents"  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  'until  July  1.  1940.  Is  less  than  41  cents,  and  after 
June  30.  1940.  and  before  July  1.  1945.  Is  less  than  31  cents"  and  by 
Btrlltlng  out  "Is  leas  than  41  cents,  until  July  1.  1941"  and  Inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  "is  less  than  41  cents  until  July  1,  1940.  and  U  less 
than  31  cenU  after  June  30,  1940,  and  before  July  1,  1946". 

And  In  lieu  thereof  to  Insert  the  following: 

Section  1700  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows,  effective  July  1.  1940; 

"(a)  Single  or  Benson  Ticket:  Subscription: 

"(1)  Rate:  A  tax  on  the  amount  ^ald  for  adnilsstcn  to  any  place, 
including  admission  by  •»aaon  ticket  or  subscription,  st  the  follow- 
ing rates: 

"(A)  For  the  period  after  June  30,  1940.  and  before  July  1,  1948— 

"Where  the  amount  paid  Is  9  ccnu  or  less,  there  shall  be  no 
tax: 

"1  cent  where  the  amount  paid  Is  10  cents  or  more  and  less 
than  20  cents: 

"1  cent  for  each  10  cents  or  fraction  thereof  where  the  amount 
paid  is  20  cenU  or  more; 

"1  cent  for  each  10  cents  or  fraction  thereof  of  the  amount  paid 
for  admission  by  season  ticket  or  subscription,  if  the  amount 
which  would  be  charged  to  the  holder  or  subscriber  for  a  single 
admission  Is  10  cents  or  more. 

"(B)  For  the  period  after  Jime  30,  1945 — 

••Where  the  amount  paid  is  $3  or  less,  there  shall  be   no  tax; 

"1  cent  lor  efich  10  cents  or  fraction  thereof  where  the  anM)unt 
paid  Is  more  than  $3; 

"1  cent  for  each  10  cents  or  fraction  thereof  of  the  amount 
paid  for  admission  by  season  ticket  or  subscription,  if  the  amount 
which  would  be  charged  to  the  holder  or  subscriber  for  a  single 
admission  Is  more  than  $3. 

"(2)   Exceptions. — 

"(A)  In  the  case  of  persons  (except  bona  flde  employees, 
municipal  officers  on  offlcUd  business,  and  children  under  12  years 
of  age)  admitted  free  or  at  reduced  rates  to  any  place  at  a  time 
when  and  under  circumstances  under  which  an  admission  charge 
is  made  to  other  persons,  an  equivalent  tax  shall  be  collected 
based  on  the  price  so  charged  to  such  other  persons  for  the  same 
or  simUar  accommodations,  to  be  paid  by  the  person  so  admitted. 

"(B)  No  tax  shall  be  Imposed  in  the  case  of  persons  admitted 
free  to  any  spoken  play  (not  a  mechanical  reproduction),  whether 
or  not  set  to  music  or  with  miisical  parts  or  accompaniments, 
which  is  a  consecutive  narrative  Interpreted  by  a  single  set  of 
characters,  all  necessary  to  the  development  of  the  plot.  In  two  or 
more  acts,  the  performance  consuming  more  than  1  hotir 
and  45  minutes  of  time.  In  the  case  of  tickets  or  cards  of 
admission  to  any  such  spoken  play  sold  at  the  ticket  office  of 
theaters  at  reduced  rates  the  tax  shall  be  based  upon  the  price 
for  which  sold. 

"(3)  By  whom  ptUd. — ^Tbe  tax  impoeed  under  paragraph  (1) 
ShaU  be  paid  by  the  person  paying  for  such  admission." 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  what  is  the  pending  pro- 
posal?   I  cannot  keep  up  with  it  as  the  clerk  is  reading. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    This  is  the  admlRslnns  tax. 
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Mr.  McNARY.    It  is  secUoD  1700;  is  It  not? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  should  like  to  have  some  explanation  of 
the  change. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  the 
change  Is  that  the  House  bill  sought  to  raise  the  admissions 
tax  by  a  reduction  of  the  exemption  from  40  cents  to  30  cents. 
The  Committee  on  Finance  reduced  it  and  made  the  exemp- 
tion 9  cents,  and  then  raised  it.  On  admissions  up  to  and 
including  9  cents  there  is  no  tax.  On  admissions  of  more 
than  9  cents  and  less  than  20  cents  there  is  a  tax  of  1  cent. 
On  admissions  of  20  cents  or  more,  the  tax  is  1  cent  on  each 
10  cents  or  fraction  thereof. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Is  the  committee  substituting  a  graduated 
tax  for  a  flat  tax? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  is  correct,  although  in  the  present 
law  there  is  no  tax  on  admissions  less  than  41  cents.  The 
House  reduced  the  exemption  to  30  cents,  and  we  adjusted 
the  rates.  It  is  estimated  that  we  shall  receive  an  increase 
of  $71,900,000  over  the  amount  raised  by  the  House  bill,  and 
$103,000,000  over  the  amount  raised  by  existing  law. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee  beginning  on 
page  20,  after  line  8. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  22.  after  line  21,  to 
strike  cut: 

Sec.  212.  Tobacco,  snuff,  cigars,  and  clgarrttes. 

Subchapter  A  of  chapter  15  of  the  Ititernal  Revenue  Code  le 
amended  by  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sections: 

"Sec.  2004.  Supertax  for  S  years. 

"Elxcept  in  the  ca.e  of  chrwlu^  tobacco.  In  lieu  of  the  rates  of  tax 
sprcined  In  such  of  the  sections  of  this  title  as  arc  set  forth  in  the 
following  table,  the  rates  applicable  with  respect  to  the  period  after 
June  30,  1040,  and  before  July  1,  1946,  shall  be  the  rates  let  forth 
under  the  beading  'Supertax  rate': 


"dKctlfin 

Doi«riptlon  of  tax 

Old  rate 

Hupar-Uirsta 

anno  (a)  (i).. 

dntiff , 

l$emto 

jitesnto 

IBemU 

rtosots 

$3 

tl  flsnts. 

2000  (tt)  (2)... 

Tubacoo 

21  cwuia. 

200(1  (t>)     

3IM)(c)  (1)... 
JUMXC)  (1)... 

PnulT  flour , 

Cigars 

Clean 

31  ct^nta. 
K7t*oenU. 

2(XK)fr)(l)    .. 

Cljjiin 

IS 

$3.W. 

2lliK)(c)  (1)  ... 

Cinra 

S  .::::::::. 

lajsti. 

'AKll)  (f)  (1)   ... 

Cixitrs 

llO.flO 

$i;i.50. 

$3     

$7.20 

^•lount 

loent 

$13.38. 

aio()  (c)  (I)  .. 

Cicam 

$l.^7S. 

200(Kc)  (2)...- 

Civvettea 

$.1.^. 

2000  ((•)  (2).... 

aioodi)    .  ... 

Civ'i»r»tu« 

Cluan'ttc  paper 

$K.40. 

Til  cent. 

2U(X)   (<l),   ex- 

Cigarette  paper....................... 

1^  cents. 

O'pt  the  lost 
line. 

"Sec.  2005.  Floor-stocks  tax: 

"(a)  Floor -stocks  tax:  Upon  all  the  articles  (except  chewing  to- 
bacco) subject  to  tax  under  subsection  (a),  (b).  or  (c)  of  section 
2000.  which,  on  July  1.  1940.  are  held  by  any  person  for  sale  other- 
wise than  in  retail  stocks,  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected, 
and  paid  a  fioor-stocks  tax  at  a  rate  eqtzal  to  the  Increase  In  rate 
of  tax  made  applicable  to  such  articles  by  section  2004. 

"(b)  Returns:  EJvery  person  required  by  this  section  to  pay  any 
flo<M'-stocks  tax  shall,  on  or  before  Augtist  1.  1940,  under  such  regu- 
lations as  the  Ck}mnilssloner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
shall  prescribe,  make  a  return  and  pay  such  tax.  except  that  in  the 
case  of  articles  held  by  manufacttirers  and  imp>orters  the  Ckimmis- 
sioner  may  collect  the  tax  with  re.=pect  to  all  or  part  of  such 
articles  by  means  of  stamp  rather  than  rettu^.  and  In^ch  case  may 
make  an  assessment  against  such  manufacturer  or  Importer  having 
tobacco-tax  stamps  on  hand  July  1,  1940.  for  the  difference  between 
the  amount  paid  for  such  stamps  and  the  Increased  rates  specified 
in  section  2004. 

"(c)  Laws  applicable:  All  provisions  of  law,  including  penalties, 
applicable  in  respect  of  the  taxes  imposed  by  section  2000  shall, 
insofar  as  applicable  and  not  Inconsistent  with  this  section,  be 
applicable  with  respect  to  the  floor-stocks  tax  Imposed  by  subsec- 
Uon  (a)." 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert  the  following: 

Sac.  212.  noor-etocks  tax  on  certain  tobacco  products: 

Subchapter  A  of  chapter  15  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is 
amended  by  Inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  foUowing  new  section : 

"Sbc.  2004.  Floor -stocks  tax. 

"Upon  all  articles  (except  chewing  tobacco)  subject  to  tax  imder 
euhaectlon  (a),  (b).  or  (c)  ot  aectlon  2000  wtilch  on  Jtily  1.  1940. 
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are  held  by  any  person  for  sale  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  col- 
lected, and  paid  a  floor-stocks  tax  at  a  rate  equal  to  the  increase,  li 
any,  in  rate  of  tax  made  applicable  to  such  arUcles  by  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1940." 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  that  is  the  subject  to  which 
I  made  reference  earlier  in  the  day.  when  the  able  Senator 
from  Mississippi  was  making  a  preliminary  statement  con- 
cerning the  different  provisions  of  the  bill.  I  should  like  to 
have  a  complete  statement  regarding  the  reasons  which 
prompted  the  committee  to  eliminate  the  increased  tax  on 
tobacco. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  make  a  brief 
statement  in  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  and  then  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  I  Mr.  Barkley]  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey]  may  handle  the  matter. 

There  was  carried  in  the  House  bill  an  Increase  in  the  tax 
on  tobacco  products.  It  was  found  that  the  tax  on  tobacco 
was  being  felt  greatly  by  the  tobacco  farmers.  Representatives 
of  the  tobacco  farmers  appeared  before  us  and  told  us  how  to- 
bacco had  been  affected.  So  we  eliminated  the  increased  taxes 
that  the  House  had  placed  on  tobacco,  which  would  have 
raised  a  total  of  $79,000,000  additional,  and  tried  to  place  it 
on  other  items.  So  the  whole  tobacco  tax  was  reduced  to 
that  of  the  present  law.  including  cigarettes,  cigarette  papers 
and  also  cigars. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Inasmuch  as  I  represent  a  State 
which  is  in  a  very  minor  degree  interested  in  tobacco.  I  feel 
free  to  make  a  statement  as  to  the  reason  of  the  committee's 
action,  which  was  that  it  appeared  from  the  statement  not 
only  of  the  tobacco  growers  and  those  who  were  interested  in 
the  production  of  the  various  tobacco  products  but  also  from 
the  statement  of  the  Treasury  oflBcials  that  tobacco  is  the 
only  commodity  in  the  United  States  which  is  still  bearing 
the  full  measiire  of  the  taxes  which  were  imposed  during  the 
Isist  war,  and  which  have  never  been  reduced.  It  seemed 
imfair  to  superimpose  a  new  set  of  taxes  above  the  taxes 
Imposed  in  the  last  war  on  one  commodity  until  other  com- 
modities and  other  occupations  have  l>een  brought  up  to 
something  equivalent  to  the  same  level,  in  addition  to  which, 
of  course,  it  is  recognized  thalj.  the  tobacco  industry  has  suf- 
fered a  terrific  blow  by  rea^n  of  the  present  war  and  the 
shutting  off  of  the  exports  which  it  formerly  made. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  McNARY.     Yes;  I  j^eld  for  an  explanation, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  HarrisomI  and  also  the  Senator  from  Missouri  I  Mr. 
Clark  1.  tobacco — which  Is  an  agricultural  product— Is  the 
only  commodity  In  the  United  States  which  still  bears  the 
World  War  taxes.  The  only  reduction  that  has  ever  been 
made  was  on  a  certain  type  of  cigars;  but,  taking  it  as  a 
whole,  tobacco  bears  the  same  tax  that  was  levied  on  It  during 
the  World  War. 

It  will  be  astonishing  to  those  who  have  not  looked  into 
the  matter  to  realize  that  one-tenth  of  the  entire  revenues 
of  the  United  States  now  come  from  tobacco.  In  1939  the 
Treasury  received  approximately  $600,000,000  from  the  tax 
already  on  tobacco.  That  is  one-tenth  of  the  entire  revenue; 
and  as  late  as  3  years  ago  the  amount  that  tobacco  con- 
tributed to  the  Treasury  was  one-eighth  of  the  entire  reve- 
nue of  the  United  States  Treasury. 

Mr,  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  what  point  could  be  mad- 
by  that  statement,  when  we  know  that  the  tobacco  con- 
siimcrs  Include  practically  every  constimer  In  the  country? 
That  is  no  argtunent, 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator  from  Oregon  came  from  a 
tobacco-growing  section  he  would  know  that  there  Is  a  point 
to  it,  because  while  on  cigarettes  and  other  forms  of  tot>acco 
the  tax  is  paid  by  the  purchaser  of  the  finished  product,  as  a 
mfttter  of  fact,  a  iubstantial  part  of  it  comes  out  of  the 


grower  himself.  There  has  not  been  an  Increase  In  the  tax 
on  tobacco  products,  and  there  will  not  be  an  Increase,  that 
will  not  be  used  by  the  buyers  of  tobacco — who  are  limited 
to  four  or  five  large  companies — as  a  reason  why  the  price 
to  the  grower  should  be  reduced. 

Let  me  point  out  the  fact  that  there  is  already  a  tax  of  18 
cents  a  poimd  on  snuff  tobacco.  Snuff  is  made  out  of  a  dark, 
heavy  tobacco.  I  have  often  said  that  it  takes  13  months 
out  of  every  12  to  produce  a  crop  of  tobacco.  It  is  nearly 
all  cultivated  by  hand.  It  is  cut  and  housed  and  fired  and 
processed  very  largely  by  hand.  The  average  price  received 
by  the  farmer  for  the  t3rpe  of  tobacco  that  goes  into  snuff 
is  6  cents  a  poimd.  and  yet  there  is  a  tax  of  18  cents  a  pound 
on  it.  The  pending  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House  proposed 
to  raise  the  tax  to  21  cents  a  pound,  making  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  get  more  than  three  times  as  much  out 
of  this  product  as  the  farmer  gets  out  of  it.  While  the  Gov- 
ernment last  year  received  approximately  $600,000,000  in  reve- 
nue from  Its  tax  on  tobacco,  the  farmers  all  over  the  United 
States  on  the  whole  received  about  $200,000,000;  so  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  is  receiving  practically  three 
times  as  much  in  the  way  of  taxes  as  the  growers  are  receiv- 
ing for  producing  this  product. 

There  is  no  other  agricultural  product  in  the  United  States 
that  is  taxed  in  any  such  way.  While  we  admit  that  tobacco 
is  a  luxury  so  far  as  those  who  use  it  are  concerned,  it  is  not 
a  luxury  so  far  as  those  who  grow  it  are  concerned.  It  is  just 
as  much  a  necessity  as  wheat  or  cotton  or  rice  or  hemp  or  corn 
so  far  as  the  grower  is  concerned,  and  it  requires  infinitely 
more  labor  on  the  part  of  any  farmer  to  produce  a  crop  of 
tobacco  than  It  does  to  produce  any  other  crop  that  I  know 
anjrthing  about.  I  know  something  about  it,  because  I  was 
raised  on  a  tobacco  farm,  and  it  was  frequently  said  of  me 
that  I  grew  up  between  two  tobacco  rows;  so  I  do  know 
something  about  the  burden  involved. 

I  heard  the  Senator's  sub  rosa  expression  "pumpkin." 
Pumpkins  grow  only  between  rows  of  com,  not  l)etween  rows 
of  tobacco.     [Laughter.] 

The  market  for  our  tolwcco  has  been  largely  a  European 
maikct.  There  is  a  certain  type  of  tobacco,  known  as  dark 
fired,  grown  in  Tennessee.  Kentucky,  and  other  States,  but 
largely  in  Tennessee  and  Kentucky.  85  percent  of  which 
found  its  market  abroad.  For  years  85  percent  was  shipped 
abroad,  and  only  15  percent  was  consumed  in  the  United 
States. 

The  proportion  is  almost  reversed  in  the  case  of  burley 
tobacco,  because  it  is  largely  used  in  cigarette  manufacture 
In  the  United  States,  and  to  a  certain  extent  that  is  true 
of  flue-cured  tobacco. 

The  war  in  Europe  has  destroyed  our  market  for  this 
dark-flrcd  tobacco.  There  is  none  of  it  being  shipped,  and 
that  means  that  without  an  additional  tax  the  price  of  this 
product  to  the  grower  of  tobacco — and  the  grower  of  the 
tobacco  is  the  same  sort  of  farmer,  the  same  sort  of  Ameri- 
can citizen  as  tho&e  engaged  in  any  other  agricultural  pro- 
duction— without  any  additional  tax  on  tobacco,  the  market 
having  been  practically  destroyed  for  some  of  it.  the  price 
to  the  grower  is  bound  to  be  reduced  because  of  that  situa- 
tion itself.  When  added  to  that  is  this  Increase  in  the  tax 
on  tobacco  products,  such  a  situation  is  created  that  it  may 
bo  utterly  impossible  for  the  grower  to  produce  tobacco  at 
a  living  price. 

There  is  no  need  to  place  this  additional  burden  onto  the 
growers  of  tobacco.  We  have  undertaken  to  raise  more  than 
the  amount  which  will  be  lost.  $76,000,000  to  $79,000,000.  by 
other  forms  of  taxes  provided  for  in  the  bill.  Therefore,  it 
seems  to  me  imjust  to  the  growers  of  tobacco,  not  to  mention 
the  users  of  tobacco,  to  undertake  to  Increase  the  burden  upon 
this  particular  agricultural  product.  That  has  not  been 
done,  and  should  not  be  done  as  to  any  commodity  produced 
by  the  farmer. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  CKAiVDLn  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Michigan? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Z  yield. 


Mr.  BROWN.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  I  come  from  a  State  where  absolutely  no  tobacco  is 
produced.  Tobacco  is  produced  in  Wisconsin,  to  our  west, 
and  in  Canada,  to  our  east.  I  voted  In  the  Committee  on 
Finance  against  the  proposed  change  In  the  bill.  After  re- 
reading the  testimony,  particularly  considering  the  fact  that 
the  tobacco  growers  formerly  shipped  350.000,000  pounds  of 
this  so-called  dark  tobacco  to  European  countries,  and  now 
ship  but  one-fifth  of  that  amount,  or  70,000.000  pounds.  I 
became  impressed  with  the  fact  that  we  should  defer  at  least 
until  January  any  further  tax  on  tobacco.  The  tax  upon  to- 
bacco remains  heavy  as  it  now  Is.  We  can  revise  this  tax  in 
January;  we  may  have  to  do  so;  but  I  believe  that  the  gentle- 
men from  the  tobacco-producing  States  made  a  pretty  good 
case  in  view  of  the  tremendous  loss  to  their  market  by  this 
diminution  from  350,000,000  pounds  down  to  70,000,000  pounds- 
So  I  have  changed  my  mind,  and  decided  that  we  should 
defer  the  imposition  of  this  heavier  tax  until  January,  when 
we  can  consider  it  again. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Michigan.  I 
am  not  speaking  for  the  tobacco  growers  of  Tennessee  and 
Kentucky  alone.  Tobacco  is  grown,  as  the  Senator  has 
stated,  in  Wisconsin;  it  is  likewise  grown  in  Ohio  and  Indi- 
ana, In  southern  Illinois;  It  Is  grown  In  Missouri,  although 
not  much  Is  grown  there;  It  Is  grown  In  North  and  South 
Carolina;  it  is  grown  in  Vir^iinla;  it  is  grown  in  Georgia,  and 
the  same  situation,  on  the  whole,  affects  the  growers  in  all 
these  States  that  affects  the  growers  in  the  States  mentioned 
by  me  originally.  Tennessee  and  Kentucky,  with  which  I  am 
more  familiar  because  the  same  type  of  tobacco  is  grown  in 
those  two  States. 

If  there  is  anything  else  I  can  say  to  clarify  the  situation. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  McNARY.  No,  Mr.  President;  that  is  quite  sufficient. 
I  have  no  quarrel  with  the  tobacco  growers.  I  do  not  want  to 
see  Imposed  on  them  any  undue  hardship,  or  see  them  denied 
a  legitimate  profit  in  their  agricultural  pursuits.  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  I  have  no  techni- 
cal knowledge  of  the  culture  of  tobacco.  I  may  say  that  it 
has  been  grown  In  Oregon.  I  recall  that  my  grandfather, 
who  came  to  Oregon  from  Tennessee  nearly  a  hundred  years 
ago,  raised  a  crop  of  tobacco  very  successfully  in  Oregon. 
So  I  am  speaking  from  the  standpoint  of  a  State  where  to- 
bacco could  be  produced.  But  when  we  read  the  House  hear- 
ings and  then  find  that  in  the  Senate  it  is  proposed  to  reduce 
this  tax.  or  eliminate  it,  and  place  the  tax  on  other  articles,  it 
seems  rather  unfair,  for  the  reason  that  during  all  the  years 
of  the  agricultural  depression,  with  which  I  am  somewhat 
conversant,  the  tobacco  growers  were  probably  the  most  suc- 
cessful, from  the  standpoint  of  financial  earnings,  among  all 
the  agricultural  producers.  When  the  A.  A.  A.  bill  came  be- 
fore us,  tobacco  was  mentioned  as  one  of  the  five  basic  com- 
modities, as  it  is  in  the  law  today,  and  the  growers  of  tobacco 
have  received  annually  benefit  payments  which  have  been 
denied  to  the  dairymen,  to  the  producers  of  poultry,  hay, 
grasses,  frtiits,  and  vegetables.  The  growers  of  tobacco  have 
been  treated  as  a  special  class,  receiving  benefit  payments  for 
the  last  7  or  8  years  denied  most  of  the  producers  of  agricul- 
tural and  horticultural  products. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  that  connection,  I  wish  to  recall  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  that  while  tobacco  is  made  a  basic  prod- 
uct in  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act.  It  is  the  only  basic 
product  which  bears  a  tax.  There  is  no  tax  on  the  products 
of  cotton :  there  Is  no  tax  on  the  products  of  corn ;  there  is  no 
tax  on  the  products  of  rice.  Tobacco  is  the  only  basic  prod- 
uct upon  which  there  Is  a  tax,  and  that  tax  amounts  to  one- 
tenth  of  the  entire  revenues  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  Is  true,  and  that  is  considering  only 
five  of  the  crops  which  are  called  basic. 

Statistics  can  be  obtained  from  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, the  Department  of  Commerce,  and  the  Treasury 
Drpartmpnt  which  show  that  during  the  whole  of  the  de- 
pression the  manufacturers  of  tobacco  have  earned  greater 


profits   than   the   manufacturers   of   any   other   American 
product.    I  wait  for  an  answer  to  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  that  may 
be  true,  but  the  manufacturer  does  not  bear  this  tax.  He 
pays  it  originally,  but  it  is  taken,  largely,  out  of  the  con- 
sumer and  out  of  the  producer. 

I  have  known  the  time  when  the  tobacco  buyers,  going 
into  a  warehouse,  or  onto  a  loose-leaf  floor,  whtre  tobacco 
is  auctioned  off  under  the  methods  which  now  prevail,  would 
say  to  the  growers,  "We  could  pay  you  more  for  this  tobacco 
If  It  were  not  for  the  fact  that  we  have  to  pay  so  much 
In  the  way  of  taxes  Into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States." 
It  Is  difficult  for  a  grower  to  combat  that  situation.  It  may 
be  an  unjust  way  In  which  to  treat  the  farmer,  but  there  is 
no  remedy  against  it  of  which  I  know.  The  buyers  are  now 
limited  to  foiu-  or  five  great  companies,  and  if  a  buyer  going 
into  a  warehouse  uses  this  tax  in  his  negotiations,  the  tax 
is  already  imposed,  and  any  increase  that  would  t>e  added 
would  be  a  depressant,  so  far  as  the  price  is  concerned,  no 
matter  how  much  profit  might  be  made  by  someone  who 
made  cigarettes.  It  certainly  does  not  refiect  itself  in  the 
price  the  farmer  receives  for  the  tobacco. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  the  statement  is  made  in 
connection  with  every  tax  bill  that  the  tax  finally  comes  out 
of  the  producer.  To  what  extent  that  is  true  I  do  not  know, 
but  it  does  not  apply  any  more  rigorously  to  the  producers  of 
tobacco  than  to  the  producers  of  wheat  or  of  hops. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  tax  is  imposed  on  the  products  of 
wheat? 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  suspect  that  when  we  impose  a  tax  on 
liquor,  which  includes  the  delicious  corn  whisky  manufac- 
tured in  Kentucky,  it  comes  out  of  the  producers  of  wheat, 
and  com,  and  barley,  and  the  tax  on  l>eer  comes  out  of  the 
producers  of  hops.  Those  are  all  American  producers,  and 
this  bill  Increases  the  duty  on  whisky  and  beer  and  wine,  so 
that  it  will  affect  the  growers  of  grapes,  and  hops,  and  barley, 
and  wheat.  They  will  suffer  Just  as  much  as  the  tobacco 
grower  will  suffer.  If  we  are  to  place  the  argument  on  the 
burden  being  imposed  on  the  growers,  let  us  finish  the  argu- 
ment, and  say  we  must  not  vote  an  increase  of  the  tax  on 
wines  or  malt  liquors,  because  the  tax  will  affect  the  pro- 
ducers' price.  If  there  is  any  difference  between  the  pro- 
ducers of  corn  and  wheat  and  hops  and  grapes,  and  the  pro- 
ducers of  tobacco,  so  far  as  depressing  their  price  is  con- 
cerned, I  cannot  understand  what  it  can  be. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  very  glad  to  yield  to  my  distinguished 
friend. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  When  we  come  to  the  question  of  the  in- 
crease in  the  tax  on  liquor,  we  may  have  something  to  say 
about  that.  Of  course,  there  is  this  to  be  said,  that  when  we 
tax  liquor,  while  a  portion  of  the  liquor  has  been  produced  by 
the  use  of  corn  and  wheat,  we  arc  taxing  liquor:  but  when 
we  impose  a  tax  on  tobacco,  we  are  still  taxing  tobacco,  and 
the  relative  price  to  the  consumer  and  the  producer,  I  think 
it  can  be  demonstrated,  has  no  relationship  to  the  tax  that  is 
proposed  in  another  section  of  the  bill  on  certain  types  of 
liquor. 

I  wish  to  say,  while  the  Senator  is  permitting  me  to  Inter- 
rupt him,  that  my  colleague  the  Jimlor  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky I  Mr.  Chandler  1.  who  is  now  presiding,  shares  my  views 
about  this  matter,  and  made  a  very  able  statement  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance  on  this  subject  when  he  appeared 
before  it  last  week.  He  is  only  restrained  from  making  a 
statement  similar  to  that  which  I  have  already  made  by  the 
fact  that  he  has  been  placed  in  the  chair  to  preside  over  the 
deliberations  of  this  great  deliberative  body. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  should  be  very  happy  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Chandler  J,  the  colleague  of  the 
majority  leader. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yleld^ 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas;  yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  announce  that  I  am  about  to  relieve 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Kentucky  from  his  position  as  Pre- 
siding Ofllcar,  and  take  his  place  in  tlie  chair.    ILaughter.J 


8380 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


June  17 


■V 


1 


;  I 


f 


If 


n 


Mr.  McNARY.  I  confess  a  want  of  knowledge  with  respect 
to  the  technique  of  tobacco  raising,  or  tobacco  culture,  or 
manufacture,  but  I  know  that  tobacco  is  a  great  source  of 
revenue,  and  I  doubt  very  much  if  the  proposed  tax  will  come 
out  of  the  growers.  I  think  It  will  come  out  of  the  manufac- 
turers of  cigarettes,  which  almost  everyone  Is  smoking,  and 
without  working  any  hardship  on  the  people  of  the  country. 

Mr.  President,  for  15  cents  a  package  contJilning  20  ciga- 
rettes can  be  purchased.  That  includes  a  6-cent  Federal 
tax.  If  that  tax  were  increased  to  8  cents,  which  it  should  be 
In  my  opinion,  it  would  not  be  reflected  in  the  price  the 
growers  of  tobacco  would  receive,  but  would  be  absorbed  by 
the  manufacturers,  because  of  the  very  great  profit  they  now 
make.  While  we  speak  so  tenderly  of  the  tobacco  growers, 
for  whom  we  have  so  much  sympathy,  I  think  the  four  great 
manufacturers  of  tobacco,  who  have  almost  a  monopoly, 
should  do  their  part  in  helping  to  finance  our  preparation  for 
national  defense. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McNARY.     Not  now. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Connally  in  the  chair). 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, and  I  have  not  given  the  matter  under  consideration 
any  great  thought.  I  have  simply  the  casual  knowledge  that 
anyone  may  have  who  reads  or  reasons.  I  wanted  an  ex- 
planation convincing  to  me — or  if  not  convincing,  at  least 
satisfactory — as  to  why  the  producers  of  cigarettes  and  to- 
bacco are  exempted  from  the  payment  of  their  share.  In  my 
opinion  it  is  their  patriotic  duty  to  carry  their  part  of  the 
burden  of  preparation  for  defense.  That  is  all  I  have  to  say. 
and  if  the  tax  in  question  is  not  to  be  proposed.  I  will  simply 
say  that  I  have  given  my  explanation,  which  I  think  should 
be  considered  in  connection  with  this  item. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  glad  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Oregon  has  said  that  he  would  not 
oppose  the  amendment.  I  do  not  think  any  Senator  has  a 
more  earnest  or  intelligent  interest  in  our  farmers  than  has 
the  Senator  from  Oregon.  I  believe,  however,  he  is  under  a 
misapprehension  In  respect  to  this  matter.  He  said  that 
this  tax  would  be  absorbed  by  the  manufacturers.  I  do  not 
think  so.  for  the  reason  that  the  additional  tax  proposed  in 
the  House  bill  was  1  cent  on  top  of  6  cents,  making  7  cents 
on  each  package. 

Now.  as  to  the  profits.  Tliere  is  not  a  manufacturer  In 
America  making  a  cent  of  profit  ou  a  pack  of  cigarettes. 
The  average  profit  is  about  six -tenths  of  a  cent  to  the  larger 
manufacturers,  and  less  than  six-tenths  of  a  cent  to  the 
smaller  ones.  So  the  increased  tax  would  be  reflected  in  a 
higher  price  to  the  consumer. 

There  is  just  the  point.  Cigarettes  would  be  put  on  the 
market  upon  the  Federal  tax  basis,  at  16  cents  a  package. 
Senators  must  take  notice  that  29  different  States  in  the 
Union  are  levying  taxes  on  cigarettes.  One  State  has  a  tax 
as  high  as  9  cents  a  package.  Some  have  taxes  of  2  cents, 
some  of  3  cents  a  package. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  from  Oregon  get  the 
point  which  I  make  earnestly,  that  an  additional  tax  would 
In  all  probability  reduce  the  sale  of  cigarettes. 

I  will  state  the  situation.  Mr.  President,  which  is  one  of 
very  great  gravity.  The  State  of  North  Carolina  is  the  chief 
cigarette  and  tobacco  producing  State  in  the  Union.  It  pro- 
duces about  70  percent  of  so-called  bright  tobacco.  Upon  the 
outbreak  of  this  most  unfortvmate  war  we  lost  our  export 
trade  at  once,  and  that  was  no  small  matter.  That  was 
250.000.000  pounds  a  year,  which  is  from  50  to  60  percent  of 
the  annual  production.  That  market  is  now  gone.  The  farm- 
ers cannot  sell  abroad  any  more. 

If  the  tax  were  now  to  be  increased  by  1  cent,  and  the 
sales  were  cut  down  here,  there  would  be  added  a  fre.'^h  do- 
mestic calamity  to  the  foreign  calamity,  and  it  would  be  too 
much  for  the  farmers  to  bear. 

If  there  were  but  a  few  farmers  In  the  State,  we  might  say, 
"AH  right."  but  in  North  Carolina  tobacco  is  produced  in  70 
counties  and  by  lOOjOOO  farmers.     When  we  consider  only 


their  Immediate  families,  about  450  000  persons  would  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  tax.  but  when  we  consider  not  only 
their  families  but  their  relatives,  it  would.  In  my  opinion,  affect 
600.000  or  700.000  people  of  North  Carolina. 

There  is  another  consideration.  Tobacco  is  the  principal 
product  of  my  State.  We  receive  about  $26  000.000  for  cotton. 
We  receive  about  $30,000,000  for  horticultural  products.  We 
receive  $10,000,000  for  peanuts,  and  for  Irish  and  sweet  pota- 
toes together  about  $7,000,000  or  $8,000,000.  But  the  support 
of  North  Carolina  and  its  farmers  is  its  tobacco,  which  has 
heretofore  been  yielding  them  approximately  $100.000000, 
and  sometimes  as  high  as  $130,000,000  a  year.  This  year, 
however,  we  are  not  able  to  sell  250.000.000  pounds  of  our 
tobacco.  The  market  for  it  is  gone.  France  cannot  buy  it; 
England  cannot  buy  it;  Holland  cannot  buy  It.  Their  Gov- 
ernments last  year  bought  175,000.000  poimds  of  tobacco. 
How  many  million  pounds  have  gone  abroad  since?  Only 
1,000.000.  So  what  will  happen  to  us  if  this  Federal  tax  be 
added  to  the  old  war  tax,  which,  so  far  as  I  know,  is  the  high- 
est tax  on  any  commodity  in  America?  The  present  tax  is 
6  cents  on  the  retail  price.  In  terms  of  acreage,  the  Federal 
Government  receives  $1,000  an  acre  on  our  tobacco,  and  the 
farmer,  at  the  best,  cannot  get  $200  an  acre. 

All  of  that  was  shown  to  the  committee,  and  I  think  the 
committee  heard  it  with  an  open  mind. 
Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BAILEY.     Lyield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  To  me  the  fallacy  of  the  argument  made 
by  the  able  Senator  from  North  Carolina  is  that  he  is  plead- 
ing for  his  growers.  If  I  am  familiar  with  statistics  at  all, 
the  tobacco  grower  has  been  one  of  the  most  fortunate  of  all 
the  agricultural  producers  in  the  United  States  in  the  past 
two  decades,  because  his  production  has  been  very  profitable. 
Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  President,  that  may  seem  to  be  so.  The 
tobacco  growers  receive  a  pretty  good  price  per  acre.  Ap- 
pearances have  deceived  my  distinguished  friend.  What  acre- 
age does  the  farmer  have  as  a  rule  In  tobacco?  One  thinks 
of  great,  broad  fields,  such  as  the  wheatfields  and  the  corn- 
fields, but  the  average  tobacco  farm  is  only  from  3  to  4  acres. 
How  does  the  farmer  make  his  crop?  He  makes  it  with  his 
family.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  machinery.  He  begins  in  Jan- 
uary, and  he  and  his  wife  and  his  children  have  to  attend  to 
the  plants  day  by  day  tmtil  the  time  of  harvest  comes,  and 
then  they  have  to  sit  up  with  the  tobacco  while  they  cure  it, 
and  then  they  have  to  market  it.  As  the  Senator  from  Ken-> 
tucky  I  Mr.  BarkletI  said,  it  is  a  year-aroimd  job.  requiring 
infinite  care  and  infinite  detail.  While  the  price  per  poimd 
may  seem  to  t>e  high — it  is  20  cents  a  poimd  now.  but  it  was 
only  14  cents  a  pound  last  year — the  Government  is  receiving 
$1.13  for  every  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  BAILEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Even  that  14  cents  was  for  the  higher 
type  of  tobacco,  and.  of  course,  did  not  Include  the  price  for 
the  lower  grades  of  tobacco,  which  do  not  come  in  the  ciga- 
rette class — chewing  tobacco,  snuff,  certain  types  of  cigars, 
and  smoking-pipe  tobacco — ^the  average  of  which  last  year 
was  not  only  not  14  cents  but  scarcely  half  of  that. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  want  to  get  the  idea  out  of  the  mind  of 
my  friend,  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  that  the  farmer*  are 
so  well  paid.  The  estimate  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
Is  that  it  costs  the  farmer  $80  an  acre  to  cultivate  his  tobacco. 
That  is  8  cents  a  poimd.  If  he  receives  12  cents,  there  is  a 
difference  of  4  cents;  and  when  he  Is  receiving  4  cents  a 
pound  the  Government  is  receiving  $1  13.  I  have  always 
thought  that  we  ought  to  reduce  the  old  war  tax  on  tobacco. 
It  Is  the  only  World  War  tax  now  on  the  books.  The  tobacco 
farmers  of  the  country  have  turned  into  the  Federal  Treas- 
ury, through  this  indirect  method.  $600,000,000.  which  comes 
very  close  to  being  equal  to  the  sum  which  has  been  paid 
out  to  all  the  other  farmers  in  America  in  benefits,  rental 
pajmients.  and  soil-conservation  pasmients.  Ihey  have 
borne  the  burden.  They  have  produced  the  raw  materials. 
They  have  carried  the  handicap,  and  they  are  willing  to 
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carry  the  burden.  But  please  do  not  destroy  them  In  the 
hour  when  the  effects  of  an  unfortunate  war  have  fallen 
upon  them  with  greater  force  than  upon  any  other  class  in 
all  our  country.  I  hope  they  will  never  fall  upon  any  other 
class  as  severely  as  they  have  already  fallen  upon  the  tobacco 
farmers. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Mr.  President,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Kentucky  and  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  have  so  well 
stated  my  views  that  I  shall  not  detain  the  Senate  longer. 
I  subscribe  to  what  they  have  said  with  reference  to  this 
matter.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment  beginning  on  page  22  in  line  22. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  committee  amend- 
ment will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  25,  line  8,  before  the 
word  "for",  to  strike  out  "supertax"  and  insert  "defense 
tax":  In  line  13,  before  the  word  "rate",  to  strike  out  "super- 
tax" and  insert  "defense- tax";  and  in  the  heading  of  the 
fourth  column  in  the  table,  to  strike  out  "supertax"  and 
insert  "defense  tax." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  25,  at  the  end  of  the 
table,  to  Insert: 

"2800     (a)      (6)— Rectifying 30  cents 40  cents" 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  I  cannot  agree  to  the 
amendment  which  raises  the  tax"  from  30  cents  to  40  cents 
a  gallon  on  rectified  spirits.  At  the  present  time  a  tax  of  30 
cents  a  gallon  is  paid  on  blended  whiskies.  No  additional  tax 
is  raid  on  straight  whiskies.  Therefore,  blended  and  rectified 
whiskies  are  now  bearing  a  tax  of  30  cents  a  gallon,  which 
Is  not  paid  on  other  whiskies.  It  is  now  proposed  not  to 
raise  the  tax  on  all  whisky,  but  to  raise  the  tax  only  on 
blended  whisky.  It  is  proposed  to  raise  it  10  cents  a  gallon. 
Mr.  President,  that  Is  not  done  in  the  interest  of  increasing 
revenue. 

Mr.  GUFFEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GUFFEY.  I  Invite  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  first 
Item  in  the  table  on  page  25.  The  old  rate  on  distilled 
spirits  is  raised  from  $2.25  to  $3,  on  brandy  from  $2  to  $2.75, 
and  on  Imjwrted  perfumes  from  $2.25  to  $3;  and  yet  the 
Senator  says  that  the  tax  on  other  liquors  is  not  increased. 
What  Is  that  but  an  increase  in  taxes? 

Mr.  MINTON.  What  I  mean  to  say  Is  that  the  $3  tax  ts 
paid  on  distilled  spirits  generally.  If  we  make  the  rate  $3.10 
on  all  whisky,  that  is  all  right;  but  if  we  merely  want  to  make 
the  straight  whisky  free  of  anything  except  the  $3  tax,  and 
make  the  blended  whiskies  pay  $3.10,  I  say  that  is  wrong. 
That  Is  not  a  revenue  measure.  That  is  a  measure  designed 
and  intended  to  take  advantage  of  the  present  situation  to 
give  a  special  advantage,  a  competitive  advantage,  to  straight 
whisky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  30-cent  tax  was  originally  levied  in 
order  to  adjust  approximately  the  difference  between  the 
cost  of  putting  straight  whisky  and  rectified  whisky  on  the 
market.  If  the  30-cent  tax  was  justified  when  the  base  tax 
was  $2.25,  when  the  $2.25  is  raised  to  $3  does  not  the  Senator 
think  that  an  Increase  of  10  cents  a  gallon  is  a  very  modest 
increase?  The  proportion  is  not  even  carried  out.  The 
Treasury  experts  testified  that  the  tax  ought  to  be  60  cents 
instead  of  40  cents. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  think  the  facts  will  show  that  It  costs 
more  to  produce  blended  whisky,  and  the  distillations  which 
are  put  Into  blended  ii^ilsky,  than  to  produce  straight 
whisky. 

Mr.   BARKLEY.     Evidently  the   Senator   is   not  familiar 

with  the  method  of  manufacturing  the  different  kinds  of 

whisky.    It  costs  approximately  96  cents  a  gallon  to  iwoduce 

■  straight  whisky.    That  is  due  largely  to  storage,  the  coloring 

process,  and  things  of  that  sort.    Whenever  we  put  a  $3 


tax  on  a  gallon  of  straight  whisky  costing  96  cents,  before 
it  is  started  on  the  way  to  be  sokl  it  has  cost  $3.96. 

The  name  "rectified  whisky"  is  a  misnomer.  It  is  not 
rectified.  Blended  whisky  is  not  rectified  whisky.  Blended 
whisky  is  very  largely  whisky  made  out  of  two  straight 
whiskies.  Rectified  whisky  consists  of  one- fourth  straight 
whisky  and  three-fourths  alcohol  or  distilled  spirits. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  if  they  do  not  all 
bear  a  tax  of  $3  a  gallon? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    They  all  bear  a  tax  of  $3  a  gallon. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Up  to  that  point  they  are  equal. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  up  to  the  point  of  the  $3  tax,  of 
course,  they  are  all  equal.  But  rectified  whisky,  as  it  is 
called,  is  composed  of  one-fourth  straight  whisky,  which 
costs  at  the  rate  of  96  cents  a  gallcm  to  produce,  and  three- 
fourths  raw  alcohol,  which  may  have  been  made  yesterday. 
It  may  never  have  been  stored.  The  average  cost  of  pro- 
ducing the  alcohol  is  16  cents  a  gallon.  So  three  parts  of  a 
product  costing  16  cents  per  gallon  are  mixed  with  one  part 
of  a  product  costing  96  cents  per  gallon  to  obtain  a  rectified 
whisky.  Even  with  the  $3  tax  which  is  paid  on  the  distilled 
spirits,  which  cost  16  cents  to  make,  we  start  with  a  cost  of 
$3.96  on  the  straight  whisky.  If  we  take  three-fourths  of  a 
gallon  of  raw  alcohol,  whic^  costs  12  cents,  and  one-fourth 
of  a  gallon  of  straight  whisky,  wliich  costs  24  cents — one- 
fourth  of  96 — we  have  a  total  of  $3.36,  including  the  tax,  on 
the  rectified  whisky.  Then  when  we  add  the  present  tax  of 
30  cents — which  was  put  on  originally  in  order  to  try  to 
adjust  the  difference  in  cost  between  the  two  products — we 
still  have  only  $3.66  as  the  cost  of  production  of  the  rec- 
tified product,  plus  the  tax,  as  compared  to  $3.96  on  the 
straight  product,  plus  the  tax.  So  there  is  a  difference  of  30 
cents  a  gallon.  When  the  Treasury  officials  testified  before 
the  Subcommittee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  House  they 
recommended  a  proportionate  increase  in  the  30-cent  tax. 
on  the  same  theory  on  which  the  original  30-cent  tax  was 
imposed.  The  House  did  not  include  it.  In  the  testimony 
before  the  Finance  Committee  the  other  day  the  Alcohol 
Control  Division  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Bureau  of  the 
Treasury  recommended  that  if  we  desire  to  adjust  the  situa- 
tion as  between  the  different  kinds  of  liquor  referred  to,  the 
tax  really  ought  to  be  50  cents  instead  of  30,  but  the  com- 
mittee made  it  40  cents,  or  an  increase  of  10  cents  a  gallon. 

Mr.  HERRING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HERRING.  I  wish  to  invite  the  attention  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  to  a  certified  public  accountant's  report 
which  I  filed  with  the  Finance  Committee,  in  which  there  is 
an  analysis  of  the  cost  of  various  blends  and  various  straight 
whiskies.  The  certified  public  accountant's  report  shows 
that  the  cost  of  blended  whisky  made  with  neutral  spirits 
exceeds  that  of  straight-rim  whisky. 

Mr.  MINTON.  After  all,  accepting  everjrthing  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  says  as  true,  his  argument  is  that  the  tax 
was  put  on  to  give  a  competitive  advantage  to  straight  whisky 
as  against  blended  whisky.  That  was  the  purpose  of  put- 
ting the  tax  on  in  the  first  place;  and  now  the  Senator  wants, 
not  to  raise  revenue,  but,  under  the  guise  of  raising  revenue, 
further  to  increase  the  advantage  of  straight  whisky  over 
blended  whisky.  Producers  of  blended  whiskies  are  ready 
to  meet  their  share  of  the  tax.  They  do  not  want  to  evade 
any  part  of  the  burden  of  taxation  which  the  Government 
seeks  to  place  upon  the  people  of  the  country  to  meet  the 
defense  program.  They  are  anxious  to  meet  their  share  of 
it,  but  they  do  not  want  a  tax  laid  upon  them,  under  the 
guise  of  raising  revenue  to  defend  the  country,  which  does 
nothing  except  to  give  a  competitive  advantage  to  straight 
whisky,  most  of  which,  by  the  way,  is  manufactured  in  the 
State  of  my  friend  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  know  what  proportion  is  pro- 
duced in  Kentucky,  but  a  considerable  proportion  of  it  is 
produced  in  my  State.    However,  very  large  quantities  of  it 
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are  produced  In  other  States.  We  also  produce  the  type  of 
\^■hlsky  to  which  the  Senator  from  Indiana  refers.  We  have 
blenders.  We  have  rectifiers.  A  very  large  plant  In  the  city 
of  Louisville  is  objecting  to  the  increase  of  10  cents  a  gallon 
In  the  tax.  I  am  not  particularly  pleading  for  the  producers 
of  my  State.  As  a  matter  of  justice  and  fairness  between 
the  particular  types  which  are  produced  in  all  the  States 
which  produce  whisky,  if  there  was  justification  for  the  30- 
cent  tax  on  rectified  whisky  when  the  base  tax  was  $2.25, 
certainly  a  tax  of  40  cents  a  gallon  is  justified  when  we  raise 
the  base  tax  to  $3. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  A  moment  a?o  I  understood  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  to  state  that  without  considering  the  tax 
the  cost  of  producing  whisky  is  greater  than  the  cost  of 
producing  alcohol.  The  truth  Is  that  spirits  cost  more  to 
produce  than  does  whisky. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Spirits  are  of  a  higher  proof. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Yes;  and  the  higher  the  proof  the  higher 
the  tax.  Of  course,  alcohol  is  pure  proof.  Now,  when  the 
tax  is  put  on  it  applies  on  all  whisky,  whether  it  comes  from 
alcohol  or  what  not.  I  think  where  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky has  not  gotten  the  true  picture  is  that  he  Is  assuming 
that  without  any  tax,  it  costs  more  to  produce  the  96-cent 
whisky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
there? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  Is  true  that  the  cost  of  production  de- 
pends somewhat  on  the  proof,  l)ecause  the  more  you  have  to 
concentrate  by  distillation,  the  less  alcohol  you  get  out  of 
a  given  quantity  of  grain,  and,  therefore,  the  proportionate 
cost  is  higher. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  practically  all  the  liquor  that  Is 
put  on  the  market  Is  not  liquor  of  140  or  130  or  120  proof. 
It  is  around  90  proof. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  think  the  Senator  missed  my  point. 
The  point  I  was  making  was  that  the  Senator  said  that  it 
cost  more  to  produce  a  gallon  of  whisky  without  any  tax 

than  it  did  a  gallon  of  alcohol  without  any  tax,  of  the  same 
proof. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes;  I  said  it  cost  more. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     The  Senator  is  wrong. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Take  90  proof,  for  instance;  it  costs 
more  to  produce,  without  tax,  a  gallon  of  straight  whisky 
than  it  does  a  gallon  of  rectified  whisky. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Wait  a  moment.  I  did  not  ask  the  Senator 
that.  I  asked  the  Senator  if  it  cost  more  to  produce  a  gallon 
of  whisky  than  it  did  to  produce  a  gallon  of  alcohol  of  the 
same  proof — not  rectified. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Oh,  no. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  it  does.  It  costs  more  because  of  the 
storage  charges — 4  years  in  storage  in  a  barrel. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  am  talking  about  the  initial  cost. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Straight  whiskies,  of  course,  have  to  carry 
not  only  the  initial  cost  but  they  have  to  carry  the  cost  of 
storage. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  want  to  carry  the  Senator  through  the 
progressive  stages,  so  as  to  get  his  starting  point.  Does  he 
not  concede,  which  Is  a  fact,  that  it  costs  more  to  produce  a 
gallon  of  alcohol  than  it  does  a  gallon  of  whisky  of  the  same 
proof,  without  any  taxes? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Not  necessarily,  but  when  you  consider 
the  cost  of  producing  a  gallon  of  whisky  you  can  take  raw 
alcohol  as  it  was  made  yesterday,  which  is  the  type  of  alcohol 
which  is  put  in  rectified  whisky.  There  are  three  different 
kinds  of  whiskies.  I  am  not  familiar  with  them  and  am  not 
an  expert  on  the  subject.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Neither  am  I. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  My  information  Is  academic  and  was 
obtained  as  a  matter  of  study.   There  is  the  straight  whisky; 


there  is  the  blended  whisky;  and  there  is  the  rectified  whisky. 
A  blended  whisky  may  be  made  up  of  two  straight  whiskies. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Or  partly  from  rectified  whisky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Rectified  whisky  hsis  always  been  under- 
stood to  be  whisky  that  is  part  straight  whisky  and  part 
raw  alcohol.  There  are  no  storage  charges  on  raw  alcohol; 
It  does  not  have  to  be  more  than  a  day  old;  but  can  be,  im- 
mediately after  the  distillation  process,  put  into  the  straight 
whisky,  which  then  becomes  a  rectified  product.  If  two 
whiskies  upon  which  there  has  been  a  $3  tax  are  mixed,  and 
the  cost  of  production,  including  coloring  and  storage  and 
all  the  rest,  has  been  the  same,  then  there  is  no  difference 
and  there  would  be  no  reason  to  put  a  tax  on  blended  whi.«:ky 
as  compared  to  straight  whisky;  but  when  you  take  the  com- 
parison in  cost  of  producing  a  gallon  of  straight  and  a.  gal- 
lon of  rectified  whisky  and  get  ready  to  put  them  on  the 
market,  the  figures  I  have  given  on  a  90-proof  product  are 
approximately  correct. 

While  I  am  on  my  feet,  I  will  say  also  that,  because  of 
great  advertising  ability  on  the  part  of  producers  of  the 
rectified  product,  it  is  selling  in  the  markets  higher  than 
the  straight  product.  , 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has 
started  his  argument  on  a  false  assumption,  which  I  know 
he  makes  In  good  faith.  In  my  own  State  most  of  the 
people  in  business  are  making  straight  whisky.  So  if  I  were 
talking  to  please  most  of  my  constituents,  I  probably  would 
be  arguing  on  the  side  of  the  Senator  from  Kentuclqr.  The 
truth  is,  regardless  of  whether  whisky  is  blended  or  is 
straight,  it  pays  a  $3  tax.  That  is  one  thing  we  can  take  as 
a  fact.  The  second  thing  is  that  it  costs  more  to  produce 
spirits  tlian  it  does  whisky,  for  the  reason  that  in  the  proc- 
ess of  production  spirits  have  to  be  distilled  many  times. 
Almost  all  spirits,  or  all  that  I  have  ever  heard  of,  which  are 
used  in  the  blending  of  whisky,  cost  more  to  make  than  the 
whisky  itself  costs.  So  with  the  tax  the  same  on  the 
blended  and  straight  whisky,  being  $3  a  gallon  in  either 
case,  the  cost  of  making  straight  whisky  and  the  cost  fit 

making  spirits  being  higher  in  the  case  of  spirits,  spirits  are 
at  a  disadvantage  economically  on  that  basis  already. 

As  the  Senator  from  Iowa  (Mr.  Herring]  has  said,  the 
figures  of  the  certified  public  accountant  show  that  blended 
whisky  costs  more  than  straight  whisky.  There  is  labor; 
there  are  other  expenses  besides  those  of  distillation  to 
which  I  have  referred.  I  think  the  Senator  frcm  Indiana  Is 
on  the  right  track.  In  other  words,  he  wants  all  whisky 
taxed  the  same,  as  I  understand  him. 

It  is  significant  that  the  Treasury  experts  came  before 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House,  and  the 
House  did  not  put  in  what  the  Treasury  specifically  under- 
took to  recommend  that  they  put  in,  namely,  this  very  pro- 
vision wliich  is  now  in  the  Senate  bill.  It  was  not  put  in 
imtil  the  bill  came  over  to  the  Senate.  Why  did  not  the 
House  put  it  in?  Because  they  found,  upon  examination  of 
the  facts,  that  what  the  Senator  from  Indiana  is  now  saying 
Is  the  truth,  that  this  Is  a  discrimination  against  one  kind  of 
whisky,  and  in  favor  of  another,  when  the  purpose  of  the 
bill  ought  to  be  to  tax  all  whiskies  the  same. 

Mr.  GUPFEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    The  Senator  from  Indiana  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GUFFEY.  Is  the  Senator  referring  to  blended  whiskies 
or  to  rectified  whiskies? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  am  referring  to  rectified  whiskies. 

Mr.  GUFFEY.     What  tax  do  such  whiskies  bear? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    The  tax  Is  $3  a  gallon. 

Mr.  GUFFEY.  How  much  straight  whisky  Is  used  In  recti- 
fied whisky? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    It  varies  according  to  the  brand. 

Mr.  GUFFEY.   On  spirits  the  tax  is  $3. 


Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  spirits  In  restlfled  whisky  pay  $3  a 
gallon,  the  same  as  other  whisky.  There  are  four  times  the 
quantity  of  raw  alcohol  in  it  than  is  in  the  blended  whisky. 

Mr.  GUFFEY.  How  much  will  the  tax  be  under  this  bill 
on  a  gallon  of  straight  whisky? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Three  dollars. 

Mr.  GUFFEY.  How  much  will  it  be  on  a  gallon  of  blended 
whisky? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    It  is  $3,  just  the  same. 

Mr.  GUPPEY.  On  blended  whisky.  I  am  talking  about 
rectified  whisky.  Rectified  whisky  has  not  over  one -fourth 
straight  whisky  in  it.  I  want  to  educate  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  on  whiskies.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  same  argument  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  is  now  suggesting  to  me  was  suggested.  I  am 
advised,  to  the  House  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  The 
House  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  were  tentatively  in- 
clined to  adopt  it,  but  when  the  people  who  actually  make 
the  two  kinds  of  whiskies  laid  sdl  the  facts  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means  the  committee  put  a  uniform  tax 
on  all  whiskies,  as  it  should  be.  namely,  $3  a  gallon. 

Now,  imder  this  bill,  rectified  whisky  would  be  taxed  at  a 
higher  rate  than  would  straight  wliisky. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr,  President,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  that  the  producers  not  only  pay  $3  just  the 
same,  but  under  the  present  law  they  are  paying  a  30-cent 
tax  per  gallon  for  rectifying. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Bo  they  have  already  a  differential  of  30 
cents  a  gallon  against  them,  and  now  It  is  proposed  to  put  on 
10  cents  a  gallon  more. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

liir.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Following  the  observation  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana,  this  differential  is  more  than  offset  by 
the  present  30-cent  rectifying  tax.  In  other  words,  as  I 
understand,  it  takes  about  4  years  to  age  straight  whisky, 
and  on  that  basis  there  ought  to  l>e  a  20-cent  tax  instead  of 
a  30-cent  tax,  as  exists  at  the  present  time.  But.  notwith- 
standing that,  under  this  amendment,  it  is  sought  to  add 
another  10-cent  tax,  making  it  40  cents. 

Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to  make  one 
further  observation,  I  know  something  about  the  history  of 
this  legislation,  and  this  is  not  the  first  time  that  this  type 
of  argument  has  been  made  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  Those  who  are  interested  in  producing  straight 
whiskies,  and  the  distilleries  that  are  interested  in  producing 
rectified  whisky,  have  had  to  stir  up  an  age-old  argument  in 
this  Congress  as  to  the  type  of  tax  and  the  amount  of  tax 
which  should  be  paid  on  these  whislcies. 

What  I  object  to,  Mr.  President,  is  that,  while  we  are 
enacting  a  tax-revenue  measure  for  defense  purposes,  when 
the  Government  needs  sound,  adequate  defense,  once  again 
there  is  brought  into  the  argument  this  age-old  question  as 
between  those  who  produce  the  straight  whisky  and  those 
who  produce  rectified  whisky. 

If  we  can  put  a  40-cent  tax  upon  rectified  whisky,  then 
there  is  no  reason  why  at  the  next  session  we  cannot  put  on 
a  45-  or  50-cent  tax;  and,  sooner  or  later,  those  who  have 
great  distilleries  <n  this  coimtry  producing  rectified  whisky 
w^lll  reach  the  point  where  they  will  make  straight  whisky 
and  be  on  the  same  t>asis  with  the  distillers  who  make 
straight  whisky.  ' 

When  that  happens,  who  will  be  the  loser  thereby?  It 
will  be  the  Treasury  Department  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  because  they  are  now  paying  on  the  basis  of  90 
cents  a  case,  and  under  the  new  amendment  they  will  pay 
on  the  basis  of  $1.20  a  case;  and  so  it  goes.  It  will  be  pos- 
sible finally  to  tax  these  men  out  of  business,  and  drive  them 
back 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Illinois  a  question. 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICE31.  Just  a  minute;  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  has  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  and 
until  he  concludes  there  cannot  be  any  double  yielding. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Elinois  a  question. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  should  like  to  finish  this  argument,  if  I 
may. 

The  point  I  am  making  is  that  ultimately  it  will  be  pos- 
sible to  tax  the  rectifiers  out  of  business,  to  the  point  where 
they  will  go  back  to  making  straight  whisky.  When  that  is 
done  there  will  be  only  one  loser,  and  that  will  be  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States. 

I  desire  again  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  this  is  no  time, 
in  the  course  of  enacting  a  defense  measure  from  the  stand- 
point of  revenue,  to  brmg  in  this  age-old  quarrel  between 
these  two  different  types  of  distillers. 
I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  rejected. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 
Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    In  response  to  what  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  has  said.  I  should  like  to  say  that  the  state- 
ment was  made  before  the  Finance  Committee  in  the  pres- 
ence of  all  the  TreastUTT  ofllcials — I  was  not  present  when 
they  themselves  made  the  statement,  but  the  statement  was 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  he  had  been  in- 
formed by  the  Treasury  Department,  and  the  Treasury  of- 
ficials were  all  present  when  the  statement  was  made— that 
rectified  whisky  could  well  stand  a  tax  of  50  cents  instead 
of  30  cents.    The  Senator  from  Kentucky  did  not  offer  that 
amendment.     He  limited  it  to  40  cents:  but  the  statement 
was  made  on  the  authority  of  the  Treasxiry  department  that 
the  rectifying  tax  could  well  be  put  at  50  cents..    I  ask 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  whether  or  not  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  think  I  will  admit  that,  and  save  an 
argimient.  I  think  that  happened;  but,  of  course,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  was  very  wise  in  doing  that,  because, 
he  knew  that  if  he  put  the  tax  up  to  50  cents  the  com- 
mittee would  not  take  it,  because  the  committee  actually 

voted  this  amendment  Into  the  bill  by  11  to  10.    It  was  very 
close. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield. 
It  does  not  make  any  difference  about  the  vote;  I  imagine  the 
vote  would  have  been  the  same  if  the  tax  had  been  50  cents. 
Not  only  did  what  the  Senator  from  Missouri  has  stated  occur, 
but  at  another  time  Mr.  Stewart  Berkshire,  the  Deputy  Com- 
missioner of  Internal  Revenue  in  charge  of  the  Alcohol  Tax 
Unit,  stated  to  the  full  committee  in  the  presence  of  some 
other  members  of  the  Treasury,  and  nobody  disputed  it,  that 
In  order  to  do  to  this  increased  tax  of  75  cents  a  gallon  on 
straight  whisky  what  the  30-cent  tax  did  with  respect  to 
a  $2.25  tax,  the  product  ought  to  bear  a  50-cent  tax  instead 
of  one  of  30  cents. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  intend  to  delay  the 
Senate  any  longer. 

I  do  not  know  anything  about  whisky.  Some  persons  say 
that  all  whisky  is  good,  some  just  a  little  t)etter  than  the 
others.  To  me  it  all  tastes  about  the  same,  so  I  do  not  know. 
I  would  not  know  a  blended  whisky  from  a  straight  whisky 
or  a  rectified  whisky,  but  I  do  know  that  what  the  Senator 
fr(»n  Dllnois  has  said  is  true — ^that  there  has  been  a  fight  on 
here  In  Washington  between  straight  whisky  and  blended 
whiskies  and  rectified  whiskies  for  years — and  now  the  dis- 
tillers of  straight  whisky  have  taken  advantage  of  this  op- 
portunity, when  we  are  passing  a  defense  measure,  to  come 
in  here  and  get  a  little  defense  for  themselves — not  only  a 
Uttle  defense,  but  a  little  offense.  That  is  what  they  are  try- 
ing to  do  in  this  tax  bill — to  get  a  competitive  advantage. 

Mr.  President,  the  House  rejected  the  proposed  amend- 
ment. The  House  would  have  none  of  it.  The  Senate  put 
it  in  the  bill  by  a  vote  of  11  to  10. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  MINTON.    Yes:  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  House  did  not  pass  on  this  question. 
Under  the  rule  that  was  brought  in  under  which  this  bill 
was  considered  by  the  House  no  amendment  could  be 
offered  on  the  floor:  and  therefore  the  House  itself  did  not 
have  an  opportunity  to  pass  on  the  matter  except  as  it 
voted  for  the  bill  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  MINTON.  But.  Mr.  President,  the  conmilttee  cer- 
tainly had  a  chance  to  do  so.  The  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  wrote  the  bill.  It  started  there.  It 
had  to  start  there.  The  foundation,  the  structure,  and  every 
bit  of  the  bill  were  written  in  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
of  the  House.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  does  not  mean 
to  tell  the  Senate  that  the  persons  who  are  fighting  the 
light  of  straight  whisky  were  not  over  there  before  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  trying  to  get  this  proposition 
written  In  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  hear- 
ings occurred  before  the  subcommittee  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  and  the  subcommittee  recommended  this 
increase.  It  was  eliminated  by  the  full  committee,  before 
which  hearings  were  not  held. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  hearings  were  held  before  the  sub- 
committee, and  the  subcommittee  reported  the  provision  to 
the  fiill  committee,  and  the  full  committee  would  have  none 
of  it.  So  the  House  followed,  under  the  rule,  the  bill  recom- 
mended by  the  House  committee.  The  bill  came  over  here 
as  the  House  bill,  and  now  the  Senate  committee  proposes 
to  put  on  this  amendment  to  give  this  advantage  to  the 
straight  whiskies.  It  was  put  on  and  sent  out  of  the  com- 
mittee by  a  vote  of  11  to  10. 

Mr.  President.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that 
this  advantage  should  not  be  granted  the  straight  whisky 
people  at  this  particular  time.  They  should  not  be  allowed 
to  take  advantage  of  this  unusual  situation  to  give  them 
further  economic  advantage  in  this  competitive  field. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Mr.  President,  the  Legislature  of  Ken- 
tucky this  year  became  very  much  concerned  over  the  fight 
between  the  rectifiers  and  the  distillers  who  make  100-proof 
old-fashioned  Kentucky  whiskies,  which  the  Senators  who 
preceded  me  claim  to  know  so  little  about  and  manifest  very 
little  knowledge  about,  which  leads  me  to  l)elieve  that  while 
I  know  nothing  personally  about  them.  I  know  about  as 
much  as  some  of  those  who  ought  to  know  more.  [Laughter.l 
But  by  a  vote  of  2  to  1  in  the  Kentucky  Legislature  they 
decided  that  a  certain  course,  which  I  propose  to  tell  you 
about  in  a  few  minutes,  should  be  pursued  as  to  those  who 
blend  and  who  rectify  whisky:  and  that  term  is  a  misnomer, 
because  "rectify",  according  to  the  dictionary,  means  to  make 
right,  and  that  does  not  make  it  right.  That  does  not  make 
It  any  better  for  the  consumption  of  the  men  and  women 
of  the  country  who  drink  whisky. 

Generally  speaking,  rectlfsring  consists  of  blending  or  mix- 
ing distilled  spirits.  The  prime  rectified  product  in  the  dis- 
tilled-spirits  industry  is  blended  whisky.  Blended  whisky  is  a 
mixture  of  straight  whisky,  alcohol,  commonly  known  as  neu- 
tral spirits,  and  flavoring  and  coloring  ingredients,  on  which 
certainly  no  tax  is  paid:  and  I  hope  Senators  who  vote  for 
that  kind  of  whisky  will  get  it  In  their  whisky  when  they 
drink  it.  because  I  am  certain  that  does  not  make  it  any 
better,  but  that  is  what  they  will  get.  [Laughter.] 
Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  in  the 
chair).  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Indiana? 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  No:  Mr.  President.  I  listened  to  him. 
and  I  did  not  bother  him  when  he  was  speaking,  so  I  do  not 
want  him  to  bother  me.    [Laughter.] 

There  are  also  what  are  known  as  blends  of  straight 
whiskies,  which  I  shall  discuss  a  few  moments  later. 

A  few  days  ago  a  meeting  of  all  the  distillers  in  my  State 
was  held  to  consider  this  very  important  matter,  just  to  see 
what  ought  to  be  done  under  the  circumstances.  What 
actually  is  proposed  here  is  a  33  ^^s -percent  increase  in  the  tax 
on  each  product;  on  the  straight  whisky  from  $2.25  to  $3; 


on  the  other  from  30  to  40  cents.  I  win  say  that  I  will  sup- 
port a  tax  of  50  or  60  cents,  because  that  comes  closer  to 
making  matters  even,  and  placing  the  two  products  in  a  fau- 
position  of  competition. 

Seventeen  of  the  distilleries  of  my  State — and  many  of 
them  are  small  distilleries  which  have  taken  all  of  their 
capital  to  try  to  get  enough  money  to  engage  in  the  business — 
voted  to  ask  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  if  it  would  do 
What  they  wanted  it  to  do  under  the  circumstances,  to  place 
the  tax  at  40  cents.  Two  of  the  distilleries  were  under  the 
domination  of  the  Seagram  Co. — the  Seagram  Co.  has  plants 
in  some  of  the  other  States — and  two  distilleries  did  not 
vote.  Seventeen  voted,  and  I  have  the  request  here,  and 
the  names  of  the  distilleries  that  voted. 

At  the  present  time  the  law  Imposes  a  tax  of  $2.25  per 
proof  gallon  on  distilled  spirits.  This  is  applicable  both  to 
the  whisky  and  to  the  alcohol  which  goes  into  the  blend, 
as  well  as  to  the  straight  whisky  sold  as  such.  In  addition, 
the  law  at  the  present  time  imposes  a  tax  of  30  cents  per 
proof  gallon  on  rectification;  that  is,  on  blended  whisky. 
The  30-cent  tax  is  not  only  a  revenue  producer  but  was 
enacted  primarily  to  equalize  the  costs  of  blended  whiskies 
and  straight  whiskies  so  that  the  former  would  not  have  an 
economic  advantage  in  the  markets  over  the  latter. 

As  evidence  of  the  economic  philosophy  imder  which  the 
30-cent  recttfsring  tax  was  Imjaosed — and,  Mr.  President,  that 
is  now  the  law — I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  blends  of 
straight  whiskies  consisting  of  two  or  more  whiskies  each 
4  years  old,  reduced  in  proof  not  below  90  i>ercent,  to  which 
coloring  and  flavoring  are  not  added,  are  not  subject  to  the 
tax.  I  further  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  gin  made  by 
redistillation  in  a  rectifying  house  at  substantially  the  same 
cost  of  production  as  gin  made  by  distillation  in  a  distillery  is 
not  subject  to  the  tax.  Thus,  Congress  did  not  impose  the 
tax  on  these  two  rectified  products  which  are  of  substantially 
the  same  cost  as  the  imrectified  product.  • 

Due  to  present  costs  of  production.  30-cent  tax  does  not  at 
the  present  time  equalize  the  cost  of  production  of  a  proof 
gallon  of  blended  whisky  and  a  proof  gallon  of  straight  whisky. 
The  prime  competition  between  blended  whisky  and  straight 
whisky  today  is  a  competition  between  the  4-year-old  straight 
whiskies  and  the  blends,  in  which  a  4-year-old  whisky  is  used 
as  the  base. 

The  Kentucky  straight  whiskies  now  4  years  of  age  and 
which  will  become  4  years  of  age  within  the  next  year  or 
two  cost  the  average  distiller,  when  placed  in  the  warehouse 
for  aging,  50  cents  per  proof  gallon.  The  distiller  has  to 
pay  50  cents  a  gallon,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania, when  he  puts  whisky  in  a  warehouse  in  order  to 
have  it  go  through  the  aging  process.  Those  of  you  who 
know  more  about  that,  and  know  how  to  drink  whisky, 
know  that  unless  it  is  aged  in  the  wood  it  is  not  so  good, 
it  is  not  so  mellow,  and  It  is  not  what  you  spend  your  money 
for  when  you  go  to  buy  old-fashioned  straight  Kentucky 
whisky. 

The  cost  to  the  distillery  of  canying  whisky  averages 
about  10.8  cents  per  gallon  per  year.  The  average  4-year- 
old  whisky  on  the  market  is  today  about  52  months  old. 
Thus,  a  gallon  of  4-year-old  Kentucky  straight  whisky  costs 
the  distiller  approximately  96  or  97  cents  a  gallon.  The 
blends,  on  the  average,  consist  of  25  percent  whisky  and  75 
percent  alcohol  or  neutral  spirits.  That  means  coloring, 
flavoring  extracts,  vanilla,  and  some  other  things.  I  do  not 
icnow  what  is  put  in  it;  neither  do  you.  You  just  have  to 
drink  it  and  hope  it  is  all  right.  There  have  been  times 
in  the  past  few  years  when  some  persons  have  suddenly 
shriveled  up  from  drinking  some  of  this  stuff  that  was  not 
guaranteed  100  percent  proof.     [Laughter.] 

The  blends,  on  the  average,  consist  of  25-percent  whisky 
and  75-percent  alcohol  or  neutral  spirits.  Thus  the  whisky 
ingredient  in  a  gallon  of  blended  whisky  costs  24.2  cents,  and 
the  three-fourths  gallon  of  alcohol  costs  to  produce  about  12 
cents,  so  that  the  gallon  of  blended  whisky  costs  approxi- 
mately 36  cents.  The  difference  in  cost  is  therefore  ap- 
proximately 60  cents  per  gallon.     With  a  30-cent  tax  on 
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rectification,  the  blended  whisky  has  a  cost  of  30  cents  per 
proof-gallon  less  than  the  straight  whisky. 

With  the  i»-esent  advertising  and  labeling  regulations, 
blended  whisl^  has  had  created  around  it  a  halo  which  has 
so  far  enabled  the  blender  to  sell  his  whisky  at  an  average 
price  higher  than  that  of  the  straight  whiskies.  Thus  he 
not  only  has  an  advantage  in  cost  but  a  tagger  spread  be- 
tween cost  and  selling  price,  so  that  if  his  tax  is  not  increased 
to  a  greater  extent  than  is  the  tax  on  straight  whisky,  the  tax 
structure  will  result  in  the  blender  taking  the  market  away 
from  the  straight -whisky  distiller. 

There  are  now  nearly  500,000,000  gallons  of  straight  whisky 
stored  In  the  internal- revenue  bonded  warehouses  of  the 
country,  in  which  a  tremendous  capital  investment  has  been 
made.  Some  45  to  50  percent  of  this  whisky  is  stored  in 
Kentucky,  that  State  being  the  greatest  producer  of  Burley 
tobacco  and  the  greatest  producer  of  bourbon  whisky  in  the 
United  States. 

Assuming  that  the  increase  in  this  tax  on  distilled  spirits 
from  $2.25  to  $3  a  gallon  will  to  some  extent  diminish  con- 
siunption.  it  is  obvious  that  the  withdrawals  of  the  500.000.000 
gallons  of  bonded  whiskies  will  be  slowed  up  to  the  point 
where  the  distillers  may  have  difiBculty  In  meeting  their  obli- 
gations if,  in  addition  to  that  normal  slow-up.  the  blended 
whisky,  due  to  the  tax  structure,  is  put  in  a  [)Osition  to  take 
away  any  of  the  present  straight- whisky  market. 

Prom  the  above  It  will  be  noted  that  the  rectifying  tax 
should  be  raised  to  60  cents  a  proof-gallon  in  order  to  equalize 
costs  between  blended  whisky  and  straight  wliisky.  The  bill 
originally  proposed  to  increase  that  tax  to  only  40  cents,  and 
even  that  increase  has  now  been  eliminated,  and  the  tax  hsis 
been  left  at  30  cents  a  proof-gallon.  I  claim  it  should  be  60 
cents;  but  the  committee,  in  its  wisdom,  decided  to  place  It 
at  40  cents,  and  we  agreed  to  vote  for  the  40  cents  and  stand 
by  the  committee.  The  Treasury  Department  and  the  Fed- 
eral Alcohol  Administration  in  the  Treasury  Department 
recommended  that,  under  the  circmnstances,  it  could  stand 
40  cents. 

Mr.  BARKLEry.    Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield? 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  yield- 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  present  law  taxing  the  straight 
liquors  $2.25  a  gallon  and  the  rectified  30  cents  because  of 
the  rectification,  will  it  not  work  to  the  economic  advantage 
of  the  producers  of  straight  whisky  to  raise  the  tax  from  $2.25 
to  $3  without  in  any  way  changing  the  tax  on  rectified 
whisky?  In  other  words,  if  we  are  to  raise  one  of  them  75 
cents  a  gallon,  we  certainly  should  give  the  other  an  economic 
advantage  in  the  sale  of  its  products  to  the  country. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  That  is  the  purpose  of  it,  I  will  say.  and 
I  thank  my  colleague.  The  Senator  from  Illinois  says  we  are 
raising  defense  taxes,  and  because  we  are  raising  defense 
taxes  the  Kentucky  distillers  who  make  straight  whisky  are 
agreeing  to  the  increase  in  tax.  but  at  the  same  time  we  in- 
crease their  taxes  we  leave  the  other  fellow  just  as  he  is,  and 
it  is  not  fair. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  it  might  be  well  to  quote  some 
prices.  I  am  not  going  to  give  the  names  of  the  whiskies, 
because  I  am  not  in  the  advertising  business,  but  I  have  here 
a  list  of  11  different  brands  of  straight  whisky  and  a  list  of 
6  different  brands  of  rectified  or  blended  whisky,  whichever 
it  is.  not  straight  whisky. 

The  price  of  the  straight  product  ranges  from  $11.25  to 
$13.85  a  case.  That  is  the  wholesale  price  to  the  public, 
from  $11.25  to  $13  85  a  case,  which  means  12  quart  bottles, 
containing  3  gallons.  The  price  of  the  rectified  product  runs 
from  $14.18  a  case  to  $18.  So  that  there  Is  no  danger  of 
putting  the  rectifier  out  of  business  when,  because  of  his  great 
capital  and  his  Nation-wide  program  of  advertising,  he  Is 
already  getting  from  $1  to  $3  a  case  more  than  the  producer 
of  the  straight  whisky.  There  is  no  basis  for  the  argiunent 
that  simply  putting  on  a  tax  of  10  cents  a  gallon  for  the  privi- 
lege of  rectification,  ^^lich  Is  really  for  the  privilege  of 
reducing  the  standard  of  the  product  itself,  would  put  these 
people  out  of  business;  and  if  we  do  not  impose  it.  it  certainly 


gives  an  ec<»omic  advantage  to  the  in-oducers  of  straight 
whirky. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  There  is  no  question  about  it,  and  I 
thank  my  coHesigue  for  that  contribution  to  my  remarks. 

Mr.  President,  unless  that  30-cent  tax  is  materially  in- 
creased to  something  approximating  60  cents  a  gallon,  those 
with  their  capital  Invested  in  the  tremendous  stocks  of 
straight  whisky  now  In  the  country  may  find  themselves  in  a 
very  difficult  financial  position.  This  is  particularly  true  of 
the  smaller  Kentucky  distillers,  many  of  whom  will  have  diffi- 
culty In  meeting  their  financial  obligations  if  there  is  any 
material  diminution  in  the  rate  of  sale  of  their  products 

I  speak  mainly  for  the  small  distilleries,  such  as  those  In 
the  Kentucky  River  Valley,  some  of  them  in  my  county.  The 
men  and  women  who  live  in  that  neighborhood  have  had 
these  distillery  recipes  for  over  a  hundred  or  150  years. 
They  know  how  to  make  straight  Kentucky  whisky,  and  the 
capital  is  in  these  communities.  They  cannot  compete  with 
the  great  chains  of  distilleries  which  mix  25  percent  of  whisky 
and  75  percent  of  alcohol  and  flavoring  and  coloring  extracts. 

This  is  a  pica  to  equalize  the  opportunity  of  the  small 
distiller  in  Kentucky,  when  he  Is  accepting  a  75-cent  In- 
crease of  taxes  to  do  business,  to  continue  to  meet  his 
obligations  of  life. 

I  hope,  indeed,  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the  com- 
mittee will  be  sustained,  and  I  say  in  all  sincerity  It  should 
be  10  or  20  cents  higher,  but  we  have  agreed,  under  the 
circumstances,  because  the  committee  carefully  considered 
the  whole  problem.  I  hope  the  Members  of  the  Senate  will 
stand  by  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  at  this  point 
the  record  of  a  vote  taken  by  Kentucky  distillers  on  June  12, 
1940.  on  the  question  whether  the  rate  should  be  30  cents 
or  40  cents  a  gallon. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

At  a  general  meeting  of  Kentucky  distillers  held  at  Bardstown. 
Ky..  June  12,  1940,  at  which  meeting  representatlvea  from  22  dls- 
tUllng  companies  were  present,  a  vote  was  taken  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  rectifying  tax  shovild  be  Increased  from  30  cents  to 
40  cents  per  gallon  as  originally  proposed  In  H.  B.  0966,  and  the 
balloting  on  the  question  resulted  as  follows: 

In  favor  of  an  Increase  In  the  rectifying  tax:  James  B.  Beam 
Distilling  Co.,  Cave  Springs  Distillery  Corporation.  Churchill  Dis- 
tilling Co.,  Dowllng  Bros.  Distilling  Co.,  Olencoe  Distillery  Co., 
Glenmore  DistUleries  Co..  Inc.,  Labrot  &  Graham.  Inc..  H  McKenna. 
Inc..  Tom  Moore  DlstlUery  Co..  Rlpy  Bros.  DistlUers.  'Schenley  Dis- 
tillers Products  Corporation,  Shawhan  Distillery  Co..  Inc.,  Stltzel- 
Weller  Distillery.  K.  Taylor  Distilling  Co.,  Taylor  &  Williams  Dis- 
tUleries, John  A.  Wathen  Distillery  Co.,  and  WlUet  DlstUling  Co. 

Opposed  to  an  Increase  In  the  rectifying  tax:  Bardstown  Dis- 
tillery, Inc.,  Fairfield  DlstUlery,  Inc.,  and  Joseph  B.  Seagram  & 
Sons.  Inc 

Not  voting:  Brown -Forman  Distillery  Co.,  and  General  DlstlllerB 
Corporation  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  would  not  interrupt  the 
continuity  of  the  present  discussion  if  I  did  not  believe  that  it 
will  be  such  a  relatively  short  time  before  all  these  factors  will 
have  to  be  doubled  and  trebled,  and  therefore  make  the  legis- 
lation we  might  pass  today  out  of  date,  that  I  think  I  may  do 
so  without  any  great  Injustice  to  the  issue  involved.  What  I 
propose  to  do  is  to  offer  a  seven-point  program  for  the  defense 
of  America. 

I  realize  that  on  this  solemn  day  there  are  many  besides 
myself  whose  hearts  are  heavy.  With  the  surrender  of  the 
French  Army,  no  one  knows  how  soon  the  day  will  come  when 
all  resistance  to  the  Invincible  military  machine  of  Hitler  will 
be  utterly  destroyed.  Already  the  news  service  tells  us  that 
Mussolini  and  Ciano  are  on  their  way  to  a  secret  meeting  with 
Hitler  to  determine  the  terms  of  surrender  for  the  French 
people. 

I  know  that  there  is  not  one  in  this  Chamber  who  would 
not,  if  he  could,  repair  the  damage  of  that  great  loss  to  the 
cause  of  democracy,  to  the  cause  of  culture,  to  the  cause  of 
international  decency,  to  the  cause  of  Christianity.  But  in 
the  last  3  weeks,  as  I  have  spoken  upon  this  floor  and  before 
a  committee  in  behalf  of  a  program  which  I  thought  would 
add  strength  to  the  preservation  of  our  first  line  of  defense. 
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there  have  been  many  who  have  come  to  me  and  said,  "We 
wish  It  were  possible  to  accomplish  those  purposes,  but  it  is 
already  too  late.  The  damage  Is  beyond  possible  repair. 
AH  we  would  do.  therefore,  would  be  to  make  a  gesture  if  we 
followed  your  counsel.  The  cause  is  already  irrevocably  lost." 
They  have  already  come  to  the  consciousness  that  we  live  in 
a  new  and  a  more  tragic  world. 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  not,  therefore,  dwell  at  any  appreci- 
able length  upon  the  significance  of  the  present  situation, 
because  my  purpose  Is  to  offer  a  constructive  program,  under 
seven  headings,  which  I  believe  will  meet  the  demands  of 
the  American  people  that  every  energy  of  this  great  Nation, 
every  power  we  possess — physical,  mental,  and  spiritual — 
shall  be  dedicated  to  the  cause  of  the  preparation  of  the 
United  States  against  a  foe  they  know  is  already  marching 
In  this  direction. 

Mr.  President,  what  has  concerned  me  principally  today  Is 
a  sort  of  theoretical  query  which  has  been  in  my  mind: 
What  kind  of  an  apology  have  those  who  would  defend  this 
generation's  democracy  to  offer  to  posterity  for  this  criminal 
neglect  in  its  defense?  What  are  they  going  to  say  paralyzed 
the  will  of  the  democracies  of  the  world?  What  mysterious 
germ,  what  magic  power  will  they  say  so  took  in  its  grasp 
the  will  of  the  democracies  of  the  world  that  it  was  paralyzed 
and  stagnant  in  the  face  of  danger  which  not  only  threat- 
ened but  accomplished  its  inevitable  and  permanent  dis- 
solution? 

What  are  they  to  say  about  our  complacency  toward  Hitler? 
In  1933  a  man  comes  to  power  in  the  German  Nation,  after 
he  has  written  and  published  to  the  world  a  book  in  which 
he  declared  that  the  German  people  were  destined  to  rule 
the  world,  and  declared  as  a  single  objective  the  accomplish- 
ment of  that  end.  against  all  odds,  with  an  unswerving  and 
undefeatable  will,  by  every  form  of  perfidy  and  destruction 
that  was  available  to  his  marvelous  ingenuity  or  his  extraor- 
dinary genius.  Yet  the  world  paid  no  attention.  With 
those  weapons  he  destroyed  the  liberties  of  80.000,000  great, 
brave,  strong  people;  and  still  we  waited.  Then  he  went  out- 
side of  his  own  borders,  using  the  same  methods  and  tactics, 
following  the  same  declared  course;  and  one  nation  after 
another — strong,  virile,  dynamic — came  to  heel,  many  with 
only  the  threat  of  his  terrible  sword. 

Others  put  up  such  resistance  as  their  archaic  methods 
would  allow. 

He  went  with  a  new  procedure  behind  the  lines  of  battle. 
He  paralyzed  the  minds  and  the  will  of  a  people  to  fight.  So 
he  had  defeated  them  behmd  the  lines  before  he  ever  had 
attacked  them  at  the  front. 

Mr.  President,  this  generation  in  the  last  7  years  has  seen 
the  most  terrible  epic  that  the  human  race  has  ever  had  the 
horrible  experience  to  witness.  One  after  another  countries 
have  fallen — nations  with  supposedly  great  statesmen,  men 
of  far-sighted  wisdom,  well-informed  foreign  offices,  compe- 
tent and  experienced  intelligence  units — ^nations  that  were 
empires  of  the  first  magnitude,  whose  word  rang  round  the 
earth,  and  upon  whose  flag  the  sun  in  its  heaven  never  set. 

One  of  those  empires,  Mr.  President,  so  little  understand- 
ing this  new  peril  that  had  arisen  upon  the  horizon,  is  now. 
today,  a  bonded  slave  to  Adolf  Hitler  and  his  satellites  in 
the  wicked  confederacy  which  he  has  created.  That  country, 
whose  flower  Is  the  fleur-de-lis;  that  country,  whose  banner 
is  the  tricolor;  whose  motto  is  "Liberte,  egalite,  Pratemite" — 
Prance — is  no  more.    Prance  is  a  vassal.    Prance  is  dead. 

And  England,  no  longer  the  lion  of  old — king  of  beasts — 
Great  Britain  now  Is  a  great  wounded  lion  tottering  under 
this  great,  invincible  sword  which  threatens  to  take  its  life- 
blx)d  when  It  falls. 

Mr.  President,  that  Is  the  world  in  which  today  we  are 
debating  whether  one  kind  of  whisky  or  another  kind  of 
whisky  shall  pay  a  tax  of  $3  a  gallon. 

Already  Mussolini.  Ciano.  Ribbentrop.  and  Hitler  are  par- 
celing out  the  African  colonies  of  France.  They  have  proba- 
bly already  taken  over  the  Prench  Fleet,  or  made  arrange- 
ments to  take  it  over,  for  no  one  is  senile  enough  to  Imagine 
that  they  are  going  to  let  the  Army  of  France  and  the  people 


of  France  be  spared  unless  they  make  the  unconditional 
sacrifice  at  least  of  their  fleet  intact. 

Mr.  President,  mark  my  word,  if  they  do  not  do  it.  there 
will  not  be  a  man  alive  on  fair  France's  soil  after  the  time  in 
which  the  sword  of  Germany  could  put  them  to  death. 

The  naval  authorities  say  that  if  you  will  add  the  French 
Fleet  to  the  Italian  Fleet  and  the  German  Fleet  you  will  have 
a  superiority  in  capital  ships  on  the  side  of  the  British  as 
against  that  combination,  but  probably  a  superiority  of  light 
ships  on  the  part  of  the  combination  of  Hitler.  Mussolini, 
and  the  Prench  Fleet.  But.  in  addition  to  that,  what  is  that 
smoke  on  the  horizon  by  the  East  Indies?  That  is  the  fleet 
of  the  yellow  men — almost  the  equal  of  the  fleet  of  the  United 
States  itself.  When  Hitler  and  his  combination  marshal 
their  forces  for  an  attack  upon  Great  Britain,  do  you  think 
the  yellow  men  of  the  east  are  to  stay  quiet  In  their  territory, 
or  do  you  not  know  that  they  will  raise  their  sword  upon  the 
East  Indies  for  its  rubber,  it  manganese,  and  the  other 
minerals  that  are  not  found  in  such  plenitude  anywhere 
else  in  the  world,  which  are  there  almost  at  their  doorstep. 
Add  that  fleet  to  the  combination  of  Mussolini  and  Hitler 
and  the  Prench  Fleet  and  you  have  a  united  superiority  over 
the  whole  British  Fleet,  even  if  it  were  all  in  one  place. 

But.  Mr.  President,  I  can  go  further.  If  you  add  that 
combination  together,  and  even  had  the  fleet  of  the  United 
States  and  the  fleet  of  Great  Britain,  that  combination  as 
against  the  combination  of  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States  of  America  would  t)e  as  9  to  10.  Even  if  every  unit 
of  otff  power  were  flimg  into  that  combination,  even  then 
there  would  be  hardly  an  advantage  to  the  British  side. 

But.  Mr.  President,  where  do  you  think  the  British  Fleet  is? 
Is  It  all  in  home  waters?  Is  it  even  all  in  the  Mediterranean? 
I  should  say  roughly  that  50  percent  of  that  fleet  is  scattered 
around  the  world — Canada,  New  Zealand.  Australia,  the 
Singapore  base,  and  the  waters  of  the  Indian  Ocean,  and  upon 
the  seven  seas — wherever  the  proud  flag  of  Great  Britain  up 
until  a  little  while  ago  was  the  ensign  of  an  empire  which  was 
master  of  all  it  surveyed.  Britannia  did  rule  the  waves,  Mr. 
President,  until  this  horrible  thing  took  place. 

So  I  say  these  units — that  is.  the  combination  of  Mussolini 
and  Hitler  and  the  Navy  of  France,  if  they  shall  possess  it — 
do  not  have  to  go  to  Singapore,  they  do  not  have  to  go  to 
Australia,  they  do  not  have  to  go  to  New  Zealand,  they  do 
not  have  to  go  to  Canada.  All  they  have  to  do  is  to  tighten 
their  stranglehold  around  the  little  isle  of  the  United  King- 
dom. They  do  not  even  have  to  encompass  all  the  islands  off 
the  coast  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  President,  with  but  50  percent  of  the  British  Fleet  in 
the  home  waters  to  defend  the  islands  of  the  United  King- 
dom, it  is  a  very  easy  matter  for  this  combination  of  powers 
to  make  a  combination  which  will  be  overwhelming  as  against 
that  portion  of  the  British  Navy. 

But,  Mr.  President.  I  go  a  bit  further.  I  am  told  that  the 
British  have  three  principal  naval  bases  from  Le  Havre  to 
Noru-ay.  Who  now  controls  the  territory  from  Le  Havre  to 
Tlorway?  All  that  thousand  or  more  miles  of  coast  is  subject 
definitely  to  just  one  will,  the  will  of  Adolf  Hitler,  and  his 
diving  Stukas  which  may  rain  death  on  it  from  the  air. 

In  other  words  Hitler  controls  the  bases  all  the  way  from 
Le  Havre  on  the  south  and  all  points  on  the  French  coast,  the 
channel  ports,  the  ports  along  the  coast  of  Norway,  the 
Danish  coast  and.  of  course,  the  German  coast. 

A  navy  cannot  operate  without  bases.  It  is  absolutely  im- 
potent without  a  hSLse  for  more  than  a  short  period  of  time. 
It  cannot  operate  without  those  bases  to  which  it  can  come 
for  coal,  oil.  or  for  repair.  So  without  those  three  bases  upon 
the  coast,  on  which  now  Germany  has  unquestioned  sway, 
there  may  be  one  liase  in  Great  Britain  proper. 

But  I  ask  you  what  would  happen  if  in  using  that  one 
base  the  ships  were  all  to  congregate,  a  great  numl)er  of 
their  great  fleet,  at  that  particularly  vulnerable  point.  For 
I  am  asstmiing  in  making  these  remarks  that  Germany  still 
retains  an  air  superiority  over  Great  Britain  and  France. 
In  the  beginning  of  the  war.  when  England  had  an  air  force 
and  France  had  an  air  force,  and  when  Italy  was  not  in 
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the  war.  even  then  Qerman  air  superiority  was  unques- 
tioned. But  now  with  Prance  no  longer  in  the  war.  with 
France  a  vassal  state,  and  Italy  in  the  war.  there  can  be 
DO  possible  question  but  what  the  combined  air  power  of 
Mussolini  and  Hitler  exceeds  anything  which  the  British  can 
possibly  command. 

So  you  give  an  approximate  equality  of  naval  strength  to 
Hitler  and  Mussolini,  and  then  you  give  them  an  unques- 
tioned air  superiority,  and  limit  their  field  of  attack  to  just 
the  island  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I  ask.  Mr.  President, 
how  long  can  brave  Britain  hold  out  against  that  vicious 
combination? 

Therefore  I  give  considerable  credence  to  the  estimate 
that  has  been  made  by  certain  military  experts,  whose 
names  I  shall  not  call  here,  who  said  at  first  that  perhaps 
Great  Britain  would  hold  out  until  July.  A  little  time  ago 
before  Prance  fell  they  said  perhaps  the  war  would  last 
until  the  1st  of  September.  But  I  venture  to  say  that 
Great  Britain  will  be  starved  out.  instead  of  bombed  out. 
for  the  very  reason  that  they  do  not  have  a  food  supply 
sufficient  to  last  more  than  a  few  weeks.  And  ships  may 
circle  the  world  in  their  effort  to  get  food  from  the  four 
comers  of  the  earth,  but  when  they  bring  it  back  to  Great 
Britain,  where  are  they  going  ctl  stop?  They  must  stop  the 
ship,  and  the  ship  then  becomes  in  immobile  target,  an(i  the 
dock  at  which  it  unloads  is,  of  course,  an  immobile  target; 
so  what  about  the  airplanes  up  above?  What  did  they  do 
in  the  attacks  on  the  docks  at  Dunkerque?  They  literally 
tore  them  into  shambles. 

So  If  the  attacks  on  the  docks  at  Dunkerque  22  miles 
away  from  the  English  coast  could  be  successfully  made, 
what  is  there  to  keep  them  from  making  shambles  out  of 
the  ports  of  the  United  Kingdom  when  its  ships  come  from 
across  the  seas  and  attempt  to  dock  and  imload  the  food 
with  which  to  feed  the  people  of  England? 

Mr.  President,  there  were  some  persons  a  little  while  ago 
who  said.  "No.  no,  the  British  Ambassador  is  simply  dis- 
seminating vicious  propaganda.  He  is  just  trying  to  get 
the  American  people  into  the  war.  when  talking  about  the 
British  giving  up  their  fleet."  And  then  some  said.  "Well, 
what  atx)ut  the  Prench  giving  up  their  fleet?"  The  reply 
was,  "Oh.  that  is  some  more  of  that  vicious  propaganda 
emanating  no  doubt  from  the  French  Embassy  this  time  and 
there  Is  nothing  to  it.** 

Yet  here  is  the  newspaper  of  this  afternoon.  If  I  am  not 
a  man  who  Is  out  of  his  mind,  I  see  headlines  in  a  Wash- 
ington newspaper: 

Prance  aslu  for  armistice — Germany  demands  surrender. 

Then  here  In  the  next  headline  I  see: 

Britain  fears  Nazis  wlU  use  captured  fleet  for  Invasion. 

Apparently  even  the  British  are  thinking  there  might  be 
something  to  it. 

Docs  anyone  think  that  Hitler  is  a  sentimentalist? 

Does  any  Senator  think  that  this  is  another  Grant,  who. 
according  to  the  code  of  chivalry,  takes  the  sword  of  another 
gallant  Lee?  Are  we  dealing  with  a  Grant  versed  and  steeped 
in  the  traditions  of  Americansm,  dealing  with  a  gallant  foe 
who  fought  a  gallant  fight,  handing  back  the  sword  to  the 
brave  owner  who  carried  it  so  illustriously  upon  scores  of 
battlefields  This  is  a  beast,  in  whose  heart  there  is  no 
sentiment  except  the  sentiment  to  crush  all  opposition  to 
his  iniquitous  plan. 

In  the  summer  of  1938  my  wife  and  I  had  an  experience 
which  I  suppose  will  be  historical.  We  sat  20  feet  away  from 
Adolf  Hitler,  on  the  porch  of  the  House  of  German  Art  In 
Munich,  with  only  one  table  intervening  l)etween  ours  and 
his.  I  looked  him.  in  the  eye.  I  looked  at  the  cut  of  his  face. 
If  I  ever  saw  the  stare  of  a  man  inconsiderate  of  all  sentiment 
which  stood  in  the  way  of  the  realization  of  his  purpose,  it 
was  in  the  eye  of  Adolf  Hitler.  I  looked  at  that  face,  and 
it  seemed  to  be  cut  out  of  stone,  Mr.  President.  If  I  were 
delineating  it  in  bronze  or  stone  I  should  make  a  straight  line 
from  one  cheek  bone  to  the  comer  of  the  chin;  another  ixom 


the  other  cheek  bone  to  the  comer  of  the  chin,  a  straight  line 
across  the  Iwttom.  and  a  straight  line  across  the  top.  That 
would  represent  the  fixity  of  purixise  in  the  cold,  hard  face  of 
Adolf  Hitler. 

Mr.  President,  that  Is  the  kind  of  man  we  are  consider- 
ing— worse  even  than  Napoleon  ever  dared  to  be,  more 
cruel  than  any  conqueror  whose  hand  ever  held  sway 
over  the  earth,  and  more  dangerous,  because  he  is  a 
greater  genius  than  any  military  commander  the  world 
has  seen  to  date.  The  Kaiser's  legions,  then  the  flower 
of  soldiery  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  took  4  years  and 
never  reached  Paris.  This  time,  5  days  after  Hitler  really 
began  his  attack  upon  Paris,  the  French  capital  capit- 
ulated. Today,  less  than  2  weeks  from  the  time  Hitler 
l>egan  his  march  across  France,  there  is  not  a  straight  line 
in  the  French  Army.  French  soldiers  are  fighting  as  guerillas 
here  and  there,  some  of  them  not  able  to  realize  that  the 
order  to  cease  flring  really  means  that  fair  France  had  died 
into  slavery. 

Mr.  President,  a  moment  ago  I  stated  that  the  question 
which  troubles  me  is.  What  has  happened  to  us?  What  hap- 
pened to  Chamberlain.  Baldwin,  and  their  compatriots? 
What  happened  to  the  Prench  statesmen?  What  happened 
to  Gamelin?  I  remember  that  in  the  summer  of  1938  the 
French  pl£u;ed  so  much  confldence  in  the  wisdom  of  General 
Gamelin  that  I  was  Eidvlsed  officially  and  authentically  that 
he  had  told  the  British  Cabinet  that  he  could  crack  the 
Siegfried  line  if  he  were  ordered  to  do  so. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  prefer  not  to  yield,  if  the  Senator  will 
excuse  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  in  the  chair) .  The 
Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  British  had  so  much  confldence  in  him 
that  they  believed  him. 

What  will  posterity  say  about  the  statement  which  Cham- 
berlain made  a  little  while  before  Adolf  Hitler  unleashed  his 
tigerlike  Army  against  the  Allies?  What  did  poor.  old.  de- 
luded Chamberlain  say?  "Hitler  has  missed  the  bus."  That 
was  the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain, 
with  two  or  three  Uttle  mechanized  divisions  in  Flanders, 
with  the  French  depending  upon  the  Maginot  line  for  pro- 
tection, and  really  no  adequate  preparation  for  modem  war. 
Yet  when  Hitler  was  poised  to  strike  his  deadly  blow,  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain  said.  "Hitler  has  missed  the 
bus."  I  think  that  statement  will  go  down  in  history  as 
perhaps  the  most  descriptive  statement  any  statesman  has 
uttered  showing  a  total  lack  of  understanding  of  the  kind  of 
war  we  face  and  the  kind  of  world  ours  had  become. 

If  we  search  Europe,  we  cannot  find  a  single  power  which 

dares  to  raise  its  head  against  the  power  of  Hitler  and  Hitler's 

Germany.    So  Eiirope  is  his  vassal.    France  is  no  more  than 

a  slave.    A  few  days  ago  I  said  that  I  hoped  we  would  have  a 

memorial  service  when  Prance  died.    I  thought  of  the  beauty 

of  French  literature  and  the  luster  of  French  learning.    I 

thought  of  the  grandeur  of  the  Prench  character  in  the  past. 

\   and  how  France  had  written  in  gilded  letters  across  the  iilu- 

i  minated  sky  of  man's  history  the  great  accomplishments  of 

j  the  French  people.    I  wish  we  could  have  paused.  Mr.  Presi- 

'   dent,  in  at  least  a  word  of  sympathetic  sadness  when  the  fair 

'  name  of  France  was  blotted  from  the  map  of  the  world.    At 

other  times  she  came  back;  but  no  Hitler  conquered  her  in 

days  past. 

Such  is  Eiu'ope.  There  is  nothing  but  vassals  and  slaves. 
Reaching  to  the  southwest,  we  find  a  vassal  state.  Italy  is 
already  in  collusion  with  Hitler.  The  Balkans  are  already 
trembling  in  their  boots  at  every  word  and  command  he 
utters.  Over  there  is  a  giant  of  Europe  and  Asia.  Stalin, 
whose  own  bloody  hand  is  a  part  of  the  bloody  conspiracy. 
How  far  does  the  conspiracy  reach?  Take  the  continent 
of  Africa,  Mr.  President.  Does  anyone  think  that  the  air- 
planes of  Hitler  and  Mussolini  could  not  pulverize  any  and 
every  city  upon  the  whole  continent  of  Africa?  So  Hitler.  I 
say.  is  the  master  of  that  continent  also.  In  league  with 
Russia  and  Japan,  does  anybody  deny  that  he  dominates  the 
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policy  of  Asia  and  of  the  Par  East?  The  East  Indies  are 
just  as  much  the  property  of  Hitler  today  as  my  hat  is  my 
property,  which  I  have  the  power  to  pick  up  when  I  reach 
my  oflQce. 

So.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  Europe.  There  is  Africa.  There 
is  Asia.  Let  us  loolc  Into  the  far  Pacific.  There  we  see  the 
little  continent  of  Australia.  In  the  shadow  of  the  Japanese 
Navy,  buttressed  by  the  navy  of  Italy  and  Germany.  How 
long  could  that  little  country  stand  up?  So  that  continent, 
too.  today  shivers  under  the  Nazi  threat.  New  Zealand  and 
the  islands  of  the  Pacific  are  all  in  the  same  category.  Today 
the  will  of  Adolf  Hitler  is  the  supreme  human  force  on  the 
face  of  the  earth. 

"But,"  it  is  said,  "look  at  the  majesty  of  Great  Britain, 
whose  far-flung  empire  reaches  around  the  word." 

Mr.  President,  I  make  a  sad  annovmcement,  in  which  I 
believe  every  Senator  concurs.  I  will  not  say  where  Britain 
ranks  in  the  category  of  nations,  but  Senators  will  under- 
stand me  when  I  say  that  Great  Britain  is  no  longer  a  first- 
class  power.  Senators  will  understand  me  when  I  say  that 
the  same  thing  applies  to  the  United  States  of  America. 

So  here  we  are.  The  world  which  we  used  to  know  is 
dead — as  much  so  as  the  ruins  of  Pompeii,  which  bring  back 
to  our  mind  a  civilization  long  gone.  The  world  in  which 
we  lived  7  years  ago  is  a  collapsed  and  crushed  world,  as  dead 
as  the  ancient  ruins  of  imperial  Rome.  So  we  need  not 
speak  about  the  majesty  of  the  past.  We  had  better  con- 
cern ourselves  with  the  challenge  of  the  present  and  the 
futiu"e. 

Someone  says,  "Yes,  but  we  still  have  the  majesty  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere  untouched."  For  a  simple  illustration, 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  United  States  News  Week  for  the  last 
issue  and  see  the  number  of  Germans,  Italians,  and  others 
of  like  faith  and  attitude  who  are  distributed  among  the 
nations  of  South  America.  A  few  days  ago  on  this  fioor  I 
adverted  to  a  fact  which  all  Senators  noticed:  When  the 
President  of  Brazil  made  a  speech,  he  paid  a  compliment 
to  the  democracies,  but  he  took  pains  to  extol  the  glories  of 
the  new  age  which  is  exemplified  by  the  virility  of  the 
totalitarian  states. 

But,  Mr.  President,  someone  says  that  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere is  still  immime.  I  shall  not  go  into  the  technical  de- 
scription of  the  various  countries  to  the  south  of  us.  Many 
persons  already  think  that  they  do  not  come  fairly  in  the 
category  of  democracies.  Senators  know  what  I  mean  when 
I  say  that.  Dictatorship  is  a  sentiment  not  unknown  to 
some.  Some  regale  themselves  with  the  prospect  of  how 
much  mightier  they  could  become  if  they  followed  In  the 
illustrious  footsteps  of  some  of  the  dictators  abroad. 

The  Brazilian  President  sent  a  telegram  of  explanation  of 
his  speech.  Why  did  it  call  for  an  explanation?  It  must 
have  had  ominous  language  in  it  which  made  the  President 
want  to  disabuse  the  mind  of  our  President  and  our  people 
as  to  any  hostile  intent  we  might  have  suspected  in  his 
remarks.  At  least  the  speech  was  capable  of  a  double  inter- 
pretation. 

I  thank  God  that  the  illustrious  President  of  Brazil  re- 
newed his  assurances  of  loyalty  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States:  but  even  without  Great  Britain  falling,  if  the 
mailed  finger  of  Hitler  points  at  one  of  those  countries  and 
says,  "Trade  with  me,"  how  many  of  them  dare  refuse? 
What  protection  can  we  give  them  if  they  do  refuse?  Will 
we  buy  their  wheat,  com,  cotton,  cattle,  meat,  lard,  and 
raw  materials  which  we  produce  in  abundance  in  this  coun- 
try? If  so,  what  will  Senators'  constituents  back  home  say 
when  we  come  to  vote  money  to  buy  their  products  when  we 
cannot  sell  even  what  we  grow  in  our  own  soil? 

The  Germans  say  that  with  their  trade  policies  they  can 
imdermine  our  economy  and  stir  up  dissensions  among  us, 
weaken  confidence  in  our  Government,  and  bring  cur  people 
nearer  to  doubt  or  hostility  toward  their  own  Government 
and  traditions. 

In  this  morning's  newspaper  there  was  a  statement 
credited  to  the  propaganda  minister  of  Germany,  who  said 
U  would  be  an  easy  matter  to  stir  up  revolution  even  in 


North  America.  Mark  my  words,  Mr.  President.  We  have 
already  lost  South  America.  Do  Senators  hear  that?  I  am 
a  responsible  man  when  I  m3ike  that  statement.  The  United 
States  today  has  less  influence  in  a  pinch  in  South  America 
than  has  Hitler;  and  I  challenge  future  historians  to  deny 
that  statement. 

So.  Mr.  President,  the  isolationists  have  succeeded,  per- 
haps beyond  their  fondest  dreams.  America  has  become 
isolated  at  last.  We  did  not  isolate  it.  Hitler  Isolated  it  by 
a  policy  of  encirclement  which  today  has  made  us  shrink 
back  toward  the  confines  of  our  own  continent — even.  I  dare 
to  say.  north  almost  to  the  Panama  Canal. 

Americans,  are  you  willing  to  give  up  your  standard  of 
living  and  do  without  exports?  A  Senator  on  this  floor, 
speaking  honestly  to  me  one  day  in  this  Chamber  when  I 
spoke  on  this  vital  subject,  said.  "We  do  not  want  war."  I 
said,  "Senator,  do  you  not  see  the  implications  of  the  present 
situation?"  He  said,  "Why,  of  course,  I  do.  It  means  that  we 
shall  go  back  to  a  standard  of  living  equal  to  that  of  1835. 
Take  the  men  oCf  the  W.  P.  A.,  take  away  the  subsidy  from 
the  farmer,  take  away  our  R.  F.  C.  aid  to  business,  take  away 
the  Government's  program  to  aid  all  of  our  people,  because 
the  Government  will  not  have  the  money  to  do  it,  let  cotton 
drop  to  4  or  3  cents  a  pound,  and  then  not  find  a  market  for 
more  than  two-thirds  of  what  we  grow  at  that  price,  let  com 
drop  to  a  few  cents  a  bushel,  let  wheat  become  an  unprofitable 
crop,  let  hogs  go  so  low  in  price  as  to  be  incapable  of  sustain- 
ing the  farmer  upon  his  farm,  let  our  economy  crumble  under 
our  very  eyes,  and  what  will  the  American  people  be  saying? 
Will  they  not  be  speaking  sentiments  upon  which  "fifth 
colunmists"  and  Trojan  horses  may  grow? 

I  tell  you,  Mr.  President,  that  our  country  today  faces  the 
greatest  challenge  to  our  security  that  we  have  ever  had  in 
any  day  since  the  dark  days  when  George  Washington  alone, 
by  almost  a  Divine  intervention  on  his  side  and  the  incom- 
parable courage  of  the  American  people,  was  able  to  wrest  the 
independence  of  this  covmtry  from  another. 

That  is  the  reason,  Mr.  President — because  I  was  dis- 
turbed— that  I  wanted  to  offer  a  constructive  program,  for 
which  today  I  know  I  shall  be  criticized.  It  will  be  said  that 
I  am  a  warmonger;  that  I  am  engaged  in  a  policy  for  the 
dissemination  of  hysteria;  that  I  am  an  irresponsible  second- 
or  third-rate  Member  of  this  body;  but.  Mr.  President,  I 
challenge  you  to  wait  a  few  weeks  and  see  if  the  American 
people  do  not  demand  the  program  that  I  am  going  to  offer 
right  now,  for  they  sense,  in  the  way  that  the  intuitive  fac- 
ulties of  the  people  sometimes  understand  more  than  they 
can  describe,  the  traditions  of  our  country  that  are  about 
to  be  destroyed,  and  they  sense  a  jeopardy  which  we  never 
before  experienced. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  a  7-point  program  that  I  submit  for 
the  defense  of  America. 

A  few  days  ago  Senators  were  saying,  "We  cannot  send 
anything  abroad  now;  we  do  not  have  it."  All  right.  Let 
us  talk  primarily  atwut  America  and  its  defense. 

Rrst.  Confer  upon  the  President  full  wartime  power  to  pre- 
pare and  defend  America.  [Manifestations  of  applause  in 
the  galleries.] 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Just  a  moment;  the  Senator 
will  suspend.  Under  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  no  demonstra- 
tions whatever  are  permitted  in  the  galleries.  Those  rules 
must  be  obeyed. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.   President,   a   point   of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Would  it  not  be  wise  for  the  Chair  to 
Instruct  the  doorkeepers  that  when  the  guests  of  the  Senate 
violate  this  rule  they  will  be  ejected? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  doorkeepers  understand 
their  duties,  and  the  Chair  is  sure  they  will  remove  from 
the  galleries  any  person  who  violates  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  want  it  distinctly  under- 
stood that  when  I  refer  to  the  President  I  am  not  talking 
about  a  particular  President;  I  am  talking  about  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  of  America  whoever  he  may  be.  I 
speak  in  the  shadow  of  another  election  which  will  give  the 


people  of  America  In  the  democratic  way — which,  thank  God, 
still  a  little  while  longer  will  live  here — the  right  to  determine 
who  their  President  shall  be.  If  a  Republican  or  some  other 
President,  by  the  will  of  the  American  people.  Is  elected  to 
the  White  House  of  our  country.  I  still  offer  this  program  for 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

So.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest: 

First.  Confer  upon  the  President  full  wartime  power  to  pre- 
pare and  defend  America. 

Second.  Universal  defense  service,  so  that  every  citizen 
may  be  best  trained  and  placed  for  the  country's  defense. 

I  mean  by  that  just  what  I  say:  Universal  service,  enacted 
as  soon  as  the  present  Congress  can  enact  it,  calling  to  the 
colors  of  their  country  the  men  of  this  Nation — young  men, 
middle-aged  men,  and  older  men — every  one  of  them  to  take 
his  place  where  his  Government  may  judge  that  he  may  best 
serve — In  the  Army,  in  a  factory,  upon  a  highway,  in  building 
forts  or  ships,  or  whatever  the  defense  of  this  God-blessed 
country  may  require. 

Third.  Confer  upon  the  President  power  to  suspend  all 
rules,  regulations,  and  statutes,  including  Army.  Navy,  and 
departmental  seniority  regulations,  which  in  his  judgment 
interfere  with  the  maximum  speed  in  the  production,  trans- 
portation, or  manufacture  of  defense  materials. 

I  mean  by  that,  confer  upon  the  President — the  people's 
President,  whoever  he  is.  acting,  of  course,  as  he  will  always 
act.  upon  the  advice  of  the  proper  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment— confer  upon  some  ofilcial  who  can  act  the  power  to 
say.  if  a  yotmg  oflBcer  is  better  to  lead  a  company  than  an 
older  oflScer,  that  he  shall  be  at  the  head  of  it.  If  a  young 
naval  officer  is  more  competent  on  the  sea  than  an  older 
one,  put  the  young  officer  in  charge  of  the  ship.  If  our 
coimtry  is  in  danger,  we  cannot  quibble  about  individual 
rights  of  seniority  in  a  crisis  like  that. 

In  addition  to  that,  Mr.  President,  I  have  purposely  in- 
cluded the  power  to  suspend  the  wage-hour  law,  the  power 
to  suj^pend  the  Walsh-Healey  Act,  the  power  to  suspend  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act,  the  power  to  suspend  any  rule, 
any  regulation,  any  statute  which  the  President  thinks.  In 
his  wise  discretion,  will  Interfere  with  the  vital  necessity  of 
this  country's  arming  itself  at  the  earliest  jpossible  time  that 
conditions  permit. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Mr.  President ■ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Florida 
has  declined   to  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  President  already  has  power,  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  national  defense,  to  suspend  every  labor  law. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  am  delighted  to 
have  the  able  Senator  confirm  that. 

If  more  hours  of  work  are  required  of  labor,  I  favor 
conferring  upon  the  President  power  to  require  whatever 
nimiber  of  hours  the  national  emergency  may  necessitate; 
for  though  I  have  tried  to  defend  labor  as  loyally  as  I  knew 
how,  I  say  to  the  labor  unions,  whose  interests  I  have  always 
supported  on  this  fioor.  "The  only  chance  you  have  to  have 
collective  bargaining  and  hberty  of  economic  action  is  for 
your  country  to  live  and  democracy  to  exist  upon  the  face 
of  the  earth."  I  say  to  the  workingman,  "The  only  chance 
you  have  to  keep  frwn  being  a  slave,  ordered  like  a  scourged 
slave  from  one  place  to  another,  is  for  the  majesty  of  the 
Stars  and  Stripes  not  to  be  questioned  in  all  of  this  broad 
land  or  continent."  So  I  make  no  apology  to  any  group 
whose  Interests  I  may  seem  unjustly  to  affect,  because  I  am 
talking  about  the  integrity  of  America,  and  in  a  matter  like 
this  there  la  but  one  right,  and  that  is  the  right  of  society 
to  iK^serve  Itself  against  all  enemies. 

FVNirth.  Confer  upon  the  President  power  to  suspend  the 
present  debt  limitatlcm  if  In  his  judgment  such  limitation 
Interferes  with  the  maximum  speed  of  the  defense  program- 
It  is  not  any  longer  a  question  of  debt  limitation  or  of 
money.  It  la  a  question  of  building  ships,  of  building  air- 
planes, of  building  arms,  of  acquiring  materials,  of  manufac- 
turing powder,  of  constructing  tanks,  or  making  armored 
cars;  and  m(Miey  means  no  more  than  a  buried  treasure  if  it 
is  not  the  instrument  by  which  the  independoice  of  our 
country  may  be  preserved. 


While  we  made  a  gallant  gesture  toward  Increasing  the 
debt  limit  $3,000,000,000,  we  have  already  spent  five  billion 
since  we  started  this  program  about  3  weeks  ago,  and  we 
know  that  five  billion  is  just  a  drop  In  the  bucket.  Let  us 
tell  the  people  so,  and  forget  about  the  debt  limit,  and  think 
in  terms  of  50,000  airplanes,  two  navies  in  two  oceans,  the 
master  of  both,  and  tanks  necessary  to  be  the  accompani- 
ment of  a  motorized  army  of  2,000.000  or  3,000.000  men. 
Let  us  think  in  the  terms  in  which  Hitler  thinks,  of  materials 
of  war  and  Instruments  of  destruction  upon  the  field  of 
battle. 

Fifth.  Grant  the  President  the  authority  to  aid  In  material 
or  credit  those  countries  and  nations  which  in  his  judgment  at 
this  time  constitute  America's  first  line  of  defense. 

Remember.  I  said  materials  and  credit.  If  England  can 
hold  out  until  the  1st  of  January,  we  will  be  prepared  that 
much  more.  A  little  while  ago  I  asked:  Why  did  we  not 
Start  2  years  ago?  Why  did  we  wait  until  it  may  be  too 
late? 

Two  years  ago ^11  the  democracies  of  E^irope  alone.  If  they 
had  put  their  fingers  upon  the  throat  of  Hitler,  could  have 
£trangled  him  to  death.  Today  all  of  them  stand  helpless 
before  his  might.  Yet  each  one  waited,  thinking  perhaps 
some  other  country  would  be  eaten  up  but  that  it  would  not; 
bemg  too  timid  to  enter  into  a  confederacy,  thinking  some- 
one would  charge  it  with  violating  international  law  or 
being  unneutral;  putting  up  some  of  the  defenses  which  were 
as  ancient  as  the  Dark  Ages.  Their  safety  was  already  eat«n 
out  in  its  vitals  by  the  traitorous  "fifth  columns"  which  had 
already  unlocked  the  doors  of  their  fortresses,  and  spiked 
their  guns,  and  had  almost  made  ready  to  sabotage  their 
ships,  and  certainly  had  paralyzed  their  will  to  defend 
themselves. 

How  many  times  shall  we  ask  ourselves  "Why  did  we  not 
do  something  a  little  while  ago?"  But  we  can  still  help  with 
material  and  credit. 

We  hear  of  the  Johnson  Act.  That  has  been  the  buttress 
and  fortress  beliind  which  gentlemen  have  claimed  the  right 
to  national  and  international  distinction,  and  all  it  has  been 
has  been  a  cloud  over  the  eyes  of  the  American  people,  which 
has  jeopardized  the  country  our  forefathers  bought  with  their 
blood. 

I  am  telling  my  colleagues,  posterity  will  want  to  know  why 
we  let  a  few  blind  men  lead  us  over  the  precipice  which  de- 
stroyed our  right  to  live  our  kind  of  life,  our  standard  of 
living,  and,  God  forbid,  perhaps  the  integrity  of  our  coimtry. 

Mr.  President,  if  a  few  dollars  will  enable  the  democracies 
to  hold  out  until  September  1  or  October  1.  let  us  get  them 
over  there  as  soon  as  we  can. 

Sixth.  The  President  and  the  Congress  to  begin  immediately 
the  preparation  and  the  adoption  of  a  defense  budget  and 
a  tax  program  adequate  for  the  national  defense. 

We  all  know  this  tax  bill  is  just  a  gesture.  There  is  not 
one  of  us  who  does  not  know  it  is  no  more  than  a  gesture. 
During  the  debate  I  felt  like  saymg  to  those  who  were  talk- 
ing about  whether  the  tax  should  be  on  straight  whisky  or 
blended  whisky  or  rectified  whisky,  that  they  need  not 
quibble  about  it,  because  before  the  tax  really  goes  into 
effect  it  will  be  doubled  and  trebled  so  many  times  they  will 
have  forgotten  about  this  day  back  in  June  when  they  dis- 
tinguished between  one  kind  and  another. 

We  have  not  even  begtm  to  tighten  our  belts,  I  am  telling 
my  colleagues.  I  think  the  patriotism  of  the  American  peo- 
ple, as  this  crisis  has  become  more  acute,  has  been  one  of 
the  finest  things  I  have  ever  seen.  It  was  not  the  Congress 
or  the  President;  to  be  frank,  it  was  the  American  people 
who  demanded  that  we  impose  these  taxes.  They  want  to 
pay.  They  will  pay  until  it  hurts,  because,  in  the  way  men 
understand  when  their  security  Is  in  jeopardy,  they  know 
that  to  pay  now  is  the  only  way  they  have  of  avoiding — if 
I  may  use  a  common  expression — paying  through  the  nose 
later. 

I  suppose  the  French  people  would  be  willing  to  appropriate 
a  little  more  for  defense,  would  they  not,  if  they  could  go 
back  a  few  sessions  of  their  chamber.  If  they  had  known 
a  few  years  ago,  when  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  met  and 
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quibbled  over  little  things  while  a  mighty  Germany  grew 
around  but  a  single  invincible  will,  what  they  know  now,  would 
It  have  taken  them  all  the  afternoon  to  pass  a  tax  bill?  They 
would  have  been  on  their  knees  praying  that  every  jx)ssible 
resource  and  power  t)e  concentrated  at  the  place  where  it 
would  do  the  greatest  good. 

We  might  just  as  well  not  pass  the  tax  bill  unless  we  want 
to  amend  the  title  and  call  it  tax  bill  No.  1.  Do  not  call 
it  "A,"  becaiise  there  are  not  enough  letters  in  the  alphabet 
to  describe  the  number  we  are  going  to  have.  Call  it  No.  1, 
because  perhaps  we  can  count  up  high  enough  to  identify  the 
various  tax  bills  which  will  have  to  l)e  passed  to  defend 
America  against  a  dominant  Hitler. 

The  very  able  and  foresighted  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  intimated  very  clearly  on  this 
floor  a  few  days  ago  that  If  we  built  two  navies  the  cost 
would  be  a  colossal  simi  of  money.  Yet  Is  there  anyone  who 
denies  that  we  need  two  navies?  I  imderstand  that  already 
a  bill  has  been  Introduced  to  increase  our  Navy  20  percent. 
Thank  God  for  that.  It  does  not  make  any  difference 
whether  we  say  20  percent  or  30  percent,  we  are  building  it 
as  fast  as  we  can.  But  let  us  build  some  more  shipyards. 
let  us  double  and  treble  our  facilities,  let  us  take  the  vm- 
employed  from  the  streets  and  highways,  or  from  the  *ium- 
ble  homes  in  which  they  hold  their  sad  faces  in  their  tear- 
wet  hands  because  they  have  not  a  chance  to  work  under  a 
democracy.  Let  us  bring  them  to  the  shipyards  and  pat  them 
on  the  back  and  say.  "Thank  God  we  have  your  muscles  and 
your  great  strength  and  your  strong  will  to  work.  You  are 
Americans.  Build  ships.  You  are  now  building  a  ship,  ^ou 
are  saving  America.  Build,  build,  build,  as  if  your  lives  de- 
pended on  It." 

We  will  find  "the  old  W.  P.  A.  people,"  whom  some  have 
scorned,  like  Americans  of  all  ages  coming  to  their  country's 
defense,  and  rendering  meritorious  service. 

The  last  point  is:  Seventh.  Confer  on  the  President  the 
power  to  take  into  custody  for  the  duration  of  the  defense 
effort  all  aliens  whose  f reedc  m  would  in  his  opinion  jeopardize 
the  defense  program. 

There  is  no  doubt  in  the  people's  minds  about  that  subject. 
They  do  not  want  aliens  who  come  to  enjoy  our  hospitality 
stroking  a  knife  in  cur  backs.  They  do  not  want  them  spying 
upon  our  defenses.  They  do  not  want  them  disseminating 
vicious  and  destructive  propaganda.  Give  the  President  the 
right  to  exercise  the  power  of  organized  government,  the 
right  to  put  them  into  concentration  camps,  where  they  can 
do  no  harm  through  strands  of  barbed  wire  builded  half  to 
high  heaven  above  their  Iniquitous  heads. 

I  say  that  the  American  people  demand  of  the  American 
Congress  a  policy  of  action.  Another  day  has  passed,  and 
we  have  dwie  nothing  substantial.  Prance  has  fallen.  Great 
Britain  Is  almost  to  her  knees.  By  now  perhaps  the  French 
Navy  is  a  part  of  the  forces  of  Adolf  Hitler  and  Mussolini. 
When  in  the  name  of  God  are  we  going  to  start?  When  are 
we  to  mobilize  the  will  of  our  people,  every  factor  of  ovur 
economy,  every  dollar  of  our  money,  every  unit  of  our  man- 
power, and  make  this  mighty  Nation  move  as  one  man 
toward  our  frontiers,  upon  lines  of  defense,  behind  the  lines, 
wherever  they  will  prove  to  be  most  effective? 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  suppose  this  is  going  to  get  a  very 
favorable  recommendation.  I  suppose  Senators  will  say, 
**Oh,  some  more  hsrsteria."  or  some  other  Senators  are  going 
to  say.  "I  wish  they  would  quit  making  these  speeches. 
They  stir  up  the  people." 

We  are  not  stirring  up  the  people.  The  people  are  try- 
ing to  stir  us  up.  Just  listen  to  them  and  hear  what  they 
say.  Hear  their  words.  I  could  take  State  after  State. 
Let  us  take  the  good  old  State  of  Georgia,  down  my  way. 
The  Macon  Telegraph,  the  Atlanta  Journal,  the  Atlanta 
Constitution,  are  three  papers  whose  editorials  in  behalf  of 
what  I  have  been  urging  have  in  the  last  few  days  come  to 
my  attention.  They  present  at  least  a  fair  cross-section  of 
the  sentiments  of  the  fair  State  of  Georgia. 

Then  we  come  to  Alabama.  We  find  the  editor  of  the 
Montgomery  Advertiser,  one  of  the  greatest  papers  In  this 


country,  crying  out  that  we  do  something  In  this  crucial 
hour.  I  could  name  a  paper  or  papers  in  almost  every  State 
of  the  Union. 

A  few  nights  ago  I  spoke  in  Chicago,  and,  although  it 
rained  up  until  the  time  the  speech  was  about  to  be  made, 
there  were  30,000  people  present.  The  Chicago  Tribune  had 
said.  "We  warn  Pepper,"  in  so  many  words.  "We  warn  Pepper 
against  coming  out  here  with  his  warmongering."  One 
would  have  thought  that  they  were  going  to  set  upon  me  like 
a  mob.  The  authorities  sent  a  couple  of  police  ofDcers  out 
there.  What  happened?  I  stood  before  that  audience  and 
said  every  word  I  have  ever  said  on  this  floor.  I  spoke  of 
every  Iniquity  and  perfidy  by  Hitler  my  tongue  was  able  to 
speak  of.  and  what  happened?  Two  in  the  audience  booed, 
and.  bless  their  holy  name,  some  American  Legion  Iwys  threw 
them  nearly  over  the  monument. 

I  say.  Mr.  President,  that  that  is  typical  of  the  sentiment 
of  America.  We,  as  the  spokesmen  of  a  democracy,  it  seems 
to  me,  should  wake  up  and  lay  out  a  program.  I  offer  one 
which  has  come  out  of  the  heart  of  one  who  wants  to  be 
honest  about  this  matter,  though  he  may  be  deceived. 

I  hope  to  God  every  fear  here  entertained  is  a  miscon- 
ceived fear.  I  hope  not  one  danger  that  I  have  foreseen 
shall  ever  come  to  pass.  I  hope  that  not  one  iota  of  the 
jeopardy  that  I  have  felt  of  the  nightmare  over  my  con- 
sciousness will  ever  come  about. 

Mr.  President,  but  if  I  am  not  wrong,  and  if  you  in  your 
hearts  are  not  wrong,  tonight  is  not  too  early  to  speak,  I 
am  thinking  of  the  clock  and  not  the  calendar. 

This  is  no  time  for  sentiment.  This  is  no  time  for  ritual- 
ism. This  is  the  time  for  action,  because  the  genius  of 
America  has  always  called  for  courage,  and  for  action,  and 
for  positive  character.  Thus  our  forefathers  won  this  con- 
tinent and  all  that  we  love  today.  It  will  be  because  we 
turn  our  backs  to  the  principles  which  actuated  them  that 
we  shall  lose  the  inheritance  our  forefathers  so  desperately 
fought  for. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  April  12.  1939,  the  Presi- 
dent approved  the  Public  Salary  Taxing  Act.  in  which  we 
thought  we  had  exempted  from  retroactive  taxation  many 
State  employees  paid  either  in  whole  or  In  part  from  Federal 
funds.  The  plain  justice  of  exempting  those  employees  from 
retroactive  taxation  so  far  appealed  to  us  that  we  made 
every  effort  reasonably  to  comprehend  within  their  numlier 
those  who  were  engaged  in  the  administration  of  the  Social 
Security  Act.  However,  on  November  3.  1939.  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue  ruled  for  the  first  timp  that 
such  employees  would  be  required  to  pay  Federal  income 
taxes  for  the  years  1936.  1937.  and  1938.  plus  interest  and 
a  25  percent  penalty.  The  collector  of  internal  revenue  for 
the  district  of  Connecticut  has  been  Issuing  letters  making 
demands  upon  the  employees  administering  the  Social 
Seciu-ity  Act  In  the  State  of  Connecticut,  and  In  the  number 
of  at  least  250,  so  far,  demands  have  been  made  for  retro- 
active inclusion  in  the  tax  returns  for  this  year. 

It  seems  to  me  that  we  should,  in  justice  to  such 
employees,  take  account  of  their  situation,  and  In  that 
thought  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  to  the  pending 
bill.  H.  R.  10039.  which  in  due  course  I  will  offer,  but  for 
the  time  being  I  ask  that  it  lie  on  the  table,  and  that  it  be 
ordered  to  l)e  printed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  will  be  received.  He  on  the  table,  and  be  printed. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  inter- 
rogate the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  HarrisonI.  I  have 
information  that  there  is  no  longer  any  objection  to  the 
Senate  taking  up  and  passing  the  joint  resolution  relating  to 
the  Monroe  Doctrine.  It  seems  to  me  perfectly  apparent  that 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  will  not  even  be  able  to  conclude 
the  debate  on  the  pending  amendment  today,  and  if  he  will 
yield  to  me  I  shall  sxiggest  that  the  unfinished  business  be 
temporarily  laid  aside,  and  shall  ask  for  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  joint  resolution  to  which  I  referred. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  will  say.  Mr.  President,  that  I  have  fur- 
ther canvassed  the  situation,  and  I  find  no  present  objection 


to  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution  re- 
ferred to  by  the  Senator  from  Texas.    I  favor  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  thought  we  might  vote 
on  the  pending  amendment,  and  then  perhaps  take  up  the 
matter  to  which  the  Senator  from  Texas  refers. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  wonder  if  we  can  have  a  vote  on  the 
pending  amendment  now?  Will  Senators  be  satisfied  to  have 
a  division  on  the  amendment,  or  is  it  their  wish  that  action 
be  taken  by  a  yea-and-nay  vote? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  before  the  vote  is  taken  on  the 
pending  amendment  I  wish  to  say  that  in  the  committee,  after 
listening  with  a  great  deal  of  care  to  a  matter  with  which  I 
was  not  very  familiar,  I  reached  the  conclusion  that  the 
position  which  has  been  taken  today  by  the  able  Senator 
from  Indiana  was  the  correct  position,  and  I  shall  vote  as  he 
has  suggested. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Let  us  have  a  ilivislon  on  the  question. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  understand  that  the  minority  prefers 
that  action  l>e  taken  on  the  Joint  resolution  first  before  we 
act  on  the  pending  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Let  us,  if  we  can,  get  a  vote  on  the 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OHflCEK.  The  pending  amendment 
has  been  stated.  Those  In  favor  of  the  amendment  will 
say  "Aye."  Opposed  "No." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  ask  for  a  division. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  A  division  ha^  been  called 
for. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
called  the  roll. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi (Mr.  BiLBOl,  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
BuLowl,  the  Senators  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Byrd  and  Mr. 
Glass],  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez!,  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  ClarKI,  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  OiLLrrTX],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarranI, 
the  Senator  from  New  York  (Mr.  Mead],  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  I  Mr.  Neely],  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  RetmoldsI.  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Van 
NUYSl.  and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler  1  are 
necessarily  detailed  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HT^-T-  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  ReedI.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Chavez  1.  I  am  not  advised  how 
either  Senator  would  vote  If  present.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  fMr.  Van- 
DENBERCl.  who  would  vot€  "nay"  on  this  question,  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Clark!  ,  who,  I  am  ad- 
vised, would  vote  "yea." 

My  colleague  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson! 
would  vote  "nay."  He  has  a  general  i)air  with  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  NeklyI.  I  am  not  advised  how  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  would  vote. 

I  announce  the  following  pairs  on  this  question: 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  TobeyI  with  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  (Mr.  Bitlgw]: 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Taft]  with  the  Senator 
from  Mississlp]^  [Mr.  Bilbo  1; 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour  1  with  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  ByrdI; 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]  with  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Reynolds!  : 

The  Senator  from  Maine  IMr.  WhiteI  with  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  GiLLrml ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  ShipsteadI  with  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]. 

The  result  was  annoimced — yeas  47,  nays  25,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 47 

Burke  Donahey  Hatch 

Byrnes  Downey  Hayden 

Capper  EUender  HlU 

caraway  OeorKe  Holt 

Chandler  Oerry  Hughes 

Clark  Mo.  Ouffey  LaFoUette 

ConnaUy  Harrison 


Adams 

Andrews 

Ashurst 

Batley 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

Bone 


Lundeen 

O'MAhoney 

Sheppard 

Thomas,  Utain 

McKeUar 

Overton 

Smathers 

Truman 

MUler 

Plttman 

Smith 

Wagner 

Norrla 

RiifseU 

Stewart 

WUey 

Nye 

Rrhwellenbach 

Thomas.  Cttla. 

NATS— 35 

Austin 

Hale 

McNary 

Slattery 

Bridges 

Herring 

Maloney 

Townaend 

Brown 

Hslman 

Mlnton 

Tydlnga 

Danaher 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Murray 

WaUb 

Davis 

King 

Pepper 

Oreen 

Lodge 

Radcllffe 

Oumey 

Lucas 

Schwarta 

NOT  VOTING— a* 

.,_ 

Barbour 

Frazler 

Mead 

Thomas.  Idahc 

Bllbo 

Olbaon 

Neely 

Tobey 

Bulow 

OUletto 

Reed 

Vandenberg 

Byrd 

Olaaa 

Reynolds 

Van  Nuys 

Chavez 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Shlpstead 

Wheeler 

Clark.  Idaho 

McCarran 

Taft 

Whit* 

So  the  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE   FROM    THE    HOUSE — ENROLLED    BILLS   SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled 
bills,  and  they  were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore : 

S.  4027.  An  act  to  transfer  the  active  list  of  the  Construc- 
tion Corps  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  3840.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for 
making  further  and  more  effectual  provision  for  the  national 
defense,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  3,  1916,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7074.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  certain 
disposition  of  condemned  ordnance,  guns,  projectiles,  and 
other  condemned  material  in  their  respective  Departments, 

H.  R.  8745.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.8913.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  legis- 
lative branch  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes. 

MAINTENANCE  OF  THE  MONROE  DOCTRINE 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  earlier  in  the  day  it  was 
suggested  that  unanimous  consent  be  given  temporarily  to 
lay  aside  the  unfinished  business  and  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  271.  At  that  time  it 
was  suggested  by  the  minority  leader  that  he  was  compelled 
to  object  to  the  request. 

I  have  also  discussed  this  matter  with  the  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee,  and  he  has  no  objection,  provided  the 
matter  does  not  result  in  protracted  debate. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  considered  to  be  an  emergency  mat- 
ter, by  reason  of  the  very  rapidly  changing  conditions  in 
Europe.  The  joint  resolution  was  debated  this  morning  by 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally],  by  myself,  and  by 
other  Senators.  I  think  we  are  all  familiar  with  It.  It  seeks 
nothing  but  reaffirmation  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  as  affecting  certain  islands 
and  lands  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  pending  business  be  temporarily  laid  aside 
and  that  the  joint  resolution  be  considered  and  acted  upon. 

•nie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that  the  pending  business 
be  temporarily  laid  aside  and  that  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
271  be  considered? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  In  the  absence  of  the  able 
Senator  from  Nevada.  I  stated  that  after  a  further  canvass 
I  found  that  there  was  no  objection,  and  I  thereupon  with- 
drew my  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  request,  let  me  say  that  if  the  administration  had  fol- 
lowed the  resolutions  Introduced  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Reynolds]  and  myself  in  regard  to  the  pur- 
chsise  of  Island  possessions  and  bases  along  the  Atlantic  coast, 
and  other  naval  and  air  bases  which  we  suggested  months 
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ago,  even  years  ago,  we  would  not  be  in  the  situation  in 
which  we  find  ourselves  now. 

If  this  Senate  had  negotiated,  several  years  ago,  for  the 
Caribbean  Islands  in  part  payment  of  the  old  World  War 
debts,  we  would  not  hear  the  press  bewailing  our  inadequate 
defenses  today.  There  would  be  no  question  about  the  in- 
terpretation of  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  Further,  there  would 
be  no  danger  of  European  nations  bringing  their  constant 
wars  to  our  coasts.  Europe  and  her  troubles  would  be  re- 
moved from  American  waters. 

AID  ASCBUCA WHT  AID  rUBOPT? 

With  these  islands  in  our  possession  our  coast  lines  would 
be  invulnerable  to  any  combination  of  powers  and  their 
navies.  There  were  those  who  did  not  have  the  foresight  to 
think  In  terms  of  America  and  American  defense.  They 
chattered  about  aiding  the  Allies  and  Europe.  Now  that 
European  events  have  changed  so  rapidly  perhaps  we  shall 
gain  hindsight  enough  to  act  in  the  interests  of  America. 
We  might  be  forced  to  think  of  aiding  our  own  country.  It 
has  been  the  custom  of  many  of  our  leading  citizens  to  think 
only  in  terms  of  Britain  and  France. 

AMBUCA    AND   EUBOPXAM    POWES   POUTICS 

These  are  American  Islands  geographically.  They  must 
become  American  islands  in  possession  of  American  republics. 

On  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  April  25,  1939,  and  on  many 
other  occasions  I  have  spoken  on  the  matter  of  negotiating 
for  the  Caribbean  islands  in  part  payment  of  the  old  World 
War  debts.  I  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  vast 
resources  and  possible  development  of  these  Islands  in  addi- 
tion to  their  strategic  value  to  us.  On  that  same  day  I  in- 
cluded in  the  Record  detailed  statistics  on  the  trade  and  pro- 
duction facilities  of  all  the  Caribbean  Islands,  irrespective  of 
ownership. 

MONItOE  DOCTROnC  AND  WZST  INDIES 

I  said  to  the  Senate  at  that  time: 

I  am  a  sincere  believer  In  the  protection  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 
In  order  to  protect  the  Monroe  Doctrine  we  must  protect  the  Pan- 
ama Canal.  It  Is  the  Achilles  heel,  the  vital  spot  of  our  defenses. 
We  cannot  fully  defend  It  without  the  West  Indies.  The  West 
Indies  now  are  in  the  hands  of  foreign  powers  with  which  we  have 
had  war  In  the  past  and  with  which  we  may  have  war  in  the  future. 
There  may  be  difficulties  to  be  overcome,  but  they  are  not  Insur- 
mountable. While  the  possibUlty  is  remote,  these  Islands  may  be 
acquired  by  other  powers — powers  other  than  those  which  now  own 
them.  Let  us  negotiate  for  them  now  and  acquire  them  In  this 
most  Important  and  vital  hour. 

Mr.  President,  I  made  that  statement  more  than  1  year 
ago,  April  25,  1939. 

I  repeat  that  statement  today,  and  ask  that  this  Senate 
have  foresight  enough  to  act  now  before  it  is  too  late. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  this  point  in  my  remarks 
the  resolutions  to  which  I  have  referred  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolutions  were  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

PtTBCHASE    OP    DTTTCH    WEST    INDIES    AND    CtTIANA 

Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  120)  providing  for  negotiations  by  the 
President  with  a  view  to  the  acquisition  by  purchase  of  the  colony 
of  Cura^o  and  Netherlands  Guiana 

Whereas  adequate  provision  for  the  protection  of  the  Panama 
Canal  is  an  Indispensable  feature  of  oui  national -defense  policy; 
and 

Whereas  possession  of  the  colony  of  Curaijao  and  Netherlands 
OulanaS^  the  United  States  would  enable  It  to  provide  more 
adequately  for  such  protection;  and 

Whereas  the  colony  of  CuraQao  and  Netherlands  Oulana  export 
products  in  which  the  United  States  is  deficient  and  import 
products  of  which  a  surplus  Is  produced  In  the  United  States: 
Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  President  Is  authorized  and  requested  to 
enter  into  negotiations,  in  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  appro- 
priate, with  the  Oovemment  of  He|'  Majesty,  the  Queen  of  the 
Netherlands,  for  the  acquisition  by  the  United  States  of  the  colony 
of  Cura<;ao  and  Netherlands  Oulana.  Such  negotiations  shall  be 
conducted  with  a  view  to  the  making  of  a  treaty  laetween  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  and  the  Government  of  Her 
Majesty,  the  Queen  of  the  Netherlands,  providing  for  the  purchase 
by  the  United  States  of  the  colony  of  Curasao  and  Netherlands 
Guiana. 


PX7BCHA8S    OF    BRITISH    AND    IVENCH    WEST    INDIXS — RZTNOLOS 

RESOLUTIONS 

Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  221)  for  the  acquisition  of  British  Islands 
in  the  Caribbean  and  British  Honduras 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  President  is  hereby  requested  to  enter 
into  negotiations  In  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  appropriate, 
with  the  Government  of  Great  Britain  for  the  acquisition  by  the 
United  States  of  the  islands  of  the  Bermudas;  the  Bahamas — 
Jamaica  with  the  Turks,  Calcoe.  and  Cayman  Islands;  Trinidad 
and  Tobago:  Barbados;  the  Leeward  Islands — A'ntlgua,  St.  Kitts. 
Nevis.  Dominica,  Montserrat.  and  Virgin  Islands;  the  Windward 
Islands — Grenada,  the  Grenadines.  St.  Lucia,  St.  Vincent;  together 
with  British  Honduras.  In  part  payment  for  the  Indebtedness  of 
such  Government  to  the  United  States. 

Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  247)  for  the  acquisition  of  French  islands 
in  the  Caribbean  and  the  North  Atlantic  Ocean 
Resolved,  etc..  That  the  President  Is  hereby  required  to  enter 
Into  negotiations  in  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  appropriate  with 
the  Republic  of  France  for  the  acquisition  by  the  United  States 
of  the  islands  of  Martinique,  Guadeloupe,  St.  Pierre,  and  Miquelon, 
in  part  payment  for  the  Indebtedness  of  such  government  to 
the  United  States. 

PURCHASE     OP     GREENLAND ^LUNDEEN     RESOLUTION 

Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  119)  providing  for  negotiations  by  the 
President  with  a  view  to  the  acquisition,  by  purchase,  of  Green- 
land 

Whereas  the  United  States  would  be  able  to  make  more  adequate 
provision  for  its  national  defense  If  it  were  In  jxnsesslon  of  Green- 
land;   and 

Whereas  possession  of  Greenland  by  a  power  hostile  to  the  United 
States  would  constitute  a  distinct  threat  to  the  United  States,  and 
particularly  to  the  populous  area  along  the  northeast  seaboard  of 
the  United  States;  and 

Whereas  valuable  trade  could  be  developed  between  the  United 
States  and  Greenland  if  It  were  a  possession  of  the  United  States: 
Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  Is  author- 
ized and  requested  to  enter  into  negotiations.  In  such  manner  as  ha 
may  deem  appropriate,  with  the  Government  of  His  Majesty  the 
King  of  Denmark  and  Iceland,  for  the  acquisition  by  the  United 
States  of  Greenland.  Such  negotiations  shall  be  conducted  with  a 
view  to  the  making  of  a  treaty  between  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Government  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Den- 
mark and  Iceland,  providing  for  the  purchase  by  the  United  States 
of  Greenland. 

LT7NOEEN   RESOLUTIONS ISLAND  PURCHASES   PROM    LATIN    AMERICA 

Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  170)  to  provide  for  negotiations  by  the 
President  with  a  view  to  acquiring  certain  islands  owned  by  the 
Republic  of  Mexico 

Whereas  Guadalupe  Island,  Cerros  (Cedros)  Island.  Isabel  Island, 
Las  Tres  Marias  Islands,  and  the  RevUla  Olgedo  Islands  are  at 
strategic  Importance  and  vital  for  the  defense  of  the  Panama  Canal; 
and 

Whereas  such  islands  are  owned  by  the  Republic  of  Mexico: 
Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  President  is  authorlTied  and  requested  to 
enter  into  negotiations,  in  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  appropriate, 
with  the  Republic  of  Mexico  with  a  view  to  acquiring  by  purchase 
or  otherwL«!e  Guadalupe  Island.  Cerros  (Cedros)  Island,  Isabel  Island, 
Las  Tres  Marias  Islands,  and  the  RevUla  Olgedo  Islands  from  the 
Republic  of  Mexico. 

Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  171)  to  provide  for  negotiations  by  the 
President  with  a  view  to  acqxilrlng  certain  islands  owned  by  the 
Republic  of  Ecuador 

Whereas  Amortajada  or  Santa  Clara  Island.  La  Plata  Island,  Puna. 
Salango.  and  the  Galapagos  Islands  are  of  strategic  importance  and 
vital  for  the  defense  of  the  Panama  Canal;  and 

Whereas  such  Islands  are  owned  by  the  Republic  of  Ecuador: 
Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  President  is  authorized  and  requested  to 
enter  into  negotiations,  in  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  appropriate, 
with  the  Republic  of  Ecuador  with  a  view  to  acquiring  by  purchase 
Amortajada  or  Santa  Clara  Island,  La  Plata  Island,  Puna,  Salango, 
and  the  Galapagos  Islands  from  the  Republic  of  Ecuador. 

Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  172)  to  provide  for  negotiations  by  the 
President  with  a  view  to  acquiring  Malpelo  Island  and  Gorgona 
from  the  Republic  of  Colombia 

Whereas  Malpelo  Island  and  Oorgona  are  of  strategic  Importance 
and  vital  for  the  defense  of  the  Panama  Canal;  and 

Whereas  such  Islands  are  owned  by  the  Republic  of  Colombia: 
Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  President  is  authorized  and  requested  to 
enter  into  negotiations,  in  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  appropriate, 
with  the  Republic  of  Colombia  with  a  view  to  acquu-lng  by  purchaM 
Malpelo  Island  and  Gorgona  from  the  Republic  of  Colombia. 
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Joint  resolution  (S.  J  Res.  173)  to  provide  for  negotiations  by  the 
President  with  a  view  to  acquiring  certain  Islands  owned  by  the 
Republic  of  Panama 

Whereas  Isla  Coiba.  Jicaron,  and  the  Perlas  Islands  are  of  stra- 
tegic Importance  and  vital  for  the  defense  of  the  Panama  Canal; 
and 

Whereas  such  islands  are  owned  by  the  Republic  of  Panama: 
Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  etc  .  That  the  President  is  authorized  and  requested  to 
enter  into  negotiations,  in  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  appro- 
priate, with  the  Republic  orT»anama.  with  a  view  to  acquiring  by 
purchase  Isla  Colba,  Jicaron,  and  the  Perlas  Islands  from  the 
Republic  of  Panama. 

Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  174)  to  provide  for  negotiations  by  the 

President  with  a  view  to  acquolng  Cocos  Island.  Cano  Island,  and 

Isla  San  Lucas  (Golfo  de  Nlcoya)  from  the  Republic  of  Casta  Rica 

Whereas  Cocos  Island.  Cano  Island,  and  Isla  San  Lucas  (Oolfo  de 

Nlcoya)  are  of  strategic  Importance  and  vital  for  the  defense  of  the 

Panama  Canal;  and 

Whereas  such  Islands  are  owned  by  the  Republic  of  Costa  Rica: 
"Ilierefore  be  it 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  President  Is  authorized  and  requested  to 
enter  into  negotiations.  In  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  appro- 
priate, with  the  Republic  of  Costa  Rica  with  a  view  to  acquiring 
by  purchase  Cocos  Island.  Cano  Island,  and  Isla  San  Lucas  (GoUo 
de  Nlcoya )  from  the  Republic  of  Costa  Rica. 

The  PRESroiNG  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  271)  approving  nonrec- 
ognition  of  the  transfer  of  any  geographic  region  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non-American  power  to 
another  non-American  power,  and  providing  for  consulta- 
tion with  other  American  republics  in  the  event  that  such 
transfer  should  appear  likely. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  detain 
the  Senate  for  only  a  moment.  I  am  very  much  in  favor  of 
the  joint  resolution.  I  voted  for  it  in  the  committee,  and  I 
am  very  happy  indeed  to  have  the  opportunity  of  voting  for 
It  In  the  Senate.  I  merely  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that,  so  far  as  I  know,  this  is  the  first  legislative  recogni- 
tion of  the  principle  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  enunciated  by 
President  Monroe. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri    I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  may  be  mistaken,  but  I  think 
the  Senator  will  find  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
acted  upon  this  principle  in  1811,  12  years  before  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  was  aimounced. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  was  speaking  of  the  doctrine 
enunciated  in  the  message  of  President  Monroe,  from  which 
I  propose  to  quote. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  The  point  I  should  like  to  make 
is  that  12  years  before  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  annoimced 
Congress  had  already  laid  down  the  principle  in  an  act,  and 
that  therefore  it  is  more  than  proper  for  Congress  to  act  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Utah 
for  his  Interruption.  Except  for  the  fact  that  this  is  more 
or  less  of  an  emergency  matter.  I  should  like  to  have  the 
opportunity  to  discuss  some  of  the  history  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  including  the  letters  of  Secretary  of  State  John 
Quincy  Adams  to  various  European  powers  which  preceded 
its  enunciation. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  In  addiUon  to  the  Interruption  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  it  was  pointed  out  in  the  debate  earlier 
in  the  day  that  in  1912  the  Senate  passed  a  resolution  In 
regard  to  the  rumored  acquisition  by  Japan  of  territoiles  In 
Lower  California,  in  Magdalena  Bay. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his 
contribution.       r— 

Of  course,  it  has  been  the  policy  of  the  United  States  to 
carry  out  the  doctrine  enunciated  in  the  joint  resolution. 
Back  in  1830,  when  It  was  proposed  that  Spain  transfer  Cuba 
to  England,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  very  plainly 
indicated  that  it  would  not  tolerate  any  such  transfer.    In 
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speaking  of  this  as  its  first  legislative  enactment  I  referred 
to  the  fact  that  It  was  the  first  time  since  the  pronouncement 
of  President  Monroe  that  Congress  has  legislatively  adopted  it 
in  a  comprehensive  way.  Nevertheless,  that  majestic  pro- 
nouncement has  long  been  the  cornerstone  of  our  foreign 
policy.  No  doctrine  has  ever  been  so  dear  to  the  hearts  of  our 
people. 

Mr.  President,  my  point  in  rising  was  to  quote  very  briefly 
from  the  message  of  President  Monroe.  It  seems  almost  like 
sacrilege,  in  view  of  the  great  historical  and  oratorical  effort  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper]  which 
has  just  been  concluded,  even  to  refer  to  so  humble  a  patriot 
as  James  Monroe.  I  desire,  nevertheless,  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  statement  of  President  Monroe  was  more 
than  a  one-way  declaration.  It  involved  certain  two-way 
principles. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  detain  the  Senate  for  only  a 
moment.    I  quote  from  the  message  of  President  Monroe: 
Of  events  in  that  quarter  of  the  glob^~ 

He  was  referring  to  Europe — 

with  which  we  have  so  much  Intercourse  and  from  which  we  derive 
our  origin,  we  have  always  Ijeen  anxious  and  Interested  spectators. 
The  citizens  of  the  United  States  cherish  sentiments  the  most 
friendly  in  favor  of  the  liberty  and  happiness  of  their  fellow  men 
on  that  side  of  the  Atlantic.  In  the  wars  of  the  European  powers 
in  matters  relating  to  themselves  we  have  never  taken  any  part, 
nor  does  it  comport  with  our  policy  so  to  do.  It  is  only  when  our 
rights  are  invaded  or  seriously  menaced  that  we  resent  Injuries  or 
make  preparation  for  our  defense. 

With  the  movements  In  this  hemisphere  we  are,  of  necessity, 
more  Immediately  connected,  and  by  causes  which  mtist  be  obvious 
to  all  enlightened  and  impartial  otiservers.  The  political  system  of 
the  allied  powers — 

He  was  referring  then,  of  course,  to  the  Holy  Alliance — 

is  essentially  different  in  this  respect  from  that  of  America.  This 
difference  proceeds  from  that  which  exists  in  their  respective  gov- 
ernments; and  to  the  defense  of  ovu"  own.  which  has  been  achieved 
by  the  loss  of  so  much  blood  and  treasm-e,  and  matured  by  the 
wisdom  of  their  most  enlightened  citizens,  and  under  which  we 
have  enjoyed  unexampled  felicity,  this  whole  Nation  Is  devoted. 
We  owe  it,  therefore,  to  candor — 

And  It  seems  to  me  this  sentence  embraces  the  principle 
of  the  joint  resolution  now  before  the  Senate — 
We  owe  it,  therefore,  to  candor — 
Said  President  Monroe — 

and  to  the  amicable  relation  existing  between  the  United  States 
and  those  powers,  to  declare  that  we  should  consider  any  attempt 
on  their  part  to  extend  their  system  to  any  portion  of  this  hemi- 
sphere as  dangerous  to  our  peace  and  safety.  With  the  existing 
colonies  or  dependencies  of  any  European  power  we  have  not  inter- 
fered and  shall  not  interfere.  But  with  the  governments  who  have 
declared  their  Independence  and  maintained  it,  and  whose  inde- 
pendence we  have,  on  great  consideration  and  on  Just  principles, 
acknowledged,  we  could  not  view  any  interposition  for  the  pur- 
po.se  of  oppressing  Ihem.  or  controlling  In  any  other  manner  their 
destiny,  by  any  European  power,  in  any  other  light  than  as  the 
manifestation  of  an  unfriendly  disposition  toward  the  United 
States.  In  the  war  between  these  new  governments  and  Spain  we 
declared  our  neutrality  at  the  time  of  their  recognition,  and  to  this 
we  have  adhered  and  shall  continue  to  adhere,  provided  no  change 
shall  occur  which,  in  the  judgment  of  the  competent  authorities 
of  this  Government,  shall  make  a  corresponding  change  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  Indispensable  to  their  security. 

Mr.  President,  even  at  the  risk  of  subjecting  President 
Monroe,  and  Secretary  of  State  John  Quincy  Adams,  and 
Secretary  of  War  John  C.  Calhoun,  and  the  other  members 
of  the  Cabinet,  as  well  as  ex-Presidents  Thomas  Jefferson 
and  James  Madison — who  were  the  advisers  of  President 
Monroe  in  writing  that  majestic  document — to  the  charge 
of  having  l)een  "isolationists,"  in  these  days  a  most  nefari- 
ous crime,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks  to  include  the  pertinent  paragraphs  from  President 
Monroe's  message  making  up  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

The  late  events  in  Spain  and  Portugal  show  that  Europe  is  still 
unsettled.  Of  this  important  fact  no  stronger  proof  can  be  ad- 
duced than  that  the  allied  powers  should  have  thought  it  proper, 
on  any  principle  satisfactory  to  themselves,  to  have  Interposed  by 
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force  In  the  internal  concerns  of  Spedn.  To  wh*t  extent  such 
Interposition  may  be  carried,  on  the  same  principle.  Is  a  question 
In  which  all  Independent  powers  whose  governments  differ  from 
theirs  are  Interested,  even  those  more  remote,  and  siircly  none 
more  so  than  the  UnJted  States.  Our  policy  in  regard  to  Europe, 
which  was  adopted  at  an  early  stage  of  the  wars  which  have  so. 
long  agitated  that  quarter  of  the  globe,  nevertheless  remains  the 
same,  which  Is.  not  to  Interfere  In  the  Internal  concerns  of  any  of 
Its  powers;  to  consider  the  government  de  facto  as  the  legitimate 
government  for  us;  to  cultivate  friendly  relations  with  It,  and  to 
preserve  those  relations  by  a  frank,  flrm.  and  manly  policy,  meet- 
ing. In  all  instances,  the  just  claims  of  every  power,  submitting  to 
injuries  from  none.  But  in  regard  to  those  continents,  circum- 
stances are  eminently  and  conspicuously  different.  It  is  Impossible 
that  the  allied  powers  should  extend  their  political  system  to  any 
portion  of  either  continent  without  endangering  our  peace  and 
happiness;  nor  can  anyone  believe  that  our  southern  brethren,  if 
left  to  themselves,  would  adopt  it  of  their  own  accord.  It  is 
equally  impoBeible.  therefore,  that  we  should  behold  such  Inter- 
poeltlon.  In  any  form,  with  Indifference.  If  we  look  to  the  com- 
pftfatlve  strength  and  resources  of  Spain  and  those  new  Oovem- 
ments.  and  their  distance  from  each  other,  it  must  be  obvious  that 
she  can  never  sutxlue  them.  It  Is  still  the  true  policy  of  the  United 
States  to  leave  the  parties  to  themselves,  in  the  hope  that  other 
powers  will  pursue  the  same  co\irse. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  Joint  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Joint  resolution  having 
been  read  three  times,  the  question  is.  Shall  it  pass? 

Mr.  PITTMAN  and  other  Senators  called  for  the  yeas  and 
nays,  and  they  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  WAGNER  (when  Mr.  Mead's  name  was  called).  My 
colleague  IMr.  Mead]  is  absent  on  oflBcial  business.  I  am  au- 
thorized to  say  that  if  present  he  would  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  senior  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Neely]  is  unavoidably  detained  on  important 
business.    If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote  "jrea.** 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  tMr.  GlassI.  I  am  informed  that  if  present 
he  would  vote  as  I  shall  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  HEFIRING.  My  colleague  IMr.  GillettkI  Is  detained 
from  the  Senate.    If  present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  TTTT.T.  (after  having  voted  in  the  affirmative).  I  have 
a  pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed].  I 
am  advised  that  if  he  were  present  he  would  vote  "yea," 
so  I  shall  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

The  PRESTDINO  OFTlCEni.  The  present  occupant  of  the 
Chair  announces  that  his  colleague  [Mr.  Chavez]  is  unavoid- 
ably detained.   If  present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  senior  Senator  frtHn  California  [Mr. 
Johnson]  is  necessarily  absent.  If  present,  he  would  vote 
"yea." 

Kfr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Bxtlow],  the  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Btro 
and  Mr.  GlassI.  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  CuutKl.  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Reynolds ].  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler]  are  necessarily  detained 
from  the  Senate.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting 
these  Senators  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  following  Senators  are  necessarily 
absent: 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Barboitr].  the  Senator 
fran  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
IMr.  ToBEY],  the  Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Gibson!,  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas  1,  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  Vandeptberg  1 .  and  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Whtte  1 .  I  am  advised  that  all  of  these  Senators,  if  present, 
would  vote  "yea," 

The  result  was  annoimced — yeas  76,  nays  none,  as  follows: 


Gerry 

Johnson.  Ooio. 

Miirray 

SUttery 

Oreen 

Klnc 

Morrla 

Bmathen 

Ouffey 

LaFoUetta 

Nye 

Smith 

Ourney 

Lee 

O'Mahoney 

Stewart 

Hale 

Lodge 

Overton 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Harrison 

Lucas 

Pepper 

■nKMDM.Utah 

Hatch 

Limdeen 

Plttman 

Townsend 

Bayden 
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So  the  Joint  resolution  was  passed. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President,  in  one  of  the  news- 
papers I  read  a  statement  concerning  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
271  which  left  the  impression  that  the  reason  for  its  enactment 
was  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine  had  been  Just  doctrine,  stated 
from  time  to  time  by  siwkesmen  for  our  Government— doc- 
trine, but  not  law. 

Now,  however,  is  not  the  first  time  that  Congress  has  by  its 
own  action  made  a  stand  for  the  terms  and  principles  of 
what  was  later  called  the  Monroe  Etoctrlne. 

In  1811,  12  years  Ijefore  President  Monroe  himself  made  his 
famous  pronouncement,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
passed  a  resolution,  the  words  of  which  are  as  follows: 

Taking  into  view  the  peculiar  situation  of  Spain,  and  of  the 
American  provinces;  and  considering  the  Influence  which  the 
destiny  of  the  territory  adjoining  the  southern  border  of  the  United 
States  may  have  upon  their  security,  tranquility,  and  commerce: 
Therefore,  resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States,  In  Congress  assembled,  that  the  United  States, 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  existing  crisis,  cannot, 
without  serious  Inquietude,  see  any  part  of  the  said  territory  p«se 
Into  the  hands  of  any  foreign  power;  and  that  a  due  regard  to  their 
own  safety  compels  them  to  provide  under  certain  contlngenclee 
for  the  temporary  occupation  of  the  said  territory;  they,  at  the  same 
time,  declare  that  the  said  territory  shall,  in  their  hands,  remain 
subject  to  future  negotiation. 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  is.  of  course,  older  than  the  1820's. 
In  fact,  while  it  as  a  doctrine  was  not  universally  considered 
international  law.  it  became  that  through  the  positive  action 
of  President  Wilson  in  having  it  incorporated  into  the  l^aty 
of  Versailles  as  a  regional  imderstanding,  and  was  definitely 
claimed  to  be  international  law  by  President  Cleyeland  In 
1895.  Later  in  tJie  acceptance  of  the  conventions  of  1936  and 
1938  its  meaning  became  Incorporated  into  and  made  part 
of  the  understanding  behind  those  conventions.  Thas,  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  is  good  international  law  of  long  standing 
and  as  such  has  been  recognized  for  many  decades. 

Cleveland  in  presenting  his  position  for  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  says: 

Practically,  the  principle  for  which  we  contend  has  peculiar.  If 
not  exclusive,  relation  to  the  United  States. 

Until  1936,  whether  the  doctrine  was  considered  as  a  mat- 
ter of  American  defense,  purely  unilateral  in  its  nature, 
whether  a  regional  understanding  or  international  law.  it 
has  remained  almost  entirely  a  matter  for  American  main- 
tenance. There  had  been  a  gradual  development  tending 
toward  a  multilateral  responsibility.  In  the  acceptance  of 
the  Buenos  Aires  Convention  of  1936  smd  the  Lima  Conven- 
tion of  1938,  the  multilateral  nature  of  these  two  under- 
standings were  expressed  as  follows: 

In  the  event  of  an  International  war  outside  America  which 
might  menace  the  peace  of  the  American  Republics,  such  con- 
sultation shall  also  take  place  to  determine  the  proper  time  and 
manner  In  which  the  signatory  states.  If  they  so  desire,  may 
eventually  cooperate  In  some  action  tending  to  preserve  the  peace 
of  the  American  Continent.  "And  In  case  the  peace,  security,  or 
territorial  integrity  of  an  American  Republic  Is  thus  threatened 
by  acts  of  any  nature  that  may  impair  them,  they  proclaim  their 
common  concern,  and  their  determination  to  make  effective  their 
solidarity,  coordinating  their  respective  sovereign  wills  by  means 
of  the  procedure  of  consultation,  established  by  conventions  in 
force  and  by  declarations  of  the  Inter-American  Conferences, 
using  the  measures  which  in  each  case  the  circxmistances  may 
make  advisable.     It  is  understood  that  the  Oovemments  of  the 
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American  Republics  win  act  independently  in  their  Individual 
capacity,  recognizing  fuUy  their  Juridical  equality  as  sovereign 
BUtes." 

If  a  European  power  by  an  extension  of  its  boundaries  takes 
possession  of  the  territory  of  one  of  our  neighboring  republics 
against  Its  wUl  and  In  derogation  of  Its  rights,  it  is  difficult  to  see 
why  to  that  extent  such  European  power  does  not  thereby 
attempt  to  extend  Its  system  of  government  to  that  portion  of 
this  continent  which  is  thus  taken.  This  is  the  precise  action 
which  President  Monroe  declared  to  be  "dangerous  to  our  peace 
and   safety,"    and   it   can   make    no   difference   whether   the    E^iro- 

Kn  system  is  extended  by  an  advance  of  frontier  or  otherwise, 
ctlcally.  the  principle  for  which  we  contend  has  peculiar,  if 
not  exclusive,  relation  to  the  United  States.  It  may  not  have 
been  admitted  in  so  many  words  to  the  code  of  International 
law.  but  since  in  International  councUs  every  nation  is  entitled 
to  the  rights  belonging  to  it,  if  the  enforcement  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  Is  something  we  may  jtistly  claim,  It  has  its  place  in  the 
code  of  International  law  as  certainly  and  as  securely  as  If  It 
were  spedflcally  mentioned;  and  when  the  United  States  is  a 
suitor  before  the  high  tribunal  that  administers  international  law. 
the  question  to  be  determined  is  whether  or  not  we  present 
claims  which  the  Justice  of  that  code  of  law  can  find  to  be  right 
and  valid.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  finds  Its  recognition  in  those 
principles  of  International  law  which  are  based  upon  the  theory 
that  every  nation  &haU  have  its  rights  protected  and  its  Just 
claims  enforced. 

When  In  1911  our  Secretary  of  State.  Mr.  Knox,  speaking 
100  years  after  the  century-old  congressional  action  referred 
to  previously,  declared  that  "the  maintenance  of  the  Mon- 
roe Doctrine  is  considered  by  us  essential  to  our  peace,  pros- 
perity, and  national  safety"  he  merely  made  a  declaration 
of  a  right  which  under  international  law  is  inherent  in 
every  Independent  state. 

Not  so  positive  as  Cleveland  perhaps,  Senator  Elihu  Root 
said  in  1914: 

The  doctrine  is  not  international  law  but  it  rests  upon  the  right 
of  self -protection,  and  that  right  Is  recognized  by  international 
law. 

And  in  1923  another  writing,  whose  tenor  was  in  the  same 
direction  as  both,  came  from  the  pen  of  then  Secretary  of 
State  Hughes,  now  Chief  JusUce  of  the  United  States,  in 
the  following  words: 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  is  not  a  policy  of  aggression;  It  Is  a  policy  of 
self-defense.  •  •  •  It  still  remains  an  assertion  of  the  principle 
of  national  security.  •  •  •  The  decision  of  the  question  as  to 
what  action  the  United  States  should  take  In  any  exigency  arising 
In  this  hemisphere  is  not  controlled  by  the  content  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  but  may  always  be  determined  on  the  grounds  of  Inter- 
national right  and  national  security  as  freely  as  If  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  did  not  exist.  •  •  •  The  Monroe  Doctrine  rests  "upon 
the  right  of  every  sovereign  state  to  protect  Itself  by  preventing  a 
condition  of  affairs  in  wlilch  it  wUl  be  too  late  to  protect  Itself." 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  and  this  resolution  now  pending 
mu5t  both  be  considered  as  fundamental  elements  of  our 
national  defense  and  are  based  upon  the  principle  of  the 
right  of  self-preservation. 

It  is  in  this  especially  that  the  justification  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  will  rest  in  law  if  further  Justification  is  necessary. 
I — and.  of  course.  I  am  sure  that  most  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States — do  not  assume  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
needs  a  Justification  after  its  over  a  hundred  years  of  accept- 
ance. 

Let  us  not  quibble  about  the  terms  "Justification  as  inter- 
national law"  and  "Justification  as  international  defense." 
It  is  in  a  study  of  the  latter  that  we  prove  the  former.  The 
equation  is  a  simple  one.  If  we  prove  the  necessity  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  as  a  vital  element  in  our  national  defense, 
if  we  establish  it  as  a  prime  shield  in  the  preservation  of 
our  own  Nation  from  danger,  then  we  have  proved  its  Jus- 
tification in  international  law.  One  need  not  search  far 
into  the  writings  of  international  lawyers  to  support  this 
argument.  It  is  found  to  be  the  very  essence  of  many  of 
their  works.  Boiled  down,  the  authorities  make  the  follow- 
ing points:  Self-preservation  is  a  national  right,  absolute 
and  unequivocal.  It  includes  all  incidental  rights  to  attain 
this  end.  Threatened  instability  of  another  government, 
where  it  concerns  the  safety  of  a  given  state,  is  ground  for 
exercise  of  self-preservation.  It  is  not  only  a  right  but  a 
duty  to  prevent  the  consequencies  of  events  which  another 
state  cannot  or  declares  that  it  cannot  itself  controL    A 


clear  duty  to  repress  potential  dangers,  if  real,  extends  even 
to  seeming  aggressive  though  actually  defensive  action.  The 
text  writers  go  further.  They  Justify  positions  which  in  our 
extremity  we  surely  may  never  be  called  upon  to  take,  such 
as  the  violation  of  other  nations  for  our  own  expediency 
if  our  peril  is  real.  I  mention  these  authorities  without 
citing  them  because  by  citing  innocently  and  academically 
I  do  not  want  to  be  guilty  of  Inciting.  I  pray  Heaven  we 
may  never  need  to  use  all  our  rights  under  international 
law,  but  they  are  there.  They  are  our  precepts,  conceived 
in  the  fairness  and  Justice  that  makes  international  lawyers 
lawyers.  Whoever  could  deny  the  high-minded  Monroe 
Doctrine  as  international  law,  after  a  search  into  the  inter- 
national law  texts  with  emphasis  on  self-defense,  would  be 
gxiilty  of  failing  to  draw  a  logical  conclusion  from  a  clear 
premise.  The  national  right  of  self-defense  under  inter- 
national law  is  the  key  to  the  understanding  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  as  international  law. 

Self-preservation  is  the  first  law  of  nature  to  an  individual. 
It  is  more  than  this,  even,  to  a  government,  for  an  individual 
may  recklessly  and  wantonly  waste  his  life,  but  the  duly  con- 
stituted authorities  of  a  government  owe  a  higher  duty,  be- 
cause they  are  impressed  with  an  inviolable  tnist  by  the  in- 
habitants of  that  government.  These  are  my  words,  but  their 
substance  may  be  found  in  even  a  cursory  reading  of  the 
principles  of  international  law.  I  subscribe  to  them  wholly, 
and  I  repeat  my  prayer  that  in  an  extremity  we  may  never  be 
called  upon  to  use  them. 

Under  the  theory  of  inter-American  solidarity  national  de- 
fense for  one  means  national  defense  for  all.  Since  Presi- 
dent Wilson's  great  pronouncement  at  Mobile.  Ala.,  on  Octo- 
ber 27.  1913.  which  speech  gave  birth  to  what  has  been  later 
called  the  good-neighbor  policy,  no  American  nation  has  had 
fear  of  the  "Colossus  of  the  North."  The  action  of  many 
of  the  American  states  when  we  entered  the  World  War  in 
1917:  our  refusal  to  be  bound  by  a  neutral  stand  when  war 
exists  between  an  American  nation  and  a  non-American 
state;  incident  after  incident,  in  law  and  In  action,  in  diplo- 
macy and  in  conference  show  that  understanding  in  matters 
of  common  interest  has  been  easier  to  attain.  The  American 
states  like  ourselves  are  tensely  nationalistic.  Their  inde- 
pendence of  act,  both  in  right  and  in  fact,  is  greatly  cherished. 
This  is  no  longer  though  the  problem  that  it  was.  Why  has 
this  become  so?  Because  no  nation  wishes  to  impose  itself 
upon  another.  The  sincerity  of  Wilson,  followed  as  it  has 
been  by  the  wisdom  of  Hughes,  the  honesty  of  Hull,  and  the 
leadership  of  Roosevelt,  all  of  whom  have  accepted  the  moral 
and  spiritual  characteristics  of  Bolivar's  great  dream.  Eventa 
in  the  world  plus  the  inspiration  for  right  may  bring  that 
dream's  fulfillment  sooner  than  even  a  prophet  would  predict. 
Having  said  what  I  have,  it  would  not  be  proper  to  leave  this 
thought  without  quoting  from  President  Wilson: 

The  future,  ladles  and  gentlemen.  Is  going  to  be  very  different  for 
this  hemisphere  from  the  past.  These  states  lying  to  the  south  of 
VIS.  which  have  always  tx?en  our  neighbors,  will  now  be  drawn  closer 
to  us  by  Innumerable  ties,  and,  I  hope,  chief  of  all.  by  the  tie  of  a 
common  understanding  of  each  other.  Interest  does  not  tie  nations 
together;  It  sometimes  separates  them.  But  sympathy  and  und^^tr 
standing  does  unite  them,  and  I  believe  that  by  the  new  route  thkt 
Is  Just  about  to  be  opened,  while  we  physically  cut  two  continents 
astinder.  we  spiritually  unite  them.  It  is  a  splrlttial  vmion  which 
we  seek. 

Do  you  not  see  now  what  is  about  to  happen?  These  great  tides 
which  have  been  running  along  parallels  of  latitude,  and  that  open- 
ing gate  at  the  Isthmtis  of  Panama,  will  open  the  world  to  a  com- 
merce that  she  has  not  known  before,  a  commerce  of  Intelligence,  of 
thought  and  sympathy  between  north  and  south.  The  Latin  Amer- 
ican states,  which,  to  their  disadvantage,  have  been  off  the  main 
lines,  will  now  be  on  the  main  lines.  I  feel  that  these  gentlemen 
honoring  tis  with  their  presence  today  will  presently  find  that  some 
part,  at  any  rate,  of  the  center  of  gravity  of  the  world  has  shifted. 

What  these  States  are  going  to  see,  therefore,  is  an  emancipation 
from  the  subordination,  which  has  been  Inevitable,  to  foreign  en- 
terprise and  an  assertion  of  the  splendid  character  which.  In  spite 
of  these  difllculties,  they  have  again  and  again  been  able  to  demon- 
strate. The  dignity,  the  cotirage,  the  self-possession,  the  self- 
respect  of  the  Latin  American  states,  their  achievements  in  the 
face  of  all  these  adverse  circumstances,  deserve  nothing  but  the 
admiration  and  applause  of  the  world.    In  the  future  they  will 
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dr«w  closer  and  closer  to  va  because  of  clrctimrtancea  of  which 
1  wish  to  speak  with  moderatton.  and.  I  hope,  without  IndlscreUon. 

We  must  prove  ourselves  their  friends  and  champions  upon  terms 
of  equality  and  honor.  You  cannot  be  friends  upon  any  other 
terms  than  upon  the  terms  of  honor.  We  must  show  ourselves 
friends  by  comprehending  their  Interest  whether  It  squares  with 
our  own  Interest  or  not.  It  is  a  very  perilous  thing  to  determine 
the  foreign  policy  of  a  nation  In  the  terms  of  material  interest. 
It  not  only  Is  unfair  to  those  with  whom  you  are  dealing,  but  It 
Is  degrading  as  regards  your  own  actions. 

Comprehension  must  be  the  soU  In  which  shall  grow  all  the 
frtiits  of  friendship,  and  there  Is  a  reason  and  a  compulsion  lying 
behind  all  this  which  is  dearer  than  anything  else  to  the  thought- 
ful men  of  America.  I  mean  the  development  of  constitutional 
liberty  in  the  world.  Human  rights,  national  integrity,  and  op- 
portunity as  against  material  interests — that,  ladles  and  gentlemen. 
Is  the  issue  which  we  now  have  to  face.  I  want  to  take  this  occa- 
sion to  say  that  the  United  States  will  never  again  seek  one  addi- 
tional foot  of  territory  by  conquest.  She  will  devote  herself  to 
showing  that  she  knows  how  to  make  honorable  and  fruitful 
use  of  the  territory  che  has,  and  she  must  regard  It  as  one  of  the 
duties  of  friendship  to  see  that  from  no  quarter  are  material 
interests  nmde  superior  to  human  liberty  and  national  opportunity. 
I  say  this,  not  with  a  single  thought  that  anyone  will  gainsay  it. 
but  merely  to  fix  In  our  consciousness  what  ovir  real  relationship 
with  the  rest  of  America  is.  It  is  the  relationship  of  a  family  of 
mankind  devoted  to  the  development  of  true  constitutional  liberty. 
We  know  that  that  is  the  soil  out  of  which  the  best  enterprise 
springs.  We  know  that  this  is  a  cause  which  we  are  makUig  In 
common  with  our  neighbors,  because  we  have  had  to  make  it  for 
ourselves. 

Reference  has  been  made  here  today  to  some  of  the  national 
problems  which  confront  us  as  a  Nation.  What  Is  at  the  heart 
of  all  our  national  problems?  It  is  that  we  have  seen  the  hand 
of  material  Interest  sometimes  about  to  close  upon  onr  dearest 
rights  and  possessions.  We  have  seen  material  Interests  threaten 
constitutional  freedom  In  the  United  States.  Therefore  we  will 
now  know  how  to  sympathize  with  those  In  the  rest  of  America 
who  have  to  contend  with  such  powers,  not  only  within  their 
borders  but  from  outside  their  borders  also. 

I  know  what  the  response  of  the  thought  and  heart  of  America 
will  be  to  the  program  I  have  outlined,  because  America  was 
created  to  ref  Jlze  a  program  like  that.  This  Is  not  America  be- 
cause It  Is  rl(  h.  This  is  not  America  because  It  has  set  up  for  a 
great  population  great  opportunities  of  material  prosperity. 
America  Is  a  name  which  sounds  In  the  ears  of  men  everywhere 
as  a  synonym  with  Individual  cpportxmity  because  It  is  a  synonym 
of  individual  liberty.  I  would  rather  belong  to  a  po6r  nation 
that  was  free  than  to  a  rich  nation  that  had  cea.sed  to  be  in  love 
with  liberty.  But  we  shall  not  be  poor  if  we  love  liberty,  because 
the  nation  that  loves  liberty  truly  sets  every  man  free  to  do  bU 
best  and  b«  his  best,  and  that  means  the  release  of  all  the  splen- 
did energies  of  a  great  people  who  think  for  themselves.  A 
nation  of  employees  cannot  be  free  any  more  than  a  nation  of 
employers  can  be. 

In  emphasizing  the  points  which  must  unite  us  In  sympathy 
and  In  spiritual  interest  with  the  Latin  American  p>eoples  we  are 
only  emphasizing  the  points  of  our  own  life,  and  we  should  prove 
ourselves  untrue  to  our  own  traditions  if  we  proved  ourselves 
untrue  friends  to  them.  Do  not  think,  therefore,  gentlemen,  that 
the  questions  of  the  day  are  mere  questions  of  policy  and  diplo- 
macy. They  are  shot  through  with  the  principles  of  life.  We 
dare  not  turn  from  the  principle  that  morality  and  not  expedi- 
ency is  the  thing  that  must  guide  vus  and  that  we  will  never  con- 
done Iniquity  because  It  Is  most  convenient  to  do  so.  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  Is  a  day  of  Infinite  hope,  of  confidence  in  a  future 
greater  than  the  past  has  been,  tot  I  am  fain  to  believe  that  in 
spite  of  all  the  things  tliat  we  wish  to  correct  the  nineteenth  cen- 
tury that  now  lies  behind  us  has  brought  us  a  long  stage  toward 
the  time  when,  slowly  ascending  the  tedious  climb  that  leads  to 
the  final  uplands,  we  shall  get  our  ultimate  view  of  the  duties 
of  mankind.  We  have  breasted  a  considerable  part  of  that  climb 
and  shall  presently — it  may  be  a  generation  or  two — come  out 
upon  those  great  heights  where  there  shines  unobstructed  the 
light  of  the  Justice  of  God. 

Evenrthlng  that  I  said  before,  quoting  President  Wilson, 
of  course  applies  with  equal  force  to  all  the  Americas  as  to 
the  United  States.  Our  danger,  if  there  Is  danger.  Is  com- 
mon. There  has  been  resentment  south  of  us  at  times 
against  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  This  is  changing.  The  doc- 
trine is  becoming  multilateral,  and  as  it  grows  in  this  direc- 
tion security  will  be  seen  to  be  common  security.  What 
applies  to  security  for  one  apices  to  security  for  all  because 
the  alarm  is  universal  in  this  hemisphere.  I  say  this  in 
pflpMng  because  when  I  speak  of  a  right  I  mean  a  collective 
right  In  the  Americas  as  weU  as  an  individual  national  right 
in  the  United  States  alone.  I  am  coming  to  the  multi- 
lateral aspects  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  later  in  this  talk. 

The  next  consideration,  if  we  have  established  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  as  based  up(Hi  international  law,  Is  the  antecedents 
to  the  doctrine. 


That  which  became  the  Monroe  Doctrine  truly  had  its 
birth  in  the  American  Declaration  of  Independence.  Jeffer- 
son in  1793  clearly  foresaw  an  America  of  no  European 
political  afEUiation. 

Before  Monroe's  statement  on  March  25,  1818,  Clay,  an 

apostle  of  the  Spanish  Americas,  had  said: 

Within  this  vast  region  we  behold  the  most  sublime  and  Inter- 
esting objects  of  creation;  the  loftiest  mountains,  the  most  majestic 
rivers  in  the  world;  the  richest  mines  of  the  preclotis  metals;  and 
the  choicest  prr  duct  Ions  of  the  earth.  We  behold  there  a  spectacle 
still  more  Interesting  and  sublime — the  glorious  spectacle  of  eight- 
een millions  of  people  struggling  to  btirst  their  chains  and  be  free — 

adding  that  in  the  establishment  of  their  independence  the 
United  States  had  the  deepest  interest,  and  that  once  inde- 
pendent these  governments  would  be  animated  by  an  Ameri- 
can feeling  and  guided  by  an  American  policy.  They  would, 
he  predicted,  obey  the  laws  of  the  New  World  in  contradis- 
tinction to  those  of  Europe.  In  Clay's  speeches  of  1817  and 
1818,  Monroe  was  sympathetically  aroused,  but  deferred  his 
action  under  the  opposition  of  Adams  and  Calhoun. 

Backgroimd  for  the  Monroe  Doctrine?  One  might  get  it 
from  a  hundred  interlocking  sources. 

Jefferson's  statement  has  been  the  American  theory  and 
the  American  practice,  and  is  to  this  day  American  tradi- 
tion. Never  once  have  we  mingled  in  European  political 
affairs  In  the  sense  of  becoming  a  party  to  those  affairs. 
Our  Army  and  our  Navy  have  gone  to  Europe;  American 
soldiers  have  fought  in  Europe;  we  have  fought  side  by  side 
with  European  armies  in  Europe  and  In  Asia.  We  have  had 
Joint  objectives,  but  never  once  has  there  been  an  entangle- 
ment. America  has  associated  herself,  but  never  once  has 
she  been  willing  to  fuse  her  strictly  American  stand  with 
Europe's.  When  we  went  to  the  Mediterranean  and 
attacked  Barbary  pirates,  we  did  so  in  defense  of  our  own 
rights.  When  we  entered  the  EXiropean  War.  we  did  so 
because  the  war  had  been  brought  to  us.  We  had  been 
attacked.  Our  ships  had  been  simk.  Our  property  had 
been  violated,  and  American  lives  had  been  lost.  The  locale 
for  fighting,  the  selection  of  the  soil,  and  the  sea  lanes, 
were  simply  matters  of  military  convenience.  Probably  all 
thoughtful  persons  are  thankful  that  the  military  strategy 
of  the  hour  was  such  as  to  take  the  frightful  scenes  from 
our  very  sight. 

Our  entry  into  the  World  War  may  have  been  a  mistake 
as  so  many  people  insist,  but  it  was  no  more  in  opposition  to 
the  American  position  against  entangling  ourselves  in  the 
broils  of  Europe  than  was  our  expedition  against  the  pirates 
or  our  expedition  against  the  Chinese  Boxers.  America 
never  has  "entangled"  herself  and  never  intends  to  do  so. 
She  has  a  mission  and  a  destiny  m  this  world  quite  distinct 
from  the  mission  and  destiny  of  non-American  states. 

Washington's  Farewell  Address  is  too  well  known  to  be 
quoted  here.  But  it  is  fundamental  to  the  evolution  of 
America's  defensive  policy.  President  Adams  In  1797,  in  a 
message  to  Congress,  said: 

We  ought  not  to  Involve  otirselves  In  the  political  system  of  Eu- 
rope, but  to  keep  ourselves  always  distinct  and  separate  from  If. 

The  American  Monroe  Doctrine  always  has  been  just  an 
American  doctrine.  The  nonentanglement  doctrine  has  been 
also  always  an  American  doctrine.  To  show  Just  how  much 
this  was  imderstood  by  the  fathers,  in  1798  our  Minister  to 
Great  Britain  reported  that  Great  Britain  desired,  with  our 
cooperation,  to  separate  South  America  from  Spain.  Great 
Britain  then  not  wanting  to  see  France  secure  the  resources 
of  those  colonies.  But  although  25  years  later,  by  our  own 
act,  we  sustained  the  severing  of  many  of  the  South  American 
states  from  Spain,  we  were  not  a  party  to  any  European  coun- 
try in  accomplishing  this.  At  the  same  time  that  our  Amer- 
ican Minister  reported  England's  desire  to  cooperate  with  us 
in  the  separation  of  Spanish  colonies  from  Spain,  our  Minis- 
ter Is  said  to  have  replied  that  America  would  live  to  see 
Louisiana  pass  mto  the  hands  of  new  proprietors,  but  noth- 
ing was  done  about  it;  and  when  finally  the  United  States 
purchased  T<nuLslana,  that  purchase  was  consummated  by  an 
American  act.  and  not  in  coojperation  with  any  other  state. 
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By  1800  the  theory  that  America  would  resent  the  transfer 
of  American  territory  from  any  non-American  state  to  an- 
other non-American  state  had  gained  almost  universal  recog- 
nition in  this  country.  Our  same  Minister,  speaking  about 
the  Floridas.  said : 

We  shovild  be  imwllllng  to  see  them  transferred  except  to  our- 
selves. 

In  the  same  year.  Madison,  our  Secretary  of  State.  Informed 
our  Minister  in  Madrid  that  the  United  States  never  had  fa- 
vored and  could  not  favor  the  transfer  to  Great  Britain  of 
the  Spanish  possessions  in  the  Mississippi,  and  the  instruc- 
tions which  Secretary  Madison  sent  had  the  assent  of  Pres- 
ident Jefferson.  In  1802  Jefferson  wrote  to  Livtogston  in 
Paris.  Livingston  was  one  of  the  commission  of  five  that  had 
cooperated  with  Jefferson  in  writing  the  Declaration  of  In- 
dependence, although  I  think  he  did  not  sign  it.  Let  me  make 
my  point  by  quoting  from  former  Under  Secretary  of  State 
J.  Reuben  Clark's  memorandum  to  the  Secretary  of  State: 

Jefferson  himself,  writing  to  Livingston  at  Paris  (1802).  declared 
the  cession  of  the  Floridas  and  Louisiana  "works  most  sorely  on  the 
United  States";  that  it  "completely  reverses  all  the  political  rela- 
tions of  the  United  States":  and  that  by  it  Prance  "aspumes  to  us 
the  attitude  of  defiance"  and  makes  "it  impossible  that  France  and 
the  United  States  can  continue  long  friends."  Madison,  writing 
Livingston  with  the  approval  of  Jefferson,  at  about  the  same  time, 
declared  that  "mere  neighborhood  could  not  be  friendly"  to  the 
harmony  of  Prance  and  the  United  States.  Lord  Hawkesbury  ( 1802) 
Inquired  of  King  as  to  the  "line  of  policy"  which  the  United  States 
would  adopt  if  Prance  acquired  Louisiana.  In  a  memoir  which  he 
delivered  to  French  authorities  (1802),  Livingston  again  spoke  of 
the  dangers  of  neighborhood;  and  in  the  latter  part  of  the  year 
(1802)  Madison  wrote  to  Plnckney  In  Madrid  of  the  "Injuries"  com- 
ing to  us  on  account  of  the  "colonial  officers  scattered  over  the 
hemisphere  and  in  oxir  neighborhood." 

By  1820  came  one  of  the  two  incidents  directly  respon- 
sible for  President  Monroe's  pronouncement.  I  refer  to  the 
claim  of  the  Russian  Government  of  the  exclusive  right  of 
Russian    shii>s    off   northwest    America    above    51°    latitude. 

In  the  diplomatic  exchange  which  naturally  followed,  John 
Quincy  Adams,  then  Secretary  of  State,  enunciated  the 
principle  that  since  the  entire  area  of  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere had  been  occupied,  no  European  government  could 
claim  to  have  a  right  to  establish  colonies  therein.  Monroe. 
of  course,  is  seen  to  have  adopted  this  opinion.  A  second 
reason  lay  in  the  fear  of  European  conquest  of  the  infant 
republics  of  South  America.  Adams,  it  will  be  noted  in 
passing,  called  the  position  of  the  United  States  "extra- 
European"  politically  and  said  that  our  system  and  the 
European  system  should  be  "kept  as  separate  and  distinct 
from  one  another  as  possible." 

In  quoting  Adams'  words  one  cannot  refrain  from  pointing 
out  that  America  now.  in  a  sense,  remains  the  same.  By 
this  I  mean  that  when  in  the  adoption  of  our  Constitution 
the  Federal  Government  guaranteed  to  each  of  the  States 
a  republican  form  of  government  we  once  more  emphasized 
a  theory  which  was  to  become  fundamentally  and  tradition- 
ally American  whenever  we  think  of  American  destiny  in 
the  world.  Russia  was  warned  by  Adams  that  Russian  settle- 
ment on  the  American  continent  would  be  against  the  future 
peace  of  the  world  and  in  fact  against  Russia's  own  interests. 
This  was  before  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  enunciated. 

So  we  spoke  the  essence  of  the  doctrine  to  Russia  and  to 
Great  Britain.  Great  Britain  accepted  the  theory  in  so 
many  words  by  disavowing  the  slightest  designs  on  the  Infant 
republics. 

We  have  Great  Britain's  recognition  of  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine before  the  pronouncement  was  even  made.  The  Rus- 
sian controversy  was  disposed  of  in  the  flat  terms  of  the  first 
of  the  two  paragraphs  which  is  the  Monroe  Doctrine  itself, 
enunciated  by  President  Monroe  on  December  2.  1823. 

It  may  be  well  herein  to  state  the  doctrine  in  the  language 
of  its  author.    President  Monroe  stated: 

1.  At  the  proposal  of  the  Russian  Imperial  Oovemment.  made 
through  the  minister  of  the  Emperor  residing  here,  a  fuU  power 
and  instructions  have  been  transmitted  to  the  minister  of  the 
UYilted  States  at  St.  Petersbiirg  to  arrange  by  amicable  negotiations 
the  respective  rights  and  Interests  of  the  two  nations  on  the  north- 
west coast  of  this  continent.  A  similar  proposal  had  been  made  by 
His  Imperial  Majesty  to  the  Oovemment  of  Great  Britain,  which 


has  likewise  been  acceded  to.  "Rie  Oovemment  of  the  United 
States  has  been  desirous  by  this  friendly  proceeding  of  manifest- 
ing the  great  value  which  they  have  invariably  attached  to  the 
friendship  of  the  Emperor  and  their  solicitude  to  cultivate  the 
best  understanding  with  his  government.  In  the  discussions  to 
which  this  interest  has  given  rise  and  In  the  arrangements  by 
which  they  may  terminate  the  occasion  hu  been  judged  proper 
for  asserting,  as  a  principle  In  which  the  rights  and  Interests  of 
the  United  States  are  Involved,  that  the  American  continents,  by 
the  free  and  independent  condition  which  they  have  assumed  and 
maintained,  are  henceforth  not  to  be  considered  as  subjects  for 
future  colonization  by  any  European  power. 

2.  In  the  wars  of  the  European  powers  in  matters  relating 
to  themselves  we  have  never  taken  any  part,  nor  does  it  comport 
with  our  policy  so  to  do.  It  Is  only  when  our  rights  are  Invaded 
or  seriously  menaced  that  we  resent  injuries  or  make  preparation 
for  o\ir  defense.  With  the  movements  in  this  hemisphere  we  are 
of  necessity  more  Immediately  connected,  and  by  causes  which 
must  be  obvious  to  all  enlightened  and  Impartial  observers.  The 
political  system  of  the  Allied  powers  is  essentially  different  in  this 
respect  from  that  of  America.  This  difference  proceeds  from  that 
which  exists  in  their  respective  governments;  and  to  the  defense 
of  our  own,  which  has  been  achieved  by  the  loss  of  so  much  blood 
and  treasure,  and  matxu-ed  by  the  wisdom  of  their  most  enlightened 
citizens,  and  under  which  we  have  enjoyed  unexampled  felicity, 
this  whole  Nation  is  devoted.  We  owe  it.  therefore,  to  candor 
and  to  the  amicable  relations  existing  between  the  United  States 
and  those  powers  to  declare  that  we  should  consider  any  attempt 
on  their  part  to  extend  their  system  to  any  portion  of  this  hemi- 
sphere as  dangerous  to  oxir  peace  and  safety.  With  the  existing 
colonies  or  dependencies  of  any  Eiuopcan  power  we  have  not  in- 
terfered and  shall  not  interfere.  But  with  the  governments  who 
have  declared  their  independence  and  maintained  it,  and  whose 
independence  we  have,  on  great  consideration  and  on  Jxist  prin- 
ciples, acknowledged,  we  could  not  view  any  Interposition  for  the 
purpose  of  oppressing  them  or  controlling  in  any  other  manner 
their  destiny,  by  any  European  power,  in  any  other  light  than 
as  the  manifestation  of  an  unfriendly  dlsfKJsltlon  toward  the  United 
States.  In  the  war  between  those  new  governments  and  Spain 
we  declared  our  neutrality  at  the  time  of  their  recognition,  and 
to  this  we  have  adhered,  and  shall  continue  to  adhere,  provided 
no  change  shall  occur  which.  In  the  Judgment  of  the  competent 
authorities  of  this  Government,  shall  make  a  corresponding  change 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States  indispensable  to  their  security. 

This  resolution  has  been  but  a  reiteration  and  develop- 
ment of  America's  peace  policy  from  the  very  beginning. 
Each  of  its  aims  is  in  reality  older  than  President  Monroe's 
pronouncement. 

Two  statements  of  Monroe  are  of  exceeding  Importance. 
One  is  the  statement  that — 

We  owe  it,  therefore,  to  candor  and  to  the  amicable  relations 
between  the  United  States  and  those  powers  to  declare  that  we 
Should  consider  any  attempt  on  their  part  to  extend  their  system 
to  any  portion  of  this  hemisphere  as  dangerous  to  our  peace  and 
safety. 

The  reference  to  "powers"  was  to  European  allied  Interests 
of  the  time. 

The  second  presently  Important  conclusion  by  President 
Monroe  was  contained  In  his  words: 

With  the  eztsting  colonies  or  dependencies  of  any  European 
power  we  have  not  Interfered  and  shall  not  interfere. 

These  are  indeed  the  very  essences  of  the  resolution  now 
before  us.  a  resolution  not  more  sudden  or  disturbing  than  is 
reading  to  refresh  the  mind  with  the  facts  of  our  own  na- 
tional history. 

After  the  doctrine  was  declared  we  have  Its  natural  evolu- 
tion. The  first  information  we  have  is  that  It  was  received 
throughout  the  United  States  with  great  enthusiasm.  But 
we  were  not  then  ready  to  proceed  to  make  the  understand- 
ing multilateral  for  we  recall  that  Bolivar  in  1826  sought 
closer  cooperation  between  American  states;  the  people  of 
the  United  States  clearly  were  cool  to  having  any  imder- 
standing  with  the  yoimg  republics. 

Texas  came  into  the  United  States  on  a  reassertion  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine,  In  spite  of  Great  Britain's  and  Prance's 
opposition.  No  less  was  it  Invoked  in  our  difllculty  with 
Great  Britain  over  northwest  boundaries,  or  fear  of  British 
designs  on  California.  It  is  needless  to  say  the  doctrine  was 
at  least  a  profitable  one  to  us.  President  Polk  warned  against 
armed  intervention  and  diplomatic  Interference,  and  the 
doctrine  was  enlarged  in  these  dimensions,  and  foreign  as- 
sumption of  a  Yucatan  protectorate  was  inveighed  against. 
In  the  sixties  this  coimtry  failed  in  one  assertion,  and  out- 
maneuvered  a  dangerous  situation  to  win  In  another. 
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Before  1870  It  was  said  that  territories  In  the  New  World 
could  not  be  transferred  from  one  European  power  to  an- 
other, an  interesting  point  in  view  of  our  present  discussion. 
In  fact  President  Grant  Is  credited  with  effectiveness  on  this 
point,  and  threats  of  territorial  cession  brought  forward  re- 
peated and  successful  assertions  then.  The  doctrine  pre- 
vented strangers  from  cutting  through  the  Isthmus  of  Pan- 
ama and  added  diplomatic  to  our  engineering  spurs  as  it 
came  about  that  we  built  the  Canal. 

In  early  modem  times  we  have  used  the  doctrine  under 
Cleveland  to  compel  a  European  power  to  arbitrate  a  bound- 
ary dispute  between  its  colony,  British  Guiana,  and  Vene- 
zuela. The  assertion  gave  us  a  tense  and  worried  hour,  but 
when  it  was  seen  to  hold  the  Monroe  Doctrine  also  was  seen 
to  have  grown.  Theodore  Roosevelt's  utility  of  the  doctrine 
in  an  attempt  to  prevent  European  pvmishment  to  "imruly" 
Latin  American  states  is  an  interesting  variation  of  the 
application  of  the  doctrine. 

But  with  the  coming  of  Woodrow  Wilson  and  his  great 
speech  at  Mobile,  Ala.,  delivered  on  October  27.  1913,  we 
marked  the  birth  of  what  has  been  called  the  "good-neighbor 
policy,"  and  there  took  place  the  expansion  of  the  idea 
wherein  America  herself  renounced  any  thought  of  an  ambi- 
tion for  any  more  territory.  This  was  the  beginning  of  the 
emergence  to  the  Americas  of  the  United  States,  not  as  the 
"Colossus  of  the  North,"  as  we  had  been  called  in  scorn  or 
fear,  but  as  a  great  nation. 

Truly  this  was  a  development  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine- 
such  a  development  as  may  bring  to  us  in  timely  arrival  a 
multilateral  accord  such  as  to  make  the  American  nations, 
standing  together,  impervious  to  even  the  slightest  "fifth 
colimin"  infiltrations.  We  know  from  historians  and  con- 
temporary newspapers  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  viewed 
south  of  us.  has  been  seen  with  mixed  gratitude  and  siis- 
picion.  the  latter  accentuated  by  such  events  as  our  refusal 
four  times  in  its  first  4  years  of  existence  to  give  fuller  com- 
mitments to  Latin-American  nations — when  we  were  hostile 
to  Bolivar's  splendid  efforts  in  the  1826  so-called  Panama 
congress.  In  fact,  it  never  has  been  widely  popular  except 
within  our  own  borders.  We  have  never  given  a  good 
answer  to  the  Latin  American  comi^aint,  oft-repeated,  that 
the  doctrine  always  has  been  interpreted  solely  by  the  United 
States.  Since  Wilson  little  contribution  has  heen  made  to 
overcome  this  feeling  except  lately,  and  except  also  Charles 
Evans  Hughes'  divorcing  the  doctrine  from  international  law, 
to  debit  the  latter,  not  the  former,  with  our  repeated  inter- 
cessions in  the  Caribbean.  But  this  served  only  to  stem 
unpopularizing  and.  while  doing  some  good  negatively, 
strengthened  the  doctrine  only  by  not  weakening  it. 

In  1929  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  submit- 
ting the  Kellogg-Briand  Pact,  conservatively  interpreted  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  and  very  wisely  and  very  properly  based  its 
authority  upon  self-defense.  But  the  doctrine  may  not  be 
popularized  by  playing  it  down,  or  by  limiting  self-defense 
to  om*  own  territorial  borders.  As  I  said  in  my  previous 
remarks,  self-defense  is  the  very  essence  of  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine as  international  law.  Self-defense,  to  be  practical,  and 
to  be  popular,  and  to  elicit  support  where  support  may  be 
direly  needed,  means  self-defense  for  the  whole  of  Us,  in 
spirit  as  in  deed.  In  events  to  come  it  may  stand  or  fall 
upon  its  popularity  south  of  us.  Indeed,  we  may  stand  or 
fall  by  the  same  unity,  or  lack  of  it.  ♦ 

If  our  record  with  the  Americas  were  better  we  could  pro- 
pose joint  and  cooperative  action  of  many  types  at  the 
present  moment  to  the  advantage  of  all.  In  fact.  I  believe 
firmly  that  by  Joint  action  we  should  all  undertake  to  guar- 
antee the  status  quo  among  the  American  Republics  in  addi- 
tion to  passing  this  timely  resolution  now  before  us.  But 
we  have  been  siispected.  We  have  been  resented.  We  have 
done  much  but  have  not  quite  erased  that  "Colossus  of  the 
North"  appelation.  Are  we  imperialistic?  Do  we  want  to 
annex  nations?  Of  course  not.  and  thoughtful  statesmen 
are  beginning  to  understand  and  apiffeciate  us  as  the  pro- 
fessed good  neighbor  that  we  really  are.    Time  would  do  all 


things,  but  we  have  not  time,  and  we  are  left  with  problems. 
Today,  solemnly,  we  may  hope  to  solve  some  of  them. 

The  states  of  the  Americas  are,  fortunately,  as  nation- 
alistic as  we.  In  out  Pan-American  agreements  inde- 
pendent actions  always  have  been  stressed,  and  this  emphasis 
is  wise.  This  is  one  reason  for  making  the  deduction  made 
in  the  Senate  report  to  accompany  this  resolution  and  place 
it  on  the  calendar,  wherein  we  say: 

It  is  xinderatood  that  the  governments  of  the  American  Repub- 
lics will  act  Independently  in  their  Individual  capacity,  recognizing 
fully  their  Judicial  equality  as  sovereign  states. 

This  resolution  is  a  restatement  of  some  of  the  genius  of 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  rather  than  a  new  concept.  It  is  wholly 
consistent  with  our  theory  of  national  defense.  More,  it  is 
consistent  with  our  highest  aims  in  inter-American  coopera- 
tion. Unity  in  the  Americas,  I  hope  we  may  never  have  to 
prove,  is  truly  more  than  mere  sentiment.  \ 

KXECUnVE   MESSAGES  REFXESED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  In  the  chair),  as 
in  executive  session,  laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States  submitting  several  nomi- 
nations in  the  Army,  and  a  convention,  which  were  referred 
to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

CONFIRMATION    OF    ANDREW    W.    HOCKIINUUU.    AS    POSTMASTER    AT 

CLOVIS,  N.  MEX. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  as  in  executive  session, 
I  report  favorably  from  the  Committee  on  Post  OflBces  and 
Post  Roads  the  nomination  of  Andrew  W.  Hockenhull  to  be 
postmaster  at  Clovis,  N.  Mex.,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  consideration  and  confirmation  of  the  nomination. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  nomination  is  ccxiflrmed. 

MAXTRICE   LEON 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  a  short  statement 
as  to  the  background  of  Maurice  Lten.  whose  letter.  This  Is 
America's  War.  was  placed  in  the  Congressional  Record 
Saturday  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Who  l8  Maurice  Leon? 

When  readers  cf  the  Congsxssionai.  Rscoro  read  their  Saturday's 
Issue,  they  may  have  read  the  letter  of  Maurice  Lton  In  which  he 
takes  the  position  that  we  had  a  treaty  with  France  to  assist  her 
when  attacked  by  Germany.  Of  course.  It  is  known  by  all  that  a 
treaty  to  be  binding  must  be  ratified  by  the  United  States  Senats 
and  this  was  not. 

However,  that  is  not  the  reason  for  this  statement.     I  feel  the 

people  of  my  country  have  a  right  to  know  the  truth  about  the 

'    background  of  these  individuals  who  are  pronr.otlng  a  propaganda 

drive  to  Involve  us  in  the  war      Who  are  they?     What   Is  their 

'    Interest? 

As  to  Maurice  Lton,  one  will  find  that  he  was  bom  In  Beirut. 
Lebanon  Territory,  and  emigrated  to  the  United  States.  He  was 
educated  In  Parts,  Prance.  In  his  Who's  Who  biography,  he  shows 
that  he  considers  his  activity  preceding  our  entrance  into  the  World 
War  as  one  If  not  the  most  Important  part  of  his  life.  He  says  that 
he  "secured  for  the  French  Government  its  first  war  loans  in  the 
United  States,  flO.000,000  in  November  1914  and  $25,000,000  in 
April  1915,  first  allied  war  bonds  on  the  American  market." 

That  was  the  first  war  loan  to  Prance  after  her  entrance  in  the 
1914-18  World  War.  It  Is  a  part  of  the  (4,220.036,473  owed  by  France 
to  the  United  States. 

History  points  to  the  tremendous  influence  the  loans  had  on  otir 
involvement  in  that  conflict. 

In  the  hearings  of  the  Munitions  Conmilttee.  one  finds  that  Frank 
Vanderllp.  president  of  the  National  City  Bank,  spoke  about  the 
presence  of  Mr.  L^on  on  the  mission  to  get  this  loan. 

It  is  not  that  one  objects  to  his  taking  the  present  p>06itlon  that 
he  does.  But  his  bacliground  and  his  past  connections  show  that 
he  has  been  interested  in  our  Involvement  previously.  As  I  showed 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  many  of  those  speaking  for  our  present 
Involvement  In  the  war  In  Europe  are  and  have  been  Interested  In 
our  past  Involvement.    Let  the  people  have  the  facts. 

Tnis  drtve  to  get  us  In  the  war  is  not  spontaneous.  It  Is  being 
generated  by  paid  forces.  Let  Congress  investigate  them.  After  the 
American  soldiers  are  killed  on  the  battlefield.  It  wUl  be  too  late  to 
start  such  an  Investigation. 
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RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take 
a  recess  until  II  o'clock  a.  m.  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  (at  6  o'clock  p.  m.)  the 
Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow.  Tuesday,  June  18,  1940. 
at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive    nominations    received    by    the    Senate   June    17 
1  (legislative  day  of  May  28),  1940 

I  Appointments  in  the  Regular  Army 

TO  BE  SECOND  LiEUTENANTS.  COAST  ARTILLERY  CORPS,  WITH  RANK 
FROM    DATE    OP    APPOINTMENT 

Joseph  Paul  D'Arezzo 
John  Frederick  Preund 


I  CONFIRMA'nON 

Executive   nomination   confirmed   by   the   Senate   June   17 
(legislative  day  of  May  28).  1940 
Postmaster 

NEW  MEXICO 

Andrew  W.  Hockenhull.  Clovis. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

I      Monday,  June  17,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  William  Bashford  Richards.  D,  D..  pastor  of  the  Delhi 
Methodist  Church.  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Eternal  God,  our  Divine  Father,  alpha  and  omega,  begin- 
ning and  the  end.  Thou  who  hast  created  in  Thine  own  image 
man,  and  set  him  in  the  imiverse  as  its  jewel,  we  present  our- 
selves to  Thee  for  Thy  guidance  and  benediction.  Declare 
Thyself  to  us  in  ideals  and  consciences  that  disturb  our  self- 
complacency  and  that  will  lift  us  toward  nobler  personal  liv- 
ing. We  lift  before  Thee  our  care  for  our  Nation.  Thanks  be 
to  Thee  for  the  great  men  in  ages  past  who  have  saved  Thy 
people,  men  like  unto  ourselves,  who  have  been  willing  to  re- 
move themselves  head  and  shoulders  above  the  multitude  to 
make  tremendous  sacrifices  for  high  principles  and,  having 
done  all,  to  stand.  Today  give  us  again  such  leadership.  Save 
us  as  a  people  from  trust  in  violence,  realizing  that  only 
through  spiritual  ends  can  he  the  establishment  of  that  which 
is  spiritually  good. 

May  Thy  benediction  rest  upon  all  agencies  that  seek  to  es- 
tablish world  peace  and  the  brotherhood  of  man  against  strife 
and  war.    This  we  ask  in  the  Spirit  of  Christ.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Friday,  June  14,  1940, 
was  read  and  approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  9909.  An  act  to  amend  sections  2803  (c)  and  2903  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following 
title: 

H.J. Res. 544.  Joint  resolution  making  appropriations  for 
work  relief  and  relief,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jime  30,  1941. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  5138.  An  act  to  make  unlawful  attempts  to  interfere 
with  the  discipline  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Coast 
Guard:  to  require  the  deportation  of  certain  classes  of  aliens: 
to  require  the  fingerprinting  of  aliens  seeking  to  enter  the 
United  States:  and  for  other  purposes. 


The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  Insists  upon 
its  amendments  to  the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Conn  ally,  Mr.  Miller,  and  Mr. 
Danaher  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  an  amendment  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House 
is  requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  9958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corixiration  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan 
banks:  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
Act,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  Insists  ui»n  its 
amendment  to  the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference  with 
the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon, 
and  appoints  Mr.  Wagner,  Mr.  Barkley.  and  Mr.  Townsend 
to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
rep)ort  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  5982)  entitled  "An  act  for  the  protection 
against  unlawful  use  of  the  badge,  medal,  emblem,  or  other 
insignia  of  veterans'  organizations  incorporated  by  act  of 
Congress,  and  providing  penalties  for  the  violation  thereof." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing title: 

S.  4027.  An  act  to  transfer  the  active  list  of  the  Construction 
Corps  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Vice  President  had 
appointed  Mr.  Barkley  and  Mr.  Gibson  members  of  the 
Joinst  Select  Committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  as  pro- 
vided for  in  the  act  of  February  16,  1889,  as  amended  by  the 
act  of  March  2.  1895.  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  and  pro- 
vide for  the  disposition  of  useless  papers  in  the  executive 
departments."  for  the  disposition  of  executive  papers  in  the 
following  departments  and  agencies: 

1.  Department  of  Agriculture. 

2.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

3.  Department  of  Justice. 

4.  Department  of  the  Navy. 

5.  Department  of  the  Treasury. 

6.  Post  Office  Department. 

7.  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority. 

8.  Federal  Security  Agency,  Office  of  Education. 

9.  Federal  Works  Agency,  Public  Buildings  Administra- 
tion. 

10.  Federal  Works  Agency,  Work  Projects  Administration. 

indebtedness  of  the   REPUBUC  of   FINLAND 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  desires  to  announce  that,  pur- 
suant to  the  authority  granted  him  on  Friday,  June  14,  1940. 
he  did.  on  June  15.  1940.  sign  the  enrolled  Joint  resolution  of 
the  Senate,  Senate  Joint  Resolution  272,  to  authorize  the 
postponement  of  payment  due  the  United  States  by  the  Re- 
public of  Finland. 

relief  appropriations,  1941 

Mr.  CANNON  cf  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 544,  making  appropriations  for  work  relief  and  reUef  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941.  with  Senate  amend- 
ments, disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments,  and  ask  for  a 
conference. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  appointed  the  following  conferees:  Mr. 
Taylor,  Mr.  Cannon  of  Missouri,  Mr.  Woodrcm  of  Virginia, 
Mr.  Ludlow,  Mr.  Snyder,  Mr.  OT^eal,  Mr.  Johnson  of  West 
Virginia,  Mr.  Powers,  Mr.  Wicglesworth.  Mr.  Lambertson, 
and  Mr.  Ditter. 

WAR  DEPARTMENT  CIVIL  FUNCTIONS,   1»41 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  8668)  making 
appropriations  for  the  nonmilitary  establishments,  with  Sen- 
ate amendments  thereto,  further  insist  on  the  disagreement 
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of  the  House  to  the  Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to  the 
further  conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  obJecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  appointed  the  following  conferees:  Mr. 
SirrDEB,  Mr.  Ttrry.  Mr.  Starnm  of  Alabama,  Mr.  Collins. 
Mr.  Kerr,  Mr.  Mahom.  Mr.  Powras,  Mr.  Ehckl.  and  Mr.  Casi 
of  South  Dakota. 

rxTEwsiow  or  reiiarks 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker.  T  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  RecoRD  and  to  include 
a  telegram  received  this  morning. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an  address 
delivered  by  Attorney  General  Jackson  at  Charlottesville. 
Va..  June  14.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 
^       Mr.  HOBBS.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 

extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  in  two  particulars. 

*  one  to  include  an  article  by  former  Congressman  John  Mc- 

Oroarty,  and  the  other  an  article  from  the  American  Legion 

magazine. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ACRICtaTURAL   IMPORTS         " 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

Tbe  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  O'Connor  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.  1 

EXTENSION   OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  a  radio 
address  delivered  by  the  Solicitor  General. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Tbere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
two  short  concurrent  resolutions  which  were  passed  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DISNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  Include  articles  on  the  "fifth 
column"  by  the  Reverend  Rembert  Oilman  Smith. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SWEENEY.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  iinanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  short  editorial 
from  the  Gaelic  American,  of  New  York  City,  entitled  "How 
England  Has  Scrapped  Treaties." 
^    The  SPEAKER.    ^  there  objecUon? 
%}    There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  therein  to  in- 
clude three  editorials  from  the  New  York  Times,  the  Washing- 
ton Post,  and  the  St.  Louis  Star  Times,  relating  to  the  Harry 
Bridges  case. 

The  SPEIAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SPENCE.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
,.  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  resolu- 
».  tion  of  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of  the  city  of  Newport,  Ky. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  speech  by  the  As> 
slstant  Secretary  of  War. 

The  SPEIAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THX  SUGAR  ACT 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  vitally  Important 
to  our  State  of  Colorado  and  to  16  other  States  producing 
beet  sugar  is  the  bill  (H.  R.  9654)  to  extend  to  December  31.' 
1941,  the  provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  Tomorrow, 
Tuesday,  June  18,  this  bill  will  be  brought  before  the  House 
under  a  special  rule.  I  trust  that  all  of  our  friends  will  be 
present  tomorrow  in  order  to  help  adopt  the  rule  and  insure 
the  passage  of  H.  R.  9654.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  OP   REMARKS 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  manimoua 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  letter 
written  by  me  to  the  Desert  News  of  Utah. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

HON.  JONATHAN  BOURNE,  JB. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr.  Pierce  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear  In 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  letter  recently 
written  by  Hon.  Jonathan  Bourne,  Jr..  to  the  Herald  Tribune 
In  New  York,  published  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  and  I  ask 
that  it  all  be  extended  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

extension  op  remarks 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  editorial  from  the 
Washington  Post. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PiTTENCER.  by  unanimous  consent,  was  granted  per- 
mission to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

HARRY  bridges 

Mr.  LELAND  M  FORD.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  draw  your 
attention  to  the  14  ships  tied  up  In  San  Pedro  Harbor.  Some 
of  those  ships  have  materials  on  them  that  would  be  used 
in  our  defense  program. 

I  also  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  situation 
is  the  result  of  a  row  between  Bridges'  C.  I.  O.  water-front 
organization.  This  shows  what  this  man  Bridges  has  l)een 
doing.  I  believe  we  have  dignified  him  when  we  called  him 
a  "fifth  columnist."  I  believe  the  time  has  come  when  we 
can  call  a  spade  a  spade,  and  we  should  now  call  these 
traitors  by  their  first  names,  the  traitors  that  they  are. 

Thank  you.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  felL] 

COL.  CHARLES  A.  LINDBERGH 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute,  and  to  extend  my  remarks  by  In- 
serting   a    radio    address    made    by    Colonel  Lindbergh  on 

Saturday  evening. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  ohJecUon,  it  Is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 
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[Mr.  Knutson  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  iinanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  include  in  my  remarks  the  answer  of  Senator  Pittmak  to 
Colonel  Lindbergh. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  I 
heard  the  speech  of  Senator  Pittman  last  night,  and  I  think 
it  was  one  of  the  worst  speeches  that  any  man  could  possibly 
utter.  It  was  ridiculous,  foolish,  and  it  was  downright  in- 
sane for  a  man  to  make  a  speech  like  that  against  Colonel 
Lindbergh.  I  object  to  such  a  speedi  as  that  going  Into  the 
Record. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  one-half  minute. 

The  SPEIAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  just  want  to  say  that  if 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Rich!  or  any  other 
gentleman  is  going  to  object  to  any  speech  being  put  into 
the  Record,  or  to  anyone  extending  his  remarks,  then  that 
Will  apply  to  all  Members  of  the  House. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw  my  objection,  but  I 
still  maintain  it  was  a  terrible  speech. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  short  article  from  the  Christian  Science  Monitor  on  a  move- 
ment initiated  by  Portland  Post,  No.  1.  of  the  veterans  to  have 
a  fiag  in  every  American  home. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Cali- 
fornia Farm  Bureau  Federation. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Alexander  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  to  insert  all  of  the 
letter  referred  to. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

STRIKE- BOUND   WEST   COAST   SHIPPING 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  read  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  House  a  telegram  addressed  to  me  by  the  Los 
Angeles  Steamship  Association,  as  follows: 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  June  14.  1940. 
Hon.  Representative  Smith  of  Virginia. 

National  Labor  Relatione  Board.  Washington.  D.  C: 

Through  a  jurlfdlctlonal  dispute  between  C.  I.  O.  a-^d  A.  F.  of  L.. 
Consolidated  Shipbuilding  Corporation  at  Long  Beach,  engaged  In 
construct  Ion  four  ships  Maritime  Commission,  now  picketed  by 
C.  I.  O.  ThU  morning.  In  retaliation,  A.  P.  of  L.  picketed  ail  docks 
In  harbor,  with  result  A.  P.  of  L.  truck  drivers  refuse  pass  picket 
line  and  Marine  Plremens  Union  on  American  ship  refiise  keep  steam 
up  and  threaten  leave  ships.  ThU  has  tied  up  this  port.  Fourteen 
American  ships  now  Idle  and  others  ships  will  avoid  calling  here, 
resulting  in  complete  stagnation  aU  water-borne  commerce.  Includ- 
ing handicap  to  airplane  Industry,  ship  construction,  and  other 
teattires  nwtionai  defense.    This  intolerable  situation  over  which  we 


have  no  control  and  earnestly  request  you  use  best  efforts  have 
C.  I.  O.  picket  lines  withdraw  Con.solldated  Corporation  and  A.  F. 
at  L.  picket  line  withdraw  from  docks. 

Los  Ancclks  Stkamship  Association. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.     I  yield. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  one-half  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  apropos  to  what  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  has  just  said,  I  wish  again  to  say  that  to  strike 
against  the  Government  in  time  of  stress  or  to  strike  agaliut 
any  essential  work  of  the  Government  under  such  conditions 
is,  in  fact,  treason  and  it  ought  so  to  be  declared  by  law. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION   OP   REMARKS 

Mr,  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  radio  address  I  made  last  night  over  a  national 
hock-up  in  reply  to  Walter  WinchelL 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Thorkelson  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  ap- 
pear in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

STTBVERSIVE  ACTIVITIES  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  DONDEflO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  DonderoI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  morning  newspaper  car- 
ries the  information  that  on  last  Saturday  night  in  the  State 
of  Michigan  an  attempt  was  made  to  blow  up  an  ammimition 
train  and  to  destroy  the  railroad  tunnel  which  connects  the 
State  of  Michigan  with  the  Dominion  of  Canada  between 
Samia.  Ontario,  and  Port  Huron,  Mich.  The  attempt  was 
made  by  boring  holes  in  the  bottom  of  a  freight  car.  stuffing 
oil-soaked  rags  through  the  holes,  and  setting  the  car  on 
fire.  The  attempt  missed  the  ammunition  train  by  a  few 
minutes  but  they  did  get  a  car  containing  airplane  moton 
which  were  on  their  way  to  Canada. 

If  there  is  any  doubt  In  the  mind  of  any  person  In  this 
country  that  we  do  not  have  subversive  Interests  actively  at 
work  and  that  the  "fifth  column"  actually  exists  in  the 
United  States,  this  piece  of  information  ought  to  remove  that 
doubt  at  once  and  forever.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

THE  AMERICAN   LEGION  ON   PREPAREDNESS   AND   INTERVENTION 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  I  Mr.  Case]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  read 
three  or  four  sentences  from  a  special  message  by  Raymond 
J.  Kelly,  national  commander  of  the  American  Legion,  ap- 
pearing in  the  National  Legionnaire,  expressing  the  official 
viewpoint  of  the  national  organization  in  the  present 
emergency: 

For  20  long  years  the  Legion  raised  Its  voice  to  the  lilghest 
pitch  In  the  effort  to  arouse  the  Nation  to  the  need  for  an  ade- 
quate national  defense.     Few  listened. 

There  Is  no  change  In  the  official  position  of  the  American 
Legion  In  regard  to  the  neutrality  of  the  United  States.  •  •  • 
The  Legion  believes  In  the  protection  at  all  hazards  of  the  free 
peoples  of   the  Western  Hemisphere  as  our  primary  obligation. 
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•  •  •  Wblle  we  are  lll-«qulppe<l  to  provide  even  «  minimum 
of  protection  for  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  It  U  Idle  to  consider  the 
feasibility  of  entering  Into  the  great  conflict  across  the  Atlantic. 
With  what  would  we  intervene?  How  would  we  make  our  poten- 
tUl  strength  felt  short  of  2  or  3  years?  •  •  •  The  safety  of 
America   transcends   any   political   l£«ue. 

[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  feUI 

EXTCIfSION   or   RCMAUCS 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanlmotis 
consent  to  place  the  entire  article  by  Mr.  Kelly  in  the  Appen- 
dix of  the  RtcoRD. 

The  SPEAiOCR.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  CasbJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  8CHIFFLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanlmotis  content 
to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Rscord  and  to 
include  an  editorial  on  Our  Flag. 

The  IFIAKER.  Is  there  otajf^ctlon  to  the  request  oLtbe 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  I  Mr.  ScMxyrtul? 

Thrrc  was  no  objection. 

Mr,  SCHtrrLER.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  fixlrnd  my  own  remarks  in  the  Ricoud  and  to  Inrlude  a 
rtdio  ■ddrrns  mnde  by  my  collPHftui*  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  I  Mr,  Han  ton  I, 

Thf  Ht«]i;ARI>in.  ts  there  objection  to  the  lequcst  of  the 
gentlemiin  frtim  Went  Virffttiii  I  Mr.  »<*MtrriJNlf 

There  «VMii  hM  objei  (Inrt 

■eUt^lTATK^N  ur  MtiMiMHti   ffiN   fHI    tf4«   t»MMy«NAfW  Ml* 

VMNttMM  Hum 

tlTi  IIIEN{)I$II    Mr.  ttNtuktr.  I  »«k  unimlmouA  ponsent  to 

The  aPIAXm.  Is  there  objection  to  the  requocit  of  the 
gentlfrimn  from  Ohio  iMr.  BsNPBtl? 

TlJere  was  no  objertlon. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  ft  substantial  clUsen  of 
Cleveland  writes  me  as  follows; 

Of  course,  you  have  heard,  porhnps  from  many  sources,  the 
tactics  being  used  by  solicitors  of  "advertising"  in  the  1940  Demo< 
cratlc  Convention  Book.  There  are  several  methods  used  here 
which  are  arousing  the  animosity  of  the  person  solicited  and  should. 
If  possible,  t>e  written  into  the  Congressional  Rscoao. 

One  method  employed  Is  a  telegram  sent  by  the  Democratic 
National  Committee.  Washington,  to  the  person  to  be  solicited, 
stating  that  a  solicitor  will  call  on  him  in  connection  with  a  mat- 
ter of  considerable  Interest  to  the  corporation  to  be  solicited.  In 
most  cases  the  corporation  solicited  Is  working  on  Government 
contracts,  either  as  prlnclpwU  contractor  or  subcontractor.  Two 
solicitors  are  operating  in  Cleveland,  and  practically  stating  to 
such  corporations  that  unless  they  take  out  advertising  space  they 
need  not  expect  to  ever  again  quote  on  Government  work.  In 
some  cases  the  statements  are  msde  clearly  and  without  equivoca- 
tion. In  other  cases  the  language  Is  more  guarded,  but  the  same 
Implication  Is  prei>ent.  W.  J.  Bright  and  Art  White  are  reported 
to  be  solicitors  in  greater  Cleveland. 

KXTXNSZON   OF   KEMARKS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to 
include  an  address  delivered  by  Howard  W.  Bessy  before  the 
annual  convention  of  the  Virginia  Coal  Merchants'  Associa- 
tion. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Johnson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VREELAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
short  editorial. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  VrxelandJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Wnmx  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

PERKISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOITSI 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Gross]. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  been  listening  on  the 
radio  and  reading  in  the  newspapers  trying  to  follow  the 
President  in  his  international  dealings,  and  I  hear  him  using 
the  term  "I"  so  much  that  I,  with  the  rest  of  the  American 
people,  am  beginning  to  wonder  why  the  State  Department. 
Congress,  and  he  are  not  cooperating.  I  am  sure  the  country 
would  feel  much  more  at  ease  if  he  would  say.  "We  have  done 
thus  and  so  by  way  of  the  Department  of  State."  I  wonder 
if  it  is  possible  that  the  President  has  loet  confidence  in  cer- 
tain departments  of  the  Government  that  he  is  assuming  so 
murh  responsibility  himself.  In  the  last  few  years  I  have 
heard  so  much  from  the  "I's"  in  Germany  and  in  Italy  that 
It  makes  me  sick  to  hear  It  In  the  United  States  of  America. 
There  is  no  reanon  why  we  should  be  interested  so  much  in 
Europe's  war.  It  Is  Just  one  more  of  their  wars.  In  1804 
Napoleon  rode  into  Berlin  as  a  conqueror.  In  1170  Bismarck 
rode  into  Paris  as  a  conqueror.  In  1011  Olemenceau  rode 
over  Germany  In  the  Versailles  Treaty:  ind  in  1040  Hitler 
rode  into  l*aris  as  a  conqtirror.  During  all  those  years  from 
1I06  to  1040  America  wrnt  ahead.  And  I  Ihiiiti  wi  will  keip 
Roing  Ahead  without  so  much  "t" 

(Here  the  givil  fclM 

latlNRlOM  Of  NIMANNa 

Mr  HttAnqn  of  MlKhlgNn.  Mr  MtifMlii'f.  I  hoIi  unNhimoui 
•eiMtent  Im  »'Ntt^hil  tny  own  rt>mMrli«  Iti  (h#  Hkqm  »nd  to  m* 
eiudf  twd  iHhi0N  iMUfd  t>y  the  Wmi*  Dt»yiirimfftt. 

The  M^KAKKH     fn  (Iteiti  iilBj0(<llon  Iti  th«  rt^UfKt  Of  thf 

gentlfiiiHii  frum  Miclustn  iMr.  WHAriRlf 

There  wam  no  objautlon, 

Mr  KUNKSL  Mr  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  this  morning's  Wtuhlngton  Pout. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  th« 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There   was   no  objection.  4 

Mr.  NORTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  editorial  by  Gen.  Hugh  Johnson. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wyoming? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan?  * 

There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  why  risk  our  involvement  in  war 
by  maintaining  two  American  cruisers  and  four  destroyers 
at  Lisbon,  Portugal,  in  the  midst  of  the  war  zone?  Suppose 
a  German  or  Italian  submarine  takes  a  potshot,  mistaking 
them  for  Allied  warships?  It  is  likely  to  happen  in  the  war 
zone.  I  am  informed  that  our  warships  have  no  American 
flags  painted  on  their  sides  and  use  no  spotlights  on  the  flag 
at  night.  Why  look  for  trouble  by  ordering  these  warships 
into  the  war  zone?  It  must  be  eml)arrassing  to  little  Portugal, 
who  wants  to  keep  out  of  the  European  war. 

Why  use  Lisbon  as  a  base,  without  any  urgent  need,  and 
nm  the  risk  of  having  our  cruisers  sunk  to  add  fuel  to  the 
war  hysteria  and  increase  the  booming  of  the  war  drums  in 
America? 

At  any  rate  American  merchant  ships  have  finally  l)een 
ordered  out  of  the  Mediterranean   and   on   the   basis   of 
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better  late  than  never  we  can  heave  a  sigh  of  relief  and 
let  it  go  at  that.    [Applause.] 

gXTCfSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask~  imanlmous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  therein  a 
Statement  by  the  United  Government  Employees.  Inc. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DOXEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  and 
include  therein  certain  resolutions  adopted  by  the  State  Dem- 
ocratic convention  recently  held  In  Mississippi  endorsing 
President  Roosevelt  for  a  third  term  and  Senator  Pat 
Hirrison  for  Vice  Progident. 

The  SPEAKZR.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gcntlrman  from  Mlsslstlppl? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Oiym  of  Oallfornit.  Mr.  Speiker,  X  uk  unanlmoui 
eonNnt  to  extend  my  own  rrmarlu  in  the  Ricomp  and  include 
therein  some  cleotion  statements. 

Th«  IPIAXBI.  Xi  Ihfrt  otojMtlon  to  tht  riqueft  of  thi 
irnilrman  from  Calif ornlif 

Tilt' re  was  ho  objectiotli 

Mr.  LIWIB  of  Oolofido.  Mr.  t^pptkkpt,  I  Mk  Uhinimnua 
eohsrtii  to  pNii'Md  my  nwn  rHnafkn  im  \hp  AppchdlN  of  ihc 
Ktfi  tm  gild  iticluae  thertlh  a  short  taliuiiilon  |N'«|Mred  by 
n\¥f>p^t,  ^  ^  ^ 

Tiio  HfiAKUl,  III  (h«rf  oWMtion  (0  thf  r»(iu#Ht  af  tht 
l^iutt^nmii  trum  OolorRdof 

Thire  WM  no  objMtien. 

OOOTMfT  Oaiiwbar 

■nte  ■FKAIOeR.  This  is  Consent  Calendar  day,  The  Clerk 
WtU  OftU  the  fUit  bUl  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 

paosamaquoddy  bay 

The  Clerk  called  the  Joint  resolution  (8.  J.  Res.  67)  author- 
izing the  Secretary  of  War  to  cause  a  completion  of  surveys, 
test  borings,  and  foundation  Investigations  to  be  made  to 
determine  the  advisability  and  cost  of  putting  in  a  small 
exp>crimental  plant  for  development  of  tidal  power  in  the 
waters  in  and  about  Passamaquoddy  Bay,  the  cost  thereof  to 
be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  for 
such  examinations. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  that 
the  joint  resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKIER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TOLL  BRIDGE  ACROSS  THE  MISSOURI  RIVER,  OMAHA,  NEBR. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7069.  authorizing 
Douglas  County.  Nebr..  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a 
toll  bridge  across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Florence 
Station,  in  the  city  of  Omaha.  Nebr. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

TTie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection, 

AMENDMENT  OF  CROP-LOAN  LAW 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  biU,  H.  R.  7878.  to  amend  the 
crop-loan  law  relating  to  the  lien  imposed  thereimder.  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

COMPENSATION  FOR  SPECIAL  COTTNSEL  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  4366.  to  authorize  the 
payment  of  additional  compensation  to  special  assistants  to 
the  Attorney  General  in  the  case  of  United  States  against 
Doheny  executors. 


Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  being  a  minority  re- 
port on  this  bill.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  Of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CHANGING  THE  TIME  OF  APPOINTMENT  OF  PRFSIDENTIAL  ELECT0R8 
AND  THE  ELECTION  OF  SENATORS  AND  REPRESENTATIVES  IN 
CONCRCSS 

The  aerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8700,  to  change  the 
time  of  the  appointment  of  Prctldcntlal  electors  and  the 
election  of  Senators  and  Representatives  In  Congress. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr,  Spenker.  I  ask  unanimous  conMllt 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

rRXNTXNO    or  irBKCHKa    AND   WRtTtNOi   Of   gOMUWD    BVRKI   Ai   A 

itnvii  oocvMiirr 

The  Clrrk  callrd  the  joint  rrsolution  (M.  J,  Res.  107)  to 
ttrrtvidc  for  the  printing  of  the  sperchoe  and  wrltingi  of 
IDdtTiund  Burkr  m  •  Houst  document. 

Mr,  XEAN,  Mr.  SpPiikrr,  I  Mk  unkntmoui  goiMfiii  thai 
tht'  Jiiiht  iPMilutinn  b4<  imM«*  U  nvi^r  wiihciul  ttr«<JudiiMi, 

Ttip  Mt^RAKti^n  1m  ihnrt*  objKHiun  to  the  rvquMl  of  thf 
gpitiUitmit  ftniM  Npw  ilptMeyf 

Titfia  was  ito  ttUiPvUm, 

nVU  ehRAHAMfl  Iff  AI.AMM 

•n»»  0^^rk  rttllf^rt  \\\*>  nt^m  bill,  H  a,  NHM,  in  flU<hftHw  th« 
X^lislaturti  pf  tht)  Tt^rrtUtry  gf  A\MkA  \^  pr^ttiti  a  publip  pur> 
poi'Ate  Hull>orl(y  to  undortnkB  Nium  rltfttrAnPD  »nd  projects  ta 
provide  dwelling  aooommodtttlons  for  famlUHs  of  low  incomo 
and  to  i«kue  bunds  and  othur  obligations  of  the  authority  for 
such  purpotie,  and  for  other  piuixMei. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Ohio,  Mr.  CLgvKNOER,  Mr.  Qgogg,  and  Mr.  Rich 
objected. 

LEAVE   OF   ABSENCE   AT    GOVERNMENT    PRINTINO    OFFICE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  71, 
relating  to  pay  to  certain  employees  of  the  Government  Print- 
ing Office  for  uncompensated  leave  earned  during  the  fiscal 
year  1932. 

Mr.  RICH,  Mr.  CRAWFORD,  and  Mr.  TABER  objected. 

BIOGRAPHICAL    DIRECTORY    OF    THE    AMERICAN    CONGRESS 

Tlie  Clerk  called  the  next  business.  House  Concurrent  Res- 
olution 54,  authorizing  the  printing  of  a  revised  edition  of  the 
Biographical  Directory  of  the  American  Congress  up  to  and 
including  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TEMPORARY  DETAIL  OF  J.  L.  SAVAGI 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7254,  authorizing  the 
temporary  detail  of  J.  L.  Savage,  an  employee  of  the  United 
States,  to  service  under  the  Government  of  the  State  of  New 
South  Wales.  Australia. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  is 
there  anybody  here  to  explain  this  bill? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  might  state  to  the  gen- 
tleman that  John  Savage,  who  is  an  employee  of  our  Govern- 
ment in  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  has  been  the  supervising  engineer  for  a  large 
number  of  dams  throughout  the  United  States.  He  has  con- 
structed over  a  billion  dollars'  worth  of  such  projects  In  this 
country  during  past  years.  Agents  from  Australia  and  from 
India  have  come  to  the  United  States  to  inspect  some  of  these 
dams  with  a  view  to  constructing  similar  projects  in  their 
own  countries.  Mr.  Savage  was  detailed  to  go  with  them  and 
show  them  about  the  United  States  in  their  inspection  of  the 
dams  throughout  the  country.  They  have  specifically  re- 
quested that  he  be  detailed  to  temporary  duty  in  Australia, 
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as  well  as  In  India,  In  order  that  he  might  aid  them  In  devil- 
ing plans  for  such  construction  in  their  own""coiintrles.  It  is 
at  the  instance  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  that  the 
bill  was  introduced  and  reported  favorably  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman jrleld? 

Mr.  TABER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
Australia  Is  at  war  today,  does  the  gentleman  believe  it 
would  conform  to  American  neutrality  to  pass  this  special 
act  and  have  a  high  ofDclal  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment  irfaced  on  the  pay  roll  and  render  services  for  Aus- 
tralia, which  coimtry  is  at  war  at  this  very  moment? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  see  any  connec- 
tion between  neutrality  and  this  being  done,  if  we  are  Just 
providing  engineering  services  for  a  Job  that  is  to  be  done  by 
them. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  object  to  this  imneutral 
bill.  Mr.  Speaker. 

There  being  no  further  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc^  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  la 
authorizrd.  if  he  finds  that  the  public  Interest  renders  such  a  course 
advisable,  to  detaU  J.  L.  Savage,  chief  designing  engineer  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation.  Department  of  the  Interior,  for  temporary 
service  under  the  Government  of  the  State  of  New  South  Wales, 
Australia.  Such  detail.  If  authorized  by  the  President,  shall  be  mtule 
In  accortUinoe  with  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  May 
25.  1038  (53  Stat.  442),  as  amended  May  3,  1939  (Public,  No.  63. 
76th  Cong.). 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  8.  strike  out  the  period  after  the  word  "Australia" 
and  insert  "and  the  Oovemment  of  the  Punjab.  India." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  authorizing 
the  temporary  detail  of  John  L.  Savage,  an  employee  of  the 
United  States,  to  service  under  the  Government  of  the  State 
of  New  South  Wales,  Australia,  and  the  Government  of  the 
Punjab,  India." 

ROMK   UNIVERSAL   EXPOSITICN,    1942 

The  Clerk  called  House  Joint  Resolution  486,  authorizing 
the  acceptance  of  the  invitation  of  the  Government  of  Italy 
to  participate  In  the  Rome  Universal  Ebcposition  to  be  held 
at  Rome.  Italy,  in  1942. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  this  exposition  has  been 
Indefinitely  postponed.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
resolution  be  laid  upon  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  asks 
unanimous  consent  that  the  resolution  be  laid  upon  the  table. 
Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TWO  MOUNTS  FOR  CAVALRY  OmcraS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  5478)  to  provide  for  the 
maintenance,  at  public  expense,  of  two  mounts  for  ofQcers 
of  the  Regular  Army  who  are  designated  as  mount  oflBcers. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Bfr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  right  to  object  to 
ask  whoever  is  in  charge  of  this  bill  some  questions.  Why 
should  we  want  two  horses  now  for  a  Cavalry  officer?  Is  not 
that  somewhat  out  of  date? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  War  Department  has 
requested  this  legislation  In  view  of  the  fact  that  practically 
all  of  the  officers  of  the  Cavalry  now  have  two  horses  which 
they  use  in  connection  with  their  duties.  The  law  provides 
for  only  one  at  Government  expense.  However,  it  is  found 
that  a  second  mount  is  necessary,  and  for  that  reason  prac- 
tically all  of  the  officers  do  maintain  at  their  own  expense 
a  second  moimt.  although  this  second  motmt  is  used  for 
military  purposes.    As  a  result,  the  Department  fecb  that  It 


Is  not  fair  to  the  officer  to  call  upon  him  to  take  care  of  that 
additional  amount  out  of  his  own  pocket.  The  second  mount 
is  used  for  military  purposes,  and  the  Department  feels  that 
the  Government  should  stand  the  cost,  and  as  a  result  has 
requested  the  introduction  of  this  legislation  and  its  favor- 
able consideration  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  RICTH.  Does  not  the  gentleman  think  that  today,  with 
mechanized  warfare,  horses  are  inadequate  as  implements 
of  war? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  There  are  certain  types  of  terrain  over 
which  a  horse  is  stiU  the  only  feasible  means  of  transporta- 
tion. There  are  certain  activities  that  horses  can  perform 
better  than  any  other  means  of  transportation.  In  good 
terrain  tanks  are  satisfactory,  but  there  are  places  where  a 
tank  cannot  go  where  a  horse  can  go.  As  a  result,  the  gen- 
tleman will  find  that  no  particular  military  weapon  ever 
becomes  obsolete.  All  we  do  Is  to  multiply  the  types,  or  add 
to  them,  but  you  can  never  entirely  eliminate  any  of  them 
when  once  introduced  into  military  science. 

Mr.  RICH.  Will  these  horses  l>e  used  for  military  work, 
or  are  they  for  riding  outside  for  pleasure? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  My  understanding  is  that  the  second 
mount  is  to  be  used  for  military  purposes.  I  am  quite  sure 
if  the  gentleman  checks  up  on  the  use  of  horses  he  will  find 
there  is  very  little  polo  playing  or  other  social  activities  which 
are  carried  on  on  horseback. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Bilr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.     Yes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  So  that  we  might  not  go 
back  to  the  "horse  and  buggy"  days,  I  believe  the  gentleman 
will  get  his  bill  passed  if  he  will  favor  an  amendment  to  pro- 
vide these  high  officers  with  one  horse  and  one  motorcycle. 
Let  them  use  the  motorcycle  when  they  need  it  and  ride  the 
horse  when  they  need  it. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SPRINGER,  Mr.  HORTON.  and  Mr.  SCHAPER  of 
Wisconsin  objected. 

DELIVERY  or  FIRST-CLASS  MAIL   MATTER 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3667>  providing  for  the  local 
delivery  rate  on  certain  flrst-cIass  mail  matter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection?  [After  a  pause.  1 
The  Chair  hears  none. 

Mr.  MOSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  THILL  and  Mr.  SECCOMBE  objected  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    Three  objections  are  required. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  withhold  my  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  withhold  my  objection. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
the  objections  come  too  late. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  Is  Inclined  to  be  lenient  about 
that.    They  have  withheld  their  objections. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  I  imderstand  there  were  three  objections 
and  the  gentlemen  are  withholding  theh:  objections.  Would 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  accept  an  amendment  to 
strike  out  the  last  line?  If  so.  I  will  ofTer  that  amendment. 
I  do  not  object  to  this  bill. 

Mr.  BARRY.    I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  read. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  While  I  am  on  my  feet,  the  amendment 
merely  strikes  out  the  last  proviso,  "provided,  such  county 
is  entirely  within  the  corporate  limits  of  the  city."  In  that 
way  other  coimtles — Cook  County,  Dl.;  Los  Angeles  County, 
Calif.;  and  Hennepin  County,  Minn.;  and  other  counties- 
could  get  the  benefit  of  this  legislation.  I  hope  this  amend- 
ment Is  acceptable.  I  am  hoping  that  the  three  objectors 
will  withhold  their  objections. 

Mr.  BARRY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CHURCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARRY.  The  gentleman's  amendment  entirely  de- 
stroys this  bill,  which  is  designed  to  equalize  the  situation  In 
New  York  City,  where  four  counties,  or  boroughs,  have  a 
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2-cent  postal  rate  within  their  confines,  and  one  county, 
wholly  within  the  corporate  city,  the  county  of  Queens,  has 
four  separate  areas  where  the  people  are  paying  a  3-cent  rate. 
I  discussed  this  bill  with  the  gentleman.  The  Committee  on 
the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads  has  held  complete  hearings 
and  has  reported  It  out  unanimously  on  three  occasions.  The 
House  has  passed  it  twice.  The  gentleman's  amendment  de- 
feats the  entire  purpose  of  the  bill,  and  we  might  Just  as  well 
have  no  bill  at  all. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 
Mr.  CHURCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  As  I  understand  the  gentleman's 
amendment,  it  will  affect  Los  Angeles  County  in  this  respect: 
Outlying  pomts  within  that  cotmty  will  receive  the  benefit  of 
the  2-ccnt  postage  rates  within  that  area? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  That  is  right.  The  same  thing  will  apply 
to  Cook  County,  111.,  a  part  of  which  I  have  the  honor  to  rep- 
resent; also  Hennepin  County,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  As  I  have 
stated,  I  do  not  object  to  this  bill.  I  have  a  lot  of  sympathy 
for  the  gentleman's  position,  but,  in  view  of  the  objections, 
then  it  seems  to  me  the  gentleman  should  want  the  bill  with 
this  amendment,  and  then  his  cotmty,  which  is  entirely  within 
the  city  of  New  York— and  that  is  what  this  bill  does  with  this 
proviso  in  it — his  city  will  get  the  benefit  of  this  bill  as 
amended  by  my  amendment.  Then  Cook  County,  111.,  Hen- 
nepin County,  Minn.,  and  Los  Angeles  County  will  get  the 
benefit  of  the  legislation  also;  and,  it  seems  to  me,  that  those 
counties  are  Just  as  compact  smd  just  as  much  entitled  to 
the  benefit  of  this  legislation.  The  bill  has  always  been  pre- 
pared that  way. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  CHURCH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL.  The  situations  to  which  the 
gentleman  refers  are  not  comparable  at  all  to  this.  You  are 
asking  for  an  extension  of  this  rate  without  city  limits.  This 
bill  applies  to  a  county  within  a  city.  If  you  pass  the  amend- 
ment which  you  have  offered,  you  will  have  towns  and  villages 
and  counties  outside  of  a  city  receiving  the  2-cent  postal  rate 
the  same  as  in  the  city.  We  do  not  ask  for  that.  We  simply 
want  the  2-cent  postal  rate  within  the  county  of  Queens, 
which  is  wholly  within  New  York  City. 

Mr.  CHURCH.    I  understand  that  the  Borough  of  Queens. 
N.  Y.,  is  entirely  within  the  city  of  New  York. 
Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL.    That  is  right. 
Mr.  CHURCH.    And  that  this  bill  as  drawn  with  this  pro- 
viso m  it  will  take  care  of  your  situation. 
Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL.    That  is  right. 
Mr.  CHURCH.     But  the  territories  in  Cook  County  and  in 
these  other  counties  I  have  mentioned,  with  their  outlying 
towns,  are  just  as  compact  as  the  territory  m  towns  in  your 
county.    The  gentleman  understands  I  am  not  objecting  to 
the  bill.    I  told  him  I  did  not.    But  there  are  persons  who 
are  interested.    I  told  the  gentleman  I  would  not  object. 
There  are,  however,  three  objectors  here,  which  will  strike 
your  bill  from  the  Consent  Calendar,  and  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  merit  in  this  bill  as  amended,  and  I  believe  the  gentle- 
man should  accept  the  amendment,  and  you  will  have  legis- 
lation that  will  give  you  the  benefit  of  the  2-cent  rate. 
The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  CHURCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Post  Office  Department 
Is  going  in  the  red  from  eighty  to  one  hundred  million  dollars  a 
year?  This  administration  gave  you  the  3-cent  postage  and 
some  of  these  towns  are  sick  and  tired  of  it  and  want  to  get 
rid  of  the  3-cent  postage.  You  will  never  get  rid  of  the 
3-cent  postage  and  keep  the  Post  Office  Department  operat- 
ing without  a  deficit. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  CHURCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ALEIXANDER.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
know  that  In  my  own  home  district,  where  this  matter  is  a 
problem,  it  is  costing  a  lot  more  money  to  send  the  postmen 


out  with  mail  that  cannot  be  delivered  because  It  does  not 
have  the  3-cent  stamp,  then  back  to  the  main  office,  then  t 
letter  or  two  to  the  person  who  dispatched  the  letter,  and 
before  you  get  through  you  spend  a  lot  more  time  and  money 
than  you  would  save  by  not  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  MASON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman,  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads.  I  realize  he  la 
prcbab'y  in  favor  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  MASON.  The  Post  Office  Committee  went  on  record 
unanimously  three  times  for  this  bill.  If  you  complicate  it 
by  bringing  in  the  county  that  is  not  within  a  city  district, 
then  you  are  going  to  ruin  the  bill.  It  seems  to  me.  It  Is  a 
different  situation  entirely. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  I  understand  the  Congress  has  passed  this 
bill  three  times  the  way  I  am  amending  it. 

Mr.  MASON.     Oh,  no,  no.     It  was  vetoed  the  last  time. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the  regulsr 
order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  regular  order  is.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MOSER.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER.  One  objection  is  heard,  not  a  sufficient 
number. 

There  being  no  further  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  a« 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  proviso  In  section  1001  of  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1932  (relating  to  postal  rates)  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"Provided.  That  such  additional  rate  shall  not  apply  to  first-class 
matter  mailed  for  local  delivery  or  for  delivery  wholly  within  a 
county  the  popuatlon  of  which  exceeds  1.000.000.  provided  said 
county  is  entirely  within  a  corporate  city." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

DESIGNATIMG    THE    PERSON    TO    ACT    AS    PRESIDENT    T7NDBR    CERTAIN 

CIRCXTMSTANCES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9462,  designating  the 
person  who  shall  act  as  President  if  a  President  shall  not  have 
been  chosen  before  the  time  fixed  for  the  beginning  of  his 
term,  or  when  neither  a  President-elect  nor  a  Vice  President- 
elect shall  have  qualified. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  untmimous  consent  that 
this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice.  Because  of 
the  importance  of  this  measure  it  ought  to  have  more  discus- 
sion than  the  unanimous  Consent  Calendar  proceedings 
permit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

UTE   INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  72.  to  amend  the  act  en- 
titled "An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United  States 
Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate,  and  render 
judgment  on  any  and  all  claims  which  the  Ute  Indians  or  any 
tribe  or  band  thereof  may  have  against  the  United  States,  and 
for  other  purposes."  approved  June  28,  1938. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ENROLUCD  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  5944,  to  carry  out  cer- 
tain obligations  to  certain  enrolled  Indians  under  tribal 
agreement. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man withhold  his  objection? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  withhold  my  objection  to 
permit  the  gentleman  to  msdce  a  statement. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  we  may  not  have  another  opportunity  to  consider 
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this  blU.  I  shall  endeavor  to  clear  up  any  objection  that 
might  be  expressed  to  its  passage. 

This  bill  merely  provides  that  Indians  who  have  paid 
taxes  they  should  not  have  paid  may  have  a  chance  to 
file  for  a  refund.  You  will  notice  from  the  letter  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  that  he  makes  the  following 
statement: 

Many  mdtans  who  have  received  allotmenta  of  land  pursuant 
to  tribal  treatlpa  or  agreements  with  the  United  States  were 
guarant«cd  exemption  from  taxation  as  to  their  allotmenta  by 
the  terms  of  the  treaties  or  aigreements. 

It  has  been  held  that  such  exemption  la  a  vested  contractual 
property  right  which  cannot  legally  be  set  aflde  and  denied  the 
Indians  tmder  the  fifth  amenUment  to  the  Constitution. 

These  Indians  have  paid  these  taxes.  This  bill  is  merely 
to  give  them  a  chance  to  seek  recovery  of  the  tax  that  Is 
all.  Certainly  the  gentleman  would  not  object  to  that  kind 
of  procedure. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  In  answer  to  the  gentleman's  suggestion 
that  there  may  not  be  much  more  time  within  which  to 
consider  this  bill,  let  me  say  that  I  do  not  agree  with  hlni*. 
I  think  the  House  will  be  in  session  for  some  time  to  come. 
Secondly,  this  bill  established  a  precedent,  and  that  is  the 
reason  for  my  request. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  certainly  this  bill  does  not  establish  a 
precedent,  because  the  right  of  Indians  to  apply  for  a  re- 
fund of  taxes  illegally  collected  is  a  precedent  that  has  been 
established  in  all  cases  where  the  courts  have  invalidated 
taxes. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota  that  the  "Treasury  Department  does  feel  that  this 
would  establish  a  precedent,  in  that  every  claim  now  barred 
by  the  statute  of  limitations  would  be  opened  up  under 
the  provisions  of  this  bill.  It  is  estimated  there  are  from 
1.000  to  1.500  cases. 

I  contend  that  a  bill  of  this  character  should  receive 
further  discussion  than  can  be  given  it  on  the  call  of  the 
Consent  Calendar. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The  Congress  has  many  times 
passed  legislation  extending  the  time  under  which  people 
were  entitled  to  apply  for  refund  of  taxes. 

Mr.  RCX3ERS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    I  jrleld. 

Mr.  RCX3ERS  of  Oklahoma.  Regardless  of  what  the  cost 
might  be  if  the  taxes  were  collected  illegally  should  not  the 
claimants  recover? 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  that 
this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York  and  Mr.  COSTELLO  objected. 

AUTHOUZZMC    FAKTIdPATIOIf    OF    STATES    IN    CERTAIN    REVENUKS 

FROM  NATIONAL  PARKS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9535.  to  authorize  the 
participation  of  States  in  certain  revenues  from  national 
parks,  national  monuments,  and  other  areas  under  the  ad- 
ministrative jurisdiction  of  the  National  Park  Service,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Warren).  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

TOLL   BRIDGE  ACROSS   THE   STRAITS  OF  MACKINAC  NEAR   ST.  ICNACS. 

MICH. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  txill,  S.  1379,  granting  the  consent 
of  Congress  to  the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  Authority  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  toil  bridge  or  series  of  bridges, 
causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  Straits  of 
Mackinac  at  or  near  a  point  between  St.  Ignace.  Mich.,  and 
the  lower  i)eninsula  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  IMr.  DonoxroJ? 
There  was  no  objection. 

BRIDGE   OVER    MISSISSIPPI    RTVES    AT   OR    NEAR    KEOKTTK,    IOWA. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  5382,  authorizing  the  - 
city  of  Keokuk.  Iowa,  to  purchase,  construct,  maintain,  and 
operate  a  toll  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near 
Keokuk,  Iowa. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  folld^s: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  order  to  promote  interstate  com- 
merce. Improve  the  postal  service,  and  provide  for  military  and  other 
purposes,  the  city  of  Keokuk.  Iowa,  or  Its  assigns,  be.  and  Is  hereby, 
authorized  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  bridge  and  ap- 
proaches thereto  across  the  Mississippi  River,  at  a  point  suitable  to 
the  Interests  of  navigation,  at  or  near  Keokuk,  Iowa,  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  regtilate  the  con- 
struction of  bridges  over  navigable  waters."  approved  March  23. 
1906,  and  subject  to  the  conditions  and  limitations  conUlned  In 
this  act.  For  like  purposes,  the  city  of  Keokuk,  Iowa,  or  Its  assigns, 
is  hereby  authorized  to  purchase,  maintain,  and  operate  the  exist- 
ing bridge  for  vehicular  trafBc  crossing  the  Mlsalaslppl  River  at  or 
near  the  city  of  Keokuk.  Iowa,  and  said  bridge  after  purchase  shsU 
be  operated  and  maintained  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  to  regulate  the  construction  of  bridges  over  naviga- 
ble waters,"  approved  March  23,  1906.  and  subject  to  the  conditions 
and  limitations  contained  In  this  act. 

Sec.  2.  Tb|rre  Is  hereby  conferred  upon  the  city  of  Keokuk,  Iowa, 
all  such  rights  and  powers  to  enter  upon  lands  and  to  acquire,  con- 
demn, occupy,  powew.  and  use  real  estate  and  other  property  needed' 
for  the  purchase,  location,  construction,  maintenance,  and  operation 
of  any  such  bridge  and  its  approaches  as  are  possessed  by  railroad 
corporations  for  railroad  purposes  or  by  bridge  corporations  for 
bridge  purposes  In  the  State  in  which  such  real  estate  or  other 
property  Is  situated,  upon  making  just  compensation  therefor,  to 
be  ascertained  and  paid  according  to  the  laws  of  such  State,  and 
the  proceedings  therefor  shall  l>e  the  same  as  In  the  condemnation 
or  expropriation  of  property  for  public  purposes  In  such  State. 

Sec.  3.  The  said  city  of  Keokuk,  Iowa,  Is  hereby  authorized  to 
fix  and  charge  tolls  for  transit  over  such  bridge,  and  the  rates  of 
toll  so  fixed  shall  be  the  legal  rates  until  changed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  under  the  authority  contained  In  the  act  of  March 
23,  1906. 

Sec.  4.  In  fixing  the  rates  of  toll  to  be  charged  for  the  tise  of  such 
bridge  the  same  shall  be  so  adjusted  as  to  provide  a  fund  sufficient 
to  pay  for  the  reasonable  cost  of  maintaining,  repairing,  and  operat- 
ing the  bridge  ana  Its  approaches  under  economical  management, 
and  to  provide  a  sinking  fund  sufficient  to  amortize  the  cost  of  such 
bridge  and  its  approaches.  Including  reasonable  interest  and  financ- 
ing cost,  as  soon  as  possible,  under  reasonable  charges,  but  within 
a  period  of  not  to  excef=d  20  years  from  the  completion  thereof.' 
•  After  a  sinking  rund  sufllcient  for  such  amortization  shall  have  been 
fco  provided,  such  bridge  shall  thereafter  be  maintained  and  op- 
erated free  of  tolls  An  accurate  record  of  the  cost  of  the  bridge 
and  its  approaciies,  the  expenditures  for  maintaining,  repairing,  and 
operating  the  same,  and  of  the  daily  tolls  collected  shall  be  kept 
and  shall  be  available  for  the  information  of  all  persons  interested. 

Sec.  5.  The  rieht  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  Is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2,  after  line  12,  strike  out  all  of  section  2  and  change 
section  numbers  3,  4.  and  5  to  2,  3.  and  4. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

tIARTI.ITY  OF  ITNITED  STATES  FOR  MASSACRE  OF  SIOUX  INDIAN  MEN. 

WOMEN,  AND  CHILDREN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  953.  to  liquidate  the 
liability  of  the  United  States  for  the  massacre  of  Sioux  In- 
dian men.  women,  and  children  at  Wounded  Knee  on  Decem- 
ber 29.  1890. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAIO^l  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cochran]? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  bill. 

CONSTRUCTION  AT  MILITARY  POSTS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9896,  to  authorize 
appropriations  for  construction  at  military  posts,  and  for 
other  purposes. 


Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Dlinois  [Mr.  Church]? 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
may  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  this  is  a  War  Department 
request  for  the  privilege  of  purchasing  additional  land  that  is 
badly  needed  in  connection  with  the  national-defense 
program. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  this  bill 
authorizes  an  appropriation  for  construction  at  military 
pcsls.  and  so  forth.  The  ttmount  Involved  is  something  like 
$15,000,000  to  be  expended  for  the  construction,  rehabilita- 
tion, and  so  forth,  of  these  posts.  The  gentleman  is  familiar 
with  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  WoLcoTT],  who  is  not  on  the  floor  at  the  present  time, 
that  in  matters  of  this  kind  where  so  much  money  is  in- 
volved it  is  a  sort  of  unwritten  policy  with  our  Consent  Cal- 
endar committee  that  these  bills  should  be  debated,  or  at 
least  have  the  discussion  that  we  cannot  have  here.  That 
is  the  reason  for  my  request.  It  is  to  uphold  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  on  our  side,  who  has  done  valuable  service. 
I  would  not  be  fair  to  him  if  I  did  not  insist  on  my  position. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Church]? 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  pres- 
ent consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  therefore  obliged  to 
cbject  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  at  this  time. 

ACQUISITION  OF  ADDITIONAL  LAND  FOR  MILITARY  PURPOSES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  H.  R.  9897,  to  authorize  the 
acquisition  of  additional  land  for  military  purposes. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice,  and  supple- 
menting my  statement  on  the  last  bill,  may  I  say  that  I  do  not 
feel  that  the  present  war  hsrsteria  should  control  to  the  ex- 
tent that  we  should  pass  these  bills  by  unanimous  consent  and 
Without  discussion.  I  favor  quick  preparation  for  defense,  but 
certainly  these  large  amounts,  $3,500,000  involved  in  this  bill 
and  $15,000,000  involved  in  the  other  one,  certainly  should  re- 
quire fuller  discussion  on  the  floor  of  the  House  tlian  the  pro- 
ceedings under  the  Consent  Calendar  afiford. 

Mr.  MAY.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  our  committee 
has  given  extensive  time  and  had  elaborate  hearings  on  all 
Of  these  matters.  We  have  found  upon  testimony  given  by  the 
War  Department  and  without  objection  from  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  that  every  one  of  these  tracts  of  land  is  essen- 
tial to  the  necessary  expansion  of  the  national  defense  pro- 
gram. We  have  gone  into  details.  If  the  gentleman  will  give 
a  reasonable  excuse,  or  if  he  will  read  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, he  will  find  it  is  an  absolute  necessity  at  this  tima  and 
should  not  be  delayed. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  May  I  state  to  the  gentleman,  who  has 
given  much  study  to  these  bills,  that  I  will  probably  vote  with 
him  on  this  bill,  but  this  unanimous  Consent  Calendar  com- 
mittee has  worked  day  in  and  day  out  on  these  measures  and 
we  have  read  these  bills.  We  are  familiar  with  them.  I  have 
spent  many  hours  of  my  time  for  the  last  4  days  familiarizing 
myself  with  these  bills.  If  the  gentleman's  remarks  mean 
that  I  have  not  read  and  studied  every  word  of  this  bill,  and 
the  report  they  are  a  little  bit  exaggerated. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  meant  no  such  thing,  and  I  said 
nothing  that  even  intimated  that.  I  stated  that  our  commit- 
tee had  studied  this  matter  very  carefully  and  it  believes  that 
they  are  essential  items  in  the  necessary  expansion  of  the  pro- 
gram for  national  defense,  for  which  the  gentleman  has 
already  voted. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  LMr.  Church]? 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  obliged  to  object. 


AMENDMENT  TO  SECTION   113  OF  THE  CRIMINAL  CODE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9024.  relating  to  the 
status  of  retired  officers  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and 
Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States,  and  to  amend  section  113 
of  the  Criminal  Code. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  113  of  the  Criminal  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 

"Retired  officers  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Otiard 
of  the  United  States,  while  not  on  active  duty,  shall  not  by  reaaon 
of  their  status  as  such  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  ■ectlon." 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  8.  change  the  period  to  a  colon  and  Insert  "Provided, 
That  nothing  herein  shall  l)e  construed  to  allow  any  retired  officer 
to  represent  any  person  in  the  sale  of  anything  to  the  Oovernmcnt 
through  the  department  in  whose  service  he  holds  a  retired  status." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ORLEANS    LEVEE    DISTRICT,    NEW    ORLEANS,    LA. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9927.  declaring  a  for- 
feiture of  certain  land  heretofore  granted  by  the  United 
States  to  the  board  of  commissioners  of  the  Orleans  Levee 
District,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  State  of  Louisiana,  for 
levee  and  street  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  there  Is  hereby  forfeited  to  and  revested 
In  the  United  States  of  America  title  to  that  certain  strip  of  land 
situated  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  parish  of  Orleans.  State  of 
Louisiana,  measuring  two  hundred  and  ten  and  two  one -hun- 
dredths feet  In  length  and  seven  and  thirty-seven  one-hundredths 
feet  in  width,  more  particularly  described  In  the  resolution  adopted 
February  23,  1940,  by  the  board  of  commissioners  of  the  Orleans 
Levee  District,  and  being  part  of  the  land  granted  by  the  act  of 
Congress  approved  April  22,  1932  (47  Stat.  133,  ch.  127).  to  the 
board  of  commissioners  of  the  Orleans  Levee  District  of  New 
Orleans,  La.  The  control  ard  custody  of  the  land  hereby  forfeited 
Is  revested  In  the  Attorney  General. 

Sbc.  2.  The  grant  by  the  aforesaid  act  of  Congress  approved 
April  22.  1932,  and  the  restrictions  and  conditions  imjxised  therein 
shall  remain  In  full  force  and  effect  as  to  that  portion  of  the  land 
the  title  to  which  Is  not  declared  forfeited  by  this  act  and  the 
Attorney  General  is  hereby  authorized  to  execute  and  deliver  to  the 
board  of  commissioners  of  the  Orleans  Levee  District  a  proper 
quitclaim  deed  of  that  portion  of  the  land  not  forfeited. 

The  biU  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ALASKA  RAILROAD  RETIREMENT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8046,  to  amend  sec- 
tion 1  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for  the  retirement  of  em- 
ployees of  the  Alaska  Railroad,  Territory  of  Alaska,  who 
are  citizens  of  the  United  States,"  approved  June  29.  1936. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for 
the  retirement  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Railroad.  Territory  of 
Alaska,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States,"  approved  June  20, 
1936  (49  Stat.  2017),  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"That  all  employees  of  the  Alaska  Railroad,  Territory  of  Alaska, 
who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  whose  tenure  of  employ- 
ment Is  not  intermittent  nor  of  uncertain  duration,  shall  com* 
within  the  provisions  of  this  act:  Provided,  however.  That  em- 
ployees of  the  Alaska  Railroad  who  In  the  past  have  been,  or  In  the 
future  may  be,  employed  thereon  for  the  period  of  at  least  3  months 
per  year  for  at  least  2  years  shaU  come  within  the  provisions  of 
this  act." 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2,  line  8.  after  "act",  insert  the  following:  "Provided  further. 
That  clerical  employees  of  the  Alaska  Railroad  who  were  subject  to 
the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  22,  1920,  as  amended,  at 
any  time  between  July  1,  1935,  and  the  effective  date  of  this  act 
shall  deposit  In  the  Alaska  Railroad  retirement  and  disability  fund 
an  additional  1 1/3  percent  of  the  basic  salary,  pay,  or  compensation 
received  by  them  during  such  period,  together  with  Interest  com- 
puted at  the  rate  of  4  percent  per  annum  compounded  on  the  last 
day  of  each  fiscal  year,  but  such  interest  shall  not  be  included  for 
any  period  dtirlng  which  the  employee  was  separated  from  the 
service. 

"Sec.  2.  The  United  States  Civil  Service  Commission  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  ascertain  the  amount.  If  any.  Including 
accrued   Interest,  due  employees  of  the  Alaska  Railroad  coming 
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within  the  purview  of  this  act  from  the  clTll-servlce  retirement  and 
cUnbUlty  funds  created  by  the  act  of  May  23.  1920.  and  to  certify 
same  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  Is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  transfer  such  amount  on  the  books  of  the  Treastiry 
Smaitment  to  the  Alaska  BaUroad  retirement  and  disability  fund. 
*Slc.  3.  This  act  shall  take  effect  on  the  first  day  of  the  third 
month  next  following  Its  approval." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  en  the  table. 

SMITHSONIAN  GALLERY  OF  ART  COMMISSION 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9806,  to  permit  the 
Smithsonian  Gallery  of  Art  Commission  to  purchase  a  model 
of  the  winning  design  for  the  proposed  Smithsonian  Gallery 
of  Art.  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CITURCH.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker, 
may  I  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee  If  he  will  be  kind 
enough  to  explain  this  bill  and  call  attention  especially  to 
the  reappropriation  feature?  The  gentleman's  comnfilttee  is 
reappropriating  money  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  KELLER.  That  Is  right.  There  Is  no  new  appropria- 
tion. The  resolution,  passed  about  a  year  ago.  has  been  car- 
ried out  by  the  Commission  appointed  as  a  result  of  the 
passage  of  that  resolution,  and  the  money  has  been  spent 
or  contracted  to  be  spent,  except  for  $1,000.  which  Is  left  in 
the  Treasury.  This  Is  merely  to  carry  out  the  contract  en- 
tered into,  which  did  not  get  past  the  Accoimting  Office 
until  too  late  at  the  end  of  the  year. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CHURCH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  understand,  the  bill  car- 
ries an  appropriation  of  fimds  without  respect  to  the  rules 
of  the  House.  Under  those  circumstances.  I  believe  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  should  ask  that  the  bill  be  stricken  from 
the  calendar. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Let  me  read  section  2  for  the  benefit  of  the 
gentleman: 


2.  There  Is  hereby  reapproprlated,  out  at  the  unexpended 
balance  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  the  Second  Deficiency  Ap- 
propriation Act.  approved  June  25,  1938.  under  the  heading  "In- 
depiendent  establishments."  subheading  "Smithsonian  Institution." 
the  aum  at  $2,500  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of 
section  1;  and  the  sum  of  $1,500  is  hereby  made  immediately  avall- 
eble  out  of  such  unexpended  balance  to  carry  out  the  provlslohB 
of  subsection  (b)  of  section  1. 

May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  It  occurs  to  me  that  the 
House  is  not  in  the  habit  of  passing  measures  appropriating 
money  or  reappropriating  money  when  those  measures  come 
from  committees  other  than  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions, except  under  exceptional  situations  where  the  House 
is  willing  to  waive  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  KKIJJSR.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  withhold  his 
request. 

Mr.  TABER.    I  cannot. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Then  I  object.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  TABER.    I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

KiriKEMEirT  BKNKriTS  FOB  CERTAIN  INTE&PRETERS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8181,  to  grant  retire- 
ment benefits  to  Chinese,  Japanese,  and  Hindu  interpreters 
In  the  United  States  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service. 

Mr.  MOSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  with- 
hold his  request? 

Mr.  MOSER.     I  withhold  it;  certainly. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  applies  to  a  very 
small  group  of  Interpreters  of  the  Chinese,  Japanese,  and 
Hindu  languages — only  about  20  or  25  in  all — who  have  been 
In  the  Government  service  in  regular  employment  for  over 


10  years.  There  is  a  recommendation  from  both  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  and  the  Department  of  Labor  that  they 
be  granted  the  right  of  retirement  benefits.  The  bill  applies 
only  to  American  citizens.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  with- 
hold his  request. 

Mr.  MOSER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  insist  on  my  request  that  the 
bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

POST  OFnCK  DEPARTMINT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  8645,  to  provide  Satur- 
day half  holidays  for  char  force  working  in  Post  Office  De- 
iwrtment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  of  March  8,  1931.  entlUed  "An 
act  providing  for  Saturday  half  holidays  for  certain  Government 
employees"  (46  Stat.  1482;  6  U.  8.  C.  26a).  Is  amended  by  Inserting 
after  the  words  "Postal  Service"  and  the  comma  thereafter  the  fol- 
lowing, to  be  followed  by  a  comma:  "excepting  that  this  act  shall 
apply  to  charmen  and  charwomen,  head  charmen  and  head  char- 
women working  In  the  custodial  service  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment, under  the  supervision  of  the  Fourth  Assistant  Postmaster 
General.". 

Skc.  2.  This  act  shall  take  effect  Immediately  upon  Its  passage. 

The  bill  WM  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

AMXNDMZNT  OP  THX  NATIONAL  DCPENSB  ACT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9898.  to  further  amend 
section  13a  of  the  National  Defense  Act  so  as  to  authorize 
officers  detailed  for  training  and  duty  as  aircraft  observers  to 
be  so  rated,  and  for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  proviso  of  section  13a  of  tb* 
National  Defense  Act  as  amended  by  section  2  of  the  act  of  July 
a.  1926  (44  Stat.  781).  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  wortJs 
"Provided,  That  the  Chief  of  the  Air  Corps,  at  least  two  brigadier 
generals,  and  at  least  90  percent  of  the  officers  In  each  grade  below 
that  of  brigadier  general  shall  be  flylr.g  o(Scers",  and  by  substituting 
In  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "Provided,  That  the  Chief  of  the  Air 
Corps,  three  brigadier  generals,  and  at  least  90  percent  of  the  officers. 
In  each  grade  below  that  of  brigadier  general  shall  be  officers  who 
have  qualified  as  pilots  of  service  types  of  aircraft." 

Sec.  2.  The  fourth  and  fifth  provisos  of  section  13a  of  the  National 
Defense  Act  as  amended  by  section  2  of  the  act  of  July  2.  1928  (44 
Stat.  781).  and  the  sixth  proviso  of  said  act  as  amended  by  section 
a  of  the  act  of  July  2.  1926  (44  Btat.  781).  and  section  3  of  the  act 
of  June  16.  1936  (49  Stat.  1624).  Including  the  two  provisos  added 
by  the  act  last-mentioned,  are  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"Provided  further,  That  In  order  to  Insure  that  the  commissioned 
oflioers  of  the  Air  Corps  shall  be  properly  qualified  flying  ofllcerB 
and.  for  the  pvirpose  of  giving  ofllcers  of  the  Army  an  opportunity 
so  to  qualify,  the  Secretary  of  War  Is  hereby  authorized  to  detail 
officers  to  the  Air  Corps  for  training  as  flying  ofllcers.  and  such 
officers  shall  start  fl3nng  training  immediately  upon  being  so  de- 
taUed:  Provided  further.  That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  con- 
strued to  limit  the  number  of  officers  who  may  be  detailed  to  the 
Air  Corps  for  training  as  flying  officers:  Provided  further.  That  the 
limitation  on  the  number  of  officers  of  the  several  branches  of  the 
Army  who  may  be  required  by  competent  authority  to  participate 
regularly  and  frequently  In  aerial  flights  Imposed  by  section  20  of 
the  act  of  June  10.  1922  (42  Stat.  632).  as  amended  by  section  6 
of  the  act  of  July  2,  1926  (44  Stat  782).  shall  not  apply  to  officers 
of  the  several  branches  of  the  Army  detaUed  to  the  Air  Corps  for 
training  and  duty  as  aircraft  observers  or  as  other  members  d 
combat  crews:  Provided  further.  That  flying  iinlts  shall  In  all 
cases  be  commanded  by  flying  officers  who  have  received  aero- 
nautical ratings  as  pilots  of  service  types  of  aircraft  and  who  are 
commissioned  in  the  Air  Corps,  or  qualified  permanent  general 
officers  of  the  line  who  have  received  aeronautical  ratings  as  pilots 
of  service  tirpes  of  aircraft:  Provided  further.  That  a  fiylng  officer 
Is  defined  as  one  who  has  received  an  aeronautical  rating  as  a  pilot 
of  service  types  of  aircraft  or  one  who  has  received  an  aeronautical 
rating  as  an  aircraft  observer  or  as  any  other  member  of  a  combat 
crew  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  War  may  prescribe." 

Sec  3.  Such  laws  and  parts  of  laws  as  may  be  inconsistent  with 
the  foregoing  are  hereby  repealed. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  strike  out  all  aft«r  the  enacting  clause  down  through  Una 
6  on  page  2. 
Page  2.  line  «.  strike  out  "2"  and  tnaert  "l." 
Page  3.  line  18.  strike  out  "3"  and  insert  "a.- 

Tbe  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
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Tlie  bfn  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed.  azKl  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

OOOPKRATION    WITH    SCHOOL    BOAM).    WALKER,    MTNIf. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6583.  for  expenditure 
of  funds  for  cooperation  with  the  public-school  board  at 
Walker,  Minn.,  for  the  construction,  extension,  equipment, 
and  improvement  of  public-school  facilities  to  be  available  to 
all  Indian  children  in  the  district. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That  there  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro- 
priated, out  of  any  funds  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri- 
ated, the  sum  of  965.000  for  the  purpose  of  cooperating  with  the 
public-school  board,  town  of  Walker,  county  of  Cass.  Minn.,  for 
the  construction,  extension,  equipment,  and  Improvement  of  the 
public-school  facilities  at  Walker.  Minn.:  Provided,  That  the  ex- 
pendlttire  of  any  money  so  authorized  shall  be  subject  to  the 
express  conditions  that  the  schocd  maintained  by  the  said  district 
In  the  said  buUdlng  shall  be  available  to  all  Indian  children  of  the 
district,  on  the  same  terms,  except  as  to  payment  of  tuition,  as 
other  children  of  said  school  district:  Provided  further.  That  plans 
and  specifications  for  construction,  extension,  or  Improvement  of 
atrtictures  shall  be  ftimished  by  local  or  State  authorities  without 
cost  to  the  United  States,  and  upon  approval  thereof  by  the  Com- 
missioner of  Indian  Affairs  actual  work  shall  proceed  under  the 
direction  of  such  local  or  State  officials.  Payment  for  work  In  place 
shall  be  made  monthly  on  vouchers  properly  certified  by  local 
officials  of  the  Indian  Service:  Prot*i«I  further.  That  funds  thus 
^proprlated  may  be  tised  as  sponsors'  contribution  for  the  con- 
ttnx:tlon,  extension,  equipment,  and  Improvement  of  the  public- 
school  facilities  at  Walker,  Minn.,  approved  and  carried  on  under 
funds  of  the  Works  Progress  Administration. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert: 
"That  thex«  la  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any 
funds  In  the  Treastiry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  «\im  of 
•65.000  for  the  purpose  of  cooperating  with  the  public -school  board, 
Cass  Coxinty,  Minn.,  for  the  construction,  extension,  equipment,  and 
Improvement  of  the  public-school  facilities  at  a  location  to  be 
agreed  upon  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  school  officials 
Of  Caas  County,  Minn.:  Provided.  That  the  expenditure  of  any 
money  so  authorised  shall  be  subject  to  the  express  conditions  that 
the  school  maintained  by  the  said  district  in  the  said  building  shall 
be  available  to  aU  Indian  children  of  the  district,  on  ttie  same 
terms,  except  as  to  payment  of  tuition,  as  other  chUdren  of  said 
school  district:  Provided  further.  That  plans  and  specifications  for 
oocstructlon.  extension,  or  improvement  of  structures  shall  be  fur- 
nished by  local  or  State  authorities  without  cost  to  the  United 
States,  and  upon  approval  thereof  by  the  Conunlssloner  of  Indian 
Affairs  actual  work  shall  proceed  under  the  direction  of  such  local  or 
State  ofllclaU.  Payment  for  work  in  place  shall  be  made  monthly 
on  vouchers  properly  certified  by  local  officials  of  the  Indian  Service: 
Provided  further.  That  funds  thus  appropriated  may  be  used  as 
^wnsors'  contribution  for  the  construction,  extension,  equipment, 
and  Improvement  of  the  said  public-school  facilities  approved  and 
carried  on  under  fxinds  of  the  Work  Projects  Administration:  And 
provided  further.  That  any  amount  expended  on  any  project  here- 
under shaU  l)e  recouped  by  the  United  States  within  a  j)erlod  of  SO 
years,  conunenclng  with  the  date  of  occupancy  of  the  project, 
through  reducing  the  annual  Federal  payments  for  the  education 
Of  Indian  pupils  enrolled  in  public  or  high  schools  of  the  district 
involved,  or  by  the  acceptance  of  Indian  pupils  in  such  schools 
without  cost  to  the  United  States,  and  in  computing  the  amount 
of  recoupment  for  each  project  Interest  at  8  percent  per  annum 
shaU  t>e  Included  on  unrecouped  balances." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  ex- 
penditure of  funds  for  cooperation  with  the  public-school 
board.  Cass  Coimty,  Minn.,  for  the  construction,  extension, 
equipment,  and  improvement  of  public-school  facilities  to  be 
available  to  Indian  children  in  the  district." 

CIVIL  SZKVICB  FOR  ASSISTANT  OR  DEPOT  V  COlOIISSIOTfEllS  OF  THK 
GENERAL  LAND  OFFICE  AND  BTJREAU  OF  IHDIAIf  AFFAIRS  DC  THX 
DEPARTMENT   OF   THK   INTERIOR 

The  aerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9041.  to  provide  that 
assistant  or  deputy  heads  of  certain  bureaus  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  shall  be  appointed  under  the  civll-servlce 
laws,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MOSER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 
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The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 
There  was  no  objection. 

AMXMDIMG      or      CTVZL      SKSVICX      ERXUaCDIT     ACT      Am      OIHSft 

RKTTRnCKMT   ACTS 

The  aerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8621.  amending  dvU- 
service  retirement  acts  and  other  retirement  acts. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  WU. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a  couple  of  amend- 
ments to  this  bill. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  of  objection  was 
not  put. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  certainly  was 
of  the  opinion  that  the  question  had  been  put.  However,  if 
there  is  any  doubt  about  it 

Mr.  TABER.    No.  Mr.  Speaker;  I  was  Ustenlng  for  It. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield  to  me.  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  gentlemab  what  his  objection  Is  to  the 
bill. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  wanted  the  gentleman  to  explain  It  before  I 
let  it  go  by. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  The  WIl  was  Introduced  by  reason  of 
request  of  General  Hlnes,  of  the  Veterans'  Administration, 
for  the  purpose  of  clearing  up  a  disagreement  as  to  the  time 
allowed  veterans  for  service  In  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States  in  determining  length  of  service  with  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chah:  thinks  In  view  of  the  record 
that  he  should  again  put  the  question.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Mil  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  paragraph  of  section  8  of  the 
ClvU  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930  (46  Stat.  472;  5  U.  8.  C. 
707),  be  amended  to  read  as  foUows:  

"Sbc.  8.  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  9  hereof,  the  aggre- 
gate period  of  service  which  forms  the  basis  for  calculating  the 
amount  of  any  benefit  provided  In  this  act  shall  be  computed  from 
the  date  of  original  employment,  whethrr  as  a  claMlfled  or  an  un- 
classified employee  In  the  civil  service  of  the  United  States,  or  m 
the  service  of  the  District  o*.  Colunxbla.  including  periods  of  service 
at  different  times  and  in  one  or  more  departments,  branches,  or 
Independent  offices,  or  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Oovemment. 
and  also  periods  of  service  performed  overseas  under  authtwity  of 
the  United  States,  and  periods  of  honorable  service  In  the  Army, 
Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States;  in  the 
case  of  an  employee,  however,  who  is  eligible  for  and  receives  re- 
tired pay  on  account  of  military  «•  naval  service,  the  period  of 
service  upon  which  such  retired  pay  is  based  shall  not  be  Included; 
in  the  case  of  an  employee  who  Is  eligible  lor  and  receives  a  pension 
on  account  of  non -service-connected  disability  under  laws  admin- 
istered by  the  Veterans'  Administration  the  minimum  period  of 
service  necessary  to  entitle  him  to  pension  shall  not  be  Included: 
but  in  the  case  of  an  employee  who  is  eligible  for  and  receives  pen- 
sion at  compensation  under  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans' 
AdministraUon  on  account  of  service-connected  disability,  all  hon- 
orable military  or  naval  service  shaU  be  included;  and  nothing  in 
this  act  shall  be  construed  as  to  affect  In  any  manner  an  employee's 
right  to  retired  pay,  pension,  or  compensation  in  addition  to  the 
annuity  herein  provided." 

Sec.  a.  That  the  first  paragraph  of  section  7  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  retirement  of  employeee  of  the  Panama  Canal  and 
the  Panama  Railroad  Co.,  on  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  who  are  clti- 
cens  of  the  United  States."  approved  Uarch  2.  1931  (46  Slat.  1478; 
48  U.  8.  C.  1371f).  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sbc.  7.  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  8  hereof,  the  Krvlce 
which  shall  form  the  basis  for  calculating  the  amount  of  any  benefit 
provided  In  this  act  shaU  be  computed  from  the  date  of  original 
employment,  whether  as  a  classified  or  an  unclassified  employee,  m 
the  civil  service  of  the  United  States,  or  under  the  municipal  gov- 
ernment of  the  District  of  Columbia,  including  periods  of  service  at 
different  times  and  In  one  or  nusre  departments,  branches,  or  inde- 
pendent offices  of  the  Oovemment.  and  service  on  the  Isthmus  of 
Panama  with  the  Isthmian  Canal  Commission,  the  Panama  Canal, 
or  the  Panama  Railroad  Co.;  also  periods  of  sendee  performed  over- 
seas and  under  authority  of  the  United  States  and  periods  of  hon- 
orable service  In  the  Army.  Navy.  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  of 
the  United  States.  In  the  case  of  an  employee,  however,  who  is  eli- 
gible for  and  receives  retired  pay  on  account  of  military  or  naval 
service,  the  period  of  service  upon  which  such  retired  pay  is  baaed 
shall  not  be  Included;  in  the  case  of  an  employee  who  is  ellglbla  for 
and  receives  a  pension  on  account  of  non-servlce-connected  dis- 
ability under  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans'  Administration  the 
minimum  period  of  service  necessary  to  entitle  hUm  to  pension  shall 
not  be  included:  but  In  the  case  of  an  employee  who  is  eligible  for 
^r\A  receives  pension  or  compensation  under  laws  administered  by 
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the  Veterans'  Admlnlstnitlon  on  account  of  iervlce-connected  (U»- 
•bUlty.  aU  honorable  mlUtary  or  navai  service  shall  be  Included;  and 
DOthiog  In  this  act  shall  be  construed  as  to  affect  in  any  manner  an 
employee's  right  to  retired  pay,  pension,  or  compensaUon  In  addition 
to  the  annuity  herein  provided."  *.»,^ 

Sac.  3.  That  the  first  paragraph  of  section  7  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  retirement  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Railroad.  Ter- 
ritory of  Alaska,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States."  approved 
June  29  1936  (49  Stat.  2031;  5  U.  8.  C.  745f).  as  amended  by  the  act 
approved  August  7.  1939  (Public  Law  No.  320.  76th  Cong.) .  be  further 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sbc.  7.  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  8  hereof,  the  service 
which  shall  form  the  basis  for  calculating  the  amount  of  any  benefit 
provided  In  this  act  shall  be  computed  from  the  date  of  original 
emplcymcnt.  whether  as  a  classified  or  an  unclassified  employee  In 
tlM  civil  service  of  the  United  States  or  under  the  iBuniclpal  gov- 
ernment of  the  District  of  Columbia,  including  periods  of  service  at 
different  tlnies  and  In  one  or  more  departments,  Ijranches,  or  Inde- 
pendent offices  of  the  Gtovemment  and  service  In  Alaska  with  the 
Alaskan  Engineering  Commission  and  the  Alaska  Railroad,  or  of 
either  of  them,  and  service  on  the  Isthmus  of  Panama  with  the 
Isthmian  Canal  Commission,  the  Panama  Canal,  or  the  Panama 
Railroad  Co.;  also  periods  of  service  performed  overseas  under 
authority  of  the  United  States  and  periods  of  honorable  service  In 
the  Army.  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States. 
In  the  case  of  an  employee,  however,  who  is  eligible  for  and  receives 
retired  pay  on  account  of  military  or  naval  service,  the  period  of 
service  upon  which  such  retired  pay  is  based  shall  not  be  included; 
In  the  case  of  an  employee  who  Is  eligible  for  and  receives  a  pension 
on  account  of  non-service-connected  disability  under  laws  admin- 
istered by  the  Veterans'  Administration  the  minimum  period  of 
service  necessary  to  entitle  him  to  pension  shall  not  be  included: 
but  in  the  case  of  an  employee  who  is  eligible  for  and  receives  pen- 
sion or  compensation  under  laws  admlnl.stered  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration  on  account  of  service-connected  disability,  all  hon- 
orable military  or  naval  service  shall  be  Included;  and  nothing  in 
this  act  shall  be  construed  as  to  affect  in  any  manner  an  employee's 
right  to  retired  pay.  pension,  or  compensation  in  addition  to  the 
annuity  herein  provided." 

Sec.  4  That  the  last  clause  of  paragraph  (o)  of  section  26  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  for  the  grading  and  classification  of  clerks  in 
the  Foreign  Service  of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  providing 
compensation  therefor,"  approved  February  23.  1931  (46  Stat.  1213; 
22  U.  S.  C.  21),  as  amended  by  the  act  of  August  5.  1939  (Public  Law 
No.  277.  76th  Cong.),  be  furth3r  amended  to  read  as  follows:  "but 
In  the  case  of  a  Foreign  Service  officer  who  is  eligible  for  and  re- 
ceives retired  pay  on  account  of  military  or  naval  service,  the  period 
of  service  upon  which  such  retired  pay  is  based  shall  not  be  in- 
cluded; in  the  case  of  an  employee  who  is  eligible  for  and  receives  a 
pension  on  account  cf  non -service-connected  disability  under  laws 
administered  by  the  Veterans'  Administration  the  minimum  period 
of  service  necessary  to  entitle  him  to  pension  shall  not  be  includ~d; 
but  in  the  case  of  an  employee  who  is  eligible  for  and  receives 
pension  or  competuation  under  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans' 
Administration  on  account  of  service-connected  disability,  all  hon- 
orable military  or  naval  service  shall  be  included;  and  nothing 
In  this  act  shall  be  construed  as  to  affect  in  any  manner  an  em- 
ployee's right  to  retired  pay,  pension,  or  compensation  in  addition 
to  the  annuity  herein  provided." 

Sec.  5.  This  act  shall  take  effect  the  1st  day  of  the  month  next 
succeeding  the  date  of  enactment.  Any  person  separated  from  the 
service  prior  to  such  effective  date  may.  upon  request,  have  his 
claim  for  retirement  adjudicated  under  the  terms  of  this  act;  but 
no  Increase  in  annuity  shall  Xx  allowed  prior  to  such  effective  date 
nor  shall  this  act  be  construed  so  as  to  reduce  the  annuity  of  any 
person  separated  prior  to  its  effective  date. 

Mr.    RAMSPECK.     Mr.    Speaker.    I    offer    the    following 
amendments,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Ramspeck:  Page  2,  line  24.  strike  out 
all  of  lines  24  and  25.  and  on  page  3.  strike  out  lines  1  to  4,  inclu- 
sive, and  insert: 

"S«c  2.  That  the  first  paragraph  of  section  97  of  title  n.  Canal 
Zone  Code,  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'Sec  97.  The  computation  of  accredited  service,  subject  to  the 
proviaions  of  section  98  of  this  title.'  " 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  - 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
other  committee  amendments  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Ramsitcck:  Page  S.  line  7.  after  the 
word  "this",  strike  out  the  word  "act"  and  Insert  the  word  "ar- 
tlde.- 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Ramspsck:   Page  4,  line  6.  after  the 
d  **thls"  strike  out  the  word  "act"  and  Insert  the  word   "article." 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  and  the  bill  as  amended 
was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  laid 
en  the  tat)le. 

AMINDMEKT  TO   BANKBin»TCY   ACT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9864).  amending  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  with  respect  to  the  basis  of  property  and 
excluding  certain  corporations  from  the  provisions  of  chap- 
ter XI. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  effective  as  of  June  22.  1938.  section  270 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  a  uniform  system  of  bank- 
ruptcy throughout  the  United  States."  approved  July  1.  1898,  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  270.  In  determining  the  basis  of  property  for  any  pur- 
po.ses  of  any  law  of  the  United  States  or  of  a  State  imposing  a 
tax  upon  income,  the  basis  of  the  debtor's  property  (other  than 
money)  or  of  such  property  (other  than  money)  as  is  transferred 
to  any  person  required  to  use  the  debtor's  basis  in  whole  or  in  part 
shall  be  decreased  by  an  amount  equal  to  the  amount  by  which 
the  Indebtedness  of  the  debtor,  not  including  accrued  interest 
unpaid  and  not  resulting  in  a  tax  benefit  on  any  income  tax 
return,  has  been  canceled  or  reduced  in  a  proceeding  under  this 
chapter,  but  the  basis  of  any  particular  property  shall  not  be 
decreased  to  an  amount  less  than  the  fair  market  value  of  such 
property  as  of  the  date  as  of  which  the  plan  t>ecame  effective.  Any 
determination  of  value  in  a  proceeding  under  this  chapter  shall 
not  be  deemed  a  determination  of  fair  market  value  for  the  purposes 
of  this  section.  The  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  shall  prescribe  such 
regulations  as  he  may  deem  necessary  in  order  to  reflect  such 
decrease  in  basis  for  Federal  income-tax  purposes  and  otherwise 
carry  Into  effect  the  purposes  of  this  section." 

Sec  2.  Effective  as  of  Jime  22.  1938.  section  396  of  such  act.  as 
amended.  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

•"Sec.  396.  In  determining  the  basis  of  property  for  any  purposes 
of  any  law  of  the  United  States  or  of  a  State  imposing  a  tax  upon 
Income,  the  basis  of  the  debtor's  property  (other  than  money)  or  of 
such  property  (other  than  money)  as  is  transferred  to  any  person 
required  to  use  the  debtor's  basis  in  whole  or  in  part  shall  be  de- 
creased by  an  amount  equal  to  the  amount  by  which  the  indebted- 
ness of  the  debtor,  not  including  accrued  interest  unpaid  and  not 
resulting  in  a  tax  benefit  on  any  income-tax  return,  has  been  can- 
celed or  reduced  in  a  proceeding  under  this  chapter,  but  the  basis 
of  any  particular  property  shall  not  be  decreased  to  an  amount  less 
than  the  fair  market  value  of  such  property  as  of  the  date  as  of 
which  the  plan  became  effective.  Any  detemUnation  of  value  in  a 
proceeding  under  this  chapter  shall  not  be  deemed  a  determination 
of  fair  market  value  for  the  purposes  of  this  section.  The  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  shall  prescribe  such  regulations  as  he  may  deem  necessary 
In  order  to  refiect  such  decrease  in  basis  for  Federal  income-tax 
purposes  and  otherwise  carry  into  effect  the  purposes  of  this  section." 

Szc.  3.  Effective  as  of  June  22.  1938,  section  522  of  such  act.  as 
amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  522.  In  determining  the  basis  of  property  for  any  purposes 
of  any  law  of  the  United  States  or  of  a  State  Imposing  a  tax  upon 
Income,  the  basis  of  the  debtor's  property  (other  than  money)  or  of 
such  property  (other  than  money)  as  Is  transferred  to  any  person 
required  to  use  the  debtor's  basis  in  whole  or  in  part  shall  be  de- 
creased by  an  amount  equal  to  the  amount  by  which  the  Indebted- 
ntss  of  the  debtor,  not  including  accrued  interest  impaid  and  not 
resulting  in  a  tax  benefit  on  any  Income-tax  rcttirn.  has  been  can- 
celed or  reduced  in  a  proceeding  under  this  chapter,  but  the  basis 
of  any  particular  property  shall  not  be  decreased  to  an  amount  less 
than  the  fair  market  value  of  such  property  as  of  the  date  as  of 
which  the  plan  became  effective.  Any  determination  of  value  In  a 
proceeding  imdcr  this  chapter  shall  not  be  deemed  a  determination 
of  fair  market  value  for  the  purposes  of  this  section.  The  Com- 
missioner of  Internal  Revenue,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  shall  prescribe  such  regxilatlons  as  he  may  deem 
necessary  in  order  to  refiect  such  decrease  In  basis  for  Federal  in- 
come-ux  purposes  and  otherwise  carry  into  effect  the  purpoaca  of 
this  section." 

8k.  4.  Section  308  of  such  act,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"Sec  306.  For  the  purposes  of  this  chapter,  tmleas  inconsUtent 
with  the  context — 

"( 1 )  'arrangement'  shall  mean  any  plan  of  a  debtor  for  the  settle- 
ment, satisfaction,  or  extension  of  the  time  of  payment  of  bla  unaa- 
ci:red  debts,  upon  any  terms; 

"(2)  'consldersUon'  shall  Include  evldenc«s  of  lndebtedne«.  either 
secured  or  unsecured,  stock  and  cerUficates  of  beneficial  interest 
therein,  and  certificates  of  beneficial  interest  In  property; 

"(3)  'debtor'  shall  mean  a  person  who  could  become  a  bankrupt 
under  section  4  of  this  act  and  who  files  a  petition  under  thU  chap- 
ter except  that  such  term  shall  not  include  a  corporation  if  any 
class  of  sectirltiea  at  such  corporation  is  owned  by  100  or  more  per- 
sons. For  the  ptirpuaus  of  this  paragraph,  'sectirltles  of  such  conxsra- 
ticn"  shall  include  (a)  imsecured  claims  against  such  corporation 
represented  by  notes,  bonds,  debentiu^s.  or  evidences  of  indebted- 
ness, and  certificates  of  interest  or  parUclpatlon  in  any  such  claims; 
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(b)  guaranties  by  such  corporation  of  claims,  whether  sectired  or  un- 
secured, against  any  other  person  or  ita  property,  represented  by 
notes,  bonds,  debentures,  or  evidences  of  indebtedness,  or  of  certifi- 
cates of  Interest  or  participation  in  any  such  claims;  and  (c)  stock, 
shares,  and  similar  interests  in  such  corporation,  certificates  and 
other  evidences  of  such  stock,  shares,  or  interests,  and  voting  trust 
certificates  for  such  stock,  shares,  or  Interests; 

"(4)  'executory  contracts'  ahall  Include  unexpired  leases  of  real 
pzoperty:  and 

"(5)  'petition'  shall  mean  a  petition  filed  under  this  chapter  by  a 
debtor  proposing  an  arrangement." 

Sec.  5.  Section  323  of  such  act,  as  amended.  Is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"Sac.  sas.  A  petition  filed  under  this  chapter  shall  state  tiiat  the 
debtor  Is  Insolvent  or  unable  to  pay  his  debts  as  they  mature  and 
the  facts  showing  that  the  petitioner  Is  a  'debtor*  as  defined  in 
section  306.  and  shall  set  forth  the  provisions  of  the  arrangement 
proposed  by  him." 

Sac.  6.  Chi4>ter  XI  of  such  act,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  insert- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  section: 

"Sec.  328.  Upon  the  filing  cA  a  peUtion  by  a  debtor,  the  judge 
shall  enter  an  order  approving  the  petition,  if  satisfied  Uiat  it  com- 
plies with  the  requirements  of  this  chapter  and  has  been  filed  in 
good  faith,  or  dismissing  It  If  not  so  satisfied." 

Sac.  7.  The  amendments  made  by  sections  4.  5,  and  6  shall  not 
apply  with  respect  to  proceedings  In  which,  before  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act.  (a)  the  p>etltlon  was  filed  under  such  chapter 
XI.  or  (b)  the  petition  was  amended  tinder  section  147  of  such  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 


"the  date  as  of  which  the  plan  became 
date  of  entry  of  the  order  confirming 


"the  date  as  of  which  the  plan  became 
date  of  entry  of  the  order  confirming 

"the  date  as  of  which  the  plan  became 
date  of  entry  of   the  order   confirming 


Page  2.  line  9.  strike  out 
effective"  and  tosert  "the 
the  plan." 

Page  3.  line  7,  strike  out 
effective"  and  Insert  "the 
the  arrangement." 

Page  4.  Une  6.  strike  out 
effective"  and  Insert  "the 
the  arrangement." 

Page  4.  line  14.  to  page  6.  Une  16.  strike  out  sections  4,  5.  6.  and  7. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to.  and  the  bill,  as 
amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  the  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
recooslder  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  to  read  as  follows:  "A  bill  amend- 
ing the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  respect  to  the  basis  of  property." 

MOtXNTAIN    JTJDICIAL    DISTRICT,    STATE    OF    TENNESSEE 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (8.  1681)  to  amend  section  107  of 
the  Judicial  Code  to  create  a  mountain  district  In  the  State 
of  Tennes.«:o€.  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

lliere  was  no  objection. 

DISPOSAL  OF  UNITED  STATES  CUSTOICHOUSX.  DETROIT 

The  Clerk  called  House  Joint  Resolution  472,  to  prohibit 
the  sale  or  disposal  of  the  United  States  customhouse  tot 
the  city  of  Detroit. 

Ttitrt  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  joint  reso- 
lution, as  follows: 

Whereas  the  United  States  customhouse,  located  at  the  north- 
west comer  of  Lamed  and  Orlsvold  Streets  in  the  city  of  Detroit, 
Is  at  the  present  time  on  the  list  of  Federal  stirplus  real  estate 
to  be  disposed  of  by  sale;  and 

Whereas  the  aforementioned  customhouse  Is  situated  conven- 
iently close  to  the  Detroit  River  front,  which  location  has  been 
proven  to  be  the  most  advantageous  due  to  the  nature  of  customs 
st'r\'ice  work;  and 

Whereas  the  Federal  Oovernment  Is  now  renting  privately  owned 
space  in  the  dty  of  Detroit  at  a  ooct  \n  excess  of  •21S.000  per 
axwum  to  houM  Faderal  offices;  and 

Whereas  the  prewnt  Detroit  customhouse  has  an  annual  main- 
tenance cost  of  only  $19,000:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  until  otherwise  expressly  permitted  by  Con- 
gress the  United  States  customhouse  for  tlxe  city  of  Detroit,  ad- 
mliustered  by  the  Public  Buildings  Administration  of  the  Fedaral 
Works  Agency,  shaU  not  b«  sold  or  disposed  of. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  in  the  first  "Whereas",  following  tlie  word  "Detroit", 
strike  out  the  remainder  of  the  paragraph. 

Page  1.  In  the  second  "Whereas'*,  strike  out  the  words  "Whereas 
the  aforementioned  customhovwe." 


Page  1.  in  the  third  "Whereas",  after  the  word  "cost",  strike  out 
"in  excess  of  $316,000"  and  Inaert  in  lieu  thereof  the  foUowlng: 
"of  $17a.742«)." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Ttie  House  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and 
read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  laid  on  the  table. 

ACCXFTXNC  JURISDICTION  OVER  OLYMPIC  NATIONAL  PARK 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  6559)  to  accept  the  cession 
by  the  State  of  Washington  of  exclusive  jurisdiction  over  the 
lands  embraced  within  the  Olymjric  National  Park,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  prj  tempore.  Is  there  objection? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the 
right  to  object  in  order  to  ask  my  colleague  from  the  State 
of  Washington  [Mr.  HillI  a  few  questions.  As  I  under- 
stand it,  the  purpose  <^  this  proposed  leg^ation  is  to  per- 
mit compliance  by  the  Federal  CJovernment  with  the  act  of 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Washington  of  March  16, 
1939.  That  act  provides  that  the  State  of  Washington  cede 
to  the  United  States  jurisdiction  over  certain  territory  that 
is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  included  within  the  Olympic 
National  Park,  llie  park  was  established  by  act  of  Congress 
<rf  June  29.  1938.  after  3  years  consideration  and  very  com- 
plete committee  hearings.  The  State  law  expressly  pro- 
vides that  the  cession  of  jurisdiction  by  the  State  shall  not 
be  effective  until  the  Federal  Oovernment  notifies  the  Oov- 
emor  of  the  State  that  the  United  States  assumes  police  or 
military  Jurisdiction  over  the  lands  in  question.  This  legis- 
lation, as  I  imderstand  it,  is  intended  to  give  this  required 
notice,  and  is  in  compliance  with  the  statute  enacted  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Washington,  which  I  have  re- 
ferred to.  However,  the  legislation,  I  note,  calls  for  certain 
amendments  in  regard  to  fishing  privileges  and  rights-of- 
way  and  it  is  particularly  these  that  I  want  to  have  clarified. 

The  amendments  relating  to  the  fishing  are  Intended  to 
permit  the  continuance  of  commercial  fishing  within  the 
p)ark  area.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HILL.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  The  act  of  Congress  of  June 
29.  1938.  expressly  provides  that  there  shall  be  joint  con- 
sultation by  the  President  with  the  Oovemor  of  the  State 
of  Washington  for  at  least  8  months  and  until  the  final 
boundaries  are  decided  upon,  and  these  negotiations  were 
carried  on  to  the  beginning  of  this  year.  Certain  important 
amendments  are  proposed,  to  grant  rights-of-way  over  and 
across  lands  along  the  Queets  River  west  of  the  Olympic 
National  Park  and  along  the  coast.  The  proposed  amend- 
ment sets  forth  certain  legal  descriptions  to  wWch  these 
rights-of-way  are  to  apply  for  the  movement  of  minerals, 
timber,  and  other  products,  and  for  the  use  of  logging  rail- 
roads and  public  utilities.  Can  the  gentleman  Inform  me 
whether  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Washington  has  been 
consulted  and  whether  the  legal  descriptions  contained  In 
these  amendments  are  satisfactory  to  the  Governor  of  the 
State  of  Washington,  and  were  agreed  upon  during  his  ne- 
gotiations and  consultations  with  the  President  as  provided 
in  the  act  of  Congress? 

He  wrote  that  proviso  Into  the  act,  an  tmusual  proviso, 
so  that  all  these  matters  could  t>e  thoroughly  considered  and 
thrashed  out  bet  wen  the  Federal  and  the  State  Govern- 
ments, and  2  years  have  gone  by  since  the  act  was  passed 
with  that  requirement,  so  there  has  been  ample  time  and 
oppOTtunlty  to  go  Into  the  whole  proposition  thoroughly. 
Has  this  been  done?  Have  the  communities  and  interested 
parties  presented,  through  the  Governor,  their  case? 

Mr.  HILL.  The  gentleman  from  Washington  (Mr.  WalxI- 
CRKN],  author  of  the  bill,  is  here  and  he  can  probably  answer. 

Mr.  WALLGREN.  They  are  satisfactory  and  the  legis- 
lature has  passed  this  act  giving  this  jurisdiction  to  the 
Federal  Government. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  I  will  say  to  my  colleague 
that  that  hardly  answers  my  question.  I  am  speaking  about 
the  amendments  concerning  the  rights-of-way  to  that  strip 
that  It  Is  proposed  to  acquire  along  the  Queets  River.    Ol 
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course,  that  Is  not  a  part  of  the  original  Park  Act  nor  this 
legislation  for  ceding  these  lands.  These  amendments  are 
being  added  under  this  legislation,  giving  notice  of  accept- 
ance by  the  Federal  Government  of  Jurisdiction  and  It  is 
very  Important  that  all  the  land  affected  be  Included  so 
that  there  will  be  no  question  about  rights-of-way  in  that 
area,  so  that  logging  railroads  and  private  citizens  and  the 
people  In  those  communities  in  that  vicinity  can  have  Ingress 
and  egress  over  that  strip  of  land,  referred  to  out  there  as 
the  "Queets  Corridor." 

Mr.  WALLGREN.  The  act  as  passed  by  the  legislature 
takes  into  consideration  all  the  land  that  might  be  added  to 
the  park.    That  particular  strip  is  added  to  the  park. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  I  will  say  that  that  is  not 
what  I  am  talking  about.  I  am  talking  about  the  rights- 
of-way  to  cross  those  lands,  which  will  \ie  included  in  the 
park,  for  conmierclal  purposes.  Although  the  area  is  not 
Within  my  congressional  district,  being  in  the  gentleman's 
district,  some  of  my  constituents  are  interested.  I  have 
been  urging  to  the  National  Park  Service  and  the  Public 
Lands  Committee  that  such  amendments  be  included  In  this 
legislation.  It  Is  quite  possible  that  those  interested  did  not 
make  timely  presentation  of  this  matter  to  the  President 
through  the  Governor,  having  been  more  or  less  dilatory  In 
regard  to  this  entire  park  matter,  which  has  been  pendiqg 
for  5  years,  since  the  gentleman  introduced  his  first  bill 
early  in  1935.  In  view  of  this  somnolence,  I  am  trying  to 
ascertain  whether  the  legal  descriptions  of  the  lands  crossed 
by  the  rights-of-way  have  been  verified  and  approved  by 
the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Washington.  My  colleagues 
apparently  do  not  know  whether  this  has  been  done  or  not. 
This,  it  seems  to  me.  is  important.  "jTie  lands  are  described 
as  being  within  township  24  north,  range  10  west,  township 
25  north,  range  10  west,  township  24  north,  range  10  Vi  west, 
township  24  north,  range  11  west,  township  24  north,  range 
12  west,  and  township  24  north,  range  13  west,  sections  25  to 
27.  inclusive.  Willamette  meridian. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Washington  has  expired. 

Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HORTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  whether  he  is  aware  of 
the  fact  that  this  narrow  strip  of  land  up  and  down  the 
Queets  River  to  the  ocean  Is  about  20  miles  In  length  and 
rims  all  the  way  from  a  quarter  of  a  mile  to  3  miles  wide, 
and  that  It  extends  up  the  coast  for  about  40  miles  and  ex- 
tends at  least  a  half  mile  out  Into  the  ocean  so  as  to  en- 
compass two  potential  submerged  oil  fields;  and  that  by  the 
extension  of  the  park  in  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been 
extended  absolutely  cuts  off  any  up  and  down  free  traffic  on 
that  part  of  the  coast.  The  park  extends  from  the  high 
mountains  out  Into  the  ocean,  so  that  one  must  pass  through 
the  park  in  order  to  travel  north  and  south.  I  understand, 
imder  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  they  are  to  grant  certain 
concessions  as  to  roads.  Without  the  granting  of  those  con- 
cessions there  would  be  no  ingress  or  egress  to  the  country 
lying  between  the  ocean  and  the  mountains. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  HORTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the  regular  order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  regular  order  is  de- 
manded.   Is  there  objection  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  the  cir- 
cmnstances,  I  am  constrained  to  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  he  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SALX  or  nVDIAK  rORXSTRT  PRODUCTS 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  biU.  S.  2983.  to  authorize  the 
sale  of  limiber  and  other  forest  products  obtained  from  the 
forests  on  Indian  reservations  by  Indian  enterprises. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enceted.  etc..  That  the  lumber  and  other  forest  prcducta 
produced  by  Indian  enterprises  from  the  forests  on  Indian  reser- 
vations may  be  sold  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  may  prescribe  without  compliance  with  section  3709  of 
the  Revised  Statutes. 

The  bUl  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  a 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

PAYMENT  OF  FIRE  CLAIMS.  CHIPPEWA  INDIANS,   MINNESpTA 

The  Clerk  called  (he  next  bill.  S.  3352.  to  amend  the  act  of 
August  27.  1935  <49  Stat.  2194).  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objectiont 

There  was  no  objection. 

DISPOSITION  OF  TRUST  OR  RESTRICTED  ESTATES  OF  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9887.  to  provide  for  the 
disposition  of  trust  or  restricted  estates  of  Indians  dying  in- 
testate without  heirs. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  Investi- 
gate the  allotment  In  the  name  of  any  deceased  Indian.  Upon  final 
determination  by  the  Secretary  that  the  Indian  holder  of  a  trust  or 
restricted  allotment  of  lands  or  an  Interest  therein  has  died  Intestat* 
without  heirs,  the  lands  or  Interest  so  owned,  together  with  all 
accumulated  rents.  Issues,  and  profits  therefrom  held  In  trust  for 
the  decedent,  shall  escheat  to  the  tribe  owning  the  land  at  the  time 
of  allotment. 

If  the  tribe  which  owned  the  land  at  the  time  of  allotment  has 
been  reorganized  or  reconstituted  by  reason  of  amalgamation  with 
another  tribe  or  group  of  Indians  or  of  subdivision  within  the  tribe 
or  otherwise,  the  land  shall  escheat  to  the  tribe  or  group  which  has 
succeeded  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  original  tribe  over  the  area  In 
question.  If  neither  the  tribe  which  owned  the  land  at  the  time  of 
allotment  nor  a  successor  tribe  or  group  exists,  the  land  or  interest 
therein  shall  be  held  In  trust  for  such  Indians  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate  or,  if  the  Secretary  deternxlnes  that  the  land  cannot  be 
appropriately  used  by  or  for  such  Indians,  shall  be  sold,  and  the 
proceeds  shall  be  held  in  trust  for  such  Indians  as  he  may  designate. 

Sec.  2.  If  an  Indian  found  to  have  died  Intestate  without  heirs 
was  the  holder  of  a  restricted  allotment  or  homestead  or  Interest 
therein  on  the  public  domain,  the  land  or  interest  and  all  accumu- 
lated rents,  issues,  and  profits  therefrom  shall  escheat  to  the  United 
States  and  the  land  shall  become  part  of  the  public  domain:  Prcv 
vided.  That  if  the  Secretary  determines  that  the  land  Involved  Ilea 
within  or  adjacent  to  an  Indian  community  and  may  be  advanta- 
geously used  for  Indian  purposes,  the  land  or  Interest  shall  escheat 
to  the  United  States  to  be  held  In  trust  for  such  Indians  as  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  designate. 

Sec.  3.  The  proviso  In  section  12  of  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  determining  the  heirs  of  deceased  Indians  for  the  dispo- 
sition and  sale  of  allotments  of  deceased  Indians,  for  the  leasing  of 
allotments,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  25  1010  (38 
Stat.  865.  858),  U  repealed. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  a,  line  10.  after  the  word  "designate"  insert  "within  the 
Bute  or  States  wherein  the  land  Is  situated  " 

Page  2.  line  14.  after  the  word  '•designate"  Insert  a  comma  and 
"within  the  State  or  States  wherein  the  land  Is  situated." 

Page  3,  beginning  In  line  1,  Insert  the  word  "needy." 

Page  2.  line  2.  Insert  "where  the  value  of  the  estate  does  not 
exceed  $2,000.  and  in  case  of  estates  exceeding  such  rum.  such 
estates  shaU  be  held  in  trust  by  the  United  States  for  such  Indians' 
as  the  Congress  may  hereafter  designate." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  tQ  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 

TORT   CLAIMS   AGAINST  THE   UNITED   STATES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7236.  to  provide  for 
the  adjustment  of  certain  claims  against  the  United  States 
and  to  confer  Jurisdiction  in  respect  thereto  on  the 'court 
of  claims  and  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject for  the  purpose  of  asking  the  gentleman  from  New  York 


rMf.  CKLLnl  a  question.  As  I  imderstand.  this  bill  sets  a 
new  precedent.  In  the  report,  the  Attorney  General,  Mr. 
Jackson,  states: 

Tike  continued  Immtinlty  of  the  Ck)vemment  to  suit  on  common- 
law  torts  does  not  seem  to  be  warranted,  either  as  a  matter  of 
principle  or  as  a  matter  of  Justice. 

He  states  the  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  take  care  of  that. 
It  seems  to  me  tliis  biU  is  of  such  importance,  establishing  a 
new  precedent,  that  it  ought  to  be  considered  more  than 
proceedings  on  this  Consent  Calendar  will  r>ermlt. 

I  am  going  to  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
this  bill  go  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TO    COMMEMORATE    THE    TWO    HUNDREDTH    ANNIVERSARY    OF    THE 
FOUNDING    OF    THE    UNIVERSITY    OF    PENNSYLVANIA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  business.  House  Joint  Resolution 
512.  authorizing  the  recognition  of  the  two  hundredth  anni- 
versary of  the  founding  of  the  University  of  Pennsylvania  by 
Benjamin  Franklin  and  the  beginning  of  university  educa- 
tion in  the  United  States,  and  providing  for  the  representa- 
tion of  the  Oovemment  and  people  of  the  United  States  in 
the  observance  of  the  anniversary. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  resolution? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  similar  Joint  resolution.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  214, 
may  be  substituted  for  the  House  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  S^iate  resolution,  as  follows: 

Whereas  there  are  to  be  held  at  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  and  at  other 
places  during  the  year  1940  celebrations  commemorating  the  two 
hundredth  anniversary  of  the  foimdlng  of  the  University  of  Penn- 
sylvania by  Benjamin  Franklin,  said  institution  being  the  first 
university  to  be  established  in  wh&t  are  now  the  United  States;  and 

Whereas  In  accordance  with  resolutions  of  the  president  and 
fellows  of  the  University  of  Pennsylvania,  there  will  take  place  In 
FlUladelphla.  Pa.,  on  the  16th.  17th,  18th.  19th,  20th.  and  21st  of 
Siptanber  1940  formal  ceremonies  of  celebration  of  the  bicenten- 
nial, in  the  presence  of  the  governing  boards,  faculties,  students, 
and  alumni  of  the  university,  the  delegates  of  other  institutions, 
dl.stlngulshed  guests,  and  a  large  number  of  friends  and  benefac- 
tors: and 

Whereas  the  Conunonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  and  the  city  of 
Philadelphia  will  be  officially  represented  at  the  ceremonies:  and 

Whereas  the  University  of  Pennsylvania  endeavors  to  foster  and 
maintain  the  ideals  of  truth  and  freedom  ao  dear  to  Americans: 
"Rierefore  be  it 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  Oovemment  and  people  of  the  United 
SUtes  unite  with  the  University  of  Pennsylvania  In  a  fitting  and 
appropriate  observance  of  the  two  hundredth  anniversary  of  lu 
founding,  which  marked  the  formal  beginning  of  university  educa- 
Uon  in  the  United  States  (Harvard,  William  and  Mary,  and  Yale 
were  founded  before  the  University  of  Pennsylvania,  but  they  were 
not  universities  untU  after  the  University  of  Pennsylvania  became 
a  university). 

Sac.  2.  There  U  hereby  esUbllsbed  a  commission  to  be  known  as 
the  United  Ststes  University  of  Pennsylvania  Bicentennial  Com- 
mission (hrrelnaft-T  referred  to  as  the  Commission)  to  be  composed 
at  18  commusloners.  as  follows:  The  President  of  the  United  States 
and  4  person <  to  be  appointed  by  him.  the  President  of  the  Senate 
and  4  Members  of  the  Senate  to  be  appointed  by  said  President  of 
the  Senate,  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  BepresenUMves  and  4 
Members  of  the  House  to  be  appointed  by  said  Speaker. 

Sbc.  S.  Tbe  Oommlasion.  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  shaU 
cooperate  with  the  representaUvea  of  the  University  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  and  the  city  of  Phila- 
delphia In  the  appropriate  observance  of  such  anniversary  and 
shall  extend  appropriate  courtesies  to  the  delegates  of  foreign 
universities  and  other  foreign  learned  bodies  or  Individuals  attend- 
ing the  celebration  as  guests  of  the  University  of  Pennsylvania. 

Sbc.  4  The  members  of  the  Commission  shall  serve  without  com- 
panaation  and  shall  select  a  chairman  from  among  their  number, 
but  the  President  of  the  United  States  shall  be  designated  as  the 
"honorary  cbaiiman"  of  the  Commission. 

Sec.  5.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any 
money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated  the  sum  of 
•10.000  to  be  eipeoded  by  the  Commission  for  expenses,  including 
actual  and  naeeasary  trav^lng  and  suttsistencc  expenses.  Incurred 
whUe  discharging  Its  funcUons  under  this  joint  resolution  The 
Commission  shall  have  power  to  select,  hire,  and  fix  the  compen- 
sstion  of  such  officers  and  employees  ss  shall  be  necessary  for  the 
performance  of  iu  duties  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  other 


laws  applicable  to  employment  or  oompensation  of  ofDcen  or  em- 
ployees of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  6.  Any  vacancies  occurring  In  the  membership  of  the  pom- 
mission  shall  be  filled  by  the  President  of  the  United  States.  \ 

The  Senate  Joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider and  a  similar  House  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  612) 
were  laid  on  the  table. 

HAYWARD  INDIAN  SCHOOL 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  2984,  authorizing  the 
transfer  of  title  of  the  Hayward  Indian  School  to  the  State 
of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bin  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  GEHRMANN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to 
object.  I  am  wondering  what  the  reason  is  for  the  gentleman's 
request.  The  school  is  in  my  district,  but  it  is  a  liability  to 
the  Federal  Oovemment  because  it  Is  not  being  used  for 
school  purposes.  It  Is  used  as  a  camp  for  transients  at  the 
present  time.  The  Federal  Government  has  been  negotiat- 
ing to  sell  it  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin  for  years. 

A  similar  bill  was  passed  by  the  House  about  a  month  ago 
In  connection  with  the  Tomah  School.  That  bill  was  on 
all  fours  with  the  pending  bill.  The  pending  bill  only  au- 
thorizes the  State  of  Wisconsin  and  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment to  enter  into  negotiations. 

Mr.  COSTELLOl  Mr.  Speaker,  I  may  state  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Wisconsin  that  the  report  from  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  indicates  that  the  school  apparently  has  not 
been  entirely  released  from  use  by  the  Indian  Bureau,  that 
the  school  buildings  are  being  utilized  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  GEHRMANN.  The  report  is  not  very  clear.  The 
school  building  is  not  being  used  by  the  Indian  Bureau;  it  is 
the  hospital  building  that  is  iKing  used,  and  that  Is  reserved. 
The  report  will  show  that  we  reserve  the  hospital  buildings. 
I  would  fight  against  their  being  released,  but  that  is  an 
entirely  separate  proposition.  There  is  a  tract  of  land  of 
about  320  acres.  Hie  school  and  the  hospital  buildings  are 
located  on  different  parts  of  this  tract  of  land. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  The  gentleman  states  that  the  school 
building  is  separated  from  the  hospital  plant. 

Mr.  GEHRMANN.    Absolutely. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  How  about  facilities  such  as  water  and 
Ught? 

Mr.  GEHRMANN.  So  far  as  electricity  Is  concerned,  it  Is 
on  a  high  line.  Water  comes  from  a  well.  The  well  fur- 
nishes water  for  all  the  buildings.  I  would  absolutely  fight 
against  getting  rid  of  the  hospital  or  the  nurses'  home  or 
the  doctors'  home.  I  would  insist  that  those  remain  there 
because  we  need  them.  But  the  school  building  has  been 
closed  for  years  and  never  will  be  used  for  school  purposes 
again. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman,  the  author  of 
the  report  on  the  bill,  whether  It  1b  Intended  to  turn  over 
that  ground  to  the  State? 

Mr.  OEHRMANN.  I  do  not  know.  The  Department  of 
the  Interior  asked  me  to  Introduce  the  bill  the  first  year 
I  was  here;  that  bill  provided  that  It  be  turned  over  to  the 
State  of  Wisconsin,  because  It  Is  a  liability  to  the  Federal 
Government  as  it  Is  now.  At  that  time  the  State  did  not 
care  to  have  it.  because  there  was  disagreement  as  to  who 
was  to  furnish  the  heat,  because  the  heating  plant  is  a  unit. 

Mr.  SCHATER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  I  hope  the  gentleman  from  California  will 
withdraw  his  request. 

I  am  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  which 
favorably  reported  this  bill.  At  the  hearing  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Indian  Affairs  appeared  before  the  committee  in 
favor  of  this  bill.  This  bill  does  not  transfer  one  acre  of 
ground,  not  one  board,  not  one  piece  of  a  building.  It  pro- 
vides only  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized 
to  transfer  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin  upon  such  terms  and 
in  such  manner  as  may  be  mutually  agreed  upon.  We  have 
a  big  plant  lying  Idle.    Certainly  when  taxpayers'  funds  are 
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^  Invested  In  great  build'rigs  it  Is  not  In  the  interest  of  econ- 
— ^        omy  to  have  the  buildings  stand  idle  and  deteriorate. 

j  I  hope  the  grentleman  will  follow  the  recommendations  of 

I  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  favor  of  this  discretionary 

bill,  which  was  recommended  by  the  Commissioner  of  In- 
dian Affairs,  and  unanimously  reported  by  the  Committee 
:  on  Indian  Affairs  of  the  House. 

I  Mr.  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 

gentleman  has  stated  the  property  Is  no  longer  utilized  in  any 
way  for  school  purposes  and  Is  not  to  be  so  used  in  the  future, 
I  shall  be  pleased  to  withdraw  my  request  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  to  transfer  to  the  SUte  of  Wisconsin,  upon 
such  terms  and  In  such  manner  as  may  be  mutually  agreed  upon, 
for  Institutional  or  other  public  use,  title  to  all  or  any  part  of  the 
i  property   known    and   designated    as   the   Hayward   Indian   School, 

located  at  Hayward,  Wis. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

WAPATO  INDIAN  IRRIGATION  PROJECT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  3402.  to  authorize  the 
appropriation  for  payment  of  the  cost  of  providing  additional 
water  for  the  Wapato  Indian  irrigation  project,  Washington. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice.  It  exceeds 
$500,000  in  amount  and  is  of  such  consequence  that  I  feel 
more  opportunity  should  be  had  for  its  consideration  than  can 
be  had  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 
N^  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 

'  right  to  object,  this  bill  does  provide  for  a  total  appropriation 

of  $800,000 — $20,000  annually  for  40  years.     In  fact,  when  the 
bill  was  originally  considered  by  the  Committee  on  Indian 
-^  Afifairs  I  raised  a  question  about  it  and  asked  that  a  subcom- 

mittee l)e  appointed  to  study  the  bill.  A  subcommittee  was 
appointed  to  hold  hearings  and  study  the  legislation  and 
report  to  the  full  committee.  I  was  a  member  of  that  sub- 
committee. What  did  we  find?  We  found  that  these  In- 
dians had  a  valid  interest  and  title  to  water  rights  in  the 
Indian  reservation.  Under  a  reclamation  project  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  promised  those  Indians  under  a 
solemn,  binding  treaty,  and  under  an  act  of  Congress  enacted 
August  1.  1914,  that  it  would  furnish  sufficient  water  to  them 
in  payment  of  those  water  rights  to  adequately  irrigate  all 
40-acre  allotments  on  the  Yakima  Indian  Reservation.  It  has 
been  found  that  the  Indians  have  not  received  sufficient  water 
to  do  that  and  this  bill  provides  sufficient  water.  We  have 
stricken  out  the  $931,500  which  the  bill,  as  originally  intro- 
duced, carried  for  the  Reclamation  Bureau  to  spend.  The 
bill  merely  executes  the  contractual  obligations  of  Uncle  Sam 
With  his  Indian  wards.  These  Indians  need  that  water  and 
they  are  entitled  to  it  under  the  treaty  and  they  are  entitled 
to  it  under  the  law.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  oppose 
this  $20,000  annual  expenditure  so  that  Uncle  Sam  can  keep 
faith  with  his  Indian  wards  under  his  treaty  obligations  aijd 
the  provisions  ot  existing  law. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Would  the  gentleman  mind  telling  the 
House  why  they  have  waited  26  years? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Yes.  Some  of  ovu*  American 
Indians  have  waited  50  years  and  some  will  wait  100  years  to 
have  their  solemn,  binding  contracts  with  Uncle  Sam  carried 
out.  I  assure  the  gentleman  that  the  Indian  Commissioner 
supports  this  bill  which  was  amended  and  favorably  reported 
[         by  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  with  a  unanimous  vote. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  account  of  the  splendid 
explanation  just  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  and 
because  this  bill  calls  for  less  than  a  million  dollars,  I  with- 
draw my  request. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  olijection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc^  That  there  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro- 
priated, out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, siifflclent  money  now  estimated  in  the  amount  of  $1,731,500 
to  defray  the  actual  cost  of  furnishing  an  additional  water  supply 
adequate  for  the  Irrigation  of  40  acres  of  each  allotment  on  the 
Yakima  Indian  Reservation,  Wash.,  In  accordance  with  the  act  of 
August  1,  1914  (38  Stat.  804),  and  an  agreement  between  the 
Bxireau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Offlce  of  Indian  Affairs  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  September  3.  1936.  A  stun  of 
money  equal  In  amount  to  the  amount  of  such  cost  when  deter- 
mined shall  be  transferred  to  the  reclamation  fund  In  40  annual 
Installments  to  reimburse  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  for  the  pro- 
portionate share  of  the  unpaid  cost  of  constructing  the  necessary 
storage  facilities  required  to  assure  the  deUvery  of  the  necessary 
quantity  of  water. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  3,  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert 
the  following: 

"That  there  Is  hereby  authorlred  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any 
money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of 
$800,000.  and  credited  to  the  reclamation  fund,  to  defray  the  actual 
cost  of  furnishing  an  additional  quantity  of  water  annually  of 
100.000  acre-feet  which  is  needed  to  provide  adequate  Irrigation  for 
40  acres  each  of  the  Indian  allotments  of  the  Yakima  Reservation 
as  contemplated  by  the  act  of  August  1.  1914.  and  as  set  out  In  the 
terms  of  the  agreement  between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and 
the  Office  of  Indian  Affairs  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
September  3,  1936.  the  same  to  be  made  avaUable  in  amounts  not 
to  exceed  $20,000  annually  for  40  years." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

AUTHORIZING   LANDS  TO  BE  HELD  IN  TRUST  FOR   KLAIIATH  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8922.  relating  to  lands 
of  the  Klamath  and  Mcdoc  Tribes  and  the  Yahooskin  Band 
of  Snake  Indians. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  4he 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  CostelloI? 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  I 
do  not  see  why  there  should  be  any  objection  to  this  bill. 
These  Indians  use  their  own  money,  which  is  in  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States,  to  buy  certain  pieces  of  land  within  their 
reservation  or  just  outside  of  it.  It  is  their  own  money  and 
it  is  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.  The  Government 
is  paying  4  percent.  The  land  is  to  be  deeded  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  to  be  held  in  trust  for  the  Indians 
and  there  cannot  be  any  objection.  The  Budget  objected  on 
the  ground  that  they  ought  to  come  back  every  year  to  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  there 
are  two  provisions  in  this  bill.  The  second  provision  is  as  he 
states.  It  authorizes  the  use  of  private  funds  to  acquire 
additional  land  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians.  But  the  first 
part  of  the  bill,  as  I  understand  it.  would  allow  the  Indians  to 
deed  back  to  the  Federal  Goverrunent  land  which  they  now 
hold  in  fee.  and  it  is  hard  for  me  to  understand  what  the 
program  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  is  going  to  be, 
whether  it  will  be  to  try  to  rehabilitate  the  Indians  and"make 
it  possible  for  them  to  be  self-sustaining,  or,  having  turned 
the  land  over  to  the  Indians  in  order  to  allow  them  to  take 
care  of  themselves,  we  are  now  going  to  turn  around,  takb  the 
land  back,  and  hold  it  forever  in  trust  and  keep  the  Indians 
forever  as  wards  of  the  Government.  This  appears  to  be  a 
reversal  of  the  previous  policy  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  I  fail  to  see  the  real  purpose  in  doing  that. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma.  This  involves  small, areas. 
They  are  scattered.  What  they  are  trying  to  do  is  get  the 
Indian  land  all  together  and  imited.  That  Is  the  reason  that 
provision  is  in  here.  It  pertains  to  small  areas  outside  and 
they  are  scattered  and  they  want  to  turn  that  land  back- 
Mr.  COSTELLO.  Apparently  the  purpose  Is  to  keep  the 
Indians  constantly  under  the  dominion  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 
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Ilie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  fnxn  California  [Mr.  CostslloJ? 
There  was  no  objectioa. 

FRED  B.  WOODAKD 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bUl.  H.  R.  9432.  to  limit  the  op- 
eration  of  sections  109  and  113  of  the  Criminal  Code,  and 
section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States 
with  respect  to  certain  counsel. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

easement  for  a  road  right-of-way  over  the  coast  guard 
reservation  at  flagler  beach,  fla. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3958,  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  grant  to  the  Road  Department 
of  the  State  of  Florida  an  easement  for  a  road  right-of-way 
over  the  Coast  GKiard  Reservation  at  Ragler  Beach.  Fla. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  biU.  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized to  grant  to  the  Road  Department  of  the  State  of  Florida  an 
easement  to  construct  and  maintain  a  highway  across  such  of  the 
lands  constituting  a  part  ot  the  Coast  Guard  Reservation  at 
Flagler  Beach.  Fla..  as  the  Secretary  may  designate.  Such  ease- 
ment shall  be  granted  subject  to  such  reasonable  conditions  as 
the  Secretary  may  deem  desirable  to  be  Included  therein  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  United  States  to  use  the  reservation  In 
such  manner  as  the  Oovemment's  Interests  may  reqtUre. 

llie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

EIKERGENCT    PROVISIONS    FOR    VESSELS    AFFECTED    BY    NEUTRALITY 

ACT  OF   193B 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  business.  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
260.  to  make  emergency  provision  for  the  maintenance  of 
essential  vessels  affected  by  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939,  and 
for  adjustment  of  obligations  with  respect  to  such  vessels. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  fact  there  \s  a 
rule  outstanding  for  the  consideration  of  this  Joint  resolution, 
and  In  view  of  the  fact  it  has  to  do  with  our  neutrality  and  is 
rather  complicated,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Joint 
resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Church!? 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  hate  very  much  to  object  tmt  I  shall  be  compelled  to  do  so. 
May  I  state  to  the  gentleman  that  while  there  is  a  rule  out- 
standing for  the  consideration  of  this  Joint  resolution,  there 
are  17  rules  on  the  Speaker's  desk. 

This  joint  resolution  arises  by  reason  of  the  Neutrality  Act 
which  blocked  out  ships  from  combat  zones.  This  Joint  reso- 
lution does  not  undertake  to  permit  ships  to  go  into  combat 
rones.  Those  ships  that  were  blocked  out  first  were  then  re- 
distributed and  some  were  sent  to  the  Mediterranean.  Now 
we  are  confronted  with  another  proclamation  under  the  Neu- 
trality Act,  and  what  we  are  trying  to  do  by  this  joint  resolu- 
tion is  not  to  authorize  those  ships  to  go  into  pohibited  areas, 
but  to  secure  legislation  whereby  the  Maritime  Commission  m 
the  manner  prescribed  by  this  act  may  provide  so  that  those 
ships  can  continue  in  s<une  operation  and  be  ready  for  use  in 
the  event  of  an  emergency  and  to  provide  for  reimbursement. 
It  does  not  encroach  upon  the  Neutrality  Act  at  all.  but  arises 
by  reason  of  the  Neutrality  Act. 

Mr.  FISH.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  should  like  to  take  this  occasion  merely  to  say  to  the  House, 
particularly  those  who  voted  for  the  neutrality  bill  for  so 
many  yeso^,  and  finally  those  who  renewed  their  vote  the 
last  time  It  was  up  for  consideration,  that  in  my  humble 
opinion  the  Neutrality  Act  which  prohibits  American  ships 
going  Into  the  war  zone  has  been  the  reason  for  keeping 
America  out  of  this  European  war. 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  say  to  the  gentleman,  this  is  not  sending 
ships  into  the  combat  area;  the  joint  resolution  provides  that 
adjustments  may  be  made  whereby  the  shijK  may  be  laid  up,  at 
%  smaller  cost  than  probaUy  would  be  the  case  on  subsidies; 


or  for  postponement  of  the  maturity  dates  for  these  vessels 
that  are  in  essential  services,  or  rearrangement  of  maturities: 
the  postponement  or  cancelation  of  interest,  extending 
merely,  and  not  canceling,  any  obligation  that  has  been 
made;  the  extension  of  the  20-year  life  limitation;  and 
temporary  or  emergency  emplojrment  so  that  the  ships  can 
be  kept  in  condition  and  can  be  ready  for  use, 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Reserving  the  right  to  object, 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  order  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  there  Is  any  pro- 
vision In  this  joint  resolution  which  directly  or  indirectly  will 
permit  machinations  to  declare  any  of  these  ships  surplus 
and  violate  our  Neutrality  Act  by  selling  and  sending  them 
3,000  miles  across  the  sea  to  some  foreign  country,  in  the 
same  manner  that  we  have  violated  our  American  neutrality 
by  selling  and  sending  a  number  of  our  badly  needed 
planes  from  our  wholly  inadequate  supply  of  fighting  planes. 
The  President  said  that  we  cannot  Iiave  our  cake  and  eat  it. 
too,  when  he  delivered  a  message  to  Congress  several  weeks 
ago.  We  cannot  have  our  national  defense  and  at  the  same 
time  sell  and  send  its  Implements  3,000  miles  across  the  sea. 

Mr.  BLAND.  No;  this  is  to  take  the  ships  out  of  the 
areas  where  they  cannot  go.  to  keep  them  from  being  laid 
up,  and  to  use  them  in  other  essential  services. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  There  is  no  provision  in  this 
Joint  resolution  under  which  one  of  these  New  Deal  braln- 
trusters  in  the  Attorney  General's  office  can  write  manifestos 
or  misinterpretations  of  the  law  whenever  he  sees  fit,  under 
which  these  ships  can  be  sold  and  sent  3,000  miles  across  the 
sea,  as  was  recently  done  in  the  case  of  our  Army  and  Navy 
battle  planes? 

Mr.  BLAND.    My  answer  is  absolutely  no. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    I  object.  Mr.  Speaker. 

Tlie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    I  object. 

EXCHANGE  OF  COAST  CTTARO  SITES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9995,  to  amend  the 
act  of  April  6,  1938  (52  Stat.  201),  entitled  "An  act  auttM}r- 
izing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  exchange  sites  at 
Miami  Beach,  Dade  Coimty.  Fla,,  for  Coast  Guard  purposes." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  act  of  AprU  6,  1038  (62  Stat.  901). 
is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  hereby  authorteed  to 
exchange  the  existing  Coast  Guard  sites  located  at  Miami  Beach. 
Dade  Ctounty  (commonly  known  as  the  House  of  Refuge  property), 
and  at  Fort  Lauderdale,  Broward  County  (commonly  known  as 
the  Base  SIX  property).  In  the  State  of  Florida,  or  either  of  them, 
for  EUiy  other  site  or  sites,  or  faculties  thereon,  or  both,  located  In 
either  of  said  counties,  which  are  determined  by  a  board  of  Coast 
Guard  officers,  appointed  by  the  Commandant,  to  be  adequate 
consideration  for  such  exchange  and  suitable  for  Coast  Guard  ptir- 
poses,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary:  Provided,  That  the 
title  to  any  land  acquired  in  this  manner  shall  be  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Attorney  General :  Provided  further.  That  any  con- 
veyance by  the  Government  tuider  this  act  ahaU  be  by  a  quitclaim 
deed. 

"Sbc.  a.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  authorized  to  enter 
into  such  contracts,  accept  such  bonds  or  other  undertakings,  and 
perform  any  and  ail  other  acts  as  he  deems  necessary  to  protect 
the  interests  of  the  United  States  in  carrying  out  the  proTlslons 
of  this  act." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

BOXTLDER   CANTON   PROJECT   AOJTTSTICKNT 

Tlie  Cnerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9877,  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate  and  to  put  Into  effect 
charges  for  electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam.  pro- 
viding for  the  api^ication  of  revenues  from  said  project, 
authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder  Power  Plant  by  the 
United  States  directly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other 
mirposes. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 
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The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Colorado? 
There  was  no  objection. 

RTTLES   or   PROCEDURE   IN    CRIMINAL    CASES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  4587.  to  give  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  authority  to  prescribe 
rules  of  pleading,  practice,  and  procedure  with  respect  to 
proceedings  in  criminal  cases  prior  to  and  including  verdict, 
or  finding  or  plea  of  guilty. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
ahall  have  the  power  to  prescribe,  from  time  to  time,  rules  of 
pleading,  practice,  and  procedure  with  res|>ect  to  any  or  aU  pro- 
ceedings prior  to  and  including  verdict,  or  finding  of  guilty  or  not 
guilty  by  the  court  if  a  jury  has  been  waived,  or  plea  of  guilty. 
In  criminal  cases  in  district  courts  of  the  United  States,  including 
the  district  courts  of  Alaska.  Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico,  Canal  Zone,  and 
the  Virgin  Islands,  in  the  Supreme  Coxirts  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto 
Rico.  In  the  United  States  Court  for  China,  and  in  proceedings 
before  United  States  commissioners.  Such  rules  shall  take  effect 
6  months  after  their  promulgation,  and  thereafter  all  laws  in 
conflict  therewith  shall  be  of  no  further  force  and  effect. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2.  line  5,  strike  out  "Such  rules  shall  take  effect  6  months 
after  their  promulgation"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "Such  rules 
shall  not  take  effect  until  they  shall  have  been  reported  to  Con- 
gress by  the  Attorney  General  at  the  beginning  of  a  regular  session 
thereof  and  until  after  the  close  of  such  session." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

MARINE  *VAR-RISK  INSURANCE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6572.  to  amend  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936.  as  amended,  to  provide  for 
marine  war-risk  insurance  and  reinsurance  and  for  marine 
risk  reinsurance  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.     I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  resei-ve 
his  objection? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Yes. 

Mr.  BLAND.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  while  ordi- 
narily I  would  not  ask  that  this  bill  be  passed  on  the  consent 
calendar,  yet  there  is  a  very  serious  situation  when  you  con- 
sider that  marine  insurance  has  its  headquarters  in  London, 
and  in  marine  Insurance  the  market  is  likely  to  be  lost  in  a 
very  short  time.  This  is  similar  to  the  bill  we  passed  in  the 
World  War.  We  are  providing  insurance  here,  which  is  the 
life  blood  of  a  merchant  marine,  in  order  that  the  ships  majr 
sail  not  to  beUlgerent  zones,  for  everjrthing  in  this  bill  about 
going  to  belligerent  zones  has  been  cut  out.  but  we  are  pro>- 
viding  simply  for  American  ships  with  American  goods  com- 
plying with  the  Neutrality  Act. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  insur- 
ance corporations  in  the  United  States  write  this  kind  of 
insurance?  I  have  in  my  ofQce  records  indicating  that  the 
firm  of  Roosevelt  &  Sargent,  of  Boston.  Mass.,  has  written 
a  considerable  amoimt  of  maritime  insurance  on  our  Ameri- 
can Merchant  Marine,  which  is  subsidized  from  our  American 
taxpayers'  Treasury. 

Mr.  BLAND.  But  they  do  not  write  all  of  It.  It  is  cus- 
tomary with  American  insurance,  in  view  of  the  large 
amoimts  involved,  to  reinsiu'e.  and  this  reinsurance  is  done 
in  the  London  market. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Does  the  gentleman  mean 
to  tell  me  that  the  firm  of  Roosevelt  L  Sargent,  of  Boston, 
which  has  written  insurance  cm  a  large  part  of  our  Ameri- 
can merchant  marine,  which  is  subsidized  from  our  almost 
bankrupt  Federal  Treasury,  has  been  selling  British  insur- 
ance to  Uncle  Sam?  I  think  it  is  about  time  to  stop  buying 
British  and  begin  to  buy  American. 

Mr.  BLAND.  It  is  reinstu-ance  and  I  agree  with  the  gen- 
tleman, but  it  has  simply  been  since  we  have  been  getting 


ships  under  our  own  flag  that  we  have  been  able  to  build  up 
a  marine -insurance  business  in  this  country. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  object  to  this  socialist 
measure,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  THILL.    I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

MARJORIE   PAEK.  TAMPA.  TLA. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9981.  to  authorize  the 
construction  of  certain  facilities  in  Marjorie  Park,  Davis 
Island,  Tampja.  Fla.,  and  for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Federal  Works  Administrator  t>e.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  accept  on  t)ehalf  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  without  cost,  title  to  a  tract  of  land  in  Marjorie  Park. 
Davis  Island.  Tampa.  Fla.,  suitable  for  use  for  the  site  of  a  United 
States  quarantine  station. 

Sec.  2.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  siun  of 
$76,000  to  be  expended  by  the  Federal  Works  Administrator,  for  the 
construction  and  Installation  of  such  buildings,  utilities,  and  appur- 
tenances thereto  on  the  tract  of  land  herein  authorized  to  be 
acquired  to  replace  the  existing  United  States  quarantine  station 
adjoining  MacOill  Field,  Fla. 

Sec.  3.  Upon  completion  of  the  construction  alxsve  authorized,  the 
Federal  Works  Administrator  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
transfer  to  the  control  and  Jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of  War  as  an 
addition  to  MacDlll  Field.  Fla..  or  for  use  for  other  military  purposes, 
the  land  and  improvements  now  comprising  the  United  States 
quarantine  station  adjoining  MacDlll  Field,  Fla. 

Tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

CIVIL    AERONAXmCS    AUTHORITY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9899.  extending  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  over  certain 
air-mail  ser\ices,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice.  I  understand 
the  hearings  have  not  been  printed. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  may 
I  inquire  what  is  the  objection  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  I  understand  the  hearings  have  not  been 
printed.  This  is  an  important  bill  and  one  that  will  have  a 
far-reaching  effect. 

Mr.  LEA.  The  committee  was  unanimous  after  a  full 
hearing  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  I  shall  have  to  object  unless  the  bill 
goes  over. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  reserve 
his  objection?  There  is  nothing  in  this  bill  which  will  at  all 
affect  anything  in  the  United  States,  and  it  should  be  passed. 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  The  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  re- 
quested this  legislation  so  they  could  continue  this  air-mail 
pick-up  service. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  May  I  ask  the  genUeman  to  withdraw 
his  objection? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  It  was  unanimously  reported  by  the 
committee. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.   Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENNINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee that  many  cities  in  Pennsylvania.  Ohio,  and  West  Vir- 
ginia which  have  no  airports  are  denied  air-mail  service  due 
to  the  Post  Office  Department  and  the  C.  A.  A.  having  no 
authority  to  operate  air-mail  pick-up  service.  If  this  amend- 
ment is  adopted  immediately,  within  60  or  90  days,  thousands 
of  people  in  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  and  West  Virginia  will  again 
enjoy  the  privilege  of  air-mail  service. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  I  understand  the  Postmaster  General 
refused  to  give  his  consent  to  it. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    Oh,  no. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  I  shall  have  to  ask.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
bill  go  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  ther&  obJecUon  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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AMKHCMEirr   or   TRAMSPOKTATION    act   or    1820 


The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  10014.  to  amend  the 
Transportation  Act.  1920,  as  amended. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Tliat  title  II  of  the  Tnnsportatlon  Act,  1930 
(41  Stat.  457) ,  as  amended.  Ib  hereby  further  amended  by  adding  at 
tbi  end  of  that  title  the  following  new  section: 

"Bbl.  213.  With  respect  to  any  bonds,  notes,  or  other  securities 
acqxilred  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  under  the  provisions  of  this 
act.  Including,  without  limitation  of  the  foregoing,  any  securities 
acquired  ••  an  Incident  to  a  banlEruptcy,  receivership,  or  reorganl- 
Eatloa  proceeding,  or  by  asslgnnjent,  transfer,  substitution,  or  issu- 
ance, or  by  purchase,  default,  or  other  acquisition  (whether  at  • 
foreclosure  sale  or  otherwise)  of  collateral  given  for  the  pajrment  of 
obUfatlona  to  the  United  States,  the  President,  or  any  ofllcer,  agent, 
or  agency  he  may  designate.  Is  authorised  to  sell,  ezchahge,  or 
otherwise  dispose  of  any  such  bonds,  notes,  or  other  securities,  or 
to  enter  Into  arrangements  for  the  extension  of  the  maturity 
thereof.  In  such  manner.  In  such  amounts,  at  sxich  prices,  for  cash, 
seciirltles,  or  other  property,  or  any  combination  thereof,  and  upon 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  President  or  any  officer,  agent,  or 
agency  so  designated  may  deem  advisable  and  In  the  public 
inlerest." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

AOMnnSTRATION   Or    THK    WASHINCTON    HATTONAL    AIRPORT 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bill.  S.  3927.  to  provide  for  the 
administration  of  the  Washington  National  Airport,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, I  would  like  to  have  the  attention  of  some  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  District  of  Columbia  Committee.  I  understand 
that  existing  law.  probably  wisely,  limits  the  administration 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  to  leasing  the  property  of 
the  new  Washington  National  Airport  by  granting  revocable 
licenses.  Section  3  of  this  bill,  and  I  hope  some  one  will 
read  it  here.  Is  very  broad,  and  it  seems  to  me  would  stand 
some  amendment.  At  least  more  discussion  should  be  had 
on  this  measure  than  is  afforded  on  the  consent  calendar. 
The  report  states  that  this  field  will  be  ready  early  this  fall, 
while  I  have  heard  numerous  reports  that  it  will  not  be  ready 
for  several  years. 

If  the  chairman  of  the  committee  desires  to  make  a  state- 
ment I  would  be  very  glad  to  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  LEA.  This  airport  is  expected  to  be  in  operation  before 
the  first  of  the  year. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  The  letter  In  the  report  says  that,  but  what 
is  the  evidence  In  the  hearings  as  to  when  it  will  be  ready? 

Mr.  LEA.  The  evidence  is  that  it  will  be  open  probably  In 
October  of  this  year, 

Mr.  CHURCH.  The  Washington  airport  In  shape  at  that 
time?    This  legislation  seems  to  me  very  premature. 

Mr.  LEA.  Oh.  no.  It  Is  going  to  be  necessary  to  grant 
concessions  there.  For  Instance,  the  air  lines  will  have  con- 
cessions to  conduct  their  ticket  offlces  Inside  the  building,  and 
there  will  be  concessions  for  a  restaurant.  The  concessions 
will  amount  probably  to  $100,000  a  year.  It  will  be  much  more 
valuable  to  the  Oovemment,  If  they  can  be  let  for  a  definite 
period,  so  It  is  the  best  proposition  to  give  this  authority. 
This  authority  should  be  granted  before  the  airport  goes  into 
operation.  In  order  that  the  concessionaires  may  move  in  and 
begin  to  operate  in  their  business. 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Section  3  of  the  bill  provides: 

The  Administrator  is  empowered  to  lease,  upon  such  terms  as  he 
may  deem  proper,  space  or  property  within  or  upon  the  airport 
for  the  pinpooes  cwntlal  or  approprUte  to  the  operation  of  the 
airport. 

The  old  plan  is  done  away  with,  unless  you  amend  this  bill 
In  some  way.  It  leaves  the  terms  of  the  leases  entirely  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Administrator. 

Mr.  LEA.  The  CivU  Aeronautics  Authority  gives  the  Ad- 
ministrator the  right  to  make  a  lease  on  revocable  condi- 
tions, while  this  would  broaden  the  authority  and  give  him 
the  right  to  make  a  lease  for  a  time  definite. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Will  the  gentleman  give  me  an  Olustratioii 
where  an  exception  is  made  to  the  requirement  that  leases 
to  Oovenunent  property  be  on  revocable  condltlonst  Why 
should  this  law  be  changed  in  this  instance? 


Mr.    BULWINKLE.    Mr.    Speaker,    will    the    gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Yes. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  This  is  difTerent  fn»n  anything  that 
we  have  had  heretofore. 

Mr.  CHURCH.    It  is  different? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Yes;  for  this  reason.  Out  at  this  air- 
port there  will  be  a  restaurant,  and^they  are  contemplating 
putting  in  $150,000  worth  of  equipment.  That  is,  the  people 
who  run  the  restaurant  contemplate  putting  $150,000  worth 
of  equipment  into  it.  We  have  nothing  like  that  on  any 
other  Oovemment  property.  These  men  are  putting  up 
immense  sums  of  money  in  order  to  make  this  a  great  air- 
port, and  we'  want  to  lease  it. 

Til:;  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Hie  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  gentleman's  time  be  extended  for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  RICH.  Will  these  concessions  be  let  out  by  com- 
petitive bidding,  or  is  the  one  who  is  going  to  have  charge 
to  be  permitted  to  designate  any  one  he  wants  to  go  there? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  No;  my  imderstanding  is  this:  that 
he  is  going  to  survey  the  field,  and  do  the  best  he  can  to  get 
the  best  results.  That  is  what  I  understood.  There  is  to  be 
no  competitive  bidding. 

Mr.  RICH.    How  is  that  to  be  determined? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Here  is  a  man  who  says  that  he  Is 
going  to  equip  his  restaurant  In  such  and  such  a  way  and 
that  he  will  pay  such  an  amount.  Let  me  ask  the  gentleman 
this  question:  Here  are  two  air  lines  that  are  coming  in  to 
this  airport  or  perhaps  three.  Is  the  gentleman  going  to  say 
to  them  that  they  must  bid  for  this  space? 

Mr.  RICH.  Oh,  that  is  an  entirely  different  proposition. 
These  air  lines  come  in  here  and  they  will  make  a  charge 
which  everybody  will  have  to  pay. 

B^.  BULWINKLE.  They  are  charged  with  the  space  in 
this  field  and  that  is  what  they  are  going  to  do  with  the 
others. 

Mi.  RICH.  Whenever  we  let  contracts  for  anything  that 
the  Government  purchases  we  let  it  out  at  competitive 
bidding.    It  seems  to  me  that  is  what  they  should  do  here. 

Mr.  LEA.  Tlie  Government  sells  service.  Hie  air  lines 
will  have  their  offices  inside  this  airport  and  will  pay  rent 
to  the  Government.  It  is  important  that  this  should  be  for 
a  definite  period  instead  of  revocable  at  will. 

Mr.  RICH.  What  is  the  cost  of  this  airport?  What  will 
It  cost  the  Government  when  we  complete  it? 

Mr.  LEA.  I  could  not  give  you  the  figure,  but  it  is  an 
expensive  airport  and  these  rentals  may  exceed  $100,000  a 
year. 

Mr.  RICH.  Who  knows  what  this  is  going  to  cost?  Can 
you  get  those  figures? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    Yes:  we  can  get  them. 

Mr.  RICH.  Will  you  insert  them  in  the  Rxcord— the  total 
cost  of  this  airport? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    Yea. 

Mr.  RICH.  How  are  they  going  to  figure  out  the  reve- 
nue-— 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  refuse  to  yield  further. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

KASEMXNT  TO  CEBTAIN  LAKD  DT  CITT  OW  TAMGO.  W.  SAX. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  8.  2059,  authorizing  a  grant 
to  the  city  of  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  of  an  easement  in  connection 
with  the  ooEistruction  of  water  and  sewer  systems. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Au'horJty  Is  autliorlzed  and  directed  to  grant  to  the  city  of 
Vmi^.  N.  Dak.,  a  permanent  easement  authorizing  such  city  to  con- 
struct and  maintain  a  system  of  Interceptor  or  tnink  sewer  lines 
and  water  mains  under  the  west  60  feet  of  a  tract  of  land  owned 
by  the  United  States  and  located  north  of  such  city  of  Pargo,  In 
Caas  County.  N.  Dak.,  such  tract  of  land  being  now  used  as  the  site 
of  an  Blrwajrs  radio  and  range  station,  and  Is  more  specifically  de- 
scribed as  follows:  Beginning  at  the  northwest  corner  southeast 
quarter  of  section  30.  township  140  north,  range  48  west,  fifth 
principal  meridian:   thence  east  880  feet  to  a  point;   thence  south 

045  feet  to  a  point;  thence  west  880  feet  to  a  point;  thenoe  north 

046  feet  to  the  place  of  beginning,  containing  In  all  13'3.i  acres. 
The  easement  authorized  to  be  granted  by  this  act  shall  be  In  lieu 

of  ^  the  license  revocable  at  the  will  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
grante^l  to  such  city  by  a  certain  Instrument  dated'  December  20. 
1934.  and  executed  by  Ewlng  7.  Mitchell.  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  as  amended  by  a  certain  instrument  dated  March  12, 
1835.  and  executed  by  the  said  Ewlng  T.  Mitchell.  Such  easement 
shall  be  granted  subject  to  such  reasonable  conditions  as  the^  Secre- 
tary of  Commerce  m,.y  deem  desirable  to  Include  In  the  grant  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  Interference  with  the  oi>eratlon  and  main- 
tenance of  the  alr-navlgatlon  facilities  now  or  hereaft^  located 
upon  such  tract  of  land. 

Sxc  2.  Such  easement  shall  be  granted  subject  to  the  following 
condition : 

( 1 )  The  grantee  shall  not  use  any  machines  or  erect  any  tem- 
porary structures  on  said  land  that  will  extend  more  than  10  feet 
above  the  sxirface  of  the  immediately  surrounding  area  without 
permission  of  the  operator  In  charge  of  the  station  or  erect  any 
permanent  structures  above  the  grotind: 

(2)  None  of  the  operations  of  the  city  In  the  exercise  of  any  of 
the  privileges  granted  by  this  easement  shall  Interfere  In  any  way 
with  any  wires,  cables,  conduits,  pipes,  sewers,  or  other  structvires 
of  any  kind  or  character  now  Installed  In  or  across  such  tract  or 
hereafter  Installed  In  such  tract  by  the  Government  or  by  any 
subsequent  owner  of  any  part  of  the  tract; 

(3)  The  grantee  shall  not  make  any  excavations  that  will  prevent 
or  at  any  time  unduly  lmp>ede  ingress  and  egress  to  the  rest  of  the 
tract  and.  upon  making  any  excavations,  shall  promptly  restore  the 
soil  and  surface  of  the  land  to  Its  former  condition: 

(4)  Such  other  reasonable  conditions  as  the  Administrator  In  the 
Cl^ll  Aeronautics  Authority  may  deem  desirable  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  Interference  with  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  the 
alr-navlgatlon  facilities  now  or  hereafter  located  upon  such  tract  of 
land. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  a.  line  5.  after  the  word  "meridian"  strike  out  the  balance 
of  the  line  and  all  of  lines  6.  7.  8.  and  9.  and  the  word  "acres"  In 
line  10.  and  Insert,  "thence  north  along  the  north  and  south  quar- 
ter line  75  feet  to  a  point,  thence  east  parallel  to  the  east  and  west 
quarter  line  880  feet  to  a  point;  thence  south  720  feet  to  a  point; 
thence  west  parallel  to  the  east  and  west  quarter  line  880  feet  to 
a  point  on  the  north  and  south  quarter  line;  thence  north  along 
the  north  and  south  quarter  line  645  feet  to  the  point  of  be- 
ginning, containing  14  55  acres,  more  or  less." 

Page  2.  line  26.  strike  out  the  words  "Such  ease",  and  all  of 
lines  1  to  5,  inclusive,  on  page  3. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  he  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

AUTRORIZINC  A  RAOIO-MONITORIMG  STATION  IN  MASSACHTTSETTS 

The  Clerk  called  ihe  next  bin,  S.  2611.  authorizing  the 
purchase  of  a  site  and  the  erection  of  a  building  in  the  State 
of  Massachusetts  for  use  as  a  radio-monitoring  station,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted.,  etc..  That  the  Federal  Communications  Coxiunls- 
slon  be.  and  It  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  purchase  for  the  United 
States  a  suitable  site  In  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  provided  a 
suitable  site  now  owned  by  the  Government  is  not  available  for 
the  purpose,  and  causf  to  be  erected  thereon,  according  to  plans 
and  spcclflcailons  to  be  approved  by  it,  a  suitable  building  or 
buildings,  for  use  as  a  radlo-monltorlng  station  or  to  modify  or 
VMOoMiuct  exlsUng  bvdldlngs  or  facilities  on  such  site  for  such 
purpcse.  and  to  provldt;  the  necessary  associated  antenna  systems, 
roadways,  power,  water  and  sanitary  facilities.  Including  the  con- 
struction and  Installation  of  gonlometric  apparatus  and  Including 
necessary  outfits,  apparatus,  and  equipment  at  a  total  cost  of  said 
site,  buildings,  and  equipment  of  not  to  exceed  $30,000. 

The  bill  was  ordei^  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  i)assed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

ADDITIONAL  QTTAKANTTNK  POWXRS 

The  Clerk  called  tJie  next  bill.  S.  2111,  to  amend  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  granting  additional  quarantine  powers  and 


imposing  additional  duties  upon  the  Marine  Hospital 
Service,"  approved  February  15,  1893.  as  amended. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  that  the  committee  be 
allowed  to  file  a  supplementary  report.  The  gentleman  from 
Illinois  is  objecting  to  it  on  account  of  the  Ramseyer  rule. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  first  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice?  ^ 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no  objection.  I  think 
if  the  supplementary  report  is  filed  it  will  be  very  helpful  to 
our  committee.  The  Ramseyer  rule  I  do  not  believe  has  been 
complied  with  in  this  case,  but  I  did  not  want  to  make  a 
point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  that  the  bill  be  passed 
over  without  prejudice? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bul- 
winklk]  that  the  committee  be  permitted  to  file  a  supple- 
mentary report? 

There  was  no  objection. 

RESERVK   omcras'    TRAINING    CORPS,    UNIVERSITY    OF    ALASKA 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bUl.  H,  R.  9391.  to  amend  section 
40,  National  Defense  Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the  or- 
ganization of  the  Reserve  OfQcers'  Training  Corps,  so  as  to 
provide  for  an  exception  with  respect  to  the  University  of 
Alaska. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object.  I- 
would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Alaska  just  what  this 
bill  does? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  existing  law  it  is  nec- 
essary that  there  must  be  100  physically  fit  students  at  any 
college  or  university  for  the  formation  of  an  infantry  R.  O. 
T.  C.  unit.  Only  50  are  required  for  some  other  branches  of 
the  service.  At  the  University  of  Alaska  the  War  Etepart- 
ment  desires  the  formation  of  an  Infantry  unit,  but  only  77 
students  could  have  been  furnished  during  the  past  year. 
We  anticipate  there  will  be  about  80  the  coming  year.  The 
bill  before  us  fixes  the  minimum  number  at  50,  instead  of 
100  as  required  by  existing  law.  for  the  University  of  Alaska. 
Nevertheless,  in  the  Interest  of  national  defense  it  is  desir- 
able to  have  those  80  or  50  students,  or  however  many  there 
may  be.  in  a  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps  unit  at  that 
university.  The  War  Department  reports  that  the  addi- 
tional expense  involved  is  so  small  that  it  will  not  call  for 
any  additional  appropriation. 

Mr.  RICH.    Are  those  boys  subject  to  call? 

Mr,  DIMOND.  Just  the  same  as  others.  Once  they  go 
into  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  unit  imder  this  act  they  will  l)e  in  the 
same  status  as  any  other  boys  similarly  situated. 

Mr.  RICH.    Are  those  boys  who  mostly  live  in  Alaska? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  I  should  say  90  percent  of  them  live  in 
Alaska. 

Mr.  RICH.  And  they  would  be  subject  to  service  there  at 
any  time? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Oh.  yes.  Under  existing  world  conditions, 
and  having  in  mind  particularly  the  jrfiyslcal  poslUon  of 
Alaska  and  our  relations  with  the  two  most  powerful  nations 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Pacific,  it  is  of  considerable  naUonal 
consequence  that  we  provide  in  Alaska  itaelf  all  factors  of 
defense  possible.  While  it  is  true  that  60,  or  70,  or  80  men 
to  be  trained  each  year  are  not  of  imposing  strength.  It  would. 
I  submit,  be  unwise  not  to  make  use  of  these  young  men  in 
the  most  efficient  possible  way  by  preparing  them  for  service 
through  the  training  which  they  will  receive  as  members  of 
the  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps  at  the  University  of 
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Alaska,  Since  the  students  at  the  university  desire  to  under- 
take this  training,  it  would  be  a  shame  to  deny  them  the 
opportunity  because  in  number  they  are  something  imder 
100. 

While  there  is  no  occasion  to  become  unduly  alarmed  at 
any  action  taken  by  our  neighbors  in  eastern  Asia,  it  would 
be  folly  for  us  not  to  give  proper  attention  to  the  really 
enormous  military  and  naval  developments,  and  particu- 
larly developments  in  air,  which  have  occurred  in  that  area 
in  recent  years.  A  few  days  ago  I  had  occasion  to  invite 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fortifications,  both  military 
and  naval,  of  Komandorsky  Islands  which  lie  so  close  to  our 
own  Aleutian  Islands,  fortifications  in  the  construction  of 
which  a  cotisideraMe  number  of  Germans  have  participated. 
The  Komandorsky  Islands  lie  within  a  short  distance  of  otir 
own  Aleutian  Islands  and.  therefore,  furnish,  as  it  were,  a 
stepping  stone  between  Soviet  Russia  and  Japan  on  one  hand, 
and  the  United  States  on  the  other. 

Information  came  to  me  recently  further  indicating  the 
activity  of  Soviet  Russia  in  the  Bering  Sea  area  at  the  point 
where  Russian  Siberia  most  closely  approaches  Alaska, 
namely,  at  Bering  Strait.  The  distance  l)etween  the  main 
bodies  of  Siberia  and  the  United  States  is  approximately  54 
mllea.  Almost  in  the  middle  of  the  Strait  lie  two  islands  less 
than  two  miles  apart,  one  called  Big  Diomede,  which  belongs 
to  Russia,  and  the  other  called  little  Diomede,  which  is  a 
IMTt  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 

Until  the  present  siunmer  both  islands  were  inhabited 
almost  entirely  by  Eskimos.  The  only  white  men  on  Big 
Diomede  were  a  Russian  administrator  and  his  assistant,  and 
the  only  white  people  on  Little  Diomede  were  a  missionary  and 
two  school  teachers.  Recently  the  Eskimos  from  Little 
Diomede  Island  have  reported  the  Influx  of  a  considerable 
number  of  Russians  to  Big  Diomede  Island,  one  report  saying 
that  the  newcomers  amounted  to  thousands.  While  there 
may  be  some  exaggeration  in  these  reports  as  to  numbers,  it 
seems  certain  that  a  substantial  number  of  Russians  are  now 
on  Big  Diomede  Island.  This  island  is  rocky  and  relatively 
inhospitable,  and  there  would  be  no  occasion  for  its  settlemeht* 
by  Russians  except  for  purposes  of  military  fortifications. 

What  I  have  said  Is  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
in  order  to  enforce  my  point  that  any  measure  which  we  can 
here  take  looking  toward  the  better  defense  of  Alaska,  and 
thus  toward  the  better  defense  of  the  United  States,  we  ought 
to  take  without  hesitation,  and  at  the  earliest  possible  mo- 
ment. If  by  passing  this  bill  we  can  train  between  50  and  100 
yoting  Alaskans  each  year  to  serve  our  Nation  more  effectively 
In  time  of  need.  It  would  be,  Indeed,  unwise  to  neglect  to  take 
such  a  step. 

Hearings  were  had  on  the  Mil  before  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  and  at  the  conclusion  thereof  a  favorable 
report  was  ordered.  The  chairman  was  generous  enough  to 
designate  me  as  the  member  of  the  committee  to  make  the 
report.  In  the  printing  of  the  report,  through  a  clerical 
error,  the  second  word  of  the  seventh  paragraph  of  the  report 
was  written  "opposition,"  whereas  the  word  is  and  should  oe 
"position."    That  particular  sentence  should  read  as  follows: 

Alaska's  position  Is  of  such  importance  in  plans  of  national 
defense  ttiat  wiUUn  the  last  2  years  Congress  has  appropriated 
substantial  sums  of  money  for  the  establishment  of  naval  air 
bases  at  Sitka  and  at  Kodiak.  Alaska,  and  an  Army  cold-weather 
csparlmenUl  station  at  Fairbanks,  Alaska,  and,  more  recently,  for 
an  Army  air  base  at  Andiorage,  Alaska. 

The  following  excerpts  from  the  report  on  the  bill,  em- 
lu'acing  the  correction  above  noted,  will  more  fully  explain 
the  objects  and  purposes  of  the  measure: 

The  Committee  on  MUltary  AlTalrs.  to  whom  was  referred  tbs 
blU  (H.  R.  0391)  to  amend  section  40.  National  Defense  Act,  as 
amended,  relating  to  the  organization  of  the  Reserve  Officers' 
Training  Corps,  so  as  to  provide  for  an  exception  with  re8p)ect  to 
the  University  of  Alaska,  having  considered  the  same,  report  favor- 
atdj  tbereon  without  amendment  and  recommend  that  the  blU  do 


The  purpose  of  the  bill  Is  to  so  amend  section  40  of  the  Na- 
tional Defense  Act  of  June  3,  1S16,  as  amended,  as  to  make  pos- 
stbls  the  establiahment  of  a  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps  in- 
tantry  unit  at  the  University  of  Alaska,  with  a  minimum  of  60 
physlcaUy  fit  male  students. 


Existing  law  on  the  subject  provides  as  foUowi: 

"Provided,  That  no  such  unit  shaU  be  established  at  main- 
tained at  any  institution  until  an  officer  of  the  Regular  Army 
shall  have  been  detailed  as  professor  of  military  science  and  tac- 
tles,  nor  until  such  institution  shaU  maintain  under  military  In- 
struction at  least  100  physlcaUy  lit  male  studenU,  except  that  tn 
the  case  of  units  other  than  Infantry,  cavalry,  or  artillery,  the 
minimum  number  shaU   be  60." 

From  the  foregoing  It  appears  that  a  minimum  of  100  students 
is  required  for  the  maintenance  of  an  infantry,  artillery,  or  cav- 
alry Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps  unit,  but  that  units  in  other 
branches  of  the  Army  may  t>e  established  with  a  minimum  of  50 
students.  It  Is  sought  by  the  bill.  In  the  case  of  the  University 
of  Alaska,  to  make  60  the  minimum  number  for  the  establish- 
ment of  an  Infantry  Reserve  Officers*  Training  Corps  unit. 

The  Territory  of  Alaska  Is  vast  In  area,  containing  about  589.000 
square  miles,  and  at  the  present  time  has  a  population  of  approxi- 
mately 72.000.  of  which  an  estimated  41.000  belong  to  the  whlta 
race,  and  the  remaining  31.000  to  the  native  Bsklmo,  Aleut,  and 
Indian  races. 

The  University  of  Alaska  is  slttiated  about  8  miles  from  the 
city  of  Fairbanks.  Alaska,  near  the  center  of  the  Territory  in  lati- 
tude approximately  65  north.  The  total  enrollment  of  the  uni- 
versity for  the  year  ending  June  30.  1940.  was  268.  It  is  a  co- 
educational Institution.  Most  of  the  students  attending  the  uni- 
versity are  residents  of  Alaska  and  a  majority  of  those  were  bom 
in  the  Territory.  It  Is  the  only  Institution  of  higher  learning  in 
Alaska.  The  university  gives  courses  in  agriculture,  arts  and  let- 
ters, business  administration,  chemistry,  civil  engineering,  educa- 
tion, general  science,  home  economics,  mining  and  mining  engi- 
neering. 

Alaska's  position  is  of  such  importance  in  the  plans  for  national 
defense  that  within  the  last  2  years  Congress  has  appropriated  sub- 
stantial sums  of  money  for  the  establishment  of  naval  air  bases  at 
Bitka  and  at  Kodiak.  Alaska,  and  an  Army  cold-weather  experi- 
mental station  at  Fairbanks.  Alaska,  and,  more  recently,  for  an 
Army  air  base  at  Anchorage.  Alaska.  The  Navy  Department  is  now 
asking  for  the  establishment  of  a  Navy  air  base  at  Unalaska. 
Alaska. 

It  Is  entirely  proper  that  the  people  of  Alaska  shoxild  contribute  to 
the  national  defense  In  the  Territory.  They  are  eager  to  make 
such  contribution.  At  their  request,  two  National  Guard  units 
have  been  authorized  for  Alaska  and  it  Is  expected  that  those  units 
will  be  established  at  an  early  date,  as  soon  as  facilities  can  be 
had.  During  the  past  year  an  attempt  was  made  to  establish  an 
R  O.  T.  C.  vmlt  at  the  xmlverslty  and  77  freshmen  and  sophomores 
completed  the  course  in  military  science.  However,  It  now  ap- 
pears that  unless  this  legislation  is  passed  the  unit  cannot  be 
maintained.  Judging  by  the  exptanslon  of  the  enrollment  of  the 
university  in  past  years,  it  seems  highly  probable  that  an  R.  O.  T.  C. 
unit  established  there  will  expand  In  numlsers  from  year  to  year 
■o  that  It  will  soon  be  more  than  100.  The  enactment  of  the  bill 
wUl  permit  the  establishment  of  a  unit  immediately  and  thxxs  con- 
tribute tiirough  the  training  of  students  in  mUltary  science  to  the 
defense  of  the  Territory  and  of  the  Nation. 

The  Secretary  of  War  reports  that  the  cost  of  the  tmlt  and 
its  maintenance  for  the  fiscal  years  1940  and  1941  will  be  negligible 
and  that  no  additional  appropriations  for  those  years  wUl  be 
necessary. 

The  bill  was  submitted  to  the  Bvireau  of  the  Budget  which  re- 
ports that  there  Is  no  objection  to  Its  enactment. 

Upon  Introduction  the  bUl  was  referred.  In  the  usual  course,  to 
the  Secretary  of  War  for  an  expression  of  his  views  with  respect 
thereto.  Under  date  of  May  28.  the  Secretary  of  War  addressed 
a  letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  favoring  enactment  of 
the  bUl.    That  letter  Is  as  follows: 

WaB   DEPAItTMKWT. 
Hon.  AN««w  J.  MAT.  WaMnfftan.  May  28.  1940. 

Chairman,    Committee   on   Military   Affairs,   Hou»e    of   Bepre- 
aentatii>e8. 

Dea«  Mk.  Mat:  Responsive  to  your  request  of  April  18,  1940,  the 
War  Department  submits  the  following  report  on  H.  R.  9391,  to 
amend  section  40.  National  Defense  Act.  as  amended,  relating  to 
the  organization  of  the  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps,  so  as  to 
provide  for  an  exception  with  respect  to  the  University  of  Alaska. 

Section  40,  National  Defense  Act,  at  present  states  "•  •  • 
that  no  such  unit  (Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps)  shall  be 
established  or  maintained  at  any  Institution  untU  such  institution 
shall  maintain  under  military  instruction  at  least  100  phy^cally 
fit  male  students,  except  that  In  case  of  units  other  thain  infantry, 
cavalry,  or  artillery  the  minimum  number  shall  be  60:     •     •     •." 

The  proposed  l^lslatlon  changes  the  above  langxiage  In  such  a 
manner  as  to  require  s  minimum  of  60  physically  fit  male  students 
for  an  infantry  unit  instead  of  100.  The  amendment  implies  only 
to  the  University  of  Alaska. 

The  War  Department  desires  to  establish  and  mslntain  en  in- 
fantry Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps  unit  at  the  University  of 
Alaska  as  a  special  defense  measure.  It  Is  not  feasible  to  establish 
a  unit  other  than  Infantry  at  that  Institution.  The  authorities  of 
the  University  of  Alaska  desire  this  unit.  Because  of  the  com- 
paratively small  student  enrollment,  the  university  cannot  meet 
the  requirement  of  enrolling  at  least  100  physically  fit  male  stu- 
dents, but  gives  assurance  that  It  can  enroll  more  than  60.  There- 
fore, the  proposed  bUl  will  enable  the  War  Department  to  establish 
and  maintain  this  desired  unit. 
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The  War  Department  wculd  not  favor  such  a  change  In  section 
40  of  the  National  Defense  Act  for  the  Reaerve  Officers"  Training 
Corps  generally,  but  does  favor  this  bill  because  of  the  special 
defense  requirements  of  the  Territory  of  AJa^ka. 

Tbe  cost  of  the  establishment  of  this  unit  and  Its  maintenance 
\    for  the  fiscal  years  1940  and  IMl  will  be  negligible.     Therefore,  no 
additional    appropriation  for  these   years   will    be    necessary. 

This  proposed  legislation  was  submitted  to  the  Bur(>au  of  the 
Budget   which   reports  that   there  would   be   no  objection   to  the 
submission  of  this  report. 
Sincerely  yotirs. 

HAUT  H.  WOODtlNO. 

Secretary  of  War. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 
-    There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  40  of  the  National  Defense  Act 
of  June  3.  1916.  as  amended,  be.  and  the  same  Is  hereby,  amended 
by  adding  thereto  the  following  additional  proviso:  "Prorided  fur- 
ther. That  an  Infantry  unit  may  be  established  and  maintained  at 
the  University  of  Alaska  upon  the  condition  that  this  institution 
shall  maintain  under  military  instruction  at  least  50  physically  fit. 
male  students." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  on  the  subject  of  this  bill  and 
to  include  excerpts  from  the  report  on  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  WithQyt  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

BRn>GK  OVER  SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER  NEAR  HARRISBURG,  PA. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9618.  to  extend  the 
times  for  commencing  and  completing  the  construction  of  a 
bridge  across  the  Susquehanna  River  at  or  near  the  city  of 
Harrlsburg,  Pa. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  times  for  commencing  and  complet- 
ing the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Susquehanna  River,  at 
or  near  the  city  of  Harrlsburg.  Pa.,  authorized  to  be  built  by  the 
Dauphin  County  (Pa.)  Authority  by  an  act  of  Congress  approved 
August  7.  1939.  are  hereby  extended  1  and  3  years,  respectively, 
from  May  1.  1940. 

8bc.  a.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  is  hereby 
expreaaly  reserved. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ITSE  or  THE  PUBLIC  DOMAIN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9389,  to  more  effec- 
tively utilize  certain  lands  of  the  public  domain,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  will 
not  the  gentleman  from  Utah  I  Mr.  Robinson]  explain  the 
bill? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah.  The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  set 
forth  in  the  report.  Principally,  the  bill  restores  12,000  acres 
of  land  to  the  Ooshute  Indian  Reservation  In  Utah.  Also,  it 
gives  these  tribes  of  Indians  the  right  to  sue. 

Mr.  RICH.  Are  we  going  to  dedicate  this  land  to  the 
Indian  tribes? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah.  It  restores  this  land  to  the 
Indians.  It  is  part  of  the  public  domain,  quite  barren,  and 
of  little  value. 

Mr.  RICH.  Does  the  Department  of  the  Interior  approve 
this  bUl? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah.  Yes:  the  Department  approves 
this  bill,  and  their  letter  is  found  in  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  order  to  mere  efTectlvely  utilize  cer- 
tain lands  of  the  public  domain  all  vacant  unappropriated  lands 
In  tbe  foUowlng-deacnt>ed  area  be.  and  they  are  hereby,  added  to 


the  Ooehute  Reservation,  subject  to  all  valid  existing  rights  and 
claims: 

Township  10  south,  range  19  west,  and  fractional  sections  1.  13, 
13.  24.  2S.  and  36.  township  10  south,  range  30  west.  Salt  Lake 
meridian,  Utah 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Amendment  No.  1 :  Strike  out  tbe  language  in  lines  8.  9.  and  10 
and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"Sections  5.  8.  7.  8.  17.  18.  19.  20.  29.  30.  31.  aU  In  township  10 
icuth,  range  10  west.  Salt  Lake  base  and  meridian. 

"Lots  1  and  3  in  fractional  section  1.  and  fractional  sections  13. 

13.  24.  25.  all  In  township  10  south,  range  30  west.  Salt  Lake  baae 
and  meridian. 

"Lots  1.  2.  3.  and  4:  northeast  quarter  and  the  northeast  quarter 
■cutheast  quarter  in  fractional  section  12.  and  fractional  sections 
1,  13.  24.  25.  all  in  township  11  south,  range  20  west.  Salt  Lake 
base  and  meridian. 

"Lots  1.  2.  3.  4.  5.  and  6  In  fractional  section  1:  lots  1  and  3 
In  fractional  section  12.  all  in  township  12  soutb.  range  30  west. 
Salt  Lake  base  and  meridian. 

"The  south  half  northeast  quarter,  northwest  quarter,  north  half 
southwest  quarter,  southeast  quarter  southwest  quarter,  southeast 
quarter,  section  23;  southwest  quarter,  northwest  quarter  southeast 
quarter,  south  half  southeast  quarter,  section  24;  north  half  north 
half,  south  half  northeast  quarter,  southeast  quarter  northwest 
quarter,  northeast  quarter  southwest  quarter,  southwest  quarter 
southwest  quarter,  southeast  quarter,  section  25:  east  half  west 
half,  northeast  quarter,  north  half  southeast  quarter,  southeast 
quarter  southeast  quarter,  section  26;  northeast  qu.trter  northwest 
quarter,  east  half,  section  27;  lot  2.  southeast  quarter  northwest 
quarter,  section  30;  north  half  southeast  quarter,  section  33;  and 
the  south  half  southeast  quarter,  section  35,  all  In  township  12 
south,  range  19  west.  Salt  Lake  base  and  meridian."  • 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  committee* 
amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 
Committee  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Roanrsoif  of  tTtah — 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment 
is  set  forth  in  the  report  but  was  Inadvertently  left  out  of  the 
bill.    I  ask  that  it  be  included  in  the  biU. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  "Vyithout  objection  the  fur- 
ther reading  of  the  committee  amendment  will  be  dispensed 
with. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  committee  amendment  reads  as  follows: 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add  the  following:  "Provided.  That  Juris- 
diction Is  hereby  conferred  on  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  and 
determine  any  and  all  claims,  which  the  Shoshone  Nation,  or  any 
division  thereof  (except  the  Eastern  Division  whose  claims  have 
been  adjudicated  by.  and  the  Northwestern  Division  whose  claimB 
are  now  pending  in,  the  Court  of  Claims),  or  any  tribe  or  band 
of  Indians  living  on  the  Port  Hall  Reservation  (except  the  Piute 
Indians)  including,  without  limitation,  claims  arising  under  or 
growing  out  of  the  treaty  of  October  1,  1863.  with  the  Western 
Bands  at  the  Shoshone  Nation,  the  treaty  of  October  13,  1863,  with 
the  Shoshone-Oofihlp  t>ands  of  Indians,  and  the  treaty  of  October 

14.  1863,  with  the  mixed  bands  of  Bannocks  and  Shoshones,  may 
have  against  the  United  States.  The  provisions  of  the  act  of 
February  28.  1929  (45  Stat.  1407),  available  and  applicable  to  the 
Northwestern  Division  of  the  Shoshone  Nation  (northwestern 
bands  of  Shoshone  Indians)  shall,  to  the  extent  not  Inconsistent 
herewith.  k>e  available  and  applicable  to  the  aforesaid  tribes  or 
bands,  any  of  which  may  bring  a  suit  or  stUta,  either  singly  or 
Jointly,  within  5  years  from  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  said  act  of  February  28,  1929: 
Provided  further.  That  at  the  trial  of  any  suit  instituted  hereunder, 
any  letter,  paper,  document,  map.  or  record  relating  to  any  claim 
asserted.  In  the  possession  of  any  olDcer  or  depcutment  of  the 
United  States  or  committee  of  Congress  (or  a  certified  copy  thereof) 
may  be  used  as  competent  evidence,  and  the  departments  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  shall  give  to  the  attorneys  for 
■aid  Indians  full  and  free  access  to  such  letters,  papers,  documenta, 
maps,  or  records  as  may  be  viseful  to  said  attorneys  In  the  prepara- 
tion for  trial  or  other  determination  of  any  suit  or  cause  of  action 
Instituted  hereunder,  and  shall  afford  facilities  for  the  examination 
of  the  same  and.  upon  written  requpst  by  said  attorneys,  shall 
furnish  copies  thereof:  Provided  further.  That  the  United  States 
may  set  off  against  any  Judgment  obtained,  all  sums  expended 
gratuitously  for  the  benefit  of  the  plaintiff  except  that  there  shall 
not  be  offset  in  any  case  (1)  expenditures  made  prior  to  the  event 
or  events  upon  which  the  cause  of  action  is  based,  nor  (2)  expendi- 
tures made  luider  the  authority  of  the  act  of  June  18.  1934  (48 
Stat.  984),  and  the  extensions  thereof  in  the  acta  of  May  1.  1936 
(49  Stat.  1260).  and  June  26.  1986  (49  Stat.  1967).  nor  (3)  ex- 
penditures under  any  emergency  appropriation  or  allotment  made 
subeequently  to  March  4.  1933.  and  generally  applicable  throughout 
the  United  States,  for  rural  rehabilitation  or  relief  In  stricken  ag- 
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rlcultural  areas,  relief  from  distress  caused  by  unemployment  and 
the  conditions  resulting  therefrom,  the  prosecution  of  public  works 
and  public  projects  for  the  relief  of  unemployment  and  for  work 
relief,  and  for  the  conservation  and  development  of  nattiral  re- 
sources: Provided,  howet>er.  That  where  land  has  been  purchased 
tinder  such  emergency  appropriation  or  allotment  and  the  title 
thereto  has  been  vested  in  the  United  States  in  trust  for  the  In- 
dian claimants,  there  may  be  offset  against  such  claimants  the 
value  of  the  benefldal  use  of  such  land  which  la  enjoyed  by 
them." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

TRAKSPORTATIOll  OF  FORDCN  MAILS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9990,  to  amend  section 
4008  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  relating  to  transportation  of 
foreign  mails. 

There  being  no  objection,  t^e  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  4008  of  tbe  Revised  Statutes  (39 
U.  8.  C.,  sec.  653)  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows:  "The  mall 
between  the  United  States  and  any  foreign  port,  or  touching  at  a 
foreign  port  between  ports  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  trans- 
ported by  such  means  as  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Postmaster  General 
may  promote  the  efficiency  of  the  foreign  mall  service." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

BTABLISRMENT  OF  FOREIGN  POSTAL  AGENCI1S 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9991,  to  amend  section 
4021  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and  to  repeal  section  4023  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  relating  to  establishment  of  postal  agencies. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  4021  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
(39  U.  S.  C,  sec.  672)  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sac.  4021.  The  Postmaster  General  may  establish  postal  agencies 
at  such  foreign  seaports  or  airports  at  which  United  States  mall 
steamers  or  airships  touch  to  land  and  receive  mails,  as  may  in 
his  Judgment  promote  the  efficiency  of  the  foreign  mall  service; 
and  he  nuiy  pay  the  postal  agents  employed  thereat  a  reasonable 
comperuatlon  for  their  aervloes,  in  addition  to  the  necessary  ex- 
penses for  office  rent,  ofllce  furniture,  clerk  hire,   and  incidental 


3.  a.  Section  4023  of  the  Revised  Statutes    (39  U.  8.   C  sec. 
674)  Is  hereby  repealed. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

I  LAND  TITLES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9736,  to  amend  sec- 
tion 355  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  to  authorize 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  to  approve  the  title  to  low-value  lands 
and  interests  in  lands  acquired  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  subject  to  infirmities,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  irSK  OF  THE  FUBUC  DOMAIN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9705,  to  make  more 
effective  use  of  certain  parts  of  the  public  domain,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  there  is  hereby  added  to  the  Uintah  and 
Ouray  Reservation,  subject  to  any  valid  existing  rights.  61,389.88 
aeras.  more  or  less,  of  undlsposed-of ,  surplus,  opened  lands  of  sadd 
rsMnratlon,  described  as  follows: 

TOWKSHir    t    KOSTR,    BANCS    >    BAST,    tmfTA    MXaXDIAK 

Section  31,  lots  1  and  2,  south  half  northwest  quarter,  south 
half,   south   half  northeast  quarter. 

Section  33.  loU  1  and  2,  west  half  southwest  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP   1  NOSTH,  SAMGC  2  BAST,  DIMTA  IftBIWAW 

Section  4.  lots  1  and  5. 

Section  6.  lot  4,  south  half  north  half,  south  half. 

Section  6.  lots  1,  2.  3,  and  4,  southeast  quarter  northwest  quar- 
ter, south  half  northeast  quarter,  north  half  southeast  quarter, 
southeast  quarter  southeast  quarter. 


Section  7,  lots  2  and  4,  east  half  northwest  quarter,  southeast 
quarter  southwest  qtuu^r.  east  half  northeast  quarter. 

Section  8,  northwest  quarter,  north  half  nortiieast  quarter. 
southeast   quarter  southwest   quarter. 

Section  9,  lots  1.  a,  3.  and  4,  south  haU,  south  half  northwest 
quarter. 

Section  10,  lot  4. 

Section  11,  all  (loU  1,  2,  8,  4,  and  6,  southwest  quarter). 

Section  14.  aU  (lots  1,  2,  S,  and  4,  west  half  west  half,  northeast 
quarter   northwest   quarter ) . 

Section  16,  south  half,  west  half  northwest  quartsr,  aouthsast 
quarter  northwest  quarter. 

Section  16,  all. 

Section  17.  northwest  quarter  northeast  quarter,  southwest  quar- 
ter northwest  quarter,  southwest  quarter. 

Section  18.  all  (lots  1.  2.  3.  and  4,  east  half  west  half,  east  half). 

Section  19,  lot  1,  northeast  quarter  northwest  qtiarter,  northeast 
quarter. 

Section  20,  northwest  quarter,  west  half  northeast  quarter,  east 
half  southwest  quarter. 

Section   21,   all. 

Section  22,  lots  1,  2.  and  3.  southwest  quarter,  south  half  north- 
west quarter,  northeast  quarter  northwest  quarter,  west  half 
northeast  quarter,  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  23,  lot  1. 

Section  27.  lots  1.  2.  and  3,  west  half  northwest  quarter.  ix>rthwest 
quarter  southwest   quarter. 

Section   28.   all. 

Section  29,  west  half  west  half,  north  half  southeast  quarter, 
southeast  quarter  southeast  quarter,  south  half  northeast  quarter. 

Section  30,  east  half. 

Section  31.  east  half  southeast  quarter,  northwest  quarter  south- 
east  quarter. 

Section  32,  southwest  quarter,  east  half  northwest  quarter, 
south  half  southeast  quarter,  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  S3,  north  half,  east  half  southesst  quarter. 

TOWKSHU*    3    SOtTTH,    SANGB    S    EAST,    TTTNTA    MESmiAIt 

Section  3,  all  (lots  1,  2.  3,  4.  and  6,  southwest  qtiarter,  southwest 
quarter  northwest  quarter). 

Section  4,  all  (loU  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  south  half  north  half,  south 
half). 

Section  5,  a}l  (lota  1.  2.  3,  and  4,  south  half  north  hrlf.  south 
half) 

Section  6,  lot  8. 

Section  8,  lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4.  south  half  north  half,  north  half 
southeast  quarter,  southeast  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  9,  northwest  quarter,  north  half  northeast  quarter, 
southwest  quarter  northeast  quarter,  north  half  southwest  quarter, 
southwest  quarter  southwest  quarter,  northeast  quarter  southeast 

quarter. 

Sxjtlon  10.  northwest  quarter  northwest  quarter,  northwest  quar- 
ter northeast  quarter. 

Section  15,  southwest  quarter,  east  half  northwest  quarter,  south 
half  southeast  quarter. 

Section  21.  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  22,  east  half,  northeast  quarter  northwest  quarter,  east 
half    southwest    quarter. 

Section  23.  southwest  quarter,  west  half  northwest  quarter, 
southeast  quarter  northwest  quarter. 

Section  25,  southwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  26,  north  half  northwest  qxiarter,  northwest  quarter 
northeast  quarter,  southwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  27,  west  half  northwest  quarter,  west  half  northeast 
quarter,  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter,  southeast  quarter 
southeast  quarter. 

Section  28,  southeast  quarter  southwest  quarter,  northeast 
quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  33.  lot  6,  east  half  southeast  quarter,  northwest  quarter 
southeast  quarter. 

Section  34.  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter,  south  half 
southwest  quarter. 

Section  35.  east  half  northwest  quarter,  northwest  quarter  north- 
east quarter,  northwest  quarter  southwest  quarter,  southeast 
quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  36.  east  half  southwest  quarter,  southeast  quarter  north- 
west quarter. 

TOMnrSHXP  4  SOUTH,  BANGS  S  BAST,  UINTA  MIWSIAN 

Section  1,  lots  1,  2,  3,  south  half  north  half,  east  half  southeast 
quarter,  northwest  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  2,  lots  1,  2,  southeast  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  12,  northeast  quarter,  north  half  southeast  quarter, 
southeast  quarter  southeast  quarter,  northeast  quarter  southwest 
quarter. 

Section  13.  lots  4.  6.  8,  0,  east  half  northeast  quarter,  northeast 
quarter  southeast  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP    4    SOirrR.    BANOB    S    BAST,    UINTA    KBUSIAN 

Section  6,  aU  (lots  1  and  2) . 

Section  7,  aU  (loU  1,  2,  8,  4,  6.  6,  7.  and  8,  east  half  southwest 
quarter). 

Section  17.  all  (lot  1). 

Section  18,  aU  (loU  1,  2,  8,  4,  8,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  11.  and  12,  south- 
east  quarter  southwest  quarter,  south  half  southeast  quarter). 

Section  19  lots  8,  4.  and  9,  northeast  qtuuter.  east  half  northwest 
quarter. 
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section  30.  lots  I.  3.  3.  and  4. 
Section  39.  lots  3  and  4. 

Section  30,  lot«  1  and  2.  southeast  quarter  northeast  qtianer. 
SecUoD  31,  lots  4.  5.  8.  13.  and  14. 


TowMssip  s  sotrrH,  bamgx  a 
Section  1.  lots  6  and  7. 
SecUon  12.  lou  1.  2.  3.  and  4.  - 


CAST,  onrrA  motdtan 


UUfTA    lOXIDTAir 


nortli 


TOWNSHIP    S    80X7TH.    KAlfCX    3    BAST, 

Section  5.  lot  4. 

Section   0.   lots   1    and   2.   south   half   northeast   quarter, 
baU  southeast  quarter. 

Section  7.  lota  5.  9.  10.  and  11. 
Section  8.  loU  2,  3.  and  4. 

TOWIVSHIP  3  NC«TH,  EANCK   1    EAST.  imtTA  ICnUDIAIff 

Section  36.  lots  1  and  3.  south  half  southwest  quarter. 
Section  27.  all  (lota  1,  2,  3.  and  4,  southwest  quarter  northwest 
•quarter,  south  half).  • 

TOWNSHIP    1   NORTH.  EANCB  1   EAST.  TTINTA  KIXroiAN 

Section  21.  southeast  quarter  northeast  quarter,  northeast  q\iar- 
ter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  24.  northeast  quarter,  east  half  northwest  quarter. 
Section  35.  northwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP   1    SOUTH,  RANGE   X    EAST.  UINTA  MERIDIAIff 

Section  2.  southwest  quarter  southeast  quarter. 
Section  23.   north  half  southwest   quarter,   east   half  west  haU 
northeast  quarter. 

Section  33,  northwest  quarter  southeast  quarter. 
Section  36.  northwest  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP   a   SOXTTH,   RANGE    1    EAST,  UINTA   ICERIDIAir 

Section  1.  lots  2  and  3 

Section  3.  southwest  quarter  northwest  quarter,  northwest  qtiar- 
ter  southwest  quarter 

Section  4,  lot  1,  southeast  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  9.  northeast  quarter  northwest  quarter,  southwest  quar- 
ter northeast  quarter. 

Section  12.  southeast  quarter  northwest  quarter  northwest  quar- 
ter, south  half  northeast  quarter  northwest  quarter,  south  half 
north  half  northeast  quarter  northwest  quarter. 

Section  21.  lots  1.  2.  3,  6,  8.  and  10.  northeast  quarter,  east  half 
northwest  quarter.  • 

Section  22.  lots  3  and  4. 

Section  27.  lots  1  and  2. 

Section  28.  east  half  northwest  quarter,  east  half  northeast  quar- 
ter, southwest  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  34.  east  half  southeast  quarter,  southwest  quarter  south- 
cast  quartet. 

Section  33.  northwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP   1    NORTH.  RANCB    1    WEST.  UINTA  MnUOIAM  . 

Section  20,  west  half  northeast  quarter. 

Section  21.  southeast  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  27.  northeast  quarter  southwest  quarter,  northwest  quar- 
ter southeast  quarter. 

Section  28.  north  half  southwest  quarter,  northeast  quarter 
northwest  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP   1    SOUTH,  RANGE    1    WEST,  UINTA   MERIIIL\Mr 

Section  6.  northwest  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  7.  lot  3. 

Section  16.  soqth  half  northeast  quarter,  northeast  quarter  south- 
east quarter,  west  half  southwest  quarter  northwest  quarter,  west 
half  northwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  17.  east  half  southeast  quarter. 

Section  35.  southwest  quarter  northwest  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP   3   SOUTH,   RANGE    1    WIST,  UINTA   MERIDIAN 

Section  3.  ncoOh  half  southeast  quarter. 

Section  11.  east  half  southeast  quarter. 

Section   12,  northwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section   19.  lot  4 

Section  25.  west  half  southeast  quarter. 

Section  33,  southeast  quarter. 

Section  34.  east  half  southeast  quarter. 

Section  8J.  northwest  quarter  southwest   quarter. 

TOWNSHIP    a    SOUTH,    RANGE    X    WEST,    UINTA    MERIDIAN 

.    Section  6.  lots  1.  a.  3,  and  4  south  half  north  half. 

Section  6.  all  (lots  1,  2.  3.  4.  5.  6.  and  7,  south  half  northeast 
quarter,  southeast  quarter  northwest  quarter,  east  half  southwest 
quarter,  southeast  qtiarter ) . 

Section  7.  lots  1  and  2.  east  half  northwest  qiuu'ter.  northeast 
quarter. 

Section  8,  southeast  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  9,  south  half. 

Section  IS.  all. 

Section  17,  east  half,  northwest  quarter,  north  half  southwest 
quarter'  southeast  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  18,  lots  3,  4,  southeast  quarter,  southwest  quarter,  south- 
west quarter  southeast  quarter,  northeast  quarter  northwest  quar- 
ter, northeast  quarter. 

Section  20.  northeast  quarter,  east  half  northwest  quarter. 

Section  21.  all. 

Section  28,  north  half  north  half,  southeast  quarter  northeast 
quarter. 


TOWNSHIP    3    SOUTH,    RANCB    t    WBBT,    UINTA    MKRIDIAM 

Section  7,  south  half  southeast  quarter. 
Section  8,  southwest  quarts  southwest  quarter. 
Section  9,  south  half  south  half. 

Section  15,  southeast  quarter,  west  half  southwest  quarter. 
Section    16.    northwest    quarter,    southeast    quarter,    northeast 
quarter  southwest  quarter. 
Section  17,  southwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 
Section  21,  north  half  northeast  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP     1    SOUTH,    RANGE    3     WEST,    UINTA    MEBIDIAN 

Section  3,  lots  1.  3.  3,  and  4,  south  half  north  half,  southeast 
quarter,  east  half  southwest  quarter. 

Section  4.  lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  south  half  north  half,  north  half 
soiith  half,  southwest  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  5.  southwest  quarter,  west  half  southeast  quarter,  north- 
east quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  9.  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  10.  east  half,  east  half  northwest  quarter,  southwest 
quarter  northwest  quarter,  northeast  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP    2    SOT7TH.   RANGE    3    WEST.    XHNTA    MERIDIAN 

Section  1,  lots  1  and  2,  south  half  northeast  quarter,  southeast 
quarter. 

Section  2,  southwest  quarter  northwest  quarter. 

Section  12,  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter,  southwest  quar- 
ter, west  half  northwest  quarter,  southeast  quarter  northwest 
quarter,  southwest  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  13,  west  half,  southeast  quarter,  west  half  northeast 
quarter,  southeast  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  18.  lot  4. 

Section  19.  northeast  quarter  southwest  qtuuter,  south  half 
southeast  quarter. 

Section  20.  south  half  southwest  quarter. 

Section  29.  southwest  quarter,  north  half  northwest  quarter. 

Section  30.  lots  1  and  2,  east  half  northwest  qviarter.  northeast 
quarter. 

Section  31.  lots  2.  3.  and  4,  east  half  southwest  quarter,  southeast 
quarter  northwest  quarter,  south  half  northeast  quarter,  southeast 
quarter. 

Section  32.  west  half  northwest  quarter,  southeast  quarter  north- 
west quarter,  southwest  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP   3    SOtTTH,   RANGE   3    WEST,   UINTA   MERIDIAN 

Section.  2.  south  half  northwest  quarter,  north  half  southeast 
quarter,   northeast   quarter   southwest   quarter. 

Section  3.  lot  3. 

Section  5.  lots  1.  2.  3.  and  4. 

Section  6.  lots  1,  2.  3.  4.  5.  6.  and  7.  south  half  northeast  quarter, 
southeast  quarter  northwest  quarter,  northeast  quarter  southwest 
quarter,  northwest  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  7.  lots  3  and  4.  east  half  southwest  quarter,  southeast 
quarter,  southeast  quarter  northwest  quarter,  southwest  quarter 
northeast  quarter. 

Section  17.  north  half  southwest  quarter,  northwest  quarter 
southeast  quarter. 

Section  19.  all  (lots  1.  X  3.  and  4.  east  half  west  half,  east  half). 

Section  20.  southwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  21.  east  half  southwest  quarter. 

Section  27.  south  half  southwest  quarter. 

Section  28.  south  half  south  half,  northwest  quarter  southwest 
quarter,  southwest  quarter  northwest  quarter. 

Section  29.  northwest  quarter,  south  half  northeast  quarter, 
northeast  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  30.  lots  1,  northeast  quarter  northwest  quarter,  northeast 
quarter. 

Section  32.  south  half  south  half,  northeast  quarter. 

Section  33.  northwest  quarter,  north  half  northeast  quarter. 

Section  34.  north  half  northwest  quarter,  northwest  quarter 
northeast  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP    4    SOUTH,    RANGE    3     WEST.    UINTA    MERIOIAM 

Section  2.  lot  10. 
Section  5.  lots  1  and  2. 

TOWNSHIP    1     SOUTH,    RANGE    4    WEST.    UINTA    MERIDIAN 

Section  .5.  lots  3  and  4,  south  half  northwest  quarter,  west  half 
southeast  quarter,  east  half  southwest  quarter,  northwest  quarter 
southwest  quarter. 

Section  8.  north  half  northeast  quarter. 

Section  9.  southeast  quarter  northwest  quarter,  northeast  quarter 
southwest  quarter. 

Section  16.  east  half  northwest  quarter,  northwest  qusu^er  south- 
west quarter,  southeast  quarter  southwest  quarter.  . 

Section  21.  northwest  quarter,  southeast  quarter,  southeast  quar- 
ter southeast  quarter. 

Section  27.  northwest  quarter  northeast  quarter,  southeast  quarter 
northeast  quarter,  northeast  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  34.  south  half  northeaet  quarter,  north  h«lf  southeast 
quarter,  southeast  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  35.  southwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP     a    SOXTTH,    RANGE    4     WEST,    UINTA    MERIinAN 

Section  1,  southwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 
Section  2,  lots  2.  3,  4.  southwest  quarter  northeast  quarter. 
Section  11.  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter. 
Section  12.  north  half  southwest  quarter,  southeast  quarter  south- 
west quarter,  southwest  quarter  southeast  quarter. 
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Section  18,  south  half  north  half,  northeast  quarter  northwest 
quarter,  northwest  quarter  northeast  quarter,  northeast  quarter 
•oirthwest  quarter,  southwest  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  34,  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  35,  southeast  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  36.  southeast  quarter,  east  half  southwest  quarter,  south- 
west quarter  southwest  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP    S    SOUTH,    RAKCB    4    WBST,    UINTA    MERIDIAN 

Section  1.  lots  1.  2.  3,  and  4.  south  half  north  half,  west  half  south- 
west quarter,  northeast  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  2.  aU  (loU  1.  3.  3.  4.  fi.  6,  7,  8.  9.  10.  11.  13.  13.  14.  16. 
and  16). 

Section  3,  lots  1.  3,  S.  and  4.  south  half  northeast  quarter,  south- 
east quarter  northwest  quarter. 

Section  11,  north  half. 

Section  12.  all. 

Section  13,  east  half,  northwest  quarter,  east  half  southwest 
quarter,  northwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  24,  northeast  quarter,  northeast  quarter  northwest 
quarter. 

TOWNSHIP    a    SOUTH,   RANGE    B    WEST,    TTINTA    MERIDIAN 

Section  7,  lots  1,  3,  3.  and  4.  east  half  southwest  qiiarter. 

Section  16.  southeast  quarter. 

Section  18,  lots  1,  2,  3.  and  4,  east  half  west  half,  west  half  east 
balf. 

Section  10.  lots  1,  4,  northeast  quarter  northwest  quarter,  north- 
east quarter.  8outhe::st  quarter  southwest  quarter,  southwest  quar- 
ter southeast  quarter. 

Section  30.  north  half,  north  half  south  half,  southwest  quar- 
ter southeast  quarter. 

Section  21,  north  half,  southeast  quarter,  north  half,  southwest 
qxiarter.  southeast  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  23.  all. 

Section  27.  northwest  quarter  northwest  quarter. 

Section  28.  north  half  northeast  quarter. 

Section  29.  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter,  south  half 
northwest  quarter,  southwest  quarter  southeast  quarter. 

Section  30,  lot  1,  east  half  northwest  quarter,  west  half  north- 
east quarter,  southeast  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  83.  east  half  northeast  quarter,  northwest  quarter 
northeast  quarter. 

Section  34.  west  half  northwest  quarter,  southeast  quarter  north- 
west quarter,  east  half  southwest  quarter,  northwest  quarter  south- 
west quarter,  south  half  southeast  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP  3  SOUTH,  BANGE  »   WEST,  UINTA  MERIOIAH 

Section  a.  lot  4.  southwest  quarter  northwest  quarter,  west  half 
southwest  quarter,  southeast  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  3.  lots  1  and  2,  southeast  quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  6.  lots  6  and  7,  east  half  southwest  quarter,  southeast 
quarter. 

Section  11,  northwest  quarter,  west  half  northeast  quarter,  n<Hth- 
east  quarter  southwest  quMter.  northwest  quarter  southeast 
quarter. 

Section  13.  southwest  quarter  northeast  quarter,  west  half  south- 
east quarter. 

Section  18,  west  half  east  half. 

TOWNSHIP  a  SOtTTH,  RANGE  S  WEST,  TTINTA  MBRIDIAlf 

Section  8.  south  half. 

Sfctlon  9.  south  half. 

Section  12.  east  half. 

Section  13.  east  half,  northwest  quarter,  north  half  southwest 
quarter. 

Section  14.  north  half,  north  half  south  half. 

Section  16,  north  half  south  half,  southwest  quarter  southwest 
quarter. 

Section  18.  all. 

Section  17,  north  half,  north  half  south  half,  south  half  southeast 
quarter. 

Section  18.  lots  1,  3,  and  3,  east  half  northwest  quarter,  northeast 
quarter  southwest  quarter,  nortbeast  quarter,  north  half  southeast 
quarter,  southeast  quarter  southeest  quarter. 

Section  19,  loU  1  and  2.  southeast  quarter  northwest  quarter, 
south  half  northeast  quarter. 

SecUon  30.  south  half  north  half. 

SecUon  21.  south  half  north  half. 

Section  23.  south  half  north  half. 

SecUon  23.  northwest  quarter,  west  half  northeast  quarter,  south- 
east quarter  northeast  quarter. 

Section  34.  southwest  quarter  northwest  quarter. 

TOWNSHIP    3    SOTTTH.   RANGE   S   WEST,   TTINTA    MERIDIAN 

Section  1,  all  (lots  1,  2.  3.  and  4.  south  half  north  half,  south 
half). 

Section  3,  all  (lots  1.  S.  S.  and  4,  south  half  north  half,  south 
half). 

Section  3..  all  (lots  1.  2,  8,  and  4,  south  half  north  half,  south 
half). 

Section  4.  all  (lots  1,  2.  8.  and  4.  south  half  north  half,  south 
half). 

SecUon  5,  all  (lots  1.  3.  3.  and  4.  south  half  north  half,  south 
half). 

Section  «.  all  (lots  1.  2.  3,  4.  6.  6,  and  7,  south  hall  northeast 
quarter,  southeast  quarter  northwest  quarter,  east  half  southwest 
quarter,  southeast  quarter). 


Section  7.  all  (lots  1.  2.  S.  and  4.  east  half  west  half,  east  half). 

Section  8.  all. 

Section  9,  all. 

Section  10.  north  half. 

Section  11.  all. 

Section  13.  all. 

Section  17,  all. 

SecUon  18.  all  (loU  1.  2.  8,  and  4.  east  half  west  half,  east  haU). 

TOWNSHIP   3   SOTTTH,  BANGS  T   WBST,  THNTA   MEBIDIAN 

^Bection  9.  southwest  quarter  northeast  quarter,  northeast  quarter 
southeast  quarter. 

Section  10,  west  half  southwest  qtiarter. 

Section  12.  all. 

Section  13.  northeast  quarter  southeast  quarter.  so\ithwest  quarter 
northwest  quarter,  southwest  quarter  southwest  quarter. 

Section  14.  northeast  quarter  northeast  quarter,  south  half  north- 
west quarter,  north  half  southwest  quarter,  southeast  quarter  south- 
west quarter,  west  half  southeast  quarter,  southeast  quarter  south- 
east quarter. 

Section  15.  south  half  northeast  quarter,  northwest  quarter  noith- 
east  quarter,  northeast  quarter  northwest  quarter. 

Section  23.  north  half  northeast  quarter. 

Section  34,  north  half  north  half,  southeast  quarter  northeast 
quarter. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  authorlaed  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe  (1)  to  eschange 
any  lands  or  Interest  in  lands  described  In  section  1.  including 
water  rights  or  surface  rights  to  such  lauds,  for  other  lands  or 
interests  In  lands  as  aforesaid,  in  which  event  or  events  the  lands 
parted  with  shall  cease  to  He  a  part  of  the  Dtntah-Ouray  Reserva- 
Uon  and  the  lands  obtained  shall  become  a  part  thereof:  and  (3)  to 
purchase  and  acquire  other  lands  In  which  event  or  events  the 
land  so  purchased  or  acquired  shall  become  a  part  of  such  reserva- 
tion. Escept  as  In  section  1  hereof,  no  lands  in  Utah  shall  be 
added  to  any  reservation  under  the  provisions  of  section  3  of  the 
act  of  JTUie  18,  1934  (48  Stat.  984).  and  any  lands  formerly  belonging 
to  any  Indian  reservation  in  said  State  to  the  extent  that  they  have 
not  been  disposed  of  by  the  United  States  are  hereby  declared  to  be 
the  absolute  property  of  the  United  States,  tt*»  from  any  trust 
restrictions. 

Sec.  S.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  authorised  and 
directed,  subject  to  any  valid  existing  rights,  to  establish  a  grazing 
unit  within  Utah  Orazlng  District  No.  8,  to  be  administered  by  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  for  the  exclusive  use  and  benefit  of  the 
Indians  of  the  Uintah  and  Ouray  Reservation.  Said  unit  shall 
consist  of  an  area  of  unappropriated  public  lands  adjacent  to  the 
base  properties  of  the  Uintah  and  Ouray  Indians  and  commenstirate 
with  but  not  exceeding  the  grazing  rights  of  such  base  properties 
determined  in  accordance  with  rango  requirement  standards 
adopted  by  the  Grazing  Service  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
Such  grazing  unit  shall  be  subject  to  all  statutes  and  administra- 
tive orders  and  regulations  applicable  to  the  administration  of 
Indian  affairs. 

Sec.  4.  The  State  of  Utah  may,  if  it  desires,  relinquish  to  the 
United  States  any  tracts  of  school  or  other  State-owned  lands, 
surveyed  or  unsurveyed,  within  the  area  described  in  section  8 
hereof,  and  said  State  shall  have  the  right  to  make  selections  in 
lieu  thereof  outside  of  said  area,  equal  In  value  to  the  lands 
relinquished,  from  the  vacant,  unappropriated,  public  lands  within 
the  State  of  Utah,  such  lieu  selections  to  l>e  made  In  accordance 
with  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
which  ^all  be  made  after  obtaining  suggestions  from  the  Utah 
State  Land  Beard,  but  in  any  event  within  90  days  after  enactment 
hereof.  No  fee  or  commission  shall  be  charged  for  any  exchange  of 
land  made  hereunder.  The  value  of  Improvements  owned  by  the 
State  on  lands  relinquished  by  the  State  shall  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration and  full  credit  in  the  form  of  public  lands  shall  be 
allowed  therefor. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add  a  new  section  No.  6  reading  as 
follows: 

"Sec.  B.  In  any  suit  instituted  in  the  Cotirt  of  Claims  under 
the  Act  of  June  38.  1938  (63  Stat.  1309).  there  shall  be  set  off 
against  any  recovery,  in  lieu  of  the  set-off  provisions  contained  in 
section  5  thereof,  any  payment  made  by  the  United  States  on  any 
claim  asserted  by  said  band  and  all  sums  expended  gratuitously 
by  the  United  States  for  the  benefit  of  said  band,  except  that 
there  shall  not  be  offset  in  any  suit  (1)  expenditures  made  prior 
to  the  time  the  cause  of  action  sued  upon  arose,  (2)  expenditures 
made  under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of  June  18.  1934  (48  Stat. 
984),  and  the  extensions  thereof  in  the  Acts  of  May  1,  1936  (49 
Stat.  1260)  and  June  26,  1936  (49  Stat.  19S7).  (3)  expenditures 
made  for  education  or  in  fulfillment  of  obligations  assumed  by 
the  United  States  under  treaties  or  acta  of  Congress,  (4)  expendi- 
tures made  under  any  emergency  appropriation  or  allotment  made 
subsequently  to  KCarch  4,  1933,  and  generally  applicable  through- 
out the  United  States,  for  rural  rehabilitation  or  relief  In  stricken 
agricultural  areas,  relief  from  distress  caused  by  unemployment 
and  the  conditions  resulting  therefrom,  the  prosecution  of  public 
works  and  public  projects  for  the  relief  of  unemployment  and 
for  work  relief,  and  for  the  conuervatlon  and  development  of  natu- 
ral reeouroes:  Provided,  hotoever,  That  where  land  has  been  pur- 
chased under  such  emergency  appropriation  or  allotment  and  the 
tlUe  thereto  has  been  vested  ta  the  United  States  In  trust  for  the 
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b«neflt  of  Buch  band,  there  may  be  offset  the  value  of  the  bene- 
ficial use  thereof.  It  being  the  Intent  of  this  act  that  It  shall 
supersede  the  act  of  March  3.  1909  (35  Stat.  788).  and  that  any 
and  all  bands  of  the  Ute  Indians  may  assert  any  and  all  claims 
vhlch  have  accrued  against  the  United  States  since  the  Ute 
Indians  acknowledged  themselves  to  be  under  the  execluslve  Juris- 
diction thereof  (9  Stat.  984)  and  that  the  United  States  may  set 
off  against  any  amount  foxmd  due  on  any  cl»Jm  asserted  any  and 
all  payments  made  thereon,  whether  pursvaur.  to  Judgment  of  a 
court,  statute  of  Congress,  or  otherwise,  and  the  aforesaid 
gratuities. 

•With  respect  to  any  stilt  Instituted  under  said  act  of  June  28. 
1938  (52  Stat.  1209).  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
shall  have  authority  to  review,  as  In  other  cases,  any  flnal  Judg- 
ment, or  any  Judgment  relating  to  the  right  of  the  plaintiff  to 
recover  but  which  reserves  for  ftirther  proceedings  the  deter- 
mination of  the  amount  of  the  recovery  and  the  amount  of  offsets 
rendered. 

"If  m  any  suit  Instituted  under  said  act  of  Jtme  28,  1938  (52 
Btat.  1209).  the  Court  shall  find  that  any  band  or  bands  of  Ute 
Indians  entered  Into  a  treaty  with  the  United  States,  negotiated 
by  an  agent  thereof,  whereby  such  band  or  bands  agreed  to  sur- 
render, give  up.  or  relinquish  to  the  United  States  the  poeaessory 
right  of  occupancy  In  and  to  certain  described  lands,  and  In  sub- 
stantial compliance  with  the  provisions  thereof,  did  give  up,  sur- 
render, or  rellnqulEh  to  the  United  States  the  occupation  of  said 
lands  and  that  the  United  States  notwithstanding  Its  failure 
to  ratify  said  treaty  or  treaties  assented  to  or  accepted  the  beneflta 
of  such  giving  up.  surrender,  or  relinquishment,  it  Is  hereby 
declared  that  such  action  shall  be  suflclent  grounds  for  equlUble 
relief  and  the  Court  shall  enter  Judgment  In  favor  of  said  Indians 
for  the  value  of  said  lands  as  of  the  time  the  right  of  occupancy 
thereto  was  given  up.  currendered,  or  relinquished  to  the  United 
States:  Provided,  That  said  Judgment  shall  not  as  respects  such 
cause  of  action  Include  any  Infrement.  interest,  or  equivalent 
thereof,  from  the  date  of  taUng^to  the  date  of  Judgment,  as  an 
element  of  just  compensation  or  otherwise;  and  this  proviso  la  not 
severable  from  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph:  Provided  further. 
That  the  words  'range  35'  wherever  appearing  in  section  6  of  said 
act  of  June  28.  1938  (52  Stat.  1209),  shall  be  construed  to  mean 
township  36  north':  Provided  further.  That  in  awarding  com- 
pensation to  the  attorney  or  attorneys  prosecuting  any  suit  vmder 
said  Act.  the  Court  of  Clalnu.  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  as 
the  case  may  be.  shall  consider  all  services  rendered  by  said  attor- 
ney or  attorneys  under  said  act.  including  services  rendered  before 
the  Members  and  conunlttecs  of  Congress,  the  departments  of  the 
Governnaent.  and  the  courts,  with  respect  to  all  suits  instituted 
thereunder:  Provided,  further.  That  actiuU  expenses  of  said  attor- 
ney or  attorneys  Incurred  or  expended  in  the  prosecution  of  any 
suits  instituted  under  said  act  shall  be  paid  as  provided  In  the 
contracts  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  under  which 
such  8\Uts  are  ln3tltuted." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  tlilrd  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

DAM   AND   DIKX,   NORTH   SLOUGH,   COOS   COUKTY,   GREG. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6408.  to  exjtend  the 
times  for  commencinK  and  completing  the  constnaction  of  a 
dam  and  dike  for  preventing  the  flow  of  tidal  waters  into 
North  Slough  in  Coos  County,  Oreg. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  times  for  commencing  and  complet- 
ing the  construction  of  a  dam  and  dike  for  preventing  the  flow 
of  tidal  waters  into  North  Slough  In  Coos  County.  Oreg.,  in  town- 
ship 24  south,  range  13  west.  Willamette  meridian,  authorized  to 
be  constructed  by  the  State  of  Oregon,  acting  through  its  highway 
department,  the  North  Slough  dramage  district,  and  the  North 
Slough  diking  district,  by  an  act  of  Congress  approved  August  26. 
1937,  is  extended  1  and  3  years,  respectively,  from  August  26.  1939. 

Sxc.  2.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  Is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  a.  line  2.  strike  out  "1939'  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "1940." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  he  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

TO    ncCRKASK    THE    SIZX    OF    THE    REGT7LAR    AKMT    OP    THE    UNITED 

STATES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  10010.  to  increase  the 
size  of  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  reser\'ing  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, and  I  do  not  intend  to  object.  I  believe  that  because 
Of  the  importance  of  this  bill  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Militaj7  Affairs  should  explain  it  to  the  House. 


Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  Is  a  very  simple  one. 
Under  the  National  Delense  Act  of  June  3.  1916.  the  maxi- 
mum strength  of  the  United  States  Regular  Army  is  placed 
at  280.000  members.  This  bill  merely  strikes  out  the  figures 
"280.000"  and  inserts  in  lieu  thereof  "400.009."  It  would 
authorize  the  enlistments  to  be  increased  from  230.000  to 
400.000.     That  is  all  it  does. 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FISH.  All  this  bill  does  is  to  increase  the  size  of  the 
Regular  Army  from  280.000  to  400,000. 

Mr.  MAY.    That  Is  all. 

Mr.  FISH.  That  is  all.  But  it  is  one  of  the  most  Im- 
portant bills  that  could  be  before  the  Congress,  and  to  my 
mind  it  is  a  very  sound  bill. 

It  is  amazing  that  we  should  consider  this  bill  here  by 
unanimous  consent  and  without  any  discussion,  and  I  hope 
the  gentleman  will  continue  and  do  a  little  more  explaining 
as  to  exactly  what  it  does. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  As  I  understand  it.  this  bill  is  different. 
The  Congress  has  already  appropriated  for  375.000  men? 

Mr.  MAY.     Yes. 

Mr,  CHURCH.  Therefore,  this  is  an  authorization  to  in- 
crease the  number  280.000  up  to  400.000.  or  an  increase  of 
120,000  men  only.  There  is  an  increase  m  authorization  for 
the  25.000  additional  over  and  above  the  number  375,000 
appropriated  for? 

Mr.  MAY.  Included  in  that  is  also  40.000  that  have  been 
authorized  in  the  Air  Corps,  which  belongs  in  the  Regular 
Army,  so  there  is  in  fact  very  little  space  allowed  for  getting 
400,000.  I  may  say  furthermore.  I  agree  with  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York,  it  is  a  very  sound  bill.  In  addition 
to  that,  may  I  make  the  further  agreement  with  him,  If  he 
will  agree,  it  is  a  very  essential  bill  and  one  very  much  needed 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  want  to  congratulate  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  for  bringing  this  bill  in.     He 

is  absolutely  right.  It  is  a  very  much  needed  bill.  Is  there 
anything  in  this  bill  to  increase  the  National  Guard  to 
400.000? 

Mr.  MAY.  It  does  not  affect  the  National  Guard.  It  is 
merely  confined  to  the  Regular  Army. 

Mr.  FISH.  Does  not  the  gentleman  believe  that  the 
National  Guard  should  be  increased  to  400.000? 

Mr.  MAY.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  many  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  House,  in- 
cluding the  chairman,  were  not  satisfied  with  leaving  the 
limit  at  400.000.  Many  of  us  would  like  to  have  placed  it  at 
750.000.  But  we  thought  we  would  be  modest  and  reason- 
able about  it.  because  the  Congress  will  be  in  session  on  the 
first  of  January  and  if  the  exigencies  of  the  time  require 
more,  I  am  satisfied  the  Congress  will  carry  it  out. 

Mr.  FISH.  Does  this  bill  carry  with  it  not  only  increasing 
the  number  to  400.000  but  also  provide  modem  equipment 
for  those  400.000? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  bill  does  not  do  anything  in  the  world 
but  strike  out  '•280.000"  and  insert  "400.000." 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.    WlU  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  and  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  in  refer- 
ence to  the  question  about  increasing  the  National  Guard, 
that  the  National  Defense  Act  already  authorizes  a  maxi- 
mum strength  in  the  National  Guard  of  425.000  men. 

Mr.  FISH.     Is  that  being  lived  up  to? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  No.  The  Congress  has  never  ap- 
propriated sufficient  money. 

Mr.  FISH.  There  are  only  atwut  200.000  in  the  Na- 
tional Guard? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  About  230,000,  but  the  authorization 
is  already  in  the  act. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Would  the  gentleman  make  a  statement 
In  reference  to  legislation  having  to  do  with  the  National 
Guard?  It  is  being  talked  about  putting  the  National  Guard 
under  the  control  of  the  President.     Can  the  gentleman 


^ 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


&425 


make  any  statement  clarlfsring  that  In  view  of  the  fact  the 
hearmgs  on  this  bill  were  in  executive  session  and  are  not 
available?  I  would  like  to  have  your  statement  on  that 
subject. 

Mr.  MAY.    I  did  not  get  the  gentleman's  question. 
Mr.  CHURCH.    People  are  exercised  over  whether  or  not 
the    President    is    going    to   take    charge    of    the    National 
Guard.    Can  the  gentleman  clear  the  atmosphere  in  that 
respect? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  wish  I  could  clear  the  atmosphere  in  many 
respects.  However,  legislation  is  now  pending  and  has  been 
reported  to  the  House  in  reference  to  that  matter  and  I  do 
not  think  I  should  enter  into  a  discussion  of  that  bill  at 
this  time  because  it  does  not  relate  to  this  particular  matter. 

Mr.  RICH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  the  National  Guard  of  the  States,  as  stated 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  stands  at  425,000.  will  the 
gentleman,  who  is  head  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee, 
and  in  whom  we  have  a  lot  of  confidence,  give  us  his  Judgment 
as  to  what  we  ought  to  do?  Does  he  not  believe  that  we 
should  insist  that  the  States  be  permitted  or  that  the  Gov- 
ernment assist  the  States  in  Increasing  the  size  of  the  National 
Guard  because  it  will  not  cost  the  Federal  Treasury  as  much 
money  as  it  would  to  mcrease  the  Regular  Army?  If  we  do 
that,  we  will  have  that  many  men  in  time  of  war  we  can  draw 
on,  and  the  cost  will  be  reduced. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  agree  largely  with  what  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  said.  If  we  can  reduce  the  cost  of  our  Military 
Establishment  in  any  way.  we  ought  to  do  it.  One  of  my  rea- 
sons for  agreeing  with  the  other  members  of  my  committee  In 
making  this  only  400.000  instead  of  750,000  was  that  the  whole 
thing  might  pipe  down  in  a  few  months  and  we  may  not  find  a 
necessity  for  doing  so  much  along  these  lines.  However,  we 
Will  have  plenty  to  do  in  the  meantime. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  am  not  objecting  to  that.  I  believe  the  gen- 
Ueman is  doing  the  wise  thing,  as  he  always  does,  but  does  he 
not  believe  that  while  we  are  appropriating  these  great  sums 
o!  money  we  should  also  increase  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  National  Guard  men  are  all  State  officials. 
yet  they  are  members  of  the  United  States  Army.  They  oper- 
ate under  the  control  of  the  Governors  of  the  various  States 
imtll  a  national  emergency  is  declared  by  the  President,  at 
which  time  the  President  calls  them  for  active  duty  in  the 
Army. 

Mr.  MOTT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MOTT.  Has  the  gentleman  any  information  as  to 
approximately  how  long  it  will  take  to  recruit  the  Army  up  to 
the  proposed  authorized  strength  of  400,000? 

Mr.  MAY.    About  8  months. 

Mr.  MOTT.  Can  the  gentleman  tell  us  what  success  the 
Army  has  had  to  date  in  recruiting  up  to  its  present  author- 
ized strength? 

Mr.  MAY.  It  has  been  very  good,  but  I  do  not  have  the 
exact  information.  The  increase  has  been  steady  and 
progressive. 

Mr.  EDMISTON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  Further  answering  the  gentleman  from 
Oregon,  they  feel  that  500,000  is  about  the  extent  that  may 
be  reached  by  volunteers. 

Mr.  MOTT.     Within  8  months? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.    Yes. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Peimsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that  we  are  adding  many 
implements  of  war  to  the  Army? 

Mr.  BdAY.    Yes. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  In  addition  we  must  add  manpower  If 
we  are  going  to  have  a  well-balanced  army,  and  we  will  have 
to  have  400.000  men. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the  regular 
order. 
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The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  l>ill.  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  2  of  the  National  Defense  Act. 
approved  June  3.  1916,  as  amended,  be  further  amended  by  striking 
out  the  words  "two  hundred  and  eighty  thousand"  in  the  last  sen- 
tence of  that  section  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
"three  hundred  and  seventy-flve  thousand." 

With  the  following  committee  amendment; 

Page  1.  line  7.  strike  out  the  words  "three  hundred  and  serenty- 
five  thousand"  and  insert  "four  hundred  thousand." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

PERMrmNG     COMMUNICATION     UTn.mES     TO     CONTRIBXTTl     TREK 
SERVICES  TO  THE  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3018.  to  amend  section  210 
cf  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  approved  June  19.  1934 
(48  Stat.  1073;  47  U.  S.  C.  210),  so  as  to  permit  communica- 
tion utilities  to  contribute  free  services  to  the  national 
defense. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bin,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  210  of  the  Communications  Act  c<f 
1934.  approved  June  19.  1034  (48  Stat.  1073:  47  U.  8.  C.  310),  is 
hereby  amended  by  inserting  after  the  words  "Sec.  210"  the  letter 
"(a)"  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  the  section  the  foUowing 
subsection : 

"(b)  Nothing  in  this  act  or  in  any  other  provision  of  law  shall  b« 
construed  to  prohibit  common  carriers  from  rendering  to  any  agency 
of  the  Government  free  service  in  connection  with  the  preparation 
for  the  national  defense:  Provided,  That  such  free  service  may  be 
rendered  only  in  accordance  with  such  rules  and  regulation*  at  tlta 
Commission  may  prescribe  therefor." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

PREVENTING      PtTBLICATION      OF      INVENTIONS      IN      THE      NATIONAI. 

INTEREST 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10058)  to  amend 
the  act  relating  to  preventing  the  publication  of  inventions  in 
the  national  interest,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  bill  is  an  important  measure,  and  I  believe  it  should  be 
considered  other  than  on  the  Consent  Calendar.  Will  the 
gentleman  give  me  the  Consent  Calendar  number  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  LANHAM.  The  Consent  Calendar  number  of  this  bill 
is  847. 

Mr.  RICH.    Will  the  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  LANHAIvI.     I  should  be  glad  to. 

This  is  a  bill  unanimously  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Patents,  a  bill  which  is  very  Important  in  the  matter  of  our 
national  defense,  and  It  is  desired  by  both  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  the  Navy  Department  for  that  purpose.  Our  pres- 
ent patent  laws  provide  that  in  time  of  war  applications  for 
patents  on  inventions  that  have  peculiar  application  to  na- 
tional defense  may  be  kept  secret  in  order  that  those  inven- 
tions may  not  become  available  to  foreign  governments.  Tlie 
provision  of  this  bill  is  for  a  period  of  2  years  to  permit  and 
authorize  the  keeping  of  inventions  and  applications  for 
patents  therefor  seciet  if  they.  In  the  judgment  of  the  War 
Department  and  the  Navy  Department,  are  needed  for  our 
national  defense. 

In  protection  of  the  inventor  the  bill  goes  further  than  the 
law  has  heretofore  gone  In  this  regard.  The  former  law  pro- 
vided that  there  should  be  no  compensation  whatever  to  the 
inventor  malting  the  application  until  his  Invention  actually 
was  used.  This  bill  protects  the  inventor  by  making  provi- 
sion for  compensation  in  case  his  invention  Is  useful  for 
national  defense  but  is  held  secret  in  order  that  It  may  not 
become  known  to  foreign  governments. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
Ueman yield? 
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Mr.  LANHAM.    I  yield  to  the  genUeman  from  Minnesota. 

Ji4r.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Is  there  anything  in  this 
bill  that  would  release  the  inventor  so  that  he  could  make 
hla  patent  pubUc  if  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  turned 
down  his  invention? 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  may  say  that  the  practice  Is  that  when- 
ever the  Navy  Department  and  the  War  Department  find 
that  they  have  in  the  particular  field  to  which  the  Invention 
applies  better  facilities  for  national  defense  than  those  pre- 
sented by  the  application  for  the  patent  on  the  new  inven- 
tion, they  have  no  objection  to  the  granting  of  the  patent, 
and  the  practice  is  to  grant  it. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  We  have  been  led  to  be- 
lieve that  a  good  many  patents  on  inventions  have  been 
submitted  to  the  War  or  Navy  Department,  such  as  those 
relating  to  tanks  and  other  modern  implements  of  war,  and 
that  the  admirals  and  generals  turned  them  down,  so  the 
Inventors  took  them  to  foreign  countries.  ' 

Mr.  LANHAM.  As  a  matter  of  practice,  there  is  a  board 
on  ijatents  from  both  the  Army  and  the  Navy  that  serves 
with  the  board  in  the  Patent  Office  to  determine  what  is  suffi- 
ciently Important  in  the  matter  of  national  defense  to  keep 
the  Invention  secret. 

Mr.  HOLMES.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  I  understand  also  that  the  rights  of  the 
Inventors  during  this  2-year  period  are  absolutely  protected. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Absolutely.  If  the  invention  is  considered 
Of  sufBcient  value  to  keep  it  secret,  there  is  provision  in  this 
bill  for  the  compensation  of  the  inventor,  and  then  when  the 
application,  for  the  patent  Is  finally  granted  and  there  is  no 
further  reason  to  keep  It  secret,  the  inventor  would  have  the 
additional  17  years  granted  under  the  patent. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield,  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  HolmksI  has  the  impression  that 
the  rights  of  the  inventor  are  protected,  but  is  it  not  a  fact 
that  just  the  opposite  is  the  case?  We  discussed  this  matter 
In  committee.  The  Government  can  take  a  man's  invention 
and  put  it  on  a  shelf  and  leave  it  there,  tmder  the  terms  of 
this  bill,  for  2  years. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  would  say  to  the  gentleman  in  reply  that 
the  amendment  that  is  placed  in  this  bill  gives  the  inventor 
advantages  he  has  never  had  before.  Heretofore  he  has  been 
paid  only  when  the  invention  was  used.  According  to  the 
terms  of  this  bill,  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  are  au- 
thorized to  agree  with  him  upon  compensation  during  the 
time  it  is  withheld.  Therefore,  the  inventor  has  advantages 
under  this  bill  and  is  encouraged  to  make  inventions  in  the 
Interest  of  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Will  the  gentleman  p<^nt  out  to  me  the 
language  in  this  final  bill,  H.  R.  10058.  whereby  if  an  in- 
ventor's idea  is  not  used  by  the  Government  he  at  any  time 
gets  paid  for  his  Invention? 

Mr.  LANHAM.  He  gets  it  in  the  proviso  on  page  2.  begin- 
ning in  line  16,  which  reads  as  follows: 

Provided.  That  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
or  the  chief  offlcer  of  any  established  defense  agency  of  the  United 
States,  as  the  case  may  be.  Is  authorized  to  enter  Into  an  agreement 
with  the  said  applicant  In  full  settlement  and  compromise  for  the 
damage  accruing  to  him  by  reason  of  the  order  of  secrecy,  and  for 
the  use  of  the  invention  by  the  Oovemment. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  In  other  words,  there  Is  merely  authority 
In  this  bill  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  enter  Into  agreement  with  him,  but  this  bill  gives  the 
Patent  Commissioner  and  the  Secretaries  of  the  Navy  and  of 
War  the  power  to  shelve  the  invention  for  a  period  of  2  years. 
It  is  because  of  the  far-reaching  effect  of  this  bill  that  I  am 
opposed  to  its  passage  by  unanimous  consent  on  this  calendar, 
and  the  gentleman  is  acquainted  with  my  feeling  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  LANHAM.    Quite  so. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  This  Is  very  important  legislation.  I  think 
that  perhaps  such  a  bill  should  be  worked  out.  but,  although 
I  have  the  utmost  respect  for  the  gentleman's  motives,  I  may 


say  that  this  is  Just  one  of  those  measures  which  prove  that 
Congress  should  remain  in  session  and  give  more  thorough 
consideration  to  measures  of  this  kind.  The  first  few  lines  of 
this  bill  are  very  far-reaching: 

Whenever  the  publication  or  dlsclostire  of  an  invention  by  th« 
granting  of  a  (>atent  might.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Patents,  be  detrimental  to  the  public  safety  or  defense,  he  may 
order  that  the  invention  be  kept  secret  and  withhold  the  grant  of 
a  patent  for  such  period  or  periods  as  In  his  oplnlcm  the  national 
Interest  reqxilres.  ' 

Why,  in  Europe  they  protect  every  incentive  of  the  inventor 
to  invent  and  perfect  his  invention.  I  am  very  interested  in 
carrying  out  the  purpose  of  the  gentleman's  bill,  but  this  bill 
Is  very  far  reaching  and  undertakes  to  apply  a  new  principle, 
that  of  applying  wartime  measures  to  peacetime.  That  la 
exactly  what  it  does.  It  should  be  considered  when  amend- 
ments may  be  considered  and  full  disctisslon  had. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CHURCH.    I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

XNTKRFERENCE  WriH  DISCIPLIKE  OF  THE  ARMY.  NAVY.  AND  COAST 
GUARD.  DEPORTATION  OF  CERTAIN  CLASSES  OF  ALIENS.  FINGER- 
raiNTIMG  OF  ALIENS.  BTC. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  5138)  to  make 
unlawful  attempts  to  interfere  with  the  discipline  of  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Coast  Guard;  to  require  the  de- 
portation of  certain  classes  of  aliens;  to  require  the  finger- 
printing of  aliens  seeking  to  enter  the  United  States,  and 
for  other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments,  disagree  to  the 
Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to  the  conference  asked  by 
the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama?  [After  a  pause.  1  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
SxTMNERS  of  Texas,  HoBBS.  and  Hancock. 

AtJTHORIZING  COUNTy  OF  LAWRENCE.  STATE  OF  OHIO.  TO  ACQUIRS 
AND  OPERATE  AS  A  UNIT  CERTAIN  PRIVATELY  OWNED  TOLL  BRIDGES 
ACROSS  THE  OHIO  RIVER  ADJOINING  SUCH  COUNTY 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9920)  author- 
izing the  county  of  Lawrence,  Ohio,  to  acquire  and  operate 
as  a  unit  certain  privately  owned  toll  bridges  across  the 
Ohio  River  adjoining  such  county. 

The  clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bin,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  county  of  Lawrence,  Ohio,  or  any 
duly  organized  bridge  commission  of  such  county.  Is  authorized  to 
acquire  all  right,  title,  and  interest  In  any  privately  owned  highway 
toll  bridge  across  the  Ohio  River  at  any  point  within  or  adjoining 
such  county.  Including  the  approaches  thereto,  and  all  Interest  In 
real  property  necessary  therefor,  by  purchase,  or  by  condemnation 
In  accordance  with  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Ohio  governing  the 
acquuition  of  privately  owned  bridges  by  public  authority. 

Sec.  2.  Jurisdiction  of  aU  condemnation  proceedings  under  this 
•et  Is  hereby  conferred  upon  the  tTnlted  States  District  Court  for 
the  Southern  District  of  Ohio,  and  for  such  purpose  the  procew  oC 
such  court  may  be  served  outside  of  the  State  or  district  In  which 
such  court  Is  located.  Such  proceedings  shall  follow,  as  near  aa 
may  be.  the  law  of  the  State  of  Ohio  governing  procedure  In  such 
condemnation  cases.  Ckiples  of  any  final  juc^ment  or  decree  of 
such  COMIX  in  any  such  condemnation  proceeding  relating  to  land 
located  outside  the  district  In  which  such  court  Is  located  shall  b« 
filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  court  of  the  district  In  which  such  land 
Is  located. 

Sac.  3.  Any  bridge  acquired  pursriant  to  this  act  shall  be  oper- 
ated as  a  toll  ttrldge  and  shall  be  grouped  with  any  other  bridge  so 
acquired  for  financing  purposes.  The  rate  of  toll  of  any  such  bridge 
shall  be  so  adjusted  as  to  provide,  together  with  the  tolls  from  all 
otlMr  bridges  acquired  piirsuant  to  this  act,  (a)  a  sinking  fund 
sufficient  to  amortize  as  soon  as  poaalble  under  reasonable  charges, 
but  within  a  period  not  exceeding  35  years  from  the  date  of  the 
Issuance  of  bridge  revenue  bonds  to  finance  the  acqulaltjon  of 
bridges  under  this  act,  the  principal.  Interest,  finaiKlng  cost,  and 
redemption  premium.  If  any.  of  all  such  bonds,  and  (b)  a  fund 
sufficient  to  pay  the  reasonable  cost  at  maintaining,  operating,  and 
repairing  such  bridges  imder  economical  management  during  such 
period.  After  the  fund  provided  In  clause  (a)  shall  have  been  so 
provided,  such  bridge  shall  thereafter  be  matntfiin^a  and  opermted 
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free  of  toll.  An  accurate  record  of  the  amount  of  bonds  Issued 
In  the  acquisition  of  such  bridge,  the  financing  costs  thereof,  the 
Interest  and  redemption  premiums  payable  thereon,  the  actual  ex- 
penditures for  maintaining,  repairing,  and  operating  such  bridges, 
and  of  the  daily  tolls  collected  shall  be  kept  and  shaU  be  available 
for  the  Information  of  all  persons  Interested. 

Sac.  4.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  Is  hereby 
czpreasly  reserved. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  a,  line  2.  after  the  word  "authority".  Insert  "and  to  maintain 
and  operate  said  bridges  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act  entitled  'An  act  to  regulate  the  construction  of  bridges  over 
navigable  waters,'  approved  March  23,  1906,  and  subject  to  the  con- 
ditions and  limitations  contained  in  that  act." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

BRIDGE    ACROSS    OHIO    RIVER    NEAR    SHAWNEETOWN,    ILL. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9509)  to  extend 
the  times  for  commencing  and  completing  the  construction 
of  a  bridge  across  the  Ohio  River  at  or  near  Shawneetown, 

VI. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

There  l>elng  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  times  for  commencing  and  com- 
Dletlng  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  CMiio  River  at  or 
near  Shawneetown.  111.,  authorized  to  l>e  built  by  the  county  of 
Gallatin.  State  of  Illinois,  by  an  act  of  Congress  approved  July  18. 
1939.  Is  hereby  extended  1  and  3  years,  respectively,  from  July  18, 
1940 

Sec.  2  The  right  to  alter,  aooend.  or  repeal  this  act  Is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table, 

AMENDMENT    OF    ACT    OF    AUGUST   27.     1935,    WITH    RESPECT    TO 
ADDITIONAL  CLAIMS  FILED   BY   INDIANS 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  return  to  Calendar  No.  811,  the  bill  (S.  3352) 
to  amend  the  act  of  August  27.  1935  (49  Stat.  2194),  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  what  is  the  purpose  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  bill  for  the  Chip- 
pewa Indians,  to  which  I  objected  at  the  time  it  was  up  for 
consideration  because  it  apparently  involved  a  large  amoimt 
of  money.  However.  I  have  been  informed  It  involves  not 
more  than  $5,000  and  arises  out  of  the  Minnesota  fire  claims, 
and  for  this  reason  I  told  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  I 
would  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  of  August  T7,  1935  (49  Stat  2194) . 
be.  and  the  same  Is  hereby,  amended  so  as  to  allow  the  submission 
of  claims  by  Indians  thereunder  at  any  time  prior  to  June  30.  1941. 
The  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  Is  directed  to  receive 
and  settle  any  additional  claims  filed  by  Indians  before  said  date 
and  to  reconsider  all  such  claims  which  have  been  heretofore  disal- 
lowed on  account  of  failure  to  file  them  within  the  period  of  2 
years  impoaed  by  the  act. 

Bk.  2.  Irrespective  of  the  date  of  death  or  the  stun  Involved  or 
any  contrary  rule  or  practice  with  respect  to  payments  of  the  claims, 
all  amounu  found  due  deceased  Indians  whose  heirs  have  been 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  be  paid  to  the 
appropriate  superintendent  or  other  bonded  officer  of  the  Indian 
Service  for  the  benefit  of  the  heirs,  to  be  handled  and  accounted 
for  by  him  with  other  moneys  under  his  control  In  accordance  with 
existing  law  and  regulation's.  The  amounts  due  deceased  clalm- 
anu  whose  heirs  have  not  been  thus  determined  shall  be  so  paid 
upon  applications  therefor  lUed  by  the  superintendent,  for  credit 
to  the  estates. 

Sk.  3.  The  superintendent  of  the  Consolidated  Chippewa  Agency 
la  hereby  authorized  to  file  p>*<m«  for  any  and  all  claimants  or 


heirs  of  claimants  whose  whereabouts  cannot  be  determined  after 
due  and  diligent  search,  and  a  verified  certificate  filed  by  the  super- 
intendent that  such  due  and  diligent  search  has  been  made,  shall 
be  sufficient  condition  precedent  to  the  right  to  file  any  such  claim. 
Sec.  4.  Claims  filed  hereunder  may  be  sworn  to  before  a  local 
postmaster  or  a  superintendent  or  other  officer  of  the  Indian  Service 
authorized  to  administer  oaths. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ErnecTivE  use  op  public  domain 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Sjieaker,  I  find  that  in  the 
bill  H.  R.  9705  (Calendar  No.  839) .  passed  a  few  moments  ago. 
there  Is  a  typographical  error  on  page  20.  line  17,  wherein 
the  bill  refers  to  section  3.  when  It  should  refer  to  section  1. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  that  correction  may  be  made 
in  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DISPOSITION    OF    certain    RECORDS.    UNITED    STATES    GOVERNMENT 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  vmanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10026)  to  provide 
for  the  disposition  of  certain  photographed  records  of  the 
United  States  Government,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  I 
send  to  the  desk. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve 
the  right  to  object.  Will  the  gentleman  please  explain  the 
bill? 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  seeks  to  facilitate 
the  disposition  of  certain  original  records  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  which  records  have  been  photographed, 
and  multifllmed;  and  the  photographic  and  multlfllmed 
copies  have  been  placed  In  conveniently  accessible  files,  and 
provision  made  for  their  preservation,  examination,  and  use. 
The  bill,  by  all  of  the  statements  of  the  various  departments, 
will  save  $1,000,000  a  year  in  filing.  Four  hundred  thousand 
dollars  alone  will  be  saved  in  W.  P.  A.  by  their  own  statement. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.     Yes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  this  bill  should  become 
law.  what  will  become  of  the  old  original  records?  Will 
some  fellow  be  able  to  make  a  lot  of  money  buying  and  sell- 
ing some  old  original  records  which  might  be  of  considerable 
value  because  of  their  age? 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Those  records  will  be  kept  in  the  archives, 
as  they  are  at  present. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Original  records? 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Yes.  I  may  say  that  the  W.  P.  A.  alone 
has  thousands  of  records  filed  away,  which  they  anticipate 
they  may  need  numerous  copies  of  at  a  later  date.  By 
photographing  one  single  copy  or  filming  it.  it  can  be  set 
aside  and  preserved  indefinitely,  and  many  additional  copies 
could  be  had  without  the  setting  up  of  additional  facilities 
to  care  for  them. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  imderstood  that  the  gen- 
tleman is  going  to  have  photostatic  copies  of  these  records 
made  for  the  permanent  record  and  that  the  originals  were 
to  be  destroyed.    Did  I  misunderstand  the  gentleman? 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  This  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  records; 
they  are  already  on  file  in  the  Archives  Building.  These 
are  for  new  records  filed  from  day  to  day. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  They  will  not  include  any 
of  the  old  records  going  back  a  hundred  years  or  so? 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Oh,  no;  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  that. 
If  we  did,  they  would  be  very  much  better  off.  If  we  could 
keep  them  in  the  shape  of  a  film  instead  of  in  a  paper  vol- 
ume they  would  be  better  off.  because  the  film  would  not 
deteriorate  while  the  paper  would. 

Mr.  KRAMER.  And  did  I  understand  the  gentleman  to 
say  that  there  would  be  a  tremendous  saving  if  this  bill  is 
agreed  to? 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Yes.  I  sent  out  copies  of  the  bill  to  each 
Department,  and  I  have  been  assured  that  this  bill  will  save 


*    f;l 


w 


^i 


^28 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  17 


1 


a  million  dollars  a  year  to  the  Oovemment.  The  gentleman 
from  California  I  Mr.  GeahhartJ  and  myself  went  through 
this  list,  and  if  the  gentlemen  are  interested  in  saving  a 
million  dollars  a  year  in  filing  they  ought  to  accept  this  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  congratulate  the  gen- 
tleman's committee  on  making  a  saving.  It  is  the  first  c(xn- 
mittee  that  I  have  heard  of  doing  that  this  year. 

Mr.  8CHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Has  this  bill  the  approval  of 
the  l^rau  of  the  Budget? 

M^LLIOTT.    Ye*. 

Mr.  SCI^AFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  very  glad  that  at  last, 
when  VntOe  Sam's  Treasury  Is  almost  bankrupt,  the  New 
Deal  shows  some  little  interest  in  saving  a  few  dollars  for 
our  overburdened  taxpciyers.  Therefore,  I  shall  not  object 
to  the  consideration  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  The  other  member  of  the  committee — and 
they  (Jail  it  the  wastepaper-basket  committee — and  I  went 
over  the  matter  thoroughly  and  we  have  been  assured  that 
It  would  save  a  million  dollars  a  year. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
I     There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  Tbat  whenever  any  agency  of  the  United 
States  Oovemment  shall  have  photographed  or  mlcrophotographed 
all  or  any  part  of  the  records  kept  by  or  In  the  agency,  and  when- 
ever such  photographs  or  mlcrophotographa  shall  be  placed  In 
conveniently  accessible  files  and  provision  made  for  preserving, 
examining,  and  using  the  same,  the  head  of  such  agency  may.  with 
the  approval  of  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States,  caiise  the 
original  records  from  which  the  photographs  or  mlcrophotographs 
have  been  made  or  any  part  thereof  to  be  disposed  of  according  to 
methods  prescribed  by  law.  provided  records  of  the  same  specific 
kind  in  the  particular  agency  have  been  previously  authorized  for 
disposition  by  Cbngreas. 

Sac.  2.  Photographs  or  mlcrophotographs  of  any  record  photo- 
graphed or  mlcrophotographed  as  herein  provided  shall  have  the 
same  force  and  effect  as  the  originals  thereof  would  have  had.  and 
shall  be  treated  as  originals  for  the  purpose  of  their  admlselblUty 
In  evidence.  Duly  certified  or  authenticated  copies  of  such  photo- 
graphs or  mlcrophotographs  shall  be  admitted  In  evidence  equally 
with  the  original  photographs  or  mlcrophotographs. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  after  the  word  "agency".  In  line  6,  Insert.  "In  a  manner 
and  on  film  that  complies  with  the  minimum  standards  of  quality 
approved  for  permanent  photogri^jhlc  records  by  the  National 
Btu^au  of  Standards." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  laid  on  the  table. 

DXUVXRT    OP    CDtTAIM   FIKST-CLASS   MAIL   MATm 

Mr.  MOSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  one  minute. 

The  SPE:AKEH.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MOSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  ctmsideration  of  the 
bill  8.  3667,  to  provide  for  the  2-cent  local  delivery  rate 
of  postage  OD  certain  flrst-class  mall  matter.  I  objected,  and 
opportunity  having  been  denied  me  to  voice  my  opposition 
thereto,  because  it  is  legislation  to  wipe  out  a  tax  of  1  cent 
within  the  corporate  confines  of  a  city,  and  continue  it  neces- 
sary for  the  rest  of  the  United  States  to  pay  a  3 -cent  postage 
rate  to  handle  and  deliver  a  flrst-class  letter  from  one  town 
•cross  a  river  lOO  yards  wide,  and  make  it  possible  to  deliver 
first-class  msUI  from  New  York  City  and  County  proper 
across  the  East  River  into  Queens  County  and  Brooklyn, 
New  York.    I  object,  because  it  is  a  rank  discrimination. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Ccmstitution  of  the  United  States,  section 

8,  provides  as  follows: 

The  Congress  shall  have  power  to  lay  and  ccdlect  taxes,  duties. 
Imposts,  and  excises,  to  pay  the  debts  and  provide  for  the  common 
defenas  and  general  welfare  of  the  United  States:  but  all  duties, 
imposts,  and  excises  shall  be  uniform  throughout  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Speaker,  having  devoted  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  century 
Of  my  life  to  the  postal  service  of  the  United  States,  I  may 
be  considered  somewhat  qualified  to  speak  on  this  subject. 
My  w^league  and  friend  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
IMr.  Rich],  has  again  referred  to  the  3-ceut  postage  rate  on 


flrst-class  mail  as  the  creation  of  the  Democratic  Party  as 
on  previous  occasions.  As  heretofore  I  would  remind  him 
that  the  extra  1  cent  added  to  the  regular  "2  cents  per  ounce 
or  fraction  thereof"  legal  rate  for  first-class  mail  under  the 
law,  is  a  tax  levied  on  flrst-class  mail  and  approved  by  a 
Republican  President  of  the  United  States,  under  its  advo- 
cacy by  a  Postmaster  General  selected  by  this  same  Repub- 
lican President  and  nominated  for  the  position  to  which  he 
was  confirmed  by  a  Republican  Senate. 

This  Postmaster  General,  Walter  Polger  Brown,  during  the 
administration  of  President  Hoover,  advocated  the  increased 
rate  on  flrst-class  postage  rates,  and  I  quote  from  the  Lit- 
erary Digest.  October  24.  1931,  which  article  captioned  "Is 
the  Two-Cent  Stamp  Doomed?"  in  which  former  Postmaster 
General  Brown  Is  quoted  frcm  the  New  York  Times  and 
carries  other  pertinent  observations  on  the  subject  and  quo- 
tations from  other  publications  and  editors,  as  follows: 

IS  TRS  3-CKNT  STAMP  DOOKXDf 

The  biggest  business  organization  in  the  world  Is  "In  the  red." 

This  organization  is  the  United  States  Post  Offlce,  the  Washington 
correspondents  teU  us. 

If,  in  December,  Congress  acts  on  the  reoommendatlon  of  Postmas- 
ter General  Walter  F\)lger  Brown,  the  2-cent  stamp  will  soon  be  sup- 
planted by  a  new  one  of  a</^  or  3  cents,  to  meet  a  deficit  that  now 
approaches  HOC  000.000  a  year.  As  reported  In  the  New  York  Times, 
Mr.  Brown  explains: 

"A  half-cent  raise  will  bring  in  an  addlUonal  165,000.000  yearly, 
and  with  a  1-cent  Increase  the  deficit  would  be  more  than  balanced 
by  the  extra  •135.000,000. 

"This  would  enable  the  Post  Office  Department  to  accomplish  some 
other  things  we  have  In  mind  In  this  manufacturing  and  selling  of 
stamps  and  postal  service  " 

Though  the  United  States  Post  Offlce  Department  has  not  paid  Its 
own  way  since  about  1851.  we  read,  its  annual  deficit  in  the  last  5 
years  has  been  Increasing  by  such  leaps  and  bounds  that  now  Post- 
master Oeneral  Brown  contends  that  Congress  ought  to  readjust 
postal  rates  and  expenditures  "to  recover  the  entire  cost  of  handling 
the  po6t -offlce  business  from  postal  patrons.  In  proportion  to  the  use 
which  they  make  of  post-offloe  facilities." 

Increased  letter-postal  rates  to  Canada  and  Oreat  Britain  went 
Into  eflect  on  September  1.  raising  the  old  2-cent  rate  to  3  cents 
across  our  northern  border  and  5  cents  across  the  Atlantic.  When 
other  Increases  go  Into  effect  on  November  1,  the  Philadelphia  In- 
quirer reminds  us,  "practically  all  foreign  desUnaUons  will  be  subject 
to  the  5-cent  rate,  except  the  independent  nations  of  Latin  America. 
The  Pan  American  Union  will  then  be  a  postal  union  with  a  uniform 
letter  rate  on  a  2-cent  basis." 

In  1930.  notes  the  Boston  Herald,  this  foreign  mall  comprised  only 
354.000.000  pieces  out  of  a  total  of  some  28.000,000.000. 

But  this  business  of  handling  malls  "can  no  more  be  transformed 
into  a  money-malLlng  enterprise  than  a  brook  trout  can  be  made  to 
live  In  a  cage" — so  Insists  Representative  Clyde  Kelly  (Republican 
Pennsylvania),  of  the  Hoxise  committee  on  postal  affairs.  Con- 
gressman Kelly  has  publl5hed  a  book  on  United  SUtes  Postal  Policy. 
in  which  he  contends  that  It  is  perfectly  logical  that  the  Oovem- 
ment should  transport  and  deliver  private  mall  for  less  than  cost. 
In  sharp  opposition  to  Postmaster  General  Brown.  Mr.  Kelly  asserts: 

"No  responsible  American  has  ever  agonized  over  postal  deficit. 
That  has  always  been  a  monopoly  of  postal  officials  who  get  no 
pleastire  in  contemplating  the  service  given  for  a  2-cent  aiamp  as 
the  greatest  value  for  the  money  m  the  world." 

The  prospect  of  the  passing  of  the  a-cent  stamp  brtngs  tears  to 
the   eyes,   or   at   least   the  pens,   of   a   number  of  editors.     Almost    , 
sentimentally  they  quote  the  words  of  the  Manchester  (England) 
Guardian,  moved  by  the  boost  In  foreign  rates,  to  movim: 

"There  were  always  about  the  relations  of  this  coimtry  and  the 
States  two  strange  and  beautiful  things: 

"One  Is  the  Canadian  frontier — 3,000  mUes  of  frontier  without 
one  defense  work.  The  other  la — soon  we  must  say  was — the 
reciprocal  poetage  rate. 

"Any  Englishman  coxild  write  to  the  States  for  the  same  penny 
half-penny  that  he  would  write  to  any  part  of  England  or  the 
Empire  Itself. 

"That  mutual  privilege  was.  one  felt,  something  precious— of  a 
worth  not  to  be  weighed  In  gcdd." 

Loyal  Republican  organs  like  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune 
acquiesce  in  the  Poetmstster  Generals  reoommendatlon:  but  others. 
tnclxxUng  the  New  Orleans  Tlmes-Plcayune  (Independent  Demo- 
cratic), the  Albany  Knickerbocker  Press  (independent  Republican), 
the  Milwaukee  Journal  (Independent),  and  the  Birmingham  News 
(Independent),  all  agree  that  economies  should  not  include  the 
■tamp  boost.  Calling  attenUon  to  the  fact  that  Mr  Brown  pro- 
poses an  increased  rate  for  flrst-class  mall  only,  "though  first-class 
mall  Is  the  only  branch  of  the  Postal  Service  that  pays  Its  own  way 
and  more,"  the  Washington  News  (independent)  goes  on  to  say: 

"But  flMt-clasB  mall  Is  also  the  one  class  of  mall  which  meets  no 
competition  from  private  services. 

"On  letter  mail  the  Government  has  a  monopoly.     The  expr 
companies  fight  for  a  share  of  all  the  otber  bustneas  hwnrllfd- 
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"It  Is  not  proposed  to  raise  the  rates  on  second-,  third-,  and 
fourth-class  mall,  already  carried  at  a  loss.  But  letter  mall,  which 
produces  60  percent  of  the  Post  Office  Department's  annual  revenues. 
Is  asked  to  carry  the  burden  because  for  most  of  those  who  pay 
letter  postage  there  Is  no  escape." 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  City  of  New 
York  has  Inveighed  against  the  3 -cent  first-class  postage 
rate  and  sought  congressional  enactment  of  legislation  for 
the  highly  prejudiced  relief  in  the  Interest  of  Greater  New 
York,  and  this  bill  is  the  answer  to  their  prayers. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  not  long  after  the  enactment  of  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1932,  more  especially  section  1001.  relating  to 
flrst-claas  postage  rates,  until  Mr.  Oeneral  Public  became 
educated  to  the  methods  by  which  heavy  mailers  of  flrst-class 
mail  could  avoid  payment  of  the  tax  of  an  additional  1  cent, 
amounting  to  50  percent.  Lodges  and  clubs,  and  so  forth, 
found  it  more  economical  to  abandon  the  flrst-class  sealed 
letter  with  the  2-cent  stamp  and  used  the  unsealed  postage- 
saver  envelope.  Electric-light,  gas.  and  telej)hone  companies 
found.  In  compact  territory,  they  could  deliver  bills  more 
economical^  than  to  mail  them  at  the  flrst-class  rate  plus 
the  tax.  Postal  cards  at  1  cent  each  for  cost  and  the  postage 
came  into  great  favor,  and  the  revenues  anticipated  by  Post- 
master Oeneral  Brown  fell  way  below  the  calculated  amount. 
To  recover  as  much  of  this  lost  business  and  revenue  as  pos- 
sible l)ecame  the  problem  of  the  Post  OflBce  Department. 

Mr.  Speaker,  to  catch  the  user  of  the  postage-saver  en- 
velope the  regulations  were  changed  from  the  one-time  20 
identical  copies  to  30  copies  at  a  single  mailing  to  secure 
advantage  of  the  third-class  rates  of  postage,  were  advanced 
to  200  identical  copies,  and  the  1-cent  embossed  stamped 
envelope  long  sold  by  the  Post  OfBce  Department  became 
unmallable  for  this  purpose  unless  with  a  regulatory  legend 
of  permissibility  by  reference  to  the  specified  section  of  the 
Postal  Laws  and  Regulations  are  printed  on  the  envelope 
sold  with  the  stamp  embosf-^d  thereon  for  the  purpose.  Tlie 
Post  OfBce  Department  was  hard  pressed  to  find  a  way  of 
making  It  Inconvenient  and  unpopular  to  use  its  own  most 
economical  service,  thus  seeking  to  discourage  it.  The  fur- 
ther pinch  of  reduced  revenues  engendered  the  entirely  un- 
constitutional administrative  regulation  of  providing  2-cent 
first-class  rates  for  local  delivery  within  the  oCBce  of  mailing. 

Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  was  a  post-office  inspector  in  Chicago 
It  was  claimed  that  Western  Avenue,  within  that  city's  limits, 
extended  38  miles  In  length:  the  extent  to  which  additional 
communiUes  and  extended  City  Delivery  Service  since  then  is 
not  known,  but  calculated  considerable.  This  administrative 
action  in  the  lifting  of  a  tax  Imposed  under  the  Revenue  Act 
of  1932  from  first-class  postage  rates  effected  a  condition 
where  a  patron  of  the  ofBce  at  one  extreme  end  of  the  avenue 
could  have  a  letter  delivered  for  2  cents  to  a  resident  at  the 
extreme  opposite  end  of  the  delivery  service.  The  same  situa- 
tion would  apply  in  New  York  City  within  the  confines  of  the 
delivery  service  of  the  post  office.  A  letter  collected  from  a 
street  box  at  the  Battery  would  pass  through  the  Station  P 
collection  service  and  be  canceled  and  then  transported 
through  New  York  City  ixsst-offlce  facilities  and  be  delivered 
through  Kings  Bridge  Station  or  beyond  as  far  as  extended 
since  I  studied  that  city's  distribution  system.  ^ 

Contrasted  to  this  removal  and  effacement  of  this  tax  Im- 
posed under  the  Revenue  Act  of  1932  is  the  example  in  the 
district  that  I  represent.  The  boroughs  of  Hamburg  and 
West  Hamburg,  and  Leesport  and  West  Leesport  are  separated 
by  the  Schuylkill  River,  about  100  yards  wide  at  these  points, 
but  first-class  postage  rates  l>etween  these  places  bear  the 
50-percent  tax  that  has  been  removed  for  tocal  delivery  within 
the  area  served  by  a  single  post  offlce. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  S.  3667  is  discriminatory  In  its  pro- 
visions and  is  the  answer  to  the  prayers  of  the  New  York 
Chamber  of  Commerce  in  that  it  would  further  violate  the 
constitutional  restrictions  on  Congress  In  further  removing 
uniformity  of  a  tax  otherwise  applied  "throughout  the  United 
States."  It  removes  "such  additional  (tax)  rate  to  first-class 
matter  mailed  for  local  delivery  wholly  within  a  county  the 
population  of  which  exceeds  1.000,000,  provided  said  county 


is  entirely  within  a  corporate  city."  That  means  delivery 
across  the  East  River  to  take  in  Brooklyn.  N.  Y.  It  Is  dis- 
criminatory and  affects  no  other  spot  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  another  matter  to  be  considered. 
High  officials  of  the  Post  Offlce  Department  have  repeatedly 
assured  postal  employees  there  will  be  no  reduction  In  salaries 
if  the  present  rate  of  flrst-class  postage  continues.  Postal 
employees  are  therefore  effective  lobbyists  with  Members  of 
Congress  to  maintain  this  Increased  rate  of  flrst-class  postage, 
even  though  it  is  a  tax  imder  the  Revenue  Act  of  1932.  With 
this  assurance  on  the  part  of  officials  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment. I  can  only  come  to  one  conclusion  as  to  the  reaction  on 
the  part  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  BarrtI  if  the 
elimination  of  this  tax  on  the  first-class  postage  rates  for 
New  York  City  and  Brooklyn,  N.  Y..  were  to  be  taken  literally 
at  the  word  of  the  officials  of  the  Post  Offlce  Department,  and 
postal  salaries  were  to  be  reduced  in  those  cities  commensurate 
to  the  loss  of  revenue,  which  must  be  borne  by  the  other 
taxpayers  of  the  Nation. 

AMENDING  SECTION   301    (A)    OF  THE  SUGAR  ACT  OF   IftST 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  suspend  the  rules 
and  pass  the  bill  (S.  3237),  to  amend  section  301  (a)  of  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1937. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  It. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
a  quorum  is  ndt  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After  counting.! 
One  hundred  and  flfty-three  Members  are  present,  not  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  DeROUEN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a  cadi  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members  failed 
to  answer  to  their  names: 


(Roll 

No.   1531 

. 

AUen.  Pa. 

Drewry 

Mansfield 

Ssav 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Flaherty 

Marcantonlo 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Andrews 

Flannery 

Masatncale 

Bhanley 

Bates.  Mass. 

Gamble 

Merrltt 

Bherldan 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Green 

MltcheU 

Bmltb.  Maine 

Brewster 

Halleck 

Monroney 

Smith.  Wash. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Hawks 

Norton 

Smith.  W.  Vs. 

Burdlck 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Oliver 

Somers,  N.Y. 

Burgln 

Jennings 

Pace 

Sullivan 

Byron 

Johns 

Pfelfer 

Bumners.  Tea 

Casey,  Mass. 

Keefe 

Reed,  N.  T. 

Tenerowlcs 

Chapman 

Keller 

Risk 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Cooley 

Kirwan 

Romjue 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Crowther 

Lemke 

Routzohn 

Vinson.  Ga. 

Darrow 

Lynch 

Babatb 

Voorbis.  Oallf 

Dlcksteln 

McArdle 

Sandager 

White,  Ohio 

Dlngell 

McOranery 

Schuets 

Wolcott 

Disney 

McLean 

Bchwert 

Wood 

The  SPEAKER.  Three  hundred  and  sixty-two  Members 
have  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  proceedings  under  the  call 
were  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subsection  (a)  of  section  801  of  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1937  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following:  "The  Secretary  Is  authorized  to  make  payments,  not- 
withstanding a  faUure  to  comply  with  the  conditions  provided  In 
this  subsection,  but  the  payments  made  with  respect  to  any  crop 
shaU  be  subject  to  a  deduction  of  $10  for  each  chUd  for  each  day. 
or  a  portion  of  a  day,  during  which  such  child  was  employed  or  per- 
mitted to  work  contrary  to  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  sub- 
section. In  the  1937,  1938,  and  1939  crops." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  second  demanded  on  the  moti(»  of 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  DeRottxn]? 

Mr.  HOPE.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  a  second. 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  second  be  considered  as  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Louisiana  Is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  I^ROUEN.  Mr.  Spesdcer.  the  bill  under  consideration 
is  Senate  bill  3237,  which  has  to  do  with  an  amendment  to 
section  301  (a)  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937. 
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The  plftntera.  In  employing  children  In  Louisiana,  I  mean 
boys  under  14  or  15  years  of  age.  have  been  penalized  under 
this  act.  The  law  permita  them  to  be  employed  over  14 
years  of  age.  There  were  a  few  farmers  who  employed  chil- 
dren for  a  week  or  10  days  or  2  days  who  were  under  that 
age.  I  cite  one  case.  There  were  employed  77  people  and 
there  were  only  2  children  under  the  age  of  14.  They  took 
every  precaution  not  to  violate  the  law.  We  have  never 
abused  child  labor  In  that  area  of  Louisiana.  We  are  very 
Jealous  of  supporting  child  labor. 

We  took  this  precaution,  that  when  they  presented  them- 
selves. 40  or  50  or  60  at  a  time,  we  asked  them  their  ages. 
They  were  made  to  sign  an  affidavit,  a  declaration  that  they 
were  over  that  age.  In  addition  to  that,  we  have  their  parent 
or  guardian,  their  imde  or  someone  in  the  family  subscribe 
to  that  declaration  or  that  amdavit.  When  the  overseer  or 
manager  of  a  farm  would  find  out  they  were  under  age  they 
were  immediately  discharged.  Fifty-four  farmers  were  in- 
volved. Some  of  them  were  on  the  border  line,  and  after 
Investigation  they  were  passed  by.  and  there  remains  43  of 
them  for  the  years  1937.  1938,  and  1939  whose  benefit  pay- 
ments are  withheld  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  This 
has  been  investigated  thoroughly.  It  has  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Department  of  Agrlcultiu^.  It  has  the  support 
-and  approval  of  the  National  Child  Labor  Committee.  It 
has  the  suiwort  of  labor  organizations,  as  far  as  I  know. 
I  feel  these  farmers  are  Justly  entitled  to  be  paid.  They 
are  conforming  with  every  regulation. 

Some  of  these  men  have  $1,000  or  $2,000  benefit  payments 
that  are  held  up.  They  have  five  or  six  children  and  they 
have  had  to  take  them  out  of  school  and  college  on  accoimt 
of  this,  and  In  addition  they  have  mortgages  on  their  farms. 
It  is  recommended  that  these  cases  are  meritorious  and  they 
should  be  paid. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  amendment  which  is  now  proposed  to 
the  Sugar  Act  Is  recommended  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture for  the  purpose  of  straightening  out  a  situation  In 
which  the  language  of  the  law  is  so  strict  that  It  has  created 
administrative  problems  which  can  only  be  cured  by  an  act 
of  Congress. 

Let  me  explain  the  difficulties.  The  Sugar  Act  requires 
that  farmers  who  grow  sugarcane  imd  sugar  beets  comply 
with  five  conditions  before  they  can  become  eligible  for  pay- 
ments from  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  These  payments 
are  financed  by  the  sugar  Industry  through  a  tax  on  sugar, 
and  the  amount  collected  from  that  tax  each  year  Is  about 
$20,000,000  in  excess  of  the  amount  paid  out  to  farmers.  The 
five  conditions  of  compliance  Include  acreage  restrictions, 
soil-conserving  practices,  fair  prices  for  sugarcane  or  sugar 
beets,  a  minimum-wage  scale  for  labor  in  the  fields,  and  also 
a  prohibition  against  children  being  employed.  In  all  of  the 
cases  involved  the  first  four  conditions  have  been  complied 
with,  but  there  have  been  technical  violations  in  a  few  cases 
where  bo3rs.  who  bad  every  appearance  of  being  above  the 
required  age  and  who  misrepresented  their  ages,  were  em- 
ployed or  permitted  to  work  for  1  or  2  days.  In  every  case 
which  I  know  of  the  boy  was  discharged  immediately  upon 
a  doubt  being  raised  as  to  his  age,  even  though  in  all  cases 
he  claimed  to  be  over-age  and  had  the  appearance  of  mature 
growth. 

As  all  of  you  know,  the  Sugar  Act  is  the  only  law  which 
fixes  the  wages  of  agricultural  workers,  and  the  growers  of 
my  State  have  paid  the  higher  wages  required.  It  it  also  a 
fact  that  the  Sugar  Act  is  the  only  law  which  prohlUta 
children  from  performing  agricultural  work  on  the  farm. 
This  is  something  new  and.  like  all  new  laws.  It  took  a  while 
for  the  farmers  to  make  adjuatments  to  gtiard  againat  unin- 
tentional Infrftctlons. 

Now.  let  me  emphaalze  that  this  la  not  a  propoaal  to  change 
the  law  for  the  future.  It  Is  merely  an  amendment  by  which 
thoit  farmeri  who  were  the  TteUma  of  mtereprwentatlon 
or  inadvertence,  u  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  hlmMtt 
states,  may  be  allowed  to  participate  In  the  program  through 
the  payment  of  a  penalty  of  $10  per  day  per  child.  Under 
the  provliloni  of  lectloD  SOI  o<  the  Sugar  Act.  the  growers 


have  been  deprived  of  the  full  payments  due  to  them  for 
the  1937.  1938.  and  1939  crops.  It  Is  quite  obvious  Congress 
never  Intended  that  such  an  exaggerated  and  excessive  pen- 
alty would  ever  be  applied  In  technical  cases,  and  yet  the 
law  U  so  strictly  worded  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
without  discretion.  The  amendment  which  we  advocate  fits 
the  penalty  to  the  offense  but  still  does  not  excuse  any  farmer 
no  matter  how  technical  his  so-called  violation  may  have 
been. 

The  amendment  which  we  now  offer  first  received  the 
unanimous  approval  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
after  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  had  submitted  a  letter 
approving  the  change  and  recommending  certain  language, 
which  has  been  adopted  as  written  by  the  Depcutment  of 
Agriculture.  The  Senate  then  considered  the  matter  and 
again  it  was  passed  unanimously;  next  the  House  Committee 
on  Agriculture,  after  considering  the  proposal,  likewise  gave 
its  unanimous  approval  and  recommended  to  the  House  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment.  The  Rules  Committee  now  sub- 
mits a  special  rule  for  Its  consideration. 

In  addition  to  the  approval  of  the  Department  of  Agrlcul- 
ivae,  I  am  pleased  to  announce  that  the  National  Child  Labor 
Committee  has  looked  Into  this  proposal  very  carefully  and 
after  a  complete  study  of  the  matter,  the  chairman  has 
written  a  letter  stating  that  they  have  no  objection  to  the 
correction  proposed  In  this  amendment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  stress  again  that  for  the  purposes  of 
the  1940  crop  and  for  future  years,  if  the  law  continues  in 
effect,  there  will  be  no  change  made  whatsoever  in  the 
reqiiirements  as  to  child  lat)or.  The  amendment  which  Is 
now  under  consideration  will  have  the  effect  of  clearing 
cases  with  respect  to  the  1937,  1938,  and  1939  crops,  but 
even  in  those  cases  it  does  not  remove  all  penalties  but 
fixes  the  penalties  on  a  basis  wiiich  is  more  in  keeping 
with  other  child -labor  laws  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  speak  with  experience  as  a  sugarcane 
grower  for  50  years  when  I  say  that  the  sugarcane  growers 
of  Louisiana  have  gone  through  a  great  many  hardsiiips  In 
order  to  comply  with  the  strict  regulations  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  and  I  am  sure  that  everyone  will  see 
the  justice  of  this  claim  which  Is  based  upon  such  extraordi- 
nary circvunstances  that  it  would  be  an  injustice  to  deprive 
these  farmers  of  their  entire  pasmtients,  simply  because  they 
had  Inadvertently  or  because  of  misrepresentation  made  to 
them  technically  violated  one  out  of  five  conditions  required 
to  be  eligible  for  pajmaents.  To  show  that  there  was  no 
intention  whatsoever  to  exploit  children  or  to  take  advan- 
tage of  child  labor,  the  wages  paid  to  the  hoys  permitted 
to  work  for  a  day  or  two  were  at  the  wage  scale  for  adults, 
as  reqtilred  by  the  regulations  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
ctilture.  If  they  paid  an  adult's  wage,  they  expected  to  get 
the  re§ults  of  the  work  of  a  full-grown  man.  This  definitely 
shows  that  there  was  no  improper  motive  or  intent  to  avoid 
child-labor  regulations.  In  no  case  was  there  any  employ- 
ment of  a  group  of  children,  but  in  every  case  which  I  know 
of  the  farmer  who  is  being  deprived  of  his  pajmient  had 
employed  or  permitted  to  work  cme  overgrown  boy  for  1  or  2 
days.  These  farmers  are  law-abiding  citizens  who  deserve 
the  relief  which  the  Department  of  Agriculture  has  recom- 
mended when  giving  its  approval  to  the  amendment  before  us. 

Mr.  Speaker,  under  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  title  IV,  sec- 
tions 401  to  406,  inclusive,  a  tax  of  one-half  cent  per  pound 
la  levied  on  sugar  consumed  in  the  United  States.  This  tax 
annually  provides  revenue  of  $69,000,000  to  $73,000,000.  The 
purpose  of  this  sugar  tax  is  to  raise  funds  with  which  to 
finance  the  sugar  program.  inchMUng  payments  to  growers 
of  sugarcane  and  sugar  beets.  Bach  year  the  total  cost  of 
the  sugar  program  has  been  at  least  $30,000,000  leu  than 
the  total  tax  revenue,  which  means  that  the  United  States 
Treasury  benefits  upward  of  $20,000,000  annually. 

In  the  appropriation  bill  for  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture each  year  an  appropriation  Is  made  to  cover  all  costs 
o<  the  sugar  program,  including  payments  to  fanners.  Con- 
gress in  lost  made  available  funds  with  which  to  pay 
fannan  on  the  1017  crop.    In  IMS  Coogreis  approprisM 
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fimds  to  make  pairments  on  the  1938  crop:  this  year  funds 
have  been  made  available  to  make  payments  on  the  1939 
crop,  and  the  appropriation  for  the  1940  crop  will  be  made 
available  through  similar  appropriations.  Therefore,  all 
funds  used  for  payments  to  farmers  based  upon  the  1937. 
1938,  and  1939  crops  have  already  been  appropriated  by 
Congress  for  this  specific  purpose  and  the  money  has  been 
collected  into  the  United  States  Treasury  by  means  of  the 
tax  on  sugar. 

According  to  tabic  24,  page  42,  of  the  official  report  of  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission  dated  March  1940  and 
entitled  "Statistics  on  Sugar,"  the  Federal  sugar  revenues 
and  disbursements  under  the  sugar  program  have  been  as 
follows:  ^ 


Year 

Internal-revenue  Uxes 

Ket  tax 
revenue 

lectioDs  ■ 

A.  A.S.suear 
paymenu  * 

IMl _„ 

1935        

L..„ 

SXt.  8X7.000 

66,440.000 

1,  7J\  WW 

4.272.000 

««.»».  000 

73.233.000 

$M,000 

57,015.000 
28.000,000 
2.  US,  000 
29.730.000 
SI,  324. 000 

S33.831.000 

^.•.... .        —          - 

9.425.000 

IWfl ^ 

1937        ^ 

-31,705.000 
l.OWOOO 

1038       . ^ 

36.  KiX.  030 

1S39     „ 

21.UO9.aO0 

I  The  Jones-rostimn  Su^ar  Art,  eflertive  June  B,  1934.  imposos  procpssing  and 
import  com|irn«tin(t  taxes  on  the  basis  of  ono-half  rent  per  iKiund  (or  96'  suear. 
Burars  of  olh«  i>»>larls«'opic  test  were  taxed  proiKirtionally.  liwse  taxos  were  dis- 
continued ronowing  the  deciskin  of  tte  Supremo  Court  on  Jan.  A.  103(1,  that  the 
nrocesaing-Ux  proviskma  of  the  Acrieoltnral  Adjustment  Act  were  unconstitutional. 
The  SuRar  Act  of  1937,  efTivtlve  Sept.  1.  1W7,  imposes  an  eioise  tax  on  manufactured 


suitar  produced  In  the  United  sutes  and  an  imiKirt  compensatini;  tax  on  manufac 
■ed  suirar  Imported  InUj  the  United  States.    T'  "    ^    ""  "  " 

pound  on  9<J*  s'jjrar.  and  sinrars  of  othc  r  ' 
Boorce:  U.  8.  Bureau  of  Intt'mal  Revenue. 


[>und  on  Off  s'jjrar.  and  sinrars  of  othc  polariscopic  test  arc  taxed  proportional 


t>er 
ily. 


>&>urce:  U.  8.  Departmcat  of  Aericulture.  Agricultural  Adjustment  Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  believe  the  preponderance  of  evidence  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  this  afternoon  clearly  indicates  the 
fairness  and  justice  of  the  enactment  of  this  legislation  in 
order  that  these  sugar  farmers  might  be  paid  the  benefit 
I>ayments  Justly  due  and  owing  them. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska   I  Mr.  Coffee],  who  reported  this  bill. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  was 
reported  by  the  Senate  unanimously.  It  came  out  of  our 
Committee  on  Agriculture  unanimously,  and  in  order  that 
you  may  know  just  what  it  Is.  let  me  read  it  to  you.  It  Ls  a 
very  short  amendment  to  the  child-labor  section  of  the  Sugar 
Act  of  1937: 

That  subEectlon  (a)  at  section  301  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  la 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  foUowlng:  "The  Secie- 
tary  Is  authorized  to  make  payments,  noiwlthatandlng  a  failure  to 
comply  with  the  conditions  provided  In  this  subsection,  but  the 
pajrments  made  with  respect  to  any  crop  shall  be  subject  to  a 
deduction  of  $10  for  each  child  for  each  day.  or  a  portion  of  a  day, 
during  which  such  child  was  employed  or  permitted  to  work  con- 
trary to  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  subsection,  in  the  1937, 
1938,  and  1939  crops." 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  has  been  made  necessary  by  virtue 
of  the  fact  that  our  present  sugar  law  provides  a  too  severe 
penalty  for  child-labor  violations.  The  sugar-beet  or  sugar- 
cane grower,  who  inadvertently  violates  the  child-labor  sec- 
tion of  that  act.  would  have  his  entire  sugar  benefit  payments 
held  up. 

In  many  Instances  In  Louisiana.  I  understand,  there  are 
pajTnents  of  $50,000  or  more  held  up  because  some  child 
under  age  was  employed  for  several  days,  although  that  child 
may  hava  lied  about  his  age  when  he  got  the  job.  Neverthe- 
leee.  the  law  is  such  that  the  SccrcUry  of  Agriculture  la  un- 
able to  make  these  paymenU  to  the  growers,  even  though  they 
have  complied  with  every  other  condition  of  the  law.  If  they 
•nployed  a  child  under  age  for  1  day  the  entire  payment  li 
held  up.  ConiequenUy.  In  the  Interest  of  juiUce  and  equity, 
thla  bill  provides  that  these  paymenU  may  bo  paid,  but  that 
the  penalty  for  violation  ahall  bo  $10  per  day  for  each  day 
for  Mch  child  that  worked  on  the  1037. 1038,  and  10S9  crops. 
Xt  doai  not  apply  to  the  1940  crop.  When  this  sugar  legisla- 
tion went  into  effect,  many  growers  were  not  familiar  with 
the  provisions  of  the  law.  Ut  me  read  a  letter  which  X  re- 
ceived from  Courttnay  Dinwiddle,  general  secretary  oX  tht 


National  Child  Labor  Committee,  which  committee  was  In- 
corporated by  act  of  Congress  in  1907: 
Mr.  Z>lnwlddle  writes  me  as  follows: 

National  Chxu)  Labos  CoMMrrm. 

New  York  Cltjf,  May  IB,  1940. 
Hon.  Habst  B.  OofTBS. 

Hou$e  of  Repretentattvei,  Wt^ahington,  D,  O. 
DcAM  CoNORBMMAN  Corm:  The  National  ChUd  Labor  Com- 
mittee favors  the  paaaage  of  8.  8337  as  revtaed  by  the  Senate 
and  approved  by  the  House  Committee  on  ARrlculturr  and  now  on 
the  Houae  Calendar.  We  believe  that  the  loas  uf  the  entire 
lugar  tubtldy  by  a  grower  because  of  ■  minor  infrnotlon  of  the 
child-lnbor  provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1037  may  eoally  work 
a  hardehlp.  and  that  8.  3337  now  before  the  Houae  would  provide 
a  reasonable  remedy.  We  have  taken  this  position  on  the  bill 
in  the  light  of  aiwurance  from  Hon.  Marvin  Jonss  that  It  doee  not 
waive  or  abrut^ate  penalties  for  violations  of  the  chlld-labor  provi- 
sions of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  with  respect  to  the  1940  crop  and 
In  the  light  of  your  own  assurance  that  the  discussion  of  thle 
point  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  when  S.  3337  was  agreed  to.  U  a 
guarantee  that  the  bill  does  not  have  the  effect  of  abrogating  any 
penalties  with  respect  to  the  1940  crop. 
Sincerely  yours, 

COTTVTENAT    DiNWTDDn. 

General  Secretary. 

fHere  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  say  that 
so  far  as  I  know  there  have  been  no  violations  of  the  child- 
labor  sections  In  the  sugar-beet  areas  in  Nebraska,  and  very 
few,  if  any,  in  any  of  the  sugar-beet  areas.  This  bill  applies 
primarily  to  the  Louisiana  situation.  I  feel  that  as  a  matter 
of  equity  this  House  should  pass  this  bill,  and  it  should  be 
passed  almost  unanimously. 

Mr.   HORTON.    Mr.   Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.    I  yield, 

Mr.  HORTON.  Is  there  anything  at  all  showing  that 
any  growers  have  willfully  violated  the  cliild-labor  provisions 
of  the  act? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  No.  I  want  to  say  there  Is  no 
evidence  to  my  knowledge  showing  that  any  of  the  growers 
have  willfully  violated  the  Child  Labor  Act.  The  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  has  recommended  the  piassage  of  this  bill. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.    1 3^eld. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  said 
that  the  violations  of  the  child- labor  provisions  have  been 
Inadvertent.  There  is  nothing  in  the  bill  but  inadvertence. 
If  they  were  inadvertent  had  we  not  better  scrap  all  child- 
labor  legislation  and  start  anew?  If  we  have  laws  against 
child  labor  how  can  we  expect  to  enforce  them  If  we  forgive 
the  penalties  when  violators  claim  inadvertence?  It  Is  very 
easy  to  claim  that. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  I  think  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts  is  unduly  alarmed.  I  feel  that  when  the  Con- 
gress finds  it  has  provided  a  penalty  that  Is  entirely  too 
severe,  in  the  interest  of  maintaining  child-labor  legislation, 
the  penalty  should  be  rewritten  to  more  nearly  provide  the 
proper  penalty,  such  as  Is  being  done  In  this  bill. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  But  you  are  saying  after 
the  violation  that  there  shall  be  no  punishment.  Why  does 
this  not  set  a  precedent  Uiat  when  penal  laws  are  violated 
the  penalty  is  lifted  retroactively? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  If  I  may  answer  the  gentle- 
woman from  Massachusetts,  a  penalty  provision  is  contained 
In  this  bill.  The  grower  is  penalized  to  the  extent  of  $10  peir 
day  per  child  for  every  day  the  under-age  child  was  per- 
mitted to  work. 

Mr.  REBS  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REE8  of  Kansas,  I  think  the  gentleman  said  that 
about  $50,000  is  involved  in  payments  withheld.  Mow  many 
growers  would  this  affect? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  X  do  not  know  how  many  grow- 
ers or  how  much  money  is  involved.  In  Louisiana  there  are 
large  plantations,  and  more  than  $00,000  Is  involved  in  several 
of  the  pending  cues. 
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Mr.  MICHENER.    llr.  G^aker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  NebraslEa.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  As  I  understand  It,  organized  labor, 
which  is  always  protecting  child  labor,  favors  the  enactment 
of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  I  cannot  say  as  to  that,  but  I  do 
know  that  the  National  Child  Labor  Committee  approves  and 
recommends  the  passage  of  this  bllL 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  understood  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  to  say  that  the  statement  I  made  was  correct. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr,  HOPE.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  2  minutes, 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  no  question  of  policy  involved  in  this 
bill  either  as  to  agriculture  or  child  labor;  It  is  simply  a 
matter  of  adjusting  a  penalty  which  appears  to  be  unusually 
sevo^  to  most  of  us  who  have  looked  into  the  matter.  It  is 
true  that  in  some  cases  large  sums  of  money  are  Involved. 
This  Is  because  the  mere  employment  for  1  day  of  «  child 
under  the  age  provided  in  the  law  might  compel  a  producer 
to  forfeit  all  of  his  Government  payment.  That  payment, 
however,  is  not  a  gratuity  given  to  him.  it  is  a  payment  which 
comes  out  of  his  own  pocket,  because  it  is  paid  out  of  a 
tax  that  he  pays  himself.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  the  bill 
we  are  discussing  there  is  a  sufficient  penalty  for  an  In- 
advertent violation  of  the  law— and  this  applies  only  to 
inadvertent  violations — that  is  a  payment  of  $10  per  day  for 
every  child  for  every  day  the  child  was  employed.  I  do  not 
think  a  penalty  of  this  kind  will  lend  any  encouragement  to 
the  employment  of  child  labor.  I  hope  therefore  that  In 
Justice  to  those  who  have  suffered  these  severe  penalties 
this  legislation  will  be  enacted. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HOP»E.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  8  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
woman from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers!. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  first  of  all 
I  want  to  speak  on  the  position  of  organized  labor  regarding 
this  violation  of  the  child-labor  provisions  of  the  act.  On 
May  28.  1940.  the  newspaper.  Labor,  carried  an  editorial 
headed  "Block  BiU  To  Exploit  Kiddles."  The  article  is  aa 
follows: 

BLOCK  BIU.  TO  KZPIOrr  KIOOIBS 

Legislation  criticized  by  opponents  as  designed  to  permit  the 
exploitation  of  children  of  tender  years  in  8\igar  fields  was  blocked 
iTi  the  House  this  week  when  an  elTort  was  made  to  bring  It  up  under 
unanimous  consent. 

Its  supporters  Immediately  went  before  the  reactionary  Rules 
Committee  and  obtained  a  special  nile  for  its  conslderaUon. 

Oaagrenwoman  Enrra  Noussx  Rockrs  (Republican,  Massachu- 
setts) Is  leading  the  flght  against  the  proposal.  Insisting  its  pas- 
■age  would  be  a  national  disgrace. 

Under  the  Costigan-Jones  Sugar  Control  Act.  providing  sub- 
sidies for  the  siigar  industry,  the  employment  of  children  vmder  14 
is  forbidden  Planters  who  violate  this  provision  lose  their  claim 
to  Government  benefits. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  Is  holding  up  a  number  of  checks 
because  of  violations,  one  being  for  $240,000  which  a  Louisiana 
planter  cannot  get  because  he  employed  10-year-old  chUdren  in  the 
cane  fields. 

Legislation  which  a  planters'  lobby  quietly  slipped  through  the 
Senate  and  is  trying  to  get  through  the  House  directs  the  Depiu^ 
ment  of  Agriculture  to  turn  the  checks  loose  and  let  offenders  ois 
with  a  fine  of  $10. 

"^t  is  unconscionable."  Mrs.  RoGxas  said,  "to  use  our  Oovem- 
ment's  money  to  reward  the  sugar-plantation  owners  who  violated 
tlie  law. 

"The  report  on  this  bill  is  an  ironic  paradox.  It  says  that  chU- 
dren were  employed  by  planters  under  an  inadvertence.  If  it  is 
merely  inadvertent  to  employ  a  lO-year-old  child  instead  of  an  un- 
empk^ed  man  or  woman,  then  we  should  frankly  repeal  all  child- 
labor  laws. 

"Kither  we  must  deny  benefits  under  the  Sugar  Act  to  any  Simon 
Legree  who  employs  children  vmder  14  or  we  should,  in  common 
decency,  and  as  an  act  of  public  honesty,  frankly  admit  that  we 
condone  the  employment  of  children  by  sugar  growers." 

Such  organizations  as  the  National  Congress  of  Parents 
and  Teachers  and  the  Young  Women's  Christian  Associa- 
tion petitioned  the  Speaker  of  the  House  for  a  public  hear- 
ing before  4t  was  considered.  I  have  received  numerous 
letters  an*  telegrams  protesting  agsOnst  this  amendment. 
Hearings  were  not  granted  and  the  legislaUon  has  been 
railroaded  through  every  committee.  Now  there  is  an  at- 
taapi  to  railroad  it  through  the  House. 


Mr.  Dinwiddle,  of  the  National  ChUd  Labor  Committee, 
has  never  answered  the  letter  I  wrote  to  him  in  which  I  told 
him  I  was  amazed  that  he  should  ask  the  Members  of  Ccm- 
gress  to  vote  for  this  bill  which  condoned  violations  of  the 
child-labor  laws.  In  other  letters  he  had  asked  me  to  pro- 
tect child  labor  from  exploitation. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speaker,  wffl  the  gentle- 
woman ]rield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  yield  In  Just  a 
minute. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  state  to  the  House  that  two  of  these 
violators  would  receive  payments  in  the  neighborhood  of 
$250,544;  and  also  that  in  asking  someone  about  it,  I  was  told 
that  one  of  these  employers  claimed  he  had  only  allowed  a 
child  to  work  for  1  day.  It  is  a  pretty  good  business  proposi- 
tion, is  it  not.  for  him  to  secure  nearly  $200,000  by  paying  a 
fine  of  only  $10?  Over  a  million  dollars  are  involved  in  pay- 
ments out  of  the  Treasury  in  this  bill— money  due  the  Gtov- 
emment  in  payment  by  sugar  growers  for  admitted  violations 
of  the  Sugar  Act.  The  passage  of  this  Emiendment  will  be  a 
costly  procedure  for  the  PWeral  Treasury.  No  other  group 
of  violators  of  legislation  passed  by  the  Congress  has  ever 
been  granted  such  exemptions.  These  Louisiana  sugar  vio- 
lators of  our  laws  have  asked  to  be  put  in  a  highly  privileged 
class. 

There  seems  to  be  some  power  that  these  two  largest  vio- 
lators of  the  law  exert,  as  they  are  the  ones  so  often  spoken  of. 
There  is  something  very  queer  about  this,  because  if  a  man 
pays  $10  a  day  per  child  ?^  a  fine  he  wUl  then  receive  some 
$180,000.  In  other  child-labor  acts.  If  the  laws  are  violated 
by  the  employer,  in  every  instance,  so  far  as  I  know,  the 
employer  has  been  obliged  to  pay  the  full  penalty  required  by 
law.  There  Is  something  very  mysterious  about  this  amend- 
ment. This  exacts  full  payment  in  1940  if  a  man  should 
violate  the  law,  but  allows  the  man — retroactively  for  3  years, 
1937, 1938, 1939— who  has  violated  the  act  to  escape  with  only 
a  very  small  fine.  I  do  not  feel  these  employers  employed 
children  under  14  3:ears  of  age  inadvertently.  We  have  a  tre- 
mendous labor  market  today,  a  tremendous  number  of  unem- 
ployed, men  who  are  able  to  work  in  the  sugar  fields  and  who 
can  stand  the  work  in  the  hot  sun.  I  asked  one  man  why 
older  persons  were  not  employed.  He  replied  that  they  can 
stand  it.  Think  of  employing  chfldren  In  that  work.  Little 
children  under  14  do  not  grow  properly  if  they  are  forced  to 
do  hard  labor;  they  cannot  stand  labor  out  In  that  hot  sun  In 
the  sugarcane  fields. 

I  wrote  to  the  chairman  of  the  Rules  Committee  and  asked 
to  be  heard  when  the  bill  was  brought  before  the  Rules 
Committee  in  order  to  protect  Uttle  boys  and  girls  and  to 
prevent  child  labor  and  it  is  the  only  time  in  all  my  16  years 
of  experience  in  Congress  when  I  asked  for  a  hearing  that 
the  Rules  Committee  did  not  grant  me  a  hearing.  The  bill 
was  raihroaded  through  the  Senate,  apparently  without  hear- 
ings, anyix^ay  without  a  report.  It  was  reported  by  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  and  in  talking  with  Members 
on  the  floor  here  I  am  very  sure  they  do  not  understand 
the  provisions  of  the  bill.  I  do  not  believe  for  a  minute  that 
Members  here  are  willing  to  make  a  mockery  of  the  Child 
Labor  Act.  If  this  amendment  be  adopted  it  will  be  a 
terrible  blow  on  the  child-labor  record  of  this  administra- 
tion that  has  claimed  to  champion  child  labor. 

Mr.  CONNERY.     Will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  CONNERY.  I  would  like  to  call  to  the  gentlewoman's 
attention  the  fact  that  the  words  "nnadvcrtent  violator," 
which  we  have  heard  so  many  times  here  today,  appears  no- 
where in  this  bill.  Every  single  violator  could  claim  that 
the  violation  was  inadvertent,  and  no  doubt  many  have  dwie 
so  even  though  their  violations  were  deliberate  and  inten- 
tional. 

Furthermore,  a  statement  was  made  that  this  blD  Involves 
only  $50,000  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  amount  involved  is 
wen  over  a  million  dollars.  In  fact,  I  have  It  right  here  in  thla 
report  from  the  Sugar  Division  of  the  Departmoit  of  Com- 
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merce  that  In  one  Instance  two  sugar  producers  who  ar* 
violators  will  split  $255,000  or  more. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  is  abso- 
lutely correct.  He  is  a  great  adviser  against  child  labor — 
against  the  exploitation  of  little  children.  Apparently  the 
growers  admit  they  have  violated  the  law,  yet  they  ask  that 
they  be  allowed  to  receive  their  full  payments  minus  $10  per 
day  per  child  for  violations,  which  is  practically  nothing  in 
the  way  of  a  fine.  It  is  very  bad  for  the  legislative  honor  of 
Members  of  Congress  if  they  sanction  this  type  of  legislation. 
If  we  pass  this  bill  today,  we  are  saying,  in  effect,  to  persons 
who  violate  the  law,  no  matter  what  kind  of  law  it  may  be, 
"You  can  go  ahead  and  violate  the  law  and  later  Congress 
will  very  obligingly  forgive  you  if  you  pay  $10,  or  some  small 
sum.  Then  you  can  go  ahead  and  violate  It."  This  is  very 
bad  procedure.  This  would  be  a  very  bad  precedent  to 
establish. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.    Will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  I  want  to  correct  a  statement 
that  has  been  made.  It  has  been  stated  here  that  only 
$50,000  Is  involved.  I  do  not  know  how  much  is  involved.  I 
know  that  In  some  cases  it  is  more  than  $50,000,  but  I  have 
had  no  letters  from  anyone  in  reference  to  the  total  amount. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  understand  there  are 
no  violators  in  the  gentleman's  State.  So  far  as  the  beet- 
sugar  growers  are  concerned,  there  are  practically  no  vio- 
lators. The  following  is  the  list  of  violators  sent  to  me  by 
Dr.  Bernhardt,  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Sugarcane  and  sugar-beet  producers  inv>olred  in  investigation  of 
alleged  noncompliance  with  the  child-labor  provisions  of  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1937,  classified  according  to  amount  of  conditional 
payments 


PajTnrnt  int«rv»l«  and 


MAINLIND  CAM  AREA 


Total*. 


Under  $.V» 

$500  to  $1,000 

SI  OUU  to  «2.a(» 

12,500  to  (.'i.OOO.... 
|S.0mtotlC,03D... 
$10,000  to  S2S.O0O.. 
$25,000  to  $50.000. . 
$W.000  to  $175,000. 


DOMrsTK  BEET  ASIA 


Total*. 


Under  $100.. 

$100  to  $1. v.. 

$i.'iuto$2>n  . 
tan  to  $300.. 

tM0tO$400.. 
HOD  to  $300.. 


Number  of 
pro<lu«"rs 
involved 


39 


1 
4 

12 
6 
7 
S 
3 
2 


33 


6 
11 
5 
0 
4 
2 


Amount  o( 
pa>Tiienta 


$.<tl4.35(.04 


24S.34 
2.  rms.  55 
18.051.86 
1«.  .178  34 
64. 7«3.  79 
80.364.17 
90. 2li7.  82 
250.544.27 


6.302.82 


441.70 
1.305.73 

1. 438.  OS 

1. 3H2  35 

871.32 


'  In  addition  to  th*  foreifo'.nit.  a  payment  of  ^bout  $230,000  ha.s  been  deferred  in 
I  cue  on  the  laiS  crop  ^  an  "otTwt"  peqding  final  detprminaiion  with  r&spcct 
to  a  disiNited  minor  In-sUince  of  allo.'ed  Donoom|>lianoe  in  the  ltt37  crop. 

»  Data  on  the  amount  of  conditional  paymenu  are  not  a\-ailable  In  WasntaKton 
lor  approximately  150  additional  pi>s.sibte  itonrumpliaoce  cases  in  .susar-beet  areaa. 
«ince  their  payment  records  arc  In  the  field  ofliccs. 

There  are  more  cases  than  are  listed  here  among  the  cane- 
sugar-grower  violators  at  the  present  time  which  are  being 
investigated.  This  is  a  very  cruel  piece  of  legislation  and  very 
far  reaching. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  In  view  of  the  fact  the  gentle- 
woman has  found  a  case  involving  $250,000,  docs  the  gentle- 
woman consider  that  is  a  just  penalty  to  Impose  upon  anyone 
in  the  event  he  violated  the  provisions  of  the  law,  even 
though  it  might  have  been  through  inadvertence? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Of  course,  the  grower  can 
appeal  to  the  courts  or  the  grower  can  secure  the  passage  of 
a  private  bill.  If  you  pass  this  measure,  you  are  passing  an 
omnibus  claims  bill  in  effect  involving  over  a  million  dollars. 
Each  claim  should  be  considered  on  its  merits.  This  is  a  very 
unwise  piece  of  legislation.    I  am  surprised  that  the  gentle- 


man from  Nebraska  and  others  have  not  informed  themselves 
regarding  the  number  of  violators  and  the  amounts  involved. 

Mr.  CONNERY.  The  genilewoman  will  agree,  and  I  think 
every  Member  of  this  House  will  agree,  that  at  the  time  sec- 
tion 301  (a)  was  placed  in  this  act,  it  was  done  for  the  pur- 
pose of  guarding  against  child-labor  employment.  Here  we 
have  cases  where  violators  have  admitted  they  violated  the 
law  and  still  have  the  audacity  to  ask  compensation  and 
forgiveness. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Yes;  but  apparently 
they  do  not  ask  forgiveness;  they  demand  payment.  They  do 
not  pretend  it  is  an  inadvertence.  They  admit  they  violated 
the  law.  then  say  It  makes  no  difference  and  they  must  be 
paid.  This  is  very  pernicious  legislation.  It  is  very  unfor- 
tunate that  It  is  brought  up  under  suspension  without  a 
chance  to  explain  it  fully  or  to  amend  it.  It  Is  "gag"  pro- 
cedure; only  10  minutes'  time  is  given  to  the  opposition. 

Mr.  RICH.    Will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  At  the  time  these  children  were  hired  did  the 
growers  know  they  were  hiring  children  who  were  not  sup- 
posed to  be  hired? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  They  knew  the  law,  of 
course.  They  could  have  easily  found  out.  If  they  violate 
the  law  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts  they  have  to  pay  the 
r>enalty.  as  they  do  in  the  State  of  the  gentleman  from  Ne- 
braska [Mr.  CofteeJ.  There  are  no  extenuating  circum- 
stances for  inadvertence.  The  growers  in  Louisiana  are 
intelligent  enough  and  they  must  have  known  they  would 
have  to  pay  a  fine  if  they  employed  children  under  14.  The 
penalty  was  such  that  they  should  take  precautionary  meas- 
ures not  to  violate  the  law;  but  they  took  that  chance,  feeling 
they  would  be  protected. 

To  show  that  the  original  act  was  perfectly  fair,  clear, 
and  understandable,  and  was  liberal  to  those  farmers  who 
wanted  to  employ  their  own  children,  I  quote  that  section 
of  the  act: 

(a)  That  no  child  under  the  age  of  14  years  shall  have  been 
employed  or  permitted  to  work  on  the  farm,  whether  for  gain  to 
such  child  or  any  other  person,  In  the  production,  culttTatlon,  or 
harvesting  of  a  crop  of  sugar  beets  or  sugarcane  with  respect  to 
which  application  for  payment  Is  made,  except  a  member  of  the 
Immediate  family  of  a  person  who  was  the  legal  owner  of  not  less 
than  40  percent  of  the  crop  at  the  time  such  work  was  performed: 
and  that  no  child  between  the  ages  of  14  and  16  years  shall  have 
been  employed  or  permitted  to  do  such  work,  whether  for  gain 
to  such  child  or  any  other  person,  for  a  longer  period  than  8  hours 
in  any  1  day,  except  a  member  of  the  Immediate  family  of  a 
person  who  was  the  legal  owner  of  not  leas  than  40  percent  of  the 
crop  at  the  time  such  work  was  performed. 

The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

The  Secretary  is  authorized  to  make  payments,  notwithstanding 
a  failure  to  comply  with  the  conditions  provided  in  this  subsection, 
but  the  payments  made  with  respect  to  any  crop  shall  be  subject 
to  a  deduction  of  $10  for  each  chUd  for  each  day.  or  a  portion  of 
a  day.  during  which  such  child  was  employed  or  permitted  to  work 
contrary  to  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  subsection,  in  the 
1937,  1938.  and  1939  crops. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  have  known  of  cases  where  the  parents  swore 
to  the  age  of  the  child. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Of  course,  the  gentle- 
man knows  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  sugar  grower  to  make 
sure  he  had  not  violated  the  law  and  to  take  no  chances  on 
that  score. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  would  like  to  know — ^I  want  some  informa- 
tion as  to  whether  the  growers  knowingly  violated  the  law. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  made  the  following 
statement  on  the  floor  some  time  ago,  I  will  say  to  the 
gentleman: 

Section  301-A.  however,  expressly  exempts  the  farmer  who  may 
wish  to  use  hU  own  chUd  in  planting  or  harvest  time  on  his  own 
farm.  It  seeks  merely  to  outlaw  the  vicious  padrone  system,  under 
which  large  groups  of  children  are  practically  sold  to  a  padrone  or 
overseer,  who  "rents  them  out"  for  profit  on  these  large  plantations. 

If  they  did  not  know,  these  overseers  must  have  known  and 
these  overseers  were  employed  by  them.  With  the  tremendous 
number  of  unemployed  it  must  have  been  very  easy  to  flxui 
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many  people  over  14  to  do  the  work  in  tbe  sugar  fields.  I 
•ee  no  excuse  or  Justification  on  the  part  of  the  sugar  growers. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts. 

Bdrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  stated 
before  that  in  those  States  that  have  child-labor  laws  the 
violators  are  always  fined  and  punished  in  some  way.  The 
employers  may  protest,  but  no  legislation  is  iiassed  retroac- 
tively for  their  relief,  nor  do  they  ask  for  it. 

They  calmly  pay  the  penalty.  This  is  also  true  with  Federal 
legislation  of  this  kind.  In  all  my  16  years  in  Congress  I  have 
never  known  of  such  an  amendment  to  an  act  of  this  type  to 
be  brought  before  the  House  for  passage.  We  retroactively 
forgive  people  for  disobeying  the  law.  I  feel  we  must  guard 
against  general  legislation  of  this  type  as  well  as  prevent  the 
employment  of  little  children. 

The  Irony  of  the  whole  thing  is  that  the  violators  are  ex- 
empted from  paying  their  full  penalty  for  the  years  1937. 
1938.  and  1939:  but  In  the  year  1940  they  are  to  pay  the 
penalty.  Apparently  the  administration  does  not  have  the 
courage  to  come  out  openly  and  change  the  law.  Will  they 
come  back  later  and  ask  us  to  forgive  the  violators  m  1940? 
If  you  pass  this  bill  you  will  rue  the  day  you  did  it,  for  you 
will  have  started  a  precedent  which  It  will  be  hard  to  stop. 
Labor  will  say.  and  Justly,  you  have  not  the  courage  to  vote 
for  the  employment  of  little  children,  but  after  the  child- 
labor  laws  have  been  violated  you  will  condone  it.  What  a 
ridiculous  and  untenable  position  to  be  placed  in.  How  can 
Members  defend  their  position,  Mr.  Speaker? 

Mr.  DxROUEN.    Will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  DxROUEN.  I  will  be  very  happy  to  explain  why  this 
is  in  there. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  sorry.  I  cannot 
yield  for  a  statement,  but  I  yield  for  a  question,  if  tbe 
gentleman  wishes  to  ask  me  a  question. 

Mr.  DxROUEN.    No.    I  wanted  to  explain  why  it  is  in 

»re.    This  is  a  crop  that  must  be  saved  in  60  days. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  yield  further. 
We  are  all  familiar  with  the  raising  of  sugarcane,  and  we 
must  prevent  child  labor.  Also,  we  all  know  there  are  plenty 
of  unemployed  who  are  able  and  glad  of  the  opportimity  to 
work  without  abusing  little  children.  I  cannot  believe  that  the 
Members  will  vote  for  this  measure  and  thereby  condone  and 
put  their  stamp  of  approval  on  child  labor.    LApplause.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DmKSZM]. 

Mr.  DcROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  mmutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  appears  to  me  that  there 
is  so  much  confusion  about  this  whole  matter  that  one  ex- 
ample will  probably  clarify  the  issue  in  everybody's  mind. 
As  Confucius  once  said,  "A  picture  Is  worth  a  thousand  words," 
so  let  me  give  you  a  word  picture  of  a  single  case. 

A  gentleman  landed  in  Washington  about  6  or  7  weeks  ago 
from  the  city  of  Chicago.  He  was  the  general  counsel  for  a 
sugav  corporation  in  Louisiana.  He  told  me  a  story  about  a 
benefit  check  nmnlng  into  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars 
which  was  being  held  up  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
for  an  alleged  violation  of  the  child-labor  provision  of  the 
Sugar  Act.  in  which  there  is  an  interdiction  on  hiring  a  child 
under  14  years  of  age.  When  I  heard  the  story  I  thought  it 
was  wholly  unbelievable  and  said  he  ought  to  see  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture.  I  made  an  arrangement  to  see  the  Sec- 
retary in  company  with  this  gentleman  at  4:30  on  that  after- 
noon. In  that  company  was  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
the  Solicitor  General  of  the  Depcutment  of  Agriculture,  the 
head  of  the  Sugar  Section,  two  or  three  other  members  of 
the  Department,  myself,  and  the  gentleman  from  Chicago, 
fills  is  the  story  that  was  verified  In  the  presence  of  the  Secre- 
tary by  the  Solicitor  General,  who  had  all  tbe  files. 


This  company  had  been  hiring  thousands  of  persons  on  this 
particular  sugar  plantation  in  Louisiana.  It  so  happened 
that  they  hired  a  boy  who  said  he  was  over  16  years  of  age. 
not  14.  as  provided  in  the  law.  Tliey  hired  him  and  kept  him 
on  the  pay  roll,  as  I  recall,  tcr  2  days.  Then  they  became 
suspicious  of  his  age  and  finally  said,  "You  do  not  look  as  if 
you  are  over  14.  and  we  will  have  to  let  you  go." 

That  is  all  the  evidence  there  was  in  the  record,  according 
to  the  Secretary  and  the  Solicitor  of  the  Department.  They 
had  sent  investigators  into  Louisiana,  but  the  only  evidence 
that  they  could  record  that  this  boy  was  under  14  years  of  ago 
was  a  baptismal  certificate  that  had  been  made  7  years  after 
the  boy  was  bom.  The  priest  who  made  the  certificate  could 
not  be  found.  On  that  single  case,  on  that  flimsy  evidence, 
they  were  holding  up  a  sugar  check  for  the  year  1938  of  more 
than  $200,000. 

The  singular  thing  about  it  is  that  this  company  complied 
with  the  law  and  got  their  check  In  1937.  They  complied 
with  the  law,  and  then  this  alleged  violation  in  1937  became 
the  basis  for  holding  up  their  1938  check.  The  Department 
of  Justice  ruled  that  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  they 
could  not  release  that  check.  The  answer  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  when  we  had  discussed  this  for  an  hour  was, 
"I  did  not  know  there  was  anything  like  that  going  on.  Any 
sugar  corporation  in  the  country  might  be  blackmailed,  and 
any  individual  could  file  u  trumped-up  charge  that  some  child 
was  under  14,  and  hold  up  several  hundred  thousand  dollars 
in  benefits  for  which  the  grower  made  the  sacrifice  In  con- 
formity with  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937." 

There  we  have  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  himself  stat- 
ing that  that  is  a  prejxwterous  and  Impossible  situation,  and 
that  it  should  be  remedied.  So  here  Is  an  amendment  to  the 
Sugar  Act  designed  to  impose  a  penalty  of  $10  a  day  for 
futiffe  years,  and  making  It  possible  to  release  the  money  now 
being  held,  and  unconscionably  being  held,  by  the  United 
States  Government.  It  is  a  travesty  upon  the  interpretation 
of  statutes  that  there  cannot  be  more  common  sense,  that 
there  cannot  be  a  rule  of  reason  applied,  but  that  is  the 
penalty  for  red  tape  that  starts  in  an  administrative  agency, 
goes  through  an  entire  depttrtment.  and  then  comes  up 
against  an  Irresistible  barricade  in  the  General  Accounting 
Office.  If  you  do  Justice  today,  you  will  vote  overwhelmingly 
for  this  amendment  to  the  1937  act.  because  nobody  wants 
to  believe  that  on  such  a  fiimsy  pretext  and  such  a  tenuous 
premise  the  United  States  Government  is  doing  business, 
after  these  people  have  made  their  sacrifices  and  reduced 
their  acreage,  and  on  top  of  it  paid  the  processmg  tax  on  the 
sugar  they  produced. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Does  it  not  seem  to 
the  gentleman  that  a  claim  should  be  brought  m  here  Just 
as  all  other  claims  are  brought  in? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  And  then  have  the  claim  repose  here  in 
the  Congress  for  10  years  while  they  go  broke?  Every  day 
Uncle  Sam  is  asking  them  to  pay  on  the  Itoe  when  it  comes 
time  for  the  pasonent  of  the  processing  tax.  No,  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  cannot  do  business  on  that 
basis.  The  Government  expects  pajrment  from  its  taxpayers 
at  a  stated  time.  Therefore,  the  Government  should  pay 
its  claims  when  due  and  payable. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  is 
usually  extremely  anxious  to  have  the  law  obeyed.  You  will 
have  violations  of  all  our  laws  if  you  allow  that. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  There  is  not  an  iota  of  possibility  In  that 
at  all.    I  am  mterested  in  seeing  this  Government  do  Justice. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  But  it  is  condoning  chUd 
labor. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  There  Is  no  condonation  of  child  labor 
Involved  here  at  all  because  there  has  never  been  proof  of 
a  violation.  If  a  child  comes  to  me  and  says,  "Mr.  DntxsEif. 
I  would  like   to  work  on  your  plantation.**  I  say,  "How 
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old  are  you?**  He  may  say.  "I  am  17."  I  know  what  the 
law  states,  that  a  child  cannot  work  if  he  is  under  14.  But 
the  boy  says.  "I  am  17.  and  you  can  ask  my  father  and  my 
mother,  who  live  in  the  cottage  down  the  road."  There  is 
no  baptismal  certificate  on  record.  How  am  I  going  to  prove 
it  or  disprove  it?  Those  are  the  bases  on  which  these 
checks  are  being  denied  to  the  people  who  produce  the  sugar 
and  are  paying  the  taxes  today. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  I  will  tell  the  gentleman  how  they 
prove  It  in  our  State,  and  that  is  by  getting  the  birth  certifi- 
cate, which  they  must  brmg  to  the  employer.  That  is  how 
they  do  it. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  gentleman  must  know  that  many 
States  have  a  very  inadequate  birth  registration  ssrstem. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  when  I  was  certified  for  a  commission 
in  the  Army  I  could  not  find  any  birth  record  on  file  in  my 
home  town,  and  Uncle  Sam  almost  denied  me  a  commis- 
sion during  the  World  War  Just  on  that  score.  So  when 
you  get  into  some  of  these  other  States  you  find  that  situa- 
tion manifest  today. 

Mr.  CONNER Y.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  CONNERY.  The  gentleman  has  cited  a  very  Inter- 
esting story  m  describing  the  case  he  mentioned  a  few 
moments  ago. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    They  are  virtually  all  the  same. 

Mr.  CONNERY.  If  that  were  the  only  case  then  we  might 
view  it  in  the  light  of  one  with  extenuating  circumstances 
and  it  would  make  it  more  possible  probably  for  the  House 
to  look  with  favor  on  this  particular  bill,  but  If  the  gentle- 
man would  like  to  know  It.  and  basing  my  statement  on  an 
official  report  I  have  received  from  the  Sugar  Division  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  I  can  say  that  in  1937  there 
were  25  different  producers  involved  as  violators  in  this 
t3T)e  of  violation  in  Louisiana;  in  1938  there  were  37  different 
producers  In  violation;  and  in  1939  there  were  15  different 
producers  In  violation.  It  would  be  improbable  to  state 
that  all  of  these  cases  are  virtually  all  the  same  and  to 
say  these  violations  are  all  inadvertent. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  how  many 
producers  there  are,  it  does  not  make  any  difference  how 
much  money  Is  involved,  these  people  have  complied  with 
the  act.  If  there  has  been  any  violation  as  alleged  it  is  due 
to  a  misrepresentation  on  the  part  of  some  child,  and  would 
you,  in  the  name  of  conscience  and  Justice,  penalize  oiu-  own 
citizens  today  on  that  kind  of  a  basis?  That  is  all  the  evi- 
dence there  is  to  go  on.  This  measure  ought  to  be  adopted 
by  an  overwhelming  vote.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  MoutonI. 

Mr.  MOUTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  should  like  to  say  that  I 
believe  this  bill  Is  most  meritorious  and  worthy  of  favorable 
action  on  the  part  of  the  House.  The  Department  of  Agri- 
culture has  approved  it.  all  domestic  producing  areas  of  the 
nigar  industry  are  for  it.  the  Senate  has  approved  It.  and  our 
Bouse  Committee  on  Agriculture  has  approved  it. 

It  will  correct  an  Inequitable  condition  which  exists  under 
the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  and  will  harm  no  one  in  any  respect 
whatsoever.  These  sugarcane  and  sugar-beet  producers  for 
whom  the  measure  will  afford  relief  are  badly  in  need  of  the 
funds  to  carry  on  the  operations  of  their  farms.  They  are 
the  victims  of  circiunstances  in  being  denied  these  payments 
by  the  Government  on  their  crops,  and  I  fully  believe  that 
they  are  deserving  of  this  help. 

I  appeal  to  you  for  your  suiH^ort  in  passing  the  bill  as 
offered. 

Section  301  of  the  Sugar  Act  outlines  the  conditions  which 
must  be  fulfilled  by  a  farmer  who  produces  sugarcane  in  order 
that  he  may  become  eligible  for  the  payment  which  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to  make.  There  are  five 
eonditions  required  and  one  of  them  states  that  no  child 


under  14  years  of  age  shall  be  employed  or  permitted  to 
work  and  no  child  under  16  years  of  age  shall  be  employed 
or  permitted  to  work  longer  than  8  hours  per  day. 

The  amendment  now  before  the  House  and  which  has  already 
passed  the  Senate  unanimously,  merely  seeks  to  correct  a  situ- 
ation which  has  been  brought  about  by  the  f£u:t  that  in  the 
administration  of  the  law  no  discretion  whatsoever  is  per- 
mitted to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  according  to  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  law  by  the  Department  of  Justice.  There  is 
no  purpose  to  change  the  Sugar  Act  with  regard  to  present  or 
future  enforcement.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  recog- 
nized the  merits  of  the  unfortunate  and  difficult  situation  exist- 
ing with  respect  to  the  1937  and  1938  crops  and  in  his  letter 
to  the  Senate  Agriculture  Committee,  he  has  given  his  ap- 
proval to  the  amendment.  In  fact,  the  language  of  the  amend- 
ment now  proposed  was  suggested  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture in  his  letter,  reading  as  follows: 

The  Department,  therefore,  recommends  that  the  first  section 
of  8.  3237  be  changed  to  read  as  follows: 

"That  subsection  (a)  of  section  301  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1W7 
Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  'The  Sec- 
retary is  authorized  to  make  f>a]rment8.  notwithstanding  a  failure 
to  comply  with  the  conditions  provided  in  this  subsection,  but  the 
payments  made  with  respect  to  any  crop  shall  be  subject  to  a  de- 
duction of  $10  for  each  child  for  each  day,  or  a  portion  of  a  day 
during  which  such  child  is  employed  or  permitted  to  work  contrary 
to  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  subsection.'  " 

Discussing  the  general  situation  in  Louisiana,  the  Secretary 
describes  in  his  letter  the  administrative  difficulties  which  are 
sought  to  be  corrected  by  the  proposed  amendment.   He  states : 

In  administering  the  act,  a  number  of  cases  have  been  found 
In  which  children  under  aj^e  were  employed  or  permitted  to  work 
on  farms,  although  the  producers  apparently  did  not  know  that  the 
children  were  under  age  and  used  reasonable  precautions  to  ascer- 
tain the  facts.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Department,  the  law  now 
requires  that  payment  be  denied  in  such  a  case,  although  the  pro- 
I  ducer  has  met  all  other  conditions  for  payment  provided  In  the  act. 
These  conditions  require  the  payment  of  wages  determined  by  the 
Secretary  to  be  fair  and  reasonable:  the  carrying  out  of  soil  prac- 
tices which  the  Secretary  prescribes  for  preserving  and  improving 
the  fertility  of  the  soil;  the  holding  of  sugarcane  or  sugar-beet 
marketing  within  the  limitations  of  the  proportionate  share  for 
the  farm;  and,  in  the  case  of  producers  who  are  also  processors,  the 
payment  of  prices  for  sugarcane  and  sugar  beets  which  the  Secre- 
tary determines  to  be  fair  and  reasonable.  Producers  who  have  met 
these  conditions  of  the  act  undoubtedly  suffer  a  hardship  by  reason 
of  the  withholding  of  payments  because  of  inadvertent  child-labor 
violations. 

I  can  state  to  the  House  that  my  own  investigation  and 
Information  shows  that  there  are  only  a  very  few  cases  over 
the  period  of  the  crops  of  1937  and  1938  which  show  that 
anyone  under  age  has  found  employment  or  been  permitted 
to  work  in  the  sugarcane  Industry.  I  am  pleased  to  state 
that  a  sincere  effort  has  been  made  by  the  Industry  to  edu- 
cate and  Inform  all  of  the  farmers  with  respect  to  the  con- 
ditions required  by  the  Sugar  Act  and  particularly  child-labor 
regulations.  As  far  as  I  am  able  to  learn  there  has  been 
no  further  evidence  of  children  being  employed  during  the 
past  year,  and  the  isolated  cases  in  which  a  technical  viola- 
tion was  found  in  connection  with  the  1937  or  1938  crops 
can  be  laid  to  the  misrepresentations  as  to  ages  by  the  chil- 
dren or  their  parents,  and  to  the  fact  that  the  existence  of 
child-labor  regulations  in  agricultiu-e  was  something  en- 
tirely new  in  the  experience  of  farmers. 

In  every  case  which  I  know  of.  the  young  man  was  dis- 
charged Immediately  upon  question  being  raised  or  doubt 
created  as  to  his  age.  A  typical  case,  as  an  illustration,  is 
that  of  an  orphan  boy  who  is  being  supported  by  his  uncle 
on  a  small  farm.  As  is  usual  with  farm  boys,  he  performed 
some  of  the  chores  which  every  one  of  you  who  were  bom 
on  a  farm  knows  is  the  usual  experience  of  farm  life.  The 
custom  prevails  that  at  harvesting  time,  neighbors  help  each 
other  by  one  neighbor  going  with  all  of  his  laborers  to  help 
in  the  harvest,  and  this  usuaUy  comes  when  weather  condi- 
tions have  placed  the  crop  in  Jeopardy.  Now.  the  boy  In 
question  had  been  working  with  his  uncle  and  was  permitted 
to  help  out  imder  extraordinary  circimistances.  In  the 
minds  of  the  farmers  there  was  an  emergency  and  every- 
body pitched  In  to  help.    To  my  mind,  there  was  no  violation 
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of  the  child-labor  principles,  especially  that  the  provisions 
of  section  301  (a)  exempt  the  child  of  a  fanner  as  far  as 
work  on  his  farm  may  be  concerned.  But.  the  fact  remains 
that  a  boy,  under  age,  did  work  on  another  farm. 

Now.  all  of  these  matters  have  to  be  explained  and  brought 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  poor  farmer  who  may  be  uninformed 
and  who  is  a  law-abiding  citizen  with  no  intention,  what- 
soever, to  avoid  laws  or  regiilations. 

Another  typical  example  is  that  of  a  large  plantation 
where  a  man  on  a  truck  solicited  laborers  and  took  a  gang 
on  his  truck  out  to  the  plantation.  They  were  put  to  work 
as  a  gang  on  1  day.  On  the  next  day  the  overseer  noticed 
that  one  of  the  yoimg  men  appeared  to  be  too  young, 
although  well  developed.  He  questioned  the  foreman,  who 
said  that  the  boy  was  15  and  could  work  8  hours.  The  over- 
seer was  not  satisfied  with  the  representations  of  the  boy, 
who  could  not  furnish  proof  of  his  age,  and  so  that  boy  was 
Immediately  paid  off  at  the  adult  rate  in  the  wage  scale  and 
told  not  to  come  back.  There  was  no  birth  certificate  avail- 
able in  this  case  and  the  agent  of  the  owner,  acting  upon 
Instructions  which  had  been  given  by  the  owner  not  to  em- 
ploy children  under  16.  discharged  the  young  man  on  sus- 
picion of  being  under  age.  although  the  boy  insisted  he  was 
over  age.  It  is  very  evident  that  the  fact  of  prompt  discharge 
and  the  payment  of  the  adult  rate,  plus  the  fact  that  the 
boy  was  not  worked  more  than  8  hours  per  day,  demonstrates 
that  there  was  no  intention  or  attempt  to  exploit  children 
or  violate  the  child-labor  regulations.  In  my  opinion.  Con- 
gress never  intended  that  a  case  of  this  kind  should  be  sub- 
ject to  so  technical  an  interpretation  of  the  law  that  permit- 
ting a  boy  to  work  for  1  or  2  days  Is  a  violation  requiring 
the  Secretary  to  charge  the  owner  with  noncompliance  with 
the  entire  program,  although  he  had  complied  with  the 
four  other  conditions. 

In  explanation  of  the  proiKised  amendment,  let  me  em- 
phasize and  direct  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  this 
amendment  does  not  absolve  anyone  from  any  violation,  no 
matter  how  inadvertent  or  technical.  If  the  regulations  were 
violated,  there  must  be  a  penalty,  but  the  penalty  should  be 
In  proportion  to  the  offense  and  should  be  equally  applied 
upon  all  persons. 

All  Federal  and  State  child-labor  laws  have  penalties  which 
are  definite  and  limited,  and  they  are  made  to  fit  the  offense. 
There  are  fines  up  to  $10,000.  but  no  higher.  That  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  legal  procedure  and  enforcement. 

Under  the  Sugar  Act,  the  payments  have  become  a  very 
important  part  of  any  fanner's  Income  for  the  reason  that  he 
is  required  to  pay  a  higher  wage  rate  to  laborers  and  there  is 
collected  on  all  sugar  a  tax  of  one-half  cent  per  pound.  This 
tax  is  paid  by  the  processors,  but  since  the  purchase  contract 
for  sugarcane  is  based  upon  the  price  of  sugar,  it  Is  easy  to  see 
that  the  tax  results  in  a  lower  price  for  the  sugarcane  bought; 
therefore,  the  Government  pasrment  is  in  the  form  of  a  refund 
to  the  grower  of  sugarcane  and  acts  as  a  means  of  distributing 
the  income  from  the  crop  commensurately  among  laborers, 
farmers,  and  processors.  There  should  be  a  penalty  for  vio- 
lation, but  that  penalty  should  not  be  a  complete  loss  of  all 
right  to  participate  in  a  program  when  the  four  other  condi- 
tions have  been  met  and  the  tax  on  sugar  collected,  regardless. 
Therefore,  it  Is  proposed  by  this  amendment  to  fix  a  penalty 
of  $10  per  day  for  each  day  that  each  child  may  be  emplojred. 
ao  that  one  who  violates  the  law  persistently  will  have  to  pay 
a  much  greater  penalty  than  one  who  merely  employed  a 
youth  through  inadvertence  or  because  of  a  misrepresentation 
as  to  age,  but  who  discharged  him  as  soon  as  doubt  was 
created  as  to  the  actual  age  of  the  person  employed. 

I  am  opposed  to  child  labor,  and  I  favor  child-labor  regula- 
tions. I  want  to  assure  my  colleagues  that  this  amendment 
does  not  exoise  the  emplojrment  of  children.  But,  I  must 
also  explain  that  the  Sugar  Act  is  the  only  law  which  regulates 
child  labor  ia  agriculture.  Benefit  payments  are  made  to 
fanners  who  produce  cotton,  wheat,  com,  rice,  and  other 
products,  without  requirements  as  to  child  labor  or  wa^e  scales 
in  the  agricultural  operations.   Therefore,  it  is  easy  to  under- 
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stand  by  one  who  chooses  to  be  understanding  that  this  inno- 
vation in  agricultural  regulation  was  something  new  in  the 
experience  of  farmers  during  the  first  year  or  two.  Since  that 
time  I  can  assure  you  the  situation  has  improved  so  greatly 
that  I  know  of  no  cases  where  there  have  been  complaints  of 
child-labor  violation  in  the  crop  operations  of  the  past  year. 
This  shows  the  good  intentions  and  the  effort  being  made  to 
cooperate  in  the  enforcement  and  observance  of  the  law.  We 
all  recognize  that  the  purpose  and  intent  of  child-labor  regu- 
lations is  constructive,  and  farmers  should  be  encouraged 
when  they  show  a  willmgness  to  adjust  themselves  to  these 
new  requirements.  The  enforcement  of  any  law  \n  America 
can  best  be  obtained  by  reascmable  recognition  of  the  difficul- 
ties of  first  application  or  enforcement.  No  one  can  convince 
citizens  of  the  fairness  and  desirability  of  a  law  by  harsh  and 
technical  interpretations  which  refuse  to  accept  the  good 
faith  of  farmers,  most  of  whom  have  been  the  victims  of 
misrepresentation  by  those  seeking  employment  and  their 
pcu-ents. 

When  it  is  cmisidered  that  there  are  over  70,000  workers  who 
are  employed  at  one  time  or  another  by  the  Louisiana  sugar 
growers  during  each  crop  year,  it  is  quite  evident  that  the 
industry  cannot  be  accused  of  opposition  or  unwillingness  to 
observe  child-labor  prohibitions,  when  there  have  been  less 
than  50  cases  of  technical  violation  hcdding  up  pasmients 
under  the  sugar  program  for  the  past  3  years,  and  those  cases 
are  admittedly  not  based  upon  evidence  of  willful  intent  or 
guilty  knowledge. 

I  trust  that  the  House  will  support  this  amendment  which 
does  not,  I  repeat,  absolve  or  forgive  violations  of  child-labor 
regulations  but  merely  and  steely  and  exclusively  provides  a 
penalty  which  is  in  proportion  to  the  offense.  Finally,  let  me 
say  again  that  the  amendment  does  not  affect  the  regtilations 
or  the  law  with  respect  to  present  or  future  operations,  but  is 
merely  intended  to  correct  an  unfair  and  unfortunate  sitioa- 
tion  which  has  inadvertently  come  about  but  by  which  well- 
earned  payments  on  the  past  crops  of  1937  and  1938  are  now 
being  withheld  from  farmers.  As  already  stated,  this  amend- 
ment has  the  i4>proval  of  and  is  written  in  the  lang\iage 
recommended  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  [Mr.  CsAwroRDl. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  this  proposition 
is  pretty  well  understood  by  aU  those  present.  Wlfen  we 
enact  legislation  which  has  to  do  with  farm  labor,  the  hiring 
of  people  on  the  farm,  the  gathering  of  the  crops,  especially 
the  seasonable  crops  which  must  be  taken  in  very  rapidly — 
and  this,  I  think,  applies  to  almost  all  the  crops — we  get  mto 
relationships  and  transactions  such  as  we  are  now  hera 
discussing. 

I  do  not  believe  it  was  the  tatent  of  the  people  who  repre- 
sent the  cotton  areas,  the  wheat  areas,  the  com  areas,  the 
sugar  areas,  the  fruit  areas,  or  any  other  crop  area  of  this 
country,  to  have  an  act  administered  in  this  manner.  I  do 
not  believe  It  was  the  mtent  of  any  of  them  to  attempt  to 
penalize  a  farm  operator  whether  in  the  form  of  a  corpora- 
tion, a  partnership,  or  a  proprietorship;  whether  growing 
sugar.  fnUt.  cotton,  wheat,  com,  or  any  other  crop,  and  have 
such  a  burden  imposed  upon  him  for  a  technical  violation,  if 
3rou  please,  of  this  nature,  even  if  there  was  a  technical 
violation. 

I  certainly  hope  that  this  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman srleld?  j 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  or  Arizona,  I  want  most  certainly  to  pro- 
tect our  children,  but  I  also  want  to  save  our  farmers  from 
unjust,  illogical  penalties.  Does  the  gentleman  believe  that 
this  law.  if  passed,  will  relieve  a  farm  operator  of  a  technical 
penalty  without  doing  injiuy  to  the  spirit  of  our  child-labor 
laws?    If  so,  I  shall  support  It. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  amendment  proposed  here  will 
penalize  a  farmer  $10  per  day  per  person,  or  any  part  of  a 
day.  if  lie  hires  anyone  under  14  years  of  age;  and  if  you 
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can  show  me  how  a  farmer  can  pay  $10  a  day  for  farm 
labor,  and  get  out  whole.  I  wish  you  would  show  me  the  de- 
tails of  the  operation,  because  I  would  like  to  know  something 
about  it. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  And  this  pending  measiu-e 
will  prevent  positively  the  hiring  of  child  labor,  will  it  not, 
on  our  farms  and  ranches? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    That  penalty  will,  of  course. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Exactly.  We  must  balance 
common  sense  and  Justice  in  these  matters. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Unless  you  have  some  new  kind  of  farm 
operation  that  I  do  not  know  anything  about — and  I  study 
those  matters  pretty  closely. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebrtiska.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this  pen- 
alty of  this  large  amount  of  money  taken  from  these  Lou- 
isiana producers  is  largely  their  own  money  taken  from  them 
by  virtue  of  the  tax? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  grower  of  sugarcane  and  the 
grower  of  sugar  beets  grows  those  products  under  a  partici- 
pating contract,  and  the  55  cents  per  hundred  tax  against 
a  bag  of  sugar  is  charged  back  against  that  sugar,  and  the 
farmer  has  to  carry  his  share  of  the  burden  and  the  processor 
has  to  carry  his  share  of  the  burden. 

Now,  there  Is  just  one  other  point.  A  question  has  been 
raised  about  somebody  getting  a  benefit  payment  of  around 
$200,000.  Suppose  you  are  growing  cotton  on  a  big  cotton 
plantation,  or  wheat  on  a  wheat  plantation,  or  sugar  on  a 
sugar  plantation.  We  have  designed  these  agricultural  laws 
so  that  these  large  benefits  go  to  the  grower,  irrespective  of 
whether  it  is  a  corporation  or  an  individual;  so  that  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  situation  here  at  all. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Does  it  not  seem  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  clearly  fair  that  when  people  have 
violated  the  law  they  should  pay  the  penalty  which  they  knew 
when  they  violated  the  law  they  would  have  to  pay? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  suppose  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts would  have  us  penalize  a  farming  operative  $50,000 
or  $100,000  or  $300,000  for  violating  some  crazy  law  that 
Congress  enacted  or  some  bureau  administrator  put  Into 
operation?  I  do  not  think  that  has  anything  to  do  with  the 
situation  at  all.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  to  suspend  the  rules  and  pass  the 
bill. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division,  demanded  by 
Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts,  there  were — ayes  190.  noes  21. 

So.  two-thirds  having  voted  in  favor  thereof,  the  rules 
were  siispended.  and  the  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CHARGES   rOR   KLKCTRICAI.  ENERGY,   BOXTLOER  DAM 

Mr.  TAYLOR  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  sus- 
pend the  niles  and  pass  the  bill  (H.  R.  9877)  authorizing 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate  and  to  put  into 
effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam. 
providing  for  the  application  of  revenues  from  said  project, 
authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder  power  plant  by  the 
United  States  directly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, as  amended,  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have 
read. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Colorado  moves  to 
suspend  the  rules  and  pass  the  bill.  H.  R.  9877,  with  amend- 
ments, which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Uie  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to.  and  he  shall,  promulgate  charge*,  on 
the  basis  ol  computation  therecrf.  for  electrical  energy  generated 
at  Boulder  Dam  during  the  period  beginning  June  1,  1937,  and 
ending  May  31.  1087.  computed  to  be  sufflclent.  together  with  other 


net    revenue*    from    the    project,    to    accomplish    the    following 
purpose*: 

(a)  To  meet  the  cost  of  operation  and  maintenance,  and  to 
provide  for  replacements,  of  the  project  during  the  period  be- 
ginning June  1,  1937.  and  ending  May  31.  1987; 

(b)  To  repay  to  the  Treasury,  with  Interest,  the  advances  to 
the  Colorado  River  Dam  fund  for  the  project  made  prior  to  June  1, 
1937.  within  60  years  from  that  date  (excluding  advances  allocated 
to  flood  control  by  section  2  (b)  of  the  Project  Act,  which  shall  be 
rer>ayable  as  provided  In  section  7  hereof),  and  such  portion  of  such 
advances  made  on  and  after  June  1,  1937,  as  (on  the  basis  of  repay- 
ment thereof  within  such  80-year  period  or  periods  as  the  Secretary 
may  determine)  will  be  repayable  prior  to  June  1.  1987; 

(c)  To  provide  $600,000  for  each  of  the  years  and  for  the  pur- 
poses specified  In  section  2  (c)  hereof;  and 

(d)  To  provide  $500,000  for  each  of  the  years  and  for  the  pur- 
poses specified  In  section  2   (d)    hereof. 

Such  charges  may  be  made  subject  to  revisions  and  adjustment* 
at  such  times,  to  such  extent,  and  in  such  manner,  as  by  th* 
terms  of  their  promulgation  the  Secretary  shall  prescribe. 

Sec.  2.  All  receipts  from  the  project  shall  be  paid  into  the 
Colorado  River  Dam  fund  and  shall  be  available  for: 

(a)  Annual  appropriation  for  the  operation,  maintenance,  and 
replacements  of  the  project.  Including  emergency  replacement* 
necessary  to  Insure  continuous  operations; 

(b)  Repa3rment  to  the  Treasury,  with  Interest  (after  making 
provision  for  the  payments  and  transfers  provided  In  sub- 
divisions (c)  and  (d)  hereof),  of  advances  to  the  Colorado  River 
Dam  fund  for  the  construction  of  the  project  (excluding  the 
amount  allocated  to  flood  control  by  section  2  (b)  of  the  Project 
Act),  and  any  readvances  made  to  said  fund  under  section  6 
hereof:  and 

(c)  Pajmient  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  S  hereof,  in 
commutation  ct  the  payments  now  provided  for  the  States  of 
Arizona  and  Nevada  In  section  4  (b)  of  the  Project  Act,  to  each 
of  said  States  of  the  sum  of  $300,000  for  each  year  of  operation, 
beginning  with  the  year  of  operation  ending  May  31,  1938.  and 
continuing  annually  thereafter  untU  and  including  the  year  of 
operation  ending  May  31,  1987,  and  such  payments  for  any  year 
of  operation  which  shall  have  expired  at  the  time  when  this  sub- 
division (c)  shall  become  effective  shall  be  due  immediately,  and 
be  paid,  without  Interest,  as  expeditiously  as  administration  of 
this  act  win  permit,  and  each  such  payment  for  subsequent  year* 
of  operation  shall  be  made  on  or  before  July  31,  following  the 
close  of  the  year  of  operation  for  which  it  is  made.  All  such  pay- 
ments shall  be  made  from  revenues  hereafter  received  In  the 
Colorado  River  Dam  fund. 

Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  subsection.  In 
the  event  that  there  are  levied  and  collected  by  or  under  au- 
thority of  Arizona  or  Nevada  or  by  any  lawful  taxing  political  sub- 
division thereof,  taxes  upon — 

(I)  the  project  as  herein  defined; 

(II)  the  electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam  by  mean* 
of  facilities,  machinery,  or  equipment  both  owned  and  operated 
by  the  United  States,  or  owned  by  the  United  States  and  operated 
under  contract  with  the  United  States; 

(ill)  the  privilege  of  generating  or  transforming  such  electrical 
energy  or  of  use  of  such  facilities,  machinery,  or  equipment  or  of 
falling  water  for  such  generation  or  transforming;  or 

(iv)  the  transmission  or  control  of  such  electrical  energy  ao 
generated  or  transformed  (as  distinguished  from  the  transmis- 
sion lines  and  other  physical  properties  used  for  such  trans- 
mission or  control)  or  the  use  of  such  transmission  lines  or 
other  phyical  properties  for  such  transmission  or  control, 
payments  made  hereunder  to  the  State  by  or  under  the  authority 
of  which  such  taxes  are  collected  shall  be  reduced  by  an  amo\uit 
equivalent  to  such  taxes.  Nothing  herein  shall  in  anywise  impair 
the  right  of  either  the  State  of  Arizona  or  the  State  of  Nevada, 
or  any  lawful  taxing  political  subdivision  of  either  of  them,  to 
collect  nondiscriminatory  taxes  upon  that  portion  of  the  trans- 
mission lines  and  all  other  physical  properties,  situated  within 
such  State  and  such  political  subdivision,  respectively,  and  be- 
longing to  any  of  the  lessees  and  or  allottees  under  the  Project 
Act  and/or  under  this  act,  and  nothing  herein  shall  exempt  or 
be  construed  so  as  to  exempt  any  such  property  from  nondiscrimi- 
natory taxation,  all  In  the  manner  provided  by  the  constitution 
and  laws  of  such  State.  Sums,  If  any,  received  by  each  Stat* 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Project  Act  shall  be  deducted  from 
the  first  payment  or  payments  to  said  State  authorized  by  this 
act.  Payments  under  this  section  2  (c)  shall  be  deemed  con- 
tractual obligations  of  the  United  State*,  subject  to  the  provision* 
of  section  3  of  this  act. 

(d)  Transfer,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  8  hereof,  from 
the  Colorado  River  Dam  fund  to  a  special  fund  in  the  Treasury, 
hereby  established  and  designated  the  "Colorado  River  development 
fund,"  of  the  sum  of  $500,000  for  the  year  of  operation  ending  May 
31.  1938.  and  the  like  sum  of  $500,000  for  each  year  of  operation 
thereafter,  until  and  Including  the  year  of  operation  ending  May 
31,  1987.  The  transfer  of  the  said  sum  of  $500,000  for  each  year  of 
operation  shall  be  made  on  or  before  July  31  next  following  the 
close  of  the  year  of  operation  for  which  it  Is  made:  Provided,  That 
any  such  transfer  for  any  year  of  operation  which  shall  have 
ended  at  the  time  this  section  2  (d)  shall  become  effective,  shall 
be  made,  without  Interest,  from  revenues  received  In  the  Colorado 
River  Dam  fund,  as  expeditiously  as  administration  of  this  act 
wiU  permit,  and  without  readvances  from  the  general  funds  of  the 
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Trestory.  Recelpte  of  the  Oolor«do  River  development  fund  for 
the  years  of  operation  ending  1938.  1939,  and  1940  (or  In  the  event 
of  reduced  recelpu  during  any  of  said  yews,  due  to  •djustmenU 
under  section  3  hereof,  then  the  first  reoelpU  of  aald  tund  up  to 
•  1.500.000)  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  only  for  the  con- 
tinuation and  erteiMton.  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary,  of 
studies  and  Investigations  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  for  the 
formulation  of  a  eomprehenaive  plan  for  the  utilization  of  waters 
of  the  Colorado  River  system  for  Irrigation,  electrical  power,  and 
other  purpoeea.  In  the  States  of  the  upper  division  and  the  States 
of  the  lower  division.  Including  studies  of  quantity  and  quality  of 
water  and  all  other  relevant  factors.  The  next  such  receipts  up  to 
and  Including  the  receipts  for  the  year  of  operation  ending  In 
196A  are  authorized  to  be  appropriated  only  for  the  Investigation 
and  construction  of  projects  for  such  utilization  in  and  equitably 
distributed  among  the  four  States  of  the  upper  division.  Such 
receipts  for  the  years  of  operation  ending  In  1966  to  1987.  Inclusive, 
arc  authorised  to  be  appropriated  for  the  investigation  and  con- 
struction of  projects  for  such  utilization  in  and  equiubly  dis- 
tributed among  the  States  ot  the  upper  division  and  the  States 
of  the  lower  division.  The  terms  "Colorado  River  system" ,  "States 
of  the  upper  division",  and  "States  of  the  lower  division"  as  so 
used  ahmil  have  the  respective  me«nlngii  defined  in  the  Oolonulo 
River  compact  mentioned  In  the  Project  Act.  Such  projects  shall 
be  only  sttch  as  are  found  by  the  Secretary  to  be  physically  feasible. 
•ooDomically  Jtistiftod,  and  consistent  with  such  formulation  of  a 
comprehensive  plan.  Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  construed  so  as 
to  prevent  the  authorization  and  construction  of  any  such  projects 
prior  to  the  completion  of  said  plan  of  comprehensive  development: 
nor  shall  this  act  be  construed  as  affecting  the  right  of  any  State 
to  proceed  independently  of  this  act  or  its  provisions  with  the 
investigation  or  construction  of  any  project  or  projects.  Transfers 
under  this  section  2  (d)  shall  be  deemed  contractual  obligations 
of  the  United  SUtea.  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  3  of 
this  act. 

Sac.  a.  If,  by  reason  of  any  act  of  OoA,  or  of  the  public  enemy,  or 
any  major  catastrophe,  or  any  other  luforeseen  and  unavoidable 
the  revenues,  for  any  year  of  operation,  after  making  pro- 
for  costs  of  operation,  maintenance,  and  the  amount  to 
be  set  aside  for  said  year  for  replacements,  should  be  insufficient 
to  make  the  pajrments  to  the  States  of  Arlsona  and  Nevada  and  the 
transfers  to  the  Colorado  River  development  fund  herein  provided 
for,  such  payments  and  transfers  shall  be  proportionately  reduced, 
as  the  Secretary  may  And  to  be  necessary  by  reason  thereof. 

8bc.  4.  (a)  Upon  the  taking  effect  of  this  act.  pursuant  to  section 
10  hereof,  the  chargea,  or  the  basis  of  computation  thereof,  pro- 
mulgated hereunder,  shall  be  applicable  as  from  Jtme  1,  1937,  and 
•MMtSMBts  of  accounu  by  reason  thereof,  Inoludinf  eharges  by  and 
•gilnal  tbe  United  SUtes.  shall  be  made  so  that  the  United  Sutes 
and  all  parties  that  have  oontracted  for  energy,  or  for  the  privilege 
of  generating  energy,  at  the  project,  shall  be  placed  In  the  same 
position,  as  nearly  as  may  be.  as  determined  by  the  Secretary,  that 
they  would  have  occupied  had  such  charges,  or  the  basis  of  compu- 
tation thereof,  and  the  method  of  operation  which  may  be  pro- 
vided for  under  section  9  hereof,  been  effective  on  June  1,  1937: 
Provided,  That  such  adjustments  with  contractors  shall  not  be 
made  in  cash,  but  shall  be  made  by  means  of  credits  extended  over 
such  period  as  the  Secretary  may  determine. 

(b)  In  the  event  pajrments  to  the  States  of  Arizona  and  Nevada. 
or  either  of  them,  under  section  2  (c)  hereof,  shall  be  reduced 
by  reaaon  of  the  collection  of  taxes  mentioned  in  said  section, 
adjustments  shall  be  made,  from  time  to  time,  with  each  allottee 
which  shall  have  paid  any  such  taxes,  by  credits  or  otherwise,  for 
that  proix>rtlon  of  the  amount  of  such  reductions  which  the 
amount  of  the  payments  of  such  taxes  by  such  allottee  bears  to 
the  total  amount  of  such  taxes  collected. 

Sac.  6.  If  at  any  time  there  shall  be  InsulDclent  sums  in  the 
Colorado  River  Dam  fund  to  meet  the  cost  of  replacements,  how- 
ever neoeaaitated.  In  addition  to  meeting  tbe  other  requirements 
of  this  act.  or  of  regulations  authorized  hereby  and  promulgated 
by  the  Secretary,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  upon  request  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  shall  readvance  to  the  said  fund,  in 
amounts  not  exceeding.  In  the  aggregate,  moneys  repaid  to  the 
Tiuaawf  pnmuant  to  section  3  (b)  hereof,  the  amount  required 
for  raptoeaments.  however  necessitated,  in  excess  of  the  amount 
currently  available  therefor  in  said  Colorado  River  Dam  fund. 
There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums,  not  ex- 
ceeding said  aggregate  amount,  as  may  be  necessary  to  permit  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  make  such  readvanoes.  All  such 
readvances  shall  bear  Interest. 

Sec.  6.  Whenever  by  the  terms  of  the  Project  Act  or  this  act 
payment  of  Interest  is  provided  for.  and  whenever  interest  shall 
enler  into  any  computation  thereunder,  such  interest  shall  be 
computed  <t  the  rate  of  3  percent  per  annum,  compovmded 
annually. 

Sac.  7.  The  first  t35.0O0.O0O  of  advances  made  to  the  Colorado 
River  Dam  fund  for  the  project  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  sum 
allocated  to  flood  control  by  section  2  (b)  of  the  Project  Act  and 
repayment  thereof  shall  be  deferred  without  Interest  until  June 
1,  1M7,  after  which  time  such  advances  so  allocated  to  flood  con- 
trol shall  be  repayable  to  the  Treasury  as  the  Congress  shall 
determine. 

Bmc.  8.  The  Secretary  la  hereby  authorized  from  time  to  time  to 
promulgate  such  regulations  and  enter  into  such  contracts  as  he 


may  find  necessary  cr  appropriate  for  carrying  out  the  ptuposes  of 
this  act  and  the  project  act.  as  modified  hereby,  and.  by  mutual 
consent,  to  terminate  or  modify  any  such  contract:  Provided, 
however.  That  no  allotment  of  energy  to  any  allottee  made  by  any 
rule  or  regulation  heretofore  promulgated  shall  be  modified  or 
changed  without  the  consent  of  such  allottee. 

Sac.  9.  The  Secretary  is  hereby  authorized  to  negotiate  for  and 
enter  into  a  contract  for  the  termination  of  the  existing  lease  of 
the  Boulder  power  plant  made  pursuant  to  the  Project  Act.  and 
In  the  event  of  such  termination  the  operation  and  maintenance, 
and  the  making  ot  replacements,  ^owever  neceasltated.  of  the 
Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United  States,  directly  or  through  such 
agent  or  agents  as  the  Secretary  may  designate,  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized. The  powers,  duties,  and  rights  of  such  agent  or  agents 
shall  be  provided  by  contract,  which  may  include  provision  that 
questions  relating  to  the  interpretation  or  {>erformance  thereof 
may  be  determined,  to  the  extent  provided  therein,  by  arbitration 
or  court  proceedings.  The  Secretary,  in  consideration  of  such 
termination  of  such  existing  lease,  is  authorized  to  agree  (a)  that 
the  leasees  therein  named  shall  be  designated  as  the  agents  of  the 
United  Sutes  for  the  operation  of  said  power  plant;  (b)  that  (ex- 
cept by  mutual  consent  or  in  accordance  vrlth  such  provisions  for 
termination  for  default  as  may  be  specified  tbertlD)  sucb  agency 
contract  shall  not  be  revocable  or  terminable:  and  (e)  that  suit* 
or  j>roceedlngs  to  restrain  the  termination  of  any  stich  agency 
contract,  otherwise  than  as  therein  provided,  or  for  other  appro- 
priate equitable  relief  or  remedies,  may  be  maintained  against  the 
Secretary.  Suits  or  other  court  proceedings  pursuant  to  the  fore- 
going provisions  may  be  maintained  in,  and  Jurisdiction  to  bear 
and  determine  such  suits  or  proceedings  and  to  grant  such  relief 
or  remedies  Is  hereby  conferred  upon,  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  sutes  for  the  District  of  Coliunbla,  with  the  like  right  of 
appeal  or  review  as  in  other  like  suits  or  proceedings  In  said  court. 
The  Secretary  is  hereby  authorized  to  act  for  the  United  States  in 
such  arbitration  proceedings. 

Sac.  10.  This  act  shall  be  effective  immediately  for  the  purpose 
of  the  promulgation  of  charges,  or  the  basis  of  computation  thereof, 
and  the  execution  of  contracu  authorized  by  the  terms  of  this  act. 
but  neither  such  chargea,  nor  the  basis  of  compuUtlon  thereof, 
nor  any  such  contract,  shall  be  effective  unless  and  until  this 
act  shall  be  effective  for  all  purposes.  This  act  shall  take  effect 
for  all  purposes  when,  but  not  before,  the  Secretary  shall  have 
found  tnat  provision  has  been  made  for  the  termination  of  ths 
existing  lease  of  the  Boulder  power  plant  and  for  the  operation 
thereof  as  authorised  by  section  9  hereof,  and  that  allottees  obli- 
gated under  contracts  In  force  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act  to  pay  for  at  least  90  percent  of  the  firm  energy  shall  have 
entered  into  contracu  (1)  consenting  to  such  operation,  and  (2) 
conUlnlng  such  other  provisions  as  the  Secretary  may  deem  neces- 
sary or  proper  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act  For  pur- 
poMS  ot  this  section  such  90  percent  shall  be  computed  as  of  ths 
end  of  the  absorption  periods  provided  for  In  regulatioiu  hereto- 
fore promulgated  by  the  Secretary  and  in  effect  at  the  time  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act. 

If  contracu  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  this  section 
shall  not  have  been  entered  into  prior  to  June  1,  1941.  thU  act 
shall  cease  to  be  operative  and  shall  be  of  no  further  force  or 
effect. 

Sac.  11.  Any  contractor  for  energy  from  the  project  falling  or 
reftising  to  execute  a  contract  modifying  lU  existing  contract  to 
conform  to  this  act  shall  continue  to  pay  the  rates  and  charges 
provided  for  in  Its  existing  contract,  subject  to  such  periodic 
readJustmenU  as  are  therein  provided,  in  all  respecu  as  If  this 
act  had  not  been  passed,  and  so  far  as  necessary  to  support  such 
existing  contract  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  Project  Act  shall 
remain  in  effect,  anything  In  this  act  inconsistent  therewith  not- 
withstanding. 

Ssc.  12  The  following  terms  wherever  used  in  this  act  shall  have 
the   following   respective   meanings: 

"Project  Act"  shall  mean  the  Boulder  Canyon  Project  Act; 

"Project"  shall  mean  the  works  authorized  by  the  Project  Act  to 
be  constructed  and  owned  by  the  United  States,  exclusive  of  the 
main  canal  and  appurtenances  mentioned  therein,  now  known  as 
the  All -American  Canal; 

"Secretary"  shall  mean  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the 
United  States; 

"Firm  energy"  and  "allottees"  shall  have  the  meaning  aaelgned 
to  such  terms  In  regulations  heretofore  promulgated  by  the  Secre- 
tary and  In  effect  at  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this  act; 

"ReplacemenU"  shall  mean  such  replacemenU  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  keep  the  project  in  good  operating  condition  during  the 
period  from  June  1,  1937.  to  May  31,  1987.  mcluslve.  but  shall  not 
Include  (except  where  used  in  conjunction  with  the  word  "emer- 
gency" or  the  words  "however  necessitated")  replacements  made 
necessary  by  any  act  of  Ood,  or  of  the  public  enemy,  or  by  any 
major  catastrophe:    and 

"Year  of  operation"  shall  mean  the  period  from  and  including 
June  1  of  any  calendar  year  to  and  including  May  31  of  the  follow- 
ing calendar  year. 

Sac.  13.  The  SecreUry  of  the  Interior  shall,  in  January  of  each 
year,  submit  to  the  Congress  a  financial  sUtement  and  a  complete 
report  of  operations  under  this  act  during  the  preceding  year  of 
operation  as  herein  defined. 

Sac.  14.  Nothing  ha«in  shall  be  construed  as  interfering  with 
such  rlghu  as  the  SUtes  now  have  either  to  the  waters  wltliin 
their  borders  or  to  adopt  such  policies  and  enact  such  laws  as  they 
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Bay  deem  nmssssry  with  respect  to  the  appropriation,  control,  and 
uss  of  waters  within  their  borders,  except  as  modified  by  the  Colo- 
rado River  compact  or  other  intersUU  agreement.  Neither  the 
promulgation  of  charges,  or  the  basis  of  charges,  nor  anything 
eoDUlned  in  this  act,  or  done  thereunder,  shall  in  anywise  affect, 
limit,  or  prejudice  any  right  of  any  State  In  or  to  the  waters  of  the 
Colorado  River  system  luider  the  Colorado  River  compact.  Sections 
13  (b),  13  (c).  and  13  'd)  of  the  Project  Act  and  all  other  provi- 
sions of  said  Project  Act  not  Inconsistent  with  the  terms  of  this 
act  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect. 

Sac.  15.  All  laborers  and  mechanics  employed  In  the  construction 
of  any  part  of  the  project,  or  \n  the  operation,  maintenance,  or 
replacement  of  any  part  of  the  Boulder  Dam.  shall  t>e  paid  not  leas 
than  the  prevailing  raU  of  wages  or  compensation  for  work  of  a 
similar  nattire  prevailing  in  the  locality  of  the  project.  In  the 
event  any  dlspuU  arises  as  to  what  are  the  prevailing  rates,  ths 
determination  thereof  shall  be  made  by  the  SecreUry  of  the  Inte- 
rior, and  his  decision,  subject  to  the  concurrence  of  the  Secretary 
of  Labor,  shall  be  final. 

Sac.  10.  This  act  may  be  dtcd  as  "Boulder  Canyon  Project  Ad- 
justment Act." 

The  SPEAKER.    I«  a  second  demanded? 

Mr.  SHORT,    Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  a  second. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
a  second  be  considered  as  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Colorado  is  en- 
titled to  20  minutes  and  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  to  20 
minutes. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10 'minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Nevada  [Mr.  ScruchamI. 

SACKCROUNO 

Mr.  SCRUOHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  basic  purpose  of  this 
bill  is  to  change  certain  features  in  the  original  Boulder  Dam 
Act  in  the  matter  of  fixed  charges.  This  bill  results  from 
an  accord  between  the  seven  States  of  the  Colorado  River 
Basin,  the  Interior  Department,  and  the  nine  power  con- 
tractors. 

SAsic  rvaposcs 

The  bill  changes  three  features  of  the  Boulder  Canyon 
Project  Act.  imder  which  Boulder  Dam  was  built,  viz..  (A) 
the  basis  of  fixed  charges  payable  out  of  the  Colorado  River 
Dam  fund;  (B)  the  basis  of  rate  determination,  and  (C) 
the  method  of  operating  the  power  plant.  It  does  not  affect 
the  Colorado  River  Compact,  the  Ail-American  Canal,  or 
other  features  of  the  Project  Act,  nor  the  primary  concep- 
tion that  power  is  being  sold  to  pay  for  the  dam.  rather  than 
the  dam  being  built  to  sell  power,  and  is  subordinate  to 
navigation,  flood  control,  and  irrigation. 

A 

Changes  in  fixed  charges  are  made  in  four  respects,  as 
follows : 

First.  Interest  is  reduced  from  4  to  3  percent.  Four  percent 
is  excessive.  The  actual  cost  of  Federal  borrowings  outstand- 
ing during  construction  of  the  dam  was  slightly  less  than  2.8 
percent.  The  present  long-term  Federal  interest  cost,  as  de- 
termined by  R.  E.  A.  is  2.66  percent.  A  rate  of  3  percent  is 
authorized  for  power  development  by  the  Reclamation  Repay- 
ment Act  of  1939.  At  Bonneville  SVi  percent  is  charged  at 
present,  but  Is  not  fixed  by  statute,  and  may  be  changed;  this 
rate  is  charged  on  only  32  percent  of  the  investment,  the  rest 
being  written  off;  no  firm -power  contracts  were  made  in  ad- 
vance, and  the  Government  bears  the  risk  of  finding  a  market 
after  completion.  The  market  for  Boulder  Dam  energy  was 
assured,  in  advance  of  construction,  by  firm  contracts  for  100 
percent  of  the  firm  power  for  50  years.  A  lower  rate  of  in- 
terest, commensurate  with  the  lesser  risk,  is  justified.  Four 
percent  is  charged  on  P.  W.  A.  loans,  but  45  percent  of  the 
project  cost  is  written  off.    There  was  no  grant  here. 

Second.  Twenty-five  million  dollars  was  allocated  by  the 
Project  Act  to  flood  control — although  a  flood-control  dam 
would  have  cost  $35,000,000  to  $40,000,000 — to  be  repaid  only 
out  of  excess  revenues.  If  any.  If  they  were  Inadequate,  re- 
payment was  deferred  until  the  rest  of  the  investment  was 
repaid.  Recent  studies  indicate  that  there  would  be  no 
excess  whatever  after  1945.  The  bill  makes  the  flood-control 
allocation  definitely  repayable,  without  interest,  after  the 
balance  of  the  investment  Is  retired,  and  waives  interest  on  it. 
Flood-control  expenditures  are  ordinarily  nonreimbursable. 


Tlie  flood  protection  ia  not  for  the  power  users  but  for  farming 
communities  two  or  three  hundred  miles  away  from  the  center 
of  power  use. 

Third.  Twenty-flve  million  dollars,  not  required  by  the 
Project  Act,  must  be  paid  the  Treasury  under  the  bill  for 
use  in  the  development  of  the  Colorado  River  Basin  at  the 
rate  of  $500,000  per  year. 

Fourth.  Three  hundred  thousand  dollars  each  year  will  be 
paid  to  each  of  the  States  of  Arizona  and  Nevada  in  commu- 
tation of  the  18^/4  percent  of  excess  revenues  given  each  State 
by  the  Project  Act. 

B 

The  bin  stabilizes  the  rate  base.  The  Project  Act  set  up  an 
initial  rate  standard  and  a  different  rate  standard  for  periodic 
revisions: 

First.  The  rate  initially  fixed  was  required  to  be  high 
enough,  if  maintained  for  50  years,  to  repay  the  investment- 
minus  flood  control — ^with  interest.  The  rate  actually  fixed 
wa«  over  50  percent  higher  than  even  that  requirement,  be- 
cause only  64  percent  of  the  contract  revenues  were  taken 
into  account,  the  metropolitan  water  district's  contract  being 
Ignored  because  the  district  had  not  then  voted  bonds.  It  has 
since  done  so  and  built  a  $200,000,000  aqueduct  for  municipal 
and  domestic  purposes.  Thus  the  initial  rate,  during  the  early 
years,  is  very  high;  but — 

Second.  The  Project  Act  required  a  rate  revision  in  1945, 
and  each  10  years  afterward,  upward  or  downward,  as  com- 
petitive prices — costs  of  fuel -generated  power — at  distributing 
points  and  competitive  centers  might  require.  In  1930  it  was 
generally  believed  that  the  sources  of  supply  of  fuel  oil  were 
nearlng  depletion,  that  fuel  prices  would  advance  very  sub- 
stantially, and  that,  therefore,  rates  based  upon  competitive 
conditions  would  assure  amortization  in  50  years.  Instead, 
new  sources  of  supply  for  the  Los  Angeles  area  have  been  de- 
veloped and  fuc;l-oll  prices  have  materially  decreased.  The 
existing  act,  therefore,  docs  not  assure  amortization  within 
50  years,  because  the  present  rate  is  subject  to  an  early  down- 
ward revision,  which  would  probably  eliminate  all  excess  rev- 
enues, and  hence  any  further  payments  on  the  flood -control 
item  or  to  Arizona  and  Nevada. 

The  bill  abolishes  the  hazardous  and  speculative  com- 
petitive basis  and  substitutes  a  rate  mathematically  com- 
puted to  be  adequate  to  meet  operation,  maintenance,  re- 
placements, and  all  fixed  charges  enumerated  above.  Com- 
plete amortization  of  the  Investment  is  assured  for  the  first 
time. 

0 

Changes  in  operation  of  the  plant:  The  bill  is  contingent 
on  substitution  of  Government  operation,  directly  or  through 
agents,  for  the  present  lef.se.  Secretary  Ickes  has  agreed 
that  if  the  bill  Is  adopted  the  plant  will  be  operated  by  the 
present  lessees,  the  city  of  Los  Angeles  and  the  Southern 
California  Edison  Co.,  Ltd..  as  Government  agents. 

SUM  MART   or   RBBTTLTS   OF  THX   BUX 

The  Government  is  assured: 

First.  The  receipt  of  all  money  necessary  for  operation 
and  maintenance  and  for  the  ordinary  replacements  re- 
quired to  keep  the  dam  and  power  plant  in  good  operating 
condition; 

Second.  The  return  of  Its  entire  investment  within  the  50- 
year  period,  with  interest,  except  the  $25,000,000  flood-control 
item,  which  will  be  repayable  after  the  50-year  period,  without 
interest,  although  ordinarily  flood-control  advances  are  not 
repayable  at  all ; 

Third,  twenty-flve  million  dollars  for  development  in  the 
river  basin;  and 

Fourth,  "nie  ownership  of  the  dam  and  power  plant,  which 
during  the  50-year  period  will  be  operated  and,  through 
maintenance  and  replacements,  kept  in  good  operating  con- 
dition, at  the  expense  of  the  power  contractors,  and  at  the 
end  of  the  period,  although  fully  paid  for  by  them,  owned  by 
the  Government. 

Under  P.  W.  A.  power  projects  constructed  during  the  same 
period  the  Government  loaned  55  percent  of  the  cost  and 
made  an  outright  grant  of  45  percent.  After  the  borrower 
bad  repaid  slightly  more  than  half  tbe  cost*  with  interest. 
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It,  and  not  the  aorenxment,  owned  the  project.    Here  the 
Government  gets  aU  its  money  back  and  owns  the  plant 

forever. 

The  power  users  receive  a  rate  assured  against  major  fluc- 
tuations for  50  years.  Although  the  rate  wiU  be  lower  than 
the  rate  ttxed  until  1945,  U  wUl  be  higher  than  the  present 

cost  of  steam  power.  ^        ,  * 

Ariaona  and  Nevada  receive  ttxed  amounts  in  lieu  of  taxes. 
Instead  of  a  speculaUve  share  of  profits,  if  any,  thus  through 
the  payment  of  an  amount  fixed  by  compromise  carrying  out 
the  intent  of  the  original  act. 

All  the  Colorado  River  Basin  shares  not  only  in  the  benefits 
of  the  Ctovemment's  development  fund  but  also  in  the  elimi- 
nation of  features  of  the  existing  law  which  in  the  past  have 
resiilted  in  discord. 
Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Artema.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUe- 

man  yield? 

Mr.  SCRUOHAM.    Yes. 

BIr.  MURDCX^K  of  Ariama.  Does  the  gentleman  feel  that 
this  legislation  would  guarantee  the  United  States  Treasury 
repayment  in  better  and  more  certain  form  than  the  present 
existing  law? 

Mr.  SCRUOHAM.    Absolutely. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Muirorl. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  rather  a  complicated 
and  comprehensive  biU  to  consider  adequately  and  thoroughly 
in  the  40  minutes  aUotted  to  it  under  suspension  of  the  rules. 
It  really  demonstrates  I  think  as  clearly  as  any  bill  which 
we  will  have  before  us  this  year  the  result  of  certain  power 
policies  inaugurated  by  the  New  Deal,  and  which  are  now 
beginning  to  bear  a  harvest  In  legislation  of  this  type.    It  will 
be  recalled  that  the  Boulder  Dam  project  was  one  of  the  first 
big  power  projects  of  the  country.    It  was  put  through  imder 
a  RepubUcan  administration  under  the  old-fashioned  idea 
that  those  communities  receiving  the  benefits  of  power  proj- 
ects should  be  compelled  to  pay  for  these  benefits,  and  would 
be  compelled  to  pay  for  them  by  paying  for   power   rates 
lower  than  formerly,  but  hl^  enough  to  amortize  the  project. 
But  since  that  time  have  come  the  Bonneville  project,  the 
T.  V.  A.  development,  and  others  put  forth  under  a  different 
philosophy,  a  philosophy  that  the  public  as  a  whole  should 
pay  for  power  projects  destined  primarily  to  give  preferential 
rates  to  particular  localities.    Coming  from  a  State  where 
we  have  few  industries,  it  is  not  my  particular  problem,  except 
to  point  out  to  States  like  the  New  England  States,  and  indus- 
trial areas  like  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Wisconsin,  all  of  which 
have  representatives  here  to  take  care  of  their  interests,  that 
If  we  continue  the  philosophy  of  loading  upon  the  entire 
PMenU  Treasury  and  all  of  the  taxpayers,  the  responsibility 
of  paying  for  projects  to  give  preferential  low-power  rates  to 
certain  localities,  the  industries  of  this  country  will  gravitate 
to  the  areEis  around  those  power  projects  inevitably  as  a  law 
of  economics. 

But  coming  from  a  great  farm  State,  as  I  do.  I  have  no 
further  obligations  in  that  regard  except  to  point  out  the 
fact  to  representatives  of  areas  directly  interested.  I  do 
point  this  out  as  a  member  of  the  committee  which  studied 
this  bill,  as  this  is  a  dangerous  manifestation  of  the  trend 
which  xmder  the  New  Deal  has  been  accentuated  and  aggra- 
vated to  a  very  hazardous  degree;  that  is,  that  after  a 
series  of  power  projects  have  been  completed  and  a  survey 
is  made,  if  It  ts  then  determined  that  project  C  has  made  a 
preferential  deal  with  the  Government,  the  representatives 
of  projects  A  and  B  and  D  and  E  come  to  Congress  and 
say,  "We  are  entitled  to  just  as  good  a  deal  as  that  of 
project  C."  Consequently,  Gresham's  law  of  money  comes 
into  play  in  the  power  business,  and  the  bad  projects  drive 
out  the  good  projects,  just  as  bad  money  drives  out  good 
money  in  a  monetary  system,  and  good  Government  con- 
tracts such  as  this  one  are  driven  out  of  existence  by  argu- 
ments, more  or  less  valid,  which  we  have  heard  used  by 
gentlemen  interested  in  this  seven-State  project.  This  good 
project  is  being  driven  out  of  existence  because  the  bad 
projects  of  T.  V.  A.  and  preferential  contracts  at  Bonneville 
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have  given  them  preferential  rates  to  comparison  with  Boul- 
der Dam.  So  we  see  the  rule  in  operation  very  clearly  In  this 
legislation.  The  worst  contract  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
Government  and  the  taxpayers  becomes  the  standard  which 
all  other  projects  seek  to  emulate. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no  desire  to  penalize  the  States  in- 
terested in  this  particular  project;  they  have  good  reason  to 
ask  for  consideration  comparable  to  that  given  other  projects. 
But,  by  the  same  t<*en.  so  have  all  other  communities  a  . 
right  and  reason  to  ask  for  cheaper  power  if  that  is  to  be 
accepted  as  a  responsibility  of  the  Government. 

I  call  attention  to  the  manner  in  which  Gresham's  law 
works  on  Government  projects  not  to  defeat  this  specific  cry 
for  help  but  to  caution  Congress  that  since  the  worst  deal 
in  a  series  tends  to  become  the  vmlversal  law  of  the  land," 
Congress  should  go  stow  in  setting  up  imsoimd  projects  in 
any  field  of  endeavor. 

I  say,  I  think  there  is  some  logic  in  the  argument  that  we 
should  not  penalize  this  particular  project  for  uneconomic 
concessions  extending  to  others,  but  it  does  demonstrate 
clearly  that  if  this  country  conthiues  the  procedure  of  taxing 
the  citizens  of  all  the  country  to  give  preferential  power  rates 
to  citizens  in  a  !^mall  section  of  the  country,  the  industries 
which  are  now  happily  located  in  New  England,  in  Ohio,  in 
Illinois,  and  elsewhere  will  no  longer  pay  taxes  in  those 
States,  but  will  quite  naturally  go  to  the  areas  where  the 
Government  as  a  whole,  using  the  taxpayers*  money  taken 
from  the  people  as  a  whole,  is  giving  cheap  power  rates  to 
those  areas. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MUNDT.    If  I  have  time. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  You  would  not  object  to  tax- 
ing the  whole  coimtry  to  help  out  certain  sections  for  agri- 
culture, would  you? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  certainly  would  object  to  any  position 
which  would  tend  to  make  an  unjiist  relationship  between 
agriculture  and  the  whole  country.  The  difficxilty  with  your 
implied  argument  is  that  the  rest  of  the  country  has  been 
mooching  on  the  farmers  for  the  past  10  years,  failing  to 
pay  the  farmer  the  cost  of  production  for  the  things  which 
he  raises  on  the  farm. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.    Since  this  is  the  farmer,  then 
it  is  all  right? 
Mr.  MUNDT.    Since  which  Is  the  farmer? 
Mr.  GEYER  of  California.    Since  the  discrimination  is  in 
favor  of  the  fanner,  this  is  O.  K.? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  To  my  best  knowledge,  the  Government  un- 
fortunately has  never  discriminated  in  favor  of  the  farmer. 
The  farmer  has  always  gotten  the  seamy  side  of  the  cloak 
of  discrimination. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California  [Mr.  Hwshaw]. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  a  very  high  regard 
for  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mxtndt].  He  and 
I  are  personal  friends.  I  know  he  has  given  a  great  deal  of 
study  to  this  measure  and  that  he  has  arrived  at  certain  con- 
clusions with  which,  imfortimately,  I  cannot  agree. 

In  the  first  place,  mention  is  made  that  we  will  receive 
some  preferentially  low  power  rates  in  California.  I  would 
like  to  inform  the  House  and  my  good  friend  that,  as  far  as 
we  are  concerned,  we  can  generate  steam -generated  power 
from  oil  much  cheaper  than  we  can  buy  it  from  Boulder  Dam. 
The  only  reason  we  are  interested  now,  as  we  have  been  in 
the  past,  in  the  power  from  Boulder  Dam  is  the  fact  that  we 
need  water.  We  must  have  water.  In  order  to  get  water  we 
must  have  Boulder  Dam. 
Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HINSHAW.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  at  the  time 
of  the  construction  of  the  Boulder  Canyon  project  you  could 
generate  power  cheaper  at  Los  Angeles  than  you  could  get  it 
from  the  Boulder  Canyon  project? 
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Mr.  HINSHAW.    That  is  quite  true. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  And  you  made  that  sacrifice  in 
order  to  get  your  permanent  water  supi^? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  That  is  exactly  true.  I  thank  the  gentle- 
man from  Utah.  We  paid  a  higher  rate  for  power  than  we 
needed  to  in  the  first  place,  and  we  are  willing  to  pay  it  now,  in 
order  to  get  water,  for  our  land  without  water  is  a  desert. 
With  the  water  our  land  becomes  a  garden,  and  many  of  you 
who  have  been  there  know  what  it  is.  Anyone  who  would 
intimate  that  we  do  not  intend  to  pay  for  this  project  is  cer- 
tainly misunderstanding  the  question  and.  I  believe,  mis- 
stating the  facts. 

In  this  whole  plan  we  are  guaranteeing  the  payment  of  100 
cents  on  the  dollar  to  the  United  States  Government  for  the 
loan  which  it  is  making  to  us  to  enable  us  directly  or  indi- 
rectly to  obtain  water.  We  are  paying  interest  on  that  loan, 
and  we  are  doing  something  beyond  that.  We  are  paying  for 
A  flood-control  project  which  is  as  far  from  the  consimiing 
center  of  this  power  as  Pittsburgh  is  from  Washington.  If 
any  Member  of  this  House  knows  any  district  in  the  United 
States  that  itself,  as  a  district,  is  paying  for  a  fiood-control 
project  175  miles  from  its  back  door.  I  would  like  to  know 
where  it  is.  But  we  are  doing  all  those  things  in  order  to 
obtain  water.  I  think  we  should  have  your  favorable  consid- 
eration on  this  bill  and  give  us  a  chance  to  compete  somewhat 
with  the  other  sections  of  the  country. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    What  rate  of  interest? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  We  are  now  paying  4  percent  interest,  and 
the  interest  rate  wiU  be  reduced  imder  this  bill  to  3  percent. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  srield  the  gentleman  2  additional  minutes. 
Mr.  Speaker.  i 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield?        ^ 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  PORD.  Is  It  not  true  that  after  we  have 
paid  back  the  entire  sum,  after  we  have  paid  $25,000,000  for 
flood  control,  which  no  other  power  project  ever  paid,  then  we 
turn  the  thing  back  to  the  United  States  free  and  clear  for  its 
use  and  benefit  forever? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  gentleman  is  entirely  correct.  We  not 
only  pay  for  it  and  pay  interest  on  the  loan  and  pay  for  $25,- 
000.000  worth  of  fiood  control  which  is  of  no  direct  t)encfit  to 
us.  but  we  give  it  back  to  the  United  States  free  and  clear  and 
pay  for  the  development  of  the  upper  and  lower  basin  States  to 
boot. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  What  explanation  do  you  give  for 
the  reduction  in  the  interest  rate  which  you  are  asking?  Why 
should  you  have  a  reduction  from  4  to  3  percent? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  That  is  a  very  complicated  subject  and  I 
will  try  to  explain  it  briefiy.  In  the  first  place,  the  present  ar- 
rangement is  that  every  10  years  the  rates  for  power  shall  be 
adjusted  in  accordance  with  the  competitive  rates  in  Los  An- 
geles County.  Those  competitive  rates  will  be  reduced  in  1945. 
The  sum  of  money  we  pay  to  the  Colorado  River  Dam  fund 
is  the  sum  that  we  will  pay  for  electricity  on  a  competitive 
rate.  Then  the  Colorado  River  Dam  fund  in  turn  distributes 
that  to  the  Treasxiry,  paying  part  of  It  in  Interest  and  part  of 
it  In  principal.  If  you  leave  the  contract  as  it  is.  the  Govern- 
ment w^ill  be  the  loser;  also  will  other  States  which  are  coop- 
erating with  us  in  this  venture.  l)ecause  the  rates  will  be  very 
considerably  reduced  under  the  existing  plan.  While  it  ac- 
tually appears  to  be  a  reduction  in  interest  the  total  amoimt 
that  will  be  paid  to  the  Government  under  the  new  plan  is 
equal  to  or  greater  than  under  the  present  plan. 

ICr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Is  it  not  true  that  this  legisla- 
tion substitutes  a  certainty  for  an  uncertainty? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    It  substitutes  a  certainty  for  an  imcer- 
tainty  both  to  the  Government  and  to  the  people  of  the 
Basin  States  and  to  the  poorer  consumers  in  Los  Angeles 
County,  the  ones  passing  this  bill. 
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Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  (H.  R.  9877)  represents  a  meetinc 
of  the  minds  of  the  responsible  officials  in  seven  Western 
States  and  in  a  number  of  cities  in  Los  Angeles  County  and 
several  other  power  contractors  such  as  the  Metropolitan 
Water  District.  It  has  been  a  colossal  task  to  bring  about 
this  meeting  of  minds  of  so  many  divergent  Interests.  After 
their  agreement  had  been  consxmimated,  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  the  Biu-eau  of  the  Budget,  and  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  all  had  their  day  and  say.  I 
pay  special  tribute  to  the  energy  and  persistence  of  the 
committee  of  sixteen  and  its  able  chairmen,  and  to  the 
dogged  perseverance  of  Mr.  E.  F.  Scattercood,  general  man- 
ager of  the  bureau  of  water  and  power  of  the  City  of  Los 
Angeles.  These  men  have  served  their  people  well  and 
faithfully  in  bringing  this  solution  to  fruition. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Lkland  M.  Ford]. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like  to  Join 
in  what  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  California  (Mr. 
HiNSHAwl  has  just  said.  The  facts,  briefly,  are  these:  We  are 
asking  for  3  percent  interest.  We  have  paid  4.  Out  in  our  dis- 
trict we  put  up  $220,000,000.  We  did  not  come  around  a&kmg 
for  any  gift.  We  put  up  our  own  money.  We  are  going  to  pay 
it  off  100  percent.  When  the  time  is  up  the  Government  will 
get  this  dam  without  putting  any  money  into  it.  it  will  be  paid 
off  fully.    We  are  paymg  interest  on  it. 

We  are  not  asking  for  any  grants,  we  are  Just  asking  that  we 
be  not  discriminated  against  with  reference  to  this  matter  of 
Interest.  Many  interests  of  the  country  fare  far  more  liber- 
ally than  we  have — they  have  received  grants,  they  have  re- 
ceived higher  percentages  with  reference  to  the  amount  of 
fiood  control  that  has  been  written  off.  As  my  coQeague  says, 
the  flood  control  provided  by  this  dam  is  not  in  our  district,  it 
is  170  miles  from  us.  The  flood  control  goes  primarily  to  the 
Imperial  Valley.  Notwithstanding  that  we  are  paying  it  o£F. 
but  we  feel  we  are  entitled  to  this  adjustment.  Furthermore, 
we  have  agreed  to  take  100  percent  of  the  power.  Let  me 
point  out  for  your  information  that  in  no  other  case  in  the 
construction  of  any  of  these  new  dams  has  a  community  been 
required  to  take  all  the  power.  We  took  it  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  we  could  produce  power  in  our  own  city  at  a 
rate  far  cheaper.  But  we  took  it  in  order  to  get  the  water. 
We  believe  we  are  entitled  to  the  bill  because  we  are  paying 
our  way  and  we  are  not  asking  any  grants. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Wyoming  (Mr.  HortomJ. 

Mr.  HORTON.  Mi.  Speaker.  I  will  not  take  5  minutes  be- 
cause I  see  the  Members  have  made  up  their  minds  on  this 
bill.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and 
Reclamation,  but  I  have  followed  this  bill  for  the  last  20 
years.  I  want  to  assure  the  House  that  I  am  absolutely  in 
favor  of  this  bill  and  all  the  provisions  of  the  bill. 

There  is  no  question  m  the  world  but  what  the  Govern- 
ment will  get  every  dollar  and  get  it  more  surely  under 
these  new  provisions  than  imder  the  old.  Every  dollar  will 
be  returned  to  the  Government.  The  title  to  the  Boulder 
Dam  project  is  now  in  the  name  of  the  Government,  and 
when  the  cost  is  entirely  paid  off  title  will  still  remain  in  the 
Government. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  *  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yiekl? 

Mr.  HORTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  want  to  confirm  every  word  the  gen- 
tleman has  said.  I  am  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Reclamation  which  had  this  bill  under  consideration.  We 
held  extensive  hearings  on  tlie  matter.  I  am  convinced  that 
the  Government  today  through  the  enactment  of  this  bill 
will  be  much  better  secxired  for  the  return  of  the  money  that 
it  has  invested  than  it  has  been  under  the  law  as  it  exists.  I 
have  supported  the  bill  all  along,  and  am  going  to  support  it 
today. 

Mr.  HORTON.  I  may  say  that  this  is  not  a  departmental 
bill.  This  bill  is  the  result  of  20  years  of  effort  and  intensive 
study  on  the  part  of  outstanding  engineers  of  the  West. 


SU2 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  17 


The  Colorado  River  compact  was  entered  into  after  exten- 
sive hearings.  The  gentleman  from  Nevada  (Mr.  Scrucham], 
foi  instance,  was  there  at  that  time  as  was  also  the  Governor 
of  Wyoming,  who  afterward  went  to  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate. Another  man  who  became  Governor  of  Wyoming  was 
also  there.  That  is  the  type  of  men  who  worked  this  thing 
out.  The  best  engineers  throughout  that  western  coiintry 
worked  on  the  bill.  So  it  is  not  in  any  sense  of  the  word  a 
departmental  bill,  but  is  the  result  of  intensive  study  on  the 
part  of  those  best  fitted  to  understand  the  subject. 

BOULDEB    CAWTOjr    PROJECT    ADJUSTMENT    ACT 

The  question  of  modification  of  the  Boulder  Canyon  Proj- 
ect Act  as  to  rates  and  repayment,  without  modification  of 
the  rights  of  Arizona  and  Nevada,  or  ot,the  Basin  States, 
was  before  Congress  in  1937.  At  that  time  it  was  opposed  by 
the  Interior  Department  and  the  congressional  dolgations 
of  all  four  of  the  Upper  Basin  States  of  the  Colorado  River. 
Such  legislation  not  only  involved  the  determination  of  a  fair 
rate  iMtse  but  protection  of  the  Government's  investment  and 
adjustment  of  the  interests  of  the  States  of  the  Colorado 
River  Basin. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  various  Members  of 
Congress  at  that  time  advised  the  power  contractors  at 
Boulder  Dam  that  it  would  be  necessary  for  them  tO  confer 
with  the  representatives  of  the  States  of  the  basin.  Since 
Boulder  Dam  and  its  facilities  were  a  reclamation  project, 
operated  and  maintained  under  direction  of  the  Interior 
Department,  the  Secretary  stated  he  would  cooperate  in  an 
attempt  to  reach  an  understanding  among  the  various  in- 
terests as  a  basis  of  proposed  legislation.  The  Government 
as  an  interested  party  was  thus  properly  represented  through 
the  Interior  Department  with  active  participation  of  the 
Reclamation  Bureau. 

For  a  period  of  over  a  year  the  representatives  of  the 
States  and  power  contractors  carried  on  conferences.  Ques- 
tions affecting  power  rates  and  resulting  revenues  from  the 
Boulder  power  plant  were  involved.  This  necessitated  the 
making  of  extensive  studies  which  were  imdertaken  by  all 
the  interested  parties. 

After  the  basis  of  agreement  between  the  States  and  power 
contractors  was  reached,  there  followed  numerous  confer- 
ences with  ofiBcials,  engineers,  and  accountants  of  the  In- 
terior Department  in  an  effort  to  reach  a  form  of  legislation 
which  would  protect  the  Government  investment  and  at  the 
same  time  preserve  the  essential  features  of  the  agreement 
between  the  interests  in  the  basin.  It  was  also  referred  to 
the  Treasury  Department  and  Budget  Bureau. 

The  legislation  now  before  Congress  thus  had  its  inception 
in  and  is  sponsored  by  the  interests  within  the  Colorado 
River  basin.  It  has  the  approval  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  as  evidenced  by  the  report  of  that  Department.  It 
clearly  defines  the  interests  of  the  parties  involved:  it  re- 
moves the  uncertainties  and  ambiguities  of  the  original  act: 
and  it  provides  for  a  more  certain  repayment  of  the  Gov- 
ernment's investment  in  50  years  by  fixing  the  rate  base 
on  an  amortization  basis  Instead  of  leaving  the  rate  to  be 
adjusted  from  time  to  time  on  a  competitive  basis. 

The  legislation  Is  sought  by  the  interests  in  the  seven  Colo- 
rado River  basin  States,  but  is  designed  to  and  does  protect 
the  Investment  of  the  Government. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  MttkdockI. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker,  so  far  as  the  peo- 
ple of  Utah  are  concerned,  this  bill  is  the  most  vital  that 
this  House  will  consider,  or  has  considered  at  this  session  of 
Congress.  Back  in  1922.  Wyoming.  Colorado.  Utah.  New 
Mexico.  Arlxona.  Nevada,  and  California,  the  seven  great 
States  comprising  the  drainage  system  of  the  Colorado  River. 
aoAared  into  a  compact  dividing  the  waters  of  the  Colorado 
River  between  what  were  designated  in  the  compact  as  the 
upper  and  lower  basins  of  the  Colorado  River.  In  the 
upper  basin  are  the  States  of  Utah.  Wyoming.  Colorado,  and 
New  Mexico:  and  in  the  lower  basin.  Arizona,  Nevada,  and 
California.    Besides  dividing  the  water,  the  compact  con- 


templated and  comprehended  a  comprehensive  development 
and  utilization  of  this  great  resource,  the  Colorado  River. 
It  contemplated  the  utilization  of  every  drop  of  water  in 
that  great  river  system  that  it  was  feasible  and  possible  to 
conserve  for  domestic  use,  fpr  irrigation,  for  mining,  for 
power,  and  for  recreation.  After  the  compact  was  duly 
signed  by  the  seven  signatory  States.  It  was  then  referred 
to  the  legislatures  of  the  respective  States  for  ratification. 
All  of  the  States  ratified  it  with  the  exception  of  Arizona. 
Arizona's  Legislature,  up  to  this  time,  has  failed  to  ratify, 
but  we  are  still  hopeful  that  she  will  see  the  light  and  see 
the  equity  of  ratification,  and  that  we  may  soon  announce 
to  the  Congress  that  Arizona  has  joined  her  six  sister  States. 
In  1928  the  Boulder  Canyon  Project  Act  was  passed.  It 
provided  for  the  construction  of  what  is  now  commonly  re- 
ferred to  as  the  Boulder  Dam.  The  primary  purpose  of  this 
great  dam  and  the  reservoir  created  thereby  was  the  assur- 
ance to  southern  California  and  its  rapidly  expanding  popu- 
lation a  p>ermanent  and  adequate  supply  of  culinary  water. 
There  were  secondary  purposes,  such  as  power,  flood  control, 
and  navigation,  and  we  find  now  that  the  recreational 
features  made  possible  by  this  vast  dam  and  reservoir  loom 
very  large  in  the  picture,  and  it  will  probably  develop  into 
one  of  the  Nation's  greatest  recreational  centers. 

It  was  known  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  Boulder 
Canyon  Project  Act  in  1928  that  power  could  be  developed 
cheaper  right  in  Los  Angeles  than  it  could  l>e  generated  and 
transmitted  from  the  Boulder  Canyon  project  to  Los  Angeles 
and  the  surrounding  territory.  But  in  order  to  assure  the 
great  population  of  southern  California  an  adequate  and 
permanent  culinary  water  supply,  the  people  and  even  the 
utility  companies  engaged  in  business  in  that  locality  were 
willing  to  sacrifice  something  in  the  way  of  increased  power 
rates  in  order  to  secure  this  permanent  supply  of  culinary 
water. 

The  failure  of  Arizona  to  ratify  the  compact  by  legislative 
act  created  a  barrier  to  the  act,  but  this  was  overcome  by 
Congress  agreeing  in  the  act  itself  that  with  the  ratification 
of  six  States  the  Federal  Government  would  proceed  with 
the  project.  Congress,  considering  the  compact  entered  into 
and  ratified  by  the  six  States,  definitely  understood  that  each 
and  all  of  the  States  along  the  Colorado  River  had  a  vital 
stake  in  its  development. 

Southern  California,  realizing  that  the  power  facilities  to 
be  developed  afforded  by  far  the  best  means  of  repayment 
to  the  Government  of  the  Federal  investment  in  the  project, 
placed  the  burden  of  repayment  on  power  revenues.  The 
Boulder  Canyon  Project  Act  provided  that  not  one  dollar 
of  Federal  money  should  be  expended  on  the  project  until 
contracts  were  entered  into  securely  and  adequately  pro- 
viding for  repa3mient  of  the  principal  and  Interest  necessary 
In  the  construction  of  the  project  within  the  period  of  50 
years.  The  act  also  provided  that  $25,000,000  of  the  amount 
necessary  for  construction  should  be  allocated  to  flood 
control.  This  item  was  to  be  repaid  out  of  62  Vz  percent  of 
excess  power  revenues:  18%  ijercent  of  excess  revenues  was 
to  be  paid  to  each  of  the  States  of  Nevada  and  Arizona. 
The  act  also  provided  an  interest  rate  of  4  percent.  It  also 
provided  that  after  repayment  of  the  $25,000,000  allocated 
to  fiood  control,  all  excess  revenues  from  power  above  the 
Zl^/2  percent  going  to  the  States  of  Arizona  and  Nevada 
should  be  paid  into  a  development  fund,  which  should  be 
earmarked  and  set  apart  for  the  development  of  the  Colo- 
rado River  and  Its  tributaries.  The  act  provided  that  the 
rate  of  falling  water  at  the  dam  per  kilowatt-hour  should 
be  based  on  competitive  rates  in  the  area  of  consiimpUon 
of  the  power. 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  worked  out  in  great  detail 
elatwrate  schedules  of  revenues  from  the  dam  and  segre- 
gated these  revenues  into  payments  of  principal,  interest, 
maintenance,  and  upkeep,  replacement  pasmients  to  Arizona 
and  Nevada,  retirement  of  the  fiood -control  item,  and 
finally,  payments  into  the  development  fund.  Graphs  were 
also  prepared,  fully  illustrating  what  the  revenues  would  be 
and  their  disposition.    In  these  schedules  of  revenues  and 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


8443 


their  disbursement,  and  in  these  graphs  illustrating  the 
receipt  of  revenues  and  their  disposition,  a  very  vivid  and 
beautiful  picture  was  painted  to  the  upper  basin  States  as 
to  what  would  be  received  in  the  development  ftmd  for 
development  in  these  States. 

The  people  and  the  officials  of  my  State — and  I  am  sure  the 
same  thing  can  be  said  for  the  other  upper  basin  States — 
looked  forward  to  the  completion  of  this  great  Boulder  Canyon 
project  and  the  vast  revenues  to  come  in  from  it  with  the 
hope  and  ambition  that  it  would  not  be  long  until  projects  in 
Utah  and  the  other  States  would  be  commenced  and  com- 
pleted. The  act  provided  that  in  1945  power  rates  should  be 
revised  upward  or  downward,  according  to  competitive  condi- 
tions in  the  area  of  consumption  of  power.  California  seemed 
unwilling  to  wait  until  1945  for  this  revision.  Immediately 
on  completion  of  the  project,  and  even  l)efore  one  dime  had 
been  repaid  to  the  Federal  Government  by  the  power  con- 
tractors, consisting  of  the  dty  of  Los  Angeles,  the  Metro- 
I)olitan  Water  District,  which  Includes  the  city  of  Los  Angeles, 
and  a  number  of  other  cities  and  commututies  in  its  vicinity, 
and  the  Southern  California  Edison  Co.,  started  a  movement 
for  revision  of  power  rates.  They  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  interest  rate  of  4  percent  was  exorbitant.  They 
pointed  out  that  rates  at  Bonneville  and  rates  promulgated 
by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  were  unfair  and  preju- 
dicial to  southern  California  because  of  higher  rates  she  would 
have  to  pay  in  the  use  of  Boulder  power. 

A  hearing  was  had  before  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  but, 
being  unwilling  to  even  await  the  decision  of  Secretary  Ickes, 
the  power  contractors  from  the  Boulder  Canyon  project  spon- 
sored legislation  in  the  form  of  a  rider  which  was  attached 
to  the  Bonneville  project  legislation  3  years  ago.  Realizing 
that  this  legislation  was  absolutely  unfair  to  my  State  and 
prejudicial  to  her  interests.  I  opposed  the  rider  to  the  Bonne- 
ville legislation  before  the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Committee  of 
the  House.  I  opposed  It  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  and  the 
result  was  that  it  was  stricken  from  the  Bonneville  bill. 

We  were  threatened  by  Nevada,  Arizona,  and  California 
St  nators  that  the  rider  would  be  attached  in  the  Senate,  so  I 
followed  the  legislation  to  the  Senate,  appeared  before  Senate 
committees,  conferred  with  Senators  from  the  seven  Colorado 
River  States,  and  the  rider  providing  for  modification  of  rates 
at  Boulder  was  unsuccessful  in  passage  at  that  time.  During 
these  committee  hearings  and  during  conferences  on  this  legis- 
lation. I  adamantly  and  consistently  took  the  position  that  my 
State  had  not  been  provided  for  in  the  original  act;  that  what 
It  was  to  get  from  power  revenues  from  the  Boulder  Canyon 
pioject  were  very  uncertain  and  indefinite,  and  that  before  I 
would  agree  to  any  modification  of  these  rates.  I  would  have  to 
know  definitely  what  was  coming  to  the  upper  basin  States  for 
development  of  projects  in  these  States,  and  especially  in  the 
State  of  Utah.  On  being  asked  what  I  considered  the  upper 
basin  States  were  entitled  to,  I  arrived  at  a  minimum  of 
$500,000  aimually,  to  be  paid  into  a  development  fund  for  the 
upper  basin  States  during  the  50-year  period  of  amortization. 

My  suggestion  of  $500,000  to  the  upper-basin  States  an- 
nually was  ridiculed  and  denounced  by  the  power  contractors 
as  being  exorbitant  and  unreasonable.  After  the  adjouniment 
of  Congress  in  1937,  the  Governors  of  the  Colorado  River 
States  began  negotiations  with  respect  to  modification  of  power 
rates.  These  negotiations  and  conferences  have  been  contin- 
ued right  up  to  and  during  the  present  session  of  Congress.  A 
bill  was  finally  unanimously  agreed  upon  by  the  agents  and 
officials  representing  the  7  States.  This  biU  was  Introduced  by 
Governor  Scrugham  of  Nevada  and  finally  was  brought  to  my 
attention.  I  gave  the  bill  thorough  study  and  pomted  out  that 
the  question  of  transmountain  diversion  was  not  sufficiently 
and  definitely  provided  for  in  the  Scrugham  bill.  I  pointed 
cut  to  the  sponsors  of  the  bill  that  the  provision  for  the  utlli- 
zaUon  of  the  waters  of  the  Colorado  River  system  for  Irriga- 
tion, electrical  power,  and  other  purposes  in  the  upper  bjisin 
and  lower  basin  as  defined  in  the  compact  might  be  technically 
construed  as  precluding  transmountain  diversions,  aiul  inas- 
much as  any  comprehensive  development  or  utilization  of  the 


Colorado  River  and  Its  tributaries  in  Utah  wcnild  of  necessity 
have  to  Include  transmountain  diversion  projects,  I  would  not 
consent  to  the  bill  unless  the  term  "States  of  the  upper  divi- 
sion" and  "States  of  the  lower  division"  were  substituted  for 
"upper  basin"  and  "lower  basin." 

This  amendment  was  agreed  to  and  placed  In  the  bllL 
The  bill,  as  Introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  Nevada.  Con- 
gressman ScKucHAif,  provided  for  an  annual  payment  of 
$500,000  Into  a  development  fund.  It  also  provided  for  a  pay- 
ment of  $600,000  annually  to  the  State  of  Nevada  and  Ari- 
zona. But  the  pasrments  to  Arizona  and  Nevada  were  to  com- 
mence June  30.  1938,  and  payments  Into  the  development 
fund  were  not  to  begin  until  2  years  later,  that  is,  June  30, 
1940.  I  pointed  out  that  since  both  payments,  that  is,  pay- 
ments to  Arizona  and  Nevada  on  the  one  hand,  and  payments 
into  the  development  fund  on  the  other,  came  from  the  same 
source  under  the  original  act,  to  wit,  excess  revenues,  it 
would  be  manifestly  unfair  to  allow  the  disparity  of  2  jrears 
in  commencing  these  payments.  On  this  question  I  ap- 
peared before  the  House  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Recla- 
mation some  weeks  ago,  and,  after  my  presentation  of  the 
matter  to  the  committee,  the  power  contractors,  as  well 
as  the  conunittee,  were  convinced  that  my  position  was 
correct  and  equitable,  so  they  readily  agreed  to  and  did 
accept  my  amendment  providing  for  commencement  of  pay- 
ments into  the  development  fund  t)eginning  June  30.  1938, 
the  same  as  payments  for  Arizona  and  Nevada.  This  amend- 
ment also  provided  that  the  additional  $1,000,000  into  the 
development  fund,  as  a  result  of  advancing  the  time  of  pay- 
ment for  2  years,  should  go  exclusively  to  the  Upper  Basin 
States.  Thus  my  amendment  resulted  in  adding  $1,000,000 
net  to  the  development  fund  for  the  Upper  Basin  States. 
I  also  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  payments  to  Nevada 
and  Arizona  were  made  contractual  obligations  oi  the  Fed- 
eral Government,  but  that  such  a  provision  had  been  omitted 
so  far  as  payments  into  the  development  fund  were  con- 
cerned, pointing  out  again  the  Inequity  of  this  omission. 
I  was  able  to  justify  my  position  on  this  question  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  Committee, 
and  the  amendment  suggested  by  me.  making  transfers  to 
the  development  fund  contractual  obligations  of  the  Federal 
Government,  was  adopted  by  the  conmalttee,  thus  precluding 
future  Congresses  from  tampering  with  or  modifying  this 
feature  of  the  bill. 

I  realize,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  bill  in  Its  present  form  will 
not  be  satisfactory  to  some  of  the  people  of  Utah.  It  is  not 
wholly  satisfactory  to  me;  but  my  observation  in  8  years  as 
a  Member  of  Congress  is  that  if  you  wait  until  all  people  are 
satisfied,  If  you  refuse  to  agree  to  anything  until  every  group 
has  placed  Its  approval  on  legislation,  the  result  is  no  legis- 
lation. I  have  been  given  to  understand,  and  it  has  been 
testified  to  by  officials  from  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  that 
in  all  probability  there  would  never  be  any  payments  Into 
the  development  fund  under  the  provisions  of  the  present  act, 
that  notwithstanding  the  beautiful  and  optimistic  pictures 
painted  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  back  in  1928,  with  ref- 
erence to  the  vast  amount  which  would  go  into  the  develop- 
ment fund,  we  must  now  disillusion  ourselves  and  face  the 
fact  that  unless  this  bill,  or  something  similar  to  It,  is  passed 
there  would  be  nothing  at  all  paid  into  the  development  fund. 
I  have  never  been  able  to  agree  with  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion  on  this  constmctlon  of  the  original  act,  but  it  is  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  who 
must  administer  the  act;  and  whether  I  like  It  or  not,  I  am 
bound  by  their  construction. 

I  am  frank  to  admit  that  $500,000  divided  among  four 
States,  as  It  must  be.  and  for  a  certain  period  during  the 
period  of  amortization,  among  all  seven  States,  is  not  a  very 
large  sum  of  money:  but.  as  compared  with  nothing,  it  as- 
sumes astronomical  proportions:  and  It  is  my  best  Judgment 
that  It  is  probably  the  best  proposition  that  we  will  ever  be 
able  to  work  out  on  the  disposition  of  the  power  revenues 
from  the  Boulder  project.  The  propitloiis  time  to  have 
definitely  fixed  the  rights  of  Utah  and  the  rights  of  the  other 
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upper-basin  States  was  in  the  original  act.  This  was  not 
done.  Whether  it  was  the  result  of  dereliction,  neglect,  in- 
diflerence,  or  what  not.  on  the  part  of  Utah's  delegation  In 
Congress  at  that  time.  I  will  not  say.  but  on  coming  to  Con- 
gress I  had  to  take  what  I  fovmd.  and  with  the  little  I  found 
to  work  with  I  feel  that  the  result  contained  in  the  present 
bill  should  be  very  satisfactory.  The  bill  as  originally  intro- 
duced by  the  gentleman  from  Nevada.  Governor  Scrugham. 
was  apparently  considered  satisfactory  by  the  officials  of  the 
State  of  Utah,  and  particularly  by  the  splendid  gentlemen 
who  represented  the  Governor  of  Utah  in  the  preparation  of 
the  bill.  The  bill  as  it  now  comes  to  us,  containing  my 
amendments,  is  an  infinitely  better  bill. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  present  bill,  there  will  be  adequate 
money  for  all  necessary  surveys  of  projects,  which,  of  course. 
Is  the  first  and  most  important  step  in  a  comprehensive  devel- 
opment of  the  waters  of  the  Colorado  River.  Agricultural 
development  in  the  State  of  Utah  has  little  chance  of  expan- 
sion except  in  the  utilization  of  the  waters  of  the  Colorado 
River.  Hydroelectric  development  in  the  State  of  Utah  is  also 
largely  limited  to  utilization  of  the  waters  of  this  great  river. 
There  is  being  surveyed  now  In  Utah,  among  other  projects, 
what  is  commonly  referred  to  as  the  Colorado  River-Great 
Basin  project.  This  is  a  gigantic  project.  Including  storage 
reservoirs,  power  dams,  and  transmountain  diversion.  If  the 
project  proves  feasible,  it  will  result  In  doubling  the  agricul- 
tural population  of  the  State  of  Utah.  It  will  make  possible 
cheap  and  abundant  hydroelectric  power,  which  will  bring 
large  fabrication  plants  to  Utah  for  the  fabrication  of  our  vast 
stores  of  copper,  lead.  zinc.  iron,  alunite,  and  other  metals  and 
minerals.  In  fact,  this  project,  if  and  when  constructed,  will 
resiilt  In  making  Utah  Industrially,  agriculturally,  economl- 
cally.  and  socially,  a  State  of  double  its  present  iwpulation  t 
and  importance.  Some  people,  by  reason  of  the  size  of  this  | 
project  and  the  enormity  of  its  cost,  are  rather  prone  to  dis-  , 
count  it  and  even  scoff  at  its  possibility.  Other  people.  Includ- 
ing competent  engineers,  in  discussing  and  contemplating  It, 
are  very  enthusiastic.  I  prefer  to  take  my  position  with  the 
latter  group.  No  great  project,  regardless  of  its  nature,  has 
ever  been  begun  or  completed  If  approached  with  a  faint  heart 
simply  because  of  enormous  size  and  costs.  If  the  project  is 
feasible,  it  should  be  constructed,  and.  In  my  opinion,  will  be 
constructed.  If  determined  to  be  not  feasible,  then  there  are 
hundreds  of  lesser  projects  from  one  end  of  the  State  to  the 
other  on  which  moneys  received  under  this  bill  can  be  effl- 
dently  expended.  This  bin  makes  certain  and  definite  what 
In  the  present  act  is  uncertain  and  Indefinite.  One  of  my  col- 
leagues on  the  Republican  side  referred  to  the  fact  that  the 
Boulder  Canyon  project  was  Initiated  by  a  Republican  admin- 
istration. That  U  true.  But,  as  Is  typical  of  Republican 
administrations,  the  original  act  now  in  conspicuous  by  reason 
of  Its  uncertainty,  by  reason  of  Its  indeflnlteness.  The  Dem- 
ocratic Party  has  been  delayed  8  years  now  in  rectifying  this 
mistake  of  the  Republican  Party;  but  diuing  this  delay  the 
Democratic  Party  has  been  busy  and  has  had  lU  hands  full 
rectifying  and  correcting  other  mistakes  of  the  Republican 
Party.  We  have  at  last  reached  this  one,  and  we  Uke  pride 
In  now  clothing  this  great  project  In  Democratic  certainty, 
substituting  Democratic  certainty  and  dcflniteness  for  Repub- 
lican uncertainty  and  indeflniteness.  The  Boulder  Canyon 
project,  in  my  opinion,  constitutes  the  outstanding  monu- 
ment in  the  United  States  to  the  wisdom  and  farsightedness 
of  the  reclamation  program,  and  I  take  this  opportunity,  Mr. 
Speaker,  of  complimenting  the  present  Commissioner  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation.  John  C.  Page,  who  is  a  splendid  gen- 
tleman, a  competent  engineer,  and  an  excellent  administrator. 
Under  his  guidance  and  administration  there  has  been  com- 
menced and  will  be  completed  the  greatest  reclamation  and 
conservation  program  ever  undertaken  by  the  human  race. 
In  conclusion  I  recommend  the  passage  of  this  bill  and  trust 
that  there  will  not  be  one  dissenting  vote  to  its  approval. 

The    SPEAKER.    The    question    Is.    Shall    the    rtiles    be 
suspended  and  the  bill,  as  amended,  passed? 


The  question  was  taken;  and  two- thirds  having  voted  in 
favor  thereof,  the  rules  were  suspended  and  the  bill  was 

passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection.  House  Resolution  503 
and  House  Resolution  497  will  be  laid  on  the  table. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PRIVENTION    OP    PTTBUCATION    OP    INVENTIONS    IN    THX    NATIONAL 

INTEREST 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  suspend  the  rules 
and  pass  the  bill  (H.  R.  10058)  to  amend  the  act  relating  to 
preventing  the  publication  of  inventions  in  the  national 
intCTest.  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Tbat  the  act  of  Congress  approved  October 
6.  1917  (40  Stat.  394.  ch.  95.  U.  S.  C.  title  35,  sec.  42).  be  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Whenever  the  publication  or  dlsclosvire  of  an  Invention  by  the 
granting  of  a  patent  might.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioner 
of  Patents,  be  detrimental  to  the  public  safety  or  defense,  he  may 
order  that  the  Invention  be  kept  secret  and  withhold  the  grant  of 
a  patent  for  such  period  or  periods  as  In  his  opinion  the  national 
Interest  requires:  Provided,  That  the  Invention  disclosed  in  the 
application  for  said  patent  may  be  held  abandoned  upon  It  t)elng 
established  before  or  by  the  Commissioner  that  In  violation  of  said 
order  said  Invention  has  been  published  or  disclosed  or  that  an 
application  for  a  patent  therefor  has  been  filed  In  a  foreign 
country  by  the  Inventor  or  his  assigns  or  legal  representatives, 
without  the  consent  or  approval  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents. 

"When  an  applicant  whose  patent  Is  withheld  as  herein  provided 
and  who  faithfully  obeys  the  order  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 
above  referred  to  shaU  tender  his  Invention  to  the  Oovernment  of 
the  United  States  for  Its  use,  he  shall.  If  and  when  he  ultimately 
receives  a  patent,  have  the  right  to  sue  for  compensation  in  the 
Court  of  Claims,  such  right  to  compensation  to  begin  from  the 
date  of  the  use  of  the  Invention  by  the  Oovernment:  Provided, 
That  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  th« 
chief  officer  of  any  established  defense  agency  of  the  United  States, 
as  the  case  may  be.  Is  authorized  to  enter  Into  an  agreement  with 
the  said  applicant  In  fvUl  settlement  and  compromise  for  the 
damage  accruing  to  him  by  reason  of  the  order  of  secrecy,  and  for 
the  use  of  the  invention  by  the  Oovernment." 

Sec.  3.  This  act  shaU  take  effect  on  approval  and  shaU  remain 
in  force  for  a  period  at  2  yean  from  such  date. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  second  demanded?  Without  objec- 
tion, a  second  will  be  considered  as  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  made  an  explanation  of  thU 
bill  when  It  was  sought  to  be  brought  up  under  unanlmotts 
consent.  It  is  a  very  important  measiu'e  In  the  matter  of 
national  defense  and  very  much  desired  by  the  Navy  and 
the  War  Department. 

If  there  are  no  questions  with  reference  to  It,  I  do  not  cart 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  further. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is.  ShaU  the  rules  be  sus- 
pended and  the  bill  passed? 

The  question  was  taken;  and  two-thirds  having  voted  In 
favor  thereof,  the  rules  were  suspended,  and  the  bill  was 
passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTmsioM  or  remarks 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rbcoro  and  to  include 
therein  a  brief  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  (Mr.  Houston]?  . 

There  was  no  objection.  f 

PURTHER   MESSAGE   PROM   THE   SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier,  its 
legislative  clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon  its 
amendments  to  the  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  544)  entitled 
"Joint  resolution  making  appropriations  for  work  relief  and 
relief  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941."  disagreed 
to  by  the  House;  agrees  to  the  conference  asked  by  the 
House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon, 
and  appoints  Mr.  Adams.  Mr.  Glass.  Mr.  McKellar.  Mr. 
Hatden.  Mr.  Byrnes.  Mr.  Hale,  and  Mr.  Townseno  to  be  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
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amendment  or  bankruptct  act 

Mt".  McLaughlin.  Mr.  speaker,  I  move  to  suspend  the 
rules  and  pass  the  bill  (H.  R.  9139)  to  amend  an  act 
entitled  "An  act  to  establish  a  uniform  system  of  bank- 
ruptcy throughout  the  United  States,"  approved  July  1, 
1898,  and  acts  amendatory  thereof  and  supplementary 
thereto. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Mil.  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  81  of  chapter  TX  of  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  to  establish  a  uniform  ssrstem  of  bankruptcy 
throughout  the  United  States."  approved  July  1.  1898,  as  amended. 
Is  amiended  to  read  as  follows: 

"^mc.  81.  This  act  and  proceedings  thereunder  are  fotmd  and 
declared  to  be  within  the  subject  of  bankruptcies  and.  in  addi- 
tion to  the  jurisdiction  otherwise  exercised,  courts  of  bankruptcy 
ShaU  exercise  original  Jurisdiction  as  provided  In  this  chapter  for 
the  composition  of  indebtedness  of,  or  authorized  by.  any  of  the 
taxing  agendea  or  instrumentaUtles  hereinafter  named,  payable 
(a)  out  of  aflnHiiienta  or  taxes,  or  both,  levied  against  and  con- 
•tltuttng  Hens  upon  property  in  any  of  said  taxing  agencies  or 
Instrumentalities,  or  (b)  out  of  property  acquired  by  foreclosure 
of  any  such  assessments  or  taxes  or  both,  or  (c)  out  of  Income 
derived  by  such  t*'**r\g  agencies  or  Instrumentalities  from  the 
sale  of  water  or  power  or  both,  or  (d)  from  any  combination 
thereof:  (1)  Drainage,  drainage  and  levee,  levee,  levee  and  drain- 
age, reclamation,  water.  Irrigation,  or  other  similar  districts,  com- 
monly designated  as  agrictiltwal  improvement  districts  or  local 
Improvement  districts,  organized  or  created  for  the  purpose  of 
constructing,  improving,  maintaining,  and  operating  certain 
improvement*  or  projects  devoted  chiefly  to  the  Improvement  of 
lands  therein  for  agricultural  purposes:  or  (2)  local  improvement 
districts,  such  as  sewer,  paving,  sanitary,  or  other  similar  districts. 
organized  or  created  for  the  purposes  designated  by  their  respec- 
tive names;  or  (3)  local  Improvement  districts,  such  as  road,  high- 
way, or  other  similar  districts,  organized  or  created  for  the  purpose 
of  grading,  paving,  or  otherwise  improving  public  streets,  roads, 
or  highways;  or  (4)  public-school  districts  or  public-school 
authorities  organized  or  created  for  the  purpose  of  constructing, 
maintaining,  and  op<>ratlng  public  schools  or  public-school  facili- 
ties: or  (5)  local  Improvement  districts,  such  as  port,  navigation, 
or  other  similar  districts,  organized  or  created  for  the  purpose 
of  constructing.  Improving,  maintaining,  and  operating  ports  and 
port  facilities;  or  (6)  any  county  or  parish  or  any  city.  town, 
village,  borough,  township,  or  other  municipality:  Provided,  hoto- 
ever.  That  If  any  provision  of  this  chnpt«'r,  or  the  application 
thereof  to  any  such  taxing  agency  or  district  or  class  thereof  or 
to  any  i  liiiiiasisiii  ii  Is  held  Invalid,  the  remainder  of  the  chapter, 
or  the  appUMMon  of  such  provision  to  any  other  or  different 
taxing  Bgcnoy  or  district  or  class  thereof  or  to  any  other  or 
different  clrcumstanos*.  shall  not  be  affected  by  such  holding  " 

B>c.  2  BecttOD  n  (b)  of  chapter  IX  of  such  set,  a*  amended,  Is 
amended  to  rsad  as  followi : 

"(b)  Upon  approving  the  petition  as  properly  filed,  or  st  any 
time  thireafter.  the  Judge  shall  enter  an  order  flxlng  s  time  and 

8 lace  for  a  hearing  on  the  petition,  which  shall  b*  held  within 
9  days  from  the  date  of  said  ordsr,  snd  shall  provide  In  ths 
order  that  notice  shall  be  given  to  creditors  of  the  ftling  of  ths 
petition  and  Its  approval  as  bsing  proprrlv  fllod.  and  of  the  ttms 
and  place  for  the  hearing.  The  Jttdge  shall  prescribe  the  form 
of  the  notice,  which  shall  specify  the  msnncr  in  which  claims 
snd  lntere*t«  of  cri'dUors  •hull  be  fllsd  or  cvld«'no«<d.  on  or  before 
tb«  dau  fixed  for  ths  hsarlnc.  The  notice  shall  be  published  st 
Isast  ones  a  week  for  three  successive  weeks  In  at  least  ons 
newspaper  of  general  circulation  published  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  tho  coi4rt.  and  in  such  other  pup«r  or  paperi  having  a  general 
elrrulatinn  among  bond  dealers  and  bondholders  as  may  be  deelg> 
nated  by  the  court,  and  the  Judge  msy  require  that  It  may  be 
published  in  auch  other  publication  as  he  may  deem  proper.  Ths 
Jurtfe-e  shall  require  that  a  copy  of  the  notice  be  mailed,  postage 
prepaid,  to  each  creditor  of  the  petitioner  named  In  the  petition 
at  the  address  of  such  eredltor  given  in  the  petition,  or.  If  no 
address  is  given  in  the  peUUon  for  any  creditor  and  the  address 
of  such  creditor  cannot  with  reasoiuble  diligence  be  ascertained, 
then  a  copy  of  the  notice  shaU  be  mailed,  postage  prepaid,  to 
such  creditor  addressed  to  him  as  the  Judge  may  prescribe.  All 
expense  of  giving  notice  as  herein  provided  sbaU  be  paid  by  the 
petitioner.  The  notice  siuOi  be  first  put>llshed,  and  the  mailing 
of  coplPB  thereof  shall  be  OMnpleted  at  least  60  days  before  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing. 

"At  any  time  not  leas  than  10  days  prior  to  the  time  fixed  for 
the  hearing,  any  creditor  of  the  petitioner  affected  by  the  plan 
may  file  an  answer  to  the  petition  controverting  any  of  the  mate- 
rial allegations  therein  and  setting  up  any  objection  he  may  hare 
to  the  plan  of  composition.  The  Judge  may  continue  the  hearing 
from  time  to  tlnxe  if  the  percentage  of  creditors  required  herein 
for  the  confirmation  of  the  plan  shall  not  have  accepted  the  plan 
in  writing,  or  If  for  any  reason  satisfactory  to  the  Judge  the  hear- 
ing is  not  completed  on  the  date  fixed  therefor.  At  the  hearing, 
or  a  continuance  thereof,  the  Judge  shall  decide  the  issues  pre- 
sented and  unless  the  material  aUegatlons  of  the  petition  are 
sustained  shaU  ditmjji^  the  proceeding.    Zf,  however,  the  material 


allegations  of  the  petition  are  sustained,  the  Judge  AaU  dasstfy  the 
creditor*  according  to  the  nature  of  their  respective  claims  and 
Interests:  Provided,  hotoever.  That  the  holders  of  all  claims,  regard- 
lees  of  the  manner  in  which  they  are  erldenced,  which  are  payable 
without  preference  out  of  funds  derived  from  the  same  source  or 
sources  shall  be  of  one  class.  The  holders  of  claims  for  the  payment 
Of  which  specific  property  or  revenues  are  pledged,  or  which  are 
otherwise  given  preference  as  provided  by  law.  ahaU  accordingly  con- 
stitute a  eeparate  class  or  classes  of  creditors. 

"At  the  hearing,  or  a  continuance  thereof,  the  judge  may  refer 
any  matters  to  a  sp^ial  master  for  consideration,  the  taking  of 
testimony,  and  a  report^^pon  special  Issues,  and  may  allow 
reasonable  compensatloiif&s.  the  services  performed  by  such 
special  master,  and  the  actual  and  necessary  expenses  Inctirred 
in  connection  with  the  proceeding.  Including  compensation  for 
services  rendered  and  expenses  incurred  in  obtaining  the  deposit 
of  securities  and  the  preparation  of  the  plan,  whether  such  work 
may  have  been  done  by  the  petitioner  or  by  committees  or  other 
representatives  of  creditors,  and  n\ay  allow  reasonable  compensa- 
tion for  the  attorneys  or  agents  of  any  of  the  foregoing:  Provided, 
however.  That  no  fees,  compensation,  reimbursement,  or  other 
allowances  for  attorneys,  agents,  committees,  or  other  representa- 
tives of  creditors  shall  be  assessed  against  the  petitioner  or  paid 
from  any  revenues,  property,  or  funds  of  the  petitioner  except 
In  the  manner  and  in  such  sums,  if  any.  as  nuxy  be  provided 
for  in  the  plan  of  comp>osltlon.  An  appeal  may  be  taken  from 
any  order  making  such  determination  or  award  to  the  United 
States  circuit  court  of  appeal*  for  the  circuit  In  which  the  pro- 
ceeding under  this  chapter  1*  pending.  Independently  of  other 
appeals  which  may  be  taken  in  the  proceeding,  and  such  appeal 
ShaU  be  heard  summarily. 

"On  30  days'  notice  by  any  creditor  to  petitioner,  the  Judge, 
if  he  finds  that  the  proceeding  has  not  been  prosecuted  with  rea- 
sonable diligence,  or  that  it  la  unlikely  that  the  plan  will  be  ac- 
cepted by  said  proportion  of  creditors,  may  dismiss  the  proceeding." 

Sec.  3.  Section  83  (e)  of  chapter  IX  of  such  act  as  amended  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(e)  Before  concluding  the  hearing,  the  judge  shall  csrrfuUy 
examine  all  of  the  contracts,  proposals,  acceptances,  deposit  agree- 
ments, and  aU  other  (Mtpers  relating  to  the  plan,  specifically  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  if  the  fiscal  agent,  attorney,  or  other 
person,  firm,  or  corporation  promoting  the  composition,  or  doing 
anything  of  such  a  nature,  has  been  or  Is  'to  be  compensated, 
directly  or  Indirectly,  by  both  ths  petitioner  and  the  creditors 
thereof,  or  any  of  such  creditor* — either  by  fee,  oommi**ion,  or 
other  ■imllar  payment,  or  by  transfer  or  exchange  of  bonds  or 
other  evidence  of  indebtedness  whereby  a  profit  cotild  accrue — 
and  ahall  take  evidence  under  oath  to  make  certain  whether  or 
not  any  such  practice  obtaitu  or  might  obtain. 

"After  such  examination  the  judge  shall  make  an  adjudication 
of  this  issue,  as  a  separate  part  of  his  interlocutory  decree,  and 
if  It  be  found  that  any  such  practice  be  possible,  he  shall  forth- 
with dismiss  the  proceeding  and  tax  all  or  the  costs  against  tucb 
fiscal  sgent,  sttomty.  or  othsr  person,  firm,  or  corporation  pro- 
moting ths  compodition,  or  doing  anything  of  such  a  naturs,  or 
against  ths  petitioner,  ur^less  such  plan  be  modlflsd  within  ths 
time  to  be  allowed  by  the  Judge  so  ss  to  elimlnsts  the  possibility 
of  any  such  practlcs.  In  which  svsnt  ths  jtidgj  ui*)v  proet^  to 
further  oonsldsratlon  of  ths  confirmation  of  the  plAti  If  It 
b«  found  that  no  such  practlcs  Is  possible,  then  *M  judgs  msf 
proceed  to  further  oonsldsrstion  of  th*<  conflrmstii^n  of  the  plan, 

"At  ths  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  judge  shall  make  written 
findings  of  fact  snd  bts  ooncltislons  of  law  tlisrson.  und  shall 
enter  sn  Intsrlocutory  dserss  confirming  the  plan  If  sstisned  that 
(1)  It  Is  fslr,  tqultsbls,  and  for  ths  best  Intsrsst*  of  ths  creditors 
and  doss  not  discrimlnsts  unfairly  fn  favor  of  any  creditor  or  elsss 
of  creditors;  (g)  compiles  with  ths  provisions  of  this  chapter; 
(8)  has  been  accepted  and  approved  as  required  by  the  provi- 
sions of  subdivision  (d)  of  this  section ;  (4)  all  amounu  to  bs 
paiid  by  the  petitioner  for  servloss  or  expenses  incident  to  ths 
composition  have  been  fully  disclosed  and  srs  rsaaonable;  (6) 
the  offer  of  the  plan  and  Its  acceptance  are  In  good  faith;  and 
(6)  the  petitioner  Is  authorized  by  law  to  take  aU  action  neces- 
sary to  be  taken  by  It  to  carry  out  the  plan.  If  not  so  aatlsfied, 
the  judge  shall  enter  an  order  dismissing  the  proceeding. 

"Before  a  plan  Is  confirmed,  changes  and  modtflcatlona  may 
be  made  therein,  with  the  approval  of  the  Judge  after  hearing 
upon  such  notice  to  creditors  as  the  Judge  may  direct,  subject  to 
the  right  of  any  creditor  who  shall  previously  have  accepted  the 
plan  to  withdraw  his  acceptance,  within  a  period  to  be  fixed  by 
the  Judge  and  after  such  notice  as  the  Juajgs  may  direct.  If,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Jvidge,  the  change  or  modification  will  be 
materially  adverse  to  the  Interest  of  such  creditor,  and  if  any 
creditor  having  such  right  of  withdrawal  shaU  not  withdraw 
within  such  period,  he  shaU  be  deemed  to  have  accepted  the  plan 
as  changed  or  modified:  Provided,  however.  That  the  plan  as 
changed  or  modified  shall  comply  with  aU  the  provisions  of  this 
chapter  and  shall  have  l>een  accepted  In  writing  by  the  petitioner. 
Either  party  may  appeal  from  the  Interlocutory  decree  as  In  equity 
cases.  In  case  said  Interlocutory  decree  shall  prescrlbs  a  time 
within  which  any  action  is  to  be  taken,  the  running  of  sticb 
time  shall  be  suspended  in  case  of  an  tippetd  until  final  deter- 
mination thereof.     In  case  said  dserss  Is  afflrmed.  the  judge  may 
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grant  such  time  as  he  may  deem  proper  for  the  taking  of  such 
•ctlon."  ^  .   .    , 

arc  4.  Section  84  of  chapter  IX  of  such  act,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  «,    ».  n 

"Sec.  84.  Jurisdiction  conferred  on  any  coiirt  by  section  81  snail 
not  be  exercised  by  such  court  after  June  30.  1M2,  except  In  respect 
of  any  proceeding  Initiated  by  filing  a  petition  under  secUon  83  (a) 
on  or  prior  to  June  30,  1942." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  a  second  demanded? 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  demand  a  second. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  a  second  will  be  con- 
Bldered  as  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Mclaughlin.  Mr.  speaker,  I  yield  myself  5  min- 
utes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bUl,  H.  R.  9139.  is  a  simple  bill.  It  seeks 
to  amend  the  Municipal  Bankruptcy  Act  by  extending  it  for 
a  years  from  the  date  of  its  expiration,  which  is  June  30  of  this 
year,  just  2  weeks  from  today,  and  also  extends  the  act  to 
cover  counties.  In  addition,  the  bill  sets  up  safeguards  for 
the  protection  of  bondholders  against  improper  practices  on 
the  part  of  fiscal  agents  engaged  in  refinancing  and  read- 
Justing  obligations  of  governmental  subdivisions. 

The  necessity  for  the  Municipal  Bankruptcy  Act  was  recog- 
nized in  1933  and  the  bill  was  originally  passed  at  that  time. 
As  passed  the  bill  included  counties.  However,  in  1936  the 
Supreme  Court  declared  the  Municipal  Bankruptcy  Act  un- 
constitutional. 

In  the  Seventy-fifth  Congress  the  bill  was  redrafted  and 
when  it  went  to  the  Supreme  Court  again,  in  the  Bekins  case. 
It  was  declared  constitutional.  When  the  bill  was  redrafted 
counties  were  not  placed  in  the  redrafted  bill:  however,  there 
was  no  legal  reason  for  removing  counties  from  the  bill.  It  is 
Just  as  legal  if  it  includes  coimties  as  if  it  does  not.  This  is 
recognized  by  all. 

The  necessity  for  this  legislation  is  pressing.  There  are 
Instances,  especially  in  the  South,  in  which  as  many  as  95 
percent  of  the  holders  of  securities  of  a  municipality  or  other 
governmental  subdivision  have  agreed  to  readjust  their  obli- 
gations, but  because  of  the  refusal  of  the  small  minority  of 
holders  of  bonds  to  join  with  the  great  majority,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  readjust  the  outstanding  obligations. 

Mr.  Speaker,  extensive  hearings  were  held  before  the  bank- 
ruptcy subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  bill 
was  drawn  in  its  present  form  and  reported  favorably  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  No  minority  report  was  filed, 
but  one  of  the  members  of  the  committee,  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Michigan,  Is  opposed  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  MICHENER.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  Mclaughlin.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Does  the  gentleman  state  that  I  am  the 
only  member  of  the  committee  opposed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  MCLAUGHLIN.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  others.  There 
may  be  others,  but  I  am  not  aware  of  them. 

At  any  rate,  the  situation  is  that  within  2  weeks  this  law 
will  expire,  and  if  it  does  it  will  work  a  tremendous  hardship 
on  the  municipalities  which  are  now  seeking  to  readjust  their 
obligations  and  upon  the  counties  which  are  seeking  to  take 
advantage  of  the  provisions  of  this  bill.  All  that  this  does, 
Mr.  Speaker,  is  to  put  the  bill,  so  far  as  concerns  the  govern- 
mental subdivisions  covered,  in  the  same  form  in  which  it  was 
originally  passed  by  the  House. 

The  Congress  has  subscribed  to  the  philosophy  of  municipal 
bankruptcy,  and  that  is  not  an  issue  before  us  at  this  time. 
Personally,  I  have  no  interest  In  bankruptcy  for  municipali- 
ties or  coimties,  because  I  come  from  a  State  which  has  a 
constitutional  provision  prohibiting  the  State  from  borrowing 
any  money. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  McLaughlin.  Mr.  speaker,  I  yield  myself  1  addi- 
tional minute. 

Mr.  Speaker,  because  of  the  crsring  necessity  and  need  for 
this  bill,  its  enactment  Is  urged  at  this  time.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan,  who  will  address  you.  a  gentleman  for  whom 
we  have  the  highest  regard,  has  expressed  himself  as  opposed 


to  the  philosophy  of  municipal  bankruptcy.  I  submit  that 
Is  not  the  issue  at  this  time.  The  Congress  has  subscribed  to 
the  philosophy  of  municipal  bankruptcy.  It  Is  on  the  books, 
and  this  bill  merely  extends  it  for  2  years.  It  does  not  make 
the  proposal  a  permanent  part  of  oiu-  law.  but  simply  extends 
the  act  for  2  years  in  order  to  enable  these  counties  and  mu- 
nicipalities which  are  seeking  to  take  advantage  of  it  to  have 
the  opportunity  of  doing  what  it  is  necessary  for  them  to  do 
in  order  to  take  advantage  of  it, 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  jrield  myself  such  time  as 
I  may  require. 

The  gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  McLaughlinI  has 
stated  in  a  general  way  the  purposes  of  this  proposed  legisla- 
tion. However,  at  the  risk  of  repeatmg,  I  shall  amplify  a 
Uttle. 

This  bill.  H.  R.  9139,  does  three  things: 

First.  The  present  municipal  bankruptcy  law  expires  on 
June  30,  1940,  and  this  bill  would  extend  that  law  unUl  June 
30,  1942.  a  period  of  2  years. 

Second.  It  penalizes  unethical,  dishonest,  and  racketeering 
methods  now  possible  and  which  have  been  practiced  in  some 
Instances  under  the  existing  law. 

Third.  It  establishes  as  a  policy  of  government  the  right  of 
counties  and  parishes  to  avail  themselves  of  the  provisions  of 
the  municipal  bankruptcy  law  to  the  same  extent  as  is  ac- 
corded to  municipalities,  such  as  drainage,  reclamation,  water, 
irrigation,  and  other  agricultural  improvement  districts, 
local  improvement  districts,  paving  districts,  and  municipal 
corporations  generally.  This  bill  will  provide  bankruptcy 
shelter  for  counties  which  want  to  escape  being  held  to  their 
bonded  obligations. 

The  original  Municipal  Bankruptcy  Act  was  enacted  In 
1934.  Up  to  that  time  the  Congress  had  never  seriously  con- 
sidered passing  a  law  that  would  permit  municipalities  to 
repudiate  or  be  relieved  from  performing  the  terms  of  their 
written  contracts  as  expressed  in  Ixjnds  issued  by  the  munici- 
pality. In  1934  the  country  was  in  an  emergency.  Over- 
expansion  and  bond-salesmen  technique  had  made  it  possible 
for  many  municipalities  and  even  some  counties  to  sell  to  a 
credulous  and  unsuspecting  public  municipal  bonds  that 
never  were  warranted  from  a  sound  economic  standpoint. 
As  an  emergency  measure  and  with  a  definite  date  of  expira- 
tion, the  municipal  bankruptcy  law  was  enacted.  This  In- 
novation in  legislative  policy  was  carried  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  and,  as  stated  in  the  report  of  the 
committee — 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  on  Bdaj  25.  1936.  In  the 
case  of  Ashton  v  Cameron  County  Water  Improvement  District 
No.  1  (298  U.  S.  513  56  Sup.  Ct.  892;  80  L.  ed.  1309),  held  the  orig- 
inal Municipal  Bankruptcy  Act  to  be  unconstitutional  as  an  Inva- 
sion of  the  sovereignty  of  the  States.  In  the  Seventy-fifth  Congress 
another  municipal  bankruptcy  law  was  enacted  by  the  Congress,  and 
on  April  25.  1938,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  In  V.  S.  v. 
Bekina  (304  U.  8.  27;  Sup.  Ct.  811;  82  L.  ed.  1137)  held  the  said 
municipal  bankruptcy  law  to  be  constitutional. 

The  original  law.  as  it  passed  the  Congress,  contained  the 
word  "counties"  along  with  other  municipalities.  The  Ju- 
diciary Committee,  in  its  effort  to  avoid  unconstitutionality 
in  Its  rewrite  of  the  law  in  the  Seventy-fifth  Congress, 
eliminated  coimties.  This  was  done  because  the  Ashton- 
Cameron  case  raised  serious  doubt  in  the  minds  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  as  to  whether  a  law  including  counties 
would  be  held  constitutional. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Perm- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Certainly  the  gentleman  Is  not  taking  the 
position  that  the  Supreme  Court  nullified  the  original  Mu- 
nicipal Bankruptcy  Act  because  counties  were  included? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  am  a  member  of  the  subcommittee 
on  bankruptcy  and  I  have  been  since  its  Inception.  I  have 
gone  through  this  very  thoroughly.  The  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  is  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
also,  and  the  gentleman  knows  well  that  the  word  "coun- 
ties" was  left  out  of  the  rewrite  because  we  wanted  to  make 
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the  law  constitutional,  and  we  did  not  want  any  question 
about  it.  The  Ashton -Cameron  case  suggested  the  doubt. 
There  was  some  question.  For  instance,  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  HobbsI  took  the  position  at  that  time — 
and  he  was  the  only  member  of  the  committee  who  did — 
that  we  should  omit  counties,  out  of  an  abundance  of  cau- 
tion, but  I  never  took  that  position  and  I  do  not  believe 
the  majority  of  the  committee,  including  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  (Mr.  McLaughlihI,  took  that  position  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  Mclaughlin  rose. 

Mr,  MICHENER.  I  do  not  want  to  misrepresent  my  very 
able  and  courteous  friend.    I  win  yield  Just  for  a  question. 

Mr.  McLaughlin.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  advise 
the  House  that  either  the  Bekins  decision  or  the  Ashton- 
Cameron  decision  held  that  the  Inclusion  of  the  word  "coun- 
ties" affected  the  constitutionality  of  this  act? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  No.  The  Ashton-Cameron  case — the 
case  holding  the  original  law  unconstitutional — ^was  based 
on  the  ground  that  political  subdivisions — as  the  committee 
understood  the  decision — could  not  go  through  bankruptcy, 
and  certainly  a  county  is  a  political  subdivision  of  a  State. 
T^e  decision  did  not  mention  coimties,  however. 

Later  there  were  some  changes  In  the  personnel  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  when  the  municipal-bankruptcy  law 
came  up  for  another  hearing,  the  Court  In  the  Bekins  case 
sustained  the  law.  I  believe  that  decision  Is  broad  enough 
to' Include  counties.  I  am  convinced  after  a  careful  study 
of  the  last  opinion — and  I  believe  the  Reconstruction  Fi- 
nance Corporation  attorneys  are  also  so  satisfied — ^that  that 
opinion  is  broad  enough  so  that  if  counties  want  to  go 
through  bankruptcy  they  may  do  so,  and  If  States  want 
to  go  through  bankruptcy  they  may  go  through  bankruptcy, 
so  far  as  the  Constitution  is  concerned.  The  advisability  of 
the  policy  is  a  matter  to  be  determined  by  Congress. 

I  do  not  believe  that  this  Congress  wants  to  establish  any 
Euch  policy. 

Mr.  SHORT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.    I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr,  SHORT.  If  we  continue  to  squander  two  dollars  for 
every  one  dollar  we  take  In.  how  much  longer  will  it  be 
before  we  will  have  to  extend  this  law  not  only  to  the 
counties  and  the  States  but  to  the  Nation  as  a  whole? 

Mr.  McLaughlin.  Mr.  speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield  just  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska 
for  a  question. 

Mr.  McLaughlin.  I  might  observe  that  the  gentleman 
who  Just  Interrupted  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  filed  a 
letter  with  the  committee  asking  it  to  report  this  bill  favor- 
ably to  the  House. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  in  favor  of  It  because  it  has  been 
thrust  upon  us.  not  by  choice. 

Mr.  PIERCE.    Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Will  this  include  school  districts,  drainage 
districts,  and  irrigation  districts? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Dratoage  districts,  school  districts, 
cities,  or  municipalities  are  all  included  under  the  present 
law.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  this  law  should  be  con- 
tinued for  a  period  of  2  years  "as  is."  but  I  am  unwUling 
to  extend  the  law  to  include  counties  and.  possibly,  a  little 
later,  as  has  been  suggested,  we  will  be  asked  to  include 
States. 

Whether  or  not  the  Congress  should  encourage  counties  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  doubtful  privilege  of  bankruptcy  is 
not  a  new  question.  There  is  no  general  demand  for  any 
such  Innovation  coming  from  the  country.  There  are  pos- 
sibly two  or  three  counties  in  Florida  where  there  might  be 
some  jusUflcatlon  for  such  a  law.  General  law  enacted  to 
meet  specific  cases  is  usually  unwholesome.  Indeed,  one  of 
the  Representatives  In  this  body  from  my  own  State  of 
Michigan  has  caUed  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is  one 
county    In    his    congressional     district    which    borrowed 


more  money  than  it  should  have  borrowed,  which  enjoys  the 
l)eneflts  of  sewers,  drains,  and  highways,  for  which  It  is 
burdensome  to  pay.  This  Member  of  Congress  has  some 
constituents  who  feel  that  if  that  county  could  only  go 
through  bankruptcy,  then  Its  debt  would  be  reduced,  its 
taxes  lowered,  and  its  people  relieved  of  a  financial  burden. 
Well,  now,  I  am  familiar  with  that  great  county  in  Michi- 
gan, and  it  never  will  and  never  should  go  through  bank- 
ruptcy. It  has  the  power  to  tax;  it  has  much  taxable  prop- 
erty. It  is  a  great  industrial  county,  and  I  cannot  believe 
that  Its  citizens  would  vote,  even  though  they  were  given  an 
opportunity,  to  escape  payment  of  their  honest  county  debt 
and,  as  a  result,  bring  want,  suffering,  and  distress  to  the 
I)eople  who  trusted  the  county  and  loaned  their  money  to  the 
county,  and  had  faith  in  the  integrity  of  the  county.  What 
I  say  for  this  county  in  Michigan  should  stand  for  every 
county  in  the  United  States. 

Now,  this  bill  would  not  be  before  the  Congress  were  it  not 
-for  the  insistence  and  perseverence,  I  might  say.  of  some 
fiscal  agents  of  municipalities  operating  in  Florida.  It  is  in- 
teresting to  note  how  this  particular  bill  got  before  the  Con- 
gress. The  gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Ruol.  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  introduced  a  bill  amend- 
ing the  municipal  bankruptcy  law  in  one  minor  particular. 
This  was  a  proper  amendment,  was  unanimously  agreed  to 
by  the  committee,  and  unanimously  passed  the  House.  When 
It  got  into  the  Senate  there  was  engrafted  upon  it  a  bill 
providing  for  the  continuation  of  the  municipal  bankruptcy 
law  for  a  period  of  2  years,  extending  that  law  to  include 
counties  and  materially  changing  the  method  of  securing 
the  consent  of  the  51  percent  of  the  bondholders  before  a 
plan  of  refinancmg  could  be  submitted  to  the  court.  The 
chief  proponent  of  this  bill,  and  especially  of  the  last  provi- 
sion, was  Krummer  &  Co.,  the  fiscal  agent  of  numerous  mu- 
nicli>alities  and  counties  in  Florida.  Extensive  hearings  were 
held  by  the  Judiciary  Subcommittee.  It  would  be  enlighten- 
ing if  the  people  of  Florida  might  read  those  hearmgs  and 
know  just  what  this  particular  fiscal  agent  has  been  doing 
to  some  of  the  bondholders,  as  well  as  the  municipalities  It 
represents  to  Florida. 

To  say  that  Its  practices  were  unethical  is  putting  It  mildly. 
In  short,  the  fiscal  agent  was  employed  by  the  municipality 
to  work  out  Its  financial  problems.  In  other  words,  to  get  as 
much  reduction  as  possible  or  more  favorable  terms,  if  pos- 
sible, by  which  the  municipality  might  liquidate  its  Indebted- 
ness. For  this  service  the  fiscal  agent  was  to  receive  a  stipu- 
lated compensation.  Being  thus  employed  to  get  the  oest 
deal  possible  for  the  municipality,  this  same  fiscal  agent  then 
sought  the  bondholder  who  had  loaned  the  money  to  the 
municipality.  It  then  got  a  written  contract  with  the  unsus- 
pecting bondholder,  by  the  terms  of  which  the  bondholder 
agreed  to  pay  the  fiscal  agent  a  specified  compensation  for 
getting  as  much  money  as  the  fiscal  agent  could  out  of  the 
municipality  to  apply  on  the  bonded  debt.  The  municipality 
was  at  one  end,  the  bondholder  at  the  other  end.  while  the 
fiscal  agent  was  in  the  middle,  collecting  tribute  from  both 
ends.  Now,  it  Just  does  not  seem  right  that  things  like  this 
should  be  permitted  to  happen.  Specific  Instances  were 
shown  where  it  was  claimed  the  fiscal  agent  received  as  much 
as  20  percent  of  the  amount  of  the  bonds  for  gettmg  the  bond- 
holder and  the  municipality  together;  that  is,  if  a  widow  up  in 
my  district  bought  a  bond  of  one  of  these  municipalities  to 
Florida  and  paid  $100  for  the  bond,  and  then  the  munici- 
pality defaulted  and  did  not  pay  toterest  for  some  time,  in 
the  compromise  the  widow  might  get  $80  and  the  fiscal  agent 
$20  out  of  the  transaction.  The  municipality  was  but  little 
better  off  and  the  bondholder — ^the  widow — really  took  the 
count. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Florida.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.    I  srleld  to  the  gentleman  from  Florida. 
Mr.  CANNON  of  Florida.    If  the  statement  the  gentleman 
has  Just  made  has  been  true,  is  it  not  also  true  that  the  bill 
now  under  consideration  corrects  and  forms  quite  an  inhibi- 
tion against  that  practice? 


¥^ 


8448 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  17 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


8449 


I 


Mr.  MICHENER.  Yes;  the  gentleman  from  Florida  is 
correct.  The  Judiciary  Committee  was  so  shocked  at  such 
conduct  on  the  part  of  this  particular  fiscal  agent  that  it  has 
written  into  the  pending  biU  a  drasUc  provision,  the  purpose 
of  which  is  to  prevent  any  fraud,  graft,  unfair  or  unethical 
practice  in  the  future.  I  have  no  hesitancy  in  saying  that 
certain  fiscal  agents  in  Florida  are  making  a  genuine  racket 
out  of  the  municipal  bankruptcy  law,  and  were  it  not  for  the 
provision  in  this  bill,  and  if  counties  were  included,  the 
pastures  would  be  Just  that  much  greener  for  unscrupulous 
fiscal  agents. 

Now,  I  am  in  nowise  reflecting  upon  the  splendid  gentle- 
man from  Florida  (Mr.  CahkonI,  who  introduced  this  bill. 
He  knew  not  whereof  he  spoke  when  he  endorsed  the  original 
bill.  Jiist  as  soon  as  the  hearings  developed  the  facts  as 
they  are,  the  gentleman  from  Florida  (Mr.  Cannon]  did  not 
push  that  provision  of  the  bill  further.  I  am  in  nowise 
criticizing  any  one  of  the  fine  gentlemen  who  represent  Flor- 
ida in  the  House.  I  am  sure  that  none  of  them  would  be  a 
party  to  any  unethical  practice  on  the  part  of  any  fiscal  agent 
or  anybody  else.  However,  ofttimes  these  fiscal  agents  pur- 
sue devious  routes  their  wonders  to  perform  and  it  takes  an 
expert  to  interpret  and  understand  the  ramifications  of  their 
transactions. 

Mr.  McLaughlin.  Mr.  speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  Mclaughlin.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  wants  to  be 
fair,  as  he  always  does 

Mr.  MICHENER.     Surely. 

Mr.  Mclaughlin.  And  certainly  the  gentleman  is  not 
indicating  to  the  House  that  under  the  bill,  as  it  has  been 
reported  by  the  Judiciary  Committee,  such  a  practice  could 
possibly  obtain? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  thought  I  had  made  that  clear.  How- 
ever, if  there  Is  any  doubt,  I  repeat  that  the  pending  bill  con- 
tains a  provision  attempting  to  outlaw  and  prevent  in  the 
future  the  practices  which  this  fiscal  agent  has  been  indulg- 
ing in. 

I  am  endorsing  the  good  features  of  this  bill.  I  want  the 
bill  to  come  up  under  the  rule  which  was  granted  for  its 
consideration.  If  that  is  done,  amendments  to  the  bill  will 
be  in  order  and  a  vote  can  be  had  on  whether  or  not  this 
House  wants  to  establish  as  legislative  policy  the  right  of 
counties  to  go  through  bankruptcy.  Under  this  suspension 
of  the  rules,  those  favoring  the  bill  can  talk  for  20  minutes 
and  those  opposing  the  bill  can  talk  for  20  minutes,  and  then 
the  House  must  vote  "yes"  or  "no"  without  reading  the  bill 
for  amendment.  This  is  the  most  rigid  kind  of  "gag"  rule 
and  those  Members  who  are  opposed  to  "gag"  rules  certainly 
can  find  no  justification  in  voting  for  this  suspension. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman,  who  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  I  think  my  distinguished  colleague  has 
made  a  very  splendid  statement  and  may  I  ask  him  this 
question:  If  an  extension  should  be  made  under  this  law 
to  include  counties,  what  effect  would  it  have  on  the  sale 
of  county  bonds  generally? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Municipal  bonds  have  always  stood  on  a 
little  higher  plane  than  the  average  corporation  bond.  The 
average  corporation  bond  is  based  upon  the  security  and 
soundness  of  the  corporation,  its  management,  and  the  proba- 
bility that  the  corporation  will  be  able  to  meet  the  interest 
and  the  bond  when  due.  A  municipal  bond  is  based  upon  the 
integrity  of  government.  No  county  ever  has  sufficient  assets 
to  make  it  possible  for  the  bondholder  to  foreclose  on  the 
property  of  the  coimty  and  realize  on  its  security.  It  is  the 
right  that  the  county  or  the  municipality  has  to  levy  a  tax 
that  makes  the  municipal  bond  attractive.  If  the  Congress, 
through  this  legislation,  announces  to  the  world  that  counties 
are  to  be  permitted  to  incur  as  much  debt  as  they  possibly 
can.  get  their  roads  built,  their  drains  constructed,  their  pave- 
ments completed,  their  county  buildings  erected,  and  then 


refuse  to  levy  taxes  to  repay  those  who  in  good  faith  have 
loaned  them  the  money,  then  I  say  the  country  is  reaching  a 
new  low  so  far  as  financial  integrity  is  concerned.  The 
municipal-bond  market  must  necessarily  suffer. 

The  time  has  come  when  our  Government,  our  municipali- 
ties, and  our  people  should  begin  to  think  alwut  paying  their 
debts  rather  than  creating  more  debts,  which  must  mean  re- 
pudiation or  bankruptcy.  Maybe  my  notions  along  this  line 
belong  to  the  "horse  and  buggy"  age.  Yet  there  are  some 
things  about  the  "horse  and  buggy"  age  worthy  of  emulation 
and  not  least  among  these  things  is  the  old  virtue  of  common 
honesty.  This  may  sometimes  mean  hardship  and  sacrifice. 
Why,  the  committee  was  informed  that  in  Florida  they  have 
a  $5,000  homestead  tax  exemption,  and  we  all  know  that 
Florida  has  constitutional  provisions  making  that  State  a 
refuge  for  wealthy  persons  who  want  to  escape  as  much  taxa- 
tion as  possible  while  they  live,  and  contribute  as  little  estate 
tax  as  possible  when  they  die.  Now,  where  a  county  has  bor- 
rowed money  and  made  improvements,  and  then  goes  through 
bankruptcy,  the  fellow  who  paid  for  the  improvements  gets  no 
benefit  at  all  from  the  improvements,  yet  in  many  cases  pays 
for  most  of  them. 

I  realize  that  much  propaganda  has  been  put  on  in  favor 
of  this  bill.  There  is  some  justification  for  continuing  the 
present  law  for  a  period  of  2  years.  Under  this  procedure 
there  is  no  chance  to  separate  the  good  from  the  bad — no 
chance  to  amend.  I  therefore  hope  that  this  suspension  will 
be  voted  down  and  then  that  the  bill  will  be  brought  up  in  a 
form  whereby  it  may  be  perfected  and  an  opportunity  given  to 
make  this  legislation  represent  the  will  of  what  I  believe  to  be 
a  majority  of  this  House. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  the  remarks  I  made  this  afternoon. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Mclaughlin.  Mr.  speaker.  I  yield  4  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Florida  I  Mr.  Canwom],  the  author  of 
the  bUl. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  regret  that  the 
very  fine  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Michinir]  saw  fit 
to  so  indulge  himself  In  his  presentation  of  this  case.  I 
remember  well  having  been  called  on  to  fight  for  this  legis- 
lation as  the  author  of  the  bill  as  best  I  could  before  the 
committee,  that  there  were  other  States  besides  Florida 
definitely  and  unqualifiedly  interested  in  this  legislation,  and 
for  your  information,  and  regardless  of  what  my  predecessor 
in  speech  has  said  I  say  to  you  that  from  California  the 
Irrigation  District  Association  of  California.  A.  L.  Cowell, 
Stockton.  Calif.,  attorney,  wrote  to  me,  and  from  Illinois 
the  Florida  Tropical  Acres.  Inc.,  and  from  Ohio  the  Ohio 
Municipal  Council,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Then  it  was  that 
I  heard  from  the  law  firm  of  Wood  and  Cooke,  attorneys, 
of  Billings,  Mont.,  and  also  from  Missouri,  North  Carolina. 
Nebraska,  Minnesota,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Texas.  Alabama,  and 
Virginia. 

That,  I  assure  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  not  a  Florida  picture. 
I  am  sorry  that  the  gentleman  so  indulged  himself.  I  at- 
tended the  same  hearings  every  day  that  he  did.  I  worked 
Just  as  hard  as  the  good  gentleman  did,  and  his  statement 
was  not  a  true  case  and  it  was  indeed  prejudicial  in  this  mat- 
ter. I  am  sorry  to  call  your  attention  to  that,  but  in  the 
Interest  of  fairness  I  must.    Those  are  the  facts. 

In  my  home  county,  if  you  please,  the  county  of  Dade,  our 
bonds  are  selling  at  a  premium,  but  representing,  as  I  do, 
9  counties,  I  find  that  at  least  6  of  those  counties  have  been 
pauperized  in  the  past,  during  the  years  of  1924  and  1925 
because  of  the  bocm.  I  have  found  further,  and  so  has  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Michenxr],  that  40  States  in 
this  Union  enjoy  the  citizenship  of  the  owners  of  these  bonds. 
This  is  not  a  State  proposition.  It  is  a  general  proposition, 
given  rise  to  by  the  Infiltration  of  many  peoples  and  many 
interests  during  the  Florida  boom. 

Tills  particular  case  Is  brought  about  in  this  manner:  It 
has  been  our  experience  in  the  resettling  and  refunding  of  our 
bonded  indebtedness  in  Florida  that  95  percent  of  those  people 


invariably  have  come  in  and  agreed  to  an  amicable  settle- 
ment and  agreement.  Tliere  have  been  religiously  and  con- 
stantly some  5  percent  of  those  people  who  have  refused  an 
agreement,  residing  as  they  do  in  the  40  States  of  this  Union. 
Those  people  bought  those  bonds  at  anywhere  from  10  to  30 
cents  on  the  dollar  and  today  they  hold  out  for  dollar-for- 
dollar  settlement.  In  many  cases,  of  course,  some  of  the 
people  were  representing  local  residents  in  Florida. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS.    Mr.  Speaker,  win  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Florida.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
MicHXKER  1  said  there  were  alxmt  three  counties  in  the  State 
interested  in  this  matter.  My  interest  in  It  is  because  I  have 
had  telegrams  from  county  commissioners  from  more  than 
three  counties  In  my  district  and  telegrams  from  city  com- 
missioners and  bankers  and  others  who  are  interested  in 
this  matter.  

Mr.  THORKELSON.    Will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Florida.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  The  gentleman  mentioned  Billings, 
Mont.  That  is  not  in  my  district.  It  is  in  the  Second  Dis- 
trict of  Montana.  Have  they  made  a  request?  Are  they 
on  the  verge  of  bankruptcy? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Florida.    Let  me  answer  your  question. 

Wood  and  Cook,  attorneys  of  Billings,  had  this  to  say: 

I  am  very  much  Interested  in  this  measure  (H.  R.  9139).  as 
are  many  people  in  this  western  country,  and  I  presume  that 
such  Is  the  case  In  Florida.  The  hlU  should  certainly  be  enacted 
Into  law. 

•niat  Is  signed  by  that  firm  of  lawyers. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  He  did  not  infer  that  his  county 
was  on  the  verge  of  bankruptcy? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Florida.  I  have  read  just  what  he  said 
In  respect  to  this  legislation.  In  one  county  in  my  district 
we  have  a  situation  like  this:  The  assessed  valuation  of  the 
county  is  only  one-third  of  its  bonded  indebtedness.  Those 
people  are  just  as  honest  and  just  as  able  in  the  manage- 
ment of  their  affairs  as  other  people  throughout  this  coun- 
try, and  the  fact  that  this  county  and  similar  counties 
which  I  represent  find  themselves  In  financial  straits  is  be- 
cause we  of  Florida,  during  the  boom  which  visited  Itself 
upon  us  in  1925,  were  called  upon  to  expand  and  improve  to 
take  care  of  the  influx  of  the  citizenry  from  other  States. 
[Applause.  1 

[Here  the  gavel  fdl.l 

KXTCNSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  therein  a 
letter  written  by  myself  and  several  other  brief  excerpts 
from  papers  and  documents. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 

ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Carlson  was  granted  permis- 
sion to  revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix 
of  the  Recoro. 

IffUNICXPAL   BANKRTTPTCT 

Mr.  McLaughlin.  Mr.  speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  sometimes  individuals 
are  unfortunate  in  the  names  that  their  parents  have  se- 
lected for  them.  Sometimes  statutes  are  enacted  by  legis- 
lative bodies  and  they  suffer  similarly  from  misnomer.  I 
think  that  applies  to  the  statute  which  we  at  this  time  seek 
to  amend. 

When  most  of  us  think  about  bankruptcy  we  think  about 
a  proceeding  wherein  a  person  comes  into  court  and,  to  re- 
Ueve  himself  of  his  debts,  he  surrenders  his  property,  takes 
his  legal  exemptions,  and  then  says  to  his  creditors,  'Thvide 
up  what  Is  left." 

The  statute  which  Is  in  force  at  the  present  Ume  and  which 
we  know  as  the  Municipal  Bankruptcy  Act  has  been  and  is 
misnamed.  It  should  be  the  Municipal  Compositions  Act. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  difference  between  bankruptcy  and 


composition.  The  Constituticm  of  the  United  States  men- 
tions the  word  "bankruptcy"  in  the  powers  of  Congress,  and 
this  Is  a  very  broad  term.  It  has  been  construed  In  the  fol- 
lowing words: 

Congress  shall  have  the  power  to  establish  uniform  laws  on  the 
subject  of  any  person's  general  Inability  to  pay  his  debts  throtigh- 
out  the  United  States  (Kumler  v.  Jro^au*.  5  Hill.  317.  321). 

Composition  acts  under  the  bankruptcy  statute  are  differ- 
ent than  ordinary  benefit  acts.  They  have  been  described 
by  our  Supreme  Court  as  proceedings — 

Voluntary  on  both  sides,  by  which  the  debtor  of  his  own  motion 
offers  to  pay  his  creditors  a  certain  percentage  of  their  claims  in 
exchange  for  relief  from  his  liabilities.  The  amount  there  may  b« 
leas  or  more  than  would  be  realized  from  a  distribution  In  bank- 
ruptcy. For  the  purpose  erf  the  composition  all  the  creditors  are 
treated  u  partners,  and  the  wUl  of  the  majority  Is  enforced  upon 
the  minority,  provided  the  decision  of  the  majority  is  approved  by 
the  cotirt  (Continental  Illinois  Bank  A  Tru»t  Co.  v.  Chicago,  Rock 
iBiand.  <fr  Pacific  Railtoay  Co.,  294  U.  8.  648) . 

In  case  a  municipality  wishes  to  avail  itself  of  the  benefits  of 
the  present  law,  it  does  not  come  in  solely  on  Its  own  motion, 
but  when  It  files  its  petition  in  the  court  It  presents  thereto 
a  plan  of  composition  acceptable  to  51  percent  of  the  aggre- 
gate amoimt  of  the  securities  affected  by  the  plan,  who  must 
join  in  the  petition.  The  whole  matter  is  then  submitted 
to  the  court,  who,  after  due  notice  to  all  parties  in  interest, 
may,  after  a  hearing,  conflrm  or  modify  the  same  and  then 
enter  an  order  for  the  composition  of  the  debts,  provided  66% 
percent  of  the  aggregate  amount  of  the  securities  affected  by 
the  plan  agree  thereto.    So  It  is  not  similar  to  an  ordinary 

bankruptcy  case. 

It  has  been  said  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
MICHENER  1,  or  at  least  mtlmated  by  him,  that  this  legisla- 
tion had  its  inception  in  Florida  and  that  Florida  is  the 
State  mostly  interested  therein.  Let  me  say  that  about  a 
year  ago  the  American  Bar  Association  met  in  convention 
at  San  Francisco.  At  that  time  they  took  up  the  proposition 
of  whether  or  not  legislation  ought  to  be  passed  to  continue 
this  so-called  municipal  bankruptcy  act  in  force.  In  order 
to  Inform  their  members  they  sent  to  the  various  clerks  of 
the  district  courts  throughout  the  United  States  to  get  data 
in  support  thereof.  From  that  data  compiled  a  year  ago  it 
was  found  that  159  suits  for  municipal  bankruptcy  were 
then  pending  in  district  courts  throughout  the  United  States. 
The  159  cases  were  broken  down  as  follows:  2  from  Ari- 
zona, 14  from  Arkansas,  8  from  California,  30  from  Florida, 
25  from  Indiana,  48  from  Kentucky,  1  from  Michigan,  2  from 
Missoiu-i,  2  from  New  Jersey,  1  from  North  Carolina,  2  from 
Oklahoma,  9  from  Michigan.  1  from  South  Carolina,  2  from 
Tennessee,  and  12  from  Texas. 

Likewise  at  that  time  there  had  been  In  17  States  of  the 
Union  a  total  of  102  cases  that  had  been  disposed  of  and 
there  were  3  cases  then  pending  on  appeal.  The  committee 
on  constitutional  and  practical  problems  arising  from  the 
Municipal  Debt  Readjustment  Act  of  the  Federal  Gtovcm- 
ment  in  its  report  to  the  American  Bar  Association  at  San 
Pitincisco  said.  In  part,  that  the  so-called  Municipal  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  "has  served  a  useful  purpose  to  date  and  since  It 
is  likely  that  the  wreckage  of  the  depression  cannot  be 
cleared  away  entirely  by  June  30,  1940,  the  act  itself  should 
be  extended  for  another  2-year  period." 

The  Chicago  Bar  Association  has  also  quite  recently  peti- 
tioned the  Congress  to  extend  this  act  for  2  more  years. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  admitted  by  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  MICHENER]  that,  excluding  the  provision  including 
counties  and  parishes,  the  bill  before  us  today  is  an  improve- 
ment on  the  present  law.  If  since  1937,  it  has  been  invoked 
in  264  instances  in  over  20  States  and  has  the  commendation 
of  the  largest  and  most  conservative  of  the  associations  of 
lawyers  In  America,  I  see  no  reason  why  its  benefits  should 
not  be  extended  to  counties  and  parishes  and  the  act  itself 
continued  in  force  for  2  additional  years. 

[Here  the  gavel  felLl 

CREATION  OF  ICOUNTAIN   DISTRICT,  STATE  OF  TENNESSEE 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules, 
presented  the  following  privileged  resolution  for  printinf 
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under  the  rule,  which  was  read,  referred  to  the  House  Cal- 
endar, and  ordered  printed: 

Houae  Resolution  530 
Resolved.  That  immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution 
It  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  oii  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  8.  1681.  an  act  t*  amend  section  107  of  the  JiullcUl 
Code  to  create  a  mountain  district  In  the  State  of  Tennessee,  and 
for  other  purposes.  That  after  general  det>ate.  which  shall  be  con- 
fined to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  the  bill  shall 
be  read  for  amendments  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  con- 
clusion of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment  the  Committee 
shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such  amendments 
as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  con- 
•tdered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final 
;e  without  Intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to  recommit. 


MtTNlCIPAL  BANKRUPTCY 

Mr.  McLaughlin.  Mr.  speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  I  Mr.  HobbsI. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  appreciate  the  atten- 
tion of  my  colleagues  over  here,  my  colleagues  on  the  Republi- 
can side. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  narrow  issue  presented  here  is  whether 
the  widows  and  orphans  to  whom  our  good  friend  from 
Michigan  referred  shall  get  nothing  or  something. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
right  there? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  am  always  happy  to  yield  to  my  friend 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  On  what  does  the  gentleman  base  that 
positive  statement? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  base  that  positive  statement  on  this:  That 
since  the  Florida  boom  burst  they  have  received  prac- 
tically nothing.  Under  this  bill  they  will  get  something,  and 
I  will  proceed  to  show  you  how. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
jrleld  there? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  would  like  to  proceed,  but  I  cannot  refuse 
the  request  of  my  friend  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.    I  want  to  make  a  brief  observation. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  have  but  4  minutes, 
c  Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  But  I  have  had  some  experience  in 
refinancing  le\'y  and  drainage  districts.  I  have  known  a 
group  of  highjackers  to  go  out  and  buy  a  few  bonds  and 
prevent  a  settlement  when  a  majority  wanted  to  settle;  and 
the  highjackers  forced  them  to  pay  the  face  amount.  100 
cents  on  the  dollar,  while  the  other  men  did  not  take  the 
amount  aprced  upon. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  To  prevent  such  highjacking  is  one  of  the 
purposes  of  this  bill.  And  then  I  want  to  say  just  this,  £uid  if 
you  forget  everything  else,  please  remember  this  one  fact. 
Florida  has  not  asked  for  one  dollar  of  reduction  in  the  face 
amount  of  her  outstanding  mimicipal  bonds.  There  has  not 
been  a  single  reflaancing  operation  under  this  bill,  not  one. 
that  did  not  give  dollar  for  dollar  of  principal.  There  has  not 
been  a  single  case  In  which  the  bonds  were  not  refinanced 
at  par — par  for  par.  Think  that  over.  It  is  the  truth,  ac- 
cording to  the  evidence  undisputed  before  our  committee. 
The  only  benefit  Florida  cities  have  received  under  this  law 
is  reduced  interest  rates — some  of  them  from  8  percent — 
down  to  a  reasonable  rate.  The  new  refunding  bonds  bear 
interest,  in  some  instances  as  low  as  2  or  2>2  percent,  for 
the  first  year  or  so.  but  it  comes  right  on  back  up  to  4,  5,  and 
6  pen^nt  over  a  p^:riod  of  years.  Floridians  were  no  more 
to  blame  for  overbonding  than  the  speculators  from  other 
States  who  participated  in  that  folly,  and  in  many  cases 
induced  it.  Yet  not  one  of  the  municipalities  of  Florida 
"welched"  as  to  principal. 

They  simply  overestimated  their  ability  to  pay,  thinking 
that  the  boom  wouid  be  permanent.  They  are  not  blameless, 
but  they  should  not  be  criticized  too  harshly.  They  have  come 
dean.  All  they  ask  is  a  scaling  down  of  interest  so  that  they 
can  pay. 

That  is  a  good  record. 


Tlie  same,  in  the  main,  may  be  said  In  behalf  of  the  other 
debtors  who  have  sought  some  relief  under  this  law. 

There  is  no  logical  reason  to  deny  counties  that  are  In  the 
same  predicament  as  the  cities  and  drainage  and  irrigation 
dlairlcts  are  the  same  relief  and  hope. 

This  bill  stops  the  only  real  complaint  against  this  law — 
double  payment  to  fiscal  agents. 

Defeat  this  bill  and  let  the  law  expire,  and  jrou  kill  the  only 
chance  which  that  widow  for  whom  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  pleads  has  of  getting  more  than  what  the  little  boy 
shot  at  with  his  new  rifie — nothing.  Pass  it,  and  she  gets  full 
face  value,  plus  some  interest. 

This  law  seeks  to  solve  a  real  problem.  It  faces  facts. 
Mandamus  ordering  increased  taxes  when  the  old  taxes  have 
not  been  and  cannot  be  paid,  is  a  vain  procedure.  It  pro- 
duces nothing. 

Bonds  were  issued  during  the  boom.  The  boom  burst. 
Now  there  is  not  a  Chinaman's  chance  to  pay  in  any  other 
way  than  to  give  them  an  extension  at  a  reduced  Interest  rate, 
then  they  will  pay  dollar  for  dollar,  par  for  par  on  the  bonds 
that  were  issued,  if  we  give  them  time  and  a  chance. 

Mr.  MAY.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  In  the  first  place,  they  had  an  unparalleled 
boom,  then  an  un]3aralleled  depression? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  That  is  right.  This  is  the  only  chance  for 
the  widow  in  Michigan  to  get  her  money  back.  This  is  a 
good  t>ill,  a  fair  bill.    It  should  be  passed.  ^ 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
A  rule  was  granted  on  this  bill  and  Is  now  pending.  If  this 
motion  to  suspend  the  rules  is  voted  down,  then  the  bill  will 
be  eligible  for  consideration  under  the  riile  which  permits 
amendments  to  strike  out  the  word  "county";  is  that  not 
true? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    It  may  be  true,  and  it  may  not  be  true. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Well,  the  Speaker  probably  knows. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  rule  will  be 
called  up  or  not. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  presumes  also  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  would  know. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  suspend  the  rules  and 
pass  the  bill. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  MICHENER)  there  were — ayes  103,  noes  48. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  vote  on  tlys 
ground  a  quortim  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.    Evidently  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
will  notify  the  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the 
roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  223.  najrs 
100,  not  voting  108,  as  follows: 


Gore 

Oossett 

Graham 

Grant.  Ala. 

Griffith 

Guyer.  Kana. 

Gwynne 

Hare 

Harrington 

Hart 

Harter.  Ohio 

Havenner 

Healey 

Hendrlcka 

Hennlngs 

Hill 

Hlnshaw 

HobiM 

Holmes 

Hook 

Hope 

Hull 

Himt«r 

Izac 

Jacobsen 

Jar  man 

Jenks.  N.  H. 


(Roll 

No.  154) 

TEAS— 223 

Allen,  m. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

DeRouen 

Allen.  La. 

Carlson 

Dies 

Arenda 

Cartwrlght 

Dlrkaen 

ArjMlA 

Case.  S  nak. 

Dondero 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Ceiler 

DouKbton 

Barnes 

Chapman 

Doxey 

Barry 

Church 

Duncan 

Bates.  Ky. 

Clark 

Dunn 

Beam 

Claypool 

Durham 

Beckworth 

Cochran 

Eberharter 

Bell 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Edmlston 

B!and 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Elliott 

Bloom 

Cole.  Md. 

Ellis 

Boebne 

Colmer 

Evans 

Boland 

Connery 

Faddls 

Boyktn 

Cooper 

VtaEumi 

Brooks 

Coetello 

Pernandes 

Brown.  Oa. 

Courtney 

Pltzpatrick 

Bryaon 

Cox 

Ford.  Miss. 

Buck 

Cravens 

Ford.  Thomas  F 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Crasser 

Fulmer 

Burch 

Crowe 

Garrett 

Byrne.  N.  Y. 

Ga  things 

Byron 

Darden.  Va. 

Gearhart 

Caldwell 

Davis 

Gehrmann 

Camp 

Delaney 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

Cannon.  Fla. 

DempMy 

Oibbe 

1940 
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Johnaon.  Ind. 
Johnaon.Luther  A . 
Johnson.  Lyndon 
Johnson.  Okla. 
Jotmaon.W.  Va. 
Jonea,  Tex. 


KefauTcr 

Keller 

KeUy 

Kennedy,  Md. 

Kerr 

KUday 

KItchena 

Kleberg 

Koclalkowskl 


Lea 
liea^ 


I«ina.Colo. 

Ludlow 

McAndrewa 

McCormack 

McOetaee 

McKeough 

McLaiighlln 

McMillan.  John  L 


Maclelewskl 

Magnuaon 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Martin,  m. 

Maaalngale 

May 

Miller 

Mills.  Ark. 

MUls.  La. 

Mott 

Mouton 

Mundt 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Murdock.  Utah 

Myers 

Nelaoo 

Horrell 

O'Connor 

ODay 

OXeary 

Parsons 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson.  Pla. 

Peterson.  Oa. 

Pierce 


Plttenger 

Poage 

Polk 

Rabaut 

Raznspeck 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Raybum 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Reed.  ni. 

Richards 

Robertson 

Robinson.  Utah 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Saascer 

Satterfleld 

BrJilfller 

Scrugham 

Secrest 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Short 

Smith,  Conn. 

Smith,  ni. 

South.  Va. 

Smith.  Wash. 

Snyder 

South 

^jarkman 


NAYS— 100 


Alexander 

AndHWn.  H.  Carl 

Andanon.  Calif. 

Andreacn.  A.  H. 

Andrews 

AnccU 

Austin 

Ball  I 

Bender  ' 

Blackney 

Bolton 

BwdtBy.Mleh. 

Byna.  Tenn. 

Chlperfleld 

Cla^on 

Clevenger 

Cole.  NY. 

Corbett 

Ctmwford 

Curtis 


Pish 

Gartner 

Gerlach 

OUchrlst 

OUlle 

Good  Win 

Grant.  Ind. 

Oroas 

Ban.  Bdwln  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Hancock 


Baton 


Bartw.  N.  T. 
Hess 

Hoffman 
Horton 
Jarrett 
Jeffries 
Jennings 
Jensen 
Johnson,  IlL 
I.  Ohio 


Klnzer 

Knutson 

Ktinkel 

Landls 

LeOompte 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Luce 

McDoweU 

McGregor 

McLeod 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin,  Maaa 

Mlchener 

Monklewlca 

MOaer 

Mxuray 

O'Brien 

Osmers 

Powers 


Biglebrlght 
Fen  ton 

Allen.  Pa. 

Anderson,  Mo. 

Barton.  N.  Y. 

Bates.  Man. 

Bolles 

Boren 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Brewster 

Brown.  Ohio 

Bxickley.  N.  Y. 

BulwlcJde 

Burdlck 

Burgln 

Carter 

Casey,  Mass. 

Cluett 

Collins 

Cooley 

Creal 

Culkln 

Cullen 

Cummlnfi 

D'Aleeandro 

Darrow 

DlckBteln 


Kean 

Kiibum 


Rich 

Robslon,  Ky. 
Rockefeller 
Rodgers.  Pa. 


NOT  VOTING— 108 


Dltter 

Douglas 

Drewry 

Baton 

Edelsteln 

Fay 

Flaherty 

Flannagan 

Flannery 

Folger* 

ram.  Leland  M. 

Fries 

Gamble 

Gavagan 

Glfford 

Oreen 

Oregory 

Halleck 

Hartley 

Hawks 

Houston 

Jenkins.  Ohk> 

Johns 

Kecfe 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy.  Mlrhart 

Keogh 


Klrwan 

Kramer 

Lambertson 

Larrabee 

Lemke 

Lynch 

McArdle 

McGranery 


McMUlan.  Clara 

Mansfield 

Marcantonio 

Maaon 

Merrltt 

Mitchell 

Monroney 

Nichols 

Norton 

OUver 

O'Neal 

OToole 

Pace 

Pfelfer 

Plumley 

Reed,  N.  T. 

Risk 

Romjue 


Stamea.  Ala. 

SteagaU 

Stefan 

Sumners.  Tex. 

Sutphin 

Sweeney 

Tarver 

Terry 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Thomaaon 

Tolan 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Vinson.  Oa. 

Vreeland 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Ward 

Warren 

WeaTer 

Welch 

Weat 

Wheat 

Whelchel 

White.  Idaho 

Whlttlngton 

WlUlams.  Mo. 

Wolverton.  N.J. 

Zlnunerman 


Rogers.  Maaa. 

Routaohn 

Rutherford 

Schafer,  Wia. 

Schulte 

Simpson 

Smith.  Ohio 

Springer 

Sunuier,  Hi. 

Sweet 

T'aber 

Telle 

ThlU 

Thorkelson 

Tibbott 

Tlnkham 

Treadway 

Van  Zandt 

Vonm.  Ohio 

Wadsworth 

White,  Ohio 

Wlgglesworth 

Williams.  Del. 

Wolf  enden.  Pa. 

Yoimgdahl 

Ryan 

Sabath 

Sacks 

Sandager 

Schaefer,  HI. 

Schuetz 

Schwert 

Seccombe 

Seger 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Shanley 

Sheridan 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Somers.  N.  Y. 

Spence 

Steams.  N.H. 

Sullivan 

Taylor 

Tenerowlca 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Voorhia.  Calif. 

Winter 

Wolcott 

Wood 

Woodruff,  Mich. 

Woodrum.  Va. 


So,  two-thirds  having  voted  In  favor  thereof,  the  niles 
were  suspended  and  the  bill  was  passed. 
The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 
On  this  vote. 

Mr.  Cullen  and  Mr.  Cooler  (for)  with  Mr.  Jenkins  of  Ohio  (against) . 

Mr.  Dingell  and  Mr.  Martin  J.  Kennedy  (lor)  with  Mr.  Douglae 
(against). 

Mr.  Spence  and  Mr.  OTcxde  (for)  with  Mr.  Brown  of  CMiio  (against) . 

Mr.  Gayagan  and  Mr.  Schxiets  (for)  with  Mr.  Seccombe  (against) . 

Mr.  Woodruro  of  Virginia  and  Mr.  Michael  J.  Kennedy  (for)  with 
Mr.  Seger  (against). 

Mr.  Fay  and  Mr.  SuUiyan  (for)   with  Mr.  OUrord  (against). 

Mr.  Pfelfer  and   Mr.  Keogh   (for)    with   Mr.   Dltter    (against). 

Mr.  Dlckstein  and  Mr.  Edelsteln   (for)    with  Mr.  Gamble   (against). 

Mr.  Lynch  and  Mr.  Somers  of  Mew  York  (for)  with  Mr.  Baton 
(against). 

Mr.  Merrltt  and  Mr.  Schwert  (for)  with  Mr.  Johns  (agalnat). 


Mr.  Buckley  of  New  Totk  and  Mr.  Bulwlnkle  (for)  with  Mr.  Plum- 
ley  (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Burgln  with  Mr.  BUleek. 

Mr.  Flannagan  with  Mr.  Barton  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Romjtie  with  Mr.  Woodruff  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  OoUins  with  Mr.  Maaon. 

Mr.  Pace  with  Mr.  Wolcott. 

Mr.  Folger  with  Mr.  Culkln. 

Mr.  O'Neal  with  Mr   Bates  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Mansfield  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Cereal  with  Mr.  Winter. 

Mr    Nichols  with  Mr.  BoUes. 

Mrs.  Clara  O.  McMillan  with  Mr.  Keefe. 

Mr.  Cummlngs  with  Mr.  Darrow. 

Mr.  Monroney  with  Mr.  Leland  M.  Pord. 

Mr    Klrwan  with  Mr.  Hawks. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Jennings. 

Mr.  Wood  with  Mr.  McLean. 

Mr.  Boren  with  Mr.  Hartley. 

Mr.  Gregory  with  Mr.  Lambertaon. 

Mr.  McArdle  with  Mr.  Brewster. 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Cluett. 

Mr.  Anderson  of  Missouri  with  Mrs.  Smith  of  Main*. 

Mrs.  Norton  with  Mr.  Carter. 

Mr.  Sabath  with  Mr.  Sandager. 

Mr.  Flaherty  with  Mr.  Burdlck. 

Mr.  Allen  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  steama  of  New  Hampahlra. 

Mr.  Casey  of  Massachusetts  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Ryan  with  Mr.  Reed  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Schaefer  of  nilnols  with  Mr.  Oliyer. 

Mr.  Flannery  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  liiylor  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 

ItT.  Sheridan  with  Mr.  Marcantonio. 

Mr.  Fries  with  Mr.  Houston. 

Mr.  Kramer  vrlth  Mr.  Tenerowlca. 

Mr.  Smith  of  West  Virginia  with  Mr.  Shanley. 

Mr.  Bradley  of  Petuisylvanla  with  Mr.  Sachs. 

Mr.  McGranery  with  Mr.  Larrabee. 

Messrs.  MtrNDT,  Maas,  and  Stefan  changed  their  votef 
from  "nay"  to  "yea." 

The  d(x>rs  were  opened. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announ<;ed  as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Hie  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  House  Resolution  468 
will  be  laid  on  the  table. 

There  was  no  objection. 

RECONSTRUCTION    FINANCE    CX>RPORATION    AND    STOCK   OF   FEDERAL 

HOME-LOAN  BANKS 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9958)  to 
authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan  banks;  to  amend  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act,  as  amended,  and 
for  other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto.  I 
may  say  there  is  no  substantial  change  in  these  amendments 
which  would  justify  a  conference. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bUl. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  StkagallI? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object 
at  this  time  because  I  am  not  acquainted  with  the  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  STEAOAI.I..  I  may  say  that  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Luce],  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Crawford],  the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois  [Miss  Sum- 
ner], and  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller] 
have  examined  the  amendments. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  ask  the  gentleman 
to  let  that  go  over  until  the  morning. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    They  are  all  perfectly  agreeable. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  not  sure  of  the 
amendments  and  I  will  ask  the  gentleman  to  withhold  his 
request  until  tomorrow. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw  the  request. 

ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  IZAC.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
C^alifornla  [Mr.  Voorhis]  is  unavoidably  detained.  Had  he 
been  here  he  would  have  voted  "yea"  on  the  resolution  just 


11 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Tlie  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri has  raised  a  question  with  reference  to  such  announce- 
ments. 
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•nie  Chair  has  consulted  the  decisions  of  three  or  tour 
former  Speakers,  and  the  precedents  are  all  uniform  to  the 
effect  that  It  is  improper  practice  to  make  such  annoimce- 
ments.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri  has  notified  the  Chair 
that  he  will  object  to  all  such  statements,  and  the  Chair 
trusts  therefore  that  the  gentleman  will  withdraw  his 
request. 

Mr.  IZAC.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw  the  request. 

EXTENSION    or    RESCARKS 

Mr.  OOSSETT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rzcord  and  to 
include  therein  an  excerpt  from  a  recent  speech  by  the 
President. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr.  Gossett]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

MAKING  THE  WORLD  SAFER  TOR   DEMOCRACY 

Mr.  GOSSETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr.  Gossett]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GOSSETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Nation  must  imme- 
diately prepare  mentally,  morally,  and  physically  to  deal 
with  the  present  emergency  and  also  with  possible  future 
emergencies.  Today's  defeat  of  the  great  French  democracy 
by  the  force  of  dictators'  arms  makes  evident  the  necessity 
that  we  respond  at  once  to  President  Roosevelt's  plea  for 
rapid  production  of  essenMal  war  materials  and  supplies. 

Dictators  laugh  at  democracy.  They  scoff  at  democratic 
efflciency  and  at  democratic  ideals.  The  time  has  come 
when  the  home  of  democracy  must  speak  with  strength  as 
well  as  with  principles.  The  voice  of  America  henceforth 
and  forever  must  not  only  be  a  voice  of  justice  but  also  a 
voice  of  authority,  based  upon  indomitable  strength  and 
power. 

No  one  has  better  expressed  the  grave  concern  of  our 
great  liberty-loving  Republic  than  its  farslghted,  coiu-ageous. 
President  in  delivering  his  national-defense  message  to  the 
Congress  on  May  16.  at  which  time  he  said  in  part: 

These  are  ominous  days — days  whose  swift  and  shocking  d«- 
Telopments  force  every  neutral  nation  to  look  to  its  defenses  In 
the  light  of  new  factors.  The  brutal  force  of  modern  offensive 
war  has  been  loosed  In  all  Its  horror.  New  powers  of  destruction, 
incredibly  swift  and  deadly,  have  been  developed,  and  those  who 
wield  them  are  ruthless  and  daring.  No  old  defense  Is  so  strong 
that  It  requires  no  further  strengthening,  and  no  attack  Is  so 
unlikely  or  Impossible  that  It  may  be  ignored. 

Let  xia  examine,  without  self-deception,  the  dangers  which  con- 
front us.  Let  us  measvire  our  strength  and  our  defense  without 
aelf -delusion. 

The  clear  fact  Is  that  the  American  people  must  recast  their 
thinking  about  national  protection. 

Surely  the  developments  of  the  past  few  weeks  have  made  it 
clear  to  aU  of  our  citizens  that  the  possibility  of  attack  on  vital 
ABMTlean  zones  ought  to  make  It  essential  that  we  have  the 
Irtiyatcal.  the  ready  ability  to  meet  those  attacks  and  to  prevent 
them  from  reaching  their  objectives. 

•nils  means  military  Implements — not  on  paper — which  are  remdy 
and  available  to  meet  any  lightning  offensive  against  our  American 
Interest.  It  means  also  that  facilities  for  production  must  be  ready 
to  turn  out  munitions  and  eqiiipment  at  top  speed. 

We  have  had  the  lesson  before  us  over  and  over  again — nation* 
that  were  not  ready  and  were  unable  to  get  ready  found  themselvec 
overrun  by  the  enemy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  need  more  action  and  less  words.  We 
should  start  now.  Before  the  sun  goes  down  we  should  sign 
proper  contracts  with  Henry  Ford  and  have  him  t)egtn  to- 
morrow with  his  program  to  produce  1,000  airplanes  per  day. 
We  should  immediately  begin  to  utilize  the  tremendous  In- 
dustrial, scientific,  and  human  resources  of  this  country  and 
continue  at  top  speed  until  no  power  on  earth  can  challenge 
the  strength  of  American  arms.  Our  world  must  be  made 
unsafe  for  robber  barons  to  stalk  their  helpless  prey. 

But  it  is  not  enough  simply  to  prepare  for  war.  We  must 
also  prepare  for  peace.  The  responsibility  for  world  leader- 
ship has  alrtsdy  fallen  upon  ottr  shoulders.  We  may  shortly 
beeome  the  only  oaitis  of  liberty  remaining  in  a  mad.  feftr- 
crased.  war-torn  world.   We  must  keep  the  torch  of  freedom 


burning  until  the  tear-dimned  eyes  of  suffering  and  enslaved 
millions  can  again  catch  the  gleam.  With  clear  heads  and 
steady  hands,  we  must  help  to  rebuild  a  decent  world  order. 
We  must  take  the  lead  in  the  peace  that  has  to  follow  after 
the  war.  II 

To  the  isolationists,  we  cite  all  human  history,  both  sacred 
and  profane.  On  almost  the  first  page  of  sacred  history  the 
Almighty  taught  Cain  that  imforgetuble  truth  that  he  had 
some  very  definite  responsibilities  for  his  brother's  welfare. 
Those  persons  who  care  not  what  happens  to  others  so  long 
as  it  does  not  happen  to  them  are  either  depraved  in  mind 
or  in  intellect,  or  in  both. 

Self-interest  as  well  as  concern  for  humanity  requires  that 
we  preserve,  protect,  and  defend  democracy.  This  challenge 
should  find  ready  response  in  the  heart  of  every  American 
who  is  worthy  of  his  heritage. 

Notwithstanding  our  professions  of  high  principle,  how- 
ever, our  record  in  the  past  decade  has  been  none  too  good. 
We  should  blush  with  shame  to  think  that  more  than  2.000,- 
000  Chinese  have  been  killed  and  more  than  40,000,000  made 
homeless  largely  through  the  use  of  American  scrap  iron  and 
gasoline.  We  have  no  right  to  threaten  aggressors  with  one 
hand  and  aid  them  with  the  other.  We  should  remember 
that  economic  sanctions  are  often  more  potent  than  military 
sanctions.  0\ir  economic  power  should  be  used  to  aid  de- 
fenseless peoples  and  to  defeat  aggressors.  We  should  not 
aid  in  the  commission  of  crime  by  knowingly  selling  supplies 
to  the  criminal. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  been  said  with  some  truth,  it  seems  to 
me,  that  politics  destroyed  America's  leadership  In  the  peace 
that  followed  the  first  World  War.  If  this  be  true,  let  us  pray 
that  history  does  not  repeat  itself  following  this  second  World 
War. 

If  more  of  us  lived  for  our  coimtry.  fewer  of  us  would  have 
to  die  for  our  covmtry. 

Let  all  of  us  who  love  America  rededicate  ourselves  to  those 
principles  that  gave  her  birth  and  happiness.  Let  us  resolve 
that  henceforth,  whether  in  peace  or  in  war.  we  will  devote 
to  her  service  the  t)est  that  we  possess  of  mind  and  heart, 
with  the  hope  that  divine  Providence  will  guide  our  feet  in 
the  paths  of  peace. 

extension  or  remarks 

Mr.  CONNERY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  sub- 
ject of  S.  3237,  the  sugar  bill  which  we  had  before  us  today  for 
consideration,  and  to  Include  certain  communications  and 
tables. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  C6HincRT]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOOK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  two 
letters  from  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  HookI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Brooks  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Rbcoko. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  some  resolutions  passed  by  citizens  of  my 
district  with  reference  to  the  international  situation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Johnson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLAYPOOL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  therein  an 
article  by  Hon.  Louis  Johnson. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 
There  was  no  objection. 

miassioN  TO  adoskss  thi  rousi 
Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute  to  make  tax  announcement. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  a  number  of  Members 
on  the  Republican  side  who  want  to  appear  before  the  reso- 
lutions committee  of  the  Republican  National  Convention 
on  foreign  affairs  to  urge  an  antiwar  plank.  The  resolu- 
tions committee,  headed  by  Mr.  Hyde,  ot  Oklahoma,  will  hold 
hearings  this  Wednesday  evening,  June  19.  in  the  Bellevue- 
Stratford  Hotel,  aa  the  eighteenth  floor.  Republican  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  who  want  to  appear  then  on  the  foreign- 
affairs  plank  will  be  welcome  at  any  time  from  8  o'clock  to 
midnight  to  make  any  statement  they  wish  to  on  that  sub- 
ject. Mr.  O.  Q.  Saxon,  the  secretary  of  the  committee,  can 
be  reached  at  room  524.  Bellevue-Stratford  Hotel,  at  Phila- 
delphia. 

Mr.  HOBBS.     Bdr.  Siieaker.  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr^  FISH.     Not  for  a  facetious  remark. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  wanted  to  inquire  in  what  city  those  hear- 
ings would  be  held. 

Mr.  FISH.     The  City  of  Brotherly  Love.  Philadelphia. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

national  defense 

Mr.  HARTER  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  recommit  to  the  committee  of  conference  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national 
defense. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Ohio? 
There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REKARKS 

Mr.  TALLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  therein  an 
address  deUvered  by  Col.  Hanf ord  MacNider  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRADL£Y  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and 
include  therein  a  very  short  article  from  the  United  Mine 
Workers'  Journal  of  June  15.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr,  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  Washington  Star  of  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  m  the  Record  and  Include  therein 
an  article  from  the  Washington  Daily  News  of  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  or  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to 
Mr.  Orecosy  (at  the  request  of  Mr,  Vincint  of  Kentucky) , 
for  today,  on  accotmt  of  illness. 

SENATE  BILL  REFERRED 

A  bill  Of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title  was  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  Ubie  and.  xmder  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

8. 786.  An  act  relating  to  the  acquisition  of  foreign  silver 
by  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enroled  bUls  of  the  House  of  the  foUowlnf  titles,  which  were 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker. 

H.  R.  8840.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for 
maklnf  further  and  mors  effectual  provision  for  the  national 


defense,  and  for  other  purposes,*  approved  Jime  S,  1916.  as 
amended,  and  for  other  ixxrposes; 

H.  R.  7074.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  to  authorise  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  certain 
disposition  of  condemned  ordnance,  guns,  projectiles,  and 
other  condemned  material  in  their  respective  Departments: 

H.  R.  8913.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  legisla- 
tive branch  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.R.  8745.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  an  enrolled 
bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

8. 4027.  An  act  to  transfer  the  active  list  of  the  Construc- 
tion Corps  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes. 

ADJOtntNKEENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  ^.iccordingly  (at  5  o'clock  and 
38  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Tuesday,  June  18,  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE   ON   IMMIGRATION   AND   NATURALIZATION 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization,  Wednesday,  June  19,  1940,  at  10:30  a.  m., 
for  the  consideration  of  private  bills  and  unfinished  business. 

COMMITTEE   ON   INTERSTATE   AND    FOREIGN    COMMERCE 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  at  10  a.  m.  Wednesday.  June  19, 
1940,  In  room  1334,  New  House  Office  Building,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  holding  hearings  on  H.  R.  9807  and  H.  R.  10013,  to 
amend  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  etc. 


EXECUTIVE   COMMUNICATIONS.   ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1763.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  United  States  Army, 
dated  June  6,  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together  with  ac- 
companying papers  and  an  illustration  on  reexamination  of 
San  Diego  Harbor.  Calif.,  requested  by  resolution  of  the 
Committee  on  Rivrr9<^and  Harbors,  House  of  Representa- 
tives, adopted  March  26.  1940  (H.  Doc.  No.  844) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rivers  and  Harbors  and  ordered  to  be  printed, 
with  an  illustration. 

1764.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  United  States  Army, 
dated  June  6.  1940,  submitting  a  report,  together  with  ac- 
compansring  papers  and  an  illustration,  on  reexamination  of 
Los  Angeles  and  Long  Beach  Harbors.  Calif.,  requested  by 
resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors.  House 
of  Representatives,  adopted  February  9.  1938  (H.  Doc.  No. 
843) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  and  ordered 
to  be  printed,  with  an  illustration. 

1785.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  reserve  000  acres 
of  land  of  the  public  domain  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the 
Kanosh  Band  of  Indians  In  the  State  of  Utah;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Indian  Affairs. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES    ON   PUBLIC   BILIiB   AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  WIAVER:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  R.  R.  19M. 
A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  upon  certain  United  States  com- 
missioners to  try  petty  offenses  committed  on  Federal 
reservations;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  3679).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  itate  at 
the  Union. 
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Mr.  SASSCER:  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 
Grounds.  H.  R.  9116.  A  bill  designating  building  giiards 
employed  In  buildings  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal 
Works  Agency  as  United  States  Building  Police,  and  for 
other  purposes;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2580) .  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  SWEENEY:  Committee  on  the  Post  OflBce  and  Post 
Roads.  H.  R.  9491.  A  bill  relating  to  compensation  of  for- 
mer employees  of  the  Railway  Mall  Service  In  certain  jxjsi- 
tions  and  reinstated  prior  to  August  14.  1937;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2581).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HOBBS:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  10094. 
A  bill  to  require  the  registration  of  certain  organizations 
carrying  on  activities  within  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2582).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia :  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Res- 
olution 530.  Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  S.  1681,  an 
act  to  amend  section  107  of  the  Judicial  Code  to  create  a 
mountain  district  In  the  State  of  Tennessee,  and  for  other 
purposes:  without  amendment  iRept.  No.  2593).  Referred  to 
the  House  Calendar. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XTTI, 

Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.  S.  2768.  An  act  authorizing  the  naturaliza- 
tion of  Thomas  A.  Lamble;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2583) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MACEIJEWSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.  S.  2775.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
Gideon  Schiller;  without  amendment  <Rept.  No.  2584).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Ccmmittee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MACEUEWSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.  8.  2909.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dexter  and 
Elizabeth  Shloml;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2585). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MACEIJEWSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization.  H.  R.  9297.  A  bill  to  enable  Ernest  Her- 
mann Schmidt  to  remain  permanently  in  the  United  States; 
Without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2586) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Natural- 
ization. 8.  1789.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  de- 
portation proceedings  In  the  case  of  Florence  Sinclair  Cooper 
and  daughter.  Margaret  Lavallie,  and  Philip  P.  Roy;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2587).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  6295.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Fred  S.  Hondros; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2588).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
8666.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  claimants  on  account  of 
loss  by  Are  for  which  the  United  States  was  adjudged  liable; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2589).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  TALLE:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
H.  R.  7143.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fanny  Karp;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2590).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  TALLE:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  7458.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Amelia  Maria  Cavar- 
san;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2591).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  McGEHEE:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Natural- 
ization. S.  3412.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Nicholas  Chi- 
couras:  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2592).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  COLLINS: 
.  H.  R.  10097.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  maxlmimi  3-percent " 
interest  rate  on  loans  secured  by  a  lien  on  United  States 
Government  life  insurance;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War 
Veterans'  Legislation. 
By  Mr.  LEA: 

H.  R.  10098.  A  bill  to  amend  section  204  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  for  the  termination  of  Federal  control  of 
railroads  and  systems  of  transportation;  to  provide  for  the 
settlement  of  disputes  between  carriers  and  their  employees; 
to  further  amend  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  regulate  com- 
merce,' approved  February  4,  1887,  as  amended;  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  February  28,  1920;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  RANDOLPH: 

H.  R.  10099.  A  bill  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Alley 
Dwelling  Act.  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia: 

H.  R.  10100.  A  bill  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas: 

H.  R.  10101.  A  bill  to  make  unlawful  the  transportation  of 
convict-made  goods  in  interstate  commerce,  and  for  other 
purjxjses;   to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SUTPHIN: 

H.  R.  10102.  A   bill   to  provide  a   means   whereby   partial 
pasrment  can  be  made  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  of 
their  claims  against  the  Imperial  Russian  Government:  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  SCHIFFLER: 

H.J. Res. 572.  Joint  resolution  requesting  the  President  of 
.the  United  States  to  convoke  a  consultative  meeting  at  which 
each  of  the  foreign  ministers  of  American  republics  be  In- 
vited to  participate,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BLOOM: 

H.  J.  Res.  573.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  section  4  of  public 
resolution  No.  54.  approved  Noveml)er  4,  1939,  entitled  "Joint 
resolution  to  preserve  the  neutrality  and  the  peace  of  the 
United  SUtes  and  to  secure  the  safety  of  its  citizens  and 
their  Interests:  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland: 

H.  Res.  531.  Resolution  granting  an  Increase  in  compensa- 
tion to  the  assistant  clerk  to  the  Committee  on  Claims;  to 
the  Committee  on  Accotmts. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memorials  were  presented  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  memorializing  the  President  and  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  consider  their  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  No.  14,  with  reference  to  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 


PRIVATE  BELLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII, 

Mr.  BURCH  Introduced  a  bill  (H.  R  10103)  reviving  and 
renewing  patent  No.  1.467.930.  serial  No.  557,262,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Patents. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH.  peUtions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8778.  By  Mr.  ENGEL:  PeUtion  of  Edna  E.  Corbus,  secre- 
tary of  Women's  Guild,  St.  Johns  Evangelical  Church  of 
Muskegon,  Mich.,  and  40  members  of  this  organization,  urging 


Congress  to  refrain  from  any  action  which  might  necessitate 
the  sending  of  American  boys  to  fight  on  foreign  soil;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8779.  By  Mr.  HINSHAW:  Petition  of  1.399  citizens  of  the 
city  of  Pasadena,  Calif.,  urging  immediate  and  effective  aid 
to  England  and  France  in  their  struggle  against  dictatorship; 
that  the  Congress  stay  In  session  to  consider  emergency  leg- 
islation for  Allied  help  and  speed  the  process  of  rearmament; 
that  everything  possible  be  done  to  release  planes  and  other 
Implements  of  war  to  the  Allies  without  impairing  our  own 
security;  that  laws  should  be  repealed  which  interfere  with 
our  assisting  the  Allies  in  moneys,  credits,  munitions,  volun- 
tary enlistments,  and  in  the  Allies'  control  of  contraband;  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8780.  By  Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON:  Petition  of  R.  E. 
Comforth.  adjutant,  Miles  Scrivener  Post,  No.  454,  the  Amer- 
ican Legion,  Heame.  Tex.,  advising  of  resolution  by  his  post 
asking  that  Congress  stay  in  session  during  the  emergency; 
to  the  Committee  mi  Ways  and  Means. 

8781.  Also,  petition  of  the  Milford  Civic  Club,  the  Mil- 
ford  Luncheon  Club,  and  all  other  Milford  civic  organiza- 
tions, of  Milford,  Tex.,  favoring  all  possible  assistance  to  the 
Allies  short  of  an  expeditionary  force;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8782.  Also,  petition  of  the  Corsicana  Lions  Club.  Corslcana. 
Tex.,  favoring  preparedness  and  curbing  un-American  activ- 
ities: to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8783.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Club,  of  Groesbeck.  Tex., 
favoring  compulsory  military  service  and  material  aid  to  the 
Allies;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8784.  By  Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the 
Baker  and  Confectionery  Workers  International  Union  of 
America,  Local  No.  1,  New  York  City,  concerning  the  Sher- 
man antitrust  law;  also  expressing  opposition  to  any  war 
except  in  the  case  of  actual  invasion  by  armed  forces;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8785.  By  Mr.  MARSHALL:  Petition  of  a  number  of  citizens 
of  Cleveland,  requesting  that  any  reductions  in  the  regular 
governmental  expenditures,  especially  where  they  would  re- 
duce the  salaries  of  postal  employees,  be  opposed;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations. 

8786.  By  Mr.  POLK:  Petition  of  S.  B.  Purtee  and  other 
Citizens  of  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  urging  that  action  be  taken  to 
learn  the  mission  m  the  United  SUtes  of  Capt.  Otto  Stennes. 
Germany's  chief  agent,  who  recently  arrived  in  San  Fran- 
cisco; also,  against  the  Nazi  Bund  camps  and  other  sub- 
versive groups;  to  the  Committee  on  Inunigratlon  and 
Naturalization. 

8787.  By  Mr.  SUTPHIN:  Petition  of  the  mayor  and  coun- 
cil of  the  Borough  of  Rumson,  N.  J.,  urging  that  Congress 
remain  in  session;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8788.  By  lir.  ROMJUE:  Petition  of  the  Farmers'  Mutual 
Insurance  Co.  of  Marion  County,  Mo.,  commending  the 
President  of  the  United  States  for  urging  upon  the  Nation 
the  necasilty  of  vast  expenditures  for  preparedness  and  na- 
tional defense,  and  calling  upon  Congress  to  expedite  all 
measures  looking  to  full  and  proper  preparedness  and  na- 
tional defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8789.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Mary  Archer.  Flying 
Hill  Farms.  Reading.  Pa.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
reiolutlon  with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8790.  Also,  petition  of  the  business  and  professional  men 
of  1  Wall  Street,  New  York,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8791.  Also,  petition  of  the  Corsicana  lions  Club.  Corslcana, 
Tex.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  ref- 
erence to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8792.  Also,  petition  of  Alexander.  Borkowskl  L  Stern,  Steu- 
benville.  Ohio,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
MiliUry  Affairs. 

8793.  Also.  peUtion  of  the  IntemaUonal  lions  Club.  San 
Leandro.  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 


with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8794.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Club.  Bridgeport,  CMiio. 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8795.  Also,  petition  of  the  Hamilton  Lions  Club.  District 
13  B.  Hamilton,  Ohio,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

8796.  Also,  petition  of  the  Davenport  Lions  Club.  Daven- 
port. Iowa,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

8797.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  International.  RoUa,  Mo., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8798.  Also,  petition  of  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolu- 
tion. Ellen  Hardin  Walworth  Chapter,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y..  pe- 
titioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8799.  Also,  petition  of  United  Automobile  Workers  of 
America,  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations.  Fisher  Local, 
No.  602,  Lansing,  Mich.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  Senate  bill  591.  United  States 
Housing  Authority  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 

8800.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  International  Club, 
Houma,  La.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

8801.  Also,  petition  of  the  Michigan  State  Industrial 
Union  Coimcil.  Detroit,  Mich.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  immigration  legislation;  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Natiu-alizatlon. 

8802.  Also,  petition  of  Local  1-12.  International  Long- 
shoremen's and  Warehousemen's  Union.  North  Bend.  Oreg., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  House  bill  9766.  immigration  legislation;  to  the  Committee 
on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8803.  Also,  petition  of  Workers  Alliance  G-220.  Los  An- 
geles. Calif.;  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  immigration  legislation;  to  the  Committee 
on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8804.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of  Providence,  Provi- 
dence, R.  I.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8805.  Also,  petition  of  imdergraduates  of  Yale  University. 
New  Haven,  Conn.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolu- 
tion with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

8806.  Also,  petition  of  the  Young  People's  Religious  Union. 
Boston,  Mass.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

8807.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  International.  Olenrock. 
Wyo..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  ref- 
erence to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8808.  Also,  petition  of  Dixie  lliirty-flrst  Division  Associa- 
tion, Miami,  Fla..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  immigration  legislation;  to  the  Committee 
on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 


SENATE 

TUESDAY,   JUNE   18,   1940 

(.Legislative  day  of  Tuesday.  May  28.  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  ZfBamey  T.  Phillips,  D.  D.,  offered  the 

following  prayer: 

Lord  of  all  power  and  might,  who  hast  set  a  restlessness 
In  our  hearts  and  hast  made  us  all  seekers  sifter  that  unto 
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which  we  cannot  fully  attain:  Forbid  that  we  should  be 
satisfied  with  what  we  have  made  of  life,  but  do  Thou  guide 
UB  in  every  choice,  making  us  humble,  brave,  and  loving. 

We  do  not  ask  that  Thou  wilt  keep  us  safe,  but  that  Thou 
wilt  keep  us  loyal  to  the  ideals  of  America,  and  so  prepare 
U8  for  the  great  adventure  in  helping  to  build  the  City  of 
God  in  a  distracted  world.  Keep  us  at  tasks  too  difflcxilt 
for  us,  that  we  may  be  driven  unto  Thee  for  strength. 
Make  us  aware  of  the  contentious  kingdom  within  ourselves, 
which  we  must  learn  to  rule  before  we  can  hope  to  rule 
others.  Increase  our  faith  in  the  ultimate  triumph  of  good- 
ness, and  help  us  to  realize  that  each  responsibility  is  but 
an  opportunity  to  gird  ourselves  that  we  may  worthily  serve 
our  God  and  our  country.  Strengthen  us  with  might  by 
Thy  Spirit  in  the  inner  man,  that.  Christ  dwelling  in  our 
hearts  by  faith,  we  may  be  filled  with  all  the  fullness  of 
Ood.    Amen. 

THK  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Monday,  June  17.  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

MESSAGK  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr, 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  without  amendment  the  following  bills 
and  Joint  resolution  of  the  Senate: 

S.  2611.  An  act  authorizing  the  purchase  of  a  site  and 
the  erection  of  a  building  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts  for 
use  as  a  radio-monitoring  station,  and  for  other  purposes; 
•  S.  2983.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of  lumber  and  other 
forest  products  obtained  from  the  forests  on  Indian  reserva- 
tions by  Indian  enterprises; 

S.  2984.  An  act  authorizing  the  transfer  of  title  of  the 
Hayward  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 

S.  3018.  An  act  to  amend  section  210  of  the  Conununlca- 
tions  Act  of  1934.  approved  June  19,  1934  (48  Stat.  1073; 
47  U.  S.  C.  210),  so  as  to  permit  communication  utilities  to 
contribute  free  services  to  the  national  defense; 

S.  3237.  An  act  to  amend  section  301  (a)  of  the  Sugar  Act 
of  1937; 

S.  3352.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  August  27,  1935  (49 
Stat.  2194),  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3667.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  local  delivery  rate  on 
certain  first-class  mail  matter; 

S.  3958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  Road  Department  of  the  State  of  Florida  an 
easement  for  a  road  right-of-way  over  the  Coast  Guard 
Reservation  at  Flagler  Beach.  Fla.;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  214.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  recognition 
of  the  two  hundredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of  the 
University  of  Pennsylvania  by  Benjamin  Franklin  and  the 
beginning  of  university  education  in  the  United  States,  and 
providing  for  the  representation  of  the  Government  and 
people  of  the  United  States  in  the  observance  of  the  anni- 
versary. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  bill  (S.  2059)  authorizing  a  grant  to  the  city  of  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.,  of  an  easement  in  connection  with  the  construction 
of  water  and  sewer  systems,  with  amendments,  in  which  it 
requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  dis- 
agreed to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5138)  to  make  unlawful  attempts  to  interfere  with  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Coast  Guard;  to  re- 
quire the  deportation  of  certain  classes  of  aliens;  to  require  the 
fingerprinting  of  aliens  seeking  to  enter  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes;  agreed  to  the  conference  asked  by 
the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 
and  that  Mr.  Suhners  of  Texas.  Mr.  Hobbs.  and  Mr.  Hancock 
were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  con- 
ference. 

Tbe  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  the 
following  bills  and  Joint  resolution.  In  which  it  requested  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate: 


H.  R.  3402.  An  act  to  authorize  the  appropriation  for  pay- 
ment of  the  cost  of  providing  additional  water  for  the  Wapato 
Indian  irrigation  project,  Washington; 

H.  R.  4587.  An  act  to  give  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  authority  to  prescribe  rules  of  pleading,  practice,  and" 
procedure  with  respect  to  proceedings  in  criminal  cases  prior 
to  and  including  verdict,  or  finding  or  plea  of  guilty; 

H.  R.  5382.  An  act  authorizing  the  city  of  Keokuk.  Iowa,  to 
purchase,  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  across 
the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Keokuk.  Iowa; 

H.  R.  6408.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  dam  and  dike  for  preventing  ' 
the  flow  of  tidal  waters  into  North  Slough  in  Coos  County, 
Oreg.; 

H.  R.  6583.  An  act  for  expenditure  of  funds  for  cooperation 
with  the  public-school  board,  Cass  County,  Minn.,  for  the 
construction,  extension,  equipment,  and  improvement  of  pub- 
lic-school facilities  to  be  available  to  Indian  children  in  the 
district; 

H.  R.  7254.  An  act  authorizing  the  temporary  detail  of  John 
L.  Savage,  an  employee  of  the  United  States,  to  service  under 
the  government  of  the  State  of  New  South  Wales.  Australia, 
and  the  government  of  the  Punjab,  India; 

H.  R.  8046.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  retirement  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Rail- 
road. Territory  of  Alaska,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States."  approved  Jvme  29.  1936; 

H.  R.  8621.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  and  other  retirement  acts; 

H.  R.  8645.  An  act  to  provide  Saturday  half  holidays  for 
char  force  working  in  Post  Office  Department: 

H.  R.  9024.  An  act  relating  to  the  status  of  retired  officers 
of  the  Army.  Navy.  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  amend  section  113  of  the  Criminal  Code; 
H.  R.  9139.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the 
United  States."  approved  July  1.  1898,  and  acts  amendatory 
thereof  and  supplementary  thereto; 

H.  R.  9389.  An  act  to  more  effectively  utilize  certain  lands 
of  the  public  domain,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R  9391.  An  act  to  amend  section  40.  National  Defense' 
Act.  as  amended,  relating  to  the  organization  of  the  Reserve 
Officers'  Training  Corps,  so  as  to  provide  for  an  exception 
with  respect  to  the  University  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  9509.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Ohio  River 
at  or  near  Shawneetown.  Dl.; 

H.  R.  9618.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  ccmstruction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Susque- 
hanna River  at  or  near  the  city  of  Harrisburg,  Pa.; 

H.  R.  9705.  An  act  to  make  more  effective  use  of  certain 
parts  of  the  p>ubUc  dcmiain.  and  for  other  punxjses; 

H.  R.  9864.  An  act  amending  the  Bankruptcy  Act  with 
respect  to  the  basis  of  property; 

H.  R.  9877.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical 
energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam.  providing  for  the  applica- 
tion of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  operation 
of  the  Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or 
through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9887.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  trust 
or  restricted  estates  of  Indians  djring  intestate  without  heirs; 
H.  R.  9898.  An  act  to  further  amend  section  13a  of  the  Na- 
tional Defense  Act  so  as  to  authorize  officers  detailed  for 
training  and  duty  as  aircraft  observers  to  be  so  rated,  and  for 
other  purposes ; 

H.  R.  9920.  An  act  authorizing  the  county  of  Lawrence. 
Ohio,  to  acquire  and  operate  as  a  unit  certain  privately  owned 
toll  bridges  across  the  Ohio  River  adjoining  such  county; 

H.  R.  9927.  An  act  declaring  a  forfeiture  of  certain  land 
heretofore  granted  by  the  United  Stata  to  the  board  of  com- 
missioners of  the  Orleans  levee  district,  in  the  city  of  New 
Orleans.  State  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and  street  purposes  r 

H.  R.  9981.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
facilities  in  Marjorle  Park.  Davis  Island.  Tampa,  Fla.,  and  for 
other  purposes; 


H.  R.  9990.  An  act  to  amend  section  4008  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  relating  to  transportation  of  foreign  mails; 

H.  R.  9991.  An  act  to  amend  section  4021  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  and  to  repeal  section  4023  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
relating  to  establishment  of  postal  agencies; 

H.  R.  9995.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  April  6.  1938  (52 
Stat.  201).  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  exchange  sites  at  Miami  Beach.  Dade  County, 
Fla.,  for  Coast  Guard  purposes"; 

H.  R.  10010.  An  act  to  increase  the  size  of  the  Regular 
Army  of  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  10014.  An  act  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act,  1920. 
as  amended; 

H.  R.  10026.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  disiKKition  of  cer- 
tain photographed  records  of  the  United  States  Government, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  10058.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  prevent- 
ing the  publication  of  inventions  in  the  national  interest, 
and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  472.  Joint  resolution  to  prohibit  the  sale  or  dis- 
posal of  the  United  States  customhouse  for  the  city  of  Detroit. 

I  CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Aahurst 

Awtln 

Bailey 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 

Biirke 

Byrd 

Byrne* 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 


Davis 

Donahey 

Downey 

Slender 

George 

Oerry 

Olllette 

Green 

Gufley 

Gximey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Hoi  man 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Colo. 

King 

La   FoUette 


Lee 

Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

McKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 


IflUer 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrts 

Nye 

CMahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radcliffe 

Reed 

Reynolds 


Russell 

Schwartz 

Bchwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Shipstead 

Slattery 

Smathers 

Smith 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Tobey 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van   Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

White 

Wiley 


Mr.  MINTON.  I  annoimce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Chave:],  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  SirwARi],  and  the  Senator 
from  Montana  I  Mr.  WhkklerI  are  necessarily  absent  from 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  FrazixrI  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont  I  Mr. 
Gibson]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour]  is  absent  on 
official  duties. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-eight  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

TRIBtrrX  TO  THK  LATK  MARTIN  ROBERTS 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Mr.  President,  the  sudden  death  of  Martin 
Roberts,  of  the  Library  of  Congress,  comes  as  a  shock  to  his 
many  friends.  I  have  known  Mr.  Roberts  and  his  brother. 
David  Roberts,  who  also  served  for  many  years  in  the  Library, 
as  public  servants  of  rare  insight  and  most  commendable 
understanding.  Mr.  Martin  Roberts  at  the  time  of  his  death 
was  Chief  Assistant  Ubrarian  of  the  Library  of  Congress. 
His  devotion  to  the  Library  and  his  intense  interest  in  every 
phase  of  its  development  were  apparent  to  all  whc  knew  him. 
He  was  not  a  man  to  seek  self-advancement  but  gave  his  life 
completely  to  the  great  institution  which  he  served  for  over  37 
years.  Mr.  David  Rol)erts,  of  the  Prints  Division  of  the 
Library,  was  a  hymn  writer  and  a  poet.  These  brothers  will 
long  be  remembered  for  the  dignity,  the  grace,  the  charm, 
and  the  personal  loyalty  which  they  brought  to  our  national 
Institution  of  learning.  Congress  has  suffered  a  loas  in  the 
paasing  of  these  great-hearted  public  servants. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  Included  In 
the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an  editorial  on  Martin 
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Arnold  Roberts  taken  from  the  Washington  Evening  Star, 
June  17.  1940. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

MARTIN    AXNOLO  ROBERTS 

News  of  the  sudden  death  of  Martin  Arnold  Roberts  has  ccme  as 
a  shock  to  hundreds  of  public  officials,  scholars,  and  others  who 
have  had  reason  to  appreciate  his  endeavors  as  chief  assistant 
librarian  of  the  Ubrcry  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Roberts,  It  must  be  conceded,  was  not  universally  famous, 
yet  It  may  be  wondered  if  any  other  servant  of  the  common  good 
In  his  generation  ever  more  truly  deserved  the  gratitude  of  the  entire 
national  community.  The  great  Intelligence,  understanding,  and 
sympathy  with  which  he  was  endowed  were  dedicated  to  the  develop- 
ment of  what  is  now  the  most  important  bibliographic  establish- 
ment in  the  world.  He  lived  for  the  Library  from  1903  onward. 
Those  with  whom  he  was  Intimately  aasoclated  speak  of  him  as  "• 
man  of  unremitting  and  self-sacrificing  industry."  but  the  words 
are  inadequate.  It  is  necessary  to  explain  that  "his  workdays  were 
ordinarily  18  hours  long;  neither  Sundays  nor  holidays  nor  the 
usual  vacations  were  permitted  to  interrupt  his  labors.  His  was  a 
career  of  devoted  service  which  he  pursued  with  an  Indomitable 
spirit  that  never  surrendered  to  fatigue  or  even  took  account  of  the 
limits  of  physical  endurance  "  His  home  was  In  Baltimore,  and  it 
was  characteristic  of  him  that  he  cheerfully  commuted  dally  to 
Washington  during  no  fewer  than  37  years. 

Himself  a  scholar  of  distinction,  an  alumnus  of  Johns  Hopkins, 
Harvard  and  Columbia  Universities,  Mr.  Roberts  cultivated  a  talent 
for  the  giving  of  exactly  that  sort  of  help  which  research  workers 
require.  His  authoritative  knowledge  of  books  he  freely  pledged  to 
all  who  sought  his  aid.  A  certain  generoxis  enthusiasm  stimulated 
his  efforts  without  disturbing  his  native  modesty  and  simplicity. 
Kindliness  was  his  outstanding  quality,  a  humane  cooperative 
faculty  his  most  notable  capacity.  Nothing  else  pleased  him  so 
much  as  the  privilege  of  contributing  to  the  completion  of  a  task 
which  he  considered  worthy  of  the  effort.  He  was  a  builder,  adding 
himself  and  his  genius  to  the  expansion  of  the  Library  and  the 
advancement  of  its  patrons.  His  memory  assuredly  will  be  treasured 
by  all  who  care  about  cultural  progress  in  this  earth.  As  it  was 
declared  of  Wren  at  St.  Paul's,  his  monument  will  be  found  In  the 
shrine  of  learning  to  which  he  gave  his  heart. 

SUPPLEMENTAL    ESTIMATE.   LEGISLATIVE   ESTABLISHMENT     (B.    DOC. 

NO.  210) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  legislative 
establishment,  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  amount- 
ing to  $30,000,  fiscal  year  1941,  which,  with  the  accompany- 
ing papers,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SXTPPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE    (a  DOC.  WO.  2 IT) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  commimi- 
cation  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  Department 
of  State  (Alaskan  International  Highway  Commission),  fiscal 
year  1941,  amounting  to  $15,000.  which,  with  the  accompany- 
ing paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

APPROPRUTION   FOR    FOREIGN   AIR    MAIL    TRANSPORTATION     (S.    DOC. 

NO.   218) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  commu- 
nication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmit- 
ting a  proposed  provision  affecting  the  appropriation  for 
foreign  air  mail  transportation  for  the  Post  OflBce  Depart- 
ment, fiscal  year  1941,  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATE,  NAVT  DEPARTMENT  (S.  DOC.  NO.  219) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  Navy  De- 
partment, fiscal  year  1941,  amounting  to  $6,900.  to  cover 
expenses  of  the  Marine  Band  in  attending  the  convention  of 
the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  to  be  held  at  Springfield, 
m.,  September  8  to  13,  1940,  which,  with  the  accompanying 
paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

PROVISION     RELATIVE     TO     APPROPRIATION     FOR    FEDERAL     WORKS 
ACENCT    (S.  DOC.  NO.  220) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
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the  draft  of  a  proposed  provision  pertaining  to  an  existing 
appropriation  for  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  Public  Roads 
Administration  (Mount  Vernon  Memorial  Highway),  which, 
with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 
pirrnoNS  akd  memorials 

Mr.  WALSH  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Boston  (Mass.) 
Social  Club,  protesting  against  involvement  of  the  United 
States  In  foreign  wars,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  of  Cambridge.  Mass.,  favoring 
the  rendering  of  material  aid  to  the  Allied  nations  and  the 
adoption  of  an  adequate  national-defense  program,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of  a  petition 
from  the  Beverly  (Mass.)  branch  of  the  Committee  to 
Defend  America  by  Aiding  the  Allies,  praying  that  the 
United  States  render  all  needed  aid  to  the  Allies  without 
Impairing  American  national -defense  requirements,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  telegram  In  the  nature  of  a  petition 
from  the  General  Town  Committee  for  National  Defense. 
Brockton,  Mass.,  prasring  that  the  United  States  render  ma- 
terial aid  to  the  Allied  nations,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of  Adams. 
Mass.,  praying  that  material  aid  be  rendered  the  Allied 
nations,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  a  committee  of  three 
undergraduates  from  Michigan  State  College  has  brought 
to  Washington  petitions  praying  that  our  Nation  may  keep 
out  of  war.  The  petitions  are  signed  by  3,800  students  of 
that  college.  I  ask  leave  to  present  the  petitions  to  the  Sen- 
ate for  appropriate  reference,  and  request  that  the  body  of 
one  of  the  petitions  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petitions  were  received  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  the 
body  of  one  of  the  petitions  was  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

East  Lansing,  Mich. 

Three  hundred  white  crosses  were  put  up  on  our  campus  laat 
Bight,  dedicated  to  thoee  who  have  not  yet  "died  tor  democracy." 

We,  the  students  of  Michigan  State  CoUege,  ask  that  you  use 
your  influence  to  keep  our  Nation  out  of  war,  so  that  we  might 
live  to  build  our  democracy  peaceftilly. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  I  also  present  a  let- 
ter addressed  to  me  by  constituents  of  Kalamazoo.  Mich., 
together  with  petitions  numerously  signed  by  citizens  of 
Kalamazoo  and  vicinity.  I  ask  that  the  letter  and  the  body 
of  one  of  the  petitions,  without  the  signatures  attached,  be 
printed  In  the  Record  and  appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  and  petitions — without 
the  sigiuitures  attached — were  referred  to  the  Conmfiittee  on 
Foreign  Relations  and  the  body  of  one  of  the  petitions  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  J-une  14,  1940. 
To  the  Honorable  Aarmvn.  Vamdenbshc, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dkas  Ssnator:  Elnclosed  you  will  find  the  signatures  of  but 
•  few  of  the  many  people  who  are  aware  of  the  dang^erous  trend  of 
the  present  policies  of  our  administration.  It  seems  to  us  that  the 
voices  now  heard  most  loudly  in  Washington  do  not  reflect  the 
opinions  of  the  majority  of  our  Toters. 

We  would  appreciate  It  greatly  if  you  will  give  carefxil  consider- 
ation to  the  wishes  of  the  people  having  signed  the  enclosed 
request. 

May  we  also  request  that  you  forward  these  signatures  to  3rour 
colleague,  the  Honorable  Pkkntiss  Brown,  with  the  further  request 
that  he  forward  them  to  our  own  weU-known  Congressman ,  the 
Hozx)rable  PAtn.  W.  Saam? 
Most  alnoerely. 

Totrm  Unozbsicncs  CowsrmmrrB. 

To  the  Honorable  Avrmni  H.  VAMOBmaui.  Senator; 

To  the  Honorable  Pmomss  Bsown.  Senator; 
To  the  Honorable  Paxtl  W.  Shatcsi,  (Xingressman : 
Please   use   your   Influence   and   encourage   proper  legislation   to 
our  country  out  of  the  present  £an^>ean  conflict.    We  do  XK>t 


favor  weakening  our  own  defenses  by  selling  war  material  and 
equipment  to  any  foreign  nation.  We  do  favor  expanding  o\ir  own 
defense  program.    Block  the  war  hysteria. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  have  received  In  the  last 
few  days  from  constituents  in  Maryland  numerous  petitions 
rigned  by  many  thousands  of  people  praying  that  the  United 
States  do  all  it  effectively  and  expediently  can  to  insure  the 
victory  of  the  Allies  in  the  present  European  conflict,  which 
I  now  present.  The  petitions  are  sponsored  by  the  Maryland 
committee  afflllated  with  the  National  Committee  to  Defend 
America  by  Aiding  the  Allies — that  is  the  title  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  think  the  petitions  should  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  petitions 
will  be  received  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

RESOLUTION     OF     HOWELL -GRAKTHAM     POST.     MO.     S3.     AMERICAN 

LEGION 

Mr.  BILBO  presented  a  resolution  of  Howell-Grantham 
Post.  No.  53,  American  Legion,  Lucedale.  Miss.,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolution  deploring  the  present  world  crisis,  reafllrmlng  our  loyalty 

to  the  Ideals  of  government  that  our  former  Allies  are  making 

great  sacrifices  to  maintain,  pledging  our  loyalty  to  their  cause, 

and  urging  immediate  aid  to  them  by  our  Government 

The  following  Is  a  resolution  unanimously  adopted  by  the  HoweU- 
Orantham  Post,  No.  53,  of  the  American  Legion.  Lucedale.  Miss. 

"Feeling  that  it  might  be  of  value  In  promoting  aid  to  the  AUles 
In  their  great  struggle  against  Germany,  we  are  sending  it  to  you 
with  the  hope  that  it  might  caiise  other  American  Legion  posts  and 
citizens  to  take  the  same  stand  which  will  result  in  our  Government 
giving  Inunedlate  and  necessary  aid  to  the  Allies  as  Congress  may 
deem  wise: 

"Whereas  one  of  the  fimdamental  purposes  of  the  American  Legion 
Is  to  perpetuate  and  foster  the  democratic  Ideals  of  government 
that  have  been  maintained  by  the  United  States  of  America  during 
the  entire  period  of  Its  existence,  for  the  promotion  of  which  many 
sacrifices  have  been  made  and  for  the  protection  of  which  the  mem- 
bers of  this  organization,  as  well  as  many  other  loyal  citizens  of 
our  country.  Joined  with  England.  Prance,  and  the  other  allied 
governments  In  the  World  War:  and 

"Whereas  the  same  forces  which  menaced  the  peace  of  the  world 
In  the  years  1914  to  1918  have  again  risen  In  more  barbaric  and 
monstrous  form,  threatening  to  crush  the  civilization  not  only  of 
Europe  but  of  the  entire'  world,  and  since  there  is  such  a  strong  tie 
between  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  of  England  and 
France,  not  only  by  reason  of  former  relationships  as  defenders  of 
peace  but  of  similarity  in  forms  of  government  and  ideas  of  peace, 
it  is  impossible  for  this  organization  to  remain  Inactive  and  sUent 
while  those  countries  are  resl-sting  to  a  bitter  death  the  preservation 
of  civil  liberties,  which,  if  maintained,  will  greatly  benefit  us;  and 

"Whereas  we  believe  If  our  former  Allies  lose  this  great  struggle, 
it  will  be  necessary  ultlnuktely  for  us  to  fight  the  same  forces  that 
now  oppose  them    and  without  their  aid;  and 

"Whereas  In  making  such  sacrifices,  not  only  for  their  benefit  but 
for  the  entire  civilized  world,  they  should  be  assured  not  only  of 
ovir  sympathy,  our  admiration  for  their  bravery  and  courage,  but 
that  every  possible  aid  should  be  rendered  them  immediately  by  otir 
FMeral  Government  before  it  Is  too  late — the  kind  of  aid  to  be 
determined  by  those  In  national  authority,  but  some  substantial  aid 
without  delay:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

'Resolve  by  the  Howell-Grxtntham  Poet.  No.  53,  of  the  American 
Le0on.  Lucedale,  Miss. — 

"SscnoN  1.  That  this  post  of  the  American  Legion  definitely  affirm 
Its  loyalty  to  the  cause  of  good  government  which  our  former  Allies 
are  now  so  courageously  defending,  and  that  we  condemn  with  all 
possible  vigor  the  ferocious,  monstrous,  and  barbaric  attempts  by 
Germany  to  destroy  modern  civilization,  and  decry  its  ruthless 
practice  of  destroying  human  lives. 

"Sac.  a.  That  we  dedicate  whatever  resotirccs  we  may  have  for  their 
Immediate  aid  and  defense  and  express  our  unwillingness  to  sit  idly 
by  with  a  surplus  of  food  and  an  inexhaustible  supply  of  metals 
and  ammunitions  that  can  be  tised  by  them  in  defending  and 
establishing  the  peace  of  the  world. 

"Sec.  3.  That  we  pledge  our  cooperation  to  the  United  States 
Government  and  to  our  President,  and  not  only  endorse  his  state- 
ment to  Congress  that  we  give  the  Allies  first  caU  upon  anything 
material  we  can  produce,  but  that  we  go  further,  and  urge  that 
every  weapmn  we  possess  which  is  not  indispensable  to  preserve 
law  and  order  within  our  own  boundaries  and  not  necessary  for 
our  Immediate  defense  be  made  available  to  them,  and  that  such 
other  aid  as  In  the  wisdom  of  Congress,  such  as  giving  credit,  fur- 
nlshmg  food,  medical  supplies,  and  money,  be  extended,  imd  if 
necessary  delivered. 

"Sac.  4.  That  our  services  be  offered  to  crush  the  so-called  "fifth 
column"  in  this  coxintry.  as  well  as  to  stamp  out  all  non-American, 
un-American,  and  disloyal  persons  and  practices  that  may  exist. 

"Sbc.  5  That  this  reeolutlon  t)e  published  as  an  ezpreaslon  at  this 
post  not  only  as  a  m— nil  of  promoting  tmmerttate  aid  to  the  AUles. 
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but  of  guaranteeing  to  those  loyal  Americans  who  did  not  return 
from  the  World  War  that  the  torch  Is  stUl  held  high,  and  that  they 
are  not  forgotten,  even  though  a  greater  battle  wages  In  Flanders 
Field." 

Yours  sincerely, 

L.  L.  Viss. 
Commander,  HotceU-Granthom  Post.  No.  S3. 
LncsDALC.  Miss.,  June  12,  1940. 

reports  of  coiocrmcEs 
Mr.  BULOW.  from  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  960)  extending  the  classi- 
fied executive  civil  service  of  the  United  States,  reported  It 
with  amendments,  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1865) 
thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6507)  to  provide  for  leave  of  absence,  with 
pay,  for  any  employee  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  who  may  be  called  upon  for  Jury  service 
in  any  State  court  or  court  of  the  United  States,  reported 
it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1866) 
thereon. 

Mr.  MEAD,  from  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4116)  amending  the  act  of  June  25. 
1938.  extending  the  classified  civil  service  to  Include  post- 
masters of  the  first,  second,  and  third  classes,  and  for  other 
purposes,  reported  It  without  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  <No.  1867)  thereon. 

Mr.  HUGHES,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  2524)  to  Incorporate  the 
Military  Order  of  the  Purple  Heart,  reported  It  with  an 
amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1868)  thereon. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,  from  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4061  >  extending  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  over  certain 
air-mail  services,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  It  with 
an  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1869)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (8.  4075)  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Authority  over  certain  air-mail  services,  and  for  other 
purposes,  reported  it  with  amendments. 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  to 
Which  was  referred  the  bin  (H.  R.  8372)  to  extend  the  times 
for  commencing  and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge 
across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Chester,  111.,  reported  It 
without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1870) 
thereon. 

She  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  were  referred 
the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally  with  an  amend- 
ment and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

S.  3929.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi 
River  at  or  near  Memphis.  Tenn.  (Rept.  No.  1871) ; 

S.  3934.  A  bill  authorizing  the  State  of  Michigan,  acting 
through  the  International  Bridge  Authority  of  Michigan,  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of 
bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  St. 
Marys  River,  from  a  point  in  or  near  the  city  of  Sault  Ste. 
Marie.  Mich.,  to  a  point  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  Canada 
(Rept.  No.  1872) ;  and 

S.  4091.  A  bill  authorizing  the  coimty  of  Lawrence,  Ohio, 
to  acquire  and  operate  as  a  unit  certain  privately  owned  toll 
bridges  across  the  Ohio  River  adjoining  such  county  (Rept. 
No.  1873). 

Mr.  BDLBO.  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8172)  to  amend  section  5  of  the 
act  of  Congress  approved  June  26.  1906.  relative  to  the  Alaska 
salmon  fishery,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1874)  thereon. 

Mr.  BAILEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9972)  authorizing  the  Improve- 
ment of  certain  rivers  and  harbors  in  the  Interest  of  the 
national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  It  with 
amendments  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1876)  thereon. 

Mr  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Pest  Roads,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8350)  per- 
mitting official  maU  of  the  Pan  American  Sanitary  Bureau  to 


be  transmitted  In  penalty  envelopes,  reported  It  without 
amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1877)  thereon. 

reports  on  disposition  of   EXECirriVR  PAPERS 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  from  the  Joint  Select  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers,  to  which  were  referred,  for 
examination  and  recommendation,  23  lists  of  records  trans- 
mitted to  the  Senate  by  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
which  appeared  to  have  no  permanent  value  or  historical 
interest,  submitted  reports  thereon  pursuant  to  law. 

BILLS  INTRODUCI9 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  ANDREWS: 
S.  4148.  A  bUl  granUng  a  pension  to  E.  G.  Vans  Agnew;  to 
the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  RUSSELL: 
S.4149.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924  to 
require  aliens  admitted  into  the  United  States  as  officials  of 
foreign  governments  either  to  maintain  their  status  or  to 
depart  from  the  United  States,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  State;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 
By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma: 
S.  4150.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Silas  Young,  Lillian  Brown, 
and  Nathaniel  Brown;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  NEELY: 
S.  4151.  A  bill  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Robert 
Blake;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

HOTTSE  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION  REFERRED  OR  PLACED  ON  THE 

CALENDAR 

The  following  bills  and  joint  resolution  were  severally  read 
twice  by  their  titles  and  referred,  or  ordered  to  be  placed  on 
the  calendar,  as  Indicated  below: 

H.  R.  4587.  An  act  to  give  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  authority  to  prescribe  rules  of  pleading,  practice,  and 
procedure  with  respect  to  proceedings  in  criminal  cases  prior 
to  and  including  verdict,  or  finding,  or  plea  of  guilty ;  and 

H.  R.  9139.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the 
United  States,"  approved  July  1,  1898,  and  acts  amendatory 
thereof  and  supplementary  thereto;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

H.  R.  5382.  An  act  authorizing  the  city  of  Keokuk,  Iowa, 
to  purchase,  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Keokuk.  Iowa; 

H.  R.  6408.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  dam  and  dike  for  pre- 
venting the  flow  of  tidal  waters  Into  North  Slough  in  Coos 
Coimty,  Oreg.,- 

H.  R.  9509.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Ohio 
River  at  or  near  Shawneetown.  111.; 

H.  R.  9618.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Sus- 
quehanna River  at  or  near  the  city  of  Harrisburg.  Pa.;  and 

H.  R.  9995.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  April  6.  1938  (52 
Stat.  201),  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  exchange  sites  at  Miami  Beach,  Dade  County, 
Pla..  for  Coast  Guard  purposes";  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce. 

H.  R.  7254.  An  act  authorizing  the  temporary  detail  of 
John  L.  Savage,  an  employee  of  the  United  States,  to  serv- 
ice under  the  Government  of  the  State  of  New  South  Wales, 
Australia,  and  the  Government  of  the  Punjab,  India;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

H.  R.  8046.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  entitled, 
"An  act  for  the  retirement  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Rail- 
road, Territory  of  Alaska,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States."  approved  June  29.  1936;  and 

H.  R.  8645.  An  act  to  provide  Saturday  half  holidays  for 
char  force  working  In  Post  Office  Department;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  9024.  An  act  relating  to  the  status  of  retired  officers 
of  the  Army.  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  amend  section  113  of  the  Criininal 
Code; 
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H.R.  9898.  An  act  to  further  amend  section  ISa  of  the 
National  Defense  Act  so  as  to  authorize  oCBcers  detailed  for 
training  and  duty  as  aircraft  observers  to  be  so  rated,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9981.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
facilities  in  Marjorie  Park,  Davis  Island,  Tampa,  Pla..  and 
for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  10010.  An  act  to  Increase  the  size  of  the  Regular 
Army  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

H.  R.  9389.  An  act  to  more  effectively  utilize  certain  lands 
of  the  public  domain,  and  for  other  purposes ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  and  Survejrs.         *^ 

H.  R.  9705.  An  act  to  make  more  effective  use  of  certain 
parts  of  the  public  domain,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9887.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  trust 
or  restricted  estates  of  Indians  djring  intestate  without  heirs; 
to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

H.  R.  9990.  An  act  to  amend  section  4008  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  relating  to  transportation  of  foreign  malls;  and 

H.  R.  9991.  An  act  to  amend  section  4021  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  and  to  repeal  section  4023  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
relating  to  establishment  of  postal  agencies;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads. 

H.  R.  3402.  An  act  to  authorize  the  appropriation  for  pay- 
ment of  the  cost  of  providing  additional  water  for  the 
Wapato  Indian  irrigation  project.  Washington; 

H.  R.  6583.  An  act  for  expenditure  of  funds  for  coopera- 
tion with  the  public-school  board,  Cass  County,  Minn.,  for 
the  construction,  extension,  equipment,  and  improvement  of 
public-school  facilities  to  be  available  to  Indian  children  in 
the  district: 

H.  R.  8621.  An  act  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  and  other  retirement  act^; 

H.R. 9391.  An  act  to  amend  section  40.  National  Defense 
Act.  as  amended,  relating  to  the  organization  of  the  Reserve 
Officers'  Training  Corps  so  as  to  provide  for  an  exception 
with  respect  to  the  University  of  Alaska; 

H.R9864.  An  act  amending  the  Bankruptcy  Act  with 
respect  to  the  basis  of  property: 

H.  R.  9877.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  promulgate  and  to  put  Into  effect  charges  for  electrical 
energy  generated  at  Boulder  EHim,  providing  for  the  applica- 
tion of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  operation 
of  the  Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or 
through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9920.  An  act  authorizing  the  coimty  of  Lawrence. 
Ohio,  to  acquire  and  operate  as  a  unit  certain  privately  owned 
toll  bridges  across  the  Ohio  River  adjoining  such  county;  and 

H.R. 9927.  An  act  declaring  a  forfeiture  of  certain  land 
heretofore  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the  board  of  com- 
missioners of  the  Orleans  Levee  District,  in  the  city  of  New 
Orleans.  State  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and  street  purposes;  to 
the  calendar. 

H.  R.  10014.  An  act  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act.  1920. 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

H.  R.  10026.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  certain 
photographed  records  of  the  United  States  Government,  and 
for  other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

H.  R.  10058.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  preventing 
the  publication  of  inventions  In  the  national  interest,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Patents. 

H.J. Res. 472.  Joint  resolution  to  prohibit  the  sale  or  dis- 
posal of  the  United  States  customhouse  for  the  city  of  De- 
troit; to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

AMKNDMXKT  TO  SXCOND  DETICIKNCT  APPROPRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  second  deficiency  appropriation  bill, 
1940.  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
-tions  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

At  the  proper  place  in  the  bill,  to  Insert  the  following: 

Fbr  customa  mppnJaa'*  wareliouse  Mldltlon  at  Hoxiston.  Tex., 
$75,000. 


SUPPLXlCEirTAL   APPROPRIATIONS   FOR   NATIONAL   DEFENSE AMEND- 
MENT 

Mr.  ANDREWS  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  House  bill  10055,  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  national  defense,  and  so  forth,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  or- 
dered to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

On  page  21,  to  strike  out  lines  17,  18.  and  19.  and  In  lieu  thereof 
to  Insert  the  following: 

"For  tlie  Navy  for  the  construction  of  a  water-supply  system  for 
the  naval  station  In  Key  West.  Fla..  $2,000,000.  built  either  by  the 
Navy,  or  In  cooperation  with  the  State  agency,  so  that  Army.  Navy, 
and  civilian  popiilatlon  may  be  Jointly  suppUed  with  an  adequate 
water  supply." 

jonrr  commtttex  to  investigate  as  to  nttmbers  and  com- 
pensation OF  OFFICERS  AND  EMPLOYEES  OF  CONGRESS 

Mr.  TYDINGS  submitted  the  following  concurrent  resolu- 
tion (S.  Con.  Res.  52) ,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations: 

Resolved  by  the  ScTiate  (the  House  of  Itepresentatix>es  concur- 
ring).  That  a  Joint  committee  of  Congress  la  hereby  created,  con- 
sisting of  three  Senators,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Vice  President, 
and  three  Members  of  the  Hoiise  of  Repreaentatlves,  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House.  Any  vacancy  occurring 
in  the  nMmbershlp  of  such  Joint  committee  shall  be  filled  in  the 
same  mazuier  as  the  original  appointment. 

It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Joint  committee  to  investigate  and 
report  to  the  Ck>ngress  not  later  than  January  3.  1941,  what  adjust- 
ments. If  any.  shoxild  be  made  in  the  numbers  and  compensation 
of  the  ofBcers  and  employees  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. Including  Joint  committees  and  other  Joint  services  of 
the  two  Houses  and  Including  any  employees  under  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  who  are  not  subject  to  the 
Classification  Act  of  1933,  as  amended. 

There  Is  hereby  made  available,  one-half  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  and  one-half  from  the  contingent  fund  of  th« 
House,  such  amoimt.  not  in  excess  of  $3,000,  as  may  b«  required 
tar   necessary   personnel   and   expenses   of  such   Joint   oommlttee. 

EXPEDITION      IN      8TRENCTHSNIN0      THE      NATIONAL      DEFENSE— i 
CONFERENCE   REPORT   WITHDRAWN 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  request  that  the  confer- 
ence report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strength- 
ening of  the  national  defense,  submitted  by  me  on  the  14th 
instant,  may  be  withdrawn  for  further  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered, 

ASDRBSa  BY  SENATOR  WHEELER  AT  THE  FLOTD  B.  OLSON  MEMORIAL 
EXERCISES.  MINNBAPOUB.  MINN. 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  the  address  delivered  by  Senator 
Wheeler  at  the  Floyd  B.  Olson  memorial  exercises  at  Minne- 
apolis, Minn.,  on  June  17.  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

AODtBSS  BY  JtrsnCB  WUUAM  O.  DOUGLAS  AT  MIDDLETOWN,  COmf. 

[Mr.  Maloney  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Hon.  William  O.  Douglas, 
Associate  Justice  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  at 
Mlddletown.  Conn.,  on  June  16.  1940.  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

AMERICA  and  PREPARATION — ADDRESS   BY  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  OF 

WAR  JOHNSON 

[Mr.  Nexly  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  address  by  the  Honorable  Louis  Johnson.  The 
Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  delivered  at  the  dedication  of 
PWrmont  Hospital.  Palrmont,  W.  Va.,  June  17,  1940,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

EDITORIAL  FROM  DETROIT  NEWS  ON  AMERICAN  FOREIGN  POLICY 

[Mr.  Vandenberg  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Detroit  News  of  June  12. 
1940.  entitled  "Whoa,  Mr.  President!  Not  So  Past.  Please." 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE   march    of   economic    DEMOCRACY 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  resolutions  adopted  by  the  Twenty-flfth  Annual 
Convention  of  the  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of  Amer- 
ica, excerpts  from  the  address  delivered  by  the  Secretary  of 
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the  Interior  on  the  Twenty-flfth  Anniversary  of  the  Amal- 
gamated Clothing  Workers  of  America  on  May  18.  1940.  the 
statement  of  the  Committee  on  Political  Action  adopted  by 
the  Twenty-flfth  Annual  Convention  of  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  Workers  of  America,  and  the  complete  address 
delivered  by  Secretary  Ickes  on  Saturday.  May  18,  1940. 
which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

PARTICIPATION  IN  THE  BXTROPEAN  WAR — ARTICLE  BY  PROF.  PHILIP 

C.  JESSUP 

[Mr.  Danaher  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  a  letter  from  Philip  C.  Jessup,  published  in 
the  Hartford  Courant  on  June  15.  1940.  entitled.  "This  War 
Is  Not  Yet  Our  War,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

oppocrnoN  to  ptjblic  ownership  of  utilities 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  incorporated  in 

the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  a  letter  which  I  am 

writing   to  the   people  of  my  State   regarding   attacks   on 

public  ownership  in  that  State. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 

printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

DBAS  FaiEND:  HUtory  repeats  itself.  In  1927  private  power  In- 
tsrasts  paid  the  Voters'  Information  League  in  our  State  to  try  to 
discredit  SeatUe  City  Light.  In  1940  the  Let  the  People  Vote 
League  has  been  created  by  the  same  Interests  to  cripple  public 
utility  districts  by  passage  of  Initiative  139. 

Government  reports  show  Puget  Sound  Power  &  Light  Co.  ap- 
propriated SI 50 .000  for  expenses  of  the  Voters'  Information  League. 
Of  this.  $25,000  was  put  up  by  the  National  Electric  Ught  Asso- 
ciation, propaganda  agency  of  the  private  power  industry. 

Today's  league  is  a  twin  of  19278  league.  Use  of  cltlsens' 
committees  with  catchy  titles  Is  an  old  trick.  In  o\ir  SUte 
there  was  a  Washington  Committee  on  Public  UtUity  Informa- 
tion. In  California,  power  companies  used  the  Greater  California 
League  and  the  People's  Economy  League. 

This  characteristic  strategy  Is  explained  In  a  Stone  &  Webster 
letter.  I  quote:  "We.  as  the  company,  will  not  be  placed  In  the 
position  of  fighting  this  sltiistlon,  there  being  a  strong  citizens' 
committee  who  will  fight  it     •     •     V"  ,  ,       ^ 

Sworn  testimony  about  the  Greater  California  League,  as  found 
In  Government  reporu.  was  that  the  league  "was  simply  the  name 
under  which  he  (Mr  Culllnan,  a  power  company  agent)  corrled  on 
the  campaign  and  dlsbiuted  the  funds." 

Puget  Sound  Power  It  Light  Co.  admitted  imder  oath  It  gave 
•134  000  to  the  Washington  Oommlttee  on  Public  Utility  Informa- 
Uon  in  1930  to  fight  the  district  power  law  which  Is  again  being 
anaeked.  Washington  Water  Power  Co.  spent  $38,436  In  the 
Muat  fight,  though  it  did  so  more  openly. 

The  Federal  Oovemment  can,  and  I  believe  will,  find  out  how 
much  the  prlvaU  power  companies  are  giving  the  Let  the  People 
Vote  League.    I  have  asked  for  an  Investigation. 

The  publle.  so  often  victimised  by  private  power-company  propa- 
ganda, should  guard  against  being  victimized  again.  The  Pederal 
Trade  Commluion.  after  an  exhaustive  probe  that  started  in  the 
Hoover  administration  and  ended  In  1935.  declared  that  private 
electric  utilities  had  the  most  extensive  and  expensive  propaganda 
machine  In  the  country.  The  Commission  quoted  a  boss  of  thU 
propaganda  mlU  as  boasting  that  the  public  pays  for  Itt  opera- 
tions    •     •     •     and  so  It  does,  to  the  tune  of  millions  of  dollars. 

Any  law  sponsored  by  the  private  power  companies,  no  matter 
how  plausible  it  may  appear.  shotUd  be  under  suspicion.  Federal 
reports  tell  why.  ^        ,        ^    ^w 

These  reports  show  the  utilities  deliberately  decided  to  invade  the 
schools  with  their  propaganda,  and  did  so  in  our  SUte.  This  was 
done  in  pursuance  of  a  plan  ortglnated  by  the  notorious  Insulls  in 
Illinois  The  scheme  was  worthy  of  the  simster  brain  of  the  Nazi 
Goebbels  Like  the  Nazi  propagandist,  the  utilities  adopted  lying 
as  a  propaganda  weapon.  The  basic  Insull  strategy,  as  used  In  our 
State  was— and  I  quote  the  authors— "not  to  try  logic  or  reason  but 
to  try  to  pin  the  bolshevik  idea  on  my  opponent"  •  •  •  make 
It  appear  all  public  ownership  advocates  are  "reds"  •  .  •  •  logic 
won-t  work  •  •  •  so  use  Ucs  Instead  •  •  •  that  was  the 
Utility  policy,  and  still  la. 

It  was  also  part  of  the  InsuU  plan,  used  In  our  State— and  again 
I  quote— "to  cloud  the  main  issue'  •  •  •  in  other  words,  lead 
the  public  off  the  track,  get  the  people  confxised. 

The  Insull  plan  also  Involved  use  of  citizens'  committees,  use  of 
money  to  control  newppapers.  paying  authors  to  write  books  favor- 
able to  the  power  company  viewpoint,  controlling  pubUc  officials, 
subsidizing  teachers,  and  intimidating  businessmen. 

Continuing  in  the  traditional  manner,  the  power  companies  are 
merely  using  the  Let  the  People  Vote  League  to  disseminate  a  new 
and  very  deceptive  argument  In  favor  of  Initiative  139.  That  league 
Is  advertising  that  P.  U.  D.  revenue  bonds  are  a  gen«?ral  tax  obliga- 
tion: and  that  P.  U.  D.'s  can  now  incur  xmlimited  pubUc  debt.     Both 

statements  are  untrue.  . 

Even  if  initiative  139  were  a  good  measure.  Its  backers  you^d  no* 
have  the  right  to  support  It  by  falsehoods.    Voters  should  rebuke 


Buch  Uctlca.  I  hope  you  use  this  letter  to  work  against  this  inltla- 
Uve.  And  If  It  lent  too  much  trouble,  wlU  you  let  me  hear  from 
you? 

Slncerefy  youra.  „  -,  «  .^ 

HoMCK  T.  Bone. 

/ 

REVENTTE  BILL  OF  1940 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bin  (H.  R. 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for 
paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was, 
on  page  25,  after  line  14,  to  strike  out: 

"(1)  Upon  all  distilled  spirits  produced  In  or  Imported  Into  the 
United  States  upon  which  the  internal-revenue  tax  Impoeed  by  law 
has  been  paid,  and  which  on  July  1.  1940,  are  held,  by  a  retail 
dealer  in  liquors  in  a  quantity  m  excess  of  100  wine  gallons  in  the 
aggregate  or  by  any  other  perr-on  In  any  quantity,  and  Intended  for 
sale  or  for  use  In  the  manufacture  or  production  of  any  article 
intended  for  sale,  there  shall  be  levied,  asseased.  collected,  and  paid 
a  floor-stocks  tax  of  75  cents  on  each  proof -gallon,  and  a  propor- 
tionate tax  at  a  like  rate  on  all  fractional  parts  of  such  proof- 
gallon. 

"(2)  Every  person  required  by  this  subsection  to  pay  any  fioor- 
Btocks  tax.  and  every  retail  dealer  In  liquors,  shall,  on  or  before  Au- 
gust 1.  1940.  under  such  regtilatlons  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary,  shall  prescribe,  make  a  return  and  pay 
such  tax.  Payment  of  the  tax  shown  to  be  due  may  be  extended  to 
a  date  not  later  than  February  1,  1941.  upon  the  tUlng  of  a  bond  for 
payment  thereof  in  such  form  and  amount  and  with  such  stirety  or 
sureties  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
may  prescribe. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert: 

"(1)  Upon  all  distilled  spirits  produced  in  or  Imported  Into  the 
United  SUtes  upon  which  the  internal-revenue  tax  imposed  by 
law  has  been  paid,  and  which  on  July  1,  1940  are  held  and 
Intended  for  sale  or  for  use  in  the  manufacture  or  production  of 
any  article  Intended  for  sale,  there  shall  be  levle<l.  asaeeeed,  col- 
lected, and  paid  a  floor  stocks  tax  equal  to  the  suoi  of  the  follow- 
ing:   

"(A)  Seventy-five  cents  on  each  proof -gallon,  and  a  prop^- 
tlonate  tax  at  a  like  rate  on  all  fractional  parta  of  such  proof- 
gallon;  plus 

"(B)  Ten  cent*  on  each  proof -gallon,  and  a  proportionate  tax 
at  a  like  rate  on  all  fractional  parU  of  such  proof -gallon,  in  the 
case  of  distilled  splrlu  upon  which  the  rectification  tax  unposed 
under  the  internal-revenue  laws  has  been  paid,  except  that  euch 
10-cent  rate  shall  not  apply  to  distilled  fplriu  which  are  rMtlfled , 
distilled  spiriu  solely  bjr  reason  of  the  addition  of  not  more  than 
aVa  percent  by  voltime  of  coloring,  blending,  smoothing,  or  flavor- 
ing materials,  and  shall  not  apply  to  llqtieurs,  cordials,  or  similar 
compounds. 

"(2)  Every  perton  required  by  this  subtectlon  to  pay  any  floor- 
stocks  Ux  shall,  on  or  before  August  1,  1940.  under  such  regu- 
lations as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Becretary, 
shall  prescribe,  make  a  rettirn  and  pay  such  tax.  Payment  of  the 
tax  shown  to  be  due  may  be  extended  to  a  date  not  later  than 
February  1.  1941.  upon  the  filing  of  a  bond  for  payment  tbartat 
In  such  form  and  amoimt  and  with  such  surety  or  siu-etlet  as  the 
Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  may  preaorlbe. 

So  as  to  read: 

Sic.  213.  Distilled  spirits. 

(a)  Section  3800  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by 
inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsections: 

"(g)  Defense  tax  for  6  years:  In  lieu  of  the  rates  of  tax  specified 
In  such  of  the  sections  of  this  title  as  are  set  forth  In  the  follow- 
ing table,  the  rates  applicable  with  respect  to  the  period  after 
Jvme  30.  1940,  and  before  July  1,  1946,  ahall  be  the  rates  set  forth 
under  the  heading  'Defense-tax  rate': 


Section 

Description  of  tax 

OldrsU 

Defense- 
tai  rate 

«U¥)  fm^  (\'\ 

Distilled  spirita  senenllf — 
Brandy                    .  ... 

$2.26 

ti. 

2800(b)  (I) 

2M10  (a)  (3) 

$2 

*2.n. 

Imported  perfumes 

12.25 

$3. 

2800  (s)  (6) 

Rw^ifyinj           .. 

30  cents 

40  cents 

"(h)  Floor -stocks  tax. 

"(1)  Upon  all  distilled  spirits  produced  In  or  Imported  Into  the 
United  States  upon  which  the  Internal -revenue  tax  imposed  by  law 
hae  been  paid,  and  which  on  July  1,  1940.  are  held  and  Intended  for 
sale  or  for  vuk  In  the  manufacture  or  production  of  any  article 
Intended  for  sale,  there  shaU  be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid 
a  floor -stock  tax  equal  to  the  »um  of  the  following: 


li 


I 


iff 
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-(A)  Sey^nty-flve  cents  on  each  proof-gaHon.  and  a  proporttonat* 
tax  at  a  like  rat«  on  all  fractional  parts  of  such  proof-gallon;  pni» 

"(B)  Ten  cenU  on  each  proof -gallon,  and  a  proportionate  tax  at  ft 
like  rate  on  all  fractional  parts  of  such  proof -gallon,  in  the  case  of 
distilled  spirits  upon  which  the  rectification  tax  imposed  under  the 
Internal -revenue  laws  has  been  paid,  except  that  such  10-cent  rate 
shall  not  apply  to  distilled  spirits  which  are  rectified  distilled 
splrltfl  solely  by  reason  of  the  addition  of  not  more  than  2V4  percent 
by  volume  of  coloring,  blending,  amoothing.  or  flavoring  materlaU, 
and  shall  not  apply  to  liqueurs,  cordials,  or  similar  compoxxnds. 

-(2)  Every  person  required  by  this  subsection  to  pay  any  floor- 
stocks  tax  shall,  on  or  before  August  I.  1940,  under  such  regiilatlona 
••  the  Commlailoner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  shall  pre- 
scribe, make  a  return  and  pay  such  tax.  Payment  of  the  tax  shown 
to  be  due  may  be  extended  to  a  date  not  later  than  February  1.  1941. 
upon  the  fUlng  of  a  bond  for  payment  thereof  in  such  form  and 
amount  and  with  such  surety  or  suretlea  as  the  Commlasioner,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  may  prescribe. 

The  amendment  waa  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  28,  line  13.  before  the 
word  'for",  to  strike  out  "Super-Tax"  and  insert  "Defense 
Tax";  In  line  14.  before  the  word  "for",  to  strike  out  "Super- 
Tax**  and  insert  "Defense  Tax";  in  line  19,  before  the  word 
"Rate",  to  strike  out  "Super-tax**  and  insert  "Defense-tax"; 
in  the  headings  of  the  table,  last  colunui.  to  strike  out  "Super- 
tax" and  insert  "Defense-tax";  in  the  second  line  of  the  table, 
third  column,  to  strike  out  "10"  and  insert  "15";  and  in  the 
last  column,  to  strike  out  "12"  and  Insert  "18":  in  the  third 
line  of  the  table,  third  column,  to  strike  out  "20"  and  insert 
"25";  and  in  the  last  column,  to  strike  out  "24'*  and  Insert 
"30";  and  after  the  sixth  regular  line  in  the  table,  to  strike 
out  "3031  (a) — Fortification  of  wines — 10  cents — 12  cents", 
so  as  to  read: 

Sac.  314.  Wines  and  fermented  malt  liquors. 
Chapter  30  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  Insert- 
ing at  tbe  end  thereof  the  foUowlng  new  subchapter: 

"suBCHAPTxa  r — ormtsm  rax  fob  s  txais 

*'8bc.  3190.  Defense  tax  for  5  years. 

"In  lieu  of  the  rates  of  tax  specified  in  such  of  the  sections  of 
this  title  as  are  set  forth  in  the  following  table,  the  rates  applica- 
ble with  respect  to  the  period  after  June  30.  1940.  and  before 
July  1.  1046.  shall  be  the  rates  set  forth  under  tbe  heading 
'Defense-tax  rate': 


SkUod 

^SDescriptJon  of  tax 

Old  rats 

Defena© 
tax  rate 

3030  (m)  O)  (A)  . 

Still  »*iM 

Soaots 

15  cams 

SSosnts 

SHmsMl 

mcsntSL 

moBBta. 

ti 

Oosnts. 

3090  J»)  (!)  l.K) 

3090  (»)  (1)  (A) 

MM)  <%)  <7) 

Still  wlpea 

8till  wines 

18  cents. 
30  cents. 
3  cents. 

MMXn)  (1)      . 

Siwrkling  wines 

iHents. 

30»(s)(2) 

31»  (a) 

Liqueurs,  cordlais,  etc 

Fsruentsd  malt  liquors 

IMCMItS. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  29,  line  6,  after  the 
word  "person",  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  "other  than  a 
retail  dealer."  and  in  line  9.  after  the  numerals  "3190"  and 
the  period,  to  insert  "The  tax  imposed  by  this  subsection 
shall  not  apply  to  the  retail  stocks  of  fermented  malt  liquors 
held  by  a  person  on  premises  as  to  which  such  person  has 
incurred  occupational  tax  as  a  retail  dealer  in  liquors  or  a 
retaU  dealer  in  malt  liquors  for  the  period  beginning  on  July 
1,  1940,  and  as  to  which  no  other  occupational  tax  with 
respect  to  dealing  in  distilled  spirits,  wines,  or  malt  liqiiors. 
has  been  incurred  by  such  person  for  a  period  beginning  on 
such  date",  so  as  to  read: 

"SBC.  3191.  Floor-stocks  tax  on  fermented  malt  liquors. 

"(a)  Floor-stocks  tax;  Upon  all  fermented  malt  liquors  upon 
which  the  internal-revenue  tax  Imposed  by  law  has  been  paid,  and 
which  on  July  1.  1940.  ss«  held  by  any  person  and  intended  for  sale 
there  shall  be  levied,  aasased.  collected,  and  paid  a  floor-stocks  tax 
at  a  rate  equal  to  the  increase  In  rate  of  tax  made  applicable  to 
such  articles  by  section  3190.  The  tax  lmp>osed  by  this  subsection 
shaU  not  apply  to  the  retaU  stocks  of  fermented  malt  liquors  held 
by  a  person  on  premises  as  to  which  such  person  has  Incurred 
occupational  tax  as  a  retail  dealer  m  liquors  or  a  retaU  dealer  in 
malt  liquors  for  the  period  beginning  on  July  1,  1940.  and  as  to 
which  no  other  occupational  tax  with  respect  to  dealing  in  dis- 
tilled spirits,  wines,  or  malt  liquors,  has  been  Incurred  by  such 
person  for  a  period  beginning  on  such  date. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  30.  line  12.  before  the 
word  "for",  to  strike  out  "super  tax"  and  insert  "defense 
tax",  so  as  to  read:  '' 

8»c.  216    Playing  cards. 

Section  1807  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended  by  Insert- 
ing "(a)  General  Rule. — "  before  the  first  paragraph  and  Inserting 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(b)  Defense  tax  for  5  years:  In  lieu  of  the  rate  of  tax  speclfled 
In  subsection  (a),  the  rate  of  tax  for  the  period  after  June  aO,  1940, 
and  before  July  1,  1948,  shaU  be  11  centa." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  32,  after  line  8,  to  insert 
the  following: 

TTTui  rr 

Sac.  401.  AU  power  and  authority  of  tbe  President  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  imder  the  Silver  Purchase  Act  of  1034  with 
respect  to  the  acquisition  of  foreign  silver  shall  cease  and  terminate 
on  the  date  of  enactment  of  thU  act:  and  all  proclamations,  orders, 
rules,  regulations,  and  other  action  promulgated,  made.  Issued,  or 
taken  by  the  President  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  foreign  silver  pursuant  to  any  power  or  authority  so  terminated 
shaU  oease  to  be  effective  on  and  after  such  date:  Provided.  That 
nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  limit  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  acquire  and  make  payment  for  foreign 
sUver  purchased  or  contracted  for  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of 
thU  act. 

Sac.  403.  Section  1805  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to 
the  tax  on  transfers  of  any  Interest  in  sUver  bullion)  Is  hereby 
repealed. 

Mr.  McNART.  Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Clerk  wUl  caU  the  roll. 

Tbe  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Davis 

Lee 

RueseU 

Andrews 

Donahey 

ZAd0s 

8ch  warts 

Ashurst 

Downey 

Lucas 

Schwellenbach 

Austin 

Ellender 

Lundeen 

flbspiMUPd 

Bailey 

George 

McCarran 

Shlpstead 

Bankhead 

Gerry 

licKeilar 

Slattery 

Barkiey 

GUlette 

McNary 

Smatbers 

BUbo 

Green 

Malooey 

Smith 

Bone 

Ouffey 

iieMi 

Tift 

Bridges 

Gumey 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Hale 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bulow 

Harrison 

Murray 

Thomas.  Utah 

Burke 

Hatch 

Neely 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Hayden 

Norrls 

Tbwnsend 

Byrnes 

Herring 

Nye 

Truman 

Capper 

Hill 

Oliahoney 

Tydlngs 

Caraway 

Holman 

Overton 

Vandenberg 

Chandler 

Holt 

Pepper 

Van  Nuys 

Clark.  Idaho 

Hughes 

Plttman 

Wagner 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Radcliffe 

Walsh 

Connally 

King 

Reed 

White 

Danaher 

La  PoUette 

Reynolds 

Wiley 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-eight  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  Is  present. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  may  we  not  have  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  not  necessary  for  the  Chair 
to  remind  Senators  that  they  are  considering  quite  an  im- 
portant bill.  The  pending  amendment  is  an  important  one, 
or  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  would  not  take  the  floor  to 
discuss  it.  The  Chair  requests  the  occupants  of  the  galleries 
also  to  refrain  from  any  conversation. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  we  have  reached  that  part 
of  the  bill  which  contains  the  so-called  Townsend  amend- 
ment, which  proposes  to  repeal  the  Silver  Purchase  Act  as  it 
relates  to  foreign  silver.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Delaware,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  have  been  some 
developments  with  reference  to  this  matter,  whether  we  can- 
not come  to  some  agreement.  Of  course.  I  voted  in  the  com- 
mittee against  the  incorporation  of  the  tunendment  in  the  bill. 
I  did  so  because  the  subject  matter  of  the  amendment  has 
been  considered  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  action  was 
taken  by  the  Senate.  As  I  recall,  the  bill,  identical  with  the 
pending  amendment,  was  passed  by  a  margin  of  several  votes. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.     The  vote  was  46  to  35. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  bill  was  sent  to  the  House,  and  I 
did  not  think  it  was  proper  to  encumber  the  pending  tax  bill 
with  this  amendment,  the  subject  matter  of  which  the  Senate 
had  already  considered  for  some  10  days. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  HARRISON.  Permit  me  to  conclude  my  statement. 
I  find  that  since  the  bill  was  passed  some  quesUon  was 
raised  in  the  House  as  to  whether  the  Senate  had  a  right 
to  take  up  for  consideration  the  so-called  Townsend  bill,  and 
act  on  it  before  the  House  had  taken  action.  Senators  will 
recall  that  the  biU  also  repealed  the  internal-revenue  tax 
on  transfers  of  any  interest  in  silver  bullion. 

Since  that  time  there  has  been  a  new  development.  Any 
objection  to  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  because 
of  any  tax  question  raised  which  might  involve  the  question  of 
the  b:il  originating  in  the  House,  has  been  withdrawn  in  the 
House.  The  bill  has  been  Uken  from  the  Speaker's  table 
and  has  been  referred  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 
Of  course.  I  can  give  the  Senator  from  Delaware  no  assurance 
as  to  what  action  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  will  Uke; 
but.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  technical  objection  as  to 
the  right  of  the  Senate  to  originate  the  bill  has  been  with- 
drawn, I  am  wondering  whether  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
would  not  be  willing  to  have  the  amendment  withdrawn  from 
the  bill  at  this  time. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi is  always  fair,  but  the  bill  went  te  the  House  on  May 
9,  and  has  been  on  the  Speaker's  Ublc  ever  since.  I  imder- 
stood  the  ruling  to  be  that  it  was  revenue  legislation,  and 
that  it  was  to  be  sent  back  to  the  Senate.  Since  the  bill  has 
been  incorporated  into  the  pending  tax  bill,  they  have  agreed 
In  the  House,  the  Senator  has  stated,  to  send  the  bill  to  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

I  do  not  think  we  should  at  this  time,  when  we  can  have 
the  amendment  Incorporated  in  the  pending  bill,  agree  to 
withdraw  it.  If  the  House  acts  on  the  bill  in  the  meantime, 
that  is  all  there  will  be  to  it. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  is  very  per- 
suasive, of  course.  After  explaining  to  him  what  was  done 
in  the  House  yesterday  about  the  technical  objection  being 
withdrawn  and  the  bill  having  been  referred  to  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee,  how  much  time  would  the  Senator 
desire  to  consume  on  the  amendment?  Can  we  not  agree 
to  a  hmitation  of  time  for  the  consideration  of  the  amend- 
ment? ,  ,^ 
Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Certainly.  It  will  take  me  only  10 
minutes,  and  I  shall  be  willing  to  have  a  vote,  so  far  as  I 

am  concerned. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  vmanlmous  consent  that  10  min- 
utes be  allotted  to  this  amendment,  after  which  time  a  vote 
shall  be  taken  on  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  think  it  would  be  better 
to  have  a  hmitation  of  debate  on  each  Senator.  I  doubt 
whether  we  would  be  justified  in  voting  after  listening  to 
the  Senator  from  Delaware,  without  any  other  Senator  hav- 
ing an  opportunity  to  say  anything  about  the  amendment. 
I  suggest  that  we  fix  a  limitation  of  10  minutes  to  each 
Senator  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  make  the  request  that  not  more  than 
10  minutes  be  taken  by  any  Senator  on  the  pending  amend- 
ment. ,.,    *  * 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  have  to  object  to 
that.  It  is  pretty  early  to  undertake  a  limitation  of  10  min- 
utes, in  the  consideration  of  a  bill  which  provides  for  the 
collection  of  over  a  billion  dollars  in  taxes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  limitation  is  to  be  only  in  connec- 
tion with  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr  McNARY.  I  understand  that,  but  this  is  an  important 
amendment,  and  other  Senators  may  desire  to  discuss  it 
longer  than  the  able  Senator  from  Delaware.  I  do  not  like 
the  idea,  and  I  shall  object. 

Mr  HARRISON.  Very  well.  There  are  only  two  of  the 
committee  amendments  left,  and  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware may  proceed  then. 

Mr  TOWNSEND.  Mr.  President,  the  silver  amendment  to 
the  tax  bill  reads  exactly  the  same  as  the  text  of  my  bill  to 
stop  the  buying  of  foreign  silver  which  passed  the  Senate  on 
May  9  This  bill.  Senate  bill  785,  after  more  than  a  month, 
is  still  on  the  Speaker's  table,  or  was  yesterday.    It  has  not 


been  referred  to  any  committee  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  that  body  has  not  acted  upon  it. 

The  reason  for  the  delay  is  said  to  be  that  some  members 
of  the  House  considered  that  Senate  bill  785,  because  it  con- 
tained a  provision  for  repeal  of  the  tax  on  silver  trading, 
infringed  on  the  constitutional  prerogatives  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  relative  to  revenue-raising  bills. 

In  the  present  instance  the  tax  biU.  H.  R.  10039.  has  already 
passed  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  relating  to  the  tax  on  silver 
trading  is  obviously  germane  and  In  no  sense  violates  any 
precedent.  The  reasons  for  removing  the  silver-trading  tax 
were  explained  by  me  in  the  course  of  my  speech  in  the  Senate 
on  April  30. 1940,  which  appears  in  the  Congressional  Record 
on  pages  5249  and  5250. 

The  reasons  why  we  should  discontinue  the  purchase  of 
foreign  silver  were  presented  and  thoroughly  discussed  in  the 
Senate  in  May,  and  on  May  9.  by  a  vote  of  45  to  36.  this  body 
decided  in  favor  of  my  measure.  By  adopting  the  pending 
silver  amendment  to  the  tax  bill  the  Senate  will  clear  the  way  _ 
for  its  enactment. 

It  Is  almost  needless  to  point  out  the  dire  neccislty  facing 
the  United  States,  under  present  world  conditions,  to  bend 
every  last  scrap  of  energy  to  the  proper  defense  of  the  Nation, 
and  to  stop  every  possible  source  of  leak  and  wastage  of  our 
resources,  however  small.  This  is  no  time  for  easy-going 
squandering  of  millions. 

The  foreign -silver  program  was  adopted  in  1934  to  augment 
this  country's  stock  of  monetary  metals.  How  indefensible 
continuance  of  such  a  policy  today  is  can  be  seen  by  only  ft 
glance  at  the  statistics.  Of  gold  alone  this  country  now  holds 
in  the  neighborhood  of  $20,000,000,000.  while  excess  reserves 
of  the  members  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  exceed 
$6,600,000,000. 

The  Treasury's  Dally  Statement  for  June  12,  1940.  shows 
1.280.000.000  ounces  of  silver  held  idle  in  the  general  fund. 
not  as  backing  for  silver  certificates. 

Therefore,  for  this  country  to  be  spending  energy  In  buying 
foreign  silver  is  a  criminal  waste  and  a  dangerously  foolish 
one. 

The  most  recent  defense  of  continued  buying  of  foreign 
sliver  Is  that  It  makes  employment  In  American  factories.  Is 
It  not  obvious  to  any  school  child  that,  because  of  urgent 
national-defense  requirements,  America  will  have  hard  work 
cut  out  for  it  for  years  to  come?  Is  it  not  crystal  clear  that 
every  worker  taken  away  from  the  production  of  United 
SUtes  Army  and  Navy  airplanes,  tanks,  gas  masks,  gims.  uni- 
forms, and  supplies  for  the  purpose  of  producing  other  goods 
With  which  to  meet  the  demands  of  those  who  sell  our  Treas- 
ury tons  of  foreign  silver  we  do  not  need,  leaves  a  treacherous 
gap  in  the  line  of  our  national  defense? 

Can  any  Senator  imagine  any  foreign  country,  however 
rich,  importing  silver  it  does  not  need  under  the  serious  con- 
ditions now  facing  us?  Not  even  in  peacetime  did  a  single 
nation  follow  our  example  on  silver.  On  the  contrary,  the 
whole  world  was  quick  to  profit  by  our  Silver  Purchase  Act 
and  unload  on  us  the  unwanted  metal. 

Nor  should  we  be  so  utterly  foolish  as  to  imagine  that  the 
continued  purchase  of  foreign  silver  can  buy  goodwill  abroad. 
That  Is  a  ridiculous  assumption  that  only  the  most  naive 
would  believe.  The  chief  beneficiaries  of  our  silver  policy 
need  us  infinitely  more  than  we  need  them,  and  the  assump- 
tion that  we  dare  not  discontinue  a  policy  which  we  volun- 
tarily adopted  in  1934  because  some  foreign  country  might  be 
sorry  to  see  it  done  Is  an  insult  to  the  intelligence  of  every 
red-blooded  American. 

Mr.  President,  we  held  long  hearings  in  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency,  and  after  the  hearings  the  bill  was 
reported  to  the  Senate  by  a  vote  of  14  to  4  from  the  com- 
mittee. The  Senate  voted  on  the  measure,  and  by  a  vote  of 
46  to  35  passed  it.  Now  It  comes  to  the  Senate  again  by 
vote  of  14  to  6  from  the  Finance  Committee,  and  I  sincerely 
hope  It  will  be  continued  in  the  bilL 
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Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President.  I  trxist  that  the  dlstln- 
giiished  Senator  from  Delaware,  as  well  as  all  other  Senators 
here  present,  will  not  vote  in  support  of  the  amendment  pre- 
sented by  the  Senator,  without  a  full  realization  that  the 
adoption  of  this  particular  amendment  at  this  particular 
time  will  be  a  heavy  blow  to  continenUl  solidarity.  If  we 
desire  to  disrupt  the  finances  of  Mexico.  If  we  desire  to  In- 
jure Mexico,  if  we  desire  to  lend  aid  and  comfort  to  the 
enemies  of  the  United  States  In  Mexico,  if  we  desire  to 
weaken  the  hands  of  our  friends  In  Mexico,  this  is  the  apt 
and  perfect  way  to  accomplish  that  end. 

Mr.  President.  I  take  it  that  one  of  the  Achilles'  heels  of 
our  defense  may  be  developed  in  the  neighboring  territory 
from  which  we  can  be  attacked.  I  myself  have  no  fear  that 
any  aggressor  from  abroad  will  attempt  directly  to  reach  the 
United  States  and  strike  us  from  our  own  coast  line.  If 
any  attack  is  made  upon  the  United  States,  it  must  come 
either  from  Canada  or  from  Mexico.  Our  relations  with 
Canada  are  such  that  we  can  operate  as  freely  and  as  effec- 
tively from  Canada  as  we  can  from  our  own  soil.  Should  we 
not  make  every  effort  to  strengthen  our  fraternal  bonds  with 
cur  neighbor  to  the  south  to  the  end  that  harmonious  co- 
operation In  oiu"  common  defense  may  be  attained? 

Let  us  consider  the  various  ways  that  this  amendment,  if 
it  were  agreed  to,  would  affect  our  relations  with  Mexico. 
In  the  first  place,  Mexico  is  very  much  dependent  upon  our 
commerce.  Ovu"  purchase  of  silver  from  her  provides  her 
an  outlet  for  her  largest  export,  silver.  If  we  cease  the 
purchase  of  silver  at  this  time,  with  the  London  market 
destroyed,  with  Mexico  unable  to  sell  any  other  place,  we 
break  off  and  disrupt  that  commerce,  with  no  present  means 
of  restoring  It.  We  destroy  not  only  the  silver  Industry  of 
Mexico  and  dlsemploy  hundreds  of  thousands  of  men  in 
that  Industry. 

We  will  likewise  deal  a  heavy  blow  to  the  mining  indxistry 
generally,  as  silver  is  a  common  bsrproduct  in  the  produc- 
tion of  other  Important  metals  and  minerals. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Senator  emphasized  what  would 
happen  with  respect  to  Mexico,  which,  of  course,  is  true. 
But  In  our  consideration  of  this  question,  we  ought  to  in- 
clude the  Republics  of  Honduras.  Chile,  and  Peru.  While 
they  do  not  sell  us  as  much  silver  as  does  Mexico,  they  will 
also  be  seriously  affected  economically  if  the  amendment  in 
question  is  agreed  to.  Well  over  half  of  our  foreign  silver 
purchases  are  from  the  Latin  American  countries,  largely 
from  these  I  have  mentioned.  The  Senate  should  realize 
that  this  is  the  most  unfortunate  time  possible  to  take  ac- 
tion detrimental  to  these  particular  countries  whose  friend- 
ship means  so  much  in  the  present  crisis. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  thank  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  York  for  his  contribution;  and.  of  course,  what  I  am 
now  sasring  as  to  the  effect  of  the  pending  amendment  upon 
our  relationship  with  Mexico  applies  likewise,  though  in  a 
lesser  degree,  to  countries  in  South  America,  Central  Amer- 
ica, and  Canada. 

Mr.  President,  to  understand  exactly  how  unfortunate 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  proposed  amendment,  let  us  con- 
sider the  conditions  existing  south  of  the  Rio  Grande.  We 
are  fortunate  at  the  present  time  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  has  built  up  friendly  relations 
with  the  Government  of  Mexico.  We  should  be  happy  that 
President  Cardenas  is  not  only  friendly  to  our  Government, 
but  sees  eye  to  eye  with  our  people  in  relation  to  events  now 
occurring  in  Europe. 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Delaware  to  consider  how  unfor- 
timate  It  would  be  if  there  were  now  a  government  in  Mex- 
ico unfriendly  to  us.  that  would  allow  the  landing  of  troops 
there  and  the  building  of  military  bases  for  aggression 
against  us.  We  should  be  upon  our  knees  tonight  thanking 
Heaven  that  the  Government  of  Mexico  is  friendly  to  us. 
And  the  people  of  Mexico  should  be  grateful  for  our  in- 
creasingly friendly  and  fair  attitude  toward  them. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 


Mr.  TOWNSEND.  I  see  no  reason  for  Mexico  being  un- 
friendly to  us  by  reason  of  our  discontinuing  the  purchase 
of  foreign  silver  from  all  countries  alike,  and  paying  for  It 
35  cents  an  ounce,  when  the  chairman  of  the  Federal  Re- 
serve Board,  the  Advisory  Coimsel  to  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board,  and  all  the  newspapers  In  the  United  States  I  have 
had  the  opportunity  to  read  declare  that  we  are  using  our 
good  money  to  purchase  from  those  foreign  countries  .some- 
thing for  which  we  have  no  use.  If  the  Senator  wants  to 
continue  to  give  away  good  American  money  for  foreigners* 
stuff  that  we  have  no  use  for,  I  want  him  to  take  the 
responsibility  for  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  wiU  the   Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Congress  only  yesterday  passed  a  joint 
resolution  further  implementing  the  solidarity  of  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere  by  serving  notice  on  the  world  that  we 
would  not  recognize  or  acquiesce  in  any  transfer  of  owner- 
ship or  propriety  over  any  American  territory  to  any  other 
non-American  government. 

A  few  days  ago  we  passed  a  bill  through  the  Senate  per- 
mitting the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  authorize  all  the  western  republics  to  use  our  facilities 
for  the  preparation  and  manufacture  and  the  purchase  of 
Implements  of  defense. 

Now.  suppose  it  should  transpire  that,  because  of  some 
imfortimate  internal  economic  condition  in  any  of  the 
western  republics — the  Senator  has  mentioned  Mexico,  but 
it  will  apply  in  varying  degrees  to  four  or  five  other  repub- 
lics of  the  Western  Hemisphere — suppose  It  shotdd  turn  out 
that,  in  order  to  defend  herself  either  against  internal 
destruction  or  against  foreign  attack,  one  of  these  western 
republics  should  find  it  necessary  to  make  application  to  the 
United  States  to  permit  her  to  obtain  the  supplies  necessary 
for  her  defense  in  this  country,  and  she  had  nothing  with 
which  to  pay  for  it  except  silver,  what  would  be  our  atti- 
tude, in  view  of  what  we  have  done  to  encourage  her.  if  we 
denied  her  the  opportunity  to  pay  for  it  with  the  only  com- 
modity she  had  in  exchange? 

Mr.  EKDWNEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  for 
that  able  contribution,  which  Is  no  surprise  coming  from 
him.  as  his  contributions  alwasrs  are  of  the  highest  order. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandlkr  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Delaware? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  Then,  the  Senator  would  go  far  enough 
to  use  our  good  American  dollars  and  the  labor  of  our  coun- 
try to  purchase  from  foreigners  something  for  which  we 
have  no  use? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  O.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  knows  that  we  are  not  paying  a  dollar  in  money, 
in  good  American  dollars  or  any  other  kind  of  dollars,  out  of 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  in  order  to  get  this  silver. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.     How  are  we  getting  it? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  silver  is  coming  in  here  In  exchange 
for  American  goods.  That  is  how  It  comes  here,  and  the 
Senator  knows  that  to  be  so. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  If  we  do  not  have  to  pay  for  it.  it  Is  the 
strangest  transaction  I  know  about. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Silver  comes  in  in  exchange  for  American 
goods,  and  it  finally  finds  its  way  into  the  American  Treas- 
ury, and  a  new  sliver  certificate  Is  exchanged  for  every  dollar 
of  It.  Not  a  dollar  raised  by  taxes  goes  into  the  purchase  of 
silver,  and  the  Senator  knows  that  sis  well  sis  I  do;  yet  he 
always  talks  about  using  good  American  money,  and  intimates 
that  we  so-e  taking  it  out  of  the  Treasury  after  it  has  been 
raised  by  tsixatlon.  in  order  to  buy  this  silver. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  It  finally  boils  down  to  this:  That  we 
pay  our  good  Americsui  money  for  something  from  a  foreign 
country  for  which  we  have  no  use.  and  that  Uncle  Sam  pays 
the  bill. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  mathemati- 
cally the  Senator  from  Delawso^  and  other  Senators  who 
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are  supporting  him  must  totally  fall  to  comprehend  the  very 
triflmg  amount  oiu:  Government  spends  on  silver  as  com- 
pared with  gold.  In  the  first  place,  our  Government  pays 
100  times  as  much  per  oimce  for  gold  as  it  pays  for  silver— 
$35  an  ounce  for  gold  and  35  cents  an  ounce  for  silver.  Ex- 
perts tell  us  that  the  price  of  silver  is  very  near  its  price  for 
commercial  purposes,  while  gold,  when  it  becomes  worth 
nothing  as  a  monetary  standard,  will  not  be  worth  very  much 
more  tlian  silver.  In  other  words,  we  are  paying  $35  an 
ounce  for  gold,  and  when  that  market  breaks  gold  will  not  be 
worth  very  much  more  than  silver  for  commercial  purposes. 
At  35  cents  an  ounce  silver  Is  very  close  to  its  value  for  com- 
mercial purposes,  for  we  can  always  find  a  market  for  silver 
at  $3  or  $4  a  pound  for  commercial  purposes. 

I  realize  that  there  are  some  great  corporations  in  this 
Nation  which  would  rather  buy  silver  at  18  or  20  cents  an 
ounce  than  at  35  cents  an  ounce.  I  do  not  blame  such  com- 
panies. Their  attitude  is  reasonable.  I  am  not  attacking 
any  Senator  who  represents  that  viewpoint.  Of  course,  if 
industries  want  to  make  more  money,  they  would  rather  b\iy 
In  a  free  market  than  in  a  governmental  market  which  holds 
the  price  of  silver  at  25  or  30  percent  above  its  commercial 
value.  But.  Mr.  President,  speaking  from  some  study  of  and 
experience  with  Mexican  conditions,  it  seems  to  me  that 
rather  than  discontinue  the  purchase  of  sliver  from  Mexico, 
so  that  some  of  our  businesses  may  buy  silver  a  few  cents  an 
ounce  cheaper,  it  would  be  better  for  us  to  give  to  them  every 
pound  of  silver  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  because 
it  might  prove  cheaper  in  the  long  run. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Delaware  has  said  that  we 
have  the  right  to  take  the  proposed  action.  Of  course,  if  we 
want  to  Imperil  continental  solidarity,  we  have  the  right  to  do 
it.  There  is  no  doubt  Of  that.  But  I  wish  to  teU  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  how  the  people  of  Mexico  may  look  at  it. 
though  Senators  who  read  history  with  their  prejudices  and 
not  with  their  reason  may  have  difQculty  comprehending  my 
statement.  Many  Mexican  citizens  know  that  our  business- 
men have  been  guilty  of  msuiy  sicts  of  bribery  and  oppression. 
Many  of  them  know  that  revolutions  have  been  fomented  in 
the  American  Embassy,  and  that  arms  and  men  have  been 
distributed  in  revolutionary  outbreaks  from  the  American 
Embassy  In  Mexico.  Let  me  be  clearly  understood.  I  am 
referring  to  past  conditions  that  will  never  be  repeated.  I  hope. 
But  let  us  recall,  Mr.  President,  that  oppressive  conduct  Is  not 
forgotten  in  a  day  and  that  many  citizens  of  Mexico  do  not 
wholly  agree  with  the  attitude  of  their  Government  toward 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  So  If  we  want  to  make  it 
hard  for  the  Government  of  Mexico  to  carry  all  the  citizens 
of  Mexico  into  friendly  relations  with  us.  we  should  approve 
this  amendment.    Otherwise,  not. 

Oh.  yes.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  is  a  good  way 
to  fracture  continental  solidarity. 

Why  is  It  a  good  way?  Because  within  30  days  it  will 
devastate  Mexican  finances.  It  may  create  a  panic.  It  will 
surely  throw  out  of  employment  multitudes  of  Mexican 
workers.  It  is  all  right  for  us  m  the  Senate  to  say  that  we 
have  the  right  to  do  that.  Of  course  we  have,  and  if  we 
Wish  to  destroy  Mexican  commerce  and  Mexican  friendship 
for  us,  we  should  do  that  very  thing. 
Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Does  it  not  seem  to  the  Senator  a  para- 
dox that  at  the  very  time  when  the  President  and  other 
agencies  of  the  Government  are  discussing  a  plan  for  the 
Interchange  of  goods  between  American  countries  for  our 
mutual  interest  and  protection,  we  should  consider  passing 
a  law  which  will  deprive  Mexico— taking  Mexico  for  Ulus- 
tration— of  the  opportunity  of  exporting  a  commodity  which 
represents  20  percent  of  all  its  exports  by  value?  Would  not 
such  a  law  be  absolutely  at  variance  with  our  national  policy 
and  destructive  of  our  national-defense  program  in  this 
hemisphere? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Yes.  To  answer  the  distinguished  Sen- 
ator from  New  York,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  a  most  extraordi- 
nary thing.    The  whole  Nation  is  alarmed  and  disturbed 


about  our  national  defense.    I  think  every  Senator  should 
place  the  defense  of  his  people  and  his  Nation  first. 
Mr.  TAPT.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield.  .  ^  ,,    . 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  am  not  particularly  familiar  with  Mexican 
politics,  but  the  Senator's  statements  regarding  the  present 
government's  attitude  seem  to  me  contrary  to  the  Impres- 
sion I  had  received.  After  all.  the  Cardenas  government 
has  freely  confiscated  American  property  and  refused  to  pay 
for  it  in  any  way.  It  has  sponsored  and  Invited  communisUc 
organizations  to  meet  in  Mexico.  My  understanding  Is  that 
the  man  who  is  now  contesting  the  Cardenas  government 
Is  far  more  friendly  to  the  United  SUtes  than  Is  the 
Cardenas  party  Itself.  Will  the  Senator  advise  me  as  to  the 
conditions  of  Mexican  politics?  My  understanding  is  con- 
trary to  what  he  has  been  saying  about  the  friendly  attitude 
of  the  Cardens«  government. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President.  I  consider  it  improper  for 
me  to  make  any  comment  in  the  Senate  about  the  attitude  of 
presidential  candidates  in  Mexico  toward  the  American  peo- 
ple or  the  American  Government,  and  I  will  not  do  that. 
However.  I  will  say  that  I  have  personally  known  and  talked 
with  some  of  the  leaders  of  the  present  Mexican  Govern- 
ment, and  I  can  assure  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio 
that  they  are  most  favorably  inclined  toward  the  people  of 
the  United  States.  Whoever  is  elected  President.  I  hope 
that  that  attitude  may  continue.  However,  let  me  say.  Mr. 
President,  that  I  think  that  Senators  who  support  this  meas- 
ure faU  to  apprehend  the  waves  of  chaos  and  revolutionary 
disturbance  which  will  sweep  this  continent  and  the  world 
in  the  next  2  or  3  years.  _,  ,j« 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  sneld? 
Mr  DOWNEY.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  In  a  moment. 
I  think  all  our  power  and  efforts  should  be  conserved  and 
projected  toward  stabiUzing  and  making  Mexico  more  pros- 
perous. Although  we  have  the  right  to  do  this  particular 
act  the  cold  fact  is  that  it  will  help  destroy  Mexican  finances, 
Mexican  commerce,  and  Mexican  employment.  It  wiU  help 
to  destroy  our  friendship  with  Mexico. 

Mr.  TAPT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr!  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr  TAPT.  My  recollection  Is  that  when  this  matter  was 
debated  previously  it  was  stated  by  those  who  know  about 
silver  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  sUver  is  intrinsically  worth 
35  cents  an  ounce,  or  substantially  that  amount,  and  that 
there  would  be  no  substantial  reduction  in  price,  or.  If  so. 
only  a  few  cents.  I  do  not  quite  see.  therefore,  why  our  dis- 
continuance of  the  purchase  of  silver  would  have  any  such 
revolutionary  effect  on  Mexican  finances,  and  why  the  silver 
which  Mexico  produces  would  not  be  worth  substantially  as 
much  as  before,  without  forcing  us  into  the  position  of 
Issuing  silver  certificates  and  inflating  our  currency  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  purchase. 

Mr  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  do  I  need  to  call  to  the 
attention  of  the  disUnguished  Senator  from  Ohio  the  prob- 
abiUty  that  within  the  next  24  or  48  hours  England  will  be 
under  siege?  Does  the  Senator  realize  that  from  now  on 
Mexico  cannot  seU  her  silver  in  the  London  market,  or  to 
the  other  nations  which  are  at  war?  With  present  world 
conditions  Mexico  cannot  hope  to  find  any  market  whatso- 
ever for  her  silver,  even  though  the  experts  may  tell  us  that 
intrinsically  silver  is  worth  from  20  to  25  cents  an  ounce 
and  I  think  ultimately  it  may  be  worth  substantially  more 

than  that. 
Mr.  BARKLEY  and  Mr.  TAPT  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia yield:  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr  DOWNEY.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  while  it  Is  true  that  35  cents 
an  ounce  has  been  the  world  price,  the  world  price  is  fixed 
because  of  the  number  of  purchasers  of  silver  and  the  demand 
for  silver.  What  htus  been  coming  into  the  United  States  has 
not  been  bringing  on  the  market,  and  in  exchange  for  our 
goods,  more  than  the  world  price;  but  it  was  stated  before  the 
committee  and  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  if  the  United 


I 


ai66 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


June  18 


SUtes  were  to  withdraw  the  opportunity  for  silver  to  come 
into  the  United  States,  and  thereby  remove  from  the  world 
market  one  of  the  large  consximers  of  silver,  the  price  would 
in  all  probability  drop  to  20  cents  an  ounce.  That,  of  course, 
Is  speculative.  No  one  can  tell  what  effect  the  withdrawal  of 
the  United  States  from  the  silver  market  would  have;  but.  in 
view  of  what  the  Senator  sajrs  as  to  the  London  market  and 
the  inability  of  England  or  Prance,  and  perhaps  all  of  Europe, 
longer  to  participate  in  the  silver  market,  if  we  should  with- 
draw it  Is  very  probable  that  the  price  would  drop  much  below 
20  cents  an  ounce. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  contribution. 
I  mlghygo  further  and  say  that  in  view  of  the  present  dls- 
tiu-bpdworld  conditions  Mexico  would  find  difficulty  in  finding 
Msy  market  whatsoever  in  the  whole  civilized  world  today. 
/  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  one  further 
fact,  and  then  I  shall  conclude. 

Last  year  we  imported  into  the  United  States  three  and  a 

half  billion  dollars  of  gold;  we  imported  about  $70,000,000  of 

^ilver.     In  other  words,  the  total  amoimt  of  silver  imported 

^ims  about  2  percent  of  the  total  amount  of  gold.    Right  now 

every  week  we  are  taking  in  more  gold  at  $35  an  ounce  than 

we  win  take  in  In  a  whole  year  in  silver. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  is  to  be  admired  and  congratu- 
lated for  his  attempt  to  set  right  the  unfortunate  monetary 
condition  of  the  United  States:  I  do  congratulate  him,  and 
J  hope  that  when  he  takes  up  the  problem  of  gold  in  a  big 
-wiy^e  will  work  it  out;  but  to  try  to  save  on  Mexican  silver 
five  or  ten  or  fifteen  million  dollars  a  year  with  the  possible 
penalty  of  destroying  the  friendship  and  cooperaticai  between 
the  two  nations,  I  cannot  believe  is  justified. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia yield  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  It  is  not  five  or  ten  or  fifteen  million 
dollars.  The  Government  Is  paying  $130,000,000  a  year  for 
foreign  silver;  and  that  is  much  below  the  amount  It  was 
pajrlng  out  2  years  ago.  when  it  was  as  high  as  $250,000,000. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  am  siu-e  the  Senator  is  in  error  in  his 
statement  on  the  amount  spent  last  year  on  foreign  silver. 
The  sum  was  approximately  $70,000,000;  but.  in  any  event, 
my  remarks.  Mr.  President,  referred  particularly  to  Mexico. 
We  are  buying  annually  about  100.000.000  ounces  of  silver 
from  Mexico,  and  at  35  cents  an  ounce  that  costs  about 
$35,000,000.  But  that  $35,000,000  worth  of  silver  is  worth 
at  least  twenty  or  twenty-five  million  dollars  for  commercial 
purposes.  Consequently,  all  we  are  losing  on  the  silver  we 
are  buying  from  Mexico  is  from  five  to  ten  million  dollars  a 
year.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  would  rather  see  this 
Nation  spend  five  or  ten  billion  dollars  than  to  lose  the 
friendship  or  to  risk  the  loss  of  the  friendship  and  cooperation 
of  Mexico. 

For  these  reasons  I  am  strongly  opposed  to  this  amend- 
ment.   I  hope  It  will  be  defeated. 

OPPOSmON  TO  ADJOTTRNMEHT  OF  CONGRESS 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  say  that  I  am  firmly 
convinced  that  the  Congress  should  not  adjourn  at  this  criti- 
cal time,  and  if  my  mall  is  any  indication  at  all.  the  people 
throughout  the  Nation  want  Congress  to  remain  In  session 
during  the  emergency.  They  say  we  would  be  deserting  our 
post  in  time  of  crisis  if  we  should  quit  now.  I  am  getting 
every  day  thousands  of  telegrams  and  letters  from  Kansas  and 
from  all  parts  of  the  country  protesting  against  Congress 
adjourning  at  the  present  time.  These  protests  come  from 
farm  groups,  veterans'  organizations,  businessmen,  churches, 
educational  associations,  and  all  classes  of  citizens.  It  Is  my 
best  Judgment  at  this  time  that  Congress  should  not  adjourn 
prior  to  the  Republican  national  convention.  I  very  much 
doubt  if  Congress  should  do  more  than  recess  for  each  con- 
vention. At  any  rate,  decision  as  to  adjournment  or  recess 
before  the  Democratic  convention  should  wait  imtil  we  sec 
what  happens  in  the  early  days  of  next  montli. 

There  can  be  no  question  the  country  wants  Congress  to 
stay  on  the  Job.    They  want  the  Congress  to  keep  the  United 


States  out  of  war.  After  all,  we  are  hired  by  the  year,  and  if 
it  seems  events  may  occur  which  might  require  congressional 
action,  the  Congress  should  respect  the  wishes  of  the  people 
and  stay  here  to  deal  with  such  eventualities  and  also  do 
evenrthing  we  can  to  keep  us  out  of  Europe's  war. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a 
few  of  the  letters  and  telegrams  received  by  me  in  the  past 
few  days,  which  indicate  what  is  in  the  minds  of  our  con- 
stituents at  this  moment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  letters  and  telegrams  are  as  follows: 

GuBLBT,  Kaks.,  June  14,  1940. 
Senator  Asthttb  Cappbk, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
HoNORABiJC  Sir:   Pottawatomie  Grange,  No.    1502.  discussing   the 
trend  of  world  affairs  and  tbe  relation  of  the  United  States  to  world 
affairs,  have  voted. 

Feeling  the  counsel  of  the  Congress  is  of  paramount  value  to  our 
statesman,  we  respectfully  request  you  use  your  Influence  to  remain 
in  session  In  the  National  Capital  that  you  may  render  all  aid  and 
counsel  possible  to  our  President. 
Sincerely. 

ICrs.  Thzkcsa  RoxxKLrAitcxa. 
Secretary,  Pottawatomie  Grange,  No.  1S02. 


Bexktton  Grancx  Fais, 
Berryton,  Kans.,  June  13,  1940. 
Hon.  Abthuk  Capfem, 

United  States  Senate.  Waahinffton,  D.  C. 
DsAR  Senator:   Berryton  Orange,  No.  1430.  of  Berryton,  Kans..  at 
Its  regular  meeting  of  June  12,  went  on  record  as  desiring  Congress 
to  remain  in  session  during  the  present  crisis  and  to  notify  our 
Senators  and  Congressman  of  that  desire.   *t 
Very  truly  yoxus, 

BcRRTTON  Grange,  No.  1430. 

Whereas  the  strife  and  warfare  In  Europe  now  threatening  to 
engulf  the  entire  Eastern  Hemisphere  leads  to  unsettled  conditions, 
uneasiness,  unrest,  uncertainty  In  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and 
more  particularly  the  United  States  of  America;   and 

Whereas  It  now  appears  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
of  America  must  proceed  with  all  dispatch  to  prepare  for  national 
defense,  and  at  the  same  time  proceed  with  caution  and  utmost 
neutrality,  in  order  that  this  country  may  not  become  Involved  in 
this  great  calamity:  Nuw,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be  requested  to 
remain  in  session  at  the  Capitol  In  Washington.  D.  C,  until  the 
crisis  Is  passed;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt.  President  of  the  United  States;  John  N.  Garner,  Vice 
President  and  President  of  the  United  States  Senate:  William  B. 
Bankhjead,  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States;  and  to  each  of  the  Members  of  the  Kansas  delegation  in 
the  Senate  and  In  tbe  House  of  Representatives. 

Don  Poland:  Mrs.  Don  Poland;  W.  J.  Walker.  M.  D.;  B.  G. 
Dyer.  M.  D.:  James  W.  Porter;  L.  J.  McClellan;  Tom 
Fisher:  Webb  Gilbert;  William  C.  Mennln.  Jr.;  Guy  A. 
Tunney.  M.  D.;  Tulla  Norton  Bellhamp;  Mrs.  Wayne 
Ebtes;  Mrs.  C.  G.  Blakeley.  Jr.;  O.  P.  Benson.  D.  D.  8.; 
L.  C.  Oshen.  D.  D.  S.;  H.  H.  Klrkpatrlck.  U.  D.;  J.  D. 
Bowen.  M.  D.;  Archibald  Baler,  M.  D.;  F.  C.  Tasgart, 
M.  D.;  W.  W.  Reed.  M.  D  :  Robert  H.  Forney;  Omer  M. 
Raines,  M.  D.;  James  O.  Stewart,  M.  D.;  Clyde  B.  Trew, 
M.  D.;  Thos.  P.  Butcher.  M.  D.;  W.  P.  Williams;  Ben 
Lang;  Rex  Boaz;  T.  C.  Boggs;  John  J.  Helm.  D.  D.  8. 

C.  V.  Hacgmam.  M.  D.. 
Scandia.  Kans..  June  12.  1940. 
The  Honorable  Arthtth  CAPPm, 
The  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 
DsAR  Sir:  Due  to  the  tragic  and  grave  situation  tn  Europe  and 
to  our  position  in  world  affairs  we  believe  it  is  necessary  for  Con- 
greas  to  remain  in  session. 

We  also  beUeve  in  the  United  States  giving  all  possible  aid  to  the 
Ailles. 

Tours  truly, 

C.  V.  Haggman.  M.  D.;  Mrs.  C.  V.  Haggman;  Mrs.  Mary  Crea- 
ger;  Blanche  M.  Hagg:man.  R,  N.;  E.  Porter  Ahrens. 
D.  D.  S.;  E.  C.  Wires,  druggist  E.  T.  Olaen.  maycr;  Ifrs. 
Cora  Ahrens,  acting  postmaster;  Sharmore  Roberts,  as- 
sistant postmaster. 

Jkitnings  Post,  No.  361.  Tks  Amzxican  Legion. 

Jennings.  Karu..  June  11,  1940. 
Hon.  AkTHtnt  Cappib, 

Washinffton,  D.  C. 
Dbar  Sir  :   By  command  of  oxir  post.  In  regular  meeting  assembled, 
we  are  writing  to  Inform  you  It  Is  oxir  considered  opinion  It  would 
be  to  tbe  best  interest  of  our  country  for  the  Congreas  of  tbe  United 
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states  to  remain  In  session  untn  such  time  as  the  present  "war 
emergency"  shall  have  abated,  and  we  ask  that  you  use  your  best 
•Sorts  to  that  end. 

Tours  very  truly, 

Melvtn   Stephens. 
Post  Judge  Advocate. 

H.   M.   HiCKKRT, 

Commander. 

JESSZ   M.   HUTT, 

Vice  Com.Tnander. 
HSNRT  Heilman. 

Adjutant. 

A.   N.  HTCKDtT, 

Finance  Officer. 
Wm.  Krizek. 
S.  C.  Henrt, 
John  L.  Welter. 

OvBLAMS  Park.  Kans..  June  13.  1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  CAPPm, 

Senator,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  Regardless  of  the  fact  that  the  political  conventions 
will  be  held  shortly.  I  believe  that  Congress  should  stay  in  session. 
We  all  know  that  a  grave  crisis  is  facing  this  co\mtry.-and  I  be- 
lieve that  every  man  should  be  at  his  post  This  is  no  time  for  the 
law-making  body  of  our  Government  to  recess  as  In  the  coming 
months  there  will  be  many  laws  to  pass,  repeal,  and  amend,  and  In 
the  paraphrased  words  of  Lord  Nelson,  "Today.  America  expects 
every  American  to  do  his  duty." 

The  present  situation  requires  the  constant  attention  of  Congress 
now.  [ 

Respectfully  yours. 

D   K   Dtctctnson, 
Commander.  Dwight  Cowlea  Post,  No.  370. 

Medicine  Lodge,  Kans.,  June  13.  1940. 

Hon.  Arthttr  Capper, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C: 
The    Barber    County    Post.    No.    69,    American    Legion.    Medicine 
Lodge   Kans.,  urges  you  that  regardless  of  impending  political  con- 
ventions the  Congress  remain  In  session  during  the  present  world 
unrest  and  or  until   the  national  preparedness  program  is  fully 

****"  W.  J.  CoppiNCER,  Adjutant. 

OsAWATOMix,  Kans.,  June  13,  1940. 

Hon.  Arthttr  Capper, 

Washington,  D.C.: 
Members  of  our  post  want  the  Senate  to  remain  In  session  during 
tbe  emergency  notwithstanding  the  political  conventions. 

"  HiMKLB  Post.  204.  American  Legion. 

I  STRActrsE,  Kans.,  June  13,  1940. 

Hon.  AHTHtni  Capper.  ,.     ,.,    ♦_..  •„ 

Dear  Sir-  Legion  Poet  No.  27  feels  our  Congress  should  stay  In 
session  for  the  present.  Personally  and  from  opinions  formed  by 
talking  to  many  others  there  is  too  much  power  In  the  hands  of  a 
few  at  the  head  of  our  Government.  We  want  no  more  wars  on 
foreign  soil.  Hope  this  gets  to  you  in  time.  I  could  get  many 
ricners  for  this  by  others  than  the  Legion. 

Tour,  truly.  ^^^^  ^  ^^^^^^ 

Post  Commander. 

Stractise,  Kans. 
We   the  undersigned  officers  and  members  of  the  H.  F   B   H.  Post, 
No    27    of  the  American  Legion,  Kansas,  do  hereby   request  you 
use  all  yovir  influence  possible  to  demand  that  Congress  stay  in 
■SHion  "during  the  emergency."  ^.  *     * 

Merle  D  Sellers,  commander:  Lovell  Cummlng,  adjutant; 
R  B  Owlnes.  Harry  Hemdon.  J.  R.  Bane.  G.  F.  Shirley. 
James  R.  Brogan.  W.  R  Schroll.  N.  W.  Oakes,  WUllam  C. 
Zimmerman.  B.  W.  McNeal,  George  H.  Fuller,  J.  B. 
Owlngs. 

1  rixiciHO- Jackson -Seever  Post,  No.  6, 

I  Atchison,  Kans..  June  13.  1940. 

Hon.  Arthtjr  Capper, 

United  States  Senator.  Washington.  D.  C.  ^^^.^.^^  ♦»,-♦ 

Mt  Dear  Senator:   I  wish  to  urge  upon  you  the  ^^f^^^^^l 

Congress  sUy  in  session  during  this  emergency,  notwithstanding 

Uie  political  conventions.     The  present  situation  requires  the  con- 

ctant  attention  of  Congreas  now. 

Sincerely  yours.  ^  ^  ^^ 


Smith  Center,  Kans.. 

June  13.  1940. 

Senator  Cappei, 

D^"^fS;  fSth  72  members  of  the  U.  S^Center  Post  of  th. 
American  Legion,  together  wlih  the  mandate  of  the  1939  NaUonal 
L^on  ConvenaonTnotwlthstandlng  the  party  conventions,  urge 


that  Congress  remain  in  session  during  the  emergency  of  strained 
international  relations.  _  .    ^<-„,„,- 

We  also  question  the  advisability  of  high  Government  offlclale 
making  speeches  to  the  world  stating  our  feelings  on  international 
affairs  and  questions.  Actions  are  more  effective  than  words  ana 
are  not  so  effective  as  evidence.  

Please  permit  me  to  again  remind  you  of  H.  R.  Nos.  8930  ana 
9000. 

Mack  Wertz.  Post  Commander. 

Georci  W.  Hood  Post.  No.  91, 

The  American  Legion. 
Washington.  Kans..  June  12.  1940. 
Senator  Arthttr  Cappex, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Mt  Dear  Senator  :  The  members  of  George  W.  Hood  Post,  No.  91. 
the  American  Legion,  urge  you  to  use  all  your  power  and  efforts 
to  keep  the  United  States  Congress  in  continuous  session  during  the 
present  emergency. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Frank  G.  Kirk,  Commander. 

Miami  Post,  No.  150. 
The  American  Legion. 
Paola.  Kans..  June  13,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  Capper, 

Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:   The  126  members  of  Mlnml  Post.  No.  166.  Ameri- 
can Legion,  request  that  you  use  your  Influence  In  having  Con- 
gress remain  in  session  during  the  emergency. 

We  feel  that  this  is  a  grave  time  and  that  the  present  situation 
requires  a  constant  attention  of  Congress  now. 

Notwithstanding    the    coming    political    conventions,    we    think 
Congress  should  remain  In  session. 
Thanking  you  for  past  favors,  I  am 
Tours  truly. 

Otto  Gerkx,  Commander. 

Luke  Steed  Post.  No.  159. 

The  American  Legion, 
Fort  Riley.  Kans.,  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Capper. 

House  of  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  The  members  of  this  post  urge  that  you  do  every- 
thing possible  m  supporting  a  resolution  that  Congress  suy  in 
session  during  this  emergency. 

Thanking  you  for  what  you  have  done  In  the  past  in  supporting 
resolutions  adopted  by  the  American  Legion,  I  beg  to  remain. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Raymond  Curtis, 
Commander.  Luke  Steed  Post. 


CoLUMBTTS,  Kans.,  June  14,  1940. 
Hon.  Akthur  Capper. 

United  States  Senator. 
We  request  Congress  remain  In  session  during  period  of  emer- 

"  The  American  Legion. 

Our  Trios  Post,  No.  92, 

American  Legion. 
Meade.  Karu.,  June  12.  1940. 

Hon.  Arthur  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr  Dear  Senator:  We  wish  to  acquaint  you  and  all  our  repre- 
sentation in  Congress  that  It  Is  the  unanimous  belief  of  all  Legion- 
naires in  this  southwestern  part  of  Kansas  that  Congress  stay  in 
session  during  the  emergency  now  confronting  the  United  Statea 
and  the  entire  world. 

A  possible  recess  can  be  taken  if  the  conventions  Interfere  but 
this  Is  not  recommended  as  a  wise  course. 

We  urge  you  to  remain  at  your  posu  cf  duty  In  Waahlngtoa. 

RespecUuUy  submitted.  „  „  „ 

W.    H.    SOtTRBIER. 

Legion  Commander, 

\     The  First  Baptist  Chtjrch  or  Lawrence.  Kans., 

June  12,  1940. 

Senator  Arthur  Capper, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear    Senator:    The    clipping    I    enclose    Is    from    the    morning 
Kansas  City   Times,   and   expresses   my   sentiments   In   regard   to 
keeping  Congress  in  session  during  this  grave  crisis  through  which 

Coneress  should  be  in  session  ready  to  act  with  the  President 
If  the  need  arises,  but  above  aU  It  should  be  on  guard  lest  we 
get  Into  this  overseas  war.  ^         ..».     « 

I  trust  you  will  do  all  In  your  power  to  keep  the  Congress  in 
Washington  as  long  as  seems  necessary.  

With  sincere  hopes  for  the  highest  welfare  of  cotmtry,  I  am. 
Very  respectXuUy  your^  ^^^^^  ^^^ 
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Thi  Fnar  Mithooist  Cuubch  aicd 

Tfflt  WXSUT  FOUMDATIOK  AT  THE  UNIVBMITT  0»  KaMSAS. 

Lawrtnce.  Kant,  June  IS.  1940. 
Benator  Abthtts  Cappss. 

WaahiTigton,  D.  C. 

Dbab  StNATcm  Caffdi:  I  wish  once  more  to  commend  jcna  firm 
■tesdc  for  peace  and  for  maintaining  democratic  procedures.  De- 
mocracy can  never  be  defended  (7)  except  by  practicing  democracy. 
A  war  to  defend  democracy  would  immediately  result  In  the  repudia- 
tion at  democracy  through  creation  of  a  virtual  dicutorshlp  and 
the  institution  of  M-day  regimentation. 

Be  aamred  that  large  numbers  of  youth,  with  whom  it  U  my 
privilege  to  work,  are  ready  to  give  unstintedly  for  our  country's 
well-being  through  peacefxil  service;  but  tliey.  as  I.  are  convinced 
that  war  can  never  achieve  any  endiirlng  good  for  oxir  country  and 
that  democracy  cannot  be  defended  except  by  courageous  demo- 
cratic practice  and  by  national  attitudes  and  works  of  construcUve, 
cooperative  solution  of  the  Uls  of  himianlty. 

Specifically,  I  earnestly  urge  your  continued  coturageous  leadership 
for: 

1.  Insistence  that  the  United  SUtes  remain  at  peace — In  fact 
as  well  as  In  word. 

2.  Resistance  to  all  attempts  to  delegate  to  the  administration 
power  to  call  out  militia  or  to  declare  an  emergency  and  initiate 
M  day. 

3  Resistance  to  all  attempts  to  Institute  a  draft  or  compulsory 
military  training. 

4.  Urging  Congress  to  remain  In  session  as  long  as  a  national 
emergency  exists.    That  could  be  done  for  months  at  far  less  cost 
than  one  battleship— or  one  International  mistake. 
Appreciating  yoxir  constructive  leadership,  I  remain. 
Sincerely. 

Rev.  Edwim  p.  Prick. 

Pbotxction,  Kams.,  June  11,  1940. 
Senator  Asthttb  Capper. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dbar  Honorablx  Senator:  May  Ood  bless  you  for  your  attitude  on 
the  war  question.  Europe's  troubles  are  age-old.  having  been  going 
before  we  as  a  nation  were  born.  We  miserably  failed  in  any  perma- 
nent settlement  of  their  affairs  about  a  quarter  of  a  century  ago, 
and  another  effort  could  even  be  worse. 

nationally,  preparation  for  defense  has  its  place,  and  my  prayers 
MOmd  dally  for  our  Congress,  our  President.  Should  compulsory 
military  training  come  as  a  part  of  the  defense  program,  may  God 
t>l«6B  our  National  Legislature  that  due  consideration  may  be  given 
to  thoae  of  us  who,  for  scriptural  reasons  and  conscience's  sake, 
cannot  take  up  training  for  a  soldier's  life. 

With   gratefulness   to   our   Government    for   past    considerations, 
and  with  trust  in  God  tat  the  futvire,  I  close,  remaining. 
Sincerely  jrouia. 

Bishop  D.  D.  Mn.i.FR 

FntST  Baptist  Chtjbch. 
Manhattan,  Kans.,  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  AsTHm  Cappcr, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
IfT  Dear  Senator  Capper:  &4ay  we  continue  to  count  on  you  to 
make  every  effort  to  keep  America  out  of  the  present  world  war? 

It  seems  to  many  of  us.  practically  all  with  whom  I  have  talked, 
that  Congress  should  remain  in  session  during  the  present  crisis. 

It  would  cast  a  favorable  light  upon  all  If  they  could  forget  for 
the  time  their  politics  and  remember  that  they  are  Americans. 
I  am,  respectfully  yours. 

Pbzdkric  S.  La  Rttx. 

Solomon  Prjbsbttkriai.  Soctett,  Kansas  Stnooicai.^ 

June  12,  1940. 

Dcar  Scnator  Cappcr:  We  listen  to  and  enjoy  your  Stmday  eve- 
ning broadcasts  so  much.  We  believe  Congress  should  remain  In 
session  during  this  real  emergency,  until  dellnite  plans  are  made 
and  being  carried  out  for  otur  national  defense,  and  that  Congress 
•hould  decide  upon  our  attitude  toward  other  nations,  not  any  one 
man. 

Our  first  defense  Is  to  rid  the  country  of  antagonists  within — de- 
port all  who  are  against  the  United  States  form  of  government. 

At  our  Dickinson  County  Women's  Republican  Club  meeting  • 
few  months  ago  we  passed  iinanlmously  a  resolution  about  which 
otir  ivesldent.  Miss  Helen  Seelye,  wrote  you.  Senator  Reed,  and 
RepresentatlTe  Rbib.  I  believe  this  Is  a  fine  time  to  put  through 
a  bill  and  pass  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  to  this  effect: 

1.  That  representation  be  according  to  niunber  of  United  States 
dtlaens. 

2.  That  all  members  of  executive,  legislative,  and  Judiciary  be 
reqtUred.  the  same  as  President,  to  be  native-born  citizens  of  our 
Republic  of  United  States  of  America. 

This  would  be  an  opportunity  to  also  llzzUt  term  of  office  of  Presi- 
dent to  one  •-  or  two  4-year  terms. 

Our  club  Is  now  putting  on  a  membership  drt^-e — dues  25  cents — 
aimed  at  800  members  out  of  3,000  registered  Republican  women 
In  county. 

We  wooaen  worry  so  mtich  over  conditions  in  this  country.  We 
are  Sf^e  to  say  what  we  please,  but  there  seems  little  that  we  can 
do  movkt  Ik 


We  hope  to  save  our  American  Christian  clvIllEatlon.  and  that 
you  will  help  us  to  stay  out  of  this  war.  which  Is  not  ours. 
Sincerely. 

lAIXAM  C.  ORAIT. 

P.  8. — ^Dally  I  pray  Ood  to  be  merciful  to  us.  to  spare  tis  the  hor- 
ror* of  warfare,  and  that  our  young  people  may  have  faith  and 
courage  to  face  the  aftermath  which  we  shall  have  to  share. 

Ood  bless  you  for  your  stand  against  war. 

Thx  BxTsrarsBB  and  Professional  Womxn's  Clxtb.  Inc., 

Sedan.  Kan»..  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Cappsr. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  In  view  of  the  serious  international  and  national  sit- 
uation, we  feel  that  it  is  advisable  for  Congress  to  remain  in  sea- 
slon  untU  the  immediate  crisis  is  passed. 
Very  truly  yours. 

The  Sedan  Busxnsss  and  Proitssional 
WoacKif'8  Clttb, 
By  Beatrice  Cavea,  President. 

Whrino.  Kams.,  June  4.  1940. 
Hon.  Arthttr  Capper. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  I  am  not  much  when  It  comes  to  writing  letters, 
but  your  leaflet  was  received  and  has  l>een  carefully  read.  And  I 
agree  with  every  word  100  percent.  You  mentioned  Senator  Clark. 
I  also  have  been  watching  him  and  have  admired  the  stand  he 
has  taken.  I  used  to  see  quite  a  bit  of  his  father,  "Champ '  Clark. 
when  I  lived  In  Iowa.  The  last  tmie  I  saw  him  was  when  he  and 
ex -Congressman  Grosvenor,  of  Ohio,  came  to  Tama,  Iowa,  to  have"» 
debate  ("horse  and  buggy"  da3rs) .  Then  I  remember  paying  Clark's 
father-in-law  $350  for  an  Imported  Guernsey  heifer  and  ship  to 
the  farm  hpre  In  Kansas. 

I  think  Congress  should  stay  In  Washington  this  stimmer  as  long 
as  the  European  situation  Is  as  It  Is. 

Glad  Inunigratlon  was  taken  out  of  and  away  from  labor. 

I  called  on  Senator  Tapt  at  Topeka,  and  liked  him  very  much, 
although  I  was  a  Bull  Mocser.  etc..  in  past  days. 

Met  Wendell  WUlkle  at  Kansas  City;  very  much  taken  with  him. 
Saw  young  Theo.  R.  at  Topeka.  like  him;  but  Just  cannot  fall  for 
Dewey. 

Gannet  sure  has  made  good  the  last  few  days,  although  I  havent 
the  pleasure  of  knowing  him. 

Someone  (Democrat)  called  on  P.  D.  R.  F.  D.  R.  asked  him  who 
he  would  vote  for  In  place  of  himself.    He  said  anybody. 

We  had  plenty  thunder  last  night,  but  no  rain,  which  ts  needed. 

There  has  never  bern  a  time  in  history  of  the  United  States  when 
farmer  could  pay  6-percent  Interest  and  get  away  with  it.  So  hope 
Wallace's  3  percent  goes  through,  but  am  not  sure  about  it  from  an 
economic  standpoint.  Have  not  gone  Into  It  that  far,  but  IX  it  la 
O.  K.  from  that  standpoint.  It  Is  a  step  In  the  right  way. 
Yours  falthftilly, 

Chas.  P.  M.  Stone. 

Clat  Center,  Kans.,  June  8,  1940. 
To  the  Honorable  Senator  Bridges. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  After  having  heard  your  radio  address  as  of  June  7. 
1940.  I  feel  It  necessary  that  I  write  to  you  complimenting  you  on 
your  talk. 

I  am  one  of  those  who.  on  April  8.  1917.  offered  my  services  to  my 
country  and  spent  the  greater  part  of  2  years  overseas.  For  this 
service  I  claim  the  right  to  speak  freely  to  you  at  this  time. 

For  Congress  to  adjourn  at  this  time  Is  only  comparable  to  the 
absconding  of  King  Leopold,  of  Belgium — deserting  his  subject* 
when  they  needed  him  most.  I  think  that  Oongreas  nhnwld  remain 
In  session  and  In  seme  way  try  to  alleviate  the  sufferings  of  the 
American  people  due  to  their  treasonable  acts  of  delegating  power  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  not  g^rantcd  him  under  the  Con- 
stitution. Perhaps  I  am  a  little  bitter,  but  I  do  believe  that  grant- 
ing the  President  powers  to  which  he  Is  not  entitled  on  67  different 
occasions  to  build  him  up  whereby  he  can  make  laws  by  an  Execu- 
tive order,  taking  away  from  me  my  rights  as  an  American  citizen 
under  the  Constitution.  Is  nothing  less  than  treason.  I  think  I  feel 
the  same  as  a  great  many  American  citizens  feel  at  this  time  con- 
cerning the  situation  In  Washington.  I  think  the  first  duty  of  Con- 
gress Is  to  stay  in  session  until  this  emergency  Is  over  and  take  back 
for  the  people  their  rights  that  have  been  taken  away  from  them. 

I  would  like  to  refer  you  to  the  Congressional  Rbcoro,  volume  83, 
and  No.  34.  to  an  article  by  Mr.  HomcAN.  of  Mirhig«n.  found  on 
page  2677.  It  covers  several  pages,  but  I  am  quite  sure  that  your 
time  would  be  well  spent  In  reading  it. 

Hoping  that  I  have  not  been  too  blunt  In  my  statements,  I  am. 
Yours  very  truly, 

D.  O.  Jackson,  M.  D. 

Gardner.  Kans. 

Dear  Senator:  1  am  going  to  ask  that  Congress  stay  on  guard 

as  long  as  the  situation   demands   It.    No   more   powers   to   the 

President  are  desirable.     And  no  blank  checks.     He  doesn't  seem  to 

know  what  he  wanu  or  why.     We.  of  course,  do  not  want  any 


Sincerely, 


O.  P.  Johnsom. 
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Omaha,  Nebr. 

Dear  Mr.  Capper:  For  God's  sake  stay  In  Washington  amd  dont 
lose  your  head,  or  we  will  be  throwing  Government  contracts 
around  in  useless  rearmament  and  this  set-up  will  have  us  across 
the  pond  as  they  have  planned  for  years.  It  la  up  to  yoa  The 
majority  I  talk  to  feel  the  same  way. 
Yours, 

R.  T.  Johnston. 

'  Topeka,  Kans.,  June  t,  1940. 

Senator  Arthttr  Capper. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  It  Is  through  you  I  hope  to  deliver  this  message  to 
Congress. 

I,  an  American  cltlaen,  urge  Congress  to  say  in  session  during 
the  critical  months  to  come.  Keep  the  power  of  Congress  to 
steer  us  through  this  situation.  Keep  the  defense  program  out 
of  control  of  politicians  or  one  man,  and  allow  industrialists  and 
busines?  managers  to  plan  to  the  advantage  of  this  good  old 
United  States 

Sincerely,  ..^_ 

I  Mrs.  Matsel  Drlanet. 

Gabnttt,  Kans.,  June  5,  1940. 
Dear  Senator:  I  think  Congr^  ought  to  stay  In  session  Indefi- 
nitely to  look  after  this  Nation's  interesU  In  this  time  of  war 
abroad  so  as  to  safeguard  these  Interests  and.  If  possible,  to  stay 
out  of  the  wars  of  Europe  and  Asia.  Of  course,  we  ought  to  pre- 
pare for  defense  as  rapidly  as  It  can  be  done  with  efficiency.  1 
have  never  felt  easy  about  our  foreign  policy  In  the  hands  of  the 
present  administration,  and  If  Congress  sUys  In  session  It  might 
prove  a  safeguard  against  any  wild  move. 
With  sincere  regards.  I  am. 

Rev.  M.  D.  Brtant, 
Christian  Minister  in  Your  Old  Home  Town. 

Lravenworth.  Kans.,  June  8,  1940. 

Senator  Arthttr  Capper. 

Washington,  D.C. 
Dear  Senator:  Sec  by  this  morning's  paper  the  following:     Await 
the  Draft  Step."     What  does  this  mean?     The  volunteers  are  not 
coming  in  fast  enough.    Has  the  President's  four  sons  volunteered? 

Thinm  don°t  look  good  to  me.  and  every  American  citizen  should 
wake  up.  Seems  they  have  been  unconcerned  as  to  what  the 
President  Is  doing,  and  his  rubl>er-stamp  Congress. 

Hope  you  will  vote  against  this  compvUsory  service,  or  our  democ- 
racy is  gone  before  wc  start  to  fight  for  It.  We  don  t  want  a 
dictator  Ui  the  United  States,  and  It  seems  we  are  headed  there  at 
a  high  rate  of  speed.  By  all  means.  Senator  Capper,  vote  to  have 
Oonness  remain  in  session  durUig  this  critical  period.  I  know  you 
wUnaever  vote  to  send  the  boys  over  to  fight  a  war  that  is  not  otir 
war.  but  If  thU  compulsory  service  goes  Into  effect  we  can  looE 
torward  to  nothing  but  war. 

If  the  United  States  would  keep  out.  I  think  the  war  would  end 
In  a  short  time,  but  the  President  wants  us  to  get  Into  this  war 
and  he  has  been  given  entirely  too  much  power.     Where  Is  our 
freedom  if  we  have  to  Usten  to  one  man.  a  great  country  like  this? 

^I^"""y'  ANNA  HOT. 

Washbttrn  College. 
Topeka,  Kans..  June  8.  1940. 

The  Honorable  Arthttr  Capp«», 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:  We  earnestly  urge  that  you  use  all  your 
Influence  to  prevent  the  early  adjournment  of  Congress.     If  ever 
the  collective  wisdom  of  our  Representatives  In  Washington  was 

"^^wr^favor^^grvlng  all  possible  help  to  the  Allies  short  of  sending 
American  soldiers  to  Europe. 

Very  respectfuUy  youra.  ^    ^    coutorn. 

Mrs.    H.    J.    COLBURN. 

Atchison  PVrntture  &  Carpet  Co.. 

Atchison,  Kans.,  June  10.  1940. 

Hon.  Arthttr  Capper. 

Washington,  DC.  ^        _#       -  «-«,    t 

Mr  Dear  Senator:  On  behalf  of  all  the  members  of  our  firm.  I 
bave  been  asked  to  write  you  to  use  your  Influence  to  keep  Con- 
gress m  session,  and  not  to  adjourn  as  long  as  there  is  danger  of 
entanglement   in  Europe."  ^.  ^  ..     .,   w_ 

JUso,  we  believe  the  mUltla  should  only  be  subject  to  call  by 
Oongrees,  and  not  by  the  President  alone. 

^Wt  believe  in  defense,  but  In  no  circumstances  to  send  onu  acA- 
dlers  to  any  foreign  soU  to  settle  someone  else's  troubles.  We  asK 
that  you  use  your  good  office  to  that  effect.  ^^       ..  * 

Thanking  you  for  your  earnest  consideration  In  the  above  mat- 

%m,  I  am. 

Your,  very  tnilj.  ^_  ^  ^^^^^^^ 


8Tn.wxLL.  Kans..  June  li.  1940, 

Senator  Arthttr  Cappis. 

Washington.  D.  C:  

We  urge  the  keeping  of  Congress  In  session  till  emergency  pasera 
Believe   we   should   go   to   any   extent   to   help   Allies   defeat   ta* 

madmen  of  Europe.  _    „   „  „ 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  R.  P.  Brinkmam. 

Lansing,  Kans.,  June  13.  1940. 

Senator  Arthttr  Capper. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Senator  Abthtjr  Capper,  Senators,  and  Conoressmen  or  Kansas: 
Favor  continuance  of  Congress.  „.     w       b 

Supt.  Etta  Beavers,  Women  Officers  Holyfleld,  Hitchcock, 
Henderson,  Lundscom,  Donlca,  Smith.  Powers,  Shum- 
way.  Smutney.  Hatcher,  Chandler,  Downs,  Keller,  Sulli- 
van, Glover.  Men  Officers  UndeU,  Fraham,  Pager,  Christ. 
Brown.  WUson,  MaUor.  Powell,  Varclay.  RudlseU,  and 
Delahurty. 

Shawnee,  Kans.,  June  14,  1940. 
Dear  Sir:  I  earnestly  urge  you  to  remain  In  Washington  In 
slon  during  the  present  crisis. 
Sincerely, 

Alma  L. 


*i 
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MotaxAM,  Kans..  June  14.  1940. 
Dear   Sir:    We   people   feel   It  an   urgent   need   for  Congress  to 
remain  In  session  at  this  critical  time.     Please  help. 

Mrs.  R.  P.  Hardestt, 
Member,  Women's  Republican  Club. 

Shawnee,  Kans..  June  14,  1940. 
Mr.  Arthur  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  Please  use  your  Influence  to  keep  Congress  in 
at    present.      We    feel    you're    needed    more    than    ever    in 
strenuous  times. 
Yours  truly. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  D.  M.  Aloen. 

Wichita.  Kans. 
Senator  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  As  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  whom  you  are 
representing,  I  plead  with   you  to  use  all  your   influence  to    (1) 
keep  the  United  States  out  of  the  war;  (2)  to  oppose  the  proposed 
measure  for  compulsory  military  training. 

This  measure  would  be  unconstitutional.  Our  Constitution 
stipulates  religious  freedom.  This  meastire  would  take  religious 
freedom  away  from  such  groups  as  Methodists,  Mennonltea,  and 
Friends. 

Let's  not  lose  the  very  thing  we  are  so  anxious  to  preserve. 
(3)  To  use  your  Influence  In  support  that  Congress  remain  in 
session  rather  than  giving  the  President  dictatorial  power  of  the 
Army  and  Navy. 

The  United  States  must  stay  out  of  the  war. 
Sincerely. 

Mrs.   Max  Savaob. 

OLMrrz.  Kans.,  June  11,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthur  Capper. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  I  am  writing  you  at  this  time  to  encourage  you  to 
live  up  to  the  splendid  promise  you  have  repeatedly  made,  that  you 
will  not  vote  to  send  our  boys  across  to  fight  Europe's  battle  again. 
We  have  not  forgotten  the  "kept  us  out  of  war."  We  wish  to  im- 
press that  Congress  should  not  adjourn  but  stay  on  the  Job  and 
protect  us  from  foreign  propaganda  and  hired  newspapers  and  paid 
columnists  to  spread  their  propaganda  to  get  vis  In  war  and  sacriflce 
our  boys  for  the  beneflt  of  Europe's  age-old  war. 

They  fooled  us  once,  and  it  looks  like  they  are  working  good  and 
making  headway  now  to  do  It  again. 

We  thank  you.  Dear  Senator,  for  the  stand  you  are  taking.    Stay 
with  It  and.  above  all,  stay  In  Washington  and  watch  out  for  the 
Interest  of  our  State  and  country. 
Very  truly  yours, 

J.  O.  SCHREIBER. 

Mmbtaw^  Kans.,  June  14.  1940. 

Hon.  Arthur  Capper, 

House  of  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Otu"  country  today  is  In  grave  danger.  It  U  going  to 
take  cool,  clear  thinking  and  effort  to  guide  tia  through. 

Congress  should  stay  In  session  to  see  that  our  country  Is  prop- 
erly prepared  and  made  ready  for  all  emergencies.  We  must  not 
permit  oureelves  to  t>e  caught  in  the  position  in  which  England  and 
France  fovmd  themselves.  ..,.,.,_.. 

Unfortunately,  our  President  does  not  possess  the  ability  to  supply 
the  leadership  needed.  Therefore  it  becomes  Imperative  that  our 
Congress  be  constanUy  on  the  alert  to  guide  us  saXely  through. 
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You  (the  CoiifTest)  are  our  safeguard  at  this  time.  We  look  for- 
ward to  your  continued  best  effort  to  see  us  safely  ttuough  this 
storm. 

Sincerely  youra,  ^    .   ,^   

Dr.  C.  A.  BaooKS. 

8&N  Antonio,  Tix.,  June  13, 1940. 

..Senator  Amroa  Capphi, 

WaahingUjn.  D.  C. 
Dbab  Mb.  Caffeb:  I  am  a  Kansan.  a  teacher  In  the  city  scnoola 
•t  Manhattan,  and  at  present  vacaUonlng  and  going  to  school  In 
Ban  Antonio. 

This  communication  Is  meant  to  earnestly  beseech  you  and  the 
other  Members  of  Congrwa  to  stay  right  where  you  are  untU  this 
criJBls  is  over. 

We  need  more  than  one  mind  to  help  us  in  this  time  of  dire 
distress  and  uncertainty. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs.  LucT  C.  Wilcox, 

Manhattan,  Kans. 

LAwaxNOC.  Kans.,  Boutx  2,  June  14.  1940. 
flenator  Aannni  Cappcb.  v 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dkas  8n»:  We  are  asking  you  to  use  your  influence  to  keep  Con- 
gress  in   Washington   during   the   International   crisis,   also   to  use 
every  means  possible  to  keep  the  United  States  out  of  war. 

America  won  the  World  War.  and  Prance  and  England  showed 
their  appreciation  by  retusing  to  pay  their  debt  to  the  United  States 
of  America.  Again  they  are  calling  for  help;  this  la  their  war.  not 
ours. 

Save  the  American  soldiers  for  America. 

Mrs.   Jamzs   DnrHAM 

(and  family). 

Paksons,  Kans..  June  13.  1940. 
Hon.  AanroB  CAPrat. 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dkab  Six:  Stay  en  the  Job. 

Hitler  and  his  Huns  shovild  be  forced  east  of  the  Rhine  where 
we  of  the  A.  E.  P.  left  them  in  1919,  but  In  this  country  President 
Roosevelt   needs  watching  himself,  and  I  think  Congress  should 
remain  in  session  and  do  the  Job. 
Respectfully  yours, 

B.  O.  BowcB. 

Wtanoottr  Hxoh  Scaoou 
Kansas  City,  Kans..  June  14.  1940. 
Senator  Aanrux  Cappcb. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dkab  Mb.  Cafpkx:  I  am  writing  you  this  brief  note  to  Indi- 
cate how  many  of  us  feel  regarding  the  early  adjoiunment  of 
Congress.  Por  reasons  which  I  am  sure  you  will  readily  imder- 
stand.  thousands  of  your  constituents  feel  that  It  would  be  unsafe 
to  adjourn  Congress  while  the  International  situation  remains  so 
critical.  I  hope  you  will  do  everything  In  yoxir  power  to  keep  Con- 
gress In  session  indefinitely,  even  though  I  am  siire  this  will  be  a 
hardship  on  many  of  the  Members. 

Do  not  bother  to  answer  this.  I  J\ist  wanted  you  to  know  how  I 
felt  about  it. 

Very  cordially, 

j.  p.  wkli.x1cxtxb. 

Nats  Koontz  Dbtto  Co., 
Topeka.  Kans..  June  14.  1940. 
The  Honorable  Senator  Axtrttx  Cappcb, 

Senate  Chambers.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dkab  Sib:  In  contacting  our  people  in  this  locality  we  find  that  a 
large  majority  are  of  the  oplnlcn  that  the  Congress  shovild  remain 
la  aaaston,  at  least  until  a  degree  of  stabilization  has  been  worked 
oat. 

We  trust  that  you  will  give  this  sentiment  your  utmost  consid- 
eration and  that  you  will  see  fit  to  cast  your  vote  for  a  continued 
session. 

Appreciating  your  conslderati<3n  of  the  above,  we  are. 
Yours  respectfully, 

Nats  Koontv  Dktto  Co., 
By  N.    P.    KooNTV. 

ToPKKA.  Kans..  JuTie  12.  1940. 
Senator  AbthttbCappib, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
The  Honorable  Senator  Abthxtj  Cappkb:  We  have  no  knowledge  of 
the  pressxue  that  is  being  exerted  on  you  and  your  colleagues  to 
drag  our  dear  country  into  the  war.  While  we  know  that  you  are 
exerting  all  your  Influence  to  keep  the  United  States  out  of  the 
Suropean  conflagration,  we  still  wish  to  give  you  our  moral  support 
In  the  fight  you  are  making  for  us.  I  am  glad  for  the  statement 
In  the  papers  made  by  Senatoi  Wnrcunt.  of  Montana:  "I'm  not 
going  to  support  any  candidate  for  President  who's  going  to  try  to 
gat  us  into  the  war."  Although  we  have  no  sympathy  for  a  coun- 
try that  wants  to  rule  by  force,  still  to  try  and  conquer  them  is  to 
stoop  to  their  methods  when  this  coxmtry  has  tts  hands  full  with 
her  own  problems.    Let  us  solve  our  Internal  difficulties  and  re- 


main a  strong  democracy,  and  no  Hitler  can  harm  us  with  his 
force  from  without. 

Very  truly  yours. 

Dr.  and  Mrs.  O.  B.  Ooi 

P.  S.— We  think  tt  wotild  be  safer  to  keep  Congrsss  in 
during  the  stunmer. 

UNrvxBsrrr  op  Wichita. 
Wichita.  Kans.,  June  13,  1940. 
Hon.  ABTRirB  Capptb. 

United  States  Senator  from  Kantat. 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washin0on,  D.  C. 

Dkab  Sknatob  Cappkb:  Just  a  note  to  let  you  know  how  the  six 
voting  members  of  our  family  stand  on  the  questions  before  us  at 
this  critical  time. 

We  ask  you  not  to  weaken  In  your  fight  for  United  States  neu- 
trality. Your  original  strict  neutrality  stand  has  had  our  con- 
tinuous endorsement.     Don't  waver  now.  

Why  not  add  your  voice  to  that  of  courageoxis  Senator  Whkklbb 
and  help  put  our  dictator-inclined  President  in  his  proper  place? 
One  individual  cannot  and  does  not  speak  for  all  the  people,  but 
P.  D.  R.  would  usurp  that  privilege  and  at  the  same  time  claim 
to  be  the  champion  of  democracy.  Let's  demand  true  democratic 
processes.  We  look  to  you  to  help  keep  a  tight  checkreln  on  our 
emotlonsd  Chief  lest  he  go  completely  haywire. 

By  all  means  stay  In  Washington.  Congress  must  remain  on  the 
Job  now  by  all  means  and  represent  the  sober-minded  element  of 
the  country.  Of  course,  we're  counting  on  you  to  fight  to  retain 
the  Johnson  Act  and  other  such  orderly  thought-out  acts  which 
should  not  be  overthrown  in  moments  of  hysteria  which  our 
excitable  and  unstable  Chief  Executive  seens  to  have  stirred  up. 
Sincerely  yours. 

O.    W.    MXLCBXB. 

Kanobaoo.  Kans..  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  Abthxtb  Cappzs. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Mr  Dkab  Sxnatob  :  I  feel  that  Congress  should  be  In  session  during 
an  emergency,  and  I  feel  that  a  greater  emergency  exists  at  the 
present  time  than  has  existed  for  some  time. 

I  also  think  that  when  emergencies  exist,  like  at  the  present  time, 
decisions  which  are  vital  to  all  of  the  people,  as  well  as  to  the 
Nation  itself,  should  not  be  left  for  one  man  to  decide. 

Therefore  I  ask  that  if  you  can  conscientiously  do  so  to  vote 
against  the  adjournment  of  Congress  at  the  present  time.  I  am 
sure  that  if  you  can  vote  to  keep  Congress  in  session  luitil  this 
emergency  has  passed  your  action  will  be  appreciated  by  many 
more  than  I. 

I  certainly  hope  that  the  United  States  can  honorably  keep  out  of 
war.     I  believe  that  this  is  the  wish  of  the  majority  of  the  people. 
Respectfully  yours, 

Ons  N.  Tattob. 

Thx  PntST  National  Bank  op  Washincton. 

Washington,  Kajis.,  June  14,  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Cappkb, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Honobablz   Scnatob:    I.    as   a   Republican   voter,   feel    that   It    Is 
Imperative  that  Congress  remain  In  session  and  not  leave  the  affairs 
of  this  country  in  the  hands  of  one  person  at  such  a  time.     We  do 
not  want  a  dictator. 

Respectfully  yours. 

JUUA  B.  CUNX. 

Chase.  Kans.,  June  12.  1940. 
Senator  Abtrttb  Cappkb. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dkab  Sib:  We  are  writing  to  ask  you  to  lend  your  Influence  to  hold 
Congress  in  session  during  these  days  of  unrest. 

We  have  two  sons  who  would  be  of  military  age.  and.  like  millions 
of  other  parents,  are  praying  that  out  sons  may  never  have  to  take 
part  In  this  terrible  war  that  is  waging  in  Europe. 
Yours  truly. 

Mrs.  Stanlkt  Wssimacott. 
Stanxxt  R.  WasTMAcorr. 

Elmobk,  Hkath  &  Co.. 
Topeka,  Kans..  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  ARrmrR  Cappcb. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dkab  Senator  C.\ppkb:  I  sincerely  hope  that  you  will  use  every 
resource  at  your  command  to  prevent  the  adjournment  of  Congress 
during  these  summer  months  while  it  appears  so  necessary  that  our 
cotuitry  remain  in  the  hands  of  its  citizens. 

We  are  face  to  face  with  a  very  serious  emergency  and  undoubt- 
edly there  are  many  minds  In  Washington  who  are  Included  In  the 
Roosevelt  circle  of  Intimate  advisers  who  would  seize  upon  this 
opportunity  to  further  experiment  with  alien  ideas,  and  we  must 
not  allow  this  to  happen.  One  man.  even  though  his  name  may  tM 
Roosevelt,  cannot  know  the  personal  reactions  of  130.000,000  peopla 
In  this  country. 
Please  accept  my  kindest  regards  and  best  wishes. 
Sincerely  yours, 

D.  V. 
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IfOKUVZNT,  Kans.,  June  12.  1940. 
Senator  Abthttb  Cappeb, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dkab  Sir:   As  constituents,  we  are  writing  to  say  that  we  agree 
heartily  with  the  idea  that  Congress  remain  In  session  during  ttie 
existing  crisis  In  Evirope. 

We  are  opposed  to  the  policy  by  which  the  United  States  ships 
/apan  material  with  which  to  fight  China.     We  also  believe  that 
the  United  States  should  send  the  Allies  all  the  material  help  pos- 
sible, but  that  actual  entrance  into  the  conflict  should  be  avoided. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Mrs.  Maux>lm  Petkbson. 
.  Malcolm  Pctkrson. 

Hutchinson,   Kans..  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Abthttb  Cappeb. 

Dkab  Sir  :  I  am  writing  you  in  regard  to  keeping  our  Nation  pro- 
tected through  the  keeping  of  our  Congress  In  continuous  session. 
Please  do  not  adjourn  Congress,  but  stay  right  In  Washington  to 
help  save  our  Nation:  and  I  can  always  trust  you  that  you  wUl 
always  do  everything  that  can  be  done  for  the  safety  of  our  Nation. 

Respectfully, 

Mrs.  ANNA  Vandtkk. 

'  American  Servick  Co., 

Laiprence.   Kans.,  June   14,   1940. 
Hon.  Arthitr  Capper:  I  wish  you  to  know  that  a  dozen  or  so  men 
here  in  Lawrence  feel  that  Congress  should  remain  In  sctislon.     How 
many  more  feel  the  same  I  have  no  way  of  knowing  excepting  that 
all  I've  talked  to  have  the  above  attitude. 

Personally.  I  think  we  should  send  our  Navy  over  to  relieve  the 
British;  send  planes  with  volunteer  pilots  and  continue  the  mate- 
rials shipments  regardless  of  credits. 
Yours  very  truly, 

Robert  A.  Haqcakt. 

Thk  PrrzPATRicK  Mortgack  Co., 

Salina.  Kans.,  June  14,  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Cappcr, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  I  believe  that  I  state  the  opinion  of  most  of  the 
businessmen,  professional  men,  and  church  people  when  I  say  that 
they  think  It  la  t>eBt  that  during  the  war  in  Europe  Congress  should 
stay  in  session  or  take  a  vacation  during  the  two  conventions  so 
that  our  American  dictator  cannot  do  what  he  wanU  without 
Congress  there. 

I  know  this  Is  a  large  feeling  all  over  the  State  also. 

Respectfxilly  yours,  

P.  R.  PrrzPATRicK. 

I  Thk  Cowlkt-Lantkb  Lttmbxb  Co., 

OverlaTid  Park,  Kans..  June  14,  1940. 
Senator  Arthob  S.  Cappkb. 

Washin^on,  D.  C. 
Dkab  Senatob:  Noting  there  ts  some  Ulk  of  adjourning  Congress 
at  an  early  date  I  am  writing  with  all  the  emphasis  that  I  possess 
against  such  action. 

I  feel  that  the  very  great  responslbUities  that  are  yours  should 

not  be  turned  over  to  any  one  man      We  are  relying   on   you  to 

keep  us  away  from  dictatorship  or  third  terms,  for  where  too  much 

authority  Is  turned  over  to  any  one  man  that  Is  always  a  possibility. 

So  I  urgently  ask  that  you  do  not  adjourn. 

Sincerely. 

CLABX   J.   COWLKT. 


Thk  Kamen  PLtTMBiNo  Supply  Co., 

Wichita,  Kans..  June  14.  1940. 

To  the  Senatobs  or  thx  Stati  or  Kansas, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Honorable  Senators:  We.  the  undersigned,  manager  and  em- 
ployees of  the  Kamen  Plumbing  Supply  Co..  as  citizens  and  tax- 
payers of  the  United  States,  are  in  favor  of  immediate  help  to  the 
Allies. 

We  would  like  to  see  some  action  taken  at  once  regarding  the 

above,  and  also  get  our  preparedness  program  In  operation.     There 

seems  to  be  too  much  dilly-dallying  around  between  the  Democrats 

and  Republicans.     This  is  no  time  to  have  poUtlcal  differences. 

What  we  want  Is  action  before  it  is  too  late. 

Yours  very  truly,  ^  _        . 

Shbman  Kamkn. 

S.  Stkin. 

L.  8.  Ckxed. 

W.  L.  Pknck. 

Ethkl  Chapman. 

russkll  rok. 

O.  J.  Barkkr. 

Mrs.  W.  L.  Pkncb. 

Kansas  Citt,  Kams. 

Senator  Cappkb. 

Washington,  D.  C.  . ,__ 

Mt  Dkab  Ma.  Cappkb:  Due  to  world  conditions,  as  an  American 
citizen  and  a  voter  In  Kansas,  I  urge —  .    ^        ,         _  „„ 

( 1 )  That  Congress  remain  in  session  Indeilnltelj  to  safeguard  our 

democracy. 


(2)  That  only  Amerlcan-bom  cltlBens  be  allowed  to  work  In 
munitions  and  airplane  factories.  Government  offices,  on  Govern- 
ment or  defense  projects,  or  anywhere  else  where  espionage  or 
sabotage  would  be  detrimental  to  our  defense. 

(3)  That  aU  unions  t>e  abolished,  so  that  all  Amerlcan-b<»n 
citizens  who  wish  may  work,  so  that  employers  may  hire  their  own 
choice  of  help  without  dictation  from  outside  interests,  and  so  that 
the  enormous  Income  from  union  dues  be  retained  In  the  pockets 
of  the  laborers  and  not  lining  pocket*  of  high-powered  executives 
of  sometimes  doubtful  derivation  and  patriotism.  Also  to  avoid 
danger  of  strikes. 

(4)  That  all  subversive  activities  be  investigated. 

(5)  That  party  politics  and  vote-getting  be  sidetracked:  if  neces- 
sary, even  eliminating  all  elections  for  this  year. 

Where  no  legislation  covers  the  above-mentioned  points.  I  again 
urge  that  such  legislation  be  enacted  to  preserve  our  democracy. 
I  am  sincerely, 

Helen  O.  Palmxb. 

Junk  12.  IMO. 

National  Bank  or  Topeka. 
Topeka,  Kans..  June  14,  1940. 
Senator  Abthub  Capper, 

Mayflower  Hotel,  Washington.  D.  C. 
My  Dear  Senator  :  We  out  here  In  Kansas  are  becoming  very  much 
disturbed  about  the  possibility  of  Congress  adjourning  and  leaving 
the  fate  of  America  In  one  man's  hands. 

Congress   for   the    past  3   or  4   years  has   stayed  In   session   for 
spending  large  amounts  of  nr'oney.  which  seems  to  have  done  very 
little  good.    It  seems  to  me  that  a  very  grave  responsibility  Is  that  of 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  to  stay  In  session  untU 
something  more  definite  comes  out  of  the  conflict  In  Europe. 

Hundreds  of  people  are  talking  about  this,  and  I  am  passing  this 
Information  on  to  you  for  what  it  may  be  worth. 

Very  tnily  yours,  »_...... 

Chas.  O.  Blkvans,  President. 

The  Penn  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Co., 

Topeka,  Kans..  June  12,  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Capper, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:  It  does  not  seem  possible  that  a  single 
Member  of  the  House  or  Representatives  or  a  single  United  States 
Senator  would  give  a  moment's  consideration  to  the  thought  of 
an  adjournment  of  Congress  during  the  crisis  that  confronU  this 
country. 

I  am  confident  that  you  and  the  entire  Kansas  delegation  will 
oppose,  with  every  ounce  of  energy  you  possess,  an  effort  on  the 
part  of  any  person,  or  persons,  to  Influence  Congress  to  abdicate 
Its  responsblllty  to  the  p>eople  now. 

Our  President  needs  and  should  have  the  counsel  of  Congress 
In  making  decisions  of  such  momentous  consequences  as  confront 
this  country.  The  people  of  the  United  States  have  the  right  to 
expect  sane,  careful  consideration  of  every  question  regarding  the 
war  situation,  not  hasty.  Impulsive  decisions  that  may  have  very 
serious   consequences. 

Let  us  lend  every  aid  possible  to  the  Allies,  but  let  us  at  all  times 
give  first  thought  to  our  own  safety  and  well  being. 

I  here  voice  the  preponderance  of  opinions  as  I  hear  it  dally  on 
the  street  and  every  place  I  go,  "Congress  should  stay  in  session 
continuously  as  long  as  war  clouds  hang  heavily  over  the  wortd." 

Sincerely  yours, 

J  E.  Spalding, 
Associate   General   Agent. 

Osbobnk,  Kans..  June  10,  1940. 

Senator  Abthoti  Capper. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  After  reading  your  article  In  Capper's  Weekly  of 
June  8,  we  want  to  let  you  know  that  we  approve  of  the  action 
you  are  taking  in  regard  to  the  many  questions  arising  at  this 
time.  We  don't  want  our  foreign  policy  to  include  Intervention 
in  the  European  war 

We  also  hc^  you  will  vote  against  compulsory  training  for 
otir  boys  from  18  to  20.  Why  should  they,  who  are  Just  coining 
Into  manhood,  have  to  be  the  first  ones  called? 

We  trust  and  pray  we  will  not  be  drawn  into  this  terrible  conflict. 
We  are  also  praying  that  our  leaders  will  think  of  the  awful  cost 
before  going  In. 

May  we  as  parents  remind  you  that  we  are  standing  by  you. 
Yours  truly. 

Mrs.  Harold  Cobnwkix,. 


loo 


P.  s.— We  are  very  much  in  favor  of  Congress  sUylng  in 
during  the  summer. 

Palmer.  Kans..  June  12.  1940. 
To  the  Honorable  Senator  Abthub  Cappkb, 

Washington,  D.  C 
Mt  Dkab  Senatob  Cappkb:  In  view  of  the  even  more  grave 
world  situation  I  feel  It  my  duty  to  encotirage  you  to  maintain 
the  stand  you  have  repeatedly  expressed  In  word  and  deed,  and 
that  Is  to  keep  this  beloved  Nation  of  ours  from  complete  Inter- 
vention In  the  Europ>ean  war.  and  to  this  end  I  think  It  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  Congress  and  Senate  to  stay  In  continuous 
■easlon  until  ths  war  is  over;  and  by  all  means  do  not  repeal  the 
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Johnaon  Act,  which  Inevitably  would  lead  to  complete  interven- 
tion In  ciir  Judgment.  Let  ua  apply  the  Moiiroe  Doctrine  both 
waya— America  tor  the  AmerJcaiia  and  Europe  for  the  Europeans. 
Let  us  stay  out  of  the  European  m«s.  Now  we  know  fiUly  weU 
that  you  stand  for  everything  that  we  want  and  need  but  we 
are  sending  you  this  message  to  encourage  you  to  stand  fast, 
and  we  are  praying  that  the  g«xxl  Lord  may  bless  yoxir  effort  for 
the  sake  of  our  boys  and  the  futxire  welfare  of  o\ir  whole  Nation. 

I  am. 

Very  sincerely  yoxu%  — 

BmL  Uxa». 

Htn.  Sicn. 
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CmzENs  National  Bank. 

Eureka,  Kan.$.,  June  12.  1940. 
Senator  Amrua  Cappb, 

Wathinffton,  D.  C. 
DsA«  Sknator:  I  notice  from  the  papers  that  It  Is  contemplated 

that  Congress  sball  adjourn  some  time  during  Jxine.  

It  would  seem  to  me  that  If  there  was  ever  a  time  that  Congress 
shoxUd  remain  In  session  It  woiold  be  now.  In  view  of  the  present 
extremely  unsettled  world  conditions,  and  I  hope  that  It  will  be 
yow  view  also. 

Very  truly  yours,  _   .    ., 

R.  L.  llAiuif. 

Orcat  Brin.  Kans.,  June  11.  1940. 
DsAa  SsNAToa:  I  ask  you  if  you  will  do  yoxu  part  to  keep  Con- 
gress in  sealon  so  that  the  President  can't  put  us  In  the  war  in 
Europe.  There  is  no  work  for  jou  at  home.  The  people  of  United 
States  dont  want  a  war  and  doiit  want  to  nght  a  war.  The  people 
will  be  back  of  you  If  you  do  lUl  your  part  to  keep  United  States 
out  of  the  war. 

Tours  trtily.  „         

WaL-m  KaucKxirBzao. 


L.  Kaks..  June  12.  1940. 

Senator  Abtbttr  Cappb, 

Wathin-gton,  D.  C. 

DsAB  SiMAToa  CAPPia:  Legions  of  people  like  myeeW,  who  are 
members  of  families  that  have  lived  In  this  coimtry  for  genera- 
tions, and  who  have  always  tried  to  stand  for  the  best  Ideals  of 
American  citizenship,  are  greanly  disturbed  by  the  emotionalism 
and  hysteria  that  are  irweeplng  us  closer  to  war.  And,  Mr.  Capper, 
we  are  looking  to  our  Representatives  in  Congress  to  stay  on  the 
Job  in  Washington  to  help  solve  our  problems  In  this  grave  sltua- 
Uon.  That,  we  feel.  Is  their  responslbUlty.  and  we  do  not  want 
them  running  away  fiom  It.  ^         ^     . 

Tears  of  sober  consideration  convinced  us  that  we  had  no  busl- 
neM  in  another  European  wa.T.  Surely  the  hysteria  of  a  week 
should  not  plunge  us  Into  the  conflict.  We  are  willing  and  eager 
to  help  the  Allies  In  every  way  possible  short  of  war.  but  we  do 
not  want  our  American  younij  men  slaughtered  across  the  sea. 
Kveryone  to  whom  I  talk  feels  that  way  about  the  situation. 
Tours  very  trtily, 

L.  W.  BtTSTCM. 

Hon.  Senator  AarRua  Cappsr. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dkas  Ms.  Cappbb:  Stay  in  aocsion.    Keep  us  out  of  a  war  that  ti 
deflnltely  not  our  war. 

Congress  bears  thU  responsibility  and  I  am  depending  upon  you 
as  our  representative  to  stop  Il4X}8evelt  now. 
Help  keep  us  out  oX  war. 

Sincerely,  |  Umlx  Aucc  Jordan, 

3500  York  Wajf.  Topeka.  Kana. 

Emporia.  Kans.,  June  12,  1940. 
Dbab  Um.  CAPpca:  Will  you  please  do  all  you  can  to  have  CongreM 
r«maln  in  session  as  long  as  you  feel  there  is  an  emergency. 
Very  truly. 

Mrs.   W.   J.   COLUMS. 

W.  J.  OoLLZtn. 

Kllhtwood.  Kans..  June  11,  1940. 

DBAS  Sir:  In  view  of  the  troubled  world  conditions  and  the  ijelU- 
coee  attitude  of  our  President,  we  most  strongly  urge  you  to  protect 
our  American  interests  and  our  homes  by  using  your  vote  and 
Influence  to  keep  Congress  m  session. 

We  feel  that  our  safety  lies  in  our  Senators  and  Representatives 
who  alone  have  the  constitutional  right  to  vote  on  the  vital  issue 
of  war  or  peace  for  the  United  States. 

We  feel  that  the  Allies  can  best  be  aided  by  oiur  Industry  and 
the  maintenance  of  peace  in  this  country.  We  deeply  resent  the 
attitude  of  our  President  In  making  promises  and  Inflammatory 
speeches  and  assuming  power  to  pledge  aid.  This  Is,  we  feel,  the 
right  and  duty  of  our  two  Houses. 

We  add  our  voice  to  others  who  also  feel  that  Congress  shotild 
remain  In  session,  as  thU,  we  feel.  Is  our  only  bulwark  against 
dictatorship  In  this  coimtry.  Our  slncerest  thanks  to  you  for  your 
voicing  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Kan.sa.t  In  the  past. 

We  have  the  honor  to  remain. 

Tours  very  truly.  

JoKN  A.  WsBca. 

VAI.KBZS     E.     WEBSR. 


Whxr  Crrrr.  Kans.,  June  12.  1940. 
Senator  Artrttr  Cappb. 

Washington,  D.  C:  

We  are  asking  you  to  do  everything  In  your  power  to  keep  this 
country  out  of  war. 

We  think  the  defense  program  Is  all  right,  but  we  must  not  be 
allowed  to  get  In  this  war  under  the  screen  of  our  defense. 

We  also  think  that  Congress  should  stay  In  session  until  the 
danger  of  this  war  Is  over.  If  for  no  other  reason  than  to  hold  our 
President  down,  and  give  him  to  vmderstand  that  this  Is  not  a  one- 
man  Government  as  yet.  We  think  Congress  must  stay  in  session 
to  protect  the  p)eople  from  the  President's  Tnistaken. 

We  heard  the  President's  speech,  and  the  way  it  sounds,  he  is 
doing  his  best  to  get  us  In  the  war.  Instead  of  keeping  us  out  of  it. 
So  we  are  asking  you.  oxir  Senator,  to  do  your  best  to  keep  us 
out  of  the  European  conflict. 

Dale  North. 

Mrs.  0<HtooN  C.  North. 

Pbgct   Ann  North. 

Mrs.  P.  C.  Hkrmam. 

OoanoN  North. 

F.  8.  Camp. 

Canxt.  Kans.,  June  12.  1940. 
Senator  Arthttr  Cappb. 

DBAS  Sir:  I'm  writing  you  in  the  Interest  of  this  terrible  tragedy 
of  war.  Won't  you  please  stay  In  Congress  and  use  what  Influence 
you  have  to  keep  others  to  stay?  For  we  need  you  aU  in  the  Inter- 
est of  i>eace.  Please  do  all  you  can  for  us,  for  you're  all  we  have  to 
look  to  for  our  peace  and  to  save  our  boys  in  the  foreign  countries, 
ni  alwajrs  praise  you  and  yotir  efforts  to  help  us. 

Tour  friends.  _ 

The  Barru  Family. 

Lcavsnworth,  Kans.,  June  11,  1940. 

Senator  Arthur  Cappb. 

Wathington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  After  hearing  Mr.  Roosevelt's  speech  last  night.  1 
think  It  more  important  than  ever  that  Congress  remain  In  session. 
I  cannot  understand  how  CongreM  can  allow  one  man  to  rule 
these  United  States.  The  people  that  are  represented  by  Congress 
are  expecting  Congress  to  act  for  them. 
Thanking  you.  I  am. 
ResMCtfully  yours, 

AmiA  Hot. 

Indcpcndbncs.  Kans..  June  IS.  1940. 

Hon.  Arthttr  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Cappb:  In  view  of  the  vast  expenditures  suthor- 
Ized  by  Congress  for  national  defense  and  other  purposes,  the  pro- 
spective passage  of  a  brand  new  tax  bill  increasing  materially  the 
taxes,  the  increasing  the  national  debt  limit  M.OOO.OOO.OOO.  and  the 
general  situation  in  Europe.  It  would  seem  that  it  la  the  imperative 
duty  of  Congress  to  remain  In  session  and  not  to  recess  for  more 
than  Just  a  few  days.  I  t>elleve  that  if  Congress  stunild  adjurn  with 
little  opportunity  to  reassemble  before  next  January  that  many 
serious  things  might  happen,  as  It  Is  very  clear  to  me  that  the 
President  is  desirous  of  putting  the  country  Into  the  war.  There 
is  a  lot  of  discussion  among  the  people  about  the  Increase  In  the 
national-debt  limit,  and  the  voting  of  billions  for  defense,  and 
that  surely  the  expenditure  of  this  vast  sum  should  t>e  closely 
supervised  and  scrutlnlred.  I  find  very  little  criticism  of  the  na- 
tional-defense program,  as  the  people  generally  feel  that  we  should 
put  ourselves  in  a  state  of  defense,  but  they  are  interested  In  how 
effectively  the  money  will  be  spent 

There  Is  probably  a  more  Important  side  to  the  whole  situation 
than  the  foregoing,  and  that  is.  that  the  people  here  seem  more 
firmly  convinced  that  under  no  circumstances  should  we  enter  the 
war  in  Europe,  and  they  are  looking  to  Congress  to  prevent  the 
President  from  putting  the  coiintry  at  war. 

I  thought  you  might  like  to  have  my  views  and  the  result  of  my 
Observations  here. 

With  kindest  regards  and  best  wishes,  I  am 
Sincerely  yours. 

CKOTEa  Stevens. 

The  SMAHIZBa-SPIELMAN  FURNtTURE  CO.. 

Topeka,  Kans..  June  11.  1940. 
Bon.  Arthttr  Capper, 

United  States  Senate.  Waahtngton,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  These  are  critical  times  In  this  country,  and  there 
no  doubt  Is  a  great  deal  of  pressure  being  put  upon  you  from  various 
angles. 

In  talking  to  a  large  number  of  people  in  Topeka,  I  find  that  most 
of  them  feel  as  I  do,  and  that  Is  that  in  the  present  emergency  Con- 
gress should  stay  In  session  until  this  emergency  is  past.  I  urge 
you  therefore  to  do  whatever  you  can  to  see  that  Congress  Is  not 
adjourned. 

If  the  two  bodies  of  Congress  ever  had  a  duty  to  perform,  it  would 
seem  to  me  that  they  are  facing  it  at  present. 
With  kindest  personal  regards,  I  am 
Tours  very  truly, 

J.  8.  Kansxa,  jr. 
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TbPEXA,  Kans..  June  13.  1940. 
Benator  Arthttr  Capper. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
I>EAR  BsNAToa  Cappbr:  I  wish  to  add  my  voice  to  that  of  many 
others  asking  you  to  use  all  your  influence  with  the  powers  that 
be  to  keep  Congress  in  seaston  during  this  world  emergency.  Also 
to  give  the  President  more  power — which  the  adjournment  of  Oon- 
greas  would  enUU — would  be  undemocratic  and  un-Amencan. 
Tours  truly, 

Harriet  A.  Tomson. 

I  M.  O.  Stevenson, 

Ashland,  Xans^  June  12,  1940. 
Bon.  Artritr  CappCr, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  :  Out  this  way  we  believe  that  the  crisis  now  pre- 
vailing demands  that  Congress  remain  In  session.  By  no  means 
allow  that  occupant  of  the  White  House  to  have  full  sway  in  our 
defense  preparations.  I  do  not  believe  he  ts  to  be  trusted.  His 
great  show  of  patriotism  at  this  time  is  no  credit  to  him  as  he  had 
to  be  kicked  Into  that  polttofi.  Tbe  (allure  to  use  funds  voted  to 
Army  and  Navy  for  armament,  stamps  he  and  his  advisers  sta  dis- 
loyal, and  I  would  not  be  surprised  to  know  that  It  was  prompted 
by  the  reds  and  pinks  In  his  administration.  If  we  win  In  the 
congressional  electaops.  be  should  be  stripped  of  all  the  powers  given 
him  by  Congress  that  are  not  specifically  conferred  upon  him  by 
the  Constitution. 

Isnt  there  danger  In  shipping  our  guns,  planes,  etc,  to  the  Allies 
St  this  time  when  It  will  take  so  long  a  Ume  to  replace  them  for  our 
own  protection?  Isn't  this  some  more  of  the  borlrg  from  within? 
Personally  I  am  for  helping  the  Allies  with  everything  we  can 
except  men,  but  I  am  uneasy  about  our  own  defense.  There 
U  no  doubt  that  Hitler  wlU  bring  the  war  to  thU  side  If  he  beaU 
down  France  and  P^g'*^"**  But  keep  Congress  In  session. 
Tours  truly. 


Oettlng  plenty  of  rain  out  here  now. 

Btromo  Crrr.  Kans,  June  13.  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Capper, 

Wathington,  D.  O.:  ^ 

We  slneerely  trtxst  that  you  wlU  use  all  your  Influence  to  post- 
pone adJoTimment  of  Congress  untU  present  international  crisis 

CHASE    COTTHTT    WOMSN'S    RSPmBJCAN    CLUB, 

Mrs.  Ross  SVANS. 

HosroH,  Kans.,  June  14.  1940. 
Benator  Asthtts  Capper, 

Washington.  D.C.:  _       ,     ,^    ^, 

In  view  of  the  serious  naUonal  and  International  sittutlon, 
may  we  urge  you  and  your  colleague.  Senator  Clyde  Reed,  to  do 
sU  in  your  power  to  keep  Congress  in  session  imtU  the  immediaU 
erlaU  is  passed.  ^^^  ^^^  Newlik. 

President.  South  Brown  County  Women'a  Republican  CIu6. 

HEBtNCTON.  Kans..  June  13,  1940. 

Senator  Aannm  Cappeb. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Herlngton  Woman's  Republican  Club  strongly  urge  Congress  stay 
In  session.    Tragedy  to  desert  post  now.     Need  aU  possible  coopera- 
tive wisdom  of  both  branches  oi  Oovemment. 

Lelu  htonsKLL,  President. 

I  Kansas  Women's  Rbpttbucan  Cttrs. 

Burlington.  Kans.,  June  14,  1940. 

Dear  Senator  Cappb:  I  hope  you  will  use  all  of  your  Infltience 

to  keep  Congress  in  session.    I  feel   that  Congress  should   be   a 

Check  upon  the  President,  or  we  will  be  at  war  very  soon.    And  I 

also  believe  the  President  feels  that  be  U  the  only  power  In  thU 

country,  and  he  must  be  held  down.  w— ,.„ 

I  know  you  wlU  use  your  Influence  to  help  keep  a  checkrein 

on  him. 

«"»«*^''  !.».  H.  BHBWooo. 


woMXir*s  Chrxstum  TtocPBtawcs  Uhtoh  op  Kansas. 

Norton,  Kans.,  June  12,  1940. 
Dear  Senator  Cappb:  It  would  be  folly  to  adjourn  Co°<f^*5 
tms  time      Congress  U  our  only  XMf  of  staying  out  of  this  war. 

*^'^''  Mrs.  Ins  M.  Waijcb. 

President.  Norton  County  Women's  Rejmbliean  Club. 

I  Evxrbt,  kans.,  June  t,  1940. 

Mr.  Arthttr  Cappb. 

Washington,  D.C.  .         .  ^^.         .„..  ...r.,«^» 

Dear  Mr  Cappb:  I  am  writing  my  opinion  of  things  concerning 
the  war:  Our  boys  belong  here  in  the  United  States  of  America. 
We  are  all  willing  to  defend  our  own  country,  but  we  wont  stand 
for  shipping  them  to  foreign  countries  to  be  used  as  targets  for 
Nazi  bullets.  We  demand  the  right  to  vote  on  this  matter  which 
concerns  us  ao  seriously.  We  are  strongly  opposed  to  compulsory 
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mllltsry  training  and  are  aaiclng  you  to  do  all  things  poaalble  to 
keep  those  things  from  happening. 

We  have  neighbors  who  are.  or  were.  New  Dealers:  but  not  now. 
The  Democrats  as  a  whole  don't  trxist  the  J»resldent  any  more  than 
the  Republicans  trust  him.  He  isnt  honest  with  us  and  we  don't 
trust  his  motives.  He  isnt  so  much  concerned  with  defense  plans 
as  with  getting  his  hands  on  those  billions  as  an  aid  to  his  third- 
term  election.  The  most  Important  thing  for  our  citizens  now  is 
to  defeat  him  this  fall  and  elect  a  man  whom  we  think  wont  try 
to  become  a  dictator.  Unless  we  do  we  may  find  ourselves  with 
the  same  form  of  government  as  Oermany  has;  with  no  more  voice 
In  the  governing  of  our  affairs.  We  approve  all  you  have  l>een 
doing.  Mr.  Capper.  

Please  continue  to  work  for  the  best  interest  of  your  countrymen. 

Very  truly,  „   «   „ 

H.  C.  Bsu. 
We  favor  Congress  remaining  in  Washington.  D.  C. 

PiTTSBTTBO.  KANS.,  June  15,  1940. 
Arthur  Capper, 

Member  of  Congress.  Washington,  D.  C: 
We  feel  strongly  that  Congress  should  remain  In  session  durtng 
present  crisis. 

Crawford  Cottmtt  Repttblican  Womsn's  Cuts. 


Lanb.  KAm.,  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Arthttr  Cappb, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir  :  I've  talked  to  quite  a  lot  of  people — both  Democrats  and 
Republicans — and  most  of  them  think  It  would  be  tragic  for  Con- 
greas  to  adjourn  at  a  critical  tloae  like  this. 
Tours  very  truly, 

KvA  Baker  Morris. 
Aepubllcon  Committee%ooman. 

The  First  District  Repttblican  Commtttee  op  Kansas, 

Washington,  Kans,.  June  13.  1940. 
Senstor  ARTKTm  Cappb, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  O. 
Dear  Bbnatob:  Knowing  that  you  have  the  interests  of  your 
constituents  in  mind  at  all  times,  we  are  writing  asking  that  you 
stay   on    the    Job    in   Congress,   regardless   of   pressure   from   Um 
administration  to  do  otherwtss. 

Oxxr  hope  of  safety  U  the  strength  of  the  Republican  men  la 
the  Senate  and  House  and  the  watchful  eye  of  the  American 
Legion  at  home.  The  New  Deal  has  been  such  a  great,  grand 
fizzle  since  it  assumed  dictatorial  powers  the  past  3  years,  left  us 
stranded  on  the  verge  of  bankruptcy  and  war. 

As  public  opinion  Is  the  most  powerful  weapon  at  our  oom« 
mand,  we  wish  to  register  ours  at  this  time. 

The  women's  Republican  organization  of  our  county  met  in 
their  first  meeting  last  Monday  evening,  with  a  large  crowd  and 
much  interest  shown  in  national  as  well  as  local  affaire. 

We  expect  to  have  regtilar  meetings  each  month  imtil  after 
the  election  in  November. 
Very  truly. 

Klbasrh  Oroodt, 
Washington  County  Vice  Chairman. 

a/rtLWWLL,  Kans.,  June  13,  1940. 
Senator  Arthttr  Cappb: 

We.  the  members  of  the  Stilwell  (Kans.)  Women's  R^mblicaa 
Club,  at  a  special  called  meeting  do  urge  you  to  use  yotir  Influence 
to  postpone  ad>oummeot  Oongreas  until  present  crisis  is  paaed. 

Oracb  B.  Shannon, 
Correspondent   Secretary. 


The  United  Repttblicaw  Worxbs  op  AMoncA. 

Kansas  City,  Kans.,  June  12.  1940. 

Hon.  Arthttr  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator:  Out  country  Is  perhaps  now  going  through  a  crisis 
S8  serious  as  any  it  has  ever  experienced.  The  soldiers  and  cttiaens 
each  has  an  important  work  to  do,  but  no  less  and  perhaps  more 
important  is  the  work  and  policy  of  our  Oovemment  as  formxilated 
by  the  duly  elected  and  acting  representatives.  You  are  our  pro- 
tectors, and  we  are  asking  you  to  hold  tenacloualy  to  every  right 
vssted  In  you  by  oxir  Constitution  and  the  laws  of  our  land. 
A  delegation  of  any  right  is  most  dangerous  even  under  nonnal 
condition. 

Therefore,  we  are  earnestly  requesting  that  Congress  eootlnue 
In  session  until  the  next  Congress  convenes. 

Tours  truly,  

Justus  N.  oabb. 

Secretary. 

loLA.  Kans..  June  12.  1940, 

Senator  Arthttr  Cappeb, 

United  States  Semite.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  The  Allen  County  Women's  Republican  Club  unan- 
imously voted  to  send  you  greetings  and  assurance  of  Its  confi- 
dence.   To  urge  you  to  vise  yo\a  Influence — 

1.  To  keep  Congress  in  session  during  these  distressing  ttmJM 
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2.  To  do  all  in  yotir  power  to  k«wp  our  Army  and  Navy  out  of  the 
dlr«ct  conflict  of  the  war  In  Europe. 

With  best  regards  and  confidence.  -t^„,-.- 

REPrBLicAN    Club, 
Lois  Nevtit,  Secretary. 

OvxBZJiNO  Paxk.  KAira^  June  14.  1940. 
Benator  Asmua  Cappcs. 

We  the  women  of  the  Overland  Park  Republican  Club  <A  83  mem- 
bers, m  view  of  the  serloua  International  and  national  situation. 
urge  you  to  poetpone  adjournment  of  ttie  Senate  and  House  until 
the  immeillate  crlals  la  past. 

Mrs.  Dkixa  Jessttt. 

President  of  Overland  Park  Club. 
Mast  R.  Knox. 
BepublUxm  Preeinct  Ccrmmitteewoman. 

CuCMtWATEE,  £LanS..  Junt  14,  1940. 

Benator  ABTBXTm  Cappck. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Urge  postponement  of  adjournment  of  Congress  untu  immediate 

erlals  passes.  .,      „  ^  «_ 

Mrs.  B.  C.  BiAL. 

President.  Clearv>ater  Women's  Revublican  Club. 

Kansas  Crrr,  BLans..  July  17.  1940. 
Senator  Abthub  Cappkb. 

Waahington,  D.  C: 
We  the  Coxmcll  of  Republican  Women  of  Wyandotte  County  voted 
today  to  request  you  to  vote  for  Congress  to  remain  In  session  until 

after  the  crisis  Is  over. 

Mabc  Silvixs 
(and  300  members). 

AsHiAND.  Kt.,  June  15.  1940. 

Hon.  Amnm  Cafpi*, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dias  S«nato«  Cavpcb:  Durmg  the  epjeclal  session  of  Congress  I 
wrote  you  my  views  regarding  the  advisability  of  Congress  remain- 
ing In  session. 

In  order  to  prevent  any  precipitate  action  which  might  Involve 
us  in  war  I  feel  that  it  Is  more  necessary  at  present  than  at  that 
time.  I  believe  the  public  sentiment  is  decidedly  In  favor  of  having 
CoDKresB  remain  In  session  while  there  Is  a  cnance  of  becoming 
lnT<Jved  In  the  European  struggle. 
Respectfully  yovirs. 

Ivan  R.  BxmiurT. 

Jknntngs  Pnro  &  Coal  Co.. 
Overland  Park,  Kans.,  June  15.  1940. 

Hon.  Senator  Capper. 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dkak  Sknator:   It  Is  my  opinion  that  Congress  should  continxie  in 
session  as  long  as  conditions  In  Exuope  are  so  unsettled. 

Yours  truly, 

R.  M.  Jennings. 

J.    J.    HTDE.    JtTSnCE    OP    THE    PEACE, 

Kingman.  Kans.,  June  15.  1940. 

Hon.  Aktbttb  Cappee,  M.  C. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Deab  Sewatoe  Cappeb:  As  you  probably  know  by  now.  the  senti- 
ment in  this  county  Is  practically  unanimous  that  the  Congress 
stay  In  continuous  session  during  this  emergency. 

Many  people  are  of  the  opinion  that  you  have  no  right  whatever 
to  quit  your  post  at  this  time;  that.  Insofar  as  we.  the  people,  have 
been  Informed.  yo\ir  Job  is  In  Washingrton. 

Many  others  think  that  Mr.  Roosevelt  should  not  be  left  alone. 
Not  that  he  would  get  lonesome,  but  for  the  reason  that  he  has 
shown  himself  to  be  Incapable  of  intelligent  leadership  In  times 
of  pe»ce.  And  now  that  war  is  Just  around  the  corner,  It  Is  thought 
that  500  heads  are  very  much  better  than  1. 

Sincerely  submittecl. 

J.  J.  Httib. 

Topeka,  June  14.  1940. 

Senator  Aethue  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
DXAE  Sib:   America  Is  not  ready  for  a  one-man  government.     1 
do  not  want  my  boy  sent  overseas.     I  beg  Cong,  ess  to  refuse  to 
adjourn  until  the  European  crisis  Ls  over. 
Sincerely  yours, 

R.    E.    SCHNEBLT. 

We.  as  members  of  the  Washington  Cotmty  Womans  Republican 
Club,  are  urging  Congress  to  remain  in  session  this  summer  <» 
during  the  European  crisis.    We  feel  It  Is  most  important. 

Veva  Bonar.  Louie  Pitcher.  Mildred  L.  Akers.  Roxy  W.  Long- 
well.  Ruth  Orlffln.  Lola  Schropp,  Auflree  M.  Higbee.  all  of 
Washington.  Kan*. 
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EoziE,  Kams..  Jurie  15,  1940. 

Hon.  Abthtte  Cappee. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Deab  Me.  Cappeb:  In  view  o*  the  serious  International  and  na- 
tional situation,  I  urge  you  to  do  all  in  your  power  to  postpone  the 
adjournment  of  the  Senate  and  the  House.  We  do  not  want  to  get 
Into  that  war,  and  I  believe  the  only  way  we  will  keep  out  Is  to 
keep  Congress  In  session,  even  IX  It  is  all  simuner. 

Sincerely.  _ 

Mrs.  P.  C.  RoAOHOusB. 

Kansas  Cnrr.  Kane..  June  14.  1940. 
8ib:  This  is  our  sincere  and  honest  hope  and  belief.     Help  the 
Allies,  stay  out  of  war.  and  stay  in  session. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  N.  O.  Beewxb  and  Son. 

Kansas  Crrr.  Mo..  June  17,  1940. 
Senator  Abthttb  Cappeb. 

Senate  Office  Building: 
I  think  Congress  should  remain  in  session  in  order  to  keep  us  out 

o*  ''*'•  •    *    .. 

I  X«.  L.  Mateij.. 

Seoalia.  Mo..  June  14.  1940. 
Senator  Aethtte  Capphi, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sib:  I  want  to  suggest  that  Congress  remain  !n  session  as 
long  as  the  conflict  continues  in  Europe,  so  as  to  guard  our  peace 
and  neutrality. 

Respectfully, 

John  R.  Bocket  maw. 

BOTLEB.  Mo..  June  12.  1940. 
Dear  PRntND :  Again  I  am  wilting  you  and  hope  I  am  not  intrud- 
ing on  your  time  by  asking  you  to  please  do  all  you  can  to  keep 
Congress  In  session,  for  If  ever  they  were  needed  In  Washington  it 
surely- is  now.  It  Is  the  hope  and  prayer  of  the  American  i>eopIe  to 
stay  out  of  this  awful  war.  So  will  you  please  do  all  In  your  power 
to  keep  Congress  in  session,  which  Is  their  duty  in  a  time  like  this? 
Thanking  you  again  for  your  ever  efforts  to  prevent  a  war, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Job  Weight. 

BAETLEBvnxB,  OxLA.,  June  It.  1940. 
Senator  Arthtte  C.  Cappi*, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sib:  We  have  been  watching  the  growing  hysteria  and 
tension  In  the  United  States,  particularly  noticeable  In  the  press, 
which  has  been  created  by  the  European  war.  We  believe  that  the 
greatest  check  upon  Executive  rashness  lies  In  Congress,  and  to 
properly  restrain  dangerous  activities  and  Insure  cool-headed  action 
Congress  should  remain  In  session  during  the  entire  emergency. 

Furthermore,  we  are  opposed  to  United  States  entry  into  this 
European  conflict.  We  are  prajrlng  that  you  and  other  Members  of 
Congress  will  approach  the  problems  ahead  with  the  very  utmost 
caution.  You  will  earn  the  gratitude  of  our  friends  as  well  as  our- 
selves by  making  calm.  Intelligent  decisions  which  do  not  further 
the  interests  of  the  few  who  stand  to  benefit  or  are  easily  stamijeded 
but  which  consider  the  many  to  whom  Intervention  would  mean 
the  sacrifice  of  everything  In  a  futile  European  catastrophe. 
Yours  Uvlj, 

Tom  C.  WnnuTT, 
Mrs.  T.  C.  Whxbbt. 

JXTMB  11,  1940. 
Mr.  Artttdr  Cappfs, 

United  States  Senator.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Deab  Abthub:  The  world  conditions  are  so  tragic  at  present  that 
It  seems  to  me  Congress  should  remam  In  session  until  the  crisis 
has  become  less  serious,  and  I  tnist  you  will  Insist  upon  It  doing 
so  and  prevail  upon  other  Member  to  support  you. 
I  hope  you  are  very  well,  and  with  kindest  regards. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Fbank  a.  Lehman. 

Ionia.  Mo..  June  11,  1940. 
Senator  Capper. 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Sib:  President  Roosevelt  Is  gaining  so  much  dictatorial 
power  that  in  the  near  future  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  anyone  who 
disagrees  with  either  his  foreign  or  domestic  policies,  or  who  failed 
to  vote  for  him  will  be  considered  a  "fifth  columnist"  and  a  traitor 
to  his  country. 

I  am  a  lojral  citizen,  working  for  the  Interest  of  my  country,  which 
I  don't  think  ts  being  done  altogether  In  Washington.  D.  C. 

However,  I   certainly  endorse  your   and  Senator   Clark's  stand. 

I  urge  you  to  try  to  keep  Congress  In  contlnuoiis  session  and  not 
to  give  the  President  any  more  dictatorial  powers. 

I  always  listen  with  Interest  to  your  Sunday  afternoon  program. 

Do  all  in  yoiir  power  to  keep  us  out  of  this  war.    As  you  always 
say,  "This  Is  not  our  war,"  which  is  correct. 
Sincerely  yours, 

VtaLA  BOCKELMAN . 

BOCKSUfAM. 
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Mr.  CAPPER,  I  also  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
an  excellent  editorial  from  the  Kansas  City  Star  on  the  same 
subject  urging  the  Congress  to  remain  In  session. 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  editorial  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

(Prom  the  Kansas  City  Star  of  June  13,   IMO) 

coirouas  should  not  qutt 

Congress  cant  provide  for  national  defense  simply  by  voting  bil- 
lions of  <loU*r8  and  then  going  home  and  forgetting  all  about  it 
whUe  its  Members  race  around  in  a  political  campaign  trying  to 
get  themselves  renominated  and  reelected. 

Both  the  common  defense  and  the  general  welfare  demand  that 
Congress  sUy  on  the  Job,  maintain  the  proper  balance  of  govern- 
ment, and  complete  the  work  laid  out  before  it.  The  administra- 
tion wants  Congress  to  adjourn  m  a  week  or  so  and  get  out  of 
Washington.  This  would  be  a  breach  of  respcnslbiltty  In  such  a 
CiMi.  The  day-by-day  decisions  required  ought  to  be  made  by  the 
President  In  consultetton  with  Congress,  not  by  the  President 
alone.  In  its  full  meaning  defense  is  too  big  a  task  to  be  per- 
formed by  the  admlnUtratlon  alone.  Our  foreign  policy  Is  too  vital 
to  be  determined  In  the  absence  of  Congress.  If  Congress  ad- 
journed. It  could  reassemble  only  at  the  call  of  the  Executive.  It 
cannot  thus  abdicate. 

It  has  abdicated  Its  authority  and  responsibility  too  often  In  past 
years.  That  Is  the  course  now  to  be  checked.  The  work  of  defense 
will  require  a  constant  watchfulness.  If  It  Is  to  go  forward  speed- 
ily—as  it  must— It  will  require  at  various  ttacei  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government.  That  advice 
and  consent  should  be  Immediately  available. 

But  In  addition  Congress  has  not  completed  its  work,  its  own 
scheduled  work.  If  It  should  quit  within  a  week  or  so  It  would 
be  running  away  from  that  work.  »..     .^      ....      • 

Adequate  defense  requires  an  efficient  and  smoothly  functioning 
Industry  In  the  Nation  No  obstacle  should  be  left  in  ^he  way. 
It  has  been  widely  demanded  and  in  large  part  already  agreed 
upon  in  Congress  that  various  obstrurtive  measures  should  be  so 
revised  as  to  aid  rather  than  hold  back  industry.  Included  are 
the  amendments  to  the  Wagner  Act  already  passed  by  a  big 
malorlty  In  the  Hou.se.  the  proposed  amendments  to  the  Wage  and 
Hour  and  the  WaUh-Healey  Acts,  with  still  other  measures  de- 
algned  to  promote  IndusUlal   producUon  to  the  luUest  possible 

•n^eVe  are  the  further  needs  of  the  Hatch  clean-polltlcs  bill  In 
a  campaign  year  and  of  the  Logan-Walter  bill  to  provide  a  check 
on  the  independent  and  qxiasl- Judicial  agencies  In  keeping  with  a 

***N<?t^"ne  JfthOTe  measures  has  been  completed  Every  one  of 
them  Is  as  necessary  today  as  it  was  weeks  ago— even  more  essen- 

**^t^ngre8s  stand  by  Its  duty  and  go  on  with  its  Job.  It  faces  a 
test  and  a  responslbUlty  fully  equal  to  that  of  the  administration. 
It  must  perform  In  an  hour  of  need. 

REVKNITE    BILL    OP    1940 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
by  raising  revenue  and  Issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method 
for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  committee  on  page  32.  beginmng 

to  line  9. 

Mr  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  hope  the  amendment 
which  has  been  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee  will 
be  rejected.    That  is  all  I  desire  to  say. 

Mr  MILLER.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  desire  to  take  the 
time  of  the  Senate  to  discuss  the  amendment  on  page  32 
prohibiting  the  purchase  by  our  Government  of  foreign 
Silver  further  than  to  say  that  I  expect  to  vote  against 
tocluding  the  amendment  in  the  biU  now  pending.  I  do  not 
want  that  vote,  however,  to  be  construed  as  indicating  that 
I  do  not  think  the  foreign  sUver-purchase  policy  of  the 
Government  is  wrong.  I  think  the  Congress  ought  to  stop 
It  and  I  voted  for  this  amendment  when  it  passed  the  Senate 
to  the  form  of  a  bUl.  I  think  the  Congress  ought  to  enact 
a  separate  law  to  that  effect:  but  I  do  not  think  the  amend- 
ment has  any  proper  place  to  this  tax  bill,  and  for  that 
reason  I  shall  vote  against  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  committee  on  page  32.  beginning 

to  line  9, 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  BARKLEY.  and  other  Senators  asked 

for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk 
Itroceeded  to  call  the  roIL 


Mr.  MALONEY  (when  his  name  was  called) .  On  this  vote 
I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
OeorckI.  who  has  been  compelled  temporarily  to  leave  the 
Chamber.  If  he  were  present  and  voting,  he  would  vote 
"nay."    If  I  were  permitted  to  vote  I  should  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have 
a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr. 
Glass].  I  am  informed  that  If  present  he  wovdd  vote  as  I 
totend  to  vote  and  that  he  has  been  specially  paired  on  this 
question.    Therefore  I  am  at  liberty  to  vote,  and  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  HOLMAN  (after  having  voted  to  the  affirmative).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Stewart  1.  I  am  informed  that  if  he  were  present  he 
would  vote  "nay."  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  I  Mr.  PRA2aiR],  who,  if  present,  would 
vote  "yea,"  and  let  my  vote  stand 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  announce  the  following 
pairs: 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  BARBOual.  who  would 
vote  "yea."  with  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  IMr.  Chavbz], 
would  vote  "nay"; 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson],  who  would  vot« 
"yea,"  with  the  Senator  from  Montana  IMr.  WhexlerI,  who 

would  vote  "nay": 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Johkson),  who  would 
vote  "yea,"  with  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas],  who 

would  vote  "nay";  and 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  who  would  vote 
"yea,"  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas],  who  would 
vote  "nay." 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  senior  Senator  from  California  IMr. 
JoHNsowl  is  unavoidably  absent.  If  he  were  present,  he 
would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CXJNNALLY.  Mr.  President,  when  this  amendment  in 
the  form  of  a  bill  was  before  the  Senate  previously  I  voted 
for  it.  but  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  be  placed  upon  this  tax 
bill.     I  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  IMr.  C^havez],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Stewart),  and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler! 
are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate.  I  am  advised  that 
if  present  and  voting  the  Senators  named  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George],  the  Senator  from 
nitoois  [Mr.  Lucas],  the  Senator  from  Korida  [Mr.  Pepper]. 
and  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]  are  detatoed 
to  various  (jovemment  departments.  I  am  advised  that  If 
present  and  voting  they  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  is  unavoidably 
detained.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting  he  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced— yeas  35.  nays  46,  as  follows; 

YEAS— 35 

Ashuret  Clark,  Mo.  La  Poliette  TWt 

Austin  Danaher  I/Jdge  2°°^      ^ 

naiiev  Davis  Limdeen  Townsend 

BrldMS  Donahey  McNary  Tydlngs 

BrcwrT  Gerry  Nye  Vsndenber» 

Bulow  Gumey  RadclllTe  Walsh 

Burke  Hale  Reed  White 

BTTd  Holman  BuaseU  WUsy 

Capper  Holt 

NATS— 46 


Adams 

Andrews 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

BTmes 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Clark,  Idaho 

Connally 

Downey 


EI  lender 

Gillette 

Green 

Guffey 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

HuKbes 

Johnson.  Colo. 

King 


Lee 

McCarran 


Miller 

MInton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrls 

CMahoney 

Ch'erton 

Plttman 

Reynolds 


Schwarts 

Sch  wellenbacSi 

Sheppard 

t lattery 
mathers 
Smith 

Tbomaa.  Utah 
Truman 
Van  Nuys 
Wagner 


NOT  VOTING— 15 
Barbour  Gibson  McKellar 

Chavea  Otass  Maloney 

pnuEler  Joltlison.  Oallf .      Pepper 

Oeorge  Lucas  Stewart 

So  the  amendment  of  the  committee  was  rejected. 


Thomas,  Idaho 
Thomas.  Okla. 
Wheeler 


I 
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The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  re- 
ported by  the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was. 
at  the  top  of  page  33.  to  Insert: 

Bec.  403.  The  President  la  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
reduce  appropriations  for  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941  (except  appropriations  for 
national  defense,  fixed  charges,  and  trust  funds),  in  such  manner 
that  the  total  amount  of  such  reductions  shall  not  be  less  than 
10  percent  of  the  total  amount  of  the  appropriations  affected. 
Such- reductions  In  appropriations  shaU  be  Impoimded  and  re- 
turned to  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President.  I  have  been  requested  by  sev- 
eral Senators  to  make  an  explanation  with  respect  to  the 
effect  of  the  pending  amendment. 

The  amendment  provides  for  the  reduction  of  nondefense 
expenditures  by  10  percent. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia if  the  amendment  applies  to  salaries  of  employees,  to 
compensation  of  ex-service  men,  and  old-age  peiisions. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  interpreta- 
tion given  by  the  Budget  Bureau  and  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment is  that  it  does  not  apply  to  any  of  them.  I  shall  make 
that  very  clear  in  the  remarks  I  am  about  to  make. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     It  does  not  apply  to  any  one  of  them? 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  does  not.  nor  to  the  salaries  set  forth  in 
the  Classification  Act.  which  are  regarded  as  fixed  charges. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  in  full  sympathy,  with  the  Sena- 
tor's proposal,  with  the  exception  that  I  should  not  want  it 
to  apply  to  those  matters. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  On  that  point.  Is  it  not  contemplated 
that  reductions  in  total  pay  rolls  will  be  obtained  through 
the  device  of  furloughing  employees? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  of  course  that 
depends  on  whether  or  not  the  total  reduction  required 
under  the  amendment  cannot  be  obtained  from  other 
sources.  I  will  frankly  say  that  the  amendment  does  give 
the  Resident  authority  to  inaugurate  furloughs;  and  a  large 
saving  likewise  may  be  effected  by  not  filling  positions  which 
become  vacant  during  the  next  year. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  If  the  Senator  will  further  permit 
me.  in  other  words,  it  is  not  contemplated  that  the  classified 
civil-service  employees  will  have  any  reduction  in  salary,  but 
large  numbers  of  them  may  be  deprived  of  their  salaries 
altogether. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  the  Treasury 
Department  think  that  is  not  an  accomplisl-ied  fact.  There 
may  be  some  furloughs,  but  not  of  any  ^eat  consequence. 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Mr.  President,  would  those  who  may  be  fur- 
loughed  be  given  the  first  opportunity  to  secure  positions  in 
the  places  created  under  the  defense  activities? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  certainly  think  such  opportunity  should  be 
given. 

Mr.  President,  this  coimtry  is  faced  with  providing  for  the 
tremendous  cost  of  armaments.  No  one  can  predict  what 
that  cost  may  be.  Some  have  predicted  that  it  will  be  as 
much  as  $20,000,000,000,  and  it  must  be  very  ev-ident  to 
everyone  that  we  cannot  continue  to  pyramid  the  costs  of 
the  armament  facing  us  upon  the  deficit  which  now  exists 
in  the  ordinary  expenditures  of  the  Government. 

There  are  only  three  wa3rs  by  which  we  can  provide  for 
.  this  additional  expenditure.  One  is  by  reducing  the  non- 
defense  and  nonessential  expenditures  of  the  Government, 
and  diverting  the  savings  to  national  defense.  The  second 
method  is  to  increase  taxes.  The  third  method  is  to  increase 
the  bonded  indebtedness  of  the  coimtry.  I  realize,  of  course, 
that  we  must  use  all  three  methods,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  in 
the  great  emergency  which  confronts  the  Nation  we  should 
endeavor  to  eliminate  for  the  period  of  the  emergency  all 
nonessential,  nondefense  expenditures  so  that  the  money 


thus  liberated  can  be  spent  on  the  essential  purposes  of  our 
national  defense. 

Let  me  read  the  amendment  to  the  Senate,  so  that  it  may  be 
thoroughly  imderstcod: 

The  President  is  hereby  authorised  and  directed  to  reduce  ap- 
propriations for  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  enalng  June  30.  1941  (except  appropriations  for  national 
defense,  flxeti  charges,  and  trust  funds),  in  such  manner  that  the 
total  amoun-.  of  such  reductions  shall  not  be  less  than  10  percent 
of  the  total  amoimt  of  the  appropriations  affected. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  does  not  require  a  hori- 
zontal cut,  it  requires  that  the  total  of  all  nondefense  appro- 
priations, a.s  interpreted  by  the  President,  shall  be  reduced 
to  the  extent  of  10  percent. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  As  I  understand  the  provision  contained 
in  the  amendment,  the  President  wo^ld  be  authorized  to 
wipe  out  any  appropriation  in  full.  There  Is  not  to  be  a 
horizontal  cut  of  10  percent  of  each  appropriation.  It  would 
be  left  to  the  President  to  leave  Intact  one  appropriation,  to 
wipe  out  entirely  some  other  appropriation,  and  to  reduce 
another  appropriation  by  50  percent.  In  other  words,  the 
President  would  be  authorized  to  do  what  he  pleased  to  do 
with  any  appropriation,  with  the  instructicm  that  he  should 
make  reductions  which  would  be  equivalent  to  10  percent  of 
the  total  of  the  nondefense  appropriations.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  amendment  provides  that  the  total  of 
nondefense  appropriations,  after  eliminating  national  de- 
fense, fixed  charges,  and  trust  fimds,  shall  be  reduced  by  10 
percent.  The  President  would  have  the  power  so  to  dis- 
tribute the  reductions  as  to  do  the  least  damage  and  to 
cause  the  least  interruption  of  the  normal  activities  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  OVERTON.     Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  make  a 

suggestion  to  the  able  Senator  from  Virginia.  I  think  the 
purpose  contained  in  the  amendment  could  be  served  by 
providing,  instead  of  giving  this  full  blanket  authorization 
to  the  President,  that  in  no  case  shall  any  appropriation  be 
reduced  more  than  25  percent.  It  seems  to  me  that  would 
give  the  President  sufQcient  leeway.  He  could  reduce  an 
appropriation  up  to  25  percent,  and  no  more  than  that. 
Then  other  appropriations  he  could  not  touch  at  all.  But  I 
do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  give  the  President,  or  anyone 
else,  authority  to  wipe  out  entirely  appropriations  made  by 
the  Congress. 

The  nondefense  appropriations,  some  of  which  may  not  be 
so  very  essential,  have  been  very  carefully  considered  by  the 
Committees  on  Appropriations  of  the  House  and  of  the 
Senate,  and  carefully  considered  by  both  Houses.  To  vest 
authority  in  the  President,  after  this  careful  consideration,  to 
eliminate  entirely  an  appropriation  within  his  discretion,  I 
think  Is  going  further  than  is  necessary  to  go. 

The  purpose  back  of  the  amendment  advocated  by  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  can  be  carried  out  by  authorizing  the 
President  to  make  a  reduction  which  would  be  equivalent  to 
10  percent  of  the  total  nondefense  appropriations,  but  at  the 
same  time  not  reducing  any  appropriation  more  than  25 
percent.  I  offer  that  as  a  suggestion,  and  I  expect  later  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  very  clear  answer  to  that  Is  that  there 
are  some  appropriations  which  should  either  be  utilized  100 
percent  or  not  be  used  at  all.  Let  us  take,  for  instance,  some 
of  the  public -works  appropriations.  If  they  are  reduced  by 
25  percent,  perhaps  the  money  will  not  be  sufBcient  for  the 
construction  of  public  buildings,  or  for  whatever  else  the 
money  may  be  appropriated. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield. 

Blr.  BARKLEY.  What  is  the  Senator's  interpretation  of 
the  fixed  charges,  which  are  exempt? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  am  coming  to  that  now.  I  have  a  state- 
ment from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  the  Treasury  De- 
partment giving  their  interpretation  of  the  fixed  charges. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  provision  is  not  merely  an  author- 
ization; it  is  mandatory.    The  President  is  required  to  make 
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such  reductions  as  that  the  total  cut  shall  be  10  percent,  so 
that  he  would  have  to  go  elsewhere  if  he  found  it  impossible 
to  reduce  any  expenditures,  for  instance,  in  the  State  Depart- 
ment, which  I  think  would  be  very  likely,  or  in  the  Depart- 
ment (rf  Justice,  which  I  think  very  likely.  I  do  not  see  how 
there  can  be  any  reduction  in  either  of  those  departments 
imder  present  conditions;  jret  they  are  not  part  of  the  national 
defense;  so  that  he  would  have  to  go  elsewhere  and  reduce 
some  other  appropriation  by  more  than  10  percent  in  order 
to  reach  an  average  of  10.  Likewise  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator 
whether,  urwler  his  interpretation  and  tis  the  Budget  Bureau 
has  indicated,  it  would  affect  the  relief  appropriations  already 
made.  It  would  be  necessary  either  to  reduce  reUef  appro- 
priations which  were  made  a  few  days  ago,  or  find  enough 
somewhere  else  to  cut  out  in  order  to  make  the  average  10 
percent.  If  It  cannot  be  found  elsewhere,  and  there  is  some 
department  In  connection  with  which  the  President  cannot 
make  any  reduction,  it  might  result  in  a  greater  reduction  In 
the  relief  appropriations  than  10  percent  in  order  to  arrive 
at  the  average  of  10.    Is  that  true? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  do  not  think  that  is  necessarily  true.  If  the 
Senator  will  permit  me  to  give  the  items  which  are  not  subject 
to  cut,  I  think  it  will  be  clear. 

The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  HarrisonI.  and  I  had  a  conference  wfth 
Mr.  Bell,  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  Mr.  Smith,  the 
Director  of  the  Budget;  and  Mr.  Lawton.  who  is  associated 
with  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  I  think.  These  gentlemen 
cooperated  in  drawing  the  language  of  the  amendment.  I  do 
not  mean  to  commit  them  to  the  policy  involved,  because  they 
have  no  authority,  of  course,  to  commit  the  administraUon 
with  respect  to  a  policy;  but  they,  in  fact,  larpely  prepared  the 
amendment,  and  they  have  advised  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi and  me  that  it  is  workable  In  its  language,  and  that  the 
savings  anticipated,  in  their  judgment,  could  be  derived. 
They  have  given  to  me  a  memorandum  of  the  items  which 
are  not  subject  to  reduction.  First  is  the  interest  on  the 
public  debt,  $1,100,000,000. 

The  second  is  veterans'  pensions.  $460,000,000.  the  reason 
being  that  the  veterans'  pensions  are  fixed  by  act.  and  there- 
fore they  are  construed  to  be  a  fixed  charge,  under  the  terms 
of  the  amendment. 

The  retirement  funds,  such  as  the  railroad-retirement  funds 
and  other  funds,  amounting  to  $225,000,000. 

Next  is  social-security  grants— grants  which  are  made  to 
the  States  for  old-age  pensions  and  other  matters,  whereby 
the  Federal  Oovemment  has  become  obligated,  are  regarded 
as  a  fixed  charge,  to  the  extent  of  $400,000,000. 

The  payments  to  farmers  under  the  SoU  Conservation  Act, 

tmder  contracts  which  have  already  been  made  and  will,  of 

course  have  to  be  performed  by  the  Oovemment,  $450,000,000. 

Mr   BARKLEY.     Does  that  $450,000,000  Include  the  $212,- 

000,000   contained   in   the   agricultural   appropriaUon   bill 

recently    passed? 

Mr  BYRD.  It  does  not  include  the  so-called  parity  pay- 
ments but  it  does  include  what  are  known  as  the  soil-conser- 
vation benefit  payments,  because  contracts  have  been  made 
with  the  farmers  for  the  expenditure  of  that  money. 

Public  roads  are  exempted  under  this  amendment,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Budget  Director  and  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, because  contracts  have  already  been  made  with  the 
States  for  the  expenditure  of  $170,000,000  for  public  roads 
in  the  coming  year. 

There  are  certain  P.  W.  A.  grants  which  have  been  obli- 
gated. In  other  words,  the  Government  has  made  a  definite 
committal  for  these  grants  to  the  extent  of  $125,000,000. 

Tax  refunds,  of  course,  are  not  subject  to  reduction,  and 
they  amount  to  $71,000,000. 

Miscellaneous  grants  of  $72,000,000  would  be  exempted. 

The  total  exempted,  therefore,  under  the  item  of  fixed 
charges,  is  $3,083,000,000.  according  to  the  memorandum 
which  has  been  given  me  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield. 

lir  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  will  permit  me,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 


Virginia  whether  the  Budget  has  submitted  a  list  of  the  appro- 
priations which  will  be  affected  by  tlie  10  percent  cut. 
Mr.  BYRD.    I  have  given  the  exemptions. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  was  wondering  whether  they  also  iton- 
ized  the  appropriations  which  could  be  cut. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  can  give  the  Senator,  shortly,  somewhat  of 
a  rough  analysis  of  it,  but  the  items  I  have  Indicated  are 
exempted  from  the  cut  in  the  appropriation  bills. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  subject  on 
which  we  have  now  entered  will  involve  considerable  debate. 
The  Senator  from  Virginia  Is  beginning  his  speech.  I  wish 
to  present  a  report  before  the  Senator  begins  his  speech. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  have  no  objection  to  yielding  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  report. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  will  take  5  or  10  minutes  to  explain 
the  matter  to  which  I  refer.     It  is  an  emergency  matter. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Will  the  Senator  from  Nevada  permit  me  to 
finish  this  formal  explanation  with  respect  to  salaries,  rc- 
gardmg  which  I  have  received  many  inquiries?  The  Director 
of  the  Budget  and  Mr.  Bell,  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
have  assured  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  and  myself  that 
they  will  regard  as  fixed  expenses  any  salaries  which  are 
set  forth  by  law.  which  include  all  salaries  fixed  by  the 
Classification  Act. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
at  that  point? 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  notice  in  the  list  submitted  to  the 
Senator,  which  he  has  read  as  being  appropriations  for  dc- 
p>artments  exempted  from  the  effects  of  his  amendment,  that 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  or  whoever  was  consulted,  did  not 
specifically  name  salaries. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  list  which  was  given  me  was  the  list  of 
Items.    Of  course  the  salaries  are  included. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Before  the  Senator  from  Virginia  con- 
cludes I  wish  he  would  refer  to  the  colloquy  which  occurred 
on  May  31  between  him  and  me.  when  he  introduced  this 
amendment  or  one  in  substance  like  It.  On  page  11029  of 
the  RicoRD  the  following  appears: 

Mr.  McCahran  Mr.  President,  does  the  amendment  mean  a 
reduction  In  the  pay  of  Federal  employees? 

Mr.  Btrd.  It  means  a  reduction  In  the  pay  of  Federal  employeea 
provided  the  lO-percent  reduction  cannot  be  absorbed  by  other 
reductions  and  economies  In  the  respective  departments. 

Mr.  McCakran  I  will  oppose  with  everything  in  my  being  a 
reduction  In  the  pay  of  Federal  employees,  becaiise  I  think  they 
are  the  most  underpaid  workers  In  the  United  States  today. 

Mr.  Bymj.  It  also  provides  for  m  reduction  of  salaries  of  Senaton 
and  Representatives  by  10  percent. 

I  wish  to  draw  the  Senator's  attention  to  that  colloquy  in 
order  that  he  may  discuss  it  In  connection  with  the  fact  that 
the  authorities  he  has  quoted  to  the  Senate  do  not  eliminate 
Federal  employees. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  Is  entirely  a  different  amendment 
from  the  one  subsequently  introduced  by  the  Senator  from 
Virginia.  The  amendment  to  which  the  Senator  refers  pro- 
vided for  a  horizonal  reduction  of  10  percent  in  the  appro- 
priations of  each  executive  department  of  the  Government, 
not  relating  to  national  defense,  and  should  that  amendment 
have  been  adopted  it  would  have  meant,  of  course,  that  those 
departments  which  could  not  absorb  the  reduction  by  the 
postponement  of  public  works  or  in  some  other  way,  would 
have  been  required  to  bring  about  a  reduction  In  salaries. 
I  was  perfectly  frank  with  the  Senator  in  making  that 
statement. 

Furthermore,  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  provided  for  reduction  in  legislative  appro- 
priations, and  had  that  been  agreed  to  by  Congress  nat- 
urally there  would  have  been  a  reduction  of  10  percent  In 
the  salaries  of  Representatives  and  Senators,  because  there 
are  no  other  items  contained  in  the  legislative  appropriation 
than  salaries.  But  the  pending  amendment  is  an  entirely 
different  amendment,  because  It  directs  the  President  to  cut 
the  over-all  or  lump-sum  appropriations  for  nondefense  pur- 
poses, which  gives  him  the  discretion  to  reduce  those  appro- 
priations which  he  thinks  can  best  be  reduced  in  this  time 
of  great  national  emergency. 
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Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  When  the  Senator  read  the  appropria- 
tions which  would  be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  his 
amendment,  he  did  not  specific  aUy  mention  appropriations  | 
for  the  payment  of  subsidies  for  slum  clearances.  As  the  | 
Benator  Icnows.  tho.se  are  obllga:ions  assumed  by  the  United  i 
Sutes  Government  for  the  period  of  time  provided  in  the 
contract.    So  I  take  it  they  must  toe  included  in  the  exemption. 

Mr.  BYRD.     Among  the  exempted  items  are  miscellaneous 

"grants  of  $72,000,000.  and  no  doubt  the  appropriation  for 

slum  clearance  is  in  that  amount.    I  agree  with  the  Senator 

from  New  York  that  the  slum-dearance  appropriation  is  in 

the  same  classification  as  the  appropriation  for  public  roads.   \ 

Mr.  WAGNER.     So  it  is  not  the  Intent  of  the  Senator,  of 
course,    to    affect    those    obligations    in    any    way    by    his 

amendment?  ^     w     ♦». 

Mr.  BYRD.    Not  if  an  obligation  has  been  made  by  tne 

Government. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  am  speaking  of  obligations  already  en- 
tered into. 

Mr.  BYRD.  With  respect  to  the  matter  of  salaries.  Mr. 
-  President,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Harrison],  and.  if  necessary, 
any  other  Senator,  can  communicate  with  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  or  the  Treasury  Department.  We  were  told  by  the 
ofBcials  of  these  departments  that  any  salaries  fixed  by  law 
would  be  regarded  as  fixed  charges  in  the  sense  tnat  the 
Congress,  by  a  measure  of  this  character,  could  not  reduce 
those  salaries  unless  the  Classification  Act  was  amended. 
"  We  all  recall  that  in  1933.  when  salaries  were  reduced,  they 
were  reduced  by  a  direct  amendment  of  the  Classification 
Act;  The  legal  authorities  whom  I  have  consulted  are  of 
the  opinion  that  there  can  be  no  reduction  of  salaries  unless 
the  ClassificaUon  Act  is  amended.  There  are  three  classes  of 
salaries,  so  far  as  I  hav^  been  able  to  ascertain 

Mr.  LODGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LOEXjE.    Can  the  Senator  state  roughiy  what  per- 
centage of  Federal  positions  are  covered  by  the  Classiflca- 
^     Uon  Act? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  will  make  tlxat  clear.  There  are  three 
rUnin  of  salaries.  One  is  the  salaries  of  post-ofBce  em- 
ployees, customs  ofiBcers,  immigration  officers,  school  teach- 
ers and  several  other  groups,  which  are  fixed  within  limits 
respectively  by  special  pay  statutes.  This  information  has 
been  given  me  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission.  These 
special  pay  sUtutes  are  regarded  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  as  Impasing  fixed  charges,  and  therefore  not  sus- 
ceptible to  reduction  under  this  amendment. 

Then  there  is  another  class  cf  salaries  cf  a  relatively  few 
emergency  agencies  that  come  within  the  limitations  which 
by  Executive  order  can  be  changed  whenever  the  President 
chooses.  Those  salaries  could  be  reduced  under  this  amend- 
ment, but  the  President  already  has  the  authority  to  reduce 
them.  He  can  reduce  them  now  if  he  choost;s.  Employees 
receiving  such  salaries  constitute  only  a  small  percentage  of 
the  employees  of  the  Federal  Government,  mostly  in  the 
higher  brackets,  and  mostly  employed  in  some  of  the  emer- 
gency agencies. 

Virtually  all  other  salaries  are  determined  by  the  Salary 
Classification  Act.  which  fixes  a  scale  of  pay  based  upon 
classlflcaUons.  and  it  has  been  roled.  as  I  said,  by  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  and  the  Treasury  Department,  that  they 
would  not  be  lepally  permitted  tD  reduce  those  salaries  under 
the  language  of  the  amendment. 

I  am  frank  to  say  that  if  it  Is  impossible  to  reduce  the 
expenditures  in  the  amount  provided  in  the  amendment,  by 
the  postponing  temporarily  of  public  works  or  in  some  other 
way.  there  may  he  some  necessity  for  furloughs,  but  I  am 
advised  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  that  a  large  saving 
'  can  be  effected  by  not  filling  vacancies  that  may  occur  in 

the  next  year. 
^        Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  1  ask  the  Senator  to  yield 
so  I  may  ask  him  a  question  at  that  point. 
Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  list  which  he  read  a  moment  ago 
from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  covering  the  exempted  ap- 
propriations, aggregated  about  three  billion  and  one-half 
doUars.  Is  that  correct?  Has  the  Senator  exact  figures? 
Mr.  BYRD.  Three  billion  eighty-three  million  dollars. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  A  UtUe  ever  $3,000,000,000.  The  appro- 
priations for  national  defense  amount,  I  believe,  to  more 

than  over  $5,000,000,000.  but  sUll  by  the  time  we  finish 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  appropriations  for  national  defense  in- 
cluded in  these  figures  amount  to  $3,300,000,000.  Those  are 
the  appropriations  for  national  defense  up  to  2  or  3  days  ago 
when  the.se  figures  were  obtained. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  will  soon  have  before  us  a  $1,700,- 
000,000  bill  which  is  now  in  the  Appropriations  Committee. 
We  have  been  roughly  estimating  our  appropriations  for 
national  defense  at  $5,000,030,000.  That  would  make  the 
amount  a  little  over  $8,000,000,000  in  all.  How  much  will  be 
left  upon  which  this  10-percent  reduction  must  be  applied 
after  all  the  items  referred  to  by  the  Senator  have  been 
exempted? 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  estimates  that 
there  will  be  left  $4,372.000  000  susceptible  of  a  reduction 
under  the  terms  of  this  amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So.  in  order  to  carry  out  the  Senator's 
amendment,  the  President  would  have  to  make  such  reduc- 
tions here  and  there  where  he  could  as  to  make  an  aggregate 
reduction  of  approximately  5400,000,000? 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  aggregate  would  be  $430,000,000,  but  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  thinks  that  reduction  can  reach  a  total 
of  $500,000,000.  because  the  language  of  the  amendment  is 
that  there  shall  be  a  reduction  of  not  less  than  10  percent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  another  question. 
Of  course,  he  has  no  break-down  of  this  $4,000,000,000.  or 
w^hatever  the  exact  amount  Is. 

Br.  BYRD.  I  can  give  the  Senator  the  break-down  very 
roughly.  The  first  items  subject  to  reduction  are  the  ad- 
ministrative costs  of  the  different  executive  departments  of 
the  Government,  which  aggregate  approximately  $945,000,000. 
There  has  been  a  tremendous  increase  in  the  cost  of  the 
executive  departments  since  1930.  I  have  the  figures  before 
me.  Let  us  take  just  one  item.  The  independent  offices  and 
commissions  are  today  costing  $274,000,000.  while  in  1930  they 
cost  $92,000,000.  Their  cost  today  is  nearly  three  times  as 
much  as  in  1930.  Similar  increases  have  been  made  in  all 
the  other  departments  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Permit  me  to  make  an  inquiry  there. 
The  administrative  expenses  consist  very  largely  of  salaries. 
I  suppose  there  are  other  items,  but  the  regtilar  department 
administrative  expenses  are  largely  made  up  of  salaries.  I 
called  attention  a  moment  ago  to  the  impossibility  of  any 
reduction  In  the  State  Department.  Does  the  Senator  agree 
to  that  suggestion? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  agree  that  the  State  Department  cannot  be 
reduced,  but.  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  is  a  small  expendituie. 
It  is  only  $19,000,000  in  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  also  agree  to  the  sug- 
gestion that  probably  salaries  in  the  Department  of  Justice 
cannot  be  reduced? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  agree  to  that.  That  is  in  the  memorandum 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  The  salaries  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  are  $39,000,000. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  may  l>e  others,  but  those  two  oc- 
curred to  me.  Of  the  $4,000,000,000  plus  which  would  be 
subject  to  the  reduction,  practically  one-fourth  is  represented 
by  the  relief  appropriation.  How  much  are  the  parity  pay- 
ments which  the  Ssnator  says  will  be  subject  to  the  reduction? 
Mr.  BYRD.  The  total  appropriations  for  the  purpose  of 
the  agricultural  adjustment  program,  imtil  the  amendment 
to  the  relief  bill  was  adopted  the  other  day.  were  $862,000,000. 
From  that  sum  $450,000,000  will  be  exempted  for  the  A.  A.  A., 
for  payments  on  contracts  which  have  already  been  made. 
Mr.    BARKLEY.      That    is    under    the    soil-conservation 

program. 

Mr.  BYRD.  That  is  under  the  soil-conservation  program; 
but  under  the  terms  of  my  amendment  there  will  be  subject 
to  reduction  a  proportionate  share,  or  whatever  part  the 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


&479 


President  may  deem  proper,  of  the  parity  payments  for  1941. 
which  I  am  told  are  $210,000,000.  The  $165,000,000  fund  for 
the  disposal  of  surplus  commodities  will  also  be  subject  to 
reduction.  Payments  of  $45,000,000  under  the  Sugar  Act  will 
also  be  subject  to  reduction. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Three  or  four  weeks  ago.  as  I  recall,  we 
appropriated  approximately  $85,000,000  for  the  purchase  of 
surplus  commodities.  One  hundred  million  dollars  was 
added  to  the  relief  bill  the  other  day  for  that  purpose.  So 
those  two  items  will  be  subject  to  a  reduction  of  not  less  than 
10  percent,  or  such  part  of  it  as  would  be  necessary  to  make 
the  average  reduction  10  percent. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  matter  would  be  entirely  In  the  discretion 
of  the  President. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  He  would  have  to  find  as  much  as  10 
percent,  taking  into  consideration  the  aggregate  of  $4,000.- 
000.000.  So  if  he  should  find  that  in  some  department  he 
could  not  make  any  reduction  he  would  be  required  to  reduce 
more  than  10  percent  somewhere  else  in  order  to  make  the 
average  not  less  thsm  10  percent. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  there  is  a  very  substantial  simi 
for  public  ¥rorks.  PubUc  highways,  as  I  have  said,  are 
exempted ;  but  the  total  for  public  works  in  the  present  Budget 
Is  $789,000,000.  In  his  veto  message  on  the  river  and  harbor 
bill  the  other  day  the  President  recognized  the  necessity,  at 
this  time  of  great  crisis,  of  postponing  public  works  and  let- 
ting the  money  go  for  national  defense.    He  said  this: 

Regardleoa  cf  every  other  confilderatlon,  It  seenv  to  me  that  the 
nonmllltary  activities  of  the  War  Department  should  give  way  at 
this  time  to  the  need  for  military  preparedness.  This  Is  a  need. 
not  ao  iqjparent  at  the  time  the  bill  was  under  consideration  by  the 
Congnn.  that  must  now  be  reoognlzed  by  all  ae  a  matter  demanding 
priority  of  attention. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  $800,000,000  for  public  works 
include  anything  in  the  Public  Works  Administration  proper, 
for  uncompleted  contracts? 

Mr.  BYRD.  It  does;  iMit  there  is  an  exemption  of  $125.- 
000.000  for  P.  W.  A. 

Mr.  BARKI£Y.    That  would  reduce  to  $650,000,000  the 
amount  of  public-works  fimds  upon  which  the  10-percent 
reduction  would  operate. 
Mr.  BYRD.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Can  the  Senator  tell  us  to  what  agencies 
of  the  Government  the  $600,000,000  has  been  appropriated? 
Mr.  BYRD.  The  Tennessee  Vailey  Authority,  $40,000,000; 
leclamatlon,  $59,000,000;  river  and  harbor  improvements, 
$50,000,000;'  flood  control,  $121,000,000;  pubUc  buildings, 
$69,000,000;  grants  to  public  bodies,  $113,000,000;  and  other 
pubUc  works.  $155,000,000. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Some  of  those  Items  could  be  classed  as 
defense  items  and  exempted  from  the  reduction,  could  they 
not? 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  manorandum  prepared  by  the  Budget 
Bureau,  which  I  have  read,  exempts  $125,000,000  of  P.  W.  A. 
funds  and  miscellaneous  grants  of  $72,000,000. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  occurs  to  me  that  the  President  might 
say  that  some  features  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
and  of  river  and  harbor  work  are  certainly  very  important 
parts  of  national  defense. 

Mr.  BYRD.  If  the  President  should  so  rule,  they  would  be 
completely  exempted  from  the  reduction,  and  the  money 
would  not  have  to  be  made  up  In  any  other  way,  because  the 
Items  would  be  exempted  from  the  nondefense  appropri- 
ations. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.    The  Senator  states  that  no  salaries  of 

Federal  employees  who  are  in  the  classified  service  would 

be  reduced.  . 

Mr.  BYRD.    That  Is  the  ruling  of  the  Budget  Bureau  and 

of  the  Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  theory  of  the  Sen- 
ator's amendment;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  he  has  excluded 
and  exempted  until  be  has  placed  all  the  burden  of  the 
reduction  squarely  on  the  agricultural  program  and  on  the 
relief  bill,  they  being  the  only  items  which  would  be  clearly 
out  in  the  open  and  subject  to  the  cut. 


Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  let  us  discuss  the  farmers.  I 
know  how  interested  the  Senator  from  Georgia  is  in  that 
matter.  The  farmers  are  exempted  to  the  extent  of  one-half 
of  the  new  appropriations  which  they  have  been  receiving. 
In  1930  and  1931  not  one  dollar  of  these  new  appropriations 
went  to  the  farmers.  As  the  Senator  knows,  one-half  of  the 
$800,000,000  which  they  now  receive  is  exempted.  At  this 
time  of  great  national  crisis.  I  tWnk  the  farmers  of  the 
country  are  willing  to  make  theh-  contribution  to  prepare 
the  Nation  for  any  emergency  which  may  occur. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  the  farmers  are  as  patriotic  as 
any  other  class  of  people,  and  perhaps  more  patriotic  than 
some  classes:  but  the  Senator  is  asking  them  to  be  more 
patrioUc  than  other  classes.  The  Federal  employee  will  not 
have  his  salary  reduced. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  does  not  understand.  Of  the 
$4,000,000,000  only  10  percent  consists  of  agricultural  appro- 
priations, which  can  be  considered  for  reduction.  Only 
about  $400,000,000  can  he  considered. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  But  the  burden  may  all  be  placed  on  the 
farmers  if  the  President  sees  fit  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BYRD.  All  the  $400,000,000  could  come  from  the 
farmers  If  the  President  saw  fit  to  take  it  from  that  source; 
but  I  do  not  think  the  President  would  see  fit  to  do  so.  The 
Senator  says  that  only  10  percent  is  put  on  the  backs  of  the 
farmers.  I  have  heard  him  make  that  statement  time  and 
time  again.  Of  the  total  amount  subject  to  reducUon,  only 
10  percent  comes  from  *he  farmers'  appropriations. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  is  familiar  with  the  fact 
that  practically  every  Item  subject  to  reduction  has  the 
benefit  of  a  Budget  estimate  except  the  agricultural  items. 
The  President  did  not  send  to  Congress  any  Budget  estimate 
for  parity  payments.  He  did  not  send  any  Budget  esti- 
mate for  the  supplemental  funds  under  section  32, 

Mr.  BYRD.    It  may  be  that  there  will  be  no  necessity  for 
parity  payments.     The  prices  of  wheat,  cotton,  and  the 
other  essentials  used  in  this  great  conflict  may  go  up. 
Mr.  HATCH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Has  the  Senator  been  keeping  up  with  the 
prices  of  farm  commodities  for  the  past  few  weeks? 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  happen  to  be 
a  farmer.    I  know  something  about  the  prices  of  farm  com- 
modities. 
Mr.  RUSSELL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 
Mr.  RUSSELL.    Would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  accept 
an  amendment  to  this  section  which  would  provide  that  the 
President  may  not  reduce  any  item  by  more  than  20  percent, 
or  which  would  establish  some  limitation  whereby  all  the 
burden  could  not  be  imposed  on  any  single  appropriation? 
Mr.  BYRD.    In  the  case  of  public  works  It  would  be  a 
foolish  thing  to  provide  76  percent  of  the  cost  of  a  build- 
ing.   The  building  could  not  be  built  with  75  percent  of  its 
cost.    Either  it  must  be  completely  built  or  not  built  at  all. 
I  am  willing  to  trust  the  President  of  the  United  States  in 
this  matter.    We  have  trusted  him  to  spend  billions  of  dol- 
lars in  lump-sum  appropriations. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  willing  to  trust  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  but  I  disagree  with  him  on  some  of  his  ideas 
as  to  Budget  estimates.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  trust  him, 
but  I  did  not  agree  with  him  that  Budget  estimates  should  be 
made  for  some  Items,  but  not  for  parity  payments. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  do  not  think  I  have  made  myself  clear.  The 
amendment  proposed  by  me  simply  eliminates  fixed  charges. 
The  exemptions  which  I  have  Just  read  are  what  the  Budget 
Bureau  regards  as  fixed  charges.  There  are  no  exemptions 
by  name  in  the  amendment,  if  the  Senator  will  read  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  understand  that;  but  the  classification 
is  very  broad,  the  classification  is  for  national  defense. 
Many  of  the  items  which  the  Senator  mentioned  as  being 
subject  to  the  cut  could,  in  the  discretion  of  the  President,  be 
classified  as  national -defense  items;  but  nobody  could  say 
that  section  32  funds  or  parity  payments  are  naUonal-defenae 
Items. 
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Mr.  BYRD.  If  every  Senator  Is  to  Insist  upon  the  exemp- 
tion of  appropriations  In  which  he  is  particularly  Interested. 
there  is  no  need  for  talking  about  economy  or  trying  to  obtain 
money  for  defense  purposes  from  nondefense  appropriations. 
We  cannot  cut  great  sums  out  of  the  Budget  without  creat- 
ing hardships  somewhere.  Everybody  knows  that.  However, 
even  after  the  cut  is  made,  we  shall  be  spending  twice  as  much 
for  nondefense  purposes  as  we  sijent  when  President  Roose- 
velt took  office.  If  we  eliminate  every  dollar  for  defense  pur- 
poses,-after  making  the  10-percent  cut  we  shall  be  spending 
twice  jui  much  for  the  administration  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment AS  we  spent  when  the  Democratic  administration  came 
Into  power. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  in  favor  of  economy.  I  have  not 
been  as  consistent  In  that  respect  as  has  the  Senator  from 
Virginia,  who.  of  course,  has  been  the  great  economizer  of  the 
Congress.  He  has  been  consistent  during  his  entire  tenure 
cf  ofBce. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  appreciate  the  statement  of  the  Senator, 
although  I  do  not  deserve  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  However.  I  do  not  propose,  under  the  guise 
of  economy,  to  vote  for  any  measure  which  will  have  the 
sole  effect  of  repealing  appropriations  made  by  the  Congress 
for  one  class  of  people.  If  the  Senator  wants  to  economize 
an  down  the  line,  including  a  10-percent  reduction  in  salaries, 
I  am  willing  to  go  along  with  him,  but  I  do  not  propose  to 
support  any  proposal  for  reductions  when  the  Senator's  own 
statement  shows  that  in  the  last  analysis  the  entire  burden 
of  the  10-percent  reduction,  which  is  mandatory,  will  fall  on 
agricultural  appropriations  and  upon  relief  appropriations. 
Which  are  designed  for  those  most  in  need. 

The  Senator  sa3^  he  is  willing  to  trust  the  President.  I 
notice  that  he  proposes  to  make  the  10-percent  cut  manda- 
tory. He  does  not  propose  a  10-percent  permissive  cut.  which 
the  President  might  apply  if  he  saw  fit.  The  President  is 
directed  to  make  a  cut  of  10  percent. 

Mr.  BYRD.  There  would  be  no  need  of  Congress  passing 
an  authorization  for  the  President  to  make  a  reduction  if  he 
saw  fit  to  do  so.  He  already  has  the  power  to  withhold 
appropriations. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Why  does  the  Senator  object  to  an  amend- 
ment which  would  afford  some  measure  of  protection  to  cer- 
tain appropriations  providing  that  they  may  not  be  cut  more 
than  20  or  25  percent? 

Mr.  BYRD.  To  answer  the  Senator  from  Georgia  with 
respect  to  the  farmers,  there  is  $862,000,000  in  the  last  Budget 
for  the  purpo.se  of  administration  of  what  is  known  as  the 
agricultural  adjustment  program.  There  was  not  a  cent  in 
the  Budget  of  1930.  1931.  or  1932  for  that  purpose.  I  am  not 
saying  there  should  not  have  been.  However,  that  is  a  new 
expenditure. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  would  not  want  us  to  go  back 
to  the  condition  of  agriculture  which  existed  in  1931  and  1932, 
would  he? 

Mr.  BYRD.  Certainly  not;  but  of  the  $862,000,000.  half  Is 
exempted  under  the  soil-conservation  program.  Those  pay- 
ments are  regarded  by  the  Budget  Bureau  as  a  fixed  charge, 
because  contracts  have  been  made.  That  leaves  about 
$400,000,000  subject  to  reduction,  and  that  is  only  10  percent 
of  the  total  amount  which  is  subject  to  reduction.  When  the 
Senator  says  that  all  the  burden  is  falling  upon  the  farmer  I 
think  he  does  the  President  a  great  injustice  when  he  assumes 
that  the  President  will  take  the  $400,000,000  in  toto  from  the 
one  source.  He  may  take  part  of  it.  Probably  he  will  be 
compelled  to  take  part  of  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  did  not  make  any  such  suggestion.  I 
said  that  if  substantial  economies  were  effected  in  those  ap- 
propriations, from  the  very  force  of  circimistances.  as  outined 
by  the  Senator,  they  would  have  to  come  out  of  the  agricul- 
tural items  and  out  of  the  relief  bill,  because  no  other  large 
sums  exist  which  the  President  can  impound. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  has  completely  omitted  public 
works.  The  President  says  that  such  things  should  be  post- 
poned in  this  day  of  emergency. 


Mr.  RUSSET. I..  What  public  works  already  authorized  did 
the  President  say  ought  to  be  postponed?  I  know  he  vetoed 
the  river  and  hart>or  bill. 

Mr.  BYRD.  He  vetoed  the  river  and  harbor  bill,  and 
stated  as  his  policy  that: 

Regardless  of  every  other  consideration.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
nonmilitary  activities  of  the  War  Department  should  give  way 
at  this  Ume  to  the  need  for  military  preparedness.  This  Is  a 
need,  not  so  apparent  at  the  time  the  bill  was  under  consideration 
by  the  Congress,  that  must  now  be  recognized  by  all  as  a  matter 
demanding  priority  of  attention. 

Mr.  RUSSET  J I  Does  the  Senator  know  how  much  of  the 
public-works  program  has  not  been  obligated  or  for  which 
contracts  have  not  been  entered  into?  We  have  made  no 
public-works  appropriations  recently  of  any  size. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  have  read  that  the  P.  W.  A.  grants  which 
have  been  obligated  are  $125,000,000;  miscellaneous  grants. 
$72,000,000.  I  have  not  the  itemized  statement  of  the  mis- 
cellaneous grants. 

I  will  give  the  complete  total:  Public  highways  $192,000,000, 
The  Budget  Bureau  has  given  the  contracts  which  have  been 
made  with  the  States  next  year  for  public  highways,  and  they 
are  therefore  exempted. 

The  amount  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  is  $40,000,- 
1  000.    If  the  President  should  construe  that  as  a  defense  ap- 
propriation, then  it  would  not  be  subject  to  the  reduction. 

Reclamation.  $59,000,000. 

Rivers  and  harbors,  $50,000,000. 

Flood  control.  $121,000,000. 

Public  buildings,  $59,000,000. 

Grants  to  public  bodies.  $113,000,000;  other  grants 
$155,000,000. 

Mr.  RUSSET  J  I.  Does  the  Senator  know  of  what  those  two 
items  consist? 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  estimate  given  to  me  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  says  that  $125  000,000  of  P.  W.  A.  funds  have  been 
pledged  and  $72,000,000  of  miscellaneous  grants  have  been 
pledged.    So  there  is  a  broad  field  there. 

Some  of  these  expenditures,  as  the  Senator  says,  may  be 
regarded  as  defense  expenditiu-es.  That  being  the  case,  they 
are  removed  from  the  category  of  expenditures  it  is  necessary 
to  reduce. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bilbo  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin? 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  if  he  has  any  tentative  tables  or  break-downs 
which  would  show  from  what  sources  this  saving  is  to  come? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  have  attempted  to  give  that.  I  will  start 
over  again. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  realize  the  Senator  has  itemized 
certain  categories  of  expendltiu-es  which  he  has  been  in- 
formed by  the  Budget  Bureau  would  be  subject  to  reductions 
if  this  amendment  should  prevail;  but  what  I  am  anxious  to 
know  is,  has  the  Senator  any  estimate  which  would  show 
what,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Budget  Bureau,  could  be  saved 
out  of  these  other  items  smd.  therefore,  what  proportion  of 
the  cut  would  fall  upon  agricultural  appropriations  and  upon 
appropriations  for  relief? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  have  no  definite  itemized  statement.  I 
have  the  statement  made  by  the  President  on  June  3  that 
plans  were  being  made  to  reduce  by  10  percent  the  non- 
defense  spending,  which  will  result  in  $500,000,000  of  saving. 

That  was  announced  in  the  newspapers.  I  do  not  assume 
that  the  studies  have  gone  so  far  as  to  enable  an  itemized 
statement  to  be  given  of  these  different  matters  today.  It 
would  hardly  be  reasonable  to  expect  that. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Can  the  Senator,  then,  give  us  a 
break -down  which  will  show  what  proportion  of  the  expendi- 
tures which  have  been  listed  In  various  categories  will  be 
eliminated  because  they  are  connected  with  national  de- 
fense? 
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Mr.  BYRD.  That,  of  course,  would  have  to  be  approximate, 
I  can  say.  first,  that  the  administrative  expenses  for  the  de- 
partments of  the  Government  are  about  $945,000,000.  I,  for 
one,  believe  there  can  be  some  economies  In  the  Government; 
I,  for  one.  believe  we  have  too  much  personnel  working  for 
the  Goveniment;  I,  for  one.  believe  we  can  save  money  by  not 
filling  vacancies  as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
has  said.  I  have  stated  that  if  we  went  into  all  the  Govern- 
ment departments  we  would  find  that  very  substantial  savmgs 
could  be  made  without  disturtoig  any  function  of  the  Govern- 
ment, without  disturbing  the  eflBcient  administration  of  the 

departments.       

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    Assuming 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia jTield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 
Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  will  not  interrupt  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consm  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that,  if  I  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Virginia,  there  could  be.  in  his  esti- 
mation, approximately  $78,000,000  saved  out  of  administrative 
expenses. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Of  course  it  is  imfair  to  me  to  be  required  to 
state  how  much  could  be  saved  by  a  reduction  in  administra- 
tive expenses  of  the  departments.  That  would  take  a  most  ex- 
haustive mvestigation.    I  do  say.  however,  that  money  can  be 

saved  there. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Then,  the  amount  I  have  suggested 
would  be  the  maximum  required  by  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment.   Is  that  a  fair  statement? 

Mr.  BYRD.  Nine  hundred  and  forty-five  million  dt^ars 
is  the  amount  of  the  expenditures  of  the  executive  depart- 
ments. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Then,  the  saving  would  be  $94,000.- 

000  if  a  10-percent  reduction  were  made. 

Mr.  BYRD.  If  10  percent  should  be  taken  out  of  $945,- 
000,000.  of  course,  it  would  be  $94,000,000. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  It  would  be  $94,000,000.  and  not 
$500,000,000.    What  I  am  trying  to  get  from  the  Senator,  if 

1  can.  is  some  understanding  of  what  proportion,  making 
the  most  favorable  assumptions  possible,  would  be  left  to  fall 
upon  the  agricultural  appropriations  and  upon  relief? 

TRANSPORTATION  Or  RKD  CROSS  REUKT  SUPPLIES 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  thank  the  Senator  for  yielding  to  me. 

From  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  I  report  back, 
with  an  amendment,  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  279)  to 
amend  section  4  of  Public  Resolution  No.  54,  approved 
November  4,  1939,  entitled  "Joint  resolution  to  preserve  the 
neutrality  and  the  peace  of  the  United  States  and  to  secure 
the  safety  of  its  citizens  and  their  Interests."  and  I  submit 
a  report  <No.  1875)  thereon. 

Mr.  President,  an  emergency  situation  has  arisen  with  re- 
gard to  the  Red  Cross.  The  steamship  McKeesport.  sup- 
ported and  operated  by  the  Red  Cross,  is  2  days  out  from 
the  port  of  New  York.  It  is  loaded  with,  probably,  half  a 
mUlion  dollars'  worth  of  medical  supplies  and  certain  char- 
acters of  food  for  relief  In  Prance.  It  was  discovered,  how- 
ever probably  after  the  vessel  left,  that  it  was  totally 
impossible  to  get  safe  conduct  from  all  the  belligerent  coun- 
tries. The  Neutrality  Act  requires  that  Red  Cross  vessels 
may  operate  to  belligerent  countries— that  is  the  exception 
in  the  Neutrality  Act— provided  they  get  safe  conduct  from 
all  the  belligerents.  ^  *      ». 

It  happens  at  present  that  there  are  three  belligerents  who 
are  named  In  the  President's  proclamation  whose  business 
address  at  the  present  time  is  not  known.  It  is  totally  Im- 
possible to  get  in  communication  with  them  in  order  to  get 
their  grant  of  safe  conduct  to  this  vessel.  The  vessel,  there- 
fore, is  not  going  to  Bordeaux,  but  is  going  to  Bilbao.  Spain. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 


Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  May  I  suggest  that  If  the  Senator 
desires  to  take  this  proposal  up  at  this  time,  it  might  be  of 
benefit  to  the  Senate  if  he  would  first  secure  unanimous 
consent  to  do  so.  and  then  permit  a  quorum  to  be  called, 
so  that  all  Senators  could  be  present  to  listen  to  his  explana- 
tion. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  shall  follow  practically  the  course  the 
Senator  suggests;  but  I  thought  it  would  be  desirable  to 
make  an  explanation  before  I  asked  unanimous  consent,  be- 
cause it  ts  rather  extraordinary  to  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  act  on  a  report  from  a  committee  without  the  report 
going  to  the  calendar.  So,  I  thought  I  would  first  try  to 
explain  the  matter  briefly  and  then  ask  if  there  was  objection. 
To  proceed.  Germany  was  communicated  with  and  said 
that  so  far  as  the  ship  going  across  to  Bordeaux  was  con- 
cerned, it  would  not  t>e  disturbed  by  the  German  Govern- 
ment, but  that  Government  said  "When  it  gets  into  the 
harbor  of  Bordeaux,  we  cannot  guarantee  its  safety  in  that 
harlwr."  They  said,  ""That  harbor  may  be  mined;  we  may 
be  bombing  that  harbor;  and.  therefore,  while  we  will  do 
nothing  to  it  directly,  we  cannot  guarantee  Its  safety." 

Of  course  the  situation  has  changed  somewhat  since  the 
CJerman  Gtovemment  made  that  reply,  but,  nevertheless,  it  Is 
obvious  that  the  requirement  of  the  act  as  to  "proceeding 
under  safe  conduct  granted  by  States  named  In  any  procla- 
mation issued  under  the  authority  of  section  1  (a),"  is  totally 
impossible  and,  unless  we  are  gomg  to  abandon  any  attempt 
at  Red  Cross  relief  in  Europe,  there  will  have  to  be  a  change 
In  it.  The  change  that  is  proposed  is  simply  to  strike  from 
the  act  the  words: 

Proceeding  under  safe  conduct  granted  by  States  named  In  any 
proclamation  issued  under  the  authority  of  section  1  (a). 

An  amendment  was  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Clark]  proposing  to  add  these  words  after  the  word 
"vessel:" 

Shall  not  prohibit  the  traxi^wrUtlon  by  any  vessel  armed  and 
not  under  convoy. 

I  may  state  in  that  connection 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  have  the  fioor,  and  if  this  matter  is  of  an 
emergency  character,  I  am  glad  to  yield  the  floor  to  the 
Senator  for  a  while. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  do  not  think  it  will  take  over  4  or  6 
minutes.  I  thought  that  the  matter  should  be  explained, 
though,  as  I  intend  to  ask  unanimous  consent  later. 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  shield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY,  I  just  entered  the  Chamber,  and  am  not 
aware  of  what  has  taken  place,  but  I  can  say  to  the  able 
Senator  from  Nevada  that  there  will  have  to  be  a  roll  call 
whatever  the  proposal  is;  then  there  must  be  an  explana- 
tion made.  If  the  Senator  is  asking  unanimous  consent,  and 
is  about  to  make  his  explanation,  rather  than  make  two,  he 
could  make  one,  and  that  should  follow  a  roll  call.  I  sug- 
gest, if  he  has  the  fioor  now,  and  if  he  wants  to  proceed  m  a 
logical  and  orderly  way.  that  there  should  be  a  roll  call,  and 
then  the  Senator  can  make  his  proposal  to  those  who  are 
assembled  after  proper  notice. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     "That  would  be  satisfactory  to  me. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Virginia 
yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  to  present  a  report. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  suggests  the  absence  of  a  quonun, 
and  the  clerk  wUl  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


*fi 
f' 


I 


Andrews 
Ash\ir*t 
Aiistln 
1   Bailey 


Bankhfad 

Barkley 

Btltx> 

Bone 

Bridges 


Brown 

Bulow 

Btirke 

Byrd 

Bym«s 


Oapp«r 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Clark.  Idabo 
Clark.  Mo. 
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Connally 

Bin 

ICnton 

Slattery 

Dan&her 

Holman 

Ifumy 

Smathen 

D»Tt9 

Holt 

Neely 

Smith 

DocAhey 

HugbM 

Noma 

Tart 

Downey 

Jcdmaon.  Colo. 

Nye 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Kllcnder 

Kins 

OlUbonry 

Thomas.  Okla. 

O^orge 

La  FMlette 

Orerton 

Thomas.  Utah 

0*rry 

Lm 

Pepper 

Tobey 

OtUetta 

^,#MtM» 

Plttman 

Townsend 

Oncn 

LtKaa 

Badcllffe 

Truman 

Lundeen 

Reed 

Tydlngs 

OurBcy 

McCarran 

Reynolds 

Vandenberg 

lUie 

McKrllar 

Russell 

Van  Nuys 

Harrison 

McNary 

Schwartz 

Wagner 

Hatch 

ifaloney 

Schwellenbacb 

Walsh 

Hayden 

Mead 

Sheppard 

White 

Hemnf 

MUlcr 

Shtpstead 

Wiley 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Eighty-eight  Senators  have 
wered  to  their  names      A  quonim  Is  present. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  it  is  my  purpose  In  a  few 
moments  to  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness be  temporarily  laid  aside  in  order  that  the  Senate  may 
consider  Senate  Joint  Resolution  279.  I  should  expect  an 
objection  unless  a  good  reason  were  presented  why  this  should 
be  done.    It  is  qiute  an  extraordinary  thing  to  ask. 

However,  yesterday  the  State  Department  conferred  with 
me.  and  placed  in  my  hands  a  joint  resolution  for  the  pur- 
pose of  amending  section  4  of  the  Neutrality  Act  with  regard 
to  the  American  Red  Cross.  It  seems  that  the  Red  Cross 
has  a  vessel,  the  McKcc»port,  2  days  out  from  New  York, 
carrying  a  very  large  cargo  of  Red  Cross  material  intended 
for  use  in  France.  The  Red  Cross  ofiScials  thought  they  could 
get  a  safe  conduct  through  Bordeaux.  Mind  you.  section  4 
of  the  Neutrality  Act  requires  that  tiefore  Red  Cross  vesseb 
may  go  to  a  belligerent  port  they  must  have  a  grant  of  safe 
conduct  by  all  the  belligerent  powers  named  by  the  President 
in  his  proclamation. 

We  had  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  State.  Mr.  Long,  and 
Mr.  Norman  Davis,  president  of  the  Red  Cross,  before  us 
today.  Of  course  Prance  would  grant  a  safe  conduct.  Ger- 
many has  said  they  would  not  interfere  with  the  ship  at  all. 
but  by  the  time  the  McKccsport  arrives  in  the  harbor  of 
Bordeaux  that  port  might  be  in  the  process  of  being  bombed 
by  the  Germans,  or  it  might  be  mined,  and  therefore  they 
could  not  grant  safe  conduct 

There  is.  however,  a  more  difficult  and  impossible  situation 
than  that.  One  section  of  the  Neutrality  Act  requires  that 
all  of  the  l>enigercnt  governments  named  in  the  President's 
proclamation  shall  also  grant  safe  conduct.  Mr.  Long  testi- 
fied before  us  today  that  there  were  three  of  the  governments 
whose  officials  they  could  not  find  even  to  communicate  with 
them,  namely.  Belgium.  Holland,  and  Norway,  and  therefore 
It  is  wholly  impossible  for  American  Red  Cross  ships  to  go 
to  any  belligerent  port  with  the  language  of  section  4  in  the 
law. 

The  situation  now  is  that,  not  being  able  to  get  a  grant 
of  safe  conduct  from  all  these  governments,  the  vessel  has 
been  routed  to  B:lbao.  Spain,  which  is  a  neutral  port,  but 
both  Mr.  Long  and  Mr.  Norman  Davis  have  doubts  as  to 
whether  the  relief  materials  on  the  vessel  can  be  success- 
fully carried  through  Spain  into  France  for  distribution.  If 
they  cannot,  and  they  cannot  be  taken  Into  any  other 
belligerent  port,  there  appears  to  be  nothing  for  the  vessel 
to  do  except  to  return  to  the  United  States. 

With  the  language  to  which  I  have  referred  eliminated, 
if  they  could  do  nothing  else,  they  could  probably  run  into 
London  or  Liverpool,  or  some  other  port,  and  use  for  relief 
these  goods  which  have  been  purchased  by  the  American 
people,  and  are  being  shipped  over  there,  and  are  badly 
needed. 

It  might  be  possible  that  they  would  be  able  to  go  Into 
Bordeaux,  under  the  changed  situation  which  exists,  pro- 
vided they  can  go  into  a  l)elligerent  port  without  the  neces- 
sity of  a  grant  of  safe  conduct  by  all  the  belligerents. 

Of  course,  it  is  an  impossible  situation.  In  the  com- 
mittee the  use  of  this  power  without  that  restraint  was  fully 
discussed.  It  is  evident  that  there  is  more  danger  at- 
tached to  It  than  there  would  be  if  they  had  safe  conduct 
from  all  the  governments. 


Mr.  Davis  was  questioned  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Clark]  and  others  as  to  whether  or  not  if  he  had  the 
authority  he  would  attempt  to  run  a  blockade.  He  said 
the  answer  to  that  would  be  certainly  not,  that  he  would 
not  attempt  such  a  thing  as  that. 

There  is  another  responsibility  besides  Mr.  Norman  Davis* 
responsibility  in  the  matter.  An  American  Red  Cross  vessel 
has  no  more  right  to  go  into  a  combat  area  than  has  any 
other  American  vessel,  without  the  permission  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  SUtes.  The  President  has  to  my  knowl- 
edge granted  only  one  permit  to  an  American  vessel  to  go 
within  the  broad  combat  areas  he  has  established,  and  that 
was  for  the  ships  sent  over  to  bring  back  citizens  of  the 
United  States  from  the  belligerent  countries.  That  is  the 
only  exception  the  President  has  made.  He  certainly  would 
not  grant  a  permit  to  a  Red  Cross  vessel  to  go  into  a 
combat  area  where  there  was  a  blockade  or  where  there 
was  any  danger  of  the  Red  Cross  vessel  being  sunk. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  s^eld? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  think  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  will  agree  that  the  assurance  given  the  committee 
by  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  representing  the  State 
Department,  was  equally  as  strong  as  the  assiirance  of  the 
head  of  the  American  Red  Cross  that  this  power  would  not 
be  used  for  the  purpose  of  running  a  blockade.  I  may  say 
that  I  had  very  great  misgivings  about  this  joint  resolution, 
and  still  have  some  misgivings,  but  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say 
that  the  assurance  on  the  part  of  the  official  representative 
of  the  State  Department  as  to  the  use  to  be  made  of  this 
power  in  case  of  a  blockade  was  fully  as  strong  as  that  of  the 
head  of  the  American  Red  Cross. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  agree  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  should  like  to  know  what  the  term  "nmning 
a  blockade"  means.  Does  it  imply  going  in  without  previous 
arrangement,  or  what  application  is  given  that  language? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  certainly  take  it  that  if  the  governments 
involved  should  consent  that  a  Red  Cross  ship  could  go  in, 
as  they  did  during  the  World  War,  that  would  not  be  running 
a  blockade. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  can  understand  they  would  not  rtm  a  block- 
ade if  there  were  a  general  understanding  and  consent  that  a 
ship  might  pass  through. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  That  was  done  during  the  World  War, 
and  it  may  be  done  again  now. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  was  constrained  to  propound  the  question 
because  the  joint  resolution  itself  makes  no  reference  textu- 
ally  to  any  such  thing. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  No.  That  was  involved  In  the  discussion 
in  the  committee  with  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  president  of  the  Red  Cross. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho.  I  suppose  that  England  is  now  in 
a  state  of  blockade.  Perhaps  English  ports  are  blockaded. 
At  least  Germany  has  been  sinking  every  ship  going  in  and 
coming  out  of  English  ports  that  she  could  sink,  with  sub- 
marines and  airplanes,  and  very  likely  will  intensify  that 
so-called  blockade.  How  would  this  Joint  resolution  benefit 
the  situation,  under  those  conditions? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  would  not,  if  those  conditions  existed- 
Still,  there  are  other  countries  where  there  is  suffering.  The 
Red  Cross  is  trying  to  do  something.  There  is  no  doubt  at 
aU  that  if  any  country  is  blockaded,  either  from  the  air  or 
from  the  water,  that  would  end  it  so  far  as  the  Red  Cross 
was  concerned,  or  so  far  as  any  of  our  vessels  were  con- 
cerned. We  tried  to  exempt  the  Red  Cross  vessels,  or  ves- 
sels chartered  and  operated  by  the  Red  Cross,  and  carrying 
Red  Cross  materials,  from  the  mandatory  provision  in  sec- 
tion 2  (a)  of  the  Neutrality  Act,  which  makes  it  absolutely 
unlawful  for  an  American  vessel  to  go  to  any  belligerent 
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port.  We  desired,  if  there  was  no  danger,  to  have  a  Red 
Cross  ship  go.  so  we  put  that  language  in  the  law,  providing 
they  could  go  when  they  were  granted  safe  conduct  by  all 
the  belligerent  powers.  That  is  impossible  now,  becatise 
some  of  the  countries  have  not  any  official  representatives. 
But  the  main  protection  comes  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  after  alL  The  vessels  cannot  go  to  any  bel- 
ligerent ports  without  going  through  combat  areas,  and  no 
American  vessel,  whether  it  be  a  Red  Cross  vessel  or  not. 
can  go  into  such  an  area  without  the  permission  of  the 
President;  and  so  far  he  has  been  very  chary  in  giving  his 
permission.  He  has  made  but  one  exception,  that  being  as 
to  our  refugee  ships.  At  that  time  he  took  every  precaution 
to  notify  all  the  belligerent  powers  that  those  ships  were 
refugee  ships,  that  they  were  carrying  nothing  except  food 
necessary  to  supply  our  citizens  while  they  were  k>eing 
brought  back. 

There  may  be.  and  probably  will  be.  a  great  restriction  on 
the  use  of  the  Red  Cross. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  noUce  that  in  the  Joint  resoluUon  the 
Item  of  food  has  been  included. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Yes.  ^  .  .     ,    ^ 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  May  we  understand  that  that  is  food 
merely  for  those  who  are  in  the  ship  or  who  may  return  with 
the  ship,  or  is  It  food  to  be  deUvered  to  the  needy  in  the 
countries  which  may  be  visited  by  the  ship? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  is  for  both,  as  testified  today  by  Mr. 
Norman  Davis.  He  said  that  as  a  general  thing  the  food- 
stuffs they  carried  were  canned  milk,  and  things  such  as  that 
which  children  must  have.  They  might  even  be  prevented 
from  deUvering  that  kind  of  foodstuffs  in  some  countries. 
There  might  be  objection  to  them  doing  that.  U  there  is 
objection,  they  will  have  to  stop,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  take  it  that  the  ship's  manifest  would 

show  food  included. 

Mr  PITTMAN.    Yes;  it  would  show  food. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  And  If  food  Is  precluded  by  a  blockade 
or  a  declaration  of  any  belligerent  naUon,  then  that  declara- 
tion would  apply  in  regard  to  the  item  of  food. 

Mr  PITTMAN.  It  would,  and  the  President  would  not  be 
Justifltd  in  allowing  a  ship  to  go  through  such  a  combat  area, 
because  it  would  Involve  a  risk  which  the  Congress  does  not 
Intend  shall  be  taken. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  think  the  Illustration  of  the 
point  was  brought  out  In  the  discussion  this  morning  before 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  when  Mr.  Davis  and 
Assistant  Secretary  Long  testified  that  the  Italian  Govern- 
ment sUted  that  they  would  like  to  see  every  item  on  the 
manifest  before  they  would  grant  safe  conduct.  They  did  not 
object  to  the  Item  of  food,  but  they  did  state  that  under  the 
Italian  law  soaps  and  motor  vehicles  were  unconditional  con- 
traband, soap  by  reason  of  being  a  fat,  and  motor  vehicles 
being  contraband  In  every  nation  in  the  world. 

The  quesUon  was  asked  Mr.  Davis  and  Mr  Long  as  to 
what  would  happen  if  an  Italian  ship  should  stop  the  Red 
Cross  vessel  and.  after  examining  the  manifest,  confiscate 
the  soap  and  the  motor  vehicles  on  the  vessel  The  reply  was 
that  the  Red  Cross  would  simply  lose  those  items.  In  other 
words  there  is  no  question  of  the  right  of  a  nation  to  seize 
uncondiUonal  contraband  If  It  desires  so  to  do  But  the 
testimony  this  morning  was  that  the  Germans  had  raised 
no  question  as  to  the  item  of  food.  I  wish  to  speak  to  my 
own  time  about  the  Item  of  food  to  a  few  minutes:  but  tha 
Germans  raised  no  quesUon  aboiit  that,  and  it  was  a^eed. 
apparenUy,  on  all  sides  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions this  morning,  that  If  Italy  or  any  other  belligerent 
should  stop  the  vessel  on  the  ground  that  soap  or  motor  vehi- 
cles ambulances,  and  trucks  for  transportation  of  niedlcai 
suppUes  were  contraband,  and  should  take  them  off,  there 
would  simply  be  no  quesUon  that  the  Red  Cross  would  have 


to  lose  them.  No  totemaUonal  tocldent  would  be  created  by 
such  a  seizure.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  will  agree 
with  me  to  that  statement,  I  am  sure.  •     ^  w    »v-. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Of  course,  the  amendment  offered  by  tne 
Senator  from  Missouri  provides  expressly  that  the  vessel 
shall  not  be  armed,  or  under  convoy.  _  ,j« 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  win  my  colleague  yield? 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield.  ^     .^  w  i, 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  If  the  ship  In  quesUon  should  be  sunk 
without  being  stopped,  and  If  It  carried  what  was  l^nown 
naUonally  or  intemaUonally  as  contraband,  then  what  would 
be  our  posiUon.  inasmuch  as  the  ship  was  carrying  contra- 
band? 1  i  »  # 
Mr.  PITTMAN.  Of  course,  we  could  have  no  complaint  u 
it  were  carrying  contraband,  provldtog  It  was  sunk  to  ac- 
cordance with  international  law— and  I  presume  that  Is 
what  the  Senator  means? 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    Yes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Red  Cross  ships  are  marked  all  over  with 
Red  Cross  insignia.  Everyone  Is  notified  of  the  weight,  the 
size,  and  the  character  of  the  ship.  Everyone  Is  notified  that 
It  is  not  armed.  There  is  no  excuse  for  a  submarine  sinking 
It  without  notice.  That  was  not  done  during  the  Worid  War. 
and  I  do  not  think  it  wUl  be  done  by  any  nation  which  knows 
that  the  ship  is  a  Red  Cross  ship.  If  the  ship  is  legally 
searched  and  it  is  found  to  contato  contraband,  and  the 
contraband  should  be  confiscated,  we  could  not  complain. 
That  is  all  there  is  to  it.  _    .. .         ^ 

The  Red  Cross  realizes  that  It  wlU  be  quite  difficult  to  render 
relief  to  the  millions  of  suffertog  people  to  Europe  now  by 
reason  of  the  very  extraordinary  condlUons  in  the  war  that  is 
gotog  on.  and  they  wiU  not  attempt  it  except  when  they  can 
do  so  to  comparative  safety. 

Mr  McCARRAN.  I  take  It  that  the  ship  In  quesUon  car- 
ries the  American  flag.  I  take  It  that  It  carries  the  universal 
insignia  of  the  Red  Cross.  If  by  any  chance  It  should  be 
sunk,  there  Is  nothing  that  would  so  incite  the  American  peo- 
ple toward  war,  notwithstandtog  the-fact  tliat  It  might  be 
proved  that  it  carried  contraband. 

Mr  PITTMAN.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that.  So  far  as 
I  can  see,  there  is  no  absolute  safety  In  attempting  to  dis- 
tribute relief  to  the  refugees  and  woimded  and  suffertog  to  the 
warring  countries,  and  we  must  decide  on  one  poUcy  or  the 
other— whether  we  shall  attempt  to  render  the  aid,  which  it 
seems  Impossible  can  come  from  anywhere  else,  and  possibly 
take  some  few  little  chances  in  connecUon  with  it.  or  whether 
we  shall  say  we  will  not  take  any  chances  at  all.  I  do  not 
think  there  are  as  great  chances  of  danger  as  some  may 
think  I  do  not  believe  that  any  of  the  countries  of  the  world 
today  would  deliberately  sink  a  Red  Cross  ship.  I  have  never 
known  that  to  occur  to  all  history.  However,  some  of  the 
things  on  the  ship  may  be  taken  off  the  ship. 

Mr  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  joint  resolution.  However,  I  do  not  ask  that  ac- 
Uon  be  taken  on  the  request  untU  others  have  spoken  on  the 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Exxskdo  In  the  chair), 
li  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr  McNARY.  T)x  request  has  been  made,  but  that 
should  not  cut  off  the  debate,  and  I  ask  that  action  on  the 
request  be  postponed  untU  the  debate  is  concluded.  I 
should  prefer  that  the  debate  be  concluded  first. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Yes;  I  ask  that  that  be  included  to  my 

Mr  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  no  totentlon  on 
my  part  to  delay  action  on  this  proposaL  If  the  Senate  In- 
tends to  act  upon  It.  it  must  be  acted  upon  immediately, 
because  the  need  Is  great.  In  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee I  believe  I  was  the  only  one  who  opposed  reporting 
the  Jotot  resolution  to  the  Senate,  and  I  want  to  make  a 
statement  with  reference  to  my  view  on  the  matter. 

The  present  neutraUty  Uw  exempU  from  the  prohibition 
agatast  sending  American  vessels  to  belligerent  ports  after  a 
Presidentia'  proclamaUon  has  been  made  Red  Cross  vessels, 
or  those  which  are  under  the  control  of  the  Red  Cross  and 
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carrying  Red  Cross  supplies,  provided  the  belligerents  them- 
selves give  approval.  In  this  particular  case  the  ship  was 
cleared  without  having  such  approval  from  several  of  the 
belligerents.  It  is  now  probably  2  days  out  from  Bordeaux. 
An  attempt  was  made  to  secxire  approval  or  safe  conduct 
from  Germany  and  Italy.  Germany  stated,  as  was  presented 
to  the  committee,  and  as  referred  to  by  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  IMr. 
PrrrMANl.  that  she  did  not  feel  in  a  position  to  give  safe 
conduct  to  Bordeaux  because  of  the  uncertain  condition  of 
the  war  situation  at  that  point.  Italy  said  that  she  could  not 
do  so. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  think  it  should  be  emphasized 
that,  so  far  as  Germany  was  concerned,  as  the  committee 
was  informed  this  morning,  Germany  raised  no  question  as 
to  the  character  of  the  ship,  or  her  willingness  to  permit  the 
ship  to  pass  across  the  seas. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     NMie  whatever.  , 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  suggestion  of  Germany  was 
that  she  could  not  Insure  safe  conduct  because  of  the  fact 
that  Bordeaux  might  possibly  be  another  Dunkerque,  for 
instance,  by  the  time  the  Red  Cross  ship  arrived  there. 
Therefore  Germany  could  not  grant  safe  conduct. 

Italy  raised  objecti(»i  on  cmother  ground.  Italy  said  she 
would  insist  on  a  detailed  copy  of  the  manifest,  and  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  two  articles  which  might  be  in- 
cluded— and  which,  in  fact,  are  included — were  unconditional 
contraband  under  Italian  law. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  The  Senator  from  Missouri  is  entirely 
correct.  Germany  took  the  position,  and  a  perfectly  reason- 
able position,  that,  because  of  the  uncertain  conditions,  she 
could  not  give  safe  cwiduct  or  guarantee  safe  conduct,  which 
she  might  not  be  in  a  position  to  enforce. 

Italy  refused  to  give  safe  conduct  because  under  her  law 
motor  vehicles  and  soap,  among  other  articles,  are  contra- 
band, and  they  might  be  on  the  vessel's  manifest.  She 
therefore  refused  to  give  safe  conduct.  In  response  to  my 
query,  the  witnesses  before  us  said  that  those  articles  were 
on  this  boat. 

The  lx)at  is  now  a  couple  of  days  out.  boimd  for  Bordeaux. 
It  cannot  go  in  without  safe  conduct.  We  are  asked  to  adopt 
a  Joint  resolution  to  obviate  the  necessity  for  that  safe  con- 
duct. If  we  do  so,  and  if  the  boat  contains  contraband  ar- 
ticles, as  it  is  said  it  does,  which  Italy  refuses  to  clear,  and 
proceeds  on  its  voyage,  and  If  Italy  comes  with  a  submarine 
or  a  cruiser  or  any  other  war  vessel  and  insists  on  the  right 
of  search  and  confiscation  of  that  material  from  a  Red  Cross 
boat,  as  has  heen  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada, 
what  position  would  we  be  in? 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  Incident  that  would  so  inflame 
the  minds  of  the  American  people  as  the  holding  up  of  a 
Red  Cross  vessel  and  the  confiscation  of  articles  on  It  con- 
tributed through  the  generosity  of  the  American  people  for 
the  help  of  the  needy.  That  Is  the  reason  why  I  in  the  com- 
mittee refused  to  support  the  joint  resolution,  and  I  cannot 
now  support  it  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  PI'l'l'MAN.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
unanimous-consent  request  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La 
PoLLrm]  desired  to  be  heard  on  the  matter.  For  that  rea- 
son I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roU,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adama 

BUbo 

Hy  11199 

Danabcr 

Andrews 

Bone 

Oftpper 

DaTla 

Aahunt 

Brtdges 

Can  way 

Donahey 

Austin 

Brown 

Chandler 

Downey 

BaUey 

Billow 

Clark.  Idaho 

Ellender 

B»nkhf>d 

Bxirke 

Clark,  llo. 

Oeorse 

Bvkiey 

Byrtl 

Onnnally 

Gerry 

Olllette 

Green 

Ouffey 

Ourney 

Hale 

Harrison 

Batch 

Bayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Colo. 

King 


La  Follette 
Lee 


Lucas 

Lundeen 

HcCarran 

IfcKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

IClUer 

Mlnton 

Uurray 

Neely 

Norrls 


Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Pittman 

Radcliffe 

Reed 

Reynolds 

Russell 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Shlpstead 

Slattery 

Smathers 


Smith 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Tobey 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

White 

Wiley 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Lee  in  the  chair) .  Eighty- 
eight  Senators  have  answered  to  their  names.  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  PtttmanI  has  made  a 
unanimous-consent  request  that  Senate  Joint  Resolution  279 
be  considered  at  this  time.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to 
object,  I  should  like  to  be  recognized  for  a  moment  to  sub- 
mit a  question  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  which  question 
did  not  arise  this  morning  in  the  committee.  However,  it 
seems  to  me  to  beta  definitely  on  the  point. 

I  assume  that  we  still  would  prefer  not  to  send  any  Ameri- 
can ships  with  anything — even  with  Red  Cross  supplies — into 
any  portion  of  the  maritime  world  which  might  be  dangerous. 
Therefore,  if  ample  tonnage  Is  still  available  under  other 
flags,  and  particularly  under  the  British  flag  and  the  French 
flag,  to  carry  Red  Cross  supplies  going  to  those  countries,  why 
should  not  the  same  rule  apply  in  respect  to  Red  Cross  sup- 
plies as  applies  to  other  commodities? 

Then  we  come  to  the  question  of  whether  or  not  shipping 
facilities  are  available.  Upon  that  question  I  wish  to  quote 
from  a  letter  which  Representative  George  Bates,  of  Massa- 
chusetts, has  received  from  the  Maritime  Commission.  The 
Commission  quotes  an  important  publication  in  New  York 
as  follows,  under  date  of  May  29: 

Shipping  authorities  of  Great  Britain  and  Prance,  at  the  outset 
of  the  European  war  confronted  with  the  problem  of  acquiring 
additional  merchant  vessels  to  transport  war  materials  now  have  an 
abundance  of  tonnage  available.  The  present  situation  reflect* 
sharp  contrast  to  the  frenzied  scramble  made  by  the  Allies  for 
American  and  other  neutral  tonnage  at  premium  {nrlces  up  to  a 
couple  of  months  ago. 

Our  Maritime  Commission  sajrs: 

It  would  appear  from  the  above  that  the  Allies  have  sufficient 
merchant  tonnage  to  move  whatever  war  supplies,  foodstuffs,  and 
other  essential  materials  they  may  reqvUre  from  the  United  States. 

I  submit  this  question  to  the  Senator:  If  it  be  true  that 
Great  Britain  and  Prance  now  have  sufficient  merchant 
tonnage  to  move  whatever  is  required,  why  should  we  break 
down  in  any  respect  the  particular  injtmction  aga'nst  the 
use  of  American  ships  which  we  wrote  into  the  neutrality 
law  last  faU? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  see  very  much 
change  in  the  situation  from  what  we  anticipated  when  we 
drafted  the  provision  with  regard  to  the  Red  Cross.  I  voted 
for  the  exception  with  regard  to  the  Red  Cross  vessels  be- 
cause for  many  years,  indeed  from  time  immemorial.  Red 
Cross  vessels  have  had  a  unique  status  In  the  marine  world. 
Throughout  all  history  in  war.  Red  Cross  vessels  have  been 
held  sacred  by  all  the  warring  powers.  Red  Cross  vessels 
were  held  sacred  during  the  World  War.  That  Is  the  last 
experience  we  have  had. 

This  war  has  been  very  short.  As  I  recollect,  not  a  single 
Red  Cross  ship  was  sunk  during  the  World  War;  and  they 
were  going  to  all  ports  at  that  time.  Unless  the  Senator 
has  in  mind  that  different  conditions  of  war  apply  to  Red 
Cross  vessels  than  apply  to  ordinary  merchantmen,  then,  of 
course,  the  argument  of  the  Senator  applies  to  any  vessel. 

So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  if  foreign  vessels 
could  be  obtained  to  carry  the  goods  under  the  terms  and 
conditions  that  they  must  be  moved  by  the  Red  Cross,  and 
that  the  vessels  must  be  chartered  to  the  Red  Cross  and  be 
under  the  direct  control  of  the  Red  Cross,  it  would  be 
preferable,  of  course.    So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  should 


I  - . 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


a485 


urge  the  Red  Cross  to  follow  that  pracUce.    But  it  never 
has  been  done  before. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  point  is  simply  this:  Last  fall 
Congress  said  in  its  wisdom  that  even  a  Red  Cross  ship 
should  not  enter  certain  waters  without  a  safe  conduct 
from  the  belligerent  coimtries  involved.  Now  we  are  pro- 
posing to  say  that  Red  Cross  ships  shall  go  without  a  safe 
conduct  because  a  safe  conduct  cannot  be  obtained.  There- 
fore they  must  go  at  greater  risk  than  they  would  have  gone 
under  the  condition  precedent. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  We  do  not  say  they  must  go.  We  say 
that  if  the  President  of  the  United  States  considers  it  safe 
to  go  in  any  part  of  the  aone  he  Jixay  permit  it.  That  is 
now  the  law. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  confess  great  sjmapathy  with  the 
viewpoint  of  the  able  Senator  from  Iowa;  and  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned  I  very  reluctantly  consented  in  the  committee 
to  this  action,  because  it  seems  to  me  that  when  we  de- 
mand a  safe  conduct  and  faU  to  get  it.  and  then  propose  to 
proceed  without  one.  obviously  we  are  multipljring  the  haz- 
ards. I  do  not  think  we  should  multiply  any  hazards  at 
this  time.  I  think  we  confront  about  all  the  hazards  we  can 
assimilate.  Yet  we  all.  of  course,  want  to  sustain  this  great 
humanitarian  work,  and  to  do  anything  we  can  for  the 
sufferers  in  the  war  areas.  But  if  it  is  possible  to  ship  the 
supplies  under  foreign  signal  flags — and  the  statement  1 
have  read  from  the  Maritime  Commission  would  indicate 
that  it  still  can  be  done  under  foreign  signal  flags — it  seems 
to  me  It  would  be  preferable  to  leave  the  law  as  It  is,  and 
let  the  Red  Cross  work  proceed  under  our  auspices  in  ships 
which  carry  foreign  signal  flags. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    From  the  evidence  received  this  morn- 
ing, it  is  impossible  to  comply  with  the  provision  requiring 
safe  conduct  by  all  belligerent  nations,  and,  therefore,  we 
might  just  as  well  stop.    We  are  trying  to  see  if  we  can  go 
on  with  Red  Cross  relief  without  that  restriction,  because 
the  restriction  makes  it  impossible. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  will  yield  in  a  moment.    It  might  be 
better  to  have  foreign  vessels  become  American  Red  Cross 
vessels.    They  have  got  to  be  designated,  whether  they  are 
foreign  or  not,  as  American  Red  Cross  vessels,  and  they  have 
got  to  have  some  American  Red  Cross  personnel  on  board  in 
charge  of  them.    Of  course,  if  a  foreign  ship  in  the  service 
of  the  Red  Cross  were  sunk  there  would  not  be  as  many 
American  citizens  lost;  perhaps  one  or  two  Americans  would 
lose  their  lives,  but  there  would  be  the  same  cry  probably 
against  the  sinking  of  a  vessel  killing  but  three  or  four 
Red  Cross  officers  as  U  a  dozen  of  them  were  killed. 

However,  the  main  proposition  is  this:  The  Congress  in 
special  session  in  1939  decided  practically  unanimously.  1 
think,  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  shoiild  have 
the  power  to  designate  combat  areas,  knowing  that  the 
designation  of  such  combat  areas  would  be  a  greater  pro- 
tection than  the  simple  prohibition  of  American  vessels 
going  to  beUigerent  ports,  because  American  ships  which 
were  sunk  in  1917  were  sunk  away  out  at  sea.  and  some  of 
them  were  not  going  to  beUigerent  ports.  The  provision  as 
to  combat  areas  was  the  strongest  protection  in  the  act.  and 
yet  we  had  to  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  President  to 
fix  the  combat  areas.  Many  said  he  never  would  fix  them 
but  the  first  thing  he  did  was  to  fix  them. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Let  me  conclude  the  explanation.  The 
President  took  in  the  whole  of  Europe,  though  he  did  not 
have  to.  Not  only  that,  but  in  the  NeutraUty  Act  we  had  to 
grant  him  the  discreUon  to  determine  when  it  was  to  the 
interest  of  this  Government  to  make  an  exception  to  the 
combat-area  provision.  He  has  made  only  one  exception  so 
far.  and  that  was  to  permit  American  relief  ships  to  go  into 
combat  zones  to  bring  home  our  citizens.  That  is  the  wily 
exception.  Section  3  of  the  law  grants  the  President  abso- 
lute power  over  American  Red  Cross  vessels.  He  can  pro- 
hibit any  one  of  them  from  going  anywhere  near  Europe^ 
he  can  prevent  all  our  other  ships  from  going  there.    We 


have  had  to  trust  that  discretion  to  him  because  It  is  some- 
thing that  cannot  be  handled  without  a  discretion;  he  can 
stop  any  one  of  these  Red  Cross  ships  any  minute  he  wants 
to,  and  I  have  no  doubt  he  will  stop  them  If  there  is  danger 
of  their  being  sunk. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield?  _ 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  If,  In  the 
hearings  on  this  measure,  there  was  any  tesUmony  to  show 
whether  or  not.  in  the  event  the  Red  Cross  ships  of  our  own 
country  were  not  permitted  to  go  abroad,  the  Red  Cross  _ 
service  could  still  be  performed  by  other  ships  flying  other 
flags  than  that  of  our  own  country? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  No;  there  was  no  testimony  on  that  sub- 
ject at  all. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
there? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  was  going  to  say  that  my  recollec- 
tion of  the  testimony  is  that  Mr.  Davis  stated  that  Red  Croea 
supplies  were  now  going  abroad  in  vessels  of  foreign  flags. 
He  mentioned  the  fact  that  on  ships  carrying  armament  and 
caissons  Red  Cross  supplies  should  be  well  packed  in  between 

the  other  cargo. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  That  is  true.  I  thought  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  meant  if  he  were  chartering  any  foreign  vessels  for 
use  as  Red  Cross  vessels. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  is  right.  I  meant  to  ask. 
assuming  that  It  would  not  be  possible  to  get  safe  conduct 
for  American  ships  carrying  Red  Cross  supplies,  whether  or 
not  there  was  before  the  committee  any  evidence  which  would 
show  that  Red  Cross  service  could  yet  be  carried  on  in  other 
ships  not  flying  the  American  flag,  so  that  there  would  be 
no  interruption  of  the  service? 

Mr.  pmMAN.  Undoubtedly.  As  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin says,  it  was  staled  that  Red  Cross  relief  material  is 
being  shipped  on  many  vessels  to  countries  in  Europe  as  fast 
as  the  vessels  are  able  to  take  them. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  take  it  for  granted,  from  the  debate 
here  on  the  floor,  that  the  only  reason  American  ships  are 
being  used  is  that  at  the  time  this  particular  cargo  went  over 
there  were  no  other  available  ships.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  That  was  not  testified  to.  but  undoubt- 
edly that  is  true.  We  know  the  fact  to  be  that  all  vessels 
untU  recently  were  engaged  in  carrying  Red  Cross  supplies. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  think  a  great  many  of  us  who  are  not 
on  the  committee,  and  are  not  so  fanUliar  as  are  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  and  other  members  of  it,  are  wonder- 
ing to  what  extent  the  shipment  of  Red  Cross  supplies  wUl 
be  curtaUed  if  our  own  ships  are  prohibited  from  going  Into 
these  zones.  That  is  something  that  interests  me,  and  I 
should  like  to  have  that  evidence  in  deciding  my  own  position 
on  the  matter. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  could  not  say  as  to  that. 
Mr.  WHITE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  testimony  before  the  committee  was 
tliat  forelgn-fiag  ships  were  being  utilized  to  the  fullest  pos- 
sible extent  for  carrying  munitions  and  materials  of  war.  as 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  has  indicated,  and  the  only 
chance  that  the  Red  Cross  had  of  getting  any  of  these  sup- 
pUes  on  those  vessels  was  to  flU  in  the  chinks,  so  to  speak, 
and  only  In  very  nominal  quantities,  such  as- could  be  sand- 
wiched in  between  the  other  cargo. 

Mr.  TYDXNGS.  In  other  words,  the  Senator's  answer 
leaves  me  under  the  impression  that  the  reason  an  American 
ship  is  going  to  Europe  is  that  the  other  ships  to  wliich  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  adverted"  are  not  available  for  carry- 
ing Red  Cross  supplies;  that  it  is  Impossible  to  get  ships  that 
will  fiy  foreign  flags  to  carry  nothing  but  Red  Cross  cargo  at 
this  juncture  when  ships  are  in  such  demand  for  the  Allies. 

for  other  supplies?  _,    x,    .^     * 

Mr  PITTMAN.  I  do  not  know,  but  It  is  pcrfecUy  evident 
that  the  Red  Cross  had  to  charter  this  American  vessel  to 
carry  $500,000  worth  of  suppUes  to  Europe.    It  is  a  whole 
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shipload.  It  Is  being  taken  to  one  port  for  distribution  In 
one  section  of  the  world.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind 
that  the  officers  of  the  Red  Cross  are  just  as  anxious  as  we 
are  to  keep  their  vessels  from  being  sunk  and  lives  lost; 
In  fact,  they  are  probably  a  little  more  humane  than  we  arc, 
as  a  general  thing. 

I  believe  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  demon- 
strated by  the  way  he  designated  the  combat  areas,  and  has 
kept  an  ships  out  of  them,  that  he  realizes  the  Importance 
of  preventing  one  of  our  vessels  carrying  American  citizens 
being  sunk;  and  I  do  not  think  he  will  be  very  lenient  in 
the  matter.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Michigan  that 
foreign  vessels  can  be  chartered  to  carry  these  supplies  in 
the  future.  The  Red  Cross,  through  caution,  and  the 
President,  through  caution,  would  require  that  It  be  done; 
but  we  are  faced  today  with  the  fact  that  we  have  a  limi- 
tation in  the  act  which  is  impossible  of  performance.  It  is 
Impossible  to  get  a  grant  of  safe  conduct  from  five  or  six 
belligerent  countries,  especially  as  three  of  them  cannot 
be  found. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Two  of  them  have  been  found.  As  I 
understand  from  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Iowa,  two  of  the  belligerents  have  been  found,  namely, 
Germany  and  Italy.  These  two  belligerents  have  refused 
safe  conduct,  as  I  gather  that  from  the  statement  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Iowa.  That  being  so.  this  resolution  seeks 
to  set  aside  a  provision  of  the  neutrality  law  which  we  passed 
during  the  special  session  of  Congress.     It  not  that  true? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Certainly. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  So.  two  belligerents  having  refused 
safe  conduct  for  some  reason  or  other — and  they  could  both 
be  found  and  were  found — I  should  like  to  know  why  we 
should  fly  in  the  face  of  war? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  This  amendment  does  not  require  us  to 
"fly  in  the  face  of  war."  and  we  cannot  fly  anjrwhere  so  long 
as  the  provision  to  which  I  have  referred  is  on  the  statute 
books.  It  will  not  be  flying  in  the  face  of  war  when  it  is 
removed  from  the  books  so  far  as  safe  conduct  is  concerned. 
The  intention  to  injure  one  and  safe  conduct  are  two  dif- 
ferent things.  Germany,  according  to  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Breckenridge  Long,  said  this  vessel  would  be  all  right  going 
across  the  ocean  until  it  got  to  Bordeaux;  that  they  would 
not  interfere  with  it.  They  said  they  would  not  interfere 
with  it  even  at  Bordeaux  unless,  they  explained,  they  might 
perhaps  be  bombing  Bordeaux  at  that  time  or  the  harbor 
might  be  mined.  They  do  not  object  to  this  ship  going 
there;  they  would  not  protect  the  ship;  they  simply  said, 
"we  Will  give  it  safe  conduct;  and  it  will  have  to  take  its 
own  chances."  That  is  what  they  told  us.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  if  the  harbor  was  being  bombed  or  the  officers  of  the 
vessel  were  informed  that  the  harbor  was  mined,  they  would 
be  foolish  to  take  the  chance.  I  do  not  think  anybody 
would  be  foolish  enough  to  do  it.  On  the  other  hand,  with 
a  complete  conquest  of  France,  and  with  Bordeaux  in  the 
possession  of  the  Germans — I  assiune  that  is  an  event  that 
Will  probably  occur  sometime  soon — they  would  not  con- 
tinue bombing  that  port. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  a  headline  in  the  news- 
paper I  picked  up  a  few  minutes  ago  indicates  that  the  war 
is  still  going  on,  and  that  Greet  Britain  is  urging  Prance  to 
continue  in  the  war;  so  Bordeaux  may  be  in  a  condition  of 
siege,  or  it  may  be  bombed,  at  the  very  time  this  ship  ap> 
proaches  the  port. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  There  Is  no  doubt  in  the  world  that  If 
that  is  going  on,  nobody  will  attempt  to  break  in  through 
that  port.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  what  those  directing  the  ship 
want  to  do  now  Is  to  have  It  go  somewhere  else.  Here  Is  a 
whole  shipload  of  goods  which  has  been  contributed  by  the 
American  people,  a  million  dollars'  worth,  and  we  do  not 
know  where  to  take  it.  Finally  we  have  billed  it  to  a  neutral 
port.  Bilbao,  Spain,  and  when  we  get  it  there  we  do  not 
know  what  we  can  do  with  it  there.    We  cannot  take  it  to 


any  other  so-called  belligerent  port  under  this  law.  We 
shall  have  to  bring  it  back.  It  will  be  a  great  deal  better  to 
find  some  port  that  is  not  blockaded,  some  place  where  there 
are  suffering  people,  and  run  in  there  and  dump  the  cargo. 
We  do  not  want  to  bring  it  back  here:  but  we  shall  have  to 
bring  it  back  here  if  we  leave  that  provision  in  the  act. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  the  only 
reason  why  I  inquired  of  my  colleague,  the  able  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  is  that  there  never 
was  an  hour,  so  far  as  I  know,  when  this  country  was  facing 
such  an  emergency — an  emergency  which  was  created,  I  am 
sorry  to  say.  by  some  expressions  which  were  uttered  by  the 
head  of  this  Government  not  very  long  ago  which  aroused 
the  hatred  of  foreign  coimtries  at  war.  a  hatred  which  we 
should  not  have  engendered.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  every- 
thing possible  may  be  done  now  to  throw  us  over  the  precipice 
and  into  war.  It  was  an  unfortunate  thing,  an  unhappy 
event.  I  think  that  is  recognized  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  America  today.  Be  that  as  it  may,  it  is  an 
event  of  the  past  so  far  as  we  are  concerned. 

We  have  known,  however — it  has  been  disclosed  to  the  Sen- 
ate— that  during  the  first  World  War  ships  went  out  of  our 
ports  under  flags  which  should  not  have  t)een  flown  at  their 
mastheads.  We  know  that  the  American  flag  was  flown  at 
the  mastheads  of  vessels  which  should  not  have  carried  that 
flag. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  also  recalls  that 
when  representations  were  made  to  certain  l)elligerents.  they 
denied  the  right  of  the  United  States  to  prevent  them  from 
using  the  American  flag  whenever  their  ojierations  hap- 
pened to  make  it  desirable  for  them  to  do  so. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator's  statement  is  entirely  cor- 
rect. Speaking  individually,  there  is  only  one  thing  in  which 
I  am  interested,  and  that  is  to  keep  America  out  of  this  war. 
I  would  sacrifice  anything  on  earth  to  save  the  sons  of  Amer- 
ican mothers  from  being  slaughtered  in  a  war  we  had  noth- 
ing to  do  with  Initiating.    We  have  no  business  over  there. 

I  know  that  Great  Britain  is  in  the  throes  of  her  greatest 
emergency.  I  sympathize  with  her;  but  I  do  not  sympathize 
with  her  enough  to  forget  that  she  declared  the  war.  and 
that  we  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  do  not  sympathize 
with  any  nation  that  declared  the  war  enough  to  say,  now 
that  they  have  lost,  that  American  blood  should  go  abroad. 
I  know  that  what  would  be  most  likely  to  bring  us  into  this 
war  would  be  the  sinking  of  a  Red  Cross  ship  with  an  Amer- 
ican flag  flying  at  Its  masthead.  Let  one  ship  with  the 
American  flag  at  its  masthead  and  the  Red  Cross  on  the 
side  be  sunk  and  every  red-blooded  American  would  rush 
Into  this  holocaust  of  hell.  We  have  no  place  there.  That 
was  done  in  1917.  Let  It  not  be  done  today  imder  the  giilse 
of  an  emergency. 

For  nearly  a  month  we  debated  the  question  whether  we 
would  relinquish  or  relax  our  neutrality  law.  We  did  relax  it, 
but  provided  that  even  Red  Cross  vessels  should  not  enter 
combat  zones.  No  exception  was  made  for  a  Red  Cross  vessel. 
Today  we  know  that  the  zone  proposed  to  be  entered  by  ship 
referred  to  is.  by  Presidential  order,  made  a  combat  zone ;  and 
3ret,  In  the  face  of  our  own  law,  created  by  a  special  session  of 
Congress,  we  now  propose  to  permit  that  ship  to  go  in  when 
two  belligerent  countries  say  they  will  not  afford  it  safe 
conduct. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  not  a  thing  In  the  make-up  of  any 
Senator,  certainly  not  in  my  make-up,  that  would  deny 
human  strccor  or  relief  to  those  who  suffer;  and  I  care  not  on 
what  fleld  they  may  fall.  Fields  matter  nothing  to  me  now. 
There  is  only  one  fleld  for  me.  and  that  is  the  fleld  which  is 
covered  by  the  Stars  and  Stripes.  That  is  the  field  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  I  would  as  soon  send  succor  and  relief 
to  the  dying  and  the  wounded  Germans  as  I  would  send  succor 
and  relief  to  the  dying  and  the  wounded  Britishers.  They  are 
all  in  an  unhappy  situation. 
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'Dmi,  however.  Is  not  the  question  here  Involved.  The 
question  Involved  Is,  Shall  we  bring  about,  by  this  Jomt  reso- 
lution, a  violation  of  our  own  law  passed  by  a  special  session 
of  Congress?  If  we  do,  and  by  any  chance  the  vessel  goes 
down,  then  will  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be 
responsible? 

I  think  it  will  be  responsible.  For  that  reason  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  support  the  joint  resolution,  and  I  hope  the  Joint 
resolution  will  not  be  pressed  at  this  time. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  intend  to 
object  to  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution  at  this 
time.  I  hope  no  objection  may  be  made,  and  that  the  Joint 
resolution  may  be  considered  upon  its  merits. 

I  entered  upon  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution 
this  morning  in  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations — and  I 
had  never  seen  the  Joint  resolution  In  print  imtil  I  arrived 
at  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations — with  very  great  mis- 
giving and  trepidation,  which  to  some  extent  I  still  retain, 
although  I  think  the  Joint  resolution  has  been  very  much  Im- 
proved in  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee. 

I  regard  with  great  trepidation  any  change  in  the  neu- 
trality sUtus  of  the  United  States  at  this  time  of  great  inter- 
naUonal  crisis.  I  particularly  regarded  with  great  misgiving 
these  suggestions  because  one  of  the  columnists  closest  to  the 
administration,  even  the  Iriographer  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  no  less  a  perscmage  than  he  who  was  selected 
to  \ie  the  hatchet  man  of  the  Postmaster  General  of  the 
United  States,  last  week  in  his  column  In  the  Washington 
Post  of  Wednesday.  June  12.  projected  two  methods  by 
which  the  United  States  might  be  involved  in  the  war.  One 
was  the  convoy  of  vessels  through  the  war  zone  by  American 
warships.    The  other  was — and  I  quote: 

A  second  alt^rnaUve  might  be  to  send  food,  clothing,  and  other 
nonmllltary  neoMBlties  In  unconvoyed  shipa  bearing  the  Insignia 
of  the  Red  Croes,  with  a  warning  that  the  torpedoing  or  bombing 
of  any  of  them  would  brtng  us  Into  the  war  as  an  acknowledged 
belligerent. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President,  as  I  say,  it  was  with  great  mis- 
giving that  I  entered  upon  the  consideration  of  this  Joint 
resolution  in  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  this  momhig. 

The  first  of  the  alternatives  suggested— that  is.  the  idea  of 
convoying  ships  through  the  danger  zone  by  American  war 
vessels — has  been  negatived  lay  the  adoption  by  the  com- 
mittee of  the  amendment  I  offered  in  the  committee  this 
morning.  The  other  danger  I  discussed  In  the  committee  this 
morning,  and  the  committee  discussed  it  at  length,  and  I 
desire  to  discuss  It  again  In  a  moment.  Let  me  say  that  another 
ground  upon  which  this  Joint  resolution  may  have  been 
Justly  regarded  with  misgiving  is  the  fact  that  it  employs  the 
device  of  general  legislation  to  take  care  of  a  particular 
situation. 

In  other  words,  on  the  plea  that  the  ship,  the  City  of 
McKeesport.  Is  ahrady  at  sea,  that  safe  conduct  has  been 
denied  It  In  the  port  of  Bordeaux,  that  to  send  it  to  the 
port  of  Bilbao,  Spain,  is  Inconvenient,  may  necessitate  either 
a  very  difficult  trucking  operation  into  France,  or  a  transfer 
of  the  cargo  into  smaller  vessels  at  Bilbao  for  transport  to 
Bordeaux,  general  legislation  is  to  be  enacted. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  no  particular  fear  with 
regard  to  aUowlng  the  City  of  McKeesport  to  ent«r  the  port 
of  Bordeaux.  I  do  not  believe  that  either  the  German  na- 
tion or  the  Italian  nation  will  Interfere  with  that  ship,  that 
Is,  to  the  extent  of  sinking  it  or  torpedoing  it.  But,  under 
the  plea  that  it  is  necessary  to  provide  for  a  particular  ship, 
we  are  asked  to  enact  general  legislaUon,  which  might  come 

back  to  plague  us.  x      j._*     * 

Mr.  President,  I  saw  that  done  once  in  the  not  too  distant 
past.  I  saw  the  State  Department  rush  up  proposed  legis- 
lation designed  to  stop  the  sailing  of  a  particular  ship  loaded 
with  arms  for  the  legitimate  government,  as  It  then  was,  of 
Spain,  to  keep  one  particular  ship  from  sailing  from  the 
port  of  San  Francisco,  and  under  that  presentation  we 
passed  general  legislaUon  with  regard  to  the  export  of  arms 
to  the  belligerents  in  Spain,  which  conceivably  may  have 
decided  the  restilt  of  the  civil  war  in  Spain,  and  also  con- 


ceivably may  have  been  a  determinative  factor  In  the  world 
war  which  afterward  ensued.  Therefore,  I  regard  it  as  bad 
pracUce  to  enact  general  legisUUon  of  very  far  reachmg 
effect  with  regard  to  a  particular  situation. 

Mr.  President,  that  brings  me  to  the  probable  effect  of 
the  Joint  resolution.  Let  me  say  that  I  finally  voted  to 
report  it  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  I 
Intend  to  vote  for  it  in  the  Senate,  In  view  of  the  assurances 
which  were  given  to  the  conunittee,  and  which  I  am  sure  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  will  state 
and  renew  to  the  Senate  at  this  time  on  behalf  of  the  SUte 
Department  and  of  the  Red  Cross, 

The  other  suggestion  which  gave  me  very  great  misgiving 
was  the  fact  that  to  line  12  of  the  Joint  resolution  appears 
the  word  "food."  Let  me  read  the  whole  amended  provision, 
which  is  very  brief: 

Section  4.  The  provisions  of  MCtkm  2  (a)— 

Which  refers  to  the  Neutrality  Act — 

■hall  not  prohibit  the  transportation  by  vwieli  xiaAmt  charter  or 
other  direction  and  control — 

And  after  the  word  "vessels"  there  was  inserted  an  amend- 
ment on  my  motion  in  these  words  "by  vessels  imdrmed  and 
not  under  convoy" —  ' 

The  provisions  of  section  2  (a)  shall  not  prohibit  the  trans- 
portation by  vessels,  unarmed  and  not  imder  convoy,  under  char- 
ter or  other  direction  and  control  of  the  American  Red  Cross 
of  officers  and  American  Red  Cross  personnel,  medical  personnrf, 
and  medical  suppUes,  food,  and  clothing,  for  the  relief  of  human 
suffering. 

Mr.  President,  so  far  as  the  cargo  of  the  City  of  McKeeS' 
port  Is  concerned,  it  contains  food,  it  contains  a  good  deal 
of  food,  and,  of  cotu-se.  food  is  contraband  of  war.  But  we 
are  assured  by  the  head  of  the  American  Red  Cross,  and 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  representing  the  State 
Department,  that  the  food  which  is  contained  in  the  present 
cargo  of  the  City  of  McKeesport  is  in  the  nature  of  medical 
suppUes.  There  is  food,  to  be  sure.  It  is  largely  in  the 
form  of  conderxsed  nailk  and  food  necessary  for  hospital 
supplies,  although  some  of  It  may  be  used  for  feeding 
refugees.  So  far  as  that  particular  cargo  is  concerned,  I  do 
not  believe  the  Germans,  or  the  Italians,  or  any  other 
belligerent,  even  as  much  as  International  public  opinion 
has  been  defied  hitherto,  would  dare  to  defy  international 
public  opinion  by  objecting  to  it 

It  was  testified  this  morning  that  during  the  World  War 
hospital  supplies  In  the  nature  of  food  of  a  similar  char- 
acter were  passed  through  the  British  blockade  by  the  per- 
mission of  the  British  Government,  and  I  believe  that  a 
similar  thing  might  be  done  now.  But  the  Joint  resolution 
as  it  stands  seemed  to  me  this  morning  to  be  susceptible 
of  an  interpretation  calculated  to  carry  out  the  first  sug- 
gestion of  the  eminent  columixist,  the  confidant  of  the 
administration.  In  other  words,  assuming  a  situation  which 
we  all  regret  and  deplore,  but  which  might  readily  exist — 
and  I  have  the  authority  of  no  less  a  person  than  Sir 
Neville  Henderson,  and  other  eminent  authorities  on  the 
subject — assimilng  such  a  situation  that  the  British  Isles 
might  be  beleaguered  by  a  counterblockade,  that  Germany, 
taking  advantage  of  its  naval  and  air  bases  on  the  English 
Channel,  and  in  Norway,  might  set  up  a  counterblockade 
against  the  British  Isles.  We  all  know  the  great  weapon 
of  Great  Britain  and  of  the  Allies  in  the  last  war.  and  of 
the  United  States  after  we  got  into  the  war.  was  to  starve 
Germany  Into  submission.  We  all  know  that  that  has  been 
the  strategy  of  the  Allies  in  this  war.  It  may  be  that.  In- 
stead of  attacking  the  British  Isles,  Germany  may  elect  to 
establish  a  cotmterblockade  of  submarines  and  airplanes, 
and  engage  in  a  counterattempt  to  starve  Great  Britain 
and  the  British  Isles. 

I  wished  to  be  assured,  in  the  consideration  of  this  mat- 
ter in  the  committee  this  morning,  that  the  word  "food" 
in  the  Joint  resolution  would  not  be  taken  as  an  authority 
to  the  American  Red  Cross  to  load  down  ships  with  food 
supplies  for  a  belligerent,  and  attempt  to  run  a  blockade. 
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with  the  certainty  that  the  other  belUgerent.  from  a  mlU- 
tary  standpoint,  was  bound  to  try  to  prevent  the  food  from 
reaching  their  enemy,  and  with  the  certainty  that  the  sink- 
ing of  the  American  Red  Cross  ship  would  bring  the  United 
States  mto  the  war. 

That  matter  was  fully  discussed  in  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  this  morning,  Mr.  Breckenridge  Long, 
AMtatant  Secretary  of  State,  representing  the  State  Depart- 
ment officially,  and  Mr.  Norman  Davis,  the  head  of  the 
American  Red  Cross.  sUted  categorically  and  repeatedly  that 
the  authority  contained  in  the  Joint  resolution  would  not 
uxxler  any  circumstances  be  taken  as  authority  to  r\m  a 
blockade  by  Red  Cross  ships  bearing  food  to  any  belligerent. 

X  should  be  glad  to  have  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  state  on  the  fJoor  of  the  Senate  at  this 
time  whether  or  not  my  recollection  of  that  Is  correct. 

Mr.  PITTMAN,  Mr.  President.  Z  am  sure  the  8en»tor'i 
•ttttrmrnt  Is  correct,  but  our  memories  can  always  tM  re- 
freshed by  referenca  to  the  report  of  the  hearings,  which 
were  Uken  down  In  shorthand  and  will  be  transcribed.  My 
memory  Is  perfectly  clear  upon  those  questions  and  answers. 
and  X  think  that  what  the  Senator  sayi  U  absolutely 
accurate. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  was  only  with  that  very 
definite  understanding  and  assurance  that  X  voted  to  report 
the  joint  resolution  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions this  morning,  and  I  did  so  with  full  knowledge  that 
the  assurance  of  any  representative  of  any  department,  or 
of  any  representative  of  such  an  organization  as  the  Red 
Cross,  no  matter  how  highly  placed,  was  a  weak  instrument 
upon  which  to  depend  in  the  face  of  a  grant  of  power  by 
law.  But.  in  view  of  the  utmost  necessity  of  this  matter, 
in  view  of  the  many-times-expressed  desire  of  the  American 
people  to  render  whatever  aid  may  be  rendered  for  the  al- 
leviation of  human  suffering,  I  voted  for  the  joint  resolution 
In  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  this  morning,  and  I 
intend  to  vote  for  it  in  the  Senate.  But  I  think  it  should  be 
voted  on  with  the  most  explicit  understanding  that  It  is  not 
to  be  taken  as  an  authorization  for  using  Red  Cross  ships 
to  run  blockades  to  supply  food  to  belligerents.  If  I  knew 
how  to  draw  an  amendment  precisely  to  take  care  of  that 
situation.  I  would  not  vote  for  the  joint  resolution  without 
such  an  amendment  in  it. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  whether  he  can  advise  us  of  a  number 
of  items  which  Great  Britain,  Germany,  and  France  have 
put  on  their  contraband  lists. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot.  I  know  the  lists 
have  been  added  to  from  time  to  time. 

Mr.  BONE.  During  the  last  war  our  vessels  were  repeatedly 
seized  by  Great  Britain,  because  of  her  control  of  the  seas, 
for  attempting  to  send  what  she  considered  to  be  contraband 
into  neutral  ports,  with  the  idea  that  the  cargoes  would  be 
transshipped  to  German  ports,  and,  on  the  theory  of  con- 
tinuous voyage,  they  were  seized. 

I  have  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  Interest  to  what  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  (Mr.  Clark  1  has  had  to  say  al>out  an 
understanding  the  State  DeF>artment  might  have  had  with 
the  committee.  But  suppose  one  of  these  ships.  Germany  or 
Italy  not  agreeing  to  its  passage,  should  be  seized  or  sunk. 
Certainly  we  all  know  that  any  vague  understanding  an 
under  officer  of  the  State  Department  might  have  reached 
with  the  committee  would  not  have  any  more  influence  than 
a  scrap  of  paper.  In  fact,  it  would  be  utterly  meaningless. 
We  can  discuss  that  here,  but  if  one  of  these  ships  should  be 
sunk  on  the  theory  that  she  was  canring  contraband,  that,  I 
think  all  would  agree,  would  t>e  so  highly  provocative  a  thing 
that,  in  the  present  state  of  mind,  it  might  be  the  match 
whi^  would  set  off  the  fire. 

It  is  very  difficult  to  handle  a  measure  such  as  this.  l>e- 
cauae  it  is  an  appealing  tiling,  but  it  is  much  more  appealing 


to  consider  the  effect  it  might  have  upon  the  lives  of  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  our  boys,  and  upon  the  life  of  the 
Republic,  if  the  country,  through  an  emotional  outburst, 
should  be  catapulted  into  war  by  reason  of  the  sinking  of  a 
Red  Cross  ship.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anyone  here  who  be- 
lieves that  our  humanitarian  impulses  should  not  have  full 
sway,  but  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Missouri  tliat  I 
should  want  to  see  no  misliap  in  this  venture  become  the 
basis  for  a  declaration  of  war.  It  were  better  to  preserve 
America  than  to  try  to  help  the  hungry  and  injured  over 
there,  as  high  and  as  holy  a  purpose  as  that  is. 

Mr.  President.  I  think  we  all  ought  to  think  about  this  now, 
because  if  anything  happens  we  shall  be  called  upon  to  do 
what  the  Senator  from  Nevada  said  a  while  ago— be  red- 
blooded  Americans  and  go  out  and  fight  someone.  Right 
now  Is  the  time  to  decide  whether  or  not  we  want  to  take 
that  rifk. 

Z  have  every  sympathy  with  the  purpose  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion, but  X  think  that  the  Members  of  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate should  make  up  their  minds  Immedltely  that  If  something 
shall  happen  to  one  vessel  or  two  vessels,  we  will  not  send 
forth  a  great  army  of  American  boys  to  die  on  account  of  luch 
an  incident,  but  that  we  will  have  the  courage  to  be  Amer- 
icans first,  even  though  someone  gets  hurt  in  the  doing 
Of  a  worth-while  thing.  That  would  not,  in  my  judgment,  be 
any  justification  for  a  war.  Those  are  things  we  must  seri- 
ously consider,  because  later  we  could  not  undo  what  we 
might  do  now. 

I  am  in  thorough  sympathy  with  the  purpose  of  the  joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  may  call  the  attention 
of  the  able  Senator  from  Washington  to  the  incident  that 
probably  catapulted  us  into  the  World  War,  namely  the  sink- 
ing of  the  Lusitania.  It  was  broadcast  at  the  time  that  the 
Ltisitania  was  carrying  contrat>and  of  war.  It  was  denied 
very  emphatically,  but  it  was  true,  and  American  citizens  were 
warned  to  stay  off  that  vessel,  because  it  was  carrying  con- 
traband of  war.  It  was  denied  at  the  time  by  Great  Britain 
and  by  British  authorities;  it  was  denied  by  American  authori- 
ties as  well;  but  American  authorities  and  British  authorities 
later  were  compelled  to  admit  the  fact  that  that  vessel  was 
not  only  carrying  mounted  guns,  or  places  for  mounted  guns, 
but  was  carrying  contraband  of  war. 

It  was  also  questioned  as  to  how  the  Lusitania  was  sunk. 
Let  us  suppose  that  tomorrow  the  vessel  in  question,  en  route 
to  Bordeaux  or  entering  the  port  of  Bordeaux,  is  sunk,  and  the 
blame  is  laid  on  Germany  or  Italy,  against  both  of  which 
countries  we  have  uttered  very  vitriolic  expressions,  and 
against  whom  the  American  people  have  been  aroused  to  a 
feeling  of  hatred.  Suppose  the  blame  is  laid  against  an  inno- 
cent country  and  sentiment  in  the  United  States  is  aroused  to 
such  a  point  that  it  will  flame  into  war  against  that  country, 
will  our  people  not  blame  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
because  it  did  not  indulge  in  dispassionate  consideration  of 
this  matter,  after  having  spent  nearly  a  month  in  considera- 
tion of  letting  down  the  bars  of  our  neutrality  law  and  care- 
fully guarding  against  the  very  thing  we  now  approach? 
Should  we  now  in  this  moment,  in  the  midst  of  the  consid- 
eration of  another  piece  of  legislation,  bring  ourselves  to  such 
a  point  that  even  the  mothers  of  America,  realizing  the  value 
and  work  of  the  Red  Cross  in  humanity's  affairs,  may  be 
aroused  to  say,  "Yes;  we  will  go  to  war"? 

Mr.  President,  let  us  avoid  that  moment.  Let  us  take  a 
little  time.  We  have  here  a  tax  bill  pending.  The  raising 
of  money  by  taxes  is  part  of  national  defense.  We  are  trying 
to  consider  it  carefully.  Why  in  the  midst  of  that  consider- 
ation should  we  lay  it  aside  to  take  up  something  that  will 
nullify  answers  to  a  vital  question  that  was  considered  here 
for  nearly  a  month  in  special  session? 

I  am  only  fearful  that  something  may  arise,  I  am  only  fear- 
ful that  an  emergency  may  ensue,  I  am  only  fearful  that 
a  match  may  be  thrown  mto  this  Inflammable  material  to 
arouse  the  country  even  more  tlian  it  is  now  aroused.  I  am 
only  fearful  that  we  may  declare  war.  Let  us  not  do  it.  Let 
us  pause  here. 
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A  few  da3^  delay  will  not  hinder  mature  consideration,  and 
mature  consideration  of  this  important  matter  will  do  no 
harm  to  this  country,  in  an  hour  when  it  is  about  to  be 
inflamed.  Our  human  sympathies  are  being  worked  on  day 
by  day.  Now.  let  something  happen,  and  see  the  flames  that 
will  burst  forth  from  America. 

Mr.  President,  this  hour  is  a  momentous  one  in  the  world's 
history,  because  the  headlines  of  this  afternoon  say  that 
England  has  declared  that  France  is  not  going  to  capitulate. 
I  wonder  where  the  assurance  is  coming  from  by  which  they 
could  make  such  a  statement.  I  am  wondering  if  Great 
Britain  has  received  some  whispers  from  some  other  sources 
that  other  nations  and  other  powers  are  coming  Into  the 
hell  of  war  in  the  creation  of  which  we  had  no  hand.  If 
she  has  given  such  assurances,  if  any  belligerent  powers  have 
given  such  assurances,  they  are  simply  making  a  mistake. 
unless  they  can  arouse  the  American  blood  and  the  American 
people  to  a  state  of  war  by  the  sinking  of  a  Red  Cross  vessel 
flying  tn  American  flag  it  lU  masthead,  and  X  think  that 
would  In  all  probability  lead  us  into  war. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  let  mc  ask  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  (Mr.  PrrrMANl  another  question.  X  have  not  been 
prtvUeged  to  hear  all  the  debate.  The  existing  law,  which 
was  passed  in  the  special  session  last  year,  provides  in  gen- 
eral that  the  American  Red  Cross  may  send  vessels  into 
war  zones  provided  they  proceed  under  safe  conduct  by  the 
nations  named  In  the  President's  proclamation. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.  Not  in  war  zones:  in  belligerent  ports. 
Mr.  BONE.  That  is  what  I  mean.  The  vessel  would 
probably  have  to  go  through  a  war  zone  to  reach  a  belliger- 
ent port. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  They  have  to  get  additional  permission 
from  the  President  with  respect  to  that. 

Mr.  BONE.    Now,  I  want  to  ask,  for  my  own  satisfac- 
tion, whether  or   not  this  joint  resolution  was   Introduced 
because  belligerent  nations  had  refused  to  grant  that  safe 
permit. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    Yes;  It  was. 

Mr.  BONE.  What  are  we  to  assume  as  the  result  of  that? 
That  the  l)elligerent  powers,  having  denied  an  agreement 
for  safe  conduct,  will  resent  our  action,  and.  if  so.  how  will 
that  resentment  be  exhibited? 

I  am  sorry  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind — aside  from  tliat  I 
would  not  care  to  be  a  member  of  the  committee — ^but  I 
should  like  to  have  heard  that  particular  thought  explored 
by  representatives  of  the  State  Department. 

If  we  now  face  the  assurance  that  safe  conduct  has  been 
denied,  then  we  must  proceed  with  this  legislation  with 
the  certainty  in  the  mind  of  every  Senator  that  these  ves- 
sels will  have  to  nm  some  kind  of  a  gantlet.  I  have  lis- 
tened day  after  day  to  statements  of  Senators  that  Hitler 
has  declared  war  on  us.  Well.  It  may  be  only  a  figure  of 
speech,  but  a  few  weeks  from  now  as  the  result  of  this  sort 
of  thing  we  all  may  be  sitting  here,  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada and  myself,  to  vote  on  the  question  of  declaration  of 
war. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  reason  I  just  took  my  seat  was  that 
although  the  Senator  rose  to  ask  me  a  question,  he  con- 
tinued, and  I  got  tired  and  sat  down. 

Mr.  BONE.  Perhaps  I  am  prolix,  but  I  want  to  get  this 
thing  thoroughly  in  my  mind  as  well  as  in  the  minds  of 
other  Senators.  I  am  not  as  able  to  untangle  this  matter 
as  are  some  of  my  brethren  who  are  members  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  but  obviously  this  joint  resolution 
could  only  be  introduced  when  It  became  apparent  that  Red 
Cross  vessels  were  to  be  denied  safe  passage  through  war 
zones.    Is  there  any  escape  from  that  conclusion? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Senator  is 

correct. 

Mr.  BONE.    That  is  the  point  I  wish  to  understand. 

Mr.   PITTMAN.    However,   the   Senator   must   remember 

that  the  wording  of  the  joint  resolution   requires  all   the 

belligerent  nations  named  in  the  proclamaUon  to  Join  in  the 
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grant.  Today  that  is  physically  impossible,  because  three  of 
them  which  were  named  in  the  proclamation  as  being  at  war 
cannot  be  found. 

Mr.  BONE.  That  requirement  merely  assumes  the  aspect 
of  a  technicality.  I  am  concerned  now  with  whether  or 
not  Italy  and  Germany  would  agree.  If  the  others  are  liqui- 
dated and  no  longer  exist,  obviously,  as  a  matter  of  simple, 
ordinary  law.  they  could  not  grant  consent  when  they  no 
longer  exist.  But  the  point  is.  Will  Italy  and  Germany  ob- 
ject? Obviously,  our  State  Department,  despite  its  assur- 
ances, must  tell  the  Senate  committee  that  there  is  no  agree- 
ment by  Germany  and  Italy.  They  are  the  belligerent  pow- 
ers which  would  do  the  damage.  X  must  confront  the  fact 
that  wc  muMt  force  the  vessel  through  over  their  objections. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  It  has  been  sUted  several 
times  on  this  floor  that  both  Mr.  Breckenridge  Long  and 
Mr.  Norman  Davis  trstlflcd  that,  with  regard  to  relief,  there 
Is  i  ytry  frltndly  attitude  on  the  part  of  Oormany  both  to 
Poland  and  Pranoe.  Tlie  attitude  has  been  v(?ry  friendly. 
It  has  been  cooperative.  Germany  simply  ttated  the  actual 
fact:  "You  will  have  no  danger  in  going  across  the  ocean. 
We  are  not  antagonistic.  But  when  you  get  Into  the  port 
of  Bordeaux,  our  alt  planes  may  be  bombing  that  port,  and 
therefore  we  cannot  say  that  you  will  be  safe  there." 

Is  not  that  a  different  thing  from  forcing  the  ship  into  a 
port? 

Mr.  BONE.  Perhaps  I  used  the  wrong  expression.  How- 
ever. I  know  that  the  belligerent  powers  have  adopted  one 
technique.  The  technique  of  starvation  through  blockade 
was  emphasized  In  the  World  War.  Great  Britain  put  more 
than  200  items  on  her  contraband  list,  and  well  toward  the 
top  was  food.  Without  food  a  nation  must  perish.  If  Ger- 
many is  1  percent  as  vicious  and  bad  as  has  been  suggested 
by  some  able  Senators,  if  she  felt  that  she  could  In  her  own 
conscience  justify  preventing  food  from  reaching  France  or 
England,  she  probably  would  do  it.  I  say  that  because  we 
have  not  challenged  the  statement  that  Hitler  is  sadistic 
and  bad.  We  have  heard  such  statements  on  this  floor  time 
and  time  again.  That  sort  of  fellow  would  not  stop  at 
anything. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  With  regard  to  the  argimient  of 
the  Senator  from  Washington  as  to  food  in  future  emer- 
gencies, and  the  possibility  of  a  blockade  of  the  British  Isles, 
I  think  his  point  is  very  well  taken.  But  when  he  confuses 
that  situation  with  the  question  of  a  particular  ship  which  is 
now  on  its  way  to  Europe,  I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  say  that 
the  imdlsputed  testimony  was  that  so  far  as  Germany  was 
concerned  she  raised  no  objection  whatever  to  the  make-up 
of  the  cargo  of  the  City  of  McKeesport,  even  though  It  in- 
cludes food.  The  whole  point  so  far  as  the  Germans  were 
concerned  is  that  they  would  not  guarantee  safe  conduct  in 
such  a  port  as  Bordeaux,  which  by  the  time  the  ship  arrived 
there  might  conceivably  present  a  scene  similar  to  that  at 

Dimkerque. 

So  far  as  the  Italians  were  concerned,  they  did  not  object 
to  the  sailing  of  the  ship,  and  they  did  not  unconditionally 
refuse  a  safe  conduct:  but  according  to  the  testimony  they  did 
say  that  before  they  could  grant  safe  conduct  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  American  Red  Cross  or  the  United  States 
Government,  whichever  was  responsible,  to  submit  to  them  a 
detailed  copy  of  the  manifest.  In  that  connection  they  have 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  under  the  Italian  law.  soap, 
being  a  vegetable  or  animal  fat,  and  also  motor  vehicles,  were 
on  the  unconditional  contraband  list. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  content  myself  with  one  fur- 
ther statement,  which  is  inspired  by  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Missouri.  This  Is  not  special  legislation,  in  the 
true  sense.  It  is  general  legislation.  Anything  I  have  said 
respecting  this  particular  matter  is  Inspired  by  the  fact  that 
this  is  general  legislation.  If  it  is  adopted,  it  will  become 
a  part  of  the  neutrality  legislation  of  the  United  States. 
The  only  fear  I  have  had  in  my  heart  is  not  that  something 
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lOTflWt  Ml  whl«h  iWiiU  MifwJi  unly  itw  vttmf  \imU  knA  JU 
0r0V«-howev»r  tarrlble  ih»t  mliht  b«,  It  wouW  *n»ci  only  a 
comp»r»llvely  few  mm— we  mlfht  b«  fowad  to  te*  grow  up 
In  thU  country  overnlfht.  a  n«mlnf  dciir*  to  thnwt.  not  » 
few  men.  but  a  whole  nation,  Into  war.  A<  a  rewlt  we  ihouM 
be  compelled  Immediately  to  adopt  the  procram  luggeated 
la«t  night  by  the  able  8«'nator  from  Florida  I  Mr.  PifphI— 
that  la.  touiitarlanlam  for  the  United  States.  We  have  to 
conalder  those  things  because  they  are  Implicit  In  the  whole 
picture. 

I  listen  almost  every  night  to  the  short-wave  radio  broad- 
easts  from  European  countries.  They  are  no  longer  coming 
from  France.  Time  and  time  again  I  have  heard  the  French 
radio  station  Paris  Mondial  armounce  through  commentators 
that  the  Germans  had  deUberately  and  willfully  bombed  Red 
Cross  units.  The  English  broadcasting  station  has  repeated 
such  statements.  I  think  every  Senator  has  read  them  in  the 
press  of  America. 

If  Red  Cross  imlts  have  been  bombed  so  frequently  that 
Americans  in  Paris,  talking  over  the  Paris  Mondial  radio  sta- 
tion, say  to  the  people  of  America  In  a  special  broadcast  for 
North  America  that  the  Red  Cross  sign  was  painted  out  so 
that  it  would  not  be  a  particularly  luminous  and  shining 
target  for  German  bombers,  it  is  obvious  that  a  Red  Cross 
sign  somewhere  else  will  not  protect  a  ship  any  more  than  It 
will  protect  an  ambulance  unit  in  or  near  the  battlefield. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  PrrTMAK]  has  requested  unanimous  consent  to  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  279.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  HOLT.    Yes:  there  Is  objection,  Mr.  President;  but  I 
desire  to  speak  before  I  make  the  objection. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  there  is  to  be  prolonged  discussion.  I 
think  the  regular  order  should  be  called  for.  I  thought  it 
would  be  possible  to  pass  the  Joint  resolution  quickly.  It  Is 
Important  that  we  get  the  tax  bill  out  of  the  way  this  after- 
noon; and  If  there  is  to  be  prolonged  discussion  I  shall  have 
to  call  for  the  regular  order. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  speak  for  perhaps 
5  minutes,  and  then  I  shall  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia reserves  the  right  to  object. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  cannot  sit  silently  in  my 
scat  on  a  matter  like  this.  My  heart  goes  out  to  the 
wounded  and  djrlng  of  Elurope  Just  as  much  as  does  the 
proponents  of  the  Joint  resolution.  But  we  know  that  cer- 
tain ofDcials  of  our  country  are  ready  for  some  incident  to 
ignite  the  flame  of  war;  and  nothing  would  start  that  flame 
more  quickly  than  the  destruction  of  a  Red  Cross  vessel. 

I  know,  and  we  all  know,  what  effect  the  sinking  cf  vessels 
carrying  contraband  of  war  had  in  the  last  war.  If  this 
vessel  is  sunk,  innocently  or  deliberately,  sentiment  on  the 
part  of  some  Is  ready  to  declare  war — frankly,  sentiment 
on  the  part  of  some  high  oflBclals  of  this  country  who  have 
charge  of  determining  the  destination  of  the  vessels. 

I  am  not  willing  to  sit  in  my  seat  and  allow  that  incident 
to  be  created.  When  the  newspapers  and  radio  commenta- 
tors say  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  Is  discussing 
with  persons  at  the  White  House  the  question  of  whether 
or  not  he  can  have  a  declaration  of  war,  I  will  not  vote  to 
put  mto  his  hands  wltbout  question  the  jwsslblllty  of  creat- 
ing an  incident  which  could  drive  my  country  Into  war  and 
kill  my  people. 

I  realize  that  it  may  not  be  wise  poUtlcally  to  say  what  I 

am  saying,  but  I  believe  It.     I  say.  Blr.  President,  that  as 

"Vwg  as  I  have  a  voice  in  this  body  I  shall  raise  It  against 

mny  chance  of  provtAlng  an  Incident  by  which  we  can  be 

drawn  into  the  war.    I  want  to  provide  Red  Cross  supplies 
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Durlni  thf  n»mr»UMr  (MmM  U  wm  lUiUd  th»l  H  y«  M  noi 
DMi  ihB  mniuiuie  m  a  hurry,  %nd  ona  ihip  of  Uw  Umtad 
■tatM  were  sunk  loini  acroa  th«  ocean,  we  mlfM  ••*  into 
the  war.  That  waji  before  the  propagandA  n«4  V9m  m 
effect  in  this  country  to  generate  a  war  byiterla.  Every 
Member  of  this  body  knowa  that  war  hyiterla  exists,  ready 
for  an  exploiion.  The  poi*lbUity  ia  there,  and  nothing  would 
bring  about  an  explosion  more  quickly  than  the  sinking  of  a 
Red  Cross  vessel. 

As  the  Senator  from  Washington  said,  the  newspapers  have 
carried  the  statement  that  the  Red  Cross  emblem  waa  taken 
off  certain  ambulances  in  order  that  they  might  not  be 
targets  for  the  Germans.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not 
the  press  release  is  true;  but  let  us  not  take  the  chance.  We 
cannot  afford  to  take  the  chance  that  our  boys  would  have 
to  be  killed  as  the  result.  That  is  what  we  will  be  doing. 
In  the  name  of  charity  and  humanity  we  are  deliberately 
taking  a  chance  which  may  mean  that  we  shall  need  charity 
and  humanity  at  home  for  our  own  soldiers. 

If  this  vessel  is  svmk.  how  should  we  know  which  country 
sank  it?  Do  we  know  today  who  sank  the  Atheniaf  We 
have  heard  all  kinds  of  stories  as  to  who  sank  the  Athenia. 
If  this  particular  vessel  carrying  Red  Cross  supplies  should 
be  sunk,  and  if  the  proper  kind  of  propaganda  should  lay  the 
sinking  at  the  door  of  Germany,  immediately  there  would 
break  out  the  flames  of  hatred  which  have  been  generated 
by  men  high  in  this  administration  and  generated  on  the 
floor  of  the  United  States  Senate  by  warmongering  speeches. 
Yes.  there  is  the  possibility.  If  some  men  want  to  go  to 
war,  in  view  of  no  incidents  against  us.  how  on  earth  would 
they  react  if  a  vessel  of  the  United  States  with  the  Red  Cross 
emblem  on  it  were  sunk?  Some  want  to  go  to  war  today. 
We  read  in  the  newspapers  statements  of  Individuals  asking 
that  we  declare  war,  yes.  by  some  individuals  who  might 
profit  by  it.  by  some  hysterical  meddlers,  but  none  who  would 
serve  in  the  armed  forces.  They  would  have  us  go  to  war. 
but  if  we  sent  this  ship  across  the  ocean  and  it  was  sunk 
there  would  not  be  only  30  men  signing  a  petition  fOT  us  to 
go  to  war.  but  there  might  be  many,  many  times  30. 

Why  take  the  chance?  It  has  been  shown  here  this  after- 
noon that  there  is  a  very  definite  chance  that  the  vessel 
might  encoimter  trouble.  Belligerents  have  refused  to  guar- 
antee safe  passage.  It  is  said  it  might  go  to  the  port  of 
Bordeaux,  where  the  fighting  might  be  in  progress  at  the 
time  it  was  landing  or  after  it  was  in  port  unloading.  The 
necessity  of  bringing  this  resolution  shows  that  those  In 
control  felt  there  was  danger,  yes,  great  danger,  that  the 
ship  might  run  into  trouble. 

Why  take  the  chance?  Why  create  a  possibility  of  the  war 
hsrsteria  getting  any  more  persons  to  emotionally  lose  their 
good  judgment  and  ask  for  war? 

In  our  generosity — and  we  should  have  that  as  we  have 
had — we  provide  these  supplies,  why  would  it  be  asking  too 
much  that  the  countries  in  this  conflict  transport  them  In 
the  danger  zones.  I  wish  we  could  do  so  without  danger,  but 
we  cannot. 

Why  should  we  not  consider  the  interest  of  the  boys  of 
America  who  will  need  such  supplies  if  we  involve  ourselves 
In  war  instead  of  the  interest  of  the  unfortunate  bo3rs  of 
Europe?  Today  this  little  Innocent  resolution  might  be 
the  spark  that  would  send  thousands  of  American  boys  to 
their  death. 

So  long  as  I  have  breath  In  my  body  I  shall  raise  my  voice 
to  object  to  creating  Incidents  when  some  in  this  country 
are  ready  for  somebody  to  set  off  the  dynamite  in  order  to 
cover  up  the  failures  of  the  past. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senate  that  I  do  not  object,  of  course, 
to  charity,  but  I  object,  in  the  name  of  the  boys  of  America, 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  is  heard. 
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UtaiM  w»«  |ummunliHii#4  i9  IM  ••nate  ^  Mf ,  Utta,  or>e  of 
h(i  »*oretarlea,  wlw  ft)M  MinimnMd  that  on  June  17,  IMO,  the 
fre«tdent  hMl  ftpprpvtd  And  iigned  the  rollowmi  billa  and 
joint  reeolutloni 

f.  S678.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Smith; 

S.  S6BS.  An  act  to  extend  the  time  limit  for  cooperation 
between  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  In  the  development  of  farm  unlU  on  public 
lands  under  P^'doral  reclamation  projects;  and 

8.  J.  Res.  69.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics  to  collect  information  as  to  amount  and  value 
of  all  goods  produced  in  State  and  Federal  prisons. 

[Non:  S.  3530.  An  act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  to- 
bacco seed  and  plants,  except  for  experimental  purposes; 
presented  to  (and  received  by)  the  President  on  May  23. 
1940.— The  foregoing  bill  having  been  presented  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  for  his  approval,  and  not  having 
been  returned  by  him  to  the  House  of  Congress  In  which  it 
originated  within  10  days  (Sundays  excepted) ,  the  time  pre- 
scribed by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  has  become  a 
law  without  Presidential  approval.] 

REVTNTJX  BILL  OF    1940 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for 
paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  if  he  has  concluded  his  discussion  of  his  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  have  concluded  for  the  time  being. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia yield  the  floor?  ^  - 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  do.  ,         ^      .  , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  during  the  presentation 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  BykdI  of  the  pend- 
ing amendment.  I  suggested  that  there  ought  to  be  a  limita- 
tion on  the  amount  of  reduction  which  could  be  made  in 
respect  of  any  appropriation.  I  have  prepared  such  an  amend- 
ment  which  I  send  to  the  desk,  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  to  the  committee  amendment 
will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  In  the  committee  amendment  on  page 
33.  line  7.  after  the  word  "afTected".  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
a  colon  and  the  following  proviso: 

Provided.  That  In  no  case  ahaU  any  appropriation  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1941,  be  reduced  more  than  25  percent. 

Mr  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  as  the  conunittee  amend- 
ment now  reads  there  Is  vested  in  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  effect,  the  power  to  veto  any  item  of  any  appropria- 
tion bill  not  contained  within  the  exception.  I  think  the 
purpose  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  can  be  served  by  not 
vesting  so  broad  an  authority  and  direction  in  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  .      ».     „       * 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 

from  Virginia  a  question? 

Mr.  OVERTON.     I  yield.  ,„  _.    .      ♦     , 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Does  the  Senator  from  Virginia  feel 
that  he  could  accept  this  amendment? 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  simply  prevents  a  reduction  greater 
than  25  percent  In  the  case  of  any  single  appropriation.  It 
would  not  affect  the  total  savings  under  the  biU,  and  I  am 

Inclined  to  accept  it.  .„,_..# 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Virginia  for 

accepting  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  ELLEWDia  in  the  chair). 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 

Louisiana  to  the  committee  amendment. 
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Mr.  MP0AIUIAIf.  Mr,  PfHUAm,  f  dwire  in  aeli  a  wsa- 
tirm,  ihrouih  the  ienntor  from  Umlfclaim,  at  Uw»  »«H»»n  mI 
the  amendment,  I  am  very  much  oonperned  aa  ^^^wq 
propoiilttonai  One  U  the  reduction  of  falarlM  of  Federal 
employeei.  Does  the  amendment  offered  by  the  ienator 
from  LouUlana,  and  accepted  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia, 
at  all  propose  to  reduce  by  26  precent  or  10  percent,  or  any 
other  percentage  whatever,  the  aalarlea  or  Inconxe  of  Fed- 
eral employees? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that 
the  same  restriction  is  provided,  namely,  that  salaries  which 
are  set  forth  by  law  are  regarded  as  fixed  charges  and  this 
amendment  will  in  no  way  affect  them. 

Mr.    McCARRAN.     Mr.   President,    if    the    Senator    from 

Louisiana  will  kindly  yield  again 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  will  be  glad  to  yield  in  a  moment,  but 
I  should  like  first  to  state  that  the  amendment  I  have 
offered  does  not  change  at  all  the  general  text  of  the  amend- 
ment as  submitted  by  the  committee.  The  amendment 
which  I  propose  Is  simply  a  limitation  upon  the  authority 

vested  in  the  President,  and  that  limitation  is 

Mr:  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit 
me  to  ask  a  question  there? 

Mr.  OVERTON:    Let  me  finish  the  sentence.     That  lim- 
itation is  that  the  President  may  not  reduce  any  appropria- 
tion beyond  25  percent.    It  does  not  change  the  classlflca- 
tlons  at  all;  it  does  not  change  the  exceptions;  it  does  not 
relate  to  salaries,  and  it  does  not  relate  to  fixed  charges.    It 
is  simply  a  proviso  added  to  the  committee  amendment. 
Now  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Conceding  what  the  Senator  has  said.  I 
am  wondering  whether  the  two  provisions  are  not  somewhat 
inconsistent?    The  10-percent  provision  is  mandatory;  the 
President  is  not  only  authorized  but  is  directed  to  make  such 
curtailment  in  the  appropriations  which  are  subject  to  cur- 
tailment as  to  bring  about  a  minimum  10-percent  reduction. 
I  am  sympathetic  with  what  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  is 
trying  to  do.  but  it  is  entirely  conceivable  that  the  President 
may  not  find  it  possible  to  reduce  some  departments  at  all, 
not  even  10  percent  or  1  percent.    That  would  mean  that  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  mandatory  provisions  of  reducing  to  an 
aggregate  of  10  percent  he  would  have  to  reduce  others  more 
than  10  percent,  more  than  20  percent,  and  even  as  much  as 
50  percent.    If  we  are  going  to  compel  the  President  to  reduce 
in  the  aggregate  10  percent,  are  we  entirely  consistent  when 
we  say  that  he  cannot  reduce  any  department  more  than  25 
percent;  and  if  he  cannot  reduce  any  department  more  than 
25  percent,  can  he  carry  out  the  mandatory  provision  that 
he  has  got  to  reduce  all  of  them  enough  to  make  a  minimum 
of  10  percent? 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  think  it  is  a  question  of  policy. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  grant  it  is  a  question  of  policy;  but 
we  are  undertaking  to  compel  him  to  do  something  \n  one 
breath  and  in  the  next  we  are  making  It  probably  impossible 
for  him  to  do  what  we  are  compelling  him  to  do. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  point  I  make  is  that  we  should  not 
compel  the  President,  in  carrying  out  this  amendment,  to 
wl[>e  out  entirely  certain  appropriations.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  appropriations  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia — 
the  appropriations  in  reference  to  payments  to  the  fanners. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  wondering  whether  or  not  there 
ought  not  to  be  some  relaxation  in  the  mandatory  provision 
of  the  amendment.  I  realize  that  the  President  can  reduce. 
Without  any  request  or  any  authorization  or  without  any 
command,  but  here  we  imdertake  to  compel  him  to  reduce  a 
total  of  10  percent.  It  U  utterly  impossible  for  him  to  reduce 
all  the  departments  10  percent.  Some  of  them  he  cannot 
touch.  It  may  be  that  there  are  so  many  of  them  he  cannot 
touch  that  he  cannot  bring  about  the  10-percent  reduction 
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In  the  aRKTCFate  without  going  above  25  percent  In  other 
departments  or  other  appropriations. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  may  say,  to  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  that  I  think — of  course,  my  opinion  may  not  be 

worth  very  much  to  that  connection 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  Senator's  opmion  is  always  worth  a 
great  deal  to  me  and  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  will  throw  out 
the  suggestion  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  then  If  he 
approves  It  I  shall  know  my  view  is  worth  a  great  deal.  There 
is  sufficient  latitude.  The  President  can  make  a  reduction 
up  to  25  percent  in  any  appropriation.  Some.  I  concede,  he 
will  not  reduce  at  all.  and  it  would  be  proper  for  him  not 
to  make  any  reduction  as  to  them;  but  the  average  is  to  be 
10  percent:  and  when  we  give  the  President  the  leeway,  a 
margin  of  15  percent  over  and  above  the  10  percent,  it  seems  ' 
to  me  we  give  him  sufficient  margin  to  make  it  practicable,  j 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Suppose  the  President  makes  a  survey 
of  the  various  appropriations  and  decides  that  many  of  them 
cannot  be  touched,  and.  laying  them  aside,  he  begins  to 
consider  those  he  can  cut  and  finds  by  cutting  all  of  them 
25  percent  he  cannot  yet  bring  about  a  10-percent  reduction 
in  the  total — what  would  he  do? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  My  answer  to  that  Is  that  the  amend- 
ment Itself  ought  to  be  rejected  if  that  cannot  be  done.  I 
think  the  idea  of  making  some  particular  items  of  appro- 
priation bear  the  whole  burden  of  reduction  is  fundamentally 
wrong;  and  if  we  cannot  get  a  workable  amendment  which 
will  place  some  restriction  on  this  drastic  operation,  involv- 
ing vetoing  items  of  appropriation,  then  we  ought  not  to 
adopt  the  amendment  at  all.  I  am  in  sympathy  with  the 
amendment:  I  expect  to  vote  for  the  amendment:  but  I 
think  there  ought  to  be  some  curtailment  of  the  authority 
vested  to  the  President  to  respect  to  reducing  appropriations. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  say  a  word  In 
conclusion,  and  then  I  shall  not  take  any  more  of  the  Sen- 
ator's time.  I  am  to  sympathy  with  the  objective  sought  to 
be  accomplished  by  the  amendment.  I  am  still  somewhat  dis- 
turbed about  the  mandatory  requirement.  We  may  be  re- 
quiring the  President  to  do  something  he  cannot  do;  and  if 
he  cannot  do  it,  where  will  he  be  under  the  mandatory 
provision  of  the  amendment  now  under  consideration? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  frcan  Ken- 
tucky that  that  objection  could  be  easily  overcome  by  offering 
another  amendment  which  would  not  affect  the  one  I  am 
offering. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  It  could  be  overcome,  provided  the 
Senate  would  adopt  that  sort  of  an  amendment. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  If  this  amendment  is  adopted,  another 
one  may  be  offered. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsto. 
Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  think  the  Senator,  in  his  response 
to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  has  given  the  answer  to  the 
question  I  wished  to  propound:  but  it  seems  to  me  we  may  be 
creating  such  a  situation  that  the  President  would  not  be  to 
a  position  to  know  which  one  of  the  mandatory  provisions 
of  this  amendment  he  should  violate.  If  we  direct  him  to 
cut  10  percent,  and  then  say  he  shall  not  cut  more  than  25 
percent  from  any  one  appropriation,  it  seems  to  me  we  are 
creating  a  situation  which  may  make  it  impossible  for  him 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  amendment. 

Jn  saying  that.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  not  im- 
S3rmpathetic  with  the  purpose  he  has  in  mtod,  because  I  am 
pretty  sure  to  my  own  mind  that  I  know  where  this  ax  Is 
gotog  to  fall  hardest.  It  is  going  to  fall  hardest  on  the 
Government  employees,  the  appropriations  for  agriculture, 
and  the  appropriations  for  relief,  because  that  is  where  the 
big  savings  are  going  to  have  to  be  made  if  a  reduction  of 
10  percent  is  made. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Senators  may  differ  as  to  where  the  ax 
will  fall.  I  entertato  certato  views  which  do  not  exactly  cor- 
respond with  thoee  just  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consto: but  the  objection  he  raises,  and  the  objection  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BAaaxsrl  rmlaes.  can  be  easily 


cured  by  an  amendmoit  which  either  one  of  them  may  offer, 
and  that  is  to  strike  out,  to  Itoes  1  and  2,  the  words  "and 
directed,"  which  would  leave  the  President  authorized  to  take 
this  action,  but  not  directed  to  do  so. 

I  am  not  ofCering  that  amendment.  I  am  to  favor  of  the 
mandatory  prtyvision.  I  am  to  favor  of  the  amendment  as  it 
Is,  but  I  think  It  can  be  made  to  work  with  this  ceiUng  of  25 

percent. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  OVERTON.     Yes. 

Mr.  BONE.  The  Constitution  provides  that  when  a  bill 
passes  both  Houses  of  Congress  it  shall  go  to  the  President, 
and  if  he  signs  it,  it  l)ecomes  a  law.  By  this  rather  todirect 
operation  we  permit  the  President  subsequently  to  veto 
pert  of  the  law,  a  thtog  which  the  Constitution  does  not 
permit. 

I  am  wondering  if  someone  might  not  subsequently  raise 
that  question  and  precipitate  this  issue  toto  the  lap  of  the 
courts,  because  obviously  what  Is  sought  here,  I  think  in  the 
first  tostance,  ought  to  be  done  by  Congress.  We  oxight  to  do 
the  pnming  and  the  cutting  of  the  Budget,  instead  of  passing 
the  Budget,  havtog  it  become  a  law,  and  then  dumping  it  on 
the  lap  of  the  President  and  having  him  do  what  the  Con- 
stitution says  he  cannot  do. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Washington  that  the  appropriations  bills  are 
already  passed.  The  only  way  to  reduce  them  now  Is  either 
to  recall  them  and  send  them  back  to  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  or  to  adopt  a  provision  such  as  this.  Of  course, 
this  provision  is  warranted  only  by  the  crisis  which  con- 
fionts  the  country  and  the  necessity  for  making  tremendous 
expenditures  for  armament. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  am  maktog  no  point  of  it  on  the  merits  of 
the  matter.  I  am  simply  pointing  out  that  we  are  short- 
circuiting  the  constitutional  provision  about  how  a  law  Is 
created,  and  how  the  President  may  veto  it.  He  is  vetoing 
it  piecemeal  in  this  way. 
Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  OVERTON.  I  am  very  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  think  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  is  difficult  to  sustato  where  It  attempts  to  give  to 
the  President  power  to  reduce  an  appropriation.  An  appro- 
priation is  a  legislative  act.  In  other  words,  it  is  a  law.  I 
think  what  can  be  done  is  to  leave  the  appropriation,  and 
to  put  to  a  provision  which  restricts  the  President  in  spend- 
tag  It,  or  gives  him  power  to  spend  less  than  the  appro- 
priation. 

If  we  appropriate  $100,000,000.  we  may  put  to  a  provision 
that  of  the  $100,000,000  appropriated  the  President  may 
spend  only  90  percent.  By  so  doing  we  put  the  restriction 
upon  the  official  who  is  responsible  to  the  Congress,  and  we 
do  not  give  to  him  the  power  to  amend  the  law. 

In  other  words,  the  amendment  as  It  Is  written  seek;^  to 
give  the  President  power  actually  to  amend  the  law  by  chang- 
ing the  appropriation,  rather  than  requiring  him  to  make  a 
reduction  in  the  expenditure  authorized  under  the  law. 

May  I  add  a  further  word  with  reference  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  TMr.  BarklbyI?  I  do  not 
read  the  law  as  he  does.  I  should  like  to  be  straightened  out. 
I  did  not  understand  that  it  was  the  totent  of  this  amend- 
ment that  there  should  be  a  gross  10-percent  reduction,  and 
that  the  10  percent  should  be  worked  out  by  distribution.  I 
thought  there  was  to  be  a  compulsory  reduction  of  at  least 
10  percent  in  every  Item  of  expenditure  coming  within  the 
amendment,  and  that  in  some  items,  under  the  Senator's 
amendment,  the  President  could  go  beyond  the  10  percent 
and  go  up  to  25  percent.  In  other  words,  it  was  my  under- 
standing that  in  the  case  of  any  Item  coming  within  the 
purview  of  this  amendment  there  must  be  a  10-percent  re- 
duction, so  that  we  would  not  meet  the  problem  that  there 
would  not  be  a  gross  reduction  even  if  that  were  required. 

Mi.  OVERTON.  I  think  the  Senator  is  to  error  in  his  in- 
terpretation of  the  amendment.  Under  the  amendment  as 
it  now  stands  the  President  may  not  make  any  reduction  at 
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all  in  one  appropriation,  and  he  may  make  a  100-percent 
reduction  In  another  appropriation.  He  has  full  authority  in 
that  respect,  and  that  is  discretionary  authority.  All  that 
Is  mandatory  is  that  when  he  has  completed  the  Job  there 
shall  be  a  net  result  of  10-percent  reduction  to  the  total 
nondefense  appropriations. 
Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  much  has  been  said  about  the 
devastating  effect  of  this  amendment  upon  the  relief  appro- 
priations and  its  derogatory  consequences  resulting  in  the 
impairment  of  agricultural  items. 

To  make  a  ipomt  for  elasticity,  and  to  recall  the  worktogs 
of  a  department  with  which  I  am  familiar,  to  show  the  man- 
ner in  which  difficult,  definite,  restrictive,  iron-clad  limita- 
tions would  work.  I  desire  to  make  just  a  few  olKervatlons, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Senator  whose  amendment  is  now  be- 
ing considered,  as  to  how  it  would  affect  the  Post  Office 
Department. 

This  is  a  department  which  earns  its  way.  Its  revenues 
are  based  upon  its  services;  and  if  we  withdraw  the  services, 
we  cut  down  the  revenue. 

For  instance,  we  appropriate  $816,000,000,  of  which 
$610,000,000  goes  for  salaries  and  $175,000,000  for  fixed 
charges,  contracts  to  the  railroads,  steamship  companies, 
and  other  contractors  which  will  not  consider  a  reduction. 
Therefore,  there  remains  only  $31,000,000  with  which  to  effect 
a  saving  of  $81,000,000  unless  we  take  it  out  of  the  employees. 
If  we  reduce  the  salaries  of  employees,  we  eliminate  postal 
services.  If  we  eliminate  postal  services.  If  we  furlough  postal 
workers,  we  reduce  the  postal  revenues,  and  we  are  no  better 
off  at  the  end  of  the  proceedmgs  than  we  were  to  the  be- 
ginning. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  my  amendment  does  not 
affect  that  situation,  except  that  it  places  a  limit  of  25  per- 
cent on  the  reduction  that  may  be  made. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  from  New 
York  has  confused  the  first  amendment  I  offered  with  the 
amendment  now  pendtog.  The  first  amendment  did  pro- 
vide a  horizontal  cut  of  10  percent  to  all  appropriations.  The 
pending  amendment  provides  that  there  shall  be  an  over-all 
cut  of  nondefense  appropriations  to  the  extent  of  10  percent 
of  such  appropriations.  It  does  not  mean  that  each  depart- 
ment is  to  be  reduced.  It  is  left  discretionary  with  the 
President  as  to  what  appropriations  he  will  reduce.  I  re- 
peat— the  Senator  probably  was  not  here  earlier  in  the  day 
when  the  statement  was  first  made — that  the  Budget  Bureau 
has  given  an  opinion  that  all  salaries  fixed  by  law,  which 
Include  the  salaries  of  the  postal  employees,  are  not  subject 
to  reduction  under  this  amendment. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.     Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield  at 

that  point? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  MEAD.     I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  correct  me,  but 
I  have  listened  privately  and  pubUcly  to  the  Senator,  and  I 
am  not  able  to  gather  from  his  explanation  that  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  have  made  such  a  statement.  In  other  words, 
they  declare  what  are  fixed  charges,  but  in  those  fixed 
charges  they  do  not  toclude  salaries;  at  least,  I  have  not  seen 
that  statement.  • 

Mr  BYRD.  The  Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Mr.  Bell, 
the  Budget  Director,  Mr.  Smith,  and  Mr.  Lawton  of  the 
Budget  Bureau,  met  with  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Harrison],  and 
myself  and  said  that  any  salaries  fixed  by  law  they  would 
regard'  as  fixed  charges  not  subject  to  reduction  under  this 
amendment.  That  statement  may  be  confirmed  by  a  tele- 
phone conversaUon  with  any  of  these  gentlemen. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  able  Senator  from  Virginia  has  in 
his  hand  a  sUtement  which  he  read  earlier  to  the  day  to 
which  he  made  special  mention  of  the  items  that  were  re- 
garded as  fixed  charges.  Has  he  any  other  statement,  in 
which  salaries  are  treated  as  fixed  charges,  which  might  go 
into  the  RccoKD? 


Mr.  BYRD.  The  sUtement  I  read  was  merely  a  memoran- 
dum, which  is  unsigned,  and  which  was  furnished  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee and  myself,  giving  these  items.  But  in  conference  with 
these  genUemen  it  was  stated  that  if  a  salary  were  fixed  by 
law,  the  amendment  would  not  give  the  power  to  change  the 
salary.  That  has  been  confirmed  by  the  legislative  counsel, 
with  whom  I  have  consulted.  If  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
has  any  doubt  about  the  matter,  I  suggest  that  he  call  the 
head  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  who  can  tell  him  exactly 
the  ruling  he  made  at  the  conference  with  the  chairman  of 
the  Finance  Committee  and  myself. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  New 
York  will  yield,  the  Senator  from  Virginia  will  admit  that 
this  amendment  provides  for  or  gives  opportunity  for  com- 
plete furloughs  to  any  department. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  would  not  say  complete  furloughs,  because 
that  would  prevent  a  department  from  operating.  It  can 
provide  for  some  furloughs,  and  it  is  further  intended  not 
to  have  the  vacancies  which  will  occur  fUled.  which  would 
result  in  a  very  substantial  saving.  But  I  want  it  distinctly 
understood— and  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ptoance 
wiU  sustein  me— that  the  Budget  Director  and  the  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ad\'ised  us  that  under  the  amend- 
ment salaries  would  be  regarded  as  fixed  charges,  and  would 
not  be  subject  to  reduction,  because  they  are  fixed  by  law. 
Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
New  York  yield  in  order  that  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  a  question? 

Mr.  MEAD.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  do  not  have  a  copy  of  the  Sen- 
ator's amendment,  but  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  how 
he  deftoes  the  word  "appropriations"  as  it  is  contained  in  his 
amendment?  Does  it  refer  to  the  total  appropriations  con- 
tatoed  to  an  appropriation  bill:  does  it  refer  to  the  specific 
items  in  the  bill,  or  does  it  refer  to  the  particular  headtoga 
to  an  appropriation  act? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  the  language  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  conforms 
with  the  language  contained  to  the  committee  amendment 
The  committee  amendment  authorizes  and  directs  the  Presi- 
dent to  reduce  appropriations.  Tl^t  is  the  language  used. 
My  proposed  amendment  to  the  amendment  reads,  "Provided. 
That  in  no  case  shaU  any  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1941,  be  reduced  more  than  25  percent." 
I  understand  that  by  "appropriation,"  any  item  of  appro- 
priation is  meant. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  If  the  Senator  from  New  York  will 
yield,  I  should  like  to  potot  out  to  the  able  Senator  from 
Louisiana  that  using  the  word  "appropriations"  in  the  all- 
inclusive  sense,  in  which  it  has  been  used  in  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Virgtola  and  adopted  by  the 
committee,  is  very  different  from  usins  it  as  it  is  employed 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana, 
for  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  I/niisiana  is  in- 
tended, as  I  understand,  to  be  a  limitation  upon  the  reduc- 
tion which  can  be  made  to  particular  appropriations.  But 
there  is  no  definition  of  the  term  "appropriation"  as  used  to 
the  Senator's  amendment. 

Therefore  I  was  seektog  to  obtato  from  him  an  interpreta- 
tion of  what  he  totended  by  the  word  "appropriation,** 
whether  he  meant  the  particular  items  or  not. 

As  the  Senator  knows  so  well,  as  he  is  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  there  are  items  set  out  for 
appropriation  to  an  appropriation  act,  then  there  is  an  over- 
all appropriation  for  the  entire  act,  and  then  there  are  head- 
ings in  each  act,  which  have  totals.  What  I  am  seeking  to 
ascertato  from  the  Senator  is  whether  or  not  he  totends  his 
limitation  to  apply  to  the  entire  appropriation  contained  to 
the  appropriation  act,  whether  he  totends  it  to  apply  to  the 
specific  items  of  appropriation,  or  whether  he  totends  It  to 
apply  to  the  particular  subtotals. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  totemipt  the 
Senator,  since  I  offered  my  amendment  It  has  been  submitted 
to  the  legislative  council,  and  they  have  revised  it,  and  X 
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shall  offer  It  now  In  a  modifled  fonn.  It  will  read  as  fol- 
lows, and  I  direct  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin to  it,  because  I  think  in  its  present  form  it  answers  the 
objection  he  made  to  the  amendment. 

On  page  33.  line  7.  after  the  word  "affected."  It  is  pro- 
posed to  Insert  a  colon  and  the  followinc: 

Frookled.  That  in  no  caae  shall  luiy  appropriation  lt«m  con- 
^t^i*^  In  any  act  approprlatlDg  money  lor  the  nscal  year  endlnc 
Jvine  30.  IMl.  be  redticed  by  more  than  25  percent. 

I  ask  permission  to  modify  the  amendment  offered  by  me 
so  as  to  read  as  I  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  amendment  will  be 
modifled  as  suggested.  •— 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  understand  the  amendment  I  have  of- 
fered is  nat  objected  to  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President.  I  think  this  discussion 
thoroughly  demonstrates  the  danger  of  adopting  an  amend- 
ment as  far-reaching  as  the  one  now  offered  merely  by  its 
inclusion  in  the  action  of  the  Knance  Committee  without 
hearings  on  it  in  the  committee. 

In  the  first  place,  this  amendment  is  what  is  generally 
called  a  "rider."  It  is  in  a  biU  to  raise  revenue,  but  it  deals 
with  appropriations.  That  is  not  in  line  with  orderly  pro- 
cedure: it  is  not  in  line  with  the  accustomed  practice  in 
both  Houses  of  the  Congress. 

If  the  amendment  had  been  Introduced  as  a  bill,  it  would 
not  have  gone  to  the  Ccnnmittee  on  Finance.  The  Cam- 
mlttee  on  Finance  has  no  control  over  expenditures  of  the 
Government.  The  Committee  on  Finance  is  charged  with 
the  duty  of  reconunendlng  methods  of  raising  money  to 
meet  the  obligations  created  by  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations, of  course,  with  the  approval  of  the  Congress.  We 
find  in  a  tax  bill  what  is  commonly  referred  to  as  the  Bsrrd 
economy  amendment.  It  is  perfectly  apparent  that  Senators 
on  the  floor  do  not  understand  its  provisions;  at  least,  they 
are  not  in  agreement,  as  manifested  by  many  questions 
which  have  been  presented,  and  the  different  explanations 
which  have  been  made. 

As  I  have  Just  Intimated — and  I  do  not  care  to  go  into 
the  details  of  the  discussion,  because  I  am  quite  anxious  to 
cooperate  with  the  leadership  in  expediting  action  on  the 
bill — it  is  perfectly  clear,  to  my  mind,  at  least,  that  a  sub- 
ject so  comprehensive  as  is  this  amendment,  involving  per- 
haps the  financial  welfare,  either  in  the  matter  of  Income 
or  in  the  matter  of  continued  employment,  of  practically 
every  employee  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  should 
have  more  careful,  more  thorough  investigation  and  con- 
sideration, so  that  we  would  know  Just  what  effect  it  would 
have  on  the  various  groups  of  employees  and  upon  tha 
Individual  employees  of  the  Oovemment. 

We  find  here  what  is  commonly  accepted  as  a  delegation 
of  legislative  power  to  the  Executive.  I  have  seen  the  time, 
as  most  other  Senators  have,  when,  if  a  suggestion  such  as 
this  had  been  made  from  other  sources,  promptly  the 
resistence  of  many  Senators  upon  this  floor  would  have  been 
nlaed  with  vehemence  and  vigor  and  determination. 

What  does  this  amendment  propose?  It  is  far  broader  and 
more  extensive  than  the  bill  delegating  to  the  President  the 
power  of  reorganization;  it  is  far  more  comprehensive,  be- 
cause under  this  a  delegation  is  sought  to  be  made  which 
would  permit  the  President  to  decide  where  reductions  In 
appropriations,  deliberately  made  by  Congress,  should  be 
_  applied,  even  to  the  extent  of  the  suspension  of  bureaus,  of 
activities,  of  entire  agencies,  as  I  conceive  it,  if  the  President 
decided  that  course  were  necessary  in  order  to  accomplish  the 
desired  reduction  in  expenditures. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  the  plan  is  not  consistent  with 
the  previous  record  of  the  Senate  upon  the  subject  of  the 
delegati(»i  of  power.  I  supported  the  plan  to  enable  the 
President  to  reorganise  the  departments  and  agencies,  but 
Senators  who  are  now  supporting  the  pending  amendment 
did  not  go  along  at  that  time  and  in  that  way.  Here  is  a 
provision  for  power  beyond  that. 

Under  the  reorganization  idan  the  President  was  merely 
flT^  power  to  decide  in  what  department  certain  bureaus 


should  work  and  certain  agencies  should  perform  their  duties, 
with  an  express  limitation  that  no  functions  cf  government 
should  be  changed  or  controlled  by  that  reorganization  pro- 
gram. 

But  I  JAke  it  under  this  amendment  the  President  could 
suspend  or  put  on  furlough  the  employees  to  any  bureau, 
to  any  division.  There  may  be  some  limitation  contained  in 
the  Overton  amendment  as  to  the  number,  but  certainly  up 
to  25  percent  of  the  employees  could  be  furloughed.  and 
unless  Congress  has  been  appropriating  money  recklessly, 
the  furlough  of  25  percent  of  the  employees  of  any  bureau 
or  any  agency  or  any  department  of  the  Government  would 
certainly  be  rutoous  to  the  public  service  which  the  Congress 
has  delegated  to  such  bureau  or  agency  or  department. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I  submit  that  the  matter  ought  not  to  be 
decided  to  the  way  here  proposed. 

We  are  now  told  that  the  amendment  does  not  apply  to 
salaries  of  employees  under  the  Classification  Act.  Who  Is 
tocluded  under  that  act.  and  who  Is  excluded?  The  Classi- 
fication Act  applies  to  the  employees  working  to  the  District 
of  Columbia.  By  some  process  of  reasoning  it  has  been  given 
application,  sis  I  understand,  in  a  general  way  to  similarly 
employed  Federal  workers  outside  the  District  of  Columbia, 
but  literally  and  strictly  speaking  the  application  is  to  em- 
ployees within  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Are  all  the  employees  In  the  District  under  the  Classifica- 
tion Act?  I  do  not  have  the  figures.  I  asked  the  Senator 
from  Vlrgtoia  if  he  had  them,  and  he  said  he  understood 
that  about  10  percent  of  the  Federal  employees  were  not 
tmder  the  Classification  Act.  Is  that  correct.  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama  that 
there  are  three  classifications  of  salaries.  One  is  the  salaries 
of  the  Post  OfBce  employees,  customs  officers,  immigration 
officers,  school  teachers,  and  other  groups  that  are  fixed 
within  limitations  by  special  pay  statutes.  They  would  be 
exempted  l>ecause  they  are  fixed  charges. 

The  next  group  Is  the  salaries  of  a  relatively  few  emergency 
agencies  that  are  fixed  withto  limitations  by  Executive  order, 
and  can  be  changed  whenever  the  President  chooses  to 
change  them.  We  are  now  giving  the  President  no  more 
authority  with  respect  to  that  group  than  he  already  has. 

And,  third,  virtually  all  other  salaries  are  determined  by 
the  Salary  Classification  Act.  I  think  that  is  practically 
inclusive,  with  the  exception  of  the  first  two  groups  I  have 
mentioned. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  The  able  and  distinguished  Senator, 
whose  motives  I  appreciate  not  only  on  this  occasion  but  on 
all  occasions  when  Government  expenditures  are  involved, 
and  who  is  always  frank,  as  we  all  know,  makes  it  clear  Lhat 
practically  all  the  employees  are  under  the  Classified  Act  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  generally  speaking. 
So  from  what  source  are  the  savtogs  to  the  matter  of  salaries 
coming?  Where  will  a  saving  of  25  percent  be  obtained  if 
at  most  only  10  percent  of  the  employees  are  not  under  the 
Classiflcatiwi  Act?  Of  course,  the  salaries  of  those  employees 
could  not  be  reduced  to  any  substantial  way. 

If  a  saving  should  be  sought  by  the  reduction  of  salaries 
of  10  percent  of  the  employees — and  I  suspect  that  most  of 
them  are  in  the  lower-income  groups— what  saving  would 
result?  How  can  economy  or  saving  be  brought  about  to 
that  way? 

The  only  other  way  to  do  it  Is  to  eliminate  the  employees, 
to  take  them  off  the  pay  roll.  How  will  that  be  accomplished? 
Most  of  them  are  under  civil  service.  Who  will  select  the 
ones  to  be  discharged?  Will  the  Republicans  be  let  out? 
Will  the  Democrats  be  let  out?  Will  some  system  of  merit 
rattog  control  eliminations,  or  will  it  be  done  blindfolded,  or 
will  the  chiefs  of  some  bureaus  \ie  allowed  to  decide  who  will 
go  off  the  pay  roll  and  who  will  stay  on? 

Mr.  President,  a  sword  of  financial  insecurity  will  hang  over 
the  head  and  disturb  the  work  of  every  Federal  employee  who"^ 
comes  under  the  operation  of  this  provision.    In  one  way  or 
another  all  Federal  employees  will  come  imder  it,  t)ecause  if 
salaries  cannot  be  reduced,  employees  can  be  <»Hmina.tfni, 
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Tliey  can  be  put  out  entirely,  thus  taking  away  from  them 
100  percent  of  their  salaries,  instead  of  10  percent,  or  25  per- 
cent, or  50  percent. 

It  has  been  said  here,  I  do  not  know  on  what  authority, 
that  the  President  has  the  right,  after  Congress  has  made 
an  appropriation,  to  reduce  the  appropriation  by  holding 
back  the  expenditure  of  the  money.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
such  authority. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    It  is  done. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  My  friend,  the  Senator  from  Louisiana, 
says  it  is  done,  but  I  do  not  know  of  any  such  authority. 
I  am  a  member  of  the  great  Conmilttee  on  Appropriations. 
I  have  taken  an  active  toterest  to  its  deliberations.  My 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  is  a  diligent  member  of 
that  committee.  I  have  never  heard  any  appropriation  bill 
considered  in  that  committee  from  the  standpotot  that  the 
Congress  will  appropriate  so  much  money  to  be  spent  for  a 
special  Government  service.  Imt  that  the  President,  after 
having  approved  the  bill  and  made  it  a  part  of  the  law  of 
the  land,  may  still  have  the  power  to  reduce  it.  If  he  hais 
that  power,  how  much  can  he  reduce  it?  If  he  can  reduce 
it  by  1  percent  he  can  reduce  it  by  100  percent,  and  thereby 
repeal  and  nullify  the  action  of  Congress  upon  that  subject. 
I  submit  there  is  no  such  authority  and  no  such  powsr  in 
the  Executive. 

Many  legislators  have  advocated  giving  the  Executive  the 
power  to  veto  particular  items  m  appropriation  bills.  In 
fact,  that  principle  has  been  established  in  a  large  number 
of  the  American  States.  There  is  merit  In  the  proposal. 
There  are  two  sides  to  the  question,  of  course.  But  to  sug- 
gest that  the  President  can  nullify  an  appropriation  by  with- 
holding the  money  appropriated  Is  to  suggest  a  substitute 
for  a  power  which  confessedly  the  President  does  not  possess 
under  the  Constitution,  namely,  to  approve  an  appropriation 
bill  and  at  the  same  time  veto  an  item  in  it. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BANKHEAD.  I  yield- 
Mr.  BYRD.  If  the  Senator  will  make  Inquiry  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  he  will  find  that  the  President  has  reduced 
an  appropriation.  The  Senator  says  the  President  does  not 
have  the  authority  to  do  It,  but  it  has  been  done.  Further- 
more, he  has  the  authority  to  require  the  heads  of  depart- 
ments to  dismiss  employees.      He  has  that  power  now. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Well,  it  is  not  exercised  in  any  such 
broad,  sweeping  way  as  the  Senator  indicates,  and  if  ex- 
ercised. I  do  not  approve  it. 

I  think  the  President  ought  to  be  given  some  power  if 
we  deal  with  the  subject  at  all.  I  think  he  needs  it.  I 
think  he  ought  to  be  authorized  to  make  reductions  up  to 
a  certain  point.  I  am  clear  to  my  own  mind  that  he  cannot 
reduce  classified  salaries  or  unclassified  salaries  unless  given 
the  authority.  He  cannot  do  it,  of  coiirse,  by  elimination, 
by  simply  directing  the  removal,  or  suspension,  or  furlough- 
tog  of  an  indefinite  number  ol  employees.  I  think  no  one 
In  the  Senate  wants  administration  conducted  upon  the 
basis  of  wholesale  furloughs  without  specific  reasons,  or  on 
the  basis  of  picking  out  here  and  there  a  place  to  release 
a  large  number  of  civil-service  employees,  forsooth,  and  cer- 
tain employees  under  the  classified -salary  act. 

Mr.  President,  where  will  the  President  make  the  reduc- 
tions proposed  under  this  program?  Where  will  the  ax  fall, 
as  the  Senator  from  Wisconsto  suggested?  It  is  agreed 
that  It  cannot  be  done  in  the  Department  of  State.  The 
Senator  from  Virginia  properly  stated  that  he  did  not  think 
these  elimtoations  and  reductions  could  be  made  there. 

The  War  Department  and  the  Navy  Department  are  espe- 
cially exempted,  and  properly  so.  to  this  emergency. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Mead]  was  chairman 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads,  and 
no  man  has  greater  information  about  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment and  its  fiscal  affairs  than  has  the  distinguished 
Junior  Senator  from  New  York.  He  and  the  senior  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellahI  have  long  dealt  with  that 
subject  and  are  experts  in  it.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
pointed  out  that  the  reductions  and  eliminaUons  cannot 
be  made  to  the  Post  Office  Department. 


They  cannot  be  made,  as  was  stated  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Finance  Committee,  as  I  recall,  to  the  Treasury 
Department. 

So,  where  are  they  to  be  made?  It  is  admitted  they  can- 
not be  made  in  the  Department  of  Justice.  Seven  out  of 
the  ten  regular  departments  of  the  Government,  by  admis- 
sions made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  cannot  be  touched 
under  this  reduction  program.  At  least  no  material  and 
substantial  reduction  can  be  made  in  all  those  seven  depart- 
ments. So,  we  come  down  to  the  Department  of  Labor. 
There  Is  not  much  opportunity  for  reduction  there.  It  is 
not  a  big  Department.  In  personnel,  it  is  one  of  the  smallest 
departments  in  the  Goverrmient.  We  cannot  reduce  the 
salaries.  The  employees  are  all  under  the  civil-«ervice  and 
under  the  Salary  Classiflcation  Act. 

What  have  we  left?  There  is  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  That  Department  reaches  out  into  the  rural 
areas  of  the  country.  There  is  also  the  Department  of 
Agriculture.  That  Is  where  the  load  falls.  There  is  the 
same  old  fight  which  the  Senate  had  this  year  and  last 
year  on  the  appropriation  bills  which  have  been  brought 
before  the  Congress — the  fight  of  the  friends  of  the  farmers 
to  protect  them  in  the  matter  of  a  proper  share  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  appropriations  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  President.  I  know  that  the  motives  of  the  Senator  from 
Vlrgtoia  [Mr.  Byrd]  are  worthy;  but  it  is  apparent  that  he 
has  not  thought  out  to  the  last  analysis  the  effect  of  his 
amendment  and  considered  where  the  ax  would  fall. 

It  Is  admitted  that  the  soil -conservation  fimd  is  exempt. 
We  next  come  to  the  parity  payments  which  we  have  liad  so 
much  trouble  in  establishing  as  a  proper  policy  of  the  Oovem- 
ment. Parity  payments  represent  a  distribution  which  has 
been  promised  to  the  farmers  since  the  first  tariff  law  as  a 
partial  compensation  to  them  for  carrying  the  burden  neces- 
sary to  support  the  protected  industries  of  the  country. 
Pmally  the  principle  was  established,  and  now  it  is  proposed 
to  take  away  a  portion  of  those  pajmients  with  a  short  reso- 
lution to  the  name  of  national  defense. 

How  many  sins  are  to  be  committed  to  the  name  of  national 
defense,  unfurling  the  flag  where  it  has  no  place?  We  have 
before  us  a  national -defense  measure.  The  pending  amend- 
ment seeks  to  give  to  the  President  power  to  make  reduc- 
tions. Let  us  not  forget  that  the  Prraident  has  not  been  an 
enthusiastic  supporter  of  parity  payments.  As  was  brought 
out  earlier  in  the  debate,  parity  payments  were  not  Included 
to  the  Budget  estimate  for  this  Congress  or  the  previous  Con- 
gress. There  the  ax  must  fall  almost  entirely,  if  a  reduction 
of  10  percent,  or  any  think  like  it,  is  approached  in  this  read- 
justment. 

The  field  representatives  are  not  under  the  Classification 
Act.  The  agents  out  In  the  field,  the  enforcement  com- 
mittees, and  all  the  employees  of  the  rural-rehabilitation 
program,  are  subject  not  only  to  reduction  but  to  elimina- 
tion. They  are  not  under  civil  service.  They  are  not  under 
the  Salary  Classification  Act.  They  have  no  protection 
unless  their  friends  In  Congress  protect  them.  As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Appropriations  Committee,  I  am  willtog  at  any 
time,  as  I  have  announced  many  times,  to  begin  with  the 
first  appropriation  bill  coming  before  Congress  and  scale 
down  all  the  way  through:  but  I  have  found,  and  Senators 
have  observed,  that  the  disposition  has  been  to  disregard  a 
program  of  that  sort  until  the  agricultural  appropriation 
bill  is  reached.  I  can  prove  that  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  I  Mr.  Smith  1. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  take  any  further  time.  I  hope 
the  matter  will  not  be  dealt  with  to  this  brief  and  summary 
way,  without  hearings  by  an  amendment  reported  by  a  com- 
mittee which  does  not  properly  have  Jurisdiction  of  tha 

Mr.  OVERTON.     Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  Senator  has  no  objection  to  my 
amendment,  has  he?  As  I  understand,  his  whole  argument 
is  addressed  to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  The  only  objection  I  have  to  the  Sen- 
ator's amendment  is  that  if  we  are  to  put  a  limit  on  the 
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reduction,  it  ought  to  be  10  percent  and  not  25  percent.  I 
do  not  think  the  President  ought  to  have  power  to  go  as 
high  as  25  percent  in  reducing  the  salaries  of  any  employees, 
or  in  reducing  the  number  of  employees  engaged  In  any 

operation. 

Let  me  add  one  further  obeervation.  The  Wll  provides  lor 
a  reducUon  of  10  percent  of  the  total  amount  of  "the  appro- 
prlaUons  affected."  What  appropriations  are  affected?  Take 
the  case  of  the  appropriations  in  the  Treastur  Department: 
Is  the  entire  Treasury  Department  appropriation  bill  af- 
fected? What  does  "appropriations  affected"  mean?  The 
language  is  "10  percent  of  the  total  amount  of  the  appropria- 
tions affected."  Does  that  mean  for  the  individual?  The  pro- 
vtakn  Is  that  the  reduction  shall  not  be  less  than  10  percent 
of  the  total  amount  of  the  appropriations  affected. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  ai^roiKiations  affected  are  the  nonde- 
fenae  appropriations,  excluding  national  defense,  fixed 
charges,  and  trust  funds.    That  Is  very  clear. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Does  that  include  all  Departments?  It 
is  admitted  by  Senators  who  are  supporting  the  measure  that 
a  number  of  appropriations  may  not  be  reduced  10  percent. 
If  we  have  to  reduce  all  of  them  except  appropriations  for  the 
War  Department,  the  Navy  Department,  and  a  few  specified 
Independent  agencies  such  as  the  Senator  has  mentioned,  we 
shall  certainly  destroy  the  efBciency  of  some  of  the  most 
necessary  departments  of  the  Oovemment. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  must  be  aware  that  the  proposal 
is  not  for  a  horizontal  cut  In  all  departments. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  No;  but  it  is  10  ];>ercent  in  every 
department  affected. 

Mr.  BYRD.    No;  that  is  the  amount  of  it — 

In  Kueti  manner  ttutt  the  total  amount  of  maeh  reductions  shall  ztot 
be  IcM  than  10  percent  at  the  total  amount  ot  the  ^proprUtiona 
affected. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    The  total  amount  of  what? 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  total  amount  of  the  appropriations  af- 
fected, which  are  nondefense  appropriations.  The  Senator  Is 
an  able  lawyer,  and  I  am  not;  but  It  Is  very  clear  to  me  that 
that  is  simply  the  standard  by  which  the  total  amount  of  the 
reduction  is  to  be  determined. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  That  U  the  kind  of  risk  which  the  Senate 
is  taking  when  It  approves  the  amendment. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  all  I  have  to  say. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I  take  the  amendment 
of  the  able  Senator  from  Virginia  as  it  is  expressed.  I  do 
not  think  there  Is  anything  more  essential  to  national 
defense  than  the  production  of  that  which  sustains  life; 
and  that  which  sustains  Ufe  comes  from  the  earth,  "nie 
farmers  of  America,  those  who  produce  the  sustenance  of 
Ufe,  are  the  defenders  of  our  national  existence. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  I  intended,  of  course,  to  include  in  my 
discussion  the  effect  upon  the  relief  program,  in  addition  to 
the  effect  upon  agricultural  apiHt)prlations.  It  is  said  that 
those  are  the  two  agencies  which  must  of  necessity  bear  the 
bnmt  of  the  burden. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  To  continue,  as  a  member  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  I  recall  that  we  were  confronted 
With  the  parity  paymenti;  without  a  Budget  estimate,  and, 
indeed,  without  the  accord  of  the  Chief  Executive.  We  put 
that  enormous  approiNriatlon  over  in  the  Senate  AppnH>ria- 
tions  Committee  because  we  believed  the  farmers  should  be 
encouraged  to  produce  thiit  which  sustains  life. 

To  my  mind,  parity  payments  may  ix>t  be  essential  in  the 
Immediate  future.  To  my  nUnd.  the  agricultural  program 
which  has  gone  forward  In  the  past  few  years  may  not  be 
necessary  to  our  national  existence.  However.  I  think  that 
when  the  war  is  over — and  I  hope  it  may  be  over  soon — 
the  conditions  in  far-flxmjj  countries  will  be  such  that  they 
wlU  absorb  everything  the  farmers  of  America  can  produce. 
That  is  my  hope.  However,  my  hope  may  not  be  realised. 
My  wish  and  my  hope  in  that  respect  have  not  been  in 
accord  with  the  program  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

With  that  thought  in  mind,  we  created  a  great  appropria- 
tion to  assure  the  farmers  of  America  a  parity  payment.    I 
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was  one  of  those  in  the  Appropriations  Committee  of  the 
Senate  who  voted  for  the  parity  payment.  To  my  mind,  the 
parity  payment  is  now  about  to  be  scuttled,  if  I  may  use  a 
homely  expression.  While  I  am  making  the  battle  here. 
and  others  are  Joining  with  me.  to  the  end  that  wages  in 
America  shall  not  be  cut.  at  the  same  time  I  hope  to  make 
the  battle  that  farmers  may  be  induced  to  go  forward  and 
produce  that  which  is  necessary  to  sustain  life  In  this 
Nation  and  in  heartbroken  naUons  abroad.  Our  surplus 
may  be  necessary  to  succor  those  who  are  in  despah:  or  who 
will  be  In  despair  in  the  future. 

If  the  parity  payments  to  the  farmers  of  America  can  be 
reduced  by  either  10  percMit  or  25  percent,  the  psychological 
effect  will  be  to  destroy  the  encouragement  which  should  be 

held  out  to  them.  ^,  ^  .^        ,^  .. 

I  think  this  would  be  a  grave  mistake;  I  think  It  would  be 
as  grave  a  mistake  as  to  reduce  the  appropriations  for  the 
building  up  of  the  Navy  and  the  Army,  because,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  Napoleon,  "an  army  fights  on  its  belly."  and  an 
army  and  a  navy  cannot  be  maintained  secure  and  content 
unless  they  have  the  sustenance  of  life. 

I  have  great  respect  for  the  Junior  Senator  from  Virginia; 
but  if  it  be  the  intendment  of  ttis  amendment  to  curtail 
parity  pajrments  or  to  curtail  other  payments  which  now 
afford  some  encouragement  to  American  farmers,  then,  with 
the  wage  workers  of  this  country,  I  must  Join  to  the  end  that 
labor  and  the  farmers  shall  stand  together  against  thla 
amendment.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  questicm  is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
OvxRTON]  to  the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee  on 
page  33.  (Putting  the  question.)  By  the  sound,  the  Chair 
is  unable  to  decide. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adama 

Andrew* 

Aahurst 

Auatln 

Bailey 

Bankhead 

BarUey 

BUto 

Bone 

Brldgea 

Brown 

Bulow 

B\irke 

Byrd 

Byrne* 


Caraway 

Chandler 
Chaves 
Clark,  Idaho 
dark.  Mo. 
Oonnally 
Danaher 


Davte 

Donahey 

Downey 

Blender 

Oeorge 

Oerry 

Olllett* 

Oreen 

Oufley 

Ovimey 

Bale 

■arrlson 

■fetch 

■ayden 

Dei  ling 

HUl 

Hoi  man 

Holt 

Hughea 

Johnaon.  Colo. 

King 

La  VbUette 


Lucaa 

lAxndeen 

icecarran 

\MfWmnmr 

licNary 

Maloney 


Miller 

Mlntoo 

Murray 

Naely 

Noma 

Nye 

CMahoney 

Orerton 

Pep{>er 

Plttman 

Badcllfle 

Reed 

Beynolda 

RuaseU 

Sch  warts 


Behwrtlenbach 

Bheppard 

Bhlpstead 

Oattery 

Bmathws 

Smith 

Tart 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utab 

Tbbey 

Townsend 

Triiman 

Tydtnga 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuya 

Wagner 

WaUh 

White 

WUay 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Eighty-nine  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  I  am  opposed  to  the 
whole  program;  I  am  opposed  to  the  Byrd  amendment;  and  I 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment,  to  strike  out  "25 
percent"  and  substitute  In  lieu  thereof  "10  percent."  so  that, 
if  the  worst  should  happen,  there  would  not  be  more  than  a 
10-percent  reduction.  I  think  It  is  fair  to  state,  however, 
that,  even  if  my  amendment  shall  be  adopted.  I  shall  vote 
against  the  section  as  reported  by  the  committee,  which  Is 
known  as  the  Byrd  amendment. 

Mr.  OVERTON  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  wiO  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
to  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment  oSLereA  by  the  SenatcMT 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  OvnToifl. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    That  is  correct:  he  has  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Can  we  not  settle  the  matter  then  with- 
out a  record  vote  on  that  basis? 
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Mr.  OVERTON.  I  should  think  so.  The  amendment 
merely  nrovides  a  hmitatlon  of  the  authority  of  the  President. 
•nie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  before  the  Sen- 
ate is  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  to  the 
committee  amendment,  on  which  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  requested. 

Mr.. HATCH.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
Mr.  BANKHEAD.    Just  a  moment,  Mr.  President;  I  offered 
an  amendment  to  that  amendmoat.    The  question,  I  think. 
Is  on  my  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  do  not  exactly  understand  how  there  can 
be  an  amendment  to  an  amendment  to  an  amoadment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  would  not  be  In  order. 
The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  providing  a 
limitation  of  25  percent.  Is  the  question  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Did  I  understand  the  Chair  to  say  that  the 

amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  was  not  before 

the  Senate. 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER    It  is  before  the  Senate  now. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Has  not  the  Senator  from  Alabama  offered 

a  perfecting  amendment  to  that  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  advised  that 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  is  out  of  order, 
as  it  would  be  in  the  third  degree. 

Mr.    HATCH.     The    amendment   offered    by    the    Senator 
from  Alabama  Is  out  of  order? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Yes. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  atten- 
tion should  be  called  to  the  fact  that  the  amendment  which 
is  now  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  attempting 
to  fix  a  ceUing,  as  it  were,  to  the  amount  of  reduction  that 
may  be  placed  upon  any  particular  item,  would  unquestion- 
ably have  the  effect  of  spreading  the  reductions  over  a  very 
much  larger  field  than  if  the  perfecting  amendment  were 
not  adopted.  As  it  has  been  presented  by  the  Senator  from 
Virginia,  the  amendment  directs  the  President  to  make  a 
total  reduction  in  the  appropriations,  not  including  national 
defense  fixed  charges  and  trust  funds,  of  not  less  than  10 
percent.  Accordingly,  it  delegates  to  the  President  the  dis- 
cretion to  make  as  great  a  reduction  as  may  occur  to  him. 
and  he  may  make  it  all  out  of  particular  Items,  as  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  very  well  pointed  out.  He  may 
take  It  out  of  the  items  that  Congress  has  written  into  the 
appropriation  bills  without  the  approval  of  the  Budget 
Bureau. 

We  all  know  that  the  President  Is  bearing  a  tremendous 
burden  at  this  time;  we  all  know  that  it  will  be  physically 
impossible  for  him,  as  an  Individual,  to  undertake  to  make 
the  reductions  which  the  original  amendment  directs  shall 
be  made.    As  a  mater  of  practical  effect,  If  this  basic  amend- 
ment  should   become    law.   the    work    would    be    done    by 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.    I  think,  in  that  event,  we  could 
all    very    reasonably    anticipate    that   every   appropriation 
which  has  been  uTitten  by  Congress  without  an  estimate 
from  the  Budget  Bureau  would  be  cut  off  in  its  entirety. 
Therefore,  I  have  been  opposed  to  this  amendment. 
Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me.  I  will 
yield  In  a  moment.    I  have  been  opposed  to  this  amend- 
ment because  I  believe  that  the  legislative  fimctlon  is  ours. 
and  if  we  are  going  to  cut  appropriations,  let  us  have  the 
good  sense  and  the  courage  to  cut  them  ourselves.    Having 
written  into  various  appropriation  measures,  appropriations 
which  we,  as  the  Senate  and  the  House  combined,  beUeve 
should    be    made,    why    should    we    now    delegate    to    the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  the  power  to  make  any  cut  it  sees  fit? 
By  so  doing  we  completely  sacrifice  our  control  over  the 
appropriations. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  U  the  Senator  from  Virginia  will  par- 
don me  Just  a  moment,  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
OvraroN)  was  asking  me  to  yield,  and  I  really  ought  to 
yield  to  him  first;  but  if  the  Senators  will  let  me  finish  this 
statement  I  shall  then  be  glad  to  yield  to  both  of  them. 

I  was  merely  pointing  out  that  I  am  opposed  to  the  basic 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  and  re- 


ported by  the  committee,  because  of  this  invasion  of  the 
power  of  Congress  to  make  its  own  appropriations,  and  be- 
cause it  consUtutes  a  delegation  to  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  of  the  appropriating  power. 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OT^IAHONEY.  With  respect  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana 

Mr.  BYRD.    Will  the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  should  prefer  to  finish  this  state- 
ment, if  I  may. 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  merely  want  to  make  a  reference  to  that 

particular  matter. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    I  shall  be  very  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  said  we  are  delegating  author- 
ity to  the  President.  ^    .  - 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    I  said  "to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 

Mr.  BYRD.  Well,  the  President  finally  exercises  it.  Just 
as  we  have  delegated  to  him  any  amount  of  other  authority. 
We  delegate  to  him  authority  to  spend  biUions  in  lump-sum 
appropriations. 

The  Senator  knows  that  all  the  appropriation  bills  for  the 
next  fiscal  year  have  been  passed.  The  Senator  knows  that 
there  is  no  ^vay  for  us  to  ^Geci  specific  reductions  in  the  ap- 
propriations themselves  except  to  recall  the  appropriation 
bills  and  rerefer  them  to  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
which  would  take  a  long  time  to  accomplish.  If  that  were 
done,  probably  they  would  not  be  effective  by  July  1.  when  the 
new  appropriations  must  become  effective;  so  this  is  the 
only  way  to  deal  with  the  subject  in  the  emergency  which 
confronts  the  country. 

Why  have  we  a  tax  bill  here?  We  would  not  have  a  tax 
bill  before  us  except  for  the  national  emergency  which  con- 
fronts America  today.  For  the  same  reason,  this  provision 
is  Justifiable  under  these  conditions — because  of  the  emer- 
gency—and it  is  the  only  way  in  which  a  reduction  can  be 
effected   In   the   appropriations  which  have   already  been 

passed. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator's  con- 
clusion. If  the  Congress  desired  to  asstune  the  responsibility, 
and  desired  to  make  effective  the  objective  which  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  has  announced.  I  think  It  would  be  a  perfectly 
simple  matter  for  us  to  sUy  here— as  we  probably  shaU  stay 
here— without  adjournment  this  summer  and  go  to  work  on 
the  appropriation  bills.  I  was  referring,  however,  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  LoiUsiana. 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr!  O'MAHONEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Would  the  Senator  favor  a  resolution  to  recall 
all  the  appropriation  bills  we  have  passed,  and  rerefer  them 
to  the  Appropriations  Committee? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  am  not  ready  to  say  that  I  would 
favor  that  course  now;  no. 

Mr.  BYRD.    That  is  the  only  way  in  which  it  can  be 

done.  .  ^       xw  i 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    The  Senator  is  merely  saying  that 

Congress  has  abdicated  the  power  of  legislation. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr!  ADAMS.  On  the  question  of  procedure.  I  simply  wish 
to  say  that  I  do  not  believe  that  is  the  only  way  of  dealing 
with  the  matter,  because  amendments  to  the  appropriation 
bills  could  be  made  without  recalling  the  appropriation  bills 
themselves. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  add  another  word, 
the  great  majority  of  the  appropriation  bUls  have  ab-eady 
been  passed  and  have  become  law  by  the  signatiu-e  of  the 
President. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  That  would  not  make  it  at  all  im- 
possible or  difficult  for  any  Member  of  this  body  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  providing  for  paring  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  1941.  There  would  be  no  difficulty  whatever 
about  the  Appropriations  Committee  meeting,  distributing 
this  task  among  the  various  subconunittees,  going  over  each 
appropriation  measure  item  by  item,  and  determining  what 
appropriations  should  be  sacrificed. 
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I  desire  now,  however,  to  refer  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  OvBtroN)  placing  an 
upper  limit  of  25  percent  upon  the  reduction  that  may  be 
made  upon  any  particular  item.  That  necessarily  would 
require  the  reduction  of  many  more  items  than  the  original 
amendment,  in  Its  unamended  form,  would  require. 

Prom  the  discussion  which  has  taken  place  here  this 
aftemooi,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  quite  clear  that  the  majority 
at  the  Bfemben  of  this  body  do  not  want  to  undertake  now 
to  reduce  salaries.  The  sponsor  of  the  amendment  has  gone 
to  great  trouble  to  explain  that  salaries  are  not  Intended  to 
be  Included;  but  if  we  impose  this  upper  limit  of  25  percent, 
it  seems  to  me  it  will  be  practically  impossible  to  make  any^ 
effective  reduction  at  all  unless  we  go  into  the  item  of  the 
compensation  of  employees.  I  feel  that  there  are  many 
employees  of  the  Oovemment,  particularly  those  who  re- 
ceive $5,000  a  year  or  more,  who  might  very  weU  susUin 
a  cut;  but  there  are  many  other  employees  of  the  Govern- 
ment. In  the  lower  brackets,  who  could  not  sustain  such 
a  cut. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yiel^? 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wy- 
oming srleld  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  OliiAHONEY.    I  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  same  employees  who  might  stand  a 
eat  in  their  salaries  are  taxed  in  this  bill  by  lowering  the 
brackets  and  Increasing  the  Income  taxes  jiist  as  everybody 
else  is  being  affected;  so  to  do  that  would  be.  In  effect,  levy- 
ing a  double  tax  on  them — a  tax  by  reason  of  the  reduction 
of  their  compensation,  as  well  as  the  mcome  taxes  they  will 
pay  under  the  new  schedules. 

Mr.  CMAHONXY.  The  Senator  is  quite  right.  It  would 
undoubtedly  have  that  effect. 

Mr.  BYRD.    B4r.  President 

Mr.  OlifAHONEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  should  like  to  reiterate  what  has  been  re- 
peatedly said  today— that  the  Budget  Director  and  the 
Treasury  Department  have  given  a  ruling  that  tmder  this 
Joint  reaohiUon  it  is  not  legally  possible  to  reduce  the  clas- 
sification standard  of  salaries. 

Mr.  OlilAHONEY.  Then  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  has  the  effect  of  contradicting  the 
direction  which  is  contained  in  the  original  amendment. 

Mr.  BANKHKAD.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.    I  srleld  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  It 
would  not  be  possible  to  reduce  the  salary  by  changing  the 
grade — in  other  words,  by  demoting  the  employee. 

Mr  CMAHONEY.  Of  course.  The  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama is  quite  right.  The  statement  is  based  wholly  upon  an 
interpretation  of  "fixed  charges."  as  I  understand,  and  Is  an 
expression  of  as  intention;  but  when  the  Joint  resolution 
directs,  or  attempts  to  direct,  a  total  cut  of  not  less  than  10 
percent  In  a  total  of  certain  appropriations,  and  then  in  the 
next  amendment  says,  "but  not  more  than  25  percent  upon 
any  particular  Iton/'  it  seems  to  me  we  are  in  danger  of  hav- 
ing two  contradictory  proposals  In  the  amendment. 

That  sivgests  to  my  mind  another  thought:  The  amend- 
ment Itself  is  not  clear,  as  the  Senator  from  Alabama  has 
very  well  pointed  out.  There  Is  no  definition  here  of  the 
appropriations  affected.  An  appropriation  which  would  be 
reduced  10  percent  would  be  an  appropriation  affected.  An 
appropriation  which  would  be  reduced  25  percent  under  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  would  also 
be  an  appropriation  affected;  but  the  general  language  of  the 
original  amendment  says: 

In  such  manner  that  the  total  amount  or  such  reductions  shaU 
not  be  leas  than  10  percent  of  the  total  amount  of  the  i^profvl^- 
tlons  affected. 

Obviously  that  Is  a  contradiction  in  terms.  The  lan^age 
of  the  amendment  is  not  clear.  There  Is  in  this  amendment 
an  attempt  to  exclude  appropriations  for  national  defense. 
What  Is  an  appropriation  for  national  defense?  We  pasfsed 
the  relief  Joint  resolution  here  the  other  day;  but.  as  I  recall. 
tttst  TfUxi  measure  contained  a  provision  to  the  effect  that 
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there  should  be  certain  noncombatant  training  for  the 
C.  C.  C.  enrollecs.  Is  that  an  expenditure  for  national  de- 
fense? And  how  many  others  are  for  national  defense?  If 
the  war  abroad  has  taught  us  anything,  it  has  taught  us  that 
we  are  living  in  an  era  of  total  war.  The  buUding  of  roads, 
the  improvement  of  rivers  and  harbors,  the  provision  of 
C.  C.  C.  camps,  the  raising  of  crops,  parity  payments  to 
farmers — all  these  are  items  which  may  easily  be  regarded 
as  items  of  national  defense,  and  an  argument  will  be  raised 
every  time  any  attempt  may  be  made  under  this  appropria- 
tion to  effect  a  reduction.  It  seems  to  me  the  sensible,  sane 
thing  to  do  about  this  matter  is  for  Congress  to  assiune  lU 
legislative  duty. 

My  attention  was  called  by  another  Senator  a  moment 
ago  to  the  fact  that  upon  this  floor  a  few  days  ago  the  com- 
mittee brought  in  an  amendment  to  a  bill  providing  that 
there  should  be  a  reduction  of  expenditures  by  the  Treasury 
Department.  The  Treasury  Department  was  to  be  permitted, 
in  the  Procurement  Division,  to  save  a  million  or  a  million  and 
a  half  dollars.  The  matter  was  debated  upon  this  floor,  and 
the  Senate  waif  almost  a  unit  in  declaring.  "We  shall  not 
permit  the  executive  department  to  make  this  reduction  of 
a  million  and  a  half  dollars."  Now.  we  are  asked  to  reverse 
that  position  and  extend  to  the  executive  department  a 
blanket  mvitation  to  make  any  cut  it  sees  fit.  not  less  than 
10  percent  to  any  item  that  the  executive  department  may 
choose,  without  any  review  on  the  part  of  Ck}ngress. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  an  utterly  objectionable 
surrender  of  legislative  authority. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  vote  to  be 
taken  on?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ovuton] 
to  the  amendment  of  the  committee  on  page  33. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  As  I  understand,  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  Is 
that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  is  not  open  to  amend- 
ment so  as  to  change  the  percentage  fixed  in  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.   That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  In  other  words,  if  a  Member  of  the  8enat« 
preferred  to  have  the  25  percent  either  increased  or  decreased, 
the  only  way  that  could  be  accomplished  would  be  by  defeat- 
ing  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  and 
then  offering  an  amendment  with  a  different  flgtire  In  It? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  is  correct.  Is 
there  a  second  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiant 
for  the  yeas  and  nays? 

The  yeas  and  najrs  were  not  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

MCSSAGS  FBOM  THX  ROOSX 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  htt. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  con- 
ference on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8668)  making 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  for 
civil  functions  administered  by  the  War  Department,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

EMROLLXD    BILLS   AMD   JOUTT    RESOLXmOH    SICirKS 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  Joint 
resolution,  and  they  were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

8.2611.  An  act  authorizing  the  purchase  of  a  site  and 
the  erection  of  a  biiilding  m  the  State  of  Massachusetts  for 
use  as  a  radio-monitoring  station,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8.  2983.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of  lumber  and  other 
forest  products  obtained  from  the  forests  on  Indian  reserva- 
tions by  Indian  enterprises; 

S.  2984.  An  act  authorizing  the  transfer  of  title  of  the 
Hayward  Indian  Schocd  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 
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S.  3018.  An  act  to  amend  section  210  of  the  Communica- 
tions Act  of  1934,  approved  June  19.  1934  (48  Stat.  1073; 
47  U.  S.  C.  210).  so  as  to  permit  communication  utilities  to 
contribute  free  services  to  the  national  defense; 

S.  3237.  An  act  to  amend  section  301  (a)  of  the  Sugar 
Act  of  1937; 

S.  3352.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  August  27.  1935  (49 
Stat.  2194).  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3667.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  local  delivery  rate  on 
certain  flrst-class  mail  matter; 

S.  3958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  grant  to  the  Road  Department  of  the  State  of 
Florida  an  easement  for  a  road  right-of-way  over  the  Coast 
Guard  Reservation  at  Flagler  Beach.  Fla.;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  214.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  recogni- 
tion of  the  two  hundredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of 
the  University  of  Pennsylvania  by  Benjamin  Franklin  and 
the  beginning  of  university  education  in  the  United  States, 
and  providing  for  the  representation  of  the  Government  and 
people  of  the  United  States  in  the  observance  of  the 
anniversary. 

'  REVENTJK  BILL  Of   IMO 

The  Senate  restuned  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method 
for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  pending  amendment,  on  page  33.  lines  1  and  2.  to 
strike  out  the  words  "and  directed." 

I  Shan  say  only  a  word  about  the  amendment.  I  offer  it 
because  I  do  not  believe  that  in  its  present  form  the  com- 
mittee amendment  is  workable.  In  addition  to  what  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  has  said  about  authority  over  ap- 
propriations. I  do  not  believe  it  is  wise  legislation,  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  present,  or.  indeed,  under  any  chxum- 
stances.  for  Congress  by  piecemeal  to  appropriate  money 
which  It  thinks  is  needed  for  the  various  departments  of  the 
Government,  and  then  later  say  that  the  President  is  di- 
rected, is  commanded,  to  reduce  the  appropriations  by  10 

I  ivaiize  that  the  Senator  from  Virginia  is  sincere  about 
this  matter.  It  U  one  of  the  things  about  which  he  has 
thought  much  and  to  which  he  has  given  great  study,  and  I 
hesiute  to  interfere  with  an  amendment  which  has  been 
voted  by  the  Committee  on  Finance,  of  which  I  am  a  member. 
I  happened  not  to  be  in  the  meeting  of  the  committee  at  the 
time  the  amendment  was  offered,  because  I  had  to  be  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.    It  was  taken  up  after  the  hour  of  12 

o'clock.  X       -»      J 

If  I  had  been  in  attendance  at  the  time  the  Senator  offered 
the  amendment  in  the  committee  I  would  then  have  moved 
to  strike  out  the  words  "and  directed." 

In  order  that  the  President  may  carry  out  this  mandate 
as  to  all  the  appropriations  which  have  been  enacted  by 
the  Congress  for  the  national  defense,  all  salaries  are  to  be 
exempted.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  cutting  salaries,  because 
most  of  those  whose  salaries  would  be  cut.  as  I  indicated  a 
moment  ago.  would  be  taxed  under  the  schedules  of  the 
pending  blU  anyway,  because  their  exemptions  would  be 
lowered,  and  to  some  extent  the  rates  would  be  effective  in 
their  cases.  Every  man  and  woman  who  is  an  employee  of 
the  United  States  Government,  who  comes  within  the  bradc- 
ets  provided.  wUl  be  taxed  Just  as  everyone  else  wlU  be  taxed, 
and  I  am  not  wllUng  at  this  stage,  at  least.  \n  this  emer- 
gency to  place  a  double  burden  or  a  double  penalty  on  them 
because  they  happen  to  be  working  for  the  Government. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  virill  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Would  the  Senator  be  wlllmg  to  give  the 
value  of  his  support  to  the  suggestion  of  the  committee,  as 
embodied  in  the  Byrd  amendment,  with  the  change  thatthe 
President  would  be  "authorized  and  respectfully  requited  ? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  do  not  know  that  the  word  "respectfully 
is  necessary. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Nor  do  L 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  would  be  presumed  that  It  was  done  In 
a  respectful  manner.  I  would  certainly  prefer  the  words 
"authorized  and  requested"  to  the  words  "authorized  and 
directed."  l)ecause  I  think  the  proposal  as  it  is  now  worded  is 
inconsistent.  Congress  has  passed  a  number  of  bills  in  the 
last  few  days,  and  the  emergency  was  Just  as  great  then  as 
it  is  now.  Less  than  a  week  ago  we  passed  a  relief  bill,  which 
will  be  affected  by  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia, because  if  we  are  to  eliminate  these  other  items,  the 
main  place  where  the  cuts  will  be  required,  where  they  will  be 
mandatory,  and  will  be  more  than  any  10  percent,  if  the 
President  is  to  reach  an  average  of  10.  will  be  in  agriculture 
and  in  reUef.  There  is  no  escape  from  that  conclusion,  to 
my  Judgment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    In  the  taterest  of  attempting  to  get 
together,  will  the  Senator  agree  if  we  strike  out  the  word 
"respectfully"  and  Just  say  "authorized  and  requested"? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  should  be  willing  to  support  that. 
Mr.  BANKHEAD.    Mr.  President.  I  would  object  to  that. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  think  I  should  be  willtog  to  go  along 
with  the  committee  if  the  language  were  changed  so  that  it 
would  be  m  the  discretion  of  the  President  to  determtae 
whether  he  should  cut  the  appropriations  10  percent  or  any 
other  amount;  but  I  do  not  feel  Justifled  to  voting  to  com- 
mand the  President  to  bring  about  such  a  readjustment  of 
appropriations  we  have  made  withto  the  last  3  weeks  or  the 
last  10  days.  If  he  has  to  bring  about  an  average  cut  of  10 
percent.    I  do  not  believe  he  can  bring  about  an  average  cut 
of  10  percent  to  the  field  to  which  he  Is  restricted  without 
making  a  much  greater  cut  than  10  percent,  or  even  the 
25  percent  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  address  myself  now  to 
the  remarks  of  the  able  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  t  Mr,  Harrison  ] .  When 
did  the  people  of  this  country  lose  their  authority  over  this 
Government  to  such  an  extent  that  they  would  "respectfully 
request"  anyone  to  do  anything? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  with- 
draw the  suggestion  I  made  if  it  will  end  this  debate,  and  we 
can  get  along.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Then  the  Senator  suggested  the  word 
"request."  The  people  of  this  country  are  sovereign,  and 
they  do  not  request  any  one  to  do  anything. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  we  may  as  well  face  the  situa- 
tion frankly.  If  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky is  agreed  to  it  will  cut  the  heart  out  of  the  amend- 
ment. The  President  already  has  the  authority  to  reduce 
these  expenditures.  He  has  been  claiming  that  he  has  been 
reducing  them.  To  eliminate  the  words  "and  directed,"  and 
say  that  he  is  authorized  to  reduce  the  expenditures,  merely 
means  nothing.  I  for  one  am  not  willing  to  mislead  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  Into  the  thought  that  the  adoption  of 
this  amendment,  as  modified  by  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky,  would  result  to  a  reduction  of  nonde- 
fense  spending,  the  money  to  be  devoted  to  the  essential  pur- 
poses of  the  defense  program. 

I  have  listened  to  the  argtmient  this  afternoon  with  great 
interest.  We  are  told  that  we  are  in  a  great  crisis,  and  we 
all  realize  that  we  are.  We  all  know  we  are  faced  with 
colossal  expenditures  for  national  defense.  Why  have  we  a 
tax  bill  before  us  today?  Thirty  days  ago  there  was  no  inti- 
mation that  we  would  be  asked  to  provide  $1,000,000,000  more 
in  taxes  for  the  pwnpose  of  national  defense.  We  are  doing 
this  because  of  the  emergency  with  which  this  coimtry  is 
confronted  because  of  the  conditions  which  have  come  about 
In  Europe  during  the  last  30  days. 

U  this  amendment  Is  eliminated,  we  will  be  striking  from 
the  bill  $500,000,000  which  could  be  used  for  national 
defense.  This  tax  bill  Is  a  meager  preparation  for  what  U 
to  come  before  us.  It  is  totally  Inadequate  to  meet  the 
emergency.  Under  the  pending  bill  we  will  raise  only 
$700  000  000  for  national  defense.  Now  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  from  the  bill  a  provision  under  which  $500,000,000  of 
savings  could  be  effected,  and  every  Senator  on  this  fioor 
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knows  they  could  be  effected  In  the  nondefense  expendi- 
tures of  our  Oovemment  and  the  mcmey  diverted  to  the 
needs  of  national  defense. 

I  know  there  is  nothing  I  can  say  at  this  late  hoiu-  to 
change  the  minds  of  Senators,  but  I  want  to  say  to  the 
patrons  of  the  amendment  that  if  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  shall  prevail,  it  will  cut  the  heart 
out  ol  the  amendment,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
shall  then  ask  that  the  amendment  be  stricken  from  the  bllL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  BAMcurrl  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  the  amend- 
ment stated?  

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER,  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment. 

The  Chut  Cuok.  It  Is  proposed,  on  page  33.  line  1,  In  the 
amendment  of  the  committee,  to  strike  out  the  words  "and 
directed",  so  that  it  will  read: 

The  President  Is  hereby  authorized  to  reduce  appropriations  for 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1(K1  (except  approprlatlona  for  national  defense,  fixed 
charges,  and  trust  funds).  In  such  manner  that  the  total  amount 
of  such  reductions  shall  not  be  less  than  10  percent  of  the  total 
amount  of  the  appropriations  affected.  Such  reductions  in  appro- 
priations shall  be  Impounded  and  returned  to  the  Treasiay. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  CHANDLER  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  DavmI,  who 
U  detained  on  Important  public  business.  Not  knowing  how 
be  would  vote,  I  am  compelled  to  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  HOLMAN  (when  his  name  was  called) .  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  IMr. 
BnwARTl.  X  am  advised  that  if  present  he  would  vote  "jtm.** 
If  at  liberty  to  vote  I  should  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  8RIP8TEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  Z  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr. 
OLA88).  I  am  informed  that  if  present  he  would  vote  "nay." 
If  at  liberty  to  vote  I  should  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  (when  his  name  was  called).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
(Mr.  Bamcnl.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  (Mr.  OiLLrml.  I  am  not  advised  how  either  Senator 
would  vote  if  present.    I  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  aimounce  that  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  On-Lrmc],  the  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Glass],  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  (Mr.  LuwdeenI,  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Sttwart],  and  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[B4r.  WmKUDtl  are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  annoimce  that  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Gibson  1  has  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Montana  tMr. 
WRXELnl.  If  present,  the  Senator  from  Vermont  would  vote 
"nay^  on  this  question,  and  the  Senator  from  Montana  would 
vote  "yea." 

I  armounce  that  the  Senators  from  North  Dakota  FMr. 
nusna  and  Mr.  Nrxl.  the  Senator  from  California  (Mr. 
JoHmoifl.  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson!  are 
necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Bakbour]  is  absent  on 
ofDcial  duties. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Davis]  has  been  called 
away  on  official  tnisiness. 

The  result  was  aniK>unced — yeas  41,  nays  36.  as  follows: 
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TBAS— 41 

Asdrem 

Slender 

Matoney 

Schwellenbach 

ItanlrtirtMl 

Oreen 

Mead 

Sheppard 

Barkley 

Oufley 

MUler 

biattery 

BUbo 

Hayden 

Iflnton 

Smathers 

Bone 

HUl 

Neely 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Byrnes 

HuKbee 

NorrU 

Thomas.  Utah 

Caraway 

Ktne 

O-Mahoney 

Tnmian 

Chaves 

La  FOUette 

Pepper 

Wagner 

Clark.  Idaho 

Lm 

Beynolds 

OoanaUy 

licKeUar 

BusseU 

^ 

Downey 

lIcNaa 

BchwarU 

MATS— 36 

Adams 

Dooahey 

Johnson.  Oolo. 

Taft 

Austin 

Oemc* 

Lodge 

Tobey 

Bailey 

_       Gerry 

Lucas 

Townsend 

Brown 

Oumey 

McCarran 

Tydlngs 

Burke 

Bale 

Overton 

Vandenberg 

Byrd 

Harrison 

Plttman 

Van  Nuys 

Capi>er 

Hatrh 

BadcUffe 

Walsh 

Clark.  Mb. 

Herring 

Reed 

White    • 

Oanaher 

Holt 

Smith 

WUey 

NOT   VOnNO— 19 

Ashurst 

Davis 

Hoi  man 

Shlpetead 

Barbour 

Prazler 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Stewart 

Bridges 

Olbflon 

Lundeen 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bulow 

OtUette 

Murray 

Wheeler 

Chandler 

Glass 

Hye 

So  Mr.  Barkley's  amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  referring  to  the  committee 
amendment  which  has  just  t)een  amended,  I  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  as  the  amendment  Is  now  drawn,  liecause 
of  the  language  in  lines  5  to  7,  the  following  situation  could 
arise:  If  the  President,  in  the  calculation  of  the  savings  he 
is  directed  to  effect,  or  authorized  to  effect,  should  find  that 
he  could  make  a  saving  of  8  percent  or  9  percent  or  9V^ 
percent,  he  would  be  prohibited  from  doing  so,  because  he  is 
directed  to  reduce  appropriations  in  such  manner  that  the 
total  amount  of  such  reductions  shall  be  not  less  than  10 
percent  of  the  total  amount  of  the  appropriations  affected. 
I  do  not  think  we  want  to  leave  the  provision  in  that  way. 
80  that  if  the  President  can  make  a  reduction  of  9^2  percent 
he  may  not  do  so.  If  he  can  make  such  a  reduction  It 
ought  to  be  made.  If  he  can  make  a  reduction  of  9  percent 
it  ought  to  t)e  made.  Therefore  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  if  his  amendment  should  not  be  changed  lo  as  to 
read  substantially  as  follows: 

The  PfMUlent  Is  hereby  authorised  to  rsducs  appropriations  (or 
the  executive  branch  of  tbs  Oortmmsnt  for  the  flscal  year  0Dd« 
ing  JuM  SO,  1941— 

And  so  on- 
to an  amoimt  not  greatsr  than  15  peroen^— 

Or  25  percent  or  20  percent  or  10  percent,  any  figure  that  the 
Senator  wants  to  put  In.  of  the  total  of  the  appropriations 
affected  by  buch  reductions?  Unless  we  do  that  we  simply 
authorize  the  President  to  make  a  reduction,  and  tell  him 
that  unless  the  reduction  can  amount  to  at  least  10  percent, 
no  reduction  whatsoever  shall  be  made. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  a  few  moments  ago  mentioned 
the  fact  that  reductions  in  appropriations  have  been  made 
by  the  President.  If  we  adopt  this  amendment,  we  will  be 
telling  him  in  no  uncertain  langauge  that  unless  he  can 
make  a  total  reduction  of  at  least  10  percent  he  caimot  make 
any  reduction  at  ill. 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  if  I  am  not  correct  in 
my  conclusion? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  the  force  of  what  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  states.  Of  course,  I  would  not  want 
the  Senate  to  put  Itself  In  the  situation  of  authorizing  the 
President  to  do  something,  and  fixing  the  amount  at  10  per- 
cent and  thereby  preventing  him  from  making  any  saving. 
The  Senator  from  Virginia  tadicated  a  while  ago  that  if 
the  amendment  I  offered  was  adopted,  he  would  lo.se  interest 
in  the  matter  because  be  did  not  think  it  would  result  in 
any  saving. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President.  I  say  that  I  intend  to  vote 
against  the  committee  amendment  because  as  now  amended 
it  means  nothmg.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  cut 
the  heart  out  of  any  saving. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  view  of  that  statement,  we  might  sim- 
plify the  matter  by  all  (rf  us  agreeing  to  vote  to  strike  out 
the  amendment,  or  not  to  agree  to  the  amendment  as 
amended. 

Mr.  BYRD.     I  make  that  motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ellehdct  in  the  chair). 
■Rie  Senator  from  Michigan  (Mr.  Brown  1  has  the  floor 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 
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B«r.  BARKLEY.  If  the  amendment  Is  to  remain  in  the 
bill  undoubtedly  the  language  ought  to  be  framed  so  as  to 
authorize  the  President  to  make  such  reductions  as  he  finds 
possible,  without  any  limitation.  I  do  not  see  any  need  for 
putting  a  maximum  in  it,  but  I  think  that  it  might  be  ad- 
visable to  eliminate  the  minimum,  l)ecause  the  President  may 
not  be  able  to  make  reductions. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  for  the  reasons  stated  by  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  there  ought  to  be  some  proper  limit 
beyond  which  he  caimot  go,  such  as  the  25  percent  he  sug- 
gested, or  20  percent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  My  objection  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  as  he  will  recall,  was  that  it  would 
make  the  President  appear  to  be  going  in  two  directions;  by 
going  in  one  direction  he  would  save  10  percent  as  a  whole, 
and  by  going  in  another  direction  he  could  not  save  more 
than  25  percent  on  any  item,  and  he  might  find  it  inconsistent 
to  carry  out  the  two  mandates  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  BROWN.  The  amendment,  which  was  suggested  orig- 
inally by  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  was  adopted  by  the 
Finance  Committee,  and.  of  course,  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia has  no  right  to  withdraw  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Has  the  Senator  an  amendment  which 

he  suggesu?  ^  ^        ^ 

Mr.  BROWN.  Yes.  The  language  of  my  amendment 
would  be  the  same  as  the  language  of  the  committee  amend- 
ment, as  amended,  down  to  line  6.  and  after  the  word  "funds" 
to  Insert: 

To  an  amount  not  greater  than  ao  psrcent  of  tbs  total  of  ths 
approplations  affecud  by  such  reductions. 

X  think  that  would  clear  up  the  situation. 

Mr.  8HIP8TEAD.    Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHIP8TEAD.  It  occurs  to  me  that  unless  there  U 
some  limit  placed  upon  reductlone  under  this  system,  entire 
appropriations  may  be  eliminated.  In  that  case  full  power 
would  be  given  to  the  Budget  Bureau  to  rewrite  appropria- 
tion bills  entirely. 

If  such  a  policy  Is  to  be  followed,  then  all  our  efforts  and 
time  spent  on  appropriation  bUU  will  have  been  wasted.  If 
that  U  to  be  the  situation,  the  whole  thing  seems  to  me  to  be 
ridiculous.  I  can  understand  that  reductions  could  possibly 
be  made  without  affecting  the  general -welfare  program;  but 
It  eeems  to  me  that  the  present  proposal  would  make  it  pos- 
sible. In  some  instances,  to  wipe  out  an  entire  act  of  Con- 
gress. I  do  not  know  what  power  there  would  be  to  increase 
other  appropriations  by  transferring  money  from  one  fimd 
to  another.    That  question  arises  in  my  mind. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  which  I 
have  proposed  places  an  upper  limit  of  20  percent  on  the 
amount  of  the  reduction  which  may  be  made  by  the  Presi- 
dent In  any  appropriation.  That  Is  certainly  far  superior 
to  the  language  as  it  stands,  which  would  mean  that  he 
might  not  make  any  reduction  unless  he  reduced  aU  appro- 
priations 10  percent.  ^  _.  .j- 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield.  ^  .  .u 

Mr  TYDINGS.  I  should  Uke  to  ask  the  Chair  what  the 
situation  is.  Did  the  Senator  from  Virginia  move  to  strike 
out  the  committee  amendment?    Is  that  the  pending  ques- 

Uon?  i^  .  . , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan proposed  an  amendment  to  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Then  the  Senator  from  Virginia  did  not 
move  to  strike  out  the  committee  amendment? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  necessary  to 
move  to  strike  out  a  committee  amendment.  The  quesUon 
Is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Blr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Would  it  be  possible  so  to  limit  or  amend 
the  amendment  as  to  provide  for  a  horizontal  reducUon  of 


not  more  than  10  percent  In  an  approprlaUon  whenever 

possible?  ^    .  . 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  think  that  is  possible,  but  in  my  Judgment 
it  Is  not  desirable,  for  the  many  reasons  which  have  been 
stated  by  various  Senators.  .  ,j« 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield.  , 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  wonder  if  we  may  have  the  Senator  a 

amendment  read  again. 

Mr.  BROWN.  As  the  section  would  read  If  amended  in 
accordance  with  my  amendment? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Yes. 

Mr.  BROWN.    The  section  would  then  read: 

The  President  is  hereby  authorized  to  reduce  appropriations  for 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  for  the  flscal  year  enalnj 
June  30.  1941  (except  appropriations  for  national  defense,  fixed 
charges  and  trust  funds),  to  an  amount  not  greater  than  20  per- 
cent of  the  total  of  each  of  the  appropriations  affected  by  such 
reductions.  Such  reductions  In  appropriations  shall  be  impounded 
and  returned  to  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Will  the  Senator  kindly  explain  to  the 
Senate  how  his  amendment  differs  from  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Overton  1? 

Mr.  BROWN.  The  change  made  by  the  amendment  offered  . 
by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  and  agreed  to  by  the  Senate 
brings  about  a  result  whereby  the  President  is  merely  author- 
ized to  reduce  appropriations,  whereas  the  language  of  the 
committee  amendment  directs  him  to  make  reductions.  My 
amendment  does  not  differ  from  the  Ideas  expressed  by  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  except  that  I  have  made  the  figure 
20  percent  instead  of  26.  ^  ,^^ 

Mr.  OVERTON.   Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BROWN.   I  yield.  ...  .  w    v 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  ne  hM 
wholly  mlsconstrticd  my  amendnient.  The  pending  amend- 
ment authorizes  the  President  to  reduce  the  toUI  nondefense 
approprletlons  to  the  extent  of  20  percent;  and  If  this  amend- 
ment were  adopted  the  President  might  entirely  obliterate  the 
appropriations  covering  parity  paymenU,  and  not  simply  re- 
duce them  by  20  percent. 

Mr.  BROWN.    The  Senator  did  not  correctly  hear  me  ffhen 
I  read  my  amendment. 
Mr.  OVERTON.   I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon. 
Mr.  BROWN.    Let  me  read  it  to  the  Senator  again.    Possi- 
bly I  left  out  the  words  which  I  added  some  time  ago.    The 
language  of  my  amendment  Is— 

To  an  amount  not  greater  than  20  percent  of  the  total  of  each  of 
the  approprlatlona  affected  by  such  reductions. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Would  the  language  "of  each  of  the  ap- 
propriation Items"  be  acceptable  to  the  Senator? 
Mr  BROWN.    I  shall  be  glad  to  accept  it. 
Mr.  OVERTON.    It  would  then  read,  "of  each  of  the  ap- 
propriation items  affected  by  such  reduction." 
Mr.  BROWN.    Yes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  appreciate  the  viewpoint  of  many  Sen- 
ators who  fear  that  a  10-percent  reduction  might  work  a 
hardship  on  some  particular  department  which  they  feel 
should  not  suffer  a  reduction.  I  am  wondering  whether  or 
not  there  is  sufficient  sentiment  on  the  floor  to  substitute  the 
amendment  designed  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd],  and  provide  for  a  4-  or  5-percent  saving,  rather  than 
to  leave  the  section  in  its  present  indefinite  form. 

I  do  not  know  that  a  reduction  of  5  percent  would  save 
very  much  money.  It  would  save  probably  $200,000,000  or 
$250  000.000.  Perhaps  that  percentage  is  too  high.  However, 
I  respectfuUy  submit  that  if  we  can  save  money  it  is  better  to 
do  so  affirmatively,  as  we  ought  to  do  as  a  legislative  body, 
and  count  it  as  saved,  than  to  put  $250,000,000  of  unneces- 
sary taxation  on  the  people  to  raise  the  money  which  we 
might  have  saved. 

I  should  appreciate  a  suggestion  as  to  whether  or  not  we 
could  reinsUte  the  amendment  directing  the  President  to 
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make  a  5-percent  reduction,  making  it  mandatory,  and  al- 
lowing him  discretion  as  to  where  the  reduction  is  to  be 
mads.  If  we  do  not  do  that,  we  are  certainly  confronted 
with  the  necessity  of  $250,000,000  of  additional  taxation. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President.  I  call  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion to  the  present  situation.  The  Senate  has  just  decided 
that  the  words  "and  -directed"  shall  be  stricken  from  the 
amendment,  learing  the  word  "authorized."  I  was  against 
that  proposal.   I  voted  with  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  TYDIN08.    I  noticed  that. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  was  In  favor  and  am  in  Hvor  at  the 
original  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  but  when  tbe 
situation  reached  the  potoit  where  it  now  is,  I  concluded  that 
it  was  necessary  to  change  the  amendment  so  as  to  give  the 
President  power  to  reduce  expenditures  by  1  percent,  5  per- 
cent, or  9  percent.  It  seems  to  me  the  logical  thing  to  do  is 
to  perfect  the  Barkley  amendment  in  the  manner  I  have  out- 
lined, to  which  I  think  there  is  now  no  opposition  after 
adopting  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 
U  ttM  perfected  amendment  is  not  desired  by  the  Senate,  the 
Senate  may  vote  it  down.  Then  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land may  offer  the  amendment  he  suggests. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  is  absolutely  correct  in  what 
he  has  said — that  as  the  amendment  is  now  designed  it  would 
prohibit  the  President  from  making  a  cut  of  less  than  10 
percent.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  the  amendment  ought 
to  be  perfected  in  line  with  the  Senator's  suggestion. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Bykd]  has  worked  on 
the  amendment,  and  has  given  it  much  thought.  I  wonder 
If  he  would  feel  inclined,  after  the  amendment  is  perfected, 
to  offer  the  5-percent  mandatory  amendment  as  a  sul)stitute 
for  the  perfected  amendment.  If  he  does  not  wish  to  do  so, 
I  shall  be  delighted  to  offer  it,  to  see  whether  or  not  the  Sen- 
ate is  in  favor  of  a  5-percent  amendment.  If  such  an  amend- 
ment does  not  carry  we  can  try  4  percent,  then  3,  then  2, 
then  1,  then  one-half  of  1  percent,  and  then  a  quarter  of  1 
percent,  and  perhaps  we  can  save  a  cent  somewhere  before 
we  go  home. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land that  my  objection  to  the  language  of  the  amendment 
related  to  the  part  of  it  which  directed  and  commanded  the 
President  to  bring  about  a  reduction  of  not  less  than  a 
certain  percentage.  My  objection  to  that  language  would 
apply  to  5  percent  or  any  other  percentage  Just  as  much  as 
to  10  percent. 

The  Senate,  by  the  vote  it  cast  a  while  ago,  evidently  indi- 
cated that  it  wishes  to  authorise  the  President  to  make 
reductions,  but  does  not  wish  to  command  him  to  do  so.  I 
think  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  cor- 
rects the  situation  growing  out  of  the  adoption  of  my 
amendment  a  while  ago,  and  I  am  prepared  to  support  his 
amendment:  but  I  cannot  agree  to  any  language  which  is 
mandatory,  and  which  commands  the  President,  after  we 
have  made  appropriations,  to  go  about  reducing  them.  How- 
ever, I  am  willing  to  authorize  him  to  reduce  them.  I  am 
Willing  to  can  his  attention  to  the  desirability  of  a  reduc- 
tion if  a  reduction  is  possible,  but  I  am  not  willing  to  order 
him  to  make  a  reduction. 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrleld? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  knows  that  the 
President  already  hsis  p>ower  to  withhold  appropriations;  so 
the  suggested  language  would  be  useless  verbiage. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  realize  that  the  President  has  power  to 
withhold  the  expenditure  of  money  appropriated  by  Congress, 
and  that  all  Presidents  have  exercised  the  authority.  Un- 
doubtedly, he  may  withhold  appropriations  in  practically  all 
departments  in  some  way.  There  is  no  direct  statute  which 
authorizes  him  to  do  it.  but  for  years  all  Presidents  have 
exercised  that  authority. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  suggested  amendment  would  add  nothing 
to  his  authority? 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  would  add  nothing  to  his  authority, 
but  it  would  call  attention  to  the  desirability  of  a  reductloo 
if  it  Is  found  possible  to  make  a  reduction. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Blr.  President,  I  voted  against  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bakxut] 
for  two  reasons. 

Pirst,  I  did  not  believe  the  Senate  or  Congress  should— 
if  I  may  use  the  expression — "pass  the  buck"  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  If  any  reduction  is  to  be  made,  and  if 
it  is  the  sincere  wish  and  desire  of  the  Senate  to  reduce  ex- 
penditures. I  think  It  Is  the  duty  of  this  body  to  write  into  the 
bill  the  mandatory  provision  which  the  Senate  believes  should 
be  written  into  it,  and  not  confer  upon  the  President  of  the 
United  SUtes  a  blanket,  naked  authority  which  we  ourselvet 
in  all  likelihood  would  make  it  almost  impossible  for  him  to 
exercise.  I  say  that  because  without  any  great  stretch  of 
the  imagination  I  can  vlsxiallze  that  if  the  President  of  the 
United  SUtes  should  seek  to  exercise  this  authority  in  my 
State  in  the  relief  rolls  among  the  persons  who  are  hun- 
gering and  suffering  in  New  Mexico,  I  would  be  the  first  one 
to  go  to  the  White  House  and  ask  the  President  to  repudiate 
the  authority  which  we  had  passed  to  him.  I  know  full  well, 
too,  that  when  the  question  arises  of  parity  payments  to  the 
farmers  of  this  country — and  even  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  providing  for  a  20- percent  cut 
takes  $40,000,000  from  the  pockets  of  the  farmers  of  the 
country — and  they  come  to  the  Senate  or  to  the  House  of 
Representatives,  we  shall  be  the  first  ones  on  the  White  House 
doorsteps  asking  the  President  not  to  exercise  the  authority 
which  we  are  today  writing  into  the  bill. 

Secondly,  I  also  thought  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd]  had  brought  before  this  tjody  a  clean-cut  proposition 
on  which  he  was  entitled  to  a  vote.  Frankly,  I  intended 
to  vote  against  it,  because  I  do  not  believe  in  this  method  of 
making  reductions.  If  we  do  not  believe  in  parity  payments. 
I  think  we  ought  to  say  so  and  cut  out  parity  payments  in 
their  entirety.  I  do  not  believe  in  this  blanket,  widespread 
method  of  making  reductions.  But  the  way  this  matter  has 
developed,  if  the  Senator  from  Maryland  offers  his  amend- 
ment for  a  straight  5-percent  reduction,  I  shall  vote  for  it 
and  write  it  firmly  and  straight  into  the  bill  Just  as  it  may  be. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 
Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  A  few  days  ago,  when  the  relief  Joint  reso- 
ticn  was  pending,  we  had  submitted  to  the  Senate  a  proposal 
to  reduce  expenditvu-es  by  a  million  and  a  half  dollars,  so 
that  the  Treasury  by  reorganization  could  reduce  the  cost  of 
accounting  and  procurement  proposed  by  the  Budget  Direc- 
tor. The  Senate,  by  a  vote  of  69  to  7,  voted  against  that 
economy  in  expenditures.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
McKellar]  called  the  roll  before  the  clerk  did.  By  the  time 
the  clerk  called  the  roU,  the  Senate  had  expressed  itself. 
Under  either  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  or 
that  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  the  President  could  effect 
that  economy  of  a  million  and  a  half  dollars,  could  he  not? 
Mr.  HATCH.  The  Senator  may  be  refreshing  my  mem- 
ory on  that  item.  t>ecause  I  voted  with  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  No;  I  was  merely  calling  attention  to  the 
principle. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  understand.  The  Senator  would  have 
heard  me  say  that  day  that  I  doubted  that  any  such  economy 
would  work  out,  and  I  did  doubt  it. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  was  merely  calling  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  if  my  thinking  is  right,  only  last  week, 
when  the  Budget  Director  presented  to  us  a  plan  by  which 
he  said  he  could  save  a  million  and  a  half  dollars  without 
hurting  the  service  of  the  Government,  we  did  not  agree 
with  him.  By  a  vote  of  67  to  7  we  said.  "It  cannot  be  done," 
and  we  put  back  a  million  and  a  half  dollars  into  the  bill. 

The  Senate  conferees  will  now  go  Into  a  conference  on 
that  matter.  If  the  Senate  really  has  changed  its  mind  and 
wants  to  save  money,  I  wish  It  would  instruct  the  conferees 
that  they  may  recede  from  that  mlllion-and-a-half-dollar 
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amendment  when  the  Senate  conferees  meH  tonight  with 
the  House  conferees  on  that  bilL  I  should  like  to  be  In- 
structed to  recede. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  for  just  one  moment? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield. 

Ifr.  McKELLAR.  I  merely  wish  to  call  attention  to  one 
intf»>ir»  made  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  He 
speaks  about  saving  $1,200,000,  as  provided  by  the  figures. 
Itiose  savings  are  not  shown  by  the  record.  The  cut  in  these 
partlcxilar  items  was  the  very  cut  that  we  made  in  the  entire 
measure.  Last  year  it  was  about  a  billion  and  a  half.  This 
year  it  was  less  than  a  bUllon:  so  the  saving  goes  into  thin 

air. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  at  that  point  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEIY.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  a  moment 
ago  suggested  that  the  amendment  as  It  now  is  written 
"passes  the  buck"  to  the  President. 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  apotogize  for  those  words,  but  that  U  what 

I  said. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  asking  the  Senator  to  apologize. 
I  am  not  criticizing  the  words;  but  my  contenUon  and  my 
belief  is  that  the  amendment  in  its  original  form  passed  a 
worse  "buck"  to  the  President  than  the  one  we  are  now  con- 
sidering, because  it  commanded  the  President  to  reduce  ex- 
penditures in  the  aggregate  a  certain  amount,  but  passed  on 
to  him  tne  "buck"  to  determine  where  those  reductions  should 
be  brought  about,  so  as  to  make  an  average  of  10  percent; 
and  from  my  point  of  view  the  same  objection  would  apply 
to  a  command  to  reduce  expenditures  by  any  other  percentage. 
Under  this  amendment  as  it  is  before  us,  the  President  may 
reduce  expenditures  wherever  he  finds  it  possible  to  do  so, 
but  he  may  not  reduce  them  more  than  20  percent  anywhere 
under  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan;  but 
both  propositions  "pass  the  buck"  to  the  President.  That  is 
one  of  the  evils  of  them. 

Mr.  HATCH.  If  the  Senator  remembers  what  I  said  in 
the  remarks  I  made,  I  pointed  out  exactly  that  situation,  and 
I  said  I  did  not  want  to  "pass  the  buck"  in  either  case. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  realize  that;  but  the  Senator  also  sup- 
plemented his  remarks  by  saying  he  would  Vote  now  for  an- 
other amendment  fixing  another  percentage,  and,  I  presume. 
Including  the  word  "directing"— <iirecting  the  President  also 
to  do  that.  I  think  the  same  evU  applies  to  both.  Both 
propositions  "pass  the  buck";  and  the  ink  has  hardly  grown 
dry  on  some  of  the  bills  the  President  has  signed,  appropriat- 
ing this  money,  when  we  now  come  along  and  direct  him  to 
make  certain  reductions  in  them,  or  would  have  done  so  under 
the  original  language  of  this  amendment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  am  about  to  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  merely  wish  to  submit  a  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr.  HATCH.     Very  weU. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  that  the  amendment  which  has 
been  offered  be  stated  to  the  Senate. 

The    PRESIDINa    OFFICER.     The    amendment    will    l>e 

Stated. 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  have  written  It  out. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will   state  It. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  As  soon  as  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  [Mr.  Brown]  is  acted  upon,  wUl  it  not 
be  In  order  to  offer  an  amendment  in  line  with  the  wording 
used  by  the  committee,  changing  "10  percent"  to  "5  per- 
cent," as  a  substitute  for  the  perfected  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  "Hiat  will  be  in  order  as  a 
separate  amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  make  a  further 
parUamentary  inquiry?  Does  the  Chair  hold  that  if  an 
amendment  is  offered  in  line  6  reducing  the  10-percent  re- 
quirement to  5  percent,  or  any  other  percentage,  it  is  there- 
fore, or  otherwise,  in  order  to  move  to  reinsert  the  words 


stricken  out  by  the  Senate,  "and  directed."  which  were  the 
subject  of  my  amendment? 

The  PRESIDINO  OPFICUR.  Not  If  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  Is  adopted. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary 
Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINO  OF7ICER.  The  Senator  from  Mliiourl 
will  sUte  it. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Mlseotui.  If  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  Is  adopted,  wUl  it  not  then  be  in  order 
for  the  Setiator  from  Maryland,  or  any  other  Senator,  to 
offer  a  subsUtute  for  the  whole  perfected  amendment,  as 
follows: 

Th«  Pretldsnt  is  btrsbr  »uthorls«d  and  dlfMted  to  mluoe  appro* 
prutlons  for  th«  tsecutlvs  tesneb  at  tb«  Oovtmmsni— 

And  anything  else  he  may  desire  to  include?  In  other 
words,  a  substitute  for  the  perfected  amendment  will  be  in 
order,  even  though  the  effect  of  it  were  to  restore  the  word! 
"and  directed"? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is  correct.  If  there  is  a 
substantial  change  in  the  substitute. 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Browm  1  will  be  stated. 

The  Chikt  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  after  the 
parenthesis  in  line  5.  page  33,  down  to  the  word  "affected", 
and  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert  the  following: 

In  an  amount  not  greater  than  30  percent  of  any  appropriation 
Item  conUlned  In  any  act  making  appropriations  for  aald  Aacal 
year. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  in  every  appropriation 
bill  the  amount  allowed  for  salaries  in  any  department,  and 
for  wages  and  compensation  in  that  department,  is  an  item. 
Any  member  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  who  now 
listens  to  me  knows  what  I  am  saying  to  be  true.  In  other 
words,  salaries  are  items.  So  we  are  now  directly  confronted 
with  a  reduction  of  the  items  for  compensation  for  the  work- 
ers under  the  Federal  Government.  We  cannot  avoid  this  if 
we  vote  to  sustain  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  Every  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  knows  that  the 
overhead  is  always  fixed  in  one  lump  item.  It  Is  broken 
down,  of  course,  so  that  the  committee  may  understand  it, 
but  it  is  a  lump  item  for  overhead.  It  is  an  item,  and  it  is 
an  item  to  sustain  that  particular  department  by  way  of 
paying  the  wages  or  the  compensation  of  those  who  work 
in  the  department.  The  Senator,  by  his  amendment,  pro- 
poses now  to  reduce  that  item,  the  item  of  compensation 
for  the  workers  under  the  Federal  Government.  That  is  a 
thing  which  we  have  been  watching  here  very  closely  for 
the  past  several  days. 

I  do  not  charge  the  able  Senator  from  Michigan  with 
understanding  that  that  is  the  fact,  but  there  should  be  a 
pronouncement  by  the  Congress  that  at  this  time  wages  of 
Federal  workers,  earnings  of  Federal  workers,  are  not  to  be 
reduced,  because  the  tax  bill  proposes  to  broaden  the  base, 
thus  taking  an  increase  of  taxes  from  every  Federal  worker, 
right  down  to  those  who  earn  the  smallest  wages,  and  up 
to  those  who  earn  the  highest  wages. 

The  amendment  now  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan, in  my  Judgment,  should  not  be  agreed  to.  If  it  shall 
be.  It  will  be  up  to  the  President,  if  he  sees  fit,  to  reduce 
the  wages  of  the  Federal  workers. 

We  have  had  this  question  before  us  previously.  In  1933 
we  reduced  by  15  percent  the  earnings  of  the  Federal  work- 
ers. We  threatened  the  workers  of  the  United  States  with 
a  reduction,  blanketlike. 

In  other  words,  private  industry.  f<Hlowlng  the  example 
laid  down  by  the  greatest  employer  of  labor,  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, threatened  to  reduce  wages,  and  we  were  on  the 
verge  of  a  great  reduction  in  wages  when  some  of  us  carried 
forward  the  battle  to  restore  to  the  Federal  employees  the 
15  percent  which  had  been  taken  from  them.  We  went 
through  that  battle  for  3  years.    The  able  Junior  Senator 
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from  South  CaroUna  [Mr.  Btihis]  knows  how  we  carried  an. 
how  little  by  little,  we  restored  to  the  toUers  under  the  Fed- 
eral'oovernmcnt  the  15  percent  which  had  been  taken  from 
them  But  no  one  knows  and  no  one  can  estimate  what  was 
taken  from  the  Federal  employees  and  was  never  restored  to 

them. 

The  Federal  employee  today  Is  the  most  underpaid  wage 
worker  in  this  country.  Private  industry  pays  by  far  more 
than  Is  paid  to  the  men  who  carry  the  mall  to  our  doors  every 
day.  Private  Industry  pays  by  far  more  than  is  paid  to  those 
who  work  in  the  navy  yard.  Private  Industry  pays  by  far 
mor«  than  does  the  Federal  Oovemment  In  every  Une.  The 
Federal  employee  Is  compensated  with  a  consideration  of  his 
assurance  of  employment,  whereas  the  private  employee  is 
paid  with  his  nonassurance  in  mind. 

Mr.  President,  if  this  amendment  shall  be  agreed  to,  then 
we  will  create  in  the  hearts  and  the  minds  of  the  Federal 
workers  an  uncertainty  which  will  destroy  the  principal  thing 
and  the  principal  compensation  that  is  worth  while. 

In  addition  to  that,  in  my  Judgment,  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senatw  from  Michigan  will  strike  again  at  the 
very  thing  that  was  so  ably  discussed  here  this  afternoon  by 
the  Senator  from  Alabama,  namely,  the  amendment  which 
has  to  do  with  parity  payments.  If  we  are  to  destroy  encour- 
agement in  industry  and  agriculture  and  labor  together,  then. 
Indeed,  we  will  have  weakened  our  Federal  Government  from 
within,  whereas  we  are  trying  to  strengthen  it  from  within  so 
that  It  may  meet  opposition  fnxn  without. 
Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN.  If  the  Senator  will  take  page  33  of  the  biH 
and  read  it,  he  will  find  that  my  amendment  does  not 
change  the  Barkley  amendment  or  the  Byrd  amendxnent  In 
any  particular  whatsoever  with  respect  to  Federal  employees, 
because  I  leave  In  the  bill  the  phrase  "except  appropriations 
for  national  defense,  fixed  charges,  and  trust  funds."  I 
have  been  informed  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  that  the 
fixed  charges  cover  the  salaries  of  Federal  employees,  and  my 
amendment  does  not  change  that  in  the  slightest. 

If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  for  a  moment,  the  course 
he  should  take,  in  my  Judgment,  would  be  to  permit  the 
perfecting  amendment  to  be  agreed  to,  and  then  vote 
against  the  entire  amendment  as  modified  by  the  suggestion 
of  the  Senator  from  Elentucky. 

My  amendment  merely  perfects  the  amendment  so  that 
the  President  will  be  permitted  to  make  a  reduction  of  less 
than  10  percent  if  he  desires  to  do  so.  The  way  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  amended  the  provision — and  I  know  he  did 
not  Intend  it  that  way.  It  was  merely  that  he  had  not  read 
down  through  the  latter  part  of  the  paragraph — it  would 
have  prevented  the  President  from  making  a  reduction  un- 
less it  was  at  least  of  10  percent  in  amount.  But  the  fixed 
charges,  which  the  Senator  from  Virginia  and  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  assure  me  cover  the  matter  of  public  sal- 
aries. Is  not  changed  in  any  way  by  my  amendment. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
a  question.  The  Senator  has  very  kindly  advised  me  to  vote 
for  his  proposal,  and  then  vote  against  the  whole  amendment. 
Is  the  Senator  intending  to  vote  against  the  whole  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  will  vote  for  the  amendment,  because  I 
do  not  think  we  can  adopt  the  Byrd  amendment.  I  tried  to 
have  It  adopted  a  few  moments  ago,  but  I  was  unable  to  do  so. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is  what  I  thought,  and  I  was 
wondering  why  the  Senator  was  giving  me  the  advice  to  vote 
against  the  Byrd  amendment,  but  to  vote  for  this  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Because  I  think  the  Senator  wants  to  vote 
for  the  amendment,  and  I  think  we  do  not  want  to  adopt  an 
amendment  that  win  result  in  preventing  the  President  from 
making  a  reduction  unless  It  is  at  least  10  percent. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  My  Judgment — and  it  is  baaed  on  my 
experience  of  7  years  on  the  Committee  on  Appropriations — 
is  that  Congress  should  make  the  reductions  by  its  own  act, 
and  not  pass  the  matter  up  to  the  President,  because  Coa- 
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gress  holds  the  purse  strings  of  the  people:  Congress  exact* 
taxes  and  Congress  expends  the  money.  If  we  wish  to  re- 
duce salaries,  let  us  be  courageous  enough  to  reduce  them, 
and  not  pass  It  on  to  the  President,  and  then  say  to  our  con- 
sUtuents.  "I  am  sorry,  but  the  President  did  this." 
Mr  BROWN.  I  seek  merely  to  perfect  the  amendment. 
Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield. 

Mr  O'MAHONEY.  I  wanted  to  add  Just  a  word  to  what 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  has  said  about  the  effect  of  the 
amendment  upon  the  reduction  of  salaries.  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  overlooked  the  effect  of  the 
holding  by  the  Treasury  Department  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Vh^nia  referred.  ^     ^    ^  j 

It  is  true  that  salaries  fixed  by  law  are  fixed  charges,  and 
it  is  probably  true  that  the  adopUon  of  this  amendment 
would  not  permit  the  reduction  of  a  $2,400  salary  by  any 
sum  whatsoever  upon  the  annual  basis,  but  the  amendment 
would  permit  the  effecUve  reduction  of  salaries  by  furlough. 
All  that  would  be  necessary  would  be  to  furlough  an 
employee  for  2  weeks.  3  weeks,  or  a  month.  His  rate  of 
salary  would  not  be  reduced,  but  his  effective  compensation 
would  be  reduced,  because  his  work  would  be  cut  down. 

Mr  BROWN.  Granting  all  the  Senator  says  to  be  true, 
and  i  take  it  to  be  true,  my  amendment  would  not  in  any 
way  change  that  situation. 

Mr  O'MAHONEY.  It  would  not  change  the  situation,  but 
It  would  not  save  the  situation  about  which  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  is  arguing. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan.     [Putting 
the  question  to  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended.] 
The  Chair  Is  in  doubt. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    I  ask  for  a  division. 
On  a  division,  the  amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment wsis  rejected. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  as  a  substitute  for  the 
pendmg  amendment  the  following: 

SicnoN  ^-J  The  President  U  hereby  authorlied  and  directed 
to  reduce  appropriations  for  the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  80,  IMl  (except  appropriations 
for  national  defense,  fixed  charges,  and  truat  fvmda) ,  In  auch  man- 
ner that  the  total  amount  of  «uch  reductions  shaU  not  be  iea» 
than  5  percent  of  the  total  amo\int  of  the  appropriations  atfected. 
Such  reductlona  in  approprlatiocs  ihaU  be  impovmded  and  retiimed 
to  the  Treasury. 

I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 
1  Mr.  CHANDLER  (when  his  name  was  called ) .  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Da\ts1, 
who  is  imavoldably  detained  on  Important  business.  Not 
knowing  how  he  would  vote.  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  at  liberty 
to  vote,  I  shoiild  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  HOLMAN  (when  his  name  was  called) .  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr. 
SnrwARTl.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  he  would  vote  "nay." 
If  at  liberty  to  vote  I  should  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SinPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  Making  the 
same  aimouncement  as  to  my  pair  as  before,  I  am  informed 
that  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass!  if  present 
would  vote  "yea."    If  permitted  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  BAn.xY],  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Bone],  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russxll],  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  SxATHEXSl.  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  StewaktI. 
and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  WhxzlebI  are  neces- 
sarily detained  from  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  SmathersI  has  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  VANOKMBEacl. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  the  pair  of  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson]  with  the  Senator  from  Montana  I  Mr. 
WhxxlssI.     If   present   the  Senator   from  Vermont   would 
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irote  "yea"  and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  WHXELnl 
would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [MT.  FraqkbI  ai^  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour]  is  absent  on 
official  duties. 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  33,  nays  47,  as  follows: 

YBAS— 33 

Donahey  Lodge 

.  Oeorge  Lucas 

I  Gerry  McNary 

OUlette  Overton 

Curney  Baddlife 

:  Bale  Reed 

I  Harrison  Smith 

Hatch  Taft 

Holt  Thomas,  Idaho 


Ashurat 

Austin 

Bridges 

Brown 

Burke 

Byrd 

Capper 

Clark.  Mo. 

Danaber 


Tbbey 

Townsend 

Tydlngs 

Van  Nuys 

Walsh 

White 


Adams 

Andrews 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

BUbo 

Bulow 

Bymea 

Caraway 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Conn  ally 

Downey 


Bailey 
Barbour 
Bone 
Chandler 


■lender 

Oreen 

Ouffey 

Hayden 

Herrlna 

mil 

Hughes 

Johnson,  Colo 

King 

La  Follette 

Lee 

Lundeen 


NAYS— 47 

McCarran 

McKellar 

Maloney 

Mead 

Miller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Pepper 


NOT  VOnNO— 16 

Davis  Holinan 

Prazler  Jotukson,  CalU. 

Olbeon  Russell 

Qlaas  Shlpstead 


Plttman 

Reynolds 

Schwartz 

Bchwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Slattery 

Thomas.  Okla. 

TbCMnM.ntah 

Truman 

Warner 

WUey 


Smathers 
Stewart 
Vandenberg  ■ 
Wheeler 


So  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Tydings  In  the  nature  of  a  sub- 
sUtute  for  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
rejected. 

GRANT  or   BASEMENT   TO  CITY   OF   FARGO.   N.   DAK. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Slender  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House  of 
ReprcsentaUves  to  the  bill  (S.  2059)  authorizing  a  grant  to 
the  city  of  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  of  an  easement  in  connecUon 
with  the  construction  of  water  and  sewer  systems,  which  were, 
on  page  2  line  4.  to  strike  out  all  after  "meridian;"  down  to 
and  including  "acres"  in  line  9  and  insert  "thence  north  along 
the  north  and  south  quarter  line  75  feet  to  a  point:  thence 
east  parallel  to  the  east  and  west  quarter  line  880  feet  to  a 
point;  thence  south  720  feet  to  a  point;  thence  west  parallel 
to  the  east  and  west  quarter  Une  880  feet  to  a  point  on  the 
north  and  south  quarter  line;  thence  north  along  the  north 
and  south  quarter  line  645  feet  to  the  point  of  beginntog. 
containing  14.55  acres,  more  or  less":  and  on  page  2,  line  15. 
to  str.ke  out  all  after  "Blitchell. '  down  to  and  Including 

"land."  m  line  20. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  conctu-  in 
the  amendments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
HAaaixrr  bosweu..  cuardiam  of  betty  fisheb— veto  message 

(S.  DOC.  NO.  221) 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
foUowing  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and.  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed; 

To  the  United  States  Senate: 

1  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  the  bill  S.  1024. 
"for  the  relief  of  Harriett  BosweU.  guardian  of  Betty  Fisher." 

The  bill  provides  payment  to  Harriett  Boswell.  guardian 
of  Betty  Fisher,  of  the  stun  of  $2,500  in  settlement  of  any 
claim  of  the  guardian  against  the  United  SUtes  for  personal 
injuries  to  Betty  Fisher  on  January  21,  1937,  as  the  result 
of  an  accident  in  connection  with  the  operation  by  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service  of  a  United  SUtes  Government 
truck. 

The  records  available  indicate  that  as  a  result  of  the  acci- 
dent Miss  Fisher  was  cut  on  the  right  hand  and  forearm 
and  that  her  nose  was  injured;  that  the  cuts  on  her  fore- 
arm and  hand  have  healed,  and  that  while  there  is  some 
alight  deformity  of  her  nose,  due  to  the  injuries  sustained, 
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her  physician  Indicates  that  this  condition  can  be  removed. 
Moreover,  that  the  medical  expenses  Incurred  in  connection 
with  this  injury  were  only  $16.50. 

It  appears,  therefore,  that  the  proposed  payment  of  $2,500 
is  excessive  in  view  of  the  injuries  sustained,  for  which  reason 
I  do  not  feel  justified  In  approving  the  blU.  I  wouki  not 
withhold  my  approval  from  a  bUl  which  would  provide  pay- 
ment of  an  amount  more  wanmensurate  with  the  injuries 

sustained  in  this  case. 

Franklin  D.  Roo6KVXi.t. 

The  White  House.  June  18. 1940.  J.^  ., 

APPROPRIATIONS    FOR    CIVIL    FPNCTIONS    OF    WAR    DEPARTMENT- 
CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma  submitted  the  following  re- 
port: 

The  Committee  of  Conference  on  the  disagreeing  vote*  of  the 
two  Houses  on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  and  amend- 
ments of  the  House  to  ceruin  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bin  (H.  R.  8668)  making  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1941,  for  civil  functions  administered  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes,  having  met.  after  fuU  and  free  con- 
ference, have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  tbeir 
respective  Houses  as  follows:  ..  -    .    ■ 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  3,  4.  5. 
6,  8.  and  11.  ^  ,^     ^. 

Amendment  numbered  21:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  21,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  ntimbered  22:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Ita  all- 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  ZU.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

ELMn   THOMAfl. 

Ca&l  Hatoen, 
Jno.  H.  Overtoh. 

RlCHAKO    B     RXTBSBLXs 

Moaais  Shzptabd, 
John   O.   Townsend,   JT, 
Styles  Bridges, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  SeTMt9. 

J.  BtTEU.  Stttde*. 
Davm  D.  Te««t. 
Job  Starmes. 

Ross    A.    COLLIMS. 

John  H.  Kn». 
D.  Lane  Powers, 
Albert  J.  Bncel. 
Peamcis  Case, 
ManagerM  on  the  part  of  the  Houm. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  ex- 
plain the  report? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  This  is  the  second  report 
which  has  been  presented  by  the  conference  committee.  On 
a  former  occasion  a  partial  report  was  accepted. 

The  items  in  controversy  related  to  authorizations.  The 
auth(nl2ation«  were  presented  to  the  House  and  rejected;  so 
the  Sr'nate  conferees  could  do  nothing  but  accept  the  verdict 
of  the  House. 

Tliere  were  six  amendments.  Each  one  authorized  the 
construction  of  certain  flood-control  works.  One  related  to 
the  Arkansas  and  White  River  Basins  in  Oklahoma  and  Ar- 
kansas. It  was  rejected,  and  the  Senate  conferees  receded. 
Another  related  to  work  at  East  Hartford.  Conn.  The  Senate 
conferees  receded  and  accepted  the  House  verdict.  Another 
related  to  flood-control  work  at  Prattville.  Ala.  The  Senate 
conferees  had  to  recede.  Another  related  to  flood-control 
work  on  the  Sacramento  River  ha  California.  The  Senate 
conferees  receded.  likewise,  with  respect  to  the  Savannah 
River  and  Clark  Hill  Reservoir  projects  in  Alabama  and 
Georgia,  respectively,  the  Senate  conferees  had  to  recede,  be- 
cause the  House  had  put  the  items  to  a  vote,  and  they  were 
rejected  by  a  vote  of  5  or  6  to  1.  and  the  House  conferees 
were  adamant.  There  was  nothing  left  for  the  Senate  con- 
ferees to  do  but  to  recede. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  conference  report?  The  Chair  hears  none. 
The  question  is  <m  agreeing  to  the  report. 

Tlie  report  was  agreed  to. 

REVENUE  BILL  OF  1940 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bfH  (H.  R. 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedneas 
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by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for 
paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  P»resldent,  I  shall  offer  another  sub- 
stitute. calUnK  for  a  3-percent  saving.  It  would  save  only 
about  $150,000,000.  That  represents  about  $5  a  family,  but  it 
would  save  $150,000,000  of  unnecessary  new  taxation. 

I  should  like  to  speak  for  4  or  5  minutes. 

What  have  we  heard  In  the  Senate  for  the  past  4  or  5  weeks? 
"Stop  Hitler!  This  country  is  faced  with  a  great  emergency. 
We  must  sell  planes!"  We  have  heard  many  simUar  state- 
ments during  the  past  4  or  5  weeks.  They  have  not  come 
from  one  or  two  sources.  They  have  come  from  many  sources 
and  have  been  reflected  in  a  scbre  of  bills.  Yet  today,  after 
the  defeat  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
I  Mr.  ByroI.  we  are  $600,000,000  short  of  paying  for  cur  peace- 
time routine  expenditures,  before  we  appropriate  or  spend  a 
cent  for  the  Army  or  the  Navy  for  the  past  10  years,  the 
present  or  the  future. 

Are  we  faced  with  an  emergency,  or  are  we  not?     When 
Members  of  Congress  go  before  their  constituents  as  candi- 
dates this  fall,  who  supposes  that  the  voters  will  applaud  the 
kind  of  false  economy  represented  by  the  vote  not  to  reduce  i 
peacetime  expenditures  in  the  light  of  the  emergency  which  j 
has  been  pictured  on  this  floor? 

The  average  deficit  for  the  past  10  years  has  been  $2,700.- 
000.000  a  year.  The  average  expense  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
has  been  $1,100,000,000  a  year.  That  leaves  a  deficit  of 
$1,600,000,000  for  civil  expenditures  alone,  without  considering 
a  cent  during  the  past  10  years  for  the  Army  or  the  Navy. 

The  bill  now  before  us  will  raise  only  $1,000,000,000  of 
revenue.  Therefore,  we  are  $600,000,000  short  of  suflftcient 
money  to  pay  for  our  annual  peacetime  expenditures,  even 
with  the  bill;  and  yet  the  Senate  will  not  vote  for  a  cent  of 
economy,  and  is  going  home.  The  Democratic  Party  is  going 
before  the  country  in  that  situation,  expecting  to  be  returned 
to  power  as  these  unfolding  events — and  they  will  unfold 
rapidly — overtake   the  consciousness  of   the  country. 

Either  there  is  an  emergency  or  there  is  not  an  emergency. 
If  we  must  have  clouds  of  planes,  universal  military  train- 
ing, an  Army  of  four  or  five  hundred  thousand  men.  with 
new  equiiHnent  for  everybody.  83  more  new  battleships,  for 
which  we  shall  be  requested  to  appropriate  in  a  few  days, 
destroyers,  submarines,  and  new  defensive  weapons;  if  the 
French  fleet  is  important:  if  the  British  fleet  is  important; 
If  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is  important;  if  Red  Cross  ships  are 
important — if  all  these  emergencies  are  important,  is  it  not 
possible  that  with  all  the  dire  events  facing  this  body  we 
can.  by  economy  or  new  taxation  at  least,  pay  the  ordinary 
peacetime  expenditures  of  the  Government?  Even  if  we 
adopt  this  amendment  it  will  save  only  $150,000,000.  and 
then  we  shall  be  $450,000,000  short  of  paying  the  peacetime 
costs  of  operating  the  Government,  without  a  dollar  going 
for  the  Army  or  Navy. 

That  Is  the  picture. 

Let  me  repeat  it.  The  average  deficit  per  year  for  the 
past  10  years  has  been  $2,700,000,000.  During  the  past  10 
years  we  have  spent  an  average  of  $1,100,000,000  a  year  on 
the  Army  and  Navy.  So  if  we  subtract  all  the  Army  and 
Navy  costs  from  the  annual  deficit  we  have  a  figure  of 
$1,600,000,000  a  year  by  which  revenues  fail  to  meet  ex- 
penditures for  the  ordinary  civil,  routine,  everyday  expenses 
of  the  Government  from  1930  down  to  date;  and  we  are 
going  Into  this  terrible  emergency,  with  Hitler  shooting  in 
both  windows  and  Mussolini  shooting  in  both  doors,  without 
even  paying  for  our  routine  govenimental  costs.  And  this 
is  democracy.  Just  as  England  and  Prance  failed  to  prepare 
lor  the  great  attack  made  upon  them,  and  are  now  paying  in 
blood,  so  we  are  going  to  be  too  late,  and  it  will  be  said  that 
we  provided  too  little. 

Either  this  is  an  emergency  or  it  is  not.  We  have  Just 
appropriated  four  or  five  billion  dollars  for  national  defense, 
and  there  is  no  need  to  worry  about  anything. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Yes;  I  now  jrleld  to  the  Senator  from 
yisconain, 


Mr.  WILEY.  When  the  amendment  known  as  the  B3n-d 
amendment  first  was  suggested.  I  thought  it  was  an  amend- 
ment along  the  line  the  Senator  had  heretofore  suggested; 
namely,  that  every  agency  in  the  Government  was  going  to 
come  forward  and  say,  "We  are  ready  to  do  our  part."  But 
this  amendment,  and  the  one  on  which  the  Senator  is 
speaking,  merely  propose  a  cut  in  the  executive  branch.  How 
would  it  look  in  the  country  for  us  in  the  legislative  branch  to 
say  to  the  country.  "We  want  our  $10,000  a  year  unimpaired." 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  we  will 
pay.  I  am  ready  to  take  a  cut.  but  the  philosophy  of  this 
bill  is  to  increase  taxes;  and  the  Senator  will  find  that  his 
taxes  will  be  considerably  higher  under  this  bill  than  they 
were  last  year. 

Mr.  WILEY.    I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  But  I  am  willing  to  take  still  more  of  a 
tax.    That,  however,  is  not  the  question  now  before  us. 

Mr.  WILEY.    No;  but  let  me  finish  my  statement. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  say  that  the  peo- 
ple of  the  country  are  not  looking  for  us  to  do  a  piece  of 
penny-ante  business  here.  They  want  us  to  do  something 
worth  while.  The  $150,000,000  we  talk  about  is  not  a  drop 
in  the  bucket,  as  the  Senator  has  suggested.  He  has  been 
doing  a  great  job  here  in  the  past  few  weeks  in  calling  the 
attention  of  the  country  to  the  need  for  retrenchment. 

I  understood 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  yield  for  a  question,  but 
I  do  not  want  to  take  much  time  now. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  understood  that  we  were  not  going  to 
adjourn,  and  that  a  real  bill  was  going  to  be  worked  out 
which  would  Include  retrenchment  along  the  whole  line  as 
well  as  additional  taxes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  say  that  I  myself  have  sensed 
every  emotion  that  I  have  heard  uttered  on  this  fioor.  I 
have  kept  quiet  about  some  of  them,  but  I  have  sensed  the 
pity  and  the  sadness  and  the  regret  over  recent  tragic  occur- 
rences which  I  know  are  felt  all  over  parts  of  Europe  tonight. 
I  have  l)een  absolutely  astounded,  however,  by  what  It  is 
proposed  that  we  shall  do  to  guard  against  similar  tragedies 
in  this  country:  "We  need  clouds  of  planes.  We  must  have 
a  navy  second  to  none.  We  must  have  a  navy  in  each  ocean. 
Japan  and  Russia  and  Italy  and  Germany  may  combine 
against  us.  We  need  planes,  diving  Stukas.  London  will 
starve."  and  what  not.  What  good  are  all  those  words  with- 
out the  money  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  back 
them  up?  That  is  the  first  line  of  defense;  for  without 
money,  at  least  in  a  democracy,  it  is  impossible  to  provide 
defense.  We  have  not  the  money,  and  we  are  not  even  ready 
to  tax  the  American  people  enough  to  pay  for  our  everyday, 
routine,  ordinary  expenditures  of  government,  without  a  cent 
going  for  the  Army  and  the  Navy  for  the  past  10  years. 

Mr.  GUFPEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OUFFEY.  If  my  memory  correctly  serves  me,  yes- 
terday the  Senator  from  Maryland  voted  against  Increasing 
the  revenue  from  blended  and  rectified  liquors.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    How  much  was  involved? 

Mr.  OUFFEY.  Pour  or  five  million  dollars;  and  today 
the  Senator  wants  to  take  it  out  of  the  oflaceholders. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not 
have  to  vote  for  every  tax  that  every  damn  fool  brings 
in  here.     (Laughter.] 

Mr.  GUFPEY.  No;  but  the  Senator  ought  to  vote  for 
pure  liquor. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Yes;  but  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that 
If  his  mentality  is  such  that  he  feels  that  any  tax  sug- 
gested should  be  swallowed  without  any  criticism,  he  ought 
not  to  be  in  this  Ixxly.  Let  me  furthermore  say  to  the 
Senator  that  a  great  many  people  are  likely  to  miss  the 
boat  on  these  reductions.  The  people  of  the  country  know 
that  we  have  been  making  large  expenditures.  They  know 
that  we  have  borrowed  against  the  future.  They  know 
that  we  are  now  faced  with  a  great  emergency,  and  they 
are  expecting  Congress  to  act.  to  do  the  things  it  can  da 
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We  cannot  make  guns.  We  cannot  provide  trucks.  We 
cannot  make  planes.  We  cannot  build  battleships.  There 
are  things  we  can  do,  however,  and  ought  to  do,  before 
we  criticize  the  "fifth  column"  or  anj'body  else  in  this  Na- 
tion; and  one  of  them  is  that  we  ought  to  pay  for  the 
peacetime  expenditures  of  the  Government  before  we  go 
home,  or  none  of  us  ought  to  come  back  here  any  more. 
Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yes:  I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land whether  his  proposal  is  so  drawn  that  the  proceeds  of 
this  tax  will  be  earmarked  for  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  that  is  a  sham  and  a  delu- 
sion, for  this  reason :  What  is  the  use  of  having  two  deficits? 
If  we  earmark  this  tax  for  defense  expenditures  it  will  only  ! 
pay  a  part  of  them,  and  we  shall  have  a  national-defense 
expenditure  deficit  in  one  set  of  books,  and  we  shall  have 
another  deficit  for  the  routine  exj)enditures  of  the  regular 
Government  in  another  set  of  books.  All  we  shall  do  will  be 
to  have  two  deficits  instead  of  one. 

This  bill  will  not  pay  for  national  defense.  It  will  not  even 
pay  for  the  ordinary  peacetime  routine  expenses  of  the 
Government  for  a  single  year  since  June  30,  1930,  down  to 
this  very  second. 

Bfr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missoiirl.  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  it  was  in  evidence  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment officials  that  if  we  were  entirely  to  transfer  every  item 
of  expenditure — not  only  the  extraordinary  expenditures 
which  have  been  authorized  In  the  past  2  or  3  weeks,  but  every 
penny  of  the  ordinary  expenditures  of  the  Government  for 
military  and  naval  support — to  an  entirely  separate  budget. 
and  enact  this  bill,  there  would  still  be  left  a  deficit  of  $1,090,- 
000.000  in  the  ordinary  civil  expenditures  of  the  Government. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  for  four  Mondays,  with 
charts  on  the  wall,  with  figures  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, with  letters  that  high  [indicating],  this  state  of  affairs 
has  been  shown. 

The  average  annual  expenditures  for  the  past  10  years  have 
been  $7,300,000,000.  The  average  annual  receipts  for  the  past 
10  years  have  been  $4,600,000,000.  That  is,  for  each  and 
every  one  of  the  past  10  years  we  have  spent  $2,700,000^00 
that  we  did  not  have.  The  average  annual  expenditures  for 
the  Army  and  the  Navy  together  have  been  $1,100,000,000  for 
each  of  the  past  10  years.  So.  if  we  subtract  all  of  the  average 
annual  expenditures  for  the  Army  and  Navy  from  the  average 
annual  deficit  for  each  of  the  past  10  years,  we  have  $1,600.- 
000.000  of  every-day.  routine,  ordinary  expenses  that  we  have 
not  provided  for  a  single  year  since  1930,  without  providing 
a  single  cent  for  the  Army  and  Navy;  and  no  one  on  this  fioor 
will  dispute  those  figures.  If  there  is  anyone  who  wants  to 
dispute  them,  let  him  rise. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    I  was  wondering  if  we  could  not  bring 
this  det>ate  to  a  close. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  No;  I  will  not  yield  for  that  purpose  now, 
I  will  say  to  my  good  friend  the  Senator  from  Mississippi, 
but  I  shall  not  be  long.  I  want  to  finish  what  I  have  on  my 
mind  and  get  it  out. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Let  me  say  what  I  was  about  to  say. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  would  rather  the  Senator  would  not, 
unless  he  wants  me  to  talk  longer  than  I  had  expected  to 
talk. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    No;  I  do  not  want  the  Senator  to  do 

that. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  What  I  want  to  know  is.  are  we  con- 
fx-onted  with  an  emergency  or  are  we  not?  Do  we  need  a 
bigger  Navy?  Do  we  need  a  bigger  Army?  Is  there  danger 
that  we  may  be  invaded?  Do  we  need  100.000  or  60,000 
planes?  Do  we  need  to  take  our  boys  and  send  them  up  in 
the  air  at  the  risk  of  their  lives?  What  are  we  doing  here. 
Members  of  the  great  Senate  and  House  of  RepresenUtlves 
of  the  United  SUtes,  In  the  midst  of  all  this  BO-called  emer- 


gency, in  the  midst  ot  inducing  young  men  to  go  aloft  and 
risk  their  lives,  preparing  them  for  war,  if  we  will  not  even 
provide  for  the  ordinary,  routine,  peacetime  expenditures  of 
the  Government?  And  we  are  going  home  to  be  elected  on 
that  platform.  Walt  untU  the  people  talk.  I  Uve  a  little 
closer  to  my  constituents  than  many  gentlemen  In  Congress 
do.  You  are  not  fooling  anyone  by  this.  The  people  of  this 
country  know  that  Congress  is  lying  down  on  the  Job.  They 
are  not  doing  their  part.  They  are  talking  a  hell  of  a  lot, 
but  not  performing  very  much. 

Perhaps  men  will  go  out.  if  some  of  these  dire  predictions 
come  true,  to  die,  that  is  all,  just  to  die.  to  drop  from  a 
height  of  1.  2.  or  3  miles,  with  blood  streaming  from  their 
hearts,  just  conscious  enough  to  know  they  have  but  a  few 
seconds  left  to  live  and  to  utter  a  little  prayer  before  the 
crash  comes.  Men  are  now  going  down  in  submarines;  they 
are  out  on  patrol  in  the  storms,  in  old  destroyers  which  have 
been  reconditioned,  far  out  at  sea.  Others  are  tense  in  other 
positions  of  national  defense.  We  are  debating  how  we  can 
get  enough  men  to  bring  our  Army  up  to  400,900. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  not  to  forget  to  in- 
clude the  fact  that  nearly  all  these  men  in  submarines  and 
airplanes  are  getting  from  $21  to  $30  a  month. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Yes,  from  $21  to  $30  a  month,  and  the 
men  we  will  draft  when  we  get  into  an  emergency  will  serve 
for  a  dollar  a  day.  and  they  will  march  forward  at  the  com- 
mand of  their  officers,  or  the  generals,  or  the  G.  H.  Q.  They 
will  march  forward  perhaps  with  the  shells  exploding  all 
around  them,  and  perhaps  with  comrades  to  the  right  and 
left  dying. 

I  do  not  say  these  things  will  happen,  and  no  one  hopes 
more  than  I  do  that  they  will  not  happen.  But  the  world 
today  is  not  the  world  of  6  months  ago,  or  a  year  ago,  or  S 
years  ago,  and  have  we  not  enough  examples  of  procrastina- 
tion, of  the  evils  of  democratic  government,  of  the  lack  of 
leadership  in  the  drama,  the  bloody  story  that  Is  now  having 
its  final  chapter  written  en  the  fields  of  France,  and  is  now 
about  to  be  written  all  over  again  on  the  islands  of  Great 
Britain? 

Too  late!  Too  late!  Walt!  Let  us  get  elected! 
There  would  have  been  no  German  Army  if  the  general* 
had  had  their  way.  The  generals  wanted  to  march  into  tta« 
Rhineland,  but  the  Premier  of  Prance,  who  was  a  Senator  and 
up  for  reelection,  told  his  generals  not  to  march.  It  was  not  a 
popular  issue. 

There  is  no  emergency?    I  am  very  glad  that  we  can  In- 
form the  people  of  the   United  States   that   the  Congress 
thinks  the  emergency  is  so  minor  that  it  is  not  necessary  er&a 
to  pay  as  we  go  for  the  routine  expenses  of  the  Government. 
Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Will  the  able  Senator  be  kind  enough  to 
permit  me  in  all  humility  to  suggest  to  him  that  he  withdraw 
the  phrase  "the  evils  of  democracy."  and  say  Instead  "Thi 
vice  of  those  who  champion  a  democratic  form  of  government 
Is  that  they  frequently  talk  of  their  privileges  but  seldom  of 
their  duUes?"    Will  the  Senator  accept  that? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  will,  and  I  think  it  is  a  gem.  because  that 
Is  what  men  always  do  in  a  democracy,  insist  on  their  privi- 
leges and  shrink  from  their  duties;  and  they  are  not  all 
out  of  Congress,  If  I  may  be  permitted  to  judge  by  recent 
observations  and  results. 

If  there  is  no  emergency,  if  there  is  nothing  to  worry  about. 
If  we  do  not  have  to  economize,  if  there  is  no  limit  to  the  debt, 
if  people  want  all  of  this  natioiud  defense  for  nothing,  then 
why  bother  our  heads  about  it?  But  we  cannot  bring  our- 
selves to  realize  that  right  here  and  now,  day  by  day,  we  are 
leaving  the  financial  "Maginot  line"  of  the  United  SUtes  un- 
fortified even  while  we  yet  have  time  to  fortify  it. 

There  is  no  use  of  my  talking  further.  I  am  sorry  my 
language  was  a  little  strong  in  one  or  two  places,  but  I 
think  the  circumstances  perhaps  warranted  it  being  a  little 
out  of  the  ordinary.  Certainly  we  either  have  an  emergency 
or  we  have  not,  and  while  I  do  not  mean  to  convey  thia  as 
a  threat — ^It  is  not  delivered  for  that  purpose — I  have  a  feel- 
ing that  if  we  go  away  from  this  Capitol  without  providing 
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the  revenue  at  least  to  pay  for  our  P^f^*f  t^f^^^J^eTS 
outside  of  anything  for  the  Army  and  the  Najy^ere  Is 
going  to  be  more  trouble  for  a  good  many  men  than  they 
can  visualize  at  this  long  dlsUnce. 

If  I  may  have  one  moment  more.  I  win  yield  the  Aoor.  As 
I  suggSt  the  amendment  will  read  as  follows,  and  this  is  a 
substitute  for  the  pending  amendment: 

«-».    Ana    The   President   Is   hereby   authorized   and   directed  to. 

ri?J"l^Than  5  pi?«n?  or  th?  toS  amount  of  the  approprla- 
Son     alf^tiS     slcr  rJiuctlona     in     appropriations     shall     be 
-Impounded  and  returned  to  the  TreasiUT. 

Mr  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President.  I  stated  earlier  In  the 
afternoon  that  this  provision  giving  power  to  effect  a  total 
of  10  percent  in  reductions  in  all  appropriations,  total  appro- 
priations, would  make  It  possible  for  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  to  rewrite  appropriation  bills,  and  would  make  It 
possible  to  withhold  public  funds  to  the  extent  oflOO  Percent 
of  the  funds  appropriated.  I  am  not  saying  that  the  Budget 
would  do  that,  but  here  Is  a  theory  of  legislation  which,  to 
xme.  is  repugnant.  It  Is  a  delegation  of  power  from  the  legis- 
lature to  the  executive  and  the  Budget  Bureau,  which  is  a 
part  of  the  executive  department,  that  Is  worthy  of  the  kmd 
.  of  governments  which  men  are  dying  to  destroy. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  is  to  be  commended  for  his 
drive  for  economy,  as  Is  the  Senator  from  Maryland.  A 
reduction  of  10  percent.  If  It  can  be  accomplished  by  some 
other  method.  Is  to  be  commended,  and  I  will  vote  for  It.  If 
In  this  emergency  no  other  way  can  be  found  than  to  do 
it  through  this  method  of  a  delegation  of  power  of  this  char- 
acter. We  may  have  to  vote  for  it.  although  I  think  it  is  a 
repudiation  oi  the  things  against  which  we  are  arming  to 
defend  our  country. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President.  I  hesitate  to  take  any  time 
of  the  Senate  at  this  moment,  but  I  feel  that  I  would  be  neg- 
ligent In  my  duty  to  the  Senate  if  I  did  not  at  least  take  note. 
~  in  disapproval,  of  some  of  the  remarks  made  by  my  good 
friend  the  Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr.  TydincsI; 

I  do  not  believe  It  is  incumbent  upon  any  Member  of  this 
body  from  any  State  to  announce  in  advance  that  any  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  from  any  other  State  Is  unworthy  of  being 
returned  here  if  he  does  not  cast  votes  which  happen  to 
coincide  with  the  views  of  Senators  from  other  States. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  has  announced  that  Congress 
has  lain  down  on  the  job.  I  deny  that.  I  deny  that  it  Is 
lying  down  on  the  job  now.  Congress  has  responded  to  every 
request  made  by  the  executive  department  for  money  and 
authority  to  prepare  this  Nation  for  its  defense.  So  far  as 
I  know,  and  so  far  as  any  of  us  know.  Congress  has  responded 
and  Is  responding  now  to  every  demand  of  the  American 
people  for  authority  and  money  to  prepare  for  our  national 

defense.  ^       ^  , .^ 

Mr.  LODGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr   BARKLEY.     I  yield  for  a  question. 
Mr.  LODGE.    Does  the  Senator  think  that  Congress  has 

responded  to  the  obvious  need  for  increasing  the  manpower 

of  the  Army? 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Oh.  well.  I  do  not  Intend  to  enter  Into  a 
discussion  of  the  size  of  the  Army:  but  I  think  Congress  has 
up  to  now  responded,  so  far  as  we  can  see  into  the  future, 
and  so  far  as  the  War  Department  and  the  other  depart- 
ments, and  those  who  are  in  charge  of  that  matter,  have 
requested.  I  do  not  care  to  get  into  a  debate  on  the  size  of 
the  Army,  but  I  Insist  that  Congress  has  responded  and  Is 
now  responding  in  a  magnificent  way.  and  In  a  way  which 

'     I  think  has  the  approval  of  the  American  people  in  this  great 
emergency. 
Mr.  LODGE.    Does  the  Senator 

1        Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  do  not  yield  any  further  on  that  subject 
Mr  LODGE.    The  Senator  made  a  statement. 

'         Mr  BARKLEY.    I  know  I  did.  and  I  wiU  make  a  few  more. 
I  am  willing  to  vote  lor  Increased  taxes.    Not  only  shall  I  vote 


for  the  bfllion  dollars  and  more  to  be  raised  under  this  bill, 
but  I  shall  vote  for  a  $300,000,000  or  $400,000,000  increase  in 
revenue,  and  I  may  go  as  high  as  five  hundred  million.  But 
no  Senator.  Including  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  has  offered 
to  raise  the  revenue  to  that  figure. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  the  Senator  Is  wrong  in 
that  statement.    I  took  the  floor  and  offered  an  amendment 
providing  for  an  Increase  of  $400,000,000.  but  the  Senator   ; 
from  Kentucky,  who  Is  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee.  . 
has  not  offered  an  amendment  providing  for  an  increase  of 
a  single  cent,  and  he  is  the  leader  of  the  majority  in  the 

Senate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  not  ' 
offered  an  amendment  for  an  increase  of  a  single  cent  and  ]• 
has  not  any  In  contemplation. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  should  not  say  that  I  have  ■, 
not  offered  any  amendment  calling  for  an  Increase  in  Uxes. 

because  I  have. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  has.  I  apologize  to  him, 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  accept  the  apology. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  was  not  aware  that  he  had  offered  an 
amendment  on  the  Senate  floor.  If  he  has.  we  will  pass  on  It 
when  we  come  to  it.  But  suppose  we  can  save  $150,000,000  by 
this  direction  and  command  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  reduce  even  3  percent:  from  what  source  Is  it  to  ,. 
come?  Does  anyone  know?  Not  only  must  we  build  guns,  ' 
and  tanks,  and  airplanes,  and  provide  munitions,  but  In  our 
preparation  for  the  defense  of  our  country  we  cannot  Ignore 
the  spiritual  and  the  moral  equations  which  enter  into  the 
preparation  of  a  nation  to  defend  Its  Institutions. 

The  amount  of  money  to  be  saved  here.  $150,000,000.  will  be 
covered  back  into  the  Treasury.  Not  a  dime  of  it  will  go  Into 
airplanes  or  Into  Unks  or  into  munitions,  unless  Congress 
hereafter  appropriates  that  money  and  directs  that  it  shall 
be  expended  for  that  purpose.  The  President  of  the  United 
States  has  not  asked  us  to  do  It.  The  War  Department  has 
not  asked  us  to  do  it.  The  Navy  Department  has  not  asked 
us  to  do  it.  The  Appropriations  Committee  has  not  asked  us 
to  do  it.  nor  has  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  or  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  asked  us  to  do  it. 

I  am  unwilling  to  make  a  gesture  here  toward  prepared- 
ness for  the  defense  of  our  country  by  saying  to  the  unfor- 
tunate men  and  women  who  today  rely  upon  a  generous 
Government  for  the  means  of  making  an  honest  living, 
"We  will  build  more  airplanes  and  more  tanks  and  more 
rifles  by  taking  food  out  of  your  mouths  and  clothes  olXj 
your  backs  and  shelters  from  over  your  bodies."  ' 

I  am  not  willing  to  say  to  our  Nation  and  to  those  who 
are  working  for  it.  "We  are  willmg  to  build  navies  and 
armies  and  airplanes  and  munitions  of  war  and  tanks  of 
all  sorts  by  reducing  your  salary  and  taking  out  of  the 
pittance  you  are  now  drawing  some  of  that  which  is  so 
necessary  in  order  that  you  may  keep  Ixxly  and  soul  alive." 
I  am  willing  to  vote  for  every  appropriation  necessary  to 
fill  the  skies  with  airplanes,  to  cover  the  ground  with  tanks, 
to  fill  the  ocean  with  ships,  if  necessary,  but  I  want  to  do 
it  by  taking  the  revenue  from  those  who  are  able  to  pay  it, 
frwn  those  who  are  able  to  bear  the  biu-den.  and  not  press 
down  more  unjustly  upon  those  who  are  the  unfortunate 
part  of  our  people. 

We  cannot  save  10  percent,  we  cannot  save  5  percent,  we 
cannot  even  save  3  percent,  as  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland,  without  taking  the  larger  part  of  it  from 
these  to  whom  I  have  referred.  i 

My  objection  to  the  amendment  Is  the  same  as  my  ob<* 
jection  to  the  other  amendment  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land offered  awhile  ago.  It  is  the  same  objection  I  have 
had  to  the  10-percent  amendment  which  was  suggested 
originally  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  appropriated  this  money.  If  it 
should  not  have  been  appropriated  when  the  measures  were 
passed  by  the  Senate,  we  should  have  reduced  the  amounts 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  We  should  have  had  the 
Intelligence  and  the  courage  to  reduce  them  when  the  bilte 
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were  before  us.  The  agricultural  appropriation  YxOl.  the 
legislative  appropriation  bill,  the  Interior  Department  bill — 
all  these  appropriaticaas  came  before  us  separately  in  bills 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Appropriations.  We  did  not 
reduce  the  amounts  canried  in  those  measures,  but  on  the 
whole  we  increased  them  by  some  slight  additions  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BYRD.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  objects  to  giving 
the  President  the  power  to  reiduce  these  appropriations.  Will 
the  Senator  accept  an  amendment  directing  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  to  reduce  the  appropriations  made  for  non- 
defense  purposes  by  10  percent? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  will  meet  that  situation  when  it  arises. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  will  have  a  chance  to  meet  it 
when  I  offer  the  amendment  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  meet  it  in  the  way  that  appeals  to 
my  judgment  when  the  time  comes  to  act  upon  it.  I  am  not 
going  to  foreclose  myself  by  saying  that  I  shall  vote  to  in- 
struct the  Appropriations  Committee  to  make  a  horizontal 
reduction  of  10  percent,  which  was  what  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  wanted  when  he  suggested  the  amendment  to  the 

bill. 
Mr.  BYRD.    Will  the  Senator  again  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Will  the  Democratic  leader  of  the  Senate  sug- 
gest how  he  will  reduce  the  appropriations  and  divert  them  to 
the  purposes  of  national  defense? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  cross  that  bridge  when  I  come  to  it 
I  have  no  blueprint  by  which  I  can  say  how  much  I  would 
reduce  the  appropriations  if  I  had  authority  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  passes  on  every  suggestion  that 
Is  made  for  reductions. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  pass  on  the  suggestions  according  to 
the  way  they  appeal  to  my  judgment,  and  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  for  whom  I  have  the 
greatest  respect  and  admiration,  as  he  knows,  does  not  appeal 

to  my  judgment. 

I  am  not  speaking  simply  because  I  am  the  majority  leader: 
I  would  make  the  same  speech  if  I  did  not  occupy  the  position 
In  which  I  am  honored  by  my  coUeagues  here.  If  we  were 
not  satisfied  with  the  appropriations  which  have  been  made, 
if  we  thought  they  should  not  have  been  made — and  they 
have  been  before  us  during  the  last  3  or  4  weeks  one  at  a 
time,  and  we  have  considered  them  item  by  Item  In  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  States— when  they  were  under  considera- 
tion we  should  have  had  the  courage  to  reduce  them.  We 
have  passed  the  bUls.  and  most  of  them  have  been  sent  to 
the  President.  It  Is  now  proposed  that  we  shall  say  to  the 
President.  "We  command  you  to  do  what  we  did  not  have 
sense  or  courage  enough  to  do  ourselves— reduce  these  ap- 
propriations by  3  percent,  or  5  percent,  or  10  percent." 

Mr  President,  not  an  airplane  will  be  built,  not  a  tank  will 
be  constructed,  not  a  single  rifle  will  be  made  or  used,  because 
Of  the  adopUon  of  the  proposed  amendment.  Whenever 
Congress  is  asked  to  appropriate  more  money  or  raise  more 
revenue.  I  shall  be  ready  to  perform  my  duty,  but  I  do  not 
believe  that  after  we  have  done  our  duty  as  we  have  seen 
fit  to  do  It.  we  should  be  asked  to  direct  the  President  to  undo 
what  we  have  done  and  that  If  we  fail  to  do  so.  we  should  be 
considered  to  be  imworthy  and  lying  down  on  the  job. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  for  the 
same  reasons  which  led  me  to  oppose  the  previous  amend- 
ments, and  I  hope  that  in  the  Senator's  discussion  of  this 
important  subject— I  realize  his  sincerity  in  discussing  It;  I 
realize  the  intelligent  grasp  he  has  of  It — he  will  not  take  it 
upon  himseU  to  condemn  the  Congress  of  the  Umted  States 
as  unworthy,  and  hold  before  it  a  sort  of  mirage  of  an  elec- 
tion or  of  a  defeat  at  the  polls  in  order  that  we  may  be  In- 
duced to  vote  one  way  or  the  other.  I  am.  to  the  fullest  extent 
of  which  I  am  capable  of  doing  so.  trying  to  forget  the  elec- 
Uon  in  November.  This  is  not  a  partisan  matier.  It  makes 
no  difference  whether  anyone  is  returned  to  the  United 
BUtes  Senate  or  not.    I  am  unwilling  that  this  body  should 


be  condemned  by  wholesale  to  oblivion  or  to  obloquy  in  th« 
eyes  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  simply  because  all 
of  us  do  not  happen  to  agree  with  some  other  Member  of 
the  Senate  with  respect  to  the  performance  of  our  duty. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  faith  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  I  have  faith  in  the  House  of  Representatives.  I 
have  faith  in  the  Congress  as  a  whole.  I  have  faith  in 
the  President  of  the  United  States— unbounded  and  un- 
limited faith.  I  have  faith  in  our  Government.  No 
matter  how  much  we  may  differ  with  respect  to  details,  oiur 
Government  will  survive,  our  democracy  will  survive;  it  will 
march  on.  and  it  will  hold  aloft  the  Ught  to  the  other  nations 
of  the  world,  as  it  has  done  for  a  century  and  a  half,  in 
spite  of  the  dark  clouds  which  appear  on  the  horizon  and 
now  lower  over  us. 

Let  us  dft  our  duty  as  we  see  It,  with  the  wisdom  that 
Almighty  God  bestows  upon  us.  Let  us  do  our  duty  each 
day  as  we  see  it.  and  let  us  forget  what  may  happen  In  No- 
vember, or  in  some  other  election  year  which  we  may  face 
in  the  future. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  will  try  not  to  deUln  the 
Senate  much  longer,  because  I  realize  the  hour  is  late. 

I  would  be  less  than  sincere,  and  I  say  this  with  no  personal 
reflection  upon  anyone,  if  I  did  not  reiterate  my  view,  namely, 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  at  least  as  I  see  it.  for 
whatever  that  Is  worth,  does  not  seem  to  be  measuring  up  to 
the  grim  responsibilities  of  this  hour. 

Let  me  for  a  moment,  in  the  l>est  of  faith,  show  the  hypoc- 
risy of  this  tax  bill.  Normally,  the  Government  takes  In 
about  $6,000,000,000  a  year.  Of  that  amount,  all  the  cor- 
porations in  the  country  and  all  the  income-tax  payers  in  the 
country  contribute  roughly  about  $2,500,000,000  together. 
Where  does  the  other  $3,500,000,000  come  from?  Docs  It 
come  from  the  corporations?  No,  Does  It  come  from  the 
income-tax  payers?  No.  It  comes  out  of  the  sweat  and  toll 
of  the  poor  people  of  whom  the  Senator  spoke  when  he  said 
he  did  not  want  to  take  the  clothes  off  their  backs,  the  roofs 
from  over  their  heads,  and  the  bread  out  of  their  mouths. 
There  is  no  surer  way  to  do  that  than  by  unnecessary 
taxation. 

Only  the  othy  day  I  called  attention  to  the  report  of  the  - 
Sc-cretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  year  1937.  In  that  year 
the  cost  of  Government,  local.  State,  and  Federal,  was 
$18,000,000,000.  How  much  was  the  Income?  About  $60,000.- 
000,000.  Nearly  30  percent,  or,  as  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts said,  nearly  $1  out  of  every  three,  goes  Into  the 
treasuries  of  the  various  governments  In  order  to  meet  the 
tax  bUl. 

Who  pays  the  major  part  of  our  Federal  receipts?  The 
rich,  and  the  corporations?  Oh.  no.  The  major  part  of  the 
money  we  collect  in  taxes  comes  out  of  the  toil  of  every  cot- 
ton fanner,  every  tobacco  farmer,  every  coal  miner,  and  every 
driver  of  a  truck.  The  poor  of  this  Nation  pay  the  major 
part  of  the  taxes. 

What  have  we  done  in  the  present  bill  in  the  interest  of 
the  poor?  We  have  put  excise  tax  on  top  of  excise  tax. 
We  have  raised  the  gasoline  tax  from  a  cent  to  a  cent  and 
a  half.  We  have  raised  the  amusement  taxes  and  various 
other  taxes.  I  am  not  here  criticizing  those  taxes.  I  see 
that  they  are  necessary,  because  in  our  good  years  we  would 
not  face  the  inevitable  thing  which  Is  now  coming  on  us  by 
leaps  and  bounds.  Taxation  is  the  crudest  way  to  take  the 
roof  from  over  the  head  of  a  poor  man.  or  the  clothes  from 
his  back,  or  the  food  from  his  mouth.  It  cuts  down  his 
consvuning  power.  It  takes  from  him  money  which  he  has 
earned. 

Let  me  Illustrate  with  a  mere  package  of  cigarettes,  such 
as  are  smoked  by  nearly  every  workingman  in  the  country. 
The  little  revenue  stamp  represents  a  tax  of  6  cents  collected 
by  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  Let  us  assume  that 
the  average  man  smokes  nearly  a  package  a  day.  or  300 
packages  a  year.  Three  hundred  times  6  cents  Is  $18.  If 
the  man  is  a  carpenter  making  $450  a  day  he  must  go  out 
and  work  4  long  days  out  of  the  year,  not  for  bread  for  his 
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family,  not  for  a  roof  over  his  famUy's  head,  not  for  cloth- 
ing  for  his  family,  but  to  pay  the  Federal  Government  his 
cigarette  tax  for  that  year.  ♦»,„**,« 

What  are  we  doing?  Are  we  making  it  less  probable  that  ne 
will  have  to  pay  more?  No:  we  are  not  even  attempting  in 
this  grim  emergency  to  pay  the  cost  of  oi'-  routine  expendi- 
tnres  of  government,  without  a  doUar  going  for  the  Army  or 
Navy  past,  present,  or  future.  In  the  face  of  that  situation. 
and  without  meaning  to  reflect  on  any  one.  as  I  see  it.  Con- 
grcGS  is  not  meeting  its  responsibilities.  I  do  not  beheve  the 
country  thinks  it  is  meeting  its  responsibilities,  and  I  reiter- 
ate that  I  do  not  think  it  is  meeting  its  responsibUites. 
Whoever  does  not  like  that  statement  wUl  have  to  put  up 

Yes;  let  us  take  all  the  money  from  the  weU-to-do.  Let 
us  take  every  cent  of  income  from  every  perscn  who  has 
an  income  of  $100,000  a  year  or  more.  How  much  would 
we  get?  U  we  were  to  take  it  all  we  should  get  $960,000,000. 
which  Is  not  one-tenth  of  what  we  have  spent  in  each  of 
the  past  2  years.  All  we  are  doing  is  reducing  wages  by 
accumulating  debt  which  will  have  to  be  paid  for  not  by  the 
rich  because  there  are  not  enough  of  them,  but  by  the  toil 
Of  the  poor  people  of  the  country.  It  cannot  be  said  that 
we  are  taking  care  of  the  poor  when  we  do  not  eliminate 
every  possible  cent  of  expense. 

Who  pays  the  salary  of  a  Senator?  Who  pays  the  salary 
of  the  President,  and  the  salaries  of  all  the  other  officials  of 
the  Government?  Every  coal  miner  in  Pennsylvania,  every 
fisherman  in  Maine,  every  farmer  in  Kansas.  Those  are  the 
tjT>es  of  people  who  are  paying  the  major  part  of  the  taxes 
of  the  Government. 

With  Hitler  on  one  doorstep  and  Mussolini  on  the  other, 
with  all  sorts  of  possible  comWnations  of  nations,  with  bil- 
lions of  dollars  of  new  expenditures,  with  the  Army  in- 
creased, with  the  Navy  increased,  with  talk  of  universal  mili- 
tary training,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  intended 
to  adjourn  next  Saturday,  and  go  home  and  stay  there  for 
the  rest  of  the  year!  Is  not  that  true?  Was  not  the  Con- 
gress going  home  next  Saturday? 

If  this  emergency  is  one-hundredth  as  great  as  it  has 
been  represented  to  be.  what  Senator  will  rise  on  this  floor 
and  say  that  the  Congress  ought  to  go  home  for  6  months? 
I  reiterate  that  Congress  is  not  meeting  the  issue  of  this 
dark  hour. 

I  know  that  the  same  thing  happened  in  Prance.  The 
same  thing  happened  in  Great  Britain.  Men  talked  of 
democracy.  They  talked  of  the  priceless  heritage  they  had. 
They  tried  to  keep  democracy  alive  with  words  instead  of 
deeds.  Democracy  cannot  live  on  words,  any  more  than  a 
human  being  can  live  on  them.  Democracy  lives  on  bread; 
and  the  kind  of  bread  It  must  bake  is  sometimes  the  bread 
of  hardship,  to  prevent  starvation. 

"  t  therefore  feel,  Mr.  President,  that  we  have  a  tremendous- 
.  ly  grave  responsibility,  and  a  scroll  of  unfinished  work  which 
Is  very  long  indeed.  The  whole  tax  structure  ought  to  be 
revised  from  top  to  bottom.  We  ought  to  put  our  financial 
=afrairs  In  the  best  possible  shape.  The  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  is  our  first  line  of  national  defense.  We 
should  all  do  our  part,  bear  our  share  of  the  load,  and 
then,  when  the  enemy  comes,  we  shall  be  ready  to  receive 
him  in  the  manner  In  which  we  want  him  to  be  received. 

Mr.  OTtfAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  some  of  us  who  voted 
against  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia and  the  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land were  prompted  to  do  so  because  the  amendment 
brought  In  by  the  committee  in  the  first  place  and  the 
amendment  now  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
represent  a  surrender  of  the  legislative  power.  They  give 
us  no  assurance  whatever  as  to  where  the  proposed  cut 
will  fall.  If  we  were  to  adopt  this  amendment  we  should  be 
voting  blindly,  without  being  able  to  report  to  our  con- 
stituents where  the  reduction  Is  to  be  made,  and  who  will 
have  to  bear  it. 

It  seems  to  me  clear  that  at  a  time  when  all  of  us  must 
be  aware  of  the  deficiencies  of  democracy,  we  cannot  urge 
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the  failure  of  democracy  as  supporting  a  proposal  to  trans- 
fer from  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government  its  funda- 
mental power  of  expenditure.  If  there  is  any  element  what- 
ever that  characterizes  the  democratic  form  of  government. 
It  is  that  the  representatives  of  the  people,  elected  by  the 
people,  are  the  ones  who  shall  say  where  the  expenditures 
shall  be  made,  for  what  purposes  they  shall  be  made,  and 
by  whom  and  in  what  form  the  taxes  shall  be  levied.  ^ 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CMAHONEY.     I  am  sorry  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land [Mr.  Tydincs]  has  left  the  floor,  because  I  was  about  to 
ask  him  to  consent  to  a  substitute  for  the  amendment  he 
has  offered.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 
Mr.  BYRD.     Would  the  Senator  support  an  amendment 

directing  the  Appropriations  Committee 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  that  I  have  in  my  hand  an  amendment  which  I 
should  like  to  offer  as  a  substitute  for  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  and  which  of  course 
would  also  be  a  substitute  for  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia.  Let  me  read  it.  It  is  based  upon  my 
conception  that  it  is  the  legislative  duty  to  make  appro- 
priations; that  the  House  and  the  Senate  have  committees 
which  have  been  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  making  ap- 
propriations and  levjring  taxes.  I  am  a  member  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  and  as  a  member  of  that  com- 
mittee I  desire  to  say  that  I  have  attended  the  meetings 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee,  and  I  am  able  to  testify 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  members  appointed  on  that 
committee  have  diligently  attempted  to  render  efficient 
ser\ice.  As  a  member  of  that  committee  I  can  testify  that 
bill  after  bill  has  been  brought  upon  this  floor  by  the  com- 
mittee, and  then  Its  items  have  been  increased  on  the  floor. 
Let  no  one  intimate  that  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
has  not  been  diligent  about  its  work.  I^t  no  one  spread 
abroad  through  the  United  States  the  charge  that  at  least 
that  committee  of  the  Senate  has  not  endeavored  to  do  its 
duty. 

The  amendment  which  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  to  accept  as  a  substitute  for  his  amend- 
ment  and  I  make  this  request  because  it  would  be  out  of 

order  as  an  amendment  in  the  third  degree  at  the  moment — 
reads  as  follows: 

The  Committees  on  ApproprlatlonB  of  the  Senate  and  the  Hoiwe  ot 
Representatives  are  hereby  directed  to  review  the  appropriation  bllla 
lor  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  to  report  such  amend- 
ments thereto  as  will  effect  a  total  reduction  of  $500,000,000  In  the 
dvU  expenses  of  the  Government. 

Let  me  say  that  such  an  amendment  will  not  be  an  abdica- 
tion of  legislative  authority  and  duty.  It  will  not  be  a  shed- 
ding of  responsibility.  If  we  are  sincerely  Inclined  to  make 
an  effort  to  reduce  the  civil  expenditures  of  the  Government, 
the  proper  way  to  do  it  is  for  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  do  it  through  its  committees  appointed  for  the 
purpose. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Senator  is  a  member  of  the  Appro- 
priations Committee.  I  do  not  recall  whether  or  not  the 
Senator  is  a  member  of  the  subcommittee  having  to  do  with 
agriculture.  I  know  he  is  a  member  of  the  subcommittee 
having  to  do  with  Interior  Department  appropriations.  Does 
the  Senator  believe  that  in  the  time  between  now  and  the 
first  of  July,  the  first  of  the  fiscal  year.  It  would  be  at  all  pos- 
sible so  to  review  those  appropriations  as  to  change  them? 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  No;  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  do  it  between  now  and  the  first  of  July. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  My  understanding  is  that  the  amend- 
ment Is  applicable  to  the  next  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Certainly;  but  the  appropriations  are 
made  for  the  full  12  months,  and  I  know  no  reason  why  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  could  not  pass  a  bill  next 
month,  or  2  months  hence,  reducing  the  expenditures  for  the 
fiscal  year. 
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Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  is,  to  have  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee hold  hearings  for  a  year  hence? 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Not  at  all;  for  this  fiscal  year.  The 
Congress  of  the  United  States  could  pass  in  order  a  bill  which 
would  reduce  the  appropriations  remaining  to  be  expended  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  let  us  say.  or  the  Department 
of  the  Interior,  during  the  fiscal  year  1941. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  What  would  the  Senator  do  with  the 
commitments  which  must  be  made  at  the  opening  of  the 
fiscal  year? 

Mr,  O'MAHONEY.  The  committee  would  pass  upon  them, 
•nie  committee  would  find  its  opportunity  to  do  it;  and  the 
committee  could  do  this  Just  as  well  as  the  Executive  could 
do  it  under  the  provision  offered  by  the  Senator. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  agree  with  the  last  statement. 
Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  TYDINGS,  and  Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER  (Mr.  Hill  in  the  chair) .  Does 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  yield;  and.  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  fnxn  South 
Carolina. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  I  asked  the  Senator  to  yield 
in  order  that  I  might  inquire  of  the  chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee  whether  he  intends  to  have  the  Senate  remain 
In  session  much  longer,  because  if  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
should  Insist  upon  his  amendment  I  should  ferf  called  upon 
to  make  a  statement  on  the  subject,  much  as  I  dislike  to 
do  so.  I  suggest  that  as  it  is  now  6:30  o'clock.  If  we  should 
take  a  recess  now  until  tomorrow,  in  the  calm  consideration 
of  the  morning  we  might  possibly  be  able  to  reach  some  agree- 
ment. It  is  evident  that  there  will  be  considerable  debate 
upon  this  question. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  this  Is  the  only  remain- 
ing provision  in  the  Senate  committee  recommendations.  I 
was  hoping  we  could  finish  the  measure  tonight;  but  I  ap- 
preciate that  the  Senate  has  been  in  session  since  11  o'clock 
this  morning.  If  this  subject  is  going  to  create  a  prolonged 
discussion.  I  have  no  objection  to  our  taking  a  recess  now 
until  tomorrow.  I  hope  we  may  meet  at  11  o'clock  tomor- 
row, however. 

I  should  like  to  have  Senators  understand  that  we  will  try 
to  conclude  the  consideration  of  the  tax  bill  tomorrow. 
Generous  as  Senators  are  with  their  speeches.  I  hope  they 
will  be  generous  enough  to  remain  tomorrow  until  we  can 
complete  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

JOINT  RESOLOnOW  DrTRODUCE3> 

Mr.  PEPPER  Introduced  a  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  280) 
to  confer  upon  the  Presid«it  full  wartime  powers  to  prepare 
and  defend  America,  which  was  read  twice  by  its  title  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

I        REVENTTE  BELL  OF  1940 AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  McKELLAR,  and  Mr.  CMAHONEY  each 
submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  them, 
respectively,  to  the  biU  (H.  R.  10039)  to  provide  for  the  ex- 
penses of  national  preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  issu- 
ing bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying  for  such  bond.s, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  were  severally  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

EXECUTIVE   SESSION 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OT  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  BAILEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  reported 
favorably  the  nominations  of  several  officers  for  promotion 
in  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey. 

Mr.  BAILEY  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  re- 
ported favorably  the  following  nominations  In  the  Coast 
Guard: 

Commander  James  Pine  to  be  a  cairtAin,  to  rank  as  such 
from  May  25,  1940; 


Arthur  E.  Larsen,  to  be  a  chief  boatswain;  and 

Harry  F.  Bradley,  to.  be  a  chief  machinist, 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on- Post  OfBces  and 
Post  Reads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

Mr.  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  re- 
ported favorably  the  nominations  of  several  meritorious  non- 
commissioned officers  to  be  .second  lieutenants  In  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  20th  day  of  June.  1940;  and  also  the  nomina- 
tions of  sundry  citizens  to  be  second  lieutenants  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  25th  day  of  June,  1940. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  iMr.  Hill  in  the  chair).  If 
there  be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  w;ll 
state  the  nominations  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

THE   JT7DICIART 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Webster  J.  Oliver 
to  be  Judge  of  the  United  States  Customs  Court. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination  of  John  C.  Lehr  to 
be  United  States  attorney  for  the  eastern  district  of 
Michigan.  ^^ 

The  presidio;  G  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Otto  F.  Heine 
to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the  district  of  Hawaii. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  Is  confirmed. 

POSTMASTEKS 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations  of 
postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
nominations  of  postmasters  be  conilrmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
nominations  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

That  concludes  the  calendar. 

RECESS 

The  Senate  resumed  legislative  session- 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  wish  to  state  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
that  the  full  Committee  on  Appropriations  will  meet  tomor- 
row morning  at  11:30  to  take  up  the  supplemental  military 
and  naval  bill.  There  wUl  be  23  or  24  Senators  in  attend- 
ance, and  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  ask  that  the  Senate 
meet  tomorrow  at  11  o'clock. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  was  about  to  move  that  the  Senate 
adjourn  imtil  11  o'clock  tomorrow,  but  in  view  of  what  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  stated,  as  well  as  for  other  rea- 
sons, I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock 
noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6  o'clock  and  35  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess^  until  tomorrow.  Wednesday, 
June  19, 1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  June  18 
I  (legislative  day  of  May  28) .  1940 

United  States  Customs  CotniT 
Webster  J.  Oliver  to  be  Judge  of  the  United  States  Customs 
Court. 

j  UNITED  States  ArroENrr 

John  C.  Lehr  to  be  United  States  attorney  for  the  eastern 
district  of  Michigan. 

United  States  Marshal 
Otto  F.  Heine  to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the  district 
of  Hawaii. 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

Jack  Vaughan,  Cuba. 
William  A.  Coleman,  Samson. 
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CAUTORHU 

Aubrey  C.  Bieber.  Blcber. 
Earle  Heath  Stanley.  Cedarville. 
Eunice  Conners,  Chester. 
George  P.  Meek.  Covina. 
Dino  L.  Ceccarelll.  Dos  Palos. 
Clyde  Burgett.  El  Segvmdo. 
James  H.  Gates,  Gardena. 
Lillie  Evadell  Chapman.  Gerber. 
James  Clyde  Strouss.  Mill  Valley. 
Earl  D:  Cline.  Northridge. 
Hugh  L.  Appling,  Oakdale. 
Vera  Wettlln.  Orange. 
Lois  L.  Berry.  Shafter. 
Abbie  E.  Schaeffer.  Vemalis. 
Jennie  Root,  Waterford. 
John  J.  Blaney,  Weavervllle. 

HAWAn 

Antone  Fernandez,  Kekaha. 
Antone  P.  Cravalho,  Paia. 
Virginia  S.  Mathias.  Waiakoa. 

ZOWA 

Hiram  L.  Mann,  Adel. 
Ernest  E.  Carlson,  Battle  Creek. 
Vernon  M.  HiU,  Davis  City. 
Allen  Wise,  Decorah. 
A.  George  RoiS.  Doon. 
Gerald  Elias  Faust,  Earlville. 
Elmer  A.  Billings,  Payette. 
Hugo  O.  Micheel.  Holstein. 
Otis  H.  O.  Ne'son.  Humboldt. 
Roy  E.  Ferguson,  Lake  View. 
Julia  Loretta  Hurley.  Laurens. 
John  P.  Delaney.  Marcus. 
Mary  M.  HoUingsworth.  Marion. 
Edgar  V.  Pohlman.  Melvln. 
Irvin  W.  Machamer.  Merrill. 
Hazel  P.  Patterson.  Minden. 
Denton  N   Layman,  Newell. 
Ruth  M.  Pedersen.  Pierson. 
Charles  E.  Hudson.  Pomeroy. 
William  H.  Rehberg,  Rowley. 
Amber  Bailey.  Royal. 
John  Lewis  Magirl.  Ryan. 
Isaac  Hoeven.  Sioux  Center. 
Leona  B.  Miller,  Van  Meter. 
Edwin  A.  Howe.  Webb. 

KANSAS 

William  Merrifleld.  Agra. 
Clarence  H.  Kessler.  Aitamont. 
Frederick  J.  Donovan,  Atchison. 
Anna  L.  Miller,  Bushton. 
John  R.  Neifert.  Glen  Elder. 
Mary  Marceline  Schafer.  Jewell. 
Hugh  E.  Meade.  Palco. 
Helena  W.  Anderson.  Peru. 
John  T.  Dowd,  St.  Paul. 
Chester  C.  Chambers,  Tescott. 

LOXnSUNA 

Thomas  Wallace  McGinn,  Jr.,  Crowley. 
Veronica  J.  Lambert,  Goodhope. 
Prank  Warren.  MerryvlUe. 
Sam  H.  Campbell.  Oak  Grove. 
Samuel  A.  Pairchild,  Vinton. 

MAINX 

Wade  P.  Clifton,  Greenville  Junction. 

mssissippx 

John  A.  Gerard.  Bude. 
Viola  E.  Pentecost,  Doddsville. 
Mills  T.  Williams,  Durant. 
James  T.  Skelton,  Goodman. 
ELa  C.  Stephens.  Lyon. 


mssoTna 
Ordell  Gross,  Bevler. 
Avery  L.  Dreler,  Billings. 
Georgia  A.  Brammer.  Buckner. 
Otto  T.  Pfefferkom,  Chaffee. 
Lettle  H.  Turner.  Chilhowee. 
Kelley  Elza  Jackson.  East  Prairie. 
John  A.  Byler.  Ethel. 
Earl  L.  Smithson,  Exeter. 
John  Earle  Lyons,  Higginsville. 
Charles  V.  Hollady.  Illmo. 
John  G.  May,  Jasper. 
P.  Gilbert  Utley,  Knobnoster. 
Mae  Creach.  Linn  Creek. 
William  A.  Bickel.  Lockwood. 
Joseph  E.  Soutee.  Marionville. 
John  Y.  Glasscock.  Maysville. 
Pay  R.  Webb,  MUler. 
Edward  T.  Rousselot,  NoeL 
Mae  B.  Whitfield.  Oronogo. 
Edgar  E.  Smith,  Owensville. 
Willie  L.  Hixson,  Ozark. 
Leonard  V.  Parker.  Plattsburg. 
Dora  H.  Weber.  Tipton. 
Walter  J.  Paschal.  Verona. 
Grailie  B.  Windes.  Washburn. 

NEBRASKA 

Justin  Clay  Douthitt.  Beatrice. 
Mary  L.  Simmons,  Bloomfleld. 
Magnus  P.  Hemmingsen,  Marquette. 
Charles  Hugh  Miner.  Red  Cloud. 
Mary  B.  Parrell.  Schuyler. 
Sterling  E.  Tabor,  Superior. 

NTW   YORK 

Edward  C.  Laughlin.  Akron. 
William  H.  O'Brien,  Jr..  Baldwinsville. 
Emma  Reynolds.  Brightwaters. 
Ray  C.  Kilmer.  Castleton  on  Hudson. 
William  L.  Diwer,  Cedarhurst. 
Madeline  M.  Woods.  Diamond  Point. 
Matthias  P.  McDonald.  East  WilUston. 
Tuthill  R.  McDowell.  Ellenville. 
Arthur  H.  Walsh.  Garrison. 
Marguerite  P.  Grady.  Goldenbridge. 
Edward  D.  Connelly,  Maybrook.     ' 
Gertrude  P.  Tracey.  Middleport. 
Mary  R.  Rattigan,  North  Creek. 
Peter  Harris  Grifflng,  NorthviUe. 
Emma  J.  Claffey,  Port  Lcyden. 
Edward  H.  O'Connor.  Sherburne. 
Albert  Prindle,  Shushan. 
Devillo  Cobb.  Sinclairville. 
William  Henry  Nolan.  Stillwater. 
Mildred  E.  Perry.  Wampsville. 
William  T.  Bums.  Whitehall. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Lincoln  A.  Hanson.  Aneta. 
Christian  Bertsch.  Bismarck. 
Theodore  A.  Marquardt.  Cooperstown. 
Volrath  H.  Carlson,  Drayton. 
Louisa  A.  Bird.  Flaxton. 
James  L.  Hatfield,  Pullerton. 
Florence  R.  Makee,  Noonan. 
Sarah  Alice  Lucy,  Powers  Lake. 
Harry  J.  Campbell.  Ryder. 
Charles  W.  Gannon,  Underwood. 

PENNSYLVAirXA 

Francis  J.  Pension,  Abington. 
Clyde  A.  Plank.  Aspers. 
Alice  S.  Keating,  Avondale. 
Israel  J.  Rohrbaugh,  Beech  Creek. 
Har\ey  P.  Ecelbarger.  Big  Run. 
Herschel  C.  Cowen,  California. 
Robert  E.  Giles,  Coalport. 


Frame  Shontz.  Conneaut  Lake. 

Foster  W.  Haverley.  Covington. 

Rota  V.  Hawk.  Qresco. 

William  K.  Wrigley.  CurwensvIIle. 

Faye  M.  Slavin.  Eldred. 

Walter  M.  Bauscher,  Fleetwood. 

Margaret  M.  Kavanagh.  Port  Washington. 

Carolyn  T.  Fouik.  Gap. 

P.  Louise  Brant,  Garrett. 

Adam  L.  Winters,  Holt  wood. 

Margaret  Clifford  Schandel.  Jefferson. 

Claude  McCarty.  Leola. 

Ramsey  P.  WilLamson,  LiverpooL 

Joseph  G.  Weakland,  Meyersdale. 

Layton  A.  Wallace,  Nicholson. 

William  R.  Kimble,  Nottingham. 

S.  Burton  Flickner,  Point  Marion. 

Paul  H.  Shaak,  Sheridan. 

Morris  A.  Shappell,  Shoemakersville. 

Michael  P.  Doran,  Spangler. 

James  H.  Stewart.  Tarentum. 

Percy  W.  Walker.  Thompson. 

LeRoy  R.  Herman,  Topton. 

Charles  S.  Shaw.  Waterford. 

Catherine  W.  Stevenson.  Waverly. 

Thomas  M.  Hiester.  Wemersville. 

TENMSSSEX 

Charles  C.  Gore,  Livingston. 

I  VERMONT 

Edward  J.  Owens.  Barre. 

Cornelius  Buckley.  Barton. 

Forrest  E.  Allen.  Bradford. 

James  J.  Ransehousen.  Bridge  water. 

Patrick  Mahoney.  Burlington. 

Margaret  H.  Walsh.  Concord. 

Albert  A.  LaPrance.  Derby  Line. 

Maria  B.  Depatle.  Enosburg  Falls. 

Raymond  P.  Streeter,  Franklin. 

Robert  P.  Pierce.  LyndonviUe. 

William  H.  Moriarty.  Northfleld. 

Alice  G.  Sheehan.  North  Tioy. 

Helen  P.  McKenna.  Norwich. 

William  Harbutt.  Putney. 

Harold  J.  Sheehan.  Richmond. 

Isabel  Neary.  Shelbume. 

Lyman  W.  Sheldon.  South  Londonderry. 

George  M.  Goodrich.  South  Royalton. 

Healy  J.  Bashaw.  Stowe. 

James  P.  Gilfeather,  West  Rutland. 

vntGnnA 
McHtimer  E.  Payne,  Sharps. 

WASHIITGTOir 

Vem  V.  Edwards,  Oreenacrcs. 

WEST  VIKCUnA 

Roscoe  B.  Holmes.  Raleigh. 

WTOIOKG 

James  B.  Harston.  Cowley. 
Hazel  E.  Moore,  Edgerton. 
Francis  R.  Peck.  Olenrock. 
Mark  N.  Hanna.  Lingle. 
Nellie  P.  Hopkins.  Rawlins. 
Bertha  L  Frolander,  Siindance. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

I       TUESDAY,  June  18,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery^  .^D.  D.,  of- 
fered the  following  prayer: 

Hear  Thou  our  prayer.  O  Lord,  from  Thy  dwelling  place, 
even  from  heaven;  and  when  Tliou  hearest.  forgive:  Thine. 
O  Lord,  is  the  greatness  and  the  power  and  tbe  florj  wad 


the  majesty.    Now.  therefore,  we  thank  Thee  and  pralae  Thy 
glorious  name.    Heavenly  Father,  the  hour  is  dark,  the  peril 
is  great;  may  the  dawn  soon  come;  lead  us  into  that  quiet- 
ness and  hopefulness  which  are  the  strength  of  life.    O  King 
eternal,  the  wings  of  the  brave,  defending  eagle  have  drooped 
and  he  can  no  longer  batUe  with  the  storm;  his  heart  is  tired 
and  fainUng.  but  is  undaunted  still.    A  people  that  so  long 
glowed  with  passions  of  right  and  Justice  is  helpless  and  now 
contemplates  Its  problems  on  the  cruel  anvil  of  defeat.    O 
God  of  mercy,  while  the  chivalrous  soldier  and  the  broken- 
hearted homeless,  mocked  by  their  melting  hopes,  die  with- 
out realizing  their  tantalizing  visions  of  home  and  rest,  oh, 
grant  that  their  enrichment  may  be  fully  realized  in  en  ever- 
lasting Inheritance.     Through  these  perilous  and  arduous 
days,  be  Thou  the  constant  guide  and  support  of  our  Presi- 
dent.   By  quiet  thought,  quiet  duty,  quiet  energy,  and  by 
quiet  prayer,  steel  upon  us  as  a  people  and  arm  us  to  crusade 
for^e  redemption  of  man.    In  the  name  of  the  Prince  df 
Peace.     Amen. 

ITie  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and    . 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier.  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  9117.  An  act  to  eliminate  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine 
spirits  used  in  the  fortification  of  wine;  to  increase  the  tax  on 
wine;  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  revenue  occasioned  by  the 
elimination  of  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  used  in  the 
fortification  of  wine;  and  for  other  pxirposes. 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  a 
Joint  resolution  of  the  following  title,  in  which  the  concur- 
rence of  the  House  is  requested: 

8.  J.  Res.  271.  Joint  resolution  approving  nonrecognltion 
ol  the  transfer  of  any  geographic  region  in  the  Western  Hem- 
isphere from  one  non -American  power  to  another  non-Amer- 
ican power,  and  providing  for  consultation  with  other  Amer- 
ican republics  in  the  event  that  such  transfer  should  appear 
likely. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  CROWE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude therein  a  clipping  from  the  Washington  E^remng  Star. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

AODHIONAL  CLERICAL  SERVICES  IN  THE  ENROLLING  ROOM 

Mr.  WARREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  privileged  resolu- 
tion from  the  Committee  on  Accounts  and  ask  for  Its  inime- 
diate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  532 
Resolved.  Th«t  there  ehail  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  during  the  remainder  of  the  pres- 
ent session  not  exceeding  1200  for  additional  clerical  aenrlces  in 
the  enroUIng  room. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ADDITIONAL  COMPENSATION  FOR  CERTAIN  EMPLOYEES  OF  THE  HOTTSE 

Mr.  WARREN.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  further  privileged 
resolution. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Hoxise  Resolution  833 

Resolved,  That  commencing  J\ily  1.  1940,  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
be.  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  House,  untU  otherwtoe  provided  by  law. 
additional  compensation  per  annum,  payable  monthly,  to  certain 
employees  of  the  House,  as  foUows: 

To  the  Assistant  ParlUmentarlan  the  sum  of  $340:  and  STBO  so 
long  as  the  position  Is  held  by  the  present  Incumbent  to  be  In 
addition  to  that  now  provided  by  law  during  the  present  locum- 

T^the  messenger  to  Speaker's  table,  9660  ao  long  as  the  position 
Is  held  by  the  present  Incumbent; 

To  the  stenographer  and  typewriter,  in  the  oflice  of  the  Sergeant 
at  Arms,  the  svim  of  $700 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  tbe  table. 
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ASSISTAKT  CLKRK  TO  COlOfrrrKK  OW  CLAIMS 

Mr.  WARREN.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  further  privUeged 
resolution. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolutloti  531 

Resolved.  That,  effective  July  1.  1940.  thereshall  be  ^Pajf  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  House,  until  otherwise  P™J*d«*„^y  '»'^: 
compensation  at  the  rale  of  W,4«0  per  annum  for  the  se^lcea  of 
•a  •iurtant  clerk  to  the  Committee  on  Claims.  Such  employment 
■hall  be  in  lieu  of  an  assistant  clerk  to  said  committee  at  the  ra^ 
of  •1.740.  as  provided  In  the  Legislative  Branch  Appropriation  Act. 
IMl.' 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Strike  out.  In  line  1.  the  words  "July  1.  1940"  and  subetltute  the 
words  "January  1.  1941." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude therein  a  column  eppearing  in  last  night's  Star. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Utah? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  two  unanimous- 
consent  requests. 

I  a&k  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Record  by  inserting  a  speech  I  made  at  the  world's  fair  on 
June  16.  on  Father's  Day. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  also  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  including  a 
speech  I  made  at  the  Astor  Hotel,  before  the  Non-Sectarian 
Anti-Nazi  League,  to  champion  human  rights,  with  certain 
excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION    TO    ADDRESS    THE    HOUSE 

l^r.  cox.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  one-half  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oeorgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  California 
I  Mr.  GeyerI  has  for  several  months,  through  his  extensions 
of  remarks  in  the  Record,  been  attacking  certain  States  of 
the  South  because  of  the  poll  tax.  He  paid  his  respects  to 
Mississippi  on  yesterday.  The  gentleman  reminds  me,  Mr. 
Speaker,  of  what  Mr.  Disraeli  once  said  of  Mr.  Kremlin. 
"He  is  distinguished  for  his  ignorance,  for  he  has  but  one 
Idea  and  that  is  wrong."     I  Laughter.  1 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  holding  in 
my  hand  the  Congressional  Directory.  On  pages  496  and 
497.  under  Foreign  Service  of  the  United  States,  you  will  find 
the  names  of  the  United  States  personnel  assigned  to  Ger- 
many. It  lists  72  major  officeholders.  Included  in  this 
list  are  the  names  of  a  lieutenant  colonel  and  tviro  majors 
of  the  United  States  Army  as  military  attaches.  Also  are 
listed  two  commanders,  two  lieutenant  commanders,  and  two 
lieutenants  of  the  United  States  Navy,  as  naval  attaches. 

In  the  light  of  events  it  is  pertinent  to  ask.  and  the  Ameri- 
can i)eople  are  entitled  to  know,  whether  th^  ofBcial  and 
technically  trained  representatives  were  either  unaware  of 
what  Hitler  has  been  doing  for  the  past  few  years,  or  know- 
ing, were  derelict  in  reporting  the  facts  to  this  Government. 
Knowing  the  efficiency  and  devotion  of  these  representatives, 
I  do  not  believe  they  were  derelict  in  their  duty.    It  must 


be  that  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  and  his  advisers 
were  made  cognizant  of  the  threatening  situation.  This 
being  true  the  administration  cannot  escape  responsibility  . 
for  the  presently  admitted  woefully  unprepared  condition  of 
this  country.  If  the  President  did  not  know,  then  he  re- 
tains advisers  which  events  have  convicted  as  incompetent. 
If  he  did  know,  then  he  has  lulled  the  country  into  a  false 
and  dangerous  content  and  failed  through  a  false  political 
expediency  to  exhibit  that  degree  of  courage  the  people  of 
the  United  States  have  a  right  to  demand  of  a  President 
in  these  hours  of  world  peril.  I  Applause.  1 
srrTiNc  or  naval  aftairs  committee  DtmiNC  sessions  of  hottsk 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Oeorgia.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  may  be  per- 
mitted to  sit  during  the  sessions  of  the  House  today  and 
tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS  « 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  a  radio  address  delivered  by  me. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  recent  editorial  from  the  Oneonta  News. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein 
an  editorial  written  by  the  American  Legion  commander, 
Mr.  Raymond  J.  Kelly. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  editorial  from 
the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  and  quotations  from  Wash- 
ington newspapers. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  sev- 
eral letters  from  constituents  and  residents  of  Minnesota. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

AMERICAN  SCHOOL   ARMY 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  Just  Introduced  a  bill 
to  establish  and  maintain  an  American  school  army,  and  to 
organize  and  equip  an  American  reserve  army.  I  am  taking 
this  opportunity  particularly  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  to  the  bill,  because  it  will  not  only 
in  no  way  interfere  with  our  present  program  for  immediate 
preparedness,  but  this  is  the  idea  that  Woodrow  Wilson  re- 
ferred to  as  the  long  look  ahead  for  American  preparedness. 
At  a  later  date  I  shall  discuss  the  matter  before  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
has  expired. 

THE  SESSION   OF   CONGRESS 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  corwent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  extend  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  a  recent  editorial  from  the  Joplin  News  Herald. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  morning  I  received  the 
following  telegram  from  Marshfleld,  Mo.: 

Congressman  Dbwkt  Shokt. 

Washinffton,  D.  C: 
Webster  County  Post.  No.  142.  the  American  Legion,  feels  that 
Congress  should  remain  In  session  during  this  emergency,  which  Is 
greater  now  than  when  the  Legion  national  convention  made  the 
request  last  faU.  Buelet  Jvwna.  Commander. 
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Mr.  Speaker,  this  message  merely  voices  the  almost  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  American  i)eople.  Naturally  the  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  want  to  adjourn  and  go  home  for  a  little 
vacation,  to  visit  family  and  friends  In  the  campaign  for 
reelection,  but  public  duty  should  come  before  personal 
pleasure  in  this  crisis,  and  any  Memljer  of  Congress  who  votes 
to  adjourn  to  go  home  at  this  particular  time  should  be 
allowed  by  the  voters  to  remain  home  when  they  go  to  the 
polls  this  fall.     [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 

CONDinOH  OF  THE  TREASTTRY 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Recoko. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  where  are  you  going  to  get  the 
money?  When  I  take  the  Treasury  statement  of  June  11 
I  find  that  we  are  $3,511,500,000  in  the  red.  You  are  spend- 
ing and  spending  and  spending  more  and  more — over 
$7,000  a  minute  In  the  red— and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  a  song 
that  ought  to  be  sung  here  by  many  Members  of  Congress. 
to  stop  the  waste  and  extravagance  of  this  Government. 
You  are  appropriating  and  appropriating  more  and  more 
money,  and  nothing  has  been  said  by  the  administration 
about  cutting  down  the  regular  operating  expenses  of  the 
Government.  Why  not  have  an  economically  operated  Gov- 
ernment and  not  an  extravagantly  operated  Government? 
n  you  continue  on  with  this  preparation  of  war,  how  are 
you  going  to  malnUln  your  battleships,  and  how  are  you 
going  to  malnUin  the  Army,  and  how  are  you  going  to  main- 
tain your  air  force,  if  you  have  no  money  to  operate  them 
with?  They  will  amount  to  nothing  In  the  hands  of  this 
administration  because  you  will  have  nothing  with  which  to 
maintain  them. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania haa  expired. 

HARRT   BRIDGES 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  RotrrzoHN  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Bender  and  Mr.  Schtji,ie  were 
granted   permission  to  extend   their  own  remarks  in   the 

Record.  .   . 

Mr  CULKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  that  I  may  be  permitted  to  include 
certain  brief  excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  radio 
address  by  Mr.  Hibbin  on  the  subject  of  the  dairy -products 
industry. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SECREST.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  December  17.  1939.  the 
Chesterfield  monthly  meeting  of  Friends  was  held  at  Chester- 
hill.  Ohio.  At  that  meeting  these  substantial  and  loyal 
Americans  issued  a  statement  which  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  as  an  extension  of  my 

remarks.  ^     #  *w 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DISNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  a  short  article. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TEADE  ACBEEMXHTS  WITH  SOtTTH  AMERICA 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  lit.  Speaker,  the  President's  proposal  for  an 
economic  cartel  to  control  the  sale  of  the  products  of  the 
American  Continent  is  just  anotlier  of  the  crackpot  and  cock- 
eyed New  Deal  experiments. 

If  Germany  and  Italy  win  the  war  they  will  control  all  <if 
continental  Europe,  with  a  population  of  over  250.000,000. 
These  nations  wUl  trade  with  South  American  coimtrles  or 
any  nations  they  want  to  on  the  best  possible  terms. 

President  Roosevelt  must  have  succumbed  to  the  war  hys- 
teria that  he  has  helped  to  spread  by  his  warlike  speeches. 
Germany  uses  the  barter  system,  not  through  choice  but  be- 
cause she  has  no  more  gold  or  foreign  exchange.  This  is 
true  now  of  most  European  nations.  President  Roosevelt  Is 
largely  responsible  because  of  his  fantastic  New  Deal  folly  of 
purchasing  foreign  gold  at  $35  an  ounce,  or  at  twice  the  cost 
of  production.  We  now  own  75  percent  of  the  gold  in  the 
world,  which  serves  no  useful  purpose,  but  Interferes  seriously 
with  world  trade. 

The  proposed  American  trade  cartel  will  be  another  fiasco, 
like  the  gold -purchasing  exiKrlment.     [Applause.! 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  KRAMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  address  by  Louis  John- 
son, Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  at  Charlottesville,  Va. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

SECOND   DEFICIENCT   APPROPRIATION   BILL 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia,  from  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations, reported  the  bUi  (H.  R.  10104,  Rept.  No.  2697) 
making  appropriations  to  supply  deficiencies  in  certain  ap- 
propriations for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1940.  and  prior 
fiscal  years,  to  provide  supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  years  ending  June  30,  1940,  and  June  30,  1941.  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time  and, 
with  the  accompanying  report,  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  TABER  reserved  all  points  of  order  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
House  resolve  Itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
H.  R.  10104;  and  pending  that,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  that 
general  debate  on  the  bill  be  limited  to  45  minutes  on  each 
side,  the  time  to  be  controlled  one-half  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  TaberJ  and  one-half  by  myself. 

Mr.  TABER.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  think  we  should  have  an  hour  on  a  side. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  modify  the  request,  Mr. 
Bipeaker.  to  make  it  1  hour  on  a  side. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  H.  R.  10104,  the  second  deficiency  ap- 
propriation bin,  with  Mr.  Bland  In  the  chair. 

By  imanimous  consent  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  was 
dispensed  with. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  my- 
self 5  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  Is  the  second  deficiency  appropriation 
bill,  the  usual  clean-up  bill  for  emergency  Items  that  must  be 
gotten  in  by  July  1,  the  beginning  of  the  next  fiscal  year. 

The  amount  carried  in  the  bill  is  $57,917,100.39.  with  au- 
thorizations aggregating  $6,900,000.  and  the  bill  Is  $3,225,- 
646.67  less  than  the  Budget  estimates. 

The  report  and  bill  are  available  and  contain  a  very  full 
statement  of  the  Items  In  the  bill,  and  unless  there  Is  some 
special  item  that  some  Member  wishes  to  question  me  about. 
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I  will  let  the  debate  proceed  and  wait  untU  we  come  to  the 
6-mlnute  rule. 

I  jrleld  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  calls  for  a  total  oi 
about  $57,900,000  and  Is  brought  In  $2,225,000  below  the 
Budget. 

With  the  advent  of  this  bin  in  the  House  and  Its  prospec- 
tive passage  this  afternoon  the  total  appropriations  made  by 
this  Congress.  Including  permanent  appropriations,  aggre- 
gate approximately  $15,369,000,000  made  since  this  Congress 
convened  the  first  of  January.  Some  of  these  Items  are  for 
things  that  we  could  get  along  without,  and  for  projects 
that.  In  these  times,  we  could  do  without. 

There  has  been  more  of  a  spirit  of  strivlijg  to  cut  out 
useless  and  needless  projects  in  connection  With  this  bill 
than  there  has  been  in  most  of  the  others.  I  hOpe  that  spirit 
will  continue  and  develop  as  we  approach  more  serious 
problems  in  the  days  that  are  to  come,  because  almost  every 
dollar  that  we  can  rake  and  scrape  together  is  going  to  be 
needed  for  national  defense. 

With  reference  to  this  bill  there  are  only  a  few  items 
that  are  of  large  size  that  have  been  given  consideration  that 
raise  the  appropriations  above  those  carried  in  the  regular 
bills.  Amongst  the  most  important  of  those  are  the  ones 
for  Immigration  and  naturalization  work.  There  we  have 
carried  an  addition  of  $1,500,000  approximately  for  the  im- 
migration border  patrol.  With  conditions  such  as  they  are 
almost  no  one  would  want  to  take  the  position  that  we 
should  not  carry  this  increased  service  at  the  present  time. 
The  border  situation  has  developed  to  the  point  where  our 
country  Is  requiring  passports  from  those  coming  in.  This 
means  a  great  deal  more  work  and  a  great  deal  more  accu- 
racy, in  that  work. 

There  is  a  very  considerable  item  for  increased  clerical 
and  administrative  help  In  the  Naturalization  Service.  A 
tremendous  number  of  people  have  decided  that  they  wish 
to  be  naturaUzed  now  that  world  conditions  are  so  upset. 
It  is  exceedingly  important  that  none  be  admitted  who  are 
not  fit  to  be  admitted,  and  prot)ably  it  Is  necessary  that  we 
dispose  of  these  applications  which  have  Increased  two-  or 
three-fold  in  the  last  6  months.  I  was  talking  last  Friday 
with  a  New  York  City  district  judge  who  stated  that  he 
would  have  as  high  as  500  of  these  applicants  coming  before 
him  in  a  single  day. 

Perhaps  the  most  serious  thing  with  which  we  have  to 
contend  is  people  within  our  own  borders  who  need  atten- 
tion. I  hope  that  when  that  bill  which  was  reported  to  the 
House  jresterday  shall  be  passed  by  the  House  and  the  Senate 
that  the  F.  B.  I.  will  be  able  to  take  care  and  Identify  more 
of  those  who  really  should  not  be  here,  and  keep  track  of 
them. 

There  will  be  but  a  few  items  of  contest  In  the  bill.  I 
think  those  will  be  better  left  for  consideration  when  they 
are  reached  In  the  reading  of  the  bill.  Almost  all  of  the 
situation  Is  deficiencies  with  the  exception  of  the  Immigra- 
tion Service  and  a  few  items  of  that  kind.  There  are  one 
or  two:  There  la  the  Alaska  crab  InvesUgatlon.  $100,000: 
there  U  the  Item  for  the  transportation  of  gold.  If  we 
would  stop  the  buying  of  gold,  as  we  should,  we  would  be  rid 
of  that  difficulty  and  the  need  of  transporting  a  lot  of  gold 
into  the  interior  of  the  country.  There  are  a  few  things  of 
that  kind  where  we  oould  save  money,  if  we  set  out  to  do  so, 
and  I  hope  that  when  there  is  an  opportunity  to  do  some- 
thing of  that  kind  we  may  be  able  to  save  a  dollar. 

In  connecUon  with  what  I  say  today  I  am  going  to  place  a 
•tatement  In  the  Ricord,  which  I  have  prepared  In  the  form 
of  a  table  showmg  the  appropriations  for  the  different 
departments,  the  permanent  appropriations  so  far  this  ses- 
glon.  giving  as  far  as  I  can  an  up-to-date  picture  and  the 
latest  figure  with  reference  to  each  bill.  It  Is  rather  difficult 
to  keep  up  with  them,  and  probably  I  might  be  a  day  behind 
on  some  of  them  and  not  be  quite  high  enough,  but  I  hope 
this  table  will  be  of  help  to  the  Membera. 
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The  following  Is  the  table: 

Deportment  and  amount  approt>ed 
Agrtculturt  and  Parm  Crwllt eeaa.  911. 

T?rt»n«nd.nt   OfflCM 1.  120,  240. 

20.  125, 

41.323. 

11,792, 

318,752. 

814,040. 

1,303,014. 

137.266 


Independent  Offlow. 

8Ute 

Justice 

Judiciary. 
Treaaury.. 
Po«t  Office 

Navy 

Interior... 


ClvU  Punctlon* — -  ,  222"^' 

Military.. - -  V?SS'12i" 

Labor-Pfcderal  Security 1.  ^-^ 

Legislative 23.  707. 

Emergency  supplemental  (spent) 252.340. 

Urgent  deflclency *'^' *ii" 

First   deflclency 92.035 

Relief  and  work  relief. ^'^^^'I^ 

Supplement  to  national  defense 1,381.917 

Second  deflclency 67.917 


213.00 
623.00 
500.00 
000  00 
000.00 
000.  00 
062  00 
038  00 
834.00 
517.00 
988.00 
090.00 
520  00 
776  00 
300.00 
408.00 
,916.00 
147.00 
100.39 


Total 11-  346  931.  032.  39 

Permanent  appropriations  (mostly  Interest) 2. 195.  524.  640.  00 

Trust   funds.---..- 1.826.603.150.00 

Grand    total — —   15.369.058.822.39 

Note. — The  above  flgures  are  the  amount  of  annual  general 
fund  appropriations  contained  in  all  bUla  except  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  District  of  Columbia  bill  amounts  to  S49.697.890 
m  Its  latest  stage.  Of  the  foregoing  totals,  trust  funds  appropria- 
tions of  »2. 195.524.640  and  permanent  and  special  fund  approprla- 
Uons  of  SI. 826.603. 150  are  esUmated  by  the  Budget  for  appropria- 
tion In  the  fiscal  year  1941. 

I  believe  with  this  short  statement  I  shall  conclude  my  ref- 
erence to  the  bill.  At  this  stage  of  the  legislative  situation  we 
still  have  pending  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill,  the  War 
Department  civil  functions  appropriation  bill,  the  Labor  and 
Federal  Security  appropriation  bills,  the  appropriation  for  the 
national-defense  measure  passed  last  week,  the  relief  bill,  and 
this  deficiency  bill.  This  makes  a  total  of  six  appropriation 
bills  that  must  be  disposed  of  by  legislative  action  before  this 
Congress  Is  ready  to  cease  Its  labors  for  the  time  being  for 
this  session. 

Let  me  say  also  that  this  bill  marks  the  fifth  bill  of  a  defi- 
ciency type  that  has  come  before  this  Congress  in  this  session. 
This  is  probably  one  of  the  highest  records  we  have  had. 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  to  the  ^ 
gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr.  MahokJ  such  time  as  he  may^ 
desire. 

Mr.  MAHON.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  there  will  not  be 
much  controversy  over  the  items  in  the  appropriations  bill 
which  we  are  considering  today,  so  I  would  like  to  take  the  * 
liberty  of  speaking  in  a  rather  general  way. 

Our  Nation  today  is  facing  one  of  the  most  difficult  and 
critical  eras  In  all  Its  history.  Our  people  realize,  even  as 
officials  In  Washington  charged  more  directly  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  giiidlng  the  Nation  through  theae  perilous  days 
realize,  the  graveness  of  our  situation  In  relation  to  other 
nations  of  the  world,  so  many  of  which  are  torn  by  the 
tragedy  of  war.  Congress  has  been  working  almost  day  and 
night  on  the  many  problems  of  national  defense,  and  I  hope 
and  trust  that  every  Member  of  this  House  has  placed  the 
security  of  our  Nation,  and  the  preservation  of  those  principles 
for  which  It  has  always  stood,  first  In  his  consideration  during 
these  last  weeks  of  great  crisis.  My  own  work  as  a  member 
of  the  House  Appropriations  Committee  and  a  member  of  the 
War  Department  subcommittee  handling  the  problem  of  pro* 
vlding  funds  for  the  defense  program  and  our  heavy  schedule 
here  In  the  House  Itself  have  given  me  only  meager  time  to 
reply  to  the  hundreds  of  earnest  letters  and  telegrams  which 
I  have  received  from  friends  throughout  my  district  who  are 
anxiously  Interested  In  some  aspect  of  our  defense  program. 
The  emergency  demands  that  Members  of  Congress  atay  at 
their  post  of  duty  in  Washington.  I  propose  that  we  stay  on 
the  Job  and  disregard  all  other  considerations,  political  or 
personal.     Our  country  comes  first. 

Although  we  have  much  cause  for  alarm,  we  have  many 
reasons  to  rejoice.    Indeed,  there  is  something  happening 
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In  America  that  ought  to  thrill  the  heart  of  everyone  who 
loves  his  country.  I  refer  to  the  growing  spirit  of  patriotism 
among  our  people.  On  every  hand  there  Is  evidence  of  a 
revival  of  the  true  spirit  of  Americanism.  Those  who  had 
forgotten  the  flag  and  what  it  meant,  and  what  It  means,  are 
reawakening  to  a  new  realization  of  Its  meaning.  Those  who 
have  been  Indifferent  when  the  flags  and  "Isms"  of  other 
countries  have  been  praised  and  advocated  In  this  Nation 
now  are  proclaiming  the  rediscovered  majesty  of  Old  Olory. 
They  see  a  new  vigor  In  the  red.  the  white,  and  the  blue.  In 
their  hearts  they  are  saying  with  the  poet — 

There's  no  other  land  like  my  land. 

Beneath  the  ablnlng  sun. 
There's  no  other  flag  like  my  flag 

In  all  the  world — not  one. 
One  land,  one  tongue,  one  people! 

To  one  flag,  loyal,  true. 
No  red  shall  wave  o'er  my  fair  land 
Without  the  white  and  blue. 

The  new  spirit  of  loyalty  to  our  own  country  goes  hand 
in  hand  with  the  determination  among  all  true  Americans 
that  the  enemy  aliens,  the  foUowers  of  false  and  foreign 
isms  the  so-called  "fifth  columnists."  shall  be  uprooted 
and  banislied  from  the  land.  This  rising  tide  of  indigna- 
Uon  toward  people  who  Uve  in  this  country  but  who  are 
disloyal  to  our  institutions  is  of  the  greatest  significance 
and  Importance  to  our  future. 

Unfortunately,  in  the  past  in  seeking  to  be  tolerant,  we 
have  permitted  the  enemy  within  the  gates  to  grow  into 
What  Is  now  a  serious  threat  to  our  stability  as  a  NaUon. 
Had  we  failed  to  recognize  this  danger  from  within.  I  can 
visimllze  the  destruction  of  the  morale  of  our  people  and 
the   perpetuity  of   our   NaUon.     But   since   we  have   recog- 
nized the  problem  and  since  our  people  are  aroused  over 
the  issue.  I  have  every  confidence  In  our  capacity  to  deal 
promptly    decisively,  and  effectively  with  the  problem.     Mr. 
Speaker,  nothing   short  of   complete   aimihllation   of   these 
enemies  within  the  gates  will  suffice.    I  jejolce  that  the 
American  people  are  alert  to  the  dangers  from  within  and 
that  the  Members  of  Congress  are  going  forward  with  a 
program  of  action.    The  American  people  have  always  re- 
sponded in  the  hour  of  emergency,  and  It  Is  gratifying  to 
know  that  they  still  rise  in  their  might  in  the  hour  of  need. 
To  put  it  bluntly,  our  citizens  will  not  tolerate  the  existence 
of  a  "fifth  column"  in  this  country. 

A  couple  of  years  ago  we  created  \n  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives the  so-called  Dies  committee  and  instructed  this  com- 
mittee to  Investigate  un-American  activities.  That  commit- 
tee has  caught  the  Imagination  of  the  American  people.  The 
facts  which  have  been  brought  out  have  been  given  wide  pub- 
Ucity  through  the  press,  and  it  would  be  Impossible  to  exag- 
gerate the  wholesome  Influences  which  have  been  generated  by 
the  committee.  Upon  about  three  occasions  we  have  voted  by 
an  overwhelming  majority  to  appropriate  money  for  the  con- 
Unuation  of  the  committee,  and  I  am  proud  to  have  had  a 
part  m  supporting  a  movement  In  Congress  which  has  focused 
the  attention  of  aU  America  on  the  dangers  which  confront 
our  country  from  within.  ^    .     ^t^ 

Just  last  week  we  provided  600  additional  agenU  Jor  the 
IMeral  Bureau  of  InvestigaUon  who  are  charged  with  the  duty 
Of  assisting  the  Department  of  Justice  and  other  agencies  of 
the  8Ute  and  national  governments  In  stamping  out  un- 
American  activities.  ThU  increases  the  number  of  F.  B.  I. 
atenU  to  about  1.600.  In  this  bUl  we  increase  the  personnel 
of  our  Immlratlon  Service,  particularly  becauM  of  the  situa- 
tion along  the  Mexican  border.  ^.,.h^  ♦« 
I  advocate  the  immediate  paasage  of  pending  legiiiatlon  to 
fingerprint  and  invesUgat*  the  activities  of  all  alleni.  Every 
enemy  alien  ought  to  be  deported  at  once,  our  ImmlgraUon 
laws  must  be  strengthened,  and  every  effort  made,  and  made 
promptly,  to  remedy  a  situation  which  we  aU  reoognlae  as 

I  believe  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
Nation  are  ready  to  support  every  official  In  the  fight  against 
thU  so-called  'fifth  column."  I  have  called  upon  the  Dei»rt- 
ment  of  Justice  to  furnish  the  people  information  In  order 
that  the  people  may  know  how  to  cooperate  with  the  offlclala 
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of  the  Oovcmmcnt  In  this  campaign  against  those  guilty  of 
un-American  acUvltles.  Already  resulu  are  being  achieved, 
but  the  real  task  Is  Just  beglrmlng. 

Only  when  we  have  annihilated  our  enemies  from  within 
Win  It  be  possible  for  us  to  have  an  effective  national -defense 
program.  Real  national  defense  contemplates  a  program  of 
unity  at  home  and  the  speedy  expansion  of  our  Army.  Navy, 
and  Air  Corps,  correlated  In  such  a  way  with  all  the  Instru- 
ments of  national  defense  that  the  greatest  efTectlveneas 
may  be  secured.  Last  year  we  appropriated  more  than  a 
billion  and  a  half  dollars  for  naUonal  defense.  This  year  we 
have  already  appropriated  about  $5,000,000,000. 

In  my  Judgment,  there  will  be  additional  appropriations 
for  national  defense  before  the  adjournment  of  this  Con- 
gress. Every  true  American  has  cause  to  rejoice  over  the 
unity  of  our  people— over  the  determination  of  our  people 
that  the  naUonal -defense  program  must  and  shall  go  for- 
ward speedily  without  red  tape  and  Indecision.  So.  In  a 
world  of  trouble  and  danger  there  Is  yet  cause  for  Americans 
to  rejoice.  The  task  before  us  is  great,  but  success  is  ours 
If  we  are  willing  to  pay  the  price  In  sacrifice  and  effort. 
There  Is  every  evidence  that  our  people  are  measuring  up  to 
the  demands  of  the  hour.  The  prayer  which  Irving  Berlin 
wrote  In  1938  and  which  Kate  Smith  has  made  famous  can 
weU  be  the  prayer  today  of  aU  those  who  owe  their  allegiance 
to  the  Stars  and  Stripes. 

Ood  bless  America. 

Land  that  I  love, 
SUnd  beside  her  and  guide  her 

Through  the  night  with  a  light  from  above; 
Prom  the  mountains,  to  the  prairies. 

To  the  oceans  white  with  foam, 
Ood  bless  America, 

My  home  sweet  home. 

[Applause.] 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  shield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  IMr.  FxshI. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  believe  I  can  move  to  strike 
out  the  last  word  when  the  bill  Is  being  considered  under  the 
5-minute  rule  and  discuss  what  I  have  In  mind.  I  wanted  to 
take  up  And  discuss  the  appropriation  for  transportation  of 
gold  out  to  Port  Knox.  This  bill  carries  an  appropriation  in 
excess  of  $1,000,000  to  transport  $8,000,000,000  of  gold. 

Mr  STEFAN.  It  carries  an  appropriation  of  over  a  million 
and  a  half  dollars.    To  be  exact,  it  is  $1,608,000.    It  is  to  go 

by  mall. 

Mr.  nSH.  An  appropriation  of  a  million  and  a  half  dollars 
to  transport  $8,000,000,000  worth  of  gold  to  be  buried  out  in 
Port  Knox.  I  consider  the  purchase  of  gold  at  $35  an  ounce. 
Which  is  twice  the  cost  of  production,  and  when  we  buy  it 
from  Soviet  Russia  at  three  times  the  cost  of  production,  to  be 
the  greatest  of  all  New  Deal  fiascos  and  a  senseless  proposi- 
tion to  Impoverish  America  and  enrich  foreign  countries. 
But  I  prefer  to  let  that  discussion  go  over  untU  the  proper 

time.  .  __ 

At  this  Ume  I  desire  to  make  certain  observations.  There 
was  some  discussion  In  the  committee,  I  believe,  about  an 
appropriation  of  $1,000,000  to  be  placed  In  the  hands  of  the 
Secreury  of  Agriculture,  Mr.  Wallace,  In  order  to  make  an 
extensive  survey  of  South  America  to  ascertain  the  most 
available  land  on  which  to  grow  rubber.  I  am  Informed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  that  there  are  23.000.000  acres 
available  on  which  to  grow  rubber  In  South  America,  This 
should  have  been  done  30  years  ago,  but  as  a  matter  of  na- 
tional defense  It  ought  to  be  done  now.  Even  some  of  our 
leading  columnlsU,  such  as  WalUr  Uppmann.  hava  Indicated 
that  we  ought  to  go  into  the  European  war  because  we  may 
be  shut  of!  from  our  rubber  and  tin  supply.  I  do  not  b<  l.eve 
we  could  spend  a  mlUlon  dollars  to  better  advantage  for 
national  defense,  for  the  Interest  of  our  country,  and  for  the 
employment  of  American  labor  than  to  turn  a  mllUon  doUars 
over  to  the  SecreUry  of  Agriculture  to  make  an  extensive 
survey  to  find  out  the  best  located  land,  the  situation  with 
reference  to  rainfall,  and  so  forth,  for  the  culUvaUon  of 
rubber  In  South  America. 
Mr.  TABER.   Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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mittee  cut  out  that  item.  ^nrninc  and  I  am 

»#,  mcsH     That  ts  what  I  heard  this  morning,  ana  a  »i" 
Mr.  FISH^  Tnat  is  ^™^  *  ^     ^    ^  jt  back  m  the 

very  sorry  they  did  It.    If  it  is  ^?  °™j;  V^^^  ^^  ^ffer  it  at  the 

ftnniewhere  along  the  Atlantic  coast.  *„  .^^ 

we  are  informed  by  Mr.  Uppmann  that  we  must  go  to  war 
for  tinl^ndrubSln  that  we  cannot  get  tin  or  rubber  anywhere 
ISe  excep?  in  the  Par  East,  and  that  we  are  f  f  ej^^/^essjth- 
out  it  YOU  can  buy  all  the  tin  you  want  in  Bolivia,  but  we 
have  no  smelter  or  no  refinery  in  America  to  refine  the  tin  ore^ 

we  must  buy  our  tin  from  England  ^^ ^^^^^^^^^'Xt' ^.fZ 
have  a  monopoly   and  we  pay  through  the  nose.    We  are  tne 
K?eatest  consumer  of  tin  in  the  world.    We  consume  some - 
Sliced  percent  of  all  the  tin  and  (K)  to  65  p^rcen   o   aU 
the  rubber.     So  these  appropriations  of  a  milbon  ao"ars  a 
S^rwo^d  be  worth  while.    They  would  be  constructive  and 
S^exS  money  and  they  would  be  along  the  lines  of  national 
defense  and  would  result  in  putting  our  own  people  to  work. 
MrMURDOCK  of  Arizona.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
1;       Mr"  FISH.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Arizona 
'       Mr'  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    I  want  to  concur  in  the  gen- 
tleman^ sfa^ent  with  regard  to  the  Possibimies  of  produ^ 
ing  rubber  In  this  country-I  mean  in  the  '^on^'"^"^^,^";*^^ 
States     Plant  life  growing  rubber  can  be  grown  in  our  four 
States  bordering  on  Mexico.    That  proposition  was  explored 
fs  years  ago      T?iomas  Edison  found  conclusively    t  could 
be  done   and  scientific  men  have  a^contendcd  ^at  rubber 
can  be  produced  in  this  country.    Why  not  give  our  surplus 
ac?es   to   a   land   of   sunshine   a   chance   to   produce   this 

"^Mr'^'FTSH  I  think  all  the  experts  are  agreed  that  rubber 
can  be  produced  in  South  America.  I  am  not  an  expert  on 
'rSSb^.  but  I  am  informed  that  rubber  orl|inaUy  c^jne  from 
South  America  and  was  transported  to  the  Far  East. 

Mr"TiSlR.'"l!J'^airman.  I  yield  the  gentleman  3  addi- 

tional  minutes. 

Mr   SHORT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
I  Mr'  FISH     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

'  ijir   SHORT     I  merely  want  to  ask  the  gentleman  why 

th^  plan"''o?ImeL?X,uld  be  built  along  the  Atlantic  sea- 

bSard  Does  the  gentleman  not  th^f^"  ^^^^^^^^  ^^dr^^ 
build  these  airplane  and  munitions  factories  in  the  Middle 
wit  where  they  would  not  be  so  vulnerable  to  attack  by  an 
^?my  II  tS(^  Oiat  are  located  along  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific 

''''mopish.    I  concur  with  the  gentleman  that  airplane 

factories  and  munitions  factories  should  be  built  back  from 

■       the  coast,  but  this  has  to  do  with  refining  a  heavy  ore  that 

Smes  to  from  Bolivia  by  ship.    It  seems  to  me  the  pracUc^ 

'        and  feasible  way  would  be  to  have  a  smelter  somewhere  along 

1       5?e  L^oast  where  the  ships  could  come  up  to  the  factory 

i^d  me  tin  refined  there.    Personally  I  would  P^fer  to  have 

i        it  located  in  my  district  up  the  Hudson  River  and  with  the 

President's  help  I  expect  to  get  it  there.    [Laughter.] 

Mr  SHORT  The  gentleman  will  agree  that  factories 
wh^h  u^e?e^d  an?Snc  should  perhaps  be  located  out  where 
they  produce  the  lead  and  zinc?  ».     .^  w        ♦k  ,« 

Mr  FISH     Yes:  by  the  same  token  you  should  have  those 
facSries^t  there  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  that  grand  old 
State,  where  you  produce  the  lead.       _  ,  .^ 
Mr    STEFAN.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 
Mr"  FISH     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska. 
Mr*   STEFAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  something   has  been  said 
about  the  producUon  of  rubber.    The  gentleman  from  New 


rioSh^Sn^i^ct  ritf.  iTke^^^r^rrs!!  tlfo^uJ 

ollS  tSTrenfleman  from  C^^on..^Ur.C..r^^n.^^^ 
a  desperate  fight  in  committee  to  amend  the  bill  so  that  we 
could  do  seme  experimenting  in  connection  with  the  develop- 
ment of  domestic  rubber.  The  amendment  was  defeated  in 
Committee  In  spite  of  the  hard  fight  made  by  our  colleague 
from  California.  May  I  inform  the  «^ftleman  that  the  com- 
mittee  went  into  that  very  thoroughly  and  decided  it  waa 
no  feasTble  because  of  the  fact  that  synthetic  rubber  is  being 
Seveloped  rapidly  In  America  today  and  it  is  being  developed 

very  successfully.  —».**«»  ♦v,«*  tvio 

Mr  FISH.    I  thank  the  gentleman.    The  fact  is  that  the 
Standard  Oil  Co.  of  New  York  or  New  Jersey  has  built  a 
mUlion-dollar  plant  in  which  to  make  synthetic  rubber  and 
they  expect  to  increase  it  year  by  year.    It  is  also  a  fact  that 
that  synthetic  rubber  is  just  as  good  for  general  PUJPOses  as 
the  natural  or  raw  rubber;  however,  it  costs  a  great  deal  more 
and  many  people  feel  if  we  could  grow  rubber  in  South  Amer- 
ica we  can  keep  the  cost  down.    We  are  the  P-eatest  con- 
sumers of  rubber  in  the  world.    It  would  employ  American 
labor  here  where  the  crude  rubber  would  be  refined  and. 
furthermore,  we  would  have  this  supply  no  matter  what  nap^ 
pened  way  over  in  the  Far  East.    It  seems  to  me  my  Proposal 
makes  sense  and  good  sense.    I  am  in  entire  accord  ^th  the 
request  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  I  think  the  con- 
gress ought  to  give  him  $1,000,000  to  make  this  survey  im- 
mediately, and  also  encourage  private  companies  to  make 
synthetic  rubber  in  the  United  States.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.l  t^   tv^^ 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to   tne 
gentlewoman  from  Illinois  [Miss  Sumnir]. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  IlUnois.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  did  not 
understand  the  gentleman  was  going  to  yield  time  to  me.  but 
I  happen  to  know  of  my  own  personal  knowledge  that  in 
either  1925  or  1926  leading  private  companies  that  were 
greatly  interested  in  manufacturing  tires  cheaply  did  con- 
duct a  private  survey  and  had  all  the  finances  necessary  to 
conduct  such  a  survey  In  South  America,  and  they  came  to 
the  reluctant  conclusion  that  it  would  not  be  a  success  to 
make  any  such  attempt  to  raise  rubber  there. 

Mr  Chairman.  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 
Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  RichI. 

Mr   RICH.    Mr.  Chairman,  this  Is  another  appropriation 
bUl.    Most  all  bills  passed  since  January  3  have  been  appro- 
priation bills.    It  seems  to  me.  as  a  member  of  the  Appro- 
priations Committee,  that  when  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
I  Mr  MahonI.  a  few  minutes  ago.  said  that  this  Is  one  of  the 
hardest  working  committees  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
I  wonder  if  he  did  not  also  mean  that  It  is  the  hardest-worked 
committee.    By  that  I  mean  that  every  Member  of  Congress 
and  every  department  of  the  Oovernment.  and  everybody  in 
the  United  States  wants  the  Appropriations  Committee  to 
«lve  them  everything  they  want.    So  where  do  we  find  our- 
selves?   We  find  ourselves  in  a  deplorable  and  terrible  flnin- 
clal  condition. 

When  we  look  at  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Morgenthau, 
who  has  charge  of  the  Treasury  Department,  we  find  that 
today  we  are  over  $3,500,000  000  in  the  red  up  to  this  time  for 
the  year  that  wUl  close  the  30th  day  of  this  month,  and  when 
we  think  of  what  is  to  come  next  year  with  respect  to  the 
appropriations  that  we  have  made  and  the  fact  that  you  have 
passed  a  tax  bill  that  is  going  to  yield  $1,007,000,000  and  with 
the  estimated  receipts,  as  given  by  the  President  of  the  United 
•States  In  his  message  to  Congress,  of  about  $5,500,000,000.  we 
will  find  next  year  that  we  will  be  In  the  red  $5,500  000.000. 

That  Is  terrible.  .  „        w 

Now  with  a  tax  bill  of  $1,007,000,000.  you  feUows  have  not 
hit  beyond  the  surface,  and  you  have  not  started  to  scratch. 
The  American  people  do  not  know  what  you  are  doing  and 
they  will  not  know  until  you  give  them  a  tax  bill  of  about 
$2  000  000.000  to  $3,000,000,000  increase  annually.  They  will 
then  begin  to  realize  what  this  Congress  has  done.  They  will 
begin  to  realize  what  this  New  Deal  spending   has  been 
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all  about.  Whenever  their  backs  begin  to  break,  whenever 
they  begin  to  bulge,  and  whenever  they  begin  to  bend,  they 
will  find  out  they  are  in  a  terrible  condition. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man 3^eld? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  srleld  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  What  would  the  gentleman 
think  about  an  excess-profits  tax  to  be  placed  on  some  of 
these  people  who  are  making  all  this  money  out  of  this  pre- 
paredness program?     Will  the  gentleman  discuss  that? 

Mr.  RICH.  I  do  not  know  that  anybody  has  made  anything 
out  of  this  preparedness  program  as  yet.  You  have  just  got 
started,  and  if  it  had  not  been  for  this  war  scare  and  war 
hysteria  that  is  going  on,  this  administration  would  be  on  the 
flat  of  your  backs  and  you  would  be  down  and  out.  You  have 
11.000.000  unemployed  now.  and  you  would  have  about  10.- 
000.000  or  12.000,000  unemployed  at  least,  because  instead  of 
going  ahead  with  all  this  spending  you  have  gone  back  and 
back,  and  you  have  been  drifting  down  the  river  until,  so  far 
as  I  know,  you  would  soon  be  out  on  the  great  ocean,  and 
then  you  would  certainly  sink.  That  Is  what  you  are  going 
to  do.  You  are  going  to  sink  this  Nation  of  ours  financially, 
and  nothing  under  God's  Heaven  Is  going  to  stop  you. 

Mr.    GEYER    of    California.    Will    the    gentleman    yield 

further? 
Mr.  RICH.    Yes;  if  the  gentleman  has  something  construc- 

Uve. 
Mr.  GEYER  of  California.    I  think  this  Is  constructive. 
Mr.  RICH.    I  will  have  to  take  that  chance. 
Mr.  GEYER  of  CaUfomla.    The  gentleman  would  not  go 
so  far  as  to  say  there  are  not  great  profits  to  be  made  out 
of  all  this  preparedness  program,  would  he? 

Mr.  RICH.  If  anybody  makes  a  great  excessive  profit,  I 
will  be  the  first  one  to  vote  to  take  it  away  from  him. 
Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  That  is  fine. 
Mr.  RICH.  Because  you  have  not  seen  me  stand  up  here 
and  holler  for  economy  and  try  to  cut  down  the  appropria- 
tions and  not  vote  for  taxes.  I  believe  in  a  balanced  Budget. 
I  have  voted  for  these  tax  biHs,  as  much  as  I  disliked  to  do  it, 
because  a  month  ago  I  said  you  would  have  to  have  a  tax 
bill  The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means, 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Doitchton],  one  of 
the  finest  men  I  ever  knew  in  my  life,  came  over  to  me  and 
said,  "Do  you  want  a  tax  bUl  this  year?"  and  I  said,  "Sure, 
you  have  got  to  get  It  now."  They  were  not  going  to  bring 
the  tax  bill  in  until  they  found  that  they  could  use  the  na- 
tional emergency  to  bring  in  the  tax  bill  In  disguise.  They 
would  not  venture  to  bring  in  a  tax  bin  because  of  New  Deal 
spending  and  squandering. 

Then  they  brought  in  a  bill,  a  tax  bill,  and  tried  to  camou- 
fiage  It  by  telling  the  people  that  this  tax  bill  Is  for  a  na- 
tional emergency.  Good  heavens!  You  have  had  7  years  now. 
and  you  are  no  better  oft  today  than  7  years  ago,  if  you  meas- 
ure It  by  the  unemployed. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  compliment 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  on  his  saying  that  he  is 
wining  to  tax  the  profits  out  of  this  war.  I  think  that  is  a 
fine  statement  and  I  think  It  is  consistent. 

Mr.  RICH.  Oh,  I  try  to  be  consistent  aU  the  way  down 
the  line  in  spending  and  taxing. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  expired. 

Mr.  W^GGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  3  minutes 
more  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Mr.  Chairman,  wUl  the  gen- 
tleman jrleld? 
Mr.  RICH.    Yes;  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 

from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  should  not 
be  unduly  alarmed,  because  a  multimillionaire  New  Deal 
leader.  James  Cromwell,  who  Is  just  as  liberal  as  President 
Roosevelt  In  spending  other  people's  money,  made  one  of  his 
senatorial  campaign  speeches  in  Atlantic  City  the  other  day. 
I  refer  to  the  Newark  Evening  News  of  June  15,  1940.  which 
contains  a  report  of  this  speech  In  which  be  denounced 


Members  of  Congress  as  Trojan  Jackasses,  and  either  fools 
or  knaves.  Now  if  and  when  he  is  elected  to  the  United 
States  Senate,  he  ought  to  be  able  to  correct  the  economic 
situation  and  save  our  country.  The  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania ought  not  to  be  alarmed,  because  Mr.  Cromwell 
no  doubt  will  have  the  Senate  pass  his  antialimony  and 
birth-control  programs,  which  are  the  principal  planks  in 
his  plan  to  solve  the  poUtlcal  and  economic  ills  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  RICH.  When  this  administration  came  Into  power, 
you  heard  them  talk  about  economic  royalists,  and  they 
talked  about  nothing  else.  We  want  to  know  who  they  are. 
If  there  is  anybody  who  has  ever  put  In  oflBce  a  lot  of  eco- 
nomic royalists,  I  want  to  know  who  In  the  world  It  Is  except 
the  man  in  the  White  House.  He  Is  the  greatest  economic 
royalist  In  this  country.  If  I  know  what  the  term  means. 
He  has  taken  over  Wall  Street,  and  he  has  It  down  there  in 
the  White  House,  and  he  Is  spending  more  money  than  any 
man  in  the  history  of  the  world,  and  stiU  he  is  not  satisfied 
with  that.  He  still  wants  more  power,  and  he  Is  going  to  get 
more  power  If  this  Congress  does  what  he  wants  them  to  do, 
but  I  hope  to  goodness  this  Congress  will  not  give  him  any 
more  power,  I  think  they  have  given  enough,  and  what  they 
ought  to  do  is  to  take  power  away  from  him.  Let  him  be 
President  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  RICH.  Oh,  I  am  not  going  to  get  a  chance  to  talk  on 
this  biU  at  all  if  I  yield  aH  my  time. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Why,  take  this  CromweU. 
He  Is  a  multimillionaire,  who  married  Doris  EKike,  the  richest 
woman  In  the  United  States.  Mr.  Cromwell  is  a  great  New 
Deal  liberal  leader— liberal  with  other  people's  money.  If  he 
sympathizes  so  much  with  foreign  countries,  as  his  June  15 
speech  indicates,  let  him  take  his  own  millions  of  dollars 
and  hand  them  to  those  foreign  countries,  and  let  him  go  to 
Canada  and  enlist  for  active  service  in  the  British  or  French 
Foreign  Legions  or  the  Canadian  expeditionary  force. 

Mr.  RICH.  Oh,  by  the  time  he  gets  through  with  the 
$40,000,000  that  he  married  Into,  after  we  get  through  taxing 
him  to  pay  for  the  New  Deal,  he  will  wonder  whether  he 
wants  to  be  a  Senator  from  New  Jersey  under  the  New  Deal 
or  not. 

Now,  let  us  get  down  to  this  blU.  Here  Is  what  I  want  to 
bring  out.  We  are  appropriating  $18,500,000  for  the  Post 
Office  Department.  That  Is  the  Department  that  Jim  Farley 
has  been  running  so  Inefficiently,  and  It  Is  $40,000,000  In  the 
red.  We  have  given  him  3-cent  postage,  $100,000,000  a  year 
revenue,  and  still  $40,000,000  more  In  the  red. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  again  expired. 

Mr.  RICH.  Oh.  I  shall  have  to  have  3  minutes  more;  and 
If  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  not  any  more  tlm«, 
I  win  ask  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  to  give  me  3  minutes. 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view  d 
the  highly  constructive  RepubUcan  utterances  of  the  gen- 
tleman, I  am  glad  to  yield  him  3  minutes. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mittee, who  has  nobody  to  talk  about  the  bill  on  his  side, 
ought  to  give  me  10  minutes,  because  I  could  talk  an  hour 
or  2  hours  or  2  days  on  the  Inefficiency  of  the  New  Deal. 
When  we  gave  Parley  3-cent  postage,  it  raised  $100,000,000 
for  the  Post  Office  Department,  and  that  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  care  of  the  expenses  of  the  New  Deal,  but 
what  has  happened?  Jim  Farley  has  given  that  all  to  the 
Post  Office  Department  and  there  Is  nothing  left  to  pay 
expenses.  Where  are  these  $40,000,000  In  the  red?  It  seems 
to  me  that  is  a  terrible  situation  In  the  Post  OCBce  Depart- 
ment. The  people  of  this  country  will  never  get  rid  of  the 
3-cent  postage  unless  they  go  $100,000,000  more  In  the  red. 
Then  we  have  departments  of  Government  giving  out  mil- 
Uons  of  dollars  of  material  free.  I  think  Congress  ought  to 
pass  a  law  prohibiting  the  franking  of  this  great  mass  of 
publications,  and  when  the  Republicans  get  into  power  in 
January,  I  am  going  to  advocate  that  they  stop  this  free 
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distribution  of  Uterature  by  these  departments.  I  know  that 
when  we  get  the  Republicans  in  power  in  January,  they  w  1 
Just  simply  put  their  foot  down  and  they  will  "0*  P^^^J^  "• 
They  will  stop  the  departments  from  tha.  mass  of  pubbca- 
tlons  and  the  abuse  of  the  franking  privilege  by  the  depart- 
ments and  the  Members  of  Congress. 

I  want  you  Republican  boys  on  this  side  to  remember  this 
promise  I  am  making  to  these  Democratic  fellows  over  here^ 
i  want  you  to  back  me  up  in  January,  because  we  will  have 
more  fellows  over  here  in  January  to  help  out  on  that  propo- 

fool  you  on  that,  because  the 
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erally  distributed,  of  skilled  labor  In  the  United  States.  The  «oUcw- 
ing  shows  for  a  number  of  Slates  the  """^b*' J*'  »?"?"  °i"*  °' 
workers  in  certain  machine  and  technical-product  industries  re- 
quiring skilled  labor: 
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Do  not  let  anybc^dy  ^  _,      . 

pc..p,c  of  this  country  are  sick  and  tired  of  squandering 
they  are  sick  and  Ured  of  spending:  they  are  sick  and  tired 
of  inefBciency;  doing  these  things  which  are  not  sound  and 
which  are  not  good  business. 

Let  me  show  you  in  this  bill.  They  have  appropriated 
$200  000  for  that  San  Francisco  Fair  and  $275,000  lor  -he 
New  York  Pair  We  appropriated  millions  of  doUars  to  those 
fairs  last  year.  Now  they  come  along  this  year  and  want  to 
continue  them.  Why  should  the  public  pay  to  continue  those 
fairs  for  the  year  1940  when  they  had  the  fairs  m  1939  and 
we  paid  to  help  keep  them  going?  It  seems  to  me  that  is 
money  that  the  Congress  should  not  appropriate.  I  tried  to 
strike  that  out  in  committee.  I  got  pretty  good  support,  but 
I  could  not  get  enough  support  to  knock  it  out.  because  tre 
Appropriations  Committee,  which  Is  controUed  by  that  side 
of  the  House,  would  not  do  it. 

Then  we  have  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Increase  of 
capiUl  stock  to  meet  losses.  Now.  Just  get  this.  You  fellows 
on  this  side  listen:  'Federal  Crop  Insurance,  increase  of 
capital  stock  to  meet  losses."  That  is  what  you  will  have  to 
do  for  years  and  years  to  meet  the  losses  of  this  administra- 
tion.    (Applause.l 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l  .  ^  ,^  «     .     » 

Mr.  WIOOLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  2  mlnutei 
to  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  MillmI. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  hope  the  gentleman  from 
MiMOuri  I  Mr.  Short  1  is  still  on  the  floor.  He  asked  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  I  Mr.  Fish)  U  he  did  not  think  we 
should  move  aircraft  factories  and  munition  factories  to  the 
Interior  of  the  country.  I  want  to  direct  his  attention  to 
some  figures  inserted  in  the  Rscoao  In  the  middle  of  Februaiy 
pointing  out  that  if  we  pick  out  the  moat  probable— nobody 
knows  whether  It  Is  possible— but  the  most  probable  points 
of  attack  in  the  United  States,  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
will  find  that  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  is  nearer  to  five  of  those  points 
of  atUck  than  is  Hartford,  Conn.,  for  example.  We  have  ao 
assurance  and  no  man  knows,  if  we  ever  have  to  defend  this 
territory,  whether  the  attack  Is  going  to  come  from  the  east 
or  the  northeast.  It  is  Just  as  likely  to  come  from  the  Ou^f 
or  the  north  or  the  Pacific,  but  we  may  find  in  the  long  rirn 
that  Maine  would  be  the  safest  spot  in  the  United  States. 

While  the  geographical  location  may  be  important,  the  one 
thing  we  want  now  is  speed  and  efficiency.  It  is  going  to  take 
a  long  time  to  transplant  and  transport  skilled  mechamrs 
who  are  settled  in  one  section  of  the  country  to  another  sec- 
tion of  the  country.  It  is  not  that  other  parts  of  the  country 
are  not  as  competent  to  make  fine  tools  and  turn  out  skilled 

work. 

It  is  simply  because  of  the  condition  of  the  land  and  the 
climate  of  the  country  that  one  part  gives  all  of  the  farm 
commodities  that  we  need — cotton,  wheat,  and  corn— while 
other  parts,  because  they  do  not  have  the  climatic  conditions 
needed  for  the  raising  of  large  crops,  have  directed  their  at- 
tention and  the  training  of  their  people  to  the  skilled  crafts. 
I  would  like  to  refer  you  to  page  2193  of  the  Rxcord  of  Feb- 
ruary 13.  wherein  I  said: 

I  have  referred  to  the  necessity  of  having  skilled  mechanics  to 
manufacture  and  build  our  aircraft.  Recently  a  manufacturer  of 
national  reputation  emploved  a  firm  of  Industrial  engineers  to  make 
%  survey  of  several  different  parts  of  the  United  States,  with  the  view 
Xd  building  a  new  factory,  the  factory  to  be  equipped  to  build  a  very 
necessary  part  of  an  aviation  engine.  This  group  of  industrial  en- 
gineers surveyed  several  States  of  the  United  States  and  then  made 
their  recrmmendatlon  to  the  manufactiirer  who  engaged  them. 

Among  other  things  mentioned  in  the  report  was  that  the  indus- 
trial engineers  found  Uxat  ConnecUcut  has  the  largest  supply,  gen- 
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This  same  firm  of  industrial  engineers,  having  ascertained  from 
experts  on  detersive  tactics  agalmt  aircraft  the  Ideal  type  of  ter- 
rlt!ory  to  defend,  stated  In  this  report  that  of  all  the  places  studied 
In  the  plant  survey,  the  central  part  of  Connecticut  appears  to  be 
closest  to  the  Ideal. 

I  hope  that  in  our  enthusiasm  to  develop  this  national  de- 
fense we  will  not  upset  the  economic  side  of  the  country  any 
more  than  is  necessary.  It  would  seem  pertinent,  therefore, 
that  we  take  advantage  of  the  facilities  already  established 
for  the  creation  of  the  needs  of  our  defense  system  and  put 
aside  any  plan  to  move  the  center  of  such  facilities  inland. 
Such  a  plan  as  that  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 

in  time  and  dollars  whicn 


sourl  would  be  an  extravagance 
we  can  now  ill  afford. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  15  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  LambertsowI. 

Mr  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  when  we  reach  the 
item  on  the  Weather  Bureau  in  this  bUl.  which  provides 
$50  000  for  a  new  station  at  Boston.  I  am  going  to  move  to 
strike  It  out.  I  have  opposed  it  in  the  subcommittee  and  In 
the  whole  committee.  It  lost  in  the  subcommittee  by  a 
narrow  margin  and  In  the  whole  committee  by  a  narrow 
margin.  While  It  Is  only  a  $50,000  Item,  there  are  some 
principles  involved  that  are  of  tremendous  Importance. 

I  want  to  speak  on  the  merlU  of  tho«e  propositions  right. 

now.    First  of  all.  I  am  the  ranking  Republican  m^-mber  on 

the    Subcommittee   on    AgrlciUtural    Appropriations,   under 

which  the  Weather  Bureau  has  been  functioning  for  years. 

Under  the  reorganization  plan  It  will  be  transferred  next 

year  to  Commerce.    It  would  not  be  our  property  any  longer 

If  we  are  still  here  and  on  the  Agricultural  Subcommittee. 

But  this  Item  of  $50,000  for  an  Independent  weather  station 

at  Boston  Is  not  a  deficiency.     This  Is  a  deficiency  bill. 

There  Is  not  any  man  who  is  a  member  of  the  Deficiency 

Appropriations  Subcommittee  who  will  stand  here  and  say 

that  this  is  a  deficiency.    I  yield  right  now  to  any  member 

of  the  Appropriations  Committee  If  he  wants  to  stand  and 

say  that  this  is  a  deficiency.    There  are  prominent  members 

of  that  committee  on  both  sides  present.    Nobody  disputes 

my  argument. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Well,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Of  course.  If  the  gentleman 
means  to  infer  from  that  that  there  is  nothing  in  this  bill 
except  deficiencies,  he  is  entirely  wrong,  because  this  bin 
carries  two  classes  of  items — deficiency  Items,  that  is,  items 
which  are  meant  to  build  up  the  appropriation  for  this  year, 
and  class  two.  supplementary  items  for  1941.  There  are  many 
supplementary  items  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  There  are  supplementary  items  in 
here  that  deal  more  or  less  with  national  defense,  which  is 
the  leading  thing  of  the  hour. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Following  out  the  thought  of  the 
gentleman  from  Vu^ginia.  I  would  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  deficiency  items  in  the  bill  amount  to  $22,000,000  as 
compared  with  supplementary  items  amounting  to  over 
$34,000,000. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  That  is  very  true,  but  this  in  no 
sense  of  the  word  is  supplemental  to  anything  else.  It  is 
neither  a  deficiency  nor  supplemental.    We  should  not  con- 
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slder  in  this  bill  Items  that  should  properly  have  been  brought 
before  regular  committees.  There  is  no  emergency  about  this. 
It  is  no  deficiency,  it  is  no  emergency,  so  it  ought  not  to  be 
here;  first,  because  it  is  not  proper,  and  second,  because  in  the 
regular  order  of  things  the  regular  committee  should  handle 
this  proposition.  The  regular  committees  will  be  meeting  In 
December.  The  Committee  on  Commerce  can  then  hear  this 
proposition  on  its  merits. 

My  second  point,  after  I  have  emphasized  the  fact  that  it 
is  not  a  deficiency.  Is  that  It  did  not  originate  with  the 
Weather  Bureau.  I  want  to  enlarge  on  that  a  little,  I  want 
to  read  just  a  sentence  or  two  from  the  hearings. 

Commander  Reichelderfer.  one  of  the  most  efficient  bu- 
reau heads  we  have,  a  very  technical  high-class  man.  who 
has  been  lent  to  the  Weather  Bureau  from  the  Navy  De- 
partment, a  man  who  did  not  come  up  in  the  ordinary  way, 
heads  the  Weather  Bureau.  He  says  they  had  nothing  to 
do  with  originating  this  project,  meaning  the  $50,000  item 
for  Bostons  Independent  weather  station.     He  said: 

We  had  no  plan  to  add  new  forecast  districts  thU  present  year. 
In  fact  we  have  not  enough  forecasters  and  would  have  post- 
poned  this  recommendation  if  there  were  not  an  urgent  public 
demand  and  need  for  this  New  England  service. 

I  want  to  comment  a  minute  later  on  that  public  demand. 

The  Weather  Bureau  has  no  promotion  agents.  It  needs  none. 
Demands  for  weather  service  always  greatly  exceed  the  capacity 
of  our  personnel  and  facilities. 
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The  Weather  Bureau  has  eight  main  stations  in  the  United 
States  today:  Jacksonville.  Washington.  Chicago,  New  Or- 
leans, Denver,  and  San  Francisco,  and  substations  at  Al- 
buquerque and  Kansas  City.  The  Weather  Bureau  would 
like  to  have  six  others  ultimately. 

Yesterday  I  solicited  this  distinguished  Commander,  the 
head  of  the  Weather  Bureau,  to  give  me  Information  as  to 
whether  Boston  was  the  most  needed.  He  refused  to  say  so, 
he  refused  to  go  on  record  as  saying  that  Boston  was  the 
most  needed  proposed  new  station  of  the  future. 

The  mam  thing  I  am  getting  to  U  that  thU  was  conceived 
in  the  mind  of  somebody  who  wanted  to  get  something  for 
Boston.  A  distinguished  Member  of  the  House  and  a  dls- 
Ungulshed  Senator  promoted  this  thing.  They  even  got 
the  Budget  to  agree  to  It.  It  seems  as  though  If  you  have 
enough  power,  regardless  of  the  merit  of  the  proposition, 
you  can  get  a  Budget  estimate— If  you  are  a  big  shot.  And 
they  did  that;  yet  the  Weather  Bureau  itself  for  2  years  be- 
fore our  subcommittee  has  not  even  asked  for  this  Item, 
and  there  Is  no  emergency. 

They  used  the  argviment  that  because  of  the  hurricane  that 
happened  a  few  years  ago  If  they  had  had  this  station  it 
might  have  been  different.    That  Is  answered  completely  In 
the  extended  hearings  of  2  years  ago  before  our  subcom- 
mittee.    This  same  man,  this  Conrunander  Reichelderfer.  said 
that  if  we  had  had  the  four-map  system  by  which  at  every 
6-hour  Interval  In  the  24  there  is  a  map  of  the  weather  given 
over  the  wires  to  these  different  stations,  they  might  have 
been  forewarned  and  it  might  have  helped  them  to  prepare 
for  it.    But  since  that  time,  since  the  hurricane,  the  whole 
east  coast  has  gotten  the  four-map  system.    It  is  now  in  use 
from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Mississippi  River,  but  not  from  the 
Mississippi  River  to  the  Pacific.     U  there  is  to  be  any  exten- 
sion in  Weather  Bureau  facilities  it  Is  deserving  that  it  should 
be  west  of  the  Mississippi  River  over  the  mountains  to  the 
west,  over  that  great  half  of  the  United  States  where  they 
have  only  two  Weather  Bureau  stations  now— Denver  and 
San  Francisco.     Seattle  or  Portland  could  ask  with  lots  more 
grace  for  a  station  than  Boston.     Boston  is  only  500  miles  or 
less  from  Washington.    Seattle  and  Portland  are  a  great 
deal  farther  than  that  from  San  Francisco.    Denver  is  more 
than  a  thousand  mUes  from  Chicago  and  New  Orleans.    Los 
Angeles  has  not  any  Individual  set-up.    Los  Angeles  or  Seat- 
tle could  ask  for  It  with  more  excuse  than  Boston,  but  they 
did  not  have  the  politicians  to  put  it  over,  they  did  not  go  out 
and  put  on  the  fire  and  the  heat. 

Furthermore,  nobody  is  going  to  answer  me  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  for  what  I  am  saying.    They  are  going  to  ignore 
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the  whole  proposition.      But  they  condone  this  thing.      I 
do  not  think  I  would  be  violating  any  confidence  here  if 
I  told  you  that  we  had  this  thing  beaten  by  one  vote  in  the 
subcommittee  at  one  time.    This  took  up  hours  of  our  time  in 
the  subcommittee  and  in  the  fuU  committee,  yet  nobody  is 
going  to  challenge  my  statement  here  today  or  deny  what  I 
say.    They  are  going  to  ignore  it.    But  I  think  it  is  well  for  the 
public  and  the  country  to  know  a  Uttle  bit  about  this  proposi- 
tion and  the  way  it  has  been  handled.    As  I  say.  it  was  at  one 
time  beaten  in  the  subcommittee  by  one  vote.    Tlien  one 
Member  remembered  that  he  had  promised  somebody  per- 
sonally that  he  would  vote  for  this  thing.      So  he  backed 
up  and  started  the  other  way.     Then  the  justifications  came 
in  and  they  began  to  justify  it  as  far  as  they  could.     But 
it  is  in  the  biU  because  of  the  activities  of  a  small  group 
of  men.  one  or  two  men  who  had  made  personal  promises 
enough  to  put  this  whole  thing  over.     I  want  to  say  to  you 
that  I  do  not  regard  friendship  if  it  depends  on  the  raiding 
of  the  Federal  Treasury.      For  myself  I  hope  I  will  never 
come  before  this  House — and  I  have  been  on  this  committee 
8  years— to  ask  for  any  appropriation  for  my  congressional 
district. 

I  want  to  be  different  from  a  lot  of  men  without  bragging 
about  it.  I  want  my  record  in  Congress  to  be  that  I  never 
asked  for  anything  for  my  particular  congressional  district 
that  was  not  needed.  I  took  an  oath  to  support  the  Consti- 
tution as  a  United  States  Representative  and  I  want  to  live 
up  to  doing  just  that.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  committee 
to  see  how  much  I  can  get  for  my  district,  my  State,  or  my 
section  of  the  country.  There  is  not  a  member  of  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  who  can  point  his  finger  to  me  and  say 
that  I  have  been  inconsistent  In  my  ideas  of  economy.  At 
least  I  do  not  think  they  can. 

It  Is  a  disgrace  and  a  shame  that  we  support  propositions 
of  this  sort.    It  is  not  a  deficiency  Item.    It  did  not  originate 
with  the  Bureau  which  gets  credit  for  asking  for  it.    That 
Bureau  did  not  ask  for  It  of  Its  own  volition.    That  Bureau 
was  forced  to  include  It  because  of  pressure  and  It  refused  to 
say  even  that  the  Boston  sutlon  U  the  most  important  of 
those  places  that  have  not  been  taken  care  of  for  the  future. 
The  same  thing  that  has  been  said  for  Boston  could  be  said 
for  all  these  others  that  I  mentioned  here  today.    I  do  not 
pretend  to  have  any  influence  on  either  side,  but  this  side 
has  the  responslbUlty  for  the  wUd  spending  that  has  been 
going  on.    They  have  the  responsibility  for  everything.    To 
my  Republican  friends,  to  my  Republican  colleagues,  who 
stand  for  economy,  may  I  say  that  the  National  Treasury 
Is  our  first  line  of  defense  and  that  is  the  thing  we  are  going 
to  emphasize  next  week  at  Philadelphia.    We  are  going  to 
ride  the  New  Deal  for  its  spending.    We  are  going  to  defend 
another  principle  and  that  is  the  taking  care  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  national  credit. 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  I  offer  an  amendment  this  afternoon 
to  strike  out  this  $50,000  item  which  Is  not  justlfled.  It  Is  not 
a  deficiency  item;  it  is  not  justified  because  it  comes  from  a 
department  or  bureau  that  asks  for  it,  I  hope  my  Republican 
colleagues  will  support  me  if  they  think  it  Is  sound.  Do  not 
support  me  for  myself,  but  if  you  think  it  Is  right  in  the  light 
of  the  testimony  offered  I  want  you  to  support  my  amend- 
ment to  strike  it  out. 

There  is  a  lot  more  I  might  say  about  this  thing  today.  It 
is  significant;  I  think  it  is  important,  since  we  spent  hours 
in  the  subcommittee  talking  about  it.  We  spent  an  hour 
this  morning  in  the  whole  committee  debating  it.  There 
will  not  be  another  Member  on  this  floor  who  will  say  a  word 
about  it  today  but  myself.  My  great  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee,  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  spoke 
for  a  half -hour  before  the  whole  committee  urging  that  it  be 
taken  out.  I  am  afraid  he  will  not  say  a  word  this  afternoon. 
He  has  his  own  reasons  for  that,  and,  of  course.  I  am  not 
criticising  him  for  that,  but  I  cannot  undersUnd  why  he 
will  not  get  up  here  and  condemn  it  like  he  did  in  the  whole 
committee.  This  matter  belongs  to  our  subcommittee.  It  Is 
not  a  deficiency  item.  It  did  not  originate  v/ith  the  depart- 
ment.   It  was  put  over  by  Individuals  who  are  seeking  to  get 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-HOUSE 


8522 

a  UtUe  riory  for  their  section.  I  do  not  say  that  Is  true  of 
^e^one's  Attitude.  »mt  I  am  saying  that  is  the  atUtude  ^t 
put  this  thing  over,  a  very  narrow  atUtude.  I  ^a°t  you  to 
itand  by  me  when  I  offer  an  amendment  to  strike  this  item 
when  the  bill  is  read  for  amendment.    lApplause.J 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l  , .   . 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yie  d  5 
minutes     to     the     gentleman     from     Massachusetts     [Mr. 

^°"*5i^RB«ACK.    Mr.    Chairman,    my    distinguished 
friend  from  Kansas  is  making  a  mountain  out  of  a  molehill. 
I  admire  and  respect  my  friend  for  his  frankness  of  expres- 
sion.    There  was  no  need  of  him  extending  me  the  con- 
sideraUon  of  refraining  from  ustog  my  name  when  he  taUted 
about   poUticians.     I  am  rather  proud  to  be  a  poliUcian. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  a  disgrace  to  be  a  poUtician.    I  assume 
my  friend  used  that  term  In  the  broad  sense  that  would 
make  the  characterization  appUcable  to  himself,  because  I 
assume  like  myself  that  he.  being  a  Member  of  the  House, 
wiU  admit  he  occupies  the  same  position  that  I  occupy  or 
that  anyone  else  here  occupies.    I  never  considered  it  to  be 
a  crime:  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  always  treated  with  a 
great  deal  of  pride,  the  fact  that  I  have  been  elected  to 
represent  my  district  in  various  public  offices  I  have  held. 
I  was  rather  Interested  In  his  Confessions  of  a  Congress- 
man.    It  seems  to  be  a  serious  crime  for  one  Member  of 
this  body  or  of  any  legislative  body  to  speak  to  some  of  his 
colleagues  about  a  matter  that  he  is  interested  in  that  may 
come  before  a  committee.    I  welcome  and  invite  every  one 
of  my  colleagues  to  speak  to  me  on  any  matter  that  they 
are  Interested  in.  whether  it  comes  before  the  committee  of 
which  I  am  a  member  or  a  matter  which  comes  before 
the  House.     This  is  the  first  time  I  have  ever  heard  the 
argimient  that  Members  of  Congress  should  embargo  them- 
selves from  talking  to  other  Members  of  Congress  in  con- 
nection with  matters  in  which  they  are  interested. 
Mr.  LAMBERTSON.     Will  the  gentleman  shield? 
Mr.  McCORMACK.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  LAMBERTSON.    1  did  not  say  that,  or  at  least  I  did 
not  mean  to  say  that. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.    The  gentleman's  apology  is  accepted 

for  the  Record. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  May  I  add  this:  What  I  objected  to 
was  Members  yielding  to  a  personal  appeal  on  something  that 
was  not  needed. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     I  never  knew  that  to  be  a  crime  in  a 

legislative  body. 

The  gentleman  first  advanced  the  argument  that  this  is 
not  a  deficiency  Item.  Tlien  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Virginia  and  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  my 
distinguished  friend  also,  overwhelmed  him  when  they 
showed  that  items  other  than  deficiency  items  were  contained 
in  the  bill.  Then  he  talked  about  an  emergency  and  about 
this  not  being  an  emergency.  But  this  is  an  emergency.  He 
then  talked  about  my  personal  pride  in  having  the  appropria- 
tion made.  I  have  a  personal  pride  in  being  a  Member  of  this 
body.  I  have  no  personal  pride  In  anything  I  might  do.  I 
simply  try  to  do  the  best  I  can. 

But  here  is  the  story.  This  did  not  originate  In  my  mind. 
This  was  started  by  the  Boston  Herald,  one  of  the  leading 
newspapers  of  the  country  and  a  great  Republican  organ. 
That  is  where  this  movement  originated  to  have  a  Weather 
Bureau  station  for  New  England.  This  is  for  the  great  dis- 
trict of  New  England  and  not  for  Boston.  Of  course,  the 
office  will  be  located  in  Boston.  All  of  the  Members  of  this 
body  from  New  England,  both  Republicans  and  Democrats, 
are  united  in  favor  of  this.  This  is  one  thing  that  we  all 
agree  upon. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  was  not  conceived  in  my  mind.  It  was 
fathered  by  the  Boston  Herald.  It  was  started  because, 
under  the  forecasting  sjrstem  at  the  present  time,  a 
correct  forecast  of  the  hurricane  of  a  few  years  ago 
was  not  made.  A  forecast  of  the  great  snowsUarm  of  last 
winter  was  not  made.     The  Weather  Bureau  Service  in 
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Washington  is  not  to  blame.  Now.  New  England  has  a  north- 
east wind  which  changes  rapidly.  In  the  course  of  a  n^J^ute 
It  might  change  very  much.  It  is  a  variable  wind,  "there 
is  one  place  in  the  country  where  a  station  of  this  kind  la 
needed  it  is  New  England.  My  friend  talks  about  other  dis- 
tricts I  think  they  should  be  located  in  other  districte.  and  ^ 
certainly  I  would  not  take  the  floor,  if  my  friend  wanted  one 
located  in  his  district,  and  argue  that  because  New  England 
did  not  have  it  I  would  not  support  one  being  located  in  his 
district.  To  me  that  would  be  a  selfish  argument.  To  me 
that  would  be  an  argument  that  I  would  view  in  my  own  mind 
with  shame  of  myself.  I  would  have  a  feeling  of  disrespect 
for  myself,  and  what  I  say  is  not  directed  toward  my  friend 
in  comparison.  _.  ,^  . 

Now  this  is  needed;  this  is  an  emergency,  and  it  was  not 
started  by  me.  It  was  started  by  a  great  organ  that  I  ad- 
mire It  is  an  organ  that  is  Republican  in  its  editorial  policy, 
but  it  is  a  great  organ  and  that  is  where  this  movement 
started,  with  the  Boston  Herald,  and  I  assume  every  Member 
of  the  House,  particularly  the  Republican  Members,  are  ac- 
quainted with  the  editorial  policy  of  the  Boston  Herald. 

Now,  this,  briefly,  is  a  statement  of  the  facts.  I  hope  my 
friend  will  view  this  from  a  broad,  practical  angle,  realizing 
there  are  eight  such  district  stations  or  districts  now  m  the 
United  States,  and  because  there  are  four  or  Ave  other  dis- 
tricts that  should  have  it.  he  will  not  offer  a  motion  to  strike 
out  this  item.  If  he  does.  I  hope  the  membership  of  the 
House  will  not  support  the  motion.     [Applause.] 

^SPABTMXMT    Or   AOUCITLTtm, 

Weather   Bukeao. 
Washington.  June  15.  1940. 
Hon.  JoHW  W  McCo«MACit. 

House  of  Representatives.  .       .*  _ 

DiA«  Mm  McCORMACK  :  In  response  to  yovir  telephone  Inquiry,  it  » 
■tated  that  subsequent  to  the  submission  of  the  regular  estimates 
for  the  Weather  Bureau  for  the  fiscal  year  1941,  urgent  request  has 
been  made  to  correct  basic  deficiencies  In  the  weather  forecast  and 
Btorm-wamlng  service  rendered  by  this  Bureau  to  the  New  England 
area  by  establishing  a  forecast  district  center  at  Boston,  Mass..  to 
serve  that  area.  The  citizens  residing  in  New  England  Justly  com- 
plain of  the  Inadequacy  of  the  weather  forecast  service  now  pro- 
Tided  because  the  forecasts  are  now  issued  from  the  distant  forecast 
center  at  Washington.  D.  C.  ^  ^ 

New  England,  because  of  Its  location,  varied  topography  and 
geographical  features,  presents  forecast  problems  of  a  regional 
nature  that  require  the  application  of  special  technlquea  based  on 
an  Intimate  knowledge  of  local  conditions  and  their  effect  on 
weather  occurrences.  The  territory  comprising  this  district  Is 
crossed  by  two  active  storm  paths  and  is  affected  laoth  winter  and 
summer  not  oiUy  by  disturbances  crossing  the  country  from  the 
We«t  but  also  by  coastal  storms  approaching  from  the  South.  It  Is 
impracticable,  because  of  the  large  size  of  the  Washington  forecast 
district  as  now  constituted,  for  the  forecasters  to  give  as  extensive 
a  detailed  study  to  the  changing  weather  conditions  as  Is  necessary 
to  render  the  highly  accurate  and  localized  service  to  which  the 
people  of  New  England  are  entitled,  and  which  can  only  be  rendered 
from  a  city  situated  within  the  area  to  be  served. 

The  Weather  Bureau  Is  engaged  In  a  program  to  organize  Its  field 
service  to  provide  better  local  weather  forecasts  in  various  parts  of 
the  country  and  has  recognized  that  New  England  would  profit 
materially  from  an  Improved  and  localized  weather  service.  The 
general  program  contemplates  an  Increase  In  the  nvxmber  of  fore- 
cast districte  with  resiiltant  reduction  In  size  of  districts,  which 
would  permit  the  forecasters  to  give  greater  attention  to  detailed 
local  forecasts.  Unfortimately,  the  Bureau  does  not  at  the  present 
time  have  the  funds  to  put  this  plan  into  effect. 

A  bUl  to  authorize  an  appropriation  for  a  Weather  Bureau  district 
forecast  station  at  Boston.  H.  R.  9064.  was  passed  by  the  House  of 
Representatives  on  May  20,  1940.  Should  the  Congress  appropriate 
the  amount  of  $50,000  authorized  to  be  appropriated  by  the  bill 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  the  additional  personnel  and  facilities 
at  Bo6t<m  to  establish  a  forecast  district  for  New  England,  this 
would  be  of  decided  advantage  in  improving  the  forecast  service 
of  the  Weather  Bureau. 

Your  interest  In  this  matter  Is  greatly  appreciated. 
Very  truly  yours, 

C  C.   CtASK, 

Acting  Chief  of  Bureau. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  AwdersonI. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  notice 
that  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  has  left  out  of  this  bill 
the  million  dollars  which  the  President  requested  for  devel- 
oping a  possible  supply  of  rubber  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 


I  would  like  to  ask  the  members  of  the  committee  how 
they  justify  leaving  this  item  out  of  the  bill.  May  I  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  that  question? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  The  committee  felt  that 
there  had  not  been  sufficient  justification  made  for  it  and, 
particularly,  on  the  groimd  that  already  the  industry  was 
developing  synthetic  rubber  and  that  there  had  been  no  very 
good  showing  made  to  justify  the  expenditure  of  further 
funds  for  experimental  purposes. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  It  is  true,  is  it  not.  that 
the  funds  requested  by  the  President  were  to  be  used  mostly 
in  Central  and  South  America  and  very  little  in  continental 
United  States? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FISH.  As  I  understood  the  matter,  the  million  dollars 
I  was  talking  about  all  went  to  South  America  to  make  a 
survey  and  none  for  synthetic  rubber. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  As  I  understand  it.  from 
reading  the  communication  addressed  to  the  House  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  the  request  was  for  $1,000,000 
to  be  used  in  the  development  of  rubber  from  the  Hevea  rubber 
tree  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  most  of  the  funds  to  be 
spent  in  South  and  Central  America,  although  there  was  some 
mention  made  of  using  a  portion  of  the  funds  in  the  Gulf 
States  and  Florida. 

Mr.  FISH.  No  rubber  has  ever  been  produced  in  either 
Florida  or  the  Gull  States. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  No;  but  there  have  been 
successful  experiments  in  southern  Florida.  If  I  am  wrong 
I  wish  to  be  corrected,  but  I  think  the  hearings  prove  that 
rubber  can  be  successfully  grown  in  the  southern  tip  of 
Florida  from  the  Hevea  rubber  tree. 

However,  I  am  more  interested  in  the  possibility  of  pro- 
ducing rubber  from  the  guayule  rubber  shrub  or  plant  which 
is  a  native  of  Mexico.  It  originally  produced  rubber  to  about 
8  percent  of  the  volume  of  the  plant.  Selective  cross  breeding 
and  experimentation  have  now  developed  guayule  to  the 
point  where  it  will  produce  as  much  as  25-percent  rubber. 
I  happen  to  know  something  about  it  because  there  is  a 
factory  located  in  my  district  which  can  produce  refined 
rubber  at  the  rate  of  about  10,000  pounds  per  day. 

According  to  the  figures  I  have  avaUable  this  rubber  can 
be  produced  at  a  cost  of  about  25  cents  a  pound.  Rub- 
ber at  the  present  time,  that  is  the  price  in  the  United  States 
for  the  rubber  that  we  import,  is  approximately  22  cents  per 
pound.  It  seems  to  me  there  is  some  justification  for  the 
expenditure  of  a  certain  amount  of  funds  to  find  out  if  we 
can  produce  commerciaUy  one  of  our  most  vital  and  essen- 
tial materials:  a  product  that  is  extremely  important  to  our 
national-defense  program.  If  it  is  possible  to  produce  rub- 
ber commercially,  domestically.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
hide  our  heads  In  the  sand  like  ostriches  and  let  the  oppor- 
tunity go  by.  .„  ^  ^  *v,»* 
Now,  if  ycu  will  refer  to  the  hearings,  you  will  find  that 
Dr.  Auchter  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  rather  contra- 
dicts himself  in  a  couple  of  statements  he  made.  On  page 
172  in  reply  to  a  question  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Tabe«].  we  find  the  following: 

Mr  TABOt  Why  did  you  not  go  to  California,  where  they  are 
doing  some  of  the  work  themselves,  and  do  business  there  mstead 
of  going  outside  the  country? 

Dr  AtTCHTER.  You  are  referring  to  guayule,  that  Is  grown  out 
there  Guayule  can  be  grown  In  the  Southwest.  The  cost  of  pro- 
ducing culUvated  guayule  Is  so  high  that  under  normal  condltlorw 
It  probably  cannot  be  produced  profitably  In  competition  with 
Hevea  rubber  from  the  Tropics. 

Now,  if  you  Will  turn  to  page  464.  in  a  letter  addressed 
to  me  by  Dr.  Auchter.  you  will  find  that  he  says  in  the  laot 
paragraph  on  that  page: 

TiMW  experiments  Indicated  that  guayule  can  be  raised  com- 
merciaUy m  the  United  States  at  a  cost  of  from  25  to  30  cents  a 
pound  and  contracts  were  prepared  for  having  local  farmers  grow 
the  guayule.  the  planting  and  harvesting  being  done  by  the  Amer- 
ictm  Rubber  Producers,  Inc. 


If  Dr.  Auchter's  statement  regarding  the  cost  of  production 
is  correct,  then  it  appears  to  me  that  we  are  passing  up  a 
real  chance  to  assist  the  American  farmer  in  the  production 
of  a  new  crop.  We  appropriate  a  billion  dollars  a  year  to 
help  agriculture,  but  we  are  still  a  long  way  from  solving  thd  _ 
farmer's  problem. 

I  am  not  going  to  attempt  to  insert  the  necessary  funds  into 
this  bill  at  this  time,  because  the  committee  has  already 
stricken  out  the  entire  item.  However,  in  Ignoring  this  Item 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  passing  up  a  splendid  opportunity 
to  put  some  of  the  agricultural  lands  now  growing  surplus 
commodities  into  the  production  of  one  of  our  vital  and  es- 
sential materials.  I  trust  that  when  this  bill  reaches  the 
other  body  some  of  the  Senators  will  be  far-sighted  enough 
to  include  funds  for  developing  rubber  production  in  the 
United  States. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the 
gentleman  2  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  response  to  the  query 
just  made  by  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  AndersonI  ^ 
about  exploration  in  the  field  of  rubber  and  tropical  plants, 
I  might  say  it  is  not  new.  Mr.  Thomas  Alva  Edison  was  a 
pioneer  In  that  field,  and  the  closest  he  ever  came  to  rubber 
was  to  develop  the  goldenrod  plant  and  get  a  very  small 
production  of  rubber  content.  As  I  recall,  he  turned  over 
those  files  to  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry  In  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  and  going  back  to  1933,  we  made  an 
appropriation  of  $75,000  for  that  Bureau  for  that  purpose. 
Since  that  time  they  have  been  experimenting  with  guayule, 
and  with  Hevea  and  one  other  plant  grown  in  Florida  and 
with  goldenrod  and  with  a  great  many  others,  and  after  an 
expenditure  of  approximately  $438,000  over  an  8-year  period 
we  still  have  nothing  tangible  to  show  for  that  research  and 
that  exploratory  effort.  My  contention  is  that  since  the  em- 
phasis today  Is  on  synthetic  rubber,  like  duprcne,  neoprene, 
and  other  types  gotten  out  by  the  Goodrich  and  Du  Pont  peo- 
ple, and  a  great  many  others,  that  perhaps  we  will  go  Infinitely 
further  if  we  let  the  research  come  from  that  side.  Only 
last  week  either  Goodyear  or  Goodrich  held  an  exposition 
in  New  York  City  and  there  announced  to  the  country  that 
they  had  made  such  progress  that  they  propose  now  to  fabri- 
cate the  treads  on  rubber  tires  from  so-called  synthetic  rubber. 
In  view  of  those  developments  in  the  Industrial  field  it  occurs 
to  me  It  would  be  unwarranted  to  spend  any  great  amount  of 
money  at  this  time,  because  the  Department  simply  has  not 
shown  any  tangible  results. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     Yes. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  cf  California.  Private  industry  has  ex- 
perimented with  the  guajoile  plant  and  is  now  producing  rub- 
ber commercially  at  a  cost  not  far  In  excess  of  the  price  we 
have  to  pay  for  imported  rubber.  If  we  had  some  practical 
experiments  made  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  is  it  not 
possible  that  we  might  develop  something  of  value? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  It  is  a  splendid  Idea  to  let  private 
Industry  operate  In  this  field  for  a  time  and  see  what  result* 
they  can  develop. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.    May  I  call  attention  to  the 
statement  made  by  Mr.  Wheeler  at  page  180  of  the  hearings? 
Questioned  about  producing  rubber  out  of  petroleum  he  states: 
We  can  If  we  are  wlUlng  to  pay  60  to  60  cenU  a  pound  for  it. 

It  seems  to  me  that  If  we  could  develop  rubber  from  a  home- 
grown plant  at  half  that  cost  we  would  be  much  wiser  to  adopt 
that  method  of  producing  rubber  than  to  take  it  from 
petroleiun. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  would  say  that  considering  the  climatic 
conditions  of  our  country,  probably  the  greatest  development 
wUl  be  In  our  Industrial  field.  In  the  light  of  eight  successive 
annual  appropriations,  some  of  which  I  approved  as  a  member 
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of  the  subcommittee  on  agriculture.  I  think  perhaps  we  should 
S^Shold  thl5  appropnauon  for  a  whUe  and  let  Industry  do 

the  job. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l  ,     ^      .     ..  ^  „^ 

Blr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  tMr.  JoNisl.  ,  ^  i^  »  ,„«„ 
Mr  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  min- 
ute to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  TaiisI.  to  be 

yielded  as  he  sees  fit.  ,      ♦«  ♦»,» 

Mr.  TABER.    I  yield  that  additional  5  minutes  also  to  the 

gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  JoKis]. 
The  cS^RMAN.    The  gentleman  from  Ohio  is  recognized 

for  10  minutes.  ^^     __    .  ..^»   »,-_ 

Mr  JONES  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  President  has 
again  said  that  he  wants  to  cut  the  expenses  of  government 
10  percent.  It  Is  an  old  story,  and  familiarity  produces  the 
proverbial  results  still.  He  promised  to  reduce  expenses  be- 
fore he  was  elected  In  1932.  Every  once  and  so  often  when  the 
demand  for  reasonable  economies  becomes  too^,lo"<?,J;°„^ 
Ignored  we  get  another  promise.  The  reorganization  bin  was 
to  be  the  shears  with  which  Federal  expenses  and  personnel 
would  be  reduced.  I  did  not  beUeve  that  promise.  I  voted 
against  that  blU.  and  the  mounting  pay  roUs  since  It  was  made 
law  do  not  hurt  my  conscience  any. 

In  answer  to  every  suggestion  for  economies  from  this  sloe 
of  the  House,  frequently  supported  by  Members  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side,  whose  coUeagues  forthwith  dismiss  them  as  re- 
actionaries, the  administration  supporters  retort  that  we 
cannot  economize  at  the  expense  of  human  misery.  No  oiie 
has  ever  asked  for  economy  at  the  cost  of  the  imempioyeo. 
or  to  the  hurt  of  the  national  defense,  for  the  obvious  effect 
would  be  political  suicide  if  not  national  self-mutilation. 

That  Is  proof  to  me  that  the  majority  has  no  sensible  de- 
fense against  economies  where  they  can  be  made  and  shoidd 
be  made  not  only  to  save  the  taxpayers  money  but  to  make 
government  more  efDcient.  .  w     *w 

I  accept  the  sneering  challenge  so  often  produced  by  the 
administration  to  put  up  or  shut  up.  to  show  where  economy 
can  be  made  and  efficiency  thereby  achieved.  I  produce  the 
indefensible  and  grandiose  propaganda  machine  as  a  prime 
example  of  waste  In  money,  in  time,  and  the  people's  pa- 
tience. They  are  disguised  in  the  departmental  budgets  as 
•InformaUon  services,"  as  ironical  a  joke  as  ever  was  perpe- 
trated.   Information  services,  indeed! 

I  found  them  to  be  anything  but  that  when  I  sent  out 
questionnaires  to  the  dozens  of  propaganda  bureaus  which 
infest  our  governmental  structure,  exploiting  human  misery, 
arousing  class  hatreds,  and  gaudily  dramatizing  the  New  Deal. 
I  asked  for  factual  information  as  to  the  costs  of  their  in- 
dividual operations,  and  I  was  answered  with  subterfuges  and 
evasions  too  often  to  be  accidental. 

However,  I  found  out  a  lot.  One  of  the  first  things  I  foimd 
out  Is  that  in  most  cases  these  Federal  press  agents,  these 
New  Deal  publicity  men.  grinding  out  political  propaganda 
at  public  expense,  have  no  standing  In  law.  The  publicity 
bureaus  are  illegal.  They  are  specifically  prohibited.  But 
there  they  are:  and  if  the  President  is  for  once  sincere  in  his 
avowed  desire  to  cut  expenses,  he  can  save  millions  of  dollars 
a  year  just  by  obeying  the  law  and  ridding  the  Government  of 
this  propaganda  leech  which  has  fastened  itself  upon  us 
without  authorization  or  sanction  of  Congress. 

We  cannot  discover  exactly  what  the  propagandists  cost 
us  in  dollars.  Let  me  read  you  this  confessional  paragraph 
from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  In  a  letter  to  me  signed  by 
Harold  Smith.    Its  date  is  April  11,  1940: 

Oenermlly  speaking,  there  Is  no  segregation  in  the  accounting, 
budgetary,  or  approprlatllng  procedvires  ol  the  Federal  Government 
of  publications,  publicity,  or  ne-ws  material  as  specinc  objects  or 
purpoaes  of  expenditure.  As  a  consequence.  It  would  be  a  practical 
ImiwiBlbUlty  to  prepare  a  compUatlon  of  the  actual  costs  under 
heads  over  any  period  of  years. 
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Now  let  me  read  you  a  sentence  from  a  letter  written  to 
me  by  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Harold  Ickes.    Just  12  words: 

This  Depwtment.  to  acoordanoe  with  the  law.  does  not  maintain 
pobUclty  personnel. 


The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  says  the  costs  of  publicity— It 
uses  the  word  "pubUclty"— are  too  weU  concealed  to  be  pro- 
duced Mr.  Ickes  says  there  "aint"  no  such  animal.  WeU. 
I  invite  you  to  turn  to  the  hearings  on  the  Department  of 
Interior  appropriation  with  me.  I  quote  from  page  20  of  the 
1941   appropriation  hearings: 

1  remember  that  Mr.  Straus,  the  Director  of  In'°™^»"°":^*"* 
in  sotnetlme  ago  and  said  he  would  like  to  put  on  a  d™f  f^,^"P? 
of  the  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  ^^^""-J;,,^^,^ 
that  he  was  crazy,  that  It  could  not  be  done  in  any  •^tractive  form. 
However.  In  due  course  he  brought  in  to  me  a  script  which  I  reaa 
with  great  care.  It  seemed  to  me  to  have  poeslbUlties  and  I  gave 
a  clearance  for  it. 

Probably  some  of  you  have  heard  his  dramatized  annual 
report.  Whether  you  did  or  not  you  must  know  that  it  took 
days  and  weeks  of  the  time  of  experienced  publicity  writers 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  build  up  a  program  that 
would  tell  the  country  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  was 
a  great  guy:  that  he  bears  gifts  for  every  State  in  the  Union. 
The  general  idea  is  that  if  Secretary  Ickes  had  not  Uved 
Joe  Doaks,  out  In  the  sticks,  could  not  get  a  Federal  check. 

Anyone  reading  this  report  and  listening  to  the  dramatiza- 
tion that  I  have  described  must  be  naive  Indeed  If  he  does  not 
beUeve  the  Department  of  the  Interior  maintains  publicity 
personnel.  They  may  not  call  them  publicity  experts  when 
they  list  the  duties  of  the  employees  for  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  but  this  report  and  every  other  news  release  Is  pre- 
pared by  publicity  experts,  regardless  of  whether  they  are 
called  clerks  or  assistants  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
or  "red  herrings." 

On  April  12  I  asked  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  furnish 
me  with  detailed  inlormation  in  regard  to  the  publicity  activl- 
Ues  in  his  Department.  On  the  25th  I  received  a  general 
reply,  which  did  not  answer  the  specific  questions  I  asked  ol 
him,  and  it  ended  with  this-  paragraph: 

Therefore  I  shall  seek  to  see  If  we  cannot  assemble  for  trans- 
mission to  you  more  detailed  data.  Yovir  requests  for  various  ca\e- 
Rorles  and  divisions  of  such  assignments  of  time  and  money  do 
not  correspond  with  any  of  the  numerous  classifications  required 
by  various  procedures.  In  themselves,  your  Inquiries  comprise  an 
expensive  and  time-consuming  task.  Of  course,  break-downs  for 
the  past  5  years,  etc..  on  this  subject,  which  you  requested  by  AprU 
17,  are  Impossible. 

On  the  26th  I  again  wrote  the  Secretary  of  Interior  the 
following  letter: 

In  answer  to  your  letter  of  the  25th,  wherein  you  state  that 
considerable  time  is  being  Uken  to  answer  my  questionnaire  of  the 
12th.  because  my  Inquiry  covers  break-downs  for  the  past  5  year* 
on  the  subject  of  Information  activities  In  your  Department. 

I  assume  you  hav^  the  figures  for  a  late  fiscal  year.  I  would 
appreciate  It,  If  It  will  convenience  you.  to  give  me  at  the  present 
time  the  answers  to  the  questions  for  the  latest  fiscal  years  for 
which  figures  are  available  and  give  me  the  other  data  at  a  later 
date.  My  immediate  ptxrpose  will  be  served  by  having  such  flgtxrea 
for  the  latest  fiscal  year. 

I  did  not  think  that  It  would  entail  the  time  that  you  report 
because  I  had  In  mind  that  you  would  have  a  cost  accounting 
system  to  enable  you  to  answer  questions  touching  this  phase  of 
your  operations  In  your  request  for  funds  before  the  Appropriations 
Ck)mmKtee. 

If  you  can  give  me  the  figures  for  the  latest  fiscal  years  for  which 
complete  figures  are  available  by  Monday,  AprU  the  29th.  I  will 
deeply  appreciate  It. 

I  might  add  that  If  actors  are  paid  for  through  the  program 
division  In  connection  with  the  broadcast  of  radio  programs  and  the 
production  of  movies  by  your  Department.  I  would  appreciate  your 
•dTlslng  me  so  that  I  may  pursue  this  source  at  an  early  date. 

On  April  27  I  received  photostatic  copies  of  reports  of  the 
secretary  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  which  had  been  made 
January  22,  1940.  and  were  available  all  of  the  time  that  I 
asked  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  furnish  me  information 
from  April  12  unUl  April  27. 

I  would  appreciate  any  reasonable  explanation  why  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  could  not  give  me  this  information 
when  I  first  asked  for  it.  The  reason  may  be  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  has  so  covered  up  the  Division  of  Infor- 
mation by  labeling  pubbcity  employees  as  "assistants," 
"clerks."  and  "stenographers,"  in  order  to  keep  Congress  from 
knowing  how  much  Is  really  being  spent  for  propaganda,  that 
he  has  lost  track  of  their  identity  himselX. 
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I  put  in  the  Record  for  the  consideration  of  the  Members 
copy  of  the  photostatic  report  on  the  Bonneville  Power  Ad- 
ministration. This  report  was  given  over  the  signature  of 
the  Chief  of  Division  of  Information  for  the  Bonneville 
project.  It  shows  an  expenditvu-e  of  $6,298  for  personal  serv- 
ices m  this  project  for  publicity  work.  However,  on  the  29th 
of  March  1940  the  same  John  L.  Wheeler  wrote  to  a  Member 
of  Congress,  and  I  quote  from  his  letter: 

The  present  personnel  of  the  Information  Dlvtslon  numbers  14, 
with  an  annual  pay-roU  enciimbrance  of  $28,600.  The  personnel 
Includes  clerical,  filing,  and  messenger  help  and  the  staff  of  the 
project's  technical  library. 

Members  of  Congress,  which  one  of  these  statements  Is 
correct,  the  $6,298  figure  given  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  or 
the  $28,600  figure  quoted  in  this  letter? 

While  we  are  on  the  subject  of  power  projects,  let  me  call 
your  attention  to  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  I  quote 
from  their  letter  in  answer  to  my  Inquiry  as  to  their  informa- 
tion service: 

To  answer  your  question  directly,  the  staff  includes  seven  Infor- 
mation employees,  whose  combined  salary  Is  t3 1.460. 

I  quote  further  from  his  letter  in  regard  to  what  the  pub- 
licity department  does: 

For  the  most  part  they  Include  notices  of  contract  awards,  major 
speeches  by  directors,  and  pertinent  information  of  a  policy  nature. 

Now,  the  odd  part  about  the  answer  to  the  inquiry  Is  that 
when  you  turn  to  the  hearings  on  the  T.  V.  A.  before  the 
House  Appropriations  Committee.  Subcommittee  on  Inde- 
pendent Offices  of  the  Appropriations  Bill  for  1941.  page  1688, 
you  win  find  this  statement  in  regard  to  the  number  of  em- 
ployees and  the  amount  spent  in  the  publicity  section  of  the 
T.  V.  A.  Mr.  Auger  states  in  answer  to  the  question  of  Mr. 
Wigglesworth: 

The  total  budget  for  1941  for  information  office  Is  $165,000  as 
compared  to  $167,000  for  1940  and  an  actual  of  $178,000  In  1939. 
The  total  personnel,  including  all  employees  of  the  Information 
omce.  which  includes  our  technical  library.  Is  40,  which  compares 
to  40.8  In  1940  and  43  In  1939. 

If  an  Information  office  is  justified  in  the  Bonneville  project 
and  the  T.  V.  A.,  certainly  Members  of  Congress  are  entitled 
to  the  true  Information  when  they  write  to  ascertain  the 
number  of  employees  in  the  information  section  and  the  cost 
of  maintaining  this  section.  There  Is  no  justification  or 
excuse  to  mislead  Members  of  Congress  as  to  the  amount  of 
money  that  is  spent  for  these  services. 

Two  months  has  elapsed  since  I  asked  the  Secretary  of 
Interior  to  give  me  detailed  information  on  the  cost  of  the 
various  informational  activities  in  his  Department  for  the 
last  5  years.  The  Secretary  of  Interior  gives  lip  service  in 
giving  the  public  an  Interesting  report  on  all  the  activities  of 
his  Department,  but  in  2  months'  time  he  cannot  give  a  Mem- 
ber of  Congress,  who  ought  to  know,  and  who  is  entitled  to 
know,  when  he  asks  for  the  cost  to  the  Government  of  main- 
taining information  service  in  his  Department.  Why  does  he 
fail  to  give  this  information  to  Members  of  Congress?  Can 
It  be  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  trying  to  cover  up 
the  real  cost  and  expenditure  of  money  in  his  Department  to 
sell  the  public  that  he  Is  a  great  guy?  The  Secretary  does  not 
dare  tell  the  public  of  the  enormous  amount  of  money  that  Is 
"spent  for  propaganda  In  his  Department  because  the  whole 
Interior  Department  is  interwoven  with  men  and  women  who 
do  not  add  one  Iota  to  the  service  of  their  country,  but  spend 
their  full  time  or  a  great  portion  of  It  In  campaigning  for  the 

New  Deal. 

I  sent  an  inquiry  to  the  Department  of  Justice  in  regard  to 
Information  on  publicity  activity  in  that  Department,  and 
from  Gordon  Dean,  Special  Executive  Assistant  to  the  Attor- 
ney General,  I  received  a  reply  from  which  I  quote: 

In  the  111  St  place  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  the  Department 
of  Justice,  unlike  some  of  the  other  departments  of  Government, 
has  no  •publicity"  unit,  as  that  term  Is  ordlnarUy  understood.  We 
do.  however,  conduct  an  "Infomaatlon"  which  Is  more  fully  de- 
scribed below. 

Now.  If  the  Department  of  Justice,  the  Federal  law  en- 
forcement agency  knows  that  other  departments  maintain 


publicity  bureaus,  then  it  is  countenancing  a  violation  of 
the  law.    It  Is  the  duty  of  the  Attorney  General  at  least 
to  warn  his  Federal  Cabinet  members  to  halt  the  Illegal 
practice.    Actually  he  should  order  them  to  stop  violating 
the  act  of   1913  and  prosecute  them   if  they  refuse.    The 
Attorney  General's  office  and  the  offices  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  and  other  Cabinet  officers  are  on  two  horns  of 
a  dilemma.    If  what  they  are  doing  is  legal,  then  Informa- 
tion and  publicity  employees  should  be  labeled  as  such  and 
they  should  be  budgeted  In  such  a  way  that  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  and  the  Budget  Commission  could  know 
immediately  how  much  publicity  and  Information  services 
were   costing   the   Government.     There   should   not    be   any 
hiding  of  publicity  experts  behind  false  titles.     If  It  la  wrong, 
the  Attorney  General's  office  should  be  the  first  to  uncover 
the  subterfuge  and  stop  It.    Violators  of  the  law  In   the 
Federal  departments  should  be  hounded  with  the  same  zeal 
that  the  Attorney  General's  office  would  run  down  any  other 
violator  of  the  law. 

There  Is  another  mischief  that  should  be  looked  Into  at 
this  time  when  we  are  hunting  the  "fifth  column"  and  the 
subversive  groups  In  America  and  In  our  Federal  branches 
of  the  Government.  A  few  months  ago  the  Dies  committee 
published  a  list  of  the  Federal  employees  who  belong  to 
subversive  groups.  Some  of  those  published  names  are 
reported  to  hold  harmless  jobs  as  clerks  and  assistants.  As 
long  as  the  administration  insists  on  covering  up  and  hiding 
the  information  services  in  its  departments,  just  that  long 
will  the  American  people  not  know  how  many  harmlesi- 
soundlng  titles  cover  up  a  publicity  "fifth  columnist"  who 
is  spreading  his  poison  of  propaganda  and  hate  of  class 
against  class  to  the  American  people  and  giving  his  false 
American  doctrines  the  dignity  of  our  great  Government. 

If  these  publicity  experts  are  so  hidden  that  the  Depart- 
ments themselves  cannot  recognize  their  extent  and  expense, 
we  certainly  have  a  weak  spot  in  the  structure  of  demo- 
cratic government  through  which  the  Trojan  horses  can 
push  their  way  at  will. 

We  Americans,  with  our  constitutional  government,  are 
morally  strong  enough,  patriotic  enough,  to  defend  ourselves 
against  all  subversive  attacks.  But  when  constitutional 
government  Itself  becomes  impaired,  when  illegal  authority 
within  government  dips  its  hand  in  the  Treasury's  coffers 
to  finance  a  campaign  of  woe  and  disunion  in  our  country, 
then  In  all  patriotism,  in  all,  common  sense,  that  rot  must 
be  amputated  and  the  new  dealers  who  planted  the  germ 
cut  off  from  power  with  the  same  stroke.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr.  Kleberg  1. 

Mr.  KLEBERG  Mr.  Chairman,  some  time  ago  when  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill  was  before  this  House.  I  of- 
fered an  amendment  increasing  the  amount  allowed  In  that 
bill  for  the  work  done  In  Texas.  New  Mexico,  and  parts  of 
Arizona  for  the  control  of  the  pink  boll  worm.  It  so  hap- 
pens that  at  that  time  the  subcommittee  in  charge  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  appropriation  bill  did  not  have 
before  It  the  Budget  Director's  supplementary  recommenda- 
tion. Due  to  the  strange  confusion  which  has  accompanied 
this  Item  throughout.  I  take  this  time  to  direct  the  attention 
not  only  of  the  members  of  the  committee,  but  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Director  of  the  Budget  to  the  peculiar  situation 
which  confronts  this  most  important  item  in  the  appropria- 
tion. 

This  deficiency  bill  does  not  make  any  mention  of  the 
pink  boUworm.  It  so  happens  that  the  Budget  Director 
sent  a  supplementary  estimate  to  this  committee  in  Docu- 
ment No.  802  on  June  3.  but  at  the  time  that  was  received  the 
agriculture  appropriation  bill  was  In  conference  and  the 
Senate  had  added  to  that  bill  the  required  amount  recom- 
mended by  the  Budget  Director.  In  the  meantime  this  bill 
is  voted  out  of  committee  and  does  not  carry  this  item.  I 
do  not  propose  to  offer  an  amendment  increasing  the 
amount,  because  the  item  was  not  dlscxissed  by  the  com- 
mittee the  second  time,  and  some  of  the  members  of  the 
committee  apparently  are  facile  in  forgetting  these  things 


k, 


# 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


t 


3526 

that  apparently  they  do  not  want  to  pay  attention  to.  I 
want  the  members  of  the  committee  to  at  least  remember 
JoM  enough.  untU  this  deficiency  appropriation  bill  comes 
bAck  from  the  Senate,  at  which  time  the  Senate  will  have 
itceived  an  additional  recommendation  from  the  Budget. 
Increasing  the  amount  by  J380.000  recommended  by  me  in 
the  earlier  appropriation.  U  this  amount  is  not  allowed  m 
the  Senate  we  have  every  cause  for  more  than  reasonable 
alarm  over' the  welfare  of  the  entire  Cotton  Belt,  n  we  do 
not  take  care  of  this  pest  and  keep  it  from  spreading,  it  is 
good-bye  cotton. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  TABER  Mr.  Chainnan.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Alexa.ndeb). 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Chainnan.  in  the  light  of  what  was 
said  this  morning  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
PisHl  and  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  and  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller].  I  think  I  should 
say  a  word  for  the  area  from  which  I  come  with  reference  to 
Its  desirability  as  a  location  for  the  placement  of  airplane 
lactones,  or  the  training  of  our  aviators  and  mechanics. 

In  Mirmesota.  especially  around  the  T^^in  Cities,  where  we 
have  one  of  the  finest  airports  in  the  world,  known  as  the 
Wold-Chamberlain  Airport,  named  after  two  World  War 
heroes,  we  have  just  about  the  finest  weather  conditions  in 
the  Nation  for  the  year  round  manufacture  and  flying  of 
airplanes  and  training  of  pilots. 
We  have  an  average  of  about  3  stormy  days  a  month; 
•-in  other  words,  practically  all  of  our  weather  is  bright,  clear, 
and  sunshiny.  I  noticed  in  a  local  eastern  paper  that  29 
days  of  one  month  were  cloudy  or  stormy  for  that  particular 
locality. 

We  have  the  correct  temperature  for  training  flyers,  a 
temperature  which  would  make  it  possible  for  them  to  get 
training  under  all  conditions.  And  on  those  rolling  prairies 
we  have  a  level  terrain  devoid  of  mountains  and  high  hills 
which  you  find  In  so  many  districts.  I  well  realize  that  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  has  a  wonderful  lay-out,  as  does 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  at  St.  Louis.  But  they  do  not 
compare  with  our  own  lay-out  up  in  the  Twin  City  area. 

In  addition  to  the  wonderful  weather  conditions  there,  we 
have  a  reservoir  of  native-born  labor,  high-class  mechanics, 
many  of  them  now  unemployed  who  are  available  and  waiting 
to  be  called  to  serve  the  Nation  in  its  present  emergency  and 
need  to  hasten  preparedness. 

Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  powers  that  he,  of  the 
authorities  in  control  of  the  proposed  program,  who  will  make 
the  decisions  that  are  to  be  made  within  the  next  few  weeks 
with  reference  to  this  problem,  to  the  thing  which  every 
school  child  knows  stopped  Napoleon  and  defeated  him  in 
his  historic  campaign  against  the  Russians;  to  what  Is  now 
being  practiced  in  China;  to  what  the  French  tried  to  do  last 
week  when  they  moved  their  Government  from  Paris  into  the 
center  of  the  nation  at  Tours:  and  to  what,  in  my  mind,  is 
just  good  common  sense;  that  Is.  that  we  shoiUd  get  our 
defensive  industry  and  strategic  factories  inland.  Get  them 
into  the  center  of  the  Nation  as  far  away  from  enemy  bomb- 
ing and  attack  as  possible. 

This  Is  especially  practical  with  reference  to  the  airplane 
industry  and  the  training  of  pilots,  and  I  hope  the  Government 
authorities  will  consider  it  their  patriotic  duty  to  set  up  their 
contemplated  airplane  expansion  program  in  the  midconti- 
nent  area,  starting  right  at  the  best  spot  of  all.  at  Minne- 
apolis and  St  Paul,  where  weather  and  geographical  condi- 
tions are  most  attractive.  Start  in  Minnesota,  farthest  re- 
moved in  the  Nation  from  all  primary  danger  spots  on  the 
coasts,  and  from  the  present  overcrowded  industrialized  areas, 
and  where  the  people  are  best  qualified  and  capable  from 
every  standpoint  of  cooperating  in  such  a  program. 

Last  week  a  delegation  of  aldermen  visited  the  officials  here 
and  thoroughly  acquainted  theni  with  the  advantages  we  have 
to  offer  at  Minneapolis,  and  I  know  there  can  be  no  excuse  for 
failure  to  give  active  response  to  their  representations.  Oiir 
people  are  now  awaiting  a  statement  from  the  administration. 
Indicating  that  wise  and  constructive  action  has  been  decided 
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upon,  and  that  a  preparedness  program  of  inland  and  mld- 
contlnent  development  is  about  to  be  initiated.    [Applause.] 
(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.   WOODRUM   of  Virginia.     Mr.   Chairman.   I   yield   2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  ColbI. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.    Mr.  Chainnan,  I  want  to  comment    • 
briefly  upon  an  item  in  this  bill  entitled  "Veterans'  Adminis- 
traUon  Hospital  PaciliUes."    For  10  years  I  have  been  doing 
everything  possible  to  bring  about  the  establishment  of  a  vet- 
erans' hospital  in  Baltimore  or  vicinity.    It  has  been  a  long 
fight  with  much  effort  from  time  to  time,  starting  with  a 
general  .<?urvey  of  the  needs  of  the  State:  appearance  l)efore 
the  Federal  Board  of  Hospitalization  and  finally  the  approval 
by  this  Board  of  a  imit  for  Baltimore  or  vicinity  based  upon 
their  determination  of  the  actual  need  for  a  new  hospital. 
My  interest  in  such  an  improvement  started  before  I  entered 
Congress  in  1926  at  a  time  when  I  was  fairly  active  in  the 
veterans'  organizations  to  which  I  belonged,  then,  as  well  as 
now.    The  memliers  of  the  American  Legion.  Disabled  Ameri- 
can Veterans,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars.  Spanish  War  Vet- 
erans, and  Jewish  War  Veterans  of  the  United  States,  and 
their  respective  auxiliaries,  have,  from  the  very  inception  of 
this  matter,  been  most  active  and  helpful.    I  want  to  ac- 
knowledge publicly  the  sincerity  of  their  work  and  the  splendid 
service  they  have  rendered  not  only  to  their  active  meml)er- 
ship  but  to  many  ex-service  men  not  enlisted  in  their  re- 
spective posts. 

The  bill  before  us  is  the  second  deficiency  appropriation 
and  carries  an  item  of  $1,000,000  to  remain  available  imtil 
expended  for  additional  hospital  and  domiciliary  facilities. 
During  consideration  of  this  item  by  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations I  appeared,  at  page  487  of  the  hearings,  and 
presented  a  statement  of  the  correspondence  passing  between 
President  Roosevelt  and  me  in  reference  to  this  much-needed 
Improvement. 

In  the  President's  letter  of  April  17  I  was  assured  that 
he.  the  President,  had  directed  the  Administrator  of  Veterans' 
Affairs,  who  is  Chairman  of  the  Federal  Board  of  Hospitaliza- 
tion, to  cause  the  Board  to  make  a  comprehensive  review  of 
the  entire  hospital  construction  needs  and  to  submit  to  him  on 
or  before  May  1  a  complete  program  with  recommendations 
covering  the  entire  subject.  This  was  done.  Just  as  President 
Roosevelt  stated,  and  I  am  happy  to  find  in  the  bill  today  the 
initial  appropriation  to  carry  out  what  President  Roosevelt 
and  the  Veterans'  Administration  l>elieve  to  be  necessary  to- 
complete  the  hospitalization  needs  for  all  of  our  veterans. 
The  veterans,  and  I  believe  their  many  friends  in  the  State 
of  Maryland,  will  be  most  appreciative  of  the  cooperation 
shown  by  the  President  in  this  matter  and  also  of  the  recom- 
mendation which  General  Hines  made  to  the  conunittee  in  his 
statement  found  at  pages  118  to  123,  inclusive,  of  the  hear- 
ings. 

Last  year,  when  a  statement  was  released  by  the  Veterans'  . 
Bureau  that  proposed  sites  for  the  new  hospital  in  Balti- 
more or  vicinity,  would  be  received  I  hoped  that  by  this  time 
the   actual  location  would  have   been   determined  and   all 
plans  for  the  improvement  released.    But  it  was  easy  for 
me  to  appreciate,  when  we  convened  in  January,  the  reasons 
for  the  delay  in  appropriating  the  necessary  funds.     I  had 
hoped  then  that  this  deficiency  bill  would  provide  sufQcient 
money  to  make  the  improvement  available  inmiedlately,  but 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  national-defense  program  haa 
required  such  heavy  exixndltures,  and  made  necessary  so^ 
much  additional  taxation,  and  has  especially  called  for  the' 
increased  use  of  the  industries  of  the  country,  I  am  inclined 
to  agree  with  the  position  taken  by  General  Hines  in  his 
testimony  before  the  committee  that  the  acquisition  of  the 
site  and  the  preparation  of  the  plans  is  atwut  ail  they  could, 
possibly  do  between  now  and  the  first  of  next  year  when 
Congress  reconvenes.    I  quote  from  his  testimony  as  follows: 

Mr.  Ludlow.  Without  exprcasing  mny  doubt  as  to  the  value  of  thia 
program,  I  am  wondering  why  It  was  brought  In  on  a  deficiency  bUl. 

General  Hinis.  The  study.  Congressman  LiniLow.  was  not  com- 
pleted In  time  for  the  President  to  really  act  on  it.  or  else  It  would 
have  been  included  earlier.  We  could  hare  Included  such  an  Item, 
but  we  would  have  hten  guCMtng.  With  a  more  definite  propositloo. 
we  thought  it  would  meet  with  approval  aU  the  way  along. 
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Iff.  LiTDix>w.  In  other  words,  you  ara  ready  now  to  go  ahead, 
whereas  you  were  not  ready  before? 

General  Hines.  That  Is  right. 

Mr.  WioGLKswoaTH.  How  soon  could  you  start  the  three  new 
facilities  if  this  appropriation  is  approved? 

General  HiNia.  If  we  had  the  money? 

Mr.  WiGCLiswoETH.  Yes. 

General  Hines.  It  would  require.  I  should  say.  from  now  until  the 
time  when  you  come  back  again.  If  you  adjourn  until  the  first  of  the 
year,  before  we  could  have  the  sites  selected,  the  tltlea  cleared,  and 
the  plans  ready.  In  my  Judgment,  we  would  not  be  able  to  go  any 
faster  If  we  had  the  full  amount  for  all  three  projects. 

Mr  WiccLESwoRTH  You  will  be  ready  to  start  on  tie  first  of  the 
year  if  this  Is  approved?  ..       ,  .  ^ 

General  Hines.  Yes;  we  will,  in  my  Judgment.  Also,  In  my  Judg- 
ment cnowlng  how  long  It  takes  to  clear  titles  and  select  sites  and 
draw  plans  for  Institutions  the  size  of  these.  I  think  $1,000,000  is  aU 
we  should  have  at  this  time. 

The  important  thing  is  that  the  first  dollar  to  make  the  new 
veterans'  hospital  for  Baltimore  or  vicinity  a  reaUty  becomes 
available  as  a  result  of  the  appropriation  now  before  us.  It  is 
the  beginning  of  the  early  end  to  a  long  but  successful  and 
worthwhile  fight.  I  am  happy  to  have  been  in  a  position,  as 
a  Member  of  Congress,  to  lend  my  time  and  support  to  this 
very  worthwhile  effort,  resulting  in  services  of  an  invaluable 
character  not  only  to  my  comrades  of  Maryland  but  to  all 
parts  of  the  United  States.  I  say  this  because  it  is  easy  for 
me  to  look  ahead  and  prophesy  that  the  new  unit  to  be  erected 
In  Baltimore  or  vicinity  will  very  Ukely  be  one  of  a  special 
character  wherein  the  facilities  and  medical  knowledge  avail- 
able in  Baltimore,  possibly  the  greatest  medical  center  of  the 
world  will  be  utilized  for  such  purposes.  I  thank  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  for  the  favorable  consideration  they 
have  given  this  item,  and  hope  that  in  the  reading  of  the  bill 
under  the  5-minute  rule  there  will  be  no  effort  to  disturb  the 
appropriation  as  now  provided. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  tMr.  ReesI. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  realize  that  in  a 
few  minutes  no  one  can  discuss  adequately  a  bill  with  so 
many  different  items  and  with  so  much  involved,  with  any 
degree  of  satisfaction. 

I  rise  at  this  time,  however,  to  call  attention  to  tne 
fact  that  I  think  it  is  high  time  for  the  members  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  as  weU  as  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress, to  scrutinize  a  little  more  carefully  these  expenditure 
bills.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  our  country 
Is  already  $45,000,000,000  in  debt,  and  since  we  are  adding 
four  bUUons  more  for  naUonal  defense,  and  since  we  are 
going  to  add  more  billions  in  the  future  for  that  purpose. 
we  ought  to  begin,  even  at  this  late  date,  to  cut  expenses 
except  where  they  are  absolutely  necessary. 

I  think  the  total  amount  in  this  bill  is  $57,000,000.  most 
of  it  very  likely,  is  needed  for  the  purposes  for  which  it  is 
I  think  could  well  be  stricken  out.  You  have  In  this  bill 
being  appropriated,  but  there  are  a  great  many  items  that, 
an  item  of  $50,000  for  a  new  weather  bureau  at  Boston. 
According  to  the  record  and  according  to  the  debate,  this 
weather  bureau  was  not  advocated  by  the  Department  in 
Washington,  but  was  promoted  by  the  good  people  of  Bos- 
ton. I  do  not  think  that  the  record,  so  far,  has  justified  the 
need  for  the  expenditure  of  this  Item. 

Just  to  show  how  you  are  spending  money,  this  after- 
noon. In  the  face  of  the  present  crisis,  there  are  two  items 
amounting  to  $450,000,  almost  a  half  million,  in  this  bill  to 
help  the  Worids  Fair  at  San  Francisco  and  the  one  at 
New  York  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  already  spent  $3,500.- 
000  on  these  two  Institutions  within  the  last  year.  I  think 
that  in  view  of  the  condition  of  the  Treasury,  as  well  as 
the  condition  of  the  country,  we  had  better  save  that  one- 
half  million.  ,„♦.„„  „f 
Another  thing.  Mr.  Chainnan,  there  is  an  appropriation  of 
eighteen  and  one-half  mUlion  dollars  in  this  bill  for  the 
Post  Office  Department.  I  am  informed  that  the  various 
executive  departments  of  the  Government  cost  the  Post 
Office  Department  something  over  $40,000,000  a  year  just 
for  publicity  concerning  their  various  governmental  func- 
Uons.    This  Is  millions  more  than  was  being  spent  for  this 


purpose  a  few  years  ago.  I  reallae  that  you  cannot  cut  it 
all  out.  but  I  believe  that  If  the  Appropriations  Committee 
would  do  a  little  cutUng  here  and  there,  a  good  share  of  this 
eighteen  and  one-half  miUion  doUars  could  be  saved  for  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  repeat,  that  with  our  Govemmeni 
carrying  the  biggest  debt  in  all  of  its  history  and  with  the 
need  of  the  spending  of  billions  of  dollars  more  to  provide 
for  a  proper  defense,  and  since  it  is  necessary  thereby  to 
add  to  the  tax  load  of  our  Government,  we  ought  to  spend 
money  only  for  those  things  that  are  absolutely  necessary, 
and  we  ought  to  have  the  courage  to  reduce  the  expenditures 
to  the  minimum  in  every  case  where  the  funds  are  not  abso- 
lutely needed  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Chainnan,  for  the  safe  of  the  national  defense  of  our 
country,  and  for  the  sake  of  its  taxpayers,  let  us  hold  all 
other  expenditures  to  the  very  minimum  possible. 

Mr.  Chairman,  Congress  should  not  adjourn.  It  should 
stay  in  session  during  the  impending  crisis.  In  the  mean- 
time. It  should  take  time  to  examine  and  investigate  the 
items  that  are  being  appropriated  by  this  Government,  with 
a  view  of  making  such  adjustments  as  are  fair  and  reason- 
able in  order  that  we  may  have  sufficient  funds  to  take  care 
of  our  defense  program.     (ApplaXise.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.    AU  time  has  expired.     The  Clerk  will 

read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

6e  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to 
supply  deficiencies  in  certain  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1940.  and  for  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30.  1940, 
and  June  30.  1»41,  and  for  other  purposes,  namely: 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 

word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  out  of 
order  for  5  minutes,  primarily  to  make  an  announcement. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  FISH.    This  is  about  a  colleague. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  If  the  gentleman  makes  an 
announcement,  he  will  start  an  argument. 

Mr.  FISH.    No:  this  is  not  an  argument. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  The  gentleman  is  not  going 
to  start  an  argument? 

Mr.  FISH.    No;  I  promise  that.    It  is  rather  unusual.  I 

admit. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Vtiiginia.  It  would  be  imusual  If  the 
gentleman  did  not  start  an  argument. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  agree, with  the  gentleman,  but  this  is  the 
exception  that  proves/the  rule. 

The  CHAIRMAN  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  FishI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  one  of  the  outstanding  and 
distinguished  Members  of  this  House  who  has  given  long, 
able,  and  faithful  service  In  the  House  of  Representatives 
was  yesterday  nominated  on  the  Republican  ticket  for  United 
States  Senator  in  the  SUte  of  Maine.     I  Applause.] 

Mr.  Brewster  has  served  many  years  with  us  in  the  House. 
We  know  hUn  as  a  Member  of  real  abihty.  We  also  know 
that  the  State  of  Maine  is  a  RepubUcan  stronghold,  and 
that  the  nomination  is  almost  equivalent  to  election,  the 
same  as  nominations  on  the  Democratic  ticket  In  the  South 
are  equivalent  to  election. 

We  in  the  House  will  miss  our  colleagrue.  who  Is  popular 
with  all  of  us.  He  has  rendered  a  great  service  to  his  coun- 
try here  and  to  our  deliberations.  We  know  that  he  will 
continue  to  serve  his  country  and  his  p^rty  and  to  use  his 
legislative  experience,  training,  and  ability  in  the  Interest 
of  the  American  people  when  he  goes  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  SUtes.  We  say  to  him.  "Hail  and  farewell;"  but  we 
hope  that  after  he  becomes  a  Member  of  that  august  body 
he  will  remember  us.  Democrats  and  Republicans  alike,  who 
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sit  In  this  humble  part  of  the  leglslaUve  branch  of  the  Oov- 

ernment.     (Applause.!  *  <w«  ^.,t  ♦>,• 

Mr.  BREWSTER.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to  strike  out  ine 

last  two  words.  .     x.-   ^        ^      * 

Mr  Chairman.  I  appreciate  very  much  the  kmd  words  oi 
the  gentleman  from  New  York.  I  derived  only  one  lesson 
from  my  recent  experience  which  may  bear  upon  the  prob- 
lem with  which  we  are  immediately  faced.  Many  of  us  here 
have  been  concerned  with  what  might  be  going  on  back 
home  and  with  whether  or  not  we  shoxild  adjourn. 

I  do  not  presume  that  my  record  or  my  constituency  are 
in  any  way  unique,  but  I  carried  on  a  campaign  without 
missing  scarcely  a  session  or  a  roU  caU.  It  seems  evident 
that  nothing  would  be  more  satisfactory  to  our  constituen^ 
than  to  remain  steadfastly  here  upon  the  job  to  which 
they  have  assigned  us.  This  is  the  lesson  I  derived  from  this 
recent  experience.  I  hope  it  may  mean  that  Congress  will 
continue  in  rather  constant  session  and  carry  on  the  very 
grave  responsibilities  of  keeping  America  and  American  de- 
mocracy secure.     1  Applause.! 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Salmrles  and  expfjnsen:  For  an  additional  amount  for  sal«rl«  »«<» 
«mJn«r  B^e»u  ot  the  Budget,  fiscal  year  1941.  Including  the 
objwts  specified  under  this  heart  In  the  Independent  Offices  Appro- 
prUitlon  Act.  1941.  $50,000:  Provided.  That  the  llmlUtlon  on  the 
Jmcun?  S^ich  may  be  expended  under  this  head  lor  t^mpoi^ry 
employmwit  of  person,  or  organlatlons  by  contract  or  otherwise 
lithoGt  regard  trsectlon  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  or  the  civil- 
•ervlce  or  classification  Uws  Is  hereby  Increased  to  •100.000. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
ttrike  out  the  paragraph. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  KiroTsoN  moves  to  strike  out  the  paragraph  beginning  on 
page  5.  line  17.  and  ending  in  line  25. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  yesterday  In  another 
body  a  distingui  hed  gentleman  rose  and  suggested  a  seven- 
point  program  for  the  rehabilitation  of  the  United  States.  I 
would  like  to  call  these  recommendations  to  the  attention  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  because  they  are  most  extraordi- 
nary; In  fact,  were  they  adopted,  it  would,  in  effect,  set  up 
a  dictatorship  in  this  country  as  vicious  as  any  they  have 
across  the  sea. 

The  suggestions  are  as  follows: 

First.  Confer  upon  the  President  full  wartime  power  to 
prepare  and  defend  America. 

Second.  Universal -defense  service,  so  that  every  citizen 
may  be  best  trained  and  placed  for  the  country's  defense. 

Third.  Confer  upon  the  President  power  to  suspend  all 
rules,  regulations,  and  statutes,  including  Army.  Navy,  and 
departmenUl  seniority  regulations,  which,  in  his  judgment, 
interfere  with  the  maximiun  speed  in  the  production,  trans- 
portation, or  manufacture  of  defense  materials. 

Fourth.  Confer  upon  the  President  power  to  suspend  the 
present  debt  limitation  if.  in  his  judgment,  such  limitation 
Interferes  with  the  maximum  speed  of  the  defense  program. 

Fifth.  Grant  the  President  the  authority  to  aid  in  material 
or  credit  those  coimtries  and  nations  which,  in  his  judgment, 
at  this  time  constitute  America's  first  line  of  defense. 

Sixth.  The  President  and  the  Congress  to  begin  immedi- 
ately the  preparation  and  the  adoption  of  a  defense  budget 
and  a  tax  program  adequate  for  the  national  defense. 

Seventh.  Confer  on  the  President  the  power  to  take  into 
custody  for  the  duration  of  the  defense  effort  all  aliens 
whose  freedom  would,  in  his  opinion,  jeopardize  the  defense 
program. 

I  am  wondering  whether  we  are  ready  for  a  program  of  this 
kind  in  the  United  States. 

Carried  to  its  logical  conclusion.  It  would  suspend  constl- 
^jtional  government.  It  would  set  up  a  military  autocracy 
In  this  country,  and  I  submit  that  we  have  already  gone  much 
too  far  in  that  direction  already.  It  would  make  the  Presi- 
dent absolutely  supreme  in  Budget  making,  in  determining 
how  much  shall  be  spent,  and  also  give  him  free  rein  insofar 
as  the  limit  on  the  national  debt  is  concerned.  Then,  too.  he 
could  place  in  confinement  all  who  disagreed  with  his  policies 
and  actions. 
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I  read  the  proposals  of  the  distinguished  gentleman  with 
amazement  and  with  deep  concern,  because  he  is  looked  upon 
and  by  many  considered  as  a  spokesman  for  the  administra- 
tion     I  am  wondering  if  the  distingxiished  genUeman  was 
sending  up  a  trial  balloon  at  the  behest  of  the  White  House  to 
give  the  President  an  indication  of  whether  or  not  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  was  continuing,  as  it  has  for  the 
last  7  years,  to  be  a  servile,  rubber  stamp  for  the  executive     ^ 
branch  of  the  Government,  and  whether  the  time  is  propitious 
for  the  President  to  come  out  with  a  proposal  to  set  up  a  . 
dictatorship  in  this  country.    Judging  by  the  past  three  Con- 
gresses and  the  past  7  years,  it  would  not  surprise  me  In  the 
least  if  the  Congress  were  to  supinely  surrender  the  few  con- 
stitutional prerogatives  it  now  retains  and  thus  confer  dicU- 
torial  powers  upon  the  Executive.    It  would  not  surprise  me  in     ^ 
the  least  if  the  Executive  were  to  ask  for  these  extraordinary 
powers  because  he  has  a  very  exalted  opinion  of  himself  and 
hi5  ability  to  rule  without  help  from  anyone.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.! 

The  pro  forma  amendment  was  withdrawn. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Dbpaktmimt  or  AoRicm-Tums 

FOREST  SKKViCK 

Reconstruction  and  repair  of  roads  and  other  Improvements,  na-  < 
tlonal  forests  in  California:  For  the  reconstruction  of  roads,  trails, 
brtdges.  and  other  Improvements  in  the  national  forests  In  Califor- 
nia, damaged  or  destroyed  by  floods  In  February  and  March  1940, 
fiscal  year  1940.  aaOO.OOO.  to  remain  available  untU  December  31, 
1940. 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Pish:  On  page  22,  after  line  4.  Insert 
a  new  paragraph  as  follow^: 

"Rubber  investigation:  An  Investigation  for  tbe  production  at 
rubber  In  the  Western  Hemisphere,  »1. 000.000." 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  hope  the  members  of  the 
committee  will  give  their  attention  to  this  proposaL  The 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the  experts  under  him  have 
made  an  extensive  study  as  to  the  possibility  of  producing 
rubber  in  South  America.  I  have  had  several  talks  with 
the  Secretary  himself.  This  proposal  does  not  emanate 
from  me.  I  am  not  interested  at  all  in  rubber  of  any  kind. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  however,  is  vitally  interested  in 
this  amendment  and  wants  favorable  action  on  it.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  not  in  the  bill  I  have  taken  occa- 
sion to  present  it.  Just  why  I  should  be  the  spokesman  for  . 
the  Democratic  Secretary  of  Agriculture  I  do  not  know, 
but  I  do  know  that  several  of  his  experts  were  sent  down 
to  my  office  by  Secretary  Wallace  in  favor  of  the  proposal 
and  proved  to  me  the  need  and  urgency  for  it. 

I  am  talking  directly  to  the  Democrats,  because  if  you 
Democrats  do  not  want  this  project  it  will  not  be  written 
into  law  t)ecause  you  control  legislation.  I  am  presenting  the 
amendment  on  its  merits  and  I  think  I  can  make  a  very 
sound  case  for  it  on  its  merits. 

Secretary  Wallace  tells  me  there  are  23.000.000  acres  in 
South  America  available  to  grow  rubber.  He  said  we  ought 
to  And  out  the  best  acreage,  where  they  have  the  proper 
amoimt  of  rainfall  and  the  proper  kind  of  soil,  and  we  can 
then  grow  rubber  in  South  America  just  as  well  as  it  is  grown 
in  the  Malay  States. 

This  is  no  little  matter  I  am  disciissing,  and  I  do  hope  the 
Members  of  the  House  will  pay  some  attention  to  the  facts 
that  I  am  presenting  and  act  accordingly. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  wUl  the  gentleman  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  PISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Ford  is  already  pro- 
ducing rubtjer  with  a  great  degree  of  success  now  in  Brazil? 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  is  correct.  We  are  the  great- 
est consumers  of  rubber  in  the  world  and  the  British  Em- 
pire and  Holland  have  a  monopoly  on  this  rubber.  We  pay 
outrageous  prices  for  it.  We  consume,  I  think,  something 
like  60  or  70  percent  of  it.  Mr.  Ford  went  down  to  South 
America  10  shears  ago  and  invested  millions  of  dollars  and 
has  a  huge  plantation  there.    It  takes  7  or  8  years  to  grow 
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a  rubber  tree  to  the  point  where  it  will  produce.  Some 
people  believe,  in  spite  of  what  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Michigan  has  said,  that  Mr.  Ford  did  not  make  an  adequate 
Investigation  of  his  location  and  that  there  is  not  proper 
rainfall  there,  although  there  is  just  across  the  moimtain 
ranges. 

The  Secretary  of  Agricultiu-e  and  his  experts  are  abso- 
lutely convinced  that  there  is  ample  and  abundant  acreage 
In  South  America  to  grow  rubber,  and  they  are  supposed 
to  be  the  best  experts  in  the  world. 

I  am  informed  that  rubber  originally  came  from  South 
America  and  was  transported  to  the  East  Indies  where,  un- 
der  British   control,   it   v.-as   intensely   developed.     So   from 
every  point  of  view,  not  alone  of  national  defense,  this  is  an 
important  proposal.     Some  of  our  weU-knowm  international 
columnists  have  even  suggested  that  we  should  go  to  war 
immediately  in  defense  of  oiu-selves  because  we  do  not  have 
rubber  and  tin.  and  therefore  we  had  better  get  into  this 
war  to  safeguard  a  supply  of  these  two  essential  commodi- 
ties.   If  that  is  so.  if  there  is  a  word  of  truth  in  it.  my 
amendment    should    stand    on    its    own    merits.     Congress 
should  have  acted  20  or  30  years  ago  under  Republican  ad- 
ministrations, because  it  is  in  the  Interest  of  the  American 
people  who  are  the  consumers  and  we  are  being  held  up 
every  year  and  highjacked  on  rubber  prices  because  of  a 
foreign  monopoly,  and  right  at  our  back  door  and  on  our 
own  conUnent,  we  can  grow  rubber  if  we  spend  just  a  small 
sum  of  money  to  locate  the  most  suitable  land,  soil,  and 
rainfall  in  South  America. 

And  after  all.  if  I  am  wilUng  as  a  Republican  to  urge  that 
$1  000  boo  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  Democratic  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  at  least  it  shows  my  wUlingness  to  have  this 
investigaUon  held  right  away.  Under  ordinary  conditions— 
not  the  emergency  which  confronts  us— I  would  just  as  Uef 
and  would  prefer  to  let  it  go  until  next  year  when  we  will 
have  a  new  SecreUry  of  Agriculture  under  a  Republican 
administration  to  make  this  investigation.  But  putting  aside 
partisanship.  I  feel  it  Is  in  the  Interest  of  aU  the  American 
people  and  in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  and  I  would 
like  to  see  the  Members  of  Congress  vote  for  this  amendment 
on  the  merits  of  the  proposal  now.  as  time  is  of  the  essence. 
[Applause.!  ,  ,  „ 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 

York  has  expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  close  in  7 
minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  2  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRiCSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  whole  subject  of 
rubber  is  extremely  interesting.  It  first  came  to  my  atten- 
tion when  I  was  on  the  subcommittee  for  agricultural  ap- 
propriations, when  we  carried  an  item  for  rubber  explora- 
tion That  first  item  was  in  1933,  and  carried  $75,000.  We 
carried  in  excess  of  $46,000  a  year  every  year  up  to  and 
Including  the  present  appropriation  bill  for  agriculture  for 
1940.  I  think  you  can  examine  all  of  the  hearings,  all  of 
Uie  testimony  adduced  by  Dr.  Auchter  and  you  will  find 
that  we  have  made  no  real  tangible  progress.  That  is  to 
say  that  Dr.  Auchter  and  his  assistants  in  the  Department, 
took  up  the  work  where  Mr.  Edison  left  off  his  experimen- 
tations with  goldenrod  in  the  hope  that  there  was  enough 
rubber  content  to  make  it  commercially  feasible.  However, 
that  is  not  the  case,  and  after  an  expenditure  of  $438,000 
in  the  last  8  years,  we  have  nothing  definite  to  show. 

Now  there  comes  the  experiment  of  Mr.  Henry  Ford  in 
South  America,  and  I  shall  quote  from  Time  Magazine  of 


June  17.  1940.  eliminating  wherever  necessary  for  the  sake 
of  brevity.  Mr.  Ford's  company  went  to  South  America  in 
1927  and  took  over  2.000.000  acres.  There  he  started  his 
rubber  experimentation  on  a  large  scale,  investing  millions 
of  dollars.  Everything  has  gone  along  all  right,  except  that 
all  the  rubber  which  Mr.  Ford  has  produced  in  South 
America  in  aU  that  time  can  be  loaded  into  a  single  rubber 
factory  in  the  United  States  of  America.  The  first  thing 
he  ran  into  was  a  leaf  difficulty.  The  leaves  of  the  plant 
down  there  were  susceptible  to  plant  disease.  Next,  he  had 
difficulty  with  native  labor,  and  so.  after  13  years  of  ex- 
perimentation In  Brazil  on  2.000.000  acres,  there  is  still  little 
to  show  except  a  very  modest  production  of  rubber  which 
is  infinitesimal  in  comparison  with  our  needs. 

In  our  own  country  we  tried  it  with  guayule,  this  Mexican 
plant.  Mr.  Baruch  and  John  D.  Rockefeller,  Jr.,  have  ex- 
pended millions  of  dollars  in  Texas.  There  they  planted  over 
40,000  acres  of  guajrule.  and  Just  as  soon  as  the  price  of 
natural  rubber  went  down,  the  production  of  guayule  rubber 
went  down  to  3.000  pounds  a  year,  and  that  is  where  it  is  at 
the  present  time,  without  hope  of  rehabilitating  it,  because 
of  inherent  difficulties  involved. 

I  contend  that  our  biggest  hope  is  in  the  industrial  field, 
even  though  there  are  drawbacks  here  also.  There  are  many 
types  of  industrial  rubber  today.  For  instance,  there  is  neo- 
prene.  which  was  first  discovered  by  a  professor  at  Notre 
Dame  University.  Next,  there  Is  Butadiene,  manufactured  by 
the  Germans,  today,  and  being  used  by  them  today  to  take 
the  place  of  natural  rubber.  Then  there  Is  Thiokol.  and  the 
Goodrich  Co.'s  Koroseal.  It  Is  only  within  the  last  2  or  3 
weeks  that  the  Goodrich  Co.  held  an  exposition  in  New  York, 
and  there  they  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  country  a  new 
type  of  synthetic  rubber  which  they  propose  to  use  on  the 
treads  of  rubber  tires.  They  are  getting  the  price  down  and 
they  are  going  forward  in  their  chemical  research  in  the 
field  of  petroleum  and  the  possibility  of  developing  rubber 
from  that  source.  They  have  announced  a  rubber  known  as 
Ameripol.  That,  in  my  judgment,  Mr.  Chairman,  offers  tfce 
greatest  horizon  for  research  and  the  possibility  of  develop- 
ing rubber  In  case  our  supply  from  Dutch  East  Indies  or  the 
British  is  cut  cff. 

I  can  see  no  virtue  in  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  I  Mr.  Fish].  In  the  years  past  we  have 
given  the  Department  all  of  the  money  that  they  wanted  for 
research,  and  nothing  has  been  produced  as  yet  in  the  way 
of  real,  tangible,  commercial,  merchantable,  visible  results. 
So  why  indulge  in  the  gesture  of  putting  another  million  dol- 
lars into  the  bill  when,  after  8  years  of  continuous  and  con- 
sistent effort,  with  all  the  money  that  they  have  asked  of  the 
subcommittee,  there  is  still  nothing  to  show,  and  I  suggest 
that  it  is  nothing  more  than  a  futile  gesture.  The  proposal  to 
put  a  million  dollars  Into  this  bill  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
on  rubber  investigations  should  be  turned  down.  I  would 
rather  lock  to  private  industry.  TTiey  are  doing  a  good  job 
now.  particularly  so  in  the  light  of  the  difficulties  of  the 
guayule  plants  in  Texas,  and  In  California  because  of  diffi- 
culty In  meeting  present  price  competition. 

So  let  us  let  industry  work  on  It  for  a  while.  In  proportion 
as  they  have  found  things  in  other  fields  of  chemical  enter- 
prise and  finally  brought  it  within  the  reach  of  the  average 
American  pocketbook.  I  am  satisfied  that  with  that  kind  of 
inventive  genius  and  resourcefulness  they  will  find  the  answer 
in  the  field  of  rubber  again. 

So  I  respectfully  suggest  to  the  committee  that  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  my  friend  from  New  York  (Mr.  FisHl  ought 
to  be  voted  down. 

The  last  sentence  of  the  Time  article— page  72,  June  17, 
1940— is  interesting.  It  observes  that  if  Henry  Ford  cannot 
clean  up  the  Brazilian  jungle,  only  a  concerted  Government 
effort  can. 

Let  me  observe  that  such  an  effort  would  prove  costly, 
indeed.  An  equal  amount  of  money  devoted  to  experimenta- 
tion on  the  industrial  front  would  be  more  likely  to  yield  far 
greater  results. 
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Tbe  CHAIRMAN.    The   question   Is  on   the   amendment 

offered  by  the  gentleman  frcm  New  York  [Mr.  PIshJ. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Obser^tions,  wmrnlngs.  and  general  weather  wrvicc:  Por  •«  •**ll 
tlonal  amount  for  eatabUshlng  and  maintaining  a  forecast  dlMrict 
for  Haw  ■nclaDd.  nacal  y«ar  1941,  including  the  same  objects  specl- 
fl«d  nndv  the  head  "Oeneral  weather  service  and  research"  In  the 
Department  of  Agrlctiltvire  Appropriation  Act,  1940,  $50,000. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  LaMBnrrsow:  On  page  26.  strike  out 
the  paragraph  beginning  with  line  6. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  in  line  with 
the  argument  I  made  In  general  debate  to  strike  out  this 
$50,000  Item  for  a  separate  weather  bureau  in  Boston,  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  not  a  deficiency  and  it  is  not  an  emergency. 
The  gentleman  who  followed  me  said  he  took  pride  in  this. 
He  said  a  Republican  newspaper  of  Boston  was  one  of  the 
great  advocates  of  this  thing.  It  does  not  make  any  differ- 
ence to  me  whether  it  Is  a  RepubUcan  newspaper  or  what 
It  is.  It  is  a  chamber  of  commerce  idea,  where  Democrats 
and  Republicans  both  Join  if  they  want  some  little  gravy  for 
their  home  city.  That  is  very  common.  Republican  news- 
papers and  Democratic  politicians  will  Join  many  times  to  get 
something:  for  their  home  commvmity. 

We  ought  to  strike  this  out.  No  emergency;  no  deficiency. 
Of  all  people  that  should  not  be  allowed  to  win  a  victory, 
it  Is  a  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  The 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  has  lagged  a  long  time  in  this 
House  to  keep  up  with  the  already  overburdened  appropria- 
tions, and  then  for  a  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee to  come  over  here  and  help  sink  us  a  little  worse,  we 
ought  not  to  stand  for  it.     (Laughter  and  applause.! 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  MassachusetU.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Is  It  not  true  that  a 
weather  bureau  at  Boston  near  the  coast  Is  extremely  Im- 
portant M  a  part  of  our  national  defense? 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Nobody  has  intimated  it  as  a  part 
of  natkMial  defense. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Mascacbusetts.    I  do.    I  very  strongly 

urge  it. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  We  can  Justify  anjrthing  and  every- 
thing now  In  the  name  of  national  defense.  Sometxxly  can 
figure  out  a  connection  for  it  all. 

Mr.  MURRAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Docs  not  the  gentleman  know  that  Bos- 
ton is  a  great  city  and  does  he  not  know  they  were  able  to 
get  1.900.000  pounds  of  fluid  milk  for  that  city,  the  only 
city  In  the  United  States  that  had  it? 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.    No;  I  did  not  know  that. 

Mr.  OIFPORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GIFFXDRD.  Did  the  gentleman  ever  hear  ansrthlng 
about  parity  payments? 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Yes.  sir:  and  I  voted  against  them, 
too.  Jtist  like  srou  did.  I  dare  you  to  vote  against  this  with 
me.  (Laughter.]  I  dare  you  to  vote  against  this  with  me. 
Show  me  you  are  Just  as  big  as  I  have  been  and  as  imselflsh 
on  this  item.  You  vote  with  me.  I  voted  with  you  on 
pculty  payments.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  have 
voted  "no"  so  much  that  I  do  not  know  if  I  can  break  the 
habit.    I  am  going  to  try. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  I  challenge  everybody  here  to  vote 
on  this  thing  as  his  own  conscience  dictates.  There  is  no- 
body who  claims  it  is  a  deficiency.  Nobody  has  iiroven  it  is 
an  emergency.    Yet  here  it  it. 

I  have  three  towns  in  my  district.  One  has  a  railroad 
shop  that  is  about  to  be  abandoned,  and  they  want  the  Gov- 
ernment to  take  it  over.    Another  one  has  a  furniture  fac- 


tory that  has  gone  out.  They  wanted  me  to  get  the  Gov- 
ernment to  take  it  over,  but  it  never  occurred  to  me  to 
come  here  and  ask  my  colleagues  personally  to  help  me  get 
it  taken  care  of  in  a  deficiency  bill  or  any  bill  to  let  the 
Government  take  them  over.  That  had  not  occurred  to 
me.  But  this  is  an  accomplishment  for  a  person  of  feelings 
without  argument.  It  Is  all  right  for  anybody  to  propose 
anything  to  you.    I  never  object  to  that. 

But  it  is  also  wrong  for  anylwdy  to  3^eld  to  an  individual 
to  personally  raid  the  Federal  Treasury. 
(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  In  opposi- 
tion to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  good  friend  the  gentleman  from  Kan- 
sas (Mr.  LajcbektsokI  and  I  are  apt  to  see  pretty  much  eye 
to  eye  on  many  problems  that  come  before  us.  I  am  sorry 
in  this  instance  that  this  is  not  the  case.  I  believe  that  had 
it  been  possible  for  him  to  have  heard  in  person  the  testimony 
of  Commander  Reichelderfer.  Chief  of  the  Weather  Bureau, 
on  this  item,  he  would  not  take  his  present  position  in  respect 
to  it. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  supporting  this  Item  because  I  believe 
it  to  be  Justilied  in  the  light  of  our  experience  in  recent  years 
in  New  England  and  in  the  Ught  of  the  testimony  before  our 
committee.  I  am  supporting  It  also  because  I  believe  It  will 
prove  to  be  economy  in  the  long  nm. 

In  this  connection  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Chief  of  the  Weather  Bureau  informed  yoiu-  committee  that 
in  a  single  Instance  this  winter  more  than  $5,000,000  was 
saved  for  the  State  of  Florida  as  a  result  of  Weather  Bureau 
warning;  an  amount  which  he  said  would  be  sufficient  to  nm 
the  Florida  frost-warning  service  for  a  hundred  years  to 
come  on  the  basis  of  its  present  annual  cost. 

I  have  here.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  letter  addressed  to  my  col- 
league the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  IMr.  McCormack], 
under  date  of  June  15.  by  Mr.  C.  C.  Clark,  the  Acting  Chief 
of  the  Weather  Bureau.  He  says  among  other  things,  and  I 
quote: 

The  citlxens  residing  in  New  England  Justly  complam  of  tbe 
Inadsquaey  of  the  WMtthcr  forecast  service  now  provided  because 
the  forecasts  are  now  Issued  from  the  distant  forecast  center  at 
Washington.  D.  C. 

New  England,  because  of  Its  location,  varied  topography,  and 
geographical  features,  presents  foreeasi  problems  of  a  regional 
nature  that  require  the  application  of  special  techniques  based  en 
an  Intlmnte  knowledge  of  local  conditions  and  their  effect  on 
weather    occurrences.     The    territory    comprising    this    district    Is 

croMed  by  two  active  storm  paths  and  ts  affected  both  winter  and 
summer  not  otUy  by  disturbances  crossing  the  country  from  the 
west  but  slso  by  coastal  storms  approaching  from  the  south.  It 
Is  Impracticable,  because  of  the  large  sloe  of  the  Washington  fore- 
cast district  as  now  constituted,  for  the  forecasters  to  give  as  In- 
tensive a  detailed  study  to  the  changing  weattier  conditions  as  Is 
necessary 

If  you  look  at  the  hearings  on  this  item  commencing  at 
page  192,  you  will  find  further  statements  to  the  same  effect 
by  the  Chief  of  the  Weather  Bureau.  For  example,  and  I 
quote: 

The  Washington  district  is  still  one  of  the  largest  dis- 
tricts, •  •  •  and  t>ecause  of  the  differences  in  weather  In  New 
Kngland,  the  special  and  individual  needs  of  business  and  indtis- 
trlal  Interests  there,  and  the  large  number  of  people  to  be  senred. 
It  Is  very  desirable  for  them  to  have  a  forecast  district  and  a  fore- 
cast center  which  can  pay  attention  to  their  indlvldualleed 
needs.  •  •  •  The  Washington  district  Is  Just  too  large  for  any 
forecaster  or  group  of  forecasters  to  give  specific  and  speclaJtaed 
forecasting  for  Industry,  agrlctilture,  and  other  fields  throughout 
the  Kast.  *  *  *  A  single  forecaster  cannot  handle  a  district  that 
Urge.  It  Is  simply  Impossible  for  him  to  sttxly  the  local  variations 
In  weather  and  forecast  them  with  the  preclseness  that  he  cotild  if 
be  were  forecasting  for  a  smaller  area. 

Commander  Reichelderfer  also  stated  that — 

A  forecaster  at  Boston  could  have  taterpreted  the  effects  of  the 
hurricane  in  New  Kngland  tjetter  than  the  man  in  Washington 
because  he  could  have  devoted  entire  attention  to  the  smaller  area. 

Mr.  Chairman.  New  England,  as  we  all  know,  had  a  hurri- 
cane during  the  last  year  or  two  which  brought  with  It  incal- 
culable loss.  New  England  has  also  had  one  or  two  other 
serious  storms  since  that  time.  In  none  of  these  instances 
have  we  had  adequate  wamlnss  from  the  Weather  Bureau. 
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I  beUeve  that  if  this  item  is  included  in  the  bill  New  Eng- 
land should  have  a  far  better  chance  to  avoid  serious  losses; 
that  the  expenditure  made  should  result  in  very  substantial 
economy  in  the  long  run. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  We  all  know  that  a  great 
deal  of  damage  and  loss  of  life  would  have  been  saved  if 
Boston  had  had  a  weather  bureau  at  the  time  of  the  hurri- 
cane and  flood  in  1938.  And  also,  is  it  not  true  that  a  great 
many  pilots  are  going  to  be  trained  in  that  area  in  the  near 
future? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Yes;  that  is  true. 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  As  a  matter  of  safety 
and  also  as  a  matter  of  national  defense,  we  must  have  more 
adequate  Information  about  weather  conditions  in  this  area. 
Of  course,  a  great  many  ships  go  in  and  cut  of  the  rivers  and 
harbors  in  New  England. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  think  my  colleague  is  right. 
Among  other  aviation  projects  which  should  be  aided  by  the 
improved  Weather  Bureau  service  are  the  naval  aviation  base 
at  Squantum.  Mass..  the  new  naval  air  base  at  Quonsett 
Point.  R.  I.,  and  the  new  Army  Northeast  Air  Base  at  Chick- 
opee  Falls,  Mass.  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas  will  be  defeated. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that 
all  debate  on  this  amendment  close  in  10  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In  support  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  do  not  want  to  give  this  particular  item 
an  exclusively  Boston  color,  or  even  a  Massachusetts  color. 
I  can  assure  the  Members  of  the  House  that  all  of  New  Eng- 
land is  vitally  interested  in  having  this  important  Weather 
Bureau  service  located,  as  It  will  be,  in  Boston.  Outside  of 
the  arguments  we  have  already  heard  advanced,  I  want  to 
add  one  or  two.  Among  the  industries  that  will  be  served  by 
this  new  weather  station  is  that  of  fishing.  Large  fleets  of 
fishing  boats  operate  off  the  New  England  coast  and  off  the 
coast  of  Canada.  They  depend  on  weather  reports  for  plan- 
ning their  trips. 

The  question  of  national  defense  has  been  raised  and  I  was 
rather  surprised  that  my  friend  the  gentleman  from  Kansas 
did  not  realize  the  importance  of  that  area  to  the  aviation 
Industry  through  the  experiments  that  are  being  conducted 
up  there.  As  recently  as  Memorial  Day  I  left  Hartford  in  a 
plane,  depending  on  weather  reports  received  from  the 
Weather  Bureau  20  minutes  before  we  left.  The  report  was 
that  everything  was  clear  from  Hartford  to  Washington,  with 
ft  celling  of  not  less  than  1.500  feet  into  Washington.  When 
we  got  to  Philadelphia  we  had  an  800-foot  celling,  and  when 
we  got  to  Baltimore  wc  were  on  the  groimd  with  a  four  or 
five  himdred  foot  ceiling.  I  came  the  rest  of  the  way  by 
automobile.  That  did  not  matter,  with  plenty  of  air  fields  in 
that  part  of  the  country,  but  as  you  go  north  from  Boston, 
as  my  colleague  from  Maine  IMr.  BREwsnal  will  bear  me 
out.  there  are  very  few  emergency  landing  fields  and  these 
weather  reports  are  of  vital  importance.  If  one  Army 
bomber,  one  of  oiw  flying  fortresses,  setting  out  from  Wash- 
tatgton.  New  York,  or  Boston  to  go  north,  and  depending  on 
the  latest  weather  report,  got  information  that  did  not  stand 
up  and  met  with  a  tragic  crash,  this  $50,000  would  be  more 
than  wiped  out  with  that  one  accident. 

I  am  not  going  to  take  the  time  of  the  Committee  to  refer 
to  the  effect  on  agriculture  and  all  these  other  items,  but  I 
would  like  to  say  in  the  closing  minutes  that  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  science  connected  with  aviation  that  has  improved 
so  rapidly  hi  the  last  few  years  as  has  the  science  of  fore- 
casting the  weather. 

I  am  going  to  ask  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include 
extracts  from  a  report  made  by  authorities  at  the  Massachu- 
setts Institute  of  Technology.    It  was  at  that  school  that  they 


discovered  a  method  of  not  only  measuring  the  width  of  a 
storm  but  also  the  depth  of  a  storm.  That  one  development 
added  a  great  deal  to  accuracy  in  the  science  of  weather  fore- 
casting. If  this  were  a  $50,000,000  item.  I  still  feel  the  com- 
mittee may  have  been  Justified  in  considering  it.  I  am  sur- 
prised there  should  be  any  debate  on  this  $50,000  Item  when 
the  benefits  and  results  must  be  so  apparent  to  all  Members 
of  the  House  as  they  were  to  the  members  of  the  Appro-  ^ 
priations  Committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection,  the  gentleman  may 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  but  to  include  extra- 
neous matters  he  will  have  to  receive  permission  in  the  House, 
There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  IMr.  Giftord]  for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  a  pleasure  to  vote 
"yes"  on  an  appropriation.  I  am  so  often  attempting  to  force 
reductions.  The  old  Weather  Bureau  used  to  be  called 
Old  Probability — probably  fair,  probably  something  else. 
The  old  story  is  that  out  in  Maryland  an  old  farmer  foretold 
the  weather  more  accurately  than  the  Weather  Bureau  here 
in  Washington,  and  they  sent  an  inspector  to  learn  how  he 
did  it.  He  took  the  Inspector  out  in  the  field  and  pointed  to 
his  donkey.  He  stated.  "When  the  weather  is  good,  he  grazes 
contentedly.  When  bad  weather  is  coming  on  he  shows 
degrees  of  uneasiness  and  by  that  degree  we  determine  the 
weather."  "Hiey  came  back  to  Washington  and  they  put  a 
jackass  at  the  head  of  every  Weather  Bureau  in  the  country. 
That  is  a  story  that  perhaps  you  have  heard  before.  It  was 
in  our  textbooks  of  long  ago. 

Today  the  forecasts  are  quite  accurate.  I  live  in  the  outer- 
most section  of  the  country  and  I  would  like  to  have  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  City  go  with  me  on  a  small  steam- 
boat even  to  the  islands  not  far  away  and  if  he  did  not  get 
very  seasick  and  disturbed  about  weather  forecasts,  then  I 
should  be  very  much  mistaken. 

We  need  this.  We  went  through  the  hurricane  in  New 
England  and  realize  the  great  need  of  this. 
Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  GIPPORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 
Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Would  that  Boston  situation  help 
me  from  being  sick  if  I  took  that  ride  with  the  gentleman? 
Mr.  GIPPORD.     The  weather  forecaster  might  warn  you 

not  to  go.  Many  steamers  would  not  attempt  the  trip  if  the 
Weather  Bureau  could  more  effectively  function.  Now,  with 
flying  added  to  these  other  methods  of  travel,  we  need  this 

service  more  than  ever  before.  I  make  no  excuse  for  New 
England.  New  England  contributes  boimtifully  to  this 
Nation  and  it  is  a  little  plcayunish  to  be  objecting  to  this 
minor  appropriation.     [Applause.1 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  IMr.  McCormack  J  for  2  minutes. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  already  spoken 
on  this  matter,  therefore  my  remarks  will  be  brief  at  this 
time. 

I  call  the  attention  of  my  colleagues  to  the  fact  that  there 
is  a  district  forecasting  center  at  present  in  San  Prancisco, 
there  is  one  at  Denver,  Colo.;  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.;  Kansas 
City,  Mo.;  Chicago;  New  Orleans;  Jacksonville,  Pla.;  and 
Washington,  D.  C.  These  stations  serve  wide  areas.  This 
is  a  district  station,  the  same  as  these  other  eight. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON,    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Kansas  City  and  Albuquerque  are 
not  $50,000  stations.    They  cost  about  half  of  that. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Well.  I  have  no  argument  with  the 
gentleman  on  that.  I  am  referring  to  the  fact  that  they  are 
district  forecasting  centers. 

New  England,  as  we  all  know,  is  the  graveyard  of  maritime 
disasters.  The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  referred  to  the 
fishing  industry.  New  England  is  also  a  great  maritime 
center.  We  have  a  northeast  wind  up  there  which  changes 
very  rapidly,  which  should  be  watched  and  followed  closely. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  the  fact  that  this  item  has  not 
been  thoroughly  considered.  It  was  considered  by  the 
Weather  Bureau,  it  was  recommended  by  the  Depaitment, 
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and  It  has  been  personally  Investigated  by  the  President  him- 
self. A  fpedal  survey  was  made  to  determine  whether  or  not 
this  station  was  necessary  for  New  England. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  wish  I  could  claim  the  credit  for  starting 
this,  as  the  genUeman  sUrted  out  by  saying,  but  I  have  to 
give  credit  where  credit  Is  due  In  order  to  be  inteUectuaUy 
honest  with  myself.  I  give  credit  to  the  Boston  Herald  for 
originating  this  idea.  The  businessmen  up  there  are  aU 
Interested.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  last  j-ear  In  New  York  City 
there  were  over  12.000  000  telephone  calls  to  the  telephone 
company  In  connecUon  with  the  weather,  which  shows  the  in- 
terest In  only  one  city.  I  have  no  obJecUon.  unlike  my  friend 
from  Kansas,  to  other  district  offices  being  established  where 
recommended.  While  I  think  the  opposition  of  my  friend 
from  Kansas,  as  far  as  New  England  is  concerned,  is  in 
absolute  good  faith,  nevertheless  it  Is  without  a  recognition 
of  the  commanding  facts  which  warrant  the  establishment 
of  this  station. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.  Does  the  gentleman  know  that  In 
the  hearings  on  this  matter  Commander  Reichelderfer.  the 
head  of  the  Weather  Bureau,  has  this  to  say  on  page  195  of 
the  hearings 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman  from  Kansas  I  Mr. 
LambertsonI  read  that  this  morning. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.  That  It  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
origination  of  this  project. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Origination  Is  one  thing,  and  having 
nothing  to  do  with  passing  on  It  is  another  thing.  I  took 
It  up  personally  with  the  Director  of  the  Weather  Bureau 
myself,  and  I  have  a  letter  here  from  the  Acting  Director, 
dated  only  the  other  day.  which  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts (Mr.  WiGCLEswoKTHl  referred  to.  showing  that  they 
are  absolutely  for  this.  I  agree  that  originating  Is  one  thing, 
and  having  knowledge  is  another,  and  the  letter  of  June  15 
of  the  Acting  Director  clearly  shows  support  of  this  station. 

Mr.  SHORT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman  from  Kansas  lives  as  near 
Kansas  City  as  I  do.  and  since  we  have  a  station  in  Missouri 
I  welcome  the  opportxmity  to  vote  to  give  you  one  in  Boston. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  Is  a  noble  and  a  statesman- 
like attitude  to  state.     [Laughter  and  applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

•nie  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  LambertsonI. 

The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Lambertson)  there  were — ayes  13.  noes  80. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  some  months  ago  there  came  before  this 
House  a  bill  to  Include  cotton  within  the  provisions  of  the 
F^eral  Crop  Insurance  Act.  That  bill  also  contained  a  pro- 
vision to  Increase  the  administrative  expenses  of  the  Fed- 
eral Crop  Instirance  CorporaUon  from  $6,000,000  to  $12,000,- 
000.  Despite  my  feeble  eloquence  that  bill  passed  by  a  vote 
of  200  to  113,  but  I  contended  at  the  time  that  the  thing 
was  entirely  experimental  and  that  the  Federal  Treasury 
was  going  to  suffer  as  a  consequence  of  that  experiment  on 
the  basis  of  what  was  disclosed  up  to  that  moment.  Now, 
It  is  rather  singxUar  that  the  largest  supplemental  item  in 
%hin  bill  today  is  an  item  to  provide  for  additional  subscrip- 
tions to  the  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Cor- 
poration in  the  sum  of  $20,000,000.  and  if  you  can  read  a 
balance  sheet  or  if  you  can  properly  read  the  item  in  this 
bill  you  might  kzK>w  full  well  that  they  are  restoring  their 
capital  structure  to  the  extent  of  $20,000,000  to  get  ready  for 
the  losses  in  1941. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    T«b;  I  yield. 


Mr.  TABER.  This  $20,000,000  is  just  a  drop  in  the  bucket 
compared  with  what  is  coming. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  agree  with  the  gentleman. 

Now.  read  the  testimony.  For  the  1939  crop-year  the  loss 
was  $2,150,000  on  wheat  alone  and  the  Chairman  of  the 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation  comes  before  the  deficiency 
committee  and  states  that  the  minimum  loss  on  wheat  will 
be  $14,000,000  for  the  year  1940. 

The  Treasury  pays  all  the  administrative  expenses.  Come 
other  years  and  other  losses  and  by  that  time  we  shall  have 
been  fully  persuaded  that  this  is  only  an  experiment  and  a 
very  tragic  and  costly  experiment  at  that.  I  recur  to  the 
record,  and  I  recall,  refreshing  my  memory  this  morning  on 
the  observation  made  by  our  friend  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
WHrrriNGTON  1 ,  when  in  the  course  of  the  argument  trying  to 
Include  cotton  within  the  provisions  of  the  Crop  Insurance 
Act.  he  said,  "The  bearings  disclose  that  the  operations  in 
wheat  have  been  satisfactory."  Yes;  they  have — satisfac- 
tory to  the  extent  of  $2,000,000  in  losses  in  1939;  $14,000,000 
of  losses  in  1940;  and  fate  knows  what  in  1941.  Yes; 
the  operations  have  been  satisfactory.  They  have  been  costly, 
and  there  is  no  immediate  prospect  that  it  will  be  self-sus- 
taining. The  present  actuarial  basis  for  crop  insurance 
should  be  reexamined,  and  if  it  appears  that  crop  Insurance 
at  a  more  moderate  premlimi  is  not  workable,  some  other 
remedy  should  be  considered. 

The  pro  forma  amendment  was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Fbh:  On  page  26.  after  line  13,  insert 
"Tin  smelter:  For  the  erection  of  •  tin  smelter  In  the  Dmt«d 
States,  $1,000,000." 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  ISi.  Chairman.  I  make  the 
point  of  order  against  the  amendment  that  it  is  not  author- 
ized by  law. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  let  me  con- 
tinue for  about  3  minutes? 

Mr,  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  reserve  the  point  of  order, 
Mr,  Chairman,  for  3  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  reserve* 
the  point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  gentleman  is  correct. 
This  is  not  germane,  probably,  to  the  bill,  as  it  Is  legi.slation 
on  an  appropriation  bill  and  not  authorized  by  law.  The 
Committee  on  Rules  gave  a  rule  for  a  tin  Investigation.  I  do 
not  believe  that  is  at  all  necessary,  having  served  for  a  num- 
ber of  years  on  a  subcommittee  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee investigating  tin.  We  went  very  thoroughly  into  the 
subject,  and  we  came  to  the  very  definite  conclusion — in  fact, 
unanimously — that  what  we  really  need  is  a  tin  smelter  In 
the  United  States  in  order  to  refine  tin  ore  fnnn  Bolivia. 

I  take  this  opportunity  to  present  these  facts  to  the  Con- 
gress because  we  use  something  like  60  percent  of  all  the  tin 
In  the  world.  We  are  held  up  on  the  price  of  tin  because  we 
have  no  smelter  here.  We  have  to  buy  the  refined  tin  from 
England  and  Holland,  which  have  a  monopoly  and  charge 
monopoly  prices. 

We  can  break  this  monopoly  with  $1,000,000  by  erecting  a 
tin  smelter  in  the  United  States,  and  probably  save  from 
ten  to  twenty  million  dollars  a  year. 

Mr.  DIMOND.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.     Yes. 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Have  we  not  a  tin  smelter  at  the  present 
time  m  New  Jersey?  I  have  been  told  there  is  one  there 
and  that  Bolivian  tin  has  been  smelted  there. 

Mr.  FISH.  We  have  not  a  workable  tin  smelter  m  New 
Jersey.  Perhaps  it  should  be  there.  There  was  one  there 
some  years  ago,  but  if  we  had  a  modern  tin  smelter  in  the 
United  States  we  would  save  from  ten  to  twenty  million 
dollars  a  year,  and  as  everyone  is  now  talking  in  terms  of 
national  defense,  and  as  we  need  tin  for  our  armaments, 
I  think  it  would  be  money  well  spent.  In  addition,  our 
Industries  consume  a  great  amount  of  tin,  pariicularly  in  the 
use  of  tin  cans.  This  would  be  in  the  nature  of  an  economy 
lor  our  consumers. 
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Mr.  BLOOM.   Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  FISH.     Yes. 

Bilr.  BLOOM.  The  tin  smelter  in  New  Jersey  is  only  an 
experimental  smelter,  experimenting  with  a  new  process  of 
smelting  tin.  but  that  smelter  could  not  supply  anywhere  near 
what  we  need. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  admit  that  the  point  of  order 
lies  against  the  proposed  amendment,  but  I  hope  that  the 
Members  of  Congress  will  see  the  necessity  of  having  a  tin 
smelter  in  the  United  States  for  purposes  of  national  defense. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  point  of  order  is  sustained. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Menominee  Indians  In  Wisconsin:  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  withdraw  from  the  Treasury  at 
the  United  States  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  the 
sum  of  $105,000  of  any  funds  on  deposit  to  the  credit  of  the  Menomi- 
nee Indians  in  Wisconsin,  and  to  expend  such  stmi.  or  as  much 
thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  for  making  a  per  capita  payment  of 
$50  to  each  enrolled  member  of  the  Menominee  Tribe,  such  per 
capita  payments  to  be  made  In  four  equal  monthly  installments 
during  July.  Augxist.  September,  and  October.  1940:  Prorided.  That 
such  per  capita  payment  shall  be  In  lieu  of  the  payments  authorized 
by  the  act  of  June  15.  1934  (48  Stat.  964),  for  the  fair  market 
stumpage  value  of  timber  cut  on  the  Menominee  Reservation  during 
the  fiscal  years  1940  and  1941:  Provided  further.  That  the  amounts 
expended  for  making  such  per  capita  payment  shall  be  reimbursed 
to  the  tribal  funds  utilized  therefor  from  sums  that  would  other- 
wise be  paid  such  Indians  pursuant  to  the  act  of  Jvme  15.  1934, 
supra. 

Mr.  MURRAY,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  the  following  amend- 
ment which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Muuat:  Page  27.  line  20,  strike  out 
the  word  four"  and  Insert  the  word  "two",  and  en  page  27.  strike 
out  the  word  "August"  and  Insert  "and  October"  and  before  the 
word  "September",  insert  the  word  "and". 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment.     I 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Emergencies  arising  In  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service:  For 
an  additional  amount  to  enable  the  President  to  meet  unforeseen 
emergencies  arising  In  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service,  and  to 
extend  the  commercial  and  other  interests  of  the  United  State*  and 
to  meet  the  necessary  expenses  attendant  upon  the  execution  of  the 
Neutrality  Act.  to  be  expended  pursuant  to  the  requirement  of 
section  291  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (31  U.  S.  C.  107).  fiscal  year  ]941, 
$1  000  000;  of  which  $50,000  shall.  In  the  discretion  of  the  President, 
be  available  lor  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word.  I  rise  to  inquire  of  the  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mittee whether  or  not  in  this  particular  item  of  $1,000,000 
for  Diplomatic  Service  there  is  anything  to  compensate  any 
particular  Foreign  Service  officer  for  damages  done  to  their 
personal  household  goods  In  the  recent  war  In  Poland?  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  bill  introduced  in  the  Senate 
to  pay  Anthony  Biddle,  former  Ambassador  to  Poland,  the 
sum  of  $243,361  out  of  our  Treasury  for  some  alleged  damage 
to  some  of  his  household  goods. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  STEFAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 

WoODRUM  1 . 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  This  is  not  available  for  the 
purpose  the  gentleman  inquires  about. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  am  glad  to  be  reassured  by  the  chairman 
that  none  of  the  money  in  this  appropriation  for  "emergen- 
cies arising  in  diplomatic  and  consular  service"  can  be  used 
for  the  purposes  of  any  such  indemnification.  I  am  not  so 
sure,  however,  that  I  share  the  thought  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  I  Mr.  WooDRtml  as  to  whether  or  not  this  ap- 
propriation could  be  used  for  this  purpose  as  I  am  advised 
that  this  fund  is  available  without  restriction  for  any  un- 
foreseen emergencies  that  the  President  may  decide  to  use 
the  fund  for. 

I  do  feel  confident,  however,  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  not  permit  this  appropriation  which  is  not  audited  by 


the  Comptroller  General  to  be  availed  of  for  any  such 

purpose. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  frequently  spoken  here  on  behalf  of 
the  Department  of  State  and  our  Foreign  Service  because  of 
my  membership  on  the  subcommittee  which  makes  appro- 
priations for  the  State  Department.  I  believe  we  have  a 
well-managed  State  Department  and  that  we  have  many 
good  Foreign  Service  officers.  I  say  now  and  have  said  be- 
fore that  this  service  is  our  first  line  of  defense  and  is  just 
as  Important  for  the  defense  of  America  as  Is  our  Army  and 
Navy. 

I  am  not  making  an  attack  on  Mr,  Biddle  personally.  I 
do  not  know  him.  My  friends  on  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee tell  me  he  is  a  fine  gentleman  and  a  good  officer.  So 
far  as  I  personally  know,  he  is  not  a  career  man  and  has 
been  in  the  service  a  very  short  time,  I  do  not  know  und^F 
what  circumstances  he  left  his  post  in  Poland  nor  under 
what  circiunstances  he  bases  his  claim  to  $243,361  of  fimds 
in  our  Treasury.  I  am  told  that  he  is  a  very  rich  man  and 
is  not  in  need  of  funds.  I  am  told  that  he  is  now  employed 
as  sort  of  an  Assistant  Ambassador  in  France.  All  I  am  in- 
terested in  is  the  condition  of  our  Treasury  and  our  tax- 
payers in  this  very  dark  hour.  I  feel  Mr.  Biddle's  demand 
for  this  money  is  unreasonable.  I  want  the  record  to  show 
that  Congress  knows  of  this  bill  and  also  that  we  do  not  want 
any  of  the  funds  we  are  now  appropriating  in  this  last  defi- 
ciency bill  to  go  toward  the  payment  of  this  unreasonable 
claim. 

While  I  have  not  had  the  opportunity,  because  this  matter 
has  Just  been  called  to  my  attention,  to  contact  the  Depart- 
ment of  State,  I  am  confident  that  they  would  never  lend  their 
endorsement  to  such  a  raid  on  our  Treasury  as  is  proposed  In 
the  b'.ll  introduced  in  the  Senate  by  Senator  Gurrrv.  We  are 
not  niggardly  in  our  appropriations  to  Mr.  Biddle,  and  our 
other  ambassadors.  We  pay  for  their  transportation  and  the 
transportation  of  their  entire  families  to  and  from  their  posts. 
We  give  them  heat  allowances,  rent  allowances;  we  give  them 
allowances  to  make  up  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  living 
where  they  are  as  compared  to  the  cost  of  living  in  the  United 
States;  we  pay  them  in  gold  so  there  is  no  loss  of  exchange, 
and  in  addition  to  all  their  perquisites  we  give  them  allow- 
ances for  entertainment  and  representation;  and  do  not  for- 
get, we  also  pay  for  the  transportation  of  all  their  household 
goods  both  ways.  All  of  this,  in  addition  to  their  salaries, 
which  in  the  case  of  Mr,  Biddle,  is  $17,500  per  year. 

If  we  are  to  embark  upon  a  policy  of  compensating  every- 
one for  any  personal  loss  that  they  might  sustain  as  a  result 
of  their  contact  with  hostilities  we  would  have  to  be  consistent 
and  pay  for  the  loss  of  every  tooth  brush  and  pocket  coml^ 
that  any  of  our  citizens  might  sustain  as  the  result  of  the  con- 
ditions which  exist  in  Europe  at  this  time,  t  Applause.  1 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

nvmtNATIONAL   JOINT  COMMISSION,   tTNTTID    STATBB   AND  OESAT   BSITAIN 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  an  additional  amount  for  salaries  and 
expenses.  International  Joint  Commission,  United  States  nnd  Great 
Britain,  fiscal  year  1941,  Including  the  objects  specified  under  the 
appropriation  for  such  purpose  In  the  State  Department  Appropria- 
tion Act,  1941,  and  Including  also  the  salary  of  one  commissioner 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  notwithstanding  the  provision  to 
the  contrary  contained  In  such  act.  who  shall  serve  at  the  pleasure 
of  the  President,  $7,500. 

Mr,  TABER,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  a  point  of  order 
against  the  paragraph  on  page  43.  beginning  in  line  1  and 
ending  In  line  11. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  concede  the 

point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  point  of  order  is  sustained. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Transportation  of  bullion  and  coin:  For  an  additional  amount 
for  transportation  of  bullion  and  coin,  between  mints,  assay  ofllces, 
and  bullion  depositories.  Including  compensation  of  temporary  em- 
ployees, fiscal  year  1940,  $1,608,000.  to  remain  available  until  June 
30.  1941. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr  Tabeb:  Page  60,  line  ao,  strike  oat 
"♦1,608,000"  and  Insert  "$1,460,000." 


^34 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  18 


9^ 


Mr  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  Is  offered  to 
reduce  the  amount  available  for  the  transportaUon  of  gold 
from  New  York  to  Port  Knox  by  $158,000.  This  is  a  very 
smaU  reducUon.  but  it  serves  to  protest  against  the  crazy 
program  we  have  had  for  the  last  7  years  of  buying  gold  at 
$35  an  ounce  and  putting  it  under  the  ground  where  it  is  no 
good  to  the  country.  If  we  arc  ever  going  to  stop  this  propo- 
sition, we  have  got  to  begin  to  refuse  to  appropriate  money 
for  that  purpose. 

I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

In  addition  to  that,  it  would  seem  as  If  they  could  save  that 
amount  of  money  out  of  the  appropriaUon  without  the  slight- 
est diCBculty.  I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted  and  we 
can  save  a  little  money. 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  In  support  of  the  amend- 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  had  proposed,  until  my  coUeague  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  offered  this  amend- 
ment to  offer  a  somewhat  simUar  amendment,  but  going 
further,  reducing  the  amount  from  $1,608,000  to  $1,000,000.  or 
a  reduction  of  $608,000.  whereas  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York    [Mr.  Taber]   would  reduce  it 

$250,000.  ^       , 

It  seems  to  me.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  that  is  a  rather  large 
sum  of  money— $1.608,000— to  transfer  gold  from  one  section 
of  the  United  States  to  the  other,  and  that  we  might  vtry 
weU  economize,  justifiably,  by  asking  the  Army  to  use  some  of 
its  trucks  or  mule  trains  and  work  out  this  transportation 
problem.  If  we  ever  enter  into  war,  one  of  the  greatest 
problems  will  be  that  of  transportation. 

We  might  very  well  say  to  the  Army  General  Staff,  "Why 
not  work  out  this  problem  and  save  us  some  money?  You 
might  put  to  work  your  mule  trains  and  trucks  that  have 
little  to  do  in  peacetimes."  We  might  use  that  mule  train 
from  Death  Valley  that  was  here  in  Washington  the  other 
day  and  save  some  money  In  the  transportation  of  this  gold 
to  be  buried  out  in  the  State  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Why  can  we  not  use  W.  P.  A.  labor  in 
the  transportation  of  this  gold? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  think  that  Is  an  excellent  Idea.  Why  not 
give  them  something  actually  to  do  of  benefit  to  our  country 
and  save  us  some  money?  I  think  we  would  find  we  could 
save  the  amount  of  money  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  TabirI. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Well,  we  might  give  it  to  Hopkins  to 
play  with.    He  would  get  rid  of  it  in  a  hurry. 

Mr.  FISH.  CerUinly  somebody  is  going  to  play  with 
this  money.  We  do  not  need  this  huge  amount  of  money  to 
bury  gold  in  the  ground.  To  my  way  of  thinking,  that  is 
the  greatest  single  fiasco  of  the  New  Deal.  It  is  the  height 
of  all  New  Deal  follies — the  purchasing  of  gold  at  $35  an 
ounce  where  it  costs  $18  or  $19  to  produce  It  In  South  Africa 
and  $10  an  ounce  In  Soviet  Russia,  and  we  pay  three  times 
the  cost  of  production  to  the  Russians  and  twice  the  cost 
of  production  to  South  Africans  for  gold  which  they  take 
out  of  the  ground  and  we  transport  it  over  here  and  then 
we  bury  It  back  into  the  ground,  where  Is  serves  no  useful 
purpose,  where  it  draws  no  interest,  where  it  feeds  nobody, 
where  it  clothes  nolxxiy.  Where  it  puts  nobody  to  work, 
and  does  not  in  any  way  solve  any  of  our  problems,  but 
rather  hinders  international  trade  and  forces  other  nations 
into  the  barter  system  which  the  President  denounced 
yesterday. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  willingly  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from 
Illinois. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  The  gentleman  is  a  distin- 
guished expert  on  peace.  Does  he  not  think  it  endangers  our 
peace  having  so  much  gold  right  in  the  center  of  the  United 
States,  where  every  potential  enemy  would  know  about  it 
and  be  anxious  to  get  it? 


Mr.  FISH.  It  encourages  all  of  the  nations  of  the  world 
to  gang  up  on  the  United  States  and  to  rob  us  if  they  can. 
It  is  our  duty,  therefore,  to  see  that  we  have  the  greatest 
navy  in  the  world  to  protect  this  gold.  So  we  not  only  pay 
twice  the  cost  of  production  for  this  useless  metal,  but  we 
will  have  to  have  a  navy  twice  as  big  to  protect  it  and  the 
United  States.  I  think  the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois  is 
quite  correct  in  her  logic,  as  she  generally  is. 

Now,  this  amendment  is  seriously  offered  by  my  distin- 
giiished  colleague  from  New  York.  I  regret  he  did  not  go 
further  and  try  to  economize  more  than  $250,000.  but  let 
us  economize  at  least  that  amount  and  see  if  we  cannot 
put  some  of  these  agencies  to  work  transporting  this  useless 
gold  and  save  $250,000  at  least.  It  \s  worth  while  once  in 
a  while  even  to  try  to  save  such  a  relatively  small  amount 
as  $250,000.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.) 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  that 
all  debate  on  this  amendment  close  in  2  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  was.  as  he  frankly 
said,  offered  as  a  protest  against  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  Government  of  buying  gold. 

The  adoption  of  the  amendment  would  not  settle  any 
such  policy.  It  could  not  be  settled  by  withholding  funds 
that  are  asked  for  the  purpose  of  moving  the  gold;  nor 
would  it  settle  any  policy  by  holding  up  the  funds.  All 
they  would  do  would  be  to  move  as  much  as  they  could  and 
leave  the  rest  in  the  vaults  in  New  York  where  they  say  it  is 
not  prudent  to  leave  it. 

As  appears  from  page  354  of  the  hearings  the  Post  Office 
Department  receives  a  fee  of  $180  per  $1,000,000  for  shipping 
gold  from  New  York  to  Fort  Knox.     The  estimated  cost  of 
moving  this  bullion  from  the  New  York  Assay  Office  to  the 
Port  Knox  bullion  depository  totals  $1,608,000,  including  the 
services  of  laborers  and  guards. 
Mr.  KNUTSON.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 
Mr.  KNUTSON.    Why  could  not  this  gold  be  melted  down 
into  ingots  so  heavy  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  anyone 
to  carry  it  off? 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    It  Is  In  bars. 
Mr.  FISH.    What  the  gentleman  means  is  that  it  should 
be  melted  down  into  the  form  of  a  golden  calf  so  it  could  be 
worshiped. 

Mr.   KNUTSON.    I   would  rather  have   a   golden   bull. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  The  gentleman  from  Min- 
nesota is  facetious.  I  am  trying  to  talk  on  the  record.  This 
is  an  important  matter  to  the  Treasury.  Withholding  the 
funds  will  merely  prevent  them  from  shipping  the  gold. 
The  Treasury  Department  does  not  feel  that  it  is  wise  to 
leave  It  where  It  is.  I  do  believe  the  Congress  ought  not  to 
take  the  responsibility  of  leaving  it  in  New  York.  The  Port 
Knox  depository  was  established  especially  for  this  purpose. 
I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  defeated. 
The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Taber)  there  were — ayes  60,  noes  82. 
So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
The  Clerk  concluded  the  reading  of  the  bill. 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that 
the  Conrmiittee  do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill  back  to  the 
House  with  an  amendment,  with  the  recommendation  that 
the  amendment  be  agreed  to  and  that  the  bill  as  amended 
do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  Bland.  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported  that 
that  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration  the  bill  H.  R. 
104104,  the  second  deficiency  bill,  directed  him  to  report  the 
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same  back  to  the  House  with  an  amendment,  with  the  recom- 
mendation that  the  amendment  be  agreed  to  and  that  the  bill 
as  amended  do  pass. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  pre- 
vious question  on  the  bill  and  the  amendment  to  final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

war    department    civil    functions   appropriation   bill,    1941 

CONFERENCE   REPORT 

Mr.  SNYDER  submitted  the  following  conference  report 
and  statement  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  8668)  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  for  civil  func- 
tions administered  by  the  War  Department,  and  for  other 
purposes: 

!  CONTEREMCZ  REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  and  amendments  of 
the  House  to  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8868)  making  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 
1941.  for  civil  functions  adnrrlnlstered  by  the  Wso-  Department,  snd 
for  other  pvirposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference, 
have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  3.  4.  5,  6, 
8.  and   11. 

Amendment  numljered  21:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  21.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  22:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  22,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

J.  BUEt-L   Snyde*. 
David  D.  Terrt, 
Joe  Starnes. 
Boss  A.  Collins. 
John  H.  Kerr, 
D.  Lane  Powers, 
AXAERT  J.  Engel, 
Francis  H.  Cask, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Elmer  Thomas, 
Carl  Hatden. 
Jno.  H.  Overton, 
Richard  B    Russell, 
Morris  Sheppard, 
John  O.  Townsend.  Jr., 
Styles  Bridges, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  ths 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  certain  amendments  of  the 
Senate  and  certain  amendments  of  the  House  to  certain  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8668)  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  for  civil  functions 
administered  by  the  War  Department,  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  In  explanation  of  the  effect  of 
the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  as  to  each  of  such 
amendments,  namely:  ,       -    ^     „ 

On  amendment  No.  3:  Strikes  out  the  proposals  of  the  Senate 
(a)  to  increase  by  »28.000.000  the  S21. 000.000  previously  author- 
ized to  be  appropriated  for  the  Arkansas  River  Basin  flood-control 
project,  and  (b)  to  Increase  by  $13,000,000  the  »25.000.000  previ- 
ously authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the  White  River  Basin 
flood-contrul  project.  ,     ,    ^     „       .     . 

On  amendment  No.  4:  Strikes  out  the  proposal  of  the  Senate  to 
modify  previously  authorized  flood-control  projects  at  Hartford 
and  East  Hartford.  Conn.,  and  ^rlngfleld,  West  Sprlngfleld.  Chlco- 
pee.  Holyoke.  and  Northampton,  Mass. 

On  amendment  No.  5:  Strikes  out  the  propo.sal  of  the  Senate 
to  make  the  appropriation  In  tbe  blU  for  -flood  control,  general." 
avaUable  for  flood-control   work  on  Ontauga  Creek   at   PrattvUle, 

Ala. 

On  amendment  No.  6:  Strikes  out  the  appropriation  of  $24&.000 
proposed  by  the  Senate  for  prosecuting  work  on  the  flood-control 
project  at  East  Hartford,  Conn.,  In  accordance  with  revised  plana 
and  cost  estimates.  .     ^    ..     «       „     „. 

On  amendment  No.  8:  Strikes  out  the  proposal  of  the  Senate  to 
Increase  by  •1.844  000  the  authorized  cost  of  the  Sacramento  River 
flood -control  works. 

On  amendment  No.  11:  Strikes  out  the  legislation  proposetl  by 
ths  Senate  with  respect  to  the  Savannah  River  and  Clark  Hill 
Baservolr  project.  ^  ,  .      . 

On  amendments  Nos.  21  and  22,  relating  to  the  employment  of 
aliens  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone:  Adopu  the  amendments  of  tns 


House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate,  thus  making  ths  pro- 
vision identical  with  provisions  Incorporated  In  the  regular  anntial 
Army  and  Navy  appropriation  bills  for   1941.  already  enacted. 

J.    BUSLL    Sntdek. 

David  D.   Tkrrt. 

Jos  Starkks. 

Ross  A.  Collins, 
{  John  H.  Kmmr. 

D.   Lane   Powiaa. 

Albckt  J.  Engel. 

Francis   Cask. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  Immediate  consideration  of  the  conference  report  on  the 
bill  H.  R.  8668,  the  War  Department  civil  functions  appro- 
priation bill,  1941. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  my 
understanding  is  that  the  Senate  conferees  yielded  to  the 
House  position  upon  every  amendment  which  was  in  disagree- 
ment, and  that  that  is  what  the  conference  report  results  in. 

Mr.  SNYDER.    That  is  correct,  exactly. 

Mr.  TABER.  Ftor  that  reason  I  have  agreed  that  I  would 
not  object  to  the  gentleman's  bringing  it  up  at  this  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was'  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

election  contest — JOHN  R.  NEAL  V.  ESTES  KETAUVER 

Mr.  BELL,  from  the  Committee  on  Elections  No.  1.  sub- 
mitted the  following  privileged  resolution.  House  Resolution 
534  (Rept.  No.  2609) ,  which  was  read,  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar,  and  ordered  printed: 

House  Resolution  634  (Report  No.  2609) 
Resolved,  That   John    R.   Neal    Is   not   entitled   to   a   seat  In  the 

House  of  Representatives  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress  from  the 

Third  Congressional  District  of  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Resolved.  That  Estes  KkrAuvEE  is  entitled  to  a  seat  In  the  House 

of  Representatives  of   the  Seventy-sixth  Congress  from  the  Third 

Congressional  District  of  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

MAIKTKNANCE  OF  MONROI  DOCTRIlll 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  House  Resolution  525, 
and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved  That  immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution 
It  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  House  Joint  Resolution  656.  a  Joint  resolution  approv- 
ing nonrecognltlon  of  the  transfer  of  any  geographic  region  In  the 
Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non-American  power  to  another 
non-American  power,  and  providing  for  consultation  with  other 
American  republics  In  the  event  that  such  transfer  should  appear 
likely  That  after  general  debate,  which  shaU  be  confined  to  the 
Joint  resolution  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  2  hours  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minor- 
ity member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  Joint  resolution 
shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  Joint  resolution  for  amendment, 
the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with 
such  amendmenU  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous 
question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  Joint  resolution  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  Intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  I  Mr.  PiSHl. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  nothing  unusual  about  the  rule  that 
we  have  called  up.  It  makes  in  order  a  rather  important 
bill  reported  by  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  dealing  with 
the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr,  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  for  many  years  served  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Bloom  1,  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs.  He  is  my  distinguished  chairman. 
He  hfcs  devoted  much  of  his  time,  ability,  and  almost  his  very 
life  to  reviving  the  memory  of  George  Washington  and  his 
sayings,  to  such  an  extent  that  back  in  his  own  district  it  is 
a  disputed  question  whether  George  Washington  wrote  the 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


ii 


8536 

ParcweU  Address  or  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  Sol 
Bloom  He  has  served  his  country  well,  and  he  wants  to 
continue  to  serve  it  well.  He  wants  to  revive  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  so  that  the  people  not  only  of  this  country  but  of 
the  whole  world  will  know  the  wording  of  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine. 

He  has  introduced— I  assume  at  the  request  of  the  admm- 
btration— this  resolution  which  reaffirms  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine. The  only  change  I  can  see  in  the  resolution  is  that  it 
will  have  the  effect  merely  of  reiterating  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
and  changing  the  title  from  the  Monroe  Doctrine  to  the 
Monroe-Bloom  Doctrine.  I  think  some  Members  of  the 
House.  partic\ilarly  those  on  my  side,  are  unduly  alarmed 
about  this  resolution.  We  are  making  a  mountain  out  of  a 
molehill.  As  I  look  at  the  resolution,  its  sole  purpose  is  to 
rtafflrm  an  ancient  doctrine  of  our  country  in  this  world 
emergency  so  that  European  nations  will  know  that  the 
transfer  of  possessions  by  one  non-American  nation  to  an- 
other non-American  nation  is  against  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  as  written  specifically  into  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  All 
we  are  doing  by  act  of  Congress  is  to  reassert  this  doctrine 
and  to  show  the  world  that  not  only  the  President,  represent- 
ing the  executive  branch  of  the  Government,  but  the  Congress 
of  the  United  St-ites  stand  squarely  behind  that  doctrine,  par- 
ticularly about  the  nontransfer  of  European  possessions  in 
America  from  one  European  nation  to  another. 

No  man  in  this  countrj-  knows  more  about  Latin  American 
affairs  than  Sumner  Welles,  the  distinguished  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State.  He  told  me  over  the  telephone  yesterday  that 
the  language  of  article  n  in  this  bill  in  no  way  modifies 
or  limits  the  power  of  the  United  States  to  act  under  its 
traditional  policy,  but  at  the  same  time  recognizes  the  inter- 
American  agreements  into  which  the  United  States  has  en- 
tered with  its  neighbors,  and  fully  takes  into  accoimt  the 
complete  solidarity  of  all  the  American  republics  in  this 
regard.  I  point  out  again  that  he  states  that  this  in  no  way 
modifies  or  limits  the  power  of  the  United  States  to  act  under 
its  traditional  policies. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to  quote  directly  from  the  Monroe 
Doctrine.  It  is  not  surprising  that  some  people  are  not 
familiar  with  the  Monroe  Doctrine  because  it  was  written 
so  many  years  ago.  You  cannot  expect  the  American  people 
to  know  exactly  what  Is  in  it.  You  cannot  expect  Members 
of  Congress  or  even  members  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee to  know  the  precise  langiiage  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 
I  submit  that  la  true,  and  I  could  easily  prove  it  by  making 
reference  to  something  that  happened  in  the  committee. 
Now,  how  can  we  possibly  expect  foreign  nations  to  know 
the  specific  language  of  the  Moiuroe  Doctrine? 

I  propose  to  take  a  little  time  here  to  read  extracts  from 
that  famous  traditional  American  document. 
Mr.  KNUTSON.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 
Mr.  KNUTSON.     As  the  gentleman  goes  along,  will  he  ex- 
IJlain  to  the  House  wherein  the  Bloom  doctrine  disagrees  with 
the  Monroe  Doctrine? 

Mr.  FISH.     There  is  no  disagreement  at  an.  except  that 
■we  are  bringing  it  up  to  date  so  that  it  will  have  the  addi- 
tional privilege  of  having  Mr.  Blooic's  name  on  it. 
Mr.  BLOOM.    WiD  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
Mr.  BLOOM.    I  think  the  gentleman  has  gone  far  enough. 
If  the  gentleman  wants  to  be  funny  I  think  he  ought  to  go 
on  the  stage  and  not  resort  to  small  tricks  like  this. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  has  been  imduly  alarmed.  I 
want  to  give  him  a  little  credit,  and  I  mean  exactly  every 
word  I  say,  and  I  mean  It  in  the  kindliest  of  spirit.  The  gen- 
tleman ought  to  be  congratulated.  I  would  be  glad  to  take 
the  gentleman's  place,  and  he  can  put  my  name  on  the  bill. 
I  would  love  to  have  It  there.  That  is  the  only  difference.  I 
may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota.  I  think  thi  gen- 
tleman trxxa  New  York  [Mr.  Bloom]  ought  to  be  proud  to 
have  his  name  on  it.  I  assure  him  I  am  not  trying  to  ridicule 
him  at  alL 
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Mr.  BLOOM.  I  am  proud  of  having  my  name  on  any  bill 
presented  to  this  House,  but  I  am  not  proud  of  having  anyone 
get  up  on  the  floor  and  try  to  make  fun  and  ridicule  over  a 
matter  that  is  most  serious.  The  whole  world  is  looking  to 
the  Congress  today  to  see  what  it  is  going  to  do.  It  is  very 
unbecoming  of  any  Member  of  this  House  to  do  such  a 
despicable  thing,  and  I  resent  it. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  think  the  gentleman  has  a  perfect  right  to 
resent  it.  if  he  wants  to  take  it  that  way.  Some  of  us  are  apt 
to  be  facetious  once  in  a  while.  I  was  indirectly  trying  to 
give  the  gentleman  credit  and  I  hope  he  will  take  it  in  that 

way.  ' 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Will  the  gentleman  shield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Blr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  The  gentleman  is  aware  of 
the  fact — I  do  not  know  whether  the  House  is  or  not — that 
this  resolution  was  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Bloom],  chairman  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee, contemporaneously  with  a  similar  bill  in  the  Sen- 
ate by  the  chairman  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
(Mr.  PrrrMAM].  The  Senate  on  yesterday  passed  this  reso- 
lution by  a  unanimous  vote  of  76  to  0. 

Mr.  FISH.  This  is  an  administration  measure:  certainly; 
and  one  that  is  very  Important  and  ought  to  be  very  carefuHy 
considered. 

The  Monroe  Doctrine.  In  part,  reads  this  way: 


The  poUticml  system  of  the  Allied  Powers  is  essentially  different 
In  this  respect  from  that  of  America.  This  difference  proceeds 
from  that  which  exists  in  their  respective  govemmenu.  And  to 
the  defense  of  oixr  own.  which  has  been  achieved  by  the  loss  of  so 
much  blood  and  treasure,  and  matured  by  the  wisdom  of  their  most 
enlightened  citizens,  and  under  which  we  have  enjoyed  unexampled 
felicity,  this  whole  Nation  is  devoted. 

We  owe  it.  therefore,  to  candor  and  to  the  amicable  relations 
existing  between  the  United  States  and  those  powers  to  declare 
that  we  should  consider  any  attempt  on  their  part  to  extend  their 
system — 

That  is  the  point — 

to  extend  their  system  to  any  portion  of  this  hemisphere  as  dan- 
gerous to  our  peace  and  safety.  With  the  existing  colonies  or 
dependencies  of  any  European  power  we  have  not  interfered  and 
shall  not  interfere.     •     •     • 

Our  policy  In  regard  to  Europe  •  •  •  remains  the  same, 
which  Is,  not  to  interfere  in  the  internal  concerns  of  any  of  its 
powers:  to  consider  the  government  de  facto  as  the  legitimate  gov- 
ernment for  us:  to  cultivate  friendly  relations  with  it,  and  to  pre- 
serve those  relations  by  a  frank,  firm,  and  manly  policy,  meeting  In 
all  Instances  the  just  claims  of  every  power,  submitting  to  Injuries 
from  none. 

This  is  the  conclusion  I  want  to  emphasize  particularly,  in 
this  great  emergency  with  which  we  are  confronted,  with  a 
world  aflame  with  war.  with  many  Americans  who  want  to 
Intervene  and  who  want  to  ease  or  force  the  United  States 
into  war,  let  us  turn  back  on  this  occasion  to  the  words  and 
the  advice  of  Monroe  and  see  what  he  and  the  statesmen  of 
those  days  had  to  say: 

In  the  wars  of  Eviropean  powers — 

Tills  is  written  in  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and  what  is  sauce 
for  the  goose  is  sauce  for  the  gander — 

In  the  wars  of  the  European  powers  In  matters  relating  to  them- 
selves we  have  never  taken  any  part,  nor  does  It  comport  with 
our  policy  so  to  do.  It  is  only  when  our  rights  are  Invaded 
or  seriously  menaced  that  we  resent  injuries  or  make  preparations 
for  our  defense. 

So  the  Monroe  Doctrine  today,  as  it  was  then  written  and 
has  not  been  changed,  advised  us  that  we  should  continue  to 
be  opposed  to  meddling  in  the  foreign  affairs  of  European 
nations;  in  other  words,  that  we  want  America  for  Americans 
and  E^irope  for  Europeans,  and  that  is  a  good  American 
doctrine. 

For  120  years  or  more  It  has  been  the  traditional  American 
doctrine,  and  yet  we  find  in  the  United  States  internationalists 
and  interventionists  who  would  plimge  us  headlong  into  war 
over  matters  that  do  not  concern  us  and  over  forms  of  gov- 
ernment in  foreign  lands.  Today  we  are  reasserting  :he 
Monroe  Doctrine,  sajring  that  we  will  look  with  suspicion  upon 
and  oppose  the  transfer  of  possessions  owned  by  foreign 
naUoos  in  America  to  other  foreign  nations;  that  we  are 
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opposed  to  the  Invasion  of  the  American  Continent  by  any 
foreign  foe  or  foreign  nation  or  that  armed  forces,  but  at 
the  same  time  we  reiterate  that  we  are  opposed  ourselves  to 
mixing  in  or  interfering  or  meddling  with  the  foreign  policies 
of  other  governments. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 
Mr.  FISH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Will  not  the  gentleman  inform  the  House, 
If  and  when  Germany  should  be  ceded  those  foreign  posses- 
sions and  she  lays  claim  to  them,  although  we  say  we  will  not 
recognize  that,  what  will  we  do? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  am  in  favor  of  this  resolution,  and  I  am  go- 
ing to  answer  the  gentleman's  question. 
Mr.  GIFFORD.    Do  not  dodge  it. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  will  not  dodge  it.  I  have  no  idea  of  dodging 
it  at  all.  I  am  in  favor  of  this  resolution  because  I  l)elieve  not 
only  in  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  in  reiterating  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  and  letting  the  people  know  exactly  what  It  it.  but 
because  I  believe  this  is  a  step  in  the  direction  of  peace. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  GiftordI  has 
asked  an  Important  question  and  that  question  is  what  will 
we  do  if  some  foreign  nation  should  ignore  our  protests  that 
we  are  about  to  enact  into  law.  My  answer  to  him  is  simply 
this.  The  President  Is  asking  for  this  reafHrmation  by  Con- 
gress of  the  doctrine  so  there  can  be  no  misunderstsuiding, 
because  we  have  had  very  imhappy  experiences  abroad  since 
at  one  time  the  President  of  the  United  States  speaks  for  one 
policy  and  the  Senate  or  the  House  or  the  Congress  repudi- 
ates that  policy.  Thus  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
reasserts  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  makes  known  to  the  world 
exactly  what  it  is. 

And  I  submit  to  my  friend  from  Massachusetts  IMr.  Gir- 
WOKD]  that  if  we  go  on  record  for  this  resolution  we  are  serv- 
ing notice  on  the  world  that  the  President  and  the  Congress 
are  united  [applause]  and  that  we  are  opposed  to  the  trans- 
fer of  any  of  these  islands  off  our  coast,  and  that  applies  to 
all  foreign  nations.  Nobody  knows  who  will  win  this  war, 
but  suppose  Germany  and  Italy  should  win  it,  and  they 
should  take  these  islands  now  belonging  to  Prance  or  Eng- 
land. We  are  going  on  record  today  that  we  are  opposed  to 
it  and  I  submit  that  this  is  a  peace  gesture,  that  this  is  a 
step  toward  peace,  because  I  believe  that  if  these  foreign 
nations  know  in  advance  that  the  United  States  Is  united 
and  determined  to  uphold  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  will 
oppose  any  foreign  nation  transferring  or  taking  these  is- 
lands, no  nation  in  the  world  will  attempt  to  do  it  or  would 
ccme  over  here  looking  for  trouble.  That  in  itself,  I  think, 
will  keep  us  out  of  war. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  But  Just  what  would  we  do? 
Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts wants  to  know  what  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
would  do  if  some  foreign  nation  should  seize  an  island  off  our 
coast.  I  have  already  said  that  I  do  not  believe  any  nation 
would  dare  to  do  so  in  defiance  of  the  act  of  Congress,  and 
the  reiteration  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  but  if  any  nation  Is 
so  foolhardy  as  to  come  over  here  and  seize  an  island  off  our 
coast  in  defiance  of  an  act  of  Congress  and  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  and  should  continue  to  keep  it  and  would  not  arbi- 
trate, then  I  believe  we  should  enforce  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
and  go  to  war  if  necessary  in  defense  of  our  own  Interests. 
Otherwise,  if  you  do  not  intend  to  do  that,  do  not  let  us  pass 
this  resolution.  If  you  Members  of  Congress  do  not  believe 
in  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  upholding  it  by  force,  then 
let  us  not  pass  this  resolution.  I  believe  in  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine and  I  am  sure  Democrats  and  Republicans  alike  support 
It.  But  if  you  believe  in  it  and  vote  for  it  you  may  have  to 
fight  for  it  and  defend  it.  and  if  necessary,  go  to  war  to  uphold 
it.  and  I  am  prepared  for  that  eventuality. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.     Yes. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    In  the  event  that  a  foreign  power  did 
take  one  of  the  islands,  what  is  there  to  arbitrate? 

Mr.  PISH.    If  they  should  do  It  imder  a  mlsimderstanding 
or  misapprehension,  there  is  always  a  possibility  of  resorting 
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to  arbitration.  If  you  take  this  action  today  I  venture  to 
state,  from  what  I  know  of  foreign  diplomacy,  that  no  nation 
will  dare  to  do  it.  because  no  nation  or  group  of  nations  wants 
war  with  the  United  States.  If  we  are  merely  going  through 
a  gesture.  I  would  much  rather  not  bring  the  resolution  up. 
I  am  supporting  it  because  I  think  to  take  this  step  now  Is 
Just  like  making  an  offer  in  a  business  deal  or  a  warning. 
We  indicate  that  we  mean  what  we  say,  and  if  we  mean  what 
we  say  we  should  be  ready  to  defend  it  by  force,  if  necessary. 
Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.    Yes. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  am  delighted  with  the  gentleman's 
statement  in  every  respect,  except  the  one  thing  in  which 
he  says  if  it  is  done  and  then  we  cannot  arbitrate  we  will 
enforce  it  by  war.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  shows  a  little 
weakness  there,  and  I  am  delighted  to  have  it  from  the  gen- 
tleman that  it  can  be  said  strongly  and  stanchly  by  the 
United  States,  without  any  quibbling,  that  the  minute  the 
foot  is  set  down  and  the  doctrine  is  violated  we  will  enforce 
it  by  war.  if  necessary. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    Mr,  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SHANLEY.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  first  to  the  gentleman  from  Connecti- 
cut, a  member  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  In  a 
dozen  or  more  instances  involving  nontransfer  our  vocal  oppo- 
sition has  been  enough.  It  has  deterred  not  only  Germany 
but  England  and  France,  and  one  of  the  essences  of  the  Doc- 
trine is  that  we  keep  the  threat  vague.  I  would  not  want  to 
go  on  record  saying  what  I  would  do,  but  the  very  vagueness 
of  the  Doctrine  has  been  Its  strength  throughout  its  age. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 
Mr.  FISH.    Yes. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Is  It  not  also  true  that  the 
purpose  of  this  resolution  is  to  prevent  war  rather  than  to 
cause  war?  We  have  the  precedent  in  1811,  when  foreign 
powers  were  about  to  take  countries  down  to  the  south  of  us, 
that  the  House  and  the  Senate  passed  a  similar  resolution.  . 
giving  notice  that  we  would  not  recognize  such  action,  and 
as  a  result  of  that  resolution  by  the  Congress,  no  action  was 
taken  by  foreign  powers.  It  will  also  give  notice  that  we 
propose  to  follow  the  traditional  policy  of  150  years  if  we 
pass  this  resolution  and  also  follow  the  warning  given  in 
President  Madison's  administration  in  1811. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  is  correct.  I  do  not  believe 
that  America,  representing  the  greatest  and  most  powerful 
nation  in  the  world,  wants  to  adopt  any  craven  or  cowardly 
policy.  If  you  Members  of  Congress  do  not  mean  what  you 
say  in  reaffirming  your  faith  in  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and 
are  not  willing  to  carry  it  out  and  enforce  it.  then  it  would 
be  much  better  not  to  consider  this  resolution.  However,  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  when  I  vote  for  this  resolution  I 
propose  to  back  it  up  by  force,  and  I  want  the  world  to  know 
it,  and  if  they  know  it  the  United  States  will  never  be  attacked 
or  Latin  America  will  not  be  Invaded. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.    PISH.    Mr.    Speaker,    I    s^eld    myself    2    additional 
minutes. 
Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.     I  thoroughly  agree  with  the 
gentleman  that  there  are  some  things  for  which  the  Ameri- 
can people  will  fight,  and  the  Monroe  Doctrine  Is  one  of  them. 
Mr.  FISH.     And  they  will  not   pussyfoot  or  compromise 
on  it.     Otherwise  we  are   Just  making  a   gesture  which  Is 
meaningless  to  the  wOTld  and  utterly  futile  and  will  make 
us  ridiculous.    If  we  are  not  ready  to  defend  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  today  and  to  back  It  up.  let  us  drop  it  immediately. 
As  a  Republican  Member  that  is  my  only  purpose  in  sup- 
porting it,  and  none  other. 
Mr.  SHANLEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  PISH.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  SHANUEY.  It  was  your  distinguished  ancestor. 
Secretary  Fish.  who.  with  General  Grant,  wrote  this  non- 
transfer  doctrine,  and  he  said  what  to  me  is  more  signifi- 
cant than  anything  else  that  has  ever  been  written,  because 
the  nontransfer  doctrine  is  not  in  the  Monroe  Doctrine — 
It  Is  an  adaptation 

Mr.  PISH.     Interpreted  from  it. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  Yes.  He  said  then  that  this  hemisphere 
must  be  wholly  American.  To  me  that  means  that  every 
one  of  these  island  dependencies  must  have  an  opportunity 
to  pe  American.  If  I  emphasize  any  words  it  is  "wholly 
American."    That  is  the  basis  of  the  nontransfer  doctrine. 

Mr.  PISH.  Now.  I  hope  my  good  friend  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Bloom  1  will  realize  that  I  was  attempting  to  be  a 
little  facetious  and  perhaps  too  overhumorous  in  a 
kindly  way  to  give  him  the  credit  which  he  deserves  as 
chairman  of  the  committee.  I  want  the  House  to  under- 
stand that.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  BLOOM      Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  can  assure  the  gentleman  that  I  have  no 
ill  feeling  against  him  at  all.  but  when  a  Member  speaks 
frcm  his  seat  and  tries  to  be  facetious  about  such  a  matter. 
I  think  it  is  carrying  things  a  little  too  far. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  PISH.  The  gentleman  naturally  cannot  blame  me 
for  that.    I  3^eld  msrself  another  minute.  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  FISH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.  Will  the  gentleman  explain 
to  us  this  point:  This  contemplates  objection  to  the  transfer 
of  any  of  these  dependencies.  What  would  happen,  if  this 
resolution  is  passed,  if  the  mother  country  should  absolutely 
go  out  of  existence?  What  would  we  be  forced  to  do  under 
this  resolution? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  going  to  answer  the  gentleman  in  this 
way,  and  it  is  what  I  wanted  to  say  in  conclusion:  I  believe 
there  is  a  corollary  to  this  resolution,  and  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs  in  its  meeting  tomorrow  may  give 
it  their  approval.  It  seemed  to  me  in  these  days  when  we 
are  trying  to  provide  adequate  national  defense,  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  President  and  the  Congress  to  buy  all  of  these  islands 
from  Greenland  to  South  America,  off  our  coast,  and  have 
them  in  our  own  possession.  That  would  solve  this  prob- 
lem. For  purposes  of  national  defense  alone,  for  air  bases, 
for  submarine  t>ases.  and  for  naval  bases,  they  are  badly 
needed  for  national  defense.  They  were  not  needed  50  years 
ago  when  we  had  no  airplanes  or  submarines,  but  they  are 
essential  today  for  the  defense  of  cur  shores.  It  will  cost 
us  money.  We  will  lose  money,  but  we  will  gain  by  adequate 
national  defense.  I  submit  now,  with  the  world  involved 
in  war.  the  President  of  the  United  States  ought  to  be  re- 
quested by  Congress  to  buy  every  single  island  off  our  shores 
from  Greenland  down  to  South  America. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.  If  the  mother  country  goes 
out  of  existence  what  will  happen  with  regard  to  these  de- 
pendencies in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  if  we  pass  this  resolu- 
tion? 

Mr.  FISH.  France  has  4  islands  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere— Guadeloupe,  Martinique,  and  2  little  islands  near 
Canada,  and  French  Guiana.  That  is  why  I  am  so  anxious 
to  have  the  President  do  it.  Prance  owes  us  billions  of  dol- 
lars. I  would  even  pay  them  gold — a  part  of  the  utterly  use- 
less gold  buried  out  in  the  State  of  Kentucky.  I  would  give 
them  that  gold,  give  them  20  times  what  they  we  worth,  to 
buy  all  of  these  French  and  British  islands  now  t)efore  any 
peace  treaty  is  written  on  the  other  side,  but  even  then  I 
think  that  Germany  does  not  have  any  idea  of  coming  here, 
and  we  cou!d  buy  them  from  Germany  if  we  passed  this 
resolution  and  let  them  know  that  we  mean  to  uphold  and 
defend  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 
-     I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  1  additional 
minute. 


Mr.  DONDERO.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  The  proposal  has  come  this  afternoon 
from  my  district  that  we  also  buy  the  French  Navy  and  pay 
them  for  that,  rather  than  have  it  go  into  other  hands. 
Would  you  include  that  in  the  purchase  of  the  islands? 

Mr.  FISH.  Well.  I  do  not  think  I  would  do  that,  because 
I  think  the  purchase  of  any  navy  is  contrary  to  international 
law.  I  am  very  much  opposed  to  selling  our  destroyers,  be- 
cause that  is  also  contrary  to  American  traditions,  interna- 
tional law,  and  our  own  law. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  know  the  gentleman  is  Intensely 
interested  in  the  acquisition  of  French  and  British 
islands 

Mr.  FISH.     And  peace. 

Mr.  RANIX)LPH.  And  peace;  certainly.  Does  not  the 
gentleman  believe  that  the  President's  entering  into  nego- 
tiation with  these  countries  as  he  has  suggested  would  not  be 
an  act  of  pressing  down  our  heel  upon  these  two  sister 
democracies,  but  would  really  be  helping  them  and  at  the 
same  time  give  us  adequate  national  defense? 

Mr.  FISH.  Of  course,  it  would  be  helping  them.  I 
would  like  to  see  the  favorable  action  on  the  resolution  Intro- 
duced by  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Randolph] 
to  buy  these  Islands. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  jrield  myself  the  balance  of  the 

time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  is  recog- 
nized for  4  minutes. 

Mr.  FISH.  Not  only  are  these  islands  of  no  particular 
value  or  advantage  to  any  of  these  foreign  nations  unless  they 
want  to  attack  us — and  none  of  them  do — but  we  do  not  want 
those  political  systems  which  the  Monroe  Doctrine  talks 
about  brought  over  near  our  coasts.  There  is  possibly  some 
justifiable  criticism  of  the  President.  I  do  not  know  why  the 
Piesident  has  not  already  acted,  but  if  it  is  necessary  I  believe 
the  Congress  should  request  him  to  act  and  assure  him  that 
we  will  make  adequate  appropriations  to  purchase  those 
islands.  It  will  solve  peacefully  a  lot  of  future  problems  that 
may  grow  up  out  of  this  war. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The  gentleman  from  New 
York  remembers,  of  course,  that  in  the  naval  authorization 
bill  specific  provision  was  given  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  negotiate  and  purchase  island  b&ses  in  cooperation  and 
consultaticn  with  the  Department  of  State  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  War. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  very  sorry  I  had  overlooked  that.  Does 
that  exist  in  the  law? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Yes:  it  does.  The  naval  ex- 
pansion bill  authorized  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in  co- 
operation with  the  Department  of  War  and  Department  of 
State  to  acquire  bases  outside  continental  United  States. 

Mr.  FISH.  Those  are  bases.  I  meant  to  acquire  political 
possession  of  the  islands. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  That  applies  also  to  possession 
of  the  islands.  Ten  thousand  dollars  was  set  apart  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  PISH.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  gentleman.  There  has 
been  a  lot  of  criticism  of  Col.  Charles  Lindbergh,  but  certainly 
Lindbergh  has  been  right  in  many  things.  He  was  right 
about  the  weakness  of  the  Soviet  aviation  and  was  right  about 
the  strength  of  the  German  aviation.  He  also  said  we  should 
buy  aviation  bases  in  Latin  America  or  we  should  negotiate 
for  aviation  bases  in  Latin  America.  I  think  that  should  be 
done.  If  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  that  power,  I  think  he 
should  exercise  it  immediately. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    I  agree  with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Under  this  Bloom  Monroe- 
Doctrine  resolution.  If  the  international  warmongers  take 
their  gold  and  the  British  Fleet  over  to  Canada,  shall  we  have 
to  send  our  American  boys  to  slaughter  to  defend  these  inter- 
national warmongers  who  no  doubt  will  run  away  from  Eng- 
land to  Canada  the  same  as  they  ran  away  from  Norway. 
Belgium,  France,  and  other  countries  when  the  fighting  got 
hot? 

Mr.  FISH.  No;  this  is  a  peace  measure.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  the  gentleman  wants  to  ask  me  the  question.  I  would  re- 
gard the  invasion  of  Canada  £is  a  violation  of  the  Monroe  ! 
Doctrine  and  of  this  resolution;  and  I  believe  that  the  Ameri- 
can peoi^e  are  prepared  to  defend  Canada  against  invasion 
by  any  foreign  power. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Would  the  gentleman  hold 
that  if  the  international  warmongers  who  now  have  control 
of  the  British  Governnoent  came  over  here  to  Canada  and 
set  up  their  goverrmient  in  Canada,  that  tmder  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  we  are  bound  to  get  into  the  war  and  slaughter 
several  millions  of  Americans  In  order  to  fight  their  battles? 

Mr.  PISH.  I  am  sure  the  American  people  are  prepared 
to  take  the  position  that  no  foreign  power  shall  take  over 
the  political  possession  of  Canada. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Whether  It  Is  Winston 
Churchill   and  his  international-banker  supporters? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  do  not  believe  Canada  will  let  those  outsiders 
rule  Canada. 

Mrs.  ROGEIRS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Is  It  not  true  that  im- 
doubtedly  Holland  and  France  will  be  extremely  glad  to  have 
us  assume  a  protectorate  over  their  islands,  over  Greenland 
In  the  case  of  Denmark?  And  does  not  the  gentleman  feel 
that  they  would  be  glad  to  negotiate  to  sell  those  countries? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  think  we  ought  to  protect  the  Dutch  islands 
Instead  of  letting  the  French  and  British  occupy  them.  Fur- 
thermore. I  think  we  ought  to  btiy  all  the  islands  off  our 
coast  immediately  or  acquire  them  by  peaceful  means  l)efore 
other  complications  develop. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Mi.ssissippi  [Mr.  Rankin]. 

Mr.  RANKIN,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
radio  address  which  I  made  today. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  I  Mr.  Bloom]. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  believe  we  should  get  back 
to  the  resolution  to  be  considered  and  the  rule  making  it  in 
order. 

This  resolution  is  very  simple.    It  states: 

Re90lv€d.  etc..  ( 1 )  That  the  United  SUtes  woiild  not  recognize  any 
transfer,  and  woxild  not  acqiilesce  in  any  attempt  to  transfer,  any 
geographic  region  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non-Amer- 
ican power  to  another  iMjn-Amerlcan  power;  and 

(2)  That  if  such  transfer  or  attempt  to  transfer  thould  appear 
likely,  the  UrUted  SUtea  ahaU.  In  addition  to  other  measures.  Im- 
mediately consult  with  the  other  American  republics  to  determine 
upon  the  steps  which  should  be  taken  to  safeguard  their  common 
interests. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  nothing  new.  It  began,  you  might 
say.  with  the  formation  of  our  Government.  George  Wash- 
ington referred  to  it  many  times.  A  resolution  was  approved 
by  the  Congress  on  January  15.  1811,  and  remember  that  was 
12  years  before  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  presented  to  the 
Congress  In  an  address.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  occupied 
about  one-half  page  of  13  pages  sent  to  the  Congress  In  1823. 

The  resolution  of  1811,  referred  to  above  reads  as  follows: 

Taking  Into  view  the  pecxillar  situation  of  ^aln,  and  of  her 
American  proTlnces;  and  considering  the  influence  which  the 
destiny  of  the  territory  adjoining  the  southern  border  of  the  United 
States  may  have  upon  their  Mcurlty.  tranquillity,  and  commerce: 
Ttkcrelore  be  It 


Resolved,  etc..  That  the  United  States,  under  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  existing  crisis,  cannot  without  serious  Inquietude 
see  any  part  of  said  territory  pass  Into  the  hands  of  any  foreign 
p)ower;  and  that  a  due  regard  to  their  own  safety  ccKnpela  them  to 
provide,  under  certain  contUigencles,  lor  the  temporary  occupa- 
tion of  the  said  territory;  they  at  the  same  time  declare  that  the 
said  territory  shall.  In  their  hands,  remain  subject  to  future 
negotiation. 

That  was  on  January  15.  1811. 

Mr.  Speaker.  In  order  to  acquaint  the  Members  with  all  the 
facts,  may  I  read  quotations  from  what  has  been  said  with 
reference  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine  dating  from  Washington 
to  the  present  time.  These  show  what  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
really  is.  You  all  know  that  there  Is  such  a  thing  as  the 
Monroe  Doctrine,  but  many  people  are  unfamiliar  with  it. 
They  have  gone  to  the  library  and  asked  for  a  copy  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine.  They  have  telephoned  me  or  they  have 
written  to  me  and  stated  that  they  wanted  a  copy  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine.  You  cannot  secure  it.  unless  you  get  the 
book  of  the  messages  and  papers  of  the  Presidents,  and  in 
there  you  will  find  the  message  of  President  Monroe,  and  in  it 
here  and  there  you  will  find  the  sections  which  constitute 
the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentleman  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr,  BLOOM.  Mr.  Sjjeaker,  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  an- 
nounced by  President  Monroe  in  his  annual  message,  on 
December  2.  1823. 

One  of  the  prime  points  in  the  doctrine  was: 

The  United  States  would  consider  any  attemipt  on  the  part  of  the 
Allied  Powers  to  extend  their  system  to  any  part  of  this  hemisphere 
as  dangerous  to  our  peace  and  safety. 

This,  in  terms,  covered  the  allied  powers  at  this  time.  Aus- 
tria, Prance,  Russia,  and  Prussia:  It  covered  the  whole  West- 
em  Hemisphere,  those  parts  occupied  by  the  Spanish  colonies 
and  other  parts;  It  was  aimed  at  the  allied  system. 

Secretary  Knox,  speaking  before  the  American  Society 
for  the  Judicial  Settlement  of  International  Disputes  on 
November  8.  1911,  said: 

The  doctrine  has  been  respected,  and  Is  now  respected,  and  It 
will  continue  to  be  respected  so  long  as  we  seem  reasonably  able 
to  uphold  it. 

Mr.  Elihu  Root,  speaking  before  the  American  Society  of 
International  Law  on  AprU  22,  1914.  on  the  subject  The 
Real  Monroe  Doctrine,  said: 

•  •  •  It  Is  a  declaration  of  the  United  States  that  certain 
acts  would  be  injurious  to  the  peace  and  safety  of  the  United  States. 
and  that  the  United  SUtes  would  regard  them  as  unfriendly. 

•  •  •  The  doctrine  is  not  International  law.  but  It  rests 
upon  the  right  of  self-protection,  and  that  right  Is  recognized  by 
International  law. 

•  •  •  We  frequently  see  statements  that  the  doctrine  has 
been  changed  or  enlarged;  that  there  is  a  new  or  different  doctrine 
since  Monroe's  time.     They  are   mistaken.     There   has  been   no 

change. 

•  •  •  A  false  conception  of  what  the  Monroe  Doctrine  Is,  ot 
what  It  demands,  and  what  It  Justifies,  of  its  scope,  and  of  its 
limits,  has  Invaded  the  pubUc  poeas,  and  affected  public  opinion 
within  the  last  few  years. 

Secretary  Hughes,  in  an  article  printed  in  the  American 
Journal  of  International  Law.  made  these  statements: 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  is  not  a  policy  of  aggression:  It  Is  a  policy 
of  self-defense.  •  •  •  It  stUl  remains  an  assertion  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  national  eec\irlty.  As  such.  It  is  obviously  not  exclusive. 
•  •  •  The  decision  of  the  question  as  to  what  action  the  United 
SUtes  should  take  In  any  exigency  arising  in  this  hemisphere  Is  not 
controlled  by  the  content  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  but  may  always 
be  determined  on  grounds  of  international  right  and  national  se- 
curity as  freely  as  if  the  Monroe  Doctrine  did  not  exist.  •  •  • 
The  Monroe  Doctrine  rests  "upon  the  right  of  every  sovereign  State 
to  protect  itself  by  preventing  a  condition  of  affairs  in  which  It 
wUl  be  too  late  to  protect  Itself." 

It  should  be  observed,  however,  that  on  April  4,  18M,  the 
House  passed  without  dissent  a  resolution  which  contem- 
plated that — 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  are  unwilling  by  silence  to  leave 
the  nations  of  the  world  under  the  impression  that  they  are  Indif- 
ferent spectators  of  the  deplorable  events  now  transpiring  In  the 
Republic  of  Mexico,  and  tlkat  tiiey  therefore  think  fit  to  declare 
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that  It  doM  not  accord  with  the  policy  of  the  United  States  to 
•cknowledse  any  monarchical  government  erected  on  the  nilua  of 
any  republican  government  in  America  under  the  auspices  of  any 
Kuropean  power. 

While  this  resolution  does  not  In  terms  refer  to  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  nevertheless,  itff  provisions  are  such  as  to  leave 
little  doubt  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  in  the  mind  of  the 
House  when  this  resolution  was  passed. 

Secretary  Clay,  in  1825.  said: 

For  ourselve*.  we  desire  no  change  in  the  possession  of  Cuba. 
••  has  been  heretofore  stated.  We  cannot  allow  a  transfer  of 
the  Island  to  any  European  power. 

Mr.  Van  Buren.  then  Secretary  of  State,  on  October  13. 
1830.  when  instructing  Mr.  Van  Ness.  Miiiister  to  Spain,  said: 

They  Inform  you  that  we  are  content  that  Cuba  should  remain 
M  it  now  Is.  but  could  not  consent  to  Its  transfer  to  any  Eiux>pean 
power. 

Secretary  Pish,  on  July  14.  1870,  speaking  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  said: 

It  does  not  contemplate  forcible  Intervention  In  any  le^tlmate 
contest:  but  It  protests  against  permitting  such  a  contest  to  resiilt 
in  the  Increase  of  European  power  or  Influence:  and  It  ever  Impels 
thU  Government,  as  In  the  late  contest  between  the  South  Amer- 
ican republics  and  Spain,  to  interpose  Its  good  offices  to  secure 
an  honorable  peace. 

In  his  message  of  December  3,  1901,  President  Roosevelt 
declared: 

This  doctrine  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  commercial  relations 
of  any  American  power,  save  that  It  In  truth  allows  each  of  them 
to  form  such  as  It  desires.  •  •  •  We  do  not  guarantee  any 
state  against  punishment  If  It  misconducts  Itself,  provided  that 
punishment  does  not  take  the  form  of  the  acquisition  of  territory 
by  any  non-American  power. 

The  quotations  of  Knox.  Root.  Hughes.  Van  Buren.  Clay. 
_  Secretary  Pish,  and  Theodore  Roosevelt,  give  an  interpreta- 
tion and  an  understanding  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  in  such  a 
broad  and  comprehensive  way  that  with  such  information 
before  us  at  this  time  we  have  the  best  kind  of  evidence 
to  guide  the  House  so  that  this  resolution  should  pass 
unanimously. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

KXlEHSIOlf  or  inCAXKS 

Mr.  ScsTTGHAM  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend 
his  own  remarks  in  the  Rscokd. 

AMXIfDlCXirr  TO  SECTION   12    (B)    OP  THE  SOIL   CONSERVATION  AND 
DOMESTIC  ALLOTMENT  ACT 

Mr.  KLEBERO  filed  a  conference  report  and  statement  on 
the  bill  H.  R  9594.  to  amend  section  12  (b)  of  the  Soil  Con- 
servation and  Domestic  Allotment  Act.  as  amended,  by  au- 
thorizing the  transfer  of  funds  to  cover  advances  for  crop 
Insurance. 

MAINTXNANCE  OP  MONROE  DOCTRINE 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  [Mr.  Dies]. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  every  friend  of  liberty  and  of 
democracy  is  deeply  moved  by  the  tragic  fate  of  Prande. 
While  we  are  far  removed  from  the  scene  of  her  bitter 
humiliation,  we  are  deeply  grieved  that  an  old  and  valiant 
friend  has  been  struck  down.  Today  France  lies  prostrate, 
but  tomorrow — and  there  always  have  been  tomorrows  and 
always  will  be — the  genius  of  Prance  will  rise  again.  There 
Is  nothing  we  can  do  to  avert  her  fate,  but  we  can  profit 
by  her  mistakes.  We  can  profit  from  the  lessons  of  disunity, 
the  lessons  of  internal  feuds  and  disputes.  We  can  profit 
from  the  lesson  taught  us  when  Hitler.  Stalin,  and  Mussolini 
flooded  France  with  propaganda,  when  they  built  up  organi- 
sations on  French  soil  to  create  disunion  and  to  divide  the 
nation  into  hostile  camps,  when  they  flooded  France  with 
propaganda.  "Peace  at  any  price — there  is  no  necessity  to 
prepare."  All  the  time,  on  French  soil,  when  there  was  strife 
between  capital  and  labor  and  an  unwillingness  to  make  con- 
cessions in  the  Interest  of  national  preservation,  the  German 
Reich  was  welding  together  its  manpower  and  its  national 
resources  Into  a  single,  unprecedented  striking  force.  The 
same  Communist.  Nazi,  and  Fascist  organizations  which  ex- 


isted In  Prance  and  England  for  a  decade  and  succeeded  in 
undermining  their  national  unity  have  been  at  work  in  this 
country  during  the  same  period  on  a  larger  and  more  active 
scale.  We,  too,  have  been  inundated  with  the  same  foreign 
propaganda  which  disunited  Prance  and  England.  Only 
recently  the  C.  I.  O.  announced  the  conditions  and  terms 
imder  which  it  was  willing  to  cooperate  in  the  national- 
defense  program.  A  few  days  ago  we  read  in  the  newspapers 
that  certain  industries  engaged  in  assisting  us  to  prepare  have 
been  charged  by  the  Department  of  Justice  with  collusion 
for  the  purpose  of  making  unreasonable  profits.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  administration  and  the  Congress  should  make 
it  clear  that  America  expects  everyone  to  do  his  duty.  We  will 
not  permit  anyone  to  salx)tage  our  national-defense  program 
by  selfishness,  disloyalty,  or  political  expediency. 

I  heard  the  gentleman's  speech  with  reference  to  this  reso- 
lution. Let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  and  to  the  Members  of 
this  Congress  that,  while  we  may  adopt  resolutions  and  it 
might  be  wise  to  do  so,  the  dictators  of  Europe  will  not  heed 
resolutions.  There  is  only  one  language  that  any  dictator, 
from  the  days  of  Caesar  on  down  through  the  decades,  has 
ever  imderstood.  and  that  is  the  language  of  a  nation  united, 
prepared,  and  determined  to  defend  its  liberty  and  its  inde- 
pendence. Our  hands  are  full  with  the  task  of  preserving  our 
own  democracy,  but  there  is  much  that  we  can  do  for  the 
cause  of  freedom  in  this  hour  of  darkness.  We  can  make 
sure  that  on  American  shores  the  torch  of  liberty  will  be  held 
aloft  to  encourage  the  despairing  peojHe  in  Europe.  We  can 
make  sure  that  we  will  not  repeat  the  folly  that  has  produced 
the  downfall  of  the  French  Republic  and  brought  England  to 
the  verge  of  destruction. 

Who  is  there  in  this  country,  employed  or  unemployed,  rich 
or  poor,  who  has  not  a  vital  stake  in  the  preservation  of 
democratic  processes  and  machinery,  without  which  there 
can  be  no  progress  or  improvement?  What  man  is  there, 
ever  so  poor  he  may  be,  who  has  any  hope  of  bettering  his 
conditions  if  slavery  is  substituted  for  democratic  govern- 
ment, and  freedom  is  crushed  beneath  the  iron  heel  of 
ruthless  desipotism? 

So  I  say  to  the  ladles  and  gentlemen  of  this  Congress  that 
we  need  firm,  v1«:t)rous,  smd  united  action.  We  must  first  of 
all  deal  with  the  "fifth  column"  in  this  coimtry.  which  oper- 
ates through  the  same  organizations  which  thrived  on  Eng- 
lish soil  and  on  French  soil  for  10  years;  organizations  linked 
to  foreign  powers  such  as  we  have  in  the  United  States  today 
that  are  distributing  thousands  of  pamphlets  opposed  to  na- 
tional defense,  and  are  seeking  to  lull  the  people  into  a  false 
sense  of  security;  organizations  that  weakened  the  moral 
fiber  of  Prance  and  created  hostile  camps  which  destroyed 
all  hope  of  unity.  I  hope  the  administration  will  adopt  ade- 
quate measures  and  take  vigorous  steps.  In  my  judgment 
the  time  has  come  when  organizations  that  are  linked  to 
foreign  governments  and  are  the  representatives  of  for- 
eign dictators,  serving  the  interests  and  canring  out  the 
program  of  those  dictators  on  American  soil,  should  be  de- 
clared illegal. 

Transfer  of  sovereignty?  Why.  already  we  have  a  transfer 
of  propaganda  and  foreign  ideologies  and  activities  from 
Europe  to  the  Americas.  This  is  the  kind  of  invasion  that  is 
not  contemplated  by  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  It  is  the  Invasion 
that  has  occurred  for  the  past  10  years  by  immigration  and 
importation  of  foreign  agents  and  organizations,  so  that  when 
the  opportune  moment  comes  the  enemies  within  can  coop- 
erate with  Invading  troops.  This  is  the  kind  of  invasion  that 
we  must  fear;  and.  more  than  that,  we  must  fear  disunity. 
We  must  fear  the  eternal  squabbles  and  quarrels  encouraged 
by  selfish  politicians,  and  at  the  same  time  welcome  and 
safeguard  honest  differences  of  opinion  and  constructive 
criticism.    Now  is  no  time  to  mince  words. 

I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  we  are  now  in  danger  of  any 
invasion  of  foreign  armies.  However,  I  cannot  accept  the 
assurance  of  Mr.  Hitler,  "Europe  for  Europeans"  and 
"America  for  Americans,"  because  I  know  that  Mr.  Hitler 
and  Mr.  Stalin  and  Mr.  Mussolini  have  already  invaded  the 
Western   Hemisphere   with   their  agents  and  their   propa- 
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gandists.  I  know  they  have  already  violated  the  promise 
"Burope  for  Europeans  and  America  for  Americans"  by  their 
action  in  sending  their  agents  to  the  Americas.  I  hope.  Mr. 
Speaker — and  I  address  my  remarks  to  the  administration 
and  to  this  Congress — that  before  adjournment  we  can  deal 
firmly  and  vigorously  with  those  traitorous  organizations  in 
our  midst  that  are  seeking  to  do  in  this  country  exactly  what 
they  were  able  to  do  in  Prance  and  in  all  other  countries 
overrun  by  the  dictators. 

Furthermore,  I  hope  we  can  come  to  understand  that  pre- 
paredness does  not  wholly  consist  of  building  navies  and 
armies.  You  can  appropriate  money  and  write  laws  and 
pass  resolutions  and  talk  until  the  cows  come  home,  but  you 
can  never  prepare  a  country  imtil  it  Is  welded  together  by 
patriotism,  until  there  is  unity,  cohesion,  and  harmony  among 
people  of  all  classes,  all  races,  and  all  creeds ;  imtil  labor  and 
capital,  until  business  and  government,  until  all  of  us  alike 
can  understand  that  today,  as  ever,  democracy  is  the  most 
difficult  of  all  forms  of  government  to  retain.  Its  pres- 
ervation requires  courage,  self-restraint,  intelligence,  and 
patriotism. 

Liberty  is  a  priceless  possession,  something  that  many  have 
ceased  to  appreciate  and  properly  value.  For  years  you  and 
I  have  heard  people  talk  about  the  rights  of  citizens,  the 
economic  rights  of  citizens — ^rights,  rights,  and  while  we  were 
talking  about  rights.  Hitler  and  Mussolini  were  talking  about 
the  duties  and  responsibilities  of  citizenship,  while  their  sole 
emphasis  upon  duty  has  produced  a  nation  of  slaves  to  the 
state — nevertheless  we  were  wrong  in  always  talking  about 
rights  without  at  the  same  time  stressing  duty  and  re- 
sponsibility. For  every  right  there  must  be  a  corresponding 
duty,  and  the  people  must  be  told  that  their  liberty  and  inde- 
pendence cannot  \3e  preserved  if  they  are  unworthy  of  it,  and 
if  they  lack  an  appreciation  of  it.  If  anyone  thinks  we  can 
preserve  liberty  under  regimented  economies  and  dictatorial 
governments  he  is  in  great  error. 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  our  committee  can  secure  full-hearted 
cooperation,  we  are  in  a  position  to  give  to  the  administra- 
tion concrete  proposals  under  which  we  can  break  up  the 
"fifth  column"  in  the  United  States  without  violating  the 
Bill  of  Rights,  or  resorting  to  any  repressive  or  imdemocratic 
methods.  If  it  is  right  to  say  to  Mr.  Hitler  and  Mr.  Stalin 
and  Mr.  Mussolini,  "You  shall  stay  in  Europe;  you  cannot 
come  to  the  Western  Hemisphere,"  we  have  the  equal  right  to 
say  to  them.  "You  cannot  establish  political  organizations  on 
our  shores  for  the  purpose  of  dividing  our  people  and  destroy- 
ing our  liberty";  and  if  we  can  secure  that  cooperation,  with- 
out which  it  is  dUDcult  for  any  committee  or  for  any  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  to  secure  the  passage  of  necessary  legisla- 
tion—if  we  can  secure  it.  I  think  we  can  promise  this  House 
that  before  adjournment  we  can  give  it  a  program  of  legis- 
lation. We  can  tighten  and  strengthen  existing  immigration 
laws,  which  will  prevent  the  entrance  of  Nazi,  Fascist,  or 
Communist  agents,  and  compel  the  deportation  of  aliens  in 
this  class;  we  can  stop  the  misuse  of  the  temporary  visas 
under  which  thousands  of  aliens  have  been  admitted  to  the 
United  SUtes  who,  when  their  terms  expired,  could  not  be 
deported  because  we  were  told  it  was  impossible  to  deport 
them  since  the  coimtry  from  which  they  came  would  not 
accept  them. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  DIES.  No;  I  want  to  get  these  thoughts  recorded. 
We  will  give  you  a  program  of  laws  that  will  make  it  manda- 
tory to  deal  with  aliens  in  our  midst  who  are  disloyal  to  the 
United  States  without  in  any  respect  harming  the  loyal  and 
patriotic  ones,  laws  that  will  enable  us  to  outlaw  by  act  of 
Congress  organizations  that  are  agents  of  foreign  govern- 
ments, laws  that  will  deal  effectually,  promptly,  and  firmly 
with  the  "fifth  coliunn"  in  the  United  States.  When  we 
shall  have  done  that,  then  we  can  prepare  this  country.  We 
must  put  our  own  house  in  order.  We  must  demand  that  the 
American  Nation  be  placed  in  a  state  of  defense — not  that  we 
anticipate  invasion,  but  the  safest  way  of  discouraging  It  is 
for  the  American  Nation  to  show  the  totalitarian  governments 
that  America,  unlike  France  and  England,  stands  united. 


That  is  what  our  people  want  us  to  do.  Our  people,  as 
never  before,  are  clamoring  for  unity,  the  unity  that  will  en- 
able us  to  prepare  this  country  adequately  for  any  emergency 
that  may  arise.  Our  task  is  plain.  As  the  democracies  fall 
one  by  one.  we  must  strengthen  our  resolution  and  ability  to 
preserve  freedom  and  liberty  on  our  shores.  We  must  make 
certain  that  every  precaution  is  taken  in  order  to  vouchsafe 
the  preservation  of  our  free  institutions,  and  in  doing  so  we 
will  have  performed  a  great  service  not  only  for  our  own 
people  but  for  mankind  everywhere. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.     Mr.  Speaker.  wUl  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  DIES.     Yes. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  Under  the  Panamanian  solidarity,  with 
the  rest  of  the  South  American  republics,  we  have  a  duty  to 
meet  with  the  foreign  ministers  of  those  countries  whenever 
we  think  foreign  ideologists  are  invading  our  country,  and 
we  want  to  implement  ourselves  with  this  resolution  today. 
But  it  is  necessary  that  we  decide  and  know  what  these  foreign 
ideologies  are. 

Mr.  DIES.  I  will  give  the  gentleman  a  few  facts.  Mexico, 
by  act  of  Congress,  admitted  172,000  people  from  loyalist 
Spain.  Ten  thousand  of  them  served  in  the  Army  of  the 
loyalist  government  in  Spain,  and  in  South  Amertc.  it  is 
estimated  that  there  are  approximately  600,000  Germans, 
and  thousands  of  Italians. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  I  am  interested  in  the  domestic  situation. 
Will  the  gentleman's  committee  be  able  to  give  us  the  defini- 
tion of  subversive  practices,  so  that  by  language  we  will  be 
able  to  put  on  the  statute  books  what  subversive  practices 
are.  and  to  wipe  them  out? 

Mr.  DIES.  With  the  help  of  this  administration  we  will 
bring  you  In  a  bill,  first,  that  will  outlaw  the  Oerman-Amer- 
Ican  Bund,  the  Communist  Party,  and  other  organizations 
which  the  committee  has  foimd  to  be  agents  of  foreign 
governments.  [Applause.]  That  is  the  first  thing  we  can 
do,  [  Applause.  1  Tlie  next  thing  we  can  do  is  to  prevent 
the  admission  of  foreign  agents  under  the  guise  of  refugees. 
We  have  information  of  foreign  agents  operating  in  the 
United  States  who  came  In  imder  the  guise  of  refugees.  We 
can  put  a  stop  to  the  laxity  that  has  characterized  our  en- 
forcement of  existing  immigration  and  deportation  laws.  We 
can  do  this  with  no  hardship  to  those  who  are  loyal  and 
deserving,  but  certainly  It  is  a  disgraceful  spectacle  that 
here  is  an  organization  such  as  the  GJerman- American  Bund 
with  90  percent  of  Its  members  naturalized  since  the  World 
War,  many  of  whom  are  veterans  of  the  German  Army. 

Yet  they  come  to  the  United  States  and  receive  their  nat- 
uralization papers,  and  notwithstanding  that  fact,  they  salute 
the  swastika  and  goose-step  with  all  of  the  admiration  for 
Hitler  that  they  would  have  if  they  resided  in  Germany.  I 
refer  to  organizations  like  the  German-American  Alliance, 
with  300,000  members,  so  they  claim,  and  organizations  Uke 
the  Communist  Party.  According  to  the  confidential  reports 
of  the  Communist  Party  of  California,  more  than  half  of  the 
membership  were  bom  In  a  foreign  country.  When  anyone 
comes  to  America  and  thereafter  ceases  to  be  loyal,  or  if  be 
gives  evidence  of  his  disloyalty  to  this  flag,  or  if  he  believes  in 
a  foreign  dictator  and  in  the  kind  of  government  that  has 
been  established  in  foreign  lands  more  than  he  does  in  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  we  can  certainly  accom- 
modate him  by  putting  him  on  a  boat  and  sending  him  to  the 
country  of  his  affection.    [Applause.] 

I  could  ouUlne  to  the  gentleman  a  course  of  procedure  that, 
under  existing  laws,  would  enable  us  to  bring  to  the  bar  of 
justice  men.  for  instance,  like  William  Browder,  who  had  on 
deposit  $1,300,000  to  his  personal  account,  and  who  had  never 
paid  any  income  tax;  organizations  that  take  in  millions  of 
dollars  every  year  in  this  country,  which  do  not  pay  any  cor- 
poration tax,  and  yet  they  use  their  proceeds  and  their  funds 
to  spread  propaganda  day  in  and  day  out,  and  seek  to  intro- 
duce the  same  destructive  ideology  that  they  succeeded  in 
spreading  In  France,  England,  and  other  countries. 

You  who  imderestlmate  the  power  of  propaganda  fall  to 
realize  that  propaganda  has  always  been  the  strongest  arm 
of  despotism  and  of  tyranny.    When  a  country  is  subjected  to 
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ft  day  In  and  day  out.  as  the  people  were  in  France  and 
England,  it  often  produces  the  result  of  a  weakened  and  dis- 
ttnlted  country.     [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
has  expired. 

Mr.  CLARK.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question  on 

the  resolution. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  the  remarks  I  made  this  afternoon  by  including 
therein  a  letter. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
Itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolution 
|H.  J.  Res.  556)  approving  nonrecognition  of  the  transfer  of 
any  geographic  region  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one 
non-American  power  to  another  non-American  power,  and 
providing  for  consultation  with  other  American  republics  in 
the  event  that  such  transfer  should  appear  likely. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  Itself  into  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  considera- 
tion of  House  Joint  Resolution  556,  with  Mr.  Duncan  in  the 
chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  joint  resolution. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  reading  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  1  inquire  of  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  or  if  the  majority  leader 
will  answer  it  might  be  preferable,  is  it  the  intention  to  pro- 
ceed with  a  vote  on  this  bill  today,  or  just  conclude  general 
debate? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.     We  must  finish  this  joint  resolution  today. 
I       Mr.  FISH.    That  will  take  about  3  hours. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  We  have  not  had  a  night  session  for  any 
business.  We  want  to  transact  a  great  deal  of  business.  All 
the  appropriation  bills  must  be  passed  before  July  1.  You 
know  the  condition  that  may  be  in  the  House  next  week. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  would  not  be  satisfied  to  con- 
clude general  debate  of  2  hours  tonight  and  then  vote  on  the 
Joint  resolution  tomorrow? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Well,  that  would  mean  probably  2  hours 
of  debate  imder  the  5-minute  rule.  If  we  get  into  an  ar- 
rangement like  that  the  first  thing  we  would  have  to  adjourn 
because  there  would  l>e  nobody  here.  I  must  Insist  on  finish- 
ing the  joint  resolution  tonight. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman.  I  just  wanted  to 
know. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  is  It  the  intention  of  the 
gentleman  to  use  all  the  time  he  has  been  allowed  under  the 
rule?    If  he  will  cut  down  his  time  I  will  cut  mine  down. 

Mr.  FISH.     I  have  requests  for  1  hour. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  If  you  are  going  to  use  all  of  your  time.  I 
Will  have  to  use  all  of  mine,  but  if  you  will  cut  it  down  to  5  or 
10  minutes  I  will  cut  mine  down. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  sorry  I  caimot  do  that.  I  have  made  defi- 
nite promises  to  Members. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  They  can  be  heard  just  the  same  under  the 
6-mlnute  rule. 

Mr.  PISH.  I  will  try  to  cut  them  dowA,  but  I  will  not  make 
any  promises. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Luther  A.  Johnson]. 

Mr.   LUTHER   A.   JOHNSON.     Mr.    Chairman.   I   do   not 
exaggerate  when  I  say  that  at  this  particular  time  we  are 
,  confronted  by  one  of  the  gravest  conditions  that  has  existed 
'  throughout  the  world  for  a  century.     Our  own  country  is 
deeply  concerned  and  should  be  concerned  with  the  preserva- 
tion of  our  Republic. 


This  resolution  is  designed  for  the  sole  purpose  of  preserv- 
ing our  own  national  defense  and  of  keeping  the  war  from 
our  hemisphere.  I  agree  with  what  my  colleague,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  [Mr.  Dies],  has  just  said  when  he  em- 
phasized that  one  of  the  essentials  in  preserving  peace  and 
in  preserving  our  coimtry  is  unity.  I  think  It  is  of  vital 
importance  that  we  should  preserve  In  our  own  country  and 
should  give  notice  to  the  world  that  the  United  States  is 
united  on  some  things. 

I  think  this  resolution  proclaims  one  traditional  policy  upon 
which  we  have  never  been  divided.  For  150  years  our  country, 
regardless  of  who  was  to  the  White  House,  regardless  of 
which  of  the  major  parties  controlled,  has  always  proclaimed 
that  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  its  essence  was  essential  for 
the  preservation  of  our  rights  and  our  safety.  As  was  so  well 
said  by  the  chairman  of  our  committee,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Bloom]  when  he  read  the  definition  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine,  it  was  founded  and  enunciated  for  our  own 
defense.  If  it  was  important  in  1823  when  President  Monroe 
defined  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  if  It  was  necessary  for  the  pres- 
ervation of  our  country  then  that  no  non-American  power  • 
should  acquire  control  of  any  region  upon  this  hemisphere, 
how  vastly  more  important  is  it  now? 

Airplanes  and  other  Inventions  have  reduced  proportion- 
ately the  size  of  the  world  and  our  peace  is  now  jeopardized 
by  incidents  that  occur  much  farther  from  the  United  States 
than  when  Monroe  declared  his  great  doctrine  117  years  ago. 
The  Monroe  Doctrine  existed  not  only  from  the  time  of  its 
enunciation  by  President  Monroe  in  1823,  but  it  has  been  the 
doctrine  of  our  country  since  its  foundation,  as  enunciated 
by  George  Washington,  the  first  President  of  our  country;  it 
Is  founded  upon  the  law  of  nations;  it  is  founded  upon  the 
law  of  defense ;  it  is  founded  upon  our  rights  and  the  preser- 
vation of  our  own  country. 

Someone  has  asked,  if  that  doctrine  is  known,  why  do  we 
now  pass  a  resolution  in  declaration  of  it.  We  do  so  for  the 
simple  and  only  reason  of  giving  notice  to  the  world  that  the 
United  States  of  America  Is  united  in  Its  firm  belief  in  that 
traditional  policy,  that  we  are  united,  and  that  not  only  the 
President  is  for  it  but  that  he  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  are  united  on  this  policy  and  Intend  to  see  that  it  is 
enforced.  I  was  glad  that  on  yesterday  the  Senate  by  a 
unanimous  vote — 76  ayes  and  no  noes — gave  notice  to  the 
world  that  we  would  stand  upon  this  doctrine  and  that  we 
would  Insist  ur>on  it. 

This  resolution  declares  that  the  United  States  would  not 
recognize  any  transfer,  and  would  not  acquiesce  in  any  at- 
tempt to  transfer  any  geographic  region  of  this  hemisphere 
frtrni  one  non-American  power  to  another  non-American 
power. 

It  is  important  that  this  resolution  be  passed  now  because 
conditions  in  Europe  with  the  warfare  there  are  coming  to 
what  seems  to  be  a  crisis.  We  know  not  what  day  there  may 
be  treaties,  truces,  or  an  armistice  signed  in  which  some  of 
the  l)elligerents  having  possessions  in  this  country  might 
be  called  upon  to  transfer  some  of  their  territory  in  this 
coimtry  to  another  non-American  power. 

We  want  to  give  notice  now  before  any  overt  act  is  com- 
mitted that  America  believes  in  and  the  United  States  will 
stand  for  the  preservation  of  that  doctrine  which  says  that 
our  safety  is  endangered  if  there  is  any  transfer  of  posses- 
sions in  this  hemisphere  to  any  non-American  country.  Just 
as  we  have  for  150  years. 
Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.     Briefly. 
Mr.  CELLER.    I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  that 
there  is  ample  precedent,  because  in  1912  a  resolution  was 
adopted  whereby  we  refused  to  permit  the  transfer  of  an 
Island  in  Magd^na  Bay  from  Mexico  to  Japan. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  am  familiar  with  the  In- 
cident to  which  the  gentleman  refers.  I  can  give  the  gentle- 
man a  precedent  100  years  older  than  that.  In  1811.  when 
James  Madison  was  President  of  the  United  States.  11  years 
before  Monroe  was  President,  there  was  a  threat  upon  the 
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part  of  a  European  power  to  acquire  possession  of  Florida 
and  some  other  countries  not  then  a  part  of  the  United  States. 
President  Madison  sent  a  secret  message  to  the  Congress 
warning  of  the  danger.  What  did  Congress  do?  They  passed 
a  resolution  similar  to  this  giving  notice  that  the  United 
States  would  not  recognize  the  transfer  of  any  title  to  or  of 
any  interest  in  any  country;  and  nothing  w£is  done  because 
they  had  notice  of  it.  and  knew  that  America  would  not 
tolerate  any  transfer.  That  is  simply  what  we  sxe  trying  to 
do  now.  to  follow  that  precedent  and  the  precedent  to  which 
the  gentleman  has  referred. 

Mr.  POAOE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Might  it  not  be  wise  not  only  to  follow  the 
precedent,  but  to  go  still  further  and  acquire  these  Islands, 
as  we  later  acquired  Florida,  for  a  proper  consideration,  of 
course?  Might  it  not  be  well  now.  regardless  of  the  outcome 
of  the  European  war,  to  begin  negotiations  to  acquire  them 
as  American  territory? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  am  In  sympathy  with  the 
gentleman's  suggestion.  I  do  not  know  what  the  outcome 
In  Europe  may  be.  but  it  may  hasten  and  accelerate  the 
acquisition  of  islands  in  this  country.  For  our  defense  we 
need  islands  now  that  we  never  needed  before. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
further? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Briefly. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  would  like  to  have  the  gentleman's  views 
upon  this  proposition.  Iceland,  for  example,  has  been  trans- 
ferred from  Denmark  to  Great  Britain.  France  may  soon  be 
prostrate  and  powerless.  Suppose  Great  Britain,  a  country 
friendly  to  us,  should  undertake  to  acquire  or  protect  some 
of  the  French  possessions  in  this  hemisphere.  What  would 
be  the  situation  then?  I  am  curious  to  know  what  the  gen- 
tleman's view  is. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  The  interpretation  of  those 
events  will  take  place  as  they  happen.  This  resolution  is 
leveled  not  at  one  set  of  belligerents  but  at  all  belligerents 
whether  they  are  friendly  to  us  or  not.  We  propose  to  treat 
all  alike  so  that  there  shall  be  no  transfer  of  sovereignty  in 
this  hemisphere  by  any  non-American  power. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  The  gentleman,  I  recognize,  can  quote 
precedents,  but  precedents  are  not  always  surrounded  by  the 
same  conditions,  as  hinted  by  the  last  speaker.  Vastly  dlflfer- 
ent  Is  the  determination  now  under  these  momentous  condi- 
tions from  the  time  those  precedents  were  created. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  agree  that  conditions  are 
momentous,  and  for  that  reason  It  is  all  the  more  imperative. 
In  my  opinion,  that  we  take  a  firm  step  now.  If  we  cannot 
stand  upon  the  traditional  policy  which  we  have  built  and 
Which  Is  recognized  as  one  of  the  means  of  safety  of  this 
country,  then  I  think  we  are  sliding  backward. 

Mr.  EATON.     Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  yield  to  the  genUeman 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EATON.  The  gentleman,  of  course,  will  lay  hold  of 
the  fact  that  when  these  precedents  were  established  this 
was  a  small,  weak  nation? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    True. 

Mr.  EATON.  We  were  speaking  at  that  time  to  great, 
powerful  nations,  while  now  we  are  supposed  to  be  at  least 
of  considerable  size  and  ability  to  take  care  of  ourselves. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    I  thank  the  gentleman.    We 
were  not  afraid  when  small  to  assert  our  rights,  and  we  cer- 
tainly should  not  be  afraid  now  to  do  so  when  we  are  strong 
to  assert  our  rights.     [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  jdeld  10  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  IMr.  VobtsI. 


Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  historic 
occasion.  It  is  129  years  since  the  Congress  took  comparable 
action.  This  is  the  first  time  in  history  that  the  Monro© 
Doctrine  has  ever  been  enacted  into  a  legislative  resolution. 
The  policy  we  are  here  reaffirming  antedates  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  but  it  forms  part  of  it.  This  policy  is  more  funda- 
mental than  a  statute,  a  treaty,  or  any  principle  of  interna- 
tional law.  In  the  words  of  Elihu  Root  it  rests  "upon  the 
right  of  self -protection  and  that  right  is  recognized  by  Inter- 
national law."  We  are  reafiftrming  it  in  a  time  of  tlireatened 
changed  conditions.  This  is  exactly  the  time  when  such  a 
policy  is  most  needed.  It  was  bom  out  of  such  a  time  and 
has  been  restated  and  reenforced  in  such  times,  because,  as 
Charles  Evans  Hughes  said,  "Despite  changes  in  conditions 
it  still  remains,  to  be  applied  if  necessary,  as  a  principle  of 
national  security." 

It  is  simply  untrue  to  say  that  this  Is  historically  a  British 
policy,  set  up  in  reliance  upon  the  British  Fleet.  It  was  in- 
voked against  the  British  in  1803  and  1811.  The  British  dls- 
ai^roved  of  two  of  the  fundamental  pronouncements  by 
President  Monroe  in  1823.  It  was  invoked  against  Britain 
by  Cleveland  in  1897  and  against  the  British  as  well  as  Ger- 
many and  Italy  in  the  Venezuelan  dispute  in  1902. 

This  resolution  has  two  parts  because  the  modem  Monroe 
Doctrine  has  two  parts. 

First,  there  Is  a  unilateral  statement  as  to  what  we  will  do 
alone.  We  will  not  recognize  nor  acquiesce  In  transfers 
within  this  hemisphere  by  non-American  powers. 

Second,  there  is  a  multilateral  statement  as  to  what  we 
will  do  with  others.  We  will  consult  with  our  neighboring 
republics  to  determine  upon  common  action  to  safeguard  our 
commcm  interests. 

Some  will  object  to  the  first  and  some  to  the  second  pro- 
vision. Aside  from  all  theoretical  and  academic  questions  of 
logic  and  consistency,  both  are  needed  to  state  our  policy 
realistically  and  practically.  We  have  not  a  Yankee-con- 
trolled empire  in  this  hemisphere.  We  have  not  a  hemisphere 
league  of  nations.  We  are  evolving  toward  a  pan-American 
ideal,  a  practical  working  union  of  neighboring  States.  We 
will  do  certain  things,  alone  and  without  collaboration,  to 
protect  our  national  security.  We  are  willing  to  do  certain 
other  things  in  concert  with  our  neighbors  to  protect  our 
common  seciu-ity.  There  are  two  phases  of  our  policy  and 
neither  can  be  ignored. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  The  whereases  recited  In  this  resolution 
say  that  we  will  consult  over  the  matter,  then  we  declare  our 
policy  before  we  consult.  Does  the  gentleman  anticipate  per- 
fect agreement  with  all  the  other  consultants? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  As  I  just  explained,  we  do  two  things 
In  this  resolution,  which  merely  restates  the  modem  Monroe 
Doctrine.  First,  as  to  matters  that  concern  us  alone,  we 
reserve  our  right  of  action;  second  as  to  matters  of  common 
interest,  and  I  quote  the  resolution,  "We  agree  to  consult  to 
determine  upon  a  course." 

There  are  two  phases  to  our  jwlicy  and  we  cannot  realisti- 
cally ignore  either  of  them. 

This  is  no  time  for  us  to  attempt  precise  limitations  and 
descriptions  of  our  Interest  in  this  hemisphere.  We  are  not 
as  immediately  interested  in  some  portions  of  the  hemisphere 
as  in  others,  but  our  southern  neighbors,  if  they  are  to  work 
with  us.  are  Interested  in  their  southern  neighbors,  and 
their  neighbors  in  their  southern  neighbors,  and  so  on  until 
this  area  of  required  united  action  covers  two  continents  from 
pole  to  pole  and  ocean  to  ocean  and  then  out  into  each  ocean. 
We  will  not  define  at  this  time  the  precise  boundaries  of 
our  sphere  of  interest  and  we  are  not  stating  in  advance 
exactly  what  we  will  do.  We  do  not  agree  In  advance  to  go 
to  war  or  not  to  go  to  war.  We  are  simply  repainting  ovu"  "no 
trespassing"  sign  so  that  would-be  tresspassers  will  be  sure 
to  see  it. 
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Why  Is  congressional  action  needed  at  this  time?  Why  not 
merely  let  the  President  resay  it? 

There  are  two  reasons: 

First.  We  must  show  the  world  that  we  are  united  on  this 
line  of  defense  and  show  it  solemnly,  formally,  and  force- 
fu'ly. 

Second.  Our  President  has  made  so  many  inconsistent, 
extravagant,  and  unreliable  statements,  openly  and  secretly. 
as  to  our  present  and  future  foreign  policy  that  his  words 
have  lost  their  force  abroad. 

Mr.  BENDER    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  recall  the  gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
Dies  J  made  the  statement  that  we  serve  notice  on  Stalin, 
Hitler,  and  Mussolini  that  they  keep  out  of  America.  Etoes 
not  the  gentleman  feel  at  the  same  time  we  ought  to  serve 
notice  on  Roosevelt  to  keep  out  of  Europe? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    I  think  that  is  a  good  idea. 

Whatever  the  reasons  may  be  which  prompted  the  admin- 
istration to  seek  approval  from  the  Congress  for  statements 
of  our  foreign  policy.  I  rejoice  that  in  this  time  of  crisis  and 
confusion  we  are  establishing  a  precedent  of  united  action  by 
the  Executive  and  the  Congress  in  discharging  our  joint 
responslb  lity  under  our  Constitution  in  formulating  and  stat- 
ing our  foreign  policy. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Going  directly  to  the  imilateral  portion 
of  this  resolution,  the  United  States  having  adopted  the  reso- 
lution, and  thus  having  stated  our  position,  what,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  committee,  would  create  a  set  of  conditions  that 
would  appear  likely  to  call  into  operation  part  2  of  the  bill? 
In  other  words,  will  the  gentleman  tell  us  whether  or  not,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  committee,  this  resolution  having  been 
adopted,  current  conditions  would  appear  likely  to  such  an 
extent  that  we  would  probably  immediately  consult  the  other 
21  or  22  nations  of  the  Western  Hemisphere? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  think  conditions  are  likely  to 
obtain  in  the  next  few  days  which  would  require  such  con- 
sultation, and  we  have  a  resolution  to  that  effect  before  our 
committee.  Let  me.  in  answering  the  gentleman's  question, 
refer  to  a  question  which  was  raised  as  to  what  we  would  do 
In  case  the  nori-American  motherland  owning  some  of  these 
American  territories  having  changed  hands  throufih  conquest. 

We  have  first  a  precedent  in  the  1811  action  when  Florida 
having  changed  hands,  in  that  Napoleon  put  in  a  new  king  in 
Spain,  and  we  simply  took  over  Florida  for  the  duration.  I 
would  suggest,  however,  that  what  we  should  do  is  to  offer 
to  buy.  let  us  say.  Curacao  from  the  Dutch,  and  if  the  Dutch 
say.  "Our  country  is  now  occupied  by  Germany."  we  should 
turn  to  Hitler  and  say.  "Well,  you  have  no  objection,  have  you. 
to  the  Dutch  selling  us  Curacao?"  If  he  says  "Yes,"  then  we 
proceed  to  buy  Curacao.  If  Hitler  would  say  "No,"  then  we 
will  find  out  where  he  stands  and  he  will  have  to  go  back  on 
the  statements  he  has  made  In  the  past  few  days — that  he 
has  no  intention  of  interfering  in  this  hemisphere.  I  think 
we  should  smoke  out  those  powers  as  to  exactly  where  they 
stand  on  our  peaceful  purchase  of  some  of  these  Islands. 
[  Applause.  1 

Mr.  CRAWFXDRD.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman  one  other 
question? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  yield. 
^  Mr.  CRAWFORD.  If  the  United  States,  following  up  this 
resolution  and  having  in  mind  the  conferences  of  1936.  1938, 
and  1939,  and  then  the  other  countries  under  part  2  refuse  to 
go  along,  are  we  in  any  way  obligated  to  lay  doun  or  can 
we  proceed? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  We  have  preserved  our  freedom  of 
action  under  No.  1.  and  in  No.  2  we  say  that  we  will  consult 
"in  addition  to  other  measures." 

(Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  3^eld  the  gentleman  1  addi- 
tional minute  to  answer  a  question. 


Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Of  course,  this  resolu- 
tion would  be  meaningless  if  we  did  not  have  a  national  de- , 
fense  to  back  it  up.    It  is  vital  that  we  have  an  adequate 
national  defense  to  back  up  this  resolution,  because  it  would 
be  a  mere  scrap  of  paper  without  it. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  think  that  we  have  a  national  de- 
fense to  back  this  up,  and  I  remind  my  colleague  that  we 
first  announced  the  principles  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  when 
we  were  a  weak  nation  and  we  were  announcing  that  doctrine 
against  the  strongest  nations  of  Europe.  We  have  always 
had  the  strength  and  the  moral  force  to  back  up  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  including  this  doctrine  of  nonrecognition  of  such 
transfers. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Today  we  need  an  In- 
creased  national   defense   also.    I   have   always   advocated 
complete  national   defense.    The  United   States  is  a  great 
Nation,  and  we  must  maintain  its  greatness. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  another 
one-half  minute. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  would  like  the  gentleman's  opinion 
upon  whether  or  not  the  pending  resolution  is  an  enlarge- 
ment of  the  Monroe  Doctrine? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  It  is  not  an  enlargement  of  the  Mon- 
roe Doctrine,  it  is  a  reafflrmation  of  existing  policies  and  the 
committee,  by  the  committee  amendment,  has  changed  the 
preamble,  as  you  will  notice,  to  show  that  this  is  merely  a 
restatement  and  affirmation  of  our  traditional  policy,  and  if 
you  will  read  the  report  you  will  see  that  both  sections  1  and 
2  are  merely  reafBrmaticn  of  the  existing  policy. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  1  addi- 
tional minute. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Is  It  not  true  also  that 
this  is  a  very  friendly  gesture  to  the  countries  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere?  We  have  always  been  the  best  of  friends  and" 
we  v.'ant  to  continue  that  friendship  and  I  am  sure  that  they 
will  be  just  as  glad  of  this  resolution  as  we  are  ourselves. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  think  this  is  not  only  a  friendly  but 
an  encouraging  gesture  to  our  neighbors  to  the  south,  to  let 
them  know  that  we  are  siffirming  the  position  that  we  have 
worked  cut  with  them  in  recent  years  by  conferences  and  are 
not  backing  down  one  bit  on  it. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  We  have  a  mutual  re- 
spect, in  other  words  and  show  it  by  passing  this  resolution. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    A  mutual  respect  and  agreement  to 
work  together  in  our  common  interest. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  B.\rtoh]. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  will  promise 
the  Committee  not  to  use  10  minutes,  but  only  a  fraction  of 
that  time.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  clearly  in  mind  that 
we  are  taking  this  action  at  a  time  when  conditions  are  dif- 
ferent than  they  have  ever  been  at  any  period  of  our  history. 
Always  more  or  less  implicit  in  the  Monroe  Doctrine  has  been 
the  existence  and  the  friendly  cooperation  of  the  British 
fleet.  To  be  sure  we  have  once  or  twice  l)een  compelled  to 
apply  the  doctrine  to  Great  Britain,  but,  generally  speaking, 
through  the  years  of  our  national  existence  Great  Britain, 
not  because  of  any  love  of  us,  but  because  she  was  interested 
in  maintaining  the  Ixilance  of  power  in  Europe  and  not  having 
a  European  rival  extending  its  territory  or  its  jurisdiction 
in  this  hemisphere.  Great  Britain  has  generally  been  on  the 
side  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  we  could  count  on  the  help 
of  her  fleet  in  upholding  it. 
Mr.  SHANLEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  And  that  was  endorsed  by  both  Madison 
and  Jefferson. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Endorsed  by  Madison  and 
Jefferson  explicitly. 

Now.  we  might  as  well  be  frank  and  recognize  that  we  are 
facing  the  possibility  that  both  the  French  Fleet  and  the 
English  Fleet  may  not  be  on  our  side,  may  possibly  not  be 
in  existence,  may  even  be  in  the  hands  of  unfriendly  powers. 
So  when  we  stand  up  here  and  wave  our  arms  and  say  that 
we  are  going  to  protect  the  whole  Western  Hemisphere  we 
want  to  realize  that  we  are  by  law  biting  off  something  bigger 
than  the  country  has  ever  bitten  off  before. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Nations  may  have  changed, 
but  principles  do  not  change,  do  they? 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  That  is  true;  and  one  of  the 
principles  is  that  Mickey  Rooney  should  not  fight  Joe  Louis. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Docs  not  the  gentleman  think 
that  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  essential  for  our  safety  when 
the  world  was  large  and  when  conditions  were  not  like  they 
are  now  with  reference  to  airplanes,  and  that  it  is  more 
essential  now.  when  we  have  to  take  territory  further  away  to 
protect  us?  Does  the  gentleman  not  think  there  is  a  greater 
reason  for  the  Monroe  Doctrine  now  than  when  it  was 
enunciated? 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  I  think  there  is  as  great  or  a 
greater  reason,  but  the  point  I  make  to  this  committee  is 
this:  Nobody  has  any  doubt  that  it  is  a  menace  to  our  safety 
to  have  anything  happen  to  the  territory  between  us  and 
the  Panama  Canal,  or  perhaps  1,500  miles  t)elow  the  Pan- 
ama Canal,  but  in  the  resolution  before  us  we  are  embrac- 
ing territory  to  the  very  end  of  South  America,  the  Argen- 
tine. 6.500  miles  from  our  own  country.  We  could  easily 
conceive  a  situation  where  our  fleet  might  be  spread  out 
occupying  and  protecting  bits  of  islands  and  bits  of  country 
aU  over  the  AtlanUc  and  the  Pacific.  This  is  the  very  big 
affirmation  that  we  are  making;  this  is  what  the  resolution 

involves. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  Does  not  the  gentleman  think 
that  reaffirming  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is  what  we  should  do 
rather  than  make  It  more  specific,  such  as  the  words  "not 
acquiesce"?  I  am  thinking  about  this:  What  if  Prance 
should  cede  or  transfer  one  of  her  Islands  in  the  Caribbean 

to  Germany?  ^    ^i.  *  , 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  My  feeling  is,  first,  that  I 
think  it  is  a  mistake  to  bring  this  up  at  all.  We  have  had 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  in  force  for  117  years.  If  there  is  one 
element  of  our  foreign  policy  that  is  consistent  and  effective 
and  understood  in  every  chancelery  in  Europe  and  in  the 
Orient,  it  is  the  Monroe  Doctrine:  and  now,  at  this  partic- 
ular time,  after  117  years,  we  suddenly  feel  that  we  have  to 
enact  it  Into  law. 

Mr.  BENDER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    Yes. 

Mr.  BENDER.  When  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  dis- 
cuss the  reaffirmation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  they  reafllnn 
only  a  part  of  it,  because  this  Is  also  a  part: 

In  the  wars  of  European  powers.  In  matters  relating  to  them- 
eelves,  we  have  never  taken  any  part,  nor  does  it  comport  wltn 
our  policy  so  to  do. 

That  also  is  a  part  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Perhaps  if  the  gentleman 
will  offer  that  as  an  amendment  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee will  accept  it.  _,  ,j« 

Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    Yes. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  am  sure  that  the  gentleman,  like  most 
of  us,  is  in  accord  with  the  principles  of  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine, but  it  might  be  well  to  know,  for  the  purposes  of 
history,  of  the  many  cases  where  the  Monroe  Doctrine  has 
been  violated.  For  instance.  Britain  was  a  frequent  in- 
fringer of  the  doctrine.  She  took  possession  of  the  Falkland 
Islands,  and  we  made  no  protest.  Also,  in  1842.  Britain 
blockaded  Nicaragua,  and  a  few  years  later  blockaded  Buenos 
Aires,  and  there  was  no  protest  from  the  United  States. 


We  were  too  weak  to  do  so.  In  1851  Britain  seized  Salva- 
dor's port,  and  similarly  the  ports  of  Chile  were  boml>arded 
by  warships  of  Spain  some  years  later,  but  we  were  a  weak 
Nation  then,  too  weak  to  protest.  Now  the  situation  is 
different,  and  we  are  strong  enough  to  protest,  and  we 
should  protest  every  inch  of  the  way.  And  I  am  sure  this 
resolution  wculd  be  in  furtherance  of  the  idea  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  from  New  York  will 
not  want  to  vote  agtdnst  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    Oh,  I  want  to  make  it  dear 
that  I  am  going  to  support  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yleM? 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    Yes. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    I  believe  the  gentleman  said  that  everyone 
knows  what  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is.    Would  the  gentleman 
kindly  explain  what  he  knows  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is? 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    U  I  know? 
Mr.  BLOOM.    Will  the  gentleman  kindly  explain  what  the 
doctrine  is? 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    Oh.  the  gentleman  explained 
it  and  read  many  authorities,  and  I  think  the  committee 
fully  understood. 
Mr.  BLOOM.    And  that  Is  what  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is? 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    Yes. 
Mr.  BLOOM.     That  is  all  that  this  resolution  provides. 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.     May  I  make  the  following 
point,  if  the  gentleman  will  allow  me  to  conclude  what  I 
have  to  say — I  would  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the  gentJe- 
man  from  New  York  (Mr.  Bi^oomI — I  do  not  object  particu- 
larly to  having  this  resolution  enacted.    The  argument  in  the 
committee  was  that  it  would  not  do  any  harm  and  it  might 
do  some  good.    That  was  the  principal  argimient  that  was 
advanced  for  it.     But  I  think  that  from  this  time  forward 
in  this  House  we  ought  to  recognize  that  passing  resolutions 
and  making  speeches  and  using  words  is  the  most  dangerous 
thing  that  can  be  done  at  a  time  like  this.     [Applause.] 

I  rememlaer  the  night  when  word  came  over  the  radio  that 
Chamberlain  had  said  that  England  and  Prance  would  come 
to  the  aid  of  Poland.  I  got  down  the  atlas,  and  when  I 
looked  at  Poland  I  discovered  there  was  no  possible  way 
that  England  and  France  could  come  to  the  defense  of 
Poland.  That  remark  was  leading  Poland  to  depend  on 
something  and  to  risk  her  national  Ufe  on  something  that 
could  not  possibly  be  backed  up.  From  that  point  on  I 
began  to  wonder  whether  the  Allies  were  as  smart  as  we 
were  thinking  they  were  going  to  be,  and  how  they  were 
going  to  come  out  in  this  war. 

I  remember  in  the  debate  on  the  embargo,  which  I  think 
is  going  to  have  some  very  humorous  passages  when  we  read 
it  in  a  few  years,  we  were  assured  that  if  we  would  lift  the 
embargo,  if  we  would  just  change  one  of  our  laws,  we  would 
stop  Hitler,  How  ridiculous  all  that  sounds  in  the  light 
of  what  has  happened  since.  When  the  Polish  Army  could 
not  stop  him,  when  the  British  Navy  could  not  stop  him, 
when  Belgium  and  Norway  and  France  could  not  stop  him, 
we  have  this  fatuous  idea  in  America  that  If  we  will  Just 
utter  some  words  or  pass  a  resolution  that  we  can  do  some- 
thing. 
Mr.  BLOOM.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  The  lifting  of  the  embargo  was  merely  a 
domestic  law.  There  was  nothing  In  the  Neutrality  Act  at 
that  time  about  Europe.  They  were  making  a  law  to  keep 
this  country  out  of  war.  We  were  making  a  law  so  that  none 
of  our  ships  would  be  sunk.  There  was  not  one  ship  scratched 
during  the  whole  time. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    The  gentleman  will  certainly 
not  deny  that  we  were  assured  and  reassured  that  If  we  lifted 
the  embargo  we  would  stop  Hitler  and  there  would  be  no 
European  war? 
Mr.  BLOOM.    Not  from  this  side  of  the  House. 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    Oh.  yes.    [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell! 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
South  Dakota  I  Mr.  Cask!  5  minutes. 
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Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  connection 
with  what  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Barton  1  just 
said  with  respect  to  the  purposes  of  the  repeal  of  the  Neu- 
trality Act  and  what  it  has  and  has  not  accomplished,  I  would 
like  to  refresh  oiir  memories  by  calling  attention  to  a  sentence 
from  the  President's  speech  at  the  opening  of  the  special 
session  of  the  Congress: 

The  objective  of  restricting  American  ships  from  entering  such 
■ones  may  be  obtained  by  prohibiting  such  entry  by  the  Congress. 
or  the  resiUt  can  be  substantially  achieved  by  Executive  proclama- 
tion that  all  such  voyages  are  solely  at  the  risk  of  American  owners 
themselves. 

I  bring  that  to  your  attention  because  I  think  we  are  over- 
looking the  fact  that  the  amending  of  the  Neutrality  Act  was 
not  necessary  to  keep  American  ships  out  of  the  war  zone. 
As  the  President  said,  the  result  could  have  been  achieved  by 
an  Executive  proclamation. 

Nor  was  it  necessary  to  amend  the  Neutrality  Act  to  keep 

Americans  off  of  belligerent  ships.    The  President  said  as  to 

that  objective: 

The  second  objective  Is  to  prevent  American  citizens  from  travel- 
tog  on  belligerent  vessels,  and  this  can  also  be  accomplished  by 
legislation  through  a  continuance  In  force  of  existing  law. 

Hence  we  merely  reaflClrmed  in  that  portion  of  the  present 
Neutrality  Act  what  was  already  on  the  statute  books. 

Also,  in  refreshing  our  memories  on  some  of  the  circum- 
stances attendant  upon  action  of  this  character.  I  want  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine  itself 
was  promulgated  in  the  face  of  a  crisis  in  Europe.  The 
enunciation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  made  at  a  time  when 
Europe  was  under  the  influence  of  the  so-called  Holy  Alliance, 
and  the  then  President  acted  in  the  face  of  a  threatening 
situation.  That  is  about  what  we  are  doing  now.  Somehow 
human  nature  acts  that  way. 

James  Madison,  writing  to  Monroe  at  the  time,  said: 

There  ought  not  be  any  backwardness  about  this — 

That  is.  about  malcing  the  proclamation — 

but  we  should  keep  In  view,  of  course,  the  spirit  and  forms  of  the 
Constitution  In  every  step  taken  In  the  road  to  war,  which  must 
be  the  last  step  If  thoae  short  of  war  should  be  without  avail. 

It  Is  interesting  to  note  incidentally  that  the  phrase  "steps 
short  of  war"  was  used  by  Madison  in  1823.  And  he  used 
It  understandingly.  War  itself  is  the  last  step.  It  is  axio- 
matic that  we  cannot  continue  to  take  steps  short  of  war 
without  walking  in  that  direction.  Then  there  is  that  model 
statement  of  foreign  policy  which  Thomas  Jefferson  made  in 
his  letter  to  Monroe  after  Monroe  had  sent  to  him  the  pre- 
liminary draft  of  his  message.  Made  today  by  some  people 
it  might  be  regarded  as  treasonable  or  pro-Nazi,  or  something 
like  that,  but  Jefferson  made  It  long  before  Nazis  were  known. 
Since  Jefferson  made  it  when  Monroe  was  about  to  propose 
his  doctrine,  it  should  be  in  order  to  recall  it  when  we  are 
about  to  reafiSrm  the  doctrine. 

Jefferson  wrote: 

Our  first  and  fundamental  maxim  should  be  never  to  entangle 
ouselves  In  the  broils  of  Europe;  our  second,  never  to  suffer  Europe 
to  intermeddle  with  cls-Atlantlc  affairs. 

Thus.  Jefferson,  commenting  upon  the  preliminary  draft 
of  what  has  come  to  be  known  as  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  placed 
first  the  maxim  of  not  entangling  ourselves  in  the  broils  of 
Europe:  and.  second,  not  permitting  Europe  to  intermeddle 
here. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.     Is  that  the  letter  of  October  24.  1823? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.     In  the  last  paragraph  of  that  letter  he 

also  said: 

Great  Britain  Is  the  nation  which  can  do  us  the  most  harm  of 
anyone  or  all  on  earth,  and  with  her  on  our  side  we  need  not  fear 
the  whole  world.  With  her.  then,  we  should  most  sedulously 
cherish  a  cordial  friendship:  and  nothing  would  tend  more  to  knit 
our  aflecUons  than  to  be  flghuog  once  more,  side  by  side,  in  the 
same  cause. 


I  think  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Bartow  1  re- 
ferred to  this  fact.  too.  that  under  the  protecting  aegis  of 
Great  Britain  we  were  able  to  maintain  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman 
quoted  that  portion  of  Jefferson's  letter.  I  think  Jefferson 
was  right  on  that  point  also,  but  to  get  Jefferson's  full  posi- 
tion we  should  also  quote  the  concluding  sentence  that  imme- 
diately follows  the  quotation  the  gentleman  gave.  In  the 
concluding  sentence  Jefferson  said: 

Not  that  I  would  purchase  even  her  amity  at  the  price  of  taking 
part  In  her  wars. 

Jefferson  believed,  and  I  believe,  that  the  decision  as  to 
when  America  goes  to  war  should  be  made  in  Washington 
and  not  in  any  other  capital  whatsoever.  That  is  the  basis 
of  our  sovereignty.  It  is  the  essence  of  our  independence. 
The  decision  should  be  made  on  the  basis  of  our  primary  in- 
terests, not  on  the  basis  of  policies,  intrigues,  or  stakes  in 
which  we  have  no  share.  The  decision  should  be  made  by 
us  when  we  are  ready;  certainly  we  lose  our  independence  if 
we  condemn  our  people  blindly  to  pay  for  the  blunders,  the 
indecisions,  the  lack  of  preparedness,  or  the  ambitions  of  any 
other  nation.  That  would  be  conscription  without  repre- 
sentation. And  that  is  what  I  think  Jefferson  had  in  mind 
in  the  sentence  I  have  read. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  That  is  all  right.  That  is  the  sentence 
that  followed  the  part  I  quoted.  The  point  is  that  he  knew 
at  that  particular  time  that  we  could  fight  for  that  doctrine 
under  the  mantle  of  England's  protection.  That  was  the 
basis  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The  gentleman  is  correct  in 
pointing  out  that  in  the  development  of  the  doctrine  we  took 
that  protection,  and,  by  Implication  that  if  that  protection  is 
weakened  we  must  seek  ways  to  strengthen  or  replace  it. 
There  is  practically  no  difference  of  opinion  on  that  point. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  jaeld  one  additional  minute 
to  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  merely  wish  In  conclusion 
to  say  that  I  see  no  particular  objection,  now  that  it  has 
come  before  us.  in  adopting  the  resolution.  It  is  our  policy 
and  has  been,  and  certainly  there  can  Ix  no  harm  in  a 
realSrmation  of  what  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is.  in  again  say- 
ing that  it  Is  a  fundamental  American  policy.  The  value 
will  depend  upon  the  wisdom  shown  in  its  application.  It 
should  be  noted  that  the  resolution  itself  is  not  discrimina- 
tory, that  it  applies  equally  to  the  transfer  of  sovereignty 
between  non-American  powers,  whether  they  happen  to  be 
belligerents  with  whom  we  sympathize  or  not.  It  applies 
equally  to  all.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  BollesI. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  the  117  years  of  the  ex- 
istence of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  no  legislation  of  the  character 
produced  here  has  ever  been  devised  or  presented  to  the 
Congress  for  adoption.  In  fact,  the  Monroe  Doctrine  has 
been  accepted  as  something  like  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence and  Washington's  Farewell  Address. 

This  is  a  measure  to  legislate  on  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

It  is  not  necessary  nor  will  any  attempt  to  interpret  its 
meaning  add  one  Jot  or  tittle  to  its  weight. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine  has  no  binding 
authority:  First,  because  it  has  not  been  admitted  into  ths 
code  of  international  law.  and.  second,  because  it  has  never 
been  adopted  or  declared  by  Congress.  In  reply  it  may  be 
said  that  the  principle  of  self-defense,  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  and  safety  of  the  Nation,  is  recognized  as  an  elementary 
part  of  international  law.  The  doctrine  did  not  require  con- 
gressional action  to  control  the  conduct  of  the  Executive  any 
more  than  the  policy  announced  in  Washington's  address  of 
noninterference  in  European  affairs.  It  stands  today  as  a 
cardinal  policy  of  cur  Government.  In  the  prophetic  lan- 
guage of  Mr.  Jefferson,  "it  sets  our  compass  and  points  the 
course  which  we  are  to  steer  through  the  ocean  of  time 


opening  on  us."    We  may  well  close  Its  consideration  with 
the  words  of  Daniel  Webster  in  the  United  States  Senate: 

I  look  on  the  message  of  December  1833  as  forming  a  bright  page 
in  our  history.  I  will  neither  help  to  erase  It  or  tear  It  out;  nor 
shall  It  be  by  any  act  of  mine  blurred  or  blotted. 

To  pass  an  act  interpreting  the  Monroe  Doctrine  would 
be  as  absurd  as  legislating  the  Declaration  of  Independence 
or  the  Farewell  Address  into  public  law.  There  are  things 
that  are  law  in  and  of  themselves.  The  Monroe  Doctrine 
is  one  of  the  most  outstanding  examples.  It  is  as  much  a 
part  of  America  as  America  is  of  itself. 

Mr.  CELLEFL    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  BOLLES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CELLER.  It  may  be  Interesting  for  the  sake  of  the 
Rkcoro  to  recall  that  a  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Senate 
in  1912  which  embodied  the  Monroe  Doctrine  with  reference 
to  Mexico  and  Japan,  a  resolution  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  Mr.  Lodge.  It  was  adopted  by  the 
Senate  by  a  huge  vote.  The  occasion  for  it  was  the  attempt 
by  a  private  company  on  behalf  of  a  foreign  country  to  get 
a  foothold  in  Magdalena  Bay  in  Mexico. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  But  it  did  not  attempt  to  interpret  the 
Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  wiU  read  it  to  the  gentleman  il  he 
wishes. 

Mr.  BOLLES.    I  have  not  time. 

Mr.  CELLER.  The  principle  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was 
embodied  In  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  There  have  been  several  occasions.  I  may 
say  to  my  distinguished  friend  who  is  a  member  of  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee,  when  we  have  adopted  resolutions  con- 
cerning an  incident  in  which  the  Monroe  Doctrine  figured. 

Mr.  TIBBOTT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOLLES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TIBBOTT.  That  particular  event  had  to  do  with  the 
transfer  of  Mexican  territory  to  Japan  and  was  not  the 
transfer  of  territory  from  one  non-American  country  to  an- 
other.   It  is  not.  therefore,  a  precedent. 

Mr.  BOLLES.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  never  a  statutory 
law.  By  the  very  nature  of  the  doctrine  itself  it  could  not 
become  a  matter  of  direct  congressional  action.  There  are 
three  state  papers  in  the  history  of  our  country  devoid  of 
the  character  of  public  law.  either  national  or  international. 
Yet  each  has  exercised  the  most  potent  influence  on  the 
conduct  of  many  other  nations  of  the  earth.  These  three 
are  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  Washington's  Farewell 
Address,  and  finally  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  Each  has  an 
intimate  relation  to  each  other  and  has  successfully  been 
the  outgrowth  the  one  of  the  other. 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  was  not  conceived  In  any  humani- 
tarian interest:  it  had  no  sentimental  kindness  about  it. 
BoUed  down  into  its  last  analysis,  it  was  a  measure  for  the 
protecUon  of  the  United  States.  It  was  a  "no  trespass"  sign 
to  all  the  nations  of  the  world.  It  had  a  tremendous  in- 
fluence upon  the  destiny  of  many  nations.  Upon  the  rock 
of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  the  Holy  Alliance  was  shipwrecked. 
It  made  it  possible  for  the  Spanish  colonies  in  Central  and 
South  America  to  keep  their  independence  from  Spain.  It 
made  it  possible  for  Portuguese  Brazil  to  erect  itself  into  an 
American  empire  and  afterward  into  a  republic.  It  car- 
ried out  the  principles  in  the  FareweU  Address  of  George 
Washington,  that — 

Europe  has  •  set  of  primary  Interests  which  to  us  have  none  or 
a  very  remote  relation,  hence  she  must  be  engaged  In  frequent  con- 
troversies, the  causes  of  which  are  essentially  foreign  to  o\ir 
concerns. 

And  again  It  emphasized  in  that  address — 

We  may  take  such  an  attlttide  as  will  cause  the  neutrality  we 
may  at  any  time  resolve  upon  to  be  scrupulously  respected,  when 
beUlgerent  nations,  under  the  ImposslbUlty  of  making  acquisitions 
upon  us.  will  not  lightly  hazard  giving  xis  provocation. 

We  were  determined  from  the  beginning  to  keep  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere  free  from  new  colonization  or  conquests. 
When  the  Spanish  colonies  in  South  and  Central  America 


revolted,  we  quickly  acknowledged  their  Independence.  Im- 
mediately there  was  a  convulsion  in  the  Holy  Alliance  which 
had  been  effected  by  the  Emperors  of  Russia  and  Austria  and 
the  King  of  Prussia  in  1815.  and  for  a  time  included  France 
and  England.  That  alliance  was  hostile  to  the  rights  of  the 
people  and  the  freedom  of  nations,  and  reiterated  the  prin- 
ciple of  divine  right  and  the  power  of  princes  as  the  first 
and  most  important  element.  It  was  against  press  freedom 
as  the  most  dangerous  enemy  to  absolutism.  The  fimda- 
mentals  of  the  American  Constitution  were  anathema  to  tbe 
alliance. 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  was  not  a  sudden  declaration  for  a 
specific  purpose.  It  came  from  the  very  peculiar  position 
the  Western  Hemisphere  occupied  In  the  march  of  submerged 
millions  toward  the  light  of  a  better  and  brighter  day.  And 
It  also  came  as  a  clarion  call  of  the  United  States  to  Its  own 
people  in  its  own  defense.  It  was  a  notice  hung  on  the  walls 
of  ancient  grasping  nations  that  America  was  going  to  look 
to  and  after  all  America — ^her  blood  child. 

The  principle  or  policy  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  declares 
afiOrmatively — and  this  should  be  of  Interest  to  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  for  he  asked  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  what  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was. 

The  principle  or  policy  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  declares 
afHrmatlvely: 

Rrst.  That  no  European  power,  or  combination  of  powers, 
can  Intervene  In  the  affairs  of  this  hemisphere  for  the  pur- 
pose, or  with  the  effect,  of  forcibly  changing  the  form  of 
government  of  the  nations,  or  controlling  the  free  will  of 
their  people. 

Second.  That  no  such  power  or  powers  can  permanently 
acquire  or  hold  any  new  territory  or  dominion  on  this  hemi- 
sphere. 

Third.  That  the  colonies  or  territories  now  held  by  them 
cannot  be  enlarged  by  encroachment  on  neighboring  terri- 
tory, nor  be  transferred  to  any  other  European  power,  and 
while  the  United  States  does  not  propose  to  interfere  with 
existing  colonies.  "It  looks  hopefully  to  the  time  when  •  •  • 
America  shall  be  wholly  American." 

Fourth.  That  any  interoceanlc  canal  across  the  Isthmus 
of  Central  America  must  be  free  from  the  control  of  Eiiropean 
jXDwers. 

While  each  of  the  foregoing  declarations  has  been  oflQclally 
recognized  as  a  proper  application  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine, 
says  Foster  in  his  history  of  American  diplomacy,  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  reserves  to  decide,  as  each  case 
arises,  the  time  and  manner  of  Its  Interposition  and  the  ex- 
tent and  character  of  the  same,  whether  moral  or  material, 
or  both. 

In  his  message  of  May  28,  1870,  relating  to  San  Domingo. 
Grant  stated: 

The  doctrine  promulgated  by  President  Monroe  has  been  ad- 
hered to  by  all  political  parties  and  I  now  deem  It  proper  to  assert 
the  equally  Important  principle  that  hereafter  no  territory  on  this 
continent  shaU  be  regarded  as  subject  to  transfer  to  a  European 
power. 

This  is  the  statement  In  the  message  of  President  Grant, 
and  practically  the  resolution  which  we  have  before  us  today 
follows  this,  but  as  a  matter  of  legislation. 

The  Moru-oe  Doctrine,  as  negatively  declared,  may  be  stated 
as  follows: 

First.  That  the  United  States  does  not  contemplate  a  per- 
manent alliance  with  any  other  American  power  to  enforce 
the  doctrine,  as  it  determines  its  action  solely  by  its  view  of 
its  own  peace  and  safety:  but  It  welcomes  the  concurrence 
and  cooperation  of  the  other  in  its  enforcement,  in  the  way 
that  to  the  latter  may  seem  best. 

Second.  That  the  United  States  does  not  Insist  upon  the 
exclusive  sway  of  republican  government,  but  while  favoring 
that  system.  It  recognizes  the  right  of  the  people  of  every  coim- 
try  of  this  hemisphere  to  determine  for  themselves  their  form 
of  government. 

Third.  That  the  United  States  does  not  contemplate  a 
protectorate  over  any  other  American  nation,  seek  to  control 
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the  Utter'i  eonduct  In  reUtJon  to  other  nmtlons.  nor  become 
rMponalble  for  Iti  act*. 

We  hive  never  gone  to  war  over  any  violations  of  the  Mon- 
roe Doctrine.    It  ha«  been  a  great  Inatrument  of  peace. 

When  President  Monroe  was  contemplating  the  issuance  in 
his  message  of  this  momentous  statement  hereafter  to  bear 
his  name,  he  wrote  to  Jefferson  about  it.  Monroe  was  troubled 
because  he  saw  that  England  wanted  to  control  South  and 
Central  America.  On  the  other  hand  was  the  Holy  Alliance, 
bent  on  restoring  the  revolted  Spanish  republics  to  Spain. 
We  accepted  neither  horn  of  the  dilemma. 

Jefferson  wrote  to  Monroe: 

The  question  presented  by  the  letters  you  have  sent  me  Is  the 
most  momentous  which  has  ever  been  offered  to  my  contemplation 
since  that  of  Independence.  That  made  us  a  nation.  This  sets  our 
compass  and  points  the  course  which  we  are  to  steer  through  the 
ocean  of  time  opening  on  us.  And  never  could  we  embark  on  It 
under  circumstances  more  auspicious.  Our  first  and  fundamental 
maxim  should  be  never  to  entangle  ourselves  In  the  broils  of  Europe. 
Our  second,  never  to  suffer  Europe  to  intermeddle  with  cls-Atlantlc 
affairs!  America.  North  and  South,  has  a  set  of  Interests  distinct 
from  those  of  Europe,  and  peculiarly  her  own.  She  should,  there- 
fore, have  a  system  of  her  own,  sepsirate  and  apart  from  that  of 
Europe  While  the  last  Is  laboring  to  become  the  domicile  of  des- 
potism, our  endeavor  should  surely  be  to  malie  our  hemisphere  that 
of  freedom. 

So  we  got  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  We  did  not  join  In  an 
alliance  with  England  which  Jefferson  wanted.  Adams  re- 
flected the  action  when  he  said: 

It  would  be  more  candid  as  weir  as  more  dignified  to  avow  otir 
principles  explicitly  to  Russia  and  Prance  than  to  come  In  as  a  cock- 
boat in  the  wake  of  a  British  man-of-war. 

Russia  and  England  wanted  what  is  now  our  own  Pacific 
coast.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  having  disposed  of  England's 
claws,  ended  in  Russia  going  back  to  Alaska  and  leaving  the 
California  coast  to  Mexico.  This  was  the  first  definite  result 
of  the  doctrine. 

Now  I  am  concerned  here  with  congressional  action  in  any 
form  or  in  any  circumstances  with  the  doctrine  and  its  appli-^ 
cation,  rather  than  with  the  history  of  events. 

We  have  passed  some  resolutions,  taken  some  action  In 
Congress  on  New  World  policies  merely  to  add  polemical 
Judgment  to  an  accomplished  fact. 

We  said:  "This  is  it.  We  have  already  said  it;  why  worry 
over  It?"  In  1826  we  said  that  we  are  free  to  declare  our 
friendships  toward  the  South  American  republics  as  "their," 
not  our,  "honor  shall  dictate." 

Do  not  overlook  the  fact  that  in  those  days  we  were  deal- 
ing with  some  of  the  worst  dictators  that  ever  rede  a  silver- 
mounted  saddle.  Rosas  of  Argentina,  the  Lopez  family  of 
Paraguay,  who  killed  more  people  than  all  tlie  gangsters  in 
the  United  States  since  the  New  Deal  made  it  possible,  were 
riding  high. 

Now.  remember  that  Great  Britain  was  never  so  hotly 
friendly  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine  when  it  stepped  on  British 
toes.  There  was  no  idea  in  the  British  mind  of  giving  up 
anything  it  had  in  America.  It  took  some  time  to  show 
Britain  that  what  she  had  was  all  she  would  get.  It  at 
one  time  wanted  Cuba.  So  did  Prance.  We  said  "No"  in 
diplomatic  emphasis.    That   ended   the  episode. 

The  dizzy-powered  Napoleon  III,  little  in  stature,  smaller 
in  brain,  egotist  and  strutter,  egged  on  by  the  British  who 
wanted  the  Southern  Confederacy  to  win  the  Civil  War,  sent 
his  whiskered,  dandified  puppet,  Maximilian,  to  take  over 
Mexico.  Later  when  we  got  around  to  the  task.  Sheridan, 
on  the  Rio  Grande,  without  a  shot,  ended  this  interlude. 

President  Grover  Cleveland  is  justly  credited  with  the  most 
convincing  analjrsis  of  the  doctrine  in  his  message  to  Con- 
gress in  1895.  Later  this  was  followed  by  one  of  our  great 
state  papers  by  Secretary  Olney  on  the  question  of  the  claims 
of  Great  Britain  to  territory  at  the  mouth  of  the  Orinoco  in 
Venezuela.  Of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  President  Cleveland 
said: 

It  was  Intended  to  apply  to  every  stage  In  our  national  life  and 
eaniMt  beoooM  obaol«t«  wlule  our  Republic  endurw. 


And  again  Mr.  Cleveland  said: 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  finds  Its  recognition  In  thOM  principle* 
of  International  law  which  are  baaed  upon  the  theory  that  tverj 
nation  will  have  lU  rlgbu  protected  and  lU  Juat  claims  •nforced. 

And  his  closing,  which  caused  Great  Britain  to  pause  in 
her  Venezuelan  aggression  and  resulted  in  settling  the  Guiana 
boundary  for  all  time : 

In  order  that  such  examinations  should  be  proaecuted  In  a 
thorough  and  satisfactory  manner,  I  suggest  that  the  Congress 
make  an  adequate  appropriation  for  the  expenses  of  a  commis- 
Bion.  to  be  appointed  by  the  Executive,  who  shall  make  the  neces- 
sary investigation  and  report  upon  the  matter  with  the  least 
poasible  delay.  When  such  report  Is  made 'and  accepted  It  wUl, 
In  my  opinion,  be  the  duty  of  the  United  States  to  resist  by  every 
means  in  its  power,  as  a  willful  aggression  upon  its  rights  and 
Interests,  the  appropriation  by  Great  Britain  of  any  lands  or  the 
exercise  of  governmental  jurisdiction  over  any  territory  which 
after  investigation  we  have  determined  of  right  belong  to  Venezuela. 

In  making  these  recommendations  I  am  fully  alive  to  the  re- 
sponsibility incurred  and  keenly  realize  all  the  consequences  that 
may  follow.  I  am,  nevertheless,  firm  in  my  conviction  that  while 
it  Is  a  grievous  thing  to  contemplate  the  two  great  English-speak- 
ing p)eople  of  the  world  as  being  otherwise  than  friendly  com- 
petitors In  the  onward  march  of  civilization  and  strenuous  and 
worthy  rivals  in  all  the  arts  of  peace,  there  is  no  calamity  which 
a  great  nation  can  invite  which  equals  that  which  follows  a 
supine  submission  to  wrong  and  injustice  and  the  consequent  loss  _ 
of  national  self-respect  and  honor  beneath  which  are  shielded  and 
defended  a  people's  safety  and  greatness. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Monroe  Doctrine  has  been  the  great 
protective  power  against  colonization  and  exploitation  of 
two  continents.  The  same  nations  as  existed  when  Simon 
Bolivar  and  San  Martin  with  ragged  troops  ended  the  power 
of  the  old  conquistadors  and  set  up  republics,  are  still  living. 
Some  boundary  changes  of  smtdl  consequence  have  c(Mne 
about  by  strife  or  arbitration. 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  has  been  the  most  powerful  and 
potent  instniment  of  peace  in  the  history  of  the  people  of 
this  world.  I  oppose  any  declaration  of  change  or  any  at- 
tempt by  nouns,  verbs,  or  adjectives,  to  give  it  a  new  mean- 
ing. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  FMr.  SchiftlerI. 

Mr.  SCHIFPLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  to  speak  with  ref- 
erence to  House  Joint  Resolution  506,  which  is  now  under 
discussion  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  this 
resolution  was  introduced  on  June  3,  received  a  brief  hearing 
on  June  4.  and  supplemental  hearing  on  Jvme  5.  and  by  a 
majority  vote  of  such  committee  was  favorably  reported. 

Such  resolution  passed  the  Senate  on  yesterday  by  a  vote 
of  76  to  0.  I  am  in  complete  symjiathy  with  the  object  and 
purposes  of  such  resolution,  which  primarily  is  to  serve  notice 
upon  all  nations  throughout  the  world  that  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine is  still  considered  as  a  fundamental  policy  of  the  United 
States:  that  non-American  nations  shall  not  be  permitted  to 
transfer  any  geographic  region  to  another  non-American . 
nation. 

The  principle  upon  which  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  founded 
was  announced  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  in  1811, 
when  it  was  feared  that  Spain  had  designs  upon  Florida.  As  % 
the  result  of  the  proclamation  made  at  that  time  the  acquisi- 
tion of  territory  upon  the  American  continents  by  non- 
American  nations  was  forbidden  by  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment. 

Again,  in  1823,  the  doctrine  was  proclaimed  in  emphatic 
language,  as  the  result  of  which  it  has  been  recognized  the 
world  over  that  the  acquisition  by  a  non-American  nation  of . 
territory  on  the  American  continents  would  be  looked  upon 
with  disfavor  by  the  United  States. 

At  present  several  non-American  countries  own  territory 
iipon  or  adjacent  to  the  American  continents.  The  pro- 
nouncement at  this  time  tmdoubtedly  extends  the  provisions 
of  the  original  Monroe  Doctrine.  The  resolution  under  con- 
sideration announces  that  we  will  not  recognize  or  acquiesce 
In  any  attempt  to  transfer  any  geographic  region  of  this 
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iMniiphsrf  from  ont  non-American  nation  to  another  non- 
American  nation. 

This  in  effect  states  that  notwithstanding  that  we  In  the 
past  have  stood  firmly  in  oppoaltUm  to  the  acquisition  of  ter- 
ritory upon  the  American  continents  or  in  the  hemisphere, 
that  we  now  extend  such  doctrine  to  prevent  a  transfer  of 
such  territory  now  held  by  a  non-American  power  to  another 
non-American  power. 

I  cannot  conceive  that  It  was  originally  Intended  that  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  was  intended  to  embrace  transactions  such 
as  those  that  are  now  Included  within  the  resolution  before 
the  House.  The  powers  that  have  territory  upon  the  Ameri- 
can Continent  acquired  prior  to  the  announcement  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  are  further  restricted  and  are  not  permitted 
to  make  a  transfer  of  such  territory  to  another  non-American 
power.  The  resolution  uses  the  term  hemisphere.  I  hope 
that  this  term  Is  not  used  in  a  sense  as  applied  In  the  ordinary 
geographic  understanding  of  the  word.  If  such  Is  the  case, 
and  If  It  Is  so  applied,  It  win  involve  parts  of  the  Union  of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  as  well  as  even  a  part  of  Iceland. 
Reports  have  been  current  that  Iceland  has  l)een  subjected 
to  German  control  and  that  German  forces  are  now  landing 
in  Iceland  for  the  purpose  of  making  an  attack  upon  Great 
Britain.  If  such  is  the  case  and  the  ordinary  geo'^fraphlc 
conception  of  hemisphere  adopted,  we  are  heading  toward 
war,  and  this  is  the  initial  step  toward  active  military  par- 
ticipation. 

It  has  been  explained  to  me  that  this  Interpretation  is  not 
to  be  adopted,  and  that  the  part  of  Iceland  embraced  within 
the  geographic  conception  of  this  hemisphere  is  not  to  be  used 
for  the  guidance  of  the  Executive  Department  in  executing  the 
provisions  of  this  resolution,  but  that  such  Is  to  be  applied  in 
a  practical  manner,  and  as  was  contemplated  at  the  time  of 
the  pronouncement  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

I  am  vitally  interested  in  the  preservation  of  the  peace  of 
our  country.  I  shall  do  nothing  directly  or  indirectly  that 
will  involve  this  Nation  in  active  military  participation  in  for- 
eign wars;  on  the  contrary,  I  do  want  to  do  everything  that 
will  defend  and  preserve  the  sovereignty  of  our  beloved  land. 

In  these  times  of  hysteria  and  excitement  it  is  for  the 
leaders,  and  especially  legislators  to  be  calm  and  to  endeavor 
to  think  out  the  consequences  of  each  act.  It  is  a  time  when 
we  should  think  clearly  and  use  our  best  Judgment.  I  hope 
that  this  resolution  will  in  no  instance  be  provocative  of  dis- 
cord or  war,  but  wUl  be  universally  accepted  only  as  a  reitera- 
tion of  our  age-old  jxjlicy.  to  preserve  America  for  Americans. 
A  proclamation  to  the  world  that  our  Republican  form  of  con- 
stitutional goveriunent,  notwithstanding  innuendos  to  the 
contrary,  is  not  weak,  but  that  there  are  fundamental  rights 
for  which  we  resolutely  stand,  in  no  sense  a  challenge  to  any 
nation,  but  a  clear  and  unequivocal  statement  made  with  a 
friendly  attitude  to  all  nations. 

Mi.  fish.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  I  Mr.  Chipbrfimj)!  5  minutes. 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
has  been  our  traditional  policy  for  over  100  years.  We 
have  always  vigorously  maintained  that  any  attempt  on  the 
part  of  non-American  powers  to  extend  their  system  to  any 
portion  of  North  or  South  America  or  Islands  adjacent 
thereto  would  not  only  be  considered  as  dangerous  to  our 
peace  and  security  but  to  the  other  American  republics  as 
well. 

It  was  distinctively  an  American  doctrine.  It  is  ours  alone. 
It  Is  unilateral  in  character  and  safeguards  our  own  in- 
terests. It  might  be  likened  to  a  superdeclaration  of  inde- 
pendence. I,  for  one,  deeply  resent  Hitler  or  any  other 
dictator  in  Europe  attempting  to  interpret  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine for  lu.  and  telling  us  what  our  obligations  are  imder  It. 
I  am  in  full  accord  with  the  views  of  Daniel  Webster  when 
he  declared  In  1826  that  the  doctrine  involved  the  honor  of 
the  country. 
X  look  upon  It— 
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And  be  added: 

Z  look  on  tha  maaaage  of  Dec«mb*r  182S  aa  formlnff  a  bright 
page  In  our  history.  •  •  •  It  did  honor  to  the  sagacity  of  the 
Government,  and  I  will  not  diminish  that  honor. 

But  Just  because  you  believe  in  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is  no 
reason  why  every  Member  of  this  House  should  not  realize 
exactly  what  we  are  doing  here  today,  and  the  full  import 
and  consequences  of  enacting  this  doctrine  into  statutory 
law. 

What  do  we  mean  when  we  use  the  term  "this  hemi- 
sphere" and  what  does  it  include?  The  words  "this  hemi- 
sphere" and  "Western  Hemisphere"  have  been  used  inter- 
changeably, 80  let  us  examine  what  territory  these  terms 
include. 

First,  where  shall  we  start?  The  geographer  of  the  State 
Department  who  appeared  before  our  committee  pointed 
out  that  there  are  three  popular  conceptions  of  the  dividing 
line  between  the  Western  and  Eastern  Hemispheres.  They 
are  Greenwich,  Ferro  (one  of  the  Canary  group),  and  Paris. 
But  for  our  purpose  let  us  take  Ferro  as  the  dividing  line. 
This  places  the  Western  Hemisphere  within  the  meridians 
of  20°  west  longitude  and  160  east  longitude,  the  division  line 
most  frequently  chosen  by  United  States  map  makers. 
Within  these  limitations  we  find  included  the  continents  of 
North  and  South  America,  most  of  Greenland,  part  of  Ice- 
land, the  Azores,  the  Cape  Verde  Islands,  the  South  Shet- 
land Islands,  the  Antarctic,  New  Zealand,  the  Samoan  group, 
Clipperton,  the  Fiji  group,  the  Solomon  Islands,  part  of 
Siberia,  and  hundreds  of  other  remote  and  inconsequential 
islands. 

The  Washington  Dally  News  of  June  13.  in  an  editorial, 
described  the  extent  of  this  bill  as — 

A  responalbillty  that  stretchea  from  pole  to  pole,  from  ocean  to 
ocean,  and  from  Hell  to  breakfast. 

Historically  speaking,  when  Monroe  sent  his  famous  mes- 
sage to  Congress  he  had  in  mind  protecting  the  American 
continents  and  adjacent  islands  from  intervention  by  non- 
American  powers.  The  specific  reasons  were  that  he  was 
afraid  that  the  Holy  Alliance  might  attempt  to  extend 
its  sphere  of  influence  in  South  America,  and  Russia  in 
North  America.  Surely  he  did  not  have  in  mind  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Azores,  the  Cape  Verde  Islands,  or  New  Zealand. 

Even  modem  geographers  think  of  these  groups  as  be- 
longing to  the  Eastern  Hemisphere.  Let  me  quote  part  of 
a  letter  from  Lawrence  Martin,  Chief  of  the  Division  of  Maps 
of  the  Congressional  Library,  which  appeared  In  the  Appen- 
dix of  the  Congressional  Record,  page  2188: 

In  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  however,  the  meridian  of  20°  puts  the 
western  tip  of  Iceland,  as  well  as  the  whole  of  the  Azores  and  tho 
Cape  Verde  Islands.  In  the  Western  Hemisphere,  although  these 
Islands  have  been  generally  regarded  by  geographers  as  parts  of 
the  Eastern  Hemisphere.  In  the  Pacific  It  puts  eastern  Rxissia 
(Siberia),  as  well  as  New  Zealand  and  adjacent  Islands,  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  although  they  are  generally  regarded  aa 
parts  of  the  Eastern  Hemisphere. 

If  the  Congress  wants  to  include  these  groups  under  this 
bill,  let  them  do  so  with  full  knowledge  of  what  they  are 
attempting  to  do.    In  case  a  European  government  should 
attempt  to  colonize  or  cause  to  be  transferred  some  remote 
Island  of  the  Pacific,  are  we  prepared  to  assert  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  and,  if  necessary,  go  to  war  with  some  European 
power  in  Its  vindication?    Let  us  be  realistic.    What  if  Ger- 
many should  demand  from  France  as  part  of  the  peace  terms 
one  of  the  Loyalty  Islands,  which  are  approximately   170'  "S 
east  longitude,  thousands  of  miles  across  the  Pacific.    Are    ' 
we  prepared  to  go  to  war  because  of  such  a  transfer?    Are 
we  going  to  apply  the  Monroe  Doctrine  to  that  part  of  Ice- ' 
land  that  lies  within  the  Western  Hemisphere  and  not  to 
the  remainder?    Are  we  going  to  apply  this  doctrine  to  al- 
most all  of  Greenland  but  not  to  the  northeast  tip  which  lies 
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within  the  Eastern  Hemisphere?  Such  action,  it  seems  to  me. 
r  would  be  absurd,  but  these  are  just  two  of  the  results  you 
-'  <will  obtain  by  passage  of  the  bill  in  its  present  form. 

My  attitude   toward   the  Monroe  Etoctrlne   is  most   ably 

stated  by  my  distinguished  and  learned  coDeague.  James  A. 

Shakley,  when  he  said  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Congressional 

Record,  page  2187: 

Aa  ft  matt*r  of  fact.  I  am  thoroughly  convinced  that  our  entire 

Monroe  Doctrine  should  be   streamlined   In  the  light  of   modem. 

up-to-date    events.      I    would    not    surrender    one    vestige    of    our 

historic  poBltlon.  but  simply  revive  and  make  corrections  resultant 

from  modem  conditions. 

I  believe  a  great  many  of  oiu"  difficulties  could  be  elimi- 
nated if  we  would  use  the  international  date  line,  the  one 
hundred  and  eightieth  meridian,  as  one  of  the  boundaries  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere.  This  would  eliminate  New  Zealand, 
the  Loyalty  Islands,  the  Solomon  Islands,  Siberia,  and  hun- 
dreds of  other  unimportant  islands.  And  by  not  following 
strictly  20'  west  longitude  we  could  by  four  departures  ex- 
clude the  Azores,  the  Cape  Verde  Islands,  and.  on  the  other 
hand,  include  the  northeast  tip  of  Greenland.  And  if  we 
cared  to  do  so  we  could  include  all  of  Iceland,  as  there  are 
many  Rood  reasons  for  considering  Iceland  as  part  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  Another  possible  solution  would  be 
instead  of  using  the  term  "this  hemisphere."  why  would  it 
not  be  better  to  use  "the  continents  of  North  America  and 
South  America  and  islands  adjacent  thereto"?  Of  course,  the 
word  "adjacent"  is  capable  of  a  flexible  definition,  but  why 
should  not  it  be?  Why  should  we  determine  the  course  of 
action  that  would  govern  us  in  the  future  until  we  know 
what  the  circumstances  are  at  that  time? 

It  is  argued  that  we  would  not  apply  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
to  remote  regions  of  the  Western  Hemisphere;  that  tradi- 
tionally the  Monroe  Doctrine  is  not  so  extensive  in  its  scope, 
but  really  applies  only  to  the  North  and  South  American  Con- 
tinents and  islands  adjacent  thereto.  But  my  chief  objection 
to  this  bill  is  that  the  language  does  not  so  confine  it.  It 
states: 

That  the  United  States  would  not  recognize  any  transfer,  and 
would  not  acquiesce  In  any  attempt  to  transfer,  any  geographic 
region  of  this  hemisphere  from  one  non-American  power  to  another 
non-American  power. 

If  we  mean  less,  why  do  not  we  say  so  and  limit  the  ap- 
plication of  this  doctrine  to  the  continents  of  North  and 
South  America  and  those  islands  adjacent  whose  transfer 
-  might  endanger  our  security  and  peace?  Why  interpret  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  as  covering  less  than  this  hemisphere  and  at 
the  same  time  Include  "any  region  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere" in  the  biU? 

But  no;  we  cannot  do  that.  We  must  swallow  this  bill  as 
It  is — hook,  line,  and  sinker — in  our  mad  haste  to  warn  some 
foreign  nation  of  our  approval  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  a 
doctrine  which  all  nations  have  known  and  understood  for 
a  period  of  over  a  hundred  years. 

WTiile  I  personally  do  not  believe  that  every  portion  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  no  matter  how  remote,  should  be  in- 
cluded in  this  doctrine,  yet  if  this  Congress,  in  its  wisdom, 
believes  that  it  is  for  the  best  interests  of  our  country  to 
bring  within  the  terms  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  every  little  dot 
in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  let  it  do  so  at  least  with  eyes 
open  and  mindful  of  all  the  possible  repercussions  there- 
from. But  when  we  have  finally  decided  upon  a  policy,  let  us 
be  prepared  to  defend  it  against  all  comers  with  all  the  might 
and  strength  we  possess. 

Now  let  me  turn  to  another  phase  of  this  bill.  It  provides 
that  we  can  take  any  additional  action  which  we  see  fit  but 
that  we  shall  consult  with  the  other  American  republics.  We 
should  reserve  the  right  to  determine  our  own  course  of  action 
as  we  see  fit  without  being  bound  in  any  way  by  the  actions  of 
other  countries.  But  the  trouble  with  this  policy  is  we  do  all 
the  guaranteeing  and  the  rest  of  the  American  republics 
merely  do  the  consulting,  and  no  one  is  even  bound  by  such 
discussion.  It  is  all  right  for  us  that  we  play  the  guardian 
role  for  our  own  security,  but  have  not  the  other  American 
republics  grown  up  sufficiently  so  that  they  can  and  should 


help  protect  themselves?  Is  It  not  about  time  we  find  cut 
how  far  these  Latin  nations  are  willing  to  go  in  the  joint  pro- 
tection of  the  Western  Hemisphere?  Why  should  it  be  all 
one-sided?  Why  should  not  all  the  American  republics  be 
required  to  Join  in  this  common  task  which  is  for  the  common 
security  of  all? 

Instead  of  treating  the  American  republics  as  equals  with 
equal  responsibilities,  this  bill  merely  provides  that  after 
we  determine  our  course  of  action  we  will  tell  them  about 
it  in  a  consultation,  and  they  can  sit  back  and  do  nothing. 
It  Is  a  mere  gesture  and  nothing  more. 

I  hope  the  action  we  take  here  today  will  be  for  the  best 
Interest  of  our  country.  The  only  sound  reason  that  I  can 
see  for  the  enactment  of  this  bill  is  that  it  may  express  to 
the  world  that  the  people's  representatives,  as  well  as  the 
Executive  and  State  Department  approve  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine. 

I  only  hope  that  if  this  bill  is  passed  that  such  action  will 
not  be  interpreted  by  our  people,  who  are  already  deeply 
aroused  by  the  world  crisis,  as  another  step  toward  war,  and 
that  it  will  not  feed  fuel  to  the  existing  hysteria.  If  that 
should  be  the  result,  it  would  be  better  that  we  did  not  pass 
this  bill,  for  we  are  adding  nothing  to  a  doctrine  that  is 
already  well  known  and  has  worked  excellently  for  a  period 
of  over  a  hundred  years.  Sometimes  it  is  the  part  of  wisdom 
to  leave  well  enough  alone. 

There  is  another  part  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  that  is  not 
well  known  but  is  of  the  utmost  importance.  Monroe  stated 
in  his  famous  message: 

In  the  wars  of  the  EMrcp)ean  powers.  In  matters  relating  to  them- 
selvee.  we  have  never  taken  any  part,  nor  does  It  comport  with  our 
policy,  so  to  do.  It  Is  only  when  our  rights  are  invaded  or  seriously 
menaced,  that  we  resent  Injuries,  or  make  preparation  for  ovir 
defense. 

These  words  are  Just  as  true  today  as  they  were  In  1823, 
and  this  Congress  could  do  well  to  adopt  them  as  its  creed. 

It  is  my  sincere  hope  that  in  this  crisis  that  all  acts  of  Con- 
gress, all  its  energy,  and  all  its  efforts  will  be  directed  toward 
keeping  our  Nation  at  peace  with  all  the  world,  and  ade- 
quately preparing  to  defend  our  shores. 

I  believe  that  this  bill,  in  its  present  form,  goes  far  beyond 
the  scope  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  as  it  has  been  interpreted 
for  over  a  hundred  years.  I  therefore  feel  I  cannot  support 
this  bill  unless  amended.  However,  since  a  vote  against  this 
bill  would  be  interpreted  as  a  vote  against  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine and  since  I  am  in  full  accord  with  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
when  limited  to  its  proper  scope.  I  feel  my  only  alternative  is 
to  vote  "present." 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  MttndtI. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  expect  to  vote  for  the 
resolution  now  before  this  body  because  I  am  a  firm  be- 
liever in  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  I  would  not  knowingly 
cast  a  vote  which  might  be  construed  either  at  home  or 
abroad  as  t)eing  opposed  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  How- 
ever. I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Barton]  in  his  thought  that  resolutions  are  not  the  ma- 
terial from  which  formulae  for  national  safety  can  be  made 
at  this  particular  time.  What  America  needs  today,  in  my 
opinion,  is  action  rather  than  eloquent  adjectives,  either  in 
congressional  resolutions  or  in  Presidental  speeches. 

In  my  opinion,  this  is  a  most  inopportune  time  in  which  to 
bring  in  a  resolution  which  would  seek  to  write  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  into  legislative  language  after  we  have  successfully 
upheld  and  interpreted  it  for  117  years.  If.  as  its  proponents 
contend,  it  goes  no  further  than  to  reaffirm  the  present 
policy,  it  is  unnecessary  and  superfluous.  If  it  is  to  be  con- 
strued as  restricting  the  province  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine, 
it  is  an  unfortunate  manifestation  of  defeatism.  If  it  extends 
the  doctrine  beyond  its  present  interpretations,  it  is  a  dan- 
gerous and  hastily  considered  change  of  American  foreign 
pobcy.  Looked  at  from  any  angle.  It  is  in  my  opinion  an 
exemplification  of  inept  legislative  practice  and  hastily  de- 
\Tsed  legislation  which  does  no  credit  to  either  the  majority 
or  minority  members  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
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mittee.  Coming  to  us  at  a  time  like  this,  a  vote  against  it 
might  be  construed  as  a  vote  of  retreat  before  the  totalitarian 
tyrants,  and  so  most  of  us  must  perhaps  vote  for  it.  because  no 
Member  of  this  body  would  yield  up  one  tiny  bit  of  our  sover- 
eign rights  to  today's  aggressors.  But  this  resolution  might 
better  have  been  unwritten  at  this  particular  time,  because, 
neither  adding  anything,  clarifying  anything,  nor  restricting 
anything,  it  is  a  dangerous  tampering  with  a  century-old  doc- 
trine which  may  later  rise  up  to  plague  us  all  for  our  hurried 
action  in  these  unsettled  times. 

I  regret  that  no  Member  of  the  Senate  saw  fit  to  question 
the  wisdom  of  such  action  at  this  time  and  that  less  than 
two  pages  of  debate  were  devoted  to  its  consideration.  I 
regret  that  while  many  Senators  declined  to  vote  or  failed 
to  do  so.  none  rose  up  to  vote  against  consideration  of  this 
measure  at  this  particular  time.  I  feel  that  Senates  of  a 
more  glorious  day  in  American  history  would  not  so  hastily 
and  casually  have  passed  upon  such  important  legislation; 
yes,  I  feel  that  our  predecessors  in  this  hallowed  House  would 
also  have  considered  long  and  well  l)efore  writing  into  the 
confining  language  of  a  resolution  a  doctrine  which  has  so 
long  stood  us  in  good  stead  as  an  enunciated  policy  by 
President  Monroe. 

Mr.  Chairman,  a  part  of  our  success  in  adhering  to  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  so  successfully  so  long  is,  in  my  opinion, 
the  very  fact  that  we  have  never  restricted  its  significance 
by  legislative  definition.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  has  been 
the  traditional  policy  of  the  greatest  power  on  earth;  part 
of  its  strength  has  been  the  very  fact  that  ours  was  the 
right  and  ours  the  privilege  of  defining  it  as  necessity  di- 
rected and  apply  it  as  occasion  demanded  It.  Now,,  to  write 
a  legislative  definition  whether  it  be  to  define  identical  rights 
which  the  Monroe  Doctrine  has  always  been  interpreted 
as  upholding  or  to  weaken  or  expand  those  rights  is  at  least 
to  lose  the  great  value  of  elasticity  which  has  always  been 
inherent  in  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Now.  all  the  world  will  know  as  much  as  does  the  United 
States  Just  what  is  implied  and  indicated  by  this  doctrine; 
gone  will  be  our  power  of  interpretation  of  this  doctrine  to 
apply  to  the  changing  conditions  of  an  ever-changing  world. 
For  one,  I  shall  vote  for  this  resolution  with  great  reluctance. 
I  shall  vote  for  it  simply  to  lift  my  voice  to  tell  dictators 
overseas  that  America,  once  faced  with  the  legislative  decisiofi 
of  reaffirming  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  will  not  in  any  way  dis- 
favor it.  But  if  this  decision  had  never  been  brought  to  this 
Congress  at  this  time  by  a  too  easily  stampeded  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  and  a  too  hastily  conceived  Impulse,  we 
should  have  retained  the  full  strength  of  this  immortal  doc- 
trine without  having  to  sacrifice  its  elasticity  of  interpreta- 
tion by  today  writing  it  into  legislative  definition.  Yes;  I 
shall  vote  for  this  resolution  as  the  lesser  of  two  evils  now.  but 
I  regret  that  we  are  forced  to  hazard  so  much  to  gain  so  little 
through  reaffirming  a  doctrine  legislatively  which  is  likely  to 
be  weaker  and  less  effective  after  the  reaffirmation  ttian 
before  it. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  realize  full  well  that  many  Members  are 
today  voting  for  this  resolution  because  they  have  little  con- 
fidence in  our  present  Executive  and  because  they  fear  his 
impetuosity  and  his  Ill-considered  acts  may  Jeopardize  our 
country.  However.  I  fear  we  cannot  compensate  for  the  Presi- 
dent's snap  decisions  and  impetuous  acts  by  supplementing 
them  with  hastily  considered  acts  on  the  part  of  ourselves. 
Por  Congress  at  this  crucial  time  to  tie  the  hands  of  the  Presi- 
dent by  writing  into  law  the  Monroe  Doctrine  which  for  more 
than  a  century  has  been  ac>i^ed  by  the  President  and  the 
State  Department  may  be  an  Intended  or  accidental  reflec- 
tion upon  the  judgment  of  those  now  In  the  White  House  and 
the  office  of  Secretary  of  State,  but  In  our  hastily  conceived 
and  illy  considered  rush  to  pass  this  legislation  it  may  also 
come  to  be  a  reflection  on  the  calm  judgment  of  this  delibera- 
tive body. 

VSOM    KOW  CM   l*t  U8    HAVS   MOBB  ACTIOK    AND  FCWDt    ASJBCX'IVBB 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  repeat.  I  shall  support  this  resolution  be- 
cause to  do  otherwise  m'gM  be  to  imply  to  greedy  dictators 


overseas  that  we  were  retreating  from  our  established  policy, 
and  I  for  one  am  not.  and  I  know  that  most  of  you  are  not.  but 
It  is  unf  ortimate  that  when  action  is  so  badly  needed  we  fumble 
around  ineptly  trying  to  give  meaning  to  an  American  policy 
117  years  of  age  which  we  are  far  more  likely  to  confuse  by 
this  action  than  we  are  likely  to  confirm  the  strength  of  its 
application.  But  when  we  have  finished  with  this  vote  let  us 
have  no  more  of  hastily  devised  resolutions  and  sparkling 
adjectives:  let  us  settle  down  to  the  serious  business  of  de- 
veloping preparedness  and  policies  which  will  defend  this 
doctrine  and  spend  less  of  our  time  defining  it.  Not  adjec- 
tives but  action  will  suffice  to  make  America  strong  at  this 
hour  when  we  dare  not  permit  America  to  be  weak. 

We  need  action  in  preparedness,  action  in  curtailing  "fifth 
column"  activities,  action  in  strengthening  Pan  American 
friendship  and  crystallizing  and  consolidating  Pan  American 
ideals. 

In  this  connection.  I  would  like  to  call  attention  to  language 
used  by  President  Monroe  on  Deceml)er  2,  1823,  in  presenting 
this  doctrine  to  the  Congress.    He  stated  at  that  time: 

The  occasion  has  been  Judged  proper  for  asserting  as  a  principle 
In  which  the  rights  and  Interests  of  the  United  States  are  InvfHved. 
that  the  American  Continents,  by  the  free  and  Independent  condi- 
tion which  they  have  assumed  and  maintain,  are  henceforth  not 
to  be  considered  as  subjects  for  future  colonization  by  any  Euro- 
pean powers. 

We  owe  It.  therefore,  to  candor  and  to  the  amicable  relations 
existing  between  the  United  States  and  those  powers  to  declare 
that  we  should  consider  any  attempt  on  their  part  to  extend  their 
system  to  any  portion  of  this  hemisphere  as  dangerous  to  our  peace 
and  safety.  With  the  existing  colonies  or  dependencies  of  any 
European  power  we  have  not  Interfered  and  shall  not  Interfere. 
But  with  the  governments  who  have  declared  their  Independence 
and  maintained  It,  and  whose  Independence  we  have  on  great 
consideration  and  on  just  principles,  acknowledged,  we  ootild  not 
view  any  Interposition  for  the  purpose  of  oppressing  them,  or  con- 
trolling In  any  manner  their  destiny,  by  any  European  power  In 
any  other  light  than  as  the  manifestation  of  an  unfriendly  dis- 
position toward  the  United  States. 

Wl  WANT  MO  IKVASIOH8  OF  EFrHB  ARMOB  OK  "iSMS" 

I  call  attention  especially  to  the  i^irase  "to  extend  their 
system."  referring  to  the  systems  of  European  governments. 
I  submit.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  invasion  of  ideals  and 
"isms"  can  be  just  as  dangerous  and  just  as  permanently 
detrimental  to  America  and  democracy  as  the  invasion  of 
armies.  I  hope  that  Congress,  therefore,  will  work  out  a 
preparedness  program  before  adjournment  that  will  extend 
itself  far  enough  to  include  the  defense  of  this  hemisphere 
against  invasion  of  im-American  ideals  In  any  place  where 
that  invasion  may  be  found  between  Alaska  and  Cape  Horn. 

When  we  find  that  the  invasion  of  the  systems  sixjnsored'^ 
by  the  Nazi,  the  Commimists.  and  the  bunds  are  creeping 
Into  this  country,  we  recognize  that  that  is  also  contrary  to 
the  spirit  if  not  the  actual  language  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

We  should  go  further  today.  In  my  opinion,  and  rather 
than  weakly  reaffirming  our  position  that  we  are  going  to 
protect  the  Western  Hemisphere  against  aggressors  from 
Europe  and  Asia  who  might  try  to  Invade  this  hemisphere, 
we  should  go  so  far  as  to  rededicate  ourselves  to  an  effort  to 
clean  out  and  to  keep  out  the  invasion  of  European  and 
Asiatic  ideals  and  "isms"  which  are  trying  to  eat  into  the  J 
foundations  of  our  Government,  and  of  the  American  repub-  ' 
lies,  where  they  are  found  In  the  Western  Hemisphere.      ^ 

A  JOB  FOB  THS  FAN  AMXXICAN  TTNTOlf 

I  would  like  to  suggest  that  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 
Martin  Dibs,  for  example,  who  has  made  some  splendid  sug- 
gestions from  time  to  time  about  cleaning  out  un-American- 
ism  in  America,  submit  to  the  Pan  American  Union  down- 
town, which  brings  together  the  republics  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  a  proposal  to  study  matters  of  primary  Interest 
to  this  hemisphere,  and  that  the  gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
Das]  suggest  to  them  some  ways  and  means,  some  specific 
devices,  that  will  help  to  eliminate  im-American  activities 
which  may  be  found  any  place  in  North  or  South  America. 

Perhaps,  Mr.  Chairman,  pro-Americanism  is  too  much  ot~^ 
a  fetish  with  me  but  in  trying  times  like  these  I  doubt  that    I 
any  of  us  can  be  too  pro-American.    I  despise  and  detest 
the  pagan  doctrines  of  nazi-ism.  fascism,  and  commtmlsm    ) 
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t'  with  all  the  strength  at  my  command.  I  abhor  their  devo- 
tion to  the  doctrine  that  the  citteen  is  but  a  creature  of  the 
sUte.  I  deny  their  claims  that  naUons  can  be  strong  only  as 
they  rally  around  an  individual  dictator  and  pay  homage 
to  his  authority.  I  decry  their  method  of  turning  back  the 
clock  of  civilization  by  promoting  wars  abroad  and  projecting 
power  politics  at  home.  I  hope  that  on  the  Western  Hemis- 
phere we  shall   never  see  the  time   when  these   doctrines 

-  "extend  their  syj'tem,"  as  President  Monroe  so  prophetically 
cautioned  his  confederates.  It  is  not  alone  against  the  pos- 
sibility of  an  extension  by  armed  forces,  great  ships,  and  fly- 
InK  fortresses  that  this  country  must  guard  itself  and  that 
this  hemisphere  must  prepare  against.  It  is  equally,  and 
perhaps  especially,  against  an  attempt  to  "extend  their  sys- 
tem" by  the  Trojan-horse  technique  of  communism  and  the 
•*fth  column"  devices  of  nazi-ism  and  fascism.  Military 
men  correctly  advise  us  that  with  all  our  speed  in  voting  new 
appropriations  it  will  be  many  months  and  perhaps  several 
^  years  before  we  can  make  America  sufflcienty  strong  in  mili- 

tary might,  but  there  is  nothing  but  our  own  lethargy  which 
can  prevent  us  from  making  America  strong,  before  ad- 
journment of  this  Congress,  in  the  matter  of  loyalty  among 
our  people  and  dcvraon  to  the  ideals  of  Americanism  among 
those  who  would  remain  here  and  retain  freedom  to  enjoy  the 
protection  of  this  Government. 

THIS   CONGMSS    SHOUU)   ACT   TO    STAMP   OUT    UK-AinaUCANlSM    NOW 

This  Congress  should  pass  new  legislation  to  stamp  out 
Nazi  bunds  and  communistic  cells  and  fascistic  fronts;  it 
should  take  every  constitutional  means  to  rid  America  at  once 
of  aliens  whose  first  patriotic  devotion  is  to  foreign  govern- 
ments or  foreign  systems.  The  gentleman  from  Texas.  Con- 
gressman Martin 'Dies,  and  his  splendid  Committee  for  the 
Investigation  of  Un-American  Activities  have  done  much  to 
awaken  America  to  dangers  of  subversive  agents  in  this 
country,  despite  the  criticism  of  too  many  sophisticates,  too 
many  pseudo  liberals,  and  too  many  Federal  officials  speaking 
from  places  of  too  high  authority.  Perhaps  when  the  whole 
book  is  written.  President  Roosevelt  will  regret  most  of  all 
his  ofBcial  acts  and  statements,  his  reference  to  the  Dies 
committee  in  its  expose  of  subversive  sympathizers  when  he 
referred  to  it  as  "a  sordid  procedure."  At  least  I  credit  the 
President  with  that  much  power  of  honest  self-analysis. 

Let  us  wait  no  longer  before  passing  legislation  based  upon 
the  findings  of  the  Dies  committee.  Why  tolerate  the  trai- 
torous activities  of  bundsters.  Communists,  and  Fascists, 
now  that  the  evidence  of  their  existence  is  so  clearly  before 
us.  the  record  of  their  destructive  effect  upon  national  unity 
so  positively  written  in  the  tortuous  news  from  European 
fronts,  and  the  devices  for  ciirtailing  their  effectiveness  in 
America  so  definitely  presented  to  this  body  by  concrete  legis- 
lative suggestions  from  the  men  who  know  the  most  of  how 
these  foreign  fakers  operate?  Let  us  listen  to  no  urgent 
administrative  requests  that  we  adjourn.  Let  us  act  vigor- 
ously and  thoroughly  now  to  disband  these  aLen  groups  and 
to  deport  those  who  have  perpetrated  them. 

Both  the  least  and  the  most  that  we  can  and  should  do 
to  aliens  in  America  who  would  teach  the  synthetic  glamour 
of  nazi-ism.  communism,  and  fascism  is  to  deport  these  de~ 
ludcd  patriots  back  to  the  lands  from  whence  they  came 
so  they  can  experience  the  practice  of  the  nefarious  arts 
of  which  they  preach.  They  can  be  sxu^  we  are  never 
going  to  adopt  these  foreign  formulae  of  one-man  indis- 
pensability  in  America,  so  the  sooner  they  are  deported  the 
happier  they  should  be.  This  much  at  least  we  know — 
the  sooner  they  are  deported  the  happier  and  safer  we 
shall  be.     [Applause.] 

NSEOCO! "PAN-AMZUCAN   PmO-AMXSICAmSlC" 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  fought  Hitlerlsm,  Stalinism,  and 
Mussolini-ism  in  and  out  of  Congress.  I  began  the  fight 
in  my  own  State  nearly  7  years  ago  in  speeches  before 
high-school  commencement  audiences,  service  clubs,  com- 
munity groups,  and  wherever  I  could  find  an  audience.  In 
1936  I  devoted  the  better  part  of  a  whole  political  cam- 
paign to  fighting  subversive  influences  in  America  and. 


although  defeated  and  accused  of  setting  up  "straw  men" 
at  which  to  shoot.  I  have  never  stopped  the  fight,  and  I 
shall  never  stop  it  until  America  is  rid  of  these  "peddlers 
of  pifQe"  who  would  import  alien  ideas  of  government  into 
America  to  becloud  our  great  ideal  of  a  fair  chance  for 
a  free  people  through  self-government.  I  have  probably 
given  more  speeches  against  these  pagan  philosophies  of 
European  isms  by  two  times  over  than  any  other  individual 
in  my  State,  and  among  my  proudest  votes  in  Congress  are 
those  which  I  cast  to  continue  the  Dies  committee  so  that 
sufficient  evidence  could  be  unearthed  to  forever  expose  and 
exclude  nazi-ism,  fascism,  and  communism  from  America. 
Therefore,  I  venture  to  insist  today  that  we  do  more  tEan 
pass  a  resolution.  I  hope  we  may  rededicate  ourselves  fer- 
vently to  a  crusade  against  these  foreign  "isms,"  both  In  North 
and  South  America.  Let  us  cooperate  with  our  southern 
neighbors  in  advising  them  what  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Dies]  has  learned  about  how  these  groups  have  oper- 
ated here.  This  will  help  them  protect  themselves  against 
such  an  invasion  of  unholy  ideals  in  South  America. 

I  think  the  time  has  come  when  America  needs  r\  program 
of  "Pan  American  pro-Americanism"  which  will  manifest 
itself  throughout  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

W«   NEED   ACTION    TOWAKD  AN    "ALL-AMEMCAN    AXIS" 

I  would  also  like  to  suggest  to  the  War  Department  that 
they  confer  with  these  same  Pan  American  officials  from  the 
standpoint  of  working  out  a  mutually  advantageous  defense 
program.  As  we  rededicate  ourselves  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine, 
we  can  prevent  this  from  becoming  a  mere  gesture  vitiated  by 
dangerous  and  inexpedient  possibilities  if  we  rededicate  our- 
selves to  the  principle  of  "one  for  all  and  all  for  one"  in 
some  practical  program  of  mutual  helpfulness.  Let  us  work 
in  harmony  and  in  close  contact  with  these  South  American 
republics,  all  of  which  are  capable  of  giving  us  assistance 
and  to  all  of  whom  we  are  pledging  our  protection  and  help 
in  tightening,  strengthening,  and  holding  together  a  defense 
system  for  the  Western  Hemisphere.    [Applause.] 

This  Pan  American  Union,  it  seems  to  me,  offers  a 
splendid  opportunity  for  constructive  and  successful  action 
by  which  we  are  going  to  be  able  to  help  drive  out  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere  the  pagan  idealism  which  has  attempted 
to  invade  this  hemisphere  of  freedom.  Christianity,  and 
peace.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Gillie]  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  use. 

Mr.  GILLIE.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  a  clearer  understanding  of 
the  historical  background  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and  the 
resolution  under  discussion  today.  I  recommend  careful  read- 
ing of  the  following  letter  which  Thomas  Jefferson  wrote  to 
President  Monroe  on  October  26.  1823.  more  than  a  month 
before  Monroe  embodied  his  famous  doctrine  in  a  message  to 
Congress. 

Jefferson's  letter  bears  out  the  fact  that  the  so-called  Mon- 
roe Doctrine  was  not  Monroe's  idea  alone  but  the  consensus  of 
opinion  of  many  of  the  great  minds  of  Monroe's  time. 

JEJTEKSON'S    IXTTCB    TO    MONROE 

The  question  presented  by  the  letters  you  have  sent  me  Is  the 
most  momentous  which  has  ever  been  offered  to  my  contempla- 
tion since  that  of  Independence.  That  made  us  a  nation,  this 
sets  our  compass  and  points  the  course  which  we  are  to  steer 
through  the  ocean  of  time  opening  on  us.  And  never  could  we 
embark  on  It  under  circumatancea  more  ausplcloxis.  Our  first  and 
fundamental  maxim  should  be,  never  to  entangle  ourselves  In  the 
broils  of  Europe.  Our  second,  never  to  suffer  Exirope  to  inter- 
meddle with  cls-Atlantlc  affairs.  America.  North  and  South,  has 
a  set  of  interests  distinct  from  those  of  Europe,  and  peculiarly 
her  own.  She  should  therefore  have  a  system  of  her  own.  separate 
and  apart  from  that  of  Europe.  While  the  last  is  laboring  to  be- 
come the  domicile  of  despotism,  our  endeavor  should  surely  be, 
to  make  our  hemisphere  that  of  freedom.  One  nation,  most  of 
all.  could  disturb  us  in  this  pursuit;  she  now  offers  to  lead.  aid.  and 
accompany  us  in  It.  By  acceding  to  her  proposition,  we  detach 
her  from  the  band  of  despots,  bring  her  mighty  weight  Into  the 
scale  of  free  government,  and  emancipate  a  continent  at  one  strike 
which  might  otherwise  linger  long  in  doubt  and  difBculty.  Oreat 
Britain  Is  the  nation  which  can  do  us  the  most  harm  of  any  one. 
or  all.  on  earth;  and  with  her  on  our  side  we  need  not  fear  the 
whole  worUL    With  her  then  we  should  the  most  aedulously  cher- 
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ifih  a  cordial  friendship:  and  nothing  would  tend  more  to  knit 
our  affections  than  to  be  fighting  once  more,  side  by  side,  in  the 
same  cause.  Not  that  I  would  purchase  even  her  amity  at  the 
price  of  taking  part  in  her  wars.  But  the  war  in  which  the  pres- 
ent proposition  might  engage  MB,  should  that  be  its  consequence. 
Is  not  lier  war,  but  ours.  Its  object  is  to  Introduce  and  to  estab- 
lish the  American  system,  of  keeping  out  of  our  land  all  foreign 
powers,  of  never  permitting  those  of  Europe  to  intermeddle  with 
the  affairs  of  our  nations.  It  la  to  maintain  our  own  principle, 
not  to  depart  from  it.  And  If.  to  facilitate  this,  we  can  effect  a 
division  in  the  body  of  the  E^iropean  powers,  and  draw  over  to 
our  side  its  mon  powerful  member,  surely  we  should  do  it.  But  I 
anx  clearly  of  Mr.  Canning's  opinion  that  it  will  prevent.  Instead 
of  provoking  war.  With  Great  Britain  w^lthdrawn  from  their  scale 
and  shifted  Into  that  of  our  two  continents.  All  EXirope  com- 
bined would  not  undertake  such  a  war.  for  how  would  they  pro- 
pose to  get  at  either  enemy  without  superior  fleets?  Nor  is  the 
occasion  to  be  slighted  which  this  proposition  offers  of  declaring 
our  protest  against  the  atrocious  violations  of  the  rights  of  na- 
tions, by  the  Interference  of  any  one  in  the  Internal  affairs  of  an- 
other so  flagitiously  begun  by  Bonaparte,  and  now  continued  by 
the  equally  lawless  alliance,  calling  itself  holy. 

But  we  have  first  to  ask  ourselves  a  question.  Do  we  wish  to 
acquire  to  our  own  confederacy  any  one  or  more  of  the  Spanish 
provinces?  I  candidly  confess  that  I  have  ever  looked  on  Cuba 
as  the  most  Interesting  addition  which  could  ever  be  made  to  our 
system  of  States.  The  control  which,  with  Florida  point,  this 
Island  would  give  us  over  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and  the  countries, 
and  the  Isthmus  bordering  on  it.  as  well  as  all  those  whose  waters 
flow  into  It,  would  fill  up  the  measure  of  our  political  well- 
being.  Yet,  as  I  im  sensible  that  this  can  never  be  obtained 
even  with  her  own  consent,  but  by  war;  and  its  independence, 
which  is  our  second  Interest  (and  especially  its  Independence  of 
England)  can  be  secured  without  it.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  aban- 
doning my  first  wish  to  future  chances,  and  accepting  its  inde- 
pendence with  peace,  and  the  friendship  of  England,  rather  than 
Its  association  at  the  expense  of  war  and  her  enmity. 

I  could  honestly  therefore  Join  In  the  declaration  proposed  that 
we  aim  not  at  the  acquisition  of  any  of  those  possessions,  that  we 
wlU  not  stand  In  the  way  of  any  amicable  arrangement  between 
them  and  the  mother  country,  but  that  we  will  oppose  with  all 
our  means,  the  forcible  interposition  of  any  other  power,  as 
auxiliary,  stipendiary,  or  under  any  other  form  or  pretext  and 
most  especially  their  transfer  to  any  power  by  conquest,  cession. 
or  acquisition  In  any  other  way.  I  should  think  it  therefore  ad- 
visable that  the  Executive  should  encourage  the  BrltUh  Oovem- 
meut  to  a  continuance  In  the  dispositions  expressed  in  these  let- 
ters, by  an  assurance  of  his  concurrence  with  them  as  far  as  his 
authority  goes,  and  that  as  It  may  lead  to  war,  the  declaration 
of  uhlch  requires  an  act  of  Congress,  the  case  shall  be  laid  before 
them  for  consideration  at  their  first  meeting,  and  under  the  rea- 
sonable aspect  m  which  it  is  seen  by  himself. 

I  have  been  so  long  weaned  from  political  subjects,  and  have 
so  long  ceased  to  take  any  Interest  in  them,  that  I  am  sensible 
I  am  not  qualified  to  offer  opinions  on  them  worthy  of  any  atten- 
tion. But  the  question  now  proposed  Involves  consequences  so 
lasting,  and  effects  so  decisive  of  our  future  destinies,  as  to  re- 
kindle all  the  interest  I  have  heretofore  felt  on  such  occasions,  and 
to  induce  me  to  the  hazard  of  opinions,  which  will  prove  only  my 
wish  to  contribute  still  my  might  toward  anything  which  may  be 
tiseful  to  our  country,  and  praying  you  to  accept  it  at  only  what 
it  is  worth,  1  add  the  assurance  of  my  constant  and  affectionate 

friendship  and  respect. 

Thomas  Jeftekson. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  GiffordI. 

Mr.  GIFFXDRD.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  many  weeks  this 
possible  action  has  troubled  me.  On  June  3.  I  placed  certain 
remarks  in  the  Record  and  I  will  read  three  sentences  from 
that  statement: 

Gradually  the  scrlousneas  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  casts  its 
shadow  upon  us.  Seemingly  nearly  all  who  venture  to  express 
opinions  advise  assuming  so-called  protectorate  over  all  foreign 
possessions  In  this  hemisphere.  With  our  eyes  open  and  only 
with  full  realization  of  its  fateful  restilts  must  this  step  be  taken. 

To  me  this  is  a  fateful  resolution.  It  may  be  reiteration, 
it  may  be  reaCQrmation ;  but  if  it  is  only  reaffirmation  it  comes 
at  a  very  distressing  moment.  It  should  have  been  made 
many  months  ago.  The  resolution  refers  to  certain  con- 
ferences with  other  South  American  nations  and  certain  con- 
ferences with  foreign  ministers.  It  was  understood  that  if 
the  time  came  when  such  transfer  was  contemplated  we  would 
sit  down  and  consult  with  those  nations.  But  now  we  proceed 
to  pass  this  resolution  saying  "that  we  will  not  recognize  or 
acquiesce  in  any  non-American  nation  taking  title  to  territory 
now  belonging  to  other  non-American  nations."  We  say  this 
before  we  consult  with  these  other  South  American  nations. 
We  may  dread  to  think  what  our  consultations  may  amount 
to  when  we  seek  agreement  with  those  nations  that  have  not 
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always,  and  probably  do  not  now.  wholly  subscribe  to  the 
many  phases  of  what  we  have  considered  to  be  our  Monroe 
Doctrine.  But  we  pass  this  resolution  and  then  we  will 
consult  with  those  neighbors  after  our  declaration  of  policy, 
expecting  and  demanding  that  they  acquiesce. 

Shall  I  say  I  will  not  recognize  or  acquiesce  in  certain 
transferees  taking  title  to  the  land  next  to  mine?  Does 
that  mean  that  I  will  not  speak  to  him  if  he  takes  possession 
or  that  I  will  have  no  business  with  him.  but  that  I  will  do 
nothing  about  it?  Of  course,  if  he  occupies  it.  having  ac- 
quired title,  either  by  duress  or  exchange,  should  I  resist 
by  force  his  taking  possession?  Is  that  what  this  resolution 
intends  to  say?     We  must  read  between  the  lines. 

You  have  told  your  people  and  so  have  I  that  we  would 
not  send  any  boys  to  fight  on  foreign  soil.  Did  you  mean 
that  you  would  make  no  aggressive  act  against  a  foreign 
nation?  Does  this  mean  that  we  will  fight  with  a  foreicn 
nation  if  it  attempts  to  take  possession  of  that  which  it  may 
have  legal  right  to  possess?  Is  this  an  empty  policy  as  de- 
clared by  us? 

I  say  to  you  again  this  is  a  fateful  resolution.  Probably 
none  of  us  will  see  fit  to  vote  against  it.  We  believe  in  the 
Monroe  Doctrine.  It  is  dreadfully  inopportune  at  this  par- 
ticular moment  from  my  viewpoint.  Did  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  consult  with  our  generals  and  our  admirals  to 
see  if  they  were  ready  to  enforce  it?  I  heard  nothing  said 
about  that. 

The  resolution  states  here  that  they  will  not  only  consult 
With  them,  but  "in  addition  to  other  measures,  consult  with 
the  other  powers."  Are  you  going  to  take  some  warlike 
measures  immediately  and  before  you  coiisult  with  these 
other  powers?  Of  such  a  resolution  I  may  not  be  abl3 
to  see  very  clearly.  Perhaps  my  mind  does  not  allow  me  to 
see  It  clearly  but  certainly  I  can  read.  As  I  have  said  once 
before,  some  people  can  write  although  they  cannot  read 
what  they  have  written.  You  have  written  something  here 
which  I  doubt  that  you  can  read  fully  the  whole  and  com- 
plete danger  Involved.  I  am  greatly  disturbed.  I  would 
almost  wish  to  vote  "present"  and  avoid  responsibility.  I 
am  just  as  patriotic.  I  think,  as  you.  and  I  think  I  under- 
stand the  policy  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  but  this.  I  claim. 
i£  more  than  reaffirmation.  This  is  an  expansion  placed  in 
actual  law  and  placed  there  before  you  consult  with  these 
neighbors  with  whom  you  declared  you  would  consult  with 
before  you  would  make  such  a  decision.  Will  these  other 
nations  agree  to  this  declaration  of  policy  or  do  you  Intend 
to  force  them  to  do  so?     I  Applause.] 

Mr,  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  (Mr.  DonderoI. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  like  many  other  Mem- 
bers of  this  body.  I  am  going  to  support  this  resolution,  but 
section  1  raises  in  my  mind  a  very  grave  question,  and  com- 
ing, as  it  does,  at  this  critical  time,  this  Nation  may  be  con- 
fronted with  a  reality  and  not  a  theory.  The  resolution  pre- 
sents a  great  responsibility  to  every  Member  of  this  House. 
I  believe  it  unwise  to  take  this  step  now  in  the  face  of  a  war- 
mad  world.    The  language  In  section  1  reads: 

The  United  States  would  not  recognize  any  transfer,  and  would 
not  acquiesce  In  any  attempt  to  transfer,  any  geographic  region  of 
this  hemisphere  from  one  non-American  power  to  another  noa- 
American  power. 

The  thought  has  been  going  through  my  mind,  what 
will  be  the  position  of  the  United  States  if  the  islands  that 
once  belonged  to  Belgium,  the  Netherlands,  to  Holland,  and 
to  France  in  this  hemisphere  shall  by  force  of  arms  beccme 
the  possessions  of  the  German  Empire,  or  the  German  Reich. 

If  such  should  be  the  case,  the  United  States  would  be  com- 
pelled to  acquiesce  in  such  transfer  and  surrender  its  long- 
established  policy  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  or  be  ready  to  wage 
war  to  maintain  It.  If  the  mother  countries  of  the  islands  in 
or  near  this  Western  Hemisphere  should  cease  to  exist  and 
the  title  to  them  could  not  be  transferred  as  set  out  in  sec- 
tion 1  of  the  resolution  before  us,  to  whom  would  they  be- 
long? They  will  become  orphans  and  we  may  be  the  foster 
parent. 
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Are  we  attempting  to  freeze  the  sovereignty  of  those  islands 
as  they  are  now?  If  they  do  become  the  possessions  of  the 
German  Reich  by  reason  of  conquest  of  arms,  what  are  we 
going  to  do  about  It?  This  resolution  says  that  we  will  not 
acquiesce  in  such  transfer,  and  a  letter  from  Mr.  Cordell  Hull. 
Secretary  of  State,  says  that  we  will  then  consult  with  our 
Bouthem  neighbors  "in  additicm  to  other  measures"  to  pro- 
tect our  interests.  Suppose  that  our  southern  neighbors  do 
not  take  the  same  attitude  toward  such  transfer  as  we  do 
and  that  we  are  left  alone.  Then  what  will  be  the  posiUon  of 
the  United  SUtes?  We  will  have  but  one  of  two  choices  to 
make.  We  can  either  defend  the  Monroe  Doctrine  as  we  have 
always  insisted  we  would,  and  be  prepared  to  fight  to  main- 
tain It  or  surrender  it. 

Mr  BLOOM.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  shield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Yes.  I  yield  to  my  friend,  the  chairman 
of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  We  have  not  recognized  the  conquest  of 
Poland  or  Czechoslovakia,  of  Austria.  Holland.  Belgium,  or 
Denmark  or  Norway,  have  we  in  any  way? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    The  quesUon  that  the  gentleman  raises 

does  not  fit  the  case. 
Mr.  BLOOM.    The  gentleman  says  that  we  will  have  to 

recognize  them,  or  else. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  am  referring  to  islands  that  those  coun- 
tries once  owned  or  now  own  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  if 
they  are  taken  over  by  right  of  conquest,  as  seem  probable  at 
the  present  moment,  what  will  we  do  about  it  in  that  case? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Has  not  Belgium  been  taken  over  by  right 
of  conquest? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  But  that  is  a  country  in  Europe.  It  has 
no  application  to  -the  islands  in  the  western  world. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.     Yes. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Otiio.  Does  the  gentleman  contend  for  1 
minute,  whether  we  pass  this  resolution  or  not.  we  would 
acquiesce  in  Germany  taking  over  the  Island  of  Curacao, 
which  now  belongs  to  Holland?  I  think  it  is  clear  that  we 
would  not  acquiesce,  whether  we  pass  this  resolution  or  not, 
If  they  attempted  to  take  over  anything  by  right  of  conquest 
or  in  any  other  way. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Suppose  it  is  taken  over  and  we  do  not 
acquiesce,  what,  then,  are  you  going  to  do  about  it?  Are  you 
going  to  insist  upon  purchasing  the  island  or  are  you  going  to 
take  it  by  conquest?  If  you  do,  then  you  are  taking  a  step 
toward  war  and  that  is  the  question  in  my  mind  that  comes 
at  this  time,  when  perhaps  it  should  not  be  raised  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Does  the  gentleman  know  what  we 
did  in  1811  when  we  were  a  small  country?  We  just  walked  in 
and  took  Florida  until  they  got  through  fighting  over  it. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  We  did.  but  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was 
not  in  existence  In  1811.  It  did  not  come  into  being  imtil 
about  1823. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  moment? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Yes. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  Just  want  to  get  Into  the  Record  at  this 
point  that  I  am  very  glad  that  my  colleague  from  Ohio 
I  Mr.  VoRYs!  and  myself,  agree  at  least  on  one  point. 

Mr.  FISH.     Mr.  Chiiirman,  will  the  gentleman  shield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Yes. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  understand  the  gentleman's  position,  but  it 
seems  to  me  in  this  critical  situation  it  is  about  time-  that 
we  got  a  little  hard  boiled  ourselves,  and  that  we  serve  no- 
tice on  the  world  of  exactly  what  we  meant,  and  if  they 
want  to  come  over  here  in  defiance  of  an  act  of  Congress 
and  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  then  they  come  over  at  their  own 
risk,  but  I  think  they  will  recognize  our  language,  and  not 
a  few  soft  words,  evading  it  and  pussyfooting.  If  we  mean 
what  we  say.  let  us  say  it.  and  let  us  say  it  in  a  hard-boiled 
way. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  And  my  answer  to  that  is  that  we  are 
taking   an   aggressive   step   today.     Ownership   or    posses- 
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slon  by  one  or  more  non-American  countries  of  islands  in 
this  hemisphere  may  or  may  not  be  as  dangerous  or  as  safe 
to  our  peace  and  national  security  as  the  ownership  and 
possession  of  such  Islands  by  any  other  foreign  power  or 
powers.     [Applause.] 

ISi.  PISH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  IVz  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  ReeoI. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  cannot  say 
very  much  in  a  minute  and  a  half,  and  yet  for  the  life  of 
me  I  cannot  see  where  we  have  very  much  to  gain  by  pass- 
ing this  resolution.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine is  our  doctrine,  and  that  it  should  be  interpreted  by 
the  American  people  as  conditions  arise.  Now  that  the 
resolution  is  here  I  shall  vote  for  it.  but  in  my  opinion  it 
ought  not  be  here  at  this  time. 

I  cannot  see  one  single  advantage  at  this  time  in  passing 
this  resolution.  I  think  as  the  various  exigencies  arise  the 
American  Government  will  interpret  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 
Naturally  it  will  do  it  for  its  own  protection,  but  I  question 
today  very  much  the  wisdom  of  the  language  in  this  par- 
ticular resolution.  I  think  we  are  doing  Just  what  we 
should  not  do;  that  is.  assume  a  very  belligerent  attitude, 
before  we  know  all  the  facts  and  before  all  the  facts  are 
developed.  I  think  it  would  be  far  safer  to  let  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  stand  and  then  when  the  time  comes  to  act  upon 
that  Monroe  Doctrine,  to  act  as  the  circumstances  direct 
at  that  time.  Adequate  preparedness  is  a  condition  prece- 
dent to  any  effective  defense  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  or  of  a 
defiant  resolution  such  as  the  one  now  before  the  House. 
The  country  desires  prompt  action  In  providing  for  national 
defense,  not  so  many  resolutions  and  not  quite  so  much 
bluster  and  talk.  [  Applause,  1 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  shield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  KildayI. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  the  angry  flames  of  war 
crash  through  Europe  with  fury,  speed,  and  decisiveness  never 
known  in  the  history  of  the  world,  our  American  people  are 
brought  face  to  face  with  the  stem  realities  of  war.  More 
important,  they  wonder  where  they  may  be  in  the  present 
condition  of  things  and  what  may  be  their  position  when  the 
result  is  finally  known.  A  great  feeling  of  uncertainty  and 
mental  turmoil  has  seized  our  pecq;>le.  I  wish  that  some  word 
of  mine  could  relieve  the  distress,  still  more  that  some  act  on " 
my  part  might  contribute  to  a  removal  of  the  cause  of  that 
distress.  However,  we  must  all  realize  now  that  the  time  for 
wishful  thinking  has  passed,  the  time  for  believing  in  or  hoping 
for  miracles  is  gone.    Stem  reality  is  our  future. 

My  greatest  desire  is  to  see  my  country  remain  at  peace. 
The  last  thing  I  want  to  happ>en  is  to  see  our  young  manhood 
march  off  to  war.  My  every  effort  will  be  devoted  to  the  pre- 
vention of  war  and  to  the  peace  and  security  of  my  Nation. 
In  these  times  a  great  load  of  responsibility  has  fallen  upon 
the  shoulders  of  those  charged  with  the  affairs  of  our  Nation. 
In  a  war-torn  world  we  cannot  be  so  foolish  as  to  believe 
that  we  can  sit  by  in  perfect  safety.  No  matter  what  may  be 
the  result  of  the  war.  the  United  States  must  enter  upon  a 
new  era  in  her  history.  We  are  jroung  insofar  as  the  lives 
of  nations  go.  On  the  other  hand,  the  days  of  youth  and 
freedom  from  responsibility  have  gone.  We  are  the  strongest 
nation  upon  the  Western  Hemisphere.  Only  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere  Is  there  now  peace.  Only  here  is  there  guaran- 
teed and  observed  the  great  Uberties  of  the  people.  Here 
alone  is  there  freedom  of  conscience,  of  speech,  and  of  the 
press.  This  Nation  must  take  on  the  full  responsibility  of 
preserving  those  liberties  to  this  hemisphere  and  to  all  of  the 
people  in  this  hemisphere.  Tills  need  not  be  because  of  any 
sentimental  thought  that  we  should  provide  for  such  liberties 
for  the  peoples  of  this  hemisphere,  though  that  would  be 
ample  justification. 

It  is  dictated,  however,  by  a  far  more  basic  and  funda- 
mental reason.  It  is  required  because  of  the  very  first  law 
of  Nature — self-preservatiwi.  We  must  assume  the  burden 
of  preventing  the  Implanting  of  foreign  ideologies  upon  these 
two  continents.    We  must  prevent  the  infiltration  of  these 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


8555 


I , 


ideologies.  But.  above  alj.  we  must  be  in  a  position  to  re- 
pulse, by  force  if  needs  l)e.  any  foreipn  power  which  might 
seek  to  invade  any  of  the  countries  of  North,  Central,  or  South 
America.  We  must  do  so  for  our  own  protection.  We  must 
do  so  for  our  own  security.  We  must  do  so  to  preserve  our 
own  lives. 

Let  no  person  be  shocked  by  this  position.  It  is  not  new 
in  the  life  of  the  United  States.  It  is  a  policy  to  which  we 
have  long  been  committed.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  It  is  a  policy 
of  which  we  have  long  boasted;  it  is  one  of  the  great  basic 
things  in  the  Nation  of  which  we  are  proud.  It  has  existed 
since  the  2d  day  of  December  1823,  when  President  James 
Monroe  delivered  his  seventh  annual  message  to  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States.  It  is  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  It 
will  be  well  for  us  to  pause  long  enough  to  contemplate  what 
that  wise  President  of  these  United  States  had  to  say.  In 
so  doing  we  are  again  challenged  by  the  prophetic  vision 
of  the  early  fathers  of  our  Nation.  This  language  is  from 
that  message,  and  therefore  from  the  declaration  of  the  Mon- 
roe Doctrine;  it  is  a  good  policy  for  today: 

In  the  wars  of  the  European  powers  in  matters  relating  to  them- 
selves we  have  never  taken  any  part,  nor  does  It  comport  with  our 
policy  so  to  do.  It  is  only  when  our  rights  are  Invaded  or  seriously 
menaced  that  we  resent  Injuries  or  make  preparation  for  our 
defense.  With  the  movements  In  this  hemisphere  we  are  of  neces- 
sity more  Inunedlately  connected,  and  by  causes  which  must  be 
obvious  to  all  enlightened  and  Impartial  observers. 

I  subscribe  to  every  word  contained  in  that  declaration.  All 
good  Americans  approve  and  applaud  that  statement  as  a 
declaration  of  present  policy  as  desirable  now  as  it  was  in 
1823.    Then  President  Monroe  proceeded  with  this  language: 

We  owe  it,  therefore,  to  candor  rmd  to  the  amicable  relations 
existing  between  the  United  States  and  those  powers  to  declare 
that  we  should  consider  any  attempt  on  their  part  to  extend  their 
system  to  any  portion  of  this  hemisphere  as  dangerous  to  our  peace 
and  safety.  With  the  existing  colonies  or  dependencies  of  any 
European  power  we  have  not  Interfered  and  shall  not  Interfere. 
But  with  the  governments  who  have  declared  their  Independence 
and  maintained  It,  and  whose  Independence  we  have,  on  great  con- 
sideration and  on  Just  principles,  acknowledged,  we  could  not  view 
any  Interposition  for  the  purpose  of  oppressing  them,  or  controlling 
In  any  other  manner  their  desUny,  by  any  European  power  In  any 
other  light  than  as  the  manifestation  of  an  unfriendly  disposition 
toward  the  United  States. 

That,  my  fellow  Americans.  Is  the  Monroe  Doctrine  of 
which  you  and  I  have  long  boasted.  The  pending  resolution 
is  but  a  present-day  declaration  of  the  doctrine.  Enforce- 
irent  of  the  doctrine  is  as  vitally  important  to  the  personal 
welfare  of  each  and  every  American  today  as  it  was  in  1823. 
In  my  humble  opinion  it  is  of  more  importance  today  than 
ever.  Since  it  was  proclaimed  we  have  grown  from  a  nation 
which  was  young  and  wenk.  having  Just  passed  through  a  war 
in  which  our  own  country  was  invaded  and  our  own  Capital 
City  and  Capitol  Building  destroyed.  Now  we  are  the  richest 
and  most  powerful  Nation  in  the  world.  We  possess  every- 
thing that  will  cause  longing  and  covetous  eyes  to  be  cast 
upon  us.  More  than  half  of  the  mined  gold  in  the  world  is 
within  our  borders  and  a  large  percentage  of  the  mined  silver. 
Every  natural  resource  that  would  cause  an  invading  nation 
to  seek  to  possess  our  land  is  here. 

Our  pathway  is  clear.  We  have  no  choice.  We  must  put 
this  Nation  in  such  condition  that  no  nation,  however  strong, 
will  seek  to  Invade  our  shores.  In  addition,  and  perhaps  more 
necessary  than  preparation  for  attempted  invasion,  we  must 
be  prepared  to  live  up  to  every  word,  every  sentence,  every 
line,  and  every  principle  announced  in  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 
This  will  mean  that  no  nation  can  take  offense  at  our  action, 
for  we  are  but  carrying  out  our  announced  policy — a  policy 
respected  and  observed  by  the  nations  of  the  world  for  117 
years.  When  prepared  to  maintain  and  defend  this  position 
we  can  be  far  more  content  that  no  nation.  I  care  not  how 
flushed  with  victory  over  others,  will  attempt  to  attack  us  or 
dispute  our  claim  to  the  freedom  of  these  Americas  from 
European  ideologies.    Remember,  force  fears  only  force. 

Heie  In  Washington  feverish  efforts  are  being  made  to  ac- 
complish just  such  a  program.  I  am  glad  that  hysteria  has 
not  seized  Wasliin«{ton.  The  War  and  Navy  Departments 
are  going  about  their  important  tasks  of  providing  for  the 


defense  of  this  Nation  in  a  vigoroas  and  energetic  fashion, 
still  with  a  calm  and  sober  manner  which  characterizes  the 
man  trained  in  military  affairs. 

Congress,  and  especially  the  committees  charged  with  the 
national  defense,  is  awake  to  the  condition.  Without  fan- 
fare, devoid  of  sensationalism  and  showmanship,  this  Con- 
gress is  discharging  Its  duty  to  the  United  States.  There  Is 
but  one  issue  here,  it  is  the  defense  of  our  own  Nation  and  our 
own  people.  There  is  the  determination  that  our  American 
people  shall  not  be  found  unprepared  and  unprotected  as  were 
some  of  the  peoples  of  Europe.  This  burden  weighs  heavily 
upon  each  and  every  one  of  us.  Time  for  expected  adjourn- 
ment draws  near.  The  national  conventions  of  the  two  politi- 
cal parties  will  soon  be  held. 

However,  we  are  working  day  and  night  on  the  business  In 
hand.  As  individuals,  we  in  the  Congress  are  anxious  to 
adjourn  and  return  to  our  homes.  We  have  been  in  Wash- 
ington for  a  long  time  now.  Many  personal  interests  chal- 
lenge us  at  home.  Personally,  there  are  reasons  for  me  to 
want  to  be  in  my  district.  On  the  other  hand,  I  feel  that  we 
should  stay  here  so  long  as  there  is  any  reasonable  necessity 
for  our  presence.  Major  nations  are  being  conquered  in  but 
I  a  few  days.  We  should  stay  here  until  the  program  for  the 
defense  of  our  Nation  is  thoroughly  formulated  and  well  under 
way.  I  appreciate  membership  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  But  let  me  say  here  and  now  that  my  personal  wel- 
fare, my  political  welfare,  my  career,  and  my  future  are  as 
nothing  to  me  when  the  welfare  of  my  Nation  is  involved. 
Therefore  I  shall  stay  at  my  post  of  duty  no  matter  what  may 
be  my  personal  interests  or  desires  until  I  know  that  the  pro- 
gram for  the  defense  of  my  Nation  is  secure.  If  this  means 
the  termination  of  my  career  here,  well  and  good,  my  con- 
science will  be  the  easier  because  of  duty  performed. 

This  is  our  own,  our  native  land.  As  each  day  passes  we 
must  be  impressed  with  the  fact  that  this  land  of  ours  is 
thrice  blessed  with  freedom  and  with  liberty.  During  these 
trying  times  we  must  resolve  that  this  Nation  shall  be  pro- 
tected, that  her  institutions  must  be  preserved,  that  our  chil- 
dren and  our  children's  children  may  enjoy  the  blessings 
which  our  forefathers  captured  and  passed  on  to  us  for  our 
enjoyment. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  purpose  of  this  resolu- 
tion— House  Joint  Resolution  556 — is  to  reafiflrm  at  this  criti- 
cal time  in  world  affairs  the  long-standing  policy  of  this 
Government  with  reference  to  the  extension  to  this  hemis- 
phere by  non-American  states  of  their  systems  and  political 
institutions.  This  is  done  by  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
resolution,  which  states  that  the  United  States  would  not 
recognize  any  transfer  and  would  not  acquiesce  in  any  at- 
tempt to  transfer  any  geographic  region  of  this  hemisphere 
from  one  non-American  power  to  another  non-American 
power.  This  paragraph  would  apply  not  only  to  an  actual 
transfer  or  an  attempt  to  transfer  a  region  but  would  also 
apply  to  any  exercise  of  control  over  such  a  region. 

The  second  paragraph  states  that  if  such  a  transfer  or 
attempt  to  transfer  should  appear  likely,  the  United  States — 

Shall.  In  addition  to  other  measures,  immediately  consult  with  the 
other  American  republics  to  determme  upon  the  steps  which 
should  be  taken  to  safeguard  their  common  Interests. 

This  latter  provision  contemplates  consultation  In  con- 
formity with  the  Convention  for  the  Maintenance  of  Peace. 
signed  at  Buenos  Aires  in  1936,  the  Declaration  of  Lima  of 
1938,  and  the  Resolution  of  the  American  Republics,  signed 
at  Pansuna  in  1939,  all  referred  to  In  the  preamble.  It 
would  not  prevent  the  United  States  unilaterally  from  taking 
such  measures  as  it  may  see  fit  to  take  under  the  circvim- 
stances  obtaining  at  the  moment.  The  United  States,  with 
or  virithout  the  adoption  of  the  proposed  resolution,  is,  of 
course,  a  free  agent  and  may,  whenever  circumstances  re- 
quire, take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  or  desirable  to 
prevent  foreign  inroads  in  this  hemisphere. 
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In  his  farewell  •ddress  In  1796.  President  Washington  ad- 
monished us  ''acalDst  the  insidious  wiles  of  foreign  Influ- 
ence." stating  that  against  such  wiles  "the  Jealousy  of  a  free 
people  ought  to  be  constantly  awake,  since  history  and  ex- 
perience prove  that  foreign  Influence  Is  one  of  the  most  bane- 
ful foes  of  republican  government." 

On  a  number  of  occasions  during  our  early  hi^ry  this 
Oovemment  announced  that  it  would  be  unwilling  to  see 
territory  In  this  hemisphere  in  the  hands  of  European^ states 
transferred  by  them  to  other  European  states. 

In  1801  the  American  Minister  to  England.  Rufus  King, 
reported  to  the  Secretary  of  State  that  he  had  had  a  con- 
versaUon  with  Lord  Hawkesbury  with  reference  to  the  re- 
ported cession  of  the  Floridas  by  Spain  to  Prance,  and  that — 

Th«  purport  <rf  what  I  s«ld  was  that  we  are  contented  that  the 
FlorldM  remain  in  the  bands  of  Spain  but  should  not  be  wUUng 
to  H«  them  trutfferred.  except  to  cmrMlves. 

On  Pebniary  29.  1808.  President  Jefferson  made  a  similar 
sUtement  with  respect  to  Spanish  possessions  in  this 
hemisphere.  He  stated  that  we  would  be  "very  unwilling  to 
see  them  in  that  (the  possession)  of  either  Prance  or 
England,  politically  or  commercially.  We  consider  their 
interests  and  ours  as  the  same,  and  that  the  object  of  both 
must  be  to  exclude  aU  European  influence  from  this 
hemisphere." 

In  keeping  with  this  previously  declared  policy.  President 
Monroe  in  his  annual  message  to  Congress.  December  2, 
1823.  announced  a  doctrine,  since  referred  to  as  the  Monroe 
Doctrine.  sUtlng  among  other  things  that: 

•  •  •  the  occasion  has  been  judged  proper  for  asserting  as 
a  prlnctple  In  which  the  rights  and  interests  oT  the  United  States 
are  Involved,  that  the  American  continents,  by  the  free  and  Inde- 
pendent condition  which  they  have  aasumed  and  maintain,  are 
henccrortb  not  to  ba  considered  as  subjects  for  future  colonisa- 
tion by  any  European  powers. 

Healsc  stated: 

We  owe  It.  therefore,  to  candor,  and  to  amicable  relations 
ezisUng  between  the  United  States  and  those  powers,  to  declare 
that  we  should  consider  any  attempt  on  their  part  to  extend  their 
■TStem  to  any  portion  of  this  hemisphere  as  dangerous  to  our 
peace  and  safety.  With  the  existing  colonies  or  dependencies 
of  any  European  power  we  have  not  interfered  and  shaU  not 
Interfere.     •     •     • 

It  ts  impoaslblc  that  the  Allied  Powers  should  extend  their 
political  system  to  any  portion  of  either  continent  without 
•BdBMerlng  our  peace  and  happiness:  nor  can  anyone  believe  Uiat 
iithem  brethren.  If  left  to  themseivea.  would  adopt  It  of  their 
soorcl.  It  Is  equaUy  Impossible,  therefore,  that  we  should 
wuttk  Intefposltion.  in  any  form,  with  indifference.     •     •     • 
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In  1912,  when  rumors  were  abroad  that  a  corporation 
was  about  to  obtain  a  concession  in  Magdalena  Bay  on  the 
coast  of  Lower  California  and  that  such  concession  would 
probably  be  used  as  a  naval  base  by  a  foreign  government. 
Senator  Lodge  introduced  a  resolution,  which  the  Senate 
adopted  by  the  overwhelming  vote  of  51  to  4.  on  Augiist  2, 
1912.  reading  as  follows: 

Jtesolved,  That  when  any  harbor  or  other  place  In  the  Ameri- 
can contlnenu  Is  so  situated  that  thp  occupation  thereof  for 
naval  or  military  purposes  might  threaten  the  communications 
or  tlM  safety  of  the  United  States,  the  Government  of  the  United 
StatM  could  not  see  without  grave  concern  the  possession  of  such 
harbor  or  other  place  by  any  corporation  or  association  which 
has  such  a  relation  to  another  government,  not  American,  as  to 
give  that  government  practical  power  or  control  for  national 
purpoaea. 

In  commenting  upon  the  resolution  Senator  Lodge  stated: 
This   resolution   rests  on  a   generally   accepted  principle   of   the 
law  of  nations  older  than  the  Monroe  Doctrine.     It  rests  on  the 
principle  that  every  nation  has  a  right  to  protect  its  own  safety, 
and   that  If  It  feels  that  the  po— esslon  by  a  foreign  power,  for 
military  or  naval  purposes,  of  any  given  harlKir  or  place  Is  preju- 
dicial to  Its  safety.  It  is  Its  duty  as  weU  as  Its  right  to  Interfere. 
•  •••••• 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  was.  of  eotirae,  an  extension  in  our  own 
interests  of  this  underlying  principle — the  right  of  every  nation 
*lo  provide  for  Its  own  safety.  The  Monroe  Doctrine,  as  we  all 
know,  was  applied,  so  far  as  the  taking  possession  of  territory 
was  concerned,  to  ito  being  open  to  further  colonization,  and 
naturally  did  not  touch  upon  the  precise  point  involved  here. 
But.  without  any  Monroe  Doctrine  the  poMMHlOD  of  a  harbor  such 
as  that  of  M'g^*'""*  Bay.  which  has  led  to  fhla  resolution,  would 


render  it  neoeaaary.  I  think,  to  make  some  declaration  covering  a 
caae  where  a  corporation  or  association  waa  involved. 

In  this  particular  case  it  t>ecame  apparent  from  the  inquiriea 
made  bv  the  committee  and  by  the  administration  that  no  gov- 
ernment was  concerned  In  taking  possession  of  Magdalena  Bay; 
but.  it  alao  became  apparent  that  those  persons  who  held  control 
of  the  Mexican  conoeaslon.  which  included  the  land  about  Mag- 
dalena Bav.  were  engaged  in  negotiations,  which  have  not  yet 
been  completed,  certainly,  but  which  have  only  been  tentative, 
looking  to  the  sale  of  that  bay.  and  the  land  about  it.  to  a 
corporation  either  created  or  authorized  by  a  foreign  government, 
or  in  which  the  stock  was  largely  held  or  controlled  by  foreigners. 
•  •••••• 

The  resolution  U  merely  a  statement  of  policy.  aUled  to  the 
Monroe  Doctrine,  of  course,  but  not  necessarily  dependent  upon 
It  or  growing  out  of  It.  •  *  •  It  seemed  to  the  committee 
that  It  was  very  wise  to  make  this  statement  of  policy  at  thla 
time,  when  It  can  give  offense  to  no  one  and  makes  the  position 
of  the  United  States  clear. 

At  the  present  moment  the  situation  In  Europe  is  chaotic 
to  say  the  least.  We  do  not  know  what  the  final  outcome  may 
be  nor  do  we  know  what  plans  may  be  in  mind  with  respect 
to  the  shifting  of  territory,  but  we  do  know  what  our  long- 
established  policy  has  been  concerning  the  acquisition  of  terri- 
tory in  this  hemisphere  by  non-American  powers,  and  the 
establishment  of  their  systems  herein.  With  the  admonition 
of  President  Washington  against  the  insidious  wiles  of  foreign 
influence  we  are  in  hearty  accord.  We  have  all  these  things 
clearly  in  mind,  and  the  purpose  of  this  resolution  Is  to  remind 
those  foreign  powers  that  our  position  has  not  been  altered. 
It  is  preferable  that  this  reminder  should  be  given  in  advance 
of  any  overt  act  than  that  we  should  be  confronted  with  an 
accomplished  situation  which  might  be  more  difficult  to  deal 
With  later  than  now.    The  resolution  Is  not  directed  at  any 

one  power  but  at  any  and  all  non-American  powers  which  may 
be  casting  eyes  in  the  direction  of  this  hemisphere.  It  is  not 
a  challenge  or  a  move  in  the  direction  of  war.  but,  quite  the 
contrary,  it  is  a  step  taken  in  advance  for  the  purpose  of 
avoiding  possible  difficulties  which  might  arise  if  foreign 
powers  were  allowed  to  believe  that  there  has  t)een  any  change 
in  our  policy  in  these  respects.  The  resolution  is  but  a  reiter- 
ation of  our  time -honored  policy.  Its  adoption  is  timely,  and 
is  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  may  think  that  there  has  been 
some  deviation  on  our  part  from  this  policy.     [Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  want  the  Rbcom  to  show 
that  we  have  yielded  back  49  >^  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has  expired.  The  Clerk  will 
read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Beaolved.  etc.  (1)  That  the  United  States  would  not  reeognliw 
any  transfer,  and  would  not  acquiesce  in  any  attempt  to  transfer, 
any  geographic  region  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non- 
American  power  to  another  non- American  power:  and 

(3)  That  If  such  tran&fer  or  attempt  to  transfer  should  appear 
likely,  the  United  States  shall.  In  addition  to  other  measures.  Im- 
mediately consult  with  the  other  American  republics  to  determine 
upon  the  steps  which  should  t>e  taken  to  safeguard  their  common 
interests. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  5.  after  the  word  "of",  strike  out  "the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere" and  Insert  "this  hemisphere." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  very  dear  and  close  friend  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  fMr.  Rexo]  seems  to  differ  vitally  with 
me  on  this  proposal.  This  is  an  administration  measure.  I 
do  not  say  that  I  would  have  advised  bringing  it  up.  but 
it  passed  the  Senate  unanimously  and  the  administration 
wants  It.  It  is  before  the  House  and  that  is  why  I  am  sup- 
porting it.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  wise  to  brtng  it  up 
In  the  first  instance  or  not.  but  being  here  I  think  the  House 
should  realize  that  tremendons  changes  have  occurred  in  the 
world  in  the  last  few  years. 

When  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  written  there  were  no  sul>- 
marlnes  and  there  were  no  airplanes.  We  had  nothing  to  fear, 
this  great  country  of  ours,  from  any  foreign  nation  whatso- 
ever.   But  since  airplanes  have  been  invented  and  since  sub- 
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marines  have  been  discovered,  any  unfriendly  nation,  any  na- 
tion with  a  different  political  system  that  might  be  opposed 
to  ours,  or  any  nation  that  had  any  kind  of  a  design  on  us. 
which  owned  any  one  of  those  islands  could  use  them  against 
us  for  airplane  bases,  for  submarine  bases,  and  against  the 
Panama  Canal.  The  whole  situation  htis  changed.  There- 
fore, It  may  be  advisable  to  reaffirm  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and 
to  show  exactly  what  we  mean  to  all  of  the  other  nations  of 
the  world,  that  we  are  deliberately  opposed  to  the  transfer 
of  any  of  those  non -American  possessions  to  any  other  non- 
American  country. 

That  is  simply  the  issue  before  us.  Conditons  have 
changed.  When  the  gentleman  from  New  York  talks  about 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  alone  he  fails  to  realize  that  this  situa- 
tion with  which  we  are  confronted  is  critical,  and  that  our 
very  existence  is  at  stake.  I  do  not  think  anybody  who  knows 
the  facts  would  even  compromise  in  any  way  in  having  any 
possibly  unfriendly  nation  owning  any  single  one  of  these 
Islands  that  might  be  directed  against  us  and  against  the 
Panama  Canal  and  used  by  modern  weapons  of  warfare. 

That  Is  the  reason  I  rose  at  this  time,  to  point  out  that 
conditions  have  changed. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  The  gentleman  said  "deal 
with  them  as  conditions  arise."  The  condition  is  now  aris- 
ing. Is  It  not.  at  this  time? 

Mr.  FISH.    It   has  arisen  and  nobody  knows  what  win 
happen  within  the  next  week  or  next  month. 
Mr.  BENDER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Are  we  In  a  position  now  to  deal  with 
them?     Are  we  prepared?     Are  we  ready  to  deal? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  asked  that.  I  wish 
everybody  else  would  ask  it  everyday,  because  the  people 
back  home  are  under  the  impression  that  we,  the  greatest 
Nation  in  the  world,  are  utterly  defenseless;  that  we  are  like 
Abyssinia  or  China.  All  you  have  to  do  Is  to  ask  the  chair- 
man of  our  House  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  who  Is  per- 
haps the  greatest  exponent  of  a  big  Navy  in  this  country 
and  who  has  done  a  splendid  Job  In  building  up  the  Navy. 
He  said  the  other  day  that  the  United  States  has  the  great- 
est, the  largest,  the  most  efficient,  and  the  best  Navy  in  the 
world  today.  [Applause.]  What  is  the  use  of  all  this  craven 
talk?  We  fear  no  country  with  a  navy  of  that  kind  and  we 
propose  to  continue  to  have  the  greatest  Navy  in  the  world. 
[Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  expired. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  heard  a  great  number  of  words 
explaining  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  I  want  to  quote  one  sen- 
tence from  Elihu  Root,  which  sums  up  the  Monroe  Doctrine: 

The  Doctrine  is  not  International  law.  but  It  rests  upon  the 
right  of  self -protection. 

In  Other  words,  this  resolution  and  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
that  came  into  l)eing  at  the  time  when  diplomacy  meant 
something,  when  doctrines  meant  something,  actually  means 
that  we  have  to  use  force  to  keep  out  of  this  continent  any 
country  that  threatens  our  sovereignty,  that  we  have  to  use 
force  to  dislodge  any  country  that  gets  a  foothold  in  this 
hemisphere. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  PishI.  who  Just  re- 
linquished the  floor,  tried  to  reassure  us  that  we  had  ade- 
quate protection.  Thanks  to  our  President  we  have  an 
adequate  Navy  or  will  have  as  soon  as  we  can  build  it. 
Every  day  new  ships  are  launched  or  near  completion.  This 
is  the  backbone  of  our  defense  to  preserve  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine. I  hope  the  Members  who  today  have  urged  us  to  vote 
for  this  measure  will  be  as  ready  to  vote  for  conscription 
when  we  are  presented  with  that  inevitable  vote  In  the  near 
future.  By  that  I  mean  conscription  of  Industry  and  re- 
sources as  well  as  men.    At  the  present  time  with  the  very 


limited  Increases  we  have  made  the  result  Is  what?  We 
have  raised  the  Marines  now  to  the  total  of  34.000  men. 
That  is  our  answer  to  these  dictator  nations  that  threaten 
our  sovereignty.  Thirty-four  thousand  Marines.  Enough 
perhaps  to  dislodge  an  enemy  In  one  island  in  the  Caribbean. 
We  have  talked  about  raising  our  Army  to  400.000  men — less 
than  the  army  of  any  one  of  the  little  countries  that  went 
imder  overnight. 

I  wish  I  could  satisfy  my  conscience  that  this  Congress 
by  voting  the  appropriations  we  have  recently  voted  have 
provided  all  that  we  can  provide  to  protect  this  Nation. 
We  cannot  be  lazy  and  fat  and  selfish  and  say  we  will  buy 
this  protection,  we  will  hire  a  professional  force  to  do  It, 
we  will  not  have  our  lives  or  our  businesses  interrupted, 
we  will  carry  on  our  business  as  usual,  we  will  not  take  part 
in  a  national -defense  program.  I  am  not  one  who  wants 
this  Congress  to  stay  here  to  harass  the  President.  The  - 
President  Is  going  to  have  to  be  given  more  power  to  mobi- 
lize industry,  to  mobilize  om-  men.  to  use  these  great  natu- 
ral resources  and  abilities  this  Nation  has.  or  we  are  not 
going  to  be  able  to  exist  in  a  world  that  Is  driven  by  one- 
man  governments  that  can  utilize  every  resource  within  a 
country.  This  Congress  should  realize  that  on  it  rests  the 
responsibility  of  whether  democracy  can  live,  whether  we 
are  going  to  play  politics  with  a  situation  that  calls  for  the 
best  resources  and  the  use  of  the  best  minds  of  this  Nation. 
If  you  distrust  our  great  leader — and  I  do  not — then  give 
that  power  to  a  Joint  board,  but  give  it  to  somebody  that 
this  country  may  utilize  Its  resources  to  meet  any  even- 
tuality. England  and  France  reached  this  conclusion  too 
late.  A  democracy  can  always  take  back  powers  granted. 
But  if  a  democracy  does  not  grant  powers  in  time  there  la 
no  power  left  to  take  back. 

This  coimtry  has  a  t>ig  Job  to  do.  A  great  majority  ci 
our  citizens  are  patriotic  and  want  to  help  do  It.  Congress 
Is  charged  with  the  responsibility  of  representing  the  public. 
The  President  has  appointed  the  best  minds  In  the  Nation 
as  his  advisory  council.  Congress  has  backed  the  President 
In  every  request.  My  only  fear  Is,  have  we  done  enough. 
Can  we  keep  this  war  away  frmn  the  Americas?  We  can 
If  we  have  the  courage  to  submerge  our  selfish  interest, 
look  realities  In  the  face,  and  mobilize  all  our  resources  to 
keep  war  from  the  Americas.  The  Naval  Affairs  Committee 
tomorrow  will  recommend  the  greatest  Navy  In  world  his- 
tory— good  for  them.  Let  us  make  every  branch  keep  step 
and  preserve  peace  "over  here."    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
three  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  for  the  purpose  of  the  Record,  I  think  It 
ought  to  show  a  list  of  foreign  possessions  on  the  American 
Continents.  I  received  this  list  Just  recently  from  the  library 
of  Congress.  Denmark  has  Greenland.  Holland  has  Curacao 
In  the  West  Indies  near  Venezuela,  and  Surinam,  commonly 
known  as  Dutch  Guiatuu 

Prance  has  St.  Pierre  and  Mlquelon.  south  of  Newfound- 
land; Guadeloupe  and  Martinique,  islands  between  Puerto 
Rico  and  South  America;  and  French  Guiana  in  South 
America. 

Great  Britain  has  Canada,  a  dominion;  Newfoundland; 
Labrador,  a  dependency  of  Newfoundland:  Bermuda.  In  the 
West  Indies  she  has  the  following  eight  colonies:  the  Baha- 
mas, Jamaica.  British  Leeward  Islands,  and  the  British 
Windward  Islands.  The  British  Windward  Islands  consist 
of  three  colonies.  There  is  also  British  Guiana  and  British 
Honduras. 

This,  indeed.  Is  a  rather  important  array  of  territory.  It 
Is  well  indeed  to  have  the  protection  of  all  the  American  re- 
publics thrown  around  these  possessions  so  as  to  prevent 
transfer  to  hostile  rulers. 

We  have  much  to  gain  through  this  resolution.  It  is  an 
extension,  a  necessary  extension  as  I  view  it,  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine.  It  will  give  a  warning  to  grasping  dictatorial  pow- 
ers. The  resolution,  be  it  remembered,  refers  primarily  to 
the  transfer  of  title  to  land  already  owned  by  a  foreign 


\.   1 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


8558 

po#er.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  refers  to  the  acquisition  by  a 
fOKign  power  in  the  first  instance.  There  is.  therefore,  an 
essential  difference,  and  it  is  necessary  to  have  this  resolu- 
tion adopted  to  round  out  the  purpose  underlying  the  Monroe 

Doctrine.  .     ,    ,       w 

I  am  sure  those  on  the  Republican  side  particularly  who 
voiced  any  objecUon  would  be  the  first  to  complain  if  any- 
thing should  go  amiss  In  the  event  we  did  not  adopt  this 
rctoliitinn 

Frankly,  the  Monroe  Doctrine  did  not  originate  with  Mon- 
roe—message of  December  2. 1823.  He  simply  made  It  articu- 
late and  gave  expression  to  that  which  had  been  smoldering 
In  the  minds  of  Washington  and  others  a  long  Ume.  Jeffer- 
son had  suggested  the  Gulf  Stream  as  a  dividing  line.  Europe 
to  remain  on  one  side  and  the  Americas  on  the  other.  It  is 
Interesting  to  note  that  Simon  Bolivar,  the  great  South 
American  patriot,  had  proclaimed  a  sort  of  federation  of 
American  republics  for  self-defense  against  Europe.  He, 
flgiu-atlvely  speaking,  desired  to  put  up  a  sign  In  the  Americas 
to  warn  Europe.    It  was  to  read:  "No  trespassing." 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  was  embraced  by  all  American  re- 
publics, in  the  Declaration  at  Buenos  Aires  in  1936.  and  in 
the  Declaration  of  Lima  in  1938. 

Then  there  was  the  DeclaraUon  of  Panama.  This  goes 
even  further  than  either  the  Declaration  of  Buenos  Aires  or 
the  Declaration  of  Lima.  For  at  Panama,  the  American  re- 
public made  a  stronger  Joint  declaration  of  continental 
solidarity  with  all  the  appropriate  spiritual  and  material 
means  at  their  disposal.  They  stated  that  as  neutrals  in  the 
current  war.  they  'shall  prevent  their  respective  terrestrial, 
mariUme.  and  aerial  territories  from  being  uUlized  as  bases 
of  belligerent  operations.    They — 

May  exclude  IjelHgerent  stibmarlnea  from  the  waters  adjacent  to 
their  tetntorlee  or  admit  tbem  under  the  condition  that  they  ccn- 
form  to  t^e  regulatloua  whicb  each  country  may  prescribe. 

But  above  all.  the  Declaration  of  Panama,  which  is  stated 
to  be  a  direct  complement  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  sets  up  a 
so-called  zone  of  safety,  which  includes  all  the  normal  mari- 
time routes  of  commimication  and  trade  between  the  coun- 
tries of  Amarica.  A.s  a  measure  of  self -protect  ion  the  Ameri- 
can republics  insist  that  the  waters,  to  a  distance  of  approxi- 
mately 300  miles  from  their  coasts — 

BhaU  remain  free  from  the  commlwlon  of  hostile  acts  or  from  the 
undertaking  of  l)elllpercnt  activities  by  the  nations  engaged  In  the 
pi«aent  war  in  which  the  said  govenments  are  not  Invclved. 

Significantly,  the  declaration  also  contains  the  following: 

We  expect  the  belligerent  nations,  and  those  which  In  the  future 
may  take  part  in  the  present  war.  to  obaerve  and  respect  thl« 
declaration  which  will  be  made  In  Panama  as  a  complement  ol  the 
Monroe  DoctrUM  and  of  the  Declarations  of  Buenos  Aires  and  Lima. 

Thus,  the  Declaration  of  Panama  extends  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine a  great  distance.  Thus,  the  sovereignty  of  all  American 
nations  now  Is  projected  about  300  miles  east  of  their  Atlantic 
shores. 

It  has  been  stated  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine  has  not  l)ecn 
commuted  into  a  statute  or  resolution.  I  refer  to  the  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  Senate  in  1912.  which  recited  that  the 
United  States  would  not  look  with  unconcern  upon  the  at- 
tempt Japan  was  then  making  to  colonize  Lower  California 
at  Magdalena  Bay.  Japan  had  sought  through  a  private 
company  to  acquire  a  naval  base  in  Magdalena  Bay.  Without 
hesitation  our  Oovernment  asserted  its  position.  The  resolu- 
tion is  as  follows: 

Resolved,  l^at  wbcn  any  harbor  or  other  place  In  the  American 
CoDtlnenta  la  ao  attoated  tliak  tbe  occupation  thereof  for  naval  or 
mUltary  puipoeee  might  threaten  the  communications  or  the  safety 
of  the  Unltad  0Utes.  the  OoTemjnent  of  the  United  States  oould 
not  9re  without  grave  concern  the  possession  of  such  harbor  or 
other  place  by  any  corporation  or  anodatlon  which  has  ruch  a 
relation  to  atkother  government,  not  Anierlcan.  as  to  give  that 
government  practical  power  of  control  for  naval  or  military  purposes. 

On  the  basis  of  this  precedent,  and  on  the  basis  of  the 
Declaration  of  Buenos  Aires  in  1936.  the  Declaration  of  Lima 
in  193S.  and  the  Declaration  of  Panama  in  1939.  we  ought, 
wlttwut  the  slightest  hesitation,  to  adopt  this  resolution. 
[Applauae.l  - 

I  Here  the  gavel  felLl 
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Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  going  to  make  a 
motion  that  all  debate  be  closed. 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  wish  to  offer  an 
amendment.  It  is  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Clerk-  I  wish 
to  be  heard  on  my  amendment. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  that  all  debate  close 
in  10  minutes. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded 
by  Mr.  Sciwrrs  of  Wisconsin)  there  were — ayes  90,  noes  30. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk- 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Tinkham:  On  page  8.  line  4,  after 
the  word  "Interests'".  Insert  the  following  paragraph: 

■•(3)  That  In  the  wars  of  the  European  powers  In  matters  re- 
lating to  themselves  we  have  never  taken  any  part,  nor  does  It 
comport  with  oxir  policy  so  to  do." 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  are  to  have  a  procla- 
mation of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  we  should  have  a  complete 
proclamation  of  it.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  consisted  of  two 
parts,  one  as  vital  as  the  other.  The  first  part  was  that 
European  powers  were  not  to  Interfere  with  the  Western 
Hemisphere  and  the  other  part  was  that  the  Western  Hemis- 
phere was  not  to  interfere  with  European  powers  or  the 
Eastern  Hemisphere. 

Let  me  read  to  you  exactly  what  President  Monroe  said. 
It  Is  exactly  what  is  contained  in  my  amendment. 

Mr.  BLOOM  Mr.  Chairman,  is  It  too  late  to  reserve  a 
point  of  order  against  the  amendment? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Yes.     Debate  has  started. 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  here  are  President 
Monroe's  words: 

The  citizens  of  the  United  States  cherish  sentiments  the  most 
friendly  In  favor  of  the  liberty  and  happiness  of  their  fellowmen 
on  that  side  of  the  Atlantic.  In  the  wars  of  the  European  powers 
In  matters  relating  to  themselves  we  have  never  taken  any  part, 
nor  docs  It  comport  with  our  policy  so  to  do. 

It  Is  only  when  our  rights  are  Invaded  or  seriously  menaced  that 
we  resent  Injuries  or  make  preparations  for  our  defense.  •  •  • 
Our  policy  in  regard  to  Europe,  which  was  adopted  at  an  early 
stsge  of  the  wars  which  have  so  long  agitated  that  quarter  of  the 
glotie.  nevertheless  remains  the  same,  which  Is  not  to  Interfere  in 
the  Internal  ccncerns  of  any  of  Its  powers;  to  consider  the  govern- 
ment de  facto  as  the  legitimate  govrmment  for  us;  to  cultivate 
friendly  relations  with  It  and  to  preserve  those  relations  by  a  frank, 
firm,  and  manly  policy,  meeting  in  all  instances  the  Jtist  claims 
of  every  power,  submitting  to  Injuries  from  none. 

It  Is  true  that  in  1917  we  did  intervene  in  a  war  of  the  Eu- 
ropean powers.  That  intervention  was  the  greatest  disaster 
that  ever  occvured  to  our  Republic.  It  should  never  be  al- 
lowed to  occur  again.  It  was  our  immunity  from  devastating 
wars  in  Europe  imtll  1917  that  gave  us  our  strength  and  our 
prosperity. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  words  used  by  President  Monroe  are  the 
very  words  used  in  my  amendment.  If  the  Committee  passes 
the  resolution  without  my  amendment,  only  a  part  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  will  be  proclaimed. 

My  amendment  is  supported  also  by  the  following  statement 
of  Thomas  Jefferson,  contained  in  a  letter  which  he  wrote  on 
October  24,  1823: 

Our  first  and  fundamental  maxim  should  be  never  to  entangle 
ourselves  In  tlie  broils  of  Eiirope;  our  second,  never  to  suffer  Europe 
to  Intermeddle  with  cls-Atlantlc  affairs. 

And  by  the  following  statement  made  by  Henry  Clay  when 
he  was  Secretary  of  State: 

WhUst  we  do  not  desire  to  interfere  In  Europe,  with  the  political 
system  of  the  AUled  Powers.  w«  should  regard  as  dangerous  to  our 
peace  and  safety  any  attempt  on  their  part  to  extend  their  system 
to  any  portion  of  our  hemisphere. 

I       Also  by  John  Quincy  Adams,  who.  when  Secretary  of  State 
In  1820.  sUted: 

The  political  system  of  the  United  States  is  also  essentially  extra- 
European.  To  stand  in  firm  and  cautious  Independence  of  all 
entanglements  In  the  Exiropean  S3r5tem  has  been  a  cardinal  point  of 
their  policy  under  every  administration  of  their  Oovernment  from 
the  peace  of  1783  to  this  day.  If  at  the  original  adoption  of  their 
system  there  oould  have  been  any  doubt  of  its  Justice  or  its  wisdom, 
there  can  be  none  at  this  time.  Cvery  year's  experience  rivets  it 
more  deeply  in  the  principles  and  opinions  of  the  Natloo. 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


8559 


Mr.  Chairman.  If  this  resolution  Is  passed  without  my 
amendment  we  will  not  be  enxinciating  the  real,  fundamental 
Monroe  Doctrine.  Certainly,  if  we  assert  that  European 
and  other  powers  have  no  right  to  intrude  or  Intervene  In 
our  affairs,  we  should  accompany  that  asserilon  with  a 
declaration  that  we  shall  not  intrude  or  Intervene  In  their 
affairs.  I  certainly  hope  the  House  will  do  what  is  soimd 
and  in  accordance  with  tradition  and  adopt  my  amendment. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  I  yield  to  the  honorable  Representative 
from  Wisconsin. 

B>4r.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not  true  that  under 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  it  is  just  as  essential  for  the  United 
States  to  stop  meddling  In  the  internal  affairs  and  wars  of 
European  and  other  non-American  countries  as  It  is  for 
them  to  stop  meddling  In  the  Internal  affairs,  wars,  and 
other  problems  of  the  Americas? 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  President  Monroe  asserted  that  very 
policy  in  the  original  doctrine. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  we  adopt  this  resolution, 
we  will  only  be  adopting  one  side  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine, 
which  applies  to  the  Americas,  and  in  doing  so  we  may  get 
into  a  critical  situation  l)ecause  we  Ignore  that  side  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  which  provides  that  we  do  not  meddle  in 
the   internal    affairs   and    wars   of    non-American   foreign 

nations. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BLOOM.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In  opposition  to  the 

amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  a  similar  amendment,  as  well  as  other 
amendments,  were  offered  in  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs,  and  we  had  them  all  under  consideration  and  gave 
them  careful  study.  We  submitted  these  amendments  to 
the  State  Department,  and  we  had  officials  of  the  State 
Department  appear  before  the  committee.  The  State  De- 
partment recommended  that  we  do  not  in  any  way  accept 
these  amendments  that  were  submitted.  The  Committee 
on  FVjreign  Affairs  voted  them  down  as  far  as  our  side  was 
concerned. 

Yesterday  the  Senate  passed  this  bill  unanimously,  by 
a  vote  of  76  to  0.  There  was  no  opposition.  Senator  Nye 
voted  for  It,  Senator  Clark  voted  for  It.  and  all  the  Sena- 
tors present  voted  for  the  resolution.  I  think  It  would  be 
a  mistake  at  this  time  to  add  anything  to  the  resolution 
that  speaks  so  clearly  as  to  what  Is  Intended.  I  therefore 
hope  the  amendment  will  not  prevail. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has  expired.  The  question  Is 
on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Ma.ssachusett5  [Mr.  TwkhamJ. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  we  have  the  amendment 
reported  again? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  Clerk  will  re- 
read the  Tinkham  amendment. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  reread  the  Tinkham  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division,  demanded  by 
Mr.  ScHATM  of  Wisconsin,  there  were— ayes  66.  noes  104. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  amendment 

to  the  preamble. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  1  strike  out  the  first  three  whereas  claxises  in  the  pre- 
amble and  insert:  ^  ,.^  .„„  „^ 

•Whereas  our  traditional  poUcy  has  been  to  consider  any  at- 
tempt  on  the  part  of  non-American  powere  to  e«t«n^J^!^„^P**" 
to  any  portion  of  this  hemisphere  as  dangerous  to  the  peace  and 
safety  not  only  of  this  country  but  of  the  other  American  repub- 
lics; and." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Under  the  rule  the  Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose  and.  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  Duwcan.  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  sUte  of  the  Union,  reported  that 
the  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration  the  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  556)  approving  nonrecognition  of  the  trans- 


fer of  any  geographic  region  In  the  Western  Hemisphere 
from  one  non- American  power  to  another  non -American 
power,  and  providing  for  consultation  with  other  American 
republics  in  the  event  that  such  transfer  should  appear 
likely,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  525.  he  reported  the 
same  back  to  the  House  with  sundry  amendments  adopted 
in  Committee  of  (he  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the  previous  question  is 
ordered. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
third  time  and  was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  a  motion 
to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  opposed  to  the  Joint 
resolution? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  opposed  to  the  one- 
sided joint  resolution  as  it  is  now. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  any  gentleman  desire  to  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit  who  is  unconditionally  opposed  to  the 
joint  resolution? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  opposed  to  the  Joint 
resolution.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  ScHAFER  of  Wisconsin  moves  to  recommit  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  with  Instructions  to  report  the  Joint  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  556)  back  to  the  House  with  the  following  amendment: 
Page  3,  line  4,  after  the  word  "interests",  add  the  following  para- 
graph : 

"(3)  That  In  the  wars  of  the  European  powera  in  mattera  relating 
to  theznselves  we  have  never  taken  any  part,  nor  does  It  comport 
with  our  policy  so  to  do." 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
to  recommit. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin)  there  were — ayes  37,  noes  173. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the 
ground  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count.  (After  counting.) 
Two  hundred  and  fifty-three  Meml)ers  are  present,  a  quorum. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  demand  the 
yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused.  > 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the  ' 
joint  resolution. 

Mr.  BLCX)M.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
the  passage  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas,  381,  nays  8, 
answered  "present"  6,  not  voting  36.  as  follows: 

[RoU  No.  1551 
YEAS— 381 

Alexander  Blackney 

Allen,  ni.  Bland 

Allen,  La.  Bloom 

Allen,  Pa.  Boehne 
Andersen.  H.  Carl  Boland 

Anderson.  Calif.  Bolles 

Anderson.  Mo.  Bolton 

Andreaen.  A.  H.  Boren 

Andrews  Boykln 

Angell  Bradley.  P». 

Arends  Brewster 

Arnold  Broolts 

Austin  Brown,  Oa. 

Ball  Brown.  Ohio 

Barden,  N.  C.  Bryson 

Barnes  Buck 

Barry  Buckler.  Minn. 

Barton.  N.  Y.  Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Bates.  Ky.  Buiwinkle 

Bates.  Mass.  Burch 

Beam  Burdlck 

Beckworth  Burgin 

Bell  Byrne.  N.  Y. 

Bender  Byrns.  Tenn. 


Caldwell 

Cooper 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Corbett 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Costello 

Carlson 

Courtney  ' . 

Cartwrlght 

Cox 

Case.  8.  Dak. 

Craveru 

Casey.  Mass. 

Crawford 

Celler 

Crosacr 

Chapman 

Crowe 

Church 

Crowther 

Clark 

Culktn 

Clason 

Cullen 

CUypool 

Cummlngs 

Clevenger 

CurtU 

Cluett 

D'Aleaandro 

Cochran 

Darden.Va. 

Coffpe.Nebr. 

Davis 

CofTee.  Wash. 

Delaney 

Cole,  Md. 

Dempsey 

Cole.  N.T. 

DeBouen 

Collins 

Dlcksteln 

Colmer 

Dies 

Connery 

DlnseU 

Cooley 

Dirluen 
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Dlttcr 


Omcm 
Dunn 
Durbam 
RMOO 

gbetttmrver 

BdeUtctn 
EHlctt 
Kills 
BstOD 


Ermns 

P»dd!s 

Fay 

Prnton 

FvrsuKm 


rtah 

Fttcpatrlck 

FUherty 

F.annagaa 

nanncry 

fMCMT 

Pont  Lel«nd  M. 

Ford.  MUs. 

ronl.  ThomM  F. 

Prte* 

Fulmer 

Gamble 

Oarrett 

Gartner 

Gatbinsa 

Oavacan 

Oaarhart 

Oehrmann 

Oerlach 

Otjtr.  Calif. 

Glbbs 

Glfford 

QilchrlBt 

GUlle 

Goodwin 

Gore 

Oomattt 

Grabam 

Grant.  Ala. 

Grant.  Ind. 

Granory 

GrUBth 

Grose 

Ouyrr.  Kans. 

Gwynne 

Hall'.  Edwin  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W 

Hancock 

Hare 

Hameas 

Harrtngton 

Hart 

Harter.  Ohio 

Hartley 

Havenner 

Healey 


Rill 
Hobba 

BnMUey.  mch. 
■dmlston 


Clitpefll^M 
Dworabak 


Byron 

Oamp 

Carter 

Creal 

Darrow 

Dtsncy 

Drewry 

Green 

Halleck 

Hendricks 
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ji 

Jannan 

Jeffrie* 

Janktna.  <nilo 

Jennlnga 

Jensen 

Jotuia 

Jobnaon.  111. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Johnson .  Luther  A 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Johnion.  Okla. 

Jchnaon.  W.  Va. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Jonea,  Tex. 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Kee 

Kefauver 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Kennedy.  liAlcbael 

Keogh 

Kerr 

Ktlbum 

Kllday 

Kinaer 

Kirwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Koclalkowakl 

Kramer 


Lanham 

Larrabee 

Lea 

Leary 

LeCompta 

Le^ln^kl 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Lewla.  Ohio 

Luoe 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McAndrewi 

McArdle 

McCormack 

licDoweU 

McOehee 

licOranery 

McGregor 

McKeough 

McLaughlin 

McLean 

McLeod 

McMUlan.  Clara 

McMillan.  John  L. 

Maas 

Macipjcwakl 

Magnuaoa 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Mansfield 

Marcantonio 


Marshall 

Martin.  HI. 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Ma«. 

Ma.i*lngale 

May 

MIcbener 

MUler 

Mills.  Ark. 

Mills.  La. 

Monklcwto 

Monrooey 

Moaer 

Mott 

Mouton 

Mundt 

.Murdock.  Artz. 

Murdock.  Utah 

Murray 

Myers 

Nelson 

Mtchols 

Norrell 

Norton 

03rlen 

O'Connor 

OTJay 

OXeary 

Oliver 

O'Neal 

Oemers 

OToole 

Parsons 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Peterson.  Oa. 

Pfelfer 

Pierce 

Plttcnger 

Plumley 

Poage 

Polk 

Powers 

Rabaut 

Ramspeck 

Randolph 

Raybum 

Beed.  ni. 

Reed.  NT. 

Reos.  Kans. 

Richards 

Robertson 

RoMnron.  Utah 

Robslon.  Ky. 

RockeTeller 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Routaohn 

Rutherford 

Ryan 

Sacks 

Banrtager 

Saascer 

Satterfleld 

Schaefer.  ni. 

Schlffler 

Schulte 

Scbwcrt 


ScruKbam 
Seccombe 
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Harter.  N.  T.  Hoffman 

Hawks  Kunkel 

ANSWERED  "PRBSENT**- 
Hlnsbaw  Thorkelaon 

Jarrett 
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Houston 
Jenks.  N.  H. 
Keefe 

Keller 

Knutson 

Lambertacm 

Lemke 

Mason 

Memtt 

MltcheU 


Pace 

Rankin 
Reece.  Tenn. 
Rich 

Risk 
Romjue 
Sabath 
^  BchuetB 
Shafer.  Mich. 
Shannon 


Shanley 
Sbeppard  ' 
Sheridan 
Short 
Simpson 
Smith.  Conn. 
Smith,  ni. 
Smith.  Maine 
Smith.  Ohio 
Smith.  Va. 
Smith.  Wash. 
Smith.  W.  Va. 
Snyder 
Somers.  N.  Y. 
South 
Sparlunan 
Springer 
Stamcs,  Ala. 
8t«agall 
Steams.  N.  H. 
Stefan 
Sullivan 
Sumner.  Dl. 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Sutphln 

Sweeney 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Tarvcr 

Tenerowlca 

Terry 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Thomason 

Tlbbott 

Tolan 

Tread  way 

Van  Zandt 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Vinson,  Ga. 

Voorbls.  Calif. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Wadsworth 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

We:ch 

West 

Wheat 

Whelchel 

White.  Idaho 

Wh'.te.  Ohio 

Whittlngton 

Wlgglesworth 

WUliams.  Del. 

wmiams.  Mo. 

Winter 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Wolvcrton.  N.  J. 

Woodrum.  Va. 

Toungdabl 

Zimmerman 


Schafer.  Wis. 
Thill 


So  tbe  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

General  pairs: 

Mr    Rankin  with  Mr    Wolcott. 

Mr    Creal  with  Mr    Reece  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr   Keefe. 

Mr.  Spence  with  Mr.  Carter. 

Mr.  Camp  with  Mr   Halleck. 

Mr.  Handrlcks  with  Mr    Knutsoa. 

Mr.  Onen  with  Ur. 


Tlnkham 


Spence 
Taylor 

Thomas,  IV.  J. 
Wolcott 
Wood 
Woodruff.  Mich. 


Mr   Schuetz  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  Hew  Jersey 

Mr.  Wood  wltb  Mr.  Darrow. 

Mr.  Pace  with  Mr.  Woodruff  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Romjue  with  Mr.  Rich. 

Mr.  Disney  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Byron  wltb  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Houston  with  Mr.  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Mitchell  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Merrltt  with  Mr.  Shannon. 

Mr.  Sabath  with  Mr  Taylor. 

Mr.  Hawks  changed  his  vote  from  "present**  to  "no." 

Mr.  DwoRSH.\K  changed  his  vote  from  "aye"  to  "present." 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw  my  vote  of  "aye" 

and  answer  "present." 
Mr.  Habrinctoh  changed  his  vote  from  "no"  to  "aye." 
The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  resolution  was 

agreed  to  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CALENDAR    WEDNESDAY    BUSINESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  business  in  order  tomorrow,  Wednesday,  be  dispensed 
with. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PURCHASE  OP  STOCK.  FEDERAL  ROME  LOAN  BANK  BY  RBCONSTHTJC- 
TION  FINANCE  CORPORATION 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9958)  to  authorize 
the  purchase  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  of 
stock  of  Federal  home-loan  banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  Act,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Tlie  Clerk  will  report  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as^ollows: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert : 
•That  section  304  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  relief 
In  the  existing  national  emergency  In  banking,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses", approved  March  9.  1933.  as  amended  (U.  S.  C,  1934  ed.. 
title  12,  sec.  51d:  Supp.  V,  title  12,  sec.  51d).  Is  hereby  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

"  "The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Is  authorlised  to  pur- 
chase at  par  any  part  of  the  stock  of  any  Federal  home-loan  bank 
owned  by  the  United  States,  as  evidenced  by  certificates,  receipts, 
or  otherwise.  In  amounts  to  be  determined  by  the  Corporation,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator:  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  Is  authorized  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  sell 
such  stock  to  the  Corporation.  Any  such  stock  so  purchased  by  the 
Corporation  shall  be  held  subject  to  the  s«»me  conditions,  require- 
ments, rights,  and  privileges  (including  all  dividend  and  retirement 
provisions)  as  are  provided  by  law  for  or  in  connection  with  the 
ownership  of  such  stock  by  the  United  States.' 

~8ac.  a.  Section  3  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
Act,  as  amended  (U.  8.  C.  1934  ed..  tlUe  15,  sec.  602).  Is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraphs: 

"  The  Corporation  Is  authorized  to  make  payments  from  time 
to  time  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  amounts  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Corporation,  with  the  approval  of  the  Federal  Loan 
Administrator,  for  the  partial  retirement  of  Its  capital  stock  at 
par  and  In  payment  of  dividends  from  earnings.  The  aggregate 
amount  of  notes,  debentures,  bonds,  or  other  such  obligations  which 
the  Corporation  Is  authorized  to  Issue  and  have  outstanding  at  any 
ooe  time  under  the  provisions  of  law  in  force  on  the  date  this  para- 
graph takes  effect  shaU  not  be  decreased  by  reason  of  any  retirement 
of  capital  stock  under  this  paragraph,  and  such  aggregate  amount 
Is  hereby  Increased  by  an  amount  sufficient  to  carry  out  the  provi- 
sions of  this  paragraph  and  of  the  second  paragraph  of  section  304 
of  the  act  of  March  9,  1933.  as  amended. 

"  The  Corporation  on  or  before  June  30.  1941.  may  retire  Its 
capital  stock  and  pay  dividends  under  the  preceding  paragraph 
of  this  section,  and  may  purchase  stock  of  the  Federal  home-loan 
banks  under  section  304  of  the  act  of  March  9.  1933.  as  amended,  in 
an  aggregate  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $300,000,000  to  t>e  deter- 
mined by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury:  but  the  Corporation,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator,  shall  determine 
that  portion  of  such  aggregate  amount  which  may  be  used  for 
the  retirement  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  Corporation,  the  payment 
of  dividends,  and  the  purchase  of  such  stock  of  the  Federal  home- 
loan  banks.' 

"Sac.  3.  (a)  The  third  paragraph  of  aectlon  8  of  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  Act.  as  amended  (U.  S.  C,  1934  e<L. 
title  IS,  sec.  605;  Supp.  V.  title  15.  sec.  605).  Is  hereby  amended  by 
striking  out  '»350.000.000'  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  tSOO .000.000.* 

**(b)  The  first  sentence  of  section  3  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to 
extend  the  functions  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  for 
a  years,  and  fox  other  purposes.'  approved  January  31.  1835.   m 
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amended  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed..  Supp.  V,  title  15.  sec.  605m).  is  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  'January  31.  1945'  and  inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  'January  31,   1955.' 

"Sec.  4.  Section  3  of  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  Act 
(U.  S.  C,  1934  cd.,  title  12,  sec.  1020b)  Is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentences:  TTie  Federal  Farm 
Mortgage  Corporation  Is  authorized  to  repay  on  or  t>efore  June  30. 
1941.  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States,  all  amounts  In  excess  of  $100,000,000  theretofore  subscribed 
to  the  capital  stock  of  the  corporation.  The  proceeds  of  such  re- 
payment shall  be  held  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  a 
fund  available  for  subscription,  by  the  Governor  on  beiialf  of  the 
United  States  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
to  the  capital  of  the  corporation  when.  In  the  judgment  of  the 
directors  of  the  Corporation,  additional  subscriptions  to  Its  capital 
are  necessary.' 

"Skc.  5.  Section  5d  of  the  Reconstruction  Flnanee  Corporation 
Act.  as  amended  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed..  Supp  V.  title  15.  sec.  606b).  Is 
hereby  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
paragraphs : 

"  'In  order  to  aid  the  Government  of  the  United  States  In  Its 
national-defense  program,  the  Corporation  Is  authorized — 

•"(1)  To  make  loans  to,  or.  when  requested  by  the  Federal  Loan 
Administrator  with  the  approval  of  the  President,  purchase  the 
capital  stock  of,  any  corporation  (a)  for  the  purpose  of  producing, 
acquiring,  and  carrying  stategic  and  critical  materials  as  defined 
by  the  President,  and  (b)  for  plant  construction,  expansion  and 
equipment,  and  working  capital,  to  be  used  by  the  corporation  In 
the  manufacture  of  equipment  and  supplies  necessary  to  the  na- 
tional defense,  on  such  terms  and  conditions  and  with  such  ma- 
ttjrltles  as  the  Corporation  may  determine;  and 

"•(2)  When  requested  by  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator,  with 
the  approval  of  the  President,  to  create  or  to  organize  a  corpo- 
raUon  or  corporations,  with  pcv/er  (a)  to  produce,  acquire,  and 
carry  strategic  and  critical  materials  as  defined  by  the  President, 
(b)  to  purchase  and  lease  land,  to  purchase,  lease,  build,  and 
expand  plants,  and  to  purchase  and  produce  equipment,  supplies. 
and  machinery,  for  the  manufacture  of  arms,  ammunition,  and 
Implements  of  war.  (c)  to  lease  such  plants  to  private  corpora- 
tions to  engage  In  such  manufacture,  and  (d)  If  the  President 
finds  that  It  Is  necessary  for  a  Government  agency  to  engage  In 
such  manufacture,  to  engage  In  such  manufacture  itself.  The 
Corporation  may  make  loans  to,  or  purchase  the  capital  stock  of. 
any  such  corporation  for  any  purpose  within  the  powers  of  the 
Corporation  as  above  set  forth  related  to  the  national -defense 
program,  on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  Corporation  may 
determine. 

"  'Any  corporation  created  or  organized  by  the  Corporation  under 
the  preceding  paragraph  Is  also  authorized,  with  the  approval 
of  the  President,  to  make  pajTnents  against  the  purchase  price 
to  be  paid  for  strategic  and  critical  materials  in  advance  of  the 
delivery  of  such  materials.  Whenever  practicable,  the  Corporation 
may  require  the  pa>Tnents  so  made  to  be  used  for  purchases  of 
raw  or  man><factured  agricultural  commodities  to  be  exported  from 
the  United  States' 

"Sec.  6.  That  (a)  section  1  of  the  act  approved  January  26, 
1937  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed.,  Supp.  IV.  title  15  sec.  613c).  as  amended. 
Is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  'June  30,  1941'  and 
Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  'January  22.  1947";  (b)  the  first  sentence 
of  section  4  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act 
(U.  S.  C.  1934  cd..  title  15,  sec.  604).  as  airended,  and  the 
first  sentence  of  section  14  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpo- 
raUon  Act  (U.  S.  C,  1934  ed..  title  15.  sec.  614),  as  amended, 
are  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  'ten'  and  Inserting 
In  lieu  thereof  the  word  'fifteen';  (c)  the  second  paragraph  of 
section  6  (d)  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act 
(U.  8.  C.  1934  ed  .  Supp.  IV.  title  15.  sec.  606b).  as  amended. 
Is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  "June  30.  1939"  wherever  It 
appears  therein  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  'January  22.  1947'." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the 
right  to  object.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  us  what  this  amend- 
ment does? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  The  Senate  amendment  does  not  make 
any  substantial  change  in  the  legislation  except  that  it  au- 
thorizes the  lease  of  land  in  connection  with  the  defense 
program  as  well  as  holding  and  acquiring  material  and  equip- 
ment for  war  purposes,  and  also  the  use  of  the  word  "pro- 
duce." In  other  words,  it  authorizes  the  production  along 
with  the  acquiring  and  holding  of  materials  of  defense. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  What  was  the  fate  of  the 
so-called  Miller  amendment? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  The  Miller  amendment  is  intact  in  the 
amendment  that  I  have  just  indicated. 

Mr.  MARTIN  if  Massachusetts.  Permitting  to  lease  land 
as  well  as  buy  it? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Yes;  and  permitting  production  as  well 
as  acquiring  and  holding. 


Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  This  Is  a  unanimous  vote 
of  the  committee  to  accept  this  amendment? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  There  Is  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
minority. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

EXTENSION   or    REM.^RKS 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  in 
connection  with  the  remarks  I  made  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  this  afternoon  to  extend  those  remarks  and  to  Insert 
a  table  that  I  have  prepared. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include   an   editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  an 
address  by  Hon.  William  Douglas,  delivered  last  Sunday  at 
Wesleyan  University. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  uanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TARIFF  ACT  OF   1930 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  from  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means,  reported  the  bill  (H.  R.  9765)  to  provide  for  exercis- 
ing the  right  with  respect  to  red-cedar  shingles  reserved 
in  the  trade  agreement  concluded  November  17,  1938,  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America  and  Canada,  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  was  referred  to  the  Union  Calendar 
and  ordered  printed. 

CUSTOMS   ADMINISTRATIVE    ACT 

Mr.  McCORMACK,  from  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means,  also  reported  the  bill  (H.  R.  6328)  to  amend  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the 
Customs  Administrative  Act  of  1938  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed.,  Supp. 
IV,  title  19,  sec.  1001,  par.  1529  (a)),  which  was  referred  to 
the  Union  Calendar  and  ordered  printed. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSI 
Mr.  DINGELL.     Mr.   Speaker.  I   ask  unanimous  consent 
that  on  tomorrow,  after  the  disposition  of   the   legislative 
business  of  the  day.  I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the 
House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  FILE  REPORT  ON  THE  BILL  H.  1.   10605 

Mr.  BOREN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  may 
have  until  midnight  tonight  to  file  a  report  on  the  bill 
H.  R.  10605. 

The  SPEAKER,    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  this  a  unanimous  report  from  the 
committee? 

Mr.  BOREN.    Yes;  It  was. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  wanted  to  have  per- 
mission to  incorporate  minority  views,  if  there  were  any. 

Mr.  BOREN.    It  Is  a  imanimous  report. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  po  objection. 
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ixnwsioii  or  uzwaks 
Mr  RANDOLPH.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  Include  therewith  a  short 

article. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection.  _^  ,  „* 

Mr  FERNANDEZ.  Mi.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  two  editorl^. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr  Mnxs  of  Louisiana,  by  unanimous  consent,  was 
Oaoted  permission  to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  REcoitD. 

WIr  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  an 
article  In  the  Haverhill  Sunday  Record. 

The  SPEAKER    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  two  brief  extensions  of  my  own  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  by  Including  a  brief  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  JOHNSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  editorial  from 
the  Indianapolis  Times  and  a  telegram  from  the  Service 
Club  of  Indianapolis. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  thsre  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  on  the  resolution  passed 
today  and  include  a  part  of  the  resolution  and  the  Tinkham 
amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection- 
Mr.  GILLIE.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  to 
insert   in   the   Rxcord   immediately   following   my   remarks 
made   this   afternoon  a   letter   from   Thomas   Jeflerson   to 
President  Monroe. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  two  short  editorials 
from  the  Carbon  County  News,  a  Montana  paper. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  by  including  a  resolution  I  have 
received. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  Include  an  article  therein  on  the 
Morutie  Doctrine. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  today  In  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  and  to  include  therein  certain  quotations. 

"Die  SPELAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Ricoro  and  to 
iiKlude  therein  a  letter  received  by  me  from  H.  V.  Kalten- 
bom  and  a  copy  of  the  letter  I  sent  to  him. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  obJecti(M). 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rxcord  and  to  include 
therein  a  brief  article  by  John  T.  Flynn. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  w  obJecUoa. 


LKAVX  OF  ABSnVCI 

By  unanlmotis  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to 
Mr.  Roujxjz,  indefinitely,  on  account  of  illness. 

gOVATI  KITROLLKI)  BILLS  AKD  JOINT  USOLimON  SIGNED 

The  Speaker  annoimced  his  slgnattire  to  enrolled  bills  and 
a  joint  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  2611.  An  act  authorizing  the  purchase  of  a  site  and  the 
erection  of  a  building  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts  for  use 
as  a  radio-mcKiitoring  station,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8. 2983.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of  lumber  and  other 
forest  products  obtained  from  the  forests  on  Indian  reserva- 
tions by  Indian  enterprises: 

S.  2984.  An  'act  authorizing  the  transfer  of  title  of  the 
Hayward  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 

S.  3018.  An  act  to  amend  section  210  of  the  Commimica- 
tions  Act  of  1934.  approved  June  19.  1934  (48  Stat.  1073;  47 
U.  S.  C.  210).  so  as  to  permit  communication  utilities  to  con- 
tribute free  services  to  the  national  defense; 

S.  3237.  An  act  to  amend  section  301  (a)  of  the  Sugar  Act 
of  1937: 

S.  3352.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  August  27,  1935  (49 
Stat.  2194),  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3667.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  local  delivery  rate  on 
certain  first -class  mail  matter; 

S.  3958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  Road  Department  of  the  State  of  Florida  an 
easement  for  a  road  right-of-way  over  the  Coast  Guard 
Reservation  at  Flagler  Beach,  Fla.;  and 

S.J. Res. 214.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  recognitic«i 
of  the  two  himdredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of  the 
University  of  Pennsylvania  by  Benjamin  Franklin  and  the 
beginning  of  university  education  In  the  United  States,  and 
providing  for  the  representation  of  the  Government  and  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  in  the  observance  of  the  anniversary. 

BILLS  PRESENTKD  TO  THX   PRESIOXNT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  did  on  this  day  present  to  the 
President,  for  his  approval,  biUs  of  the  House  of  the  follow- 
ing titles: 

H.  R.  3840.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for 
making  further  and  more  effectual  provision  for  the  nationad 
defense,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  3.  1916.  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7074.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  certain 
disposition  of  condemned  ordnance,  giins,  projectiles,  and 
other  condemned  material  in  their  respective  Departments; 

H.  R.  8745.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes:  and 

H.  R.  8913.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  legis- 
lative branch  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes. 

ADJOX7RN1CENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr,  Speaker.  I  move  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  6  o'clock  and 
55  minutes  p,  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday,  June  19,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


1940 
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COMMITTEE  HEARINCjS 

coiacrrTEX  on  ooacRATiON  and  natuialization 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization.  Wednesday.  June  19,  1940.  at  10:30  a,  m.. 
for  the  consideration  of  private  bills  and  unfinished  business. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 
1766.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV  a  letter  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy,  transmitting  the  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  certain  moneys  received 
by  the  United  States  in  connection  with  proceedings  against 
the  Standard  Oil  Co.  of  California  and  others,  pursuant  to 


the  joint  resolution  of  February  21.  1924  (43  Stat.  15),  was 
taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Naval  Affairs. 

REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES   ON    PUBLIC   Bn.T.S    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm. 

Mr.  WARREN:  Committee  on  Accovmts.  House  Resolu- 
tion 532.  Resolution  authorizing  additional  clerical  services 
to  the  enrolling  room  (Rept.  No.  2594).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
Mr,  WARREN:  Committee  on  Accounts.  House  Resolu- 
tion 533.  Resolution  granting  an  increase  in  compervsation 
to  the  Assistant  Parliamentarian  (Rept,  No.  2595),  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr,  WARREN:  Committee  on  Accounts,  House  Resolu- 
tion 531.  Resolution  granting  an  increase  In  compensation 
to  the  assistant  clerk  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  (Rept, 
No.  2596).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr,  TAYLOR:  Committee  on  Appropriations,  H.  R,  10104. 
A  bill  making  appropriations  to  supply  deficiencies  in  cer- 
tain appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1940. 
and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30,  1940,  and  June  30.  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2597).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union, 

Mr.  SNYDER:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  8668.  A  bill  making  appro- 
priations for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  for  civil 
functions  administered  by  the  War  Department,  and  for 
other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  2608).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 

Mr,  BELL:  Committee  on  Elections  No,  1.  House  Resolu- 
tion 534.  Resolution  in  re  contested-election  case  of  John  R. 
Neal  v.  Estes  Kefauver;  without  amendment  (Rept,  No, 
2609).     Referred  to  the  House  Calendar, 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses,  H.  R.  9594.  A  bill  to 
amend  section  12  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
Allotment  Act  to  cover  advances  for  crop  insurance  (Rept. 
No.  2610).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union, 

Mr,  ELIJOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2611.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  General  Accounting  Office, 
Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No,  2612.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion.   Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2613.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  by  The  Panama  Canal,  Ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2614.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  CivU  Aeronautics  Authority, 
Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.   ELLIOTT:    Joint    Committee   on   the   Disposition    of 
Executive  Papers:     House  Report  No.  2615.    Report  on  the 
/ispa'Jltion  of  records  in  the  United  States  Maritime  Com- 
mission in  the  custody  of  The  National  Archives.     Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2616.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  by  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
northern  district  of  Illinois,  with  the  approval  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2617.  Report  on  the 
disposiUon  of  records  by  the  clerk.  United  States  District 


Court  of  South  Etekota.  with  the  approval  of  the  Administra- 
tive Office  of  the  United  States  Courts,   Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr,  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers,  House  Report  No.  2618.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  United  States  Food  Adminis- 
tration in  the  custody  of  The  National  Archives,  Ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr,  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2619.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2620.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  In  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
Ordered  to  be  printed, 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No,  2621,  Report  on  the 
disposition   of   records   in   the  Department   of   Commerce. 

Ordered  to  be  printed, 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2622.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Federal  Loan  Agency,    Ordered 

to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2623.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Department  of  Justice.  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2624.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers,  House  Report  No.  2625.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  by  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
southern  district  of  California,  with  the  approval  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice.     Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  oa  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2626.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Department  of  Labor,  Ordered 
to  be  printed, 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2627,  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  In  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  Work 
Projects  Administration.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2628.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  In  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  Work 
Projects  Administration.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2629.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  Work 
Projects  Administration.    Ordered  to  be  printed, 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2630.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  In  the  Department  of  the  Treasury. 
Ordered  to  be  printed,- 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2631.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Department  of  the  Treasury. 
Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2632.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Department  of  the  Treasury. 
Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT,  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2633.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Department  of  the  Navy.  U.ilted 
States  Marine  Corps.    Ordered  to  be  printed, 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas:  Committee  on  Agriculture.  House 
Joint  Resolution  370,  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  to  accept  from  the  National  Grange  a 
lease  of  the  Kelley  homestead  near  Elk  River.  Minn.,  and 
providing  for  its  development  and  maintenance;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2634),  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
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Mr  BARTER  of  Ohio:  Committee  on  Military  Affaire. 
8  458  An  act  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Emergency  Offi- 
cers' Retirement  Act  of  May  24.  1928.  to  provisional,  proba- 
tioi.ary.  or  temporary  officers  of  the  Anny  Navy  Mwtne 
Corps  and  Coast  Guard  who  served  during  the  World  War. 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2635) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr  FLANNAOAN:  Committee  on  Agriculture.  H.  R.  10080. 
A  bill  to  amend  section  3493  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
formerly  section  404  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937:  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2636).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Bir  McCORMACK:  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
H  R  6328.  A  blU  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as 
amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs  Administrative 
Act  of  1938  (U.  8.  C,  1934  edition,  supp.  IV,  title  19,  sec. 
1001.  par.  1529  (a)>:  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2637). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  McCORMACK:  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  H.  R. 
9765.  A  bill  to  provide  for  exercising  the  right  with  respect 
to  red-cedar  shingles  reserved  in  the  trade  agreement  con- 
cluded November  17.  1938.  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes:  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2638).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Manland :  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Pdr- 
'  eign  Commerce.  H.  R.  10065.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  regis- 
tration and  regulation  of  investment  companies  and  invest- 
ment advisers,  and  for  other  purposes;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2639).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
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REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES   ON   PRIVATE   BIIXS   AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  nile  Xm, 

Mrs.  OT)AY:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. 8.  2964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  L.  Lipsher  and 
Esther  Mila  Lipsher:  without  amendment  iRept.  No.  2598). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mrs.  CDAY:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Nattiraliza- 
tlon.  S.  2995.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Horvath:  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2599).  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mrs.  OTJAY:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. 8.  3256.  An  act  to  enable  Sadao  Tanaka  to  remain 
permanently  In  the  United  States,  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2600).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  QATHINOS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  2490.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Pulton  Combs:  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2601).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  WINTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  3009.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Theo.  J.  Thompson:  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2602).     Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  OATHINGS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7747.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Estelle  M.  Corbett:  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2603).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  WINTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  8091.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  May  C.  Taylor:  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2604).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  SASSCER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  8459.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Edna  S.  Gardiner;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2605).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  FENTON:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3707.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  agents  and  certifying  officers 
of  the  Indian  Service,  the  United  States  Veterans'  Adminis- 
trmtlon.  and  the  Treasury  Department:  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2606).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  FENTON:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3742.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  M.  E.  McOivern:  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2607).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  nUe  XXn,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Bffr.  KELLER: 
H.  R.  10105.  A  bill  to  establish  and  maintain  the  American 
school  army  and  to  organize  and  equip  the  American  reserve 
army;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  RANDOLPH: 
H.  R.  10106.  A  bUl  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Rev- 
enue Act  of  1939;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

By  Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California: 
H.  R.  10107.  A  bill  to  provide  financial  credit  for  national 
defense  without  incurring  public  debt;  to  regvilate  the  volimie 
of  credit;  to  restore  full  employment  of  men  and  productive 
equipment;  to  improve  the  banking  system;  to  reduce  the 
public  debt :  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
By  Mr.  GROSS: 
H.  J.  Res.  574.  Joint  resolution  granting  World  War  vet- 
erans preference  in  the  employment  of  guards  at  certain 
shipyards  and  industrial  establishments;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  RABAUT: 
H.  Con.  Res.  78.  Concurrent  resolution  creating  a  special 
joint  committee  to  investigate  and  report  on  advisable  adjust- 
ments, if  any.  which  should  be  made  in  numbers  and  compen- 
sation of  the  officers  and  employees  of  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXll.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  CHURCH: 
H.  R.  10108.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Michel  Savino,  Slpon- 
tlna  Savino,  Concetta  Mary  Savino,  Joseph  Savino,  Matthew 
Thomas    Savino,    Nicholas   John    Savino,   Prank    Anthony 
Savino,  and  Rena  Mary  Savino;  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  COLLINS: 
H.  R.  10109.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Edna  B. 
Crook:  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  FENTON: 
H.  R.  10110.  A  biU  for  the  reUef  of  Mary  Madeline  Zwalin- 
skl;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  RYAN: 
H.R.  10111.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Katherine  F.  McCue; 
to  the  Conunittee  on  Claims. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  aaii.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8809.  By  Mr.  GAMBLE:  Petition  signed  by  members  of  the 
Rockland  County  (N.  Y.)  Peace  Association,  urging  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  keep  this 
country  out  of  war;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8810.  By  Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON:  PeUUon  of  W.  L. 
Lemmon.  Del  Witherspoon.  Leo  H.  Jeffers,  M.  M.  Brannon. 
Fred  Wester,  H.  L.  King,  Roy  Behymer.  John  Langer,  C.  M. 
Gamble,  F.  E.  Cassidy,  and  Mrs.  F.  E.  Cassidy,  president  of 
the  Legion  Auxiliary,  of  the  American  Legion  Post  and  the 
Ladies'  Auxiliary,  Jones-Carpenter  Post,  No.  446,  of  Ferris, 
Tex.,  requesting  that  Congress  stay  in  session  during  the 
emergency;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8811.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  o?  the  Gen- 
eral Society,  Sons  of  the  Revolution,  relative  to  the  national- 
defense  program ;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Appropriations. 

8812.  Also,  petition  of  Longines-Wittnauer  Watch  Co.,  Inc., 
of  New  York  City,  urging  inunediate  and  material  aid  to  the 
Allies;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

8813.  Also,  petition  of  Belding  Heminway  Corticelli,  of  New 
York  c:ity.  opposing  the  Wagnei  Labor  Relations  Act;  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor. 
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8814.  Also,  petition  of  the  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engi- 
neers, Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Firemen  and  Enginemen. 
Order  of  Railway  Conductors.  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Train- 
men, Switchmen's  Union  of  North  America,  and  the  Order  of 
Railroad  Telegraphers,  urging  that  the  joint  conference  com- 
mittee convene  as  soon  as  possible  to  take  affirmative  action 
on  Senate  bill  2009;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce. 

8815.  Also,  petition  of  the  Educators  Association  of  New 
York  City,  urging  all  possible  aid  to  the  Allies,  particularly 
with  reference  to  aircraft;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

8816.  Also,  petition  of  the  Rockcliffe  Realty  Corporation  of 
New  York  City,  opposing  increased  taxation  to  provide  for  the 
national-defense  program;  to  the  Convnlttee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

8817.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Association  of  Letter 
Carriers,  opposing  a  10-percent  reduction  in  departmental 
appropriations  proposed  by  Senator  Byrd  in  an  amendment 
to  House  Joint  Resolution  544,  particularly  as  it  would  ad- 
versely affect  postal  employees;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

8818.  Also,  petition  of  Robert  Gair  Co.,  Inc..  urging  adop- 
tion of  the  amendment  to  the  sugar  bill  which  would  restore 
the  previous  quotas  on  Puerto  Rican  and  Hawaiian  refined 
sugars:  to  tl^e  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

8819.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  Committee  To  Keep 
America  Out  of  War,  relative  to  the  national -defense  pro- 
gram ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8820.  Also,  petition  of  the  Morrisdale  Coal  Mining  Co.,  of 
New  York  City,  urging  adoption  of  the  amendment  to  the 
sugar  bill  which  would  restore  the  previous  quotas  on  Puerto 
Rican  and  Hawaiian  refined  sugars;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

8821.  Also,  petition  of  the  Employees  Committee  to  Main- 
tain Brooklyn's  Cane  Sugar  Refining  Industry  of  Brookbn, 
N.  Y..  urging  adoption  of  the  amendment  to  House  bill  9654, 
the  sugar  bill,  which  would  restore  the  previous  quotas  on 
Puerto  Rican  and  Hawaiian  refined  sugars;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 

8822.  Also,  petition  of  the  Mothers  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  opposing  enactment  of  legislation  relative  to  an 
industrial  mobilization  plan  or  compulsory  military  training; 

■  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8823.  Also,  petition  of  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New 
York,  urging  adoption  of  the  amendment  to  House  bill  9654. 
the  sugar  bill,  which  would  restore  the  previous  quotas  on 
Puerto  Rican  and  Hawaiian  refined  sugars;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 

8824.  Also,  petition  of  Seeck  b  Kade,  Inc.,  of  New  York 
City,  urging  adoption  of  the  amendment  to  House  bill  9654, 
the  sugar  bill,  which  would  restore  the  previous  quotas  on 
Puerto  Rican  and  Hawaiian  refined  sugars;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 

8825.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Retail  Federation, 
urging  the  enactment  of  legislation  for  continuing  freight- 
forwarder  services;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce. 

8826.  Also,  petition  of  the  Food  and  Grocery  Conference 
Committee,  representing  all  factors  in  food  manufacturing 
and  distribution,  supporting  the  food-stamp  plan  which  has 
recently  celebrated  its  first  anniversary  and  has  moved 
efficiently  large  surpluses  of  food  to  the  needy:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor. 

8827.  Also,  petition  of  the  Union  Bag  b  Paper  Corpora- 
tion, urging  adoption  of  legislation  that  will  protect  conti- 
nental American  sugar  industry;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

8828.  By  Mr.  KRAMER:  Petition  of  the  Park  Commission 
of  the  City  of  Los  Angeles,  relative  to  the  5-year  lease  of  the 
Rancho  golf  course:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

8829.  By  Mr.  OSMERS:  Petition  of  employees  of  the  Na- 
tional Sugar  Refining  Co.,  of  New  York,  N.  Y..  and  Edge- 


water,  N.  J.,  protesting  against  passage  of  House  bill  9654 :  to 
the  Committee  on  Apriculture. 

8830.  By  Mr.  SCHIPFLER:  Petition  of  Inez  V.  Yeager  and 
other  citizens  of  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  urging  100-percent  co- 
operation with  the  Allies;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

8831.  Also,  petition  of  Hundred  Post,  American  Legion, 
No.  120;  Paden  City  Post,  the  American  Legion;  and  Marne 
Post,  No.  28,  the  American  Legrfon  of  New  Martinsville.  W.  Va., 
protesting  against  the  passage  of  Senate  bill  1650;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8832.  Also,  petition  of  Post  No.  120,  the  American  Legion 
of  Hundred;  the  American  Legion  Post  of  Paden  City;  and 
Marne  Post.  No.  28,  the  American  Legion.  New  Martinsville. 
W.  Va.,  urging  that  legislation  be  enacted  providing  for  the 
deportation  from  America  and  its  possessions  all  subversive 
groups  having  as  their  basic  principles  the  final  and  complete 
overthrow  of  our  present  form  of  government;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8833.  Also,  petition  of  Hundred  (W.  Va.)  Post,  the  Ameri- 
can Legion,  No.  120;  Paden  City  (W.  Va.)  Post,  the  American 
Legion;  and  Marne  Post,  No.  28,  the  American  Legion,  of 
New  Martinsville,  W.  Va.,  urging  early  passage  of  the  bill 
providing  for  the  fingerprinting  of  all  aliens  now  residing 
in  the  United  States  and  its  possessions;  to  the  Committee 
on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8834.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  West  Side  Council 
of  the  Jewish  Peoples,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  petitioning  considera- 
tion of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  House  bill  9858. 
immigration  legislation;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

8835.  Also,  petition  of  Cumberland  Presbyterian  Church, 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  defense  program ;  to  the  Committee  on 
MUItary  Affairs. 

8836.  Also,  petition  of  R.  Skeel,  of  Cleveland,  Ohio,  petition- 
ing consideraticm  of  his  resolution  with  reference  to  the 
defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8837.  Also,  petition  of  E.  Harri  and  others,  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  June  19,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Tuesday,  May  28,  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Z^Bamey  T.  Phillips,  D.  D.,  offered  the 

following  prayer: 

O  Spirit  of  the  living  God,  breathe  upon  us  with  Thy 
quickening  power  that  we  may  feel  a  renewed  sense  of 
privilege  as  we  enter  upon  the  duties  of  another  day.  Make 
us  conscious  of  our  ability  to  meet  its  great  demands  because 
of  Thine  indwelling  in  hearts  now  humbly  waiting  to  en- 
shrine the  Infinite  God. 

Help  us  to  realize  as  ne'er  before  the  high  demands  of 
public  service  amid  the  tragedies  that  have  befallen  men 
and  nations.  May  we  abhor  all  lesser  standards  of  the 
right,  and,  with  a  robust  courage,  with  poise  and  self-posses- 
sion, may  we  choose  the  higher  ways  of  life,  where  mercy  and 
truth,  righteousness,  and  peace  shall  one  day  meet  and  dwell 
together  to  the  establishment  of  God's  glory  among  men. 
We  ask  it  in  the  name  of  Jesus  Christ,  our  Lord  and  Saviour. 
Amen.  . 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Tuesday,  June  18,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 
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mmncAnam   to    PBcsmnrr   or'  coifroutATioH   of   judicial 

NOMIMATIOr/S  IN  rLORIDA 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  on  last  Saturday  the  nom- 
loatlon  of  Mr.  Curtis  L.  Waller  to  be  Federal  judge  in  the 
State  of  Florida  was  confirmed,  and  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Jordan  B.  Royal!  to  be  United  States  marshal  for  the  north- 
em  district  of  Florida  was  confirmed.  As  In  execuUve  ses- 
sion. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  President  be  noUfied 
of  the  confirmation  of  those  nominations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  nominations,  as  I  understand,  have 
been  confirmed? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    They  were  confirmed  on  Saturday  last. 

Mr!  McNARY.  And  the  request  is  now  that  the  President 
be  notified? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  President 
will  be  notified  of  the  confirmation  of  the  nominations 
referred  to. 

CALX  OF  THB  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names: 
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Adams 
AiMlicm 


BsncT 

BanlLhMd 

BarUcy 

BUbo 


Da  via 
Donabey 
Downey 
E:  lender 
a«orge 

Oi:iett« 


Bulow 
Burke 


C5i*Ptr 
Caraway 

Cbandler 
Chaves 
Clark.  Idaho 
Clark.  Mo. 
Oonnauy 


Qvttlmy 

Oumcy 
Bale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herrlnc 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Caltf. 

Johnaou.  Colo. 

Kins 

La  FoUette 


Lc« 
Lodge 
Lucaa 
Lundeen 
ICcCarran 
McKellar 
TidcNary 
Maloney 
Mead 
Miller 
Mlnton 
Murray 
Neely 

NorrU 

Nye 

OliCahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

RadcUffe 

Reed 

Reynolds 

BusseU 


Schwartz 

SchweUenbach 

Sbeppard 

Bblpatead 

Slattery 

Bmathera 

Smith 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

TlMaMa.Okla. 

TtaenM.Utah 

Tobey 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydlnca 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Whee'.er 

White 

Wiley 


Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Glass!  and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr.  SxrwARil 
are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Prazikr]  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont  I  Mr. 
Gibson  1  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  BarboukI  Is  absent  on 
official  duties. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ninety-one  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quonun  is  present. 

CORRKCnON 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  during  the  course  of  the 
debate  yesterday,  on  page  8506  of  the  Ricord,  when  the 
senior  Senator  from  Maryland  was  speaking,  the  Record 
reads: 

What  have  we  heard  In  the  Senate  for  the  past  4  or  6  weeks? 
••Stop  mtler!  This  rxmntry  Is  faced  with  a  great  emergency.  We 
must  aell  planes." 

In  other  words.  I  was  not  saying  "Stop  Hitler"  or  "We 
must  sell  planes."  or  "We  are  faced  with  a  great  emergency." 
I  was  quoting  some  of  the  debate  which  has  taken  place  here 
during  the  past  4  or  5  weeks. 

As  reported  in  thia  morning's  Baltimore  Sun.  however,  I 

am  put  In  this  position: 

WlMO  hit  5-percent  amendment  went  down  to  defeat.  Senator 
TlMiW  literally  screamed  With  a  hlgh-pttched  blast  be  shouted. 
in  xxw^vendor  fashion.  "Stop  Hitler  now."  •'PIU  the  aklea  wtth 
olooda  of  planes."  "A  navy  second  to  none." 

[Laughter.] 

Mr.  President.  I  did  use  very  much  vehemence  In  Imitating 
some  of  the  Impassioned  speeches  made  on  the  fioor.  as  the 
RxcoKS  shows,  in  order  to  show  the  emergency  which  certain 


Senators  thought  they  faced,  and  which  I  agree  we  do  face; 
but  at  no  time  did  I  indulge  In  the  remarks  attributed  to  me 
in  the  manner  set  forth  in  the  Sun.  I  take  this  opportunity 
to  correct  the  record,  so  that  the  future  historian  will  get  the 
truth  alwut  this  particular  happening. 
jrocjcHrr  rejcdered  against  thi  coviRNMnrr  by  a  district 

COURT    (S.  DOC.  NO.   222) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting. 
pursuant  to  law.  a  record  of  Judgment  rendered  against  the 
Government  by  a  district  court,  amounting  to  $3,171.74, 
which,  with  the  accompans^ng  papers,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

CLAIMS  ALLOWED  BY  GENERAL  ACCOtJNTING  OFTICE  (8.  DOC.  NO.  223) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  commiml- 
tion  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law.  a  schedule  of  claims  allowed  by  the  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office,  amounting  to  $129,194.66.  under  ap- 
propriations, the  balances  of  which  have  been  carried  to  the 
surplus  fund  under  the  provisions  of  law.  which,  with  the 
accompanying  papers,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

CLAIMS  ALLOWED  BY  GENERAL  ACCOXJNTINC  OmCE  (S.  DOC.  NO.  224) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communl- 
tlon  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  a  schedule  of  claims  allowed  by  the  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office,  amounting  to  $232,712.44.  under  ap- 
propriations, the  balances  of  which  have  been  carried  to  the 
surplus  fund  under  the  provisions  of  law.  which,  with  the 
accompanying  papers,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

CLAIMS  FOR  D.\MAGES  TO  PRIVATELY  OWNED  PROPERTY    (S.  DOC.  NO. 

225) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  coramunl- 
tlon  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
estimates  of  appropriations  submitted  by  the  several  execu- 
tive departments  and  independent  ofBces,  to  pay  claims  for 
damages  to  privately  owned  property,  amounting  to  $7,232.13, 
which,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

JUDGMENT  RENDERED  BY  COURT  OP  CLAIMS    (S,  DOC.  NO.   226) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  commtmi- 
tion  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting, 
piu-suant  to  law,  statement  of  a  Judgment  rendered  by  the 
Court  of  Claims,  under  the  War  Department,  amoimting  to 
$4,000.  which,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

CLAIMS    FOR    DAMAGES    TTNDER    RIVER    AND    HARBOR    WORK     (S.    DOC. 

r<0.    227) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
estimates  of  appropriations  submitted  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment to  pay  claims  for  damages  under  river  and  harbor  work, 
in  the  simi  of  $5,941.80,  that  have  been  considered  and  ad- 
Justed  under  the  provisions  of  law.  wliich,  with  the  accom* 
panying  papers,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

CLAIMS  ALLOWED  BY  CENIRAL  ACCOT7NTING  OmCC  (S.  DOC.  NO.  238) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting. 
pursuant  to  law,  an  estimate  of  appropriation  for  payment  of 
certain  claims  allowed  by  the  General  Accovmting  Office, 
amounting  to  $6,219.22.  as  covered  by  certificates  of  settle- 
ment, and  so  forth,  which,  with  the  accompanjring  papers, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

CXAIM  or  CAPT.  lOBSKT  B.  COTTGHLIIf    (S.  DOC.  NO.   229) 

The  VICE  PRESIDETNT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  oommiml- 
cation  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law.  an  estimate  of  appropriation  for  payment 
of  a  certain  claim  allowed  by  the  General  Accoimting  Office 
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(War  Department:  Payment  to  Capt.  Robert  E.  Coughlin), 
amoimting  to  $165.  which,  with  the  accompanying  papers, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

S17PPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATES.  TREAStHtY  DEPARTMENT  (S.  DOC.  NO.  231) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the  Treasury 
Department,  fiscal  year  1941.  amounting  to  $5,889,000.  which, 
with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATES.  DISTRICT  OP  COLXTMBIA   (S.  DOC.  NO.  232) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  fiscal  year  1940.  amounting  to  $2,935.85.  which,  with 
the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

ESTIMATE      FOR      UNITED     STATES-UNIVERSITY     OF     PENNSYLVANIA 
BICENTENNIAL  COMMISSION    (S.  DOC.  NO.  230) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
an  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  expenses  of  the  United 
States-University  of  Pennsylvania  Bicentennial  Commission, 
fiscal  year  1941.  to  be  immediately  available,  amounting  to 
$1  50O.  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  AND   DEnCIEWCY"  ESTIMATES.  DEPARTMENT   OF  THI 
INTERIOR    <S.  DOC.  NO.  233) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  Sutes,  transmitting 
supplemental  and  deficiency  estimates  of  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  fiscal  year  1941  and  prior 
fiscal  years,  in  the  amotmt  of  $96,110,  which,  with  the  accom- 
panying paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

PETITIONS   AND   MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs: 
Memortallzlng  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  place  the  United 

sutes   in   an    Immediate  state   Of   preparedness   by  establishing 

universal  military  training  of  the  young  men  of  the  Nation 

Be  it  resolved.  That  this  Legislatme  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  urge 
the  Congre<^8  of  the  United  States — 

To  place  upon  the  statute  books  of  the  United  States  of  America 
a  law  to  make  Immediately  effective  universal  military  training  of 
the  young  men  of  the  Nation  In  order  that  our  liberty  and  our 
freedom  from  foreign  domination  may  be  secured; 

To  cause  this  provision  of  law  to  take  effect  this  sxmimer  In  order 
that  the  first  class  to  be  called  gain  Instruction  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment; 

To  limit  the  period  of  Instruction  for  each  class  to  6  months  In 
order  that  the  largest  number  of  classes  possible  may  receive  train- 
ing prior  to  their  probable  need,  and  to  place  the  greatest  number 
In  a  state  of  readiness  at  the  smallest  cost  to  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country:   and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  concvirrent  resolution  be  forwarded 
immediately  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  President 
of  the  United  States  Senate,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States,  to  the  Louisiana  senatorial  and 
congressional  representatives  In  Washington,  and  to  the  press. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  tele- 
gram in  the  nature  of  a  petition,  signed  by  Mrs.  Guy  Hayler, 
president.  National  Legion  Mothers  of  America  (western  head- 
quarters). San  Francisco,  Calif.,  praying  that  the  United 
States  may  keep  out  of  the  present  European  conflict  and 
that  no  American  boys  be  sent  to  fight  on  foreign  soil,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  unanimously 
adopted  by  a  meeting  of  citizens  of  Mathis.  Tex.,  and  vicin- 
ity, praying  for  the  prompt  enactment  of  legislation  to  stop 
all  subversive  activities  in  the  United  States,  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  and  to  deport  all  undesirable  aliens,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of 
a  peUtlon  from  the  Laurel  (Del)  Rotary  Club,  praying  that 


Congress  remain  in  session  during  the  present  international 
crisis,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citisens  of  the 
State  of  Maryland,  praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session 
during  the  present  international  crisis,  which  were  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  LODGE  presented  a  retition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  praying  that  the  United  States  render 
all  needed  material  aid  to  the  allied  nations,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President.  I  present  the  petition 
of  Neuman-Wenzel  Post.  No.  73,  American  Legion,  of  Sturgls. 
Mich.,  which  is  signed  by  841  citizens  of  that  vicinity.  I  ask 
that  the  petition  may  be  appropriately  referred,  and  the  body 
thereof  printed  in  the  Record  without  the  signatures  attached. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition  was  referred  to  tlie 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record  (without  the  signatures  attached),  as  follows: 

I  Amckican  Legion, 

'  Nextman-Wenzxi.  Post.  No.  73. 

Sturgis.  Mich..  June  17,  1940. 
The  Honorable  Arthoti  H   VANDENsno. 

United  States  Senate.  Washington.  D.  C. 
DcAx  Sim:   Neuman-Wenzel  Post,  No.  73.  of  the  American  Legion, 
and  the  841   undersigned  citizens,  realizing  the  serious  situations 
confronting  our  Nation,  believe  that: 

1.  The  use  of  our  warships  to  convey  help  and  supplies  to  the 
Allies  Is  nothing  short  of  an  act  of  war.  This  and  all  activities  by 
citizens  or  Oovemment  that  would  lead  us  into  war.  or  nearer 
thereto,  must  be  stopped. 

2.  That  Congress  should  remain  in  sefsion  all  during  the  present 
crisis  to  preserve  our  American  system  of  government. 

3.  That  all  agencies,  of  whatever  nature,  either  Individuals  or 
groups,  tending  to  promote  dissatisfaction  with  our  American  form 
of  Oovemment  must  be  crushed. 

We  urge  your  untiring  assistance  in  every  way  possible  to  the 
accomplishment  of  the  above  beliefs. 
Courteously, 
(Signed  by  the  commander  of  the  post,  and  841  other  citizens.] 

THE  NATIONAL  DEFENSE — RESOLimON  OP  BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS. 

NEWPORT.   KY. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Board  of  Com- 
missioners of  the  City  of  Newport,  Ky..  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolution  proffering  to  the  United  States  of  America  any  and  all 

municipal  properties  and  facilities  of  and  In  the  city  of  Newport. 

Ky..  to  further  the  defense  and  rearmament  plan  instituted  and 

adopted  by  said  Federal  Government 

Whereas  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  ofBcers,  oflRciaTs.  and  employees  of 
the  city  of  Newport,  Ky..  and  of  the  residents  and  Inhabitants  of 
said  municipality,  that  full  and  complete  cooperation  and  accord  be 
tendered  those  responsible  for  our  national  defense  and  rearma- 
ment: and 

Whereas  It  Is  deemed  that  an  International  and  national  emer- 
gency exists  which  threatens  the  homes  and  firesides  of  every  Amer- 
ican citizen,  as  well  as  the  democratic  American  ideals  brought  Into 
being,  fostered,  and  maintained  by  our  forefathers:  Now,  therefore, 
be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of  the  City  of  Netpport, 
Ky.: 

Section  1.  That  any  and  all  properties  and  facilities  of  and  in 
the  city  of  Newport.  Ky..  be,  and  they  are  hereby  unreservedly 
proffered  and  tendered  to  the  United  States  of  America  for  such  use 
or  uses  as  may  be  consistent  with  the  national  defense  and  rearma- 
ment plan  Instituted  and  adopted  by  our  said  Federal  Government. 

Sec.  2.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  forthwith  mailed  by  the 
city  clerk  of  the  city  of  Newport.  Ky..  to  the  United  States  Senators 
from  Kentucky.  Hon.  Alaen  W.  BAaKLET  and  Hon.  A.  B.  CHAi<n>Laa. 
and  to  the  Congressman  from  the  Fifth  Congressional  District,  Hon. 
Bbent  Spence.  at  Washington.  D.  C. 

Sec.  3.  That  this  resolution  shall  take  effect  and  be  In  force  from 
the  earliest  date  provided  by  law  and  from  and  after  the  publication 
hereof.  i 

'  Eau.  Dinz,  Mayor  pro  tempore. 

COMPULSORY     MILITARY     TRAINING — TELEGRAM      FROM     NATIONAL 
GUARD    OFFICERS    ASSOCIATION,    JACKSON,    MISS. 

Mr.  BILBO  presented  a  telegram  from  the  National  Guard 
OfBcers  Association.  Jackson.  Miss.,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

jACxaoN,  Miu.,  June  It,  1940. 
Senator  Theodobk  O.  Bilbo, 

Washington.  D.  C: 
The  National  Guard  Association  of  Mississippi  passed  the  following 
resolution  unanimously:  This  date  be  it  resolved  by  the  Natloxul 
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OuartJ  Aa«et«tlon  trf  th«  8t*t«  erf  MlsslMlppl  In  convention  M- 
«-mbl«l  th«t  in  order  to  keep  up  with  modern  develcpments  m 
milUary  .cleDce  It  U  necessary  that  a  term  of  adequate  ^ompulsory 
mllitarr  tnlnlnt  tar  aU  able-bodied  male  citizens  of  the  U^ted 
States  thouid  inusediatcly  be  eatabllabed  and  put  into  effect.  Tour 
cooperation  Is  required.  

i  ASSOCTATIOIt, 

Hju.  JoHtt  Pattom,  Secretary. 

■^        EiaonrnoK  or  AciuaanTitAL  policy  akd  PLAmniiG  comarm 

OP  MISSISSIPPI 

Mr.  BILBO  pre5cnted  a  resolution  of  the  Asrrlcultural  Policy 
and  Planning  Committee  of  the  State  of  Mississippi,  which 
VB5  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Biilltary  Affairs  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record  with  the  signatures  attached 
thereto,  as  follows: 

Whereaa  the  OoTCmment  of  the  United  States  of  America  has 
aaanlfested  not  merely  a  willingness  and  desire  to  be  of  benefit  to  the 
fmners  of  the  land,  but  has  put  forth  more  time  and  effort  and  has 
expended  more  fundx  In  seeking  to  put  the  agricultural  interests  of 
this  country  on  a  higher  and  more  permanent  basis  than  has  ever 
occurred  In  our  history;  and 

Whereas  our  Government,  due  to  world-wide  conditions.  Is  faced 
with  problems  and  responsibilities,  perhaps  greater  than  at  any  other 
time  In  Its  history:  and 

Whereas,  even  ns  the  farmers  of  the  country  appreciate  the  steps 
Of  the  Ooremment  In  their  behalf,  they  also  realize  that  If  they  do 
not  continue  to  play  their  part  In  the  economic  life  of  the  coimtry. 
all  efforts  for  Its  preservation  must  fall,  and  now,  as  at  all  other 
times.  It  Is  their  intention  to  nieet  and  discharge  every  duty  cast 
upon  them  by  national  need  or  emergency:    Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Jteaofved  bjf  the  Agricultural  Policf  and  Planning  Committee  of 
the  State  of  Mmissippi,  in  State-tcide  meeting  assembled,  at  Jack- 
sen.  Miss .  on  this  June  11.  1040.  as  follows: 
_  First.  That  we.  representing  the  farmers  of  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

for  ourselves  and  for  all  thoae  we  represent,  do  hereby  pledge  to 
the  PTMldent  of  the  United  States,  his  Cabinet,  t6  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  and  all  others  in  ofDclal 
position  throtighaut  our  land,  our  earnest  and  wholehearted  co- 
operation In  those  policies,  measures,  and  plans  which  may  be 
enacted  or  put  into  effect  In  the  present  emergency. 

Second.  Not  only  loyally  to  undertake  to  carry  out  those  things 
which  may  actually  so  be  required  of  us.  we  further  declare  It  to  be 
our  purpose,  at  all  times,  as  good  citizens,  to  be  alert  against 
those  things  which  would  directly  or  mdirectly  interfere  with  the 
safety  and  welfare  of  our  Government,  but  without  passion,  preju- 
dice, or  hysteria. 

The  resolution  was  ^Kmsored  by  Dr.  Joe  E.  Frazer  and  was 
unanimously  adopted. 

The  names  of  memt)er8  of  the  committee  present  appear  on  the 
resolution  and  are  listed  t>elow. 

Frank  D.  Barlow.  Dr.  Joe  B.  Fraser,  P.  R.  Williams.  H.  C. 
Carter,  Aubrey  Slgrest.  8.  W.  Pierce.  C.  A.  Oakley.  J.  A. 
Randle.  Mrs.  R  E.  Wllkerson.  Mrs.  A.  L.  Love.  Mrs.  Mlttle 
Lou  Perkins.  Mrs.  Blma  8.  Wade. 

usoLunoN  or  hajiit  haivt?  post.  no.  i4.  amkricam  legion, 

M'COm  CITY.   KISS. 

Mr.  BILBO  presented  a  resolution  of  Harry  Harvey  Post, 
No.  14.  American  Legion,  of  McComb  City.  Miss.,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Poreign  Relations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Heeolutlon  reaffirming  the  loyalty  of  Harry  Harvey  Post,  No.  14,  of 
the  American  Legion,  McCcmb  City.  Pike  Coimty,  Miss.,  to  the 
Meals  of  democratic  government,  and  reaffirming  our  loyalty  to 
our  former  Allies,  pledging  otir  loyalty  to  their  cause,  and  urging 
Immediate  aid  to  them  by  our  Government 

Whereas  one  ot  the  fundamental  purposes  of  the  American 
XiCfrlon  is  to  perpetuate  and  foster  the  denxKratic  ideals  of  govern- 
ment that  have  been  maintained  by  the  United  States  of  America 
during  the  entire  period  of  lu  existence,  for  the  promotion  of 
which  many  sacriflces  have  been  made;   and 

Whereas  in  1917  and  1918  our  Government  Joined  with  England. 
France,  and  other  allied  governments  In  the  World  War  fer  the 
purpose  of  attempting  to  perpetuate  these  democratic  ideals  of 
government:  and 

Whereas  the  same  forces  which  menaced  the  people  of  the  world 
in  the  3rear8  1914  to  1918  are  again  threatening  to  destroy  all 
decent  principles  ot  gofcmment;   and 

Whereas  the  Goreraments  and  dtlaens  of  England  and  France 
•re  now  engaged  in  a  1  if e-and -death  struggle  to  preserve  clvlliza- 
tloo  and  democratic  forms  of  government,  and  to  preserve  civil 
liberties;  and 

Whereas  If  our  former  Allies  are  successful,  their  efforts  will 
grsatly  bCBSftt  ttoe  people  of  this  Government,  but  If  they  fall 
It  will  be  Deeesaary  ultimately  for  us  to  fight  the  same  forces  that 
them,  and  without  their  aid;  and 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  members  of  this  post  that  ertry 
aid  should  immedlatriy  be  rendered  the  Governments  of 
and  B     land  by  the  aoreminent  of  the  United  States  and 
tto  paopto:  Mow.  ttMraCon  ba  tt 


Retolved,  By  Harry  Harvey  Post.  No.  14.  of  the  American  Legion, 
of  McComb  City.  Pike  County.  Miss.: 

Skctiom  1.  That  this  post  of  the  American  Legion  does  now 
definitely  reaffirm  its  loyalty  to  the  democratic  Ideals  of  our  form 
of  government,  and  does  reaffirm  Its  belief  In  and  loyalty  to  the 
principles  which  our  former  Allies  are  now  so  courageously  de- 
fending, and  we  do  hereby  condemn  the  efforts  now  being  made 
by  G«inany  and  Italy  to  destroy  civilization,  civil  llt>ertles.  and 
decency,  and  we  do  condemn  not  only  the  objectives  of  Germany 
and  Italy  but  also  the  barbaric  methods  by  which  they  are 
attempting  to  obtain  victory. 

Sac.  2.  That  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United  States  are 
hereby  urged  to  dedicate  all  available  material  resources  to  the 
immediate  aid  of  England  and  France,  and  that  food,  metals, 
supplies,  ammunition,  airplanes,  and  other  military  mechanisms 
and  materials  be  forthwith  furnished  them. 

Sic.  3.  That  we  pledge  our  cooperation  to  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  In  all  efforts  undertaken  In  this  behalf,  and 
we  endorse  the  position  of  the  President  that  we  give  France  and 
England  Orst  call  upon  every  material  thing  we  can  produce,  and 
we  further  urge  that  every  weapon,  not  Indispensable  for  the 
preservation  of  law  and  order  within  otir  own  boundaries,  and  not 
necessary  for  our  immediate  defense,  be  made  available  to  them, 
and  that  other  aid.  such  as  extending  credit,  furnishing  food, 
medical  supplies,  and  money  be  forthwith  given. 

Sic.  4.  We  do  especially  condemn  all  un-American  activities, 
forms  of  propaganda,  nazi-lsm,  fascism,  communism,  and  all  other 
"isms"  except  Americanism,  and  we  do  hereby  tender  our  services 
to  crush  and  stamp  out  all  un-American  practices,  including 
extermination  of  the  so-called  "fifth  colunui." 

Sac.  5.  That  this  resolution  be  published  as  an  expression  of 
this  post,  and  in  order  to  svistaln  the  spirit  of  all  loyal  Americans, 
and  so  that  all  disloyal  citizens  and  aliens  may  be  solenuily 
warned  that  their  subversive  activities  shall  not  be  tolerated. 

RESOLUTION  OF  KIWANIS  CLUB,  GRIINWOOD,  MISS. 

Mr.  BILBO  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Kiwanls  Club,  of 
Greenwood.  Miss.,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Whereas  this  club,  made  up  of  representatives  of  the  leading  citl- 
aens  In  all  walks  of  life  within  this  community,  feeling  the  great 
duty  that  rests  upon  us  at  this  time  to  exemplify  our  love  for  the 
preservation  of  freedom  and  democracy  In  the  world;  and 

Whereas  the  time  has  come  for  every  true  citizen  of  this  Govern- 
ment to  evidence  by  his  action  his  desire  to  give  100-percent  support 
with  his  personal  and  financial  ability  to  every  act  and  principle 
Of  our  Government  for  the  preservation  of  democracy  and  freedom 
In  the  world;   and 

Whereas  we  realize  that  the  mongers  of  destruction  abroad  in  the 
world  are  desirous  of  destroying  the  best  in  our  civilization :  There- 
fore, be  it 

Resolved,  That  this  club  hereby  express  condemnation  for  those 
countries  and  the  leaders  thereof  who  are  now  bringing  consterna- 
tion and  suffering  to  the  helpless  countries  of  Europe,  that  we 
stamp  as  shameful  and  cowardly  the  totalitarian  cotintrles  engaged 
in  the  conquest  of  hatred  and  destruction  upon  the  weak  and  help- 
less;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  we  express  our  full  sympathy  and  approval  of 
the  action  of  Congress  of  the  United  States  for  the  support  now 
given  to  the  democracies  of  Europe  and  hereby  request  that  the 
swiftest  and  fullest  support  be  given  that  this  Government  Is  ca- 
pable of  furnishing  without  regard  for  cost  or  sacrifice:  Be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  reaolutlon  be  forwarded  to  Mlssis- 
alppl's  Senators  and  the  Ccngressnum  from  this  district. 

aXPOKTS   OF  COMMTTTUS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  from  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Com- 
merce, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  10009>  to  amend 
section  13  <d)  of  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act, 
reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1878)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Library,  to  which  was 
referred  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  258)  to  provide  for 
the  use  and  disposition  of  the  bequest  of  the  late  Justice 
Oliver  Wendell  Holmes  to  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes,  reported  it  without  amendment. 

Mr.  BULOW.  from  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8046)  to  amend  section  1  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  for  the  retirement  of  employees  of  the 
Alaska  Railroad.  Territory  of  Alaska,  who  are  citizens  of  the 
United  States."  approved  June  29.  1936.  reported  it  without 
amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1879)  thereon. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  10055)  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported 
It  with  amcndmenta  and  aubmltted  »  report  (No.  1880) 
thereon. 


Mr.  BANKHEAD,  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  4098)  relating  to 
claims  for  refund  of  processing  and  related  taxes,  reported  it 
without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1881) 
thereoiL 

Mr.  pnTMAN,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  7254)  authorizing  the 
temporary  detail  of  John  L.  Savage,  an  employee  of  the 
United  States,  to  service  under  the  government  of  the  State  of 
New  South  Wales,  Australia,  and  the  Government  of  the 
Punjab,  India,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted 
a  report  (No   1882)  thereon. 

Mr.  ELLENDEIR,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally 
without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  6145.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  L.  Riley  (Rept. 
No.  1883) ; 

H.  R.  6737.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  D.  Green  (Rept. 
No.  1884) ;  and 

H.  R.  7880.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edna  Emery  (Rept.  No. 
1885). 

Mr.  ELLENDER  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8605)  for  the  rehef  of 
Mary  Janiec  and  Ignatz  Janiec,  reported  It  with  an  amend- 
ment and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1886)  thereon. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to 
which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  sever- 
ally without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  3925.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Evelyn  L.  Ratclifle 
CRept.  No.  1887)  ; 

H.R.  4148.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  Mary  S.  Arthur,  as 
executrix  of  the  estate  of  Richard  M,  Arthur,  deceased  (Rept. 

No.  1888)  ; 

H.R.  4412.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Beatrice  Lois  Rucker 
(Rept.  No.  1889) : 

H.R. 5388.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Lewellyn  and 
Drusllla  Lewellyn  (Rept.  No.  1890) ; 

H.R. 6889.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frances  M.  Hannah 
(Rept.  No.  1801):  and 

H.R. 8252.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Owen  (Rept.  No. 
1892). 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  7843)  for  the  relief  of 
Clifford  J.  Williams,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1893)  thereon. 

Mr.  BROWN,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally 
without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.R.382.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Gus  Roth  (Rept.  No. 
1894); 

H.R. 2014.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Margaret  Redmond 
(Rept.  No.  1895) ; 

H.R. 4142.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Reid  Hudson 
(Rept.  No.  1896) : 

H.R. 5424.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E.  J.  McCardk 
(Rept.  No.  1897) ;  and 

H.  R.  7825.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  C.  S.  Hobson  (Rept. 
No.  1898). 

Mr.  HUGHES,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally 
Without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.R. 2070.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edwin  Forsman  (Rept. 
No.  1899) : 

H.R. 2489.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Angle  Ward  (Rept. 
No.  1900); 

H.R. 3713.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joe  Carter  (Rept.  No. 
1901);  and 

H.  R.  5569.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Stuart  Bastow  (Rept. 
No.  1902). 

Mr.  PEPPER,  from  the  Committee  on  Patents,  to  which 
wa*  referred  the  bin  (H.  R.  8285)  to  limit  the  importation  of 
•rtlclet,  products,  and  minerals  produced,  processed,  or 
mined  under  process  covered  by  outstanding  United  States 
patenu.  to  define  unfair  trade  practices  in  cerUin  InsUnces, 
and  for  other  purposes,  reported  It  with  amendments  and 
submitted  •  report  (No.  1903)  tbereon. 

LXXXVX S3S 


BiLU  AKD  A  jonrr  kbsolution  nrmooTTcn) 
Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  Introduced,  read  the  first 
time,   and,   by  unanimous  consent,   the   second  time,   and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  SMITH: 
8.4152.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
to   make   analyses  of   fiber   properties,   spinning   tests,   and 
other  tests  of  the  quaUty  of  cotton  samples  submitted  to 
him;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 
By  Mr.  LEE: 
S.  4153.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  Atkins;  and 
S.  4154.  A   bill    for   the   relief   of    the   Charles    H.    Amos 
Handle  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  MEAD: 
S.  4155.  A  bill  to  establish  an  Air  Line  Pilots'  Reserve,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

S.  4156.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Continental  Aerosurveys 

Corporation;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

(Mr.   Hatch   introduced   8.  4157.   which   was   referred  to 

the   Committee  on  Privileges   and  Elections  and   appears 

under  a  separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  NYE  (for  Mr.  Frazier)  : 
S.  4158.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  MaJ.  Harold  Soreuson;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri: 
8.4159.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert  B.  Ayers;   to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  ANDREWS: 
S.  4160.  A  bin  authorizing  the  transfer  of  WilUam  Howard 
Christian  to  the  retired  list  of  the  Navy;  to  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MEAD: 
8.  J.  Res.  281.  Joint  resolution  to  determine  the  nature  and 
effect  of  economic  conditions,  statutory  provisions,  or  other 
restrictions  tending  to  produce  unfair  or  inequitable  dis- 
crimination on  the  basis  of  age  in  obtaining  and  retaining 
employment  in  public  service  and  private  Industry,  and  for 
Other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

I    FEDERAL  ELECTIONS  BILL 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President.  I  am  about  to  Introduce  a 
bill  as  a  result  of  a  study  made  for  several  months  by  a 
committee  of  the  American  Bar  Association.  It  relates  to 
Federal  elections.  This  work  should  not  be  construed  as 
having  met  with  the  approval  of  the  American  Bar  Associa- 
tion, for  the  committee  has  not  as  yet  reported,  but  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  Mr.  Arthur  J.  Freund,  of  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  prepared  a  statement  explaining  the  proposed 
bill,  and  also  the  Federal  elections  law.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  introduce  the  bill  for  proper  reference, 
and  that  the  bill,  with  the  accompanying  statement,  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (8.  4157)  to  enforce  the 
rights  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  in  the  nomination  and 
election  of  Senators,  Representatives,  Electors,  the  President, 
and  Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  and  in  any  election 
to  amend  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  was  read 
twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  Federal 
Elections  Act. 

Sec.  2.  The  term  "election"  as  Tised  In  this  act  shall   mean — 

(a)  any  prlnmry  election,  or  nominating  election,  or  general 
election  whereby  persons  are  selected,  nominated,  or  elected  by 
and  under  the  authority  of  the  Constitution  snd  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  or  by  and  under  the  authority  of  the  (Tonstltution 
or  the  laws  of  any  State  or  Territory  for  the  nomination  or  elec- 
tion of  any  United  States  Senator.  Representative  to  the  Ckmgreas 
of  the  United  States.  Elector  of  the  President  or  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Unltad  States,  or  the  President  of  the  United  SUtcs,  or  tiM 
Vice  PTMldant  of  the  United  SUt«a: 

(b)  Any  election  held  by  and  under  the  authority  of  the  Con- 
stitution snd  laws  of  the  United  States,  or  by  and  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  Constitution  or  laws  of  amr  State  to  vote  upon  any 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  t7nlted  SUtM 

The  term  "voter"  as  tis^  In  this  act  shall  naean  any  person  law- 
fully mtltlsd  by  and  under  the  Cc«stltutu«  of  the  Untt«d  sutss 
and  the  tews  of  the  United  tUMtm  or  by  and  under  the  conetltutMn 
or  vt»  lawt  of  any  f  tats  or  Tsrritory  to  partldpats  is  and  voU  al 
any  ateetlon. 
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The  term  "offlcer  of  election"  as  used  In  this  act  shall  mean  any 
Judge,  clerk,  canvasser,  commissioner,  or  other  person  whose  duty 
It  U  or  shall  be  to  receive,  count,  canvass,  certify,  register,  super- 
rise,  or  rrport.  or  give  effect  to  the  vote  of  any  voter  at  any  elecUon, 
or  the  registration  or  qualification  of  any  voter  for  any  election. 

Sic.  3.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  offlcer  of  election — 

(a)  Knowingly,  willfully,  or  fraudvUenUy  to  refuse  or  omit  to 
receive,  count,  certify,  register,  report,  or  give  effect  to  the  lawful 
▼ot«  of  any  voter;  or 

(b)  Knowingly,  willfully,  or  fraudulently  to  give  (»  attempt  to 
give  effect  to  any  false  or  fraudulent  vote,  or  to  give  or  make,  or 
attempt  to  give  or  make,  kny  false  count,  certificate,  document, 
report,  or  other  false  evidence  In  relation  to  any  election. 

S«c.  4.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person — 

(a)  By  force,  bribery,  reward,  menace,  threat.  Intimidation,  trick. 
or  knowingly,  willfully,  or  fraudulently  to  hinder,  delay,  prevent, 
or  obstruct  any  voter  from  doing  any  lawful  act  required  to  be 
done  to  qualify  him  to  vote  or  from  lawftilly  voting  at  any  elec- 
tion:  or 

(b)  By  any  such  means  or  knowingly,  wUlfuUy.  or  fraudulently 
advise,  aid  or  abet,  maintain,  or  procure,  or  attempt  to  maintain  or 
to  procure  the  placing,  registration,  or  enrollment  of  any  false, 
fraudulent,  unlawful,  or  fictitious  name  or  names  upon  the  election 
rolls,  poll  books,  books  or  documents  of  registration  or  election,  or 
any  other  records  of  registration  or  election  used  or  Intended  to  t>e 
used  at  any  election  by  any  offlcer  of  election  as  a  list  or  designation 
of  lawfully  qualified  voters;  or 

(c)  By  any  such  means  at  knowingly,  willfully,  or  fraudulently 
to  compel  or  Induce,  or  attempt  to  compel  or  Induce  any  offlcer  of 
election  to  receive  the  vote  at  any  election  of  any  person  not  law- 
fully entitled  to  vote  at  such  election;  or 

(d)  By  any  such  means  or  knowingly,  willfully,  or  fraudulently 
to  counsel,  advise.  Induce,  or  attempt  to  Induce  any  offlcer  of  elec- 
tion to  give  or  make  any  false  count,  certificate,  document,  report, 
or  other  false  evidence  In  relation  thereto,  or  to  refuse  or  neglect 
to  comply  with  his  duties  prescribed  by  law  at  any  electlortror  to 
refuse  the  vote  of  any  (wrson  lawfully  entitled  to  vote  In  such 
election,  or  to  violate  any  law  regulating  such  election:  or 

(e)  By  any  such  means  or  knowingly,  willfully,  or  fraudulently  to 
obstruct.  Interfere  with,  delay,  or  hinder  In  any  manner  any  offlcer 
of  election  in  the  lawful  discharge  of  his  duties  at  any  election. 

8sc.  5.  It  shall  be  lulawful  for  any  person,  at  any  election,  falsely 
to  Impersonate  a  voter  or  other  person,  and  vote,  or  attempt  to 
vote,  or  offer  to  vote  In  or  upon  any  name  not  his  own.  or  to  vote, 
or  attempt  to  vote,  or  offer  to  vote.  In  or  upon  the  name  of  any 
other  person  living  or  dead,  or  In  or  upon  any  assumed  or  fictltioua 
luime:  or  knowingly,  willfully,  or  fraudulently  to  vote  or  attempt 
to  vote  or  offer  to  vote  more  than  once  at  the  same  election,  except 
as  authorized  by  law.  or  knowingly,  willfully,  or  fraudulently  to 
vote,  or  attempt  to  vote,  or  offer  to  vote  In  an  election  or  at  • 
place  where  he  Is  not  lawfully  entitled  to  vote. 

Sac.  6.  If  two  or  more  persons  enter  Into  an  agreement,  con- 
federation, or  conspiracy  to  violate  any  of  the  foregoing  provisions 
of  this  act.  and  do  any  overt  act  toward  carrying  out  such  unlawful 
agreenvent.  confederation,  or  conspiracy,  such  person  or  persons 
shall  be  punished  In  the  manner  as  hereinafter  provided  by  this  act. 

Sac.  7.  The  sole  purpose  of  this  act  Is  to  secure  to  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States  the  honest  and  lawful  conduct  of  elections 
which  affect  the  selection  of  United  States  Senators.  Representatives 
to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  United  States  Presidential 
and  Vice-Presldentlal  electors,  the  President  and  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  adoption  or  rejection  of  proposed  amend- 
maats  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  None  of  the  pro- 
Ttelona  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  or  construed  to  apply  to  elections 
other  than  such  elections,  or  to  any  acts  or  conduct  of  election 
officials  or  other  persons  which  do  not  affect  the  nomination,  selec- 
tion, or  election  of  any  United  States  Senator.  Representative  to 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  United  States  Presidential  or 
Vice-Presldentlal  electors,  or  the  President  or  Vice  President  of 
the  United  Statei.  or  the  adoption  or  rejection  of  any  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Sac  8  Any  person  committing  any  offense  defined  In  this  act  shall 
be  fined  not  more  tlian  $5,000  or  tmprUoned  not  more  than  10  years, 
or  both. 

Sk-  0.  If  any  provision  of  this  act.  or  the  application  of  any  such 
provuion  to  any  person  or  circumstance,  shall  be  held  Invalid,  the 
remainder  of  this  act.  or  the  application  of  such  provision  to  persons 
or  circumstances  other  than  those  as  to  which  It  Is  held  Invalid, 
shall  net  be  affected  thereby. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Hatch  In  connection  with 
the  bin  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ricoro,  aa  follows: 
PiDiaAL  Slbctions  Law 

In  the  early  part  of  1039  a  committee  on  Federal  election  laws 
was  appointed  by  the  Criminal  Law  Council  of  the  American  Bar 
Association.  The  committee  consisted  of  Henry  W.  Toll,  of  Denver. 
Colo.:  Oe<irge  R.  Jeffrey,  of  Indianapolis.  Ind.;  Hon.  John  B.  San- 
born, of  St.  Paul.  Minn.,  judge  of  the  United  States  Circuit  Court 
cf  Appeals  for  the  Eighth  Circuit:  and  Arthur  J.  Preund.  of  St  Louis. 
Mo.,  chairman.  This  committee  was  assisted  by  Hon.  Alt>ert  L. 
Reeves  and  Hon  Merrill  B.  Otis.  Judgaa  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Western  District  of  IClasourl. 

It  was  noted  that  under  the  present  state  of  the  Federal  law  there 
could  be  a  national  conspiracy  formed  and  carried  out  to  fraudu- 
lently elect  the  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United  States 
without  the  violation  of  any  Federal  law.    Furthermore,  there  Is  no 


Federal  law  to  reach  fraud  and  corruption  In  the  nomination  or 
selection  of  United  States  Senators  and  Representatives  for  Con- 
gress. The  present  Federal  law  pertaining  to  the  election  of  these 
officers  Is  wholly  deficient  for  the  reason  that  there  Is  no  direct  leg- 
islation dealing  with  fraudulent  practices  at  any  election. 

The  conunlttee  was  charged  with  the  duty  of  preparing  a  proposed 
bill  to  Insure  to  United  States  citizens,  as  far  as  possible,  that  elec- 
tions in  which  national  officers  or  national  questions  were  to  be 
voted  upon  should  be  honestly  conducted. 

The  committee  has  prepared  a  projxjsed  bill  styled  the  "Federal 
Elections  Act"  to  remedy  existing  defects  In  the  law  pertaining  to 
the  nomination  and  election  of  Federal  officers,  by  denouncing  as 
Federal  offenses  dishonest  acts  which  affect  the  vote  upon  Federal 
officers.  Including  the  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  upon  national  questions  upon  which  there  may  be  a 
popular  election. 

This  proposed  Federal  elections  law  is  the  result  of  much  thought 
and  careful  study.  It  has  received  the  approval  of  all  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  and  of  Judge  Reeves  and  of  Judge  Otis,  as 
well  as  many  other  members  of  the  bench  and  bar. 

It  Is  not  a  matter  of  common  knowledge,  even  among  member^ 
of  the  bar.  that  the  only  Federal  law  on  ths  subject  of  election 
frauds,  except  the  narrow  provisions  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act 
(2  U.  S.  C  A.,  par.  241-254)  and  the  Hatch  Act  (U.  S.  C.  Current 
Service.  1939.  No.  10.  pp.  1242-1244).  Is  section  19  of  the  Criminal 
Cede  (18  U.  S.  C.  A.,  par.  51).  a  conspiracy  section,  which,  among 
other  things,  makes  it  a  Federal  offense  if  two  or  more  persons  con- 
spire to  injure,  oppress,  threaten,  or  intimidate  any  citizen  in  the 
free  exercise  or  enjoyment  of  any  right  or  privilege  secured  to  him 
by  the  Constitution  or  laws  of  the  United  States.  It  was  under  this 
section  that  the  Kansas  City  prosecutions  for  fraudulent  practices 
at  the  1936  general  election  were  based  {Walker  v.  United  States, 
03  F.  (2d)  383.  and  other  opinions  in  the  same  vol  tune) .  It  was  held 
in  the  Walker  case  that  a  conspiracy  to  fraudulently  select  presi- 
dential electors  at  an  election  does  not  come  within  the  purview  of 
the  present  Federal  statutes.  This  was  a  direct  holding  to  the  effect 
that  there  Ls  no  Federal  law  which  denounces  as  a  crime  fraudulent 
practices  or  criminal  conspiracies  in  the  election  of  a  President  or 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States.  Furthermore,  there  is  no  Fed- 
eral law  which  makes  It  a  Federal  offense  to  commit  vote  frauds  or 
to  carry  on  fraudulent  conspiracies  at  primary  elections  wherein 
nominees  for  the  offices  of  United  States  Senators  and  Members  of 
Congress  are  nominated  at  general  primary  elections. 

The  conspiracy  section  In  the  present  Federal  law  Is  section  19 
of  the  Criminal  Code  (sec.  5508.  R.  S..  18  U.  S.  C.  A,  par.  51),  which 
reads  as  follows: 

"If  two  or  more  persons  conspire  to  lnjui*e,  oppress,  threaten,  or 
intimidate  any  citizen  In  the  free  exercise  or  enjoyment  of  any 
right  or  privilege  secured  to  him  by  the  Constitution  or  laws  of 
the  United  States,  or  because  of  his  having  so  exercised  the  same, 
or  if  two  or  more  persons  go  in  disguise  on  the  highway,  or  on  the 
premises  of  another,  with  intent  to  prevent  or  hinder  his  free 
exercise  or  enjoyment  of  any  right  or  privilege  so  secured,  they  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000  and  Imprisoned  not  more  than  10 
years,  and  shall,  moreover.  t>e  thereafter  Ineligible  to  any  office  or 
place  of  honor,  profit,  or  trust  created  by  the  Constitution  or  laws 
of  the  United  States." 

It  wUl  be  seen  from  the  above  section  that  it  does  not  specifically 
apply  to  election  offenses:  It  does  not  denounce  as  a  crime  the  Im- 
personation of  voters.  mvQtlple  voting.  brlt)ery  or  Intimidation  of 
voters,  or  the  numerous  other  devices  and  practices  common  to 
vote  stealing.  Further,  and  what  Is  of  utmost  Importance.  It  does 
not  define  as  an  offense  a  conspiracy  to  fraudulently  affect  the  vote 
for  the  President  or  Vice  President  of  the  United  States.  It  was  held 
in  the  Walker  Case,  supra  (93  F.  (3d)  at  388.  loci  dt.),  that  inas- 
much as  the  Federal  Constitution  does  not  provide  that  the  selec- 
tion of  electors  shall  be  by  popular  vote,  or  that  electors  shall  t)e 
voted  for  upon  a  general  ticket,  or  that  the  majority  of  those  who 
exercise  the  elective  franchise  can  alone  choose  the  electors,  a  con- 
spiracy to  fraudulently  select  Presidential  electors  at  an  election 
does  not  come  within  the  purview  of  the  present  Federal  statute.  It 
was  pointed  out  in  that  opinion  that  the  Federal  Constitution  leaves 
it  to  the  State  legislature  to  define  the  methods  of  effecting  the 
object,  and  that  as  an  elector  Is  a  State  officer  the  Federal  act  re- 
ferred to  does  not  pertain  to  the  office  of  an  elector  for  the  President 
or  Vice  President  of  the  United  States.  There  seems  to  be  no 
doubt  that  the  Federal  Government  has  this  right,  if  it  chooses  to 
exercise  It.  but  under  the  present  state  of  the  law  there  could  be 
a  national  conspiracy  formed  and  successfully  carried  out  to  fraudu- 
lently elect  the  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United  States 
without  the  violation  of  any  Federal  law. 

HISTOKT  or  nUOB  LXCISLATION 

On  May  31.  1870.  Congress  passed  a  law  containing  a  series  of 
sections,  the  whole  act  being  entitled  "An  act  to  enforce  the  right 
of  citizens  of  the  United  States  to  vote  In  the  several  cities  of  this 
Union,  and  for  other  purposes"  (18  Stat.  L.  140-146).  Section  8 
Of  this  act  included  what,  with  some  alterations,  is  now  section  19 
of  the  Criminal  Code.  Among  the  substantive  acts  which  were 
prohibited  and  made  offenses  were  those  of  interfering  with  any 
election  officer,  or  Inducing  any  such  offlcer,  whose  duty  It  was  to 
ascertain,  announce,  or  declare  the  result  or  to  make  any  certificate, 
document,  or  evidence  relative  thereto,  to  violate  his  duty  (sec.  19), 
It  was  made  an  offense  for  any  such  election  officer  to  neglect  or  to 
refuse  to  perform  any  of  his  duties,  or  to  do  any  vmauthorlzed  act 
with  Intent  to  "affect  such  election  or  the  result  thereof":  or  to 
•fraudulently  make  any  false  certificate  of  the  result  of  such  elec- 
tion"; or  to  withhold,  conceal,  or  destroy  any  required  cerUflcata 
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pertaining  to  such  election:  or  to  neglect  or  refuse  to  make  a  return 
the  same  as  required  by  law;  or  to  omit  to  do  any  required  duty; 
or  to  counsel,  procure,  etc.,  the  same  to  be  done  (sec.  22)  It  was 
also  made  an  offense  to  impersonate  and  vote  for  any  person  living 
dead,  or  fictitious,  to  vote  more  than  once,  to  vote  without  lawful 
right,  to  brllje  a  voter,  etc.  (sec.  19).  .^ 

There  were  numerous  other  provisions  dealing  with  the  elMtlve 
Xranchiae.  fraudulent  registration,  obstructing  execution  of  proc- 
ess, conspiracy  to  deprive  persons  of  the  equal  protection  of  the 
laws,  conspiracy  to  prevent  the  support  of  any  candidate,  pro- 
Tisions  relative  to  supervisors  of  elections,  etc. 

July  14.  1870,  and  more  extensively  later,  on  June  10,  1872, 
Congress  pasaed  laws  making  provisions  for  the  supervision  of 
elecUons  by  supervisors  appointed  by  the  Federal  courts  (16  SUt. 
at  L.  254-255;   17  SUt   at  L.  347-349). 

SecUon  6.  the  present  section  19  of  the  Criminal  Code,  remained 
In  its  original  form  imtll  the  revision  of  1874.  when  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  were  revised  and  codified.  In  the  revision,  it 
became  section  5508.  R^rvlsed  Statutes. 

However,  on  February  8.  1894,  Congress  repealed  all  of  the  por- 
tions of  the  May  31.  1870.  act  which  made  offenses  the  various 
substantive  acta  in  connection  with  the  election  franchise,  and 
also  repealed  the  laws  providing  for  Federal  supervisors  of  elec- 
tions (28  Stat,  at  L.  36). 

The  history  of  this  legislation  and  kindred  legislation  is  traced 
In  the  opinions  In  United  States  v.  Gradicell  (243  U.  S.  476);  United 
States  v.  Bathgate  (246  U.  8.  220);  and  United  States  v.  Motley 
(238  U.  S.  383). 

TH«  PBOPOSD)  LEGISLATION   DOES   NOT  CHANGE  THE    LAW  OF  ANT   STATS 

It  is.  Of  course,  well  recognized  that  a  great  deal  of  fraud  In 
elections  having  to  do  with  Federal  officers  Is  committed  at  pri- 
mary elections,  and  the  Importance  of  primary  elections  In  the 
selection  of  proper  officials  needs  no  emphasis.  It  Is  the  opinion 
of  the  committee  that  Federal  election  laws  should  properly  have 
to  do  not  only  with  the  general  election  of  Federal  officers,  but 
with  the  prlnaiary  election  for  such  officers. 

The  proposed  legislation  changes  no  present  State  law;  It  adds 
no  new  duty  or  additional  burden  upon  election  officials.  It 
merely  provides  that  it  shall  be  a  Federal  offense  If  such  elections 
are  dishonestly  conducted  where  the  vote  upon  a  national  officer 
or  national  question  Is  affected. 

StTBSTANCE   OF   THE   PBOPOSED    LEGISLATION 

The  bill  provides  In  substance  that  an  election  shall  be  defined 
to  mean  any  primary  or  general  election  held  under  the  laws  of 
any  State  or  Territory  or  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
for  the  nomination  or  election  of  any  Representative  or  Senator, 
any  elector  of  or  direct  vote  fat  the  President  or  Vice  President. 
It  is  made  an  offense  for  any  election  official  to  fraudulently  mis- 
count or  tabulate  the  result  of  any  such  election.  It  is  further 
made  an  offense  for  any  person  by  force,  bribery,  threat,  or  any 
such  other  means  to  prevent  or  obstruct  a  voter  from  voting  or 
from  qualifying  him  to  vote;  to  fraudulently  pad  the  election 
rolls  to  be  used  at  a  Federal  election:  or  to  fraudulently  induce  an 
election  official  to  receive  an  illegal  vote  or  to  refuse  a  legal  one. 

It  Is  also  made  an  offense  for  any  person  to  willfully  or  fraudu- 
lently Impersonate  a  voter  or  to  vote  in  any  fictitious  name  or  to 
vote  more  than  once  or  to  vote  in  an  election  or  at  a  place  where 
he  Is  not  entitled  to  vote.  A  conspiracy  of  two  or  more  persons 
to  violate  the  act  is  further  denounced  as  an  offense. 

The  act  specifically  provides  that  its  sole  purpose  Is  to  secure  to 
the  citizens  of  the  United  SUtes  the  honest  and  lawful  conduct 
of  elections  which  affect  the  selection  of  United  States  Senators. 
Representatives  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  United 
States  Presidential  and  Vice  Presidential  electors,  the  President 
and  Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  and  the  adoption  or 
rejection  of  proposed  amendments  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  It  is  provided  that  none  of  the  provisions  of  the 
act  shall  be  deemed  or  construed  to  apply  to  elections  other  than 
such  elections,  or  to  any  acts  or  conduct  of  election  officials  or 
Other  persons  which  do  not  affect  the  nomination,  selection,  or 
ttoctlon  of  any  United  States  Senator,  Reprrst-ntatlve  to  the  Con- 
fress  of  the  United  States,  United  States  Presidential  or  Vice 
Presidential  elector,  or  the  President  or  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  or  the  adoption  or  rejection  of  any  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

The  punishment  provided  is  a  fine  of  not  more  than  tfi,000  or 
Imprisonment  for  not  more  than  10  years,  or  both. 

nCPORTANCB   or   TKZ   PBOPOSED    LBOiaLATtON 

It  is  of  the  highest  importance  to  note  that  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment In  no  way  changes  the  election  laws  of  any  State  or  any 
subdlvUlon  thereof.  It  is  the  opinion  of  all  right-thinking  per- 
sons that  such  laws,  however,  should  be  honestly  administered. 
The  bill  proposes  that  this  be  done  so  far  as  it  is  within  the 
powers  of  the  Federal  Government  to  make  it  so. 

Upon  the  proposed  draft  of  the  Federal  Elections  Act,  Judge 
Reeves  writes: 

"It  is  my  opinion  that  your  bill  quite  admirably  covers  all  of 
the  matters  desired  to  be  included  in  a  good  election  law.  This 
bill  should  be  passed  by  the  Congress." 

Judge  Otis  likewise  gives  his  opinion  as  follows: 

"I  have  carefully  considered  the  proposed  bill  prepared  by  your 
eommlttee  •  •  •  to  enforce  the  rights  of  citizens  of  the 
United  SUtes  in  the  nomination  and  election  of  Senators.  Repre- 
sentatives, pnd  Presidential  electors,  I  am  decidedly  in  favor 
of  the  adoption  of  this  bill  as  law.     The  Federal  Judges  in  Kan- 


sas City  have  bad.  perhaps,  more  intimate  experience  with  at- 
tempts to  defeat  the  rights  of  citizens  in  elections  than  have  any 
other  Judges  In  the  country.  The  present  laws  are  certainly  inad- 
equate to  protect  the  rights  of  citizens.  Under  the  present  laws 
great  things  have  been  accomplished  here  in  Kansas  City,  but  the  * 
difficulties  have  been  apparent  and  the  narrow  field  in  which  it  la  K 
possible  for  the  Department  of  Justice  to  operate  has  been  espe- 
cially apparent.  It  Is  difficult  to  conceive  of  any  reason  why  there 
should  not  be  jurisdiction  in  the  Federal  courts  to  protect  the 
rights  of  all  citizens  In  all  elections  in  which  Federal  officials  are 
nominated  or  chosen  for  public  office." 

Judge  Reeves  and  Judge  Otis  are  the  judges  who  presided  at 
the  Kaiu«8  City  election  fraud  conspiracy  cases,  and  they  are 
wholly  and  acutely  aware  of  the  present  Federal  law  on  the  sub- 
ject of  election  frauds  and  iU  deficiencies. 

Judge  John  B.  Sanborn,  of  the  United  States  Cotirt  of  Appeals 
for  the  Eighth  Circuit,  wrote  the  major  opinions  in  the  Kansas 
City  cases.  He  is  a  member  of  the  committee  which  drafted  the 
proposed  legislation,  and  he  actively  assisted  In  the  preparation 
of  the  bill. 

CONSTrrUTlONALTTT    OP    THE    PSOPOSED    LSGISLATtON 

The  committee  which  prepared  this  bill  is  of  the  opinion  thst 
the  Congress  has  the  constitutional  right  to  enact  legislation  hav- 
ing to  do  with  the  primary  election  of  RepresenUtives  for  Con- 
gress and  United  States  Senators.  It  may  be  thought  by  some 
that  in  view  of  the  decision  in  Tietcherry  v.  United  States  (256 
U.  S.  232).  there  Is  no  constitutional  authority  for  Federal  legisla- 
tion having  to  do  with  primary  elections.  But.  in  the  Newberry 
case  the  dissenting  opinions  written  by  Chief  Justice  White  and 
Mr.  Justice  Pitney  appear  to  be  not  only  persuasive  but  conclu- 
sive argtmients  that  the  election  process  commences  at  the  time 
a  candidate  first  begins  to  seek  nomination  and  continues  until 
the  votes  In  the  general  election  have  been  cast  and  counted.  The 
basis  of  the  system  of  control  provided  In  this  proposed  bill  rests 
fvmdamenUlly  upon  Its  relation  to  electloru  at  which  United 
SUtes  Senators  and  Representatives  are  chosen.  It  has  repeatedly 
been  held  that  in  order  to  preserve  the  Integrity  of  such  elecUons 
the  Congress  may  assert  almost  any  degree  of  control  which  it 
finds  necessary  to  prevent  election  frauds  and  corruption. 

It  Is  the  (pinion  of  the  committee  that  the  United  SUtes  Su- 
preme Court  would  susUln  the  proposed  act  as  constitutional  as  it 
affects  primary  and  general  elections,  and  elections  affecting  tb« 
President  and  Vice  President  and  national  questions. 

INADZQUACT   OT  THE  FEESENT  LAW 

A  mere  reading  of  the  present  conspiracy  section  (section  19) 
demonstrates  its  present  inadequacy  to  fulfill  the  objects  sought  to 
be  reached  by  the  proposed  bill.  Indictments  based  upon  the  same 
section  have  been  drawn  where  homesteaders  were  Interfered  wltb 
in  their  rights.  Buchanan  v.  United  States  (233  Fed.  257),  where 
there  was  a  conspiracy  to  deprive  a  postmaster  of  his  right  to  enjoy 
his  office,  McDonald  v.  United  States  (9  Fed.  (2d)  806);  where  con- 
spirators attacked  a  rancher  on  public  land  scattering  and  killing 
sheep.  Janes  v.  United  States  (6  Fed.  (2d)  645),  and  where  there 
was  an  alleged  conspiracy  to  injure,  oppress,  and  threaten  a  ctticen 
in  the  free  exercise  of  his  right  to  speak  and  publish  his  views  in  a 
newspaper.  Powe  v.  United  States  (109  F  (2d)  147).  A  sUtuU  ao 
general  In  its  terms  Is  quite  Inadequate  to  cover  otir  present  situa- 
tion regarding  fraudulent  elections. 

It  seems  quite  obvioiis  that  If  vote  stealing  at  Federal  elections 
is  to  become  widespread,  or  If  such  practices  are  to  become  national 
in  scotie.  the  Inst  hope  of  a  democracy  has  failed. 

The  proposed  bill  was  approved  by  the  Criminal  Lraw  Council  of 
the  American  Bar  Association  at  lU  meeting  In  Chicago  In  January 
of  this  year.  The  matter  was  then  presented.  In  the  general  form 
of  a  resolution  approving  the  principle  for  which  the  bill  stands, 
to  the  house  of  delegates  of  the  association  This  resolution  was 
debated  upon  the  floor  of  the  house  of  delegates  of  the  association 
and.  by  a  vote  of  57  to  60.  the  resolution  was  sent  back  to  the 
criminal  law  section  of  the  association  for  further  study.  It  cannot 
be  said  that  the  proposed  bill  has  the  sanction  or  approval  of  tha 
American  Bar  Association,  although  it  is  likely  that  the  matter  will 
be  again  presented  to  the  house  of  delegates  of  the  association  at 
its  annual  meeting  in  Philadelphia  In  Sepumber  of  this  year. 

No  more  Important  subject  confronts  the  American  people  In  the 
conduct  of  Its  Internal  affairs  than  the  sanctity  of  Its  elections.  It 
is  believed  that  the  proposed  bill,  when  enacted  into  law,  will  be  a 
progressive  and  effective  forward  step  in  assuring  to  the  people  of 
the  United  SUtes  that  Federal  elections  will  be  honestly  conducted. 

AXKNOMIVT   or    DISTRICT    VmUPUiYUOn   COMinMmrWM   ACT— 

AMENDMENT 

Mr.  TYDINOS  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9791)  to  amend  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Unemployment  Compensation  Act,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 


RCCXn..\TION   OP    INVESTMENT    COMPANIES    AND    AOVISBtS — KMKin- 

MZNTS 

Mr.  WAONER  submitted  simdry  amendments  intended  to 
be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (8.  4108)  to  provide  for  the 
registration  and  regulation  of  investment  companies  juid  In- 
vestment advisers,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 
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THM    AMOtlCAH    ALISK — ADDRESS    BY    SOUCITOR    GENZaAL    FRANCIS 

BIDDLX 

fMr.  Schwartz  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  a  radio  address  on  The  American  Allen,  de- 
livered by  Hon.  Francis  Biddle.  Solicitor  General  of  the 
United  States,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS    BT    GirrOkD   PIMCHOT    AT    EIGHTH    AMERICAN    SCIENTITIC 

CONGRESS 

fMr.  NoRRis  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  on  the  subject  of  conservation  as  a 
foundation  of  permanent  peace,  delivered  by  Oifford  Plnchot 
at  the  Eighth  American  Scientific  Congress.  May  11.  1940, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

HOW    strong    is    0U«    FIGHTING    SPIRIT? — ARTICLE    BY    FRANK    C. 

WALDROP 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  article  by  Prank  C.  Waldrop.  pub- 
lished in  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  today,  entitled 
'•How  Strong  is  Our  Fighting  Spirit?",  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  DR.  BRENDAN  BROWN  TO  NEW  YORK  EDUCATIONAL  GTHLD 

(Mr.  Mead  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  the  address  delivered  by  Dr.  Brendan  Brown,  profes- 
sor of  law.  Catholic  University,  at  the  breakfast  of  the  New 
York  Educational  Guild  on  June  9.  1940,  at  Capitol  Park 
Hotel.  Washington.  D.  C.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

LIST   OF    EDITORIALS    FAVORING    TERMINATION    OF    FOREIGN-SILVSX 

PURCHASES 

[Mr.  TowNSEND  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  a  list  of  editorials  relating  to  the  vote  In  the 
Senate  approving  Senate  bill  785?  to  terminate  the  purchase 
of  foreign  silver,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

''^■^  STATEMENT  OF  POUCY  OF  AMERICAN  FARM  BUREAU  FKOERATIOM 

[Mr.  Bankheao  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  statement  of  policy  formulated  by  the  l)oard 
\        of  directors  of   the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  to 
aerve  as  the  basis  for  planks  to  be  recommended  to  the  na- 
tional party  conventions,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  from  WHEELING  INTELUGENCER  ON  SENATOR  HOLT 

[Mr.  Holt  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  by  Charles  Brooks  Smith  published  in  the 
WheeUng  Intelligencer  of  Jime  18.  1940.  under  the  heading 
"Senator  Holt  Vindicated."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

IS  OUR   POSITION   CLEAR? — EDITORIAL   FROM  WASHINGTON   POST 

[Mr.  Nye  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  Washington  Post  of  today  en- 
titled "Is  Our  Position  Clear?",  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

and       THEY       WERE       UNPREPARED EDITORIAL       FROM       SATURDAY 

EVENING  POST 

[Mr.  Nye  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  Saturday  Evening  Post  of  June 
22.  1940.  entlUed  "And  They  Were  Unprepared."  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

AETXCLI  ENTITLED  "  'LEARN  BY  OUR  FOLLY.'   BRITISH  PAPER  TTRGBS 

TTNITED  STATES" 

[Mr.  Lee  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  an  article  entitled  "  Learn  by  Our  Folly.'  British 
Paper  Urges  United  States."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix] 

"''OWE    WAY    TO    DEAL    WITH    FRENCH    POSSESSIONS    IN    THE    CARIB- 
BEAN— EDITORIAL  FROM  CHICAGO  DAILY  NEWS 

[Mr.  OuRNEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 

the  Record  an  editorial  from   the  Chicago  Dally  News  of 

June  18,  1940,  enUtled  "One  Way  to  Deal  With  French  Pos- 

-   sessions  In  the  Caribbean."  which  appears  In  the  Appendix,] 

~~  TAX   LEGISLATION ADDRESS   BY  SENATOR   WILEY 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  the  American 
Forum  of  the  Air  on  June  2,  1940,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 


EXCERPTS  FROM  WRITINGS  AND  SPEECHES  OF   BRITISH   AMBASSADOR 

[Mr.  LimDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  certain  excerpts  from  the  writings  and  speeches  of 
the  British  Ambassador,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.! 

BROADCASTS  AS  AID  IN  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Thomas  of  Utah  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  an  article  from  the  New  York  Times  of 
June  9.  1940.  entitled  "Urge  Broadcasts  as  Aid  in  Defense." 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

SCROLL  OF  MERIT  AWARDED  TO  THEODORE  CRANIK 

[Mr.  Mead  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  press  statement  Issued  by  the  United  States  Junior 
Chamber  of  Commerce  on  June  17.  1940,  the  text  of  the  scroll 
of  merit  awarded  to  Mr.  Theodore  Granik,  director  of  the 
American  Forum  of  the  Air,  and  Mr.  Granik's  reply,  which 
appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

A  NEW  DEAL   GESTAPO? 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  at  this  time  to  read  a 
letter  which  I  have  mailed  to  Stephen  Early,  the  Secretary  to 
the  President,  which  sets  forth  a  reprehensible  incident  au- 
thorized by  the  President,  which  took  place  4  years  ago  at  the 
time  of  the  last  Republican  National  Convention  in  Cleveland, 
and  one  which  I  believe  should  see  the  light  of  day.  There- 
fore I  read  this  letter: 

Jttne  19,  1940. 
Hon    Stephen  Eablt. 

Secretary  to  the  President,  the  White  House. 

Dear  Mr.  Earlt:  There  haa  recently  been  placed  in  my  hands  a 
signed  statement  by  one  who  served  In  an  oflBclal  capacity  as  confi- 
dential agent  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  which  states  that 
at  the  time  of  the  last  Republican  National  Convention,  six  official 
investigators  of  the  Department  of  Interior,  acting  under  orders  of 
the  White  House,  made  a  secret  visit  to  the  convention  at  Cleveland 
to  do  undercover  work.  I  am  advised  that  among  these  ofllclal  in- 
vestigators were  Messrs.  Nelson  D.  Zimmerman.  George  F.  Hurley, 
Eric  G.  Peterson,  and  Richard  J.  McCormlck. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  in  America  the  party  in  power  should  make 
use  of  the  taxpayers'  money  for  such  a  purpose  and  in  view  of  the 
approaching  convention  and  the  possibility  of  a  repetition  of  these 
tactics.  I  am  writing  to  advise  that,  for  the  first  time  in  history, 
the  events  of  the  Republican  National  Convention  will  be  televised, 
the  platform  made  public,  and  in  addition  to  this,  as  a  delegate  to 
the  convention.  I  will  be  glad.  In  order  to  save  the  White  House 
from  repeating  this  incident  with  public  funds,  to  visit  the  White 
House  after  the  convention  is  over  and  report  to  you  or  to  the 
President  what  took  place 

I  assure  you  that,  after  the  convention  Is  over,  you  will  have 
learned  that  the  Republican  Party  adopted  a  platform  providing 
for  real  security  for  the  rank  and  file  of  our  citizens  and  nominated 
for  the  Presidency  one  who  will  be  elected  in  November  and  who.  as 
President.  wUl  turn  us  back  from  the  road  to  war  and  on  the  road 
to  the  American  way  of  life.  Equally  as  Important,  he  will  turn 
back  to  the  people's  representatives  in  Congress,  those  powers  which, 
tuider  our  American  form  of  govemn>ent.  belong  to  the  people  and 
not  to  any  one  man. 
Sincerely  youn. 

Charles  W.  Tobkt. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  biU 
(H.  R.  1827)  to  allow  moving  expenses  to  employees  in  the 
Railway  Mall  Service. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9958)  to 
authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan  banks;  to  amend 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act.  as  amended, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  following  bill  and  Joint  resolution,  in  which  it 
requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

H.  R.  10104.  An  act  making  appropriations  to  supply  de- 
ficiencies in  certain  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  3rear  ending 
June  30.  1940.  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30.  1940,  and 
June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  556.  Joint  resolution  approving  nonrecognitlon  of 
the  transfer  of  any  geographic  region  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
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sphere  from  one  non-American  power  to  another  non-Ameri- 
can power,  and  providing  for  consultation  with  other 
American  repubUcs  in  the  event  that  such  tranter  should 
appear  likely. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Ttxe  message  also  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

H.  R.  9117.  An  act  to  eliminate  the  tax  on  brandy  and 
wine  spirits  used  In  the  fortification  of  wine,  to  increase  the 
tax  on  wine,  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  revenue  occa- 
sioned by  the  elimination  of  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine 
spirits  used  in  the  fortification  of  wine,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; and 

H.  R.  9909.  An  act  to  amend  sections  2803  (c)  and  2903 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

REVENUE   BILL   OF    1»40 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method 
for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  0*MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  the 
parliamentary  situation,  the  pending  question  is  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  TtdingsI  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  amendment  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Finance  with  respect  to  the  reduction  of  Gtovernment 
expenditures. 

When  the  session  was  closing  last  evening  I  had  objected 
to  the  original  amendment  reported  by  the  committee,  and 
to  the  substitutes  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  on 
the  ground  that  in  each  instance  these  amendments  gave  no 
assurance  whatsoever  as  to  where  the  proposed  reductions 
would  be  made;  that  if  adopted  they  would  amount  to  a  sur- 
render of  the  authority  of  the  legislative  body,  and  Congress 
would  have  no  supervisory  power  whatever  over  the  curtail- 
ment. I  therefore  hastily  drafted  upon  the  desk  a  substitute 
which  I  asked  the  Senator  from  Maryland  to  accept  in  lieu 
of  the  amendment  he  had  offered.  I  could  not  offer  it,  as  I 
understood,  from  the  parliamentary  point  of  view,  as  an 
amendment  to  his  amendment,  because  it  would  be  an 
amendment  in  the  third  degree.  I  therefore  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  if  he  is  willing  to  withdraw  his  amend- 
ment and  allow  this  one  to  be  substituted  for  it. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  what  would  happen  In  the 
event  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  should 
be  voted  down?    Would  my  amendment  still  be  in  order? 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  If  the  Senator  were  to  withdraw  his 
amendment  I  think  it  would  be  in  order;  but  that  is  a  ques- 
tion for  the  Chair  to  decide. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  the  Senator  should  withdraw 
the  amendment,  it  would  be  In  order  for  him  to  reoffer  it. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Then  I  will  withdraw  it  temporarily,  and 
give  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  a  chance  to  offer  his 
amendment. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  matter  has 
been  sufflciently  discussed.  I  offer  the  amendment  which  I 
now  send  to  the  desk. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  yield? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Before  the  amendment  is  read — and  I 
think  I  am  familiar  with  its  contents — let  me  ask  the  Senator 
whether  It  is  not  his  interpretation  of  the  amendment  that 
if  the  Senate  should  adopt  it  forthwith,  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  must  review  the  appropriation  bills  already 
passed  and  to  be  passed  and  take  out  of  them  under  a  manda- 
tory direction  10  percent  of  the  nondefense  expenditures, 
fixed  charges  and  so  on  eliminated?    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  The  Senator  is  not  exactly  correct. 
The  amendment  would  have  to  go  to  conference  and  would 
have  to  be  approved  by  the  House  of  Representatives.  Of 
course,  the  Senate  could  adopt  a  resolution  instructing  its 
own  committee,  hut  that  would  not  be  a  particularly  effective 


thing  to  do,  since,  if  we  are  to  have  effective  action,  I  feel  it 
must  be  taken  by  both  Houses  of  Congress. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Of  course,  my  question  presupposed  that 
the  other  House  would  concur,  and  that  it  would  be  signed 
and  become  a  law.  It  was  my  interpretation  of  the  amend- 
ment, and  of  the  remaiks  of  the  Senator,  Uiat  if  the  amend- 
ment ran  the  legislative  gantlet  successfully  the  Committees 
on  Appropriations  of  both  Houses,  acting  separately,  would 
immediately  revamp  the  appropriation  bills  passed  and  to  bs 
passed  to  effect  the  savings  within  the  limitations  set  forth. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  There  is  nothing  in  the  amendment, 
as  I  drafted  It  hastily  yesterday,  which  fixes  a  time  limit.  If 
It  were  desired  to  fix  a  specific  date  by  which  time  a  report 
should  be  made  to  the  Congress,  that  would  have  to  be  written 
into  the  amendment. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Would  the  Senator  object  to  inserting  an 
amendment  which  would  compel  the  woik  to  be  done  prior 
to  January  1,  1941? 

Mr.  BYRD  rose. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  should  he  very  glad  to  accept  such 
a  suggestion,  and  I  will  now  offer  it,  prior  to  the  statement  of 
the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  B'YRD.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
that  if  we  postpone  any  reduction  of  present  appropriations 
to  January  1  it  will  mean  a  delay  of  6  months  before  the 
reduction  would  apply,  and  one-half  of  possible  savings  would 
be  lost. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  That  is  true,  but  the  committee  would 
have  to  have  some  time  to  do  the  work. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
that  we  are  to  remain  in  session,  we  are  not  to  adjourn,  and 
the  committee  could  report  in  30  days. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  It  was  not  my  idea.  I  will  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia,  that  the  committee  would  not  report 
before  January  1,  1941.  It  wsis  my  idea  that  they  must  make 
their  report  before  that  time,  in  a  month  or  two  months,  if 
they  could  do  it. 

Mr.  BYRD.  If  January  1.  1941,  should  be  fixed  as  the 
limit,  that  would  be  the  time  when  the  report  would  be  made. 

Will  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  yield  to  me  a  moment 
further? 

Mr.  OT^AHONEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  In  the  debate  yesterday  I  stated  that  I  ex- 
pected to  offer  an  amendment  similar  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  hear  that 
statement  of  the  Senator^  and  had  I  known  that  he  had 
written  or  was  about  to  write  such  an  amendment,  I  would 
not  have  attempted  to  take  precedence,  as  it  were. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  fully  understand  that.  After  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  has  cut  the  enacting  clause  out  of  the  manda- 
tory economy  provision.  I  am  willing  to  accept  any  proposal 
which  may  lead  to  some  economy  in  the  nondefense  appro- 
priations, although  I  think  that  a  mandatory  reduction,  such 
as  was  first  proposed,  would  have  been  very  much  more 
effective,  and  would  have  been  certain  to  obtain  results. 

After  the  clerk  has  read  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming,  I  should  like  to  have  him  read  the  amend- 
ment which  has  been  prepared  at  my  suggestion  by  the  legis- 
lative counsel,  in  the  hope  that  the  Senator  from  Wyoming, 
while  I  have  no  desire  whatever  to  take  away  from  him  the 
authorship  of  the  amendment,  may  accept  at  least  two  fea- 
tures of  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia, namely,  that  there  be  a  joint  congressional  committee 
appointed,  to  consist  of  so  many  members  from  each  of  the 
Committees  on  Appropriations 

Mr.  OTylAHONEY.  Mr.  President.  If  I  may  Interrupt  the 
Senator,  I  doubt  the  advisability  of  the  appointment  of  such 
a  Joint  committee,  for  the  reason  that  the  proposal  is  being 
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made  In  this  body  now.  The  House  of  Representatives  has 
a  Committee  on  Appropriations,  and  I  doubt  whether  it 
would  be  good  tactics,  or  the  proper  course  of  procedure,  for 
this  body  to  suggest  a  joint  committee  without  first  having 
received  the  approval  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of 
the  House.  If  it  is  desired  that  a  Joint  committee  be  ap- 
pointed, that  can  be  done  by  the  conferees. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  difficulty  I  can  see  about  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  frwn  Wyoming  is  that  he  proposes  two 
committees  to  make  suggestions  as  to  reductions,  acting  sep- 
arately and  Independently.  I  think  that  It  would  be  very 
difficult  to  operate  In  that  way. 

The  next  suggestion  I  wanted  to  make  to  the  Senator  was 
that  the  committee  should  report  to  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  within  30  days  after  the  enactment  of  the 
Joint  resolution. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  I  was  about  to  suggest,  following  the 
remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  that  the  amendment 
might  be  amended  so  as  to  require  that  the  report  be  made 
on  or  before  September  1.  Would  that  be  satisfactory  to  the 
Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  BYRD.    That  would  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  I  modify  the  amendment,  to  Insert 
after  the  word  "report",  In  line  4.  the  words  "on  or  before 
September  1.  1940." 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  yield? 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  think  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has 
been    very   constructive    throughout    the    debate,    and    his 
amendment  certainly  is  constructive  and  designed  to  accom- 
plish the  purpose,  and  to  meet  certain  well-founded  objec- 
v-^ttons. 

What  I  am  about  to  say  I  do  not  want  to  be  taken  as  a 
reflection  on  the  piirpose  or  the  method  proposed,  but  I  make 
this  observation  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  as  to  what 
will  probably  happen:  When  the  committee  brings  in  its  re- 
port, we  should  not  be  too  optimistic  of  savings  l)eing  accom- 
plished, because  every  group  affected  will  Immediately  get 
In  contact  with  some  of  us  in  an  endeavor  to  show  why  the 
appropriation  for  their  particular  activity  should  not  be  re- 
duced. I  say  now  that  I  shall  be  agreeably  surprised  If  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Economy,  so-called,  accomplishes 
any  result  whatsoever.  I  really  believe  that  a  3  percent 
mandatory  reduction  would  probably  save  more  money  than 
we  think  may  be  saved  by  the  well-intentioned  and  well- 
presented  amendment  now  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming, because  In  the  House  they  will  have  one  opinion,  in  the 
Senate  we  will  have  another  opinion;  there  will  be  a  diver- 
gence of  opinion:  the  joint  resolution  will  have  to  be  signed 
by  the  President:  Senators  themselves  will  fall  out  over  the 
manner  and  method  of  the  economy;  and  In  the  end  we  will 
probably  get  no  economy. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  with  the  permission  of  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming,  I  should  like  to  ask  that,  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate,  the  clerk  read  the  amendment 
prepared  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  displacing  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Wyomin|[. 

Mr.  CMAHOI^ET.  I  suggest  that  the  amendment  which 
I  sent  to  the  desk  be  stated  first,  and  then  that  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  te  stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

The  LsGisLATrvK  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  insert  in  lieu  of 
section  403,  as  amended,  the  following: 

SBC.  403.  The  Committees  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  are  hereby  directed  to  review  the  appro- 
prtation  bills  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941.  and  to  report 
on  or  before  September  1.  1940.  such  amendmenu  thereto  as  wlU 
effect  A  total  reduction  of  $500,000,000  in  the  civil  expense  of  the 
Oovemment  without  impaixing  efficiency. 

rhe  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  now  state 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  LMr. 
ByuI. 


The  LiGisLATTVE  Clerk.  It  Is  proposed  to  Insert  In  lieu  of 
section  403,  as  amended,  the  following: 

Six:.  403.  There  la  hereby  established  a  Joint  congressional  com- 
mittee to  be  composed  of  Members  of  the  Senate  who  are 

members  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations,  to  be  ap- 
pointed  by   the   President   of   the   Senate,   and   Members   of 

the  House  of  Representatives  who  are  members  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives.  A  vacancy  In  the  Jclnt  committee 
shall  not  affect  the  powers  of  the  remaining  members  to  execute 
the  functions  of  the  Joint  committee  and  shaU  be  filled  In  the 
same  manner  as  the  original  selection. 

(b)  The  Joint  committee  shall  review  House  Joint  Resolution 
544  and  all  general  appropriation  bills  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941.  and  shaU  report  to  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives  within  30  days  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act  recommendations,  with  respect  to  the  apprcprlatlcns  con- 
tained In  such  resolution  and  bills,  for  an  aggregate  reduction  of 
$500,000,000  In  such  appropriations.  Appropriations  for  national 
defense  piirposes  shall  not  be  Included  In  such  recommendations. 

(c)  The  Joint  committee,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof.  shaU 
have  power  to  hold  hearings  and  to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  as  It 
deems  advisable.  The  Joint  committee  Is  authorized  to  utilize 
the  services.  Information,  facilities,  and  personnel  of  the  depart- 
ments and  agencies  in  the  Eatecutive  branch  of  the  Government.* 

<d)  The  authority  conferred  by  this  section  shall  expire  on  the 
date  of  submission  of  the  atxjve-mentloned  recommendations  to 
the  Congress. 

Mr.  OTVIAHONEY.  Mr.  President.  I  think  this  matter  has 
been  sufBciently  discussed  so  that  it  is  clear  to  all  Senators, 
and  I  have  no  desire  to  take  further  time. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  should  like  to  ascertain  from  the  Sen- 
ator, if  I  may,  what  his  view  is  as  to  the  practical  operation 
of  the  amendment  if  it  were  enacted.  I  notice  on  the  last 
page  of  the  calendar  of  business  a  column  giving  the  status 
of  the  appropriation  bills.  I  observe  that  there  have  been 
considered  by  the  two  Houses  at  this  session  of  Congress  the 
following  appropriation  bills:  Independent  offices,  1941; 
urgent  deficiency.  1940;  Treasury  and  Post  Office,  1941;  Agri- 
cultural Appropriation  Act.  1941 ;  State.  Commerce,  and  Jus- 
tice. 1941;  first  deficiency.  1940;  Interior  Department.  1941; 
legislative,  1941;  Labor,  Federal  Security.  1941. 

There  is  being  reported  today  by  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations of  the  Senate  another  deficiency  or  emergency  bin. 

As  I  construe  the  amendment,  the  various  appropriation 
bills  which  have  already  been  considered  by  both  Houses  will 
be  referred  to  the  Appropriations  Committees,  and  if  the 
Appropriation  Committees  perform  the  duties  prescribed  by 
the  amendment  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  several  bills  to 
be  referred  to  the  usual  subcommittees  which  have  already 
made  a  study  of  them;  they  would  be  set  down  for  hearings, 
and  hearings  would  be  had  in  order  intelligently  to  revise 
the  appropriation  items  contained  in  each  bill  In  order  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  amendment. 

I  am  forced  to  the  conclusion  that  the  probability  is  that 
about  as  much  time  would  be  taken  up  in  revamping  and 
revising  the  bills  which  have  already  been  so  carefully  con- 
sidered by  both  Houses,  and  the  Appropriations  Committees 
of  lx3th  Houses,  as  was  consumed  in  the  original  consideration 
of  the  bills. 

If  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has  a  shorter  cut  toward  a 
revision  of  these  bills  so  as  to  effect  the  10  percent  or  other 
reduction  in  the  total  amount  of  appropriations  for  civil  func- 
tions. I  should  like  to  be  advised. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  necessary  for  the  committees  to  go  through  all  the  pro- 
cedure outlined  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana.  I  rather 
conceive  that,  in  the  interest  of  expeditious  action,  if  the  con- 
ferees did  not  determine  upon  a  joint  conmiittee.  as  they 
might  very  well  do,  each  of  the  committees,  by  submitting  the 
appropriation  bills  to  the  budget  ofiBcers  of  the  respective 
departments,  could  very  speedily  obtain  recommendations 
or  suggestions  from  the  departments  as  to  where  cuts  might 
most  readily  be  made. 

I  have  in  mind  very  clearly  an  action  on  the  part  of  one 
of  the  subconmiittees  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions a  couple  of  years  ago  when  the  matter  of  reducing  ex- 
I  penditures  was  under  consideration.    It  called  upon  one  of 
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the  departments  to  make  forthwith  a  suggestion  to  the  com-  ' 
mlttee  as  to  where  cuts  could  most  effectively  be  made  without 
impairing  the  efficiency  of  the  department,  and,  as  I  recall, 
the  report  was  received  by  the  committee  within  3  days. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  if  that  sutement  be  cor- 
rect, and  the  matter  would  be  handled  as  expeditiously  as 
that;  and  the  committee  would  accept  the  Budget  e;:timates 
of  reduction,  then  I  think  it  would  t>e  infinitely  preferable  to 
adopt  the  amendment  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia and  reported  by  the  committee,  requiring  a  10-percent 
reduction,  because  as  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  himself 
pointed  out  yesterday,  the  estimates  of  reduction  would  be 
made  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  submitted  to  the 
President  for  his  approval.    That  is  the  expeditious  way. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  The  whole  point  of  the  amendment  Is 
that  the  responsibility  shall  be  upon  Congress  and  the  work 
shall  be  done  by  Congress,  which  knows  what  it  wants  when 
it  makes  the  appropriations,  and  that  we  shall  not  be  obliged 
to  accept  whatever  may  be  handed  to  us  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  should  say  In  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  that  if  we  meet  our  responsibility  we  will 
not  accept  the  estimates  submitted  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  but  we  will  set  down  all  the  different  items  for  hear- 
ings again,  and  we  will  go  through  the  same  processes  under 
which  we  reported  the  original  bills.  There  is  no  escape 
from  that  conclusion. 

Certainly  the  Department  of  the  Interior  should  be  heard 
on  a  question  of  the  reduction  of  its  appropriations.  The 
State  Department  and  other  departments  of  the  Govern- 
ment shotild  also  be  heard.  They  would  be  entitled  to  hear- 
ings. We  ought  to  give  the  same  number  of  days  to  hearings, 
and  take  the  same  amount  of  testimony  as  was  presented  in 
connection  with  the  consideration  of  the  original  bills. 

Mr.  OTHAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  is  making  it  appear  unnecessarily  difficult. 
The  hearings  have  just  been  held.  We  have  the  record  of 
the  hearings.  The  various  subcommittees  now  know  upon 
what  they  acted.  I  think  it  would  be  a  comparatively 
simple  matter  for  CongreM  to  undertake  to  make  the  cut  if 
it  desired  to  do  so.  If  Congress  does  not  desire  to  give  Itself 
the  trouble  of  making  the  cut,  and  wishes — to  adopt  the 
language  which  was  suggested  by  a  Member  of  this  body 
yesterday — to  "pass  the  buck"  back  to  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  that  is  another  matter,  but  it  is  not  the  democratic 
way  of  proceeding. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  submit  to  the  learned  Senator  from 
Wyoming  that  it  is  much  more  difficult  to  cut  appropriations 
than  it  is  to  approve  them  or  to  increase  them,  and  what 
we  have  been  doing  Is  approving  or  increasing  Budget  esti- 
mates, and  when  It  comes  to  reducing  the  appropriation  we 
shall  find  that  it  is  much  more  diffictilt  and  probably  in- 
volves a  much  longer  process  than  in  preparing  and  pre- 
senting the  original  bill. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  should  like  to  address  a  question  to 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  with  respect  to  his  proposed 
amendment.  As  I  read  the  Senator's  amendment  it  provides 
for  no  limitation.  Therefore,  the  cut.  if  a  cut  should  be 
accomplished  by  the  committee,  could  be  on  the  salary  side. 
Rxed  charges  are  not  considered  in  any  respect,  or  elimi- 
nated. So  that  the  Senator's  amendment  may  afford  an 
avenue  for  a  direct  drive  at  cutting  down  salaries  of  Federal 
employees.    Am  I  correct  in  that  statement? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    I  do  not  think  that  would  follow. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  It  is  left  wide  open  to  the  committee  to 
cut  in  that  direction  Just  as  much  as  in  another;  is  that  not 
true? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Of  course,  whatever  recommendation 
is  made  would  have  to  be  made  to  the  Congress. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Why  cannot  we  make  the  recommenda- 
tion in  the  amendment? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  have  no  objection  to  a  provision  that 
it  Is  not  the  intention  to  make  any  salary  cut. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  it  is  not  the  intention  to  cut  fixed 
charges,  Including  salaries? 

Mr.  OIklAHONEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Would  the  Senator  offer  such  a  change 
to  his  own  amendment? 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  a  question.  If  he  is  not  going  to 
reduce  salaries,  how  does  he  propose  to  reduce  the  appropria- 
tion? He  is  obliged  to  recognize  that  he  must  either  reduce 
the  salaries  or  the  number  of  employees.  The  saving  the 
Senator  specifies  as  mandatory  in  his  amendment  ^^eould  r'^- 
sult  in  the  discharge  of  approximately  25.000  Federal  em- 
ployees— probably  more. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    I  do  not  think  that  foUows  at  all. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Assume  the  average  salary  is  $2,000  a 
year — that  is  too  high,  but  let  us  assimie  the  average  salary 
is  $2,000  a  year — then  as  I  understand,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  discharge  about  25,000  employees  in  order  to  effect  the 
saving  suggested. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY  Mr.  President.  I  modify  my  amend- 
ment by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  phrase: 

Provided.  That  no  reduction  of  salaries  of  Oovemment  employee* 
or  of  fixed  charges  and  trxist  funds  shall  be  reported. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  OTkf  AHONEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  How  can  the  Congress  of  today  limit  the 
action  of  the  Congress  of  tomorrow?  It  makes  no  difference 
what  provision  is  made  as  to  limitation  with  respect  to  sal- 
aries. In  any  year  when  a  bill  comes  up  a  drive  can  be  made, 
and  salaries  can  be  reduced  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  The  Senator  Is  only  saying  what  I  said 
In  response  to  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama.  In 
the  last  analysis,  the  Senate  itself  and  the  House  itself  will 
be  the  Judges  as  to  what  reductions  will  be  made. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  So  the  limitation  which  the  Senator  un- 
dertakes to  place  upon  the  authority  of  the  Congress  In  acting 
upon  the  bills  Is  a  mere  brutum  fulmcn.  It  amounts  to  twth- 
irig;  It  is  not  a  i.mltatlon  in  law  or  in  fact. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  made  the  point  In  order  to  wtlsfy 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  fMr.  McCAWRAifl  and  to  make  it 
clear  that  it  was  not  my  intention  to  reduce  salaries. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  What  is  the  Senator's  interpretation  of  "dril 
expenses"?  His  amendment  provides  for  $500,000,000  reduc- 
tion "in  the  civil  expenses  of  the  Oovemment."  What  does  he 
consider  to  be  civil  expenses? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  think  the  civil  expenses  are  non- 
military  expenses,  nondefense  expenses. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Are  they  not  the  ordinary  and  regular  ex- 
penses of  the  Government?  The  ordinary  interpretation  of 
"civil  expenses"  would  be  what  is  termed  the  "regular,  ordi- 
nary expenses."  would  it  not? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.     I  should  think  so. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Would  the  relief  appropriation  be  considered 
as  an  ordinary  expenditure? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BYRD.    That  Is  carried  In  a  separate  Joint  resolution. 

Mr.  OT^AHONEY.    That  is  not  a  defense  expense. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Would  veterans'  pensions  be  considered  a  dvll 
expense? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    Yes;  I  think  they  would  be. 

Mr.  BYRD.  And  they  would  be  subject  to  reduction  imder 
this  amendment.  Would  the  social-security  grants  be  con- 
sidered as  a  civil  expense? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  is  raising 
questions  which  were  not  passed  upon  In  connection  with  the 
amendment  which  the  Senator  sponsored  and  which  was  re- 
ported by  the  committee. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  is  in  error.  These  partlculeir 
Items  were  exempted  In  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia.  Veterans'  pensions  were  exempted  So- 
cial security  grants  were  exempted.    Agricultural  Adjustment 
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AdmlnlBtratlon  benefit  payments  to  fanners,  by  reason  of  the 
fact  that  the  contracts  had  already  been  made,  were 
exempted. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  The  purpose  Is  to  exempt  them,  and  If 
my  language  Is  not  appropriate  to  accomplish  that  purpose  I 
am  willing  to  change  it. 

Mr.  BYRD.  We  are  passing  serious  legislation.  I  want 
the  Senator  to  make  clear,  either  by  actual  language  in  his 
amendmrnt.  or  In  some  other  way.  by  explanation  to  the 
Senate,  what  he  means  by  "clvU  expense,"  He  says  he  means 
that  veterans'  pensions  are  a  civil  expenditure.  My  amend- 
ment exemptrd  veterans'  pensions.  The  social-security 
frants  to  the  States  are  certainly  a  civil  expense, 

Mr.  O'MAHONCY,  The  flenator  from  Virginia  WM  the 
sponsor  of  the  ammdrn'^t  rrporfrd  by  the  commlttc*  whleh 
exompied  Appropriations  for  ruillonal  dcfehMi,  fl^ed  chaff «•« 
and  tru^t  funds,  ly  the  ianfUa#«  of  my  amendmctit  I  take  tt 
that  all  (hrM  of  thoM  itrms  are  fiimitHi>d, 

Mr  nVttD  Why  doe^  (h«  Scnaior  so  take  HI  Th« 
»tt)PU(imptii  i1'M>«  n«H  MPitipt  ihi^     U  says  "civil  pnttfrntm," 

Mr  OMAtioNtcY  tw»>ttM>  I  havK  iht4'rf»r«t«d  "t<ivtl  M' 
IH'tiM's"  i'l  MM'rtM  K»pph*fn  whii<h  Rff  htft  tot  Mi\tmn\  (\KhnMt, 

Mr,  livun  CrtH  ihK  Hfmmr  iniffWM  kNi«lMiuin  <m  (ht 
fiiHtr  of  (ha  Humifi    UMiNiNtiott  »i)0»k»  for  luwif, 

Mr  O'MAHONKV,  f^'MhlNiUih  la  im»«i  prolad  not  only  tov 
the  iHiiNUHiiti  in  th0  bill,  but  aUu  by  the  int«rprtitAiions  whleh 
art*  announoed  upon  ihu  flour  uf  the  Senate. 

Mr.  ISYRD.  If  such  interprtfiaitunH  are  erroneous,  how- 
ever, the  lantfUMMe  of  the  bill  will  be  the  determining  factor, 
and  not  what  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  Hiiys  it  means. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  How  doeii  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
fuggest  that  the  amendment  be  modified? 

Mr,  BYRD.  I  am  not  making  a  suggestion.  I  simply  want 
to  know  what  we  are  voting  on  when  we  vote  for  the  Senator's 
amendment.  I  assume  that  he  has  given  it  consideration,  and 
that  he  Is  In  a  position  to  tell  us  exactly  what  "civil  expenses" 
mean.  I  had  to  answer  similar  questions  in  connection  with 
my  amendment.  " 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  The  Senator  from  Virginia  and  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  are  apparently  endeavoring  to  ac- 
complish the  same  purpose.  I  announced  at  the  outset  that 
I  did  not  offer  the  amendment  in  order  to  supplant  any 
amendment  which  the  Senator  from  Virginia  was  offering. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  accept  the  statement  of  the  Senator.  I 
accepted  it  earlier. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  As  I  stated,  my  purpose  in  drafting 
the  amendment  was  to  provide  that  Congress,  and  not  the 
executive  department,  should  undertake  to  make  the  reduc- 
tions. My  purpose  is  to  draw  the  language  in  such  form  that 
the  reduction  will  be  made  upon  the  items  which  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  believes  should  be  reduced. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  thank  the  Senator  very  much,  and  I  assume 
that  he  will  modify  his  amendment  accordingly,  because  the 
rwesent  language  does  not  accomplish  that  purpose. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  As  I  have  suggested  the  amendment, 
I  am  imder  the  impression  that  it  does. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  say  only  a  few 
words  with  reference  to  this  matter,  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee.  I  do  not  speak  for  the  com- 
mittee. In  fact,  I  have  not  spoken  to  any  member  of  the 
committee  about  this  amendment.  The  committee  was  in 
conference  on  the  relief  Joint  resolution  last  night  until  12 
o'clock,  and  has  l)een  busy  all  morning. 

However,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  these 
facts: 

During  the  course  of  the  debate  there  has  been  a  rather 
general  agreement  that  to  bring  about  any  large  reduction 
In  appropriations  we  should  have  to  resort  to  the  agricultural 
bill,  the  relief  bill,  and  the  bill  carrying  appropriations  for 
the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps.  Because  of  that  fact,  I 
wish  to  put  into  the  Rxcoro  the  figures  as  to  those  appro- 
priations. 

As  to  the  agricultural  bill,  the  estimate  submitted  by  the 
President  asked  for  $720,924,619.  As  the  bill  was  reported 
to  the  Senate,  it  carried  appropriations  of  $922,864,688.  As  it 
passed  the  Senate  it  carried  $922,911,213. 


When  the  bill  containing  the  appropriations  for  the  Civil- 
ian Conservation  CorjM  was  submitted,  the  estimate  submit- 
ted  by  the  President  was  for  $230,000,000.  It  was  reported  by 
the  Appropriations  Committee  at  $230,000,000.  The  Senate 
then  proceeded  to  add  $50,000,000  to  that  appropriation. 

The  relief  measure  was  submitted,  not  several  months  ago, 
but  only  last  week,  and  passed  the  Senate  only  last  Saturday 
night.  The  estimate  submitted  by  the  President  was  for 
$11 26. 055. 000.  It  wa.1  reported  to  the  Senate  by  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  at  $1,073,584,916.  When  it  came  to  the 
Senate  last  week  the  Senate,  which  now  wants  to  economize, 
added  approximately  $151,206,000. 

Therefore,  If  the  Senate  had  not  exceeded  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Appropriations  Commlttet  with  respect  to  the 
relief  mtaeurfl  and  the  Civilian  CnnM<'rvatlnn  Corps  bill,  we 
should  have  savi^d  1301,000,000.  which  is  now  dexircd  to  be 
iAVed.  Therefore,  the  fault  l«  not  with  the  ApproprlMtloni 
OofflmiHi'f,  The  billff,  as  reported,  contained  I301,000<0M 
IfSN  (hsn  they  earned  when  paseed  bt  the  Senate,  In  efTtct. 
t^e  liPimip  Maid,  "Ymi  have  fdl  4own  th9M>  apprt/prlatloni 
unwiiN'lr,    In  enercising  our  prerogative,  we  «r#  »<iini  (• 

io  fwr  M  ihe  ttiidget  estlmatM  are  9on«erned,  (he  Nmoufit 
r«<<|iie«led  by  the  t*\ ntuitiul  fnv  (he  (hree  bttis  It  I4M,TI9.000 
\ntm  than  lite  total  aiiiuunt  tjarried  in  (he  bills  as  passed  by 
the  Hktnate,  In  othtr  words,  to  understand  (he  situation,  we 
■dd«d  to  the  entlmites  liubmlitdd  by  the  President  MM.> 
000,000,  which  U  the  amount  we  have  been  dtscuMing  at 
desirable  to  save  at  the  present  time, 

With  that  statement,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  permission  to 
Insert  in  the  RKcoio  at  this  point  a  statement  showing  the 
exact  figures  with  regard  to  the  bills  I  have  t>een  discussing. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

AGUCTTLTURI  BOX 

KBtlmates  _. S720.  B24.  619 

Reported  to  Senate ...«..» 922.  864,  688 

Passed  Senate 922. 911, 213 

BXLIXr    MCASUSX 

fttlmates 1.  126.  055.  000 

Reported  to  Senate — 1,  073.  584.  916 

Passed  Senate _ 1,224,791.357 

C.  C.  C.  IK  LABOR  BOX 

Estiraates 230.  000.  000 

Reported  to  Senate 230.  000,  000 

Passed  Senate 280.000.000 

Mr.  BYRNES.  If  the  Congress,  through  legislation,  should 
ask  the  Appropriations  Committee  to  review  these  bills  and 
to  consider  reductions  In  all  matters  which  are  not  essential 
for  military  and  naval  purposes,  that  can  be  done.  The  com- 
mittee might  be  of  the  same  opinion  it  was  last  week  about 
the  relief  joint  resolution  when  it  reported  a  measure  carry- 
ing $130,000,000  less  than  the  amotmt  fixed  by  the  Senate  last 
Saturday  night. 

The  Senate  Appropriations  Committee  has  no  objection  to 
recommending  reductions,  but  its  members  exercised  the  best 
judgment  they  had  when  they  reported  the  bills  to  the  Senate. 
The  Senate  added  a  sulistantial  amount;  and  a  week  after  it 
increased  the  amount  it  now  says,  "We  want  you  to  go  back 
and  review  those  bills  and  tell  us  how  we  can  cut  them."  My 
only  objection  is  that  there  is  no  way  by  which  we  can 
provide  that  the  Senate  shall  not  proceed  to  add  more  money 
to  what  the  Appropriations  Committee  reports,  if  it  should 
make  another  report  and  recommend  certain  reductions. 

It  is  now  proposed  that  the  Senate  shall  say,  "We  have 
acted  on  these  bills.  We  added  $450,000,000  more  than  you 
recommended.  We  know  we  were  wrong,  and  we  want  you 
to  go  back  and  cut  it  out."  If  the  Appropriations  Committee 
is  given  the  power  to  make  reductions  which  will  stand,  the 
committee  can  do  so:  but  if  we  are  merely  to  reiterate  the 
recommendations  previously  made.  I  am  afraid  we  shall  not 
make  much  headway. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  in  Just  a  moment. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  would  seriously 
advocate  such  a  course.   I  do  not  intend  to  offer  an^  amend- 
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ment.  I  am  simply  calling  attention  to  the  facts  and  saying 
that.  If  there  is  any  way  by  which  the  Congress  can  empower 
the  Appropriation.*  Committee  to  legislate  on  the  subject  and 
cut  out  $450,000,000,  it  will  be  cut  out.  But  If  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  Is  merely  to  report,  we  must  be  fair  with 
ourselves  and  with  the  country  and  say  that  many  difUcultles 
are  involved. 

A  moment  ago  I  mentioned  the  matter  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  (Mr,  RosseilI,  who  had  charge  of  the  agricultural 
appropriation  bill.  In  an  effort  to  determine  what  commit- 
ments had  been  made  \'ith  reference  to  parity  payments.  If 
anything  of  this  kind  Is  to  be  done,  it  certainly  otight  to  be 
done  before  commitments  are  made,  bereui^f  (he  Approprla- 
tion.s  Committer  cannot,  on  the  1st  of  Stptfmber,  after  con- 
tracts are  made,  make  a  report  as  to  how  to  effect  a  reduction 
of  MAO,000,000  Departments  are  nwum\fp6  to  make  con* 
fraets  for  construrtioti  and  for  uthrr  purport'*.  After  they 
liBVf  made  itteh  eontracU  it  to  very  diffK'uit  to  cangfl  ttmn. 
We  mMy  tm  r\n  salaries  and  we  mev  ihh  vif(lNl«<  <«or>(fiM«tN, 
Thai  hf'iMM  i'tuc.  I  know  th«t  the  Menaie  will  ^  iitit  enough  l« 
fMiliMe  I  he  difliiiuUies  undti'  whu<h  ¥n>  would  laboTi 

ir  It  Is  desired  to  follow  the  nA^tMi  Hiegested,  a*  of»e  mPmWf 
of  the  AppropiiNiuiHti  Committed'  I  »hMli  do  my  best  (o  eoop> 
tnit*.  I  hope  (he  Meimtor  from  Wyoming  iMr,  o'MAMupfgvi, 
who  Is  alwayk  eneinetie,  mgy  toe  made  ihaiiman  ut  kurh  a 
cotumUice,  and  (hat  my  friend  iront  Muiyluml  iMt  TvpinoaI 
may  be  a  membsr  of  (he  eommlttee,  I  should  oooptnaif  with 
them  In  an  effort  to  bring  about  a  reduction  of  $460,000  000. 
If  there  wire  any  way  In  which  such  a  cut  could  b<'  made  to 
ftiek,  the  desired  reciult  might  be  accomplished.  However, 
after  the  committee  has  brought  back  its  report,  the  recom- 
mendation must  come  before  the  Senate  and  the  House:  and 
various  Members  of  Congress  will  say.  "You  made  the  cut  In 
the  wrong  place.  If  you  had  c\:t  ov^r  here,  we  would  be 
entirely  satisfied  with  it."  There  would  be  strong  objection 
to  a  cut  in  the  parity  payments,  or  in  the  appropriations  of 
the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  a  most  popular  organiza- 
tion*— 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Do  not  forget  the  Federal  Surplus 
Commodities  Corporation. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Only  last  Saturday  afternoon  three- 
fourths  of  the  Senate  voted  in  favor  of  adding  $100,000,000 
for  the  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation,  and  by  a  vote  in- 
structed its  conferees  to  stand  by  the  increase.  Last  night, 
when  I  hope  some  Senators  were  asleep,  the  amt>assadors 
representing  the  Senate  were  fighting  to  demand  that  the 
House  agree  to  add  $100,000,000  for  which  there  was  no 
Budget  ftoUmate,  $100,000,000  more  than  the  Appropriations 
Committee  wanted.  The  hour  of  midnight  found  us  fighting 
to  stand  by  the  action  of  the  Senate.  It  Is  now  proposed  that 
the  Senate  say.  "We  did  not  mean  it.  We  want  you  to  take 
back  all  those  bills  and  cut  $450,000,000  out  of  them." 

Mr.  RUSSELL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  Is 
seeking  a  stipulation  that  the  action  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  shall  be  binding  and  final.  I  hope  he  will  also 
include  a  stipulation  that  the  Approprations  Committee  shall 
•  not  be  subjected  to  the  ridicule  and  abuse  sometimes  heaped 
dn  our  heads  when  we  recommend  reductions  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Otir  spirits  are  aU  right,  but  our  bodies  are 
bruised  and  broken.  [  Laughter.  1  We  have  been  rxm  over  so 
many  times  that  that  is  our  normal  condition.  We  expect  it, 
and  we  are  seldom  disappointed.  As  a  Senator  suggests,  it  is 
a  "natural  gait."  We  know,  when  we  report  reductions,  what 
win  happen  to  us.  TTierefore,  we  are  not  complaining.  If 
we  are  to  bring  In  a  recommendation  in  September,  or  at  the 
conclusion  of  any  recess  of  Congress,  and  then  the  recommen- 
dation is  to  be  disregarded,  that  is  all  right.  I  only  should 
like  to  make  sure  that  there  is  no  way  by  which  it  could  be 
added  to. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  and  Mr.  TYDINGS  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDEarr  pro  tempore.  Etoes  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  yield;  and  if  so.  to  \i^om? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 


Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President.  T  wish  to  suggest  that  If 
the  amendment  were  adopted,  and  the  matter  were  referred 
to  a  committee  composed  of  three  members  of  the  Senate  Ap- 
propriations Committee  and  three  members  of  the  House 
Appropriations  Committee,  as  I  believe  the  amendment  pro- 
vides, there  would  have  to  be  hearings,  and  the  executive 
department  would  be  the  only  one  to  advise  as  to  where  ap- 
propriations could  be  cut.  anyway.  So  it  seems  to  me  that 
to  give  the  authority  to  the  President  to  make  the  rcductiona 
would  be  tx>tter  than  fubmittinc  the  matter  to  a  eommtttrc, 
because  the  two  subcommilleci  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittees provided  for  by  the  amendment  would  undoubtedly 
haVe  to  go  to  the  exacutlve  departfflf^nt  and  ascertain  what 
they  thought  could  be  saved.  Miid  act  upon  that  recommenda- 
tion. Instead  of  going  about  It  a  roundabtKit  way.  the  Com- 
miiUH*  on  AptrropriMltrins  haHilf  done  its  h^ni  in  th<*  m>«ti««r 
already,  why  not  adopt  an  •mtfidmenl  lUtliotlaihg  th« 
l^eeldent  l«  make  sueh  rediKtions  as  he  nan? 

Mr  MYMNIM.  The  pitfp<«s^  Msi^d  by  the  Henafor  frdm 
Wr'imirig  WM  Wt  avoid  tt(«  delegaiion  of  power  id  ihf 
••fM  dent, 

Ml,  UIMAMOfflBY,    Mr,  FrMUMit,  Wilt  (tut  ienatof  yl«Ulf 

Mr,  MYMNIW,  I  wilt  yield  In  a  m^iment  I  realige  thai 
itutf*  tuts  been  m  mu4ih  diseuMiion  on  this  itueetion  (hat  I 
should  not  lake  murh  time  un  it,  but,  of  ooursii,  tiie  i^teidfitl 
has  the  (wiwtir.  Mt^mbeiii  of  the  Mena(«  mv  itw  FrfiUlifil 
will  not  eaerclse  the  power,  but  It  must  be  ial4  In  behalf  of 
the  President  that  the  flgurea  show  In  three  nonmilitary  or 
nondefense  bills  we  have  added  M&0,OCO,OUO  to  the  amount 
asked  for  by  the  President. 

What  occurred  was  that  the  President  last  September. 
believing,  as  he  did,  that  the  Nation  should  spend  more  for 
national  defense,  added  to  the  estimates  in  the  case  of  all 
bills  providing  for  national  defense  and  reduced  the  esti- 
mates for  bills  providing  for  civil  functions  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

If  we  look  back  4  months  or  5  months  or  6  months  ago.  we 
will  remember  that  when  the  Budget  was  submitted  there 
were  two  criticisms.  One  was  that  the  President  was  un- 
necessarily alarmed  about  the  Army  and  Navy  appropria- 
tions and  was  proposing  that  they  be  increased  to  a  figure 
higher  than  was  justified.  The  other  criticism  was  that  the 
President,  in  adding  to  them  l)ecause  of  his  interest  in  in- 
creased appropriations  for  the  national  defense,  had  done 
It  at  the  expense  of  the  farmer  and  at  the  expense  of  those 
on  relief,  and  it  was  intimated  that  the  Congress  would  add 
to  the  agricultural  bill  and  add  to  the  relief  bill,  and  deduct 
the  amounts  added  from  the  estimates  for  national  defense. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  will  yield  when  I  finish  the  statement. 
As  chairman  of  the  naval  appropriations  sut)committee.  I 
knew  that  sentiment  existed  to  such  an  extent  in  the  Senate 
that  I  would  not  report  and  did  not  report  the  naval  bill 
imtil  there  was  considerable  activity  across  the  water  and 
there  was  an  invasion  of  Norway,  Then,  when  the  naval 
bill  was  reported,  the  Senate  came  to  the  same  view  the 
President  had  in  Decemtier.  and  the  naval  bill  was  passed 
without  a  dissenting  vote;  but  I  then  knew,  as  I  know  now. 
that  so  long  as  some  of  the  best  Members  of  the  Senate 
with  whom  I  have  been  associated  talked  about  the  war  beins 
a  "phony"  war  and  entertained  the  Idea  that  the  President 
had  delil)erately  reduced  the  estimates  for  agriculture  and 
relief,  they  were  determined  to  cut  appropriations  for  the 
Army  and  the  Navy.  We  could  not  have  passed  the  billion- 
dollar  appropriation  bill  for  the  Navy  1  month  before  it  was 
passed. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  very  much  interested  in  the  earlier 
observations  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  He  haa 
stated  more  comprehensively  and  thoroughly  end  with  more 
point  what  is  likely  to  happen  if  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  shall  be  adnted.  I  do  not  feel 
that  it  would  be  worth  the  effort  of  the  committee  proposed 
to  be  set  up  unless  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senatcnr 
from  Wyoming  authorized  the  Appropriations  Committee  to 
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the  cut',  and  then  there  was  a  rule  or  a  prohibition  that 

the  Senate  must  vote  the  recommendation  either  up  or  down. 
If  it  were  allowed  to  be  amended  on  the  floor.  It  would  be  a 
futile  and  wasted  effort.  The  only  way  this  saving  can  be 
made,  if  the  Senate  wants  It  to  be  made,  is  to  have  the  com- 
mittees go  over  It  and  Anally  ascertain  where  the  savings  can 
be  made,  and  then  bring  the  report  on  the  floor  and  either 
vote  it  up  or  vote  it  down.  If  we  do  not  do  that,  the  whole 
thing  will  go  for  naught. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY  and  Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  addressed  the 
chair. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  I  am  very  glad  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  has  made  the  observations  which  he  has  just  con- 
cluded. I  agree  completely  with  what  he  has  said  with 
respect  to  the  relation  of  the  legislative  branch  to  the  execu- 
tive branch  with  respect  to  these  appropriations.  The 
charge  of  waste  has  been  made  repeatedly  against  the  Presi- 
dent by  persons  who  ought  to  know  that  the  President  from 
the  beginning  has  been  endeavoring  to  keep  appropriations 
down.  We  have  had  numerous  examples  of  exactly  what  the 
Senator  has  said,  notably  the  passage  of  the  W.  P.  A.  bill 
by  this  body  a  few  days  ago.  I  suppose  no  appropriation 
measure  acted  on  by  the  Congress  is  subjected  to  more  criti- 
cism than  that  bill,  including  criticism  by  Members  of  Con- 
gress when  they  go  out  upon  the  jxjlitical  stump,  but  when  the 
time  comes  to  vote  upon  it  the  bill  is  passed  without  opposi- 
tion. The  relief  bill  was  passed  upon  this  floor  within  a  week 
without  a  single  vote  having  been  cast  against  it:  the  appro- 
priation bill  for  W.  P.  A.  a  year  ago  was  passed  in  this  body 
by  unanimous  vote,  and  there  were  only  23  votes  cast  against 
It  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

So.  Mr.  President,  to  pass  anything  in  this  body  which 
attempts  to  place  the  responsibility  for  cutting  expenditures 
upon  the  Executive  when  the  responsibility  is  ours  seems  to 
me  to  be  utterly  wrong.  My  position  is  that  if  we  want  to 
reduce  expenditures,  if  we  want  to  talk  about  the  effective- 
ness of  democracy,  let  us  see  that  the  legislative  body  in  the 
democratic  manner  shall  undertake  the  work. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BYRNES.    1  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  what  he  thinks  of  the  practicability  of  making 
a  straight  cut  of  10  percent  in  all  items  of  appropriation 
except  trust  funds  and  those  to  cover  fixed  charges? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  That  is  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  fr<Mn 
Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  with  one  or  two  exceptions  with  relation 
to  pensions,  salaries,  and  other  items.  It  can  be  done;  there 
is  no  doubt  about  that.  I  think  the  language  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  would  cover  that,  except- 
ing, as  it  does,  fixed  charges  and  trust  funds.  Of  course.  I 
understand  that  after  it  was  offered  there  was  some  agree- 
ment that  it  should  not  include  salaries.  The  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives  can  do  it  if  they  wish  to  reduce  the 
salaries. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  If  it  should  be  done  it  could  be  done  by 
a  committee. 

-    Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  wish  to  conclude  my  remarks  by  saying 
that  I  have  no  feeling  about  this  matter  at  all.  I  simply 
wanted  to  make  the  statement  I  have  about  the  action  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  let  me  ask 
him  a  question? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  approriation  bills  which  have  been 
enacted  are  now  the  law.  Does  the  Senator  believe  that 
Congress  by  authorizing  or  attempting  to  authorize  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  of  the  two  Houses  to  cut  from  the  appro- 
priations which  are  now  the  law  can  bring  about  a  repeal  of 
those  appropriations  to  the  extent  that  a  committee  might 
In  the  future  decide  to  cut  them  without  in  anj  way  having 
the  two  Houses  pass  upon  the  matter  again?  Suppose  the 
Appropriations  Committee  decided  to  cut  some  item  of  appro- 


priation from  the  Interior  Department  appropriation  bill  or 
the  state  Department  appropriation  bill  or  the  appropriation 
bill  for  any  other  department,  and  the  department  said  "Con- 
gress has  appropriated  this  money;  it  is  already  the  law  and 
we  will  not  recognize  the  act  of  the  committee  in  telling  U5 
we  cannot  spend  it." 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  do  not  see  any  practical  way  by  which  It 
can  be  done  except  by  the  President  exercising  the  power  he 
has  to  withhold  expenditures,  which  he  can  do  and  which  he 
ought  to  do,  and  which  I  hope  he  will  do  as  to  many  of  the 
appropriations  of  this  character. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,  Mr.  President,  as  a  Senator  who 
in  the  Finance  Committee  was  an  ardent  supporter  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Virgrinia  [Mr.  Byrd],  and 
who  intended  to  support  it  on  this  fioor.  it  seems  to  me,  in 
view  of  the  action  of  the  Senate  yesterday  on  the  Barkley 
amendment  and  on  the  Tydings  substitute,  that  the  straight- 
forward, eflBclent,  and  honest  thing  for  the  Senate  to  do  Is 
simply  to  vote  down  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia in  any  form,  because,  to  my  mind,  the  two  votes  yes- 
terday on  the  Barkley  amendment  and  the  Tydings  sub- 
stitute were  an  affirmative  declaration  by  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  that  they  did  not  intend  to  do  anything  effi- 
cient In  the  way  of  economy  or  in  trying  to  piece  out  by 
economy  the  taxes  which  it  Is  necessary  to  raise  in  this 
emergency. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  see  how  any  other  conclusion  can 
be  reached.  To  adopt  the  amendment  in  its  presenf  form, 
with  the  word  "directed"  stricken  out,  is  simply  to  make  a 
gesture,  and  a  misleading  and  a  dishonest  gesture,  to  the 
American  people,  seeking  to  lead  the  American  people  into 
the  view  that  Congress  has  done  something  in  the  direction  of 
economy,  when  every  Senator  knows  that  is  not  true,  because 
simply  to  authorize  the  President  to  effect  economies  is  to 
authorize  him  to  do  something  which  he  already  has  complete 
power  to  do.  It  does  not  confer  any  additional  Jiu'isdiction 
whatever  upon  the  President  of  the  United  States.  There- 
fore I  say  it  can  only  have  the  effect  of  a  misleading  gesture 
to  the  country  to  the  effect  that  Congress  has  taken  some 
steps  in  the  interest  of  economy,  which  as  a  matter  of  fact  it 
has  not  taken. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  The  Senator  from  Missouri  is  one  of 
the  ablest  Senators  we  have. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  And  ordinarily  I  pay  a  great  deal  of 
attention  to  what  he  says;  but  the  amendment  as  it  is  now 
written  provides  as  follows: 

The  President  Ls  hereby  authorized — 

The  words  "and  directed"  have  been  stricken  out 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    He  already  has  the  authority 
without  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  know;  but — 

The  President  Is  hereby  authorized  to  reduce  appropriations  for 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941  (except  appropriations  for  national  defense,  fixed 
charges,  and  trust  funds),  in  such  manner  that  the  total  amount 
of  such  reductions  shall  not  be  less  than  10  percent  of  the  total 
amount  of  the  appropriations  affected.  Such  reductions  in  appro- 
priations shall  be  impounded  and  returned  to  the  Treasury. 

This  Is  not  only  a  direct  authorization  but  a  direct  request 
of  the  Congress  to  the  President  to  make  these  reductions  if 
it  is  possible.    It  is  all  l)efore  him. 

These  other  appropriations  are  the  law.  The  expenditure 
of  many  of  the  appropriations  may  have  been  already  au- 
thorized, and,  of  course,  they  cannot  be  cut;  but  this  amend- 
ment calls  the  President's  attention  to  the  matter,  gives  him 
the  direct  authority,  and  tells  him  what  to  do.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve President  Roosevelt  or  any  other  President  of  this  Re- 
public, when  a  law  like  that  is  passed,  is  going  to  fail  to  do 
his  duty  to  the  utmost.  I  believe  the  amendment — section 
403,  as  amended — will  bring  about  the  highest  possible  reduc- 
tion of  expenditures  that  we  shall  get  for  the  year  1941. 
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Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that 
In  the  many  years  during  which  I  have  known  and  admired 
and  loved  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  I  have  never  seen 
him  give  such  an  exhibition  of  credulity  as  the  expression  of 
the  idea  that  this  amendment.  In  its  present  form,  is  any- 
thing except  a  mere  empty  gesture,  because  the  President 
already  has  authority  to  withhold  appropriations  if  he  wants 
to  do  so.  To  request  him  to  do  so.  as  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee terms  it,  is  simply  to  "pass  the  buck"  to  the  President. 

If  we  pass  a  mandatory  provision  of  law  directing  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  to  effect  this  economy,  and  the 
President  of  the  United  States  signs  the  law— and  it  cannot 
become  law  without  his  signature,  because  nobody  has  any 
idea  of  passing  such  a  provision  over  his  veto — if  Congress 
passes  such  a  mandatory  provision  and  the  President  signs 
It.  it  then  becomes  the  law  of  the  land,  and  it  becomes  the 
President's  duty  to  carry  it  out.  It  is  not  a  question  of  the 
delegation  of  legislative  authority.  It  is  not  a  question  of 
"buck  passing."  But  for  Congress  simply  to  write  a  letter  to 
the  President  and  say.  "Please.  Mr.  President,  won't  you 
look  over  the  thing  and  exercise  an  authority  that  you  al- 
ready have?"  Is  purely  and  simply  an  empty  gesture  In  the 
Interest  of  economy. 

Now,  let  us  come  to  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  CMahoneyI. 

Mr.  SMITH.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missoiu-i.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  have  listened  to  this  debate,  and  I  should 
Uke  to  have  someone  who  has  the  facts  tell  me  what  appro- 
priations can  be  affected  by  the  Byrd  amendment. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missoiui.  The  appropriations  for  the  next 
fiscal  year. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  know;  but  what  do  they  consist  of?  What 
Is  included  in  the  effect  of  the  Byrd  amendment? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  That  question  was  discussed  yes- 
terday by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  and  other  Senators  at 
much  greater  length  than  I  possibly  could  discuss  it.  I  did 
desire  to  proceed  very  briefly  to  consider  the  proposition  of 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming.  The  Senator  from  Virginia,  of 
course,  will  be  very  glad  to  explain  precisely  the  effect  of  his 
amendment  before  it  was  emasculated  by  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Very  well.  I  want  to  get  those  facts,  because 
they  might  persuade  me  to  have  something  to  say  about  this 
matter. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  referred  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  as  having  emasculated  some 
other  amendment. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  As  having  emasculated  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  re- 
ported from  the  Finance  Committee  with  only  four  dissenting 
votes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Is  that  the  amendment  which  struck 
out  the  word  "directed"? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Yes;  that  is  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  I 
voted  for  the  Barkley  amendment.  The  reason  why  I  voted 
for  it  was  because  I  regard  it  as  beyond  the  proper  power  of 
Congress  to  direct  the  President  to  do  anything. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator 
will  permit  me  right  at  that  point,  of  course  it  is  a  very 
common  thing  to  find  this  expression  even  in  drafts  of  legis- 
lation sent  up  from  the  executive  departments  and  sup- 
ported by  the  President  himself.  Nothing  is  more  common 
than  the  expression,  "The  President  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed";  and,  as  far  as  I  know,  the  question  of  the 
authority  of  Congress  to  do  that  has  never  before  been 
raised. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  had  always  thought  that  each  of  the 
three  branches  of  the  Government  bad  its  own  duties,  deflned 


imder  the  Constitution;  and  in  the  exercise  of  the  Executive 
function  I  do  not  regard  It  as  within  the  province  of  the  Con- 
gress to  direct  the  President  to  do  anything. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  But,  Mr.  President,  this  Is  ft 
legislative  function.  In  addition  to  being  the  Executive, 
the  President  is  also  part  of  the  legislative  branch  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  We  do  not  expect  the  President  to  come 
up  here  and  perform  the  functions  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    He  frequently  has. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Probably  so;  but  if  he  should  undertake 
to  do  so.  according  to  my  view,  I  would  resist  it.  It  is  not* 
the  President's  fimction  to  tell  the  courts  how  to  decide 
cases,  as  I  have  heretofore  indicated  In  certain  instances.  If 
we  are  to  expect  the  ExecuUve  to  respect  our  functions,  it  is 
our  duty  to  respect  his  functions.  What  could  we  do  about 
the  matter  If  he  did  not  do  it?  All  we  can  do  is  to  request 
him  to  do  it.  If  the  President  did  not  do  it.  the  Congress 
could  do  nothing  about  it. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  the  Congress  passes  a  law. 
and  the  President  signs  it,  and  it  becomes  a  law  of  the 
United  States,  directing  the  President  to  do  something,  and 
he  does  not  do  it,  it  Is  like  any  other  failure  on  the  part  of 
any  individual  oflBcer  to  perform  his  sworn  duty. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  I  were  President  of  the  United  States. 
I  would  not  sign  any  such  bill. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  That  would  be  the  privilege  of 
the  Senator  if  he  were  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
the  Senator  might  be  and  which  I  would  be  glad  to  see. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  do  not  anticipate  ever  being  President 
or  Vice  President.  Fortunately,  the  little  bug  has  not  3ret 
stung  me  that  has  deranged  so  many  minds  and  so  many 
ambitions. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  am  sure  no  bug  ever  stimg  the 
Senator  which  could  for  a  moment  impair  his  majestic  intel- 
lect or  disturb  his  impressive  dignity. 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Virginia. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Texas 
to  the  fact  that  frequently  the  word  "shall"  is  used  in  con- 
nection with  the  President.  We  provide,  in  various  acts  of 
Congress,  that  the  President  shall  do  so  and  so. 

Take  the  case  of  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939.  It  provides 
that  whenever  the  President,  or  Congress  by  concurrent  reso- 
lution, shall  find  a  certain  state  of  facts  to  exist,  the  Presi- 
dent shall  issue  a  proclamation  naming  the  states  involved. 
It  provides  that  he  shall  from  time  to  time,  by  proclamation, 
name  other  states  as  and  when  they  become  involved  in  war. 
The  same  language  was  used  in  the  Reorganization  Act. 

"Shall"  is  just  as  effective  as  "direct."  If  there  is  any 
objection  to  the  word  "direct,"  as  used  in  my  amendment,  I 
shall  be  very  glad,  indeed,  to  substitute  the  word  "shall."  It 
is  frequently  used. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  now  desire 
briefly  to  advert  to  the  substitute  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  [Mr.  O'MahomitI.  That  also  seems  to  me  to 
be  an  empty  gesture. 

It  has  been  suggested  here  that  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee be  instructed  to  report  not  later  than  the  1st  of  Janu- 
ary 1941.  Of  course,  we  know  that  by  the  1st  of  January 
1941  half  of  the  fiscal  year  will  have  passed;  and  also  by  the 
1st  of  January  1941  appropriations  for  the  next  fiscal  year 
will  be  coming  over  from  the  House  for  consideration,  and  to 
ask  the  Appropriations  Committee  to  wait  until  the  1st  of 
January  1941.  and  then  come  in  here  and  report  a  system 
of  economy,  with  the  fiscal  year  already  half  passed,  which 
m  itself  would  be  subject  to  amendment,  is  to  ask  the  Appro- 
priations Committee  to  do  an  absolutely  futile  thing. 

Another  suggestion  was  made  that  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee be  required  to  report  not  later  than  the  1st  of  Septem- 
ber 1940.  That  suggestion  might  have  some  effect  if  we  had 
any  assurance  that  the  leadership  in  the  Congress  will  not 
be  successful  in  its  annoimced  endeavor   to  adjourn  the 
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Congress  before  the  1st  of  September  1940.  In  other  words, 
the  Appropriations  Committee  might  go  through  the  labor  of 
preparing  recommendations  for  economy,  and  be  forced  to  re- 
port to  Congress  after  the  Congress  had  adjourned  sine  die. 

It  reminds  me  of  an  Incident  which  took  place  in  the  Mis- 
aouri  Legislature  when  my  father  was  the  majority  leader  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  Missouri.  There  used  to  be 
a  Republican  in  the  legislature  in  those  days  who  rejoiced  in 
the  name  of  "Fire  Alarm  Piannagan,"  who  was  always  "view- 
ing with  alarm"  some  activity  of  the  State  government  and 
always  Introducing  resolutions  to  investigate  those  various 
*  activities.  Finally,  he  Introduced  a  resolution  to  investigate 
the  administration  of  the  insane  asylum  over  at  Fulton.  By 
that  time  my  father  was  pretty  tired  of  'Fire  Alarm's"  activ- 
ities; so  he  took  Flannagan's  resolution  and  struck  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause,  and  appointed  "Fire  Alarm  Flanna- 
gan"  a  committee  of  one  to  go  over  and  investigate  the  insane 
-  asylum,  pay  his  own  expenses,  and  report  back  after  the  leg- 
islature adjourned  sine  die.  (Laughter.]  So  I  greatly  fear 
that  the  substitute  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  would  sim- 
ply be  another  empty  gesture  to  try  to  assure  the  country  that 
Congress  had  done  something  in  the  interest  of  economy 
when,  in  fact,  they  had  actually  accomplished  nothing. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming. 

Mr.  OTklAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sure  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  does  not  act  upon  the  Mis- 
souri precedent. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  am  not  so  certain.  I  have 
seen  some  precedents  here  very  closely  equivalent  to  the 
action  which  took  place  in  Missouri,  and  I  greatly  fear  that 
that  exact  situation  might  exist  if  we  adopted  the  substitute 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming,  holding  ourselves  out 
to  the  country  as  having  accomplished  something  for  econ- 
omy, and  then  the  leadership  succeeded  In  adjourning  the 
Congress  t)efore  the  committee  could  report. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  we  can  get  to  a 
vote  on  the  pending  amendment,  consideration  of  which  has 
taken  2  days  of  the  time  of  the  Senate.  If  we  can  get  this 
matter  settled,  perhaps  we  can  conclude  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  this  afternoon.  If  not,  I  hope  that  we  will  remain 
In  session  tonight  until  we  finish  the  consideration  of  the 
bUl. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  rMr.  Minton  In  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  tMr.  OT^ahonby]  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  for  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  LiGiSLATivi  CLotK.  In  lieu  of  section  403,  as  amended. 
It  is  proposed  to  Insert  the  following: 

Sk:  403.  The  Committee  on  Appropriatlona  of  the  Senate 
»nd  House  of  Representatives  are  hereby  directed  to  review  the 
appropriation  bills  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941  and 
to  report  on  or  before  September  1.  1940,  such  amendments 
thereto  as  will  effect  a  total  reduction  of  t500.000.000  in  the  civil 
expense  of  the  Government  without  impairing  efflclency :  Provided. 
That  no  reduction  of  salaries  of  govemmenUl  employees  or  of 
&zed  charges  and  trust  funds  shall  be  reported. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question? 

Mr.  GTklAHGNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  Upon  the  submission  of  the  report,  will  it 
automatically  be  vitalized,  and  so  effect  a  reduction  of  $500.- 
000,000:  or  will  it  require  affirmative  action  upon  the  part  of 
the  Executive  or  of  the  Congress? 

Mr.  0*MAHONEY.  It  would  require  action  by  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  KINO.  Obviously.  Suppose  Congress  shall  not  be 
In  session,  then,  and  shall  not  be  in  session  tin  til  the  next 
fiscal  or  calendar  year?    When  would  any  reduction  recom- 


mended be  effective  if  there  should  be  a  favorable  report  by 
the  committee? 

Mr.  OTblAHCNEY.  I  am  assuming  that  Congress  will  be 
In  session.  Of  course.  If  it  were  not  in  session,  then  Con- 
gress could  not  act  upon  the  matter  until  the  regular  session 
in  January  or  until  a  special  session  met. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  have  such  a  high  regard  for 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  that  any  suggestion  from  him 
arrests  my  attention  and  usually  commands  my  support.  I  am 
not  certain  as  to  the  benefits  which  might  be  derived  if  his 
amendment  were  adopted.  It  is  impossible  to  determine  just 
what  the  effects  will  be  if  a  numljer  of  suggested  amendments 
are  enacted  into  law.  No  one  can  foretell  what  amount  of 
revenue  will  be  derived  from  the  bill  if  enacted  into  law,  or 
what  taxes  should  be  imposed  in  order  to  meet  the  situation 
in  which  our  country  finds  Itself.  Much  as  we  may  desire  to 
be  realistic  and  to  frame  revenue  measures  along  prudent, 
just,  and  indeed  scientific  lines,  we  are  beset  with  such  un- 
certainty as  to  make  It  almost  impossible  to  pursue  that 
course.  We  cannot  ignore  the  chaotic  and  dangerous  con- 
ditions prevailing  in  the  world  today.  We  cannot  determine, 
as  I  have  indicated,  the  amoimt  of  revenue  which  must  be 
collected,  and  the  form  of  taxes  which  must  be  imposed,  in 
order  to  meet  the  imperative  demands  of  the  Government. 
We  are  not  an  isolated  unit ;  we  may  not  frame  our  tax  laws, 
based  solely  UF>on  domestic  needs,  in  a  period  when  there  is 
lacking  a  reasonable  degree  of  sanity  and  peace  in  the  world, 
and  when  our  entire  economy  is  profoundly  dlsturl)ed. 

When  the  world  is  on  fire  our  legislation  may  not  ignore 
the  conflagration  and  be  limited  exclusively  to  domestic 
peacetime  conditions.  It  Is  admitted  by  all  that  our  reve- 
nues must  be  greatly  increased,  thus  imposing  an  increas- 
ingly heavy  burden  upon  the  American  people.  Only  a  few 
years  ago  the  expenditures  of  the  Government  did  not  ex- 
ceed $1,000,000,000.  For  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30  of 
this  year  our  expenditures  will,  in  my  opinion,  be  in  excess 
of  $9,000,000,000.  What  they  will  be  for  the  coming  year 
it  is  impossible  to  determine.  It  is  certain  that  with  the 
demands  for  national  preparedness  there  will  be  a  very 
great  increase  in  national  expenditures. 

It  would  be  unrealistic  to  talk  about  balancing  the  Budget 
within  the  next  2  or  3  years;  Indeed,  there  are  many  stu- 
dents of  our  economy  and  our  national  trends.  Including 
world  conditions,  who  foresee  a  long  period  of  Increasing 
expenditures  which  will  result  in  greater  deficits  for  an  in- 
definite period.  However,  conditions  such  as  those  con- 
fronting our  country  today  demand  that  reasonable  efforts 
shall  be  made  to  preserve  the  financial  strength  and  In- 
tegrity of  the  Government.  A  peril  to  all  governments  Is 
Inflation.  The  national  credit  must  be  maintained,  and  to 
that  end  every  possible  step  should  be  taken  which  would 
prevent  inflation,  or  arouse  apprehensions  that  the  finan- 
cial strength  of  the  Government  may  be  undermined.  Sen- 
ators are  familiar  with  the  dangers  of  inflation— the  inevi- 
table consequences  that  flow  from  a  persistent  and  long- 
continued  unbalanced  Budget. 

When  world  conditions  interrupt  or  destroy  international 
trade  and  commerce,  the  economic  and  industrial  founda- 
tions of  commimities  and  nations  are  weakened  and  often 
destroyed.  We  may  not.  for  the  moment,  experience  the 
effect  of  commotions  in  other  parts  of  the  world,  but  sooner 
or  later  most  serious  repercussions  will  follow  and  the  eco- 
nomic and  business  life  of  the  people  be  materially  affected. 
We  must  not  permit  emotionalism  or  hysteria  or  fears  to 
affect  our  Judgment  or  lead  to  the  adoption  of  unsound 
measures  of  a  domestic  nature,  or  those  which  fall  within  the 
category  of  international  relations.  As  I  have  stated,  we  are 
part  of  the  world.  We  cannot  live  to  ourselves  alone  as 
much  as  many  might  desire.  We  must  not  embark  upon  an 
uncharted  sea  in  the  matter  of  expenditures,  nor  in  oiur 
international  poUcies,  We  must  have  an  objective  and  not 
be  swerved  by  hysteria  or  fears  from  the  path  of  safety  and 
of  honor.  I  recognize  as  all  do  that  being  a  part  of  the 
world  we  owe  something  to  the  world  and  -the  world  owes 
something  to  us. 
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Primarily  cur  duty  Is  to  our  families,  to  our  communities, 
to  our  States,  and  to  our  Nation.  In  the  midst  of  world  con- 
vulsions there  must  be  one  nation  which  is  unmoved  by  the 
tumultuous  seas  and  the  waves  of  international  passion.  This 
great  Nation,  many  believe — and  I  am  one  who  does  so  be- 
lieve— was  destined  by  a  divine  Providence  to  be  a  light  and 
guide  in  days  of  international  troubles;  and  when  shadows, 
fears,  and  darkness  develop  we  know  that  peoples  in  many 
lands  have  looked  to  this  Republic  as  the  symbol  of  liberty 
and  justice  and  as  a  great  lighthouse  shedding  its  rays  to 
guide  distressed  peoples  over  troubled  and  dangerous  seas. 
The  foundations  of  this  great  Republic  must  not  be  weakened. 

In  many  parts  of  the  world  there  are  millions  of  people 
deprived  of  their  homes,  wandering,  suffering,  dying.  Many 
governments  lie  in  ruins  and  the  heavy  hand  of  despotic 
rulers  and  cruel  systems  is  laid  upon  them.  This  Nation  may 
have  brought  succor  and  help  to  millions  of  unhappy  people; 
it  may  have  extended  the  hand  of  mercy  and  ameliorated  the 
sufferings  of  millions  in  many  parts  of  the  world.  It  may 
likewise,  as  I  have  indicated,  inspire  hope  and  give  courage  to 
the  distressed  in  order  that  liberty  and  hope  may  not  be 
forever  destroyed. 

Undoubtedly  the  enormous  demands  which  are  being  made 
and  which  will  he  made  upon  the  American  people  for  na- 
tional defense  will,  as  I  have  stated,  greatly  increase  the  bur- 
den of  taxation  which  they  will  be  called  upon  to  meet.  Dur- 
ing the  World  War  the  administration  determined  upon  a 
policy  which  would,  so  far  as  possible,  prevent  inflation,  and, 
accordingly,  efforts  were  made  as  Dr.  Benjamin  M.  Ander- 
son, professor  of  economics  of  the  University  of  California  at 
Los  Angeles,  states  in  the  Economic  Bulletin  of  May  23, 1940 — 

To  avoid  recourse  to  commercial  banks  as  a  prlnuiry  reliance  for 
financing  the  Oovernment. 

As  we  know,  taxes  were  heavily  Increased  in  order,  so  far 
as  possible,  to  maintain  a  sound  and  stable  fiscal  policy  and 
to  maintain  the  Government's  credit.  It  was  recognized 
that  dangers  would  result  from  enormous  deficits  without 
the  application  of  a  sound  system  of  taxation.  Revenues 
obtained  from  many  sources  which  tberetofore  had  not 

been  tapped.  It  was  believed  that  it  was  important  to  take 
as  much  of  the  current  increase  of  the  people,  in  taxes  and 
loans,  as  were  possible,  and  the  result  was  "investors'  money 
and  taxpayers'  money  paid  for  most  of  the  war.  Commercial 
bank  expansion  paid  a  very  minor  part  of  it." 

Congress  was  deteripined  to  guard  the  public  credit,  to 
prevent  Inflation,  and  at  the  same  time  to  enact  tax  legis- 
lation which  would  give  to  the  Government  a  large  part  of 
the  expenses  incurred  in  meeting  its  war  obligations.  At 
the  beginning  of  the  World  War  the  national  indebtedness 
was  small,  and  every  effort  was  made  to  enact  those  measures 
and  adopt  those  policies  that  would  keep  Federal  expendi- 
tures within  reasonable  bounds  and  prevent  dangerous  infla- 
tionary movements.  In  the  Interests  of  our  Government  and 
in  the  inteiest  of  our  future  development,  it  is  imperative  that 
we  shall  limit  appropriations  to  tlie  needs  of  the  Government. 
In  other  words,  that  there  shall  be  economy,  even  when  we 
are  faced  with  difBculties.  not  to  say  dangers,  from  external 
causes. 

It  is  difficult  to  determine  just  where  we  should  apply  the 
prtming  knife  and  limit  appropriations.  There  might  be  a 
reduction  In  the  salaries  of  Federal  employees;  a  similar 
suggestion  was  made  by  President  Roosevelt  and  adopted  for 
a  limited  period.  Obviously  we  could  reduce  many  of  the 
activities  of  the  Government,  but  In  so  doing  it  might  abridge 
needed  and  Important  enterprises,  with  resulting  injury  to 
thousands  of  persona  engaged  in  public  and  private  activities. 
When  there  is  a  reduction  in  salaries,  it  strikes  most  heavily 
upon  Individuals  who  are  receiving  compensation  In  what 
Blight  be  called  the  lower  brackets.  EHsturbed  economic  con- 
ditions resulting  from  wars,  and  from  other  causes,  usually 
disturb  the  price  structure,  causing  increased  prices  of  most. 
If  not  all,  commodities.  Certainly  that  is  true  if  the  fisc^ 
and  other  policies  result  in  inflation. 

When  limitations  upon  appropriations  are  sought.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  those  receiving  small  salaries  and  limited 


compensation  are  the  ones  who  suffer  most;  so.  when  we 
speak  about  reducing  salaries  of  the  employees  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  employees  in  industry.  It  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  an  increase  in  prices,  together  with  inflation,  results  In 
still  higher  prices  and  mounting  costs  of  commodities,  sub- 
jecting to  undue  pressure  those  of  small  incomes.  They  are 
the  ones  who  suffer  most  severely. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  it  were  possible  to  reduce  Federal 
expenditures.  I  have  often  during  the  past  few  years  criti- 
cized many  appropriations  and  have  insisted  upon  economy 
in  all  branches  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  President,  this  situation,  as  I  understand  it,  compels  our 
Government  to  adopt  a  broad,  sound,  and  realistic  defense 
policy.  Europe  and  Asia,  and.  Indeed,  nearly  all  parts  of 
the  world,  present  contests  and  confusion  and  dangerous 
forces  which  threaten  the  foundations  of  many  governments. 
Ambitious  men  are  seeking  increased  power,  and  democratic 
nations  are  being  trodden  underfoot.  Communism  and 
nazi-lsm  have  cooperated  In  the  destruction  of  governments. 
They  have  destroyed  liberal  and  progressive  nations.  Com- 
munists seized  the  Russian  Government  and  announced  their 
purpose  to  impose  their  Ideology  upon  all  nations. 

Within  the  past  few  days  several  small  nations  have  t>eea 
brought  under  the  domination  of  Stalin,  and  ii.  a  numt)er  of 
European  countries  many  of  the  people  fear  invasion  at  the 
hands  of  communistic  Russia. 

I  might  add  there  are  Communists  In  the  United  States 
who  are  directed  by  Bolshevik  Russia  and  their  efforts  will  be 
made  to  weaken  democratic  Institutions  and  to  superimpose 
communistic  philosophy  upon  the  American  people. 

As  I  have  indicated,  there  are  Communists  in  the  United 
States,  and  there  are  resistant  elements  and  forces  which 
seek  to  prevent  the  adoption  of  measures  calculated  to  pro- 
tect communities  and  the  Government  from  tlie  insidious 
efforts  of  destructive  forces.  Nazi-Ism  has  demonstrated 
its  strength,  and,  having  destrojred  a  number  of  democratic 
nations  in  Europe,  It  has  Its  emissaries  in  various  parts  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  Only  yesterday,  because,  In  the  opin- 
ion of  many,  efforts  might  be  made  by  European  totalitarian 
states  to  obtain  footholds  in  Latin  America,  the  Senate  dis- 
cussed the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  reaffirmed  its  determination 
to  maintain  that  doctrine. 

The  danger  signals  in  many  parts  of  the  world  compel  the 
American  people  to  take  cognizance  of  the  disturbing  forces 
regnant  In  many  countries  and  to  adopt  measures  for  the 
protection  of  this  Republic  and  the  enforcement  of  the  Mon- 
roe Doctrine.  Perhaps  we  have  been  too  indifferent  to  the 
ominous  signs  apipearing  on  the  world's  horizon  and  have 
closed  our  eyes  to  the  growing  storm  which  in  recent  years 
has  broken  upon  the  world.  Following  the  World  War  there 
was  not  only  a  hope  but  a  belief  that  policies  of  peace  would 
be  adopted,  that  barriers  among  nations  would  be  removed, 
and  that  there  would  be  cooperation  among  the  peoples  of  the 
world  for  the  promotion  not  only  of  peace  and  fellowship  but 
for  the  advancement  of  the  material,  moral,  and  spiritual 
interests  of  all. 

It  Is  apparent  that  too  much  was  expected  by  the  people, 
and  as  a  result  we  find  the  world  today  divided,  nations 
armed  against  nations,  and  fear  and  hatred  directing  and 
controlling  the  lives  and  conduct  of  hundreds  of  millions  of 
people.  Instead  of  peace,  there  is  war.  Instead  of  fellow- 
ship, there  are  feelings  of  hate  and  revenge.  Indeed,  it  is 
thought  by  many  that  the  condition  of  the  world  even  in  dark 
periods  was  not  more  pregnsuit  with  evil  than  the  days  in 
which  we  live. 

These  tragic  conditions  may  not  be  Ignored,  and  the  obliga- 
tion rests  upon  our  Oovernment  to  adopt  those  measures 
that  will  defend  it  from  all  enemies,  foreign  and  domestic. 
That  means  that  heavy  burdens  of  taxation  must  be  Imposed 
upon  the  people  and  that  larger  revenues  must  be  obtained; 
that  many  of  the  resources  of  our  Government  must  be  de- 
voted to  military  preparations  for  the  defense  of  our  country; 
and  that  readjustments  will  be  required — indeed,  compelled— 
in  many  activities  of  our  citizens. 

Under  these  circumstances,  and  In  view  of  the  uncertainty 
of  the  effect  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  Iron) 
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Wyoming.  I  feel  constrained,  much  as  I  should  like  to  vote 
for  legitimate  reductions,  to  vote  for  the  amendment.  If 
reductions  are  to  be  made,  Congress  should  make  them  and 
not  devolve  the  responsibility  upon  the  President.  I  am  will- 
ing to  vote  for  reductions  if  we  can  ascertain  just  where  our 
dangers  are  and  where  reductions  would  be  justified  in  the 
ligjit  of  all  conditions,  including  our  industrial  and  economic 
situation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O'MAHOirEY  I .  as  modified,  to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  I 
■aggest  the  absence  of  a  quonun. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The,  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  ^U,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Donahey 

Lodge 

Schwellenbach 

Andrewi 

Downey 

Lucas 

Sheppard 

Ashurat 

Ellender 

Lundeen 

Shlpstead 

Austin 

George 

llcCarran 

Smathers 

Batley 

Oerry 

McKellar 

Smith 

Bankhead 

OtUette 

McNary 

Taft 

RarUey 

Oreen 

Maloney 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bilbo 

Oufley 

Mead 

Thomaa.  Okla. 

Bona 

Oumey 

Miller 

Thomas,  Utah 

BrUlCM 

Hale 

Mlnton 

Tobey 

Brown 

Harrison 

Murray 

Townsend 

Bulow 

Hatch 

Neely 

Tnaman 

Burke 

Hayden 

Noma 

Tydlngs 

Byrd 

Herring 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Byrnes 

Hill 

O'Mahoney 

Van  Nuys 

Capper 

Holman 

Ot'crton 

Wagner 

Caraway 

Holt 

Pepper 

Walsh 

Chandler 

Hughes 

Pittman 

Wheeler 

Chavez 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Radcliffe 

White 

Clark  Idaho 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reed 

WUey 

aark.  Mo. 

King 

Beynolds 

Connally 

La  FoUett* 

Rxusell 

Dknaher 

Lee 

Schwarti 

V 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Eighty-nine  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quonun  is  present. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have  asked  for  the 
yeas  and  nays. 

-  Let  me  say  that  my  amendment  proposes  that  Congress 
sliall  undertake  the  responsibility  of  economy,  and  I  trust 
that  Senators  will  permit  a  yea-and-nay  vote  upon  the 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  yeas  and  nays  are  de- 
manded. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  CHANDLER  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Davis  1.  I  am  advised  that  he  would  vote  as  I  intend  to  vote. 
I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass  1.  I 
am  Informed  that  if  he  were  present  and  voting  he  would  vote 
as  I  shall  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  is 
unavoidably  detained.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and 
voting  he  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  CMf.  Stewart]  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Illinois  [Mr.  Slatrrt]  are  necessarily  absent.  If 
present  and  voting,  I  am  advised  that  they  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Ashurst]  and  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Schwaktz]  are  detained  in  committee 
meetings. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Davxs] 
Is  detained  on  public  business. 

I  announce  the  following  pairs  on  this  question: 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  1  Mr.  Holmam  ] ,  who  would  vote 
**yea,"  with  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Stkwakt].  who 
would  vote  "nay";  and 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Ozbscn],  who  would  .vote 
"yea."  with  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Slattuy].  who 
would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey'  [Mr.  BAjtBomi]  Is  absent 
on  ofllclal  duties. 


The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Frazier]  and  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson  1  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Holmam]  is  detained  on 
ofDcial  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  39.  nays  47,  as  follows: 

TEAS— 39 


Adams 

George 

King 

Tobey 

Austin 

Oerry 

Lodge 

Townaend 

Baliey 

Gillette 

McNary 

Tydings 

Bone 

Ourney 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Bridges 

Hale 

O'Mahoney 

Van  Nuys 

Brown 

Harrison 

Radcliffe 

Walsh 

Byrd 

Hatch 

Shipstead 

Wheeler 

Capper 

Holt 

Smith 

White 

Chandler 

Johnson.  CUlf . 

Taft 

WUey 

Donahey 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Thomas.  Idaho 

NAYS— 47 

Andrews 

Danaher 

Lundeen 

Pittman 

Bankhead 

Downey 

McCarran 

Reod 

Barkley 

Ellender 

McKellar 

Reynolds 

Bilbo 

Oreen 

Maloney 

Russell 

Bulow 

Ouffey 

Mead 

Schwellenbach 

Burke 

Hayden 

Miller 

Sheppard 

Byrnes 

Herring 

Minton 

Smathers 

Caraway 

Hilt 

Murray 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Chavez 

Hughes 

Neely 

Thomas.  Utali 

Clark.  Idaho 

La  FoUette 

Norrls 

Truman 

Clark.  Mo. 

Lee 

Overton 

Wagner 

Connally 

Lucas 

Pepper 

' 

NOT  VOTING— 10 

Ashurst 

Prazler 

Holman 

Slattery 

Barboxir 

Gibson 

Schwartz 

Stewart 

Davis 

Glass 

So  Mr.  O'Mahoney's  amendment,  as  modified,  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  for  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended, 
was  rejected. 

MAINTENANCB   07    MONROl    DOCTRINE — HOUSE   JOINT    RESOLUTION 

REFERRED 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  Chair  lay 
before  the  Senate  the  joint  resolution  which  has  been  mes- 
saged over  from  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  556)  approving  nonrecognition 
of  the  transfer  of  any  geographic  region  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere  from  one  non-American  power  to  another  non- 
American  power,  and  providing  for  consultation  with  other 
American  republics  in  the  event  that  such  transfer  should 
appear  likely,  which  was  read  twice  by  its  title. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  it  appears  that  this  joint 
resolution  is  quite  similar  to  one  passed  by  the  Senate  day 
before  yesterday  by  unanimous  vote  and  messaged  to  the 
House  day  before  yesterday.  Therefore.  I  move  that  the 
House  joint  resolution  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  mean 
to  tell  the  Senate  that  after  the  Senate  had  passed  a  joint 
resolution  the  House,  instead  of  taking  up  the  Senate  joint 
resolution,  passed  its  own  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  That  is  what  happened.  Day  before 
yesterday  the  Senate  passed  a  similar  joint  resolution  by 
unanimous  vote,  and  it  was  sent  immediately  to  the  House 
the  same  afternoon.  The  House  joint  resolution  was  passed 
yesterday  in  the  House  and  today  messaged  to  the  Senate. 
I  am  moving  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  so  that  we  may  see  what  improvement  is 
suggested  in  the  House  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
able  Senator  from  Nevada  whether  it  is  a  similar  or  an 
exact  resolution. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    It  Is  not  exactly  like  the  other. 

Mr.  McNARY.  If  It  were,  action  could  be  taken  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  without  referring  it  to  the  conunittee. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  A  practice  has  arisen  in  the  other  House 
which  is  not  very  agreeable  to  the  Senate.  It  has  occurred 
with  reference  to  measures  handled  by  all  the  committees 
of  this  body.  Bills  are  passed  here  and  sent  to  the  House, 
and  similar  bills  are  passed  In  the  House  and  sent  to  th« 
Senate.    It  is  a  practice  which  is  not  proper. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  motion  ol  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that  House  Joint 


Resolution  556  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

HOUSE  BILL   REFERRED 

The  bill  (H.  R.  10104)  making  appropriations  to  supply 
deficiencies  in  certain  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1940,  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30, 
1940,  and  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  was  read 
twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

REVENUE  BILL  OF   1940 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for 
paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute  for  section  403.  to  read  as  follows: 

Hie  President  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  reduce  ap- 
propriations for  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  beginning  July  1.  1940  (except  appropriations  for  na- 
tional defense,  fixed  charges,  and  trust  funds) ,  In  such  manner  that 
the  total  amount  of  such  reductions  shall  not  be  less  than  4  per- 
cent of  the  total  amount  of  the  appropriations  affected.  Such  re- 
ductions In  appropriations  shall  be  Impounded  and  returned  to 
the  Treasury. 

Mr.  President,  although  I  have  been  over  the  subject  two 
or  three  times,  a  good  many  Senators  have  been  al)sent. 
For  about  5  minutes  I  should  like  to  have  the  attention  of 
those  who  care  to  listen,  to  show  why  I  believe  this  amend- 
ment is  absolutely  imperative. 

For  the  past  10  years,  from  June  30.  1930.  to  date,  the  aver- 
age yearly  expenditures  of  the  Government  have  been 
$7,300,000,000.  The  average  yearly  receipts  of  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  $4,600,000,000.  The  average  yearly  deficit  of 
the  Government  has  been  $2,700,000,000,  for  each  year  from 
June  30.  1930,  to  June  30,  1940.  In  order  to  show  the  deficits 
year  by  year,  they  are  represented  on  this  chart  [indicating] 
and  they  average  $2,700,000,000  a  year. 

Keeping  In  mind  that  the  average  annual  deficit  for  the 
past  10  years  has  been  $2,700,000,000,  if  Senators  wiU  look 
at  these  two  charts  they  will  see  how  much  we  have  spent 
each  year  on  the  Army  and  Navy.  This  figure  [indicating 
on  chart]  represents  the  total  appropriations  for  the  Army 
and  Navy  during  the  past  10  years.  The  expenditures  for 
the  Army  and  Navy  combined  average  $1,100,000,000  a  year. 
So.  if  we  subtract  what  we  have  spent  on  the  Army  and  Navy 
each  jrear  from  our  average  yearly  deficit,  it  will  be  seen  that 
there  is  a  $1,600,000,000  annual  deficit  for  each  year  of  the 
past  10  years  without  a  penny  going  for  national  defense 
at  all  during  that  period. 

The  pending  tax  bill,  if  enacted,  will  raise,  It  Is  estimated, 
about  a  billion  dollars  a  year.  The  amendment  which  has  just 
been  rejected  would  have  saved  $500,000,000  If  it  had  been 
finally  effective.  But  even  In  that  event  we  would  be  $600.- 
000,000  short  of  paying  for  ova  ordinary,  routine,  everyday 
expenses,  including  the  revenues  to  be  derived  from  the  new 
tax  bUl,  without  a  penny  going  for  national  defense.  If  we 
had  had  this  new  tax  bill  providing  a  billion  dollars  a  year 
for  each  of  the  past  10  years,  even  with  it.  we  would  not  have 
raised  sufflclent  money  to  pay  for  the  civil  expenditures  of 
the  Government  without  a  dollar  going  to  the  Army  or  the 
Navy. 

As  Senators  will  notice,  in  this  column  [indicating!  are 
shown  the  revenues  for  the  past  10  years.  Senators  will 
notice  in  this  column  [indlcatingl  the  expenditures  for  the 
civil  and  miscellaneous  branches  of  the  Government.  The 
figures  demonstrate  that  we  have  not  raised  sufficient  money 
even  to  pay  for  these  expenditures,  including  none  for  the 
Army,  none  for  the  Navy,  no  Interest  on  the  public  debt  and 
no  expenditures  for  veterans,  Indians,  or  postal  deficiencies, 
but  only  the  ordinary  expenditures  after  taking  out  those 
for  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  postal  deficiencies.  Interest  on 
the  public  debt,  and  for  veterans  and  Indians. 

Here  I  indlcatingl  are  the  receipts  and  for  5  of  the  10  years 
the  revenues  have  not  even  been  sufficient  to  pay  for  the 


expenditures  merely  for  that  little  group  of  departments  and 
bureaus  that  have  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  pensions,  veterans,  postal  deficiencies,  and  interest  on 
the  public  debt.  Yet  it  was  only  the  other  day  that  we  were 
talking  about  giving  dictatorial  powers  to  the  President:  it 
was  only  the  other  day  that  we  amended  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine; it  was  only  the  other  day  that  we  passed  three  or  four 
billion  dollars  for  national  defense;  it  was  only  last  night  that 
the  President  of  the  United  States  said  that  some  form  of 
compulsory  military  training  would  be  necessary;  it  was  only 
the  other  day  that  Senators  on  this  floor  said  we  had  to  have 
fifty  or  a  hundred  thousand  planes;  it  was  only  the  other  day 
that  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  asked  for  all  aid  ix»sible 
to  the  Allies;  and  every  day  on  this  floor  we  are  confronted 
with  the  fact  that  we  are  facing  a  serious  emergency.  What 
is  the  picture?  It  is  suggested  that  we  shall  go  home  without 
even  providing  sufficient  money  to  pay  for  the  everyday  rou- 
tine expenses  of  the  Government,  let  alone  providing  a  cent 
for  the  Army  or  the  Navy.  Even  with  this  tax  bill  enacted, 
we  will  be  $600,000,000  a  year  short  of  providing  enough 
money  for  the  other  departments  to  function,  without  a  cent 
going  to  the  Army  and  Navy.  Yet  we  are  in  the  middle  of 
an  emergency. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  I  apologize  to  the  Senator  for  interrupting 
him. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  am  glad  to  have  the  interruption. 

Mr.  KING.  I  did  not  quite  understand  the  statement  of 
the  Senator  that  we  had  amended  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  My 
understanding  is  that  we  did  not  amend  It;  we  merely  re- 
affirmed it. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  think  perhaps  that  is  a  more  accurate 
presentation  of  the  picture;  but  we  reaffirmed  it  because  we 
were  in  a  national  emergency. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  wUl  yield  to  the  Senator  in  a  moment. 
What  do  you  think,  Mr.  President,  of  a  great  democratic 
government,  the  largest  in  the  world,  the  richest  in  the  wwld. 
the  one  with  the  most  abundant  resources  in  the  world,  that 
in  a  great  national  emergency  when  war  draws  near,  when  aid 
is  being  extended  within  certain  limits  to  some  of  the  bellig- 
erent nations,  when  proposals  to  give  the  President  dictatorial 
powers  are  promulgated,  when  it  is  said  we  must  have  fifty  to 
a  hundred  thousand  airplanes,  when  we  are  tripling  the  size 
of  our  fleet,  or  getting  ready  to  triple  it,  cannot  even  raise 
enough  money  to  pay  for  Its  ordinary  routine  expenses  with- 
out a  dollar  going  to  the  Army  and  Navy?  Do  you  think 
that  a  party  or  an  administration  can  go  before  the  country 
if  these  facts  are  known  and  hope  to  be  sustained?  If  it  can 
be  sustained  in  the  face  of  these  facts,  in  my  Judgment,  all 
our  efforts  are  futile,  for  democracy  is  gone.  We  are  doing 
exactly  what  they  did  in  England  and  France.  They  wait 
until  an  emergency  strikes  them  fiat  in  the  face  and  then  are 
unprepared  to  cope  with  it.  That  is  what  England  and 
France  did  as  to  defense;  that  is  what  we  did  as  to  defense, 
only  we  had  more  time;  and  that  is  exactly  what  we  are  doing 
now  as  to  financial  defense.  The  people  of  this  country  are 
perfectly  willing,  in  my  judgment,  to  pay  taxes  sufficient,  at 
least,  to  pay  for  the  ordinary  routine  expenditures  of  the 
Government  without  a  dollar  going  to  the  Army  and  Navy. 
I  do  not  believe  the  people  of  this  country  expect  that  in  this 
emergency  there  will  not  be  some  additional  costs,  and  they 
are  willing  to  assume  those  additional  costs,  if  they  are  rea- 
sonable and  equitable,  and  we  cannot  effect  the  savings  here, 
as  a  measure  ftecuring  for  themselves  additional  safety  and 
protection. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Comments  which  have  been  made  and  the 
discussion  which  has  taken  place  during  the  debate  would 
seem  to  indicate  misapprehension  concerning  the  attitude  of 
a  number  of  Senators  on  this  question.  I  should  like  to  vote 
for  a  positive,  definite,  legislative  reduction  In  governmental 
expenditures.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  vote  for  4  percent, 
6  percent,  or  10  percent  reduction.  I  am  not  happy,  how- 
ever, about  the  form  of  this  amendment  or  those  which 
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preceded  It.  which  merely  provided  for  a  reduction  up  to  a 
certain  amount,  leaving  it  not  to  Congress  but  to  the  Execu- 
tive to  bring  about  the  reduction. 

As  I  understand  the  Senator's  amendment,  there  is  no 
limit  put  as  to  the  amoimt  of  reduction  that  might  be  im- 
ix»ed  upon  any  particular  apprcpriaton.  What  some  of  us 
are  uneasy  about  is  that  the  Executive.  In  all  good  faith, 
might  not  desire  to  economize  in  one  place  but  would  be 
quite  willing  to  economize  a  hundred  percent  In  some  other 
place.  Congress,  having  set  aside  these  various  appropria- 
tions, and  having  fixed  the  amounts,  it  is  proposed  to  turn 
the  duty  over  to  the  Executive  and  practically  to  give  him  a 
veto  power  on  items  in  appropriation  bills.  I  was  wondering 
whether  or  not  it  would  be  possible  to  devise  a  practicable 
amendment  which  would  absolutely  indicate  the  items  as  to 
which  Congress  would  require  the  cut  to  be  made. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator's  ground  is  well  taken,  and  I 
share  his  reluctance  with  respect  to  economies,  even  in  the 
way  I  have  suggested,  but  I  believe  economies  now  are  more 
important  than  mere  forms,  and.  while  I  would  prefer  the 
form  suggested  by  the  S3nator  from  Colorado,  rather  than 
have  no  economies  at  all.  if  this  amendment  is  defeated  I 
Intend  to  take  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming and  make  it  5  percent  and  see  if  the  Congress  will 
authorize  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of  both  Houses 
to  effect  the  saving  of  $250,000,000  in  place  of  $500,000,000 
which  was  just  voted  down. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  It  is  somewhat  more  than  a  form;  it  is  a 
matter  of  substance. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Absolutely. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  There  might  be  a  project  In  the  State  of 
South  Carolina,  or  Wisconsin,  or  Louisiana,  very  much  de- 
sired by  the  State  and  of  great  importance,  but  which,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  President  did  not  favor  and  for  which 
he  had  not  submitted  a  Budget  estimate,  and  he  might 
decide  to  take  100  percent  off  that  project  and  make  a  sav- 
ing there,  and  leave  to  the  others  the  full  amount  appro- 
priated. 

Mr.  OVERTON.     Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  In  line  with  the  suggestion  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Colorado,  the  Senator  from  Maryland  will 
recall  that  yesterday  I  proposed  an  amendment  to  what  is 
known  as  the  Byrd  amendment,  limiting  the  reduction  on 
any  particular  appropriation  item  to  25  percent.  The  ob- 
jection was  made — and  by  reason  of  that  objection,  mainly. 
If  not  altogether,  the  amendment  was  defeated — that  .since 
the  President  was  instructed  to  make  a  total  reduction  of 
10  percent  in  the  non-military  items  he  might  find  it  im- 
possible to  effectuate  such  a  reduction  if  he  were  restricted 
to  a  reduction  of  not  In  excess  of  25  percent  on  any  one 
appropriation  item.  Now.  however,  the  substitute  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  presents  a 
different  picture. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  see  what  the  Senator  is  driving  at.  I 
should  be  glad  to  have  an  alteration  in  my  amendment  along 
the  lines  the  Senator  suggests  limiting  the  cut  In  any  one 
department  to  not  more  than  25  percent:  because  now.  with 
only  a  5-perceni  reduction,  that  bottom  would  not  be  too 
stringent  In  order  to  lit  It  Into  the  general  scheme  of 
economy:  wherMs  before  it  might  not  have  been  possible 
to  save  $500,000,000,  when  the  proposal  wu  on  ft  10-perci*nt- 
rut  basis.  If  a  ad-pere«nt  Umttation  of  cut  had  been  flxrd 
In  th**  orielnni  amrndment  of  the  Senator  from  Virilnla. 
0<)  tr  ih?  »*nAinr  will  go  to  the  desk  ftnd  put  tn  ihone  wordi. 
1  ehftJl  be  glMi  to  ftoeept  them  ftf  ft  pftrt  of  my  ortglnftl 
ftMendmf'nt 

Mr  ovKKTOff,  Suppoee  X  reftd  them  now  Into  the 
llRcose.    I  have  them  before  me. 

Mr.  TYDINan,  If  the  Senator  will  do  that,  X  shall  be 
glad  to  accept  the  modlAcfttion. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  In  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Maryland,  after  the  words  "appropriations 
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affected",  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Urst  sentence,  insert  a 
colon  and  the  following: 

Provided.  That  In  no  case  shall  any  appropriation  item  contained 
In  any  act  appropriating  money  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1041,  be  reduced  by  more  than  25  percent. 

Will  the  Senator  from  Maryland  accept  that  modification? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  accept  it,  because  I  think  it  would  be 
perfectly  possible  to  accomplish  the  desired  result  without 
going  any  further  than  25  percent  in  any  one  department, 
and  I  know  that  that  would  be  more  in  line  with  what  I 
believe  a  great  many  Senators  desire  to  bring  about.  I 
accept  the  modification. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  point  In  my  talking  here  to  a 
few  Senators.  There  are  only  19  who  are  in  their  seats.  So 
we  are  in  the  midst  of  a  great  emergency.  We  are  $600,- 
000,000  short  of  providing  for  the  ordinary,  routine  expendi- 
tures of  the  Government  without  a  cent  going  for  the  Army 
or  Navy,  as  the  majority  have  said  over  and  over  again  that 
they  do  not  want  any  economy.  When  we  have  exhausted 
that  road  I  have  several  amendments  to  raise  additional 
taxes,  and  I  imagine  that  the  same  ones  who  want  no 
economy  will  likewise  vote  against  increases  in  taxation 
which  might  have  been  avoided  if  we  had  effected  economy 
in  whole  or  in  part. 

So  the  truth  is  that  here  in  a  great  emergency,  with  the 
world  on  fire,  with  war  out  on  the  horizon,  we  are  told,  with 
thousands  of  planes  demanded,  with  the  Navy  to  be  built  up 
bigger  than  ever,  with  universal  military  training  in  the 
effing,  and  suggested  in  modified  form,  our  way  of  taking 
care  of  this  great  emergency,  which  many  say  may  ultimately 
involve  us  in  war,  is  not  even  to  pay  for  the  ordinary,  every- 
day, routine  civil  expenditures  of  the  Government,  without  a 
cent  going  for  Army  and  Navy. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Mr.  Presldsnt 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  How  democracy  can  survive  with  that 
type  of  government  I  do  not  know.  How  it  can  hope  to  cope 
with  the  emergency  I  do  not  know.  With  the  signposts  of 
Prance  and  England  on  the  roadway  to  tomorrow  for  all  who 
wish  to  run  to  read,  we  are  bound,  even  determined,  to  walk 
the  same  roadway  that  they  have  walked  to  avoid  facing  a 
little  bit  of  hostile  criticism,  to  avoid  taking  the  hard  but  the 
safe  road  to  security;  and  all  of  this  in  the  name  of  democ- 
racy. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  the  Senator 
ought  to  complain  about  the  absence  of  several  of  the  Sen.^- 
tors,  because  in  the  preface  of  his  remarks  he  stated  that 
many  of  us  had  heard  this  speech  several  times. 

Mr.  TVDINGS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BROWN.  So  jxissibly  those  who  are  not  here  have  left 
for  that  reason.  I  have  been  Interested  right  along  in  what 
the  Senator  has  had  to  say.  however. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  has  heard  this  speech  several 
times,  and  I  take  off  my  hat  to  him  for  his  patience  and 
tolerance  in  remaining. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  have  sat  here  and  voted  with  the  Senator 
from  Maryland:  but.  If  he  will  permit  it.  I  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  this  matter: 

I  assume  that  the  Senator  is  going  to  support  this  tax  bill 
and  vote  for  It- 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  Thftt  If  my  preient  Intention. 
Mr.  BROWN.  Because  it  Is  a  step  toward  bringing  the 
expenditures  and  the  recelpu  of  the  aovemmrnl  closer  to- 
gether. 1  do  not  want  the  Sefiator  to  think  this  is  the  only 
tax  bill  we  gre  lolng  to  hftve,  X  ftsked  the  Seeretftry  of  tht 
Treatury  during  the  hearings  theee  questions,  beginning  on 
page  33: 

ft»n«t«.r  Bsoww  You  siitlelMled,  when  you  submitted  tbsM 
rtcoiiuTwndMiiofM  to  ih«  eummltlees  et  OongrMc,  thiit  tbsr*  would 
bs  ft  further  tax  reviajon  in  Jsnuftry  ftnd  r»bru»ry  of  tb«  comiMi 
yssr,  St  th«  nsst  MMion  of  OongreM,  did  you  nott 

■•eretsry  MosoairrNAO.  I  hftv*  every  rtftMn  to  bellsvs  so. 

Ben* tor  Brown   Tbftt  th«rt  »iu>uld  bsf 

Becretsry  Mokointuav.  Tss. 
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Senator  Brown.  And  any  revision  that  we  then  make  would,  of 
course,  be  effective  as  to  the  Income  taxes  that  are  payable  March 
15  and  each  quarter  thereafter  la  1941? 

Secretary  MoKcrNTHAn.  Yes. 

Senator  Bbown.  I  take  It.  then,  that  the  attitude  of  the  admin- 
istration Is.  as  expressed  by  you.  that  you  prefer  the  passage  of 
this  tax  bUl  now,  with  plain  notice  to  the  country  that  In  Jan- 
uary and  February  we  expect  a  further  revision  of  the  tax  laws? 

Secretary  Morgenthau.  Yes;  and  If  somebody  could  give  me 
that  resolution  that  was  passed  In  the  House  I  would  read  It. 

The  CHAOtMAN.  Here  Is  the  report  of  the  committee,  as  I  under- 
stand It. 

"SrtJDirs  or  ExcEss-PRorrrs  Taxes  and  Spbciai-  Amorttzation 

"During  the  executive  sessions,  there  have  l)een  discussed  pro- 
posals to  provide  special  amortization  for  national-defense  indus- 
tries and  to  provide  for  the  Imposition  of  excess-profits  taxes. 
These  two  measures — each  m  Itself  requiring  a  complicated  and 
exhaustive  legislative  project — must  be  considered  together.  It  Is 
the  desire  of  this  committee,  which  Is  favorably  reporting  a  bill 
which  will  enable  a  larger  proportion  of  our  citizens  to  participate 
In  the  responsibility  of  providing  an  adequate  national  defense 
than  has  ever  been  the  case  before.  Thus  there  shall  not  be  an 
opportunity  for  the  creation  of  new  war  millionaires  nor  further 
substantial  enrichment  of  already  wealthy  persons  because  of  the 
rearmament  program.  Accordingly  we  have  Instructed  our  tech- 
nical assistants  and  the  appropriate  Treasury  officials  to  accelerate 
their  work  In  these  two  fields  so  that  bills  will  be  prepared  for 
submission  not  later  than  the  opening  of  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress, which  If  passed  by  the  Congress  may  become  retroactive  and 
apply  to  Income  earned  dvirlng  the  calendar  year  of  1940.  or  may 
become  effective  upon  any  other  date  which  Congress.  In  the  light 
of  Information  It  then  possesses,  may  deem  advisable." 

Senator  Brown.  Is  that  the  resolution  you  had  In  mind? 

Secretary  Morgenthau.  That  Is  the  resolution  I  had  In  mind. 
That  was  the  resolution  that  I  was  authorized  by  the  President  to 
say  was  not  only  acceptable,  but  pleasing  to  him.  and  he  made 
the  same  statement,  I  understand,  at  bis  own  press  conference 
yesterday. 

Senator  Brown.  Well.  I  am  In  sympathy  with  the  resolution  and 
I  think  it  Is  a  good  thing  that  it  was  said,  but  I  don't  think  It  should 
be  Interpreted  to  mean  that  either  the  Treasury  Department  or  the 
House  and  Senate  committees  should  confine  themselves  to  those 
particular  taxes,  because  there  are  many  other  avenues  of  revenue 
open  that  could  be  considered.  For  Instance,  as  the  members  of  the 
committee  well  know,  I  have  long  been  Interested  In  the  question  of 
taxing  the  income  on  State  and  municipal  bonds  and  permitting 
the  taxation  of  Federal  txDnds  to  the  fullest  extent,  and  cutting  out 
all  tax-exempt  features.     I  think  that  should  be  considered. 

Senator  Clark.  In  that  connection.  If  the  Senator  will  permit 
me,  and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  very  applicable  to  this  pronunciamento. 
to  say  that  on  the  tax  bill  last  year  the  Senator  knows  that  I  had 
prepared,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  was  on  the  point  of  offering,  an 
amendment  to  the  tax  bill  on  the  very  subject  which  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  is  now  mentioning,  and  the  representatives  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  came  over  and  said,  "Please  don't  do 
that  this  year;  It  will  delay  the  consideration  of  this  bill;  It  will 
delay  adjotirnment;  and  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  Is  now 
preparing  Htudles  and  will  have  a  bill  In  before  the  end  of  this 
session." 

That  session  ended  and  this  session  Is  about  to  end.  and  the  bill 
has  never  come  over,  and  It  seems  to  me  we  cannot  afford  to  post- 
pone legislation  on  that  promise  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

Senator  Brown.  I  Joined  In  the  effort  to  prevent  the  bond  tax 
from  being  Imposed  In  the  last  revenue  bill,  and  I  may  say  I  will 
again  Join  In  that  effort  if  I  am  reasonably  well  asstired  that  that 
will  be  considered  In  a  tax  bill  which  will  t>e  submitted  In  Janu- 
ary or  February  of  next  year,  but  I  don't  think  we  should  confine 
ourselves  to  that  tax  but  shotild  consider  other  revenues  also. 

There  are  many  other  revenues.  I  have  discussed  a  manufac- 
turer's sales  tax.  and  I  understand  that  has  been  considered  by  the 
Informal  committee  that  presented  this  bill,  and  I  think  It  should 
be  included  in  any  itudf.  But  my  main  point  la  this,  I  wa«  much 
interested,  as  I  said  earlier,  in  the  answer  to  the  question  asked  by 
Senator  Connalxy.  and  t  thouaht  poMilbly,  in  view  of  what  has 
bren  said,  Uiftt  ymir  Answer  might  be  revised  to  some  extent,  and  I 
submit  thflt  tn  you  now. 

Do  fou  not  thiiik,  Mr  ieeretsry,  that  thp  TreRnury  woulrt  bp  tn  s 
better  ponHlon  alt^r  hnvlne  hsd  ihf  exporience  of  th*-  np«riitlon  of 
thid  tflx  bill.  partirulBfly  with  tMpect  to  ihp  p%f\i^  p«ft  of  It,  «o 
ftdvi<e  ihi>  <}<ittirri>M  tiftrr  9  tit  4  nr  t  mntith«  mm  to  tni<  ni<w  tasei 
wht'h  MlH'uld  He  toti«iilered  in  JtitAtnry  and  rfhrtmry? 

•fernery  M4«ii«mmtmav,  f  ftM't  thifik  ih«r«  is  stiy  (|ues(ieti  sbeut 
thai, 

genst«ir  Bsoww  I  take  It,  th#fi,  thnt  the  rfMmm^nJstion  of  ttos 
IVftftMirr  DeHnrimeiit  )«  ihNt  we  pnim  ihii  hilt  with  »n  Hoi^tifMnee  U> 
tha  «oum ry  ihwi  tti*  enure  eubjeet  will  be  fullr  ioiie  imu»  by  your 
espvrtu  bfiween  now  nud  Jsnwuy.  end  that  yuu  wilt  submit  sddl- 
tional  reeummondatiuna  fur  tasM  at  that  timef 

To  which  the  Secretary  ftieented. 

I  fully  agre<*  with  the  Senator  from  Maryland  that  we 
shall  have  to  tax  much  more  than  we  propose  to  tax  In  this 
bill;  but  I  think  we  ought  to  go  about  it  carefully.    I  think 
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we  ought  to  give  the  Treasury  an  opportunity  to  make  a  full 
study  between  now  and  September  or  October,  at  which  time 
we  are  assured  by  the  Treasury  Department  that  it  will  l>e 
in  much  t>etter  position  than  at  present  to  submit  recom- 
mendations for  new  taxes.  The  Secretary  stated  that  he  was 
speaking  for  the  President  and  for  the  administration,  but  I 
want  to  leave  with  the  Senator  the  thought  that  I  do  not 
think  he  ought  to  denounce  this  tax  bill  as  he  does,  with 
the  statement  that  we  have  brought  in  a  tax  bill  that  is 
inadequate.  It  is  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  It  is  bring- 
ing the  revenues  and  the  expenditures  of  the  Government  a 
billion  dollars  closer  together  than  they  were  l)efore. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  what  he  says; 
and.  of  course.  I  never  presupposed  that  this  would  be  the 
last  tax  bill  Congress  would  ever  write.  I  am  not  dealing 
with  the  year  1941.  I  am  dealing  with  the  year  1940,  and 
trying  to  call  to  the  attention  of  Congress,  the  administra- 
tion, and  the  coimtry  the  fact  that  we  have  a  big  Job  to  do. 
and  we  are  not  doing  it.  What  the  Senator  has  said  applied 
in  a  military  way,  and  I  know  he  is  in  general  accord  with 
all  the  preparedness  we  can  get;  but  let  us  transfer  the 
financial  preparedness  for  a  minute  to  military  prepared- 
ness, and  while  it  is  not  a  complete  analysis  the  same  thread 
of  logic  runs  through  it. 

I  remember  that  when  the  European  war  broke  out  be- 
tween England  and  France  on  the  one  hand  and  Germany 
on  the  other,  it  was  called  a  phony  war.  The  winter  went 
by,  and  when  the  springtime  came  I  remember  that  General 
Ironsides  for  the  British  Government  and  General  Gamclin 
for  the  French  Government  both  said  that  the  interim  be- 
tween September  and  spring  had  given  them  sufflclent  time 
to  prepare,  and  that  they  were  ready  to  meet  the  enemy. 
We  know  all  about  that  now.  That  was  only  partial  jjre- 
paredness.  It  was  not  good  preparedness.  It  was  only  a 
smattering.  It  was  not  thorough  and  efficient.  When  the 
Germans  prepared,  they  thoroughly  prepared  their  military 
and  naval  and  air  machine  insofar  as  they  could.  The  Allies 
thought  that  a  little  preparation  would  be  sufficient,  and 
today  the  contrast  between  those  two  types  of  preparation 
is  written  in  the  misery,  and  the  blood,  and  the  loss  of  terri- 
tory, the  loss  of  liberty,  and  the  loss  of  treasure  all  over 
France  and  all  over  Great  Britain. 

I  am  one  of  those  who  do  not  want  to  say  on  this  floor 
that  I  believe  that  either  Mr.  Hitler  or  Mr.  Mussolini  has 
any  designs  on  the  United  States.  They  may  have;  I  do  not 
know.  They  may  not  have;  I  do  not  know.  I  certainly  feel 
that  our  job  here  is  to  put  this  country  in  a  state  of  com- 
plete and  adequate  defense,  in  case  they  have.  If  they  have 
not,  so  much  the  better,  but  if  they  have,  we  should  be 
ready  to  meet  them. 

One  of  the  component  parts  of  putting  this  country  in  an 
adequate  state  of  defense  Is  to  build  up  our  financial  de- 
fenses. We  have  left  them  down  for  10  long  years.  If  this 
were  a  picture  of  something  a  year  or  two  old,  what  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  says  would  be  more  in  point,  but  this 
has  been  the  condition  of  the  Treasury  since  June  30,  1930. 
Two  billion  seven  hundred  million  dollars  a  year  more  hu 
been  spent  than  we  took  In,  $1,100,000,000  n  year  as  the  cost 
of  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  leaving  11.600,000.000  a  year 
needrd  In  new  revenue  before  any  of  the  yrarly  cost  of  pist, 
prteent,  or  future  dffcnse  li  pftld  for. 

Now,  1ft  un  ncp  what  that  meftni  In  terms  of  humfti)  mlieiT 
and  sufTrrtng,  welfnre,  If  you  please,  humftnltarlanlsm. 
Only  yeHtrdfty  I  sttrmptrd  to  point  out  that  of  the  approxi- 
mfttely  N.000,000^00  a  ynr  of  prt>it*>ni  ourrent  revenug 
whUih  the  nttlonal  Otivfrnm^ni  rt>r*»ivt^  It  ge(«  ISJOCOOO,- 
000  from  the  rorportiiion«  and  ihi^  income-tax  pgyeri  of  tiM 
Nation,  Two  billion  five  hundred  million  doilftn  U  an  our 
Oovcrnment  geu  from  all  the  tncumf'tax  payeri,  rich  and 
poor,  and  all  the  corporation!,  large  and  smaU, 

Where  do  we  get  the  other  19,6004)00,000  a  year?  We  get 
It  from  the  great  masses  of  the  people,  the  poor  people  of 
the  country.  They  are  paying  nearly  00  percent  of  all  the 
money  we  obtain  with  which  to  run  this  Oovenunent,  and 
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the  wealthy,  the  powerful,  and  the  big  corporations,  to- 
gether, even  when  we  take  80  percent  of  all  they  earn, 
produce  only  about  $2,500  000.000  for  the  Oovemment. 

How  much  more  can  we  get  from  the  well-to-do  and  the 
corporate  Interests  of  the  country  to  meet  the  deficit?  I 
stated  a  few  days  ago  that  if  we  took  every  dollar  from 
every  person  In  the  United  States  who  had  an  income  of 
$100,000  a  year  or  more,  we  would  have  only  $960,000,000. 
~~tust  about  10  percent  of  what  we  spent  last  year  and  are  to 
spend  the  coming  year  We  are  already  taking  the  vast 
majority  of  all  that  $960,000,000  collected  from  the  wealthy 
people,  so  that  there  Is  only  a  small  residue  left  where  we 
can  extract  more  money  from  the  people  In  that  class  with- 
out taking  it  all.  We  are  getting  the  majority  of  the  money 
In  cigarette  taxes,  amusement  taxes,  gasoline  taxes,  tariff 
taxes,  and  hundreds  of  direct  and  Indirect  taxes  from  the 
poor  people  of  the  Nation. 

What  does  a  national  debt  do?  A  national  debt  makes  it 
imperative  to  impose  still  more  taxes  at  some  time  or  other 
on  those  who  can  bear  them  least,  the  poorer  people  of  the 
Nation,  and  when  the  ultimate  day  of  that  sort  of  taxation 
comes  it  reduces  the  salary  of  every  moderate-salaried  and 
poorly  salaried  person  in  the  United  States,  because  it  takes 
more  from  what  they  earn  and  leaves  them  less  with  which 
to  siistaln  themselves  and  their  families. 

Postponed  taxation,  deficits,  and  increasing  debt  are  the 
surest  road  to  reduced  wages,  diminished  consuming  power, 
and  lowered  standards  of  living.' 

What  we  are  coming  to  Is  not  the  situation  which  I  have  de- 
scribed for  the  past  10  years,  but  we  are  coming  to  such  a  con- 
dition that  that  will  look  like  a  mild  May  morning  compared 
with  the  prospect  for  the  immediate  future.  We  are  not  going 
to  have  deficits  of  $2,700,000,000  a  year,  as  we  have  had  for 
the  past  10  years:  we  are  going  to  have  deficits  of  $4,000,000,- 
000.  $5.000000.000.  $8,000,000,000.  $10,000,000,000.  and  per- 
haps $12,000,000,000  a  year.  We  cannot  have  50,000  or  100,000 
airplanes,  with  all  the  pilots,  with  all  the  mechanics  necessary, 
we  cannot  tmild  up  our  Navy  to  twice  or  three  times  its  pres- 
ent size,  and  even  with  new  taxes,  have  deficits  as  small  as 
those  ^-ith  which  we  have  been  confronted.  We  are  approach- 
ing the  time  when  such  a  condition  will  look  almost  like  a 
balanced  Budget,  barring  accidents. 

The  time  to  pay  taxes  and  to  get  taxes  is  when  the  people 
mre  in  the  best  condition  to  afford  them.  So  far  as  I  can  see, 
"tlie  prospects  are  that  there  is  not  likely  to  be  another  year 
ir.  which  the  people  will  be  as  well  able  to  pay  additional  taxes 
as  they  are  now,  for  after  the  war  is  over,  regardless  of  who 
wins  It.  regardless  of  the  fact  that  we  may  stay  out  of  it,  ft 
trrriflc  world-wide  depression  is  certain  to  ensue.  With 
famine  and  disease  and  pestilence  sweeping  Europe,  perbaiM 
Asia,  and  perliaps  Africa,  in  my  Judgment  we  will  appropriate 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  for  food  and  medical  supplies 
for  persons  out  of  our  own  cotmtry  in  the  emergency.  But 
our  own  people  will  be  economically  stricken  as  weU.  and  we 
win  not  have  the  opporttmlty,  in  my  Judgment,  to  obtain  new 
tasM  as  easily  as  we  could  get  them  today. 

The  trouMe  with  democracy,  wonderful  as  it  Is.  Is  that  it 
does  not  prepare  in  time  for  the  Inevitable.  That  is  its  curse. 
Liberty  U  iu  blessing.  In  order  to  keep  its  blessing,  we  must 
eliminate  its  curse,  which  is  failure  to  appreciate  coming 
events  and  set  the  machinery  of  government  so  as  to  cu&hlon 
the  impact  of  dire  and  unwelcome  circumstances. 

Mr.  President.  If  the  amendment  should  be  defeated — and  I 
trust  it  will  not  be — it  Is  my  purpose  to  offer  later  some  amend- 
ments, which  I  have  worked  out  with  the  Joint  committee  on 
taxation  of  the  Congress,  providing  new  taxes.  I  ceftalnly 
feel  that,  these  amendments  being  well  considered  and  pro- 
jected by  experts.  Congress  either  should  effect  a  saving  on 
the  one  hand,  or  an  increase  in  taxation  on  the  other,  or,  as  I 
see  It.  we  will  not  have  met  an  emergency  whioh  we  should 
meet  before  Congress  adjourns. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  in  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Maryland,  as  modified,  in  the  nature  of  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  amendment  of  the  committee,  as  amended. 


Lucas 

Scbwellenbadi 

McCarran 

Sbrppard 

McKellar     ' 

Shipetead 

McNary 

Smatben 

Maloney 

Smith 

Mead 

Taft 

Miller 

Thomaa.  Okla. 

Mlnton 

Tbomaa.  Ctata 

Mxirray 

Tbwnaend 

Neely 

Truman 

Noma 

Tydlngs 

Nye 

Vandenbers 

Olklahoney 

VanNuya 

Orerton 

Wagner 

Plttinan 

WaUh 

Radcliffe 

Wheeler 

Reed 

White 

Reynolds 

WUey 

RiiBsell 

Schwartz 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonma. 
The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Adams  Donahey 

Andrews  Downey 

Austin  Blender 

Bankhead  George 

Barkley  Gerry 

BUbo  CUlette 

Bridges  Green 

Brown  Qufley 

Bulow  Gumey 

Burke  Bale 

Byrd  Harrlaon 

Byrnes  Hatch 

Capper  Hayden 

Caraway  Herrtns 

Chandler  Bolt 

Chaves  Johnson.  Oolo. 

Clark.  Idaho  King 

Clark.  Mo.  La  Follette 

Connally  Lee 

Danaher  Lodge 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy-eight  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays.  I  hope  Sen- 
ators will  give  me  a  vote  on  tlie  amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  CHANDLER  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Davis].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Wagner],  who,  I  am  advised,  would  vote 
"nay."  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr. 
Glass!.  I  am  informed  that  if  present  he  would  vote  "yea." 
If  at  liberty  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  My  colleague  [Mr.  SttwahtI  Is  unavoid- 
ably detained.  He  has  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Holmam].  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting  he 
would  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  I  announce  that  my  colleague  (Mr. 
Hill]  Is  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate  on  official  busi- 
ness.   If  present,  he  would  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona (Mr.  AsHTJUSTl.  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr, 
BailkyI.  the  Senator  from  Washington  LMr.  Bone],  the 
Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Connally],  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia (Mr.  Glass  1.  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Lim- 
DnMl,  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  HtroHnl,  the  Sen- 
ator from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neilt],  the  Senator  from 
Florida  (Mr.  Prmsl.  the  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr.  Pitt- 
MANl,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Slatteet],  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  (Mr.  Waoneb)  are  necessarily  detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Holmait] 
U  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Stewart]. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  would  vote  "yea"  If  present, 

Tbe  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gusoir]  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  SlattssyJ.  The  Senator 
from  Vermont  would  vote  "yea"  if  present. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  (Mr.  Thomas]  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  are  absent  on  official  busi- 
ness. I  am  advised  that  if  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
were  present  he  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Davis  1  is  absent 
because  of  Illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Frazier]  is  neces- 
sarily absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour]  Is  absent  on 
ofBcial  duties. 

The  result  was  annoimced— yeas  32,  nays  41.  as  follows: 

YEAS— 33 

Adams  Danaher  Johnson.  Colo. 

Austin  George  Lodm 

Bridges  Gerry  McNary 

Brown  Olllett*  Overton 

Burke  Oumey  Radcllfle 

Byrd  Hale  Reed 

Capper  Barrlaon  Smathers 

Clark.  Mo.  Bolt  Smith 


Taft 

Townsend 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuya 

Walsh 

White 

WUey 
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NAYS— 41 


Downey 

McCarran 

Russell 

KUeiuter 

McKellar 

Schwarta 

Green 

Maloney 

Schwellenbach 

Gufley 

Mead 

Bheppard 

Hatch 

MUler 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bayden 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Utah 

Herrtns 

Murray 

Truman 

King 

Norrls 

Wheeler 

La  Follette 

Nye 

Lee 

O'Mahoney 

Lucas 

Reynolds 

NOT  VOTINO— 23 

Prazler 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Slattery 

Gibson 

Lundeen 

Stewart 

Olasa 

Neely 

Thomas.  Idaho 

HIU 

Pepper 

Tobey 

Holman 

Plttman 

Wagner 

Hughes 

Ships  tead 

Andrews 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

Btlbo 

Bulow 

Bymea 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chaves 

Clark.  Idaho 

Donahey 

Ashurst 

Bailey 

Barbour 

Bone 

Connally 

Davis 

So,  Mr.  Ttdincs'  amendmoit.  as  modified,  in  the  nature  of 
a  substitute  for  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended, 
was  rejected. 

AMENDMENT    OF    SOIL    CONSERVATION    AND    DOMESTIC    ALLOTMENT 
ACT— CONFERENCE    REPORT 

Mr.  BAI<naiEAD  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  conimlttee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9694)  to  amend  section  12  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Do- 
mestic Allotment  Act.  as  amended,  by  authorizing  the  transfer 
of  funds  to  cover  advances  for  crop  Insurance,  having  met.  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom- 
mend to  their  respective  Houses  as  ft^owa: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1,  2,  3,  4.  5,  6,  and  8,  and  agree  to  the 
same. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  7  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend- 
ment as  follows: 

Strike  out  "to  make  grants  of  aid"  in  such  amendment  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "to  make  advancee";  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  some. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  to  the  title  of  the  bill. 

J.  H.  Bankhead, 
Gael   A.   Hatch, 
Alexandeh   Wilet, 
ManoQera  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Mabvin  Jones, 

H.  P.  FULMEB, 

Wall  Doxet, 
Clitford  R.  Hops. 
J.  Roland  Kinzxe. 
Uanager$  on  the  part  of  the  Hotue. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  made  cer- 
tain amendments  to  the  House  bUl.  The  House  has  agreed 
to  the  Senate  amendments,  with  one  verbal  change.  I  move 
the  adoption  of  the  conference  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  tbe  conference  report?  The  Chair 
bears  none.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

KEVBinn  tiLt  or  i»40  * 

The  Senate  resumed  tbe  consideration  of  the  bill  ^H.  R. 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
bjr  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method 
for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  call  up  an  amendment 
which  has  been  lying  on  the  table  and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  the  committee  amend- 
ment, as  amended,  is  still  pending.  It  ought  to  be  disposed 
of  before  any  other  amendment  Is  taken  up. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment  on  page  33.  as  amiended. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  B.uikley]  yesterday  completely 
nullified  the  purpose  of  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
committee.  The  President  now  has  all  the  authority  the 
amendment  would  confer  on  him.  He  now  has  the  authority 
to  withhold  appropriations,  and  therefore  the  amendment  is 
a  useless  gesture.  In  .the  interest  of  sincerity  and  frankness 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  section  403  be  deleted  from 
the  bill. 


Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  object.  Let  the  Senate 
pass  upon  the  committee  amendment  in  the  regular  way. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Objection  is  heard. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  the  3^as 
and  nays. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  ask  that  the  committee  amendment  be 
voted  down. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary 
Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  As  I  understand,  this  vote  is  on 
the  committee  amendment  known  as  the  Byrd  amendment 
as  amended. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended.  The  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  CHANDLER  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Davis]. 
I  do  not  know  how  he  would  vote.  I  therefore  withhold  my 
vote.  

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  Making 
the  same  announcement  as  before.  I  am  Informed  that  the 
senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  if  he  were  present 
and  voting,  would  vote  as  I  shall  vote.    I  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  Ashurst],  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr. 
Bailey],  the  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  [Mr.  Hughes],  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
King],  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  (Mr.  Lundeen],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Maloney],  the  Senator  from 
Florida  (Mr.  Pepi'er],  and  the  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr. 
Slattery]  are  necessarily  detained. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Stewart]  Is  unavoid- 
ably detained.    He  has  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Oregon 

[Mr.  HOLMANl. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Bae- 
bour]  is  at)sent  on  ofiQcIal  duties. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Frazieh]  is  neces- 
sarily absent. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson  1  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SlattebtI. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr.  HolmawI  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr.  Stewart]. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  DavisI  is  absent  be- 
cause of  Illness  in  his  family,  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
(Mr.  Thomas]  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  IMr. 
Tobey  1  are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  result  was  announced— yeas  14,  nays  63,  as  follows: 


TZAS— 14 

BrldgM 

Oumcy 

lladellff* 

White 

Brown 

Hal* 

SMtf 

WU«f 

Danahar , 

Marrlsoo 

Tftft 

OeofBS 

McKcUar 

Vand«nb«ri 
NATS— « 

Adams 

Connally 

Lodt* 

Schwarts 

Andrews 

Donahey 

Lucas 

SchwvllralMcto 

Austin 

Downey 

McCarran 

Miappard 

Bankhead 

EI  lender 

McNary 

BhlpstMd 

Barkley 

Oerry 

Mead 

Smatben 

BUbo 

0111ett« 

Miller 

Smith 

Bone 

Oreen 

Mlnton 

Thomas.Okla. 

Bulow 

Ouffey 

Murray 

Thomas.  Utah 

Burke 

Hatch 

Neely 

Townnend 

Byrd 

Hayden 

NorrU 

Truman 

Byrnes 

Herring 

Nye 

Tydlngs 

Capper 

Hill 

O'Mahoney 

VsnNuys 

Caraway 

Holt 

Overton 

Wagner 

Chavez 

Johnson.  Colo.        Pittman 

Walsh 

Clark.  Idaho 

La  Follette 

Reynolds 

Wheeler 

Clark.  Mo. 

Lee 

BusseU 

NOT  VOTTNO— 19 

Ashurst 

Prazler 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Slattery 

Bailey 

OlbKm 

King 

Stewart 

Barbour 

Olasa 

Lundeen 

Chandler 

Holman 

Maloney 

Tobey 

Davis 

Hughes 

Pepper 

So  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended,  was  rejected. 
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Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  Prerident,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DANAHER  Does  that  complete  the  committee  amend- 
ments?   

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  That  completes  the  commit- 
tee amendments.  The  bill  is  still  before  the  Senate  and  open 
to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  thank  the  Chair. 

Mr.  President.  I  offer  an  amendment  which  has  been  lying 
on  the  table,  and  ask  that  It  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  will  be  stated. 

The  Cmtr  Clkrk.  At  the  proper  place  in  the  bill  it  Is  pro- 
posed to  insert  the  following: 

Section  205  at  an  act  entitled  "An  act  relating  to  the  taxation 
(rf  the  compenaatlon  of  public  oflioers  and  employees",  approved 
April  12.  1039,  is  hereby  aniended  by  adding  thereto  a  new  para- 
graph to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  Compensation  provided  by  the  United  States  to  be  paid  as 
Income,  whether  directly  or  Indirectly,  to  State  employees  engaged 
In  the  administration  at  the  Social  Security  Act,  approved  Augvist 
14.  1936  (40  SUt.  eaO),  shall  not  be  subject  to  retroactive  taxation 
for  the  years  1936.  1937,  and  1938  and  prior  years." 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  when  the  Public  Salary 
Taxing  Act  was  passed  In  1939,  consequent  upon  a  series  of 
dfciatons  enunciated  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  that  year,  steps 
were  taken  to  relieve  from  retroactive  taxation  salaries  paid 
to  State  employees  which  up  to  that  time  had  been  considered 
exempt  from  taxation.  However,  Mr.  President,  many  em- 
ployees of  the  States  whose  compensation  Is  derived  either  In 
whole  or  In  part  from  funds  provided  by  the  United  States 
Oovemment  for  the  administratlcm  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
found,  due  to  a  ruling  of  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Reve- 
nue, that  they  were  not  comprehended  within  the  intent  and 
purport  of  the  statute  which  the  Congress  passed.  The  net 
result  is  that  thousands  of  employees  of  the  States  throughout 
the  country  now  engaged  in  the  enforcement  of  the  Unem- 
ployment Compensation  Act.  and  others  under  the  Social 
Security  Act,  are  l)eing  asked  to  pay  retroactively  taxation 
on  salaries  earned  by  them  in  the  years  1936,  1937,  1938.  plus 
a  penalty  of  25  percent,  plus  interest  at  6  percent. 

Mr.  President,  those  employees  have  no  objection  whatever 
to  being  included,  as  are  any  other  employees  from  now  on. 
in  the  liability  for  income-tax  pajmients;  but  it  certainly 
comes  as  a  most  undue  hardship  on  those  employees,  whose 
salaries  have  been  obligated  throughout  the  years,  to  find  at 
this  late  date  that  they  are  the  victims  of  retroactive  taxation. 

Insofar  as  the  language  In  our  statute  of  last  year  failed 
to  include  that  type  of  employee,  I  submit  that  we  failed  in 
so  much  of  our  Intendment  and  so  much  of  our  purpose  as  to 
negate  entirely  the  sense  of  fairness  with  which  we  should 
approach  such  a  situation. 

There  Is  no  reason  in  the  world  why  one  group  of  employees 
should  be  subjected  to  retroactive  taxation  and  no  other  group 
be  held  liable  for  such  an  imposition.  There  is  no  reason, 
on  the  other  hand,  why  for  salaries  earned  in  the  year  1939 
they  should  not  be  held,  as  are  all  other  employees,  for  income 
tax  in  the  year  1940.  To  that  end  they  have  filed  their  re- 
turns, are  paying  their  taxes,  and  from  ik>w  on  will  be  held 
hable.  as  are  all  other  employees,  for  such  taxes. 

Mr.  ©"MAHONEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
for  a  question? 
'    Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ©"MAHONEY.    I  ask  the  Senator  what  his  construction 
is  of  the  first  phrase  of  the  proposed  addition  to  the  act  ot 
^AprU  12,  1939: 

Oompcttsatlon  provided  by  the  United  SUtes  to  be  paid  •  •  • 
to  State  anoployea. 

Does  the  United  States  ttx  the  amount  of  compensation  paid 
to  State  employees  and  does  the  United  States  pay  the  c<xn- 
pensation? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  No;  but  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that 
his  question  goes  right  to  the  very  root  of  the  problem,  for, 
as  the  United  States  Treasury  covers  into  the  treasury  of  the 
State  the  a))propriation  allotted  to  the  State  for  execution 
and  adm  in  i.stration  of  unemployxnent  compensation  and  other 


similar  phases  of  the  Social  Security  Act  within  the  State, 
there  is  no  segregation  of  the  amount,  let  me  say  to  the 
Senator,  for  individual  employees  or  for  any  number  of  them. 
Consequently  such  employees  have  always  been  considered  to 
be  State  employees  since,  theoretically,  they  were  being  paid 
out  of  State  funds  which  emanated  from  the  State  treasury 
and  were  paid  to  the  specific  employees  as  salary  and  com- 
pensation as  such  employees,  but  the  reservoir,  so  to  speak, 
upon  which  the  State  treasury  drew  was  the  United  States 
Treasury,  even  though  the  funds  were  not  earmarked  for 
specific  employees.  Consequently  In  1934  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue  held  that  if  the  compensation  of  the 
State  employee  was  paid  wholly  or  in  part,  directly  or  in- 
directly, from  Federal  funds  such  part  was  taxable. 

However,  the  General  Counsel  of  the  Treasury  Department 
in  1937  issued  a  ruling  to  the  effect,  since  those  particular 
funds  could  not  be  eaxmarkcd,  and  could  not  be  traced,  that 
it  could  not  be  said  that  the  individual  employee  actually  got 
his  money  from  the  Federal  Treasury. 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  The  point  to  which  I  should  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  is  that  under  the  language  of 
his  amendment  it  may  be  doubtful  whether  the  State  em- 
ployees he  desires  to  protect  will  receive  any  protection. 
l)ecause  his  amendment  applies  only  to  "compensation  pro- 
vided by  the  United  States  to  be  paid"  to  State  employees.  I 
think  what  the  Senator's  desire  to  provide  for  is  the  case 
of  compensation  paid  as  income  to  State  emplosrees  from 
Federal  appropriations. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  think  that  Is  a  correct  statement:  but 
I  also  think  that  the  language  before  us  in  lines  5  and  6  will 
cover  it.  If  the  Senator  has  any  misapprehension  on  that 
point,  I  will  most  certainly  and  gladly  welcome  any  assistance 
from  his  splendid  legal  mind  to  make  certain  that  there  shall 
be  no  liability  by  way  of  retroactive  taxation  against  State 
employees. 

Mr.  ©"MAHONEY.  May  I  say  that  when  the  amendment 
before  us  refers  specifically  to  "compensation  provided  by  the 
United  States  to  be  paid,"  it  means  only  such  compensation  as 
the  United  States,  by  some  legislative  or  administrative  act, 
requires  to  be  paid,  and  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  case  with 
respect  to  the  employees  the  Senator  is  trying  to  protect. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  will  3rield  in  a  moment.  Let  me  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  that  because  of  the  fact  that  the 
Commissioner  had  ruled  that  since  the  moneys  hitherto  were 
coming  out  of  the  State  treasury,  there  was  not  any  ex- 
emption now  from  retroactive  taxation,  I  tried  to  make  cer- 
tain that  the  money  that  was  provided  by  the  United  States 
to  be  paid  as  compensation,  and  hence  as  Income,  to  the  indi- 
vidual would  be  held  tax-free,  at  least,  so  far  as  retroactive 
taxation  is  concerned,  not  otherwise.  That  is  all  I  sought  to 
do  and  hoped  that  I  had  done. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  It  is  very  difficult,  of  course,  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  to  draft  technical  language;  but,  as  I 
Indicated  a  moment  ago,  I  think  the  actual  situation  \s  that 
the  Senator  wants  to  reach  salaries  which  are  paid  by  the 
State  out  of  funds  appropriated  by  the  Federal  Oovemment 
for  the  Social  Seciulty  Act,  and  I  am  afraid  his  amendment 
does  not  say  that. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  thought  and 
his  assistance,  and  I  welcome  his  cooperation.  I  now  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  Inquire  whether 
the  Senator's  amendment  is  sufficiently  comprthensive?  It 
only  deals  with  employees  of  the  States  working  under  the 
Social  Security  Act.  Are  there  not  other  State  employees 
upon  which  the  tax  might  be  retroactive  unless  there  is  a 
more  comprehensive  provision? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  answer  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky in  this  way  by  reading,  first,  section  205  of  the  act  of 
April  12.  1939.  an  amendment  to  which  I  am  now  seeking. 
Section  205  reads: 

Compensation  shall  coi  be  cooaldeKd  as  compensation  within  the 
meaning  of  sections  201.  202.  and  203.  to  the  exUnt  that  It  Is  paid 
direcUy  or  IndtrecUy  by  the  Umted  States  or  any  agency  or  Instru- 
mentaUty  thereof. 
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When  we  put  that  last  year  in  what  is  known  as  the  Public 
Salary  Taxing  Act,  sections  201,  202.  and  203.  referred  to  the 
protection  against  retroactive  taxation  of  State  employees, 
and  apparently  at  that  time  it  was  felt  that  that  language 
was  sufficiently  broad  to  cover  all  other  classes.  In  any  case 
let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  I  know  of  no  other 
class  at  the  moment  which  is  affected. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  desire  to  say  to  the  Sonator  from  Ken- 
tucky that,  as  he  may  recall.  I  handled  the  Public  Salary  Tax 
Act  in  the  Senate,  and  it  was  never  our  intention  to  exempt 
from  retroactive  taxation  the  class  of  employees  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  is  referring.  It  was  not  retro- 
active taxation  then.  Since  1934  the  Treasury  has  ruled  that 
this  class  of  employees  were  taxable. 

I  am  in  opposition  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut;  I  do  not  think  it  should  be  adopted. 
Certainly,  as  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  Intimated,  If  we 
are  going  to  take  this  action  with  regard  to  social-security 
employees,  we  ought  to  do  it  as  to  all  that  class  of  employees; 
but  I  do  not  think  we  should  exempt  them  at  all.  They 
should  have  paid  the  tax  all  these  years. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  was  raising  the  question  the  Senator  has 
raised,  that  if  we  are  to  do  It  for  this  class  of  employees,  who 
are  appointed  by  the  State  and  paid  in  part  by  the  State  and 
In  part  by  the  Federal  Government,  and  some  of  them  alto- 
gether by  money  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States, 
it  should  be  done  with  respect  to  all  other  employees  appointed 
by  the  State  and  paid  either  out  of  State  or  paid  out  of  Fed- 
eral money. 

I  am  not  advocating  this  amendment.  I  was  simply  in- 
quiring whether  it  sets  up  a  special  class  and  exempts  them, 
whereas  others  who  are  public  officials  in  the  States  are  not 
exempted. 

Mr.  BROWN.    None  of  them  should  be  exempted. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  point  out  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  that  the  State  employees  in  his  own  State  and  in 
my  State  were  excepted  from  retroactive  taxation  after  the 
decision  in  the  case  of  Gregory  against  O'Keef  e  in  1939.  They 
never  were  held  answerable  for  income  tax  until  the  United 
States  Gkjvernment 

Mr.  MILLER  and  Mr.  GEORGE  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment  when  I  complete 
this  thought.  The  United  States  Government  never  at- 
tempted to  levy  a  tax  upon  the  Income  of  such  employees. 
Then,  when  by  the  act  we  passed  we  attempted  to  protect 
them  against  retroactive  liabUity  which  had  been  asserted  as 
the  result  of  the  Supreme  Court's  decision,  we  did  give  them 
that  protection;  we  did  not  give  protection  to  the  class  of 
employees  engaged  In  administering  the  Social  Security  Act. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas,  if  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  will  pardon  me. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
that  this  amendment  is  not  sufficiently  broad  to  reach  all 
the  classes  which  have  been  affected  and  which  are  required 
to  pay  this  retroactive  tax.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me, 
I  will  state  the  situation  which  exists  in  Arkansas. 

The  employees  in  the  welfare  department,  in  the  social 
security  and  the  other  departments,  although  State  employees, 
their  salaries  being  paid  In  whole  or  In  part  by  Federal  funds, 
have  paid  a  State  income  tax  for  those  years  on  the  theory 
that  their  salaries  were  paid  from  State  fimds.  In  fact,  the 
attorney  general  of  Arkansas  answered  an  inquiry  from  one 
of  the  employees  and  advised  him  that,  notwithstanding  the 
funds  were  supplied  by  the  Federal  Government,  when  they 
went  into  the  SUte  treasury  they  lost  their  identity  as  Federal 
funds  and  became  State  funds,  and  therefore,  under  the  State 
law.  they  were  subject  to  a  State  income  tax.  but  not  subject 
to  a  Federal  income  tax.  So.  unless  this  amendment  is 
adopted,  those  persons  wUl  be  discriminated  against  to  the 
extent  of  the  Federal  taxes  that  they  are  required  to  pay 
for  1936.  1937.  and  1938.  because  they  have  paid  a  State 
Income  tax  on  the  funds,  thinking  they  were  State  funds. 


Blr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
that  under  the  present  ruling  they  will  also  pay  a  Federal 
tax  for  the  very  same  years. 

Mr.  MILLER.  That  is  what  I  say.  They  will  be  dis- 
criminated against  to  that  extent  for  those  3  yeiu^. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  MILLER.    If  the  Senator  will  yield  further 

Mr.  DANAHER.     Yes. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  think  the  Senator's  amendment  does  not 
go  far  enough,  because  it  deals  only  with  employees  under 
the  Social  Security  Act,  whereas  persons  appointed  in  the 
same  way  are  employed  under  the  various  other  welfare  acts. 
They  are  even  employed  under  the  W.  P.  A.  and  other 
agencies. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
that  so  long  as  we  agree  on  the  principle  of  this  thing — 
that  we  should  not  tax  retroactively  the  income  of  State 
employees — I  am  perfectly  willing  to  include  others,  if  there 
be  other  classes  than  those  enumerated  in  the  amendment  I 
propose.  My  point  was  directed  to  this  particular  class  for 
the  reason  that  I  knew  that  in  Connecticut,  my  State,  there 
are  over  250  persons  In  the  unemployment  compensation  di- 
vision alone  who  are  being  seriously  affected  by  the  demands 
issued  this  month  by  the  collector,  requiring  3  years'  back 
tax,  25-percent  penalty,  and  6-percent  Interest.  I  am  per- 
fectly wllbng  that  the  amendment  be  broadened  to  include 
all  those  who  properly  should  be  included. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  do. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  was  correct  In 
his  statement  that  the  committee  which  handled  that  par- 
ticular legislation — and  I  happened  to  be  a  member  of  the 
committee,  of  which  the  Senator  was  chairman — did  not 
Intend  to  relieve  of  taxes  anybody  who  had  not  paid  taxes; 
but  the  equity  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  is  that  these  employees  have  paid  taxes  imder 
the  State  Income  Tax  Act  that  they  would  not  have  had  to 
pay  to  the  State,  but  would  have  had  to  pay  to  the  Federal 
Government,  If  they  were  Federal  funds,  as  has  now  been 
held. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    That  Is  the  fact. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  to  the  extent  that  the  salary  of  the  so-called 
State  employee  was  paid  out  of  Federal  fimds,  the  public 
salary  act  Is  wholly  ineffective.  The  Federal  Government 
has  always  had  authority  to  tax  and  power  to  tax  so  much 
of  the  salary  as  was  paid  by  the  Federal  Government,  on 
the  same  theory  that  those  in  the  legislative  branch  have 
paid  income-taxes  on  their  salaries.  The  Senator's  amend- 
ment would  relieve  them  of  all  taxes.  It  would  relieve  them 
of  income-taxes  assessed  against  that  part  of  the  salary  paid 
by  the  State  as  well  as  that  part  of  the  salary  paid  by  the 
Federal  Government;  and  since  1935.  at  least,  there  should 
have  been  no  doubt  that  the  salary  paid  by  the  Federal 
Government  was  subject  to  the  Income  tax. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  because  of  his  last  reference,  that  I  was  seek- 
ing to  reach  that  very  point  from  the  Senator  from  Wyom- 
ing, who  had  a  question  a  few  minutes  since,  as  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  may  have  noticed.  I  sought  to  reach  it  by 
sajrmg,  In  line  5,  that  the  compensation  provided  by  the 
United  States  to  be  i>aid  as  Income  shall  not  be  subject  to 
retroactive  taxation. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator's  amendment  is  limited,  then, 
to  that  portion  of  the  tax  paid.  I  call  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion, however,  to  what  has  been  suggested  by  other  Sena- 
tors— that  there  are  many  other  so-called  State  employees 
who  receive  their  compensation  in  whole  or  in  part  out  of 
funds  provided  by  the  Federal  Government.  That  Is  true 
even  of  the  National  Guard.  It  is  true  of  the  teachers  of 
vocational  education.  It  is  true  of  many  of  the  teachers^  in 
the  land-grant  colleges.  It  is  true  of  the  general  welfare 
workers.    It  would  hardly  be  fair  to  relieve  one  group — that 
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is.  those  who  are  administering  the  social  security  law — and 
leave  the  burden  resting  on  the  others. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  as  I  said  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas.  I  certainly  am  not  trying  to  limit  this  amend- 
ment to  one  narrow  class.  Quite  the  contrary;  I  am  simply 
trjing  to  achieve  what  seems  to  me  to  be  the  sheer  equity  of 
the  situation,  that  nobody  who  properly  should  have  received 
exemption,  except  for  the  Supreme  Court  decision  of  last 
January,  should  now  be  subjected  to  a  retroactive  tax. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  MJaryland. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  I  desire  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut that  I  have  to  go  to  a  meeting  of  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs;  and  I  should  like  to  know  if  it  would  divert 
him  if  I  should  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
a  question,  which  will  take  only  about  a  minute? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Indeed  not.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Ha«- 
iisoifl.  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  in  charge  of 
this  blD.  is  anxious  to  get  it  through.  I  have  pending  several 
amendments  which  I  should  like  to  have  voted  on;  but  in 
view  of  what  happened  here  this  afternoon,  I  fear  that  it 
would  probably  only  be  a  waste  of  effort.  In  the  event  those 
amendments  are  not  offered  on  the  floor  this  afternoon,  I 
ask  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  when  he  feels  that  the 
Committee  on  Finance  or  the  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue 
Taxation  or  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  Is  likely 
to  meet,  so  that  the  amendments  could  be  considered  In  line 
with  new  taxes  to  be  raised  in  addition  to  those  included  In 
the  pending  bill? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
can  give  the  Senator  any  definite  information  about  the  miat- 
ter.  It  is  presumed  that  if  circumstances  justify  it  or  neces- 
sitate it,  we  may  have  to  raise  much  more  revenue  by  taxes. 
It  has  been  a  mooted  question  whether  or  not  there  would 
be  an  adjournment  on  Saturday  night.  At  present  it  seems 
that  there  is  likely  to  be  a  recess  for  several  weeks.  I  do  not 
know  whether  or  not  definite  plans  have  been  made  in  re- 
gard to  the  matter;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  if  the  circum- 
stances justify  it — and  events  now  tend  in  that  direction — 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  will  begin  the  consideration 
of  these  questions,  which  are  somewhat  urgent. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.    At  this  session? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes;  at  this  session;  because  if  we  re- 
cess, the  session  will  probably  be  a  prolonged  one.  Anjrway, 
I  think  at  the  first  opportunity  they  will  go  Into  the  subject. 
The  Finance  Committee.'^  am  sure,  will  cooperate  right  along 
that  line. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  Then  I  take  It  that  it  is  the  Senator's 
opinion  that  in  the  event  the  Congress  does  not  adjourn 
next  Saturday,  but  takes  a  recess  Instead,  it  is  the  present 
probability  that  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the 
House  will  immediately  start  hearings  and  the  consideration 
of  additional  taxes? 

.  Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes;  I  think  we  are  going  to  start  right 
away.  I  hope  so.  because  there  are  one  or  two  questions  that 
must  be  settled  by  Congress.  No  one  wants  to  see  any  war 
millionaires  made  through  the  legislation  we  [>ass;  and  there 
may  have  to  be  an  excess-profits  tax.  but  it  should  be  very 
carefully  studied.  All  the  experts  should  be  at  work  on  it: 
and  I  have  been  advised  by  the  Treasury  that  it  would  be 
at  least  2  months  before  a  well-written  excess-profits  tax  law 
could  be  framed,  free  of  loopholes,  and  at  the  same  time 
fair,  and  one  that  would  bring  in  more  revenue.  So  I  think 
that  is  one  of  the  propositions  we  shall  have  to  start  con- 
sidering, because  I  want  to  bring  it  back  to  Congress  and  have 
it  passed  as  quickly  as  po.ssible. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  what  he  has  said. 
Of  course,  when  I  first  attempted  to  have  adopted  some 
amendments  looking  toward  economy  and  additional  taxa- 
tion, they  were  predicated  upon  the  thought  that  Congress 
would  probably  adjourn  and  go  home,  and  that  we  would 
not  have  any  new  tax  legislation  until  after  January.  Now 
It  begins  to  appear  that  the  probabilities  are  that  the  Ways 
and  Means  Coaunittee  of  the  Hoiiae  will  immediately  go  into 


this  tax  question  again  without  waiting  for  January,  as  soon 
as  the  pending  tax  bill  is  out  of  the  way.  While  there  is 
nothing  definite  about  that  situation,  with  the  Senator's 
assurance  of  his  position,  and  the  probabilities  as  they  are. 
I  am  inclined  to  let  the  matter  stand  as  it  is.  believing  that 
it  would  be  futile  anyway  to  try  at  this  time  to  have  amend- 
ments adopted  to  the  bill,  in  view  of  the  happenings  of  the 
last  4  or  5  days.  I  will  take  the  amendments  before  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  the  Finance  Committee, 
in  the  hope  that  .if  they  meet  immediately  the  amendments 
may  be  enacted  and  furnish  some  additional  revenue. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  hope  the  Senator  will  take  that  course. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  am  very  much  encouraged  by  what  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  has  said — that  some  hearings  will  be  begun  on 
tax  legislation — because  I,  for  one,  think  the  pending  bill 
is  totally  inadequate  to  meet  the  emergency.  Like  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland,  I  also  have  an  cunendment  which'  I 
intend  to  offer  to  make  the  collection  of  taxes  retroactive  on 
Incomes  earned  in  1939;  but  with  the  assurance  from  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  that  early  meetings  of  the  Finance 
Committee  will  be  held.  I  shall  withhold  the  amendment. 

I  wish  to  impress  upon  the  Senate  and  upon  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  the  lu-gency  and  the  necessity  of  passing 
additional  tax  legislation  at  the  earliest  possible  time. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  A  war-profits  tax  may  be  proposed.  If 
we  get  into  war.  we  must  have  a  war-profits  tax.  Otherwise 
we  must  have  an  excess-proPts  tax  appbed  to  those  who  are 
dealing  in  things  necessary  for  use  in  war.  But  such  taxes 
must  be  studied  very  carefully,  and  I  am  very  hopeful  that 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  if  they  desire,  will  work 
with  the  Committee  on  Finance;  otherwise  we  will  work 
separately.  The  aides  and  experts  of  the  Treasury  I>epart- 
ment  are  all  working  along  that  line  now.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  doubt  that  further  taxes  must  be  raised,  as  has 
been  pointed  out  by  different  Senators,  including  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  and  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  and  we  are 
going  to  use  a  spyglass  in  order  to  try  to  find  some  additional 
sources  of  taxation 

Mr.  BROWN.    A  microscope. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  A  microscope — with  the  least  burden  to 
the  people.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  send  to  the  committee 
his  amendment  to  make  the  taxes  retroactive.  We  had  to 
tmn  it  down  after  some  study  l)ecause  we  felt  it  would  be 
better  to  tax  Incomes  earned  in  the  coming  years  rather 
than  those  earned  in  the  years  which  have  passed. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  within  the  next 
30  days  the  consideration  of  a  new  tax  measure  will  be  begim? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  that  is  up  to  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  but  I  will  say  that  if  Congress  is  to  remain 
here,  if  it  is  not  to  adjourn — and  I  do  not  thing  there  is  any 
possibility  of  adjournment  now— I  shall  use  every  Influence 
I  have,  if  I  have  any,  to  get  the  matter  started  immediately. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  should  Uke  to  observe 
that  I  think  the  Senator  used  a  very  good  expression  when 
he  said  he  would  be  looking  through  a  spyglass.  I  think  he 
will  need  one  if  he  sights  a  tax  bill  before  next  spring. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  hope  we  may  at  least  reach  a  very  fair 
conclusion  on  the  matter,  and  that  we  will  have  as  little 
trouble  as  we  have  had  during  the  consideration  of  the  pend- 
ing bill.  I  trust  that  Senators  will  continue  their  fine  spirit 
of  cooperation,  and  that  before  6  o'clock  this  evening  we  may 
pass  the  bill 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma  In 
the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

TAXATIOM    AND   CArVtJkl.   IJrVXSTMIIIfT 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  merely  want  to  say  another  word 
apropos  of  the  discussion  which  has  just  now  taken  place. 
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I  could  not  help  being  Impressed  by  the  expression  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  others  that  a  micro- 
scope may  be  needed  to  discern  profits  and  a  spyglass  to 
discover  an  effective  tax  bill.  I  am  very  much  afraid  that  In 
the  preparation  of  our  tax  bills  we  have  given  too  little  con- 
sideration to  the  fact  that  profits  are  the  basis  of  all  taxes 
and  that  there  can  be  no  revenue  unless  there  first  are 
earnings. 

I  hope  that  the  Finance  Committee  here  and  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  in  the  House  will  give  consideration  to 
methods  of  taxation  which  will  stimulate  employment,  be- 
cause if  we  do  not  succeed  in  stimulating  employment,  we 
shall  continue  to  be  obliged  to  make  deficit  appropriation  for 
made  work  under  P.  W.  A.,  we  shall  have  to  continue  to  m^ke 
deficit  appropriations  to  provide  parity  payments  for  farmers 
and  we  shall  find  no  release  from  accumulating  national  debt. 

Mr.  President,  it  must  be  clear  to  everyone  that  all  taxa- 
tion proceeds  from  the  earnings  of  the  people,  and  the  earn- 
ings of  the  people  are  to  be  obtained  only  in  productive  enter- 
prise. It  seems  to  me  the  primary  responsibility  on  those 
of  us  who  are  giving  thought  to  taxation  will  be  to  stimulate 
productive  enterprise  and  to  stimulate  employment,  so  that 
there  will  be  some  profits  upon  which  taxes  can  be  levied. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President,  it  will  be  my  purpose  to  appear 
before  the  committee  at  the  proper  time,  if  I  can,  and  urge 
some  form  of  incentive  taxation,  by  which  I  mean  rates  sind 
rewards  that  will  encourage  capital  investment  so  that  private 
industry  may  afford  new  opportunities  for  employment. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  What  kind  of  taxes  do  stimulate 
business?  I  have  been  interested  in  tax  bills  all  my  public 
life,  and  that  is  the  kind  of  taxation  about  which  I  have  never 
heard.    I  should  like  to  be  informed  of  a  tax  like  that. 

Mr.  OT^IAHONEY.  The  Senator  was  good  enough,  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  only  a  few  weeks  ago,  to  indicate  his  ap- 
proval of  a  suggestion  which  I  made  at  that  time  in  the  form 
of  a  bill  which  was  designed  to  reduce  the  burden  of  taxa- 
tion on  those  whose  expenditures  had  the  effect  ol' creating 
jobs.  Of  course,  technically  speaking,  the  Senator  is  quite 
right;  taxes  do  not  stimulate  production  or  profits,  but  taxes 
do  handicap  production,  and  handicaps  can  be  removed  by  a 
wise  tax  policy.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  what  I  mean 
Is  that  we  should  so  draft  tax  bills  as  to  provide  an  incentive 
to  those  who  have  capital  to  invest,  in  order  to  induce  them 
to  do  so.  I  believe  that  by  extending  rewards  to  those  who 
employ  workers  we  shall  be  able  to  use  taxes  for  the  purpose 
of  stimulating  profits  and  thereby  increasing  revenue. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  will  yield  further,  if  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming is  referring  to  his  bill  taxing  labor-saving  machinery.  I 
was  inclined  to  be  favorable  to  that,  not  on  the  ground  that 
It  would  stimulate  business  but  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
supply  means  in  an  equitable  way  for  handling  the  unem- 
ployment situation. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  The  bill  was  not  a  tax  on  machinery. 
Let  me  make  that  clear.  It  contained  a  tax  on  earnings,  to 
be  sure,  but  its  most  important  feature  was  a  credit  for  the 
employment  of  people. 

Mr.  McNARY.     I  ask  for  the  regular  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  regular  order  is  de- 
manded.   The  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  DANAHER  Mr.  President,  let  me  remark  to  Senators 
that  last  winter,  when  this  situation  was  first  called  to  my 
attention.  I  took  the  matter  up  with  the  genial  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Harrison],  who  cooperated  with  me  to  the  fullest,  and  in 
turn  took  up  the  situation  with  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue.  Our  correspondence  and  memoranda  on  this  sub- 
ject were  mutually  made  available,  to  the  end  that  a  study 
and  canvass  of  the  situation  could  be  achieved. 

It  Is  true  that  I  was  interested  particularly,  as  the  language 
of  my  amendment  indicates,  in  employees  engaged  in  the 
administration  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  The  discussion 
this  afternoon  has  tended  to  indicate  that  there  are  other 
fields  and  other  phases  which  should  be  covered  by  the  lan- 
guage of  the  proposed  amendment.    During  the  interim 


while  the  colloquy  between  the  Senator  from  Maryland  and 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  was  proceeding,  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  WiLrrl  advised  me  that  he  had  sub- 
mitted to  various  Senators  language  which  he  thinks  ade- 
quate, and  which  they  have  agreed  is  designed  to  include  all 
the  elements  and  all  employees  who,  in  my  opinion,  should 
be  included. 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  wish  to  offer  a  substitute  amendment  at 
this  time,  which  I  send  to  the  desk  to  be  read.  Commenting . 
on  it.  I  may  state  that  at  one  time  previously  I  offered  this 
amendment,  and  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  HarrisonI 
at  that  time  stated  that  he  would  give  sympathetic  consid- 
eration to  it.  Now  that  the  discussion  has  reached  the  point 
it  has  reached,  when  we  all  realize  that  much  Injustice  would 
be  done  if  the  amendment  were  not  agreed  to,  I  ask  that  it  be 
read  and  that  the  Senate  give  consideration  to  it. 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  It  Is  proposed  to  insert  at  the 
proper  place  the  following: 

Section  205  of  the  Public  Salary  Tax  Act  of  1930  Is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  205.  No  amount  of  Income  tax  (Including  interest,  addi- 
tions to  tax.  and  additional  amounts)  shall  be  collected  after 
April  12,  1939.  for  any  taxable  year  beginning  prior  to  January  1. 
1939.  to  the  extent  attributable  to  compensation  for  personal 
services  as  an  officer  or  employee  of  a  State,  or  any  political  sub- 
division thereof,  or  any  agency  or  instrumentality  of  any  one  or 
more  of  the  foregoing.  As  used  in  this  section  the  term  'com- 
pensation' means  compensation  paid  directly  or  Indirectly  by  the 
United  SUtes  or  any  agency  or  instrumentality  thereof." 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  as  has  been  stated,  there 
are  others  outside  the  Social  Security  Administration  who 
are  interested.  Every  land-grant  college  Is  Interested. 
There  are  also  pajmients  made  by  the  Government  to  miUtia, 
or  the  National  Guard,  and  there  are  a  number  of  other 
payments  which  go  to  highway  sections  of  the  States.  So  It 
has  been  felt  that  the  thing  to  do  was  to  make  it  broad 
enough  to  cover  all  those  cases,  not  simply  the  Social  Se- 
curity cases,  as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

I  submitted  this  amendment  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  George]  a  few  moments  ago.  and  the  expert  now  sitting 
next  to  the  Senator  helped  to  draft  it.  As  I  understand.  It 
meets  the  general  situation  100  percent. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Harrison]  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
has  asked  me  to  express  my  views  in  regard  to  this  amend- 
ment. As  I  stated  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  a  while 
ago  the  special  committee,  of  which  I  was  chairman,  had 
charge  of  the  Public  Salary  Tax  Act.  I  think  I  may  safely 
say  that  with  the  representatives  of  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue,  the  Treasury  Department,  and  the  Attorney  Gen- 
real's  office  and  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  we  drafted 
the  Public  Salary  Tax  Act.  At  the  time  it  was  adopted  it 
was  understood  that  because  of  the  cases  to  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  Danaher]  has  referred — the 
O'Keefe  and  Gerhart  cases  particularly — there  was  a  certain 
class  of  State  employees  who  had  legally  always  been  subject 
to  the  Federal  income  tax.  The  Treasury  as  early  as  1935 
had  issued  a  ruling  that  a  certain  class  of  State  employees 
was  subject  to  the  income  tax  law.  There  is  no  question 
that  the  two  cases  brought  about  a  situation  In  which  legally 
a  great  many  State  employees — in  fact  all  State  employees — 
had  for  many  years  back  been  subject  legally  to  the  Federal 
income-tax  law. 

It  was  felt,  therefore,  by  those  of  us  who  drafted  the 
Public  Salary  Tax  Act  that  all  these  State  employees  who 
had  up  to  the  time  of  these  decisions  assumed  that  they 
were  not  liable  for  a  Federal  Income  tax,  fiiould  be  relieved 
of  that  tax  liabiUty. 

So  we  wrote  into  the  statute  a  provision  which  exempted 
them  from  any  retroactive  taxation.  It  Is  somewhat  of  a 
misnomer  to  use  the  word  "retroactive."  because  legally 
they  had  always  been  subject,  under  the  Supreme  Court  de- 
cisions, to  the  income-tax  law. 
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Mr.  DANAHER.     Mr.  President.  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Will  the  Senator  state  whether  or  not 
there  was  any  levy  under  It? 

Mr.  BROWN.  There  was  as  to  the  partlciilar  class  of  em- 
ployees to  which  the  Senator's  amendment  refers.  Prom 
1935  on  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  had  ruled  that  this 
very  class  of  employees  was  subject  to  the  Federal  income- 
tax  law. 

Mr.  DANAHER  Mr.  President,  was  it  not  so  that  the 
ruling  was  limited  solely  to  the  amount  of  Federal  funds  that 
could  be  traced  into  the  hands  of  any  such  employee? 

Mr.  BROWN.  Yes:  and  that  is  all  that  we  tax  now.  If 
the  Senator  will  be  patient,  I  will  develop  that  thought. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon  for  making 
the  Interruption. 

Mr.  BROWN.  So,  Mr.  President,  that  act  exempted  all 
State  employees  from  any  form  of  Federal  taxation  prior 
to  January  1.  1939.  But  we  also  provided  that  the  class  of 
State  employees  who  had  heretofore  paid  a  Federal  income 
tax  on  that  part  of  their  Income  or  salary  which  came  from 
the  Federal  Government  should  continue  to  pay  it.  They  did 
pay  from  1935  on.  I  cannot  say  that  there  was  no  objection 
to  it:  but  It  was  paid. 

Now,  as  to  the  point  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  raises. 
The  only  income  tax  that  was  levied  prior  to  January  1, 
1939.  when  the  public-salary  tax  became  effective,  was  as 
to  that  portion  of  the  .<alary  that  was  contributed  by  the 
Federal  Government.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  has 
paid  a  tax  on  his  Federal  salary  ever  since  he  has  been  here. 
8o  has  every  other  Senator,  and  so  has  every  other  Federal 
employee  who  received  an  income  which  was  subject  to 
taxation. 

As  I  have  said,  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  ruled  in 
1935  that  alt  State  employees  who  were  receiving  an  income 
from  the  Federal  Government  should  be  required  to  pay 
an  income  tax  on  that  portion  of  their  income  which  was 
paid  by  the  Federal  Government.  That  is  all  we  did  under 
the  Public  Salary  Tax  Act. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  now  wants  to  go  Ijack  and 
say  to  thousands  of  State  employees  who  have  paid  that  tax 
that  they  were  in  error  In  paying  It.  The  Government  told 
them  in  1935  that  they  were  liable  for  that  tax.  The  great 
majority  of  them,  I  venture  to  say.  have  paid  that  tax.  It 
would  certainly  be  unfair  to  that  large  class  of  State  em- 
ployees now  to  say  that  they  were  in  error  in  paying  that 
tax,  and  exempt  only  those  who  have  not  paid  it.  Those 
who  have  paid  cannot  now  get  their  money  back  because 
the  statute  of  limitations  has  run  against  them,  and  the 
Senator's  amendment  does  not  relieve  them. 

So  I  leave  the  proposition  here  with  the  simple  state- 
ment that  all  we  ask  these  people  to  do  Is  to  pay  their  Fed- 
eral income  tax  on  their  FV-deral  salaries.  We  do  not  tax 
them  a  dollar  upon  their  State  salaries  imtll  the  effective 
date  of  the  Public  Salary  Tax  Act,  when  they  pay  a  tax 
similar  to  that  paid  by  all  other  State  employees. 

Mr.  President,  we  went  into  this  matter  carefully.  We 
explained  it  fuliy  to  the  Senate  when  the  Public  Salary  Tax 
Act  was  considered,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  we  should 
change  the  rule. 

I  am  authorized  to  say  that  I  am  expressing  the  views  of 
the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  and  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment in  opposing  this  amendment.  So  I  trust  that  we  will 
make  no  change  in  the  law. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  In  the  case  of  Gregory 
against  OXeefe.  decided  last  year,  the  Supreme  Court  held 
for  the  first  time  that  all  State  employees  were  subject  to  In- 
come tax.  The  regulation  to  which  the  Senator  refers  not 
only  WES  not  conclusive;  It  was  not  acted  upon. 

These  employees  were  never  even  levied  against  in  any 
way.  When  they  did  not  file  returns  they  were  not  called 
upon  to  file  returns.  When  the  case  of  Gregory  against 
CKeefe  was  finally  decided  the  levy  was  for  the  first  time 
asserted,  and  on  the  face  of  that  assertion  we  now  have  the 
demand  issued  by  the  Commissioner  in  November  of  last  year 


that  all  these  people  shall  pay  taxes  for  the  S  years  last 
preceding. 

When  section  205  of  the  Pubbc  Salary  Tax  Act  wa^  passed 
in  1939  it  purported  to  make  exceptions  as  to  certain  Indi- 
vidual employees  of  the  States  of  the  classes  referred  to 
here.  They  have  had  no  opportunity  whatever  to  litigate 
whether  they  were  <xr  were  not  liable  for  the  tax  for  the  past 
3  years.  They  are  definitely  foreclosed  by  virtue  of  the  case 
of  Gregory  against  O'Keefe.  and  consequently  it  is  a  rank  in- 
justice and  a  hardship  on  these  people  who  after  all  these 
years  are  now  being  called  upon  to  pay  taxes  and  penalty 
and  interest  dating  t)ack  to  the  tax  year  1936. 

Mr.  President,  the  persons  affected  do  not  earn  too  much 
money  anyhow,  and  at  this  late  date  to  impose  what  in  effect 
Is  a  retroactive  tax  Is  a  rank  injustice  and  a  hardship  on 
them. 

I  am  willing  to  accept  the  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
WiLXTl  In  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  DanahirJ. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  refer  to  a  situation 
which  will  show  Senators  the  equity  of  my  amendment.  Take 
for  instance  the  pajonents  which  have  been  made  to  the  land 
grant  colleges  by  the  Federal  Government.  The  professors 
of  those  colleges  paid  the  taxes  mentioned  by  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas.  They  paid  State  income  taxes  on  their  In- 
come. After  1939  they  are  asked.  t)ecause  of  the  decision  re- 
ferred to — and  that  was  not  the  idea  of  the  statute  we 
passed — they  are  asked  to  go  back  and  do  that  which  we  did 
not  do  when  we  were  mere  citizens  of  the  State  and  not 
employees  of  the  Federal  Government.  They  are  asked  to 
pay  a  tax  for  3  years  on  that  portion  of  their  salaries  coming 
from  the  Federal  Government.  It  seems  to  me  only  equi- 
table and  fair  that  the  legislation  provided  in  the  amendment 
be  enacted. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  I  may  have  inserted  in  the  Record  at  this  point  a 
letter  which  I  received  on  the  subject  under  discussion  from 
the  chairman  of  the  Wisconsin  Industrial  Commission. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
prmted  in  the  RfcoRo.  as  follows : 

iMDUSTsiAi.  CoAcmasioN  or  Wisconsin. 

MadiMon.  Wis^  March  16,  1940. 
Hen.  RoBorr  M.  La  PoLLrmt.  Jr., 

United  States  Senator  from  Wiscrmsin, 

Seriate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

D«A«  Senatob  La  PoLLrm:  May  I  thank  you  on  behalf  of  ieTcral 
hundred  State  employees  for  the  interest  which  you  have  mani- 
fested in  the  matter  which  I  brought  to  your  attention  in  my  wire 
oi  Uarch  13. 

We  at  the  time  had  considerable  doubt  as  to  whether  the  matter 
proposed  was  germane  to  the  Hatch  bill,  but,  at  least,  an  c^por- 
txinity  presented  Itself  for  bringing  the  matter  to  the  attention  ot 
the  Senators. 

Senator  Wiltt  likewise  advised  us  that  the  corrective  legislation 
we  had  in  mind  was  not  germane  to  the  Hatch  bill,  but  he  consid- 
ered it  possible,  and  in  hU  wire  he  stated  that  he  considered  it  pos- 
sible to  attach  corrective  legislation  as  a  rider  to  House  Joint  Res- 
olution 407.  which  seeks  to  extend  the  reciprocal  trade  agreement 
program.  We.  of  course,  are  entirely  unacquainted,  and  would  in 
any  event  fail  to  suggest  to  our  Senators  the  most  appropriate  pro- 
cedure for  effecting  a  legislative  correction  to  the  problem  at  hand. 
We  have  full  confidence  that  complete  cooperation  wUl  be  mani- 
fested In  working  the  matter  out  along  the  best  lines. 

It  is  the  pxirpose  of  this  letter  to  set  out  more  fully  for  you  the 
subject  matter  of  our  wire.  These  views,  observations,  and  consid- 
erations may  be  of  assistance.  You  may  deem  it  advisable,  however, 
to  have  a  much  more  detailed  study  made  and  presented  to  you  to 
assist  In  carrying  throtigh  corrective  legislation.  We  would,  of 
ootme,  be  only  too  glad  to  go  into  the  matter  from  any  angle  vou 
might  stiggest.  and  draw  up  such  data  and  briefs  as  you  may 
Indicate. 

It  Is  our  thought  that  the  foUowlng  comments  arc  pertinent  and 
may  be  helprol  at  thU  time: 

1.  Numt>er  of  employees  affected:  Conservatively,  there  are  sev- 
eral hiindred  State  employees  in  Wisconsin  whose  interests  are  in 
all  probability,  affected  by  the  present  PMeral  legislation  allowing 
•aseasmenu  for  past  years  on  their  income  earned  In  SUte  service. 
We  canQpt  at  this  time  afford  you  an  approximately  exact  number. 
However,  an  entimeraUon  erf  the  departments  affected  will  show  the 
vUle  appUcaUon  ot  the  principle  at  stake.    Tlie  &nployment  Servloe 
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and  the  Unemployment  Compensation  Department  of  the  Industrial 
Commission  have  approximately  600  employees.  WhUe.  of  course, 
not  all  of  these  fall  In  salary  brackets  that  would  cause  them  to  be 
affected  by  the  present  Income-tax  legislation,  nevertheless  there  Is 
a  gcod  proportion  of  this  number  who  are  affected. 

The  chairman  of  the  highway  commission  estimates  that  there 
are  approximately  300  individxials  in  the  State  highway  depart- 
ment who  may  well  have  to  pay  back  taxes  through  a  "consider- 
able number  of  years.  Many  Individuals  on  the  instructional  staff 
at  the  university  in  the  schools  of  engineering  and  of  apiculture 
are  affected.  The  entire  number  of  county  agents  and  their  staffs 
are  concerned.  The  department  of  agriculture  and  markets  have 
some  cases  Involved.  The  department  of  public  welfare,  embody- 
ing the  relief  and  assistance  agencies,  have  a  very  considerable 
number  of  individuals  affectecL  The  employees  of  the  department 
of  vocational  education  have  a  stake  in  the  matter.  Elmployees 
m  the  department  of  public  Instruction  and  in  the  conservation 
department  are  affected. 

a.  Considerations  relating  to  the  equities  of  the  situation:  In 
all  save  a  very  few  cases,  such  as  vmlversity  instructors  and  county 
agents,  the  State  employees  whose  salaries  are  derived  In  whole  or 
In  part  from  Federal  grants  to  the  State  have  come  from  the 
classified  clvll-fervlce  lists.  There  is  absolutely  no  difference  in 
job-quallflcatlon  standards  and  general  nature  of  work  done  be- 
tween employees  whose  salaries  are  traceable  to  Federal  grants  and 
employees  whose  salaries  are  not  so  traceable.  State  employees, 
regardless  of  whether  or  not  their  income  Is  derived  from  Federal 
grants,  not  only  are  selected  with  reference  to  identical  Job-quall- 
flcatlon standards  and  do  the  same  type  of  work,  the  civil-service 
classification  considered,  but  there  Is  likewise  no  difference  in  the 
salary  brackets;  and  promotions,  pay  increases,  etc.,  are  subject  to 
identical  considerations. 

In  a  number  of  instances  the  State  employees  affected  In  the 
instant  situation  were  already  in  State  employment  and  performing 
the  functons  of  their  departments  before  the  advent  of  Federal 
funds  into  the  picture.  As  an  example,  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
had  an  employment  service  and  an  unemployment -compensation 
department  before  the  Wagner-Peyser  funds  and  funds  under 
title  III  of  the  Social  Security  Act  were  made  available,  respec- 
tively, to  these  two  departments.  The  affected  employees  in  these 
two  departments  had  been  selected  with  reference  to  personnel 
classifications  set  up  before  the  coming  of  Federal  funds.  Their 
qualifications  and  salary  classifications  In  no  manner  related  to 
Federal  specifications.  At  the  time  Federal  funds  were  afforded 
the  State  there  was  no  change  in  pay  or  salary  classification  of 
these  individuals.  It  is  quite  obvious  that  if  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment now  goes  back  and  taxes- these  employees,  the  fact  that  the 
Federal  Government  came  in  and  furnished  money  to  the  State 
to  pay  the  salaries  of  these  employees  means  that  these  employees 
suffered  what  amounts  to  a  salary  waiver  which  is  now  to  be  made 
effective  by  one  assessment  for  all  these  past  years. 

The  employees  in  these  departments  have  in  very  many  Instances 
been  selected  from  classifications  In  the  civU-service  list  from 
which  many  other  State  departments  draw  their  personnel  and 
hence  are  receiving  the  same  rates  of  pay  and  are  performing  the 
same  functions  as  are  other  State  employees.  Certainly,  to  go  back 
now  and  tax  this  restricted  group  of  individuals  on  a  retroactive 
basis  makes  for  discrimination  and  inequality  between  employees 
in  this  State  doing  the  same  t3rpe  of  work  pursuant  to  State  clvU- 
servlce  standards.  The  present  attempt  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  retroactively  tax  the  salaries  of  the  State  employees  here 
in  question  can  only  rcsxilt  In  the  greatest  financial  hardships  to 
the  Individuals  affected.  As  before  stated,  a  highway  commis- 
sioner asserted  that  there  are  approximately  200  resident  engineers 
and  inspectors  whose  salaries  are  traceable  to  Federal  sources.  He 
further  stated  that  he  Is  certain  that  a  very  large  proportion  of 
this  group  have  a  service  period  of  5  or  6  years  or  even  longer,  and 
that  In  some  instances  the  affected  employees  have  been  with  the 
department  for  as  long  as  15  years.  The  highway  commissioner  fur- 
ther stated  that  he  Ls  confident  that  none  of  the  employees  knew  of 
the  present  situation  and  had  never  had  the  matter  brought  to  their 
attention. 

The  comptroller  of  the  university  states  that  several  Individuals 
on  the  instructional  staff  in  the  colleges  of  engineering  and  agri- 
culture are  affected.  He  likewise  states  that  there  are  approximately 
70  county  agents  who  are  directly  concerned  In  the  outcome  of  this 
matter.  Some  of  the  agents  have  been  in  the  service  for  20  or  25 
years,  and  It  seems  clear  that  even  section  1211  of  the  1926  Revenue 
Act  would  not  serve  to  abate  their  liability,  since  the  cited  section 
did  not  abate  liability  with  reference  to  certain  classes  of  State 
employees  whose  salaries  were  derived  from  Federal  sources.  The 
comptroller  states  that  this  matter  was  never  brought  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  university  until  about  1936.  Since  that  time  names  of 
many  of  the  individuals  affected  have  been  furnished  the  Federal 
Government,  pursuant  to  its  request;  but  the  comptroller  is  rather 
certain  that  the  individuals  concerned  have  done  nothing  to  make 
up  their  arrears  liability,  which.  In  some  instance*,  as  pointed  out, 
nms  bock  a  score  of  years. 

At  this  time  for  the  Federal  CJovemment  to  assert  lU  taxing 
power  in  the  manner  proposed  seems  unfair  and  inequitable  in- 
deed. The  whole  transaction  can  be  charged  with  grave  financial 
oonsequences  on  the  individuals  affected. 

t.  Legal  conj?lderatlons:  We  have  asked  our  counsel  to  prepare 
a  short  memorandum  advising  us  very  briefly  of  the  status  of 
SUte  employeee  with  reference  to  the  Federal  taxing  power,  as 


this  statxis  existed  in  the  past,  and.  specifically,  we  asked  to  be 
informed  as  to  whether  State  employees  whose  salaries  have  been 
derived  from  Federal  grants  have  always  been  considered  as  sub- 
ject to  the  Federal  Income-tax  provisions. 

It  appears  that  your  information,  to  the  effect  that  State  em- 
ployees whose  salaries  have  l>een  derived  from  Federal  grants, 
have  always  been  considered  subject  to  the  Federal  taxing  power. 
Is  erroneous.  As  counsel's  memorandum  points  out,  prior  to  the 
Oearhardt  and  O'Keefe  cases.  1938  and  1939.  the  basis  for  distin- 
guishing between  State  employees  who  were  liable  to  pay  Federal 
Income  tax  and  those  who  were  not  liable,  was  the  nature  of  the 
functions  performed  by  the  employees.  If  the  services  related  to 
an  essential  function  of  government,  the  services  and  income 
derived  therefrom  were  considered  as  exempt  from  the  Federal 
taxing  Jurisdiction.  If  the  sers'ices  were  associated  with  a  non- 
essential governmental  function,  or  government  In  Its  proprietary 
aspect,  then  the  services  and  Income  derived  therefrom  were  sub- 
ject to  the  Federal  taxing  Jurisdiction. 

It  is  quite  clear  from  the  cases  that  it  is  this  distinction  between 
the  "essential"  and  "nonessential"  natiire  of  services  performed 
that  controlled  the  matter  of  Federal  Jurisdiction  prior  to  the  above- 
cited  cases.  The  source  of  the  employees'  salaries  (that  Is,  whether 
derived  from  Federal  grant)  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter.  It 
is  quite  true  that  section  1211  of  the  1926  Revenue  Act  abated  the 
llabUity  of  certain  employees,  and  failed  to  abate  the  liability  of 
certain  State  emploj'ees  whose  salaries  were  derived  from  Federal 
grant.  However,  as  the  memorandum  will  show,  this  abating  pro- 
vision was  concerned  only  with  the  liability  of  employees  who  were 
then  thought  to  be  within  the  taxing  Jurisdiction  of  the  Federal 
Government;  that  is.  employees  performing  nonessential  govern- 
mental functions.  The  effect  of  section  1211  was  to  abate  the  lia- 
bility of  this  group  in  all  Instances  save  those  In  which  these  em- 
ployees performing  nonessential  governmental  services  had  their 
salaries  derived  from  Federal  grants.  The  derivation  of  the  salary 
from  Federal  sources  had  nothing  to  do  In  determining  the  liabil- 
ity of  the  group  of  employees  affected  by  section  1211,  and  the  ap- 
plication of  the  principle  of  derivation  of  salaries  from  Federal 
sources,  as  It  ts  found  in  section  205  of  the  Public  Salary  Tax  Act 
of  1939,  has  no  relation  whatsoever  to  the  manner  In  which  the 
principle  is  applied  in  the  Revenue  Act  of  1926.  This  wUl  be  niade 
clearer  by  the  memorandum. 

Allow  us  to  again  extend  our  sincere  appreciation  for  the  efforts 
which  you  are  directing  to  correct  a  most  Inequitable  situation.    We 
offer  our  services,  of  course,  for  gathering  any  data  and  preparing 
any  material  which  might  be  helpful.  In  your  estimation. 
Very  truly  yours, 

iNDtTSTUAL  COMMISSION, 

VoTTA  WsABETZ.  Chairman. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  Wilkt]  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute  for  the  amendment  of  the  Setiator 
from  Connecticut   [Mr.  Danaher]. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  PRESmmO  OFFICER.  The  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  requested.    Is  the  request  seconded? 

Tlie  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  rule  requires  that  one-fifth  of  those 
present  shall  second  the  request  in  order  that  It  may  be 
granted.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Donahey 

Lee 

Schwartz 

Ashurst 

Downey 

Lodge 

Schwellrnbach 

Austin 

El  lender 

Lucas 

Sheppard 

Barkley 

George 

Lundeen 

Smathers 

Bllbo 

Oerry 

McCarran 

Smith 

Bone 

Gillette 

McKellar 

Taft 

Bridges 

Green 

McNary 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Brown 

Guffey 

Maloney 

Thomas,  Okia. 

Bulow 

Gumey 

Mead 

Thomas.  tJtab 

Burke 

Hale 

Miller 

Townaend 

Byrd 

Harrison 

Minton 

Tnunan 

Byrnes 

Hayden 

Murray 

Tydlnfs 

Capper 

Herring 

Norrls 

Vandenberg 

Caraway 

Hill 

Nye 

Van  Nuys 

Chandler 

Holt 

CMshoney 

Wagner 

Cliavez 

Hughes 

Plttmsn 

Walfb 

Clark.  Idaho 

Johnson,  Calif. 

RadcUffs 

Wheeler 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson.  Oolo. 

Reed 

White 

Connally 

King 

Keynol&t 

WUey 

Danaher 

La  Polletto 

BuaseU 

The  FRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Seventy-nine  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreement  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley ],  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  for  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Dawaher]. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 
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The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  CHANDLER  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr. 
Davis  I.  who  is  unavoidably  detained  because  of  Illness  In  his 
family.  I  am  Informed  that  If  he  were  present  he  would 
vote  as  I  shall  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  TYDING8  (when  his  name  was  called) .  Having  been 
in  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  during  the  discussion 
of  this  amendment,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  be  excused 
from  voting,  because  I  do  not  sufiBciently  understand  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  Sen- 
ator Is  excused  from  voting. 

"nie  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama I  Mr.  BankheaoI,  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
NeiiyI.  and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper]  are  de- 
tained in  Government  departments.  I  am  advised  that  if 
present  and  voting,  these  Senators  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Slattkry)  is  unavoidably 
detained.  I  am  advised  that  tf  present  and  voting,  he  would 
vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  B.uleyI.  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  (Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  Florida 
I  Mr.  Andrews!,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch], 
and  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  (Mr.  Overtom]  are  neces- 
sarily at>sent. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Stewart!  Is  neces- 
sarily absent.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting,  he 
would  vote  "nay."  He  has  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Holman]. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  HolmawJ 

Is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ste^^vartI. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  would  vote  "yea"  if  present. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  I  Mr.  Gibson!  has  a  general 
pair  with  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SuittkryI.  The 
Senator  from  Vermont  would  vote  "yea"  if  present. 

Ttie  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstead]  has  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Glass!. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampsliire  [Mr.  Tobby]  is  absent 
on  oHicial  business. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  BARBoxnt!  is  absent  on 
official  duties. 

Hie  Senator  from  North  Dakota  I  Mr.  FrazikrI  is  neces- 
sarily absent. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  34,  nays  44,  as  follows: 

TEAS— 34 


Austin 

Oerry 

McNary 

Schwartz 

BiidCM 

Oumey 

Maloney 

Taft 

BuriM 

Hale 

UiUcr 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Capper 

Hurhes 

Minton 

Townsend 

Johnaon.  Calif.       Norrlj 

Wagner 

Chandler 

La  Pollette 

Nye 

White 

Clark.  Idaho 

LrOdRO 

CKIahcney 

Wiley 

Danaher 

Lundren 

RadcUffe 

Oownar 

ICcCarran 

Reed 
NATS— 44 

Adama 

Cbnnally 

Holt 

Bchwellenbacb 

Ashurrt 

DoaalMy 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Sheppard 

BarU«y 

BlMMtar 

King 

8mather» 

BUbo 

Le« 

Smith 

Bona 

OlUetta 

Lucas 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Brown 

Oreen 

McKellar 

Thomas.  Utah 

Bulow 

Quffey 

Mead 

Truman 

Birrd 

Hkrrlaon 

Murray 

Vandenberg 

Byrnes 

Hayden 

Plttman 

VanNuya 

Chaves 

Rerrlnc 

Reynolds 

Walsh 

Oark.  liD. 

Hill 

RxiaseU 

Wheeler 

NOT  VOTINO— 18 

Prasier 

Neely 

Stewart 

BaUey 

Olbmi 

Overton 

Tobey 

Bankhead 

Olaas 

Pepper 

Tydlngs 

Barbour 

Hatrh 

Shipstead 

Dmria 

Hotman 

Slattcry 

So  Mr.  Wnxr's  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
for  Mr.  Danahkr's  amendment  was  rejected. 

MTSSAGE  FROM  THE  HOTTSB 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Me- 
gm,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  bavlng  pro- 


ceeded to  recoxislder  the  bill  (H.  R.  9381)  to  provide  for  the 
alteration  of  certain  bridges  over  navigable  waters  of  the 
United  States,  for  the  apportionment  of  the  cost  of  such  alter- 
ations between  the  United  States  and  the  owners  of  such 
bridges,  and  for  other  purposes,  returned  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  with  his  objections,  to  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, in  which  It  originated,  it  was — 

Resolved.  That  the  said  bill  pass,  two-thirds  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  agreeing  to  pass  the  same. 

■BVENTTK  SnX  OF  1»40 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  <H.  R. 
1C039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
by  raising  revenue  and  Issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method 
for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  offer  the  amendment  which  I  send 
to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  end  of  the  bill  it  is  p^-posed  to 
insert  the  following  new  title: 

Tttls  TV 
Section  401.  Chapter  2  at  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subdiapter : 

"STTDCHAPTEH  E — EXCESS -PEOfTTS  TAX   BASED  OK  tNVBSTED  CAPTTAL 

"Sec.  750.  Imposition  of  tax. 

"In  addition  to  all  other  taxes  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and 
paid  for  each  taxable  year  beginning  after  December  31,  1939.  upon 
the  Income  of  every  corporation  a  tax  equal  to  the  following  per- 
centages of  the  net  Income: 

"First  Bracket 
"Twenty  percent  of  the  amount  of  the  net  Income  for  the  taxable 
year  in  excess  of  the  excess-proflts  credit  (determined  under  section 
761)  and  not  In  excess  of  20  percent  of  the  Invested  capital. 

"Second.  Bracket 

"Forty  percent  of  the  amount  of  the  net  Income  for  the  taxalile 
year  in  excess  of  20  percent  of  the  Invested  capital. 

"In  any  case  where  the  full  amount  of  the  excess-profits  credit  Is 
not  allowed  under  the  first  bracket,  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  such 
credit  Is  In  excess  of  20  percent  of  the  invested  capital,  the  part  not 
so  allowed  shall  be  deducted  from  the  amount  in  the  second  bracket 

••Sec.  751.  Bxcess-prcflts  credit. 

"(a)  The  excess-profits  credit  shall  consist  in  the  case  of  a  do- 
mestic corporation  of  a  specific  exemption  of  $3,000  plus  an  amount 
equal  to  6  percent  of  the  invested  capital  for  the  taxable  year.  A 
foreign  corporation  or  a  corporation  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  sec- 
tion 261  or  a  corporation  organized  under  the  China  Trade  Act.  1922. 
shall  be  entitled  to  an  excess-proflts  credit  of  8  percent  of  the 
invested  capital. 

"(b)   In  the  case  of  a  return  made  for  a  fractional  part  of  a  year, 
the  specific  exemption  of  $3  000  shall  be  reduced   to  an  amount 
which  bears  the  same  ratio  to  such  specific  exemption  as  the  ntim- ' 
ber  of  months  in  the  period  for  which  return  is  made  bears  to  12 
mouttis. 

"(c)  In  any  case  where  a  tax  is  assessed  upon  the  basis  of  a 
eonatdldated  return  only  one  specific  exemption  of  93.000  shall  be 
allowed 

"8k:.   752.  Exempt   corporations. 

"(a)  Corporations  enumerated  In  section  101  shall  to  the  extent 
they  are  exempt  from  the  income  tax  under  chapter  I  be  exempt 
from  taxation  under  this  subchapter; 

"(b)  Personal  service  corporations  as  defined  in  section  200  (5) 
of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1921: 

"(c)  Personal  holding  ccmfMinies  as  defined  In  subchapter  A  of 
chapter  11;    and 

"(d)  Foreign  personal  holding  companies  as  defined  In  supple- 
ment P  of  chapter  I. 

"Sac.  753.  Net   Income. 

"For  the  purpoee  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  750.  the  net  Income 
shall  be  the  same  as  the  net  Income  for  income-tax  purposes  In 
chapter  I,  with  the  foUowlng  adjustments: 

"(a)  Additional  deductions:  (1)  Dividends. — There  shall  be  al- 
lowed as  a  deduction  the  amount  received  as  dividends  from  a 
domestic  corporation  which  is  subject  to  taxation  under  chapter  I. 
The  deduction  allowed  by  this  subsection  shall  not  be  allowed  \n 
respect  of  dividends  received  from  a  corporation  organized  under 
the  China  Trade  Act  of  1922.  or  from  a  corporation  which  under 
section  251  is  taxable  only  on  its  gross  Income  from  sources  wtthln 
the  United  States  by  reason  of  Its  receiving  a  large  percentage  of 
Its  gross  income  from  sources  within  a  prwinnnliiu  of  the  United 
States. 

"(2)  Loss  In  inventory:  (A)  At  the  time  of  filing  return  for  the 
first  taxable  year  under  this  8Utx:hapter  a  taxpayer  may.  notwith- 
standing any  other  provL^fon  of  law  file  a  claim  in  abatement  baaed 
on  the  fact  that  he  has  sustained  a  subsuuatial  Iom  (wbathcr  or  uai 
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actually  realized  by  sale  or  other  disposition)  resulting  from  any 
material  reduction  (not  due  to  temporary  fluctuation)  of  the  value 
of  the  Inventory  for  such  taxable  year,  or  from  the  actual  payment 
after  the  close  of  such  taxable  year  of  rebates  in  pursuance  of  con- 
tracts entered  into  during  such  year  upon  sales  made  during  such 
year.  In  such  case  payment  of  the  amount  of  the  tax  covered  by 
such  claim  shall  not  be  required  until  the  claim  is  decided,  but  the 
taxpayer  shall  accompany  his  claim  with  a  bond  In  double  the 
amount  of  the  tax  covered  by  the  claim,  with  sureties  satisfactory 
to  the  Clommissloner.  conditioned  for  the  payment  of  any  part  of 
such  tax  found  to  be  due.  with  interest.  If  any  pan  of  such  claim 
is  disallowed,  then  the  remainder  of  the  tax  due  shall  on  notice 
and  demand  by  the  collector  be  paid  by  the  taxpayer  with  interest 
at  the  rate  of  6  percent  per  annum  from  the  time  the  tax  would 
have  been  due  had  no  such  claim  been  filed.  If  it  is  shown  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Commissioner  that  such  substantial  loss  has 
been  sustained,  then  in  computing  the  tax  imposed  by  this  sub- 
chapter the  amount  of  such  loss  shall  be  deducted  from  the  net 
income. 

"(B)  If  no  such  claim  Is  filed,  but  It  Is  shown  to  the  satisfaction 
Of  the  Commissioner  that  during  the  period  of  1  year  after  the  date 
upon  which  the  first  return  under  this  subchapter  is  due  the  tax- 
payer has  sustained  a  substantial  loss  of  the  character  above  de- 
scribed then  the  amount  of  such  loss  shall  be  deducted  from  the 
net  income  for  the  first  taxable  year  under  this  sulx;hapter  and  the 
tax  Imposed  by  this  subchapter  for  such  year  shall  be  redetermined 
accordingly.  Any  amount  found  to  l>e  due  to  the  taxpayer  upon 
the  basis  of  such  redetermination  shall  be  credited  or  refunded  to 
the  taxpayer  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  322. 

"(3)  Anvortlzatlon :  (A)  In  the  case  of  buildings,  machinery, 
equipment,  or  other  depreciable  facilities,  contracted  for  and  con- 
structed, erected,  installed,  or  acquired  on  or  after  January  1,  1940, 
for  the  production  of  articles  essential  to  the  prosecution  of  a  war. 
and  in  the  case  of  vessels  contracted  for  and  constructed  or  ac- 
quired on  or  after  such  date  for  the  transportation  of  articles  or 
men  essential  to  the  prosecution  of  a  war.  there  shall  be  allowed, 
for  any  taxable  year  ending  after  December  31,  1939,  a  reasonable 
deduction  for  the  amortization  of  such  part  of  the  cost  of  such 
facilities  or  vessels  as  has  been  borne  by  the  taxpayer  (not  in  ex- 
cess of  the  adjusted  basis  under  section  113),  but  not  again  In- 
cluding any  amount  otherwise  allowed  under  chapter  I.  or  previous 
acts  of  Congress  as  a  deduction  in  computing  net  Income.  The 
allowance  under  this  subsection  shall  be  inclusive  of  all  deprecia- 
tion during  the  amortization  period  on  property  subject  to  amorti- 
zation: Provided.  That  amortization  shall  not  be  allowed  under  this 
paragraph  unless  the  construction,  erection,  installation,  or  ac- 
quirement of  the  facility  or  vessel  shall  have  been  authorized  by 
the  President,  through  such  agency  as  he  shall  designate,  and  de- 
termined by  such  agency  to  be  for  the  production  of  articles  essen- 
tial to  the  prosecutiCin  of  a  war,  or,  in  the  case  of  vessels,  for  the 
transportation  of  articles  or  men  essential  to  the  prosecution  of  a 
war:  Provided  further.  That  in  the  case  of  vessels,  buildings,  ma- 
chinery, equipment,  or  other  facilities  contracted  for,  or  constructed, 
erected,  or  Installed  prior  to  January  1.  1940,  but  acquired  by  the 
taxpayer  subsequent  to  such  date,  whether  by  purchase,  exchange, 
gift,  transfer,  or  in  any  other  manner,  no  amortization  shall  be 
allowed  under  this  paragraph:  Provided  further,  That  after  the 
President  shall  proclaim  that  the  need  for  such  emergency  produc- 
tion and  transportation  no  longer  exists  this  paragraph  shall  cease 
to  be  effective  and  the  Commissioner  may  reexamine  the  returns 
made  under  this  subchapter,  and  if  he  then  finds  that  the  deduction 
originally  allowed  was  Incorrect,  the  tax  for  the  year  or  years  affected 
■hall  be  redetermined.  The  amount  of  the  deduction  under  this 
subsection  shall  be  allowed  only  with  respect  to  such  facilities  or 
vessels  which  have  become  obsolete,  or  ceased  to  be  required,  or 
have  been  sold,  prior  to  1  year  after  the  date  of  such  proclamation. 
The  amount  of  any  deficiency  In  tax  determined  to  be  due  may  be 
•neaeed  and  collected  at  any  time,  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
chapter  I,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  section  278.  The 
amount  of  tax  overpaid.  If  any,  shall  be  credited  or  refunded  to 
the  taxpayer  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  322. 

"(B)  Tentative  allowance:  For  the  purpose  of  returns  under 
this  subchapter,  the  tenutive  estimate  of  the  amount  of  such 
amortization  for  any  year  shall  not  exceed  12 >4  percent  of  the 
cost  of  such  part  of  the  facilities  or  vessels  as  has  been  borne  by 
the  taxpayer:  Provided,  That  when  the  aggregate  tentative  allow- 
ances equal  50  percent  of  the  cost  of  the  facilities  or  vessels  no 
further  tentative  allowances  shall  be  made. 

"(b)  Consolidated  net  Income:  Subject  to  the  foregoing  pro- 
vlsloiis  of  this  section  and  to  the  el.mination  of  intercompany 
transactions  (whether  or  not  resulting  in  any  profit  or  loss  to  the 
separate  corporations),  the  consolidated  net  income  shall  be  the 
combined  net  Income  of  the  several  corporations  consolidated. 

"(c)  Taxes:  There  shall  be  aUowed  as  a  deduction  Federal  in- 
come taxes  paid  or  accrued  diiring  the  taxable  year. 

"Sec.  754.  Consolidated  returns. 

"(a)  Requirement  to  file  consolidated  returns:  Corporations 
which  are  afBllated  within  the  meaning  of  this  section  shall,  under 
regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Secretary,  mal^e  a  consolidated  return  of  net  income 
and  Invested  capital  for  the  purposes  of  this  subchapter,  and  the 
taxes  hereunder  shall  be  computed  and  determined  upon  the  l>asia 
of  this  return. 


"(b)  Regulations:  The  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary,  shall  prescribe  such  regulat.ons  as  he  may  deem  neces- 
sary in  order  that  the  tax  liability  of  any  afllliated  group  of  cor- 
porations making  a  consolidated  return  and  of  each  coiporation 
in  the  group,  both  during  and  after  the  perlcd  of  e.fniiatlon.  may 
be  determined,  computed,  assessed,  collected,  and  adjusted  .n  such 
manner  as  clearly  to  reflect  the  income  and  to  prevent  avoidance 
of  tax  liability. 

"(c)  Computation  and  payment  of  tax:  In  any  case  In  which 
a  consolidated  return  Is  made  the  tax  shall  be  determined,  com- 
puted, assessed,  collected,  and  adjusted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations  under  subsection  (b)  (or.  in  case  such  legulations  are 
not  prescribed  prior  to  the  making  of  the  return,  then  the  regu- 
lations prescribed  under  section  141  (b)  of  the  Revenue  Act  o* 
1932  insofar  as  not  inconsistent  with  this  act)  prescribed  prior  to 
the  date  on  which  such  return  is  made. 

"(d)  Definition  of  'affiliated  group':  As  used  In  this  section  an 
'afllliated  group'  means  one  or  more  chains  of  corporations  con- 
nected through  stock  ownership  with  a  common  parent  corpora- 
tion If— 

"(1)  at  least  95  percent  of  the  stock  of  each  of  the  corporations 
(except  the  common  parent  corporation)  Is  owned  directly  by  one 
or  more  of  the  other  corporations:   anS 

"(2)    the  common  parent  corp>oration  owns  directly  at  least  95 
percent  of  the  stock  of  at  least  one  of  the  other  corporations. 
As   used    in    this   subsection    the    term    'stock'   does    not    include 
nonvoting  stock   which   is  limited   and   preferred   as   t^  dividends. 

"(e)  Except.on:  A  consolidated  return  shall  be  made  only  for 
the  domestic  corporations  within  the  afllliated  group.  An  insur- 
ance company  subject  to  the  tax  Imposed  by  section  201  or  204, 
or  a  personal  holding  company  subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by 
subchapter  A  of  chapter  II.  shall  not  be  included  in  the  same 
consolidated  return  with  a  corporation  subject  to  the  tax  imposed 
by  section  13  or  14,  and  an  insurance  company  subject  to  the  tax 
imposed  by  section  201  shall  not  be  Included  In  the  same  consoli- 
dated return  with  an  insurance  company  subject  to  the  tax  im- 
posed by  section  204. 

"(f)  China  Trade  Act  corporations:  A  corporation  organized 
under  the  China  Trade  Act.  1922.  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be 
afllliated  with  any  other  corporation  within  the  meaning  of  this 
section. 

"(g)  Corporations  deriving  Income  from  possessions  of  United 
States:  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  a  corporation  entitled  to 
the  benefits  of  section  251,  by  reason  of  receiving  a  large  percent- 
age of  its  income  from  possessions  of  the  United  States,  shall  Im 
treated   as  a  foreign  corporation. 

"(h)  Subsidiary  formed  to  comply  with  foreign  law:  In  the  caae 
of  a  domestic  corporation  owning  or  controlling,  directly  or  In- 
directly, 100  percent  of  the  capital  stock  (exclusive  of  directors' 
qual.fylng  shares)  of  a  corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of 
a  contiguous  foreign  country  and  maintained  solely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  complying  with  the  laws  of  such  country  as  to  title  and 
operation  of  property,  such  foreign  corporation  may,  at  the  option 
of  the  domestic  corporation,  be  treated  for  the  purpoee  of  this 
title  as  a  domestic  corporat.on. 

"(i)  Suspension  of  running  of  statute  of  limitations:  If  a  notice 
under  section  272  (a)  in  respect  of  a  deficiency  for  any  taxable  year 
Is  mailed  to  a  corporation,  the  suspension  of  the  running  of  the 
statute  of  limitations,  provided  In  section  277.  shall  apply  in  the 
case  of  corporations  with  which  such  corporation  nuide  a  consoU- 
dated  return  for  such  taxable  year. 

"Sec.  755.  Invested  capital. 

"(a)  As  used  in  this  subchapter — 

"The  term  'intangible  property'  means  patents,  copyrights,  secret 
processes  and  formulae,  goodwill,  trade-marks,  trade-brands,  fran- 
chises, and  other  like  property; 

"The  term  'tangible  property'  means  stocks,  bonds,  notes,  and 
other  evidences  of  indebtedness,  bills  and  accounts  receivable,  lease* 
holds,  and  other  property  other  than  intangible  property; 

"The  term  'borrowed  capital'  means  money  or  other  projjerty 
borrowed,  whether  represented  by  bonds,  notes,  open  accounts,  or 
otherwise; 

"The  term  'inadmissible  assets'  means  stocks,  bonds,  and  other 
obligations  (other  than  obligations  of  the  United  States),  the 
dividends  or  interest  from  which  is  not  Included  In  computing  net 
Income  under  chapter  I,  but  where  the  income  derived  from  such 
assets  consists  In  part  of  gain  or  profit  derived  from  the  sale  or 
other  d!.=posltion  thereof,  or  where  all  or  part  of  the  interest  derived 
from  such  assets  is  in  effect  included  in  the  net  Income  because 
of  the  limitation  on  the  deduction  of  interest  under  section  23  (b), 
a  corresponding  part  of  the  capital  Invested  In  such  aasets  shall  not 
be  deemed  to  be  inadmissible  assets: 

"The  term  'admissible  assets'  means  all  assets  other  than  inad- 
missible assets,  valued  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sulsdl- 
▼ieion  (a)  of  section  756  and  section  767. 

"(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  subchapter  the  par  value  of  stock 
or  shares  shall,  in  the  case  of  stock  or  shares  Issued  at  a  nominal 
value  or  having  no  par  value,  be  deemed  to  be  the  fair  market 
value  as  of  the  date  or  dates  of  issue  of  such  stock  or  shares. 

"Sac.  756.  Invested  capital  coauttrued. 
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~(»)  Am  und  tn  this  «ubchapt«r  the  term  MnTested  capital'  for 
any  year  mean*  (except  as  provided  In  subdlvUlona  <b)  and  (c) 
ci  this  section) — 

"(1)  actual  caah  bona  fide  paid  In  for  stock  or  shares: 
"(3)  actual  icjs.h  value  of  tangible  property,  other  than  cash, 
bona  Ode  paid  In  for  srock  or  shares,  at  the  time  of  s\x:h  payment, 
but  tn  no  case  to  exceed  the  par  value  of  the  original  stock  or 
shares  specifically  Issued  therefor,  unless  the  actual  cash  value  of 
such  tangible  property  at  the  time  paid  in  Is  shown  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Comaal5Sloner  to  have  been  clearly  and  substantially 
In  exoeas  of  such  par  value.  In  which  case  such  excess  shall  be 
treated  as  paid-in  surplus:  FrovicUd,  That  the  Commissioner  shall 
keep  a  record  of  all  cases  In  which  tangible  property  la  Included 
In  invested  capital  at  a  value  In  excess  of  the  stock  or  shares  issued 
therefor,  containing  the  name  and  address  of  each  taxpayer,  the 
business  In  which  engaged,  the  amount  of  Invested  capital  and  net 
Income  shown  by  the  return,  the  value  of  the  tangible  property 
at  the  time  pcdd  In.  the  par  value  of  the  stock  or  shares  specifically 
Issued  therefor,  and  the  amount  Included  under  this  paragraph  as 
paid-in  surplus  The  Ccmmls-sloner  shall  furnish  a  copy  of  such 
record  and  other  detailed  information  with  respect  to  siKh  cases 
Vben  required  by  resolution  of  either  House  of  Congress,  without 
ngard  to  the  restrictions  contained  in  section  56: 

"(8)  paid-in  or  earned  surplus  and  undivided  profits;  not  incl\id- 
tng  surplus  and  undivided  profits  earned  during  the  year: 

"(4)  Intangible  property  bona  fide  paid  in  for  stock  or  shares 
prior  to  January  1.  1940.  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  (a)  the  actual 
cash  value  of  such  property  at  the  time  paid  in,  (b)  the  par  value 
of  the  stock  or  shares  issued  therefor,  cr  (c)  In  the  aggregate  26 
percent  of  the  par  value  of  the  total  stock  or  shares  of  the  corpora- 
tion outstanding  on  January  1,  1940.  whichever  Is  lowest; 

"(6)  Intangible  property  bona  fide  paid  in  for  stock  or  shares 
on  or  after  January  1.  1940.  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  (a)  tha 
actual  cash  value  of  such  property  at  the  time  paid  in,  (b)  the 
par  value  of  the  stock  or  shares  issued  therefor,  or  (c)  In  the  aggr«- 
Sat«  26  percent  of  the  par  value  of  the  total  stock  or  shares  oi 
th»  corporat:on  outstanding  at  the  beginning  of  the  taxable  year. 
whichever  Ls  lowest:  Provided.  That  In  no  case  shall  the  total 
amount  included  under  paragraphs  (4)  and  (5)  exceed  In  the  aggre- 
gate 25  percent  of  the  par  value  of  the  total  stock  or  shares  of  the 
corporation  outstanding  at  the  beginning  of  the  taxable  year;  but 

"(b)  As  used  In  tlils  subchapter  the  term  'invested  capital'  does 
not  include  borrowed  capital. 

"(c)  There  shall  be  deducted  from  Invested  capital  as  above 
defined  a  percentage  thereof  equal  to  the  percentage  which  the 
amount  of  inadmissible  assets  is  of  the  amount  of  admissible  and 
Inadmissible  assets  held  dtirlng  the  taxable  year. 

"(d)  The  Invested  capital  for  any  period  shall  be  the  average 
Invested  capital  for  such  period,  but  in  the  case  of  a  ccoporation 
making  a  return  for  a  fractional  part  of  a  year,  it  shall  be  the 
same  fractional  part  of  such  average  Invested  capital. 

"Sec.  757.  Reorganizations. 

"In  the  case  of  the  reorganization,  consolidation,  or  change 
of  ownership  of  a  trade  or  bxislness.  or  change  of  ownership  of 
property,  after  December  31.  1939.  if  an  Interest  or  control  in  such 
tnMte  or  busmesB  or  property  of  50  percent  or  mOTe  remains  In 
the  same  persons,  or  any  of  them,  then  no  asset  transferred  or 
received  from  the  previous  owner  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  deter- 
mining invested  capital,  be  allowed  a  greater  value  than  would 
have  been  allowed  under  this  subchapter  In  computing  the  in- 
vested capital  of  such  previous  owner  if  such  asset  had  not  been 
so  transferred  or  received:  Provided.  That  if  such  previous  owner 
was  not  a  corporation,  then  the  value  of  any  auet  so  transferred 
or  received  shall  be  taken  at  lU  coet  of  acqulaitlon  (at  the  date 
when  acquired  by  such  previous  owner)  with  proper  allowance  for 
depreciation,  impairment,  betterment,  or  develc^unent,  but  no 
addition  to  the  original  cost  shaU  be  made  for  any  charge  or 
expenditure  deducted  as  expense  or  otherwise  on  or  after  March 
1.  1913.  In  computing  the  net  Income  of  such  previous  owner  for 
purposes  of  taxation. 

"Sec.  758.  Returns  and  payment  of  tax. 

"Every  corporation,  not  exempt  under  section  752,  shall  make 
a  return  for  the  purposes  of  this  subchapter.  Such  returns  shall 
be  made,  and  the  taxes  Imposed  by  this  subchapter  shall  be  paid. 
at  the  same  times  and  places,  in  the  same  manner,  and  subject  to 
the  same  conditions,  as  is  provided  in  the  case  of  returns  and 
payment  of  Income  tax  by  corporations  for  the  purposes  of  chap- 
ter I.  and  all  the  pro\-lslons  of  that  chapter  not  Inapplicahle. 
Including  penalties,  are  hereby  made  applicable  to  the  taxea 
imposed  by  this  subchapter." 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  Pn^Ident.  in  the  light  of  the 
emergency  about  which  the  Senate  has  heard  so  much  from 
different  Senators  during  the  past  few  months,  it  is  my  firm 
conviction  that  this  tax  bill  win  go  down  in  history  not  only 
as  a  sham  and  a  delusion  but  also  as  one  of  the  most  inequi- 
table tax  measures  ever  passed  by  Congress. 

It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  repeat  what  has  been  said  so 
well  regarding  the  inadequacy  of  this  measure  in  the  light  of 


expenditures  already  made  and  contemplated.  In  my  opin- 
ion It  will  not  stay  on  the  statute  books  more  than  7  or  8 
months.  The  proposal  to  set  up  a  5-year  amortization 
fund,  as  designed  in  this  bill,  to  meet  national  defense 
expenditures,  commits  the  Congress,  if  it  were  to  follow  that 
policy,  to  a  course  which  caimot  be  carried  on  in  the  future. 

So,  Mr.  President,  in  my  Judgment  there  is  no  possible 
excuse  for  the  pressure  which  has  been  put  upon  the  Pinance 
Committee  and  the  Senate  in  the  consideration  of  this  meas- 
ure. This  bill  win  not  bring  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  between  now  and  the  next  regtilar  session  of  Con- 
gress in  January  in  excess  of  $225,000,000,  and  yet  every  Sen- 
ator w^ho  proposes  any  amendments  to  seek  increased  reve- 
nue is  told  that  we  had  better  wait  until  we  can  have  a 
revision  of  the  tax  laws  at  the  next  session  of  Congress. 

If  any  more  illogical  proposition  was  ever  presented  to  a 
supposedly  Intelligent  Congress  I  have  yet  to  read  about  It. 
We  are  to  pass  this  bill  under  whip  and  spur.  Neither  the 
committee  nor  the  Senate  will  give  consideration  to  amend- 
ments proposed  to  it,  and  what  is  the  net  result?  Two  hun- 
dred and  twenty-five  million  dollars  paid  into  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  between  now  and  the  time  when  the 
proponents  of  the  measure  insist  that  any  amendments 
which  are  not  now  considered  will  have  an  opportimity  to 
be  considered. 

In  short,  Mr.  President,  In  one  breath  we  are  told  that  we 
must  pass  this  bill,  that  it  must  be  passed  at  once,  that 
important  amendments  cannot  receive  adequate  and  careful 
consideration  by  the  committee  or  by  the  Senate;  and  In  the 
next  breath  the  committee  and  the  report  contend  that  there 
will  be  a  general  revision  of  the  tax  laws  at  the  next  session 
of  Congress. 

Either  one  thing  or  the  other  Is  wrong,  Mr.  President. 
Either  we  are  not  going  to  have  a  general  revision  of  the  tax 
laws  at  the  next  session  or  else  this  5-year  plan  will  be  torn 
apart,  and  we  shall  have  to  review  the  entire  action  that  we 
are  taking  at  this  session. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTTE.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  Interested  in  what  the  Senator  says 
about  the  necessity  of  revamping  and  overhauling  the  whole 
tax  structure  of  this  country.  Everybody  seems  to  be  agreed 
that  w^  must  do  that.    Is  not  that  true' 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Answer  that,  if  you  please 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  am  going  to  answer  it. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  was  trying  to  help  the  Senator  and 
trying  to  agree  with  him.  If  he  wants  to  rebufi  me  of  couraiL 
that  is  aU  right^ '  ^ 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  do  not  want  to  rebuff  the  Senator, 
but  I  want  to  answer  his  question  in  my  own  way, 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  the  Senator  does  not  want  me  to  ask 
the  question  in  my  own  way,  I  withdraw  It. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  thought  the  Senator  had  concluded 
the  question. 

Mr.  CONNALLY     I  had  not  concluded  at  all. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  In  any  case.  I  wlU  answer  the  portion 
of  it  which  the  Senator  asked  me. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  will  do  so  on  his  own  voli- 
tion, then,  and  not  at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Texas 

Mr.  LA  POLLFTTE.  Very  well;  I  wiU  do  it  on  my  own 
volition,  and  not  at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Texas 

Mr.  President,  it  has  been  stated  ever  since  I  have  been  a 
Mernber  of  this  body  that  we  are  to  have  a  general  revision 
of  tHe  tax  laws;  and  in  the  consideration  of  nearly  every 
piece  of  leglslaUon  bearing  upon  the  question  of  taxes  we 
have  been  urged  not  to  propose  amendments  because  we  were 
to  have  a  revision  of  the  tax  laws  at  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress So.  Mr.  President.  I  have  little  faith  in  the  promises 
Which  are  held  forth  in  connecUon  with  this  legislation  that 
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we  are  to  have  an  early  revision  of  the  tax  laws  at  the  next 
session  of  the  Congress. 

In  making  that  statement  I  do  not  question  the  good  faith 
of  the  Wasrs  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House,  nor  of  the 
genial  chairman  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee;  but  I 
have  heard  these  promises  coming  from  these  gentlemen.  I 
feel  assured  in  all  sincerity,  ever  since  I  have  been  a  Member 
of  this  body,  for  now  nearly  15  years,  and  the  general  revi- 
sion of  the  tax  laws  never  takes  place.  Frankly,  I  am  ap- 
prehefisive  that  if  we  pass  this  piece  of  legislation  and  put  it 
upon  the  statute  books,  if  there  is  any  revision  of  the  tax 
laws  at  the  next  session  of  Congress,  it  will  come  so  late  in 
the  session  that  we  shall  once  more  be  confronted  with  the 
same  technique  of  "blitzkrieg"  that  is  being  applied  to  this 
bill  and  to  amendments  tendered  to  it. 

The  only  excuse  for  passing  this  bill  at  all  at  this  session 
Is  to  afford  the  increases  which  it  provides  upon  the  excise 
taxes  to  go  into  effect  on  the  first  day  of  July,  because.  I 
reF>eat,  it  is  only  money  from  the  excise  taxes  which  will  flow 
into  the  Treasury  between  now  and  the  next  regular  session 
of  Congress. 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  Is  exactly  correct  about  that. 
I  received  a  statement  from  the  Treasury  Department  that  in 
July  only  $15,000,000  will  be  collected  under  the  pending  bill, 
in  August  $57,000,000.  in  September  $34,000,000.  in  October 
$38,000,000,  in  November  $36,000,000,  and  in  December  $36,- 
000,000.  So  that  in  this  calendar  year  only  $216,000,000  will 
be  collected  under  this  tax  bill. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  Senator  is  correct,  and  that  is 
the  only  reason  for  passing  the  tax  bill  at  all. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  will  par- 
don me.  but  that  Is  not  even  the  chief  reason.  I  share  the 
Senator's  view,  but  that  is  not  the  chief  reason  for  passing 
this  bill.  The  chief  reason  is  the  raising  of  the  debt  limit. 
If  we  have  any  real  regard  for  the  possibilities  of  a  situation 
which  carries  explosive  power  with  it,  we  cannot  delay  the 
passage  of  the  bill,  in  my  judgment. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  Senator  has  anticijpated  me.  I 
was  referring  to  the  reasons  which  could  be  predicated  upon 
tax  grounds,  and  I  was  Just  coming  to  the  question  of  the 
increase  in  the  debt  limit. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Georgia  as  I  stated,  has 
anticipated  what  I  was  about  to  say.  There  is  a  second 
reason  not  involved  in  the  tax  situation,  namely,  the  necessity 
of  Increasing  the  debt  limit,  which  can  be  advanced  as  a 
Justification  for  the  passage  of  the  pending  measure. 

The  tragedy  about  the  whole  thing  is  that  the  coimtry  is 
under  the  Impression  that  Congress  is  passing  a  tax  bill  de- 
signed to  meet  the  added  resjxjnsibilities  and  burdens  upon 
the  Government  and  upon  the  people  in  relation  to  national 
defense  and  it  does  no  such  thing. 

I  have  long  been  an  advocate  of.  in  fact,  I  think  I  initiated 
In  the  Senate  the  proposal  to  broaden  the  base  of  the 
Individual  income  tax.  I  fought  for  it  in  season  and  out 
in  this  Chamber  whenever  I  had  an  opportunity  presented  by 
action  by  the  House  of  Representatives  to  which  such  amend- 
ment could  be  added  in  the  Senate.  So,  I  think  no  one 
will  question  that  I  have  been  a  sincere  advocate  of  that 
policy. 

But  I  say  that  for  Congress  to  broaden  the  tax  base  on 
individuals  in  the  lower  income-tax  brackets,  for  the  Con- 
gress to  increase  the  inequities  in  our  tax  structiu-e  by  tre- 
mendously increasing  the  burden  which  is  levied  without 
regard  to  ability  to  pay,  through  the  excise  taxes,  and  to 
fail  to  adopt  an  excess-profits  tax  to  reach  those  who  will 
profit  out  of  the  huge  defense  expenditures  which  Congress 
has  voted  will,  in  my  opinion,  go  down  in  history  as  one 
of  the  most  inequitable  propositions  Congress  has  ever 
sassed. 


Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Does  not  the  Senator  know  that  some 
of  those  who  will  profit  by  making  war  munitions  are  say- 
ing that  if  heavy  taxes  are  imposed  on  them,  that  If  the 
taxes  on  their  profits  are  raised,  the  Government  will  not 
be  able  to  get  cooperation,  or  that  they  will  not  be  able 
to  get  cooperation?  So  they  do  not  want  to  have  any  taxes 
imposed  on  them  or  taxes  on  their  profits  raised,  which 
would  amoimt  to  the  same  thing  as  war  profits,  because 
they  will  not  cooperate  if  that  is  done. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  that  was  not  our 
experience  during  1917.  1918.  1919.  1920.  and  1921.  when 
we  had  an  excess-profits  tax.  It  was  one  of  the  greatest 
revenue  producers  ever  employed  by  this  Government. 

Mr.  President.  I  repeat.  I  cannot  see  how  Congress  can 
justify  in  this  emergency  reaching  the  long  arm  of  the 
Federal  Treasury  into  the  pockets  of  che  people  in  the  lower- 
income  groups  of  this  country  by  broadening  the  tax  base. 
I  do  not  see  how  Congress  can  justify  reaching  the  long 
arm  of  the  Treasury  into  the  pockets  of  people  who  pay  the 
excise  taxes  and  at  the  same  time  refuse  to  increase  the 
taxes  upon  those  corporations  which,  directly  and  indirectly, 
will  profit  by  the  very  expenditures  which  are  made  pos- 
sible in  part  by  the  taxes  which  these  low-income-group 
families  are  required  to  pay. 

Mr.  President,  how  is  that  to  be  Justified?  Hdw  will  it 
be  possible  to  convince  the  people  of  this  country  that  sacri- 
fices for  national  preparedness  are  to  be  equitably  adjusted? 
Is  there  to  be  an  attempt  to  .satisfy  them  by  quoting  from 
the  report  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House, 
or  by  rising  and  reading  a  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  in  the  Senate  that  they  hope  or  expect  to  pass  an 
excess-profits  tax  at  the  next  session? 

Why  were  not  the  income-tax  payers  told,  why  were  not 
the  people  in  the  lower  income-tax  groups  told,  why  were 
not  the  children  who  go  up  to  the  ticket  window  with  the 
pennies  in  their  hands  to  see  a  movie  told  that  the  whole 
structure  was  to  be  revised  at  the  next  session  of  Congress, 
and  that  therefore  we  were  not  imposing  the  taxes  now? 
Why  impose  a  burden  on  one  group  of  taxpayers  with  the 
enactment  of  a  tax  law  and  let  the  other  group  of  tax- 
payers, the  corporations  which  will  make  large  profits  out 
of  the  defense  expenditures,  get  off  with  an  expression  in  a 
report  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  a  statement 
by  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  that  they  will 
be  taxed  when  and  If  we  ever  get  around  to  it?  Some 
Senators  may  want  to  go  out  before  their  constituencies  and 
defend  such  an  Inequity.  I  for  one  wish  to  be  absolved  of 
any  such  responsibility. 

In  the  light  of  this  emergency,  each  and  every  person  in 
the  United  States,  each  and  every  corporation,  should  be 
asked  to  carry  his  fair  share  of  the  cost  of  national  defense 
and  the  nmning  expenses  of  the  Government  based  on 
ability  to  pay. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  emphatically  agree  with  the  view- 
point which  the  Senator  is  expressing,  but  I  have  this  fur- 
ther difficulty  in  my  own  mind.  Even  with  the  Senator's 
amendment,  the  tax  bill  Is  still  utterly  Inadequate  for  the 
purpose  to  which  it  pretends  to  be  addressed.  It  still  Is  a 
sham  and  a  snare  and  a  delusion,  so  far  as  either  paying  for 
national  defense  is  concerned,  or  so  far  as  settling  the  accu- 
mulated deficits  of  the  7  last  spendthrift  years  Is  concerned. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  the 
bill  does  not  raise  enough  revenue  even  with  this  amend- 
ment in  It  to  meet  the  deficit,  and  to  meet  the  cost  of 
national  defense,  but  If  we  are  to  make  any  effort  at  all 
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at  this  time,  we  should  make  a  fair  and  an  equitable  effort, 
we  should  have  some  justice  in  our  hearts  and  In  ovu"  minds 
when  we  Impose  these  taxes. 

As  the  chief  advocate  In  this  body  for  the  last  several 
years  for  broadening  the  tax  base.  I  state  that  I  consider 
that  It  is  a  gross  Inequity  to  the  low-Income  taxpayers  to 
ask  them  to  Increase  their  taxes  and  contributions  to  the 
Federal  Government,  and.  at  the  same  time  fail  to  ask  the 
corporations  which  are  going  to  be  enriched  by  the  neces- 
sity of  the  Government  for  national  rearmament  in  this  crisis 
to  carry  their  fair  share  of  the  load,  according  to  their 
ability  to  pay. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  what  estimate  does  the 
Senator  make  as  to  how  much  in  revenue  his  amendment 
would  bring  in? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  have  not  any  Treasury  estimates 
on  the  subject.  I  attempted  to  get  estimates,  but  the  Treas- 
ury Department  replied  that  It  would  take  them  a  long,  long 
time  to  get  any  estimates  on  it.  I  am  convinced,  after  con- 
ferring with  some  experts  on  this  subject,  that  the  amend- 
ment, if  enacted  into  law.  would  produce  in  the  first  year 
of  its  operation,  1940.  between  $400,000,000  and  $550,000,000 
of  revenue. 

I  know  what  the  answer  of  the  gentlemen  who  represent 
and  speak  for  the  majority  of  the  committee  will  be  to 
arguments  which  I  have  made.  They  will  say  that  they 
are  as  ardent  advocates  of  excess-profits  taxation  as  am  I, 
but  they  will  say  that  this  is  a  very  complicated  subject, 
that  it  is  one  which  will  take  a  great  deal  of  time  and  study 
to  settle.  If  that  advice  had  been  taken  or  if  a  similar  policy 
had  been  adopted  in  1917  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  would  have  failed  to  collect  two  and  one-half  billion 
dollars  of  corporate  income  from  1918. 

If  they  had  followed  the  Idea  that  It  was  too  complicated 
a  matter  and  failed  to  retain  it  on  the  statute  books,  the 
Government  would  have  failed  to  get  $1,400,000,000  of  excess 
profits  on  the  1919  income. 

We  had  an  excess-profits  tax  in  1917.  We  had  one  In 
1918.  In  1921  the  law  was  changed  in  some  respects.  So 
we  have  had  experience  in  this  country  with  an  excess- 
profits  tax  between  the  years  of  1917,  when  It  was  first 
enacted,  and  in  1922.  when  it  was  repealed. 

So  it  cannot  be  said  that  this  proposal  is  novel,  or  that  we 
have  had  no  experience  under  the  law. 

In  drawing  this  amendment  I  have  endeavored  to  build 
upon  that  experience.  I  do  not  claim  that  it  is  perfect,  but 
I  claim  that  it  obviates  many  of  the  difficulties  experienced 
under  the  1917  and  1918  and  subsequent  years  of  the  excess- 
profits  tax.  and  I  say  that  in  Justice  to  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  Slates  who  are  going  to  be  shouldered  with  this 
momentous  burden  of  national  defense,  built  on  top  of  the 
running  expenses  of  the  Government — we  should  enact  this 
amendment,  and  if  any  difficulties  or  hardships  are  experi- 
enced under  it.  then  let  it  have  the  same  treatment  as  will 
the  other  provisions  of  this  bill  when  the  general  revision 
promised  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  takes  place  next  year. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  made  some  little  effort  to  study  the 
proWems  of  taxation  before  I  went  on  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee and  since  I  have  been  a  member  of  that  powerful 
committee  of  the  Senate.  Taxes  are  complicated  matters, 
but  a  moot  debate  upon  tax  theories  can  go  on  from  now 
until  the  end  of  time.  Literature  on  the  subject  is  volimii- 
nous.  and  the  experts  can  det)ate  from  now  until  the  end  of 
time  and  they  will  not  come  to  any  conclusion. 

The  only  way  in  which  we  are  going  to  get  an  excess- 
profits  tax  and  have  it  operative  upon  1940  Incomes  of  cor- 
porations is  to  paS5  it  now. 

Let  me  briefly  describe  the  amendment.  It  imposes  an 
excess-profits  tax  on  corporations  based  on  invested  capital 


for  1940  and  subsequent  years.  Before  the  tax  applies  to  the 
corporation  it  must  have  a  net  income  in  excess  of  $3,000 
phis  8  percent  of  its  invested  capital  for  the  taxable  year. 
In  other  words,  an  8-percent  return  is  permitted  before  thia 
tax  applies,  plus  $3,000. 

Mr.  President,  in  all  probability  this  amendment  could  be 
attacked  on  the  ground  that  8  percent,  in  the  light  of  return 
now  obtainable  upon  Invested  capital.  Is  overly  generous,  but 
in  order  that  there  should  be  no  claim  that  the  amendment 
proposed  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  was  unduly  harsh, 
I  have  taken  the  rates  of  the  1921  act. 

•nie  rates  of  tax  are  the  same  as  those  imposed  for  th« 
year  1920.  "niese  rates  are:  20  percent  of  the  net  income  in 
excess  of  the  credit  and  not  in  excess  of  20  percent  of  the 
invested  capital,  and  40  percent  of  the  amount  of  the  net 
Income  in  excess  of  20  percent  of  the  invested  capital.  Cor- 
porations are,  in  addition,  subject  to  the  present  corporate 
tax  on  their  net  income,  which,  under  the  i>ending  bill, 
amounts  to  approximately  21  percent  during  the  next  5-year 
period.  This  rate  is  consideraMy  higher  than  the  corporate 
rate  which  was  in  effect  in  1920,  the  rate  at  that  time  being 
only  10  percent.  It  is  therefore  my  opinion  that  the  20  and 
40  percent  excess-profits  tax  rates  are  sufficiently  high  to 
take  care  of  the  immediate  situation  without  imposing  higher 
rates. 

In  conformity  with  the  old  law,  personal-service  corpora- 
tions would  not  be  subject  to  this  tax  for  the  reason  that 
capital  is  not  a  material  Income-producing  factor  in  corpo- 
rations of  that  type.  This  is  also  true  with  respect  to 
personal-holding  companies  which  are  now  subject  to  sur- 
taxes on  their  undistributed  profits  as  high  as  75  percent,  in 
addition  to  the  existing  corporate  taxes.  It  is  also  true  with 
respect  to  foreign  personal -holding  companies,  which  are 
taxed  like  partnerships  as  far  as  American  shareholders  are 
concerned,  in  that  the  American  shareholder  is  required  to 
take  up  his  distributive  .share  of  the  net  income  of  the  corpo- 
ration, whether  distributed  or  not,  and  such  income  is  there- 
fore subject  to  our  present  surtaxes. 

Since  the  stock  owned  by  one  corporation  in  another  cor- 
poration is  excluded  from  the  invested  capital  of  the  first 
corporation,  dividends  received  from  such  subsidiary  corpo- 
ration by  the  parent  are  not  included  in  income  for  the 
purpose  of  computing  the  excess-profits  tax. 

A  taxpayer  who  has  sustained  a  substantial  loss  in  inven- 
tory during  1940  is  given  relief  through  the  filing  of  a  claim 
in  abatement  of  the  tax  computed  for  such  year.  A  similar 
provision  was  contained  in  the  excess-profits  tax  in  effect 
for  1920. 

Allowances  are  made  for  amortization  of  such  part  of  the 
cost  of  the  facilities  as  has  been  borne  by  the  taxpayer. 
However,  in  order  to  secure  an  amortization  allowance,  the 
facilities  must  have  become  obsolete  or  cease  to  exist  or  have 
been  sold  prior  to  1  year  after  the  date  that  the  President 
proclaims  the  need  for  emergency  production  of  articles  essen- 
tial to  the  prosecution  of  a  war. 

Consolidated  returns  are  restored  for  the  purpose  of  this 
tax  in  order  to  prevent  evasion  of  the  tax. 

The  definitidh  of  invested  capital  is  the  same  as  that  con- 
tained in  the  Revenue  Acts  of  1918  and  1921.  It  Is  my  firm 
conviction  that  this  will  simplify  the  procedure  somewhat, 
since  the  invested  capital  of  many  corporations  has  already 
t)een  determined  imder  those  acts,  and  with  that  as  a  base 
adjustments  will  only  have  to  be  made  for  the  years  during 
which  the  old  excess-profits  tax  was  not  in  effect. 

The  corporations  are  allowed  net  losses  under  the  existing 
law  for  the  purpose  of  the  corporate  Income  tax.  This  pro- 
vision Is  made  applicable  with  respect  to  the  excess-profits 
tax  by  section  753  of  my  amendment. 

I  now  wish  to  revert  to  a  table  which  will  shpw  the  effect  of 
the  excess-profits  tax  on  the  specimen  net  incomes  of  cor- 
porations with  various  amounts  oX  invested  capital 
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Mr.  President,  let  us  take  a  corporation  with  $3,000  of 
Invested  capital.  If  it  has  $5,000  of  net  income  it  will  pay  a 
tax  of  $360.  If  it  has  income  of  $25,000  it  would  pay  a  tax 
of  $4,860. 

Let  us  take  a  corporation  with  $150,000  of  invested  capital, 
and  let  us  assume  that  it  had  an  income  of  $25,000.  It  would 
pay  a  tax  of  $1,800. 

Effect  of  excess-profit!  tax  rates  on  specimen  net  incomes 


Let  us  take  a  corporation  with  $10,000,000  of  Invested  capi- 
tal and  a  net  Income  of  $1,000,000.  It  would  pay  a  tax  of 
$35,460  under  this  amendment. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  this  table 
Inserted  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rxcoro,  as  follows: 

of  corporations  with  various  amounts  of  invested  capital 
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Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  what  are  the  Justifi- 
cations for  this  tax  insofar  as  what  has  been  happening 
to  corporate  profits  are  concerned?  Corporate  profits  were 
high  during  the  fourth  quarter  of  1939.  I  have  before  me  a 
comparison  of  the  profits  of  the  last  quarters  of  1937.  1938. 
and  1939,  as  taken  from  the  earnings  statistics  of  Standard 
Statistics,  Inc.  The  combined  index  shows  that  in  the  last 
quarter  of  1937  the  index  stood  at  77.8;  in  1938.  at  72.5.  In 
the  last  quarter  of  1939.  it  was  114.5. 

In  1937  the  industrials  had  an  index  for  the  last  quarter 
of  81.4:  in  1938,  70.8;  in  1939.  118.8.    In  the  last  quarter  of 

1937  the  index  for  railroads  stood  at  2.7;  in  1938,  at  34.1; 
in  1939.  at  74.2.  The  index  for  utilities  in  the  last  quarter 
of  1937  was  135.9;  in  1938,  114.5;  and  in  1939.  the  index  for 
the  last  quarter  stood  at  135.9. 

Another  way  in  which  we  can  interpret  this  table  is  in  the 
form  of  percentages.  In  short,  the  industrial  profits  were 
almost  46  percent  higher  In  the  last  quarter  of  1939  than  In 
the  last  quarter  of  1937.  and  68  percent  higher  than  in  1938. 

If  we  refer  to  the  statistics  of  income  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Commerce,  smd  look  at  the  income  payments 
by  kind,  the  7  months'  war  period  from  September  1939  to 
March  1.  1940.  compared  with  identical  months  a  year  before 
shows  that  wages  and  salaries  for  the  period  from  September 

1938  to  March   1939  were  $25,410,000,000.    For  the   period 
■  from  September  1939  to  March  1940  they  were  $26,405,000,000, 

or  a  percentage  increase  of  3.9. 

Dividends  and  interest,  in  the  period  from  September 
1938  through  March  1939,  were  at  $4,894,000,000;  but  in 
the  period  from  September  1939  to  March  1940,  they  were 
$5,735,000,000,  or  an  increase  of  17.2  percent. 

Entrepreneurial  Income  and  net  rents  and  royalties  for  the 
period  September  1938  through  March  1939,  amounted  to 
$7.229  000.000;  but  in  the  period  from  September  1939 
through  March  1940,  they  had  risen  to  $8,738,000,000.  or  an 
Increase  of  20.9  percent. 

In  short.  Mr.  President,  dividends  and  interest  rose.  In  the 
period  from  September  1939  to  March  1940,  17.2  percent 
above  the  corresponding  period  for  the  previous  year;  entre- 
preneurial income  and  net  rents  and  royalties  rose  20.9  per- 
cent, but  wages  and  salaries  rose  only  3.9  percent.  This 
is  a  significant  statistical  comparison  arguing  for  the  enact- 
ment of  this  amendment  If  we  are  to  make  an  effort  to  dis- 
tribute the  tax  bi  rden  at  all  equitably. 
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Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  read  briefly  from  some  clippings 
of  the  New  York  Times  financial  section,  showing  examples 
of  increased  corporation  profits  since  the  war  in  Europe 
began  on  September  3,  1939.  I  have  selected  these  cUppings 
at  random.  They  are  only  a  small  portion  of  those  which 
I  could  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  if  I  wished  to 
take  more  time  this  afternoon. 

Here  is  one  under  date  of  January  31,  1940: 

ONZ    HUNDRED   CONCERNS   SHOW    67    PERCENT   RISE   IN    I»ROnTB mST  TO 

REPORT    FOR     1939     HAD     NET     Or     $514,363,000,     AGAINST     t30B, 171,000 

TEAR    BEFORE — WAR    BOOM    WAS   A    HELP ^TICURES    COMPILED    BT    AMO> 

CIATEO    PRESS    REVEAL    SHARP   CAINS    BT    21    RAILROADS 

Earnings  of  the  flrat  100  companies  to  report  for  the  fuU  year 
1939  were  67  percent  larger  than  those  In  1938.  according  to  a  com- 
pilation Issued  yesterday  by  the  Associated  Press. 

Large  profits  which  piled  up  In  the  brief  war  boom  of  the  final 
quarter  of  the  year  helped  Increase  the  earnings  of  the  group  to 
$514,363,000,  compared  with  »308.17i,000  in   1938. 

In  other  words.  Mr.  President.  100  companies  Increased 
their  earnings  in  the  first  half-year  of  the  war  in  Europe 
by  more  than  $200,000,000,  as  compared  with  their  earnings 
for  the  year  1938. 

Mr.  President,  shall  we  pass  a  tax  bill  snatching  the  pennies 
out  of  the  hands  of  children  who  want  to  go  to  the  movies, 
increasing  the  Federal  gas  tax  half  a  cent  a  gallon,  and  going 
down  into  the  lower-income  brackets,  and  fail  to  ask  the  cor- 
porations of  the  country,  in  proportion  to  their  ability  to 
pay,  to  carry  their  fair  share  of  the  load?  That  is  what 
we  shall  be  doing  If  we  pass  this  bill  without  an  excess- 
profits-tax  amendment. 

Here  is  another  clipping: 

Airplane  concern  trebles  earnings — Olenn  L.  Martin  Co.  has 
$2,162,670  net  In  first  quarter — $682,496  In  1939 — Backlog  of  $92.- 
016.023 — Contracts  on  hand  call  for  bombing  craft  for  the  United 
States  to  cost  $16,000,000. 

I  read  from  a  number  of  similar  clippings: 

MACHINERY   FIELD  SHOWS   PaOfTI   RISK — PBOnTS   OF    109   COMPANTIS   Hf 

1939    PUT   AT    t«6. 702.1 18    AGAINST    $36.492.998 83    FESCENT    CAIN    IM 

TEAR BUT    RESULT   IB    30    PERCENT    UNDIB    THE    $SS. 163,910    ACHIEVED 

BT    CONCERNS    IN     1937 

(By  Kenneth  L.  AusUn) 

Manufacttirers  of  machinery  In  the  United  States  made  a  strong 
recovery  in  earnings  In  1939,  compared  with  the  year  before,  and 
the  results  indicate  that  the  outbreak  of  war  In  Europe  has  stimu- 
lated the  demand  from  abroad  for  types  of  machinery  used  in  pio- 
diictlon  of  munitions  and  constmctlon  of  defenses. 
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Th«  comblnrd  profit*  of  109  companlM  in  th«  mechanical  indiutry 
vera  tM.703.118  in  1939.  compared  with  $36,493,998  In  1938.  a  gain 
of  83  percent.  The  result  was  30  percent  below  the  profits  of  $96.- 
1«3.910  for  the  same  companies  In  1937. 

In  1937  much  money  waa  spent  In  the  rehabilitation  and  con- 
•tructlon  or  factories  of  every  sort  in  the  United  States,  although 
the  over-all  program  was  curtailed  In  the  latter  part  of  the  year  by 
the  deep  recession  that  began  In  midsummer.  Hence  the  strong 
gain  of  1939  Indicates  the  effects  of  heavy  foreign  buying  for  many 
typaa  of  machinery  rather  than  the  restoration  of  domestic  buying 
to  former  lerela. 

••••••• 

Quarterly  results  show  that  the  boom  In  machinery  production 
in  the  final  quarter  of  1939  waa  not  fully  reflected  owing  to  the  fact 
that  numerous  companies  made  charges  for  the  year  In  the  flpal 
quarter  which  properly  should  be  allocated  over  previoxis  qiiarters. 
the  fUrures  used  representing  the  difference  between  reported  annual 
results  and  cumulative  figures  for  the  first  9  months. 

The  quarterly  reports  compare  as  follows,  the  figures  In  brackeU 
denoting  the  number  of  companies  reporting: 


l«aB: 


1936: 


Fourth  qoartar.. 
Third  ({uarter. . . 
8econ<l  'juarter. . 
First  quarter 


Foarth  Cfomrttr 

Third  quarter ..___ 

8««ond  quarter 

Ftol  quarter 


Oetwral 

factory 

machine 

(12) 


MIS3.W7 
aio««.ia5 

i.»9.48S 
330.973 

7M.7M 
■44A.734 

375, 3M 


Machloe 
tools  («) 


$1.0aB.S34 

sas.0M 

444.  <M7 
437.210 

291.477 
3lB.4m 
187.833 

a63.au 


Outdoor 

machiiiery 

(13) 


n  830.  4.V) 
3.  7M,  848 
3.078.M3 
1.938.7X1 

l,34aM4 
144S.338 
1,  H44.  St* 
1, 927. 106 


In  mott  instances  the  figure*  are  for  calendar  quarters,  but  s  few 
flgurea  are  for  btulneas  periods  of  variable  length  which  correspond 
roughly  to  quarters. 


Bscoas  EAEirxHa* — usttltb  m  best  tost  QUAam 

tIS.742.3SS,  AOAINST  Ill.SSS.ttO  LAST  TKAt— SALCS  ALSO  THI 
HICHX9T — KKI.m  TDXS  Of  OaOCSS  VO*  BOMB  rtTZXSL  BHXIXa,  AMO 
CfTHMM   WAB  BQHTIPaCKirr 

••••••• 

"The  corporation  has  received  from  the  War  Department  diversi- 
fied educational  orders  for  ordnance  such  as  bomb  fuses,  shells,  and 
cartridge  cases,  and  a  special  department  for  handimg  thla  character 
of  bualnees  has  been  organized.  In  addition  to  ordnance  a  very 
substantial  military-truck  business  has  been  developed." 

Tlirse  million  seven  hundred  and  nineteen  thousand  five  hundred 
and  forty-six  dollars  cleared  by  Allla-Chalmera— profit  in  1939  com- 
pares with  $2,553,946  earned  In  the  preceding  year. 

aatWATS  COMPAWT  CLSABS   «1.»S4.43S nonT  PEAK  FO«  PAN   AMZBICAM 

m    1*39  BKPOaiU)  BT  JUAW  T.  TSIPPB,  PSXSDXKr 

Juan  T.  Trtppe.  president  of  the  Pan-American  Airways  Ccrpora- 
tlon.  reported  yesterday  for  1939  a  net  profit  of  $1,084,438.  equal  to 
$1.48  each  on  1.301.964  capital  sharas.  compared  with  $46,672  or  3 
cents  a  share,  earned  in  1938.  Last  year  was  the  most  Bucces^ul  in 
the  history  of  the  company,  he  said. 

Ptord  Motor  profit  put  at  $16.402.748 — net  for  1939.  based  on 
telaoce-aheet  Items,  against  loss  of  $18,580,450  in  1938. 

toBome  increased  in  first  quarter — International  Paper  and 
Mmmt  samlngs  rise  to  99  cents  a  share  from  1  cent. 

Sales  and  profits  of  Sears  at  peaks — total  for  year  ended  on  Jan- 
uary 31  largest  In  54  years  of  business,  officers  say. 

United  SUtes  Steel  reports  $17,113,995  {MXiflt— first-quarter  net 
U  equal  to  $1.94  a  share,  against  18  cenu  on  7-percent  stock  year 
ago— shipments  25  percent  better. 

National  Steel  CorporaUon  made  $1.82  a  share  to  liarch  31* 
11.10  In  1939. 

Speaking  of  this  company,  export  orders,  which  usually  accotint 
for  about  5  percent  of  production,  currently  are  taking  about  IS 
percent  of  output.  Ui.  Weir  said. 

United  States  Steel  cleared  $41,236,039  In  1939. 

Corporation  had  a  net  loss  of  17.714.454  in  1938.  and  prtiflt  of 
$94,944,358  In  1937.  *-""i.  «« 

Inland  doubles  profits. 
Steel  company  and  subsidiaries  netted  $10,947,251  in  1939. 

Mr.  President,  we  not  only  have  the  situation  produced  by 
foreign  (nxiers.  but  as  everyone  knows,  a  substantial  pro- 
gram got  under  way  last  year,  so  far  as  our  own  rearmament 
was  concerned.    Thla,  bowever,  will  be  merely  a  drop  in  Um 


bucket  compared  with  the  increased  expenditures  for  that 
purpose  as  a  result  of  the  program  enacted  or  to  be  enacted 
by  this  Congress  l)efore  it  adjouma.  Let  me  point  out  how 
rapidly  the  expenditures  were  rising  in  1940  as  compared 
with  1939. 

In  1939  tile  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce 
reports  that  the  monthly  average  of  national  defense  ex- 
penditures by  the  Federal  Government  was  $108,000,000;  but 
in  January  1940  it  had  risen  to  $134,000,000.  In  February 
it  was  $131,000,000.  In  March  it  was  $145,000,000.  In  Aprtl 
it  was  $163,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  appropriating  upward  of  $4,000.- 
000.000  at  this  session  of  Congress  for  national-defense  ap- 
propriations, and  we  have  not  yet  adjourned.  Is  it  not 
essential,  if  we  are  to  have  an  equitable  tax  structure,  that 
the  Congress  should  enact  an  excess- profits  tax  in  order  that 
the  corporations  which  are  benefiting  not  only  directly  but 
Indirectly  from  the  huge  expenditures  which  are  being  made 
shall  be  required  to  share  the  huge  burden  which  the  people 
of  this  country  must  undertake? 

At  this  point  I  desire  to  quote  examples  of  substantial 
returns  on  invested  capital  In  so-called  normal  years.  I 
read  from  a  statement  of  percentage  of  net  profit  on  invested 
capital  of  selected  corporations.  1934  to  1938,  from  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  report*. 

Here  is  a  group  of  the  aircraft  companies: 

In  1934  the  Bellanca  Corporation  made  18  63  percent  net  profit 
on  Invested  capital     By  1638  that  profit  had  risen  to  29.20  percent. 

The  Consolidated  Aircraft  Corporation  had  a  net  profit  on  In- 
vested capital  of  forty-four  one-himdredths  of  I  percent  in  1934. 
In  1938  It  was  39  54  percent. 

The  Wright  Aeronautical  Corporation  had  a  net  profit  on  in- 
vested capital  of  15.01  peicent  In  1934.  but  by  1938  it  was  40.36 
percent. 

Nonferrous  metals: 

The  International  Nickel  Co.  had  a  net  profit  on  Invested  capital 
of  11  63  percent  In  1934.    It  had  risen  to  18.30  percent  in  1938 

Ml.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

li«r.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  am  wondering  if  labor  received  a  corre- 
sponding increase.  The  records  show  that  wealth  increases 
and  poverty  deepens. 

There  is  an  old  oriental  saying  that  when  the  rich  grow 
richer  and  the  poor  grow  poorer,  something  happens 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  not  the  com- 
parable figures,  but  I  think  there  is  no  indication  of  a  corre- 
sponding rise  in  wages.  I  quoted  here  figures  from  the 
Department  of  Commerce  income  reports  showing  that  be- 
tween September  1938  and  March  1939.  compared  with  Sep- 
tember 1939  through  March  1940.  wages  and  salaries  rose 
only  3.9  percent,  whereas  dividends  and  interest  rose  17.2 
percent  and  entreprcneural  income  and  net  rents  and 
royalties  rose  20.9  percent. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  say  that 
the  able  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  rendering  distinguished 
service  to  America  when  he  calls  attention  to  the  disparity 
In  these  figures  between  the  wages  of  labor  and  the  rewards 
of  capital  invested.  Certainly  we  can  collect  taxes  from  the 
top;  and  why  not  do  Just  that?  Why  tax  these  millions  on 
the  bottom?  Why  tax  the  roofs  from  their  heads  the 
clothes  off  their  backs,  and  the  bread  from  the  mouths  of 
their  children?  I  am  against  lowering  the  tax  base  down 
upon  the  backs  of  the  poor  while  we  permit  the  rich  to 
escape. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President,  take  the  Sperry  Cor- 
poraUon. for  instance:  In  1934  its  net  profit  on  Invested 
capital  was  28.47  percent.    In  1938  it  was  51.57  percent 
I  ask  to  have  the  data  printed  in  full  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks. 

The  PRESIDINa  orFlCER.    Without  obJecUon.  It  is  ao 
ordered. 


1940 
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The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Percmiage  net  profit  an  invested  capital »  In  selected  corporotionj, 

1934-3t 


Aircrart: 

Bellanca  Corporation. 

Breete  rorjKiratlon.^.  Ino 

OlBScHdaied  .\trcrart 

Dooglas  A  inralt 

Irvine  .\ir  ('hute  Co 

L«*h«*«l  .Mrcraft    

Oh'an  L.  Martin  Co 

The  Sperry  Corporation 

Wrifht  Aeronautical  Corporatkm 

NoDferrous  mrtals: 

Amnrican  Smcltintr  A  Reflnine 

Bu<l.<K>n  Bay  Minlnc  A  Smrlttnc. 

iDltrnatiODal  .Nickel ^ 

Onrrflnlnj!: 

C-ontlnentsl  Oil  Co ^ — 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

BkeilvOiICo  

8tan>Wd  OU  (New  Jensy) 

Chain  jTocery  ftores: 

First  Natloosl  8tor*^.  Inc 

Rabfrts  Pabiie  Maikrts.  foe 

Union  Premier  Foo.1  Stores 

H.  L Omen  Co  .  Ino        

Dairy  Product*:  National  Datry  1 

MaUKSttar  eotapanlM: 

frurs,  Roenaelr. .. .*•••••• 

M  Atcodiery  Ward 


IV38 


2S.  ao 

11  37 
N..M 
24.36 
44.73 
13.00 
21.14 
81.  S7 
40.  M 

10  81 
14.31 
18.30 

4.m 

fi.03 
6  30 
8.22 

1.187 
aj.07 

3(t.W 

20  H4 

9.06 

II. 9B 
1134 


IS37 


2175 

5.84 

16.03 

is.ao 

34.06 
8.47 
IA.49 
34.86 
13.14 

1K.M 
23.30 
27.28 

IS.«7 
13.63 
16.17 
13.30 

13.78 
13  Ii2 
43.19 
23.26 

ass 

16.  M 
13.70 


1936 


11.65 
19.56 

aM 

11.40 
22.77 
6.11 
13  02 
31.25 
17.63 

17.74 
12.64 
21.55 

ll.M 
11.81 
13  34 
10.32 

1«126 
19.38 
54.96 
77.30 
10  81 

16.44 
14.34 


1935 


33.66 


i&.n 

38. » 
39  03 
37.85 

Ji.M 
6.95 

14.96 
11.44 
16.(19 

11.30 

10.43 

8.91 

7.34 

16.87 
37.64 


25  06 
8.64 


1984 


ia63 
"".'44 


38.47 
16.01 

6.48 

6.38 

1L63 

7.13 
5.04 
4.14 

•w97 

17.73 


3a  37 
6.M 

10.41 

ao3 


I  Fmm  Scoirltlr*  and  Fxchanite  CommiMion  rvf^ort*.  Thiratlo  wMoomiiUtcd  by 
Ulilnc  tlio  n.»  op«T»»in(r  result  for  the  period  »x>f(,rp  Intorest.  prior  claim*.  mi«l  tnc<itne 
tax  and  dividing  this  amount  bv  the  trtal  of  Invi  »t<«d  capital  kt  the  end  of  th*  i*rl<»d. 
InvwlH  raiiiul  waa  oi.nipiUwl  as  follow*;  Lonir-i«Tni  a<».l  phis  not  worth  plus  ml- 
Borlty  lnton<!rt.  .\it  worth  wa«  derived  by  »ui>tnirfine  defldt  carried  an  an  asiet. 
iNMury  .took  carrlod  m  an  aMet.  preferred  itock  h.Id  In  ulnLlnit  fund,  and  dLwont 
so  ca|.ltal  tUtek  from  U»  total  ot  oapltal  rtock  and  »urplu«.  Total  debt  wm  taken 
m  the  turn  of  long-terni  debt  and  current  liabilities. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  Is 
an  equitable  amendment.  It  allows  8  percent  profit,  plus 
$3,000.  It  takes  only  20  percent  in  the  first  bracket  and  40 
percent  in  the  second.  Is  it  not  fair,  is  it  not  equitable,  to 
ask  corporations  which  are  making  such  a  large  percentage 
of  profits  on  their  Invested  caplUl  to  pay.  in  accordance 
With  their  ability  to  pay,  a  portion  of  this  enormous  in- 
crease  in   expenditures   due   to   national    defense? 

In  1937  the  S.  E.  C.  reports  show  that  out  of  499  corpora- 
tions. 146  earned  less  than  5  percent  on  Invested  capital; 
231  had  profits  between  5  and  15  percent  on  invested  capi- 
tal: and  122  had  profits  of  over  15  percent. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  not  advocating  this  amendment  solely 
as  a  means  of  reaching  the  windfall  which  will  be  enjoyed 
directly  and  indirectly  by  corporations  in  this  country.  I 
believe  that  the  enactment  of  excess-prcfits-tax  legislation 
will  bring  about  a  sound  reform  in  our  tax  structure:  that  it 
will  apply  the  principle  of  ability  to  pay  in  a  measure  to 
the  corporations  of  this  country  as  we  now  apply  the 
principle  of  ability  to  pay  in  our  graduated  Income  taxes. 

I  think  it  is  economically  sound  for  corporate  business  to 
be  required  to  be  taxed  according  to  the  principle  of  ability 
to  pay. 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  very  much  interested  in  the  argxunent 
ms  colleague  has  been  making.  I  am  informed  that  Eng- 
land practically  has  not  taxed  corporations,  but  has  taxed 
the  taxpayer  himself,  realizing  that  the  corporations  pro- 
duce industry.  I  am  wondering  whether  my  colleague  has 
looked  Into  that  feature,  and  the  reason  for  that  method  of 
taxation  in  England. 

I  call  the  attention  of  my  colleague  to  this  significant 
thing,  that  if  the  corporations  of  this  country  had  not 
created  a  reserve  in  1929,  the  storm  which  we  experienced 
then,  which  was  a  pretty  good  storm,  would  have  been  a 
hurricane.  I  think  the  facts  show  that  the  corporations  ot 
this  country  exhausted  their  reserves  and  paid  out  a  great 
deal  more  than  the  Federal  Government  did.  I  am  wondering 
whether,  in  the  consideration  of  the  excess  profits,  my  col- 
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league  has  considered  the  advisability  of  permitting  a  per- 
centage of  revenue  to  be  set  aside  as  a  reserve  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  care  of  labor  in  the  years  that  are  ahead. 
Everyone  claims  that  after  the  war  is  over  we  will  run  into 
a  depression.  I  think  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia made  several  speeches  to  that  effect,  and  I  think  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Maryland  did  likewise.  I  am 
wondering  whether  in  this  picture  there  should  not  he 
reserves  built  up,  not  with  the  idea  that  the  stockholders 
should  benefit,  except  as  labor  would  benefit.  If  that  were 
done,  it  seems  to  me  that  everyone  would  agree  that  ansrone 
who  profits  now  should  pay  the  additional  tax. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DOWSEY.  Contrarywise  to  what  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  asked  his  colleague.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  whether  he 
has  considered  that  economists  now  are  very  much  in  agree- 
ment that  it  was  the  accumulation  ot  the  tremendous  re- 
serves, and  the  stagnation  of  those  great  sums  of  money, 
which  tended  to  bring  on  the  depression  of  1929.  and  may 
tend  to  bring  on  another  depression. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  in  response  to  the  in- 
quiry made  by  my  colleague,  I  will  say  that  a  considerable 
amount  of  data  and  testimony  was  presented  to  the  Finance 
Committee  on  that  very  subject,  In  connection  with  the  con- 
sideration of  the  undistributed-profits  tax,  and  of  course,  as 
in  all  these  matters,  there  is  a  divergence  of  opinion  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  accumulation  of  the  reserves  by  corpora- 
tions contributed  to  their  ability  to  continue  employment 
during  the  period  of  the  depression.  The  Senator  can  find  a 
considerable  amount  of  statistical  material  and  economic  ar- 
gument on  both  sides  of  that  question. 

So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  acciunulation  of  huge  corporate  reserves  contributed 
greatly  to  the  excesses  of  the  tx>om  period  prior  to  1929.  and 
I  think  that  the  evidence  shows  that  the  excess  reserves  car- 
ried by  corporations  did  not  result  in  prolonged  continuation 
of  manufacturers  building  up  their  inventories,  which  could 
not  t>e  sold  after  1931  and  1932.  In  other  words,  no  matter 
how  willing,  no  matter  how  humane,  no  matter  how  humani- 
tarian the  managers  of  a  corporation  may  be.  there  comes  a 
limit  to  their  ability,  in  fairness  to  their  stockholders,  to  con- 
tinue to  operate  and  manufacture  and  build  up  inventories 
when  they  cannot  sell  their  goods. 

It  is  my  personal  opinion  that  the  experience  of  corpora- 
tions in  the  period  of  1930.  1931.  and  part  of  1932.  when 
President  Hoover  and  others  were  encouraging  them  to  l)e- 
lieve  that  the  depression  would  be  of  short  duration,  and 
they  did  build  up  Inventory,  and  ultimately  took  a  terrible 
licking  on  it,  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  decline  in  the 
fall  of  1937  and  1938  was  so  precipitous,  because  the  mo- 
ment they  found  inventories  piling  up  in  the  fall  of  1937. 
they  curtailed  production  in  order  to  save  themselves  from 
the  tragic  experience  which  they  had  had  at  the  onset  of  the 
depression. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  would  the  Senator  yield 
further  so  I  may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonmi? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Oh.  no. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Again  we  hear — and  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  accurate  or  not — that  a  drive  is  being  made 
looking  toward  an  adjournment  on  next  Saturday. 

I  wish  to  assist  in  the  passage  of  the  tax  bill,  but  imless  we 
can  have  some  assurance  that  there  will  be  no  attempt  to 
adjourn  this  body  next  Saturday,  I  shall  feel  justified,  and 
so  will  other  Senators,  in  using  every  proper  means  known 
to  prolong  the  situation,  and  force  Senators  to  abandon  the 
idea  of  adjourning  Saturday.  When  the  collapse  in  Europe 
is  upon  the  world,  with  its  resultant  crisis  to  the  United 
States,  serious  men  propose  an  abandonment  of  their  duty. 
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Ttitniam,  Ifr.  I*inti»nt.  I  cmB  upon  th«  TMponilbie  leader- 
dH^  to  adrfar  as  ttaat  tbere  will  be  no  attempt,  in  any  cir- 
dHrtaBBcs.  to  adloani  this  body  next  Saturday.  Unless  we 
hare  sach  aanrances — and  we  ought  to  have  them — It 
pe  vmltn  to  attempt  to  try  to  pass  this  bill  imder  whip 
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lir.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  wiD  the  Senator  yield? 
LA  POLLKTTE.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the 
;rcm  Anaona  has  concluded. 
Mr.  ASHURST.  I  call  upon  Senators  frankly  to  declare 
and  give  nt  assurance  that  there  will  be  no  attempt  to  ad- 
Joom  next  Saturday.  That  is  only  3  or  4  days  away.  The 
calendar  is  filled  with  UUs  of  a  very  important  nature.  There 
is  tbe  trmnsportation  bill.  If  we  fail  to  take  action  on  the 
transportation  biU.  or  at  least  furnish  a  stopgap  of  some 
•ort.  20.000  men,  not  in  Government  employ,  but  in  private 
employ,  at  good  wages.  wlH  lose  their  positions  within  20 
dajrs.  Yet  it  is  proposed  by  aome  serious  men  that  the  Con- 
gress adioum. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  can  only  say  that  I 
made  my  position  clear  on  the  matter  of  adjournment  many 
weeks  ago.  and  1  protested  in  the  Finance  Committee,  as  I 
have  tried  to  protest  here,  against  jamming  this  tax  bill 
through  on  the  theory  that  it  had  to  be  passed  in  order  that 
we  could  get  through  next  Saturday  night. 

I  share  the  Senator's  feeling  that  we  should  not  adjourn. 
I  am  not  in  favor  of  taking  a  recess  imtil  next  August,  or  any 
such  proposition.  Unfortunately,  I  cannot  answer  the  Sena- 
toT.  1  do  not  speak  for  the  majority.  I  do  not  speak  for  the 
larger  minority  over  here,  with  whom  I  sit  because  of  tbe 
seating  arrangement.  I  can  speak  only  for  myself,  but  I 
make  no  bones  about  speaking  veir  frankly  on  the  question 
of  recess  or  adjournment.  I  am  against  it.  and  I  think  the 
country  is  against  it.  I  think  the  people  want  to  see  their 
representatives  remain  here  during  this  critical  period.  But 
if  the  Senator  wants  assurances  which  will  be  good  for  any- 
thing, he  will  have  to  get  them  from  someone  who  represents 
more  votes  in  the  Senate,  at  the  moment,  than  I  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

Tbe  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Smathzxs  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsm  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky? 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    X  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  X  do  not  know  to  what  the  Senator  from 
'AiTasona  referred  whfn  he  mentioned  the  transportation  bill, 
unleM  It  WM  the  bill  which  paised  both  Houses  and  remained 
In  cotiference  half  of  last  year,  and  was  taken  up  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  defeated  by  recommitting  It  to  the 
conference  committee,  following  which  the  Senator  from 
Montana  (Mr.  WKxgLnl  announced  that  that  meant  the 
transportation  bill  was  dead  so  far  as  this  session  was  con- 
cerned. I  had  assumed  that  he  spoke  by  the  card.  So  far  as  I 
know,  the  conferees  have  not  met  again  since  the  House  re- 
committed the  bill  to  tht  conference  committee,  and  it  might 
be  entirely  possible  to  remain  here  without  recess  or  adjourn- 
ment until  Christmas,  and  still  have  no  transportation  biU, 
so  far  as  present  prospects  are  concerned. 

Let  me  say  about  the  matter  of  adjournment  that  until 
very  recently  I  think  it  was  practically  the  unanimous  feeling 
of  the  Members  of  Congress  that,  as  soon  as  legislation  was 
enacted  which  was  deemed  necessary.  Congress  would  ad- 
journ. Of  course,  the  situation  has  changed  in  the  last  month 
or  so.  I  think  it  extremely  doubtful  whether  any  effort  will 
be  made  to  adjourn  Saturday.  But  this  is  the  situation,  and 
we  might  as  well  be  practical.  It  may  be  that  there  even  ought 
not  to  be  a  recess  over  the  conventions,  but  we  might  as  well 
consider  that  there  will  be  little,  if  any.  legislation  enacted 
while  the  conventions  are  in  session. 

Next  week  there  will  be  no  legislation,  practically  speaking. 
That  will  take  us  up  to  the  1st  of  July.  Then  the  Fourth  of 
July  season  will  be  at  hand,  when,  of  course,  many  Senators 
will  want  to  take  advantage  of  the  opportimity  to  make  patri- 
otic speeches.  Of  course,  they  do  not  have  to  do  that,  but 
they  like  to  do  it  and  their  constituents  like  them  to  do  it. 


Then  the  other  convention  wfFl  meet  in  Chicago  on  the 
15th  day  of  July  and  there  will  be  no  business  transacted 
probably  during  that  week.  That  will  take  us  up  to  the  21st 
of  July. 

It  has  been  thought  at  least  worth  while  to  consider  whether 
It  might  not  be  wise  to  recess  from  Saturday  until  some  date 
around  the  1st  of  August,  to  get  by  the  conventions,  and  to 
give  Members  an  opportunity  to  circulate  a  little  among  their 
constituents,  to  determine  really  what  they  feel  atwut  what 
is  going  on  in  this  coimtry  and  around  the  world.  Personally 
I  think  it  would  be  a  wholesome  thing  if  Members  could  go 
txtck  to  their  constituents  for  a  few  days  and  talk  with  them 
and  argue  with  them.  It  may  be  that  they  ought  to  take  the 
leadership  in  their  communities  and  their  States  with  respect 
to  certain  matters  which  are  subject  of  repeated  debate  here. 

I  recall  in  my  own  case — and  I  have  not  been  In  my  own 
State  since  Christmas — that  when  I  left  Kentucky  during 
the  Christmas  week  everybody  I  saw,  those  in  the  churches, 
on  the  streets,  in  the  Rotary  Clubs,  in  the  chambers  of 
commerce,  and  on  the  farms,  everywhere,  were  saying  to 
me.  "Keep  us  out  of  war.  Keep  us  out  of  war.  No.  matter 
what  happens,  keep  us  out  of  war."  Now  we  get  letters 
from  our  States.  There  has  imdoubtedly  been  some  change 
In  the  attitude  of  the  people  toward  the  war  in  Europe. 

I  happen  to  represent  a  State  of  3.000,000  people.  I  prob- 
ably have  received  a  thousand  letters  one  way  or  the  other 
on  the  subject.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  those  thou- 
sand letters  represent  the  3,000,000  people  I  am  trying  to 
represent  here. 

I  do  not  see  how  any  harm  could  come,  frankly  speaking, 
and  I  really  believe  it  would  be  wholesome — it  would  do 
Congress  good,  it  would  do  the  country  good,  it  would  cer- 
tainly do  the  people  good,  if  we  were  to  go  back  among  our 
people  for  a  week  or  two  and  go  out  among  them,  out  in 
the  country,  go  to  a  church  on  Sunday  morning,  and  listen 
to  how  they  feel  about  all  this,  go  to  the  lodges,  stand  on 
the  street  and  listen  to  the  people  talk,  talk  to  the  farmers. 
Not  many  of  them  have  written  to  me.  Talk  to  the  women 
out  in  the  communities  and  in  the  schools.  Find  out  what 
they  are  really  thinking. 

I  believe  that  a  little  cessation  from  legislation,  and  cer- 
tainly a  cessation  from  heated  oratory  on  lx>th  sides  of  this 
war  situation,  would  be  wholesome.  It  would  do  Congress 
good.  It  would  do  the  country  good.  And  even  if  we  were 
to  recess  from  next  Saturday  tmtil  the  1st  of  August,  the 
President  could  call  us  back  3  days  afterward,  if  any  emer- 
gency arose  that  would  Justify  him  In  doing  lo. 

In  those  circumstances.  I  will  say  to  my  friend  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona  I  Mr.  Asmmsrl  frankly  that  considera- 
tion Is  being  given— I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  it  will  be 
worked  out—consideration  is  being  given  to  the  proposition 
that  we  might  recess  at  the  end  of  this  week,  asstunlng  that 
we  pass  the  necessary  defense  legislation  which  has  been 
asked  and  urged,  until  some  date  around  the  first  of  Au- 
giut.  without  doing  any  harm  to  Congress  or  to  the  Oovern- 
ment  or  to  the  cause  of  legislation. 

I  am  not  dogmatic  about  it.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned. 
I  personally  do  not  care  whether  we  recess  or  adjourn.  I 
will  be  here  in  the  performance  of  my  duties  to  the  best  of 
my  ability. 

But  we  are  a  representative  government,  and,  after  all. 
whatever  we  do  here  must  be  backed  up  by  the  opinion  of 
our  people.  We  cannot  go  any  faster  than  they  go.  We 
ought  not  to  go  very  much  more  slowly  than  they  go,  but 
certainly  we  ought  to  try  to  represent  them. 

I  have  believed,  and  I  now  believe,  that  it  would  be  a 
wholesome  and  a  beneficial  thing  if.  assuming  that  we  wind 
up  the  necessary  and  lirgent  legislation  this  week.  Congress 
should  recess  for  a  month  at  least  in  order  that  the  things  I 
have  mentioned  might  be  brought  about;  but  I  wish  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Arizona  very  franltly  that  no  effort  is 
to  be  made  to  adjourn  sine  die  Saturday,  and  I  do  not  know 
when  such  an  effort  will  be  made. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  me? 
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Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  First.  I  wish  to  say  that  the  speech  made 
by  the  able  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  just  and  fair.  I  am 
botmd  to  admit  there  Is  force  in  what  he  has  said,  as  there  is 
force  in  nearly  everything  he  says,  and  that  there  is  usually 
much  wisdom  in  his  speeches. 

The  trouble  with  tlie  statement  of  the  able  Senator  from 
Kentucky  is  that  he  says  "after  we  shall  have  passed  such 
legislation  as  Is  deemed  of  Importance  and  necessary  for 
national  defense."  That  is  the  very  trouble.  Mr.  President. 
A  number  of  Senators  differ  among  themselves  as  to  what  is 
urgent  f nd  important  legislation.  I  have  the  calendar  before 
me.  and  I  have  marked  a  large  number  of  bills  thereon,  some 
of  them  House  bills  and  some  of  them  Senate  bills,  which. 
In  fairness  to  our  constituents  and  in  fairness  to  the  Ameri- 
can people  generally,  should  be  passed.  The  able  Senator. 
by  his  intuition,  correctly  identified  the  bill  when  he  referred 
to  the  transportation  l>ill  which  came  from  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  Commerce,  and  it  was  with  much  regret  that 
I  heard  him  say  that  the  able  Senator  from  Montana  IMr. 
Wheeler  1  had  concluded  to  abandon  any  attempt  to  pass  that 
biU. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  known  the  able  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana since  his  young  manhood.  Long  ago  I  predicted  that 
he  would  rise  even  to  a  higher  place  than  a  seat  in  the 
Senate,  and  it  is  very  uncomplimentary  to  say  of  him  that 
he  would  run  away,  abandon,  give  up  any  attempt  to  have 
passed  a  transportation  bill  when  the  country  needs  it  most 
seriously.  I  am  not  asldng  that  the  transportation  bill  as  it 
was  written  Ijy  the  Senate  or  by  the  House  or  by  the  con- 
ferees shall  be  adopted;  but  I  say— I  will  not  take  the  time 
to  prove  it — that  if  this  body  adjourns  without  taking  some 
action  on  the  transportation  bill,  20,000  men  now  drawing 
good  wages,  not  from  the  Government  but  from  private 
industry,  will  lose  their  situations  and  will  lose  their  wages. 
That  is  a  serious  matter.  Mr.  President.  Twenty  thousand 
able  men,  men  of  high-grade  ability,  will  lose  their  positions 
unless  some  sort  of  transportation  bill  is  passed  by  July  1. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  do  as  I  had  Intended  to 
do,  read  off  the  calendar  of  bills.  In  1932  many  persons  saw 
the  depression  coming.  The  Republican  National  Conven- 
tion was  In  session.  The  Senate  manfully  did  its  duty,  not- 
wlthitandlng  the  fact  that  the  Republican  National  Conven- 
tion was  In  session.  Then  the  Democratic  Convention  was 
held,  and  the  Senate  stayed  here  manfully  and  did  iU  duty 
to  the  country  although  the  I>emocratlc  Convention  was  In 

■Mfion. 

Mr.  President,  ws  are  faced  with  a  great  crisis.  We  have 
heavier  duties  to  perform  now  than  were  imposed  upon  us 
In  1932.  The  able  Senator  from  Kentucky  would  be  charge- 
able with  remissness  and  neglect  If  he  failed  to  attend  the 
Democratic  Convention.  It  is  his  duty  to  be  there  because 
be  has  upon  him  a  great  responsibility  as  a  leader,  Justly 
earned,  which  he  will  continue  to  uphold.  I  should  say  he 
would  not  be  living  up  to  his  respotislbllity  as  the  party 
leader  If  he  should  faU  to  attend  the  Democratic  National 
Convention.  Others  may  not  be  In  the  same  situation.  But 
I  say  the  sourest  note  we  could  sound,  the  most  depressing 
thing  we  could  do.  would  be  to  continue  this  talk  of  adjourn- 
ment, and  under  the  whip  and  spur  of  the  necessity  of  ad- 
journing next  Saturday,  drive  through  legislation.  The  able 
Senator  from  Texas  tMr.  ConnalltI,  who  has  an  unusual 
power  of  expression.  In  speaking  of  the  tax  bill  said,  "Cer- 
tainly the  time  to  operate  is  when  the  patient  is  ready,  will- 
ing, and  anxious."  That  is  the  truth,  not  only  In  politics, 
but  in  business  and  medicine.  The  time  to  operate  is  when 
the  patient  Is  ready,  willing,  and  anxious.  The  people  say. 
"We  expect  you  to  pass  a  tax  bill."  Tliis  should  be— and  I 
think  it  is — a  very  good  bill,  but  let  us  not  shrink  from  the 
full  discussion  of  this  bill  and  all  others  which  mean  the 
strength  and  security  of  our  country. 

John  Milton  said  that  the  way  to  succeed  is  to  scorn  de- 
lights and  live  laborious  days.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Barklky]  has  said  that  we  ought  to  go  home  and  not 
"panhandle"  the  voters;  of  course  he  would  not  resort  to  such 


an  expression,  but  he  indicated  at  least  that  we  ought  to  go 
home. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  did  not  use  that  expression. 
Mr.  ASHURST.    I  know  the  Senator  would  not  use  it. 
Mr.  President,   I  know  how   the  voters  of   this   country 
stand.    Does  the  Senator  need  to  be  told  how  the  people  of 
the  country  view  the  present  posture  of  affairs?    Does  the 
Senator  mean   to  say   that  he  must   go  home  and  stand 
around  on  drug-store  corners  to  find  out  what  the  people 
think?    Does  he  have  to  go  home  to  find  out  what  the  peo- 
ple think  about  the  European  war? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Let  the  Senator  tell  us.  If  he  knows  what 
the  people  think  we  ought  to  do  about  the  war. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Indeed  I  shall.  Will  the  Senator  allow 
me  to  tell  him? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  First,  demonstrate  that  democracy  can 
act  in  a  crisis,  and  not  run  away  from  its  duties.  Running 
away  from  its  duties  is  what  brought  Prance,  the  nation  of 
light  and  culture,  to  her  prostrate  position.  Many  members 
of  her  parliament,  in  a  cowardly  way,  ran  away  from  their 
duties  and  would  not  face  them.  The  first  thing  we  should 
do  Is  to  show  the  coimtry  that  we  are  not  abandoning  our 
duties,  but  are  here  performing  them. 

Secondly,  carry  out  the  President's  program  of  rearma- 
ment and  preparedness.  Annoimce  that  the  American  eagle 
says,  "We  will  allow  no  aggression."  Stop  the  aggressor  at 
the  door.    Keep  out  of  Europe's  wars. 

Does  the  Senator  think  I  am  misspeaking  the  sentiment  of 
the  people? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  do  not. 

Mr.  ASHURST,  I  do  not  believe  1  percent  of  the  American 
people  want  an  American  soldier  sent  to  Europe.  Their 
deaths  would  be  unavailing  martyrdom.  Men  may  be  heroes, 
but  their  martyrdom  is  unavailing  unless  they  are  well 
trained. 

Mr.  President.  I  should  be  glad  to  go  home.  I  have  a 
political  campaign  In  the  ofling.  I  gnaw  at  my  chains  here. 
I  can  stand  defeat  with  perfect  equanimity,  but  I  do  not 
intend  to  have  attached  to  me  the  stigma  that  I  ran  away 
from  my  duty  and  helped  to  demonstrate  that  democracy 
could  not  operate  in  time  of  peril. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  ASHXmST.    I  am  through. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  Mr.  President,  in  ths  first  place,  X  wish 
to  correct  what  might  be  regarded  as  a  misunderstanding 
of  my  reference  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr,  Wkbklbm). 
Certainly  the  Senator  from  Montana  never  runs  away  from 
the  performance  of  his  duty;  and  I  will  say  that  ths  Senator 
from  Montana,  the  Senator  from  Missouri  IMr.  TstrMAirK 
and  other  members  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Com- 
merce, of  which  I  happen  to  be  a  member— though  I  could  , 
not  engage  in  the  details  of  the  legislation  to  a  very  great 
extent — spent  more  time  on  the  transi>ortation  bill  than 
on  any  piece  of  legislation  I  know  of  In  the  past  few  years 
in  this  or  any  other  body.  They  worked  hard  in  com- 
mittee. They  held  long  hearings.  The  bill  passed  the 
Senate.  It  went  to  the  House,  and  the  House  committee 
held  long  hearings.  All  that  was  written  in  the  Senate  bill 
was  stricken  out  and  a  new  bill  was  Vio-itten,  which  passed 
the  House.  It  went  to  conference,  and  it  was  In  conference 
for  2  months.  The  bill  was  finally  brought  to  the  floor  of 
the  House,  and  it  was  defeated. 

There  is  nothing  pending  before  either  House  on  the  sub- 
ject of  transporUtlon,  and  it  would  be  legislatively  Im- 
possible to  pass  a  bill  on  that  subject  by  July  1.  When 
the  House  took  that  action  the  Senator  from  Montana  was 
quoted  in  the  newspapers  as  stating  that,  in  his  judgment, 
that  meant  the  death  of  transportation  legislation  for  this 
session.  In  making  that  statement  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana was  somewhat  realistic.  He  was  stating  facts  when 
he  said  that  be  believed  that  the  defeat  of  the  conference 
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report  In  the  House  made  It  Impossible  to  obtain  legislation 
on  the  subject. 

.  Mr.  President.  I  certainly  would  be  the  last  to  create  the 
Impression,  or  to  want  the  Impression  to  \x  created,  that  the 
Senator  from  Montana,  by  recognlzingr  the  inevitable,  as 
it  seemed  to  him.  was  running  away  from  the  performance 
of  his  duty. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  has  referred  to  what  has  hap- 
pened In  other  countries.  He  has  said  that  the  defeat  of  the 
AJUes  was  brought  about  because  their  parliaments  ran  away 
from  the  performance  of  their  duties.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  condition  was  brought  about  by  their  specifically  leaving 
the  seat  of  legislation,  or  whether  they  ran  out  on  theu* 
duties  or  failed  to  perform  them  while  they  were  in  session. 

1  do  not  know  as  to  that.  It  Is  just  as  easy  to  fail  to  perform 
our  duties  while  we  are  in  session  as  it  is  when  we  are  out  of 
session. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  practical  situation.  We  know 
that  during  next  week  we  shall  do  nothing  of  very  great 
importance.  Our  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  are 
interested  in  a  great  occasion.  Although  we  might  regret  it. 
our  Constitution  requires  that  we  elect  a  President  of  the 
United  States  in  this  country  next  November;  and  in  the 
ordinary  processes  of  bringing  about  that  election  conventions 
are  to  bo  held.  Men  are  to  be  nominated  by  the  two  partias 
for  President  of  the  United  States.  That  is  not  a  duty  which 
can  be  neglected.  That  Is  not  a  casual  circumstance.  In 
my  judgment,  nothing  more  important  can  face  the  people  of 
the  United  States  this  year  than  to  determine  who  shall 
govern  our  country  for  the  next  4  years.  That  being  true, 
men  are  sensible  if  they  desire  to  take  part  in  the  perform- 
ance of  that  duty  and  the  selection  of  those  who  are  to  oe 
voted  for  in  November. 

If  it  t)e  true  that  during  next  week  we  cannot  do  much,  and 
shai:  be  merely  drifting  along,  many  Senators  may  go  home. 
They  might  not  return  to  Washington  during  the  intervening 

2  weeks  between  the  convention  in  Philadelphia  and  the  con- 
vention In  Chicago.  I  think  I  can  assure  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  that,  regardless  of  adjournment  or  3-day  recesses, 
we  shall  be  in  session  during  the  coming  fall,  beginning  early 
In  August.  Even  If  we  were  to  adjourn — which  I  am  not  now 
advocating — or  recess  until  the  first  of  August,  or  take  3-day 
recesses  and  do  nothing.  I  think  it  is  entirely  likely,  and  I  can 
almost  guarantee,  that  we  shall  be  here  from  Augiist  on. 

I  think  the  very  subject  now  under  discussion  In  the 
amendment  cfTered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  one 
which  is  entitled  to  early  consideration.  It  is  entitled  to  be 
taken  up  and  passed  upcn.  If  we  are  tp  pass  a  biU.  an 
amendment,  or  a  provision  along  the  lines  of  his  amend- 
ment. American  Industry  ought  to  know  it  is  soon  as  pos- 
sible, so  that  it  will  know  how  to  govern  Itself  in  the  future. 

Mr.   ASHURST.     Mr.   President,   will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  have  no  way  of  divination.  I  believe 
that  the  American  people  expect  us.  as  a  Congress  repre- 
senting them,  to  render  to  the  Allies  all  possible  material 
aid — airplanes,  machinery,  supplies,  and  so  forth.  By  "aid" 
they  distinctly  do  not  mean  sending  American  soldiers  to 
foreign  countries.  They  expect  us  to  remain  in  session  to 
give  aid  so  necessary  to  the  Allies.  If  we  adjoiun.  or  even 
take  recesses  for  3  days  at  a  time,  we  shall  be  in  such  a 
situation  as  to  be  powerless  to  pass  bills  looking  toward 
rendering  to  the  Allies  the  aid  so  necessary  at  this  time. 
'  So.  Mr.  President.  I  am  not  charging  the  Senator  from 
Montana  (Mr.  WhkelksI  with  having  abandoned  his  duties. 
I  say  that  It  Is  strange  for  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to 
announce,  as  a  responsible  leader,  that  no  attempt  will  be 
made  to  pass  a  transportation  bill.  The  fact  that  It  has 
been  defeated  means  but  little.  It  is  within  the  hterary  and 
legal  resources  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Committee  at 
any  time  to  bring  forth  a  bill  which  will  meet  approval.  If 
they  are  unable  to  agree  on  the  large  bill,  which  I  think  is 
Senate  bill  2009.  they  might  pass  a  stop-gap  bill,  or  a  tem- 
porary expedient  which  would  at  least  serve  until  the  regtUar 
>n  next  January. 


Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  be  a  party  to  stopping  the 
progress  of  the  pending  bill;  but  I  want  to  feel  assured  that 
no  movement  will  be  made  looking  toward  any  adjournment 
next  Saturday. 

One  of  the  most  wholesome  things  that  have  happened, 
one  of  the  things  that  justify  a  republican  form  of  govern- 
ment, is  that  here  on  the  opposition  side,  on  the  Repubhcan 
side,  are  two  candidates  for  President  who.  whatever  be  their 
fate 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  will  not  the  Senator  put  in  the 
actual  number? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  No.  Mr  President— whatever  be  tbelr  fate, 
they  at  least  have  demonstrated  that  they  are  worthy.  We 
have  never  heard  a  word  from  either  Republican  Senator 
who  Is  a  cand-date  for  President  about  adjournment,  because 
he  knew — he  had  prescience  enough,  judgment  enough,  to 
know — that  if  he  talked  a  moment  about  adjourning,  his 
political  fortunes  would  collapse  like  a  house  of  cards.  We 
have  not  heard  a  word  from  either  one  of  them  about  ad- 
Joiu"ning.  because  the  votes  they  have,  be  they  many  or  few, 
would  disappear,  they  would  show  themselves  to  be  unworthy 
of  Presidential  honors,  if  they  talked  of  adjournment  at  this 
critical  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  at  that 
point,  it  Is  unnecessary  to  talk  about  Congress  adjourning 
when  the  candidate  himself  adjourns  whenever  it  suits  him. 
(Laughter.! 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  did  not  catch  that  statement. 

Mr  .BARKLEY.  I  said  that  it  is  not  only  luinecessary  but 
probably  would  be  Indelicate  for  a  candidate  for  President  to 
talk  about  Congress  adjourning  or  not  adjourning  when  he 
himself,  as  an  individual  candidate  and  Senator,  may  ad- 
journ whenever  it  suits  him.  and  go  all  over  the  country 
advocating  himself  as  a  candidate.  So  it  is  easy  for  a  candi- 
date not  to  say  anything  about  it  when  he  rims  all  arotmd, 
from  one  end  of  the  coimtry  to  the  other,  adjourning  himself. 
I  Laughter.  1 

Mr.  ASHURST.  If  any  candidate  for  President  has  done 
that,  he  has  weakened  his  candidacy  Just  that  much  by  the 
number  of  day;  he  was  absent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  am  naming  no  names. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  No;  I  did  not  think  so.  If  any  Repub- 
lican candidate  has  abandoned  his  duties  and  has  gone  out 
barnstorming  for  delegates,  he  has  degenerated  and  weakened 
his  candidacy  just  so  much. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Just  a  word,  and  then  I  am  not  going  to 
take  any  more  of  the  time  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  has  made  light  of  our  suggestion 
that  we  ought  to  keep  in  touch  with  our  people.  I  have  been 
here  a  long  time,  and  so  has  the  Senator  from  Arizona.  We 
sit  around  here  in  this  Chamber  and  these  cloakrooms  and 
we  hear  noises,  because  Washington  is  a  sort  of  sounding 
board  for  all  sorts  of  noises  as  well  as  nostrums.  Sometimes 
we  hear  imaginary  noises,  and  we  think  the  world  is  about  to 
come  to  an  end;  and  we  go  back  among  our  people  and  we 
find  that  they  are  calm  and  deliberate  and  going  about  their 
business,  and  have  not  even  heard  the  noise  that  has  scared 
us  in  Washington  out  of  a  year's  growth. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  imconcemed  about  whether 
we  recess,  or  adjourn,  or  meet  every  day  from  now  until 
Christmas.  I  can  assure  the  Senator,  I  think,  that  no  motion 
will  be  made  to  adjourn  sine  die  at  the  end  of  this  week;  and 
another  thing:  We  have  passed  every  piece  of  legislation  of 
the  defense  program  that  has  been  asked  except  this  tax  bill 
and  the  supplemental  appropriation  bill,  which  has  already 
been  reported  and  will  be  taken  up  tomorrow. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Asked  by  whom? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  By  the  President,  or  by  the  Department  of 
War,  or  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  or  those  who  are 
undertaki  ng 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Is  the  able  Senator  from  Kentucky  going 
to  put  himself  In  the  position  that  the  only  measiu-es  we 
ought  to  consider  are  those  that  have  been  asked  by  the 
executive  department? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Ob.  no. 
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Mr.  ASHURST.  We  are  the  legislative  branch.  There  are 
bins  on  the  calendar  not  asked  by  the  Executive  that  should 
be  submitted  for  his  consideration  and  slgnatiue.  We  do  not 
require  the  Ipse  dixit  of  the  Executive  to  legLslate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Oh,  no.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  can- 
not put  words  in  my  mouth.  I  am  talking  about  the  defense 
program.  The  calendar  is  full  of  bills  that  have  not  been  con- 
sidered, and  probably  the  country  would  be  better  off  If  some 
of  them  never  were  considered;  but  they  are  here,  and  they 
are  entitled  to  be  considered  if  Congress  wants  to  stay  here 
to  consider  them.  But  what  I  am  talking  about  Is  that  if  by 
Saturday  night  the  tax  bill,  the  approprlaUon  bills,  the  naval- 
expansion  bill,  and  the  entire  defense  program  have  been 
completed,  the  country  would  not  suffer  very  materially  11  for 
2  or  3  weeks  we  suspended  legislation  of  another  character, 
not  connected  with  our  national  defense. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Senators  and  Representatives  would  not 
suffer,  because  their  salaries  would  run  on;  but  20,000  stal- 
wart workers  would  suffer  somewhat  when  their  salaries  were 

cut  off. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  has  empha- 
sized the  railroad  bill,  and  I  have  tried  to  explain  the  situation. 
I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  Member  of  the  Senate  who  thinks 
that  by  the  first  of  July  any  legislation  on  that  subject  is  pas- 
sible. We  talk  about  stopgap  legislation  on  a  great  railroad 
or  transportation  subject.  The  Committee  on  Interstate 
Commerce  of  the  Senate  and  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  of  the  House  have  been  working  for  a  year 
and  a  half  on  transportation  legislation.  There  is  no  more 
Important  subject.  After  they  have  worked  for  a  year  and 
a  half  their  work  seems  to  have  been  nullified  by  the  vote  of 
another  body.  It  Is  not  an  easy  matter  for  that  committee  to 
get  together  overnight,  or  In  a  month,  and  work  up  a  stopgap 
piece  of  legislation  that  can  be  passed  in  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress and  meet  the  approval  of  the  Executive.  So  I  think  we 
must  look  at  that  subject,  as  all  other  subjects,  In  a  practical 

way. 

I  apologize  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Fol- 
letteJ  for  taking  up  this  time;  but  I  did  feel  it  my  duty  to 
unravel  my  mind  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona.  Whether  or 
not  it  has  unraveled  his,  I  do  not  undertake  to  say. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  In  further  response  to 
the  statement  made  by  my  colleague  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  I  Mr.  Wiley!  some  time  ago.  I  will  say  that  Great 
Britain  imposes  an  excess-profits  tax.  allowing  only  6  per- 
cent return,  and  takes  100  percent  of  the  excess  above  that 

amount. 

Canada  likewise  has  an  excess- profits  tax  and  is  taking  a 
very  substantial  amount  of  the  excess  profits  over  the 
allowed  return. 

If  we  want  to  collect  this  tax.  I  think  it  Is  essential  that 
we  enact  it  now.  It  is  true  that  if  Congress  should  go  to 
work  on  this  subject  next  January,  it  could  pass  a  bill  and 
make  It  retroactive  to  apirfy  to  1940  Incomes;  but.  Mr. 
President,  can  you  not  hear  the  hue  and  cry  which  would  be 
raised  if  any  such  effort  were  ^ade?  Corporations  would 
say  that  they  had  made  their  plans  without  regard  to  the 
excess-profits  tax.  and  that  it  would  be  unfair  and  unjust  to 
make  the  tax  retroactive. 

I  do  not  claim  that  this  amendment  is  perfect;  but  I  do 
claim  that  In  the  light  of  this  emergency  we  can  reenact 
the  1921  excess-profits  tax.  with  certain  changes  made  in 
the  light  of  experience  under  that  tax  to  make  it  more 
definite  and  more  workable.  If  there  develop  changes  which 
are  necessary,  there  will  be  an  opportunity  in  January  to 
make  such  changes. 

Mr.  President.  I  fear  that  If  this  tax  is  not  imposed  now, 
when  the  Congress  reconvenes  in  January,  with  all  of  the 
delays  that  are  inherent  in  an  effort  to  revise  the  entire  tax 
structure,  the  measure  wiU  be  a  long  time  In  passing  through 
both  Houses  of  Congreai  and  becoming  a  law.  and  that  there 
a  will  be  great  resisUnce  to  making  the  ezceaa-proflu  tax 
retroactive. 

Therefore.  Mr.  President.  I  appeal  to  the  Senate  to  attach 
to  the  pending  bill  this  amendment,  which  U  based  largely 


upon  the  1921  act.  with  certain  changes  and  adjustments 
made  in  the  light  of  the  experience  under  that  act.  with 
certain  simplifications  eliminating  altemaUves  which  that 
act  gave  to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue.  I  appeal 
to  the  Senate  thus  to  establish  the  principle,  thus  to  show  to 
the  country  that  we  propose,  in  accordance  with  ability 
to  pay.  to  call  for  increased  taxes  from  corporations  making 
excess  profits,  upon  the  corporations  with  large  profits,  in- 
cluding profits  from  the  huge  armament  expenditures  which 
will  mount  month  by  month  as  the  defense  program  gets 
under  greater  headway. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  say.  in  conclusion,  what  I  said 
at  the  beginning.  I  am  for  equitable  taxation.  I  was 
brought  up  to  believe  in  taxes  levied  in  accordance  with  the 
principle  of  ability  to  pay.  During  my  service  in  this  body 
I  have  seized  every  occasion  afforded  by  legislation  passed 
through  the  House  of  Representatives  dealing  with  revenue 
to  move  in  the  direction  of  imposing  taxes  and  distributing 
burdens  in  accordance  with  ability  to  pay.  But  despite  every 
effort  I  have  been  able  to  make,  the  increasing  burdens  of 
taxation  have  more  and  more  been  shifted  over  onto  the 
direct  taxes,  which  are  levied  not  in  accordance  with  the 
principle  of  ability  to  pay.  but  which  fall  heaviest  upon  those 
who  have  the  least  ability  to  pay. 

In  the  pending  tax  bill  such  taxes  are  being  Jacked  up; 
they  are  being  further  increased;  we  are  reaching  down  Into 
the  lower  Individual  income-tax  group,  as  I  have  advocated 
here  for  many  years.  But  when  It  comes  to  accepting  a 
proposal  to  tax  corporations  upon  their  excess  profits  in  ac- 
cordance MTlth  ability  to  pay,  in  this  critical  emergency,  we 
are  told  we  have  not  time;  we  are  told  that  It  is  a  complex 
subject;  we  are  told  that  we  must  wait  until  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  begins  a  general  revision  of  the  Income-tax 
law. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  been  waiting  for  that  general,  sci- 
entific, comprehensive  revision  of  the  Income-tax  law,  which 
has  been  promised  every  time  a  tax  bill  has  been  before  the 
Senate  during  the  15  years  I  have  been  a  Member  of  this  body. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  As  I  understand  the  Senator's  idea  of 
raising  war  taxes,  it  Is  that  those  who  make  the  profits  out  of 
war  should  pay  the  taxes  for  the  conduct  of  the  war.  There 
is  nothing  confusing  about  that — it  is  very  simple — and  it 
should  not  take  veiy  long  for  the  Finance  Committee  to 
arrange  for  that  kind  of  a  tax. 

*  Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  have 
Thy  proposal  confxised  with  the  proposal  which  will  subse- 
quently be  made.  I  understand,  by  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington (Mr.  Bone]  to  impose  a  tax  predicated  upon  the 
theory  that  it  is  to  go  into  effect  when  and  If  this  country  is 
Involved  in  actual  war.  I  am  offering  this  excess-profits 
tax  proposal  as  a  permanent  addition  to  our  tax  structure. 
I  am  offering  It  especially  in  the  light  of  the  Increased  profits 
which  corporations  are  certain  to  make  as  a  result  of  our 
huge  armament  program. 

Mr.  President,  those  representing  the  majority  of  the 
Finance  Committee  will  no  doubt  claim  that  this  amendment 
has  not  been  sufUciently  studied;  that  it  has  not  been  suffi- 
ciently considered  in  detail.  It  Is  predicated  on  the  law  which 
the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  and  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  considered 
and  Congress  passed  in  1921.  It  had  consideration  at  that 
time  in  the  light  of  the  experience  between  1917  and  1921 
with  excess-profits  legislation. 

We  may  debate  the  high-spun  theories  of  taxation  and 
the  problems  Inherent  In  excess  profits  until  we  are  black 
in  the  face,  but  we  will  not  get  down  to  the  proposition  of 
collecting  the  tax  If  we  continue  to  debate  the  question  in 
the  high  realms  of  mere  theory. 

This  amendment  lias  iteen  on  the  statute  books,  to  all  In- 
tenta  and  purposes.  Under  It  substantial  amounts  of  revenue 
were  collected.  I  appeal  to  the  Senate  to  put  it  into  the 
pending  bill;  let  it  go  to  conference;  let  it  have  consideration 
in  conference;  and  let  It  be  enacted  Into  law  as  a  part  of  the 
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pending  measure.  Let  us  assure  the  pjeople  that  we  are  not 
only  going  to  lower  the  individual  income-tax  brackets; 
that  we  are  not  only  going  to  jack  up  the  excise  taxes,  which 
are  paid  in  the  largest  proportion  by  the  people  who  have 
least  ability  to  pay;  but  let  us  likewise  assure  the  country 
that  we  are  going  to  ask  corporations,  in  accordance  with 
their  ability  to  pay.  and  in  accordance  with  the  profits  they 
make  out  of  the  armament  program,  to  carry  their  fair  share 
of  the  huge  burden. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  know  anything  which  would  be 
more  shocking  or  more  disappointing  to  the  people  than  to 
have  Congress  enact  a  tax  bill  increasing  tlie  burden  upon 
those  who  have  the  leasr ability  to  pay,  and  fail  to  ask  the 
corporations  which  derive  the  largest  percentages  of  profit 
out  of  the  armament  program,  to  carry  their  fair  share  of 
the  burden. 

Mr.  MINTON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  I^  POLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Apparently  we  are  getting  ready  also  to 
demand  the  services  of  the  young  men  in  this  country  in 
the  Army  on  a  compulsory  basis.  I  am  not  willing  to  force 
the  young  men  of  the  United  States  to  assume  compulsory 
military  training,  which  apparently  they  will  have  to  as- 
sume, if  we  are  not  going  to  make  the  people  who  are  en- 
gaged in  the  business  of  making  money  pay  a  substantial 
part  of  their  profits  in  taxes 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  appreciate  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Indiana.  His  entire  record  in  the  Senate 
shows  that  he  would  not  take  any  but  the  equitable  posi- 
tion which  he  has  just  announced. 

In  the  name  of  equity.  In  the  name  of  justice.  I  appeal 
to  the  Senate  to  adopt  the  amendment.  It  will  be  no  an- 
swer to  the  people  to  wave  in  their  faces  a  promise  made  by 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  that  there  will  be  consid- 
eration of  an  excess-profits  tax  at  the  next  session  cf 
Congress. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  say  that  I  do  not  think  there  could 
be  any  worse  blow  to  the  morale  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  than  to  pass  the  pending  tax  bill  without  providing 
for  the  taxation  of  the  excess  profits  of  corporations. 

AMKRICAS  POSITION  TOWARD  THE  WAR  IN  EUROPE 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President.  America  can  be  kept  out 
of  the  European  war.  Every  responsible  statesman  through- 
out our  history  has  inveighed  against  our  involvement  in  the 
quarrels  and  real-estate  titles  of  Elurope. 

Today  our  veterans  speak  out  in  no  uncertain  voice  against 
our  meddling  over  there. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  from  the  headquar- 
ters of  the  American  Legion  which  begins  with  this  sentence: 

The  hour  has  struck  for  the  American  Legion  to  take  a  vigorous 
stand  and  assume  leadership  to  keep  this  country  from  Involve- 
ment m  war. 

I  should  like  to  read  the  whole  statement,  but  I  realize  that 
the  hour  Is  late,  so  I  shall  be  content  merely  to  ask  that  it 
be  printed  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Amebic  AN  Legion  and  the  Wab  In  Eubope 

(Statement  Issued  from  American  Legion  headquarters.  Washing- 
ton O.  K.  Armstrong,  of  Springfield.  Mo..  meml>er  of  the  foreign 
relations  committee,  declares  that  the  hour  has  struck  for  the 
American  Legion  to  take  a  stand  against  ln\'olvement  of  the 
United  States  In  ibm".  Mr.  Armstrong,  magazine  writer,  conferred 
last  week  with  National  Commander  Raymond  J.  Kelly  and  with 
Foreign  Relations  Chairman  WUbur  Alter) 

The  hour  has  struck  for  the  American  Legion  to  take  a  vigorous 
itand  and  assume  leadership  to  keep  this  country  from  Involve- 
ment  in  war. 

The  program  of  the  Amarlcan  Legion,  from  resolutions  of  past 
national  conventions  and  connmlttee  actions,  stands  squarely  for 
keeping  our  country  at  peace  through  a*  strong  national  defense 
and  DonlntMference  in  the  quarrels  of  other  nations.  Legionnaires 
•vcfywhwre  should  make  an  effort  to  carry  out  the  mandate  of  the 
last  national  convention  in  Chicago    Which  reads: 

PmXVXNT    INVOLVXIUNT   U(    THIS    CONrUCT 

"We  not  only  believe  that  this  Nation  need  not  become  Involved 
but  inftUt  and  demand  tbat  the  President  of  tlie  United  States 


and  the  Confress  pursue  a  policy  that,  while  preserving  the  sover- 
eignty and  dignity  of  this  Nation,  will  prevent  involvement  in  this 
conflict." 

National  Commander  Kelly  has  repeatedly  stressed  that  our  secu- 
rity and  that  of  our  hemisphere  are  our  primary  concm.  It  Is 
time  for  the  Legion  to  rally  tjehind  him  to  a  man  in  his  recent 
declaration  that  It  is  idle  to  consider  the  feaslbUlty  of  Intervening 
in  the  great  conflict  across  the  Atlantic. 

LXGION  COMBATTNG  ALL  PBOPAGANDA 

The  Lpglon  program  calls  for  comljating  all  propaganda  designed 
to  break  down  our  neutrality.  If  any  who  plead  for  our  partici- 
pation in  war  do  so  with  the  hope  of  profit  of  any  kind — :inancial. 
Industrial,  political,  or  any  other — they  should  be  branded  as  ene- 
mies of  our  American  homes,  institutions,  and  ideals. 

We  need  sane  thinking  and  fast.  calm,  silent  action.  A  strong 
nmn  weU  armed  needs  no  hostUe  and  bitter  words  to  a:^sert  hla 
defense. 

We  must  halt  the  cultivation  of  the  feeling  that  war  Inevitably 
awaits  us.  It  is  the  American  tradition  to  create  good  will  among 
men  and  nations,  and  the  American  Legion  should  take  the  lead 
now  as  never  l)efore  in  continuing  that  tradition.  As  a  Nation 
Intent  upon  preserving  democracy,  we  shall  need  all  the  friendship 
of  foreign  governments  and  peoples  we  can  find. 

In  recent  conferences  with  National  Commander  Kelly  and 
Chairman  Alter  I  have  pledged  my  time  and  energy  to  this  task. 
I  hop>e  my  fellow  Legionnaires  will  do  likewise. 

The  greatest  contribution  the  veterans  of  the  last  World  War 
can  make  to  America  and  the  world  Is  to  preserve  our  Nation 
on  guard  and  at  peace. 

AMERICAN    WARSHIPS   FOR   GREAT   BRITAIN 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  notice  in  the  press  of 
this  morning  a  report  that  30  warships  were  sold  to  Great 
Britain.  I  repeat  it  Is  a  press  report.  However,  the  Wash- 
ington Times-Herald  states  that  the  report  of  sale  of  these 
ships  was  confirmed  by  the  Senate  Naval  Affairs  Committee. 
Therefore,  I  judge  It  to  be  true.  I  have  no  definite  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  beyond  that.  If  this  be  true,  then  In  the 
interest  of  every  true  American  we  certainly  ought  to  Inves- 
tigate who  controls  and  governs  this  country. 

LORD   LOTHIAN   DEMANDS   OtTR    SHIPS 

Some  days  ago  I  mentioned  the  first  report  on  this  matter, 
and  I  referred  to  Lord  Lothian's  address  at  Washington  and 
Jefferson  College  on  Jime  8  (United  Press  dispatch)  and  his 
demand  on  the  United  States  for  warships,  guns,  and  war 
materials. 

I  want  to  say  that  I  do  not  join  with  those  who  wish  to 
aid  the  Allies,  if  there  are  any  Allies  now,  that  Prance  is 
done. 

Anything  that  we  sent  to  France  a  short  time  ago  is 
Hitler's  today.  And  when  you  saw  the  picture  in  the  Star 
the  other  night  showing  thousands  of  75-millimeter  guns  on 
the  decks  of  a  30,000-ton  French  liner  going  over  to  England 
with  our  artillery — I  take  it.  practically  all  our  75's — I  have 
no  assurance  that  that  artillery  will  not  be  Hitler's  in  a  very 
short  time. 

ISLANDS    AND    AMERICAN    DCanCNSX 

Mr.  President.  I  think  the  best  way  to  defend  America 
is  to  acquire  bases  on  both  our  coasts  and  fortify  them;— air 
bases  and  naval  bases — fortify  our  country  here  on  this  side 
of  the  Atlantic.  Build  our  defenses  here,  and,  above  all. 
build  our  air  defenses,  with  a  separate  department  for  the 
air.  Brigadier  General  Mitchell  urged  that  some  20  years 
ago.  Twenty-one  3rears  ago— on  the  28th  of  February  1919 — 
I  Introduced  a  bill  on  that  subject.  On  June  29,  1935.  and 
May  21.  1940. 1  again  introduced  bills  to  provide  for  a  separate 
Department  of  Air. 

Let  us  build  our  defenses  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic  and 
keep  America  strong,  remembering  that  our  own  liest  de- 
fense is  our  own  strong  right  arm.  and  that  there  is  nothing 
else  upon  which  we  may  lean  in  the  hour  of  trial. 

TAXING  AMERICA  POR  ETTROPK 

I  am  not  interested  in  aid  for  Great  Britain  or  tax  bills  or 
appropriation  bills  which  merely  appropriate  money  for  war 
materials  and  ships  to  be  turned  over  to  foreign  governments. 

At  this  point  In  my  remarks  I  ask  to  have  printed  m  the 
Record  an  article  published  in  the  Washington  Tunes-Herald 
of  today  imder  the  heading: 

Thirty  United  States  warships  EOld  to  England.  Senate  com- 
mittee investigating. 

I  ask  that  this  article  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

(Prom  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  June  19.  1940) 

THiETt     United     Statbb     Warships     Solo     to     England — Senate 

CoMMrnxE  Investigating  Deal 

The  Roosevelt  administration  has  released  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment 20  of  the  Navy's  fast  torpedo  boats  and  submarine  chasers. 

At  a  recent  investigation  of  the  incident.  Senator  David  I  Walsh 
(Democrat),  of  Massachusetts,  chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee, told  Lewis  Compton.  acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  that  he 
ought  to  resign. 

EEPorr  coNmiMED 

This  Information  was  disclosed  to  the  Chicago  Tribune  Press 
Service  In  official  quarters  yesterday  and  was  confirmed  by  members 
of  the  Senate  Naval  Affairs  Committee. 

The  released  vessels  Include  10  torpedo  l)oats  and  10  submarine 
chasers  In  service  and  10  harbor-defen.se  or  mosquito  vessels  that 
are  not  completed  and  were  not  acbeduled  for  delivery  to  the  Navy 

before  Auirust. 

The  harbor -defense  boaU  are  said  to  have  tremendous  speed. 
They  mount  a  gun  suitable  for  action  against  submarines,  carry 
one  torpedo  tube,  and  have  intricate  •oimd-lccatlng  apparatus 
for  detecting  the  presence  of  submarines. 

COST    NOT   RrvIAUCD 

The  cost  Of  these  vessels  and  the  details  t>y  which  the  transfer  Is 
to  t)e  effected  could  not  be  learned  Immediately.  The  Senate  Naval 
AffaU^  *:k)mmlttee  obtained  lt»  Information  concerning  the  deal 
during  a  series  of  hearings  In  executive  session  on  a  blU  to  expedite 
tbe  ahlpbuUdlng  program. 

Members  of  the  Senate  Naval  Affairs  Committee  said  they  knew 
Of  no  statutory  authority  for  the  release  of  naval  vessels  to  a  foreign 
government,  or  to  turn  them  Into  shipbuilders  for  resale  to  foreign 
governments.  The  trade-in  procedure  was  followed  In  the  airplane 
and  ordnance  deals. 

IXSTROTEBS   WANTIZ) 

Prom  a  naval  officer  permanently  attached  to  the  committee  and 
from  other  naval  officers  who  appeared  as  witnesses,  the  committee 
learned  the  British  were  eager  to  buy  American  destroyers  and 
that  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  Henry  Morgenthau  was  putting  pres- 
sure on  the  Navy  In  behalf  of  the  British. 

The  committee  thereupon  asked  Chairman  Walsh  to  call  upon 
President  Roosevelt  and  demand  to  know  what,  11  an3rthlng.  had 
been  done  about  the  British  request  for  destroyers.  Senator  Walsr 
demurred  on  the  ground  that  Mr.  Roosevelt  would  pledge  him  to 
secrecy.  He  agreed  to  write  a  letter  to  the  President  requesting  the 
information. 

OOMFTON   CALLS   WALSH 

Meanwhile  the  naval  attach^  was  instructed  to  say  nothing  about 
the  committee's  plans.  When  Senates  Walsh  was  writing  his  letter 
to  the  President,  Compton  telephoned  to  him  and  said  he  under- 
stood the  conunlttee  was  reqtiesting  certain  Information  from  the 
President. 

Compton  told  Senator  Walsh  that  the  Navy  had  not  released 
any  destroyers  but  that.  In  all  fairness.  It  should  be  said  that 
cerum  other  craft  had  been  released  Chairman  Walsh  there- 
upon Bummoned  Compton  to  appear  before  the  committee,  which 
he  did.  last  Friday. 

According  to  members  present  It  was  a  stormy  session.  Chair- 
man Walsh  wanted  to  know  what  authority  of  law  the  Navy  had 
for  its  action  He  demanded  to  know  whether  the  Navy  had 
consulted  Its  Commander  in  Chief.  President  Roosevelt. 

ROOSEVELT  NOT  CONSULTXD 

Compton  replied  that  Mr.  Roosevelt  had  not  been  consulted. 
but  that  Secretary  Morgenthau  had  urged  that  the  vessels  be 
released. 

At  this  point,  members  of  the  committee  said,  Chairman  Walsh 
asked  Compton:   "Why  dont  you  res  gn?" 

Other  members  of  the  committee  did  not  feel  that  there  was 
any  obligation  upon  Compton  to  resign  or  that  he  had  any  more 
to  do  with  the  transaction  than  the  execution  of  orders. 

Morgenthau's  p«utlclpatlon  In  the  negotiations  recalled  the  part 
he  played  early  In  1939  In  obtaining  the  release  of  secret  mUltary 
aircraft  for  French  and  British  purchasing  missions.  The  crash 
of  a  Douglas  attack  bomber,  built  for  the  Army,  with  a  French 
Army  officer  aboard,  resulted  in  a  Senate  investigation. 

wae  stocks  released 

Acting  under  1917  statute,  the  administration  has  released 
Army  and  Navy  airplanes.  Including  naval  dve  t)om>^rB  delivered 
within  the  last  6  months,  to  the  British  and  French.  Under  spe- 
cial authority  rushed  through  the  Congress,  the  admlnUtratlon 
has  released  huge  stocks  of  the  Army's  World  War  rifles.  76-mllll- 
mcter  guns,  mortars,  machine  guns,  and  ammunition  to  tbe 
British  and  French. 

sctjtttjno  otm  detenses 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  when  members  of  our 
Naval  Affairs  Committee  say  that  they  know  of  no  sUtutory 
law  or  authority  for  giving  these  powerful  war  vessels  to 
foreign  nations,  nations  that  may  some  day  turn  the  guns 
of  these  very  ships  against  us.  what  can  we  say?  Is  Uiis 
loyalty   to   America  and  to  our   coimtry's  best  Intertsts? 


Shall  we  continue  to  permit  this  treason?  Shall  traitors  to 
the  flag  that  flies  above  us  scuttle  our  defenses  and  give  our 
last  weapons — land,  air,  and  sea — to  the  empires  of  the  Old 
World? 

MANECrVBRINQ     BEHIND    THE    SCENES 

Our  Senate  Naval  Affairs  Committee  state  that  they  did  not 
sanction  the  release  of  our  ships.  This  treachery  was  ap- 
parently accomplished  in  secret.  Other  disloyal  transactions 
may  have  been  secretly  carried  through.  How  do  we  know? 
All  this  maneuvering  behind  the  scenes  cerUinly  lays  the 
foimdation  for  a  thorough  investigation  to  the  end  that 
American  taxpayers  who  paid  for  these  war  vessels  may  be 
protected  from  foreign-minded  interventionists. 

ALTERATION  OF  BRIDGES  OVER    NAVIGABLE   WATERS VETO   MESSAGE 

Mr.  TRUMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  the  an- 
nouncement that  the  President's  veto  message  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9381)  to  provide  for  the  alteration  of  certain  bridges 
over  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  for  the  appor- 
tionment of  the  cost  of  such  alterations  between  the  United 
States  and  the  owners  of  such  bridges,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  acted  upon  in  the  House  of  Representatives  this  after- 
noon and.  upon  reconsideration,  the  bill  was  passed  and 
messaged  to  the  Senate.  At  the  most  convenient  oppor- 
tunity I  expect  to  call  up  the  bill  for  action  In  the  Senate. 

REVENUE  BILL  OF   1940 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R 
10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness 
by  raising  revenue  and  Issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method 
for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  GEORGE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  srield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  announce  that  It  Is  the  purpose 
to  continue  the  session  tonight  in  an  effort  to  conclude  action 
upon  the  tax  bill.  I  make  that  announcement  for  the  bene- 
flt  of  Senators  who  may  wish  to  arrange  their  affairs  ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  delay  the 
Senate  at  this  late  hour,  and  particularly  upon  this  amend- 
ment, but  inasmuch  as  an  appeal  has  been  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  to  adopt  it  now,  without  any  real 
consideration  of  what  the  amendment  is,  except  that  It  was 
one  time  In  the  law.  I  feel  constrained  to  make  a  very  brief 
statement  about  it. 

Upon  the  question  of  an  excess- profits  tax,  there  will  be 
little  dispute  In  the  Finance  Committee.  I  apprehend,  or  In 
the  Senate.  There  is,  however,  no  reason  to  consider  the 
excess-profits  tax  now  because  in  any  event  we  are  coming 
back  here  in  January,  and  the  excess- profits -tax  provision 
can  be  Inserted  in  a  tax  bill  which  is  necessary — not  a  matter 
of  choice,  but  which  is  necessary  and  which  can  be  made 
retroactive  over  identically  the  same  period,  and  certainly  the 
business  of  the  coimtry  is  on  notice  that  an  excess-profits  tax 
will  be  adopted  before  the  next  taxable  year  begins  to  run. 

Mr.  President.  I  know  very  well  that  we  have  talked  about 
passing  a  general  or  comprehensive  tax  bill  in  the  future,  but 
we  face  such  a  situation  that  an  additional  tax  bill  must  be 
passed  at  the  January  session  of  the  Congress.  It  is  not  a 
matter  of  choice.  If  it  were  a  matter  of  choice,  we  might  be 
disposed  to  agree  and  say  that  perliaps  Congress  could  find 
some  convenient  reason  for  putting  off  to  another  time  the 
consideration  of  the  tax  measure.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
we  will  be  obliged  to  consider  another  tax  measure,  whether 
or  not  we  remain  in  session,  at  least  in  early  January;  and 
identically  this  tax,  if  it  be  the  viewpoint  of  the  Congress  that 
it  should  be  imposed,  may  be  made  retroactive  over  the  entire 
taxable  year  1940,  and  identically  the  same  sum  of  money 
collected,  or  some  sum  of  money.  If  the  Congress  should  be 
of  the  opinion  that  this  particular  tax  is  not  wise. 

As  to  the  question  whether  we  are  to  remain  In  session, 
of  course  I  do  not  know  what  Congress  may  do.  but  per- 
sonally I  think  the  Congress  should  remain  in  session.  I 
can  only  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  La  Fol- 
LETTEl  that,  so  far  as  my  vote  is  concerned,  I  shall  vote  to 
Stay  here  without  recessing,  except  3  days  at  a  time,  and 
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under  a  gentleman's  agreement  that  during  the  convention 
periods  we  will  not  take  up  any  important  matters.  I  can 
see  no  reason  why  we  should  not  stay  here,  and  I  think  the 
country  wants  us  to  stay  here.  I  believe  it  to  be  our  duty 
to  stajf  here.  and.  therefore.  I  am  going  to  vote  to  stay  here, 
if  we  do  stay  here,  as  soon  as  we  can  get  the  necessary 
data  and  consider  some  important  questions  involved  in 
this  type  of  tax.  we  should  begin  to  write  an  additional  tax 
bill  and  whip  it  into  shape  and  pass  it.  If  we  do  not  do 
that,  we  must  come  back  in  January  anyway,  and  we  can 
make  this  tax  retroactive  over  all  of  1940  and  certainly  will 
be  able  to  accomplish  the  same  purpose. 

Mr.  President,  it  may  be  said  that  business  would  have 
some  reason  for  saying  in  January  that  we  should  not  make 
this  tax  retroactive,  but  that  can  hardly  be  so  when  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  when  it  was  considering  this 
tax  bill,  agreed  with  the  Treasury  Department  that  the 
experts  on  the  staff  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Taxation 
and  the  staff  in  the  Treasury  Department  would  begin  de- 
liberation inmiediately  on  this  particular  question  and  would 
as  soon  as  the  necessary  data  could  be  gotten  In  hand  make 
recommendations  upon  which  could  be  based  a  sound  tax 

measure. 

Mr.  BARKLETV.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OEORQE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Joint  Committee  on  Taxation,  to 
which  the  Senator  refers,  is  an  agency  of  the  Congress  itself, 
charged  with  the  duty  of  obtaining  the  necessary  information 
upon  which  tax  legislation  can  be  enacted,  and  it  seems  to 
me  we  are  bound  to  give  full  credence  to  their  statement,  as 
wdl  as  that  of  the  Treasury,  that  they  cannot  under  30  days 
and  probably  even  longer,  obtain  all  the  necessary  informa- 
tion upon  which  Congress  can  enact  a  fair  excess-profits 

tax. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  shotild  like  to  remind  the  Senate 
that  when  the  last  tax  bill  was  under  consideration  the 
senior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark!  prepared  an 
amendment  providing  for  taxation  of  Income  derived  from 
tax-exempt  secixrities.  He  intended  to  offer  that  to  the  bill. 
He  was  dissuaded  from  offering  it  to  that  bill  on  the  assurance 
that  there  would  be  a  general  revision  of  taxes  at  the  next 
session  of  Congress .  and  that  full  opportunity  would  be  given 
for  the  consideration  of  that  proposition.  Furthermore,  to 
my  certain  knowledge,  it  was  announced — I  think  2  years  ago. 
If  not  last  year — that  the  joint  committee  staff  and  the 
Treasury  staff  were  Instructed  to  go  to  work  to  prepare  for 
a  general  revision  of  the  tax  structure;  and  yet  we  are  now 
passing  another  makeshift  tax  bill,  with  amendments  being 
pushed  aside  on  the  theory  that  the  joint  committee  and  the 
Treasury  experts  are  once  more  to  go  to  work. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin is  assuming  that  the  tax  measure  he  offers  is  wholly  free 
from  difficulty,  and  that  we  have  all  the  neces.~ary  informa- 
tion on  which  to  act.  I  am  trying  to  point  out  as  best  I  can 
that,  in  my  opinion.  Congress  will  not  adjourn  at  all.  and  I 
do  not  think  It  should;  but  if  it  should  adjourn,  we  shall  cer- 
tainly have  to  return  in  January.  The  Treasury  Department 
and  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House.  In  a  rather 
formal  way.  have  advised  the  country  that  the  excess-profits 
tax  would  be  considered,  and  that  It  would  be  within  the 
power  of  the  Congress,  if  it  so  willed,  to  make  it  retroactive 
over  the  present  year.  1940. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  on  occasion 
we  have  not  always  found  it  convenient  to  do  the  thing  we 
promised  to  do.  I  also  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin upon  the  broad  proposition  that  we  must  have  an  excess- 
profits  tax.  I  have  no  dcubt  about  it  I  fear  we  may  have 
some  other  kind  of  tax.  even  on  top  of  the  excess-profits  tax. 
We  may  have  a  sales  tax.  though  I  have  never  voted  for  one. 
But  I  think  it  must  be  taken  for  the  truth  that  we  canirat 
rest  upon  the  tax  bill  before  us.  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
already  we  are  Increasing  our  national  debt  by  $5,000,000,000. 
Whatever  may  l)ecome  ol  tlie  war  in  Europe,  whatever  turn 


It  may  take,  we  shall  go  forward  with  a  defense  program 
which  will  run  our  national  debt  even  beyond  the  appropria- 
tions made  at  this  session,  so  we  must  have  additional  taxes 
and  we  must  of  necessity  consider  this  question  along  with 
the  question  of  other  sources  of  revenue  when  we  proceed, 
either  now  or  in  January,  to  face  that  problem.     It  is  not 

a  theory.  ^  ^  ,  ,. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  I  have  pre- 
cisely the  view  he  has;  that  Is.  that  we  ought  not  to  have 
relied  upon  a  tax  program  which  would  have  produced  a  rela- 
tively small  part  of  the  revenue  which  the  Government  now 
so  seriously  needs,  and  we  should  have  proceeded  to  a  more 
general  revision  of  the  tax  laws.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  that 
position,  especially  in  view  of  the  Treasury  recommendation 
that  we  simply  take  the  additional  excess  taxes  plus  the  10- 
perc^nt    Increase    upon    exisUng    taxes,    and    raise    some 

$660,000,000.  ., 

The  real  necessity  for  the  passage  of  the  blU  at  a  reasonably 
early  hour  is  to  authorize  an  increase  in  the  national  debt. 

We  might  as  well  be  clear  politically.  It  would  perhaps 
be  impossible  to  increase  the  national  debt  without  also  rais- 
ing some  revenue.  Members  of  the  Senate  entertain  vary- 
ing judgments  upon  that  Important  question.  Some  do  not 
believe  in  increasing  the  national  debt.  A  great  many  do  not 
believe  in  increasing  the  national  debt  without  also  making 
some  attempt  to  raise  additional  revenue.  The  bill  does 
raise  a  sizable  amount  of  additional  revenue.  It  is  esti- 
mated to  raise  a  little  more  than  $1,000,000,000.  which,  on  top 
of  our  other  taxes,  is  a  very  considerable  Increase  in  revenue. 
We  must  consider  the  tax  question  asain.  We  must  live 
up  to  our  agreements  and  pledges.  We  can  consider  the 
question  of  excess-profits  taxes,  at  least  In  January,  and.  as  I 
hope  and  think,  before  January,  because  I  do  not  think  we 
should  adjourn. 

We  are  not  witnessing  the  accumulations  of  fortunes  upon 
the  scale  of  fortvmes  accumulated  in  the  period  from  1914 
to  1919.  and  I  do  not  think  we  shaU  do  so.     Already  the  war 
in  Europe  has  narrowed  to  one  belligerent  upon  one  side  and 
two  active  belligerents  upon  the  other  side.    Already  the  vast 
population  and  the  large  Army  of  Prance  are  actually  out  of 
the  fighting,  or  we  must  assume  that  they  are  practically  out 
of  the  flghUng.    It  undoubtedly  is  true  that  Great  Britain 
had  made  all  her  plans  for  this  war  without  drawing  so 
strongly  upon  the  resources  of  the  United  States.     In  other 
words,  she  had  made  her  plans  elsewhere  to  obtain  wheat, 
tobacco,  cotton,  and  all  the  raw  materials  for  her  manufac- 
ture and.  in  large  part,  to  support  her  population.    There 
may  be.  and  undoubtedly  there  are.  some  industries  in  the 
country  which  will  make  Increased  profits;  but  by  and  large. 
American  Industry  need  not  expect  to  enjoy  the  swollen  for- 
tunes which  came  about  as  a  resiilt  of  the  last  World  War. 
Even  before  this  Congress  adjourns  the  war  may  have  ended. 
Of  course  no  one  can  say  as  to  that,  and  no  one  wishes  to 
speculate  about  it;  but  I  think  it  is  reasonably  certain— 
as  certain  as  any  man  may  feel  justified  in  making  the 
statement — that  this  cotmtry  will  not  enter  the  war.    Day  by 
day  the  scnUment  cf  the  American  people  grows  stronger 
against  any  possible  involvement  in  the  E^iropean  war.    So 
there  will  not  be  a  tremendous  war  boom.    Indeed.  IAt. 
President,  those  in  mdustry.  and  perhaps  even  in  agriculture, 
who  depend  upon  a  war  boom  will  be  sadly  disappointed. 
But  assuming  that  they  will  not  be.  and  assuming  that  we 
should  levy  an  excess-profits  tax  even  if  there  were  no  war. 
because  we  shall  need  additional  revenue — assuming  all  that, 
and  facing  the  facts  as  they  are.  there  must  be  a  revision 
of  the  tax  laws,  because  we  have  too  large  a  deficit  in  our 
ordinary  expenditures,  and  we  know  that  if  we  carry  for- 
ward   even    the    projected    national-defense    program,    tlie 
expenditure  on  that  account  will  be  large. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  proposes  the  excess-profits  tax  which 
we  had  during  the  previous  war  period,  as  it  was  changed 
and  modified  through  1921.  The  measure  imposed  no  taxes 
upon  excess  profits  except  profits  earned  by  corporations. 
There  may  be  excess  profits  earned  in  the  war  by  individualA, 


by  copartnerships,  or  by  associations.  The  basis  of  the  tax 
in  all  prior  acts,  and  in  the  amendment  which  the  Senator 
has  offered,  is  Invested  capital.  A  return  of  8  percent  is 
permitted  upon  invested  capital,  and  there  is  an  exemption 

of  $3,C00. 

Great  Britain  has  an  excess-profits  tax.  but  It  is  not  based 
upon  Invested  capital.  Prance  has  an  excess-profits  tax.  but 
it  is  not  based  upon  invested  capital.  Canada  has  an  excess- 
profits  tax.  It  is  not  based  upon  invested  capital.  Even 
Germany  has  an  excess-profits  tax,  a  very  high  one,  and  it 
Is  not  tMised  upon  invested  capital.  There  are  many  of  us 
who  honestly  think  that  is  the  proper  basis  for  an  excess- 
profits  tax. 

Under  the  excess-profits  tax  of  the  war  period,  all  kinds 
of  complications  arose.  It  did  produce  revenue,  but  vast 
sums  of  revenue  produced  by  it  had  to  be  returned  to  the 
taxpayers.  There  are  today  pending  suits  growing  out  of 
that  excess-profits  tax,  built  upon  the  basis  that  we  built  it, 
involving  more  than  $13,000,000 — suits  for  the  recovery  of  that 
amount  of  money — and  in  all  human  probability  many  of 
those  litigants  will  be  successful.  We  might  have  Utigation 
on  any  tax  basis;  but  I  am  perfectly  confident  in  my  own 
mind  that  the  Treasury  is  right  when  It  says  there  are 
numerous  questions  that  ought  to  be  exammed.  and  that  It 
will  require  some  60  days,  at  least,  to  get  all  of  the  data  and 
make  all  of  the  examination  required  to  be  able  to  submit  to 
us  an  excess-profits  tax  that  will  cause  us  the  least  possible 
trouble. 

Personally.  1  feel  very  strongly  that  the  ba.sis  of  the  excess- 
profits  tax  should  be  simply  this: 

The  tax  should  be  levied  upon  profits  which  are  above  the 
average  profits  of  the  corporation,  partnership,  or  individual 
in  the  same  enterprise  over  1,  2,  or  3  years  prior  to  the  time 
the  tax  goes  into  effect.  I  think  that  is  right,  because  I 
think  we  shall  have  to  retain  the  excess-profits  tax  if  the  war 
ends  immediately,  because  we  shall  need  the  revenue.  I  think 
there  can  be  little  doubt  about  it. 

We  cannot  go  on  with  a  very  large  peacetime  deficit,  let 
us  say.  in  order  to  distinguish  it,  and  a  constantly  mounting 
cost  of  national  defense  which  I  think  the  country  has  re- 
solved to  have  even  though  the  war  should  end.  If  the  war 
should  end  some  of  our  ardor  for  national  defense  might 
cool  off,  but  not  all  of  it;  and  I  feel  sure  the  American 
people  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  It  would  be  most 
unwise  for  us  to  neglect  our  national  defense. 

Sr,  Mr.  President,  with  the  Treasury  statement  that  It 
will  be  at  least  60  days  before  there  can  be  gathered  the 
dependable  data  upon  which  they  can  proceed  to  write  or 
SUfigest  an  excess-profits  tax  which  will  not  lead  to  the 
eomplications  of  the  wartime  excess-profits  tax,  and  with 
the  certainty  that  in  January,  at  least,  we  can  impose  the 
tax  and  make  it  retroactive  over  1940.  it  would  seem  that 
we  should  acquiesce  in  and  accept  the  Judgment  of  the 
Treasury  Department  in  this  instance. 

Let  me  call  attention  also  to  this  fact: 

Under  the  excess-profits  tax  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  and  the  excess-profits  tax  which  we  had  during 
the  war  period  it  would  be  quite  possible  for  a  corporation 
to  pay  an  excess-profits  tax  running  as  high  during  the  war 
period  as  80  percent  when  it  was  not  making  as  much  money 
as  it  made  before  the  war.  Take  the  case  of  any  corpora- 
tion with  a  relatively  snriaU  invested  capital  which  happens 
to  earn  a  considerable  siun  of  money,  which  happens  to  earn 
dividends  for  a  few  years,  and  after  we  levy  the  excess- 
profits  tax  upon  the  basis  of  invested  capital  allow  a  deduc- 
tion only  of  7  or  8  percent,  or  whatever  percentage  is  agreed 
upon,  on  the  invested  capital  as  against  the  earnings,  and 
it  is  quite  possible  to  see  that  in  many  instances  the  cor- 
poration with  a  small  invested  capital  is  placed  at  a  very 
great  disadvantage. 

It  is  perfectly  fair,  I  think — although  the  committee  might 
not  agree  with  that  view,  and  might  accept  the  proposal 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin — it  seems  to  me  to  be 
perfectly  fair  to  say  that  we  shall  impose  an  excess-profits 
tax  on  all  profits  in  excess  of  the  average  earned  by  the 


corporation  during,  say,  the  last  3  years  prior  to  the  time 
the  excess-profits  tax  goes  into  effect. 

I  do  not  think  it  Is  necessary  to  go  Into  various  questions 
which  have  arisen  and  will  arise  again  if  we  enact  an  exoess- 
pi-oflts  tax  on  the  basis  of  invested  capital.  I  call  attention. 
however,  to  the  fact  that  on  the  basis  of  invested  capital  the 
corporation  cannot  even  have  considered — that  was  the  rule 
under  the  old  acts — its  fixed  indebtedness,  money  borrowed 
upon  its  bonds,  money  which  really  went  into  the  operations 
of  the  corporation.  l>orrowed  for  that  purpose;  but  it  was 
limited  to  a  narrow  consideration  of  the  capital  invested, 
plus  some  other  minor  things. 

I  take  it  that  when  Canada,  Great  Britain,  France,  and 
even  CJermany — all  of  which  countries  have  adopted  the 
excess-profits  tax — ^have  abandoned,  if  indeed  they  ever  had, 
the  capital-invested  theory  as  a  basis  upon  which  to  impose 
these  higher  taxes,  and  have  adopted  a  tax  on  the  excess 
profits  over  and  above  the  normal  earnings  over  a  fixed  period, 
there  is  a  substantial  reason  for  that  conclusion. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  would  the  Senator  mind  an 
interruption  at  that  point? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  do. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  understand  that  one  of  the  most  difficult 
questions  coming  before  those  who  are  in  charge  of  the  pur- 
chase of  implements  of  war  for  a  national -defense  program 
Is  how  much  money  should  be  allowed  on  contracts  the  Gov- 
ernment makes  for  amortization  of  the  costs  of  the  new  tool- 
ing equipment  that  will  be  required:  for  instance,  in  the  case 
of  airplane  engines,  whether  it  should  be  over  a  2-year  period, 
a  4-3rear  period,  or  an  8-year  period.  I  am  sure  that  in  the 
period  between  now  and  the  1st  of  January  those  in  charge 
of  that  program  will  have  an  opportunity  to  advise  the  Treas- 
ury and  the  committees  of  Congress  as  to  that  problem,  which 
Is  one  of  the  most  difficult  ones  to  solve  in  connection  with  our 
national  defense. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  is  quite  right. 
Not  only  is  it  one  of  the  most  difficult  problems  but  it  is  one 
of  the  most  important  ones,  because  if  we  are  relying  upon 
private  industry  in  this  country  to  do  the  Job  of  building  the 
machines  and  furnishing  the  things  necessary  in  our  national 
defense  they  must,  of  course,  be  permitted  to  take  amortiza- 
tion of  their  investment  in  additional  plant  facilities  over  a 
reasonable  period  of  time.  The  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  undertakes  to  do  that,  but  on  the 
basis  of  the  amortization  plan  fixed  in  the  old  wartime  act. 

Now  let  me  call  attention  to  another  fact,  and  It  Is  a  very 
Important  consideration:  Not  only  are  we  not  going  to  have 
tremendous  war  profits;  the  chances  are  that -on  the  whole 
we  may  have  tremendous  war  losses. 

In  the  next  place,  let  me  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
now  we  are  limiting  the  profits  on  the  piurchases  under  con- 
tracts made  by  our  own  Government.  Let  me  show  that 
imder  existing  law  the  contractor  who  builds  a  vessel,  or  who 
works  upon  a  ship,  or  an  airplane,  has  a  limitation  fixed  on 
his  profits.  I  express  the  hope  that  before  we  are  through 
this  session  those  profits  may  be  somewhat  reduced,  because 
I  think  they  are  somewhat  excessive. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  the 
Senator  say  that.  The  committee  has  been  laboring  on  that 
very  proposition. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  believe  the  limitation  of  profits  is  10  or 
12  percent  now,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes.  The  statistics  show  that  in  the  year 
1938,  when  there  were  not  many  contracts,  the  companies 
which  were  building  our  ships  and  our  airplanes  made  profits 
reported  of  l)etween  14  and  24  percent.  That  was  in  1938. 
the  year  for  which  the  last  figiu^s  are  available. 

First,  I  want  to  compliment  the  Senator  for  raising  his 
voice,  which  means  so  much  in  this  country,  because  of  the 
confidence  and  the  respect  the  people  of  thecoimtry  have  for 
him.  in  protesting  against  the  possibility  of  our  going  into 
this  world  war.  It  is  refreshing  and  comforting  to  hear 
that,  in  view  of  the  statement  of  a  former  Secretary  of  State 
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last  night.  In  which  he  was  practically  advocating  our  en- 
trance Into  the  war. 

Would  the  Senator  differentiate  between  profits  on  muni- 
tions and  profits  on  general  business  or  general  earnings?  I 
ask  him  that  question  for  the  reason  that  the  Government  is 
about  to  spend  billions  of  dollars — not  millions,  but  billions. 
The  Navy  Department  now  has  on  its  desk  contracts  for 
building  ships  amounting  to  a  billion  dollars.  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator whether  he  does  not  think  that,  with  the  Government 
spending  vast  sums  for  defense,  in  prejMiration  for  war.  and 
since  we  may  have  universal  military  training,  and  at  the 
same  time  may  be  calling  out  our  State  militias  from  their 
workshops  and  their  homes  at  a  compensation  of  from  $12 
to  $30  a  month,  and  at  the  same  time  we  are  attempting  to 
cut  down  salaries,  and.  if  not  cut  them  down,  then  eliminate 
or  reduce  the  number  of  employees,  whether  we  should  not 
put  some  restrictions  upon  the  profits  made  in  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  enormous  sums  of  money  which  are  being  spent 
lor  munitions? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  thought  the  Senator  would. 
»*  Mr.  GEORGE.    I  not  only  agree  with  the  Senator,  but  I 
think  we  must  have  an  excess-profits  tax  upon  the  earnings 
of  corporations. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  For  the  benefit  of  the  Senator,  I  will  say. 
with  reference  to  the  Vinson -Trammell  bill,  that  this  year 
three  million  and  a  half  dollars  already  have  been  repaid 
Into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  and  one  shipbuilding 
company  in  New  England  has  this  year  set  up  a  reserve  of 
two  million  and  a  half  dollars  against  excess  profits  to  be 
returned  to  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  profits  I  referred  to  are  not  entirely 
upon  Government  contracts.  They  are  to  concerns  which 
have  Government  contracts,  but  the  profits  I  refer  to. 
namely.  14  to  24  percent,  are  on  their  entire  business, 
which  includes  Government  and  private  contracts. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  was  merely  pointing  out  that  the  pres- 
ent situation  is  that  we  now  have  limitations  on  what  may 
be  earned  on  contracts,  and  I  am  pleased  to  hear  the  dis- 
guished  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  say 
that  he  thinks  those  profits  should  be  reduced. 

Mr.  WALSH.  And  we  are  seeking  to  reduce  them,  but 
meeting  with  vigorous  opposition.  I  am  sure  we  will  find 
helping  us  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  when  the  bill  is  before 
the  Senate,  but  we  are  having  opposition  from  sources  from 
which  we  did  not  expect  it. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  appreciate  that.  Another  thing  to  which 
I  was  about  to  call  attention  was  that  the  excess-profits  taxes 
during  the  World  War  were  written  on  corporate  income  taxes. 
and  the  maximum  Ux  was  only  10  percent.  Under  the  pend- 
ing bill  the  rate  upon  corporate  net  income  Is  actuaUy  20.9 
percent,  more  than  double.  So,  with  a  tax  of  20.9  percent  upon 
corporate  income,  with  limitations  beyond  the  limitations 
which  were  imposed  during  the  World  War  upon  the  profits 
made  out  of  war  industries,  exclusively  out  of  war  contracts, 
and  with  the  certainty  that  we  must  reconsider  the  tax 
question  at  the  very  latest  by  January  1.  because  no  one  can 
prevent  consideration  on  and  after  that  date,  there  would 
seem  to  be  wisdom  in  allowing  the  committees  of  the  Congress 
to  consider  thoroughly  the  proper  basis  of  the  excess-profits 
tax.  not  that  anyone  who  looks  at  facts  as  they  are  can  think 
for  a  moment  that  we  could  escape  it.  or  try  to  escape  it.  or 
should  have  any  desire  to  escape  it,  but  that  we  must  levy 
It,  and  must  make  it  retroactive  over  the  whole  year  1940. 

Let  me  say  that  there  pre  many  complications  Involved  in 
the  old  tax  which  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  offered.  If  it  were  possible  to  do  nothing  else.  I  would 
gladly  say  yes,  we  must  take  it.  but  there  are  so  many  com- 
plications involved,  so  many  difficulties  involved,  and  in  some 
Instances  so  many  injustices  which  may,  uix>n  a  fair  study 
and  fair  consideration,  be  Ironed  out.  that  I  think  at  this  time 
we  should  be  willing  to  say  to  the  Treasury  Department.  "If, 


as  you  say  to  us.  you  will  be  able,  when  you  have  collected  the 
full  data,  which  will  take  you  about  60  days,  to  give  us  the 
basis  upon  which  we  can  study  this  question,  then  we  will 
proceed  to  a  consideration  of  the  levying  of  additional  taxes, 
specifically  the  levying  of  excess-profits  taxes." 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  undertaken  to  point  out  the 
difficulties  which  were  Involved  in  the  old  excess-profits  tax 
which  the  Senator  has  offered  here,  but  to  point  out  only 
one  or  two  of  them. 

As  I  take  my  seat.  I  wish  to  say  that  between  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  and  myself  there  is  absolutely  no  difference. 
It  would  not  be  fair  to  leave  this  tax  bill  as  it  stands  without 
widening  it  cut  in  more  respects  than  one.  making  the 
wider  distribution  of  the  tax  burden  upon  all  of  our  tax- 
jjayers.  and  especially  upon  all  those  who  are  most  able  to 
bear  the  burden  of  the  taxes.  I  fully  agree  with  him.  I 
agree  specifically  that  the  excess-profits  tax  should  be  levied 
to  apply  to  all  the  business  done  in  this  country  in  1940. 

Perhaps  my  views  would  not  prevail,  an^i  perhaps  the 
Senator's  views  would  not  prevail  altogether.  But,  in  the 
counsel  we  can  have  in  a  committee  here  and  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Capitol,  I  feel  sure  we  can  work  out  a  good  tax 
program,  so  far  as  the  excess-profits  taxes  are  concerned. 

I  wish  to  say  again  that  it  may  not.  I  think,  be  fairly 
anticipated  that  any  extraordinary  war  boom,  save  in  the 
war  Industries  themselves,  is  likely  to  come  to  this  country 
as  a  result  of  the  war.  With  one  of  the  Allied  Powers  already 
out,  with  the  other  fighting  a  defensive  war.  and  only  a 
defensive  war.  from  necessity,  with  arrangements  already 
made  for  the  purchase  of  cotton  and  wheat,  food  supplies, 
and  even  tobacco,  from  countries  other  than  the  countries  in 
the  Western  Hemisphere,  it  need  not  be  anticipated  that 
any  great  war  boom  can  come  to  the  general  industries  in 
the  United  States,  and  whatever  does  come  will  be  confined 
very  largley,  so  far  as  its  direct  effect  upon  the  war  indus- 
tries themselves  is  concerned,  upon  the  people  who  build 
the  planes,  the  engines  for  the  planes,  the  parts  for  the 
planes,  the  ships,  and  who  provide  the  guns  and  the  ammu- 
nition to  l>e  used  in  the  gims.  in  our  own  national  defense. 

I  do  not  think  one  need  to  look  further  than  to  the 
enormous  losses  which  have  occiured  upon  the  American 
stock  market  since  that  day  in  April.  I  believe  it  was.  when 
the  German  armies  marched  into  Denmark,  through  Den- 
mark and  into  Norway,  and  give  reasonable  consideration 
to  that  situation  without  knowing  that  we  are  not  in  for 
any  great  boom.  We  sCre  in  for  a  period  of  hardship.  We 
are  not  in  for  a  great  boom  because  the  war  will  not  extend 
to  the  Western  Hemisphere.  We  are  not  going  into  that 
war.  The  war  will  end  where  it  now  exists.  Woe  be  unto 
any  political  party  which  will  make  the  election  of  next 
November  a  referendum  on  the  question  of  peace  or  war. 
Wc  need  not  worry  ourselves  greatly  about  that. 

I  am  in  full  accord  and  in  full  agreement  with  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  I  should  like  to  appeal  to  him  to  let  us 
have  the  opportunity  to  get  the  data  and  make  the  study 
because  I  know  he  wants  a  tax  program,  so  far  as  excess- 
profits  taxes  are  concerned,  that  will  produce  the  greatest 
amount  of  revenue  and  at  the  same  time  be  fair  to  the 
taxpayers  themselves  and  to  the  general  business  of  the 
country.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  doubt  now  that  Con- 
gress will  remain  in  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  La  FolletteI. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  in  reply  to  the  statement  made  by  the  able  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  George].  I  never  claimed  perfection  for 
the  amendment.  I  made  the  statement  repeatedly  in  the 
present  discussion  that  I  recognize  that  it  is  a  complex  ques- 
tion, and  that  undoubtedly  any  excess-profits  tax  enacted 
now  or  next  fall  or  next  winter  or  a  year  from  this  summer, 
will  have  to  be  revised  after  it  has  been  on  the  statute  l)ooks, 
and  we  have  had  some  experience  under  it.  But,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. If  the  Treasury  takes  the  position  and  furnishes  tlie 
ammunition   against   any   proix)sed   tax   on   excess   profits 
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merely  because  It  thinks  It  has  not  yet  had  a  chance  to 
draft  a  perfect  amendment,  I  will  say  that  we  will  never 
have  an  excess-profits  tax.  for  neither  the  Treasury  experts 
nor  the  experts  of  the  Joint  committee  wUl  ever  be  able  to 
draw  an  excess-profits  tax  or  any  other  kind  of  a  tax 
amendment  that  will  be  perfect  In  character. 

I  am  not  proposing  this  as  a  temporary  windfall  tax.  I 
am  proposing  It  as  a  permanent  part  of  our  tax  structure, 
and.  for  that  reason,  I  believe  Invested  capital  Is  the  only 
sound  basis  upon  which  the  tax  can  be  predicated. 

It  Is  true  that  the  taxes  In  Great  Britain  and  in  Canada 
are  predicated  upon  a  base  of  average  earnings  over  a 
period  of  years,  but,  as  I  understand  it,  those  are  tempo- 
rary excess  war  profits  taxes,  and  I  am  not  offering  such  a 
proposal  here. 

I  think  that  one  o;  the  greatest  sources  of  difficulty  under 
the  1918  and  1919  and  1921  statutes  has  been  eliminated  In 
this  amendment  by  taking  away  from  the  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue  the  alternative  methods  of  arriving  at  in- 
vested capital  and  forcing  him  to  come  to  a  determination. 
It  was  due  to  those  alternative  provisions  that  much  of  the 
complicated  UtigaUon  arose  under  the  taxes  of  those  years. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  hope  the  amortization  pro- 
visions which  are  to  be  written  into  an  excess-profits  tax.  if 
and  when  we  ever  get  around  to  It,  will  not  be  drawn  to  suit 
the  armament  manufacturers.  I  believe  that  the  amortiza- 
tion provision  contained  in  this  amendment  is  generous  and 
equitable.  It  even  goes  so  far  as  to  provide  for  a  readjust- 
ment of  the  amortization  If,  In  the  discretion  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Internal  Revenue,  an  unfair  ainortlzation  sched- 
ule has  been  arrived  at. 

Mr.  President.  I  realize  that  with  the  opposition  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  opposition  of  the  majority  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee  to  this  amendment,  I  am  swimming 
upstream;  but  I  wish  to  say  as  emphatically  as  I  know  how 
that  there  Is  no  excuse  for  passing  this  tax  bill  at  all  If  It 
is  intended  to  commence  a  general  revision  of  the  tax  law 
this  summer  or  early  this  faU.  The  testimony  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  and  of  Mr.  Bell  before  the  Finance 
Committee  demonstrates  clearly  that  there  will  be  no  urgent 
necessity  for  Increase  in  the  debt  limit  before  next  January. 
If  we  are  to  pass  retroactive  tax  legislation  next  winter 
or  next  spring  or  next  summer,  then  why  impose  these  in- 
creased taxes  upon  the  individual  taxpayers?  Why  impose 
them  on  the  corporations?  They  are  not  going  to  pay  any 
of  their  money  Into  the  Treasury  until  next  year.  If  we  are 
to  adopt  retroactive  taxation  on  excess  profits,  w  can  adopt 
retroactive  taxation  on  individuals  and  on  corporations. 

If  this  amendment  is  not  to  be  attached  to  the  pending 
bill,  the  bill  should  be  stripped  of  everything  except  increase 
In  the  excise  taxes,  which  should  go  Into  effect  on  the  Ist  day 
of  July,  and  we  should  go  right  to  work  on  a  comprehensive 
revision  of  the  tax  statutes.  But,  If  that  Is  not  to  be  done, 
if  we  are  going  to  anticipate  these  Increases  upon  the  Indi- 
vidual taxpayer,  then  I  say  that  my  amendment  should  be 
attached  to  the  bill. 

If  we  tax  everybody  to  the  bone  and  fail  to  tax  the  excess 
profits  of  corporations,  those  who  wish  to  go  home  and 
explain  by  saying  "We  will  tax  corporate  excess  profits  at 
some  later  time,  or  at  some  other  time"  are  at  liberty  to  do 
so.  I  say  that  now  is  the  time  to  enact  this  amendment  and 
let  it  go  upon  the  statute  books.  If  it  develops  in  practice 
that  it  is  imperfect,  there  will  be  opportunity  for  amend- 
ment. Even  when  the  gentlemen  in  the  Treasury  get  through 
working  upon  their  perfect  amendment,  and  the  committee 
and  the  Senate  swallow  It  and  put  It  on  the  statute  books. 
If  it  sUys  there  any  length  of  time.  Imperfections  will  be 
found  In  their  efforts,  and  amendments  will  have  to  be 
made  to  It. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  had  experience  under  this  principle 
of  taxation.  It  was  on  the  statute  books  after  consideration 
by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee of  the  1917  session,  the  1918  session,  the  1919  session, 
and  the  1921  session.    I  say  that  It  is  no  answer  for  Senators 


to  rise  here  and  say  that  this  Is  a  complicated  question  and 
that  we  will  have  to  wait  until  the  gentlemen  from  the 
Treasury  Department  have  concluded  their  studies  and 
rendered  their  Olympian  opinions  before  we  may  act  upon 
excess-profits  legislation  designed  to  spread  more  equiUbly 
the  burden  of  this  terrific  tax  that  is  being  laid  upon  the 
people  by  making  corporations  pay  In  proportion  to  their 
ability  to  pay. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  In  the  years 
preceding  the  last  World  War,  and  during  that  war,  a  num- 
ber of  excess-profits  taxes  were  considered  and  enacted,  but 
that  in  each  case  it  was  found  that  the  tax  was  several  months 
behind  the  profit?  In  other  words,  at  the  end  of  the  last  war 
excess  profits  and  incomes  had  been  stepped  up  to  a  very 
great  degree.  Nevertheless,  the  tax  was  always  several 
months  behind  the  taxpayer.  Tremendous  profits  always 
acctmiulated  before  the  tax  could  be  considered  and  go  into 
effect.  Therefore  It  seems  to  me  that  the  only  way  In  which 
we  can  possibly  make  effective  the  pronouncement  In  the 
President's  m%ssage  the  other  night,  and  his  pledge  that  In 
this  war  no  war  millionaires  will  be  created,  which,  so  far  as  I 
know,  met  with  the  commendation  of  every  American,  is  by 
putting  Into  effect  at  the  earUest  possible  date  an  exces-proflts 
tax.  If  the  excess- profits  tax  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  turns  out  to  be  not  a  perfect  one — which  I  dare 
say  it  Is  not — the  Congress,  If  It  Is  In  session,  can  change  It 
at  any  time.  Certainly  the  Congress  which  meets  In  Janu- 
ary can  change  It.  In  the  meantime  we  shall  have  a  stop- 
gap. We  shall  have  an  excess-profits  tax  which  will  nm  co- 
incidental with  the  expenditure  of  the  enormous  appropria- 
tions we  have  been  making.  We  have  sdready  made  the 
appropriations.  We  did  not  say,  "Wait  until  next  January, 
when  we  oome  back  here,  and  In  the  meantime  we  shall  be 
enabled  to  work  out  more  detailed  plans  for  expenditure  of 
the  money." 

We  have  appropriated  the  money.  We  have  authorized 
its  expenditure.  We  have  already  set  In  motion  a  train  of 
circumstances  likely  to  produce  tremendous  excess  profits, 
but  we  are  neglecting  until  a  later  time  this  session,  or 
until  the  next  session  of  the  Congress,  any  legislation  for 
catching  the  excess  profits  and  keeping  the  whole  burden 
from  being  borne  by  those  least  able  to  pay  It. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri.  It  is  a  fact  that  the  experience  in  war- 
time taxation  clearly  demonstrated  that  the  Government 
was  always  behind  in  the  enactment  of  legislation  adequate 
to  meet  the  tax  situation. 

I  also  wish  to  point  out  to  the  Senator  that  If  this  amend- 
ment is  adopted  and  put  on  the  statute  books,  corporations 
In  this  coimtry  will  know  something  about  what  is  to  be 
required  of  them,  whereas  if  the  procedure  recommended  by 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
and  the  Treasury  Department  Is  followed  the  officers  and 
stockholders  of  corporations  will  not  know  what  to  expect. 
I  think  all  persons  agree  that  uncertainty  Is  xmdeslrablc. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  How  would  the  corporations  know  in  Jan- 
uary what  is  to  be  required  of  them?  The  Senator  proposes 
to  make  the  tax  retroactive  to  December  31.  We  can  do  the 
same  thing  any  time  up  to  March  15. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Of  course  we  can;  but  if  the  tax  is 
enacted  now,  corporations  will  know,  for  the  period  from 
July  1  to  the  end  of  this  year,  what  is  to  be  required  of 
them,  whereas  under  the  procedure  recommended  by  the 
Treasury  and  by  Senators  who  oppose  this  amendment  they 
may  not  know  until  the  entire  corporate  year  has  ended 
what  is  to  be  required  of  them,  and  then  a  retroactive  tax 
may  be  imposed. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  WALSH.  First.  I  wish  to  apologize  for  not  being 
present  to  hear  the  preliminary  sUtement  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  I  was  somewhat  disturbed  by  the  state- 
»ncnt  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  to  the  effect  that  the 
present  proposal  Is  in  excess  of  any  proposal  made  for  excess- 
profits  taxes  during  the  World  War.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Senator  point  out  the  basis  upon  which  he  drafted  his 
amendment.  I  apologize  for  asking,  because  I  presiune  he  did 
so  earlier. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  My  amendment  allows  corporations 
a  return  of  8  percent  on  invested  capital  plus  $3,000.  in  the 
form  of  an  exemption,  before  the  tax  is  applied.  Then  a 
20-percent  Ux  is  imposed  on  all  net  Income  (in  excess  of 
the  exemption)  up  to  20  percent  of  the  invested  capital. 
A  40-percent  rate  is  applied  on  all  income  in  excess  of  20 
percent  of  Invested  capital.  It  is  true  that  the  corporate  tax 
In  1921.  when  these  rates  were  in  effect,  was  only  about  10 
percent,  instead  of  about  21  percent,  as  In  the  bill  now  pend- 
ing before  the  Senate.  But.  Mr.  President.  I  think  these 
rates  are  equitable,  because,  as  the  Senator  will  note,  we 
have  started  out  by  allowing  an  8-percent  return  upon 
invested  capital. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Was  that  provision  in  the  IWl  act? 

Mr.  LA  FXDLLETTE.  Such  a  provision  was  in  the  1921 
act:  but  the  Senator  knows  very  well  that  8  percent  is  now 
a  very  liberal  allowance  for  a  return  upon  invested  capital, 
in  the  light  of  present  interest  rates. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  have  personal  knowledge  of  that  from 
my  own  small  and  limited  investments. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  In  view  of  the  emergency  that  now 
confronts  us.  I  do  not  think  anyone  can  contend  that  these 
rates  are  onerous  or  excessive. 

Mr.  TYPINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  have  tried  to  read  the  amendment.  I 
am  not  very  familiar  with  all  the  provisions  of  it.  It  Is 
pretty  hard  to  tell  exactly  what  it  does.  Did  I  correctly 
understand  the  Senator  to  say  that  his  amendment  permits 
an  8 -percent  return  before  the  excess  tax  which  his  amend- 
ment covers  is  levied? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Yes.  It  permits  a  return  upon  In- 
vested capital  of  8  percent. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Before  the  excess -profits  tax  he  has  now 
outlined — the  20  and  40  percent — is  levied? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Plus  $3,000.  which  is  provided  as  a 
flat^^j^lnption  to  take  care  of  the  smaller  corporations. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  see  if  I  correctly  understand  the 
Senator.  F*irst  of  all,  $3,000  of  the  profits  would  be  ex- 
empted; then  8-percent  profit  on  invested  capital,  above  the 
$3,000.  would  be  exempted,  and  then  progressively  his  tax 
bill  would  begin  to  apply.  Is  that  a  correct  general 
statement? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Above  that  point,  up  to  20  percent 
of  invested  capital,  a  20-percent  tax  rate  would  apply;  and 
a  40-percent  rate  on  all  net  Income  for  the  taxable  year  in 
excess  of  20  percent  of  the  invested  capital. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  So  it  would  not  only  be  possible  to  earn 
8  percent,  but  one  might  make  10.  11.  or  12  percent.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  That  is  correct.  I  have  placed  in  the 
RscoRD  a  table  showing  the  imposition  of  the  tax  upon 
selected  corpraratlons. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  I  admit  that  this  amendment 
is  not  perfect.  I  admit  that  it  might  be  worked  over  for 
many  months  and  Improved.  It  is  not  my  fault  that 
the  Finance  Committee  would  not  give  it  any  consideration. 
I  was  not  the  one  "blitzkrieging"  the  tax  bill  through  the 
Finance  Committee,  and  disposing  of  the  bill  with  2  hours 
and  20  minutes  of  consideration.  I  was  not  in  favor  of  the 
program  of  excessive  speed.  I  felt  that  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  tax  bill  will  produce  only  $225,000,000  of  revenue 
by  next  January,  and  that  none  of  the  other  taxes  will  go 
Into  effect  before  that  time,  we  should  strip  the  bill  down  to 
the  increase  in  the  excise  taxes  and  go  to  work  and  do  an 
adequate  Job  upon  this  tax  problem.    But  the  majority  of 


the  committee,  or  perhaps  the  entire  committee,  so  far  as 
I  know,  with  the  exception  of  myself,  chose  the  other  course. 
They  are  imposing  these  taxes  upon  incomes  and  upon  excises. 
They  are  Jacking  up  taxes  by  this  bill.  I  say  there  is  no 
defense  for  not  reenacting  Into  law  an  amendment  which 
previously  produced  a  great  deal  of  money  and  worked  rea- 
sonably well. 

If  inequities  develop,  if  the  perfectionists  In  the  Treasury 
Department  come  forward  with  their  Olympian  plan,  the 
tax  can  be  modified  and  amended  before  the  taxable  year 
is  concluded,  if  the  Senator  from  Georgia  is  correct  in  his 
prediction  that  we  are  to  continue  working  on  the  tax  ques- 
Uon  during  the  summer  and  faU.  Wise  as  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  is  in  many  respects,  however,  I  do  not 
share  his  confidence  that  we  shall  have  any  such  result. 
In  my  opinion,  we  shall  have  the  tragic  repetition  of  what  we 
have  had  before  in  these  tax  matters,  and  perhaps  the  whole 
year  will  go  by  before  we  again  have  any  tax  legislation  con- 
sidered by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon  this  amend- 
ment, because  I  should  like  to  see  how  Senators  will  go  on 
record  on  this  vital  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
I  Mr.  La  FollittxI.  On  that  question  the  yeas  and  nays  are 
demanded.    Is  the  request  seconded? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  that  I 
would  have  anything  to  say  were  it  not  for  the  fact  that 
I  feel  some  responsibility  for  having  brought  about  caatiga- 
tion  from  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  having  put  some 
speed  behind  this  legislation.  I  have  no  apologies  to  offer  for 
It.    I  am  glad  we  did  it. 

I  am  sorry  to  keep  Senators  here  tonight:  but  we  all  know 
that  one  of  the  most  beloved  Members  of  this  body  is  at 
the  point  of  death.  God  knows  we  all  hope  and  pray  he  will 
recover;  but  if  he  should  pass  away,  and  we  should  not  hold 
this  night  session,  and  the  bill  should  go  over,  there  would 
be  an  adjournment  of  the  Senate  in  memory  of  that  Senator. 
Then  later  we  should  have  to  go  back  into  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  with  a  great  deal  of  argument  and  talk.  Then 
the  bill  would  go  into  conference,  say.  for  a  day.  and  then 
the  question  would  come  up  of  recessing  next  week  to  allow 
Senators  on  the  other  side  who  desire  to  do  so  to  attend 
the  Republican  Convention.  They  are  entitled  to  attend  the 
convention.  They  did  us  the  courtesy  some  time  ago  of 
permitting  us  to  go  to  our  convention,  and  I  am  in  favor 
of  their  going  to  their  convention.  In  the  meanwhile  it 
would  be  necessary  to  recess  for  a  week,  and  this  matter 
might  be  agreed  on  In  conference,  but  the  Senate  would  not 
be  in  session,  and  some  of  the  taxes  imposed  in  this  bill 
would  begin  to  operate  on  the  1st  of  July. 

We  ought  to  pass  this  bill  before  Saturday  night  in  order 
to  get  the  little  pittance  of  revenue  which  some  Senators  say 
the  bill  will  produce.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  little  pittance. 
I  think  the  bill  is  a  great  Job.  Of  course  it  Is  not  i>erfect 
work:  but  we  had  to  prepare  the  legislation  in  order  to 
assure  the  taking  care  of  our  national  defense. 

The  bill  is  not  a  perfect  one.  but  it  provides  for  the  largest 
peacetime  increase  in  taxes  in  the  history  of  the  country — 
$1,007,000,000.  People  may  laugh  at  it.  they  may  scorn  It, 
but  it  Is  a  pretty  good  tax  bill  after  all.  So  it  ought  to  begin 
to  operate  as  soon  as  possible,  and  that  is  why  I  have  asked 
the  leaders  and  other  members  to  stay  here  tonight. 

Mr.  President,  we  should  have  been  delighted  if,  in  the 
short  time  accorded  to  us.  we  could  have  gotten  together  on 
an  excess-profits  tax:  but.  as  has  been  stated  by  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  George],  we  were  told  that  the  experts  of 
the  Treasury  did  not  under  the  circumstances  have  time  to 
draft  such  a  tax  proposal.  I  believe  in  having  work  on 
proposed  tax  measures  done  by  tax  experts  who  know  the  Job. 
I  want  to  see  such  measures  free  from  any  loopholes.  I  want 
to  see  every  possible  improvement  made  on  the  old  excess- 
profits  tax.  While  I  know  that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
thinks  his  handiwork  should  be  adopted  and  is  the  best  possi- 


ble proposal,  yet  we  may  be  able  to  Improve  on  It.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  doubt  about  it,  for  every  Senator  here  knows 
that  there  ought  to  be  an  excess-profits  tax  at  least  on  those 
who  make  unreMonable  profits  out  of  the  manufacture  of 
war  materials;  and  I  am  ready  to  go  beyond  that.  The  Sena- 
tor will  lit  In  the  conference;  he  will  be  a  member  of  the 
conference  committee:  and  everyone  I  know  of  wants  to  see 
a  reasonable  excess-prc^ts  bilL  I  think  his  amendment  will 
be  greaUy  improved  on.  and  the  tax  proposed  will  be  written 
by  experts  and  passed  on  by  them. 

There  Is  no  reason  why  it  should  be  January  before  this 
DUitter  is  taken  up  and  acted  upon.  I  thought  for  a  while 
we  were  going  to  be  able  to  adjourn  by  Saturday  night.  I 
can  see  now  that  there  is  no  possiblUty  of  it.  Probably  we 
shall  reach  an  agreement  on  a  recess.  As  soon  as  the  data 
are  given  to  us  by  the  experts.  If  some  of  us  have  any  influ- 
ence at  all,  we  shall  get  together  on  this  question  and  submit 
a  proposal  to  the  Congress  and  enact  it  into  law. 

I  hope  Congress  will  stay  here.  I  do  not  have  to  go  home. 
I  am  like  my  friend  from  Arizona  tMr.  AsHxntsTl.  I  agree 
wl^  him  when  he  says  he  thinks  his  duty  is  here  during  this 
emergency.  He  and  I  feel  alike  about  that  question.  There- 
fore, we  are  going  to  do  this  work  Just  as  quickly  as  we  can. 
I  leel  sure  almost  everybody  will  be  satisfied  by  the  exceas- 
profiU  tax  which  wiU  be  submitted  and  finally  worked  out. 
One  of  the  first  things  the  President  suggested  was  to  try  to 
Impose  an  excess-profits  tax.  We  went  to  the  Treasury 
ofBcials.  and  the  experts  there  said,  "We  cannot  get  it  up  and 
ready  for  consideration  by  the  time  the  Republican  Conven- 
tion is  to  meet." 

So  that  is  the  explanation.  I  fee  no  reason  why  every 
Senator  cannot  vote  against  this  amendment,  because  we  are 
giving  the  assurance  that  we  will  bring  an  excess-profits 
tax  propceal  into  Congress:  we  will  have  it  before  us,  and 
will  pass  upon  it,  in  my  opinion,  before  January. 
That  is  all  I  desire  to  say. 

Mr.  NORRI8.  Mr.  President.  I  feel  embarrassed  about 
trying  to  detain  the  Senate  at  this  late  hour,  yet  I  cannot 
help  giving  expression  to  one  or  two  thoughts  which  have 
come  into  my  mind  after  listening  to  this  debate. 

It  is  admitted  that  this  amendment  is  Imperfect.  It  is 
also  admitted  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  that  the 
bill  itself  is  imperfect.  We  all  know  that.  We  are  not 
going  to  have  a  perfect  bill.  We  ought  to  strive  as  nearly 
as  possible  to  attain  perfection.  That  may  be  the  ideal. 
We  shall  never  reach  It,  as  every  human  being  knows  who 
has  had  any  experience  In  Mfe. 

Mr.  President.  I  realize,  ^irtiat  I  think  is  apparent  to  all 
of  us.  that  many  logical  reasons  can  be  given  against  a 
retroactive  law  of  any  kind.  State  constitutions,  as  a  rule, 
provide  that  no  such  law  shall  be  passed.  I  realize  that 
that  objection  to  some  extent  may  be  offered  against  this 
amendment:  but  the  remedy  which  is  offered  is  to  wait 
until  next  year  and  then  make  the  tax  retroactive  for  the 
entire  present  year.    That  makes  it  worse  than  ever. 

We  know  what  we  are  going  to  encounter,  and  we  know 
that  honest  men  in  business,  owning  corporations,  are  going 
to  meet  with  hardships  if  they  have  to  pay  taxes  over  a 
back  period.  That  is  true.  We  cannot  get  away  from  it,  and 
will  have  to  meet  that  argimient.  It  will  be  doubly  important 
next  January.  At  least  for  the  remainder  of  this  year 
corporations  will  be  on  notice,  as  they  should  be  on  notice, 
and  it  is  fair  that  we  give  them  all  the  notice  possible.  Just 
as  we  do  in  the  case  of  individuals. 

Mr.  President,  we  could  do  the  same  thing  about  income 
taxes  In  regard  to  making  them  retroactive.  I  submit  to 
the  Senate  that  If  the  argument  for  postponing  the  amend- 
ment, and  adopting  it  next  year,  and  making  it  retroactive,  is 
good  logic,  we  should  strike  out  every  Income  tax  in  the  bill 
and  say  we  will  adopt  it  next  year  and  make  it  retroactive: 
Why  are  there  any  Income  taxes  provided  in  the  bill? 
Could  we  not  Just  as  well  make  them  retroactive?  We  are 
not  going  to  collect  them  this  year,  we  are  goirig  to  wait  until 
next  year  to  collect  them;  and  if  we  are  keeping  out  corpo- 
raUon  taxes  with  the  intention  of  making  them  retroactive 


when  we  pass  the  contemplated  bin  next  year,  we  can  do  the 
same  with  income  taxes. 

Mr.  President,  I  commend  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  on 
his  expedlUon.  I  am  not  finding  fault  with  him.  I  think 
he  has  done  a  good  Job,  but  it  Is  not  quite  good  enough. 
There  is  no  reason  why,  as  I  see  it,  we  should  put  this  in- 
creased burden  of  taxes  upon  the  Individuals  and  not  upon 
the  corporations. 

We  have  had  a  great  deal  of  experience  In  Investigating 
and  In  talking  about  and  in  legislating  on  excess-profits 
Uxes.  When  the  great  World  War  was  on  there  was  started 
in  the  Senate  a  fight  by  an  organization  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  for  an  excess  war-proflta  tax.  We  were  laughed 
out  of  the  Senate.  All  the  amendments  offered  by  different 
members  of  the  organization  were  defeated.  In  a  year  or 
two.  however,  the  Congress  Imposed  an  excess-profits  tax, 
but  the  excess  profits  had  been  made  and  were  beyond  the 
jurisdiction  of  any  law  of  the  United  States,  and  we  did  not 
get  very  much  of  a  return  from  It.  We  have  had  It  agitated 
ever  since.  Memt)ers  of  Congress  are  In  favor  of  it.  but  they 
say,  "Let  us  wait  until  tomorrow  before  we  put  It  on.  Im- 
pose it  on  the  other  fellows,  but  let  the  corporations  go  free." 
Mr.  President,  at  the  present  time  we  are  reminded  that  it 
Is  the  duty  of  every  American  citizen  to  be  patriotic.  We  are 
advised  that  the  people  are  willing  to  be  burdened  with 
greater  taxation  In  order  to  meet  the  problems  of  today.  Can- 
not the  corporations  be  patriotic  also?  Shall  the  burden  fall 
mainly  upon  those  whose  Incomes  are  at  least  moderate,  and 
must  we  permit  the  corporation  to  escape  entirely  from  pay- 
ing an  excess-profits  tax? 

The  excess-proflts-tax  provision,  properly  drawn,  gives  ex- 
emptions, as  the  pending  amendment  gives  an  exemption  of 
8  percent,  plus  $3,000.  That  is  an  exemption  which  should 
satisfy  any  man.  however  greedy  he  may  be  to  make  money. 
Eight-percent  profit,  free  from  the  excess-profits  tax,  should 
be  enough  to  satisfy  even  the  conscienceless  corporation,  as 
well  as  the  Individual. 

Three  thotisand  dollars  to  a  small  corporation,  in  addition 
to  8  percent,  means  a  little  exemption.  So  that  they  would 
always  have  8-percent  profit  before  the  excess-profits  tax 
would  go  into  effect — 8-percent  profit  on  invested  capital, 
plus  $3,000. 

Mr.  President,  we  should  not  delay  a  moment  putting  this 
amendment  on  the  statute  books.  It  Is  a  Just  tax:  it  is  a  fair 
tax;  it  permits  the  corporation  to  make  more  money  than  the 
average  individual  or  businessman  in  the  United  States  can 
make  upon  any  investment  in  any  legitimate  business  at  the 
present  time.  How  would  we  feel  if  we  had  money  invested, 
for  Instance,  in  United  States  bonds,  drawing  2  percent  or  3 
percent,  If  we  could  get  8  percent  before  we  paid  any  taxes? 
It  seems  to  me  it  is  liberal,  and  it  is  patriotic.  We  should,  we 
must,  tax  our  people  until  it  hurts. 

It  Is  always  hard  to  pay  taxes.  Every  person  desires  to 
avoid  the  payment  of  taxes  if  he  can  do  so  legitimately,  but 
we  are  now  faced  with  such  a  condition  that  every  patriotic 
American  citizen  knows  he  has  to  pay  taxes,  that  it  is  patri- 
otic to  do  it;  that  the  taxes  must  be  increased,  and  when  we 
Impose  an  excess-profits  tax  on  a  corporation  which  shall 
not  begin  to  operate  until  the  corporation  makes  8  percent  on 
its  invested  capital,  we  are  exceedingly  liberal.  The  corpora- 
tion should  thank  God  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  go  further 
and  to  Impose  this  tax  on  it  after  it  has  made  1  or  2  percent: 
but  8  percent  escapes  the  excess-profits  tax  entirely. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  under  present  financial  condi- 
tions existing  in  this  country  this  is  an  exceedingly  liberal 
exemption.  I  see  no  reason  why  in  passing  the  bill  we  should 
not  impose  this  tax.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  stated 
that  the  bill  itself  was  imperfect,  and  that  is  true.  If  we  find 
some  imperfection  in  it  after  it  is  in  operation,  we  can  correct 
it.  Is  not  that  true  of  every  law  Congress  ever  paaaea?  Has 
anyone  yet  foimd  an  instance  of  perfection  being  reached? 
If  we  pass  the  bill  now.  we  will  find  out  its  imperfections,  if 
it  has  any.  sooner  than  if  we  should  wait  until  next  January 
to  pass  it. 
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Mr.  President,  It  seems  to  me  It  is  the  patriotic  duty  of 
Conirress  to  put  the  pendmg  amendment  into  the  law. 

Much  has   been   said   about   hurnnns   this   matter   along 
J  because  of  the  desire  for  adjournment  of  Congress.    Most 
i  Senators  have  expressed  themselves  as  being  opposed  to  ad- 
journment.   They   want   to   stay   here.    The   patriotism   of 
those  who  feel  that  Congress  ought  to  adjourn  has  even  been 
impugned  by  Senators  on  this  floor.    I  know  Senators  do  not 
•  mean  to  Impugn  my  patriotism  merely  because  I  want  to 
adjourn.     Other  Senators  who  think  we  ought  to  adjoxim 
*'are  Just  as  patriotic  as  those  who  want  to  stay  here  during 
June.  July,  and  Augiist  and  sweat  it  out  here. 

Mr.  President,  when  we  shall  have  passed  the  pending 
bill,  the  appropriation  bills,  and  the  other  bills  that  are 
necessary  to  be  passed  in  order  that  defense  preparations 
may  proceed.  I  think  we  ought  to  adjourn.  I  believe  a  para- 
mount reason  why  we  should  adjourn  is  that,  in  my  opinion. 
It  would  have  a  tendency  to  keep  us  out  of  the  war.  Of 
course,  no  one  wants  to  take  a  step  which  would  lead  us  into 
the  war.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  Senator  who  is  in  favor 
of  our  going  to  war.  But  if  we  stay  here  after  we  have  done 
our  work  and  keep  on  talking  and  talking,  we  may  draw  a 
picture  which  will  only  make  the  people  of  the  United  States 
hysterical  and  cause  them  for  some  reason  or  another  to 
think  that  if  Congress  should  adjourn  we  would  go  to  war 
the  next  day.  If  we  will  stop  talking,  keep  our  feet  on  the 
ground,  not  get  hysterical,  and  when  we  have  finished  our 
work,  adjourn  and  go  home.  I  think  we  will  get  along  with 
less  provocation  tcward  involvement  in  the  war. 
.  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  La 
-   PoLLrrtE  J . 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  it  is  my  purpose  to  vote  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  I  realize 
that  the  amendment  may  not  be  perfect,  but  I  shall  vote  for 
It  because  of  the  total  inadequacy  of  the  pending  bill  to 
raise  revenue.  Earher  in  the  day  I  called  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  in  the  calendar  year— In  the 
next  6  months  this  revenue  bill  will  provide  only  $216,000,000 
of  new  revenue.  Yet  we  know  that  we  are  faced  with  very 
colossal  expenditures  for  national  defense. 

Another  reason  why  I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment  is 
because  all  effort  to  economize  has  been  stricken  from  the 
bill.  It  was  stricken  by  the  motion  made  by  the  Democratic 
leader  of  the  United  States  Senate.  I  say  here  and  now 
that  the  Democratic  Party  must  answer  to  the  people  of 
America  for  the  failure  to  reduce  expenditures,  nonessential 
expenditures,  nondefense  expenditures,  and  divert  this 
money  to  the  essential  purpose  of  national  defense.  The 
defeat  of  the  economy  amendment  lost  $500,000,000  in  sav- 
ings and  I  feel  compelled  to  vote  for  niew  taxes  to  this 
amount. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  spend  $5,000,000,000  for  national  de- 
fense, and  we  certainly  should  not  spend  less  than  that  in 
the  cominjz  12  months,  we  will  have  a  total  expenditure  of 
$12,000,000,000.  With  this  present  bill  the  revenues  \fcill  be 
only  six  and  one-half  billion  dollars,  and  we  shall  have  a 
deficit  of  five  and  one-half  billion  dollars,  the  largest  peace- 
time deficit  in  the  history  of  the  American  Nation. 

I  propose  to  vote  for  the  amendment  because  I  think  that 
the  revenue  which  will  be  produced  by  it  is  necessary  to  pay 
for  the  national  defense,  and  secondly,  I  think  It  is  neces- 
sary to  make  the  people  of  America  tax  conscious,  make 
them  realize  that  these  enormous  expenditxires  and  appro- 
priations that  are  being  authorized  in  Washington  must 
some  day  be  paid  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  American  people. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  The  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roU. 

Mr.  HILL  (When  Mr.  Bankhead's  name  was  called>.  I  an- 
nounce that  my  colleague  is  absent  on  public  business. 

Blr.  CHANDLER  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  on  this  vote  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Davis]  .    I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 


lina [Mr.  Baiiet].  I  do  not  know  how  either  of  those 
Senators  would  vote  if  present.    I  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  HOLMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Sxiw- 
ARTl.  I  do  not  know  how  he  would  vote  on  this  question.  If 
at  liberty  to  vote.  I  should  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia.  I  trans- 
fer that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  ( Mr, 
Prazier).  I  am  not  informed  how  the  senior  Senator  from 
Virginia  would  vote.  However.  I  am  informed  that  the  senior 
Senator  from  North  Dakota,  if  he  were  present  and  voting, 
would  vote  as  I  shall  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  (when  his  name  was  called) .  I  have 
a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  (Mr. 
Bridges].    I  therefore  withhold  my  vote. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  (Mr.  Bailey],  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  (Mr. 
Bilbo],  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  (Mr.  Bulow],  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  (Mrs.  Caraway],  the  Senator  from 
New  P^texico  (Mr.  Chavez],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  (Mr. 
Clark),  the  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Donahey],  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  (Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia (Mr.  Holt],  the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  King],  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr.  Russell  1.  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  (Mr.  Slattery],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  (Mr. 
Stewart),  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Vak  Nuys]  are 
necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vanden- 
berg).  who  would  vote  "yea."  is  paired  on  this  question  with 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Slattery],  who,  I  am  advised, 
would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Davis]  is  absent 
because  of  illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Barbottr]  is  absent  on 
official  duties. 

The  result  was  announced— yeas  41,  nays^31.  as  follows: 
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So  Mr.  La  Pollette's  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOLT  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President.  I  was  neces- 
sarUy  absent  during  the  vote  on  the  La.  Follette  amendment. 
I  ask  that  the  Record  show  that,  had  I  been  present,  I  wouid 
have  voted  "yea"  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President.  I  offer  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield' 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee 
has  the  floor.    To  whom  does  he  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  LEE.  The  Senator  may  go  ahead.  I  have  been  waiting 
all  day  for  an  opportunity  to  offer  an  amendment,  and  I 
understood  that  the  Chair  was  about  to  recognize  me. 


of 


The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  Chair  has  no  way 
tcUlng  when  Senators  desire  recognition  unless  they  rise. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  uill  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  yield  to  me  to  make  a  motion,  which  will  take  only 
a  moment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee 
has  the  floor.     To  whom  does  he  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr,  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  mcve  to  reconsider 
the  vote  by  which  my  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  McKELLAR  I  cannot  yield  for  a  motion.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield  for  a  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee 
has  the  floor  and  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President.  I  offer  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated.  I  wish  to 
assure  the  Senate  that  I  shall  take  less  than  5  minutes  to 
discuss  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  will  be  stated. 

The  LiGisLATivi  Clerk.  On  page  25,  after  the  word 
"Rate",  It  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

Provided,  That  alcohol  vised  exclusively  for  manufacturing  drugs 
shaU  bear  the  present  Ux  of  2.25.  and  such  medicinal  manufac- 
tiuers  using  such  alcohol  shall  make  Ixjnd  conditioned  that  no 
alcohol  bought  by  them  shall  be  uaed  for  beverage  purpoees;  such 
bonds  shall  be  made  under  such  regulations  and  In  such  amounts 
as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  determine. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  my  reason  for  offering 
the  amendment  is  that  one  of  the  principal  ingredients  in 
all  patent  medicines  is  alcohol.  The  rate  on  alcohol  has 
been  raised  by  the  bill.  I  think  there  is  a  difference  be- 
tween beverage  alcohol  and  medicinal  alcohol.  Alcohol  Is 
used  in  considerable  quantities  for  patent  medicines,  and 
patent  medicines  are  the  poor  man's  doctor.  Poor  people 
use  patent  medicines.  I  myself  use  them.  They  are  my 
principal  doctor.  I  think  everybody  recognizes  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  difference  between  the  tax  on  alcohol  used  for 
beverage  purposes  and  the  tax  on  alcohol  used'  for  medicinal 
purposes.  I  brought  the  matter  before  the  committee,  and 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  advised  me  that  the  princi- 
pal reason  why  my  amendment  was  not  adopted  by  the  com- 
mittee was  that  it  is  extremely  difBcult  for  the  Department 
to  keep  track  of  medicinal  alcohol.  Under  the  terms  of  my 
amendment  a  bond  is  proposed  to  be  given,  which  would 
guarantee  that  there  would  be  no  trouble  about  keeping 
track  of  the  medicinal  alcohol,  no  subterfuge  concerning  It. 

I  digress  long  enough  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Mlssislssippl 
if  he  will  not  let  the  amendment  be  passed  and  take  it  to 
conference. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  purposes  of 
the  amendment  appeal  to  everyone;  but  we  were  told  by 
the  Tieasury  Department  that  the  cost  of  administering  the 
law  would  be  quite  heavy,  and  that  it  would  be  almost  im- 
possible to  administer  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  sorry  that 
the  Senator  cannot  approve  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  no  one  else  objects  to  It,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  let  It  go  to  conference. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 
[Putting  the  question.]    The  Chair  is  in  doubt. 

On  a  division  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  give  notice  that  tomorrow, 
or  the  next  day  we  are  in  session.  I  shall  move  to  reconsider 
the  vote  by  which  the  Senate  agreed  to  the  amendment  on 
the  excess-profits  tax  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  motion  will  be  entered. 

Mr.  LEE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  what  was  the  result  of 
the  vote  on  my  amendment? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  amendment  was  re- 
jected. 


Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  yield  to  me  to  make  a  motion? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin wants  to  be  that  discourteous — a  member  of  the  commit- 
tee who  did  not  present  his  amendment  to  the  conunlttee 
and  give  it  an  opportunity  to  argue  on  it — very  well ;  but  I  am 
saying  that  I  give  notice  that  I  shall  move  to  reconsider. 

Mr.  LEE.    I  cannot  yield.  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  may  take  his 
choice. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
declines  to  yield.    The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  yield  for  that 
purpose;  but  under  a  strict  parliamentary  Interpretation  I 
might  be  taken  off  the  floor.  I  suppose.  Since  this  is  a  ques- 
tion which  is  controversial  I  am  compelled  to  decline  to 
srield,  as  much  as  I  should  like  to  do  so. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  two  amendments  which  I  wish  to 
offer,  and  I  shall  make  my  discussion  of  them  as  brief  as 
I  can.    I  shall  ask  for  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  each  of  them. 

I  send  to  the  desk  the  first  amendment  and  ask  to  have  it 
stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  will  be  stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  state  the  amendment. 

Mr.  LEE. '  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  dis- 
pense with  the  remainder  of  the  reading. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to  object.  Z 
think  the  Senate  ought  to  know  what  the  proposal  is. 

Mr.  LEE.  The  Senate  will  know;  and  if.  after  I  have  fin- 
ished my  explanation,  the  Senator  does  not  know,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  ask  to  have  the  amendment  stated.  I  made  the 
request  merely  in  the  interest  cl  saving  time. 

I  ask  that  the  amendment  l)e  {Hinted  In  the  Record  at  this 
point. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  LEE'S  amendment  is,  on  page  8,  between  lines  15  and 
16,  to  insert  the  following; 

*}^.  nSCKAI.  OBLZGATIOMS 


(a)  Section  22  (b)  (4)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to 
tax-free  Interest)  Is  amended  by  striking  out  the  last  sentence  and 
Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

"In  the  case  of  obligations  of  the  United  States  Issued  after  Sep- 
tember 1,  1917  (other  than  postal-savings  certificates  of  deposit), 
and  In  the  case  of  obligations  of  a  corporation  organized  under  Act 
of  Congress,  the  Interest  shall  be  exempt — 

"(1)  Only  II  such  obligations  were  Issued  or  reissued  prior  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1940;  and 

"(2)  Only  If  and  to  the  extent  provided  In  the  respective  Acts 
authorizing  the  Issue  thereof  as  amended  and  supplemented:  and 
shall  be  excluded  from  gross  income  only  If  and  to  the  extent  it  is 
wholly  exempt  from  the  taxes  Imposed  by  this  chapter." 

<b)  Section  25  (a)  Jl)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to 
Interest  on  United  States  obligations)  Is  amended  by  Inserting  after 
the  words  "United  States"  the  words  "Issued  or  reissued  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1940" 

(c)  Section  25  (a)  (2)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to 
Interest  on  obligations  of  Instrumentalities  of  the  United  States)  is 
amended  by  Inserting  after  the  words  "normal  tax"  a  semicolon 
and  the  following:  "and  (D)  such  obligations  were  issued  or  reissued 
prior  to  date  of  enactment  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1940." 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment,  which  the  late 
Senator  Borah  offered  several  times  and  which  the  Senate 
adopted  at  one  time,  proposes  to  make  illegal  the  Issuance 
hereafter  of  tax-exempt  securities.  The  Senate  adopted  that 
amendment  at  one  time  and  the  President  has  asked  us  for 
legislation  on  the  subject.  On  April  25,  1938.  the  President 
sent  to  Congress  a  message  asking  us  to  put  an  end  to  tax- 
exempt  securities;  and  in  the  hearings  on  Jime  12.  13,  and 
14  of  tills  year  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastu-y,  Mr.  Morgen- 
thau,  said: 

The  Treasury  is  In  favor  of  a  repeal  of  those  statutes  granting 
exemption  of  interest  on  future  public-securities  Issues.  Federal. 
State,  municipal,  and  local.  Including  the  obligations  to  be  Issued 
under  tliis  act. 
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Mr.  President.  I  realize  that  this  tax  bUl  has  been  brought 
In  under  pressure,  as  has  every  other  tax  bdl  since  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  the  Senate.  We  are  given  the  "rush  act" 
every  time  a  tax  bill  is  brought  forward  for  consideration. 
To  refresh  oxir  memories,  let  me  say  that  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  a  while  ago  made  a  speech  which  is  essen- 
tially the  same  speech  that  the  genial  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi has  made  for  each  tax  bill,  urging  us  to  wait. 

To  refresh  our  memories.  I  wish  to  read  the  same  request 
that  was  made  on  two  preceding  occasions. 

On  April  9.  1938.  the  following  debate  occurred: 

Ur.  Waaaaom.  Mr.  Presldrat.  would  not  tb«  Senator  from  Idaho 
be  MtlaflMl  If  bis  amendment  and  tbe  amendments  suggested  by 
tb«  Senator  from  MUaourl  were  all  referred  to  tbe  committee? 
W«  can  fpive  the  Senators  every  assurance  tbat  the  matter  wUl  be 
taken  up  by  tbe  committee  I  am  In  sympathy  with  the  propoeal; 
but  If  tbls  amendment  thotild  be  Inorporated  In  the  law.  we 
should  have  to  change  almost  alt  the  features  of  tbu  bill.  The 
provision  relates  to  gross  Ixtoome  and  adjusted  net  income  and 
tbe  interest  rates  on  Liberty  bonds. 

Mr.  Bo«AH.  The  amendment  which  I  have  offered  wotild  not 
affect  those  things  It  merely  provides  that  all  future  Issues  of 
bonds  or  securities  by  the  Federal  Oovertiment  shall  be  subject 
to  taxation,  after  s  certain  dste.  In  the  future. 

Ur.  HAsaiaoM.  Would  not  the  Ser'ator  be  satisfied  If  this  matter 
did  not  gu  itito  the  hill  at  this  time,  and  would  he  not  be  content 
to  let  the  Plnance  C  mmlttee  try  to  work  out  something  on  It? 

Mr.  BoaAM.  Would  not  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  be  satisfied 
to  take  It  to  conference? 

Mr.  HAaaiaoN.  Tbe  experts  tell  me  tbat  It  Is  going  to  be  very 
troublesome 

Mr.  BoeAM.  Mr.  President,  tbe  amendment  was  drawn  by  one 
of  the  experts. 

Mr.  HAxaiaoM.  I  understand  that. 

•  •••••• 

Mr.  HAXauoN.  What  we  want  to  do  Is  to  get  the  bill  through 
today,  so  If  the  Senator  Insists,  and  does  not  accept  the  sugges- 
tion I  have  made.  I  suppose  there  Is  nothing  else  to  do  but  vote 
on  the  amendment. 

•  •  •  •  s  •  • 
Mr.  Maexison.  Mr.  President.  I  desired  to  point  out  to  the  Sen- 
ator what  we  were  up  agatn.it.  He  will  notice  throughout  the  bill 
that  In  the  provisions  for  taxes  on  corporations  everything  Is  based 
on  the  adjusted  net  Income,  which  means  the  income  less  the 
Interest  paid  on  Liberty  bonds,  intercompany  dividends,  and  so 
on.  The  bin  was  wTltten  in  that  way.  If  the  amendment  should 
be  adopted,  we  would  have  to  go  back  through  the  bill  and  make 
numberless  changes.  That  Is  what  the  parliamentary  experts  tell 
me.  So  It  seems  to  me  It  woxild  present  a  very  complicated  sltxia- 
tion  If  It  should  be  adopted 

Mr.  BoaAH.  Mr.  President.  It  must  be  understood  that  this 
amendment  does  not  deal  with  anything  except  future  Issues. 

Mr.  ILuuusoN.  I  understand  that. 

••••••• 

Mr.  HAxaisoN.  Mr.  President.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  that  this  is  a  very  important  matter.  The  bill  is  now  In 
good  shape.  I  think,  and  If  the  Senator's  proposal  were  ln\'olved 
In  it.  It  would  make  it  complicated.  The  Senator  knows  that  In  a 
conference,  where  we  are  trying  to  expedite  consideration  of  a 
measure,  the  propoeal  might  not  receive  the  consideration  which 
It  deserves. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  that  a  subcommittee  and 
1  win  consult  with  the  Senator  to  the  membership  of  the  Plnance 
Committee  that  he  desires  to  be  on  the  subcommittee — wlU  begin 
work  on  this  plan  Immediately,  and  will  study  the  Senator's  plan, 
and  the  plan  with  reference  to  the  States  and  th^  mvmiclpallties, 
and.  so  far  as  the  Plnance  Committee  Is  concerned,  we  will  not 
let  up  on  It.  I  wish  we  could  "excommunicate"'  the  Senator's 
propoiMd  from  the  bUl. 

•  •••••• 

Mr.  Harrison    Mr.   President,   If  that   Is  the  desire  of  Senators 

I  hope  the  Senators  wUl  sUy  here  with  us  until  we  can  vote  on 
these  proposals  tonight. 

And  the  amendment  was  agreed  to  by  a  vote  of  34  to  33. 

That  was  in  1938. 

In  1939,  last  year,  some  Senators  will  recall  that  I  offered 
the  proposal;  and  after  the  colloquy,  which  I  shall  read.  I  was 
persuaded  by  the  same  persuasive  argxunent  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Harrison  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  concludes.  I 
wish  to  express  the  hope  that  the  Senator  wlU  not  Insist  on  his 
amendment.  I  wish  to  state  what  the  facts  are.  During  the  last 
aeaaton  the  Senate  appointed  a  special  committee  to  study  the 
qiieatlon  referred  to.  because  it  la  a  very  complicated  one.  The 
committee  was  appointed  to  study  the  question  of  taxing  future 
Issues  of  Pederal,  State,  and  local  securities.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion, of  course,  that  Congress  has  the  right  to  tax  the  interest  on 
Federal  Issues.  However,  many  questions  are  involved.  There- 
fore, the  special  committee,  of  which  the  Senator  from  Michigan 


(Mr.  Brown]  Is  chairman,  proceeded  to  make  a  study  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  committee  did  some  very  valuable  work  and  Is  now 
rtady  to  make  Its  report. 

Of  course,  the  proposal  for  such  reciprocal  taxation  must  begin 
In  the  House.  The  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  la  ready  to 
consider  the  question  now. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  will  recall  that  previously,  when 
the  question  of  reciprocal  taxation  of  State  and  Federal  employees 
was  considered,  the  Senator  from  Mlsaotirl  offered  an  amendment 
dealing  with  the  taxation  of  securltlea.  Assurance  was  given  the 
Senator  that  the  House  would  take  the  matter  up  and  consider  It. 
The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  |Mr. 
DoccHTONi  has  Just  Informed  me  that  the  committee  has  been 
working  on  the  social  sectirlty  measure,  as  the  Senator  knows, 
for  some  2  months,  and  also  on  the  tax  bill  which  U  now  before 
ue.  Tberefore.  the  committee  has  been  unable  to  get  to  a  study  of 
tbe  tax-exempt  sectirttles  matter  until  now.  The  committee  will 
begin  work  next  Wednesday.  I  do  not  know  how  rapidly  they 
win  proceed.  I  cannot  speak  for  tbe  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee. However,  it  will  not  be  long  before  we  shMl  have  tbe 
question  before  us.  In  view  of  that  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not 
at  this  time  insut  on  bis  amendment  to  the  pending  bill,  be- 
cause the  House  Waya  and  Means  Committee  has  not  yet  given 
the  question  any  consideration.  As  I  said,  tbey  wUl  begin  con- 
sidering It  next  Wednesday. 

Mr.  Ln  Mr.  President,  does  tbe  Senator  think  we  may  have 
It  up  this  session? 

Mr.  Harxison.  I  hope  so.  but  I  do  not  know.  The  Senate  can- 
not start  action  on  the  measure  because  such  action  must  originate 
in  the  House  of  Repreaentatlves.  Of  course,  the  Senator  Is  In 
order  in  offering  the  amendment  on  the  pending  revenue  bill. 

Mr.  Lax.  Of  course,  the  reason  for  offering  it  at  this  time  Is 
because  such  an  amendment  is  limited  to  tax  measures  as  they 
come  up.  Can  the  Senator  give  me  any  assurance  of  ccnsldera- 
tlon  In  his  committee  If  such  a  measure  does  come  over  from 
the  Hou.'«e  durmg  the  present  session? 

Mr.  Harbison.  The  committee  of  which  I  have  the  honor  of  being 
chairman  tries  to  give  expeditious  consideration  to  all  matters  that 
come  over  to  us.  and  I  can  assure  him  that  If  the  bill  comes  m'cr 
here,  the  Committee  on  Plnance  will  begin  tbe  study  of  the  question 
Immediately. 

Mr.  Lcz.  I  win  say  that  If  the  Senator  considers  It  with  the  speed 
that  he  did  the  pending  tax  measure.  It  will  be  entirely  satisfactory. 
Mr.   Hauisgn.  We   will   give   expeditious   conslderatioa   to   the 
matter. 

Mr.  Malonzt.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  Harrison.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  as  weU 
as  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  that  here  Is  a  great  and  important 
committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  as  the  Senator  knows 
because  he  has  l>een  a  Member  of  the  House.  The  bill  goes  to  that 
committee.  The  question  will  be  referred.  If  need  be.  to  the  con- 
ference committee,  on  which  there  will  prol>abIy  be  five  members 
from  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  They  would  naturally  want 
their  full  committee  to  study  the  question.  That  will  hold  up  tlie 
bill.  No  question  of  constitutionality  is  Involved.  Many  people 
agree  that  Congress  has  the  right  to  tax  future  Federal  securities. 
Yet  they  think  It  Is  unfair  to  the  Pederal  Government  for  the 
States  to  continue  to  Issue  bonds  which  are  tax  free,  while  the 
Federal  Government  puts  additional  burdens  of  taxes  on  them.  So 
there  are  many  and  varied  Ideas  with  respect  to  this  question.  I  do 
not  knew  who  is  correct  about  the  matter,  but  we  are  bound  to  get 
this  question  before  us  for  consideration  In  the  not  greatly  distant 
future. 
*Mr  President.  I  believe  I  am  logical  In  my  contention  that  the 
amendment  ought  not  to  t>e  placed  on  the  pending  blU. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
jield? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  when 
that  colloquy  took  place  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  com- 
paratively early  in  the  last  session  of  the  Congress,  on  the 
representations  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  made  by 
the  chairman  to  some  of  the  most  prominent  Members.  I 
was  induced  to  withhold  cflfering  my  amendment,  after  I  had 
given  notice  that  I  intended  to  oflfer  it.  So  far  as  I  know,  that 
is  the  last  that  has  been  heard  of  that  subject  from  that  day 
to  this. 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  corrob- 
orating my  statement. 
Later  in  the  debate  the  following  occurred: 

Mr.  Brown.  In  the  first  place.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  offense  at 
the  statement  of  the  majority  leader  that  our  committee  Is  a  sub- 
committee of  the  Finance  Committee.  We  are  a  special  committee 
of  the  United  States  Senate. 

•  •••••• 

Mr.  BaowN.  *  •  •  I  wlU  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  |  Bte. 
Lei  I  that  under  ordinary  conditions  I  should  favor  his  amendment. 
I  do  not  understand  Just  what  his  amendment  provides;  but, 
generaUy,  I  understand  tbat  it  prevenu  a  further  lasue   of  tax- 


exempt  bonds  by  the  Federal  Oovemment.  and  applies  a  tax  upon 
future  Issues  of  State  and  municipal  bonds. 

Mr.  Lex.  No;  It  does  not  do  that. 

Mr.  Brown.  I  agree  with  the  general  purpose.  I  should  be 
ITiraesfl  If  I  thought  we  could  now  write  such  an  amendment  into 
the  tax  law  of  the  United  States.  However,  as  I  view  the  situa- 
tion today,  the  2M  day  of  Jiuw,  I  am  satUfled  that  we  cannot 
write  It  Into  tbe  pending  bill.  I  know  that  there  are  Senators 
present  who  are  so  strongly  oppoeed  to  the  measure  and  lu  con- 
sideration under  these  circumstances  that  they  not  only  could 
but  would  act  tn  a  way  that  would  prevent  consideration  of  tbe 
amendment  at  tbe  present  time  If  tbey  thought  It  was  to  be 
written  Into  tbe  law. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  that  I  Intend  to  do  my 
part  to  write  Into  the  law  this  amendment,  or  tbe  sutwtance  of 
tbls  amendment,  so  that  It  will  become  effective  upon  the  Income 
tasea  which  are  to  t>e  paid  In  March  1040.  However.  I  am  satUfled 
that  tbe  conferees  from  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the 
Botia«  of  Repreeenutlves  would  not  permit  the  amendment  to  be 
Added  to  the  pending  bill  so  as  to  btcotaa  law  on  the  1st  day  of 
July  of  this  year.  So  I  think  the  Seruttor's  effort  U  futUe  and  wotUd 
not  produce  the  result  which  he  desires  to  achieve. 

Mr  Lkb  EX>es  the  Senator's  contemplation  of  the  proposal  pre- 
Tentlng  tax  exemption  Include  8Ute  and  local  tas-exempt  sectirltles? 

Mr  BkowN.  Speaking  for  myself,  I  wotild  ttrst  prevent  tbe  further 
Issue  of  tax-exempt  bonds  by  the  Pederal  Oovemment.  There  la 
no  question  that  we  can  do  tbat  consiltutlonally.  Secondly,  by 
the  name  reciprocal  method  we  used  in  applying  the  income  tax 
to  State  salaries,  I  would  provide  that  the  States  might  tax  the 
Income  from  Federal  aectultlea.  and  that  the  Federal  Oovcrtiment 
might  apply  Its  Ineome  tax  to  future  issues  of  State  and  municipal 
bonds,    "niat  la  tbe  proposal  wblcb  I  favor. 

Mr.  President,  of  course  I  did  not  read  these  things  with 
any  intention  except  to  show  that  each  year  we  have  the 
same  situation.  We  have  a  tax  imder  a  "rush  act."  we  are 
given  the  "rush  act"  with  respect  to  amendments,  and  we 
are  given  the  same  assurances,  that  soon  another  tax  bill 
will  be  before  the  Senate,  and  that  we  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity at  that  time  to  offer  the  amendments. 

No  one  could  do  this  better  than  the  genial  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  who  is  a  very  kind  and  pleasant 
gentleman,  and  I  may  add.  most  effective  in  slipping  a  tax 
bill  right  on  through  without  amendment.  I  say  in  fairness 
that  a  great  responsibility  rests  on  him.  There  are  many 
amendments,  it  is  true;  but  after  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  asked  the  Congress  for  a  bill  to  stop  the  further 
Issuance  of  tax-exempt  securities,  after  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  has  come  out  in  favor  of  legislation  which  would 
stop  the  further  Issuance  of  tax-exempt  securities,  after  this 
body  has  already  passed  on  It  by  a  majority  vote,  after  the 
people  passed  the  sixteenth  amendment,  which  amendment 
provided  that  Congress  should  have  the  power  to  tax  a  man's 
Income  from  whatever  source  derived,  showing  that  the  peo- 
ple wanted  us  to  tax  income  which  Is  escaping,  I  think  it  is 
appropriate  that  we  should  attach  this  amendment  to  the 
pending  ta*  bill. 

Mr.  President,  tax  exemption  is  special  privilege  to  a  special 
class.  It  is  not  a  privilege  to  the  poor  man.  because  he  does 
not  ouTi  any  bonds.  It  is  a  special  privilege  to  the  rich, 
and  I  think  it  should  be  stopped.  Now,  when  we  are  broaden- 
ing the  tax  base,  at  the  time  when  we  are  reaching  down  Into 
the  lower  brackets  and  requiring  the  payment  of  taxes  on 
incomes  down  to  $800.  I  think  we  certainly  should  tap  this 
great  reservoir  of  wealth  in  this  country. 

Fifty -five  billion  dollars  of  wealth  Is  now  hidden  in  the 
storm  cellar  of  tax-exempt  securities,  and  we  cannot  touch 
It.  Yet  our  country  faces  such  a  crisis  that  we  find  it  neces- 
sary to  go  down  into  the  lower-bracket  incomes  and  tax  the 
man  with  an  income  of  no  more  than  $800.  No  doubt  we  will 
soon  hear  the  argument.  "Not  at  this  time;  next  time  we  are 
going  to  take  that  up.  We  are  considering  it.  We  are  going 
to  wait  until  we  get  it  100  percent  perfect."  I  believe  we 
should  go  ahead  and  act  on  it  now. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  presented  this  matter  on  one  other 
occasion.  I  made  a  few  remarks  which  are  just  as  appropriate 
now.  and  I  wish  to  refer  to  a  few  paragraphs  of  what  I  said 
at  that  time.  On  May  2,  1939,  in  a  speech  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  I  stated: 

If  a  person  has  an  Income  from  renting  a  building,  practicing  law, 
teachmg  school,  running  a  store,  or  working  in  a  shop,  or  any  other 
occupation,  he  must  pay  Income  taxes  both  to  the  State  and  Federal 
Governments,  but  if  he  has  an  income  derived  from  the  Interest  on 
tax-exempt  Oovemment  bonds,  be  Is  exctised  from  paying  taxes  on 
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that  income,  yet  there  are  those  who  favor  the  continuation  of  thla 
tax-exemption  privilege. 

If  a  married  storekeeper  llvlr\g  In  Oklahoma  has  an  Income  or 
$5,000.  he  must  pav  Income  taxes  amounting  to  $146  22.  but  If  bis 
neighbor  baa  an  Income  of  $5,000  from  the  Interest  on  tax-exempt 
bonds,  he  Is  excused  from  paying  any  Income  Uxes  whatever  on 
that  Income. 

Then,  again.  If  a  married  man  living  In  Oklahoma,  after  paying 
property  taxes  and  paving  taxes,  has  an  Income  of  $10,000  derived 
from  renting  his  own  property,  he  mtist  pay  Income  taxes  amount- 
ing to  $737  85;  but  if  his  neighbor  has  an  Income  cf  $10,000  derived 
from  the  interest  on  tax-exempt  bonds,  he  U  excused  from  paying 
any  income  taxes  whatever  on  that  Income. 

Then,  again,  if  a  married  man  living  In  Oklahoma  baa  an  Income 
of  $0OX)OO  derived  from  the  oil  business,  he  would  t>e  required  to  pay 
Income  taxes  amounting  to  $11.132  41:  whereas  if  his  neighbor  has 
an  Income  of  $60,C00  derived  from  tax-exempt  Oovemment  bonds, 
he  would  be  excused  from  paying  any  Income  taxes  whatever  on 
that  Income.  .  . 

Then,  again.  If  a  poor  farmer  does  not  make  enough  to  pay  hu 
property  taxes,  his  farm  Is  sold  from  under  him;  but  If  a  rich  man 
has  an  Income  of  $1,000,000  derived  from  tax-exempt  bonds,  be  U 
not  required  to  pay  one  thin  dime  of  taxes  on  tbat  income. 

Such  favoritism  Is  not  only  unfair  and  unjiut  but  It  Is  economi- 
cally imiound.  _  ^. 

Tlie  Oovemment  is  losing  millions  In  revenue  becauae  of  theat 
tax  exemptions.  By  taxing  Incomes  which  are  now  exempt,  tbe 
Oovemment  will  gain  much  more  In  revenues  than  It  will  lose  on 
account  of  increased  cost*,  but.  of  course,  those  who  favor  tax 
exemption  argue  that  if  you  do  not  exempt  the  bonds  from  uxa- 
tlon  you  mtist  pay  higher  Interest  rates  In  order  to  sell  them,  and 
tbat  this  increased  cost  oSseU  tbe  gain  In  revenue. 

But  tbat  Is  not  true,  becauae  only  those  with  large  Incomes  are 
able  to  purchase  bonds,  and  these  large  incomes  are  subject  to 
heavy  surtaxes  which  would  return  much  more  In  rereniMa  than 
tbe  additional  Interest  would  cost.  Mr.  Hanes.  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  reports  that  It  would  not  t>e  necessary  to  Increase 
the  interest  rate  more  than  one-half  of  1  percent  at  the  most,  and 
perhaps  as  low  as  one-fourth  of  1  percent. 

Therefore.  I  repeat,  the  Oovemment  loses  much  more  In  revenue 
than  it  gains  in  lower  Interest  rates. 

Of  course,  the  savings  in  revenue  would  differ  according  to  the 
tax  laws  of  the  different  SUtes  and  also  according  to  the  amount  of 
the  Income  of  the  purchAser,  but  let  us  take  a  specific  example. 

Suppose  a  school  district  In  Oklahoma  Issues  $1,000,000  worth  of 
bonds  bearing  3  percent  Interest,  and  suppose  the  entire  Issue  Is 
purchased  by  a  man  having  an  Income  of  $500,000.  If  the  bonds 
are  tax  exempt,  the  Oovemment  loses  each  ''ear  In  Income  taxes 
$21,197  77:  whereas  if  the  bonds  were  taxable  the  Increased  cost  In 
interest  charges  would  average  only  $3,750  a  year,  according  to  the 
estimates  of  the  Treasury  Department.  The  difference  t>ctween 
$21  197  77  which  would  be  the  loss  In  revenue  if  the  bonds  were 
tax  exempt,  and  $3,750,  which  would  be  the  Increased  coT.  if  tbe 
bonds  were  not  Ux  exempt.  Is  $17,447.77. 

In  other  words,  the  net  loss  In  revenue  on  that  $1,000,000  Issue  of 
tax-exempt  bonds  Is  $17.447  77  each  year.  Then  suppose  these 
bonds  were  Issued  for  20  years.  The  total  amount  of  net  loss  In 
revenue  on  that  $1,000,000  Issue  of  tax-exempt  bonds  would  be 
$348.935  40. 

For  that  amount  many  school  bells  could  be  kept  ringing,  and 
remember  that  figure  represents  the  savings  on  only  $1,000,000 
worth  of  tax-exempt  bonds,  whereas  altogether  there  are  $50,000.- 
000,000  worth  of  tax-exempt  bonds  In  tbe  United  States  today. 

Mr.  President,  I  said  a  while  ago,  tax  exemption  is  a  special 
privilege  to  a  special  class.  If  a  man  with  an  Income  of 
$500,000  purchases  a  bond,  the  tax-exemption  privilege  is 
worth  7  percent  interest  to  him.  whereas  the  tax-exempt 
privilege  to  a  man  with  an  Income  of  $5,000  is  worth  only 
two-tenths  of  1  percent  to  him.  Consequently  it  is  a  special 
privilege  to  the  few. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President.  I  imderstand  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  has  discussed  only  the  first  of  the  two 
amendments  he  has  prop>osed. 

Mr.  LEE.     Yes. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  understand  he  will  discuss  the  other 
amendment  later? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  shall  only  explain  the  other  one. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  do  not 
blame  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  at  all  for  feeling  some- 
what put  out,  as  he  indicates  he  is.  by  reason  of  the  lack  of 
action  upon  this  issue.  As  the  Senator  knows.  It  takes  the 
concurrent  action  of  the  House  and  the  Senate  to  pass  a 
measure  providing  for  taxation  of  bonds.  The  Senate  has 
at  least  twice,  and  possibly  even  more  often  than  that, 
passed  some  sort  of  measure  taxing  the  interest  on  Federal 
bonds.  None  of  those  actions  resulted  in  getting  such  a  law 
upon  the  statute  books. 
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Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEE.  The  Senate  reversed  Its  own  action  the  last 
time  we  passed  such  legislation.  A  Senator  who  had  sup- 
ported it  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  mea- 
sure was  passed,  and  under  the  influence  of  the  chairman 
ol  the  Finance  Committee,  whose  influence  Is  very  strong  In 
that  regard,  the  Senate  was  persuaded  to  put  the  measure 
aside  until  the  next  year.  That  was  last  year.  Last  year 
we  were  persiir.ded  to  put  the  measure  aside  to  another  year, 
and  that  is  this  year,  and  now  we  are  no  doubt  going  to  be 
persuaded  to  put  it  aside  again. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  only  know  that  the  Senator  is  interested 
in  enacting  a  law  that  will  cover  this  situation.  I  have  cer- 
tainly that  same  interest.  I,  of  course,  have  no  certain 
knowledge  of  what  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  would  do 
if  we  should  adopt  the  Senator's  amendment  and  put  it  on 
the  bill  and  if  the  matter  went  to  conference.  Of  course, 
in  order  to  keep  the  Record  straight,  the  Senator  well 
knows  that  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  the  House 
of  Representatives  did  not  pass  upon  legislation  of  this 
character  in  the  pending  House  bill  that  is  before  us. 

From  a  practical  standpoint  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible 
to  enact  this  legislation  by  adopting  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  but  I  think  there  is  a 
more  fimdamental  objection  to  the  amendment  which  the 
Senator  proposes.  There  is  no  question  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  the  Treasury  Department  and,  I  be- 
lieve I  am  safe  in  saying,  a  majority  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate,  are  desirous  of  enacting  legislation  which  will 
adequately  cover  the  matter  of  tax-exempt  bonds.  Unquali- 
fiedly I  believe  that  we  should  enact  such  a  law.  But  I 
think  the  Senate  would  be  doing  a  dls?ervice  to  the  cause 
which  I  firmly  believe  it  desires  to  further,  by  adopting  this 
particular  amendment.  " 

As  the  Senator  will  readily  admit.  1  think,  his  amendment 
relates  solely  to  Federal  Iwnds.  The  Senator  from  Idaho,  who 
was  taken  from  us  early  in  this  session,  was  always  in  favor 
of  taxing  the  interest  on  Federal  bonds.  He  was  strongly 
opposed  to  the  Federal  Government  taxing  the  interest  on 
State  and  municipal  bonds.  He  alwajrs  drew  that  line  of 
distinction.  He  would  not  have  favored  a  proposal  to  lay  a 
Federal  tax  on  such  tK>nds,  first,  because  he  did  not  believe 
it  was  right  to  do  so.  and  second,  because  he  did  not  believe 
it  could  be  done  constitutionally.  As  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa says,  there  has  never  been  any  doubt  about  the  consti- 
tutional power  of  the  United  States  to  tax  Federal  bonds. 
The  question  has  always  been  whether  or  not  we  could  con- 
stitutionally tax  State  bonds.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  that  I  am  satisfied,  after  a  somewhat  extensive  in- 
vestigation into  this  question,  that  the  Federal  Government 
can  constitutionally  tax  the  interest  on  State  bonds. 

I  think  the  constitutionality  of  any  law  we  might  pass 
would  be  aided  by  the  use  of  the  reciprocal  plan,  that  is.  taxa- 
tion of  Federal  bonds  by  State  authorities,  and  taxation  of 
State  bonds  by  Federal  authorities.  But  the  Senator  leaves 
out  of  his  amendment  any  reference  to  State  securities.  He 
does  not  pro\ide  for  a  tax  upon  State  securities. 

For  the  reasons  I  have  stated,  I  think  that  we  ought  to  do 
the  whole  job  at  once:  that  is.  pass  a  reciprocal-tax  law. 
On  this  subject,  the  Senator  knows  that 'the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  has  approved  that  type  of  legislation. 
It  was  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  and  of  the  Gen- 
eral Counsel  of  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  that  the 
reciprocal  plan  would  aid  the  constitutionality  of  t^e  bill. 

Mr.  LEE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEE.  Of  course,  the  adoption  of  this  amendment 
would  not  preclude  the  passage  of  a  reciprocal  law.  The 
effect  of  the  pending  amendment  would  simply  be  to  pre- 
vent the  Federal  Government  itself  from  issuing  securities 
under  a  contract  with  the  purchaser  that  It  would  not  tax 
them.  That  would  not  in  any  way  hinder  the  passage  of 
such  a  law  as  the  Senator  refers  to.  In  my  opinion,  that  is 
the  first  step  we  should  take  toward  stopping  the  tax-exempt 


privilege.  We  are  facing  a  time  when  It  will  be  necessary 
for  the  Treasury  Department  to  borrow  a  great  amount  of 
money.  There  will  be  a  tremendous  temptation  for  the 
Treasury  Department  to  issue  tax-exempt  bonds.  In  spite 
of  the  Secretary's  statement  that  he  proposes  not  to  issue 
any  more  tax-exempt  bonds,  when  he  faces  the  situation 
and  wants  the  bonds  purchased,  he  will  be  under  a  tremen- 
dous temptation  to  issue  tax-exempt  bonds  again.  But  if 
we  should  adopt  this  amendment  it  would  make  it  illegal 
for  him  to  make  such  a  contract  with  a  purchaser. 

Mr.  BROWN.  My  point  is — and  it  is  contrary  to  what  the 
Senator  said  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  last  statement  he 
made — that  it  would  be  easier  to  get  a  bill  through  the  Senate 
which  taxes  both  State  bonds  and  Federal  bonds  than  to  pass 
such  legislation  piecemeal.  I  have  no  doubt  that  many  Sen- 
ators who  are  quite  strongly  insistent  upon  the  principle  of 
State's  rights  would  readily  vote  for  a  proposal  to  tax  Federal 
bonds,  and  we  could  probably  pass  that  kind  of  a  law  today; 
but  when  we  came  to  the  matter  of  passing  a  law  which  taxes 
State  twnds,  we  should  be  met  with  strong  opposition  from 
Senators  who  entertain  such  views. 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEE.  The  Senator  does  not  argue  that  It  is  now  neces- 
sary to  pass  any  law  to  tax  Federal  bonds,  does  he?  If  the 
Federal  bond  does  not  contain  a  contract  with  the  purchaser 
which  forbids  taxation,  no  such  law  is  necessary. 

Mr.  BROWN.  The  Senator  refers  to  State  bonds,  docs  he 
not?      - 

Mr.  LEE.  No:  I  mean  Federal  bonds.  The  Government 
issues  seme  bonds  which  are  subject  to  certain  taxes. 

Mr.  BROWN.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LEE.  If  the  taxation  is  not  precluded  by  contract  with 
the  purchaser,  the  Federal  Government  may  tax  them  now. 

Mr.  BROWN.  The  Fedeial  Government  does  tax  a  great 
many  Federal  t)onds  to  a  certain  extent  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  LEE.  To  a  certain  extent.  That  is  true.  The  point  I 
was  making  is  that  there  is  no  need  for  a  law  to  give  the 
Government  the  right  to  tax  its  own  bonds.  The  only  law  we 
need  is  a  law  to  make  it  illegal  for  the  Goverimient  to  make 
a  contract  with  the  purchaser  that  it  will  not  tax  them. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  think  the  Senator  is  correct  in  that  re- 
spect; but  that  does  not  overcome  my  proposition,  that  it 
would  be  easier  to  obtain  a  complete  law  which  would  prevent 
the  issue  of  all  tax-exempt  bonds  by  the  Federal  Government, 
by  State  governments,  or  by  municipal  governments,  than 
to  do  so  by  piecemeal  legislation. 

I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  the  fact  that 
as  to  the  $4,000  000.000  of  securities  which  may  be  Issued  by 
the  Treasury  Department  to  finance  national  defense — the 
authorization  which  is  contained  in  the  pending  bill — the 
Secretary  has  plainly  stated  that  he  will  not  issue  Ux -exempt 
notes.    Let  me  read  what  the  Secretary  said: 

On  thme  new  securities.  IX  I  have  the  discretion.  I  want  to  make 
them  tuUy  taxable.  •  •  •  To  make  this  thing  fair  all  around 
I  don't  think  we  should  Incrcas.-  the  taxes  ll.OOO.OOO.rOO,  and  '.hen 
give  the  people  who  lend  the  money  a  special  privilege  thrciugh 
tax  exemption. 

The  'Secretary  said  in  another  place: 

1  want  to  indicate  clearly  the  Treasury's  position  with  respect  to 
repeal  of  tax  exemption  affecting  Interest  on  all  public  securities. 
I  am  opposed  to  any  action  modifying  contractual  obligations  ex- 
empting from  taxation  Interest  on  outstanding  Federal  sectirltles. 

The  Senator  does  not  propose  to  interfere  with  that  situa- 
tion by  his  amendment. 

The  Treasury  Is  In  favor  of  a  repeal  of  those  sUtutes  granting 
exemption  cf  interest  on  all  future  public -sectirlty  issuefl.  Fed- 
eral. State,  municipal,  and  local.  Including  the  obligations  to  be 
Issued  under  this  act.  However.  U  the  tax  exemption  affecting 
future  State,  mimlcipal.  and  local  Issues  Is  not  repealed  at  this 
time,  the  Treasury  wishes  to  reserve  the  discretion  it  now  enjoy* 
under  the  Second  Uberty  Bond  Act.  and  !t  xiUl  make  the  Interest 
on  the  notes  to  be  Issued  under  this  act  subject  to  Federal  Uxe«. 

I  take  that,  along  with  the  other  sUtement  which  I  read, 
as  a  plain  indication  on  the  part  of  Secretary  Morgenthau. 
who  will  handle  this  issue,  that  he  will  not  issue  any  more 


tax-exempt  securities  to  take  care  of  this  particular  $4,000.- 
000,000  of  financing.  So  I  think  the  result  which  the  Senator 
seeks  is  already  achieved.  The  present  administration  is 
against  the  use  of  tax-exempt  bonds;  but  I  am  fearful,  as  I 
said  before,  that  there  are  several  Senators  whose  votes  we 
sorely  need,  and  that  we  shall  lose  them  if  we  place  t)efore 
them  the  single  and  sole  issue  of  the  right  of  the  Federal 
Government  to  tax  State  and  municipal  securities.  I  wish 
to  put  that  question  before  the  Senate  in  one  bill,  and  not 
in  several  bills. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  again  that  I  am  further 
satisfied  that  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives — and  the  Senator  and  I  have  both  been 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives — ^is  very  jealous  of 
Its  prerogatives. 

Heretofore  they  have  at  lesist  twice,  and  I  think  more  often 
than  that,  refused  to  accept  an  amendment  of  this  kind  on  a 
tax  bill.  I  think  It  is  utterly  futile  for  us  to  put  it  on  a  bill 
which  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  tells  us  it  is  hoped  will  be 
passed  by  Saturday  night. 

I  shall  not  again  ask  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  with- 
draw his  amendment.  I  do  not  think  I  would  have  any  suc- 
cess if  I  made  such  a  request;  but  I  say  to  the  Senate,  and 
particularly  to  those  who  desire  this  type  of  legislation,  that 
if  we  want  a  good  bill  prohibiting  the  further  issuance  of 
tax-exempt  bonds  we  should  do  it  at  a  time  when  we  can 
cover  the  entire  problem;  that  is.  the  issue  of  Federal  tax- 
exempts  and  the  issue  of  State  and  municipal  tax-exempts. 
If  we  are  to  do  the  job  thoroughly,  we  must  do  it  at  one  and 
the  same  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  TTie  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Lee). 

Mr.  LEE.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  amendment. 
I  hope  the  Senate  will  give  me  a  vote  on  the  amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  LEE.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Donahey 

Lode* 

Srhwellenbach 

Andrews 

Downey 

Luoaa 

Shoppard 

Asburst 

Blender 

Lundeen 

Shipstead 

Austin 

Oeorge 

McCarran 

Slattery 

Bailey 

Oerry 

McKellar 

Smathers 

Bankhead 

Gillette 

McNary 

Smith 

Barkley 

Green 

Maloney 

Taft 

Bilbo 

Ouffey 

Mead 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bone 

Gumey 

Miller 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bridges 

Hale 

Mlnton 

Thomas,  Utah 

Brown 

Harrison 

Murray 

Tobey 

Bulow 

Hatch 

Neely 

Town  send 

Burke 

Hayden 

Norrts 

Truman 

Byrd 

Herring 

Nye 

T^'dlngs 

Byrnes 

HUl 

CMahoney 

Vandenberg 

Capper 

,  Holman 

Overton 

Van  Nuys 

Caraway 

Holt 

Pepper 

Wagner 

Chandler 

Hughes 

Plttman 

Walsh 

Cbavez         - 

Johnson.  Calif. 

RadcUffe 

Wheeler 

Clark.  Idaho 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reed 

White 

Clark.  Mo. 

King 

Reynolds 

WUey 

Connally 

La  F^oUett• 

BuaseU 

Danaher 

Lee 

8cb  warts 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Ninety  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  have  a  yea  and  nay 
vote  on  this  amendment  which  projxjses  to  prevent  the  fur- 
ther issuance  of  tax-exempt  bonds. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  yeas  and  nays  are  re- 
quested.   Is  the  request  seconded? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  another 
amendment  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.    On  page  1,  between  lines  6  and  7,  it  is 

proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

(a)  Section  13  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  U  amended  to 
read  as  foUows: 


"(a)  Definition  of  'Surtax  net  Income':  As  used  In  this  section 
the  term  'surtax  net  Income"  means  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
income  together  with  exclusions  from  gross  Income  under  section 
22  (b)  (4)  exceeds  the  credits  against  net  Income  provided  In  section 
25  (b)." 

On  page  1,  line  7,  before  the  word  "secUon",  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  "(b)." 

On  page  6.  between  lines  5  and  6,  It  is  proposed  to  insert  the 
following : 

(c)  The  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended  by  Inserting  therein. 
Immediately  after  section  33.  a  new  section  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec  34.  In  the  case  of  an  Individual,  there  shall  t>e  allowed  as 
a  credit  against  the  tax  an  amount  equal  to  the  surtax  on  a  surtax 
net  Income  equal  to  $4,000  plus  the  exclusions  from  gross  income 
urder  section  22  (b)  (4);  but  the  credit  shall  not  exceed  the  por- 
tion of  the  tax  attributable  to  section  12." 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  provides  for 
adding  the  tax-exempt  income  to  the  taxable  income  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  the  rate  which  would  be  appli- 
cable only  to  the  taxable  income.  In  other  words,  it  would 
mean  that  if  a  man  had  an  income  of  $10,000  from  tax- 
exempt  securities,  and  If  he  had  an  income  of  $10,000  from 
taxable  sources,  we  could  consider  the  $10,000  of  tax-exempts 
as  In  the  lower  brackets,  so  as  to  push  the  taxable  Income 
up  into  the  upper  brackets  and  increase  the  rate.  This  has 
been  considered  by  those  who  have  studied  the  question  as 
an  entirely  proper  and  legal  method  of  reaching  income 
which  is  now  escaping  taxation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill  In  the  chair).  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  ofi^ered  by  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  this  probably  is  not  the  most 
auspicious  moment  for  offering  to  the  pending  bill  the 
amendment  which  I  intend  to  tender  at  this  time.  I  shall 
ask  that  the  clerk  report  the  amendment  I  have  oflered,  but 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  reading  of  It  be  waived, 
because  I  think  all  Senators  are  aware  of  its  contents. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Washington?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  the  clerk  will  state  where  the  amendment  is  to  be 
placed  in  the  bill. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  Is  proposed  on  page  33.  to  add  a 
new  section,  to  be  numbered  section  404. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent. If  the  Senator  will  permit,  that  hereafter  In  referring 
to  the  amendment  it  be  referred  to  as  the  "War  Profits  Tax- 
ation Act." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  so  that  the  record  may  appear 
In  an  orderly  way.  I  am  glad  to  concur  in  the  suggestion  of 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi.  The  amendment  I  have  ten- 
dered, and  which  I  now  propose  to  discuss,  has  appeared  in 
the  Senate  under  various  bill  numbers.  The  last  bill,  which 
Is  the  one  tendered  as  the  amendment,  was  known  as  Senate 
bill  1885.  I  think  Senators  are  familiar  with  the  bill,  because 
It  has  appeared  In  this  form  for  5  years,  the  bill  first  being 
introduced  in  1935. 

The  bill  is  In  reality  the  work  of  the  Senate  Mimitions  Com- 
mittee. To  more  completely  identify  It,  let  me  say  to  Sena- 
tors that  in  1938  the  bill  received  the  endorsement  of  the 
organization  known  as  the  Veterans  of  Foreigm  Wars,  who 
publicized  it  all  over  the  United  States  and  urged  its  adoption. 
In  1939  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  again  put  on  a  Nation- 
wide campaign  to  bring  about  the  adoption  of  this  particular 
piece  of  legislation. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Would  the  Senator  be  willing.  If  it  meets 
with  the  approval  of  the  Senate,  to  have  his  amendment,  to- 
gether with  the  substitute  for  it  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas  (Mr.  Conkally]  accepted  by  the  Senate  to  go  to  con- 
ference? I  cannot  give  any  assurance  how  long  it  will  stay  in 
conference,  but  we  will  at  least  treat  them  both  fairly. 
[Laughter.] 
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Mr.  BONE.  I  am  rather  Inclined  to  accept  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  able  Senator  from  Mississippi.  I  think  that,  in 
any  event,  if  it  were  adopted  by  the  Senate,  the  conferees 
would  exercise  their  best  judgment  on  the  amendment. 

II  the  Senator  will  give  me  about  5  minutes,  so  that  I  can 
explain  to  my  ccUeaKues  something  of  the  background  of 
the  amendment.  I  will  not  attempt  to  go  into  its  merits.  I 
think  I  shall  be  happy  to  avail  myself  of  the  offer  the 
Senator  has  made  to  have  the  amendment  go  to  conference. 

Without  discussing  the  merits  of  the  amendment,  let  me 
say  that  no  group  of  men  in  the  United  States  is  more 
sincerely  Interested  in  the  question  of  war  profits  than  8ure 
the  veterans  of  the  United  States  who  saw  service  over- 
seas. They,  in  common  with  all  other  patriotic  citizens  of 
the  country,  were  shocked  and  filled  with  a  sense  of  out- 
rage that  anyone  could  remain  in  the  United  States  during 
a  time  when  our  soldiers  were  engaged  In  a  foreign  war  and 
*  pile  up  enormous  profits. 

I  have  In  the  mass  of  papers  before  me  an  editorial  from 
one  of  the  most  conservative  papers  on  the  Pacific  coast, 
pointing  out  that  the  records  of  the  Treasury  indicated  that 
during  the  World  War  23.000  men  in  the  United  States  were 
permitted  to  become  millionaires. 

I  think,  first,  that  the  country  would  never  survive  the  eco- 
nomic .shock  of  that  sort  of  an  operation  were  we  even  to  at- 
tempt the  experience  of  the  former  war  in  allowing  individ- 
uals and  firms  to  make  enormous  profits  again.  Second,  t 
think  the  proposal  of  this  kind  of  legislation  must  at  this 
time  appear  rather  mild  to  Members  of  the  Senate. 

I  had  intended,  had  I  occupied  the  floor  at  any  length,  to 
emphasize  what  I  have  just  stated.  A  few  days  ago  the  able 
Senator  from  Florida  said  that  this  tax  bill  was  tax  bill  No.  1, 
that  tumbling  one  on  the  heels  of  the  other  would  come  a 
succession  of  tax  bills,  each  one  devoted  to  the  purpose  of 
making  It  impossible  for  anyone  to  enrich  himself  during 
wartime. 

We  are  now  confronted  with  the  inevitability  of  a  draft  of 
young  men.  A  great  many  of  us  are  fathers.  We  face  the 
necessity  of  seeing  our  boys  drafted  into  the  Army,  and  it  will 
be  sufficient  to  say  to  my  colleagues  that  if  a  war  should 
come  to  our  country  and  my  boy  and  their  boj^  were  taken 
into  the  Army,  that  draft  would  not  preserve  for  them  any 
part  of  their  prewar  earnings.  It  would  be  a  draft  of  100 
percent  of  their  bodies.  The  draft  would  include  their  health, 
their  sanity,  and  all  they  have  realized  out  of  life  up  to  the 
time  they  are  drafted. 

Now  let  me  be  more  concrete  and  specific.  Suppose — 
and  I  think  we  should  have  these  things  in  mind  when  we 
pass  tax  bills,  because  I  want  to  say  frankly  to  my  col- 
'  leagues  that,  so  long  as  I  am  a  Member  of  this  body.  I  shall 
not  be  tolerant  of  the  efforts  of  anyone  to  make  profits  dur- 
ing a  war — suppose  a  boy  were  a  university  bey,  of  sound 
mind  and  good  body,  that  all  he  had  in  life  was  his  health 
""and  a  good  education.  At  the  time  he  was  drafted  he  was 
earning,  we  will  say.  $6,000  a  year.  He  might  not  be  good 
crfflcer  material  at  the  moment,  because  that  requires  some 
sort  of  training,  and  therefore  he  would  have  to  become  a 
buck  private  at  $30  a  month. 

What  would  Army  officials  or  Navy  officials  say  to  that  boy 
if.  when  he  appeared  before  the  drafting  officer,  he  sat  down, 
as  busine?smen  are  wont  to  sit  down  when  they  discuss  busi- 
ness matters  with  Government  ofiBclals  in  wartime,  and  said, 
"Now.  gentlemen,  before  we  go  through  the  formalities  of 
my  belns;  inducted  into  the  Army,  I  want  to  have  a  little 
heart-to-heart  discussion  with  jrou  about  business  matters. 
"I  am  sure  you.  having  a  profoimd  respect  for  all  the  ortho- 
'  doxies  of  the  capitalist  system,  will  understand  that  I  have 
a  property  right  in  qiy  body,  and  that  property  is  protected 
under  our  Constitution.  I  have  been  holding  down  a  pretty 
good  Job.  receiving  $500  a  month.  I  want  now  to  discuss 
with  you  the  possibility  of  my  being  able  to  retain  part  of 
that.  Since  I  have  severed  my  connection  I  will  expect  the 
Government  Treasury  to  make  up  the  balance  for  me." 

Suppose  such  a  boy  appeared  before  the  National  Coun- 
cil of  Defense  and  made  such  an  argument,  what  do  you 


think,  Mr.  President,  he  would  be  charged  with  being?  He 
probably  would  be  immediately  charged  with  being  a  "fifth 
coliunnist"  or  a  Communist,  or  something  of  that  sort.  Yet 
I  ask  here  and  now,  in  good  faith,  what  is  the  difference 
l)etween  that  boy  demanding  the  preservation  to  him  of  a 
portion  of  his  pre-war  earnings  and  the  businessman  whose 
profits  we  have  to  consider?  Does  a  boy  have  no  property 
right  in  his  life?  Can  that  be  so  imder  a  parliamentary 
government  which  day  in  and  day  out  emphasizes  in  Amer- 
ica the  sacredness  of  property  rights,  emphasizes  the  fact 
that  if  we  destroy  what  we  call  property  rights,  then  our 
civilization  falls?  Can  it  be  possible  that  imder  our  form 
of  government,  with  altitudinous  elan  and  wild  acclaim 
in  a  burst  of  passion  accompanying  a  declaration  of  war, 
to  set  aside  all  that  boy's  property  rights  in  his  own  body, 
but  at  the  same  time  to  have  a  tenderness  and  solicitude 
and  sympathy  in  listening  to  the  claims  of  businessmen  to 
make  profits? 

The  other  day  there  was  called  to  my  attention  an  article 
appearing  on  the  financial  page  of  a  large  eastern  news- 
paper, which  I  shall  put  in  the  Record  a  little  later.  I  call 
the  Senate's  attention  to  this  because  It  is  going  to  make 
for  a  condition,  unless  we  are  emotionally  dead,  which  will 
bring  about  such  a  revulsion  of  feeling  here  as  will  clean 
the  boards  in  America,  and  I  hope  they  will  be  cleaned  with- 
out the  United  States  petting  into  the  war. 

The  writer  to  whom  I  referred  spoke  about  the  English 
system  of  taxation.  He  said  there  Is  very  serious  question 
in  the  minds  of  businessmen  in  Britain  about  the  effect  of 
the  heavier  taxes  now  being  levied  over  there.  The  picture 
changes*so  rapidly  that  it  may  have  changed  since  the  ar- 
ticle was  written:  but  the  picture  was  predicated  on  this 
kind  of  a  set-up,  that  there  is  a  determination  made  of  the 
normal  profits  over  a  certain  period,  and  beyond  that  the 
Government  takes  all.  In  other  words,  the  excess- profits 
tax  takes  everything,  100  percent,  over  and  above  the  pre- 
war earnings.  In  conamenting  on  it  this  American  writer, 
who  probably  would  have  no  hesitancy  in  grabbing  100  per- 
cent of  the  body,  said  there  is  grave  question  now  in  the 
minds  of  many  businessmen  in  England  as  to  the  effect  of 
this,  because  if  you  remove  the  hope  of  profit,  if  you  remove 
this  great  motivating  force,  which  is  of  course  profit  above 
the  normal  profit,  there  is  nothing  left  for  the  businessman, 
nothing  to  animate  him  except  the  vague  thing  we  call 
patriotism. 

Merciful  God.  just  the  vague  thing  called  patriotism.  If 
my  brethren  thought  as  I  do.  we  would  not  waste  5  minutes 
on  these  bills. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper]  said  the  other 
day  that  we  will  take  over  the  property  of  the  United  States. 
I  am  sure  that  we  all  understood  that  he  did  not  quite  mean 
that.   . 

I  will  say  to  my  Republican  and  Democratic  brethren  who 
do  me  the  honor  to  listen  to  me,  that  both  parties  in  their 
platform  declarations  made  definite  specific  pledges  to  the 
American  people  on  this  subject.  Do  Senators  know  what 
those  pledges  were?  That  pledge  in  each  party  platform 
was  the  reason  why  the  veterans  of  America  got  behind  this 
bill.  S.  1885.  This  is  what  these  pledges  said— pledges  made 
by  your  party  and  by  my  party— 'In  the  next  war  we  believe 
in  drafting  property  exactly  as  we  draft  men." 

Do  Senators  think  there  ought  to  be  any  reason  why  a  com- 
mittee of  conferees  of  Ixjth  Houses  should  not  be  willing  to 
accept  the  proposal  contained  In  Senate  blH  1885?  If  Sen- 
ators have  no  doubt.  I  shall  take  time  to  read  the  platform 
declarations  to  them.  Perhaps  it  can  be  understood  now  why 
the  Republicans  are  going  to  meet  in  a  few  days  and  adopt  a 
plankless  platform.  I  do  not  blame  them  at  all.  Imagine 
the  party  of  Lincoln  having  a  plankless  platform!  That  is 
the  kind  of  platform  they  ought  to  have  if  we  "weasel"  on  this 
business  of  war  profits.  That  is  the  sort  of  a  platform  the 
noble  Democratic  Party  ought  to  have  If  It  lacks  the  "guts" 
to  take  all  the  profits  in  wartime  when  it  takes  the  bcdies 
of  our  boys. 
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There  are  two  ether  considerations  which  I  think  should 
move  us.  If  one-tenth  of  1  percent  of  the  horrors  of  war 
that  have  l)een  pictured  to  us  repeatedly  in  the  colunms  of 
the  press  day  after  day  are  true  then  we  will  have  a  struggle 
to  retain  cur  republican  form  of  government  if  a  war  comes  to 
us.  .We  will  not  have  to  worry  over  whether  we  shall  make 
profits  or  not.  I  am  as  firmly  convinced  of  one  thing  as  I  am 
that  I  stand  here  today,  as  I  am  that  I  live,  and  that  is  that 
if  war  comes  to  us  these  men,  after  awhile,  are  not  going  to 
worry  about  profits.  They  are  going  to  face  the  question  of 
whether  there  shall  be  a  capital  levy  on  all  property  in  the 
United  States. 

We  can  go  ahead  and  concern  ourselves  about  these  taxes, 
and  concern  ourselves  hour  after  hour  in  debate  as  to  how 
much  profit  men  shall  have,  but  if  mothers  and  fathers  have 
not  become  utterly  soft  they  will  never  let  their  boys  go  to 
war  and  be  shot  to  death  until  they  know  that  all  the  property 
in  the  country  has  been  drafted  precisely  as  the  boys  have 
been.     They  will  not  be  good  Americans  if  they  do  not  do  so. 

What  is  there  sacred  about  property  that  does  not  apply 
with  equal  force  to  a  boy's  life?  If  war  comes,  I  shall  not 
if  I  can  help  it,  allow  anyone  to  make  profit  out  of  war  while 
my  lx)y  is  in  the  trenches. 

Already  we  are  told  that  we  shall  be  obliged  to  have  a 
totalitarian  government.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Florida 
suggested  tlie  other  night  that  we  had  better  abandon  some 
of  our  pretensions  and  go  to  it  right  away.  If  we  must  have  a 
totalitarian  government  do  not  think  that  it  will  protect 
property.  The  urge  to  live  is  as  implicit  in  government  as 
it  is  in  men's  minds.  It  is  embedded  as  deeply  there  as  it  is  in 
the  hearts  and  souls  of  men.  So  I  think  we  need  not  worry 
about  that. 

If  we  proceed  with  our  preparedness  program.  If  we  build 
a  two-ocean  Navy,  we  shall  be  obliged  to  spend  much  more 
than  the  $20,000,000,000  the  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr. 
Btrd]  referred  to  the  other  day.  I  think  he  was  quite  modest 
in  his  estimate.  I  Ijelleve  the  Senator  from  Virginia  has  been 
very  realistic  in  talking  about  this  matter  of  defense.  We 
will  not  spend  merely  $20,000,000,000  in  preparations.  We 
will  spend  two  or  three  hundred  billion  dollars  In  prepara- 
tions, and  then  how  long  do  Senators  think  we  will  stand 
around  and  talk  about  profits?  Profits!  We  are  discussing 
the  matter  of  profits,  but  when  making  such  tremendous 
outlays  there  can  be  little  question  of  profits. 

This  morning  we  had  a  long  confab  In  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  about  whether  or  not  shipbuilders,  airplane 
builders,  should  have  10-,  12-,  or  14-percent  profits.  Suppose 
the  boys  are  called  to  the  colors,  do  you  think,  Mr.  President, 
the  American  people  will  with  any  tolerance  listen  to  long, 
tedious  debates  here  whether  a  manufacturer  shall  make 
14-percent  profit? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  remembers  that 
before  the  Naval  Affairs  Conmilttee  this  morning  one  of  the 
witnesses  testified  that  if  we  take  away  any  portion  of  the 
profits  in  this  construction  work,  which  we  are  trying  to 
hurry  to  a  culmination,  it  would  destroy  the  efforts  we  were 
making  to  expedite  the  construction  for  defense?  Does  the 
Senator  recall  that? 

Mr.  BONE.  Yes,  I  do:  and  very  vividly.  I  hope  every 
Senator  will  read  the  statements  of  witnesses  who  appeared 
before  the  Kaval  Affairs  Committee  this  morning.  If  the 
people  of  the  United  States  could  read  them,  they  would  find 
them  very  revealing. 

Such  statements  have  been  made  before  committees,  not 
only  this  morning,  but  during  the  years  back  to  1934.  when 
I  tried  to  have  our  navy  yards  expanded,  and  the  Navy  ob- 
jected to  It.  stating  that  it  did  not  want  to  expand  them. 
that  when  we  got  into  trouble  it  would  have  private  con- 
cerns build  the  ships.  I  reminded  the  Navy  Department 
officials  of  what  private  concerns  had  done  to  us  in  the 
World  War.  They  took  our  shirts.  These  patriotic  business- 
men, these  fellows  who  are  waving  flags  and  bellowing  to 
high  heaven  about  their  Americanism  and  patriotism,  and 


who  are  squawking  all  the  time  about  "fifth  columnlsts." 
said  to  us,  to  Senators  of  the  United  States,  "If  we  cannot 
make  that  much  profit,  of  course,  our  enthusiasm  will  wane." 

Let  a  soldier's  enthusiasm  wane,  and  what  would  happen 
to  him?  There  would  be  a  drumhead  court  martial,  and  he 
would  be  shot  to  death.  But  the  patriotism  of  one  of  these 
fellows  who  makes  24-percent  profit  on  airplanes  can  wane, 
and  we  do  not  do  anything  about  it.  I  should  like  to  be  in 
command  of  this  business  for  a  while  and  have  the  patriotism 
of  one  of  these  fellows  wane.  He  would  wane  permanently. 
That  would  be  his  last  waning.  His  wail  about  waning  would 
be  classified  among  famous  last  words.  When  my  boy  is 
taken  into  the  Army,  do  Senators  suppose  that  his  patriotism 
will  be  permitted  to  wane  when  he  gets  into  a  trench? 

Mr.  President.  It  is  funny  business.  It  is  un-American. 
It  is  indecent.  It  is  a  consummation  of  all  the  vulgarisms 
and  of  vulgarities  of  all  time  for  men  to  talk  about  the 
profit  they  must  make  so  that  they  will  work  well.  These 
businessmen  suggested  to  us — and  a  number  of  Senators 
were  present — that  they  felt  very  sure  that  they  could  not 
do  a  very  good  job  if  their  profits  were  cut  down  to  7  or  8 
percent. 

They  could  not  do  a  very  good  job.  Therefore,  they  would 
be  very  loath  to  assure  quick  action  on  tanks,  airplanes,  and 
other  things  if  they  had  to  live  on  a  measly,  wretched  7  or  8 
percent  Their  stockholders  would  not  like  it.  God  would 
be  insulted.  The  angels  in  heaven  would  wear  their  wings 
at  half  mast  if  we  did  such  an  atrocious  thing  to  them. 

Mr.  President,  what  do  you  suppose  would  happen  to  a  boy 
in  the  Army  who  told  his  colonel,  "Now,  Colonel,  you  know 
I  was  getting  a  good  salary  before  I  came  here,  and  I  am 
getting  only  30  "bucks"  a  month  now.  I  find  my  urge  to 
serve  my  country  waning.  I  am  fearful  I  cannot  stage  a 
good  fight  for  you.  My  profit  motive  is  impaired."  What 
do  you  think  would  happen  to  that  boy?  My  people  have 
soldiered  In  every  war,  back  to  and  Including  the  Revolu- 
tion. I  think  they  had  some  "guts",  and  I  do  not  think  one 
of  them  ever  got  into  an  argument  with  his  colonel  or 
division  commander  about  whether  or  not  he  was  getting 
enough  while  he  was  trying  to  bring  the  Republic  into 
existence,  or  keep  Britain  from  strangling  it  in  its  cradle, 
or  to  preserve  it  afterward  in  all  the  wars  down  to  the 
present. 

That  is  the  reason  why.  in  my  judgment,  the  bill  which 
I  have  introduced  and  which  has  now  been  offered  in  the 
form  of  an  amendment,  which  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
has  been  generous  enough  to  agree  to  take  to  conference, 
is  the  thing  we  shall  have  to  face.    I  think  it  is  a  mild  bill. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  thought  we  had  arranged  matters 
so  that  the  amendment,  which  is  quite  long,  need  not  be 
printed,  but  that  we  might  refer  to  it  by  title,  which  would 
not  necessitate  the  expense  of  printing  it.  I  think  it  would 
be  w»ll  for  the  Senate  to  pass  on  the  question,  because  I 
find  that  printing  it  would  be  quite  costly. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  wiU  say  to  the  Senator  that 
I  had  several  hundred  copies  of  it  printed.  That  may  solve 
his  problem.  I  think  the  clerk  in  charge  of  printing  had 
several  hundred  copies  printed  for  me,  and  I  think  that  will 
solve  the  Senator's  problem  for  him. 

I  was  diverted,  and  I  am  sorry,  because  I  intended  to 
conclude  in  a  moment.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
Australia  and  Canada  are  preparing  to  take  over  not  merely 
the  Income  from  property,  but  the  corpus  of  the  property, 
if  necessary.  The  total  war  of  today  is  altogether  different 
from  anything  man  ever  has  dreamed  of.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  we  adopt  totalitarianism  as  a  necessary  thing. 
It  seems  strange,  does  it  not.  to  all  of  us  to  have  an  honored 
Member  of  the  Senate  rise  in  our  midst  and  urge  upon  us 
as  a  matter  of  self-defense  that  it  Is  necessary  to  adopt 
totalitarianism  to  preserve  the  Republic — ^to  urge  upon  men 
who  are  the  sons  of  men  who  fought  at  Gettysburg  that 
we  must  go  to  totalitarianism  in  this  country? 
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If  we  do  so  a  Fascist  government  will  be  set  up  in  this 
country.  We  may  call  It  anything  we  please.  I  do  not  care 
who  might  head  the  Government — President  Roosevelt,  a 
Republican  President,  or  anyone  else — it  would  te  a  Fascist 
government.  To  fight  an  evil,  to  fight  a  monstrous  thing, 
we  must  embrace  It.  And  yet  we  have  been  told  this  week 
that  we  must  embrace  fascism  or  its  equivalent. 

As  I  see  fascism  anid  communism  in  operation  in  the 
world  today,  there  Is  not  much  difference  between  them, 
except  that  the  Fascist  movement,  or  the  Nazi  movement,  or 
the  totalitarian  or  authoritarian  type  of  government  takes 
over  the  whole  of  the  economy  in  a  succession  of  bites — half 
a  dozen  or  a  dozen  bites,  including  capital  levies,  and  what 
not.  The  Communist  movement  merely  makes  one  big  gulp 
and  at)sorbs  the  whole  thing  at  one  time.  If  Senators  have 
any  choice  of  executioners,  if  they  prefer  to  be  burned  at 
the  stake  to  being  boiled  in  oil,  I  shall  not  quarrel  with  them 
about  how  they  shall  be  incontinently  and  improvident ly 
removed  from  this  vale  of  tears.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  prefer  to  live  here.  In  the  words  of  Walter  Dppmann,  I 
am  one  of  the  soft  Americans  who  like  to  live  in  America 
and  have  automobiles  and  things  which  the  fecund  genius 
of  America  has  given  us  In  unlimited  quantities — things 
which  I  think,  if  we  have  any  sense  at  all,  we  can  retain. 

No;  we  are  not  to  retain  those  things.  We  are  to  em- 
brace a  totalitarian  form  of  government,  we  are  told,  and 
rush  into  it  so  that  Senators  may  save  themselves  unneces- 
sary worry  about  the  little  tax  bill  which  the  veterans 
endorse. 

As  I  was  about  to  say  a  moment  ago.  I  feel  almost  ashamed 
to  offer  the  bill.  It  is  such  a  flabby,  washed-out  little  thing 
compared  with  the  thing  which  has  been  suggested  is  neces- 
sary in  America  that  in  a  way  I  hate  to  offer  it.  All  it  does 
Is  to  provide  a  level  of  taxation  preserving.  I  may  say 
parenthetically,  those  deductions  and  allowances  in  existing 
law.  It  would  allow  a  corporation  to  retain  nearly  5  per- 
cent of  Its  net  profit.  It  would  take  In  private  Income 
ftlmoat  everything  above  the  $10,000  level.  I  bate  to  bring 
the  sad  news  to  Senators.  I  may  never  smile  again  alter  I 
tell  Senators  that  it  would  take  $2,600  of  taxes  out  of  the 
salary  of  each  Senator.  Senators  are  now  paying  Income 
taxes.  If  any  Senator  thinks  that  my  proposal  la  too  God- 
awful for  words,  and  that  It  would  be  an  assault  upon  the 
American  form  of  government  to  take  $2,600  out  of  his  salaty. 
if  he  thinks  that  is  too  great  a  sacrifice  to  make  to  preserve 
America.  I  will  withdraw  the  bill. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  the  rich  may  suffer  greatly.  Had 
I  been  dispoaed  to  make  a  long  argument.  I  could  have  read 
to  the  Senate  some  figures  on  the  incomes  of  twenty-nine  and 
a  half  million  American  families.  About  M  percent  of  them 
would  not  be  touched  by  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  waste  my  time  wailing  over 
the  miseries  of  1  percent  of  the  vulgar  rich  in  America.  They 
can  somehow  take  care  of  themaclvet.  If  we  tax  them  on 
their  incomea  during  war  and  take  all  but  $10,000,  I  hope 
Mr.  Morgan  can  get  along.  I  use  him  as  an  illustration.  I 
do  not  pick  him  out  as  a  personal  devil,  or  ansnhlng  like 
that,  or  single  him  out  as  a  rich  man.  If  we  were  to  take  all 
but  $10,000  or  $12,000  of  his  Income.  I  feel  cerUin  that  Mr. 
Morgan  has  enoiogh  assets  tucked  away  to  live  fairly  well 
for  a  year  or  so  while  the  boys  are  out  In  the  trenches. 

If  anyone  disagrees  with  that  conclusion,  and  will  assure 
me  that  Mr.  Morgan  is  "busted"  and  could  not  possibly  live 
through  a  few  months  of  adversity,  then  I  shall  ask  him  why 
he  voted  against  the  increase  in  the  W.  P.  A.  allowance  for 
poor  devils  getting  50  "bucks"  a  month,  who  break  bread 
with  beggars  and  sleep  in  the  brush.  Millions  of  them  have 
no  place  to  turn — no  place  to  lay  their  heads.  So  I  am  not 
going  to  worry  about  Pierpont  Morgan  or  any  of  the  other 
gentlemen  who  might  be  touched  by  the  higher  income 
ktmckets. 

The  amendment  would  take  93  percent  in  the  higher 
brackets,  and  I  think  that  is  a  very  modest  amoimt  when  the 
country  is  in  the  throes  of  a  great  and  bloody  war. 


I  hope — and  I  know  I  am  expressing  the  hope  that  is  in  the 
heart  of  every  man— that  we  will  not  get  into  war,  because  I 
think  that  would  destroy  the  Republic.  The  Impact  of  debt 
alone  would  destroy  us.  If  we  are  going  to  spend  $200,000,- 
000.000  in  preparation,  as  has  been  suggested  here — and  it 
might  lead  to  that  over  a  long  period  of  years — obviously  we 
never  in  God's  world  could  hope  to  preserve  intact  the  thing 
we  call  the  United  States  of  America  if  we  ever  got  into  war. 

There  is  one  final  thing  wh.ch  has.  I  think,  made  the  vet- 
erans very  anxious  to  have  this  done.  They  knew  that  if  we 
ever  attempted  to  pay  for  another  war  with  debt  instead  of 
paying  for  it  out  of  the  income  of  the  country  as  we  fought 
the  war,  we  would  merely  balloon  up  the  present  debt  level  to 
a  point  where  it  would  be  intolerable,  and  in  itself  would 
destroy  the  Republic.  Second,  it  would  not  he  possible  to 
pay  a  dollar  of  pensions  to  veterans  of  the  World  War,  let 
alone  veterans  of  the  new  war;  and  I  am  not  so  certain  how 
long  we  are  going  to  be  able  to  carry  the  present  debt.  I 
agree  with  my  friend  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  about  that. 
I  frequently  am  in  disagreement  with  him,  but  he  has  been 
very  realistic  about  the  tax  situation.  I  think  the  American 
people  are  not  going  to  pull  in  the  belt  one  or  two  notches. 
They  are  going  to  get  hold  of  one  end  of  the  belt  and  start 
pulling  and  never  let  the  little  pin  fall  into  the  slot.  The 
point  where  you  let  the  little  belt  buckle  finally  come  to  a 
hole  is  past  In  our  time.  No  man  in  this  Chamber  will  live 
long  enough  to  see  the  end  of  the  spending  splurge  we  are  on 
now.  So,  knowing  that,  if  we  are  realistic  enough  to  know  It, 
we  might  as  well  get  ready  to  make  all  the  levy  we  can  on  the 
net  incomes  of  Americans. 

We  did  not  create  this  condition,  God  help  us  if  we  should 
get  into  war.  There  would  not  be  anything  left.  We  would 
first  make  a  capital  levy  on  the  property  of  the  country.  We 
would  finally  do  what  New  Zealand  and  Australia  are  plan- 
ning to  do.  Mr.  Mcnzies,  the  Prime  Minister  of  Australia, 
said  the  other  day.  "We  are  going  into  this  struggle,  and  we 
are  going  to  fight  It  through,  and  we  are  going  to  win  It 
through,  if  we  take  every  dollar  of  property  in  Australia." 
Well,  we  may  be  In  a  war  ourselves  pretty  soon.  If  some  of 
the  ardent  folks  in  this  coimtry  wtio  scream  for  blood,  and 
yearn  to  send  their  manly  briskets  against  the  bristling  t>ay- 
onets  of  the  enemy,  have  their  way,  we  shall  be  in  war  pretty 
soon,  and  then  the  proposals  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
(Mr.  Led  and  myself  will  look  like  child's  play.  It  will  take 
more  than  chicken  feed  to  carry  on  that  kind  of  a  war.  It 
will  mean  a  totalitarian  form  of  government,  where  the  draft 
la  simply  a  situation  in  which  an  ofRcer  walks  in  and  says. 
"Brother,  get  out  of  your  factory."  "This  is  my  factory. 
The  fifth  article  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  S'atcs 
says"— and  about  that  time  he  would  be  called  an  "eighth" 
or  "ninth  •  or  "tenth  columnist,"  We  would  have  graduated 
from  the  "fifth  columnlr.t"  class  by  that  time.  He  would  be 
up  in  the  higher  brackets  of  infamy. 

"We  want  your  factory."  If  you  make  the  slightest  demur, 
someone  will  call  in  a  private  and  say.  "This  fellow  docs  not 
like  what  we  are  doing  here.  Stick  a  bayonet  in  him.  or  take 
him  somewhere  and  send  him  off  into  a  comer.  He  is  an 
alien  enemy,"  "Oh.  no;  I  was  born  in  Pittsburgh."  "The 
hell  you  were.  It  does  not  sound  like  it.  You  are  an  alien 
enemy.  We  have  a  fellow  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
like  Hitler."  That  is  what  he  will  tell  the  boys  running  tho 
show  In  this  coimtry,  and  he  will  not  mince  matters  in  doing 
it.  either, 

I  imderstand  that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas  I  Mr.  Connally]  is  going  along;  and  my  only  quarrel 
with  that  proposal  is  that  it  is  not  high  enough.  I  think 
he  has  been  entirely  too  generous.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
has  a  feeling  that  perhaps  this  thing  can  ride  along,  and  he 
is  trying  to  give  the  taxpayers  every  break  in  the  game. 
I  think  he  has  not  kept  up  with  the  Senator  from  Florida 
IMr,  Pepper]  and  the  rest  of  us  here,  and  does  not  under- 
stand what  ts  going  on. 

I  do  not  like  the  social  controls  in  these  measures,  but 
in  the  mutations  of  time  they  may  be  so  mild  that  we  will 
look  back  and  say  that  the  Senator  from  Texas  was  a  stand- 


patter; and  God  knows  I  absolve  him  from  that  crime  now. 
I  hope  the  conferees,  when  they  get  out  there,  will  Just 
look  realistically  at  this  matter,  and  know  that  this  is  what 
we  will  call  tax  bill  No.  2.  It  does  not  Income  effective 
unless  war  breaks  out,  so  no  one  need  beat  his  or  her  breast 
in  wild  fear  and  agony  if  it  should  go  on  the  statute  books 
as  a  result  of  the  action  of  the  conferees.  No  one  would  be 
hurt,  but  the  feelings  of  some  of  the  Iwys  would  be  hurt 
because,  oh.  ye  gods;  how  they  yearn  and  how  they  lust 
after  the  fieshpots  of  war  profits. 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEE.  Of  course,  I  am  in  agreement  with  the  Senator 
on  his  amendment;  but  there  is  one  source  of  war  profits  that 
even  the  Senator's  amendment  will  not  touch.  In  the  last 
World  War  thf  interest  on  the  bonds  which  we  sold  to  finance 
the  war  yielded,  up  to  1934.  $12,000,000,000,  which  we  paid  in 
high  interest  rates,  which  was  tax  exempt,  which  even  the 
Senator's  amendment  will  not  reach.  I  merely  mention  that; 
so  that  even  after  we  adept  the  Senator's  amendment  we  still 
must  deal  with  the  other  field  of  borrowing  on  a  tax-exempt 
basis,  and  guaranteeing  profits,  and  guaranteeing  that  the 
profiteer  may  keep  them. 

Mr.  BONE.  There  is  truth  in  what  the  Senator  says.  I  am 
sympathetic  with  his  amendment.  I  think  we  are  going  to 
have  to  ask  ourselves  how  long  we  can  keep  fioating  bonds, 
even  for  the  enormous  preparation  program  that  confronts 
us,  and.  beyond  that,  how  we  could  possibly  hope  to  float 
bonds  to  flnance  an  actual  war.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any- 
one in  the  Senate  who  has  even  seriously  thought  atwut  what 
that  would  mean.  Suppose  we  should  try  to  unload  a  hun- 
dred billion  dollars  or  two  hundred  billion  dollars  of  bonds, 
in  a  long-drawn-cut  war,  on  the  banks  of  America.  Every 
one  of  us  knows  that  It  just  could  not  t>e  done:  that  is  all.  We 
would  destroy  all  the  banks.  If  bonds  went  off  10  percent 
now,  it  would  wipe  out  the  capital  of  most  of  the  banks.  If 
we  attempted  anything  like  that,  the  economic  structure  of 
America  would  not  tiave  to  be  pulled  down;  It  would  collapse 
of  its  ov/n  weight.  Everjrone  in  this  body  knows  that. 
Everyone  knows  It. 

Taxation  is  now  a  deadly  necefslty.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
something  of  the  proposals  in  this  amendment  ought  to  t>e 
Clamped  on  now.  We  should  raisa  as  much  as  we  could  in 
the  way  of  revenue  out  of  current  earnings  of  the  country, 
and  perhaps  underwrite  some  of  the  tx)nds  that  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  proposes  in  his  suggestion.  None  of  these 
things  are  weird  and  bizarre.  They  are  going  to  be  deadly 
necessities  in  case  of  war. 

fik)  I  am  going  again  to  expreu  the  hope  that  the  com- 
mittee will  seriously  consider  this  matter,  and  put  on  one 
of  thcfie  amendments.  I  certainly  hope  it  will  be  Senate 
biU  1886.         I 

If,  however,  they  think  this  thing  Is  too  drastic,  they 
had  better  adopt  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Texas 
IMr.  CoMMALLYl  as  a  less  drastic  alternative.  At  least  the 
presence  of  either  of  these  proposals  on  the  statute  books 
of  this  country  would  do  no  harm,  nnd  I  am  inclined  to 
think  it  would  have  a  very  salutary  influence. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  do  not  want  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington to  take  his  seat  under  a  mi.sapprehension.  I  do  not 
think  it  feasible  to  accept  the  two  amendments,  as  I  sug- 
gested, because  of  the  peculiar  situation.  I  understand  it 
would  cost  $2,100  to  engross  and  send  to  conference  both  of 
these  bills,  the  Connally  bill  and  the  Bone  bill,  which  are  very 
long.  So  I  think  it  better  that  the  question  of  the  adoption 
of  the  substitute  bs  put,  and  the  Senate  be  allowed  to  decide 
which  it  will  take,  the  Bone  amendment  or  the  proposed  sub- 
stitute.  I  hcpe  it  will  not  take  either  one. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  say.  then,  that. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from  Texas 
covers  much  lower  levels  of  taxation,  particularly  in  the 
higher  brackets,  and  somewhat  higher  levels  in  the  lower 


brackets,  and  because  it  does  not  approach  this  problem 
and  absorb  the  amount  of  net  revenue  which  I  think  should 
be  absorbed,  if  there  is  any  infiation  and  tiallooning  of 
prices  and  taking  advantage  of  the  margins  of  profit  which 
are  allowable  under  the  bill.  I  would,  of  course,  object  to  the 
bill  of  the  Senator  from  Texas.  I  am  sure  he  will  understand 
that  I  only  object  to  the  levels.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  have 
no  quarrel  with  any  Senator  who  agrees  with  the  levels 
presented. 

Fifty  Senators  put  their  names  on  the  bill  I  introduced  with 
the  idea  of  having  it  considered.  Some  columnists — and  the 
country  would  be  desolated  without  columnists — said  that 
Senators  had  not  read  the  bill.  I  know  several  Senators  have 
read  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from  Texas.  We  have  here  a 
revenue  measure  of  158  pages  in  fine  type.  Aside  from  the 
Senators  who  actually  worked  on  it  in  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  if  there  is  a  Senator  in  this  body  who  will  now  rise 
and  tell  me  that  he  has  read  the  bill,  I  will  sit  down  and  not 
utter  another  word.  Will  one  Senator  In  the  whole  body  rise 
and  tell  me  he  has  read  the  revenue  bill  of  1939,  except  the 
Senators  who  worked  on  it  in  the  Finance  Committee?  And 
they  did  work. 

Of  course,  the  columnists  read  everything.  [Laughter.] 
The  day  this  bill  was  introduced,  even  Dorothy  Thompson. 
who  apparently  is  the  best-informed  person  in  the  United 
States,  stated  that  the  bill  did  not  allow  an  exemption  for  the 
payment  of  taxes  to  a  State  or  its  political  subdivisions,  and 
when  the  attention  of  all  the  country  was  drawn  to  section 
23  of  the  bill,  which  made  that  very  provision,  were  any  of 
those  folics,  these  publicists,  who  guide  the  country  in  all  the 
glory  of  their  transcendent  genius,  gallant  enough,  courageous 
enough,  and  forthright  enough  to  admit  they  fibbed  a  little 
about  the  bill?  Oh,  no.  The  next  afternoon  out  came  a 
blast  again,  and  when  it  was  pointed  out  that  they  were  com- 
pletely in  error,  did  they  admit  it?    Oh,  no. 

The  United  States  News,  David  Lawrence's  paper,  had  the 
courage  to  come  out  and  say  that  a  number  of  these  columnists 
had  made  an  error  and  had  mlsinformrd  the  country,  but  I 
have  not  noticed  that  one  of  the  columnists  has  admitted  be 
was  dead  wrong. 

The  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  who  filed  4.000.000  petitions 
asking  that  this  country  be  kept  out  of  war,  and  asking  for 
the  passage  of  this  bill,  for  reasons  which  were  cogent  with 
them,  their  leaders  having  read  the  bill  and  having  satisfied 
the  veterans  that  the.-,c  high  tax  levels  were  debirablc,  wanted 
the  bill  passed.  Certainly  the  veterans  of  this  country,  who 
are  now  the  victims  of  the  last  war,  not  only  have  a  right  to 
express  an  opinion,  but  their  opinion  should  weigh  heavily. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  desire  to  take 
the  time  of  the  Senate,  but  inasmuch  as  the  amendment, 
which  really  is  in  the  form  of  a  bill — it  is  a  complete  tax 
bill  within  itself 

Mr,  BONE.  Yes:  it  would  take  the  place  of  all  other 
forms  of  Federal  taxation,  and  would  automatically  end 
when  the  war  ends, 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  It  applies  to  income  taxes  as  well  as 
corporation  taxes  and  all  other  taxes.  It  Is  a  bill  which 
contains  183  pages.  It  has  not  k>een  read  to  the  Senate,  and 
therefore  I  wish  to  make  a  very  brief  statement,  not  an 
argument,  but  a  brief  statement  as  to  what  It  contains. 

The  individual  normal  tax  is  6  percent,  instead  of  the  rate 
of  the  present  law.  while  the  personal  exemptions  are  $1,000 
and  $500,  respectively,  for  married  and  single  persons,  with 
a  credit  of  $100  for  each  dependent,  instead  of  the  present 
$400. 

No  earned-income  credit  is  allowed.  The  individual  sur- 
tax provision  contains  five  brackets,  the  first  of  which  em- 
braces that  portion  of  the  surtax  on  net  income  In  excess 
of  $3,000  and  not  In  excess  of  $5,000.  The  last  bracket  em- 
braces the  portion  In  excess  of  $20,000.  The  rate  applicable 
to  the  first  bracket  is  10  percent  and  to  the  last  bracket 
93  percent. 

Beginning  with  a  net  income  of  $40,000,  the  bill  would 
take  74  percent,  and  the  rates  are  increased  so  that  in  the 
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case  of  a  million -dollar  income  the  bill  would  take  98  per- 
cent of  the  income. 

The  general  corporate  Income  taxes  are  based  on  net  in- 
come, and  the  rates  are  graduated  in  accordance  with  the 
relation  of  the  adjusted  declaration  of  declared  value  of  the 
capital  stock  of  corporations,  and  the  net  income  based  upon 
the  declaration  of  value  for  1934. 

Mr.  BONE.  That  adjusted  declared  value  was  adopted 
In  1934  and  has  been  carried  in  the  subsequent  law.  I 
understand  It  Is  the  basis  of  our  present  taxing  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Treasury  informs  me  that  the  ad- 
Justed  declaration  values  as  of  1934  for  the  purposes  ol 
capital-stock  tax  vary  from  the  book  value  to  the  market 
value  as  high  as  84  percent,  so  that  on  a  basis  of  declared 
value  for  capital-stock  tax  purposes  in  1934  there  would  be 
many  corporations  in  the  country  which  would  have  84  per- 
cent less -than  their  actual  value;  that  is.  their  book  value 
or  their  present  market  value.  So  that,  while  the  bill  pro- 
vides that  all  above  60  percent  Included  in  the  declared 
value  as  of  1934  is  taken  in  the  tax.  in  cases  where  the 
declared  value  of  1934  represents  a  value  much  less  than  the 
present  value,  the  result  would  be  that  probably  all  above 
3  percent  would  be  taken  by  the  Government. 

Life-insurance  companies,  and  mutual-insurance  com- 
panies other  than  life-insurance  companies,  are  taxed  95 
percent  dn  their  net  income  under  the  bill. 

A  tax  of  $100  per  share  or  any  fraction  thereof  passable 
by  the  issuing  corporation  Is  imposed  on  stock  Issued  as 
dividends.  In  other  words,  if  a  corporation  makes  a  certain 
profit  and  desires  to  use  the  profits  in  the  financing  of  its 
plant  and  does  not  pay  it  out  in  cash  and  in  dividends  but 
pays  it  In  stock  instead,  an  increased  issue  of  stock  repre- 
senting the  profit,  the  bill  takes  all  of  it;  that  is,  it  takes  a 
hundred  dollars  a  share  or  any  fraction  of  a  share.  If  the 
par  value  were  a  hundred  dollars  it  would  take  all  of  it. 
If  the  par  value  of  the  shares  were  $10.  it  would  still  take  a 
hundred  dollars  a  share  on  the  basis  of  the  $10  value.  So 
that  it  would  take  10  times  as  much  as  the  value  of  the  stock 
issued  in  lieu  of  a  dividenu. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.   BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas 
about  the  various  levels  in  Senate  bill  1248.  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  the  Senator  has  changed  the  levels  in  the 
bill. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Is  the  Senator  speaking  of  the  total 
amount  collected? 

Mr.  BONE.  No;  the  various  amounts  which  would  be 
collected  under  the  various  levels  of  income  which  were 
taken  from  Senate  bill  1248.  which  was  the  last  bill  the 
Senator   introduced. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    It  was  House  bill  5229. 

Mr.  BONE.  No;  that  bill  was  introduced  in  the  House, 
and  it  was  a  companion  bill  to  the  other  bill.  The  first  bill 
the  Senator  introduced  was  Senate  bill  1248. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  do  not  remember  the  number. 

Mr.  BONE.  That  was  introduced  in  1937,  the  first  ses- 
sion, on  Pobruary  1. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  was  based  on  a  different  propo- 
sition. That  was  based  on  undistributed  dividends.  This 
bill  has  been  changed  to  integrate  it  into  the  regular  tax 
system,  which  succeeded  the  undistributed  profits  tax. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  schedule  of  general  corporate  In- 
come tax  is  as  follows: 

On  any  net  profit  not  over  2  percent  of  the  adjusted  de- 
clared value  of  capital  stock  as  of  1934,  the  tax  would  be 
15  percent. 

Over  2  percent  and  not  over  6  percent  of  the  adjusted 
declared  value  of  capital  stock  the  tax  would  be  25  percent. 

Over  6  percent  of  the  adjusted  declared  value  of  capital 
stock  the  tax  is  100  percent. 

In  other  words,  the  bill  taxes  at  the  rate  of  15  percent  on 
profits  up  to  2  percent  on  the  adjusted  declared  value,  and 
then  it  taxes  the  profits  above  2  percent  and  not  above  6 
percent  at  the  rate  of  25  percent,  and  then  on  everything 


over  6  percent  of  the  adjusted  declared  value  of  capital 
stock  it  takes  100  percent  of  all  there  is  above  6  percent. 

So  under  the  bill  if  a  tax  of  15  percent  is  levied  on  the 
profit  up  to  2  percent,  and  25  percent  on  the  profit  between 
2  and  6  percent,  and  then  100  percent  tax  on  all  profit  above 
6  percent,  the  actual  tax  might  amount  to  as  much  as  85 
percent  or  90  percent. 

I  mention  that  simply  in  order  that  the  Senate  may  know 
on  what  it  is  voting. 

I  have  here  a  letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  to  whom  the  bill  was 
referred  for  comment  and  report.  I  shall  not  read  the  letter. 
It  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  under  the  National  Defense 
Act  they  are  required  not  only  to  coordinate  the  military  but 
the  economic  situation  in  the  country  in  order  to  bring  al>out 
the  best  possible  national  defense,  and  they  comment  on  the 
fact  that  there  is  a  point  beyond  which  even  in  time  of  war 
we  cannot  go  and  expect  to  raise  any  revenue. 

I  ask  that  the  letter  from  the  present  Secretary  of  War, 
commenting  on  the  bill,  be  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Ricord 
as  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Wa>  Depaxtmemt, 
Washingfton,  May  5.  1939. 
Hon.  Pat  Harrisoh. 

Chairman.  Committee  on  Finance.  United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Harrison:  Careful  consideration  ha.s  been  given  to 
the  blU.  S.  1886.  "To  Ux  the  proflta  out  of  war  by  steeply  graduated 
Income  and  other  taxes  In  order  to  provide  for  effective  national 
defense,  to  promote  peace,  to  encourage  actual  neutrality,  to 
discourage  war  profiteering,  to  distribute  the  burdens  of  war.  to 
keep  democracy  alive,  and  for  other  purposes."  which  you  trans- 
mitted to  the  War  Department  under  date  of  March  22.  1039.  with 
•  request  for  Information  and  the  views  of  the  Department  relative 
thereto. 

The  effect  of  the  proposed  legislation  wlU  be  to  enact  a  new 
revenue  law  to  become  operative  Immediately  upon  a  declaration  of 
war. 

While  It  Is  outside  the  scope  of  War  Department  activities  to 
determine  the  manner  In  which  war  necessities  shall  be  financed, 
the  Department  Is  charged  by  law  with  the  preparation  In  peace  of 
plans  for  the  mobilization  of  the  economic  and  Industrial  resources 
of  the  country  essential  to  wartime  needs.  These  plans,  after  many 
years  of  Intensive  effort,  have  reached  an  advanced  stage.  They 
are  based  on  the  principle  that  the  cooperation  of  all  elements  of 
the  population  Is  necessary  and  will  be  had  In  carrying  out  the 
defense  program.  In  preparing  these  plans  it  has  been  considered 
ewentlal  to  avoid  all  experimental  and  uncertain  methods  and  pro- 
posals In  favor  of  those  the  technique  of  which  Is  well  understood 
by  ♦the  industries  and  business  inter-sts  of  the  country.  Only  In 
this  way  is  It  con.<4idered  possible  to  avoid  confiislon  and  disruption 
of  economic  processes,  especially  In  the  early  days  of  an  emergency, 
when  national  efficiency  is  of  major  Importance. 

In  the  .opinion  of  the  War  Department,  the  proposed  legislation 
will  endanger  the  operation  of  plans  prepared  for  national  defense 
in  a  most  critical  period.  The  operation  of  this  legislation  may 
well  result  |n  the  disruption  of  the  cooperative  spirit  ufx^n  which 
the  execution  of  the  procurement  plans  depends  and  result  In  zhe 
liquidation  of  securities  of  Industrial  concerns  in  a  period  when 
they  should  be  operating  at  maximum  efficiency. 

The  War  Department,  while  in  complete  symp>athy  with  the 
desire  to  equalize  the  burdens  of  war  and  to  prevent  profiteering, 
believes,  and  has  at  various  times  In  the  past  recommended,  that 
the  subject  of  war  finance  and  taxation  be  made  the  subject  of 
a  deliberate  and  careful  study  in  peace  by  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. It  Is  believed  that  as  a  result  of  such  a  study  revenue 
legislation  m.iy  be  drafted  In  peace  in  such  a  maaner  as  to  avoid 
endangering  the  general  defense  plans.  Legislation  so  drafted 
could  then  be  kept  continually  revised  ready  for  presentation  for 
legislative   action    by   Congress   when   the   emergency   so   required. 

Ab  an  aid  In  developing  governmental  policies  effective  in  sup- 
port of  plans  for  national  defense,  the  War  Department  recently 
requested  the  Brookings  Institution  to  tindertake  a  comprehensive 
study  on  the  economics  of  price  control  In  war  In  Its  relationship 
to  the  efficient  conduct  of  the  war,  the  prevention  of  profiteering 
and  Inflation,  and  the  equalization  of  the  biudens  of  war.  This 
study  Is  now  being  actively  pursued  but  will  not  be  completed  for 
aeveral  months.  It  will  suggest  legislation  which  wUl  serve  as  the 
basis  of  recommendations  to  Congress  with  respect  to  a  sound 
economic  preparedness  program.  When  the  results  of  this  study 
are  available  to  the  War  Department  it  will  be  in  a  much  better 
position  than  at  present  to  assist  In  developing  constructive  legis- 
lation relating  to  the  subject  under  conslderaUon. 

Tlie  War  Department  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  bill  8.  1885  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  Interest  of  national  defense  and  recommends 
that  it  be  not  enacted  Into  law. 

This  report  was  submitted  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  which 
advised  tluU  threre  would  be  no  objection  by  that  office  to  iu  sub- 
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mission  to  ycur  committee.  It  being  understood  that  no  commitment 
would  thereby  be  made  with  respect  to  the   relationship  of  the 
proposed  legislation  to  the  program  of  the  President. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Harry  H.  Woodrino. 

Secretary  of  War. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  also  have  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  with  respect  to  this  proposal,  which  takes  the  same 
position  as  that  taken  by  the  Secretary  of  War.  I  shall  not 
read  it.  but  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be  printed  in  the 
RxcoRO  at  this  point  as  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 

printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Department  of  the  Navt. 
I  Omrx  OF  THE  Secret  ART. 

I  WaahiTigton.  June  7,  1939. 

The  Chairman.  COMMrmr  on  Finance, 
United  States  Senate,  Wash'.ngtcn.  D.  C. 

Mr  E)EAR  Mr.  Chairman:  The  bill  8.  1885,  "To  tax  the  profits  out 
Of  war  by  steeply  graduated  income  and  other  taxes  in  order  to 
provide  for  effective  national  defense,  to  promote  peace,  to  encour- 
age actual  neutrality,  to  discourage  war  profiteering,  to  distribute 
the  burdens  of  war,  to  keep  democracy  alive,  and  for  other  pxu:- 
poscs."  was  referred  to  the  Na\'y  Department  by  your  committee 
with  a  request  for  a  report  thereon. 

The  bill  S.  1885  proposes  to  Impose  upon  the  people  and  corpora- 
tions, immcdnatcly  upon  declaration  of  war  and  until  Ccngre&s 
•hall  declare  the  war  emergency  to  be  at  an  end.  a  system  of 
steeply  graduated  taxes.  The  rates  of  income  tax  now  prevailing 
on  individuals  are  increased  and  exemptions  decreased.  The  nor- 
mal tax  rate  Is  Increased  from  a  minimum  of  10  percent  upon 
surtax  net  Incomes  between  $3,000  and  $5,000  to  a  maximum  on 
Incomes  of  over  $20,000  of  $9,880  on  the  first  $20,000,  and  93  per- 
cent on  all  surtax  net  Incomes  above  $20.C00. 

The  corporation  taxes  proposed  run  from  15  p>ercent  of  such 
portion  of  net  income  as  is  In  excess  of  2  percent  of  capital-stock 
value  to  100  percent  of  such  portion  of  net  Income  as  is  in  excess 
of  6  percent  of  capital-stock  value.  Holding  companies'  net  In- 
comes would  also  be  drastically  taxed.  A  levy  of  98  percent  of 
their  undistributed  net  income  is  proposed,  and  In  no  case  would 
any  such  company  be  able  to  accumulate  over  $100,000  undis- 
tributed net  income  in  any  one  year. 

The  least  possible  adverse  effect  that  could  be  expected  from 
such  legislation  as  that  proposed  by  the  bill.  8.  1885,  would  be  a 
drastic  chaiige  in  the  entire  economic  structure  of  the  country 
•t  the  very  time  when  the  least  possible  disturbance  thereto  is 
Imperative. 

Once  war  Is  upon  us,  the  entire  national  economy  must  be 
geared  and  adjusted  to  its  successful  prosecution  and  earliest  prac- 
ticable terminaticn.  Incidentally,  price-control  measures  will  un- 
doubtedly be  Installed  upon  inception  of  war.  In  fact,  they  are 
provided  for  in  the  Industrial  mobilization  plan.  They,  in  them- 
selves, will  tend  to  prevent  undue  accumulation  of  profits.  This 
contemplated  procedure  should  allay  the  fears  of  those  who  are 
concerned  over  profiteering  and  excess  profits  after  war  is  upon  us. 

The  Navy  Department  reconunends  against  enactment  of  the  blU 
8.  1883. 

No  commitment  is  made  with  reelect  to  the  relationship  of  the 
legislation  proposed  in  the  bill  8.  1885  to  the  program  of  the 
president. 

Sincerely  yours,  Wiixiam  D.  Leaht,  Acting. 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  as  part  of  my  remarks  a  statement  which  has  been 
prepared  by  the  Treasury  experts  who  are  working  with  the 
Finance  Committee  in  respect  to  this  tax  bill,  which  includes 
a  paragraph  or  two  from  the  report  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means  on  the  pending  bill,  in  which  it  states 
that  they  are  giving  consideration  to  the  question  of  excess- 
profits  taxes,  and  also  to  the  question  of  war-profits  taxes, 
with  the  view  to  bringing  in  a  sound  measure  dealing  with 
that  subject  at  a  very  early  date. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  proposed  amendment  relates  to  the  general  subject  of 
taxation  of  war  and  excess  profits.  Because  of  the  complicated 
structure  of  our  economic  and  financial  systems  and  Ijecause  of 
the  extremely  high  rates  involved  in  such  taxation,  this  field 
presents  many  extremely  difficult  and  Intricate  problems.  It  Is. 
of  cotirse.  essential  that  Individuals  and  corporations  be  prevented 
from  unduly  enriching  themselves  through  rearmament  or  war. 
The  problems  of  war  and  excess-profits  taxation  require  detailed 
and  intensive  study  before  reasonably  adequate  and  satisfactory 
solutions  can  be  found.  Flecognlzing  the  importance  of  these 
problems  and  the  necessity  for  seeking  adequate  solutions,  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  on  the  pending  bill 
contains  the  following  paragraph: 

"During  the  executive  sessions,  there  have  been  discussed  pro- 
posals to  provide  special  amortization  for  national-defense  indus- 


tries and  to  provide  for  the  Impoeltlon  of  excess-profits  taxes. 
These  two  measures — each  In  Itself  requiring  a  complicated  and 
exhauHlve  legislative  project — must  be  considered  together.  It  is 
the  desire  of  this  committee,  which  is  favorably  reporting  a  bill 
which  will  enable  a  larger  proportion  of  our  citizens  to  participate 
In  the  responsibility  of  providing  an  adequate  national  defense 
than  has  ever  been  the  case  before,  that  there  shall  not  be  an 
opportunity  for  the  creation  of  new  war  millionaires  or  the  fur- 
ther substantial  enrichment  of  already  wealthy  |>ersons  because 
of  the  rearmament  program. 

"Accordingly  we  have  Instructed  our  technical  assistants  and 
the  appropriate  Treasury  officials  to  accelerate  their  work  in  these 
two  fields  so  that  bills  will  be  prepared  for  submission  not  later 
than  the  opening  of  the  next  session  of  Congress,  which  if  passed 
by  the  Congress  may  become  retroactive  and  apply  to  income  earned 
during  the  calendar  year  of  1940,  or  may  become  effective  upon 
any  other  date  which  Congress.  In  the  light  of  Information  it  tiien 
possesses,  may  deem  advisable." 

This  proposed  amendment  is  substantially  Identical  with  legis- 
lation which  was  considered  by  a  Subcommittee  of  the  Finance 
Committee  In  1936.  With  respect  to  that  legislation  the  Treasury 
Department  expressed  Its  views  In  such  detail  and  at  such  great 
length  that  It  Is  Impossible  to  review  all  of  Its  recommendations 
at  this  time.  Suffice  It  to  say  that  many  of  the  questions  raised 
by  the  Department  involved  the  underlying  structure  of  this  pro- 
])osal  (hearings  before  a  Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  United  States  Senate,  74th  Cong.,  3d  sess.,  on  H.  R.  5529. 
pp.  17,  95,  and  131  et  seq.).  For  example,  there  may  be  doubts  as 
to  the  wisdom  of  using  as  a  base  for  the  taxation  of  corporations 
the  "adjusted  declared  value"  of  the  corporation's  capital  stock. 
Also  the  deducUons  allowed  are  so  restricted  In  scope  as  to  perhaps 
be  grossly  unfair  in  the  case  of  a  tax  having  rates  as  high  as  100 
percent  of  the  net  Income  In  excess  of  6  percent  of  the  adjusted 
declared  value  of  capital  stock  in  the  case  of  corporations  and  as 
high  as  S9  percent  of  the  surtax  net  income  in  excess  of  $20,000  in 
the  case  of  individuals. 

The  proposed  amendment  was  drafted  at  the  time  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1936  was  being  considered  by  the  Congress.  It  Is  thus  geared 
to  a  tax  law  long  since  out  of  date.  Substantial  technical  revisions 
of  the  revenue  structure  have  since  been  enacted,  notably  the 
Revenue  Acts  of  1938  and  1939.  It  Is  therefore  necessary  to  devote 
considerable  time  and  study  to  Integrating  the  proposed  amend- 
ment with  the  existing  tax  law  in  order  to  prevent  the  amendment 
from  operating  harshly  or  inequitably  either  against  taxpayers  or 
against  the  Oovernment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  realize  that  Senators  who  are  interested 
in  this  legislation  will  probably  feel  that  that  is  a  sort  of  an 
evasive  situation,  where  promises  are  made  that  the  situation 
will  be  studied  and  a  tax  bill  brought  In.  But  I  feel  that  we 
ought  to  keep  in  mind  that  we  are  not  at  war.  We  are  not 
really  writing  a  war-tax  bill.  No  one  wants  any  corporation 
or  any  individual  in  this  country  to  reap  profits  out  of  war. 
I  know  of  no  sensible  person  who  is  not  willing  to  go  as  far  as 
it  is  possible  to  go  in  making  property  and  profits  amenable 
to  a  war  situation  as  completely  as  men  are  made  amenable 
to  a  war  situation. 

I  think  we  ought  to  keep  in  mind  that  we  are  not  at  war; 
and  if  and  when  we  do  go  to  war,  if  we  ever  do — which  I  hope 
we  will  not  do  at  any  time — we  will  then  be  confronted  with 
writing  a  war-tax  bill  in  view  of  the  conditions  which  exist 
in  war.  We  are  not  now  writing  a  war-tax  bill.  We  arc 
writing  a  bill  designed  to  raise  revenue  at  least  in  part  to 
cover  the  expenses  of  preparing  against  war. 

With  all  due  respect  to  my  dear  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Washington,  in  whose  sincerity  I  have  the  utmost  faith,  and 
of  whose  ability  I  find  myself  frequently  envious,  his  proposal 
that  we  shall  write  here  a  tax  bill,  which  is  really  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  bill  we  are  considering,  a  measure  183  pages 
in  length,  which  has  not  been  given  any  consideration  by 
the  tax-writing  committees  of  the  two  Houses,  calls  upon 
one  to  be  a  little  more  credulous  than  I  myself  feel  like  being 
at  this  time. 

I  want  these  facts  to  go  into  the  Record  so  that  if  this 
proposal  should  go  into  the  pending  bill  and  should  go  to 
conference,  the  conferees  will  have  the  benefit  of  the  facts 
which  I  have  set  forth  in  considering  whether  the  amend- 
ment should  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  does  not  want  to  have 
remain  in  the  Record  a  statement  that  my  amendment  la 
a  substitute  for  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Well,  in  the  sense  that  it  is  a  complete 
tax  bill,  and  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  bill  we  are  now  con- 
sidering. 
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Bfr.  BONE.  It  is  not  inconsistent  with  the  bill,  when  we 
consider  it  proposes  taxation  to  be  put  Into  effect  in  time  of 
war. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Both  of  these  bills  cannot  be  in  effect  at 
the  same  time. 

Mr.  BONE.    Oh.  yes;  they  can. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  rates  of  income  taxes  and  corpora- 
tion taxes  are  entirely  different. 

B4r.  BONE.  Let  me  put  it  this  way.  They  cannot,  of 
course,  be  in  effect  at  the  same  time;  but  If  my  amendment 
should  be  adopted,  this  is  what  would  happen:  The  measure 
would  simply  be  on  our  statute  books  in  inoperative  form. 
The  amendment  provides  that  the  part  of  the  bill  represented 
by  my  amendment  would  remain  inoperative  except  upon 
the  declaration  of  war.  Then  it  would  supersede  all  existing 
legislation,  but  it  would  automatically  go  off  the  books  when 
war  ended. 

Now.  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  War  Department  and  the 
Navy  Department,  to  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has 
referred.  Let  me  tell  the  Senate  something  that  is  of  inter- 
est, which  at  times  has  made  me  wonder  about  the  War 
Department  and  the  Navy  Department. 

Back  in  1937  I  had  the  temerity  to  introduce  a  bill  which 
called  upon  the  Navy  Department  immediately  to  expand 
our  navy  yards  with  sufficient  ways,  slips,  and  welding  and 
cutting  machinery  to  take  care  of  the  Vinson-Trammell 
program,  with  the  amendments  thereto  up  to  that  time. 
Had  we  done  that — and  it  would  have  taken  about  $25.- 
000.000 — the  Navy  Department  of  the  United  States  would 
have  had  in  its  possession  right  now  facilities  so  complele 
that  on  5  minutes'  notice  they  could  have  laid  down  the 
keel  of  every  big  ship  authorized  up  to  the  time  the  last 
authorization  was  made  by  Congress. 

In  that  same  bill  I  asked  for  the  expansion  of  Qovern- 
ment  arsenals,  to  be  equipped  with  new  Jigs,  dies,  tools, 
machine  tools,  and  fixtures  to  take  care  of  the  then  peace- 
time needs  of  the  United  States,  and  in  addition  to  lay  in 
a  huge  supply  of  Jigs,  dies,  tools,  and  machine  tools  and  fix- 
tures of  all  kinds  in  such  quantities  that  if  an  emergency 
came,  under  the  direction  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  machine  tools  could  have  been  put  into  any  pri- 
vate factory,  so  it  would  be  completely  tooled  and  ready  to 
go  to  work  as  soon  as  the  necessary  adjustments  could  be 
made  in  the  private  plants. 

Mr.  President.  I  want  the  Rccokd  to  show  that  statement 
becaiise  a  distingui;shed  Senator  the  other  day  asked  me  if  I 
had  voted  for  a  certain  naval  bill.  He  knew  better.  I  do  not 
know  what  impelled  him  to  ask  that  question.  Had  I  been 
smart  enotigh  at  the  moment,  he  would  never  ask  me  another 
question  in  this  body  again.  But  be  did  ^ot  support  my 
piopcsal.  In  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  as  early  as  1934, 
when  the  representatives  of  the  Navy  came  here  and  said 
there  was  a  crisis.  I  said.  "All  right;  let  us  expand  our  navy 
yards:  let  us  expand  our  arsenals;  let  us  put  in  a  huge  supply 
of  jigs,  dies,  and  machine  tools."  I  want  to  tie  this  to  the 
Navy  Department  and  the  War  Department,  which  are  always 
writing  reports  and  sending  them  here. 

What  do  Senators  think  the  Navy  Department  did  in 
response  to  that  suggestion?  The  Navy  Department — the 
same  Na\T  Department  which  is  telling  us  now  that  we  are 
In  an  awful  fix — sent  word  that  that  idea  was  not  in  har- 
mony with  national  defense,  and  that  we  had  better  wait 
and  let  private  plants  do  it  until  a  crisis  came. 

Mr.  President,  out  with  that  sort  of  business.  They  would 
have  this  cotmtry  in  such  a  position  that  it  could  not  ade- 
quately defend  itself  on  short  notice,  and  we  could  not  defend 
ourselves  when  the  crisis  came. 

I  say  that  is  a  queer  kind  of  patriotism.  We  could  have  bad 
our  own  navy  yards,  which  could  do  all  the  work,  if  the  Navy 
Department  had  had  the  guts  to  say  "yes."  I  have  the  'etter 
of  the  Navy  Department.  The  Department  says,  'Nc;  we 
cannot  interfere  with  private  Initiative:  and  when  a  crisis 
comes  we  will  have  private  plants  do  the  work."  Today  we 
have  the  deadly  certainty  of  ha\ing  pri\*ate  plants  do  it,  un- 
der the  conditions  descrlt>ed  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa  IMr. 


Gnxrmi  a  moment  ago.  The  private  builders  come  before 
us  and  say,  "We  cannot  do  a  good  Job  because  our  profit  mo- 
tive is  interfered  with.  We  might  soldieivon  the  job  unless 
we  made  14  percent."  The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
TydikcsI  was  present  when  this  matter  was  amplified  for  us. 

That  is  the  condition  we  are  encountering.  It  was  not 
considered  good  practice  to  have  a  Government  navy  yard, 
and  to  have  Government  construction  yards  and  slips:  but 
under  the  theory  advanced  by  the  Navy  Department,  when 
we  expand  a  private  yard.  Uncle  Sam  is  to  pay  for  all  the 
expansion  at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayer,  and  Senators  will 
vote  for  it.  We  have  already  voted  for  it.  We  are  to  pay 
for  the  expanded  private  facilities  with  Government  money, 
and  private  plants  will  make  the  profit.  If  we  are  to  fol- 
low that  plan,  why  not  have  Uncle  Sam  own  the  plants? 

Three  or  four  years  ago  I  stated  in  the  Naval  Affairs 
Conunittee  that  we  were  living  in  a  troubled  world,  and 
that  we  might  never  see  the  end  of  it  in  our  lifetime.  Let 
us  at  least  expand  our  navy  yards  and  arsenals  to  take  care 
of  as  much  work  as  ixjssible.  They  would  be  totally  inade- 
quate in  a  great  crisis,  but  we  should  have  them  as  a  back- 
log of  preparation.  I  am  fed  up  with  the  idea  of  being  told 
that  there  is  something  subtle  or  smoky  in  that  sort  of  a 
suggestion,  and  that  it  is  not  a  good,  patriotic  American  doc- 
trine. That  is  the  reason  why  I  object  to  the  Navy  De- 
partment and  the  War  Department  telling  us  what  to  do 
about  taxation. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington  that  the  Committee  on  Finance  asked  the 
Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  reports 
on  this  bill,  because  under  the  law  they  are  charged  not  only 
with  coordinating  the  military  and  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States  but  also  with  some  duty  in  connection  with  coordinat- 
ing the  economic  condition  of  the  country.  In  response  to  a 
letter  from  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  the  Sen- 
ator (rom  Mississippi  IMr.  Harrison!,  asking  for  their  opin- 
ion on  the  bill  which  the  Senator  has  offered  as  an  amend- 
ment, the  Departments  wi-ote  replies.  I  am  siu'e  the  Senator 
will  be  fair  enough  to  admit  that  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  have  not  t>arged  in  of  their  own 
volition  and  written  a  report  on  the  bill.  They  were  asked 
by  the  committee  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BONE.    I  know;  but  they  do  many  funny  things. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  offer  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington,  and  I  ask  that  it  be  considered  without  read- 
ing in  tletail. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  will  send  his 
amendment  to  the  desk.  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ment will  be  considered  without  reading. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  The  amendment.  In  the  inature  of  a 
sutistitute  offered  by  Mr.  Connally.  is  to  Insert  as  an  amend- 
ment the  text  of  Senate  bill  4141,  to  provide  revenue  and 
facilitate  the  regulation  and  control  of  the  economic  and 
Industrial  structure  of  the  Nation,  for  the  successful  prose- 
cution of  war,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  enjoy  a  night 
session  any  more  than  does  any  other  Senator.  I  am  not 
responsible  for  this  night  session,  and  I  regret  the  necessity 
for  having  It.  I  do  not  want  to  weary  Senators  by  tmduly 
delaying  the  Senate. 

It  is  only  through  a  sense  of  duty  to  the  committee,  which 
appointed  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  BAttrrl, 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Qxmrrr],  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  La  FoLLrml.  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware [Mr.  TowNSENDl.  and  myself  as  a  subcommittee  to 
draft  the  sut>stitute  which  we  have  proposed,  that  I  am  em- 
boldened tc  ask  that  it  be  substituted  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Washington. 

In  1936  we  were  appointed  a  subcommittee  to  draft  a 
war-profits  act.  We  have  revised  the  measure  two  or  three 
times,  due  to  the  change  In  our  taxing  system,  because  we 
wanted  it  to  be  harmoniou5  and  integrated  into  the  exist- 
ing fs^tem.  So.  at  the  present  time,  it  represents  about  6 
months  of  studious  work  on  the  part  of  the  subcommittee. 
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in  connection  with  the  Joint  Committee  on  Taxation  and  its 
experts,  the  Treasury  Department,  and  other  Government 
departments. 

We  have  worked  out  a  war-profits  bill  applicable  only  in 
time  of  war.  The  rates  are  very  heavy,  but  not  quite  so 
severe  as  the  rates  in  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Washington.  For  instance,  on  a  $1,000,000  net  income,  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Washinr.ton  would  take 
more  than  $980,000.  The  amendment  which  we  offer  would 
take  88  percent  rather  than  98  percent. 

In  the  case  of  a  married  person  with  no  dependents  the 
measure  which  we  sponsor  would  take  $40  instead  of  $60. 
as  provided  by  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington. The  rates  are  more  gradual  under  our  measure, 
and  yet  they  are  very  heavy.  The  Treasury  estimates  that 
on  the  basis  of  1938  income  data  on  individual  incomes  the 
rates  carried  in  my  proposed  substitute  would  produce 
$7  866  000.000  a  year.  With  respect  to  the  tax  on  corpora- 
tions, we  were  not  able  to  make  an  estimate  for  1938  be- 
cause the  data  for  1938  were  based  on  undistributed  divi- 
dends, and  we  did  not  have  the  necessary  experience  to 
estimate  what  the  rate  would  produce  in  the  case  of  cor- 
porations; but  under  the  terms  of  the  amendment,  which 
automatically  would  go  into  effect  only  in  time  of  ww".  the 
revenue  from  individual  incomes,  on  the  basis  of  data  lor 
1938    would  be  approximately  $8,000,000,000. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  IMr.  Barkley]  says  that  we 
are  not  in  a  war.  No;  we  are  not  in  a  war.  but  when  we 
get  into  a  war  we  ought  to  have  the  tax  structure  already 
in  operation  prior  to  the  declaration  of  war.  When  war 
comes  we  may  not  be  able  to  pass  a  war-revenue  bill  for 
months  after  the  war  shall  have  begun,  and  the  taxes  jvouid 
not  be  provided  for  unless  we  should  make  them  retroactive 
which  would,  of  course,  meet  with  much  opposition  and 
unfavorable  reacUon  from  the  people.  ,       .       ,      „     ' 

Mr  President,  this  is  a  task  which  we  did  not  seek.    By  i 
order  of   the   Finance  Committee  the   subcommittee  spent 
literally  months  in  hearings,  and  In  detailed,  laborious  ef- 
forts, as  will  be  testified  to  by   all  the  members  of   the 

^^ThewQly  kind  of  a  biU  to  which  we  could  tie  this  measure 
is  a  revenue  bill  coming  over  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives We  could  not  bring  It  up  in  the  Senate  at  wUl  and 
pass  it  through  this  body.  We  should  have  to  wait  until  the 
House  sent  us  a  revenue  bill.  Whenever  it  is  suggested  that 
we  atuch  it  to  a  revenue  bill,  some  Senator  rises  and  says, 
liCt  us  do  it  next  year,  next  month,  or  next  fall." 

The  subcommittee  has  discharged  its  duty.  We  are  de- 
positing the  bill  on  the  front  porch  of  the  Senate.  If  the 
Senate  does  not  want  it.  it  is  perfectly  all  right  with  the 
subcommittee.  The  Finance  Committee  ought  to  want  such 
a  bill  adopted.  The  Finance  Committee  examined  it.  went 
over  the  work  of  the  subcommittee,  and  approved  the  meas- 
ure We  ought  to  have  the  support  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee although  judging  by  some  of  the  votes  earlier  in  the 
day  it  seems  that  such  support  is  rather  unpopular. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr!  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Will  the  Senator  tell  us  what  the  exemp- 
tion is  for  a  single  man? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  believe  the  exemption  for  a  single 
man  is  $800.  and  for  a  married  man  $1,500. 

Mr  TYDINGS.    A  married  man  without  children? 
Mr  CONNALLY.    A  married  man  without  children  has  an 
exemption  of  $1,500.  or  perhaps  $1,600.  and  a  single  man  has 
an   exemption  of   $800.    I   have  the   report  before   me  in 
detaU     I  have  not  gone  through  the  report  for  some  time. 
Mr   President,  let  me  recite  some  of  the  rates  briefiy. 
On  an  income  of  $2,000  a  married  person  with  no  depend- 
ents would  pay  $40.    On  an  income  of  $2  500  he  would  pay 
$90     On  an  income  of  $3,000  he  would  pay  $164.     On  an 
income  of  $3,500  he  would  pay  $244;  on  an  income  of  $4,000 
he  would  pay  $336;  on  an  income  of  $4,500  he  would  pay 
$431 :  and  on  an  income  of  $5,000  he  would  pay  $538. 

Is  that  a  burdensome  tax?     On  an  income  of  $10,000  a 
married  person  with  no  dependents  would  pay  $1,354.    The 


normal  individual  income-tax  rate,  after  the  allowance  of 
deductions  and  things  of  that  kind,  is  10  percent.  Then 
surtaxes  are  added  gradually,  so  as  not  to  be  confiscatory. 
The  trouble  with  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Washington  is  that  we  could  not  make  war  on  it.  We  could 
not  conduct  a  war  on  it.  because  it  is  so  destructive  of  Income 
that  I  very  much  fear  it  would  hamper  the  waging  of  the 
war.  We  might  be  able  to  wage  the  war.  yet  we  want  to  take 
all  the  profit  that  we  can.  over  and  atKJve  a  reasonable  re- 
turn, from  every  individual  and  every  corporation  in  the  land, 
whether  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  war  materials  or  in 
any  other  activity. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  As  I  understood  the  Senator's  explanation 
of  the  amendment,  he  has  explained  the  individual  income- 
tax  provisions  and  the  amount  of  gross  revenues  they  would 
raise,  but.  as  I  imderstood  his  explanation,  there  was  no  esti- 
mate of  what  the  corporation  tax  would  raise. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  There  is  a  corporation  tax,  but  we  were 
not  able  to  estimate  what  it  would  raise,  because  when  we 
originally  drew  it.  It  was  based  upon  the  law  we  had  about 
taxing  undistributed  profits  which  we  later  repealed.  So, 
since  we  repealed  It,  we  have  changed  this  amendment  to 
fit  In  with  the  present  system,  but  we  did  not  get  an  esti- 
mate; but  I  can  tell  the  Senator  what  the  tax  on  corpora- 
tions would  be. 

In  this  amendment  we  have  also  an  excess-profits  tax.  The 
normal  tax  on  corporations,  the  flat  tax.  is  22  percent.  In 
addition  to  that,  there  Is  an  excess-profits  tax.  The  excess- 
profits  tax  Is  based  upon  two  alternative  systems;  either  upon 
the  basis  of  the  invested  capital  or  upon  the  Canadian  sys- 
tem, which  represents  a  4-year  pre-war  average.  They  take 
the  average  profits  for  4  years  before  the  war  and  permit  a 
return  of  5  percent.  I  believe  it  is.  and  then  take  50  percent 

of  all  above  that. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 

that  point? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Yes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Is  there  any  exemption  for  corporations — 
three  or  four  thousand  dollars? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  think  there  is  an  exemption  of  $3,000. 

(a)  The  excess-profits  credit  shall  consist  In  tlie  case  of  a  do- 
mestic corporation  of  (1)  a  speclflc  exemption  of  $3,000  or  (2)  5 
percent  of  the  invested  capital  for  the  taxable  year,  whichever  U 
tbc  crcfttcr       •      •      • 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  return  made  for  a  fractional  part  of  a  year. 
the  specific  exemption  of  $3,000  shall  be  reduced— 

And  so  forth  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
one  additional  question? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Certainly. 

Mr.  TYDIN3S.  Am  I  to  understand  that  the  tax  of  22 
percent  on  corporations  is  the  tax  that  would  be  laid  after  a 
5-percent  exemption  was  taken  out? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  No.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  that 
is  the  excess-profits  tax. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Twenty-two  percent  Is  the  flat  corporation 

tax? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    The  flat  corporation  tax.  just  such  as  is 

paid  now. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  But  as  to  excess  profits,  there  would  be  5 
percent  of  the  Income  set  aside  first,  before  the  excess-profits 
tax  would  apply? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Or  $3  000.  whichever  Is  the  greater. 

Here  are  the  rate  schedules: 

In  the  case  of  corporations,  the  excess-profits  taxes  are  as 
follows: 

Ten  percent  of  the  amount  of  the  net  Income  In  exceaa  of  the 
credits 

That  credit  is  determined  as  I  stated  to  the  Senator  a 

moment  ago;  the  credit  is  $3.000 — 

and  not  in  excess  of  10  percent  of  the  invested  capital  for  the 

taxable  year.  ^ 

Twenty  percent  of  the  amount  of  the  net  Income  In  excess  « 
I   10  percent  but  not  In  exceaa  of  15  percent  of  the  Invested  capital. 
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Thirty  percont  of  the  tmount  of  the  net  income  In  neem  oi 
15  percent,  but  not  In  exce»  of  »  percent  of  the  Invested  capltAL 

FSDTty  percent  of  the  «mount  of  the  net  Income  In  excess  erf  20 
percent,  but  not  In  exce«  of  25  percent  of  the  Invested  capital. 

And  then  It  goes  on  up  to  60  percent  In  the  higher  brackets. 

Mr.  President,  those  are  the  bare  outlines  of  this  amend- 
ment. It  has  been  very  carefully  drawn  by  the  drafting 
service,  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue 
Taxation. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  has  the  Senator  from  Texas 
an  estimate  of  the  total  revenue  the  amendment  wlU  bring? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  explained  a  moment  ago  that  on  the 
basis  of  the  1938  income  returns  we  would  get  almost  $8,000.- 
000.000  out  of  the  Individual  income-tax  return.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  we  have  not  the  estimates  on  corporations. 

Mr.  BYRD.  That  amendment  would  take  the  place  of 
the  bill  which  is  before  us? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  this  amendment  is  adopted,  the  mo- 
ment war  is  declared  It  comes  Into  effect  and  displaces  all 
other  tAX  bills. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.    Does  that  include  excise  taxes? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  No;  we  have  restricted  it  to  these  two 
titles — Incomes  and  corporations. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  then  I  take  it  that  the  existing  excise 
taxes  which  were  on  the  bocks  at  the  time  war  was  de- 
clared would  remain. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    They  would  continue. 

Mr.  TYDING8.  But  all  income  taxes  would  be  eliminated, 
and  this  measure  would  be  substituted? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Exactly.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  estimates  that  we 
will  get  $8,000,000,000  for  the  present  Individual  income 
taxes? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    On  the  basis  of  1938  Income. 

Mr.  BYRD.    That  does  not  include  corporations? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  does  not  include  corporations.  So 
I  believe  ttUs  would  go  a  long  way  toward  balancing  the 
Budget,  which  we  have  long  sought,  but  have  not  foimd. 
I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  the  Senator  to 
explain  the  provision  on  page  312.  As  I  understand,  that 
would  give  the  President  the  right  to  fix  prices  on  every 
article  of  every  description,  even  down  to  the  farmer's  land. 
He  could  determine  what  the  farmer's  land  was  worth,  what 
it  should  rent  for  and  sell  for. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  In  that  connection,  I  was  going 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  if  he  would  strike  from  his 
amendment  those  controls  which  are  in  the  back,  titles  IT 
and  III.    They  are  not  necessarily  vital  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  entirely  willing  to  strike  out  those 
titles,  if  it  is  agreeable  to  the  Senator  from  Washington,  t)e- 
cause  the  only  rea^^cn  why  they  are  in  the  amendment  is  that 
that  is  aU  that  was  left  of  the  Senator's  bill.  We  left  those 
things  in,  but  we  did  revise  the  tax  featiire.  because  the  tax 
features  of  the  bill  were  referred  to  the  Finance  Committee. 
These  other  provisions  were  in  the  bill  as  It  came  from  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs;  so  we  left  them  as  they  were, 
but  we  did  revise  the  tax  features.  I  am  quite  content  to 
eliminate  those  titles. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  did  not  mean  to  imply  that  I  was  necessarily 
Willing  to  accept  the  Senator's  amtndment. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Oh.  no. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  certainly  would  not  vote  against  it  if  there 
was  not  something  better  offered.  I  merely  feel  that  those 
so-called  busin-^,ss  and  social  controls  might  well  be  ques- 
tioned.   They  are  in  \'ery  graphic  and  clear  form. 

They  are  almost  the  very  heart  of  the  mobilization  plan. 
We  had  them  In  the  first  plan — No.  5529.  I  l)elleve  it  was — 
that  the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Coioi.^lly]  referred  to.  and 
they  were  stricken  out  in  the  last  twp  or  three  drafts  of 
this  bUl. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  has  made  a 
very  clear  explanation.  I  think,  of  the  amendment  as  to  taxes. 
I  notice.  Just  in  glancing  at  the  amendment,  that  it  contains 
a  number  of  powers  of  a  very  far-reaching  nature.  We 
should  be.  of  course,  taking  some  chances  on  voting  for  this 
amendment  with  the  taxes  in  it,  because  many  ol  us  have  not 
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had  a  chance  to  study  it:  but  I  think  the  Senator  has  pretty 
well  explained  what  is  In  It.  But  with  all  the  other  powers  in 
the  amendment  in  addition  to  the  taxes,  no  matter  how  much 
one  might  be  in  favor  of  the  tax  provisions  of  it,  we  would  be 
writing  a  pretty  big  blank  check  to  vote  for  those  powers. 

I  should  much  prefer  to  have  the  amendment  submitted 
without  these  powers  granted  to  the  President. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  indi- 
cated Just  a  moment  ago  that  so  far  as  the  Senator  from 
Texas  is  concerned  I  am  perfectly  wUling  to  eliminate  titles 
n  and  m.  We  did  not  revise  those  titles  because  they  came 
to  us  from  the  Military  Affairs  Committee.  We  did  revise 
the  provisions  relating  to  taxation. 

li£r.  TYDINOS.    Would  the  Senator  eliminate  them? 

Blr.  CONNALLY.    I  am  eliminating  them  now. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  would  support.  I  think,  the  balance  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  I  am  going  to  abandon  them  to  get 
the  Senator's  support.  I  do  not  want  him  to  say  "I  think 
I  will  support  it. "    I  want  to  know  whether  he  will  or  not, 

Mr.  BYRD.    I  could  not  support  titles  11  and  III. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     That  is  what  I  am  going  to  strike  out. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Under  Utle  m  the  President  would  have  the 
right  to  fix  the  price  of  all  farming  land. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  kave  to  eliminate 
the  language  from  page  309.  line  3.  down  to  page  328.  line  2. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
modifies  his  amendment,  as  indicated. 

Mr.  3YRD.  Mr.  President,  where  does  the  modification 
begin,  on  what  page? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    On  page  309.    It  takes  out  all  of  titles 


n  and  m. 
Mr.  DANAHER. 
Mr.  CONNALLY 
Mr.  DANAHER. 


Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
I  yield. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Texas  whether  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Towkskhb  1 . 
whose  name  was  mentioned  in  connection  with  the  amend- 
ment, agrees  to  the  elimination  of  titles  II  and  HI. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  have  not  consulted  the  Senator  from 
Delaware,  who  is  closer  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
now  than  to  the  Senator  from  Texas,  and  I  think,  as  a 
matter  of  convenience,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  should 
privately  approach  the  Senator  from  Delaware  and  find  out, 
rather  than  clutter  up  the  Record  with  unnecessary  inter- 
rogatories.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  that  I  agree  to  the  elimination. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Cap- 
per) was  the  Senator  I  had  in  mind  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  desire  to  burden  the  Senate  longer, 
but  I  shall  insist  that  the  Senate  vote  on  the  amendment. 
We  have  a  fine  amendment,  which  has  been  worked  out  ^*ith 
great  (fare.  It  does  carry  heavy  rates,  but  they  are  applicable 
only  in  time  of  war.  I  am  tired  hearing  Senators  l)eat  their 
breasts  and  go  about  over  the  country  and  talk  over  the 
radio  about  "no  millionaires  shall  be  made  out  of  this  war." 
then  when  we  offer  a  measure  that  will  prevent  millionaires 
being  made  out  of  the  war,  they  want  to  postpone  it  to  some 
other  time. 

Mr.  President,  before  I  take  my  scat  I  wish  to  say  that, 
while  I  am  not  enjoying  this  night  session.  I  believe  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Congress  to  stay  right  here  In  Washington  and 
pass  a  general  tax  bill  as  soon  as  the  pending  bill  is  out  of 
the  way.  The  people  of  the  United  States  are  willing  now — 
I  do  not  know  how  long  they  are  going  to  remain  willing, 
but  they  are  willing  now — to  pay  heavy,  increased  taxes,  and 
they  must  know,  and  it  is  our  duty  to  tell  them,  that  with  all 
of  this  preparedness,  all  these  clouds  of  planes,  and  all  these 
majestic  battleships  we  are  going  to  provide,  and  all  of  the 
tanks  and  mechamzatlon.  much  money  must  be  paid  out.  It 
is  going  to  cost  the  people  money,  and  if  they  want  these 
things,  we  should  take  steps  to  pay  for  them,  not  provide  that 
our  grandchildren  shall  pay  for  them,  but  we  should  pay  for 
them  ourselves. 
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As  soon  as  this  temporary  tax  bill  Is  out  of  the  way  I  think 
we  should  reconvene  and  go  to  work  on  a  general  overhauling 
of  the  tax  laws.  We  have  to  do  it  if  we  are  to  respond  to  our 
duty  to  our  country,  to  ourselves,  and  to  the  people. 

We  all  know  we  have  to  raise  taxes  whether  we  have  a  war 
or  whether  we  do  not.  Why  do  we  not  do  it?  Some  want  to 
wait  until  after  the  election.  I  suppose.  Neither  party  is 
going  to  make  any  political  profit  out  of  this  war  or  out  of 
this  tax  business.  The  people  of  the  United  States  are  not 
going  to  be  deluded  by  any  kind  of  peanut  politics  this  good 
year.  1940.  They  want  this  program  of  preparedness  carried 
out.  They  have  to  pay  for  it.  and  I  am  ready  to  vote  to  put 
it  on  them. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    They  are  willing  to  pay  for  it. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  They  are  willing  to  pay  for  it.  How 
long  they  will  be  willing  I  am  not  so  sure.  1  Laughter.!  They 
will  pay  now.  and  the  time  to  pass  the  bill  is  when  they  want 
it.  I  receive  telegrams  and  am  called  over  the  telephone,  the 
messages  being  "I  want  to  pay.  I  will  pay  25  percent  of  my 
income."  Well,  will  they  be  willing  next  January  to  pay  25 
percent  of  their  Income?    The  time  to  pass  a  tax  bill  is  right 

now.  .  ^.       - 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  for 
information  with  reference  to  the  bill.  The  bUl  or  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Texas  would  go  into  effect  when 
Congress  finds  a  state  of  war  to  exist? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  When  it  would  go  into  effect  would  it  take 
the. place  of  existing  Ux  law.  or  would  it  be  added  to  that? 

Mr  CONNALLY.  It  would  take  the  place  of  existing  tax 
laws  as  to  the  features  which  are  mentioned.  It  would  not 
disturb  the  excise  taxes,  but  it  would  take  the  place  of  the 
individual  income  tax  and  the  corporation  tax. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  asked  the  quesUon  because  there  were 
some  parts  of  the  bUl  I  had  not  read.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  certainly  surprised  to  know  that 
the  Senator  has  not  read  the  biU.  I  have  heard  him  discuss 
many  bills  on  the  floor,  but  I  never  detected  before  that  he 

had  not  read  them. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  Senators  to  vote  against  the 
amendment  merely  because  they  desire  to  put  it  off.  If  the 
House  of  Representatives  does  not  want  to  take  it  they  do 
not  have  to.  but  it  is  our  duty  to  add  this  amendment  to 
the  biU.  The  House  will  not  originate  one.  The  only  oppor- 
tunity we  have  of  imposing  a  war-profits  tax  is  by  lying  in 
wait,  as  it  were,  for  some  tax  biU  to  come  over  from  the 
House,  and  then  tying  a  war-profits  bill  onto  it. 

We  now  have  that  opportunity.  This  is  not  a  wild  bill, 
this  is  not  an  anarchistic  biU.  this  is  not  an  alien  bill,  this 
is  not  a  -fifth  column"  biU.  We  can  make  war  under  this 
biU.  and  yet  we  take  from  the  individual  taxpayers  nearly 
$8  000  000  000.  and  several  more  billions  from  the  corpora- 
tions '  We  wiU  make  the  war  self-sustaining  so  far  as  possi- 
ble, and  we  will  help  to  pay  some  of  the  tax-exempt  bonds 
about  which  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  is  talking. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr  PEPPER  Did  I  understand  the  Senator  to  indicate 
In  the  last  sUtement  he  made  that  the  total  revenue  the 
bill  would  exact  would  be  about  $15,000,000,000? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     No. 

Mr   PEPPER.    What  Is  the  revenue  to  be  exacted? 

Ii4r  CONNALLY.  I  said  that  on  the  basis  of  1938  income- 
tax  returns  the  yield  from  individual  incomes  would  be 
nearly  $8  000.000.000.  We  have  not  estimates  as  to  the  cor- 
porations because  in  1938  the  corporations  were  taxed  on 
the  basis  of  the  undistributed  dividends,  and  we  are  not 
under  that  system  now.  and  we  have  not  estimates  as  to 
the  corporations:  but  the  Senator  I  am  sure  wiU  easily  per- 
ceive that  if  we  collect  $8,000,000,000  from  individuals  there 
will  be  a  very  sizable  simi  from  corporations. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Would  excise  taxes  also  be  added? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  No;  they  would  not  be  disturbed.  We 
do  not  disturb  the  excise  taxes  in  this  bill  or  other  bills,  but 
this  merely  takes  the  place  of  individual  income  taxes  and 
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corporation  taxes.  We  thought  that  when  we  got  all  the 
corporations  and  all  the  individuals,  we  were  getUng  me 
people  who  were  more  apt  to  have  war  profits— excess  proflta. 
There  will  not  be  a  great  deal  of  return  from  the  taxes  on 
cigarettes  and  soda  water  and  moving  pictures  and  things  of 
that  kind  but  if  we  want  to  get  the  war  profits,  we  can  get 
them  in  this  bill  in  a  logical,  reasonable  way.  The  Treasury 
says  it  will  work.  Tlie  Treasury  says  it  can  administer  it. 
The  Treasury  says  it  is  not  destrucUve.  It  has  had  the 
painstaking  care  and  labor  of  the  subcommittee  for  about  6 
months,  every  day.  with  the  experts  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  TaxaUon,  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  legislative  counsel. 

If  anyone  can  synthetize  any  better  bill  than  this  let  him 
bring  it  in.  It  does  not  destroy  Incomes.  It  lets  them  live. 
It  milks  the  old  cow  right  down  to  the  point  of  exhaustion, 
but  it  does  not  quite  exhaust  her,  because  we  want  some  milk 
tomorrow.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  adopt  the  amend- 
ment in  lieu  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 

Washington.  ,      ,  ,.  ^   , 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President.  I  shaU  not  take  long,  but  I 
think  it  appropriate  to  explain  the  difference  between  the 
two  bills  in  the  form  of  amendments  now  under  discussion 
and  the  bill  which  is  now  on  the  Senate  Calendar  to  draft 
capital  in  case  of  war. 

These  amendments  will  recover  profits  resulting  from  com- 
merce and  industry,  but  during  the  World  War  some  of  the 
greatest  profits  were  made  in  the  field  of  finance.  Neither 
of  these  amendments  will  touch  the  profits  in  the  field  of 
finance.  For  instance,  if  we  adopt  one  of  them— and  I  hope 
we  will— then  the  Treasury  will  have  to  borrow  $4,000,000,000 
in  order  to  set  our  program  of  national  defense  in  motion. 
When  It  borrows  that  money  it  guarantees  exemption. 

In  the  World  War  when  we  borrowed  money,  because  of 
inflation  we  borrowed  50-cent  doUars.  Inflation  always  ac- 
companies war.  Deflation  always  foUows  war.  When  we 
paid  those  bonds  back  we  paid  them  back  with  150-cent  dol- 
lars. We  borrowed  50-cent  dollars  and  paid  back  150-cent 
dollars,  and  there  was  a  tremendous  profit  or  unearned 
increment  made  on  those  tax-exempt  bonds. 

If  we  are  to  cover  the  field  of  profiteering  in  war.  we  must 
have  a  systcrh  of  forced  loans  which  are  not  tax  exempt,  so 
that  each  person  must  buy  in  proportion  to  his  abUity.  and 
not  on  the  basis  of  pressure  of  patriotism  or  profit. 

I  wish  to  make  plain  at  this  time,  that  even  though  we 
adopt  one  of  these  amendments  we  will  not  take  all  the  profits 
out  of  war.  and  we  will  not  have  a  financing  system  that  will 
yield  money  as  we  need  it.  because  no  nation  has  ever  been 
able  to  pay  for  a  war  as  it  fights  the  war. 

Therefore  we  must  borrow  money,  and  if  we  borrow  imder 

the  old  system  of  tax  exemption,  and  Government  bonds  are 

bought  because  of  patriotism  rather  than  on  the  basis  of 

ability,  we  still  are  not  reaching  the  subject  of  profiteering. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  either  one  of  these  amendments  im- 
pose a  highier  rate  of  tax  upon  income  derived  from  war 
industries  than  upon  Income  derived  from  ordinary  indus- 
trial activities?  I  mean  is  there  any  higher  tax  upon  income 
derived  from  war  activities  than  upon  income  derived  from 
ordinary  peacetime  activities? 

Mr.  LEE.  No.  They  cannot  be  separated.  But  measures 
apply  only  upon  a  declaration  of  war.  or  war  conditions  as 
determined  by  Congress.  As  I  understand  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  ConnallyI.  It  attempU  to  leave 
a  margin  of  normal  profit.  As  I  understand  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Washington  I  Mr.  BoneI.  to  wliich  I  am 
a  signatory,  it  leaves  a  much  less  margin  of  profit. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  AsHTJRSTl.  in  his  kindness  and  wisdom,  has  requested 
that  I  read  briefly  the  concluding  paragraph  of  my  amend- 
ment, which  is  as  follows: 

Except  a«  otherwise  provided  herein,  the  provlBlon*  of  thU  act 
■hall  become  operative  and  In  full  force  and  effect  Immediately  upon 
tbe  declaiatlcn  by  Congress  that  a  state  of  war  exlsta  between  tlM 
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mited  StaUs  •nd  an»  forelfm  goTernment  and  that  the  existence  of 
Kucb  sUte  of  war  create*  grave  naUonal  emergency;  and  such  provl- 
Blons  shall  remain  In  lull  force  and  effect  for  the  duration  of  auch 
war  and  thereafter  until  the  CongrcM  ahall  declare  the  emergency 
created  by  atich  war  to  be  at  an  end. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  referred  to 
in  the  proceedings  and  In  the  conference  report.  If  any.  as 
Senate  bill  4141.    I  do  that  In  order  to  save  the  expense  of 

printing. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  advise  the 
Senator  from  Tcr.as  that  the  amendment  can  be  referred 
to  by  number  In  the  Senate  Journal  and  in  the  Congres- 
aioiiia.  REcoto,  but  if  it  goes  back  to  the  House  it  will  have 
to  go  back  as  part  of  the  House  bill. 

Mr.  CONNAIXY.  As  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so.  I  ask 
that  it  be  referred  to  as  Senate  bill  4141.  because  I  do  not 
want  to  have  it  printed  two  or  three  different  times. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senate 
that  substantially  the  same  provision  concerning  the  appli- 
cation of  Senate  bill  1885  and  its  termination  date  is  con- 
tained In  the  language  of  the  bill  or  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Connally].  That  is,  it  becomes 
operative  In  time  of  war. 

I  wish  to  make  one  final  suggestion.  I  want  Senators  to 
understand  that  Senate  bill  1885.  which  I  have  been  dis- 
cussmg.  is  not  my  work.  The  bill  originated  from  the  Senate 
Munitions  Committee  and  was  prepared  after  months  of 
careful  study  by  the  best  tax  experts  the  committee  had  at 
Its  command.  It  is  not  a  haphazard  piece  of  work  or  a  piece 
of  botch  work.  It  has  been  given.  I  think,  the  consideration 
of  the  ablest  tax  experts  that  the  Senate  committee  could 
employ  for  that  purpose. 

In  connection  with  the  bill  presented  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  CoknalltI.  if  I  shall  vote  against  it  I  want  the 
Senator  to  imderstand  that  I  am  not  objecting  to  it  except 
upon  this  basis,  that  I  think  the  tax  levels  contained  in  his 
bill  are  not  high  enough.  I  want  more  drastic  tax  levels  and, 
of  course.  I  should  like  to  see  Senate  bill  1885  adopted.  For 
that  reason,  if  I  shall  elect  to  vote  against  the  bill  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas.  I  want  him  to  know  why  I  do  so. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  the  presentations  made  by  the 
able  Senator  from  Washington  [  Mr.  Bo.vx )  and  the  able  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  (Mr.  CoicnaixtI,  in  support  of  this  legisla- 
tion leaves  room  for  nothing  more  to  be  said.  I  only  wish  to 
say  that  I  shall  fliid  it  not  at  all  to  my  liking  to  vote  against 
the  amendment  which  is  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas 
IMr.  COKNAU.YI.  but.  since  it  will  be  the  first  one  offered  and 
voted  on.  and  since  I  much  prefer  the  more  stringent  rates 
provided  in  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington.  I  shall  have  to  vote  "nay"  on  the  next  vote. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally  1 
in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Washington  I  Mr.  Boux.l 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  question  now  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Washington,  as  amended. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  jreas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  HATCH.    A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Simply  because  there  is  great  confusion 
in  the  Chamber  some  Senators  are  not  quite  sure  as  to  what 
is  beixig  voted  on.  Will  the  Chair  state  what  we  are  now  voting 
on?        ,  

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  question  now  to  be 
voted  on  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  Bom]  as  amended  by  the  Senator  from  Texas 
(Mr.  CoNN.\LLY].  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Texas 
being  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Washington.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  CHANDLER  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Davis  1. 
I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Arizooa  [Mr.  Hay- 
ucNl.  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "nay." 


Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Glass].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  [Mr.  FrazierI.  I  am  not  mformed  how  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  would  vote.  I  am  informed  that  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  would  vote  "yea,"  and  therefore 
I  am  at  liberty  to  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  (when  his  name  was  called) .  On 
this  question  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  BRmcEsl.     I  therefore  withhold  my  vote. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey  1.  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  iMr. 
Bilbo  1.  the  Senator  from  Idaho  I  Mr.  Clark  1,  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
HaydenI,  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Overton  1.  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SlatteryI,  and  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  (Mr.  Stewart  1  are  necessarily  detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vanden- 
Bnc)  has  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
SlatteryI. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  HolmanI  has  a  general 
pair  with  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  IMr.  Stewart].  II 
present,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour]  Is  absent  on 
official  duties. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Davis]  is  absent  be- 
cause of  illness  in  his  family. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibsok]  is  absent  on 
account  of  illness. 

The  result  was  armounced — yeas  51.  nays  28,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 51 


Andrews 

Downey 

LaPoIlette 

Schwarts 

Aaburst 

Ellender 

Lee 

SchweUenbach 

Bankhead 

George 

Lundecn 

Sheppard 

Bone 

Qlilette 

Mead 

Shlpstead 

Bulow 

Green 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Byrd 

Ouffey 

Minton 

Thomas.  Okia. 

Byrnes 

Harrlaon 

Murray 

Truman 

Capper 

Batch 

Neely 

Tydings 

Caraway 

.  Herring 

Norrls 

Wagner 

Chaves 

HlU 

Nye 

Walsh 

dark.  Mo. 

Holt 

Pepper 

Wheeler 

Connally 

Hughes 

Reynolds 

Wiley 

Dcnabey 

Johnaon.  Colo.       RusseU 

NAYS— 28 

Adams 

Gerry 

McKeliar 

Smathera 

Austin 

Oumey 

McNary 

Smith 

BarUey 

Hale 

Maloney 

Tart 

Brown 

King 

Ollahoney 

Tobey 

Burke 

Lodge 

Plttnian 

Townsend 

Chandler 

Lucas 

RadcUffe 

Van  Nuys 

Danaher 

McCarran 

Reed 

White 

NOT  VOTING— 17 

Bailey 

Davis 

Holman 

Thomas.  T7tah 

Barbour 

Frazler 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Vandenberg 

Ellbo 

Gibson 

Orerton 

Bridges 

Glass 

nattery 

Clark.  Idaho 

Hayden 

Stewart 

So  Mr.  Bone's  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  bill  Is  still  before  the 
Senate  and  open  to  further  amendment. 

Sever.\l   Senators.    Vote!     Vote! 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  this  afternoon,  after 
some  discussion  with  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee and  with  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Brown). 
who  is  handling  one  phase  of  the  bill  with  respect  to  which 
there  was  an  interesting  discussion  earlier  in  the  day,  counsel 
for  the  Treasury  Department,  who  was  present,  prepared 
language  which  covers  all  the  cases  mentioned  by  the  Sena- 
tors who  had  an  interest  in  the  discussion. 

Mr.  President,  the  objective  sought  to  be  achieved  is  to  re- 
move the  possibility  of  retroactive  liability  from  State  officers 
and  employees  who  were  paid  in  part  from  Federal  funds  for 
the  years  1936.  1937.  and  1938.  The  matter  has  been  fully 
canvassed.  Until  the  Supreme  Court  decision  of  1939.  these 
employees  were  not  even  considered  taxable.  In  order  to  do 
equity  In  the  case,  irrespective  of  what  the  legal  claim  may 
have  been,  and  in  order  that  these  employees  may  not  be  im- 
Justly  subjected  to  taxation.  I  offer  an  amendment  wliich  I 
•end  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 
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The  PRESIDINO  OFFIC7ER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  will  be  stated. 

The  Ckkf  Clekk.  At  the  proper  place  in  the  bill  It  is  pro- 
posed to  insert  the  following: 

Section  205  of  the  Public  Salary  Tax  Act  of  1939  Is  amended  hy 
inserting  "(a)"  after  ••205"  and  by  adding  thereto  a  new  paragraph 
to  read  as  follows: 

"(d)  The  amount  of  Income  tax  shall  be  assessed  or  collected, 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1940.  which 
Is  attributable  to  compensation  received  for  any  taxable  year  begin- 
ning prior  to  January  1,  1939.  for  personal  service  as  an  officer  or 
employee  of  any  State,  or  any  political  sulxllvislon  thereof,  or  any 
agency  or  instrumentality  of  any  of  the  foregoing.  If,  but  for  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (a),  assessment  or  collection  of  such  tax 
would  l>e  prohibited  by  the  provisions  of  this  title." 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator's 
amendment  deal  only  with  punitive  taxes,  or  is  it  along  the 
same  line  as  the  previous  amendment?  Is  it  different  from 
the  amendment  which  the  Senator  offered  earlier  in  the 
day? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Yes:  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  that  the  Treasury  counsel  has  redrafted,  in  the 
language  desired  by  the  Treasury  Department — if  an  amend- 
ment of  this  type  were  to  be  adopted — identically  the  lan- 
guage needed  to  cover  the  situation  and  to  include  all  the 
cases  mentioned,  such  as  those  mentioned  by  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas,  and  others.  Con- 
sequently, this  language  is  now  deemed  in  proper  form  by  the 
Treaiury  counsel. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  have  no  objection  to  its  going  to  con- 
ference.   

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Danaher]. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  is  open  to  further 
amendment.  If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to  be  pro- 
posed, the  question  is  on  the  engro-ssment  of  the  amend- 
ments and  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  having  been  read 
three  times,  the  question  is.  Shall  it  pass? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  BARKLEY.  and  other  Senators  called 
for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  they  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 
Mr.  ASHURST   (when  Mr.  Hayben's  name  was  called). 
My   colleague    [Mr.    Hayden]    Is   imavoidably   detained.     If 
present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  Making 
the  same  announcement  as  before,  I  am  informed  that  the 
senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass  1.  with  whom  I  am 
paired,  would  vote  "yea"  if  present.  Therefore,  I  am  at 
liberty  to  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Also.  I  am  informed  that  the  senior  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  FrazierI.  if  present,  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  LUCAS  (when  Mr.  Slattery's  name  was  called).  My 
colleague  (Mr.  SlatteryI  Is  unavoidably  detained  from  the 
Senate  because  of  Illness  in  his  family.  If  he  were  present, 
he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  McKELLAR  (when  Mr.  Stewart's  name  was  called). 
My  colleague  (Mr.  Stewart]  is  detained  on  very  necessary 
public  business.  If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 
He  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Oregon  IMr.  Holman ]. 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  (when  his  name  was  called).  On 
this  question  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  and  therefore  withhold  my 
vote. 
The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  senior  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Johnson),  the  senior  Senator  from  Michigan  (Mr.  Vandek- 
BERcl.  and  the  Junior  Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr.  Holman  J 
are  necessarily  absent.  If  present,  those  Senators  would 
vote  "yea." 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Bailey],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  LMr.  Clark],  and  the  Sen- 


ator from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass!  are  necessarily  absent.  If 
present,  they  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  My  colleague  IMr.  Overton!  Is  neces- 
sarily absent.     If  present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  following  Senators 
would  vote  "yea"  if  present: 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Barbour!,  who  is  absent 
on  official  duties; 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  FrazierI.  who  is 
necessarily  absent:  and 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Davis  1.  who  is  absent 
because  of  illness  in  his  family. 

The  result  was  announced— yeas  75.  nays  5,  as  follows: 


YEAS— 75 


Adams 

Andrews 

Ashiirst 

Bankhead 

Barkley 

Btlbo 

Bone 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burlce 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 


Austin 
Ourney 

Bailey 
Barbour 
Bridges 
Clark.  Idaho 


Donahey 

Downey 

Ellender 

George 

Oerry 

Gillette 

Green 

Guffey 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Herring 

Hill 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson,  Colo. 

King 

La  Follette 

Lee 

Lodga 


Lucas 
McCarran 
McKeliar 
McNary 

Maloney 
Mead 

Miller 

Minton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrts 

Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Pepper 

Plttman 

RadcUffe 

Reed 

Reynolds 

RusseU 


NAYS— 6 


Hale 


Lundeen 


NOT  VOTING — 16 
Davis  Hayden 

Frazler  Holman 

Gibson  Johnson,  Calif. 

Glass  Overton 


Srhwartz 

SchwellentMCh 

Sheppard 

8hip<^tead 

Smathera 

Smith 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Toljey 

Townsend 

Trunutn 

Tydings 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


Taft 


Slattery 
Stewart 
Thomas.  Utah 
Vandenl>erg 


So  the  bill  was  passed. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate  be  authorized  to  change  the  section 
numbers  and  make  changes  in  cross-references  in  the  bill, 
and  that  in  printing  the  Senate  engrossed  amendments  the 
so-called  Connally  amendment  be  printed  in  roman  type: 
also,  that  the  bill  be  printed  with  the  Senate  amendments 
numt)ered,  except  the  so-called  Connally  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  it  is  80 

ordered. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  move  that  the  Senate  insist  on  its 
amendments,  request  a  conference  with  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  OfBcer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Harreson.  Mr.  King,  Mr.  George,  Mr.  La  Fol- 
lette. and  Mr.  Capper  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  during  these  trying  days  of 
international  chaos,  we  in  America  are  grateful  that  we  are 
at  peace.  Our  economy,  however,  is  not  at  peace.  We 
shattered  the  peace  of  our  economy  the  very  day  we  decided 
that  we  needed  to  arm  for  defense,  and  Hitler's  victories 
made  this  more  necessary. 

Our  economy  is  in  a  transitional  stage — the  bill  for  our 
armaments  is  not  as  high  as  in  wartime,  but  it  is  higher 
than  it  has  ever  been  in  peacetime.  We  can  fiuitlcipate  today 
that  6  months  from  now  we  will  begin  to  find  out  how 
defense  costs  will  affect  our  standards  of  living  and'oiu: 
national  economy. 

We  know  that  the  cost  of  defense  In  a  mad.  shrinking 
world,  is  tremendous.  We  know  that  those  costs  are  largely 
an  unproductive  drain  on  the  national  economy.  We  know 
that  paying  these  costs  will  mean  sacriffces  wrung  from  us 
in  money  and  tears  and  sweat. 

It  is  well  for  us  to  be  prepared  for  these  sacrifices  now. 
It  is  well  for  us  to  realize  that  our  public  debt  on  April  18, 
Just  21  days  before  the  beginning  of  the  bUtzkrieg  in 
western  Europe,  was  $42,598,000,000.  Since  then  we  have 
whipped  up  our  obligations  to  a  record  high  of  better  than 
$45,000,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  If  we  were  to  raise  our  defense  fund  in  only 
one  State— my  own  State  of  Wisconsin— it  would  cost  everj 
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nmn.  woman,  and  child,  a^thousand  d°»'^"-,f  ^  "^^^^I^*^ 
S^t  today  in  raising  such  a  huge  fund  we  are  writing  a 
Xii  wJ  mortgage  on  our  standard  of  living.  You  may  be 
S^Sin  ^i^no^c  life  up  ahead  will  not  be  aU  "beer  and 

*TSr^  no  purpose  now  to  wrangle  over^  S'l'^siSh 
penditures.  It  serves  no  purpose  now  ^^fl^°'i^.^ 
wlumn"  found  In  incompetent  government  Tte  J^'P^ 
report  of  the  majority  and  minority  members  of  the  Hoi^ 
SSSpriatlon5  committee  on  this  score  is  ^^ry  enU^J^tentog 
raiding,  and  it  gives  us  the  Up-ofl  as  to  what  the  future 

"^^SL't^^pending  has  given  us  several  costly  lessons. 

^J^t^tlSnding  has  lowered  our  standards  of  living 
and  the  cumulative  peak  has  not  yet  been  reached. 

SewSd  Temporary  gains  made  through  Government 
spSgarf?em^ry  in  their  invigoraUng  effect,  on  our 

^^^-^l^^^^"^  lower  our  standard  of 

"ISiAh^^S  intelligent  spending  wi" /"sure  that  we 
get  our  money's  worth  and  will  lessen  the  future  economic 
SiiT  of  paying  the  bill.  That  means  that  we  cannot  pay 
"docks  and  di-akes"  with  defense  money.  r^„^^ 

FmSi.  The  maximum  borrowing  capacity  of  the  Govem- 
ment  must  be  avaUable  for  defense  financing.  Th^^^*;;* 
that  all  unnecessary  spending  in  other  branches^  of  Govern- 
ment  must  cease. 

Sixth.  We  must  stop  the  trend  away  from  a /o"^P«^>"^;^ 
enterprise  system,  or  there  will  be  no  point  In  defending  this 

^Sl  Uiis'brlngs  us  to  the  question  of  "taking  the  profits  out 
of  war  "  In  a  day  and  age  of  slogans,  this  is  a  popular 
slogan.    War  profit  is  like  sin— most  respectable  folks  are 

against  it.  ^.     . 

We  are  all  opposed  to  profiteering.  We  remember  tne 
World  War  That  war  made  some  multimillionaires  while 
other  men  fought  in  the  mud  at  $30  a  month.  \ye  remem- 
ber the  manufacturers  who  turned  out  shoddy  un^orms  and 
dud  shells  at  top  prices.  And  we  remember  that  a  few 
workers  sometimes  loitered  In  shipyards  and  munitions  plants 
at  top  wages.  After  aU.  you  do  not  have  to  wear  a  plug  hat 
to  b^  a  profiteer.  In  all  fairness,  though.  I  beUeve  it  should 
he  stated  that  the  vast  bulk  of  labor  merely  asks  for  a 

^''ll^*  President,  no  one  will  sanction  the  exploitation  of  an 
pmeraency  by  conscienceless  men.  Everyone  is  for  an  anti- 
^Tronts  bill.  That  makes  it  ^ontly  im^r^nitor^ 
to  see  that  no  other  idea  masquerades  under  that  title.  The 
distinguished  Senator  from  Washington  undoubtedly  is  sin- 
cere in  referring  to  his  bill  as  an  "antiwar  P',ofi{%^^"^- 
hut  I  believe  the  UUe  is  a  misnomer  when  appLed  to  his 
biU  This  bill  doesn't  appear  to  be  directed  at  war  profit^ 
iTdoes  not  appear  to  be  concerned  about  the  unholy  profits 
S  wS  It  is  merely  directed  at  imposing  extraord^tiary 
confiscatory  taxes  on  everyone  In  the  event  of  war  I  lent 
my  name  to  the  bill,  not  as  approval  thereof,  but  In  order 
tJhMt  this  challenging  Interest  could  be  brought   Into  the 

op^n. 
I  object  to  this  bill  for  a  number  of  reasons: 
Plrst.  It  Is  not  a  war-profits  bill  as  its  Utle  Implies. 
It  does  not  direct  Its  fire  against  profits.    It  hits  at  the 

average  day-to-day  bread-and-butter  income  of  the  average 

It  would  annihilate  the  smaU  Incomes  of  policemen,  far 
exainple.  A  poUceman  or  a  school  teacher  would  receive  no 
more^  wartime  than  in  peacetime,  and  »^,Jtf  ST^tJj  sS! 
is  smaU  enough.  His  living  expenses  would  be  blasted  sky- 
WgTHe  would  not  be  making  a  cent  of  Profit  out  of  the 
WW  m  fact  he  would  be  living  up  to  every  cent  of  his  In- 
come.   Yet.  this  bill  would  bleed  him  white  with  a  supertax. 

That  does  not  get  at  war  profits.  That  does  ^^^.f ^^^^^ 
war  profits.  It  merely  sandbags  the  general  pubUc  Into  • 
sttipor  so  Government  can  take  o?er. 


second.  Its  provisions  are  so  drastic  as  to  be  conAf^tory. 
A  n^  and  his'^e  would  have  $1,000  to  live  on  and  then  the 
tax  would  be  applied.  A  man  with  $10000  ^^^^.^^ ^^'^^^ 
A  man  with  a  $100,000  income  ^cmld  pay  $^^  0.  A  man 
with  a  million-dollar  income  would  pay  ♦9*0.210.  and.  as 
ha^been  pointed  out.  might  conceivably  pay  ""o^«  "^"^^ 
pwcent  af\er  all  his  taxes  were  added.  Meanwhile  the  c^- 
Srauon  tax  would  take  all  Income  over  6  percent.  I  object 
to  the  bill  because  it  is  confiscation. 

•Slrd.  I  object  to  the  bUl  because  I  believe  it  would  kick 
oiTeconomy  wide  open.    «  a  man  with  a  good  income  =nid- 
denly  has  to  pay  from  one-third  to  nine-tenths  of  that  income 
S^  tax^he  would  be  forced  to  default  on  his  commitments 
ule  Stiiu^ce.  and  so  forth.    This  biU  would  paralyze  our 
economy  and  drain  our  economic  bloodstream, 
^ere  are  certain  possibiliUes.  however,  of  actually  do^g 
what  this  biU  proposes  to  do;  that  is.  tax  war  profiU.    I  be- 
Jeve  wTshould  tax  war  profits,  and  that  is  why  I  signed  t^s 
bill.    I  believe  this  problem  should  be  considered  now.    we 
might  tax  war  profits  in  several  ways.  ^.  .     ,^ 

First    Preeie  the  peacetime  income  at  regular  rates— pos- 
sibly at  the  average  gross  figure  of  the  last  3  years'  income- 
tex  report-and  then  put  on  a  very  high  tax  for  Income  over 
the  peacetime  average.    This  would  put  a  ceiling  on  profits. 
Second    We  might  permit  everyone  to  make  as  much  money 
as  he  can"  and  then  levy  on  his  capital  after  the  war  is  success- 
fully concluded.  ^  .     #^.  „ 
But  whatever  we  do.  we  must  realize  that  we  are  In  for  a 
period  of  self-discipline,  self-denial,  and  self-sacrifice     De- 
fense and  the  protecUon  of  our  land  must  move  on  despit^ 
"heU  and  high-water  taxes."    The  cost  of  defense  is  great, 
but  the  need  is  greater. 

Mr  President,  in  connection  with  every  tex  program,  be- 
sides the  matters  I  have  heretofore  suggested,  it  appears  to 
me  that  we  cannot  simply  be  concerned  with  the  immediate 
present;  we  have  to  look  into  the  future.  It  Is  conceded  by 
everyone  here  that  after  this  war  crisis  is  over  America  win 
face  the  greatest  test  in  her  history.  It  has  been  said  that 
the  depression  of  1929  will  be  a  mere  rain  shower  compared 
with  the  storm  we  will  have  to  face.  Under  those  circum- 
stances. Mr.  President.  I  drop  this  suggestion:  ^     ,^  . 

I  believe  that  every  industry  that  employs  labor  shoiUd  be 
privUcged  to  create  a  special  reserve  of  at  least  5  percent  per 
year  of  its  yearly  income,  a  reserve  that  could  be  specially  set 
aside  to  aid  in  providing  for  labor  in  the  slack  years  that 

As  a  corollary  of  this  proposition.  In  view  of  the  fact  It  has 
been  ^aid  that  the  world  Ls  facing  a  period  of  famine  and 
possibly  worse,  it  would  be  weU  for  the  Government  to  take 
the  Ud  off  of  our  production  and  start  a  storage  program  of 
its  own  making  us  able  to  look  after  our  own  and  meeting 
the  responsibiUty  that  the  world  crisis  places  upon  us.  This 
kind  of  a  program  would  provide  the  Government  with  a 
means  of  stabilizing  prices;  it  would  give  the  producer  a  fair 
return  for  what  he  produces.  The  Government  could  also, 
by  this  very  method,  interfere  with  anyone  gambling  with 
the  rights  of  the  public. 

ADDITIONAL  RETOKT  OF  A  COMUlTtZX 

Mr.  MINTON.  from  the  Committee  on  IntersUtc  Com- 
merce to  which  was  referred  the  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res. 
212)  making  appUcable  to  certain  coal  deliveries  the  prices 
established  by  the  National  Bituminous  Coal  Commission, 
reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1904)  thereon. 

ADDITIONAL  BILLS  nmooucn) 

Additional  bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and, 
by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as 
follows: 

By  Mr.  KING: 

8. 4161.  A  bill  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Revenue 
Act  of  1939:  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  MEAD: 

8.4162.  A  bill  to  limit  the  power  ot  the  Home  Owners' 
Loan  Corporation  to  obtain  deficiency  Judgments  and  to 
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provide  for  local  boards  to  review  cases  in  which  the  Cor- 
poration contemplates  institution  ot  foreclosure  proceed- 
ings; to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

SECOND  DCnCIENCY  APPROPRUTIONS — AMENDIOICT 

Mr.  MEAD  submitted  an  amendment  proposing  to  appro- 
priate $2,000  under  the  office  of  Sergeant  at  Anns  and 
Doorkeeper.  Senate,  for  salary  of  messenger  at  special  gal- 
lery door,  fiscal  year  1941.  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him 
to  House  bill  10104.  the  second  deficiency  appropriation  bill, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

SXTPPLEMCNTAL    APPROPRIATIONS   FOR   THE  NATIONAL   DEFENSE 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  House  bin  10055.  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  national  defense. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  10055>  making  supplemental  appro- 
priations for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  with 
amendments.   . 

I  EXECUXni  SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  Imslness. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

KXECtrnVE  REPORTS  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 

postmasters. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill  in  the  chair).  If 
there  be  no  further  leports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state 
the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

THE  COAST  GUARD 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
in  the  Coast  Guard. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

COAST  AND  GEODETIC  SURVEY 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
in  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sxmdry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomi- 
nations of  postmasters  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

IN  THE  BCARINE   CORPS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
In  the  Marine  Corps. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

That  completes  the  Executive  Calendar. 

RECKSS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  In  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
8enate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  10  o'clock  and  30 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  imtil  tomorrow, 
Thursday,  June  20.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 


TO  BE   HYDROGRAPHIC   AND  GEODETIC    ENGINEERS     (WITH    RKLATIVI 
RANK  or  LIXTriKNANT  IN  THE  NAVY) 

Alvin  Cecil  Thorson 
Joe  Charles  Partington 

TO     BE    JUNIOR     HYDROGRAPHIC     AND     GEODETIC     ENGINEER    (WITH 
RELATIVE  RANK  OF  LIEUTENANT,  JUNIOR  GRADE,  IN  THE  NAVY) 

Herman  Carl  Applequist 
William  Francis  Deane 
Edgar  Flanay  Hicks.  Jr. 

PROMOTIONS   AND    APPOINTMENTS    IN   THE    NAVY 

MARINX   CORPS 

To  be  second  lieutenants 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  June  19 
(leoislative  day  of  May  28).  1940 
Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States 
James  Pine  to  be  a  captain. 
Arthur  E.  Larsen  to  be  a  chief  boatswain. 
Harry  F.  Bradley  to  be  a  chief  machinist 
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WUliam  M.  Gilliam 
Wade  M.  Jackson 
David  E.  Marshall 
David  Ahee 
Paul  H.  Allbrlght 
Earl  E.  Anderson 
Wendell  W.  Andrews 
Henry  Apllngton  2d 
James  O.  Appleyard 
Robert  H.  Armstrong 
Robert  M.  Ash 
John  D.  Atkins,  Jr. 
Frank  L.  Avbel 
Charles  R.  Baker 
Allen  T.  Barnum 
Edward  M.  Barrett 
Roy  J.  Batterton.  Jr. 
Kenneth  H.  Bayer 
Francis  X.  Beamer 
James  O.  Bell 

Alexander  R.  Benson 

Orville  V.  Bergren 

James  H.  Biddy 

Paul  H.  Bird 

WiUiam  M.  Bryan.  Jr. 

Earl  A.  Cash 

High  J.  Chapman 

Mason  P.  Chrcnister 

Max  B.  Cllnkinbeard 

Darrell  L.  Cool 

Walter  P.  Cornell 

Stoddard  G.  Cortelyou 

Lloyd  G.  Coutts 

Winsor  V.  Crockett.  Jr. 

Victor  J.  Croizat 

Claude  B.  Cross 

Francis  F.  Daly 

John  E.  Decher.  Jr. 

John  L  Donnell 

William  R.  Door.  Jr. 

Clifford  B.  Drake 

Walter  L.  Eddy,  Jr. 

Emil  P.  Eschenburg 

Edward  V.  Firm 

Clyde  P.  Ford 

Fred  J.  Frazer 

Ernest  C.  Fusan 

Walter  C.  Goodpasture,  Jr. 

Elbert  D.  Graves 

John  W.  Graves 

John  H.  Oustafson 

Victor  J.  Harwick 

Robert  O.  Hawkins 

Thomas  H.  Healy 

Wade  H.  Hitt 

Walter  Holomon 

John  F.  Holt 

Marshall  J.  Hooper 

Nicholas  L.  Hotti 

Kenneth  C.  Houston 

Wilson  F.  Humphreys 


Homer  G.  Hutchinson.  Jr. 
John  R.  Ivey 
Paul  T.  Johnston 
Paul  M.  Jones 
William  P.  Kaempfer 
George  B.  Kantner 
Bernard  T.  Kelly 
John  W.  Kennedy.  Jr. 
Walter  T.  Kerttula 
Karl  W.  Kolb 
Carl  V.  Larsen 
Crawford  B.  Lawtoa 
Walter  E.  Lischeid 
Will  E.  Madden 
Charles  8.  Manning 
Kenneth  E.  Martin 
Marlin  C.  Martin.  Jr. 
Phillip  B.  May 
Robert  C.  Maze 
Kermit  C.  Zieg 
William  8.  McLaughlin 
Paul  B.  McNicol 
George  G.  Megrail 

Robert  F.  Meldrum 

Robert  A.  Merchant.  Jr. 

Ross  S.  Mickey 

Hector  R.  Migneault 

Harry  T.  Milne 

Richard  I.  Muss  x 

Franklin  B.  Nihart 

Arba  L  Norton 

Thomas  J.  O'Connor 

Robert  J.  Oddy 

JelT  P.  Overstreet 

Edward  L.  Peoples 

Tillman  N.  Peters 

Ralph  L.  Pipes 

Jonas  M.  Piatt 

Daniel  8.  Pregnall 

Baptiste  D.  Pronovoet 

John  A.  Ptak 

Robert  T.  Raby 

Earle  K.  Radord,  Jr. 

James  D.  Ramsey 

Howard  J.  Rice 

Hulon  H.  Rlche 

Wallace  H.  Robinson,  Jr. 

Leyton  M.  Rogers 

Albert  H.  Schierman 

Donald  M.  Schmuck 

Frederick  A.  Seimears 

Robert  D.  Shaffer 

Allan  L.  Shepard 

Carleton  E.  Simensen 

Frederic  R.  Smith 

Robert  E.  Snider 

Francis  T.  Snyder 

Raymond  O.  Sommers 

William  H.  Souder,  Jr. 

Edward  M.  Staab.  Jr. 

Elmer  E.  Sutphln  3d 
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Robert  T.  Sweeney 
Robert  Y.  Btratton 
Robert  D.  Taplett 
Harry  W.  Taylor 
Eugene  N.  Thompson 
Robert  J.  Trulaske 
Walton  L.  Turner 
Clarence  E.  Van  Ray 
Charles  E.  Warren 


George  P.  Waters,  Jr. 
John  A.  White 
EUlott  Wilson 
John  Winterholler 

Herbert  P.  Woodbury 
Alexander  M.  Worth,  Jr. 
Richard  W.  Wyczawskl 
Howard  A.  York 


Postmasters 

KrNTTJCKY 

Henry  Roe  Thompson  Kinnaird,  Edmonton. 
Raymond  E.  Doyle.  Park  City. 

LOmSIANA 

Henry  H.  Sample.  Lecompte. 

NSBRASKA 

- —  James  A.  Gunn.  Ponca. 

Robert  Harold  OTCane.  Wood  River. 

\  KXVAOA 

'    Isaac  L.  Stone.  McGlU. 
Effle  M.  Perry.  Yerington. 

NORTH    CAROLIMA 

John  O.Kennedy.  Beulaville. 
Robert  A.  Watson,  Sr..  Jonesbora 
Parley  Potter.  Magnolia. 
Robert  L.  Mattocks.  Maysvllle. 
Karl  M.  Cook.  Mount  Pleasant. 
Lacy  P.  Clark.  Raeford. 
James  B.  Hayes,  Rocky  Point. 
Murphy  Lee  Carr.  Rosehill. 
Luclle  L.  White,  Salcmburg. 
Roger  Mills  Laughrldge.  Shelby. 
Harry  E.  Smith.  Vanceboro. 

OHIO 

Earl  C.  Stiwald.  Amherst. 
Robert  B.  Maddock.  College  Comer. 
Howard  C  Whitmire.  Delta. 
Ludwig  Ries.  Jr..  Dennison. 
Terrence  B.  King.  Deshler. 
Paul  E.  Harbaugh.  Kings  Mills. 
Allen  E.  Owens.  Kinsman. 
Homer  P.  Galloway,  Lore  City. 
Elmyra  L.  Griswold.  Macedonia. 
Frederick  H.  Kramer.  Millersport. 
Marguerite  E.  Martin.  Monroeville. 
Fred  E.  Surgen,  Murray  City. 
Alvie  P.  Jones.  North  Jackson. 
Ansel  C.  Bidlack.  Oakwood. 
John  H.  H.  Welsch.  Port  Washington, 
Glenn  D.  Keeney.  Rock  Creek. 
Chester  A.  Hosteller.  Strasburg. 
Samuel  A.  Smith.  Sugarcreek. 
John  E.  Reichard.  WUlshire. 

SOtrrR  DAKOTA 

Edward  Lee  McMahon.  Beresford. 
James  T.  Homme.  Bison. 
Theodore  G.  Welland.  Bridgewater. 
Herbert  C.  Hagen.  Britton. 
Loyal  H.  McKnight,  Bruce. 
Charles  Gordon  Flnley,  Bryant. 
Winfleld  C.  Clark.  Car.lstota. 
Violet  Ellefson.  Castlewood. 
Ralph  L.  Chambers.  Clear  Lake. 
John  R.  Knapp.  Colome. 
Helen  M.  Himebaugh.  Custer. 
Alva  I.  Addy.  Dallas. 
Holiis  M.  Hill.  De  Smet. 
..       Thomas  H.  Ryan,  Elk  Point. 
Joseph  A.  Conlon.  Paulkton. 
Ernest  P.  Heuer.  Florence. 
Albert  A.  Schmidt.  Freeman. 
Clyde  V.  Hill.  Hlghmore. 
Sebastian  A.  Archer.  Lake  Preston. 


John  T.  Schneider.  Lebanon. 
Fred  J.  Hepperle,  Leola. 
Sylvester  C.  Eisenman.  Marty. 
Michael  P.  Garvey.  Milbank. 
Charles  P.  Corcoran.  Miller. 
Michael  P.  McGrath.  Morristown. 
Arthur  A.  Kluckman.  Mound  City. 
John  Loesch.  Oldham. 
Olga  R.  Otis.  Pierpont. 
Harry  F.  Evers.  Pukwana. 
Harvey  J.  Seim.  Revillo. 
Albert  H.  Pogel.  Rosholt. 
Leroy  P.  Lemert,  Spencer. 
Agnes  Parker,  Timber  Lake. 
William  A.  Bauman,  Vermillion. 
Rose  Cole  Hoyer.  Wagner. 
Clarence  J.  LaBarge,  Wakonda. 
Leo  F.  Craney.  Watertown. 
Marion  Peterson.  Waubay. 
Prank  D.  Pitch.  Wessington. 
Frank  B.  Kanleder.  White  Rock. 
Edd  A,  Sinkler,  Wood. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  June  19,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon,  and  was  called  to  order 

by  the  Speaker.  r^      -    ^ 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery.  D.  D.,  oHerea 

the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  who  dwellest  in  the  beauty  and  glory  of  in- 
finite hoiiness,  we  draw  nigh  to  Thee  as  our  merciful.  Heav- 
enly Father.    So  regard  us  that  our  minds  shaU  be  awake  to 
strong  and  impelling  desire  for  righteousness  and  peace.    O 
Lord  God.  there  is  a  shudder  In  the  world,  which  makes  it 
quiver  to  its  foundation.    Countless  numbers  of  mankind  are 
being  bound  by  the  chains  of  stalking,  petrified  hearts  of  con- 
quest as  they  face  the  vast,  all-engulflng  ab3rss  of  terror. 
Stay  Thou  the  foaming  teeth  of  war  with  death  in  their  Jaws 
as  they  blaspheme  the  name  of  God  and  defame  the  souls  of 
men.    O  loving  Father,  have  mercy,  have  mercy  as  the  mul- 
titudes of  the  crippled,  the  sightless,  and  the  fatherless  are 
driven  before  the  wild  flames  of  murder  to  their  unknown 
graves.    We  pray  Thee  to  strengthen  our  mighty  hopes  that 
make  us  Thy  children;  direct  our  country  in  every  good  work 
and  bless  all  our  institutions  which  mark  the  aspirations  of  a 
free  people;  pity  us  in  our  weaknesses;  restrain  us  in  our 
tendencies;  be  at  our  side  when  the  way  is  unsafe.    In  the 
name  of  Christ  Jestis  our  Lord.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MZSSAGB  FROM  THE  SRf  ATI 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier,  Its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  8668)  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941.  for  civil  functions  admin- 
istered by  the  War  Department,  and  fof  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to 
the  amendments  of  the  House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the 
following  title: 

S.  2059.  An  act  authorizing  a  grant  to  the  city  of  Fargo. 
N.  Dak.,  of  an  easement  in  connection  with  the  construction 
of  water  and  sewer  systems. 

THl  HONORABI.B  EDWARD  T.  TAYIOR.  OF  COLORADO 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  briefly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Ludlow]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEIAKER.  The  Chair  thinks  It  is  proper  to  say  that 
tmder  the  circumstances  presented  this  morning  by  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  and  others,  by  agreement  of  the 
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majority  and  minority  leaders,  it  might  be  proper  to  waive 
the  l-mlnute  rule  for  the  time  being. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  fourscore  and  two  years  ago 
there  was  bom  In  the  State  of  Illinois  a  man  who  is  hon- 
ored and  loved  by  every  Member  of  this  House.  Represen- 
tative Edward  T.  Taylor,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  is  passing  his  eighty-second  milestone  today 
I  applause!  with  his  head  erect  and  his  heart  warm  with  love 
for  his  country,  which  he  has  served  with  a  full  measure  of 
devotion  over  a  period  of  nearly  60  years.     [Applause.! 

It  is  not  my  purpose  on  this  occasion  to  present  a  minute 
biographical  recital  of  the  distinguished  career  and  notable 
achieN-ements  of  our  friend — everybody's  friend — from  Colo- 
rado.   To  essay  that  task  and  do  justice  to  it  would  require 
a  long  time  Instead  of  a  brief  minute  or  two.    He  has  the 
perfectly  amazing  record  of  having  run  for  public  ofBce  21 
times,  of  having  had  no  opposition  for  the  nomination  any 
time  he  ran.  and  of  being  elected  every  time  he  ran.     [Ap- 
plause. 1     Out  In  the   rugged  frontier  country  his  sterUng 
qualities,  even  In  his  youth,  created  a  demand  for  his  serv- 
ices as  adviser,  arolter,  and  administrator,  so  that  public 
office  came  to  him  naturally,  and  it  has  remained  with  him 
continuously.     As   principal   of   schools,   superintendent   of 
schools,  deputy  district  attorney,  district  attorney,  and  State 
senator  for  12  years  his  name  was  a  household  word  through- 
out the  West  long  l)efore  he  was  elected  to  Congress  in  1909. 
He  had  reached   the  half-century  turn  when  he  came  to 
Washington.    No  other  person  in  the  history  of  the  Re- 
public has  had  such  an  extended  congressional  career  after 
reaching  the  age  of  50.     During  more  than  three  decades  of 
congressional    service   Mr.   Taylor's   practical   wisdom   has 
been  a  national  asset,  which  is  reflected  in  many  of  the  laws 
now  on  the  statute  books.    Of  the  8,300  Members  of  the 
House  since  the  first  session  of  the  First  Congress,  only  6 
others  have  been  elected  16  successive  times:  Bingham  and 
Butler,  of  Pennsylvania;  Gillette,  of  Massachusetts;  Pou.  of 
North  Carolina:  Haugen.  of  Iowa;  and  Sabath.  of  Illinois, 
all  of  whom  entered  Congress  much  younger  than  Mr.  Tay- 
LOB.     Our   friend   has   served   in   Congress   under   6   Presi- 
dents and  8  Speakers,  and  one  would  Judge  from  his  vigor 
and  enthusiasm  that  his  career  is  just  beginning.      (Ap- 
plause. I     The  universal  confidence  which  people  have  In  his 
honesty,   ability,   and   fairness   has   been    demonstrated   by 
almost  innumerable  calls  to  him  to  preside  over  conven- 
tions, groups,  and  assemblages  of  various  kinds  and  descrip- 
tions, and  he  has  a  remarkable  collection  of  gavels,  80  In 
number,  that  have  been  presented  to  him  from  time  to  time 
in  token  of  apprectaUon  of  his  services  and  the  righteous- 
ness of  his  decisions  as  a  presiding  officer.    These  instru- 
ments, designed  for  peace  and  order,  have  come  from  all 
over  the  country  and  indicate  a  wde  range  of  fancy  in  the 
selection  of  materials,  from  bone  to  wood  and  metal,  and 
from  featherweight  to  a  heaviness  that  would  put  a  strain 
on  the  muscles  of  a  prize  fighter. 

Those  of  us  who  sit  by  Mr.  Taylor's  side  day  by  day  on 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  know  that  his  Is  a  face 
that  cloaks  no  disiimulaUon.  I  never  knew  a  man  who 
coUid  say  "No"  with  more  emphasis.  He  hates  sham  and 
fraud  and  is  merciless  in  tearing  away  the  mask  of  deceit. 
But  with  his  stem  adherence  to  principles  of  honesty  and 
right  dealing  he  has  a  heart  of  gold  that  beats  in  rhythm 
with  the  heartbeats  of  130.000,000  people,  and  I  guess  that  is 
one  of  the  reasons  why  we  all  love  him.  I  know  that  I  speak 
the  sentiments  of  all  of  the  members  of  our  committee  and 
all  of  the  Members  of  the  House,  and  of  millions  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  when  I  wish  him  many,  naany 
happy  returns  of  this  day.  (Applause,  the  Members  rising.  1 
Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEJ^KER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Lewis  1? 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  looked  for- 
ward to  calling  briefiy  to  the  attention  of  the  House  today 
the  fact  that  our  beloved  colleague,  the  dean  of  the  Colorado 
delegation  IMr.  Taylor  1.  was  82  years  young  this  morning. 
But,  without  my  knowing  of  It  in  advance,  our  good  friend 


the  gentleman  from  Indiana  TMr.  LudlowI  has  just  now  ex- 
pressed far  better  than  could  I  his  affection  and  esteem  for 
Mr.  Taylor,  which  I  believe  is  shared  by  every  Member  of  the 
House. 

There  is  an  Interestii^  coincidence  in  age  between  the 
city  of  Denver,  which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  and 
Mr.  Taylor. 

Edward  Thomas  Taylor  was  born  near  Metamora.  Wood- 
ford County,  m.,  June  19,  1858. 

In  the  summer  or  autumn  of  1858.  the  Russell  brothers 
who  had  gained  experience  In  placer  mining  In  California, 
led  a  party  of  Georgians  to  Cherry  Crert.  the  confluence  of 
which  with  the  South  Platte  River  is  now  In  the  heart  of 
Denver.  They  found  "colors"  of  gold  all  along  Cherry  Creek 
and  along  other  streams  tributary  to  the  South  Platte.  The 
party  remained  throughout  that  fall  and  winter  In  what  was 
then  vaguely  known  as  "the  Pikes  Peak  region."  although 
Pikes  Peak  rises  75  miles  to  the  south  of  where  Cherry  Creek 
flows  into  the  South  Platte.  The  Russell  party.  Joined  by 
others,  continued  their  prospecting  up  other  tributaries  of 
the  South  Platte  and  the  following  spring  found  lode  de- 
posits of  gold  in  place.  These  discoveries  started  the  "Pikes 
Peak  or  bust"  gold  rush  of  1859,  in  which  many  were 
"busted"  but  which  resulted  in  the  permanent  settlement  of 
Denver  and  of  Colorado. 

Denver,  named  after  James  W.  Denver,  the  Governor  of  the 
Territory  of  Kansas — which  then  Included  one-third  of  what 
is  now  Colorado — was  commenced  in  October  1858,  4  months 
after  Edward  T.  Taylor  was  born  In  Illinois. 

So  it  happens  that  the  city  of  Denver,  with  Its  318,000 
people  within  its  corporate  limits,  and  about  forty  or  fifty 
thousand  in  its  immediately  contiguous  suburbs,  is  only  about 
i   4  months  younger  than  Mr.  Taylor. 

During  Mr.  Taylors  first  three  terms  in  the  House — Slxty- 
;  first  to  Sixty-third  Congresses,  1909  to  1915 — he  was  the 
I  Congressman  at  large  from  Colorado  and,  as  such,  was  a 
Representative  of  the  city  of  Denver  as  well  as  of  all  other 
parts  of  our  State.  He  has  always  been  a  great  influential 
friend  of  Denver  as  well  as  of  Colorado  and  the  entire  West, 
and  we  all  appreciate  him  and  love  him. 

I  am  sure  I  can  speak  for  all  the  people  of  r>cnver  when 
I  say  that  we  are  very  proud,  not  only  of  our  splendid  city, 
young  in  spirit,  but  also  in  the  outstanding  Representative, 
also  young  in  spirit,  who  has  so  ably  represented  in  this 
House,  Denver,  Colo.,  the  West  and,  in  fact,  the  entire 
Nation,  during  more  than  31  years.     [Applause.  1 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Murdock]? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot  refrain 
from  saying  juiit  a  word  or  two  in  the  way  of  tribute  to  my 
distinguished  friend  the  gentleman  from  Colorado.  e:dward  T. 
Taylor,  that  sterling  statesman  from  the  western  slope  of  the 
Rockies  on  this  his  eighty-second  anniversary,    it  is  not  rare 
in  this  day  and  age  for  youth  to  render  distinguished  service: 
for  men  In  middle  life  it  is  expected;  but  when  one  can  boast 
of  a  half  century  of  distinguished  service  to  his  State  and 
country  it  is  an  adornment  that  attaches  to  very  few.  and  espe- 
cially when  that  service  is  still  being  carried  on  in  the  vigorous 
style  so  typical  of  the  gentleman  from  Colorado,  Ed  Taylor. 
Years  seem  only  kind  to  him.    Notwithstanding  their  toad. 
they  have  In  no  way  impaired  his  dignity  or  bearing:   his 
genial  disposition  and  charming  personality  have  only  been 
mellowed  by  their  nimiber.    To  the  love  of  and  the  high 
esteem  in  which  he  Is  held  by  his  colleagues  each  year  of  his 
long  and  distinguished  service  in  this  body  has  added  greatly. 
To  me  he  permanently  endeared  himself  when  as  a  new  Mem- 
ber in  March  1933  I  came  to  him  for  advice  and  counsel.    His 
response  was  so  warm  and  cordial,  so  encouraging,  that  I  felt 
here  is  a  genuine  friend,  one  to  whom  I  can  tie  and  always 
depend  on  for  advice.    I  have  sought  him  out  often  since  that 
time  nearly.  8  years  ago,  when  troubled  with  legislative  prob- 
lems and  when  in  need  of  help.    He  has  never  failed  to  be 
cooperative  and  helpful. 


Clyde  V.  Hill.  Hlghmore. 
SebastiaQ  A.  Archer,  Lake  Preston. 
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In  1935.  5  years  ago  today,  the  distinguished  lady  from 
Arizona.  Mrs.  Isabella  Oreenway.  a  former  Member  of  this 
body,  was  enterUlning  a  few  Members  from  the  West  In 
honor  of  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Colorado.  We  all 
had  our  glasses  poised  ready  to  drink  one  to  the  health  of  the 
distinguished  guest  of  honor  when  our  hostess  pointed  to  me 
and  commanded  a  toast  to  Ed.  Almost  spontaneously  I 
responded,  and  with  your  leave  I  will  now  repeat  the  toast  I 
proposed  on  that  occasion: 

Here"!  to  Kd  TATLom.  a  real  son  of  the  West. 
As  »  Member  of  Congress,  he's  right  at  his  best: 
To  bis  country  he's  gtyen  the  best  that  he's  had. 
And  to  new  western  Memlxrs  he's  been  a  real  dad. 

I  am  sure  all  my  colleagues  from  the  West  joined  on  that 
occasion  in  my  toast  and  join  me  today  in  wishing  Ed  many 
happy  returns  of  the  day. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  IMr.  E>irksen1? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  our  l>eloved  colleague.  Ed- 
ward T.  Taylor,  was  bom  in  Woodford  County.  111.,  which  is 
in  the  district  oX  Congressman  Arends  and  adjoins  my  own 
district. 

It  is  rather  Interesting  to  reflect  for  a  moment  on  the  fact 
that  he  was  bom  in  1858.  which  was  2  years  before  the  Repub- 
licans nominated  Abraham  Lincoln  in  the  great  wigwam  con- 
vention in  Chicago.  In  a  way  I  am  a  little  surprised  that  Mr. 
Taylor  did  not  turn  out  to  be  a  Republican  rather  than  a 
Democrat. 

It  Is  interesting  to  reflect  also  in  the  light  of  the  observance 
wc  had  here  in  March  1939  when  we  observed  the  one  hun- 
dred and  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  launching-  of  this  Gov- 
ernment imder  the  Constitution  that  if  you  took  two  lifetimes 
the  equivalent  of  our  great  colleague,  it  would  more  than  span 
the  life  of  the  Republic.  He  prot>ably  remembers  from  read- 
ing the  front  pages  of  the  newspapers  in  those  contemporary 
periods  of  the  surrender  of  the  sword  at  Appomattox,  and 
building  of  the  Brooklyn  Bridg^.  He  no  doubt  recalls  the  mas*- 
sacre  of  the  forces  of  General  Custer  on  the  Little  Big  Horn, 
a  subject  on  which  our  friend,  Mr.  Bttroick.  is  an  authority. 
His  lifetime  comes  down  through  Presidents  Garfield.  Arthur. 
Cleveland.  Roosevelt.  Wilson.  Taft.  Harding.  Coolidge.  and  all 
the  rest,  and  it  stimulates  one  to  think  some  of  the  philosophy 
of  Lin  Yuteng.  the  Chinese  philosopher,  who  spoke  of  families 
and  df  nations  as  a  sort  of  endless  stream  of  life.  Mr.  Taylor 
has  lived  so  long  and  so  intimately  with  so  much  of  the  his- 
toric and  epochal  events  which  constitute  the  pattern  uf  our 
Republic's  history  that  he  can  be  truly  regarded  as  an  in- 
tegral part  of  the  endless  lifestream  of  the  Nation.  I  like 
to  think  of  Mr.  Taylor  as  a  Member  of  this  body  making  a 
great  contribution  to  the  welfare  of  the  Republic,  moving  on 
and  on  and  on  down  the  corridor  of  time  as  an  integral  part 
of  the  history  of  this  country.  What  a  pleasure  it  is,  there- 
fore, to  serve  with  him. 

Mr.  Taylor.  I  think  I  speak  for  the  good  folks  out  in  central 
Illmois^hen  I  do  honor  to  you  today,  coming  as  you  have  from 
Woodford  County  before  you  went  to  Colorado.  You  will  re- 
call that  in  Metamora.  the  county  seat  of  Woodford  County, 
there  stands  today  a  memorial  courthouse  where  Lincoln  prac- 
ticed law  and  where  he  made  speeches.  You  come  from  a  very 
historid  and  celebrated  spot.  So.  in  the  name  of  the  good 
people  in  that  area  of  Illinois,  all  power,  all  honor,  lon^  life, 
and  contentment  to  you.    (Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER  The  Chair  recognises  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  I  Mr.  SabathI. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  served  here  with  our 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  IMr.  Taylor]  longer 
than  any  other  Member;  and  during  that  time  I  frequently 
have  saJd  that  it  has  been  a  real  pleasure  to  serve  with  a 
great  variety  of  Members,  but  I  want  to  emphasize  as 
strongly  as  I  can  that  I  have  never  served  with  a  finer, 
nobler  soul  than  the  gentleman  from  Colorado.  Ed  Ta'ylor. 
It  is  indeed  gratifying  that  he  is  still  with  us,  with  sustaining 


virility  and  a  superabundance  of  useful  and  beneficial  knowl- 
edge, constantly  being  exercised,  excelled  by  none  and 
equaled  by  tew. 

The  gentleman  from  Colorado  FMr.  Taylor!  is  today 
observing  his  eighty-second  anniversary,  and  I  am  sure  this 
evening  will  be  enjoyed  by  him  with  his  gracious  and  af- 
fectionate spouse.  He  was  fortunate  in  the  beginning.  In 
that  he  was  bom  in  my  own  State  of  Illinois. 

My  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  (Mr.  DirxsenI 
has  said  he  is  surprised  that  the  gentleman  from  Colorado 
(Mr.  Taylor],  having  been  born  in  Illinois,  is  not  a  Repub- 
lican. I  am,  however,  not  surprised.  The  gentleman  from 
Colorado.  Ed  Taylor,  always  has  had  a  great  deal  of  com- 
mon sense  and  has  always  desired  to  serve  the  country  to 
the  utmost  of  his  ability,  and  therefore  he  became  and  has 
ever  remained  a  Democrat.     (Laughter  and  applause] 

I  need  not  tell  the  membership  of  the  House,  especially 
the  older  Members,  that  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  (Mr. 
Taylor]  is  the  author  of  more  sound  and  progressive  legis- 
lation affecting  the  western  part  of  the  United  States,  with 
special  reference  to  mining,  public  lands,  public  parks,  irri- 
gation, and  water  rights,  than  any  other  Memlier  of  Con- 
gress, past  or  present.  Even  to  this  good  day  he,  the 
chairman  of  the  powerful  Committee  on  Appropriations,  is 
chairman  of  the  appropriations  subcommittee  having  to  do 
with  the  Interior  Department. 

Mr.  Taylor's  long  line  of  worthy  and  important  achieve- 
ments in  this  body  is,  aside  from  his  personal  charm,  his 
greatest  assurance  of  grateful  remembrance. 

He  is  not  known  as  one  who  has  amassed  much  money, 
because  he  has  spent  most  of  his  busy  life  in  the  public  service. 

Educator,  lawyer,  district  attorney.  State  senator,  and, 
lastly,  16  times  elected  a  Member  of  this  body,  our  friend  has 
led  a  very  busy  and  useful  life.  It  Is  worthy  of  note  that 
only  4  Memk>ers  within  the  life  of  the  American  Congress 
have  served  continuously  longer  than  the  gentleman  from 
Colorado  (Mr.  Taylor].  Think  of  such  a  singular  testimonial 
and  honor. 

Credit  for  our  friend  still  being  here,  to  carry  on  with  char- 
acteristic zeal  and  enthusiasm  his  onerous  and  Important 
duties,  is  not  entirely  his.  I  have  the  pleasure,  the  honor, 
and  the  distinction  of  knowing  personally  the  good  one  who 
quite  largely  makes  it  possible  for  him  to  still  be  with  us.  I 
do  not  know  any  more  affectionate  and  agreeable  couple  that 
has  set  a  better  example  for  happy  and  contented  American 
life  than  the  gentleman  from  Colorado.  Ed  Taylor,  and  his 
beloved  wife,  who  is  one  of  the  most  charming  women  it  ever 
has  been  my  fortune  to  meet.  (Applause.!  Many  years  ago, 
when  the  tempo  of  American  life  was  calmer,  we  lived  at  the 
same  hotel.  Mrs.  Taylor,  as  general  manager  of  the  Taylor 
household,  is  entitled  to  very  considerable  credit  for'  the 
blessed  fact  that  we  have  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Taylor]  with  us. 

Ed,  knowing  you  so  well,  and  valuing  your  character  so 
highly,  I  know  that  the  entire  membership  of  the  House,  irre- 
spective of  political  aCaiiations.  joins  me  in  the  confident  hope 
that  we  may  continue  to  have  your  wise  counsel  and  pleasing 
personality  for  many,  many  years. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  IMr.  Douchton]. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  listened  with  deep 
Interest  and  genuine  appreciation  to  the  very  high  tributes 
that  have  been  paid  to  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  IMr, 
Taylor]  by  those  who  have  preceded  me.  The  gentleman 
from  Colorado  (Mr.  Taylor)  preceded  me  in  entering  upon 
service  in  this  House  by  2  years.  The  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  SabathI,  who  has  just  preceded  me  on  this  floor, 
had  been  here  4  years,  or  two  terms,  when  I  came  here. 
While  they  both  preceded  me  in  their  service,  which  has  been 
long  and  distinguished,  I  trust  that  I  may  precede  them  in 
retirement  from  this  body  by  at  least  20  years.  I  sincerely 
trust  that  the  gentleman  from  Colorado.  Ed  Taylor,  may 
have  many,  many  years  of  useful  service  yet  in  this  body, 
in  which  he  has  served  so  faithfully  and  with  such  outstand- 
ing distinction  not  only  to  his  district  but  to  his  State  and 
to  the  Nation. 


m 


But,  without  my  knowing  of  It  in  advance,  our  good  friend      cooperative  and  helpful. 
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I  am  sure  I  voice  the  feelings  of  every  Member  of  this 
House  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  when  I  say  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Colorado,  Ed  Taylor,  possesses  to  the  highest 
degree  the  respect,  the  admiration,  and  the  genuine  affec- 
tion of  every  Member  of  this  body.  I  sincerely  trust  that 
he  will  have  many  more  years  of  useful  service  here  and 
may  remain  as  virile  and  alert  in  both  mind  and  body  as  he 
is  today.  I  know  that  those  who  have  served  with  him  fully 
appreciate  his  high  character,  his  genuine  ability,  his  pa- 
triotism, and  his  almost  unequalled  ser\'ice  in  this  body. 
[  Applause.  1 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  It  a  high 
honor  to  be  permitted  to  join  several  other  colleagues  in  pay- 
ing tribute,  on  this,  his  birthday  anniversary,  to  our  distin- 
guished chairman,  the  gentleman  from  Colorado.  Hon.  Ed 
TAY1.0R.  To  those  of  us  who  have  been  so  closely  associated 
with  him  for  the  past  several  years  In  our  labors  together  on 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  it  is  difQcult  to  believe  that 
our  beloved  chairman  has  today  reached  the  ripe  age  of  82 
years.  To  those  of  us  who  WOTk  with  him  and  know  of  his 
indefatigable  energy,  his  extraordinary  pluck,  his  quick  wit. 
and  keen  mind  he  Is  everything  but  an  old  man.  The  fact 
is,  any  of  the  much  younger  Members  who  should  try  to  fol- 
low him  during  a  day's  work  would  be  forced  to  the  conclusion 
that  he  is  getting  younger  and  a  lot  spryer  as  the  days  go  by. 
[Applause.] 

It  might  be  surprising  to  those  who  are  not  Members  of 
this  body  that  the  40  members  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee almost  invariably  refer  to  our  devoted  chairman  af- 
fectionately as  Ed.  and  he  calls  each  of  Uo  by  our  given 
names.  This  is  true  not  only  of  members  of  our  committee, 
but  many  Members  of  both  Houses  of  Congress  speak  of  oiu: 
chairman  only  as  Ed. 

As  chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  he  does  not 
use  any  high-powered  or  slave-driving  tactics.  Ed  Taylor 
not  only  takes  his  services  in  Congress  seriously  but  he  also 
takes  the  Members  Into  his  confidence,  talks  to  them  frankly 
and  openly  concerning  the  various  problems  facing  the  Na- 
tion. Not  only  is  it  true  that  he  does  not  attempt  to  drive 
members  of  his  committee,  but  he  respects  the  views  of  all 
members  as  well  as  others,  but  takes  orders  from  no  one. 

Chairman  Taylor  also  enjoys  the  distinction  of  having 
served  some  32  successive  years  In  Congress.  It  is  a  compli- 
ment to  him  that  the  good  people  of  Colorado  appreciate 
him  and  his  invaluable  services  so  much  that  he  has  never 
had  opposition  in  the  primaries,  and  those  who  have  op- 
posed him  in  the  general  elections  during  those  32  years 
have  never  been  able  to  get  to  first  base.     (Applause.] 

Ed  Taylor  has  long  been,  and  Is  now.  a  distinct  credit  to 
his  own  State  of  Colorado,  and  his  long  public  record  of 
useful  service  has  been  a  blessing  to  the  Nation.  The  public 
measures  sponsored,  as  well  as  the  many  kindly  deeds  of  this 
quiet,  unassuming  gentleman,  whose  birthday  anniversary 
we  piause  here  in  our  delil)erations  to  celebrate,  will  live  on 
and  on  for  many  years  with  undiminished  power. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the  Nation  need 
more  men  who  have  the  high  sense  of  duty,  moral  courage, 
and  intellectual  honesty  of  this  statesman  and  Christian  gen- 
tleman from  Colorado,  Edward  T.  Taylor. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Colorado  (Mr.  Taylor  1. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker  and  my  colleagues  in  the 
House.  I  doubt  If  any  of  you  younger  people  can  fully  realize 
my  genuine  appreciation  of  your  most  cordial  greeting.  I 
feel  profoundly  grateful  for  yotu:  most  kind  and  generous 
expressions  of  good  will  and  congratulations.  It  is  really 
an  inspiration  to  me  to  receive  such  a  friendly  recognition 
on  my  eighty-second  birthday,  and  I  thank  all  d  you  from 
the  bottom  of  my  heart. 

I  have  heard  it  said  that  some  people  are  young  and 
unfortunately  are  not  youthful,  while  others  happily  are  old 
and  are  not  aged.  I  have  always  hoped  that  I  would 
remain  in  this  latter  class  during  recent  years  and  for  what- 
efcr  time  may  still  be  allotted  to  me. 

On  this  memorable  occasion  I  am.  I  guess,  nattirally  In  a 
reminiscent  frame  of  mind.    I  think  back  today  to  when  I 


first  came  to  Congress  on  March  4.  1909.  the  day  President 
Theodore  Roosevelt  retired  and  President  Taft  wa« 
inaugurated. 

At  that  time  Uncle  Joe  Cannon  was  Speaker  of  the  House. 
He  and  James  Tawney.  of  Minnesota,  the  chairman  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  and  Walter  I.  Smith,  of  Council 
Bluffs.  Iowa,  constituted  kind  of  a  steering  committee  that 
practicaUy  handled  the  whole  show.  They  certainly  were 
boss  of  the  situation.  They  appointed  all  the  Members  to 
aU  the  committees.  They  did  not  permit  the  Democrats  to 
say  anything  about  it.  They  put  us  wherever  they  pleased. 
It  was  a  common  saying  that  if  Uncle  Joe  took  any  special 
dislike  to  any  Etemocrat  he  would  put  him  on  the  Committee 
on  the  DisposiUon  of  Useless  Executive  Papers. 

I  was  told  the  only  way  I  could  get  on  a  committee  was  to 
go  and  see  Uncle  Joe.  which  I  did.  I  was  not  permitted  to 
see  him  for  2  or  3  days,  but  I  finally  got  into  his  office.  I 
remember  it  very  vividly.  He  was  reading  a  newspaper.  I 
spoke  to  him  and  told  him  my  name  and  that  I  had  been 
elected  Congressman  at  Large  from  the  State  of  Colorado, 
and  that  I  would  like  to  have  him  appoint  me  as  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  the  PubUc  Lands.  He  glanced  at  me. 
then  went  on  reading  his  paper.  I  told  him  briefiy  that  I 
thought  I  could  be  of  more  service  to  my  constituents  and 
to  the  House  on  that  committee  than  any  other,  and  asked 
him  if  it  would  be  agreeable  to  him  to  make  that  assignment. 
He  turned  and  locked  at  me  and  said,  "Where  did  you  say 
you  came  from?"  I  told  him  from  Colorado.  He  said,  "I 
won't  let  you  go  on  that  committee.  You  western  fellows 
would  steal  everything  the  Government  has  out  there  for 
your  States,  or  something  or  other,  and  you  cannot  go  on 
that  committee."  He  continued  reading  his  paper  and  I 
went  out.  I  felt  very  much  disappointed  and  dejected.  I 
asked  a  number  of  the  boys  what  I  could  do  about  it.  and 
they  said  I  could  not  do  anything,  because  Uncle  Joe  Cannon 
and  Tawney  and  Smith  were  the  boss  of  the  whole  show. 

I  did  as  I  usually  do,  and  spoke  to  my  wUe  about  it.  She 
asked  if  Walter  Smith  came  from  Council  Bluffs.  Iowa.  She 
said  that  she  and  Mr.  Smith  and  his  wife  were  schoolmates 
for  many  years  in  the  Council  Bluffs  High  School,  and  that 
I  should  speak  to  him.  I  did  so.  Judge  Smith  said.  "I  dont 
know  you.  Mr.  Taylor,  but  if  you  are  the  husband  of  Etta 
Tal>er,  I  will  put  you  on  that  committee,"  and  he  did.  That 
was  the  only  time  that  I  got  the  better  of  Uncle  Joe. 

While  he  ruled  with  an  iron  hand.  I  always  had  a  profound 
admiration  for  him.  He  was  a  great  watchdog  of  the  Treas- 
ury. He  is  entitled  to  the  credit  of  saving  many  millions 
of  dollars  to  the  taxpayers  of  our  covmtry.  I  think  the  last 
thing  he  ever  said  on  the  fioor  of  this  House  ought  to  be 
remembered.  I  do  not  recall  that  it  has  ever  been  published. 
He  became  quite  frail  in  his  later  years. 

One  day  he  came  on  the  floor  of  the  House  when  we  were 
considering  an  appropriation  bill.    A  Member  from  Minne- 
sota offered  an  amendment  to  insert  an  item  of  $25,000  for 
something  in  his  district.     He  made  a  vigorous  speech  In 
behalf  of  it.  saying  he  hoped  the  House  would  unanimously 
accept  it    Uncle  Joe  got  up  and  said.  "Mr.  Speaker.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  we  are  trying  to  economize  and  keep  this 
appropriation  bill  down  to  a  reasonable  figure.  I  feel  that  no 
amendment  should  be  accepted  unless  it  is  for  something 
that  is  not  only  necessary  but  very  urgent.    I  dont  look 
upon  this  offered  amendment  as  of  that  character  and  I 
hope  it  wiU  not  be  accepted  by  the  House."    The  Mirmesota 
Member  said  very  loudly  and  pompously,  "Mr.  Speaker,  I 
look   upon  this   matter   differently   than   the    distinguished 
gentleman  from  Illinois."    Uncle  Joe  Cannon  arose  and  said, 
"Yes,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  often  noticed  that  some  people 
always  look  at  everything  through  their  own  gimlet  hole.'* 
l  Laughter.  1      The    House    cheered    and    that    settled    that 
amendment. 

I  feel  that  would  be  a  good  motto  to  paste  up  somewhere 
around  here— to  not  look  at  everything  through  your  own 
gimlet  hole. 

The  first  bill  I  Introduced  when  I  came  to  Congress  was 
to  remove  the  Capitol  to  my  beautiful  little  home  city  of 
Olenwood  Springs,  Colo.    It  provided  for  a  summer  home  for 
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the  President  and  his  staff  in  our  cool  mountain  climate. 
While  I  never  obtained  any  favorable  action.  I  have  ever 
since  felt  that  It  would  be  a  good  idea  for  the  President  and 
his  immediate  staff  to  have  a  cool  resort  of  that  kind  during 
the  summer  season  in  Washington. 

The  first  bill  I  ever  passed  through  the  House  authorized 
the  ranchmen  In  Muthwestem  Colorado  to  take  coal  from 
public  domain  for  their  domestic  purposes.  It  was  vetoed  by 
President  Taft,  which  was  a  great  disappointment  to  me. 

I  remembered  that  Jim  Tawney,  of  Minnesota,  had  a 
brother  living  in  my  home  county  and  I  had  been  his  attorney 
for  several  years.  It  seems  he  had  written  to  his  brother 
telling  him  if  he  could  ever  be  of  service  to  this  new  Demo- 
cratic Congressman  from  Colorado,  he  wanted  him  to  do  so. 
When  I  spoke  to  Tawney  about  the  matter  he  said  he  would 
be  very  glad  to  take  care  of  it  for  me. 

A  few  days  after  that  he  reported  out  and  passed  through 
the  House  one  of  the  large  appropriation  bills,  which  con- 
tained the  identical  language  of  my  bill.  The  bill  went  to 
the  White  House  with  that  language,  and  because  of  the  fact 
that  the  President  has  no  power  to  veto  an  Item  in  an  ap- 
propriation bill.  President  Taft  was  compelled  to  sicn  the 
bill  containing  the  exact  language  he  had  vetoed  about  10 
days  before. 

That  calls  to  my  mind  a  matter  I  have  mentioned  before 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  several  times,  and  I  want  to  men- 
tion It  again.  There  are  36  States  in  the  Union  that  author- 
ise the  Governor  to  veto  items  in  appropriation  bills,  and  that 
provision  has  l>een  a  marvelous  saving  to  those  States.  If 
that  provision  were  put  into  our  Constitution,  It  would  save 
an  average  of  $500,000,000  a  year  to  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country.  I  had  a  bill  providing  for  that  amendmt-nt  to  the 
Federal  Constitution  pending  for  several  years  before  Con- 
gress but  have  never  been  able  to  get  favorable  action  on  It. 

Prom  my  knowledge  on  the  Appropriations  Committee  dur- 
ing the  past  20  years,  I  am  confident  I  know  whereof  I 
speak. 

That  kind  of  a  provision  would  prevent  logrolUng  and  the 
insertion  of  a  large  number  of  Items  by  Individual  members 
for  their  individual  home  benefits  that  should  never  be  ap- 
proved. If  the  President  had  the  power  to  eliminate  those 
"Alphonse  and  Oaston"  amendments  it  would  come  nearer 
keeping  our  Budget  balanced  than  any  other  possible  piece  ol 
legislation  I  know  of. 

I  thJnk  the  House  might  be  Interested  In  a  historical  ref- 
erence. It  is  now  166  years,  a  century  and  two-thirds  since 
the  Continental  Congress  first  met  In  the  year  1774.  Yet. 
metsured  in  terms  of  a  numl)er  of  generations  which  have 
served  in  Congress  from  that  early  beginning  to  the  present 
time,  the  Continental  Congress  is  only  a  few  yesterdays  in  the 
past. 

If  I  may  be  permitted  to  again  refer  to  myself,  the  overlap- 
ping serViCcs  of  but  four  other  men  In  addition  to  my  own 
constitute  a  living  chain  which  joins  those  early  colonial  days 
Of  the  Continental  Congress  with  those  of  the  Seventy-sixth 
Congress  of  the  year  1940. 

As  I  have  said  before,  when  I  first  came  to  Congress  in 
1909.  Uncle  Joe  Cannon  was  Speaker  of  this  House.  When 
Uncle  Joe  first  came  to  Congress  in  1873.  Alexander  H. 
Stephens,  of  Georgia,  was  a  Member  of  this  House.  When 
Stephens  first  entered  Congress  in  1843,  Henry  Clay,  of 
Kentucky,  had  been  a  Member  of  Congress  and  he  reentered 
in  1849  as  a  Senator.  When  Clay  entered  Congress,  Abraham 
Baldwin  was  a  sitting  Senator  from  Georgia.  Baldwin  had 
been  a  Meml)ar  of  the  Continental  Congress  and  participated 
in  the  action  of  that  Ixxly  calling  the  Constitutional  Con- 
vention. He  was  a  delegate  to  the  convention  and  one  of  the 
signers  of  the  Constitution.  Thus  was  the  torch  of  free 
government  lighted  in  those  early  colonial  days.  It  passed 
through  the  hands  of  but  five  men  from  the  days  of  the 
Continental  Congress  down  to  the  present  time;  from  Bald- 
win to  Clay.  Clay  to  Stephens.  Stephens  to  Cannon,  and 
from  Cannon  to  myself,  whose  overlapping  services  from  an 
unbroken  chain  span  from  the  prenatal  period  of  our  Re- 
public down  to  the  present  time. 


I  hope  the  youngest  Member  of  this  House,  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  (Mr.  BeckworthJ.  or  some  other  Member,  will 
carry  on  this  torch  for  the  next  35  years,  and  be  the  sj-mbol  of 
the  oncoming  generation  after  I  have  retired  from  this  body. 

My  long  and  consecutive  legislative  experience,  including 
12  years  in  the  Colorado  State  Senate  and  nearly  32  years 
In  Congress,  covers  the  widest  possible  field  of  legislative  ex- 
perience, which  I  will  not  mention.  But.  I  feel  like  adding 
that  I  think  one  of  the  mottoes  of  what  success  I  have  ob- 
tained may  be  the  fact  that  I  have  long  since  learned  never 
to  attempt  the  impossible  and  to  always  cooperate  with  the 
inevitable.  That  sentiment  has  been  helpful  to  me  many 
times  and  I  hope  it  may  be  helpful  to  you. 

In  the  appalling  crisis  now  existing  in  the  world,  when  our 
country  is  threatened,  and  the  liberty,  freedom,  and  civiliza- 
tion on  this  planet  are  in  tragic  jeopardy,  I  feel  that,  regard- 
less of  politics,  we  should  quite  largely  put  aside  politics  and 
think  only  of  our  coimtry  and  the  people  of  the  world  who 
are  being  subjugated. 

I  believe  that  w?  Members  sitting  on  the  floor  of  this 
body,  knowing  conditions  as  we  do,  and  the  tempers  and 
moods  of  each  other,  that  we  can  serve  our  country  much 
l)etter  than  any  new  group  of  new  Members. 

For  that  reason  I  say  to  the  House  frankly  that  I  hoj>e  the 
entire  Membership  of  this  body  may  be  reelected  this  coming 
fall.    I  thank  you  aU.     (Applause,  the  Members  rising.] 

MOVING  IXPEKSES,  EXPLOYKCS  RAH. WAT  MAIL  SERVICE 

Mr.  BURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  H.  R.  1827.  to  allow 
moving  expenses  to  employees  in  the  railway  mail  service, 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Line  4.  strike  out  "and  Peat  Office  Inspection  Service." 
Line  0.  after  "duty".  Insert  ",  and  who  actually  have  to  change 
their  residence." 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve 
the  right  to  object.  Is  this  the  unanimous  report  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Post  OflBce  and  Poist  Roads? 

Mr.  BURCH.    It  is. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  How  much  money  is 
involved? 

Mr.  BURCH.  About  $5,000  annually.  It  is  for  the  ex- 
penses of  moving  the  household  goods  of  postal  employees 
who  are  arbitrarily  transferred  from  one  location  to  another. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Is  this  a  new  policy  that 
we  are  establishing? 

Mr.  BURCH.  It  Is  not  a  new  policy  in  the  Government. 
Generally,  many  departments  do  the  same  thing — practically 
all  of  them. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  concurring  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  concurred  in,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  they  were  concurred  in  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

UNIVERSAL    MILTTART    CONSCRIPTIOlf 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  President  Roosevelt  sajrs  he  ex- 
pects to  send  to  Congress  a  message  urging  universal  mili- 
tary conscription  in  the  United  States.  I  warn  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  make  a  careful  study  of  this  entire 
proposal,  which,  in  my  opinion,  would  be  bringing  the 
European  war  system  over  to  the  United  States. 

Universal  military  service  in  America  would  create  a 
gigantic  war  machine,  or  "Frankenstein,"  that  would  de- 
Urogr  and  devour  our  democratic  and  free  institutions. 
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I  am  in  favor  of  msiking  America  invincible  on  land,  sea, 
and  air,  through  the  largest  Navy  In  the  world  and  by 
Increasing  and  modernizing  our  Army  and  National  Guard. 
I  am  not  in  favor  of  copying  the  European  war  system  of 
c»nscription  in  time  of  peace,  although  it  may  be  necessary 
for  defense  if  we  are  ever  attacked. 

Conscription  In  Eiuxspe  is  largely  responsible  for  their 
continuous  wars,  as  it  creates  a  war  psychology  that  war  is 
natural  and  inevitable,  and  why  not  now?  It  destroys  all 
peace  elements  and  substitutes  a  psychology  that  breeds 
war.  There  is  no  room  for  it  here  except  in  defense  of  cur 
country  in  case  of  an  invasion. 

EXTENSION    Ctf    REMARKS 

Mr.  FDLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Recced  by  the  insertion  of  a 
short  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an 
editorial  from  the  St.  Louis  Star. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  twice  in  the  Record,  by 
including  an  editorial  from  the  Bennington  (Vt.)  Banner, 
and  also  an  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Tribune. 

The  SPELAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Thefe  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  including  a 
speech  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  SUtc,  a  newspaper 
article,  and  a  short  editorial 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mi.  WHl'l'l'lNOTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  Include  the  keynote  ad- 
dress of  Hon.  G.  Garland  Lyell  before  the  Democratic  State 
Convention  of  Mississippi.  June  11. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FLAHERTY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Insert  an  edi- 
torial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

WAS  AND  PEACE 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER      Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

IMr.  PiEicx  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  an  article  I 
wrote  for  the  Public  Opinion  Quarterly,  appearing  in  the  last 
issue. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  w^as  no  objection. 

POLL  TAX 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask.  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  notice  by  the 
Record  that  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  (Mr.  Coxl  gave 
recognition  yesterday  to  the  fight  that  I  have  been  making 
against  the  un-American  poD  tax  as  a  prerequisite  to  voting 
Which  is  In  existence  in  eight  Southern  States. 

I  am  certainly  gratified .  but  not  surprised,  that  the  genUe- 
man  did  not  attempt  to  Justify  this  very  un-American  prac- 
Uce  of  charging  for  the  privilege  of  exercising  a  right  for 
Which  our  forefathers  fought,  bled,  and  died.    I  am  sure  that 


no  one  would  attempt  to  Justify  this  restriction  on  democracy. 
The  gentleman  from  Georgia  LMr.  Cox  1  infers  that  my  knowl- 
edge of  the  subject  is  limited.  I  wish  to  state  that  the  mate- 
rial for  the  various  tables  that  have  been  placed  In  the  Record 
have  been  taken  from  such  reliable  sources  as  our  own  Con- 
gressional Directory.  World  Almanac,  the  Bureau  of  the  Cen- 
sus reports,  and  the  reports  from  State  officials. 

It  is  not  surprising  that  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  (Mr. 
Coxl  would  accept  the  challenge.  In  this  connection,  we  are 
reminded  of  an  old  saying.  "The  pig  caught  under  the  gate  Is 
the  one  that  squeals." 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  half  a  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  strange  that  we  find  here 
and  there  some  people  who  seem  to  have  no  higher  ambition 
than  to  make  a  public  nuisance  of  themselves. 

COMPULSORY   MILITARY   TRAINING 

Mr.   MAY.    Mr.    Speaker,   I   ask   unanimous   consent   to 
address  the  House  lor  1  minute. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  listened  with  interest  to  the 
remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  FishI  with 
respect  to  the  purported  or  supposed  recommendation  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  to  compulsory  military 
training,  said  to  .nave  been  given  out  at  a  press  conference 
yesterday  evening  at  the  White  House.    That  matter  ap- 
peared In  the  public  pres.«;  this  morning  and  the  House  Mili- 
tary Affairs  Committee  in  executive  session  took  the  matter 
under  consideration  and  after  rather  extended  and  carefu' 
discussion  of  the  press  comments  decided  that  they  would 
await  patiently  and  coolly  the  final  recommendations  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  Commander  in  Chief  of 
the  Army  and  Navy      Alter  that  is  received,  if  It  is  sent  up 
the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee,  as  it  tries  to  do  in  all 
cases,  will  give  it  careful,  cautious,  and  painstaking  consid- 
eration and  at  the  end  of  thorough  hearings  will  dispose  of  , 
the  matter  as  Its  Judgment  will  seem  to  dictate  at  that  time. 
[Applause.]    Speaking  for  myself  only,  I  wish  to  state  that 
I  greatly  deplore  all  efforts,  from  whatever  source  they  may 
come,  to  excite  the  passion  of  the  people  and  to  thereby  create 
a  war  hysteria  among  the  people  of  our  country.    Military 
dictatorship  in  these  days  seems  to  be  the  order  of  the  day 
and  I  shall  not  at  this  time  express  any  opinion  as  to  the 
subject  of  compulsory   military  training,  but  there   are  so 
many  danger  signals  In  such  a  system  that  I  now  assure  the 
Amtrican  public  Jiat  If  and  when  the  matter  comes  to  my 
committee  It  will  be  approached  Im passionately,  coolly,  and 
with  due  regard  to  the  many  vital  problems  involved  in  such 
legislation    in    this    crucial    time    in    the    world's    history. 

[Applause.]  -    ^ 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  today's  press  carries  the 
startling  announcement  that  there  will  presenUy  be  proposed 
to  the  Congress  a  measure  for  the  compulsory  regimentation 
of  the  boys  and  girls  of  this  Nation.  The  Washington  Times- 
Herald  says  with  reference  to  the  President's  proposal: 

He  expressed  the  Arm  conviction  at  his  press  conference  yeBterday 
that  thl»  country,  to  wfeguard  lu  way  ol  Itfe,  mu«  adopt  some 
■uch  pattern  of  regimentation. 

Then  the  newspaper  article  concludes  with  these  words: 

What  American  girls  might  be  given  to  do  In  such  a  f^ogxTa  ib» 
President  could  not  yit  say.  Jocularly  he  suggested  that  ths 
women's  camps  must  be  at  least  25  mUes  apart  from  the  men  s. 

The  time  has  not  yet  come  when  the  Iwys  are  to  be  drafted. 
The  time  will  never  come  when  Congress  will  take  from  the 
mothers  of  the  land  their  daughters  and  place  them  in  mill- 
tory  or  any  other  kind  of  camps.     ILaughter  and  applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  felLl 
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OTTR  romncn  pouct 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objectlcm? 

There  was  no  objection.  * 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  sometimes 
think  that  If  Mr.  Hitler  has  access  to  the  American  press  he 
must  read  our  papers  with  hilarious  mirth.  Yesterday,  under 
the  lucent  insistence  of  the  State  Department  and  with  a 
great  deal  of  oratory  In  this  House,  we  served  notice  on  Mr. 
Hitler  that  we  Intend  to  defend  the  entire  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. The  report  of  what  we  did  was  In  this  morning's 
papers.  In  the  same  papers  Hitler  is  notified  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  is  now  offering  to  a  belligerent  20  of  our 
newest  and  as  yet  unfinished  ships,  which  are  the  essential 
Instruments  of  hemisphere  defense.  In  a  letter  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  this  morning  I  said,  as  follows: 

I  have  been  writing  to  my  constltuenU  th»t  I  favor  letting  the 
AlllM  have  any  help  we  can  give  "without  Jeopardizing  our  own 
natkmal  defense  "  I  want  to  ask  a  direct  question:  Are  you.  as  the 
official  m  charge  of  cur  naval  defense,  prepared  to  state  cat«^orl- 
cally  that  the  action  reported  In  today's  papers  doea  not  and  cannot 
under  any  ctrcumstances  Jeopardize  our  national  defense? 

[Here  the  gavel  feD.l 

rXTENSIOK  or  REM^RK^ 

Mr.  T  FT  AND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  Include  therein  a  resolu- 
tion from  the  American  Legion  on  the  retention  and  prefer- 
ence to  veterans  on  W.  P.  A.,  and  also  to  include  a  speech  by 
Mr.  J.  H.  Harnly  before  the  Rotary  Club  at  the  Biltmore 
Hotel  In  Los  Angeles. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  requests  are 
granted. 

There  was  no  objection. 

tmnfPLOTllCNT 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanlmous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  obJecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr.  Lkland  M.  Ford  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks 
appear  In  the  Appendix  of  the  Ricord.] 

EXTCNSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  ANGELIi.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  short  historical  article  on 
Finland.  This  may  slightly  exceed  the  space  permitted  imder 
the  rule,  and  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  print  it  notwith- 
standing. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Oint  DOMESTIC  PROBLEMS 

Mr.  H.  CARL  AJIDERSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  is  ridiculous 
to  even  consider  adjournment  of  Congress  at  this  time:  not 
oiUy  does  the  precarious  foreign  situation  demand  that  we 
remain  on  the  Job  but  also  oiu-  domestic  problems  cry  out  for 
solution. 

To  bolster  the  inner  defenses  of  our  Nation,  Congress  should 
take  the  necessary  steps  toward  placing  agriculture  on  an 
even  keel. 

Our  notional  defense  needs  the  food  the  farmer  produces, 
but  it  is  a  pity  that  he  must  produce  it  at  present  ruinously 
low  prices.  December  wheat  at  78  cents  in  Chicago  and  hogs 
at  $5.30  top  at  that  market  does  not  augur  well  for  farm 
stability— nor  for  national  defense. 

Let  us  stay  in  session.  The  political  conventions  will  and 
can  take  'care  pf  their  own  problems.  Let  us  at  least  try  to 
solve  some  of  the  many  issues  now  flatly  placed  on  the  door- 
step of  Congress. 

I  would  place  at  all  times  the  combined  Judgment  of  531 
Members  of  the  Congress  above  the  Judgment,  however  good. 


of  any  one  man  who  might  happen  to  be  occupying  the  White 
House.     [Applause.1 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

SKILLED  LABOR  rOR  NATIONAL  DEFENSl 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  last  Fri- 
day the  Federal  Security  Administrator.  Paul  V.  McNutt, 
released  for  the  press  a  statement  that  there  is  an  ample 
supply  of  skilled  labor  available  for  our  national-defense 
program.  This  statement  is  not  consistent  with  the  evidence 
that  has  been  presented  to  the  House  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee. While  we  were  holding  hearings  recently  on  the  bill 
to  expedite  the  naval  shipbuilding  program,  representatives 
of  the  Government  shipbuilding  yards,  as  well  as  representa- 
tives of  private  yards,  positively  declared  that  there  was  a 
serious  shortage  of  skilled  labor.  Those  of  us  who  attended 
the  launching  of  the  battleship  North  Carolina  in  New  York 
last  week  were  Informed  that  due  to  the  shortage  of  skilled 
labor  some  of  the  construction  shifts  were  only  about  40  per- 
cent efBclent.  If  there  is  a  shortage,  it  constitutes  a  serious 
threat  to  the  speedy  and  efficient  completion  of  our  prepared" 
ness  program.  Furthermore,  the  country  should  be  accu- 
rately informed  of  the  facts  and  not  lulled  into  a  sense  of 
false  security  by  the  misleading  statements  of  public  offlcials. 
[Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  bill 
(S.  4141)  to  provide  revenue  and  facilitate  the  regulation 
and  control  of  the  economic  and  industrial  structure  of  the 
Nation  for  the  successful  prosecution  of  the  war,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Let  me  ask:  What  war;  who  is  going  to  war?  Not  America. 
I  hope.  What  are  they  doing?  Today's  newspapers  carry 
accounts  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  turned  over  to 
other  countries  contracts  on  ships  that  are  being  constructed 
for  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  The  Members  of 
Congress  did  not  know  anything  about  it.  You  gave  the 
President  too  much  power  already,  and  see  Just  how  he  is 
leading  you  and  the  country  into  war.    It  is  terrible. 

If  we  enact  this  bill,  S.  4141,  we  shall  be  giving  the  Presi- 
dent greater  dictatorial  powers,  contained  in  titles  II,  HI,  IV. 
and  V  of  the  bill,  which  amount  to  dictatorial  bureaucratic 
control  over  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in  this  country. 
We  should  never  do  it.  This  might  be  termed  the  Czar  Roose- 
velt bill  if  ever  enacted  into  law.  It  gives  him  the  power 
to  rule  or  rtiin — to  ruin  if  they  do  not  obey;  to  fine  and  im- 
prison if  the  people  do  not  submit. 

Let  me  quote  from  page  311,  section  704,  of  the  bill: 

Rules  and  regulations:  The  President  shall  have  power  to  make  all 
necessary  rules  and  regulations  for  the  administration  of  this  title, 
and  such  rules  and  regulations  shall  have  the  force  and  effect  of 
law.  and  violation  thereof  shall  be  a  misdemeanor,  punishable  by 
a  fine  not  exceeding  Si, 000  or  by  Imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
1  year,  or  by  both  such  tine  and  Imprisonment;  and  In  addition 
to  such  penalty  any  offense  punisliable  by  mUltary  law  shall  be 
subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  military  court. 

He  can  draft  into  war  any  citlsen  he  chooses.  The  Presi- 
dent can  control  all  industry  as  he  sees  fit.  He  can  close  any 
commodity  exchartge.  regulate  prices,  limit  sales,  requisition 
and  take  possession  of  any  product,  appoint  administrators 
at  $10,000  a  year.  The  President  already  has  too  much 
power.  We  are  not  at  war.  and  I  hope  we  will  never  be 
again.  I  am  for  peace.  I  hope  the  Congress  is.  I  will  not 
vote  to  send  our  boys  abroad  again.  We  did  so  once,  but 
never  again. 

[Here  the  gavel  feD.l 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 
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Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
and  I  am  not  going  to.  of  course;  but  we  have  been  in  session 
today  for  55  minutes  and  have  not  yet  touched  the  program 

for  the  day. 
Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 

gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.     I  jield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  think  It  can  be 
said  that  we  on  the  Republican  side  have  taken  that  time, 
or  prevented  the  majority  from  getting  on  to  the  program 
for  the  day. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  am  not  going  to  object  to  the  gentle- 
man's request,  but  I  simply  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  we  are  indulging  to  quite  a  large  extent  in  these  1-minute 
speeches.  The  custom  is  indulged  in  Just  as  much  on  one 
side  as  it  is  on  the  other.  I  express  the  hope  that  Members 
will  cut  down  such  requests  as  much  as  possible  so  that  we 
may  proceed  with  the  business  of  the  day. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana? 
There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Thorkklson  addressed  the  House.    His  remarks  ap- 
pear in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.  1 

THE  REPtTBUCAN  PARTY  AND  THE  CITT  OP  PHILADELPHIA 

Mr.  BURDICK.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BURDICK.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 

revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hold  In  my  hand  a  news- 
paper published  75  years  ago  describing  the  funeral  of  Presi- 
dent Lincoln  at  Philadelphia.  Lincoln  was  the  first  national 
leader  of  the  Republican  Party.  I  hope  that  the  forthcoming 
meeUng  of  the  Republican  Party  at  PhUadelphla  will  not  in 
the  near  future  be  described  as  "the  funeral  of  the  RepubUcan 
Party  at  Philadelphia."  ,     .     », 

Is  the  great  Republican  Party  of  Abraham  Lincoln  to  be 
sacrificed  on  the  utility  altar  by  nominating  Wendell  Willkie 
for  the  highest  office  of  our  country?  We  Republicans  in  the 
West  want  to  know  if  Wall  Street,  the  utilities,  and  the  inter- 
national bankers  control  our  party  and  can  select  our 
candidate?  • 

I  believe  I  am  serving  the  best  Interests  of  the  RepubUcan 
Party  by  protesting  in  advance  and  exposing  the  machinations 
and  attempts  of  J.  P.  Morgan  and  the  New  York  utUity 
bankers  in  forcing  WendeU  Willkie  on  the  Republican  Party. 
Money  I  know  talks. 

What  the  Republican  Party  needs  Is  the  votes  of  the  Amer- 
ican people,  and  it  will  not  get  them  by  being  dictated  to  by 
Wall  Street  and  letting  them  select  a  Democratic  utility 
president  as  our  candidate  for  President  of  the  United  States. 

Let  It  be  remembered  that  Willkie  and  his  cohorts  in  hold- 
ing companies  put  over  the  sale  of  millions  of  dollars  worth 
of  stock  on  the  American  people  and  today  that  stock  is  almost 
worthless.  Let  it  also  be  remembered  that  Willkie  within  the 
last  few  months  has  changed  from  a  Democrat  to  a  Repub- 
lican. Evidently.  Uke  Rip  Van  Winkle,  he  has  been  asleep  for 
20  years  and  has  but  recently  found  himself  in  the  Republican 
Party.  I  have  always  appreciated  Washington  Irvlng's  Rip 
Van  Winkle,  but  I  do  not  favor  this  Rip  Van  Willkie. 

There  is  nothing  to  the  WUlkie  boom  for  President  except 
the  artificial  public  opinion  being  created  by  newspapers, 
magazines,  and  the  radio.  The  reason  back  of  aU  this  is 
money.  Money  is  being  spent  by  someone,  and  lots  of  it 
This  is  a  good  time  to  find  out  whether  the  American  people 
are  to  be  let  alone  In  the  selecUon  of  a  RepubUcan  candidate 
for  the  Presidency,  or  whether,  the  "special  interests"  of  this 
country  are  powerful  enough  to  dicUtc  to  the  American 
people.  If  that  power  cannot  be  broken,  then  this  RepubUc  is 
lost. 


U  the  Republican  Party  submits  to  control  by  J.  Plerpont 
Morgan  and  the  bankers  of  New  York  I  fully  expect  in  the 
future  to  read  about  the  funeral  of  the  RepubUcan  Party  at 
Philadelphia  in  1940.     lApplause.l 

[Here  the  gavel  felL] 

TRANSFER  OP  MAVAL  VSBSSL8 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minut*. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  attention  has 
already  been  called  to  dispatches  appearing  in  yesterday's 
and  today's  papers  regarding  the  transfer  of  vessels.  In 
addition  to  what  has  been  said  as  to  theU:  importance  to 
our  national  defense  and  the  ImpUcations  involved  in  the 
sale  of  vessels  usable  for  war  purposes  to  a  belligerent  en- 
gaged in  a  war  in  wlilch  the  United  States  is  not  engaged  let 
me  point  out  that  this  is  a  direct  violation  of  Uw,  Utle  V  of 
the  unrepealed  Neutrality  Act  of  1917  which  was  a  reenact- 
ment  of  provisions  in  the  act  of  1915,  which  in  turn  was  a 
reenactment  of  sections  in  the  neutrality  law  of  1909  which 
was  based  upon  articles  in  The  Hague  Convention  of  1907 
which  in  turn  were  based  upon  a  solemn  treaty  made  be- 
tween the  United  SUtes  and  Great  Britain  in  1871.  If  this 
thing  should  be  done,  the  law  should  be  repealed  openly. 
Violation  of  long-estabUshed  laws  and  solemn  treaties  is  a 
poor  way  to  maintain  the  American  way  of  life.    lApplause.l 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimnous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  letter 
from  a  constituent  which  appeared  in  the  Open  Forum. 

The  SPEAKER     Without  objection,  it>^l8  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Wyoming  I  Mr.  HoR- 
TON],  may  have  permission  to  extend  his  own  remarks  in 
the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McGregor  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend 

his  own  remarks  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  SIMPSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  m  the  Record  ,and  to  include 
therein  an  address  by  Dr.  Amaud  C.  Marts,  president  of 
Bucknell  University. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  an  article  from  the  DaUy  Worker  of  June 

17. 

The  SPEAKER     Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  tmanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  Include  therein  two  tables 
of  agricultural  statistics. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein 
certain  tables. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cnuavlt 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  a  short  poem. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  ColkI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Rccoko. 
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The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  Thiu.1? 
There  was  no  objection. 

BRmSH   PROPAGANDA 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  THnj.1? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hold  In  my  hand  a  copy  of 
an  advertisement  which  has  been  sent  to  Members  of  Con- 
gress entitled  'Stop  Hitler  Now."  Thoiisands  upon  thou- 
sands of  dollars  have  been  spent  by  the  Committee  to  De- 
fend America  by  Aiding  the  Allies  in  placing  such  adver- 
tisements in  the  leading  newspapers  of  the  country. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  the  membership  of  this  committee. 
It  has  been  $tat^:d  that  18  prominent  bankers  met  secretly 
on  the  29th  of  April  in  New  York  to  set  up  this  committee. 
The  meetmg  was  called  by  the  former  legal  adviser  of  the 
British  EmtMissy  In  the  last  World  War.  The  same  group  of 
millionaires  who  helped  drag  us  into  the  last  war  are  broad- 
casting the  same  propaganda,  using  the  same  old  slogans, 
m  their  attempts  to  get  us  Into  the  present  war. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  upon  the  Dies  committee  to  Investigate 
Nazi,  communistic,  and  Fascist  propaganda  in  the  United 
States  and  also  to  Investigate  British  propaganda  which  is 
insidiously  leading  this  country  into  war.     I  Applause. 1 

1  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

KXTUfSION   or   REHAKKS 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
some  newspaper  comments  In  connection  with  national  de- 
fense and  the  building  of  airplanes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  PtttencerI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Delaware.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  a  short  editorial  from  the  Jotimal-Every  Evening. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Delaware   (Mr.  Williams!? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  to  slightly  extend  the  remarks  I  made 
this  morning. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  ,the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado  I  Mr.  Lewis]? 

•niere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  a  eulogy 
of  our  late  colleague,  John  A.  Martin. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado  (Mr.  Lewis]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ALTERATION  OF  CERT.\IN  BRIDGES  OVER  NAVIGABLE  WATERS  OF  TH« 

UNITED  STATES 

The  SPEAKER.  The  unfinished  business  Is  the  fiuther 
consideration  of  the  veto  message  of  the  President  of  H.  R. 
9381.  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  alteration  of  certain  bridges 
over  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  for  the  appor- 
tionment of  the  cost  of  such  alterations  between  the  United 
States  and  the  owners  of  such  bridges,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, which  the  Clerk  will  report  for  the  information  of  the 
House. 

The  Clerk  read  the  veto  message  of  the  President,  as 
follows: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval.  H.  R.  9381,  a 
bill  to  provide  for  the  alteration  of  certain  bridges  over 
navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  for  the  apportionment 
of  the  cost  of  such  alterations  between  the  United  States 
and  the  owners  of  such  bridges,  and  for  other  purposes. 


The  bin  contains  a  number  of  provisions  that  are  very 
similar  to  some  of  those  in  the  General  Bridge  Act  of  March 
23.  1906  (34  SUt.  84).  However,  it  would  establish  a  new  ; 
policy  by  which  the  United  States  would  be  required  to  bear 
a  portion  of  the  cost  of  alterations  or  changes  in  bridges  over 
navigable  waters  used  and  operated  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing railroad  traffic,  or  both  railroad  and  highway  traffic, 
where  such  alterations  or  changes  are  found  to  be  necessary 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  for  free  and  unobstructed  navi- 
gation. Under  the  new  policy  which  the  bill  proposes  the 
bridge  owner  would  be  required  to  bear  only  such  part  of 
the  cost  of  such  alterations  or  changes  as  may  be  attributable 
to  the  direct  and  special  benefits  which  wlU  accrue  to  him. 
as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  War.  and  the  United  States 
would  be  required  to  bear  the  remainder  of  such  cost.  The 
provisions  of  the  bill  are  substantially  the  same  as  those  con-  ^ 
tained  in  S.  1989,  from  which  I  withheld  my  approval  on 
August  11.  1939. 

As  was  stated  in  my  memorandum  of  disapproval  of  8.  1989, 
the  General  Bridge  Act  of  March  23,  1906.  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  require  the  alteration  of  any  bridge 
which.  In  his  opinion,  may  at  any  time  unreasonably  obstruct 
navigation,  the  cost  of  such  alteration  to  be  borne  entirely  by 
the  owner.  This  has  been  a  condition  precedent  to  the  con- 
struction of  bridges  over  the  navigable  waters  of  the  United 
States  and  the  owners  are  fully  apprised  of  the  condition  be- 
fore the  construction  work  is  undertaken.  The  Supreme 
Court  has  repeatedly  held  that  where  a  bridge  is  an  unreason- 
able ot)struct:on  to  navigation  the  removal  of  such  obstruction 
may  be  required  without  compensation  from  the  United 
States,  and  such  removal  cannot  be  regarded  as  a  taking  of 
private  property  within  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution.  To 
require  the  Federal  Government  to  pay  the  cost  of  alterations 
which  do  not  directly  benefit  the  bridge  owners  would  im- 
pose upon  it  heavy  financial  liabilities.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  preserve  and  protect  the  navigability  of  our 
navigable  waters,  and  when  any  person,  association,  corpora- 
tion, or  other  body  is  authorized  to  build  a  structure  over  any 
such  stream,  the  United  States  should  not  be  required  to 
bear  any  part  of  the  cost  of  alterations  which  are  necessary 
to  avoid  obstructions  to  navigation. 

I  am.  therefore,  returning  the  bill  H.  R.  9381  without  my 
approval  as  it  does  not  appear  that  any  adequate  reason  exists 
fqr  imposing  upon  the  Federal  Government  the  additional 
burdens  which  the  bill  proposes. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  June  10.  1940. 

The  SPEAICER.    The  question  Is,  Will  the  House  recon- 
sider and  upon  reconsideration  agree  to  pass  the  bill,  the  ob- 
jections of  the  President  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding? 
question  of  personal  privilkci 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  per- 
sonal privilege. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will  state  his  question  of 
personal  privilege. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a  question  of 
personal  privilege. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that,  under 
date  of  June  12.  on  page  8090  of  the  Congressional  Record, 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  OToole],  under  permis-- 
slon    to   extend   his   remarks,    has    inserted    the    following 
language: 

National  unitj  alone  will  preserve  lu  as  a  Nation.  Llkewlae.  it 
is  very  Important  In  our  addresses.  In  our  letters  In  times  such  as 
these,  that  we  confine  ourselves  to  the  truth.  The  President  of 
the  United  States  has  never  suggested  that  the  Congress  should 
go  home. 

It  is  not  enough  that  the  Member  from  Michigan  should  bring 
dishonor  and  discredit  upon  the  high  position  that  he  occupies 
by  his  scurrilous  language  In  regard  to  the  highest  ofHce  In  the 
land,  but  he  also  feels  compelled  to  distort  the  words  of  the 
PrMldent. 

Perhaps  if  he  would  conunune  with  his  Ood  and  with  his  con- 
science, he  might  learn  to  be  more  tolerant,  for  with  tolerance 
would  come  a  real,  genuine  love  of  patriotism,  a  love  for  de- 
mocracy and  Its  ofScers.  Its  institutions,  and  ita  people. 
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This  language  was  not  uttered  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  as 
appears  by  the  official  transcript  of  the  address  made  by  the 
gentleman  on  the  floor.  .  Therefore,  the  procedure  of  de- 
manding that  "the  words  be  taken  down"  was  not  available 
to  any  Member  of  the  House. 

The  language  quoted  above  aJfected  the  rights  and  conduct 
of  the  Member  from  Michigan  therein  referred  to  in  his  rep- 
resentative capacity;  Intimates  that  the  Member  from  Mich- 
igan, to  whom  reference  was  made,  had  not  stated  the  truth 
with  reference  to  the  attitude  of  the  President  as  to  adjourn- 
ment (8  Hinds,  sec.  3163;  Cannon's  Procedure,  p.  273> ;  that, 
because  of  the  language  used  in  the  letter,  which  was  a  pri- 
vate letter  sent  to  Republicans  and  no  copy  of  which  was  ever 
Intended  for  or  sent  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
OToole  1  and  which  was  not.  by  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan, inserted  in  the  Record  but  was  placed  therein  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  OTooleI,  dishonor  and 
discredit  was  brought  upon  the  House  of  Representatives. 

That  the  language  also  contained  by  inference  a  charge 
that  the  Member  from  Michigan  was  not  patriotic:  had  no 
love  for  democracy,  ita  Institutions,  its  people. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  it  the  contention  of  the  gentleman  from 
MichlKan  I  Mr.  Hoffman]  that  the  language  Indicated  here 
with  red  pencil  marks  was  not  stated  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  In  his  speech? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  do  not  recall  whether  all  the  language 
Indicated  by  the  red  marks  comes  within  that  category,  but 
the  language  I  read  Is  not  In  the  copy  of  the  official  transcript 
which  I  sent  to  the  desk.  That  language  was  not  uttered  on 
the  floor.  It  was  added  under  permission  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend, and.  therefore,  is  subject  to  the  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  It  is  difficult  for  the  Chair  to  compare 
these  two  texts  in  order  to  determine  what  was  said  on  the 
floor  and  what  was  stated  in  the  extension  of  remarks. 

Was  the  following  language  which  appears  in  the  extension 
of  remarks  on  page  8090  of  the  Record  not  stated  on  the 
floor? 

It  Is  not  enough  that  the  Memtier  from  Michigan  should  bring  dis- 
honor and  discredit  upon  the  high  position  that  he  occupies  by  his 
icurrUoiis  language  in  regard  to  the  highest  office  In  the  land,  but 
be  also  feels  compelled  to  distort  the  words  of  the  President. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  That  Is  not  in  the  official  transcript  and 
\7HS  not  uttered  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  gen- 
tleman Is  entitled  to  be  recognized  on  his  quesUon  of  personal 
privilege. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  part  of 
an  editorial  by  David  Lawrence. 

TriQ  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  thought  that  President 
Roosevelt  can  best  serve  America  by  renouncing  his  political 
ambition  for  a  third  term  has  been  expressed  many  times. 
As  concise  a  statement  as  any  is  that  of  David  Lawrence 
contained  in  the  United  SUtes  News.    In  part  It  is  as  follows: 

We  are  on  the  verge  of  war.  No  man  can  foretell  how  soon 
we  win  realize  that  all  democracy  faces  a  threat  of  extinction  and 
that  we  must  recognlie  a  state  of  war  exists  now  against  our  o^n 
democracy  TheM  are  not  times  when  wars  are  declared.  They 
simply  happen  overnight,  and  only  the  democracies  Insist  on 
taking  time  for  the  formalities  while  the  aggressors  bomb  airdromes 
and  render  defenses  Impotent.  .._«*..    ^i,.i 

The  President's  duty  U  verv  plain.  He  must  mcrlflce  his  politi- 
cal ambitions  for  the  good  of  the  Nation.  He  might  well  consider 
the  recommendation  to  the  Congress  of  a  program  putting  America 
Immediately  on  a  war  basis.  At  the  same  moment  the  President 
ought  to  announce  that  he  will  respect  the  American  tradition 
and  refuse  to  run  for  a  third  term. 

national    nfTTT    CAKNOT    BZ    BT7I1-T    ON    UlBiaUST 

A  change  in  the  Presidency  is  not  likely  to  cause  any  dislocation 
In  industry,  especially  if  Mr.  Roosevelt  will  appoint  not^  or  give 
power  to  men  already  appointed  to  accelerate  the  industrial  pro- 
duction of  the  Nation  for  defense  Whether  another  Democrat  u 
^Maen— and  there  are  many  capable  leaders  in  the  Democratic 
Fmrty— or  whether  the  country  chooeea  a  Republican,  the  fact 
remaliis  that  at  this  of  aU  time*  democracy  must  prove  the  worth 
of  Its  institutions.  In  the  middle  of  a  critical  period.  Brltam 
changed  prime  ministers  last  month  and  so  did  France. 


If  America  is  to  go  into  war  It  must  be  with  a  leadership  that 
U  freed  from  the  handicaps  that  would  face  a  third -term  Prwf»- 
dent.  National  unity  cannot  be  built  upon  foundations  of  d^- 
trust.  And  unhappily  Industry  today  does  not  feel  that  tne 
President  U  as  concerned  about  the  national  defense  as  he  sbouKl 
be  or  else  be  would  not  be  temporizing  wlUi  advisory  oounclls 
and  insisting  on  maintaining  the  resUlcUons  and  barriers  tnat 
have  hamstrung  Industry  for  the  last  7  years. 

ALL   POUnCAL   AMBTnOMS   MUST    B«   SACRIFICED 

liCr  Roosevelt  cannot  do  the  Job  of  directing  Industrial  opera- 
tions himself.  He  must  delegate  authority  and  do  ao  promptly. 
He  must  also  tell  the  people  the  truth  about  ths  needfor  a 
modification  In  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  New  Deal  oil 
business  management  and  Industrial  production.  If  thU  jls  not 
done  It  wUl  t>e  said  with  emphasis  on  every  side  that  the  admin- 
istration IB  more  interested  In  savUig  tiie  New  Deal  ttomn  in  Bawng 
America. 

To  attain  the  dealred  end— national  unity— the  third-term  Usut 
must  be  disposed  of  by  the  President  himself.  To  refuse  a  third- 
term  nomination  would,  to  be  sur^  disappoint  the  selflsh  polltl- 
cians  and  parasites  who  infest  WaiBngUm  and  who  have  tmpoMd 
long  enough  on  the  good  nature  of  a  generous-minded  President. 

Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  5th  day  of  June  it  was  my  privilege  to 
write  a  letter  to  my  colleagues  on  the  Republican  side.    I  did 
not  at  that  time  apprehend  that  the  right  of  free  speech,  or 
the  right  to  express  an  opinion  in  a  letter  to  a  friend,  had 
either  been  abridged  or  would  ever  be  questioned.    I  did  not 
know  at  that  time  that  this  coimtry  had  reached  a  condiUon 
where  It  was  a  matter  of  criticism  for  one  Member  to  write 
a  letter  to  another  Member  expressing  an  opinion. 
Mr.  OAVAOAN.     Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of  order. 
The  SPEAKER.     The  gentleman  will  state  It. 
Mr.  OAVAGAN.    The  gentleman  from  Michigan  who  is  now 
addressing  the  House  rose  to  a  question  of  personal  privilege. 
He  was  sustained  in  that  contention.    He  is  now  not  confining 
his  remarks,  as  he  must  under  the  rules  of  the  House,  to  that 
question  of  personal  privilege. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  will  pro- 
ceed In  order  upon  the  question  for  which  he  is  recognized, 
a  matter  of  personal  privilege  in  which  he  complains  of  the 
language  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  That  is  right,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  the  lan- 
guage of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  was  that  I  was  dis- 
torting the  truth  in  charging  in  that  letter  that  the  President 
wanted  the  Congress  to  adjourn — and  I  repeat.  I  did  not  know 
at  that  time  that  it  was  a  matter  of  criticism  for  a  Member  to 
state  to  another  Member  what  he  thought  so  long  as  he  wrote 
the  truth,  even  about  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

In  that  connection,  may  I  state  a  matter  which  Is  known 
to  most  of  us.  that  it  is  Just  as  reprehensible  to  give  cur- 
rency to  a  libel  or  a  slander  as  It  Is  to  utter  it.  If  there 
was  anything  In  this  letter  of  June  5  which  should  not  have 
been  written,  It  is  beyond  me  how  a  gentleman  on  the 
majority  side  would  take  that  letter  and  reproduce  It  and 
give  It  currency  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  It  is  dlfOcult  to 
understand  how  the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  the  chairman 
of  the  Rules  Committee  (Mr.  SabathI,  would  again,  on  either 
last  Saturday  or  Monday,  circulate  a  reproduction  of  that 
letter  and  so  give  it  currency.  If  the  letter  oj  any  state- 
ment in  It  was  untrue,  or  disparaging,  why  mak^t  public? 
Mr.  GAVAGAN.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  again  to  appoint  of 

order.  

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  It. 
Mr.   GAVAGAN.    The    gentleman    is   not    proceeding    In 
order.     He  rose  to  a  question  of  high  personal  privilege.     He 
is  now  attacking  other  Members  of  the  House  not  interested 
in  the  question  to  which  he  rose. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  point  of  order  is  well  taken.    The 
gentleman  will  proceed  In  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Let  US  refer  to  the  letter,  and  to  the 
part  of  It  In  which  the  gentleman  said  the  truth  was  dis- 
torted.   That  letter  contains  this  statement: 
This  mornings  press  tells  us  that  Roosevelt  yesterday  said — 

And  that  statement,  I  may  say,  was  taken  from  the  New 
York  Herald  Tribune  of  June 


t 


he  saw  no  good  reason  why  Oongreas  should  contlnae  In 
for  the  duration  of  tbe  emergency,  as  desired  by  tlie  Republican 
Members.  Sarcastically,  he  said  the  situation  did  not  require  Con- 
gress to  remain  in  sesBlon  except  for  the  laudable  goal  of  dellvermg 
speeches. 
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The  gentleman  from  New  York  says  that  that  wa»  a 
distortion  of  the  truth,  and  somewhat  later  It  was  said 
here  on  the  floor  that  the  President  never  made  any  such 
sUtement.  But  never  have  I  heard  from  any  Member  of 
the  majority,  never  have  I  read  in  the  press  or  have  I  heard 
from  ariyone  that  the  President  did  not  want  us  to  adjourn. 
I  repeat,  it  was  said  that  he  had  not  made  the  state- 
ment, and  I  had  assumed,  of  course,  that  when  the  leader 
Of  the  Senate,  through  the  press,  announced  that  we  must 

adjourn ^        ,  ^    , 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  again  raise  the  point  of 
order  that  the  gentleman  is  not  proceeding  in  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  well  understands  the  rule, 
that  he  must  address  himself  to  the  particular  question  he 
is  raising  here.  The  Chair  has  no  disposition  to  unduly 
limit  the  gentleman  in  the  presentation  of  his  argiunent. 
but  when  he  goes  out  of  the  field  of  his  argiunent  and  refers 
to  the  actt(m  of  the  Senate,  and  matters  of  that  sort,  the 
Chair  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  gentleman  is  going  beyond 
the  rules  governing  the  question  of  personal  privilege. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  attempting  to  argue 
the  proposition  that  the  letter  is  not  a  distortion  of  the  ! 
truth.  I  am  attempting  to  argue  the  proposition  that  from 
newspaper  reports,  and  from  other  facts  and  circumstances, 
that  the  President  did  want  us  to  adjourn,  and  that  the 
leadership  of  both  the  House  and  the  Senate,  not  as  disclosed 
by  the  official  record,  but  by  the  press  of  the  day.  was  acting 
in  agreement  with  the  administrative  policy,  and  that  judged ; 
by  the  attitude  of  the  leadership  of  House  and  Senate,  the 
President  did  not  want  us  to  continue  m  session.  The 
press,  even  down  to  last  Saturday,  carried  the  sUtement  that 
the  Senate  leadership,  at  least,  wanted  Congress  to  adjourn.  • 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will  proceed,  but  the  Chair 
trmts  the  gentleman  will  confine  himself  to  the  real  issue 
here  and  not  go  far  afield  but  stick  to  the  facts. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  will  endeavor  to.  and  if  I  am  per- 
mitted to  proceed  I  will  endeavor  not  to  take  the  time  of  the 
House  too  long. 

So  you  will  see,  I  trust,  that  there  was  no  distortion  of  the 
truth  m  the  statement  that  the  President  wanted  to  get  Con-, 
gress  out  of  Washington.  4 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  potot  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  is  not  pro- 
ceeding in  order.  The  gentleman  raised  the  question  of  high, 
personal  privilege,  and  the  question  concerned  the  remarks 
-  of  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  OTool«1. 
Iboae  remarks  had  nothing  to  do  with  utterances  of  the 
Prcaldent  or  utterances  of  Members  of  the  other  body,  and  I 
must  insist,  as  long  as  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  Is  wast- 
ing the  time  of  this  House  on  a  question  of  personal  privilege, 
that  he  proceed  to  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  object  to  that  statement.  Mr.  Speaker.j 
The  gentleman  has  no  right  to  make  any  such  statement., 
I  object.  The  gentleman  is  out  of  order  when  he  makes  the; 
statement  that  I  am  wasting  the  time  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  must  pass  on  the  essential  point 
of  order  raised  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  is  entitled  in  connection  with: 
his  answer  to  that  of  which  he  complains  to  make  reference 
to  what  he  conceives  to  be  the  defense  of  his  attitude  that? 
his  statement  was  not  a  distortion  of  the  truth.  r 

It  is  very  difficult  in   matters  of  this  sort  to  confine  a 
Member  to  just  one  particular  line  of  statements,  but  imder 
all  the  precedents  he  is  entitled  to  present  the  circumstances, 
siuTounding  his  attitude.    The  Chair  trusts,  however,  that; 
the  gentleman  will  follow  that  course. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  endeavor  to  follow 
that  course  and  I  will  endeavor  not  to  waste  time,  and  I  sayj 
to  the  gentleman  who  has  raised  a  point  of  order  so  often* 
that  it  is  a  very  easy  matter  to  raise  other  points  of  per-; 
sonal  privilege  and  nothing  is  gained  by  criticism,  however 
constructive  it  may  be.  which  tends  or  is  intended  to  destroy' 
the  thread  of  the  argument.  So  I  will  go  back  and  I  will  say 
X^Uf,  that  how  a  Member  of  the  House  can  be  accused  of  di&- 


torUng  the  truth  when  he  makes  the  statement.  In  substance, 
that  the  President  wanted  Congress  to  adjourn.  I  faU  to 
understand.  If  that  is  a  distortion  of  the  truth,  then  the 
newspapers  throughout  this  country  have  had  the  wrong 
idea  about  who  wanted  us  to  adjourn  and  who  wanted  us  to 
stay  here.  So.  too.  have  the  reporters  been  in  error  all 
through  the  last  2  weeks.  So.  too.  have  millions  of  Americans. 
The  truth  is  the  facts  show  the  President  desired  that  the 
Congress  go  home. 

There  were  some  other  statements  in  this  letter  and  from 
those  statements  the  gentleman  intimates  I  am  not  patriotic. 
Well,  that  is  a  matter  of  judgment  largely  and.  fortunately, 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  EberharterI  who 
spoke  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and  criticized  the  writing  of 
this  letter— and  I  repeat  again  that  it  is  a  strange,  strange 
situation  when  a  personal  letter  to  a  friend  may  be  picked 
up — It  is  something  like  eavesdropping — and  republished  and 
circulated  and  placed  in  the  Record  without  the  writer's 
consent.  When  the  gentleman  criticized  the  writing  of  that 
letter  and  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  VoorhisI  criti- 
cized the  writing  of  that  letter,  they,  by  inference,  challenged 
the  right  of  a  citizen  and  the  patriotism  of  a  citizen  who 
criticized  the  President. 

I  want  to  say  I  stand  on  that  letter  today,  and  if  oppor- 
tunity offers  I  will  attempt  to  demonstrate  the  truth  of 
every  single  sentence  in  it.  You  will  recall,  if  you  remember 
the  letter,  that  one  of  the  principal  things  in  that  letter  was 
this:  That  we  stay  here  and  we  tell  the  truth:  that  we  let 
the  people  know  what  the  President  was  doing,  what  he 
intended,  and  who  was  helping  him  m  his  program.  I 
think,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  had  in  the  paper  last  night 
the  statement  about  the  sending  of  warships  to  Europe.  I 
was  well  within  my  rights,  and  I  was  performing  a  service 
to  thie  people  of  my  district  at  least,  in  asking  that  we  let 
them  know  what  is  going  on  now  down  here  at  Washington. 
Since  when  has  It  become  an  offense  to  tell  the  tmth  about 
President  Roosevelt — what  he  is  doing,  who  is  encouraged 
by  his  actions,  and  what  his  program  may  be? 

Fault  was  foimd  because  In  that  letter  the  statement  was 
made  that  the  President — and.  mark  you.  these  statements 
were  not  made  by  me  on  the  floor,  but  the  letter  containing 
the  statements  was  put  in  the  Record  by  a  Member  on  the 
majority  side:  that  is  how  it  got  into  the  Record:  not  by 
my  initiative — and  in  this  letter  the  statement  which  seems 
to  peeve  some  people — was  that  the  President  was  "a  crazy, 
conceited  megalomaniac."  Now.  that  is  a  long  statement, 
and  maybe  it  sounds  worse  than  it  is:  and  I  am  wondering 
why.  when  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  from  the  Well  of  the 
House,  on  the  13th  day  of  July  last  year,  when  the  President 
was  designated  as  an  "egocentric  megalomaniac."  no  ex- 
ception was  taken  and  no  answer  was  ever  made.  One  state- 
ment was  made  in  the  Well  on  the  floor  here,  and  the  House 
was  in  session  and  no  criticism  was  made  of  it:  but  when 
this  statement  was  put  out  in  a  letter,  a  personal  letter,  then 
comes  the  criticism. 

Now.  let  us  see  what  this  statement  means.     There  are 
various  definitions.    Not  having  had  the  finished  education  of 
some.  I  naturally  use  colloquial  meanings,  and  here  is  one: 
Crazy:  Inordinately  eager,  foolishly  desirous. 
Conceit :  Having  an  excessive  opinion  of  oneself. 
Megalomania :  A  tendency  to  magnify  and  exaggerate. 
Now,  let  us  go  back  over  the  record  and  determine  from 
his  acts  whether  the  description  is  accurate.    Whether  he  is 
Inordinately  eager,  has  an  excessive  opinion  of  himself,  has 
a  tendency  to  magnify  and  exaggerate.     "Excessive  eager- 
ness."   I  might  start  out  by  saying,  here  we  are  now  in  a  time 
of  great  emergency,  our  Nation's  existence  threatened,  and 
according  to  many  an  editorial — and  your  attention  is  di- 
rected now  specifically  to  one  of  E>avid  Lawrence's  of  2  weeks 
ago.  when  he  called  upon  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  say  that  he  was  not  a  candidate  for  a  third  term. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  does  not  think  that  reference 
Is  pertment  to  the  argument. 

Mr  HOFFMAN.     Very  well.    I  shall  go  on  with  the  inordi- 
nate   eagerness   thought.    Was   the   President   inordinately 
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«a«er  last  year— and  this  has  to  do  with  the  truth  as  to  ' 
whether  the  statement  made  in  the  letter— was  the  Presi- 
dent inordinat«ly  eager  to  extend  his  power  when  last  year 
be  Joined  the  Commvmists  In  the  city  of  New  York  to  defeat 
John  O'Connor,  a  Democrat,  a  fonner  Memb^',  and  the 
chairman  of  the  Rules  Committee? 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.    O  Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  PAY.    Mr.  8pe>aker,  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will  proceed  in  order. 
The  Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order  in  respect  to  the  refer- 
ence to  a  former  Member  of  the  House  from  the  city  of  New 

York. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Tlien  I  apologize  to  the  Speaker.  I  will 
ask  whether  It  was  inordinately  eager  to  ask  for  billions  of 
dollars  for  relief  and  then  permit  it  to  be  used  as  it  was 
t»ed,  according  to  a  committee,  a  distinguished  committee 
composed  of  members  of  the  majority  party,  for  corrupt 
political  purposes?  Was  that  inordinately  eager?  Was  it 
inordinate  eagerness  that  caused  the  cancelation  of  the  air- 
mail contracts,  as  a  result  of  which  12  young  men  went  to 
their  death?  Was  it  inordinate  eagerness  to  obtain  abso- 
lute power,  visible  or  behind  the  scenes,  when  we  were  asked 
to  pack  the  Supreme  Court  and  put  on  new  Justices  so  that 
the  philosophy  of  the  Court's  decisions  might  be  changed 
and  brought  into  line  with  New  Deal  theories?  Was  It  In- 
ordinate eagerness  for  the  labor  vote,  for  the  support  of 

John  Lewis 

Mr.  6ABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
The  gentleman  is  going  far  afield  and  adding  Insult  to  In- 
jury. I  think  It  Is  manifestly  unfair  for  him  to  try  to  Jus- 
tify the  language  which  he  has  vised,  and  he  even  now  does 
not  comply  with  the  rules  In  trying  to  show  that  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  OTooleI  was  not  justified  in  say- 
ing and  putting  Into  the  Rbcobd.  under  the  leave  granted 
him.  that  the  gentleman  was  far  afield  from  telling  the 
truth  when  he  accused  the  President  of  being  crazy,  con- 
ceited, and  I  think  the  gentleman  Is  out  of  order.  I  raise 
the  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  Is  compelled  to  overrule  that 
point  of  order.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  will  kindly 
proceed  In  order  on  this  question  he  raises,  without  going 
too  far  afield.  It  Is  very  difUcult  for  the  Chair  in  matters 
of  the  question  of  personal  privilege  to  draw  any  sharp  lines 
of  cleavage  as  to  what  a  Member  may  properly  say  on  such 
an  occasion. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  asking  whether  or 
not  It  was  inordinate  eagerness  to  secure  the  support  of  a 
certain  pressure  group,  the  C,  I.  O.  and  the  Conununlsts 
who  went  Into  lyDchlgan — and  this  Is  an  old.  old  story — in 
1937,  these  men  mtuxhing  armed,  depriving  the  employers 
of  their  property  in  violation  of  that  constitutional  guar- 
anty of  due  process  of  law,  whether  It  was  inordinate 
eagerness  to  secure  the  C.  I.  O.  vote  which  Induced  the 
President,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  5299 
(R.  8.),  to  refrain  from  action  when  I^wis  deprived  100,000 
men  and  women  of  their  Jobs  and  why  it  was  that  action  was 
not  taken  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  and  the  Chief  Executive? 
Mr.  8ABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
Tbis  Is  getting  to  be  a  political  footlwill. 

Mr.  HOPTTIAN.     You  started  klcklnB  me  around. 
Mr.  RABAUT.    Mr.   Speaker,   the   gentleman   Is   out   of 
order!    lliis  very  same  condition  existed  under  a  Republican 
Governor  In  the  most  marked  condition  it  ever  existed  in 
Michigan,  and  not  a  word  was  said  about  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  Tlie  gentleman  from  Michigan  will  pro- 
ceed In  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  In  answer  to  the  statement  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan.  I  may  say  that  he  is  absolutely  mis- 
taken. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  I  am  not  mistiiken,  and  the  gentleman  bat 
been  wrong  all  morning. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  You  are  absolutely  mistaken,  In  Michi- 
gan I  critlciZfed  the  Republican  Governor.  Governor  Dick- 


inson, because  he  did  not  take  part  In  protecting  the  men 
irtio  wanted  to  work  at  the  time  of  the  Chrysler  strike. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  And  I  wUl  tell  the  House  here  that  they 
had  the  greatest  strike  In  history  under  a  Republican  adminis- 
tration. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     The  record  does  not  so  show. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 

to  me? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     I  do. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  Speaker  has  said 
correctly  on  a  question  of  personal  privilege,  a  wide  discre- 
tion must  be  allowed  by  the  Speaker  when  a  Member  states 
It,  but  it  does  appear  to  me  that  what  a  Democratic  Governor 
of  Michigan  did  or  what  a  RepubUcan  Governor  of  Michigan 
did  has  very  little  to  do  with  the  gentleman's  question  of 
personal  privilege.  Also,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  gentle- 
man should  be  able  to  Ulk  without  getting  that  far  afield, 
and  I  trust  that  tie  will  obey  the  inJuncUon  of  the  Speaker 
to  proceed  In  order  on  the  question  of  personal  privilege. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  thank  the  gentleman  from 
the  bottom  of  my  heart  for  his  Uttle  lecture,  and  I  will  en- 
deavor to  avoid  anything  that  might  give  offense,  if  I  can. 
Shortly  I  shall  quit,  with  the  permission  to  revise  and  extend, 
except  that  I  would  not  want  the  same  point  that  the  remarks 
are  not  in  order  raised  afterward. 

I  was  discussing  the  moaning  of  those  terms,  which  sound 
much  worse  than  they  actually  are.  I  was  going  to  ask  this 
question:  Is  it  inordinately  eager,  that  is,  is  a  man  mordinately 
eager  to  have  his  own  way  when,  for  example,  after  this  House 
has  created  a  committee,  such  as  the  Dies  committee,  for  the 
activities  of  that  committee  to  be  criticlaed  as  l)eing  "sordid"? 
Is  there  any  inordinate  eagerness  when,  after  this  House  has 
adopted  the  so-called  Smith  amendments,  they  still  remain 
over  In  another  body  and  the  newspapers  state  that  the  ad- 
ministration is  opposed  to  the  adoption  of  those  amendments? 
Is  there  any  inordinate  eagerness  in  keeping  Harry  Bridges 

i  in  this  countnF 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of  order. 
The  SPEAKER.     The  genUeman  will  state  it. 
Mr.  McKEOUGH.    The  gentleman  is  certainly  very  far 
afield  in  attempting  by  implication  to  criticize  the  other  body 
at  the  other  end  of  this  Capitol. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Very  welL    I  understand  that  mention 
of  the  "other  body"  cannot  under  the  rule  be  made,  but  my 
remarks  were  directed  to  the  action  of  the  admWilstration 
rather  than  to  the  Senate.    I  will  speak  about  the  Secretary 
of  Labor.     (Laughter  and  applause.! 

The  SPEAKER.    There  is  no  question  of  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  involved  m  the  question  of  privilege. 

The  Chair  has  no  desire  to  unduly  limit  the  reasonable 
grounds  of  the  gentleman's  argument,  but  the  Chair  must 
Insist  that  he  do  not  depart  from  the  legitimate  question 
raised  of  personal  privilege,  to  depart  into  other  fields  that 
have  no  relevancy  whatever  to  his  question.    The  Chair  will 
endeavor  to  confine  the  gentleman  to  those  channels. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  genUeman  will  state  it. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Would  it  be  proper  to  discuss  tfte  ques- 
tion of  whether  there  was  any  inordinate  eagerness  on  the 
part  of  the  administraUon  to  retain  Harry  Bridges? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  thinks  it  would  be  improper 
for  the  gentleman  to  go  into  that  field.     [Applause.! 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Then,  Mr.  %>eakeir 

The  SPEAKER.  In  other  words,  if  a  Member  rises  to  a 
question  of  personal  privilege,  the  presumpUon  is  that  some- 
thing has  been  said  that  reflects  upon  his  reputation  or  in- 
tegrity as  a  Member.  The  gentleman  should  confine  himself 
in  his  statement  of  facts  to  that  issue. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  was  thinking  about  the  patriotic  slant 
of  the  thing  and  an  administration  which  had  retained  Harry 
Bridges  and  made  it  necessary  for  us  to  take  the  action  we 

did. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  is  not  proceeding  In  order 

under  the  ruling  of  the  Chair. 


If 
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Mr.  HOFPMAW.  T  would  ask  this.  Mr.  Speaker:  Remem- 
ber, now.  in  this  letter  I  use<l  a  word  which  means  that  the 
President  was  Inordinately  eager.  Now  I  am  asking  is  there 
any  Inordinate  eagerness  on  his  part,  when  we  have  a 
naUonal -defense  program  and  when  we  know  that  in  order 
to  manufacture  planes,  cannon,  and  munitions  of  war  we 
must  have  production — Is  th«>re  any  inordinate  eagerness  on 
his  part  when  he  says  that  none  of  these  social  reforms  or 
social  legislation  which  retard  and  limit  production  must  be 
interfered  with,  which  means  that  the  men  in  our  factories 
can  only  work  42  hours  if  time  and  a  half  is  not  paid  for 

overtime? 
Mr.  OIFPORD.    Mr.  Speaker.  wUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  I  wonder  if  your  question  of  personal 
privilege  is  that  yonr  patriotism  has  been  challenged?  I 
think  that  Is  a  fair  question.  His  patriotism  has  been  chal- 
lenged because  he  criticized  the  President  of  the  United 
SUtes.  I  think  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  is  justified 
in  attempting  to  say  that  he  is  not  unpatriotic,  if  he  sees 
flt  to  criticize  even  the  President  of  the  United  States.  I 
think  he  should  have  much  latitude  when  his  patriotisni  is 
challenged. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  has  given  the  gentleman  a 
considerable  amount  of  latitude. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 

again? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN      Yes:  I  yield. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  want  to  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan,  and  to  other  Members  of  the  House,  the  Speaker 
has  rather  wide  latitude  under  the  rules  of  the  House  and 
under  the  common  practices  with  reference  to  densrlng  a 
Member  the  privilege  of  addressing  the  House  on  a  question  of 
personal  privilege  when  he  does  not  speak  to  that  question. 
I  do  trust  again,  may  I  say  to  the  gentleman,  that  he  not 
dlsciiss  this  In  a  way  that  strained  measures  may  be  resorted 
to.    The  gentleman,  of  course,  understands  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  HOFPMAN.  Oh,  yes.  I  gather  that  I  can  be  taken 
off  the  floor,  for  you  have  a  majority:  but  I  had  not  realized 
that,  when  a  man's  patriotism  as  a  Member  of  this  House 
was  challenged,  he  had  no  right  to  show  the  things  that 
he  had  stood  for.  the  things  that  he  was  opposed  to.  If  per- 
chance that  policy  was  not  in  accord  with  that  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  SUtes.  I  did  not  understand  that  you 
could  not  discuss  it. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  If  the  gentleman  had  asked  imanlmous 
consent  to  speak  for  an  hour,  yes:  but  the  gentleman  has 
the  floor  by  raising  a  queetlon  affecting  his  privileges  as  a 
Member  of  the  House,  and  he  was  so  recognized.  It  does 
seem  that  the  gentleman  would  have  wide  enough  latitude. 
In  discussing  that,  nc^  to  go  out  into  other  fields  and  discuss 
matters  that  certainly  are  not  relevant  to  that  question  of 
personal  privilege. 

.  Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Well.  I  thank  the  gentleman  again.  And 
though  the  instances  of  what  might  be  termed  "inordinate 
eagerness"  have  only  been  touched  on,  I  leave  the  others  for 
another  occasion  and  turn  at  this  point  to  the  charge  of  a 
"tendency  to  exaggerate  and  magnify." 

80  as  to  avoid  anything  that  might  give  offense  I  will 
call  attention  to  this.  We  all  recall  how  Grover  Cleveland 
went  fishing  in  a  flatboat.  and  we  now  recall  that  when  the 
President  goes  fishing  he  must  have  a  warship  or  a  battle- 
ship.   Even  in  sport  there  Is  a  tendency  to  magnify. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  mentioned  exaggeration.  I  call  attention 
to  the  time  that  the  last  message  was  delivered.  Now. 
whether  this  is  exaggeration  or  not.  is.  of  course,  a  matter 
of  diinlon.  but  you  remember  how  the  President  stood  at  the 
Speaker's  desk  here  and  painted  to  us  a  picture  that  was  so 
realistic  that  many  of  us  were  actually  frightened  that  day 
about  those  bombers  coming  o\er  and  going  way  out  to 
Omaha  and  blowing  that  city  all  to  dust.  Do  you  remember? 
Was  that  an  exaggeration?  And  then  how  we  were  told 
that  we  must  have  50.000  airplanes  right  away.  And  then 
the  following  Sunday  we  were  told,  in  substance,  that  every- 
thing was  all  right,  just  leave  It  to  him.  that  It  was  all  a 
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mistake,  that  no  harm  would  come  to  us.  Both  situations 
cannot  be  true.  Either  the  danger  was  exaggerated  or  the 
degree  of  our  unpreparedness  was  exaggerated. 

Now.  if  you  will  pardon  me,  I  Just  refer  briefly  to  the 
matter  of  conceit. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  would  like  to  inquire  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  whether  in  his  statement  of  per- 
sonal privilege  that  the  Chair  now  has  before  it  the  gentleman 
refers  to  the  matter  of  conceit?  As  the  Chair  reads  these 
charges,  the  gentleman  has  not  set  out  any  specific  language 
in  his  statement  of  privilege  bearing  on  the  matter  of  conceit. 

The  Chair  reads  the  following: 

National  unity  alcne  will  preserve  us  as  a  Nation.  Likewise,  it 
is  very  important  In  our  addresses.  In  our  letters  In  times  such  as 
these,  that  we  confine  ourselves  to  the  truth.  The  President  of 
the  United  States  has  never  suggested  that  the  Congreaa  should 
go  home. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  "Conceit"  is  not  in  there.  Mr.  Speaker.  If 
I  may  interrupt. 

The  SPEAKER.  That  is  exactly  the  point  the  Chair  was 
raising.  The  gentleman  is  not  complaining  now  with  ref- 
erence to  the  word  "conceit."  The  Chair  reads  further  from 
the  gentleman's  statement: 

It  is  not  enough  that  the  Member  from  Michigan  should  bring 
dishonor  and  discredit  upon  the  high  position  that  he  occupies 
by  his  scurrilous  langxiage  In  regard  to  the  highest  office  In  the 
land,  but  be  also  feels  compelled  to  distort  the  words  of  the 
President. 

Perhaps  If  be  would  commune  with  hi*  Ood  and  with  his 
conscience,  he  might  learn  to  be  more  tolerant,  for  with  tolerance 
wou!d  come  a  real,  genuine  love  of  patriotism,  a  love  for  democracy 
and  lU  officers,  its  Institutions,  and  lU  people. 

The  Chair  can  find  nothing  In  this  statement  furnished  by 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  in  support  of  his  question  of 
privilege  to  allow  him  to  follow  up  the  matter  of  conceit,  or 
peccadillos  in  the  statement  of  others. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  point  is  this,  that  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  makes  the  accusation  that  I  am 
lacking  in  patriotism  and  several  other  qualities. 

The  SPEAKER  The  gentleman  can  answer  those  charges 
if  he  desires  to.  but  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  gentle- 
man's commenting  upon  the  quality,  vice,  or  virtue  of  conceit 
In  other  Individuals,  particularly  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  No:  but  for  example  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  complains  about  my  letter  of  the  5th  In  which 
appmred  the  word  "conceited." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  has  not  complained  of 
that  in  his  statement  of  privilege. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  do  complain  of  It  in  the  matter  I  sent 
up  to  the  Speaker,  because  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
characterized  my  lack  of  patriotism  and  referred  to  my  letter 
in  which  the  word  was  used. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  has  just  read  to  the  gentleman 
the  language  of  which  he  complains,  and  the  Chair  finds  no 
justification  in  that  language  for  the  argument  the  gentleman 
is  now  making. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Then,  as  I  understand  the  niling  of  the 
Chair  it  is  this:  That  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  word 
"conceited"  was  contained  in  the  letter  and  that  the  letter 
as  a  whole  is  criticized  as  being  scurrilous,  and  these  charges 
were  made  in  the  Record  as  appears  from  the  page  indi- 
cated. I  will  not  now  be  permitted  to  substantiate  the  charge 
made  In  the  letter,  and  thus  show,  by  a  showing  that  the 
word  "conceited"  was  a  proper  description,  that  the  words 
were  not  sciurilous?  If  that  is  the  rtillng.  that  ends  that 
matter. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  proceed  In  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  want  to  transgress 
the  rule.  May  I  say  whether  or  not  I  consider  the  President 
conceited? 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  thinks  not. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  All  right,  then,  we  will  say  nothing  about 
that.  The  result  is  that  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
OTooLBl  is  permitted  to  say  that  language  I  used  Is  scurri- 
lous; but.  when  I  attempt  to  show  that  the  language  I  used 
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was  a  correct  and  accurate  description.  I  may  not  do  so.  I 
will  only  say  this,  th-at  when  a  party  has  just  one  man  who  Is 
capable  according  to  its  theory  of  handling  the  aflalra  of  this 

Nation 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  is  out  of  order  in  making 


that  statement. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN 
this 


Very  well,  then,  I  will  finish.  I  wlU  say 
EBERUARTER.    Mr.   Speaker,   will   the    gentleman 


Mr 

yield?  I 

Mr.  HOFPMAN 
The  SPEAKER. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN 
Mr.  GAVAOAN. 


NO. 


The  gentleman  declines  to  yield. 

I  say  this 

The  best  thing  the  gentleman  has  said  is 

that  he  was  going  to  finish. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  That  is  the  gentleman's  opinion.  The 
gentleman  is  out  of  order  in  that  he  has  not  secured  recogni- 
tion from, the  Speaker.  Gentlemen  have  been  interrupting  in 
violation  of  the  rule,  which  requires  recognition  by  the  Chair. 
I  am  glad  I  do  not  have  to  go  before  a  district  In  Harlem,  and 

thank  God 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.    The  gentleman  would  not  last  2  minutes 

in  Harlem. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  the  genUeman  from  New 

York 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  a  point  of  order 
that  the  gentleman  has  not  been  recognised  lor  this  piu-poae. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  point  of  order  is  well  taken. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  know  to  whom  I  am  respwnslble  for 
my  position.  My  people  are  the  Judges  of  my  capabilities, 
gf  my  patriotism  or  lack  of  it 

You  are  not  concerned,  except  incidentally,  with  who 
te  sent  down  here  to  Congress.  Now,  do  not  worry.  Dig 
out  the  skeletons  on  yotur  own  side  if  you  want  to  hear 
the  bones  rattle.  ^      ^ 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point 
of  order  that  certainly  this  argument  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question  now  properly  before  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     I  corujede  It. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.     Why  do  you  do  It  then? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Because  the  gentleaian  from  New  York 

brought  it  up  hlnwelf. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  The  Speaker  has  asked  you  to 
aWde  by  the  rules. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  will  abide  by  the  rules. 

Mr  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the  point  of 
order  that  the  previous  point  of  order  having  been  sustained, 
the  gentleman  cannot  proceed  until  a  motion  is  made  that 
the  gentleman  may  be  permitted  to  proceed  In  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  does  not  think  that  the  nile 
contemplates  that  action. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  conclude.  In  connec- 
tion with  your  program  of  national  defense — and  I  speak 
for  no  one  on  the  Republican  side  except  myself— you  will 
find  that  I  will  go  with  you.  and  I  have  gone  with  you  aU 
along  the  line.  I  will  make  Just  as  many  sacrifices  for  na- 
tional defense  as  any  man  on  the  majority  side.  I  will  vote 
with  you  to  compel  our  people  to  make  those  sacrifices.  I 
voted  for  the  national -defense  bills.  I  voted  for  the  tax 
bUl  But  let  me  tell  you  this:  When  the  President  attempts 
to  sacrifice  on  the  altar  of  his  political  ambition  our  eco- 
nomic freedom,  our  industrial  production,  without  which  we 
cannot  adequately  prepare  for  defense.  I  refuse  to  go  along 
with  him.    (Applause.l 

The  regular  order  was  demanded. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  And  I  will  tell  you  something  else:  I 
will  go  along  with  the  President  and  with  the  majority  party 
to  the  end  of  the  road,  however  bitter  the  traveling  may  be. 
as  tong  as  he  travels  the  road  of  patriotic  endeavor,  of  na- 
Uonal  defense.  But  with  him  not  1  Inch  will  I  go  In  any 
endeavor  to  make  over  America,  from  the  constitutional  form 
of  government  foiuided  by  our  forefathers  into  a  weak  and 
inefficient  imitation  of  the  government  of  a  Hitler. 


I  wUl  travel  with  him  for  our  liberty,  for  our  Independence, 
for  our  system  of  private  enterprise,  no  matter  how  sharp 
the  curves,  how  narrow  and  rocky  the  way. 

But  down  the  broad  and  easy  road  of  waste,  extravagance, 
and  regimentation  not  wUllngly  will  I  ever  travel. 

For  the  buUding  of  ships,  of  aircraft,  national  defenses  of 
all  kinds,  yes.  let  me  repeat,  I  wlU  support  him.  as  wlU  all 
other  patriotic  Americans,  so  long  sis  hand  may  be  raised  or 
breath  may  be  drawn.  But  leave  and  condemn  him  and  re- 
fuse to  go  with  him  when  he  attempts  to  crucify  on  the 
cross  of  his  third-term  ambition  the  defenseless  youth  of  our 
land.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  Ume. 

ALTKRATION  OF  CMTAIH  BaiDGCS  OVKR  MAVXGABLI  WATIKS  OF  THK 

UltrrCD   STATES 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  California  IBlr. 
Lea]  Is  recognized. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  14  minutes  to  myself. 
On  the  10th  of  this  month  the  President  sent  a  message 
to  the  House  vetoing  the  bill  H.  R.  9381.  The  principal 
feature  of  this  bill  provides  for  the  apportionment  of  the 
cost  of  alteraUona  of  bridges  over  navigable  ^reams  when 
ordered  by  the  Federal  Government  through  its  Secretary 
of  War. 

PVm-  many  years  the  law  has  given  the  Secretary  of  War 
the  right  to  order  the  alteration  of  bridges  over  navigable 
waters  where,  in  his  opinion,  such  bridges  obstruct  naviga- 
tion on  accotmt  of  insufficient  height,  width,  or  otherwise. 
The  owner  Is  required  to  make  the  alterations  at  hlB  own 
expense  and  as  required  by  the  specifications  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War.  The  owner  falls  to  comply  on  penalty  of  a 
$5,000  fine.  #ith  each  month  treated  as  a  separate  oflenie. 

The  order  of  the  Secretary  may  be  bassed  on  any  navigation 
reason,  regardless  of  whether  there  is  any  important  reason 
for  the  alteration.  When  there  is  a  navigation  and  alao 
other  reasons,  such  as  beautiflcation  of  the  bridge,  the  Sec- 
retary may  make  the  order  and  specify  requirements  to  meet 
those  other  reasons,  regardless  of  any  benefit  to  the  owner 
or  to  transportation,  and  compel  the  owner  to  pay  all  the 
costs. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  was  to  relieve  bridge  owners  of  this 
harsh  rule,  which  requires  owners  to  alter  bridges  at  their 
own  expense,  whether  or  not  they  receive  any  benefit  from 
the  alteration,  and,  in  some  Instances,  regardless  of  whether 
or  not  the  public  receives  any  bent-fit  from  the  alteration. 

Legislation  such  as  this  was  recommended  by  the  Presi- 
dent s  Committee  of  Six  appointed  by  him  to  recommend 
transporUtion  legislation.  The  principle  of  this  bill  was 
also  recommended  as  soimd  by  the  President's  Committee  of 
Three,  consisting  of  three  outstanding  members  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission.  The  principle  of  this  bill  has 
been  applied  throughout  the  coimtry  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment for  the  construction  of  grade  crossings. 

We  believe  the  present  law  sets  up  a  harsh  and  unjust  rule, 
which  should  be  modified. 

The  object  the  law  contemplated  was  solely  to  aid  trans- 
portation by  navigation.  The  object  of  building  a  bridge 
over  a  stream,  irtiether  a  railway  bridge  or  a  highway  bridge. 
was  to  afford  a  means  of  land  transportation  for  the  benefit 
of  the  public. 

The  navigable  stream  is  publicly  owned:  the  highway  U 
publicly  owned,  Inchidlng  Its  bridges.  The  railroad  is  pri- 
vately owned.  Imt  acquires  its  right  to  construct  the  bridge 
because  It  serves  public  transportation.  The  commercial 
carrier,  whether  on  the  highway  or  on  the  river  or  on  the 
rails.  Is  not  publicly  owned,  but  is  a  privately  owned  carrier. 
Transportation,  whether  on  water,  highway,  or  ralU  is  paid 
for  by  the  shipping  public.  The  public  owns  the  highway, 
but  it  does  not  own  the  commercial  vehicles  that  haul  the 
freight.  The  public  owns  the  river,  but  It  docs  not  own  the 
private  ship  that  carries  its  freight  for  hire. 

A  raib-oad  company  desires  to  build  a  line  to  transport 
freight  for  the  pubUc.  It  gets  a  permit  from  the  War  De- 
partment  and   constructs   its   bridge   to   conform   to   tht 
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speclflcatloas  required  by  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  Sec- 
retary makes  those  specifications  to  meet  the  needs  of  ves- 
sels using  the  watercourse.  In  subsequent  years  a  steam- 
ship  company  comes  along  and  wants  to  widen  the  channe  lor 
raise  the  clearance  of  the  bridge,  or  change  its  location. 
The  steamship  company  wants  to  do  that  to  aid  its  trans- 
portation buslnes.s.  probably  as  a  compeUtor  of  the  railroad 
owner  of  the  bridge.  The  railroad  company,  by  the  agent 
of  the  Government,  is  ordered  to  make  whatever  alteration 
is  required  at  an  expense  of  $1,000  or  $100,000.  without  any 
contribution  from  anybody  benefited  by  the  alteration. 

Uttle  regard  is  paid  to  the  relative  amount  of  water  trans- 
portation to  be  accommodated  by  the  alteration. 

The  biU  which  passed  the  House  and  which  the  President 
vetoed  does  not  relieve  the  owner  of  responsibility  for  altera- 
tion of  the  bridge.    It  requires  that  the  owner  alone  pay  for 

these  items:  »      ^     wi 

First.  For  the  direct  and  special  benefits  to  him. 

Second.  For  any  benefits  he  receives  due  to  savings  in  the 
repair  of  the  bridge,  old  or  new. 

Third   For  the  maintenance  cost  of  the  bridge. 

Fourth.  He  must  pay  that  part  of  the  cost  attributable  to 
the  requirements  of  traffic  by  rail  or  highway.  

Fifth.  He  must  pay  the  cost  due  to  the  increased  carrying 
capacity  of  the  bridge. 

Sixth.  He  must  pay  for  the  value  of  the  increased  service 

life  of  the  bridge. 

Where  the  bridge  is  used  for  highway  purposes,  the  part 
of  the  cost  due  to  the  highway  traffic  is  to  be  borne  by  the 
proprietor  of  the  highway. 

If  the  bridge  is  altered  for  reasons  other  than  navigation, 
those  Interested  may  be  required  to  pay  equitable  contribu- 
tions according  to  their  benefits. 

The  liability  of  the  United  States  does  not  begin  untU 
after  all  the  above  costs  have  been  provided.  The  balance 
of  the  costs  are  paid  by  the  United  States. 

The  United  States  liability  is  limited  to  a  proportionate 
part  of  the  cost  as  guaranteed  by  the  bridge  owner.  No 
higher  habllity  shall  be  assumed  except  where  the  Secretary 
of  War  agrees  to  share  the  excess  cost  due  to  an  emergency 
or  unforeseen  conditions. 

The  apportionment  is  made  after  hearing  by  the  Secre- 
tary and  his  findings  are  conclusive  as  to  the  facts. 

The  veto  message  states  that  this  bill  would  establish  a 
new  policy  for  the  United  States.  That  Is  true.  It  would  be 
a  new  policy,  but  we  believe  a  new  policy  founded  on  com- 
mon sense  and  justice.  Who  can  write  a  fairer  formula  for 
apporUoning  the  cost  of  bridges  than  that  set  forth  in  tills 

bill? 

The  veto  message  declares: 

Under  the  new  policy  which  the  bill  proposes,  the  bridge  owner 
would  be  required  to  bear  only  such  part  of  the  cost  of  such  alter- 
ations or  changes  as  may  be  attributable  to  the  direct  and  special 
benefits  which  accrue  to  him.  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
War;  and  the  United  States  would  be  required  to  bear  the  remainder 
of  the  coet. 

This  sUtement  of  the  veto  message  fails  to  convey  ade- 
quately the  provisions  of  this  bill.  The  owner  must  pay  for 
—  aavlngs  in  repairs.  He  must  pay  the  maintenance  cost;  ho 
must  pay  the  cost  attributable  to  the  requirements  of  traffic 
by  nul  or  highway,  for  the  Increased  carrying  capacity  of  the 
Ivldse  and  for  the  increased  service  life  of  the  bridge  as 
contrasted  with  the  old  structure.  The  cost  of  the  bridge 
due  to  highway  traffic  is  to  be  borne  by  the  proprietor  of  the 
h^way. 

True,  when  an  applicant  applies  for  a  permit  for  a  bridge 
he  takes  it  with  knowledge  of  the  provisions  of  the  existing 
law.  He  must  build  a  bridge  on  that  condition  or  not  at  all. 
That  fact  does  not  reUeve  the  law  of  the  harshness  and 
Injustice  of  its  present  application. 

The  President  refers  to  the  fact  that  the  Supreme  Court 
has  repeatedly  held  that  the  Qovemment  has  a  consUtu- 
tional  right  to  order  the  removal  of  a  bridge  without  com- 
pensation and  that  such  removal  is  not  regarded  as  taking 
Of  private  property  within  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution. 
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We  do  not  queston  that  constitutional  right.  What  we  ques- 
tion by  this  bill  is  the  wisdom  and  justice  of  the  harsh  re- 
quirements of  the  present  law. 

We  do  not  ask  a  change  of  the  law  to  conform  to  the 
constitutional  requirements.    We  ask  a  change  of  the  law  to 

be  fair  and  to  be  just.  v.    ^       ♦, 

The  question  here  today  is  not  whether  or  not  the  Consti- 
tution permits  this;  it  is  not  whether  or  not  this  thing  has 
been  done,  but  it  is  a  simple  question  of  whether  or  not  it  is 
a  just  and  fair  thing  to  do  for  the  future.  Nothing  makes 
for  progress  if  existing  iU  practices  can  be  justified  by  pre- 
vious acquiescence  In  such  practices. 

The  message  states  that  to  require  the  Government  to  pay 
costs  of  alterations  which  do  not  directly  benefit  the  owner 
would  Impose  heavy  financial  liabilities.  All  must  concede 
It  Is  better  for  the  Government  to  do  the  right  thing  than 
the  cheaper  thing. 

The  present  rule  grew  out  of  the  days  when  railroads  were 
symbolized  as  organized  aggressive  wealth,  using  their  powers 
to  oppress  the  public.  In  recent  3^ars  50  percent  of  the 
railroads  in  the  United  States  have  been  running  without 
profit  to  their  owners.  Thousands  of  miles  have  been  aban- 
doned. Nearly  one-third  of  the  mileage  of  the  United  States 
Is  now  in  the  possession  of  the  courts  for  inability  to  pay 
expenses.  The  Industry  is  threatened  with  bankruptcies  that 
may  lead  to  further  elimination  of  lines  on  a  large  scale. 
This  Is  a  time  when  In  the  Interest  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  we  can  at  least  afford  to  be  fair  to  railway 
as  well  as  highway  bridges. 

The  rule  requiring  these  liankrupt  railroads  to  pay  all 
costs  of  alterations  of  bridges  regardless  of  benefits  does  not 
fit  into  the  practical  picture  of  this  hour. 

It  requires  a  two- thirds  vote  of  each  House  of  Congress  to 
overcome  a  Presidential  veto.    In  other  words,  a  veto  renders 
Congress   Impotent   against   one-third   of   Its   membership. 
Exercised  with  caution  and  restraint,  the  veto  power  is  a 
wholesome  feature  of  the  Government.     It  is  properly  used 
In  those  cases  where  Congress  has  acted  inadvertently  or 
clearly  abused  Its  power.    In  popular  forms  of  Government 
the  rule  of  the  majority  exercised  with  reasonable  Intelli- 
gence and  patriotism   is  a   fundamental   principle   for   the 
exercise  of  power.    An  indiscriminate  or  Improvident  Inva- 
sion of  the  rightful  power  of  Congress  by  unwarranted  vetoes 
Is  in  conflict  with  the  best  interests  of  popular  government. 
I  have  ol)served  the  exercise  of  the  veto  power  under  five 
Presidents.    As  a  usual  thing  I  have  regarded  the  power  as 
properly  used.    In  some  instances  I  have  regarded  vetoes  as 
founded  on  misinformation,  or  lack  of  understanding  of  the 
problem  involved,  and  the  exercise  of  the  power  unwarranted. 
Too  frequently  the  veto  power  rests  on  ex  parte  informatioYi 
hurriedly  presented  to  the  President  by  departments  of  the 
Government;   sometimes  the  information  is  tinged  by  the 
pique  or  incomprehensive  viewpoints  of  executive  depart- 
ments.   If  open  hearings  were  practicable  and  possible.  It 
is  likely  mistaken  grounds  for  vetoes  woiild  be  eliminated  to 
a  larger  degree.    This  very  situation  emphasizes  the  duty 
of  vigilance  on  the  part  of  Congress  In  refusal  to  acquiesce 
in  vetoes  that  transgress  Its  rightful  fimctions. 

When  the  veto  power  was  conferred  upon  the  President 
there  was  in  the  United  States  no  political  parties  as  we 
know  them  today.  The  veto  power  was  written  into  the  Con- 
stitution on  the  belief  there  would  be  an  untrammeled  Judg- 
ment of  Congress  to  pass  upon  the  wisdom  or  unwisdom  of 
the  veto.  When  in  later  decades  political  parties  developed 
and  threw  the  force  of  party  support  to  support  vetoes  on 
partisan  grounds  regardless  of  merits,  the  situation  invited 
the  Executive  into  more  indiscriminate  use  of  vetoes,  to  the 
relative  debasement  of  Congress  as  one  of  the  coordinate 
branches  of  the  Government. 

Before  we  hastily  rush  to  sustain  vetoes  of  doubtful  merit, 
we  should  exercise  that  caution  worthy  of  those  who  com- 
prehend their  serious  responsibilities  to  preserve  the  respon- 
sibilities and  pcerogatlves  of  Congress,  unimpaired,  as  a  great 
independent,  coordinate  branch  of  this  Republic. 
Mr.  SPENCE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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.   Mr  LEA.    I  >1eld  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  The  State  of  Kentucky  has  purchased  nine 
bridges.  I  think,  over  navigable  streams.  It  paid  for  those 
tridgcs  by  issuing  revenue  bonds  against  the  tolls  that  are 
coUected.  Many  of  those  bridges  wUl  be  free  in  a  few  years. 
A  great  many  of  them  are  almost  paid  for  now.  I  want  to 
know  what  effect  the  law.  as  it  now  exists,  has  upon  those 
bridges.  Can  the  National  Government  order  a  change  in 
those  bridges  and  place  the  enUre  burden  upon  the  SUte  of 
Kentucky? 

Mr.  LEA.    It  can. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  LEA.    Mr  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Holmes  1. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  know  as  I  can  add  a 
great  deal  to  what  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state Commerce  has  said.  For  8  years  It  has  been  my  privi- 
lege to  serve  on  the  bridge  subcommittee  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Committee  of  the  House.  May  I  recall  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  older  Members  the  fact  that  years  ago  there 
was  considerable  trouble  In  this  House  in  passing  bridge  bills. 
May  I  make  the  further  observaUon  that  biUs  authorizing  a 
community  to  build  a  bridge  over  navigable  streams  are  usu- 
ally introduced  by  a  Member  of  the  House  or  Senate.  These 
biUs  must  have  the  approval  of  the  SecreUry  of  War  and  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  formerly,  biit  now 
requires  the  approval  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works.  In 
accordance  with  the  Bridge  Act  passed  in  1906. 

The  bUl  now  pending  before  us  was  given  very  serious  con- 
sideration and  every  phase  and  angle  of  the  law  was  gone 
into  very,  very  thoroughly.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  when  the 
.original  bill  was  approved  it  was  passed  unanimously  by  the 
House  and  Senate,  then  the  President  vetoed  it  because  there 
was  some  objectionable  language  in  the  bill.  When  we  re- 
Dorted  the  transporUtlon  bill.  S.  2009.  we  Incorporated  in 
that  legislation  the  Identical  bill  which  had  been  vetoed  by 
the  Pr^ldent.  When  the  conferees,  in  considering  various 
portions  of  the  TransporUtion  Act.  came  to  the  bridge  sec- 
tion we  received  word  it  was  objectionable. 

The  conferees  decided  to  take  the  provision  out  of  the  trans- 
portation bin  and  after  conference,  as  I  understand  it  from 
Senator  Truman,  of  Missouri,  and  our  genial  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hobbs],  the  objectionable  lan- 
guage was  Bo  changed  that  we  were  given  to  understand  the 
leglSatlon  as  amended  would  meet  with  the  President  s  ap- 
proval. ^        ,  ..w 

The  Implication  is  made  here  that  the  burden  of  the  recon- 
strucUon  cost  is  going  to  be  placed  on  the  United  States.  Let 
us  examine  the  definitions  of  a  bridge  owner. 

The  term  "bridge  owner"  means  any  corporation,  association, 
partnership,  or  Individual  owning  any  bridge.  »"*-, ''^"^  »f ^^fi^* 
khall  be  in  the  possession  or  under  the  control  of  any  trustee, 
^iver  trustee  In  bankruptcy,  or  lessee,  said  terms  shall  Include 
tSS  tie  o^e7of  the  legal  tSe  and  the  person  or  entity  in  posses- 
lion  or  control  of  such  bridge. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.]  ^     ^w 

Mr.  LEA.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  additional  minutes  to  the 

gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  HOLMES.    The  definition  continues— 

The  term  •bridge  owner"  shaU  also  mean  and  Include  all  Joint 
own^re  ^icularly  States,  counties,  municipalities,  or  other  par- 
flTTptSu  m  owne^ilp  of  bridges  for  both  railroad  and  highway 
tralSc. 

When  we  consider  section  6,  where  the  question  of  appor- 
tionment Of  cost  enters  into  the  picture,  we  find  this  language: 

The  ^retary  shall  determine  and  l«ue  an  °|l7  t^S^blrne^Sv 
proportionate  shares  of  the  total  cos*  «'  ^^"^  P™!**/  *?  ^?t!^  b'W« 
the  United  States  and  by  the  bridge  °«7»"^^  *  .'  *  J^e  direlt 
ou-ner  ahall  bear  such  part  of  the  cost  as  U  attributable  to  the  direct 
and  spSlal  SettS  wl5S  will  accrue  to  the  bridge  owner  as  a  res.^ 
of  the  alteration.  Including  the  expecUble  savings  in  repair  or 
maintenance  costs. 

In  other  words,  under  this  legislation  If  the  SecreUry  of 

War  is  allocating  costs  he  is  adopting  the  same  prlncipl^  that 

your  State  and  my  State  have  adopted  when  we  say  to  two 

communlUes,  "You  can  build  a  highway  bridge  over  a  certain 

LXXXVI M4 


8649 


lake  or  river  joining  two  communities."  Your  State  law  us^Jy 
provides  that  in  distributing  the  cost  they  first  apporUon  the 
cost  to  the  communities  Involved,  and  then  the  State  assiimes 
that  portion  which  may  be  applied  to  highway  construction. 
It  is  the  same  in  this  case.  We  are  tryUig  to  legislate  in  such 
a  way  that  because  a  bridge  is  obstriicting  a  navigable  stream 
the  whole  burden  of  reconstruction  will  not  be  Placed  on  tiie 
owner,  but  that  the  communities  adjacent  thereto,  which  also 
have  a  primary  interest  in  it.  wiU  bear  their  proportionate 
share  of  the  cost  of  that  reconstrucUon.    I  Applause.  1 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.]  ^  -,«« 

Mr.  LEA.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Cochran  1. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  about  15  years  ago  I  took 
a  very  active  interest  in  bridge  legislation.  I  made  a  stu<^  of 
the  law  and  came  to  the  conclusion  that  Congress  was  making 
a  serious  mistake  in  granting  franchises  to  private  individuals 
to  build  toll  bridges  over  navigable  streams.  I  sUrted  a  cam- 
paign against  such  bills.  On  the  first  roll  call  that  I  forced 
m  this  House  only  12  Members  voted  with  me,  but  I  kept 
up  that  campaign  and  finally  a  poUcy  was  adopted  by  this 
House  which  stopped  forever,  I  hope,  the  granting  of  fran- 
chises to  private  Individuals  to  buUd  toll  bridges. 

In  reference  to  this  bill,  which  the  President  vetoed,  there 
has  never  been  a  roU  call  on  this  legislation.  _ 

There  is  a  rather  imusual  procedure  involved  here  today. 
This  veto  message  came  in  late  in  the  evening,  a  week  or  so 
ago    and  the  gentleman  from  California   iMr.  LbaI   asked 
unanimous  consent  to  put  the  vote  off.    Later  he  again  asked 
unanimous  consent  to  delay  the  vote  untU  today.     In  the 
meantime,  you  as  well  as  I  have  been  fiooded  "j^h  Propa- 
ganda from  private  interests,  railroads,  and  so  forth,  that 
want  this  bUl  to  become  a  law  so  they  can  saddle  the  cost 
of  necessary  alterations  upon  the  taxpayers  of  this  country. 
This  propaganda  has  had  no  effect  upon  me.    I  so  advised 
those  who  wired  me.   I  am  going  to  vote  to  sustain  the  Presi- 
dent's veto.    I  believe  his  reasons  for  returning  this  bill  with- 
out his  approval  are  sound.    Why  should  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country  be  required  to  make  alterations  for  bridges  over 
navigable  streams  when  the  General  Bridge  Act  and  the 
franchises   granting   permission   to   construct   such   bridges 
specifically  provided  that  In  the  event  alterations  were  neces- 
sary the  owners  would  have  to  bear  the  cost?    You  are  sim- 
ply repeaimg  a  part  of  the  many  laws  that  have  been  passed 
granting  permission  to  construct  such  bridges. 
Mr,  LEWIS  of  Colorado.    Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the  genUeman 

yield? 

Mr  COCHRAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Colorado. 

Mr  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  The  gentleman  speaks  about 
propaganda.  I  thought  I  got  all  the  propaganda  that  was 
coming,  but  I  have  not  received  anything  on  this  subject- 
not  one  letter. 

Mr  COCHRAN.  I  have  had  plenty.  Come  to  my  office 
and  see.  I  have  had  telegrams  from  railroads  and  others, 
not  only  from  St.  Louis  but  from  over  the  country 

If  you  study  this  leglslaUon,  you  will  see  that  the  financial 
benefits  are  going  to  a  few,  and  you  are  going  to  make  the 
many  your  constituents  and  mine,  pay  for  alteraUons  on 
private  property  when  they  are  not  going  to  receive  any  »)en- 
eflts  whatever  for  the  money  that  will  be  expended.  Our 
streams  are  being  continually  deepened.  Some  that  are  not 
navigable  are  made  navigable.  Those  who  constructed  the 
bridges  understood  that  if  it  was  necessary,  for  Instance,  to 
have  a  higher  clearance,  the  people  who  owned  the  bridges 
were  going  to  be  required  to  pay  the  cost.  I  say.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  would  be  an  outrage  to  saddle  the  cost  under  this 
proposal  upon  the  taxpayers  of  this  country  who.  I  insist, 
will  not  receive  any  benefits. 

Mr   HOLMES.    Mr.  Speaker.  wlU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr'.  COCHRAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 

Mr  HOLMES.  May  I  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman 
to  the  fact  that  for  every  private  bridge  there  are  10,  15,  or 
20  bridges  owned  by  the  municipalities,  counties,  and  SUtes 
that  will  receive  the  benefit  of  this  legislaUon? 
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Mr  COCHRAN.  Let  me  ask  the  genUeman  "he  wants 
the  sovereign  States  to  turn  everything  over  to  the  Federal 
Government  and  let  the  Federal  Government  pay  all  their 

Mils? 
Mr.  HOLMES.    I  want  to  answer  the  genUeman  In  this 

way     No:  this  does  not  do  that. 

Mr  COCHRAN.  No:  it  does  not.  Well,  read  it  carefully. 
Mr  HOLMES.  But  It  does  protect  the  community  that 
has  an  authorization  to  buUd  a  bridge  between  two  com- 
munities or  two  States  from  the  Federal  Government's  com- 
ing in  there  and  telling  them  to  tear  it  down  and  rebuild  it 
and  shoulder  the  burden  of  all  that  expense  onto  the  local 
taxpayers  of  the  two  States. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  And  if  the  genUeman  will  read  the  fran- 
chise under  which  most  of  the  bridges  have  been  constructed, 
he  will  find  a  provision  there  and  also  In  the  Bridge  Act  of 
1906.  which  specifically  states  if  you  are  impeding  naviga- 
tion and. alterations  are  necessary,  you  must  pay  the  cost 
of  the  alterations  and  not  the  Federal  Government.  So.  if 
they  did  not  have  a  proper  clearance  or  build  a  proper  bridge 
when  it  was  orlgmally  constructed,  they  should  bear  the  cost 
now  of  making  the  improvements  that  the  War  Department 
states  are  necessary  so  navigation  will  not  be  Impeded. 

Mr.  KEEFE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  The  gentleman  has  stated  that  he  has  spent 
a  good  many  years  investigating  this  problem.  In  his  in- 
vestigations, has  he  any  statistics  or  facts  to  show  what  the 
prospective  cost  might  be  to  the  Government  if  this  legisla- 
tion is  enacted,  based  upon  what  may  be  expected  in  the 
shape  of  repairs  and  alterations? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  I  have  l)een  told  unofBclally  by  an  officer 
of  the  Engineer  Corps  that  the  initial  cost,  with  respect  to 
bridges  that  should  be  altered  now.  would  be  around  $15.- 
000.000   or    $20,000,000. 

It  will  be  the  taxpayers  who  must  provide  the  money. 
Still,  if  it  is  a  railroad  or  a  toll  bridge  the  same  taxpayers 
must  pay  the  railroad  to  ride  over  the  bridge  or  the  toll  to 
cross  it  on  foot  or  in  an  automobile. 

In  my  Judgment  this  House  should  sustain  the  President's 
\'eto. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  I  Mr.  DikksenI. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  about  15  years  ago  I  served 
on  the  city  council,  as  a  commissioner  in  my  city,  and  in  the 
course  of  that  tenure  we  built  a  bridge  over  the  Illinois  River. 
There  was  some  difficulty  In  getting  the  money,  and  one  of 
the  things  we  did  was  to  assess  the  railroads  for  a  portion  of 
the  cost  of  that  bridge.  They  received  exactly  no  benefit, 
and  I  could  find  no  damage  suit  lodged  against  the  railroad 
at  any  time  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  they  maintained  no 
grade  separation,  but  they  were  penalized  to  the  extent  of 
atwut  $30,000  and  received  absolutely  no  benefits.  The  bridge 
cost  a  good  deal  more  than  It  otherwise  would  for  the  reason 
that  the  War  Department  came  along  and  said  that  a  bridge 
with  a  clearance  height  over  the  Illinois  River  shall  be  66  feet 
above  low-water  level.  The  chances  are  that  that  provision 
added  many  thousand  dollars  to  the  cost  of  that  bridge. 

Now.  I  maintain,  out  of  the  personal  experience  I  have  had 
In  this  matter,  that  It  would  be  unfair  to  assess  a  railroad, 
for  Instance.  If  they  received  no  benefit.  It  would  be  unfair 
to  tax  the  municipality,  too.  If  they  did  not  receive  a  benefit, 
and  If  a  bridge  is  necessary,  and  If  the  War  Department  says 
to  a  municipality  or  a  State.  "This  Is  the  kind  of  bridge  you 
must  build,  this  Is  the  clearance  height  you  must  maintain/' 
then  certainly  in  all  equity  and  good  tonscience  it  Is  fair  to 
apportion  properly  the  total  cost  on  an  equitable  basis  and 
aaana  everybody  accordingly. 

This  is  the  tenor  of  the  bill  that  is  pending  today,  and  I 
H^omae  to  vote  to  override  the  veto.     [Apidause.] 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  Miu.nl. 
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Mr  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  Just  want  to  record  myself 
in  favor  of  this  bill.  I  think  that  it  corrects  a  mistake  that 
was  made  years  ago  and  regardless  of  who  the  individuals 
are  or  the  SUtes  or  the  ciUes  that  benefit.  I  think  it  is  sunple 
Justice  that  we  pass  this  bill  over  the  President's  veto 

I  want  to  add  to  the  word  of  the  genUeman  from  Colorado 
[Mr  Lewis],  I  have  had  just  one  communicaUon  on  this  sub- 
ject I  do  not  know  where  aU  of  the  maU  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  has  come  from.  but.  certainly,  it  has  not  come 
from  my  part  of  the  country.  .^^^^^ 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York   I  Mr.  CulkinI. 

Mr  CULKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  glad  at  this  time  to  be 
able  to  say  a  posiUve  word  in  behalf  of  the  railroads.  (Ap- 
plause.! I  think  their  rights  are  definitely  and  unfairly 
invaded  under  the  present  law  and  this  legislation  offers  a 
positive  cure  in  the  situaUon. 

The  legal  doctrine  which  the  President  cites  in  the  mes- 
sage seems  to  me  to  be  unsound  in  the  present  instance,  and 
the  operation  of  the  conunon  law  places  an  undue  burden 
upon  the  railroads.  I  am  more  or  less  familiar  with  this 
procedure,  having  seen  it  pass  through  the  Rivers  and  Har- 
bors Committee  for  many  years.  It  Is  my  judgment  and  the 
judgment  of  a  majority  of  the  members  of  that  committee 
that  this  legislation  is  timely,  sound,  and  will  correct  an 
economic  wrong  that  is  l)eing  done  to  the  railroads. 

I   urge   that   the    House   override    the   President's   veto. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio   I  Mr.  CROSsnl. 

Mr.  GROSSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  according  to  my  judgment, 
this  is  a  very  Just  bill.  It  merely  proposes  that  the  parties  im- 
mediately affected  by  the  replacement  or  renewal  of  a  bridge 
shall  make  payment  according  to  the  benefits  received  by 
them  as  a  result  of  such  change.  The  parties  directly  inter- 
ested In  any  of  these  bridge  Improvements  or  replacements 
would,  under  the  terms  of  the  bill,  pay  toward  its  cost  Just  to 
the  extent  that  they  may  receive  lieneflLs.  If  anything  is 
equitable,  that  is  most  equitable.  I  can  see  no  just  ground  for 
opposition  to  the  bill.  The  fact  that  heretofore  the  law  pro- 
vided otherwise  is,  to  my  mind,  not  a  soimd  objection.  Most 
of  the  laws  enacted  are  adopted  in  lieu  of  law  in  effect  prior 
to  such  enactment.  If  the  law  is  unjust,  we  should  always  try 
to  correct  it.  To  say  that  a  contrary  law  is  now  in  effect  Is 
no  sound  reason  for  opposing  the  present  bill.  If  existing  law 
is  wrong,  that  is  why  it  should  be  replaced.  That  is  the  rea- 
son for  the  pending  bill.  I  sincerely  trust  that  the  Members 
of  the  House  will  vote  to  pass  the  measure.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  LEA.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  7  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  I  Mr.  SabathI. 

Mr.  SABATH.    Mr.  Speaker,  years  ago  many  of  us  from 
Illinois,  especially  from  the  city  of  Chicago,  endeavored  to 
secure  some  relief  when  the  city  of  Chicago  was  by  the  War 
Department  ordered  to  build  new  bridges  at  a  cost  of  about 
$30,000,000.    At  that  time  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  did  not  see  fit  to  effect  any  such  relief 
legislaUon:  but  today  we  have  a  bill  that  will  cost  the  Gov- 
enunent  millions  of  dollars,  and  will  relieve  the  railroads 
and   other   private   corporations   from   their   responsibility, 
which     they     pledged     when     permits     were     granted     to 
build  these  bridges  across  the  navigable  streams  of  the  United 
States.    I  think  this  Congress  as  well  as  the  subdivisions  of 
government  have  done  a  great  deal  more  than  their  share 
for  the  railroads  in  the  last  few  years.    We  have  built  most 
of   their   viaducts   and  tmderpasses:    we   have   even   paved 
alongside  their  rights-of-way  at  grade  crossings;  and  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  if  the  real  figures  could  be  had.  they  would 
show  that  the  Government  has  expended  to  help  the  rail- 
roads In  this  connection  to  the  extent  of  millions  upon  mil- 
lions: and  today,  they  come  here  and  ask  the  Government 
for    further   relief   and   that   the  Government    assume   the 
financial  responsibility.    I  regret  that  this  was  called  to  my 
attenUon  only  a  few  moments  ago.  and  I  therefore  cannot 
give  the  real  facts  and  figures  to  the  House;  but  I  am  satis- 
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fled  that  if  the  Members  had  these  figures  and  fully  realized 
the  potential  cost  to  the  Govenunent  they  would  hesitate 
long  before  voting  to  override  the  veto  of  the  President. 

Under  the  new  policy,  when  a  bridge  is  to  be  altered,  the 
owner  of  the  bridge  would  be  required  to  pay  only  such  part 
of  the  cost  of  alteration  as  is  attributable  to  the  direct  and 
special  benefits  which  will  accrue  to  the  bridge  owner  as  a 
result  of  the  alteraUon.  including  the  expecUble  savings  or 
maintenance  costs,  and  that  part  of  the  cost  attributable 
to  the  requirements  of  traffic  by  railroad  or  highway,  or 
both.    Including    any    expenditure    for    increased    carrying 
capacity  of  the  bridge.    That  is,  an  undue  amount  of  the  cost 
of  these  alterations  would  be  borne  by  the  Government.    I 
think  the  railroads  and  the  private  owners  are  the  greatest 
diiect  beneficiaries  and  that  they  should  be  made  to  stand 
the  cost  of  any  expenditure  that  may  be  required  due  to 
the  plans  to  alter  their  faciliUes.    The  Government  of  the 
United  States  has  gone  far  enough  to  aid  the  railroads.    Oh, 
I  concede  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  CaUfornia 
[Mr.  Lea)  that  the  railroads  are  in  bad  shape;  but  we  are 
not  responsible  for  that  condition.    Congress  has  been  gen- 
erously aiding  the  railroads  for  many  years.    Congress  ap- 
propriated more  than  $2,000,000,000  to  rehabiUUte  the  rail- 
,  roads  during  the  war.  and  as  soon  as   that  money  was 
expended  the  railroads  foimd  it  expedient  to  urge  that  the 
Government  relinquish  any  supervision  of  management,  so 
that  presidents  of  the  railroads  might  again  draw  $100  000, 
$120,000,  or  $150,000  a  year  each  and  the  vice  presidents 
fifty  to  seventy-five  thousand  dollars  a  year  each.    That  is 
quite  largely  where  the  money  has  gone;  where  it  has  been 
expended.    We  have  these  unconscionable  salaries  and  poor 
management;   and  why  should  the  Government  be  called 
upon  continuously  to  assist  the  railroads  that  have  failed 
completely  to  manage  the  affairs  of  the  various  Unes  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  pledges  of  efficiency  and  economy  to 
the  stockholders  and  bondholders? 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  amazing  to  what  extent  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Conmnerce  has  gone  to  urge  its 
members  to  vote,  as  I  understand,  as  a  unit  to  override  the 
President's  veto.  And  it  is  sUll  more  strange  to  witness 
many  Democrats  working  in  collaboraUon  with  the  Repub- 
licans who  day  after  day  have  criticized  the  administration's 
spending,  and  at  the  same  time  they  may  at  every  oppor- 
tunity be  found  voting  for  amendments  that  increase  the 
cost  of  pending  bills  by  many  millions. 

It  is  rumored  around  here  that  the  railroad  lobbyists  claim 
to  have  enough  votes  to  override  the  Presidential  veto.  That 
condition.  If  true.  Is  unfortunate;  but  I  shall  vote  to  sustain 
the  President,  who  is  trying  to  hold  down  expenditures  in 
Uiese  trying  days,  in  his  veto. 

I  feel  that  during  these  unfortunate  and  anxious  days, 
when  tremendous  sums  are  actually  needed  for  national 
defense  it  is  regrettable  that  so  many  faU  to  appreciate  the 
situation.  I  myself  feel  that  the  President's  veto  should  be 
susUlned  and  that  a  vote  to  override  it  cannot  by  sound 
logic  be  Justified  by  anybody. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  1  minute  to  the  genUeman 
from  Oregon  I  Mr.  PiercxI. 

Mr  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  particularly  appeal  to  my 
Democratic  colleagues  to  sustain  the  veto.  When  you  over- 
ride the  veto  of  an  Executive,  you  hurt  hard,  you  cut  deep. 
I  know  what  It  means,  and  I  beg  of  my  Democratic  friends 
to  vote  to  sustain  the  President.  These  are  no  idle  words  of 
his.  He  has  stated  clearly  and  plainly  why  he  has  vetoed  Uie 
Wn.  Those  words  have  been  read  from  the  Clerks  desk. 
There  is  no  necessity  of  repeating  them.  The  railroads  were 
given  the  right  to  cross  the  rivers  by  the  Congress,  and  it  was 
provided  that  If  Uiere  were  changes  required,  they  would 
make  them  at  the  expense  of  the  railroads.  Why  override 
the  Presidents  veto?  I  can  see  why  our  friends  on  the  left 
will  do  so.  but  I  beg  of  my  DemocraUc  friends  to  sustain  the 
President. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  time  of  the  gentleman 

from  Oregon  has  expired.  i 
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Mr  LEA  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  one  more  speaker,  and  at 
the  conclusion  of  his  address  I  shaU  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion. I  yield  the  remainder  of  my  time,  with  Uie  exception 
of  1  minute,  to  the  genUeman  from  Alabama  IMr.  Hobbsj. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  genUeman  from  Ala- 
bama is  recognized  for  16  minutes. 

Mr  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wiU  be  delighted  to  answer 
the  question  of  Uie  gentleman  from  Oregon.  Governor  Pirac*. 
and  these  other  gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me:  wny 
should  we  pass  this  blU.  the  veto  notwithstanding? 

The  President  s  veto  is  based  upon  an  erroneous  premise 
that  the  act  of  1906  "has  been  a  condition  precedent  to  the 
construction  of  bridges  over  the  navigable  waters  of  the 
United  States  and  the  owners  are  fully  apprised  of  the  con- 
dition before  the  construction  work  Is  undertaken."  I  do  riot 
know  a  single  raih-oad  bridge— If  you  forget  everything  else 
I  say  please  hear  me  now— I  do  not  know  a  single  railroad 
bridge  which  will  be  affected  by  this  act  which  was  not  buUt 
before  the  act  of  1906  was  ever  thought  of.  I  do  not  know 
a  bridge  that  is  being  required  to  be  remodeled  or  that  ever 
has  been,  which  Is  not  more  than  50  years  old. 

Every  one  of  them  that  I  know  anything  about,  and  I  have 
dUigently  Inquired  and  have  In  my  files  reports  on  every  one 
in  the  United  States.  I  think.    I  solemnly  tell  you  that.  In 
spite  of  the  propaganda  which  has  been  spread.  Uiere  is  not  a 
bridge  which,  in  my  deliberate  Judgment.  wUl  be  affected  oy 
the  operation  of  this  act  which  was  not  built  at  least  20  years 
before  the  act  of  1906  was  passed.    That  fact  kills  the  predi- 
cate of  the  President's  veto,  that  the  bridges  were  buUt  wlUi 
full  knowledge  of  the  act  of  1906.    I  want  to  repeat  that, 
because  I  want  you  to  get  it.    I  do  not  know  of  a  bridgem 
question  which  was  not  built  20  years  before  the  act  of  1906. 
The  President,  in  vetoing  any  bill.  Is  exercising  his  con- 
stitutional power.     It  is  equally  within  the  consUtuUonal 
power  of  this  House  to  pass  the  bUl.  the  President  s  veto 
notwithstanding.    Both  are  In  exact  accord  with  the  Con- 
sUtution  of  the  United  States,  and  In  exercising  that  power 
we  are  but  performing  the  legislative  duty  that  the  Con- 
sUtutlon  of  the  Umted  States  contemplates  and  authorizes. 
This  is  no  dicUtorshlp.   The  President  has  said  repeatedly, 
and  I  know  he  means  It.  that  he  does  not  want  to  override 
Congress  or  usiu^p  its  funcUons.    He  has  a  perfect  right  to 
veto  any  bill.    We  have  a  perfect  right  equaUy,  derived  from 
the  same  source,  to  pass  it  over  his  veto  after  we  consider 
his  reasons.     I  am  sure  we  aU  have  fuUy  considered  his 
reasons,  and  now.  In  the  friendliest  possible  spirit,  we  are 
going  to  disagree  most  respectfully. 
Mr   LEAVY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr!  HOBBS.    I  will  be  happy  to  yield  to  the  dlsUngulshed 
gentleman  from  WasWngton. 

Mr  LEAVY.  The  gentleman  stated  that  the  bridges  which 
would  be  affected  are  practlcaUy  aU  bridges  built  prior  to 

1906? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    That  Is  right.  .     ...^       ^ 

Mr.  LEAVY.  But  If  a  bridge  were  built  prior  to  1906  and 
It  had  Just  simply  become  worn  out  and  had  to  be  replaced, 
as  I  understand  the  bill,  that  would  not  Involve  any  obligaUon 
on  the  part  of  the  Government? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Oh.  certainly  not, 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Only  in  the  case  where  speclflcaUons  were 
changed  by  the  Government? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  That  is  right  because  of  the  needs  of  navi- 
gation. 

Now.  I  must  hurry  on.  The  propagandists  against  this 
bUl  are  saying  that  this  bill  Is  in  the  Interest  of  the  raUroads. 
and  that  it  Is  a  raUroad  bill.  I  say  categorically  that  Is  not 
80.  Some  people  have  said  that  it  was  a  blU  in  the  interest 
of  the  waterways,  so  that  they  could  have  the  increased  clear- 
ances they  need.  That  is  not  so.  It  Is  a  bill  in  the  interest  ol 
both  the  railroads  and  the  waterways,  but  mainly  In  the  in- 
terest of  the  general  pubUc,  particularly  raUway  labor. 
Please  permit  me  to  teU  you  how  this  biU  originat«d  In  my 

mind. 

Eight  years  ago  a  barge  of  the  Inland  Waterways  Corpora - 
Uon,  paying  no  attention  whatsoever  to  the  signs  all  around. 


=  i. 


,  t 


H! 


•!- 


k:^ 


» 


f 


k 


86S2 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  19 


ran  down  the  Tbmbigbee  Rlrer  at  flood  stage  and  Imocksd 
down  one  span  of  an  interstate  carrier's  bridge — the  Southern 
Railway  Co. — between  Selma.  Ala^  my  home  town,  and 
Meridian.  Miss. 

The  railroad  company  made  arrangements  to  pick  up  that 
span  and  put  it  In  the  place  it  had  formerly  occupied.  TlJe 
Army  englneen  said.  "No;  you  cannot  do  that."  And  for  8 
years  we  have  not  bad  a  train  run  on  that  line  from  Selma  to 
Meridian.  For  8  years  conductors,  flagmen,  engineers,  and 
firemen  on  that  intersUte-commerce  line  have  not  made  a 
nm.  It  took  those  train  crews  off  of  the  pay  roll  in  my  home 
town.  It  took  18  men  at  one  time  out  of  the  shops  In  my  home 
town.  The  Southern  Railway  shops  In  Selma  has  the  big- 
gest pay  roU  in  that  town.  They  are  killing  it.  Now  they 
have  dropped  down  12S  miles  and  are  **plcklng  on"  another 
old  bridge  at  Jackson.  Ala.  Neither  of  those  bridges  was  In 
my  district,  but  it  is  killing  the  shops  in  my  home  town,  and 
the  biggest  pay  roll  we  hare. 

Now.  here  is  the  Joke  of  it.  The  Southern  Railway  Co.. 
that  operates  from  Selma  to  Mobile,  the  most  needed  line  in 
our  section  for  national  defense,  coming  right  out  of  the 
heart  of  the  steel  and  iron  district  in  Dixie,  straight  to  the 
only  port  Alabama  has — and  It  is  developed  and  is  a  good 
one — that  line  was  ordered  to  replace  the  bridge  at  Jackson, 
Ala.  The  Southern  Railway  Co.  does  not  evoa  own  the  line. 
It  does  not  own  the  bridge. 

It  has  no  interest  in  it;  it  leases  it  from  a  British  syndi* 
catc:  and  because  of  losses  incurred  for  12  years  in  the  oper- 
ation of  that  division  they  have  been  suing  for  years  to  cancel 
the  lease,  and  the  British  syndicate  will  not  permit  it.  The 
order  of  the  Army  engineers  to  tear  down  that  bridge  and 
build  a  new  one  might  mean  they  would  be  permitted  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  abandon  it.  and  aban- 
doning the  bridge  «"*MMi  abandoning  the  line.  A  chain  is 
no  stronger  than  lu  weakest  link.  A  railroad  is  no  better  than 
its  bridges. 

With  the  problem  of  national  defense  pressing  upon  us 
every  minute  for  consideration.  I  am  saying  to  you  that  It 
does  not  do  much  good  to  manufacture  guns  and  ammunition 
unless  3rou  have  the  means  of  transportation.  Both  waters 
ways  and  railways  are  necessary  to  the  pubUc  good.  We  can« 
not  possibly  keep  men  at  work  if  we  are  going  to  put  them  out 
of  work. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  am  always  happy  to  yield  to  my  friend 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Was  not  the  bill  that  is  imder  consideran 
tion  now  drafted  specifically  to  meet  the  objections  that  were 
made  to  a  similar  bill  of  a  year  or  two  ago? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  A  bill  of  1  year  ago  which  was  vetoed  after 
OoBsress  adjourned.  In  answer  to  that  question  I  want,  if  |l 
may.  to  read  again  to  the  Hotise  the  letter  which  Senator 
TaTTMAM  wrote  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  the  Honor- 
able Vnon.  Chapman,  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  ob 
bridges  of  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Ccnnmerce  Committee: 

Dkab  Mb  CHATMAit:  While  I  may  not.  because  ot  tbe  riil«  ^ 
protocol  agalnM  quoung  tte  President,  state  exactly  what  be  aalpl 
to  me.  yet  I  may  wltb  propriety  ccrtlly  tba  clear  understanding  jZ 
gmined  from  a  personal  IcterTlew  with  tbe  President.  i 

Therefore  I  certify  H  R  9381  is  In  complete  and  perfect  accord 
with  my  clear  undenundlng.  so  gained,  of  tbe  wishes  of  the  Presi- 
dent with  respect  to  that  legislation. 

H.  R.  93ai  u  aasrntially  the  same  bill  passed  by  the  Senate  and  Uie 
House  last  ysar  in  which  tosrt  been  incorporated  amendments  that 
I  am  sure  will  make  It  acceptable  to  the  President. 
Sincerely  yoora, 

Habbt  S.  TauMAjf .  I 

Mr.  MAT.    Mr.  Speaker,  wiO  the  gentleman  yieM?  j 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Tee;  I  am  deUghted  to  yield  to  the  dlsUi^ 
gnished  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAT.  The  Instance  of  the  bridge  across  the  Ttnu- 
blgbee  River  mentioned  by  the  gentleman  Is  one  example 
of  where  It  has  interfered  not  only  with  a  large  number  of 
commercial  activities  and  transportation,  but  it  might  be- 
c<»ne  an  important  factor  in  the  national-defense  program 
In  the  transportation  of  troops,  material,  and  so  on. 


Mr.  HOBBS.    Of  course,  that  Is  so.  and  I  tlmnk  the  gen- 
tleman for  the  contribution.    Now.  let  me  tell  you  somethinj 
else:   If  the  Jackson  railway  bridge  is  abandoned,  it  will 
leave  14  counties,  most  of  them  in  the  district  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Alabama.  Frank  Boykiii.  utterly  without  any  rail 
service  whatsoever.    None  of  them  Is  in  my  district,  but 
they  are  killing  the  railroad  shops  in  Selma.  my  borne  town, 
and  it  is  the  biggest  pay  roll  there. 
Mr.  SPENCE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  geryieman  jriekl? 
Mr.  HOBBS.    I  am  delighted  to  yield. 
Mr.  SPENCE.    Is  there  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of 
the  Secretary  of  War? 
Mr.  HOBBS.    Tes.  sir. 

Mr.  SPENCK  Would  not  that,  therefore,  assure  the  Oov- 
emment's  interest  being  treated  fairly? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Of  course,  no  Secretary  of  War  Is  ever  going 
to  treat  the  Government  unfairly. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
for  a  question? 
Mr.  HOBBS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Has  the  gentleman  discussed  the  equitiet 
of  the  case  as  yet? 
Mr.  HOBBS.    I  am  going  to  do  that  right  away. 
Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOBBS.    Gladly. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman  is  familiar  with  the 
bridge  across  the  Potomac  here  m  Washington.  The  Army 
engineers  recommend  a  new  bridge  so  that  it  may  compare 
with  the  Arlington  Bridge,  yet  the  present  bridge  is  adequate 
to  handle  the  railroad  business. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  And  every  other  bridge  must  be  maintained 
under  the  orders  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
perfectly  serviceable  condition  to  serve  the  needs  of  the  rail- 
roads. 
Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOBBS.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  gentleman  for 
a  question. 

Mr.  SOMMERMAN.  The  gentlonan  spoke  of  a  bridge 
across  the  Tombigbee  River  being  owned  by  a  British  syixll- 
cate. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Tes,  sir. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  I  presiune  that  if  the  bridge  is  renewed 
or  lifted  to  aid  navigation  that  the  Government  would  pay 
for  it  and  that  it  would  still  belong  to  the  British  syndicate. 
Is  that  right? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  In  no  case  is  the  Government  required  to 
pay  more  than  a  small  part  of  the  cost,  but  your  conclu- 
sion is  true,  and  I  make  no  apology  for  the  fact.  We  ought 
to  treat  every  investor  who  puts  his  money  in  this  country 
fairly;  and  this  bill  is  essentially  fair  and  equitable. 

Before  I  explain  the  bill  very  briefly — and  I  hesitate  to  do 
so  in  view  of  the  clear,  fine,  fair  iiresentation  which  has 
been  made  by  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  of  the  House — I  want  to 
tell  you  who  is  for  this  bill.  Before  I  drafted  it  originally 
I  went  to  every  one  of  the  21  railway  brotherhoods  in  this 
country  and  submitted  my  ideas  to  them  and  got  their 
approval.  I  have  never  consulted  with  any  railroad,  of 
course,  because  I  knew  they  would  be  for  it.  The  brother- 
hoods tell  me  that  the  situation  as  it  exists  is  killing  Jobs 
and  adding  to  the  unemployment  problem,  and  therefore 
they  are  cordially  for  this  bill. 

Second,  the  President  appointed  a  committee  of  six  to 
study  the  transixutatlon  problem  as  a  whole,  a  committee 
composed  of  two  representatives  of  management,  two  of 
labor,  and  two  of  the  public.  This  committee  unanimously 
recOTunended  the  relief  given  In  this  bill.  Every  Member 
of  Congress  in  both  Houses  has  voted  for  it  twice.  Both 
the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  of  the 
Hotise  and  two  committees  of  the  Senate  have  given  It  the 
closest  kind  of  scrutiny,  under  a  magnifying  glass,  and  have 
said  It  Is  O.  K.  We  have  now  amended  It  In  accordance 
with  the  suggestion  of  the  President:  Incorporated  three 
amendments  he  asked  l>e  Incorporated.    I  am  sure  this  bill 
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would  never  have  been  vetoed  had  it  not  been  for  his 
engrossment  in  foreign  affairs. 

Now.  let  us  look  at  the  bUl.  What  does  it  do?  Mind  you.  it 
applies  to  no  bridge  that  was  not  buUt  before  the  act  of  1906. 
so  far  as  I  know.  It  says  that  whenever  the  needs  of  navi- 
gation require,  the  War  Department  shall  have  full  and  ple- 
nary power  to  order  the  remodeling,  relocation,  or  rebuilding 
of  any  railroad  bridge  crossing  a  navigable  stream,  but  it 
may  do  so  only  after  a  hearing  has  been  held  and  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case  studied.  Then  if  the  War  Department  con- 
cludes, after  fair  and  full  hearings  and  after  due  notice,  that 
improvement  is  necessary,  then  it  shall  so  order. 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mr.  LEA.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentleman  1  additional 

minute.  ^  .  .^ 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  requires  that  there 
Should  be  cliarged  up  against  the  railroad  all  the  benefits 
that  flow  to  the  railroad  company  from  the  improvement, 
and.  havmg  charged  up  to  the  railroad  company  specifically 
the  value  of  the  use  that  they  have  had  of  the  old  bridge,  hav- 
ing charged  up  to  the  railroad  company  the  expected  savings 
In  maintenance  and  repairs,  having  charged  to  the  railroad 
company  the  increase  in  the  capacity  of  the  new  bridge, 
enabling  the  railroad  to  haul  heavier  loads,  this  biU  requires 
the  Government  to  pay  the  remainder  of  the  cost. 

The  Government  subsidizes  the  waterways  because  of 
national  need.  The  alterations  ordered  are  needed  for  the 
improvement  of  navigaUon  and.  therefore,  benefit  the  Gov- 
ernment. There  is  no  reason  why  the  Government  should 
not  pay  for  the  benefits  it  so  receives.  ( 

With  the  sincerest  admiration  for  our  great  President, 
With  genuine  regret  that  agreement  with  him  on  this  point 
Is  impossible.  I  beg  you  to  serve  national  defense,  relieve 
unemployment,  be  fair  to  the  railways,  and.  therefore,  pass 
this  perfectly  meritorious  bill  over  his  veto. 

Let  me  give  you  as  concisely  as  possible,  five  reasons  for 

an  "aye"  vote:  ^       .^.      . 

First.  National  defense  cannot  be  made  adequate  without 
adequate  rail  and  water  ways. 

The  United  States  is  a  land  of  vast  distances.  No  one  can 
predict  where  there  may  be  need  to  concentrate  men,  muni- 
tions, and  war  mat^rieL 

From  time  to  time  the  place  for  such  concentration  may 

shift. 

No  matter  how  many  tanks  and  guns,  no  matter  how 
much  ammunition  we  may  manufacture,  we  must  be  pre- 
pared to  haul  them  where  we  want  them  when  we  want 
them. 

A  railroad  is  no  better  than  its  bridges. 

A  waterway  is  no  better  than  its  clearances. 

Second.  Neither  can  peacetime  transportation  service  be 
adequate  without  adequate  rail  and  water  ways. 

Third.  Railways  are  no  longer  able  to  build  bridges  to 
serve,  not  only  their  own  needs,  but  also  the  expanding 
needs'  of  their  competing  carriers,  the  waterways. 

The  situation  of  the  railways  presents  a  serious  problem, 
as  everybody  familiar  with  the  subject  admits.  Uwking  at 
the  figures  for  the  past  5  years,  it  appears  that  with  the 
exception  of  the  year  1935.  the  railroads  have  never  earned 
as  much  as  2  percent  upon  their  investment.  In  1938,  after 
payment  of  fixed  charges,  there  was  a  deficit  of  $123,000,000, 
which  may  be  compared  with  an  income  in  1930  of  $524^ 
000.000.  It  is  true  that  conditions  were  somewhat  improved 
in  1939.  when  there  was  a  net  income  after  fixed  charges 
had  been  paid  of  $95,000,000. 

On  the  whole,  however,  the  situation  of  the  raih-oads  was 
weU  expressed  by  President  Roosevelt  in  his  Salt  Lake  City 
speech,  made  on  September  17,  1932,  when  he  said: 

Now.  there  Is  no  reason  to  disguise  the  fact  that  the  raUways  as 
a  whole  are  In  serious  dlfDculty. 

I  may  call  attention  also  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
President  In  that  same  speech,  devoted  as  it  was  to  the  raU- 
road  question,  where  he  said: 


The  problem  of  the  raUroads  Is  the  problem  of  *fch  and  ejery 
one  of  ua  No  single  economic  activity  enters  Into  the  life  ol 
every  individual  as  much  as  do  these  great  carriers. 

The  situation  is  further  lUustrated  by  the  fact  that  at  the 
present  time  109  railroad  companies  of  all  classes  are  under- 
going reorganization,  either  through  the  process  of  receiver- 
ship or  bankruptcy.  These  109  companies  operate  77,414 
miles  of  railroad  or  31  percent  of  the  toUl  railway  mileage 

of  the  country.  ..,.».  *  ♦.. 

The  situation  of  the  railroads,  particularly  with  respect  to 
impaired  railroad  credit,  was  such  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  in  the  spring  of  1938.  appointed  a  special  com- 
mittee, composed  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  E)epartment  of  Commerce,  the  Administrator 
of  the  Farm  Security  organization,  a  representative  of  the 
Security  Owners  Association,  a  representative  of  railroad 
management,  a  representative  of  raUroad  labor,  and  three 
members  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  to  make  a 
study  of  the  transportation  problem,  particularly  as  it  affected 

railroads.  ,     .».    «     .j     . 

In  the  message  delivered  to  the  Congress  by  the  President, 
bearing  date  of  AprU  11,  1938,  in  transmitting  to  Congress 
the  recommendations  of  this  committee,  the  President  l-e- 
ferred  to  the  fact  that  the  problem  of  railroad  transporUtlon 
had  become  increasingly  difficult.  In  the  report  made  to  the 
President  and  by  the  President  transmitted  to  Congress,  the 
three  members  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  as 
shown  by  House  Document  No.  583.  Seventy-fifth  Congress, 
third  session,  fully  recognized  the  serious  situation  of  the 
railroads,  saying,  among  other  things: 

The  continuing  decline  In  the  spread  between  reventies  and 
expenses,  along  with  the  ctirrent  loss  of  traffic,  have,  generally 
speaking  resulted  In  the  destruction  of  railroad  credit.  Few  rail- 
roads are  In  a  position  to  borrow.  With  earnings  so  largely  con- 
sumed in  paying  operating  expenses,  taxes,  and  other  obligaUons. 
little  U  available  for  Improving  plant  no  matter  how  neceasary 
such  improvements  may  be.  The  railroad  plant.  especlaUy  Itsequlp- 
ment.  Is  constantly  wearing  out  or  becoming  obsolete.  Mclent 
operation  requires  constant  renewal  and  replacement.  To  the  ex- 
tent such  renewal  and  replacement  are  taipeded.  transportation 
efficiency  is  lessened  and  cost  is  Increased. 

In  the  f aU  of  1938.  after  the  railroads  had  been  defeated  In 
their  effort  to  secure  a  decrease  in  the  wage  rate,  the  Pr«i- 
dent  appointed  a  committee  of  six  persons  connected  with 
the  railroad  industry,  three  of  these  being  raih-oad  presldenU 
and  three  being  railroad  labor  executives.  In  making  tWs 
appointment,  the  President  is  quoted  by  the  New  Tork  Herald 
Tribune  as  saying,  at  a  press  conference  on  Septeber  20. 
1938,  In  subsUnce  that  the  question  of  wage  reduction  Is  sub- 
ordinate for  the  time  being  to  the  broad  question  of  railroad 
rehabilltotlon.  He  pointed  out  that  he  had  made  recom- 
mendations for  raUroad  rehabUltatlon  at  the  last  session  of 
Congress,  but  that  Congress  had  adjourned  without  enacUng 
any  laws  helpful  to  the  railroads,  one-third  of  which  are 
already  In  bankruptcy.  It  is  a  weU-known  fact  that  the 
President  requested  this  Committee  of  Six  to  bring  forward 
recommendations  which  would  represent  a  forward  step  in 
the  matter  of  railroad  rehabilitation. 

The  Committee  of  Six,  after  very  careful  consideration  of 
all  factors  entering  into  the  problem,  made  a  series  of  con- 
crete recommendations,  one  of  which  had  to  do  with  the 
reconstrucUon  of  bridges  and  other  faclUUes.  The  language 
of  the  Committee  In  summarizing  its  recommendation  was: 

Adoption  of  policy  that  whenever.  In  connection  with  the  im- 
prove^nt  of  nVvlgable  waters  •  •  •  a  rallro«l  Is  required  to 
k?^r  or  reconstruct  bridges  or  other  facUltl«.  It  bf.^re^^m^J^ 
by  the  Oovemment  for  all  coaU  In  excess  of  any  direct  benefit 
accruing  to  it. 

This  recommendation  went  to  the  President  under  date  of 
December  23,  1938.  ^    ^  /       ,_^ 

In  the  hearings  which  were  had  on  a  bill  which  is  substan- 
tUlly  the  same  as  H.  R.  9381,  held  by  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Commerce  on  May  17.  1939,  a  Uble  was 
Introduced  showing  that  certain  railroads  shown  In  the  table. 
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over  a  period  of  years,  had  expended  $48,209,756  In  rebuilding 
and  relocating  bridges  at  the  command  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. The  table  further  showed  that  of  this  amount, 
128.480.267  was  expended  for  the  improvement  of  navigation 
and  $17,890,528  was  expended  for  the  Improvement  of  rail- 
road faclUtles.  In  other  words.  In  the  period  of  years  covered 
by  the  table,  the  railroads  have  been  called  upon  to  pay  prac- 
tically $28,500,000  to  Improve  water  transportation,  without 
any  benefit  whatever  to  the  faciUties  of  the  railroads  from 
the  viewpoint  of  railroad  transportation. 

It  is  only  necessary  to  call  attention  to  the  extended  hear- 
Icgs  held  by  the  House  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Cdmmerce.  extending  from  January  24.  1939,  to  March  30, 
1939,  to  understand  the  serious  situation  of  the  railroads  and 
the  necessity  for  giving  relief  wherever  that  can  be  done  with- 
out sacrifice  of  the  public  Interest.    Particular  attention  may 
be  called  to  the  testimony  of  Commissioner  Splawn  and  to 
the  tables  which  he  there  introduced,  showing  that  for  the 
first  11  months  of  1938  the  class  I  railroads  of  the  country 
Incurred  a  deficit  of  $145,277,364.  and  that  among  the  deficit 
railroads  in  that  period  were  such  important  lines  as  the  At- 
lantic Coast  Line:  Baltimore  li  Ohio;  Boston  &  Maine;  Chi- 
cago It  North  Western;  Chicago.  Milwaukee.  St.  Paul  It  Pa- 
cific; Missouri  Pacific;  New  York  Central:  New  York.  New 
Haven  L  Hartford;  Northern  Pacific;   Pere  Marquette;  St. 
Louis-San  Francisco;  Seaboard  Air  Line;  Southern  Railway; 
Southern  Pacific;   and  many  others  which  could  be  men- 
Uoned.    As  stated  previously,  the  1939  showing  is  a  little 
better,  but  the  conditions  which  brought  about  the  lmpro\'e- 
ment    were    attributable    to    a    stimulated    and    temporary 
Improvement,  due  to  war  conditions  abroad. 

Fourth.  H.  R.  9381.  the  Truman-Hobbs  bill,  simply  faces 
these  facts  and  provides  the  only  practical  remedy. 
^  "Riere  is  no  question  but  that  the  Army  engineers  haVe 
the  power  to  order  the  repair,  remodeling,  improvement, 
relocation,  or  rebuilding  of  any  railroad  bridge  across  a 
navigable  stream,  if  the  needs  Of  navigation  so  require. 

This  bill  simply  requires  that  in  the  exercise  of  this  power, 
a  hearing  be  given  to  interested  parties  and  that  the  Army 
engineers  shall  ascertain  the  equities  in  the  event  they  find 
it  necessary  to  order  the  improvement  of  a  railway  bridge. 

In  such  event  the  bill  requires  the  Army  engineers  to 
charge  the  bridge  owner  with —  \ 

Such  part  of  the  cost  of  the  Improrement  as  is  attributable  to  the 
direct  and  special  l)eneflt«  which  will  accrue  to  the  bridge  owner  as 
a  result  of  the  alteration,  including  the  expectable  savings  In  repair 
O'  maintenance  coats.  Aud  that  part  of  the  cost  attributable  to  the 
requirements  of  traflic  by  railroad  or  highway,  or  twth.  Includlrig 
any  expenditure  for  Increased  carrying  capacity  of  the  bridge,  and 
Including  such  proj)orttan  of  the  actual  capital  cost  of  the  <!>ld 
bridge  or  of  such  part  of  the  old  bridge  as  may  be  altered  or  changed 
or  rebuilt,  as  the  used  service  life  of  the  whole  or  a  part,  as  t;he 
case  may  t>e.  bears  to  the  total  estimated  service  life  of  the  wh^ile 
or  such  part. 

The  United  Slates  Is  required  to  l)ear  "the  balance  of  the 
cost,  -including  that  part  attributable  to  the  necessities  of 
.  navigation." 

Of  course,  other  contingencies  are  provided  for.  The  beiie- 
flts  to  any  highways  must  be  l»me  by  the  proprietor  of  the 
highway.  Where  a  relocation  or  alteration  is  desirable  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  owner  of  a  park,  for  instance,  the  pairk 
owner  is  required  to  participate  in  defraying  the  expense.   < 

Essentially,  the  bill  is  sound,  fair,  and  altogether  equitable. 
It  charges  every  proper  element  of  cost  against  the  railways 
which  should  be  borne  by  them.  The  Government  is  re- 
quired to  bear  whatever  the  residue  of  cost  may  be  after  all 
the  deductions  have  l)een  made.  Bear  in  mind,  the  basis  of 
the  order  for  the  improvement  Is  the  needs  of  navigation. 
TllWtfore.  since  a  perfectly  good  railroad  bridge,  adequately 
Mnrlag  railway  needs,  is  to  be  remodeled  solely  because  of 
\the  needs  of  the  competing  carrier,  it  is  manifest  that  navi- 
gation should  be  taxed  with  an  equitable  share  of  the  cost. 

Whatever  this  equitable  share  may  be  is  left  to  deter- 
mination of  the  Army  engineers.  This  is  fair.  The  Nation 
gets  the  l)eneflt  both  for  peacetime  service  and  for  national 
defense.  Tlie  Nation  should  be  willing  to  pay  what  its  own 
Army  engineers  certify  to  be  equitable.  i 
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Fifth.  The  bUl  Is  the  product  of  4  years'  hard  work. 

The  authors  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Committees  of  both 
House  and  Senate,  and  their  experts,  after  full  hearings  upon 
every  phase  of  the  transportation  problem,  many  consulta- 
tions with  competent  advisers,  have  produced  a  bill  whicli 

has  no  "bugs"  in  it.  .  .  « 

A  very  similar  bill  was  passed  by  both  Houses  of  Congress 
last  year,  but  was  vetoed  by  the  President  after  Congress 

adjourned. 

This  year  the  President  suggested  certain  amendments. 
These  have  been  included  in  the  present  bUl,  and  are  as 

follows: 

Page  a  lines  11  to  14:  "The  term  bridge  owner*  shall  also 
mean  and  include  aU  Joint  owners.  parUcularly  States,  counties, 
municipalities,  or  other  participants  In  ownership  of  bridges  for 
both  railroad  and  highway  trafDc."  .   _   .„ 

Page  5.  lines  21  and  22:  "including  the  expectable  savings  In 
repair  or  maintenance  costs:". 

Page  e  lines  5  to  17:  "Provided.  That  the  part  of  the  cost  of 
alteration  of  any  bridge  for  both  highway  and  railroad  traffic  at- 
tributable to  the  requirements  of  trafBc  by  highway,  shall  be 
borne  by  the  proprietor  of  the  highway:  Provided  further.  That  In 
the  event  the  alteration  or  relocation  of  any  bridge  may  be  de- 
sirable for  the  reason  that  the  bridge  unreasonably  obstrucU 
navigation,  but  also  for  some  other  reasor.  the  Secretary  may  re- 
quire equitable  contribution  from  any  interested  person,  firm, 
association,  corporation,  municipality,  county,  or  SUte  desiring 
such  aUeratlon  or  relocation  for  svich  other  reason,  as  a  condition 
precedent  to  the  making  of  an  order  for  such  alteration  or  relo- 
cation." 

This  bill,  as  its  preceding  version,  follows  the  philosophy 
set  forth  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  its 
decision  in  the  case  of  N.  C.  «fr  St.  L.  Ry.  Co.  v.  Walters  <  294 
U.  8.  405  >,  relating  to  the  analogous  problem  arising  there 
in  the  elimination  of  grade  crossings.  There  is  no  distinction 
In  principle  between  the  equities  arising  from  the  elimination 
of  a  grade  crossing  where  a  highway  intersects  a  railway,  and 
the  equities  arising  from  the  improvement  of  a  railway  bridge 
which  crosses  a  navigable  stream.  Hence  the  application  of 
the  philosophy  of  the  Walters  case  to  the  problem  sought  to 
be  equitably  solved  by  this  bill. 

The  Walters  case  was  one  attacking  a  statute  of  a  State- 
Tennessee — which  imposed  upon  the  railway  company  one- 
half  of  the  cost  of  obviating  a  grade  crossing.  It  was  claimed, 
quite  properly,  that  the  elimination  of  grade  crossings  was  a 
safety  measure  protecting  both  the  travelers  on  the  highway 
and  also  on  the  railway,  hence  was  valid  because  of  the 
unlimited  pobce  power  of  a  sovereign  State. 

But  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  speaking 
through  Mr.  Justice  Brandeis.  held: 

The  police  power  Is  subject  to  the  constitutional  limitation  that 
It  may  not  be  exerted  arbitrarily  or  unreasonably. 

The  power  in  a  State  to  require  a  railroad  company  to  l>car 
expenses  of  separating  the  grades  of  the  railway  and  a  new  highway 
at  crossing  Is  not  absolute,  but  Is  subject  to  the  due-process  clause 
of  the  fourteenth  amendment:  and  It  does  not  exist  In  the  particu- 
lar case  If.  upon  the  facts  of  that  case,  the  exaction  would  be 
tinreasonable  or  arbitrary. 

Par  from  t>eiiig  a  feeder  of  railway  traffic,  it — the  underpass — 
would  add  to  the  motor  competition  from  which  the  railway  had 
already  suffered  severely;  and  that  the  tax  burden  upon  the 
railway  was  already  excessive,  as  compared  with  that  upon  the 
owners  of  motor  vehicles  who  woiild  use  the  highway  as  Its 
competitors. 

If.  therefore,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
held,  as  it  did.  that  a  Tennessee  statute  was  void  which  im- 
posed only  one-half  of  the  cost  of  an  imderpass,  the  con- 
struction of  which  was  ordered  by  a  sovereign  State  in  the 
exercise  of  its  police  power,  how  much  less  of  equity  has 
the  Federal  Government? 

There  are  at  least  11  reasons  why  the  State's  case  was 
stronger  than  the  case  of  the  Federal  Government: 

First.  The  Federal  Government  has  no  police  powers,  save 
one — to  maintain  itself.  All  the  others  were  expressly  re- 
served to  the  States. 

Second.  The  imposition  by  the  Federal  Government  Is  not, 
as  was  the  States,  for  the  benefit  of  the  railroad  company 
at  all,  but  merely  for  the  l)eneflt  of  a  competing  carrier, 
the  waterway. 

Third.  The  power  to  regulate  interstate  commerce  is  the 
only  basis  upon  which  the  right  of  the  Federal  Government 
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to  order  the  alteration  of  a  railway  bridge  can  be  predicated 
and  only  then  because  of  the  needs  of  navigation. 

pyjurth.  Most  of  the  railway  bridges  which  would  be  af- 
fected by  this  act  were  erected  under  permit  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government— usually  they  were  built  In  accordance 
With  plans  and  specifications  either  prepared  or  approved 
by  the  Federal  Government;  whereas  the  State  did  nothing 
of  the  kind  with  respect  to  the  raUway  the  SUte  ordered 
to  pay  one-half  of  the  cost  of  an  underpass. 

Fifth.  Every  one  of  the  bridges  which  would  be  affected 
by  this  act  is  perfectly  serviceable  and  satisfactory  for  all 
railway  purposes. 

Railways  are  required  by  law,  as  well  as  for  their  own 
protection,  to  maintain  their  bridges  in  first-class  condition. 
Sixth.  This  taking  of  private  property— money— from  the 
railways,  without  just  compensation  (in  fact,  without  any 
compensation),  is  only  permitted  on  the  tenuous  theory  of 
regulating  water-borne  commerce. 

Seventh    But,  taken  in  conjunction  with  the  burdens  of 
toxation— on  the  railways  heavy,  on  the  waterways  none— 
and  the  systems  of  regulation  to  which  the  railways  and 
their  competitors  are  subject,  such  an  exaction  amounts  to 
a  denial  of  equal  protection  of  the  laws  and  discriminates 
against  and  burdens  interstate  commerce. 
Eighth.  The  power  to  regulate  is  not  the  power  to  kill. 
Regulation  presupposes  the  continuity  of  the  traffic  regu- 
lated—not its  destruction.  h.«ohi« 
Ninth.  Assessments  for  pubUc  improvements  are  ordinarily 
constitutional   only  if  based  on  benefits  to  the  property 

assessed 

Tenth  The  State  only  sought  to  impose  on  the  railway 
company  one-half  of  the  cost  of  the  alteration:  the  Federal 
Government  has  been  imposing  all  of  the  cost. 

Eleventh.  So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain— and  I 
have  made  diligent  research— most,  if  not  all.  of  the  bridges 
which  would  be  affected  by  this  act  were  built  long  before  the 
act  of  March  23,  1906:  yet  the  President,  in  his  message  of 
June  10  1940,  returning  the  bill  H.  R.  9381  without  his 
approval,  makes  this  statement  as  the  basis  of  his  veto: 

As  was  stated  In  my  memorandum  of  disapproval  of  S.  1M9.  the 
OenerirBrld^Act  of  March  23,  1906.  authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
WwJo  ^u2l  the  alteration  of  any  bridge  which.  In  hi»  opln  on 
may  at  aS  time  unreasonably  obstruct  navlgatlon^he  cost  of  such 
StJratlon  to  be  borne  entirely  by  the  owner  ThU  has  been  a 
condition  precedent  to  the  construction  of  bridges  over  the  navl- 
^?re  wate?8^f  the  United  SUtes  and  the  owners  are  ^ully  apprised 
of  the  condition  before  the  construction  work  Is  undertaken. 

The  proponents  of  the  bill  are  clearly  convinced  that  there 
wUl  not  be  any  great  cost  entailed  upon  the  Government  by 
making  this  bill  law.  The  railroads  have  already,  under  the 
orders  of  the  Army  engineers,  rebuilt  or  altered  a  consider- 
able number  of  the  bridges  which  might  otherwise  come  within 
its  pur\'iew.  The  railroads  have  already  thus  expended  over 
$28  000  000  for  the  improvement  of  navigation  out  of  a  total 
of  $48  000  000  they  were  compelled  thus  to  expend.  There 
should'  not  be  a  great  many  more  of  similar  expenditures  to 
be  required  But  whether  much  or  little,  the  Government 
cannot  be  required  under  this  blU  to  pay  1  cent  untU  it  has 
been  certified,  after  full  hearing,  by  Its  own  Army  engineers, 
that  the  Government's  contribution  is  necessary  for  the  un- 
provement  of  navigation. 

This  bill  will  not  cost  the  Government  a  cent  unless  the 
Government's  expenditure  is  hoth  necessary  and  right.  U  any 
expenditure  meets  this  criterion  it  should  be  made. 

We  know  how  exceedingly  engrossed  in  foreign  affairs  the 
President  is.    We  have  no  criticism  of  his  vetoes  of  this  bill. 
We  know  that  other  things  are  uppermost  in  his  mind     But 
we  sincerely  believe  that  this  bill  will  militate  ^  the  distinct 
advantage  of  the  national  defense  which  is  at  this  time  the 
preeminent  consideration  of  every  American.    [Applause.] 
Mr.  LEA.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  quesUon. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The  SPEAKER.     The  question  is.  WUl  the  House,  on 
reconsideration,  agree  to  pass  the  bill,  the  obJecUons  of  the 
President  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding? 
The  Clerk  will  call  the  roIL 
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The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  324.  nays 
68,  not  voting  39,  as  follows: 


[RoU  No.  1S8] 
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Alexander 

Allen,  ni. 

Allen.  La. 

Allen.  Pa. 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Andrews 

AngeU 

Arends 

Austin 

Ball 

Harden.  N.  C. 

Barnes 

Barry 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Bates.  Ky. 

Bates.  Mass. 

B«ll 

Bender 

Blackney 

Bland 

Bolles 

Bolton 

Boren 

Boykin 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Brewster 

Brooks 

Brown.  Oa. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Bryson 

Buck 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Bulwinkle 

Burcb 

Burdtck 

Byms,  Tann. 

Caldwell 

Camp 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Carlson 

Carter 

Cartwrlght 

Case.  S.  Dak. 

Casey.  Mass. 

Celler 

Cbaptnan 

Chlp>erQeld 

Church 

Clark 

Clason 

Claypool 

Clevenger 

duett 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Cole.  Md. 

Cole.  N.  T. 

Collins 

€olmer 

Cooley 

Cooper 

Corbett 

Coetello 

Courtney 

Cox 

Cravens 

Creal 

Grosser 

Crowe 

Crowther 

Culkin 

Ctunmlngs 

Curtis 

D'Alesandro 

Darden.  Va. 

Davis 
Dempsey 


Arnold 

Beam 

Beckworth 

Bloom 

Boehne 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Bur  gin 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Cochran 

Connery 

Cullen 

Delaney 

Dickstein 

Dln«eU 

DoughtOB 


I 


Dies 

Dlrksen 

Dltter 

Dondero 

Douglas 

Doxey 

Duncan 

Durham 

Dworshak 

Eaton 

Edmlston 

Elliott 

Ellis 

Elston 

Engel 

Englebrlght 

Evans 

Paddls 

Penton 

Pemandea 

Pi  tzpa  trick 

Plannagan 

Plannery 

Ford.  LelandM. 

Pord.  Miss. 

Pries 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Gartner 

Oathlngs 

Oearbart 

Oehrmann 

Oerlach 

Geyer,  Calif. 

Glbbs 

Glfford 

Gilchrist 

Olllle 

Goodwin 

Oora 

Ooasett 

Graham 

Grant.  Ala. 

Grant.  Ind. 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Gross 

Guyer.  Kana. 

Gwynne 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Hancock 

Hare 

Harness 

Harter.  N.  Y. 

Hartley 

Havenner 

Hawks 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennlngs 

Hess 

HUl 

Hlnshaw 

Hobbs 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Hook 

Hope 

Houston 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jarman 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenks.  N.  R. 
Jennings 
Jensen 
Johns 
Johnson,  ni. 


Ind. 

Johnson.  Okla. 
Johnson.  W.  Va. 
Jones.  Ohio 
Jonknxan 


Keefe 
Kefauvsr 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Keogh 

Kerr 

Klibum 

Kllday 

Kinzer 

Kirwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Knuti<on 

Koclalkowskl 

Kunkel 

Lambertaon 

Land  18 

Lanham 

Larrabee 

Lea 

Leavy 

LeCompta 

Leslnskl 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Luce 

Ludlow 

Lyncb 

McDowell 

McOehee 

McGregor 

McLaughlin 

McLean 

McLeod 

McMillan.  Clara 

McMillan,  John  L 

Maas 

Maloney 

Mansfield 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mason 

Masslngale 

May 

Mlchener  ■ 

Miller 

Mills.  Ark. 

Mills.  La. 

Monklewlcz 

Monroney 

Moser 

Mutt 

Mouton 

Mundt 

Murdock.  Arts. 

MurdOv„.  Utah 

Murray 

Norrell 

03rlen 

O'Connor 

Oliver 

O'Neal 

Osmers 

OToole 

Parsons 

PaUlck 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson,  na. 

Peterson.  Oa. 

PIttcnger 

Plumley 

Polk 


Rabaut 


Ramspeck 

Randolph 

Reed.ni 

Reed.  N  Y. 

Rees.  Kana. 

Rich 

Richards 

Robertson 

Robinson.  Utahk 

Robeton.  Ky. 

Rockefeller 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Routaohn 

Rutherford 

Ryan 

Bandager 

Basscer 

Satterfleld 

Schaefer.  ni. 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Bchtffler 

Schuetz 

Scrugham 

Becreat 

Seger 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Bheppard 

Short 

Simpson 

Smith.  Main* 

Smith.  Ohio 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith,  Waah. 

Stnitb.  W.  Va. 

Snyder 

South 

Sparkman 

Spence 

^Mlnger 

Steams.  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sumner,  ni. 

Sumners,  Tea. 

Sutphln 

Sweeney 

Sweet 

Taber 

Tails 

Tarver 

Tenerowlca 

Terry 

Thill 

Thomas.  Tex, 

Thorkelson 

Tlbbott 

Tinkham 

Tolan 

Tread  way 

Van  Zandt 

Vinson.  Oa. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Wadswortb 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Weaver 

Wheat 

Whelchel 

White,  Idaho 

Wlcgtasworth 

Williams.  DeL 

Winter 

Wolcott 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Wood 

Wot>druff.  iCich. 

Yoxmgdahl 


n 


NAYS— 68 


Dunn 

Eberharter 

EdeUteln 

Fay 

Ferguson 

Flaherty 

Folger 

Pord.  Thomas  P 

Pulmer 

Oavagan 

Hart 

Jacobsen 

johnson.LutherA 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Jones,  Tex. 


Kee 

Keller 

Kennedy.  Michael 

Kramer 

McAndrews 

McCormack 

McKeough 

Maclejewskl 

Magnuaon 

Mabon 

Marcantonlo 

Martin,  lU. 

Myers 

Nelson 

NichoU 


Norton 

OX»ay 

OT>eary 

Patman 

Pfelfer 

Pierce 

Poage 

Rankin 

Raybum 

Sacks 

Bchulta 

flcnwsrt 

ami th.  Conn. 

Bomers.  N.  Y. 

Thomason 


'1 
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Vincent.  Kj. 
Ward 
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June  19 


W.irrvn  Whlttlncton 

y/feKt  WUli&ins.  Ho. 

NOT  VOTINO — 39 

Halieck  Merrltt 


Byrne.  W.  T. 
Fyron 
Crawford 
D«rrow 


DIuwT 
Drewry 

Ore«n 


Harrington 
Barter.  Ohio 
Horton 
Jtuklns.  Ohio 
Kean 

Kennedy.  Md. 
Lemke 
U(  A.'dle 
UcGranery 


MitcbeU 
Pace 
Reece.  Tenn. 

RUk 

Romjufl 

Sabatb 

Seccomba 

Sheridan 

Smith.  111. 


Woodrum.  Va. 
Zimmerman 

Btames.  Ala. 
Steagall 
Sullivan 
Taylor 

Thomas,  N.  J. 
Voorhls.  Caltf . 
We:ch 
White.  Ohio 
WolTerton.  N.  J. 


So  two-thirds  having  voted  in  the  afllrmative,  the  bill 
was  passed,  the  cbjecUons  of  the  President  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  the  vote: 

Ut.  Jenklna  of  Ohio  and  Mr  BaUeck  (foe)  with  Mr.  Byrne  of  Hew 
Ur.  *  WolTerton  of  New  Jeney  and  Mr.  Seccombe  (for)  with  Mr. 
Mr^Crawford  and  Mr    Kean   (for)    with  Mr.  Merrttt   (agalnat). 

General  pairs: 

Mr   Drewrv  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr   Barter  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Welch. 

Mr    McOranery  with  Mr.  Horton. 

Mr    Pace  with  Mr    Fl^h. 

Mr.  eabath  with  Mr  Ri.sk. 

Mr   Starnea  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Darrow. 

Mr   Boland  with  Mr    Lemke 

Mr    Stea«all  with  Mr    White  of  Ohio. 

Mr    Byron  with  Mr    DtBouen. 

Mr   McArdle  with  Mr    Mitchell. 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr    Harrington. 

Mr    Rotnjue  with  Mr    Sheridan. 

Mr   Taylor  with  Mr    Smith  of  nilnola. 

jiCr.  Voorhia  of  Cali^'-'ruia  with  Mr.  Disney. 

The  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

DKPAkTMXNT  OF  ACRlCULTinil  APPROPRUTION  BILL.  X941— CONTEH- 

ENCS   REPORT 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  8202)  making  appropri- 
aUons  for  the  I^partment  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement  may  be  read  in  lieu 
of  the  report.  j 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bin. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  (Mr.  Cannon  J? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  arc  as  follows: 

coMFEaxNcz  Erpoai  I 

The  commlttt*  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  vote?  of  the  two 
Houses  on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  and  amendments  of 
thf  Hotise  to  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H,  R. 
8203)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture , for 
the  &9cal  year  enJlr.g  June  30,  IJMl,  and  for  other  purposes,  haiftng 
met.  after  full  and  Iree  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows:  ! 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  ntmibered  41. '42. 
and  00. 

Amendment  numtxred  44:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dla- 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  ol  the 
Senate  numl)ered  44.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  45:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  lU  Ala- 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  otxhe 
Senate  numbered  45.  and  agree  to  the  same.  f 

Amandment  nu.nibfred  95:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dls- 
i^MMMnt  to  the  amendment  of  the  Hou>e  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  95.  and  agree  to  the  sante. 

Amendment  numbered  99:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amer.dmen^  of 
the  Senate  numbered  99.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  nvunbered  103:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dto- 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  numbered  103  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
foUowa:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment 
•■  amended  by  the  House  insert  the  following : 

"Loans:  For  loan&  in  accordance  with  tiUe  I  of  the  BanUMtad- 
Jones  Fann  Tenant  Act.  approved  July  23.  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  1(XX)- 
1QD6i.  9A0.000.000.  which  .sxun  shall  be  borrowed  from  the  Reoon- 
Btructlon  Finance  CorporaUon  at  an  interest  rate  at  3  per  centum  per 
annum  and  which  sum  shall  not  t>e  u^wd  for  jnaUng  loans  under 
the  Mnm  of  Mid  Act  for  the  purchase  of  faaw  at  greater  raiue 
than  the  average  farm  unit  of  thirty  acres  azMl  more  In  the  county. 
parish,  or  looaltty  In  which  such  purchase  may  be  made,  which 
value  shall  be  determined  solely  according  to  staUsUcs  of  the  f^rm 


o^nu  ftf  1040  after  such  sUtlstlce  become  available,  but  prior  to 
5Sr?lr?e  rJJ?  J^  detSSlnS  In  accordance  with  such  regulations 
is  may  L  promulgated  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture:  and  the 
^ronsUuctlon  Flimnce  Corporation  Is  hereby  authorized  and  dl- 
SS5^S^S  sucHum  to^  secretary  of  Agriculture  upon^e 
ISSty  of  anv  obUgatlons  of  borrowers  from  the  Secretary  under 
t^e  prov^lcnsof  title  I  of  the  Bankhead-JonesP^™  Tenant  Act 
approved  Julv  22.  1937  (7  O.  S.  C  1000-1006) :  ProrW^d.  That  the 
aScunt  loaned  by  the  Reconstruction  Fmance  Corporation  shall 
net  exceed  85  per  centum  of  the  principal  amount  outstanding  of  the 
obligations  constituting  the  security  therefor:  Prorufrd  /urfher. 
That  the  Secretary  may  utlltee  proceeds  from  payments  of  prln- 
cioal  and  interest  on  any  loans  made  under  such  title  I  to  repay  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  CorporaUon  the  amount  borrowed  there- 
from under  the  authority  of  this  paragraph:  Provided  further. 
That  the  amount  of  notes,  bonds,  debentures,  and  other  such  obll- 
Katlon.s  which  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  author- 
Ued  and  empowered  to  Is^ue  and  to  have  outstanding  at  any  one 
time  under  existing  law  Is  hereby  Increased  by  an  amount  suffi- 
cient to  carry  out  the  provisions  hereof." 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  17,  20,  21.  37.  39,  43,  61.  65.  66.  and  105. 

Clarence  CAimoit, 
M   C.  TaavEa. 
W   p.  Lambsxtson. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

/  RICRAKO    B.    RtTSSELL, 

Cakl  Hatocn, 
SI   E  Ttdincs. 
I  I      J.  H    Bahkhkao. 

E   D.  Sicrm. 
■Ctrald  P    Nte. 
Chas.  L.  McNabt. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hotise  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  certain  amendments  of  the 
Senate  and  amendments  of  the  House  to  certain  anaendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  biil  (H  R.  8202)  making  appropriations  for  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  In  explana- 
tion of  the  effect  of  the  action  recommended  and  agreed  upon  aa 
to  such  amendmenta  in  the  accompanyuig  conference  report, 
namely: 

On  amendment  Nos.  41  and  42.  acquisition  of  national -forest 
land?:  Appropriates  » 1000.000.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  Instead 
of  %2J0OO.O0Q.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  Nos.  44  and  46.  forest  roads  and  trails :  Appropri- 
ates 49.000. 000.  as  proposed  In  the  House  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate.  Instead  of  $7,500,000.  as  origlnaUy  proposed  by 
the  House,  and  910,000.000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  60.  pink-boUworm  and  Thurberla -weevil  con- 
trol: Appropriates  9526.800.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  Instead  of 
iOC9.008.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No  95  (relating  to  administrative  expenses  In 
Washington  and  In  the  field  vmder  the  appropriation  for  domestic- 
allotment  payments) :  Limits  to  the  Marketing  and  Marketing 
Agreements  Division  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Administra- 
tion and  the  Federal  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation  the  Inter- 
changablUty  l>etween  the  District  of  Columbia,  regional  cfOces.  and 
the  several  States,  of  the  limitations  upon  administrative  expenses 
for  such  offlces  prescribed  by  section  392  (b)  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938.  instead  of  providing  for  such  inlerchango- 
abtllty  for  all  the  activities  provided  for  under  such  appropriation, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  99  parity  payments:  Authorises  parity  pay- 
ments up  to  100  percent  of  parity  price,  as  provided  by  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate. 

On  amendment  No.  103.  farm-tenant  loans:  The  recommendation 
of  the  conferees  dtqers  from  the  original  Senate  amendment  and 
from  the  Htiise  amendment  to  the  Senate  amendment  In  the 
following  respects: 

1.  It  Is  recommended  that  the  150  000.000  for  farm-tenant  loans 
which  Is  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpo- 
ration stall  be  loaned  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  upon  the 
security  of  outstanding  obllgaUons  of  borrowers  under  the  pro- 
Tisioiis  of  title  I  of  the  Bankhe^d -Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act,  tnit  not 
In  excess  of  85  percent  of  such  obligations.  Instead  of  the  require- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senate  that  the  Secretary  of  the  TYeaaury 
ttimlX  reimburse  the  Reconstriictlon  Finance  Corporation  from  the 
general  lund  in  the  Treasury  for  obligations  In  default. 

2.  The  rf Commendation  of  the  conferees  Includes  the  so-called 
Tarrer  amendment,  prohibiting  the  purchase  of  any  farm  of 
greater  value  than  the  avera^  farm  unit  in  the  coxinty.  parish  or 
kicaUty  where  the  purdiaae  Is  nuMle.  so  amended  as  to  require 
the  average  to  be  computed  on  the  basis  of  furms  of  not  leas  than 
SO  acres  as  determined  by  the  farm  census  of  1940  when  that 
census  Is  avaUable  and  prior  to  that  time,  as  determined  In  ac- 
cordance with  regulations  promtilgated  by  the  Secretary  of  Agrl- 
culture. 

In  diaoffr^ement 

The  committee  of  conference  have  not  agreed  respecting  the 
folio wlni7  amendmcBta: 

Amendmenta  NOa.  20,  21,  39.  43.  65.  and  86  relate  to  totala  mvolved 
in  connecUon  with  the  other  amendments  in  dlsagreemenk 
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On  amendments  Nos  17  and  37.  relating  to  beef-catUe  Investi- 
gations in  the  Southeast  and  to  range  investigations  in  the  West: 
Amendment  No.  17  provides  an  Increase  of  $10,000  under  animal 
htisbandry  investigations  for  cooperative  studies  of  beef -cattle 
production  in  the  Southeastern  States;  and  amendment  No.  37 
provides  an  Increase  of  SIOOOO  for  range  investigations  In  the 
Southeastern  States  In  connection  with  the  beef-cattle  studies 
set  up  under  amendment  No.  17.  and  provides  an  additional  in- 
crease of  $15,935  for  the  restca»Uon  of  the  Budget  cut  In  the 
range  Investigations  tmder  the  several  forest  research  stations  In 
the  West. 

On    amendment    No.    61.    white-fringed    becUe    control:    Appro- 
priates $600,000.  ^        ^  .....      ^ 

On  amendment  No.  105.  water  facilities,  arid  and  semlarid  lands: 

Appropriates  $500,000. 

.  Clasencx  Cannow, 

M.  C.  Taxvxr. 

W.  P.  Lambektson. 
I  Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    li«r.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  TarverI. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  the  first  conference  re- 
port on  the  Department  of  Agriculture  appropriation  bill 
came  before  the  House  approximately  a  month  ago.  a  great 
deal  of  difference  of  opinion  arose  with  reference  to  the  so- 
called  75-percent  limitation  in  connection  with  parity  pay- 
ments—that is.  the  proviso  limiting  parity  payments  to  not 
more  than  the  amounts  necessary  to  bring  prices  of  the  five 
crops  involved  to  75  percent  of  parity  and  proportioning  the 
funds  appropriated  accordingly.  Gentlemen  in  the  House, 
particularly  those  represcnttog  areas  of  the  country  inter- 
ested in  the  production  of  wheat,  felt  it  would  be  to  the  in- 
terest of  their  localities  that  this  provision  be  eUminated  and 
after  discussion  that  was  done  by  a  vote  of  the  House,  and  the 
Senate  with  regard  to  that  particular  amendment  has  receded. 
I  am  not  going  to  undertake  to  raise  any  quesUon  with  regard 
to  the  propriety  of  the  action  which  has  been  taken  by  the 

House.  ^,         „. 

I  felt  upon  consideration  of  the  matter  in  connection  with 
the  former  conference  report,  and  I  feel  now,  that  we  should 
first  have  endeavored  to  bring  the  producers  of  these  five 
major  crops  up  to  75  percent  of  parity  before  undertaking  to 
bring  them  up  to  100  percent  of  parity  for  which  the  bill  does 
not  provide  sufficient  funds;  but  I  take  the  floor  at  this  time 
for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out  to  the  gentlemen  who  repre- 
sent wheat-producing  areas  in  this  country  that  the  effect 
of  the  elimination  of  this  75-percent  provision  may  very  well 
not  be  what  they  anticipated  It  would  be. 

I  pointed  out  in  connection  with  consideration  of  that  ques- 
tion when  the  matter  was  first  before  the  House  that  condi- 
tions on  account  of  occurrences  across  the  water  might  sub- 
stantially change  and  that  wheat,  instead  of  being  one  of  the 
most  favored  as  to  market  price  of  these  five  major  crops, 
might  conceivably  be  in  a  worse  position  than  cotton  or  some 
otlier  of  the  five  major  crops  when  the  time  arrives  for  the 
determination  of  the  question  as  to  what  amount  of  parity 
payments  each  of  the  crops  should  have. 

I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  on  May  18— 
and  I  am  quoting  from  figures  furnished  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture — on  May  18.  which  was  just  a  few  days  after 
the  time  we  had  this  question  up  before,  wheat  with  the 
75-percent  limitation  left  in  the  biU  would  have  received  on 
the  basis  of  prices  obtaining  on  that  date  $69,000,000  of  the 
$212  000,000  in  this  biU.  whereas  with  the  elimination  of  the 
75-percent  limitation  it  would  have  received  $62,095,000. 
This  state  of  facts  was  brought  about  by  the  decline  in  the 
price  of  wheat  following  events  abroad. 

On  the  basis  of  prices  on  May  27.  9  days  later,  wheat  with 
the  75-percent  limitation  left  in  the  law  would  have  received 
$79,500,000,  and  with  the  75-percent  limitation  eliminated 
woiild  have  received  $63,040,000.  more  than  $16,000,000  less 
with  the  75-percent  limitation  elinunated  than  with  the 
75-percent  limitation  contained  in  the  law. 

I  realize  that  this  does  not  present  the  picture  of  what 
may  be  the  condition  at  the  time  when  prices  have  to  be 
determined  for  the  pvirpcse  of  fixing  the  amounts  of  parity 
payments.  The  conditions  then,  with  reference  to  wheat, 
may  be  better  or  worse  than  this  but.  according  to  those  who 
are  in  a  better  position  to  express  an  opinion  than  I  am, 
the  experts  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  most 


probable  thing  is  that  the  condition  of  wheat  will  not  rap- 
idly improve.  So  I  feel  that  the  attention  of  these  gentle- 
men who  were  so  anxious  because  wheat  was  above  75  per- 
cent of  parity  at  the  time  that  the  75-percent  limiUtion 
should  be  removed,  a  little  more  than  a  month  ago,  should 
be.  in  all  fairness,  called  to  the  fact  that  on  the  basis  of 
prices  obtaining  only  a  few  deys  ago.  and  substantially 
obtaining  at  the  present  time,  the  wheat  producers  would 
lose  over  $16,000,000  because  of  their  Insistence  on  the  re- 
moval of  the  75-percent  limitation. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 
Mr.  TARVER.  T  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi. 
Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  argument 
made  for  parity  at  the  time  this  provision  was  adopted  by 
the  House  was  really  a  delusion,  because  there  is  no  such 
thing  now  and  there  was  no  such  thing  then  as  a  real  parity 
price  for  cotton  or  wheat? 

Mr.  TARVER.  I  would  prefer  not  to  take  the  5  minutes 
allotted  to  me  to  discuss  that  question.  I  think  we  ought 
not  to  legislate  on  the  basis  of  a  temporary  condition  which 
may  change  at  any  time.  I  suggest  that  the  gentlemen  who 
were  so  insistent  upon  securing  this  striking  out  of  the  75- 
percent  limitation  have  perhaps  been  hoisted  by  their  own 
petard  and  their  constituents  prevented  from  receiving  ben- 
efits in  the  amount  of  over  $16,000,000  which  they  would 
otherwise  have  had.  I  Applause. 1 
(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  (Mr.  DniKSEMl. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  shall  take  only  a  minute 
or  two  to  answer  and  make  an  observation  upon  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia.    It  may  be  quite 
true,  on  the  basis  of  May  18  figures  or  May  29  figures,  that 
wheat  will  receive  $16,000,000  less  than  it  would  if  the  75- 
percent  limitation  had  remained  In  the  bill.    As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  do  not  l>elieve  that  is  the  concern  or  the  considera- 
tion of  the  wheat  farmer  or  the  com  farmer  or  any  other 
farmer  in  that  great  midwestem  area  where  we  produce 
cereal  grain.    We  believe,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  basic 
consideration  set  forth  in  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938  should  have  been  carried  out.  and  that  the  only 
logical  formula  by  which  to  do  that  is  a  100-percent  parity 
formula,  irrespective  of  whether  it  penalizes  corn,  cotton. 
wheat,  tobacco,  rice,  or  any  other  commodity,  on  the  basis 
of  a  price  that  is  given  as  of  a  certain  date. 

But  there  is  much  conjecture  in  what  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  says,  because  this  money  Is  not  available  for  pay- 
ment until  the  next  crop  year.  The  situation  may  be  entirely 
different.  Wheat  may  be  up  very  substantially  at  that  time, 
or  corn  may  be  up  substantiaUy  at  that  time.  They  may  get 
more  or  they  may  get  less  than  the  money  that  is  made  avail- 
able in  this  biU.  But  the  thing  I  seek  to  emphasize  is  that 
we  who  contended  for  the  100-percent  rather  than  the  75- 
percent  formula  were  not  interested  so  much  in  the  dollars- 
and-cents  aspect  of  it  as  we  were  in  the  development  and 
In  the  adoption  of  a  formula  that  is  founded  in  logic.  In 
reason.  In  justice,  and  in  equity,  and  that  carries  out  pretty 
well  the  philosophy  that  was  enunciated  in  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938. 

Many  things  can  happen  overnight;  in  fact,  wheat  can  go 
up  very  substantially,  and  com  can  do  likewise.  We  do  not 
know  what  the  impact  of  war  will  be  upon  the  agricultural 
economy  of  the  coimtry.  but  we  do  know  that  when  this 
passes  it  will  have  anchored  parity  upon  a  rather  sound  and 
logical  basis,  and  that  is  the  primary  consideration.  I  Ap- 
plause.! 

Farmers  seek  a  parity  price  for  their  products.  If  only 
a  moderate  sum  Is  required  to  bring  wheat  or  com  to  parity, 
and  a  larger  amount  for  some  other  commodity,  there  will 
be  no  dissatisfaction  between  the  farmers  of  one  section  as 
against  the  farmers  of  another  section,  because  parity  is  the 
ultimate  objective. 

BIT.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  a  vote 
on  the  conference  report.  i 

The  conference  rejport  was  agreed  tow 
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The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  ttrst  amende 

znent  in  disagreement.  , 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  I 

Mil  linent  No    17:  On  pAge  23.  In  Une  IT  strUu  out  "$814,380'* 
rt     •834.380." 


Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimoua 
consent  that  amendment  No.  17  and  amendment  No.  37  bc| 
considered  together,  as  they  both  relate  to  the  beef-cattle 
investigations. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri?  j 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No  37;  On  page  43.  to  Itoe  6.  strike  cut  ~$245.000"' 
•nd  insert  •  t270  W5  " 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
House  further  insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate 
amendments. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr  Speaker.  I  offer  a  preferential  motion.  ! 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  I 

lir.  Cox  moves  that  th«  House  recede  and  concur  In  the  Senate! 
amendment*  numbered  17  and  37. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutesj 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  TahverI. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speckcr.  this  Is  a  small  Item.  The 
House  placed  in  the  bill  $15,000  for  the  Bureau  of  Animal! 
Industry  and  $15,000  for  the  Forest  Service  in  the  matter  of' 
range  investigations  for  the  purpose  of  making  investigations 
to  determine  how  a  beef -cattle  industry  could  best  be  bui:t 
up  for  the  benefit  of  those  living  on  the  cut -over  forest  lands 
of  the  Southeast. 

This  is  not  a  matter  of  establishing  a  new  industry.     There ' 
*re  already  several  million  cattle  in  this  area.     It  is  a  question 
of  carrying  on  some  developments  similar  to  those  that  have, 
been  carried  on  in  the  West,  in  order  to  develop  best  types  of  j 
grasses,  and  the  best  types  of  cattle  so  as  to  improve  the  pro- 
duction of  beef  cattle  for  the  use  of  the  people  of  that  area. 
It  does  not  have  anything  to  do  with  competition  with  the 
conunercial  beef-growing  sections  of  the  country.     The  peo- 
ple on  much  of  the  land  of  that  section,  if  they  are  not  helped  i 
to  produce  their  own  beef,  will  not  be  able  to  luiy  beef.    It  is 
a  matter  of  enabling  them  to  raise  enough  cattle  to  take  care 
of  their  own  need^. 

The  Department  strongly  recommended  the  appropriations 
but  It  asked  for  $25,000  in  each  case  instead  of  $15,000.  and 
when  the  bill  went  to  the  Senate  with  the  two  $15,000  items 
provided  In  the  House,  the  Senate  committee,  after  hearing 
the  evidence,  decided  that  $15,000  in  each  case  would,  per- 
haps, be  thrown  away  since  it  would  require  $25,000  to  make 
the  necessary  investigations,  and  they  therefore  added  $10,000  i 
for  each  bureau  concerned,  and  that  is  the  amount  wlilch 
is  involved  here.  If  these  investigations  are  to  be  made  at 
all.  they  should  be  adequately  financed.  One-half  of  the 
money  is  to  be  spent  at  the  station  at  Tifton.  Ga.,  and  one- 
half  in  North  Carobna. 

This  is  an  appropriation  which  was  sponsored  before  our 
subcommittee  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
WA«aM»),  and  in  which  several  Representatives  from  South- 
eastern States  are  Interested.  I  do  not  recall  having  heard 
In  our  subcommit'ee  any  objection,  with  the  possible  excep- 
tion of  one  member  who,  I  think,  was  laboring  under  a  mis- 
apprebensioo. 

•nie  matter  came  up  in  the  House  upon  the  consideration 
Of  the  last  conference  report,  and  the  House  voted  182  to  179, 
a  majority  of  3  votes,  against  these  small  increases  in 
appropriations.  The  Senate  has  insisted  upon  the  appro- 
priations contained  in  these  2  items  and.  of  course,  we  are 
not  in  position  to  say  that  the  viewpoint  of  the  House,  ex- 
pressed by  only  a  mere  3  majority,  should  be  absolutely 
controlling  when  the  Senate  conferees  are  imanimous  in  their 
Insistence  that  the  appropriations  ought  to  be  allowed,  and  in 
the  Interest  of  an  early  conclusion  of  this  bill.  I  sincerely 
hope  that  these  items,  which  in  my  judgment  are  amply 
Justified  by  the  record  and  which  are  very  much  desired  Ixy 


the  Senate  conferees,  may  be  approved  by  the  House,  and  I 
hope  that  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  I  Mr. 
Cox]  may  receive  the  approval  of  this  t)0dy.     [Applause.] 

comcoDiTY   ctEsrr   coRPORA-noit 
Mr.  NELSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 
following  privileged  report  (Rept.  No.  2648).  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Roxiae  Resolution  535 
Re»olved.  That  •mmedlately  upon  adoption  of  this  reaolutlon 
It  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  H.  R  9931.  a  bill  to  Increase  the  credit  resources  of 
the  Commodity  Credit  Cor]X)ratlon  That  after  general  debate, 
vhlch  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to 
exceed  2  hours  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair- 
man and  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the 
5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  blU  for 
amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  sanu  to  the 
House  with  such  amendments  as  may  tiave  been  adopted,  and  the 
previous  question  shall  be  consMRCd  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  paaag*  without  Intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

KXTENSION  or  IDCAtKS 
Mr.  PTTZPATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  RecoRo  by  Including  therein 
a  copy  of  an  address  delivered  by  myself  to  the  1940 
graduating  class  of  Gonzaga  High  School  on  Monday  evening. 
Jtme  17. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Macnuson  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise 
and  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Rzcoao. 

DKPARTICKNT  OF  AGRICTTLTURZ  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  1»4I— CONTER- 

enck  report 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  the  passage 
of  the  conference  rep>ort  that  has  just  been  agreed  to,  we 
complete  appropriations  for  agriculture  unprecedented  in 
the  history  of  the  American  Congress.  We  have  provided  at 
this  session  of  Congress  the  greatest  amount  for  agriculture 
ever  provided  in  the  history  of  this  Congress  or  of  any  other 
parliamentary  body  in  the  history  of  the  world. 

With  the  adoption  of  this  conference  report,  Mr.  Speaker, 
we  have  provided  for  agriculture  at  this  session  of  Congress. 
$1,534,000,000.  such  a  suna  as  was  never  before  provided  for 
a  similar  purpose. 

Here  are  the  tentative  figures  as  tabulated  by  the  clerk 
of  the  committee: 

Direct   appropriations §917.992.483 

Transferred  to  deficiency  bill..:. 60.000.000 


Total    direct    appropriations 977  993  4^3 

R.  F.  C.  funds: 

R.  E.  A.  loana- .1 $100,000,000 

Farm-tenant    loans 50,  OOO.  000 

' 160. 000.  000 


Grand  total  In  reorular  bill 1.127  992  483 

Permanent     appropriations     (including     30-percent 
fund  for  sxirplua  disposal) _..       106.654  08S 


Grand   total,   annual  and  permanents 1.234  546  668 

In  work -relief  bill: 

Rural      rehabilitation      loans      (Hotue      figure 

SllS.OOC.OOO;    Senate.   $75.000.000) 75  000  000 


Grand  total,  without  any  qwculatlve  Items.  1. 309. 546.  568 

Other  Senate  amendments: 

Additional    reiiabUltatlon   loans    (R.   F.   C. 

funds) 125.000.000 

Additional    surplos-crop   dlspoaal lOO.  000.  000 


Extending  the  foregoing  Items 226.000.000 


„ Grand  total _ 1.534.546.568 

Comparable  totals,  previous  years: 

193* - - 1.  289'.  639.  000 

1940 ^_ _. 1  44i_  912  000 

Just  to  show  the  Increase  Iri  the  appropriations  for  agri- 
culture, we  appropriated  for  all  purposes  covered  by  this  bill 
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In  1920.  $33,900,211.  and  with  the  passage  of  this  bill.  20  years 
later,  we  appropriate  $1,534,546,568  for  the  same  purpose. 

In  20  years  we  have  come  from  a  bill  for  $33,000,000  up  to  a 
bill  for  fifteen  hundred  and  thirty-four  million,  an  astounding 
increase  in  Federal  appropriations.  But.  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
are  still  some  not  satisfied,  some  who  say  we  have  not  yet 
appropriated  enough,  some  who  say  that  we  ought  to  go 
further  and  appropriate  money,  not  only  for  legitimate  pur- 
poses, but  for  purposes  for  which  there  is  no  Budget  estimate, 
or  for  which  there  is  no  request  from  the  Department  of 
Agriculture — and  that  is  the  item  we  have  before  us  in  this 
amendment.  It  is  an  item  for  beef-cattle  investigation,  but 
Xhe  work  they  do  is  a  duplication  of  work  done  in  other  parts 
of  the  United  States,  and  there  is  no  Budget  estimate  for  it 
and  no  request  for  it  from  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    Yes. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  kindly 
tell  us  if  there  is  any  significance  in  his  statement  that  in 
the  eighth  year  of  the  New  Deal  we  are  required  to  appropri- 
ate this  vast  sum  of  money  to  cure  the  farm  difficulty? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  This  is  purely  an  economic 
question,  but  if  the  gentleman  seeks  to  inject  politics  I  will  say 
that  when  his  party  was  in  power  the  price  of  agricultural 
products  sank  to  the  lowest  point  in  the  history  of  American 
agriculture.  Under  the  last  Repubbcan  President  wheat  sold 
for  less  than  at  any  time  since  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  MissourL    Yes. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  When  we  speak  about  appropriating 
$212,000,000  for  parity  prices  for  the  farmer,  do  we  not  realize 
that  it  does  not  mean  parity  prices  at  all,  but  it  depresses  the 
farmer?  In  other  words,  he  is  given  a  75-cent  dollar  as 
compared  with  all  other  dollars  in  industry.  In  other  words, 
he  is  25  percent  below  parity. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri,  That  is  true,  but  tills  is  $212,- 
000.000  nearer  to  parity. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  regret  tliat  I  caimot  yield  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  read  from  an  editorial  In  yesterday's  Wash- 
ington Star.  In  discussing  the  collapse  of  the  French  and 
Brit^  armies  it  asks: 

How  does  this  catastrophe  come  alxnit? 

I  am  certain  there  is  not  a  man  here  who  has  not  asked 
himself  that  question.  How  has  this  catastrophe  befallen 
the  Allies?    Then  the  editorial  goes  on: 

There  is  but  one  answer — France  and  Britain  were  not  ready 
to  defend  their  lllserty.  and  the  aggressor  gave  them  no  time  to 
prepare  after  the  first  blow  was  struck. 

The  star,  one  of  the  conservative  papers  of  the  Nation, 
then  makes  the  application  to  the  United  States: 

As  a  nation,  we  have  not  yet  grasi>cd  the  full  significance  of 
this  harsh  truth,  and  for  that  reason  we.  too.  are  In  deadly  peril. 

Why  did  the  Allies  collapse?  Why  did  they  suffer  such 
an  astounding  defeat  at  Flanders?  The  French  army  was 
universally  conceded  to  be  the  finest  army  in  Europe,  and 
Britain's  na\'y  was  without  a  peer.  It  was  not  that  the 
Allies  lacked  either  army  or  navy.  The  trouble  was  back 
home  in  the  British  Parliament  and  In  the  French  Chamber 
of  Deputies. 

We  cannot  afford,  at  times  like  these,  to  fritter  away 
money  upon  inconsequential  and  trivial  matters  like  this, 
that  cannot  even  get  the  endorsement  of  the  Budget  esti- 
mate, or  the  approval  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  We 
have  serious  business  ahead.  Every  resource  at  our  com- 
mand should  be  husbanded  and  should  be  spent  judiciously 
and  economically. 

Do  you  know  how  much  money  we  have  appropriated  diu:- 
Ing  this  session  of  Congress?  We  have  alreat^  appropri- 
ated over  $15,000,000,000.  How  much  revenue  has  the  United 
SUtes  Goverimient  to  balance  that  $15jOQO,OOQ.OOO? 


Mr.  RICH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  You  said  we  spent  $15,000,000,000  at  this  ses- 
sion of  Congress  and  then  you  looked  over  to  the  Republican 
side.  Why  did  you  not  look  over  to  your  side  of  the  House? 
This  side  of  the  House  did  not  spend  that  $15,000,000,000. 
Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  was  speaking  to  the  gentle- 
men on  both  sides  of  the  House.  When  a  question  came  up 
yesterday  as  to  the  expenditure  of  an  item  which  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kansas  I  Mr.  Lambkrtson]  showed  to  be  unjusti- 
fied he  could  get  only  a  dozen  votes  over  there  in  support 
of  his  fight  to  protect  the  Treasury.  That  Is  what  is  the 
matter  with  the  gentleman's  side  of  the  House.  (Laughter.! 
Now,  my  friends,  we  have  appropriated  at  this  session  of 
Congress  $15,000,000,000.  and  the  estimated  amount  of  reve- 
nue of  the  United  States  Government  for  the  year  1941  is 
$5,650,000,000.  By  the  time  we  get  through— we  are  not 
through  yet — we  will  have  spent  three  times  what  we  took 
in.  After  appropriating  three  times  the  amount  of  our  in- 
come, this  amendment  proposes  to  add  to  the  deficit  an  item 
for  which  there  is  no  Budget  or  department  approval. 
Mr.  RICH.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  regret  that  I  do  not  have 
the  time. 

Now,  the  President  of  the  United  States  asks  us  to  be 
economical.  He  even  asks  us  to  cut  down  10  p)ercent  on  the 
money  already  appropriated.  He  is  the  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  Army  and  Navy.  He  knows  what  the  military  needs 
of  the  Nation  are,  and  with  that  in  view  he  is  urging  econ- 
omy in, all  nonessential  expenditures.  If  there  is  the  slight- 
est doubt  as  to  the  need  of  an  appropriation,  that  need 
should  be  resolved  in  the  negative.  But  on  this  amendment 
there  cannot  be  the  slightest  doubt.  It  has  no  approval 
from  any  source. 

Mr.  COX.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  The  gentleman  makes  the  point  that  the  item 
here  involved  had  no  Budget  estimate.  Can  the  gentleman 
tell  me  if  there  was  a  Budget  estimate  with  refer»»nce  to 
the  parity  Item  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri,  llie  gentleman  from  Oeorgia 
is  one  who  seeks  to  Justify  himself  by  another's  sin.  The 
thing  before  us  is  an  item  which  is  not  justified  and  which 
the  Budget  refused  to  approve.  The  Budget  says  it  ought 
not  be  spent. 

Mr.  COX.  Did  the  Budget  approve  the  parity  item  which 
the  gentleman  voted  for? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  The  gentleman  says,  "There  Is 
a  fellow  sitting  over  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  who  is 
guiltier  than  I  am.  I  am  guilty,  but  there  Is  a  fellow  over 
there  who  is  more  reprehensible  than  I  am."  When  a  man 
is  called  in  court  for  misdeeds,  the  law  will  not  excuse  him 
because  somebody  else  conmiitted  the  same  crime. 

The  item  in  this  amendment  is  imjustified.  There  is  no 
Budget  estimate  for  it;  the  Department  has  not  asked  for  It; 
and  at  a  time  like  this,  when  we  are  spending  three  timet 
the  amount  of  our  income,  when  it  is  necessary  to  build  clouda 
of  airplanes  and  fieets  of  ships  and  arm  10.000.000  men, 
attempt  to  divert  money  for  an  unwarranted  purpose  of  this 
kind  cannot  be  looked  upon  as  cooperation  with  the  defense 
program.  They  are  asking  $5,000,000,000  for  the  Navy,  84 
more  battleships:  and  that  is  just  the  beginning.  They  say 
that  they  must  have  $10,000,000,000  to  start  the  program,  and 
we  are  told  authoritatively  that  really  means  $20,000,000,000. 
.Three  times  this  House  has  rejected  this  item.  It  rejected 
it  when  we  passed  the  bill  and  sent  it  to  the  Senate.  It  re- 
jected it  when  we  sent  the  amendment  to  conference.  We 
voted  on  it  the  third  time  with  the  conference  report.  Now, 
they  are  back  for  the  fourth  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  issue  is  clearly  drawn.  We  have  already 
passed  the  largest  agricultiiral  appropriation  bill  in  history. 
This  session  has  spent  three  times  the  amount  of  the  national 
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Income.  This  appropriation  fcs  unjustifled.  If  agref^  to 
every  dollar  of  it  will  have  to  be  borrowed.  The  proposition 
before  the  House  is  not  to  appropriate  the  money  but  to 
borrow  the  monesF— and  for  a  purpose  uncountenanced  by 
any  agency  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question  on  this  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  COX  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  withhold  his 
motion? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  offered  to  srield  to  the  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  COX.    I  ask  the  goitlcman  for  Just  1  minute. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Spotlier.  I  move  the  pre- 
vious question. 

Mr.  COX.  I  hope  the  Members  will  support  the  amend- 
ment 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offered  the 
gentleman  time.  He  would  not  take  it.  I  now  yield  him  1 
minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Waukm).  The  gentle- 
man from  Georgia  is  recogniz«d  for  1  minute. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamen- 
tary Inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     The  gentleman  will  state  It. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri moved  the  previous  question. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Does  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  3neld  for  a  parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of 
order.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that  under 
the  rules  the  gentleman  does  not  have  the  right  to  the  floor. 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  IMr.  Cannon]  having  moved 
the  previous  question. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  is  ready  to  rule. 
The  very  fact  that  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  yielded  a 
minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  signified  that  for  the 
time  being  he  had  withdrawn  his  motion  for  the  previous 
question. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the 
further  point  of  order  that  under  the  rules  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  could  not  withdraw  a  pending  motion  except 
by  unanimous  consent,  which  was  not  granted. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     The  Chair  has  already  ruled. 

Tlie  gentleman  from  Georgia  is  recogniaed  for  1  minute. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  failed  of  adoption 
bar  three  votes  when  the  bUl  was  before  the  House  some 
weeics  ago  for  consideration.  The  Senate  has  insisted  upon 
the  amendment,  and  the  conferees  have  brought  it  back  here 
for  another  vote.  The  amount  involved  is  only  $10,000.  I 
trust  the  Members  of  this  House  will  support  the  preferen- 
tial motion  which  I  have  offered. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  pre- 
vious question. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  pre- 
vious quesUon  will  be  oonsidcred  as  ha\ing  been  ordered. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Tlie  question  is.  Shall  the 
previous  question  be  ordered? 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  the  pref- 
erential motion  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  that 
the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment 

The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  dlvlilon  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Caxhon  of  Missouri)  there  were    ayea  102.  noes  27. 
So  the  motion  was  agreed  ta 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  win  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ainem*m«it  Wo.  »:  P^ge  ST.  Mne  21.  atrfke  out  ''•13.414.440^  and 
Ixwert  in  Uau  ttMraot  '^ia.4M.440.'* 

Mr.  CANNON  Of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
Hotise  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ment and  agree  with  an  amendment,  which  I  send  to  the 
Clerk's  desk. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


Mr.  Cannon  of  ICsaourt  morea  that  th«  House  TTfxOe  from  lt» 
dlmgrvement  to  the  amcndisent  of  the  Secate.  No.  20.  and  agree  to 
tha  aame  with  an  ameadnMnt  as  foUowa:  In  lieu  of  Xhe  aum  pro* 
pcsed  by  lald  unendment  insert  "•12.446.440." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Wa«h»i).    The  Clerk 
will  report  the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  C^rk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  Ho.  21:  Page  29.  line  «.  atrlke  out  "•12,414.440"  and 
I  insert  *'Sia.464.440." 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ment and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  which  I 
send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

Ttit  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr    Cannon  of  Missouri  moTes  that  the  Hotise  recede  from   Its 
diaagreemcnt  to  the  Senate  amendment  No.  21  and  agree  to  the 
[  aame  with  an  amendment  as  follova:  In  lieu  cf  the  sum  proposed 
by  aaid  amendment  Insert  "•12,449.440." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
I  next  amendment  In  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No  89:  Page  43.  line  21.  atrlke  out  "•12,705  - 
000"  and  Insert  "•14^1.730." 

Mr.  CAN.VON  of  Missouri.  Mr,  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ment and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  which  I 
send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  of  Missouri  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Its 
disagreement  to  Senate  amendment  No  S9  and  agrse  to  the  same 
w»th  an  amendment  as  follows:  in  lieu  of  the  pum  proposed  by  said 

amendment  insert  ■  •14.353.435." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  43 :  Page  47,  line  4,  strike  cut  -•16,366  (XX)"  and 
insert    ••19,462.720." 

p.    Ml"-  CANNON  of  Missouri.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
Home  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ment and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  which  I 
send  to  the  Clerk's  de.sk. 
Ttie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cannon  of  Mlssoun  mores  tliat  the  House  recede  from  tU 
disagreement  to  Senate  amendment  Na  43  and.  agree  to  the  same 
with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  In  said 
amendment  insert  ''•17,094.486.'* 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  In  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  61 :  Page  58.  line  3.  Insert  "White-fringed  beetls 
control:  For  the  control  and  prevention  of  spread  of  the  white- 
frtnged  bseUe.  •800.000." 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  1  move  that  the 
Hotise  further  insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

;   Mr.  TARVER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 
♦  The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tarver  moves  that  the  House  recede  and  concur  In  Senate 
aaacfMlment  No.  61. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  mmutea 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  TASvnI. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  an  appropriation  for 
which  there  is  a  Budget  estimate.  It  is  Intended  for  the 
ptirpose  of  controlling  and  eradicating  one  of  the  most  dan- 
gerous, if  not  the  most  dangerous,  insect  pests  in  the  United 
States,  and  by  dangerous,  of  course,  I  mean  dangerous  to 
agriculture  generally. 

It  has  now  taken  hold  in  four  States  of  the  South.  Florida, 
Alahama.  Mtesisslpiri.  and  Louisiana.    My  own  State  is  not 
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involved.  We  are  advised,  however,  as  will  be  shown  by 
the  hearings,  that  unless  this  pest  is  controlled  and  eradi- 
cated there  is  reason  to  believe  it  will  spread  not  only  to  all 
of  the  South  but  even  to  agricultural  territory  north  of  the 
Ohio  River.  It  is  not  a  pest  which  destroys  only  a  cotton 
boll  or  a  cotton  square.  It  is  a  pest  which  destroys  every- 
thing in  the  way  of  plant  life  that  it  comes  in  contact  with, 
including  root  and  branch. 

The  Department  of  Agricultine  has  stated  that  it  will  be 
pcssible  to  eradicate  it  if  prompt  action  is  taken,  that  is. 
continued  action.  Some  action  has  been  taken,  which  has 
been  reasonably  successful.  It  has  urged  the  making  of  this 
appropriation.  There  is  no  more  reason  for  denying  this 
than  there  would  have  been  reason  for  denying  the  $500,000 
for  control  of  the  chinch  bug  which  this  House  provided  in 
the  second  deficiency  bill  on  yesterday  unless  gentlemen  give 
consideration  to  geographical  reasons. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  come  from  a  commercial  com- pro- 
ducing area,  but  as  a  member  of  the  Appropriations  Commit- 
tee I  made  no  objection,  and  no  other  Member  from  my  sec- 
tion made  any  objection,  to  the  provision  for  the  extra  $500.- 
000  which  was  recommended  by  the  Budget  for  chinch- bug 
control  and  eradication. 

Why   is   this   item    not   entitled    to   equal   consideration? 
There  was  some  impression  when  It  was  voted  on  in  the 
House  before  that  the  money  to  take  care  of  this  situation 
might  be  taken  out  of  the  general  appropriation  for  the  con- 
trol   of    insect    pests,    but    the    E)epartment    of    Agriculture 
through  its  officials  in  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant 
Quarantine  stated  that  it  cannot  be  done  unless  they  should 
find  it  necessary  to  neglect  the  grasshopper  work  in  order 
to  do  it.    We  do  not  want  to  ask  them  to  do  that.    We  ask 
you  to  make  provision  for  agriculture  of  the  South  similar 
to  that  which  you  have  already  made  for  agriculture  in  the 
West,   to  take  care  of  the  grasshopper   situation,   to   take 
care  of  the  chinch-bug  situation,  and  to  take  care  of  the 
Mormon-cricket  situation,  an  appropriation  against  which 
no  more  valid  objection  can  be  made  than  could  have  been 
made  agairvst  either  of  those  I  have  mentioned.    In  fact,  it 
is  a  situation  which  in  common  reason  and  good  judgment 
must  take  precedence  over  these  other  conditions  from  funds 
already  appropriated  if  this  special  fund  is  not  provided. 
Mr.  MUNDT.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  TARVER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota. 
Mr.  MUNDT.    Is  it  not  true  that  under  the  bill  as  amended 
this   will    also    include    money   to    be    available    for    certain 
plant  disease,  the  eradication  of  barberry  for  example? 

Mr.  TARVER.  I  understand  that  some  question  exists  as 
to  that.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  construe  the  law  as  far  as 
It  may  be  applicable  to  the  prevention  or  eradication  of  the 
barberry  disease  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  In  the  discussion  in  the  Senate  at  the  time 
Senator  Shipsteao  brought  in  that  amendment  that  question 
was  asked  and  answered  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  TARVER.  I  am  in  favor  of  attempting  to  eradicate 
all  these  diseases  and  pests  which  afflict  the  agriculture  of  our 
country,  no  matter  in  what  section  the  disease  or  pest  may  be 
rampant,  but  I  am  making  the  point  here  that  there  is  no 
justification  in  undertaking  to  pick  out  one  estimate  toJm 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and  one  that  is  strongly  supported 
by  the  authorities  of  the  Department  and  say.  "We  will  allow 
what  IS  needed  for  the  control  of  the  chinch  bugs,  grass- 
hoppers, and  Mormon  crickets,  and  so  forth,  but  we  will  not 
allow  anything  for  the  control  of  the  white-fringed  beetle." 

Let  me  read  a  letter  I  have  just  received  from  the  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation  through  its  director,  Mr.  W.  R.  Ogg: 
We  understand  the  Senate  amendment  in  the  agricultural  appro- 
priation bill  provides  •600.000  fw  white-fringed  beetle  control. 
This  appropriation  Is  important  to  our  fanners  In  Florida,  southern 
AlalMtma.  Mississippi,  and  Louisiana  because  of  the  wide  variety  of 
crops  which  this  pest  attacks,  including  cotton,  soybeans,  peanuts. 
potatoes,  and  certain  other  crops. 

The  sum  which  the  Senate  has  added  for  this  purpose  corresponds 
with  the  Budget  estimate  submitted  for  this  work  Reports  mdl- 
cate  that — 

"The  intenslYe  work  conducted  so  far  has  demonstrated  tliat  ths 
procedures  followed  are  effective  to  preventing  lU  spread  and  reduc- 


ing its  numbers.  •  •  •  In  areas  where  It  ts  well  sstabllshed  Its 
ntmibers  have  t>een  drastically  reduced.  If  the  operations  are  dis- 
continued or  materially  curtailed,  the  pest  will,  without  doubt, 
spread  into  new  sections  and  increase  in  numbers  and  very  mate- 
rially add  to  the  burden  of  production  of  a  wide  variety  of  crops 
over  large  areas  of  the  United  States."  (Hearings  belore  Senate 
Subcommittee  on  Agrlcultu-al  Appropriations  for  1941.  p  31.) 

A  Bpyeclal  request  that  funds  be  provided  for  control  and  pre- 
vention of  the  spread  of  the  whlte-frlnged  beetle  has  come  from 
our  AlatMuna  Farm  Bureau  Federation.  In  which  State  much  damage 
and  loss  has  occurred  on  account  of  this  pest.  We  trust  the  funds 
recommended  for  this  purpose  may  be  provided  In  the  appropriation 
bUl  for  1941. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Mr.  Specker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TARVER.     I  yie!d  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  May  I  call  attention  to  the  letter  of  Mr, 
B.  M.  Gaddls,  in  charge  of  domestic  plant  quarantine,  which 
I  set  out  In  the  Appendix  of  the  Record,  at  page  3934,  which 
gives  the  story  and  shows  that  each  beetle  will  lay  from  600 
to  3,000  eggs,  which  hatch  in  2  weeks,  and  that  any  place 
there  is  succulent  vegetation  south  of  the  North  Pole  will 
eventually  be  infested  by  this  pest,  which  is  six  times  as  bad 
as  any  other  known  pest,  unless  we  eradicate  it  now,  which 
this  one  appropriation  of  $600,000  will  accomplish. 

Mr.  TARVER.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  contribu- 
tion. 

I  also  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  containing,  on  pages  3081  and  3082.  letters  from  the 
commissioner  of  agriculture  and  the  State  entomologist  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana.  You  will  recall  that  when  we  had  this 
matter  up  In  the  House  before,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
IMr.  DiRKSENi  read  a  number  of  letters  from  beekeepers  In 
the  State  of  Louisiana  protesting  against  the  making  of  this 
appropriation.  I  cannot  read  all  of  what  these  gentlemen 
say  to  you.  but  I  do  want  to  quote  briefly  from  the  communi- 
cation of  the  State  entomologist,  W.  E.  Anderson,  which  is 
endorsed  by  the  State  commissioner  of  agriculture : 

The  State  of  LotUslana  recognized  that  in  Imposing  restrictions 
to  carrying  out  the  regulations  for  the  eradication  of  the  pest  It 
necessarily  follows  that  certain  hardships  and  privations  must  be 
Imposed  on  citizens  in  the  infested  areas  in  order  to  protect  the 
balance  of  the  country  from  the  ravages  of  the  whlte-frtnged 
l>eetle.  In  fairness  to  the  various  Interests  sffected  by  the  pro- 
gram (by  causing  these  Interests  to  sustain  a  loss)  the  State  of 
Louisiana  has  endeavored  to  alleviate  theae  losses  as  much  as  pos- 
sible by  appropriating  money  to  pay  clalnu  for  losses  and  damages. 

The  beekeeping  industry,  and  I  might  say  the  balance  of  the 
Industries  In  the  Infested  areas  of  Louisiana  affected  by  the  whlte- 
frlnged  beetle  control  and  eradication  program,  are  Infinitesimal  In 
value  when  compared  to  the  value  of  other  crops  that  wUl  be 
protected  not  only  In  Louisiana  but  In  other  States  from  the 
ravages  of  the  white-fringed  betUc  If  the  Bureau  of  Entomology 
and  Plant  Quarantine  in  cooperation  with  States  affected,  U  per- 
mitted to  carry  this  program  on  to  a  successful  conclusion. 

The  testimonials  of  the  Louisiana  beekeepers  in  the  Infested 
area  that  were  read  into  the  CoNcasasioNAL  Rxcoao  May  14  pre- 
sented a  one-sided,  selfish  picture  in  order  to  obtain  the  avowed 
objection  of  a  few  Individuals  to  stop  the  program  of  whlte- 
frlnged  beetle  eradication.  If  the  program  could  not  be  stopped, 
then  to  harass  those  In  charge  of  the  work  to  every  way  possible 
through  individual  efforts  as  weU  as  through  the  so-called  organi- 
zation of  Louisiana  Beekeepers  Association,  who,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  less  than  a  doeen.  keep  bees  as  s  hobby  or  a  side  line. 

Beekeepers,  dairymen,  and  beef-catUe  owners  have  been  paid  in 
excess  of  •35,000  for  losses  that  they  iiave  susUtoed. 

In  other  words,  the  State  of  Louisiana  has  recognized  that 
this  work  is  of  sufficient  importance  to  justify  it  in  paying 
from  State  funds  and  by  appropriation  by  the  State  legisla- 
ture money  in  the  amotmt  of  $35,000  to  compensate  for  the 
loss  which  beekeepers  necessarily  have  sustained. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirkscnI,  imdoubtedly 
in  good  faith,  made  a  very  seductive  speech  against  this 
particular  item  when  it  was  before  the  House  l)efore.  I  t>e- 
lleve  that  he  now  feels  that  he  was  misled.  I  feel  sure  that 
he  will  support  us  in  our  efforts  to  secure  this  very  much 
needed  appropriation,  amply  justified  by  the  evidence  sub- 
mitted by  the  Department  and  approved  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget,  and  for  the  rejection  of  which  absolutely  no 
just  reason  could  possibly  be  assigned.  I.  therefore,  sin- 
cerely hope  that  the  House  will  vote  to  recede  and  conctir  in 
the  Senate  amendment     (Applause.! 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  IBCr.  DDUcaoi]. 
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Mr.  DtKKBBt  Mr.  Sprakrr.  I  fe«l  quite  (totUrtd  ftt  th« 
iMBArlM  of  my  (rt«nd  Um  fentWrnan  from  Otorgl*.   X  do  not 

know  rxMctly  whiti  •  irdurtiv«  «pe«ch  would  b«.  tmt  In  any 
evrnt  I  diN^  tha'  •  high  tUdifry.  and  aceordlnfly  X  txprtai 
my  appr<«lalUm  to  the  gentltman. 

Mr.  TARVER     Mr.  0p*ak«r.  will  th«  frntleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    X  yloid  with  a  areat  deal  of  pleaaura. 

Mr.  TARVER.  I  an  rare  the  gentleman  will  realize  that  » 
•eductive  gpeerh  U  a  very  effective  apeech. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN  I  shall  not  resist  the  preferential  motion 
to  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  action,  but  I  am  led  to 
make  this  observation  on  the  whlte-frlnged  beetle.  My  oppo- 
sition to  the  appropriation  of  $600,000  for  the  control  and 
prevention  of  the  spread  of  this  new  pest,  which  came  fronx 
South  America,  was  predicated  on  something  more  than  mere 
conjecture  because  I  could  see  in  the  distance  the  accumu- 
lation of  a  great  appropriation  over  a  period  of  years  before 
we  got  through  dealing  with  this  matter. 

My  good  friend  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  (Mr.  HobbsI 
said  a  moment  ago  that  this  one  appropriation  will  do  the 
buslnes*.  Do  not  kid  yourselves  at>out  that.  It  is  20  years 
aSO  that  they  said:  "This  one  appropriation  will  do  the  busi- 
ness In  eradicating  the  Japanese  beetle."  and  we  are  appro- 
priating hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  every  year  for  that 
purpose  and  have  been  for  20  years.  It  Is  over  10  years  ago 
that  the  Dutch  elm  disease  came  in  on  some  logs  that  were 
Imported  from  Holland,  and  it  was  represented  then  that  If 
they  could  get  ore  or  two  appropriations  it  would  do  the 
business. 

Well,  we  have  appropriated  $15,000,000  thus  far.  and  we 
are  still  appropriating  for  Dutch  elm  diseases.  Meanwhile, 
wc  are  finding  new  bugs  every  day.  and.  In  fact,  we  are  going 
to  run  out  of  names  for  bugs  if  we  are  not  very  careful. 
When  I  was  a  kid.  the  names  of  bugs  or  the  varieties  of  bugs 
were  very  simple.  They  had  not  invented  these  new  and 
fanciful  names.  There  were  tomato  cutworms,  lightning 
kots.  June  tnigs.  and  potato  bugs,  and  probably  some  ear- 
worms  In  the  corn  and  some  corn  borer  and  maybe  an  occa- 
sional chinch  bug  and  a  grasshopper.  They  were  about  all 
the  bugs  discovered  when  I  was  tilling  a  little  chunk  of  soil 
in  Illinois:  but  now  we  have  the  white- fringed  beetle,  the 
pink  bollwonn.  the  white  bollworm.  the  white- pine  blister 
rust,  the  peach  mosaic,  and  the  phony  peach  tmg.  and 
a  thousand  other  varieties.  So  that  every  year  we  are  ap- 
propriating millions  of  dollars  to  catch  up  with  the  assault 
Of  the  bugs  upon  the  subsistence  of  mankind.  I  sometimes 
speculate,  sitting  on  the  Appropriations  Committee  and  lis- 
tening to  ttie  learned  doctors  and  professors  who  come  along 
telling  us  about  the  new  bugs  that  are  making  their  ravages 
upon  all  the  things  that  constitute  a  part  of  man's  sub- 
sistence. I  have  wondered  on  occasion  whether  in  the  ulti- 
mate struggle  between  mankind  and  the  insect  world  they 
will  not  ultimately  conquer  an3n)ray.  This  may  be  called 
the  real  "fifth  column"  in  America  today,  this  great  army 
of  bugs:  but  I  want  to  emphasize  to  you  that  this  initial 
appropriation  of  $600  000  will  be  In  the  bill  next  year,  and 
It  will  be  in  the  bill  the  next  year,  and  it  will  be  In  the  bill 
many  years  to  come,  and  the  over -all  total  will  go  into  mil- 
lions before  we  ever  get  to  the  point  where  we  can  say  we 
have  effectively  dealt  with  the  problem. 

The  singular  thing  about  all  this  Is  that  we  are  changing 
the  agricultural  economy  of  the  coimtry.  We  are  changlnf 
nwthods  of  agriculture,  types  at  prodticts  that  are  raised  in 
ttala  section  of  the  country  or  the  other,  and.  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  are  doing  many  thtngs  to  nurture  and  to  glrc  sus- 
tenanee  to  thene  bugs  and  worms,  and,  In  conseqtienoe.  here 
we  arc  year  ntu  r  year  appropriating  millions  for  chinch  bugs, 
for  grasshoppers,  for  Mormon  crickets,  and  for  ill  the  rest. 
Is  It  any  wondrr  that  today  we  rome  to  you  on  a  final  ron« 
lerence  repnrt  on  (he  agrletihural  appropriation  bill,  which 
to  ma$  up  in  thf  tipper  kraeti^ts  atul  •fffreftatmi  si  most 
miO.MyJNi  Qmntmt*  thai  with  (H«>  nfiithat  Agriruiiural 
A)ipfopti«iiM  A#«  Uttti  fame  wh«>H  Ahtahsm  Lineotn  AmU 
HfiiMl  Um  mi  iMNlgf  »higli  (Hti  H«Mey  wm  gnNiftiNt.   Of 


eourse,  our  afrlcultural  effortf  fo  bgck  Infinitely  furthgr 
'  than  that. 

At  X  recall,  wt  get  up  fome  kind  of  agency  more  than  100 
fitra  ago  and  th«  first  real  appropriation  was  for  11,000,  and 
I  that  appropriation  was  to  take  care  of  graashoppers  out  in  the 
I  far  West,  and  we  beve  been  dealing  with  that  problem  for 
!  IM  years,  and  lael  year  we  were  right  back  here  for  more 
I  appropriations  to  degl  with  grasshoppen.    So  when  you  ap- 
'  prove  this  $600,000  do  not  think  that  Is  the  end  of  the  story. 
There  Is  going  to  be  other  money  asked  from  time  to  time, 
from  year  to  year,  to  cope  with  this  new  Infestation,  this 
new  bug  from  South  America,  the  new  member  of  the  Insect 
"fifth  column"  of  the  country;  but  I  shall  not  resist  the  appro- 
priation.    I  shall  not  resist  the  $600,000  that  is  requested, 
because  I  have  some  new  data  on  the  subject,  and  I  will  say.  In 
an  fairness,  that  at  the  time  I  resisted  this  appropriation  I 
had  telegrams  from  Louisiana,  from  the  beekeepers,  from 
entomologists,  and  others  down  there,  but  not  from  the  State 
entomologists.  Intimating  that  the  damage  was  greatly  over- 
rated and  that  this  money  was  not  necessary.    In  their  final 
letter  on  this  matter  they  sfiid,  "They  are  using  arsenical 
spray  so  promiscuously  as  to  kill  whole  stands  of  bees."    That 
is  why  the  beekeepers  were  kicking.    That  Is  another  thing  to 
,  keep  in  mind  in  connection  with  this  appropriation,  and  I  will 
I  tell  you  why. 

In  1929  they  discovered  for  the  first  time  the  fruitfly  In 
the  orange  groves  of  Florida.  This  House  made  a  small  ap- 
propriation to  go  down  there  and  investigate  it  and  in  1929 
:  and  1930  we  appropriated  over  $7,000,000  for  the  eradication  of 
the  fruitfly.  They  went  to  work  with  arsenical  sprays  of  one 
kind  and  another  and  did  a  pretty  fair  job  in  eliminating 
the  fly. 

But  there  came  out  of  the  Rules  Committee  Just  a  few 
days  ago  a  proposal  to  set  up  a  commission  consisting  of 
House  and  Senate  Members  to  ascertain  the  damage  that 
was  done  as  a  result  of  Uncle  Sam's  efforts  in  the  orange 
groves,  the  tangerine  groves,  and  the  grapefruit  groves  of 
Riorida  for  the  purpose  of  reimbursing  the  growers,  after 
havlns:  spent  $7,000  000  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury  for  the 
purpose  of  control  and  eradication.  You  see  Uncle  Sam  gets 
caught  coming  and  going.  We  provide  money  for  eradica- 
tion and  control  and  the  people  down  there  say  with  open 
arms.  "O  Uncle  Sam.  please  walk  m  and  help  us  to  conquer 
this  pest:  we  will  be  ever  so  grateful  If  you  will  appropriate 
out  of  the  Federal  Treasury  and  send  your  experts  and  agents 
down  here  to  do  the  job  of  control  and  prevention."  and  then 
i  after  a  while  they  come  along  and  say.  "Uncle  Sam.  it  was 
,  generous  of  you  to  come  down  here,  but  you  sent  a  lot  of 
amateiu-s  and  got  this  arsenical  spray  all  over  the  country- 
side to  ruin  the  trees,  ndn  the  marketability  of  the  fruit,  and 
do  any  amount  of  damage,  including  damage  to  horses,  cattle, 
mtiles.  chickens,  goats,  and  dogs.  And  now.  Uncle  Sam,  de- 
spite the  fact  you  gave  $7,000,000  for  this  purpose,  we  beUeve 
you  ought  to  reimburse  us  for  the  damage  your  people  did." 
Yes:  that  is  the  thing  that  is  pending  now  after  more  than 
10  years  of  effort.  So  mark  it  down  in  the  Ixxk.  gentlemen, 
when  you  spend  this  money  and  those  experts  Iri  the  Bureau 
of  Plant  Industry  or  Entomology  or  Plant  Quarantine  do  not 
do  a  satisfactory  Job  or  they  rub  out  some  product  of  a  grower 
down  In  that  country,  it  means  they  are  going  to  be  back 
here  with  an  old  tin  cup  asking  for  reimbursement  for  the 
damage  that  has  been  done.  (Applause.! 
I  Here  the  gavel  leiL] 

Mr,  CANNON  of  MlsMurl.    Mr.  Speaker,  X  yibld  1  minute 
to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  I  Mr.  OiAfrrl, 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Alsbama     Mr.  Speaker,  X  do  not  believe 

anyone  who  has  spoken  on  this  measure  has  aetuaily  seen 

the  destruction  bettif  wmuaht  by  th^  white^fniigetf  beetle,   I 

,io  BOI  know  why  it  is  called  that,  brrau^e  In  reality  it  is  a 

I  fen.    I  believe  It  Is  the  most  desiructive  of  all  weevlle,    I 

am  not  a  «tH-elMllH  on  br«>*<dlng,  but  t  say  that  If  srmte  ffMll' 

i mUmiB IMl  i«lt  tn  rtMtf^  thM  beetle,  If  will  be  all  mpr  \h§ 

MNMiy  111  •  few  fpntn    Uiei  year  the  Gmptnmtini  mein* 

tetheti  in  mif  mtm  m  Mmihtm  AttlMMi  •  titUiii  w  •fi4t« 


eau  these  weevils.  X  went  out  there  and  X  i*w  ditches  dug 
9  or  S  feet  deep  that  were  coveted  overnight  by  these  weevlle. 
X  also  saw  dug  post  holes  4  and  •  feet  deep  that  In  the  morn- 
ing were  filled  with  them  and  X  ear  that  If  this  U  not  de- 
stroyed, when  It  reaches  some  oT  the  other  Stttea,  you  will 
realise  that  It  u  Indeed  a  dangerous  thing. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  X  yield  6  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  (Mr.  Hosssl. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  apologize  to  the  House  for 
appearing  again,  but  this  matter,  in  my  judgment,  has  been 
treated  with  too  much  levity  by  the  Members  of  the  House 
because  of  the  fact  that  they  have  not  ever  in  their  lives  seen 
one  of  these  beetles.  Neither  have  I.  There  has  never  been 
one  found  in  my  district,  but  I  have  enough  confidence  In  the 
Bureau  of  Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine  and  their  ex- 
perts to  l>elieve  what  they  say.  I  read  to  you  now  from  an 
extension  on  page  3935  of  the  Appendix  of  the  Record,  made 
by  myself,  the  following  statement  from  a  letter  of  Mr. 
Oaddis : 

Larvae  have  been  found  In  the  ground  at  a  depth  of  2«  Inches. 
Indicating  prolMible  survival  even  In  northern  areas 

Let  me  take  up  for  a  moment  the  horrible  picture  presented 
by  my  good  friend  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  E>irksen]. 
He  pictures  the  awful  plight  of  three  or  four  beekeepers  In 
Louisiana,  and  during  the  debate  on  this  appropriation  bill 
some  days  ago  he  read  letters  from  those  three  or  four  bee- 
keepers, and  what  do  those  letters  say?  They  say.  in  effect, 
that  they  have  never  known  any  damage  to  be  caused  by 
the  white- fringed  beetle,  but  that  the  ar::enical  spray  used 
to  exterminate  them  has  done  some  damage  to  them.  Of 
course,  that  is  true.  Beekeepers  have  their  apiaries  In  wooden 
boxes,  which  a  beetle  cannot  chew.  and.  of  course,  beetles  do 
not  eat  honey.  They  eat  succulent  vegetation  of  all  kinds. 
Therefore,  it  is  impossible  for  these  little  beetles  to  have 
destroyed  a  beehive  in  a  box.  but  the  arsenical  spray  used 
to  exterminate  the  white-fringed  beetle  has  done  damages  by 
blowing  into  those  bee  boxes,  and  I  am  bold  enough  to  say 
that  it  is  as  good  an  investment  as  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment can  make  to  reimburse  those  beekeepers  for  the  damage 
thus  inflicted,  because  they  will  never  have  to  do  it  again. 

In  this  letter  from  Mr.  Gaddis.  the  expert  in  charge,  he  says 
that  in  the  areas  that  have  been  treated  they  are  unable  to 
find  a  single  beetle.     Therefore  it  is  not  a  recurring  appro- 
priation, as  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Dirksen  1  would 
have  you  believe,  but  this  appropriation  means  the  complete 
eradication— the  extermination  of  a  pest  which,  if  you  allow 
it  to  breed  3.000  eggs  every  2  weeks,  will  go  to  Michigan,  will 
go  to  Peoria.  111.,  and  eat  up  every  bltof  succulent  vegetation 
around  the  home  town  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  (Mr. 
Dirksen  1 :  and  when  it  does  get  there  he  will  be  yelling  his 
head  off  for  10  times  this  small  appropriation,  which,  if  you 
give  us  now.  will  completely  eradicate  and  utterly  render  use- 
less any  further  appropriation  for  this  cause.    This  is  not  a 
control  appropriation.    This  is  an  eradication  appropriation, 
and  we  will  do  the  job  once  and  for  all  and  be  through  with  it. 
I  beg  the  House  Members  to  give  this  a  reasonable  chance. 
To  spend  a  dime  when  a  dollar  Is  needed  is  worse  than  useless. 
This  appropriation  is  recommended  by  the  Budget,  this  ap- 
propriation Is  greatly  commended  by  the  Senate  conferees 
and  every  one  of  them,  and  the  appropriation  Is  not  seriously 
opposed   by  a  single  member  of   the  House  conferees.     It 
should  be  made.    It  is  wise  and  just  and  fair  and  permanent. 
The  8PIAKER  pro  tempore.    The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  has  expired. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  MiMourl.  Mr,  Speakpr.  every  year  we 
hgve  a  new  bug,  and  every  year  we  hear  the  same  old  story 
thai  unless  the  Oovernmi-nt  npvtupr^nH'n  vast  sums  of 
mcmey  it  will  ptmnutnp  pvptf  gteeo  leaf  end  leave  a  barren 
end  f  Mill  less  desert  behind  li  ,.  .  ... 

Mr,  tAMM.   Mr-  mmfuift  will  Ihe  itfni\mnfi  f^t'i^J 
Mr.  CAttMCMf  el  Mlseeyil.    i  rMM  Ut  the  gehilemaii  itm 
Nfw  YtrtL 


Mr.  TABm.  X  wonder  If  the  gentlemen  could  tell  us 
why  during  the  leet  few  yean  we  have  had  so  many  morw 
bugs  and  so  many  more  varlrties  of  buss  and  why  neirar 
any  of  them  die  out. 

Mr,  CANNON  of  Mls^mrt,  The  answer  to  that  Is  that  we 
do  not  have  more  buics,  but  that  we  have  more  "bugologisU,** 
who  want  to  serve  the  United  BUtes  Government  at  good, 
fat  salaries,  and  they  can  always  go  out  and  find  a  new  and 
voracious  bug  to  justify  their  employment  at  a  lucratlva 

salary. 

The  first  menace  to  vegetation  and  the  United  States 
Treasury  of  this  klixl  that  I  recall  after  coming  to  the  House 
was  the  brown-tall  moth,  which  had  Its  habitat  In  the  State 
of  Vermont.  The  Government  spent  large  sums  of  money 
combating  it  and  the  experts  painted  horrible  pictures  of 
Its  destructive  potentialities.  Panic  stricken  by  the  thought 
of  national  devastation,  we  descended  on  the  Treasury  to 
secure  funds  to  save  the  Nation. 

Mr.  Purnell,  who  at  that  time  represented  one  of  the  dis- 
tricts In  Indiana  and  was  on  the  committee,  hurried  down 
to  the  White  House  to  see  President  Coolidge  to  get  his 
endorsement  of  an  appropriation  to  exterminate  the  pest.. 
President  Coolidge  said,  "Why.  when  I  was  Governor,  the 
State  of  Vermont  appropriated  money  to  fight  the  brown- 
tail  moth.  But  we  discovered  after  a  while  that  the  men 
we  paid  to  destroy  the  moths  spent  the  day  destroying  them. 
and  spent  the  nights  planting  them  so  there  would  be  more 
moths  to  destroy."     I  Laughter. 1 

Now.  the  next  great  scare  we  had  was  over  the  European 
corn  borer.  Corn  growers  out  in  the  great  Middle  West  grew 
pale  when  the  experts  told  us  about  the  corn  borer. 

Mr.  TABER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.     Yes:   I  yield  with  pleasure. 

Mr.  TABER.  Has  this  bug  any  relation  to  the  Mediter- 
ranean fruit  fly  that  got  $20,000,000? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  It  has  one  characteristic  in  com- 
mon. It  feeds  at  the  public  crib,  and  requires  a  vast  amount 
of  nursing  and  mulcted  the  Treasury  of  millions  of  dollars 
to  pay  the  fellows  who  po  down  there  to  hunt  them  and 
valorously  beard  them  in  their  lair  at  high  rates  of  remunera- 
tion. 

Mr.  TABER.    The  bug  hunters? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Yes;  the  same  kind.  Perhaps 
I  should  say  the  job  hunters. 

Mr.  TABER.     The  same  kind  of  bug  hunters? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Yes;  the  same  kind.  Perhaps 
we  should  include  the  vote  hunters. 

Mr.  TABER.    Just  as  expensive? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Just  as  expensive.  The  bugs 
come  high  but  the  bug  hunters  come  hipher. 

To  resume  the  thread  of  my  discourse,  they  assured  us 
that  unless  the  com  borer  was  exterminated  It  would  soon 
spread  to  the  cornfields  of  the  West,  and  when  it  did  we 
would  have  to  discontinue  the  production  of  com.  So  we 
appropriated — I  know  this  sounds  absurd — but  we  appro- 
priated altogether  a  total  of  $17,000,000  to  fight  the  Euro- 
pean corn  borer.  You  remember  what  a  hubub  there  was 
in  the  farm  papers  about  it  at  the  time.  Eventually  they 
discovered  it  did  practically  no  damage,  and  today  we  pay 
no  attention  to  It.  It  is  difficult  to  realize  that  a  few  years 
ago  we  spent  $17,000,000  to  exterminate  It. 

Then  came  the  Mediterranean  fruitfly.  The  Mediter- 
ranean fruitfly.  we  were  told,  would  destroy  every  citrus 
grove  in  the  United  States.  It  must  have  prompt  and  urgent 
attention.  So  we  appropriated  altogether  $10,000,000  to 
dpMroy  the  Mediterranean  fruitfly.  Finally,  Chairman 
Buchanan,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
himself  went  6(mn  to  rioflda  to  see  how  they  were  spend- 
Ifig  all  this  money. 

When  he  eame  bark  he  told  iUf  rottimift^  he  did  ntii 
belli-ve  Ihere  ever  had  been  a  Mhsle  MKlMirtafi^'Mfi  ffuiifly 
IH  rtfffldai  ihti  w$  spefii  ^iUmtUHHt  fn\»tmhniiun  a  bu« 
iHai  (He  ehaifmafi  hhjI/I  mi  tsuti  when  Ite  went  Attwh 
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Now.  here  is  the  come-back,  my  friends.  There  has  been 
Introduced,  as  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksemI, 
told  you.  a  bill  to  appropriate  seven  and  one-half  million 
dollars  to  pay  for  the  damage  done  to  the  citrus  people  when 
the  United  States  agents  were  down  there  trying  to  find  the 
Mediterranean  fruitfly.  And  do  you  know,  my  friends,  that  a 
bill  has  already  been  drawn  and  will  be  introduced  in  a  few 
days  to  appropriate  a  large  amount  of  money  to  reimburse 
the  farmers  of  the  South  for  the  damage  occasioned  by  the 
activities  of  thp  United  States  Government  in  exterminating 
the  white-fringed  beetle? 

Mr.  TARVER.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  MLssouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Who  in  the  world  could  have  drav^  such 
a  bill?     That  is  the  first  I  ever  heard  of  it. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  \Qssouri.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman 
that  the  bill  has  already  been  drawn  and  will  be  introduced 
in  a  few  dajrs. 

Mr.  TARVER.     By  whom? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  The  gentleman  will  be  apprised 
to  due  time. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.     I  srleld  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  In  1938  we  empowered  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  name  a  board  of  five  to  go  to  Florida  to 
make  an  investigation  and  ascertain  damages.  The  report 
of  that  committee  is  In  the  document  room  now.  There 
Is  a  majority"  report  and  a  minority  report.  The  majority 
report  says  there  Is  an  ascertained  estimated  loss  of  over 
seven  and  one- half  million  dollars,  and  there  is  a  rule  out 
of  the  Rules  Committee  now  to  appoint  three  Members 
of  the  House  and  three  Members  of  the  Senate  to  ascer- 
tain the  damage.  It  will  be  coming  on  this  floor  soon. 
^  Mr.  TARVER.  But  the  jrentlcman  made  the  statement 
that  a  bill  has  been  drawn  to  pay  damages  caused  in 
the  eradication  of  this  pest. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Yes.  The  bill  has  already 
been  drawn  and  will  be  introduced  in  due  time. 

Mr.  TARVER.    By  whom?     I  never  heard  of  It  before. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
gentleman  desires  to  make  the  announcement  at  this  time 
or  not.  I  leave  that  to  him.  But  the  bill  has  been  drawn 
and  will  be  introduced  to  reimburse  those  who  have  been 
damaged  by  the  expendiliu-e  of  United  States  Government 
money  to  destroy  the  white-fringed  beetle.  It  is  my  under- 
standing that  some  of  the  claimants  have  already  been 
reimbursed  by  the  States. 

Mr.  SHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Why  should  the  taxpayers 
be  called  upon  to  spend  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  to 
destroy  these  so-called  pests  which  destroy  agricultxiral  prod- 
ucts, and  then  be  called  upon  for  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars  in  order  that  Mordecal  Easekiel  can  carry  on  his  crop- 
'  destruction  pro.Tram? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man irield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    I  yield.  , 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.  The  Medfterrancan  fruitfly 
has  bi?cn  mentioned,  "niis  is  a  subject  which,  of  course,  is 
very  dose  to  my  district  and  to  my  interests.  Is  the  gen- 
tleman familiar  with  the  fact  that  the  fly  was  first  claimed 
to  have  been  found  on  the  laboratory  grounds  of  the  Fed- 
eral Department  of  Agriculture?  I  am  sure  the  gentleman 
remembers  the  stringent  regulations  which  were  issued  to 
prevent  us  from  shippmg  our  fruit  so  the  pest  would  not 
spread  to  the  soft  fnilta  of  the  northland. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  And  the  gentleman  knows 
that  we  are  now  asked  to  reimburse  to  the  tune  of  $7,500.- 
000  the  fanners  we  attempted  to  help. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.  I  have  a  resolution  pending 
that  has  been  passed  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Claims  to 
inveftigate;  Init  it  is  for  the  actual  destruction  of  tbe  prop- 
erty itself,  net^that  which  was  infested  by  the  fly.  but  that 
which  was  ikitfujud  to  prevent  the  flies'  spreading. 


Mr.  CANNON  of  MlssourL  The  next  pest  to  claim  the 
public  eye  is  one  with  which  we  are  all  familiar,  the  Japa- 
nese beetle.  We  were  told  that  the  Japanese  beetle  would 
not  only  ruin  fruit  trees  but  would  destroy  grass,  shrubbery, 
foliage,  and  the  trees  themselves.  We  were  told  that  no 
such  voracious  and  destructive  pest  had  ever  been  known,- 
and  of  course  we  appropriated  large  sums  of  money.  I  am 
certain  that  every  Member  remembers  seeing  all  around 
here  in  every  park  in  Washington,  and  aroimd  the  Capitol 
Grounds,  the  little  white  rods  with  green  traps  hanging  on 
them.  We  were  told  that  unless  immediate  steps  were 
taken  the  Japanese  beetle  would  destroy  all  vegetation 
within  a  radius  of  500  miles  of  Washington.  Now  they  are 
to  be  found  around  here  by  the  bushel  and  we  have  quit 
trapping  them,  and  we  discover  that  the  Japanese  beetle 
is  not  doing  any  more  harm  than  any  other  common  insect 
pest. 

We  went  into  hysteria  over  the  brown-tail  moth  and  spent 
money,  then  forgot  about  it.  We  became  greatly  agitated 
next  over  the  European  com  borer,  spent  $17,000,000  on  it, 
and  then  forgot  all  about  it  and  today  pay  little  attention  to 
him.  Then  we  appropriated  $10,000,000  to  eradicate  the  Med- 
iterranean fruitfly.  but  now  pay  no  attention  to  him.  Then 
we  appropriated  for  the  Japanese  beetle.  Today  the  Jap  is 
our  neighbor,  we  see  him  every  day.  and  he  does  no  great 
damage.  Now  we  have  a  new  bug.  the  white-fringed  beetle, 
and  as  usual  we  are  asked  to  appropriate  large  sums  of  money 
for  it.  After  we  have  spent  the  money  we  shall  forget  ail- 
about  him  except  that  a  bill  will  be  brought  in  to  take  care 
of  the  damage  caused  by  the  Federal  Government's  attempt 
to  destroy  him. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  If  they  get  rid  of  this  beetle  there  would 
not  be  any  Job  for  the  bug  himters. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  That  is  the  heart-rending  fea- 
ture of  it. 

Mr.  TABER.    That  is  why  they  never  get  rid  of  the  bugs. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Most  of  these  drives  on  Con- 
gress like  this  do  not  come  from  the  farmers,  but  from  the 
organized  armies  of  the  United  States  Government  em- 
ployees who  get  good,  easy  Jobs  out  of  the  appropriations. 

Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  already  providing  for  this  pest 
and  all  other  pests.  We  appropriated  for  the  current  year 
$2,500,000  for  insect  pests.  The  deficiency  bill  which  is  noW 
before  the  Senate  and  which  passed  the  House  this  week 
carries  $500,000  more  for  insect  pests,  and  there  is  carried 
in  the  regular  bill  a  larger  amount  for  study  and  control. 
Why  should  we  spend  more  money  for  that  piu-pose  in  view 
of  Budget  conditions? 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  the  pref- 
erential motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  that  the 
House  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  TARVEJt )  there  were — ayes  50.  noes  67. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the 
ground  there  is  not  a  quonmi  present,  and  make  the  point 
of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  wiU  count. 
(After  counting.)  One  hundred  and  eighty-one  Members 
are  present,  not  a  quonun. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
WiU  notify  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the 
roU. 

The  question  was  taken:  and  there  were— yeas  145.  nays 
227,  not  voting  59.  as  follows: 


C»mp 

Chnnon.  na. 
Cartwrlsbt 
Case.  8  Dak. 

CeUer 
Chapman 


IRoU  No.  157] 

TKAS— 146 

Allen.  La. 

Bloom 

Bu!  winkle 

AndcxBon.  Mo. 

Boykln 

Burdlek 

ArciMii 

Brooks 

Burgin 

Bardeu.  N.  C. 

Brown.  Oa. 

Byrne.  N.  T. 

B«ckworth 

BrysoD 

Byms  Tenn 

BlaiKl 

Buckley.  N.  T. 

OaldweU 

IWO 


dam 

Caypool 

Colmer 

Oooley 

Oorbett 

CoeteUo 

Cox 

Crarena 

Cr*al 

Cnllen 

Cununlnca 

Darden.  Va. 

Davis 
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DeRouen 
Dies 
Dlrkaen 
Dougbton 
Doxey 
EKincan 
Dunn 
'  BUlott 
EUto 

FRguaon 
Fcmandes 
Raherty 
Wannapn 


mea 
Garrett 
Oatblnca 
Oibba 

Oore 

Oosaett 

arant.  Ala. 

Qrlffltta 

Hare 

Harrington 

Ha  Tenner 

Hcnctncka 

RllI 

Hobba 

leac 

Jarman 

Job  naon .  Lutber  A 

Jobnaon.  Lyndon 

Jobnaon.  Okia. 

Jones,  Tex. 

Kefauver 

Keller 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kilday 

Kleberg 


Forti,  Mln. 
Ford.  Thomaa  F. 


Lea 

Leary 

MoOonnack 

McOehee 

McMlUan.  John  L 


Mahon 

Mansfield 
Marcantfmlo 

May 

liUls.  Ark. 

Mills.  La. 

Monzoney 

Mouton 

Mundt 

Mvirdock.  Ariz. 

Miirdock.  Utab 

NldaoU 

NorreU 

O'Connor 

O  Toole 

Patman 

.Patrick 

Patton 

Peterson.  Fla. 

PetersoD,  Oa. 

Pierce 

Pittcncer 

Poage 

Ramspeck 

PlTiUri 

Rlcbards 
Robertson 
Bobtnson.  Utab 
Sogers.  Okla. 
Satterfleld 
Scrugbam 


NATS— 227 


Alexander 

Allen,  m. 

Allen.  Pa. 

Aadetaen.  H.  Carl 

Antferaon.  CalU. 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Andrews 

Angell 

Arnold 

Austin 

BaU 


Barry 

Barton.  N.  T. 
Bataa.  Ky. 
Bates.  Mass. 

Beam 

Bell 

Bender 

Blackney 

Boebne 

BoUes 

Bolton 

Boren 

Bradley.  Pa. 


Brown,  Oblo 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Carlson 

Carter 

Casey.  Mmb. 

Cburcb 

Claaon 

Cluett 

Cocbran 

Coffee.  Mebr. 

Cole.Md 

Cole.  N.  T. 

Connery 

Cooper 

Oourtaey 


Crowe 

Crowtber 

Culkln 

Curtis 

D'Alesandro 

Dick«tetn 

Dlngell 

Dondoro 

Douglas 

Durham 

Dworrbak 

Katon 

Eberharter 

Edelstcln 

Edmlbton 


Boland 

Bradley.  Mlcb. 
Buck 

Buckler,  Minn. 
Burcb 


g?ft^il 
Kngel 
Kvaoa 
Paddla 

r»y 

Fentcn 

riannery 

Pulmer 

Gamble 

Gartner 

Oayagan 

Oearhart 

Oebm\ann 

Gerlach 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

Oifford 

Gilchrist 

Goodwin 

Grabam 

Grant.  Ind. 

Gregory 

Groat 

Guyer.  Kana. 

Gwynne 

Hall.  Bdwln  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W 

Hancock 

Hameas 

Hart 

Barter.  N.  T. 

Hartley 

Hawka 

Healey 

Hennlngs 

Reas 

Hinsbaw 

Hoffman 

Holmea 

Hook 

Hope 

Hull 

Hunter 

Jacobaen 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenks.  N  R. 

Johnson,  ni. 

Jobnaon.  Ind. 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Jones,  Oblo 

Jonkman 

Keefe 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Mlcbael 

Keo«b 

Kerr 

Kllbum 


Klnzer 

Klrwan 

Kltcbena 

Knutaon 

Kocialkowskl 

Kramer 

Kunkel 

Lambertaon 

Land  Is 

Larrabee 

Leoompte 

Liwingkl 

Lewis.  Colo. 

I>wU.OIiio 

Luce 

Ludlow 

X.ynch 

McAndrewa 

McDoweU 

McGregor 

McKeousb 

McLaughlin 

McLean 

McLeod 

McMUlan.  Clara 


Maclejewskl 

Magnuaon 

Ifakmey 

Marshall 

Martin,  ni. 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Maaa. 

Mason 

Massingale 

ICcbener 

Monkiewlca 

Moser 

Mott 

Murray 

Myera 

Nelaon 

Norton 

O'Brien 

CDay 

OXeary 

OltTer 

O'Neal 

Oamer* 

Paraona 


Flomley 

Powera 
Babaut 
Randolph 
Beed.ni 
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Darrow 
Disney 
Dlttar 

Drewry 
Biglebrlcht 


Cterenger 
Coffee.  Wash 
Collins 
crawl  ord 

LXXX 


PIM^atrlck 
Tom.  Leland  M. 
Gillie 
Green 
Ballcck 

VI 549 


Harter,  Ohio 

Horton 

Houston 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Jennings 

Jenaen 

Jobna 

Kean 

Kee 

Kennedy.  Md. 

X^emka 


Sbeppard 

•mith.  Va. 

Bmtth.  Waah. 

Somers,  M.  T. 

South 

Sparkman 

Spence 

Stames.  Ala. 

Sumners,  TBI. 

Tarver 

Taylor 

Tenerowlc* 

Terry 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Thomason 

Tolan 

Vinson.  Ga. 

VoorbU,  Calir. 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Warren 

Weaver 

West 

Wbelcbel 

Wblttlngton 

Williams.  Mo. 

Zimmerman 


Reed.  N.  T. 

Rees.  Kana. 

Rich 

Robsion.  Ky. 

Rockefeller 

Bodgers,  Pa. 

Bag«rB.Ma8a. 

Rutherford 

Ryan 

Babatb 

BMka 

Sandager 

Sasacer 

Schaefer,  ni. 

Scbuetx 

Scbulte 

Schwert 

Seger 

Sbafer.  Mlcb. 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Short 

Simpson 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  Ohio 

Smith,  W.  Va. 

Snyder 

Springer 

Stearns.  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sutpbln 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Thill 

Tborkelson 

Tlbbott 

Tlnkbam 

Tinadway 

Van  Zandt 

Vincent   Ky. 

Vorys.  Oblo 

VreelAnd 

Wadsworth 

Ward 

Welch 

Wheat 

White.  Ohio 

Wlggleswortb 

Winiama.  Del. 

W.uter 

Wolcott 

Woifenden.  Pa. 

Wolverton.  H.  J. 

Toungdahl 


McArdle 

MrOranery 

Merrin 

Miller 

MltrheU 

Pace 

Polk 

Raybum 

Reere.  Tenn. 

Risk 

Bomjua 


Boutsoha 
Schafer,  Wis. 
Bcblflter 
Seccombe 


Sheridan 
Smith,  m. 
BttrngtM 
Sullivan 


Sumner,  m. 
Sweeney 
Thomaa.  N.  J. 
White,  Idaho 


Wood 

Woodruff.  Mtcb. 
Woodrum.  Va. 


So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

General  pairs: 

Mr    Woodrum  of  Virginia  with  ID.  Jcnklna  of  Oblo. 

Mr    Ra\burn  with  Mr.  Halleck. 

Mr  Collins  with  Mr.  Crawford. 

Mr.  Boland  with  Mr.  Jenaen. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Miller. 

Mr.  Wood  with  Mr.  Clevenger. 

Mr   Steagall  with  Miss  Sumner  of  DltnoiS. 

Mr.  Burch  with  Mr    Horton. 

Mr.  SuUlvan  with  Mr.  Ditter. 

Mr.  Pace  with  Mr   Bradley  of  Michigan 

Mr  Romjue  with  Mr  SchlfBer, 

Mr   Buck  with  Mr   Fish. 

Mr    McArdle  with  Mr.  Jennlnga. 

Mr    Disney  with  Mr.  Routzobn. 

Mr.  Pltapatrlck  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Sheridan  with  Mr.  Chlperfleld. 

Mr.  McOranery  with  Mr.  QUlle.  . 

Mr   Byron  with  Mr    Johns. 

Mr    Green  with  Mr.  Kean. 

Mr   Memtt  with  Mr.  Darrow. 

Mr.  Kee  with  Mr.  Englebrlght. 

Mr.  Sweeney  with  Mr.  Reece  of  Tenneaaec 

Mr.  Polk  with  Mr.  Seccombe. 

Mr.  Coffee  of   Washmgton   with  Mr.   Woodruff  of  Michigan. 

Mr  Harter  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Leland  M.  Ford. 

Mr.  Houston  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Schafer  of  Wlscoosin. 

Mr.  Mitchell  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  White  of  Idaho  with  Mr.  Buckler  of  Mlnneaota. 

Mr.  JACOBSEN  changed  his  vote  from  "yea"  to  "nay." 

The  doors  were  opened. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Warren).  The  question 
now  occurs  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cannon  1  that  the  House  Insist  upon  ite  disagreement  to 
the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  66:  Page  60,  line  18.  ttrUte  out  "$8.644«)1"  and 
Insert  "»6.773.093." 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
House  further  insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Tbe  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  66:  Page  60.  line  19.  atrlke  out  "$867,648"  and 
Insert  ••»878.ie8." 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
House  further  insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  wiU  report  the 
next  amendment  In  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  lOS:   Page  80,  In  line  ai,  inaert  the  following: 

"WATXB  rACIUnCB,  A»n>  AND  •nCIARXD  AXSAS 

•"To  enable  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  carry  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  promote  conaervatlon  In 
the  arid  and  semlarld  areas  of  the  United  States  by  aiding  In  the 
development  of  racllltles  for  water  storage  and  utilization,  and  f«r 
other  purposes.-  approved  August  28.  1937  (10  U.  S.  C  690r-690x). 
including  the  employment  of  persons  and  means  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  elsewhere;  printing  and  binding;  the  purchase,  ex- 
change, operation,  and  maintenance  of  passenger-carrying  vehlelaa: 
and  rent  In  the  District  of  Collmbla  and  elsewhere.  $600,000,  of 
which  not  to  exceed  $28. 000  may  be  expended  for  personal  services 
-  in  the  District  of  Columbia :  PrmHded.  That  not  to  exceed  $50,000 
of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  expenditure  for  any  one 
project  designed  in  whole  or  in  part  to  benefit  lanUb  by  the  irriga- 
tion thereof,  and  aU  project  faculties  and  appurtenances  which  de- 
pend for  their  utility  In  whole  or  In  part  upon  each  other  or  upon 
any  common  facility  shall  be  deemed  one  project,  and  the  authority 
contained  in  said  act  shaU  not  be  deemed  to  authorize  the  con- 
atructlon  of  any  project  not  in  accord  with  this  limitation." 
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Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
House  further  Insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate 
amendment. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  preferential  motion 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

%ii  LCAVT  moves  that  tbe  House  recede  and  concur  In  Senat* 
amendment  No    105. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  LkavtI. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  apparently  the  last  item 
in  controversy  in  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill.  On 
December  4  last  I,  together  with  the  seven  other  members 
of  the  Agriculture  Subcommittee  on  Appropriations,  came 
back  to  begin  consideration  of  this  bill.  It  looks  now  as 
though  we  have  reached  the  place  where  we  can  write  finis 
to  it  as  far  as  we  are  concerned.  This  water-facilities  item 
is  the  last  in  this  conference  report  in  disagreement. 

This  item  affects  the  17  Western  States.  Every  State  Isring 
west  of  the  western  line  of  the  State  of  Missouri  is  affected. 

We  had  this  appropriation  up  a  month  ago;  a  record  vote 
was  taken  and  the  vote  at  that  time  was  171  to  173.  Tbe 
motion  made  by  myself  to  recede  and  conciir  lost  by  2  votes. 
At  least  12  Members  who  voted  against  the  motion  to  recede 
end  concur  a  month  ago  have  indicated  now  that  they  desire 
an  opportunity  to  change  their  vote  because  they  did  not  fully 
understand  the  matter.  There  should  be  no  difficulty  if  the 
matter  is  fully  understood  in  passing  this  Senate  amendment. 

When  the  matter  was  before  us  a  month  ago.  the  argument 
was  presented  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  i  Mr.  Dirksen  I 
and  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  TabkrI  that  we  were 
■  apprcpnating  $500,000  to  be  spent  for  salaries  for  employees 
largely.  There  was  no  opportimity  given  to  answer  the  broad 
charges  made  by  these  gentlemen.  The  facts  are  that  this 
money  is  appropriated  for  the  purpose  of  paying  those  who 
are  qualified  to  tell  the  farmers  in  a  drought-stricken  area 
where  and  how  they  can  plan  to  get  water  to  carry  them 
through  and  save  them  and  the  land  upon  which  they  have 
lived  all  their  lives  and  on  which  they  desire  to  remain. 
Instead  of  this  being  $500,000  for  that  purpose,  it  is  actually 
$3,500,000  that  the  Government  spent  this  year.  The  money 
here  Uivolvcd.  or  a  large  part  of  it.  goes  to  supervise  that 
work.  The  $3,000,000  comes  largely  from  soil  conservation 
and  from  farm  security.  It  is  repayable,  and  experience  has 
shown  that  it  is  being  repaid. 

They  have  in  the  short  time  that  this  act  has  been  in 
effect,  which  is  a  little  over  a  year,  salvaged  or  saved 
almost  2.000  farmers  and  their  families  in  tho^e  17  States, 
largely  in  the  arid  belt.  There  are  4,000  applications  now 
pending  for  this  service. 

A  representative  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  in  re- 
sponse to  a  request,  goes  into  western  Kansas,  the  Dakotas. 
Colorado,  Wyoming,  or  wherever  It  may  be;  he  makes  a 
careful  analysis  of  the  situation,  then  he  advises  the  farmer 
or  group  of  farmers  if  it  is  wise  at  that  point  to  attempt  to 
get  a  water  supply  to  carry  them  through  or  to  attempt  to 
put  in  a  dam  that  must  cost  under  $50,000,  or  otherwise 
take  steps  to  make  it  possible  for  these  fine,  but  unfortunate, 
folks  to  remain  on  their  farms. 

Tliis  money.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  repaid  again  by  those  who 
receive  these  benefits.  When  we  analyze  the  subject  briefly, 
the  question  that  must  occtir  to  us  is:  Is  it  better  for  Uncle 
Sam  to  spend  millions  and  millions  of  dollars  in  direct  relief 
and  to  drive  these  poor  people,  who  have  an  opportunity  with 
a  little  help,  to  make  a  home,  and  who  have  a  chance  to  live 
where  they  have  lived  all  their  lives,  or  should  we  permit  and 
compel  them  to  become  memliers  of  the  hopeless  migrant 
army  and  move  to  the  West  or  back  to  the  East,  there  to 
become  recipients  of  public  charity?  Actual  experience  has 
proven  the  great  value  of  this  work.  To  destroy  It  now, 
by  cutting  off  all  appropriations,  would  not  alone  deny  help 
to  the  great  number  who  have  filed  applications,  but  it  would 
result  in  untold  loss  to  the  hundreds  who  are  now  on  in- 
completed projects.    The  failure  to  initiate  such  an  imder- 


taklng  soonei-  has  given  us  this  great  army,  who  have  been 
referred  to  as  the  children  of  the  Grapes  of  Wrath. 

With  a  better  understanding  of  this  subject.  I  am  hopeful 
the  House — and  I  asMire  you  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of 
economy — will  vote  in  favor  of  the  motion  to  recede  and 
concur. 

I  feel  an  imusual  interest  in  this  matter — not  that  it  affects 
my  district  totmy  great  degree,  but  because  as  a  member  of 
the  subcommittee  that  wrote  this  bill  I  was  one  who  beheved 
In  it.  but  believed  it  ought  to  be  an  activity  that  should  be 
carried  on  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  imder  reclama- 
tion. I  have  since  found  that  I  was  in  error  on  that  point.  It 
could  not  be  carried  on  there,  l)ecaase  the  A.  A.  A.  and 
Farm  Security  are  the  big  factors  in  this  program.  When 
someone  gets  up  here  and  teUs  you.  as  probably  they  will,  that 
the  major  part  of  this  money  is  being  spent  for  salaries, 
remember  that  this  is  money  for  supervisory  work  only.  It 
affects  20.000  drought -stricken  farmers;  and  who  knows 
when  this  drought  region  will  strike  further  east?  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  are  many  places  now  in  western  Minne- 
sota. Iowa.  Missouri,  and  Arkansas  that  could  make  good  use 
of  this  service. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  LEAVY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  It  should  be  pointed  out  that 
the  West  is  suffering  now  from  a  more  severe  drought  than  we 
have  ever  Imown  since  the  population  extended  into  the 
Wesjt.  This  is  one  of  the  much  imperatively  needed  things 
to  help  our  farmers  all  through  the  West — more  for  water 
for  domestic  purposes  and  for  stock  water  than  for  irrigation. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Weather  Bureau  reports  indicate  that  the 
drought  has  moved  substantially  east,  even  east  of  the  Mis- 
sippi  River.  There  is  an  actual  shortage  in  the  rainfall  this 
year  over  the  normal  rainfall  that  far  east.  I  say  there  is 
no  telling  when  a  group  of  farmers  in  western  Missouri  or 
western  Iowa  will  want  a  water  supply  or  be  driven  out 
entirely.  A  vote  for  my  motion  is  a  vote  that  means  joy 
and  happiness  for  thousands  of  our  fellow  citizens  who, 
without  this  service,  are  doomed  to  oecome  migrants  and 
lead  hopeless  lives  of  despair.    (Applause.! 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missoiul.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Montana  (Mr.  O'Conwor). 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  heard  here  this  after- 
noon a  very  powerful  address  delivered  by  the  ranking  ma- 
jority member  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  that  has 
this  conference  report  in  hand  with  reference  to  our  na- 
tional-defense program.  Everything  the  gentleman  said  re- 
garding that  matter  is  absolutely  true,  but  we  do  not  want 
K  to  sacrifice  our  important  domestic  problems  wh'ch  are  just 
as  serious.  We  have  to  raise  the  things  our  people  need  in 
order  to  round  out  the  picture. 

Our  colleagues  in  the  Senate  have  a  number  of  times  re- 
affirmed their  belief  in  the  soundness  and  desirability  of  this 
program.  The  Senate  conferees  on  this  item  have  stead- 
fastly refiised  to  back  down  in  the  face  of  an  earlier  decision 
by  this  House  to  abolish  the  program.  It  is  now  before  us 
again,  and  I.  for  one.  earnestly  hope  that  this  time  there 
will  be  a  favorable  vote. 

Throughout  vast  areas  of  17  of  our  Western  States  water 
Is  synonymous  with  life.  You  have  heard  that  before;  so 
many  times,  perhaps,  that  it  has  become  an  idle  phrase. 
But  I  assure  you  it  remains  true,  and  wiU  bear  even  further 
repeUtion.  Where  18,  14.  12,  and  even  fewer  inches  of  rain 
fall  each  year,  water  is  a  matter  of  the  most  critical  impor- 
tance to  the  people  trying  to  make  a  living  on  the  land.  It 
is  a  matter  of  the  most  critical  importance  to  herds  of  cattle 
and  flocks  of  sheep  that  must  in  the  end  help  sustain  our 
population.  I  speak  of  this  from  experience.  In  my  own 
State  of  Montana  we  come  face  to  face  each  year  with  the 
dry,  hard  facts  of  drought  and  the  tragedy  of  little  water. 

The  water-facilities  procram  is  neither  lavish  nor  expen- 
sive. The  Item  is  for  $500,000.  The  emphasis  of  the  pro- 
gram is  on  tbe  construction  of  small  water  facilities — small 
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but  highly  Important  improvements  such  as  small  water 
ponds;  stock  water  tanks:  small  reservoirs;  small  ptmip 
installations,  including  windmills;  the  development  of 
springs;  and  small  Irrigation  facilities,  either  for  individual 
families  or  small  groups  of  families.  A  majw  purpose  of  this 
program  is  to  make  it  possible  for  farm  families  to  become 
self-supporting  and  stay  off  the  relief  rolls.  Counting  every- 
thing, administration,  transpwtation.  technical  services, 
labor,  equipment,  and  materials,  the  cost  of  these  facilities 
averages  only  in  the  neighborhood  of  $1,000  each.  This  is 
not  a  program  of  monumental  dams,  vast  irrigation  systems, 
or  power.  It  alms  to  provide  carefully  planned  small  water 
facilities  in  order  to  achieve  wiser  use  of  the  land  over  a 
long  period  of  years.  And,  through  ^iser  use  of  the  land,  it 
improves  distinctly  the  welfare  of  the  people  who  live  on 
the  land. 

The  money  is  not  spent  willy-nilly  to  build  a  puddle  here 
and  a  windmill  there.  Each  facility  Is  planned  and  installed 
on  the  basis  of  the  best  possible  use  of  the  entire  farm  or 
ranch.  Along  with  the  water  facilities  goes  soil  and  water 
conservation.  There  is  a  definite  decrease  in  waste — waste 
of  water,  waste  of  land,  waste  of  manpower,  waste  of  pro- 
duction capacity,  and  waste  of  money.  By  some  this  pro- 
gram has  been  criticized  on  the  grounds  that  It  is  slow. 
The  prompt  and  complete  answer  to  that  kind  of  criticism 
is  that  well-planned,  permanently  useful  work  is  far  better, 
far  less  expensive,  and  far  more  desirable  in  the  long  run 
than  comparatively  fast,  "hit  or  miss"  projects  that  have 
neither  present  nor  future  value. 

During  the  short  time  this  program  has  been  under  way. 
Installations  have  been  completed,  or  well  started,  which  in 
the  end  will  benefit  more  than  1,200.000  acres.  Every  one  of 
these  facilities  will  aid  in  bringing  about  wiser  and  more 
profitable  use  cf  the  land. 

The  item,  gentlemen,  Is  $500,000.  With  it  we  can  con- 
tinue a  program  wliich  Is  producing  results  of  permanent 
value  to  the  Nation  and  to  the  people  and  agriculture  of  the 
West.  If  we  fail  to  approve  this  item,  much  of  the  good 
work  already  done  will  suffer,  for  it  is  naturally  Impossible 
to  clear  water  rights,  make  plans,  and  construct  many  facil- 
ities, all  within  a  single  year.  But.  more  Important,  it  will 
be  the  people  who  are  trying  to  make  a  living,  at  an  Amer- 
ican standard,  on  the  dry  lands  of  the  West,  who  will  suffer 
if  this  item  fails. 

I  cannot  overemphasize  the  importance  of  this  item  to  the 

farmers   and   stockmen    of   the   West.    It   means   sectuing 

water  for  livestock,  pasture,  and  gardens.    This  goes  to  the 

vitals  of  the  whole  existence  of  our  Western  States.    I  ap- 

'  peal  to  the  Members  of  this  House  this  afternoon  to  stand 

by  the  farmers  of  these  17  Western  States  who  are  trying  to 

carve  out  a  living  in  that  arid  country  and  give  them  a 

chance  to  retain  their  homes  and  live  as  human  beings. 

[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  CaseI. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  believe  the 
Members  probably  have  come  to  the  poUit  where  they  can 
recognize  that  when  an  item  comes  up  concerning  water  In 
the  West  the  gentleman  from  Washington,  the  gentleman 
from  Montana,  the  gentleman  from  Arizona,  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas,  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska,  and  a  few 
others  of  us  will  be  up  here  fighting  for  a  little  water.  That 
Is  again  true  this  afternoon. 

This  item  is  a  $500,000  item.  It  was  sent  up  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Budget.  It  is  not  in  excess  of  the  Budget.  The 
Senate  has  insisted  upon  this  item  going  in  the  bill. 

I  know  the  argument  that  will  be  presented  before  this 
debate  is  concluded,  that  too  much  of  this  money  is  spent 
for  overhead  and  not  enough  in  the  field.  I  was  impressed 
by  that  argument  somewhat  myaelf  the  last  time  this  Isue 
was  before  us.  To  get  the  facts  on  the  case.  I  went  back  to 
the  people  who  are  working  in  the  field.  I  wrote  some  of 
the  editors  of  newspapers  in  the  territory  in  my  district 
where  this  program  is  t>eing  carried  on.    Before  I  had  even 


gotten  a  reply  to  my  letter  I  received  letters  from  two  edltora 
and  from  half  a  dosen  farmers  tellina  me  that  this  is  tlM 
most  Important  item  in  the  agricultural  program,  as  far  as 
tliey  are  concerned.  They  had  seen  the  report  that  the  it«m 
was  beaten  by  three  votes  last  time.  They  wrote  In  to 
explain  that  the  reason  this  money  goes  for  supenision  Is 
that  that  is  what  the  farmers  want.  They  want  tetimical 
assistance  in  lasrlng  out  their  contour  lines  for  ditches,  for 
small  dams,  and  things  of  that  sort.  They  want  to  know  the 
right  line  for  their  ditches  to  spread  the  water  on  theu:  hay 
bottoms  and  the  correct  face  and  back  slope  and  the  safe> 
height  for  their  dams  so  they  will  not  wash  out. 

The  farmers  themselves  are  doing  the  work,  and  if  we  can 
expend  $500,000  and  have  it  multiplied  by  tbe  farmers  doing 
their  own  work  under  this  program  or  by  using,  if  they  have 
to  spend  money,  their  Triple  A  checks,  or  something  of  that 
sort,  we  ought  to  do  it.  We  are  only  asking  for  $500,000  to 
pro\'ide  engineering  and  technical  assistance  and  what  wells 
or  other  facilities  that  can  be  financed  when  the  farmers  are 
willing  to  do  their  own  work.  I  have  newspaper  articles  and 
I  have  letters  in  my  office  which  I  would  be  pleased  for  any- 
one to  see  showing  that  this  is  a  case  where  the  farmers 
themselves  are  doing  the  work,  and  that  if  this  fimd.  pri- 
marily, seems  to  go  to  overhead  administration  or  supervision 
it  should  to  multiply  the  results  obtainable.    (Applause.! 

(Here  the  gavel  felLl 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr.  Jonis]. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  that  if  my 
friends  who  are  opposing  this  item  could  be  out  in  the 
great  West  when  one  of  the  great  droughts  appear,  they 
would  not  oppose  this  appropriation.  I  have  seen  the  hot 
winds  come  and  sweep  with  a  blistering  trail  across  the 
prairies  of  Uiat  great  country,  the  heavens  become  brass, 
and  the  earth  as  iron,  and  people  were  very  much 
discouraged. 

It  is  a  great  country,  it  Is  the  bread  basket  of  America, 
but  there  are  periods  when  water  is  tnily  the  life  of  the  land. 
In  most  of  that  area.  I  know  in  the  southwestern  area,  the 
average  annual  rainfall  is  21  Inches  per  year  over  a  30-  or  40- 
year  period.  That  is  enough  to  make  a  crop  if  the  water  is 
properly  handled,  but  when  the  land  becomes  as  hard  as  iron 
and  the  rain  comes  in  a  flood  it  rushes  off.  80  or  90  percent 
of  it.  and  they  do  not  get  the  advantage  of  It. 

When  they  hold  the  water  there,  through  furrows  In  the 
pasture  and  contouiing  of  the  land  and  through  the  use  of 
wells  and  small  ponds,  the  land  produces.  I  have  seen 
projects  of  several  thousand  acres  Including  a  niunber  of 
farmers  that  had  the  benefit  of  this  furrowing  and  contour- 
ing, and  this  expert  advice  and  engineering  where  the  grass 
would  be  twice  as  good  and  the  crops  twice  as  good,  where 
the  rainfall  was  the  same,  but  where  they  had  properly 
utilized  the  water. 

I  have  had  these  farmers  come  to  me  and  say,  "Is  there 
not  some  way  we  can  get  the  Department  to  send  the  engi- 
neer or  some  one  to  show  us  how?  We  will  do  the  work. 
We  want  to  get  our  land  and  our  water  and  our  crops 
saved."  Now.  this  is  heart  rending,  but  it  is  true.  I  do  not 
believe  there  will  be  $500,000  spent  by  this  Government  this 
year  that  will  do  as  much  as  this  $500,000  will  do. 

It  is  easy  for  those  who  have  never  faced  the  blazing  and 
suffocating  drought  to  take  water  for  granted,  to  refer  to 
frog  ponds,  and  to  the  field  men  who  are  doing  this  grand 
job  as  bureaucrats,  and  to  make  light  of  the  parching  thirst 
of  land  and  people.  But  let  the  Missouri  or  some  other 
great  river  go  on  a  rampage,  and  they  cry  out  for  help  and 
get  it.  And  they  should.  But  how  much  better  It  Is  to  use 
the  water  to  siake  human  and  natural  thirst.  t)efore  it 
reaches  the  flood  sUge. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 
Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  The  gentleman  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  ScRUCH.-^Ml  told  me  that  on  one  occasion  when  the  land 
on  which  he  lived  was  so  dry  they  were  digging  wells,  trying 
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to  get  water  for  the  stock,  that  one  scientific  man  came  from 
Washington,  found  water.  17  wells  were  sunk,  and  in  every 
case  they  found  water  for  the  keeping  of  their  livestock. 
Now  that  man  is  worth  while. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Some  reference  was  made  to  the  item  of  traveling.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  when  you  are  in  the  country  you  mast  do 
some  traveling.  Many  of  these  farmers  only  want  somebody 
to  show  them  how  to  do  the  work  and  save  this  water  for 
themselves  and  save  their  country.  It  will  save  the  Govern- 
ment many  millions  of  dollars  in  the  long  run.  It  is  like 
preventive  medicine.  It  Is  conservation  in  the  truest  and 
finest  sense.  The  work  should  go  forward.  It  means  much 
to  the  entire  West,  to  the  land,  to  the  people,  and  to  the 
Nation. 

Mr.  THOMASON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Bfr.  JONES  of  Texas.     I  yield  to  my  colleague  from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  This  program  has  been  under  way  for 
about  3  years  and  Is  now  in  full  swing.  This  is  a  very 
modest  sum.  and  it  is  all  for  administrative  purposes.  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  if  this  appropriation  is  denied  that  this  great 
work  will  have  to  fold  up? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Certainly,  that  Is  true,  and  it  would 
be  a  great  loss  to  the  country.  Oh,  if  people  only  under- 
stood what  water  conservation  means  to  the  rich  western 
land  and  to  our  future  food  supply,  the  vote  would  be 
unanimous. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  DnssJ. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  House  will  indulge  me  for 
a  very  few  minutes,  I  would  like  to  read  a  message  from  a 
French  labor  leader,  that  appears  in  the  afternoon  paper. 
Speaking  of  the  procession  of  thousands  of  refugees  fleeing 
from  Prance,  he  sent  this  message  to  America: 

"I  wonder."  said  the  labor  leader,  "whether  you  wUl  ever  se« 
anything  like  that  In  America.  For  joxa  aak*.  X  hope  you  never 
■hall." 

Then,  apparently  more  to  himself  than  to  me: 

"That" — pointing  to  the  tragic  processions  below — "Is  one  ol  the 
things  that  democracies  must  learn  how  to  avoid.  It  Is  a  result 
of  a  combination  of  many  things— of  Trojan  horsemen  and  'fifth 
columnists,'  of  actual  enemies,  secret  and  avowed,  undermining  a 
country  from  within. 

"It  U  alao  the  result  of  the  mistake  made  by  sincere  aup« 
porter*  of  damocracy  who.  while  pursuing  ends  desirable  In  them- 
■»]«••.  wholly  forgot  that  without  adequate  nntloilal  defense  the 
social  gains,  however  marvelous,  were  doomed  to  be  lost,  and 
much  more  with  them. 

"What  a  lesBtm  this  shctUd  be  for  the  future — for  America  and 
for  democracy  In  general.  The  demtxracles  have  a  tremendously 
dltBcult  problem  ahead,  but  It  mu.^t  be  solved  If  any  of  them  Is  to 
survive.  They  must  find  a  way  to  make  capital,  labor,  and  gov- 
ernment all  realise  that  the  general  good  of  one  Is  Inseparably 
t>ound  up  with  the  good  of  the  others. 

"They  must  find  a  way  to  prevent  Trojan  horsemen  and  'fifth 
columnists'  from  using  free  institutions  to  destroy  those  same 
Institutions.  What  I  mean  Is  that.  In  Ocrmany  and  Russia,  there 
Ij  no  such  thing  as  freedom  of  speech  and  assembly  and  religion — 
no  civil  liberty.  Those  expressing  views  contrary  to  the  Idea  of 
the  governments  are  promptly  liquidated. 

"Yet  agents  of  Hltlerlsm  and  Stalinism,  paid  and  unpaid,  have 
been  ^tven  free  rein  In  countries  like  mine — and  yours — where  tfi»y 
Invoke  the  very  freedoms  they  seek  to  destroy,  in  order  to  concMU 
their  nefarious  activities. 

"Of  course,  the  solution  Is  dlfllcult.  but  It  must  be  found  as  a 
matter  of  sheer  self-defense  In  s\ich  a  world  as  this." 

I  hope  that  the  administration  will  cooperate  with  us  In 
getting  a  solution  of  this  problem  before  adjournment 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  now  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr.  MahonI. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  question  has  been  rather 
exhaustively  discussed,  but  I  take  this  time  to  say  that  I 
agree  with  the  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  in  favor  of  it. 
and  I  feel  that  by  all  means  we  ought  to  allow  this  (500.000 
to  carry  on  this  water-facilities  prograai  which  has  been  In 
operation  for  about  3  years.    I  am  sorry  that  so  many  of 


our  colleagues  seem  to  wholly  misunderstand  the  program. 
It  is  truly  a  worth-while  program,  and  it  must  be  continued. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Van  ZandtI. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wonder  if  my  colleagues 
will  bear  with  me  for  a  moment  or  two  while  I  read  a  paper 
released  from  the  American  Legion  headquarters.  There  is 
no  group  in  the  United  States  who  understands  war  any  bet- 
ter than  do  the  veterans  of  the  last  war.  and  today,  one  of  the 
great  veterans'  organizations  who  speak  for  the  veterans  of 
this  country  is  the  American  Legion,  and  I  read  to  you  the 
statement  issued  this  morning  from  the  Legion  headquarters 
by  O.  K.  Armstrong  at  Springfield.  Mo.: 

AMXaiCAN  LEGION  AND  WAR  Ift  EUSOPS 

Thx  Amesican  Lzcion  National  He.m>quarti>s, 

Indianapolis.  Ind. 
Statement  Issued  from  American  Legion  Headquarters.  Washing- 
ton; O  K  Armstrong,  of  Springfield.  Mo.,  member  of  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee,  declares  that  the  hour  has  struck  for  the 
American  Legion  to  take  a  stand  against  Involvement  of  the  United 
States  In  war.  Mr.  Armstrong,  magazine  writer,  conferred  last  week 
with  National  Commander  Raymond  J.  Kelly  and  with  Foreign 
Relations  Chairman  Wilbur  Alter. 

The  hour  has  struck  for  the  American  Legion  to  take  a 
vigorous  stand  and  assume  leadership  to  keep  this  country 
from  involvement  in  war. 

The  program  of  the  American  Legion,  from  resolutions  of 
past  national  conventions  and  committee  actions,  stands 
squarely  for  keeping  our  country  at  peace  through  a  strong 
national  defense  and  noninterference  in  the  quarrels  of  other 
nations.  Legionnaires  everywhere  should  make  an  effort  to 
carry  out  the  mandate  of  the  last  national  convention  in  Chi- 
cago, which  reads: 

PKXVENT  INVOLVEMKNT  IK  THIS  COWTUCT 

We  not  only  believe  that  this  Nation  need  not  become  Involved 
but  insist  and  demand  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  and 
the  Congress  pursue  a  policy  that,  while  preserving  the  sovereignty 
and  dignity  of  this  Nation,  will  prevent  Involvement  In  this  conflict. 

National  Commander  Kelly  has  repeatedly  stressed  that  our 
security  and  that  of  our  hemisphere  are  our  primary  concern. 
It  is  time  for  the  Legion  to  rally  behind  him  to  a  man  in  his 
recent  declarat'on  that  it  is  idle  to  consider  the  feasibility  of 
intervening  in  the  great  conflict  across  the  Atlantic. 

LCCION  COKBATINO  ALL  PSOPACANDA 

The  Legion  program  calls  for  combating  all  propaganda 
designed  to  break  down  our  neutrality.  If  any  who  plead  for 
our  participation  in  war  do  so  with  the  hope  of  profit  of  any 
kind,  financial,  industrial,  political,  or  any  other,  they  should 
be  branded  as  enemies  of  our  American  homes,  institutions, 
and  ideals. 

We  need  sane  thinking  and  fast,  calm,  silent  action.  A 
strong  man  well  armed  needs  no  hostile  and  bitter  words  to 
assert  his  defense. 

We  must  halt  the  cultlvaUon  of  the  feeling  that  war  In- 
eviubly  awaits  us.  It  is  the  American  tradition  to  create 
good  will  among  men  and  nations,  and  the  American  Legion 
should  take  the  lead  now  as  never  before  in  continuing  that 
tradition.  As  a  nation  Intent  upon  preserving  democracy, 
we  shall  need  all  the  friendship  of  foreign  governments  and 
peoples  we  can  find. 

In  recent  conferences  with  National  Commander  Kelly  and 
Chairman  Alter  I  have  pledged  my  time  and  energy  to  this 
task.     I  hope  my  fellow  Legionnaires  will  do  likewise. 

The  greatest  contribuUon  the  veterans  of  the  last  World 
War  can  make  to  America  and  the  world  is  to  preserve  oiu' 
Nation  on  guaird  and  at  peace.     (Applause.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  (Mr.  PERctrsoNl. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  shall  not  Uke  the  3 
minutes  allotted  to  me.  This  program  is  not  in  conflict 
with  reclamation.  It  consists  of  projects  on  individual 
farms  that  are  surveyed  and  planned  by  this  great  organi- 
zation that  helps  to  develop  the  facilities  on  the  individual 
Xanns  at  small  cost.    The  17  States  that  are  interested  could 


not  possibly  pass  this  legislation,  taut  171  Members  voted  for 
it  before,  and  I  know  that  this  House  will  have  enough 
national  interest  to  agree  to  this  motion  to  recede  and 
concur. 

Kir.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  TabkrI. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  calls  for  an  expenditure 
of  $500,000  to  operate  a  group  of  bureaucrats.  In  1939,  the 
last  fiscal  year,  they  spent  $52,000  for  traveling  expenses. 
Tliey  have  a  flock  of  automobiles  chasing  arouiul  the  coun- 
try. Last  year  they  spent  a  total  of  approximately  $368,000. 
This  year  they  hope  to  get  by  with  $500,000.  and  next  year 
they  want  $500,000  more.  Is  there  a  man  who  knows  any- 
thing about  farming  who  has  any  idea  that  there  is  any 
fanner  in  this  country  who  does  not  know  how  to  build  a 
small  dam  to  hold  back  water  on  his  own  farm?  That  Is  all 
they  say  these  bureaucrats  do.  except  to  spend  money  for 
traveling  expenses.  It  Is  perfectly  apparent  that  the  de- 
velopment of  wells  and  that  sort  of  thing  is  an  Interesting 
thing.  But  they  can  do  those  things  just  as  well  themselves, 
as  If  they  had  a  bureaucrat  traveling  around  the  country 
to  an  automobile  telling  them  how  to  do  It.  I  hope  you  will 
vote  on  this  and  vote  no  end  turn  it  down. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  take  only 
a  moment  or  two.  This  Is  the  old  shelterbelt  Idea.  For- 
merly the  Government  planted  trees  on  these  dust-bowl 
farms  free  of  charge  and  paid  the  farmers  to  fence  and 
tend  them. 

Now  they  are  asking  the  Government  to  build  ponds  on 
the  same  farms — to  spend  public  money  on  private  land — 
not  as  a  loan  but  as  a  gratuity,  and  want  half  a  million 
dollars  to  carry  on  this  benevolent  work.  The  truth  is  that 
this  land  should  never  have  been  put  In  cultivation.  It  is 
not  suited  to  farming  and  should  have  been  left  as  grazing 
land.  Farmers  on  this  marginal  land  will  never  be  sell- 
sustaining,  regardless  of  how  much  free  money  the  Gbvem- 
ment  ladles  out  to  them  year  after  year  and  especially 
when  it  is  handled  as  the  go-betweens  are  handling  this  par- 
ticular money.  They  are  asking  for  $500,000.  The  break- 
down accompanying  the  estimate  shows  that  $360,000  of  the 
$500  000  will  go  for  salaries  of  high-powered,  high-priced 
employees,  and  only  $140,000  of  the  $500,000  will  actually 
reach  the  farmer.  In  other  words,  this  appropriation  is 
primarily  to  provide  fat.  Juicy  sinecures  out  of  the  PubUc 
Treasury  at  a  time  when  the  Treasury  Is  empty  and  every 
dollar  of  the  $500,000  must  be  borrowed. 

At  Valley  Forge,  when  the  need  of  the  American  Army  was 
greatest  and  when  the  fortunes  of  the  Revolution  were  at  the 
lowest  ebb.  such  few  cattle  as  they  were  able  to  obtain  for  the 
depleted    commissary   were   bought   from    the    neighboring 

fanners. 

Among  them  was  a  cantankerous  old  gentleman  who  first 
agreed  to  sell  his  stock  for  Continental  script,  but,  after  the 
cattle  had  been  deUvered.  concluded  he  ought  to  have  British 
gold.  It  might  have  been  that  he  feU  under  the  Influence  of 
the  contemporary  -fifth  column."  At  any  rate  he  visited 
camp  and  created  considerable  disturtjaix*  over  the  price  of 
his  beef.  Finally  he  was  taken  to  Washington  and  Washing - 
tori  listened  to  him  paUently  and  then  said,  "Here  we  are, 
striving  our  utmost  to  maintain  harmony,  drill  an  army,  and 
establish  the  Independence  of  the  Colonies  and  you  come  rush- 
ing into  camp  bawling.  'Beef,  beef,  beef.'  " 

History  repeats  itself,  and  at  a  time  when  the  entire  Nation 
is  cooperating  on  a  defense  program  and  exerting  every  en- 
ergy to  maintain  the  independence  Washington  established. 
these  genUcmen  inject  a  discordant  note — $500,000  for  Juicy 
Job&— and  flock  to  the  floor  of  the  House  bawling.  "Pork,  pork, 
pork."    [  Applause  and  laughter.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  preferential 
moUon  of  the  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Lbavt]  to 
recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  oa  a  division  there  were 
ajFes  130  and  noes  92. 


Mr.  CANNON  of  MLBSoarL  Ifr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  the 
yeas  and  nays. 

Tlie  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  198,  nay« 
147,  answered  "present"  3,  not  voting  83.  as  follows: 


|RoU 

No.  158} 
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Allen,  m. 

Dlcksteln 

Jones.  Tex. 

Pearson 

Alien.  La. 

Dies 

Kefauvar 

PetennB.VIa. 

Andersen.  H.  Oarl  DlngeU 

Kelly 

Peterson,  Oa. 

Anderson.  Calif.     Doushton 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Pfelfer 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Doxey 

Kennedy.  Michael  Pierce 

Andrews 

Ehincan 

Keofch 

Poage 

Arnold 

Dunn 

KUday 

WiimT**tT 

Harden.  N.  O. 

Durham 

Kleberg 

Rankin 

Barry 

Eberharter 

Koclalkowskl 

Raybum 

Bates.  Ky. 

Edelsteln 

Kramer 

Rees.Kans. 

Beam 

Edmiston 

Lanham 

Richards 

Beclrworth 

Elliott 

Lea 

Robinson.  TTtah 

Bland 

Ellis 

Leavy 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Bloom 

Pay 

Lsslnski 

Sacdu 

Boykln 

Ferguson 

LewU.COlo. 

Sattertteld 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Pfemanrtw 

Lynch                  , 

Bchatfar.m. 

Brooks 

>*laherty 

McAndrews 

Bchueta 

Brown,  Oa. 

Plannagan 

McCormack 

Shanley 

Buckler.  Minn.       nannery 

McOchee 

Bbeppard 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Folger 

McKeoxigh 

Smith.  Conn. 

Burdlck 

Pord.Mlaa. 

McLaughlin 

ftnlth.  Weiti. 

Burgln 

Prtes 

McMillan.  Clara 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Byrne,  N.  T. 

Pulmer 

Maclejewrta 

Somen.  N.  Y. 

Camp 

Oarrett 

South 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Oathiav 

Mahon 

Carlson 

Oavagan 

Maloney 

Spence 

Carter 

Oearbart 

Mansneld 

Stamea.  Ala. 

Cartwrlght 

Ceyer.  CaUt. 

Marcantonlo 

Stefan 

Case.  S  Dak. 

Olbbs 

Martin,  m. 

Sutphtn 

Caspy.  Masa. 

Oore 

Maaslngale 

Tarver 

Celler 

Oossett 

May 

Tenerowlea 

Chapman 

Grant.  Ala. 

MllU,  Ark. 

Terry 

Coffee,  Nebr. 

Gregory 

Mills.  La. 

Thomae,  Tex. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Griffith 

Monroney 

Thomaaon 

Oolmer 

Ouyer.  Kans. 

Mott 

Connery 

Harrington 

Mouton 

Tolan 

Oooley 

Havenner 

Murdock.  Ana. 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Cooper 

Bealey 

Murdork,  Utah 

Vinson,  Oa. 

Co-stello 

Benntngs 

Myera 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Courtney 

Hill 

Nelaon 

Wallgren 

Cox 

Rinahaw 

V  Nichols 

Walter 

Cravens 

Hobbs 

Morrell 

Weaver 

Creal 

Hook 

OIBrlen 

Welch 

Crosser 

Hope 

O'Connor 

West 

Crowe 

Houston 

O-Day 

MThelehel 

Cullen 

Izac 

OToole 

Whittlngton 

D'Aleeandro 

Jacobsen 

Paraone 

WlUlams,  Mo. 

Davis 

Jarman 

Patman 

Delaney 

Johnson,  Lyndon  Patrick 

Dempsey 

Johnson.  Okla. 

PattoB 
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Alexander 

PMdls 

Kit<4)ens 

Ryaa 

Allen.  Pa. 

Penton 

Knutson 

Sandager 

Andresen,  A.  H.       Gsmble 

Kunkel 

Bassccr 

Angell 

Gartner 

Lambertson 

Bchafer,  Wla. 

Arends 

Gehrmann 

Land  is 

Schulta 

AuKtin 

Oerlach 

Looe 

Bchwert 

Ball 

Gifford 

Ltidlow 

Dvcr^n 

Barnes 

Gilchrist 

McOowrtl 

Seger 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Goodwin 

McGregor 

Bhafer.  Mteh. 

Bates.  Mass. 

Graham 

MclMn 

Shannon 

Blackney 

Grant,  Ind. 

McLeod 

Short 

Boehne 

Oroaa 

McMillan,  John  L.  Simpson 

Bolles 

Gwynne 

Mi- as 

Smith,  Maine 

Bolton 

Ball.  Bdwln  A. 

Marahall 

Smith.  Obio 

Brewster 

Banoock 

liUrun,  Iowa 

Smith.  Va. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Hare 

MarUn.Masa. 

Snyder 

Bryson 

Hameae 

Mason 

Sprtnger 

Burcta 

Hart 

Mlnhaner 

8«MmB.N.B. 

Byms.Tenn. 

Barter.  N.  Y. 

Monklewlcs 

Sweet 

Cannon,  tio. 

Hartley 

Moeer 

Talle 

Church 

Bawka 

Murray 

Ttbhott 

Clark 

Bees 

CLeary 

TlnkhaB 

Clason 

Boffman 

Oliver 

Treadway 

Ctaypool 

Bolmea 

O'Neal 

VanZandt 

Cluett 

Hull 

Osmera 

Vory».  Ohio 

Oochran 

Bunter 

Pittenger 

Vrecland 

cole,  Md. 

Jarrett 

Ptumley 

Ward 

Cole.  N.T. 

Jeffries 

Polk 

Wheitt 

Crowther 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Babaut 

WtUte.  <%lo 

Ciilkin 

Johnson,  ni. 

Beed.  ni. 

Winleowortb 

Darden.Va. 

Bead.  N.  T. 

WiUtsms.  Del. 

Dondero 

Johnson.  W.  Vs. 

Rich 

Winter 

Douidas 

Jones.  Ohio 

RobertaoB 

Woleott 

Baton 

Jonkinan 

Rockefeller 

Wolf  cDden.  P». 

Bston 

K:cefe 

Rodeers.  Pa. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Kngel 

Klnaer 

Rogers.  Masa. 

Bvaas 

Kirwan 

Rutherford 
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Bell 

Drewry 

Kennedy,  ltd 

Bender 

Dwonhak 

Kerr 

Boland 

Snglebrlgbt 

Larrabee 

Boren 

ruh 

LeCompte 

Brad:e7.  Mich. 

FtuiMtnck 

Lemke 

Buck 

Ford  Iceland  U. 

Lewis.  Ohio 

BulwlnkU 

Ftord.  Tbonm»F. 

IfcArdl* 

Byron 

OUlie 

McOrancry 

Caldwell 

Oreen 

Iferrltt 

Chtperflcld 

HAileck 

Miller 

Harter.  Ohio 

MitrheU 

ColllDfl 

HetidncJu 

Mundt 

Corbett 

Hortoo 

Norton 

Crawford 

JenkliM.  Ohio 

Pace 

Cuxnmiivss 

Jenniiics 

Powera 

Curtia 

Janaen 

Randolph 

Dmtow 

JaliiM 

Rr^c*.  Tenn. 

DcKoxMS 

johnjon .  Luther  A  Riak 

DtrkMO 

Kran 

Robalon.  Ky. 

Km 

RomJtM 

OMMr 

K«li«r 

Boutcohn 

8a bath 

SchiiBer 

8cru«ham 

S'^fvmbe 

Sheridan 

Smith.  lU. 

Steagall 

Sullivan 

Sumner.  111. 

Sunuiers.  Tex. 

Bwceney 

Taylor 

ThUl 

Thonmi.  N.  J. 

Wada  worth 

Warren 

White.  Idaho 

Wolverton.N.  J. 

Wood 

Woodrum.  Va. 


So  the  motion  wa«  asreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pain: 

On  thla  vote: 

Mr.  llMTtU  (for)  with  Mr.  UrrabM  (acainct). 

Mr  Dworahak  irori  with  Mr   Kiihum  lafttnat). 

Mr    Lemke   ((or)    w^th  Mr    R<ib«t»n  of  Kentucky    (acainct). 

Mr    Byrtm  (fun    with  Mr    Jenkin*  r>f  Ohio    laiainati. 

Mr    curtU  (tor)    w  th  Mr    l.,eonarcl  w    Hall    (a«alhst). 

Mr   Mundt  (for)  with  Mr   Tab*r  (acatnati 

Mr  ftiUivaa  (fori  with  Mr  Powvrt  (tfainit). 

OvntraJ  pairs: 

Mr  W  xidrum  n1  vircinia  with  Mr  IfallMlL 

Mr  Coiiirw  with  Mr  ( mwford 

Mr   Roland  with  Mr   Jmaen 

Mr    Ur»wry  witli  Mr    Miller. 

Mr  Wuod  with  Mr    LVevcncer 

Mr   «t«Malt  with  M  ••  Mwrn[i«r  of  Illtnoia. 

Mr   catdwvlt  with  Mr   HatUja. 

Mr   Warren  with  Mr    Dltt«r  ' 

Mr  Pace  with  Mr   Bradley  of  Mlehlgan. 

Mr    Rumjue  with  Mr    Schiffler. 

Mr    But:k  with  Mr    n>h 

Mr    MrArdle  with  Mr    Jernlnga. 

Mr.  Dfney  with  Mr    R  luUiohn. 
.It  Mr   rt/palr:ck  with  Mr   Thomaa  of  New  Jencf . 

i  '  Mr    Sherfdan  with  Mr  Chipcrheld. 

I  Mr    McOranrry  with  Mr.  OUlla. 

I  Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr    Johns. 

1  Mr  Green  with  Mr    Kean. 

t  Mr.  Hendrlcka  with  Mr.  Darrow. 

I  Mr    Kee  with  Mr    En^lebrlght. 

I  {  Mr.  Bulwinkle  with  Mr    Lecompte. 

Mr.  OvBoiien  with  Mr    Reece  of  Tenneaaa*. 

Mr    Randolph  with  Mr    Seccoml)e 

Mr  Bell  with  Mr   Leland  M.  Ford. 

Mr   Luther  A.  Johrwon  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr   Sweeney  with  Mr    Dirkaen. 

Mr.  Smith  of  IlUnota  with  Mr.  ThUl. 

Mrs.  Norton  with  Mr   Wadsworth. 

Mr.  Cununlngs  with  Mr    Bender. 

Mr  Harter  of  Ohio  with  Mr  Corbett. 

Mr    White  of  Idaho  with  Mr.  Wolverton  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Sumner*  of  Texas  with  Mr.  Keller. 

Mr.  Boren  with  Mr    Taylor. 

Mr.  Sabath  with  Mr.  Scru«ham. 

Mr.  Mitchell  with  Mr.  Lewla  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  had  a  peir  with 
the  gentleman  from  Nebraska.  Mr.  Cxmns.  1/  he  had  been 
present  he  would  have  voted  "aye."  I  voted  "no."  There- 
fore I  Withdraw  my  vote  and  answer  "present." 

Mr.  KILBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  had  a  pair  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Idaho.  Mr.  Dworshak.  If  he  had  been  present 
he  would  have  voted  "aye."  I  voted  "no."  I  withdraw  my 
vote  and  answer  "present." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  voted  "no."  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Mundt.  Had 
he  been  present  he  would  have  voted  "aye."  I  withdraw  my 
vote  and  answer  "present." 

Mr.  BAicHxifsa  changed  his  vote  from  "aye"  to  "no." 
^The  result  of  the  vote  was  annoimced  as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  motion  was 
agreed  to  was  laid  on  the  table. 

6KNER.U.  LKAVI  TO  EXTEND  REMARKS 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  that 
all  llonbers  who  have  spoken  on  this  conference  report 
may  have  5  legislative  days  within  which  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend their  own  remarks. 


The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

INVESTIGATION  BY  P.  B.  I. 

Mr.  SABATH.  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted 
the  following  privileged  resolution  (Rept.  No.  2651).  which 
was  referred  to  the  House  calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

Houae  Reaolutlon  637 
Resolved.  That  Immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  reaolutlon  it 
shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  Hotue  resolve  Itaelf  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  (or  oonilderatlon 
of  Hcuae  J.'lnt  Resolution  671.  a  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  th« 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to 
conduct  Investigations  In  the  Interests  of  national  defense,  and 
for  that  ptirpoae  to  permit  wire  tapping  in  certain  cases.  That 
after  g«D«ral  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion and  shall  oonUnue  not  to  exceed  1  hour  to  t>e  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  memt>er  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  tbe  )olnt  rMolutlon  shall  be  read 
for  amendment  \mder  the  S*mlnut«  rule.  At  the  oonclualon  of 
the  reeding  of  the  Joint  resolution  for  amendment,  the  Conunlttec 
shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  Kotise  with  such  amend- 
menu  as  mav  have  been  adopted,  and  the  prevtotis  question  shall 
be  cottsidaTM  fti  ordered  on  the  Joint  rcMlution  afid  amendment* 
thereto  to  final  poM«|«  without  mt«rvtninf  OMtlon  taccpt  on« 
motion  to  recommit. 

NAVAL  OONtniOCTIOlf 

Mr,  BABATH,  from  the  CommlttM  on  HulM.  lUbmitttd 
the  following  privileged  rcaolution  (fUpt.  No.  2063),  which 
wa«  reforrc>d  to  the  HotiM  Calendar  and  ordertd  to  bfl 
prlntrd: 

HeyM  RtMlution  BM 

M0»olim4,  That  Immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resrilutlon  It 
stuili  be  In  order  tn  move  that  the  House  reaolve  Itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  Koims  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  K  R  loioo,  a  bill  to  establish  the  eompocHion  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  suthortse  the  oonstnictloa  of  eertaln  naval 
vessels,  and  for  other  purpoaee.  That  after  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  contintw  not  to  exceed  2 
hours  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  memt>er  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  the 
bill  shall  be  read  tor  amendment  under  the  5-mtnute  rule.  At  the 
concliulun  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Com- 
mtttee  ahall  rise  and  report  the  rame  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  liiterventng  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 

EXTENSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  the  Information  of 
the  Members.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  incorporate  In  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  an  amendment  that  I  propose  to  offer 
to  the  sugar  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

RELIEF  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1941 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  may  have  until 
midnight  tonight  to  file  a  conference  report  on  the  resolu- 
tion (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jtine  30,  1941. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

uKLAwraL   USE   or   badge,   medal,   or    emblem   or    veterans' 

ORGANIZATIONS 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference  re- 
port on  the  bill  (H.  R.  5982)  for  the  protection  against  un- 
lawful use  of  the  t)adge,  medal,  emblem,  or  other  Insignia  of 
veterans*  organizations  incorporated  by  act  of  Congress,  and 
for  providing  penalties  for  the  violation  thereof. 

The  Clerk  reported  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read  the  conference 
report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONVTKENCS  XEPOaT 

The  conunlttee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Hoviaes  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6883)  for  the  protection  against  unlawful  use  of  the  l>adge.  medal, 
emblem,  or  other  insignia  of  veterans'  organizations  Incorporated 


by  Act  of  Oongreea.  and  providing  penalties  for  the  vtolatton  thereof, 
having  met.  after  fiill  and  free  ocmferenoe.  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  reooawMOd  to  their  respective  Houses  as  foUows: 

That  the  House  VMHli  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  I  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend- 
ment as  follows:  In  Ueu  ot  the  matter  propoaed  to  t>e  inserted  by 
the  Senate  ametKhnent  Insert  the  following :  "manufacture,  sale,  or 
purchase  for  reBale.";  and  restore  after  such  words  the  followlnc 
language  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  amendment,  viz.  "either  sep* 
arately  or  appended  to,  or  to  be  appended  to.  or  the  reprodvictlon 
OQ  any  article  of  merchandise  manufacttired  or  sold, '  and  the 
Senate  agreed  to  the  same. 

TtMtt  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
Bent  of  the  Senate  numbered  2  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Hattom  Sttmncbs. 

Prajvcxs  K.  WAl.T«a, 

John  W,  Owtkiti, 
JfatM^erf  on  tht  part  of  tht  Houm. 

PsT  MrCsaasw. 
yasaaucx  Van  Mtnra, 

JOMir   A.    OAMAMtS. 

MBnttgtri  on  ths  part  of  tha  ianata. 

The  manaaert  on  the  part  of  tlie  Roues  at  tbe  eonferenee  on  the 
ilMcnelof  votea  of  the  two  ■ouaai  on  the  amendmeou  of  the 
lenate  tottoe  bUl  (H.  R.  MM)  for  tiM  protMtlon  afalnM  tuUawful 
we  or  the  hedge,  medal,  emMem.  or  ether  inetgnla  e<  veterans' 
•vianlMitlotM  laoerperated  bv  aet  of  Oongrses,  and  prortdiag  penal- 
Meefor  the  vtolatton  thereof,  etthnH  the  followlni  eaptanatlen  of 
tiM  etf  eet  of  the  aetion  ifreed  upon  la  gonfereaef  attd  reeoouMttdM 

la  tiM  aattmamfing  oonfartnee  nportt 

■eaate  amendiDenV  Me.  1  propoeed  to  Aanfe  the  werde  '•mamif ae- 
Mrlnf,  wearlnf ,  purahaee  or  aale.  either  eeparalely  or  appended  t«, 
or  to  be  appended  to.  or  the  repfoduetten  en  any  artlele  of  MMr* 
tfuMdlie  manufaetttrrd  or  loM"  lo  tbe  fotlowliiff  Unguafe!  'iMiitt- 
faettire  or  lale  tn  intereute  •onmeree/'  Tbe  amendment  would 
have  limited  the  blU  to  apply  to  maoitfaeture  or  mle  tn  intereute 
eommeree,  Tbe  Houae  rseeded  from  lU  diaagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment with  an  amendment  to  laaert  the  following  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  propoaed  by  tba  Senate  amendment ;  "manufaeture,  eale 
or  purehaseifar  resale"  foUowed  by  the  lanfuage  "either  aepamUly 
er  appended  to,  or  to  be  appended  to,  or  the  reproduction  on  any 
article  of  merchandise  manufactured  or  sold,'^  and  tbe  Senate 
MTsed  to  the  ametulment. 

Senate  amendment  No.  t  added  to  the  prohibited  aete  the  repro- 
duction of  insignia  for  commercial  purpoaee.  This  amendment  wae 
r««arded  as  strengthening  the  bill:  and  tbe  Bouse  recedes  from  ite 
aent  to  the  amendment. 

Hattoiv  BuMNaa. 

FRahcib  E.  Waltbi, 

JOHM  W.  OWTKIfE, 

Managert  on  the  part  of  the  Houm. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Speaker,  win  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WALTER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  This  la  the  bill  on  which  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  OwtnkeI  was  one  of  the  conferees? 

Mr.  WALTER.    Yes;  and  he  Is  present.    It  Is  a  complete 

agreement. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  con- 
ference report. 

TTie  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

KXTENSioif  or  remarks 

By  unanimous  consent  Mr.  Ahdersow  of  Missouri  was 
granted  permission  to  extend  hia  own  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  PERCU50N,  Mr.  Murpock  of  Utah,  and  Mr.  Reed  of 
New  York  asked  and  were  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  their  remarks. 

ntED    B.   WOODWAU) 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  may  be 
discharged  from  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3727)  limiting 
the  operation  of  certain  sections  of  the  Criminal  Code  and 
the  Revised  Statutes,  and  that  the  bill  be  rereferred  to  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, is  this  agreeable  to  the  Conmiittee  on  the  Judiciary? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma.  The  clerk  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee  called  me  and  asked  if  we  would  have  tills  bill 
rereferred  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs.  An  identical 
House  bill  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 
hi^s  been  reported  by  the  commltLee.  and  is  now  on  the 
calendar.    In  the  meantime  the  Senate  has  passed  a  similar 


Senate  bffl.  When  It  came  to  the  desk  It  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  Becatise  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs  had  Jurisdiction  ot  the  original  House  bill 
dealing  with  this  subject  the  Senate  bill  should  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  also. 

Mr.   MICHENER.    Is   this   rereference   agreeable   to   the 
chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma.    I  presume  It  is.    The  clerk 
of  the  committee  called  and  asked  me  to  have  this  done. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  th« 
gentleman  from  Oklalioma? 
There  wa»  no  objection. 

sxTEKSXoir  or  ancAiiica 
Mr.  SHANI^Y.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanlmoui  oonaeot 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rsooao  and  to  Include  therein 
an  article  appearing  In  the  Satwday  Evening  Post,  by  John 
McCutcheon. 
Tbe  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  U  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.    Mr.  Speaker,  X  ask  unanl- 
moua  cons#nt  to  txUnd  my  own  romarka  In  thg  Riooiip 
Mid  to  indudf  thtrtln  an  editorial. 
The  SPIAKKR,    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
Thtrt  WM  no  objoction. 

Mr.  MARTIR  of  Ntw  York.   Mr.  Spsiksr.  X  iik  unsnt- 
mous  eonient  to  txtond  my  own  rtmarks  la  Um  Rioom  on 
the  subjeet  of  the  Monroe  Doetrln*. 
lite  SPEAKER.    Without  objMtlon,  It  It  ao  orderod. 
Thsf •  WM  no  objtotion. 

Mr.  KIDS.  Mr.  fptskfr.  on  th»  llth  of  Jun«  our  eol- 
loague  tbe  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  MoLoosl  spoko 
over  the  red  network  of  the  National  Broadcasting  Co.  X 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  lbs 
Rioorb  and  to  include  therein  that  address. 
The  SPEAKER.  Without  obJecUon,  it  U  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  a  letter  frtxn  George  N.  Peek. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection.  ^ 

LEAVE  or  absence 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to 
Mr.  WoLVERTOif  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Powers)  .  indefinitely, 
on  account  of  official  business. 

SPECIAL    ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  previous  special  order,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  IMr.  Dincell]  Is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  DINOELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  May  28,  less  than  a  month 
ago,  I  addressed  the  House  on  the  subject  of  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 245  and  the  vital  Importance  of  its  adoption  to  the  people 
of  the  city  of  Detroit.  I  did  not  then,  nor  shall  I  now,  at- 
tempt to  impress  upon  my  colleagues  from  other  States — 
Ohio.  Indiana.  Illinois,  Missouri,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas,  particularly — the  bearing  of  that  resolution  upon  the 
daily  lives  and  the  rights  of  millions  of  ^eir  constituents. 

Senate  Resolution  245.  introduced  by  Senator  Nye  last 
March  14.  authorizes  an  investigation  not  merely  of  Pedersd 
antitrust  violations  In  natural  gas  commerce  but  likewise  the 
enforcement  of  those  antitrust  laws  and  the  general  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  affecting  the  consumers  of  natural  gas  in 
this  country.  As  indicated  by  my  previous  address.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  preliminary  hearings  on  Senate  Resolution  245 
by  a  Senate  Judiciary  Subcommittee,  chairmanned  by  Senator 
Hatch,  have  been  concluded.  And  I  am  gratified  to  report 
for  the  Record,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  Senator  Hatch's  subcom- 
mittee on  Monday.  Jime  10,  Informed  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  that  a  full  investigation  is  warranted. 

You  may  recall  that  those  preliminary  hearings  were 
marked  especially  by  testimony  of  a  grave  nature  by  the  Hon- 
orable John  W.  Smith,  who  is  president  of  the  common  council 
of  tbe  dty  of  Detroit,  former  mayor,  and  cltixen  of  undoubted 
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Intcffrtty.  Mr.  Smith.  speatilnB  also  as  chairman  of  the  natu- 
ral gms  committee  of  the  United  States  Conference  of  Mayors. 
testified  as  follows,  and  I  now  read  from  a  transcript  excerpt 
of  the  hearing: 

jtoT  Hatch  Mr  Smith  w»nt»  to  take  ft  train.  Would  you 
deferring  to  him  for  Ju»t  ft  moment  or  two  to  that  we  can 
•cr  mmodate  lilm? 

Mr  SMfFH   Mr.  Lee  was  going  to  ask  me  a  question.  I  think. 

Mr.  Lb.  The  question  I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Smith  before  be 
leaves  is  whether  he  has  any  Information  as  to  why  the  proposal  at 
%hm  ooossni  Ascree  at  the  prcaent  ume — if  you  want  to  characterlzs 
tt  that  way— came  about. 

Mhr.  SMrm  At  the  Department  of  Justice,  in  conference  with  the 
Assistant  Attorney  General.  Mr.  Arnold,  and  other  gentlemen  who 
were  attached  to  the  Antitrust  Division.  I  ft«ked  them  why  they 
wanted  to  proceed  in  thu  manner.  They  aald  there  were  two  rea- 
sons. TTie  flnit  was  that  they  could  pro«ecute  these  cases,  but  that 
that  would  take  2  yean  or  mors.  The  aecond  reason  was  that  thej 
bad  a  bad  court  m  Dslawars. 

Senator  Hatch.  When  was  this  conference? 

Mr.  SkcrrM.  This  was  on  Berefal  occasions.  There  were  a  num- 
ber of  people  in  the  room  at  the  time — the  corporation  counsel  of 
the  city  of  Detroit  and  e'ght  or  nine  persons  were  m  the  room,  some 
of  whom  were  connected  with  the  Mokan. 

Senator  Hatch    Is  that  the  only  comment  you  care  to  make? 

Mr  SMrrH.  That  Is  what  he  asked  me  to  make. 

Former  Senator  Btnju.rr.  The  conference  that  Mr.  Smith  referred 
to  was  on  July  11.     I  referred  to  it  myself. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  venture  to  predict  that  the  testimony  I 
have  Just  quoted  will  become  historic,  for  It  raises  an  Issue 
that  can  never  be  resolved  until  a  thorough  and  determined 
search  for  all  the  truth  has  been  completed  and  a  ctire  la 
found  for  whatever  evils  may  be  brought  to  light.  In  the 
pursuit  of  that  truth,  and  with  a  hope  of  speeding  Senate 
action  on  Senate  Resolution  245.  I  wish  to  read  into  the 
record  the  text  of  four  communications.  The  first  is  a  letter 
which  I  addressed  to  the  Honorable- John  P.  Nields.  of  the 
United  States  district  cotirt.  Wilmington.  Del.,  on  Jime  5. 
1940.  The  second  is  a  letter  I  received,  under  date  of  June 
6.  from  Assistant  Attorney  General  Thurman  Arnold.  The 
third  is  from  the  copy  of  a  letter  which  Mr.  Arnold  informs 
me  he  has  sent  to  Judge  Nields.  also  under  date  of  June  6. 
My  fourth  exhibit,  Mr.  Speaker.  Is  the  text  of  a  letter  #hich 
was  sent  to  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  attention  Sen- 
ator Hatch,  under  date  of  June  12.  by  John  W.  Smith,  as 
Detroit  council  president  and  natural-gas  committee  chair- 
man of  the  Mayors'  Conference. 

My  letter  to  Judge  Nields.  B4r.  Speaker,  was  principally 
for  the  purpose  of  urging  that  he  assure  to  the  public  a  double 
protection  by  referring  the  new  proposed  "consent  decree" 
to  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  as  master  in  chancery. 
This  was  the  course  Congress  had  intended  could  be  followed 
by  a  Federal  court  in  consent-decree  matters,  and  in  view 
of  the  statement,  attributed  to  Mr.  Arnold  I  felt  that  the  court 
might  not  want  to  overlook  such  reasonable  and  effective 
procedure.    The  letter  follows: 

HOTTSS  or  RCPSaSKNTATIVaB. 

Wtuhtngton,  D.  C,  June  5,  1940. 
Hon.  John  P.  NnuM. 

United  States  District  Court,  Wilmington,  Del. 

Dkab  8i>'  By  way  of  Introduction,  permit  me  to  say  that  my  name 
is  John  D  Dingkix.  and  that  I  am  a  Membet^f  Congress,  represent- 
ing ths  Fifteenth  Congressional  District  (^dFthe  State  of  Michigan. 
located  within  the  city  limits  of  Detroit.     •' 

I  write  you  In  connection  with  the  case  of  the  United  States  of 
America  petitioner,  v.  Columhia  Oas  A  Electric  Corporation  et  of.. 
defendants  (in  equity  No.  1099).  now  pending  In  your  court  on  a 
motion  for  the  approval  of  a  plan  purporting  to  end  a  monopoly 
and  restraint  of  trado  in  natural  gas.  which  is  seriously  Injurious  to 
the  people  of  my  dlsuict  and  throughout  a  large  and  poptilotis 
contiguous  area. 

This  letter  is  prompted  by  my  conviction,  which  1  have  held  since 
1935.  that  the  only  certainly  effective  remedy  for  the  restraint  cited 
above  is  simple  but  effective — namely,  the  complete  and  permanent 
separation  of  the  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.  and  Michigan 
Oas  Transmission  Corporation  from  both  defendants.  Columbia  Oil 
A  Oasollns  Corporation  and  Columbia  Oas  ft  Electric  Corporation, 
as  wcU  as  from  the  general  body  of  their  substantially  identical 
stockholders. 

The  failure  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to  Insist  in  yotir' court 
upon  the  atxive  remedy,  despite  the  fact  that  in  Its  several  petitions 
filed  In  the  case  the  Department  specifically  prayed  for  that  .relief, 
has  resulted  in  the  Introduction  of  a  resolution  In  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  for  an  investigation  to  determine  whether  the 
antltrtist  laws  bavc  txcn  violated  In  commeroe  in  natural  gas,  and 


•Whether  the  antitrust  laws  have  been  fully,  adequately,  and  Im- 
partUliy  enforced  to  enable  consumers  and  potential  consumers  to 
obtain  supplies  of  natural  gas  •  •  •  on  a  competitive  basis." 
At  public  bearings  before  a  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee of  the  United  States  Senate,  recently  held  on  this  resolu- 
Uon.  testimony  was  given  by  responsible  persons  that  high  offlcials 
of  the  Department  of  Justice.  In  charge  of  enforcing  the  anti- 
trust laws,  had  declared  that  the  Government  is  being  forced  to 
accept  an  unsatisfactory  and  less  effective  remedy  lor  this  Illegal 
restraint— namely,  the  "plan"  described  above— because  the  Judge 
to  whom  the  matter  has  been  presented  Is  a  "bad  Judge."  who  wli. 
not  grant  the  relief  prescribed  by  law.  which  has  been  traditionally 
foUowed  In  slmUar  cases,  and  which  the  gravity  of  the  situaUon 
In  this  particular  case  manifestly  demands. 

Prior  to  these  hearings  on  the  above  resolution  (8.  Res.  345>.  the 
Attorney  General  stated  (to  a  letter  to  UiUtcd  States  Senator 
OcsALO  P.  NTS.  March  16.  1940) :  "I  have  no  doubt  that  Judge 
Nields  would  welcome  any  information  which  would  be  helpful  In 
arriving  at  a  determination  of  the  fairness,  equity,  and  legality- 
of  the  proposed  plan."  The  Attorney  General,  however.  I  am  in- 
formed, has  opposed  the  city  of  Detroit's  entry  Into  the  case  with  a 
result  that  the  city's  formal  petition  for  permission  to  Intervene 
In  this  case  has  been  denied  by  your  court.  As  an  intervener,  the 
city  of  Detroit  would  have  been  In  a  position  to  safeguard  the 
more  than  one  and  ene-half  million  clttsens  of  my  community  on 
this  basis.  1.  e..  that  it  would  have  been  able  to  procure  a  review 
of  the  decision  of  yotir  court  to  the  appellate  court,  and  flnaUy. 
If  necessary,  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

Obvlo\isly.  the  appearance  to  this  case  of  a  great  community 
so  vitally  concerned,  as  Is  the  community  which  I  represent,  on 
the  narrow  and  limited  basis  of  amlctis  curiae.  Is  Inadequate. 
Therefore,  the  suggestion  advanced  to  Senator  Ii^rs  by  the  Attor- 
ney General.  I  take  it.  applies  to  any  Member  of  the  Congress,  so 
that  I  now  bring  to  your  attention  a  method  which  Congress  to- 
tended  should  be  used  by  the  courts  in  such  canes  as  this,  and 
which  would  assure  to  all  Interested  parties  a  full  and  complete 
hearing  by  an  agency  ideally  equipped  to  Investigate  and  report 
to  your  court  upon  the  efficacy  of  this  p>artlcular  "Columbia  plan." 
I  refer  to  section  7,  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act.  September 
26.  1914  (38  SUt.  717).  which  reads  as  follows: 

"Sic.  7.  That  in  any  suit  In  equity  brought  by  or  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Attorney  General  as  provided  by  the  antitrust  acts  the 
court  may.  upon  the  conclusion  of  the  testimony  therein.  If  it  shaU 
be  then  of  opinion  that  the  complainant  Is  entitled  to  relief,  refer 
said  suit  to  the  Commission,  as  a  master  In  chancery,  to  ascertain 
and  report  an  appropriate  form  of  decree  therein.  The  Pommls- 
slon  shall  proceed  upon  such  notice  to  the  parties  and  under  sucb 
rules  of  procedure  as  the  court  may  prescribe,  and  upon  the  con>- 
tog  In  of  such  report  such  exceptions  may  be  fUed  and  such  pro- 
ceedings had  In  relation  thereto  as  upon  the  report  of  a  master 
In  other  equity  causes,  but  the  cotirt  may  adopt  or  reject  such 
report,  to  whole  or  in  part,  and  enter  such  decree  as  the  nature  of 
the  case  may  in  its  Judgment  require." 

As  a  Member  of  Congress,  I  can  only  say  that  any  Inference  that 
Justice  is  being  withheld  by  a  '"bad  Judge"  Is  a  charge  of  the  most 
serious  character,  and  nothing  should  be  left  undone  by  any  agency 
having  Jurisdiction  In  the  matter  to  estabUsh  the  truth  or  dispel 
the  fallacy  of  such  a  statement. 

An  inquiry  by  the  Federal  Trade  Connmlsslon.  as  a  master  to 
chancery,  under  section  7  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act. 
would  assuredly  comply  with  the  intent  of  Congress,  stoce  the  Com- 
mission, by  authority  of  Congress  and  at  great  cost,  has  withto 
recent  years  conducted  a  thorough  Investigation  of  monopolistic 
conditions  in  the  natural-gas  Indvistry. 

Its  lengthy  Investigations  have  given  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion sn  experience  and  skill  not  approached  by  any  other  agency 
or  individual.  This  fsclllty  is  available  for  use  by  your  court  in 
this  case.  The  section  was  enacted  by  Congress  obviously  because 
It  was  felt  that  the  Trade  Commission  would  become  the  most 
useful  adjunct  to  a  court  of  equity  in  the  formulation  of  decrees 
to  cases  dealing  with  monopolies  and  restraints  of  trade. 

I  am  aware  that  hearings  on  this  proposed  Columbia  plan  have 
been  completed  by  one  master  to  chancery,  but  In  an  Issue  so  grave 
as  this,  and  In  these  days  when  our  form  of  government  and  our 
American  concepts  of  Justice  are  being  so  viciously  assailed,  the 
opportunity  for  your  court  to  obtain  a  double  check  on  the  Co- 
lumbia plan  by  the  Federal  Trade  Commission.  It  seems  to  me, 
merits  your  consideration. 

Another  reason  Is.  production  of  machinery  for  national  defense 
wUl  be  seriously  affected  by  the  restriction  upon  the  use  of  natural 
gas  by  manufacturers  In  the  Detroit  and  nearby  areas  which  exists 
m  this  case.  The  fuel  and  tran.«sportatlon  shortages  which  so  seri- 
ously Impeded  the  country  In  the  last  war  strongly  confirm  this 
view;  and  It  goes  without  saying  that  they  ought  not  to  be  per- 
mitted to  recur.  In  fact,  nothing  should  be  permitted  to  endanger 
the  fullest  development  and  use  of  all  available  fuels  in  this  Im- 
portant industrial  area  to  the  Interest  of  national  defense.  A  re- 
examination of  this  matter  by  the  Federal  Trade  CommlMion  la. 
therefore,  no  reflection  upon  the  master,  who  passed  upon  the  plan 
at  a  time  when  present  conditions  were  not  foreseen. 

The  present  consent  decree,  entered  In  1936.  has  been  described 
by  the  Detroit  Common  Council  as  "a  delusion  and  a  snare,"  and  I 
can  well  share  the  fears  of  the  city  of  Detroit  that  Justice  may  t)e 
agiftln  Impeded  and  your  court  led  Into  error.  In  an  address  to  the 
House  of  RepresenUtlves  on  May  38.  last.  I  made  a  statement  con- 
cerning the  Columbia  consent  decree  of  January  29,  1936,  which 
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conveys  also  my  opinion  of  the  present  so-called  Oohimbia  plan. 
I  stated: 

"I  always  did  hare  a  strong  suspicion  that  this  whole  deal,  in- 
cluding above  everything  else  the  consent  decree,  was  a  bctraya^  of 
tbe  public  Interest,  and  I  so  stated  before  the  conunittee.  I  added 
ttat  the  stench  reacbsd  tbe  high  heavens.  I  condemned  the 
cosrardlce  which  caused  the  acceptance  of  the  conrent  agreement 
because  it  was  the  trick  which  I  warned  the  negotiators  sbout  to 
my  letter  of  September  3.  1935.  which  X  reproduce  herewith: 

"It  would  have  been  better  to  have  lost  everything  than  to  have 
accepted  a  shameful,  hollow  compromise  sanctioned  by  the  court 
which  turned  out  to  be  of  no  advantage  to  the  Panhandle  Co.  and 
to  the  city  of  Detroit." 

In  conclusion,  may  I  present  again  the  single  purpose  of  this 
letter,  namely,  to  respectfxiUy  request  thst  your  court  place  the 
entire  Columbia  plan  before  tbe  Federal  Trade  Commission  as 
master  in  chancery,  ss  suthorlzed  by  section  7  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act.  so  that — 

<a)  A  double  check  may  bs  given  by  an  unexcelled  authority  on 
all  facts  and  arguments  presented  cm  tbe  Columbia  plan  to  date: 

(b)  All  pertinent  Information  available  or  obtainable  elnce  con- 
eltislon  of  esrlier  hearings  on  this  plan  msy  be  brought  Into  the 
record  of  the  case. 

Accepting  the  open  tovlUtion  of  tbe  Attorney  General  to  address 
you.  I  urge  this  cotirse  In  the  Arm  belief  that  It  will  be  extremely 
helpful  to  your  court  "In  arriving  st  a  determination  of  the  fairness, 
equity,  and  legality  of  the  proposed  plan  " 

I  am  transmitting  copies  of  this  letter  to  the  clerk  of  your  court 
with  the  request  that  they  be  forwarded  to  the  several  parties  to 
tlMcase. 

Respectfully  yotirs, 

John  D.  Dinqcll. 

The  second  letter,  from  Mr.  Arnold  to  me.  reads  as  follows: 

^        DEPABTMcrr  or  Justics, 

Wiishington.  June  €,  1940. 

Bon.  John  D.  Dikckll. 

House  of  Representatives.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dkas  CoNoaassMAM  DiNctx:  If  you  decide  to  publish  your  letter 
to  judge  Nields  In  the  CoNcaissioNAL  Recoso.  will  you  please 
totroduce  Into  the  Racoan  at  the  same  time  my  own  letter  to 
Judge  Nields.  which  I  mailed  to  him  today,  a  copy  of  which  Is 
enclosed.  If  you  do  not  totroduce  yotir  letter.  I  wlU  not  make 
my  reply  public. 
Sincerely,    i 

THtTKMAN  AXNOLO, 

Assistant  Attorney  General. 

The  third  letter,  that  Is.  the  text  of  a  copy  of  a  letter 
which  Mr.  Arnold  informs  me  he  sent  to  Judge  Nields,  Is  as 

follows:  I 

Depactmknt  or  Jirsnca. 
Waahinffon.  June  6,  1940. 
Hon.  John  P.  Nixuw. 

United  States  Dii^triet  Court.  WUminffton,  Del. 

DiA«  Jin>cK  Nields:  A  copy  of  the  letter  to  you  by  Congressman 
DiNCEix.  of  Michigan,  dated  June  6.  1940.  relating  to  the  case  of 
Umted  States  against  Columbia  Oas  &  Electric  Corporation  et  al.. 
now  pending  before  you.  has  t>een  brought  to  my  attention.  I 
tmderstand  the  Congressman  totcnds  to  publish  his  letter  in  the 
CoNCxxmoNAL  RccoBo.  It  contsins  statements  to  the  effect  that 
high  offlcials  of  the  Department  said  you  were  "a  bad  Judge,"  and 
for  that  reason  we  were  l)etog  forced  to  accept  an  imsatisfactory 
iSBSSdy  in  that  case.  This  statement  Is  false  It  also  contains  a 
■tatcnent  that  we  opposed  the  city  ot  Detroit's  entry  into  the  case. 
That  sUtement  Is  also  false.  On  tbe  contrary,  the  Department 
urged  the  Detroit  offlcials  to  express  their  views  to  the  court.  In 
spite  of  this  they  did  not  appear  at  the  hearing  on  the  plan,  which 
Is  the  subject  of  the  Congrespman's  letter. 

The  whole  matter  of  the  relation  of  the  Department  to  your 
court  was  aired  to  an  investigation  before  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Senate  Jtidiclary  Committee.  At  that  hearing  an  attempt  was 
mads  by  those  attacking  the  Department  of  Justice  to  embarrass 
the  relationship  between  this  Department  and  yotir  court  by  testi- 
mony of  confidential  conversations  to  which  the  witness  stated 
remarks  were  made  about  you  personally.  In  replying  to  this 
testlmonv  I  decltoed  to  enter  toto  the  issue  of  veracity  between 
myself  and  those  witnesses  on  what  might  have  been  said  about 
your  honor.  In  the  first  place.  I  had  no  recollection  of  any  re- 
marks about  you.  In  the  second  place.  I  consider  It  undignified 
to  discuss  personal  opinions  abcnit  a  Federal  court  In  a  congres- 
sional hearing  In  the  third  place.  It  was  my  Impression  that  the 
committee  Itself  considered  such  a  discussion  extremely  dlstasts- 
ful  and   inappropriate. 

In  view  of  the  publication  of  the  letter  by  Congressman 
DiNCELL.  I  think,  however,  that  I  should  say  that  at  no  time  was 
your  honor's  Integrity  ot  ability  ever  called  toto  question  In  any 
conversation  and  anyone  who  asserts  that  It  was  Is  making  a 
false  statement.  At  the  hearing  the  charges  sgalnst  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  were  shown  to  t>e  without  any  foundation  what- 
ever.   That  should  conclude  tbe  matter. 

I  regret  that  1  have  to  write  this  letter.     It  is  necessary  only 
because  the  letter  written  by  Congressman  Dnrcnx  attempts  to 
that  phase  of  tbe  tovtstlgstinn  from  a  partisan  point  oC 


view.    Therefore,  unlese  a  reply  Is  published.  Congressman  Dm-. 

csLL's  letter  might  give  an  erroneous  impress  ton  of  the  attitude 
of  the  Department  towacd  your  court, 
Binoerely, 

TWirtMAN  AkWOlA, 

Assistant  Attorney  Oeneral.  j 

The  fourth  letter,  the  text  of  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  by  Mr. 
Smith  to  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  is  my  final  exhibit. 
In  view  of  Detroit's  key  Importance  to  preparations  for 
national  defense.  Mr.  Smith's  appeal  cannot  be  ignored.  But 
I  direct  attention,  too,  to  Mr.  Smith's  reiterated  support  of 
the  testimony  he  gave  before  Scaausr  Hatch's  subcommittee. 

This  letter  reads  as  follows: 

Crrr  or  Drraorr,  June  12.  1940. 
Re  Senate  Resolution  946. 

SSNATS  jT7DI'~3AaT  COMMnTKC. 

United  States  Senate,  WasMnffton,  D.  C. 

(Attention  Hon.  Casl  D.  Hatch,  chairman.  Senate  Judiciary 
Subct.mmlttee  ) 

My  DcAa  SsMAToa:  On  Monday  last  tbe  President  told  the  Nation: 
"We  will  not  slow  down  or  detour.  Signs  and  algnals  call  for 
speed — full  speeid  ahead!" 

X  quote  this  challenging  statement  on  national  defense.  Senator, 
because  it  brings  into  sharper  focus  the  public  need  for  early 
adoption  of  Senate  Resolution  34.*)  by  the  United  States  Senate.  For 
If  Detroit  industries  are  to  fulfill  their  vital  functions  in  helping  to 
rearm  America  with  maximum  efficiency,  they  are  entitled  to  the 
use  of  a  constant,  ample  natural-gas  supply  st  a  low  cost. 

I  repeat  the  President's  statement  here  because  I  also  learned 
on  last  Monday  that  Senate  Resolution  245  may  be  shelved  until 
Congress  reconvenes  next  January.  Such  a  delay  would.  In  my 
opinion,  be  an  unfortunate  slow  down  or  detour  instead  of  a 
speed-up  toward  effective  national  security. 

Natural  gas  is  primarily  an  industrial  fuel.  A  Cleveland  manu- 
facturer once  declared  that  "no  greater  catastrophe  could  befall 
Cleveland  than  the  loss  of  Its  nstural-gas  supply."  Detroit  in- 
dustrialists first  petitioned  the  Detroit  Common  Council  for  natural 
gas  In  1930.  Today.  10  years  later,  though  faced  by  a  Nation's  su- 
preme demands,  they  are  still  without  It  In  substantial  quantity. 

I  testified  before  your  subcommittee  that  Detroit  can  tise  230,000,- 
000  cubic  feet  of  nstural  gas  dally;  but  less  than  half  that  volume 
Is  under  contract  now,  to  a  normal  time.  You  need  only  recall 
the  serious  fuel  famines  of  the  first  World  War  to  recognize  the 
strategic  Importance  of  building  a  second  natural-gas  pipe  line  to 
Detroit  as  a  Federal  defense  weapon.  But  our  city  can  hope  for 
no  such  relief  until  the  unlawful  restraints  Imposed  by  the  Colum- 
bia Gas  &  Bectrlc  mtereets  are  permanently  removed. 

But  Senate  Resolution  245  can  do  more  than  help  to  strengthen 
America  agatost  enemies  without.  It  can  bring  to  light  serious 
weaknesses  within  our  country.  If  democracy  Is  to  endure,  it 
must  have  the  desire  and  will  to  clean  Its  own  house.  On  that  basis 
alone,  the  city  of  Detroit  can  properly  appeal  for  Senate  adoption 
of  Senate  Resolution  245. 

Further,  the  record  should  show.  Senator,  that  I  stand  squarely 
and  resolutely  behind  the  testimony  I  gave  before  your  subcom- 
mittee last  April.  In  relating  the  reasons  advanced  to  me  and  to 
others  by  Justice  Department  officials,  for  their  acceptance  of  the 
so-called  Columbia  plan,  which  affects  Detroit  so  deeply. 

As  president  of  the  Detroit  Common  Council  and  as  chairman  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Committee  of  the  United  States  Conference  of 
Mayors,  may  I  say  that  the  reflection  cast  upon  the  Federal  court 
by  Assistant  Attorney  General  Thurman  Arnold  was  unmistakabl* 
in  its  import,  and  I  am  ready  to  bring  corroborating  witnesses  l>e- 
fore  any  committee  of  the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Representatives. 

I  refer  to  such  a  matter  with  extreme  reluctance.  Senator,  but  X 
may  say  that,  even  to  1936.  the  late  Senator  Couzens  believed  that 
a  Senate  Inquiry  toto  the  natural-gas  monopolies  was  Justified. 
(See  CoNCREBSioNAi,  RBCoao,  v.  79.  p  3785  S  Res.  108  ♦  How  much 
more  impelling,  then,  is  our  need  for  the  adoption  of  Senate  Reso- 
lution 245  to  1940? 

On  behalf  of  the  mayors'  conference  and  my  own  city.  I  want  to 
thank  you.  Senator,  for  the  fair  and  earnest  attention  you  are  giv- 
ing, as  chairman  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  SutK-ommlttee.  to  the 
meriU  of  Senate  Resolution  246.  We  hope  for  early  and  favorable 
action  by  the  full  comknlttee. 
Respectfully.       ' 

President.  Common  Council,  City  of  Detroit,  and  Chairman. 
Natural  Gas  Committee,  United  States  Conference  of 
Mayors. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  entering  these  communications  not  only 
because  they  belong  in  the  Record  but  also  as  an  earnest  and 
candid  invitation  to  Judge  Nields  to  discuss  my  suggestion 
that  tbe  ^deral  Trade  Commission  be  asked  to  reexamine 
the  so-called  Columbia  plan,  which  Is  opposed  bitterly  by  the 
City  of  Detroit,  and  which,  by  circumstances,  allegedly  ha« 
also  been  forced  upon  the  Department  of  Justice. 

I  want  to  «iy  further.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  Mr.  Smith's  testi- 
mony cannot  be  tested  without  a  full  Senate  inquiry,  nor 
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can  the  serious  ctiargre  attributed  to  Mr.  Arnold  be  dispelled 
by  mere  denial.  Meantime,  let  me  warn  the  Columbia  Gas  b 
Electric  Corporation  that  my  city's  capacity  for  resistimce  Is 
powerful  and  tenacious.  j 

ETfROLLITD   BILLS   STCKED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles,  which  were 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  9117.  An  act  to  eliminate  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine 
spirits  used  In  the  fortification  of  wine;  to  increase  the  tax  on 
wine;  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  revenue  occasioned  by  the 
elimination  of  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  used  in  the 
fortification  of  wine;  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9909.  An  act  to  amend  sections  2803  (c)  and  2903  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

BILLS  PRESENTEO   TO  THX  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  did  on  this  day  present  to  the 
President,  for  his  approval,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  follow- 
ing titles: 

H.  R.  9117.  An  act  to  eliminate  the  tax  on  brandy  arid  wine 
spirits  used  in  the  fortification  of  wine;  to  increase  the  tax  on 
wine;  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  revenue  occasioned: by  the 
elimination  of  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spirits  used  in  the 
fortification  of  wine;  and  for  other  purposes;  and        \ 

H.  R.  9909.  An  act  to  amend  sections  2803  (c)  and  2903  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code.  . 

AOJOUItNlCENT 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  Hquse  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  6  o'clock  and  25 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Thurs- 
day, June  20,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon.  ] 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  commimications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  ^Uows: 

1767.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy!  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  provide,  in  cooperation 
with  the  Port  of  New  York  Authority,  for  the  construction 
in  New  York  Harbor  of  a  graving  drydock  large  enough 
to  accommodate  the  largest  naval  ships  built  or  btiilding; 
to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs.  ' 

1768.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Civil  Aeronautjcs  Au- 
thority, transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  profide  for 
a  grant  to  the  Richmond,  Fredericksburg  L  Potomac  Railroad 
Co.  of  a  right-of-way  across  certain  land  owned  by  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

1769.  A  letter  from  the  President.  Board  of  Commi^ioners 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  transmitting  a  draft  of 'a  pro- 
posed bill  to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  of  Congress  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  suppression  of  prostitution  in  the  District  of 
Columbia."  approved  August  15.  1935;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

1770.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  transmit- 
ting a  report  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1931.  covering 
the  receipts,  expenditures,  and  work  of  the  agricultural  ex- 
periment stations  in  the  States.  Hawaii.  Alaska,  and  Puerto 
Rico  under  the  Hatch.  Adams.  Pumell.  and  supplementary 
acts,  and  title  I  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act  of  June  29,  1935, 
authorizing  pasrments  to  the  States.  Hawaii.  Alaska,  and 
Puerto  Rico  for  agricultural  experiment  stations;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

1771.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers.  • 

1772.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  EHsposition  of  Executive  Papers. 


1773.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  from  the  Department  of  the  Interior:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1774.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1775.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1776.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  the  Treasury;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1777.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  the  Navy;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1778.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  the  Treasury;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1779.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  district  of 
South  i:>akota,  with  the  approval  of  the  Department  of 
Justice;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Elxecutive 
Papers. 

1780.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  United  States  marshal  for  the  district  of 
South  Dakota  with  the  approval  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice; to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive 
Papers. 

1781.  A  letter  from  the  Archi\'ist  of  the  United  SUtes, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  the  Navy;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1782.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting recommendation  for  disposition  of  lists  of  papers  by 
the  Post  Office  Department;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dispo- 
sition of  Executive  Papers. 

1783.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Federal  Works  Agency,  Public  Buildings  Admin- 
istration; to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive 
Papers. 

1784.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
tiansmitting  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  a  list  of 
Pftpers  by  the  Federal  Works  Agency,  Work  Projects  Admin- 
istration; to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive 
Papers. 

1785.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of  papers  by 
the  Federal  Security  Agency,  Office  of  Education;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1786.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States. 
t;ransmitting  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Dispostiion  of  Executive  Papers. 

1787.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting recommendation  for  disposition  of  lists  of  papers  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
position of  Executive  Papers. 


REPORTS    OF   COMMITTEES    ON    PUBUC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm, 

Mr.  BULWINKLE:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  House  Report  No.  2031  (pt.  11).  Supplemental 
report  to  accompany  S.  2111;  without  amendment.    Referred 
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to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Ooorgia:  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
H.  R.  10100.  A  bill  to  esUbUsh  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  cer- 
tain naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2640).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HOBBS:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  10101. 
A  bill  to  make  imlau-ful  the  transportation  oi  convict-made 
goods  in  interstate  commerce,  and  for  other  purposes;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2641).  Referred  to  the  House 
C^dendar. 

Mr.  BLOOM:  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  House  Joint 
Resolution  573.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  section  4  of 
Public  Resolution  No.  54.  approved  November  4,  1939.  en- 
titled "Joint  resolution  to  preserve  the  neutrality  and  the 
peace  of  the  United  States  and  to  secure  the  safety  of  its 
citizens  and  their  Interests:  with  amendment  cRept.  No. 
3642).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  DeROUEN:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  H.  R. 
8304.  A  bUl  amending  the  act  of  January  17.  1920  (41  Stat. 
393),  authorizing  local  drainage  districts  to  drain  certain 
public  lands  in  the  State  of  Arkansas,  counties  of  Missis- 
sippi and  Poinsett,  and  subjecting  said  lands  to  taxation, 
insofar  as  said  act  affects  certain  public  lands  in  Big  Lake 
Migratory  Bird  Refuge.  Mississippi  County,  lying  within  the 
Little  River  Floodway,  known  as  Big  Lake;  without  amend- 
ment (R2pt.  No.  2644).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Natu- 
ralization. H.  R.  10112.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Immigration 
Act  of  1924  to  require  aliens  admitted  into  the  United  SUtes 
as  officials  of  foreign  governments  either  to  maintain  their 
status  or  to  depart  from  the  United  States,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  State:  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2645) .  Referred  to  the  Coownittee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  COCHRAN:  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Execu- 
tive Departments.  S.  2773.  An  act  to  authorize  the  pay- 
ment of  compensation  to  recess  appointees  in  certain  cases; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2646) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  COCHRAN:  Committee  on  Expenditures  In  the  Execu- 
tive Departments.  H.  R.  10061.  A  bill  to  consolidate  certain 
exceptions  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and  to 
Improve  the  United  States  Code;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2647).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  NELSON:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution  535. 
Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  9931,  a  bill  to  in- 
crease the  credit  resources  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2648).  Referred  to 
the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  S.  3131. 
An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  United  States  Employees' 
Compensation  Act  to  members  of  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps 
and  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army  who  were 
physically  injured  in  line  of  duty  while  performing  active  duty 
or  engaged  In  authorized  training  between  dates  of  February 
28.  1925,  and  July  15.  1939.  both  inclusive,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2649).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH:  Committee  on  the  District  of  Cohimbia. 
H.  R.  10106.  A  bill  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Revenue  Act  of  1939;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2650). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  sUte 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SABATH:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution  537. 
Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution 
571,  joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to  conduct  In- 
vestigations /d  the  interests  of  national  defense,  and  for 
that  purpose  to  permit  wire  tapping  in  certain  cases;  with- 


out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2651).     Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  SABATH:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution 
538.  Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  10100,  a  bUl 
to  establish  the  composition  of  the  United  States  Navy,  to 
authorize  the  construction  of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for 
other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2652).  Re- 
ferred to  the  House  Calendar. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRTVATB  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII, 

Mr.  ENGLEBRIOHT:  Committee  on  the  Pubhc  Lands. 
H.  R.  6752.  A  bill  to  release  all  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  in  certain  land  constituting  a  portion  of  the  right-of- 
way  granted  to  the  Central  Pacific  Railway  Co.  under  the 
act  of  July  1.  1862.  as  amended  and  supplemented:  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2643).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  ALEXANDER: 
H.R.  10113.  A  bill  to  establish  as  a  part  of  the  military 
reserves  of  the  United  States  a  Home  Defenre  Organiced 
Reserve  for  l(x;al  home  defense  against  present-day  foreign 
military  methods  and  "fifth  column"  infiltration  and  sabo- 
tage; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  DOXEY: 
H.R.  10114.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture to  make  analyses  of  fiber  properties,  spinning  tests,  and 
other  tests  of  the  quality  of  cotton  samples  submitted  to 
him;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  GORE: 
H.  R.  10115.  A  bill  providing  for  the  restoration  to  active 
duty  of  certain  physically  fit  retired  officers;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Militaiy  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  MAY: 
H.R.  10116.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
acquire  by  donation  land,  or  to  accept  donation  of  the  cost 
of  acquiring  same,  for  military  or  other  public  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  VOORHIS  of  CaUfornia: 
H.  R.  10117,  A  bill  to  Increase  the  number  of  farm  owners, 
to  reduce  farm  tenancy,  and  to  assist  the  resettlement  on  the 
land  of  migrant  families;  to  the  Committee  on  Agiicultuie. 
By  Mr.  FERNANDEZ: 
H.R.  10118.  A  bill  to  provide  for  an  investigation  and  re- 
port of  losses  resulting  from  the  campaign  for  the  eradica- 
tion and  control  of  the  white-fringed  beetle  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  FISH: 
H.  Res.  536.  Resolution   calling  on   the  President  for   in- 
formation  concerning   the    sale,   directly   or   Indirectly,   of 
naval  vessels  to  any  belligerent  nation;  to  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs. 

MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rtile  XXII.  memorials  were  presented 
and  referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  legislature  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  memorializing  the  President  and  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  consider  their  resolution 
dated  March  30.  1940,  concerning  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  consider  their  resolution  dated  March  30. 
1940.  concerning  House  bill  801.  or  any  appropriate  legisla- 
tion which  will  prevent  the  punishment  or  destruction  of 
persons  accused  or  suspected  of  crime  In  any  other  way  or 
;  by  any  other  authority  than  by  due  process  of  law  and  by  a 
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duly  constituted  court  of  justice:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  leplslatiu-e  of  the  State  of  Louisiana, 
memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  consider  their  House  Concurrent  Resolution  No.  22, 
with  reference  to  universal  military  training;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BURDICK: 
H.R.  10119.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pranklin  StcncU;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

H.  R.  10120.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dominic  Stencil;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  peUtions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerks  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8838.  By  Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota:  Petition  of  Corson 
County  farmers,  urging  enactment  of  House  bill  8748  and  rec- 
ommending passage  of  Senate  bill  3509.  to  reduce  perma- 
nently the  interest  rates  on  Federal  land  bank  and  land-t)ank 
commissioner  loans,  etc.;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

8839.  Also,  petition  of  Prank  Q.  Wilson,  vice  president,  and 
Tliomas  Eagle  Thunder,  secretary,  of  the  Black  Hills  Sioux 
National  Council,  endorsed  by  the  Black  Hills  Sioux  National 
Council  in  special  session  held  at  Red  Scaffold.  S.  Dak.,  June 
11-12.  1940.  urging  against  the  enactment  of  Senate  bill  3083; 
also  petitlonli^  that  House  Joint  Resolution  352  be  given 
immediate  hearing  and  passage;  and  petitioning  Congress  to 
appropriate  special  funds  for  the  benefit  of  the  younger  gen- 
eration who  have  been  denied  reUef  and  are  now  out  of  school 
and  residing  within  the  reservations:  to  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs. 

8840.  By  Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the  Cen- 
tral Union  Label  Council,  New  York  City,  expressing  opposi- 
tion to  any  reduction  of  appropriations  which  would  endanger 
the  salaries  of  Federal  employees;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

8841.  By  Mr.  KEOOH:  PeUtion  of  the  Central  Union  Label 
Council  of  Greater  New  York,  opposing  any  reduction  In 
salaries  of  ^deral  employees;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

8842.  Also,  petition  of  the  Brooklyn  Young  Republican 
Club.  Hotel  Bossert.  Brooklyn.  N.  Y..  favoring  all  possible  aid 
to  the  Allies,  and  for  an  appropriation  of  $100,000,000  for  the 
purchase  of  clothing  and  supplies  to  feed  the  refugees  within 
the  war  zones;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8843.  By  Mr.  MERRTIT:  Resolution  of  the  National  Associ- 
ation of  Postmasters  and  the  National  Association  of  Postal 
Supervisors  In  Joint  convention,  approving  the  recent  stand 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  relative  to  adequate 
national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.. 

8844.  Also,  resolution  of  Raymond  W.  Smith  Post,  No.  222. 
American  Legion,  endorsing  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  in  his  speech  of  June  10.  1940; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8845.  By  Mr.  SANDAGER:  Petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of 
Providence,  lu-ging  the  immediate  enactment  of  such  legisla- 
tion as  may  be  necessary  to  put  an  end  to  subversive  activities 
of  agents  of  foreign  powers;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8846.  Also,  petition  to  the  President  and  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  by  the  Emergency  Committee  of  Rhode 
Island,  signed  by  1.125  citizens,  urging  that  action  be  taken 
by  this  country  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  to  render  to 
the  Allies  every  effective  aid  within  our  power,  short  of  send- 
ing troops  to  Europe:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8847.  By  Mr.  SCHIFFLER:  Petition  of  Archie  Marshall 
and  other  citizens  of  Littleton.  Wetzel  County,  W.  Va.,  urging 
th«  United  SUteq  to  give  all  possible  assistance  to  the  Allies. 


such  as  war  planes,  tanks,  equipment,  materials,  He,  but 
opposing  sending  our  boys  to  fight  on  foreign  soil;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8848.  By  Mr.  SCHWERT:  Petition  of  108  citizens  of  the 
Niagara  frontier,  urging  aid  to  the  Allies  and  preparedness  in 
the  United  States— this  list  is  an  addition  to  previous  list 
of  275  signatures  urging  similar  action;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

8849.  Also,  resolution  of  L.  L.  Tillman  Post,  No.  900. 
American  Legion.  Akron.  N.  Y..  pertaining  to  protective 
measures  and  subversive  activities  in  national  emergency; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8850.  By  Mr.  SPRINGER:  Resolution  of  the  Vigo  County 
Industrial  Union  Council.  Terre  Haute.  Ind..  pertaining  to 
labor  and  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8851.  Also,  resolution  of  G.  M.  Subcouncil.  No.  4.  United 
Automobile  Workers  of  America,  Congress  of  Industrial  Or- 
ganizations. Muncie,  Ind.,  pertaining  to  labor  and  the  na- 
tional-defense program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8852.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  L.  B.  Magee  and 
others  of  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8853.  Also,  petition  of  the  Civic  Reform  League  of  Puerto 
Rico.  San  Juan,  P.  R.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8854.  Also,  petition  of  the  Indiana  Committee  for  National 
Defense.  Indianapolis.  Ind.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


'     SENATE 

Thursday,  June  20,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Tuesday,  May  28.  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

Rev.  iXmcan  Praser,  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the 
Epiphany.  Washington.  D.  C.  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  everlasting  God,  who  hai>t  taught  us  In  Thy 
holy  word  that  Thou  dost  not  willingly  grieve  or  afflict  the 
children  of  men.  and  that  those  who  sleep  in  Thee  sleep  not 
eternally:  Accept  our  prayers  on  behalf  of  the  soul  of  Thy 
servant,  now  departed  from  this  Senate.  Rest  eternal  grant 
imto  him,  O  Lord,  and  may  light  perpetual  shine  upon  him 
and  upon  all  who  mourn  his  loss,  till  we  shall  all  be  gathered 
Into  the  fellowship  of  Thy  saints.  Through  Jesus  Christ, 
Thy  Son,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THX    JOTTHNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklkt.  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Wednesday,  June  19.  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

CALL  OF   THI  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonmi. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roH. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Capper 

Oreen 

LaFMlett* 

Andrews 

Caraway 

Ouffey 

Lee 

Aahurst 

Chandler 

Oumey 

Lodge 

Austin 

ChavcB 

Hale 

Lucas 

BaUey 

Clark.  Idaho 

Harrison 

Lundeen 

Bankhead 

Clark.  Uo. 

Hatch 

McCarran 

Barkley 

Connally 

Hayden 

McKeUar 

Blltw 

Danaher 

Herrlnc 

lAcNary 

Bon« 

Davis 

mil 

Maloney 

Bridgea 

Donahey 

Holman 

lieMl 

Brown 

Downey 

Holt 

MUler 

Buk>w 

Blender 

Hucbea 

Minton. 

Burke 

Oeorce 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Murray 

Byrd 

Oerry 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Neely 

ByrnM 

OUietta 

irinj 

Norrls 

1^0 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Pitunan 

RadcUffe 

Beed 

BeynoUls 
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Schwarta 

Scbwellenbach 

Sheppard 

SlUpatead 

Stottery 

amathen 

Smtth 


Tkft 

TluKnas.  Idaho 
Thomas,  Okla. 
ThaBiM.Utah 
Tobey 
Townsend 
Truman 
Tjrdln«s 


VuHlenberg 

Van  Nuya 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUCT 


Mr.  aONTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Glass  1  and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  LMr.  StkwaktI 
are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  FrazisrJ  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  BARBOxni]  is  absent  on 
official  duties. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ninety-one  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  qum-um  is  presenL 

DKATH  or  SEMATOK  KRNKST  W.  GZBSOM,  OF  VUMORT 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  the  seat  on  my  right,  oc- 
cupied for  the  last  few  years  by  my  distinguished  colleague 
Ebnbt  W.  OzBsoif,  is  vacant  and  is  In  mourning.  My  col- 
league passed  on  this  morning  to  that  Upper  Chamber  in 
which  his  virtuous  life  and  his  noble  character  entitle  him 
to  a  seat  among  the  very  elect,  of  those  who  loved  their 
fellow  man. 

On  his  desk  we  lay  the  unfading  amaranth,  representing 
the  devoted  regard  of  every  one  of  his  colleagues  in  this 
great  body,  of  the  officers  and  ofBcials  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  of  the  oPW'lli  reporters,  of  the  members  of  the  press, 
of  the  pages,  of  the  doorkeepers,  of  everyone  who  bad 
any  contact  at  all  with  Senator  Gibson  during  his  long  and 
faithful  {uid  distinguished  service  here  on  Capitol  HilL 

He  was  born  in  1872  in  Londonderry,  Vt.,  the  son  of 
William  L  and  Savlllc  Stowell  Gibson.  I  remember  visiting 
that  hilltop  farm  about  7  years  ago.  and  viewing  the  hori- 
zons of  his  youth,  whence  I  have  no  doubt  came  some  of  the 
strength  and  nobility  of  his  character,  for  orie  may  not  omit 
to  receive  from  those  Oreen  Mountains,  with  the  shining 
rivers  in  between,  a  stimulating  energy,  and  a  stability  which 
comes  from  their  very  moderation  and  the  calm  beauty  of 
Ihelr  wooded  slopes. 

He  married  in  1«97  Grace  PuDerton  Hadley.  of  Chester,  and 
tc  them  four  children  were  Ixjrn — Hadley  Gibson,  deceased; 
Ernest  W.  Oibeon.  Jr.,  now  secretary  of  the  Vermont  Senate: 
Preston  F.  Gibson,  now  municipal  Judge  of  Brattleboro,  and 
Doris  Gibson,  whose  filial  piety  is  well  known  to  us  all,  whose 
love  devoted  her  life  to  promoting  his  welfare  and  his 
happiness. . 

Senator  OiBsoif.  by  choice,  was  a  lawyer,  and.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, by  choice,  he  was  a  soldier.  He  early  showed  his  in- 
terest in  military  affairs,  and  enlisted  in  the  Vermont  Na- 
tional Guard  in  1899.  He  rose  to  the  rank  of  colonel  before 
his  enlistment  expired  in  1908.  Returning  to  the  service  In 
1915.  he  served  on  the  Mexican  border,  and  later  went  over- 
seas during  the  World  War  as  a  captain  of  infantry,  and 
from  1921  to  1923  served  as  colonel  of  the  One  Himdred 
and  Seventy -second  Vermont  Infantry.  He  served  In  the 
House  of  Representatives  for  a  period  of  over  10  years  before 
coming  to  the  Senate,  first  taking  his  seat  December  5,  1923. 
and  serving  continuously  in  that  txxly  through  the  Sixty- 
eighth,  Sixty-ninth.  Seventieth,  Seventy -first.  Seventy-second, 
and  Seventy-third  Congresses  until  his  appointment  to  the 
United  States  Senate  by  Gov.  Stanley  C.  Wilson  November  21, 
1933.  He  was  elected  for  the  unexpired  term  of  Senator 
Porter  H.  Dale  January  18,  1934,  and  was  reelected  for  the 
full  term  November  8,  1938. 

He  was  a  member  of  many  Important  committees  during  his 
service  in  both  Houses  of  Congress;  and  at  the  Ume  of  his 
death  he  held  membership  on  the  Naval  Affairs,  Commerce. 
lilR-ary.  Civil  Service,  and  Territories  azul  Insular  Affairs 
Committees. 

He  was  a  frequent  visitor  to  Hawaii,  and  made  several 
trips  during  his  terma  to  the  Philippine  Islands  and  other 
insular  possessions  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information 
for  use  In  formulating  amstnjctive  policies  relating  to  terri- 


torial   and   huular    albJrs.   in    whith   he   was   especlaUy 
interested. 

During  the  months  in  which  the  Commerce  Committee  was 
engaged  In  maritime  legislation  and  ainendments  to  the  pure 
food  and  drug  laws.  Senator  Onsoar  worked  arduotisly  with 
the  late  Senator  CopelaiKl.  chairman  of  the  committee. 

Senator  OnsoH  was  an  ardent  worker  for  the  welfare  of 
Vermont,  and  rendered  conspicuous  service  while  In  the  House 
In  hu  pursuit  of  Federal  funds  to  pay  in  part  for  the  losses 
sustained  in  the  fiood  of  1927.  the  most  disastrous  in  the 
history  of  Vermont.  After  a  long  fight,  waged  largely  in 
House  committees.  Representative  Gibson  was  successful  in 
getting  the  Mil  over  to  the  Senate.  Proposing  aid  to  the 
extent  of  $2.6S4.000.  the  tJlU  was  finally  approved  and  attached 
to  the  agricultural  apprcpriatkNa  1>U1  of  1929.  which  was  ap- 
proved May  16.  1928.  These  funds  were  a  great  help  lo  the 
State  in  its  rehabilitation  program. 

His  service  on  the  District  of  Columbia  Committee  in  the 
House  and  the  Senate  resulted  in  legislation  h^pful  to  the 
schools,  hospitals,  and  perks  of  the  District  oi  Columbia. 

He  was  a  constant  newspaper  reader,  and  was  usually  pre- 
pared early  in  the  morning  to  discuss  the  most  important 
daily  events  as  set  forth  particularly  in  the  New  York  ncws- 
pi^iers.  which  he  carried  under  his  arm.  He  became  some- 
thing of  a  minute  man  in  this  respect.  Besides,  he  was  a 
proliflc  contributor  of  letters  to  newspapers  on  pubbc  ques- 
tions, and  be  pounded  out  his  ideas  on  a  typewriter  in  the 
manner  of  a  skilled  newspaper  man. 

Mr.  President,  the  peopfe  of  Vermont,  who  rejected  him 
by  a  significant  majority — a  vote  at  73i»90  to  38.673 — k>ved 
Senator  Gibson.  He  did  not  have  to  make  a  campaign  for 
reelection.  By  choice,  and  wishing  to  have  that  fine  coo- 
tact  with  his  people  which  ccMnes  from  service  on  the  public 
platform,  he  made  a  few  speeches  during  his  campaign; 
but  there  was  no  expenditure  of  funds;  there  was  no  bustling 
about  and  organizing.  Senator  Gibson  was  reelected  as  a 
demonstration  of  the  confidence  and  regard  of  the  people 
of  the  State  of  Vermont,  and  they  wiH  grievously  miss  him. 
Our  hearts  go  out  to  his  faithful  office  staff.  Through- 
out his  rather  long  illness,  and  the  gallant  battle  preceding 
his  demise,  they  have  been  constantly  watching  and  praying 
for  his  welXa^re. 

I  must  be  pardoned  for  making  a  p^^onal  refereivce  in 
order  to  record  a  fact  which  I  think  Is  worthy  of  perpetual 
memory,  and  that  is  that  during  all  the  time  of  our  Joint 
service  In  the  Congress  of  the  Urtited  States,  and  though 
we  frequently  voted  differently  regarding  measures  pending 
here  and  general  policies,  there  never  has  been  a  single  un- 
kind episode  between  us.  I  shall  prize,  I  shall  always  cher- 
ish that  remarkable,  kind,  friendly,  affable,  witty  relation- 
ship which  was  due  largely  to  the  character  of  Erwest  W. 
Gibson. 

To  his  family  we  caimot  possibly  do  so  much  as  we  wish 
we  could,  but  we  here  record  our  deepest  sympathy  for 
them. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  characteristic  of  Eskot  W.  Qibsov 
to  be  modest,  unassuming,  to  give  httle  weight  to  protocol 
and  conventionality,  and  to  set  value  upon  tiie  substance 
rather  than  the  form.  In  his  lifetime  he  would  have  pre- 
ferred that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  continae.  tn 
these  strenuous  hours,  Its  labor  oi  trying  to  provide  means 
of  national  defense,  rather  than  take  the  customary  ac- 
tion of  adjourning  Inunediately  out  of  respect  for  his  mon- 
aty.  His  survivors — these  boys  and  this  daughter  of  his— 
thoroughly  appreciate  the  character  of  their  father,  and 
have  requested  \js  not  to  allow  even  this  great  sadness  and 
even  our  great  love  and  regard  for  their  father  to  inter- 
rupt the  procress  of  the  public  business. 

Mr.  President.  In  view  of  the  patriotism  represented  in  the 
suggestkxis  of  this  sorrowing  family,  in  view  of  tbrtr  faith 
that  their  father,  if  aUve,  would  have  wanted  this  thing  done. 
I  ■Han  ask  that  the  Senate  proceed  with  the  business  of  the 
day  as  a  mark  of  respect  for  the  great  character  of  Ekkmmi 
W.  Gibson,  and  then  permit  me,  at  a  suitable  hour  in  the 
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day.  to  make  the  customary  motion  that  the  Senate  adjourn 
In  testimony  of  our  great  regard  and  our  great  sorrow  at 
the  passing  of  Ernest  W.  Gibson. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  there  is  little  that  I  can 
add  to  the  very  beautiful  and  touching  tribute  which  has 
been  paid  to  Senator  Gibson,  whom  we  all  admired  and 
respected,  by  his  colleague,  whom  we  all  admire  and  respect. 
No  greater  tribute  could  be  paid  to  the  memory  of  Senator 
Gibson  than  has  been  paid  to  him  already  by  his  family, 
who  have  made  this  request,  speaking  sentiments  which  no 
doubt  he  himself  would  entertain,  and  which,  for  all  we 
know,  may  have  been  communicated  to  them,  in  regard  to 
the  action  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

One's  public  service  and  private  character  are  not  always 
measured  by  verlx)sity.  Frequently  that  characteristic  may 
denote  the  lack  of  public  service  and  private  character. 

I  knew  Senator  Gibson  many  years.  I  admired  him.  and 
I  had  for  him  great  personal  affection.  As  his  colleague  has 
said,  he  was  modest  and  unobtrusive,  but  genuine.  He  rep- 
resented in  a  real  sense  the  rugged  hills  of  his  State  and  of 
New  England,  from  which  there  has  been  diffused  through- 
out the  length  of  this  great  land  that  blood  which  has  helped 
to  make  this  Nation  a  great  Republic. 

In  the  vast  armies  of  Napolegn  there  was  one  soldier  for 
whom  Napoleon  had  a  deep  affection.  He  was  a  private  in 
the  ranks,  and  on  many  occasions  Napoleon  offered  to  pro- 
mote him,  but  he  always  refused,  on  the  grcimd  that  he  pre- 
ferred to  serve  in  the  ranks  of  Napoleon's  army.  His  naftne 
was  Latour  d'Auvergne,  and  when  finally  he  died  in  aoMon 
Napoleon  ordered  that  his  heart  should  be  preserved,  rand 
that  on  each  roll  call  his  name  should  be  called  and  his 
nearest  comrade  should  reply,  "Dead  on  the  field  of  hoitor." 

In  view  of  the  character  of  our  departed  colleague,  in  riew 
of  his  record  in  legislative  and  in  military  matters,  senring 
his  country,  I  think  we  can  all  say  today  that  he  died  or>  the 
field  of  honor. 

Mr.  President.  I  appreciate  what  has  been  said  by  the 
Senator  from  Vermont.  I  appreciate  this  wonderful  feeMng 
on  the  part  of  Senator  Gibson's  family.  For  many  years  we 
have  sat  here  and  observed  his  beautiful  and  charming 
daughter  in  the  gallery  and  have  noted  her  devotion  to  her 
father.  I  can  assure  the  Senator  and  the  Senate  that  we 
will  not  have  a  prolonged  session  today,  but  will  proceed  for 
a  while,  according  to  the  request,  with  the  business  of  the 
Senate,  after  which  the  Senator  from  Vermont  may  make 
his  motion. 

MXSSACES    FROM    THE    PRESIDENT 

{  Messages  in   writing   from   the   President   of   the   United 

States  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta.  one 
of  his  secretaries. 

MXSSACK    FROM    THE    HOTTSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre^ntatives.  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  *H.  R.  5982)  for  the  protection 
against  unlawful  use  of  the  badge,  medal,  emblem,  or  other 
insignia  of  veterans'  organizations  incorporated  by  act  of 
Congress,  and  providing  penalties  for  the  violation  thereof. 
The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
,  the  Senate  to  the  bill  <H.  R.  8202)  making  appropriations 
;  fcr  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  purposes;  that  the  House  re- 
ceded from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  numbered  17.  37,  and  105  to  the  bill,  and  concurred 
therein:  that  the  House  receded  from  its  disagreement  to 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  20,  21,  39,  and  43 
to  the  bill,  and  concurred  therein,  severally  with  an  amend- 
ment, in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 
and  that  the  House  further  insisted  upon  its  disagreement 


to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  61,  65.  and  66 

to  the  bill. 

ENROLLED    BILL    SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
aflxed  his  signature  to  the  enrolled  bill  iS.  2059)  authorizing 
a  grant  to  the  city  of  Pargo.  N.  Dak.,  of  an  easement  in 
connection  with  the  construction  of  water  and  sewer  sys- 
tems, and  it  was  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore. 

SUPPLEMENT/a  ESTIMATE,  WAR  DEP.ARTMENT    (S.  DOC.  NO.  234) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year 
1941.  for  the  War  Department,  amounting  to  $135,000,  which, 
with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the  Commit'^ 
tee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL     ESTIMATES,     DEPARTMENT     OP     JUSTICE      (S.     DOC. 

NO.    235) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations,  fiscal  year 
1941,  amounting  to  $3,600,000,  for  the  Department  of  Justice, 
which,  with  the  accompanjTng  paper,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL    ESTIMATES,    LEGISLATIVE   ESTABLISHMENT     (S.    DOC. 

NO.   236) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com-- 
munlcation  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting three  supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations  for 
the  legislative  establishment,  fiscal  year  1941,  amounting  to 
$70,000  which,  with  the  acccmpansnng  papers,  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL      ESTIMATES,      TREAStHlY      DEPARTMENT       (S.      DOC. 

NO.   237) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
Treasury  Department,  fiscal  year  1941,  amounting  to  $530,- 
000,  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL       ESTIMATE.       TREASURY       DEPARTMENT      (S.       DOC. 

NO.   238) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting a  supplemental  estunate  of  appropriation  for  the 
Treasury  Department,  fiscal  year  1940,  amounting  to  $600,- 
000,  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL      ESTIMATES,      TREASXTRY      DEPARTMENT       (S.      DOC. 

NO.   230) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the  Treasiur 
Department,  fiscal  year  1941,  amounting  to  $1,337,840.  wiiich. 
with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATE.  DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR  (S.  DOC.  NO.  740) 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor,  fiscal  year  1941.  amounting  to  $110,000, 
which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATE.  TENNESSEE   VALLEY  AUTHORITY    (S.  DOC. 

NO.    241) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  fiscal  year  1941,  in  the  amount 
of  $25,000,000,  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was 


referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 
to  bejprinted. 

SXTPPLEMENTAL    ESTIMATES.    DEPARTMENT    OP    LABOR    AND    FEDERAL 
SECURITY   AGENCY    (S.  DOC.  NO.   242) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting supplemental  estimates  of  appropriation  required  by 
the  Department  of  Labor  and  the  Federal  Security  Agency, 
fiscal  year  1941,  amounting  to  $22,590,000.  which,  with  the 
accompanying  paper,  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL     ESTIMATES.     FEDERAL     WORKS     AGENCY     (S.     DOC. 

NO.    243) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
Federal  Works  Agency,  fiscal  year  1941,  in  smiount  of 
$9,700,000,  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATE.  DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE  (S.  DOC.  NO.  244) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the 
Department  of  State,  fiscal  year  1941,  amoimting  to  $500,000, 
which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATE,  WAR  DEPARTMENT    (S.  DOC.  NO.  245) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  supple- 
mental estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  War  Department, 
Army  Air  Corps,  fiscal  year  1941,  to  be  Immediately  avail- 
able, amounting  to  $43,500,000,  which,  with  the  accompany- 
ing paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL       ESTIMATES,       DEPARTMENT       OF       THE       DTTEJUOK 

(S.   DOC.  MO.   240) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
mimlcatlon  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  fiscal  year  1941,  amounting  to 
$600,000,  which,  with  the  accompansring  paper,  was  referred 
to  the  Conunlttee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL    ESTIMATES.    DEPARTMntT    OF    COMXEECB     (S.   DOC. 

NO.  250) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
mimlcation  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  fiscal  year  1941.  amounting  to 
$239,000,  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  qrdered  to  te 
printed. 

RIGHT-OF-WAY   TO   THE    RICHMOND.   FREDERICKSBURG    &   POTOMAC 
RAILROAD    CO. — WASHINGTON    NATIONAL    AIRPORT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  Chairman  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislaUon  to  provide  for 
a  grant  to  the  Richmond.  Fredericksburg  It  Potomac  Rail- 
road Co.  of  a  right-of-way  across  certain  land  owned  by 
the  United  States,  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

I  PETITIONS    AND    MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  foUow- 
Ing  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry: 

Memorializing  the  Congnm  of  the  United  State*  to  recognize  Loui- 
siana's interest  In  the  sugar  Industry  by  permitting  It  to  produce 
a  greater  proportion  oX  the  continental  siigar  consumption 
Whereas  tlie  Louisiana  sugar  Industry   has  become  a  very  effi- 
cient industry  but  has  been  throttled  by  unprogresslve  policies  of 
the  Agricultural  Department  of  the  United  SUtes  Government;  aiid 


Whereas  under  the  1937  Sugar  Act  arbitrary  figures  were  adopted 
to  control  sugar  production  In  the  United  SUtes;  and  ( 

Whereas  Louisiana's  sugar  quota  for  1940  Is  362,000  tbns,  of 
36.000  tons  less  than  its  19»4  sugar  production;  and  In  contrast 
thereto  the  quota  for  beet-sugar  production  and  for  sugar  produc-' 
tlon  of  the  Territorial  possessions  of  the  United  States  has  been 
materially  Increased  over  the  figure  of  1904;  and 

Whereas  the  basis  for  the  Louisiana  quota  Is  further  unfair, 
unjust,  and  unreasonable  liecause  the  period  used  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  In  arriving  at  the  basis  between  the  year* 
1909-13  Is  a  period  when  our  Louisiana  cane  suffered  from  mosaic 
disease  and  from  drought:  that  the  acre  production  during  said 
period  of  time  was  2.154  pounds  viA  now  the  acre  production  is 
3,681  pounds:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  Louisiana  (the  house  of  representO' 
Uves  concurring).  That  we  do  respectfully  urge  upon  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  now  In  session,  that  the  proper  authorltlee 
vested  with  the  control  of  continental  sugar  production  be  re- 
quested to  give  the  State  of  Louisiana  a  fairer  sugar  quota;  be  It 
further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  concurrent  resolution  be  forwarded 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  Senate,  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  to  Louisiana's  sen- 
atorial and  congressional  RepresentaUves  in  Washington,  and  to 
the  press. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
following  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs: 

Memorializing  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the  Civil 

Aeronautics  Authority  to  establish  an  aviation  base  at  Lafayette, 

La. 

Whereas  the  United  States,  In  its  defense  program,  is  seeking  to 
establish  aviation  bases  In  various  sections  of  the  country;  and 

Whereas  the  city  of  Lafayette,  La.,  offers  a  modem  airport  wltb 
latest  equipment  and  faculties;  and 

Whereas  there  is  now  In  the  city  of  Lafayette.  La.,  a  ccAlege 
known  as  Southwestern  Louisiana  Institute,  where  students  study 
aviation,  several  of  whom  have  already  received  pilot's  licenses; 
and 

Whereas  in  the  defense  program  Lafayette,  being  near  the  Oulf 
coast,  could  be  used  for  an  aUr  base  to  prevent  any  successful  at- 
tacks through  the  Gulf  of  Mexico;  and 

Whereas,  shotild  the  existing  airport  be  not  sufficiently  large  to 
fill  the  requirements  and  needs  of  the  Federal  Oovemment  for 
an  air  base,  there  Is  a  sufficient  quantity  of  lands  that  could  be 
acquired  adjoining  the  airport  to  make  the  said  airport  as  large 
as  necessary:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved  hy  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  (the  houte  of 
representatives  concurring).  That  we  do  respectfuUy  urge  upon 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  now  In  session,  and  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority  that  the  proper  authorities  vested  with  the 
selection  of  air  bases  In  the  national-defense  program  be  requested 
to  make  Lafayette,  La.,  one  of  Its  air  bases;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  concurrent  resolution  be  for- 
warded to  the  President  of  the  United  States  Senate,  the  Sp)eaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  the  Louisi- 
ana senatorial  and  congressional  representatives  in  Washington, 
and  to  the  press. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table: 

Memorializing  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  adopt  such  leg- 
islation and  to  provide  such  funds  as  may  be  necessary  to  establish 
and  maintain  an  adequate  national  defense  for  the  United  State* 
of  America 

Whereas  a  greater  part  of  the  armies  of  the  clvllljied  world  are  now 
engaged  In  morttd  combat  which  wlU  inevitably  resiilt  in  the  loss  of 
countless  lives,  the  destruction  of  property,  and  Jeopardize  the  very 
existence  of  nations  themselves;  and 

Whereas  due  to  the  Improved  mechanized  power  of  modern  war- 
fare, particularly  in  the  air,  the  position  of  the  United  States  of 
America  la  not  secure  from  attack  by  the  aggressors  of  the  world; 
and 

Whereas  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America  has,  on 
Thursday,  May  16,  1940,  recommended  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  that  It  do  Immediately  provide  funds  in  the  amoimt  of  not 
less  than  •1.182,000,000  to  strengthen  the  national  defense  of  the 
United  States;  and 

Whereas  it  Is  the  deliberate  opinion  of  these  legislative  bodies 
that  such  action  Is  not  only  proper  but  necessary  in  order  to  Insure 
the  safety  of  this  Nation  and  the  perpetuation  of  American  Interest 
and  Ideals,  to  the  end  that  the  best  Interests  of  this  Nation  may  be 
served:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  (and  the  house  of 
representatives  concurHng),  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
Is  hereby  memorialized  to  forthwith  adopt  such  legislation  and  pro- 
vide such  funds  as  may  be  necessary  to  establish  and  maintain  an 
adequate  national  defense  for  the  United  States  of  America  in  view 
of  existing  world  conditions,  and  that  It  be  further  memorialized 
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to  adept  the  pro-am  of  rational  defense  outlined  by  the  President 
In  h's  mrs'^aRe  to  the  Congress  on  May  18.  1940:  be  It  further 

Rcaolred,  etc.  That  copies  of  the  resolution  be  forwarded  to  tlvB 
President  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  tne  Speaker  of  the 
Kou?e  of  Representatives,  and  the  President  of  the  United  States  gf 
Axnrrica. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  peti- 
tion of  sundry  citizens  of  Caldwell,  Idaho,  praying  that  the 
United  States  preserve  Its  neutrality  and  keep  out  of  war, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Ldons 
,    caub  of  Flora,  Miss.,  endorsing  the  national-defense  pro- 
gram, and  favoring  the  enactment  of  legislation  to  stop  all 
subversive  activities  In  the  United  States,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on   the  table. 

Mr.  MEAD  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Buf- 
falo. N.  Y.,  praying  for  the  enactment  of  legislation  to  stop 
all  subversive  activities  in  the  United  States,  and  also  that 
no  training  other  than  military  training  be  undertaken 
under  Oovemment  supervision,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  WAUSH  presented  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of  a  peti- 
tion from  the  Foreign  Commerce  Club,  Horton  I,  Marlor. 
president.  Boston  Mass..  praying  that  the  United  States 
adopt  a  strong  national -defense  program,  and  also  a  Oov- 
emment service-training  system,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Leo- 
minster. Mass..  praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session  dur- 
ing the  international  crisis,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  present«l  a  resolution  of  the  executive 
board  of  the  Women's  International  League  for  Peace  aniSi 
Freedom,  Maryland  Branch.  Baltimore.  Md..  requesting  that 
the  United  States  keep  out  of  war,  and  protesting  against 
the  enactment  of  legislation  to  conscript  man  power  or 
wealth,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Balti- 
more. Md..  endorsing  the  national-defense  program,  and 
praying  that  the  United  States  may  keep  out  of  war.  whidh 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.         T 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Young  Wornenfs 
Democratic  Club  of  Montgomery  County.  Md..  endorsing  the 
national -defense  and  rearmament  program  of  the  Presiderit 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs.  | 

REPORTS   or    COMMrrTESS  ' 

Mr.  CAPPER,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  5823)  for  the  relief  of  Morrissey 
Construction  Co..  reported  It  without  amendment  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1905)  thereon. 

Mr.  BROWN,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3741)  for  tlfe  relief  of  Charles  P. 
Madsen.  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1906)  thereon. 

Bfr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  OfBces  and 
Post  Roads,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4137)  relating 
to  transportation  of  foreign  mail  by  aircraft,  reported  It 
without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  190?) 
thereon.  ^ 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  add 
Surveys,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3869)  to  au- 
thorize the  participation  of  States  in  certain  revenues  froip 
national  parks,  national  monuments,  and  other  areas  undtfr 
the  administrative  jiu-isdiction  of  the  National  Park  Serv- 
ice, and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  without  amendment 
and  submitted  a  report  <No.  1908)  thereon.  , 

Mr.  KINO,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Coliun- 
bla.  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9722)  to  provide 
for  the  regulation  of  the  business  of  fire,  marine,  and  cas- 
ualty insurance,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  with 
amendments  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1909)  thereon.   ' 

Mr.  HUGHES,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (U.  R.  9139)  to  amend  an  act  en- 


titled "An  act  to  establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy 
throughout  the  United  States."  approved  July  1.  1898,  and 
acts  amendatory  thereof  and  supplementary  thereto,  re- 
ported it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1910)  thereon. 

KXPEDmON   IK   NAVAL   SHIPBinLDINO — REPORT  OP   COMMrrTEE   ON 
NAVAL   AFFAIRS     (REFT.    NO.    1863) 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  imder  permission  granted  . 
me  a  few  days  ago.  from  the  CcMnmittee  on  Naval  Affairs 
I  am  filing  a  written  report  to  accompany  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9822)  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, reported  by  me  on  the  17th  instant  from  that  com- 
mittee with  amendments. 

Since  this  bill  was  reported  favorably  some  amendments 
have  been  added  by  the  committee  which  will  be  presented 
on  the  floor  and  explained. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report  will  be  received  and 
printed. 

KXXCXmVC  REPORTS  OP  A  COMMTTm 

As  In  executive  session, 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  simdry 
postmasters. 

BU.L8  Am)  jonrr  RESOLxmoM  nmtODUCCD 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  imanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  MALONEY: 

S.  4163.  A  bill  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the 
claim  of  Peter  M.  Roune;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  BURKE: 

S.  4164.  A  bill  to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of 
the  United  States  through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory 
military  training  and  service;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WALSH: 

S.  4165.  A  bill  to  provide.  In  cooperation  with  the  Port  of 
New  York  Authority,  for  the  construction  in  New  York  Har- 
bor of  a  graving  drydock  large  enough  to  accommodate  the 
largest  naval  ships  built  or  buJding;  and 

S.  4166.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  certain 
moneys  received  by  the  United  States  in  connection  with 
proceedings  against  the  Standard  Oil  Co.  of  California  and 
others,  pursuant  to  the  joint  resolution  of  February  21,  1924 
(43  Stat.  15) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  WHEELER: 

8. 4167.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  authoriz- 
ing construction  of  water  conservation  and  utilization  proj- 
ects in  the  Great  Plains  and  arid  and  semlarid  areas  of  the 
United  States,"  approved  August  11.  1939  (53  Stat.  1418), 
and  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  promote  conservation  in  the 
arid  and  semlarid  areas  of  the  United  States  by  aiding  in 
the  development  of  facilities  for  water  storage  and  utiliza- 
tion, and  for  other  purposes."  approved  August  28.  1937  (50 
Stat.  869) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 

(Mr.  LtTNDEEN  Introduced  Senate  Joint  Resolution  282, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
and  appears  imder  a  separate  heading.) 

ACQXnSITlON  OP  MILrTART  BASES  IN  WESTERN  HEMISPHERE 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  for  some  time  we  have  had 
under  discussion,  on  this  Senate  floor  and  in  the  daily  press, 
the  acquisition  of  land  now  in  non-American  hands  uithin 
the  Western  Hemisphere.  Air  and  naval  bases  are  of  utmost 
importance  to  our  national  defense.  These  islands  and  Amer- 
ican possessions  must  be  put  under  our  flag  now — not  later 
or  when  it  may  be  too  late,  but  now. 

Time  and  again  during  many  years  I  have  pioneered  this 
legislation.  I  hope  we  may  have  Senators'  support  now  that 
the  storm  clouds  of  Europe  are  rising  on  our  horizon. 

I  am  introducing  a  Senate  joint  resolution  which  is  more 
comprehensive  than  any  other  resolutions  proposed  In  the 
past.    The  Joint  resolution  is  very  short,  and  I  ask  that  it 
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Me  on  the  table  and  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
in  my  remarks. 

There  l>eing  no  objection,  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res. 
282)  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  pur- 
chase or  otherwise  acquire  by  peaceful  means  islands  or 
ixjcsessions  of  non-American  nations  within  the  Western 
Hemisphere  was  read  twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  President  of  the  tJnlted  States  Is  hereby 
authorized  to  acquire,  by  negotiation  and  purchase.  Islands  and 
possessions  of  non-American  nations  within  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. In  the  event  negotiation  and  purchase  fails,  the  President 
is  hereby  authorized 'to  proceed  to  acquire  such  vital  and  necessary 
Islands  and  possessions  by  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States. 

S«c.  3.  That  there  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sum  or 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  upon  recommendation  of  the  President 
to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

KOTICE  OP  MOnOH  TO  SUSPEMD  THE  RtTLE — AMENDMENT 

Mr.  BANKHEAD  submitted  the  following  notice  in  writing: 
In  accordance  with  the  provision  of  rule  XL  of  the 
Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate.  I  hereby  give  notice  In  writing 
that  it  is  my  intention  hereafter  to  move  to  suspend  para- 
graph 4  of  rule  XVI  for  the  purpose  of  proposing  to  the  bill 
<H.  R.  10104)  making  appropriations  to  supply  deficiencies  in 
certain  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 

1940.  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  supplemental  appropri- 
ations for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30.  1940.  and  June  30, 

1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  the  following   amendment, 
namely':  | 

At  the  proper  place  ln.sert  the  following: 

"Sec.  — .  The  dat?  In  the  first  proviso  of  the  fourth  paragraph 
under  the  heading  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue'  (relating  to  re- 
funds of  processing  and  related  taxes),  in  the  Second  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act.  fiscal  year  1938.  as  amended,  is  hereby  changed 
from  July  1.  1940.'  to  July  1,  1941'." 

Mr.  BANKHEAD  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  House  bill  10104.  the  Second  Deficiency 
Appropriation  Act,  1940,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

(For  text  of  amendment  referred  to  see  the  foregoing 
notice.) 

KXPEDITION    IN    STRENGTHENING    THE    NATIONAL    DEFENSE — ^ADDI- 
TIONAL   SENATE    CONFEREE 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sheppard.  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Thomas]  was  appointed  an  additional  conferee  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strength- 
ening of  the  national  defense,  now  being  considered  in  con- 
ference. 

KTTRT  PRINCS — VETO  MESSAGE    (S.  DOC.  HO.  248) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read.  and.  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate:  \ 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  S.\3673.  "to  enable 
Kurt  Prlngs  to  enter  and  remain  permanently  in  the  United 

States." 

My  disapproval  of  this  enactment  is  Justified.  I  think,  upon 
the  ground  that  the  alien,  a  native  of  Cologne,  Germany,  was 
refused  a  German  quota  Immigration  visa  at  the  American 
Consulate  General  In  Mexico  City  in  1938  because  he  admitted 
committing  acts  constituting  perjury,  an  offense  Involving 
moral  turpitude,  in  connection  with  his  application  for  a  non- 
immigrant temporary  visitor's  passport  visa  at  the  American 
Consulate  General  at  Tokyo,  Japan,  In  1935. 

Frankun  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  June  19.  1940. 

EARLE  EMBREY — VETO  MESSAGE    (S.  DOC.  NO.  247) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanying  bUl.  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 
LXXXVI M« 


To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  S.  2209,  an  act 
for  the  relief  of  Earle  Embrey. 

S.  2209  in  terms  provides  for  the  payment  of  $679.86  to 
Earle  Embrey,  New  Albany,  Ind.,  in  full  satisfaction  of  his 
claim  against  the  United  States  for  a  refund  of  social- 
security  taxes  paid  by  him  during  the  year  1938,  under  a 
misinterpretation  of  the  provisions  of  title  IX  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  with  respect  to  credit  for  the  amount  of  contri- 
butions paid  into  an  vmemployment  fund  under  a  State  law. 
The  files  of  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  disclose  that 
on  January  31,  1938,  Mr.  Embrey  filed  a  return  of  tax  for 
the  calendar  year  1937  imder  title  IX  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  showing  tax  in  the  amount  of  $809.84  which  has  been 
paid  in  full.  No  credit  was  taken  on  the  retvun  for  contri- 
butions to  State  imemployment  funds.  On  May  17,  1938, 
Mr.  Embrey  paid  into  the  unemployment  compensation  fund 
of  the  State  of  Indiana  the  stun  of  $679.85,  representing 
contributions  with  respect  to  emplojnnent  during  1937  re- 
quired of  the  taxpayer  under  the  unemployment  compensa- 
tion law  of  that  State. 

The  original  provisions  for  crMM  against  the  tax  Imposed 
by  title  IX  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  contained  in  section 
902  thereof,  perqiitted  the  allowance  of  credit,  to  the  extent 
of  90  percent  of  the  tax.  for  contributions  with  respect  to 
employment  during  the  calendar  year  paid  before  the  due 
date  of  the  taxpayer's  return;  that  is.  before  January  31 
next  following  the  close  of  the  calendar  year  or  such  due 
date  as  extended  for  not  more  than  60  days.  Since  the 
contributions  for  the  year  1937  were  not  paid  prior  to  Janu- 
ary 31,  1938  (no  extension  of  time  having  been  applied  for 
or  granted),  credit  against  the  tax  on  account  of  the  con- 
tributions was  not  allowable  under  the  original  provisions 
of  law  referred  to.  Accordingly,  claims  filed  by  Mr.  Embrey 
for  refund  and  abatement  of  the  tax.  based  upon  the  pay- 
ment of  such  contributions,  were  rejected  in  full. 

However,  the  provisions  for  credit  against  the  tax  for 
1936.  1937,  and  1938  under  title  IX  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  were  subsequently  liberalized  'as  to  all  taxpayers  by  sec- 
tion 902  of  the  Social  Security  Act  amendments  of  1939.  en- 
acted August  10.  1939.  Section  902  (a)  (1)  of  the  amend- 
ments provides  for  the  allowance  of  credit  against  the  tax 
for  1936.  1937,  or  1938  for  contributions  with  respect  to  em- 
ployment during  such  year,  paid  into  an  unemployment 
fund  under  a  State  law  before  the  sixtieth  day  after  thf» 
date  of  enactment  of  the  amendments;  that  is,  before  Oc- 
tober 9.  1939.  Section  902  (d)  of  the  amendments  pro- 
vides for  refunds,  based  on  allowable  credits,  where  the  tax- 
payer has  paid  his  tax  without  the  benefit  of  the  credit. 

Since  Mfj^^mbrey  paid  contributions  into  the  unemploy- 
ment compensation  fund  of  the  State  of  Indiana  in  the 
amount  of  $679.85  with  respect  to  employment  during  the 
calendar  year  1937  prior  to  October  9,  1939,  that  amount 
was  under  the  lit)erallzed  provisions  aUowable  as  credit 
against  the  Federal  tax  for  such  year.  The  Federal  tax 
having  been  paid  by  Mr.  Embrey  without  the  benefit  of  this 
credit,  he  was  entitled  to  a  refund  of  the  tax  equal  to  the 
amount  of  the  credit. 

The  files  of  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  disclose  that 
on  December  22.  1939.  a  check  in  the  amount  of  $679.85  in 
favor  of  Mr.  Embrey  was  transmitted  to  the  Collector  of 
Internal  Revenue  at  Indianapolis.  Ind.,  for  delivery  to  Mr. 
Embrey,  and  the  files  further  disclose  that  Mr.  Embrey  has 
received  payment  in  full. 

Accordingly  I  withhold  my  approval  of  S.  2209. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

THE  White  House,  June  19,  1940. 

ALTERATION  OF  BRIDGES  OVER  NAVIGABLE  WATERS — VETO  MESSAGE — 

ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  TRUMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  an  an- 
nouncement. There  has  been  some  interest  in  House  bill 
9381.  a  railroad  bridge  bill  which  the  President  vetoed  and 
which  was  passed  by  the  House,  upon  reconsideration,  and 
l8  now  on  the  desk.    I  desire  to  make  announcement  to  the 


'< 


8682 


CONGRESSIONAL  JRECORD— SENATE 


June  20 


Senate  that  I  Intend  to  ask  for  consideration  and  action 
on  that  UIl  tomorrow  at  the  most  convenient  time. 

BXVENXTK   BILL   Or    1940 TAXATIOlf   OF   WHISKY 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  place  in  the  Record  a  telegram  from  Robert  Barry,  an 
ofBcial  of  the  National  Distilleries  Co..  who  says  his  company 
makes,  in  addlUon  to  straight  whisky,  five  or  six  blended 
products,  and  he  approves  the  action  of  the  Senate  in  tax- 
ing both  straight  whisky  and  blended  products. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

New  Tout.  N.  Y..  Juw  20.  1940. 

WaLTXB     MtTLSBT. 

Secretary  to  Senator  Albert  B.  Chandler, 

SentLte  Office  Buildtni/.  Washington.  D.  C: 
XJquor  News,  an  Important  trade  paper,  calls  apedflc  attention 
In  Issue  out  today  to  faUure  of  national  distillers  to  take  position 
on  rectiners  tax:  putting  us  In  position  of  dodging  Issrue.  Would 
very  much  appreciate  therefat«  tf  Senator  will  Introduce  my  tele- 
gram in  Rzcoao.  saying  that  at  time  original  tdegram  from  Ken- 
tucky distillers  tx  inserted  Monday  our  ofBclals  had  not  been  con- 
tacted and  that.  also,  we  produce  five  or  &lx  blended  whiskies.  We 
believe  Increased  tax  on  rectification  J\ist  as  |ustlflable  for  national- 
revenues  as  that  on  straight  whlsklea. 

ROBCXT  Baut. 
TRX  KKD  CROSS ADDRESS   BT   CLITTON   PADIMAN 

(Mr.  Hn.L  a5ked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  an  address  delivered  by  Mr.  Clifton  Padiman  at  the 
war-relief  rally  of  the  District  of  Columbia  Red  Cross  Chap- 
ter on  June  16,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.! 

ACES    or    GXNERAL    OFFICERS    IK    THE    GERMAN    ARICT — ARTICLE    BT 

SICRID  8CHULTZ 

[Mr.  Hill  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  an  article  by  Sigrid  Schultz,  published  in  the  Wash- 
ington Herald  June  18,  1940.  entitled  "Hitler  Relies  on 
Young  War  Chiefs  for  Military  Success,"  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.]  ' 

SUfOCSATlC    COMVElfTIOl*    Df    WASHINGTON LXTTn    BY    SENATOR  [ 

SCHWiXLENBACH  I 

[Mr.  ScHWELLENBACH  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  \ 
Xuinted  in  the  Record  a  letter  written  by  him  to  the  Demo^ 
cratic    convention    of    the    State    of    Washington,    held    at<, 
Yakima,  Wa&h.,  on  June  15,  1940.1 

EMBARGO  ON  WAR  MATERIALS  TO  JAPAN 

[Mr.  ScHWELLCNBACH  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  letter  from  Joan  S.  Greene,  of  Cam- 
bridge. Mass..  on  the  subject  of  the  embargo  of  war  mate- 
rials to  Japan,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ALLEGED  DISCRIMINATION  AGAINST  COLORED  CITIZENS 

[Mr.  CvPER  a&ked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  article  published  in  the  Topeka  (Kans.^ 
Daily  Capital  entitled  "  Fifth  Column'  To  Attack."  by  R.  J. 
Reynolds,  dealing  with  alleged  discrimination  against  colored 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  which  appeals  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

PREPARATIONS  FOR   NATIONAL   DEFENSE RESOLUTIONS   OF   SHREVS- 

PORT.  LA.,  ELKS 

(Mr.  Overton  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  resolutions  adopted  by  the  Shreveport  Lodge, 
No.  122.  Benevolent  and  Protective  Order  of  Elks,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  national  defense  and  universal  military  training, 
which  appear  In  the  Appendix.] 

trend  toward  war ST.  LOUIS  POST  DISPATCH  EDITORIAL 

(Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  afked  and  olrtalned  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  St.  Louis  Post 
Dispatch  of  June  19.  1940.  entitled  "How  We  Are  Being  Led 
to  the  Brink,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.J 

SUPPLEMENTAL   APPROPRIATIONS   FOR    THE    NATIONAL   DEFENSE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  <H.  R. 
10055)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  national 
defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1941,  and  for  other 
purposes. 


BCr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  formal  reading 
of  the  bill  be  disijensed  with,  that  it  be  read  for  amendment, 
and  that  committee  amendments  t)e  first  considered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered.  The  Clerk  will  proceed  to 
state  the  amendment*  of  the  committee. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
was,  under  the  headmg  "Treasury  Department — Coast 
Guard",  on  page  5,  after  line  2,  to  Insert: 

Salaries.  Office  of  Commanrtant.  Coast  Oxiard:  Por  an  additional 
amount  for  personal  servloM  In  tht  Dlstxlct  of  Columbia,  fkical  year 
liMl.  988.880. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  address  myself 
briefly  to  certain  phases  of  the  jpending  appropriation  bill. 
I  understand  that  the  funds  carried  In  the  bill,  added  to  those 
which  have  been  appropriated  previously,  will  give  us  a  Regu- 
lar Army  of  375.000  men.  The  previous  appropriation  bill 
carried  fimds  for  280,000.  and  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  saying 
that  this  one  carries  funds  for  95.000. 

I  have  frequently  stated  that  in  my  opinion  we  should  go 
higher  than  this,  although,  of  coiuse.  this  is  a  forward  step. 
I  shall  not,  however,  offer  again  the  amendment  I  have  pre- 
viously offered,  to  raise  the  strength  of  the  Army  to  750,000, 
because  while  I  believe  strongly  that  we  should  have  an  Army 
of  that  size,  it  is  a  perfectly  empty  gesture  to  do  anything  of 
that  kind  when  the  War  Deiwirtment  Is  experiencing  the 
greatest  diflBculty  in  obtaining  recruits  for  an  Army  of  280,000 
men,  and  grave  doubts  are  expressed  by  those  competent  to 
have  an  opinion  as  to  whether  or  not  it  will  be  possible  to  build 
the  Army  up  to  the  very  small  number  of  375,000  by  the 
process  of  voluntary  enlistment. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  somewhat  surprised  at  the  statement 
made  by  the  Senator,  although  I  do  not  have  sufficient  knowl- 
edge to  express  an  opinion  as  to  its  accuracy:  but  I  have 
noticed  in  the  press,  and  I  have  received  a  number  of  letters 
corroborating  the  views  therein  expressed,  that  a  large  num- 
l)er  of  persons  desired  to  enlist,  that  they  were  seeking  oppor- 
tunities to  enlist,  and  visiting  the  various  places  where 
enlistments  might  be  made.  I  am  surprised  to  learn  that 
difSculty  is  being  experienced  by  the  Army  in  obtaining  the 
necessary  complement  in  order  to  build  our  Army  to  proper 
proportions. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  myself  was  stirprised,  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah;  but  I  have  in  my  hand  the  figures  fur- 
nished me  by  the  Adjutant  General  under  date  of  June  19, 
which  show  that  as  of  June  11  the  First  Corps  Area,  the 
Second  Corps  Area,  the  Third  Corps  Area,  and  the  Fifth 
Corps  Area  were  all  behind  the  quotas  which  tiad  been  as- 
signed to  them  with  a  view  to  raising  13.194  men,  which  is 
the  present  objective  of  the  Army  in  order  to  carry  out  its 
program  for  a  total  of  280.000. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  Will  the  Senator  pardon  me  for  asking 
whether  he  would  be  willing  to  express  an  opinion,  in  view 
of  the  dark  clouds  that  are  hanging  over  all  the  world  and 
casting  some  shadow  upon  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  the 
inadequacy  of  oiu-  Army,  and  the  failure  of  so  many  of  our 
young  men  to  enlist,  whether  he  believes  that  we  should 
resort  to  conscription  or  to  some  other  method  by  wtiich  to 
augment  the  military  forces  of  our  country? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  am  coming  to  that  in  just  a  moment 
The  facts  which  I  am  now  presenting  I  think  are  a  founda- 
tion for  the  edifice  which  I  am  trying  to  construct. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a  communication  which 
I  received  from  The  Adjutant  General  tmder  date  of  June 
19,  1940,  showing  that  the  present  volunteer  system  does 
not  work. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 

printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

a.  On  May  16.  1940.  the  War  Department  dispatched  requisitions 
to  all  corps  areas  for  the  procurement  of  an  additional  13.194  en- 
listed men  for  the  Army  and  a  direction  that  the  task  should  be 
completed  by  June  30,  1940.  The  following  tabulation  shows  the 
plan  and  the  status  based  on  last  reports  received  from  the  field  as 
of  June  16: 


Corpiarea 


Tint 

Sraond... 
Thtr.1  .. 
Fourth... 
Fifth  ... 
Slith  .. 
Pevi-nth.. 
Eiahth... 
Kiatb  ... 


Total. 


Oriicinal 

quota 

May 

16 


1.143 
1.302 
l.MO 
1.8S1 
1.875 
1.297 
JC2 
1.925 
1.009 


13,  IM 


Jon*  II  rrrt- 
sioD  to  injure 
cnmplrtton  of 
quotas  In  \:v 
King  oori*  areas 


7«7 

677 

1..W0 

zr^i 

l.HIO 
1.2U7 
1.062 
2,2)«l 
l.OM 


13,  IM 


Total 

rp5ult.<  as 

nbtained  as 

rriKjrtiMl 

on  JuQS 

10 


SS7 

3r>4 

VXA 
1,670 
l.Ml 
1,  1.S8 

640 
1.7S0 

690 


8,051 


Remainder 

to  be  pro- 

curwJ  by 

June  30 


400 
313 
514 
l.ntl 
440 
130 
413 
501 
503 


4,343 


b.  The  plan  for  the  procurement  of  the  next  Increment  of  an 
additional  38,000  men  to  raise  the  Army  to  a  strength  of  280.000 
men  will  begin  within  the  next  few  days  calling  for  monthly  pri- 
orities of  18.179  men  for  July  and  17.346  men  for  August,  plus 
2.748  flying  cadets.  Requisitions  to  corps  areas  are  now  in  prep- 
aration and  are  expected  to  be  dispatched  to  the  field  not  later 
than  June  20.  The  original  requisitions  for  each  corps  area  under 
this  plan  will  caU  for  approximately  the  numbers  shown  below: 

Original  requirement 
Corps  area: 

First- — 3.C40 

Second... - 4.  560 

Third 6.  320 

Fourth —     5-  320 

Fifth-. 4.  560 

Sixth 3.  800 

Seventh — ~ 3,  040 

Eighth - —     6, 320 

Total - -     38,000 

c.  The  details  of  the  plan  for  the  procurement  of  an  atlJltlonal 
05.000  men  to  raise  the  Army  to  a  strength  of  375,000  men  are  not 
yet  completed  and  the  proposed  starting  and  terminating  dates 
have  not  been  deanitely  set.  The  appropriation  bill  for  this  nvma- 
ber  has  not  yet  been  passed. 

The  original  requisitions  for  each  corps  area  imder  the  plan 
for  95,000  additional  men  wUl  call  for  approximately  the  numbers 
shown  below:  Original  requirement 

Corps  area: 

First- 7.  «00 

Second t - 11. 400 

Third . 13,  300 

Fourth 13. 300 

Fifth 11.  400 

Sixth 9.  600 

Seventh 7.  600 

Eighth 13. 300 

Ninth 7. «» 

Total - 95.000 

The  recent  blU  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  on  June 
17  raising  the  authorized  strength  of  the  Army  to  400,000  men  is 
understood  to  be  authorization  for  a  new  legal  limit  replacing  the 
former  legal  limit  of  280,000  men  and  does  not  In  itself  mean  that 
the  Army  wQl  be  recruited  to  that  strength  inunediately. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  state- 
ment with  respect  to  the  population  of  Army  corps  areas  in 
1937. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  ba 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Population  of  Army  corps  areas,  1937 
Population^  (In  thousands) 
First  Corps  Area: 

Maine 858 

New  Hampsblre BIO 

Vermont — — —  383 

Maasachusetts 4.  428 

Rhode  Island 881 

Connecticut 1. 741 

Total.. 8.  587 


1937 — Continued 


Population  of  Army  corps  areas. 

Second   Corps   Area: » 

New  Jersey *•  343 

Delaware .^.._ — — 261 

New  York. -  13.959 

Total — 17, 5M 

Third  Corps  Area: 

Pennsvlvania 10-  ^78 

Maryland ^  879 

Virginia _ -, 2.  706 

DlstHct  of  Columbia —  827 

Total "^iLJ;? 

Fourth   Corps   Area: 

North  Carolina 8. 493 

South  Carolina 1.  878 

Georgia 8. 088 

Florida 1. 870 

Alabama ,— 2.  895 

Tennessee 2.  893 

Mississippi _ 2.  023 

Louisiana 2, 132 


>  Bureau  of  the  Censtis  midyear  estimate,  July  1.  1937. 


Total 20, 065 


Fifth   Corps   Area: 

Ohio .- 8. 733 

West  Virginia L  865 

Indiana- 3.  474 

Kentucky 2. 920 

Total.- 14. 992 


Sixth   Corps   Area: 

niinois.- - 7.  878 

Michigan — - 4.  830 

Wisconsin 2,  926 


Total 15.  634 

Seventh  Corps  Area: 

Missovirl 3.  989 

Kansas '. L  864 

Arkansaa 2.  048 

Iowa-.- — 2.  552 

Nebraska. 1. 364 

Minnesota 2.  652 

North    Dakota '■ 706 

South  Dakota . ^92 

Total 15, 867 

Eighth  Corps  Area:* 

Texas 8.  172 

Oklahoma —  2,  548 

Colorado 1.  071 

New  Mexico 422 

Arizona *12 

Total. 10. 625 

Ninth  Corps  Area:* 

Washington 1.  658 

Oregon L  027 

Idaho T *^3 

Montana —  639 

Wyoming . 235 

Utah 619 

Nevada-- 101 

California. 6. 154 


Total 10,  726 

Sources:  Population,  Statistical  Abstract  of  the  United  States. 
1939.  p.  9.  Corps  areas:  Adjutant  General's  office,  Army  List  and 
Directory,  Apr.  20.  1939,  pp.  1-7. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  as  the  Senator  from  Utah  so 
ably  inferred,  in  view  of  the  fact, that  we  are  not  procuring 
the  men  for  this  little  army— and  it  is  a  little  army,  Belgium 


*  Island  of  Puerto  Rico  is  included  In  this  area  but  population 
of  1.774.000  was  not  added  In  with  the  States  in  the  area. 

"Excludes  a  portion  of  Arizona  west  of  west  longitude  114° 
and  south  of  north  latitude  33*  which  Is  attached  to  the  Ninth 
Corps  Area  for  purposes  of  administration,  etc.,  of  the  Border 
Patrol. 

*The  Ninth  Corps  Area  Includes  the  portion  of  Arizona  re- 
ferred to  in  note  3  and  also  Alaska  with  a  population  of  62,200 
in  1937,  which  was  not  included  in  the  population  of  the  area. 
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had  an  amy  of  600.000  mtn.  and  here  we  are  unable  to  get 
the  men  for  an  army  of  300.000— tt  Is  my  hope  that  by  enact- 
ing ?ome  Idnd  of  a  selective  service  law  now,  we  may  develop 
a  highly  trained  armed  force  which  will  make  unnecessary 
later  a  wholesale  draft,  and  will  thus  spare  the  American  peo- 
ple, in  the  terriWe  event  of  war,  the  needless  bloodshed  which 
would  come  from  throwing  into  battle  large  masses  of  men 
who  are  only  slightly  trained  and  have  only  their  bravery  as 
tbeir  armor. 

This  terrible  war  In  Exn"opc  teaches  us  many  lessons,  but 
one  of  the  lessons  it  has  taught  us  emphatically  is  that  qual- 
ities ol  mind  and  spirit,  no  mailer  how  superb  they  may  be, 
are  no  match  for  troops  that  are  highly  trained  in  mech- 
anized warfare. 

Another  lesson   this  war  has  taught  us  is  that   modem 
4ji  I  armies  cannot  be  raised  and  trained  after   the   war  has 

^  started.    It  simply  cannot  be  done. 

1  submit  that  It  is  clear  from  the  figures  of  The  Adjutant 
Oeneral,  which  I  hope  every  Senator  will  read  when  they 
appear  in  the  Rxcoao  tomorrow,  that  the  volunteer  system 
is  not  working.  I  submit  that  schemes  for  militarizing  the 
C.  C.  C.  are  grossly  undemocratic.  They  single  out  a  group 
of  underprivileged  boys  for  special  treatment,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  is  the  right  way  to  proceed. 

The  proposals  to  draft  jioncombatants.  which  have  been 
discussed — I  have  seen  something  said  about  drafting  our 
girls,  for  example — have  my  vigorous  opposition.  I  do  not 
believe  we  have  reached  the  stage  in  America  where  we  need 
to  commit  the  affront  to  family  life  and  to  all  our  institu- 
tions that  would  be  involved  in  drafting  womanhood. 

But.  Mr.  President,  we  need  trained  combat  troops  for  our 
own  defense,  and  we  are  not  getting  them.  We  should  get 
them  now.  We  owe  it  to  the  people  to  see  to  it  that  this 
period  shall  not  be  known  as  the  Cham.berlain  era  in 
American  history.  So,  lor  that  reason,  I  hope  that  some  kind 
of  selective  service  measure  will  be  acted  on  promptly. 

That  is  the  statement  which  I  desire  to  make,  and  before 
I  yield  my  seat  I  shall  ask  to  have  printed  as  part  of  my 
remarks  a  statement  which  has  been  prepared  for  me,  show- 
ing the  additional  cost  of  bringing  the  Army  from  the 
strength  of  375.000  up  to  a  strength  of  750.000.  In  asking 
for  that  imanimous  consent  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
this  is  the  initial  figure,  and  that  the  annual  figure  to  be 
added  for  maintaininK  an  army  of  750.000.  once  we  get  it  set 
up.  would  be  about  one-half  billion  dollars. 

•Hiere  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Ricord.  as  follows  : 

Jnerease  te  Meyular  Armjf  of  37SM00  to  reach  m  atrength  of  750.000 
for  Iht  firu.  compute  fiscal  pear 

Departmental  Items: 

OOcf  at  Secrrtarv  of  War 197.  678 

OfBoe  of  th«  Chief  of  Staff 68  74« 

Adjutant  Generals  Office .  1, 104.  oaa 

once  ol  Judge  Advocau  Ocxteiml 63.  290 

Oflice,  Clilel  oX  Ptuance .  754.  158 

OOo*  ot  Quartermaster  Oeneral. .,._ ..^..  S27  633 

OOca.  Chiti  Slgrtal  OOcer ^  261.516 

OOloc.  CtUef  of  Air  Corpa —— .  126.  000 

OfBea.  Surgeon  General «  451.343 

Contingent  expenses.  War  DeparUuent .  477. 000 

Printing  and  binding.  War  Deparuueat- ..^  1. 010.  848 


Ttjtal.  departmental 


Military  Items: 

Special    field   exercises 

Welfare  of  enlisted  men. 
Pay  ol  tbe  Army 

Travel  of  the  Army 


Enpenaeei  of  courts  martial 

Apfvabcnskm  of  dcaertcra 

Finance  service.  Army 

Subsistence  of  the  Army ., 

■afolar  sxippltes  of  the  Army 

Clothing  and  eqtilpage  of  the  Army 

IncM^ntal  expctMes  of  the  Army . . 

Army  transportation: 

Animal 

Water 

Motor 

RcU 

Bones,  draft  and  pack  animals — ._ 


4,733.227 


34.000.000 

506.  250 

a04.  391.700 

15.  191.  345 

78.491 

24.535 

2.042.863 

76.  566. 562 

16.459.066 

119.751.258 

14. 426.  492 

e5a.flo« 

3.373.153 
•9.496.969 
80.  835. 952 


increaae  iH  Regular  Army  of  17SJ0O0  to  reach  a  stren9th  of  750.000 

for  the  first  complete  fiscal  year — ConUnued 

Military  Items — Continued. 

Military   posts,  temporary  shelter  and  storage  ^^ 

for  ammunition. '^•^rVS^ 

Barracks  and  qtiarters ,   iT«' ioa 

Construction  and  repair  of  hospitals i.  »"•  «»2 

Signal  Service  of  the  Army 200000000 

Air   Ccrijs.  Army %o"  ^on"  o^a 

Medical  and  hospital  department.  Army.. -  28.  490.  saw 

Engineer  Ser/lce.  Army — oiooao'^ 

Ordnance  Service  and  supplies.  Army ';.  «o,  alt 

Chemical  Warfare  Service.  Army IS' «4T' c^ 

__•_  53.  0(1,0^0 


Orgcanlzed  Reaervea 

Total,  military » 1.482. 850. 122 

Grand  total..!^?^ 1,  487.  583.  34d 

>  Includes  $134,434,246  for  critical  Items  of  equipment  and  »300.- 
000.000  for  reserve  ammunition. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  SeiMitor  yield? 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  yiekL 

Mr.  KING.  The  able  Senator  has  Just  suggested  that  we 
should  have  the  more  efficient  selective  system.  Is  there 
any  legislation  now  pending  which  would  accomphsh  the 
object  he  has  In  mind,  and,  if  not.  has  he  submitted  a  bill 
which  would  provide  for  a  proper  development  of  the  selec- 
tive system,  and  which  would  in  the  end  reach  the  objective 
which  we  seek? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah  that  I  have  been  studying  several  bills.  I  have 
not  introduced  a  bill  myself,  although  I  should  be  very 
glad  to  do  so  if  I  thought  there  was  any  demand  for  it. 
I  understand  that  the  War  Department  has  such  legislation 
ready,  and  that  It  could  be  gotten  up  here  in  10  minutes 
in  the  event  there  was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
leadership  here  to  support  such  a  proposal. 

Mr.  KING.  Does  not  the  Senator  further  believe,  in  the 
light  of  the  information  vvhich  he  has  received,  and  part 
of  which  he  has  brought  to  our  attention,  that  a  measure 
of  the  character  he  has  indicated,  which  provided  for  a 
proper  selective  system,  would  have  no  difficulty  in  receiv- 
ing the  approval  both  of  the  House  and  the  Senate? 

Mr.  IiOE>GE.     I  should  hope  that  that  a'ould  be  true. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  share  the  Senator's  hope,  and  I  think  it  is 
not  merely  faith.  I  believe  his  hope  Is  founded  upon  what 
I  trust  is  reality. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Well.  I  certainly  hope  so,  because  it  is 
somethinc  that  we  ought  to  come  to  grips  with  at  once. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts if  he  thought  that  the  fact  that  we  pay  C.  C.  C. 
boys  $30  a  month,  and  pay  members  of  the  Army  $21  a 
month,  had  anything  to  do  with  the  cin/'ifins  up  or  slowing 
up  of  enlistments? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  think  for  certain  types  of  people  that 
would  be  an  inducement,  but  I  do  not  know  how  much  of 
a  factor  it  has  been. 

INVESTIGATION  CT  ENFORCEMENT  OF  ANTITRtTSI  LAWS  BY  OEPABT- 

MENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  have  just  been  reading  the 
proceedings  which  tock  place  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
as  printed  In  the  Congressional  Record  of  yesterday,  and  ob- 
serred  the  remarks  made  on  the  fl-ocr  of  the  House  by  Repre- 
sentative DiNGELL.  of  Michigan .  concerning  a  Senate  resolu- 
tion, and  the  hearings  had  thereon  by  a  subcommittee  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate.  The  Representative  from 
Michigan  correctly  stated  the  situation  as  developed  in  the 
subcommittee.  He  called  attention  to  the  provisions  of  the 
resolution,  and  I  feel  that  in  Justice  to  one  of  the  departments 
Ox  the  Government  I  should  make  an  added  explanation  of  the 
attitude  of  the  subcommittee,  and  also  the  attitude  of  the 
Department. 

The  resolution  to  which  I  refer  was  submitted  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Nye  I,  and  requested  a  Senate 
investigation  of  the  entire  natural-gas  industry.  It  also  re- 
quested an  invesUgalion  as  to  whether  w  not  alleged  viola- 
tions of  antitrust  laws  are  properly  enforced  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice. 
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The  subcommittee  which  heard  the  testimony  was  composed 
of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  Danaher],  and  myself.  We  agreed,  I 
think  unanimously,  that  an  investigation  should  be  had  and 
so  reported  to  the  full  committee.  We  did  not  think  this  was 
the  proper  or  appropriate  time  to  conduct  the  investigation, 
and  we  made  such  a  recommendation  to  the  full  committee. 
Ai  a  result  of  the  action  of  the  full  committee,  the  resolution 
Is  in  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  today  waiting  to  be 
called  up  by  the  subcommittee. 

The  point  I  particularly  desire  to  bring  out  relates  to  the 
second  part  of  the  resolution  which  asks  for  an  investigation 
in  effect,  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  antitrust  laws  are  being  properly  enforced.  I  wish  to 
say  that  Mr.  Thurman  Arnold,  in  charge  of  the  Antitrust 
Division,  appeared  before  our  committee  and  testified  at 
length.  The  Department  of  Justice  did  not  oppose  that  part 
of  the  resolution,  and  in  justice  to  Mr.  Arnold  I  take  the  floor 
to  make  that  statement  today,  and  also  to  say  that  Mr.  Arnold 
himself  not  only  urgently  requested  that  the  Senate  commit- 
tee be  authorized  to  Investigate  the  natural  gas  industry,  but 
also  urged  the  committee  to  investigate  the  activities  and  do- 
ings of  the  Department  of  Justice  in  connection  with  alleged 
violations  of  the  antitrust  law. 

I  thought  it  only  fair  to  Mr.  Arnold  that  the  Senate  and  the 
House  should  know  that  his  Division  of  the  Depsutment  of 
Justice,  does  not  oppose  the  investigation,  but  on  the  contrary 
has  requested  it. 

MESSAGES   FROM   THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  submitting  nominations  of  two  members  of  the 
President's  Cabinet  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by 
Mr.  Latta,  one  of  his  secretaries. 

STTPPLEMEITTAL    APPROPRIATIONS   FOR   THE  NATIONAL   DEFENSE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10055)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  national 
defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for 
other  purposes.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Miller  in  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment 
on  page  5,  line  2. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  imder  the  heading  "War  De- 
partment— Civil  functions",  on  page  6,  after  line  7,  to  insert: 
^  coaps  or  xnchtceis — RTVcas  and  harbors 

Maintenance  and  Improvement  of  existing  river  and  harbor 
worka:  For  an  additional  amount  for  the  preservation  and  main- 
tenance of  existing  river  and  harbor  works,  and  for  the  prosecution 
of  such  projecu  heretofore  authorized  aa  may  be  most  desirable 
In  the  interest  of  commerce  and  navigation.  Including  the  objects 
and  under  the  conditions  specified  under  the  headings  "Improve- 
ment of  Existing  River  and  Harbor  Works"  and  "Maintenance  of 
Existing  River  and  Harbor  Works"  in  the  Budget  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1941,  to  be  immediately  and  continuously 
available  tintU  expended,  $8,127,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Title  n — 
War  Department — Military  activities — ^Air  Corps",  on  page  9. 
line  8.  after  the  word  "Army",  to  strike  out  "$249,830,282" 
and  Insert  "$293,330,282".  so  as  to  read: 

Air  Corps.  Army.  $293,330,282;  and.  In  addition,  the  Chief  of  the 
Air  Corps,  when  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  may  enter 
Into  contracts  prior  to  July  1,  1941.  to  an  amount  not  In  excess 
of  $109,250,567.  for  the  procxirement  of  new  airplanes,  equipment, 
spare  parts,  and  accessories. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Office  of 
the  SecreUry",  on  page  12,  after  line  14,  to  insert: 

Sec.  201.  The  appropriations  for  "Regular  supplies  of  the 
Army."  "Clothing  and  equipage."  "Army  transportation."  "Signal 
Ser\lce  of  the  Army."  "Air  Corps,  Army."  Medical  and  Hospital 
Department."  "Engineer  Service.  Army."  "Ordnance  Service  and 
supplies.  Army."  "Chemical  Warfare  Service."  and  "Seacoast  de- 
fen-ses"  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  shall  each  be  available  for  the 
employment  of  persons  and  the  procurement  of  supplies  and  serv- 
ices, printing  and  binding,  and  communicaUon  service  at  the  seat 
of  government  and  elsewhere. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12,  line  25,  to  change 
the  section  number  from  201  to  202. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Title  III — 
Navy  Department — Bureau  of  Navigation",  on  page  13,  after 
line  18.  to  insert: 

Naval  Reserve.  Including  additional  training  for  Naval  Reserves, 
without  regard  to  limitations,  specified  under  this  head  in  the 
Naval  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1941,  and  for  training 
exercises  of  the  Naval  Reserve  during  the  fiscal  year  1941  and  for 
each  and  every  object  connected  therewith  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  including  rental  of  civilian  craft  and 
hire  of  personal  and  other  services,  $7,500,000:  Provided,  That  the 
first  two  provisos  of  the  paragraph  under  the  heading  "Naval 
Reserve"  contained  in  title  I  of  the  act  making  appropriations  for 
the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval  service,  fiscal  year  1941,  are 
hereby  repealed. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  imder  the  subhead  "Bureau  of 
Engineering",  on  page  10.  after  the  word  "material",  to 
strike  out  "$25,200,000"  and  insert  "$25,500,000",  so  as  to 
read: 

Engineering,  including  the  necessary  tools,  equipment,  and  fa- 
cilities in  naval  establishments  or  private  plants  for  expediting 
construction  and  delivery  of  engineering  material,  $25,500,000,  of 
which  not  to  exceed  7  percent  shall  be  available  for  the  pay  of 
employees  assigned  to  group  IV  (b)  and  those  performing  similar 
services  carried  under  native  and  alien  schedules  in  the  Schedule 
of  Wages  for  Civil  Employees  in  the  Field  Service  of  the  Navy 
Department. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Bureau  of 
Construction  and  Repair",  on  page  14,  line  20.  after  the  word 
"material",  to  strike  out  "$21,400,000"  and  insert  "$21,500,- 
000",  so  as  to  read: 

BUREAU   or  CONSTRUCTION   AND   REPAIS 

Construction  and  repair,  including  the  necessary  tools,  equip- 
ment, and  facilities  in  naval  establishments  or  private  plants  for 
expediting  the  construction  and  delivery  of  hull  and  other  mate- 
rial, $21,500,000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  7  percent  shall  be  avail- 
able for  the  pay  of  employees  assigned  to  group  IV  (b)  and  those 
performing  similar  services  carried  luider  native  and  alien 
schedules  In  the  Schedule  of  Wages  for  CivU  Eimployees  In  the 
Field  Service  of  the  Navy  Department. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  subhead  "Bureau  of 
Ordnance",  on  page  15.  line  2,  after  the  word  "Including", 
to  Insert  "increased  facilities  at  Indianhead,  Md.,  for  the 
manufacture  and  storage  of  powder",  and  In  line  9,  after 
the  word  "land",  to  strike  out  "$63,028,370"  and  insert 
"$72,528,370",  SO  as  to  read: 

Ordnance  and  ordnance  stores.  Navy,  Including  Increased  facili- 
ties at  Indianhead,  Md.,  for  the  manufacture  and  storage  of 
powder,  additional  equipment,  tools,  and  facilities  at  ordnance 
stations  or  private  plants  for  production,  handling,  and  storage  of 
ordnance  material  and  ammimltlon.  acquisition  or  construction  of 
one  ferry  boat  for  the  Naval  Torpedo  Station,  Newport,  R.  I.,  and 
not  to  exceed  $25,000  for  the  acquisition  of  land,  $72,528,370;  and 
In  addition  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may,  priw  to  July  1,  1941, 
enter  into  contracts  for  ordnance  and  ordnance  materials,  includ- 
ing ammunition,  to  an  amount  not  in  excess  of  $28,560,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Public 
works.  Bureau  of  Yards  and  EKKks",  on  page  19,  line  1,  after 
the  word  "dock",  to  strike  out  "(additional  for  fixing  up  ways 
No.  3  to  take  45,000-ton  battleship)",  so  as  to  read: 

Navy  Yard,  Philadelphia,  Pa.:  Additional  Improvements  of  power 
plant  and  distributing  systems,  $450,000;  additional  extension  to 
yard  dispensary,  $50,000;  extension  of  additional  pier,  $150,000; 
additional  weight-handling  and  transportation  equipment.  $115,- 
000;  Improvement  of  shipbuilding  ways  No.  1.  $125,000;  addition  to 
shlpfitters'  shop.  $300,000;  electric  shop,  $255,000;  shipbuUding 
dock,  $10,000,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  21,  line  19,  after  the 
word  "land",  to  strike  out  "$24,000,000"  and  insert  "$24,204,- 
000",  so  as  to  read: 

Naval  Air  Station.  Quonset  Point,  R.  I.:  Additional  aviation 
shore  facilities,  including  buildings  and  accessories  and  acquisition 
of  land,  $24,204,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  22,  after  line  12,  to 
insert: 

Naval  Air  Station.  Canton  Island;  Aviation  shore  faculties.  In- 
cluding buildings  and  accessories.  •1,500.000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  22.  line  17,  after  the 
word  "land",  to  strike  out  "$1,000,000'  and  insert  "$2,- 
000.000".  so  as  to  read: 

Naval  Air  SUtlon.  Tongue  Point.  Oreg.:  Additional  aviation 
shore  facilities.  Includmg  buildings,  acceeaorles.  and  acquisition 
of  land.  •2.000.000.  •--?  w 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  24,  line  10,  after  the 
word  'iocation",  to  Insert  a  colon  and  the  following  proviso: 

Prcrvided.  That  the  fixed  fee  to  be  paid  the  contractor  as  a 
result  of  any  contract  hereafter  entered  Into  under  the  authority 
of  the  above-mentioned  act  shall  not  exceed  6  (>ercent  of  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  contract,  exclusive  of  the  fee,  as  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

So  as  to  read: 

The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April  25,  1939 
(&3  Stat  590-692).  shall  t>e  applicable  to  all  public  works  and 
publlc-utllltles  projects  provided  In  this  title,  regardless  of  loca- 
tion: Provided.  That  the  fixed  fee  to  be  paid  the  contractor  as  a 
r«*xUt  of  any  contract  hereafter  entered  Into  luader  the  authority 
of  the  above-mentioned  act  shall  not  exceed  6  percent  of  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  contract,  exdtislve  of  the  fee,  as  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Nav7. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  24.  after  line  15.  to 
Insert: 

To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  expedite  the  construc- 
tion or  pro\'l8lon  of  the  public-works  and  public-utilities  projects 
mentioned  in  this  act  and  In  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act  for  the 
fiscal  year  1941.  the  limit  of  cost  indicated  for  each  of  such 
projects  may.  In  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  be 
varied  upward  or  downward  by  an  amotmt  not  to  exceed  10  per- 
cent, but  the  aggregate  of  all  such  limits  of  cost  shall  not  be 
exceeded. 

The  amehdment  was  agreed  to. 

TTie  next  amendment  was.  under  the  subhead  "Bureau  of 
Aeronautics,"  on  page  25,  line  17,  after  the  words  'so  forth", 
to  strike  out  "$870,400"  and  insert  "$1,170,400";  and  in 
line  20.  after  the  words  "in  all",  to  strike  out  "$22,585,000" 
and  insert  "$22,885,000",  so  as  to  read: 

Aviation.  Navy:  For.  maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of  air- 
craft factory,  air  stations,  and  so  forth.  •1.170.400;  and  for  new 
construction  and  prociirement  of  aircraft  and  equipment,  spare 
paru  and  accessories.  •J1,714.600:  in  all.  •22.885.000. 

I 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

EXEt'irriVB   NOMINATIONS    REFERRBS 

Mr.  A8HURST.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Did  a  message  arrive  from  the  President 
^«f  the  United  States?  If  so,  I  ask  that  the  message  be  laid 
befoi^^the  Senate,  as  In  executive  session,  if  there  be  any 
nominations. 

As  in  executive  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Miller  in  the  chair)  laid 
before  the  Senate  the  following  Executive  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  which  was  read: 

Thx  WHrra  House.  June  20,  1940. 
To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  nominate  Henry  L.  Stimson,  of  New  York,  to  be  Secre- 
tary of  War.  PRAjncLUi  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  message  will  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  also  laid  before  the  Senate 
the  following  Executive  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  which  was  read: 

Trb  Witrn  Hovsi,  June  20,  1940. 
To  tJte  Senate  of  the  United  State*: 
I  nominate  Frank  Knox,  of  Illinois,  to  be  Secretary  of  the 

''*^^'  FkAjnooi  D,  RoonvBLT. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  message  will  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  a  member  of  either 
of  the  committees  to  which  the  nominations  have  been 
referred,  and.  of  course,  it  would  be  improper  for  me  to 
indicate  what  action  should  be  taken  upon  the  nominations. 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  however.  I  respectfully  submit 
that  action  should  be  taken  within  a  reasonable  time. 

Both  nominees  are  men  of  character  and  ability.  Un- 
doubtedly the  President  believed  them  to  be  fitted  for  their 
respective  duties. 

Mr.  Stimson  served  as  Secretary  of  War  in  a  former 
administration,  and  is  familiar  with  the  duties  of  that  impor- 
tant oflBce.  We  are  all  familiar  with  his  able  and  patriotic 
service  when  acting  as  Secretary  of  State.  His  paper  dealing 
with  the  invasion  of  Manchuria  by  Japan  will  rank  among 
the  ablest  state  papers,  and  if  his  views  had  prevailed  the 
situation  in  Asia  might  have  been  different  from  the  unfor- 
tunate condition  now  existing. 

I  have  no  personal  acquaintance  with  Colonel  Knox,  but 
he  is  known  in  military  circles  as  well  as  In  political  circles. 

SUPPLEMENTAL   APPROPRIATIONS   POR  THE   NATIONAL   DEFENSE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10055)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  national 
defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for 
Other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  re- 
ported by  the  committee  wiU  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top  of  page  26,  to  insert: 

MAXINZ    CORPS 

General  expenses.   Marine   Corps,   sa .000 .000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  subhead  "Alterations 
to  naval  vessels '.  on  page  26,  line  7.  before  the  word  "to", 
to  strike  out  "$14,360,000"  and  insert  "$24,360,000";  in  line  8. 
after  the  word  "expended",  to  strike  out  the  semicolon  and 
"and  in  addition,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  enter  into 
contracts  for  these  purposes  in  an  amount  not  in  excess  of 
$10,000,000".  and  in  line  14.  after  the  words  "per  centum", 
to  strike  out  the  semicolon  and  the  following  additional 
proviso:  "Provided  further.  That  in  connection  with  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  appropriation  and  the  exercise  of  the  au- 
thority in  this  paragraph,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is 
authorized  to  exceed  the  statutory  limit  on  repairs  and 
alterations  to  vessels",  so  as  to  read: 

Alterations  to  naval  vessels,  including  the  provision  of  anti- 
aircraft defense  and  the  construction  or  acquisition  and  conversion 
of  vessels  for  naval  auxiliaries  of  aU  kinds.  •24.360.000.  to  remain 
avaUable  until  expended:  Provided,  That  the  sum  to  be  paid  out 
of  thU  appropriation  for  the  emplo\-ment  of  classified  personal 
services  in  the  Navy  Department  and  In  the  field  service  to  b« 
engaged  upon  such  work  shall  not  exceed  7  per  centum. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  imder  the  subhead  "Navy  De- 
partment— Salaries  and  contingent  expenses",  on  page  28, 
after  line  6,  to  insert  "OfBce  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
$10,000 '.  so  as  to  read: 

For  compensation  for  personal  services  In  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, as  follows: 

OfBce  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  •10,000. 

Office  of  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  •20,000. 

Bureau  of  Navigation.  •36.000. 

Rydrographlc   Office.  •3fi.000. 

Naval    Observatory,   •3,000 

Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accotmta,  116.300. 

CoDtlngtnt   expeoMS,   $20M0. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Emergency 

fund",  on  p«ge  28,  after  line  14,  to  strike  out: 

Ths  SMfctary  of  the  Navy,  with  th«  approval  of  the  l^estdcnt. 
without  rtfnrcnca  to  section  3709  of  th«  Revised  Statutes,  and  for 
MiMrgency  national  •defense  purpoMS.  is  authorlud  to  enter  into 
contracu  prior  to  Juljr  I,  IMl.  In  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $26.- 
000,000.  for  all  MpcniM  In  ooniMctlon  with  the  renul  and  conver- 
sion, or  construction  or  acquisition  and  oonvenlon  of  vesMls  to 
naval  auxUtari«  and  patrol  craft  of  all  kinds. 
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And  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insert  the  following: 

To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  with  the  approval  of  the 
President,  without  reference  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 
to  rent  and  convert,  or  construct  or  acquire  and  convert  vesssela 
to  naval  auxUiaries  and  patrol  csaft  of  all  kindd,  •25,000,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  i 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  29.  after  line  2,  to 
insert : 

Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  authorized,  where  neces- 
sary, to  exceed  the  statutory  limit  on  repairs  and  alterations  to 
vessels  during  the  existing  emergency,  and  with  the  funds  appro- 
priated in  title  III  of  this  act.  to  acquire  and  convert  avixiliaries 
for  service  with  the  fleet. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  29.  after  line  7.  to 
Insert: 

Sec.  ■  302.  The  second  proviso  under  the  heading  "Naval  per- 
sonnel" conUlncd  in  title  n  of  the  act  making  appropriations  fcr 
the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year 
1941  Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows:  ":  Provided  further, 
That  to  the  extent  that  Naval  Reservists  are  not  available  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  shall  recruit  regular  enlisted  men  in  the  Navy." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  29.  line  15,  to  change 
the  section  number  from  301  to  303. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  That  completes  the  com- 
mittee amendments. 

The  bill  is  still  before  the  Senate  and  open  to  further 
amendment. 

Mr.  ANDREWS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf  of  the  committee, 
I  offer  an  amendment  at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida  I  Mr.  Andrews!. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  has  recognized 
the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  am  performing  a  service  on  his  behalf 
under  instructions  from  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  AI^DREWS.     I  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  on  behalf  of  the  committee  will 
be  stated. 

The  CHiir  Clerk.  On  page  23,  at  the  end  of  line  9,  it  is 
IH-oposed  to  insert  "Provided,  That  said  pipe  line  may  be 
built  in  cooperation  with'an  agency  of  the  State  of  Florida." 

Mr.  McNAltY.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
any  objection.    What  is  the  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Florida  is 
recognized  to  explain  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  is  added 
at  the  end  of  line  9.  Since  the  amendment  was  proposed 
yesterday  before  the  Appropriations  Committee  I  have  con- 
sulted with  the  Navy  Department.  At  the  meeting  of  the 
committee  yesterday  I  recommended  an  amendment  which 
was  acceptable  to  the  Navy  Dejpartment  and  thought  it  was 
being  inscribed  in  the  bill.  This  morning  I  learned  that  the 
amendment  which  is  being  proposed  is  not  acceptable  to  the 
Navy  Department.  I  did  not  have  an  opportunity  to  tell  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  this  morning  before  he  proposed  it. 

I  have  an  amendment  which  I  should  like  to  offer  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  amendment  offered  in  behalf  of  the  committee 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado.  I  understand  that  my  amend- 
ment is  acceptable  to  the  Navy  Department. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER,  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida,  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado.  wlU 
be  stated. 

The  Ckief  Clctk.  At  the  end  of  line  9.  on  page  23,  It 
is  proposed  to  Insert  the  following: 

To  b«  constructKl  by  tbs  Navy  alon*  or  In  cooperation  with  an 
agency  of  the  8tau  of  Florida,  at  the  discretion  of  the  Becretary 
of  the  Navy,  so  that  ths  Army.  Navy,  and  civilian  population  may 
be  Jointly  supplied  with  an  adMitiaU  {rash-water  supply. 


Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  explain  the 
difference  between  the  two  amendments?  The  amendment 
which  I  offered  on  behalf  of  the  committee  was  prepared  at 
the  instance  of  the  Senator  from  Florida,  and  we  assumed 
that  it  met  the  problem.  I  should  like  to  know  what  change 
in  the  language  is  involved. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  which  I 
proposed  before  the  conmiittee  is  in  different  language  from 
the  amendment  which  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has  pro- 
posed. After  the  committee  had  adjourned  yesterday,  I 
saw  the  form  of  the  amendment  which  the  committee  pro- 
posed to  present,  and  learned  that  it  was  not  in  the  form 
I  proposed,  and  might  not  be  acceptable  to  the  Navy.  I. 
therefore,  communicated  with  a  member  of  the  committee 
and  tried  to  have  the  amendment  which  I  had  drafted  pre- 
sented instead  of  the  one  just  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  (Mr.  Adams ].  This  morning  I  have  been  in, a 
meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  as  well  as  an- 
other committee  meeting,  and  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
to  discuss  the  matter. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  explain  what 
the  difference  is? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    I  will  be  happy  to  do  so. 

Key  West  used  to  be  a  city  of  about  24,000  or  25.000  in- 
habitants, but  since  the  East  Coast  Railway  was  destroyed  by 
a  hurricane,  its  population  has  dwindled  down  to  about 
15.000  persons.  Formerly  fresh  water  was  carried  over  the 
140  miles  to  Key  West  by  train  loads,  but  after  the  railway 
was  destroyed  by  the  West  Indian  hurricane  this  method  of 
procuring  fresh  water  for  the  island  of  Key  West  was,  of 
course,  made  impossible.  Those  interested  have  been  work- 
ing on  that  project  for  several  years,  and  at  the  last  session  of 
the  legislature  of  Florida  there  was  enacted  legislation  creat- 
ing what  is  known  as  the  Florida  Keys  Aqueduct  Commission. 
They  have  had  a  survey  made  of  the  cost  of  constructing  an 
aqueduct  from  the  mainland,  which  is  about  140  miles. 
After  careful  calculations,  it  has  been  ascertained  that  this 
aqueduct  can  be  constructed  for  the  $2,000,000  provided  in 
the  bill,  but  that  amount  will  permit  a  pipe  line  only  about 
8  or  10  Inches  in  diameter.  It  is  understood  that  such  a 
pipe  line  will  not  be  sufficient  to  furnish  water  to  the  Navy 
and  to  the  civilian  population.  Therefore  the  Florida  Keys 
Aqueduct  Commission  has  conferred  with  the  R.  P.  C.  and 
with  the  W.  P.  A.,  and  additional  funds  will  be  provided  in 
the  amount  of  about  $1,400,000  or  $1,500,000.  By  combining 
their  funds  it  will  l>e  possible  to  construct  a  pipe  line  14  or 
16  inches  in  diameter  instead  of  8  or  10  Inches  in  diameter, 
and  thus  afford  fresh  water  for  about  two  or  three  times  the 
present  population  of  the  island  of  Key  West. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  developments  in  Key  West 
are  now  going  forward  very  swiftly,  particularly  on  the  part 
of  the  Navy.  Whether  we  think  of  it  in  that  regard  or  not. 
Key  West  is  likely  to  become  more  or  less  the  Singapore  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  it  is  probable  that  it  will  have 
three  times  the  population  it  now  has  if  the  submarine  base 
is  further  developed,  which  is  expected  to  be  done,  and  also 
the  naval  sub-air  base  and  other  facilities,  including  those  of 
the  Army, 

The  State  of  Florida  offers  to  come  in  on  this  matter  and 
help  with  its  contribution  in  addition  to  the  $2,000,000  pro- 
vided in  the  pending  bill. 

For  the  reason  stated  we  desire  this  amendment  to  go  in 
the  measure. 

I  desire  to  substitute  the  amendment  as  drafted  and  as  Just 
read  by  the  clerk,  because  I  have  taken  the  matter  up  with  the 
Navy,  and  the  amendment,  as  revised,  which  I  now  propose, 
will  be  satisfactory  to  them.  It  authorizes  them  to  construct 
alone,  if  they  cannot  agree  on  some  basis  of  contribution  and 
method  of  construction  with  the  State  of  Florida.  In  other 
words,  this  amendment  will  add  about  one  million  four  hun- 
dred or  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  to  the  amount  made 
available  by  the  bill.  Likewise  the  Florida  Keys  Aqueduct 
Commission  owns  the  right-of-way  of  140  miles,  and  will  no 
doubt  furnish  the  right-of-way  for  the  construction  of  this 
pipe  line  to  carry  fresh  water. 


I 


i  J." 


ii 


\ 


i 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


i! 


8688 

I  think  the  propo&al  Is  feasible:  I  find  no  good  reason  at  all 
why  the  work  should  not  be  done  In  the  manner  now  proposed. 
Tho  amendment  would  not  bind  the  hands  of  the  Navy  but 
would  allow  the  riorida  Keys  Aqueduct  Commission  to  con- 
tribute the  land  and  aid  in  tb^  construction  of  this  pipe  line 
to  Key  West,  which  Is  also  an  absolutely  necessary  project  In 
furtherance  of  national  defense. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  explain  the  i 
difference  between  the  .amendments?  We  have  three  drafts. 
The  Senator  brousht  to  the  committee  one  draft  of  his  amend-  i 
ment:  then  the  committee  has  presented  one;  and  the  Senator  \ 
now  presents  a  third  draft.  We  understand  the  background 
of  It,  but  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  explain  the  differ- 
ences between  the  three  amendments,  what  is  the  occasion  for 
the  amendment  he  now  presents,  and  what  would  the  conse- 
quences be  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  will  be  glad  to  do  that.  The  amend- 
ment which  was  drafted  yesterday  and  handed  to  the  com- 
mittee was  the  one  which  was  suggested  by  a  Member  of  the 
House  who  helped  pilot  this  particular  provision  through  the 
House,  RepresenUtive  Cannoh.  of  the  Fourth  District  of  the 
State  of  Florida,  in  which  this  project  is  located. 

After  It  was  drafted,  and  after  seeing  the  one  that  Is  now 
offered  by  the  committee,  and  comparing  them.  I  took  the 
matter  up  with  the  Navy  Department,  and  this  morning  I 
have  drafted  an  amendment  with  which  I  understand  the 
Navy  Department  is  absolutely  in  agreement.  I  understand 
they  may  not  be  willing  to  go  along  with  the  one  the  commit- 
tee now  proposes. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  what  is  the  difference 
between  them?  I  understand  what  he  says  is  alx>ut  the  Navy 
Department:  but  what  is  the  difference  l)etwe€n  the  amend- 
ments: and  what  is  the  effect  on  the  Government  and  on  the 
Treasury? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  My  amendment  Is  In  the  alternative  and 
States  more  clearly  what  it  is  for.  This  amendment  would 
enable  the  State  of  Florida,  through  this  authority,  to  aid  in 
this  work.  Both  the  Navy  and  the  State  have  each  got  to  do 
certain  things;  and  the  amendment  allows  the  State  to  aid  in 
the  construction.  The  State,  as  I  have  said,  has  the  right-of- 
way,  and  will.  I  understand,  contribute  it  to  the  project. 

Mr.  BYRNES.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  thfe^--6enator  from 
Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  by  direction  of  the  committee,  reads: 

J*ro0Meif,  Tbat  said  pipe  line  may  be  built  In  cooperation  with 
•n  agency  of  the  State  of  Florida. 

That  leaves  It  discretionary  with  the  Na\'y  as  to  whether 
or  not  it  shall  build  the  pipe  line  in  cooperation  with  the 
State  of  Florida. 

The  amendment  the  Senator  from  Florida  offers,  it  seems 

to  me.  says  exactly  the  same  thing,  for  it   also  uses   the 

-  words  "with  an  agency  of  the  State  of  Florida."    So  far  as 

I  can  see,  there  is  absolutely  no  difference  between  the 

amendments. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  This  is  the  language  which  the  Navy 
Department  told  me  this  morning  the  Department  wanted. 
If  It  should  be  adopted,  at  any  rate  it  would  be  in  con- 
ference. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  If  the  amendment  is  adopted  in  the  form 
as  presented  by  the  committee,  it  w^ill  be  in  conference,  and 
If  there  is  any  question  about  the  language.  I  suggest  to 
the  Senator  from  Florida  he  may  then  talk  to  the  confer- 
ence committee  and  explain,  if  there  is  any  difference,  what 
the  difference  is  and  why  there  is  a  difference. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not 
agree  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Florida  but 
will  adopt  the  amendment  submitted  by  the  committee.  As 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  explained,  if  it  should 
be  changed,  the  change  can  be  made  In  conference. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  do  not  mind  accepting  the  committee 
amendment  and  having  it  go  to  conference,  where  it  caa 
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be  worked  out.  We  have  been  working  on  this  matter  for 
some  Ume.  This  U  a  proposition  that  we  have  worked  out; 
the  project  is  in  my  Slate;  and  I  thought  that  what  I  have 
said  here  with  regard  to  It  ought  to  be  accepted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Docs  the  Senator  from 
Florida  withdraw  his  proposed  amendment  In  the  nature 
of  a  subaUtute?  If  not.  the  Chair  will  put  the  quesUon  on 
his  amendment. 

The  question  Is  on  the  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  for  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado   I  Mr. 

AOAMS 1 .  . 

Mr.*ANDREWS.  Mr.  President,  I  will  accept  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  with  the  understanding 
that  at  the  conference  my  amendment  will  be  considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Florida  desire  to  withdraw  his  amendment? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  withdraw  it  at  the  present  time  for 
the  purpose  indicated.         

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  is  upon  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  IMr. 
AD.otsl  in  behalf  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  desire  to  submit  another  amendment  on 
behalf  of  the  committee  that  has  to  do  with  the  correction  of 
a  situation  in  reference  to  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  28.  line  7,  in  the  committee 
amendment,  after  the  word  "Navy",  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
"Including  salary  of  the  Under  Secretary  at  $10,000  per 
aiuitmi." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GURNEY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr  RUSSELL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  Irom  Georgia? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  rose  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado,  who  is  in  charge  of  the  bill. 

ACKICtTLTTRAL  APPROPRIATIONS — CONTERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit 
tne-. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  From  the  conference  committee  on  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill,  I  siibmit  the  second  confer- 
ence report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  report  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report,  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  and  amendments  of 
the  House  to  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8202)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  IMl,  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendments  numbered  41,  42, 
and  60. 

Amendment  nxunbered  44:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  44.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  45:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  95.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  95:  That  the  Seiukte  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  nimibered  95.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  90:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  dls- 
•greament  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numt}ered  99.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  103:  That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  nimibered  103.  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend- 
ment as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  Inserted  by  the  Senate 
amendment  a.^  amended  by  the  Houm  Insert  the  following: 

"l<oan«:  For  loans  In  accordance  with  title  I  of  the  Bankhead- 
JoiMB  Farm  Tenant  Act.  approved  July  33.  1937  (7  U.  8.  C.  lOOO- 
lOOS).  SAO.OOCOOO.  which  sum  shall  be  twrrowed  from  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  at  an  Interest  rate  of  3  per  centum 
per  ■"nym  asd  wtUch  stua  aball  not  be  used  for  maklcg  loatia 
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tmd«r  the  terms  of  tald  Act  for  the  purchaae  of  farms  of  greater 
value  than  the  average  farm  unit  of  thirty  acret  and  more  in  the 
county,  parish,  or  locality  in  which  such  purchase  may  be  made, 
which  value  shall  be  determined  aolely  according  to  sUtlstlcs  of 
the  farm  census  of  1940  after  surh  statistics  become  available,  but 
prior  to  that  time  may  be  determined  in  accordance  with  huch 
regulation*  as  may  be  promulgated  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture; 
and  the  Reconatructlon  Finance  Corporation  Is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  lend  such  num  to  the  Secretary  cf  Agriculture  upon 
the  Security  of  any  obligation*  of  borrowers  from  the  Secretary 
under  the  previsions  of  title  1  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant 
Act  approved  July  23,  1937  (7  U.  8.  C.  1000-1000) :  Prcwtded.  That 
the  amount  loaned  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  shall 
not  exceed  85  per  centum  of  the  principal  amount  ouutandlng  of 
the  obligations  constituting  the  security  therefor:  Provided  further, 
That  the  Secretary  may  utilize  proceeds  from  payments  of  prin- 
cipal and  interest  on  any  loans  made  under  such  title  I  to  repay  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  the  amount  borrowed  there- 
from under  the  authority  of  this  paragraph:  Provided  further. 
That  the  amount  of  notes,  bonds,  debentures,  and  other  such  obli- 
gations which  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Is  authorized 
and  empowered  to  Issue  and  to  have  outstanding  at  any  one  time 
under  exUtlng  law  is  hereby  increased  by  an  amount  sufflclent  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  hereof." 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  17.  20,  21,  37,  39,  43,  61.  65,  66,  and  105. 

RiCHAao  B.  Russell, 
Carl  Hayden. 
M.  E.  Ttdincs, 
J.  H.  Bankhkao, 
E.  D.  Smith. 
GoiALD  P.  Nye, 
Chas.  L.  McNart, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
Clarence  Cannon, 
M.  C.  Tarver, 
W.  P.  Lambertson, 
Managers  on  Vie  -part  of  the  House. 

The   PRESIDINO   OFFICER.     Is   there    objection   to    the 
present  consideration  of  the  conference  report? 
McNARY.    I  have  not  any  objection.    I  think  it  properly 

should  be  considered. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  report. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  desire,  however,  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia.  These  are  the  four  amendments  to 
which  disagreements  were  had  in  the  House  and  in  confer- 
ence? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  House  took  three  of  the  amendments 
out  of  disagreement  by  adopting  them.  They  disagreed- to 
the  fourth  amendment.  It  is  my  purpose  to  move  that  the 
Senate  recede  from  that  amendment.  Inasmuch  as  it  has  had 
two  record  votes  In  the  House. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  think  that  is  quite  proper.  For  the 
Record,  will   the  Senator  state  what   that  amendment   is 

about? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  first  two  are  very  small  amendments. 
One  involves  $10,000  for  range  investigations  in  the  south- 
east. That  amendment  was  adopted  by  the  House.  A  com- 
panion amendment  appropriated  $15,000  above  the  Budget 
estimates  to  prevent  the  discontinuance  of  certain  range  in- 
vestigations which  are  being  carried  on,  I  think  in  the 
Joaquin  Valley  in  California,  and  $10,000  for  similar  work 
in  relation  to  bet2f  cattle  studies  in  the  southeast. 

The  other  amendment  approved  by  the  House  appropri- 
ated $500,000  to  carry  out  the  arid-lands  program  for  the 
purpose  of  building  small  dams  and  water  reservoirs  in  the 
drotight  area. 

The  amendment  which  was  rejected  by  the  House  was  the 
one  appropriating  ftmds  for  the  eradication  of  the  white- 
fringe  beetle. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  conference  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  a  mes- 
sage from  the  House  of  Representatives  announcing  its  action 
on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  House  bill  8202. 
which  was  read,  as  follows: 

I  Xm  tks  HoTJas  or  RsranxNTATtvn, 

!  June  19.  1940. 

Resolved,  That  the  HouM  recede  from  Itc  dUagreement  to  the 
amendmenu  of  the  Senate  ntimbered  17.  S7,  and  10ft  to  ibe  bill 


(H  R  8303)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  A^- 
culture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  80,  IMl.  and  for  other 
purpoeea,  and  concur  therein;  j_.«» 

That  the  House  recede  from  lU  dlnagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  30  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  ax  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment insert  •••13,449.440':  ^  ^    ^^  a^  ^*  «e 

That  the  House  recede  from  ita  disagreement  to  the  amendment  oi 
the  Senate  numbered  31  to  aald  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  stun  inserted  by  aald  amend- 
ment insert  '•12  449.440':  ^^  . . 

That  the  House  recede  from  lU  diaagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  39  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  aum  inserted  by  aald  amend- 
ment Insert  "$14,353,435";  ^  .  . 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  43  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert  ••$17,924.435";   and 

That  the  Hotise  further  insist  upon  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  61,  65,  and  66  to  said  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  in  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  20,  21.  39,  and  43.  I  may  state  that 
they  merely  correct  totals,  that  action  being  made  necessary 
because  of  the  action  on  the  other  amendments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  now  move  that  the  Senate  recede  from 
Senate  amendment  numbered  61. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  move  that  the  Senate  further  insist  on 
Senate  amendments  numbered  65  and  66. 

Mr.  KING.     May  I  inquire  what  those  amendments  are? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  glad  to  advise  the  Senator  from 
Utah.  Those  two  amendments  are  totals  which  were  in  dis- 
agreement, due  to  the  action  of  the  House  in  refusing  to 
accept  the  Senate  amendment  appropriating  funds  for 
white-fringe  beetle  work. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  this  is  merely  a 
necessary  parliamentary  process.  These  totals  will  be  ad- 
justed on  the  floor  of  the  House,  following  which  the  Senate 
may  concur  in  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  Senate 
amendments. 

Mr.  KING.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SUPPLEMEKfTAL   APPROPRIATIONS   FOR   THB   NATIONAL   DEFENSI 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10055)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  national 
defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  let  me  submit  the  last  committee  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  yield  the  floor,  and  will  take  the  floor 
again  at  a  later  time. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  submit  an  amendment  simply  to  authorize 
the  detailing  of  enlisted  men  to  the  Department  relative  to 
a  minor  matter.  

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

Mr.  KING.  Before  the  amendment  Is  stated,  may  I  in- 
quire of  the  Senator  the  amount  that  has  been  increased  In 
the  bill  over  the  authorization? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    One  hundred  million  dollars. 

Mr.  KING.  And,  generally,  what  does  that  Increase  re- 
late to? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  principal  Item  of  increase  is  $43,000,- 
000  for  building  airplane  engines. 

Mr,  KINO,    By  the  Oovernment,  or  by  contract,  or  both? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    By  contract. 

Mr.  KINO.    What  is  the  other  Item? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  There  is  a  series  of  Items.  There  are  two 
contract  authorization!.  There  Is  sn  item  of  $7,&00,000  for 
eiEtrs  training  of  the  Naval  Reserves.   There  Is  an  $8,OOOX)00 
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Item  for  ordnance  materiel  for  the  Marine  Corps.  The  Bu- 
reau of  Yards  and  Docks  have  some  items.  There  is  a 
$10,000,000  Item  for  aJterations  in  naval  vessels.  There  is 
an  emergency  fund  of  $25,000,000. 

Mr.  KINO.     To  what  purpose  will  that  fund  be  devoted? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  It  is  in  lieu  of  a  contract  authorization  in 
the  House  bUl.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  converting.  renUng, 
or  acquiring  naval  auxiliary  and  patrol  craft  to  protect  the 
harbors. 

Mr.  KINO.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  a  rather  large  appro- 
priation for  that  purpose,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  have  so 
many  small  craft  which  might  be  utilized  for  the  purpose 
indicated. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  AH  the  Senate  has  done  has  been  to  change 
the  provision  from  a  contract  authorization  to  a  direct 
appropriation,  of  which  I  believe  the  Senator  approves. 

Mr.  KINO.    Yes:  I  do. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  will  be  stated. 

The  L«ciSLATiV€  Clerk.  On  p)age  29,  after  line  14,  it  is 
ixropoeed  to  Insert  a  new  section  reading  as  follows: 

BBC  303.  Enlisted  men  of  the  Navy  may  be  detailed  to  the  OfBce 
of  Naval  IntelUgeuc*  dtirlcg  the  tUcal  year  IMl. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  clerks  be 
authorized  to  make  the  necessary  corrections  in  numbers  and 
totals.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so 

orc'ered. 

Mr.  OURNEY.    Mr.  Preildent 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Does  the  Senator  wish  to  speak  before  the 
bill  passes? 

Mr.  OURNEY.    I  do. 

I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Colorado  some  questions 
as  a  matter  of  Information  to  myself.  I  am  very  much  Inter- 
ested in  the  development  of  manganese  because  of  the  huge 
supply  we  have  in  South  Dakota.  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  to  page  11,  wherein  there  is  appro- 
priated $2,000,000  to  be  used  by  the  head  of  the  Bureau  of 
Mines,  Department  of  the  Interior,  for  the  erection  of  a  Oov- 
ernment  pilot  plant  for  the  processing  by  electricity  of  man- 
ganese ores.  I  ask  the  Senator  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Department  to  place  that  plant  somewhere  near  Boulder 
Dam?    Is  that  the  plan? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  am  not  able  to  answer  the  Senator's  ques- 
.  tion  offhand.    The  fact  that  the  amendment  provides  for  the 
electrol3rtlc  process  suggests  that  the  plant  would  have  to  be 
located  near  one  of  the  great  ^ater-power  developments. 

Mr.  OURNEY.  Was  there  any  information  on  the  subject 
in  the  hearings? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  We  had  no  Senate  hearings  on  the  matter. 
The  House  hearings  may  show  that. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Where  is  the  item;  on  what  page? 

Mx.  OURNEY.    Page  11.  line  6. 

What  I  am  interested  in  is  this:  Has  any  information  been 
given  to  the  committee  as  to  the  amount  of  ore  available? 
I  know,  of  course,  that  electricity  is  available  at  reasonable 
rates,  but  I  am  not  so  sure  that  a  large  supply  of  ore  is  avail- 
able in  *that   territory. 

Mr.  AS^URST  and  Mr.  BYRNES  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  yield;  and  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  OURNEY.  I  jrield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 
"'•  Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  if  the  able  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  is  inquiring  whether  there  are  manganese  ore 
deposits  near  Boulder  Dam,  permit  me  to  say  that  in  Mo- 
Jave  County.  Ariz.,  which  is  the  northwest  comer  of  the 
State,  large  deposits  of  manganese  ore  are  known  to  exist. 
Doubtless,  with  the  hydroelectric  energy  generated  at  Boul- 
der Dam.  ultimately  a  vast  deal  of  this  manganese  ore  Will 
be  mined,  and  processed. 

I  liappen  to  know  of  these  deposits  because  many  years 
•go.  while  aiding  in  making  a  survey  as  to  manganese  re- 
sources, it  was  startling  to  me  to  learn  that  in  32  States  oX 


the  Union  there  are  manganese  deposits.  In  order,  how- 
ever, properly  to  develop  them,  a  protective  tariff  would  be 
required,  because  of  the  cheap,  forced,  or  slave  labor  of  So- 
viet Russia,  and  the  cheap  and  underpaid  labor  of  other 
countries  which  export  manganese  to  the  United  SUtes. 

I  wish  to  associate  myself  with  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  and  any  other  Senator  who  will  aid  in  a  program 
for  the  development  not  alone  of  manganese  properties  but 
of  other  essential  strategic  and  critical  materials  and  metals. 
Mr.  OURNEY.  I  realize  all  that,  and  I  am  heartily  in 
accord  with  any  program  which  will  develop  this  critical  and 
strategic  material;  but  I  am  concerned  as  to  what  the  stur- 
veys  show  as  to  the  amount  of  ore  available  in  that  terri- 
tory, and  I  am  also  concerned  as  to  the  quality  of  the  ore. 
Can  the  Senator  enlighten  me  on  that  subject? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Although  I  come  from  one  of  the  great 
mining  States  of  the  Union,  candor  and  frankness  require 
me  to  say  that  I  am  not  a  practical  miner;  but  information 
which  was  gathered  for  me  more  than  10  years  ago  led  me 
to  the  opinion  that  the  manganese  deposits  in  Mojave 
County,  Ariz.,  and  other  counties  in  Arizona,  if  developed, 
would  furnish  considerable  manganese. 

Mr.  OURNEY.  There  is  another  question  which  comes  to 
mind  when  we  thlnlc  of  building  a  pilot  plant,  and  that  is 
that  a  private  pilot  plant  has  already  been  in  operation  for 
some  tune  in  Kentucky,  and  this  appropriation  puts  the 
Oovemment  in  competition  with  a  private  plant  which  has 
already  shown  the  efficiency  of  this  kmd  of  electrolytic  proc- 
essing of  manganese  ore. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  allow  me  to 
make  a  comment  on  that  subject? 

Mr.  OURNEY.  I  srield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 
Mr.  ADAMS.  Of  course,  I  am  interested,  coming  from  a 
mining  State  where  we  feel  we  have  manganese  ores  which 
we  would  like  to  have  developed.  If  I  were  in  position  to 
draw  the  amendment,  I  should  strike  out  the  words  "by  the 
electrolytic  process",  so  that  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
might  develop  these  ores  by  any  available  process. 

Mr.  OURNEY.  I  thank  the  Senator;  I  was  getting  to 
that  point.  To  brmg  the  matter  to  a  head.  I  move  to  strike 
out  the  words  "by  the  electrolytic  process",  on  page  11, 
line  10. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrleld? 
Mr.  OURNEY.     I  3^eld. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  have  no  practical  experience  with 
reference  to  the  electrolytic  process. 

Mr.  President,  it  may  be  inferred,  because  of  the  use 
of  this  language,  that  the  electrolytic  process  would 
be  considered  a  more  ebgible  one.  Before  we  strike 
the  words  out  It  seems  to  me  the  Senate  should  be 
advised  as  to  whether  or  not  this  is  the  most  eligible  and 
the  most  practical  method.  The  words  "by  the  electrolytic 
process"  undoubtedly  must  have  been  inserted  for  some 
reason. 

Mr.   OURNEY.    I  am   sure   they   were  inserted   for   the 
purpose  of  putting  the  plant  where  there  was  cheap  power, 
but  I  am  not  sure  that  that  is  the  process  by  which  manga- 
nese ore  can  be  produced  most  cheaply. 
Mr.  ASHURST.    Nor  am  I. 

Mr.  OURNEY.  If.it  should  be  decided  by  the^  Bureau  of 
Mines  or  the  Department  of  the  Interior  that  the  electrolytic 
processing  of  ore  is  the  better  method,  if  we  should  strike 
out  these  four  words  they  could  establish  a  plant  at  Boulder 
Dam.  or  at  any  other  place,  and  use  any  other  process 
they  desired  to  use. 
Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  OURNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  think  the  Senator  is  exactly  right,  and 
I  think  the  words  should  be  stricken  out.  so  that  the  whole 
matter  will  be  left  for  the  Bureau  of  Mines  to  determine, 
after  proper  investigation,  what  process  is  to  be  used. 
What  they  want  is  manganese,  not  the  method,  and  they 
will  not  be  restricted  to  any  process  at  all  if  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  shall  be  adopted. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  OURNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  There  Is  a  very  specific  reason  for  the 
language  now  in  the  bill.  For  many  years  an  attempt  has 
been  made  to  reduce  the  grade  of  manganese  by  the  electro- 
lytic process.  In  order  to  make  a  proper  experiment,  it  is 
necessary  to  have  the  cheapest  possible  power.  The  whole 
matter  is  In  an  experimental  stage.  There  are  in  thirty-odd 
States  manganese  of  varying  grade,  ferromanganese  and 
nonferromanganese.  The  highest  grade  in  the  United  States 
Is  less  than  60  percent. 

Boulder  Dam  is  a  Government  project  at  which  the  very 
lowest  priced  electric  energy  is  about  to  be  made  available. 
In  fact,  is  available  now,  and  siurounding  that  project  for 
an  area  of  250  miles  there  are  great  quantities  of  manganese 
ore  of  various  grades,  some  in  Arizona.  There  are  hundreds 
of  thousands  if  not  millions  of  tons  in  Lincoln  County,  Nev., 
which  is  not  far  distant  from  the  Boulder  project. 

In  order  to  carry  out  this  experimentation  so  that  we  may 
use  the  manganese  of  the  United  States,  which  is  so  essen- 
tial, this  electrolytic  process  has  been  tried  out,  and  where- 
ever  it  has  been  tried  out  it  has  proven  to  be  very  successful. 
This  language  is  used  in  an  attempt  now  to  set  up.  at  a 
point  where  there  is  the  most  reasonably  priced  electrical 
energy,  a  pilot  plant  to  develop  the  electrolytic  process  for 
the  production  of  manganese. 

Today  we  are  getting  our  manganese  largely  from  Russia, 
although  with  Brazil  we  entered  into  a  reciprocal-trade 
agreement  in  which  manganese  was  involved.  After  we  en- 
tered into  the  reciprocal-trade  agreement  with  Brazil,  under 
the  most-favored-nation  clause  Russia  came  in  with  her  man- 
ganese produced  by  peon  labor  and  slave  labor,  and  could 
outbid  Brazil.  Hence  we  are  not  getting  our  manganese 
from  Brazil  now.  We  are  getting  it  from  Russia,  to  the 
detriment  of  manganese  mining  in  the  United  States,  the 
reason  being  that  the  Russians  can  bring  manganese  in  as 
ballast,  and  outbid  us,  even  with  the  highest  grade  of  man- 
ganese we  produce. 

It  is  proposed  that  the  plant  in  mind  shall  utilize  cheap 
electrical  energy  at  a  point  nearest  the  places  where  man- 
ganese ore  is  produced.  I  think  it  would  be  a  serious  mistake 
to  strike  the  language  from  the  bill. 

Mr.  OURNEY.  I  am  sure  the  statement  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  is  entirely  correct.  My  information  is 
that  the  pilot  plant  would  make  available  electrical  energy 
at  approximately  half  a  mill  a  kilowatt-hour,  while  it  is 
now  being  furnished  to  the  pilot  plant  established  by  private 
industry  at  Knoxville.  Tenn.,  at  one-half  cent  a  kilowatt- 
hour. 

I  am  still  sure  that  the  words  should  be  stricken  from 
the  bill,  because  there  are  other  processes  for  purifying 
manganese  ore,  such  as  those  used  in  Cuba,  and  it  is  possible 
that  the  Oovernment  would  find  it  much  better  to  spend 
this  $2,000,000  in  other  sections  of  the  country  where  larger 
quantities  of  ore  could  be  purified  and  made  available  about 
where  we  need  it. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  OURNEY.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  shall  support  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  will 
In  any  way  Interfere  with  the  plant  the  Bureau  of  Mines 
may  have  In  mind  now  at  any  place  near  Boulder  Dam.  or 
near  any  of  the  other  places  where  reasonable  power  prices 
are  obtainable.  The  fact  that  the  language  indicated  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  was  stricken  out  would  not 
preclude  the  Department  or  the  authorities  from  proceeding 
with  a  plant  they  have  in  mind.  However,  if  the  language 
Is  taken  out.  it  will  make  other  resources  avaUable  for  the 
production  of  manganese. 

There  is  much  manganese  in  my  State.  The  southwest- 
em  quarter  of  my  State  is  practicaUy  nothing  else  but  man- 
ganese, and,  as  Indicated  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr. 
McCARRAN  1.  we  have  to  compete  with  manganese  imported 
from  foreign  cotmtries.  It  is  surprising  to  learn  how  many 
Senators— and  I  was  among  them— were  not  satisfied  with 


the  reciprocal  trade  agreement  legislation  which  we  passed 
some  time  ago.  because  it  interfered  with  the  orderly  devel- 
opment of  manganese  in  the  entire  Southwest,  while  that 
industry  was  at  the  same  time  competing  with  Russia,  -and 
possibly  with  Brazil. 

I  feel  that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  should  prevail,  and.  in  my  opinion.  It  would  not  In- 
terfere at  aU  with  placing  the  plant  near  Boulder  Dam  or 
elsewhere,  but  it  would  help  other  sections  of  the  country 
to  develop  their  own  resources. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OURNEY.    I  yield.    . 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  suggest  that  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  Is  an  amendment  of  ex- 
treme importance  at  this  time.  I  have  been  interested  for 
a  good  many  years  in  an  effort  to  develop  manganese  and 
to  develop  other  strategic  minerals  in  this  Nation.  The 
hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  of  which 
I  was  formerly  a  member,  and  the  hearings  before  special 
committees,  disclose  the  fact  that  there  are  many  processes 
by  which  the  ore  may  be  separated  and  converted  into  fcrro- 
managnese  of  such  a  grade  that  the  Army  and  Navy  would 
like  to  have  it.  The  trouble  has  been  a  dispute  as  to  vari- 
ous processes.  Army  and  Navy  men  are  more  or  less  set  in 
their  ways,  and  scientists  are  more  or  less  adamant  in  their 
opinions  at  times,  but  we  do  know  that  there  is  a  dispute 
between  scientists  today.  Only  last  year  Du  Pont  sent  a 
representative  who  testified  before  a  committee  of  the  Con- 
gress that  they  had  a  process  whereby  these  low-grade  min- 
erals might  be  raised  to  a  sufBcient  grade.  I  think  it  would 
be  the  height  of  folly  for  the  Congress  to  say  to  the  Bureau 
of  Mines.  "Build  a  pilot  plant  for  experimentation  with  a 
certain  process."  Let  us  take  the  bridle  off  those  men  and 
give  them  an  opportunity.  What  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
has  said  Is  true,  and  It  may  develop  that  the  process  he  has 
Indicated  will  prove  to  be  the  process  adopted,  but  let  us 
not  hamstring  or  hamper  the  Bureau  or  the  Department. 

If  the  amendment  shall  be  adopted,  I  earnestly  hope  that 
the  House  will  agree  to  It,  and  that  we  shall  say  to  the  Bu- 
reau of  Mines,  "Take  the  various  processes  which  are  being 
advocated  by  various  people  and  by  various  scientists,  ex- 
periment with  them  and  report  to  the  Congress  the  one  best 
suited  to  this  country  for  the  development  of  our  particular 
grade  of  ore." 

Mr.  OURNEY.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  the  adoption  of 

the  amendment. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  language  of 
the  amendment?  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment. 

The  Legislattve  Clerk  On  page  11,  line  10,  after  the 
word  "therefrom",  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  words 
"by  the  electrolytic  process." 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  There  would  not  be  anything  left  then, 
would  there? 

Mr.  OURNEY.    Yes. 

Mr,  PITTMAN.  How  would  it  read  with  that  language 
stricken  out?  As  I  understand,  the  Senator  is  striking  out 
the  words  "by  the  electrolytic  process." 

Mr.  OURNEY.    "By  the  electrolytic  process." 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  remainder  of  the 
sentence  does  not  provide  for  any  process. 

Mr.  OURNEY.  They  can  use  any  kind  of  process  what- 
ever to  get  the  manganese  ore  into  usable  shape. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  But  the  Senator's  amendment  does  not 
refer  to  any  process  at  all. 

Mr.  OURNEY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  Senator's  amendment  would  resiilt 
In  providing  only  for  a  plant  to  t»eneficiate  manganese. 

Mr.  OURNEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  it  would  be 
better  to  say  "by  the  electrolytic  or  other  process"? 

Mr.  KINO.     "Or  any  other  feasible  process." 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Yes;  "or  any  other  feasible  process." 

Mr,  OURNEY.    I  am  willing  to  accept  that  amendment. 
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Mr.  BflLLER.    I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  am  a«reeaMe  to  the  suggestion  so  long 
as  It  does  not  confine  It  to  any  one  certain  process  If  the 
Senator  cares  to  offer  that  as  an  amendment  to  my  amend- 
ment, I  shall  be  glad  to  accept  it. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  think  that  language  would  be  better 
than  the  language  In  the  Senator's  amendment.  l)ecausc 
some  process  should  be  referred  to.  I  suggest  that  the  Sen- 
ator modify  hte  amendment  by  inserting,  after  the  word 
-electrolytic",  the  words  "or  other*,  so  as  to  read  "electrolytic 
or  otfeer  process." 

Mr.  OURNEY.    I  shall  be  glad  to  modify  my  amendment 

accordingly. 

The  PRESIDINa  OPFICER.    The  amendment,  as  modi- 
fled,  will  be  sUted.  ^     ^^       ,^ 
The  LacisLATnn  Clskk.    On  page  11.  In  line  10.  alter  tHe 
word  "electrolytic",  it  is  proposed  to  Insert  -or  other." 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President.  I  have  been  a  little  siirprlwd 
and  gratified  to  learn  of  the  large  deposiU  ot  manganese  in 
the  United  SUtes.  I  recall  that  upon  two  occasions  in  the 
Finance  Committee.  o(  which  I  am  a  member,  we  attempted 
to  encourage  the  development  of  manganese  deposits  in  the 
Unlt^i  States  by  the  Imposition  of  tariffs.  Upon  the  first 
occasion  to  which  I  refer  a  rather  high  tariff  was  imposed. 
Later,  when  another  tariff  bin  was  under  consideration, 
reprosentatlons  were  made  that  the  tariff  then  existing  was 
not  adequate  and  we  increased  It.  RepresenUtlves  of  the 
Government  appeared  and  stated  that  the  deposiU  of  man- 
ganese In  the  United  States  were  so  spotty  and  were  so  lack- 
ing in  merit  that  it  would  be  very  difBcult  for  us  ever  to 
develop  satisfactory  manganese  enterprises  in  the  United 
States. 

I  did  not  accept  that  view,  and  therefore  favored  the 
higher  tariffs,  but  I  regret  to  say  the  promises  which  were 
made  before  our  conmilttee  were  not  verified.  Years  have 
gone  by  since  then— that  Is,  since  1930  and  1932— and  we 
still  have  not  developed  manganese  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  our  country. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  manganese  deposits  in 
Russia.  I  happened  to  visit  the  region  of  the  Caucasus 
Mountains  in  Russia  and  I  visited  the  places  where  man- 
ganese deposits  were  being  developed,  and  also  the  develop- 
ments of  the  gold  deposits  in  the  Ural  Mountains.  It  is  true 
that  rather  cheap  labor  was  used,  but  methods  of  extracting 
the  ore  were  not  comparable  in  their  scientific  aspects,  if  I 
may  use  that  expression,  to  the  methods  employed  in  the 
United  States,  and  the  Russians  did  not  produce  manga- 
nese as  cheaply  as  many  of  us  had  imagined. 

The  point  I  am  trying  to  make  is  that  I  am  very  glad  if 
It  has  been  discovered  that  we  have  adequate  manganese 
deposits  in  Lincoln  County.  Nev.,  or  in  Arizona,  or  in  South 
Dakota,  or  elsewhere,  to  meet  the  imperative  demands  of 
our  country.  Manganese  is  one  of  the  necessary  strategic 
minerals,  and  if  we  can  produce  an  adequate  supply  to  meet 
the  needs  of  our  country  I  shall  be  very  glad,  indeed. 

There  is  much  to  say  in  favor  of  the  position  taken  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Nevada  IMr.  McCarrawI.  I  made  some 
investigation  of  the  electrolytic  process  while  In  Russia,  and 
also  when  we  were  investigating  the  matter  before  the 
Finance  Committee,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  if  the  man- 
ganese development  in  the  United  States  were  to  assume 
adequate  proportions,  it  would  be  largely  through  the  elec- 
trolytic process,  unless,  perhaps,  through  some  process  now 
unknown. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  is  undoubt- 
edly aware  that  in  many  States  of  the  Union  there  are  great 
quantities  of  manganese,  but  In  some  States  it  is  of  a  low  grade. 
So  in  order  to  make  it  commercially  possible  to  mine  it  and 
utilize  It  in  the  arts  and  sciences,  and  In  connection  with  the 
steel  Industry,  processes,  of  which  the  electrolytic  process  is 
one.  have  been  tried  by  way  of  experiment. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  we  should 
have  more  than  one  pilot  plant.  The  feasibility  of  the  electro- 
lytic or  any  other  process  cannot  be  determined  In  a  single 
pilot  iriant.  I  would  suggest  an  amendment,  on  page  11,  line 
10,  after  the  words  "pilot  plant",  to  insert  "or  plants." 
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Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  at  this  Ume  I  ask  for  the 
adoption  of  my  amendment,  as  modified. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 

OuitNiT],  as  modified. 

The  amendment,  as  modified,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  for  action  on  the 
amendment  I  have  proposed  on  page  11.  line  8,  after  the  words 
"pilot  plant",  to  insert  the  words  "or  plants." 

The  PRESIDINQ  OPFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPPICKR  (Mr.  Buoww  in  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amendments  and 
the  third  reading  of  the  blD. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  k>e  read  a  third  time. 

The  bin  H.  R.  10055  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  In- 
sist upon  its  amendments,  ask  for  a  conference  with  the 
House  of  Representatives  thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  ap- 
point the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate, 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  OfBcer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Adams.  Mr.  Glass.  Mr.  McKellar.  Mr.  Haybiw, 
Mr.  Byrnes.  Mr,  Hale,  and  Mr.  Towwsehd  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

MXSSAGg  ntOM  THE  ROrSC 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Cal- 
loway, one  of  Its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  disagreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  pre- 
paredness by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide 
a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes; 
agreed  to  the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr. 
DoucHTON,  Mr.  CuLLEN.  Mr.  McCoRMACK.  Mr.  Cooper.  Mr. 
Treadway.  Mr.  Crowther.  and  Mr.  Kntttson  were  appointed 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference. 
traksportatiom  of  red  cross  relief  sttpplixs 

Mr.  PITTMAN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  do  not  want  to  anticipate  the  proposal 
which  I  believe  the  able  Senator  from  Nevada  is  at)OUt  to 
make,  but  if  he  makes  it  I  want  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  shall  make  my  proposal  in  the  form  ot 
a  motion. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  believe  the  Senator  from  Ne\ada  in- 
tends to  bring  up  a  joint  resolution  which  was  considered  in 
the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  concerning  a  inatter  which 
was  before  us  a  day  or  two  ago. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Yes.  I  tried  to  have  action  taken  on  it 
yesterday,  but  I  could  not  obtain  unanimous  consent  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  McNARY.  If  my  anticipation  is  correct,  before  any 
statement  is  made  I  think  we  should  have  a  call  for  a 
Quorimi.  and  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roil. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Clark.  Idaho 

HIU 

Ifurray 

Andre  WB 

Clark.  Mo. 

Bolman 

Nfldy 

A£burst 

Connally 

Bolt 

Norria 

Austm 

Danaber 

Busbcfl 

Nye 

Baliey 

Davis 

Johaaon.  Calif. 

O'Mahoney 

Bfcnfchwxl 

Donabcy 

Johnaon,  Colo. 

Overton 

Barkley 

Downey 

King 

Pepper 

Bilbo 

Kllender 

LaFoIlette 

Plttman 

Bone 

Ocorge 

Lee 

Radr.llffe 

BrMaw 

0*rry 

Lodae 

Reed 

Brown 

OtUette 

Lucaa 

Reynolds 

Billow 

Or**n 

Lundcen 

Ruaaell 

Burke 

1      Ouffey 

UcCarran 

Srhwarts 

Byrd 

Oumcy 

MrKellar 

Schwellenbach 

Byrnes 

Hale 

McNary 

Shepparrl 

C»pper 

Barrieon 

Maioner 

Sh.petead 

Carkwrny 

Batch 

Mema 

Slattery 

Ch&iKller 

Hayden 

Miliar 

Stnathen 

CbATcm 

Bernns 

BUnton 

Smith 

1940 


Van 

Thomas.  Idaho 
Thomas  Okla. 
Thomas.  Utah 
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Tob«y 
Townsend 
Truman 
Ty  dings 


Vandenberg 
Van  Nuy* 
Wagner 
Walsh 


Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Ninety-one  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.     A  quorimi  is  present. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  279. 
The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.    The  joint  resolution  will  be 
stated  by  title. 

The  Lecislativi  Clerk.  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  279) 
to  amend  section  4  of  Public  Resolution  No.  54.  approved 
November  4.  1939.  entitled  "Joint  resolution  to  preserve  the 
neutrality  and  the  peace  of  the  United  States  and  to  secure 
the  safety  of  Its  citizen*  and  their  interests." 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  express  any  antip- 
athy, but  I  think  the  Joint  resolution  should  t>e  explained, 
In  the  light  of  the  discussion  of  a  few  days  ago. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  shall  make  an  explanation  with  regard 
to  the  Joint  resolution. 

On  last  Tuesday  we  had  under  consideration  Senate  Joint 
Reslutlon  279.  amending  section  4  of  the  Neutrality  Act  with 
reference  to  American  Red  Cross  vessels.  The  restriction 
was  that  a  Red  Cross  vessel  might  proceed  to  belligerent 
ports  with  the  safe  conduct  of  all  the  belligerent  countries 
named  In  the  President's  proclamation.  That  restriction,  of 
course,  makes  it  impossible  for  the  Red  Cross  to  do  anything 
in  Europe,  because  it  is  now  impossible  to  obtain  safe  con- 
duct from  three  of  the  countries,  because  they  are  not  active. 
Even  Germany,  which  the  testimony  shows  Is  entirely  will- 
ing for  this  ship,  which  Is  now  at  sea.  to  go  Into  the  harbor 
at  Bordeaux,  said  that  nothing  would  happen  to  the  vessel 
going  over  as  far  as  Germany  was  concerned,  but  that  Ger- 
many might  be  bombing  Bordeaux  at  the  time  the  vessel 
arrived  and  that  the  port  might  not  be  safe.  At  any  rate, 
Germany  would  not  grant  safe  conduct. 

If  our  Red  Cross  is  to  function  in  Europe,  that  restriction 
must  be  eUminated.  The  necessity  for  the  Red  Cross  func- 
tioning is  evident.  There  was  never  as  much  sufifering  in 
the  world  as  there  is  in  Eiu-ope  today,  and  we  have  more 
resources  to  give  in  that  relief  than  has  any  other  country 
in  the  world.  In  fact,  our  Government  has  appropriated 
$50,000,000  to  be  used  by  the  President  through  the  Red 
Cross  or  other  agencies  for  such  relief. 

Star  many  years  all  governments  have  treated  the  Red 
Cross  as  an  agency  of  mercy.  The  Red  Cross  went  back 
of  the  battle  lines  in  France  in  the  World  War.  It  was  used 
to  carry  the  wounded.  The  Red  Cross  conducted  hospitals, 
as  well  as  relief  stations,  behind  the  lines.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  some  of  the  personnel  of  the  Red  Cross  lost  their  lives 
in  that  war.  They  willingly  took  the  chance  to  do  the 
humane  work  they  were  doing  throughout  the  world. 

We  cannot  entirely  eliminate  every  chance  of  a  Red  Cross 
vessel  being  sunk.  We  can  eliminate  every  practical  danger: 
and  that  is  what  we  should  do.  When  the  joint  resolution 
was  under  discussion  a  few  days  ago.  the  chief  objection  was 
that  it  did  not  protect  against  Red  Cross  vessels  being  driven 
through  a  blockaded  zone.  There  was  nothing  to  restrict 
them.  We  had  to  trust  the  President,  and  the  president  of 
the  American  Red  Cross.  The  president  of  the  Red  Cross 
testified  before  our  committee.  He  very  plainly  said  that  as 
long  as  he  was  in  charge  of  a  Red  Cross  vessel  he  would  not 
allow  it  to  go  into  a  zone  where  there  was  bombing.  The 
same  statement  was  made  by  Mr.  Breckenridge  Long.  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  State.  That  fact  was  brought  out  by  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark!  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate. It  was  stated  that  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  we  should 
not  simply  take  the  word  of  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  State. 
So  I  asked  the  members  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
to  attend  a  meeting  yesterday  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
this  joint  resolution.  The  committee  had  considered  it  once 
and  reported  it.  but  the  debate  on  the  floor  indicated  that 
there  should  be  some  further  consideration.  When  the  com- 
mittee met  yesterday  I  presented  another  amendment  to  the 
Joint  resolution,  in  the  nature  of  a  proviso  reflecting  the  sen- 


timents of  Congress.  Some  Senators  thought  there  should 
be  an  actual  limitation  by  a  proviso,  so  that  was  agreed  upon. 
There  were  other  suggestions  with  regard  to  the  language  of 
the  joint  resolution  which  were  an  improvement  upon  the 

proviso  as  I  drafted  it. 

Its  present  form  is  the  result  of  that  consideration  lasting 
an  hour  and  a  half.    I  Intend  to  offer  this  amendment 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  has  the  Senator  a  copy 
of  the  proviso,  and  would  he  mind  reading  It? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  have  it  In  my  hand  now  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reading  It,  and  I  will  offer  It  after  the  Joint  resolution 
Is  taken  up.  At  the  end  of  the  resolution  as  reported  in 
printed  form,  It  Is  proposed  to  add  the  following: 

Provided.  That  where  permlaalon  haa  not  been  given  by  tha 
blockading   power,   no   American  Red   CroM  veaiel   ahall   ent«r  a 

Krt  where  a  blockade  by  aircraft,  aurfaoe  ramtl,  or  submarine  la 
ing  attempted  through  the  dcstrtictlon  of  veaaela,  or  Into  a 
port  of  any  country  where  auch  blockade  of  the  whole  country  la 
being  io  attempted;  and  provided  jurther.  That  auch  American 
Red  Croaa  veasel  ahall  be  on  a  mlsaion  of  mercy  only  and  carrying 
only  Red  Croaa  materials  and  personnel. 

The  words  "a  blockade  being  attempted"  are  used  and  we 
have  described  how,  namely  by  destroying  vessels  from  the 
air  or  by  surface  vessels  or  by  submarines,  so  as  to  avoid  the 
technical  construction  of  the  word  "blockade"  in  Interna- 
tional lew.  We  have  used  the  word  "blockade,"  but  we  have 
broadened  its  definition. 

I  may  say  that  personally,  from  the  testimony  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State  and  the  president  of  the  Red 
Cross  and  because  of  the  whole  history  cf  the  American 
Red  Cross.  I  myself  was  satisfied  without  the  original  pro- 
vision.   The  history  of  American  Red  Cross  vessels  is  unique. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  May  I  ask  who  suggested  the  provision  the 
Senator  has  just  read  as  an  addition  to  the  resolution? 
Those  words  were  not  contained  in  the  first  resolution. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  suggested  this  amendment  in  sub- 
stance as  it  is  now.  but  the  language  is  not  the  exact 
language  because  suggested  changes  were  made  in  the  meet- 
ing of  the  committee  yesterday. 

Mr.  McNARY.  What  I  want  to  find  out  Is.  Does  the  Red 
Cross  subscribe  to  the  language  now  suggested  by  the  able 
Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Yes:  I  telephoned  Norman  Davis  about 
it.  and  asked  him  if  he  had  any  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment, and  he  said  "No" — that  it  was  carrying  out  exactly 
what  the  Red  Cross  would  do.  anyway,  and  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State  said  the  same  thing. 

The  reason  I  was  not  so  insistent  as  some  were  with 
regard  to  this  amendment  is  that  the  whole  history  of  Red 
Cross  vessels  is  different  from  that  of  all  other  vessels.  Red 
Cross  ves.sels  do  not  have  all  the  responsibility,  so  to  speak, 
of  a  private  ship  under  the  flag  of  its  government.  Through- 
out the  whole  World  War  there  was  not  a  Red  Cross  vessel 
of  any  country  sunk.  We  know  that  all  countries  respect 
the  Red  Cross.  They  respect  the  Red  Cross  because  it  ad- 
ministers to  suffering  with  impartiality  as  to  races  and  bel- 
ligerents. It  is  not  a  government  agency  but  an  Institution 
of  people. 

While  Germany  cannot  give  a  safe  conduct  because  a 
safe  conduct  means  that  they  will  lead  the  vessel  through 
their  own  mine  flelds  and  take  care  of  it,  there  was  not  any 
objection  expressed  to  this  ship  bringing  her  cargo  to  Bor- 
deaux, and  I  do  not  think  there  ever  will  be. 

Under  my  statement  that  I  will  Immediately  offer  this 
amendment  If  the  joint  resolution  Is  taken  up.  I  ask  for  a  vote 
on  the  motion  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  Joint 
resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  to  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  279. 

NOMINATIONS    OF    HENRIT   L.   STUISON    AND   FRANK    KNOX 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  rise  to  oppose  the 
Joint  resolution  which  the  Senator  from  Nevada  desires  to 
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li 


8694 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-SENATE 


June  20 


have  considered  or  the  amendment  which  he  has  suggested. 
As  a  matter  of  fact.  I  think  the  amendment  he  has  ProPfSPd. 
and  will  later  offer  to  the  joint  resolution,  is  proper  and  indi- 
cates that  the  chairman  of  the  Conunittee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions is  trying  to  do  everything  he  can  do  to  prevent  this 
country  becoming  invohred  in  European  affairs. 

I  rise  now  for  an  entirely  different  purpose.  The  President 
has  just  sent  to  the  Senate  the  nominations  of  two  gentlemen, 
one  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Na%T.  and  the  other  to  be  Secretary 
of  War  Colonel  Knox,  of  the  Chicago  Daily  News,  has  been 
nommated  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  He  is  an  ardent  Re- 
publican; he  was  candidate  for  Vice  President  on  the  Repub- 
lican ticket  in  the  national  election  of  1936.  and  those  who 
listened  to  his  speeches  during  that  campaign  know  that  he 
was  more  vitriolic  against  the  President  of  the  United  States 
than  was  any  other  man  I  have  ever  heard  speak  over  the 
radio  or  from  the  public  platform.  He  denounced  every  smgle 
labor  and  liberal  policy  of  the  administration  which  had  been 
in  office  during  the  previous  4  years. 

The  other  gentleman  is  Henry  L.  Stimson.  Both  of  them. 
I  may  say.  so  far  as  I  know,  are  honorable  gentlemen,  but 
the  country  oupht  to  know  that  both  these  gentlemen  arc 
the  most  conser\ativ€  of  the  conservative  Republicans  In 
this  country.  The  people  of  the  country  ought  to  know  this 
means  that  this  administration  is  turning  away  from  the 
liberal  policies  wc  have  talked  so  much  about;  that  it  is  turn- 
ing away  from  the  underprivileged;  that  it  is  turning  its  back 
Upon  the  one-third  of  the  people  who  are  iU-housed.  Ul-fed. 
and  ill-clothed.  We  still  have  those  people  with  us;  but  our 
thoughts  are  being  turned  toward  Europe  and  toward  war. 

These  two  men  were  chosen,  without  doubt,  because  of 
aU  the  interventionists  in  the  Republican  Party  they 
have  been  foremost  in  that  cause.  They  have  been  actively 
advocating  more  than  mere  preparedness.  All  those  with 
whom  I  have  come  in  contact  want  preparedness.  They  want 
It  upon  a  sane,  sound  basis:  they  want  to  go  about  it  sanely 
and  calmly,  and  with  the  idea  of  seeing  that  the  money  we 
are  appropriating  shall  be  spent  in  a  proper  way.  We  want 
to  defend  this  country  against  anybody  who  may  ever  dare 
attack  it.  whether  on  the  Pacific  or  on  the  Atlantic.  The 
great  majority  of  the  people  of  this  country  are  even  willing 
to  go  further;  they  are  willing  to  aid  any  South  American 
country  and  to  go  to  its  rescue  in  the  event  any  other  nation 
attempts  to  attack  it.  But  the  people  of  the  country  should 
know  exactly  what  the  nomination  of  these  two  gentlemen 
means  and  the  sitnificance  of  their  selection. 

Mr.  Stimson.  I  understand,  is  73  years  of  age.  He  was 
appointed  at  the  end  of  Mr.  Taft's  administration  as  Secre- 
tary of  War.  He  was  one  of  the  30  men  who  met  recently 
secretly  in  the  city  of  New  York  and  were  responsible  for  put- 
ting out  the  advertisement  trying  to  propagandize  the  Amer- 
ican people  into  taking  steps  that  would  lead  this  Nation 
down  the  road  to  war. 

What  does  it  mean  to  the  Democrats  of  this  coimtry? 
V  Does  it  mean  that  Democrats  cannot  be  found  in  the  United 
States  of  America  who  are  able  and  capable  of  filling  the 
offices?  Does  it  mean  that  the  Democratic  Party  has  aban- 
\  doned  all  its  principles  of  liberalism?  Does  it  mean,  if  you 
please,  that  now  we  Democrats  are  going  over  into  the  heart 
of  Wall  Street  and  taking  the  very  essence  of  Wall  Street 
representatives  and  putting  them  into  the  Cabinet  under  a 
DemocraUc  administraUon?  Does  it  mean,  if  you  please, 
that  these  men  are  appointed  l>ecause  of  the  fact  that  they 
have  been  advocaUng  direct  intervention?  Does  it  mean,  if 
you  please,  that  the  policy  of  the  Democratic  Party  for  peace 
bas  been  changed  to  one  of  war? 

These  two  appointments  ought  to  be  particularly  pleasing 
to  the  warmongers,  to  those  who  think  we  ought  to  go  to 
war;  to  thosa  who  think  that  isolation  means  putting  our 
heads  in  the  sand.  But  It  should  not  be  pleasing  to  those 
Who  no  longer  feel  that  we  are  a  colony  of  the  British  Gov- 
ernment; It  should  not  be  pleasing  to  those  who  do  not  want 
to  see  American  boys  go  across  the  water  and  be  slaughtered 
upon  the  battlefields  of  Europe;  it  should  not  be  pleasing  to 


th3  peace-loving  people  of  this  country.  I  can  visualize  the 
response  of  every  great  newspaper  in  ^his  country  that  has 
been  advocating  direct  intervention,  everything  short  of  war. 
everything,  if  you  please,  to  take  one  step  nearer  to  the 
brrnk.^owing  that  when  we  turn  on  the  gasoUne  when 
near  the  brink,  and  keep  pouring  it  in  we  cannot  stop  without 

going  oved  the  brink.  ,  u* 

Mr  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr  Wheeler.  I  yield  to  the  senator  from  Minnesota. 
Mr  SHIPSTEAD.  Information  some  years  ago  was  to  the 
effect  that  Mr.  Stimson  was  a  member  of  the  nrm  of  attor- 
neys of  which  Eiihu  Root  was  the  head,  and  who  ^ere  the 
attorneys  for  the  French  and  British  Governments.  I  thinK 
it  ought  to  be  investigated  now.  whether  or  not  Mr.  Stimson 
is  still  an  agent  of  a  foreign  country  as  attorney. 

Mr   WHEELER.    I  must  confess  that  it  is  with  a  heavy 
heart  that  I.  as  one  Member  of  this  body,  see  the  drift  of 
events     I  had  hoped  that  the  Democratic  Party  would  con- 
tinue to  be  the  liberal  party.    1  had  hoped  that  the  Demo- 
ciatic  Party  would  continue  to  be  interested  in  the  one-third 
of  the  population  which  is  ill-housed,  ill-fed.  and  ill-clothed. 
I  had  hoped  that  the  Democratic  Party  would  be  the  peace 
party  of  the  United  States,  and  not  make  the  foolish  errors 
which  have  been  made  in  the  past,  and  that  we  would  not 
drive  the  people,  by  hysteria  and  pounding,  the  same  old  way 
that  they  have  been  driven  before.    The  men  who  met  in  the 
secret  meeting  in  New  York  were  the  same  group  that  carried 
on  the  propaganda  to  get  us  into  the  last  war.    They  were 
using  the  same  old  .slo^ians  in  the  same  old  way.    Now,  instead 
of  having  them  in  New  York  and  in  Chicago,  we  are  to  bring 
them  down  and  put  them  in  the  Cabinet.    [Manifestations  of 
applause  in  the  galleries] 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  regret  that  the  Senator 
from  Montana  has.  in  my  judgment,  drawn  from  the  appoint- 
ment of  Colonel  Knox  and  Colonel  Stimson  some  deductions 
which  I  do  not  believe  are  well  founded.  I  think  at  least  the 
Senate  and  the  country  should  reserve  judgment  upon  the 
wisdom  of  these  appointments  until  the  committees  to  which 
they  have  been  referred  have  reported,  and  the  nominations 
are  broucht  before  the  Senate  for  its  action. 

Undoubtedly  there  are  in  the  Democratic  Party  men  who 
are  qualified  to  be  Secretary  of  War  and  Secretary  of  the 
Navy.  Undoubtedly  there  are  in  the  Democratic  Party  men 
just  as  well  qualified  as  the  two  gentlemen  whose  names 
have  been  sent  to  the  Senate.  But.  Mr.  President,  there  has 
been  a  feeling  in  this  country,  and  it  has  found  widespread 
ccmment  and  circulation  in  the  press,  that  in  this  hour  of 
our  extremity,  in  this  hour  of  our  emergency  and  our  anxiety. 
partisan  politics  ought  to  cut  no  figure  either  In  the  exercise 
of  Executive  authority  or  in  the  deliberations  of  these  legisla- 
tive bodies. 

I  am  not  intimately  acquainted  with  either  Mr.  Stimson  or 
Colonel  Knox,  but  I  happen  to  know  Mr.  Stimson  more  in- 
timately than  I  do  Colonel  Knox.  Many  years  ago  Mr.  Stim- 
son was  Secretary  of  War.  The  position  of  Secretary  of 
War  is  an  administrative  office.  TTie  Secretary  of  War  does 
not  decide  the  policies  of  the  Government  with  respect  to  lib- 
eralism or  reaction.  He  is  chiefly  an  administrative  officer, 
charged  with  the  duty  of  conducting  the  War  Department. 
While  he  is  a  member  of  the  Cabinet,  and  sits  around  the 
Cabinet  table,  and  undoubtedly  discusses  policies,  his  office 
is  chiefly  an  administrative  oflBce;  and  there  Is.  and  ought 
to  be.  very  Uttle  partisan  politics  in  the  administration  of 
that  office. 

The  same  thing  Is  true  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  So 
far  as  I  know.  Colonel  Knox  never  has  held  a  public  ofBce. 
He  may  have  held  one  of  some  character  at  some  time,  but  I 
do  not  recall  it.  Four  years  ago  he  was  a  candidate  for 
Vice  President  on  the  Republican  ticket,  and  was  not  elected. 
Since  then,  and  more  especially  In  the  past  few  months.  It 
has  been  necessary  to  consider  the  opinions  and  the  views  of 
Others  besides  those  who  happen  to  belong  to  the  majority 
party  in  dealing  with  our  international  relations.  Colonel 
Knox  is  one  of  those  who  have  been  invited  by  the  President 
Into  conferences  dealing  with  our  international  relations. 
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He  has  exhibited  toward  the  party  which  defeated  him  a 
liberalism  which  has  seemed  to  me  to  be  commendable.  He 
has  been  willing  to  cooperate  with  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  in  carrying  forward  its  policies.  However  much 
men  may  differ  as  to  those  policies,  it  has  been  necessary  for 
the  Government  to  have  policies,  and  it  has  had  policies,  and 
it  has  sought  the  advice  and  coimsel  and  assistance  of  men 
beyond  the  membership  of  the  party  in  power  in  formulat- 
ing and  in  carrying  out  those  policies. 

Mr.  Stimson  was  Secretary  of  State  under  Mr.  Hoover.  I 
believe  It  cannot  be  disputed  that  he  was  an  outstanding 
Secretary  of  State.  There  are  in  this  country  many  persons 
who  believe  that  if  his  views  in  1931  had  been  adopted  by  the 
nf.tions  then  in  a  position  to  take  action,  we  might  not  now  be 
in  the  position  in  which  the  world  finds  itself,  because,  as 
Secretary  of  State,  he  urged  upon  one  of  the  belligerents  In 
the  existing  war  certain  action  In  the  Par  East  which.  If 
taken,  might  have  prevented  the  accumulation  of  conditions 
and  circumstances  which  have  brought  the  world  to  its  present 
unfortunate  state. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  appointment  of  these  two  gentle- 
men indicates  that  the  Democratic  Party  has  turned  its  back 
upon  liberalism.  I  believe  the  outstanding  significance  of 
their  appointment  Is  that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
recognizes  that  in  this  hour  partisanship,  insofar  as  It  may 
be  abandoned,  ought  to  be  abandoned;  that  the  experience 
and  the  wisdom  and  the  coimsel  and  the  cooperation  of  men 
of  all  political  faiths  ought  to  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  and,  through  it,  at  the 
disposal  of  the  American  people.  That,  in  my  judgment,  is 
the  significance  of  these  appointments. 

I  do  not  believe  their  appointment,  together  or  individ- 
ually, indicates  that  we  are  headed  toward  war.  Under  the 
Constitution  there  is  only  one  authority  in  this  Nation  that 
can  declare  war.  and  that  is  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  Until  Congress  Is  convinced  that  a  declaration  of 
war  is  the  last  resort,  the  ultimate  resort  to  which  we  must 
go  in  order  to  protect  and  preserve  our  institutions,  no 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  Secretary  of  War  can  take  us  Into 

war. 

I  am  proud  of  the  fact  that  the  Democratic  Party — and  I 
do  not  say  this  In  any  spirit  of  partisanship — has  always 
been  the  liberal  party,  I  have  always  believed  it  to  be  the 
liberal  party,  taking  Its  history  from  the  beginning  until 
now.  I  do  not  say  that  in  derogation  of  many  eras  of 
liberalism  tmder  the  Republican  Party,  especially  under  the 
leadership  of  Col.  Theodore  Roosevelt  from  1901  to  1908.  I 
think  in  more  recent  years  the  Damocratic  Party  has  justi- 
fied its  position  as  the  liberal  party  of  the  United  States; 
by  which  I  mean  it  has  at  least  been  the  party  which  has 
moved  toward  the  recognition  of  the  theory  which  has  placed 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  all  Its  agencies 
and  all  its  experience  and  its  knowledge  and  Its  power  at 
the  disposal  of  the  American  people  in  trying  to  solve  their 
problems — economic,  social.  Industrial,  moral,  and  political. 
I  believe  in  that  sort  of  hberalism;  and  I  have  always  be- 
lieved, and  I  now  believe,  that  If  and  when  the  time  ever 
comes  that  any  political  party  or  any  administration  ceases 
to  look  forward  Instead  of  backward,  ceases  to  be  willing  to 
move  into  unoccupied  territory.  If  necessary.  In  order  that 
the  welfare  of  the  American  people  may  be  advanced,  that 
party  and  that  administration  will  no  longer  be  trusted  by 
the  American  people.  That  has  been  the  history  of  political 
parties  in  the  United  States. 

In  my  Judgment,  no  man  can  doubt  the  patriotism  and 
the  loyalty  as  American  citizens  of  either  Colonel  Knox  or 
Mr.  Stimson.  I  am  not  even  prepared  to  say  that  within 
their  own  conceptions  of  the  term  "liberalism"  they  are  not 
themselves  liberal.  I  so  regard  Mr.  Stimson.  He  was  a  great 
Secretary  of  State.  I  do  not  know  what  his  legal  employ- 
ments have  been. 

Mr.  HOLT.     Mr.  President,  will  the   Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  yield  In  a  moment.  The  Chief 
Justice  of  the  United  States.  Hon.  Charles  Evans  Hughes. 
was  at  one  time  accused  of  being  a   Wall  Street  lawyer. 


When  he  was  nominated  to  be  Chief  Justice  of  the  United 
States,  and  his  name  was  sent  to  the  Senate,  many  per- 
fectly sincere,  conscientious  Senators  voted  against  con- 
firmation because  they  feared  that  his  legal  connections, 
while  he  was  practicing  law,  might  even  unconsciously 
color  his  opinions  as  Chief  Justice.  I  think  those  fears 
have  been  found  to  be  groundless;  and,  in  my  judgment. 
Chief  Justice  Hughes  has  made  and  is  now  making  an  out- 
standing Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States. 

In  view  of  the  record  of  these  men  and  their  attitude  on 
public  questions,  as  It  has  been  expressed  and  demonstrated, 
disconnected  from  any  of  their  private  Interests.  I  do  not 
entertain  a  fear  that  they  will  In  any  degree  fall  In  the 
highest  discharge  of  their  duty,  that  they  will  fail  to  bring 
to  the  offices  to  which  they  have  been  nominated  wide 
experience,  broad  vision,  and  deep  knowledge,  not  only  of 
world  conditions  but  of  the  history  and  conditions  of  the 
United  States. 

I  believe  that  when  they  have  been  confirmed  by  the 
Senate,  as  I  feel  sure  they  will  be,  and  have  served  In  their 
respective  capacities,  the  American  people  will  have  cause 
to  congratulate  the  President  of  the  United  States  on  the 
fact  that  he  has  been  willing  to  go  beyond  the  boundaries 
of  his  own  political  party,  omitting  numerous  men  who 
were  qualified  to  serve  In  these  capacities  within  that  party, 
to  show  his  interest  in  the  American  Republic  first  and  in 
some  political  organization  second. 

In  view  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Wheeler],  whose  sincerity  I  do  not  in  any  way  ques- 
tion. I  felt  that  I  should  say  at  least  this  much  before  the 
committees  to  which  the  nominations  have  been  referred 
have  had  an  opportunity  to  act  upon  them.  In  my  judg- 
ment, it  would  be  unfortunate  if  the  American  people  should 
in  advance  be  prejudiced  against  the  men  who  have  been 
nominated  by  the  President  to  fill  these  nonpolltlcal,  non- 
partisan offices,  by  anything  which  might  be  said  on  the 
fioor  of  the  Senate.  That  is  my  excuse,  if  I  need  one,  for 
the  remarks  I  have  made. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  leader, 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Barkley],  has  spoken  of 
the  "extremity"  in  which  the  United  States  is  in  at  the  pres- 
ent time.  He  spoke  of  these  nonpolltlcal  offices.  After  all.  the 
only  extremity  the  United  States  is  in  is  what  wc  have  con- 
ceived in  our  own  minds.  We  are  In  no  extremity,  and  It  is 
unfortunate  that  it  should  -go  out  to  the  American  people  that 
this  great  country  of  ours,  the  richest  of  all  the  countries  of 
the  world,  is  in  dire  distress  and  in  an  extremity. 

Partisan  politics?  I  am  not  playing  partisan  politics.  If  I 
were  going  to  charge  that  politics  was  being  played.  I  would 
say  that  the  selection  of  these  men  just  before  the  Republican 
Convention  Is  to  meet  might  more  properly  be  looked  upon  as 
politics  than  the  expression  of  an  objection  to  their  nomina- 
tions. 

Great  liberals?  Of  cour.se.  The  minute  the  Democrats  take 
a  man  from  Wall  Street  he  becomes  a  liberal,  and  the  minute 
he  does  not  come  along  with  us  he  is  a  reactionary.  A  leopard 
does  not  change  its  spots  that  quickly.  ^ 

Partisanship?  Of  course.  When  the  day  comes  that  there 
is  not  some  partisanship  in  the  United  States,  when  there  are 
not  two  parties,  then  we  will  have  dictatorship.  We  should 
have  at  least  two  strong  parties  in  the  United  States.  We 
should  have  a  clash  of  opinion  between  Democrats  and  Repub- 
licans, liberals  and  conservatives.  z 

We  are  not  in  the  war,  we  are  not  defenseless,  no  airplanes 
are  going  to  come  over  and  bomb  us  and  bomb  any  cities.  No 
one  has  attacked  us.  and  no  one  is  going  to  attack  us. 

Mr.  TOBEY.     And  we  are  not  going  to  war. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  And  we  are  not  going  into  the  war.  If  a 
majority  of  the  Congress  has  its  way  about  it.  But  when  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Kentucky  says  that  the  Congress 
is  the  only  body  that  can  declare  war.  let  me  call  his  atten- 
tion to  a  speech  made  by  the  Chief  Executive  of  this  Nation 
at  Chautauqua,  N.  Y.  I  cannot  quote  the  exact  words,  but  I 
have  seen  them.    In  that  speech  he  said,  in  effect,  that  anj 
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President  of  the  United  States  and  his  Secretary  of  State 
cculd  get  this  country  into  war. 

This  country  can  be  gotten  into  war  by  Inflaming  the  public 
mind.  I  think  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraska  IMr. 
NoRRis].  who  voted  against  our  entrance  into  the  last  war, 
has  sUted  that  many  Senators  stood  upon  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  and  Representatives  on  the  floor  of  the  Hoase  and 
voted  for  our  entrance  Into  the  war  even  though  they  did  not 
want  to  vote  for  it.  but  they  voted  in  that  way  because  of  the 
propaganda,  because  the  public  mind  had  been  inflamed,  be- 
cause the  same  propaganda  out  of  Wall  Street  and  out  of 
Great  Britain  inflamed  the  public  mind  until  Representatives 
and  Senators,  thinking  of  being  reelected  to  Congress,  voted 
for  our  entrance  into  tne  war.  against  their  better  judgment. 
I  am  told  that  some  of  them  voted  for  it  with  tears  in  their 
eyes,  because  they  did  not  believe  in  it;  but  because  of  the  fact 
that  they  were  driven  on  by  the  propaganda,  they  voted  for 
our  entrance  Into  the  war. 

Take  this  country  into  war?  The  man  who  wants  to  take 
this  country  into  war  is  doing  the  greatest  disservice  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States  any  man  can  possibly  do,  no  mat- 
ter who  he  may  be.  It  seems  to  me  nothing  short  of  crimi- 
nality to  urge  the  people  of  this  country  to  send  American 
boys  to  war.  or  to  get  this  country  into  the  war. 

Someone  may  say.  "You  are  pro  this  or  pro  that."  I  am 
not  pro-British,  I  am  not  pro-Prench.  I  am  not  pro-German. 
I  am  not  pro  anything  else  that  is  not  American.  I  am  pro- 
American,  and  I  want  to  look  at  t^is  question  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  welfare  of  the  great  masses  of  the  Ameri- 
can people. 

I  know  Colonel  Knox,  and  I  have  high  regard  for  him 
personally.  I  have  spoken  with  him  on  the  same  platform. 
I  have  read  the  editorials  which  have  appeared  in  his 
papers,  I  have  seen  them  constantly,  I  know  the  trend  of 
his  thought  with  reference  to  the  war,  and  I  know  the  trend 
of  the  editorial  policy  of  his  paper.  Anyone  who  can  read 
those  editorials  and  anyone  who  knows  that  trend  knows 
that  it  has  all  been  for  intervention,  for  taking  the  country 
further,  step  by  step,  down  that  road. 

Anyone  who  heard  Mr.  Stimson's  speech  a  few  nights  ago. 
and  has  seen  his  public  utterances,  knows  the  trend  of  his 
thought.  I  am  not  questioning  his  integrity  or  his  honesty. 
These  are  Iwth  honorable  men.  But  I  state  that,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  they  are  honorable  men.  the 
country  should  know  what  the  trend  of  their  minds  is,  what 
their  editorials  and  public  uiterances  have  been,  what  they 
are  leading  us  to,  and  what  it  means,  so  that  the  people  will 
not  be  fooled. 

If  the  American  people  want  to  go  to  war,  certainly  that 
is  their  privilege.  If  they  want  to  go  to  war  and  they  do  go 
to  war,  every  man  in  the  Senate  will,  of  coxirse,  do  his 
patriotic  duty  to  support  the  Government.  But  until  that 
time  comes,  those  of  us  who  are  opposed  to  that  course  and 
think  It  is  unwise,  and  think  it  is  wrong  to  propagandize  the 
country,  feel  that  we  should  tell  the  American  people,  so 
that  they  will  not  be  fooled  as  to  the  whole  trend  of  the 
thought  of  these  m.en,  whose  public  utterances  we  have 
followed  in  the  editorials  we  have  read. 

Liberals?  Of  course  Mr.  Stimson  is  now  a  liberal,  now  a 
great  progressive.  And  Colonel  Knox  is  now  a  great  liberal. 
When  did  he  become  a  liberal?  Certainly  not  in  1936,  when 
he  was  a  Vice  Presidential  candidate,  because,  as  I  stated 
before,  if  there  was  one  man  in  the  United  States  who  made 
vitriolic  speeches  and  denoimced  the  President  and  the 
New  Deal  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  it  was 
this  same  distinguished  gentleman.  Colonel  Knox.  I  never 
heard  more  vitriolic  speeches.  That  should  be  notice  to  the 
liberal  forces  of  the  country  just  what  the  drift  is;  it  should 
be  notice  to  the  peace-loving  people  of  this  country  just 
what  the  drift  Is. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President.  I  had  Intended  to  speak  on 
the  resolution,  but  I  cannot  fail,  in  passing,  to  comment  on 
the  appointment  of  CoL  Prank  Knox  and  Mr.  Stimson 
to  the  Cabinet  ol  the  President  of  the  United  States.    At 
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least  the  President  wanted  his  Cabinet  to  be  nonpiartlsan, 
because  it  is  now  5  to  5,  with  Mr.  Wallace,  Mr.  Ickes.  Mr. 
Hopkins,  Colonel  Knox,  and  Mr.  Stimson. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  know  who  the  Sena- 
tor counts  as  Democrats,  but  I  have  been  imder  the  im- 
pression that  before  these  appointments  were  made  there 
were  only  three  Democrats  in  the  Cabinet,  and  one  of  them 
has  now  been  superseded. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not  rise  to  discuss  that 
matter,  but  I  read  in  the  newspapers  3  weeks  ago  that  there 
was  pressure  from  London  to  get  Harry  Woodring  out  of 
the  Cabinet,  and  it  has  succeeded.  Why  does  London  seem- 
ingly know  more  about  our  foreign  policy  than  the  United 
States  Senate  knows?  Did  Lord  Lothian  tell  the  President 
when  he  conferred  with  him  that  Mr.  Woodring  was  in  the 
way? 

I  do  not  hold  any  brief  for  Mr.  Woodring.  I  am  not 
taking  up  his  case.  But  the  difference  between  Mr.  Wood- 
ring's  policy  of  helping  the  Allies  and  that  of  the  new 
nominee  is  just  this.  Mr.  Woodring's  policy  was  to  do 
everything  for  the  Allies  within  the  law  and  to  look  after 
America  first,  but  the  policy  of  the  new  nominee  is  to  do 
anything  for  the  Allies  that  is  necessary  and  America  be 
damned. 

Col.  Prank  Knox,  a  liberal.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
(Mr.  BAFKLrrl  spoke  of  him  as  a  liberal.  I  do  not  have  the 
editorials  with  me.  but  I  shall  put  them  In  the  Record  this 
week — editorials  dealing  with  the  matter  under  discussion 
and  showing  what  sort  of  liberal  Colonel  Knox  Is. 

Of  course,  the  President  of  the  United  States  wanted  the 
Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  do  his 
bidding  without  any  question,  and  he  now  has  men  who  will 
do  it,  because  they  are  right  atong  with  him  in  conducting 
lis  along  the  path  toward  war. 

Everyone  here  knows — the  Senator  from  Kentucky  gave  us 
a  little  lesson  in  civics — that  the  Congress  declares  war. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  will  yield.    I  shall  be  more  generous  to  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  than  he  was  to  me  when  I  asked  him 
to  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  sorry  that  I  did  not  jrield  to  the 
Senator.  I  wanted  to  finish  my  remarks  before  I  yielded. 
It  was  not  because  I  had  no  desire  not  to  yield  to  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  attempting  to  lecture  the  Senate 
on  civics,  and  particularly  I  am  not  trying  to  lecture  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  oh  civics. 

Mr.  HOLT.  The  Senator  can  lecture  me  on  practical 
politics,  but  not  on  civics. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  I  shall  not  attempt  to  lecture  the 
Senator  on  practical  politics.  I  leave  that  to  the  State  of 
West  Virginia  itself,  which  has  already  done  so.  L  Laughter.  1 
Mr.  HOLT.  The  only  difference  between  the  State  of  West 
Virginia  and  the  State  of  Kentucky  is  that  it  cost  $60,- 
000,000  to  reelect  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  [Laughter 
in  the  galleries.! 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  statement  is  an  unmitigated  un- 
truth. 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  thank  the  Senator  for  expressing  it. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes.    Well,  I  have  expressed  it.  / 

Mr.  HOLT.  WeU,  I  am  glad  he  did. 
Now,  going  ahead  with  what  I  started  to  say.  I  wish  to 
say  that,  of  course,  it  is  very  good  that  we  shall  have  a 
Secretary  of  the  Navy.  We  have  had  one  off  and  on.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  now  a  candidate  in  the  State  of 
New  Jersey.  Apparently  it  is  not  very  important  to  have  a 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  when  he  is  needed  to  run  on  the 
Democratic  ticket  in  New  Jersey  at  this  very,  very  impor- 
tant time.    I  shall  not  discuss  that  matter. 

It  has  been  known  for  some  time  that  most  all  of  these 
laws' being  passed  give  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  power  which  they  have  never  bad  in  the 
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history  of  our  country,  and  powers  which  were  never  even 
thought  of  are  now  put  Into  the  hands  of  two  warmongers — 
and  I  speak  of  Knox  and  Stimson.  I  shall  discuss  them 
later  on  in  the  Senate. 

I  shoidd  like  Colonel  Knox  to  tell  the  country  about  his 
International  investments  which  he  personally  holds  in 
South  America.  Let  him  come  out  and  tell  the  truth  and 
show  his  interest  In  America — but  which  end  of  America? 

Coming  back  to  the  matter  of  declaration  of  war,  we  know 
that  Congress  has  to  declare  war.  The  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  WrnxLEii]  spoke  about  how  war  could  result  by  In- 
flaming public  passion.  There  Is  another  way  of  getting  into 
war,  and  that  is  by  creating  an  incident  by  reason  of  which 
the  other  side  declares  war  on  us.  You  can  get  into  a  fight 
either  by  hitting  somebody  or  by  creating  an  incident  which 
results  in  him  hitting  you.  That  is  what  the  administration 
is  trying  to  do.  Since  certain  policies  of  the  New  Deal  failed, 
actions  have  been  taken  in  recent  months  which  would  tend 
to  create  an  incident  to  Involve  us  in  the  controversies  of 

Europe. 

The  President  said  at  Chautauqua  that  day  by  day  decisions 
will  get  us  into  war.  if  we  are  not  careful.  Every  one  of 
those  decisions  has  been  toward  war. 

Speak  of  cneatlng  an  Incident?  Yes.  In  every  way  possible 
effort  is  being  made  to  create  an  incident  by  which  the  public 
could  be  Inflamed,  or  to  create  an  Incident  because  of  which 
some  nation  could  declare  war,  or  make  an  overt  act  against 
us.  Does  anyone  here  think  that  either  Colonel  Knox  or  Mr. 
Stimson.  the  great  liberals  of  Wall  Street,  spoken  of  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana,  would  hesitate  to  do  something  to 
create  such  an  incident?  If  anyone  thinks  so  he  is  either 
fooling  himself,  or  he  Is  not  familiar  with  the  record  of  these 
individuals. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield?  ! 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  NOssouri.  The  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia will  recall  an  Incident  within  the  memory  or  within 
the  congressional  term  of  service  of  some  Members  of  this 
body,  when  without  any  declaration  of  war  by  the  Congress, 
or  any  authority  of  the  Congress,  a  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
actually  committed  an  act  of  war  against  a  nation  with 
which  we  were  not  at  war,  by  landing  bluejackets  and 
marines,  and  shelling  the  port  of  Vera  Cruz  along  the  coast 
of  Mexico.  Without  any  authority  of  Congress  whatever 
he  created  an  incident  which  was  an  act  of  war,  had  the 
adverse  party  been  strong  enough  to  treat  it  as  an  act  of 
war.  We  landed  the  bluejackets  at  Vera  Cruz  without  a 
declaraUon  of  war,  and  occupied  it  for  months.  We  shelled 
that  city,  killed  some  of  Its  citizens  because,  forsooth,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  became  enraged  because  the  govern- 
ment, which  had  not  been  recognized  by  the  United  States, 
refused  to  salute  the  American  flag. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Missouri  is  cor- 
rect in  his  statement. 

Going  back  to  the  first  statement  I  made,  the  London 
newspapers  spoke  about  how  they  could  not  get  cooperation 
from  Mr.  Woodring.  They  could  not  get  cooperation  from 
him.  I  did  not  know  we  would  discuss  this  subject  today. 
or  I  would  have  brought  with  me  files  and  records  I  have. 
I  Intend  to  put  them  in  the  Record  to  show  that  the  idea  of 
cooperation  with  England  was  discussed  at  the  time,  to  which 
I  referred. 

Mr.  President,  England  need  not  fear  today  that  there  will 
be  no  cooperation  on  the  part  of  either  Mr.  Stimson  or  Mr. 
Knox.  Such  assurance  was  probably  had  before  they  were 
named  to  the  Cabinet.  I  say  here  this  afternoon  on  the 
floor  of  the  United  States  Senate  that  all  indications  point- 
some  of  you  may  say  that  I  should  not  say  it  because  of  my 
political  affiliation — but  my  opinion  is  that  there  have  been 
commitments  made  for  our  involvement  in  the  war  and  now 
the  question  is.  Will  those  commitments  be  fulfilled? 

So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned — I  may  be  only  one, 
but  I  am  sure  there  are  more  who  are  with  me — I  shall  vote 
against  that  involvement.    Day  by  day,  step  by  step  we  are 
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getting  nearer  to  war.  It  Is  said,  "That  is  not  a  step  taking 
us  to  war."  and  the  next  day  another  step  is  taken  toward 
war.  These  Jingolsts  were  put  into  the  Cabinet  as  a  step 
toward  peace— peace  with  the  Republican  Interventionists. 
That  is  what  some  wanted,  not  peace  with  the  world.  And 
I  say  here  this  afternoon  that  time  will  record  the  history  of 
1937  to  1940  in  the  foreign  relations  of  the  United  States  as 
the  most  damning  indictment  against  secret  diplomacy  this 
country  has  ever  seen.  Time  will  prove  it,  just  as  after  the 
last  war  we  fotmd  out  what  happened  behind  the  scenes. 
We  may  not  like  it,  but  it  Is  the  truth.  This  is  another 
move  in  the  direction  of  cooperation  to  get  America  into  this 
war. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President.  I  am  very  reluctant  to 
speak  this  afternoon,  because  I  can  understand  how  anxious 
the  Senate  is  to  adjourn  to  pay  honor  and  tribute  to  one  of  its 
most  distinguished  Members.  But  I  will  not  let  the  cuitaln 
come  down  on  this  session  without  at  least  one  Senator  stand- 
ing up  to  deny  the  accusation  or  Insinuation,  made  on  more 
than  one  occasion  In  the  past  hour,  that  there  Is  an  attempt 
upon  the  part  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  lead 
this  country  Into  war. 

If  there  is  a  Senator  who  does  not  believe  that  there  Is  a 
grave  and  compelling  need  for  preparedness,  I  should  like  to 
have  him  now  rise  In  his  place  and  so  state.  If  there  is  a 
Senator  who  doubts  that  there  Is  danger  to  us  as  a  result  of 
the  situation  in  foreign  places,  I  should  like  to  have  him  so 
state,  and  tell  us  why  there  is  need  for  preparedness  If  thei« 
is  no  danger.  I  should  like  to  have  some  Senator  point  out 
now,  in  the  immediate  wake  of  these  insinuations,  what  step 
the  President  of  the  United  States  or  the  Goverrunent  of 
the  United  States  has  taken  that  is  the  slightest  indication 
of  an  effort  to  InvcJve  us  in  a  foreign  war  or  to  bring  our  boys 
into  participation  in  war. 

Not  so  long  ago  we  experienced  the  excitement  of  the  so- 
called  Neutrality  Act.  I  said  then,  and  I  now  repeat,  that  I 
would  not  vote  to  send  oiu*  boys  to  participate  in  a  foreign 
war.  I  said  then,  and  I  say  now,  on  my  own  responsibility 
and  in  the  broadest  sense,  that  the  Urxlted  States  Senate  is  a 
peace  bloc,  and  that  we  want  to  avoid  war;  but  siu-ely  every 
Senator  knows,  as  does  every  careful -thinking  American,  that 
we  are  in  at  least  the  lighter  shadows  of  war.  If  that  were 
not  true,  Mr.  President,  we  should  not  be  reading  and  hearing 
a  constant  accusation  on  the  part  of  some  that  we  have 
neglected  a  proper  preparedness. 

It  seems  sad  to  me.  Mr.  President,  that  In  this  trying  hour 
of  the  world's  hlstorylwe  are  not  a  imited  people.  The  totali- 
tarian powers  of  Europe,  with  their  hateful  philosophy  and 
ideology,  are  marching  toward  the  destruction  of  god-fearing 
people.  Religious  Poland  is  gone.  Czechoslovakia  is  in  the 
dust.  Holland  and  Belgium  have  been  subjected  to  indignity, 
humiliation,  and  distress.  France  has  her  back  against  the 
wall.  England  is  in  terror  and  terrible  danger;  and  the  to- 
talitarian leaders,  who  have  turned  their  backs  on  God,  are 
going  forward.  Why?  Because  they  are  a  united  people; 
because  they  have  a  national  ideal — a  base  ideal,  to  be  sure, 
but  a  national  Ideal. 

In  the  shadow  of  all  that  terror  and  reason  for  fear,  with 
Gethsemane  probably  just  down  the  road,  in  the  United 
States  Senate,  representative  of  the  Nation's  leadership, 
the  ambassadors  of  the  great  sovereign  States  are  tearing 
themselves  apart,  when  the  crying  need  of  the  hour,  in  addi- 
tion to  preparedness,  is  national  unity. 

I  <lo  not  know  that  Mr.  Stimson  and  Colonel  Knox  need 
my  defense,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  come  to  their 
defense  at  this  moment,  because  I  am  not  suflaciently  In- 
formed as  to  their  background  or  their  Ideas,  but  I  have  a 
supreme  faith  in  our  national  leadership  and  in  an  outstand- 
ing man  who  has  an  imagination  capable  of  coping  with  the 
situation.  It  not  only  deeply  distresses  me,  Mr.  President, 
but,  as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  I  resent  it  when,  in 
an  hour  of  peril,  which  we  all  admit,  there  Is  a  question 
as  to  whether  or  not  a  man  has  a  right  to  serve  because  he 
may  be  a  conservative  rather  than  a  liberal. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  quite  willing  to  match  my  votes  for 
the  short  time  I  have  been  in  the  Senate,  on  any  liberal 
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standard  that  may  be  chosen,  with  those  of  Senators  who 
question  the  political  views  of  any  men  now  called  to  serve. 
At  such  a  time  as  this  I  very  much  resent  the  attempt  to 
wave  the  exciting  flag  of  Wall  Street  before  the  American 
people.  I  know,  as  the  result  of  an  experience  on  a  com- 
mittee of  this  body,  that  men  who  were  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  of  munitions  during  the  last  war  have  tried 
to  avoid  participation  now  because  of  the  stigma  cast  upon 
them  as  a  result  of  their  experience  In  the  last  war.  I 
know  that  our  Government,  our  people,  and  Members  of 
the  Senate  are  hoping  and  praying  that  we  may  again 
accelerate  and  stimulate  their  Interest  and  activity  in  the 
manufacture  of  munitions  and  implements  of  war  as  we 
rush  toward  preparedness. 

Mr.  President,  in  probably  the  darkest  hour  in  all  the 
world's  history,  when  there  should  be  a  melting  of  the  hearts 
and  a  meeting  of  the  minds  of  the  men  of  this  great  Repub- 
lic, we  find  the  leadership  of  the  United  States  Senate  going 
in  different  paths  and  raising  questions  of  politics,  such  as 
the  question  of  whether  a  man  is  a  liberal  or  a  conservative. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  old  enough  to  remember  the  last  war. 
No  such  questions  were  then  raised.  I  have  lived  long 
enough  to  know  that  come  war  again — and  I  pray  God  It 
will  not  come — a  man's  political  views  will  not  be  questioned. 
He  will  not  be  asked  whether  he  is  a  conservative  or  a 
liberal,  or  whether  he  comes  from  Main  Street,  Oak  Street, 
or  Wall  Street. 

While  I  speak  today  unprepared,  and  only  because  I  felt 
that  there  was  a  need  for  someone  to  raise  his  voice  against 
these  charges,  I  hope  that  some  heed  will  be  paid  to  one 
feeble  voice,  so  that,  despite  the  excitement  of  an  election 
year,  and  because  of  the  imcertaintles  and  worry  of  the  times, 
we  may  come  together,  particularly  in  this  body,  as  we 
consider  the  problems  which  are  a  sacred  responsibility  now 
more  than  ever  before  in  our  country's  history. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  occupy  only  a 
few  minutes  in  speaking  of  the  matter  which  has  just  been 
discussed. 

I  have  no  desire  to  make  any  conmients  about  the  two 
nominations  sent  to  the  Senate  this  afternoon.     If.  as  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Holt]  sasrs  he  understands, 
either  of  the  two  gentlemen.  Mr.  Knox  or  Mr.  Stimson,  has 
mide  any  conmiitment  to  a  foreign  government  to  partici- 
pate In  Ali  effort  to  involve  this  country  in  war.  that  is  a 
matter  which  should  be  susceptible  of  proof:  and  I  think  we 
*  can  confidently  rely  upon  the  proper  committee  of  the  Sen- 
>     ate.  upon  an  Investigation,  ascertaining  whether  or  not  that 
'       Is  the  fact.    Should  it  be  the  fact.  It  would  certainly  influ- 
ence°  the  votes  of  Members  of  the  Senate. 

Ihave  no  idea  that  the  Senator's  information  is  correct. 
While  I  have  only  a  slight  acquaintance  with  the  two  gentle- 
^  men  who  have  been  nominated,  their  records  cause  me  to 
lyrlleve  that  neither  of  them  would  be  guilty  of  making  a 
commitment  to  any  foreign  government  to  Involve  this  coun- 
try  In  war.  If  such  a  commitment  could  be  proved,  no  Sena- 
tor would  vote  to  confirm  their  nominations.  But,  Mr. 
Prrstdent.  It  would  be  exceedingly  unfortunate  if  a  statement 
-^  Of  that  kind  were  made  for  which  there  Is  no  justiflcatlon, 
and  which  cannot  be  proved,  because,  after  all.  the  state* 
ment  is  carried  to  the  country:  and  if  there  is  a  denial  1 
week  or  2  weeks  hence,  the  denial  will  probably  never  over- 
take the  charge. 

I  recall  that  during  the  World  War  pobtlcs  was  forgotten. 
I  was  then  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
I  will  say  for  the  Republican  Members  of  the  House  that 
never  once  was  there  any  Justification  for  the  charge  that 
■  politics  influenced  their  consideration  of  any  question.  They 
stood  up  as  Americans,  and  not  as  partisans:  this  country 
was  united,  and  we  were  proud  of  the  record  of  the  Repub- 
licans and  Democrats  ahke  in  the  Senate  and  in  the  House 
of  Representatives.  If  today  there  is  nothing  against  the 
gentlemen  whose  nominations  have  been  sent  to  the  Senate 
this  afternoon  other  than  the  fact  that  Mr.  Stimson  and 
Mr.  Knox  are  Republicans,  I  certainly  will  vote  to  confirm 
their  nominations,  because  I  t)elieve  at  this  time  in  the  his- 


tory of  oiu"  country  we  should  realize  when  we  call  on  the 
RepubUcans  in  the  Senate  and  the  House  to  forget  politics 
and  support  the  program  of  the  Government  for  the  defense 
of  the  Nation,  then  the  least  we  Etemocrats  can  do  is  to 
forget  partisan  politics  and  to  prove  by  our  actions  that  we 
have  forgotten  it. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 
Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Dees  not  the  assimiption  that  these  two  gen- 
tlemen desire  to  bring  us  into  war  contemplate  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  desires  to  bring  us  into  war? 
We  know  that  that  is  not  the  case,  and  we  know  that  he 
would  select  men  who  would  share  his  views  and  do  every- 
thing possible  to  avoid  war,  but  to  prepare  this  country  for 
every  eventuality. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  of  course  I  have  no  such 
idea,  and  I  know  the  American  people  do  not  believe  that 
the  President  of  the  United  States  wants  this  country  to 
engage  in  war.  I  do  not  want  to  engage  in  war.  Where 
would  an  army  land  across  the  sea?  At  what  port  could 
they  be  landed?  Who  Is  seriously  thinking  of  such  a  thing? 
No  sane  man  here  has  any  such  idea  in  his  mind.  What 
would  we  send  abroad — 375.000  men? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 
Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  We  have  been  sending  some  of 
the  very  latest  naval  vessels,  some  of  which  have  not  even 
been  delivered,  in  violation  of  law. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  disagree  with  the  Senator  as  to  there 
being  a  violation  of  law,  but  that  is  a  matter  that  should 
be  gone  into  and.  if  it  is  in  violation  of  law,  then  it  should 
not  be  done.  I  was  speaking  of  men  when  the  Senator 
interrupted  me;  that  is  what  I  had  In  mind;  because  the 
American  people  are  being  told  that  we  are  going  to  send 
their  iKJys  abroad.  I  know  of  nol>ody  in  a  place  of  responsi- 
bility or  power  who  has  any  such  Idea. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  know 
of  anything  even  in  the  way  of  material  that  has  been  sent 
or  is  being  sent  that  Congress  has  not  authorized  to  be  sent? 
Mr.  BYRNES.  I  know  to  what  the  Senator  refers  and 
we  know  what  has  happened.  I  heard  o£Bcials  of  the  Navy 
Department  testify  as  to  planes  which  were  being  manu- 
factured for  the  Navy  Department  6  months  ago  by  Pratt  ti 
Whitney,  as  I  recall.  Pratt  L  Whitney  told  the  Navy  De- 
partment that  a  new  engine  had  been  developed  which  had 
greater  power,  would  give  greater  speed,  and  which  was 
twice  as  good  as  the  one  that  was  being  manufactured  for 
the  United  States  Navy.  At  that  time  the  Government  of 
Finland,  In  sore  need  of  planet,  wanted  to  buy  those  planes 
under  construction:  the  Navy  Department  released  Its  order, 
and  let  Finland  buy  them  when  Pratt  k  Whitney  agreed 
that.  In  place  of  those  planes,  they  would  provide  for  the 
Navy  Department,  for  a  little  less  money,  planes  much  su- 
perior to  those  under  construction.  The  same  process  has 
been  followed,  according  to  Information  we  have  had  in  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  In  the  case  of  other  materials.  I 
know  that  in  the  press  there  Is  a  discussion  about  some  ships, 
but  because  I  have  not  the  facts  and  do  not  know  them.  I 
do  not  express  an  opinion  about  that  matter,  for  I  think 
that  at  this  time  we  should  avoid  making  statements  unless 
we  are  absolutely  certain  of  the  facts  in  the  case. 

But.  Mr.  President.  I  must  admit  that  I  was  prompted  to 
ask  the  Senate  to  Indulge  me  t>ecause  of  the  statements 
made  by  my  good  friend,  the  senior  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Whexler).  I  have  not  discussed  the  war  in  Europe, 
so  far  as  I  can  recall,  since  the  neutrality  bill  was  under 
discussion  last  year.  Several  times  I  have  heard  made  the 
same  statement  or  a  statement  similar  to  the  one  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Montana.  I  know  him  well  enough  to 
know  that  he  makes  it  In  all  sincerity.  Today  he  said, 
referring  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  during  the  World 
;  War,  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  had  voted  against 
'  entering  that  war;  that  he  imderstood  at  that  time  Members 
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of  the  Senate  and  House  voted  for  AmeHca  to  enter  that  war 
when  they  did  not  believe  In  It.  some  of  them  crying  as  they 
voted,  because  they  were  driven  to  it  by  British  propaganda. 
That  was  substantially  his  statement;  I  would  not  attempt 
to  quote  his  exact  words.    That  statement  has  been  made 
in  the  press  and  has  been  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
and  the  House.    I  know  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  voted 
against  entering  the  World  War.    I  had  respect  for  his  views. 
Just  as  I  had  respect  for  the  views  of  other  members  of  the 
House  who  voted  against  entering  the  war.    One  of  the 
dearest  friends  I  had  in  life  was  the  Representative  from 
North   Carolina,    the   Democratic    leader   of   the   House   of 
Representatives,  Claude  Kitchen.    Two  hours  before  that 
vote  was  taken  he  asked  me  to  come  to  his  room.    He  said 
he  was  going  to  vote,  as  did  the  Senator  from  Nebraska, 
against  entering  the  war.    In  the  presence  of  his  wife  and 
children,  he  told  me  of  his  determination:  he  said  that  for 
two  nights  he  had   not  slept;   and  he  also  cried  on  that 
occasion.    I  admit  I  Joined  him   In   that   respect.    I  was 
against  his  position:  I  was  going  to  vote  for  the  resolution 
to  enter  the  war;  but  I  respected  him  as  a  man  who  had 
convictions  and  had  the  courage  of  those  convictions.    When 
he  was  criticized,  I  defended  him  with  all  my  soul.    At  the 
same  time.  I  claimed  the  same  right  to  respect  for  my  views. 
No  British  propaganda  caused  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  Johnson),  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkley], 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  AshxtrstI,  the  senior  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  SiothI,  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  CoNNALLYl.  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  or 
the  others  who  voted  for  the  resolution  to  enter  the  .World 
War.    Why  did  we  vote  for  it?    Was  it  because  of  munition 
manufacturers?    There  never  could  be  a  greater  mistake.    I 
hold  no  brief  for  them:  I  would  have  nothing  to  say  in  their 
behalf  at  that  time  or  any  other.    I  have  never  attempted  to 
study  the  profits  made  by  them.    Yet  I  wish  to  say  that  the 
statement  made  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Ma- 
LONKYl  has  been  brought  heme  to  us.    Within  the  last  few 
days  the  Senator  from  Maryland   [Mr.  Tydings)  and  I,  in- 
terrogating a  witness  before  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
were  told  that  at  least  one  of  the  great  manufacturers  of 
powder  in  this  country  stopped  manufacturing  powder  be- 
cause throughout  this  country  he  was  called  a  merchant  of 
desth.    He  had  money.    Why  should  he  subject  himself  and 
his  family  to  criticism  of  being  a  "merchant  of  death"?    He 
refused  to  take  orders;  he  does  not  want  them  now;   and 
this  country,  in  its  hour  of  unpreparedness,  goes  to  him  today 
to  ask  him.  to  plead  tvtth  him,  to  manufacture  powder.    Of- 
ficials of  the  Navy  Department  told  us  that  they  even  en- 
cotiraged  orders  from  other  governments  to  be  placed  with 
him.    We  are  a  peace-loving  people;  we  cannot  hope  under 
cur  society  In  ctvlllzatlon  to  build  up  powder  planu  all  over 
this  Nation  sufficient  to  supply  us  with  powder  In  time  of 
war.    We  look  to  such  manufacturers  now,  and  when  we  do 
ne  find  tbejr  do  not  want  to  go  into  the  business  which  we 

denounced. 

Mr.  TYDINOe.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BITRNES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDIWaS.  In  the  particular  case  to  which  the  Sen- 
ator has  referred,  when  we  were  Intervie^'lng  one  of  the 

Ooverrunent  witnesses,  it  waa  developed  that  the  powder 
manufacturer  had,  at  tbe  reqtaest  of  the  Ooremment  only, 
kept  his  plant  open  In  time  of  peace  and  took  an  annual  loss 
of  $300,000  a  year,  so  that  the  Government  would  not  be 
without  a  powder  plant  in  case  we  got  into  war. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  As  I  said  in  referring  to  the  matter,  I 
hold  no  brief  for  munitions  manufacturers;  but  I  know,  as  a 
Member  of  the  House  at  the  time  the  declaration  of  war 
was  agreed  to.  in  the  presence  of  Members  of  the  Senate  who 
were  then  Members  of  the  House,  I  felt  Just  as  did  some 
others.  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  Senator  should  say  he 
was  informed  that  men  were  in  tears.    That  was  true. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  What  I  said  was  that  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska — and  I  think  he  made  the  statement  up<Mi  the 


floor  of  the  Senate  when  there  was  before  us  a  bill  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  for  a  referendum,  and  If  I  am  mistaken, 
he  will  correct  me,  though  I  think  I  quote  him  correctly,  or 
In  substance,  when  I  state  that  he  said  men  voted  for  the  war 
who  did  not  want  to  vote  for  it.  because  the  people  back 
home  were  urging  them  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  would  agree  with  that  So  I  misimder- 
stood  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  may  have  said 

Mr.  BYRNES.    British  propaganda. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  "British  propaganda."  but,  of  course,- 1 
had  no  reference  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  I 
know  him  too  well  to  do  so.  and  I  know  the  Senators  to  whom 
he  has  referred  were  not  influenced  by  British  propaganda; 
but  I  also  know  that  there  was  British  propaganda  in  this 
cotmtry  at  that  time;  and  I  think  everylxxiy  recognized  the 
fact  that  there  was  terrific  propaganda  here  to  get  us  into  war. 
I  differed  with  the  Senator,  for  I  did  not  feel  that  we  should 
have  gotten  into  the  last  wm,  but  I  respect  the  opinion  of 
the  man  who  thought  we  should,  and  he  had  as  much  right 
to  his  views  as  I  had  to  mine. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  am  glad  the  Senator's  statement  is  not 
that  they  were  prompted  by  British  propaganda.  If  he  said 
"prompted  by  the  views  of  the  people  at  home,"  agsdn  I  will 
say  that  was  true.  Who  cannot  recall  It?  It  was  no  muni- 
tion manufacturers'  propaganda.  Who  cannot  recall  the 
days  of  1915-16,  when  vessel  after  vessel  flying  the  American 
flag  was  sent  to  the  bottom  of  the  sea,  and  American  men 
and  women  were  sent  to  a  watery  grave?  That  is  what 
caused  the  American  jaeople  to  demsmd  a  declaration  of  war. 

Talk  about  Congress  going  to  war.  The  people  will  make 
the  Congress  go  to  war  whenever  It  goes.  Only  the  people 
will  do  it.  Congress  will  be  the  last  to  act.  I  thought  more 
of  my  country  and  of  the  Congress  in  the  trying  days  in  1917 
than  ever  before  or  since;  for  men,  regardless  of  party,  rose 
to  the  best  that  was  in  them,  and  voted  their  honest  convic- 
tions at  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  as  I  recall  the  time 
that  vote  was  taken.  Tears  were  in  the  eyes  of  many  men. 
Why  should  they  not  have  been? 

I  have  before  me  the  record  of  some  of  the  things  that  were 
recorded  by  the  American  Legion  as  having  happened  prior 
to  our  entrance  into  the  war.  When  ship  after  ship  was 
sunk,  when  our  Government  demanded  respect  for  the  United 
States  of  America,  what  respect  was  shown?  We  know  there 
is  propaganda  on  many  issues,  but  Members  of  the  Senate  and 
House  properly  appraise  It.  We  knew  prior  to  our  entrance 
Into  the  World  War  that  In  our  midst  there  was  propaganda 
on  the- part  of  the  German  Government.  We  knew  that 
Count  von  Bemstorff,  right  here  In  Washington,  in  the 
shadow  of  this  Capitol,  had  a  $50,000  slush  fund  to  influence 
the  actions  of  thi;  United  States  Congress.  I  remember  the 
day  when  the  evidence  was  presented  to  the  American  peo- 
ple. Did  that  make  the  people  of  America  feel  good?  No 
British  propaganda  was  required  to  arotise  the  poople.  There 
wu  not  a  red-blooded  American  who  could  pick  up  a  news- 
paper and  read  of  Americans  being  slaughtered,  and  then 
read  of  the  representative  of  a  foreign  government  putting  out 
a  slush  fund  to  influence  the  action  of  Congress,  without  feel- 
ing the  deepest  resentment  and  outrage.  And  then  the  Zim- 
mermann  note  was  found  by  our  Intelligence  people,  diccloa- 
ing  an  effort  by  Germany  to  induce  our  peaceful  neighbor  to 
the  south  of  us,  Mexico,  to  go  to  war  with  us,  to  take  up  arms 
against  us  at  oiur  back  door,  and  to  induce  Japan  to  make 
war  upon  us. 

Talk  about  British  propaganda.  Whose  factories  were 
sabotaged?  We  found  machines  wrecked  and  factories  blown 
up,  and  we  found  the  representatives  of  the  German  Govern- 
ment doing  it.  Was  it  propaganda?  Germans  were  tried  in 
the  courts  of  the  United  States  for  these  offenses.  Itiey 
were  convicted,  and  many  of  them  served  sentences.  They 
had  a  trial  by  an  American  jury.  Instead  of  a  concentration 

camp  or  a  death  sentence,  as  they  would  have  had  in  other 

countries. 
I  will  say  to  the  Ssnator  from  Montana  that  about  2  weeks 

before  we  entered  the  war,  on  one  Sunday,  in  1&8  churches 


4 


4. 

f'i 


l« 


8700 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-SENATE 


June  20 


ii 


X        I 


In  America  resolutions  were  adopted  and  sent  to  the  House 
of  Representatives  demanding  that  we  enter  the  war.  There 
was  no  British  propaganda  there.  It  came  from  the  God- 
fearing Christian  people  of  America.  They  stood  up  and 
said.  "In  the  name  of  America,  we  demand  of  the  Senate  and 
House  that  they  vote  for  war."  Fnnally.  Germany  gave  notice 
It  would  disregard  all  protests  and  engage  in  unrestricted 
submarine  warfare  upon  our  shipping.    America  went  to  war. 

I  only  want  to  say  that  regardless  of  what  propagandists 
may  now  say.  when  I  voted  for  the  declaration  of  war.  I  voted 
for  it  because  I  believed  there  was  no  other  course  for  America. 
Under  the  same  circumstances.  I  would  vote  the  same  way 
today. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  a  few  moments 
ago  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Barkley]  expressed 
the  hope  that  this  subject  might  be  postponed  until  the  com- 
mittees of  the  Senate,  to  which  had  been  referred  these  nom- 
inations, might  have  an  opportunity  to  report. 

I  should  have  been  entirly  content  to  acquiesce  in  that  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  he  not  himself  pro- 
ceeded to  enter  into  a  lengthy  apology  for  the  appointment 
of  the  two  nominees  whose  names  have  been  sent  to  the 
Senate,  which  was  followed  by  the  impassionwl  resentment 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Maloney]  as  to  any 
Senator  who  happened  to  disagree  with  his  views;  and  now 
those  addresses  have  been  followed  by  the  impassioned  war 
address  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  South  CaroliiiSi 
I  Mr.  Byr?jks1. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yllld? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator's  characterization  of  my 
remarks  as  an  apology  is  entirely  out  of  place.  I  would  have 
said  nothing  about  this  matter  if  the  Senator  from  Montana 
had  not  injected  it  in  here,  and  I  merely  replied  to  him. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky that  I  heard  the  Senator  say  that  the  matter  ought 
to  be  postponed,  and  he  himself  then  proceeded  to  enter  into 
a  lengthy  discussion  of  it.  I  merely  am  exercising  my  right, 
as  a  Senator,  to  express  a  very  brief  opinion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  did  state  that.  I  expressed  the  view 
that  until  the  committees  could  bring  in  the  nominations 
for  consideration  here  the  American  people  ought  not  to  be 
prejudiced  in  advance  against  them. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  And  then  the  Senator  attempted 
to  prejudice  the  American  people  In  advance  in  behalf  of  the 
nominees. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    No;  I  attempted  to  reply 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missoiul.    I  heard  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  attempted  to  reply  to  what  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  said.  If  the  Senator  from  Missouri  re- 
gards that  as  an  apology,  he  has  a  right  to  regard  it  as  he 

sees  fit. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  understand  that  I  have  that 
right,  and  it  is  a  right  which  I  am  now  exercising. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  no  doubt  the  Senator  will  exer- 
cise his  right. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Unquestionably. 

Mr.  MALONEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  Senator,  from 
Connecticut.    

Mr.  MALONEY.  Did  I  correctly  understand  the  Senator 
to  say  that  he  believed  I  scolded  someone? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  understood  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  repeatedly  to  express  his  resentment  against 
anybody  who  disagreed  with  the  policy  now  in  effect;  at 
least.  I  so  understood  him. 

Mr.  MALONEY.     The  Senator  misxmderstood  me. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     What  was  it  the  Senator  said? 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  said  I  resented  any  charge  made  that 
Wall  Street  was  trying  to  inflame  the  country  into  war.  and 
that  I  resented  the  insinuation  made  that  the  President 
was  trying  to  put  us  into  war.  I  certainly  said  nothing 
which  would  give  the  Senator  reason  to  believe  that  I  desired 
to  scold  anyone. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  whole  burden  of  the  Sena- 
tor's remarks  was  to  charge  anyt>ody  who  disagreed  with 


this  policy  with  disunity,  with  causing  a  disorganization 
of  the  national  policy  of  the  country.  I  am  perfectly  wUling 
to  stand  on  the  Senator's  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  On  the  basis  of  that  I  shaU  say  no  more, 
and  respectfully  suggest  that  the  Senator  read  my  remarks 
before  he  makes  a  suggestion  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  listened  to  them.  I  do  not  need 
to  read  them,  but  I  will  be  glad  to  do  so. 

I  do  not  desire  to  detain  the  Senate,  and  take  the  floor  for 
a  moment  only  for  this  reason— that  as  one  Senator  who 
intends  to  vote  against  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Stimson  and 
against  the  conttrmation  of  Colonel  Knox.  I  do  not  wish  it  to 
be  understood  that  I  am  casting  those  votes  either  because  I 
believe  for  a  moment  that  either  one  of  them  has  been  in 
treasonable  or  semi  treasonable  correspondence  with  any  for- 
eign power,  or  subjected  to  any  improper  influence  from  any 
other  power,  or  because  I  am  objecting  to  their  political  views, 
or  to  the  fact  that  both  are  ultrareactionaries  in  their  poli- 
tics. Neither  or  those  is  the  case,  as  has  been  suggested  in 
this  debate.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  believe  that  either  Colo- 
nel Stimson  or  Colonel  Knox  would  be  guilty  of  being  sub- 
jected to  influence  by  any  foreign  government.  Such  a  thing 
would  be  an  act  of  treason.  I  have  not  the  pleasure  of  Colo- 
nel Stimson's  personal  acquaintance.  I  have  knowp  of  him. 
of  course,  as  every  other  reasonably  well-informed  American 
citizen  has.  for  a  great  many  years.  I  have  enjoyed  the  per- 
sonal friendship  of  Colonel  Knox  since  the  first  regular  con- 
vention of  the  American  Legion  in  Minneapolis  in  1919  and  I 
entertain  for  him  a  high  regard  and  most  cordial  and  friendly 
personal  feelings. 

Both  of  them  have  justly  earned  the  high  regard  of  the 
American  people.  Both  of  them  are  men  of  ability.  Both  of 
them  are  men  of  high  character.  I  do  not  doubt  the  patri- 
otism of  either  one  of  them,  although  I  very  violently  disagree 
with  some  of  their  views.  Each  one  of  them  has  a  right  to  his 
own  opinion.  But.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  vote  against  their 
confirmation  because  they  are  both  interventionists,  not 
secretly,  not  clandestinely,  but  openly.  The  writings  and 
speeches  of  both  of  them  conclusively  show  that  they  favor  a 
policy  of  American  intervention.  They  are  for  war  or  for  acts 
which  amount  to  war  and  are  certain  to  precipitate  war. 

For  that  reason  I  shall  vote  against  their  confirmation,  not 
because  they  happen  to  be  conservatives — ^they  are  both  con- 
servatives of  the  conservatives,  of  course — not  because  they 
are  Republicans  and  I  disagree  very  wholeheartedly  with  their 
political  views,  but  because  I  do  not  see  my  way  clear  to  vote 
to  confirm  in  two  very  important  ofiBces  at  this  time  men  whose 
decisions,  day-by-day  decisions,  as  the  President  said  in  his 
great  speech  at  Chautauqua  in  1936  before  he  had  his  change 
of  heart,  might  tend  to  make  up  a  situation  which  might  lead 
the  country  into  war. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkley]  said  a  little 
while  ago — and  I  would  not  even  mention  the  question  of 
partisan  politics  if  he  had  not  injected  it  into  the  discussion — 
that  he  regarded  the  Democratic  Party  as  a  great  liberal  party. 
So  do  I.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  am  a  Democrat.  I  regard 
the  Democratic  Party  traditionally  as  the  great  party  of  lib- 
eralism in  this  country;  and  whenever  the  Democratic  Party 
ceases  to  be  the  great  party  of  liberalism,  the  Democratic  Party 
will  go  out  of  existence,  and  will  deserve  to  go  out  of  existence. 
My  great-grandfather  voted  for  Jefferson's  electors  in  1796. 
He  was  a  private  soldier  in  the  Revolutionary  Army.  From 
that  day  to  this  there  never  has  been  a  man  by  the  name  of 
Clark  in  my  family  who  ever  scratched  a  ticket.  I  will  match 
my  democracy  with  that  of  anybody  in  this  l)ody.  in  the  White 
House,  or  anywhere  else.  When  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
says  the  Etemocratlc  Party  ought  to  be  a  great  Uberal  party,  I 
say.  too.  that  it  ought  to  be  a  great  liberal  party.  It  has  tra- 
ditionally been  the  great  liberal  party;  but.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  must  know,  and  all  men  must  know 
that  war  propaganda  and  war  spirit  and  the  totalitarian  gov- 
ernmental powers  which  accompany  war  are  the  inevitable,  the 
invincible,  the  imconquerable  enemies  of  liberalism. 

Mr.  TOBEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  will  yield  In  Just  a  moment. 
War  spirit,  war  propaganda,  war  effort,  involving  totalitarian 
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Covemments.  are  naturally  the  very  antithesis  of  liberalism, 
it  is  the  enemy  of  liberal  political  views.  We  have  to  look 
back  only  to  the  last  war  to  see  that,  when  Woodrow  Wilson, 
after  a  magnificent  record  of  liberalism  in  his  first  adminis- 
tration, and  after.  I  am  convinced,  every  effort  to  keep  the 
country  out  of  war,  finally  took  the  country  into  war.  a 
successful  war.  he  destroyed  the  beneficial  results  of  his 
first  administration  and  sent  the  great  liberal  Democratic 
Party  to  wander  in  the  wilderness  of  defeat  for  12  long, 
weary,  tragic  years.  The  Democratic  Party,  which  had  in 
Wilson's  first  administration  been  the  very  embodiment  of 
liberal  legislation  and  reform  measures,  was  repudiated  at 
the  polls  by  the  people  of  the  United  States  after  we  had 
become  the  war  party  during  the  very  progress  of  the  war, 
and  2  years  later  the  Republican  Party  picked  up  a  fourth- 
rate  United  States  Senator  and  swept  the  country  with  him, 
a  man  who  was  so  far  from  being  a  lil>eral  that  he  brought 
into  power  with  him  the  infamous  "Ohio  gang,"  which 
brought  about  the  most  infamous  and  shameful  era  of  cor- 
ruption in  the  whole  history  of  the  United  States,  and 
destroyed  the  liberalism  of  Wilson's  first  administration. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER   (Mr.  Brown  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Missouri  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Montana? 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 
Mr.  WHEELER.    I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  read 

Mr.  Stimson's  speech 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     I  heard  part  of  It. 
Mr.  WHEELER.    The  one  which  he  made  on  yesterday, 
which  was  quoted  in  some  of  the  papers. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  He  made  the  speech  night 
before  last. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  In  it  he  said  he  was  in  favor  of  our 
giving  everything  we  could  to  the  Allies,  and  if  they  did  not 
have  the  ships  to  take  the  supplies  to  Europe,  that  we 
should  furnish  the  ships  and  convoy  them  over  there. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Of  course,  Mr.  President,  and 
that  is  admittedly  an  act  of  war,  open  intervention  in  the 
war. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  going  to  say  that  has  always  been 
looked  upon  .  as  an  act  of  war  and  intervention  in  war. 
If  I  did  not  make  it  plain — I  thought  I  did  before — I  have 
not  anything  .against  Mr.  Stimson  or  Colonel  Knox.  I  agree 
w^ith  the  Senator  that  they  are  high-class,  conservative,  re- 
actionary Republicans.  But.  even  so,  I  am  not  holding  that 
against  them.  The  thing  I  have  against  them  for  these 
particular  jobs  at  this  particular  time  is  their  intervention- 
ist views.  Of  course,  those  who  want  intervention  should 
support  them.  I  am  entitled  to  my  views,  and  the  people 
of  this  country  who  do  not  want  Intervention,  I  am  sure, 
will  not  like  the  appointments.  Everyone  who  wants  inter- 
vention will  want  them. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  I  would  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  that  I  am  very  glad  he  brought  up  the  matter 
of  prt)paganda.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  is  the  author  of  a  resolution  for  an  Investigation 
of  propaganda  in  this  country  which  is  now  reposing  in  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    It  has  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
Mr.  TOBEY.    Fine! 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  is  now  and  has  been  for 
some  months  in  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  TOBEry.  I  hope  it  may  come  to  the  Senate  fioor. 
As  to  propaganda,  within  2  weeks  there  appeared  In  the 
Congressional  Record  an  article  depicting  British  propa- 
ganda during  the  World  War,  wherein  Lord  Northcliffe  ad- 
mitted spending  $150,000,000  in  the  United  States  on  British 
propaganda. 

I  can  recall  when  I  was  chairman  of  a  committee  on  war 
acUviUes  In  New  England  during  the  World  War,  before  we 


entered  the  war.  a  telephone  call  came  from  New  York,  and 
Newel  Dwlght  Hillis,  then  minister  of  Henry  Ward  Beecher's 
church  in  Brooklyn,  came  to  New  England  and  gave  a  series 
of  addresses,  and  told  stories.  For  instance,  he  told  of  a 
time  when  a  youth  of  Belgiiun  had  had  his  body  saturated 
with  petrol  and  burned  before  the  eyes  of  his  mother  to  a 
cruel  death.  That  proved  to  be  a  100-percent  falsehood, 
British  propaganda  in  this  country,  to  foment  the  people  of 
the  country  against  Germany. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Can  the  Senator  from  Missouri  tell  me  the 
name  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  who  is  holding  up 
his  resolution  for  the  investigation  of  propaganda? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  is  well  known.  The  Senator 
can  find  it  in  the  Congressional  Directory.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President.  I  did  not  rise  to  discuss  propaganda,  al- 
though I  have  very  positive  opinions  on  that  subject,  and 
much  information  abcut  it;  and  at  the  proper  time  I  shall 
discuss  it  at  some  length.  I  rose  to  say,  in  view  of  the 
issues  injected  into  the  discussion  over  the  nominations  of 
Colonel  Knox  and  Colonel  Stimson,  that  I  agree  whole- 
heartedly with  what  President  Roosevelt  said  in  his  si>eech 
at  Chautauqua  as  to  the  importance  of  the  day-to-day  deci- 
sions which  possibly  can  lead  us  to  a  situation  involving  us 
in  war. 

Having  that  in  mind,  and  having  In  mind  the  views  of 
Colonel  Stimson  and  Colonel  Knox,  frankly  and  openly  ex- 
pressed, in  favor  of  intervention,  I  cannot  regard  their  ap- 
pointments in  any  other  li^ht  than  as  the  selection  of  mem- 
bers of  a  war  Cabinet.  I  cannot  cast  my  vote  to  put  them  in 
a  position  where  they  might  make  the  day-to-day  decisions 
which  might  create  a  situation  involving  us  in  war,  appar- 
ently in  consonance  with  the  policy  for  which  they  have 
already  expressed  support.  I  cannot  vote  to  put  them  in  a 
iwsition  to  carry  into  effect  the  theories  which  they  have 
openly  expressed. 

Therefore,  without  any  refiection  on  the  patriotism,  the 
ability,  or  the  character  of  either  Colonel  Knox  or  Colonel 
Stimson,  I  shall  cast  my  vote  against  their  confirmation.  I 
cannot  and  will  not  vote  for  the  creation  of  a  war  Cabinet. 
I  will  not  vote  to  make  the  Democratic  Party  a  war  party, 
and  I  will  not  follow  the  Democratic  Party  as  a  war  party. 
I  will  not  follow  any  man  who  seeks  to  lead  this  Nation  into 
war  except  in  defense  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  West 
Virginia. 

Mr.  HOLT.  All  I  desire  to  say  now  is  that  tomorrow  or 
the  day  after  I  shall  discuss  what  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  (Mr.  ByrmbI  said,  and  I  hope  he  will  be  present. 
I  did  not  want  the  RaoosD  to  be  closed  without  my  making 
this  statement  this  afternoon. 

I  can  understand  why  he  as  chairman  of  the  committee 
is  holding  up  the,  resolution.  He  Is  the  one  to  whom  I  was 
referring.  I  do  not  dodge.  There  has  been  in  his  committee 
for  a  long  time  a  Senate  resolution  to  appropriate  $25,000. 
twenty-five  thousand  measly  dollars,  to  investigate  foreign 
propaganda  in  the  United  States  to  Involve  us  in  war.  It  is 
resting  peacefully  there  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Senator  frAm 
South  Carolina.  If  there  is  no  foreign  propaganda,  why  does 
he  fear  an  investigation  by  the  United  States  of  that  propa- 
ganda? 

I  shall  not  say  more,  except  that  he  was  the  one  referred 
to  in  Round  Table  the  paper  of  British  Lord  Lothian,  as 
canny,  and  able,  and  shrewd,  speaking  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina.  I  agree  with  that  decidedly;  Lord  Lothian 
has  him  right.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  propaganda  does  not 
work  on  Senators  directly.  That  is  not  the  purpose  of  prop- 
aganda. Anyone  who  knows  what  propaganda  is  knows  it 
is  not  to  work  directly  on  the  Senate,  but  to  work  on  the 
people  back  home  so  pressure  can  be  put  on  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives.  That  is  the 
general  purpose  of  propaganda. 

The  Senator  spoke  a  moment  ago  about  Count  von  Bem- 
storff's  money  being  here,  but  he  did  not  see  any  of  Lord 
Northcliffe's  money,  which  was  exposed  somewhat  later. 
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If  he  Is  Interested  In  foreign  propaganda,  and  If  there  Is 
none  of  it  In  this  country,  he  can  best  prove  his  sincerity  in 
exposing  that  by  reporting  to  the  United  States  Senate  a 
resolution  which  would  allow  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States  to  appoint  a  committee  to  Investigate  foreign 
propaganda,  and  which  would  appropriate  only  $25,000 
therefor. 

As  to  discussing  it  later.  I  shall  do  so  tomorrow,  with  some 
records  which  I  am  sure  the  Senate  will  be  very  glad  to  hear 
and  to  read  about. 

TRANSPORTATION   OF   RED   CROSS    RELITF    SUPPLIES 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  I  Mr.  Pittman)  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 279. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  279)  to  amend  sec- 
tion 4  of  Public  Resolution  No.  54.  approved  November  4. 
1939,  entitled  "Joint  resolution  to  preserve  the  neutrality  and 
the  peace  of  the  United  States  and  to  secure  the  safety  of  its 
citizens  and  their  interests."  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  relations,  with  an  amendment,  on 
page  2.  line  1.  after  the  word  "vessels"  to  insert  "unarmed 
and  not  under  convoy,"  so  as  to  make  the  joint  resolution 
read:  ' 

Reitolved.  etc..  That  section  4  of  Public  Resolution  No.  54.  ap- 
proved November  4,  1939.  entitled  "Joint  resolution  to  preserve  the 
neutrality  and  the  peace  of  the  United  States  and  to  secure  the 
safety  of  Its  citizens  and  their  interests"  tx,  and  Is  hereby, 
amended   to   read   as  follows: 

Sec.  4.  The  provisions  of  section  3  (a)  shall  not  prohibit  the 
ttansportatlon  by  vessels,  unarmed  and  not  under  convoy,  under 
ch.irter  or  other  direction  and  control  of  the  American  Red  Cross 
of  ofBcers  and  American  Red  Cross  personnel,  medical  personnel. 
and  medical  supplies,  food,  and  clothing,  for  the  relief  of  human 
•ulTerlng." 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  offer  an  amendment, 
which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  line  5,  after  the  word  "suf- 
fering". It  is  proposed  to  Insert  a  colon  and  the  following 
provisos: 

Provided.  That  where  permission  has  not  been  given  by  the  block- 
ading power,  no  American  Red  Cross  vessel  shall  enter  a  port  wher« 
a  blockade  by  aircraft,  surface  vessel,  or  submarine  Is  being  at- 
tempted through  the  destruction  of  vesseLs.  or  Into  a  port  of  any 
country  where  such  blockade  of  the  whole  country  Is  being  so 
attempted:  ProtHded  further.  That  •uch  American  Red  Cross  vessel 
shall  be  on  a  mission  of  mercy  ODly  aud  carrying  only  Red  Cross 
materials  and  personnel 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  Presld«ntf  it  was  «n  my  insistence  day 
before  yesterday  that  action  on  tbe  joint  resolution  under 
discussion  was  held  up.  I  think  time  has  proved  that  tlje 
position  I  then  took  was  correct,  and  that  the  joint  resolu- 
tion needed  to  be  amended.  I  think  the  amendment  that 
was  presented  vastly  improved  the  joint  resolution.  I  do 
not  think  it  removed  the  danger  entirely,  however.  I  was 
very  fearful  that  sending  this  ship  into  the  war  zone  would 
provoke  the  incident  which  would  result  in  bringing  us  into 
war.  I  think  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  has  definitely 
improved  the  joint  resolution. 

I  am  not  ashamed  of  the  fact  that  I  objected  to  consid- 
eration of  it.  I  did  so  in  the  name  of  American  boys;  not 
because  I  did  not  favor  sending  Red  Cross  ships  overseas,  be- 
catise  I  feel  it  is  right  to  provide  as  much  as  we  can  in  that 
way,  since  it  is  done  by  personal  contributions,  and  the  or- 
ganization is  one  whose  object  is  to  do  mercy. 

I  wanted  that  statement  to  appear  in  the  Record  at  this 
time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  I  Mr.  Pitt- 
man). 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment  on  page  2.  line  1. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  joint  resolution. 


The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  279)  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

marine   insurance    (S.   doc.   no.   246) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Brown  in  the  chair)  laid 
before  the  Senate  a  communication  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  which  was  read,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce,  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

The  White  House. 
Washington.  June  20,  1940. 
The  President  of  the  Senate. 

Sir:  There  is  a  bill,  S.  2566.  now  pending  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  of  the  Senate,  which  I  consider  to  be 
of  such  importance  to  the  American  merchant  marine  and 
to  the  national  defense  that  its  enactment  at  this  session  of 
Congress  is  highly  desirable  in  the  national  pubUc  interest. 
An  Identical  bill,  H.  R.  6572.  is  pending  on  the  Union  Cal- 
endar of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  bill  (S.  2566)  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936, 
as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war-risk  insurance  and  re- 
Insurance  and  for  marine  risk  reinsurance,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, would  make  emergency  provision  for  Government 
Insurance  against  marine  and  marine  war-risks  for  Ameri- 
can vessels,  cargoes  thereon,  and  crews  thereof,  when  Insur- 
ance protection  cannot  be  supplied  in  the  American  insurance 
market  on  a  basis  adequate  for  the  needs  of  such  shipping. 
Marine  Insurance  is  an  essential  factor  In  our  water-borne 
commerce.  Under  existing  conditions  such  commerce  may 
suddenly,  by  reason  of  the  unavailability  or  undesirabillty  of 
the  world  insurance  market  now  resorted  to,  be  unable  to  pro- 
cure such  protection  on  reasonable  terms.  The  Government 
therefore  must  l)e  in  a  position  to  supply  the  insurance  pro- 
tection necessary  to  keep  American  water-borne  commerce 
moving  in  any  such  emergencies.  I  emphasize  the  need  for 
prompt  enactment  of  this  legislation  because  the  need  there- 
for may  become  acute  at  any  time,  particularly  in  the  cases 
of  certain  American  vessels  of  sucii  high  value  that  the  Amer- 
ican insurance  market  Is  Inadequate  to  cover  the  risks 
involved. 

I  believe  you  will  agree  with  me  that  the  prompt  consid- 
eration and  enactment  of  this  measure  is  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  our  domestic  and  foreign  commerce,  and  to 
our  national  economy.  I  \*111  appreciate  whatever  steps  you 
may  deem  it  advisable  to  take  in  order  to  expedite  the  con- 
sideration of  this  measiu-e  by  the  Senate. 
Sincerely, 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

credit  resoxtrces  of  commodity  credit  corporation 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3998)  to  increase 
the  credit  resources  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Does  the  Senator  want  action  on  that  bill 
today? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  will  do  whatever  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
wishes.  If  delay  is  desired.  I  shall  not  ask  for  action  on 
the  bill  today. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Why  not  let  the  bill  remain  the  unfin- 
ished business,  and  let  the  Senate  carry  out  its  purpose  to 
adjourn  out  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  our  late  colleague? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Very  well.    I  ask  that  the  bill  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  biU  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  approved  March  8.  1938  (53 
Stat.  107).  as  amended  by  the  act  of  March  4.  1939  (53  Stat.  510), 
be  amended  as  follows:  In  section  4  delete  the  figure  "1900.000,- 
000"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  figure  "$1,400,000,000." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (S.  3998)  to  increase  the  credit  resoiurces 
of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

EXECCnVX    MESSAGES    REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Brown  in  the  chair),  as 
in  executive  session,  laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from 
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the  President  of  the  United  States  submitting  sundry  nomi- 
nations, which  were  referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 
(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

CONSIDERATION  OP  CALENDAR   TOMORROW 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  fMr.  Austin]  makes  his  motion,  I  wish  to  advise 
the  Senate  that  tomorrow,  as  soon  as  the  routine  business  of 
the  morning  hour  shall  have  been  concluded,  I  shall  ask 
the  Senate  to  consider  bills  on  the  calendar  to  which  there 
is  no  objection.  There  are  a  numt)er  of  bills  on  the  calen- 
dar which  should  be  considered  before  the  week  is  over,  and 
I  think  we  shall  have  time  to  do  that  tomorrow. 

DEATH  OF  SENATOR  ERNEST  W.  GIBSON,  OF  VERMONT 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  send  to  the  desk  resolutions,  for  which  I 
ask  Immediate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  resolutions  will  be  read. 

The  resolutions  (S.  Res.  283)  were  read,  considered  by 
unanimous  consent,  and  unanimously  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with  profound  sorrow  an4 
deep  regret  the  announcement  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Ebnest  W 
OnsoN.  late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Resolved.  That  a  committee  of  six  Senators  be  appointed  by  the 
rrcrtdrnt  of  the  Setuite  to  take  order  for  superintending  the 
funeral  of  the  deceased  Senator. 

Resoh^ed.  That  the  Secretary  communicate  these  resolutions  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
famUy  of  the  deceased. 

Under  the  second  resolution,  the  Presiding  OfHcer  ap- 
pointed as  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Austin],  the  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Connallt],  the  senior  Senator  from  Soutii 
Dakota  I  Mr.  BulowI,  the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Burke],  the  junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  (Mr. 
OurneyJ.  and  the  junior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 

TOBKYJ. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  as  a  further  mark  of  respect 
to  the  memory  of  the  deceased  Senator,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  do  now  adjourn  until  11  o'clock  a.  m..  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed  to;  and  «at  3  o'clock 
and  41  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Friday.  June  21.  1940.  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive   nominations    received   by   the   Senate  June   20 
]     (legislative  day  of  May  28).  1940 

Secretary  of  War 

Henry  L.  Stimson.  of  New  York,  to  be  Secretary  of  War. 
Secretary  of  the  Navy 

Prank  Knox,  of  Illinois,  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
j  Department  of  Commerce 

Robert  H.  Hinckley,  of  Utah,  to  be  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Commerce,  vice  John  Monroe  Johnson. 

United  States  Pubuc  Health  Service 

The  following-named  passed  assistant  surgeons  to  be  sur- 
geons in  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service,  to  rank 
as  such  from  the  dates  set  opposite  their  names: 

Walter  L.  Barnes.  June  30,  1940. 

Lee  C.  Watkins,  June  30,  1940. 

Paul  A.  Neal,  June  30.  1940. 

William  F.  Ossenfort,  June  29,  1940. 

Oswald  F.  Hedley,  June  28.  1940. 

Walter  P.  Griffey.  June  29,  1940. 

Joseph  O.  Dean,  June  28,  1940. 

Ivan  W.  Steele,  June  28,  1940. 

Kenneth  R.  Nelson.  June  28.  1940. 

Vane  M.  Hoge,  June  29,  1940. 

Prank  F.  Thweatt.  Jr.,  June  29.  1940. 

Gilbert  L.  Dunnahoo.  July  9,  1940. 

The  following -named  assistant  surgeons  to  be  passed  assist- 
ant surgeons  in  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service,  to 
rank  as  such  from  the  dates  set  opposite  their  names: 

Romeo  J.  Gentile,  June  1,  1940. 

Clarence  A.  Smith,  June  1,  1940. 


Richard  H.  Smith.  June  7,  1940. 
John  A.  Lewis.  Jr.,  July  3,  1940. 
Wightman  R.  Duke,  July  1.  1940. 
Dale  C.  Cameron.  July  1.  1940. 
Leo  D.  O'Kane,  July  1.  1940. 
Jack  L.  James,  July  6,  1940. 
Wixom  S.  Sibley.  July  16.  1940. 
Leon  S.  Saler,  August  11.  1940. 

/  ^    Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

Luther  P.  Corley  to  be  postmaster  at  Boaz,  Ala.,  in 'Place  of 

0.  B.  Hunter,  deceased. 

ARIZONA 

Bertha  L.  Hastings  to  be  postmaster  at  Hayden,  Aril.,  in 
place  of  B.  L.  Hastings.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1,  1940. 

Mary  W.  Hand  to  be  postmaster  at  Winkelman,  Arie.,  in 
place  of  M.  W.  Hand.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 

1,  1940. 

ARKANSAS 

James  F.  Rieves  to  be  postmaster  at  Marion.  Ark.,  in  place 
of  J.  P.  Rieves.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  25, 
1940. 

Robert  O.  Hannah  to  be  postmaster  at  Springdale,  Ark.,  in 
place  of  J.  A.  Watson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  21.  1940. 

CALIFORNIA 

Harry  S.  Sumners  to  be  postmaster  at  Artesla,  Calif.,  In 
place  of  H.  S.  Sumners.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  2.  1940. 

Royal  P.  Hiebert  to  be  postmaster  at  Central  Valley.  Calif. 
OfiBce  became  Presidential  March  1.  1939. 

Edith  Irvin  to  be  postmaster  at  Clearwater.  Calif.,  in  place 
of  Edith  Irvin.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  1,  1940. 

Ira  H.  Arbuckle  to  be  postmaster  at  Clovis,  Calif.,  in  place 
Of  I.  H.  Arbuckle.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  25, 
1940. 

Velma  Betty  Doheney  to  be  postmaster  at  Hynes,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  V.  B.  Doheney.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  22,  1940. 

Percy  W.  Helena  to  be  postmaster  at  Los  Altos,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  P.  W.  Helena.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Feb- 
ruary 5,  1940. 

Gertrude  Ford  to  be  postmaster  at  Pacific  Palisades,  Calif., 
In  place  of  Gertrude  Ford.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24,  1940. 

George  P.  Erwin  to  be  postmaster  at  Sanitarium,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  G.  P.  Erwin.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
1,  1940. 

Josephine  Zucca  to  be  postmaster  at  Selby,  Calif.,  in  place 
of  Josephine  Zucca.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 23,  1940. 

Hazel  E.  Avise  to  be  postmaster  at  Walnut  Creek.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  H.  E.  Avise.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
25.  1940. 

COLORADO 

Vernon  Peiffer  to  be  postmaster  at  Cripple  Creek.  Colo.,  in 
place  of  Vernon  Peiffer.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  25,  1940. 

CONNECTICUT 

David  William  Sherry,  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Thompson, 
Conn.,  in  place  of  R.  A.  Dunning,  retired. 

FLORIDA 

Geocge  P.  Parnall  to  be  postmaster  at  Belle  Glade.  Fla.,  in 
place  of  G.  P.  Parnall.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 23.  1940. 

Rondal  B.  Handley  to  be  postmaster  at  Holopaw,  Fla.,  in 
place  of  R.  B.  Handley.  Inciunbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Lilian  M.  Archer  to  be  postmaster  at  Howey  In  The  Hills, 
Fla.,  in  place  of  P.  S  Archer,  retired. 

John  J.  Menges  to  be  postmaster  at  Lake  Worth,  Fla..  in 
place  of  R.  L.  Horsman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  1.  1940. 
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William  T.  Gary  to  be  postmaster  at  Ocala.  Fla..  in  Place 
of  H.  D  Leavengood.   Incumbent's  commission  expired  Marcn 

16    1939 

John  B.  Jones.  Jr..  to  be  postmaster  at  Oviedo.  Pla..  in 
place  of  J.  B.  Jones.  Jr.  Incumbents  commission  expu-eU 
June  1.  1940. 

GEORGIA 

Bemie  C.  Chapman  to  be  postmaster  at  Porterdale.  Ga..  in 
place  of  B.  C.  Chapman.     Incumbent's  commission  expired 

Aprtl  2,  1939. 

IDAHO 

'        Maud  Larsen  to  be  postmaster  at  BeUevue.  Idaho.     Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1938. 

Parley  Perkins  to  be  postmaster  at  Murtaugh,  Idaho.  Offlce 
became  Presidential  July  1.  1938. 

ILLINOIS 

Rena  F.  Beard  to  be  postmaster  at  Arenzville,  HI.,  in  place 
of  R.  J.  Ommen.  resigned. 

John  E.  Heineke  to  be  postmaster  at  Benson.  HI.,  in  place 
of  J.  C.  Kolb.      Incumbent's  commission  expired  July  26. 

1939. 

Clara  Belle  Pevehouse  to  be  postmaster  at  Clayton,  111.,  in 
place  of  C.  B.  Pevehouse,  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  20. 1940. 

Mary  E.  Sowers  to  be  postmaster  at  Cypress.  111.,  in  place 
of  George  Racey.  resigned. 

Eugenia  B.  Spaulding  to  be  postmaster  at  Depue.  HI..  In 
place  of  Eugenia  Spaulding.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired May  19.  1940. 

Don  C.  Moss  to  be  postmaster  at  Marion,  111.,  in  place  of 
W.  H.  McAlpln.  resigned. 

James  A.  Thomson  to  be  postmaster  at  Ravinia.  HI.,  in 
place  of  J.  A.  Thomson.     Incumbent's  commission  expired 

June  27.  1939. 

Clark  N.  Pool  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  Prancisville.  HI..  In 
place  of  Michael  Sparks.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  20,  1940. 

INDIANA 

Minnie  M.  Pepple  to  be  postmaster  at  Avilla.  Ind.,  in  place 
of  Edna  Shanline.  resigned. 

Virden  R.  Graham  to  be  postmaster  at  Btirnettsville,  Ind. 
Offlce  became  Presidential  July  1, 1938. 

Guy  M.  Peters  to  be  postmaster  at  Lawrence,  Ind..  in  place 
of  A.  M.  Records,  resigned. 

Gus  H.  Fry  to  be  postmaster  at  Lewisville,  Ind.,  in  place 
of  O.  C.  Davison.     Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1. 

1940. 

William  Simms  to  be  postmaster  at  Waveland.  Ind.,  in 
place  of  William  Simms.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  19. 1940. 

IOWA 

Arthur  A.  Dingman  to  be  postmaster  at  Aurella,  Iowa,  in 
place  of  A.  A.  Dingman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  10.  1938. 

Gertrude  M.  Kueter  to  be  postmaster  at  BeUevue.  Iowa, 
in  place  of  L.  E.  Kucheman.  deceased. 

Jacob  Van  Houte  to  be  postmaster  at  Boyden.  Iowa,  In 
place* of  Jacob  Van  Houte,  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired May  17.  1939. 

John  F.  Alexander  to  be  postmaster  at  Conrad.  Icwa,  in 
place  of  J.  F.  Alexander.     Incumbent's  commission  expired 

April  28.  1940. 

Claude  G.  Herman  to  be  postmaster  at  Dunkerton,  Iowa, 
in  place  of  C.  J.  Hayes.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

Aiden  F.  Palmquist  to  be  postmaster  at  Hartley.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  A.  F.  Palmquist.     Incumbent's  cc«nmisston  expired 

April  2.  1938. 

Prank  C.  Hentges  to  be  postmaster  at  Le  Mars.  Iowa.  In 
place  of  F.  C.  Hentges.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  14.  1940. 

Louis  E.  Maxfield  to  be  postmaster  at  Malcom.  Iowa.  In 
place  of  L.  E.  Maxfield.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  28,  1940. 


June  20 


1940 


John  M  Stephenson  to  be  postmaster  at  Mediapolis.  Iowa, 
in  place  of  J.  M.  Stephenson.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired June  8.  1940.  ,         ,  ,       ,    « 

Forest  Davis  to  be  postmaster  at  Moulton,  Iowa,  in  place 
of  Forest  Davis.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25. 
1940. 

Cliris  G.  Wiemer  to  be  postmaster  at  Radcliffe.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  C.  G.  Wiemer.     Incumbent's  commission  expu-ed 

May  31.  1939.  ^^    ,  .        ,     » 

Claude  A.  Baber  to  be  postmaster  at  Rudd.  Iowa,  in  pia^e 

of  C.  A.  Baber.     Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1. 

IMO.  ^  „      ,         .« 

Ulysses  G.  Pedersen  to  be  postmaster  at  Schaller,  Iowa,  in 

place  of  U.  G.  Pedersen.      Incumbent's  commission  expired. 

June  1,  1940.  ^  „  ^ 

Kathleen  A.  Nettell  to  be  postmaster  at  Shellsburg,  Iowa, 

in  place  of  E.  M.  Bratton.  retired. 

Nelle  Cullen  to  be  postmaster  at  Sioux  Rapids.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  Nelle  CuUen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  5.  1940. 

Joseph  A.  Clark  to  be  postmaster  at  Sloan,  Iowa,  in  place 
of  J.  A.  Clark.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  1, 

1940.  , 

Walter  L.  Hurd  to  be  postmaster  at  Stanhope,  Iowa,  m 
place  of  W.  L.  Hurd.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
1,  1940. 

KANSAS 

Edward  F.  Funke  to  be  postmaster  at  Burns.  Kans..  in  place 
of  T.  G.  Riggs.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  25, 

1940. 

Rollie  O.  Tobias  to  be  postmaster  at  Liberal.  Kans.,  in  place 
of  R.  O.  Tobias.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February 
14.  1940. 

KENTUCKY 

Frank  C.  McElwain  to  be  postmaster  at  Elkton,  Ky.,  In 
place  of  J.  A.  Goodman,  resigned. 

Sister  James  Haldeman  to  be  postmaster  at  Nazareth,  Ky., . 
in  place  of  Sister  M.  M.  Lebray,  retired. 

Mattie  P.  Beck  to  be  postmaster  at  Waverly  Hills,  Ky..  in 
place  of  W.  R.  Livermore.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940. 

LOUISIANA 

William  L.  Galloway  to  be  postmaster  at  Arcadia.  La.,  In 
place  of  W.  L.  Galloway.  Inciunbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

Robert  B.  Matthews  to  be  postmaster  at  Castor.  La.,  in  place 
of  R.  B.  Matthews.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

Clement  Bourgeois  to  be  postmaster  at  Erath.  La..  In  place 
of  Clement  Boiirgeois.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  9,  1940. 

Netta  C.  Wilson  to  be  postmaster  at  New  Roads.  La..  In 
place  of  C.  W.  Wilson,  deceased. 

MAINS 

John  D.  Randlett  to  be  postmaster  at  Hartland,  Maine.  In 
place  of  L.  V.  Cockson,  removed. 

Elva  Brackett  to  be  postmaster  at  Monhegan.  Maine. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

MARYLAND 

James  Arthur  Johnson  to  be  postmaster  at  Pederalsburg?. 
Md.,  in  place  of  I.  H.  Morris,  deceased. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Isat)elle  Crocker  to  be  postmaster  at  Cotuit,  Mass.,  in  place 
of  Isal)elle  Crocker.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
1,  1940. 

John  Joseph  Mackin.  Jr..  to  be  postmaster  at  Millers  Palls. 
Mass..  in  place  of  J.  J.  Mackin,  Jr.  Incimibent's  commission 
expired  June  3.  1940. 

Albert  E.  Holmes  to  be  postmaster  at  Oak  Bluffs.  Mass..  in 
place  of  L.  T.  Riley,  resigned. 

Mark  R.  Mullin  to  be  postmaster  at  Rochdale.  Mass.,  in 
place  of  A.  B.  Kennedy,  retired. 
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KICRXGAM 

Max  P.  Ladwlg  to  be  postmaster  at  Baroda,  Mich.,  in  place 
of  M.  P.  Ladwig.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
10.  1940. 

Kenneth  F.  Oakes  to  be  postmaster  at  Drasrton  Plains. 
Mich.,  in  place  of  W.  E.  Oakes,  retired. 

Matt  F.  BUek  to  be  postmaster  at  Menominee,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  M.  F.  Bllek.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Janu- 
ary 20.  1940. 

Stanley  J.  Risk  to  be  postmaster  at  Muskegon,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  S.  J.  Risk.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  19, 

1940. 

Joseph  B.  Comlskey  to  be  postmaster  at  South  Lyon.  Mich., 
in  place  of  J.  B.  Comlskey.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
Jaunary  20,  1940. 

MINNESOTA 

Theodore  H.  Lohrke  to  be  postmaster  at  Balaton,  Minn.,  In 
place  of  T.  H.  Lohrke.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

25.  1940. 

Mary  E.  Snyder  to  be  postmaster  at  Canton.  Minn.,  in  place 
of  W.  E.  Willford.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  30, 

1940. 

Lloyd  W.  Ohman  to  be  postmaster  at  Deer  Creek,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  L.  W.  Ohman.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Herman  Frajola  to  be  postmaster  at  Gilbert,  Minn..  In 
place  of  Herman  Frajola.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  5,  1940. 

Stephen  Singer  to  be  postmaster  at  Goodrldge,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  Stephen  Singer.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  25,  1940. 

MISSISSIPPX 

John  Byron  Jackson  to  be  postmaster  at  Hernando,  Miss., 
In  place  of  J.  D.  Fogg,  deceased. 

MISSOURI 

Ovil  R.  Proctor  to  \3e  postmaster  at  Conception  Junction, 
Mo.    Offlce  became  Presidential  April  1,  1940. 

Marietta  Boswell  to  be  postmaster  at  Forsyth,  Mo.,  in  place 
of  Etta  Boswell.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  27, 

1939. 
Herbert  Samel  to  be  postmaster  at  Glencoe,  Mo.    Offlce 

became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

William  W.  Scholes.  Jr.  to  be  postmaster  at  Oranby,  Mo.. 
In  place  of  W.  W.  Scholes,  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  May  20.  1940. 

Lula  Young  to  be  postmaster  at  Niangua,  Mo.,  in  place  of 
Lula  Young.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  13, 
1940. 

Leo  E.  Ruscha  to  be  postmaster  at  Pierce  City,  Mo.,  in  place 
of  L.  E.  Ruscha.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June  25, 

1940. 

Prank  C.  Murdock  to  be  postmaster  at  Seneca.  Mo.,  In  place 
of  F.  C.  Murdock.  Incumbent's  commission  expiied  June  17, 
1940. 

Raymond  Carrick  to  be  postmaster  at  Seymour,  Mo.,  in 
place  of  Raymond  Carrick.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Thelma  G.  White  to  be  postmaster  at  Triplett,  Mo.,  in  place 
of  J.  A.  Twyman,  deceased. 

MONTANA  ^ 

Ora  M.  Freeman  to  be  postmaster  at  Lima,  Mont.,  in  place 
of  H.  C.  Patterson,  resigned. 

Thomas  E.  Devore  to  be  postmaster  at  Whitehall,  Mont., 
in  place  of  T.  E.  Devore.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1.  1940. 

NEBRASKA 

George  M.  Gaskill  to  be  postmaster  at  Albion.  Nebr..  In 
place  of  G.  M.  Gaskill.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  19.  1940. 

Erwln  E.  Gardner  to  be  postmaster  at  Curtis,  Nebr..  in  place 
of  E.  E.  Gardner.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  13, 
1940. 


Richard  M.  Britt  to  be  postmaster  at  Etonlphan.  Nebr.,  in 
place  of  R.  M.  Britt.    Incumljent's  commission  expires  July  1, 

1940. 

Harley  G.  Moorhead  to  be  postmaster  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  in 
place  of  H.  G.  Moorhead.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1,  1940. 

William  Nelson  to  be  postmaster  at  Spencer,  Nebr.,  in  place 
of  William  Nelson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August 
27,  1939. 

NEW   JERSEY 

Walter  McCracken  to  be  postmaster  at  Newton.  N.  J.,  In 
place  of  Walter  McCracken.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

NEW  YORK 

Sidney  A.  Herzig  to  be  postmaster  at  Beaver  Palls,  N.  Y., 
in  place  of  8.  A.  Herzig.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25,  1940. 

Helen  B.  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  Gilbertsville,  N.  Y.,  in 
place  of  A.  B.  Ward,  removed. 

Victor  Vergata  to  be  postmaster  at  Oreenvale,  N.  Y.  Offlce 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1938. 

Glen  H.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Mexico,  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  G.  H.  Smith.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  21, 
1939. 

James  P.  Doyle  to  be  postmaster  at  Nunda.  N.  Y.,  In  place 
of  J.  P.  Doyle.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  22, 

1S40. 

Anna  W.  Cohan  to  be  postmaster  at  Palmer,  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  A.  W.  Cohan.    Incimibent's  commission  expires  June  25, 

1940. 

Oren  G.  Hunter  to  be  postmaster  at  Parish,  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  O.  G.  Hunter.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired  May  23, 
1939. 

Thomas  Q.  Qulnlan  to  be  postmaster  at  Pavilion,  N.  Y.,  in 
place  of  J.  H.  Quinlan,  retired. 

Clarence  A.  Lockwood  to  be  postmaster  at  Schroon  Lake, 
N.  Y,,  in  place  of  C.  A.  Lockwood.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  April  1.  1940. 

Howard  Bell  to  be  postmaster  at  Woodstock,  N.  Y.,  In  place 
of  Howard  Bell.  Incumbent'c  commission  expired  May  26, 
1940. 

NORTH   CAROLINA 

Oliver  L.  Hoffman  to  be  postmaster  at  Mount  Holly,  N.  C, 
in  place  of  O.  L.  Hoffman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  17,  1940. 

Leon  A.  Mann  to  be  postmaster  at  Newport,  N.  C,  In  place 
of  L.  A.  Mann.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  17, 
1940. 

James  C.  Farris  to  be  postmaster  at  Valdese,  N.  C,  in  place 
of  W.  E.  Butler,  resigned. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Sophie  Ovedia  Doyle  to  be  postmaster  at  Belfleld.  N.  Dak.,  In 
place  of  J.  M.  McCabe,  resigned. 

Kathryn  I.  Seaborn  to  be  postmaster  at  Dickey,  N.  Dak., 
in  place  of  H.  D.  Mack,  retired. 

OHIO 

Stanley  Lawrence  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Ashvllle,  Ohio, 
In  place  of  S.  L.  Smith.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  13,  1940. 

OKLAHOMA 

Oliver  H.  Graham  to  be  postmaster  at  Dustln,  Okla.,  in 
place  of  O  H.  Graham.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  20,  1940. 

William  C.  Placke  to  be  postmaster  at  Prague,  Okla..  in 
place  of  M.  A.  Crute.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 24.  1940. 

Oscar  Speed  to  be  postmaster  at  SajTe.  Okla.,  in  place  of 
Oscar  Speed.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  8,  1940. 

OREGON 

Walter  R.  Powell  to  be  postmaster  at  Burns,  Oreg..  in  place 
of  W.  R.  PoweU.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  12, 
1940. 
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Esther  Pawk  to  be  postmaster  at  Willamina,  Oreg..  in  place 
of  P.  H.  Pawk.  deceased. 

PElfWSYLVAHlA 

Joseph  W.  Kudasik  to  be  postmaster  at  Central  City,  Pa., 
In  place  of  J.  W.  Kudasik.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  20.  1940.  ,^  ,     ^     , 

James  M.  Donahue  to  be  postmaster  at  Coaldale,  Pa.,  In 
place  of  V.  R.  Gildea.  not  commissioned. 

Howard  D.  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  Prledens.  Pa.,  in 
place  of  H.  D.  Brown.    Incvunbent's  commission  expires  July 

1,  1940. 

John  Butchkosky  to  be  postmaster  at  Jeddo.  Pa..  In  place 
of  L.  J.  Welsh.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February 
26.  1S40. 

Helen  P.  Harter  to  be  postmaster  at  Laurelton.  Pa.,  in  place 
of  H.  P.  Harter.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July  1. 
1940. 

Francis  E.  Peeney  to  be  postmaster  at  Minersville.  Pa.,  in 
place  of  J.  P.  Boran,  removed. 

Leonard  T.  Cullen  to  be  postmaster  at  New  Albany.  Pa.,  in 
place  of  A.  J.  Lenox,  removed. 

William  R.  Hanna  to  be  postmaster  at  New  Castle,  Pa.,  In 
place  of  R.  A.  Steen.  removed. 

John  P.  Hahn  to  be  postmaster  at  Oil  City,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  M.  P.  Murphy,  deceased. 

Benjamin  Shaute  to  be  postmaster  at  Peckvllle.  Pa..  In  place 
of  Benjamin  Shaute.  Inciraibenfs  commission  expires  June 
25.  1940. 

PXTTRTO   Rico 

Nicolas  Ortiz  Lebrcn  to  be  postmaster  at  Aibonlto.  P.  R.. 
In  place  of  N.  O.  Lebron.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  1.  1940. 

RHODE  ISLAND 

Catherine  L.  Levesque  to  be  postmaster  at  Portsmouth, 
R.  I..  In  place  of  C.  L  Levesque.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired May  13,  1940. 

SOUTH   CAROLINA 

Katie  Lee  Mclntyre  to  be  postmaster  at  Clio.  S.  C.  in  place 
of  K.  L.  Mclntyre,  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
13,  1940. 

SOUTH    DAKOTA 

Gladys  W.  Stanek  to  be  postmaster  at  Fairfax,  S.  Dak..  In 
place  of  G.  W.  Stanek.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  16.  1940. 

Mary  A.  Hurley  to  be  postmaster  at  Lennox.  S.  Dak..  In 
place  of  M.  A.  Hurley.  Incumbents  commission  expired  July 
19.  1939. 

Frank  A.  Allen  to  be  postmaster  at  Wolsey,  S.  Dak.,  in  place 
of  P.  A.  Allen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February 
25.  1940. 

TENNCSSEX 

Raymond  Glenn  Leech  to  be  postmaster  at  Estill  Springs, 
Tenn..  In  place  of  R.  T.  Carroll,  deceased. 

Rufus  V.  Cawthon  to  be  postmaster  at  Mount  Juliet.  Tenn., 
In  place  of  R.  V.  Cawthon,  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
July  1.  1939. 

TEXAS 

Willard  E.  Trimble  to  be  postmaster  at  Carbon.  Tex.,  in 
place  of  Devoe  Dover.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1,  1940. 

Samuel  Lee  Hall  to  be  postmaster  at  Roby,  Tex..  In  place 
of  M.  M.  Ferrel.  resigned. 

UTAH    ' 

William  I*  Sargent  to  be  postmaster  at  Coalville,  Utah,  in 
place  of  W.  L  Sargent.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  7.  1940. 

William  6.  Woodbury  to  be  postmaster  at  Hurricane. 
Utah,  in  place  of  W.  E.  Woodbury.  Incumbent's  commis- 
sion expires  June  25.  1940. 

John  C.  Oreen  to  be  postmaster  at  Park  City.  Utah,  In 
place  of  J.  C.  Green.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

as.  1940. 


VERMONT 

Alice  C.  Carr  to  be  postmaster  at  Derby,  Vt.,  In  place  of 
A.  C.  Carr.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  8.  1940. 

Douglas  C.  Montgomery  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Arling- 
ton, Vt..  in  place  of  D.  C.  Montgomery.  Incumbent's  com- 
mission expired  March  6,  1940. 

Agnes  M.  Bullard  to  be  postmaster  at  Marshfleld,  Vt.,  in 
place  of  A.  M.  Bullard.  Incimibent's  commission  expired 
June  16.  1940. 

Charles  J.  King  to  be  postmaster  at  Milton,  Vt.,  In  place 
of  C.  J.  King.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  1. 
1940. 

Charles  J.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Newbury,  Vt.,  In 
place  of  C.  J.  Smith.    Incumbent's  commission  expires  June 

25.  1940. 

Thomas  H.  Barry  to  be  postmaster  at  Waterbury.  Vt.,  in 
place  of  T.  H.  Barry.    Incimibent's  commission  expired  May 

26,  1940. 

Marjorie  M.  Duval  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Burke,  Vt., 
in  place  of  M.  M.  Duval.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  28.  1940. 

VIKCINIA 

Aiden  D.  Rader  to  be  postmaster  at  Stuarts  Draft,  Va.,  In 
place  of  S.  B.  Harper,  retired. 

WASHINGTON 

James  A.  Dowdle  to  be  postmaster  at  Arlington,  Wash.,  In 
place  of  W.  H.  Perrigo,  resigned. 

John  A.  Bush  to  be  postmaster  at  Dishman,  Wash.,  in 
place  of  J.  A.  Bush.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
30.  1940. 

Valentine  Horwath  to  be  postmaster  at  Northport,  Wash., 
in  place  of  T.  T.  Richardson,  retired. 

WEST  vntconA 

Charles  C.  DuLowe,  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Whltesville, 
W.  Va..  In  place  of  D.  O.  Dillion.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  April  29,  1940. 

WISCONSIN 

Elsie  M.  Dussault  to  be  postmaster  at  Land  Ol^akes,  Wis., 
in  place  of  E.  M.  Dussault.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1.  1940. 

Emma  C.  Andrews  to  be  postmaster  at  Manltowlsh,  Wis., 
in  place  of  E.  C.  Andrews.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  3.  1940. 

Marion  L.  Shafer  to  be  postmaster  at  Muscoda.  Wis.,  In 
place  of  M.  L.  Shafer.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  28.  1940. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  June  20,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.. 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

In  this  sacred  stillness.  Heavenly  Father,  come  Thou  to  our 
waiting  hearts  and  minds.  We  thank  Thee  for  Thy  change- 
less goodness,  which  is  manifested  toward  us  in  countless 
ways.  Bless  us  with  a  pardon  of  our  sins,  with  consciences 
which  are  sensitive  to  all  wrong,  and  with  strength  to  carry 
forward  every  good  resolution.  Comfort  the  poor  and  the  dis- 
tressed of  our  land  and  open  the  hearts  of  the  fortunate  and 
lead  them  to  alleviate  human  suffering  wherever  found.  Keep 
us  loyal  to  our  fathers'  God,  loyal  to  our  country,  loyal  to 
our  homes,  and  loyal  to  ourselves.  Impress  us  that  there  are 
no  errors  In  Thy  eternal  scheme  and  that  all  things  work 
together  for  the  final  good  of  man.  As  we  lift  cur  eyes  unto 
the  hills  from  whence  cometh  our  strength,  we  pray  that 
Thy  loving  providence  may  be  over  all  and  that  every  citi- 
zen of  our  country  may  lay  hu  best  gifts  at  the  altar  of  our 
Republic.  Widen  the  sweeps  of  peace,  contentment,  and 
cooperation,  defeating  doubt,  subduing  fear,  and  destroying 
hate.  May  the  Spirit  of  the  Master  give  wise  guidance,  peace, 
and  good  health  to  our  Speaker,  the  Members.  ofBcers,  and 
employees  of  the  Congress.   In  our  Redeemer's  name.  Amen, 
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The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  IKOlf  THE  8ENATS 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier.  Its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed,  with  amend- 
ments in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested, 
ft  bill  of  the  House  of  the  foUowlng  title: 

H.  R.  10039.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national 
preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide 
a  method  for  pasrlng  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon 
its  amendments  to  the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference  ! 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Hasrison.  Mr.  Knee,  Mr.  Geokge, 
Mr.  La  Pollette.  and  Mr,  Capper  to  be  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

THE  REVENUE  BILL  OP  1940 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  10039)  to 
provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  rais- 
ing revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  pay- 
ing for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate 
amendments  thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments, 
and  agree  to  the  conference  requested  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, Mr.  Speaker.  I  understand  this  is  agreeable  to  the  mi- 
nority members  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Absolutely.  I  would  not  say  to  the 
minority  members,  because  I  have  not  discussed  it  with  any- 
body but  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  TreadwayI 
and  the  gentleman  from  New  York  IMr.  CrowtherI,  but,  as 
far  as  I  know,  it  is  agreeable. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  It  Is  agreeable  to  those 
gentlemen? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.    Yes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina?  [After  a  pause.]  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  appoints  the  follo^^ing  conferees: 
Messrs.  Doughton,  Cullen.  McCormack.  Cooper.  Treadway. 
Crowther.  and  Knutsoh. 

PARLIAMENTARY  INQUIRY 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Monday  last,  during  the 
consideration  of  the  Consent  Calendar,  there  were  two  b'Us 
on  the  calendar.  H.  R.  9389  and  H.  R.  9705.  both  reported  by 
the  Committee  on  Public  lAnds.  When  the  bUl  H.  R.  9389 
was  reached  on  the  calendar,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr.  RicHl  asked  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Rob- 
inson 1  a  question  In  regard  to  the  bill,  wanting  to  know  If  it 
was  approved  by  Ihe  Department.  The  gentleman  from  Utah 
IMr.  Robinson]  said  it  was.  He  also  said  that  the  bill. pro- 
vided for  the  Government  to  utilize  certain  land,  and  he  added 
that  it  enabled  the  Indians  to  sue  in  the  Court  of  Claims.  I 
had  a  copy  of  tliat  bill  in  my  hand,  and  there  was  an  amend- 
ment to  the  bill  as  printed,  but  the  so-called  second  amend- 
ment was  not  printed  In  the  bill  after  the  committee  filed  Its 
report.  In  the  report,  however,  there  was  a  second  amend- 
ment, which  bad  reference  to  the  right  to  sue  in  the  Coiut  of 
Claims,  a  subject  over  which  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
has  absolutely  no  jurisdiction.  This  amendment  was,  as  I 
stated,  not  printed  In  the  bill  as  presented  to  the  House,  but 
/When  the  bill  passed  and  was  printed  in  the  Record  the  next 
"  day.  It  contained  the  second  amendment,  which  was  printed 
in  the  report,  with  the  notation  It  had  been  adopted  by  the 
House. 

I  contend.  Mi'.  Speaker,  that  we  do  not  consider  reports 
when  we  consider  a  Wll,  I  feel  that  it  U  unfair  to  this  House 
and  those  of  us  who  have  been  trying  to  protect  the  Treasury 
against  the  Juilsdicticnal  bills  depriving  the  Government  of 
ft  proper  defense,  that  that  amendment  should  have  been 


adopted  by  the  House  when  It  was  not  printed  in  the  bill. 
I  desire  to  know  if  it  would  not  be  a  fair  request  to  ask  the 
Senate  to  return  that  bill  so  that  proper  consideration  can  b3 
given  to  It,  the  second  amendment,  which,  to  say  the  least, 
was  subject  to  a  jxjlnt  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  recollection  of  the  Chair  is  that  the 
amendment  to  which  the  gentleman  refers  was  offered  from 
the  floor  as  a  committee  amendment  to  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  It  was  a  committee  amendment,  as  shown 
by  the  report,  but  the  second  amendment  was  not  printed  In 
the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  It  was  oflfered  from  the  floor  when  the 
bill  was  imder  consideration,  however. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  It  was  not  offered  from  the  floor,  ac- 
cording to  the  Congressional  Record.  The  usual  manner  of 
handling  bills  on  the  Consent  Calendar,  as  the  Speaker  knows, 
Is  for  the  occupant  of  the  chair  to  simply  say,  "Without  ob- 
jection, the  committee  amendment  will  be  agreed  to,  and  so 
forth." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  does  not  recall  the  details  In 
connection  with  the  consideration  of  all  these  bills.  The 
recollection  of  the  Chair  is  that  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Warren]  was  temporarily  occupying  the  chair. 
Mr.  WARREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COCHRAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  WARREN.  I  happened  to  be  occupying  the  chair  at 
that  time,  and  I  remember  distinctly  that  the  gentleman  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Robinson]  stated  the  facts  in  connection  with  it 
and  offered  It  as  a  committee  amendment  from  the  floor. 
Mr.  COCHRAN.  The  Record  does  not  so  show. 
Mr.  WARREN.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Record  shows,  but 
that  is  what  happened. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr,  COCHRAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Utah. 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah,    I  want  to  state  that  that  is 
exactly  what  happened. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Did  the  gentleman  offer  the  amendment 
from  the  floor? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah.  Yes. 
Mr.  COCHRAN.  The  Record  does  not  show  that. 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah.  I  also  stated  at  that  time  that 
there  had  been  a  mistake  made  in  not  printing  the  amend- 
ment in  the  bill,  but  that  another  print  had  been  requested 
and  that  I  thought  that  print  of  the  bill  was  here  so  It  would 
be  available. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  That  puts  the  matter  in  a  different  light 
but  the  fact  is  the  Record  does  not  show  the  gentleman 
offered  the  amendment  from  the  floor,  nor  does  it  state  in 
the  Record  that  the  bill  was  not  properly  printed  and  that 
another  print  was  availr.ble. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  desire  to  withdraw 
his  parliamentary  Inquiry? 

Mr.  COCHRAN,  In  view  of  what  the  gentleman  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Robinson]  and  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Warren!  have  said,  I  agree  that  It  was  properly 
handled,  but  it  is  not  properly  shown  in  the  Record,  and 
I  withdraw  my  parliamentary  inquiry.  Of  course,  I  would 
not  question  what  my  good  friends  say  happened.  There 
were  two  errors,  however,  one  In  the  failure  to  Include  the 
amendment  In  the  reported  bill  and  the  second  the  failure 
of  the  Official  Reporter  to  properly  Include  in  the  Record 
that  which  actually  transpired  during  the  proceedings  of 
the  House, 

Mr.  Speaker,  since  making  the  remarks  this  morning  con- 
cerning the  proceedings  of  the  House  Monday  the  Official 
Reporter  has  found  his  notes  which  confirm  the  statements 
of  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr,  WarrewI,  who 
was  occupying  the  chair,  and  the  gentleman  from  Utah  (Mr. 
Robinson],  What  actually  transpired  aside  from  what  ap- 
peared in  the  Record  was: 

Mr.  Robinson  at  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker  1  offer  a  committee  amend- 
ment. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 
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Mr  RoBiNsoH  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker  this  amendment  Is  set  forth 
In  the  report  but  was  Inadvertently  left  out  of  the  blU.  I  ask  that 
It  bf  Included  In  the  bill.  ^     ,     .w  ^ 

The  Spiakee  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  further  read- 
ing  of   the   committee   amendment   will   be  dispensed   with. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Speaker,  arrangements  have  been  made  to  Include 
what  did  transpire  in  the  permanent  Record. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  May  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

CONGRESSIONAL   CONFERENCE  ON   XTNEMPLOYMENT 

Mr.  VOORIIIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 
There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  strength 
of  any  nation  is  in  the  Industry  of  its  people.  The  founda- 
tion of  national  defense  in  our  Nation  is  in  keeping  our 
people,  resources,  and  productive  plant  at  work.  If  America 
speedily  solves  her  unemployment  problem  there  is  no  ques- 
tion we  can  make  our  country  impregnable. 

For  some  months  a  number  of  us  have  been  studying  the 
unemployment  problem.  Our  final  report  and  program  is 
ready  and  I  have  asked  for  this  time  in  order  to  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  today  and  thus  to  present  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country  the  final  report  and  program  of  the  Congressional 
Conference  on  Unemployment.  I  hope  all  Members  will  take 
the  trouble  to  read  that  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ELizALDE  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  a  telegram  with  respect  to  bituminous  coal. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  letter  received  from  Elder  E.  M.  Evans. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERSOSSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE   HOUSK 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
after  the  completion  of  the  legislative  program  for  the  day 
I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  12  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas?  "■ 

There  was  no  objection, 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  Anderson  of  Missouri  asked  and  was  given  permis- 
sion to  revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  telegram 
from  one  of  my  constituents. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION   TO  ADDRESS  THE   HOTTSX 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  ladies,  and  gentlemen,  par- 
ticularly the  gentleman  to  my  right,  I  received  a  wire  the 
other  day  from  one  of  my  constituents  asking  me  to  make 


sure  that  we  lio  not  become  Involved  In  foreign  entangle- 
ments and  for  the  sake  of  the  majority  leader,  I  wish  he 
would  pay  particular  attention  to  what  I  have  to  say  for 
the  simple  reason  that  he  said  the  other  day  that  if  there 
was  anything  to  be  done  to  keep  us  out  of  war,  he  knew 
men  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  would  be  willing  to  do  it.  One 
of  my  constituents  happened  to  visit  me  last  week  and  sat 
In  the  gallery  and  I  pointed  out  the  distinguished  majority 
leader,  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  and  I  said  to  him  that 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  wanted  to  do  precisely  the 
same  thing  that  you  do— keep  us  out  of  war— and  he  said. 
"I  know  that  he  wUl  do  that  because  he  looks  like  you— he 
has  no  hair." 

I  want  to  say  that  was  a  great  compliment  coming  from 
my  constituent  in  making  comparable  my  looks  and  my  hair 
with  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  Sam  Rayburn. 
ILaughter.l 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

THE  LATE   SENATOR   GIBSON 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  the  circumstances  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  1-minute  rule  be  relaxed 
with  reference  to  the  gentleman  from  Vermont.  We  know 
what  he  is  going  to  speak  about. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Vermont  has  in- 
formed the  Chair  that  he  desires  to  announce  the  death  of 
Senator  Gibson.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 
Vermont. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  to  announce  the 
death  this  morning  of  Senator  Gibson,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Vermont  and  a  former  long-time  member  of  the 
House.  The  people  of  Vermont  have  lost  a  true  friend  of 
great  heart;  the  State  of  Vermont  has  lost  an  eminent  son 
whose  lifetime  of  distinguished  service  brought  honor  to  it; 
the  Nation  has  lost  an  unusually  able  but  unselfish  public 
servant  whose  career  as  lawyer,  soldier,  and  statesman  was 
ever  devoted  to  the  welfare  of  his  country. 

For  me  his  death  marks  the  end  of  a  lifetime  friendship 
which  had  grown  stronger  with  the  passage  of  time. 

I  have  just  come  from  the  Senate  Chamber  where  so  often 
we  have  met,  but  today — 

Well  I  know  he  waits  not  as  of  old — 

I  could  not  find  him  In  the  oldtlme  place — 

I  must  pursue  him.  made  by  sorrow  bold, 

Through  worlds  unknown,  in  strange  celestial  race 

Whose  mystic  round  no  traveler  has  told. 
Prom  star  to  star,  untU  I  see  bis  face. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  speak  for  the  entire  Demo- 
cratic membership  of  the  House,  and  especially  for  those 
Members  who  served  with  Ernest  Gibson,  in  saying  that  we 
have  learned  with  the  most  profound  regret  of  his  untimely 
pa.ssing  away. 

He  came  to  the  House  shortly  after  I  did.  We  served  to- 
gether on  the  Committee  on  World  War  Veterans'  Legisla- 
tion. He  was  a  member  of  our  veterans'  block.  He  was  a 
veteran  of  both  the  World  War  and  the  Spanish-American 
War.  I  knew  him  as  Intimately,  perhaps,  as  did  any  other 
Member  who  now  occupies  a  seat  in  this  body,  and  I  can 
truthfully  say  that  I  have  never  met  with  any  man  In  this 
service  for  whom  I  had  a  higher  regard  or  In  whose  integrity 
I  had  more  implicit  confidence.  He  was  a  statesman,  con- 
scious of  his  responsibility,  who  always  believed  in  doing,  and 
had  the  courage  to  do,  what  he  thought  was  right.  He  was  a 
patriot  of  the  first  order.  He  was  a  Christian  without  hypoc- 
risy; he  was  a  man  without  guile. 

William  Jennings  Bryan,  perhaps,  the  greatest  Christian 
leader  of  modern  times,  expressed  my  sentiments  more  thor- 
oughly than  I  could  myself,  and  especially  with  reference  to 
this  distinguished  friend,  when  he  said: 

If  the  Master  deigns  to  touch  with  divine  power  the  cold  and 
pulseless  heart  of  the  burled  acorn,  causing  it  to  burst  forth  Into  a 
new  life,  will  He  leave  neglected  In  the  earth  the  soul  o<  man  made 


la  tbe  Imajte  of  his  Creator?  If  He  stoops  to  give  to  the  rose  bush 
WhOW  withered  blossoms  float  upon  the  autumn  breeze  the  sweet 
assurance  of  another  springtime,  will  He  refuse  the  words  of  hope 
to  the  sons  of  men  when  the  frosts  of  winter  come?  If  matter  mute 
and  Inanimate,  though  changed  by  the  forces  of  nature  Into  a  mul- 
titude of  forms,  can  never  die,  wUl  the  Imperial  spirit  of  man  alone 
suffer  annihilation  after  It  has  paid  a  brief  visit,  like  a  royal  guest, 
to  this  tenement  of  clay?  No;  I  am  as  sure  that  there  la  another 
life  as  I  am  that  I  live  today. 
Some  time  ago,  while  In  Cairo — 

Said  the  Grei^  Commoner — 

I  was  shown  a  few  grains  of  wheat  that  had  sltunbered  for  more 
than  3.000  years  In  an  Efryptlan  tomb.  As  I  looked  upon  those 
grains  of  wheat  this  thought  came  into  my  mind:  If  one  of  them 
had  been  planted  on  the  banks  of  the  Nile  the  next  year  after 
It  was  grown  and  all  Its  lineal  descendants  had  been  harvested 
and  planted  from  that  day  to  this.  Its  progeny  would  be  suffi- 
ciently numerous  to  feed  the  teeinlng  millions  of  this  world. 
There  Is  an  unbroken  chain  of  Ufe  which  connects  the  earliest 
grain  with  the  one  which  we  now  sow  and  reap.  If  there  is  an 
Invisible  something  In  a  grain  of  wheat  which  enables  It,  when 
warmed  by  the  sunshine  and  nurtured  by  the  rain,  to  discard  Its 
old  lx>dv  and  build  out  of  earth  and  air  a  new  one  so  much  like  the 
old  that  we  cannot  tell  the  one  from  the  other  and  transmits  IW 
own  likeness  through  3.000  generations,  I  need  not  fear  that  my 
soul  wUl  have  the  power  to  clothe  itself  with  a  new  body  suited 
to  another  existence  when  this  earthly  frame  has  crumbled  into 
dust. 


SIDNET  HILLBIAN 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  notice  in  the  press  this  morn- 
ing that  Mr.  Sidney  Hillman  has  been  named  Advisory  De- 
fense Commissioner.  The  news  disturbs  me  greatly.  I  favor 
national  defense.  I  want  a  defense  adequate  to  cope  with 
the  combined  armed  forces  of  the  world,  but.  Mr.  Speaker, 
God  alone  can  save  this  Republic  with  the  youth  of  the 
country  put  under  the  training  of  Sidney  Hillman. 

INTERNATIONAL   AFFAIRS 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask 
tmanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record 
and  to  include  therein  an  editorial  from  the  Washington 
Post  of  this  morning. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to 
announce  to  the  House  that  I  am  introducing  today  another 
resolution  of  inquiry  regarding  conditions  in  the  war  zones. 
I  think  that  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  should  be  given 
the  very  best  Information  in  order  that  the  committee, 
which  has  to  do  with  the  conduct  of  our  international 
affairs,  may  be  very  fuUy  advised  as  to  what  is  going  on.  I 
accuse  the  administration,  and  I  accuse  and  I  accuse  again, 
as  I  have  done  frequently  on  the  floor,  of  keeping  from  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee  information  vital  to  us,  vital  if 
we  are  to  legislate  properly  to  safeguard  the  people  of  this 
country.  We  do  not  have  many  hearings,  and  when  we  do 
we  are  given  no  important  information,  no  one  in  au- 
thority comes  to  speak  to  us,  and  I  have  brought  this  to  the 
attention  of  the  committee  and  of  the  House  continuously. 
The  House  turned  down  my  resolution  which  asked  and  de- 
manded that  vital  information  from  the  President  and  the 
Secretary  of  State.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  House  does  not  act 
favorably  on  this  resolution,  I  shall  tell  the  House  that  it  is 
the  Members'  own  fault  that  they  do  not  know  what  is  going 
on.  and  they  cannot  go  back  to  their  constituents  and  say, 
"We  have  safeguarded  you;  we  have  kept  informed."  That 
is  our  sacred  tnist.  Mr.  Speaker. 

My  resolution.  In  effect,  requests  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  if  not  incompatible  with  the  public  interests, 
to  transmit  to  this  House,  for  the  information  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  essential  substance  of  reports 
and  communications  received  by  him  or  by  the  Department 


of  State,  from  diplomatic  sources  or  otherwise,  concerning 
conditions  In  war  zones  In  foreign  countries. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts  has  expired. 

HARRY   BRIDGES 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  my  remarks  in 
uie  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr.  Leland  M.  Ford  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks 
appear  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  certain  tables  referred  to  at)out  agriculture,  some  of 
which  refer  to  coimtles  In  my  own  congressional  district. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  short 
articles  on  Oregon. 

The  SPEAiCER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  an  ad- 
dress by  Senator  Burton  K.  Wheeler  on  international  and 
domestic  problems,  made  in  Minneapolis  last  Monday  night 
by  Senator  Wheeler. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  a  quotation 
from  the  Washington  Times -Herald  and  a  letter  that  I  have 
received. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CONDITION  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Mr.  RICH.  lulr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  in 
the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  accuse  this  administration  be- 
cause of  the  fact  we  are  $3,640,000,000  in  the  red.  according 
to  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Morganthau  on  the  15th  of 
this  month,  or  at  the  rate  of  $8,000  a  minute  in  the  red  for 
this  whole  year,  and  I  accuse  this  administration  for  the 
next  year  of  being  a  still  greater  spender  to  the  extent  of 
$15,000,000,000.  We  will  Uke  in  six  and  a  half  billion  dol- 
lars, and  be,  therefore,  eight  and  a  half  billion  dollars 
short,  which  will  be  in  the  red  at  the  rate  of  $17,000  a  min- 
ute for  all  next  year.  It  is  terrible.  Where  are  you  going  to 
get  the  money?  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  so  blue  today,  I  am  just 
so  blue  I  do  not  know  what  to  do.    [Laughter  and  applause.! 

TRANSFER   OF  NAVAL  VESSELS 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Keefe  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

compulsory  MILITARY  TRAINING 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  President  Roosevelt's 
proposal  to  now  force  upon  our  Nation  compulsory  military 
training  and  labor  armies  is  so  outrageous  as  to  defy  all  de- 
scription. With  a  brutal  frankness  he  now  tells  our  people 
he  intends  to  make  this  Nation  completely  into  a  totalitarian 
state,  that  we  must  go  the  way  of  Mussolini,  Hitler,  and  Stalin. 
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The  course  of  complete  regimentation  he  is  now  attempUng  to 
force  upon  us  Is  identical  with  that  pursued  by  them. 

The  primary  purpose  back  of  this  move  is  not  national  de- 
fense—let us  not  be  deceived  in  this.  Roosevelt's  real  pur- 
pose in  setting  up  compulsory  military  training  and  labor 
armies  is  to  put  the  unemployed  to  some  kind  of  work.  Mus- 
solini Hitier  and  Stalin  promised  their  peoples  jobs  and  the 
more  abundant  life  in  order  to  get  themselves  in  power.  After 
they  got  themselves  in  power  they  knew  of  no  other  way  to 
make  their  promises  good  except  to  force  their  unemployed 
to  work — with  bayonets  and  bullets. 

Roosevelt  now  finds  himself  in  exactly  the  same  position. 

"^  He  has  failed  to  make  his  promise  good  to  solve  the  unem- 
ployment problem  In  the  democratic  way.  He  sees  no  other 
way  out  of  his  difficulty  but  to  follow  the  course  of  the  Euro- 
pean dictators,  so  he  grabs  the  hammer  and  sickle,  with  which 
he  hopes  to  make  one  final,  fell  swoop  upon  what  is  left  of 
democracy  In  America  and  put  a  complete  end  to  it. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  reveals  his  hand  still  further  when  he  desig- 
nates Harry  Hopkins  and  Sidney  HUlman  as  the  master 
minds  to  head  and  perfect  his  totalitarian  scheme  of  regi- 
mentaUon.  I  regard  Harry  Hopkins  as  a  perfect  tool  to  carry 
out  this  communlsUc  scheme.  It  is  well  known  that  he  has 
been  an  ardent  supporter  of  the  socialisUc  plans  put  In 
operation  in  the  last  few  years  to  destroy  private  industry.  I 
believe  It  is  a  matter  of  record  that  Sidney  Hfllman  has  been 
definitely  associated  with  the  socialistic  movement.  Social- 
Ism  is  the  same  thing  as  communism.    It  is  merely  the  first 

\        stage  of  communism. 

Fathers  and  mothers  of  America,  is  this  the  heritage  you 
want  to  leave  to  your  sons,  your  daughters,  your  posterity? 
I  cannot  believe  it.  But  one  thing  appears  to  me  certain, 
unless  this  move  to  force  compulsory  military  training  and 
labor  armies  upon  our  Nation  is  sufficient  to  warn  you  of  the 
Imminent  danger  of  our  Nation  becoming  a  totalitarian  state, 
nothing  can  save  us.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  SANDAGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  therein  a  telegram 
from  the  Rhode  Island  Textile  Association  urging  that  Con- 
gress remain  in  session  during  the  present  emergency. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
'  There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  therein 
an  article  by  Gifford  Pinchot. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Williams  of  Delaware.  Mr. 
Van  Zandt.  and  Mr.  Macnuson  were  granted  permission  to 
extend  their  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  WINTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  therein  a  statement  I 
made  before  the  Committee  on  Reciprocity. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

^ere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  also  to  extend  my  remarks  and  In- 
clude an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

*  THE  REPtJBUCAN  PARTY 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker  and  Members,  the  gen- 
tleman from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  BurdickI  showed  a  paper 
yesterday  recording  the  death  of  Abraham  Lincoln  and  pre- 
dicting dire  results  to  the  Republican  Party  under  certain 
circumstances.  I  want  to  show  an  old  document,  a  copy  of  the 
Republican  platform  distributed  to  the  delegates  May  17, 1860. 
of  the  Wigwam  Convention  that  nominated  Abraham  Lincoln 
first. 


We  are  building  the  framework  in  Philadelphia  today  of 
another  platform.  Let  me  read  from  the  first  and  the 
sixth  paragraphs,  and  there  are  only  seventeen: 

That  the  history  of  the  Nation  during  the  last  4  years  has  fully 
established  the  propriety  and  necessity  of  the  organization  and 
^rpituatlon  of  the  Republican  Party,  and  that  the  causes  which 
^1^  It  into  existence  are  permanent  In  ^'l^^^^'^^^XnUoZi 
more   than  ever   before,   demand   its  peaceful   and    constitutional 

triumph. 
And  how  prophetic  the  beginning  of  the  sixth  paragraph: 
That  the  people  Justly  view  with  alarm  the  reckless  extravagance 
which  pervades  every  department  of  the  Federal  Government,  that 
a  return  to  rigid  economy  and  accountability  Is  Indispensable  to 
arrest  the  systematic  plunder  of  the  Public  Treasury. 

Let  me  say  to  my  friend  from  North  Dakota,  whoever  is 
nominated  at  Philadelphia  next  week  will  have  the  support 
of  at  least  90  percent  of  the  RepubUcan  Party  and  25  percent 
of  the  old  Democrat  Party  and  will  be  elected  in  November. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
place  in  the  Record  a  telegram  I  had  the  pleasure  of  re- 
ceiving this  morning  from  Mr,  A.  C.  Dorman.  a  very  able 
and  outstanding  citizen  in  my  district,  which  shows  very 
adequately  the  sentiment  of  the  people  of  my  district. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks,  and  include  an  editorial  from 
the  Des  Moines  Register  and  also  a  petition  from  a  group 
of  poets. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  StTCAR  ACT  OF   1937 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  House 
Resolution  No.  515. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  515 

Reaolved.  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  It  shall  b« 
In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  Into  the  Committee  , 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  considera- 
tion of  H  R  9654.  a  bill  to  extend,  for  an  additional  year,  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  and  the  taxes  with  respect  to 
sugar,  and  all  points  of  order  against  said  bill  are  hereby  waived. 
That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and 
continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and  con- 
trolled by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  the  bill  shall  be  read.  No  amend- 
ments shall  be  in  order  to  said  bill  except  amendments  proposing 
the  extension  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  section  207  of  the  Sugar 
Act  of  1937  and  such  amendments  shall  be  In  order,  any  rule  of 
the  House  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  At  the  conclusion  rt 
the  consideration  of  the  bill,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report 
the  same  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been 
adopted  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered 
on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
Intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to  recommit,  with  or 
without    Instructions. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Michener]. 

At  this  time  I  yield  myself  15  minutes.  I  ask  that  the 
Chair  be  kind  enough  to  notify  me  when  I  have  consumed 
10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  rule  provides  for  bringing  before  the 
House  the  so-called  Ciunmings  bill  (H.  R.  9654)  to  extend 
for  1  year  the  provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937. 

This  bill  will  extend  aU  portions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937 
which  are  now  in  force.  I  hasten,  however,  to  explain  that 
by  the  terms  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  section  207,  subsec- 
tions (a)  and  (b) ,  which  put  limitations  on  the  importation 
of  direct-consumption  sugar — that  is  to  say.  refined  sugar — 
from  Hawaii  and  from  Puerto  Rico,  expired,  by  the  express 
terms  of  the  act.  on  February  29,  1940.  So  now,  and  since 
February  29  of  this  yetur.  there  have  been  no  limitations 
upon  the  importations  of  refined  sugar  from  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico. 

I  should  add  also  that  at  a  recent  press  conference — on  last 
Friday,  June   14,    1940,  as   I   recall — the   President   Is  re- 
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ported  to  have  said  that  he  and  the  Depiutment  of  Agri- 
culture and  the  Department  of  State  hoped  that  the  Cum- 
mings  bill.  H.  R.  9654,  would  be  passed  exactly  as  reported 
by  the  Ccxnmittee  on  Agriculture  of  this  House.  Further- 
more, in  a  letter  dated  April  11.  1940.  addressed  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas,  the  Honorable  Marvin  Jones,  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  of  the  House,  the  President 
stressed  the  Inequity,  as  he  saw  it.  of  putting  any  limitation 
upon  importations  of  refined  sugar  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto 
Rico.  In  this  letter  of  the  President  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  (Mr.  Jones] — which,  by  the  way,  was  printed  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Concressiohal  Record,  page  2659 — the 
President  said,  among  other  things: 


The  people  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  and  the  poHeanonB 
of  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  are  American  cltlaens  who 
ccHnpose  some  of  those  minority  groups  in  our  population  with 
local  governments  that  lack  the  protection  of  statehood. 

If  this  circumstance  were  not  given  adequate  consideration,  it 
would  be  poasible  to  destroy  by  legislation  the  livelihood  of  our 
citizens  in  the  insular  parts  of  the  United  States  through  the  en- 
actment of  dUcrimlnatory  prohibitions  against  their  products;  and 
they  would  poaaeaa  no  legal  power  to  take  counter  measures  in  self- 
defense.  Such  a  course  of  action,  as  I  have  pointed  out  on  a 
previous  occasion,  would  be  tantamoxint  to  an  Imperialistic  classi- 
fication of  citizens  and  a  tyrannical  abuse  of  minority  rights  that 
is  utterly  contrary  to  the  American  concept  of  fairness  and  de- 
mocracy Among  the  cases  In  point  Is  the  proposal  to  reinstate  the 
former  discrimination  against  the  reflnlng  of  sugar  In  the  Insular 
parts  of  the  United  States. 

On  the  other  hand.  Representatives  from  New  York,  New 
Jersey.  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  and  Massachusetts  ap- 
peared before  the  Committee  on  Rules  when  application 
was  made  for  a  rule  for  consideration  of  the  Cummlngs 
bill,  and  insisted  that  the  refining  industries  In  the  Atlantic 
seaboard  cities  were  being  ruined  by  unrestricted  Importa- 
tions of  refined  sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  since  March  1  of  this 
jrear  and  that  thousands  of  their  well-paid  American  em- 
ployees were  being  thrown  out  of  work.  These  Congressmen 
Insisted  that  the  quotas  in  force  up  to  March  1.  1940.  upon 
the  importations  of  refined  sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  and 
Hawaii,  particularly  from  Puerto  Rico,  should  be  restored, 
and  to  that  end  they  asked  that  the  Committee  on  Rules  pro- 
vide in  the  rule  for  consideration  of  H.  R.  9654  for  permission 
to  offer  an  amendment  restoring  the  restrictions  on  Importa- 
tions of  refined  sugar  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico.  I  am 
Informed  that  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
McCoRMACKl  will  offer  such  an  amendment.  What  action 
should  be  taken  on  the  McCormack  amendment  is  a  question 
for  the  House  of  Representatives  to  determine.  In  due 
course  that  amendment  will  be  brought  up  for  consideration 
In  the  House  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  time  I  should  like  to  point  out  how 
extremely  Important,  yes,  how  vital,  is  the  passage  of  this 
bill  to  the  beet-sugar-producing  areas  In  the  United  States. 
There  are  17  States  In  continental  United  States  which  pro- 
duce beet  sugar.  It  is  not  often  that  I  ask  the  Indulgence 
of  the  House;  but  on  this  matter,  so  vitally  Important  to  17 
States  and  particularly  to  the  State  of  Colorado,  I  do  ask 
your  Indulgence  to  hear  me  briefiy. 

The  Important  provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  so  far 
as  beet  sugar  Is  concerned,  expire  at  the  end  of  this  present 
calendar  year  unless  this  bill  is  passed.  Those  of  us  who 
have  gone  Into  the  question  at  all  are  convinced  that  it  would 
be  Impo.ssible  for  the  Seventy-seventh  Congress  to  enact 
legislation  until  at  least  3  or  4  months  of  Its  first  session, 
which  will  begin  next  January,  shall  have  gone  by.  Under 
such  circumstances  it  is  clear  that  virtually  the  entire  1941 
crop  of  beets  would  have  to  be  planted  without  the  growers 
knowing  what  returns  they  might  expect  from  their  crops  or 
under  what  conditions  the  sugar  manufactured  from  their 
beets  would  be  marketed.  That  situation  is  one  from  which 
nothing  but  confusion  could  be  expected.  It  would  react  with 
a  tremendously  depressing  effect  on  a  vital  segment  of  west- 
ern agriculture. 

A  few  days  ago,  the  members  of  the  Colorado  delegation. 
name»y.  Edward  T.  Taylor,  Fred  Commincs.  and  I.  sent  to 
a  number  of  Members  of  the  House  letters,  dated  June  15, 
1940.  signed  by  us.  In  which  we  set  forth  some  of  the  im- 


portant features  of  the  beet-sugar  Industry.    In  the  course  of 
those  letters  we  said — and  I  quote: 

There  are  70,000  sugar-beet  growers  In  17  States,  and  the  pro- 
duction of  beete  requires  the  employment  of  100,000  field  workers 
annually.  Ninety-four  beet-sugar  factories  give  employment  to 
about  10.000  men  (no  women  or  children  are  employed)  on  an 
annual  average  throughout  every  year.  In  addition,  there  are  _ 
thousands  of  men  In  coal  mines  and  limestone  quarries  whose 
employment  Is  directly  dependent  In  large  part  on  this  todustry. 
In  1939  every  acre  of  beets  grown  in  the  United  States  resulted  in 
$32  of  revenue  for  the  railroads.  Moreover,  there  are  many  hun- 
dreds engaged  In  the  fattening  of  cattle  and  sheep  on  beet  pulp — 
and  many  hundreds  more  In  stockyards  and  packing  plants  whose 
continued  employment  Is  dependent  upon  the  passage  of  this  bill. 
An  instance  of  the  importance  of  these  feeding  activities  Is  the 
fact  that  the  byproducts  of  13  of  the  18  beet-sugar  factories  in 
Colorado  are  used  to  feed  22  percent  of  all  the  lambs  and  11  per- 
cent of  all  cattle  dry-lot  fed  In  the  United  States. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Colorado  has  con- 
sumed 10  minutes. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  I  thank  the  Speaker  for  notify- 
ing me. 

Mr.  Speaker.  In  the  State  of  Colorado  the  beet-sugar  In- 
dustry with  its  ramifications  Is  a  fundamental  industry  of 
our  State.  We  are  best  known.  I  know,  for  our  production 
of  gold  and  silver.  It  Is  true  that  the  discovery  of  gold  is 
what  made  possible  the  original  settlement  of  Colorado. 
I  do  not  wish  to  minimize  the  present  Importance  of  our 
precious-metal  mines.  But  the  annual  Income  derived  from 
the  beet-sugar  Industry,  with  all  its  ramifications  and  its 
subsidiary  industries,  is  now  more  Important  to  our  State 
each  year  than  the  gold-  and  silf'er -mining  Industry,  not 
only  In  value  of  product  but  also  in  employment  provided. 

The  total  pay  roll  of  the  entire  beet-sugar  Industry 
throughout  the  United  States  In  1938  was  $16,951,500;  In 
1939  It  was  $17,350,000.  Under  normal  conditions  Colorado 
beet-sugar  factories  and  the  offices  of  these  factories  em- 
ploy during  the  operating  season  5,720  men;  no  women 
or  children  are  employed.  TTie  factory  and  office  pay  rolls 
for  1  normal  year  in  Colorado  are.  In  round  numbers, 
$4,265,000.  The  production  of  sugar  beets  furnishes  through- 
out the  country  opportunity  for  employment  of  approxi- 
mately 100,000  field  workers  whose  wages  average  $21  for 
each  acre  of  beets.  On  a  daily  basis,  their  wages  are  the 
highest  paid  in  any  branch  of  the  sugar  industry,  If  not  In- 
deed the  highest  paid  t(i  any  group  of  agricultural  workers. 
The  employment  which  the  beet-sugar  Industry  creates  In 
related  industries  Is  almost  Impossible  to  calculate.  But  it 
is  not  to  be  questioned  that  thousands  engaged  in  trans- 
portation. In  mining,  and  in  quarrsring  limestone  owe  their 
employment  directly  to  the  beet-sugar  industry.  The  pro- 
duction of  cotton  in  our  Southern  States  and  the  fabrication 
of  cotton  bags  and  filter  cloth  require  the  services  of  many 
others.  Upon  the  beet  pulp  and  other  byproducts  of  the 
beet-sugar  Industry  Is  dependent  the  great  cattle-  and  lamb- 
feeding  industry  in  Western  States.  The  beet-sugar  Indus- 
try is  responsible  for  the  fact  that  in  Denver  is  the  greatest 
lamb  and  sheep  market  In  the  United  States. 

The  beet-sugar  Industry  In  1938  paid  a  total  freight  bill 
of  $21,580,000;  and  In  1939  the  total  freight  bp  was  $27,- 
069,000.  Ttiis  amounted  to  approximately  $15.95  for  every 
ton  of  beet  sugar  marketed  In  1938  and  $16.05  for  every  ton 
distributed  last  year. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  could  go  on  and  on  and  fill  the  Congres- 
sional Record  with  figures  and  statistics  on  this  subject. 

I  think  I  have  given  enough  to  show  how  infinitely  Im- 
portant this  beet-sugar  industry  is  to  Colorado  and  to  16 
other  States.  A  few  minutes  ago  I' spoke  of  the  94  beet- 
sugar  factories  in  the  17  States  In  which  sugar  beets  are 
grown.  Of  these  94  factories,  there  are  10  factories  in  Cali- 
fornia, 18  factories  in  Colorsuio.  9  factories  in  Idaho.  1 
factory  In  Indiana,  1  factory  in  Iowa,  1  factory  in  Kansas. 
16  factories  in  Michigan,  2  factories  in  Minnesota,  5  factories 
in  Montana.  7  factories  In  Nebraska,  5  factories  in  Ohio, 
1  factory  in  Oregon,  1  factory  In  South  Dakota,  8  factories 
in  Utah,  2  factories  In  Washington,  2  factories  in  Wisconsin, 
and  5  factories  In  Wyoming,  making  a  total  of  94  factories 
in  the  17  States. 
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The  location  of  each  of  these  factories  is  as  foUows: 
Location   or  Brrr  Sugab  FAcroEirs 
NiKrrT-rotni  factorus  in  17  states 
^  California  (10  factories)  :  Alvarado.  Bettcravla.  CTartaburg.  Dyer. 

Hamilton  City.  Manteca.  Oxnard.  Spreckles    Tracy    Woodland_ 
^lorado    (18    factories):    Brighton.    Brush.    Delta.    Eaton    Fort 
Collins.  Fort  Lupton.  Fort  Morgan.  Grand  Junction  Greeley.  Johns- 
-     Swn   Longtnont,  Loveland,  Ovid.  Rocky  Ford.  Sterling.  Sugar  Cltx. 

^''id^o^lg'^Tactorles) :    Blackfoot.    Burley.    Idaho    Falls.    Preston. 
'-     Rlgby.  Rupert.  Shelley.  Sugar  City.  Twin  Falls. 

Indiana  (1  factory):  Decatur. 
1  Iowa  (1  factory):  Mason  City. 

Kansas  (1   factory):   Garden  City. 

STch^n    (16   factories):  Alma.   Bay   City    (2).   Bllssfleld    Caro. 
CarroUton.  Croswell.  HoUand.  Lansing.  Menominee.  Mount  Clemens. 
Mount  Pleasant.  Cwcaso,  St.  Louis.  Sebewalng.  West  Bay  City. 
Minnesota  (3  factories) :  Chaska.  East  Grand  Porks. 
Mentha     (6     fi^torles):  BUllngs.     Chinook.     Hardin.     Missoula. 

^'Nebraska    (7  factories) :  Bayard.  Gerlng.  Grand  Island.  Lyman. 

Mlnatare.   Mitchell.  Scottsbluff.  a.„i^« 

-—       Ohio  (5  factories)  :   Ptndlay.  Fremont.  Ottawa.  Paulding.  Toledo. 

Oregon    (l    factory):  Nyssa. 
'  South  DjUola   (1  factory):  Belle  Pourche.     .^    ^  ,       .    .  „^„„ 

Utah  (STactorles)  :  Brlgham  City.  Centerfleld.  Garland.  Layton. 
Lewlston,  Ogden.  Spanish  Fork.  West  Jordan. 

Washington  (2  factories)  :  Belllngham.  Toppenlsh. 

Wiaconsin  (2  factories) :  Green  Bay.  Janesvllle.  «rK— t 

Wyoming    (5   factories):    Lovell.  Sheridan.    Torrlngton.   Wheat- 
land. Worland.  _ 

Total  beet-sugar  factories,  94  In  17  States. 

Mr  Speaker,  without  exaggerating,  and  with  all  the  ear- 
nestness of  my  soul.  I  say  to  the  Members  of  this  House 
that  if  for  any  reason,  the  Congress  fails  to  extend  this 
Sugar  Act  at  this  session,  such  failure  will  be  a  crushing 
blow  to  17  States  of  this  Union.  Thousands  of  men— yes; 
tens  of  thousands  of  men— will  feel  the  impact  of  this  faU- 
ure  to  conUnue  the  Sugar  Act  in  effect.  Thousands  will  be 
unemployed.  The  relief  rolls  will  be  increased.  Business 
depression  will  ensue.  An  invading  army  in  Colorado  could 
not  do  greater  damage  or  create  greater  havoc  and  misery 
than  would  the  prostration  of  the  beet -sugar  Industry  In  our 
State. 

With  all  the  earnestness  and  solemnity  at  my  command.  I 
entreat  you  to  consider  weU  what  I  have  just  told  you. 
When  the  vote  comes  on  this  bill,  bear  in  mind  what  dire 
disaster  the  failure  to  enact  this  bill  would  bring  to  17  States 
of  the  Union,  and  especially  to  oui»  State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  such  time 
as  I  may  require 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  has  given  a 
very  fair  explanation  of  what  this  bill  is  about.  The  rule 
makes  in  order  that  bill.  The  gentleman  has  just  advised 
us  that  this  bill  as  reported  by  the  Agricultiu-e  Committee, 
and  the  one  made  in  order  by  the  pending  rule— has  the 
approval  of  the  administration  and  that  the  President  will 
sign  the  bill  "as  is." 

There  are  two  groups  in  this  coimtry  who  are  primarily 
interested  in  the  refining  and  production  of  sugar.  The 
present  bill  continues  the  existing  law  exactly  as  it  now  is 
for  1  year.  This  law  will  expire  on  the  31st  day  of  Decem- 
ber 1940;  therefore  this  is  an  emergency  measure  so  far  as 
beet-sugar  production  in  this  country  is  concerned. 

The  only  opposition  I  know  of  ccmes  from  the  refiners, 
who  are  confined  largely  to  the  seaboard  States.  I  believe 
New  Jersey  and  New  York  have  the  most  of  them.  There 
are  one  or  two  minor  refiners  in  California.  Those  facto- 
ries refine  raw  sugar  that  comes  to  this  country  from 
offshore  territory.  In  other  words,  they  are  primarily  inter- 
ested in  refining  raw  sugar  not  produced  in  the  United 
States.  The  more  raw  sugar  that  can  be  brought  into  the 
I  country  the  more  work  the  refiners  will  have.  The  more 
sugar  that  is  brought  into  the  country  the  less  sugar  can 
be  produced  in  continental  United  States. 

Mr.  CELLER.    Will  the  gentleman  j^eld? 
I  Mr.  MICHENER.     I  yield  to  the   gentleman  from  New 

York. 

Mr.  CELLER.     Does  the  gentleman  think  it  is  right  to 
continue  the  limitations  and  the  quotas  on  refined  sugar 


coming  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  ^^  «s  a  res^t  practi. 
callv  destroy  the  refineries  that  we  have  built  in  New  York? 
l£  MICHENER.  My  position  is  that  this  bUl  is  not  per- 
fect ■  We  know  there  has  to  be  a  general  revision  of  the 
sugar  law.  I  think  everyone  familiar  with  the  situation 
accepts  that  as  fact.  We  do  know  that  the  present  law 
expires  in  this  coming  December:  therefore,  anything  we  do 
now  at  best  wiU  be  but  a  stopgap.  I  am  in  favor  of  that, 
and  I  am  in  favor  of  going  along  with  the  bill  as  reported  by 
the  committee  for  one  reason,  if  for  no  o^^^r  /hat  the 
President,  as  we  understand  it.  will  sign  this  bill,  and  he 
wUl  not  sign  the  bill  if  amended. 

Mr    CELLER.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

MICHENER.    No.    I  do  not  have  the  time. 

CELLER.    Just  for  one  question?  . 

MICHENER.    The  gentleman  is  irresistible.    Make  it 
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CELLER  The  President  stated  he  wishes  quotas 
„.v..  reference  to  refined  sugar  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto 
Rico  continued,  but  the  bUl  does  not  do  that. 

Mr   MICHENER.    I  am  not  arguing  with  the  gentleman. 
I  have  no  access  to  the  President.    I  have  not  talked  with 
him     Possibly  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  who  is  one 
of  his  close  advisers,  does  know  what  he  will  do.    I  know 
what  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Lewis]  just  stated, 
and  if  what  he  stated  is  true,  then  I  am  correct,  but  I  am 
not  going  to  argue  with  the  gentleman.    I  am  not  famUiar 
with  aU  the  details  of  this  bill.     I  am  a  member  of  the 
Rules  Committee.    The  biU  wiU  be  thoroughly  discussed  by 
members  of  the  Agricultural  Committee,  who  reported  the 
bUl.  and  those   gentlemen   know   aU   about   its   intricacies. 
In  short    the  biU  extends  for  an  additional  year  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.    Under  existing  law  the 
quota   provisions   and   the   conditional  payment   provisions 
expire  on  December  31.  1940.    That  is.  no  quota  provisions 
will  be  in  effect  in  or  benefit  payments  be  made  for  1941 
unless  these  provisions  are  extended.    Section  1  of  the  bill 
makes  these  provisions  expire   1  year  later,  December  31, 
1941.     As  under  present  law,  after  1941.  the  bill   permits 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  make  accrued  payments  for 
the  crop  years  1941  and  previous  years.    The  bill  does  not 
continue   the   limitations   on   refined   sugar    coming    from 
Hawaii  or  Puerto  Rico.    These  provisions  expired  on  March 
1  of  this  year,  and  the  bill  does  not  revive  them.    The  other 
limitations  of  the  present  law  on  refined  sugar  and  liquid 
sugar  importations  are  continued. 

The  bill  also  continues  the  taxes  on  the  manufacture  and 
importation  of  sugar.  These  taxes  expire  on  Jime  30,  1941. 
Section  2  of  the  bill  extends  the  taxes  for  1  year  so  that 
they  will  expire  on  June  30,  1942. 

The  Sugar  Act,  section  503.  authorizes  the  appropriation 
of  amounts  equal  to  the  taxes  on  sugar  coming  from  and 
sugarcane  grown  in  the  Philippines  to  be  paid  to  the  Philip- 
pines for  financing  a  program  of  economic  adjustment 
there.  Under  present  law  no  payment  may  be  made  with 
respect  to  manufacture  or  importation  of  sugar  and  cane 
after  June  30.  1941.  Section  3  of  the  bill  extends  this  date 
to  June  30.  1942. 

This  rule  does  not  throw  the  entire  bill  open  to  amend- 
ment.   It  only  throws  section  207  of  the  Sugar  Act  open 
to  amendment,  so  if  you  have  any  amendments  to  other 
[Kirts  of  the  bill,  save  your  breath,  do  not  offer  them,  be- 
cause they  will  be  out  of  order. 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MICHENER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Montana. 
Mr.  OCONT^OR.    Does  the  gentleman  think  a  rule  of  this 
kind  that  prevents  amendments  to  other  parts  of  the  Sugar 
Act  is  one  that  is  fair  to  the  membership  of  this  House? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  You  know  sometimes  you  have  to  accept 
things  when  the  President  has  indicated  what  he  will  sign  and 
what  he  will  not  sign.  An  emergency  stares  the  beet-sugar 
industry  in  the  face.  I  am  one  of  those  Members  who  will 
sacrifice  things  I  might  hope  for  in  order  to  get  the  best  I  can. 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  foolish  to  vote  for  a  bill  that 
suited  me  if  I  knew  that  the  bill  could  not  become  law.  Here 
is  a  question  of  getting  the  best  you  can. 
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Mr.  OCONNOR.  Does  not  the  gentleman  feel  that  this 
House  ought  to  do  its  own  legislating? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  gentleman  always  does  his  own 
thinking,  and  his  conclusions  are  always  worthy  of  consider- 
ation. Let  us  pass  this  rule  as  well  as  the  amendment  pre- 
pared by  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  stop  there. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Cttuon]. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Msissa- 
chusetts  [Mr.  McCormack]  will  in  due  course  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  pending  bill  to  restore  the  limitations  upon 
Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rican  refined  sugar.  My  sincere  judg- 
ment is  that  this  amendment  should  be  supported  by  every 
Member  of  the  House  who  Is  from  a  State  producing  sugar 
beets  or  sugarcane. 

It  is  obvious  that  a  fiood  of  refined  sugar  made  by  cheap 
labor  in  the  tropical  islands  will  not  benefit  the  sugar  farm- 
ers of  this  country.  The  fact  is  that  rapid  expansion  of  the 
refining  in  Puerto  Rico  will  bring  with  it  a  disruption  in  the 
marketing  conditions  affecting  sugars  of  all  kinds.  This 
adverse  price  on  American  sugar  will  be  particularly  notice- 
able on  the  eastern  coastal  area  from  New  England  down  the 
Atlantic  coast  to  the  Gulf  ports.  The  American  producers 
of  cane  and  beet  sugar  are  primarily  interested  in  receiving 
a  fair  price  for  their  product.  Their  Representatives  here  in 
this  House  should  remember  that  the  price  the  American 
producer  receives  for  his  sugai  is  determined  by  the  price 
which  prevails  for  refined  sugar  in  the  seaboard  cities  of  the 
Nation. 

During  recent  years  the  beet-sugar  industry  has  sent  thou- 
sands of  bags  of  sugar  from  the  Western  States  for  market- 
ing along  the  Atlantic  seacoast.  He  who  runs  may  read 
that  a  flood  of  Puerto  Rican  refined  sugar  will  ruin  the 
markets  for  continental  sugar  producers.  This  fact  stand- 
ing alone  should  invoke  enthusiastic  support  for  the  Mc- 
Cormack  amendment  later  to  be  presented. 

However,  there  is  a  second  and  equally  important  reason 
why  the  Representatives  of  the  sugar  States  should  support 
the  McCormack  amendment  and  this  reason  applies  particu- 
larly to  the  gentlemen  on  the  Republican  side  of  the  aisle. 
It  is  impossible  to  conceive  of  a  permanent  protectice  system 
for  sugar  such  as  was  shown  in  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  imless 
that  system  provides  a  protection  for  the  American  workmen 
and  American  investment  at  the  same  time  that  provision  is 
made  for  the  American  farmer.  Over  one-half  of  the  people 
of  this  country  live  in  States  which  refine  cane  sugar.  These 
great  populous  areas  insist  that  their  sugar-refining  workmen 
and  great  investments  in  this  field  be  duly  considered  In  leg- 
islation. Raw-sugar  quotas  have  been  properly  enacted  by 
Congress  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  American  farmers. 
Hand  in  hand  with  them  has  gone  refined-sugar  quotas  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  American  workmen.  In  all  justice 
an  equitable  balance  must  be  maintained  or  protective  sugar 
legislation  of  all  kinds  will  be  thrown  to  the  winds. 

I  desire  to  call  as  witnesses  to  the  justice  and  necessity  of 
the  McCormack  amendment  several  congressional  experts  in 
the  national  sugar-producing  field.  I  first  call  my  good  friend 
the  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Ctjmmings]  the  author  of 
this  bill.  In  1937  when  this  same  subject  was  under  discus- 
sion my  friend  supported  the  reasonable  demands  of  the 
refinery  workmen  when  he  said: 

The  only  brief  that  I  have  tar  the  refiners  Is  not  for  the  refiners 
as  such  but  I  think  that  any  good  American  citizen  has  a  brief  for 
every  man  who  has  a  Job  In  the  United  States  (p.  8308.  CoNcaaa- 
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I  call  as  another  witness  the  distingiiished  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  WooDRimr]  an  expert  in  this  field  and  one 
of  the  ablest  Republicans  in  the  House.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  (Mr.  WoodrutfI  said  in  1937.  referring  to  an 
amendment  to  the  Sugar  Act  to  strike  out  quotas  on  refined 
sugar: 

We  win  be  asked,  throvigh  legislation,  to  declare  a  death  sentence 
upon  the  Investments  made  In  this  cotuatry;  we  will  be  asked  to 
destroy  plants  that  exist  In  this  country:  we  wlU  be  asked  to  throw 
out  of  employment  American  citizens  living  here  who  now  have 
)obs.  That  Is  a  dlscrlmlnaUon  against  Amencan  cltizena  living  In 
continental  United  States. 
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I  call  as  a  further  witness  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Pierce].  He  said  at  the  time  that  this 
matter  was  under  discussion  in  1937. 

I  prefer  to  leave  those  sections  In  the  bill,  because  they  affect 
men  working  In  factories.  These  are  our  own  people.  They  are 
spending  their  own  hard-earned  money,  buying  our  own  farm  prod- 
ucts, articles  of  food  that  we  have  to  seU.  I  t>elleve  In  proUctlng 
them. 

So,  from  every  neck  of  the  woods  in  continental  America 
and  from  both  sides  of  the  aisle  came  the  demand  that  pro- 
tection should  be  given  at  the  one  and  same  time  to  the  cane- 
and  beet-sugar  industry  and  to  the  workmen  and  those  with 
Investments  in  refined  sugar.    I  say  this  with  all  sincerity,  and 
I  am  fully  convinced  that  I  am  speaking  not  only  for  the 
sugar-refining  East  but  for  the  interest  of  the  beet  and  cane 
producer.    In  doing  so  I  am  merely  echoing  the  basic  senti- 
ments of  the  gentlemen  who  are  today  proponents  of  this  biU. 
In  conclusion  I  urge  that,  in  all  fairness  to  American  work- 
ers and  American  investment,  the  McCormack  amendment 
hereafter  to  be  offered  be  adopted  by  the  House.    [Applause.] 
Mr.  SACKS.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  CULKIN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  SACKS.  The  statement  was  made  a  while  ago  that 
if  this  bill  contained  the  McCormack  amendment  the  Presi- 
dent would  veto  it.  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  gentleman  to  the  fact  that  the  same  argument  was 
presented  the  last  time  we  had  the  bill  up  for  consideration, 
and  the  President  signed  the  bill. 

Mr.  CULKIN.    I  do  not  believe  the  President,  whether  or 
not  he  runs — and  that  is  in  the  lap  of  the  gods — will  veto 
this  bill.    He  did  not  do  it  before  and  he  will  not  do  it  now. 
[Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Hawaii    [Mr.  King!. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  certain 
tables  prepared  by  myself. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Delegate  from  Hawaii? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  sugar  Issue  is  always  one 
of  great  controversy  and  a  good  deal  of  misunderstanding. 
There  are  not  so  many  people  in  the  House  who  have  the 
background  of  this  legislation.  I  want  to  point  out  that  the 
restrictions  on  the  refining  process  in  Hawaii  and  in  Puerto 
Rico  did  not  exist  prior  to  1934.  Before  then  any  domestic 
producer  of  sugar  could  increase  or  expand  his  production 
and  market  it  as  raw  or  as  refined  sugar  as  he  pleased,  but 
in  1934  we  adopted  a  quota  system  which  set  up  quota 
restrictions  on  different  producing  areas.  Domestic  pro- 
ducers had  quotas  and  foreign  producers  had  quotas.  Then 
superimposed  upon  that  there  was  this  emergency  restriction 
on  refined  sugar  from  Hawsui  and  Puerto  Rico.  We  have 
objected  to  that,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  matter  of  principle. 

In  1937.  when  the  Sugar  Act  of  that  year  was  enacted, 
the  President,  three  Cabinet  oflttcers,  and  many  Members  of 
this  House  and  of  the  other  body  also  objected  to  that 
restriction  as  wrong  In  principle.  It  was  practically  admit- 
ted on  the  fioor  of  this  House  by  many  speakers  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  expediency  and  not  a  matter  of  material 
interest,  and  not  defensible  as  a  matter  of  principle. 

However,  the  President  did  sign  the  1937  act.  but  he  signed 
It  with  great  regret  and  on  assurances  that  had  been  given 
him  by  the  spokesmen  of  the  domestic  sugar  Industry  that  such 
a  limitation  would  not  again  be  put  in  legislation  controlling 
the  sugar  Industry. 

I  want  to  say  to  those  who  are  Interested  In  the  domestic 
sugar  Industry  that  the  refining  group — and  I  make  no  criti- 
cism of  those  who  speak  for  them  here  who  really  speak  for 
the  employees.  Nobody  speaks  for  the  refining  group  as  such. 
We  all  know  that  it  is  the  Sugar  Trust — the  Sugar  Trust  that 
was  haled  before  a  court  on  many  occasions.  Those  who 
fight  their  battles  on  the  floor  here  speak  for  the  men  who  are 
employed  by  the  refiners. 
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Mr.  CULKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  KINO.  I  am  sorry,  I  do  not  have  time  to  yield.  This 
Is  a  matter  of  most  vital  interest  to  the  people  of  Hawaii.  I 
must  use  all  the  time  I  can  in  my  effort  to  put  my  case  before 
the  Members  of  this  House. 

I  want  to  say  that  the  refining  group,  to  show  their  incon- 
sistency, come  before  the  Congress  and  say.  "If  we  cannot 
have  restrictions  on  refining  in  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico,  we  do 
not  want  a  sugar  biU  at  all."  In  other  words,  they  make  the 
whole  issue  of  the  welfare  of  the  domestic  industry  depend 
upon  this  provision,  when,  as  a  matter  of  actual  fact,  they 
do  not  get  more  than  300.000  tons  of  raw  sugar  from  Hawaii 
in  any  one  year,  and  we  are  to  continue  to  supply  that  sugar 
under  an  agreement  with  the  Hawaiian  industry.  But  the 
gentlemen  who  are  going  to  speak  in  behalf  of  the  refineries, 
especially  the  one  at  Edgewater,  would  capitalize  a  labor 
argimient  when  there  would  be  no  displacement  of  labor  In- 
sofar as  refined  sugar  from  Hawaii  is  concerned. 

I  want  to  say  further  that  under  existing  law,  imder  the 
quota  system,  the  refining  industry  is  the  beneficiary  of  four 
different  elements  of  protection;  but,  not  satisfied  with  this 
help,  it  insists  that  that  degree  of  protection  shall  be  extended 
to  bar  the  importation  of  refined  sugar  from  Hawaii. 

You  speak  of  off-shore  areas.  If  the  area  is  under  the 
American  fiag.  it  Is  a  part  of  the  United  States.  You  speak 
of  tropical  sugar  from  tropical  countries,  but  if  a  tropical 
country  flies  the  American  fiag.  what  difference  does  it  make 
whether  it  is  a  tropical,  temperate,  or  frigid  zone  country. 

This  law  would  place  upon  the  production  of  sugar  In 
Hawaii  a  double  burden:  first,  a  quota  system,  and  then 

another  limitation,  because  the  provision  is  that  there  may 
be  refined  only  about  3  percent  of  that  quota  for  shipment 
to  the  United  States.  The  trade  between  Hawaii  and  the  rest 
of  the  United  States  is  interstate  commerce.  It  is  a  part  of 
our  system  of  government,  which,  under  the  Constitution, 
guarantees  to  all  Americans  equal  privileges  and  contemplates 
the  free  exchange  of  goods  and  services  between  the  different 
P€irts  of  the  United  States. 

Under  existing  law  there  are  four  degrees  of  protection  for 
the  refining  interests: 

First,  limitation  on  Imports  of  Cuban-refined — direct  con- 
sumption— sugar  to  375.000  tons. 

If  the  refiners  fall  in  their  objective  of  having  the  McCor- 
mack  amendment  adopted  they  will  defeat  the  law  and  there 
will  be  no  restrictions  on  refined  sugar  from  Cuba,  which  then 
can  send  500.000  tons  of  sugar  or  more  into  this  country. 

Second  Is  a  limitation  on  the  expansion  of  the  beet-sugar 
and  domestlc-cane  Industry.  If  this  law  is  killed  the  beet- 
and  cane -sugar  industry  of  the  United  States  will  not  be  held 
down  to  present  existing  quotas. 

Third,  there  is  an  embargo  on  imports  of  liquid  sugar  from 
all  countries  In  the  world  except  Cuba  and  Santo  Domingo 
and  restrictive  quotas  on  those  two  countries. 

This  sugar  enters  Into  competition  with  direct-consimiptlon 
sugar,  and  there  again,  if  this  continuing  resolution  is  de- 
feated, the  refiners  will  be  subject  to  that  competition. 

There  Is  also  a  fourth  protection  which  is  the  limitation 
on  refined  sugar  from  other  foreign  countries  now  held  to  a 
minimum  quota.  If  the  Cumminps  bill  is  defeated  there 
will  be  no  limitation  on  foreign  sugar,  so  Icxig  as  they  can 
beat  the  hurdle  of  the  tariff. 

Tliis  shows  the  inconsistency  of  the  position  of  the  refiners. 

I  am  sympathetic  with  the  spokesmen  for  the  workers  who 
nj  they  cannot  support  the  bill  t)ecause  it  would  mean  that 
these  men  would  lose  their  opportunity  to  labor,  but  such 
dislocations  occur  throughout  the  country.  The  coal  mines 
are  going  down  because  oil  is  coming  up.  and  a  textile  mill 
goes  up  In  North  Carolina  and  in  New  Hampshire  a  textile 
mill  goes  down.  A  boot  and  shoe  factory  goes  up  in  Kansas 
City,  and  one  goes  broke  In  St.  Paul. 

So  I  want  to  ask  you  to  vote  against  the  McCormack 
amendment,  and  then.  If  that  amendment  does  not  carry,  I 
ask  you  to  support  the  bill.     [Applause.! 

Mr.  Speaker,  for  many  years  the  domestic  sugar  Industry 
depended  solely  on  a  tariff  on  foreign  sugar  for  its  protec- 
tion.   Within  the  tariff  wall,  the  domestic  industry  could 


increase  or  decrease  its  production,  and  market  raw  or  re- 
fined sugar,  as  it  desired,  without  any  restricUons  except 
those  imposed  by  the  usual  economic  laws  of  supply  and 
demand. 

Under  this  system  the  domestic  Industry  did  expand,  but 
only  after  many  bitter  fights  with  the  so-called  Sugar  Trust, 
comprising  the  associated  refiners  located  on  the  Atlantic 
seaboard.  There  is  a  natural  and  inevitable  conflict  between 
this  same  trust  and  the  American  sugar  producers.  For 
every  ton  of  sugar  grown  within  the  United  States,  1  ton 
less  of  foreign  sugar  can  be  imported  by  them  for  refining 
and  markeUng  In  the  United  States.  In  many  instances  this 
displacement  means  a  double  loss  to  the  refiners,  as  they  are 
often  heavily  interested  in  the  foreign  plantations  that  pro- 
duce the  raw  sugar  they  process. 

The  following  table  shows  this  gradual  shift  from  foreign 
to  domestic  sugar  producers  which  has  steadily  decreased  the 
volume  of  business  of  the  eastern  refiners: 

Percentages  of   sugar   distributed   for   consumption   in    the   United 
States  supplied  l»y  the  principal  producing  areas 
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In  1934  the  Jones-Costlgan  Act  instituted  the  present  quota 
S3rstem  for  the  stabilization  of  the  sugar  industry.  An  ex- 
cise tax  was  levied  on  all  sugar  sold  in  the  American  market. 
For  foreign  sugars,  this  tax  was  in  addition  to  the  reduced 
tariff,  which  latter,  of  course,  was  not  paid  by  domestic 
sugars.  Upon  full  compliance  with  the  various  provisions 
of  the  act  as  to  quotas,  acreages,  labor  requirements,  and  so 
forth,  domestic  producers  were  reimbursed  a  part  of  this 
excise  tax.  The  tax  and  the  compliance  pasrments  were  the 
means  of  enforcing  the  act,  which  otherwise  might  have 
been  disregarded. 

The  theory  of  the  act  was  to  adjust  production  to  con- 
sumptive needs  and  to  provide  an  adequate  supply  of  sugar 
at  a  price  fair  to  the  consumer,  the  producer,  and  the 
processor.  Foreign  producers,  principally  Cuba,  were  allotted 
quotas  as  well  as  domestic  producers.  The  basis  for  the 
quota  allocations  was  supposedly  the  average  amounts  pro- 
duced by  each  unit  for  a  period  of  years  prior  to  1934. 
Actually  the  quotas  assigned  favored  continental  producers 
at  the  expense  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico.  Severe  cuts  were 
made  in  the  amounts  which  could  be  produced  by  Hawaii 
and  Puerto  Rico  in  order  to  provide  larger  allotments  to 
mainland  cane  and  beet  producers. 

Production  in  S-year  period  preceding  1934.  and  relative  status  of 
producing  areas  under  quotas  for  the  year  1934  pursxtant  to  the 
Jones-Costigan  Sugar  Act^ 
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Loalid- 


3K70O 
306.  MO 


106,523 
a0l874 


KUl 


Florida 


34.  IBS 
41324 
46.355 


S7.«21 
40,160 


3,530 


Hawaii 


l.0l«l,047 
1.0»7.3in 
1,063,604 


1,044.310 
•076.7M 


69.554 


>  Souroa:  P.  66.  hearings  htkm  Uoiua  Special  tiubcommittea  on  Axrieultura  on 
H.  R.  5336  Mar.  15  to  22.  iU37. 

>  Total  quuta  (or  Uawail.  tnchidlne  local  consumption  of  2S.S00  tona. 

However,  the  system  worked:  the  domestic  sugar  Industry 
obtained  some  degree  of  stability  and  consumer  prices  re- 
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mained  at  a  fair  level  in  comparison  with  other  agricultural 
commodities  and  with  sugar  prices  of  former  years.  The 
contention  that  the  excise  tax  was  a  consumers'  tax  was 
disproved  by  the  actual  record.  The  control  of  production 
and  of  foreign  imports  prevented  a  rise  in  price,  which,  in 
fact,  was  less  than  during  many  previous  periods. 

(Cents  per  pound] 


i 

Average 
1909-13 

1035 

1930 

1938 

1030 

Price  of  raw  stiear  '       . . 

4.1 
i.'85 

3.2 

.5 

XO 

8.6 
XO 

X94 

.50 

1.86 

X08 

Prtx'«>s«in(f  or  pxrli*  tax 

Keflncrs' and  r^*<^''l«''»' chitree?     ..  ^^ 

.50 
1.92 

RetAll  mice  of  refined  suear  • 

5.95 

6.7 

6.6 

5.30 

5.40 

« Bureau  of  Acricultural  Economic*.  U.  S.  I>epartment  of  Agriculture. 
«  Bureau  of  I>abor  Statistics.  I'.  S.  Deparlmtnt  of  Laiwr. 

The  eastern  refiners,  whose  raw  materials  came  principally 
from  Cuba,  were  not  satisfied  with  the  generous  quota  as- 
signed that  island,  of  which  only  a  fixed  percentage  could  be 
in  refined  or  direct  consumption  sugar,  but  demanded,  as 
the  price  of  their  support  for  this  legislation,  that  the  re- 
fining situation  as  it  then  existed  be  -frozen,"  in  order  that 
they  might  maintain  their  industry  at  its  existing  level. 
They  could  not  hope  to  "freeze"  mainland  producers.  Sugar 
beets  are  necessarily  processed  where  grown;  Louisiana's 
quota  of  cane  sugar  is  all  refined  In  the  neighborhood,  with- 
out restriction:  Florida  can,  if  it  desires,  refine  its  entire 
production  on  its  own  plantations. 

But  the  refiners  and  their  allies  won  their  fight  as  against 
Hawaii.  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands.  By  the  Jones- 
Costigan  Act.  the  latter  could  refine  none  of  its  sugar;  Puerto 
Rico  could  market  only  15  percent  of  its  quota  in  refined 
form;  and  Hawaii,  an  incorporated  Territory  of  the  United 
States,  was  restricted  to  not  more  than  3  percent  of  its  quota. 
Thus  was  superimposed  upon  an  agricultural  bill  an  indus- 
trial feature  that  had  no  place  in  this  legislation;  thus  was 
the  precedent  initiated  of  treating  American  citizens  of  the 
Territories  and  possessions  differently  from  their  fellow  citi- 
zens on  the  mainland. 

This  act  placed  a  double  restriction  upon  Hawaii,  a  burden 
not  borne  by  any  mainland  area.  First,  the  act  fixed 
Hawaii's  quota  at  about  70.000  tons  less  than  It  should  have 
been;  and.  second,  it  limited  the  amount  which  could  be 
processed  In  Hawaii  to  about  3  percent  of  that  quota.  The 
'  principle  Involved  Is  greater  than  any  material  consideration. 
No  other  agricultural  commodity,  even  under  the  severest 
program  of  production  control,  has  had  Its  processing  fixed 
by  law.  The  South,  or  any  State  in  the  South,  may  process 
all  the  cotton  It  raises.  Kansas  may  mill  its  own  wheat. 
Every  mainland  sugar-growing  area  may  process  the  whole 
or  any  part  of  its  production,  but  Hawaii  may  not.  Hawaii 
became  a  colony  under  a  new  imperial  policy  and  must  be 
content  to  be  a  producer  of  raw  materials. 

The  Sugar  Act  of  1937  next  enacted  by  Congress  accorded 
Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  a  better  position  in  regard  to  quotas 
Insofar  as  the  manner  of  their  determination  Is  concerned. 
However.  Hawaii  took  another  cut  In  its  quota  in  order  that 
Increases  could  be  granted  Louisiana  and  Florida.  ^  com- 
parison of  the  1936  quotas — the  last  under  the  Jones-Costigan 
Act — with  those  of  1937  shows  that  Hawaii  suffered  a  reduc- 
tion of  nearly  50.000  tons  to  provide  a  substantial  increase 
for  those  two  States. 

I  Final  quotas 

(In  short  tons  of  sugar,  raw-value  equivalent] 


1096 

1937 

Hawaii !...» 

1,031813 
302.016 

084,210 
472.337 

Decrease.  48.A02. 

I^nlslana- Florida 

Increase,    iU.321. 

The  refiners  again  made  no  concessions,  but  Invoked  the 
precedent  of  1934  to  procure  a  further  reduction  In  Cuba's 
refined  quota  and  the  reenactment  of  the  restrictions  on 
Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico.    Ttiis  provision  of  the  bill  was 


strongly  opposed  by  the  administration,  through  the  Presi- 
dent and  several  Cabinet  heads,  and  by  many  Members  of 
both  Houses.  The  fallacy  of  the  refiners'  argiunents,  the 
importance  of  the  principle  involved,  were  all  repeatedly 
emphasized.  The  distinguished  chairman  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
Jomsl,  offered  an  amendment  to  the  bill  to  strike  out  the 
provisions  mentioned.    But  this  amendment  failed  to  carry. 

The  act  represented  an  advance  over  previous  legislation 
in  one  important  respect.  It  was  admitted  in  debate  that 
the  limitations  on  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  were  wrong  In 
principle  and  justifiable  only  as  a  matter  of  expediency. 
The  new  legislation  provided  that  they  should  expire  10 
months  before  the  act  itself  expired.  Responsible  spokes- 
men for  the  domestic  sugar  Industry  promised  the  Presi- 
dent that  such  restrictions  would  not  again  be  made  a  part 
of  sugar  legislation.  On  these  assurances  the  President 
finally  signed  the  bill,  expressing  his  hope  that  the  provi- 
sions he  opposed  would  be  removed  from  the  law  even  before 
the  time  designated,  but  that,  in  any  case,  he  sincerely 
trusted  the  domestic  producers  would  not  again  help  per- 
petuate the  refining  monopoly. 

His  confidence  has  yet  to  be  justified.  True,  the  restric- 
tions he  condemns  expired  on  February  29,  and  are  not  now 
a  part  of  the  Sugar  Act.  True,  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture  has  reported  out  a  bill  that  would  continue  the 
existing  law  in  its  present  form,  after  voting  down  various 
proposals  that  would  have  amended  the  law,  specifically  one 
to  include  a  revival  of  the  expired  manufacturing  limita- 
tions. The  bin  reported  out  by  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture represents  its  best  collective  judgment  on  what  was 
feasible  and  necessary  legislation  for  the  domestic  sugar  In- 
dustry at  this  time. 

But  the  rule  before  us,  Mr.  Speaker,  goes  beyond  the  bill. 
It  overrides  the  judgment  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
and  makes  In  order  amendments  to  the  sugar  act  already 
rejected  by  that  committee.  I  do  not  question  the  wisdom 
of  the  rule.  Perhaps  It  Is  desirable  to  submit  the  question  to 
the  House  for  final  action.  I  take  this  rule  as  another  evi- 
dence of  the  power  of  the  refining  Industry,  whose  threat 
to  sabotage  any  sugar  legislation  forced  this  rule  upon  us. 
I  understand  the  domestic  sugar  Industry  as  a  whole,  par- 
ticularly the  beet -sugar  producers  in  17  States,  must  have 
the  legislation  provided  by  the  Cummings  bill,  H.  R.  9654. 
The  rider  on  that  bill  contemplated  by  this  rule  Is  an  ex- 
traneous, a  detrimental  feature  that  may  endanger  the  entire 
sugar  program. 

It  illustrates  the  rule-or-ruin  policy  of  the  eastern  refiners 
In  their  consistent  opposition  to  the  domestic  sugar  Indus- 
try, a  policy  which  was  frankly  expressed  by  Dr.  John  E. 
Dalton.  assistant  to  the  president  of  the  National  Sugar  Re- 
fining Co.  and  executive  secretary  of  the  United  States  Cane 
Sugar  Refiners'  Association,  at  a  conference  on  sugar  legis- 
lation held  In  New  York  on  May  3  last.  I  quote  from  his 
statement  two  revealing  parsigraphs: 

The  first  thing  that  has  crippled  New  York's  sugar  industry — 
and,  gentlemen,  It  will  continue  to  cripple  It  unless  legislation 
stops  it — has  been  the  tremendovis  increase  In  the  production  of 
beet  sugar  in  our  Western  States.  I  want  to  get  It  Into  the  record, 
Mr.  Pike,  without  any  equivocation,  that  the  refiners  are  un- 
alterably opposed  to  an  expans.on  of  the  production  of  beet  sugar. 
I  repeat,  I  want  to  get  It  Into  the  record  that  the  refiners  have 
no  unholy  alliance  with  the  beet-sugar  industry.  At  a  public 
hearing  2  weeks  ago  before  the  House  Agriculture  Committee,  Mr. 
Bunker,  the  chairman  of  the  United  States  Cane  Sugar  Refiners' 
Association,  stated  that  our  industry  does  not  want  to  have  an 
expansion  of  the  product.on  of  beet  sugar,  for  the  very  simple 
and  obvious  reason  that  an  expansion  of  beet  sugar  means  a 
contraction  In  the  consumption  of  cane  sugar,  and  the  more  beet 
sugar  that  la  produced  the  less  ca^e  sugar  Is  going  to  be  con- 
sumed. The  beet-sugar  Industry  since  1925 — this  Is  interesting — 
has  Increased  100  percent,  whereas  the  refined -cane-sugar  Indus- 
try In  New  York  has  decreased  30  percent. 

And  again: 

I  want  to  make  one  thing  perfectly  clear,  so  that  we  won't  have 
any  confusion.  The  refining  Industry  Is  not  asking  for  enactment 
of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  We  say  simply  this:  If  a  quota  system 
on  raw  sugar,  coupled  with  proceMtng  taxe«  and  subsldlM,  U  going 
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to  be  cont.nued  by  Congrea,  then  we  will  demand  limitations  on 
Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rlcan  refined  sugar.  If  Congress  wants  to 
go  back  to  the  old  tariff  system,  we  don't  care  about  Hawaiian 
and  Puerto  Rican  refining.  But  If  Congress  continues  a  quota 
system  which  subsidizes  those  Islands  and  llm.ts  our  volume  of 
business,  then  we  say  we  will  fight  to  have  UawaU  and  Puerto 
X  Rico  limited  because  we  are  limited. 

Thus  Dr.  Dalton.  speaking  for  the  refining  industry.  How 
then  can  anyone  interested  in  the  domestic  sugar  industry 
support  the  amendments  that  will  be  offered  on  behalf  of 
the  refiners?  I  ask,  therefore,  that  after  the  rule  is 
adopted — and  I  realize  how  imjwrtant  it  is  to  have  a  rule, 
any  rule,  that  will  permit  sugar  legislation  to  be  brought 
bef(U-e  Congress— that  the  refiners'  threat  be  disregarded 
-  ■  ^  and  the  amendments  to  H.  R.  9654  be  voted  down. 
i  '  Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia   [Mr.  Coxi. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker.  James  Anthony  Proude  once  said, 
"Where  all  are  selfish  the  sage  is  no  better  than  the  fool." 

I  want  to  appeal  to  the  sense  of  fair  play,  to  the  fine 
sportsmanship  of  the  membership  of  the  Hoiise  from  these 
^  17  States  that  are  said  to  be  so  vitally  interested  in  the  bill, 

the  consideration  of  which  this  rule  intends  to  make  in  or- 
der. On  yesterday  these  same  17  States  were  likewise  vi- 
tally interested  in  the  so-called  Leavy  amendment  to  the 
agricultural  appropriation  bill.  If  Members  from  these  17 
States  will  consult  the  roll  call  on  that  amendment,  they 
will  find  that  they  were  in  that  instance  saved,  as  they  have 
been  many,  many  times  before,  by  the  Members  from  those 
States  that  are  equally  as  vitally  interested  in  protecting 
Invested  capital,  in  protecting  the  refineries  In  this  country 
and  the  workers  in  these  refineries.  There  has  grown  up 
throtiRh  the  psist  several  years  a  kind  of  working  arrange- 
ment l)etween  Members  of  these  17  States  and  Mcmt>ers  who 
come  from  the  big  industrial  centers.  Not  only  in  regard  to 
sugar  have  you  worked  together,  but  as  regards  all  other 
proposals  to  take  care  of  your  agricultural  problems,  and  if 
3rou  people  mean  to  live  up  to  the  combination  which  has 
been  formed,  you  will  not  seek  to  throw  down  those  who 
have  saved  you  on  many,  many  occasions.  If  you  do,  then 
I  hope  that  this  House  will  defeat  your  bilL 

Mr.  CUMMINGS.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.    Yes. 
^•'  Mr.  CUMMINGS.    Is  not  the  statement  made  regarding 

the  East  and  the  West  just  as  true  to  the  West  taking  care 
of  the  South? 

Mr.  COX.  Oh,  I  have  not  the  time  to  3rield  for  that.  Let 
me  quote  the  gentleman  himself,  and  probably  he  is  the 
best  authority  on  sugar  that  there  is  in  the  House.  He 
worked  with  this  same  group  in  1934  and  again  in  1936.  and 
he  championed  their  cause  in  1937.  Now.  conditions  have 
not  so  changed  as  to  justify  a  shift  in  attitude.  When  this 
same  sugar  bill  was  before  the  House  in  1937,  the  gentleman 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  CxnanNcsl  used  this  language.  He 
raised  the  question  as  to  whether  these  limitations  should 
apply  to  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii,  and  said: 

This  is  Just  as  plan  as  the  nose  on  yoiu*  face.  If  you  will  exam- 
ine the  Government  report  which  I  have  here  and  refer  to  the 
tables  In  that  report,  you  will  find  that  the  average  wage  for 
labor  In  the  sugar  industry  In  HawaU  is  $10.80  a  week.  They  want 
to  refine  the  sugar  there  In  order  to  make  more  money.  The 
Industry  m  the  two  countries  Is  absolutely  different.  I  am  going 
to  offer  for  Introduction  in  the  Recobd  a  graph  that  shows  that 
six  Hawaiian  families  own  and  control  the  sugar  Industry  in 
RawaU. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  supported  that  argument 
with  other  statements.  He  said  that  the  limitation  ought  to 
apply  because  we  ought  to  protect  our  own  workers  against 
having  their  Jobs  taken  away  from  them  by  people  who 
Lve  in  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
has  expired. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes 
^  to  the  gentleman  from  Florida  [Mr.  Peterson  1. 

Mr  PETERSON  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  prac- 
tically a  closed  rtile.  It  allows  only  one  amendment,  an 
amendment  which  caused  the  President,  when  he  approved 
the  hill  before,  to  say  that  he  only  approved  it  by  virtue 


of  assurances  from  responsible  leaders  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives and  Senate.  The  President,  in  his  message  in 
connection  with  the  approval  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  said: 

I  hope  that  the  next  session  of  the  Congress  will  consider 
repealing  or  shortening  the  clause  which  continues  the  refining 
monopoly  to  March  1.  1940;  but  even  if  CongreeB  doca  not  then 
act.  the  end  of  the  monopoly  la  definitely  In  sight  and  I  sincerely 
trust  that  nothing  will  be  done  by  the  domestic  growers  of  beets 
and  cane  to  perpetuate  it.  The  monopoly  costs  the  American 
housewife  millions  of  dollars  every  year,  and  I  ani  Just  as  con- 
cerned for  her  as  I  am  for  the  farmers  themselves. 

While  I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment  to  protect  American 
labor  I  shall  oppose  the  resolution  as  a  whole. 

The  letter  of  the  President  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, on  April  11.  1940,  contains  the  following  passage: 

Consequently  It  seems  clear  that  no  sugar  legislation  Is  neces- 
sarily required  at  this  session  of  Congress,  although  It  might  be 
advisable  to  extend  the  life  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  for  an  addi^ 
tlonal  period  tluough   a  Joint  resolution  of  the  Congress. 

Thus  he  did  not  definitely  advocate  any  legislation. 

Mr.  OCONNOR.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.  No:  I  have  only  2  minutes. 
This  particular  bill,  if  passed,  will  prevent  the  marketing  of 
as  much  sugar  as  we  marketed  last  year  in  the  United 
States,  l)ecause  at  the  first  threat  of  war  they  had  to  sus- 
pend the  quotas  and  allow  us  to  market  part  of  the  carry- 
over, and  it  will  actually  result  in  a  reduction  of  the  acreage 
of  cane-  and  beet -producing  areas  in  the  United  States.  A 
recent  Issue  of  the  Sugar  Journal  reported  a  meeting  of 
the  Minnesota -Dakota  Beet  Development  Association,  which 
stated  that  the  extension  of  the  1937  act  would  be  a  terrific 
blow  to  present  beet  growers,  and  the  extension  can  mean  a 
reduction  of  20  to  30  percent  in  1941.  This  rule  prevents 
us  from  proposing  an  amendment  which  has  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  which  would  prohibit  the  destruction  of 
cane  now  growing  in  Louisiana  and  Florida.  I  hope  you 
will  vote  down  the  rule.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  minutes 
to  the  gpntleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Sacks  1. 

Mr.  SACKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  my  district  are  located  three 
large  refineries.  Those  refineries  employ  thousands  of  men. 
At  the  present  time  they  are  operating  on  a  40-percent  basis. 
If  this  restriction  Ls  not  kept  in  the  bill  it  will  drop  to  about 
15  percent. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
in  these  areas  we  help  pay  the  taxes  that  give  sut^idies  to 
the  beet  growers.  We  are  willing  to  help  the  beet  growers, 
but  at  the  same  time  we  want  protection  for  a  good  old 
American  industry  that  is  being  destroyed  by  products  that 
come  in  as  a  result  of  cheap  labor  from  Puerto  Rico  and 
Hawaii.  The  McCormack  amendment  will  only  continue  in 
the  law  the  quotas  that  existed  under  the  last  law. 

The  gentleman  from  Colorado  who  handled  the  bill  the 
last  time  was  wUling  and  able  and  did  help  put  in  those 
quotas.  I  cannot  understand  his  change  now.  If  he  feels 
the  President  would  veto  it  and  thereby  hurt  the  beet  in- 
dustry. I  want  to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  on  this 
floor  those  who  carried  the  bill  then  said  the  President  of 
the  United  States  would  veto  the  bill  if  It  had  quotas  for 
refined  sugar.  Yet.  my  friends,  the  biU  was  signed.  I  say 
tbat  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  interested  in 
protecting  American  industry,  and  he  will  sign  the  bill  if 
the  McCormack  amendment  is  carried  by  this  House  as  a 
part  of  it.  Then  the  result  would  be  that  the  beet  industry 
that  Is  subsidized  by  taxaUon  wUl  be  protected  and  the 
refined  Industries  which  pay  for  those  subsidies  will  also 
be  protected.  American  labor  standards  will  be  preserved 
and  American  workmen  will  not  be  thrown  on  relief  rolls 

The  people  of  Philadelphia  and  other  refining  cities  will 
not  be  discriminated  against  in  sugar.  To  avoid  dlscrimina- 
Uon  It  is  absolutely  essential  that  the  Cummlngs  bill  H  R. 
9654.  should  be  amended  to  restore  the  quotas  on  refined 
sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii  as  provided  in  the  Sugar 
Act  of  1937.  Without  such  an  amendment  the  Cummings 
bill  should  be  defeated. 

Philadelphia  is  one  of  the  most  Important  sugar-refining 
centers  in  the  United  States,  and.  in  fact,  in  the  whole  world. 
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It  has  had  a  refining  industry  since  1789.  and  today  three 
large  cane-sugar  refineries  are  located  there.  Thousands  of 
Philadelphia  families  obtain  their  livelihood  from  the  han- 
dling and  refining  of  sugar.  Millions  of  dollars  have  been 
Invested  in  this  industry  by  the  people  of  Permsylvanla  and 
other  States. 

Since  1925  the  Philadelphia  refining  Industry  has  declined 
by  about  40  percent.  This  decline  was  not  due  to  any  in- 
efBclency  on  the  part  of  the  industry,  but  came  about  largely 
from  the  growth  after  1925  of  refining  in  the  tropical  islands. 
The  expansion  in  the  production  of  beet  sugar  in  the  West- 
em  States  also  reduced  the  normal  markets  of  the  Phila- 
delphia refining  industry. 

Congress  in  1934  and  in  1936.  and  again  in  1937,  provided 
in  the  sugar  bill  that  there  should  be  no  further  expansion 
of  refining  in  the  Tropics  for  the  American  market.  On 
three  separate  occasions  Congress  decided  that  It  was  fair 
and  equitable  that  there  be  a  limitation  upon  refined-sugar 
imports  as  well  as  upon  raw-sugar  imports. 

The  Philadelphia  industry  cannot  afford  to  lose  any  more 
volume  of  business.  In  the  last  15  years  the  industry  has 
experienced  a  cumulative  loss  of  some  4.000,000  tons  of  busi- 
ness, which  represents  some  $13,000,000  of  direct  i>ay  checks 
and  some  $14,000,000  in  supplies  which  would  have  been  nor- 
mally purchased,  including  municipal  water  and  energy.  In 
the  last  15  years  about  1.700,000  tons  of  barge  and  ocean 
freight,  about  1.100.000  tons  of  railroad  freight,  and  approxi- 
mately 700  cargoes  of  ocean  freight  were  included  in  the 
economic  loss  of  the  PhUadelphia  community  and  surrounding 
territory. 

Jobs  are  one  of  the  most  difficult  things  in  America  to  find 
at  the  present  time,  and  Philadelphia  workers  should  not  be 
deprived  of  their  Jobs  by  an  act  of  Congress.  What  the  Cum- 
mings bill,  as  it  is  now  drafted,  would  do  is  to  throw  men 
out  of  work  in  Philadelphia,  because,  under  the  quota  system, 
if  more  refining  is  done  in  the  Tropics,  there  is  no  possible 
way  for  the  refiners  to  obtain  an  equivalent  of  raw  sugar  to 
fill  the  gap.  The  Cummings  bill  would,  by  law,  give  a  mo- 
nopoly to  the  refiners  in  the  Tropics  and  would  permit  them 
to  retain  their  supply  of  raw  sugar  necessary  for  the  refining 
process  in  Philadelphia  and  other  States. 

Refinery  workers  in  Philadelphia  are  100  percent  unionized, 
and  they  receive  wages  at  least  three  times  as  high  as  those 
which  prevail  in  Puerto  Rico.  I  see  no  reason  for  continuing 
a  sugar  system  under  which  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  and 
other  States  must  pay  enormous  sugar  subsidies  unless  that 
system  gives  equitable  treatment  to  Pennsylvania.  For  this 
reason  I  am  unalterably  opposed  to  the  enactment  of  the 
CummlnKs  bill.  H.  R.  9654.  unless  the  McCormack  amendment 
Is  adopted  to  restore  quotas  upon  refined  sugar  from  Puerto 
Rico  and  Hawaii. 

Congress  in  1934  and  in  1937  set  up  a  quota  plan,  which 
expires  this  year,  for  the  protection  of  all  elements  In  the 
American  sugar  industry.  By  means  of  yearly  marketing 
quotas  on  both  raw  and  refined  sugar.  Congress  since  1934 
has  divided  the  American  sugar  market  among  the  various 
sugar  producing  and  refining  groups.  Marketing  quotas  for 
the  refining  groups  were  assigned  alx)ut  as  follows: 

Tona 

1.  The  beet-sugar  Industry 1.400.000 

a    The  tropical  refiners  (mostly  Cuba  and  Puerto  Rico)  _       600.  000 
8.  The  borne  cane-sugar  refining  industry 4,300.000 


•nie  total  refined  sugar  quota  (national  consump- 


tion) was  therefore 


_  6.300.000 


The  two  families  which  refine  sugar  on  their  plantations  in 
Puerto  Rico.  Serralles.  and  Roig.  now  object  to  the  size  of  their 
refined  sugar  quotas,  as  established  in  the  Sugar  Acts  of  1934 
and  1937.  They  want  the  right  to  refine  all  of  their  raw  sugar, 
and  claim  that  any  limitation  upon  their  refimng  is  a 
discrimination. 

Organized  labor  and  management  in  the  home-refining  In- 
dustry claim  that  the  shoe  Is  on  the  other  foot — that  If  there 
is  any  discrimination  it  is  against  them,  not  the  tropics.  They 
cite  the  following  reasons: 

Wrst.  An  Increase  in  the  quota  for  tropical  refining  means 
an  automatic  decrease  in  the  quota  for  home  refining.    The 


home  refiners  cannot  buy  their  raw  sugar  except  from  those 
specific  sources,  and  such  specific  amoimts,  as  determined 
by  Washington.  Puerto  Rico  is  one  of  the  most  Important  of 
these  sources.  It  Is  obvious  that  If  the  tropical  plantation 
refiners  retained  their  raw  sugar  for  refining,  the  sole  soiuce 
for  the  home  refiners  would  be  cut  off. 

Second.  If  the  two  refining  families  of  Puerto  Rico,  Ser- 
ralles and  Roig,  sincerely  believe  that  quotas  on  refined  sugar 
discriminate  against  them,  why  do  they  not  object  to  quotas 
oA  raw  sugar?  The  answer  to  this  is  simple.  The  two  refiners 
in  Puerto  Rico  are  large  scale  producers  of  raw  sugar.  Raw 
si^gar  quotas,  which  are  coupled  with  cash  subsidies  paid  by 
tl^e  American  consimier.  make  them  extremely  prosperous. 
On  this  point,  the  New  York  Times  said  editorially  (August 
13.  1937) :  "* 

You  cannot  logically  approve  a  system  of  quotas  for  (sugar)  pro- 
ducers, and  denounce  the  same  system  of  quotas  for  refiners. 

Third.  The  Puerto  Rican  refiners  want  to  receive  cash 
handouts  from  American  consvuners  and  the  American  Treas- 
ury on  the  one  hand,  and  then  they  want  to  create  more  un- 
employment in  the  States,  on  the  other.  Since  1934  Roig  and 
Serralles  (as  growers)  have  received  over  $2,000,000  cash  as 
sugar  bounties,  from  the  Federal  Treasury.  In  addition  they 
have  received  a  protection  on  their  sugar  in  the  form  of  higher 
prices  paid  by  American  consumers,  valued  at  about  $20,000.- 
000.  Certainly  Congress,  under  these  circumstances,  is  not 
discriminating  against  them. 

Fourth.  The  people  of  Puerto  Rico  receive  the  same  treat- 
ment under  the  sugar  plan  as  do  the  people  at  home.  No  one 
disputes  the  fact  that  the  Puerto  Rican  people  are  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  feut  this  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  point 
at  issue.  Labor  and  capital  in  the  home  refining  industry  Is 
restricted  by  quotas — labor  and  capital  in  the  Puerto  Rican 
refining  industry  is  likewise  restricted.  If  Roig  and  Serralles 
want  to  wipe  out  all  such  quotas  and  restrictions,  all  subsidies, 
and  all  tariffs  on  stigar.  then  they  should  say  so.  The  New 
York  Times  hit  the  nail  on  the  head  when  it  said: 

You  cannot,  as  some  of  these  spokesmen  seem  to  Imagine,  provide 
for  a  system  of  free  trade  within  a  tight  system  of  control. 

In  passing,  it  should  be  noted  that  the  Puerto  Ricans  have 
said  again  and  again  that  they  want  to  receive  the  same  treat- 
ment as  the  people  in  the  United  States.  It  is  interesting  to 
note  that  on  at  least  one  point,  the  Puerto  Ricans  want  to  be 
treated  differently  to  wit:  They  do  not  want  the  Wage  and 
Hotu-  Act  to  apply  to  their  island  where,  during  the  fiscal 
year  1938-39.  the  average  actual  earnings  per  week  were  re- 
ported at  $5.92 — average  earnings  per  week  on  a  full-time 
basis  were  reported  at  $10.59.  See  page  206.  Report  of  the 
Governor  of  Puerto  Rico  for  1939.  Mr.  A.  A.  Roig,  the  second 
largest  sugar  refiner  in  the  Island,  is  a  member  of  the  eco- 
nomic delegation  from  I»uerto  Rico  which,  on  May  31,  1939, 
fervently  pleaded  before  an  Interdepartmental  Committee  in 
Washington  that  Puerto  Rico  be  exempted  from  the  Wage 
and  Hour  Act — see  page  6  of  Delegation's  "Statement." 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Osmers]. 

Mr.  OSMERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  people  of  my  State,  New 
Jersey,  are  xmalterably  opposed  to  the  enactment  of  the 
Cummings  sugar  bill.  H.  R.  9654,  because  they  sincerely  be- 
lieve that  in  its  present  form  it  is  a  gross  discrimination 
against  them. 

The  bill  would  continue  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  for  1  year, 
but  It  would  not  restore  the  quota  limitations  upon  Hawaiian 
and  Puerto  Rican  refined  sugsu-  as  provided  for  In  the  Sugar 
Acts  of  1934  and  1937.  Without  such  a  restoration  there 
will  be  an  immediate  reduction  in  the  volume  of  refining  in 
New  Jersey,  and  with  that  will  come  an  Immediate  reduction 
In  employment.  Certainly,  the  people  of  New  Jersey  cannot 
be  asked  to  accept  sugar  legislation  which  would  create  im- 
employment  In  their  State. 

New  Jersey  has  refined  raw  cane  sugar  for  over  75  years, 
and  today  it  has  one  of  the  largest  and  most  efficient  plants 
in  the  world,  located  at  Edgewater,  on  the  Hudson  River. 
The  Industry  makes  an  Important  contribution  to  the  eco- 
nomic life  of  the  whole  community.    In  the  last  13  years,  for 
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example,  the  figures  show  that  it  has  paid  out  over  $24,000.- 
000  In  wages.  It  has  purchased  supplies  and  fuel  of  approxi- 
mately $25,000,000.  It  gives  employment  directly  and  in- 
directly to  thoxisands  of  persons  throughout  the  State.  Its 
workers  are  100  percent  unionized,  and  the  wages  they  re- 
ceive per  hour  are  the  highest  of  any  branch  of  the  Ameri- 
can sugar  system. 

In  recent  years  the  New  Jersey  industry  has  seen  a  sub- 
stantial loss  in  the  volume  of  its  business.  Since  1928  it  has 
beeo  on  the  decline,  and  both  labor  and  capital  have  suf- 
fered thereby. 

The  loss  of  pay  roll  alone,  since  1928.  has  been  over  $8,000.- 
000.  and  this  important  New  Jersey  industry  cannot  afford 
to  lose  more  business  If  it  is  to  surviye. 

If  the  Cvunmings  sugar  bill  is  not  amended,  the  mainland 
sugar-reflning  industry  can  lose  up  to  as  much  as  one-third 
of  its  present  business. 

New  Jersey  is  primarily  an  industrial  State,  and  it  is  proud 
of  the  efficiency  ol  its  industry,  and  the  skill  of  its  workers. 
New  Jersey  wants  to  expand  its  industry — it  does  not  want 
to  see  it  contracted.  And  it  is  particularly  adamant  against 
any  campaign  to  destroy  an  existing  industry  in  favor  of  any 
^area  which  has  substandard  labor  conditions. 

These  are  the  basic  reasons  why  New  Jersey  is  In  opposi- 
tion to  the  Cummings  bill  unless  it  is  properly  amended. 
The  4,000.000  people  of  New  Jersey  do  not  ask  Congress  to 
enact  sugar  legislation  which  gives  subsidies  to  tropical 
sugar  producers.  The  4.000.000  people  of  New  Jersey  are  not 
asking  that  Congress  place  a  sugar  sales  tax  upon  them. 
These  subsidies  and  these  taxes  are  requested  by  the  people 
In  sugar-producing  States,  not  refining*  States.  But  if  Con- 
gress Is  going  to  aid  the  sugar-producing  States  and  islands, 
then  Congress  should  give  some  protection  to  the  refining 
States. 

New  Jersey  Is  not  asking  aid  In  the  form  of  cash  bounties, 
nor  is  New  Jersey  asking  that  the  Hawaiian  and  Puerto 
Rican  refiners  be  prohibited  from  refining  sugar  for  main- 
land consumption. 

But  my  interest  in  sugar  legislation  transcends  the  re- 
quirements of  the  people  of  my  State.  The  Sugar  Act  of  1937 
and  the  Cummings  bill  both  raise  Issues  which  are  national 
in  scope  and  importance.  The  Sugar  Act  is  an  elaborate  and 
complicated  scheme  for  the  control  and  subsidization  of  the 
entire  American  sufrar  system.  That  act  divides  the  Ameri- 
can market  between  the  various  producing  and  refining 
groups  in  accordance  with  a  formula  originally  adopted  by 
Congress  In  1934. 

The  purpose  of  the  act  Is  not  only  to  protect  the  interests 
of  American  agriculture  but  to  provide  a  stabilization  for  the 
most  important  industry  of  our  overseas  territories  and  pos- 
sessions. And,  finally,  that  act  is  to  stabilize  the  employment 
and  investment  of  the  cane-sugar  refining  industry. 

The  interests  of  American  farmers,  plantations,  and  fac- 
tories are  involved.  I  do  not  see  why  Congress  ii*  1940  should 
make  any  fundamental  shift  of  the  quota  formula  adopted 
In  1934  and  reaffirmed  in  1937.  And  especially  I  do  not  see 
any  reason  for  a  modification  of  that  formula  which  would 
be  prejudicial  to  the  Interests  of  men  and  women  who  work 
In  factories. 

A  quota  system  means  control  for  everyone.  It  does  not 
mean  expansion  for  anyorie.  And  it  is  no  defense  for  any 
sugar  group  to  claim  that  they  are  being  discriminated 
against  if  they  are  prevented  from  destroying  the  original 
quota  formula. 

Discrimination  means  one  thing  imder  an  absolutely  free 
_«concmic  system,  but  It  has  an  entirely  different  meaning 
vncler  a  system  of  control.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  I  sin- 
eerely  believe  that  the  people  in  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico 
cannot  justly  elaim  that  they  are  being  discriminated  against 
through  quotas  on  refined  sugar. 

New  Jersey  merely  asks  that  the  same  refined  quotas  be  ap- 
plied by  Congress  to  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  as  were  applied 
In.  1934.  1938.  azKl  1937.  Unless  the  quotas  of  1937  are  re- 
stored, it  will  be  necessary  for  New  Jersey  to  oppose  the 
Cumnungs  bill  and  its  sugar  sut>sidie8  with  all  its  power. 


And  such  opposition  wUl  ccrnie  not  only  now  but  will  also 
come  in  the  future.     I  Applause.  1 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Alexander]. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  in  favor  of  this 
bill  (H.  R.  9654)  to  extend  for  an  additional  year  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  if  it  Is  amended  to  pro- 
vide for  restrictions  on  the  importaUon  of  sugar  from  out- 
side continental  United  States.  On  the  edge  of  my  district 
in  Minnesota  we  have  a  sugar-beet  factory  In  the  city  o! 
Cbaska.  which  gives  employment  to  a  large  nimiber  of  peo- 
ple in  that  community  and  also  makes  it  possible  for  many 
farmers  in  my  district  bordering  on  that  city  to  utilize 
their  very  beautiful  and  fertile  land  for  purposes  other  than 
for  the  raising  of  grain,  which  in  the  last  few  years  seems 
to  have  petered  out  somewhat,  when  it  comes  to  producing 
revenue  sufBclent  to  keep  the  farm  population  from  going  into 

bankruptcy. 
I  am  directly  interested  in  this  legislation  for  that  reason. 
Also  in  the  northern  part  of  our  State  in  the  district 
represented  by  my  colleague  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Buckler], 
sittingi  here  at  my  right,  we  have  another  factory  at  East 
Grand  Porks. 

Mr.  BUCKLER  of  Miimesota.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BUCKLER  of  Minnesota.    I  am  glad  to  have  an  op- 
portunity to  make  known  that  I  am  supporting  this  legisla- 
tion.   In  my  district,  in  my  own  county,  we  have  the  large 
sugar-beet  factory  to  which  the  gentleman  refers.     They 
have  26.500  acres.     We  have  enough  applications  for  an- 
other factory.    The  farmers  have  come  to  the  headquarters 
and  even  cried  because  they  could  not  get  more  acreage. 
We  have  a  big  fertile  country  up  there,  which  was  originally 
a  wheat  coimtry,  but  the  farmers  who  are  raising  beets  are? 
getting  along  pretty  nicely,  and  they  are  begging  for  more 
acreage.    I  am  sorry  we  cannot  amend  this  bill  to  give  them 
more  acres.  but-I  am  sure  it  is  Important  and  essential  to 
pass  the  bill  to  give  them  agam  what  acreage  they  now  have. 
Mr.  ALEXANDER.    I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  contri- 
bution.   I  want  to  point  out  that  the  essence  of  his  statement 
is  to  this  effect,  that  we  should  protect  our  farmers  in  the  48 
States,  and  I  think  in  considering  this  bill  we  must  keep  in 
mind  that  it  is  our  patriotic  duty.  Just  as  essential  as  the 
building  of  armaments  and  national  defense  and  the  prepar- 
j   edness  program  which  we  are  working  on.  to  protect  our 
farmers  and  keep  them  from  going  into  bankruptcy  as  a  result 
I  of  the  competition  which  is  being  allowed  to  come  in  from 
'   outside  under  the  present  set-up  which  we  have,  and  will  con- 
tinue to  iiave  unless  we  reenact  this  Sugar  Act  of  1937. 
uNPATuonc  mw  touuks 
I  feel  that  such  statements  as  were  made  on  May  3.  1940. 
at   the  conference  in   New  York  by  Dr.   John   E.   Dalton. 
assistant  to  the  president  of  the  National  Sugar  Refining 
Co.  are  very  ill  advised  and  unpatriotic.    The  statement 
which  I  have  before  me.  and  which  I  believe  all  Meml)er3 
ol  the  House  received,  says  that  the  Sugar  Rtflners  Asso- 
ciation, and  I   quote   "without  any  equivocation,   are   un- 
alterably   opposed   to    an   extension   of   the   production    of 
beet  sugar."     Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  at   a  time  when  we   are 
trying  to  save  our  farmers  in  this  Nation  from  economic 
ruin,  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  statements  such 
as  that  shew  very  little  patriotism.     Such  statements  are 
not  conducive  to  the  successful  operation  and  perpetuation 
of  our  form  of  government.   I  realize  that  the  refiners'  official 
was  looking  after  what  he  thought  to  be  the  interest  of  his 
employer,  but  such  a  statement  indicates  selfishness,  greed, 
nxirrow-mindedness,  and  a  lack  of  consideration  for  his  fel- 
low men  in  the  rest  of  the  Nation.    It  is  a  viewpoint  held  by 
all  too  many  of  the  businessmen  of  the  city  of  New  York: 
and  while  I  have  many  ties  of  blood  and  relationships  here  in 
the  eastern  section  of  the  United  States.  I  cannot  condone  or 
sit  idly  by  and  allow  such  a  statement  to  go  unchallenged. 
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I  feel  It  is  high  time  for  the  Congressmen  and  Senators  from 
the  great  midcontinent  area  to  rise  in  protest  against  the 
theory  that  we  are  only  entitled  to  eat  the  crumbs  from  the 
overloaded  tables  of  the  eastern  money  barons  and  economic 
royalists. 

How  much  longer  do  they  think  the  farmers,  businessmen, 
and  industry  of  the  Middle  West  can  stand  the  strain  of 
the  constant  drain  of  our  resources  to  replenish  the  coffers  of 
Wall  Street  unless  we  are  allowed  to  produce  with  less  re- 
strictions and  unless  we  are  allowed  a  more  fair  return  on 
our  products? 

These  narrow-minded,  cloudy-visioned  Tories  Lke  the  ex- 
ecutive secretary  of  the  Sugar  Refiners'  Association,  who 
would  further  restrict,  stlfie,  and  destroy  our  budding  sugar- 
beet  industry  in  the  Middle  West,  apparently  are  too  busily 
engaged  chasing  the  almighty  dollar  or  attending  to  the  night 
life  on  Broadway,  or  playing  the  ponies,  or  something  else 
equally  as  inconsequential,  to  realize  that  their  philosophy  is 
entirely  un-American  and  not  at  all  in  keeping  with  the  tra- 
ditional policy,  established  by  our  forefathers,  of  justice  and 
equality  for  all.  These  benighted  individuals  do  not  seem 
to  realize  that  their  welfare.  In  the  final  analysis,  is  entirely 
dependent  on  how  well  they  protect  and  preserve  the  rights 
and  Interests  ot  every  last  individual  in  this  Nation,  even  in 
the  midmost  parts  thereof. 

To  do  less  will  only  hasten  the  day  when  the  Wall  Street 
financial  grip,  daily  growing  more  odious,  due  to  the  control 
over  money  and  credit,  will  be  thrown  off  by  the  long-suffering 
citizenry  in  the  hinterlands.  For  the  protection  and  salva- 
tion of  those  in  positions  of  power,  I  suggest  a  day  off  for 
mental  introspection  and  for  some  searching  after  a  few  eter- 
nal truths  which  are  involved  in  this  proposition.  I  hope 
they  will  do  this,  for  every  day  from  all  over  the  Nation  I 
am  receiving  letters,  pamphlets,  and  fervid  prayers  calling 
for  money  reform.  In  fact,  it  is  quite  likely  that  a  popular 
referendum  on  the  subject  even  at  this  time  would  con- 
siderably upset  and  disturb  the  blase  smugness  and  cold 
indifference  on  the  part  of  certain  individuals.  It  is  quite  prob- 
able that  the  great  popularity  of  the  late  Huey  P.  Long  was 
not  the  blind  following  after  a  colorful  personality,  but  the 
widespread  realization  that  there  is  much  rottenness  in  the 
eastern  financial  hierarchy,  and  that  America  needs  a  clean- 
ing out.  needs  reform,  and  needs  a  leader  to  save  the  Nation 
and  to  unshackle  the  chains  of  bondage  holding  a  large  per- 
centage of  her  population  in  as  mean  and  merciless  a  slavery 
as  the  world  has  ever  seen. 

Oh,  you  hypocrites  of  the  effete  East,  can  you  not  see  that 
oiu-  sugar-l)eet  growers,  our  farmers,  our  180,000  people  an- 
nually engaged  in  that  productive  activity  in  the  17  States 
of  the  Nation  where  sugar  beets  are  refined  into  sugar,  are  just 
as  much  entitled  to  develop  and  expand  their  little  business 
as  you  are  your  great  big  monopolistic  Industry?  Indeed, 
the  welfare  of  Cv^ery  one  of  us  is  subject  to.  and  dependent  on, 
the  welfare  of  every  other  person  or  individual  in  the  Nation. 
It  is  much  bke  the  system  of  nerves  emanating  from  the 
brain.  When  injury  comes  to  one  little  nerve  thread  in 
some  far  extremity  of  the  body,  such  as  a  smashed  finger  or 
toe,  the  shock  is  telegraphed  to  the  central  station,  and  from 
there  the  pain  is  transmitted  sympathetically  to  all  other 
parts  of  the  body— you  feel  sick,  or  you  faint  away,  your  pores 
exude  a  cold  perspiration,  you  cannot  work,  you  cannot  think, 
and  you  are  no  good  for  anything  as  long  as  the  pain  at  the 
extremity  continues  to  upset  the  rest  of  your  nervous  system. 
In  a  great  Republic  such  as  ours  all  business,  all  production, 
all  commercial  activity,  all  life  is  so  interdependent  and  so 
closely  knit  together,  much  like  the  nerves  and  brain  of  the 
human  body,  that  we  cannot  neglect  or  destroy  or  Injure  one 
little  far-removed  business  activity  without  having  an  un- 
favorable reaction  refiected  in  every  other  part  of  the  national 
system,  including  even  the  financial  center. 

We  cannot  much  longer  stand  the  inequalities  In  the  Mid- 
west area  which  have  been  forced  on  us  for  the  past  three 
decades  in  the  form  of  robbery  of  our  natural  resources  with- 
out a  redpirocal  return;  in  the  form  of  discriminatory  freight 


rates;  in  the  form  of  labor  racketeers  sent  from  the  East  to 
disrupt  our  industry  and  manufactures;  in  the  form  of  Pitts- 
burgh-plus plsms;  trade  barriers,  and  other  artificial  restric- 
tions on  the  free  flow  of  trade  and  money,  and  unless  there  is 
more  patriotism  and  idealism  in  high  places  and  less  graft, 
greed,  and  grabbing,  there  can  be  but  one  answer.  Which  do 
you  want — distintegration  and  destruction,  or  prosperity  and 
progress?     [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  how  much  time  have  I 
remaining? 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  has  4  minutes  remaining. 
Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1  minute 
to  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Lea]. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  this  bill  should  be  en- 
acted. The  fundamental  fact  underlying  this  situation  is 
that  the  American  sugar  industry  cannot  survive  unless  It 
has  a  shelter  restricting  destructive  surpluses,  especially  as 
to  foreign  imports,  and  probably  as  between  production  in 
American  territory. 

Last  September,  when  the  war  started  In  Em-ope,  there 
was  a  release  from  the  quota  provisions  of  the  bill.  Sugar 
prices  immediately  shot  up,  but  within  a  comparatively 
short  time  the  price  slumped,  and  the  Industry  demanded  a 
renewal  of  quotas,  which  were  again  placed  in  operation  on 
the  1st  of  January. 

The  American  sugar  Industry  Includes  over  900,000  acres 
of  beets.  Last  year  the  average  amount  of  money  received 
by  the  American  beet  farmer  was  about  $<J3  per  acre.  Prac- 
tically every  cent  of  that  $83  per  acre  on  over  900,000  acres 
of  production  went  for  the  employment  of  labor  and  in 
support  of  the  other  industries  of  the  coimtry. 

The  point  about  the  whole  thing  is  that,  even  though  this 
may  not  be  an  Ideal  way  of  controlling  the  situation,  it 
must  be  controlled  either  through  a  tariff,  through  an  excise 
plan,  or  through  the  plan  before  us.  Experience  shows  that 
this  is  the  best  plan  available  under  present  circumstances 
and  should  be  adopted. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  3^eld  the  remainder  of 
my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  LMr.  ClevengerI. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  somewhere  between 
these  two  positions  lies  probably  the  position  nearest  the 
right.  In  my  district  in  northwestern  Ohio  and  some  24 
adjoining  counties,  and  in  the  district  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  I  Mr.  Gu,lie],  is  an  area  where  the  production  of 
beet  sugar  takes  place  naturally  without  any  artificial  irri- 
gation, and  it  is  a  very  important  crop. 

Last  year  we  were  asked  to  yield  9  percent,  for  instance, 
of  our  production  of  hogs.  This  year  we  are  asked  to  yield 
10  percent  of  our  production  of  com  to  comply  with  an  agri- 
cultural program.  We  hear  it  charged  on  the  one  hand 
that  there  is  a  threat  of  low-cost  production  from  Hawaii. 
I  visited  Hawaii  last  summer  and  I  found  that  is  not  the 
fact,  because  the  Wage  and  Hour  Act  of  the  continental 
United  States  is  in  effect  In  the  islands  of  Hawaii,  an  integral 
part  of  the  United  States. 

I  have  every  ssrmpathy  with  the  refiners  of  cane  sugar  on 
the  eastern  seaboard  of  the  covmtry.  Certainly  we  do  not 
want  Americans  to  lose  jobs  to  Cubans,  for  instance,  who 
have  no  Wage  and  Hour  Act  and  no  standard  of  labor.  We 
have  a  feeling  on  my  side  of  the  aisle,  those  who  are  really 
Interested  in  agriculture,  that  this  is  not  an  entirely  satis- 
factory piece  of  legislation  but  is  the  best  we  can  get  because 
we  were  told  it  was  this  or  nothing. 

We  feel  that  in  the  interest  of  the  American  sugar  con- 
sumer the  ideal  is  an  Increased  production  of  American  sugar 
within  the  United  States.  With  some  900,000  tons  trans- 
ported from  the  Philippines  In  the  case  of  war  there  Is  noth- 
ing at  all  standing  between  America  and  the  25-cent  sugar 
of  25  years  ago  but  just  the  exigencies  of  blockade  and  ship- 
ping. The  ideal  Is  an  Increase  in  the  United  States  to  the 
extent  that  both  cane  and  beet  may  profitably  produce. 
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That  Is  s  proflram  for  the  future,  but  It  certainly  Is  the  Ideal 
from  the  standpoint  of  both  the  American  nigar  grower,  the 
American  refiner,  and  the  American  consumer. 

Mr.  08MERS.    Mr.  Speaker.  wlU  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  CLEVENOER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  OSMERS.  The  gentleman  pointed  out  that  the 
Wage  and  Hour  Act  was  in  effect  under  the  American  flag. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.    I  said  in  Hawaii. 

Mr.  OSMERS.  In  Hawaii  and  also  Puerto  Rico.  I  would 
like  to  point  out  that  while  wages  paid  to  Puerto  Rico  have 
been  increased  to  26  cents  an  hour  under  the  law,  yet  In 
the  eastern  refineries,  particularly  in  one  in  my  district, 
they  pay  80  cents  an  hour. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  I  expressed  entire  ssmnpathy  with  the 
American  refiners  in  the  production  of  refined  sugar,  and 
I  also  expressed  some  alarm  at  the  importation  of  Culian 
sugar  that  has  no  such  protection  today. 

Mr.  CRAWFXDRD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Insofar  as  the  production  of  beet 
sugar  in  the  gentleman's  territory  is  concerned,  has  the 
gentleman  any  apprehension  that  the  inter-American  trade 
policy  which  has  Just  recently  been  proposed  may  lead  to 
a  situation  where,  in  order  to  support  that  policy  we  may 
be  forced  to  go  to  Cuba  for  a  considerable  increase  in  our 
supply  of  sugar  and  drift  away  from  the  sugar-beet  fields 
of  the  United  States?.^ 

Mr.  CLEVENGER.  I  refer  my  colleague  from  Michigan 
to  the  extension  of  my  remarks  which  appeared  in  yester- 
day's RXCORD. 

[Here  the  gavel  feD.l 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Colorado  has  1 
minute  remaining. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  balance 
Of  the  time  on  this  side  to  myself. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  trust  this  rule  will  be  promptly  adopted.  As 
I  tmderstand,  there  is  no  objection  to  the  nJe.  and  I  believe 
there  will  be  no  opposition  to  its  adoption.  When  the  bill 
comes  up  for  consideration  under  the  rule,  I  am  confident  the 
same  spirit  of  candor  and  good  nature  will  prevail  in  the  de- 
bate on  the  bill  as  has  in  the  debate  on  the  rule. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
hition.  * 

TTie  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CUMMINGS.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 

I       resolve  itself  Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 

state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  9654. 

to  extend,  for  an  additional  year,  the  provisions  of  the  Sugar 

Act  of  1937  and  the  taxes  with  respect  to  sugar. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
slderaUon  of  the  bill  H.  R.  9654.  with  Mr.  Zimmerman  in  the 
chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

The  first  reading  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  CUMMINGS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  jrleld  30  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  HopeI. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  need. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  Members  will  follow  carefully  what  I 
am  going  to  say  they  will  probably  see  why  we  have  reached 
a  parting  of  the  road  so  far  as  the  refiners  and  the  producers 
of  sugar  in  the  United  States  is  concerned. 

The  bill  which  is  now  before  the  House  has  no  other  pur- 
pose than  to  continue  for  an  additional  year  the  existing 
provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  It  proposes  no  changes 
whatever  in  the  law  which  is  currently  in  force.  It  has  the 
approval  of  the  administrative  branches  of  the  Crovemment. 
including  that  of  the  White  House.  It  is  wholly  consistent 
with  the  commitments  of  the  United  States  under  the  Cuban 
trade  agreement,  the  Philippine  Independence  Act.  and  the 
world  sugar  agreement. 

Continuance  of   the   law   Is   not   only  Important   to   the 
~     Western  States  in  which  the  production  of  beet  sugar  is 


largely  centered,  but  It  U  likewise  Important  to  consumers  of 
this  Nation.  The  war  In  Europe,  particularly  the  action  in 
Belgium  and  Prance,  has  t)een  fought  over  the  areas  on  which 
sugar  is  normally  grown  in  those  countries.  The  world  com- 
merce In  sugar  has  been  disrupted  and  no  man  can  say  what 
will  happen  in  the  futiire.  Under  these  drciunstances.  and 
if  there  were  no  other  reason,  a  rule  should  be  adopted  and  a 
bill  should  be  enacted  which  will  give  the  people  of  the  United 
States  assurance  that  the  present  balance  in  that  part  of  the 
sugar  industry  which  supplies  the  United  States  will  be  main- 
tained, and  that  adequate  supplies  of  siigar  will  be  available 
to  consimiers  no  matter  what  may  occur  in  foreign  coimtries. 

The  real  question  we  must  answer  today  is.  Will  the  beet- 
sugar  industry  be  continued  in  the  United  States? 

Before  answering  we  should  probably  ask.  How  many  people 
would  be  benefited  by  Its  continuance? 

I  believe  it  is  generally  conceded  that  it  cannot  continue 
without  some  measure  of  protection  and  I  believe  this  state- 
ment is  true  regarding  any  other  product  grown  or  manu- 
factured in  the  United  States.  No  manufacturer,  or  grower, 
can  pay  the  wages  that  are  paid  in  the  United  States  and 
compete  with  the  cheap  labor  in  Europe  and  the  breech-clout 
labor  in  the  Tropics.  I  heard  a  speaker  say  recently  that  in 
case  of  war  the  United  States  could  depend  on  Cuba  for  a 
permanent  and  cheap  supply  of  sugar.  Let  us  read  the  record. 
In  1920  Cuba  was  in  a  position  to  name  the  price  of  sugar  in 
the  United  States.  The  average  price  for  the  12  months  was 
$19.40  per  hundred;  in  May  $25.40;  in  June  $26.70:  In  July 
$26.50;  in  December,  when  the  sugar  obtained  from  beets  was 
on  the  market.  It  dropped  to  $10.50,  and  in  December  1921  it 
was  $6.05.  The  average  price  for  1921  was  $8.  We  must 
Judge  the  future  by  the  past. 

There  are  94  sugar-beet  factories  In  the  United  States. 
There  are  70,000  growers  of  sugar  beets.  There  are  90.000 
people  employed  in  field  labor.  Under  the  present  law  the 
wages  paid  this  labor  is  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture. They  earn  from  $5  to  $9  per  day.  Every  acre  of 
sugar  beets  pays  the  railroad  $35  for  freight. 

About  the  only  objection  to  this  bill  today  comes  from  the 
refineVs.  At  a  conference  on  sugar  legislation  held  in  New 
York  May  3,  1940,  Dr.  John  E.  Dalton,  former  Chief  of  the 
Sugar  Division  of  the  Agriculture  Department,  made  the 
following  statement: 

I  w«nt  to  get  It  into  the  record,  Mr  Pike,  without  any  equivoca- 
tion, that  the  refiners  are  unalterably  opposed  to  an  expansion  of 
the  production  of  teet  sugar.  I  repeat:  1  want  to  get  it  Into  tbo 
record  that  the  refiners  have  no  unholy  alliance  with  the  beet- 
•ugar  Industry.  At  a  public  hearing  2  weeks  ago  before  the  House 
Agriculture  Committee,  Mr.  Bunker,  the  chairman  of  the  United 
SUtes  Cane  Sugar  Refiners*  Assoclatton,  stated  that  our  Industry 
does  net  want  to  have  an  expansion  of  the  production  of  toeet 
sugar,  for  the  very  simple  and  obvious  reason  that  an  expansion  of 
beet  sugar  means  a  contraction  In  the  consumption  of  cane  sugar, 
and  the  mere  beet  sugar  that  is  produced,  the  less  cane  is  going 
to  be  consumed. 

Quoting  Mr.  Dalton  further: 

Hawaii  is  a  part  of  the  Unlt«d  States,  and  the  people  In  Hawaii 
•n  dtlrens  of  the  United  States.  Hawaii  is  Just  as  much  a  part  of 
the  United  States  as  New  York  is.  I  want  that  to  go  Into  the 
record. 

Puerto  Rico  Is  a  possession  of  the  United  States — an  Incorpo- 
rated poMenlon.  The  people  of  Puerto  Rico  are  American  citizens. 
Tliey  w«t»  made  so,  I  believe.  In  1917. 

Quoting  Mr.  Dalton  further: 

I  am  very  happy  to  announce  that  the  day  liefore  yesterday  the 
House  Agricultural  Ccmmlttee.  by  a  vote  of  13  to  9,  voted  down 
the  Cummlngs  bill,  which  was  unalterably  opposed  to  our  Industry 
•8  weU  as  by  the  Cuban  Industry.  One  group  which  would  take 
business  away  from  New  York.  then.  U  temporarUy  in  hand. 

On  April  12.  Mr.  Bunker  stated  that  he  was  chairman  of  the 
United  States  Cane  Sugar  Refiners'  Association,  and  that  his 
association  included  9  companies,  operatmg  14  cane-sugar 
refineries,  which  produced  70  percent  of  the  present  total  con- 
tinental output  of  4.200  000  short  tons  of  refined  sugar.  Now, 
please  remember  that  those  companies  buy  what  is  called  raw 
sugar;  that  is,  sugar  of  96-degrees  purity;  they  process,  re- 
process it,  and  make  standard  graded  granulated  sugar.  He 
stated  on  page  123  of  those  hearings  they  employed  18  000 
individuals,  with  a  pay  roll  of  $27,000,000.    That  would  mean 
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the  cost  of  refining  a  ton  of  sugar  was  $6.40,  Then  this 
means  a  cost  of  32  cents  per  100  pounds  for  labor.  If  the 
labor  employed  In  refining  sugar  is  paid  on  an  average  of  60 
cents  an  hour,  this  would  mean  one-half  hour  labor  for  each 
100  pounds  of  sugar.  Each  100  pounds  of  beet  sugar  employs 
8  hours  of  labor.  This  is  Just  sixteen  times  as  much  employ- 
ment as  is  furnished  for  a  like  amount  of  cane  sugar.  On 
page  126  of  the  hearings  before  the  House  Agriculture  Com- 
mittee in  reply  to  a  question  asked  by  Mr.  Hope.  Mr.  Bunker 
said: 

I  said  since  1925  the  amount  of  s\igar  refined  In  the  Tropics  had 
gone  up  from  practically  zero  tmtll  they  were  shipping  here  the 
amount  of  600,000  tons.  This  was  checked  by  the  quota  system,  by 
the  Sugar  Act  of  1934.  which  fixed  the  quotas  of  Puerto  Rlcan  and 
Hawaiian  refined  sugar  at  their  then  maximum  figure  and  estab- 
lished the  percentage  basis  for  Cuban  refined  sugar  which  was 
later  changed  under  the  1937  act  to  a  flat  figure  of  375,000  tons. 

Mr.  Hope  (Interposing).  In  all  probability,  then,  tropical  refining 
would  have  Increased  if  we  had  not  had  the  quota  system. 

Mr  BuhTKER  It  would  have  Increased.  Mr.  Hope,  had  there  been 
no  protection  for  the  domestic  refining  industry. 

Again  quoting  Mr.  Hope: 

But  to  the  extent  that  It  has  Imposed  a  limitation  on  tropical 
refining,  your  group  has  benefited  from  the  sugar  legislation  that 
has  l>een  in  effect,  has  It  not? 

Mr.  BuNKEB.  That  Is  true.  The  sugar  quota  has  prevented  fur- 
ther expansion  of  the  tropical  reflnmg  of  sugar. 

On  page  127,  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  IMr.  ComE] 
asked  the  following  question : 

WovUd  you  not  be  more  seriously  threatened  in  the  event  we  are 
unable  to  get  any  sugar  legislation  that  would  provide  for  some 
restrictions  on  refined  sugar  from  the  Tropics? 

Mr.  Bunker.  WeU,  Mr.  CofTKE,  I  thinlc  It  is  a  question  in  my 
mind  as  to  whether  in  the  long  run  the  industry  would  be  better 
off  to  go  back  to  a  freer  system.  I  think  it  is  a  question  that  they 
ought  to  examine  very  carefully.  I  would  say  this,  so  far  as  the 
refining  Industry  is  concerned,  if  there  were  no  protection  at  all 
on  sugar  of  any  kind  we  could  probably  got  along.  At  least  we 
would  be  the  last  to  disappear,  I  suppose. 

Under  the  present  law,  which  the  bill  under  discussion  pro- 
poses to  extend  for  1  year,  the  importation  of  refined  sugar 
from  Cuba  is  limited  to  375.000  tons.  Cuba  furnished  642,000 
tons  in  1936.  It  also  prohibits  the  importation  of  liqtUd 
sugar,  a  competitive  production  of  the  refiners  from  all  coun- 
tries in  the  world  except  Cuba  and  Santo  Domingo,  with  re- 
strictive quotas  on  those  two  countries.  It  limits  the  im- 
portation of  sugar  refined  in  the  Philippines  and  other  for- 
eign countries;  the  marketing  restrictions  on  all  the  sugar- 
beet  companies,  the  principal  competitors  of  the  refiners; 
and  the  marketing  restrictions  on  all  the  Louisiana  sugar 
companies  making  direct -consumption  sugar. 

Will  Hawaii  increase  their  importation  of  refined  sugar? 
Hawaii's  quota  for  1940  is  943,967  tons.  The  producers  of 
Hawaii  own  a  refinery  at  Crockett,  Calif.,  with  a  capacity  of 
700,000  tons  annually.  They  also  own  a  refinery  in  San 
Francisco  with  a  capacity  of  110.000  tons.  They  have  a  small 
refinery  in  Hawaii  that  refines  40,000  tons,  more  than  half 
of  which  is  consumed  in  the  islands.  They  are  shipping  to 
one  of  the  eastern  refineries  300,000  tons  annually  under 
contract.  Their  contract  will  not  expire  for  2  years.  This 
is  a  total  of  much  more  than  their  quota. 

There  has  been  no  limitation  on  the  shipment  of  refined 
sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  since  February  1929.  Seventy  per- 
cent of  all  the  sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  is  shipped  during 
the  first  5  months  of  the  year.  Their  increased  shipment  of 
refined  sugar  is  about  58.000  tons. 

If  this  bill  is  not  passed,  it  means  there  will  be  no  restric- 
tions whatever  of  either  refined  or  raw  sugar.  In  1933  a 
meeting  was  held  In  Washington  at  the  invitation  of  Sec- 
retary Wallace  to  discuss  the  establishment  of  quotas.  This 
meeting  was  attended  by  representatives  of  the  people  who 
furnish  97  percent  of  all  the  sugar  consumed  in  the  United 
States.  They  agreed  on  quotas  that  were  practically  the 
same  as  those  now  In  effect.  At  that  time  the  world  pro- 
duced 27.241,000  tons.  In  1939  it  was  more  than  34.790,000 
tons,  an  increase  of  about  27  percent.  If  quota  restrictions 
were  needed  at  that  time,  they  are  sinely  needed  now. 
The  truth  is  this  Is  Just  a  fight  to  see  whether  the  people  who 


refine  sugar  mostly  produced  by  people  who  employ  cheap 
tropical  labor  will  control  the  markets  of  the  United  States, 
or  whether  the  farmers  who  own  their  land,  pay  American 
wages,  shall  ]x  allowed  to  continue  in  the  business.  Please 
remember  that  every  dollar  spent  for  the  purchase  of  sugar 
grown  in  the  Tropics  stays  in  the  Tropics  or  In  the  hands 
of  some  New  York  banker.  Every  dollar  that  is  spent  for 
growing  beets  and  processing  beets  in  the  United  States  stays 
in  the  United  States,  and  most  of  it  among  the  hundreds  of 
farmers  and  other  laborers  employed  in  the  industry. 

There  Is  only  one  way  to  interpret  this  statement — that  Is. 
the  refiners  have  controlled  the  Agriculture  Committee  of  the 
House.    Quite  a  compliment,  I  must  say. 

Again,  let  us  refer  to  the  record.  At  the  bottom  of  page  0 
of  the  bill  he  refers  to  is  this  statement: 

Not  more  than  175,000  short  tons,  raw  value,  of  the  Cuban  quota 
may  be  filled  by  direct-consumption  sugar. 

In  1933  Cuba  imported  500,000  tons  of  refined  sugar;  and 
their  present  quota  is  375,000  tons.  What  this  bill  proposed 
to  do  was  to  reduce  the  375,000  tons  to  175,000  tons — a  reduc- 
tion of  200,000  tons.    This  would  have  been  divided  as  follows: 

Tons 

Hawaii 80,500 

Puerto  Rico 42.960 

Louisiana  and  Florida  cane 2.  262 

American  beet 83.400 

This  would  have  provided  the  refiners  with  116,560  tons 
additional  sugar  to  refine.  If  they  wanted  to  increase  busi- 
ness, why  did  they  object  to  this? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Barton]. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  port  of 
New  York  has  refined  sugar  for  250  years,  and  today  the 
sugar-refining  Industry  there  is  the  largest  in  the  world. 

The  Cummings  bill  would  continue  a  system  of  subsidies 
for  raw-sugar  producers,  including  those  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto 
Rico,  costing  the  American  public  about  $300,000,000  a  year. 
Half  of  this  subsidy  would  be  paid  by  the  65.000,000  people 
who  live  In  New  York.  Massachusetts.  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl- 
vania. Maryland.  C3»eorgia.  Texas,  and  other  important  refin- 
ing States. 

Surely  the  people  who  are  to  pay  too  large  a  percentage  of 
the  subsidy  ought  not  to  have  their  old-established  Industries 
closed  down  and  their  workers  thrown  out  of  work  because 
Secretary  Ickes  wants  to  transfer  the  refining  of  sugar  to 

Puerto  Rico. 

About  5,000  New  York  workers  would  be  directly  affected 
if  the  McCormack  amendment  is  not  adopted.  Other  thou- 
sands engaged  in  making  refining  machinery,  charcoal,  and 
other  materials,  and  in  transportation,  loading,  and  unload- 
ing of  vessels,  and  so  forth,  would  suffer  total  or  partial  loss 
of  Income. 

The  refining  business  is  completely  organized  by  the  A.  F. 
of  L.  and  the  C.  I.  O.  The  wages  are  high,  averaging  70  cents 
an  hour — ^more  than  twice  as  high  as  the  wages  in  Puerto 
Rico.  Labor  conditions  in  the  industry  are  good  and  the 
relations  between  employers  and  workers  friendly.  I  have 
letters  from  the  New  York  State  Federation  of  Labor  and  the 
New  Jersey  State  Federation  asking  that  this  fine  old-estab- 
lished American  industry  be  not  destroyed.  I  have  letters 
also  from  the  New  York  State  Legislature,  the  New  Jersey 
State  Assembly,  the  New  York  City  Council,  the  Brooklyn 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  New  Jersey  State  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  the  Maritime  Association  of  the  Port  of  New  York, 
the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York,  the  New  York  State 
Federation  of  Women's  Clubs,  and  others. 

So  much  in  explanation  of  my  direct  Interest  in  the  fail- 
ure to  reenact  the  quotas  on  refined  sugar.  I  want  to  speak 
now  for  a  few  minutes  on  the  injustice  of  the  proposal  to 
destroy  the  sugar-refining  industry,  and  since  this  is  a 
large  subject  I  will  confine  my  remarks  to  the  argument  of 
Secretary  Ickes  that  the  reenactment  of  the  quotas  on 
refined  sugar  would  be.  as  he  says,  "an  act  of  Imperlalisn^," 
since  it  would  be  a  discrimination  against  American  citizens 
in  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii. 
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This  argument,  to  my  mind,  has  no  merit  whatever.  Con- 
gress has  not  prohibited  the  reflning  of  sugar  for  local  con- 
sumption in  Puerto  Rico  and  HawaU.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  refiners  there  have  a  complete  monopoly  of  their  local 
market  and  this  monopoly  in  Puerto  Rico  has  been  divided 
by  a  system  of  allotments  among  Puerto  Rico  refiners. 
Furthermore,  the  island  refiners  are  permitted  to  ship  a 
substantial  excess  of  their  output  to  the  mainland  of  the 
United  States. 

The  mainland  refiners  are  not  asking  for  the  Puerto  Rico 
and  Hawaii  market.  We  are  not  even  asking  for  the  entire 
home  market.  We  are  ready  to  accept  the  quota  in  the 
original  bill,  by  which  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii  have  part  of 
the  home  market.  All  we  ask  is  that  we  shall  not  be  dis- 
criminated against  by  losing  our  whole  market  to  the 
islands.  We  claim  that  the  citizens  at  home  also  have  a 
right  to  ask  not  to  be  discriminated  against.  And  espe- 
ci^y  when  they  are  laying  the  subsidy  of  which  so  many 
million  dollars  a  year  goes  to  the  Islands. 

Have  citizens  of  Puerto  Rico  and  HawaU  the  only  rights? 
Has  not  the  resident  of  the  mainland  also  the  right  to  some 
protection?  Must  we  who  are  paying  the  subsidy  and  the 
high  wages  give  over  our  industry  to  the  Itlands  with  their 
low  wages?  Must  New  York  workmen  be  thrown  out  of 
work  so  that  more  Puerto  Ricans  can  have  work? 

The  refined  quotas  provided  for  in  the  Sugar  Act  of  1934 
were  fixed  at  the  maximum  quantity  of  refined  sugar  ever 
shipped  from  those  islands  to  the  mainland  in  any  previous 
year. 

On  the  other  hand  the  mainland  refiners  received  a  resid- 
ual quota  about  25  percent  less  than  their  previous  maxi- 
mum output.  In  short.  Congress  gave  the  home  refiners 
a  volume  of  business  near  the  all-time  low  for  many  years. 
Shortly  after  the  1934  act  was  signed  the  Hawaiian  si«ar 
industry  attacked  its  constitutionality  in  its  application  to 
Hawaii.  In  the  case  of  Ewa  Plantation  Co.  and  others 
againat  Henry  A.  Wallace,  the  plaintiffs— the  Hawaiian 
sugar  industry — claimed  that  the  entire  act  was  a  discrimi- 
nation against  Hawaii,  not  only  with  respect  to  raw-sugar 
quotas  and  other  matters  but  also  with  respect  to  refined 
quotas.  The  charge  of  discrimination  was  discussed  from 
every  conceivable  angle  before  the  court.  The  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  appeared  as  defendant  and  presented  a  brief 
which,  of  course,  was  prepared  by  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice. The  Government's  brief,  in  discussing  the  refined- 
sugar  quotas,  stated  as  follows — page  68 : 

All  of  the  refined  sugar  brought  In  from  Hawaii  is  proceaaed 
by  the  Honolulu  Plantation  Co.  There  is  no  evidence  that  Its 
plant  capacity  is  being  enlarged  or  that  other  producers  are  pre- 
paring to  refine  sugar  for  export.  On  the  other  hand,  as  revealed 
by  the  various  reports  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission, 
the  conUnental  refining  industry  has  an  overcapacity  of  more 
than  50  percent,  and  the  excess  capacity  has  been  increaalng 
year  by  year.  It  is  reasonable  for  Congress  to  enact  legislation 
maintaining  the  status  quo  so  as  to  permit  no  further  Immedi- 
ate Inroads  upon  continental  refiners. 

The  Government's  brief  went  on  to  state  that  "due  proc- 
ess of  law"  does  not  require  uniformity  of  treatment  when 
Congress  is  legislating  under  the  Territorial  powers. 

Judge  Bailey,  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  wrote  a  decision  adverse  in  every  particular  to 
the  Hawaiian  sugar  industry.  The  Sugar  Act  of  1934  was 
upheld  as  being  constitutional.  The  quotas,  both  raw  and 
refined,  on  Hawaii  were  found  to  be  not  discriminatory  In 
any  regard.    The  court  said: 

In  my  opinion,  therefore.  Congress  has  the  power  to  limit  the 
importation  of  sugar  from  Hawaii,  and  that  limitation  in  no  way 
deprives  the  plaintiffs  of  property  without  due  process  of  law. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  srield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman   from   New   Jersey  [  Mr.   OsmebsI. 

Mr.  OSMERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  recent  months  spokes- 
men for  the  sugar  industries  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico 
have  appeared  before  the  committees  of  this  House  and 
claimed  that  these  islands  do  not  receive  any  bounties  from 
consumers  because  the  financing  of  the  sugar  program  is 
on  a  self-liquidating  basis.    Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  claim 
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that  the  $65,000,000  annual  sales  tax  on  sugar  is  "Uken  out" 
of  the  receipts  which  should  have  gone  to  them  as  sugar 
producers,  and  that,  in  fact,  the  bounties  are  not  a  burden, 
either  upon  consumers  or  upon  the  Public  Treasury.  The 
claim  is  made  that  the  $17,000,000  cash  bounties  which  go 
to  the  sugar  industries  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  each  year 
are  not  bounties  at  all,  but  are  a  sort  of  "rebate"  of  funds 
which  normally  would  have  gone  to  them  as  producers  In 
the  alKence  of  the  sales  tax. 

I  maintain  that  these  claims  are  an  affront  to  the  intelli- 
gence of  every  Member  of  this  House.  I^t  us  look  at  the 
basic  facts.  The  sugar  producers  of  continental  United 
States  and  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  have  appeared  for  years 
before  Congress  to  plead  that  they  must  be  protected  against 
the  producers  of  raw  sugar  outside  our  tariff  walls.  Pages 
and  pages  of  testimony  given  before  Congress  and  the  Tariff 
Commission  are  available  which  show  that  sugar  producers 
under  the  American  flag  have  always  asked  for  some  type 
of  subsidy  in  order  that  they  might  continue  to  exist. 

Before  the  Sugar  Act  of  1934  was  enacted,  the  subsidies 
for  sugar  producers,  which,  of  course,  also  went  to  Hawaii 
and  Puerto  Rico,  took  the  form  of  a  tariff  on  raw  sugar. 
Under  the  Tariff  Act  of  1909.  that  duty  was  1.35  cents  a 
pounds:  in  1913  it  was  1  cent  a  pound:  in  1921  it  was  1.60 
cents  a  pound;  and  in  1922  It  was  Jacked  up  to  1.77  cents 
a  pound;  in  1930  it  reached  an  all-time  high  up  to  that  time 
of  2  cents  a  poimd. 

Now.  imlike  other  agricultural  commodities,  the  singular 
thing  about  these  import  duUes  on  raw  sugar  was  that  they 
raised  the  domestic  price  of  sugar  over  the  world  price  by 
an  amount  equal  to  the  duty.  For  example,  in  1909.  when 
the  duty  on  raw  sugar  was  1.35  cents  a  pound,  the  Hawalians 
and  Puerto  Ricans  received  a  price  enhancement  or  sut)sldy 
of  1.35  cents  a  pound.  With  each  tariff  schedule  after  1909 
these  sugar  subsidies  became  higher,  until  in  1930  they  reached 
the  ad  valorem  equivalent  of  190  percent. 

But  In  1934  the  sugar  producers  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico, 
along  with  the  producers  In  continental  United  States,  came 
before  Congress  and  declared  that  even  though  they  were 
receiving  the  highest  protection  in  their  history — 2  cents  a 
pound,  or  190  percent  ad  valorem — that  that  protection  was 
not  sufficient  to  give  them  a  fair  income.  They  wanted  more 
assistance.  And  Congress  enacted  an  entirely  new  type  of 
sugar  legislation  in  1934 — the  quota  system — which  has  raised 
the  subsidization  from  2  cents  a  pound  to  2.51  cents  a  pound, 
and  this  has  raised  the  ad  valorem  eouivalent  protection  from 
190  percent  to  214  percent. 

While  it  may  be  well  for  various  groups  and  Industries  to 
come  here  and  speak  of  their  selfish  interests,  our  primary 
concern  is  with  the  consumer  of  the  United  States:  and  I 
contend  that  we  are  now  giving  the  producers  of  sugar,  all  of 
them  under  the  American  flag,  a  sub^dy  of  2.51  cents  a  pound 
under  the  present  regulations.  I  say  to  you  that  we  should 
certainly  adopt  the  McCormack  amendment  and  thereby  pro- 
tect the  one  industry  in  the  entire  sugar  system  that  is  com- 
pletely imionized,  paying  top  wages — that  is,  paying  high 
taxes — and  that  is  not  coming  here  and  asking  for  your  assist- 
ance. It  is  not  here  asking  for  yoiir  subsidy.  It  is  prepared 
to  carry  on  its  business  imder  a  free  system  if  that  would  be 
necessary. 

Of  the  many  Members  of  the  House  who  have  come  before 
us  today  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  sugar-beet  growers  and 
sugar-beet  refiners  of  the  United  States,  there  has  not  l)eon 
one  that  I  have  heard  who  has  said  one  word  that  would  prove 
that  the  adoption  of  the  McCormack  amendment  would  work 
the  slightest  harm  upon  the  beet -sugar  producers  or  beet- 
sugar  refiners  of  the  United  States.  The  very  men  who  come 
here  today  to  oppose  the  continuance  of  the  quotas  upon 
Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii  are  those  who  came  before  you  in 
1934.  1936.  and  1937.  and  urged  that  those  quotas  be  placed 
in  the  law. 

I  should  like  to  read  briefly.  If  I  may.  what  the  Secretary  erf 
Agriculture  has  had  to  say  about  sugar  in  response  to  a 
protest  in  1938  that  the  subsidies  of  the  sugar  producers  of 
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the  United  States  and  of  the  American  islands  were  too  low. 
He  said: 

The  sum  of  these  protective  devices  Is  the  equivalent  of  a  speclflc 
tariff  duty  of  ta.es  per  100  pounds  of  supar,  raw  value,  the  equiva- 
lent of  an  ad  ,vaiorem  tariff  rate  of  240  percent.  This  is  the  eqxUva- 
lent  to  a  tax  of  approximately  $2.70  per  capita  on  a  population  of 
129.000.000  persons. 

I  repeat  that  on  the  average  the  subsidies  given  American 
sugar  producers  under  the  Sugar  Acts  of  1934  and  1937  are 
the  highest  that  they  have  ever  received  and  this  applies  to 
Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico.  For  those  tropical  producers,  some 
of  whom  are  also  refiners,  to  appear  before  this  House  with 
a  claim  that  their  subsidy  is  self -liquidating  is  absurd. 

Now  let  us  analyze  specifically  how  the  Sugar  Act  has  in- 
creased sugar  subsidies.  Subsidization  under  the  Sugar  Act 
appears  in  two  forms — through  special  quota  prices  and 
through  cash  bounties.  The  quotas  limit  the  quantities  of 
sugar  which  can  come  to  the  United  States  each  year,  and  by 
so  limiting  those  quantities,  the  domestic  price  of  sugaf  is 
I)epged  well  above  the  world  price.  Whereas  the  domestic 
price  since  1934  has  averaged  3.19  cents  per  pound,  the  world 
price  has  averaged  1.17  cents  per  pound  and  the  subsidization, 
through  quotas,  has  been  the  difference  or  2.02  cents  per 
poimd.  In  other  words,  since  1934.  the  price  protection 
through  quotas  has  been  almost  exactly  the  same  in  amount 
as  the  duty  protection  through  the  tariff  existing  imder  the 
tariff  schedule  of  1930. 

But  this  is  not  all.  because  the  Sugar  Act  provided  that 
there  would  be  a  sales  tax  of  one-half  cent  a  pound — raw 
value — on  sugar  and  that  this  tax  should  create  a  fimd  most 
of  which  would  be  paid  back  to  producers.  Allowing  foMhe 
temporary  interruption  in  the  sugar  plan,  which  occurred 
after  the  Supreme  Court's  decision  relating  to  processing 
taxes,  we  find  that  since  1934  the  direct  boimty  payments  to 
sugar  producers  have  averaged  forty-nine  one-hundredths  of 
a  cent  per  pound.  Now.  we  must  add  the  two  sul>sidies;  the 
first  is  the  2.02  cents  per  pound  which  arises  because  the 
quotas  keep  prices  up  in  the  United  States,  and  the  second  is 
the  forty-nine  one-hundredths  of  a  cent  per  poimd  which 
arises  from  the  cash  subsidies.  The  total  subsidy,  therefore. 
Is  the  figure  which  I  have  mentioned  above,  or  2.51  cents  a 
pound. 

Now.  let  us  assume  for  the  moment  that  the  sales  tax  on 
sugar  has  "come  out  of"  the  producer's  proceeds  rather  than 
the  consumer's  purse.  But  whether  the  producers  paid  it  or 
not  has  no  relevance  whatever  to  the  issue  involved.  "Hie 
net  financial  effect  of  the  operations  of  the  two  kinds  of 
subsidies  under  the  Sugar  Acts  since  1934  has  been  to  give 
the  American  producers  3.68  cents  per  pound  for  their  raw 
sugar  at  a  time  when  the  actual  normal  value  of  that  sugar 
In  the  world  markets  was  1.17  cents  per  pound.  The  differ- 
ence is  a  subsidy  of  2.51  cents  per  pound,  which  is  the 
equivalent  on  an  ad  valorem  basis  of  214  percent,  the  highest 
subsidy  on  record  for  sugar  producers. 

Now,  if  there  is  anyone  in  this  House  who  doubts  the 
validity  of  these  computations,  I  refer  him  to  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  Report  No.  73,  page  36  (1934), 
and  to  the  public  statements  rei)eatedly  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  who  has  administered  the  Sugar  Act 
since  1934. 

But  let  us  look  specifically  at  the  statements  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agricultiu-e  to  get  the  story  since  1934.  In  1938  the 
sugar  producers  of  the  United  States  and  the  American 
islands  complained  to  the  Secretary  that  their  sugar  sub- 
sidies were  too  low.  These  complaints  were  repeatedly  made, 
and  finally  the  Secretary,  in  an  open  letter  of  March  1,  1938, 
analyzed  them  fully.  How  much  was  the  total  subsidy  aris- 
ing under  all  of  the  protective  features  of  the  Sugar  Act, 
according  to  the  Secretary?    He  said: 

The  sum  of  these  •  •  •  protective  devices  is  the  equivalent 
Of  a  specific  tariff  duty  of  ta.es  per  100  pounds  of  sugar,  raw 
Talue — or  on  the  basis  of  the  cvirrent  world  price  of  96°  raw 
aogar — namely.  tl.lO  per  100  pounds,  the  equivalent  of  an  ad 
valorem  tariff  rate  of  240  percent. 


The  Secretary  continued  to  point  out  that— 

This  Is  equivalent  to  a  tax  of  approximately  $2.70  per  capita  on  a 
population  of  129,000,000  persons. 

Multiplying  $2.70  by  129.000.000,  I  find  that  this  places  a 
burden  upon  consumers  of  approximately  $350,000,000  a  year. 

Some  spokesmen  for  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  say  that  the 
quota  system  is  nothing  more  than  a  protective  device,  as 
was  established  under  the  tariff  system  for  sugar.  This 
claim  is  groimdless  because,  whereas  the  duties  of  the  last 
30  years  on  raw  sugar  ranged  on  an  ad  valorem  basis  be- 
tween 22  and  190  percent,  the  Sugar  Act  has  afforded  a 
subsidy  of  some  214  percent.  The  truth  of  the  matter  is 
that  the  protection  which  has  been  afforded  to  sugar  pro- 
ducers of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  since  1934  is  the  highest 
ever  given  them  in  their  history,  and  the  total  amount  of 
money  taken  away  from  the  129,000,000  American  sugar 
consumers  in  order  to  support  the  American  tropics  has 
reached  all-time  high  levels.  And  still  these  heavily  sub- 
sidized American  tropical  producers  clamor  for  more  sub- 
sidies, and  they  have  complained  bitterly  against  what  they 
characterize  as  low  prices  for  sugar  in  recent  years. 

The  United  States  Tariff  Commission  in  1933  threw  some 
light  upon  this  problem  of  subsidies  to  sugar  producers.  It 
foimd  that — 

On  the  basis  of  a  comparison  of  the  cost  of  production  of  cane  and 
beet  sugar  in*  continental  United  States  and  on  cane  sugar  In 
Hawaii  that  the  costs  of  production  of  cane  sugar  in  Cuba,  the 
principal  competing  country,  •  •  •  the  Commission  finds  that 
the  equalization  of  costs  would  require  a  reduction  •  •  • 
from  2  to  1.6  cents  per  pound. 

But  now  we  find,  under  the  Sugar  Act.  that  instead  of 
there  being  a  reduction  from  2  to  1.5  cents  per  poimd  in 
sugar  protection  there  has  been  an  actual  increase  from 
2  to  2.51  cents  per  pound. 

And  I  have  one  more  final  comment  to  make  upon  these 
enormous  subsidies  which  go  to  sugar  producers  in  the 
American  tropics.  These  producers  have  claimed  that  the 
consumer  is  not  burdened  by  a  $35,000,000  a  year  subsidy 
because  she  now  purchases  her  sugar  at  prices  which  are 
about  equal  to  those  which  prevailed  back  in  1909-14.  This 
camouflage  does  not  hide  the  fact  that  consimiers  couTd  be 
purchasing  their  sugar  in  this  country  not  at  5V2  cents  a 
pound  but  at  2V2  cents  or  3  cents  a  pound.  The  cost  of  pro- 
ducing sugar  on  the  plantations  in  Cuba  and  other  low-cost 
sugar  islands  has  been  reduced  greatly  since  the  years  be- 
fore the  last  World  War.  There  is  no  reason  on  earth  why 
the  benefits  of  technological  improvements  in  the  produc- 
tion of  cane  and  raw  sugar  should  not  be  enjoyed  by  the 
consumer.  A  Ford  automobile  back  in  1910  cost  $1,800.  It 
now  costs  $700.  A  pair  of  silk  stockings  back  In  1910  cost 
$2  or  $3.  They  now  cost  75  cents.  A  farm  tractor  cost 
$2,500,  and  it  can  now  be  purchased  for  $500  or  $600.  An 
automobile  tire  which  cost  $50  in  1914  can  now  be  purchased 
for  about  $20. 

Why  have  these  reductions  in  prices  come  about?  Every- 
one knows  the  answer.  Ingenuity  and  scientific  attain- 
ment in  the  laboratory,  forest,  field,  and  factory  have  cut 
production  costs  and  hence  price. 

The  American  standard  of  living  is  the  highest  In  the  world 
because  American  consumers  have  had  the  opportunity  to 
reap  the  benefits  of  Industrial  progress.  When  sugar  pro- 
ducers state  that  the  price  of  sugar  at  retail  in  1940  is  the 
same  as  it  was  in  1914,  they  are  actually,  in  effect,  acknowl- 
edging their  own  inefficiency. 

It  seems  to  me  that  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  should  be  well 
satisfied  with  the  handsome  treatment  that  they  are  now 
receiving  from  American  consumers.  They  should  not  be 
Ijermitted  by  Congress  to  use  the  profits  from  their  sugar 
subsidies  for  the  purpose  of  expanding  their  reflning.  Con- 
gress should  restore  the  quotas  on  Hawaiian  and  Puerto 
Rican  refined  sugar  or  defeat  the  Cummings  bill. 

This  table  shows  that  under  the  Sugar  Acts  of  1934  and 
1937  the  protection  per  pound  for  American  sugar  producers 
is  the  highest  on  record  and  that  the  ad  valorem  equivalent 
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of  that  protection  Is  also  highest.  It  destroys  the  claim  cur- 
rently made  that  the  enormous  sugar  benefits  are  in  some 
way  self-liquidating  and  are  not  a  burden  upon  consumers. 

AvfToge  ad  valorem  equivalent  of  duty  and  other  protection  for  row- 
ruffar  producers  under  tariffs  of  1909,  1913.  1921.  1922,  1930.  and 
under  the  sugar  acts  nnct  1934 ' 
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Total  protection 2.308 

Mr.  CUMMINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCoiftiiACK]. 

Mr.  McCX)RMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  realize  that  the 
heart  of  those  who  have  spoken  and  who  will  speak  and 
who  may  vote  against  the  amendment  I  shall  offer  is  not 
In  the  position  they  take,  either  by  expression  or  action.  I 
know  that  in  their  own  minds  they  would  like  to  be  with 
my  amendment,  and  that  they  occupy  a  very  trying  and 
embarrassing  position  today.  I  have  no  controversy  with 
them,  although  I  sympathize  with  their  position— one  which 
Is  absolutely  contrary  to  the  positions  they  have  consist- 
ently taken  in  the  past.  Despite  the  fact  that  they  have 
left  their  loyal  friends  of  the  East  and  the  North  and  the 
other  sections  of  the  country  who  will  support  my  amend- 
ment, I  want  them  to  know  that,  while  it  is  with  reluctance 
we  see  them  do  so,  it  is  with  a  profound  appreciation  on 
our  part  of  the  expediency  which  prompts  that  action* 
and  that  this  debate,  as  far  as  those  who  favor  the  amend- 
ment I  shall  offer  is  concerned,  will,  I  hope  and  I  am  confi- 
dent, be  conducted  along  a  line  that  wiD  not  increase  the 
embarrassment  that  my  friend  the  gentleman  from  Colo- 
rauo  I  Mr.  CuxmincsJ  and  those  who  are  with  him  today 
suffer  in  their  outward  position  in  opposition  to  the  amend- 
ment I  shall  offer,  in  view  of  their  inward  feeling  of  support 
oX  my  amendment. 

I  could  conclude  my  argument  on  this  occasion  by  quot- 
ing some  of  the  statementii  made  only  a  few  years  ago  by 
some  of  those  who  will  oppose  the  amendment  I  will  offer 
today.  I  do  this,  not  for  the  purposes  of  embarrassing  them 
but  because  I  think  it  is  the  best  argument  that  could  be 
advanced  in  favor  of  my  amendment.  Certainly,  if  the  other 
Members  of  the  House  are  not  in  the  embairassing  position 
of  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  and  others  who  are  simi- 
larly situated,  we  are  Justified  on  this  occasion  in  weighing 
the  utterances  the  same  gentlemen  made  on  other  occasions 
for  the  purpose  of  assisting  us  in  making  up  our  minds  in 
connection  with  the  amendment  I  shall  offer. 

The  gentleman  from  Colorado  only  a  few  years  ago  said, 
In  part: 

I  do  not  want  to  work  a  hardship  against  anyone  in  the  United 
Btatca  or  anyone  in  the  sugar  business,  but  when  you  talk  about 
people  being  discriminated  against  you  must  remember  that 
Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  are  aUowed  to  produce  all  the  sugar  they 
can  consunw.  and  they  are  allowed  to  produce  and  sell  on  the 
world  market  as  much  as  they  please,  but  the  amount  they  can 
ship  to  the  United  States  Is  limited  and  the  amount  they  can 
•hip  of  refined  sxigar  Is  limited,  and   It  should  be  limited. 

The  gentleman  further  said,  on  page  8309  of  the  Congrxs- 
sioNAL  RccoRD.  in  August  1937: 

I  do  say  that  the  people  that  are  operating  the  refining  indiistry 
of  the  United  States  and  have  been  for  150  years  are  entitled  to  the 
same  protection  that  the  beet  growers  are — 


That  is  all  we  ask,  and  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  said 

that  in  1937.    He  fiuther  stated— 

and  they  are  entitled  to  the  same  protection  that  we  grant  Hawaii 
and  Puerto  Rico,  and  we  shovild  say  to  them  that  they  can  produce 
ixist  as  many  pounds  of  refined  sugar  as  they  have  ever  produced. 

Then  in  a  colloquy  with  the  gentleman  from  Texas.  Mr. 
Maverick,  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  I  Mr.  Cummincs], 
In  reply  to  an  Inquiry,  said — 

It  would  not  be  a  good  bill  for  the  refiners. 

If  the  refiners'  provision  were  stricken  out.  That  is  what 
Mr.  Maverick  was  referring  to.  The  gentleman  from  Colo- 
rado [Mr.  CuiociMcsl  said: 

It  would  not  be  a  good  blU  for  tbe  refiners.  It  would  ruin  the 
refiners. 

Those  are  not  John  McCormack's  words,  those  are  the 
words  of  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Cmoowcs],  who 
today  opposes  the  amendment  I  am  going  to  offer  to  the  bill, 
the  very  thing  he  said  would  ruin  the  refiners  if  it  were  eUmi- 
nated  from  the  bill.  Then  he  said — 
but  It  would  take  care  of  the  beet  growers. 

The  argument  made  in  1937  by  my  friend  the  gentleman 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Cxtiocings]  is  the  best  argument  that 
could  be  made  in  favor  of  the  amendment  that  I  will  offer.  I 
will  speak  later  on  other  aspects  of  the  amendment  that  I  will 
offer. 

There  were  arguments  made  by  other  Members  in  1937  who 
now  oppose  outwardly  my  amendment,  who,  on  that  occa- 
sion strongly  supported  the  very  proposition  that  I  will  offer 
in  my  amendment,  but  on  account  of  my  time  expiring,  I  will 
have  no  opportimity  to  make  reference  to  such  remarks. 

However,  it  is  a  fact  that  those  who  oppose  my  amendment 
were  its  strongest  supporters  in  1937.  Such  inconsistency  is 
hard  to  undertsand  and  appreciate. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  Dele- 
gate from  Hawaii  [Mr.  KikgI. 

Mr.  King.     Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  KING.  Yes:  I  will  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman,  first.  If 
he  carefully  listened  to  the  free-trade  speech  made  by  our 
friend  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Osmers]  a  few 
minutes  ago? 

Mr.  KING.    Yes:  I  did. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  And  if  he  detected  in  that  language 
this  deep-rooted  philosophy,  namely,  that  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  has  been  guilty  of  protecting  a  domestic 
sugar  industry  made  up  of  Hawaii.  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin 
Islands.  Louisiana,  and  Florida  cane  and  our  domestic  beet. 
I  wonder  if  my  friend  from  Hawaii  detected  the  philosophy 
in  the  speech  made  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
OsMERsl  to  the  effect  that  we  must  do  away  with  all  pro- 
tection: that  we  must  bring  to  oiu*  country  raw  sugar  from 
offshore  areas,  which  means  Cuba  and  other  foreign  coun- 
tries, in  the  absence  of  protection,  and  put  it  through  the 
seacoast  cane  refineries,  so  our  people  will  be  dependent  upon 
offshore,  foreign  lands  for  their  sugar  and  pay  whatever 
price  may  have  to  be  paid,  and  so  there  will  be  no  continental 
sugar  industry  or  domestic  sugar  industry. 

Mr.  OSMERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
so  I  may  answer  the  question? 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  sorry,  but  you  gentlemen  have  got  me 
betwixt  and  between  here  with  only  10  minutes,  and  you  will 
use  all  of  my  time. 

I  want  to  answer  the  gentleman's  question  by  saying  that 
the  whole  basis  of  the  refiners'  argument  is  that  they  must 
have,  free  of  any  excessive  tariff— I  grant  you  that  they 
are  willing  to  pay  a  low  tariff — all  sources  of  raw  supply,  and 
then  they  will  sell  it  in  the  American  market  in  competition 
with  American  sugar.    The  tariff  is  levied  to  protect  all  do- 
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mestic  producers,  and  the  lower  tariff  was  offset  by  an  excise 
tax  that  was  the  equivalent  of  the  amount  the  tariff  was 
reduced. 

Mr.  OSMERS  rose. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey,  because  I  want  to  reply  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  the  very  ablest  proponent  of  the  re- 
finers' interests  here  in  the  Congress,  a  forceful  speaker,  and, 
of  course,  a  man  whose  sincerity  and  whose  concern  about 
the  workers  in  his  district  is  above  any  question  whatsoever. 
It  happens  that  the  Revere  Refining  Co.  is  in  his  district  in 
ICasMchusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  No;  one  of  the  plants  of  the  Ameri- 
can Refinery. 

Mr.  KING.  I  accept  the  correction,  but  I  want  to  talk 
about  the  Revere  refinery,  which  is  in  an  adjacent  district. 
When  this  bill  came  up  in  1937  I  asked  if  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  knew  how  much  sugar  they  got  in  that 
refinery  from  Hawaii.  He  did  not  know,  but  I  did.  It  was 
30.000  tons,  and  since  then  there  has  been  a  trade  arrange- 
ment between  the  Hawaiian  sugar  industry  and  the  Na- 
tional Sugar  Refining  Co.  to  assure  them  the  whole  300.000 
tons  normally  received  in  the  East  from  Hawaii,  and  they 
will  use  every  bit  of  it.  It  used  to  be  scattered  up  and  down 
the  coast  in  17  refineries.  It  is  now  concentrated  in  the  New 
York  area.  So  the  great  excitement  of  my  distinguished 
friend  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Barton],  about 
the  displacement  of  labor  and  the  concern  of  the  gentleman 
from  Mas.sachusetts  [Mr.  McCormackI  about  the  displace- 
ment of  labor  does  not  pertain  now. 
Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  s^eld? 
Mr.  KING.  I  must  refuse  to  yield  any  further  because, 
after  all,  I  represent  about  15  percent  of  the  total  amount  of 
sugar  consumed  in  this  country.and  that  is  the  only  reason 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  has  been  kind 
enough  to  give  me  10  minutes  time,  and  I  am  sure  the  gen- 
tleman will  get  time  to  ask  me  any  question  under  the  5- 
minute  rule. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  question  does, not  involve  whether  we 
ship  29,000  tons  or  whether  we  employ  or  do  not  employ 
1,000  or  more  men.  This  goes  to  the  basic  principle  of 
what  is  the  respxjnsibility  of  Congress  toward  an  incorporated 
Territory  smd  an  insular  possession. 

I  may  also  say  to  the  membership  of  this  House  that  we 
depend  upon  Congress  to  apply  the  democratic  principles 
on  which  this  Nation  was  founded,  and  I  want  to  appeal  to 
the  Members  that  when  they  vote  on  this  issue  not  to  be  so 
sectional  but  to  bear  in  mind  that  they  have  a  greater  re- 
sponsibility toward  my  constituents  than  they  have  for  any 
other  part  of  the  United  States  other  than  their  own  dis- 
trict, for  the  very  reason  that  as  a  Delegate  from  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii,  I  stand  here  without  a  vote. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack] 
has  been  attempting  to  convict  the  gentleman  from  Colorado 
out  of  his  own  mouth  In  a  way.  and  yet  he  knows  perfectly 
well  the  practical  politics  of  the  situation.  I  have  repeatedly 
discussed  the  fact  that  I  was  here  fighting  for  an  abstract 
principle  and  one  gentleman  I  was  talking  with  said.  "Did  you 
ever  see  an  abstract  principle  win  over  the  realities?"  Of 
course,  we  have  seen  abstract  principles  win.  If  abstract 
principles  did  not  win  there  would  not  be  any  United  States. 
I  have  talked  with  other  Congressmen  and  they  have  said 
to  me.  "Mr.  King,  you  are  right  in  principle  and  we  would 
like  to  go  along  with  you,  but.  imforttmately.  the  people  in 
our  districts  insist  that  we  support  the  McCormack  amend- 
ment." Then  we  have  another  angle  to  the  matter  and  that 
Is  if  the  McCormack  amendment  does  not  carry,  then  the 
people  who  supported  the  McCormack  amendment  are  going 
to  defeat  the  legislation.  They  would  ruin  the  domestic- 
sugar  industry  in  order  to  gain  their  point.  They  demand  a 
little  additional  protection  against  Hawaii,  Virgin  Islands, 
and  Puerto  Rico,  the  three  voteless  and  subordinate  parts  of 
the  United  States,  and  they  would  niin  the  whole  sugar 
Industry  in  order  to  get  that  protection,  when  they  already 
have  protection  against  every  other  source  of  sugar  impor- 


tation and  every  guarantee  to  them  of  a  monopoly  of  the 
refining  business  that  represents  a  very  substantial  part  of 
the  entire  business  they  have  ever  done. 

Certainly,  there  has  been  shrinkage  in  the  business.  There 
has  been  a  shrinkage  in  every  line  of  business.  They  have 
lost  their  export  trade.  There  was  a  time  when  they  ex- 
ported refined  sugar  in  great  quantities;  but  other  nations 
have  gone  into  the  business  of  subsidizing  their  own  sugar 
producers. 

Now.  to  get  back  to  the  tariff:  There  is  no  agricultural 
product  that  can  be  raised  in  this  country,  or  very  few  of 
them,  and  very  specialized  products,  that  does  not  need  some 
protection  against  foreign  countries  where  they  have  differ- 
ent standards  of  living. 

I  hope  I  shall  have  time  to  speak  under  the  5-minute  rule, 
but  I  do  want  to  stress  the  point  that  a  principle  is  involved 
in  this  legislation,  aside  from  the  material  interests  involved, 
insofar  as  it  affects  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico. 

I  want  to  stress  another  point,  and  that  is  that  I  doubt 
the  legality  of  this  amendment  that  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  (Mr.  McCormack]  is  going  to  sponsor.  I  am 
not  an  attorney  and  I  cannot  speak  with  authority,  but  I 
question  whether  it  is  a  constitutional  act  to  discriminate 
against  Territories  and  insular  possessions  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  in  a  limitation  of  manufacturing. 

If  it  were  proposed  to  make  this  limitation  on  refining  for 
the  State  of  Florida,  would  this  House  for  a  minute  be  will- 
ing to  do  it?  Florida  refines  some  sugar  and  ships  the  rest 
to  Savannah,  Ga.,  as  I  understand  it.  If  I  offered  an 
amendment  to  the  McCormack  amendment  saying  that — 

Provided,  however.  That  no  additional  sugar  shall  be  refined 
in  the  State  of  Florida  than  Is  at  present  being  refined. 

This  House  would  not  listen  to  it  for  a  moment. 

If  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  were  a  contiguous  part  of  the  « 
mainland — say  we  were  down  there  in  the  subtropical  area 
of  Texas,  down  around  Corpus  Christ!  or  Brownsville — 
would  you  dream  for  a  minute  of  barring  refined  sugar  from 
that  territory?  Would  this  Congress  have  passed  a  bill  lim- 
iting the  industrial  development  of  Oklahoma,  New  Mexico, 
or  Arizona  when  they  were  incorporated  Territories?  When 
we  came  under  the  American  flag  and  were  incorporated  as 
a  Territory  those  three  States  were  still  Territories.  Twenty- 
nine  of  the  sovereign  States  have  been  incorporated  Terri- 
tories at  one  time  or  another.  I  doubt  if  any  of  them  ever 
had  a  restrictive  law  passed  on  their  manufactured  prod- 
ucts or  industrial  development  that  singled  them  out  and 
made  it  a  special  rule  for  the  Territory  and  not  equally  appli- 
cable to  the  several  States  of  the  Union. 

The  President  has  expressed  in  the  strongest  possible  lan- 
guage his  disapproval  of  this  provision.  He  said  he  only 
signed  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  because  the  spokesmen  for  the 
domestic  sugar  industry  assured  him  it  never  would  come  up 
again.  We  know  that  the  Rules  Committee  had  to  accept 
this  special  rule  in  order  to  get  this  matter  before  the  House. 
I  am  not  questioning  the  wisdom  of  that.  Men  who  are 
interested  in  the  welfare  of  the  domestic  sugar  industry 
realized  that  they  had  to  have  this  legislation  and  it  might 
be  a  wise  thing  to  bring  it  before  the  House  and  face  the 
issue.  There  is  not  a  man  speaking  for  the  McCormack 
amendment  who  is  not  speaking  for  a  specific  sectional  Inter- 
est. I  appeal  to  those  who  do  not  have  such  sectional  inter- 
est, who  do  not  have  to  go  along  under  any  pressure,  to 
disregard  that  sectional  appeal. 

Unfortunately  as  time  has  gone  on.  because  the  other  29 
Territories  have  come  in  as  States,  today  we  find  there  is 
new  language  in  American  history.  They  are  now  "insular 
possessions,"  "offshore  areas,"  "noncontiguous  areas,"  a 
tropical  country,"  as  if  there  was  any  difference  between  an 
American  whether  he  lived  in  Hawaii  or  Alaska  or  California 
or  any  other  part  of  the  United  States. 

Now,  the  issue  is  not  very  material  in  my  case.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  am  speaking  for  the  rule  which  has  already  passed 
and  for  the  bill  which  will  come  up  with  or  without  amend- 
ment, merely  because  Hawaii  has  always  attempted  to  co- 
operate for  the  advancement  and  welfare  and  benefit  of  the 


I 


I 


8726 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  20 


domestic  sugar  Industry.  If  the  bill  falls  of  passage,  we  win 
not  suffer,  if  we  suffer  at  all.  as  much  as  the  17  beet-sugar 
States,  but  after  all  stigar  is  a  commodity  that  we  are  enti- 
tled to  raise  in  Hawaii,  where  we  have  been  raising  it  for  100 
years.    We  supplied  the  American  market  for  100  years. 

Mr.  Chairman,  through  Congress  this  huge  Nation  of  ours 
expresses  its  will  and  the  great  American  democracy  applies 
Its  principles  of  fair  play  and  equal  justice  to  all  its  citizens. 
The  responsibility  lies  upon  the  membership  of  Congress, 
despite  the  urgency  of  sectional  demands,  to  keep  in  mind 
that  higher  duty  to  legislate  in  national  matters  for  the  whole 
of  America,  and  not  solely  for  one's  own  district  or  section,   i 

In  the  matter  before  us  I  appeal  to  this  House  to  take  the  } 
broader  view,  to  enact  legislation  that  will  stand  the  test  of  j 
Justice  and  equity.  We  all  know  that  when  the  pending  bill, 
H.  R.  9654.  is  read  for  amendments  under  the  5-minute  rule, 
an  amendment  will  be  offered  to  replace  in  section  207  of 
the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  certain  provisions  that  have  now  ex- 
pired, which  would  by  law  forbid  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and 
Puerto  Rico,  from  marketing,  in  the  form  of  direct  consurnp- 
tion  sugar,  more  than  a  small  portion  of  the  sugar  those  two 
communities  produce. 

.1  may  have  time  to  speak  against  that  proposal  and  to  re- 
fute the  arguments  made  by  its  proponents.  But  I  want 
now  to  urge  upon  my  colleagues  to  vote  that  amendment 
down,  not  so  much  because  of  any  material  interest  involved 
or  harm  done  to  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico,  but  because  it  is 
bad  legislation,  which  would  put  this  House's  stamp  of  ap- 
proval on  an  invidious,  an  un-American  discrimination  be- 
tween citizens. 

Enacted  6  years  ago  as  an  emergency  measure,  extended 
3  years  ago  as  a  temporary  provision  of  what  is  primarily  an 
agricultural  control  bill,  and  not  a  bill  to  limit  manufactur- 
ing, it  is  now  desired  to  give  this  Iniqmtous  feature  the  sanc- 
tion of  Congress  for  a  third  time,  to  establish  as  a  precedent 
that  certain  parts  of  the  United  States  are  not  entitled  to 
the  same  treatment  accorded  other  parts  of  the  country. 

This  is  a  dangerous  policy.  Mr.  Chairman,  of  doubtful 
legality,  which  in  this  comparatively  small  matter  changes 
America  from  a  democracy  to  an  empire,  and  relegates  a 
Territory  of  the  United  States  to  the  position  of  a  colony. 
In  a  letter  on  sugar  legislation,  dated  April  11  of  this  year, 
which  President  Roosevelt  addressed  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  (Mr.  Joifxs).  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture   the  President  said,  in  part: 

The  people  of  the  "rerrltory  of  Hawaii  and  the  powewlon»  of 
Puarto  Rleo  and  the  Virgin  Islands  are  American  citizens  who  com- 
poae  aooM  of  theoc  minority  groups  In  our  population,  with  local 
gOTrmments  that  lack  the  protecUon  oX  Statehood. 

If  this  clrcunvstancp  were  not  given  adequate  consideration  It 
would  b«  pocslble  to  destroy  by  legislation  the  llTellhood  of  our 
citizens  In  the  Insular  parts  of  the  United  States  through  the 
enactment  of  discriminatory  prohibitions  against  their  products; 
and  they  would  possess  no  legal  power  to  take  counter-measures  In 
self-defense.  Such  a  course  of  action,  as  I  have  pointed  out  on  a 
previous  occasion,  would  be  tantamount  to  an  imperialistic  clasd- 
flcatlon  of  citizens,  and  a  tyrannical  abuse  of  minority  rights  that 
la  utterly  contrary  to  the  American  concept  of  fairness  and  democ- 
racy. Among  the  cases  In  point  is  the  proposal  to  reinstate  the 
former  dlscrlmlnntlcn  against  the  refining  of  sugar  In  the  Insular 
parts  of  the  United  SUtes. 

On  last  Friday  the  President  reaffirmed  his  stand. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  my  third  term  in  Congress.  I  value 
highly  the  privilege  of  serving  in  this  body,  and  I  enjoy  the 
companionship  with  representatives  from  all  parts  of  this 
great  Nat?ion.  But  I  have  been  impressed  during  my  6  years 
here  by  two  astonishing  facts.  Pirst.  that  many  Members  of 
this  House  have  largely  forgotten  what  the  status  of  an 
incorporated  Territory  of  the  United  States  Is.  It  is  a  handi- 
cap that  my  distinguished  and  able  friend,  the  gentleman 
from  Alaska  [Mr.  DncoNDl  shares  with  me  in  our  efforts  to 
obtain  the  recognition  to  which  our  constituencies  are 
entitled. 

Twenty-nine  of  the  forty-eight  sovereign  States  were  at 
one  time  Incorporated  Territories.  But  as  the  m.alnland 
Territories  came  in  as  States,  until  only  Alaska  and  Hawaii 
remained  In  the  former  category,  the  status  of  a  Territory, 


fixed  by  law  and  precedent  since  the  Northwest  Ordinance 
first  created  a  territorial  form  of  government,  has  become 
somewhat  vague  in  many  minds.  We  have  become  non- 
contiguous territories,  offshore  areas,  insular  possessions, 
something  not  quite  American.  There  Is  a  new  note  in 
our  legislation  which  distinguishes  between  ccmtinental 
United   States   and   noncontinental   United   States. 

As  a  natural  result  the  position  of  Delegates  in  Congress 
Is  less  well  understood  than  formerly,  when  there  were 
several  Delegates  here  at  one  time.  I  am  as  often  as  not 
addressed  as  "Commissioner,"  indicating  this  confusion  of 
ideas.  I  am  under  no  illusions  as  to  my  place  here,  an 
honorable  position,  well  established  in  American  history, 
and  graced  by  many  great  American  statesmen;  but  never- 
theless that  of  a  voteless  Member  of  this  body — a  Member 
of  Congress  but  not  a  Representative.  In  .'vU  sincerity,  I 
ask.  does  that  not  make  It  more  incumbent  upon  those  who 
do  vote,  especially  those  whose  interests  Are  not  involved  in 
the  issue,  to  accept  a  greater  responsibility  toward  my  con- 
stituency, and  every  other  community  similarly  handi- 
capped? Is  it  not  an  obligation  upon  every  Representative 
to  lean  over  backward  to  do  Justice  to  a  politically  imix>tent 
jjart  of  the  Nation?  If  this  is  too  much  to  ask.  then  is  not 
the  natural  solution  to  grant  Hawaii  a  political  status  which 
would  once  and  for  all  put  it  on  an  equality  with  the 
several  States? 

It  is  proposed  to  limit  the  refining  of  sugar  in  Hawaii  to 
about  3  percent  of  the  amount  Hawaii  is  permitted  to  pro- 
duce. Florida.  I  understand,  sends  all  of  its  quota  as  raw 
sugar  to  a  refinery  in  Savannah,  there  to  be  processed  for 
the  market.  Would  this  House  accept  a  proposal  to  deny 
Florida  the  right  to  refine  Its  own  sugar  if  it  desired  to  do 
so,  and  to  "freeze"  through  legislation  the  present  practice? 
I  hardly  think  so.  If  Hawaii,  as  a  Territory,  were  a  con- 
tiguous part  of  the  North  American  Continent,  would  this 
restriction  on  its  industrial  development  be  tolerated?  If 
not.  then  does  the  Pacific  Ocean,  which  separates  Hawaii 
from  the  mainland,  create  a  barrier  between  us  that  makes 
us  less  worthy  than  the  citizens  of  a  mainland  Territory,  if 
there  were  one?  Would  such  a  law  as  this  have  been  passed 
by  Congress  to  restrict  the  growth  of  Oklahoma.  Arizona, 
or  New  Mexico  when  they  were  Territories,  a  position  they 
held  when  Hawaii  came  under  the  American  flag  and  was 
Incorporated  as  a  Territory?  If  the  proposed  legislation 
la  impossible  for  a  State,  or  for  a  Territory  located  on  the 
mainland,  how  can  it  be  Justified  for  Hawaii? 

Curiously,  even  Mr.  Dalton,  speaking  for  the  cane-sugar 
refiners,  whom  I  quoted  earlier  in  the  day.  recognizes  our 
status,  but  still  Justifies  the  restrictions  he  demands  as  an 
offset  to  the  quota  system.  I  quote  from  his  statement  of 
May  3,  1940: 

Hawaii  is  a  part  of  the  United  States,  and  the  people  in  Hawaii 
•re  citizens  of  the  United  States.  Hawaii  is  Just  aa  much  a  part 
of  the  United  States  aa  New  York  la.  I  want  that  to  get  Into 
th«  record  also. 

The  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United  States  recently 
held  its  annual  meeting  here  in  Washington.  Among  the 
resolutions  it  adopted  as  expressing  the  policy  of  Ameri.can 
business,  under  the  heading  "Territories",  is  the  following: 

In  Federal  legislation  affecting  the  economic  and  other  interests 
of  the  organized  territories  of  the  United  States  there  should  be 
no  discrimination  against  the  Territories.  There  should  be  no 
special  limitations  placed  upon  the  utilization  of  their  resources, 
and  Government-directed  interferences  in  their  development 
should  be  oppoeed.  Citizens  of  the  United  States  conducting 
their  enterprises  In  these  Territories  are  entitled  to  equal  treat- 
ment and  protection  In  Federal  legislation  and  tn  executive  action 
with  citizens  in  other  portions  of  the  United  States. 

Shall  Congress  be  less  liberal  than  that  reputedly  con- 
servative organization?  Or  Is  the  championship  of  the 
weak  now  a  conservative  principle,  while  a  new  kind  of 
liberalism  adopts  the  slogan  of  might  makes  right?  I  can- 
not believe  this  body,  almost  the  last  refuge  of  the  demo- 
cratic principles  on  which  this  Nation  was  founded,  can 
so  far  forget  the  great  Ideals  for  which  America  stands. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  the  second  strong  Impression  I  shall  carry 
back  with  me  from  my  service  here,  when  the  vissitudes  of 
politics  retire  me  to  private  life,  is  the  amazing  lack  of 
Information  about  Hawaii  that  exists  in  Congress.  Because 
It  Is  so  diflBcult  to  supply  the  Information  in  casual  conver- 
sation, or  in  a  few  minutes  on  the  fioor  of  the  House  or  in 
committee,  I  have  urged  my  colleagues  on  every  possible 
occasion  to  visit  Hawaii  for  themselves.  I  wish  it  were 
possible  for  every  Member  to  become  familiar  with  Hawaii 
at  first  hand. 

Because  that  has  been  impracticable,  we  are  an  easy 
victim  of  misrepresentation,  sometimes  inadvertent,  some- 
times delil)erate — the  propaganda  of  ruthless,  self-seeking 
Interests.  We  are  attacked  from  many  angles,  on  our  local 
economy,  as  though  that  were  different  from  the  typical 
American  community  in  any  essential  particular,  because  of 
our  racial  make-up,  as  though  the  question  of  race  can  prop- 
erly be  raised  as  between  fellow  Americans  in  this  Nation 
dedicated  to  the  proposition  that  neither  race,  creed,  nor  class 
can  be  invoked  by  one  citizen  against  another;  on  the  ques- 
tion of  cheap  labor,  when  it  has  repeatedly  been  shown 
that  cur  labor  conditions  meet  the  highest  American 
standards. 

I  have  never  replied  in  kind,  but  have  patiently  tried  to 
correct  such  misstatements  on  the  floor  and  in  committee, 
and  occasionally  in  speeches  and  addresses  later  extended  in 
the  Congressional  Record.  But  it  is  difficult  for  the  truth 
to  catch  up  with  a  lie.  The  same  old  hoary  fictions  about 
Hawaii  keep  bobbing  up  again  and  again.  It  should  be 
noted  that  no  one  who  has  ever  been  to  Hawaii  credits  such 
statements,  but  rather  knows  they  are  untruths  through 
personal  knowledge. 

On  the  specific  question  of  labor  I  should  like  to  read  from 
the  statement  of  Mr.  Otis  E.  Mulliken,  Chief  of  the  Labor 
Section  of  the  Sugar  Division  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, made  before  the  Civil  Liberties  Subcommittee  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Education  and  Lat>or  on  May  20, 
1940 — only  a  month  ago — two  brief  but  authoritative  quo- 
tations: 

As  a  result  of  relatively  high  earnings,  year-round  employment 
opportunities,  and  valuable  perquisites,  the  standard  of  living 
maintained  by  most  Hawaiian  sugarcane  workers  Is  superior  to 
that  maintained  tn  any  other  sugarcane  area  of  the  United  States 
with  the  possible  exception  of  the  resident  laborers  In  Florida. 

And  again,  in  his  conclusion,  he  says: 

The  sugar  workers  In  Florida  and  Hawaii  constitute  In  many 
ways  a  privileged  class  of  agricultural  labor. 

Already  the  propaganda  machine  of  the  refiners'^  lobby, 
against  which  the  President  inveighed  in  scathing  terms,  is 
at  work.  Members  are  t)eing  solicited  to  support  the  pro- 
posed amendment,  and,  if  it  fails  of  adoption,  to  vote  against 
the  bill.  Organizations  are  sending  In  resolutions  and  peti- 
tions, often  passed  without  consideration  or  understanding 
of  the  problems  involved.  Wires  and  letters  from  sources 
In  their  respective  districts  attempt  to  influence  individual 
Members.  Against  this  avalanche,  what  power  have  I,  ex- 
cept only  to  beg  this  House  to  vote  on  the  merits  of  the 
legislation,  regardless  of  this  inspired  pressure,  often  coupled 
as  it  is  with  veiled  threats  of  i)olitical  retribution? 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sorry  I  have  not  the  time  nor  perhaps 
the  oratorical  ability  to  present  the  facts  about  Hawaii  to 
this  House  as  they  should  be  presented.  But  I  would  ask 
the  Members  to  accept  as  a  starting  jxjint  the  simple  truth 
that  we  are.  after  all.  Just  another  community  under  the 
American  flag;  not  an  exotic,  foreign  South  Sea  Island  coun- 
try, but  a  good,  solid  American  community.  We  are  an  in- 
tegral part  of  the  American  scene,  of  the  American  economy; 
we  share  all  the  burdens  and  responsibilities  of  our  common 
Citizenship  and,  in  the  main,  enjoy  all  the  blessings  and 
privileges  of  that  status. 

If  the  Members  of  this  body  will  use  as  their  guide  in 
arriving  at  a  decision  on  the  pending  legislation  the  same 
considerations  which  they  would  apply  if  it  affected  their 
own  districts  or  adjacent  communities,  I  will  be  satisfled 
and  will  feel  that  Hawaii's  cause  has  received  Just  treatment 
at  their  hands. 


The  CHAIRMAN.    The  time  of  the  Delegate  from  Hawaii 
has  expired. 
Mr.  CUMMINGS.    Mr.  Chairman,  1 3^eld  8  minutes  to  the 

gentleman  from  Nebraska  I  Mr.  Coffee]. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  resolution 
now  before  us  to  continue  the  present  sugar  law  L)r  1  year 
was  the  best  compromise  that  could  be  reached  Mpur  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  to  protect  the  domestic  sugfr  industry 
until  further  legislation  could  be  agreed  upon  by  the  various 
elements  in  the  industry. 

I  regret  that  our  efforts  to  secure  badly  needed  amendments 
to  the.  1937  Sugar  Act  for  price  stabilization  and  increased 
domestic  quotas  were  unsuccessful.  This  was  due  largely  to 
the  powerful  influence  of  the  cane  refiners  on  the  eastern 
seaboard,  who  are  naturally  interested  in  reflning  raw  sugar 
from  Cuba  and  other  offshore  areas.  Sugar  legislation 
always  has  been,  and  probably  always  will  be,  controversial. 
Briefly,  this  is  the  situation. 

We  consume  approximately  six  and  one-half  million  tons 
of  sugar  annually — about  100  pounds  per  capita.  In  order 
to  protect  the  domestic  sugar-l)eet  and  cane  growers  it  has 
been  necessary  to  supplement  the  tariff  with  a  quota  system. 
Sugar  quotas  are  allocated  as  follows:  Approximately  30  per- 
cent of  our  domestic  consumption  of  sugar  is  allocated  to  the 
continental  producers  of  sugar  beets  and  sugarcane;  42  per- 
cent to' Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico,  the  Philippines,  and  the  Virgin 
Islands;  and  28  percent  to  Cuba,  including  a  negligible 
amount  to  other  foreign  countries.  The  tariff  affects  only 
these  imports  from  Cuba  and  other  foreign  countries.  Con- 
sequently, in  order  to  prevent  demoralization  of  the  domestic 
market  from  a  flood  of  sugar  from  offshore  areas,  these  quotas 
have  been  established.  Naturally,  in  order  to  impose  quotas 
on  Hawaii,  which  is  an  integral  part  of  the  United  States, 
and  on  our  other  possessions,  it  is  necessary  to  provide  mar- 
keting quotas  for  continental  production. 

The  17  Western  States  producing  sugar  beets  have  for  the 
last  2  years  produced  In  excess  of  their  quota.  Florida  and 
Louisiana  production  also  exceeds  the  quota.  The  same  situ- 
ation prevails  in  reference  to  Puerto  Rico,  Hawaii,  the  Virgin 
Islands,  and  the  Philippines.  In  fact,  there  is  a  large  world 
surplus  of  sugar.  These  marketing  quotas,  inadequate  as  they 
may  be,  are  the  only  safeguards  at  present  against  dumping 
and  a  demoralized  domestic  market.  All  areas  are  demand- 
ing increased  quotas  for  this  market  that  can  consume  only 
so  much  sugar.  Hie  Philippines  are  guaranteed  a  duty-free 
quota  in  this  market  under  the  Philippine  Independence  Act. 
•nierefore,  if  we  increase  domestic  quotas,  we  must  reduce 
the  quota  correspondingly  from  some  other  source.  The  otily 
quotas  that  we  could  possibly  reduce  in  order  to  aid  domestic 
producers  are  those  of  Cuba  and  the  small  quota  assigned 
to  other  foreign  countries.  Cuba  has  a  quota  of  approxi- 
mately 1.900,000  tons,  of  which  375.000  tons  may  be  refined 
or  direct  consumption  sugar.  This  limitation  on  refined  is  in 
the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  I  have  been,  and  still  am.  In  favor  of 
reducing  this  refined  quota  by  200,000  tons  and  allocating  it 
to  the  domestic  growers.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  our  efforts 
along  this  line  have  been  stsmiied. 

Now  let  me  point  out  the  conflict  of  interest  between  the 
sugarcane  reflners  and  the  domestic  sugar-beet  and  sugar- 
cane growers.  The  sugarcane  reflners,  engaged  almost  ex- 
clusively in  refining  raw  sugar  from  the  offshore  areas,  supply 
70  percent  of  the  sugar  consumed  in  continental  United 
States.  They  are  opposed  to  the  development  of  the  sugar- 
beet  industry  in  the  United  States  for  the  simple  reason  that 
when  more  beet  sugar  is  produced  and  sold  in  the  United 
States,  it  tends  to  reduce  their  market  for  Cuban  sugar,  80 
percent  of  which  they  refine.  The  United  States  Cane  Sugar 
Refining  Association  has  enlisted  the  aid  of  their  labor  or- 
ganizations and  certain  consumer  groups  to  oppose  any  fur- 
ther sugar  legislation  that  will  be  beneficial  to  continental 
sugar  growers.  You  are  all  familiar  with  the  propaganda 
and  the  methods  being  pursued  to  kill  this  resolution. 

There  are  less  than  18,000  employees  In  these  cane-sugar 
refining  plants,  whereas  in  thfe  beet-sugar  industry  alone 
there  are  70,000  sugar-beet  growers.  100.000  field  workers,..and 
more  than  10,000  men  employed  in  the  beet-sugar  factories 
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who  would  be  direcUy  affected  if  this  continuing  resolution 
faUed  of  enactment.  We  cannot  afford  to  permit  these 
OQOtas  to  lapse  and  aUow  the  conUnental  United  States  to 
become  the  dumping  ground  of  the  world  for  sugar  during 
this  critical  period.  Sugar  is  now  selUng  within  one-tenth  of 
a  cent  per  pound  of  the  all-time  low  price.  We  must  maintain 
our  internal  economy  as  an  essential  element  in  our  national- 
defense  program. 

Let  me  remind  those  of  you  who  are  particularly  con- 
cerned about  the  cane-sugar  refiners  that  if  this  continuing 
resolution  is  not  enacted.  Cuba,  which  is  now  restricted  to 
375,000  tons  of  refined  sugar,  will  be  able  to  ship  in  unlimited 
quantities  of  refined  sugar  as  well  as  raw  sugar.  All  other 
foreign  countries  are  restricted  to  26.000  tons  of  refined  sugar 
under  the  Sugar  Act.  but  if  this  resolution  fails  to  pass,  they 
will  be  able  to  ship  in  unlimited  quantities. 

Importations  of  liquid  sugar  are  prohibited  under  our  pres- 
ent Sugar  Act  from  all  countries  except  Cuba  and  Santo 
Domingo  and  they  are  limited  to  the  equivalent  of  approxi- 
mately 40,000  tons  of  raw  svigar.  If  this  resolution  fails  to 
pass,  they  and  all  other  countries  will  be  able  to  ship  into 
this  covmtry  unlimited  quantities  of  liquid  sugar,  and  it  has 
been  estimated  that  without  these  restrictions  importations 
of  liquid  sugar  would  soon  reach  the  equivalent  of  200.000 

tons  raw  value. 

The  seaboard  refiners  and  their  employees  will  also  sacrifice 
a  great  deal  if  this  resolution  is  not  continued.  Of  course, 
if  the  domestic  sugar-beet  industry  is  destroyed,  the  cane 
refiners  might  Increase  their  volume  and  regain  a  monopoly 
on  the  domestic  market.  The  consimiers  are  fully  protected 
under  the  present  law.     [Applause.  1 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gilchkist]. 

Mr.  GILCHRIST.  Mr.  Chairman.  Cuba  ships  into  this 
country  great  quantities  of  blackstrap  molasses  every  day. 
Blackstrap  is  refuse  from  the  sugar -refining  industry.  At 
one  time  it  was  a  menace  and  a  hindrance  and  an  expense 
to  that  industry  and  the  refiners  spent  much  time  and  money 
to  get  rid  of  it.  It  was  like  garbage  that  had  to  be  dumped 
Into  the  sea.  Then  chemistry  stepped  in  and  showed  the 
world  how  to  make  alcohol  out  of  this  refuse  matter,  and 
the  result  Is  that  today  it  takes  the  place  of  com  and  grain 
and  vegetables  in  the  distillation  of  spirits.  It  is  introduced 
Into  this  country  with  scarcely  any  Urifl  and  thus  the  mar- 
ket for  American  grain,  corn,  and  other  vegeUble  products 
in  this  industry  is  ruined. 

I  hold  and  have  ever  held  that  the  American  market 
should  be  preserved  for  the  American  farmer  Just  as  is  done 
In  manufacturing  and  industrial  life.  For  example,  if  you 
will  go  to  Peoria,  Dl.,  you  will  find  great  dlstilbng  interests 
that  manufacture  and  distill  great  quantities  of  alcohol, 
spirits,  and  whiskies.  Peoria  is  only  one  of  many  places 
where  this  is  done.  But  there  come  from  Cuba  every  day 
Into  this  one  distilling  center  solid  trainloads  of  blackstrap 
molasses  which  is  converted  into  commercial  alcohol  by  the 
distilleries.  At  one  time  this  same  city  used  every  day 
about  35.000  bushels  of  com  for  distillation.  But  now 
this  com  has  been  displaced  and  the  old  blackstrap  garbage 
Is  used  instead:  35.000  bushels  of  com  a  day  are  displaced 
and  scarcely  any  tariff  or  duty  is  laid  upon  the  blackstrap, 
and  American  agriculture  in  every  section  of  the  land  is 
liijured  by  such  importations.  The  farmers  in  this  country 
should  have  this  market  instead  of  the  peon  laborers  of  the 
West  Indies. 

Moreover,  great  banking  interests  in  New  York  City  are 
interested  in  the  refineries  in  Cuba  and  these  great  banking 
institutions  are  not  entitled,  and  the  refining  industry  down 
there  is  not  entitled,  to  take  away  the  market  from  vegetable 
and  grain  producers  and  farmers  of  continental  United 
States  without  paying  custom  duties.  There  should  be  ade- 
quate tariff  protection  given  to  these  American  growers  and 
farmers  against  this  importation.  Commercial  alcohol  in 
the  United  States  should  be  made  from  the  products  grown 
here. 

I  recognize  that  we  have  a  duty  to  perform  to  Cuba,  bccatise 
In  1898.  by  our  War  with  Spain,  we  liberated  it  from  the  ter- 
rible conditions  which  Spain  had  imposed  there.    We  cannot 
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allow  Cuba  to  go  back  into  the  barbarous,  disgraceful  condi- 
tions that  then  existed.  She  was  our  ward  and  is  now  our 
ward  to  a  certain  extent.  This  obligation  to  Cuba  is  placed 
upon  us  by  every  consideration  of  Christianity  and  philan- 
thropy, and  we  should  always  discharge  that  obUgaUon  faith- 
fully and  manfully.  But  I  contend  that  this  task  shcmld  not 
be  placed  alone  upon  the  back  of  farmers,  as  is  now  done. 
This  Is  simply  another  instance  of  the  unfair  way  in  which 
agriculture  is  put  down  at  the  foot  of  the  class,  and  how  other 
interests,  especially  large  financial  interests,  are  given  advan- 
tages at  the  expense  of  folks  who  till  the  soil  and  raise  vege- 
tables and  grains  for  our  people.  We  should  have  adequate 
tariffs  for  the  introduction  of  blackstrap,  and  this  tariff 
should  be  high  enough  to  put  our  own  grain  and  vegetable 
paxlucts  on  equal  terms.  The  American  market  belongs  to 
tlie  American  fanner. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Smith]. 

»Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  more  prefer- 
ence should  be  given  to  our  domestically  produced  sugar. 
It  Is  my  understanding  our  sugar  is  refined  to  a  higher 
degree  than  imported  sugar.  Not  enough  consideration  is 
being  given  to  the  great  difference  in  labor  costs  in  our 
country  and  those  in  the  places  from  which  we  are  importing 
sugar. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  remainder  of  the 
time  on  this  side  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
CaAwroRD]. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Members  of  the 
House  probably  have  their  minds  made  up  on  this  proposi- 
tion and  I  am  hot  very  much  inclined  to  take  any  of  their 
time.  I  wish  to  make  two  or  three  observations,  however; 
one  is  that  the  domestic  sugar  industry  Is  made  up  of  five 
families — Hawaii.  Puerto  Rico,  continental  beet,  Louisiana 
and  Florida  cane,  and  the  Virgin  Islands.  Insofar  as  my 
position  is  concerned,  whether  as  a  private  citizen  or  as  a 
public  official.  I  stand  for  the  domestic  sugar  industry  when 
it  comes  to  sugar,  and  when  I  say  domestic  sugar  industry 
I  mean  exactly  the  domestic  sugar  industry  which  operates 
on  the  land  and  through  factories  owned  by  American  citi- 
zens, under  the  American  fiag. 

I  have  said  to  the  people  of  my  district,  who  represent 
part  of  the  domestic  sugar  industry,  that  I  do  not  propose 
to  become  entangled  in  the  bulrushes  of  the  seacoast  re- 
finers' game  which  has.  since  its  inception,  stood  fimda- 
mentally  and  absolutely  for  the  importation  of  sugar  into 
this  country  free  of  duty.  I  hold  no  grudge  against  the  sea- 
coast  refiners  for  taking  such  a  position  and  I  hope  that 
they  will  be  big  enough  and  broad  enough  to  hold  no  grudge 
against  me  for  taking  my  position  in  the  interest  of  the 
domestic  sugar  industry. 

We  are  sending  to  Puerto  Rico  millions  of  dollars  every 
year  for  the  purpose  of  sustaining  relief  among  American 
citizens  under  the  American  flag.  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii 
are  not  in  position  to  supply  us  with  our  total  requirements 
of  sugar.  We  must  depend  on  those  two  areas  pdus  the  con- 
tinental beet  and  the  continental  cane,  or  else  go  to  foreign 
lands,  such  as  Cuba  and  elsewhere. 

When  you  start  breaking  down  the  families  of  the  domestic 
sugar  industry  and  singling  them  out.  Puerto  Rico  today. 
Hawaii  tomorrow,  and  when  you  have  gone,  say,  two-fifths  of 
the  way.  the  balance  of  the  distance  will  be  simple.  l)ec&use 
you  know  and  I  know  that  the  continental  areas,  beet  and 
cane  cannot  maintain  protection  with  Puerto  Rico  and  Ha- 
waii out  of  the  pictiu-e.  So  I  am  not  today  or  at  any  other 
time  going  to  be  moved  or  engineered  into  a  position  where  I 
will  turn  against  my  own  nest.  There  is  no  kind  of  a  political 
threat  that  can  scare  me  into  that  proposition. 

May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Mc-' 
^CoRMACK]  that  I  am  not  one  of  those  from  the  beet  areas  who 
wants  to  go  along  with  his  amendment.  If  the  Members 
from  the  other  beet  areas  want  to  support  it.  that  is  their 
proposition.  If  they  think  they  can  harmonize  the  interests 
of  the  seacoast,  free-trade  refiners,  who  will  always  plead  for 
the  right  to  bring  In  raw  svigar  from  the  offshore  areas  free 
of  duty,  who  know  that  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  cannot  supply 
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our  stigar  and  thus  say,  *^e  win  take  it  from  Cuba  and  other 
foreign  countries."  I  repeat,  if  my  beet  friends  want  to  go 
along  with  that  philosopiiy.  well  and  good.  I  shall  not  travel 
that  road  today  nor  at  any  other  time,  and  when  I  get  home 
I  will  try  to  get  my  beet  sugar  growers  to  see  the  position  I 
have  taken.  If  they  choose  not  to  see  my  position  and  want 
to  go  along  with  the  idea  that  they  can  harmonize  the  conti- 
nental production  with  these  seacoast,  free-trade  philoso- 
phers, then  that  is  the  choice  they  take. 

Mr.  OSMERS  rose. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  have  had  some  opportunity  to  observe 
the  operations  of  the  seacoast  refiners  as  against  the  conti- 
nental beet  and  cane  producers,  and  as  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey,  who  now  asks  me  to  yield,  set  the  fundamental 
philosophy  before  us  a  few  minutes  ago.  Of  course,  his  re- 
fining interests  want  free  trade,  and  they  can  make  more 
money  under  free  trade.  They  can  operate  with  less  capital 
Invested,  and.  of  course,  they  want  to  travel  the  free-trade 
road.  Under  no  circumstances  will  they  now  or  any  other 
time  ever  support  a  philosophy  which  expands  the  domestic, 
the  continental  sugar  industry,  because  in  doing  so  they  would 
take  refining  tormage  from  their  mills:  and  why,  in  their  own 
interest,  should  they  support  It?  Of  course,  they  will  not; 
and  of  coiu^e  I  will  not  support  them,  on  the  same  grounds, 
because  I  will  take  care  of  my  own  crowd  first,  If  I  can,  and 
if  I  cannot,  I  will  do  the  best  I  can  under  the  circumstances. 
[Applause.! 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  CUMMINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  T  yield  such  time  as 
he  may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
MaloneyI. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  bill  which  is  being 
considered  to  extend  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  which  expires 
this  year,  for  another  jrear  is  opjKsed  by  the  sugar  industry 
of  Louisiana.  After  3  years  imder  the  act,  they  find  much 
dissatisfaction  and  would  prefer  no  law  at  all,  than  the 
present  act.  This  act  does  not  give  adequate  consideration 
to  the  industry  in  Louisiana  in  either  the  production  of  cane 
or  In  another  phase  of  the  industry  and  that  is  the  process 
of  refining  of  raw  sugar.  It  grants  too  many  privileges  to 
the  offshore  lands  at  the  expense  of  our  domestic  producers. 

So.  on  behalf  of  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry,  with  its 
17.000  farmers  and  the  100.000  laborers  for  whom  the  in- 
dustry provides  employment  in  the  State,  I  wish  to  express 
a  great  regret  and  a  deep  disappointment  that  the  rule  to 
consider  the  extension  of  the  Sugar  Act  permits  no  oppor- 
tunity to  the  Members  of  Congress  from  Louisiana  to  pro- 
pose amendments  which  we  consider  essential  to  the  proper 
functioning  of  the  Sugar  Act.  Without  some  improvement 
in  quotas,  without  a  more  reasonable  price  level,  and  with- 
out more  definiteness  in  the  broad  discretionary  powers 
granted  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the  sugarcane 
growers  of  Louisiana  are  imable  to  secure  and  enjoy  the  fair 
and  deserved  participation  in  the  benefits  which  Congress 
very  evidently  Intended  for  th«n  under,  the  provisions  of 
the  law. 

The  amendments  contained  in  H.  R.  8893,  which  I  intro- 
duced early  in  this  session,  were  proposed  as  a  result  of  the 
experience  of  6  years  under  the  Jones-Costigan  Act  of  1934 
and  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  We  have  always  understood 
that  the  reason  for  limiting  the  term  of  the  Sugar  Act  to 
3  years  has  been  to  apply  the  test  of  experience,  or  trial  and 
error,  so  that  Congress  could  proceed  to  adopt  perfecting 
amendments  to  correct  inequities  In  the  stigar  program  and 
to  improve  the  administration  of  the  law. 

The  foundation  and  chief  causes  of  difficulty  in  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Sugar  Act  to  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  has 
been  an  Inadequate  quota.  The  growers  who  were  estab- 
lished In  the  business  of  producing  sugar  in  Louisiana  in 
1934  and  even  in  1937  have  become  the  victims  of  the  poli- 
cies applied  and  the  adjustments  required  under  an  inade- 
qiiate  quota.  The  desire  of  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry 
Is  unanimously  that  all  farm  lands  suitable  to  sugarcane 
should  have  a  place  in  the  program  and  that  the  industry 
should  be  encouraged  In  gradual  normal  expansion.  But 
t^new  growers  have  been  permitted  in  large  numbers  to  enter 
Che  program  almost  entirely  at  the  expense  of  established 
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growers,  who  have  been  reduced  in  thetr  acreage  In  order 
that  acreage  might  be  provided  for  new  growers  on  a  scale 
much  greater  than  was  anticipated  originally  by  anyone. 

But  that  is  not  all;  the  price  of  sugar  has  been  depressed 
in  the  last  3  years  by  creating  an  oversupply  of  sugar  and, 
as  a  result,  the  margin  of  profit  is  so  limited  that  the  highest 
efficiency  is  required  to  achieve  the  needed  low -unit  cost  of 
production.  Contradictorily,  the  cost  of  labor  and  supplies 
have  been  increased  as  a  result  of  Federal  laws  and  regula- 
tions. The  overhead  cost  of  operating  sugar  farms  has  been 
greatly  enhanced.  It  is  true  that  new  varieties  of  sugarcane 
have  increased  the  production  of  sugar  per  acre  but.  with 
diminishing  returns  from  the  sale  of  the  product  of  the  farm 
and  greater  costs,  a  successful  operation  of  the  farm  de- 
pends upon  the  farmer's  being  permitted  a  voliune  of  produc- 
tion through  which  he  can  secure  a  higher  efficiency  and 
thereby  reduce  the  unit  cost  of  production. 

Consequently,  the  Louisiana  growers  who,  according  to  the 
expert  advice  of  scientists  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
should  maintain  a  rotation  of  two-thirds  in  sugarcane  acre- 
age to  one-third  in  legume  acreage,  find  themselves  con- 
fronted with  proportionate  shares  under  the  sugar  program 
which  has  reduced  most  of  them  from  66  percent  of  their 
crop  land  in  sugarcane  to  between  35  percent  and  50  per- 
cent. The  intense  cultivation  required  for  sugarcane  begin- 
ning 2  years  In  advance  of  harvest  and  the  extremely  heavy 
costs  of  sugarcane-farming  operations  make  it  impossible 
for  the  grower  to  suffer  restrictions  and  reductions  in  acre- 
age which  completely  unbalance  the  rotation  and  unneces- 
sarily add  to  the  cost  of  production.  What  the  Louisiana 
sugar  industry  wants  is  to  be  allowed  to  attain  and  main- 
tain the  efficiency  which  the  Secretary  of  Ap:riculture  has 
told  us  we  should  have  for  the  economic  justification  of  our 
existence,  but  which  the  Sugar  Act  and  its  administration 
make  impossible,  unless  an  adequate  quota  Is  provided. 

Under  the  circumstances,  it  would  be  preferable  and  to 
the  advantage  of  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  that  the 
Sugar  Act  be  allowed  to  expire  according  to  Its  terms,  unless 
essential  amendments  are  adopted  at  this  session  of  Congress 
so  that  in  the  next  session  of  Congress  a  complete  recon- 
sideration of  all  sugar  problems  may  be  had  on  the  basis  of 
experience  and  primarily  for  the  benefit  of  the  domestic 
sugar  industry.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  CUMMINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  balance  of 
my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Robinson]. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  Of  Utah.  Mr.  Ctudrman,  there  should  be 
no  opposition  to  the  bill  that  is  now  before  us  because  it  is 
simply  continuing  the  law  that  is  now  in  existence  for  an 
additional  year.  The  States  where  sugar  beets  are  grown  do 
not  feel  that  this  law  completely  solves  the  problem  with  ref- 
erence to  the  growing  and  marketing  of  sugar  beets.  In  many 
ways  it  Is  very  unsatisfactory.  However,  unless  this  bill  is 
passed  the  sugar-beet  industry  of  the  United  States  will 
become  demoralized  and  practically  all  sugar-beet  processors 
will  be  forced  to  go  out  of  business,  and  thousands  of  farmers 
whose  very  life  blood  depends  upon  the  growing  of  sugar  beets 
will  be  deprived  of  a  livelihood  and  will  thereby  automatically 
be  forced  onto  the  relief  rolls. 

We  had  thought  that  diuing  this  session  we  would  be  able 
to  secure  the  passage  of  a  bill  that  would  solve  the  sugar 
problem.  However,  due  to  misunderstandings,  divergent 
ideas,  and  many  other  causes,  we  have  been  unable  to  re- 
port to  the  House  a  bill  that  would  adequately  solve  the  sugar 
problem.  This  bill  te  a  mere  stop-gap  and  will  save  the  sugar 
industry  until  Congress  meets  again  when  it  can  take  up 
the  problem  with  more  facts  and  figures  before  it — ^more  ex- 
perience, and  an  entirely  better  imderstanding  of  the  whole 
sugar  situation.  At  that  time  we  feel  sure  that  a  satisfactory 
bill  will  be  enacted. 

Some  17  or  18  States  are  very  vitally  and  directly  Inter- 
ested in  sugar-beet  legislation.  Every  person  in  the  United 
States  is  indirectly  interested  in  this  legislation  because  every- 
one uses  sugar.  It  is  one  of  our  necessary  and  vital  com- 
modities. The  disruption  of  the  sugar-beet  industry  would 
have  the  effect  of  immediately  raising  the  price  of  sugar 
because  the  large  refiners  who  own  and  operate  moet  of 
the  sugarcane  i^antations  in  offshore  areas  would  have  a 
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monopoly  on  this  product  and  the  result  would  unquesUonably 
be  an  increase  in  the  price  of  sugar.  Therefore,  even  from 
a  selfish  standpoint,  every  person  in  the  United  States  should 
welcome,  and.  in  fact.  Insist  that  the  sugar-beet  industry  be 
maintained. 

Prom  a  local  standpoint,  this  is  the  most  important  crop 
in  my  State.  Sugar  beets  are  raised  by  nearly  every  farmer 
throughout  the  thickly  populated  farming  areas  in  the  State 
of  Utah.  Each  farmer  raises  from  5  to  25  acres  of  sugar 
beets.  They  are  largely  cultivated  and  handled  by  his  own 
family.  The  proceeds  from  this  crop  is  his  cash  crop.  This 
crop  furnishes  employment  to  more  people  per  acre  than 
most  any  other  crop  that  is  raised  to  any  great  extent  in  the 
State  of  Utah. 

It  was  thought  for  some  time  that  the  sugar-beet  industry 
could  be  protected  by  imposing  a  tariff  on  imported  sugar, 
and  for  years  a  high  tariff  on  imported  sugar  was  levied. 
The  tariff  for  a  number  of  years  was  2  cents  per  pound  on 
refined  sugar.  This  seemed  to  solve  the  problem  for  some 
years,  but  the  industry  grew  in  our  offshore   possessions. 

=8uch  as  Hawaii.  Philippine  Islands,  and  Puerto  Rico,  with  the  ] 
result  that  a  large  part  of  our  sugar  was  produced  by  these  j 
possessions  of  ours.  and.  of  course,  we  could  not  impose  any 
tariff  against  our  own  possessions,  therefore,  the  tariff  ap- 
plied largely  only  to  Cuba.  Instead  of  increasing  and  sta- 
bilizing our  continental  production  of  sugar,  we  increased 
the  sugar  production  in  our  offshore  possessions,  and  thereby 

»  found  ourselves  where  this  group  of  States  that  produce 
sugar  beets  was  competing  with  offshore  producers  where 
labor  conditions  were  not  comparable.  The  result  was  that 
for  a  number  of  years  the  sugar-beet  industry  declined  so 
that  in  1934  we  passed  the  Joncs-Costigan  Act  which  fixed 
quotas  for  sugar  of  all  producers,  the  theory  being  that  there 
wus  only  so  much  sugar  used  in  the  United  States,  and  if  this 
■mount  were  allotted  to  the  various  producers  under  a  quota 
system  the  sugar  industry  in  the  United  States  could  become 
stabilized. 

In  my  own  State  there  are  two  sugar-beet  processors — the 
Amalgamated  Sugar  Co.  and  the  Utah-Idaho  Sugar  Co.  To 
show  just  how  these  companies  operated  during  the  past  10 
years  I  submit  the  following  table: 

tret  income  after  all  charges  and  percent  return  on  average  net 
equity.  Amalgamated  and  Utah-Idaho  Sugar  Co.'s  fiscal  periods 
ended  in  192$  to  1939 
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You  win  observe  by  this  table  that  In  the  year  1929  the 
Amalgamated  Sugar  Co.  made  a  net  income  of  $23,168,  and 
that  the  Utah-Idaho  Sugar  Co.  during  that  year  lost  $143,- 
463.  You  will  observe  that  during  the  5  years  from  1929 
to  1933  the  Amalgamated  Sugar  Co.  had  an  average  loss  of 
$437  115,  and  that  the  Utah-Idaho  Sugar  Co.  during  the 
same  period  lostfannuaUy  an  average  of  $672,039.  You  will 
also  observe  that  during  the  5-year  period  during  the  opera- 
tion of  the  law  that  is  now  in  existence  as  amended  the 
Amalgamated  Sugar  Co.  made  a  net  average  per  year  of 
$709,927,  and  that  the  Utah-Idaho  Sugar  Co.  during  the 
same  period  made  a  net  annual  average  of  $1,118,966.  You 
will  thus  see  that  the  sugar  industry  in  1934  was  completely 
demoralized.  Both  companies  in  my  home  State  had  l>een 
losing  money  for  5  years,  and  you  will  also  see  that  under 
the  present  act  during  the  past  5  years  these  companies  have 
made  a  small  profit.  You  should  also  understand  that  these 
companies  are  owned  by  hundreds  of  small  investors. 

To  look  at  the  problem  in  my  own  State  from  another 
angle,  it  will  be  interesting  to  observe  the  price  paid  to  the 
farmers  for  the  production  of  sugar  beets  during  this  same 

term  of  10  years: 

Per  ton 
$7.  50 


Amalframated  Suitar  Co.* 

I'tah-Idaho  Su«nr  Co.' 

Fiscal  year 
coded 

~  Avrraife 
net  iH^uity 

(papitiU 
stock  and 
surplus  at 
b»-^innin(5 
an<l  crt'l  of 

period) 

Net  Income 
after  nli 
ehantes 

(amount 
availshia 
for  divi- 
dends) 

Per- 
cent 
return 

Avrmire 
net  e«|uity 

(rapitnl 
stock  and 
surplus  at 
lH>cinninK 
and  on'l  of 

period) 

Net  income 
after  all 
chantes 
'amount 
availnble 
for  divi- 
dends) 

cent 
return 

ins 

$10.  'J02. 048 
9.  7.VI.  S35 
8.7m.M2 
7.  788.  375 
7.092. 6W 

tZl.168 
9tS,S4S 

m.soi 

0.03 
t.6f 

e.7s 

ti.aa 

e.os 

$18.232  940 
IS.  330.  K96 
17.264.246 
16. 075.  637 
15^  814.  440 

tm.  KM 

t,  090,000 
S90.  m 

0.79 

mo 

1.55 

NBt 

It.  /♦ 

1*0 

t.ra 

1«3 

Ii7 

5-yfwraTer- 
Me 

tsrr.tis 

».<r 

e7t.0S9 

3.91 

1«34 

7.352,876 
7.843.3S3 
8,24Z2S4 
8,653,111 
8,705,670 

283.546 

846.438 

*  1.087, 230 

2M.726 

14.52 

3.36 

ia27 

1X56 

3.27 

16.173.210 

17.  oai  1 13 

17. 619. 3B8 
I7.9.VV3U6 
18. 177.  440 

1.497,001 
1.048.504 
1.315.914 
1.2^318 
577.092 

9.26 

1835 

6.  16 

6.90 

lg87 

7.00 

m 

3.17 

5-rMraT«r- 

700.927 

&80 

1,118.966 
•230,965 

6.50 

MSB 

18.346.938 

1.27 

'  FLscal  yfx  in  1929  ended  on  Feb.  2«.  FIsmI  years  ende<1  from  1930  to  1836  on 
Mar  31.  dWl  year  chanpe^l  ertei-tive  l937toend  .^pt  :«.  fU-al  i*rio<l en.lel  in  1937 
therefore  covers  IS  months  from  Aj*.  I.  1»36.  thnniph  Sept.  30.  193..  In  IU2U  company 
reiHHie.1  combined  daily  slicing  capacity  tor  S  plants  as  S.300  tons;  in  1W».  9.500 
tons  for  6  plants.  ,  ,.,      ..   j   •,       ,,  • 

•  KuH-al  year  ends  Feb.  28.  In  1929  company  reiwrted  combined  daily  sliclnx 
c*pa<-Uy  for  16  plants,  including  Kaymond.  .\lhena.  .w  16.S75  tons;  in  l*».  ».40O 
lon.<  lor  16  phuiis.  4  plants  ol  which  were  idle  and  which  represented  a  combined 
daily  capacity  of  3.S00  tons.  ^  ^        _^  ,„,.       ..  , 

>  Covers  ivmonth  perio.!  from  Apr.  1.  1936,  through  Sept.  30,  193-;  net  mcome  lor 
tbe  year  »nd«d  Mar.  31.  1936.  was  (713.816. 

«  Befcre  refund  on  Feder.vl  income  tax  tor  prior  year. 

NOTS.— ItalicB  indicate  red  fVgiires. 

Eooroe:  Uoody'i  Manuel  ot  Industrials,  ▼ota.  1920  to  t9M. 


1939. 

1930. 

1931 

1932 

1933 


7.00 
5.82 
4.77 
4.80 


5-ycar  average 6.89 


1934 
1935 
1936 


6.  15 
0.21 
6  20 


1937 6  76 

1938 - - - 6  26 

Five-year  average.  $6.39  i>er  ton  during  the  time  that  the 
Jones-Costigan  law  has  been  enforced. 

The  foregoing  figures,  it  seems  to  me.  will  show  conclusively 
that  the  sugar-beet  industry,  so  far  as  the  State  of  Utah  is 
concerned,  and,  of  course,  this  is  typical  of  all  other  sugar- 
producing  States,  in  1933  was  in  such  a  condition  that  it  was 
necessary  that  some  legislation  be  enacted  that  would  increase 
the  price  of  sugar  sufiBciently  to  give  the  processors  a  fair 
return  on  the  money  invested  and  to  give  the  farmer  some 
return  on  his  money  and  labor  invested,  or  the  whole  indus- 
try would  collapse. 

Now,  unless  this  bill  is  passed  this  great  industry  will  be  in 
the  same  condition  that  it  was  in  in  1933.  I  therefore  urge 
you  men  who  desire  to  see  each  section  of  the  country  treated 
fairly  to  vote  for  this  bill.  In  doing  this  we  are  not  imposing 
any  undue  obligations  on  the  public.  We  are  not;/ asking  the 
public  to  pay  more  for  the  product  than  is  reasonable  and 
fair. 

Measured  by  any  reasonable  standards,  the  average  retail 
prices  of  sugar  which  have  prevailed  under  the  Jones-Costigan 
Act  and  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  have  been  decidedly  low.  The 
annual  average  prices  since  1934,  as  reported  by  the  Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics,  are  as  follows: 

Cents  a  pound 
6. 6 


1934. 
1936. 
1936. 
1937. 
1938. 


6.7 
5.6 
5.3 
5.4 


5-year  average 6.51 

Average  retail  prices  during  the  base  period  1909-14.  upon 
which  agricultural  parity  is  usually  calculated,  were  as 
follows: 

Cents  a  pound 

6. 9 

«.  0 

6. 1 

: 6.  a 

6.  5 

5.  9 


1909. 
1910. 
1911. 
1912. 
1913. 
1914. 


6-ye«r  average 5.95 

Prom  the  foregoing,  it  is  clear  that  the  average  retail 
price  of  sugar  during  the  base  period  was  nearly  half  a  cent 
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higher  than  during  the  recent  year  of  sugar  control,  even  If 
no  allowance  be  made  for  the  processing  tax.  Taking  ac- 
coimt  of  the  tax,  which  amounts  to  0.535  cent  a  pound,  the 
net  difference  in  price  was  nearly  a  cent  a  poimd. 

In  the  period  1923-25.  which  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statis- 
tics uses  as  a  basis  in  computing  the  relative  prices  of  food, 
the  a-nniifti  average  retail  prices  of  sugar  were  as  follows: 

I                 Cents  a  pcnind 
1928 9. 9 

1925lini"iriIZII~I ~ 7. 0 

8-year  average 8.63 

In  the  six  years  immediately  preceding  the  approval  of  the 
Jones-Costigan  Act.  the  average  retail  prices  of  sugar  were: 

Cents  a  Tpound 
1928 «.  9 


1930 

1931 

1932 

1933 


5.6 
5.0 


6 -year  average 


5. 9 

When,  in  February  of  1934,  the  President  recommended 
sugar -control  legislation,  he  stated  that  the  price  and  mar- 
keting situation  then  existing  was  "prejudicial  to  virtually 
everyone  Interested."  Yet  in  February  of  1934  the  retail 
price  of  sugar  was  5.4  cents  a  pound,  and  no  tax  was  effec- 
tive. II  a  price  of  5.4  cents  was  prejudicial  in  1934.  what 
possible  defense  can  be  offered  for  prices  which  have  pre- 
vailed within  the  past  2  years?  From  August  of  1938 
through  August  of  1939,  the  range  of  prices  was  as  follows: 

I  Cents  a  pound 

1938:  ' 

Auguat 5.  2 

September 6. 1 

October 6. 1 

I        November 6.2 

,1        December . 6.2 

1939: 

January 6. 2 

March . 6. 1 

May.mil~~™"""~™l~ '..'. 6. 1 

i\iXy"""I^IIIIIIIIIIIII~II2III"Z~.'".'..'.'.'. 8.2 

AugUrt 6  3 

In  each  of  these  months,  of  course,  the  tax  was  effective 
and  paid  by  the  industry  at  the  rate  of  0.535  cent  on  every 
pound  of  sugar  produced.  Giving  weight  to  the  tax,  the  net 
retail  price  of  sugar  during  the  period  mentioned  ranged  be- 
tween 4.565  and  4.665  cents  a  pound.  This  is  substantially 
•less  than  the  all-time  low  of  4.8  cents  a  pound  which  was 
touched  in  June  of  1932  during  the  depths  of  the  depression. 
The  beet-sugar  industry  as  a  whole— growers  and  processors 
alike — now  finds  itself  forced  to  operate  on  a  price  basis  for 
which  there  Is  no  precedent  and  in  the  face  of  materially 
'increased  taxes  of  all  kinds,  wage  rates,  and  other  elements 
entering  into  the  costs  of  production. 

Not  only  is  the  price  of  sugar  extremely  low  in  compari- 
son with  prices  which  have  prevailed  in  other  periods,  but 
It  is  low  in  relationship  with  other  food  commodities.  Rela- 
tive food  prices,  as  already  mentioned,  are  measured  by  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  on  the  basis  of  prices  which  pre- 
vailed during  the  period  1923-25,  such  prices  being  consid- 
ered as  100.  But  since  1925  the  index  of  retail  sugar  prices 
has  never  been  higher  than  85.1,  and  it  has  never  equaled 
the  index  of  all  other  foods.  The  latest  bulletin  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Labor  Statistics— that  for  December  1939— gave 
sugar  an  index  of  67.5  whereas  the  index  of  all  foods  was 
76.9.  The  range  of  retail  indexes  for  sugar  and  all  foods 
Is  shown  in  the  attached  table. 

Again,  consumers  in  the  United  States  buy  sugar  at  prices 
lower  than  those  in  any  first-class  nation  in  the  world; 
certainl«at  prices  lower  than  any  which  prevail  in  nations 
which  have  living  standards  evien  remotely  comparable  to 
our  own.    The  following  table,  prepared  by  the  foodstuffs 


4.75 
2.71 
4.00 
2.88 
7.60 


division  of  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce, 

shows  the  retail  prices  in  38  countries  of  the  world  In  May 

1939: 

Retail  price  per  pound 

Exporting  oountrles:  United  States  cents 

Brazil 2.  95 

British    Oulana 9. 75 

Cuba 8.  84 

Dominican   Republic 8  00 

Peru— 2. 40 

Hungary 9. 60 

A-ustralla 6.  21 

Philippine    Islands 3.52 

Netherland  Indies 3.38 

Union  of  South  Africa 6.27 

Principally  aelf-aupplying  countries: 

Argentina 

Ecuador 

Guatemala ; 

Mexico 

Panama >___ 

India 6. 01 

Japan 6.  56 

Bulgaria 12.  49 

F*rance 7.  68 

Germany 13.  64 

Italy 16.  62 

Netherlands 11. 19 

RumaiUa 10. 25 

Sweden 5.47 

Yugoslavia 13.  86 

Importing  countries: 

ChUe 4.  62 

Honduras  ., .t 3. 92 

Uruguay 3.  68 

China 3.  70 

Finland 8. 43 

Ireland  ._. . 5.  85 

Norway 7.  69 

Portugal 8.  49 

Switzerland . 4.  74 

Turkey 9. 44 

United    Kingdom 5.80 

Canada 6. 80 

United  States 5.10 

It  is  often  argued  that  the  beet-sugar  industry  in  the 
United  States  must  be  limited  in  size  because  any  expansion 
means  a  loss  of  the  Cuban  market  for  the  corn  and  hog 
fanners  of  the  Mississippi  Valley.  If  more  sugar  is  grown 
in  the  United  States,  so  the  argument  runs,  less  will  be 
needed  from  Cuba,  and  If  Cuba's  income  from  sugar  is  re- 
duced she  cannot  buy  Iowa's  pork  and  lard.  Thus,  one  Is 
expected  to  visualize  an  economic  conflict  between  the  tsrpe 
of  farming  common  to  the  Middle  West  and  the  agriculture 
of  the  principal  beet -producing  areas  of  the  Mountain 
States. 

No  such  conflict  exists,  for  the  beet -producing  States  are 
themselves  large  importers  of  Iowa's  corn  and  hogs  and 
lard.  Cuba's  total  of  such  imports  looks  impressive,  but 
Cuba  benefits  by  what  might  be  called  an  optical  illusion  of 
bookkeeping.  The  volume  and  value  of  all  commodities 
which  a  nation  exports  or  imports  are  carefully  noted  by 
customs  officers,  and  breath-taking  totals  result.  No  such 
record  is  made  of  transactions  among  the  States,  and  as  a 
consequence  many  phases  of  domestic  commerce  must  suffer 
by  statistical  comparison  with  foreign  commerce.  Neverthe- 
less, there  is  evidence  to  support  the  belief  that  the  demand 
for  Iowa's  products  in  the.  beet-producing  areas  is  equally 
as  important  as  the  demands  of  Cuba. 

The  case  for  domestic  commerce  was  briefly  and  force- 
fully stated  In  a  recent  report  on  Federal  reclamation  proj- 
ects submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  two  non- 
Oovernment  experts  appointed  to  make  a  survey  of  these 
projects — ^Report  on  Federal  Reclamation  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  by  John  W.  Haw  and  F.  E.  Schmltt.  Decem- 
ber 1,  1934.  The  farm  production  on  reclamation  projects, 
the  report  said — 

Develops  a  substantial  agrlculttiral  exchange  trade  between  the 
Grain  Belt  and  the  West,  which  enlarges  the  market  for  the  htimld 
farm  regions.  Beet  svigar  exhibits  this  relation  Instructively.  The 
United  States  is  a  large  importer  of  sugar,  and  It  Is  frequently  said 
that  as  we  replace  Cuban  sugar  imports  with  our  own  production, 
we  destroy  the  trade  balance  which  permits  Cuba  to  buy  our  pork. 
The  fact  Is  that  Irrigation  projects  engaged  in  stigar-beet  produc- 
tion, with  their  supporting  communities,  are  heavier  and  more 
certain  importers  of  hogs  and  pork  products.    Central  California 
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and  southern  Idaho,  heavy  beet-growing  sections,  are  large  pork 
Importers.  Reduced  to  simple  language,  the  Corn  and  Hog  Belt 
has  a  choice  t>etween  a  pork  customer  In  Cuba  or  one  in  the 
Western  States.  This  Is  but  part  of  the  story,  however,  for  sugar- 
beet  growing  In  this  country  brings  a  cycle  of  industrial,  com- 
mercial, and  tran-sportatlon  activities  that  produce  wide  domestic 
benefits  and  add  to  buying  power. 

Wheeler  McMillen,  editor  in  chief  of  the  Farm  Journal  and 
Parmer's  Wife  and  president  of  the  National  Farm  Chemur- 
glc  Council,  analsrzed  the  problem  in  an  address  before  the 
National  Orange,  in  Peoria.  November  17.  1939.  Said  Mr. 
McMillen  on  that  occasion: 

Farmers  of  the  United  PlAtes,  If  enabled  to  obtain  the  earning 

power,  will  buy  far  more  goods  from  otir  manufacturers,  and  from 

each    other,    than    the    farmers    of    any    other    part   of   the    world. 

Therefore,  to  build  up  the  Income  of  our  own  agricultiire  would 

■  ,seem  to  be  the  simplest  of  plain  common  sense. 

Sugar.  Incidentally,  contributes  an  illustration  In  this  question. 
Despite  the  thousands  of  acres  that  might  profitably  be  growing 
c»ne  and  beets,  our  continental  fanners  are  restricted  to  growing 
IcM  than  30  percent  of  the  sugar  Americans  consume.  There  Is  a 
theory  that  Cuba,  for  Instance,  must  be  allowed  to  sell  us  sugar 
so  that  she  may  buy  our  products.  The  proponents  of  that  theory 
do  not  bring  out  the  fact  that  one  good  American  l)eet-growlng 
county  spends  10  times  as  much  for  automobiles  per  ton  of  sugar 
produced,  and  owns  more  than  30  times  as  many  motor  cars  per 
thousand  population  as  is  the  case  in  Cuba. 

Moreover,  those  who  pay  for  foreign-trade  propaganda  because 
they  are  Interested  in  exporting.  In  shipping,  or  International  bank- 
ing appear  to  overlook  the  fundamental  fact  that  foreign  trade 
flourishes  best  in  periods  of  domestic  prosperity.  Then  Is  when  we 
Import  the  largest  quantities  of  necessities,  such  as  manganese  and 
rubber,  and  spend  most  freely  for  the  foreign  luxuries.  The  most 
Intelligent  way  for   these  interest*  to  stimulate  foreign  business 


would  be  for  them  first  to  Join  with  the  forces  that  want  to  create 
a  sound  domestic  prosperity.  None  of  us  objects  to  a  sound  foreign 
trade:  indeed,  we  look  forward  to  its  development.  But  foreign 
trade  cannot  and  should  not  be  built  at  the  sacrifice  of  opportunity 
for  America's  fanners. 

The  demand  for  a  larger  l>eet-sugar  quota  is  not  a  demand 
for  expansion,  for  the  production  of  beet  sugar  in  each  of  the 
last  2  years  has  been  substantially  in  excess  of  the  quotas 
established  under  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  In  1938,  when  the 
beet -sugar  quota  was  1,584.083  short  toixs.  raw  value,  the 
actual  production  was  more  than  1,803,000  short  tons,  raw 
value,  an  excess  of  production  over  quota  of  219.000  tons.  In 
1939.  before  the  suspension  of  the  quotas  by  the  President, 
the  quota  for  the  beet-sugar  industry  was  1.566,719  short  tons 
of  sugar,  raw  value.  Production  from  that  crop,  however, 
was  more  than  1.750.000  short  tons,  raw  value,  an  excess  of 
production  over  quota  of  183,000  tons. 

Production  of  beet  sugar  even  from  restricted  acreage  thus 
has  outgrown  the  present  basic  quota  established  under  the 
Sugar  Act.  and  unless  that  quota  be  revised  to  fit  existing 
conditions  there  must  necessarily  be  a  further  sharp  limita- 
tion of  acreage.  This  restriction  must  be  made  in  the  face  of 
insistent  demands  of  beet  fanners  of  their  right  to  participate 
in  the  American  sugar  market.  In  many  areas  of  the  West, 
particularly  on  reclamation  projects,  sugar  beets  are  the  only 
cash  crop  and  its  importance  to  farmers  can  scarcely  be  over- 
emphasized. Moreover,  the  production  of  the  crop  is  in 
harmony  with  sound  farm  economy,  and  it  promotes  and  en- 
courages the  highest  type  of  soil  conservation. 


RcTAn,  Pucx  or  RErrNiD  Sugax  and  Pm  CAprtA  Consttmitioh 
Annual  and  monthly  range  of  average  retaH  sugar  prices 
[Cents  a  pound)  , 


1913 

1S14 

1915 

1916 

1917 

1918 

1919 

1930 

1921 

1922 

1933 

1924 

19X1 

1936 

1927 

193B 

1929 

1930 

I88I 

1932 

1983 

1904 

1935 

1936 

1937 

1938 

1930 

f' 

Annual  avw«K«.. 

5.5 

&9 

6l6 

8.0 

9.3 

9.7 

1L3 

19.4 

8.0 

7.3 

9.9 

9.0 

7.0 

6.8 

7.3 

6.9 

6.4 

6.1 

5.6 

5.0 

&3 

8.5 

6.7 

5.6 

5.6 

OlS 

&4 

IsDUary 

5.9 
5.5 
5.4 
5.4 
5.4 
5.3 
5.5 
5.6 
5.7 
5.5 
5.4 
5.4 

5.3 
5.3 

5.1 
5.0 
5.0 
5.1 
5.3 
7.9 
8.0 
7  3 
6.3 
6.1 

6.0 
6.5 
6.6 
6.7 
6.8 
6.9 
7.0 
6.7 
6.5 
6.1 
6.6 
6.8 

6.7 
6.9 
7.5 
8.0 
8.6 
8.7 
8.8 
8.5 
7.7 
8.3 
8.6 
8.3 

8.0 
8.  1 

8.8 
9.6 

10.1 
9  4 
9.2 

10.0 
9.9 
9.8 
9  6 

9.5 

ia6 

9.3 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9  2 
9.3 
9.6 
10  6 
10.8 

las 

10.7 

la  A 

17.8 
1&8 
18.7 

9.7 
8.9 
9.7 
9.7 
&4 
7.8 
7.1 
7.5 
7.3 
6.9 
6.7 
6.5 

6.3 

6.4 
6.5 
6.7 
6.6 
7.1 
7.6 
8.1 
7.9 
7.9 
8.1 
8.3 

8.1 
8.5 

10.  0| 
10.3 
10.9 
10.9 
10.3 
9.4 
9.4 
10.4 
10.0 
10.3 

10  0 
10.1 

las 

9.7 
9.0 
8.1 
8.3 
8.0 
8.4 
8.6 
8.6 
8.5 

7.9 
7.5 
7.4 
7.3 
7.0 
6.9 
6.8 
6.8 
6.8 
6.6 
6.4 
6.6 

6.5 
6.6 
6.5 
6.5 
6.6 
6.8 
6.8 
6.8 
6.8 
7.0 
7.0 
7.1 

7.4 
7.3 
7  3 
7.1 
7.1 
7.3 
7.3 
7.1 
7.1 
7.1 
7.0 
7.0 

7.0 
7.0 
7.0 
7.0 
7.1 
7.1 
7.1 
6.9 
6.9 
6.8 
6.7 
6.6 

6.6 
6.5 
63 
6.3 
6.3 
6.3 
6.3 
6.5 
6.6 
6.6 
6.6 
6.5 

6.5 
6.4 
6.3 
6.3 
6.3 
6.0 
6.0 
5.9 
5.8 
5.7 
5.8 
5.8 

5.8 
5.8 
5  7 
5.6 
5.5 
5.4 
5.5 
5.6 
5.6 
5.5 
5.5 
5.4 

5.3 
5.3 
5.3 
5.0 
4.9 
4.8 
4.9 
5.0 
5.0 
5.1 
5.0 
5.0 

&0 
4.9 
5lO 
SiO 
5.3 
5.3 
&4 
5.6 
Sl6 
5.6 
5.6 
5.5 

5.4 

5.4 
5.4 
5.4 
5.4 
5.4 
5.7 
6.7 
5.7 
5.7 
5.7 
5.6 

5.4 
5.4 
5.4 

5.4 
&6 
5.7 
5.8 
5.8 
5.8 
5.9 
5.9 
5.9 

5.7 
5.6 
5.5 

5.5 
5.6 
5.7 
5.7 
5.7 
5.6 
5.6 
5  5 
5.5 

16 
8.7 
6.7 
5.7 
5.7 
5.6 
5.5 
5.5 
6.7 
5.7 
5  6 
5.6 

&s 

5.5 
5.5 
5.4 
5.4 
5.3 
5.4 
5.3 
5.1 
5.1 

no 

Febniary. ......... 

5  1 

March ,. 

5.  1 

April .. 

10.6 

20  3 

S.1 

M*r 

10.  6i  25.4 
10.61  36.7 
10.  91  26.  5 
11.1    319 
11.0    18.3 

11.4  13  9 
12.  .S    118 

14.5  10.5 

5.1 

June  .............. 

5.3 

July 

AutriL^t  

8epu<mher . 

Octotirr  

5.3 

'51.7 
64.4 

Kl  3 

Novwnbsc... 

5.  2I  58.  3 

Pacwnhar 

9.5 

10  S 

5.3I  SAT 

>  BofclnDinx  with  August  1939  the  Retail  Price  Division  befcsn  reporting  the  price  of  s  10-poand  bag  of  sugar  ln.stead  of  price  per  pound. 
Sourora:  1913  through  1922,  Bureaa  of  Labor  Statistics  Bulletin  No.  366;  1923  through  193A.  Bulletin  No.  635;  1937  et  seq..  monthly  bulletins. 

Indexes  0/  retail  costs  0/  sugar  and  of  all  foods  in  51  cities.  1923-39 

(1XXX-XX-XXXX 


i 

1933 

1994 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1938 

1939 

1930 

1931 

1933 

1933 

1934 

1938 

1930 

1937 

1038 

1939 

Annual  svrrage: 
,               All  foods    

r  9 

114  4 

9T0 
100.9 

106.0 
SI.  4 

loas 

78.3 

104.5 
83.0 

103.3 
80.3 

104.7 
71 « 

99.8 

7ai 

n.0 

64.7 

A8  3 
58.4 

0X4 

01.5 

711 
63.8 

8X4 
65.0 

8X1 
014 

8X1 
0X0 

78.9 
0X0 

Sugar 

........ 

January 

*l!fn«rff 

SuKsr 

Tthnnij: 

AUIbods 

9ugir  ............... 

96.5 

83.4 

94.3 

VH.3 

916 
115.7 

9&1 
Il9i9 

96.7 
126.6 

97.7 
136.3 

100.4 
119.1 

99  0 

109.3 

100.0 

iat,t 

98.6 
115.8 

97.9 

117.5 

95.9 
118.1 

916 
111* 

951 

1015 

9A.9 
93.-9 

90.0 
919 

96.7 
9S.0 

97  3 
97.9 

101.3 
91.5 

99.7 
87.4 

loao 

86.3 

99i7 
815 

100  9 

81.3 

1013 

ia5 

iaR.0 
79.1 

107.9 
71.4 

106.3 

111.4 
75.8 

109  9 
76.4 

I09i0 
75.5 

111.8 
7&1 

1108 
76,3 

1019 
71.1 

lo^7 

78.5 

1013 
79.1 

106.3 
79.8 

106.3 
85.3 

104.3 
85.1 

103.8 
813 

1019 
8X4 

10&7 
8X7 

108.7 
88.4 

1011 
8X8 

101  9 
8X6 

lOi.4 

108.5 

8a7 

101.7 
80.9 

10X0 

iia5 

10X8 

8La 

101  s 

8L9 

10X5 
8X5 

1010 
8X6 

10X0 
•U4 

106.4 

ma 

10X7 
76.7 

10?.  8 
75.4 

101.4 
715 

•100.8 
7X8 

10X4 
7X6 

109.7 
7X1 

100.5 
7X0 

laxi 

75.0 

108.0 
71^9 

104.6 
718 

IQS.4 

714 

10X0 
7X6 

10X3 
71.9 

103  0 

71.8 

101.3 
00.8 

07.5 
0X1 

910 

0X7 

oxs 

07.1 

89.3 

67.1 

n.0 
0x8 

85.1 
65.9 

8X9 
M.5 

8X0 

6X9 

80  6 
6X9 

80.7 
0X7 

80.9 
65.0 

80.0 
015 

7X8 
6L7 

70  4 
01  0 

70.7 
50.7 

70.3 
5X1 

08.8 

axs 

07.0 
56.7 

08.1 
8X5 

67.1 

87.7 

0X7 

na 

«?.6 
5X3 

001 
57.1 

80  8 

67.4 

OOl 
8X1 

6X5 

6ao 

619 
61.0 

71.0 
8X8 

7X1 
018 

7X1 
05.1 

71.8 
6X7 

717 
6X8 

7X9 
6X8 

7X5 
0X7 

7X1 
6X3 

7X8 
0X1 

7X8 
0X1 

7X8 
0X1 

77,8 
Oil 

79.1 
6X9 

79  0 

0X0 

79.0 

6X7 

8X0 
0X1 

81,7 
617 

81.9 
0X1 

80.0 
0X1 

79.0 

0X4 

80,1 
015 

81.7 
64.9 

81.1 
611 

79.8 
8X7 

7X7 
018 

8X1 
611 

84.3 

617 

MO 
019 

810 
6X0 

84,1 

010 

810 
64.8 

84.8 

05.0 

8X4 
0X6 

8X0 

010 

•15 

Oil 

8X8 

66.7 

8X0 

6X1 

88.5 
618 

8X8 

•15 

8X8 
6X3 

7X4 
6X9 

7X0 
6X6 

7X4 
019 

7X1 
618 

80.8 
63.8 

8X0 
8X8 

78.4 
6X9 

7X7 
Oil 

77.8 
6X8 

7X8 
0X0 

Msrrh; 

All  foods 

7X4 

t^ugar 

61  9 

April:     ' 

All  fbotfa. 

Hucar 

7X0 
0X0 

7X5 

"•'a^-i- 

ffiw 

0X1 

Joae: 

All  foods 

7X8 
OXS 

7X5 
0X4 

Bugaf 

Jaly 

All  lbodi.........M.. 

Hiigv    ., , 

A11SU14: 

AU  foods 

gucar 

78.1 
OXS 

710 

••ptemhtr; 

1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 

Indexes  of  retail  cost  a  of  sugar  and  of  oU  ftyods  4n  51  etties,  1925-39 — Continued 


8733 


October 

All  foods. 

Sugar 

November 

AU  foods. 


r- 


December 
AUtoods. 
Sugar 


1933        1994 


10X1 
13X8 

100  5 
11X4 

99  5 
11X4 


9X3 
9X1 

99.0 
10X0 

99.5 
9X8 


1935 


10X0 
7X5 

11Z6 
717 

ULl 
7X9 


1926 


107.3 
8X8 

10X5 
81.0 

108.1 
8X8 


1937 


10X0 
8X0 


1938 


104.8 
8L6 

104.7 
8X5 

104.6 
7X6 

104.3 
77.1 

10X3 
7X6 


1929 


107.6 
7X6 

10X7 
7X2 

105.7 
7X1 


1930 


97.8 
6X4 

95.2 
0X7 

921 
67.1 


1931 


79.9 
613 

78.  2 
611 

76  2 
6X9 


1933 


6X3 

5X9 

65.6 
5X8 

617 
5X5 


1933 


7L6 
6X5 

70.9 
617 

70.8 
614 


1934 


7X0 
6X8 

75.6 
6X0 

719 
014 


1935 


80.5 
0X9 

81.5 
67.1 

8X5 
«X7 


1936 


82.8 
618 

8X5 
0X8 

82.9 
6X9 


1937 


819 
67.4 

83.6 
67.1 

8X6 
6X8 


1938 


7X1 
6XS 

77.8 
6X5 

7X6 
6X6 


1939 


7X0 
7X1 

77.9 
70.5 


For  certain  p<Tlods  in  193X  1831  1«5.  and  1936  indexes  were  publi.<«h<vl  more  than  once  a  month.    In  such  castes  the  highnst  index  1ms  been  used-  ...... 

Sourcvs.  1923- 36^  Bulletin  No.  63X  Bureau  of  Labor  Stolisiics,  Dcparlmenl  of  Labor,  1936  to  date,  monthly  reiwrts  of  rtUd  prices  by  Bureau  of  Labor  Stotistics. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  TTie  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Utah 
has  expired:  all  time  has  expired.    The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  513  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937 
(relating  to  termination  of  powers  of  the  Secretary  of  Agrtculttire 
under  the  Sugar  Act)  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

••S«c.  513.  The  powers  vested  in  the  Secretary  xmder  this  act 
shall  terminate  on  Deceml)er  31,  1941,  except  that  the  Secretary 
shall  have  power  to  make  payments  under  title  HI  under  pro- 
grams applicable  to  the  crop  year  1941  and  prevlotja  crop  years." 

Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  ofTer  a  preferential  motion. 

Tlie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  Cklldi  moves  that  the  Committee  do  now  rise  and  report 
the  blM  back  to  the  House  with  the  reconunendatlon  that  the 
enacting  clause  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  this  motion  more  or 
less  in  a  formal  way  because  I  endeavored  to  get  time  while 
the  rule  was  being  considered  and  again  during  general 
debate  on  the  bill,  but  was  unable  to  do  so. 

I  wish  to  point  out  to  the  gentlemen  of  the  committee 
that  this  bill  will  most  disastrously  affect  the  port  of  New 
York,  whence  I  come.  The  port  of  New  York  is  one  of  the 
largest  refinery  centers  in  the  world.  New  Yorkers  have 
been  refining  sugar  for  centuries.  Up  to  1925  sugar  was 
the  second  most  Important  commodity  handled  in  New  York 
City. 

Away  back  in  1797.  If  I  may  give  Just  a  bit  of  history, 
Mrs.  John  Adams,  the  wife  of  the  President,  wrote  her  hus- 
band that  sugar  cost  $4  per  poimd  and  even  then  it  was  not 
pure.  It  was  not  the  same  sparkling  product  that  we  make 
to  New  York  today.  It  could  be  purchased  only  In  chunks 
or  loaves,  and  had  to  be  chipped  off  sparingly. 

During  Lincoln's  administration  sugar  cost  31  cents  per 
pound.  Today  we  can  buy  sugar  as  low  as  5  pounds  for  24 
cents,  thanks  to  the  Ingenuity,  the  artistry,  and  the  business 
acumen  of  New  York  refiners.  This  creates  tremendous 
advantages  to  the  consuming  public  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  Union.  This  drop  has  been  due  primarily 
to  the  ingenuity,  the  inventive  genius,  and  the  skill  and  experi- 
ence of  those  who  have  borne  and  still  bear  the  very  famous 
names  in  New  York  City,  Havemeyer,  Mollenauer,  Arbuckle. 
and  many  other  New  Yorkers  equally  as  famous.  The  ac- 
complishments of  the  sugar  entrepreneurs  go  back  to  the 
time  when  a  public  notice  appeared  in  the  New  York  Gazette 
•  of  August  17.  1730,  to  the  effect  that- 
Public  notice  U  hereby  given  that  Nicholas  Bayard,  of  the  city 
of  New  York,  has  erected  •  reftnery  house  for  the  manufacturing 
of  sugar  and  sugar  candy  and  has  •ectired  from  Btirope  an  experi- 
•nced  artist  In  that  Industry. 

Indeed,  that  was  the  beginning  of  the  sugar-manufacturing 
Industry  not  only  in  New  York  City,  but  in  this  country. 

Now  we  seek  to  repay  all  that  New  York  has  done  with 
reference  to  sugar  by  stabbing  that  great  Industry  In  New 
York  in  the  back  by  this  bill,  a  bill  which  should  not  see  the 
light  of  day  unless  you  conttoue  the  refined-sugar  quotas 
from  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico,  because  without  those  quotas 
the  New  York  refineries  must  close,  with  the  consequent 
dislocation  of  vast  business  interests  and  the  utter  destruc- 
tion of  thousands  of  Jobs. 

During  the  World  .War  the  Oovernment  {jontroUed  the 
•uf ar  Industry.    This  wm  neceHary  and  sugar  reftoeri  and 


producers  rendered  patriotic  service  under  this  control.  In- 
cluding those  who  were  responsible  for  the  manufswjture  of 
sugar  in  New  York  City  particularly.  The  production  of 
sugar  was  greatly  expanded  in  order  to  supply  the  needs  of 
the  Allied  nations.  Unfortunatrty,  no  arrangements  were 
made  by  our  Government  after  the  war  to  hold  that  huge 
sugar  trade  through  agreements  with  foreign  nations.  Nat- 
urally, after  the  war  the  demand  for  sugar,  our  sugar,  par- 
ticularly in  New  York,  decreased.  Nations,  by  tariffs,  boun- 
ties, and  other  devices,  actually  precluded  the  exportation 
of  sugar.  The  doors  were  closed  practically  against  Amer- 
ican refined  sugar.  Bounties  and  boosts  and  subsidies  given 
by  foreign  nations  have  practically  dislodged  and  displar«»<< 
American  refined  sugar  in  all  world  markets. 

I  now  want  to  make  this  statement.  The  members  of  the 
New  York  Democratic  delegation  and  I  have  always  stood 
steadfastly  and  faithfully  on  all  legislation  affecting  the 
farm  interests  of  this  country.  We  ask  those  interested  in 
the  farms  now  to  come  to  our  rescue  and  help.     [Applause.] 

TirEKZ    IS    KO    mSCKIMTKATION    IN    EKFIM  El>-8'UOAa    QX70TA8 

The  Cummlngs  bill,  H.  R.  9654.  proposes  to  continue  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1937  for  another  year,  but  it  does  not  provide 
for  a  restoration  of  the  reflned-sugsu:  quotas  on  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico.  To  the  20.000.000  people  who  live  In  and  around 
the  great  port  of  New  York,  this  omission  is  a  fatal  defect. 
They  believe  the  Cummlngs  bill  should  be  defeated  unless 
these  Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rican  quotas  are  reinstated. 

The  only  reason  ever  brought  forth  for  the  expansion  of 
refining  in  the  American  tropics  under  a  quota  system  is  that 
quota  limitations  are  a  discrimination  against  American  citi- 
zens on  those  islands.  I  think  that  the  charge  of  discrimi- 
nation is  absolutely  groundless,  and  melts  away  before  an 
Inspection  of  the  facts. 

Certainly,  the  sugar  industries  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico 
can  not  claim  that  they  have  been  unfairly  treated  under  the 
Sugar  Acts  of  1934  and  1937.  The  fact  is  that  the  consumers 
of  this  country,  through  the  quota  system,  have  given  the  two 
islands  a  sugar  protection  worth  $522,000,000  since  1934,  and 
of  this  enormous  amount  $78,000,000  was  in  the  form  of  direct 
cash  bounties  paid  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury.  And  I  call 
to  your  attention  that  these  bounties  were  financed  by  a  sales 
tax  on  sugar.  The  State  of  New  York  alone  has  paid  a  sugar 
sales  tax  since  1934  of  about  $40,000,000. 

The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico 
have  each  received  more  benefits  out  of  the  Sugar  Act  than 
any  one  State  in  the  Union.  The  2,000,000  people  in  those 
Islands  certainly  have  enjoyed  better  treatment  than  have  the 
20.000.000  people  who  live  In  or  around  the  great  i)ort  of 
New  York. 

I  claim  that  the  passage  of  the  Cummlngs  sugar  bill  with- 
out a  restoration  of  the  quotas  on  Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rican 
reflned  sugar  would  be  a  gross  discrimination  against  the 
people  of  New  York.  The  Cummlngs  bill,  as  it  is  now  written, 
would  ask  New  Yorkers  to  continue  to  pay  sugar  bounties  and, 
at  the  same  time,  It  would  create  unemployment  for  New  York 
workers. 

It  Is  Inconceivable  that  the  people  of  New  York  would 
willingly  pay  a  tax  which  would  afford  bounties  to  the  very 
tropical  refiners  who  wish  to  expand  their  production  at  the 
expense  of  tbe  New  York  industry. 
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But  the  Cummings  sugar  bill,  as  It  is  now  written,  not  only 
discriminates  against  New  York  in  the  matter  of  bounties. 
The  greatest  discrimination  lies  in  the  fact  that  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico  would  be  given  the  power  to  exercise  a  monopoly 
over  a  raw  material  which  is  absolutely  essential  to  the  con- 
tlnuaUon  of  the  New  York  refining  industry.    Let  us  see  how 

this  comes  about. 

At  the  present  time.  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii  supply  the 
United  States  refiners  with  about  1,700.000  tons  of  raw  sugar. 
This  raw  sugar,  as  I  have  stated,  is  absolutely  essential  to  the 
continuation  of  the  refining  industry  in  the  United  States 
because  without  raw  sugar,  a  refinery  is  as  useless  as  a  flour 
mill  would  be  without  wheat.  This  being  the  case,  there  must 
be  a  steady  flow  of  raw  sugar  to  the  refiners  of  this  country. 

Under  the  quota  system,  the  refiners  are  permitted  to  pur- 
chase raw  sugar  from  Cuba  and  the  Philippine  Islands,  as 
well  as  from  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii,  with  a  relatively  small 
supply  coming  from  the  cane  plantations  of  Louisiana  and 
Florida.  With  a  few  unimportant  exceptions,  the  refiners 
are  prohibited  by  the  quota  law  from  purchasing  their  raw 
sugar  from  any  areas  except  those  which  I  have  mentioned. 
For  example,  they  cannot  get  their  sugar  from  Java,  Santo 
Domingo,  Mexico,  or  Peru  because  those  countries  do  not  have 
a  quota  under  the  Sugar  Act. 

Of  course,  this  is  not  strictly  true  because  the  refiners  can 
buy  a  few  tons  of  sugar  from  these  foreign  countries.  But 
of  the  4.600.000  tons  of  raw  sugar  which  the  refiners  are 
permitted  to  purchase,  only  some  25.000  tons  are  from  sources 
other  than  Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico.  Cuba,  the  Philippines,  and 
our  Southern  States. 

Now,  it  is  clear  to  me  that  if  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico 
are  permitted  to  retain  1.700.000  tons  of  raw  sugar  for 
refining,  the  mainland  refiners  will  be  deprived  of  1,700,000 
tons  of  raw  sugar  because  they  are  prohibited  under  the 
quota  system  from  filling  the  gap  from  any  other  source  of 
supply. 

I  know  of  no  other  American  industry  which  is  prohibited 
by  law  from  buying  its  raw  material  anywhere  except  where 
the  Government  specifies,  and  I  know  of  no  other  American 
Industry  which  is  prohibited  by  law  from  purchasing  any 
raw  mateiial  in  excess  of  what  the  Government  permits. 

The  New  York  coffee  industry,  for  example.  Is  not  lim- 
ited in  its  purchases  of  coffee  beans.  Congress  does  not 
dictate  where  It  can  buy  its  coffee.  The  New  York  rubber 
Industry  can  buy  its  rubber  from  any  source  in  the  world 
and  in  as  large  quantities  as  it  desires.  But  in  sugar  Con- 
gress does  so  dictate.  Alxjut  40  percent  of  all  the  raw  sugar 
now  used  by  the  mainland  refiners  is  obtained  from  the 
plantations  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico.  Is  it  fair,  is  it  equi- 
table. Is  it  sound  for  Congress  to  permit  the  plantation 
owners  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  to  monopolize  that  4© 
percent?  I  do  not  think  so.  and  the  millions  of  people  In 
New  York  do  not  think  so. 

If  Congress  gives  subsidies  to  Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rican 
refiners,  who  are  also  growers,  and  then  permits  those  same 
refiners  to  withhold  their  raw  sugar,  I  think  the  death 
knell  of  the  mainland  cane-sugar  refining  industry  will  be 
sounded. 

Now,  there  are  a  few  more  aspects  of  this  discrimination 
charge.  I  have  looked  into  the  record  and  I  have  found 
that  the  Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rican  sugar  industries  in 
1933  were  very  happy  to  go  along  on  a  sugar  program  which 
limited  their  refining. 

At  that  time  their  raw-sugar  Industry  was  seriously  de- 
pressed, and  their  one  concern  was  an  improvement  in  their 
raw-sugar  business,  which  is  their  major  Industry.  Refining 
was  then,  and  is  now,  merely  an  adjunct  of  the  production 
of  raw  sugar. 

And  I  also  found  out  that  In  1934  the  Hawaiian  sugar 
Industry  brought  suit  against  Henry  Wallace,  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  to  enjoin  him  from  carrying  out  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Sugar  Act.  The  Hawaiians  claimed  that  this 
Congress  and  the  Department  of  Agriculture  had  grossly 
discriminated  against  them  in  the  enactment  and  adminis- 
tration of  the  Sugar  Act.  After  a  lengthy  case,  the  Court 
declared — ET*a  Plantation  against  Wallace — that  there  was 


not  one  Iota  of  evidence  to  show  any  discrimination  In  any 
regard  against  Hawaii. 

Everyone  in  this  House  wants  to  be  fair  to  the  people  of 
Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico.  They  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States  and  they  should  be  treated  as  such.  But  everyone  In 
this  House  also  knows  that  from  time  to  time  Congress  has 
had  to  recognize  that  there  are  special  problems  in  Puerto 
Rico  and  Hawaii  which  call  for  special  consideration  when 
legislation  is  enacted. 

This  is  noticeably  true  in  the  case  of  Puerto  Rico.  Puerto 
Ricans  pay  no  income  tax  to  the  United  States— In  fact, 
Puerto  Rico  has  an  entirely  separate  tax  structure.  The 
Wagner  Act  does  not  apply  to  Puerto  Rico;  nor  does  the 
social-security  tax;  and.  although  the  Wage  and  Hour  Act 
does  apply  to  Puerto  Rico,  nevertheless,  every  kind  of  pres- 
sure was  brought  to  bear  to  exempt  the  Island. 

An  abstract  discussion  of  discrimination  and  citizenship 
has  no  relevance  whatever  to  the  question  before  liS.  Con- 
gress clearly  has  the  power  to  limit  the  shipment  of  refined 
sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii.  The  courts  have  spe- 
cifically ruled  that  this  is  the  case.  The  only  question  before 
Congress  is  how  that  power  should  be  exercised.  The  only 
relevant  question  is  how  much  quota  should  go  to  the  tropical 
refiners  and  how  much  quota  should  go  to  the  mainland 
refiners. 

And,  looking  at  this  issue,  I  think  that  the  Hawaiian  and 
Puerto  Rican  refiners  have  been  treated  very  well.  Con- 
gress set  refined  sugar  quotas  In  1934  which  equaled  their 
maximum  previous  shipments.  They  were  not  forced  to 
ciu"tail  their  refining.  They  were  merely  limited  as  to  ex- 
pansion. And.  of  course,  they  were  given  the  right  to  sup- 
ply the  very  substantial  refined-sugar  requirements  of  their 
own  islands.  With  their  local  consumption  business  and 
their  generous  quotas  for  shipment  to  the  mainland,  the 
refiners  in  the  American  Tropics  have  not  had  to  work  under 
any  hardship.  But  the  mainland  cane  refiners  received  a 
quota  about  25  percent  less  than  their  previous  maximimi 
production,  and  since  1934  the  industry  has  not  had  a  quota 
large  enough  to  give  much-needed  emploj-ment  to  the  men 
and  women  working  In  the  refining  plants. 

This  country  has  never  been  imperialistic  toward  Hawaii 
and  Puerto  Rico.  The  charge  of  imperialism  Is  an  ex- 
tremely serious  one,  and  I  think  that  there  are  many 
Members  of  this  House  who  resent  it.  After  all.  the  quotas  on 
refined  sugar  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  were  in  effect 
from  June  1934  until  March  1940.  and  Congress  In  1934, 
1936,  and  again  in  1937  gave  very  careful  scrutiny  to  the 
problem. 

If  the  Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rican  refiners  want  to  send 
all  of  their  raw  sugar  to  mainland  United  States  in  a  refined 
form,  then  they  should  come  before  Congress  and  agree, 
first,  that  they  will  not  take  bounties  from  the  Federal 
Government,  and.  second,  that  they  will  be  willing  to  have 
the  mainland  cane  refiners  purchase  their  raw  sugar  from 
any  source  in  the  world. 

As  long  as  boimties  to  the  refiners  in  the  Tropics  continue, 
and  as  long  as  the  Sugar  Act  prohibits  a  free  purchase  of 
raw  sugar  by  the  mainland  refiners,  there  can  be  no  grounds 
to  support  a  charge  of  discrimination.  Every  group  in  the 
sugar  business  Is  controlled  t)y  the  Sugar  Act — farms,  beet 
factories,  cane  mills,  refineries,  and  importers.  The  very 
heart  of  the  Sugar  Act  is  control.  In  fact,  the  act  Is  often 
referred  to  as  the  Quota  Control  Act. 

I  see  no  reason,  and  the  people  of  New  York  see  no  reason, 
why  that  control  should  not  be  exercised  for  the  advantage 
of  refinery  workmen  as  <pell  as  mainland  sugar  farmers  and 
plantation  owners.  The  great  industrial  States  and  our 
refineries  should  not  be  discriminated  against,  and  the  quotas 
on  Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rican  refined  sugar  should  be 
restored. 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In  opposition  to  the 
amendment. . 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  but  unless  this  measiu'e  is 
amended  so  as  to  provide  for  a  restoration  of  the  restrictions 
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on  refined  supar  from  the  offsha^  areas,  I  intend  to  vote 
against  the  bill. 

The  sugar  industries  of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  cannot 
claim  that  they  have  been  unfairly  treated  under  the  Sugar 
Acts  of  1934-37.  Since  1934  they  have  received  the  enormous 
amount  of  $78,000,000  in  the  form  of  direct  cash  bounties  paid 
out  of  the  Federal  Treasury. 

The  true  situation  is  that  the  home-refining  Industry  is  the 
only  branch  of  the  American  sugar  system  which  meets  its 
competitors  without  benefit  of  tariff  protection  or  other  sub- 
sidies.  It  receives  no  cash  subsidies,  and  it  asks  for  no  special 

favors. 

If  Congress  today  decides  to  wipe  out  all  quotas,  all  tariffs, 
and  all  subsidies  In  the  sugar  industry,  I  am  siu-e  that  the 
home-reflning  Industry  will  be  able  to  stand  on  its  own  feet. 

If  the  sUtus  quo  of  the  artificial  set-up  of  the  1937  quota 
bill  is  changed  it  will  unquestionably  have  a  severe  adverse 
effect  on  the  continental  refineries,  and  refining  Is  an  essen- 
tial part  of  the  sugar  industry. 

Since  Congress  has  decided  to  abitrarily  set  up  a  quota  sys- 
tem, the  continental  refineries  are  entitled  to  protection. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  in  the  offshore  areas  the  plan- 
tation and  refinery  are  owned  by  the  same  people,  and  there- 
fore the  subsidies  indirectly  benefit  the  refineries. 

The  cry  of  discrimination  against  our  possessions  is  not  a 
sound  one.  We  all  recognize  that  there  are  a  number  of  dif- 
ferences between  a  Territory  and  a  State,  and  in  some  ways 
the  Territory  is  the  beneficiary,  and  in  other  ways  the  State. 

I  request  you  to  pay  attention  to  this.  Recently  the  House 
Labor  Committee  recognized  that  the  rules  of  the  wage  and 
hour  law  were  injiu-ing  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands, 
and  stated — 

It  is  believed  that  the  application  to  the  IslandB  of  the  tnllexible 
minimum-wage  rates  preflcrit)e<l  by  the  act  will  cause  eerlous  dislo- 
cation In  seme  Insular  industries  and  c\irtaU  employment  oppor- 
tonltles. 

And  the  Labor  Committee  recommended  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Pair  Labor  Standards  Act  be  relaxed.  So  that  as 
far  as  our  insular  possessions  are  concerned  it  is  not  a  one- 
way street. 

Just  as  the  Labor  Committee  recognized  that  the  Wage  and 
Hour  Act  caused  serious  dislocation  In  some  industries  in 
Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands,  so  Puerto  Rico  and 
Hawaii  should  recognize  that  the  abandonment  of  the  quotas 
on  the  importation  of  refined  sugar  into  the  United  States 
would  cause  a  serious  dislocation  In  the  continental  refining 
industry. 

I  therefore  urge  this  House  to  support  the  amendment  to  be 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCor- 
MACXl,  which  will  restore  to  this  bill  the  offshore-area  restric- 
tion on  the  Importation  of  refined  sugar  from  the  offshore 

aieas. 

It  is  a  Just  amendment,  and  not  in  a  broad  sense  discrimi- 
natory at  all.    I  Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  IMr.  CtLLxaJ  to  strike  out  the 
enacting  clause. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  the  following 
amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  McCormack:  Mr.  McCormack  moves 
to  amend  by  adding  two  new  sections,  reading  as  follows: 

"Sec.  4.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  207  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937 
(relating  to  direct-consumption  sugar  from  Puerto  Rico)  Is 
•mended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentence: 
•This  subsection  Is  hereby  extended  so  that  not  more  than  126.033 
abort  tons,  raw  value,  of  the  quota  for  Puerto  Rico  for  any  calen- 
dar year  may  be  filled  by  direct-consumption  sugar:  Provided, 
hotDCvrr.  That  the  amount  of  said  quota  which  may  be  flUed  by 
<llrect-consumptlon  sugar  for  the  calendar  year  1940  shall  not  be 
less  than  the  quantity  of  dtrect-consvimptlon  sugar  from  Puerto 
Rico  actually  brought  Into  the  continental  United  SUtes.  for  con- 
•umptlon  therein,  after  December  31.  1939.  and  up  to  and  Includ- 
ing the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  sentence.' 

"Sec.  5  Subsection  (a)  of  section  207  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937 
(relating  to  direct -consumption  sugar  from  Hawaii)  Is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentence:  This 
•ubsectlon  Is  hereby  extended  so  that  not  more  than  29.616  shcMt 
tons,  raw  value,  of  the  qviota  for  HawaU  for  any  calendar  year  may 


be  flUed  by  direct-consumption  sugar:  ProtHded,  hotpet>€r.  That  the 
amount  of  said  quota  which  may  be  filled  by  direct-consumption 
sugar  for  the  calendar  year  1940  sball  not  be  less  than  the  quan- 
tity of  direct-consumption  sugar  from  Hawaii  actually  brought 
into  the  continental  United  States,  for  consumption  therein,  after 
December  31.  1939.  and  up  to  and  Including  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  amendatory  sentence.' " 

Mr,  McCORMACK.    Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the  amend- 
ment I  served  notice  yesterday  I  intended  to  offer.    This 
amendment  simply  puts  Into  this  continuing  resolution  what 
has  been  the  law  In  relation  to  all  sugar-quota  legislation 
Since  1934.    Under  the  law  at  the  present  time  Puerto  Rico 
can  bring  into  the  United  States  about  800.000  short  tons 
of    sugar.    This    Is    the    over-all    quota,    refined    and    raw. 
Up  until  February  29  of  this  year,  and  since  1934,  of  that 
approximately  800,000  short  tons  over-all  from  Puerto  Rico, 
126,033  short  tons  could  be  brought  into  the  United  States 
In  a  refined  state.    That  gave  some  protection  to  the  Amer- 
ican sugar-refining   industry.    Under  the  continuing  reso- 
lution, unless  this  amendment  is  adopted,  Puerto  Rico  can 
refine  all  of  its  800.000  tons  of  sugar  of  the  quota  allocated 
to  it,   and  that  means  that  the   refineries  of   the   United 
States  will  be  deprived  of  obtaining  raw  sugar  In  order  to 
continue  their  business  and  to  keep  their  employees  work- 
ing.   Since  the  first  of  the  year  and  for  the  first  5  months 
of  this  year  there  has  been  Imported  into  the  United  States 
from  Puerto  Rico  139,000  short  tons.    That  gives  you  an 
idea  of  what  the  situation  is.    By  the  end  of  the  year, 
unless  this  amendment  is   adopted,  it  is  estimated   there 
will  be  about  400,000  of  the  800,000-ton  quota  brought  into 
the  United  States  In  a  refined  state,  and  In  about  a  year 
Puerto  Rico  will  be  able  to  refine  all  of  its  quota.    HawaU 
has  a  base  quota  of  938,000  tons,  of  which  29,616  tons  can 
be  brought  In  In  a  refined  state.    We  are  not  taking  any- 
thing away  from  them.    We  are  simply  giving  to  them  the 
same  consideration  that  was  given  from  1934  to  1940,  and 
we  are  asking  that  in  addition  to  protecting  the  beet  and 
sugarcane  producers  that  the  American  refiner  be  considered 
a  part  of  the  picture,   and  that  the  employees  of   these 
refineries  be  given  opportunity  to  continue  their  employment. 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  McCORMACK.     Yes. 

Mr.   O'CONNOR.    Does   not   the   gentleman   feel,   if   liis 
amendment  is  adopted,  that  it  will  go  a  long  way  toward, 
uniting  lalx)r  and  the  farmers  of  this  country  In  this  time 
of  peril? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  There  is  no  question  about  that,  and 
I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  McCORNLACK.     Yes, 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  Will  the  gentleman  give  us 
any  assiuance  that  the  President  will  not  veto  this  bill  if 
his  amendment  is  agreed  to? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  surprised  at  my 
friend  asking  that  question.  This  is  one  of  the  bodies  of  a 
branch  of  our  Government.  It  is  our  duty,  and  our  re- 
sponsibility to  legislate.  I  do  not  know  why  the  mysterious 
impression  is  created  here  of  a  veto.  I  am  sorry  that  my 
friend,  whom  we  have  given  valuable  support  to  In  the  past, 
is  taking  the  position  In  opposition  because  of  some  word  or 
some  rumor.  Two  years  ago  we  beard  the  same  thing,  and 
there  was  no  veto. 
Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  McCORMACK.     Yes. 

Mr.  CELLER.  We  had  a  Barry  bill,  and  the  Barry  bill 
provided  for  the  continuation  of  quotas  of  refined  sugar  from 
Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii,  and  the  President  was  in  favor 
of  that  quota. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  do  not  think  this  House,  because  of 
some  innuendo  or  intimation  of  that  kind,  will  let  that  govern 
its  action,  and  I  am  confident  the  House  will  not. 

I  know  my  friends  in  the.  beet  areas  are  in  a  disturbed  state 
of  mind.  Two  years  ago  they  made  arguments  much  stronger 
in  favor  of  this  amendment  than  I  can  make  today.  My 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Colorado,  and  my  friend  the  gentle- 
man from  Nebraska  [Mr.  CorrEil  both  argued  strongly  in 
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favor  of  this  particular  provision  of  the  bin.  All  we  ask  is 
that  In  the  picture  that  the  refiners  and  their  employees  be 
given  consideration.  We  are  not  trying  to  hurt  the  producers. 
We  are  friendly  to  the  producers.  All  we  are  asking  is  that 
the  employees  of  the  American  refineries,  and  the  American 
refineries  with  their  capital  Investment,  be  given  the  protec- 
tion that  they  are  entitled  to  receive  in  legislation  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield. 
^^  Mr.  COCHRAN.  It  is  also  a  fact  that  the  cooperage  inter- 
ests and  the  Iximber  interests  are  vitally  affected  by  the  fact 
that  they  use  sacks  in  the  shipments  from  the  islands, 
whereas  barrels  are  used  in  shipments  from  the  refineries  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Exactly,  and  there  is  the  little  story 
that  is  dependent  on  the  refineries  for  the  money  to  pay 
salaries. 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.  What  effect  would  this  amendment 
have  on  the  consuming  public? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  No  more  than  it  had  in  1933  to  1940. 
because  this  is  putting  Into  this  bill  what  was  In  existence  in 
those  years. 

I  hope  my  amendment  will  be  adopted.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  pavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  Resident  Com- 
missioner from  Puerto  Rico. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  gentleman's  tune  may  be  extended  to  10 
minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  There  is  going  to  be  no 
move  to  cut  off  debate  later? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  request  oi  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado  is  agreed  to. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Puerto  Rico  is  rec- 
ognized for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  PAOAn.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  arise  to  oppose  the  amend- 
ment and  to  discuss  briefly  l)efore  the  House  the  sugar  situa- 
tion of  Puerto  Rico.  First,  I  should  recall  that  the  sugar  in- 
dustry is  practically  our  only  important  industry;  it  3rields 
the  greater  part  of  the  total  income  of  our  island,  and  gives 
opportunity  for  livelihood  to  thousands  of  our  nearly  2,000,000 
American  citizens  in  Puerto  Rico. 
^  I  take  this  opportunity  to  set  forth  the  facts  as  regards  the 
refined-sugar  situation  in  Puerto  Rico. 

Puerto  Rico  has  always  fought  for  equal  treatment  with  all 
other  areas  under  the  American  flag  in  the  matter  of  sugar, 
as  well  as  in  all  other  matters  pertaining  to  the  island.  Ever 
since  the  island  has  been  under  the  American  flag  it  has 
tried  to  live  up  to  all  the  traditions  and  requirements  of  the 
Federal  Government.  The  island  has  assiuned  all  responsi- 
bilities and  obligations  imposed  upon  it  and  Is  proud  of  the 
record  its  people  have  made  as  citizens  under  the  American 
flag.  It  asks  for  nothing  to  which  any  other  area  under  the 
flag  is  not  entitled,  and  seeks  no  discrimination  against  any 
other  area  or  any  business  enterprise  in  any  other  area.  At 
the  same  time,  we  oppose  any  discrimination  against  the 
American  citizens  in  Puerto  Rico,  and  feel  that  it  is  fair  that 
in  the  sugar-reflning  industry  no  legislation  Is  approved  by 
Congress  that  would  raise  a  wall  dividing  continental  Amer- 
ican industry  from  offshore  American  industry,  making  an 
imdesirable  discrimination,  as  If  the  American  citizens  of 
Puerto  Rico  were  a  different  or  Inferior  class  of  American 
citizens  and  that  our  Industry  in  Puerto  Rico  would  be  con- 
sidered as  foreign,  at  the  other  side  of  said  wall. 

From  an  economic  point  of  view  the  island  has  grown 
rapidly  in  the  42  years  under  the  American  flag.  While  it 
has  its  problems.  Just  as  all  other  areas,  some  of  which  are 
acute,  nevertheless,  the  Island  has  risen  to  a  position  in 
the  economic  life  of  the  Nation  where  it  ranks  as  one  of  the 
liest  customers  of  continental  fanners  and  continental  man- 


ufacturers. In  the  last  few  years  the  rank  of  the  island  has 
ranged  as  high  as  sixth,  in  comparison  with  all  the  coun- 
tries of  the  world,  as  a  market  for  the  products  of  conti- 
nental farmers  and  factories.  As  a  market,  it  last  year 
ranked  ahead  of  any  country  in  South  or  Central  America, 
and  is  a  rapidly  growing  market.  It  purchases  practically 
everything  it  buys  from  the  mainland.  In  fact,  it  buys 
proportionately  less  foreign  goods  on  the  average  than  does 
the  mainland  Itself. 

In  the  case  of  refined  sugar,  the  island  simply  wants  the 
same  right  as  that  accorded  to  any  other  area  under  the 
American  flag,  namely,  that  of  selling  the  products  of  its 
farms  and  factories  in  whatever  form  is  for  the  best  Inter- 
ests of  the  island,  which,  at  the  same  time,  affording  more 
purchasing  power  to  Puerto  Rico,  benefits  the  farmers  and 
manufacturers  in  the  mainland  to  whom  Puerto  Rico  buys 
yearly  near  $100,000,000. 

The  island  has  lour  refineries  and  two  or  three  raw 
producing  units  which  make  a  small  amount  of  washed  or 
direct-consumption  sugar.  The  combined  maximum  ca- 
pacity of  these  mills,  as  established  by  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  based  on  a  300-day  nm.  is 
445.000  tons.  However,  only  one  refinery  in  the  Island  has 
ever  operated  for  as  much  a&  7  months,  and  if  all  the 
refineries  on  the  island  operated  for  the  full  7  months  their 
maximum  capacity  would  be  265.000  tons.  However,  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  refining  season  must  coincide  with  the 
raw-sugar  producing  season,  which  averages  4 '2  to  5  months, 
the  actual  capacity  is  somewhere  between  175,000  to  265.000 
tons.  Of  this  total,  30.000  tons  is  used  for  local  consiunp- 
tion.  leaving  a  probable  refined  output  of  145.000  to  235,000 
tons.  This  is  an  Increase  of  somewhere  between  19.000  and 
109.000  tons  more  than  the  output  during  the  last  few  years. 

The  refining  of  raw  sugar,  as  everyone  knows,  is  largely 
performed  by  machinery.  The  1937  United  States  Census  of 
Manufacturers  shows  that  there  were  only  14,024  people  en- 
gaged in  the  entire  refining  Industry  on  the  continent  In 
1937.  This  number  refined  4.500.000  tons  of  sugar.  Accord- 
ingly, it  is  not  likely  that  unlimited  refining  of  sugar  in 
Puerto  Rico  would  displace  any  latrar  in  continental 
refineries. 

While  the  refining  industry  in  Puerto  Rico  will  never  be 
Important  as  compared  with  the  refining  industry  on  the 
continent,  nevertheless  the  Island  is  extremely  concerned 
about  having  its  rights  to  refine  its  sugar  discriminated 
against.  Once  one  group  on  the  continent  or  elsewhere  is 
able  to  set  up  restrictions  against  the  way  In  which  the 
island  seUs  its  farm  products,  other  competing  groups  will 
attempt  to  do  likewise,  with  the  result  that  the  island  will 
find  its  economic  life  severely  crippled  by  those  seeking  com- 
petitive advantages.  The  island  will  ever  regret  such  unjust 
treatment.  It  is  undemocratic,  and.  in  view  of  the  Island's 
record  under  the  American  flag,  would  result  In  a  discrimi- 
nation which  its  self-respecting  citizens  could  not  afford  to 
accept. 

Some  of  the  eastern  seaboard  refiners,  In  an  effort  to  en- 
force discrimination  against  the  island,  have  sought  to  con- 
vey the  impression  that  the  refiners  In  Puerto  Rico  received 
special  consideration  from  the  Government  under  the  sugar 
program,  because  it  so  happens  that  some  of  the  refiners 
may  grow  sugarcane  and  obtain  Government  refund  pay- 
ments under  the  Sugar  Act.  Since  the  refund  payment  to 
sugar  producers  is  made  through  the  Government,  this  pay- 
ment is  sometimes  considered  similar  to  Government  subsidy 
payments  which  have  been  made  on  other  agricultural  prod- 
ucts and  the  sul)sidles  obtained  through  tariff  protection. 
The  payment  made  to  sugar  producers  Is  simply  a  refund  of 
the  taxes  collected  on  the  sugar  they  produce,  and  refunded 
to  the  grower  on  condition  that  they  limit  production,  pay 
wage  rates  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
eliminate  child  labor,  and  follow  certain  practices  designed 
to  maintain  soil  fertility.  If  the  grower  carries  out  these 
regulations,  all  of  which  add  to  his  cost,  he  gets  back  the 
tax  that  he  pajrs  to  sell  his  sugar,  except  that  if  he  Is  a  large 
grower  he  does  not  get  back  the  full  amount  of  the  tax. 
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In  the  case  of  Puerto  Rico,  the  Island  as  a  whole,  and 
especially  the  larger  growers,  has  not  gotten  back  the  full 
amount  of  the  tax.  while  costs  have  been  greatly  increased, 
because  some  of  the  sugarcane  there,  as  in  all  sugarcane- 
producing  areas,  is  produced  in  large  units.  These  are  all 
ascertainable  facts  and  are  known  to  the  sugar  trade  gen- 
erally. No  one  can  be  confused  about  them  except  persons 
who  may  not  be  familiar  with  the  sugar -control  system. 

These  eastern  seaboard  refiners  know  that  refund  pay- 
ments on  sugar  are  a  refund  of  taxes  which  have  been  paid 
by  the  producers,  and  they  should  not  seek  to  confuse  this 
issue  by  combining  these  payments  with  tariff  protection 
which  may  he  considered  in  the  first  Instance  as  a  subsidy. 
Puerto  Rico  benefits  by  the  tariff  system,  as  do  all  other 
domestic  sugar-producing  areas.  The  Island  has  never 
sought  to  deny  this,  but  does  want  It  definitely  understood 
that  the  refund  payment  in  no  way  Is  connected  with  the 
tariff. 

Moreover,  whatever  the  benefits  from  the  tariff  are.  the 
eastern  seaiward  refining  industry  has  received  proportion- 
ately as  much  subsidy  as  any  branch  of  the  sugar  Industry. 
Ftor  example.  In  the  sugar  hearings  In  1937.  Dr.  Joshua 
Bernhardt.  Chief  of  the  Sugar  Section.  In  testifying  before 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance,  points  out  clearly  that  the 
refiners  received  a  subsidy  on  an  average  of  $36,934,980  per 
year  for  the  3  years  1934,  1935,  and  1936.  On  this  basis  the 
refiners  have  received  a  subsidy  from  the  tariff  since  the 
sugar-control  program  went  Into  effect — 1934  to  1939.  inclu- 
sive—of $221,609,000,  while  all  refund  payments  made  to  the 
entire  Island  of  Puerto  Rico  under  the  Sugar  Act  totaled 
only  $32,831,227.  Thus,  to  claim  or  Insinuate  that  the  14 
continental  refiners  have  not  received  a  subsidy  under  the 
tariff  is  simply  sidestepping  the  facts. 

Moreover,  an  average  subsidy  of  $36,934,000  per  year  Is 
equal  to  a  subsidy  of  about  $2,500  for  each  person  employed 
by  the  refiners,  as  against  an  average  annual  wage  per  em- 
ployee of  only  $1,005,  according  to  the  last  censiis.  But, 
never  satisfied,  the  refiners  are  seeking  to  obtain  further 
protection  In  the  form  of  a  trade  barrier  against  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico.  In  a  period,  when  with  our  Territories  and 
island  possessions  as  outposts  in  our  great  national-defense 
program,  nothing  should  be  done  to  impair  national  unity. 
Not  only  do  the  eastern  seaboard  refiners  enjoy  a  full 
measure  of  subsidies,  but  the  quota  system  also  protects  the 
seaboard  refiners  In  the  extraordinary  form  of  an  embargo 
upon  shipments  of  refined  sugar  to  the  United  States.  In 
excess  of  a  stated  quantity,  from  the  principal  competing 
foreign  country,  which  is  limited  under  present  legislation  to 
a  quota  for  direct-consumption  sugars  of  22  percent  of  the 
sugar  quota.  And  the  refiners  also  have  protection  from 
Importations  of  direct  consvmaption  svigars  from  the  Philip- 
pines under  the  provisions  of  the  Philippine  Independence 
Act.  They  have  been  given  protection  by  quotas  against 
increased  Importation  of  liquid  sugars,  which  in  some  areas 
and  In  some  industries  has  tended  to  replace  ordinary  com- 
mercial refiners'  sugar. 

Apparently  what  the  eastern  seaboard  refiners  want  to  do 
Is  to  say  who  shall  and  who  shall  not  refine  sugar,  and  In  this 
connection  they  are  simply  being  consistent  with  the  past 
record  of  the  refiners.  In  a  letter  dated  August  7.  1937,  ad- 
dressed to  Hon.  Pat  Harrison,  United  States  Senate,  Secre- 
tary of  State  Hon.  Cordell  Hull  said: 

It  la  believed  to  be  against  the  public  Interesta  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  grant  any  further  measxire  of  protection  to  a  group  whoee 
Kcord  repeatedly  indicates  it  would  resort  to  monopolistic  practices 
and  conspire  to  restrain  trade  In  violation  of  the  antitrust  law. 
Only  a  little  over  a  year  ago  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  up- 
held a  lower-court  ruling  and  found  the  Sugar  Institute  guilty  on 
40  separate  counts  of  engaging  in  a  combination  and  conspiracy  to 
restrain  trade  in  sug^ar. 

The  eastern  seaboard  refiners  have  insinuated  that  Puerto 
Rico's  claim  for  unrestricted  refining  is  In  order  that  the 
Island  may  increase  Its  refining  output  rather  than  upon  the 
principle  of  nondiscrimination.  While  discrimination  against 
American  cltirens  in  Puerto  Rico  may  not  mean  anything  to 


the  eastern  seaboard  refiners.  It  is  very  Important  and  dear 
to  the  hearts  of  every  Puerto  Rican.  Puerto  Rico  tries  in 
every  way  possible  to  live  up  to  the  rights  of  citizens  and  its 
people  cannot  understand  why  any  other  group  of  American 
citizens  should  seek  to  have  Congress  discriminate  against  the 
island  in  any  connection.  It  Is  not  a  matter  of  business  or 
economic  gain  but  a  matter  of  equal  opportunity  and  justice 
in  the  Democratic  process  that  Puerto  Rico  bases  its  claim 
against  discrimination. 

Moreover,  it  should  be  understood,  as  previously  pointed 
out,  that  fair  and  equal  treatment  of  I»uerto  Rico,  in  the  mat- 
ter of  refined  sugar,  does  not  mean  any  material  change  in 
the  employment  situation  on  the  continent.  This  is  indi- 
cated by  further  reference  to  the  letter  previously  quoted  from 
the  Secretary  of  State.  Hon.  Cordell  Hull,  to  Senator  Harri- 
son, which,  while  referring  specifically  to  Cuba,  applies 
equally  as  well  to  the  refined  situation  In  Puerto  Rico: 

In  view  of  the  highly  mechanized  nature  of  the  sugar-reflnlng 
business  and  the  small  amount  of  labor  engaged  therein  (around 
14,000  In  the  whole  United  SUtes).  no  appreciable  Increase  in  em- 
ployment could  be  expected  to  take  place  In  this  country  If  Cuban 
refined  sugar  were  cut  down. 

It  should  be  further  understood  that  Puerto  Rico  has  no 
quarrel  with  continental  cane-siigar  refiners.  The  Island  has 
supplied  continental  refiners  with  sugar  for  40  years  and  has 
taken  whatever  price  the  refiners  offered,  and  expects  to  con- 
tinue this  relationship.  The  continental  refiners  should  be 
Puerto  Rico's  best  friend.  But,  regardless  of  their  attitude 
toward  Puerto  Rico,  the  island  will  fight  to  the  last  ditch,  as 
would  any  self-respecting  area  under  the  American  flag, 
against  the  Injustice  that  would  result  from  allowing  a  few 
refiners  to  establish  discrimination  against  the  island. 

I  hope  the  House  will  defeat  the  amendment  proposed. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Texas,  a  member  of  the  committee.  Mr.  Kleberg. 

Mr.  KLEBERG.  Mr.  Chairman,  It  so  happens  that  as  a 
member  of  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  as  one 
of  those  who  has  heretofore  spoken  on  this  matter,  I  have 
neither  one  single  refinery  In  my  district  nor  one  single 
stalk  of  sugarcane  nor  one  single  sugar  beet  in  the  district 
which  I  represent.  In  addressing  myself  to  this  subject  this 
afternoon,  I  do  so  with  much  more  In  mind  concerning  this 
legislation  than  It  would  be  possible  for  me  to  express  In 
the  brief  time  given  in  this  debate. 

Of  course,  if  this  is  to  be  a  continuing  resolution,  Mr. 
Chairman,  It  should  carry  with  It  the  entire  set  of  restric- 
tions, quotas,  and  everything  affecting  the  entire  sugar 
industry,  as  affected  by  the  Sugar  Act  repeatedly  adopted 
from  1934  on  down  through  1937,  and  a  part  of  which  came 
to  an  end  In  1940 — ^the  part  which  came  to  an  end  In  March 
of  this  year,  the  part  that  is  sought  to  be  put  back  Into 
this  measure  to  make  It  a  real  continuing  act,  by  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  my  dlstlngtUshed  friend  from  Massachusetts 

[Mr.    McCORBdACKl. 

Sugar  legislation  and  the  difficulties  which  attend  It  can 
only  be  understood  by  those  who  strive  and  work  with  it.  I 
had  hoped  personally,  with  the  experience  I  have  had  In 
working  on  this  matter,  never  to  be  brought  again  Into  this 
vexatious  question.  I  recall  my  beloved  friend  the  gentleman 
from  Colorado,  Pred  Cummings,  once  a  cowboy  like  I  was,  and 
the  way  he  worked  on  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  trying  to  bring 
about  an  agreement  between  the  discordant  elements  that 
entered  into  this  picture.  Of  course,  to  consider  only  the 
producing  end  of  the  sugar  industry  leaves  out  that  part  of  the 
industry  which  makes  it  useful  to  the  consumer,  the  finished 
product  for  consumption.  Now,  were  this  bill  to  provide  such 
restrictions  and  such  effects  upon  the  beet-sugar  mills  as  that 
which  affects  the  cane-sugar  refiners,  you  would  find  my  friend 
the  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Cdhmings]  and  my  friend 
the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  CorFxxl  tearing  their  hair 
and  gnashing  their  teeth  over  the  prospects.  Of  course,  my 
friends  will  recaU  the  fights  that  have  bccurred  heretofore 
between  the  producers  and  processors  In  different  lines,  but 
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just  like  the  United  States  of  America  and  its  enterprises,  all 
of  our  allied  industries  depend  one  upon  the  other,  and  In  the 
final  analysis  upon  the  consumer,  for  productive  returns.  So 
in  considering  this  picture  which  we  have  before  us  today, 
let  us  be  fair  and  face  the  limited  facts  upon  which  this 
ar^imient  is  Iwaed. 

In  the  last  act  the  question  of  discrimination  was  raised 
during  the  discussion  of  this  question.  The  gentlemen  who 
are  now  arguing  against  replacing  the  restrictions  which 
existed  heretofore  in  all  the  acts  up  to  this  time  under  the 
quota  aimed  their  ideas  of  discrimination  at  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico  as  raw-sugar  producers,  not  as  refined-sugar 
producers,  and  referred  to  cheap  labor  engaged  in  the  produc- 
tion of  sugar. 

Today  we  find  the  question  of  discrimination  presented 
from  a  difljerent  angle.  That  is  one  of  the  points,  but  that 
is  not  the  tr\ix  of  this  question.  It  has  been  noised  abroad, 
conference^  have  been  held  even  like  those  held  in  1937  when 
the  Secretkry  of  State  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
even  went  to  the  White  House  and  presented  a  picture  which 
reflected  as  they  flaimed  a  discrimination  against  American 
citizens — the  citizenship  of  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  however,  every  country.  State  or 
section  of  the  country  which  produces  sugar  had  to  accept  a 
certain  compromise  which  could  be  shown  to  be  discrim- 
inatory. This,  because  it  is  impossible  to  make  a  set  of 
restrictions  or  quotas  which  would  affect  all  with  absolute 
equality.  Everyone,  every  section,  and  every  part  of  the 
industry  under  the  legislative  plan  had  to  give  and  take, 
yes  and  expect,  certain  inequalities  in  the  application  and 
effect  of  the  law. 

My  position.  Mr.  Chairman,  is  taken,  however,  for  the  bene- 
fit of  all  concerned  and  to  prevent  destruction  of  one  of  the 
vital  branches  of  the  industry. 

Congress  should  amend  the  Cummings  bill,  H.  R.  9654,  to 
restore  the  quotas  on  refined  sugar  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto 
Rico.  In  doing  this,  Congress  will,  for  the  fourth  time,  de- 
cide that  under  a  sugar-quota  system,  there  should  be  pro- 
tection for  home  labor  and  industry  as  well  as  protection  for 
tropical  labor  and  industry. 

The  only  argimient  that  has  ever  been  made  for  eliminat- 
ing the  refined  quotas  on  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  is  that  they 
are,  in  some  way,  a  discrimination  against  these  islands. 
Congress  has  heard  that  point  argued,  back  and  forth,  for 
6  years,  and  it  has  never  found  any  merit  in  it. 

In  1934,  when  the  first  Sugar  Act  was  written,  the  charge 
of  discrimination  was  raised  on  this  floor.  But  it  was  not 
given  serious  consideration  at  that  time  by  anyone,  because 
the  sugar-producing  industry — Including  Hawaii  and  Puerto 
Rico — was  anxious  to  have  legislation  drafted  which  would 
stabilize  their  raw-sugar  production.  We  all  know,  of  course, 
that  it  is  raw  sugar  and  not  refined  sugar  which  Is  of  real 
importance  to  the  people  of  the  Tropics. 

Congress  passed  the  svigar  bill  in  1934  with  quota  limita- 
tlODS  on  refined  sugar,  the  bill  was  sent  to  the  I*resident.  and 
It  was  duly  signed.  And  when  the  President  signed  the  bill 
In  1934,  he  emphasized  the  importance  of  raw  sugar  but  he 
did  not  even  mention  the  quotas  on  refining. 

In  June  1936  Congress  passed  a  joint  resolution  to  modify 
and  extend  the  Sugar  Act.  I  stress  that  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion was  "to  modify"  as  well  as  to  "extend"  the  act.  But 
at  that  time  there  was  no  discussion  or  consideration  regard- 
ing the  quotas  on  tropical  refined  sugar.  Congress  simply 
extended  the  Sugar  Act,  and  it  extended  that  act  with  all  of 
its  complements,  raw-sugar  quotas,  refined-sugar  quotas, 
processing  taxes,  bounties,  and  so  on. 

In.  1937  Congress.  Ixjth  in  the  House  and  the  Senate,  had 
a  long-drawn-out  discussion  of  this  sUgar  issue.  Congress 
started  to  consider  sugar  in  January  1937,  and  it  did  not 
finish  the  Job  until  September  of  that  year.  For  8  months 
the  Members  of  Congress  heard  the  arguments  pro  and  con. 

Hie  heart  of  the  sugar  debate  In  1937  was  the  very  same 
Issue  which  is  before  the  House  today;  that  is.  whether  or 
not  tbere  should  be  quota  Uxziitations  on  refined  sugar  from 


Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico.  At  that  time  the  charge  of  dis- 
crimination was  made  by  the  Secretaries  of  Agricultiure  and 
the  Interior.  Discrimination  was  analyzed  and  discussed  in 
great  detail  from  every  conceivable  angle,  not  only  in  the 
committees  of  the  House  and  the  Senate,  but  on  the  floor  of 
Congress. 

We  all  recall  what  happened  in  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture when  it  wrote  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  It  used  the  Sugar 
Act  of  1934  as  a  basis.  When  the  committee  came  to  the 
refined-sugar  quotas  it  continued  them  as  an  integral  part  of 
the  quota  system.  After  the  bill  was  reported  to  the  House 
with  the  refined  quotas  included,  the  committee  was  criti- 
cized by  the  Departments  for  doing  so.  The  corrunittee,  in 
order  to  be  sure  of  the  fairness  of  its  position,  reanalyzed 
the  whole  problem,  and  again  voted  decisively  to  maintain 
the  refined  quotas  in  the  bill. 

When  the  bill  came  on  the  floor  for  vote,  my  colleague 
and  good  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  Marvin  Jones, 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
offered  an  amendment  to  eliminate  the  quotas  on  refined 
sugar  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico.  But  those  of  us  who 
recall  his  remarks  at  that  time  remember  that  he  was  doing 
the  Job  of  a  soldier.  He  did  not  seriously  question  the  wis- 
dom or  propriety  of  his  own  committee's  decision  to  keep 
limits  on  tropical  refining.  He  even  went  so  far  as  to  admit 
that  the  sugar  problem  was  an  extremely  complicated  one 
and  that  there  was  a  great  deal  to  he  said  on  both  sides  of 
the  question.  The  only  real  reason  that  my  colleague  from 
Texas  gave  for  eliminating  the  reflned-sugar  quotas  in  1937 
was  that,  if  not  eliminated,  the  bill  might  not  become  law. 
The  House,  by  a  substantial  vote,  decided  to  maintain  the 
quotas  on  tropical  refining  in  order  to  protect  American 
workmen. 

And  when  the  bill  went  to  the  Senate,  there  were  more 
charges  of  discrimination.  But  when  the  bill  came  up  for 
vote,  the  Senate  did  the  same  thing  it  did  in  1934  and  1936; 
it  continued  the  reflned-sugar  quotas.  And  I  want  to  quote 
from  the  Rscord  what  Senator  Harrison,  of  Mississippi,  said 
when  the  bill  was  on  the  floor: 

When  we  write  Into  this  proposed  legislation  for  the  third  time 
a  similar  provision,  putting  a  limitation  on  direct-conBumptlon 
sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii,  how  can  It  be  said  that  the 
mcasvire  will  be  vetoed?  (p.  9341). 

Senator  Harrison  was  right.  The  bill,  including  the  re- 
flned-sugar quotas,  was  sent  to  the  President  and  it  was 
signed. 

Now.  there  are  a  lot  of  people  who  have  spoken  about  a 
restoration  of  the  reflned-sugar  quotas  in  this  sugar  bill.  To 
me  there  is  no  restoration  at  all.  What  this  House  is  going 
to  do  today  is  to  continue  the  reflned-sugar  quotas  as  they 
were  provided  for  in  1934,  in  1936.  and  in  1937.  It  makes 
no  difference  to  say  that  the  quotas  on  Puerto  Rican  and 
Hawaiian  reflned  sugar  terminated  on  March  1,  1940,  and, 
consequently,  we  are  now  restoring  them.  Actually  what 
we  are  doing  is  continuing  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  and,  as 
a  part  of  that  continuation,  we  are  continuing  the  reflned- 
sugar  quotas. 

Senator  Harrison  has  explained  why  the  quotas  on  reflned 
sugar  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  terminated  as  of  March 
1,  1940.    He  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  1937: 

We  fixed  the  date  March  1.  1940,  In  the  hope  that  when  Con- 
gress meets  in  1940  we  will  have  at  least  3  months  during  the 
session  of  Congress  which  wiU  begin  In  January  to  pass  legisla- 
tion that  wUl  take  care  of  this  situation  (p.  9341,  Aug.  19,  1937) . 

And  he  gave  this  further  warning  to  the  sugar  industries 
of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico: 

I  do  not  want  them  (the  American  tropics)  to  make  any  Invest- 
ment (in  sugar  refineries)  on  the  basis  that  I  am  going  to  vote 
a  continuation  of  any  bill  without  a  restriction  on  reflned  sugars 
from  those  possessions  or  anywhere  else  coming  into  this  country. 
They  may  malce  that  argument,  but  they  wtU  not  get  anywhere 
with  It. 

Unfortunately,  Congress  did  not  have  the  time  to  enact 
sugar  legislation  before  March  1,  1940,  and  this  has  brought 
a  hardship  upon  the  men  working  in  our  home  refineries. 
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because  refined  sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii  is  not 
now  restricted. 

I  firmly  believe  that  the  amendment  to  restore  the  quotas 
on  Puerto  Rican  and  Hawaiian  reflned  sugar  should  be  en- 
acted. The  only  possible  argument  against  these  quotas  Is 
the  fact  that  the  Department  of  Interior  and  the  E>epart- 
ment  of  Agriculture  have  claimed  that  they  are  "discrim- 
inatory" against  what  we  know  to  be  a  highly  subsidized 
industry. 

I  cannot  help  but  feel  that  the  Members  of  this  House 
who  have  Joined  with  the  Departments  of  Agriculture  and 
Interior  In  taking  this  position  are  much  more  concerned 
about  the  fear  of  a  possible  veto  rather  than  really  con- 
vinced t>^^»  the  amendment  would  involve  any  discrimina- 
tion against  Puerto  Rico  or  Hawaii.  And  I  want  to  point 
out  at  this  time  that  the  original  1940  Cummings  bill  (H.  R. 
8746) ,  which  was  rejected  by  the  House  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture, was  characterized  by  the  administration  as  being 
discriminatory  because  it  proposed  to  expand  the  production 
of  beet  sugar  without  providing  for  a  corresponding  expan- 
sion of  cane  sugar  in  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico. 

I  repeat  that  it  is  a  fear  of  a  veto  rather  than  an  abstract 
principle  which  is  behind  the  shift  that  has  taken  place  in 
certain  quarters  regarding  the  propriety  of  imposing  refined- 
sugar  quotas  on  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico. 

My  friends  and  colleagues  on  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr.  CttmicngsI 
and  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  I  Mr.  CoitkeI.  thought 
In  1937  that  the  charge  of  discrimination  was  a  smoke 
screen  thrown  out  in  an  attempt  to  expand  refining  by 
cheap  tropical  labor  at  the  expense  of  well-paid  American 
workmen.  A  review  of  the  Rxcord  shows  that  they  gave 
vigorous  support  to  the  1937  Sugar  Act  which  included  the 
refining  quotas. 

If  the  possibility  of  a  veto  is  the  crux  of  this  matter,  let 
us  face  it.  The  President  did  not  veto  the  Sugar  Act  in 
1934  or  1936  or  1937  when  Congress  provided  refined  quotas 
as  well  as  raw  quotas.  Certainly,  If  Congress  decides  four 
times  in  a  row  that  there  is  no  discrimination  involved  in 
reflned-sugar  quotas,  this  may  carry  some  weight. 

The  Constitution  provides  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  shall  write  the  laws  of  this  country.  If  fear  of  the 
veto  power  dominated  congressional  action,  the  legislative 
process  would  be  frozen  solid.  No  piece  of  legislation  would 
ever  be  enacted  if  the  President  or  the  departments  hinted 
that  it  was  unacceptable.  The  Congress  of  the  United 
States  represents  the  people  of  the  48  States,  and  it  is 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  considering  and  enacting 
the  laws  for  those  people.  To  shirk  this  responsibility  would 
be  a  violation  of  the  trust  which  the  people  have  reposed  in 
the  Members  of  this  House. 

The  approval  by  Congress  of  the  refined-sugar  quotas  on 
the  tropical  islands  for  the  fourth  consecutive  time  will  be 
evidence  that  Congress  Is  determined  not  to  discriminate 
against  the  people  of  continental  United  States  or  any  citi- 
zen or  group  to  a  destructive  degree;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
to  be  as  fair  and  impartial  as  possible  to  all. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  IMr.  Pcx.msr],  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  FULMER.  Mr,  Chairman,  3^ou  have  only  had  a  very 
small  taste  of  sugar  this  afternoon,  but  during  the  present 
session  before  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  we  have  had 
extensive  hearings  on  various  sugar  bills:  in  fact,  we  heard 
so  much  about  sugar  It  reminded  me  somewhat  of  my  trip 
to  California  last  November  investigating  the  forest  prob- 
lem. Everj-where  I  went  all  I  heard  was  "ham  and  eggs," 
known  as  the  California  old-age  pension  plan,  in  fact  so 
much  so  that  it  kept  me  hungry  during  my  whole  sUy  in 
that  wonderful  State.     [Laughter.] 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  CtAwronD],  a  very 
distinguished  Congressman,  and  a  good  friend  of  mine, 
stated  that  if  you  put  the  McCormack  refining  sugar  quota 
amendment  In  we  would  have  additional  imports  and  It 
would  interfere  with  the  producers  of  sugar  beets  and  sugar- 


cane in  this  country.  Mr.  Chairman,  whether  this  amend- 
ment is  placed  in  the  bill  or  left  out  of  it  will  not  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  increasing  imports.  Listen  to  the  real 
purpose  of  this  bill  and  you  will  see  that  the  gentleman  Is 
mistaken. 

The  bill  extends  for  an  additional  year  the  provisions  of 
the  Sugar  Act  of  1937,  that  is,  permits  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture to  make  accrued  payments  for  the  crop  years  of  1941 
and  previous  years.  This  bill  also  extends  the  quota  pro- 
visions and  the  conditional  benefit  payment  provisions 
which  will  expire  December  31,  1940,  unless  the  Cummings 
bill  is  passed.  In  other  words,  the  McCormack  amendment 
does  not  have  anything  to  do  with  imports. 

By  means  of  yearly  marketing  quotas  on  both  raw  and 
refined  sugar.  Congress  since  1934  has  divided  the  American 
sugar  market  among  the  various  sugar  producing  and  re- 
fining groups.  The  Cummings  bill  leaves  out  refining  quotas 
which  the  McCormack  amendment  proposes  to  place  in  the 

bill  as  follows: 

Tons 

1.  The    beet-eugar   refinery 1,400.000 

2.  The  tropical  refiners  (mostly  Cuba  and  Puerto  Rico)..      600.000 

3.  The  hoixie  cane  sugar  refining  Industry 4.300,000 

It  is  my  understanding  that  prior  to  the  passage  of  legis- 
lation in  the  interest  of  the  sugar  groups  the  beet  refin- 
ing people  refined  only  about  700,000  tons,  but  under  the 
refining  quota  program  as  just  stated  the  beet-sugar  re- 
finers receive  a  quota  of  1,400,000  tons,  I  cannot  under- 
stand for  a  minute  how  this  amendment  will  interfere  with 
the  beet-sugar  interests  of  the  country,  either  the  growers  or 
the  refiners.  But  the  passage  of  this  bill  without  the  in- 
clusion of  the  McCormack  amendment  could  play  havoc  with 
the  refiners  in  the  United  States  in  that  it  would  permit 
Puerto  Rico  and  especially  Hawaii  to  increase  their  refining . 
of  sugar  perhaps  800,000  tons  or  more.  This  would  be  as 
stated  at  the  expense  of  the  refiners  and  the  laborers  who 
work  in  the  refineries  of  the  United  States. 

The  reason  the  committee  did  not  report  a  real  sugar 
bill  to  the  House  was  because  we  had  before  our  committee 
about  five  or  six  different  sugar  groups,  all  of  them  having 
different  views  and  interested  In  different  bills.  We  could 
not,  therefore,  get  them  together,  and  we  could  not  get  the 
committee  together  on  a  real  comprehensive  bill. 

You  have  heard  in  the  discussion  all  about  this  legis- 
lation, and  I  need  not  take  more  of  your  time.  I  hope  that 
the  McCormack  amendment  will  be  voted  in  and  that  the 
bill  will  be  passed,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  very  necessary 
that  we  pass  this  extension  of  the  1937  act. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  FULMER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  without  the  Mc- 
Cormack amendment  the  quota  from  Puerto  Rico  and 
Hawaii  will  actually  be  increased,  for  the  reason  that  they 
will  bring  it  In  in  the  refined  state,  whereas  If  It  Is  im- 
ported in  the  raw  state  3  percent  is  lost  in  refining? 

Mr.  FULMER.    I  so  understand. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  That  gives  them  3  percent  over  what 
they  have  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  FULMER.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  observa- 
tion, and  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time.    [Applause.! 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas  IMr.  Hopxl,  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  opposed  to  the  McCor^- 
mack  amendment  because  I  am  opposed  to  putting  any 
quotas  or  limitations  upon  the  manufacture  of  ansrthing  in 
any  part  of  the  United  SUtes.  That  is  what  the  McCor- 
mack amendment  does,  it  puts  a  limitation  upon  the  manu- 
facture of  sugar  in  certain  parts  of  the  United  States.  If 
that  amendment  should  Impose  a  limitation  upon  the  manu- 
facture of  sugar  In  Massachusetts,  or  New  York,  or  New 
Jersey.  I  would  be  Just  as  quick  to  oppose  it.  There  is  noth- 
ing in  the  present  Sugar  Act  that  puts  any  limiUtlon  upon 
the  manufacture  of  sugar  anywhere,  and  I  do  not  believe 
this  Congress  should  put  Itself  on  record  as  saying  that  there 
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ought  to  be  a  limitation  or  a  quota  in  any  State  or  any  part 
of  the  country  upon  the  manufacture  of  any  legitimate 
product. 

Mr.  OSMERS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.    I  am  sorry.  I  do  not  have  time  to  yield. 

If  we  recognize  such  a  doctrine,  then  some  day  somebody 
will  come  along  and  put  a  limitation  upon  the  amount  of 
fiour  we  can  manufacture  in  Kansas.  I  do  not  believe  there 
is  a  Member  of  this  House  who  would  want  to  recognize  the 
doctrine  that  Congress  has  the  right  to  say  that  any  part  of 
this  country  must  have  its  right  to  manufacture  limited. 

Mr.  KLEBERG.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  sorry,  I  cannot  yield.  I  have  but  5 
minutes. 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  camouflage  in  connection 
with  the  debate  upon  this  measure.  This  amendment  is 
spoken  of  as  something  designed  to  t)eneflt  labor.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  there  are  about  14,000  people  employed  in  the 
refining  of  cane  sugar  in  the  United  States;  14.000  people 
out  of  some  30,000.000  p)eople  gainfully  employed  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  cannot  yield.  I  will  anticipate  the  gentle- 
man's question  by  saying  there  are  other  people  who  are 
Indirectly  dependent  upon  the  sugar- refining  industry  in  the 
United  States.  There  are  just  as  many  and  more  who  are 
dependent,  however,  upon  the  domestic  sugar  industry  in 
this  country,  because  there  are  employed  in  the  domestic 
sugar  industry  in  the  United  States,  including  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico,  some  300.000  people,  and  in  the  continental 
United  States  there  are  employed  something  like  90,000  field 
workers  and  something  like  10.000  factory  workers  In  the 
manufacture  of  l)eet  sugar.  Beet  sugar  in  this  country  offers 
us  our  greatest  opportunity  perhaps  to  use  sxuplus  agricul- 
tural acres.  It  is  a  deficit  crop;  and  I  may  say  to  my  friends 
from  Florida  and  Louisiana,  as  well  as  those  coming  from 
other  beet-producing  sections,  that  I  am  in  favor  of  producing 
in  the  United  States  all  of  the  sugar  we  can,  and  I  think  if 
properly  encouraged  we  can  produce  in  the  United  States 
all  of  the  sugar  that  we  require.  To  do  that,  however,  we 
must  have  protection. 

Tlie  cane-refining  industry  of  this  country  is  opposed  to 
protection.  It  is  opposed  to  the  beet-sugar  industry — and  I 
am  not  criticizing  them  for  that  attitude,  because  they  are  not 
served  by  protection,  they  are  served  by  free  trade — and  for 
this  reason,  and  because  of  the  fact  that  their  interests  are 
diametrically  opposite,  we  have  ever  a  conflict  there.  I  hope 
that  none  of  my  friends  from  the  l)eet-producing  sections  of 
the  country  will  be  misled  today  Into  thinking  that  they  should 
support  this  amendment,  because  fundamentally  we  have 
two  different  groups  here  who  are  fighting.  It  is  too  bad,  but 
It  cannot  be  helped.  There  is  no  interest,  so  far  as  the  refiners 
are  concerned,  which  is  not  in  conflict  with  an  increase  In 
the  production  of  beet  sugar  in  this  country.  That  conflict 
has  always  existed.  It  Is  unfortunate.  I  hope  those  of  us 
who  are  Interested  In  the  beet-sugar  industry  will.  In  order  to 
protect  that  industry,  support  the  bill  unamended,  because  it 
is  necessary. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Maine  I  Mr.  Brewster]. 

nKxracTiGN 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  very  gratified  to 
hear  my  friend  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  stand  up  for  the 
policy  of  protection.  I  recognize  that  this  issue  is  very  vitally 
Involved,  but  any  implicaUon  that  those  of  us  supporting  the 
McCormack  amendment  hold  any  antagonism  to  the  domestic- 
sugar  industry  is  unwarranted  on  the  record  being  written 
here  today.  We  stand  for  the  same  protection  for  the  do- 
mestic-sugar industry  and  for  the  refining  industry  as  well, 
and  most  of  the  advocates  of  that  policy  have  stood  together 
In  accomplishing  the  legislation  which  has  hitherto  pre- 
vailed— until  it  lapsed  a  few  short  months  ago. 
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The  refining  Industry  has  existed  for  years.  As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  representing  neither  a 
refinery,  a  beet-sugar,  or  a  sugarcane  section,  I  have  listened 
to  the  arguments  of  the  various  Members.  I  have  not  heard 
one  word  suggested  by  my  friend  the  gentleman  from  Colo^ 
rado  as  to  why  there  is  any  warrant  for  a  change  in  the  posi- 
Uon  which  he  himself  has  hitherto  held  except  the  subtle 
and  apparently  sufficient  suggestion  that  he  feared  the 
President  would  not  approve. 

I  submit  that  if  our  legislation  Is  to  be  tailor-made  at  the 
White  House,  then  we  might  as  well  close  up  shop  and  go 
home.  I  say  that  as  a  legislaUve  and  deUberative  body,  it  Is 
our  duty  to  determine  our  legislation  in  accordance  with  what 
we  beUeve  to  be  the  best  interest  of  the  people  and  the  con- 
stituents we  represent. 

If  the  President  shall  hold  different  views,  that  is  his  right 
under  the  Constitution,  but  imtil  that  measure  comes  back 
here  with  good  and  sufficient  reasons  why  our  attitude 
should  be  changed,  and  before  we  jettison  the  cargo,  before 
our  sugar-beet  friends  throw  overboard  the  refining  indus- 
try with  which  they  have  been  for  a  long  time  associated,  it 
would  be  well  for  them  to  stand  firmly  for  the  protection  of 
all  those  concerned  here  in  the  United  States. 

I  share  the  sympathies  expressed  by  my  friend  from 
Puerto  Rico.  I  realize  the  problem  they  have;  but  I  sub- 
mit the  solution  of  their  problem  is  not  to  be  found  In 
throwing  overboard  the  14,000  workers  and  all  the  others 
dependent  upon  a  great  industry  that  is  here  represented. 
We  are  confronted  with  a  condition  and  not  a  theory.  No 
fine-spun  argimient  of  American  territorial  rights  can  blind 
us  to  the  fact  that  without  the  McCormack  amendment  we 
are  destroying  the  sugar-refining  industry  in  the  United 
States  and  turning  it  over  to  the  peon  labor  of  Puerto 
Rico.  As  a  Member  on  this  side  of  the  aisle — I  will 
not  undertake  to  speak  for  the  other  side — since  we  have 
taken  over  William  Green  and  John  L.  Lewis  in  the  past 
week.  I  hope  my  friends  on  this  side  will  show  that  this  new- 
found alliance  with  labor  will  represent  something  in  the 
action  of  this  Congress  and  that  we  will  record  ourselves  as 
being  in  favor  of  protection  for  American  labor,  and  do  that 
without  delay.  [Applause.] 
Mr.  HEALEY.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.     May  I  say  that  there  are  18.000  workers 
directly  employed  in  this  industry,  not  14,000. 
Mr.  BREWSTER.    I  am  glad  to  be  corrected. 
Mrs.   ROGERS   of   Massachusetts.    Will   the   gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  jrleld  to  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  was  Interested  In  what 
Members  on  the  majority  side  had  to  say  if  the  McCormack 
amendment  went  in  that  the  President  might  veto  it:  but  it 
did  not  prevent  their  voting  for  a  bill  the  other  day  condon- 
ing child  labor.  Surely  he  ought  to  veto  that  if  he  lives  up 
to  pronouncements  against  child  labor.  I  hope  that  the 
President  will  veto  it.  He  has  protested  so  much  against 
employing  child  labor.  I  do  not  see  how  he  can  sign  a  bill 
that  condones  it.  It  is  vital  to  the  fourteen  to  eighteen 
thousand  sugar  refiners  that  the  McCormack  amendment  be 
adopted — and  to  the-sugar  industry  as  a  whole  in  this  country. 
I  do  not  believe  the  President  will  veto  the  bill  with  the 
McCormack  amendment  in  it. 
Mr.  MICHENER.  Will  the  genUeman  yield? 
Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  There  seems  to  be  some  question 
whether  there  are  14.000  or  18.000  refiners  Involved.  I  may 
say  to  the  gentleman,  if  he  is  talking  about  protection,  that 
there  are  70,000  beet  growers  involved  in  addition  to  the 
dozens  of  beet -sugar  factories  employing  thousands  and  thou- 
sands of  individuals,  plus  the  fact  that  this  sugar  for  the 
factories  is  produced  in  America. 
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Mr.  BREWSTER.  As  I  tried  to  make  clear,  the  advocates 
of  the  McCormack  amendment  are  ready  to  accord  the  same 
consideration  to  beet  and  cane  sugar  domestically  grown 
that  was  agreed  to  in  1937  and  1934.  We  feel  there  Is  no 
reason  for  now  going  back  upon  an  arrangement  that  was 
equitable  then  and  is  equitable  now. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  a  member  of  the 
committee,  the  gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Pierce], 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PIERCE.    I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  and  all  argu- 
ments thereto  close  in  1  hour  and  20  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Oregon  (Mr.  PibicbI. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  when  we  came  here  in  1933 
the  sugar-beet  industry,  like  all  agriculture,  was  prostrate. 
It  was  a  losing  game  everywhere.  We  enacted  the  first  law 
In  1934,  and  recovery  commenced  to  take  hold.  The  fac- 
tories opened.  Farmers  commenced  to  raise  sugar  beets 
at  a  profit.  The  Congress  reenacted  that  law  in  1937.  and 
business  went  forward.  The  law  expires  this  year.  We  on 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  found  it  impossible  to  agree 
on  the  terms  of  a  permanent  law,  as  we  should  have  done, 
taking  care  of  the  various  interests,  so  we  come  with  this 
bill  today  simply  extending  the  present  act  for  1  year. 

Just  think  of  what  will  happen  if  we  adopt  the  McCormack 
amendment  and  the  bill  is  vetoed.  The  sugar-beet  industry 
would  be  ruined  and  our  raw-sugar  markets  open  to  the 
world.  Cul)a  can  produce  all  the  sugar  we  use  in  the  United 
States,  and  the  few  sugar  factories  in  New  York  and  Phila- 
delphia may  prosper,  but  is  the  rest  of  the  country  to  have  no 
consideration? 

There  are  almost  a  million  acres  of  land  In  sugar  beets. 
Much  of  that  land  cannot  t>e  planted  to  another  crop  which 
can  be  grown  profitably.  Almost  a  million  people  are  directly 
interested.  I  am  counting  the  sugar  workers  and  the  farmers 
and  their  dependents  and  I  am  covmting  the  refineries  out 
in  the  sugar-beet  districts.  If  you  adopt  this  amendment 
and  the  bill  is  vetoed  you  are  destrosring  an  industry  that  is 
today  producing  almost  one-third  of  all  the  sugar  of  our 
country. 

I  recognize  that  our  brilliant  colleague  from  Massachusetts 
with  his  ability  can  almost  make  black  look  white.  No  man 
on  this  floor  can  present  a  proposition  so  plausibly.  He  pre- 
sents his  case  just  as  if  it  were  an  ordinary  question  of  pro- 
tection for  an  industry.  It  is,  in  fact,  to  protect  certain  refin- 
eries which  fear  there  will  be  an  increased  production  in 
refined  sugar  in  certain  parts  of  the  United  States,  namely, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  Hawaii. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  How  many  gentlemen  have  requested  time, 
and  how  much  time  will  be  allotted  to  each  Member  speaking 
on  this  amendment? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  has  listed  32  names  and, 
under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  debate  is  limited  to 
1  hour  and  20  minutes. 
The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 

HOOKl. 

Mr.  HOOK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  happen  to  come  from  one  of 
the  largest  beet-growing  States  in  the  Union.  I  have  been 
informed  that  those  representing  the  beet  growers  in  the 
state  of  Michigan  and  the  eastern  beet  area  are  in  favor  of 
the  McCormack  amendment.  They  do  not  oppose  that 
amendment.  I  hear  talk  about  its  restricting  beet  produc- 
tion. I  cannot  understand  the  arguments  along  that  line,  be- 
cause we  have  not  used  up  the  quota  that  was  allotted  to  the 
beet  growers  in  Michigan  and  I  understand  that  is  true  na- 
tionally, so  why  worry  about  it? 


Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOOK.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    How  can  this  continuing  resolution  possibly 
affect  the  production  of  beet  sugar? 

Mr.  HOOK.    It  cannot. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    It  keeps  it  as  it  has  been  since  1934. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOOK.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Montana. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  if  we  pass  this  bill 
it  freezes  the  production  of  beets  at  present  levels? 

Mr.  HOOK.     No;  it  does  not. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  In  what  way  does  it  not?  You  are  not 
allowed  any  increase  in  quota  for  production. 

Mr.  HOOK.    You  have  not  even  used  up  your  quota  yet. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  understand,  but  I  am  talking  about 
the  future. 

Mr.  HOOK.    This  bill  continues  the  act  only  1  year. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  What  I  am  talking  about  is  that  this 
bill  does  not  provide  for  an  increase  in  production  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  HOOK.  Yes;  but  this  is  only  for  1  year.  This  is  not 
a  permanent  thing. 

It  is  claimed  that  any  limitation  upon  the  refining  of 
sugar  in  the  American  Tropics  is  a  discrimination  against 
American  citizens  down  there. 

Who  are  the  Puerto  Rican  refiners  who  say  that  they  are 
being  discriminated  against?  The  facts  show  that  there  are 
only  two  important  refiners  in  Puerto  Rico  and  that  they 
have  got  82  percent  of  the  business  down  there.  One  is 
known  as  the  Puerto  Rican -American  Sugar  Refining  Co., 
which  is  owned  100  percent  by  the  richest  family  in  Puerto 
Rico — the  Serralles.  The  other  refinery,  located  a  few  miles 
away,  is  owned  by  the  Roig  family. 

Mr.  HEALEY.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOOK.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Does  either  of  these  families  pay  an  in- 
come tax? 

Mr.  HOOK.  Neither  one  of  these  famiUes  pays  an  in- 
come tax,  although  they  have  incomes  ranging  from 
$2,000,000  to  $4,000,000. 

The  discussion  of  this  sugar  problem,  which  has  taken  up 
so  much  time  of  the  House,  centers  around  these  two  Puerto 
Rican  families,  and  whether  or  not  they  are  being  fairly 
treated. 

Let  us  look  at  the  Serralles  family,  of  which  the  present 
head  is  one  Juan  Eugenio  Serralles.  This  family  owns  two 
sugar  mills  with  thoiisands  of  acres  of  sugar  land.  It  op- 
erates a  rum  distillery  and  owns  the  biggest  refinery  on  the 
island.  The  value  of  all  of  these  properties  is  estimated  at 
$10,000,000,  and  this  great  wealth  is  concentrated  in  one 
family  living  on  an  island  which  is  one  of  the  most  wretch- 
edly poor  in  the  world. 

What  is  the  Roig  family?  They  own  two  raw-sugar  mills 
and  thousands  of  acres  of  cane  land,  and  they  have  made 
plenty  of  money  on  their  refinery  at  the  expense  of  the 
workmen  in  the  refineries  in  the  United  States. 

Now,  both  of  these  Puerto  Rican  families.  Roig  and  Ser- 
ralles, have  been  made  rich  by  the  sugar  consvuners  of  the 
United  States.  For  many  years,  these  families  have  re- 
ceived dir«t  and  indirect  subsidies  on  their  production  of 
raw  sugar  and  this,  and  this  alone,  has  enabled  them  to 
build  refineries  to  unfairly  compete  with  the  home  industry. 
Since  1934  these  two  families  alone,  as  raw-sugar  producers, 
have  received  over  $2,000,000  from  the  Federal  Treasury,  and 
about  $20,000,000  more  as  subsidies  from  consumers  here. 
Now,  no  one  knows  how  much  money  these  two  famiUes 
make  each  year  out  of  the  sugar  hand-outs.  These  so-called 
American  families  do  not  pay  American  income  taxes,  and 
they  make  no  statement  of  their  financial  condition  to  the 
United  States  Government.  However,  on  the  basis  of  the 
earnings  of  other  sugar  companies  In  Puerto  Rico,  it  can 
be  estimated  that  they  make  a  comWned  net  income  of 
somewhere  t}etween  one  and  one-half  and  two  million  dollars 
a  year. 
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Now  the  Rolg  and  Serralles  families  have  their  sugar  plan- 
Utions  and  refineries  but  a  few  mUes  from  the  Lafayette 
plantation  which  was  purchased  by  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment in  1936  through  the  Puerto  Rican  Reconstruction 
Administration  which  operates  under  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  When  the  plantation  was  purchased  a  study  was 
made  by  the  Government  of  the  labor  and  social  conditions 
there.  ^  ^    , 

And  what  did  this  Federal  agency  find  on  this  typical  sugar 
plantation?  It  reports  that  "most  of  the  workers'  houses 
consist  of  one  and  two  rooms  and  a  kitchen."  Rents  paid 
run  around  30  cents  to  50  cents  a  week,  and  the  report  fur- 
ther shows  that  87  percent  of  these  poor  workers'  houses 
have  no  bathing  conveniences  of  any  kind,  and  none  of  the 
towns  in  which  these  sugar  workers  lived  is  equipped  with 
any  system  of  sewerage. 

What  kind  of  food  do  these  workers  have?  The  Govern- 
ment reports  that  "the  staple  food,  of  the  Puerto  Rican 
sugar  peasants,  consists  of  vegetables,  mainly  tubers,  and 
codfish  for  lunch,  and  rice  and  beans  for  dirmer."  Thirty- 
five  percent  of  the  families  reported  that  they  had  only  black 
coffee  for  breakfast  and  40  percent  reported  that  they  did 
not  use  milk  in  their  dally  diet. 

And.  finally,  the  Government  reports  that  "  the  result — of 
the  diet — is  a  case  of  general  debility  and  malnutrition  and 
great  susceptibility  to  disease." 

Now.  I  cannot  understand  any  reason  why  this  House 
should  adopt  sugar  legislation  to  enlarge  the  profits  of  the 
Rolg  and  Serralles  families.  Such  an  increase  in  profits 
would  come  about  if  Puerto  Rico  is  permitted  to  expand  its 
refining  of  sugar.  Certainly,  the  extension  of  refining  in 
Puerto  Rico  could  not  raise  the  Puerto  Rican  worker  out  of  the 
terrible  poverty  in  which  he  finds  himself  under  the  planta- 
tion system  on  that  Island. 
I  trust  the  McCormack  amendment  Is  adopted. 
This  is  the  amendment  I  offered  in  committee,  which  was 
defeated  by  a  small  margin,  but  since  that  time  some  of  the 
meml)ers.  who  voted  against  it  in  committee,  after  further 
study,  now  favor  It. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.KENNEDY.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  a  New  York 
City  farmer,  I  would  like  to  appeal  to  the  Representatives  from 
the  17  Western  States  who  were  here  yesterday  crying  on  our 
shoulders  asking  for  our  votes.  It  seems  to  me  that  from  the 
time  I  came  to  Congress  I  have  been  hearing  of  the  farmers' 
plight  and  their  distressed  condition  and  the  Importance  of 
helping  them.  We  have  been  giving  that  help  throughout  the 
years,  and  today  we  find  the  Representatives  of  the  farmers 
that  we  have  always  helped  ready  to  throw  the  sugar  refiners 
in  our  part  of  the  country  to  the  wolves. 

Those  of  us  who  come  from  New  York  City  feel  that  unless 
this  bill  is  amended,  by  the  adoption  of  the  McCormack 
amendment,  that  it  will  be  an  unfair  bill  not  only  to  the  re- 
finers but  to  our  city  and  our  community.  Our  plight  In  New 
York  City  is  probably  worse  than  that  of  the  farmers.  Our 
mayor,  about  2  weeks  ago,  found  it  necessary  to  appoint  a 
committee  to  attract  business  to  our  city.  It  seems  that  many 
of  our  buildings  are  empty,  factories  i(Ue,  and  we  have  to  get 
some  financial  help.  I  hope  my  farmer  friends  will  not  let  us 
down  by  taking  this  business  away  Irom  our  city  refiners, 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MARIIN  J.  KENNEDY.  I  yield. 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Would  it  be  possible  for  the  Western 
States,  sparsely  settled  as  they  are,  to  get  any  bin  through  this 
House  for  reclamation  purposes  if  we  did  not  get  the  support 
of  the  industrial  East? 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  The  gentleman  is  absolutely 
right,  and  I  am  very  glad  to  have  his  statement  as  he  Is 
one  of  few  Members  here  who  has  always  been  mindful  and 
appreciative  of  the  cooperation  of  the  East, 

The  American  Federation  of  Labor  adopted  the  following 
resolution  in  support  of  the  McCormack  amendment: 

Whereas  the  refining  ot  raw  cane  sugar  in  continental  United 
States  gives  employment  to  thousands  of  workers  aflUlated  with 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor;  and 
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Whereas  the  Jobs  and  pay  rolls  of  the  sugar-reflnery  workers 
have  been  reduced  since  1925  by  the  flood  of  refined  sugar  which 
has  been  Imported  Into  this  country  from  Cuba.  Hawaii,  Puerto 
Rico,  the  Philippines,  and  other  tropical  islands;   and 

Whereas  a  further  loss  In  Jobs  and  pay  rolls  wlU  occur  after 
1940  unless  these  workers  receive  an  adequate  protection  In  the 
Sugar  Act  to  be  written  In  that  year:   Therefore  be  It 

Resolved  That  this  convention,  the  fifty-ninth  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  go  on  record  as  recommending  that  an  ade- 
quate protection  (through  tariffs,  quotas,  or  otherwise)  be  pro- 
vided for  the  sugar-refinery  workers  In  any  sugar  legislation  which 
may  be  developed  by  Congress  In  1940,  and  imder  no  circum- 
stances should  there  be  any  further  expansion  In  the  Importation 
of  refined  sugar  made  Ua  the  tropical  Islands  for  our  market;  and 

be  It  further  .  .    ^        _.  j 

Resolved.  That  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  does  endorse 

and   advocate  protective   legislation   for  these   workers. 

Your  committee  recommends  approval   of  the  purpose  of  this 

resolution  and  would  refer  it  to  the  executive  councU  for  study 

and  action.  ,  ,       j     *  ^ 

The  report  of  the  committee  was  xmanlmously  adopted. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.    Mr.  Chairman,  this  House 
.should    not    adopt    the   Cummlngs    proposal    without    first 
adopting  the  McCormack  amendment. 

We  have  located  in  my  State,  at  Savannah,  a  refinery  that 
is  possibly  in  closer  proximity  to  the  refineries  of  Puerto 
Rico  than  any  other  refinery  in  continental  United  States. 
Our  refinery  buys  its  raw  sugar  in  the  raw-sugar  markets 
of  this  Nation  and  of  the  world.  The  refineries  in  Puerto 
Rico  are  owned  by  the  same  group  who  own  the  raw-sugar- 
producing  plantations  of  Puerto  Rico.  The  figures  from  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  show  that  two  refinery  groups 
alone  receive  annually  under  the  provisions  of  the  Cum- 
mings  resolution  approximately  $600,000  in  the  form  of  sub- 
sidies and  bounties.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  means  that 
before  those  two  refineries  In  Puerto  Rico  have  refined  1 
pound  of  raw  sugar,  they  have  already  received  boimties 
and  subsidies  in  the  sum  of  $600,000  annually.  Against 
that,  our  refinery  has  not  received  1  penny.  Now.  you  are 
proposing  under  this  Cummings  resolution  to  make  our  re- 
finery go  into  competition  with  those  refineries  that,  with 
$600,000  of  annual  subsidies,  can  easily  imdersell  and  put 
out  of  business  our  continental  refineries,  not  only  in  Sa- 
vannah, but  those  along  the  entire  Atlantic  seaboard.  Now. 
is  that  fair  or  is  that  just?  I  beheve  in  equality  with  respect 
to  all  groups,  but  you  are  not  giving  It  under  this  Cummlngs 
resolution  unless  you  modify  it  by  protecting  your  refineries 
and  those  engaged  in  the  refining  industry  of  this  coimtry 
with  the  McCormack  amendment. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  The  gentleman  realizes,  does 
he  not,  that  in  the  event  this  Sugar  Act  should  expire,  the 
tariff  goes  back  to  $1.50  and  the  processing  tax  comes  off? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  Probably  so,  but  then  you 
are  treating  your  refineries  In  all  parts  of  the  United  States 
on  an  absolutely  fair  and  equal  basis,  which  you  are  not 
doing  under  the  Cummings  resolution  unless  the  McCormack 
amendment  is  adopted. 

The  people  of  Georgia  are  opposed  to  the  enactment  of 
the  Cummings  bill.  H.  R.  9654,  unless  that  bill  is  amended 
to  restore  the  quota  limitations  on  refined  sugar  shipped  here 
from  the  American  tropics,  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii.  The 
Cummings  bill  is  unacceptable  k>ecause  It  would  continue  tha 
Sugar  Act  of  1937  for  1  year  without  guarding  the  Interests 
of  American  labor  and  capital  in  the  sugar-refining  industry. 

Georgia  does  not  have  any  production  of  sugar  beets  or 
sugarcane  (for  sugar)  but  it  does  have  a  large  and  important 
refining  industry  at  Savannah.  Savannah  is  one  of  the 
oldest  and  most  important  seaports  in  the  South.  What 
happens  to  Savannah  and  Savannah  industry  is  of  Interest 
to  everyone  in  Georgia.  The  refining  of  cane  sugar  Is  one 
of  the  most  important  Industries  in  Savaimah,  and  if  the 
Cummings  bill  is  enacted  in  its  present  form,  this  Savannah 
Industry  will  receive  a  heavy  blow.  The  people  of  my  State 
do  not  want  to  see  a  flood  of  refined  sugar  from  the  tropics 
coming  into  Georgia  and  other  States. 
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Down  in  Sarannah  there  is  one  of  the  most  modem  can2- 
sugar  refineries  in  the  world.  It  has  the  capacity  to  pro- 
duce over  2,500.000  pounds  of  refined  sugar  a  day.  Georgia's 
cane-sxigar  refinery  Is  big  enough  to  make  five  times  as  much 
sugar  as  Is  consumed  in  Georgia  each  year.  At  the  present 
time  the  Georgia  cane-sugar-reflnlng  Industry  has  annual 
sales  of  over  $20,000,000.  A  good  part  of  this  sum  goes  to 
pay  the  producers  of  raw  sugar,  and  a  large  part  of  it  goes 
to  the  Federal  Government  as  taxes  on  that  sugar,  A  sub- 
stantial part  of  this  $20,000,000  stays  right  in  Georgia  and 
creates  purchasing  power  for  local  labor  and  local  industry, 
which  Is  of  tremendous  Importance  to  the  State.  The 
Savannah  refining  Industry  purchases  equipment,  cartons, 
sugar  bags,  chemicals,  and  other  supplies  from  every  State 
in  the  South. 

.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  Congress  should  enact  legis- 
lation in  1940  which  will  increase  refining  in  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico  and  decrease  refining  in  my  State.  Who  are 
the  Puerto  Rican  refiners?  The  Government's  records  show 
that  there  are  only  two  refineries  of  any  size  In  Puerto  Rico. 
These  refineries  are  owned  by  the  Roig  and  Senalles  fami- 
lies. According  to  the  reports  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, these  refining  families  have  received  about  $2,000,000 
from  the  Federal  Treasury  since  1934  as  bounties  upon  their 
production  of  raw  sugar.  At  the  same  time  these  families 
pay,  according  to  the  Governor  of  Puerto  Rico,  some  $7  or 
$8  a  week  to  the  refinery  worker. 

The  Cummlngs  bill  (H.  R.  9654)  does  not  give  any  sub- 
sidies to  the  Georgia  refining  industry.  It  does  not  help 
Georgia  labor.  The  bill  does  not  provide  any  assistance  to 
my  State.  On  the  contrary,  by  permitting  the  expansion  of 
tropical  refining.  It  would  reduce  the  output  of  one  of  the 
most  Important  Industries  in  Georgia. 

It  is  obvious  under  these  circumstances  that  the  people  of 
Georgia  must  ask  for  the  defeat  of  the  Cummings  bill  unless 
it  Is  amended  to  provide  for  the  restoration  of  the  quotas 
on  Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rican  refined  sugar  as  were  pro- 
vided In  the  Sugar  Acts  of  1934  and  1937. 

Mr.  OSMERS.     Mr.  Chairman.   I  yield   1   minute  of  my 
time  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van  ZandtJ. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OSMERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  statement  has  been 
made  here,  probably  more  In  facetiousness  than  in  any  other 
way,  that  in  my  previous  remarks  I  advocated  free  trade. 
I  made  the  statement  that  the  only  unit  In  the  American 
sugar  system  that  could  maintain  Itself  without  protection 
and  without  subsidies  is  the  American  cane-sugar  refining 
industry.  Those  of  you  who  remember  my  vote  on  the  re- 
ciprocal-trade agreements,  those  of  you  who  know  of  the 
plants  m  my  district  that  have  been  closed  by  the  free  trade 
we  have  today  in  many  lines,  know  full  well  that  I  would 
certainly  be  the  last  Member  of  this  House  to  speak  In  be- 
half of  free  trade.  I  think  it  would  be  better  to  say  that  I 
came  here  to  speak  and  speak  to  you  again  to  urge  the 
adoption  of  the  McCormack  amendment  because  I  want  to 
protect  an  American  industry  that  has  demonstrated  itself 
as  efficient  over  a  long  perlcd  of  years. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 
Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr,  Chairman,  the  people  in  my  State, 
Pennsylvania,  vigorously  oppose  the  enactment  of  the  Cum- 
mings bill  iH.  R.  9654).  unless  that  bill  is  amended  to  restore 
quota  limitations  upon  the  amount  of  refined  sugar  to  be 
Imported  each  year  from  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii. 

Pennsylvania  has.  at  Philadelphia,  the  largest  cane-sugar 
refining  Industry  In  the  world.  Three  refining  plants  give 
employment  to  thousands  of  persons,  and  create  a  ptu-chas- 
ing  power  for  Pennsylvania  commodities  which  is  felt  all 
ever  the  State.  It  is  one  of  those  Pennsylvania  commodi- 
ties— coal— in  which  I  am  particularly  Interested. 

There  are  millions  of  employees  in  such  coal  States  as 
Pennsylvania.   West   Virginia,   Virginia,   niinois.  Ohio,   and 
,     Tennessee,  who  want  to  see  quotas  maintained  against  tropi- 
cal refining,  because  an  Increase  in  tropical  refining  means 
a  decrease  in  their  sales  of  coal.    In  this  regard,  thousands 


of  men  in  the  United  Mine  Workers  of  America  have  wiced 
their  objections  this  year  against  any  further  expansion  of 
tropical  refining. 

The  home  cane-sugar  refining  industry  Is  a  very  large 
user  of  coal.  Last  year  it  paid  about  $2,500,000  for  coal  and 
coke,  and  its  indirect  consumption  of  coal,  through  its  pur- 
chases of  gas,  electricity,  and  steam,  brought  the  total  close 
to  $3,000,000.  This  enormous  consumption  of  coal  arises 
from  the  fact  that  the  refining  plants  must  not  only  have 
power  with  which  to  operate  their  elaborate  refining  equip- 
ment— mixers,  centrifugals,  granulators.  packaging  machin- 
ery, and  so  on — but  they  also  must  heat  great  quantities  of 
water  for  the  purpose  of  washing  and  purifying  the  raw 
sugar. 

To  the  noncoal  States  the  consumption  of  $3,000,000  worth 
of  coal  a  year  may  appear  to  be  a  small  quantity.  But  the 
purchases  of  $3,000,000  of  coal  mean  the  creation  of 
$1,500,000  of  wages  in  the  c«ed  mines.  And  it  must  be  recog- 
nized that  the  coal  industry  in  Pennsylvania  has  suffered 
severe  losses  of  business  In  recent  years.  This  decrease  in 
the  output  of  Pennsylvania  coal  has  meant  an  Increase  In 
unemployment  and  a  drying  up  of  purchasing  power  for  the 
industry  of  the  State  generally. 

The  coal  industry  has  made  every  conceivable  attempt  to 
win  back  some  of  its  lost  markets  and  to  stop  any  further 
shrinkage  of  those  markets.  And  every  worker  and  every 
coal  operator  recognizes  that  if  there  is  an  expansion  of 
tropical  refining,  there  will  be  a  contraction  in  the  volume  of 
coal  which  is  marketed.  This  follows  automatically  because 
the  refineries  in  the  Tn^Jics  do  not  consume  coal  as  do  the 
refineries  at  home. 

I  repeat  that  the  refining  of  raw  cane  sugar  In  the  tropical 
Islands  does  not  utilize  coal  as  fuel.  Practically  all  the  re- 
fining done  in  Cuba,  Puerto  Rico,  Hawaii,  and  the  Philip- 
pines is  done  on  plantations  as  an  adjunct  of  the  growing  of 
sugarcane  and  the  production  of  raw  cane  sugar.  The  fuel 
which  is  used  in  the  production  of  raw  sugar  and  in  the  refin- 
ing of  that  raw  sugar  is  bagasse.  Bagasse  is  the  dried  pulp 
which  remains  after  the  cane  juice  is  crushed  out  of  the  cane 
stalk.  The  burning  of  bagasse,  rather  than  coal,  means  that 
With  the  development  of  tropical  refining,  there  is  an  imme- 
diate loss  In  the  market  for  American  coal.  And  as  I  have 
stated  before,  the  depressed  coal  industry  in  Pennsylvania 
and  other  Important  coal  States  cannot  afford  to  lose  any 
more  markets. 

Let  us  look  at  the  facts  about  the  losses  which  the  coal 
Industry  has  suffered  from  the  development  of  tropical  re- 
fining. Before  1926  there  was  no  refining  done  In  the  Tropics 
for  the  American  market.  After  1925  the  Industry  had  a 
rapid  growth,  largely  because  there  was  no  protection  af- 
forded American  refining  workers.  In  the  last  15  years — 
Since  1925—6.841.000  tons  of  refined  sugar  have  been,  imported 
from  Cuba,  Puerto  Rico,  and  other  islands.  This  is  equiva- 
lent to  the  output  of  the  home  cane-sugar  refining  Industry 
for  about  iy2  years.  The  refining  industry  now  uses  about 
600,000  tons  of  coal  and  coke  a  year.  Therefore,  since  1925 
there  has  been  a  displacement,  due  to  tropical  refining,  of 
about  900,000  tons  of  American  coal,  worth  about  $4,500,000. 

Unless  properly  amended,  the  Cummings  bill,  H.  R.  9654, 
will  further  reduce  the  output  of  the  refining  Industry  by  a 
maximum  of  1,500.000  tons  a  year,  or  by  about  35  percent. 
In  the  next  15  years,  therefore.  If  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico 
refined  all  of  their  raw  sugar,  It  would  mean,  as  a  maximum, 
a  loss  of  some  22,500.000  tons,  which  is  worth  well  over 
$100,000,000. 

These  figures  on  possible  losses  are  maximum.  But  they 
are  sizeable  enough,  even  If  reduced  by  one-half  or  two- 
thirds,  to  make  every  "coal-minded"  person  In  the  United 
States  opposed  to  an  increase  in  refining  on  the  subsidized 
plantations  of  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii. 

And  even  if  tropical  refining  did  not  displace  a  ton  of 
Pennsylvania  coal,  the  people  in  my  State  and  district  would 
be  100  percent  against  tropical  refining.  Workers  in  the  coal 
industry  have  suffered  from  heavy  losses  of  employment. 
But  they  remain  closely  knit  and  well  organized — organized 
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to  help  one  another  and  their  Pennsylvania  feUow  workers. 
Unionized  coal  workers  do  not  want  to  see  unionized  sugar- 
refinery  workers  thrown  out  of  jobs  by  unorganized  cheap 
labor  in  the  Tropics.  Pennsylvania  coal  workers  and  Penn- 
eylvania  refinery  workers  are  100  percent  together  on  this 

tjToposition.  , .  ^  J  J  x 

The  Cummings  bill.  H.  R.  9654.  should  be  amended  to  re- 
store quota  limitations  upon  refining  in  Hawaii  and  Puerto 
Rico.  Unless  this  safeguard  for  Pennsylvania  industry  and 
labor  is  provided,  the  bill  should  be  defeated. 

Mr  LEONARD  W.  HALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  great  sugar-refining  industry  and  its  thou- 
sands of  employees.  I  hope  that  the  committee  wlU  adopt 

the  McCormack  amendment.  .    w     ,^ 

There  are  numerous  reasons  why  the  amendment  snould 
be  adopted  and  the  quota  limitations  of  the  1937  law  con- 
tinued in  force.  •  ^  ^  ♦.- 
The  positions  of  many  thousands  of  employees  m  domestic 
sugar  refineries  are  in  danger.  With  these  plants  now  work- 
ing at  only  60  percent  of  capacity,  it  is  not  difficult  to 
foresee  what  will  happen  if  our  domestic  industry  is  put 
further  in  competition  with  the  refineries  of  our  offshore 
Islands.  No  one  objects  to  competition  on  a  fair  and  equal 
basis,  but  when  you  consider  that  the  rate  of  wages  in  our 
domestic  refineries  Is  70  cents  per  hour  and  upward,  and 
the  rate  of  wages  in  our  offshore  islands  is  $10  per  week, 
you  can  readily  see  the  dire  results  to  our  domestic  refineries 
If  these  quota  limitations  on  refined  sugar  are  not  placed 

In  the  law. 

Furthermore,  the  offshore  producers  and  refiners  are 
one  and  the  same  people.  As  producers  they  have  received 
subsidies  from  the  Government.  Our  domestic  refiners  re- 
ceive no  subsidy.  I  ask  you.  Is  this  competition  on  a  lair 
and  equal  basis? 

Another  question  might  be  asked:  Is  there  any  leading  In- 
diLstry  in  the  United  States  whose  source  of  supply  is  limited 
to  particular  areas,  as  in  the  case  of  the  refining  industry, 
so  that  any  reduction  in  the  available  supply  of  raw  ma- 
terial from  these  areas  by  processing  them  means  just  tMt 
much  reduction  in  volume  in  the  industry  here?  The 
answer  must  be  "no."  and  yet  the  Cummings  bill  proposes 
to  do  Just  that  to  the  domestic  sugar  refining  industry. 

New  York  is  the  oldest  and  largest  cane-sugar  refining 
State  in  the  Union.  New  Yorkers  are  proud  of  that  industry. 
It  is  modern,  efficient,  and  it  employs  well-paid  American 
workmen  who  are  100  percent  unionized.  Certainly.  New 
York  does  not  want  the  Cummings  sugar  bill  enacted  unless 
It  is  amended  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  New  York 
Industry  and  its  employees  by  restoring  the  quotas  on 
refined  sugar  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico. 

Mr.  CALDWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  has  resolved  Itself 
Into  something  of  a  sham  battle  over  what  Is  really  a  non- 
essential. Whether  this  amendment  is  agreed  to  or  not  makes 
no  particular  difference.  It  is  just  a  battle  whether  you  con- 
tinue one  more  parasite  on  the  body  politic.  The  important 
thing  however  is  what  this  bill  actually  does,  and  I  shall  point 
out  a  few  of  those  phases  of  the  bill  that  actually  stand  out. 

What  is  this  bill  we  have  under  consideration?  What  does 
It  do? 

In  the  first  place  It  is  a  bill  which  restricts  the  production  of 
an  absolutely  essential  nonsiu-plus  commodity — sugar.  We 
produce  in  this  country  less  than  one-third  the  amount  of 
sugar  we  consume. 

In  the  next  place  it  is  a  bill  of  destruction;  Its  passage  will 
require  the  destruction  of  thousands  of  acres  of  growing 
EUKarcane  in  this  country.  The  attention  of  those  on  the  Re- 
publican side  of  the  aisle  who  wept  so  copiously  over  the  slain 
little  pigs  is  directed  to  this  angle. 

In  the  next  place  It  is  a  bill  which  denies  to  American  labor, 
American  agriculture,  and  American  citizens  generally  the 
right  to  produce  an  agricultural  crop  which  we  do  not  now 
have,  but  which  we  must  secure  from  other  shores. 

In  the  next  place  it  is  a  bill  which  penalizes  the  American 
oonsxuner  for  the  benefit  of  the  New  York  owned.  Cuban,  and 
other  off-sbore  producers. 
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In  the  next  place  It  is  a  bill  one  of  the  main  purposes  of 
which  is  to  continue  the  payment  of  enormous  subsidies  to 
corporations  engaged  in  the  production  of  sugar.  Some  of 
those  subsidies  exceed  one-half  milUon  dollars  to  Individual 
corporations. 

In  the  next  place  it  is  a  blow  at  national  defence.  It  is  In 
connection  with  this  phase  of  the  question  that  I  want  to 
speak  briefly. 

Both  the  Army  and  the  Navy  insist  that  sugar  is  a  prime 
essential.  It  is  doubtless  one  of  those  essentials  about  which 
the  report  on  a  recent  naval  bill  had  the  following  to  say: 

We  should  acquire  stock-piles  of  essential  raw  materials,  not  only 
for  ovir  mUltary  establishments,  but  also  for  our  Industrial  esUb- 
llsbmenta,  for  a  period  of  at  least  2  years,  and  develop  the  neces- 
sary facilities  to  use  the  essential  raw  materials  available  on  this 
continent  and  prepare  for  the  possible  use  of  substitutes. 

Instead  of  restricting — subsidize  what  is  necessary. 
It  is  just  as  important  for  our  "defenders"— whether  they 
be  soldiers  or  sailors — to  have  adequate  food  supplies,  as  it 
is  to  have  guns,  tanks,  planes,  and  ammunition.  If  the  sol- 
dier is  too  weak  from  hunger  and  exhaustion  to  pull  the 
trigger,  what  use  is  the  gun? 

Sugar  is  the  cheapest  and  at  the  same  time  one  of  the 
quickest  sources  of  energy  known  to  man.     Athletes  about 
to  enter  some  severe  test  of  strength  and  endiu-ance  are  fre- 
quently given  sugar  to  increase  their  strength  and  prolong 
their  endurance.     The  same  method  could  and  should  be 
applied  to  soldiers.    It  is  said  by  military  experts  that  the 
German  troops  continued  their  relentless  drive  day  after 
day  without  rest,  because  they  were  supplied  with  a  form  of 
concentrated  energy  which  took  the  place  of  food  and  sleep, 
and  it  is  the  consensus  of  those  military  experts  that  the 
base  from  which  this  concentrated  energy  is  made,  Is  sugar. 
Under  the  present  sugar  law.  which  certain  special  Inter- 
ests are  trying  so  hard  to  continue  for  another  year,  con- 
tinental United  States  is  permitted  to  produce  only  30  per- 
cent of  continental  consumption  of  sugar.    The  other  70 
percent  is  Imported  from  offshore  areas  and  foreign  coun- 
tries. 

Of  those  offshore  areas  supplying  the  United  States'  mar- 
ket, in  round  numbers,  a  million  tons  comes  from  the  Philip- 
pines and  a  million  tons  from  Hawaii.  Of  necessity  all  this 
sugar  must  be  transported  in  ships.  Unfortunately  for  our 
national  economy,  the  ships  which  have  heretofore  engaged 
In  such  transportation  are.  owned  and  controlled  40  percent 
by  Japan.  40  percent  Scandinavian  <now  German).  10  per- 
cent Dutch  (now  German) ,  and  10  percent  American  (United 
States  and  Canadian). 

Japanese  vessels  have  already  been  ordered  to  stay  In 
Asiatic  waters  for  the  time  being.  You  know  without  my 
telling  you  what  has  happened  to  the  Scandinavian  and 
Dutch  ships.  Consequently  there  is  a  serious  problem  now 
to  find  bottoms  to  bring  us  the  sugar  we  have  so  foolishly 
allocated  under  the  quota  system  to  those  far-fiung  out- 
posts. The  Philippines  and  Hawaii  may  be  able  to  bring  to 
the  United  States  their  full  quotas  this  year,  but  I  am  re- 
liably informed  that  they  will  in  all  probability  fail  because 
of  inadequate  shipping  facilities  to  supply  their  quotas  by 
more  than  300.000  tons. 

But  what  about  next  year?  We  may  be  at  war — God 
forbid!  But  even  if  we  were  not  actually  engaged  in  mili- 
tary or  naval  campaigns,  we  will  be  in  the  midst  of  a  most 
brutal  and  relentless  economic  war  with  the  totalitarian 
powers.  In  spite  of  our  wonderful,  growing  Navy,  Japan  or 
Russia  could  and  would  in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye  cut  us 
off  from  our  2,000,000  tons  of  "essential"'  raw  material — 
sugar — from  the  Philippines  and  Hawaii. 

Other  offshore  areas  upon  which  the  United  States  de- 
pends for  this  essential  raw  material — sugar — are  Puerto 
Rico,  which  in  round  numbers  sends  us  a  million  tons,  and 
Cuba.  2,000.000  tons.  Transportation  facilities  from  Puerto 
Rico  and  Cuba  are  in  very  nearly  the  same  predicament  as 
those  from  Hawaii  and  the  Philippines.  A  large  portion  of 
the  ships  engaged  in  transporting  from  Cuba  and  Puerto 
Rico  are  Scandinavian. 
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The  problem  of  transportation  Is  serious  now.  What  will  it 
be  this  time  next  year,  or  next  month?  The  only  routes  avail- 
able to  ships  plying  between  Puerto  Rico,  Cuba,  and  United 
States  ports  are  those  which  are  most  vulnerable  to  attack 
and  which  most  likely  would  be  attacked  first  by  an  enemy  of 
the  United  States.  Thus  4,000,000  tons  of  essential  raw  ma- 
terial, essential  food,  if  you  please,  may  easily  be  lost  to  us. 

The  questions  to  be  decided  are  clear-cut  and  easily  under- 
stood. 

If  you  are  against  the  restrictions  of  an  essential  nonsur- 
plus  crop,  vote  against  the  bill. 

If  you  are  against  the  destruction  of  growing  crops,  vote 
against  the  bill. 

If  you  are  for  the  American  farmer  and  the  American 
laborer  and  in  favor  of  his  right  to  work  and  to  produce,  vote 
apainst  the  bill.  If  you  are  for  the  American  consumer,  vote 
against  the  bill. 

If  you  are  against  the  pajrment  of  tremendous  subsidies  to 
paunchy  corporations  already  gorged  with  taxpayers'  money, 
vote  against  the  bill. 

If  you  are  for  national  defense  in  its  primary  and  funda- 
mental form— the  supply  of  food  for  American  people— vote 
against  this  bill.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  two  funda- 
mental principles  involved  in  what  Is  before  the  House  this 
afternoon.  The  first  is  whether  or  not  we  are  going  to  give 
as  much  as  we  can  of  the  American  market  to  the  American 
producer.  It  appears  to  me  from  this  bill  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  is  not  only  trying  to  give  away  the 
American  market  to  foreign  nations  for  sugar  but  likewise 
the  American  market  for  labor  to  our  offshore  possessions. 
I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  this  Agricultural  Committee 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  the  standard  of  living  Is  much 
lower  In  our  offshore  possessions  than  it  is  In  the  United 
States.  Both  the  DemocraUc  and  Republican  Parties  pledge 
themselves  In  platforms  to  give  to  the  American  producer 
the  American  market  which  has  been  definitely  violated  in 
regard  to  the  American  farmers. 

The  second  is  whether  or  not  we.  are  going  to  give  our 
American  market  for  labor  to  our  offshore  possessions.  I 
deeply  sympathize  with  the  people  in  Puerto  Rico  and  in 
Hawaii  in  regard  to  unemployment,  but  I  also  sjrmpathlze 
more  deeply  with  about  nine  or  ten  million  unemployed  people 
In  this  country,  and  if  it  comes  to  a  question  of  taking  care  of 
somebody  in  Puerto  Rico  or  Hawaii  or  taking  care  of  some- 
body in  Utah  or  Montana  or  Colorado,  I  am  in  favor  of  giv- 
ing the  work  to  the  American  laborer,  and  taking  care  of  the 
unemployed  in  our  offshore  possessions,  because  It  won't 
cost  80  much.  I  am  going  to  support  the  McCormack 
amendment  because  I  think  the  American  market  for  labor 
should  be  reserved  for  the  American  laborer. 

Mr.  Chairman,  every  day— perhaps  every  hour— whole  new 
Chapters  are  being  added  to  the  history  of  civilization. 
Things  of  such  terrific  consequences  to  the  world  and  to  the 
United  States  are  happening  so  swiftly  it  Is  difficult  to  grasp 
and  to  evaluate  them. 

It  is  clear  to  us  here  in  Congress  and  to  the  American 
people  that  these  are  times  of  dire  peril — these  are  times 
when  there  must  be  sincere  unity  of  purpose  and  of  action 
if  we  are  to  preserve  for  future  generations  all  the  ideals  of 
America— all  the  cherished  institutions  of  the  American 
form  of  democracy  which  we  hold  so  dear. 

So  great  are  the  problems  that  confront  Congress  that  I 
do  not  feel  I  have  a  right  to  consume  much  time  in  discussing 
the  sugar  bill  that  is  now  before  the  House.  I  do  feel  I 
should  make  a  brief  statement,  however,  because  I  was  a 
member  of  the  special,  unofficial  committee  of  Representa- 
tives and  Senators  who  sought  to  write  a  new  sugar  bill. 

In  Montana— in  the  second  district,  which  I  represent — 
there  are  old-established  sugar-beet  factories.  Montana  has 
hundreds,  yes.  thousands,  of  farmers,  sugar- factory  workmen, 
railroad  employees,  coal-mining  workers,  livestock  men.  and 
others  who  depend  for  their  daily  living  on  the  profitable 
production  and  sale  of  sugar  beets.  I  owe  to  all  these  Mon- 
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tana  people  a  clarification  of  my  views  in  regard  to  this  pend- 
ing sugar  bin. 

When  our  unofficial  Joint  committee  set  out  to  draft  a 
sugar  bill.  I  made  it  clear  that,  in  my  opinion.  I  felt  the 
legislation  should  give  the  American  sugar  producer  more 
of  the  American  sugar  market.  This  view  was  entirely 
consistent  with  my  belief  that,  as  far  as  possible,  the  Amer- 
ican agricultural  market  belongs  to  the  American  farmer, 
and  not  to  the  farmers  of  any  other  coimtry.  We  must  not 
forget  that  our  farmers  pay  the  taxes.  They  are  the  ones 
who  have  property  the  assessor  can  find.  In  addition,  on 
every  other  agricultural  product  our  farmers  enjoy  prac- 
tically 90  percent  of  the  American  market.  Why  discrimi- 
nate against  them  In  regard  to  sugar?  We  raise  29  percent 
of  our  consumption. 

I  tried  to  have  written  Into  the  new  sugar  bill  the  propo- 
sition that  the  American  producers  of  sugar,  and  all  those 
thousands  Indirectly  allied  with  the  sugar  farmers,  should 
have  the  benefits  that  come  from  supplying  the  American 
market.  I  supported  a  plan  that  would  have  given  the 
farmers  of  Montana  and  other  States  a  larger  share  of 
the  domestic  market. 

The  bill  we  are  considering  now  does  not  contain  the 
provisions  that  I  tried  to  get  in  it  and  which  the  Montana 
sugar  farmers  are  Insisting  should  be  in  it.  Furthermore, 
under  the  parliamentary  rule  governing  the  consideration  of 
the  bill,  we  are  not  permitted  to  amend  it  so  as  to  get  such 
provisions  In  the  legislation. 

I  had  hoped  that  there  would  be  an  opportimlty  for  me 
to  offer,  from  the  floor,  the  amendments  that  would  have 
given  the  Montana  sugar  farmers  what  they  are  asking — 
and  that  is  simply  for  the  chance  to  supply  a  greater  amount 
of  the  American  market  with  the  sugar  the  American  people 
consume. 
That  opportunity  is  being  denied. 

I  just  want  to  continue  for  a  few  minutes  to  amplify  my 
thoughts  on  this  subject. 

I  feci  that  this  Is  a  time  when  the  United  States  can  ill 
afford  to  curtail  any  agricultural  production.  This  is  no 
time  to  freeze  production  of  foods  at  the  present  level.  It 
Is  being  freely  stated  that  the  United  States  may  quickly 
become  the  world's  bread  basket — that  we  may  have  to  supply 
the  refugees  from  war-battered  Europe  with  whatever  food 
they  are  going  to  have.  This  war  is  not  over  in  Europe. 
I  have  a  hunch  that  Prance  is  not  dead  yet.  You  know 
dead  things  crawl  sometimes. 

I  say.  and  I  believe  It  to  be  entirely  logical,  that  if  we 
are  likely  to  become  the  world's  bread  basket  then  we  are 
just  as  likely  to  become  the  world's  sugar  bowl.  Sugar  Is 
an  essential  food.  We  all  know  that.  Sugar  may  be  stored 
indefinitely  without  any  loss.  It  might  be  the  part  of  wis- 
dom for  the  Government  to  buy  up  the  surplus  sugar  for  just 
such  an  emergency  as  we  are  talking  about. 

If  there  Is  anything  to  the  premise  that  the  United  States 
is  in  danger  of  becoming  entangled  In  a  war.  then  it  becomes 
even  more  necessary  that  we  do  nothing  here  in  Congress 
that  would  endanger  our  national  supply  of  essential  food- 
stuffs. 

It  is  perfectly  easy  to  imagine  a  time  in  the  future  when  all 
the  sea  power  this  Nation  has  or  can  muster  will  have  to  be 
put  into  use  for  sea  warfare.  Such  a  situation  would  elim- 
inate our  opjwrtunity  to  bring  sugar  from  island  producing 
areas  and  would  leave  our  people  entirely  dependent  on  the 
sugar  that  could  be  produced  right  here  in  continental  United 
States. 

It  would  not  be  possible  for  us  to  grow  enough  sugar  under 
the  limiting  restrictions  of  the  quota  system  as  it  exists  now 
and  as  it  would  operate  under  this  proposed  extension  of  the 
sugar  law. 

Of  course.  I  realize  the  quotas  could  be  suspended  by 
Executive  order,  as  has  been  done  in  the  past,  but  that 
would  not  help  much  In  a  time  of  emergency.  It  would  only 
produce  more  confusion  in  the  sugar  industry,  as  it  has  done 
already  when  such  a  procedure  has  been  invoked. 
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-.  When  a  nation  U  Involved  with  an  enemy  in  the  horrors 
«  armed  conflict,  that  is  no  time  to  propose  that  the  Army 
and  the  Nav7  and  those  who  support  them  in  the  fleld  and  on 
the  seas  should  live  on  Executive  orders  in  lieu  of  food.  You 
cannot  grow  sugar  beets  and  you  cannot  raise  sugarcane  on 
a  hit-or-miss  basis.  Like  any  other  branch  of  agriculture,  the 
production  of  sugar  must  be  an  orderly  and  systematized 
process  to  be  successful. 

Gentlemen  it  seems  to  me  that  It  Is  obvious  that  this  is  a 
time  when  we  should  urge  that  our  agricultural  resources  of 
all  kinds  particularly  essential  foodstuffs,  be  built  up  to  the 
maximum.  No  one  can  say  what  our  needs  are  going  to  be. 
but  we  know  that  it  takes  a  lot  of  food  to  keep  a  naUon  of 
^  130.000.000  people  at  full  fighting  strength. 

And  if  our  Nation  has  to  fight  again— and  God  knows  I 
pray  that  it  will  not^this  time  it  wiU  not  be  any  war  ac- 
cording to  the  rules  of  International  law.  or  according  to 
some  such  regulations  as  a  Spalding's  Ofllcial  Guide  for  War. 
It  will  be  a  long,  cruel,  and  bitter  conflict,  with  economic 
and  agricultural  resources  counting  as  heavUy  as  resources 
of  armaments. 

We  all  know  that  war  brings  higher  prices  for  everything. 
The  cost  of  living  wiU  risf,.  and  rise  rapidly.  Does  it  seem 
logical  in  such  a  circumstance,  for  us  to  deliberately  enact 
a  law  that  will  add  still  more  to  the  cost  of  bvlng— a  law 
that  will  prevent  the  maximum  production  and  use  of  an 
essential  food  as  sugar  when  we  have  the  land,  the  seed,  and 
the  manpower  and  machinery  to  produce  and  process  the 

crop? 

Montanans,  Mr.  Chairman,  have  additional  reasons  for  not 
liking  the  kind  of  sugar  bill  that  is  before  us  today. 

They  have  favored,  and  have  benefited  by  the  resettle- 
ment program  that  has  been  worked  out  and  put  into  opera- 
tion in  recent  years.  Montana  farmers  have  geared  them- 
selves to  meet  the  requirements  of  this  program.  They  have, 
as  far  as  they  have  been  able,  put  their  farm  establishments 
in  order  so  they  could  meet  every  requirement,  comply  with 
every  regiilation. 

Think  how  it  disrupts  all  this  careful  planning — all  this 
effort  to  cooperate  with  the  Federal  Government  in  making 
the  resettlement  program  succeed  when  the  Government  up- 
sets  the  apple  cart  by  imposing  restrictions  on  the  growing 
of  one  of  the  crops — sugar  beets — that  these  farmers  had 
been  counting  on  heavUy  to  meet  all  these  requirements  and 
regiilations. 

Then  there  is  the  broad-scale  water-conservaUon  program, 
involving  many  irrigation  and  reclamation  dams  and  reser- 
voirs in  Montana.  This  highly  desirable  program  has  been 
worked  out  over  a  long  period.  Throughout  the  time  I  have 
been  in  Congress  I  have  given  my  full  support  to  this  water- 
conservation  program.  I  have  done  all  I  could  to  help  foster 
and  develop  it. 

The  program,  as  the  Federal  Government  projected  it.  calls 
for  100- percent  repayment  in  virtually  all  cases  of  the  money 
the  Government  advances  for  the  dams  and  reservoirs.  To 
meet  the  repayment  schedules  the  farmers  of  Montana  must 
grow  cash  crops.  The  Government  demands  cash,  not  siigar 
beets  or  any  other  crops,  when  the  pajTnents  come  due. 

So  the  farmers  of  Montana  and  other  Western  States  make 
plans  and  preparations  to  pay  in  cash  and  on  time.  And  to 
do  this  means  it  is  necessary  that  they  be  permitted  to  plant 
the  crops  for  which  they  can  get  cash— the  nonsurplus  crops, 
such  as  sugar  beets. 

The  fair  thing.  In  my  opinion,  gentlemen,  would  have  been 
for  those  In  charge  of  the  sugar  program  to  say  to  the  Ameri- 
can farmer  something  like  this: 

"World  affairs  are  In  a  critical  stage.  The  picture  is  con- 
fused. But  one  thing  is  certain:  America  is  going  to  need 
food.  Whether  we  get  into  war  or  whether  we  do  not.  the 
American  people  will  have  to  have  sugar. 

"As  It  stands  now.  the  American  beet  and  cane  sugar  grow- 
ers produce  only  a  small  fraction  of  the  sugar  the  American 
people  require. 

"You  go  ahead  and  produce  all  the  sugar  you  can  In  Mon- 
tana and  all  the  other  SUtes.    It  will  take  a  lot  for  our  own 
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people  and  a  whole  lot  more  for  the  starving  millions  of  war 
refugees  in  other  lands. 

"An  then  if  we  find  that  you  American  farmers  cannot 
produce  enough  sugar  for  our  own  needs  and  for  those  who 
will  look  to  us  for  help,  then  we  will  buy  sugar  from  the 
islands  that  can  produce  it.  w  *    ^    „o  f«r  ... 

"But  right  now  the  American  sugar  market  goes  as  far  as 
possible  to  the  American  sugar  farmer." 

That  is  what  I  tliink  should  happen. 

That  is  what  I  hoped  to  accomplish  when  it  came  Ume  for 
considering  the  sugar  law  in  this  Congress.  ^  ,     ^.     .  ,„ 

Under  the  restrictions  imposed  in  this  body  and  in  the  biU 
before  us.  for  the  Ume  being,  such  an  accomplishment  U 

absolutely  barred.  ^       j,  4.^^* 

Mr  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  represent  a  district 
that  has  a  sugar  reflnery  in  it.  which  reflnes  approximately 
250  000  tons  a  year.  The  major  portion  of  that  sugar  comes 
in  a  raw  state  from  HawaU  and  Puerto  Rico.  The  pro- 
ducers of  that  raw  sugar  get  aU  the  benefits  that  the  law 
allows  in  the  way  of  subsidies.  The  refinery  gets  nothing 
under  the  present  law;  neither  are  they  asking  for  any  sub- 
sidy They  are  simply  asking  that  if  this  law  is  to  be 
continued  the  same  quota  protection  shall  be  given  to  the 
refiner  that  is  given  to  other  branches  of  the  sugar  mdustry. 
It  does  not  injure  the  beet-sugar  industry  to  the  extent 
of  one-thousandth  part  of  one  cent.  It  does  not  injure  the 
cane-sugar  industry  of  Louisiana  or  of  Florida.  It  does  not 
affect  them.  It  only  provides  that  the  larger  proportion  of 
the  sugar  brought  in  shall  be  in  the  raw  state  rather  than 
in  a  refined  state,  as  will  be  the  case  if  this  bill  goes  through 
without  the  McCormack  amendment. 

It  will  be  one  of  the  greatest  disasters  to  a  large  industry 
that  the  Congress  has  ever  passed  in  its  history  if  this  quota 
Is  not  sustained  as  it  has  been  in  former  years. 
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The  people  of  Texas  do  not  want  to  see  the  Cummings 
bill  (H.  R.  9654)  enacted  unless  it  gives  their  sugar-refining 
industry  an  adequate  protection.  This  means  that  the  Cum- 
mings bill  must  be  amended  to  restore  the  quotas  on  tropical 
refining  in  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii  as  provided  in  the  Sugar 
Acts  of  1934  and  1937.  If  not  so  amended,  the  Cummings 
bill  should  be  defeated  as  being  discriminatory  not  only 
against  a  great  Texas  industry,  but  against  all  the  people  of 
my  State.  In  days  gone  by,  Texas  did  raise  sugarcane,  but 
now  her  sugar  industry  is  entirely  devoted  to  refining. 

The  modern  Industry,  located  at  Sugar  Land,  near  three 
or  four  great  Texas  ports,  unloads  some  250.000  tons  of 
overseas  tropical  raw  sugar  each  year  for  refining  and  dis- 
tribution. The  Texas  refining  industry  has  annual  sales  of 
some  $20,000,000  a  year,  and  this  creates  a  purchasing  power 
in  my  State  which  benefits  thousands  of  businessmen  and 
workmen. 

Sugar  Is  refined  in  Texas  and  other  States  by  well-paid 
American  workmen,  living  under  American  standards.  I  do 
not  expect  that  Congress  will  wish  to  harm  these  American 
workincmen. 

Now.  I  have  nothing  but  the  highest  regard  for  the  people 
of  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico,  and  I  know  that  they  have 
many  problems  to  solve  just  as  we  do.  Their  major  industry 
is  the  production  of  sugarcane  and  its  conversion  into  raw 
sugar.  They  have  always  sold  that  raw  sugar  In  the  highly 
profitable  American  markets.  Each  year  since  1934  these 
islands  have  received  on  the  average  a  protection,  through 
their  raw-sugar  quotas  and  bounties,  of  some  $100,000,000  a 
year.  This  protection,  of  course,  was  afforded  by  consumers 
in  Texas  and  other  States. 

Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  did  not  refine  raw  sugar  for  the 
mainland  market  before  1925.  and  no  one  can  contend  that 
the  expansion  of  refined  sugar  in  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  is 
going  to  bring  any  noticeable  increase  in  the  Income  and 
general  welfare  of  the  people  of  those  islands.  Their  liveli- 
hood is  primarily  dependent  on  raw  sugar,  not  on  refined. 

The  only  objection  that  I  have  ever  heard  to  the  restora- 
tion of  the  refined-sugar  quotas  on  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico 
has  been  that  such  quotas  would  be  a  discrimination  against 
American  citizens  living  in  those  islands. 
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I  do  not  understand  the  problem  that  way.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  Sugar  Act  limits  the  activities  of  everyone  in 
the  sugar  business,  whether  producers,  processors,  or  re- 
finers. The  essence  of  the  quota  system  Is  limitation,  not 
expansion. 

The  home  refiners  are  limited  because  they  are  prohibited 
by  law  from  purchasing  sugar  except  in  those  quantities  and 
from  those  sources  specified  in  the  act.  Hawaii  and  Puerto 
Rico  are  two  of  the  most  important  sources  of  the  supply  of 
raw  sugar.  It  Is  obvious  to  me  that  if  the  tropical  sugar 
Industry  is  permitted  to  withhold  its  raw  sugar  for  refining, 
then  the  home  refiners  will  be  deprived  of  an  essential 
source  of  their  raw  material. 

Under  these  circumstances,  It  is  reasonable  and  fair  for 
Congress,  if  it  is  to  continue  the  quota  sjrstem.  to  restore 
the  limitations  upon  Puerto  Rican  and  Hawaiian  refining. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  that  just 
at  this  time  no  speech  is  made  on  the  fioor  of  this  House  unless 
some  reference  is  made  to  its  relation  to  and  bearing  on  the 
national  defense.  It  seems  that  no  legislation  debated  in  the 
House  today,  regardless  of  its  character,  is  not  in  some  way 
beneficial  to  our  national  defense.  Battleships,  airplanes, 
motorized  equipment,  rifles,  and  all  other  munitions  of  war 
are.  of  course,  absolutely  indispensable  in  our  national  defense. 
But  they  are  not  the  most  important  element,  for  after  all  they 
have  to  be  manned  by  soldiers,  and  soldiers  cannot  man  ships, 
planes,  tanks,  and  artillery  without  an  adequate  supply  of  good 

food.  _.    ^ 

When  It  comes  to  food,  there  is  nothing  in  our  diet  more 
important  and  more  essential  than  sugar.  This  country,  in 
my  opinion,  should  not  be  dependent  on  any  foreign  nation 
for  any  part  of  its  food  supply  which  it  can  supply  for  itself. 
In  speaking  of  foreign  countries.  I  even  include  Cuba  and  the 
Philippine  Islands.  Cuba  is  a  foreign  cotmtry,  and  the  Philip- 
pine Islands  soon  will  be.  I  do  not  want,  at  this  time,  to  do 
anything  that  will  interfere  with  or  injure  the  Philippine 
Islands  or  Cuba  unless  it  becomes  necessary  in  adequately 
taking  care  of  Americans. 

One  of  our  big  problems  now,  and  which  has  been  facing  us 
for  a  quarter  of  a  century,  is  our  surplus  farm  crops.  We  have 
done  much  during  the  last  8  years  to  ameliorate  and  correct 
this  difficult  problem.  We  have  made  some  progress,  but  there 
Is  still  much  to  be  done.  There  are  some  crops  in  the  United 
States  which  may  be  described  as  deficit  crops.  One  of  those 
crops  is  sugar.  Why  should  there  be  any  restriction  on  the 
production  of  sugar,  either  from  beets  or  cane,  within  the 
United  States?  We  have  proved  our  efficiency  in  the  produc- 
tion and  in  the  processing  of  sugar  beets  and  sugarcane.  It 
can  no  longer  be  classed  as  an  inefficient  industry.  Of  course, 
we  cannot  compete  with  tropical  and  breechclout  labor.  We 
do  not  want  to— we  do  not  have  to.  Seventy-flve  thousand 
farmers  In  the  United  States  today  are  engaged  in  the  raising 
of  sugar  beets.  More  than  a  million  acres  of  land  are  planted 
to  sugar  beets.  Thousands  and  thousands  of  laborers  are 
employed  in  the  beet  fields.  Other  thousands  and  thousands 
of  American  laborers  are  engaged  in  the  beet  and  cane  re- 
fineries. Their  economic  security  is  a  liabUity  of  this  Govern- 
ment. Their  social  w^fare  is  a  liability  of  this  Government. 
We  must  and  we  will  provide  for  their  welfare  and  livelihood. 
Why.  when  we  have  a  deficit  crop  Uke  sugar,  woiUd  not  it  be 
good,  common  horse  sense  and  soimd  economy  to  plant  every 
acre  we  can  in  sugar  beets  and  sugarcane,  taking  this  acreage 
out  of  the  production  of  wheat,  com,  cotton,  and  other  surplus 
crops? 

As  a  matter  of  sound  economy  today,  as  a  matter  of  na- 
tional defense,  as  a  matter  of  fairness  and  equity  among  all 
Americans.  I  take  the  posiUon  that  we  should  raise  every 
pound  of  sugar  and  refine  every  pound  of  sugar  that  we 
possibly  can  within  the  United  States.  American  farmers 
and  American  labor  are  our  first  problems.  Charity  should 
begin  at  home.  When  we  take  care  of  American  labor  and 
American  farmers,  and  not  xmtil  then,  should  we  be  looking 
elsewhere  to  bestow  our  bounty  and  generosity. 


Give  a  Utah  farmer  10  acres  of  sugar  beets  and  he  be- 
comes Independent.  It  Is  Utah's  best  agricultural  cash  crop. 
We  cannot  exist  in  that  State  unless  we  raise  sugar  beets. 
We  have  learned  to  depend  on  this  crop.  It  would  be  unfair 
and  unjust  to  refuse  to  protect  Utah  farmers  and  Utah  beet- 
sugar  factories. 

At  the  last  meeting  of  the  sugar  bloc  in  Congress,  Repre- 
sentatives and  Senators  from  sugar-beet  States  were  de- 
manding an  expansion  of  sugar-beet  acreage.  We  did  not 
want  to  hurt  or  injure  any  refinery  in  the  United  States. 
We  did  propose  to  decrease  the  Cuban  quota  200.000  tons, 
and  to  allocate  that  quota  so  as  to  expand  cane  and  sugar- 
beet  production  in  the  United  States.  But  we  were  very 
careful  and  cautious  in  considering  the  matter  not  to  injure 
the  eastern  refineries.  Our  recommendation  was  that  in 
whatever  amount  the  Cuban  quota  was  decreased  It  should 
apply  exclusively  to  refined  sugar.  How  different  our  atti- 
tude was  to  the  attitude  expressed  by  Mr.  Bunker  before  the 
Agriculture  Committee,  and  Mr.  Dalton.  spokesman  for  the 
eastern  refineries.  Mr.  Bunker  was  questioned  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Coms]  at  the  hearings  before 
the  Agriculture  Committee.  He  admitted  that  the  eastern 
refineries  could  not  be  hurt  by  decreasing  the  Cuban  refined 
quota  and  permitting  some  expansion  of  continental  beet 
and  cane.  But  he  took  the  "dog  in  the  manger"  attitude  and 
said  in  substance,  "while  that  would  not  injure  us  at  all,  we 
will  refuse  to  go  along  with  you  on  it,  unless  we  get  part  of 
the  expansion."  I  know  this  is  not  the  attitude  of  the  dis- 
tinguished gentlemen  from  Massachusetts  in  this  House, 
particularly  John  McCorbiack  and  Arthur  Healkt.  nor  is 
it  the  attitude  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr, 
Bradley],  and  other  Representatives  from  reflnery  States, 
but  it  was  the  expressed  attitude  of  the  people  for  whom 
they  now  speak  and  ask  this  amendment. 

Representatives  from  beet-sugar  States  today  find  them- 
selves in  a  precarious  position.  By  the  grapevine  route  and 
by  innuendo,  we  have  been  advised  that  a  veto  is  indicated 
if  the  McCormack  amendment  is  adopted.  I  know  it  is  the 
wish  of  every  man  from  the  West  that  he  could  join  our 
good  friend.  John  McCormack.  in  his  amendment.  He  and 
his  colleagues  from  the  big  industrial  States  have  been  very 
helpful  to  us  in  the  West;  in  fact,  they  have  been  generous. 
I  know  that  if  votes  from  the  West  are  cast  against  the  McCor- 
mack amendment  today,  he  and  his  colleagues  from  the  East 
will  understand  our  position.  We  were  given  to  understand 
that  the  administration  would  not  go  along  with  us  on  an  ex- 
pansion of  beet  acreage  at  this  time.  We  deplored  this  fact, 
and  it  was  not  until  after  many  weeks  of  consideration  and 
negotiation  that  we  finally  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
best  we  could  do  at  this  session  of  Congress  was  to  get  an 
extension  of  the  present  Sugar  Act. 

Before  closing.  I  want  to  devote  a  little  time  to  the  ques- 
tions of  whether  there  is  a  world  market  for  sugar,  and 
whether  so  much  talk  about  the  great  subsidy  to  the  sugar 
industry  of  the  United  States,  by  some  people.  Is  really 
justified. 

It  is  my  understanding,  and  I  have  given  considerable 
study  to  the  question  and  contacted  many  economists  who 
are  expert  in  this  field,  that  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a 
world  market  for  sugar.  The  great  quantity  of  sugar  pror 
duced  in  the  world  is  sold  in  protected  markets,  very  similar 
to  the  market  in  the  continental  United  States  for  the  sugar 
produced  in  Cuba.  What  Dr.  Ayres  referred  to  as  "the  world 
market"  is  simply  the  market  that  exists  for  diunping  sugar, 
or  sugar  that  is  dumped  onto  the  open  market,  particularly 
London,  after  the  producer  has  sold  nine-tenths  of  his  prod- 
uct in  a  protected  market.  Not  to  exceed  10  percent  of  the 
world  production  is  sold  in  this  dump  market.  How  can  It 
be  said  that  a  market  for  such  dump  stigar  could  in  any  way 
or  by  any  stretch  of  the  imagination  be  set  up  or  described 
as  a  world  market?  But  Dr.  Ayres  and  some  people  very 
prominent  in  the  present  administration.  In  figuring  out  to 
the  public  what  a  great  subsidy  the  sugar  industry  of  Amer- 
ica is  getting,  use  this  dump  market  as  their  criterion  in 
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comparing  prices  paid  in  America  by  the  housewife  for 
BUgar.  and  what  she  might  pay  were  it  not  for  what  they 
cali  this  huge  subsidy. 

Let  us  analyze  just  what  would  happen  if  the  United 
eutes  had  to  depend  upon  the  so-called  world  market  for 
its  supply  of  sugar.  To  begin  with,  the  10  percent  of  the 
world  production  which  is  dumped  into  this  market  amoxmts 
to  about  3.000.000  tons — less  than  one-half  enough  to  supply 
the  annual  consimiptlon  within  the  United  States.  So.  in 
order  to  even  supply  the  United  States,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary, would  It  not.  to  mcrease  this  3.000.000  tons  by  the 
6.500.000  tons  consumed  in  the  United  States,  or  making  the 
total  tonnage  of  sugar  available  in  this  so-called  world  mar- 
ket 10.000.000  tons?  Will  it  be  contended  by  anybody,  if  the 
United  States  had  to  go  into  this  market  and  purchase  its 
entire  supply,  that  it  would  not  Immediately  cause  a  very 
abrupt  rise  in  the  price  of  sugar  on  this  fancied  world  mar- 
ket? Is  there  any  reason  to  believe  that  the  price  under 
■uch  conditions  would  be  one  cent  cheaper  than  we  are 
getting  our  sugar  for  under  the  present  system? 

It  is  necessary  to  turn  back  a  decade  to  find  a  period  In 
which  the  demand  for  sugcr  in  the  world  market  approached 
10.000.000  tons.  The  demand  approximated  that  volume  in 
each  of  the  years  1928  and  1929.  but  the  average  price  for 
those  years  was  twice  the  average  price  for  1938.  To  make 
available  a  supply  of  10.000.000  tons  in  the  world  market 
would  require  a  tremendous  expansion  of  production  in 
some  sugar-producing  areas,  and  it  is  folly  to  imagine  that 
the  production  would  be  undertaken  at  recent  or  current 
price  levels,  which  would  guarantee  the  producers  nothing 
but  losses. 

The  false  assimiptlon  that  the  ciurent  so-called  world 
price  would  be  the  determining  factor  in  domestic  price  is 
the  basis  on  which  the  Secretary  of  AgriciUture  has  accused 
the  domestic  Industry  of  receiving  a  hand -out  of  $350,000,000 
annually  to  the  injury  of  the  domestic  consumers. 

At  current  consiunption  levels  of  approximately  6.608.000 
short  tons,  raw  value,  or  123.514,500  bags,  refined,  the 
$350,000,000  represents  about  $2.83  per  hundred  pounds  of 
refined.  As  of  March  20.  1940.  the  net  cash  price  of  refined 
cane  sugar  in  the  New  York  market  was  $4.41  per  hundred 
pounds,  including  the  processing  tax.  It  is  to  be  noted  that 
beet  sugar,  constituting  approximately  a  quarter  of  the  total 
supply.  Is  offered  at  10  to  20  cents  per  hundred  pounds  re- 
fined under  cane.  If  we  deduct  the  asserted  protection  of 
$2.83,  we  have  left  $1.58  per  hundred  pounds  refined.  No 
one  familiar  with  the  sugar  industry  can  sincerely  argue 
that  in  the  absence  of  protection  the  American  consumer 
woiild  buy  sugar  on  a  basis  of  $1.58  per  hundred  pounds. 
Out  of  this  $1.58  it  would  be  necessary  to  provide  production 
costs  of  the  raw  sugar,  transportation  and  insurance  to  the 
continent,  refining  costs,  and  loss  in  converting  from  the  raw 
to  the  refined  state.  It  is  interesting  to  note,  in  connection 
with  the  imputed  figure  of  $1.58,  that  the  price  of  refined 
sugar  in  Cuba  on  May  1.  1939,  was  $3.84  per  hundred  pounds. 
Cuba  is  an  exporting  country  with  an  unmarketable  sxu-plus. 
While  the  United  States  imports  a  substantial  part  of  its 

supply. 

In  addition  to  the  beet  growers  who  will  benefit  by  the 
proposed  legislation  are  all  those  who  are  dependent  on  the 
sugzi  Industry  In  Louisiana.  Florida,  Puerto  Rico,  Hawaii, 
Philippines.  Cuba,  and  other  foreign  countries.  In  addi- 
tion to  our  people  who  are  directly  dependent  upon  sugar 
are  those  In  other  industries  and  producers  of  other  com- 
modities, such  as  coal,  transportation,  cotton,  and  so  forth, 
who  will  receive  subsUntial  increase  in  purchasing  power. 

As  to  com.  wheat,  rice,  tobacco,  and  other  crops,  the  De- 
partment of  Agricultvu-e  asserts  and  reasserts  the  necessity  of 
increasing  prices  to  restore  farm  purchasing  power.  Con- 
sistency requires  the  same  attitude  toward  efforts  in  behalf  of 
farmers  who  produce  sugar  beets.  Small  wonder  that  a 
farmer  who  grows  both  grain  and  sugar  beets  should  be  much 
puzzled  by  the  attitude  of  the  Secretary,  who  strongly  favors 
parity  prices  for  his  grain  and  at  tha  same  time  successfully 
obsUucts  his  opportunities  for  parity  prices  for  sugar  beets. 
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Along  the  same  line  may  I  insert  here  a  paragraph  taken 
from  a  report  submitted  in  1935  by  a  special  committee  ap- 
pointed by  the  British  Parliament  to  study  the  sugar  indus- 
try. This  paragraph  refers  partictilarly  to  the  character  of 
the  world  market,  or  free  market.    It  follows: 

The  surpluses  which  at  present  form  »o  large  a  part  of  the  free 
market  supplies  are  "diimped"  sugar  and.  since  in  some  cases  they 
represent  only  a  smaU  proportion  of  the  total  production  ol  the 
country  concerned,  the  price  which  Is  obtained  on  the  free  market 
may  be  a  matter  of  comparative  Indifference.  In  these  condition* 
the  price  ruling  on  the  free  market  has  no  necessary  relation  to  the 
true  economic  price  of  sugar  In  the  sense  of  the  price  which  would 
prevaU  In  conditions  of  free  trade.  Nevertheless  it  Is  this  dumped 
sugar  in  the  contracted  free  market  which  determines  the  world 
price. 

It  seems  to  me  that  what  I  have  said  quite  completely  re- 
futes the  theory  of  some  people  that  if  we  would  do  away 
entirely  with  any  protection  to  our  domestic  sugar  Industry 
and  rely  exclusively  on  the  world  market  that  we  would  save 
money  for  the  American  housewife  In  her  purchase  of  sugar. 
May  I  also  say  just  a  word.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  what  appears 
to  me  to  be  rather  an  inconsistency  in  our  agricultural  pro- 
gram?   As  a  Member  of  Congress  for  8  years  now,  I  have  been 
voting  for  an  agricultural  program  which  subsidizes  com, 
wheat,  rice,  tobacf:o.  and  other  agricultural  crops.    The  pur- 
pose of  our  farm  program  has  been  to  restore  purchasing 
power  to  the  American  farmer.    Is  the  American  8ugfu--beet 
farmer,  or  the  American  sugarcane  farmer  any  less  entitled 
to  protection  than  any  other  fanner?    Is  he  not  just  as  im- 
portant in  our  economic  and  In  our  social  set-up  as  the  cotton 
farmer,  the  com  farmer,  or  any  other  farmer?    In  my  opin- 
ion, we  cannot  make  any  distinction  between  American  farm- 
ers on  the  basis  of  what  they  grow.    Sugar  is  one  commodity 
of  which  the  United  States  is  the  No.  1  consumer.    We  con- 
sume annually  more  than  six  and  one-half  million  tons.    We 
produce  aoout  one-fourth  of  this  amount.    Is  it  little  wonder, 
then,  that  the  American  farmer  engaged  in  the  production  of 
sugar  beets  or  sugarcane  is  unable  to  understand  why  he 
should  be  restricted  m  his  production  of  a  commodity  of 
which  we  produce  only  one-fourth  of  our  consumption  so 
that  some  farmer  in  the  Philippines  or  in  Cuba,  or  some  other 
foreign  country  can  have  the  benefit  of  the  American  mar- 
ket?   Olve  a  farmer  out  in  my  State  10  acres  of  sugar  beets 
at  parity  price  and  you  immediately  create  an  independent 
American  citizen,  who  becomes,  by  reason  of  his  independ- 
ence and  his  economic  security,  one  of  the  best  spenders  in 
the  world.    Take  away  this  10  acres  of  sugar  beets  and  you 
put  him  on  the  relief  roll. 

Now.  let  us  consider  for  just  a  moment  the  question  of  re- 
lief. If  we  must  make  a  choice  between  putting  American 
farmers  on  relief  ifistead  of  allowing  them  to  raise  sugar 
beets  or  sugarcane,  or  a  farmer  in  Cuba  on  relief,  which  is  the 
best  thing  to  do.  from  the  standpoint  of  economy?  It  is  my 
opinion  that  it  would  take  about  one-tenth  as  much  to  supply 
the  Cuban  farmer  and  his  family  on  a  relief  status  as  it  does 
to  support  the  American  farmer  on  a  relief  status.  Why, 
then,  if  we  must  make  this  choice,  do  we  not  let  the  Ameri- 
can farmer  raise  sugar  beets  and  sugarcane  and  put  the 
Cuban  farmer  on  relief,  if  it  is  necessary  for  someone  to  be 
on  relief?  This  may  seem  far  fetched,  to  even  some  meml)er8 
of  this  committee,  but  I  stUl  maintain  that  It  is  a  point  worth 
your  consideration. 

In  my  opinion,  the  most  important  thing  in  the  Cummlngs 
bill  is  not  the  little  expansion  that  it  might  provide  for  Amer- 
ican farmers,  either  In  cane  or  beets,  but  it  is  the  provision 
of  that  bill  which  provides  for  a  price  for  sugar  beets,  which 
are  grown  on  American  farms,  sufficiently  high  to  pay  the 
cost  of  production  with  at  least  a  little  profit  in  It  for  the 
farmer.  This,  to  me.  is  the  most  important  aspect  of  this  leg- 
islation. I  know  of  no  farmer  in  my  State  who  wants  to 
raise  sugar  beets  at  a  loss.  I  know  of  no  farmer  in  Utah  who 
would  rather  raise  40  acres  ol  beets  at  a  loss  than  10  acres  at 
beets  at  a  profit.  Under  the  present  quota  system,  and  the 
other  provisions  of  the  1937  act.  we  still  find  that  the  sugar- 
beet  farmer  is  barely,  if  at  all.  getting  out  of  his  beets  the 
cost  of  production.    On  this  question,  the  Cummlngs  bill  does 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


8749 


not  go  so  far  as  to  guarantee  absolute  parity  for  sugar  beets, 
but  it  does  provide  what  is  considered  by  all  of  us  who  favor 
this  legislation  an  equitable  percentage  of  parity.  And  when 
I  say  equitable,  I  have  in  mind  the  consumer  as  well  as  the 
producer  of  sugar  beets. 

It  seems  to  be  fairly  well  agreed  today  among  all  Inter- 
ested that  the  quota  system  has  proved  satisfactory;  that  it 
is  better  than  the  old  system  of  a  high  tariff,  both  for  the 
consumer  and  the  producer.  But  it  is  also  agreed  by  all  con- 
cerned that,  in  addition  to  the  quota  provisions,  the  producers 
of  cane  and  beets  must  be  guaranteed  at  least  a  price  for 
their  produce  sufficient  to  afford  them  a  living  and  a  liveli- 
hood. It  is  my  opinion  that  the  provision  of  the  Cummlngs 
bill,  providing  for  a  iMice  on  a  flexible  percentage  of  parity 
basis,  will  achieve  this  result. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  again  call  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  the  Importance  of  the  passage  of  this  legts- 
latlon  to  the  17  sugar-beet  States.  As  a  matter  of  national 
unity.  I  ask  you  to  join  us  in  passing  this  legislation. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  Delegate  from  Hawaii  seek 
recognition? 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my 

time. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  particular 
bill  will  result  in  a  decrease  in  the  marketing  of  domestic  sugar 
this  year  as  compared  with  last  year,  because  last  year  there 
was  an  amount  which  was  allowed  to  be  sold  by  reason  of  the 
suspension  of  the  quotas  when  the  war  came  about  in  Europe. 

In  a  recent  article  in  the  Sugar  Journal  we  find  that  this 
affects  not  only  cane  sugar  but  beet  sugar  as  well,  because  we 
find  at  a  meeting  of  the  Minnesota -Dakota  Sugar  Beet  De- 
velopment Association  they  said: 

The  extension  of  the  1937  act  may  be  a  terrific  blow  to'the  present 
beet  growers.  With  the  heavy  carry-over  of  sugar  from  1938  and  1939 
and  the  almost  certainty  of  carry-over  from  the  1940  crop,  an  exten- 
sion of  the  act  would  mean  a  reduction  In  the  beet  acreage  from 
20  to  30  percent  In  1941. 

But  most  of  you  do  not  come  from  producing  areas.  All  of 
you  represent  consuming  areas.  The  President  in  his  message 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  should  think  in  terms  of 
the  interest  of  the  housewife.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in 
a  copy  of  a  letter  which  he  released  to  the  press  stated  that  It 
was  costing  the  consumer  in  the  United  States  more  than 
$350,000,000  a  year  over  and  above  the  world  market  to  sub- 
sidize the  industry. 

He  broke  down  that  figure  by  saying  this: 

This  Is  equivalent  to  a  tax  of  approximately  $2.70  per  capita 
on  a  population  of  129.000.000  persons.  It  means  a  levy  of  more 
than  110  per  family,  Including  the  one-third  of  the  Nation  which 
Is  111  nourished,  and  It  represents  an  amount  of  purchasing  power 
equal  to  more  than  50  quarts  of  mUk  or  60  loaves  of  bread  for 
each  family  in  the  United  States. 

Every  one  of  us  represents  consumers.  The  situation  Is 
acute  and  tense  in  the  world.  If  you  vote  a  sugar  quota. 
Interfere  with  the  production  of  sugar,  and  there  is  a  sugar 
shortage  in  this  country  you  will  be  responsible  and  must 
answer  to  the  people  of  the  country.  I  know  you  do  not 
want  that  to  happen.  At  a  time  like  this  we  should  raise 
every  bit  of  the  necessary  foodstuffs  we  can.     [Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Cannon]  for  2»/2  minutes. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  good  friends 
from  the  beet-producing  States  have  had  things  their  own 
way  during  the  several  years  we  have  been  under  the  quota 
system  of  sugar  control.  In  1937  they  drafted  and  persuaded 
Congress  to  enact  sugar  legislation  which,  according  to  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  Wallace,  amounts  to  a  tax  of  $2.70  per 
year  on  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in  the  United  States. 
Legislation  which  costs  the  American  consumer,  to  again 
quote  Secretary  Wallace  and  Secretary  of  State  Hull,  $350.- 
000.000  a  year  more  than  the  sugar  is  worth  in  any  other 
coimtry  in  the  world.  My  well-meaning  but  misguided  friends 
from  the  b^t  States  sired  this  "un-American"  legislatioo — 


legislation  which  provides  for  the  domestic  sugar  Industry 
protection  In  the  form  of  huge  subsidies,  in  some  cases 
amounting  to  as  much  as  $600,000  to  a  single  producer;  a 
high  tariff  on  sugar  imports  and  last,  but  by  far  the  most 
insidious  and  iniquitous  of  all,  a  quota  system  imder  which 
efficient,  low-cost  cane  and  beet-sugar  producers  who  main- 
tain the  highest  labor  and  wage  standards,  are  heavily  penal- 
ized and  their  production  restricted  to  a  mere  fraction  of 
their  ability  to  produce — see  Wallace's  Armual  Report.  1939. 
Some  of  those  same  efficient  producers  who  neither  need  nor ' 
desire  a  Government  subsidy  have  from  time  to  time  ap- 
peared before  the  Agriculture  Committee  of  the  House  and 
protested  against  what  they  term  "a  raid  on  the  National 
Treasury  even  though  they  are.  according  to  law,  entitled  to 
membership  in  the  raiding  party."  As  self-respecting  Ameri- 
can businessmen  they  object,  and  rightfully  so,  to  being  in 
the  same  class  as  the  beggar  on  the  comer  who  holds  out  his 
tin  cup  and  whines  to  the  public  for  alms.  It  Is  a  way  of 
doing  business  which,  thank  God,  has  not  yet  been  adopted 
by  other  American  Industries. 

In  my  opinion  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  is  un-American;  Its 
continuation,  particularly  at  this  time,  is  indefensible.  As 
a  patriotic  American,  I  shall  vote  against  the  rule  and  the 
Cummlngs  bill. 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  a  farmer  makes  a  mistake  he  adds  it 
to  your  bill.  When  a  doctor  makes  a  mistake  he  buries  the 
patient.  When  Congress  makes  a  mistake  It  is  enacted  into 
law.    That.  In  my  opinion,  is  the  1937  Sugar  Act. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
frcxn  Louisiana  [Mr.  Fernandez]  for  2^  minutes. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  support  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentlemsm  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  McCormack]. 

LOXnSIANA  AND  THE  REnNXO-SXTGAX  PEOBLZSf 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  people  of  my  State,  Louisiana,  have  a 
vital  interest  in  the  refined-sugar  problem.  They  do  not  want 
to  see  any  mcrease  in  refining  in  the  tropical  islands.  The 
Cummlngs  bill  (H.  R.  9654)  should  be  amended  to  restore  the 
quotas  on  refined  sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii  as  those 
quotas  existed  in  the  Sugar  Acts  of  1934  and  1937.' 

Louisiana  is  an  old  sugar  State.  It  has  produced  cane  and 
raw  sugar  for  well  over  100  years,  and  it  has  refined  sugar  for 
almost  as  long. 

New  Orleans,  on  the  Mississippi  River,  is  one  of  the  greatest 
ports  in  this  country,  and  the  great  sugar-refining  industry  in 
Louisiana  is  located  there.  The  7  refineries  in  Louisiana  im- 
port some  350,000  tons  of  raw  sugar  each  year  for  subsequent 
refining  smd  distribution.  The  remainder  of  their  raw  sup- 
ply, another  350,000  tons,  Is  purchased  from  the  Louisiana 
plantations. 

The  annual  sales  of  the  Louisiana  refiners  run  around 
$75,000,000.  and,  excluding  the  cost  of  raw  sugar,  this  creates 
a  purchasing  power  in  my  State  of  around  $15,000,000  a  year. 
About  $3,000,000  annually  goes  to  pay  the  men  who  work  in 
this  local  Industry,  an  Industry  which  gives  all-year-round 
employment  at  high  wage  rates. 

Louisiana  is  proud  of  her  sugar-refining  industry,  and 
she  wants  to  keep  it  intact. 

In  recent  years  the  Louisiana  refiners  have  had  to  buck 
the  competition  of  refined  sugar  by  cheap  labor  in  the 
Tropics — Cuba,  the  Philippine  Islands,  Puerto  Rico,  and  Ha- 
waii. In  1939  over  200.000  tons  of  tropical  refined  sugar  came 
into  the  southern  ports  to  displace  Louisiana  refined  sugar. 
Congress  rightly  stoiM)ed  any  further  growth  of  this  tropical 
refining  in  1934,  when  quotas  were  put  on  refined  sugar,  just  as 
quotas  were  put  on  tropical  raw  sugar.  Congress  gave  a  hand 
to  American  refining  labor.  Just  as  it  gave  a  hand  to  the 
American  sugar  farmer. 

In  in  1940  Congress  does  not  restore  the  quota  limitations 
on  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii  refined  sugar  it  is  going  to  hurt 
the  citizens  of  my  State.  There  are  some  20.000  people  in 
Louisiana  whose  livelihood  is  dependent  upon  a  continuation 
of  the  pay  checks  from  the  refineries. 
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Mort  PMftiQ  IW<'«n  f«»flp<»H  mmm  ernnlnf  Into  th#  iouth 
will  mi-iin  iMi  rtftmid  »UMttr  m*4i»  m  Umi*»»iM  »n4  oinw 
»i/tjtni»rr»  AtiiUf,  Um  rennm*  me»n»  Iinm  work,  Um  pty.  »nd 
more  unemployment.  .     , . 

There  U  no  lound  reMon  why  reflneri  In  Louialtn*  ihouW 
be  forced  to  cloee  their  doore  In  order  to  five  more  profit  to 
the  refinery  owner*  on  the  •ugar  plantation*  In  the  Troplce. 

The  Cumminsa  b:U  <H.  R.  9654)  should  be  amended  to  re- 
■tore  the  quota  UmlUtlon*  on  reflned  sugar  to  HawaU  and 
Puerto  Rico. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l  ' 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  PteitkrI  for  2''2  minutes. 

Mr.  PPEIFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  question  of  fear  of  a 
Presidential  veto  is  a  false  issue.  It  was  not  considered  in 
1937  when  the  bUl  was  before  the  House,  and  the  bUl  was 
not  vetoed.  Very  recently  in  the  press  the  President  stated 
that  he  favored  the  extension  of  the  present  act  for  another 
year.    So,  the  fear  of  a  Presidential  veto  is  out  the  window. 

As  to  harm  being  done  to  the  beet-sugar  industry,  that 
Is  also  false,  for  here  on  the  floor  the  Members  from  the 
State  of  Michigan,  the  largest  beet-sugar  producing  State 
to  the  Union,  claimed  that  they  are  375,000  tons  still  under 
the  quota.  So.  forget  all  about  the  beet-sugar  producers  at 
this  time  and  let  us  give  at  least  some  consideration  to  our 
home  cane-sxigar  refineries. 

I  arise  to  inform  the  Committee  that  I  am  opposed  to  the 
Cummlngs  bill  which  deals  with  the  Federal  regulation  of 
the  sugar  industry.  Because  it  is  a  discriminatory  measure 
In  that  it  does  not  yield  justice  to  our  home  cane-sugar 
refineries  who  very  willingly  cooperated  with  the  Federal 
CJovernment  in  1934  and  again  in  1937  by  accepting  the 
quota  Umit  which  forbade  the  industry  to  bring  In  sugar- 
needed  for  raw  material — beyond  amounts  fixed  by  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture.  Due  to  this  volume  regulation  the 
home  sugarcane  refineries  had  to  cvirtail  their  operations 
almost  to  50  percent  of  their  normal  capacity,  inflicting 
great  hardships,  not  only  on  the  operators,  but  the  employees 
as  well.  During  the  time  the  Sugar  Act  wm  In  force  and  our 
home  refineries  were  hampered  In  the  refining  of  sugar,  the 
so-called  off-shore  or  tropical  plantations  not  only  received 
protective  prices  for  their  raw  cane  sugar,  but  also  direct 
cash  subsidies.  Limits,  however,  were  placed  by  Congress  on 
the  marketing  of  tropical  refined  sugar,  about  600.000  tons. 

Our  home  cane-sugar  refineries,  particularly  in  New  York 
City,  were  operating  before  the  Civil  War.  Faithful  to  the 
traditions  of  American  policy,  employing  at  one  time  thou- 
sands of  emplojrees.  and  i»ying  at  all  times  a  good  living 
wage.  Many  of  their  employees  know  no  other  occupation, 
having  spent  their  whole  life  at  the  refinery. 

The  sugar  bill  of  1934  and  1937.  curtailing  the  activity 
of  the  refineries,  necessitated  reduction  in  employment  to 
almost  one-half  of  the  working  force.  Even  those  that  are 
now  remaining  are  working  only  a  few  dajrs  a  week. 

Consider  this,  gentlemen,  when  considering  this  bill. 
Should  this  bill  pass  as  is.  lifting  the  quota  from  the  trop- 
ical plantations,  giving  them  free  and  imlimited  refining, 
with  their  cheap  labor,  then  our  home  industries  might  Just 
as  well  close  their  doors  and  force  many  thousands  more  on 
the  relief  rolls.  Surely  this  is  not  what  this  Congress  wishes 
to  do  in  these  crucial  times  when  contentment  and  unity  In 
action  at  home  is  an  absolute  necessity  to  overcome  fear 
that  now  exists.  Let  us  therefore  reenact  at  least  the  Sugar 
Act  of  1937  and  rely  on  the  status  quo  and  not  the  Cum- 
mlngs bill  which  will  undoubtedly  strangle  our  home  cane- 
sugar  refineries. 

Gentlemen.  I  will  have  to  vote  against  the  Cummlngs  bill 
unless  the  quotas  are  restored  on  Puerto  Rican  and  Hawaiian 
refined  sugar,  by  the  adoption  of  the  McConnack  amend- 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  SasscuI  for  2^  minutes. 

Mr.  SASSCER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a 
petition  from  approximately  1.000  employees  of  the  sugar 
refineries  in  Baltimore. 
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TIM  OHAMMAN.  Th«  Ohilf  idvUM  th«  M«fill«mi»n  that 
ptmlMloA  10  liMlud*  tht  p«uium  will  havt  to  tot  Mourod  m 

Mr,  tAfaCIOI.  Mr,  Chtlrmtn,  «  f»w  mom«nU  mo,  dur- 
ini  the  discuwion  of  tha  pending  MU.  tht  lUttmBnt  wm 
made  that  the  ■o-called  McCormaok  amendment  wa«  unfair 
to  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico.  To  my  mind  the  convtria  of 
that  iltuaUon  i<  true,  that  thla  legUlation.  In  lU  present 
form,  is  unfair  to  the  sections  of  the  country  to  which  there 
are  cane-sugar  refineries. 

BALTIICOBX    AtrO    KITIMBU    ■UOAB lt40 

I  rise  to  protest  the  continuation  of  the  subsidy  system  for 
sugar  producers  to  matoland  United  States,  and  in  the 
American  Tropics,  unless  that  subsidy  system  protects  the 
toterests  of  aU  the  factors  tovolved.  It  is  grossly  unfair  to 
enact  legislation  which  would  sacrifice  the  tadustries  of 
Baltimore,  one  of  the  most  thriving  industrial  cities  in  this 
country,  to  other  areas  of  the  United  States.  This  is  espe- 
cially true  in  regard  to  sugar.  Not  one  penny  of  the  enor- 
mous subsidies  to  sugar  goes  to  benefit  Baltimore.  Why 
should  the  citizens  of  a  city  such  as  Baltimore  subsidize  the 
expansion  of  refinmg  in  the  Tropics,  and  at  the  same  time  see 
people  in  their  own  neighborhood  thrown  out  of  work,  peo- 
ple who,  due  to  their  special  traintog  in  this  particular  work, 
would  have  difDculty  adjusting  themselves  into  other  in- 
dustry even  though  they  might  find  emplojmient? 

Baltimore  has  reflned  sugar  since  1784.  Today  it  has  one 
of  the  largest  sugar  refineries  In  the  world.  The  huge  mod- 
ern local  refinery  gives  emplosmient  directly  and  indirectly 
to  hundreds  of  American  workers.  Since  1922  when  it  was 
established,  the  refinery  has  distributed  over  $50,000,000  for 
pay  roll  and  supplies.  It  has  had  290,000  cars  of  incoming 
and  outgoing  freight,  and  has  paid  city  and  State  taxes  of 
over  $2,000,000.  The  beneficial  effect  of  the  todustry  is  felt 
throughout  the  entire  State. 

The  Baltimore  refining  industry,  like  those  to  other  Ameri- 
can cities,  has  suffered  a  decline  in  output  In  recent  years. 
One  of  the  chief  reasons  for  this  decrease  has  been  the  ex- 
pansion of  refining  to  the  tropical  Islands,  tocludlng  Hawaii 
and  Puerto  Rico,  for  mainland  consxmiptlon.  What  the 
Cummlngs  bill  virtually  proposes  Is  to  further  reduce  the 
output  of  the  Baltimore  refinery  by  permitting  unlimited 
refining  in  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico. 

The  people  of  Baltimore  and  Maryland  do  not  ask  for  a 
preferred  position  to  sugar  legislation.  They  do  not  want  to 
discriminate  agamst  any  group  of  American  citizens.  Neither 
do  they  want  to  receive  treatment  different  from  that  which 
Congress  gives  to  any  other  sugar  area  or  group.  All  they 
want  is  fair  play. 

Let  us  see  what  this  means  from  a  practical  potot  of  view. 
The  limitations  on  reftoed  sugar  from  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico 
expired  March  1.  If  Baltimore  refinery  workers  are  to  have 
any  assurance  at  all  of  retaintog  their  jobs,  those  quotas  must 
be  restored  to  any  new  sugar  legislation.  That  1^  why  Balti- 
more and  the  State  of  Maryland  feel  that  the  Cimamings  bill 
must  be  amended  to  toclude  these  restrictions.  That  the 
Baltimore  and  Maryland  i>eople  take  this  position  is  easily 
understood  when  we  realize  that  Maryland  consumers  alone 
have  made  a  contribution  stoce  1934  of  over  $20,000,000  toward 
sugar  subsidies.  Of  course  the  plantation  corporations  of 
Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  have  received  a  large  part  of  this 
amount  in  cash. 

I  believe,  and  I  speak  for  the  people  of  my  State,  that  there 
is  no  justification  for  a  sugar  system  which  calls  on  the  people 
of  Maryland  to  make  a  heavy  contribution  toward  sugar  sub- 
sidies and  at  the  same  time  puts  their  own  todustry  out  of 
business.  Every  ton  of  sugar  that  comes  into  our  ports  from 
the  tropical  reftoeries  displaces  a  ton  of  sugar  reflned  at  home 
and  throws  men  out  of  work. 

We  to  Maryland  do  not  ask  to  share  in  the  s\igar  subsidies. 
AU  we  ask  is  that  those  subsidies  not  be  used  to  cripple  our 
todiistrial  life.    That  is  what  I  mean  by  a  fair  deal. 

Congress  has  established  a  long  Itoe  of  precedents  for 
tropical  refining  quotas  under  a  quota  system.  I  think  Con- 
gress understands  and  sympathizes  with  the  problem  Mary- 
land and  other  States  face.    Therefore  I  feel  sure  that  Con- 
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riM  will  not  ptrmit  th#  Oummin»»  bill  to  pui  unltM  H 
fiMoriit  itiftni^d  MUgif  auotM. 

I  hnid  in  my  hand  a  petition,  whl^h  I  Nhall  yrM«nt,  Nlsnad 
br  nearly  1,000  tmployeei  of  th«  plant  within  my  dlxtrlot,  In 
Which  they  protMt  agatnat  ih«  bill  unlet*  the  amendment 
rtitrlotlni  Importation  of  cane  sugar  U  adopted,  J  trust  that 
OongreM  will  not  at  thU  time  wish  to  set  a  precedent  for 
expanding  subsidized  tropical  Industry  at  the  expense  of  non- 
subsidlzed  home  Industry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Penn-sylvanla  (Mr.  Braolxt]  for  2V2  mlnut«s. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Chairman,  along 
with  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Healey],  I 
attended  the  discussions  which  were  held  over  a  period  of 
several  months  by  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  under 
the  chairmanship  of  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Colo- 
rado I  Mr.  Ctmmings],  and  we  represented  the  point  of  view 
of  workers  and  management  in  the  refineries  in  the  eastern 
section  of  the  country.  It  was  my  hope — and  I  will  say  I 
had  reason.  I  felt,  to  believe — ^that  the  gentleman  from  Colo- 
rado would  support  the  restrictions  that  had  existed  on  the 
refined  quotas  from  Puerto  Rico  and  from  Hawaii. 

May  I  say  to  my  friend  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr. 
MtJRDocKl.  with  regard  to  the  proposal  to  restrict  reflned 
quotas  from  Cuba  by  approximately  223,000  tons,  that  our 
point  of  view  was  that  an  unfair  distribution  was  being 
made  in  favor  of  the  beet  producers.  We  ffelt  a  much  more 
equitable  distribution  should  have  been  made  and  the  pro- 
duction should  have  been  increased  more  in  Florida  and 
Louisiana  so  that  there  might  be  greater  production  of  domes- 
tic cane  sugar.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  discrimination 
regarding  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii  in  this  bill.  After  all. 
there  are  only  420,000  tons  of  cane  sugar  produced  to  the 
United  States,  and  we  are  taking  from  Hawaii  900,000  tons 
and  from  Puerto  Rico  approximately  800.000  tons  of  raw 
and  refined  cane  sugar.  They  are  bringing  into  this  country 
their  entire  supply  which  they  could  not  dispose  of  to  the  world 
markets.  We  have  the  right  to  protect  these  industries  of 
ours  which  have  been  in  existence  since  the  early  days  of 
this  Republic.  The  refiners,  the  workers,  and  those  who 
have  Invested  their  savings  in  the  refineries  of  the  East  are 
entitled  to  a  restriction  being  jdaced  upon  Puerto  Rico  and 
Hawaii  refined  sugar  to  return  for  the  fact  that  this  coirn- 
try — the  continental  United  States — is  absorbing  their  raw 
sugar  that  they  could  not  dispose  of  elsewhere  in  the  world. 

I  hope  the  Committee  will  support  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  McCcricackI 
to  restrict  these  refined  Imports  so  that  we  will  be  able  to 
support  the  bill;  otherwise  I  am  fearful  that  we  will  have  to 
oppose  the  legislation. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Tlie  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Col«]. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mt.  Chairman,  as  my  distin- 
guished colleague  from  Maryland  stated  a  moment  ago,  the 
city  of  Baltimore  has  enjoyed  for  a  number  of  years  one  of 
the  largest  refineries  In  the  world.  I  am  very  glad  to  take 
my  stand  today  with  the  employees  of  that  plant  and  the 
people  who  have  Invested  their  capital  In  It,  the  employees 
being  one  of  the  happiest  groups  of  laboring  men  that  I  know 
of  anywhere.  I  have  listened  to  this  debate  all  day,  hoping 
that  some  reason  might  be  assigned  for  this  legislation. 
Not  long  ago  I  heard  an  expression  from  another  forum 
about  the  dagger  in  the  hands  of  those  who  could  wield  it 
stabbing  a  neighbor  to  the  back.  I  am  not  so  sure  that  that 
metaphor  is  not  entitled  to  a  very  dignified  place  in  the 
debate  on  this  legislation. 

It  is  admitted  that  without  the  McCormack  amendment 
our  big  refineries,  such  as  we  have  In  Baltimore  and  other 
places,  are  going  to  practically  close  down.  There  is  no 
denial  of  that.  I  do  not  believe  the  common  sense  of  this 
House  Is  going  to  stand  for  such  treatment  at  this  time.  I 
wish.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  many  Members  not  familiar  with 
the  large  establishments  we  have  in  the  todustrial  sections 
of  this  coimtry,  especially  these  reflnerles.  might  appreciate, 
as  we  do,  the  situation  that  exists  today. 


Zn  mr  elty  the  employeoi  look  upon  this  lerHrtailon  14  most 
drggtio,  I  ggreg  with  them.  I  wouUl  llko  to  see  the  lugar 
Industry  of  this  country  stablUned,  It  has  been  my  privilege 
to  visit  the  Florida  Aelds,  also  the  be»t' sugar  seotlon,  and 
the  fields  of  Louisiana,  Z  hope  that  something  eventually 
may  be  done  to  nit^at  the  problem  they  admittedly  have,  but 
this  is  not  the  way  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  very  much  Impressed  today  with  the 
position  taken  by  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Montana 
I  Mr.  O'Connor].  It  has  been  my  pleasure  to  know  fairly 
Intimately  the  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  O'Connor  1 
not  only  during  his  service  in  the  House  but  to  observe  the 
fairness  and  bigness  which  he  consistently  displays  toward 
the  country  as  a  whole  and  especially  the  great  todustrial 
and  taxpaying  section  of  the  Nation  he  represents. 

His  position  in  favor  of  the  McCormack  amendment  is  one 
that  I  think  other  Representatives  from  the  beet-sugar  sec- 
tion of  the  country  should  read  and  reread.  There  is  much 
wholesome  logic  to  what  he  saj^.  and  it  would  make  states- 
men of  many  of  them,  as  I  am  glad  to  classify  my  friend 
from  Montana.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  (Mr.  D'AlesandroI. 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  opposed  to  the 
Cummlngs  bill  and  will  vote  for  the  McCormack  amendment. 

The  people  of  my  State.  Maryland,  do  not  want  to  see  the 
Cummlngs  bill  enacted  unless  it  is  amended  to  restore  the 
limitations  upon  Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rlcan  refined  sugar. 
Maryland  obviously  does  not  want  to  see  any  sugar  legisla- 
tion in  1940  which  would  be  harmful  to  its  local  reflntog 
industry. 

Some  of  my  colleagues  to  the  House  who  represent  the 
sugar-beet  States  cannot  understand  the  position  of  Mary- 
land on  this  potot.  They  cannot  understand  why  the  refining 
industry  to  Maryland  and  other  States  would  oppose  the  en- 
actment of  the  Cummlngs  bill  to  its  present  form.  They 
argue  that  unless  the  Cummings  bill  is  enacted,  there  will 
be  no  limitation  upon  the  Cuban  refined  sugar,  and  they 
potot  out  that  the  great  threat  to  the  home  refining  industry 
lies  in  a  possible  expansion  of  Cuban  reflned  sugar. 

Now  it  is  true  that  the  reftoers  of  Cuba  are  a  serious  threat 
to  the  home  cane-sugar  refining  industry.  Cuban  refiners 
could  substantially  expand  their  production  for  the  American 
market  If  the  existing  quotas  on  Cuban  reftoed  sugar  were 
lapsed  with  the  termination  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  This 
is  especially  true  because  under  the  existtog  tariff  schedule 
of  1930,  there  is  no  tariff  protection  of  any  kind  afforded  the 
home  cane-sugar  refining  industry  against  Its  chief  foreign 
competitor — the  refiners  of  Cuba. 

But  the  possible  expansion  of  Cuban  reftoed  sugar  is  not 
the  greatest  threat  to  the  future  of  the  home  reftolng  indus- 
try in  Maryland  and  other  States.  The  major  threat  to  the 
industry  is  found  to  legislation  of  the  tjrpe  of  the  Cummings 
sugar  bill.  That  bill  would  extend  subsidies  to  the  refiners  in 
Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico,  and  it  would  place  no  limit  upon 
the  expansion  of  those  refiners.  The  home  reflnlng  Industry 
fears  this  type  of  subsidization  more  than  any  other  factor. 
And  if  the  Cummings  bill  is  defeated  these  cash  subsidies 
will  end. 

It  Is  not  only  with  excessive  subsidization  that  the  refining 
industry  is  concerned.  If  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  are  per- 
mitted to  reftoe  all  of  their  raw  sugar  they  can  stop  the 
flow  of  a  large  part  of  the  raw  material  necessary  for  the 
mainland  reftoers'  existence.  Under  a  quota  system,  the 
refiners'  purchases  are  limited,  both  as  to  amounts  and 
sources.  The  refiners  are  fearful  that  if  Hawaii  and  Puerto 
Rico  are  given  a  monopoly  of  1,700,000  tons  of  raw  sugar 
they  will  use  that  monopoly  in  a  manner  detrimental  to  the 
home  industry. 

And  there  are  many  features  of  the  quota-subsidy  system 
which  work  hardships  on  the  home  refining  industry.  We 
must  not  forget  that  the  home  refining  industry  each  year 
pays  some  $47,000,000  as  a  manufacturers'  sales  tax  into  the 
Inderal  Treasury.    It  is  true  that  the  refiners  may  collect 
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this  Ux  from  consumers,  but  in  the  process  they  must  main- 
tain enormous  cash  funds  in  order  to  make  the  pasonents  in 
the  first  instance  to  tne  United  States  Government. 

And,  in  addition,  the  quota  system  places  the  price  of  raw 
and  refined  sugar  largely  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  who  administers  the  act.  Since  the  quota  sys- 
tem went  into  effect  prices  have  fluctuated  widely  as  changes 
have  been  made  from  time  to  time  in  the  price  policy  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture.  These  wide  price  fluctuations 
have  made  it  extremely  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  for  the 
refiners  to  avoid  financial  losses  through  fluctuations  in  the 
value  of  their  inventory. 

The  refiners  have  not  profited  under  the  quota  system. 
The  facts  show  that  since  1934  the  value  of  the  industry 
has  shrunk  by  some  40  percent,  and  investors  have  suffered 
heavy  losses.  The  refiners  receive  no  subsidies,  they  must 
pay  millions  of  dollars  to  the  Federal  Government  In  taxes, 
they  must  stand  the  risk  of  widely  fluctiiating  sugar  prices, 
"and  they  must  operate  imder  the  quota  system  at  a  rela- 
tively low  rate  of  output. 
-  It  is  for  all  of  these  reasons  that  labor  and  capital  in  the 
home  refining  industry  in  Maryland  and  other  States  would 
rather  see  a  termination  of  the  quota-subsidy  system  than  a 
continaation  of  that  system  under  terms  which  would  fur- 
ther depress  the  refining  industry. 

The  quotas  on  Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rican  refined  sugar 
should  be  restored.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  McCormack  amend- 
ment because  it  keeps  thousands  of  employees  in  the  city  of 
Baltimore  and  throughout  the  United  States  in  their  jobs. 

BaK>I.tmON     BXLATTVX     TO     THl     CCMMINCa     ST7CAB     Bnj.,     B.     K.     9694, 

AOOFTED   JUNE    18,    1»40 

Whereas  the  National  Association  of  Retail  Grocers  has  endorsed 
legislation  opposing  the  entry  into  the  continental  United  States 
of  tropically  produced  refined  sugar,  we  view  with  partlciilar  con- 
cern the  Cummings  sugar  bUl.  H.  R.  »6M.  which  (alls  to  restore  the 
previous  quotas  on  Puerto  Rlcan  and  Hawaiian  refined  sugar. 

By  this  resolution,  therefore,  we  request  the  Members  of  Congress 
to  vote  for  the  amendment  to  this  bill  which  will  restore  the 
previous  qtiotaa  on  Puerto  Rican  and  Hawaiian  refined  sugar. 

We  yi«**  ask  if  this  amendment  is  not  adopted  the  Members  of 
Congress  vote  against  the  bill. 

National  Associatiow  or  Retail  Okoctbs. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts   [Mr.  Pl-vhektyI. 

Mr.  PLAHERTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  It  is  regretable  that 
there  has  been  a  limitation  placed  on  this  debate  because 
there  are  seme  of  us  who  do  not  constime  a  great  deal  of  the 
tune  of  the  House  during  the  course  of  a  session  who  would 
like  to  speak  at  some  length  when  an  Item  of  this  kind  that 
is  so  vitally  important  comes  up  for  consideration.  I  believe 
It  would  be  logical  to  give  everybody  an  opportimity  to  l)e 
heard  to  the  extent  they  desire. 

I  was  interested  in  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas  this  afternoon,  the  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  committee,  when  he  stated  that  the  refining  interests  de- 
sired to  throttle  the  beet-sugar  industry.  I  do  not  think 
that  represents  the  position  of  the  Members  who  come  from 
the  industrial  areas  because  if  he  will  look  at  the  Record  he 
will  find  that  the  Meml)crs  from  the  cities  have  been  most 
cooperative  in  aiding  the  agricultural  interests  in  passing 
their  legislation  through  this  Congress.  He  also  stated  that 
the  McCormack  amendment  would  place  a  limitation  upon 
beet-sugar  production,  but  I  do  not  agree  with  him  on  that 
point,  and  I  think  he  will  agree  to  some  extent  that  the  sugar 
bill  as  it  Is  represented  by  the  Cummings  proposal  here 
would  place  a  limitation  on  efficiency  in  industry  and  would 
place  a  limitation  upon  the  employment  of  labor  in  those 
sections  of  the  country  which  cannot  stand  such  a  limitation 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  want  to  register  the  strongest  protest 
against  the  Cummings  bill,  or  any  other  sugar-quota  bill, 
which  will  not  relmpose  the  quotas  on  tropical  refined  sugar 
from  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii. 

In  taking  this  firm  stand  I  speak,  of  course,  for  my  State, 
Massachusetts:  but  I  speak  even  more  particularly  for  my 
own  district.  Boston  has  two  large  cane-sugar  refineries, 
and  the  peoirie  want  to  keep  than  there. 


Thousands  of  my  constituents  either  work  in  the  re- 
fineries or  work  in  other  New  England  industries  which 
furnish  them  with  supplies  of  all  kinds.  All  of  these  people 
receive  the  high  American  wage,  and  enjoy  the  American 
standard  of  living.  All  of  the  refinery  workers  are  unionized, 
and  the  fine  working  conditions  they  have  achieved  have 
been  established  by  management  and  labor  sitting  together 
around  the  conference  tatde. 

These  thousands  of  woikingmen  bear  no  HI  will  whatso- 
ever toward  the  workers  in  the  Tropics — in  Puerto  Rico  or 
Hawaii.  In  fact,  they  would  like  to  see  tropical  labor  share 
their  own  high  working  standards.  But  they  know  that  the 
tropical  workers  have  wages  that  are  pitifully  low.  And 
they  know  that  the  refiners  in  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii  win 
put  the  Massachusetts  refineries  out  of  business  If  the  Cum- 
mings bill  is  not  properly  amended. 

Thousands  of  my  constituents,  whether  they  work  In  the 
refineries  or  not,  know,  too,  that  as  consumers  they  are  mak- 
ing a  disproportionately  large  contribution  toward  the  sugar 
subsidy.  These  citizens  are  Just  as  anxious  to  cooperate  in 
any  national  program  of  farm  relief  as  those  anywhere  else 
in  the  country.  But  they  are  opposed  to  the  continuation 
of  the  plan  proposed  in  this  bill  to  support  a  sugar  program 
under  which  they  pay  the  refiners  of  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii 
to  reduce  their  own  volume  of  business,  and  throw  them  out 
of  work. 

I  desire  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  the  fact  that  I  have  received  thousands  of  letters 
from  the  people  of  my  district  and  others  in  Massachusetts 
on  this  Issue.  All  of  those  persons  writing  earnestly  and 
sincerely  make  the  same  urgent  appeal.  They  tell  me  that 
the  refinery  in  my  district  is  one  of  the  most  efficient  in  the 
world.  They  tell  me  there  are  many  skilled  refinery  work- 
men there,  ready  and  eager  for  work,  who  cannot  obtain 
that  work  because  subsidized  tropical  sugar  Is  pushing  their 
own  first-rate  product  out  of  the  American  market.  None 
of  these  people  want  to  go  on  relief;  they  want  to  be  back 
on  the  Job. 

A  restoration  of  the  refined-sugar  quotas  will  injure  no 
one  in  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico.  It  certainly  will  not  injiu^ 
the  plantation  corporations  who  receive  millions  of  dollars 
of  subsidy  every  year — ^where  our  home  refineries  receive  no 
subsidy.  It  certainly  will  not  injure  the  workers  of  those 
islands  who  depend  for  a  living  on  raw  sugar  and  not  on 
refined.  And  it  will  save  our  nonsubsidized  home  refineries, 
and  the  thousands  of  workers  employed  in  them  from 
certain  harm. 

The  people  of  New  England  in  recent  shears  have  suffered 
from  an  exodus  of  industry.  When  industry  leaves.  Jobs 
go  with  it.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  Congress  at  this 
time  would  want  to  enact  sugar  legislation  which  would 
create  unemployment  in  New  England,  and  to  raise  the  tax 
burden  which  would  naturally  follow.  The  quotas  on 
Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rlcan  refined  sugar  should  t>e  restored. 

I  am  heartily  in  accord  with  the  McCormack  amendment 
and  urge  the  members  of  the  committee  to  adopt  it. 

Sttcas   Wokkzbs   CoivrouNCK. 
Washington.  D.  C.  May  22.  1940. 

Deab  CoHcaissMAN:  Sugar  legislation,  designed  to  replace  the 
cvirrent  law  which  expires  this  year,  is  pending  before  the  Con- 
gress. The  legislation,  as  reported  by  the  House  Committee  on 
Agrlctilture.  is  distinctly  contrary  to  our  interests  and  would  if 
enacted  work  great  hardships  on  the  men  and  women  whom  ve 
repTMent. 

Briefly,  the  legislation  (H.  R.  9654)  as  reported  would  allow  tin- 
limited  Imports  Into  the  mainland  of  fxigar  refined  in  Puerto 
Rico  and  HawaU.  We  believe  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  already  are 
receiving  their  Just  share  of  the  country's  sugar  production.  We 
do  iMt  believe  It  fair  to  give  our  jobs  In  the  cane-eugar-reflnlng 
plants  to  low-paid  workers  in  the  Islands.  Let  the  Island  workers 
grow  the  sugar.    Let  us  continue  to  refine  it. 

We  are  enclosing  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  1939  Cincinnati. 
Ohio,  convention  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  with  whom 
we  are  affiliated.  We  earnestly  and  respectfully  ask  your  support 
in  our  efforts  to  have  restrictions  continued  on  the  importation  of 
refined  sugar  from  the  Islands. 
Very  truly  yours. 

BiwAis  Qnxasns,  Chairman. 
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Resolution  93 

Whereas  the  refining  of  raw  cane  sugar  In  continents!  United 
States  gives  employment  to  thousands  of  workers  affiliated  with 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor;   and  „^,v»,^ 

Whereas  the  Jobs  and  pay  roUs  of  the  sugar-refinery  workers 
have  been  redu<4d  since  1925  by  the  flood  °'  ^f^^"^  «"X  ^^ 
has  been  Imported  into  this  country  from  Cuba,.  Hawaii.  Puerto 
Rico,  and  the  Philippines  and  other  tropical  Islands,  and 

Whereas  a  further  loss  In  Jobs  and  pay  «>ll8  will  occur  »^^r  ™ 
tmless  these  workers  receive  an  adequate  protection  In  the  Sugar 
Act  to  be  written  In  that  year:  Therefore,  be  it  ... 

R^o^^Z-nSi  this  convention,  the  fifty-ninth  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  go  on  record  as  recommending  that  an  ade- 
quate  protection  (through  tariffs,  quotas,  or  otherwise)  be  pro- 
vided for  the  sugar-refinery  workers  in  any  sugar  legislation  which 
msfbe  devJloiSd  by  Congfess  in  1940,  and  under  no  clrcumsUnces 
SSu?  tJI™  be  sLy  f tether  expansion  In  the  Importation  of 
refined  s^iar  made  li  the  tropical  islands  for  our  market;  and  be 

"«eso?t"d.  That  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  does  endorse 

and  advocate  protective  legislation  for  these  yor«"^^     .  ,^^ 

Your  committee  recbmmends  approval   of   the  puriwse  of  this 

resolution  and  would  refer  it  to  the  executive  councU  for  study 

"^The^report  of  the  committee  was  tmanlmously  adopted. 
XTtom  the  Boston  Herald.  June  14,  19401 

SUCAH  ASCKNDMZMT 

The  sugar  bUl  of  1937,  which  wUl  expire  December  31  of  this  yeitf. 
profldes  5uotas  for  the  producing  areas  which  have  suppUed  su^ 
tor  United  States  consumption.  It  has  been  a  Pretty  good  blU,  on 
the  Whole,  for  producers,  distributors,  and  consumers^  But  the 
section  of  the  blU  setting  a  limit  on  the  amount  of  refined  sugar 
Sow^  to  be  imported  Into  continental  United  States  froin  Puerto 
mcotid  Hawaii  Txplred  last  March,  -n^^restrlctlon  was  Includ^ 
in  the  original  bUl  of  1937.  in  order  to  protect  the  interest  of  labor 
employed  In  our  continental  sugar  refineries.  It  U  the  only  pro- 
tection of  any  kind  that  they  get.  ^„„^h   !„♦« 

The  cummings  resolution,  which  '^^  recenUy  Introduc^  Into 
the  House,  extends  the  life  of  the  1937  sugar  bUl.  but  ;^tJiout 
the  refined-sugar  restrictions.  This  resolution,  reported  out  by  tj® 
rules  committee,  aUows  only  one  amendment.  That  Is  an  amend- 
ment foTTelnlertlng  in  the  bUl  the  original  refined-sugar  r^ric- 
S      Congressman  John  McCormack,  of  Boston.  Is  to  propose  it 

-Sis  ameSd^nt  Is  of  direct.  Immediate  concern  to  Boston  and 
other  refining  centers  of  the  United  States.  They  have  many  em- 
ployees they  pay  large  taxes,  they  furnish  steady  employment  for 
Sou^nds  in  collateril  Industries  and  they  are  all  well  established. 
SX^endment  should  fall  of  passage,  ^'^e-'t^hly  many  men 
Sid  women  would  lose  their  Jobs  and  the  sole  beneficiaries  would 
be  the  refinery  workers  of  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii. 

The  amendment  deserves  the  warm  support  of  everyboc^y  who 
la  interested  In  protecting  an  exceUent,  established  Industry  and 
to^SiSi^ln^  the  employment  of  a  great  many  thousands  of 
Americans.       i  ^^ 

Chasijstown,  Mass.,  May  8.  1940. 

Hon.  Thomas  A.  Fiahdtt. 

House  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C.  

U^ess  H  R  9664  la  amended  to  restore  refined-sugar  restric- 
tions which  existed  prior  to  March  1.  employees  of  local  sugar 
refineries  wUl  suffer  severely  through  loss  of  employment  Urge 
jSiSTb^t  efforts  to  prevent  passage  of  this  blU.  unless  there  is 
restorauon  of  such  resUlctlons.  ^^^^^^  ^   ^^^ 

President,  Boston  City  CouJicil. 


Chaslxstown,  Mass.,  May  8,  1940. 
Hon.  Thomas  A.  Flahi»tt, 

House  Office  Building.  Washington.  D.  C: 
House   biU   9654   should    be    amended   to   restore   reflned-supr 
restrictions  which  existed  prior  to  March   1.     Also  necessary  that 
no  increase  in  beet-sugar  quota  be  permitted.  ^^^^  ^    ^^^ 

Mayor  of  Med/ord. 

Chasuostown.  Mass.,  May  8.  1940. 

Hon.  Thomas  A.  Flah«tt.         ^^      ^         n    /^  . 
Bmise  Office  Building.  Washington.  D.  C 
Hmk   bill   9654   should  be   amended   to  restore   reflned-sugar 
re^rlctlons  which  exUted  prior  to  March  L     Also  necessary  that 
no  increase  in  beet-sugar  quota  be  permitted. 

John  M.  LiTNCH, 
Mayor  of  SomervUle. 

I  Boston,  Mass.,  May  9.  1940. 

Hon.  Thomas  A.  Flahistt, 

House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  c:  

To  protect  sugar-refining  Industry  In  Massachusetts.  I  V^  your 
careful  Investigation  of  House  bill  9664.  reported  May  7  by  House 
Agricultural  Committee.  Substantial  Massachu^tU  svigw-refi^lng 
Industry  wUl  be  vitally  affected;  also  hope  you  will  study  effect  of 


increase  in  beet-sugar  quote.    We  must  do  «y«rythlng  p^lbleto      . 
protect  Jobs  for  cur   citizens   In  Massachusetts,  'w^ch  obviously 
wUl  be  affected  by  this  bUl  if  it  becomes  law  as  It  now  reads. 

Levtrett  Saltonstaix, 
Goiemar  of  Massachusetts. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Healfs-]. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill,  H.  R.  9654,  fails 
to  furnish  the  protection  to  American  labor  employed  in  the 
American  sugar-refining  industry  that  was  provided  m  the 
sugar  legislation  of  1934  and  1937  In  the  form  of  restrictions 
on  imports  of  refined  sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii. 
If  the  bill  is  passed  without  the  adoption  of  the  McCor- 
mack amendment  to  provide  for  such  restrictions,  the  Im- 
portaUon  of  refined  sugar  from  these  Insular  possessions 
will  be  virtually  unlimited,  except  by  their  own  capacity  to 
produce.  It  Is  estimated  that,  over  a  period  of  time,  it  will 
be  possible  for  these  islands,  by  means  of  cheap  labor  and 
Government  subsidies,  to  Increase  their  production  of  refined 
sugar  by  as  much  as  1.700,000  more  tons  annually. 

According  to  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
the  number  of  refineries  in  Puerto  Rico  has  grown  from  two 
In  1933  to  eight  in  1939.  Under  the  1937  legislation,  the 
annual  quota  of  refined  sugar  from  Puerto  Rico  was  fixed 
at  126.000  tons  and  from  Hawaii  at  29,000  tons.  The  Mc- 
Cormack amendment  will  serve  to  peg  these  quotas  at  the 
same  ratio. 

It  Is  stated  on  authoritative  Information  that,  since  the 
expiration  of  the  quota  allotment  In  February  of  this  year, 
Puerto  Rico  has  shipped  about  125,000  tons  of  refined  sugar 
in  a  period  of  4  months — an  amount  equal  to  the  entire 
quota  of  last  year.     If  the  McCormack  amendment  Is  not 
adopted  to  peg  these  quotas,  it  wUl  result  in  a  serious  blow 
to  the  American  men  and  women  who  are  employed  In  the 
continental  cane-reflnlng  Industry  and  disaster  to  an  in- 
dustry that  dates  from  Colonial  days.     American  workers 
have  been  employed  in  the  refining  of  cane  sugar  In  the 
United  States  for  over  250  years  and  today  this  American 
industry  is  located  at  the  historic  seaports  of  Massachusetts, 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,   Maryland,   Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Texas,  and  California.     It  is  also  found,  on  a 
smaller  scale,  in  the  States  of  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Wiscon- 
sin, y 
The   No.    1   domestic   problem   of   our   Nation,   still   im- 
solved,  is  unemployment,  and  I  am  sure  that  the  Members  of 
this  House  will  not  want  to  deliberately  take  a  step  that  will 
increase  unemplojmient  and  jeopardize  the  employment  of 
thousands  of  Americans.     Nevertheless,  unless  the  McCor- 
mack amendment  is  adopted,  that  will  be  precisely  the  result 
of  this  bill.   If  unrestricted  importations  of  refined  sugar  are 
permitted  from  these  insular  possessions,  thousands  of  Amer- 
ican sugar  workers  will  face  either  total  loss  of  emplosnnent 
due  to  the  shut-down  of  continental  refineries  or  serious  re- 
duction in  their  employment,  making  it  impossible  to  provide 
them  and  their  families  a  decent  American  standard  of  living. 
The  men  and  women  employed  in  the  cane-refining  indus- 
try here  on  the  continent  enjoy  high  labor  standards  and  con- 
ditions of  employment.   The  minimum  hourly  wage  for  most 
workers  in  the  industry  is  between  63  and  70  cents  for  im- 
skilled  labor.     A  5-day  week  and  8-hour  working  day  have 
prevailed  for  several  years  and  the  degree  of  unionization  in 
the  refining  industry  here  amounts  to  about  80  percent  of  the 
plants.    In  fact,  in  the  following  States  the  Industry  Is  100- 
percent  unionized:    Massachusetts.  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  Maryland.  Texas,  and  California — ^leaving  only 
a  small  number  of  establishments  in  the  South  that  are  not 
totally  unionized. 

Moreover,  the  persons  engaged  in  handling  the  raw  sugar 
on  the  docks,  the  longshoremen  and  other  workers,  are  100- 
percent  unionized,  and  the  refined  sugar  is  moved  by  union 
truckmen  and  union  railroad  workers. 

In  contrast  with  the  labor  standards  of  the  sugar  workers 
in  continental  America,  tropical  workers  in  the  insular  sugar 
refineries  are  almost  entirely  without  any  unionization.  Col- 
lective bargaining,  as  it  is  known  in  the  United  States,  does  not 


m 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


87S4 

exist  there.    Before  the  passage  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  Act. 
average  earnings  in  the  Puerto  Rican  refineries  were  placed 
at  17.5  cents  an  hour  or  $7.49  a  week.    Since  its  passage  the 
Wage  and  Hour  Act  has  been  applied  to  a  few  industries  in 
the  island,  but  its  application  has  been  vigorously  resisted, 
and  a  concerted  attempt  has  been  made  by  employers  to  ob- 
tain exemptions  from  its  terms.    As  you  will  undoubtedly  re- 
call, when  the  Wage  and  Hour  Act  was  before  the  Congress 
during  this  session,  Puerto  Rican  interests  sought  to  obtain 
itfi  nullification  insofar  as  It  applied  to  Puerto  Rican  industry. 
It  Is  argued  by  some  that  the  American  sugar  industry  is 
not  worth  saving  because  of  the  small  number  of  workers 
affected.    Even  if  accurate,  which  it  is  not.  the  argument 
would  be  wholly  unfair  and  unsovmd.    I  am  sure  that  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  are  interested  in  fair  treatment  for  labor 
employed  in  the  small  Industries  as  well  as  the  large  ones. 
But  the  true  fact  Is  that  the  continenUl  cane  industry  is 
not  small  as  compared  with  other  American  industries.    Of 
the  three-hundred-and-forty-odd  American  industries,  the 
sugar-refining  industry  rates  one  hundred  and  sixteenth  in 
size.    The  Industry  employs  directly  about  18,000  persons,  in- 
cluding factory  workers  and  clerical,  sales,  technical,  and  ad- 
ministrative help.    In  addition,  some  2,000  persons  are  em- 
ployed outside  of  the  industry  but  on  work  directly  connected 
with   it.   such    as    stevedores,    iruckmen,    freight    handlers, 
bringing  the  total  employment  furnished  by  the  industry  to 

some  20.000. 

Besides  the  employment  and  pay  rolls  furnished  by  the 
industry,  the  various  plants  bear  a  very  important  and  vital 
relationship  to  the  economic  welfare  of  the  communities  and 
States  in  which  they  are  located  as  well  as  to  the  Federal 
Government.  For  example,  there  are  two  refineries  located 
in  Massachusetts — In  the  city  of  Boston  in  fact — that  have  a 

combined  pay  roll  of  approximately  $2,500,000  a  year.  The 
local  taxes  alone  paid  to  the  city  of  Boston  by  these  two 
refineries  amounts  to  $260,000  annually.  The  two  plants 
have  an  assessed  valuation  of  $6,000,000  and  represent  a  re- 
placement value  of  ten  to  twelve  million  dollars. 

Tn  relationship  to  the  Nation  as  a  whole,  it  may  be  noted 
that  the  continental  refining  industry  furnishes  a  total  pay 
roll  of  about  $27,000,000  a  year,  and  workmen's  compensa- 
tion and  social -security  payments  bring  this  amount  in  ex- 
cess of  $28,000,000  a  yetu".  The  continental  industry  pays 
in  taxes  to  the  Federal,  State,  and  local  governments  about 
$85,000,000  a  year.  This  historic  American  industry  has  been 
maintained  without  tariff  protection  or  cash  subsidy  of  any 
kind.  Since  1925.  the  continental  refining  industry  and  the 
labor  employed  has  steadily  and  increasingly  suffered  from 
the  increase  in  the  refining  of  beet  sugar  and  cane  sugar  in 
the  tropical  islands.  Since  that  date  American  labor  has  had 
a  cumulative  loss  of  10.000,000  tons,  representing  2  full  years 
of  output  and  about  $54,000,000  in  wages. 

Some  70.000  American  investors,  living  in  every  State  In 
the  Union  and  paying  taxes,  have  a  vital  interest  in  the 
enactment  of  equitable  sugar  legislation  whereas  the  control 
and  ownership  of  Puerto  Rican  refineries  is  concentrated  in 
the  hands  of  two  families,  and  I  understand  that  these  fam- 
ilies have  managed  to  escape  the  payment  of  any  income 
taxes  on  their  earnings. 

Mr.  Chairman,  organized  labor  in  America  is  strongly 
opposed  to  any  further  encroachments  on  this  industry  by 
tropical  Interests.  A  partial  list  of  organizations  which  have 
officially  endorsed  the  protection  of  home  refining  labor  is  as 
follows:  The  American  Federation  of  Labor,  the  Congress  of 
Industrial  Organizations,  the  International  Longshoremen's 
Association,  the  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trairunen,  the 
teamsters,  chauffeurs,  stablemen,  and  helpers,  and  many 
others. 

We  now  ask  in  the  name  of  those  persons  whose  jobs  and 
livelihoods  depend  on  this  Industry,  and  in  the  name  of  the 
Investors,  related  Industries,  and  the  SUtes  and  ciUes  that  will 
be  disastrously  affected  that  no  further  inroads  be  made  by 
kfUlation  on  the  right  of  this  250- year -old  industry  to  exist. 
We  ask  that  Congress  consider  the  equities  Involved  and  that 
fair  treatment  be  accorded  the  refining  industry  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  McCormack  amendment.     I  ApplauieJ 
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Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chairman,  now  that  aU 
the  crocodile  tears  have  been  shed  over  the  plight  of  the 
eastern  refiners  let  me  call  to  your  attention  that  the  quota 
on  Hawiian  refined  sugar  has  been  only  29,660  tons.  Neither 
in  1938  nor  in  1939  did  HawaU  ship  in  even  15,000  tons  of 
refined  sugar;  in  fact.  Hawaii  has  never  shipped  in  its  quota 
of  29,000  tons  of  sugar  since  1934.  Is  that  a  big  threat  to  the 
eastern  refiners  that  would  necessitate  the  adoption  of  the 
McCormack  amendment  to  restrict  Hawaii?  It  is  a  matter 
of  principle  only  so  far  as  Hawaii  is  concerned  in  this  amend- 
ment, because  there  is  no  reason  to  fear  any  increase  in  re- 
fined sugar  from  that  source. 

As  far  as  Puerto  Rico  is  concerned,  Puerto  Rico  had  a  quota 
of  126,000  tons  of  refined  sugar  and  has  filled  its  quota  each 
year.  Puerto  Rico  is  expected  to  exceed  that  amount  this 
year. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.     There  is  no  quota  now. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  The  quota,  of  course,  expired 
on  March  1  as  to  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaiian  refined  sugar. 

It  is  expected  that  Puerto  Rico  may  increase  their  ship- 
ments of  refined  sugar  over  and  above  what  has  been  their 
quota  by  approximately  30,000  or  40.000  tons  this  year.  To 
verify  that  statement.  I  inquired  of  Dr.  Bernhardt.  Chief 
of  the  Sugar  Section.  He  advised  me  that  he  did  not  antici- 
pate an  amount  in  excess  of  30,000  or  40,000  tons  of  re- 
fined more  than  Puerto  Rico  had  been  shipping  to  us  imder 

the  restrictions. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  some  time  reserved, 
but  because  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  rep- 
resents so  many  sugar-beet  growers  who  are  anxious  to  ex- 
I>and  the  acreage  in  Nebraska  and  Is  making  an  effort  on 
behalf  of  them,  I  ask  that  my  time  may  be  given  to  him. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  I  thank  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  for  his  kindness. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  the  first  5  months 
of  this  year  139,000  tons  have  been  brought  in  from  Puerto 
Rico.  13,000  more  than  their  quota,  and  that  the  shipments 
this  year  alone  will  run  well  over  300,000  tons? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  They  have  brought  in  139,000 
tons,  but  it  is  not  anticipated  that  they  will  bring  in  much 
more  during  the  rest  of  the  year. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Hawaii 

Mr.  KING.  With  regard  to  the  importation  of  Hawaiian 
refined  sugar,  as  of  June  13  It  amounted  to  3,000  tons,  not 
even  the  amount  of  its  quota,  so  the  question  of  the  amount 
Is  not  involved. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Nebraska.  Let  me  say  that  in  my  opinion 
the  effort  to  incorporate  the  McCormack  amendment  Is  for 
the  purpose  of  sabotaging  the  entire  sugar  legislation,  antici- 
Ijating  that  with  this  amendment  the  continuing  resolution  win 
l>e  vetoed.  Then  there  will  be  no  further  restrictions  on  im- 
ports other  than  the  tarifl.  The  cane-sugar  refiners  will  gain 
volume  and  the  sugar-beet  growers  will  be  ruined  by  low  prices. 
In  that  event  it  will  mark  the  beginning  of  the  end  of  the 
sugar-beet  industry  in  the  United  States. 

Let  me  also  call  to  your  attention  the  fact  that  In  the  event 
this  Sugar  Act  should  expire,  those  of  you  who  are  now  worry- 
ing about  the  eastern  refineries  will  then  have  something  really 
to  worry  about.  There  will  then  be  no  restrictions  whatever. 
In  the  present  Sugar  Act  Cuba's  shipments  are  limited  to 
375,000  tons,  but  much  more  refined  sugar  from  Cuba  will  then 
come  in  than  will  ever  come  from  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii 
The  McCormack  amendment  is  an  indirect  method  of  killing 
all  sugar  legislation. 

I  am  interested  in  the  sugar-beet  growers  and  the  sugar- 
beet  Industry.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  continue  this 
legislation  for  1  year  so  that  we  may  be  able  to  work  out  some 
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practical  method  of  safeguarding  all  the  industry  that  I  ask 
you  to  support  the  bill  and  oi^ose  the  McCormack  amend- 
ment.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 

from  Georgia  I  Mr.  Cox] . 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  no  finer  man  in  the 
world  than  the  gentleman  who  has  just  yielded  the  fioor. 
He  is  one  of  the  soundest  thinkers  of  this  House  and  I  am 
devoted  to  him.  I  would  like,  however,  to  answer  the  state- 
ment he  has  Just  made  with  his  own  language  as  uttered 
when  the  svigar  bill  was  before  the  House  for  debate  in  1937. 
At  that  time  the  same  report  was  circulated  in  the  House 
that  in  the  event  these  quota  provisions  on  Puerto  Rico  and 
Hawaii  were  included  in  the  bUl  the  President  would  veto  it. 
Answering  that  thought,  the  gentleman  who  has  just  yielded 
the  fioor  said: 

We  heard  from  the  Departments,  and  we  tried  to  exercise  our 
legislative  function  as  an  Independent  branch  of  this  CJovemment 
and  bring  in  satisfactory  legislation. 

The  gentleman  further  said: 

It  18  necessary  for  all  the  people  Interested,  whether  from  the 
growers'  standpoint  or  from  the  standpoint  of  beet  labor  or  sugar- 
cane labor,  or  from  the  sUndpolnt  of  the  refiners  or  those  work- 
ing in  the  refineries,  to  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder  In  trying  to 
pass  legislation  which  will  safeguard  the  Industry  as  a  whole.  If 
you  cripple  the  refining  Industry  In  this  country,  we  know  that 
sooner  or  later  the  continental  growers  will  find  themselves  in  a 
like  position. 

He  said  further,  speaking  of  the  work  of  his  committee: 

The  committee  gave  a  great  deal  of  consideration  to  the  con- 
troversial question  at  Issue.  We  felt  there  was  no  Justification 
In  encouraging  the  building  of  new  refineries  In  Hawaii  and 
Puerto  Rico  at  this  time  that  woiUd  Jeopardize  the  Investment  in 
contmental  reflnerles  and  the  Jobs  of  the  men  now  employed  in 
them. 

I  again  wish  to  express  the  hope  that  there  may  be  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  Representatives  coming  from  these  17  States 
to  Which  reference  has  been  made  that  will  vote  for  the 
McCormack  amendment  in  order  to  dissipate  the  suspicion 
that  there  is  a  willingness  on  the  part  of  this  group  to  throw 
down  those  who  have  been  heretofore  responsible,  in  large 
part,  for  all  of  the  benefits  that  they  have  derived.  [Ap- 
plause.! 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  now  recognizes  the  gentle- 
man from  Louisiana  I  Mr.  AixknI. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chairman,  imder  the  1934 
sugar  bill,  enacted  before  I  came  to  Congress,  the  cane- 
producing  States  of  Louisiana  and  Florida  had  a  quota  of 
some  260.000  tons,  with  Louisiana  receiving  approximately 
224.000  tons  of  that.  After  I  came  to  Congress  we  enacted 
the  1937  Sugar  Act.  which  gave  these  two  cane  States  a 
quota  of  420,000  tons,  of  which  Louisiana's  part  was  363,000 
tons.  The  1937  act,  therefore,  increased  Louisiana's  quota 
by  142,000  tons,  or  63  percent.  I  cooperated  fully  in  secur- 
ing these  increased  benefits  imder  the  1937  act.  The  sugar 
people  of  Louisiana  requested  me  to  support  it,  and  I  did  so. 
Just  as  I  have  always  supported  sugar  legislation.  I  received 
many  messages  from  the  cane  j)eople  expressing  their  ap- 
preciation.   I  wish  here  to  read  two  or  three  of  these: 

'SCCAS   WOUUBS    Ck)NT«RKMCK, 

Waahinffton,  D.  C,  September  24,  1937. 
Hon.  A.  Lkonako  Alleiv, 

House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dka>  CoKGREssMAi*:  OuT  Organization  la  deeply  grateful  for 
yotir  fine  support  for  the  sugar  blU  during  this  recent  seaalon  of 
OongreM. 

By  the  Bucceasful  enactment  of  this  legislation  thousands  of 
American  worklngmen  and  their  families  are  guaranteed  economic 
■ecurlty  because  they  can  continue  on  their  Jobs.  Your  willingness 
to  assist  American  workers  In  the  sugar  industry  wlU  not  be  for- 
gotten. 

Very  trtUy  yours, 

Habold  J.  Bumx, 

■  Secretary -Treasurer. 

3Ltrnoif  intAjnMcmsLT  aooptb)  at  th«  Mirmto  or  th«  txtcv- 

ivn   coMMirm   or   tmi   amibicam    suoas   cahi   lxaoui.  hxlo 
•KrmcBn  a.  itsT 

Whereas  the  Louisiana  sugar  Industry,  as  a  whole.  In  all  lU 
fenmctMs,  as  represented  by  the  8,767  members  of  the  American 


Stigar  Cane  League,  is  deeply  grateful  to  the  members  of  the  con- 
gressional delegation  of  Louisiana  for  their  Indefatigable  and  suc- 
cessful efforts  to  bring  about  the  enactment  of  the  Jones-Brown 
sugar  bill  In  a  form  acceptable  to  our  Industry:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  executive  committee  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League,  That  the  appreciation  of  the  Lovilslana  sugar  Industry  be 
formally  expressed  and  put  on  record,  and  this  we  now  do;  and  b« 

it  further  ,  ^,        .  . 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  preamble  and  resolutions  be  sent 
to  each  of  the  Members  of  Ctongress  from  Louisiana. 

New  Oslkaks.  La.,  AprU  28.  1937. 
Hon.  A.  Lbonako  Aixcn, 

House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C: 
At  the  regular  monthly  meeting  of  the  executive  committee  of 
the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  held  today,  I  was  Instructed  to 
wire  you  In  behalf  of  the  Louisiana  sugar  Industry  and  say  that 
those  engaged  In  It  thank  you  from  the  bottom  of  their  heart*  for 
the  sponsorship  of  the  cause  of  Louisiana  sugar  In  which  the  Sen- 
ators and  Congressmen  from  this  State  have  so  splendidly  united. 
We  feel  full  confidence  that  the  able  work  being  done  will  resiilt 
In  a  proper  legislative  recognition  of  the  right  to  a  quota  of 
600,000  tons  for  Louisiana. 

Reginald  Dtkebs. 
Vice  President  and  General  Manager. 

But.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  felt  then  and  I  feel  now  that  that 
was  not  the  proper  way  to  deal  with  this  question,  and  I  went 
along  on  the  bill  only  because  the  growers  requested  it.  I 
shall  again  do  my  best  to  go  along  with  the  growers  on  other 
bills,  but  I  hope  they  insist  on  returning  to  what  I  think  is  a 
basic  American  principle.  I  refer  to  the  principle  of  giving 
the  American  market  to  the  American  farmer. 

Here  in  this  bill  we  are  called  upon  to  continue  a  law  for 
1  year  which  drastically  restricts  the  growing  of  a  vital 
food  product  that  this  coimtry  needs  and  cannot  possibly 
grow  enough  of  to  meet  our  demands.  We  are  called  on  to 
do  that  also  at  a  time  when  we  are  facing  a  world  condition 
that  may  demand  that  we  conserve  every  precious  pound  of 
sugar. 

Of  course,  if  this  Congress  is  going  no  further  than  to  enact 
a  continuing  resolution  to  keep  In  force  the  1937  act,  then  I 
favor  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  McCormack],  because  I  am  in  favor  of  helping 
American  labor — and  I  have  alwftys  stood  by  labor — but  I 
also  stand  for  American  agriculture.  This  Congress  should 
determine  that  it  is  going  to  stand  first,  last,  and  all  the  time 
for  American  labor  and  American  agriculture.  [Applause.] 
I  do  not  know  when  that  time  is  coming.  It  looks  ridiculous 
to  me  to  prevent  our  own  people  from  producing  a  product 
when  we  cannot  produce  half  as  much  as  we  need  of  that 
product  anyway.  We  may  face  the  fact  that  we  cannot  get 
sugar  from  the  islands  thousands  of  miles  from  us.  Sugar 
may  go  to  30  or  35  cents  per  poimd.  as  it  did  after  the 
World  War. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  wish  this  House  would  meet  this  sugar 
issue  now.  Why  not?  We  are  here  and  probably  will  be  here 
much  longer.  We  have  ample  time.  Why  put  it  off?  Why 
put  up  a  makeshift  resolution  to  tide  us  over  1  year?  We  are 
put  in  the  position  in  the  House  here  because  of  the  closed 
rule  that  we  are  not  even  permitted  to  offer  an  amendment 
to  increase  the  quota.  I  intend  to  vote  against  this  extension 
of  the  1937  act.  To  refuse  to  let  America  grow  sugar  for 
Americans  is  un-American.  Give  the  American  farmer  the 
American  market.  [Applatise.l 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of 
the  McCormack  amendment,  because,  in  justice  to  the  men 
from  States  with  large  refinery  labor  populations,  I  think  It 
about  time  that  we  from  some  of  the  farm  areas,  at  least, 
support  their  position  as  they  have  so  often  and  well  sup- 
ported parity  payments.  Federal  surplus  commodity  pur- 
chases, and  other  legislation  in  which  the  bulk  of  midwestem 
farmers  were  vitally  concerned. 

There  are  numerous  pertinent  reasons  why  this  bill  should 
pass  with  the  McCormack  amendment,  and  be  defeated  with- 
out it.  One  of  those  reasons  Is  the  interest  of  the  American 
consumer,  to  which  Interest  I  wish  to  address  myself  briefly. 
Under  no  consideration  should  there  be  any  expansion  of 
the  quota  now  assigned  to  the  continental  beet  and  cane  pro- 
ducers. American  fanners  generally  would  be  harmed  by 
such  an  expansion. 
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There  are  only  about  84.000  sugar  growers  In  continental 
United  States,  and  the  total  farm  value  of  the  sugar  crop 
!s  less  than  1  percent  of  the  NaUon's  farm  income.  Even  II 
this  country  produced  all  of  its  own  sugar  requirementa  In 
continental  United  SUtes,  it  would  only  increase  the  naUonal 
farm  Income  by  about  2'^  percent.  _**„*. 

Continental  sugar  growers  are  prosperous:  they  get  full  lair 
exchange  value  for  their  crop  without  any  limitation  on  pro- 
duction. .       ^        _.     ,*      , 

Sugar  growers  have  received  disproportionate  agricultural 
benefits  The  public  has  contributed  direct  and  indirect  sub- 
sidies to  continental  sugar  growers  of  $575,000,000  since  1934. 
This  is  a  subsidy  of  112  percent.  All  American  farmers  re- 
ceive Federal  assistance  of  only  8  percent. 

Continental  sugar  producUon  kills  the  American  market 
for  the  American  farmer.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
reported  that  with  each  additional  acre  of  sugarcane  or  sugar 
beets  planted  there  is  a  contraction  of  farm  exports  equivalent 
to  the  product  of  either  3  acres  of  com,  3  acres  of  cotton,  or  6 

acres  of  wheat  ^    , 

Continental  sugar  producUon  is  a  burden  upon  the  fanner 
as  a  consumer.  The  32.000.000  persons  living  on  American 
farms  since  1934  have  paid  at  least  $400,000,000  for  their 
sugar  over  what  it  would  have  -cost  them  at  the  competiUve 

world  price. 

American  consumers  since  1934  have  paid  $1,600,000,000 
more  for  their  sugar  than  they  would  have  if  they  bought  it 
at  the  world  price.  By  skimming  a  billion  six  hundred  mil- 
lion dollars  off  the  American  market,  there  was  that  much 
less  money  in  the  budget  for  the  purchase  of  milk.  meat, 
fruits,  vegetables,  cotton  textiles,  cotton  goods,  and  other 
farm  products.  This  country  at  tills  time  should  not  be  ex- 
panding inefficient,  high-cost  industries. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
has  expired.  All  time  has  expired.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  McCormack  amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  CuMMiNcs)  there  were — ayes  134.  noes  20. 
So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule  the  Committee  will 
rise. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose,  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  Chair.  Mr.  Zhoixkmak,  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported 
that  that  Committee  had  had  imder  consideration  the  bill 
H  R.  9«54.  to  extend,  for  an  additional  year,  the  provisions 
of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937.  and  the  taxes  with  respect  to  sugar, 
and  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  615.  he  reported  the  blU 
back  to  the  House  with  an  amendment,  adopted  In  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole. 
The  8PSAKER.    Utider  the  rule  the  previous  question  is 

ordered. 

The  question  1«  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time 
•nd  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  the  pasaafe  of  the 
bill. 

The  bUl  was  paved. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

rVKTHSX    MXSSAGK   ntOM  THX  SSMATI 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Baldrldge.  one 
of  ita  clerks,  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  report 
of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bin  (H.  R.  8202)  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes": 

That  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments  of  the  House 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  20,  21.  39.  and 
43.  and  that  it  recedes  from  its  amendment  numbered  61  to 
said  bUl;  and 
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That  it  further  insists  upon  its  amendments  numbered  65 

and  66  to  said  bill. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  ordered, 
that  Mr.  Thomas  of  Utah  be  appointed  as  an  additional 
conferee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  the  committee  of 
conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850) 
entitled  "An  act  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the 
national  defense." 

LKAVK   or   ABSEHCI 

By  vmanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  wtis  granted  as 
follows: 

To  Mr.  CHiPKiiraLD.  for  2  days,  on  accotint  of  serious 
Illness  in  his  family. 

To  Mrs.  BoLioK.  for  tomorrow,  on  account  of  the  marriage 

of  her  son. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  HART.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rkcord  and  to  include  therein  an 
article  from  the  Jersey  Journal  and  an  article  from  this 
morning's  New  York  Times. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FLAHERTY.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  connection  with  the 
remarks  I  made  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  include  several  telegrams  and  an  editorial 
from  the  Boston  Herald,  along  with  another  communication. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

"Hiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
cent to  extend  my  remarks  on  the  Cummings  bill  and  to 
include  a  resolution  from  the  National  Retail  Orocers  Asso- 
ciation. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

tKD-Cn>AS   SHINCLX  TRAOS  AGRSZMKMT 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9765)  to  provide  for  exercising  the  right  with  respect  to 
red-cedar  shingles  reserved  in  the  trade  agreement  concluded 
Novemt>er  17,  1938,  between  the  United  States  of  America 
and  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bin. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  tmderstand  there  Is  no  opposition 
to  the  bill.  Mr.  Speaker. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

B0  it  enacted,  etc..  That  {%)  th«  t7nlti>d  0t«tM  T«r1fr  Commie- 
ilon  to  bertby  directed  to  conduct  an  InvMtlfffttlon  «•  aoon  M 
practicable  a/tcr  ttic  clote  of  th«  calendar  ytar  1030  and  sacb 
calendar  yrar  thereafter,  for  the  purpoee  of  ssctrtalning  the  quan- 
titlM  of  red-cedar  •hlnglee  •hipped  by  producer*  In  the  tTnlted 
States  and  ttm  quantlttM  of  imported  r*d-o*dar  ahlnglea  entered 
for  eonaunptloo,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse  for  conaumptton, 
during  each  of  the  three  calendar  years  Immediateljr  precedinf 
any  luch  Inveetlgatlon. 

(b)  If  the  CommlMlon  finds,  on  the  l>asto  of  an  inTcsttgatlon 
under  subdlirlslon  (a)  of  this  section,  that  In  any  calendar  year 
after  1938  the  quanuty  of  Imported  red'^edar  shingles  entered  for 
consumption,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse  for  consumption,  was 
In  excess  of  30  percent  of  the  combined  total  for  such  year  of  the 
respective  quantities  ascertained  in  auch  Investigation,  It  shall  so 
repiort  to  the  President.  U  the  President  approves  the  report  of 
the  Commtselon.  be  shall  so  proclaim,  and  on  and  after  the  day 
following  the  filing  of  such  proclamation  with  the  Division  of 
the  Pederal  Register  and  so  long  as  any  trade  agreement  entered 
into  under  the  authority  of  section  380  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1980. 
as  amended,  shall  be  m  effect  with  respect  to  the  importation  into 
the  United  SUtes  of  red-cedar  shingle*,  there  ahall  be  a  duty  upon 
imported  red -cedar  ahingles  entered  for  consumption,  or  with- 
drawn from  warehouse  for  consumption,  in  any  calendar  year  in 
excess  of  30  percent  of  the  annual  average  for  the  preceding  three 
calendar  years  of  the  combined  total  of  the  quantity  of  such 
shingles  shipped  by  producers  In  the  United  States  and  of  the  quan- 
tity of  such  imported  shingles  entered  for  consumption,  or  with- 
drawn  from  warehouse  for  consumption.  The  rate  of  such  duty 
shall  be  25  cenu  per  square.  Any  duty  Imposed  under  this  act 
shall  be  treated  for  the  purpoees  of  all  provisions  of  law  relating 
to  customs  revenue  as  a  duty  Imposed  by  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 
and  ahall  not  apply  to  shingles  entered  for  consumption  before 
the  duty  becomes  applicable. 
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(c)  The  quantity  of  red-cedar  shingles  entitled  to  exemption 
from  any  duty  Imposed  pursuant  to  this  act  shall  be  ascertained 
for  each  quota  period  by  the  Commission  and  reported  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treastiry. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

AMENDING  TAMIT  ACT  OF  1930 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent for  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6328)  to 
amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  by  section  34  (c) 
of  the  Customs  Administrative  Act  of  1938  (U.  S.  C.  1934 
ed..  Supp.  IV,  title  19,  sec.  1001.  par.  1529  (a) ). 
The  Cleric  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  reserve  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  simply  meets  a 
decision  of  the  customs  court  of  appeals.  There  was  a  12-cent 
specific  duty  impo.sed  on  cocoa  mats  coming  into  the  United 
States.  Some  importers  raised  the  question  whether  or  not 
the  classification  by  the  Treasury  Etepartment  was  proper. 
The  customs  court  said  It  should  have  come  in  under  another 
provision  of  the  Tariff  Act  which  imposed  a  lower  duty.  The 
purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  make  plain  the  intent  of  Congress, 
as  intended  in  the  1930  Tariff  Act,  to  impose  a  higher  duty. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    In  other  words,  this  bill, 
which  is  a  unanimous  report  from  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means,  is  to  comply  with  what  Congress  intended  the  law 
to  be? 
Mr.  McCORMACK.    That  Is  absolutely  true. 
Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  McCORMACK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  This  is  a  protective  tariff  bill 
to  protect  the  blind  workers  of  the  country  who  are  working 
In  workshops  for  the  blind,  making  cocoa  mats,  and  If  we  do 
not  pass  this  bill  they  will  not  have  any  work  to  do? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman  is  absolutely  correct. 
I  have  received  a  number  of  letters  from  the  BUnd  Workshop 
of  Wisconsin  and  from  the  gentleman  himself  and  other 
parties  from  Wisconsin  conveying  to  me  their  deep  interest 
In  the  passage  of  this  legislation. 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  M  foUowi: 

Be  <f  enacted,  etc..  That  paragraph  1829  (a)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended  by  section  S4  (c)  of  the  Ctistoms  Administrative 
Act  of  19M  <U.  8.  0..  1934  ed..  Supp,  XV.  title  19,  sec,  lOOl.  par, 
1A39  (a) ) ,  If  hereby  furthw  amended  by  inserting  "1022"  •iitt  tbe 

figure  "1006," 
This  act  shall  take  effect  on  the  day  following  its  enactment. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time. 
Wis  read  the  third  time,  and  pM«ed,  and  «  mouon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

SXTSKglON    or    REMAaXg 

Mr.  BARRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
Insert  in  the  Record  t  speech  entitled  "War  or  Peace  In 
America."  by  Mr.  James  D.  Mooney,  vice  president  of  Gen- 
eral Motors  Corporation  In  charge  of  their  overseas  opera- 
tions. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon.  It  U  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JoHW  L.  McMillan  asked  and  was  given  permission 
to  extend  his  own  remarks  In  the  Ricoio. 

Mr.  CHIPERPIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  to  in- 
clude therein  a  brief  paragraph  from  the  Republican  plat- 
form of  Illinois,  adopted  a  few  days  ago. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  la  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  last  Monday  I  sought 
and  obtained  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own  re- 
marks and  to  Include  therein  an  editorial  by  the  National 


Commander  of  the  American  Legion.  The  copy  was  re- 
turned to  me  on  the  ground  that  a  Member  of  another  body 
had  extended  it.  I  desire  to  renew  my  request  to  Include 
It  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  In- 
clude therein  letters  from  the  Polish  Embassy. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OSMERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  Include  therein  a  table  on 
sugar. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CoFTEi  of  Nebraska  asked  and  was  given  permission  to 
revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks. 

RELIEF    BILL CONFERENCE    REPORT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  committee  of  conference  may  have  until  mid- 
night tonight  to  file  a  report  on  the  so-called  relief  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

HOtTR  OF  MEETXNO 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjoiu-ns  today  It  adjourn  to  meet  at 
11  o'clock  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

SENATE    ENROLLED    BILL    SIGNED 

The  Speaker  announced  his  signattire  to  an  enrolled  bill 
of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  2059.  An  act  authorizing  a  grant  to  the  city  of  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.,  of  an  easement  in  connection  with  the  construcUoa 
of  water  and  sewer  sjrstems. 

THE  LATE  SENATOR  GIBSON 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  the  following  reso- 
lution. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  Ml 

Retolved.  That  the  Hovtae  has  heard  with  profound  eorrow  of  tha 
death  of  Hon.  Ebkkst  W.  Gibson,  a  Senator  of  tlie  X7nlted  States 
fiom  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Reeolved,  That  the  Clerk  communicate  these  resolutions  to  the 
Senate  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the  deceased 

Senator. 

Retolved.  That  a  committee  of  two  Members  be  appointed  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  join  the  committee  appointed  on  the  part  ct 
the  Senate  to  attend  the  funeral. 

The  resolution  wm  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  appoints  as  Memberf  on  ths 
part  of  the  House  to  attend  the  funeral,  Mr.  WauLmr  and  Mr. 

PlTTEJfOBR. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  balance  of  the  reiolutlon. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Reeolved,  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  ot 
the  deceased  the  Hotise  do  now  adjotun. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

ADJOXniNlCXNT 

Accordingly  (at  5  o'clock  and  IS  minutes)  the  House,  pur-  i 
suant  to  Its  previous  order,  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Friday, 
June  21.  1940.  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


EXECUnVB  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clatise  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  conununicatlons 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1788.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting 
a  letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army, 
dated  March  19,  1940,  submitting  a  report,  together  with 
accompansring  papers  and  an  Illustration,  on  a  preliminary 
examination  and  survey  of  Fresno  Coimty  stream  group. 
California,  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved, 
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June  22.  1936  (H.  Doc.  No.  845) :  to  the  Committee  on  Flood 
Control  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  an  illustration. 

1789.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting 
a  letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army, 
dated  January  11.  1940,  submitting  a  report,  together  with 
accompanying  papers  and  Illustrations,  on  a  preliminary 
examination  and  survey  of  Oswego.  Oneida,  Seneca,  and 
Clyde  Rivers,  Cayuga  and  Keuka  Lakes,  and  Onondaga  and 
Seneca  Creeks.  N.  Y..  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Acts 
approved  April  10.  1936.  and  June  22.  1936  (H.  Doc.  No. 
846):  to  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control  and  ordered  to 
be  printed,  with  nine  illustrations. 

1790.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  list  of  papers,  consisting  of  40  items,  from 
those  submitted  for  disposiUon  by  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  January  4, 
1935.  referred  to  the  Joint  Conmiittee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers,  and  by  that  committee  referred  to  the 
Archivist  of  the  United  States  for  examinaUon  and  report 
thereon:  to  the  Committee  on  the  DisposiUon  of  ExecuUve 

Papers, 

1791.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Department  of  the  Treasury;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1792.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitUng  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Department  of  the  Treasury;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1793.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
tranamlttlng  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of 
papers  by  the  War  Department:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

17»4.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  War  Department:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dispo- 
sition of  Bxeeutlve  Papers. 

1796.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  itttfi, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Allen  Property  Bureau  with  the  approval  of  th« 
Department  of  Justice;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition 
of  Executive  Papers. 

1796.  A  letter  from  the  ArohlvUt  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Navy  Department;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dispo- 
sition of  Executive  Papers. 

1797.  A  letter  from  the  ArchlvUt  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Department  of  the  Interior:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1798.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1799.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Department  of  the  Interior:  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Dispo8itl<m  of  Executive  Papers. 

1800.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1801.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  Stat«, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 

by  the  Department  of  the  Interior;   to  the  Committee  on 
the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1802.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Depwu-tment  of  the  Interior,  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1803.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
DlspositiOQ  of  Executive  Papers. 
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1804.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  DisposiUon  of  ExecuUve  Papers. 

1805.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Veterans'  Administration;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1806.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Federal  Works  Agency;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
position of  Executive  Pajpers. 

1807.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  a  recommendation  for  the  disposition  of  papers 
by  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  Work  Projects  Administra- 
tion; to  the  Committee  on  Uie  Disposition  of  Executive 
Papers. 

REPORTS   OF   COMMITTEES   ON   PUBLIC   BELLS   AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XHI. 

Mr.  BIANSFIELD:  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 
S.  3617.  An  act  granting  the  consent  and  approval  of  Con- 
gress to  an  interstate  compact  relating  to  control  and  reduc- 
tion of  pollution  in  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2653).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MANSFTELD:  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  222.  Joint  resolution  granting  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West 
Virginia  and  the  Commonwealths  of  Virginia  and  Pennsyl- 
vania and  the  District  of  Columbia  as  signatory  bodies,  to 
enter  Into  a  compact  for  the  creation  of  a  Potomac  Valley 
Conservancy  District  and  the  establishment  of  the  Interstate 
Commission  on  the  Potomac  River  basin;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2654).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  KARTER  of  Ohio:  Committee  on  Military  AfTaln. 
Rouse  Joint  Resolution  606.  Joint  resolution  authorlxlng 
Oovemment  employees'  participation  In  the  celebration  of 
National  Aviation  Day.  and  for  other  purpoees;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  M66).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Mlssoiurl:  Committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Housee.  House  Joint  Resolution 
644.  Joint  resolution  making  appropriations  for  work  relief 
and  relief,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941  (Rept. 
No.  2681) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BTTJJB  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  8ASSCER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  1284.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Sophrania  Holmes;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2656).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  GATHINGS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  5116.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Miralia  and  Betty  Mlralla;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2657).  Referred  to  the  Conmiittee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  NICHOLS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R  5562.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Clyde  K  Malle;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2658) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  Clahns.  H.  R.  7302.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Silas  Toxmg.  Lillian  Brown,  and  Nathaniel 
Brown;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2659).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  NICHOLS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7425.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  the  parents  of  Charldean  Finch;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2660).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JONKMAN:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7679.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  E.  I>ambach;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2661) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  ol  the  Whole  House. 
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Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
8318.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Charles  H.  Amos  Handle 
Co.;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2662).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.    H.  R. 

10033.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  acquisition  of  flowage  rights 
and  the  pa>-ment  of  certain  damages  in  connection  with  the 
operation  of  the  Port  Hall  Indian  irrigation  project.  Idaho; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2663).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr  KENNEDY  of  Maryland :  Committee  on  Claims.    H.  R. 

10034.  A  bin  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  officers  of 
the  Treasury  Department,  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  the  Army;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2664).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.    H.  R. 

10035.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  Philip  A. 
Penston.  pharmacist's  mate,  first  class.  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  for  the  value  of  personal  and  household  effects  lost 
and  destroyed  during  the  hurricane  of  September  21.  1938. 
at  New  London.  Conn.;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2665).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KEOGH:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  182.  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Edward  Hagenson;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2666).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  F.  Cooley.  administrator  of 
the  estate  of  Charles  F.  Cooley,  Jr.;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2667).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 

House.  ^  ^ 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  CTaims.  S. 
2704.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  C.  W.  Black,  and 
Marlon  Rabren;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2668).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  8. 
3021.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  A.  A.  Ramsay;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2669).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  KlNNtDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Clalmi.  8. 
S069.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Velvle  W.  Smith,  and  the  legal 
guardian  of  Glenn  Richard  Bmlth;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2670) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Kouse. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  8. 
lOea.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Rodgers  Tile  Co.;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2871).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  8. 
8111.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  L.  Gardner;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2672),  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
8443.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  William  A.  Wheeler;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2673).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  Hcuse. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
8456.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  certain 
personnel  or  former  personnel  of  the  United  States  Marine 
Corps  for  the  value  of  personal  effects  destroyed  as  a  result 
of  a  fire  at  Rarltan  Arsenal,  Metuchen.  N.  J.,  on  October 
10,  1938;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2674).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
8587.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earl  P.  Collins:  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2675).    Referred  to  the  Committee 

of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
3597.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  C.  Brown  and  F.  L. 
Copeland;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2676).  Referred 
to  the  Ccmmittee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
3649.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Harry  D.  Gann;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2677).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 


Mr    KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.     S. 
3748.    An  act  for  the  relief  of  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  disbursing 
officer.   Division   of    Disbursement.    Treasury   Department; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2678).    Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
3916.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence  T.  Post.  G.  F.  Allen, 
and  D.  Buddrus;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2679). 
Referred  to  the  Conunittee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
10036.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  A.  Karnes;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2680).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXli.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BARRY: 
H.R.  10121.  A  bill  to  create  an  Aeronautics  Department; 
to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Depart- 
ments. 

By  Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota: 
H.  R.  10122.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  au- 
thorizing construction  of  water  conservation  and  utilization 
projects  in  the  Great  Plains  and  arid  and  semiarid  areas  of 
the  United  States,"  approved  August  11,  1939  (53  Stat.  1418), 
and  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  promote  conservation  In  the 
arid  and  semiarid  areas  of  the  United  States  by  aiding  in 
the  development  of  facilities  for  water  storage  and  utiliza- 
tion, and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  August  28,  1937  (50 
Stat.  869) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 
By  Mr.  KEOGH: 
H.  R.  10123.  A  bill  to  repeal  obsolete  statutes  and  to  im- 
prove the  United  States  Code;  to  the  Committee  on  Revision 
of  the  Laws. 

By  Mr.  DiROUEN: 
H.R.  10124  (by  request).  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  grant  to 
the  Richmond,  Fredericksburg  It  Potomac  Railroad  Co.  of  a 
right-of-way  across  certain  land  owned  by  the  United  8tatei; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 
By  Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia: 
H.  R.  10126.  A  bill  to  provide,  in  cooperation  with  the  Port 
of  New  York  Authority,  for  the  construction  In  New  York 
Harbor  of  a  graving  drydock  large  enough  to  accommodate 
the  largest  naval  ships  buUt  or  building;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

H.  R.  10126.  A  bin  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  certain 
moneys  received  by  the  United  States  in  connection  with  pro- 
ceedings against  the  Standard  Oil  Co.  of  California  and  oth- 
ers pursuant  to  the  Joint  resolution  of  February  21,  1924  (43 
Stat.  15) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  STEAGALL: 
H.  R.  10127.  A  bin  to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

By  Mr.  LEA: 
H.  R.  10128.  A  bill  to  authorize  a  preliminary  examination 
and  survey  of  the  Petaluma  Creek,  Sonoma  County.  Calif., 
and  its  tributaries  for  flood  control,  for  run-off  and  water-flow 
retardation,  and  for  soil -erosion  prevention;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Flood  Control. 
By  Mr.  CREAL: 
H.  R.  10129.  A  bill  to  give  tobacco  growers  a  portion  of  the 
excise  taxes  collected  on  tobacco;   to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania: 
H.J. Res. 575.  Joint  resolution  to  repeal  sections  7  and  8 
of  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 
H.  Res.  539.  Resolution  requesting  the  President  to  send 
Information  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


n 


8760 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  20 


T! 


By  Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California: 
H.  Res    540.  Resoluiion   authorizing  the  printing  of  the 
reports  of  the  various  committees  of  the  House  conference 
on  unemployment   as   a  document;   to  the  Committee  on 
Printing.  

MEMORIALS 

under  clause  3  of  nile  XXII.  memorials  were  presented 
and  referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  memorializing  the  President  and  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  SUtes  to  consider  their  Senate  Concur- 
rent Resolution  No.  3.  concerntng  the  national-defense  pro- 
gram; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Louisiana, 
memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  consider  their  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  No.  9. 
concerning  air  bases  in  the  national-defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  IntersUte  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Louisiana, 
memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  consider  their  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  No.  17. 
concerning  agriculture  legislation;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture.  ,  ,      ^  ^ 

Also,  a  memorial  of  the  Leglslatmre  of  the  State  of  Louisi- 
ana memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  SUtes  to  consider  their  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution 
No.  19.  concerning  legislation  of  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Com- 
mitttee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  a  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  SUte  of  Louisi- 
ana memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  consider  their  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution 
No.  6.  concerning  agriculture  legislation:  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture.  

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ  introduced  a  bill  (H.  R.  10130)  for  the 
reUef  of  Ivan  Peteslc.  Mato  Uros.  Nikola  Posa.  Bozo  Buzerelo. 
and  Philip  Radovlc,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8855.  By  Mr.  BROOKS:  PeUUon  of  Shreveport  I/)dge.  No. 
122.  of  the  Benevolent  and  ProtecUve  Order  of  Elks,  xu^ng 
all  proper  legislation  for  acquisition  of  war  equipment  and 
for  obtaining  universal  compulsory  mUltary  training  in  order 
that  this  Nation  may  be  prepared  to  meet  any  emergencies; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8856.  By  Mr.  HART:  Memorial  of  the  New  Jersey  State 
Legislature,  pledging  their  cooperation  to  the  President  and 
Congress  of  the  United  States  in  all  steps  necessary  for  the 
prompt  and  energetic  inception  and  prosecution  of  an 
adequate  national -defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 

Military  Affairs. 

8857.  By  Mr.  HILL:  Petition  of  Rev.  D.  A.  Elings  and  75 
residents  of  Yakima  County,  urging  that  the  United  States 
stay  out  of  the  present  European  war;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs.  

8858.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the 
New  York  College  Teachers  Union.  Local  537,  American 
Federation  of  Teachers,  New  York  City,  opposing  the  Reyn- 
olds amendment  to  the  La  Follette  Oppressive  Labor  Prac- 
tices Act  (S.  1970) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8859.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Neighborhood  Houses  of 
New  York,  Inc.,  expressing  its  wholehearted  support  of  all 
necessary  measures  for  the  national  defense;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

8860.  Also,  petition  of  the  Newspaper  Guild  of  New  York 
Auxiliary,  favoring  enactment  of  House  bill  7534.  the  Geyer 
poU-taz  bill:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


8861.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Association  of  Retail 
Grocers,  representing  70.000  retail  grocers,  urging  adoption 
of  the  amendment  to  the  sugar  bill  which  would  restore 
the  previous  quotas  on  Puerto  Rican  and  Hawaiian  refined 
sugar:  to  the  Conmilttee  on  Agriculture. 

8862.  Also,  petition  of  the  Workers  AlUance  of  Greater 
New  York,  urging  adoption  of  certain  amendments  to  the 
relief  appropriation  bill  for  1941;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

8863.  Also,  petition  of  the  Department  Store  Employees 
Union.  Local  No.  1250.  of  New  York  City,  representing  more 
than  2.000  members,  opposing  any  Involvement  la  the  Euro- 
pean conffict;   to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8864.  Also,  petition  of  the  Bingham  Photo  Engraving  Co., 
Inc..  of  New  York  City,  opposing  Senate  bUl  1970,  the  La 
FoUetts  civil-liberties  bill:  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8865.  Also,  petition  of  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation, 
urgtnK  adoption  of  the  Billw  amendment  to  relief  bill  pro- 
viding $100,000,000  for  disposal  of  agricultural  surpluses  in 
domestic  and  export  markets;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

8866.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Motion  Picture  League, 
Inc..  urging  enactment  of  the  Neely  block -booking  biU  (S. 
280);  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

8867.  By  Mr.  KECiKjH:  Petition  of  the  United  Neighbor- 
hood Houses  of  New  York.  Inc..  New  York  City,  favoring 
national  defense  and  immediate  aid  to  the  Allies;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8868.  By  Mr.  LAMBERTSON:  Petition  of  E.  L.  Trompeter 
and  30  other  grocers  of  Atchison  County,  Kans.,  urging  the 
passage  of  House  bill  1.  the  Patman  bill;  to  the  Committee 
on  Wasrs  and  Means. 

8869.  By  Mrs.  NORTON:  Memorial  of  the  Leglslatvu-e  of 
the  State  of  New  Jersey,  favoring  adequate  national  defense; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8870.  By  Mr.  SACKS:  Petition  signed  by  sugar  refinery 
workers  of  Philadelphia,  petitioning  Congress  to  restore  the 
former  limitations  on  Puerto  Rican  and  Hawaiian  refined 
sugar;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

8871.  By  Mr.  SASSCER:  Petition  of  the  sugar  workers  of 
Baltimore,  Md.,  Vernon  Jackson  Carter,  and  others,  petition- 
ing consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  sugar 
legislation;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

8872.  By  Mr.  SUTPHIN:  Petition  of  Glendola  Grange,  No. 
168,  Patrons  of  Husbandry,  Belmar,  N.  J.,  supporting  the 
national  defense  program,  and  urging  the  United  States  to 
keep  out  of  war;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8873.  Also,  petition  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  pledging 
cooperation  to  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United 
States  in  the  national  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8874.  By  Mr.  TARVER:  Resolution  of  the  First  Baptist 
Church,  of  Ringgold.  Ga..  condemning  the  ruthless  warfare 
of  destruction  upon  the  democracies  of  Europe,  urging  all 
necessary  precautions  for  national  defense,  urging  that  sanc- 
tuary be  accorded  in  this  country  to  children  from  England, 
France.  Holland,  and  Belgium,  and  offering  to  assume  the 
care  of  two  or  more  of  such  chUdren;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8875.  By  Mr.  TENEROWICZ:  Resolution  of  the  Jewish- 
American  Youth  Council,  Detroit.  Mich.,  condemning  anti- 
Semitism  and  urging  racial  understanding;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

8876.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Supervisors'  and  Timekeepers* 
Union,  No.  21847,  Detroit.  Mich.,  pledging  allegiance  to  the 
President  to  assist  in  the  defense  program  of  this  Nation; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8877.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Unity  Citizens  Club,  Detroit, 
Mich.,  urging  additional  Work  Projects  Administration  ftmds 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  lay-offs  and  restoring  workers 
to  their  jobs;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

8878.  By  Mr.  VREELAND:  Petition  of  the  Senate  of  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,  urging  prompt  and  energetic  inception 


1940 


•f 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


8761 


and  prosecution  of  an  adequate  national-defense  program; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8879.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  John  F.  Bach,  Jr., 
and  others  of  Chicago,  111.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8880.  Also,  petition  of  B.  Marks  and  others  of  Chicago, 
DL,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  MiUtary 
Affairs. 

8881 !  Also,  petition  of  P.  Friedrichsen  and  others,  of  San 
Francisco.  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

8882.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  I^on,  Washington, 
D.  C,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  immediate  registration  and  fingerprinting  of  every 
resident  of  the  United  States  and  its  possessions;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

8883.  Also,  petition  of  the  Independent  Motion  Picture  Ex- 
hibitors. Chicago,  ni..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  raising  revenue  to  meet  the  existing 
emergency;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8884.  Also,  petition  of  the  alvunni  council  of  Wesleyan  Uni- 
versity, at  Mlddlctown,  Coim.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8885.  Also,  petition  of  the  associated  alumni  of  Brown  Uni- 
versity. Providence.  R.  I.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  the  national-defense  program;  to 
the  Committee  on  MiliUry  Affairs. 

8886.  Also,  petition  of  the  Binghamton  State  Hospital  Em- 
ployees Association.  Binghamton,  N.  Y.,  petitioning  considera- 
tion of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national-defense 
program ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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SENATE 

FRIDAY,  June  21,  1940 
The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 

recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Fraser,  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the  Epiph- 
any, Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  who  alone  dost  offer  man  the  hope  of  last- 
ing harmony  and  peace:  We  beseech  Thee  to  fill  our  hearts 
acd  minds  Mklth  such  a  strong  desire  for  unity  and  spiritual 
strength,  that  every  cause  of  disunion  may  fade  away  Uke 
night  before  the  rising  sun.  till  all  the  peoples  of  this  land  and 
hemisphere  are  drawn  together  in  one  brotherhood,  united  in 
a  common  service  to  each  other  and  to  Thee.  Through  Jesus 
Christ,  Thy  Son,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklet.  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Thursday.  June  20,  1940.  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrem 

Ashunt 

Austin 

BaUey 

Bankhead 

BarUey 

BUbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Brown 

Bulow 

Bxirke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 


Capper 
Caraway 
Ciiandler 
Chavez 
Ciark,  Idaho 
Clark.  Mo. 
Connally 
Danaher 

DSTlS 

Donahey 

Downey 

Ellender 

Oeorge 

Oerry 

Otllette 


Green 

Guffey 

Gumey 

Hale 

Barrlaon 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

mil 

Holman 
Holt 
Hughes 

Johnson,  Calif. 
Johnson  Colo. 
King 


U  PoUette 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

McKellar 

McNary 

MaloDey 

Mead 

Miller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Necly 

NorrU 


Nye 

O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Pepper 
Pittman 
iRadcUffe 
Reed 
Reynolds 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Glass!,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr. 
SmathersI,  and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  iMr.  StewartI 
are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  IMr.  FrazierI  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour  1  Is  absent  on 
official  duties. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Ninety  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

REPORT    OF     COMMISSION    ON     ENLARGING    THE    CAPITOL     GROtTWDS 

(S.  DOC.  NO.  261) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol  (member  of  the  Commission  on 
Enlarging  the  Capitol  Oroimds),  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law.  the  final  report  of  the  Commission  on  Enlarging  the 
Capitol  Grounds,  which,  with  the  accompanying  report,  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds 
and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  Illustrations. 

REPORT  ON  AGRICULTURAL  EXPERUfENT  STATIONS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1939.  covering  the 
receipts,  expenditures,  and  work  of  agricultural  experiment 
-  stations  in  the  States,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Puerto  Rico,  etc., 
which,  with  the  accompanying  report,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry.  , 

DISPOSITION    OF    KXECUTIVB    PAPERS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  18  letters 
from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States,  transmitting,  pursu- 
ant to  law.  lists  of  papers  and  docvunents  on  the  files  of  the 
Departments  of  the  Treasury  (3).  of  War  (2).  of  Justice, 
Navy,  Interior  (7) ;  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re- 
serve System;  Veterans'  AdministraUon;  Federal  Works 
Asency.  Work  Projects  Administration;  and  the  Federal 
Works  Agency,  which  are  not  needed  in  the  conduct  of  busi- 
ness and  have  no  permanent  value  or  historical  Interest,  and 
requesting  action  looking  to  their  disposition,  which,  with  the 
accompanying  papers,  were  referred  to  a  Joint  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Disposition  of  Papers  In  the  Executive  Depart- 
ments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  appointed  Mr.  Barkley  and  Mr. 
ToBEY  members  of  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
adopted  by  a  mass  meeting  of  citizens  of  Fannin  County, 
Tex.,  held  under  the  auspices  of  the  American  Legion,  favor- 
ing the  extension  of  material  aid  to  the  allied  nations,  the 
strengthening  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  the 
speeding  of  production  of  war  munitions  and  materials;  the 
Unmedlate  repeal  of  the  Johnson  and  Neutrality  Acts;  and 
the  adoption  of  a  form  of  compulsory  military  training,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG  presented  petitions  of  simdry  citizens 
of  the  State  of  Michigan,  praying  that  the  United  States 
keep  out  of  war,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Salisbury.  Md..  praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session  dur- 
ing the  existing  emergency,  and  that  American  boys  be  kept 
out  of  war,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Baltimore, 
Md..  praying  that  a  full  measure  of  material  assistance  be 
rendered  to  the  Allies,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations. 
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Mr  WALSH  presented  a  petition  of  several  citizens  of 
'  Cambridge.  Mass..  praying  that  the  United  States  avoid  aJl 
steps  leading  to  war.  and  also  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine  be 
abrogated  and  mutual  assistance  pacts  substituted  therefor 
with  the  nations  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
^  i  He  also  presented  a  statement  in  the  natiire  of  a  petition 

'       from  the  Massachusetts  State  C.  I.  O.  Industrial  Union  Coun- 
cil Boston.  Mass..  praying  that  the  United  States  keep  out  of 
war  and  pursue  a  policy  of  peace,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
i  He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Worcester, 

\  Mass   being  members  of  a  branch  of  the  Committee  of  Ameri- 

^  ■  can  Friends  of  Prance  and  the  American  Fund  for  Wounded 
in  France,  praying  for  the  extension  of  material  aid  to  the 
AUies.  Which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 

Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  numerously  signed  by  sundry 
citizens  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  praying  that  the 
United  States  keep  out  of  war,  and  that  no  American  boys 
be  sent  to  participate  in  foreign  wars,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  the  petitions  of  Everett  Post  No.  176.  of 
Everett;  Quincy  Post.  No.  95.  of  Quincy;  South  Hadley  Post. 
No.  60.  of  South  Hadley;  and  Waltham  Post.  No.  156.  of 
Waltham.  all  of  the  American  Legion,  in  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts, praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session  during  the 
existing  IntemaUonal  emergency,  which  were  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 

RESOLtmON  OF  VCTERANS  OF  FOREIGN   WARS.  NORTH  CAROLINA 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars.  Department  of  North  Carolina,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Ccnunittee  on  the  Judiciary  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars.  Department  of  North 
Carolina,  are  duly  assembled  In  encampment  at  Winston-Salem, 
N    C  .  this  20th  day  of  May   1940.   and  ^     x,    .*  ^ 

Whereas  said  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  are  aware  that  the  united 
Sutes  of  America  is  now  faced  with  the  problem  of  immediately 
preparing  Itself  for  effective  defense  against  any  power  or  combina- 
tion of  powers,  and 

Whereas  It  Is  a  matter  of  recorded  history  that  prior  to  ana 
after  the  entry  of  the  United  States  of  America  into  the  World 
War  of  1914-18  peace  and  order  were  threatened,  and  considerable 
sabotiige  occurred  as  a  result  of  the  activities  of  enemy  aliens  and 
agents  of  enemy  powers  In  the  tJnlted  States  of  America,  and 

Whereas  the  investigations  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  through  a  special  committee  for  that  purpose  ap- 
pointed, disclose  the  existence  of  organized  and  dangerous  revolu- 
tionary groups  of  alien  extraction  operating  in  the  United  States 

of  America,   and  *x.  ^     , 

Whereas  there  is  at  the  present  time  no  adequate  method  of 
establishing  the  Identity  or  of  tracing  the  activity  of  potential 
enemy  agents  and  traitors  in  the  United  States  of  America:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it  ^         ..         ^      , 

Resolved.  That  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars.  Department  of 
North  Carolina,  strongly  advise  and  urge  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  Immediately  enact  all  necessary  stat- 
utes and  laws  to  require  all  persons  residing  or  traveling  within 
the  txjundarles  of  the  United  States  of  America  or  Its  possessions 
to  have  Identity  cards  and  to  require  the  fingerprinting  and  other 
Identification  of  aU  such  persons;  and  be  It  further 

Reaolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  each  Senator 
and  each  Representative  from  North  Carolina  in  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  to  the  chairman  of  the  special  com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  said  United  States 
charged  with  the  InvestlgaUon  of  seditious  and  un-American  ac- 
tivities m  this  Nation,  to  the  national  encampment  for  1940  of  the 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and  to  the  1940  State  convention  of  the 
American  Legion  of  the  Department  of  North  Carolina. 

RESOLUTION  OF  INDIANOLA    (MISS.)    POST  NO.   2.  AMERICAN  LEGION 

Mr.  BILBO  presented  a  resolution  of  Indianola  Post  No.  2. 
American  Legion.  Indianola.  Miss.,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  all  Europe  and  the  Par  East  are  now  engaged  in  a  major 
ecnfiict.  the  direct  effect  of  which  is  to  strike  down  the  last  vestige 
of  freedom  In  those  lands;  and 

Whereas  solemn  pledges  of  nations  written  Into  treaties  are  no 
liiiijnr  recognized  as  anything  but  a  "scrap  of  paper."  used  by  ag- 
aiij— nin  to  ensnare  the  unwary,  so  that  such  aggressors  respect 
nothing  but  force,  and  are  limited  In  their  operations  only  ty 
fear;  and 
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Whereas  It  has  come  to  the  attention  of  the  American  people  that 
this  country  is  deplorably  deficient  in  armaments  and  1«  now  at 
the  mercy  of  aggressor  nations,  and  that  It  la  apparent  to  all  thlnk- 
Sl  ^eJlcar^that  the  forces  of  greed  and  OPP"^'"?^,?^  t^.'^* 
held  off  these  shores  only  temporarily  while  they  solidify  them- 
selves at  home,  and  that  our  day  of  trial  by  fire  and  steel  appears 

to  be  in  the  near  future;  and  

Whereas  there  have  sprung  up  in  thte  Nation  !*'"««  ,K^°VP%°' 
people  organized  under  the  direction  of  nations  that  would  destroy 
US  by  weakening  us  from  within;  and  whereas  there  are  those  among 
us  owing  their  allegiance  to  the  enemies  of  America  who  are  seeking 
to  destroy  our  constitutional  liberties,  and  who  hide  behind  our 
constitutional  guaranties  of  free  speech  so  to  do;  and  .„..„^^ 

Whereas  It  Is  the  sense  of  this  body  that  it  was  never  Intended 
that  the  right  of  free  speech  be  accorded  to  aliens  who  are  seeking 
to  use  that  privilege  to  destroy  us.  and  we  further  Ixelleve  that 
our  Constitution  contains  sufficient  provisions  to  protect  Itself  and 
the  citizenship  of  America;   and  „.♦»,„„♦ 

Whereas  no  nation  can  survive  In  this  present  world  without 
being  strong  from  within  and  strong  from  without,  and  It  is  essen- 
tial that  we  immediately  clean  out  all  subversive  elements  within 
our  country,  and  arm  this  Nation  at  once  sufficiently  to  protect 
us  from  any  nation  or  combination  of  nations  that  wo\ild  destroy 
\is:  Now.  therefore,  be  It  ,    _,  *  ,    ^• 

Resolved  by  Indianola  Post  No.  2.  the  American  Legion,  at  Indi- 
anola Miss.,  on  the  11th  day  of  June  1940.  That  we  now  call  upon 
all  officials  In  our  Nation  to  put  aside  all  partisan  feelings  and  con- 
siderations, and  to  rally  behind  the  President  in  a  concerted  drive 
to  immediately  and  fully  arm  and  equip  this  Nation,  and  to  wipe 
out  all  un-American  Influences  at  work  In  this  country;  and  we 
deny  that  aliens  In  our  midst  are  entitled  to  the  xise  of  free  speech 
In  their  efforts  to  destroy  us.  and  we  demand  Immediate  deporta- 
tion of  every  alien  wrongfully  In  our  midst  or  who  abuses  the  free- 
dom of  this  country,  and  we  demand  the  Department  of  Labor  to 
take  immediate  steps  to  deport  all  such  alien  agitators  of  every 
kind  from  America,  and  that  all  aliens  be  forthwith  required  to 
register  and  keep  their  movements  and  whereabouts  known  to  the 
authorities,  and  we  further  demand  that  aliens  be  taken  off  the 
relief  rolls  of  this  country  and  from  Jobs  that  our  citizens  want  or 
should  hold;  be  it  ftirther 

Resolved  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions  be  sent  to  our  con- 
gressmen and  Senators  In  Washington,  and  that  a  copy  thereof  be 
filed  with  the  proper  committee  at  the  ensuing  department  con- 
vention with  a  view  of  having  the  same  there  adopted. 

RESOLUTION  OF  FLORA   (MISS.)   UONS  CLUB 

Mr.  BILBO  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Lions  Club 
of  Flora.  Miss.,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  slogan  of  the  International  Association  of  Lions 
Clubs   Is  Liberty,   Intelligence.   Our   Nation's   Safety;    and 

Whereas  the  Flora  Lions  Club  Is  vitally  Interested  in  and 
deeply  concerned  for  the  safety  of  the  United  States  of  America: 

Therefore  ,^    . 

Resolved.  That  the  Flora  Lions  Club  hereby  assures  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  and  the  Congress  of  Its  approval  of 
legislation  enacted  to  keep  the  United  States  safe  In  a  world 
consumed  by  war;  and  that  we  respectfvUly  but  earnestly  urge 
further  Immediate  and  positive  action  to  assure  a  degree  of  pre- 
paredness such  as  will  safeguard  our  free  democracy;  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved.  That  the  Flora  Ltons  Club  stands  resolutely  for 
freedom  of  speech,  freedom  of  thought,  and  Individual  liberty: 
that  to  this  end  we  believe  In  adequate  and  substantial  prepared- 
ness; that  the  Flora  Lions  Club  asks  a  definite  part  In  carrying 
out  the  program  of  preparedness  and  stopping  the  subversive 
activities  of  aliens  and  of  all  who  would  hamper  the  task  of  the 
Government  In  making  this  country  fiilly  prepared  to  defend  Its 
liberties  and  rights;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  the  Flora  Lions  Club  urges  the  immediate  en- 
actment of  legislation  such  as  may  be  necessary  to  put  an  end 
to  the  subversive  activities  of  foreign  powers,  paid  or  otherwise, 
who  are  plotting  and  working  against  otir  democracy:  and  that 
the  Congress  enact  further  legislation  to  Inflict  drastic  punish- 
ment on  any  citizen  or  alien,  working  In  the  Interest  of  any  for- 
eign power,  who  may  willfully  engage  In  any  activity  whose  pur- 
pose Is  to  defeat  or  overthrow  ovir  democratic  form  of  govern- 
ment; and  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  the  Flora  Lions  Club  hereby  heartily  endorses 
the  work  of  the  Dies  congressional  investigating  committee  and 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice, 
and  emphatically  urges  that  their  powers  be  broadened  and  that 
ample  appropriations  be  made  to  enable  them  to  combat  all  sub- 
versive activities,  thereby  further  gtiaranteelng  our  Nation's  safety: 
and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  duly  authenticated  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
sent  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Vice  President,  to 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  Senators  Theodorb 
O.  Bilbo  and  Pat  Hauuson.  and  lion.  Dan  McGkuxx,  otu  Iteprc- 
sentauve  in  Congress. 

REPORTS  or  COmOTTEES 

Mr.  BONE,  from  the  Committee  on  Patents,  to  which  was 
referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  10058)  to  amend  the  act  relating  to 


preventing  the  publication  of  inventions  in  the  national  in- 
terest, and  for  other  purposes,  reported  It  without  amend- 
ment and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1911)  thereon. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  ^H.  R.  6207)  to  amend  section  2810  (a). 

Internal  Revenue  Code,  to  exclude  petroleum  stills  from  the 
requirement  of  registration,  reported  it  without  amendment 
and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1912)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (S,  3936)  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  May  22,  1934.  known  as  the  National  Stolen  Property 
Act.  reported  it  without  amendment. 

Mr.  AUSTIN,  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
Which  were  referred  the  following  bUls.  reported  them  each 
with  an  amendment  and  sulMnitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  5641.  A  bill  to  admit  Johann  Rudolf  Hueneberg  per- 
manently to  the  United  States  (Rept.  No.  1914) ;  and 

H.  R.  6056.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Antal  or  Anthony  or  Tony 
Zaicek  or  Zaiczek  (Rept.  No.  1915). 

Mr.  AUSTIN  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
Which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  7563)  for  the  reUef  of 
Salomon  Georg  Kaufmann;  his  wife,  Doris  Kaufmann,  nee 
Stern:  and  their  child  John  Michael  Peter  Kaufmann,  re- 
ported It  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1916)  thereon. 

Mr.  ANDREWS,  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3596)  to  enable  Eva  Sofia 
Bildstein  and  her  minor  son,  Jorg  Bildstein.  to  remain  per- 
manently in  the  United  States,  reported  it  with  an  amend- 
ment and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1917)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9651)  for  the  relief  of  Meier  Langermann.  his 
Wife,  Friederike.  and  son,  Joseph,  reported  it  without  amend- 
ment and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1918)  thereon. 

Mr.  HUGHES,  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
Which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8910)  providing  for  the 
extension  of  nonquota  status  to  Frederick  Beck,  reported  it 
without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1919) 
thereon. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3703)  for  the  relief  of  Vasil 
Dimitroff  TechofT.  reported  it  with  amendments  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1920)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (H,  R.  5156)  for  the  relief  (rf  Adolph  Ernest  Helms, 
reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1921)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
thrbill  (H.  R.  5640)  to  admit  Richard  Paul  Rehn  perma- 
nently to  the  United  SUtes,  reported  it  with  an  amendment 
and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1922)  thereon. 

Mr.  HERRING,  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3248)  to  amend  section  2, 
Chapter  368.  Porty-sixth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  1467.  March 
2,  1931.  relating  to  extra  compensation  of  inspectors  and 
employees  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service, 
reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1923)  thereon. 

Mr.  RUSSELL,  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  sev- 
erally without  amendment  and  submitted  report*  thereon: 

6.4149.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924  to 
require  aliens  admitted  into  the  United  States  as  officials  of 
foreign  governments  either  to  maintain  their  status  or  to 
depart  from  the  United  States,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  (Rept  No.  1924) ; 

H.  R.  159.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  relating 
to  the  naturalisation  of  certain  women  bom  in  Hawaii."  ap- 
proved July  2.  1932  (Rept.  No.  1925) ;  and 

H.  R.  4185.  A  bill  to  repatriate  native-bom  women  resi- 
dents of  the  United  States  who  have  heretofore  lost  their 
dtisenship  by  marriage  to  an  alien  (Rept.  No.  1926>. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  from  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion, to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them 
-     each  without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 


S.  3361.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Aron  Pitt  and  Cecilia  Pitt 
(Rept.  No.  1927) ;  and 

H.  R  6443.  A  bill  to  permit  certain  aliens  whose  childhood 
was  spent  in  the  United  States,  if  eligible  to  citizenship,  to 
become  naturalized  without  filing  declaration  of  intention 
(Rept.  No.  1928). 

Mr.  SLATTERY,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  to 
which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  each 
without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  9509.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Ohio  River 
at  or  near  Shawneetown.  111.  (Rept.  No.  1930) ;  and 

H.  R.  9618.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Susque- 
hanna River  at  or  near  the  city  of  Harrlsburg,  Pa.  (Rept.  No. 
1929) . 

Mr.  McNARY,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  6408)  to  extend  the  times  for 
commencing  and  completing  the  construction  of  a  dam  and 
dike  for  preventing  the  flow  of  tidal  waters  Into  North  Slough 
in  Coos  County,  Greg.,  reported  it  without  amendment  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  1931)  thereon. 

ENROLLED  Bn.LS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION  PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  presented  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  joint  reso- 
lution : 

On  Jime  18,  1940: 

S.  4027.  An  act  to  transfer  the  active  list  of  the  Construc- 
tion Corps  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purpoees. 
On  June  19.  1940: 

8. 2611.  An  act  authorizing  the  purchase  of  a  site  and  the 
erection  of  a  building  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts  for  use 
as  a  radio-monitoring  station,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  2983.  An  act  to  authoriif,  Jthe  sale  of  lumber  and  other 
forest  products  obtained  from*  the  forests  on  Indian  reserva- 
tions by  Indian  enterprises; 

S.  2984.  An  act  authorizing  the  transfer  of  title  of  the 
Hayward  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 

S.3018.  An  act  to  amend  section  210  of  the  Communica- 
tions Act  of  1934,  approved  June  19,  1934  (48  Stat.  1073; 
47  U.  S.  C.  210),  so  as  to  permit  communication  utilities  to 
contribute  free  services  to  the  national  defense; 

S.3237.  An  act  to  amend  section  301  (a)  of  the  Sugar  Act 
of  1937; 

S.3352.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  Augtist  27,  1935  (49 
Stat.  2194) .  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3667.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  local  delivery  rate  on 
certain  flrst-class  mail  matter; 

S.  3958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  Road  Department  of  the  State  of  Florida  an 
easement  for  a  road  right-of-way  over  the  Coast  Guard  R«6- 
ervaUon  at  Flagler  Beach,  Fia.;  and 

S.J. Res. 214.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  recognition 
of  the  two  himdredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of  the 
University  of  Pennsylvania  by  Benjamin  Franklin  and  the 
beginning  of  university  education  in  the  United  States,  and 
providing  for  the  representation  of  the  Government  and  people 
of  the  United  States  in  the  observance  of  the  anniversary. 
On  June  20.  1940: 

S.  2059.  An  act  authoriang  a  grant  to  the  city  of  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.,  of  an  easement  in  connection  with  the  construction 
of  water  and  sewer  systems. 

BILLS  INTRODTTCKD 

BUls  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time|and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  foUows: 

(Mr.  Lttndken  introduced  Senate  bill  4168,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Ctommittee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  appears 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  SHIPSTEAD: 

S.  4169.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Irene  Dial  (with  aooom- 
Pfrnying  papcTs) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
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By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

8. 4170.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  acquire 
by  donation  land  or  to  accept  donation  of  the  cost  of  acqxiir- 
Ing  same,  for  military  or  other  pubUc  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WHEELER: 

8.4171.  A  bill  for  the  establishment  <rf  the  Fort  Peck 
National  Recreational  Area,  In  the  State  of  Montana,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

CSTABLISHMEirr    OF    TH¥    CORONADO    INTCTNATIONAL    MONTTliraT. 

ARIZ . — AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  HAYDEN  submitted  amendments  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  4130)  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Coronado  International  Monument,  in  the 
State  of  Arizona,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

STATIMXNT  BY  SENATOR  VANDENBERG  ON  HISTORY  OF  BEET-STJCAR 

LEGISLATION 
[Mr.  VANDENBERG  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  a  statement  prepared  by  him  giving  a  history 
of  beet-sugar  legislation  under  the  present  administration, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ELECTRIFYING  RURAL  AMERICA — ADDRESS  BY  HON.  HARRY  SLATTERY 

[Mr.  La  PoLLrrrE  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  a  radio  address  by  Hon.  Harry  Slattery.  Ad- 
ministrator. Rural  Electrification  Administration,  on  June  3, 
1940.  on  the  subject  Electrifying  Rural  America,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS     TO     GRADUATING     CLASSES     BY     THE     PRESIDENT     OF    THl 
UNIVERSITY  or  MICHIGAN 

[Mr.  Wheeler  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  President  Alexander 
Ruthven  to  the  1940  graduating  classes  of  the  University  of 
Michigan,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

POUTICS    OR    PATRIOTISM EDITORIAL    FROM    DETROIT    FREE    PRESS 

[Mr.  Nyi  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  June  11. 
1940.  entitled  "Politics  or  Patriotism."  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

THRKK     ACES     VERSUS     THE     NEW     DEAL — EDITORIAL     FROM     FORT 
WAYNE    (IWD.)    NEWS-SENTINEL 

[Mr.  Nye  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  Port  Wayne  (Ind.)  News- 
Sentinel  of  June  1,  1940.  entitled  "Three  Aces  Versus  the 
New  Deal,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

HEW  DBALISM  OR  REAL  DEFENSE — ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  TAFT 

[Mr.  Danaher  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Senator  Taft  on  Thurs- 
day, June  20.  1940.  on  the  subject  "New  Dealism  or  Real 
Defense,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

FRENCH    COPPER    MIHES    IH    MEXICO    AND    PURCHASE    OF    SILVER 

THROUGH  MEXICO 

[Mr.  TowNSEND  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  item  from  the  Baltimore  Sun  of  June  20, 
1940.  under  the  heading  "Mexico  Reported  Taking  Over 
French  Mines."  and  also  an  item  from  the  New  York  Times 
of  June  20.  under  the  heading  "Morgenthau  to  Sift  Rumor  of 
Sale  by  Nazis  of  Silver  From  Invasions."  which  appear  in  the 
Appendix.] 

ORDER    OF    BTTSINESS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  routine  morning 
business  is  closed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  annoimced 
that,  following  the  completion  of  the  routine  morning  busi- 
ness! I  would  ask  for  the  consideration  of  unobjected- to 
bills  on  the  calendar.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Byrnes]  is  in  charge  of  the  unfinished  business,  which 
he  thinks  will  not  take  much  time,  and  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing to  postpone  the  request  for  the  consideration  of  un- 
lected-to  bills  to  see  If  he  can  get  his  bill  through. 


Mr  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  I  make  that  request  because 
I  should  like  to  have  the  Senate  act  on  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  bill. 

Mr  ASHXJRST.  Mr.  President.  If  request  is  made  for  an 
order  to  proceed  with  the  calendar  for  the  consideration  of 
unobjected-to  bills  only.  I  must  object,  for  this  reason: 
There  are  on  the  calendar  many  bills  which  should  be  con- 
sidered; and  if  an  order  should  be  entered  to  consider  only 
unobjected-to  bUls.  obviously  we  may  not  consider  certain 
imporiant  bills. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  aid  the  able  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky: but  there  are  on  the  calendar  bills  which  are  hotly 
contested.     I  would  not  attempt  at  this  time  and  in  these 
circumstances  to  try  to  get  up  the  Walter-Logan  bill,  al- 
though my   attitude   toward   that   bill  is  well   known;    but 
there  are  other  bUls  of  importance,  notably  the  so-called 
Bouldf^r  Dam  adjustment  bill,  upon  which  the  seven  Colo- 
rado River  Basin  States  have  agreed.     That  bill  is  Jin  charge 
of  the  able  senior  Senator  from  Nevada    I  Mr.  Ptttman]. 
There  is  the  freight-foru-arders  bill  to  be  considered.    More- 
over, there  is  Senate  bill  4008,  introduced  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana  I  Mr.  Murray)  for  himself  and  10  other  Sen- 
ators: and  I  do  not  overemphasize  when  I  say  that  Senate 
bill  4008  is  one  of  the  most,  if  not  the  most,  important  of 
the  bills  pending  before  Congress,  because  It  implements  and 
equips  the  authority,  the  power,  and  credit  to  prospect  for, 
extract,  and  process  strategic,  essential,  and  critical  min- 
erals now  locked  in  the  hills  and  mountains  of  our  country. 
Surely  if  we  are  in  good  faith,  as  we  certainly  are.  about 
preparedness  and  rearmament  for  our  country's  defense,  the 
Senate  will  not  adjourn  until  It  passes  Senate  bill  4008.  in- 
troduced, as  I  said  before,  by  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Murray)   and   10  other  Senators,  and  which  bill  was 
favorably  reported  from  the  Senate  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency,  so  that  we  may  iDe  equipped  to  secure,  extract, 
and  process  these  strategic,  critical,  and  essential  minerals 
from  our  own  country  without  l)eing  required  to  obtain  these 
minerals  from  Brazil.  Russia,  or  other  countries. 

So,  Mr.  President.  I  must  object  unless  we  have  assurances 
that  that  bill  and  bills  of  similar  character  may  be  consid- 
ered. Under  the  order  that  will  be  asked  by  my  able  friend 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Barkley],  that  bill  (S. 
4008).  for  example,  might  not  have  opportunity  to  be  con- 
sidered. Mr.  President,  why  dehorn  ourselves?  Why  draw 
our  teeth,  and  clip  our  claws,  and  render  ourselves  imable  to 
consider  these  bills? 

I  wish  no  order  entered  to  consider  only  unobjected-to 
bills  on  the  calendar.  I  desire  both  objected-to  and  um>b- 
Jected-to  bills  considered. 
^  Mr.  BARKLEY.  '  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona knows  that  there  are  on  the  calendar  many  bills 
which  can  be  passed  as  soon  as  they  are  called,  to  which 
there  is  no  objection.  Unless  we  enter  an  order  for  the 
consideration  only  of  unobjected-to  bills,  the  first  bill  called 
might  take  an  indefinite  length  of  time,  and  we  never  would 
reach  the  other  bills. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  we  have  6V2  months  re- 
maining. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Oh.  well,  Mr.  President:  I  want  to  be 
perfectly  frank.  Unless  we  can  get  an  order  for  the  con- 
sideration of  imobjected-to  bills  only,  I  shall  withdraw  my 
request  for  the  consideration  of  the  calendar,  and  let  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  go  ahead  with  his  bill. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Mr.  President,  this  bill,  reported  from  the 

Banking  and  Currency  Committee 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BYRNES.     Yes. 

Mr.  NYE.  Has  there  been  consent  to  waive  the  order  of 
last  night,  and  take  up  the  so-called  unfinished  business  at 
this  hour? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  No  order  was  made  last 
night  except  to  adjourn,  so  far  as  the  Chair  knows.  There- 
fore, the  regtilar  order  comes  on  after  adjournment,  which 
is  the  routine  morning  business. 


Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  a  parBamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  McNARY.  We  have  not  completed  the  routine  morn- 
ing business,  have  we? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    It  has  been  completed. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Has  it  been? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  was  so  announced  by 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  has  the  floor.    Does  he  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Ete- 

kota. 

Mr.  NYE.  A  few  moments  ago  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  made  a  personal  request  of  me.  I  understood  that 
his  request  was  that  I  refrain  from  delivering  the  remarks 
I  had  planned  to  make  this  noon  until  he  could  bring  up 
the  unfinished  business.  I  am  sorry  to  have  misimderstood 
as  completely  as  I  did  his  purpose.  I  had  no  knowledge 
that  he  planned  to  move  the  consideration  of  the  unfinished 
business  as  the  first  order  today.  I  had  been  hoping  and 
ptT(n"*''g  to  speak  when  the  Senate  convened  this  noon,  and 
had  assumed,  when  the  plan  was  announced  to  take  up  the 
calendar,  that  as  soon  as  the  consideration  of  the  calendar 
was  complet^l  the  Senator  from  South  CaroUna  would  call 
up  the  unfinished  business,  and  I  should  have  a  chance 
then  to  be  heard. 

If.  now,  the  Senator  wishes  to  proceed  with  the  unfinished 
business,  and  hopes  to  prevent  any  talk  aside  from  the  busi- 
ness Itself,  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  disappoint  him.  because  it 
seems  to  me  this  is  going  to  be  the  only  opportunity  I  shall 
have  during  the  day  to  speak. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President.  I  did  speak  to  the  Senator, 
and  presented  to  him  this  situation: 

Here  is  a  bill  which  was  unanimously  reported  by  the 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee,  which  would  make  avail- 
able to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  additional  credit 
to  make  loans  upon  wheat,  cotton,  and  com  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act.  It  is  essential 
that  It  be  done;  and  my  personal  request  to  the  Senator  was 
that  he  would  permit  me  to  dispose  of  this  matter,  which 
I  was  sure  could  be  done  in  a  few  minutes,  that  I  might 
return  to  the  Appropriations  Committee,  where  the  defi- 
ciency subcommittee  is  in  session,  of  which  the  Senator  from 
North  E>akota  Is  a  member  and  I  am  a  member,  and  hear- 
ings are  going  on. 

There  is  no  agreement  about  the  consideration  of  bills 
on  the  calendar.  I  do  not  know  why  the  Senator  wiU  not 
have  an  opportunity  during  the  day  to  make  the  speech  he 
desires  to  make.  I  hope  he  will  permit  this  bUl  to  be  disposed 
of,  because  It  Is  a  matter  of  very  great  Importance  to  the 
agricultural  Interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  will  state  It. 
Mr.  NYE.    If  the  unfinished  business  Is  taken  up  and  dis- 
posed of.  will  the  Senate  then  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  bills  on  the  calendar  under  the  5-mlnute  rule? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
that  we  have  not  any  consent  to  consider  bills  on  the  cal- 
endar at  aU.  We  cannot  proceed  with  the  calendar  without 
obtaining  consent. 

Mr.  NYE.  May  I  ask  the  leader,  then,  whether  there  wlU 
be  an  opportunity  to  be  heard? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 
The  Senate  adjourned  last  evening,  did  It  not? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Record  shows  that 
the  Senate  adjourned  last  evening. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Then,  autOTiatlcally,  the  calendar  comes 
up  today. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That  is  correct,  under 
rule  vm. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Under  rule  vm.  The  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky desires  to  amend  the  usual  formula  by  asking  imani- 
mous  consent  for  the  consideration  of  unobJected-to  bills; 


but  in  the  absence  of  that  agreement  the  calendar  would 
come  before  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Sen- 
ator yield  to  me  for  a  moment?  The  Record  seems  to  me 
to  be  fairly  clear  In  regard  to  the  matter. 

Last  night  the  Senator  from  South  CaroUna  [Mr.  BYRNtt] 
suggested,  after  he  had  presented  his  matter,  that — 

I  will  do  whatever  the  Senator  from  Oregon  wisbee.  If  delay 
18  desired,  I  shall  not  ask  tor  action  on  the  bill  today. 

Mr  McNabt.  Why  not  let  ti>e  bUl  remain  the  unfinished  business, 
and  let  the  Senate  carry  out  its  pxirpoee  to  adjourn  out  oi  reepect 
to  the  memory  of  our  late  colleague? 

Mr.  Btrnss.  Very  well.    I  aslc  that  the  bill  be  read. 

The  Presiding  OmcER.  The- bill  wUl  be  read. 

The  ChleX  Clerk  read  as  lollows: 

"Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  act  apprqved  March  8,  1938  (52 
Stat.  107),  as  amended  by  the  act  of  March  4.  1939  (53  Stat  610). 
be  amended  as  follows:  In  section  4  delete  the  figure  '$900,000,000' 
and   Insert  In  lieu   thereof  the   figure  *»1,400,000,000.'  " 

The  Presioing  Ottickr.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  (S.  3998)  to  Increase  the  credit  resources  of  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

It  seems  to  me  we  are  left,  then,  at  the  close  of  the  session 
with  the  Senate  having  agreed  to  consider  this  particular  biU. 
and  this  particular  bill  comes  l>efore  us  this  morning  the  first 
thing. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  would  be  true  if  the  Senate  met 
today  following  a  recess,  but  the  Senate  adjourned  yesterday, 
which,  of  course,  brings  about  a  morning  hour.  In  the  course 
of  considering  the  morning  hour's  business  we  have  reached 
the  calendar.  We  either  have  to  dispense  with  the  call  of 
the  calendar  or  get  an  agreement  to  consider  unobjected-to 
bills,  or  proceed  with  the  calendar  until  2  o'clock,  and  debate 
the  first  bill  or  any  other  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  After  the  particular  ex- 
change to  which  I  have  referred  had  been  had,  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  made  a  statement,  and  I  read  that  statement: 

Mr.  BARKi.rr.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
(Mr.  AttstinI  makes  his  motion,  I  wish  to  advise  the  Senate  that 
tomorrow,  as  soon  as  the  routine  business  of  the  morning  hour  shall 
have  been  concluded.  I  shaU  ask  the  Senate  to  consider  bills  on  the 
calendar  to  which  there  Is  no  objection.  There  are  a  number  of 
bills  on  the  calendar  which  should  be  considered  before  the  weelt 
is  over,  and  I  tiilnk  we  shall  have  thne  to  do  that  tomorrow. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  It  seems  to  me  It  Is  not  diffi- 
cult to  unravel  the  situation,  then.  But  it  depends  now  upon 
what  is  to  be  done  by  the  Senate  tomorrow,  and  if  it  will  not 
be  presumptuous  I  should  like  to  inquire  whether  It  Is  the 
Intention  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to  ask  tomorrow  that 
we  adjourn,  and  adjourn  sine  die. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    It  is  not. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Is  It  the  Intention  to  ask 
for  a  recess  until  a  day  In  August? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  depends.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator. 
I  had  first  thought— and  I  have  been  trying  to  work  it  out 
with  the  other  body — that  we  could  recess  imtll  the  Ist  of 
August.  Whether  that  can  happen  or  not  I  do  not  know. 
But  I  understand  the  House  Is  now  considering  a  suggestion 
to  recess  from  tomorrow  until  Monday  week,  which  would  be 
after  the  Philadelphia  convention:  and  if  they  adopt  such  a 
resolution  as  that  and  send  it  to  the  Senate,  I  think  It  Is 
likely  we  could  agree  to  it.  Unless  the  House  passes  some 
resolution  of  that  kind  or  some  resolution  with  respect  to  a 
recess,  I  do  not  intend  to  offer  any  resolution  on  the  subject 
either  of  adjournment  or  of  recess.  But  If  we  cannot  recess 
for  a  week,  I  think,  as  Is  customary,  out  of  respect  to  our 
colleagues  here,  we  will  have  to  have  an  understanding  that 
no  Important  biislness  shall  be  transacted  next  week — that 
we  will  recess  from  Monday  xmtll  Thursday  and  from  Thurs- 
day until  the  following  Monday. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Quite  so;  and  I  think  that 
would  be  an  eminently  fair  stiggestion.  But  I  am  one  of  those 
who  do  not  want  Congress  to  adjourn  or  to  recess  for  a  defi- 
nite period  until  Augtist,  and  I  am  trying  to  ascertain  the 
facts  80  that  I  can  govern  myself  accordingly. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  the  Senator.  I  cannot  tell 
him  now  what  kind  of  a  resolution  the  House  may  adopt  and 
send  to  the  Senate,  or  whether  It  will  adopt  any.  but  I  think  it 
Is  likely  that  they  will  not  adopt  any  that  will  provide  for  a 
recess  of  more  than  a  week. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  able  Senator 
from  California  has  voiced  the  sentiments  of  the  Republican 
Senators.  We  desire  to  remain  In  session  constantly  from  day 
to  day.  However,  an  arrangement  in  accordance  with  the 
very  generous  statement  made  by  the  able  leader  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  in  the  Senate  would  permit  us  to  meet  Monday 
and  recess  until  Thursday,  and  meet  Thursday  and  recess 
unUl  the  following  Monday,  to  permit  those  who  desire  to 
attend  the  Republican  convention  to  do  so. 

So  far  as  recessing  to  a  definite  time  is  concerned,  whether 
It  be  for  a  week  or  a  month  or  2  months,  I  think  it  may  be 
said.  In  fairness  to  the  Democratic  leader,  that  the  Repub- 
lican Members  of  the  Senate  object  to  that  form  of  arrange- 
ment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  that  suggestion.  I  under- 
stand that  to  be  the  public  attitude  of  the  minority,  taken  in 
a  conference  which  they  held.  Many  of  them  have  told  me 
that  they  voted  for  that  action  In  the  conference  with  so 
many  of  their  fingers  crossed  that  it  made  their  hands  look  as 
If  they  had  b^en  deformed  through  a  lifetime  of  rheumatism. 
I  Laughter.  1  At  the  same  time  I  realize  that  is  the  action 
they  have  taken. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona  that  I  am  for 
his  proposed  Boulder  Dam  bill.  I  think  it  can  be  passed  on 
the  call  of  the  calendar.  I  am  for  his  mineral  bill,  and  I  wUl 
cooperate  with  him  In  an  effort  to  get  that  bill  brought  up 
separately  before  tcmorrow  night  if  we  cannot  pass  It  on 
the  call  of  the  calendar,  if  there  should  be  objection  to  it. 

I  will  say  frankly  that  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Walsh],  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs,  has  a  naval  bill,  v  hich  is  part  of  the  defense  pro- 
gram, which  he  desires  to  have  acted  on.  I  do  not  think 
the  consideration  of  that  bill  will  take  long,  and  it  is  very 
necessary  to  get  It  through.  But  I  have  every  reason  to 
believe  we  can  take  up  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
If  it  cannot  be  passed  on  the  call  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  there  are  other 
bills  on  the  calendar  in  which  other  Senators  are  interested. 
For  instance,  the  bill  Introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
prohibiting  interstate  commerce  in  convict-made  goods  Is  a 
bill  which  has  very  wide  support.  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
can  be  passed  on  the  call  of  the  calendar  or  not,  but  I  do  not 
want  to  see  others  precluded.  I  think  there  should  be  a 
regular  call  of  the  calendar  before  the  end  of  the  session, 
and  at  the  earhest  possible  date,  not  for  unobjected-to  bills 
but  a  regular  call  of  the  calendar,  so  that  Senators  may  have 
opportunity  to  move  to  take  up  bills. 

Mr.  McNARY.     I  call  for  the  regular  order. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     The  hope  is  that  we  may  have  such  a  call. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  regular  order  is  called 
for.    The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  Senate  bill  3998,  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  bill. 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  motion  is  not  de- 
batable. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (S.  3998)  to  Increase  the  credit  resources  of 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Ciirrency  without 
amendment. 

Mr.  BYRNES  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  have  no  desire  to  delay  the  passage  of  the  bill 
which  the  Senator  has  before  the  Senate  at  the  present  time, 
but  I  wish  to  make  inquiry  of  the  majority  leader  whether  it 
Is  his  intention  to  ask  unanimous  consent,  on  the  disposal  of 
the  unfinished  business,  that  we  proceed  to  consider  the  cal- 
endar under  the  5-minute  rule. 


Mr  BARKLEY.  That  had  been  my  purpose.  I  will  say 
to  the  Senator,  in  response  to  his  former  question,  that  un- 
doubtedly there  will  be  opportunity  for  the  Senator  to  address 
the  Senate  even  after  the  caU  of  the  calendar.  We  have  to 
take  up  the  naval  bill,  and  we  will  have  to  take  up  several 
other  bills  before  the  end  of  the  week.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
will  have  an  opportunity  to  address  the  Senate. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  seek  recognition  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  unfinished  business, 
and  seek  to  make  my  remarks  then. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  the  pending  bill  was  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  by 
unanimous  vote.  It  is  made  necessary  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  provides  that  should 
the  prices  of  certain  commodities  decline  to  52  percent  of 
parity,  loans  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  shall  be 
mandatory. 

Today  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  has  available  for 
such  loans.  If  the  loans  become  necessary,  a  little  more  than 
$20,000,000.  Because  of  the  fact  that  our  exports  to  European 
nations  are  necessarily  curtailed,  if  not  absolutely  destroyed, 
it  is  evident  that  there  will  be  a  necessity  for  the  depart- 
ment to  make  such  loans. 

The  committee  therefore  has  reported  this  bill,  giving  to 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  an  increase  in  its  bor- 
rowing power  so  that  should  the  necessity  arise,  they  can 
make  the  loans.  If  the  prices  of  wheat,  corn,  cotton,  and 
tobacco,  should  not  decline,  the  loans  would  not  be  made. 
Should  those  prices  decline  below  the  percentage  fixed  in 
the  law.  then  the  loans  would  have  to  be  made. 

It  is  necessary  that  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  be 
clothed  with  the  power  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  law. 
That  is  all  there  is  to  the  bill. 
Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Assume  that,  by  reason  of  convulsions  through- 
out the  world,  our  foreign  market  is  practically  destroyed — 
and,  of  course,  the  repercussions  would  be  manifested  in  our 
domestic  market — and  wheat,  com.  and  other  commodities 
should  fall  to  a  very  low  figure.  Under  the  law  would  this 
organization  be  compelled  to  make  loans? 

Mr.  BYRNES.     They  would  be  compelled  to  do  so. 
Mr.  KITJG.    Nevertheless,  there  might  be  enormous  losses 
which  would  have  to  be  paid  by  the  Government? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  The  question  of  losses  would  be  determined 
on  liquidation.  At  present,  under  the  law  the  Corporation 
must  file  a  statement  as  of  March  15,  and  as  of  March  15 
last  there  was  a  paper  profit  of  $75,000,000  because  prices 
happened  to  be  high.  Today  there  would  be  shown  to  be  a 
paper  loss  Instead  of  a  paper  profit. 

Mr.  KING  Has  a  statement  or  report  been  made  by  this 
Corporation  to  Congress  or  to  some  executive  agency  of  the 
Government  indicating  the  amount  they  have  expended  by 
way  of  loans,  the  losses  and  the  profits,  and  what  they  have 
on  hand? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  That  information  is  contained  in  the  hear- 
ings, two  statements,  not  only  the  one  of  March  15.  but  a 
statement  as  of  April  30,  the  date  of  the  hearings,  giving  the 
exact  information  the  Senator  desires  to  secure. 

Mr.  KING.  Would  the  Senator  care  to  state  the  amoimt 
which  has  been  leaned,  the  sources  from  which  the  money 
was  obtained,  and  the  amount  of  assets  which  the  Corporation 
has  at  present? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  As  to  the  source.  It  Is  obtained  from  the 
sale  of  securities  which  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
be/rowed  from  the  Treasury.  I  shall  be  glad  to  hand  the 
Senator  the  Itemized  statement,  which  is  quite  lengthy,  but 
gives  the  detailed  Information.  To  my  surprise,  on  the  com- 
modities which  have  actually  been  liquidated  to  date,  there 
has  been  an  actual  profit.  But  the  question  of  profit  or  loss 
depends,  of  course,  upon  what  would  be  the  situation  if  the 
Corporation  were  required  to  liquidate  today  all  the  commodi- 
ties held  as  security.  There  would  be  a  loss  if  the  Corpora- 
tion were  forced  to  liquidate  today.  That  statement  differs 
from  day  to  day  as  the  price  of  the  commodities  held  differs. 
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The  Senator  will  find  that  the  committee  went  Into  that 
matter  in  the  hearings,  which  give  to  the  Senate  Information 
as  to  the  assets  and  liabilities,  and  as  to  the  loans  guaranteed. 
The  loans  are  made  Uirough  banks,  and  the  Corporation 
guarantees  the  loans.  That  is  necessary  at  this  time.  If 
there  are  any  losses  they  have  to  be  made  good. 
Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  very  greatly  interested  in  the  objective 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  I  think,  however,  It 
has  made  some  unwise  loans.  I  am  curious  whether  the  Sena- 
tor has  a  statement  of  the  losses  sustained  on  the  capitaliza- 
tion heretofore  granted  the  Corporation  by  Congress. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  was  Just  saying  something  along  that  line 
In  answer  to  a  question  propounded  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  sorry  I  did  not  hear  that.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  read  it  if  the  Record  discloses  it.  I  was  obliged  to  leave 
the  Chamber  for  a  moment  and  failed  to  hear  that  expla- 
nation. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  The  answer  is  that,  somewhat  to  my  sur- 
prise, a  profit  was  made  on  the  commodities  that  have  actu- 
ally been  liquidated.  But  the  question  of  whether  or  not 
there  is  a  profit  or  loss  depends  on  the  price  of  the  commodi- 
ties on  the  day  we  ask  the  question.  For  instance,  the  law 
requires  that  the  statement  be  made  as  of  March  15.  On  that 
date  this  year  the  price  of  wheat,  corn,  and  cotton  was  much 
higher  than  it  Is  now,  and  there  was  shown  a  profit — a  paper 
profit  I  call  it.  because  that  is  all  it  is— of  $75,000,000,  which, 
under  another  provision  of  the  law,  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  must  pay  to  the  Treasury  out  of  this  fund. 

If  we  take  the  price  as  of  today,  because  of  the  amoimt  of 
cotton  that  is  held,  there  would  be  a  loss. 

Mr.  McNARY.    What  would  be  the  extent  of  that  loss? 
Mr.  BYRNES.    Mr.  President,  I  must  say  that  I  have  not 
followed  the  price  of  cotton  the  last  few  days. 

Mr.  McNARY.     The  Senator  will  recall  that  when  we  ex-, 
tended  the  capitalization  of  this  corporation  2  years  ago  therej 
was  a  very  great  loss  incident  to  loans  made  on  cotton. 
Mr.  BYRNES.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  not  criticizing  the  Corporation  be- 
cause of  these  losses,  but  I  would  probably  criticize  the  admin- 
istration of  the  act  In  the  lending  of  more  money  than  was 
Justified  by  the  price  of  cotton.  The  loans  did  a  great  service 
to  the  cotton  growers.  I  am  not  objecting  to  that.  I  only 
mention  that  situation.  I  know  of  other  commodities  In  con- 
nection with  which  losses  have  been  made.  I  l)elieve  a  mis- 
calculation was  made  with  respect  to  the  price  level  of  the 
products,  or  they  were  struck  by  the  depression.  In  any 
event,  losses  were  incurred. 

What  I  should  like  to  obtain,  if  the  Senator  has  it,  Is  a  state- 
ment of  the  loans  that  were  made  on  the  different  commodi- 
ties in  the  order  in  which  they  were  made,  and  the  losses  and 
profits  that  may  accrue  from  these  loans.  Has  the  Senator 
such  a  record? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President.  I  will  say  that  in  order  to 
determine  that  we  must  take  the  value  of  the  cotton  which  Is 
now  held  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  Some  of  It 
was  bought  at  high  prices.  It  would  represent  on  a  given 
date  a  loss.  I  will  give  to  the  Senator  the  answer  of  the  offi- 
cial in  charge  who  replied  to  this  question.  He  said  that  if 
all  the  assets  of  the  Conmiodity  Credit  Corporation  on  March 
31  had  been  sold  at  the  then  prevailing  market  prices,  and  all 
Its  liabUities  had  been  paid,  the  Corporation  would  have  re- 
turned to  the  Treasury  the  original  $100,000,000  of  capital 
appropriated  by  the  Congress,  plus  an  estimated  $75,000,000 
of  profit.  There  have,  however,  been  appropriations  to  offset 
deficits  in  2  earlier  years.    Tliat  Is  the  situation  as  It  stands 

today.  ^    ^ 

Mr.  McNARY.  What  amoimt  of  money  has  the  Congress 
appropriated  to  the  capital  stock  of  this  Corporation  in  toto? 
Mr.  BYRNES.  Outside  of  the  $100,000,000,  there  was  an 
appropriaUon  prorided  to  make  good  a  deficit,  as  the  official 
of  the  Corporation  testified.  The  exact  amount  of  that.  I 
do  not  know,  but  It  is  set  forth  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
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Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  TattI. 
ment  of  the  amount. 
Mr.   McNARY.    The   original   capitalization  was 

000.000. 
Mr.  BYRNES.    Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Did  we  not  Increase  that  by  $200,000,000 

in  the  consideration  of  the  last  model  of  the  A.  A.  A.  measure? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    No;  It  was  not  Increased  by  that  legislation. 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 

so  that  I  may  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator  from 

Oregon? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 
Mr.  BYRD.  In  1938  there  was  an  impairment  of  $96,000.- 
000  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
In  1939  there  was  an  Impairment  of  $116,000,000.  Both 
those  items  were  made  good  by  appropriations  out  of  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  as  to  the  exact  amount,  I 
do  not  have  it  in  mind.  If  the  Senator  from  Virginia  says 
that  those  two  losses  occurred,  and  that  they  were  made  good, 
the  total  represents  the  loss  to  the  Treasury- 
Mr.  McNARY.  The  pending  bill  proposes  to  mcrease  the 
capital  stock  to  $1,400,000,000? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  It  raises  its  borrowing  power  from  $900,- 
000,000  to  $1,400,000,000. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Then  the  borrowing  power  today  is  $900,- 
000.000? 
Mr.  BYRNES.     Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  What  has  been  the  total  Impairment  In 
the  amount  of  money  advanced  by  the  CSovenmaent,  through 
loans  made  by  the  Corporation? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  The  impairment  would  be  the  amount 
represented  by  the  figures  given  by  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia. He  says  he  has  the  figures  at  hand  with  respect  to 
those  two  appropriations.  They  represent  the  only  impair- 
ment. The  statement  made  by  the  Corporation  is  that  if 
the  assets  were  sold  a  month  ago  and  all  liabilities  paid,  there 
would  be  a  profit  of  $75,000,000;  that  is,  the  Corporation 
would  return  the  $100,000,000  of  capitalization,  plus  $75,- 
000.000. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  may  ask  the  Senator  what  amount  of 
cotton  is  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  now  holding  for 
liens  upon  the  money  advanced?  I  refer  to  the  cotton  to 
bales.  At  one  time  It  amounted  to  about  12,000,000  bales. 
Mr.  BYRNES.  That  amount  was  greatly  reduced.  On 
April  30  the  Corporation  had  loans  outstanding  of  $118,- 
000.000  on  2,500,000  bales  of  cotton,  end  on  that  date  the 
Corporation  owned,  In  addition,  6,650,000  bales  of  cotton. 

Mr.  McNARY.    The  Corporation  owned  that  number  of 
bales? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    The  Corporation  owned  6,650,000  bales  of 
cotton. 

Mr.  McNARY.  In  the  loss  which  the  Senator  stated,  docs 
he  take  into  consideration  the  amount  of  cotton  held  after 
the  final  disposition  of  the  cotton  impounded  under  loans? 
Mr.  BYRNES.  The  Corporation  states  that  there  would 
be  no  loss,  taking  into  consideration  the  value  of  the  cotton 
Impounded,  and  It  Is  stated  that  as  of  March  31.  had  the 
Corporation  been  liquidated,  there  would  liave  been  a  profit 
of  $75,000,000. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  am  happy  indeed  to  have  that  informa- 
tion. 
Mr.  BYRNES.    I  may  say  I  was  surprised  to  learn  of  It. 
Mr.  McNARY.    I  have  no  objection  to  the  bill  sponsored 
by  the  Senator.    Indeed.  I  favor  it,  provided  the  declaration 
of  the  Senator  is  that  the  Corporation  is  conducting  its  affairs 
In  a  businesslike  way,  and  that  the  losses  are  not  larger  than 
good  business  would  justify. 
Mr.  TAPT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BYRNES.    I  j^eld. 

Mr.  TAFT.    Am  I  to  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that 
the  Corporation  now  owns  6.600,000  bales  of  cotton? 

Bitr.  BYRNES.    I  was  reading  from  the  hearings.    That 
was  the  statement  of  Mr.  Robblns  In  the  hearings. 
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Mr.  TAPT.  And  then  they  also  have  loans  on  2^00,000 
bales  of  cotton? 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Yes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  notice  In  the  statement  on  page  10  of  the 
hearings  that  the  Corporation  has  obligations  to  purchase 
loans  made  by  private  lending  agencies  in  an  amovint  of 
$293,000,000.  Is  that  In  addition  to,  or  is  that  part  of  the 
2.500.000  bales? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  assumed  that  was  part  of  the  obligations 
on  loans  outstanding.  As  the  Senator  knows— and  he  was 
present  at  the  hearings — all  their  obligations  are  made  up^ 
the  outstanding  loans. 

Mr.  TAPT.  So  in  effect  the  Corporation  owns  something 
over  9,000.000  bales  of  cotton  today,  at  a  cost  of  perhaps 
$600,000,000  or  so? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  As  to  the  figure  with  respect  to  cotton.  I 
will  say  yes.  As  to  the  amount.  I  do  not  know,  because  the 
cotton  was  bought  at  different  prices,  and  without  looking 
at  the  statement  I  could  not  tell. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  see  this  estimate  provides  for  an  Increase 
in  the  loans  on  cotton  of  $100,000,000.  or  an  approximate  In- 
crease of  2.000.000  more  bales,  in  addition  to  the  9,000.000 
bales  which  we  already  have.  That  Is  a  contingency  that  is 
provided  for  here. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Is  the  Senator  advised  as  to  how  much  money 
Is  outstanding  in  loans  on  corn  today? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Only  from  the  statement  which  the  Sen- 
ator has  in  front  of  him.  I  have  no  other  information.  As  to 
corn,  the  Corporation's  obligations  to  purchase  loans  made  by 
private  lending  agencies  amount  to  $108,000,000. 

Mr.  TAFT.  And  in  addition,  the  estimate  provides  for 
Increase  in  loans  on  com.  gross  without  any  deduction,  of 
$150,000,000  for  260.000  000  more  bushels  of  corn. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TAFT.  And  is  the  Senator  advised  as  to  how  much  Is 
outstandmg  on  wheat  today? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Only  as  shown  In  the  statement  which  the 
Senator  has  before  him.  $87,956,000.  which  was  the  figure  as 
of  March  15.  I  have  no  other  information  than  was  given  to 
the  committee. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  say  only  a  few  words. 
The  bill,  of  course,  authorizes  an  increase  in  the  public  debt 
of  the  United  States  of  half  a  billion  dollars  in  effect.  We 
first  authorized  a  capital  stock  of  $100,000,000.  We  then 
authorized  $400,000,000  to  be  borrowed  on  the  credit  of  the 
United  States.  Then  last  year  we  authorized  $500,000,000 
more.  The  bill  proposes  to  authorize  $500,000,000  more,  so  we 
shall  have  $1,500,000,000  invested  in  various  crops.  As  I 
understand,  loans  on  corn  are  made  at  a  price  in  excess  of  the 
price  on  com.  Many  of  the  loans  on  cotton  are  made  at  a 
price  in  excess  of  the  price  on  cotton.  I  think  we  have  under- 
taken obligations  which  require  that  the  bill  be  passed,  but  if 
we  continue  the  policy  of  the  Govemment  buying  surpluses, 
in  effect  at  prices  in  excess  of  the  market  prices,  it  means  a 
constant  increase  in  the  Govemment  debt,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that,  in  the  long  run.  we  stand  a  chaqce  of  a  very  large  loss. 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  report  made  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration as  of  June  30  last  showed  that  loans  to  the  extent  of 
$132,441,000  were  in  default.  I  assume  that  when  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  I  Mr.  Byrnes]  said  that  there  had  been 
a  profit,  he  did  not  Include  the  losses  which  were  made  good 
out  of  the  Treasury.  For  1938  those  losses  were  $96,000,000; 
lor  1939.  $116,000,000;  and  for  1940.  no  report  has  been  made. 

MT;  TAFT.  The  Senator  is  correct.  On  March  15, 1939,  the 
losses  were  approximately  $200,000,000.  On  March  15.  1940, 
the  cut-off  date,  it  happened  that  the  price  of  cotton  was 
unusually  high.  I  think  it  has  gone  down  since  then,  has 
it  not? 

Mr.  BYRNES.     It  has. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Therefore  the  (75,000.000  profit  was  simply  a 
bock  profit,  because  the  price  of  cotton  happened  to  t)e  higher 
on  March  15.>,1940.  Also,  in  a  sense,  the  $200,000,000  loss  was 
a  book  loss.    We  may  or  may  not  make  money;  but  undoubt- 


edly the  Govemment  Is  In  the  grain  business  and  the  cotton 
business  to  a  greater  extent  than  any  Govemment  has  ever 
been  in  any  such  commodity  business. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.    surely. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  To  me,  the  interesting — and  I  may  say  sur- 
prising—statement was  that  on  the  commodities  actually 
liquidated  there  was  an  actual  profit.  On  the  basis  of  the  fig- 
ures, there  would  be  a  loss  or  profit,  depending  upon  the  prices 
of  commodities  on  a  given  date.  On  March  13  there  was  a 
paper  profit  of  nearly  $75,000,000.  There  is  actually  no  profit, 
because  the  prices  of  wheat  and  corn  are  now  lower. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Whether  or  not  there  is  a  profit  depends  on 
whether  we  sell  the  cotton  we  buy  at  a  low  price  or  at  a 
high  price.  Those  things  are  hardly  determinative  of  what 
may  happen  in  the  long  run.  I  should  say  that  under  the 
circumstances  we  are  certain  to  suffer  a  loss.  How  large 
that  loss  may  be.  I  cannot  say. 

BRIG.  GEN.  Wn-LIAM  L.  MITCHELL 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President.  I  rise  .today  to  do  a  Job  which 
I  have  wanted  to  do  for  a  long  time,  a  job  which  I  should  do, 
because  it  concerns  the  vindication  of  a  famous  Wiscon- 
sinite.  It  also  concerns  the  matter  of  preparedness,  which 
we  have  been  discussing. 

Yesterday  we  paid  homage  to  one  of  our  Members  who 
has  gone  on  ahead  in  the  great  journey.  The  great  Wls- 
consinite  to  whom  I  refer  has  also  gone  on  ahead.  The  Job 
I  wish  to  do  now  should  be  done,  because  in  vindicating  the 
memory  of  this  man  we  may  be  able  to  make  constructive  con- 
tributions to  our  defensive  philosophy.  If  there  is  anything 
we  need  to  do  now,  it  is  to  awake  to  the  importance  of 
defense. 

Mr.  President,  I  rise  today  to  alter  the  epitaph  which 
Army  "brass  hats"  wrote  more  than  a  decade  and  a  half  ago 
for  the  military  career  of  a  great  soldier.  It  is  well  that  this 
epitaph  be  altered  for  the  Recckd. 

Fifteen  years  ago  a  good  Milwaukeean.  Brig.  Gen.  Billy 
Mitchell,  blasted  the  Army  and  Navy  mossbacks  with  a 
scorching  broadside  for  "their  criminal  negligence  and  their 
bungling  incompetency."  General  Mitchell,  one  time  Chief 
of  the  Army  Air  Corps,  was  a  brilliant  soldier  and  a  pioneer 
flier.  He  rebelled — and  I  use  that  word  advisedly— at  the 
criminal  blindness  of  his  superiors.  Finally  he  publicly  urged 
the  establishment  of  a  separate  air  branch  for  national  de- 
fense. 

This  far-seeing  man,  who  commanded  the  A.  E.  P.  air 
force  in  Prance,  was  convinced  that  the  airplane  would  be  a 
decisive  factor  in  all  future  wars.  He  was  so  far  ahead  of 
his  time  that  he  advocated  aerial  tcrpedos,  parachute  troops, 
troop  transport  planes,  heavy-gim  combat  planes,  and  air 
bases  in  Alaska.  As  far  back  as  October  17,  1918.  Mitchell 
discussed  troop  transport  and  parachute  armies  with  General 
Pershing.  At  that  time  he  urged  further  development  and 
greater  use  of  the  tank.  That  was  expert  pre- vision.  Mitch- 
ell was  a  prophet.  He  was  ahead  of  his  time.  Today  he 
stands  high  in  our  current  history  as  "the  man  who  saw 
them  coming." 

His  idea  of  the  military  Importance  of  air  power  dates 
back  to  1910.  and  he  fought  from  that  time  until  his  death — 
he  fought.  I  say,  until  his  death,  literally  becoming  a  martyr — 
to  have  the  United  States  lead  the  world  with  an  air  armada. 

Billy  Mitchell  never  "pulled  his  punches."  He  was  outspoken 
In  his  criticism,  but  he  backed  his  statements  with  facts.  As 
early  as  1920  he  literally  stunned  oflScials  in  Washington  with 
the  statement  that  he  could  sink  a  battleship  with  airplane 
bombs.  Rocking-chair  admirals  and  swivel-chair  generals 
scoffed  at  the  idea,  but  they  arranged  a  demonstration.  He 
directed  Army  fiyers  who  bombed  and  sank  a  submarine,  a 
cruiser,  a  destroyer,  and  then  a  German  dreadnaupht.  By 
the  way.  that  dreadnaught  was  the  one  which  the  infamous 
von  Tirpitz  said  could  not  be  sunk. 

As  recently  as  1933  Brig.  Gen.  William  L.  Mitchell  was  stlU 
fighting  for  an  air  force.  There  was  one  other  man  in  the 
world  who  was  waging  a  similar  battle.  His  name  was  Her- 
mann Goering,  of  Germany.    Ocering's  advice  was  respected. 
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Mitchell's  advice  was  not  respected.  Goering  was  given  carte 
blanche  authority  to  build  the  German  air  force.  He  built 
it.  smd  today  Germany  is  the  only  first-class  nation  in  Europe. 
Mitchell  was  repudiated,  and  died  a  broken  man  in  1936,  at 
almost  the  same  time  Adolf  Hitler  was  completing  his  air 
defenses.  Not  a  single  official  representative  of  the  Army 
attended  his  funeral. 

I  say  it  is  time  for  us  to  develop  an  air  force  In  this  country 
and  get  away  from  those  who  can  see  only  today  and  yester- 
day, but  not  tomorrow.  When  B4itchell  made  his  first  blister- 
ing attack  on  our  military  high-caste  command,  what  hap- 
pened? He  was  reUeved  of  his  tour  of  duty  and  sent  to  the 
"sticks"  in  a  Texas  outpost.  When  the  airship  Shenandcah 
crashed  this  man  dared  to  speak  out.  He  Issued  a  bitter  blast 
against  the  hide-bound  officials  who  held  down  the  develop- 
ment of  the  air  defense  of  this  country.  The  sole  result  of 
this  accurate  indictment  was  what?  Billy  Mitchell  was  ar- 
rested, court-martialed,  and  suspended  from  the  service  for  5 
years.  He  was  "cashiered"  by  a  packed  court.  One  of  the 
greatest  military  mir.ds  of  all  time  was  crucified  under  the 
outmoded  terms  of  the  ninety-sixth  article  of  war. 

Today  we  are  outmoded  because  we  would  not  listen  to  the 
advice  of  vision  of  Billy  Mitchell,  from  my  State  of  Wisconsin. 
Mitchell  was  pilloried  by  military  martinets.  His  ideas  were 
stified  and  his  beliefs  entombed.  If  he  were  alive  today  he 
could  say.  "Gentlemen,  I  told  you  so."  He  could  enjoy  the 
last  laugh,  though  it  woiild  be  a  grim  one,  because  today.  Just 
4  years  after  his  death,  we  lay  plans  for  an  Air  Corps  of  50.000 
planes,  an  even  mightier  air  fleet  than  Mitchell  envisioned. 

Mr.  President,  vindication  is  always  late.  Mitchell's  case 
may  never  be  reopened  by  an  Army  court.  Meanwhile,  con- 
fession Is  good  for  the  souL  It  Is  good  to  know  that  MaJ.  Gen. 
Edwin  B.  Winans.  a  memb3r  of  the  court-martial  board  which 
tried  Mitchell,  recently  publicly  admitted — and  I  quote: 
MltcheU  waa  right  and  we  were  wrong. 

Pray  God  that  the  mistake  of  those  who  were  wrong  will 
not  present  America  as  another  Prance  to  the  world.  The 
vindication  came  too  late  for  Billy  Mitchell:  but  I  hope  it  does 
not  come  too  late  for  us  pubUcly  to  alter  his  epitaph  as  the 
public  reads  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  inserted  in 
the  Congressional  Record  at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks 
an  article  from  the  Milwaukee  Journal  of  May  24.  1940.  That 
article  is  entitled  "Air  War  a  Vindication  of  General  MitcheU." 
I  want  the  Record  to  be  straight  on  the  vindicated  vision  of 
Brig.  Gen.  William  L.  Mitchell,  from  Wisconsin. 

The   PRESIDENT   pro   tempore.    Without   objection,   the 
article  may  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
(See  exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  a  lip  service  of  vindication  is 
not  enough.  In  the  Holy  Writ  it  is  written.  "Where  there  is 
no  vision,  the  people  perish."  Some  of  us  who  Ustened  to 
Petain  the  other  day  heard  him  tell  of  his  beloved  Prance 
going  down,  not  because  the  soldiers  failed  but  because 
Prance  failed  4  or  5  years  ago  to  see  what  Billy  Mitchell  saw. 
On  the  floor  of  the  Senate  we  now  admit  we  are  unpre- 
pared because  we  failed  to  see  what  he  saw.  The  truth  of 
the  statement  that  without  vision  a  nation  perishes  is  evident 
to  everyone.  The  truth  of  that  warning  is  written  In  the  trail 
of  blood  flowing  across  all  Europe  today.  If  we  are  really  to 
vindicate  Mitchell,  we  must  erect  a  monimient  to  his  memory 
in  the  sacred  shrine  of  a  new  concept  of  security;  we  must 
grasp  what  we  are  facing  and  meet  it  head-on.  It  is  not 
enough  for  us  to  look  backward.  We  have  got  to  meet  the 
challenge  of  this  hour;  we  have  got  to  realize  that  the  Hitler 
revolution  Is  one  of  the  stupendous  movements  of  history. 
It  not  only  affects  the  geography  of  the  world  but  it  affects  the 
economic  picture  of  all  life  on  this  globe. 

It  will  do  no  good  to  build  planes  and  make  guns  if  we  do 
not  use  brains  and  vision  in  their  design  and  in  their  use.  We 
must  eliminate  any  vestige  of  a  vicious  military  caste  system 
which  crucifles  courage  and  vision.  That  is  what  Petain 
found  was  the  matter  with  Prance,  and.  perhaps,  in  our  own 
land  today  we  had  better  look  to  our  own  faults  and  short- 
comings. 


Have  we  denied  men  with  ideas  an  opportunity?  The  best 
demonstration  of  what  we  have  done  is  what  was  done  in 
crucifying  Billy  Mitchell.  We  must  scrap  outmoded  ideas,  red 
tape,  and,  above  all.  mossback  thinking.  We  must  insist  on 
open  mhids.  receptive  to  new  ideas,  and  we  must  insist  on  a 
fair  hearing  for  such  ideas. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Senator  has  in 
mind  to  propose  as  a  matter  of  vindication  In  line  with  his 
argument,  but  I  think  he  might  well  consider,  being  a  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  having  a  bill  introduced  which  would  give  to 
the  widow  and  children  of  General  Mitchell  for  the  period  of 
life  at  least  the  salary  and  allowances  which  he  would  have 
had  if  he  had  not  been  eliminated  from  the  Army.  Mere 
words  will  not  do  General  Mitchell  any  good,  but  they  will  do 
the  country  good,  and  I  am  glad  the  Senator  is  speaking  as  he 
Is  speaking.  But.  for  one,  having  a  feeling  that  General 
Mitchell,  as  the  Senator  indicates,  was  victimized — perhaps 
General  Mitchell  was  not  completely  right,  but  certainly  he 
was  not  altogether  wrong  either.  I  think  it  might  be  well  for 
the  Senator  to  consider,  as  he  has  given  some  thought  to  the 
matter,  a  measure  which  would  give  to  General  Mitchell 's 
widow  and  children  at  least  the  pay  which  he  would  have  had 
during  his  life  if  he  had  not  been  court-martialed  from  the 
Army. 

Mr.  WILEY.    I  thank  the  distinguished  Senator  very  much 
for  his  suggeston. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     Mr.   President,   will   the   Senator   yield 
there? 

Mr.  WILEY.    I  will  yield  in  a  few  moments,  but  I  should 
like  to  conclude  the  chain  of  thought  which  I  started. 

May  I  say  that  my  speaking  today  is  not  primarily  for  the 
purpose  indicated  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  though 
I  have  that  purpose  in  mind?  My  purpose  in  addressing 
the  Senate  and  taking  its  time  goes  far  deeper  than  merely 
asking  that  General  Mitchell's  name  be  cleared.  Time  has 
cleared  his  name.  One  of  my  purposes  in  rising  is  to  bring 
to  the  Senate  and  the  country  the  significant  questions.  Has 
America  become  soft;  has  America  put  herself  in  the  same 
position  into  which  Prance  and  other  countries  fell?  Are 
we  by  neglect  making  ourselves  an  open  target  to  the  new 
"blitzkrieg"  methods  developed  by  the  brains  and  Ingenuity 
of  Hitler?  It  does  not  do  us  any  good  to  sit  back  here  and 
damn  Hitler,  but  we  can.  perhaps,  profit  from  some  of  the 
ideas  he  has  put  into  effect — not  to  emulate  such  a  character 
as  he  is,  not  to  become  a  destructionist  but,  rather,  to  protect 
ourselves  and  aU  the  values  we  have  in  America,  the  great 
freedoms  which  we  never  did  a  thing  to  attain  but  which  were 
handed  to  us  on  a  silver  platter,  to  protect  those  freedoms 
against  experiences  similar  to  those  through  which  Prance, 
Holland,  Norway.  Belgium.  Poland,  and  other  countries  have 
gone. 

Mr.  President,  It  is  necessary  that  we  slough  off  all  dead 
timber  in  our  military  system.  Let  me  say  that  does  not 
apply  only  to  the  military  system.  The  disting\iished  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  [Mr.  TydingsI  has  been  showing  that  we 
have  got  to  slough  off  dead  timber  in  our  economic  system. 
He  has  done  a  great  Job.  Largely  through  his  efforts  we.  at 
least,  passed  a  bill  the  other  day  which  indicated  not  simply 
to  this  country  but  to  the  world  that,  if  war  should  come,  we 
will  dig  deep  down  in  our  pockets  as  we  never  dug  before  to 
the  tune  of  raising  $15,000,000,000  from  incomes,  and  we 
have  said  to  the  world  that,  if  war  comes  to  America,  we 
will  be  ready. 

There  are  many  other  ways  we  could  leara  from  Billy 
Mitchell.  If  necessary,  we  can  revamp  our  naval  and  military 
training  schools  so  that  less  emphasis  would  be  laid  on 
antiquated  tactics  and  more  on  the  vision  needed  to  meet 
new  emergencies. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  make  that  statement  I  say  what  has 
been  told  to  me  by  graduates  of  West  Point  and  Annapo- 
lis. We  must  see  to  it  that  the  mere  wiping  off  of  dust  Is 
not  so  significant  as  getting  the  cobwebs  out  of  the  brain. 
We  must  get  men  who  will  develop  mentally  to  the  point 
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where  they  realize  that  life  Is  growth  and  that  growth  never 
stops  In  the  mind  of  man  If  man  would  have  it  that  way. 
-    Mr.  HOLMAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  HOIMAN.  Mr.  President,  in  line  with  the  Senator's 
remarks.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  and  of  the  country  to  the  fact  that 
there  is  right  now  a  case,  in  my  opinion,  similar  to  that  of 
the  Mitchell  episode.  There  is  an  inventor  of  a  high  explo- 
sive, a  Mr.  Barlow,  who  is  not  receiving  the  cooperation  and 
encouragement  from  the  Ordnance  Department  of  the  United 
States  Army  that  should  be  given  to  him  in  this  hour  of  our 
Nation's  need.  The  defense  of  our  Nation  right  now  in  this 
day,  in  my  opinion,  as  a  member  of  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee of  the  Senate,  is  being  denied  the  development  of 
an  explosive  more  powerful  than  anything  now  known. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  thank  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon for  his  contribution. 

Now.  let  me  say  to  the  Senate,  the  things  I  have  said  we 
must  do  to  vindicate  ourselves  and  vindicate  General  Mitchell, 
we  must  also  do  to  protect  America;  and  we  must  do  them 
because  we  cannot  gamble  with  our  American  destiny. 

Bi4r.  President,  to  safeguard  America  we  have  to  find  an 
effective  antidote  for  the  "blitzkrieg"  methods  of  the  Hitler 
revolution. 

(At  this  point  Mr.  Wiley  shielded  to  Mr.  Lundeen,  who  In- 
troduced Senate  bill  4168.  which  appears  under  a  separate 
heading.) 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  when  I  was  a  youngster  study- 
ing In  the  University  of  Michigan  with  my  friend  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Downey],  we  took 
class  work  under  the  distinguished  Professor  Trueblood  in 
oratory.  In  those  da3rs  when  we  looked  ahead  to  the  time 
when  we  might  be  Senators  of  the  United  States  we.  in  our 
minds,  saw  ourselves  as  Websters  and  Hayneses.  and  saw 
the  other  Senators  sitting  around  listening  with  close,  en- 
raptured attention — just  as  they  are  listening  now.  [Laugh- 
ter.] In  our  mind's  eye  we  saw  the  chairs  completely  filled; 
we  saw  the  Senators  saying  to  themselves,  but  never  speaking 
out  loud.  "Ah.  he  is  hitting  the  ball"— just  as  they  are  doing 
now.  [Laughter.]  We  thought,  too.  that  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  there  was  the  quintessence  of  courtesy  and 
the  perfection  of  conduct  and  that  every  Senator  listened  to 
his  fellow  Senator,  in  rapt  attention. 

We  have  since  learned,  however,  that  the  presiding  ofQcer 
performs  an  important  function  in  doing  what  we  never 
thought  could  be  possible — calling  to  order  the  Senate,  the 
greatest  delll)erative  body  in  the  United  States — and  only  the 
occupants  of  the  galleries  are  supposed  to  listen.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President.  I  can  assure  the  able  Sena- 
tor that  we  are  listening  very  carefully  to  his  remarks. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  thank  the  Senator.  That  at  least  one  Sena- 
tor is  listening,  is  a  remarkable  compliment  to  any  speaker 
in  the  United  States  Senate.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President,  to  safeguard  America  we  have  to  find  the 
effective  antidote  to  the  'blitzkrieg"  methods  of  Hitler's  revo- 
lution. I  commented  on  what  the  revolution  is.  It  is  not  sim- 
ply another  war.  We  are  running  into  one  of  the  stupendous 
periods  of  history,  comparable  with  the  period  of  the  Ren- 
aissance and  the  Reformation,  comparable  to  the  period  of 
the  industrial  revolution;  and  anyone  who  is  "sitting  by  the 
Side  of  the  road."  and  does  not  appreciate  that  the  world  is 
turning  over,  is  simply  not  awake.  Consequently,  it  is  up  to  ua 
to  realize  that  we  cannot  follow  our  outmoded  methods  of  yes- 
terday, whether  in  warfare  or  in  thinking. 

Billy  Mitchell  was  the  tyi)e  of  man  who  stretched  out  ahead, 
and  used  his  imagrination.  Our  military  experts  now  say  that 
the  antidote  to  the  Hitler  "blitzkrieg"  is  to  be  found  in  bigger 
and  t)etter  air  fleets,  bigger  and  better  navies,  bigger  and  bet- 
ter tanks,  bigger  and  better  mechanized  military  equipment, 
a  bigger  and  better  Anny.  This  may  be  the  answer;  but  I 
believe  that  if  Billy  Mitchell  were  alive,  or  if  men  like  Billy 
Mitchell  were  permitted  to  use  their  ideas,  they  would  seek  out 
new  wajrs.  Billy  Mitchell  would  not  continue  building  bat- 
tleships as  they  are  now  built.  He  would  make  them  more 
immune  to  attack  by  torpedoes,  more  immune  to  attack  by 


bombers.  He  also  would  use  his  Ciod-given  ingenuity  to  meet 
the  mechanized  dreadnaughts  not  simply  with  dreadnaughts 
but  with  improved  methods. 

Mr.  President,  we  cannot  have  antiquated  minds  looking 
after  America.  We  carmot  have  outmoded  minds  looking  after 
America.    If  we  do.  we  shall  not  have  any  America. 

As  I  said  in  the  Senate  in  another  connection,  it  is  time 
that  the  people  of  this  country— you.  and  you.  and  you — ^look 
after  your  big  business  in  Washington,  and  forget  a  little  of 
your  own  bttle  business  tiack  home;  because  if  you  do  not 
look  after  your  big  business  of  Qovernment.  which  spent 
$11,000,000,000  last  year,  you  will  not  have  any  little  business 
back  home  to  look  after. 

I  repeat,  we  cannot  have  antiquated  minds  looking  after 
America.  Gold  braid  does  not  make  a  soldier.  We  have  here 
in  America  the  best  inventive  minds  in  the  world,  the  greatest 
genius  for  doing  things,  but  we  simply  have  not  t)een  utilizing 
the  minds  or  the  genius.  The  mind  of  a  Billy  Mitchell  would 
have  sought  out  ways  of  stopping  these  land  dreadnaughts, 
not  according  to  military  rules  but  by  the  use  of  mechanical, 
explosive,  or  electrical  force.  He  was  no  "rut-ist."  He  was 
an  experimenter,  an  adventurer,  an  explorer.  He  sank  ships 
with  bombs.  And  then  the  gold-braid  fellows  who  had  con- 
trol of  the  forces  of  America — air.  naval,  and  Army — forgot  his 
experiment. 

Of  course  he  was  not  a  West  Pointer,  but  he  was  the  son  of 
a  United  States  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  a  Spanish  War  vet- 
eran, a  veteran  of  the  Philippine  Insurrection,  and  the  chief 
of  the  United  States  flyers  at  the  front  in  1917.  He  was  not  a 
swivel-chair  soldier. 

He  had  the  Dlstingtiished  Service  Medal,  the  Croix  de 
Guerre  with  five  palms,  and  other  great  medals,  and  was  made 
a  commander  of  the  Legion  of  Honor. 

Mr.  President,  my  remarks  today — and  I  am  about  to  con- 
clude— have  a  twofold  purpose.    First,  I  want  to  put  in  the 
Congressional   Record   this   tribute   to   one   of   Wisconsin's 
's  greatest  sons  and  one  of  America's  greatest  soldiers. 

Second.  I  am  hoping  that  these  remarks  will  make  a  con- 
tribution to  arouse  those,  who  have  charge  of  our  military, 
naval,  and  air  forces  to  take  stock  of  them,  and  see  that 
antiquated  tactics,  red-tape  methods,  caste  controls,  are  done 
away  with. 

I  am  hoping  that  the  crtisading  spirit  of  Billy  Mitchell  will 
enter  our  great  military,  naval,  and  air  establishments.  I 
pray  God  that  his  spirit  is  there  to  enliven,  to  give  vision  to  the 
men  who  hold  in  their  palms  the  safety  of  our  America.  I 
am  hoping  also  that  as  a  result  partially  of  these  remarks 
the  subordinates  in  the  ranks,  the  men  of  ideas,  will  be  given 
an  opportunity  to  express  them,  to  "sell"  them,  to  demon- 
strate them.  I  am  hoping  also  that  the  establishments  of  the 
Army  and  the  air  and  the  Navy  will  not  be  so  hide-bound  that 
they  will  fail  to  reach  out  for  ideas  that  will  help  this  covmtry, 
no  matter  where  those  ideas  come  from. 

Why  should  not  a  farmer,  ploughing  in  his  field,  be  the 
originator,  if  you  please,  of  some  great  defense  idea?  Edison 
was  told  by  his  teacher  that  he  was  so  dumb  that  there  was 
no  hope  for  him.  He  never  went  to  West  Point  or  Annajwlis, 
but  there  was  something  about  him  that  made  him  the 
greatest  genius  of  his  time.  So  I  repeat,  I  hope  that  those 
who  have  charge  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  and  the  air  force 
will  be  on  the  receiving  line  to  get  ideas  that  are  ready  to  be 
discovered.  Damn  the  ostrich  mind!  I  am  also  hoping  that 
this  Government  will  create  an  Independent  experimental 
laboratory  to  supplement  the  activities  of  our  three  great 
forces  of  defeiise.  In  this  laboratory,  ideas  can  l)e  tried  out 
and  new  forces -can  be  discovered. 

America  must  be  made  safe.  The  spirit  of  Wisconsin's 
Bijly  Mitchell  speaks  this  command  to  all  of  us. 

ExHTBrr  A 
(From  the  Milwaukee  Journal  of  May  34.   1940] 

An  WAS  A  VINDICATION  OT  CENXRAI.  MITCHXXX IS   TXAXS  AGO  nCITTTNO 

HKAD  OF  A.  B.  F.  FLJESS  FOBXTOLO  HCW  N13tT  CONFUCT  WOtTU)  BK 
FOUGHT  AND  WAaNXD  THAT  UASTEBT  OF  SKIXS  MIGHT  ICXAM  MASTIBT 
or  WOELO 

The  brass  hats  kicked  Milwaukee's  "Billy"  Mitchell  out  of  the 
Army  for  shouting  from  the  housetops  in  favor  of  such  an  Air  Semoe 
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as  the  United  States  at  last  is  to  have.  It  took  the  crash  of  Nasi 
lightning  In  the  Low  Countries  and  northern  France  to  awaken 
Americas  war  lords,  who  were  merely  annoyed  and  angered  by  the 
warning  voice  of  General  MltcheU.  Fifteen  years  after  the  military 
chiefs  hung  Billy  Mitchells  ecalp  on  their  totem  pole,  4  years  after 
his  death  the  President  laid  before  the  country  a  plan  for  an  air 
corns  of  50  000  planes,  and  a  few  days  later  Congress  moved  to  pro- 
vide the  first  unit  of  16.000  ships  In  that  mighty  air  fleet^-a  greater 
force  than  MltcheU  ever  vlsloned. 

Even  after  Norway,  dlehards  of  the  mlUtary  clique  that  sent 
Mitchell  to  Coventry  were  only  mUdly  Interested  In  expanding  the 
Nations  air  defenses.  They  still  were  beatmg  the  tom-toms  for  a 
bleser  Navy  of  bigger  ships,  which  would  require  years  to  build  and 
wSch.  even  as  far  back  as  1921.  General  MltcbeU  insisted  would  be 
imootent  under  attacks  from  the  air. 

W?ien  the  devasutlng  "blltskner'  rtnick.  Allied  defenses  crumbled 
vmder  the  smashing  attacks  of  wave  upon  wave  of  German  airplanes. 
AUled  troops  melted  under  the  blistering  fire  of  machine  guns  and 
Smnon  and  bombs  from  the  air.  AU  that  was  left  for  the  ground 
S^ps  was  to  mop  up  In  the  wake  of  the  hurricane.  The  ^portan^ 
of  air  supremacy  In  modem  warfare  had  been  proven  In  a  way  to 
convince  even  the  most  mossbacked  Tory  of  the  Army  and  Navy  club. 
"^pSteen  ye^  ago  General  MltcheU  wrote  In  his  ^^ook  Winged 
Defense:  -Neither  armies  nor  navies  can  exist  unless  the  air  te  con- 
ttolled  over  them.  Air  forces,  on  the  other  hand,  are  the  only 
independent  fighting  units  of  the  day. 

"A  new  set  of  rules  for  the  conduct  of  war  will  *»ave  to  be  de- 
Tls^  and  a  whole  new  set  of  Ideas  of  strategy  learned  by  those 
Smed  with  the  conduct  of  war.  No  longer  Is  the  making  of  war 
^Md  merely  by  land  and  naval  forces.  The  air  force  has  ceased  to 
fceVmere  auxiliary  service  for  the  purpose  of  assist  ng  an  army  or 
na^  m  the  execution  of  Its  task.  No  mA^^le-throwlng  weapons  or 
Sy  other  devices  have  yet  been  created  or  thought  of  which  am 
actually  stop  an  air  attack.    The  only  defenses  against  aircraft  are 

other  aircraft  wh5ch  will  contest  ^^^  "^P^^^^^y ,?/  "»<;  ^j'^^L  *.„ 
batUes.  Great  contests  for  control  of  the  air  ^Ul  be  the  rule  In 
the  future.  Once  supremacy  of  the  air  lias  been  established,  air- 
planes can  ny  over  hostile  country  at  wlU.  -  ♦„  .  .«^r,„ 
"If  a  nation  ambitious  for  universal  conquest  gets  pfT  to  a  flying 
start-  in  a  war  of  the  future.  It  may  be  able  to  ^J^]?}'^^  ^^^^ 
wcrld  more  easily  than  a  naUon  has  controUed  a  continent  In  the 

^In  the  former  conception  of  national  defense  the  principle  was 
held  that  to  invade  a  nation  the  piercing  of  Its  lines  of  resistance 
was  necessary.  U  the  nation  lay  across  the  sea.  Its  lines  of  bat- 
tleships had  to  be  pierced,  destroyed,  and  overcome  to  ga  n  acc««i 
to  the  shores.  Again,  the  Itoe  of  the  armies  had  to  be  pierced  to 
gam  access  to  the  InterUir.  This  condition  no  longer  exists  In  Its 
Intlrety  and  Is  decreasing  relatively  every  day.  Aircraft  do  not 
need  to  pierce  the  line  of  either  navies  or  armies.  They  can  fly 
straight  over  them  to  the  heart  of  a  country  and  gain  success  In 

"^-The  missions  of  armies  and  navies  are  very  greatly  changed 
from  what  they  were.  No  longer  will  the  tedious  and  expensive 
processes  of  wearing  down  the  enemy's  land  forces  by  continuous 
atucks  be  resorted  to.  The  air  forces  wUl  strike  Immediately  at  the 
enemy's  manufacturing  and  food  centers.  raUways.  bridges,  canals, 
and  harbors.  The  losing  side  will  have  to  accept  without  question 
•  the  dominating  conditions  of  Its  adversary,  as  he  wlU  stop  entirely 
the  manufacture  of  aircraft  by  the  vanquished. 

"Surface  navies  have  entirely  lost  their  mission  of  defending  a 
coast  because  aircraft  can  destroy  or  sink  any  seacraft  coming 
within  their  radius  of  operaUon.  In  fact,  aircraft  today  are  the 
only  effective  means  of  coast  protection.  Consequently,  navies  have 
been  pu.'hed  out  on  the  high  seas.  The  menace  of  submarines  from 
below  and  aircraft  from  above  constitutes  such  a  condition  that  tne 
surface  ship  as  an  element  of  war  Is  disappearing." 

Those  were  the  Ideas  that  sent  General  Mitchell  to  the  dog  house. 
the  Ideas  he  held  as  an  acting  brigadier  general  and  AFslstant 
Chief  of  the  United  States  Air  Service  under  a  nonflylng  chief.  His 
4-year  appointment  was  not  renewed,  and  In  June  1925  he  was  sent 
to  Texas  In  his  permanent  rank  of  colonel. 

For  4  years  the  Army  and  Navy  clique  had  been  after  his  scalp. 
Prom  the  time  of  his  return  after  the  World  War.  Billy  MltcheU 
had  bfen  getting  in  the  hair  of  the  generals  and  admirals  with 
his  criticism  of  what  he  considered  the  obsolescent  concepts  of  war 

held  by  the  older  services.  ..^  ..^    -„   i« 

•Nations  nearly  always  go  Into  an  armed  contest  with  the  equip- 
ment and  methods  of  a  former  war."  he  wrote.  "Victory  always 
comes  to  that  country  which  has  made  a  proper  estimate  of  tne 
equipment  and  methods  that  can  be  used  In  modern  ways. 

The  real  fireworks  In  the  controversy  started  In  the  fall  of  1930. 
when  MltcheU  told  Congress  that  "we  could  destroy,  put  out  of 
commission,  and  sink  any  battleship  In  existence  or  any  that  could 
be  built"  The  admirals  rushed  to  the  defense  of  their  babies^ 
The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  announced  that  he  was  willing  to  stand 
on  the  bridge  of  the  ship  whUe  it  was  bombed.  Congress,  however, 
authorized  the  President  to  designate  warships  to  t>e  used  as  targets 
for  the  Air  Service  experiments.  j.    ^^    „   ,»^  ei*«*— 

Several  German  vessels  had  been  turned  over  to  the  United  States 
after  the  war  under  the  condition  that  they  should  be  destroyed 
within  a  certain  time.  The  Navy  was  ordered  to  give  the  Air  Service 
a  chance  to  try  out  its  bombs  on  some  of  them  It  assigned  a  sub- 
marine a  destroyer,  a  cruiser,  and  a  dreadnaught.  Tbe  latter,  spe- 
cially designed,  was  considered  by  naval  authorlUes  the  world  over 
to  be  "unslnkable." 


The  tests  started  on  June  21.  1021.  when  ^^"^  '^^J^^^^i 
flying  boats  of  the  naval  air  service  flew  over  the  submarine. 
dJopled  only  nine  180-pound  bombs  and  split  the  «"f  In  two. 
Genirul  Mitchell,  who  personaUy  directed  the  demonstrattons. 
gave  his  entire  brigade  a  shot  at  the  destroyer,  starting  out  wltto  ^ 
pursuit  ships  dropping  50-pound  bombs  and  ending  with  the 
heavy  bombem'  300-pound  charges,  one   blast  of  ^^^^h jent  the 

de.tii.yer  to  the  bottom.  Against  the  ^"f*f j;.  ^0°-P°^^SkI 
pound,  and  600-pound  bombs  were  used,  and  against  the  y^'^^ 
able"  dreadnought  1,100-  and  2,000-pounders.  The  tests  were 
spread  out  over  more  than  a  month,  efforts  being  made  to  keep 
the  more  heavily  armored  vessels  afloat  as  long  "f  .Possible  without 
destroying  the  purpose  of  the  demonstration,  which  was  to  prove 
that  airplanes  could  sink  battleships.  At  the  end,  aU  four  of  the 
targets  were  on  the  bottom  of  the  sea. 

General  Mitchells  men  flew  ships  with  speeds  of  little  more  tMn 
100  miles  an  hour  and  able  to  carry  little  more  gasoline  than  wm 
needed  to  make  the  round  trip  from  shore  base  to  target.  Tbey 
were  dropping  bombs  little  different  from  the  ones  ua^  In  the 
World  War,  which  had  ended  only  3  years  before.  Their  bomb- 
sights.  whUe  much  Improved  over  those  of  the  World  War.  were 
far  inferior  to  those  being  used  In  Europe  today  and  were  primi- 
tive compared  to  the  accomplishments  claimed  for  the  secret  new 
bomb  sight  of  the  United  States  Air  Corps.  And  yet  the  demon- 
stration was  a  complete  success  In  the  eyes  of  everyone  but  the 
admirals.  It  merely  strengthened  their  furious  determination  to 
quiet  this  upstart,  a  purpose  in  which  they  found  considerable 
support  among  Army  bigwigs. 

One  reason  for  that,  of  course,  was  that  BlUy  MltcheU  wm  not 
a  West  Pointer.  He  was  an  18-year-old  freshman  In  George  wasn- 
mgton  University  at  Washington.  D.  C,  where  his  father  was  a 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  when  the  Spanish-American  War  started. 
Billy  Mitchell  enlisted  In  Company  M  of  the  First  Wisconsin 
Infantry  In  May  1898.     He  was  a  lieutenant  before  his  company 

reached  Cuba.  ,  .,        .  w^«v 

He  served  In  the  Philippines  during  the  Insurrection,  went  back 
to  school  long  enough  to  get  his  degree,  and  then  returned  to  the 
Army  After  many  notable  accomplishments,  he  learned  to  ny  m 
1914.  and  as  a  major  was  sent  to  France  the  same  year  as  a 
United  States  military  observer.  ,,...„»..„  „„. 

When  the  United  States  entered  the  war  In  1917.  Mitchell  was 
promoted  to  colonel,  helped  Gen.  Mason  M.  Patrick  build  up  a 
United  SUtes  air  service  at  the  front,  and  later,  as  a  brigadier 
general,  became  chief  of  all  United  States  flyers  at  the  front. 

MltcheU  was  no  swlvel-chalr  general.  He  flew  constantly  over 
the  front,  won  the  Distinguished  Service  Cross  for  repeated  acts 
of  extraordinary  heroism  in  action,  a  second  time  for  bravery 
beyond  that  required  by  his  position  as  chief  of  air  ■ervice.  He 
won  also  the  Distinguished  Service  Medal.  Croix  de  Guerre  with 
five  palms.  Commander  of  the  Legion  of  Honor  (French),  Com- 
panion of  the  Order  of  St.  Michael  and  St.  George  (British). 
Commendatore   8.    S.   Mavirlzlo   e   Lazzaro,   medal   for   merit,   and 

Grand  OfBcer  of  Italy.  ...  ..w  *  _*  _*^  f,,,^..^. 

It  waj«  lessons  that  he  learned  at  the  front  that  started  General 
MitcheU  on  his  crusade  for  a  powerful,  unified,  and  Independent 
air  service  when  he  got  back  to  the  United  States.  And  It  was  his 
insistence  on  Independence  for  this  war-proven  third  arm  of  the 
Nation's  fighting  forces,  added  to  his  showing  up  the  vulnerability 
of  their  battleships,  that  added  the  final  fuel  to  the  flame  of  the 
admirals'  and  generals'  wrath.  They  might  not  think  much  of  the 
Air  Service  but  they  wanted  what  there  was  of  It  for  their  own.  II 
It  had  not  been  for  the  faith  of  General  Pershing  In  his  flying  general. 
MltcheU 's  hide  would  have  been  tacked  to  the  Army  and  Navy  Cliib 
door  long  before  It  was.  As  long  as  Pershing  was  Chief  of  Staff 
"General"  MltcheU  was  safe.  But  the  time  came  when  Pershing  was 
no  longer  In  position  to  protect  him.  and  "Colonel"  MltcheU  was 

on  his  way  to  Texas.  .     ^  _*_     ^i,  ,„  ♦>.»  t-»«. 

Mitchell  was  In  exile,  but  his  voice  gained  strength  in  the  Texai 
air  He  had  been  there  only  a  short  while  when  the  tragic  wreck 
of  "the  dirigible  ShenanOjoah  and  other  naval  aviation  disasters 
elicited  a  real  blast  from  him.  It  was  that  famous  long  statement 
in  which  he  Included  the  charge:  "These  accidents  are  the  direct 
result  of  the  Incompetency,  criminal  negligence,  and  almost  treason- 
able administration  of  the  national  defense  by  the  Navy  and  War 
Departments." 

Colonel  Mitchell  expected  court  martial  after  his  article  was  pub- 
lished and  he  got  it.  But  he  also  got  his  ideas  before  the  country. 
Convicted  he  was  suspended  from  the  Army  for  5  years  without 
rank  and  without  pay.  President  Coolldge  tempered  the  sentence  by 
permitting  him  to  retain  his  rank  and  allowing  him  half  pay. 
Mitchell  chose  to  resign  from  the  Army.  But  as  gentleman  farmer 
in  Virginia  he  kept  up  the  fight.  ^    ^^,  ,^  ^      ♦w^ 

•The  bodies  of  former  companions  and  buddies  molder  under  the 
soil  In  America.  Asia.  Europe,  and  Africa,  many,  yes  many,  sent 
there  directly  by  official  stupidity.  We  would  not  be  keeping  our 
trust  with  otir  departed  comrades  were  we  longer  to  conceal  these 

facts  " 

Up  to  the  time  of  his  death  Mitohell  kept  the  faith,  crusading 
for  a  stronger  air  force.  As  late  as  5  years  ago,  a  year  before  hU 
death,  he  wrote  on  The  Next  War  In  the  Air.  and  said  an  enemy 
air  force  could  operate  from  an  Alaskan  base,  quickly  attack  a 
triangle  bounded  bv  New  York,  Chicago,  and  Washington,  put  seven 
transcontinental  railroads  out  of  commission,  destroy  reservoU*. 
and  disrupt  power  plants. 

Two  or  ttu-ee  air  cruisers,  he  said,  attacking  each  of  seven  clUes 

I  In  the  triangle,  would  make  20,000,000  persons  homeless. 
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All  of  Mltcheirs  Idea*  have  not  been  realized,  but  many  of  them 
have.  His  faith  In  the  airplane  In  warfare  has  been  tragically 
proven  Justified.  The  United  States  at  long  last  Is  building  the 
world's  greatest  air  force.  Nonfllers  have  been  eliminated  from 
command  over  filers.  All  Naval  Academy  graduates  who  can  pass 
the  physical  examination  are  Instructed  In  flying,  and  only  9  of 
the  almost  3  000  ofllcers  of  the  Army  Air  Corps  are  not  filers.  But 
the  United  States  does  not  yet  have  a  unified  and  Independent 
Kir  corps  similar  to  those  of  Germany.  England,  and  France. 

CLIfTORO   P.    BUTCHKB. 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Wiley's  speech, 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WILEY.    I  jiow  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  thank  the  I 
able  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  his  statement  concerning 
the  able  and  brilliant  General  Mitchell.  He  was  my  personal 
friend  and  collaborated  with  me  in  drafting  the  first  bill 
Introduced  in  Congress  providing  for  a  department  of  the 
air  service.  I  introduced  this  bill  on  February  28.  1919.  With 
the  permission  of  the  Senate.  I  now  send  to  the  desk  and  ask 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  bill  which  I  have  prepared 
proposing  to  pay  to  the  family  of  Brigadier  General  Mitchell 
the  salary  to  which  he  was  entitled  and  from  which  he  was 
deprived  by  reason  of  being  court  martialed  by  a  lot  of  brass 
hats  and  little  two-by-four  small  potato  nubbins,  small  men 
who  never  deserved  even  to  be  considered  or  mentioned  in  the 
same  breath  with  the  great  general.  I  should  like  also  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  by  the  distinguished  avia- 
tor. MaJ.  Al  Williams.  I  thank  the  able  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. 

The  President  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  bill 
will  be  received  and  appropriately  referred,  and  the  state- 
ment will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  <S.  4168  >  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  pay  to  the  widow  of  Brig.  Gen.  William  Lendrum  Mitchell 
the  amounts  of  Army  pay  and  allowances  of  which  he  was 
deprived  as  a  result  of  his  conviction  by  a  court  martial  m 
1925  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Lttndeen  is  as  follows: 
(Prom  the  Washington  Dally  News  of  June  12.  1940| 

CONCBXSS   SHOtTLD   RESTOKE   BILLT   MCTCHILi'S  RANK 

(By  Maj    Al  Williams) 
It  was  a  sunny  afternoon  at  Boiling  Air  Field.     A  charming,  dig- 
nified woman  was  leading  her  son  from  one  Army  plane  to  another. 

BIIXT    MnCHTLL,   JR. 

The  boy — keen-eyed,  straight-standing — would  tarry.  He  nad  to 
have  answers  to  his  qwestlons  about  these  sleek  fighting  sh  ps.  With 
patient  cnthuslaf^m  the  mother  followed  his  gestures,  as  U  she  knew 
whv  the  '.ad  would  not  be  satisfied  with  childish  answers. 

Enlisted  mechanics  passed  to  and  fro.  many  of  them  youngsters, 
fresh  from  training  schools,  others  grizzled  old-timers.  Now  and 
Rgaln.  they  looked  at  the  mother  and  son — and  smiled.  They  knew 
the  questions  children  ask  about  planes  Pilots  were  arriving  and 
departing— and  many  of  them.  too.  were  very  young. 

A  major  and  a  lieutenant  passed  down  t^e  "line"  of  ships.  Glanc- 
ing at  the  mother  and  son.  the  major  stopped  short,  turned  quickly, 
left  his  companion,  and  strode  toward  the  visitors.  Saluting  smartly, 
be  said.  "Pardon  me.  Madam,  but  arent  you  Mrs    Mitchell?" 

"Yes."  came  the  reply  "Rather.  I  was  the  wife  of  CJen.  Billy 
Mitchell." 

The  majors  eyes  brightened. 

"I  thought  so."  he  said.  "I  served  under  the  general  In  France.  In 
Washington,  and  in  the  bombing  off  the  Virginia  Capes.  And  who 
Is  this  young  man?" 

A  warm  smile  lit  the  mothers  face,  and  she  answered  simply,  "This 

Is  Billy  Mitchell." 

The  son  of  the  "Stormy  Petrel"'  The  son  of  the  first  flying  gen- 
eral ranking  ofBcer  of  the  United  States  The  son  of  that  Idol  of 
every  true  flying  man.  who  sacrificed  everything  In  an  effort  to  give 
the  United  States  Just  what  it  needs  so  urgently  today — air  power. 
The  son  of  that  Billy  Mitchell  who  defied,  with  words  and  burning 
truths,  the  traditlorw  of  the  old  Army  and  Navy — the  same  traditions 
that  the  flying  legions  of  C>crmany  are  now  destroying. 

"btokmt  FsraxL" 

Years  ahead  of  his  time.  General  Mitchell  fell  before  the  political 
inachination.s  of  the  men  of  little  vision  who  saw  service  prestige 
Instead  of  Amtrican  air  power.  He  fiew  fearlessly  at  the  head  of  his 
fighting  fcrmatlons — never  to  be  imitated  to  this  day  by  any  rank- 
Inp  officer  of  the  wingless  breed  who  bitterly  envied  him  and  who 
maneuvered  the  court  martial  of  the  gallant  flying  general.  Billy 
Mltch?il  flew  flghtmg  and  racing  planes,  while  they  flew  training 
planes  for  flight  pay. 

VMrrED  STATES  DEBT  TO  CEIfEKAL  BCrrCHEU. 

The  United  SUtea  owes  a  great  debt  to  General  Mitchell.  He  did 
m*  part,  and  more.  ♦  timigh  we  let  our  bureaucrats  offer  hUn  tlM 
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choice  between  resignation  or  discharge  from  the  Army.  J'  only 
he  had  been  heeded  we  would  have  had  the  air  power  that  Hitler 
owns    today.  ^  ,    ,„.   .    „, 

Is  It  not  the  duty  of  Congress  to  restore  General  Mitchell  s 
name,  full  rank,  to  the  Army  files  and  present  a  medal  of  public 
appreciation  to  the  sen  of  the  "Stormy  PeUel"?  BU  y  Mitchell. 
8r  has  passed  on  His  spirit  and  his  name  live  In  Billy,  Jr  The 
public,  not  knowing  that  General  MltcheU  died  In  1936.  Is  flood- 
ing his  home  with  mall,  congratulating  him  on  the  vindication  of 
all  he  said;  so  much  of  this  maU  that  It  has  to  be  delivered  In 

trucks.  ^    ^ 

In  the  name  of  America,  Mr  President  and  Congress,  move 
quickly  to  do  official  Justice  to  the  Indomitable  spirit  that  lives  on 
In  every  real  airman — and  In  his  son. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  that  the  Interrup- 
tion and  matters  presented  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Minnesota  may  appear  in  the  Record  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  my  remarks? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Yes:  I  should  like  to  have  that  done. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is 
so  ordered. 

After  the  conclusion  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin's 
[Mr.  Wiley's]  speech, 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  have  listened  with  interest  to 
the  forceful  and  eloquent  address  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, and  I  am  happy  to  asscciate  myself  with  him  in  pay- 
ing tribute  to  a  great  American — Gen.  William  L.  Mitchell. 
He,  like  others  who  have  been  pioneers  in  new  fields,  was 
misunderstood  and.  many  believed,  unjustly  treated  by  his 
Government.  He  served  with  distinction  in  the  military  arm 
of  our  Government  and  was  recognized  as  a  man  of  courage 
and  ability.  However,  like  many  great  men,  he  encountered 
opposition  and  was  thwarted  in  his  efforts  to  develop  a  most 
important  branch  of  national  defense. 

Without  being  critical,  I  feel  constrained  to  say  that 
in  all  branches  of  the  Government  and,  for  that  matter.  In 
the  field  of  private  endeavor,  too  many  persons  and  groups 
belong  to  the  cult  of  the  status  quo — those  who  are  not  sensi- 
tive to  the  progressive  forces  operating  throughout  the 
world.  In  the  military  branch  of  the  Government  we  have 
discovered  that  there  has  been  inertia  and  a  rather  slavish 
devotion  to  the  past.  Perhaps  it  is  human  nature  to  resist 
changes  and  to  look  with  distrust  upon  policies  or  measures 
which  are  not  in  harmony  with  the  past. 

The  world  i§  not  static,  but  dynamic.  It  is  true  civilizations 
rise  and  fall  and  evolutionary  progress  is  checked  and  retro- 
gressive moments  developed.  The  triumphs  of  yesterday  do 
not  prescribe  limitations  which  should  arrest  further  progress 
and  greater  triumphs.  It  is  true  that  the  pages  of  history 
record  retrogression  and  periods  of  intellectual  darkness — 
periods  of  Inertia — indeed,  of  retrogression — but  out  of  the 
darkness  emerges  light:  there  Is  a  renaissance  and  the  encum- 
brances that  have  retarded  progress  are  cast  aside.  In  the 
military  field  there  have  been  periods  of  inertia,  and  mili- 
tary leaders  have  been  controlled  by  old-fashioned  and.  In- 
deed, reactionary  policies  as  a  result  of  which  they  were 
unable  to  meet  new  developments  and  methods  of  warfare. 

History  records  the  defeat  of  armies  and  naval  forces  be- 
cause of  newer  methods  and  techniques  in  the  field  of  war- 
fare. That  fact  is  emphasized  in  the  present  European 
conflict.  Mechanized  armies  win  against  the  bravest  military 
forces  who  oppose  with  weapons  of  yesterday.  The  submarine 
and  the  airplane  have  wrought  mighty  changes  In  the  field 
of  war.  There  was  opposition  to  the  development  of  the 
submarine  as  there  was  to  the  development  and  utilization 
of  the  airplane  for  military  purposes. 

For  a  number  of  years  the  importance  of  the  submarine 
was  not  appreciated,  and  too  much  reliance  was  placed  upon 
huge  battleships  and  battle  cruisers.  Those  in  charge  of 
military  and  naval  operations  In  cur  own  as  well  as  in  other 
countries,  looked  with  imconcem  if  not  suspicion  upon  the 
airplane.  This  new  force  or  agency  was  regarded  with  un- 
concern, and  there  was  opposition  to  the  development  of 
airplanes  as  an  Important  part  of  military  defense.  Ger- 
many has  demonstrated  that  the  bombing  plane  and  other 
aircraft  are  most  Important  if  not  vital  factors  in  all  military 
operations  both  upon  land  and  upon  the  sea.   The  success  of 
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the  Nazi  operations,  upon  land  and  sea  have  been  largely  due 
to  the  great  development  of  the  airplane. 

It  has  been  my  opinion  for  several  years  that  we  were  too 
indifferent  to  this  new  factor  in  the  field  of  war.  I  was  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  of  the  Senate 
for  a  number  of  years  Immediately  following  the  World  War. 
and  I  became  convinced  of  the  vital  necessity  of  developing 
aviation  and  of  constructing  submarines.  I  reached  the 
conclusion  that  there  should  be  greater  coordination  of  both 
the  military  and  naval  forces;  that  there  should  be  a  De- 
partment of  National  Defense  under  the  control  and  direction 
of  a  Secretary  of  Defense,  appointed  by  the  President. 

Bills  which  I  offered  In  the  Senate  provided  that  in  the 
Department  of  Defense  there  should  be  three  secretaries 
known  as  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  the  Army,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  the  Navy,  and  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  the 
Air  Force.  I  beUeved  in  the  coordination  of  the  various 
agencies  of  the  Government  connected  with  the  national 
defense  of  our  country,  and  I  particularly  emphasized  the 
importance  of  the  funcUons  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force,  and  urged  the  development  of  a  powerful  and  effective 
air  force  to  operate  both  upon  land  and  sea. 

I  became  acquainted  with  General  Mitchell  when  I  was 
a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  and  my  in- 
terest in  aviation  and  the  development  of  a  powerful  air 
force  for  national  defense  was  Intensified  by  reason  of  his 
enthusiasm  and  earnestness  for  the  adoption  of  measures 
that  would  make  for  the  protection  of  our  country.  I  be- 
lieved that  he  was  not  understood  or  appreciated  by  the 
country,  which  he  so  gallanUy  served,  and  I  was  critical 
of  the  opposition  which  he  encountered  from  those  in  mili- 
tary and  naval  circles  who  should  have  given  him  support 
In  the  fight  which  he  was  making  for  the  development  of  an 
adequate  air  force. 

It  seemed  to  rie  that  those  in  the  Army  and  In  the  Navy 
Departments  of  our  Government  were  rather  reactionary  and 
too  Indifferent  to  the  lessons  of  the  World  War  and  particu- 
larly to  the  Importance  which  aviation  and  the  submarine 
would  play  in  modern  warfare. 

I  recall  an  occasion  when  arrangements  were  made  to  dem- 
onstrate the  Importance  of  airplanes  In  military  and  naval 
operaUons.  A  ship  was  anchored,  as  I  recall,  off  the  coast  of 
Virginia  and  a  bomb  was  discharged  from  an  airplane  and  the 
effect  upon  the  vessel  was  very  great  and  furnished  convinc- 
ing proof  of  the  vulnerability  of  ships  when  attacked  from 
the  skies  by  airplanes.  But  General  Mitchell  was  criticized. 
and  In  my  opinion,  unfairly  dealt  with  because  of  his  insist- 
ence that  our  Government  should  take  cognizance  of  this  new 
force  imperatively  required  for  national  defense.  He.  like 
many  other  pioneers,  met  opposition  and  suffered  at  the 
hands  of  those  who  should  have  applauded  him  and  given 
support  to  him  in  the  development  of  a  vital  and  Important 
branch  of  the  miUtary  service  of  our  country.  I  am  sure  that 
his  service  to  his  country  is  receiving  due  recognition 
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csKbrr  RESOTJHCES  or  coiofODrrY  CREorr  coRPORAxioif 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  till  (S.  3998) 
to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation.  ,    .  ^  . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  blU  is  open  to  amend- 
ment If  there  be  no  amendment  to  be  proposed,  the  ques- 
tion is  on  the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the  bUl. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

KESSACI  FBOM  THE  HOUSI 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representetives.  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  Ita  reading  clerks,  communicated  to  the 
Senate  the  resolutions  of  the  House  unanimously  adopted  as  a 
tribute  to  the  memory  of  Hon.  Ernest  W.  Gibson,  late  a 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

The  message  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  appointed 
the  following  committee  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
aentotivea.  acting  In  conjunction  with  the  committee  ftp- 
pointed  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to  attend  the  funeral  of 
the  deceased  Senator:  Mr.  Plumlkt  and  Mr.  Piriuoa. 


The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills,  In  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 

H  R  6328.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as 
amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs  Administrative  Act 
of  1938  (U.  8.  C.  1934  ed.,  Supp.  IV..  UUe  19.  sec.  1001.  par.  ^ 

1529  (a)) ; 

H  R  9654.  An  act  to  extend  for  an  additional  year  the 
provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  and  the  taxes  with  respect 

to  sugar;  and  ,      ^^      ,  ^^     .^. 

H.  R.  9765.  An  act  to  provide  for  exercising  the  right  with 
respect  to  red-cedar  shingles  reserved  in  the  trade  agreement 
concluded  November  17.  1938,  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes.  ^ 

ENROLLED   BILLS    SIGNED 

The  message  further  armounced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

H.  R.  1827.  An  act  to  allow  moving  expenses  to  employees 
in  the  Railway  Mail  Service; 

H.  R.  5982.  An  act  for  the  protection  against  unlawful  use 
of  the  badge,  medal,  emblem,  or  other  insignia  of  veterans' 
organizations  incorporated  by  act  of  Congress,  and  providing 
penalties  for  the  violation  thereof; 

H.  R.  8668.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1941,  for  civil  functions  administered  by  the 
War  Department,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan 
banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
Act,  as  amended;  and  for  other  purposes. 

HOUSE  BILLS  REFERRED 

The  following  bills  were  severally  read  twice  by  their 
titles  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance: 

H  R.  6328.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as 
amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs  Administrative 
Act  of  1938  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed..  Supp.  IV,  UUe  19,  sec.  1001. 
par.  1529  (a) ) ;  . 

H.R.  9654.  An  act  to  extend  for  an  addiUonal  year  the 
provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937  and  the  taxes  with 
respect  to  sugar;  and 

H.  R.  9765.  An  act  to  provide  for  exercising  the  right  with 
respect  to  red-cedar  shingles  reserved  in  the  trade  agree- 
ment concluded  November  17.  1938.  between  the  United 
States  of  America  and  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT ^APPROVAL  OF   BILLS  AND  A   JOINT 

RESOLUTION 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta.  one 
of  his  secretaries,  who  also  announced  that  the  President 
had  approved  and  signed  the  foUowing  bUls  and  joint  reso- 
luUon : 

On  June  19,  1940: 

S.  2013.  An    act    to    amend   the   Code   of   the   District   of 
Columbia  to  provide  for  the  organization  and  regulation  of 
cooperaUve  associaUons,  and  for  other  purposes. 
On  June  20.  1940: 

S.  163.  An  act  directing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
issue  to  Albert  W.  Gabbey  a  patent  to  certain  lands  in  the 
State  of  Wyoming; 

S.  1326.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Janet  Hendel.  nee  Judith 
Shapiro; 

S.  1328.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lena  Hendel,  nee  Lena 

Goldberg; 

8. 2598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Wessely; 

S  3196.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  approved  May  24,  1938. 
entitled  "An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  Comision  Mixta 
Demarcadora  de  Llmites  Entre  Colombia  y  Panama"  and 
for  the  relief  of  Jose  Antonio  Sossa  D; 

8.3245.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  BlarU  Teresa  Valdes 
Thompaon; 

8  4026.  An  act  providing  for  the  reorganization  of  the 
Navy  Department,  and  for  other  purpoKs;  and 
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8  J  Res.  214.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  recognition 
of  the  two  hundredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  cf  the 
University  of  Penn.sylvanla  by  Benjamin  Franklin  and  th* 
beginning  of  university  education  In  the  United  States,  and 
providing  for  the  represenUtlon  of  the  Government  and 
people  of  the  United  States  In  the  observance  of  the  annlj- 
-versary, 

RIPORTS   Of  THE   riVAVCt  COMMITTEB 

Mr  WALSH  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  'H.  R.  6328)  to  amend  the  Tariff  Adt 
of  1930.  as  amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs  Ad- 
Bilnlstratlve  Act  of  1938  (U.  8.  C.  1934  ed..  Supp.  IV  tltje 
19.  sec.  1001.  par.  1529  (a)),  reported  It  without  amcndmer^t 
and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1913)  thereon.  . 

Mr  BROWN,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to  whlcn 
was  referred  the  biU  (H.  R.  9765)  to  provide  for  exercising 
the  right  with  respect  to  red-cedar  shingles'  reserved  l^ 
the  trade  agreement  concluded  November  It  1938.  between 
the  United  States  of  America  and  Canada,  and  for  oth^r 
purposes,  reported  It  without  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1932)  thereon. 

EXPEDITION   OF   NAVAL   SHIPBUILDING 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Automatically,  the  cale4- 
dar  under  rule  vm  comes  before  the  Senate. 

Mr  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  9822.  which  Is  a  b^l 
to  expedite  the  national  defense.  i 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  bill  will  be  read  l^y 

title.  ^.,  i  , 

The  Chief  Clefk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  9822)  to  expedite  navW 
shipbuilding,  and  for  other  purposes.  I 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  i 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  motion  is  not 
batable. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs,  with  amendments. 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  fornial 
--  reading  of  the  bill  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  it  be  read  for 
amendment,  the  amendments  of  the  committee  to  be  first 
considered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection?     The 

Chair  hears  none. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest  that  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  make  an  explanation  of  the  bill,  so  that  we 
may  know  Its  terms  and  Its  implications.  * 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  Is  an  exceedingly 
Important  measure.  It  is  perhaps  the  most  important  and 
far-sweeping  bill  that  has  been  presented  to  the  Congress  at 
this  session  or  any  othe^  session  since  the  World  War.  The 
very  name  of  the  bill  sviggests  its  importance.  "To  expedite 
national  defense."  The  bill  in  general  either  repeals  or 
modifies  or  changes  practically  every  restriction  upon  which 
the  Congress  through  the  years  has  legislated,  for  the  pur- 
jxjse  of  safeguarding  the  Public  Treasury  by  requiring  com- 
petitive bidding  upon  contracts  made  with  the  Government. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  order  in  the 
Chamber? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senate  will  be  In 
;     order.    An  important  matter  is  being  discussed. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  primarily  modifies  or 
repeals  all  those  safeguards  which  we  have  set  up  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  Public  Treasur>-  in  the  expenditure 
of  vast  sums  of  money.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  expediting 
the  building  of  naval  vessels,  and  the  building  of  the  necps- 
.  sary  aircraft  for  our  defense,  in  order  that  with  the  greatest 
possible  expedition  our  Navy  should  be  enlarged,  and.  so  far 
as  vessels  under  contract  are  being  built,  this  bill  would 
provide  for  their  completion  earlier  than  the  dates  called  for 
in  the  contracts. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 
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Mr  LUNDEEN.  A  question  occurs  to  me.  Is  It  possible  to 
protect  our  Navy  and  our  Army  and  our  air  forces  so  that 
they  win  not  be  transferred  to  some  other  power?  I  wish 
to  call  attention  to  just  a  short  sentence  I  uttered  2  days 
ago  and  a  news  report  which  has  just  come  In  from  Europe. 
Two  days  ago  I  stated: 

AnythlnK  that  we  sent  to  France  a  short  time  ago  It  Hltlefs  today. 
And  when  you  WW  the  picture  In  the  Star  the  other  night  showlr.g 
(SiaancS  of  TS^mlllimeter  guna  on  the  deck,  of  a  30.000-ton  French 
llneTgolng  over  to  England  with  our  artlUery-I  take  it.  Practically 
all  our  7y«-I  have  no  aaeurance  th»t  that  artUlery  wUl  not  b« 
Hitlers  m  a  very  short  time. 

Now  let  me  read  the  last  news  dispatch  which  has  just 
been  placed  on  my  desk— this  Is  a  bulletin  from  the  Times- 
Herald  of  Washington.  D.  C: 

TWrNTT   THOUSAND   UtmVO   BTATD   MOTOBS  MZPOnXD   CAPTTmEB 

New  Yoek,  June  21— A  Rome  radio  broadcaat  picked  up  m  Now 
York  by  Columbia  Broadcasting  System  said  today  the  oClclal 
German  News  Agency.  D.  N.  B  .  reported  German  forces  "captured 
400  planes  which  had  Just  arrived  from  America  and  20,000  moUin. 
complete  with  plans  for  mounting."  The  broadcast  said  the  D.  N.  B. 
dispatch  came  'Irom  the  front." 

1  certainly  hope  that  Is  not  correct.  I  hope  It  is  a  false 
report.  If  It  Is  true,  we  are  now  engaged  in  arming  Mr. 
Hitler.  We  sent  these  war  munitions  and  war  materials 
over  there  to  France,  and  I  opposed  that  policy.  Our  de- 
fenses belong  to  America  and  not  to  Europe.  I  cannot  find 
it  in  my  heart  to  vote  the  money  of  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  States  to  build  more  ships,  arms,  and  war  material, 
and  Immediately  transfer  them  to  foreign  flags;  turn  them 
over  to  Europe.  We  have  had  wars  with  several  European 
powers.  Why  send  any  of  them  our  arms  and  ammunition, 
ships,  or  air  fleets?  Where  is  there  any  Americanism  in 
that? 

Mr.   TYDINGS.    Mr.    President,    will    the   Senator   from 
Massachusetts  yield  at  that  point? 
Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  merely  wanted  to  say  that  I  read  the 
same  story  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has  read,  and  in 
two  other  papers  the  number  of  engines  was  given  as  2.000. 
I  think  "20.000"  is  probably  a  misprint,  but  the  principle 
for  which  the  Senator  is  contending  would  be  the  same.  I 
do  not  believe  there  are  20.000  American  airplane  engines 
abroad  yet.  because  I  do  not  believe  there  have  been  that 
many  in  the  country,  but  I  do  think  the  2.000  figure  is  prob- 
ably accurate,  and  for  whatever  the  correction  is  worth. 
I  thought  I  might  suggest  it  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  thank  the  able  Senator  for  that  possi- 
ble correction,  and  let  us  hope  the  number  is  2.000.  But 
let  those  of  us  who  are  on  the  ramparts  of  the  Nation 
guarding  this  America — our  America,  otu-  country,  our  native 
land — protect  our  Navy  and  our  Army  and  air  force  from 
being  dispersed  over  the  earth. 

Our  duty  is  not  to  arm  any  European  nation  against  any 
other  European  nation — that  is  not  oiu:  duty.    Our  duty  Is 
to  America,  our  own  people,  our  own   economy,  our   im- 
employed,  our  own  domestic  problems.    That  is  our  duty. 
In   a   word.   Mr.  President,  our   duty  is   to   keep   America 
strong  over  here — here  in  the  mighty  Western  Hemisphere. 
Mr.  WALSH.    Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  will  be 
satisfied  when  the  bill  is  explained  in  detail,  together  with 
the  amendments  offered,  that  the  Committee  on  Naval  Af- 
fairs has  inserted  in  the  bill  every  conceivable  precaution 
against  the  limitation  or  reduction  in  size  of  our  Navy.    I 
cannot  answer  for  the  Army.    The  committee  of  which  the 
Senator  from  Maryland   [Mr.  TydikosI,  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Gn-LETXEl.  the  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr.  LttcasI, 
the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Hali],  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Davis),  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  John- 
son], and  the  other  gentlemen  of  the  committee  have  spent 

2  to  3  weeks,  day  and  night,  endeavoring  not  to  restrict  the 
extraordinary  and  unusual  powers  proposed  to  be  granted, 
because  we  feel  the  necessity  for  them;  but  to  put  every 
possible  safeguard  into  the  bill  and  see  that  the  taxpayers  are 
not  obliged  to  pay  more  than  is  absolutely  necessary,  and  to 
see  that  there  is  not  in  the  future  any  attempt  made  to  les- 
sen our  defenses  so  far  as  the  Navy  is  concerned. 
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Mr.  VANDENBERO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  I  think  the  whole  Senat*  and  the 
country  have  very  profound  respect  for  the  viewpoint  of  the 
able  Senator  from  Massachusetts  with  respect  to  any  sub- 
ject touching  upon  naval  defense.  He  has  earned  that  posi- 
tion of  authority  in  public  opinion.  Before  the  Senator  leaves 
the  point  raised  by  the  able  Senator  from  Minnesota  I  wish 
to  submit  this  question  to  him:  It  seems  to  me  that  I  read 
in  the  paper  a  few  days  ago  a  very  thrilUngly  vigorous  denun- 
claUon  by  the  able  Senator  from  Massachusetts  against  the 
dissipation  of  our  new  fighting  facilities  through  transfer  to 
others,  and  since  the  question  has  arisen,  even  though  It  is 
not  directly  related  to  the  biU,  I  am  wondering  whether  the 
Senator  would  be  willing  to  say  here  what  I  think  he  has  said 
elsewhere  as  to  his  viewpoint  upon  this  fundamental  matter 
In  respect  to  any  hope  we  may  have  of  building  our  nucleus 
into  an  adequate  defense. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  feel  It  my  duty.  If  the  Senate  so  desires,  to 
answer  the  Senator's  Inquiry  fully  and  somewhat  in  detail. 

During  the  consideration  of  the  pending  and  other  naval 
bills  the  able  Senator  from  CaUfomla  IMr.  Johnson]  sought 
repeatedly  to  get  Information  In  reference  to  the  disposition 
by  the  Navy  and  by  the  Army  of  Government-owned  aircraft. 
We  found  upon  Inquiry  that  the  Navy  had  not  disposed  of  any 
of  its  contracted-for  aircraft,  except  In  one  instance,  namely, 
to  Finland.  I  am  speaking  now  of  information  which  we  had 
up  to  about  a  month  ago.  Additional  information  became 
known  a  few  days  ago. 

We  did  learn  that  there  had  been  a  much  larger  and  much 
more  extensive  canceling  of  deUveries  of  contracts  for  aircraft 
to  the  Army.  The  planes  which  were  needed  in  Eiurope  by  the 
Allies  had  been  more  largely  land  planes  or  Army  planes  than 
Navy  planes,  so  It  did  not  appear  in  the  beginning  to  be  so 
much  of  a  Navy  problem. 

Last  Thursday  afternoon  the  able  Senator  from  California, 
in  the  presence  of  a  naval  officer,  inquired  about  the  rumor 
that  destroyers  in  our  Navy  were  being  transferred,  or  that 
negotiations  were  under  way  for  the  transfer  of  these  naval 
vessels.  We  were  informed  by  the  officer  of  the  Navy  who  was 
present  and  to  whom  the  inquiry  had  been  directed,  that 
nothing  had  been  done  in  the  way  of  releasing  destroyers. 

Thereupon  I  and  other  members  of  the  committee — among 
whom  was  the  distinguished  and  able  Senator  from  Mary- 
land [Mr.  TYDINGS].  who  has  been  a  tower  of  strength  to  me 
in  the  committee  In  this  whole  matter— decided  by  vote  to 
make  inquiry  of  the  President  as  to  just  what  property  of 
the  Navy,  surplus  property  or  other  property,  had  been  dis- 
posed of.  .     „  ^        *L.. 
There  was  present  in  the  room  a  naval  officer  when  this 
executive  vote  was  taken.    The  next  morning,  before  any  letter 
could  be  transmitted  or  information  given.  I  was  called  on  the 
telephone  by  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  informed 
that  11  motor  torpedo  boats  and  12  motor  submarme  chasers, 
making  a  total  of  23  vessels,  had  been  disposed  of.    It  is  need- 
less to  say  that  I  was  shocked.     It  was  the  first  intunation 
that  had  come  to  me  or  any  member  of  my  committee  about 
this  matter.    I  caUed  up  the  chairman  of  the  House  com- 
mittee and  asked  if  he  had  any  Information,  and  he  said  he 
had  not  heard  about  it.                              ^         .       .  ,     *u 
Thereupon  I  called  the  committee  together  and  sent  for  the 
naval  officer  wlio  was  in  the  room  the  day  before,  and  also 
for  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  the  committee 
catechized  them  at  length  as  to  what  property  of  the  Navy 
had  been  disposed  of,  and  also  what  contracts  for  speeding  up 
the  building  of  naval  vessels  or  for  the  building  of  aircraft  had 
been  modified  or  changed  so  as  to  release  these  vessels  and 
airplanes  to  the  Allies. 

We  then  learned  for  the  first  time  that  for  3  months  nego- 
tiations had  been  going  on  for  the  transfer  or  release  of  naval 
property  of  one  kind  or  another— and  I  will  speak  more  In 
detail  of  the  property— of  which  no  Member  of  the  Congress 
had  the  slightest  information  or  knowledge. 

We  learned  that  the  negotiations  began  with  the  release 
about  3  months  ago  of  a  contract  with  the  Du  Pont  Powder 
Co.  for  powder  for  the  Navy.    We  inaulred  from  the  Navy 


if  they  could  afford  to  release  that  powder,  and  they  said  they 
could.  They  said  they  had  a  powder  plant  of  their  own  now 
m  operation,  and  that  plant  was  producing  sufflcicnt  powder 
for  our  naval  uses. 

The  able  Senator  from  Maryland  made  Inquires  as  to  tne 
situation  of  the  Army  with  respect  to  powder,  and  I  shaU  now 
pause  to  have  him  state  what  he  understood  to  be  the  situa- 
tion with  regard  to  powder  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  Is  covering  the  whole  thing  much  better  than 
I  can.  The  Navy  has  a  different  kind  of  powder  than  the 
Army  has.  The  naval  powder  plant  if  at  Indianhead,  Md. 
The  Navy  requires  less  powder  than  the  Army  does,  and  there 
is  sufficient  jwwder  on  hand  and  available  and  In  the  process 
Of  manufacture  to  Uke  care  of  present  and  future  needs  of 
the  Navy. 

With  respect  to  powder  in  the  Army,  the  situation  is  not  so 
favorable.  We  have  had  very  few  powder  plants  in  opera- 
tion In  this  country  since  the  World  War.  A  large  powder 
concern  wanted  to  close  down  one  of  its  powder  plants  be- 
cause It  was  losing  in  the  neighborhood  of  $300,000  a  year 
in  the  manufacture  of  powder,  but  the  Ordnance  Department 
of  the  Army  appealed  to  the  coiApany  to  keep  this  plant  open, 
and  the  plant  has  been  kept  open,  at  a  considerable  financial 
loss.  These  figures  are  accurate,  I  may  say,  and  are  given  to 
me  by  the  Ordnance  Department.  So  we  have  some  Army 
powder  available,  but  there  is  a  shortage  of  powder  among 
the  Allies  and  in  the  United  States.  I  understand  the  Allies 
are  building  powder  plants  of  their  own  to  supply  that  defi- 
ciency, and,  under  a  bill  brought  in  from  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  the  other  day,  our  own  powder  plants  will  be 
enlarged,  I  think,  by  an  appropriation  of  $34,000,000. 

The  truth  is  that  we  will  not  have  enough  powder  to  equip 
and  sustain  a  million  soldiers  for  14  months.  That  is  the 
situation  with  respect  to  the  Army,  but  the  Navy  is  pretty 
well  equipped  with  powder. 

I  have  no  hesitancy  in  making  that  statement  publicly  on 
the  floor  because  I  asked  the  Army  authorities  if  our  lack 
of  powder  was  pretty  well  known  to  foreign  countries,  and 
I  was  told  that  they  knew  as  much  about  it  as  we  did.  So 
I  do  not  feel  that  I  have  done  anyone  an  injury  by  showing 
the  pitiful  condition  of  our  powder  supply  at  this  time. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  we  inquired  about  what  mate- 
rial other  than  powder  had  been  disposed  of.  and  we  found 
that  various  items  of  surplus  naval  material  had  been  dis- 
posed of.  Perhaps  the  law  operates  very  well  In  normal 
peacetimes,  but  unfortunately  there  is  a  law  which  permits 
the  Navy  to  transfer  property  to  the  Army,  and  there  is  prob- 
ably a  similar  law  which  permits  the  Army  to  transfer  to  the 
Navy  property  that  it  may  use.  So  some  property  has  been 
transferred  from  the  Navy  to  the  Army,  and  later  from  the 
Army  transferred  elsewhere. 

The  next  step  was  to  learn  that  there  had  been  50  naval 
plapes  which  were  really  in  use  by  the  Navy  sold  or  turned 
in  fbr  new  planes  to  manufacturers,  who  In  turn  were 
to  sell  them  to  the  Allies,  under  an  agreement  or  contract 
with  the  Navy  Department  that  other  planes  with  the  latest 
improvements  at  a  later  date  would  be  delivered  back  to  the 
Navy.  Prom  my  inquiry  I  learned  that  there  was  no  loss 
financially  to  the  Government  in  that  transaction,  but  I 
assume — I  do  not  know  that  I  should  assume  it.  but  apparently 
the  contractor  or  manufacturer  of  airplanes  sold  them  to 
some  foreign  government,  at  what  price  I  do  not  know,  but  he 
is  botmd  to  return  an  equal  niunber  to  our  Government,  with- 
out additional  cost,  or  just  a  normal  amount 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Ten  dollars. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Ten  dollars.    The  value  of  those  planes  I 
found  out  from  the  Navy  Department  to  be  as  follows: 
Aircraft  transferred  on  exchange  basis: 
Forty-nine  SBC-4  airplanes,  complete,  valued  ^t  $2,281,- 
163.19. 
Ten  R-1820-34  spare  engines.  $82,558.10. 
Eleven   spare  propellers  for   SBC-4   airplanes,  structtiral 
spares.  $254,031.60. 
A  total  of  $3,141^04.25. 
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In  ansi^er  to  another  question  as  to  what  the  Initial  cost  of 
the  50  airplanes  was,  I  received  these  ngures: 

Five  at  $39,546.90. 

Twenty-three  at  $48,850.79. 
•    Twenty-two  at  $47,892.12. 

The  difference  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  airplanes  were 
purchased   under  three  contracts,  one  considerably   earlier 

than  the  others.  _^^    ^    ^ 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

.-:    Mr.  WA1£H.    I  yield. 

-  Mr  CLARK  of  Missovui.  While  It  may  be  true  that  there 
Is  no  financial  loss  involved  to  the  Government  in  this  trans- 
fer, there  Is  a  considerable  loss  of  time.  Is  there  not.  Involved 
in  the  matter  of  the  planes  being  replaced? 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  committee  Inquired  with  respect  to 
that,  and  the  answer  was  that  there  would  be  at  least  6 
months'  delay,  extending  to  9  months. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  So  If  a  situation  were  to  arise 
In  South  America,  or  Central  America,  or  at  the  Panama 
Canal  in  which  we  needed  those  planes,  we  would  be  strictly 
out  of  luck  for  the  period  within  which  they  could  not  be 
replaced;  Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  WALSH.  One  of  the  reasons  why  I  protested  this 
matter  and  others  was  the  matter  of  secrecy;  not  that  it 
had  been  surreptitious,  as  it  has  been  stated  in  the  press,  but 
because  of  secrecy.  Second,  because  of  the  inconsistency  of 
our  asking  the  contractors  to  speed  up  their  manufacture  of 
planes  when  contracts  for  planes  were  being  canceled  and 
delays  brought  about  accordingly.  It  Is  only  fair  to  say 
that  the  Navy  officials  very  strenuously  Insist  that  In  the  end 
we  shall  get  better  planes  as  a  result  of  this  deal,  and  that 
there  will  be  more  modem  Improvements.  I  wish  to  be  fair 
about  this  and  present  their  vleu-polnt.  I  think  I  ought  to 
■  say  that  since  this  matter  has  become  public  there  Is  a 
universal  feeling— and  I  am  pleased  to  note  It,  even  in  the 
Navy — that  It  was  a  mistake  not  to  inform  the  committees. 
at  least,  of  these  transfers  or  changes  In  naval  contracts. 

With  respect  to  airplanes,  I  ought  to  say  that  the  Informa- 
tion was  given  to  the  public,  and  was  In  the  press,  so  It  was 
not  given  at  any  time  to  our  committee.  I  think  I  am  correct 
in  that  statement. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.   WALSH.    The  press   had  cr.rried   a   story   about   50 
planes.   So  far  as  I  know,  they  were  the  only  property  actually 
In  our  possession,  which  we  were  using,  and  for  which  we  had 
pilots,  which  was  released.    Is  not  that  correct? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH.     I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  in  a  moment. 
With  respect  to  the  other  properties  which  I  shall  discuss, 
there  were  changes  in  contracts,  postponing  the  time  of  de- 
livery. In  order  that  the  Allies  might  be  helped. 

Let  me  say  that  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  have  no  objec- 
tion whatever  to  private  Industries  In  this  country,  or  persons 
of  creat  wealth.  gl\1ng  their  money  and  their  goods  and 
doing  everything  possible  to  help  the  Allies  win  the  war;  but 
my  concern  is.  how  far  can  our  Government  go  in  permitting 
war  materials  to  go  to  the  Allies  without  Impairing  its  own 
defenses?  I  do  not  know  of  any  better  expression  to  use  than 
^one  used  recently  in  a  letter  to  me:  j 

Who  ever  heard  of  a  defenseless  country  having  war  surpluses?' 

I  think  that  expression  covers  the  situation.  If  we  are 
fully  equipped.  If  we  have  plenty  of  material,  we  may  thai 
take  some  action,  with  the  full  approval  of  Congress,  to  help 
the  Allies.  | 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland.  | 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  know  the  Senator  would 
want  this  bit  of  information  inserted  in  the  Record,  with  tljie 
very  cogeftt  explanation  he  has  made  as  to  what  the  Navy 
offered  as  reasons  why  the  planes  should  be  turned  In,  in 
order  that  nothing  may  be  withheld  from  the  Congress.  Witlti- 
out  attejnpting  to  defend  the  Na\-7  Department.  I  should  like 
to  have  the  Congress  know  that  the  Navy  Department  cfHciajls 
stated  that  when  they  set  up  schools  for  the  more  rapid  trali- 
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ing  of  additional  aviaUon  personnel  they  had  no  one  to  fly 
these  particular  planes,  because  the  men  who  had  flo^n  them 
had  been  taken  as  instructors  In  the  new  air  school,  and 
that  therefore,  as  the  planes  were  not  being  used  at  all.  it 
seemed  a  good  time  to  turn  them  In  and  obtain  new  and  im- 
proved planes.  Inasmuch  as  it  Is  the  policy  of  the  Navy  De- 
partment to  keep  modernizing  Its  planes  all  the  time. 

That  was  the  reason  given  to  the  committee.  I  do  not  say 
that  It  Is  a  good  or  bad  reason.  I  simply  offer  It  to  supplement 
the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WALSH.    That  was  not  the  earlier  reason  given. 

Mr  TYDINGS.    That  was  the  last  reason. 

Mr.  WALSH.    That  was  the  reason  given  yesterday.     It 

escaped  my  mind. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 
Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri. 
vanced  with  regard  to  the  sale  of  the 
vessels,  is  it? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  merely  wanted  to  clear  up  the  matter 
about  the  planes  first. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  understand;  but  the  Navy  De- 
partment itself  does  not  advance  that  alibi  with  regard  to 
the  very  latest  type  of  naval  vessels,  which  have  not  yet  even 
been  delivered  to  the  United  States  Government. 
Mr.  GILLETTE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  While  the  Senator  is  on  the  subject  of 
the  50  naval  planes,  la:  me  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
when  the  committee  held  hearings  on  this  particular  bill  some 
2  weeks  ago  a  highly  placed  naval  officer  testified,  if  I  correctly 
recall,  that  there  was  no  plan  or  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Navy  to  make  a  transfer  of  the  kind  which  has  just  taken 
place.  Day  before  yesterday  the  same  officer.  In  response  to 
cur  Inquiry  as  to  why  the  transfer  had  taken  place,  infornjed 
us  that  he  had  l)een  requested  by  a  higher  authority  to  make 
a  survey  of  property  with  a  view  to  a  transaction  of  this  kind, 
if  the  property  could  be  spared. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  When  the  able  Senator  speaks  of  6 
months  and  9  months.  I  assume  he  Is  speaking  on  the  basis 
of  information  furnished  the  committee.  I  have  taken  the 
precaution  to  talk  with  some  of  our  greatest  experts  In  avi- 
ation. I  have  personally  talked  with  MaJ.  Al  Williams  and 
others  on  the  matter,  and  they  tell  me  that  these  planes 
and  other  planes  which  we  have  transferred  are  the  latest 
and  best  planes  and  bombers  we  have,  and  that  they  prob- 
ably cannot  be  replaced  within  18  months.  That  is  not  pro- 
tecting our  ccimtry.  The  Naval  Affairs  Committee  Is  not  to 
be  blamed,  but  someone  must  take  the  responsibility  for 
giving  away  cur  defenses.  Someone  in  high  position  is 
surely  to  blame.  The  press  gives  the  impression  that  Secre- 
tary of  War  Woodring  has  vigorously  protested  this  policy. 
If  this  be  true,  he  deserves  great  credit  In  sacrificing  his 
position  for  his  conviction. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  did  not  get  the  impression  that  they  were 
the  latest  and  most  modem  planes.  Representative  Maas 
of  the  House,  who  is  a  reserve  officer  in  the  Marine  Corps, 
says  they  are  the  latest  and  most  modern  bombing  planes  we 
have  In  the  Navy.  The  Senator  Is  correct  In  the  statement 
that  18  months  are  required  to  build  a  bombing  plane,  which 
is  one  of  the  most  expensive  and  valuable  types  of  planes. 
I  obtained  the  impression — although  I  do  not  think  we  went 
into  the  details  of  just  how  valuable  the  planes  were — that 
the  Navy  did  not  consider  them  the  most  valuable,  or  neces- 
sarily the  most  Important  military  planes. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  officers  told  the 
committee  that  in  the  course  of  time,  war  or  no  war,  the 
planes  would  be  turned  In  In  exchange  for  more  modem 
planes;  and  that  inasmuch  as  they  had  nobody  to  fly  them, 
there  could  be  no  better  time  to  turn  them  in  than  right  now. 
I,  of  course  have  not  checked  up  on  that  statement. 
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Ur  WALSH.    Mr.  President,  let  us  come  now  to  the  next 

Important  Item  about  which  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
fMr.  VAKDEWEtsc]  inquired— the  23  naval  vessels.  The  press 
has  had  much  to  say  about  them,  emphasizing  my  own  indig- 
nation and  that  of  the  committee  of  the  attempt  to  surrender 

On  a  certain  afternoon  last  week  we  had  before  us  a  naval 
officer  We  talked  about  destroyers,  and  he  vehemently  said 
that  the  Na\7  would  never  give  up  its  destroyers;  that  we 
would  not  be  equipped  for  war  for  two  years,  and  that  the 
Na\T  would  not  approve  of  such  action.  We  compUmented 
him.  and  said.  "That  is  a  fine  spirit,  and  we  are  glad  to 
know  of  It."  He  remained  silent  as  to  anything  else.  He 
was  not  asked  any  questions  about  anything  else.  But  the 
next  morning  he  reported  to  his  superiors  that  the  committee 
was  uneasy  about  transfers  of  naval  property  and  supplies 
of  one  kind  and  another,  and  that  he  thought  the  Depart- 
ment ought  to  report  to  the  committee  in  reference  to  the 
mosquito-fleet  vessels. 

The  next  morning  I  received  a  call  from  the  Acting  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy.  Mr.  Compton.  in  which  he  informed  me 
that  the  day  before  the  Na\-y  had  modified  its  contracts  with 
the  shipbuilding  company  at  New  Jersey,  so  that  the  23  ves- 
sels when  completed— the  first  one  being  completed  in  about 
2  months-cculd  be  delivered  to  the  Allies,  and  that  cur 
Government  would  delay  acceptance  or  delivery  to  it  of  the  2S 

vessels 

The  committee  sent  for  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Na%7. 
and  also  the  naval  officer  referred  to.  and  we  catechized  them 
in  reference  to  the  whole  matter.  We  then  for  the  first  tune 
discovered  that  negotiations  for  transferring  material  had 
been  going  on  for  3  months.  Negotiations  for  J^e  mosqi^to 
fleet  had  been  in  progress  for  3  weeks,  and  we  felt  that  it  was 
only  by  the  merest  accident  that  we  had  made  the  inquiry 
the  night  before  and  had  received  this  information.  J  think 
it  is  only  fair  to  say  that  the  officers  of  the  Navy  did  not 
give  to  these  vessels  the  importance  and  value  given  to  them 
by  some  members  of  the  committee. 

There  is  a  rather  interesting  history  m  that  connection. 
It  wiU  be  recalled  that  during  the  Ethiopian  War  it  was 
discovered  by  the  British  Navy  that  Italy  had  a  large  number 
of  small,  fast-moving  boats,  which  could  speed  over  the  water 
rapidly,  fire  a  torpedo,  and  then  disappear.  It  came  to  the 
attention  of  our  Navy,  the  English  Na\T.  and  other  authori- 
ties In  the  bill  of  1938  we  provided  $15,000,000  for  experi- 
ments with  small  vessels  having  a  speed  of  40  knots  suchas 
motor  submarine  chasers  and  motor  torpedo  boats  The 
Navy  had  put  out  to  competition  among  all  the  builders  of 
ships  to  the  country  requests  for  models  of  vessels  of  tWs 
type  which  would  be  useful.  As  a  result  we  have  been  build- 
ing 16  They  are  of  various  types.  They  are  all  experimental. 
Some  of  them  are  constructed  partly  of  aluminum  Some  are 
S^wood.  and  some  of  steel.  These  vessels  are  still  in  process 
of  try-out.  and  the  Na%T  has  not  decided  upon  any  parUcular 
tvne  to  manufacture  for  its  fieet. 

It  did  get  from  the  Enghsh  a  model  of  this  type  of  vessel, 
which  we  purchased,  but  rather  than  delay  the  completion  of 
the  16  various  experimental  types  a  contract  was  made  in 
December  last  for  24.  12  of  each  of  these  vessels  of  the 
English  ts-pe.  with  some  improvements  which  our  own  naval 
officers  were  able  to  suggest. 

These  vessels  are  the  ones.  23  of  them,  which  were  involved 
in  this  transaction,  which,  I  am  happy  to  say.  is  now  ended, 
and.  to  my  opmlon,  the  contracts  for  their  delivery  to  other 
than  our  own  Na%T  will  not  be  changed  or  modified.  I  will 
make  further  mention  concerning  that  to  a  few  moments. 

In  my  opinion,  their  value  lies  in  that  they  are  harbor 
defense  boats.  The  theory  of  their  usefutoess  is  that  there 
wUl  be  a  large  number  to  the  harbors  of  Boston.  Philadelphia 
Baltimore.  San  Francisco.  New  York,  and  other  pcrts^nd 
they  will  be  able  to  detect  the  presence  of  submarines.  There 
IS  a  very  fine  instrument  on  submarine  chasers  whereby  the 
presence  of  a  submarine  can  be  detected  under  ^'ater.  and 
the  torpedo  boat  will  be  useful  to  firing  torpedoes  and  getting 
away  quickly  from  an  enemy  raider  of  the  commercial  type 
or  possibly  even  from  a  warship  of  one  ktod  or  another.    It 
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is  this  type  of  vessel  that  the  press  reported  a  few  days  ago 
was  used  by  the  Italians  In  stoktog  a  French  cruiser. 

As  I  have  said,  the  contractJi  required  a  building  vrovrnmol 
from  9  months  to  a  year  or  more.  The  first  boat  under  tWj 
contract  was  to  be  deUvered  in  October;  so.  of  course,  none  ol 
them  could  be  delivered  to  the  Allies  until  then,  anyway. 
Then  they  are  delivered  to  succession,  and  it  will  take,  per- 
haps, several  months  more  before  the  24  shaU  be  completed. 

After  the  matter  was  made  pubUc.  and  the  committee  re- 
ceived the  above  toformatlon.  at  the  committee's  request,  i 
asked  the  Judge  Advocate  General's  Office  of  the  Navy  De- 
partment to  inform  us  as  to  all  laws  relattog  to  the  disposiUon 
of  naval  vessels  and  naval  surplus  supplies.  I  have  a  com- 
munication from  him  before  me.  and  ask  that  it  be  inserted 
to  the  Record  at  this  point.  .    .  x 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  to  the  chair). 
Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  letter  referred  to  is  as  follows:  ' 


Navt  Depaktment, 
OmCt  OF  THE  Sbceetabt. 
Washington.  June  14,  1940. 
Mt  Dea«  Mr.  Chmrman:  In  compliance  with  your  request,  and 
that  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  for  information  as  to  the 
laws  governing  the  sale  of  naval  vessels  and  naval  ^a^^^^,,^^ 
fcUovrtng  brief  digest  of  the  appUcable  statutes  Is  submitted  below. 

viz: 

NAVAL   VESSELS 

The  act  of  August  5.  1882  (title  34.  U.  8.  C,  sec.  491).  directs 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  have  periodical  examination  made 
of  all  naval  vessels  by  boards  of  naval  oScers.  ^^ilch^ards 
shall  make  written  report  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  to  which 
S  s^i^veLTare  unfit  for  further  service,  stating  the  grounds  and 
reasons  for  their  opinion.  If  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  concurs 
In^^oplnlon  with  said  report,  he  is  required  to  strike  the  name 
or  names  of  such  vessels  from  the  Navy  Register  and  report  the 

'"?Se'°ac?of''MSr3.  1883  (title  34.  U.  8.  C.  sec.  492).  author- 
iz^  the  sale  of  vessels  stricken  from  the  Navy  Register  under 
^tlon  491.  supra,  after  appraisal,  provided  the  Secretary  of  the 
?^vy  deem;  it  for  the  best  interests  of  the  United  States  to  sell 
Them  Aner  appraisal  the  vessels  are  required  to  be  advertised  for 
^al^  prcpcsal?  foVTperlod  not  less  than  3  months  with  specified 
SuTremeSts  ai  to  guarantee,  etc.  The  act  provides  for  the  sale 
of^r^-^U  to  the  person  offering  the  highest  price  therefor  above 
SeanoraS  value,  but  permits  a  departure  from  the  manner  of 
SI  sal?  aSff  Jr  1^  than  the  appraised  value,  on  written  authority 

"'-SI  ^S^August  29.  1916  (title  34.  U.  8.  C.  sec.  4W).  author- 
iz^the  s^e  of  any  or  aU  auxiliary  ships  of  the  Navy  classi- 
i^  as  couJers.  ttansports.  tenders,  supply  ships,  si^ial  types,  and 
hSpt^afSi^  18  ve^s  and  over  in  age.  that  the  Secretary  deems 
Si^  to  present  needs  of  the  Navy  at  a  price  not  less  than  50 
percent  of  their  original  cost. 

NAVAL   MATERIAL 

The  act  of  August  5.  1882.  as  amended  by  the  act  of  June  15. 
1B3?  (tme  34  U  S.  C.  sec.  544.  Sup.  V).  provides  that  no  old 
^er^Sf  the  Navy  shall,  after  August  5.  1882.  be  sold  or  ex- 
STanred  If  it  cL  bTprofitably  used  in  the  construction  or  repair 
of  vSs  their  machinery,  armor,  armament,  or  equipment.  When 
si^^d  material  cannot  be  profitably  used  it  must  be  aPPralfed 
Ind  sold  at  public  auction  after  public  notice  and  advertisement 
shall  have  b^n  given  according  to  law  under  such  requlrementt 
Sd  reflations,  Ind  In  such  manner  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 

""^i^^t' authorizes  the  sale  of  surplus  scrap  metals  of  the  Navy 
to^ch<S  and  colleges  for  vocational  training  at  the  prices 
*»«tBhllRhed  for  issue  to  naval  activities. 

^e  act  of  iune  30.  1890  (tiUe  34.  U.  8.  C.  sec.  543)  futhcnlzes 
the  sale  cf  condemned  naval  supplies,  stores,  and  materials  by  pub- 
S  auction  or  by  advertisement  for  sealed  proposals  for  the  purchase 

^^Sfact  of  July  9.  1918  (title  40.  U.  8.  C.  sec.  314).  authorizes 
thp  PrPKident  to  sell  by  the  head  of  any  executive  department  war 
^oP^^sSuired  during  the  World  War.  Including  the  sale  to  any 
f^racn  st^orgovemment  engaged  in  war  against  any  govern- 
Senrwlth  whTch^he  United  States  Is  at  war.  'n.e  B^les  of  gu^ 
Tnd  ammunition  under  the  authority  of  this  section  is  limited  to 
Sfher  departments  of  the  Ciovernment  end  to  f°rel8°,fa^5i°/ gov- 
ernments engaged  in  war  against  any  8°^/™"^??^,^"^  Rifie  Asso! 
TTr.4t«»rt  =tit«»<«  Is  at  war  and  to  members  of  the  National  Kine  asso- 
Sal  S  and  otSer  r7«^gnized  associations  organized  in  the  United 
SU  es  fSr  the  encouragement  of  small-arms  target  practice _. 
House  Joint  Resolution  367,  recently  approved  by  both  Houses 
of  the  Confess,  authorized  the  construction  of  war  vessels  for 
louth  Amer^n  republics  in  the  United  States  navy  yards  and  the 
manSfaSIre  and  Lie  of  armament,  equipment,  and  antiaircraft. 
artiUery.  and  ammunition  to  such  governments. 

MOTOR   TORPEDO    BOATS 

With  reference  to  the  question  of  motor  torpedo  boats.  It  Is  the 
opmicn^f  S  Navy  Department  that  a  motor  torpedo  boat  is  • 
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naval  veael  within  the  pxirview  of  the  Uws  appUcable  to  the  lale 

°' iol'^y^vT^n  desiml  to  Inrlte  attention  to  the  / "^l^*^*!,  J"  ^« 
caM  of  motor  torpedo  boat.  No.  9.  which  has  not  yet  tjeen  delivered^ 
DO  payment  thereon  haa  been  made  to  date,  and  no  P«y™e°^  .^^fV^ 
made  until  delivered  to  the  Government.  This  motor  torpedo  boat 
wUl  not  become  a  naval  vessel,  of  course,  until  such  deliveij. 

In  the  ca«e  of  other  motor  torpedo  boats  under  contract  no 
delivery  has  been  made  to  this  Ooveniment  and  under  a  change 
in  the  contract  It  U  proposed  to  approve  the  deferred  delivery 
of  certain  of  these  motor  torpedo  boats.  „,r.«iiA« 

With  reference  to  the  question  of  the  return  oL*^'  "^fP"^ 
•uch  as  airplanes,  vehicles,  engines,  etc..  to  the  contractors  as  part 
pHnent  for  new  material  of  the  same  character,  this  authority  Is 
l^d  in  title  10.  United  States  Code,  and  In  supplement  5,  United 
States  Code,  title  10.  relating  to  the  Army  aa  'Pj^o^^^^     .,    .    „ 

••Pa«  1272  MotOT  vehicles,  aircraft,  etc.:  Motor-propelled  ve- 
hicles airplanes,  engines,  and  parts  thereof  may  be  exchanged  In 
Sart  payment  for  new  equlpoient  of  the  ""^^^"i"^,^?^^;" 
to  be  used  for  the  same  purpose  as  those  proposed  to  be  exchanged 
(May  12,  1917.  c.  12.  40  Stat   43). 

"Pa«  1271a.  Same:  Machines  and  tools  pertaining  to  coristruc- 
tion^  eic..  of  ordnance  to  materiel:  The  Secretary  of  War  Is  h"eby 
authorized  to  exchange  obsolete,  unsuitable,  and  unserviceable 
machine  and  tools,  and  parts  thereof,  pertaining  to  the  manufac- 
^re  or  "pair  of  ordinance  materiel  for  use  In  the  nation^  defe^. 
for  new  machines  and  tools  of  the  same  or  equivalent  general  char- 
acter (May  11.  1939.  c    122,  63  Stat.  739)." 

^e  «ippnes  between  the  Army  and  t^%NYy  n|*y  Je  tater- 
changed  under  the  authority  of  paragraph  1274,  title  10.  United 
States  Code,  as  follows:  m— • 

••Pa«.  1274  Interchange  of  supplies  between  Army  and  Navy. 
The  interchange  without  compensation  therefor  of  mllltan^  rtores 
supplies,  and  equipment  of  every  character,  deluding  ^al  Mtate 
owned  by  the  Government.  Is  hereby  authorized  between  the  Army 
Ind  the  Navy  upon  the  request  of  the  head  of  one  service  and 
«rtth  the  approval  of  the  head  of  the  other  service  (July  11.  1919. 
C.  9.  41  Stat    132)." 

Sincerely  yotirs. 

Lkwts  Comptok. 

The  Chadimak,  CoMMrma  ow  Naval  Aitaim.  j 

*°"  '^  '  United  State3  Senate.  I 

Mr' WALSH  I  cannot  take  credit  for  it  to  myself,  but  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  RepresentaUves  [Mr.  Case  of  South 
Dakota]  cited  the  day  foUowing  a  law  which  makes  Ulegal  the 
act  of  sending  naval  vessels  out  of  the  country  while  we  are  a 
neutral  and  subjects  to  severe  penalty  anyone  who  would  be  a 
party  to  such  an  act.  That  law,  I  think,  ought  to  be  read 
now.    It  was  passed  on  June  15,  1917.  and  Is  as  foUows: 

.  Rw  9  DurtnK  a  war  In  which  the  United  States  U  a  neutral 
natton    Itlhall  be  unlawful  to  send  out  of  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 

.  United  States  any  vessel  built,  armed,  or  equipped  as  a  vessel  of 
^Tt  inverted  irom  a  private  vessel  ^^o  »  ves^l  of  war  with 
«ny  intent  or  under  any  agreement  or  contract,  written  or  oral; 
that  «ich  Vewel  shall  be  delivered  to  a  belligerent  nation,  or  to  an 
SJnt  officer,  or  citizen  of  such  nation,  or  with  reasonable  cai«. 
to  Seil^^that  the  said  vessel  shall  or  will  be  employed  In  the 
s^rvlS.  of  any  such  belligerent  nation  after  lt«  departure  from  th^ 
Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  .  .  _,   .*.,J 

S«c«  Whoever  In  violation  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  this 
titJe  shall  take  or  attempt  or  conspire  to  take  or  authorize  the 
taking  of  any  such  vessel  out  of  port  or  from  the  jurisdiction  of 
thT  United  SUtes  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  110,000  or  Im- 
n^ned  for  not  more  than  5  years  or  both.  and.  In  addition,  such 
veasel  her  tackle,  apparel,  furniture,  equipment,  and  her  cargo 
ahaU  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States. 

Upon  obtaining  information  as  to  this  law  I  asked  the 
Judge  Advocate  <3eneral*s  OfHce  if  there  had  been  any  modi- 
fication or  change  or  repeal  of  this  law.  and  he  Informed  me 
there  had  not  been  and  that  it  is  in  effect  at  the  presentj 
time.  . 

I  think  it  Is  only  fair  to  say  that  those  who  were  proceed- 
ing to  modify  this  contract  for  the  purpose  of  transferring 
certain  ships  did  not  know  of  this  law.  and  if  they  did.  of 
course,  they  are  subject  to  a  penalty:  but  I  am  told  that  the 
Attorney  General  has  given  no  opinion  to  the  Government 
upon  this  matter 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  They  are  subject  to  a  penalty 
whether  they  knew  about  the  law  or  not.  are  they  not? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Ignorance  of  the  law  excuses  no  man.  But 
I  think  it  Is  important  to  know  that  the  discovery  of  this 
law.  in  my  opinion,  will  dispose  of  the  whole  matter,  and 
there  will  be  tro  attempt  made  to  cancel  the  Government's 
contract  for  these  vessels. 

That  embraces  the  story  in  reference  to  the  disposition  of 
naval  property.  I  know  nothing  about  what  has  been  done 
by  the  Army. 
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I  think  I  should  call  attention  to  a  matter  to  which  I  dis- 
like to  refer,  but  I  am  impelled  to  do  so  because  of  what  I 
feel  is  a  growing  tendency  that  ought  to  be  stopped;  and 
I   as  a  member  of  the  majority  party,  want  to  help  to  stop 
it  rather  than  have  the  opposition  party  blame  us  or  lay 
the  charge  of  indifference  against  us.     When  I  f  ^ed  for 
that  information  in  a  letter  there  came  a  return  letter  which 
I  should  like  to  put  in  the  Record  but  cannot  for  a  reason 
I  wUl  state  later.    However.  I  received  from  the  Navy  De- 
partment all  the  information  I  requested.    I  have  not  given 
it  all  to  the  Senate.    I  have  given  that  which  appeared  in 
the  evidence  before  my  committee.    The  return  letter  was 
marked  ••ConfidenUal."  which  I  interpret  to  mean  that  I 
should  not  disclose  it.  and  that  the  Congress,  and  the  people 
of  America  should  not  have  this  knowledge.    I  was  shocked 
on  another  occasion  in  our  committee  by  an  officer  of  the 
Navy,  a  very  intelligent  and  well-meaning  officer— I  do  not 
make  any  personal  charge  against  him— who.  when  I  said 
"We  want  an  amendment  to  this  bill  that  wiU  require  re- 
ports to  be  made  to  Congress  on  this  matter,"  replied  to  me. 
"My  reaction  to  that  is  that  it  is  interfering  with  the  Execu- 
tive authority."    I  say  to  you.  gentlemen,  no  truer  or  more 
profound  words  of  warning  were  ever  uttered  on  this  noor  than 
those  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  a  few  days  ago  against 
bureaucracy.    There  is  something  instinctive  in  men  who  get 
into  these  bureau  positions,  none  of  them  answerable  to  the 
electorate,  which  causes  them  to  think  they  are  not  respon- 
sible to  the  Congress.    I  believe  the  naval  officers  who  have 
proceeded  to  act  in  the  manner  which  has  been  described 
here  really  felt  they  had  no  obligation  to  the  Congress,  or 
the  people  of  the  United  States:  that  the  Congress  exists 
only  to  put  its  hands  into  the  pockets  of  the  American  peo- 
ple, and  turn  the  money  over  to  departments  or  bureaus, 
and  we  are  to  ask  no  questions.    I  think  the  Navy  and  Army 
have,  perhaps,  been  less  chargeable  with  such  an  attitude 
than  some  other  departments  of  the  Government;  I  have 
the  highest  respect  for  the  Navy  and  Navy  officers;   but  I 
tell  you,  gentlemen.  I  have  been  greatly  disturbed  to  learn 
that  officials  of  our  Government  entertained  the  feeling  that 
we  are  interfering  with  their  prerogatives:   that  Congress 
ought  not  to  ask  questions;  that  it  is  possibly  impertinent  for 
us  to  make  inquiries — perhaps  I  should  not  say  that,  but  I 
think  they  are  surprised  that  any  committee  of  Congress 
should  do  so.    Their  attitude  seems  to  be  "Give  us  the  money 
and  let  us  go  ahead."    That  has  made  our  problem  In  con- 
nection with  this  bill  very  much  harder,  because  in  the 
measure  we  are  letting  down  the  bars  completely,  though  we 
have  tried,  as  best  we  could,  to  provide  some  safeguards 
which  will  appear  later,  such  as  the  condition  that  reports 
shall  be  made  to  Congress  of  the  transactions  which  may 
take  place.    I  do  not  mean  to  apply  this  statement  particu- 
larly to  the  Navy,  but  I  do  want  to  protest  the  growing 
sentiment  in  some  of  the  departments  that  Congress  exists 
merely  to  provide  money  for  various  bureaus,  but   not  to 
check  up  on  them,  to  follow  up  their  transactions,  or  to 
seek  to  challenge  their  expenditures  or  methods.    They  are 
unmindful  that  they  are  agents  of  the  Congress;  that  their 
powers  are  defined  by  the  Congress;  and  that  Congress  can 
strip  them  of  their  powers  at  any  time. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  desire  to  pry  into  mat- 
ters that  took  place  in  executive  session  of  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee,  but  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts, if  he  is  at  liberty  to  answer  the  question,  to  tell  us 
whether  he  has  been  able  to  ascertain  to  what  extent  the 
officers  of  the  Navy  are  responsible  for  the  sale  of  ships  and 
the  determination  of  the  naval  policy,  and  to  what  extent 
they  have  been  ordered  to  do  so  by  higher  authority  and  have 
simply  obeyed  in  their  capacity  as  officers  of  the  Navy  sub- 
ject to  the  orders  of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  I  should  like 
also  to  ask  the  Senator,  if  he  Is  at  liberty  to  answer  the 
question,  whether  the  naval  officers  and  naval  officials  who 
appeared  before  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  stated  that  this 
was  on  their  own  initiative  or  on  orders  of  the  Commander 
in  Chief. 
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Mr.  WALSH.  I  will  answer  the  question,  because  I  feel 
that  every  Member  of  this  body  has  a  right  to  know  what  I 
know,  and  a  right  to  know  what  the  other  members  of  the 
committee  know,  even  in  executive  session.  Had  not  the  mat- 
ter involved  in  the  questions  and  the  suggestions  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri  been 
disclosed.  I  would  have  moved  an  executive  session  so  that 
this  matl!er  could  have  been  discussed,  but  because  of  the  fact 
that  it  has  been  all  opened  up  in  the  press  and  distorted  in 
various  ways.  I  felt  that  that  was  not  necessary. 

Now  I  will  answer  the  Senator  from  Missouri.  I  asked 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy  on  what  authority  he  had 
taken  the  action  he  did  in  reference  to  these  vessels.  By  the 
way  one  naval  officer  questioned  the  use  of  the  word  "vessels." 
He  said  these  were  boats,  not  vessels.  So  we  have  boats  going 
around  with  devices  to  detect  submarines,  and  we  have  boats 
that  are  not  vessels  going  around,  equipped  to  discharge 

torpedoes.  .     ,    ^  ^.    .  . 

I  called  this  naval  officers'  attention  to  the  fact  that  In  my 
report  to  the  Congress  on  the  bill  to  build  vessels,  the  Navy 
had  enumerated  among  the  naval  vessels  that  were  being 
built  the  very  vessels  to  which  I  referred.  I  forgot  to  add 
that  when  these  23  vessels  leave  the  country,  if  they  do.  there 
will  not  be  another  modem  vessel  of  that  type  here  m  case  we 
are  engaged  in  war.  We  have  not  built  any  vessels  of  that 
type  in  20  years.  We  would  be  stripped  of  every  single  vessel 
for  doing  that  particular  defense  work,  whatever  its  value 

may  be. 

I  now  come  back  to  the  Senator's  question. 
I  asked  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  "On  what  law 
did  you  rely  to  do  this?"  He  very  properly  answered,  on  the 
general  law  that  we  had  given  them,  under  which  the  Navy 
Department  and  the  War  Department  and  practically  every 
other  department  have  a  right  to  modify  or  change  con- 
tracts Now.  Senators,  see  how  careful  we  shall  have  to  be 
in  our  legislation.  They  have  a  right  to  modify  or  change 
their  contracts.  So,  all  these  transactions  have  been  based, 
net  on  any  legal  authority— for  they  have  none— to  dis- 
pose of  any  property  except  surplus,  but  upon  the  fact  that 
they  have  authority  to  modify  or  change  contracts.  Who  in 
Gcd's  name,  in  Congress  or  in  the  country,  thought,  when 
such  a  power  was  given,  that  these  contracts  for  our  own 
protection  would  be  modified  or  changed  in  order  to  assist 
one  side  or  the  other,  or  all  sides,  of  belligerents  at  war? 

The  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy  said  that  was  the  rea- 
son and  the  law.  Then  I  asked.  "Did  you  consult  with 
anybody,  or  did  anybody  request  you  or  urge  you  to  cancel 
these  contracts?"  He  said.  "No."  Then  I  said.  "You  your- 
self are  taking  full  responsibility  for  this  act?"  "Yes.  sir,"  he 
said.  I  said.  "And  you  say  on  your  own  responsibility  that  this 
was  done  without  consulting  the  Commander  in  Chief  or 
anybody  else  except  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  Is 
the  negotiator  with  the  representatives  of  the  Allies  in  the 
disposiUon  of  the  surplus  and  other  property?"  He  said, 
"Yes."  I  must  say  that  he  took  full  and  complete  responsi- 
bility for  the  whole  matter. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  asked  the  Sen- 
ator the  question  because  of  the  fact  that  a  few  days  after 
this  testimony  of  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy  before 
the  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  the  secretary  to  the  Presi- 
dent gave  out  a  statement  in  which  he  said  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  himself  had  been  fully  and  di- 
rectly responsible  for  this  transfer,  and  that  he  had  made 
it  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Navy  Department  and 
the  Treasury  Department.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Treas- 
ury Department  has  to  do  with  ordering  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment and  the  War  Department  around,  but  that  was  the 
statement  given  out  from  the  White  House.  In  view  of  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  it  seems  to 
me  that  either  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  the 
secretary  to  the  President  has  been  somewhat  less  than 
frank  with  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate  and 
with  the  people  of  the  United  States  en  an  extremely 
important  matter. 

I  asked  the  Senator  this  question  because  it  was  in  evi- 
dence before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  when  I  was  a 


member  of  that  committee  something  over  a  year  ago  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  gone  over  the  head  of 
the  War  Department,  and.  over  the  protest  of  the  Chief 
of  Staff  and  the  Secretary  of  War.  had  arranged  for  the 
'sale  of  certain  airplanes. 

It  seems  to  me  that  when  we  go  to  blaming  the  War  De- 
partment, the  General  Staff  of  the  Army,  and  the  General 
Staff  of  the  Navy  for  things  they  have  done,  we  ought  to  be 
very  certain  that  we  are  blaming  them  for  something  for 
which  they  are  responsible,  because,  of  course,  we  always 
have  to  remember  that  when  the  representatives  of  the 
General  Staff  of  the  Army  or  the  General  Staff  of  the  Navy 
come  before  a  committee  of  Congress  and  say,  "The  opin- 
ion of  the  General  Staff  is  this."  or  "The  opinion  of  the 
General  Staff  is  that,"  the  opinion  of  the  General  Staff  is 
the  opinion  that  the  General  Staff  is  told  to  have  by  the 
Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army,  if  he  chooses  to  tell 
them  what  opinion  to  hold. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  a  little  confused  by  a  state- 
ment the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  made-  a  little  while 
ago.  I  understood  him  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  country  were  entitled  to  infonnatlon  with  re- 
gard to  the  disposition  which  is  being  made  by  the  Navy 
Department  of  instrumentalities  of  defense.  I  also  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  the  Department  took  the  position  that 
this  was  confidential  information,  and  that  in  reply  to  his 
letter  of  inquiry  he  had  received  a  letter  marked  "Confiden- 
tial." 

I  now  ask  the  Senator  whether  or  not  he  has  given  the 
Senate  all  the  information  in  his  possession  with  regard  to 
the  details  of  the  disposition  of  these  implements  of  war  by 
the  Navy  Department,  and.  if  not.  tb  give  the  Senate  what 
reasons  he  may  have  as  to  why  the  representatives  of  the 
people  and  the  people  themselves  are  not  entitled  to  a  full 
disclosure  of  what  is  happening  to  their  instrtunentalities  of 
national  defense. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  have  presented  to  the  Senate  all  the  in- 
formation that  was  divulged  at  the  committee  hearings.  I 
have  not  given  all  the  information  In  the  letter  to  which  I 
referred  because  I  did  not  receive  It  imtll  yesterday,  and  I 
felt  that  before  making  it  public  I  ought  to  write  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  which  I  Intend  to  do,  and  ask  him 
why  he  requested  that  the  information  be  kept  confidential, 
and  what  is  the  objection.  If  any,  to  my  making  It  public  to 
the  Senate. 

I  will  add  that  I  have  discussed  the  major  things  that  are 
In  the  letter,  because  they  were  presented  to  the  committee. 
There  are  other  items,  not  of  the  category  of  the  airplanes 
or  the  ships  to  which  I  referred.  I  do  not  know  whether 
or  not  the  Senator  approves  of  that  course;  but  certainly  I 
cannot  use  here  a  letter  marked  "Confidential." 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  ask  that  the 
Senator  shall  violate  any  confidence;  but  I  do  wish  to  enter 
my  vigorous  protest  if  there  is  anybody  in  the  Govenmient 
who  believes  that  the  representatives  of  the  people  and  the 
people  themseslves  are  not  entitled,  as  a  matter  of  public 
information,  at  this  critical  time  In  the  Nation's  history,  to 
know  what  disposition  is  being  made  of  the  instrvunentalities 
of  national  defense,  whether  by  the  Army,  or  by  the  Navy,  ■ 
or  by  whatever  Department  or  agency  may  have  control  over 
the  instrumentalities  of  national  defense. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  fundamental  issue,  an  im- 
portant issue;  that  there  may  be  separation  of  powers,  but 
certainly  that  separation  of  powers  does  not  go  to  the  ex- 
tent of  denying  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government 
full  information  upon  these  matters,  especially  when  we  are 
voting  additional  billions  of  dollars  to  build  up  our  national 
defense,  and  are  engaged  in  the  process  of  enacting  tax  leg- 
islation to  lay  that  burden  upon  the  people  of  the  country. 

Mr.  V/ALSH.  I  desire  to  say  that  when  our  committee 
called  before  it  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  NaxT,  he  very 
frankly  and  fully  answered  every  question  asked  him  by  the 
committee:  but  the  whole  thing  prompted  the  committee  to 
ask  and  have  in  writing  from  the  Navy  Department  itself  a 
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list  of  everything  that  had  been  done  In  this  field  since  Jan- 
uary 1.  I  shall  put  in  the  Record  my  letter  making  these 
inquiries,  and  I  thought  I  would  request  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  to  release  the  confidential  character  of  his  reply  to  me. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    In  connection  with  this  discussion,  it 
might  be  well  to  point  out  that  the  committee  questioned  the 
officers  who  appeared  l>efore  us  with  particular  reference  to 
the  sale  and  disposition  of  larger  vessels — that  is.  submarines, 
subchasers,  and  the  like — and  that  one  of  the  officers  distinctly 
stated  that  it  was  against  the  policy  of  the  Navy  Department 
to  dispose  of  any  vessel  or  equipment  that  would  require  in 
excess  of  6  months  to  build.     He  made  It  plain  to  us  that  the 
Navy  did  not  contemplate  the  disposition  of  any  naval  vessel 
now  in  use  or  that  was  necessary  for  our  defense.    He  stated 
that  one  of  the  reasoi\s  that  prompted  the  negotiation  for 
the  transfer  of  these  small  beats  was  because  they  were  in 
the  experimental  stage.    They  are  very  small  boats,  ranging 
from  42  to  72  feet  in  length,  and  can  be  built  within  6  months; 
and  he  pointed  out  that  another  reason  that  prompted  him 
to  agree  to  the  disposition  of  20  of  these  small  boats  was  that 
the  Department  had  no  immediate  use  for  them,  and  they 
could  be  replaced  within  6  months.     He  also  stated  that  the 
concern  which  buUt  these  boats  in  New  Jersey  erected  a  fac- 
tory for  the  purpose  of  building  these  22  or  24  boats,  with  a 
view  of  demonstrating  whether  or  not  the  Ixjats  could  be 
built  on  a  mass- production  basis. 

He  pointed  out  that  after  the  factory  was  In  full  operation 
the  manufacturer  could  build  these  boats  and  turn  them 
out  very  rapidly.  I  repeat,  it  was  brought  out  by  an  official 
of  the  Navy  Department  who  appeared  before  us  that  under 
no  conditions  would  the  Navy  agree  to  dispose  of  any  vessels 
of  any  kind  which  would  require  beyond  6  months  to  build 
or  replace. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Let  me  answer  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 
I  hope  the  Senator  does  not  mean  to  insinuate  that  I  have 
refrained  from  making  a  frank  statement. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  WALSH.    The  Senator   was  merely  amplifying  my 

statement? 

Mr.  ELLENDETt.  I  was  amplifying  It.  with  a  view  of  bring- 
ing out  facts  which  were  probably  overlooked  by  the  able 
Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WALSH      The  Senator  is  correct  in  part. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  correct  any 
misstatement  made  by  me.  

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  HOLT,  and  Mr.  LA  POLLETTE  ad- 
dressed the  Chair. 

-^  The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.     Does    the    Senator    from 
Massachusetts  yield,  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  yield  to  myself.  I  wish  I  had  the  report 
of  the  testimony  here;  I  have  it  in  my  office  and  I  intended 
to  read  It.  The  Navy  Department  called  the  vessels  "Iwats", 
first  of  all.  They  did  not  give  the  emphasis  to  value  which 
I  myself  had.  and  which  other  members  of  the  committee 
had.  They  did  say  what  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  did 
not  say— that  one  of  the  values  of  the  sale  was  that  it  would 
lead  to  a  better  mass  production  after  the  24  were  built. 

I  wish  to  say.  in  conclusion  of  this  matter,  that  I  have 
given  the  Navy  credit  for  having  more  sense  and  more  patriot- 
ism than  to  spend  $6,000,000  for  24  ships  which  are  not  of 
value  and  importance  to  the  Navy. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     If  the  Senator  will  permit  me 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
fair  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  now  that  the  point  has 
t)een  raised,  to  have  anyone  suppose  that  there  has  been  any- 
one on  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  much  less  the  chair- 
man, who  has  failed  to  be  alive  to  the  present  situation.  I 
am  sure  that  I  voice  the  sentiment  of  every  member  of  the 


committee  when  I  say  that  the  chairman  of  the  committ^ 
the  senior  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh  1,  hw 
been  extremely  dlUgent  In  seeing  that  the  law  was  not  evaded. 
On  his  own  initiative  he  has  explored  every  avenue  of  sus- 
picion and  of  reasonable  rumor  to  see  that  there  was  no 
truth  in  false  reports,  and  through  correspondence  and  in- 
structions to  witnesses  and  what  not  he  has  done  everything 
in  his  power  to  see  that  the  ships  of  the  Navy,  which  we  have 
built  for  defense,  were  not  turned  over  to  anybody  so  as  to 
weaken  our  own  forces.  Indeed,  he  has  gone  far  out  of  his 
way  to  accomplish  that  purpose.  I  think  I  speak  for  the 
entire  committee  in  making  this  statement.  During  the 
Whole  progress  of  the  naval  program  he  has  been  an  admir- 
able chairman  from  the  standpoint  of  defense  of  the  public 
welfare  and  deserves  the  commendaUon  of  the  people  of  the 

United  States.  _^„   _.  ,j    t 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield,  I 
should  like  to  say.  In  regard  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Maryland,  that  I  quite  agree  that  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh  1  has  done  splendid  work  for 
the  Navy,  and  I  have  a  great  deal  of  confidence  in  him.  My 
recollection,  however,  as  to  what  the  Navy  Department  offi- 
cials sajd  about  giving  up  ships  of  the  Navy  is  that  they  stated 
that  not  with  their  consent  would  any  ships  be  given  up  if  it 
Would  take  more  than  6  months  to  replace  them— «  months. 
"  not  a  year  and  a  half.  ' 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  was  about  to  re- 
mark, if  the  Senator  will  pardon  me.  that  the  sUtement  of 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  namely,  that  the  Navy  would 
give  away  anything  that  could  be  replaced  within  2  years' 
Ume.  would  be  small  comfort  and  no  protection  to  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  say  that  I  did 
pot  have  any  intention  at  all  of  criticizing  the  able  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  IMr.  Walsh],  and  I  cannot  imagine  what 
I  said  that  could  lead  anyone  to  such  a  conclusion.  I  have 
high  regard  for  the  able  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  did  not  so  interpret  the  Senator's  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     My  only  object  was  to  bring  out  some  of 

the  facts  as  I  imderstood  them. 

Another  point  was  brought  out  by  one  of  the  naval  officers 
who  apipeared  before  us  as  one  which  prompted  him  to  agree 
to  this  transfer  was  the  fact  that  these  boats  were  equipped 
with  18-inch  torpedo  tubes,  and  that  the  Government  desired 
In  the  future  to  equip  all  such  boats  with  21-inch  tubes,  so 
that  they  could  get  this  additional  equipment  and  better 
it)oats  without  any  further  outlay.  I  am  amazed  that  such 
an  incident  could  cause  such  unfavorable  discussion.  These 
small  boats  are  in  the  experimental  stage,  are  not  needed 
at  present,  and  can  be  replaced  in  a  very  short  period  of 
time.  They  are  now  in  the  process  of  construction,  and  the 
first  one  will  not  be  completed  until  October  1940. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  merely  want  to  make  a  brief  observation 
along  the  same  line.    This  morning  I  heard  on  the  radio  that 
a  great  squadron  of  war  planes  of  the  United  States  Army 
had  left  for  Canada.    I  called  up  the  press  section  of  the 
Army,  and  all  I  asked  was.  "When  were  those  planes  delivered 
to  the  United  States  Government?"    That  was  the  only  ques- 
tion I  asked.     I  have  a  stenographic  copy.  I  may  say.  of  the 
entire  conversation,  both  ways.    I  asked  them  when  they 
iwere  delivered,  and  they  said  they  could  not  give  me  that 
i  information ;   that  they  were  prohibited  by  order   from   so 
[doing.    I  went  as  high  as  I  could  in  the  Office  of  the  Secre- 
I  tary  ff  War.  and  they  all  said  that  the  information  could  not 
be  given.    One  of  the  colonels  asked  me.  "What  do  you  want 
'to  use  it  for?"  when  I  asked  him  when  the  planes  were  deliv- 
ered to  the  United  States  Government.    Of  course,  there  was 
I  DO  answer  to  that. 

i     The  question  is.  Why  should  a  Member  of  the  United  States 
;  Senate  be  prohibited  from  knowing  whether  these  planes  are 
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obsolete  or  not?  All  I  asked  was,  "When  were  these  idanes 
sold  and  delivered  to  the  United  States  Government?  I 
was  told  on  the  highest  authority  of  the  War  Department  that 
that  information  was  kept  secret  on  orders.  The  question  is. 
By  whose  orders  has  it  been  kept  secret  from  the  people? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  the  state- 
ments of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  and  others.  I  should  like 
to  read  a  letter  on  this  subject  I  received  some  days  ago. 
which  is  not  marked  "confidential."  The  committee  received 
it  after  the  Secretary  appeared  before  the  committee  and 
when  I  asked  for  certain  information.    The  letter  states: 

In  compliance  with  your  request.  I  am  submitting  the  following 
information  concerning  motor  torpedo  boats  and  motor  submarine 
chasers  under  construction  at  the  Elso  Works,  Bayonne.  N.  J.,  with 
contract  dates  of  delivery  of  same:  

(a)  Eleven  motor  torpedo  boats,  $225,000  each;  12  motor  subma- 
rine chasers.  $212,000  each. 

(b)  Original  contracts  called  for  delivery  of  the  motor  submarine 
chasers  first,  the  first  boat  to  be  delivered  within  216  days  and 
all  12  boats  to  be  delivered  within  300  days  alter  the  date  of 
contract,  which  was  Decemljer  13.  1939. 

That  would  be  10  months. 

The  contract  for  the  motor  torpedo  boats  was  signed  the  same 
date  and  deliveries  were  specified  to  begin  within  300  days  after 
date  of  contract  and  to  be  completed  within  290  days. 

That  is  over  a  year  for  those  vessels. 

As  a  result  of  some  delay  in  obtaining  the  experimental  Govern- 
ment-furnished sound  equipment  for  the  motor  subchasers,  the 
Department  la  now  negotiating  lor  a  modification  In  the  delivery 
ol  these  boats  which  wUl  result  In  the  delivery  ol  the  motor  torpedo 
boats  betort  the  motor  submarine  chasers.  At  present  It  Is  ex- 
pected that  the  first  of  the  motor  torpedo  boats  will  be  delivered 
to  the  Government  about  August  1,  1940,  and  that  deliveries  wlU 
follow  at  the  rate  ol  one  boat  per  week. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Lewis  Compton.* 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  I  could  not  hear  very  well  what  the 
Senator  was  saying.  Did  I  understand  him  to  say  that  none 
of  these  boats  had  been  transferred  to  the  Government? 

Mr.  WALSH.  None  have  actually  been  transferred  to  the 
Government.  They  are  all  under  contract,  and  under  a  law 
which  exists  the  Government  has  the  right  to  modify  or 
change  the  contracts  up  to  the  date  of  dehvery. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  And  under  a  parity  of  reasoning,  they 
would  have  a  right  to  reject  them? 

Mr.  WALSH.    Yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  to  make  an  observation  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  have  been  listening  to  the  discussion, 
and  I  wish  to  express  my  entire  confidence  in  and  admiration 
for  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

As  to  all  this  talk  about  telling  the  people,  that  we  have  to 
tell  the  people  about  evenrthing.  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I 
am  willing  to  trust  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  as  to  any 
secret  or  executive  hearings  they  may  have,  if  they  are  satis- 
fied. Someone  on  the  committee  will  certainly  find  it  out  if 
there  is  anything  wrong  or  crooked.  I  would  not  require  that 
every  detail  as  to  navsd  administration  be  brought  up  in  the 
Senate  Chamber  and  chased  all  around  over  the  Chamber 
every  few  minutes.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  trust  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  as  to  the  details  of  secret  under- 
standings of  the  War  Department,  and  so  long  as  they  are 
attending  to  their  job.  someone  wUl  find  out  if  there  is  any- 
thing crooked. 

I  think  we  are  doing  too  much  talking  about  our  state  of 
xmpreparedness.  Someone  on  this  fioor  rises  every  day  and 
proclaims  to  Mr.  Hitler,  Mr.  Mussolini,  and  everyone  else 
who  wants  to  hear  that  we  are  unprepared,  that  we  have  no 
Navy,  that  we  have  no  Army,  that  no  one  wants  to  fight,  and 
that  we  will  not  do  anything  about  it.  I  think  that  is  abso- 
lutely hurtful  to  our  self-defense. 

Of  course,  our  Army  is  not  on  a  war  basis,  but  it  is  a  larger 
Army  than  we  have  ever  had  in  peacetimes  during  the  his- 
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tory  of  this  republic.  I  believe  that  otir  Navy  today  Is  as  good 
as  any  navy  that  floats  on  the  sea,  and  we  are  adding  to  it. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  for  the  Senator's  two-ocean 
Navy  bill.  I  am  in  favor  of  lifting  the  Army  to  400.000  or 
500,000  men.  and  I  am  in  favor  of  calling  out  the  National 
Guard  for  training  purposes  right  now,  if  the  Army  author- 
ities think  they  need  them. 

I  wish  to  declaim  against  this  constant  yelping  in  the  Sen- 
ate, in  the  press,  and  in  the  House,  that  we  are  not  prepared 
and  cannot  get  prepared.  America  can  be  prepared,  and 
when  she  is  prepared  no  emeny  on  earth  can  land  on  these 
shores   or   can    successfully    attack   the    United   States    of 

America. 

I  want  the  country  to  know  that  we  are  arming,  and  we 
are  doing  it  as  rapidly  as  we  can.  There  is  no  magic  by 
which  we  can  create  a  Navy  by  pushing  a  button.  There 
is  no  magic  by  which  we  can  create  an  Army  by  pushing  a 
button.  I  want  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  know 
that  this  Navy  will  cost  us  money,  it  will  cost  us  sweat,  and 
it  will  cost  us  discomfort,  and  that  we  are  going  to  put  on 
them  the  necessary  burdens  to  do  what  we  want  done. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  for  permitting 
me  to  interrupt  him. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Texas  for  his 
observations.  I  think  it  might  have  been  necessary  to 
stimulate  our  people  to  greater  efforts  by  talking  about  the 
inadequacy  of  our  forces  and  the  limitation  of  our  defense, 
if  the  time  for  sacrifice  had  come.  But  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Texas  that  we  should  not  emphasize  that  in- 
adequacy to  the  extent  of  giving  comfort  or  courage  to 
potential  enemies,  so  they  may  believe  that  now  is  the  time 
to  strike  because  of  our  weakness.  I  do  think  it  was  help- 
ful in  the  early  stages  of  our  program,  to  have  the  cotmtry 
realize  the  need  of  prompt,  diUgent,  speedy  building  up  of 

our  national  defenses. 

Mr.    VANDENBERG.    Mr.    President,    will    the    Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  wish  to  thank  the  able  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  for  the  patience  with  which  he  has  re- 
sponded to  the  many  questions  which  my  original  inquiry 
seems  to  have  inspired.  I  do  not  want  to  keep  the  Senator 
away  from  a  discussion  of  his  bill  too  long,  but  now  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  one  more  question  in  his  capacity  as  one 
of  my  most  favorite  experts.  I  want  to  know  if  we  sent 
planes  and  munitions  to  Britain  and  Prance  in  our  own 
ships,  and  under  convoy— which  I  assume  means  convoyed 
by  our  Navy — whether  the  Senator  thinks  that  would  be  an 
act  of  war. 

Mr.  WALSH.    In  my  humble  opinion  it  would  be  an  act 

of  war. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  should  think  there  could  be  no 
other  conclusion.  The  Senator,  I  assume,  would  not  favor 
that  sort  of  a  suggestion  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  certainly  would  not.  I  can  conceive  of 
nothing  more  dangerous  or  destructive  to  my  country  or  its 
people  than  to  undertake  now  a  course  of  action  such  as 
indicated  in  the  question,  and  which,  in  my  opinion,  would 
eventually  lead  to  war.  I  can  conceive  of  nothing  more 
ruinous  or   destructive   to  our   country  than   that. 

I  think  I  ought  to  say  in  this  connection  that  it  has  been 
a  source  of  strength  to  me  and  to  the  country  to  know  of 
the  attitude  of  the  Congress;  that  the  Members  of  Congress 
have  not  been  swayed  or  moved  by  the  few  extremists  who 
indirectly  have  been  urging  war. 

Professor  Elliott,  speaking  at  the  Harvard  University  com- 
mencement yesterday,  said  in  effect: 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned  that  part  of  the  slogan,  which  says 
"short  of  war"  I  would  eliminate,  and  give  everything  to  the  Allies. 
Ho  would  strike  out  "short  of  war." 

I  think  I  ought  to  say  also  that  in  my  conversation  with 
the  officers  of  the  Navy  and  with  the  Chief  Executive,  there 
have  been  constant  declarations  of  this  program  being  for  our 
defense,  and  not  for  war  piurposes. 
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Mr.  VANDENBERO.  I  will  add  this  to  what  the  Senator 
has  said.  The  thing  which  he  condemns  as  an  act  of  war,  and 
which  I  think  would  have  to  be  condemned  as  an  act  of  war, 
ts  the  third  suggestion  offered  by  Mr.  Henry  L.  Stimson  as  his 
immediate  program  2  days  before  he  was  appointed  Secretary 

o'  War.  ,  ^  w, 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  this  matter  Is  uncomfortable. 
I  did  not  seek  these  disclosures  that  have  been  made  here,  and 
I  want  to  say  again  that  I  made  up  my  mind  that  if  such  a 
quesUon  were  to  be  asked  me,  before  this  matter  was  in  the 
press,  for  I  knew  it  last  Friday,  and  my  committee  knew  it 
Friday — of  course  it  is  Impossible  to  keep  things  from  the 
press— I  would  move  an  executive  session  and  then  let  the 
Senate  decide  how  much  it  wanted  to  give  to  the  public. 
So  I  wish  to  relieve  myself  from  the  introduction  of  this 
discussion. 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  wish  to  express  my  personal  appreciation 
for  the  light  which  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts has  been  giving  to  his  associates  and  also  to  the  country. 

However,  I  wish  to  say  further  In  response  to  the  suggestions 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Connally  1  that 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  greatest  danger  we  are  facing  now 
Ls  a  return  to  smugness  and  complacency  in  our  own  country. 
The  reason  I  say  that  is  because  the  colleague  of  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Massachusetts,  speaking  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  yesterday,  said  that  America  was  not  getting  the 
400.000  soldiers  sought  to  be  obtained. 

As  to  the  question  of  unpreparedness,  I  think  it  was  stated 
earlier  today  that  all  the  foreign  nations  know  our  condition, 
so  whatever  is  said  about  unpreparedness  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  does  not  give  any  help  or  aid  or  comfort  to  them. 
They  have  those  facts. 

What  I  should  like  to  see  is  that  the  United  States  would 
become  so  prepared — and  to  that  end  every  instrumentality 
^  e  have  must  be  kept  here — that  no  country  on  earth  or  com- 
bination of  countries  would  dare  to  tackle  us. 

There  Is  only  one  argument  in  the  world  today — it  is  too 
bad  to  have  to  say  this,  but  Hitler's  revolution  has  demon- 
strated it — there  is  only  one  argument  in  the  world  today. 
and  that  is  the  argument  of  force.  We  must  meet  force  with 
force,  or.  as  the  saying  goes,  fight  fire  with  fire. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  am  pleased  to  yield. 

Bbfr.  PEPPER.  My  friend  could  have  included  me.  had  he 
cared  to  do  so— and  I  would  have  given  him  my  approval  in 
advance  had  he  done  so— ^among  those  who  thought  that  the 
best  defense  of  America  involved  some  affirmative  action. 
But  I  have  some  misgivings  as  to  the  wisdom  of  those  in  this 
Chamber  who  have  indicated  their  sentiments  today  that  the 
best  and  the  safest  and  the  surest  way  to  defend  America  was 
to  draw  some  imaginary  line  around  this  particular  country, 
and  say  that  we  will  build  it  so  strong  that  nobody  else  can 
cross  it.  because  if  I  have  seen  anything  at  all  in  the  last  year 
in  Europe,  I  have  seen  that  people  who  have  adopted  that 
policy  are  pairing  a  terrible  price  for  it.  I  saw  the  French 
build  the  best  system  of  defenses  that  the  world  has  ever 
seen,  at  an  expense  of  (500,000,000.  and  settle  down  into  a 
defensive  psychology  behind  what  they  thought  was  an  im- 
pregnable wall  of  forts  and  fortresses,  and  today,  5  weeks 
after  an  attack  was  made  upon  that  supposedly  impregnable 
system  of  defenses,  the  French  Republic  lies  prostrate  in 
process  of  being  ravaged  by  the  dictator  who  is  anathema  in 
the  eyes  of  every  Christian  and  true  Democrat. 

So  when  the  French  people  forsook  the  policy  of  action  as 
the  policy  of  defense,  they  established  a  principle  for  which 
they  paid  with  their  own  blood  and  their  own  sovereignty. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  those  in  Congress  who  have  hung 
to  some .  outworn  tradition  of  defense,  and  who  have  said 
that  we  cannot  help  the  British  to  stay  alive  and  be  our  first 
line  of  defense,  because  if  we  do  we  will  violate  some  technical 
principle  of  defense,  or  we  cannot  help  France  from  being 
destroyed  as  a  part  of  our  defense  because  we  will  violate 
some  traditional  concept  of  defense  of  America;  we  cannot 


help  Belgium  or  HcUand  to  resist  this  dictator  who  is  trying 
to  conquer  the  world  for  his  own  purposes  because  we  will 
tie  going  outside  the  scope  of  our  legitimate  defense. 
'  All  we  can  do  in  the  opinion  of  those  who  would  pracUce 
that  sort  of  defense,  is  to  sit  down  here  on  our  own  doorstep 
^nd  wait  until  we  see  him  coming  around  the  comer  of  the 
road,  and  when  he  passes  the  curb  and  approaches  the  front 
door,  then  thiey  will  wonder  where  they  left  the  shotgun,  and 
if  they  have  any  shells,  and  if  there  Is  anything  they  can  do 
about  arousing  their  neighbors  to  the  fact  that  they  are 
£|bout  to  lose  their  homes  and  their  hberties  and  perhaps 

their  blood. 

I  So,  Mr.  President.  I  am  glad  that  these  debates  are  taken 
down  and  to  be  preserved,  that  history  may  look  at  them 
and  observe  the  shortsightedness  of  the  people's  representa- 
tives about  the  people's  defense. 

There  is  no  one  In  the  Senate  that  I  know  of  who  wants  to 
take  this  country  to  war.  I  just  talked  in  the  cloakroom  a 
l!ew  minutes  ago  to  an  American  boy  who  lives  in  Asheville, 
if.  C.  He  lost  one  leg  in  the  World  War.  What  was  he  here 
for?  He  was  here  to  try  to  su-ouse  the  Congress  to  a  con- 
sciousness of  danger.  He  told  about  the  military  tradition 
tihere  was  in  his  family  and  how  in  the  Argonne  he  lost  a  leg 
ifi  the  war  in  1918.  He  was  not  here  clamoring  against  ac- 
ijion.  He  was  here  saying.  "I  gave  a  meml)er  of  my  body  for 
^  cause  that  I  deemed  honorable  in  1918." 
I  If  we  sit  down  here  supine,  as  some  would  have  us  do.  we 
^all  lose  our  own  lil)erty.  We  cannot  even  do  anything  in 
South  America.  This  country  and  that  country  will  be 
iaken  over  by  Nazi  spies  and  Nazi  columns.  We  will  sit 
here  and  say.  "No.  we  cannot  do  anything  because  we  can- 
not see  them  upon  the  horizon  from  our  shores,  and  if  we 
look  beyond  the  Rio  Grande,  they  are  not  there,  and  they 
ftfe  not  upon  the  borders  of  Canada."  And  the  Isolationist 
$ays.  'Defend  America  at  the  place  where  America  is  least 
capable  of  defense." 

\    So,   Mr.   President,   I  advocate   an   affirmative   form   of 
defense,  and  I  say  that  if  we  have  even  half  good  judgment. 
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we  exercise  even  half  good  sense,  now  that  all  the  rest  of 
he  world  has  collapsed,  we  will  quit  this  mealjmiouthed 
Quibbling  over  an  outworn  military  tradition  that  the  only 
way  to  defend  yourself  is  to  wait  until  the  other  fellow  hits 
irou.  and  then  perhaps  it  is  too  late,  and  we  will  try  to  preserve 
the  real  first  lines  of  American  defense  in  ways  that  we  can 
properly  do.  If  we  do  it  under  a  false  psychology  or  phi- 
losophy of  defense,  we  shall  pay  a  terrible  price  for  it,  as  have 
others  who  have  followed  such  a  philosophy. 
1  Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  think  we  all  appreciate  the 
poUat  of  view  of  the  Senator  from  Florida,  which  is  shared 
j)y  some  others  in  the  country.  As  I  understand  the  position 
Of  the  Senator  from  Florida,  it  is  that  the  attitude,  poUcies. 
and  military  program  of  the  totalitarian  states  are  such  that 
we  ought  now  to  anticipate  that  they  are  coming  to  us,  and 
that  before  there  is  an  overt  act  on  this  continent  on  their 
i)art  we  ought  to  send  supplies— even  naval  and  military  sup- 
plies, and  everjthing  short  of  men — to  the  Allies. 
•    Mr.  PEPPER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WALSH.  That  b  a  position  which  the  Senator  has  a 
tight  to  maintain.  Others  in  America  maintain  the  same 
position. 

I  I  should  like  to  state  my  position.  I  have  not  stated  It  in 
the  Senate  heretofore.  My  position  Ls: 
I  First,  peace  for  America,  preservation  of  the  lives,  prop- 
erty, resources,  and  institutions  of  America,  with  no  overt 
act  by  our  country  which  will  incite  any  nation  engaged  in 
ihe  European  war  to  disturb  that  peace. 

i  I  do  not  anticipate  that  every  man  who  has  a  quarrel  with 
another  is  my  enemy.  Nations  may  have  quarrels  with  other 
faatlons  without  quarreling  with  us.  But  if  they  are  belUg- 
erent.  if  they  are  ruthless,  if  they  are  unreasonable,  we  should 
prepare  to  meet  them  when  they  ccme  at  us.  But  I  do  not 
believe  we  should  invite  attack,  or  give  provocation  for  atiack. 
'  Second,  we  should  build  up  our  national  defenses  speedily 
and  thoroughly,  so  that  if  any  potential  enemy,  any  military 
totalitarian  force  in  Europe,  seeks  to  attack  us,  we  shaU  be 
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ready  to  meet  it.  combat  it.  and  destroy  it  before  such  an 
enemy  sets  foot  on  this  land. 

Third,  ail  the  private  interests  in  this  country,  all  the 
manufacturing,  business,  and  financial  interests,  may  do  what 
they  please  and  go  as  far  as  they  wish  in  giving  aid  to  the 
Allies;  but  because  I  fear  that  the  giving  of  military  aid  by 
the  United  States  Government  would  be  moving  in  the  direc- 
tion of  war.  because  I  fear  that  it  would  be  an  overt  act,  and 
an  Invitation  to  hatred  which  would  be  planted  in  the  souls 
of  the  children  of  the  totalitarian  states  for  generations  to 
come,  I  want  my  Government  itself,  its  own  property,  Its 
own  finances,  its  own  Navy  and  Army,  to  be  kept  clear  of  the 
European  war.  If  that  be  unfair  to  my  country,  If  that  be 
treason,  then  I  must  take  the  consequences  of  It. 

I  repeat,  the  Senator  has  a  right  to  his  opinion.  It  Is 
an  opinion  which  is  entitled  to  be  presented  and  considered. 
However,  some  of  us  are  emphatic  In  the  belief  that  we  must 
exercise  caution  in  our  governmental  attitude,  and  in  using 
the  authority  of  our  Government.  We  believe  that  there  is  a 
dividing  line  which  means  the  difference  between  peace  and 
war.  I  say  it  is  too  risky,  too  dangerous,  to  try  to  determine 
hew  far  we  can  go  in  tapping  the  resources  of  our  own  Gov- 
ernment and  furnishing  naval  vessels,  airplanes,  powder,  and 
bombs.  It  is  trampling  on  dangerous  ground.  It  is  moving 
towaid  the  edge  of  a  precipice— a  precipice  of  stupendous  and 
horrifying  depths.  I  do  not  want  any  American  boy  to  feel 
that  by  an  offlcial  act  of  mine  I  have  given  one  iota  of  en- 
couragement to  the  haters  of  democracy,  the  unreasonable 
and  relentless  forces  unloosed  In  Europe,  to  come  upon  us  and 
engage  us  in  war. 

I  believe  that  it  Is  possible  to  live  In  some  degree  of  peace, 
even  with  a  tyrant,  or  with  a  nation  whose  policies  are  un- 
sound and  undemocratic.  We  have  done  so  for  150  years. 
There  have  been  Hitlers  before.  In  his  day  Napoleon's  name 
was  a  stench  In  the  nostrils  of  all  decent  people  in  the  world. 
The  story  is  told  that  mothers,  to  frighten  their  children 
mentioned  the  name  of  Napolean.  insteads  of  ghosts.  The 
same  spirit  Is  true  today.  It  may  be  possible  for  even 
a  Hitler  or  a  Mussolini  to  be  restrained  from  declaring  war 
upon  us  by  our  unlimited  resources  for  defense,  and  the 
passionate  devotion  of  our  people  to  liberty  and  freedom. 
I  do  not  want  to  give  Hitler  or  Mussolini  any  ground  for 
saying,  after  the  war  Is  over.  "France  and  England,  you  were 
honorable.  You  bared  your  breasts  to  our  bayonets.  You 
emellEd  the  smoke  of  battle.  You  were  honorable  foes.  But 
other  countries,  which  said  they  were  neutral  and  which 
passed  neutrality  laws,  threw  cannon  balls  over  the  neutrality 
fence  at  us.    We  have  little  respect  for  them." 

If  we  are  going  to  attempt  to  crush  the  philosophy  of  the 
totalitarian  states  which  we  hate — In  order  to  be  consist- 
ent  why  not  undertake  also  the  extinction  of  the  communis- 
tic philosophy  of  the  Soviet  Republic?  Russia  has  already 
taken  over  part  of  Poland  and  Finland  and  is  now  threatenmg 
Lithuania. 

Why  not  undertake  the  extinction  of  the  Japanese  philoso- 
phy which  is  based  upon  a  determination  to  dominate  the 
whole  of  the  Orient  and  which  now  has  China  bleeding  and 

prostrate? 

Ah.  gentlemen,  if  you  are  preparing  to  undertake  the 
policing  of  the  world  in  the  name  of  justice,  you  are  com- 
mitting your  country  and  future  generations  to  a  policy  of 
waging  endless  war  throughout  the  world. 

The  governments  whose  philosophies  we  detest  may  turn 
upon  us  but  let  us  not  invite  or  provoke  it.  L«t  us  rather  arm 
to  the  teeth  to  protect  ourselves  and  our  liberties. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  want  war.  let  us  make  an  open  dec- 
laration of  war.  Let  us  refrain  from  surreptitious  acts  which 
we  like  to  think  of  as  "short  of  war"  but  which  all  sensible 
people  In  the  world  know  to  be  acts  of  war.  There  is  little 
sentiment  in  this  country  in  favor  of  the  United  States 
entering  the  war.  So  far  as  expressions  In  the  Senate  and 
the  House  are  concerned,  not  a  single  Member  of  Congress 
has  dared  to  say  he  would  vote  today  to  put  this  country 
Into  war.  Therefore  I  say  let  us  be  careful  not  to  pro- 
voke war,  not  to  invite  it,  not  to  go  to  the  point  where 


It  is  Inescapable.  This  great  Nation,  with  its  millions  of 
people  and  its  great  resources.  Is  the  only  light  of  democracy 
left  in  all  the  world,  the  only  beacon  of  hope,  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  civilization  and  humanity.  To  risk  Its  destruction 
now.  in  the  military  condition  In  which  we  know  we  are, 
would  be  appalling. 

It  would  be  slaughter  of  the  manhood  of  the  country  to 
put  us  Into  war  today.  In  the  light  of  what  every  Member  of 
this  body  knows  about  the  condition  of  our  Army  insofar  as 
preparedness  is  concerned.  I  do  not  want  to  do  It.  I  will 
not  do  It.  I  will  walk  out  of  this  chamber  and  tender  my  res- 
ignation, if  necessary,  rather  than  put  my  country  into  a  Euro- 
pean war— a  war  which  was  provoked— falsely,  if  you  please — 
upon  the  claim  that  Germany  was  robbed  by  the  Allies  as  a 
result  of  the  treaty  which  was  made  at  Versailles,  at  the  end 
of  the  last  European  war. 

If  one  of  the  principal  causes  of  the  war  in  Europe  Is  not 
the  Versailles  Treaty.  It  Is  at  least  a  death  struggle 'l)etween 
Irreconcilable  systems  of  economy  and  political  philosophies, 
engendered  and  promoted  by  mutual  claims  of  hypocrisy, 
deceit,  and  greed.  ^^ 

I  do  not  defend  the  ruthlgss^aggressive  attitude  of  Germany. 
I  can,  however,  understated  th^  the  state  of  mind  among  the 
German  people  and  their  officials  may  be  explained  In  part  by 
the  belief  that  a  treaty  was  made  In  which  they  were  robbed 
of  their  possessions  and  of  their  people  and  the  right  to  control 
them.  I  can  understand  that  psychology.  Not  to  understand 
It  is  to  fail  to  understand  the  background  of  the  war  in  Europe, 
which  is  not  of  cur  making,  but  one  which  Is  largely  based  on 
grievances,  rivalries  of  Old  World  origin.  If  25  years  ago  we 
had  had  a  war  with  Japan  and  California  had  been  taken  over 
by  Japan,  would  there  ever  have  been  a  day  or  an  hour  when 
we  would  not  have  prayed  for  the  day  when  we  could  take  Cali- 
fornia back?  In  such  a  situation.  If  our  democratic  Institu- 
tions should  fail  to  act  quickly.  It  is  quite  possible  that  an- 
other demagogue  or  tyrant  would  appear  upon  the  horizon 
and  say.  "We  want  California  back.  The  time  has  come. 
We  have  been  and  are  now  prepared  to  seize  the  property 
which  was  taken  from  us." 

Mr.  President,  our  position  Is  not  the  position  of  Germany. 
In  Germany  there  exists  a  spirit  of  revenge,  a  bitter  deter- 
mination to  get  back  what  was  taken  away  from  her.  Are  we 
forgetful  of  human  nature?  Are  we  unable  to  comprehend 
the  difference  between  our  position  and  the  European  bellig- 
erents? If  two  men  quarrel  and  one  man  is  severely  Injured 
and  even  goes  to  the  hospital.  In  time  the  two  men  may  shake 
hands  and  be  friends.  But  if  at  the  time  of  the  quarrel  the 
one  who  is  responsible  for  the  injuries  to  the  other  puts  a 
pistol  at  his  head  and  says,  "Give  me  your  pocketbook  and  a 
deed  to  half  your  lands."  the  other  will  never  forgive  him. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  not  defending  such  an  attitude;  but 
this  war  Is  the  result  of  a  treaty  which  has  been  denounced 
again  and  again  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate.  Botn  sides  claim 
to  be  the  victims  of  injustice— one  an  oppressive  treaty,  the 
other  deceit  and  gross  irresponsibility  of  dictators. 

To  his  dying  day  the  brave,  great,  noble  soul  from  Idaho, 
who  sat  across  the  aisle,  denounced  that  treaty,  and  again 
and  again  he  said  It  was  provocative  of  war,  that  it  would 
mean  war.  Did  we  sign  that  treaty?  Have  we  any  obliga- 
tion under  that  treaty?  Are  we  compelled  to  enforce  It  be- 
cause those  who  are  participants  In  It  have  reopened  It  by 
declaring  war  upon  each  other?  That  Is  what  It  amounts  to. 
They  have  brazenly  scrapped  it;  they  have  ruthlessly  torn  It 
to  pieces  and  said.  "We  are  not  going  to  stop  our  military 
preparedness  until  we  get  what  you  took  from  us."  Does  any- 
one think  a  just  treaty  will  be  negotiated  if  the  totalitarian 
states  win?  Most  emphatically,  no.  The  treaty  of  the  pres- 
ent war  will  simply  be  the  beginning  of  another  war. 

Under  those  circumstances.  In  heaven's  name,  why  can  we 
not  keep  away  from  their  war? 

When  have  the  German  Government  or  the  German  people 
ever  done  ansrthlng  to  us.  as  a  nation,  that  should  cause  us 
to  go  to  war?  When  have  the  Italian  Government  or  the 
Italian  people  ever  said  anything  against  our  Government  or 
our  people  or  usurped  any  Of  our  resources  or  committed  a 
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slngte  unfriendly  act  against  us?  Our  only  grievance  is  that 
she  did  not  wage  war  on  the  side  with  which  we  sympathize. 
Why.  then,  should  we  feel  it  incumbent  upon  us  to  partici- 
pate in  a  quarrel  which  they  have,  a  quarrel  which  we  think 
is  unjust,  which  we  think  Is  indefensible,  and  which  we  think 
Is  injurious  to  all  democratic  forms  of  government  in  the 
world?  Why  should  we.  by  act  or  deed,  officially — officially — 
seek  to  engender  hatred,  animosity,  and  hostile  feeUng  and 
step  by  step  prcceed  upon  a  course  of  action  that  might 
lead  us  into  this  war?  Have  we  lost  conception  of  the  awful, 
awful,  awful  consequences  of  war  to  America? 

Is  there  any  boy  or  man  of  military  age  asking  us  to  go  to 
war  or  to  go  one  degree  beyond  what  we  conceive  to  be  the 
protcctton  of  our  country  against  Invasion  and  war? 

Are  the  mothers  of  America  who  must  send  their  sons  to 
light  talking  war  in  this  country  today?  Whence  does  the 
'Agitation  come?  It  comes  from  a  limited  number  of  men  of 
inroperty.  not  from  the  men  or  women  who  have  nothing  to 
give  their  country  but  their  heart's  blood,  their  lives— worth 
more  than  all  the  dollars  of  the  alSuent,  all  they  ponw 
th<-lr  own  bodies,  their  own  souls.  Are  we  thinking  of  themf 
Upon  them  will  (all  the  real  trials  and  blood  lacrmces,  Or  are 
we  anewerlng  the  call  of  tho»c  who  seek  intervention  because 
of  social  attachments,  international  relationships,  or  financial 
obligations?  I  realize  many  are  honest  and  sincerely  briieve 
that  It  would  be  a  calamity  to  the  world  for  the  democraciea 
of  Europe,  England  and  France,  to  fall  In  this  great  crisis. 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  if  this  agiUtlon  from  the  men 
of  property  as  against  the  men  of  no  property  continues  in 
this  country  there  will  be  developed  a  radical  spirit  which  it 
will  be  very  difficult  to  check.  Many  letters  from  men 
and  women  come  to  me  from  millionaires  and  multimillion- 
aires, pleading  with  me  in  their  communications  to  help  to 
the  limit  the  Allies.  They  are.  or  at  least  their  organized 
leaders  are.  deceiving  the  public  under  the  slogan  "Aid  to  the 
Allies  to  the  limit  short  of  war."  Mind  you,  I  do  not  charge 
all  who  urge  this  as  being  willing,  if  necessary,  to  go  to  war, 
but  certainly  the  leaders  promoting  this  propaganda  have  in 
mind  the  developing  of  the  war  spirit. 

Professor  Elliott  speaking  at  Harvard  yesterday  told  the 
real  story  of  what  these  leaders  have  subscribed  to  when 
he  urged  compulsory  military  training,  and  said: 

For  myself,  today  more  than  ever,  I  ask.  Why  short  of  war? 

What  is  meant  by  "short  of  war"?  At  least  Professor  Elliott 
knows  what  a  cloak  and  misrepresentation  it  is  of  the  real 
objective. 

Does  "Aid  short  of  war"  mean  tapping  to  the  limit  the 
resources  and  productive  capacity  of  private  source  here  in, 
America?  To  that  we  all  subscribe.  Or  does  "Aid  short  ot\ 
war"  mean  giving  away  implements  of  defense,  built  and 
building — and  imperatively  needed  for  our  own  protection? 
Dees  "Aid  short  of  war"  mean  that  our  Government  should 
go  half  way  into  the  war  and  then  expect  to  stay  half  way 
out?  Frankly,  do  not  many  of  those  who  urge  "Help  the 
Allies  short  of  war"  mean  what  appears  frequently  in  letters 
addressed  to  Senators.  'Help  the  Allies  by  all  means  short  of 
war — but  even  with  war  if  necessary"?  No  letters  from  these 
advocates  plead  with  Senators  to  desperately  attempt  to  keep 
the  youths  of  America  from  the  slaughter  pits  of  Europe. 

Oh.  the  tragedy  of  it,  that  a  powerful  group  of  men  of 
property  should  be  challenging  the  peace  desires  of  the  mil- 
lions of  poor  people  who  toil  and  labor  and  sacrifice  and  to 
whom  war  would  compel  them  and  their  children  for  genera- 
tlops  to  come  to  eat  the  bread  of  poverty.  Will  the  sons  of 
the  rich  go  into  the  trenches  or  will  they  go. into  the  intelli- 
gence or  commissary  corps,  where  there  is  no  real  fighting? 
Who  will  bare  their  breasts  in  this  flght  but  the  plain  people 
who  have  no  personal  friends  in  the  Senate  or  in  the  House  or 
In  high  position?  I  plead  for  them,  that  they  be  spared  the 
awful  horrors  of  war  until  it  comes  to  our  door.  I  protest 
the  efforts  and  propaganda  that  is  leading  to  their  slaughter 
in  a  European  war. 

I  repeat,  the  second  obligation  is  of  equal  importance:  Get 
ready,  let  us  have  speed,  action,  so  that  we  will  be  ready  if 
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enemies  are  seeking  to  declare  war  upon  us.  an  Innocent  peo- 
have  not  the  excuse  of  a  Versailles  Treaty  in 
I  say    let  us  prepare;  that  is  our  real 


us. 


pie.  :  They 
warring  upon 
business. 

I  appreciate  the  fact  that  my  fellow  Senators  and  my  coun- 
trymen have  given  me  during  the  last  few  months  the  privilege 
and  honor  of  shaping  and  forming  and  drafting  measures  to 
help  expedite  action  so  that  we  will  have  an  impregnable 
navy. 

If  I  have  been  sensitive  and  keen  about  the  least  Inter- 
ference with  our  defenses,  it  is  because  of  two  reasons:  First, 
I  want  to  have  our  defenses  so  complete  and  so  powerful  that 
they  will  prevent  any  violent-minded  enemy  from  successfully 
attacking  us;  and,  second.  I  do  not  want  our  forces  deprived 
of  one  gim,  or  one  bomb,  or  one  ship  which  can  aid  that 
American  boy  whom  you  and  I  some  day  may  have  to  draft. 
I  want  every  Instrument.  I  want  every  bomb,  I  want  every 
shell.  I  want  every  plane,  I  want  every  boat  ready  and  avail- 
able, so  that  I  can  say  when  and  if  It  becomes  necessary  to 
draft  him,  "Yoimg  man,  you  have  every  possible  weapon  of 
defense  your  Government  can  give  you." 

laictue  me:  I  have  departed  from  the  lubject  of  this  bill; 
but  I  thought  perhaps  it  was  an  opportune  time  for  me  to 
expfoss  my  vlewi  of  what  I  think  my  country  ought  to  do  at 
thU  crlslf . 

If  there  are  no  questions,  I  will  proceed  to  dlscusi  the  bill. 
Section  1  of  this  bill 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quortmi. 

T^e  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

T!he  legislaUve  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names: 


Davit 

Lee 

Schwarta 

Andrtws 

Donahey 

Lodce 

Schwelienbach 

Ashimt 
Austin 

Downey 

Lucas 

Bheppard 

Ellender 

Lundeen 

ShlpatMd 

Ball«y 

Oeorge 

McCarran 

Buttery 

Bankhead 

Oerry 

MrKeUar 

Smith 

Barl^ey 

Gillette 

McNary 

Taft 

Bilbo 

Green 

Maloney 

Thomas.  Idaho 

BODf 

Guffey 

Mead 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bridges  4 

Gumey 

MUler 

Thomas.  Utah 

Brown     "" 

Hale 

Mlnton 

Tobey 

Bul0W 

Harrison 

Murray 

Townsend 

Burke 

Hatch 

Neely 

Truman 

Byrd 

Hayden 

Norrls 

Tidings 

Byraes 

Herring 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Capt>er 
Cartway 

HIU 

O'BfUbona 

y             Van  Nuya 

Holman 

Overton 

Wagner 

Cbabdler 

Holt 

Pepper 

Walsh 

Chavez 

Hughes 

Plttman 

1          Wheeler 

Claik.  Idaho 

Johnson,  Calif. 

RadcUfle 

White 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reed 

Wiley 

Coo&aliy 

King 

Reynolds 

Dasaber 

La  FoUette 

RusseU 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  CM.^honey  in  the  chair). 
Ninety  Senators  having  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum 
is  present.    The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  In  the  course  of  my  colloquy  with 
thei  able  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  I  quoted  from  a  state- 
mept  made  by  Mr.  Henry  L.  Stimson.  In  fairness  to  Mr. 
Stiinson,  I  think  the  entire  statement  should  be  printed. 
I  wfas  reading  from  an  editorial  in  the  Wall  Street  Journal 
thia  morning,  which,  strange  to  say,  comes  to  the  conclusion, 
as  |to  the  gentleman  who  has  just  been  recommended  for 
Secretary  of  War,  that — 

What  Mr.  Stimscn  advocates  amounts  to  United  States  entranco 
Into  the  war. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  editorial 
may  be  printed  in  the  Record  as  part  of  my  remarks  Then 
I  ekpress  the  earnest  hope.  In  fairness  to  Mr.  Stimson,  that 
l)efpre  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee  acts  upon  his 
nomination  it  will  call  him  before  the  committee,  so  that  the 
Seqate  Itself  may  have  a  full  and  authentic  record  as  to  pre- 
cisely what  his  views  are  in  respect  to  these  desperately  im- 
iwrtant  matters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  t'le  edi- 
torial will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
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The  editorial  \i  as  follows: 

I  From  the  Wall  Street  Journal  of  June  21.  1940] 

MB    BTIMSOK  SHOUU)  HOT  BS  STCRCTAaT  OF  WA« 

On  Tuesday,  June  18.  two  days  before  ^i^"°^rt*"^"?°.„^tlS 
Secretarv  of  War  Henry  L.  StlnMon  made  a  radio  address  entiuea 
^erlS's  intcresrin  the  British  Fleet."  Here  «oUows  the  text 
ofThe  <inc  Sslon  of  Mr.  Sllmson's  addre«i  as  transcribed  by  ^e 
Nat  "nal  Broadcasting  Co..  over  which  the  speech  was  transmuted. 

•■To  put  the  matter  concretely  my  recommendation  vvould  b« 
that  the  following  steps  should  immediately  be  taken:  ^..^ 

-I  we  should  repeal  the  provtelons  of  our  Ul-staired  •o-called 
neutrality  venture  which  has  acted  as  a  shackle  to  our  true  InteresU 

'°"2 ''we*  Ihonia  throw  open  all  of  our  ports  to  the  British  and 
Prench  naval  and  merchant  marme  for  all  repair;}  and  refueling 

'"^.°wrBhouid*lcce5erate  by  every  means  In  our  ixjwer  the  scnd- 
me  of  planes  and  other  munitions  to  Britain  and  Fiance  on  a  scale 
which  would  be  effective;  sending  tbem  if  necessary  in  our  own 

•^'.P'  ^^^  Sd'rMr^fn  from  being  fooled  by  the  evident  bluff 
of  Hitler's  so-called  "flfth  column"  movements  In  South  America. 
They  are  on  the  face  of  thrm  attempts  to  frighten  us  from  sending 
hdn  where  It  will  be  most  effective.  ^  ^ 

"5  In  order  to  assist  the  home  front  of  Britain's  defenses 
•hould  open  our  lands  as  a  refuge  for  the  children  «»nd  old  peopw 
of  Britain  whose  liability  to  suffering  from  •»'  "^**"  J"^?^?'^! 
BrltAin  IS  II  constant  inducemc  nt  to  eurrcnder  to  terms  which  she 

would  otherwise  resist.  4.  »  .*..  ,«.*-.4..*  .r«ifm«n(B 

•e  We  shmild,  svery  one  of  us,  combat  the  defeatist  srfumsnts 
whWh  are  being  m./e  In  this  country  as  to  the  uiiconquer.ble 
piWer  of  oermany.  I  believe  that  If  we  use  «mr  brains  and  curb 
our  prejudiofs  we  cnn.  by  keeping  command  of  the  §»«,  b«»t  n«r 

'^•F!n"irwo*^»hou\d 'tt  once  sdopt  s  »y»tcm  of  universal  com- 
DUisory  training  and  service  which  would  not  only  be  the  most 
?^JJ^7ev;5enre  that  we  are  In  eameet  but  which  Is  at  the  prcs.nt 
moment  imperoilve  if  we  are  to  have  men  ready  to  operate  the 
Slanw  end  other  munitions,  the  creation  of  which  Congre..  has 
iu»t  authorized  by  a  practically  unanimous  vote. 

•In  these  ways,  and  with  the' old  American  spirit  of  courage  snd 
leadership  behind  them.  I  believe  we  should  nnd  ou'^P'lP"^^"*^^ 
to  take  their  proper  part  In  this  threatened  world  and  carry  through 
to  victory,  freedom,  and  reconstruction." 

What  Mr  Stimson  advocates  amounts  to  United  States  entrance 
into  the  war:   the  assumption  of  an  active  role  as  a  belllKerent. 

We  stoutly  afflrm  Mr.  Stlmson's  right  to  speak  for  any  Pol^cy  '^ 
which  he  believes.  He  Is  an  experienced  and  able  statesman,  ana 
his  views   deserve  respect. 

However,  we  believe  that  Mr.  Stlmson's  views.  Insofar  as  they 
would  lead  us  to  war.  are  far  out  of  line  with  what  the  majority 

of  the  American  people  want.  TT„if»H  st«tM 

On  that  KTound  we  hold  that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
should  refuse  to  confirm  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stimson  as  Secre- 
^BTv  at  Wat 

We  believe  that  It  would  be  a  calamity  to  put  Mr.  Stimson  In 
the  position  where  he  could  open  this  country  to  the  danger  01 
participation  In  the  war  which  the  American  people  oppo.=e. 

We  Jay  this  with  full  recognlUon  of  Mr.  Stlmson's  unquestioned 
Integrity  and  fine  ability. 

Mr  VANDENBERG.  In  the  same  connection,  I  greatly 
hope  that  the  ex-Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Woodring,  wiU 
be  requested  to  appear  and  testify,  and  to  explain  whether 
the  Associated  Press  has  correctly  quoted  him  that  the 
reason  why  he  was  forced  to  resign  was — 

Because  he  opposed  "stripping  our  defenses  to  aid  the  Allies." 

Mr  President,  I  think  it  would  bear  somewhat  upon  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  qualifications  of  Mr.  Woodring's 
successor  if  the  reason  why  the  successor  is  chosen  to  nt 
certain  specifications  is  that  his  predecessor  was  discharged 
for  these  reasons:  and  I  express  the  hope  that  Mr.  Woodring 
may  also  be  a  witness. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts has  the  floor. 

Mr    WALSH     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr'  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  desire  to  a5k  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  if  he  does  not  think  some  of  the  questions  posed 
in  the  Associated  Press  dispatch  to  which  he  has  referred 
might  be  resolved  if  the  White  House  were  to  see  fit  even 
to  give  out  the  letter  of  resignation  of  the  ex-Secretary  of 
War,  which  in  ordinary  course  is  done,  and  not  hide  behind 
the  subterfuge  that  it  is  "too  personal." 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  agree  with  the  Senator. 

Mr   MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 


Mr  MINTON.  I  desire  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan that  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  met  this  niorning. 
and  determined  to  have  Colonel  Stimson  appear  before  the 
committee  after  the  Republican  convention,  because  that  " 
the  earliest  time  at  which  we  can  have  in  attendance  the 
distinguished  members  of  the  committee  who  belong  to  that 

Mr!  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  me  for  a  brief  statement? 

Mr.  WALSH.    If  it  is  a  brief  one.  .     *     ^  ^# 

Mr  PEPPER.  The  chairman  of  the  committee.  Instead  or 
explaining  the  biU,  made  a  fundamental  declaraUon  of  policy, 
and  I  should  like  a  brief  opportunity  to  reply  to  It. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida  for  that  purpose? 
Mr   WALSH.    My  speech  was  the  result  of  the  declara- 
tion of  mUltary  policy  made  by  the  Senator  from  Florida. 
He  first  opened  the  discussion  of  the  subject. 

I  really  should  like  to  dispose  of  the  bill;  yet  I  do  not  want 
to  be  discourteous  to  the  Senator.  When  the  bill  is  open  to 
discussion  the  Senator  will  have  an  opportunity  to  speftk. 
It  is  not  now  open  to  discussion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Mmssa- 
chuiettj  has  the  floor,  and  apparently  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Senotor  from  Florida,  of  course,  naj  a 
right  to  take  the  floor  when  the  first  amendment  Is  under 
discussion.  Before  I  yield.  I  ask  to  have  printed  In  tlit 
RccosD,  In  connection  with  my  remarks,  part  of  a  speech 
delivered  by  A.  Frank  Reel,  a  Boston  attorney,  at  the  Thirty- 
sixth  Annual  Convention  of  the  Maine  State  Federation  of 
Labor  at  Portland,  Maine,  on  June  13  of  this  year,  on  the 
subject  Ubor's  Duty  Is  To  Help  Keep  Us  Out  of  War  In  my 
opinion  it  is  such  an  admirable  address  that  I  should  like  to 
have  part  of  it  printed  in  the  Record  In  connection  with  my 

remarks.  ^.       ^^  , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  the  part 
of  the  address  will  be  printed  in  the  Record  in  connection 
with  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 
The  part  of  the  address  referred  to  is  as  follows: 


labor's  dutt  is  to  help  keep  us  out  or  WA« 

If  I  were  smart.  I'd  stop  here;  I'd  give  you  a  pretty  peroration  and 
sit  down.  And  you  would  applaud  and  say,  ''-niere  s  a  friend  of 
ours  He's  a  Rood  labor  lawyer.  We'd  better  get  in  touch  with  him 
to  helD  us  on  our  legal  problems."  If  I  were  smart.  I  wouldn  t  say 
what  rm  going  to  eay.  because  It's  not  the  popular  thing  and  It  runa 
counter  to  the  hysteria  of  the  moment. 

But  I  can't  talk  about  labor's  future  and  not  talk  about  the  war. 
And  I'm  not  smart,  because  I  feel  this  thing  too  deeply.  When  I 
sneak  to  you  now  I  speak  not  merely  as  a  labor  lawyer,  not  nierely 
ai  one  who  loves  the  labor  movement  and  works  passionately  for 
Its  success  but  I  speak  to  you  as  a  young  man.  single,  free,  un- 
iraiSSSd  physically  flt-ln  short,  grade  A  cannon  fodder  even  as 
are  w  many  of  you  or  so  many  of  your  sons.  That's  why  I  think  I 
have  a  right  to  speak  to  you  as  I  shall. 

Labor's  first  duty  Is  to  help  us  keep  out  of  the  war  In  Europe  in 
the  event  that  It  continues  much  longer.  Today  we  axe  deluged 
with  propaganda— radio,  press,  pulplt^urglng  us  to  all  steps  short 
of  wa?"  to  "defend  America  by  aiding  the  Allies,"  etc.  That's  aU 
very  well,  providing,  of  course,  we  realize  that  If  we  keep  on  taWng 
step  after  step  toward  the  shore  line,  weTe  boun^  to  get  our  feet 
wet  The  voices  Im  talking  about  are  those  that  are  urging  us  to 
declare  war  on  Germany  and  Italy  And  those  volc^  grow  ^  mim- 
ber  and  intensity  every  day.  and  their  sound  wUl  sweU  to  a  roar  If 
and  when  the  Nazis  Invade  England.  ».  *    *^  . 

Perhaps  one  of  my  troubles  Is  that  while  I'm  young  enough  to  be  a 
soldier  I'm  not  so  young  that  I  can't  remember  the  last  war  Ever 
since  Abraham  Lincoln  immortalized  the  phrase  In  his  Gettysburg 
address  we  Americans  have  Imbued  our  consciousness  with  the  de- 
sire to  feel  about  those  who  have  died  wearing  our  uniform  that 
•■these  dead  have  not  died  in  vain."  And  yet,  as  ^«ffthe  question 
about  those  thousands  of  American  boys  who  fell  in  1917  and  1918 
is  there  any  doubt  as  to  the  answer?  Horrible  though  the  thought 
r^ay  tS  are^we  not  now  forced  to  say:  "They  did  die  in  vain?"--they 

Why  did  they  die?  Why  did  we  go  Into  that  last  war?  We  stUl 
don't  know,  but  we  do  remember  the  reasons  that  were  given  us^ 
Did  those  soldiers  die  to  save  the  world  for  democracy?  Then  they 
died  in  vain,  for  the  world  has  seen  less  democracy  in  the  past  10 
years  than  at  any  time  In  the  last  ten  decades.  Did  they  die  so  that 
their  war  mlcht  end  all  war?  Horrible  mockery— and  of  course,  in 
vain  Or  did  I  hear  President  Conant  of  Harvard  say:  "Let's  forget 
the  'moral  Issue'  and  remember  only  the  'realistic  appraisal'  "?  All 
rlRht  Did  they  die  to  save  France  and  England?  Then  who  can  say 
that  their  death  was  Justified,  for  if  we  had  not  gone  ^^o  the  lart 
war  and  even  if  the  Kaiser  had  won.  wouldn't  France  and  Englsnd 
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be  better  off  than  they  are  today?  Or  did  thoae  boys  die  to  prevmt 
an  eventual  Invaalon  or  America  to  save  the  Western  Hemisphere 
from  rule  by  the  Kaisers  son?  Then  glance  at  our  $5,000,000,000 
defen<e  program,  and  know  that  even  If  that  waa  the  reason,  they 
died  In  vain.  No.  we  must  realize,  first,  that  there  Is  hardly  a  man 
of  Intelligence  in  the  United  States  today  who  wUl  not  admit  that 
our  eii.*ry  into  the  first  World  War  In  1917,  with  all  of  Woodrow  WU- 
sons  sincere  Idealism,  was  a  stupid  and  ghastly  mistake. 

I  do  not  say  that  the  issues  of  this  war  are  exactly  the  same 
to  the  belligerents  as  they  were  In  the  last  war,  but  I  do  say 
that  rather  than  Join  In  a  hysterical  chorus.  It  is  well  for  us  to 
realize  that  the  arguments  being  fed  to  the  American  people  In 
favor  of  our  entry  Into  the  war  bear  a  striking  resemblance  to 
fevered  talk  of  the  first  3  months  of  1917. 

Practically  all  of  us  want  to  see  Hitler  and  Mussolini  defeated. 
Almost  all  of  us  would  rather  see  the  Allies  win  than  to  let  the 
dictators  triumph  In  any  manner.  Personally.  I  hate  Hitler  and 
Mussolini  and  everything  they  stand  for,  and  Heaven  knows  I 
have  as  much  reason  to  hate  them  and  their  vicious  systems  as 
any  American  who  ever  lived.  Yet  I  know  that  Hitler  and  Musso- 
lini are  not  accidents.  And  I  know  that  the  worlds  present  horror 
does  not  exist  merely  because  a  certain  bad  man  moved  from 
Austria  Into  Germany  a  few  years  ago 

I  believe  that  Adolf  Hitler — more  than  any  one  man — Is  re- 
sponsible for  this  terrible  war.  But  If  you  ask  me  to  look  back — 
not  5  years — but  10  years — and  to  tell  you  who  Is  responsible 
for  Hitler,  then  I  say  the  blame  must  be  shared  by  the  other  side 
in  this  conflict.  And  that  brings  us  back  to  the  end  of  the  last 
war — and  to  the  probable  end  of  this  one,  no  matter  who  wins. 
For  this  world  has  not  learned  what  it  should  have  learned — that 
you  cannot  grind  down  and  e.itennlnate  a  strong  people — whether 
they  be  Englishmen  or  Frenchmen  or  Germans — or  Americans. 
You  can  drive  them  far,  but  do  not  t)e  stuprlsed  If,  In  their  des- 
peration they  give  up  their  freedom  and  their  destiny  to  a 
maniacal  gangster. 

I  know  that  you  men  and  women  of  labor  reflect  as  much  as 
any  other  group  In  the  country  the  so-called  change  In  sentiment 
that  has  come  over  the  American  people  In  the  last  few  months. 
But  why  have  we  changed  our  minds?  Last  fall,  after  the  war  had 
started  and  after  the  Invasion  of  Poland,  the  United  States  Con- 
gress strengthened  our  Neutrahty  Act  by  Insisting  on  "cash  and 
carry."  There  was  no  doubt  about  otir  repeated  Insistence  on 
neutrality,  and  the  fact  that  we  would  not  go  to  war  In  Europe. 
What  has  happened  since  then  to  make  us  change  our  minds?  Is 
there  a  moral  reason  for  a  change  of  heart?  Hitler  marched  Into 
Denmark.  Norway.  Holland,  and  Belgium,  but  these  Invasions  were 
war.  Hitler's  crimes  were  committed  long  loefore  war  strategy  di- 
rected his  movements:  they  were  committed  before  "cash  and 
carry"  became  law.  The  invasion  of  the  neutral  countries  this 
spring  was  frightful — but  It  Is  war — and  war  is  hell.  War  means 
that  you  must  kill  or  you  will  be  killed — and  It's  not  a  football 
game  that  Is  to  be  played  according  to  pretty  rules  Millions  of 
Innocent  people  are  tortured — on  the  other  side — to  save  your  own 
side.  Bombs  are  more  dramatic,  but  no  less  frlghtftil  than  star- 
vation. The  Allies  were  fighting  what  they  call  a  "war  of  attri- 
tion," and  that  means  starving  every  man.  woman,  and  baby  In 
Germany;  there  Is  no  "evacuation"  from  starvation  "objectives." 
Make  no  mistake.  If  we  go  to  war  were  going  out  to  try  to  kill — 
by  slow  horrible  starvation — every  man.  woman,  and  baby  in  Ger- 
many and  In  Italy  because  that's  the  kind  of  bloody  business  that 
war  U. 

And  so  I  say  that  when  we  analyze  this  "change  in  sentiment" 
we'd  better  realize  that  It's  not  on  any  moral  basis.  We're  afraid. 
WeTe  afraid  Germany  will  win  and  come  over  here.  There  is  reason 
for  that  fear,  and  so  we  are  preparing  to  defend  ourselves.  That  is 
as  It  should  be.  We're  all  In  favor  of  the  defense  program.  You  and 
I  would  fight  and  die  to  defend  America.  But  let's  stick  to  defense, 
and  let's  not  get  hysterical. 

Let  me  read  you  a  few  sensible  lines  from  an  editorial  In  yester- 
day's Boston  Glcbs: 

"On  this,  earth  In  the  year  which  we  reckon  as  IMO  the  creature 
called  man  has  got  hold  of  scientific  forces,  perhaps  prematurely, 
which  he  applies  through  machines.  These  machines  can  create 
wealth  and  they  can  destroy  life,  which  means  that  they  can  be 
utilized  to  seize  the  wealth  already  acquired  by  other  peoples,  and 
this  la  exactly  what  Is  happening — a  melee  among  the  mechanised 
nations  for  the  potsesBlon  of  wealth  and  power.  Mussolini  as  good 
as  said  so  A8  hours  ago  when  he  pushed  Italy  into  the  meat  grinder. 

"In  all  this  there  is  nothing  new;  it  has  happened  often;  It  has 
been  foreseen  and  predicted,  even  to  the  present  situation  of  the 
two  hungry  Fascist  powers  attempting  to  plunder  two  big  empires. 
the  British  and  French. 

"Alarm,  which  Is  Just  now  very  vocal,  raises  a  practical  question, 
whether  the  apparent  danger  were  better  warded  off  by  our  fighting 
in  Europe  (as  we  have  done  within  a  generation)  or  by  guarding  well 
our  own  hemisphere." 

The  editorial  writer  and  I  both  say  that  the  answer  should 
uneqtilvocably  be  the  defense  of  otu*  hemisphere.  It  Is  a  big 
Job.  but  Amerlc*  has  never  known  the  meaning  of  the  word 
"impossible."  Let  there  be  a  coalition  of  victorlotis  dictators; 
let  tbem  even  solve  the  problem  of  trying  to  subjugate  unwilling 
and-  starving  peoples;  let  them  manage  to  restore  their  spent  and 
wasted  resources;  let  them  cross  3.000  miles  of  water;  give  them 
all  at  these  miracles;  they  still  wUl  find  here  a  Nation  of  140.000.- 
000  free  men.  the  greatest  mechanics  in  the  world,  unlimited  food 
and  fuel,  and  a  deterxolnaUon  to  keep  the  Americas  safe  fox 
democracy. 


This  Is  labor's  Job — not  only  to  prepare  physical  defense,  but  to 
prepare  moral  defense,  to  rebuild  and  strengthen  our  democracy. 
That  means  more  labor-imion  members — not  less.  It  means 
higher  standards  of  living,  less  unemployment,  a  more  even  dts- 
tr&utlon  of  wealth.  Yes,  It  means  watching  out  for  and  driving 
out  "fifth  columnists."  We  despise  "fifth  columnists"  because 
they  are  people  whose  first  love  is  for  some  other  cotmtry.  The 
Communists,  for  Instance,  think  first  of  all  of  Russia  and  follow 
Its  orders.  If  there  ever  were  any  doubt  about  that.  It  was 
dispelled  when  they  changed  their  "line"  coincident  with  the 
signing  of  the  Hitler-Stalin  pact,  and  overnight  stopped  shouting 
for  "collective  security  "  with  the  great  democracies  and  adopted  a 
spurious  Isoiatlcntsm  that  will  shift  back  again  If  and  when 
Stalin  signs  up  with  Sir  Stafford  Crlpps.  The  same  U  true  of 
ot^r  local  Nazis — whose  first  love  Is  Germany.  But  Just  as  dan- 
gerous, because  far  less  obvloiis,  is  the  "fifth  columnist"  whoee 
allegiance  runs  first  to  the  Union  Jack. 

I  know  and  studied  under  some  of  the  Harvard  professors  who 
have  of  late  been  sounding  off  In  public  urging  us  to  declare 
war  on  Germany,  and  who,  from  the  safety  of  their  academic 
chairs,  have  already  been  questioning  the  coinage  of  any  inquir- 
ing student.  These  men  live  much  of  their  Uvea  in  Erngland; 
they  vacation  there,  they  teach  there,  and  It  Is  quite  imderstand- 
able  that  they  regard  an  Invasion  of  Britain  with  almost  as  much 
distaste  as  they  would  an  Invasion  of  the  State  of  Bdalne,  whereas 
an  occupation  of  Ethiopia  or  China  or  Finland  arouses  only  their 

pity 

Along  with  these  "fifth  columnists."  go  the  traitors  who  under 
guise  of  promoting  national  unity,  would  sat»otage  the  social  gains 
of  the  New  Deal — and  those  who  impugn  the  patriotism  of  any- 
one who  dares  to  fight  for  better  living  standards.  These  are 
dangerous  men.  for  their  words  over  the  radio  and  in  ths  press 
carry  the  authority  due  learned  patriots.  As  Professor  Zlpf  pointed 
out  In  a  recent  letter  to  a  Boston  newspaper.  "The  original  Trojan 
horse  that  doomed  Troy  did  not  goose-step  through  the  gates,  but 
entered  as  a  holy,  sanctimonious  offering  to  the  gods." 

Discontent  is  the  dung  that  fertilizes  American  fields  for  the 
"fifth  columns."  We  must  defend  America  by  aiding  the 
Americans. 

Let  us  remember  that  It  Is  one  thing  to  fight  negatively  against 
dictators  whom  we  hate;  It  Is  another  thing  to  fight  affirmatively 
In  defense  of  that  which  we  love — a  happy  homeland  and  a  free 
people.  If  the  time  must  come  when  you  and  I  will  offer  our 
lives  In  defense  of  these  shores.  I  pray  that  it  will  not  be  in  defense 
of  a  land  where  one-third  of  the  people  are  kept  ill-clad.  Ill-housed, 
and  lU-fed.  where  ten  millions  of  them  are  unable  to  find  work, 
where  mobs  bum  homes  and  lynch  human  brings,  but  that  It 
will  be  In  defense  of  a  people  who  have  realized  the  dream  of 
Thomas  Jefferson  and  who  have  Justified  the  faith  of  Abraham 
Lincoln.  That  will  be  the  future  of  which  "the  patriot's  dream — 
who  see  beyond  the  years " — when  our  "alabaster  cities  gleam — 
undlmmed  by  human  tears."  Perhaps  when  that  dawn  breaks  our 
successful  democracy  will  cast  a  light  so  dazzling  that  It  will  open 
the  clouded  eyes  of  those  who  follow  the  dictators.  Then  weary 
mankind  will  lay  down  Its  arms,  really  beat  Its  swords  Into  plow- 
shares, and  once  again  will  start  the  slow  upward  climb  toward  a 
true  Christianity. 

Mr.  MEAD.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from.  New  York. 
Then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  MEAD.  I  am  very  much  interested  In  the  bill  which 
is  before  us.  and  particularly  the  portion  of  it  on  page  4, 
lines  6  to  19.  I  ask  the  able  chairman  of  the  committee  if 
those  provisions  limit  to  7  percent  the  profit  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  airplanes  and  airplane  parts. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  the  question  Is  an  involved 
one.  I  have  a  sulistitute  for  those  provisions  which  I  am 
going  to  offer.  In  brief,  though,  an  attempt  is  made  in 
the  bill  to  limit  profits  to  7  percent.  I  assume  the  Senator 
has  no  objection  to  that. 

Mr.  MEAD.  I  should  like  to  have  this  idea  considered  in 
connection  with  that  limitation : 

In  the  manufacture  of  airplanes  and  airplane  parts  a  tre- 
mendous outlay  of  money  is  necessary  in  the  expansion,  the 
development,  the  experimentation,  and  the  engineering  costs. 
If  those  costs  are  to  be  considered,  and  then  if  the  higher 
tax  imposts  are  to  be  levied,  and  then  if  7  percent  is  to  be 
the  outside  margin  of  profit,  it  will  be  most  difficult  for  us 
to  attract  capital  into  the  production  of  airplanes. 

For  instance,  take  the  case  of  a  manufacturer  in  my  home 
district:  In  the  engineering  and  experimentation  in  connec- 
tion with  a  new  model,  the  company  spent  $800,000  If  we 
consider  that  outlay — iand  it  is  continuous  and  continuing  in 
connection  with  all  new  models,  and  must  be  encouraged, 
because  the  airplane  models  of  1936  and  1937  would  not  be 
worth  anything  in  a  war  in  1940 — and  then  if  we  consider. 
In  addition  to  that  toll,  the  higher  taxes  contained  in  the 
tax  bill  which  we  have  Just  passed,  together  with  the  fact  that 
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the  manufacturers  are  limited  in  the  competition  for  con- 
tracts—some of  the  contracts.  I  understand,  are  competitive, 
and  some  are  negotiated— I  am  a  little  bit  fearful  that  we 
shall  cut  the  margin  so  thin  as  to  retard  rather  than  to 
expedite  the  mass  production  of  planes. 

I  am  not  interested  in  profits.  I  am  not  concerned  with 
the  manufacturers  even  making  7  percent.  I  am  vitally  con- 
cerned in  the  first  place  in  the  production  of  planes  sufficient 
for  our  national  defense;  and  I  was  wondering  if  the  com- 
mittee had  that  matter  in  mind. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  it  would  take  from  10  to  20 
minutes  to  explain  those  provisions.  If  the  Senator  wants 
me  to  do  it  now.  I  wiU;  but  I  am  anxious  to  do  the  courtesy 
of  yielding  to  the  Senator  from  Florida.  I  wish  the  Senator 
from  New  York  would  wait  untU  we  come  to  that  part  of  the 
biU.  It  is  quit€  an  involved  problem.  There  are  in  the  bill 
three  methods  of  contracting  for  airplanes,  and  there  is  a 
different  measure  on  the  profits  of  each  method. 

Mr  MEAD.  Very  weU.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  wait  until 
the  Senator  comes  to  that  point  In  the  bill.  I  will  conclude 
by  saying  that  I  am  interested  only  In  the  mass  production 
of  planes  for  our  defense.  „  ^^ 

Mr  WALSH.  I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 
Mr  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
The  parliamenUry  inquiry  is  prompted  by  the  fact  that  for 
some  time  I  presided  over  the  Senate  when  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  was  ably  explaining  this  bill  and  being  very 
courteous  to  Senators.  I  happen  to  know  that  there  are 
other  Senators  who  have  important  and  some  of  them  privi- 
leged matters  which  they  desire  to  have  taken  up. 

The  question  is.  May  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield 
to  another  Senator  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  statement, 
or  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  speech,  as  has  been  done  quite 
frequently  throughout  the  day? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  parliamentary  rule,  as 
all  Senators  weU  know,  is  that  a  Senator  may  not  yield  the 
floor  except  for  a  quesUon;  but  it  is  a  rule  more  honored  in 
the  breach  than  in  the  observance.  The  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts has  the  floor. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  with  an 
amendment  pending,  any  Senator  has  a  right  to  the  floor. 

Mr  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquu-y.  It 
Is  qiUte  correct  that  with  an  amendment  pending  any  Senator 
has  a  right  to  the  floor;  but  has  any  Senator  requested  the 
floor  from  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  in  his  own  right? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No  Senator  has  been  recog- 
nized except  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  who  still  has 
the  floor.  The  question  is  upon  agreeing  to  the  first  amend- 
ment to  the  bill  which  is  before  the  Senate. 

Mr  TRUMAN.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  intends  to 
yield  the  floor,  I  desire  to  be  recognized  on  a  privileged 
matter. 

Mr.  PEPPER    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts yield?  ,       ^        ^*  t 
Mr.  WALSH.    I  must  yield  on  a  privileged  matter,  as  I 
understand  the  parliamentary  rules.                    »..  ^  ^  ^    • 

Mr.  TRUMAN.    I  have  a  privileged  matter  which  I  desire 
to  have  brought  up. 
Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield,  if  it  is  a  privileged  matter. 

ALTEKA'nCN    OF   CERTAIN    BRIDGES   OVER   NAVIGABLE    WATERS^VETO 

MESSAGE 

Mr  TRUMAN.  Mr.  President,  therer  Is  a  veto  message  on 
the  table  which  I  desire  to  bring  up.    It  relates  to  House  biU 

9381. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  a  mes- 
sage from  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  the  House  of 
RepresentaUves,  and  a  message  from  the  House  relative 
thereto,  which  were  read,  as  follows: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval  H.  R.  9381, 
a  bill  to  provide  for  the  alteraUon  of  certain  bridges  over 
navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  for  the  apporUoimient 
of  the  cost  of  such  alterations  between  the  United  States  and 
the  owners  of  such  bridges,  and  for  other  purposes. 


The  bill  contains  a  number  of  provisions  that  are  very  slnil- 
lar  to  some  of  those  in  the  General  Bridge  Act  of  March  23. 
1906  (34  Stat.  84).    However,  it  would  establish  a  new  policy 
by  which  the  United  States  would  be  required  to  bear  a  portion 
of  the  cost  of  alterations  or  changes  in  bridges  over  navigable 
waters  used  and  operated  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  railroad 
traffic,  or  both  railroad  and  highway  traffic,  where  such  alter- 
ations or  changes  are  found  to  be  necessary  by  the  Secretary 
of  War  for  free  and  unobstructed  navigation.     Under  the 
new  policy  which  the  bill  proposes,  the  bridge  owner  would  be 
required  to  bear  only  such  part  of  the  cost  of  such  alterations 
or  changes  as  may  be  attributable  to  the  direct  and  special 
benefits  which  will  accrue  to  him,  as  determined  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War;  and  the  United  States  would  be  required  to  bear 
tlie  remainder  of  such  cost.    The  provisions  of  the  bill  are 
substantially  the  same  as  those  contained  in  S.  1989  from 
which  I  withheld  my  approval  on  August  11, 1939. 

As  was  stated  In  my  memorandum  of  disapproval  of  S.  1989, 
the  General  Bridge  Act  of  March  23,  1906.  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  require  the  alteration  of  any  bridge  which, 
in  his  opinion,  may  at  any  time  unreasonably  obstruct  navi- 
gation, the  cost  of  such  alteration  to  be  borne  entirely  by  the 
owner.    This  has  been  a  condition  precedent  to  the  construc- 
tion of  bridges  over  the  naviga'jle  waters  of  the  United  States 
and  the  owners  are  fully  apprised  of  the  condition  before  the 
consti-uction  work  is  undertaken.    The  Supreme  Court  has 
repeatedly  held  that  where  a  bridge  is  an  unreasonable  ob- 
struction to  navigation,  the  removal  of  such  obstruction  may 
be  required  without  compensation  from  the  United  States,  and 
such  removal  cannot  be  regarded  as  a  taking  of  private  prop- 
erty within  the  meaning  of  the  ConsUtution.    To  require  the 
Federal  Government  to  pay  the  cost  of  alterations  which  do 
not  directly  beneflt  the  bridge  owners  would  impose  upon  it 
heavy  financial  liabilities.    It  is  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  preserve  and  protect  the  navigability  of  our  navigable 
waters,  and  when  any  person,  association,  corporation,  or 
other  body  is  authorized  to  build  a  structure  over  any  such 
stream,  the  United  States  should  not  be  required  to  bear  any 
part  of  the  cost  of  alterations  which  are  necessary  to  avoid 
obstructions  to  navigation. 

I  am,  therefore,  returning  the  bill.  H.  R.  9381.  without  my 
approval,  as  it  does  not  appear  that  any  adequate  reason 
exists  for  imposing  upon  the  Federal  Government  the  addi- 
tional burdens  which  the  bill  proposes. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  Wkfte  House,  June  10.  1940. 

Ik  the  Housk  or  Representatives, 

JuTie  19,  1940. 

The  House  of  Representatives  having  proceeded  to  reconsider  the 
blU  (H  R.  9381)  to  provide  for  the  alteration  of  certain  bridges 
over  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  for  the  apportionment 
of  the  cost  of  such  alterations  between  the  United  States  and  the 
owners  of  such  bridges,  and  for  other  purposes,  returned  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  with  his  objectiona,  to  the  House 
of  Representatives,  In  which  It  originated.  It  was 

Resolved,  That  the  said  bill  pass,  two-thirds  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  agreeing  to  pass  the  same. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is,  Shall  the 
bill  pass,  the  objections  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding? 

Mr.  TRUMAN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  think  this  matter  Is  of 
sufficient  importance  that  we  should  have  a  quorum  present, 
and  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  TRUMAN.  I  expect  to  call  for  a  quorum  before  the 
vote  is  taken.  I  should  like  to  make  a  statement  of  the  sit- 
uation before  the  Senator  asks  for  a  quorum. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  think  this  matter  is  of 
such  importance  that  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  TRUMAN.  I  do  not  yield  for  that  purpose  at  the  pres- 
ent time. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

■Mr  DANAHER.  Is  not  the  suggestion  of  the  absence  of 
a  quorum  in  order  at  any  time?  * 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    No;  It  cannot  take  a  Senator 

off  his  feet.  ^         ^.  ^  ». 

Mr.  TRUMAN.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a  matter  which  has 
been  under  consideration  by  this  body  for  2  years.  I^st  year 
the  Committee  on  Commerce  of  the  Senate  held  elaborate 
hearings  on  a  biU  identical  with  that  which  has  been  vetoed. 
It  passed  the  Senate  by  a  unanimous  vote  after  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Commerce.  It  passed  the  House  imder  the 
same  conditions.  The  President  vetoed  the  bill  at  the  end 
of  the  session  last  year.  It  was  reintroduced  this  year  in  the 
House  of  Representatives.  I  made  a  special  call  upon  the 
President  one  Sunday  at  his  request,  and  went  into  the  details 
of  his  objecUons,  and  thought  they  had  all  been  met.  I  sent 
the  following  letter  to  the  House  committee: 

WhUe  I  may  not.  because  of  the  nile  of  protocol  against  quot*nK 
the  President  as  to  exactly  what  he  aaid  to  me.  yet  I  can  with 
propriety  certify  the  clear  understanding  I  gained  from  a  personal 
interview  with  him.  Therefore.  I  certify  that  House  bill  9381  Is  In 
cotiplete  and  perfect  accord  with  my  clear  vrnderstandlng.  ao  gained, 
of  Just  what  the  President  wanted  In  thla  matter. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  part  of  the  transportation  policy 
laid  down  by  the  President's  Committee  of  Six  and  Com- 
mittee of  Three  which  went  into  the  whole  railroad  problem. 
It  was  Included  in  the  omiubus  railroad  bill  which  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  WheilerI  and  I  refused  to  introduce. 
That  bill  was  divided  up  into  four  or  five  parts,  one  of  which 
this  is. 

When,  in  the  interest  of  navigation,  a  bridge  owner  is  re- 
quired to  rebuild  or  widen  or  heighten  a  bridge  over  a 
navigable  stream,  the  bUl  requires  the  Federal  Government 
to  pay  that  part  of  the  benefit  which  does  not  affect  the  owner 
of  the  bridge.  The  owner  of  the  bridge  is  to  pay  aU  the  rest 
of  the  charge  against  him  for  the  benefit  he  may  receive. 
If  he  does  not  receive  certain  benefits,  then  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  to  pay  those  benefits.  If  it  is  a  new  bridge, 
he  has  to  pay  the  whole  cost.  If  it  Is  an  obsolete  bridge,  one 
which  has  to  be  replaced  in  the  Interest  of  the  owner,  he 
has  to  pay  the  whole  cost.  It  is  only  if  a  bridge  owner  is  re- 
quired to  replace  a  bridge  in  the  interest  of  navigation  that 
the  bill  would  apply. 

I  think  this  is  an  eminently  fair  measure.  I  think  it  Is  in 
shape  so  that  the  Interests  of  the  general  public  are  amply 
protected.  I  do  not  desire  to  take  up  too  much  time  of  the 
Senate.  II  Senators  will  read  the  complete  statement  on  the 
subject  by  Mr.  Lka.  chairman  of  the  House  committee,  found 
at  page  8847  of  the  Congrkssional  Record,  they  will  find 
that  it  covers  every  detail  in  regard  to  the  bill. 

I  sincerely  hope  the  Senate  will  vote  to  override  the  veto 
of  the  President. 

Mr.  HEED.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  support  the  position 
taken  by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Missouri  IMr.  Tbitiiaw]. 
This  bill  Is  an  eminently  fair  and  equiuble  measure.  The 
Government  of  the  United  States,  which  means  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  does  own  navigable  waters.  When  a 
bridge  is  erected  across  a  navigable  stream,  or  any  other 
navigable  water,  permission  must  be  obtained  to  erect  it. 
After  the  bridge  has  been  built,  if  it  is  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  biiilder.  and  there  comes  a  change  for  some 
other  reason  other  than  the  builder's  reason,  there  is  no 
equity  in  requiring  the  original  builder  of  the  bridge,  if  it  Is 
still  safe,  and  if  it  is  still  adequate,  to  meet  the  costs  of  the 
change. 

P\)r  example.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  so-called  long 
bridge  across  the  Potomac  River  here  be  raised  several  feet, 
wholly  for  scenic  purposes.  There  is  no  substantial  naviga- 
tion there,  although  the  Potomac  \s  a  navigable  stream.  The 
railroads  find  that  bridge  adequate  for  their  use.  Should 
they  be  reqviired  to  pay  the  expenses  of  raising  a  bridge 
which  is  perfectly  adequate  for  their  purpose,  the  raising  of 
which  does  not  affect  them  a  particle? 

Mr.  President,  that  Is  all  there  is  to  the  bill.  It  has  been 
before  the  committee  for  2  years,  as  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Missouri  has  stated.  It  has  been  unanimously  approved  by 
the  committee.  It  unanimously  passed  this  body.  The  War 
Department  made  some  objections  which  caused  the  Presi- 
dent to  veto  the  bill  last  year,  and  before  the  bill  was  passed 


this  year  every  effort  was  made,  and  It  was  thought  success- 
fully, to  meet  the  objections  the  President  had  raised. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mjr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Will  the  Senator  be  good  enough  to  answer 
a  qi^estion  or  two  merely  for  information?  My  first  inquiry 
is  as  to  the  present  law.  Suppose  a  bridge  were  erected  ever 
a  navigable  stream  with  the  consent  of  Congress.  Could  the 
Waif  Department  order  the  raising  of  that  bridge,  and,  if  so, 
could  it  throw  the  entire  cost  upon  the  owners  of  the  bridge, 
under  the  present  law? 

Mr.  REED.  I  wish  I  could  give  a  complete  answer  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado  as  to  the  status  under  the 
present  law,  but  I  fear  I  cannot. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  General  Bridge  Act  of  1906.  the 
Secretary  of  War,  if  a  bridge  turns  out  to  be  an  obstruction 
to  navigation,  may  require  its  reconstructfon  or  removal,  the 
entire  cost  to  be  placed  on  the  owner. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Suppose  a  bridge  had  been  built  30  or  40  or 
50  years  ago,  and  then,  by  reason  of  changes  in  the  character 
of  the  use  of  the  stream;  that  is,  for  instance,  suppose  there 
had'  been  a  navigation  development,  the  owner  of  the  bridge 
would,  imder  the  bill,  be  paid  if  he  were  required  to  adapt  the 
brieve  to  the  changed  conditions? 

h^.  BARKLEY.  That  is  correct.  I  may  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor that  the  act  of  1906  was  passed  upon  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  which  held  that  it  was  not  a  taking  of  property  to  re- 
quire the  removal  or  reconstruction  of  the  bridge  at  the  entire 
cost  of  the  owner. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  That  is,  that  a  crossing  by  a  bridge  is  merely 
a  revocable  license.  I  assume. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  I  think  that  is  practically  the  case. 
Of  course,  bridges  cannot  be  built  over  navigable  streams 
without  the  consent  of  Congress  and  in  pursuance  of  plans 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War, 

/is  to  the  Senator's  question  about  the  change  in  the  use  of 
the  stream  for  navigation  purposes,  I  think  it  is  probably  true 
that,  with  some  few  exceptions  in  certain  sections  of  the  coun- 
try, the  navigation  of  these  streams  has  declined  very  largely; 
I  mean  the  type  of  boats  that  used  to  go  down  the  rivers  and 
under  these  bridges  has  in  many  cases  been  entirely  elimi- 
natjed,  and  In  some  cases  certainly  lessened. 

So,  taking  the  country  as  a  whole,  and  the  navigable  streams 
as  a  whole,  certainly  the  inland  streams.  I  should  venture  the 
suggestion  that  there  is  much  less  traffic  likely  to  be  inter- 
fered with  by  a  bridge  than  there  was  30. 40.  or  50  years  ago. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  What  is  the  formula  for  the  apportionment 
of  the  cost  under  this  bill? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  formula  is  rather  indefinite.  I  think 
the  Secretary  of  War 

Mr.  TRUMAN.    May  I  read  the  formula? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  TRUMAN.    The  bridge  owner  must  pay 

1.  Vot  direct  and  special  benefits  to  him; 

2.  For  any  benefits  he  receives  due  to  a  saving  in  the  repair  of 
the  bridge,  old  or  new; 

3.  ror  the  maintenance  cost  of  the  bridge; 

4.  He  must  pay  that  part  of  the  coet  attributable  to  the  re- 
quirements of  traffic  by  rail  or  highway. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Who  determines  the  apportionment  of  the 
cost? 

Mr.  TRUMAN.    The  Secretary  of  War. 

B4r.  ADAMS.  Is  the  finding  of  the  Secretary  of  War  sub- 
ject to  review? 

Mr.  TRUMAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Does  the  act  provide  for  a  review? 

Mr.  TRUMAN.    Yes. 

Bffr.  ADAMS.  Does  the  Senator  have  any  idea  as  to  what 
would  be  a  practical  and  accurate  apportionment  of  the 
cost? 

Mr.  TRUMAN.  I  have  not.  There  has  been  no  estimate 
made  of  that  situation  because  it  depends  altogether  on  the 
siae  of  the  bridge  and  what  is  to  be  done  about  it. 
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Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President.  I  rise  only  to  add.  In  support 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Missouri,  that  there  is  no  partisan 
division  in  connection  with  this  matter.  It  is  not  a  matter  of 
politics.  It  is  only  a  matter  of  equity  in  adjusting  the  present 
bridge  conditions  to  the  present  time,  and  permitting  im- 
provements to  be  made,  but  not  requiring  the  cost  of  im- 
provements to  be  made  solely  at  the  expense  of  the  bridge 
owner  when  the  bridge  owner  is  in  nowise  interested  and 
receives  no  benefit. 

I  think  the  President,  in  vetoing  the  bill,  was  governed 
by  advice  from  subordinates  who  were  not  sufficiently  in- 
formed. The  House  very  promptly  passed  the  biU  over  his 
veto.    I  hope  the  Senate  may  do  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  wish  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum 
before  we  proceed  to  the  vote. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  withhold 
his  point  of  no  quorum  for  a  moment? 
Mr.  DANAHER.     Yes. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  wish  merely  to  make  a  short  statement. 
The  measure  is  similar  to  a  bill  the  President  has  heretofore 
vetoed  on  the  ground  that  it  wiU  involve  an  obUgation  which 
is  indefinite,  of  course,  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  to 
pay  a  very  large  part  of  the  expenses  of  remodeling  or  re- 
constructing railroad  bridges  over  the  navigable  streams  of 
the  United  States.  I  am  not  making  this  statement  m  order 
to  influence  any  Senator.  I  make  it  merely  to  explain  my 
own  vote,  and  other  Senators  may  take  such  attitude  as  they 

think  wise.  ^      ^v.     i  -,  ♦« 

Ever  since  1906  we  have  been  operating  under  the  law  to 
which  reference  was  made  a  moment  ago  by  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  I  Mr.  Adams].  My  information  is  from  what  I  re- 
gard as  authentic  sources— although  I  imagine  it  is  an  esti- 
mate—that the  passage  of  this  bill  would  involve  an  annual 
cost  of  $15,000,000  or  $20,000,000  to  the  United  States. 
Mr.  TRUMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr  TRUMAN.  The  total  expenditure  for  razing  and 
changing  bridges  over  navigable  streams  since  1906  has  been 
$48  000  000  It  is  estimated  that  the  Federal  Government  s 
share  of  the  cost  would  be  about  $10,000,000.  Such  changes 
may  not  be  made  again  in  10  or  15  years.  I  think  it  is  an 
equitable  arrangement. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  No  one  knows  in  what  condition  these 
bridges  are  or  how  many  of  them  would  have  to  be  re- 
moved or  reconstructed  over  a  period  of  years.  It  may  be 
that  many  of  them  are  on  the  verge  of  needing  reconstruc- 
Uon  now,  regardless  of  their  effect  on  the  navigability  of 
Streams.  Anyway.  It  is  speculative.  No  one  can  be  accurate 
as  to  how  much  it  wiU  cost.  But  the  speculative  estimate, 
I  might  say,  from  an  authority  that  I  regard  as  at  least 
entiUed  to  considerable  weight  would  be  an  average  of 
$15,000,000  to  $20,000,000  a  year.  I  do  not  know  whether 
or  not  that  estimate  is  correct. 

Mr.  TRUMAN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr  TRUMAN.  I  think  that  is  entirely  out  of  line.  The 
only  two  bridges  in  contemplation  which  I  know  anything 
about  are  one  In  Alabama  and  one  at  Sabine  Pass  in  Texas. 
Mr  BARKLEY.  I  have  no  information  about  those 
bridges  and  I  do  not  know  how  many  would  need  attention 
now  or' in  the  future,  but,  for  the  reasons  I  have  expressed 
and  for  the  reason  that  the  President  has  twice  vetoed 
these  bUls,  and  that  we  have  no  very  accurate  information  as 
to  how  much  it  might  cost  per  year  over  an  Indefli^te 
period.  I  do  not  feel  that  I  can  vote  to  oven-ide  the  veto 

at  present.  .  . 

Mr  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  be  permitted  to  v-ithdraw  my  suggestion  of  no  quorum- 
The  Senator  from  Vermont  assures  me  that  a  roll  call  wUl 
be  asked  for  anyway  on  this  particular  matter,  and  it  is 
agreeable  to  me  to  withdraw  my  suggestion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  sug- 
gestion Of  the  absence  of  a  quorum  Is  withdrawn. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  a  yea-and-nay  vote  is  re- 
quired.   The  Constitution  provides  for  it. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  is  correct    A 
yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  question  is  required. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  tt. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Was  consent  given  to  the  withdrawal  of 
the  suggestion  of  the  absence  of  a  quorum?     _ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Yes. 

The  question  is.  Shall  the  bill  pass,  the  objections  of  the 
President- of  the  United  States  notwithstanding? 

Under  the  Constitution  the  yeas  and  nays  must  be  or- 
dered, so  the  Chair  directs  the  clerk  to  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  HOLMAN  (when  his  name  was  called) .  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Stew- 
art]. I  am  advised  that  if  he  were  present  he  would  vote  as 
I  shall  vote.   I  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr.  Bilbo  1  is  detained  in  one  of  the  Government 
departments  on  matters  pertaining  to  his  State. 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Bulow],  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Herring],  the  Senators  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas  and  Mr. 
Slattery],  and  the  Senator  f;om  New  Jersey  [Mr.  SiiathersI 
are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  McIiELLAR.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Stewart]  is  detained 
on  important  public  business.  I  am  advised  that  if  present 
and  voting  he  would  vote  "yea."  He  has  been  unable  to  secure 
a  special  pair. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]  has 
been  called  from  the  Senate  on  official  business.  If  present, 
he  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Barbour]  Is  absent  on 
official  duties. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]   is  nec- 
essarily absent  on  the  business  of  the  Senate. 
The  result  was  announced— yeas  65.  nays  17,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 65 

Andrews  Donahey  Lodge  SchwellenbacH 

Ashurst  Downey  Lundeen  Smith 

Austin  Blender  McCarran  T^t 

Bailey  Oeorge  McKellar  Thomas.  Utah 

B&nkLead  Oerry  McNary  Townsend 

ione  Gximey  Maloney  l^'i?"^ 

Brown  Hale  Mead  Tydlngs 

l^r  HwrlBcn  Nye  Vandenberg 

CaoDer  Hatch  O'Mahoney  Van  Nuys 

Ca^'^ay  Hayden  Overton  Washer 

Chandler  Kill  Pepper  Sl^i^., 

Chavez  Holman  Ptttman  ^f*'" 

dlwk  Idaho  Holt  Radcllffe  White 

Clark  Mo  Johnson.  Calif .  Reed  wuey 

Connally  Johnson.  Colo.  Reynolds 

Danaher  King  ^^t?^*L 

Uavls  La  FoUette  Schwartz 

NAYS— 17 


Adams 

Barkley 

Burtte 

Byrnes 

OUlette 


Barbour 
Bilbo 
Bridges 
Bulow 


Green 

Guffey 

Hughes 

Lee 

MUler 


Minton 

Murray 

Neely 

NorrlB 

Sheppard 


NOT  VOTING — 13 

Frazler  Lucas 

Glass  Slattery 

Herring  Smathers 


8hlpet«ad 
Thomas,  OkUu 


Stewart 
Thomas,  Idaho 
Tobey 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  this  vote  the  yeas  are  65 
and  the  nays  are  17.  Two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present 
having  voted  in  the  affirmative,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9381)  is  passed, 
the  objections  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  disagreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bUl 
(H  R.  10055)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
naUonal  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and 
for  other  purposes;  agreed  to  the  conference  asked  by  the 
Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon, 
and  that  Mr.  Taylor,  Mr.  Woodrum  of  Virginia,  Mr.  CAinroK 


il 


ill 


I 


CONGRESSIONAL  RE(ioRD— SENATE 


8790 

of  lilswuri.  Mr.  Ltrrn-ow.  Mr.  SwYDra.  Mr.  O'Neal.  Mr.  Johk- 
soir  of  West  Virginia.  Mr.  Tabkr.  Mr.  Wigclksworth.  Mr. 
Lambektson.  and  Mr.  Diiiut  were  appointed  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference. 
smntcTHENiwG  or  th«  natiowal  detkwsi— coNrrawat  report 
Mr.  SHEPPARD  submitted  the  foUowing  report,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  conunlttee  of  conference  on  the  dlw^lng  vote,  of  ^  two 
HooMa  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  blU  (H.  R  9660)  to 
ezDMllte  the  strengthening  of  the  naUon*!  defense,  having  met. 
afterfull  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Hou««  as  fonowt:  .^„rt„„t 

That  tbe  House  recede  from  Its  dliagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  tlM  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In   lieu  of  the   matter   proposed   to  be     naerted   by   the   Senate 
amendment  Insert  the  following: 

"That  (a)   in  order  to  expedite  the  building  up  of  the  national 
defense   the  SccreUry  of  War  U  authorlaed.  out  of  the  moneys  ap- 
propriated for  the  War  Department  for  national  defease  PUfP«es 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1»41.  with  or  without  advertising, 
(1)  to  provide  for  the  necesMUT  conatriictlon,  rehabilitation,  con- 
version  and  installation  at  mUltary  pests,  depots,  stations,  or  other 
localities  of  plants,  buildings.  faciUties.  utUltles.  and  appurtenances 
thereto  (Including  Government-owned  faclUtles  at  privately-owned 
plants  and  the  expansion  of  such  plants,  and  the  acquisition  of 
•uch  land  and  the  purchase  or  lease  of  such  structures,  as  may  be 
mrmiaiir)     for  the  development,  manufacture,  maintenance,   and 
storage  of   military   equipment,   munitions,    and    suppUes.    and   for 
ahelter-  (3)  to  provide  for  the  development,  purchase,  manufactxire. 
shipment,  maintenance,  and  storage  of  mUltary  equipment,  muni- 
tions  and  supplies,  and  for  shelter,  at  such  places  and  under  such 
condlUons  as  he  may  deem  necessary;  and  (3)   to  enter  Into  such 
contracts    (including  contracts  for  educational  orders,  and  for  the 
exchange  of  deteriorated,  unserviceable,  obsolescent,  or  surplus  mili- 
tary   equipment,    munitions,    and    supplies    for    other    mUltary 
equipment,   munitions,   and  supplies  of   which   there   Is   a  short- 
age)    and  to  amend  or  supplement  such  existing  contracts,  as  he 
may  "deem  nece^^sary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  specined  In  this  sec- 
tion* Provided.  That  the  limitations  contained  In  sections  1136  and 
3734  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  any  statutory  Uml- 
Ullon  wltii  respect  to  the  cost  of  any  Indlvidtial  project  of  construc- 
Uon.  shaU  be  suspended  until  and   Including  June  30.  1942.  with 
respect    to    any    construction    authorized    by    this    Act:    ProviOed 
further.  That  no  contract  entered  Into  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  this  section  which  would  otherwise  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide  conditions  for  the  purchase  of 
supplies  and  the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purpoees".  approved  June  30.  1936   (49  Stat    2036;   U.  8.  C. 
Supp  V   title  41.  sees.  35-45).  shall  be  exempt  from  the  provisions 
of  such  Act  solely  because  of  being  entered  Into  without  advertising 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section:  Provided  further.  That 
the  co9t-plu»-a-percentage-of-cost  system  of  contracting  shall   not 
be  used  under  this  section;  but  this  proviso  shall  not  be  construed 
to  prohibit  the  use  of  the  cort-plus-a-flxed-fee  form  of  contract 
when  such  use  la  deemed  necessary  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

"(b)  The  Secretary  of  War  Is  further  authorized,  with  or  without 
advertising,  to  provide  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  any 
plants  buildings,  facllltlts.  utilities,  and  appurtenances  thereto  con- 
structed pursuant  to  the  authorizations  contained  In  this  section 
and  section  6.  either  by  means  of  Government  personnel  or  through 
the  agency  of  selected  qualified  commercial  manufacturers  under 
contracts  entered  Into  with  them.  and.  when  he  deems  It  necessary 
In  the  interest  of  the  national  defense,  to  lease,  sell,  or  otherwise 
dispose  of.  any  such  plants,  buildings,  faculties,  utilities,  appurte- 
nances thereto,  and  land,  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he 
may  di-em  advlsab'.e.  and  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  section 
321  of  the  Act  of  June  30.  1932  (47  Stat.  412). 

"(c)  Whenever,  prior  to  July  1.  1942.  the  Secretary  of  War  deems 
it  necessary  in  the  Interest  of  the  national  defense,  he  Is  authorized, 
from  appropriations  available  therefor,  to  advance  payments  to  con- 
tractors for  supplies  or  construction  for  the  War  Department  In 
amounts  not  exceeding  30  per  centum  of  the  contract  price  of  s\Kh 
supplies  or  constrtictlon.  Such  advances  shall  be  made  upon  such 
terms  and  conditions  and  with  such  adequate  security  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  shall  prescribe. 

"Sac.  2.  (a)  During  the  fiscal  year  1941.  all  existing  llmlUtlons 
with  req>ect  to  the  number  of  flying  cadets  In  the  Army  Air  Corps. 
and  with  respect  to  the  number  and  rank  of  Reserve  Air  Corps  otll- 
cers  who  may  be  crttsred  to  extended  acUve  duty  with  the  Air  Corps. 
shall  be  suspended. 

"(b)  The  President  may.  dtirlng  the  fiscal  year  1941.  assign  officers 
and  enlisted  men  to  the  various  branches  of  the  Army  In  such  num- 
bers as  he  considers  necessary,  irrespective  of  the  limitations  on  the 
strength  of  any  particular  branch  of  the  Army  set  forth  in  the 
National  Defense  Act  of  June  3.  1916.  as  amended:  Provided.  That 
no  Negro  because  of  race  shall  be  excluded  from  enllstnaent  In  the 
Army  for  serrlce  with  colored  military  uniU  now  organlaed  or  to  be 
otganiasd  for  svich  service. 
>  "Sbc.  S.  All  existing  limitations  with  respect  to  the  number  of 
serrleeable  airplanes,  airships,  and  free  and  captive  balloons  that 
may  tw  equipped  and  ni*t'\t^'"***.  shall  Xte  suspended  during  the 
Ascal  year  1941. 
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-_^P  4  (»)  The  Secretary  of  War  Is  ftirther  authorlaed  to  employ 
such  additional  personnel  at  the  seat  of  government  and  elsewhere, 
and!  to  provide  for  such  printing  and  binding,  communication 
seri-»ce.  supplies,  and  travel  expenses,  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to 
^irri  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act:  Provided.  That  until  December 
31  1941  the  Secretary  of  War  may.  If  he  finds  It  to  be  necessaryfor 
national  defense  purposes,  authorize  the  employment  of  supervis- 
ing kor  construction  engineers  without  regard  to  the  reqvilrenients 
of  clvU  service  laws,  rules,  or  regulations:  Prmided  further  That 
notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of  Augiist 
24  11912  (37  Stit.  555T  U.  S.  C.  title  5.  sec.  652).  the  Secretary  of 
War  may  remove  from  the  classified  civil  service  of  the  United 
Stakes  any  employee  of  the  Military  Establishment  forthwith  upon 
•  flbdlng  that  such  person  has  been  guilty  of  conduct  Inimical  to 
thepubllc  interest  In  the  defense  program  of  the  United  States  and 
upon  the  giving  of  notice  to  such  person  of  such  charges:  And 
provided  further.  That  within  thirty  days  after  such  removal  such 
person  shall  have  an  opportunity  personally  to  answer  such  charges 
In  Writing  and  to  submit  affidavits  \n  support  of  such  answer. 

•'(b)  Notwlthsundlng  the  provisions  of  any  other  law.  the  regu- 
lar* working  hours  of  laborers  and  mechanics  employed  by  the  War 
Department,  who  are  engaged  in  the  manufacture  or  production  of 
military  equipment,  munitions,  or  supplies  shall  be  eight  hours  per 
day  or  forty  hours  per  week  during  the  period  of  any  national 
eniergency  declared  by  the  President  to  exist:  Provided.  That  under 
such  regxilatlons  as  the  Secretary  of  War  may  prescribe,  such  hotirs 
may  be  exceeded,  but  compensation  for  employment  in  excess  of 
forty  hours  in  any  work  week,  computed  at  a  rate  not  less  than 
oqe  and  one-half  times  the  regular  rate,  shall  be  paid  to  such 
la|y}rers  and  mechanics. 

"Sbc  5  The  President  Is  authorized,  with  or  without  advertising, 
through  the  appropriate  agencies  of  the  Government  ( 1 )  to  provide 
for  emergencies  affecting  the  national  security  and  defense  and  for 
each  and  every  purpose  connected  therewith,  including  all  of  the 
objects  and  pxirposes  specified  under  any  appropriation  available  or 
to  be  made  available  to  the  War  Department  for  the  fiscal  years  1940 
and  1941.  (2)  to  provide  for  the  furnishing  of  Government -owned 
facilities  at  privately  owned  plants,  (3)  to  provide  for  the  procure- 
ment and  training  of  civilian  personnel  necessary  In  connection 
with  the  protection  of  critical  and  essential  Items  of  equipment  and 
material  and  the  use  or  operation  thereof,  and  (4)  to  provide  for  the 
procurement  of  strategic  and  critical  materials  in  accordance  with 
the  Act  of  June  7,  1939,  buv  the  aggregate  amount  to  l)e  \ised  by  the 
President  for  all  such  purposes  shall  not  exceed  »66,000,000.  The 
President  is  further  authorized,  through  such  agencies,  to  enter  Into 
contracts  for  such  purposes  In  an  aggregate  amount  not  exceeding 
•66.000,000.  An  account  shall  be  kept  of  all  expenditures  made  or 
authorised  under  this  section,  and  a  report  thereon  shall  be  submit- 
ted to  the  Congress  at  the  beginning  of  each  session  subsequent  to 
tbe  third  session  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress:  Provided.  That  no 
contract  entered  into  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section 
Which  would  otherwise  l)e  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  act 
entitled  "An  Act  to  provide  conditions  for  the  purchase  of  supplies 
4nd  the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes",  approved  June  30.  1936  (49  Stat.  2036;  U  8.  C  .  Supp  V, 
title  41,  sees.  35-45).  shall  l>e  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  such 
Act  solely  becatise  of  t>elng  entered  Into  without  advertising  pur- 
suant to  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

"Sic.  6.  Whenever  the  President  determines  that  It  is  necessary  in 
the  interest  of  national  defense  to  prohibit  or  cxirtall  the  expor- 
tation of  any  military  equipment  or  munitions,  or  component 
parts  thereof,  or  machinery,  tools,  or  material  or  supplies  neces- 
sary for  the  manufacture,  servicing,  or  operation  thereof,  he  may 
by  proclamation  prohibit  or  ctirtall  such  exportation,  except  under 
«\jch  rules  and  regulations  as  he  shall  prescribe.  Any  such  proc- 
lamation shall  describe  the  articles  or  materials  Included  In  the 
;>rohlbltlon  or  curtailment  contained  therein.  In  case  of  the  vlo- 
atlon  of  any  provision  of  any  proclamation,  or  cf  any  rule  or 
regulation.  Issued  hereunder,  such  violator  or  violators,  upon  con- 
viction, shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  tlO.OOO.  or 
by  Imprisonment  for  not  more  than  two  years,  or  by  both  such 
fine  and  imprisonment.  The  authority  granted  In  this  section 
shall  terminate  June  30,  1942,  unless  the  Congress  shall  otherwise 
provide." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  ssme. 

Ifoaus  Shxpfako, 
R.  R.  RmroLOS. 
W4>XKM   R.,  AxTsmff. 
Elbsbt  D.   Thomas. 
Managert  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

A.  J.  Mat. 

EWINO  Tromason, 
Dow  W.  Haktr. 
W.  G.  Andktws, 
DrwxT  Srokt. 
■  Managers  on  the  part  0/  the  House. 

KXPEPITIOW    IK    NAVAL    SHIPBTTILDING 

•    The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9822)  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for  other  purposes. 

AMZaiCAJf    rOBXICN    POUCT 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President,  no  one  could  have  been  within 
hearing  of  the  debate  which  has  transpired  In  this  Chamber 
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since  11  o'clock  this  morning  without  feeling  within  him  a 
tremendous  degree  of  revulsion.  No  one  could  listen  to  so 
authentic  a  revelation  of  facts  as  came  from  the  lips  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  JCommittee  without  feeling- 
yea;  without  knowing— that  this  thing  which  we  call  our 
democracy  has  become  quite  as  nothing,  in  the  name  of  an 
emergency  declared  by  a  single  American  citizen. 

As  we  listen  to  revelations  of  sales  in  violation  of  the  spirit 
of  the  law,  we  listen  to  those  who  seem  to  leave  the  respon- 
sibility for  such  actions  upon  the  doorstep  of  some  admiral 
in  the  Navy,  some  general  in  the  Army,  or  some  member 
of  the  Cabinet,  when  the  responsibility  and  the  penalty— if 
penalty  there  Is  to  be  for  violation  of  law— belongs  upon  one 
pair  of  shoulders  alone — the  shoulders  of  the  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy  of  the  United  States. 

Let  us  be  frank  with  ourselves.  Any  admiral,  general,  or 
member  of  the  Cabinet  who  would  not  do  what  is  being 
demanded  in  support  of  the  foreign  policy  which  has  been 
laid  down  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief,  would  have  happen  to  him  precisely  what 
happened  yesterday  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  Harry  Wood- 
ring,  one  of  the  few  individuals  in  this  Government  to  whom 
it  has  been  grand  to  be  able  to  tie  during  the  more  recent 
months — one  who  has  had  the  temerity  to  stand  out  against 
the  trend  and  to  save  for  our  own  coimtry  what  it  had  in 
the  way  of  national  defense. 

We  know  what  happened  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  We 
cannot,  of  course,  yet  know  what  immediate  emergency  occa- 
sioned his  resignation,  but  if  the  letter  of  resignation  written 
by  the  Secretary  of  War  yesterday  ever  becomes  public  prop- 
erty, as  it  should,  we  shall  know  a  little  more  of  why  he  was 
required  to  resign — why  he  was  forced  to  resign.  There  is 
seme  little  evidence  of  reason  to  be  found  in  this  morning's 
newspapers.  The  Washington  Post  prints  on  its  front  page 
a  dispatch  from  Topeka.  Kans..  under  date  of  June  20,  by 
.  the  Associated  Press,  under  the  headline: 

Forced  out  for  trying  to  save  defenses.  Woodrlng  is  quoted. 

The  dispatch  reads: 

ToPTKA.  Kans..  June  20. — ^The  Capital  said  tonight  that  Harry 
H  Woodrlng  told  friends  In  Topeka  3  weeks  ago  a  "small  clique 
of  international  financiers"  was  seeking  to  force  him  out  as  Secre- 
tary of  War  because  he  opposed  "stripping  ovir  defenses  to  aid  the 
Allies." 

The  Cabinet  officer,  who  resigned  suddenly  today  to  make  way 
tor  President  Roosevelt's  appointment  of  Henry  L.  Stlmson.  a  Re- 
publican, made  his  assertion  June  1  after  his  arrival  to  receive  an 
honorary  degree  from  Washburn  College,  the  paper  said. 

It  added  that  Woodrlng  asked  that  the  statement  not  be  pub- 
lished until  after  his  resignation. 


Now.  quoting  Mr.  Woodrlng: 

"Im  an  advocate  of  adequate  defense,  but  I  will  never  stand  for 
sending  American  boys  Into  Europe  s  shambles."  the  former  Kansas 
Governor  was  quoted.  "There  is  a  comparatively  small  clique  of 
international  financiers  who  want  the  United  States  to  declare  war 
and  get  Into  the  European  mess  with  everything  we  have,  including 
cur  manpower. 

"I'm  not  going  to  stand  for  It,  and  I'm  not  going  to  resign  untu 

force'J  to  do  so.  . 

"They  dont  like  me  because  I'm  against  stripping  our  own  de- 
fenses for  the  sake  of  trying  to  stop  Hitler  3.000  miles  away. 
Eventually  they  wlU  force  me  to  resign,  and  I'll  be  darned  glad  to 
come  back  to  Kansas,  where  the  people  have  their  feet  on  the  ground 
and  are  not  easily  swayed  by  demagogues  and  subtle  propaganda. 

Then  in  parentheses: 

(The  White  House  yesterday  declined  to  make  public  Woodrlng's 
letter  of  resignation,  declaring  It  was  "too  personal.") 

Of  one  thing  I  am  absolutely  confident,  namely,  that  letter 
of  resignation  recited  what,  in  effect,  is  reported  in  this  dis- 
patch from  Topeka,  Kans.;  and,  Mr.  President,  when  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee  of  this  body  conducts  its  hearings 
upon  the  candidate  whose  nomination  has  been  sent  here  to 
fill  Mr.  Woodring's  place,  I  ?hall  be  much  surprised  if  Mr. 
Woodrlng  and  his  staff,  placed  upon  the  stand  and  asked  the 
proper  questions,  do  not  reveal  that,  among  other  things,  the 
Secretary  of  War  has  been  required  or  asked  to  accomplish 
is  the  surrender  of  national  defense  secret  No.  1,  that  all- 
valuable  bomb  sight,  which  every  Member  of  the  Senate  for 


months  has  been  assured  was  being  guarded  with  the  utmost 

secrecy.  ^      _,  ,j-» 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ellender  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield.  .^  .  ,    *^ 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  wonder  if  it  is  safe  to  assume  that  in  the 
small  clique  of  these  international  bankers  there  would  be 
found  Mr.  Morgenthau.  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Perhaps 
his  guide  and  mentor  would  be  Bernard  M.  Baruch? 

Mr.  NYE.  It  does  not  matter  particularly  who  is  found 
there.  If  it  be  Mr.  Morgenthau,  it  should  be  remembered  by 
us  all  that  Mr.  Morgenthau  is  only  doing  what  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  has  asked  and  required  him  to  do,  I  am 
sure  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  will  not  run 
away  from  a  responsibility  which  is  his  simply  because  it  may 
ultimately  be  found  that  an  ambassador  of  his  choosing  or 
a  Cabinet  member  of  his  choosing  has  done  things  that  finally 
are  proved  to  be  unpopular.  But  I  am  sick  and  tired  of 
listening  to  attempts  to  place  the  blame  upon  ofiBcers  in  the 
Army  and  in  the  Navy  who  have  only  been  doing  what  the 
Commander  in  Chief  required  them  to  do. 

I  share  the  sentiment  of  those  who  have  so  eloquently  por- 
trayed the  need  for  national  unity,  and  I  will  go  the  full 
route  in  the  accomplishment  of  national  unity  if  by  it  is 
meant  national  unity  for  the  security  and  safety  of  these 
United  States  of  America:  but  if  "national  unity"  means  that 
every  one  of  us  must  stand  by  and  support  the  very  definite 
policy  of  this  administration  of  intervention  in  Europe's  war, 
then,  I  say  there  will  not  be  any  so-called  national  miity. 

It  is  also  said,  with  great  force  and  conviction,  that  we 
must  not  permit  poUtics  to  play  any  part  in  our  consideration 
in  these  hours.  No,  not  as  respects  national  defense  and 
national  security,  but  if  there  be  poUtlcians  in  this  country 
who  are  going  to  make  intervention  the  American  policy, 
then,  I  say  others  are  entitled  to  speak  upon  that  subject, 
even  though  it  be  a  political  issue. 

There  Is  not.  of  course,  any  politics  in  the  appointment  of 
the  two  gentlemen  who  were  recently  named  to  the  Cabinet 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States.  Two  or  three  months 
ago  there  was  talk  of  the  possibUity  of  the  appointment  of 
Colonel  Knox.  The  appointment,  I  presume,  was  not  made 
then  because  It  might  have  been  considered  political.  The 
appointment  was  delayed  until  the  opening  of  the  Republican 
national  convention,  to  avoid  there  being  any  ground  whatso- 
ever for  a  charge  that  there  was  a  political  consideration 
involved  in  these  appointments. 

I  want  to  Join.  Mr.  President,  with  those  who  have  already 
given  notice  of  their  determination  to  give  battle  to  the 
confirmation  of  these  particular  appointments  when  con- 
firmation is  asked  of  the  Senate,  and,  so  that  the  record  may 
be  very  clear  in  that  regard,  I  desire  to  repeat  the  suggestion 
I  have  already  made,  that  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  not 
overlook  its  duty,  its  responsibility,  of  calling  the  retiring 
Secretary  of  War,  and,  if  need  be,  the  General  Staff  of  the 
Army,  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  the  resignation  of  Secre- 
tary Woodrlng  is  not  directly  traceable  to  his  refusal  to 
append  his  signature  to  orders  surrendering  some  more  of 
our  national-defense  preparation,  and,   specifically,  as  to 
whether  or  not  this  great  secret  of  our  Military  Establish- 
ment, the  bomb  sight,  was  not  involved  in  that  consideration. 
Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  about  the  political  tinge,  or 
the  political  label  of  Mr.  Knox  or  of  Mr.  Stimson.    Let  them 
be  Republicans  or  let  them  be  Democrats.    At  this  moment 
that  is  not  a  consideration  that  I  care  a  hang  about;  but  I  do 
care  that  in  an  hour  such  as  this  there  have  been  sent  here 
the  names  of  two  men  for  places  in  the  Cabinet  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  the  two  most  important  military 
stations,  the  names  of  two  men  who  are  avowed  interven- 
tionists, the  names  of  two  men  whose  utterances  have  been 
so  definitely  and  directly  in  support  of  American  pursuit  of  a 
policy  that  might  most  readily  land  us  in  the  middle  of  the 
European  war.     We  do  have  a  right,  Mr.  President,  to  be 
concerned  about  those  appointments.    I  am  rather  disgusted 
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when  I  hear  men  say  "Well,  if  the  President  wants  this  man 
or  that  man  in  his  Cabinet,  who  are  we  to  say  yes'  or  'nC  to 
him?    He  is  entitled  to  whomever  he  wants." 

Of  course,  I  suppose  some  will  argue  it  is  in  thorough  keep- 
ing with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  which  saw  fit 
to  give  ihe  Senate  a  voice  in  determining  who  should  and  who 
should  not.be  within  the  President's  Cabinet. 

Stripping  our  defense,  in  the  name  of  national  defense,  a 
little  here  and  a  little  there.  Oh,  it  was  not  going  to  be  much 
to  begin  with,  but  I  wish  the  Senate  to  remember  that  the  first 
inkling  we  had  of  the  poUcy  which  was  being  pursued  by  this 
administration  came  about  by  reason  of  an  airplane  crash  in 
California  when  a  Frenchman,  secretly  buying  planes  of 
American  production,  met  up  with  that  accident.  "This  is  not 
serious."  we  were  told  at  the  time,  "only  a  few  planes  are  in- 
volved; it  will  not  Interfere  with  our  defense;  no  one  is  going 
to  let  It  stand  in  the  way  of  any  American  orders  for  airplanes. 
Do  not  let  this  alarm  you."  That  is  what  we  were  told  then, 
but  we  have  seen  what  has  happened  since;  more  and  more 
and  ever  more,  until  within  the  ranks  of  our  Military  Estab- 
lishment leaders  tremble  for  fear  of  what  might  be  our  lot  if 
a  war  were  forced  upon  us  on  this  side  of  one  or  the  other  of 
the  two  oceans. 

Mr.  LUiroEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  ati 
that  point? 

Mr.  NYE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  Senator  speaks  of  the  French  ob- 
server or  expert  who  was  in  the  plane  which  met  with 
accident  In  the  West.  That  man's  activities  may  have  some 
connection  with  the  400  completed  planes  reported  in  to- 
days  press  as  having  fallen  into  the  hands  of  Hitler's  army; 
and  there  Is  a  dispute  as  to  whether  2.000  motors  or  20.000 
motors  also  fell  Into  Oerman  hands;  there  may  be  a  differ- 
ence of  a  zero  in  the  dispatches.  It  U.  in  fact,  reported  that 
at  least  2,000  complete  motors,  with  plans  for  installing  them, 
fell  into  the  hands  of  Hitler's  army.  This  may  all  have 
come  out  of  the  activities  of  the  one  French  expert  dis- 
covered In  thd  plane  accident  in  California. 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  President,  speaking  for  my  own  part,  it 
seems  to  me  it  does  not  matter  whether  the  number  was 
20  or  2.    It  all  comes  to  the  same  thing;  and  I  am  very  happy 
that  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  saw  fit  to  have  incorporated 
-  In  the  Record  today  the  evidence  which  he  has  placed  there. 
Does  it  occiu-  to  Senators  what  a  terrific  power  accrues  to 
a  President  of  the  United  States  who  first  of  all  will  declare 
an  emergency  to  be  confronting  the  country?     First  of  all.  he, 
and  he  alone,  shapes  the  foreign  policy  of  these  United  State*, 
which  in  itself  is  a  tremendous  power.    It  Is  the  power — if  it 
„  is  desired  to  carry  It  far  enough — to  make  war.  -     ' 

A  very  splendid  work  recently  done  by  that  most  eminent 
historian  of  our  times.  Charles  A.  Beard,  entitled  "A  Foreign 
Policy  for  America."  in  that  respect  has  said: 
^  Fraught  with  peril  In  lt«eU.  offlcial  foreign  policy  Is  a'.ways  con- 
ducted by  a  few  persons.  It  Is  well  within  the  truth  to  say  that  the 
lives,  the  liberties,  and  properties  of  countless  millions  are  today 
within  the  keeping  of  10  men.  In  this  respect  democracies  may 
differ  lltUe  from  dictatorships.  Of  necee:lty.  foreign  affairs  In  all 
coiintrles  are  u-rually  secret.  In  democracies  as  well  as  dictatorship* 
two  or  three  men,  even  one  man.  may  make  decisions,  magnify  Inci- 
dents, create  altuatlona  In  which  the  nominal  power  of  popular 
legislature  to  declare  war  becomes  an  empty  form,  and  the  power 
of  the  press  futile. 

And  so  it  is.  Mr.  President.  While  we  may  feel  very  secure, 
since  the  final  power  to  declare  war  rests  here  with  us.  no  one 
will  deny  that  it  is  within  the  realm  of  possibility  for  a  Chief 
Executive  so  to  shape  a  foreign  policy  that  he  one  day  con- 
fronts the  legislature  with  circumstances  which  that  policy 
has  invited,  and  virtually  leaves  the  legislature  with  no  alter- 
native othei;  than  a  response  to  the  request  of  the  Executive 
for  the  declaration  of  war  to  which  his  policies  have  led. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYE.     Just  one  moment. 

Mr.  President,  add  to  that  power  the  power  of  dictating 
our  foreign  policy,  and  add  to  that  power  the  power  which 
goes  to  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  our  Army  and  Navy,  and 
let  it  be  exercised  as  it  has  been  exercised  in  support  of  a 


foreign  policy  made  by  one  man.  and  who  are  we  to  stand 
and  shudder  about  a  dictatorship  which  may  some  day  be 
fastened  upon  us? 

Mr.  President.  I  am  going  to  say  this  afternoon  things  that 
I  have  hesitated  a  long  Ume  to  say;  but  they  are  things  that 
had  better  be  said  now.  lest  we  surprisingly  reach  the  hour 
when  it  Is  not  going  to  be  the  smart  thing  to  say  even  things 
approximating  what  ought  to  be  said  now.  But  in  what  I 
shall  say  I  insist  I  have  prepared  my  words  with  care.  I  am 
wholly  unafraid  of  any  kick-back  that  might  result  from  what 
I  am  to  say  this  afternoon;  and  in  what  I  say  I  pray  that  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  wUl  not  let  there  be  read  into  my 
words  the  least  bit  of  sympathy  for  the  cause  of  Adolf  Hitler 
or  the  cause  of  the  Italian  Duce.  The  whole  interest  to  which 
I  devote  myself  in  this  hour  is  the  interest  of  my  own  country; 
and  if  a  man  cannot  be  pro-American  without  being  pro- 
British  or  pro-Prench,  or  pro-something  else,  it  is  a  sad  state 
of  affairs. 

Mr.  HOLT.    B4r.  President 

Mr.  NYE.  I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 
Mr.  HOLT.  History  records  that  covmtries  may  get  Into 
war  without  declaring  war;  that  it  is  possible  for  one  country 
to  provoke  an  incident  as  a  result  of  which  another  country 
declares  war  on  it.  That  is  the  very  great  danger  today— in 
other  words,  provoking  incidents  abroad  which  will  cause 
other  countries  to  declare  war  on  us. 

Mr.  NYE.  Quite  so.  I  think  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia and  I  are  in  entire  agreement  that  our  country  already 
has  taken  steps  which  have  been  somewhat'  accepted  in  some 
foreign  countries  as  being  steps  of  war  on  our  part.  They 
are  Inviting  retaliation  in  the  way  of  words  and  language 
which  all  but  constitute  declarations  of  war  against  us  In 
retaliation. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  most  definitely  not  the  time  to  be 
equipping,  as  some  of  our  colles^ues  would  equip,  a  ship  of 
dictatorship  for  a  President  who  has  brought  the  United  ^ 
States  to  a  perilous  situation  or  even  a  crisis.  The  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper!  a  few  days  ago  rose  here  in  his 
place  and  laid  down  a  program,  the  whole  program  being 
nothing  less  than  the  assignment  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  of  its  powers  into  the  hands  of  the  Executive. 
The  Senator  from  Florida  was  advocating,  by  his  recommen- 
dations, a  complete  dictatorship. 

This  is  not  the  time  to  be  responding  to  prayers  of  that 
kind,  for  this  Is  a  real  crisis  to  which  the  Executive  has  led  the 
United  States  and  its  130.000.000  people.  To  the  contempt  of 
the  totalitarian  states — which  we  already  had  anyway,  and 
about  which  I  care  nothing,  for  I  care  not  a  continental  what 
they  may  think  of  our  way  of  living,  which,  after  all.  is  ours. 
and  which  we  Intend  to  preserve  if  we  can — to  th.'ir  contempt 
we  have  deliberately  added  their  avowed  hatred  at  no  profit 
to  ourselves  and  at  less  profit  to  those  whom  wc  talked  about 
saving  from  their  threatened  wreckage.  Worse  than  that,  we 
have  brought  upon  ourselves  the  suspicion  and  the  growing 
hates  of  European  democracies  which  the  Presidential  policy 
has  sought  to  aid.  They,  too.  are  beginning  to  bate  us,  and 
they  have  some  reason  to  hate  us. 

Rather  than  devote  a  single  thought  to  the  granting  of 
Hitler  powers  to  the  President,  we  shall  do  exceedingly  well  to 
realize  that  we  may  have  to  live  with  a  new  EXirope  one  of 
these  days — a  Europe  which  comes  once  again  out  of  the  age- 
long wars  there  for  dominance;  a  Europe  with  a  changed 
dominating  power.  We  shall  do  well  to  realize  that  we  have 
to  find  wasrs  to  try  to  get  along  with  a  new  order  on  the  other 
side  of  the  world,  by  chance;  an  order  we  may  not  like,  but  an 
order  which  may  last,  like  it  or  not.  whether  it  lasts  long  or 
lasts  only  for  a  limited  time,  depending  upon  the  will  of  Etirope 
Itself. 

Accepting  what  may  result  in  Europe,  it  is  high  time  that 
we  faced  the  truth.  Our  President,  however  heavily  armed 
with  dictator  powers,  can  never,  never,  never  hope  to  win  for 
these  United  States  the  confidence  which  has  been  stirren- 
dered  by  him  in  his  conduct  of  our  foreign  policy  during  these 
months  of  European  threat  of  war  and  the  conduct  of  the 
war  itself.    Germany  and  Italy  hate  us  with  a  depth  that 
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knows  no  bottom  because  of  pronouncements  by  American 
officials,  name  calling,  and  helpful  steps  to  their  enenues  in 
this  war.  England  and  Prance  are  going  to  hate  us  with  equal 
or€ven  greater  depth  unless  we  do  now  what  we  are  not  going 
to  do— namely,  adopt  as  our  own  their  bankrupt  war.  Already 
there  are  signs  of  this,  notably  in  France,  where  there  is 
increasing  feeUng  that  the  United  States  helped  England  and 
Prance  into  this  war,  helped  them  out  on  a  weak  limb,  and 
now  decUne  to  do  what  they  were  led  to  believe  we  would  do. 
There  is  feeling  that  we  have  not  lived  up  to  our  commitments. 

Commitments?  If  there  have  been  understandings  or  com- 
mitments to  Prance  and  England,  they  are  to  be  found  in  the 
open  record  of  Congress  of  the  steps  short  of  war  vot«d  by 
Congress  to  help  them;  and  they  wiU  be  found,  if  not  there, 
then  in  the  closed  record  of  diplomacy  by  the  President  and 
his  ambassadors.  Surely  the  steps  taken  by  Congress,  however 
unfortunate  they  may  have  been.  Uke  the  repeal  of  the  arms 
embargo,  have  not  at  any  time  carried  any  assurance,  or  even 
an  implication,  that  we  might  go  to  steps  further  than  those 
short  of  war  to  aid  them. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield. 

Mr  LUNDEEN.  I  regret  to  say  that  I  am  certain  that 
commitments  were  made  by  the  administration,  by  our  am- 
bassadors, and  by  our  State  Department  which  led  these 
foreign  countries  to  believe  that  we  are  going  to  baclc  them 
up  Why  did  they  do  that?  What  were  they  thinking  of. 
America  or  Europe?    Are  they  or  are  they  not  American 

ofllcials?  ^^  .    ,, . 

Mr  NYE.  I  think  we  aU  entertain  the  same  feeling  of 
i«gret  over  what  we  are  driven  to  conclude  and  driven  to 
see  day  after  day.  and  what  I  am  afraid  we  are  going  to  see 
in  a  most  humiliating  Ught  at  a  very  early  hour.  ^  ^  ^  ^. 
Getting  back  to  my  line  ol  thought.  If  we  are  to  be  hated 
by  those  our  policy  has  sought  to  help,  and  hated  by  Ocnnany 
and  Italy  as  well,  we  can  place  the  blame  for  It  only  on  toe 
•dminlstratlon  of  President  Roosevelt,  whom  some  would 
now  cloak  with  the  powers  of  a  dictator  to  combat  the  f orc« 
of  opposition  which  Uiat  President  himself  has  in  large  part 
created. 

In  this  administration's  conduct  of  our  foreign  policy  the 
United  States  has  been  caused  to  abandon  its  policy  of  non- 
intervention and  accept  In  its  place  one  of  any-and-all-steps- 
short-of-war  In  aid  of  a  European  cause.  This  departure 
In  policy  has  been  taken,  too.  by  one  who  was  elected  Presi- 
dent as  a  nonlnterventlonlst,  even  as  an  Isolationist. 

The  cause  of  isolation  Is  said  to  have  been  proved  a  faUure. 
It  has  not  been  given  a  chance  during  this  world  emergency 
even  to  be  tried  as  a  policy.  Even  laws  Intended  to  strengthen 
the  Isolation  policy  have  been  set  aside  at  the  request  of  or 
Ignored  by  the  President.  If  Isolation  has  faUed.  it  has  failed 
only  because  it  has  not  been  tried  under  fire.  But  the  cause 
and  wisdom  of  Isolation  will  again  be  recognized,  it  wUl  be 
honored  it  will  be  praised  as  never  before.  Indeed,  it  Is  fast 
on  Its  way  back  as  a  poUcy  that  can  best  save  America  from 
misfortune,  perhaps  from  dHsaster. 

What  is  Isolation?  It  is  nothing  more  than  noninterven- 
tion in  other  nations'  wars.  President  Roosevelt  a  few  months 
ago.  while  he  was  still  an  Isolationist,  clearly  defined  isolation 
with  these  words: 

We  are  not  isolaUonlaU  except  insofar  as  we  seek  to  IsoUte  our- 
■elves  completely  from  war. 

Mr  President,  it  was  before  the  last  election  that  that 
definition  was  given.  "We  are  not  isolationists  except  msofar 
as  we  seek  to  isolate  ourselves  completely  from  war." 

About  the  same  time  the  President  was  also  telling  how  to 
acccmplish  this  isolation.    He  said: 

We  can  keep  out  of  war  If  thoee  who  watch  and  decide  have  a 
aufllcienUy  detailed  understanding  of  International  affairs  to  make 
certain  that  the  small  decisions  of  each  day  do  not  lead  toward  w 
and  If.  at  the  same  time,  they  possess  the  courage  to  say  no  to 
thoee  who  selfishly  or  unwisely  would  let  us  go  to  war. 

Dr.  Charies  A.  Beard,  in  his  very  recent  work  on  a  foreign 
poUcy  for  America,  has  found  and  reported  the  clear  mind  of 
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Henry  Clay  on  the  question  of  American  foreign  policy.  He, 
too.  believed  in  isolation.  Clay  had  been  approached  in  sup- 
port of  "material  aid"  for  Hungary  in  her  conflict  with  Aus- 
tria Clay's  response  was  that  by  giving  official  aid  to  Hun- 
gary we  should  abandon  "our  ancient  poUcy  of  amity  and 
nonintervention"  and  that  by  taking  such  a  step  we  would 
also  justify  European  monarchs  in  surrendermg  their  poUcy 
of  forbearance,  and  in  turning  upon  us  in  an  hour  of /»^«JV 
ness  and  exhaustion  for  the  purpose  of  crushing  us  as  the 
propagandists  of  doctrines  destructive  of  the  peace  and  good 
order  of  the  world."    Clay  went  on  to  say: 


By  the  policy  to  which  we  have  adhered  since  the  d*y»  «*  ^*^' 
Inston  •  •  •  we  have  done  more  for  the  cause  of  Ul)erty  In  the 
wSi-ld  than  arms  could  effect;  we  have  shown  to  other  nations  the 
way  to  greatness  and  happiness.  •  •  •  P*r  better  is  t  for  our- 
selves, for  Hungary,  and  the  cause  of  liberty,  that,  adhering  to  our 
pacific  system  and  avoiding  the  distant  wars  of  Europe,  we  should 
keep  our  lamp  burning  brightly  on  this  western  shore  as  a  Ught 
to  all  nations,  than  to  hazard  its  utter  extinction  amid  the  ruins  ol 
fallen  and  falling  republics  in  Europe. 

What  prophecy!  What  prophecy  of  this  very  hour!  K 
ever  there  was  reason  to  cling  to  the  policy  of  isolation,  if 
ever  we  needed  to  avoid  hazarding  the  cause  of  liberty  to 
"Its  utter  extinction  amid  the  ruins  of  fallen  and  falling 
republics  In  Europe."  that  time  Is  the  present,  as  we  witness 
those  European  republics  falling. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield. 

Mr,  LUNDEEN.  I  wonder  whether  the  Senator  can  recau 
a  single  outsUnding  statesman  in  American  history,  from 
the  founding  fathers  who  established  this  Government 
down  to  the  present,  who  pursued  any  other  policy  than 
the  one  Just  quoted-  The  statesmen  of  our  country  stood 
boldly  for  the  Washlngton-Jefferson-Jackson-Henry  Clay 
policy  the  poUcy  which  carried  America  onward  to  glory 
and  greatness,  to  America's  role  of  nonintervention  to  the 
quarrels  and  boundary  disputes  of  Europe. 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President,  it  would  seem  that  a  close  study 
of  our  history  must  of  necessity  reveal  that  here  and  there 
have  been  real,  genuine  patriots  who  have  not  heartily 
agreed  with  that  particular  policy. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Can  the  Senator  name  one? 
Mr.  NYE.    I  cannot.     I  was  about  to  say  that,  on  the 
whole,  I  should  be  utterly  unable  to  name  one  were  I  re- 
quired to  this  afternoon.  ^  ,    ,  *,^ 
Mr.  President,  this  administration  abandoned  isolation, 
abandoned  the  cause  of  nonintervention — threw  it  out  the 
window— departed  from  the  policy  which  great  Americans 
praised  from  the  very  beginning  of  the  days  of  these  United 
States,  and  adopted  In  Its  stead  a  foreign  policy  which  leaves 
in  its  wake  a  mess,  a  mess  for  whatever  part  of  Europe  is 
tied  to  it,  and  a  mess  for  our  own  country,  If  not  disaster. 

But  this  is  not  the  time  for  recriminaUon,  I  dare  say.  It 
Is  not  the  time  to  be  pointing  out  how  the  laws  of  the  United 
states  have  been  nullified,  how  the  laws  of  the  United  SUtes 
have  been  Ignored  and  violated,  as  we  have  heard  discussed 
here  for  hours  this  afternoon.  This  Is  hardly  the  time,  per- 
haps, to  be  talking  about  those  things.  This  is  a  Ume  to  be 
talking  about  our  own  danger,  the  danger  which  the  acts  of 
this  administration  have  brought  to  this  country.  We  can 
pass  by  any  possible  argument  about  any  wish  or  any  effort 
to  get  us  into  war.  Par  worse  than  trying  to  get  us  into  war 
Is  any  effort  to  get  us  into  a  lost  war.  It  is  not  a  choice 
between  war  and  peace  we  have  to  worry  about  at  the  mo- 
ment. It  Is  worse;  it  is  defeat,  for  It  Is  our  foreign  poUcy 
that  has  brought  disaster  upon  France.  I  repeat  that  it  is 
our  foreign  policy  that  has  brought  disaster  upon  Prance. 
To  continue  now  that  same  poUcy.  directed  by  the  same 
administrator,  is  to  risk  disaster  ourselves. 

What,  after  all,  has  been  the  substance  of  the  Presidents 
poUcy?  Simply  put.  it  was  "help  as  needed"  for  the  Allies. 
Prom  the  very  beginning  it  was  obvious  that  this  could  work 
out  (Kily  with  a  generous  allowance  of  time.  As  it  proved, 
the  time  was  insufficient  so  far  as  Prance  was  concerned. 
But  England  stiU  remains,  and  the  President's  poUcy  still 
remains. 
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Por  that  reason,  If  for  no  other,  we  must  stay  In  session- 
net  to  keep  peace  or  avoid  war,  dear  though  those  causes  may 
be  to  Americana.  Dearer  yet  is  our  country,  and  we  cannot 
see  it  carried  by  the  President's  policy  to  where  he— and  he 
above  all  others — ^has  carried  Prance. 

What  has  really  happened,  not  alone  In  these  last  terrible 
5  weeks  but  in  the  months  of  war  since  September  and  in  the 
months  of  nominal  peace  that  preceded  them?  We  do  not 
know  all  the  facts,  of  course.  Many  of  them  are  the  most 
guarded  secrets  of  the  administration.  But  we  do  know  sonje, 
some  that  are  the  most  vital,  and  we  can  form  a  shrewd  esti- 
mate of  the  others.  If  we  had  the  time  and  the  security,  we 
could  sit  back  and  wait  for  the  academic  analyses  of  the 
documents  yet  unpublished;  for  the  military  reports  still  to 
be  made.  But  we  cannot  wait  for  the  future,  because  the 
future  itself  will  be  made  by  what  we  do  now. 

One  thing  seems  certain.  The  President  promised  military 
support  to  Prance.  That,  to  my  mind,  is  beyond  question. 
I  do  not  know  in  what  form  that  promise  was  made.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  was  by  telephone,  by  personal  word,  by 
letter,  through  Mr.  Bullitt.  I  do  not  know  the  mechanic^f 
the  promise.  I  do  not  know  its  phraseology.  It  may  hfive 
been  guarded  language,  to  use  now  as  an  escape.  It  may  have 
been  "weasel  phrased"  or  "mealymouthed."  But  whatever  it 
was.  it  convinced  the  French  Government,  and  that  is  what 
counts,  and  at  this  moment  it  is  all  that  counts. 

■ow  am  I  certain  such  a  promise  was  made?  By  open 
newspaper  reports  and  by  the  logic  of  events  themselves,  to 
begin  with.  Above  all.  I  can  read  no  other  conclusion  from 
a  statement  of  the  French  Government  itself  on  Sunday 
Just  l)efore  the  new  Cabinet  was  set  up. 

On  Sunday  the  French  Government's  official  news  com- 
munique stated  that  in  view  of  the  changed  situation 
brought  about  by  the  President's  cable  to  Premier  Reyn|iud 
they  would  have  to  reconsider  their  j)Osition  and  the  wisdom 
of  going  on  with  the  war.  And  what  the  President  had 
said — the  only  thing  he  said  that  produced  a  changed  situa- 
tion— was  that  he.  the  President,  could  not  himself  declare 
war. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield?  i 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Does  the  Senator  attach  any 
importance  to  the  fact  that  the  American  Ambassador  to 
Prance.  Mr.  Bullitt,  instead  of  his  path  of  duty,  which  Was 
to  accompany  the  French  Government  when  the  French 
capital  was  moved,  remained  behind  to  bum  all  the  diplo- 
matic correspondence  in  the  American  Embassy,  even  ,  in- 
cluding his  code  boolcs,  as  reported  by  the  public  press? 

Mr.  NYE.  I  was  not  aware  to  what  extent  that  had  l^een 
practiced.  The  Senator  from  Missouri  would  be  a  i^ost 
genuine  authority  upon  that  point. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  profess  to  be  any  au- 
thority on  the  matter.  It  has  been  reported  in  the  public 
press  that  Mr.  Bullitt  burned  all  the  papers  in  the  Ameripan 
Elmbassy.  even  including  the  code  book.  ' 

Mr.  NYE.  I  understand  there  was  some  evidence  by  Mr. 
Bullitt  that  was  not  burned — unfortunately,  perhaps.       | 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator, 
if  he  will  permit,  that  there  is  plenty  of  evidence  not 
destroyed  and  still  existing  which  may  soon  be  discussed  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Our  diplomats — often  referred  to  as 
diplomats — are  getting  all  tangled  up  in  their  own  cob\(|ebs 
of  European  and  world  intrigue.  i 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Mr.  President,  it  has  also  been  reported 
in  the  public  press  that  when  the  city  in  which  they  were 
located  was  about  to  t>e  taken  aml>assadors  representing  ot|ier 
countries  burned  their  papers  also. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  have  been  listening  to  the  Senator,  but  he 
made  some  remarks  Just  now  which  I  did  not  catch.  He 
said  something  to  the  effect  that  something  was  not  buroed. 
I  want  to  know  Just  what  the  Senator  said. 


Mr  NYE.  I  remarked  that  I  was  afraid  that  perhaps  there 
was  some  evidence  that  Mr.  Bullitt  had  not  burned. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  NYE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  that  not  an  indication  that  the  Sena- 
tor hopes  he  was  burned? 

Mr.  NYE.  Oh,  no,  Mr.  President.  The  Senator  has  mis- 
understood me. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thought  the  Senator  said  that  he  had 
expressed  some  fear  that  the  Ambassador  had  not  been 
burned.    I  wondered  what  he  really  meant. 

Mr.  NYE.  No.  There  were  some  documents  which  had 
not  been  burned. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Oh.    I  did  not  want  to  misunderstand 
the  Senator. 
Mr.  NYE.    I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  did  not. 
Mr.  President,  I  now  go  back  to  my  line  of  thought.    The 
only  thing  the  President  had  said  that  had  produced   a 
changed  situation  was  that  he  himself  could  not  declare 
war.    The  President's  statement,  to  begin  with,  was  unneces- 
sary so  far  as  the  surface  of  events  went,  but  the  revealing 
phrase  was  that  of  the  French  Government  that  "a  changed 
situation"  was  causing  the  French  Government  to  recon- 
sider its  whole  situation  with  the  idea  in  mind  of  determin- 
ing whether  or  not  to  go  on  with  the  war. 
Mr.   HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  NYE.     I  yield. 
Mr.  HATCH.    I  am  trying  to  get  the  Senator's  thought, 

and  to  find  out  to  my  satisfaction 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  very  difficult  to  hear  a 
Senator  across  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamljer,  even  one 
who  speaks  with  as  clear  a  voice  as  does  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  merely  wanted  to  know  uipon  what  ground 
the  Senator  was  basing  the  grave  charges  which  he  brings 
today.  I  think  the  things  he  has  stated,  charging  almost 
treason  against  the  Chief  Executive  of  this  Nation,  are  most 
grave.  I  wanted  to  ask  if  the  Senator  had  not  thought,  in 
connection  with  what  he  was  saying,  that  an  appeal  was 
made  to  the  President  by  Premier  Rejmaud  just  before  that 
cablegram  was  sent. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  am  quite  willing  that  the  Record  should 
reveal  that  an  appeal  for  additional  help  had  been  made 
by  the  French  Premier,  to  which  the  President  responded 
with  the  message  that  caused  the  Government  of  France 
to  reconsider  its  situation. 
Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  again  yield? 
Mr.  NYE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  merely  wanted  to  say  that  I  also  read 
the  appeal  of  the  Premier  of  Prance,  and  I  thought  the  reply 
of  the  President  was  called  for  by  that  appeal,  and  I  was 
very  glad  when  he  stated  as  he  did  state,  that  there  was 
no  power  to  declare  war  except  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  once  again  I  try  to  get  back  to 
the  thought  that  I  was  pursuing — the  President's  statement 
about  his  not  having  the  power  to  declare  war.  It  was 
quite  unnecessary,  so  far  as  the  surface  of  events  went,  but 
the  revealing  phrase  was  that  of  the  French  Government— 
"a  changed  situation"  occasioned  by  this  cablegram  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States.  It  was  an  uiunlstak- 
able  statement  that  when  the  President  told  France  last 
week  that  he  could  give  no  military  aid.  he  thereby  changed 
a  situation.  Obviously,  then,  at  some  earlier  time,  in  some 
manner,  he  had  indicated  that  military  assistance  would  be 
forthcoming  from  the  United  States. 
Mr.  BARKLEY  rose. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  do  not  yield  now.  Mr.  President.  I  shall 
yield  when  I  finish  this  particular  argument. 

Under  what  circumstances  and  at  what  time  we  cannot 
know  yet.  but  the  French  appeal  for  aid  last  week  indicated 
clearly  that  France  desired  military  assistance,  and  felt  en- 
titled to  ask  for  it;  and  when  that  assistance  was  refused  by 
the  President,  Prance  foxmd  herself  in  "a  changed  situation," 
and  felt  required  to  surrender.    Why?    In  my  opinion,  sim- 
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ply  because  a  promise  of  military  support,  which  the  Pres- 
ident had  given  her  before  war  started,  could  not  be  kept 
when  the  terrible  moment  to  keep  it  arrived. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  have  always  appreciated  the  close  logic 
of  the  able  Senator  from  North  DakoU.  If  I  understand 
him  correctly,  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  advising  the  French  that  war  could  not  be  declared 
without  the  consent  of  the  Congress  was  what  caused  the 
changed  situation?    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  NYE.  Ttiat,  confronted  by  this  reply  from  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  the  French  Government  faced  a 
changed  situation.  _,  ,^  , 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  That  implies,  I  assume,  of  necessity,  that 
the  French  did  not  know  until  that  time  that  it  took  the 
Congress  of  the  United  SUtes  to  declare  war  on  the  part  of 
this  country? 

Mr.  NYE.  The  President  must  have  thought  that  they 
did  not  have  such  an  understanding  there,  else  he  would 
never  have  been  required  to  state  in  his  message  that  he  did 
not  have  power  to  declare  war;  that  that  rested  with  Con- 

lir.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  NYE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  think 
that  the  French  Government,  with  an  intelligent  Ambassa- 
dor, and  a  counselor  staff  in  this  country  for  years,  was  not 
informed  about  that  fact,  when  they  sit  in  the  gaUeries  here 
day  by  day  and  hear  the  debate?  Does  the  Senator  think 
that  the  French  Government  needed  that  assurance  from 

the  President? 

Mr.  NYE.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  it  is  preposterous 
that  any  French  official  could  have  been  without  knowledge 
that  in  this  country  of  ours  the  power  to  declare  war  rested 
with  the  Congress  and  not  with  the  President. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  is  not  now  talking  about 
French  public  opinion,  but  he  is  saying  to  the  country  that 
the  French  Government,  the  Premier  and  the  Cabinet  of 
France— supposedly,  at  least,  intelligent  people— had  to  have 
the  sUtement  of  the  President  to  teU  them  that  only  the 
Congress  may  declare  war;  and  yet  the  Senator  says  that  it 
was  after  they  received  that  information  in  that  way  that 
a  changed  situation  took  place. 

Mr.  NYE.  The  President  seemed  to  think  that  that  was 
necessary,  and  incorporated  it  in  his  message.  Por  what 
reason  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  say  or  assume — ^I  do 
not  want  to  misunderstand  him— that  the  mere  fact  that 
the  President,  in  the  message  to  which  the  Senator  is  now 
referring,  stated  that  he  could  offer  no  military  aid,  is  proof, 
or  even  an  indication,  that  at  any  Ume  previous  to  that  the 
President  had  indicated  to  France  that  he  could  offer  miU- 

tary  aid? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  think  it  is  at  least  an  Indication. 

Mr.  BAFtKLEY.  Upon  what  does  the  Senator  base  his 
opinion  that  it  is  an  indication? 

Mr.  NYE.  If  the  Senator  will  allow  me  to  go  on.  I  shall 
answer  that  question. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  might  as  weU  be  said  that  because  I 
say  today  that  I  am  hot.  it  necessarily  foUows  that  yesterday 
I  was  cold.  The  mere  fact  that  I  make  a  statement  of  a 
present  situation  certainly  does  not  indicate  that  the  con- 
trary was  true  at  any  other  Ume.  It  may  be  that  the  Presi- 
dent was  not  only  informing  the  French  Premier.  Mr.  Rey- 
naud,  tliat  he  could  offer  no  military  assistance,  in  addition 
to  the  fact  that  he  could  not  declare  war,  but  that  he  wanted 
to  be  entirely  frank,  not  only  with  the  Premier  but  with 
the  French  people,  when  he  stated  to  tliem  that  he  could 


not  and  did  not  hold  out  any  hope  that  he  could  give  them 

military  assistance.  ^       ^„      ,. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  hope  the  Senator  and  the  Senate  will  permit 
me  to  conclude  my  argument  on  this  parUcular  point. 
Then  I  shall  be  glad  to  stop  and  argue  on  what  was  or 
what  was  not  done  or  Intended  to  be  done. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  the  promise  of  military  aid  could 
not  be  kept  when  Prance  asked  for  such  aid  last  week.  The 
President  knew  that  not  only  was  there  Uttle  or  nothing  to 
deUver  in  the  way  of  armaments,  but  that  he  could  hardly 
get  a  declaration  of  war  through  Congress,  at  least  so  early 
as  this  spring  or  simimer,  if  ever.  He  always  knew  that; 
and  obviously  he  never  intended  to  try  for  a  declaration  of 
war  at  this  stage. 

That  was  not  on  his  timetable  when  he  made  his  promise 
of  military  support  to  France  something  like  9  months  or 
a  year  ago.  The  declaration  of  war  was  not  to  be  needed 
from  Congress  until  this  fall  or  next  winter,  with  the 
psychological  ground  properly  prepared  in  this  country. 
But,  alas  for  the  President,  the  military  events  took  no 
account  of  his  timeteble;  and  the  nation  to  which  he  had 
promised  American  military  support  found  herself  suddenly 
in  desperate  need  of  support  months  before  the  experts  had 
figured  she  would  require  it.  Of  course  the  President  could 
not  deliver  it.  He  had  not  even  his  arms  organized,  or  a 
Congress  willing  to  put  through  a  war  declaration,  or  a 
people  willing  to  back  it.  fight  for  it,  and  die  for  it. 

Mr.  President,  before  I  go  further  I  should  like  to  read  a 
paragraph  from  the  dispatch  of  Arthur  Sears  Henning  of 
June  17,  under  a  Washington  date  line: 

It  already  Is  known  that  Bullitt  promised  the  French  that  the 
United  States  would  get  Into  the  war  IT  necessary  to  defeat  Hitler. 
It  was  to  ask  the  President  to  make  good  on  this  assurance  ttiat 
Lord  Lothian,  the  British  Ambassador,  and  Count  de  Salnt- 
Quentln.  the  French  Ambassador,  called  on  Mr.  Roosevelt  last 
Saturday.  They  asked  him  to  come  through  with  the  promised 
declaration  of  war.  „  ^   ^  . 

Mr  Roosevelt  could  not  deliver.  He  was  compelled  to  say  In 
his  cable  to  Premier  Reynaud  that  only  Congress  can  declare  war. 

One  week  ago  yesterday  an  individual  whom  I  shall  under 
no  circumstances  compromise  came  to  my  office  and  wrote 
a  memorandimi.  I  could  not  doubt  this  man  for  1  minute. 
In  his  memorandum  he  said: 

It  was  known — 

Remember,  this  was  before  the  French  surrendered— 

It  was  known  that  Prance  might  definitely  give  in  within  10 
days  and  that  when  It  did  the  Oovernment  of  Prance  woxild 
release  a  letter  from  BuUltt,  written  on  orders  of  Roosevelt,  to 
Daladier  dated  last  August  or  September,  stating  the  fuU  support 
of  the  United  SUtes  If  It  went  to  war  against  Germany  on  the 
tmslB  of  the  Polish  incident. 

Three  days  later  the  editor-in-chief  of  a  most  eminent 
American  news  service,  in  a  confidential  letter  to  the  editors 
who  subscribe  to  his  service,  in  a  release  of  June  18,  had  this 
to  say: 

Unless  combined  pressures  are  effective  In  changing  Premier 
Reynaud's  plans,  he  will  drop  a  bomb  soon  with  repercussions  which 
may  reach  far  over  here.  The  expected  separate  peace  to  be  made 
by  the  French  will  call  for  certain  categorical  explanations.  These 
wlU  Include,  according  to  a  tnistworthy  repxart  from  France,  the 
releasing  of  a  letter  written  by  Ambassador  Bullitt  Just  before  the 
war  started,  giving  the  French  assurance  of  our  full  cooperation 
with  them  If  they  would  support  the  Poles. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  in  just  a  moment. 

Mr.  President,  take  all  these  things  in  combinations  and 
then  look  back  over  the  whole  performance.  Before  the  war 
started  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  act  and  by 
Innuendo,  made  himself  the  leader  of  the  "no  more  Munichs" 
group.  His  Amtmssador  to  Prance  made  a  public  speech  to 
all  intents  pledging  American  aid.  He  was  never  repri- 
manded. Although  the  question  of  possible  promises  has 
been  raised  many  times  since,  as  well  as  the  question  whether 
Bullitt  made  private  statements;  to  French  officials  spelling 
out  in  detail  what  he  meant  by  'his  public  speeches,  he  him- 
self has  never  answered  the  question,  and  has  talcen  particu- 
lar care  to  avoid  having  to  answer  it.    The  Senate  will  not 
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qiilckly  forget  how  Mr.  Bullitt  made  his  get-away  from  these 
shores  last  winter  when  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
Introduced  his  resolution  asking  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee to  Inquire  of  Mr.  Bullitt  while  he  was  here  whether  or 
not  any  commitments  had  been  made  in  the  name  of  the 
American  Government.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  the  very  next 
day  after  the  introduction  of  that  resolution  Ambassador 
BvUlitt  was  on  his  way  to  Europe.  Yet.  Mr.  President,  some 
such  commitment  of  military  assistance  was  made,  or  the 
dispute  over  Danzlpr  and  the  Corridor  would  have  led  to  quite 
a  different  resiilt  than  has  been  reached. 

It  was  no  secret  that  there  were  many  men  in  the  Govern- 
ment and  In  the  Army— above  all.  those  in  Prance — who  knew 
that  Prance  was  woefully  unprepared  in  comparison  with 
Germany,  and  that  the  war  would  be  most  perilous,  however 
diflBcult  and  humiliating  surrender  to  Germany  on  the  Polish 
question  would  have  been.  But  it  is  now  obvious  that  the 
/  President  was  adamant.  He  would  have  no  more  Munichs, 
even  If  neither  the  United  States  nor  Prance  nor  England — 
nor.  as  it  turned  out.  all  three  together— were  sufficiently 
armed  to  do  anything  else.  So  it  is  now  apparent  that  he 
threw  support  to  the  war  party  in  Prance  in  the  form  of  some 
sort  of  promise  of  military  assistance  if — or  rather  when — 
it  would  l)e  needed.  It  is  quite  clear  that  this  happened.  We 
know  it  now  from  Sunday's  communique  of  the  Prench  Gov- 
ernment Itself:  and  we  must  see  it  also  perfectly  and  clearly 
in  the  pattern  of  the  events  of  months. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida,  if  he  wishes  to 
delve  further  into  this  particular  question.  I  declined  to  yield 
to  him  a  moment  ago  because  I  wished  to  complete  ),he 
thought  I  was  then  presenting.  ' 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senator,  If  he  hs- 
sumes  that  the  American  Ambassador.  Mr.  Bullitt,  made  any 
commitment  of  military  aid  to  the  Republic  of  Prance  at  an 
-  early  time,  as  the  Senator  has  indicated,  does  the  Senator 
think  that  if  the  Prench  Government  had  taken  any  stich 
assurances  seriously.  If  made,  it  would  not  have  sought  some 
sort  of  confirmation  in  Washington,  where  the  Prench  Am- 
bassador resides,  where  he  has  entree  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment and  to  the  President,  and  where  he  may  come  and  hear 
from  the  gallery  such  eloquent  speeches  on  Isolation  as  those 
delivered  periodically  by  the  able  Senator  from  North  Dakjota 
and  others?  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  the  able  ad- 
dresses by  the  Senator  and  by  others  would  at  least  hjave 
made  the  French  Ambassador  in  Washington  curious  enoagh 
to  want  to  have  a  little  confirmation  of  the  assurances  wliich 
the  Senator  says  were  made? 

Mr.  NYE.  Most  definitely  he  would:  he  got  It;  and  we 
afforded  that  confirmation,  as  I  shall  reveal  to  the  Senator 
In  a  moment. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator's  point  Is  like  a  fly  that  he  is 
continually  losing.  He  goes  around  slapping  at  It,  but  he 
seldom  catches  it.  When  is  the  Senator  going  to  swat  tjae 
fly?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  NYE.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Florida  will  hang  on 
to  his  swatter  until  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  lets  loose 
the  fly.  [Laughter.]  The  Senator  from  Florida  is  antici- 
pating, or  trying  to  anticipate,  what  I  am  going  to  say;  in  this 
particular  case  his  anticipation  has  been  with  some  cause, 
and  I  tell  him  the  fly  will  be  over  that  way  very  shortly. 

It  is  obvious,  to  begin  with,  that  the  Governments  of  Prance 
and  Great  Britain  and  their  generals  and  admirals  were 
neither  completely  feeble-minded  nor  completely  ignorant. 
They  made  errors,  but  they  alone  made  no  such  blunder  as  the 
present  situation  would  indicate.  Like  the  President,  per- 
haps, they  went  wrong  on  their  time  scale  and  wrong  on 
promises  of  people  who  had  no  right  or  power  to  promise. 

The  military  leaders  of  Prance  and  England  knew,  as  every- 
one else  knew,  that  the  Germans  were  superior  to  them  In 
planes  and  tanks,  and  they  would  never  have  risked  war, 
humiliatii^  though  a  Polish  diplomatic  defeat  would  have 
been,  if  they  had  had  no  offset  for  the  German  superiority. 
They  got  what  they  thought  in  time  would  prove  such  an 
offset — American  support  They  were  wrong,  but  their  error 
was  understandable. 
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Let  us  try.  for  a  change,  to  forget  the  confusion  of  news- 
paper accounts,  the  distortion  of  mutual  propagandas.  Let 
us  attempt  simply  to  review  the  events.  poLtical  and  military, 
of  this  war  to  see,  as  a  soldier  might  try  to  see.  what  has 
happened,  what  was  planned  to  happen  but  did  not,  and 
what  may  sUU  be  in  store  for  us. 

When  the  question  of  war  over  Poland  first  emerged  as  a 
possibility  a  year  ago.  the  Allies  knew  that  if  they  chose  to 
fight  there  would  be  hard  months  of  apparent  defeat  in  the 
opening  phases  of  the  war.  But  they  estimated  they  would 
be  able  to  stabilize  the  situation,  as  they  themselves  termed 
it;  that  Is,  to  turn  it  into  a  war  of  position,  where  their 
superiority  in  ships,  heavy  artillery,  and  resources— above 
all.  American  resources — would  gradually  turn  the  tide. 
They  knew  they  could  not  defeat  Hitler  in  the  field,  but  they 
figured  they  could  hold  him,  and  then,  after  he  had  l)een 
strangled  awhile  by  blockade,  they  could  take  the  offensive 
and  win. 

They  realized,  however,  that  there  was  one  fiaw  in  their 
position:  The  process  of  holding  the  Germans  in  the  begin- 
ning might  prove  so  costly  in  men  and  materials  that  they 
would  lack  the  military  strength  to  defeat  the  Germans  even 
after  the  blockade  had  demoralized  German  economy.  Was 
it  this  flaw  that  the  President  agreed  to  take  care  of?  How 
can  we  conclude  otherwise  in  the  light  of  events? 

As  I  have  said,  I  do  not  know  in  what  form  that  agreement 
may  have  been  offered.  It  could  even  be  of  no  moment 
whether  the  President  himself  realized  he  was  making  it — 
though  I  l)elieve  he  did  know.  In  any  event,  they  believed 
he  had  done  so,  which  is  what  counted.  And,  indeed,  if  the 
Allies  had  actually  misunderstood  some  private  communica- 
tion, certainly  nothing  in  the  President's  public  words  or  in 
his  actions  could  have  led  them  to  suspect  it. 

The  program  can  be  clearly  seen  now:  The  Allies  were  to 
go  ahead  and  take  what  punishment  the  Germans  could  give 
them.  Meantime,  of  course,  they  wert  to  have  exclusive  and 
cooperative  access  to  our  resources.  Then  in  18  months  or 
2  years,  if  the  strain  of  holding  the  Germans  had  proved  too 
costly.  American  manpower  was  to  tip  the  scales.  And  so, 
obviously,  it  was  arranged,  and.  with  the  President's  ap- 
proval— If  not.  indeed,  at  his  urging — Poland  became,  not 
another  Munich  but  the  occasion  for  a  vast  war. 

I  speak  of  the  President's  program  and  acts.  Perhaps  I 
would  better  speak  of  them  as  the  program  and  acts  of  Am- 
bassador Bullitt  In  the  name  of  the  President.  But.  after  all. 
the  responsibility  is  that  of  the  President. 

In  short,  we  see  what  was  to  be  the  pattern  of  the  World 
War  all  over  again,  only  this  time  sensibly  planned  far  in 
advance  instead  of  left  to  the  hazard  of  events.  The  Presi- 
dent never  was  In  sympathy  with  the  Wilson  policy  of  1916. 
The  whole  thing  was  to  be  the  World  War.  not  just  in  politi- 
cal strategy  but  in  tactics  as  well.  The  Germans  were  ex- 
pected to  attack  as  they  did  in  1914.  as  anyone  could  see  that 
sooner  or  later  they  would  have  to.  before  they  lost  what 
military  advantage  they  had.  Then  the  attack  was  to  t)e 
checked — at  some  cost,  to  be  sure — and  the  front  stabilized. 
Then  would  begin  the  artillery  duels,  in  which  the  Allies 
expected  to  have  the  edge. 

But  events  moved  too  fast  both  for  the  Allies  and  for  the 
President.  When  the  Germans  struck,  they  struck  with  more 
force  than  the  Allies  had  figured  they  could  muster.  Above 
all,  they  struck  in  a  way  the  Allies  had  not  expected.  The 
Allies  and  the  President  were  planning  the  World  War,  not 
only  in  relation  to  us  but  in  relation  to  the  battlefleM.  But 
the  Germans  were  fighting  this  war.  not  the  last  one.  The 
Allies  expected  and  prepared  for  the  famous  Schlieffen  plan, 
the  great  right  hook  to  encircle  Paris,  with  containing  armies 
dropped  off  along  the  way  to  hold  the  still  unsubdued  rem- 
nants of  the  Dutch.  Belgians,  and  British.  Instead  the  Ger- 
mans used  a  left  hook.  They  did  not.  as  expected,  hinge  in 
the  south  and  swing  toward  Paris  with  their  right.  Instead 
they  hinged  in  the  north  and  swung  for  the  Channel  with 
their  left,  dropping  off  containing  armies  to  hold  the  unsub- 
dued Prench.  They  put  their  strong  forces  where  the  Allies 
were  weak,  and  the  strong  forces  of  the  Allies  were  flanked 
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before  they  could  even  start  fighting.  And  then  followed 
Dunkerque  and  the  colossal  military  disaster. 

The  awful  defeat  in  Flanders  must  be  understood,  or  we 
miss  the  role  of  the  President  in  this  situation.  No  such 
rapid  German  victory  was  estimated,  or  could  have  been  esti- 
mated. In  fact,  it  probably  could  not  have  been  atUined  at 
aU  merely  on  the  basis  of  superiority  of  weapons  alone.  To 
win  with  such  speed  required  even  more,  required  the  tacUcal 
factor  of  Allied  error  in  the  battle  of  Flanders,  which  is  the 
stuff  of  war  to  be  sure,  but  which  could  scarcely  have  been 
foreseen  either  by  the  President  or  by  the  Allied  commanders. 

Yet  once  that  battle  had  been  fought,  the  whole  picture  was 
changed.  We  felt  it  on  every  hand  here  in  our  own  country. 
The  demoralization  of  the  Allied  armies  and  the  immense  loss 
of  suppUes  and  weapons  left  the  Germans  In  a  vasUy  more 
powerful  position  than  they  enjoyed  on  the  10th  of  May, 
when  they  invaded  the  Low  Countries.  It  assured  that  the 
German  timetable,  not  that  of  the  AUies  and  the  President. 

would  prevail.  ^    ^  ^„^^. 

I  repeat.  It  is  necessary  to  keep  in  mind  the  consequences 
of  that  battle.  Otherwise,  the  President's  policy  appears  not 
only  iUegal  but  idiotic.  No  man  m  his  senses  would  fig\ire  on 
extending  long-term  aid  in  a  war  that  can  last  only  5  weeks. 
It  is  nonsense.  The  only  period  of  time  over  which  our  aid 
could  have  been  effective  to  Prance  was  far  longer  than  5 
weeks  So  we  know  for  certain  that  the  term  of  the  war  was 
supposed  to  be  far  longer  than  it  has  been.  Correspondingly, 
we  know  that  the  crisis  in  the  Prench  military  situation  was 
expected  to  come,  if  It  came.  far.  far  later  than  It  did.  So  we 
can  see  that  the  promise  of  military  support,  to  be  given 
when  that  crisis  arrived,  seemed  a  safe  and  reasonable 

procedvire.  _..  ^    , i„„«  «♦ 

Now  in  fact,  that  promise  of  military  support  to  be  given  at 
a  period  still  m  the  distant  future  not  only  seemed  a  reason- 
able procedure  to  the  President,  but  in  fact  would  have  been 
so.  if  only  Flanders  had  been  a  victory  or  at  worst  a  stalemate 
if  the  Germans  could  have  been  knocked  off  their  timetable 
and  forced  to  use  that  which  the  Allies  and  we  were  using; 
for  by  next  winter,  if  the  Prench  military  crisis  had  been 
delayed  unUl  then,  military  support  from  us  would  have  been 

entirely  possible.  «  •     ♦!,    nw^ 

We  have  suffered  a  humlUation  in  foreign  affau^  the  like 

of  which  has  never  happened  in  aU  the  history  of  these  United 

States. 

Our  President,  on  his  own  responsibility,  by  private  assur- 
ances, may  have  encouraged  a  great  and  friendly  power  to 
ruin  Does  Prance  stand  today  in  all  her  loss  and  destruction, 
all  her  black  and  unknowable  future,  because  her  government 
trusted  in  the  word  of  the  President  of  the  United  States— a 
word  he  had  no  right  to  utter  and  no  power  to  back,  a  word  as 
unlawful  as  any  deed  a  President  could  commit? 

I  know  we  shall  be  told  by  certain  columnists  of  the  press 
that  It  Is  not  Roosevelt  who  led  France  to  her  nun.  I  know 
the  pattern  that  wiU  be  set  and  repeated,  to  drown  out  in  the 
sheeV  tonnage  of  newsprint  the  bitter  facts  of  this  d^ter 
It  will  be  the  isolationists  who  are  to  blame.  They  did  not 
back  the  President's  "stop  Hitler"  policy,  it  will  be  said.  With 
what  did  we  not  back  any  policy  the  President  has  legally 
foUowed?  Have  30  votes  in  the  Senate  paralyzed  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  SUtes?  With  what  was  the  President 
going  to  stop  HlUer  that  we  have  mjured?  Have  we  voted 
down  one  ship  or  one  plane?  If  we  had  not  existed  at  all  If 
he  had  been  m  fact  the  unchecked  designer  of  our  for^gn 
affairs,  could  he  have  raised  an  army  since  September?  Could 
he  have  had  transports  for  it?  Could  he  have  landed  it  today 
in  the  shattered  harbors  of  western  Europe? 

Consider  again  the  fight  on  the  arms  embargo.  What  was 
said  then,  over  and  over?  And  who.  as  it  turns  out.  were  the 
friends  of  shattered  Prance?  Over  and  over  it  was  pointed 
out  that  repeal  of  the  embargo  was  a  symbol,  and  was  meant 
as  a  symbol,  and  would  be  taken  as  a  symbol. 

And  was  it  in  fact  anything  else?  Recall  the  circum- 
stances. The  war  In  Poland  was  over.  Peace  was  possible— 
not  a  favorable  one  for  the  Allies,  but  not  such  a  peace  as 
the  one  now  avaUable.    It  was  at  that  point  that  the  Presl- 
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dent  used  all  his  powers  of  persuasion  and  pressure  to  get 
through  the  repeal  of  the  arms  embargo.    Why?     Ce/tali^ 
not  to  send  arms— not  then;  they  were  not  thought  to  be 
needed-and  in  fact  it  was  not  until  the  Allied  disaster  In 
Norway  that  there  was  any  substantial  export  of  munitions 
to  the  Allies.    Why.  then,  a  repeal  of  the  embargo  at  the 
special  session?    Solely  as  a  symboL    We  can  easUy  imagine 
the  nervousness  of  the  French,  not  by  any  means  a  nation 
of  feeble  intellects,  after  the  Polish  war  showed  something 
of  the  power  of  the  German  Army.    They  had  the  President  s 
assurance  that  we  would  aid  them.    But  the  French,  too, 
can  read  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.    They,  too, 
know  that  by  law  only  the  Congress  can  declare  war.    Be- 
fore they  embarked  their  country  on  the  risks  of  a  total  war 
with  Germany— for  the  French,  too,  love  their  country— did 
they  insist  on  concrete  evidence  that  the  President  could 
make  his  commitment  good,  could  show  them  that  on  for- 
eign poUcy  he  had  an  obedient  Congress,  one  that  in  the 
right  time  and  right  circumstances  would  declare  war  at 
least  as  wilUngly  as  it  repealed  the  embargo?    Did  they  get 
that  evidence? 

And  now  shall  we  go  on,  with  more  deception,  to  further 
disaster?  Will  the  destruction  of  France  be  insufficient  to 
show  the  American  people  where  the  poUcy  of  the  President 
leads?  Will  we  allow  him  to  lead  us,  too,  into  the  position 
of  Prance?  Or  shall  we  recognize  that  we,  too,  have  been 
defeated;  that  we  utterly  lack  the  power  to  carry  out  the 
President's  grandiose  schemes? 

It  is  no  longer  necessary  to  discuss  at  all  the  morality  ex 
long-term  wisdom  of  these  schemes.  It  Is  not  even  neces- 
sary to  ask  the  American  people  whether  they  desire  to  carry 
them  out.  We  cannot  carry  them  out;  that  is  all.  We  have 
not  the  arms,  and  we  cannot  make  the  arms  in  time,  to  play 
any  role  at  all  in  this  war.  It  will  be  altogether  hard  enough 
to  assemble  the  men  and  the  arms  that  we  need,  and  need 
desperately.  If  called  upon  to  defend  ourselves  here  in  Amer- 
ica against  the  European  victors,  the  danger  of  which  I 
believe  we  can  ourselves  reduce. 

Will  it  now  become  our  policy  to  encourage  England,  and 
cause  her  to  believe  that  we  shall  rally  for  her  what  we 
could  not  and  did  not  rally  for  France?  Will  the  President 
cause  that  belief?  If  he  could  deliver,  it  might  be  a  good 
idea;  but  he  cannot.  We  need  only  to  look  to  the  facts. 
In  a'  few  days  the  whole  south  coast  of  England  is  apt  to  be 
as  unusable  for  British  merchant  ships  as  the  east  coast  n«w 
is  What  seaports  then  will  be  open?  Oifly  three  of  any 
consequence— Bristol.  Liverpool,  and  Glasgow.  Aside  from 
sinkings  at  sea.  how  long  can  suppUes  be  brought  in  after 
the  docks  of  these  three  ports  are  blown  up  under  concen- 
trated air  raids?  WIU  the  British  then  land  their  oil  and 
food  on  the  beaches  of  Wales?  And  how  long  will  the  Brit- 
ish Air  Service  last  when  the  Germans  turn  on  it  the  treat- 
ment they  have  given  the  French,  bomb  the  airfields  of 
England  as  they  had  not  yet  done,  and  count  off,  as  they 
have  not  yet  done,  a  definite  number  of  their  own  planes  to 
be  lost  in  destroying  the  British  air  bases? 

And  the  fleet:  Suppose  airplanes  cannot  sink  battleships. 
Still,  the  British  admit  airplanes  can  sink  cruisers  and  de- 
stroyers. So  when  the  CJerman  aircraft  have  sunk  the  Brit- 
ish cruisers  and  destroyers,  then  the  German  submarines  and 
destroyers  can  sink  the  batUeships.  And  how  effective  can  a 
fleet  be  under  those  circumstances?  Can  It  both  defend 
England  and  blockade  Germany?  Palling  to  do  either  will 
surely  lose  the  war. 

I  should  like  to  see  a  brighter  prospect  for  England.  I 
hope  she  may  be  able  to  resist  the  force  that  has  already 
crushed  the  great  French  forces.  But  we  here  in  the  United 
States  have  every  right^yes,  a  duty— to  contemplate  the 
worst  that  can  happen. 

Shall  we  lose  oiu-  fieet  and  such  planes  as  we  possess  in 
that  process  too— and  lose  them  to  no  gain,  lose  them  for 
nothing,  nothing  that  can  now  be  saved— lose  them  only  to 
carry  to  the  bitter  and  terrible  end  a  mistaken  policy  that 
never  should  have  been  embarked  upon,  a  poUcy  mistj^ken. 
not  necessarily  because  it  was  wrong,  but  because  it  was 
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weak,  because  It  did  not  have  the  strength  and  could  not  get 
the  strength  to  succeed? 

Is  there  anyone  in  this  country  today  who  seriously  thinks 
a  foreign  policy  can  be  conducted  without  cold-blooded  cal- 
culation of  the  military  factors  involved?  Is  there  anyone, 
then,  who  can  suppose  that  the  President's  policy  is  anything 
but    the    most    dangerous    adventurism?    Where    is    our 

strength? 

If  we  are  to  defy  powerful  nations,  shake  our  fists  at  them 
and  threaten  them,  we  must  first  be  strong  enough  to  make 
attacking  us  far  too  expensive  a  proposition.  That,  it  seems 
to  me.  Is  pretty  nearly  the  first  siun  and  final  substance  of 
foreign  policy.  But  we  in  this  modem  day  do  nothing  of 
.  the  kind.  Instead,  we  make  miUtary  commitments  that  we 
can  only  keep,  if  at  all.  on  cur  own  timetable  or  schedule, 
and  we  have  found  that  we  are  sometimes  not  able  to  make 
that  timetable  or  schedule  stick. 

We  defy  certain  powers  when  about  our  only  strength  be- 
hind this  defiance  is  words. 

It  all  amounts  to  this:  We  are  defying  certain  foreign 
^^  jwwers.  We  rally  with  words  to  the  defense  of  commercial 
advantage  in  South  America,  to  republics  whose  only  markets, 
generally  speaking,  are  European,  regardless  of  who  rulis 
Europe.  At  the  same  time  we  not  only  find  ourselves  rather 
poorly  prepared  to  defend  ourselves  against  those  whom  we 
defy,  but  we  ase  even  sending  away  such  preparedness  arma- 
ment as  is  already  ours. 

Such  a  policy  can  come  to  but  one  or  the  other  of  two  ends^- 
either  It  brings  us  to  a  shocking  national  diplomatic  humilia- 
tion, a  Munich  that  will  out-Munich  any  Munich  ever  thought 
of.  or  a  disastrous  war.  Those  only  can  be  the  ends  of  our 
present  foreign  policy,  if  we  continue  pursuit  of  policies  which 
have  been  laid  down  of  recent  months.  Surely  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  President  to  lead  to  any  such  goal,  we 
all  know,  any  more  than  the  disaster  of  Flanders  and  the  sur- 
render of  France  were  his  Intentions.  But  those  are  conse- 
quences, nevertheless,  those  and  those  alone. 

So  much,  then,  for  the  disasters,  those  which  have  oc- 
curred and  those  which  might  well  be  considered  threatened 
under  our  foreign  policy. 

Well,  what  are  we  to  do  about  it?  There  is  a  thing  that 
we  can  do.  that  we  ought  to  do.  that  we  must  do,  and  do 
quickly.  We  must  make  clear  the  conviction  of  the  United 
•  States  that  our  architects  of  disaster  are  no  longer  serving 
the  welfare  and  best  Interests  of  the  United  States  by  remain- 
ing in  power,  'i'hese  architects  have,  by  reason  of  their  own 
-  conduct,  and  the  conduct  of  Germany  and  Italy  especially, 
established  In  those  two  countries  a  bitter  hatred  of  the 
United  States.  We  do  not  care  about  their  hatred.  We  need 
not  be  afraid  of  them  alone.  If  they  In  combination  with 
other  powers  wish  ever  to  be  so  foolish  as  to  bring  war  to  us 
over  on  this  side  of  two  great  oceans  they  shall  be  served  with 
a  'blitzkrieg"  the  likes  of  which  they  never  yet  have  adminis- 
tered. But  that  is  not  all.  Our  policy  has  won  as  well,  as  I 
have  previously  suggested,  a  growing  hatred  in  those  countries 
that  we  presumably  have  been  trying  to  help,  namely.  Eng- 
land and  Prance. 

We  can  well  wish  for  a  new  front,  a  new  leadership,  that  will 

convey  to  all  the  world  the  knowledge  that  America  as  a 
whole  has  not  departed  from  the  foreign  policies  liked  by 
Washington,  Jefferson,  Adams.  Monroe,  and  Clay,  an  Ameri- 
can foreign  policy.  The  President  himself  might  come  to 
sense  this,  to  realize  that  his  policies  have  been  tragic  in 

their  consequences,  and  that  his  continuance  in  office  can  no 
longer  promote  the  national  welfare. 

I  can  think  of  no  single  act  that  would  so  clearly  show  the 
President's  patriotism,  which  we  all  know  he  has  in  great 
abundance — nothing  would  show  that  patriotism  quite  so 
clearly  as  for  him  to  retire  from  these  years  of  arduous  effort 
and  turn  over  his  ofBce,  as  the  Constitution  provides,  to  the 
Vice  President,  John  Nanck  Oarnek.  In  this  crisis  of  national 
disaster — for  the  defeat  of  France  is  surely  that — there  is  no 
one  but  the  Vice  President  who  can  now  restore  the  national 
unity  and  national  confidence  in  governmental  leadership, 
and  there  is  no  one  who  could  do  it  quite  so  well  as  Jo$k 
Namcx  Q.'vrner.     Under  this  new  leadership  we  might  hope. 


while  adopting  a  purely  American  policy,  to  win  back  the 
confidence  of  Europe,  heal  some  of  the  sores  that  have  been 
opened  by  reason  of  our  most  recent  conduct  of  foreign  poUcy. 
and  become  an  instrtiment  available  to  the  accomplishment  of 
a  more  hopeful  and  enduring  settlement  of  Europe's  problems 
than  otherwise  seems  to  he  in  prospect  after  the  present  in- 
sanity there  has  nm  its  course, 

Mr.  President,  I  am  sure  I  can  anticipate  many,  jnany 
words  in  answer,  allegedly,  to  what  I  have  said,  but  I  hope 
those  who  are  going  to  undertake  the  answer  will  confine 
themselves,  in  alleging  what  I  have  said,  to  what  I  have  said. 
I  hope  there  will  be  no  effort  to  read  in  between  the  lines 
which  have  been  mine,  my  thoughts  and  language  which  are 
not  there. 

I  have  In  my  heart  but  one  wish,  one  cause  to  serve,  that 
Is.  the  cause  of  keeping  my  country  out  of  this  war.  on  the 
lone  theory  that  when  the  war  shall  have  ended  there  will 
be  nothing  of  democracy,  there  will  be  nothing  of  stability, 
left  for  any  country  which  permits  itself  to  participate  In 
the  war.  Just  so  surely  as  that  we  are  in  our  places  in  the 
Senate  today,  win.  lose,  or  draw  in  Europe,  there  will  be  vic- 
tory in  store  for  only  one  ideology,  the  ideology  of  one  of  the 
countries  which  has  managed  thus  far  to  keep  itself  out  of  the 
war.  a  country  some  of  whose  citizens  are  considerably  dis- 
turbed because  we  are  not  getting  into  it  and  making  it  an- 
other World  War.  bringing  destruction,  havoc,  wreckage, 
wastage,  to  all  the  civilized  lands,  to  the  end  that  communism 
can  have  its  one  and  only  chance  for  victory  upon  the  earth. 

AGRICULTTTRAL    APPROPRIATIONS — CONFERENCE    REPORT 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Nyb 's  speech, 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Will  the  Senator  from  North  E>akota  be 
generous  enough  to  yield  for  a  moment,  in  order  that  we  may 
conclude  action  on  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill?  The 
bill  is  very  lengthy,  and  it  Is  necessary  to  give  the  enrolling 
clerk  time  to  enroll  it.  There  will  be  no  discussion  whatever, 
and  it  will  take  but  a  moment. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  worked  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia  upon 
the  conference  reiport.  and,  heaven  helping  me.  if  he  has  a 
final  agreement  ready.  I  shall  be  the  last  to  stand  in  the  way 
of  securing  action  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  srielding.  as  well 
as  for  his  faithful  and  efficient  aid. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  message  from  the  House  be 
laid  before  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  a  mes- 
sage from  the  House  of  Representatives  announcing  its  action 
on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  House  bill  8202, 
which  was  read  as  fonows: 

In  thz  House  or  Representatives, 

June  21.  1940. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  65  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8202) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agrlctilture  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  and  concur 
therein  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  Inserted 
by  said  amendment  insert  "$5,733,217";  and 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  66  to  said  bUl  and  conctir  therein  with  an 
amendment  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment Insert  "$868,458." 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
Nos.  65  and  66. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to, 

Mr.  RUSSELL.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  if  the  proceedings 
which  have  just  l)een  taken  will  appear  in  my  remarks? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  they  appear 
in  the  Record  following  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota,  after  he  shall  have  yielded  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    That  Will  be  done. 

Mr.  NYE.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

SATES    OF     INTEREST    ON     FEDEKAL     LAND     BANK    AND    LAND     BANK 

COMMISSIONER  LOANS 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
North  I>akota  yield? 
Mr.  NYE.     I  yiel± 
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Mr,  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  there  is  a  bill  on  the 
calendar  that  should  have  quick  action.  It  is  the  bill  ex- 
tending for  5  additional  years  the  reduced  rate  of  interest, 
SHj  percent,  on  Federal  land-bank  and  Land  Bank  Commis- 
sioner loans.  A  siinilar  biU  haa  passed  the  Senate  twice. 
There  are  200,000  notices  ready  to  go  out  to  mortgagors,  and 
the  mortgagors  are  waiUng  to  see  what  the  rate  of  interest 
will  be.  I  think  there  is  no  opposition  to  the  bill.  It  is  Cal- 
endar No.  1730.  House  blU  8450.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  it  be  considered  now.  It  has  to  go  over  to  the  House 
before  final  action  may  be  taken  on  it. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  j^eld  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  NYE.     I  yield.  

•nie  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  8450)  to  extend  for  5  additional  years 
the  reduced  rates  of  Interest  on  Federal  land-bank  and  Land 
Bank  Commissioner  loans. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  informed  that 
there  is  pending  an  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler]. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr, 
Whieler]  authorized  me  to  withdraw  the  amendment. 

The  PRESroiNG  OFFICER.  Without  objecUon,  the 
amendment  is  withdrawn. 

The  Chair  is  also  informed  that  the  committee  amend- 
ments were  aU  agreed  to  on  May  29.  Therefore  the  ques- 
tion is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amendments  and  the 
third  reading  of  the  bUl. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed, 
•nie  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  to  extend 
for  2   additional   years   the  reduced  rates   of   interest   on 
Ptederal  land  bank  and  Land  Bank  Conmiissioner  loans." 
After  the  conclusion  of  Mr.  Ntx's  speech. 

MESSAGE  raOM  THX  HOUSK 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr, 
Calloway,  one  of  Its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  without  amendment  the  following  bill 
and  Joint  resolution  of  the  Senate: 

S  3927.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  administration  of 
the  Washington  National  Airport,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.J.  Res.  260.  Joint  resolution  to  make  emergency  provi- 
sion for  the  maintenance  of  essential  vessels  affected  by 
the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939,  and  for  adjustment  of  obliga- 
tions with  respect  to  such  vessels. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  receded 
from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos. 
65  and  66  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8202)  making  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30  1941  and  for  other  purposes,  and  concurred  therein  each 
With  an  amendment,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence 

of  the  Senate. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9594)  to  amend  section  12  (b)  of  the  Soil 
ConservaUon  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  by 
authorizing  the  transfer  of  funds  to  cover  advances  for  crop 

insurance.  .  . 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making  appropria- 
tions for  work  relief  and  reUef  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jime 
30  1941.  and  that  the  House  had  receded  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  68  to  the  Joint 
resolution  and  concurred  therein. 

XXPEDinON  W  NAVAL  SHIPBUILDINO 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bin  (H.  R. 
9822)  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for  other  purposes. 


AlCSUCAW   rUUXOH   POUCT 


Mr.  MINTON  obtatoed  the  floor.  _.  ,j  ^ 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 

me  a  moment? 
Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield.  ^    ^ 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  make  merely  a  brief  observa- 
tion. I  have  no  desire  to  get  mto  a  debate  on  the  European 
war,  but  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  NyeI  during 
the  early  part  of  his  remarks  made  the  prediction,  as  I 
understood  it.  that  whenever  the  letter  written  by  Secretary 
of  War  Woodring  to  the  President  m  tendering  his  resigna- 
tion should  be  made  pubUc,  it  would  disclose  that  the  reason 
for  Mr.  Woodring's  resignation  was  the  fact  that  he  declined 
to  sign  orders  turning  over  to  the  Allies  any  war  material 
under  the  control  of  the  War  Department,  and.  as  I  imder- 
stood  the  Senator,  he  intimated  that  it  would  also  disclose 
that  Mr.  Woodring  had  declined  to  reveal  the  secret  with 
respect  to  a  bomb  sight.  If  I  misunderstood  the  Senator,  I 
give  him  an  opportunity  to  correct  me. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  the  opportunity  the 
Senator  gives  me.  I  am  quite  confident  I  did  not  say  Just 
that.  I  recall  very  vividly  saying  that  I  believed  that  if  the 
letter  of  resignation  were  made  available  to  the  public,  it  would 
reveal  that  Mr.  Woodring  said  his  resignation  was  due  to  his 
inabUity  to  agree  to  the  sales  of  military  supplies  abroad,  and 
that  if  the  matter  were  gone  into  thoroughly  with  Mr.  Wood- 
ring  and  his  staff,  there  undoubtedly  would  be  revelation  that 
his  resignation  was  occasioned  primarily  by  his  refusal  to 
append  his  signature  to  orders  releasing  more  of  military  aid 
to  the  Allied  cause. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  did  mention  the  bomb  sight 
In  connection  with  those  remarks,  and  I  got  the  impression 
that  he  included  in  his  Intimation  that  the  Secretary  had  re- 
fused to  sign  orders  selling  war  materials,  and  that  he  had 
intimated  also  that  he  had  refused  to  reveal  secrets  of  tiie 
bomb  sight. 

Mr.  NYE.    Not  to  that  connection. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  because  I  was  very  much 
Impressed  with  what  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  was 
saying  at  the  time,  I  made  a  note,  as  rapidly  as  I  could,  of 
what  he  said.  In  substance,  this  is  what  he  stated,  that  he 
was  sure  that  when  the  facts  became  known  about  Mr.  Wood- 
ring's  resignation  it  would  be  revealed  that  Mr.  Woodring  was 
asked  to  surrender  the  Iwmb  sight  and  that  he  would  not  do 
it,  and  so  he  was  removed  from  the  Cabinet. 

Mr.  BARKLEY..  That  is  the  impression  I  got  from  the 

Senator's  remarks. 

I  wish  to  say  that  foUowing  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  I 
took  it  upon  myself  to  call  General  Arnold,  the  head  of  the 
Air  Corps  of  the  United  States  Army,  and  he  authorized  me 
to  say  that  at  no  time,  to  any  conference  or  in  any  delibera- 
tion or  during  the  consideration  of  secrets  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment or  of  the  United  States  Army,  was  any  consideration 
ever  given  to  the  revelation  of  any  secret  bomb  sight  on  the 
bombers  of  the  United  States  Army. 

It  is  rather  unfortunate  that  here  In  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  which  is  a  sort  of  loud  speaker,  where  every- 
thing that  Is  said  is  broadcast,  through  the  press  and  the 
radio,  which  comment  upon  hapi>enings  here.  Senators  should 

speciUate  about  some  dereliction  of  duty  that  is  intimated  by 
those  who  do  not  happen  to  agree  with  the  policy  of  the  pres- 
ent administration. 

I  do  not  know  what  was  to  the  letter  of  Mr,  Woodring  to 
the  President.  I  do  not  know  that  I  shall  ever  know.  I  am 
a  friend  of  Mr.  Woodring.  I  served  in  the  Senate  with  his 
father-in-law,  the  former  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Coolldge.  I  have  sufiQclently  high  regard  for  Mr.  Woodring 
to  believe  that  he  has  not  in  anything  he  has  said  by  word 
of  mouth,  or  by  any  letter  he  has  written  to  the  President, 
been  guilty  of  any  impropriety  in  connection  with  tendering 
to  the  President  his  resignation  as  Secretary  of  War. 

The  mere  fact  that  the  President  did  not  give  the  letter 
out  because  of  its  personal  nature  ought  not  to  be  used  Xo 
carry  any  implications  as  to  what  It  contains. 

FrequenUy  letters  are  both  personal  and  ofBclal,  and  fre- 
quently there  are  personal  allusions  In  ofilclal  letters  which 
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the  recipients  would  not  want  to  give  out  to  the  public.  AI^ 
of  us  receive  letters  from  our  constituents,  for  Instance,  oa 
legislative  or  ofBcial  matters.  Frequently  they  contain  some 
personal  reference.  We  would  not  take  the  liberty.  In  fair- 
ness and  Justice  to  ourselves  and  to  our  correspondents,  tO 
make  them  public. 

I  merely  wanted  to  say  that  it  seems  to  me  most  unfortu- 
nate, simply  because  the  President,  In  the  exercise  of  his 
judginent  as  to  the  proprieties,  did  not  see  fit  to  give  out  a 
letter  of  resignation  which  was  sent  to  him  by  the  Secretary 
of  War.  a  letter  which  was  at  least  in  part  of  a  personal 
nature,  and  it  may  be  of  an  Intimate  personal  nature,  that 
Buch  a  clrcximstance  should  be  taken  as  any  indication  of 
what  the  letter  contains  or  any  justification  for  any  intima- 
tion. It  is  unfair  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  to  the  Presi- 
dent and  to  the  country  to  use  that  circumstance  merely  to 
hang  upon  it  a  veiled  charge  or  prediction  sis  to  what  the 
letter  contains  or  as  to  the  reason  why  the  Secretary  of  War 
has  tendered  his  resignation. 

It  seems  to  me  that  our  people  are  sufQciently  confused, 
they  are  sufficiently  worried,  they  are  now  sufficiently  anxious 
about  our  situation  to  make  it  at  least  within  the  bounds  of 
propriety  that  Members  of  the  United  States  Senate  and 
others  In  high  official  positions  should  not  speak  fvu-ther  upon 
mere  suspicion,  nmior,  or  intimation,  to  fan  the  imagina- 
tions of  the  people  into  flame  and  to  cause  them  to  wonder 
etlll  more  what  is  really  happening  In  the  Government.  I 
believe  the  American  people  have  confidence  In  their  Gov- 
ernment. I  believe  they  want  to  continue  to  have  that 
confidence  In  their  Government.  While  there  are  honest  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  among  Members  of  this  body  and  among 
all  men  as  to  wisdom  of  action,  there  could  be  no  greater 
disservice  performed,  in  my  Judgment,  so  far  as  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  is  concerned  and  so  far  as  the 
people  are  concerned,  and  there  could  be  no  greater  damage 
committed  to  the  morale  of  the  American  people,  than  by 
Innuendo  and  Insinuation  to  seek  to  create  the  impression 
that  there  is  something  "rotten  in  Denmark"  behind  the 
scenes;  that  their  agents  of  government,  whom  they  have 
chosen  and  in  whom  they  have  expressed  their  confidence, 
are  not  worthy  to  perform  their  duties.  Of  course,  they  can- 
not make  public  everything  they  do.  It  would  be  preposter- 
ous to  expect  that  in  our  diplomatic,  military,  and  naval 
relationship  everything  that  happens,  every  conversation, 
every  memorandum,  and  every  letter  should  be  made  public. 
The  War  Department,  the  Navy  Department,  and  the  State 
Department  cannot  carry  on  their  operations  in  a  barber 
shop  or  in  a  beauty  parlor  so  that  the  whole  world  may  look 
on  and  see  what  is  happening.  It  is  not  in  the  interest  of  the 
welfare  of  our  country  that  that  should  be  done. 

I  express  the  earnest  hope  that  we  will  not  here  give  ex- 
pression to  insinuations  or  intimations  or  veiled  charges  of 
any  kind  unless  we  can  substantiate  them  by  facts.  We 
ought  not  to  attempt  to  do  so  until  we  have  the  facts.  None 
'  of  us  here  can  obtain  all  the  facts  with  respect  to  many  of 
these  matters.  Certainly  we  owe  It  to  our  coimtry  and  to  the 
proprieties  to  wait  until  we  have  the  facts  before  we  under- 
take to  speak  with  reference  to  them. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  I  Mr.  Nye]  was  utterly  sincere  when  he  said 
he  wanted  to  keep  this  coimtry  out  of  war.  I  am  as  anxiom 
to  keep  the  country  out  of  war  as  is  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota.  I  am  no  warmonger.  I  learned  about  war  the 
hard  way.  I  served  for  27  months  in  the  last  World  War. 
and  a  year  of  it  was  overseas.  I  do  not  want  war  because  I 
saw  war  at  its  worst.  As  the  father  of  two  boys.  I  do  not 
want  war.  In  the  hands  of  destiny  today  I  have  two  hostages 
for  peace — my  sons.  So  I  am  as  anxious  to  keep  this  country 
out  of  war  as  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  ever  could  be. 

I  am  sure  that  all  my  colleagues  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate 
are  as  anxious  to  keep  this  country  out  of  war  as  is  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota.  I  am  sure  he  is  ready  to  accord 
us  the  same  sincerity  of  purpose  that  he  claims  for  himself, 
and  I  am  ready  to  accord  it  to  him.  I  am  not  so  sure  that 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  is  willing  to  accord  to  the 


President  of  the  United  States  the  same  sincerity  of  purpose 
and  the  same  patriotism  that  he  claims  for  himself. 

I  think  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  a  patriotic, 
high-minded  public  servant,  who  has  no  purpose  to  lead  thl3 
Nation  into  war,  and  will  not  lead  this  Nation  into  war.  and 
the  Nation  will  not  have  war  if  war  stays  away  from  our 
shores.  But,  Mr.  President,  we  do  not  always  have  the  choice 
as  to  whether  we  shall  have  war  or  shall  not  have  war. 

Of  course,  the  recent  Secretary  of  War.  Mr.  Woodring.  was 
my  friend,  as  he  was  the  friend  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  BarkleyI.  I  have  had  occasion  to  speak  in  defense  of 
Mr.  Woodring.  and  I  spoke  up  in  his  defense  In  the  Implied 
criticism  heaped  upon  him  by  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
and  his  Isolationist  friends.  So  It  seems  a  little  odd  to  me  to 
find  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  coming  at  this  time  to 
the  aid  of  the  recent  Secretary  of  War.  Mr.  Woodring.  I 
can  remember  when  the  very  circumstance  to  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  referred,  as  to  the  sale  of  war  planes 
to  Prance,  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  country,  and 
one  of  those  who  expressed  great  alarm  about  it  was  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  it  proper  to  say  at  this  time  that 
I  have  received  information  from  the  War  Department  since 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  began  his  speech  today  that 
the  planes  referred  to  did  not  go  to  France — not  any  of  them 
have  gone  to  Prance.  Therefore,  of  course,  they  are  not  In 
danger  of  being  turned  over  to  Hitler. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  do  not  know  what  planes  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  referred  to  or  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky now  refers  to.  but  I  am  referring  to  the  incident  which 
occurred  during,  I  think  in  1939,  when  a  plane  fell  in  Cali- 
fornia and  injured  a  Frenchman  who  was  here  on  a  mission 
to  purchase  planes.  One  of  the  chief  objectors  at  that  time 
to  the  procedure  of  selling  to  the  French  people  planes 
manufactured  in  this  country— not  by  the  Government,  but 
by  private  corporations — was  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota,  and  one  of  those  who  defended  that  plan,  one  of 
the  men  who  was  responsible  for  that  program — and  there 
was  nothing  in  law,  morals,  or  anything  else  that  con- 
demned it— one  of  the  men  who  were  in  favor  of  It  was  the 
Secretary  of  War.  Mr.  Woodring,  whom  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  commends  so  highly  here  today. 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NYE.  It  seems  to  me  that  there  ought  to  be  a  clarify- 
ing of  the  facts  that  existed  at  that  time.  Up  to  the  very 
hour  of  the  Issuance  of  the  orders  which  required  American 
Industrialists  to  extend  aid  to  the  French  mission.  I  might 
say  that  within  the  Government  of  the  United  States  the 
most  violent  foe  of  the  policy  which  was  then  being  under- 
taken to  give  aid  and  American  military  supplies  to  France 
and  to  England  was  the  Secretary  of  War.  Harry  Woodring. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  it  so  happens  that  Mr. 
Woodring  appeared  before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  of 
which  I  happen  to  be  a  member,  and  said  Just  the  opposite  of 
what  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  is  now  saying. 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  disclose  whatever  he 
has  which  would  reveal  that  Mr.  Woodring.  up  to  the  time  the 
order  was  issued  making  these  advantages  available  to  the 
Allies,  held  the  view  which  the  Senator  says  he  held. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Let  the  Senator  be  patient.  He  asked  me 
to  sit  around  for  30  minutes  and  wait  on  him.  I  waited  for 
an  hour,  but  he  never  revealed  the  facts  which  he  said  he 
would  reveal.  The  Senator  will  have  to  wait  only  a  moment, 
and  I  shall  read  from  the  record  what  Mr.  Woodring  and 
General  Marshall  had  to  say  about  this  matter.  At  that 
time  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  was  investigating  this 
matter  pursuant  to  a  resolution  Introduced  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  PoLLrml.  It  was  not  Investigating 
the  particular  incident  of  the  sale  of  planes  in  the  first  in- 
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stance,  but  the  whole  question  of  selling  planes  and  war 
materials  to  nations  engaged  in  war. 

Mr.  NYE.  Then  the  Senator  is  not  arguing  that  Secretary 
Woodring  was  originally  supporting  the  cause  of  making 
American  mUitary  advantages  available  to  the  Allies,  or  to 
any  countries  abroad? 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  Woodring  was  in  favor  of  it,  and  he 
said  so.     I  read  from  the  record  (rf  the  hearings: 

Mr  WOODWWO  WeU,  It  Is  our  honest  belief  that  the  iBcrensed 
orders  that  are  coming  from  foreign  governments,  both  tor  arms, 
•mmunltlon.  and  Implementt  of  war.  and  particularly  aircraft,  are 
creating  a  capacity  that  our  appropriated  funds  <^uld  not  poaslbly 
create  It  would  take  mllHonB  and  millloM  and  billions  of  dollars 
of  the' taxpayers-  monev  to  create  the  capacity  that  Is  being  seated 
by  theae  incoming  orders,  which  give  ^  ^  ^^^^"^"^^  ,^1^^^^^ 
doubtedly  in  the  interest  of  the  naUonal  defenaa  of  thU  country. 

And  so  on.  at  further  length. 

General  Marshall,  Chief  of  Staff,  supported  Mr.  Woodring 
In  that  statement:  and  as  the  concluding  questions  in  Gen- 
eral MarshaU's  testimony  I  asked  him  If  he  agreed  with  Mr. 
Woodrmg  in  his  observations  and  conclusions  about  the 
selling  of  materials  to  foreign  governments.  I  asked  General 
MarshaU  the  following  question: 

Senator  Mintoh.  You  agree,  then,  with  the  the  Secretary  of  Ww 
that  the  purchMe  of  anna,  ammunition,  and  implements  of  war 
including  aircraft,  by  foreign  counUlea  U  not  in  any  way  a  threat 
to  our  protection? 

General  MxasHAix.  Yes.  sir.  «        ^  ,  «t„  ^v.^  «« 

Senator  Miktow.  Tou  agree  with  the  Secretary  of  War  that  no 
military  aecreu  of  war  of  any  kind  are  being  revealed  to  the 
purchasers? 

General  Marshall.  Yes,  sir.  «.,.„.,„  ♦»,«t 

Senator  Minton  And  It  Is  your  opinion  that  this  program  that 
U  now  developing  and  being  carried  on  due  .*<>  the  purcha^  of 
materials  and  supplies  by  foreign  governmenU  Is  definitely  helping 
our  program  and  decreasing  the  coat  to  this  Oovernmcnt? 

General  Makehall.  Most  emphatlcaUy  I  do,  air. 

So  when  we  look  at  the  record  and  find  out  what  Secretary 
Woodring  had  to  say.  his  words  before  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  do  not  bear  out  the  insinuations  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Dukota. 
Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr,  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NYE.  Still  the  Senator  from  Indiana  doei  not  directly 
answer  the  question  as  to  when  Mr.  Woodring  did  favor  this 
kind  of  a  program  and  when  he  did  not  favor  it.  Up  to  the 
time  the  orders  were  written  over  his  head  by  the  Commander 
in  Chief.  Secretary  Harry  Woodring  was  a  violent  foe  of  the 
program  of  making  these  advantages  available  to  foreign 
governments.  ,  ^i.  ^  !.•   ^ 

Mr.  MINTON.    The  Senator  has  no  evidence  of  that  kind, 
and  I  challenge  him  to  put  it  Into  the  Record  today,  tomor- 
row or  any  other  day.    I  have  put  into  the  Rkcord  the  state- 
ment of  Secretary  Woodring,  made  upon  his  responsibility  as 
Secretary  of  War,  when  he  appeared  before  a  responsible 
committee  of  the  Senate  investigating  the  very  matter  about 
which  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  has  been  talking.    We 
were  investigating,  under  a  resolution  submitted  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  FolletteI,  whether  or  not  the 
sale  of  supplies  by  this  country  to  the  Allies  was  in  any  way 
hampering  the  program  of  the  United  States,  and  whether 
or  not  the  War  Department  was  in  accord  with  that  program. 
Secretary  Woodring  appeared  before  the  committee  and  tes- 
tified as  I  have  read  from  the  record.    At  the  conclusion  of 
the  testimony  of  General  Marshall,  who  was  supporting  Sec- 
retary Woodring  in  everything  he  had  said,  I  asked  him  the 
categorical  questions  which  I  have  just  read  into  the  Record. 
So  we  find  that  the  record  of  Secretary  Woodring  and  the 
record  of  the  War  Department,  from  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
the  Chief  of  Staff  himself,  has  always  been  the  same.    They 
were  of  one  accord  as  to  the  sale  to  the  Allies  of  materials, 
supplies,  and  ammimiUon.  and  especially  aircraft.    But  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota,  in  his  most  insinuating  manner, 
insinuates  into  the  Record  that  the  Secretary  of  War,  Mr. 
Woodring,  was  opposed  to  that  program,  and  that  that  was 
probably  one  of  the  things  responsible  for  his  retirement  from 
the  Cabinet.    He  insinuates  into  the  Record  that  Mr.  Wood- 
ring  was  opposed  to  sending  the  boys  to  Europe  to  die  in  the 
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shambles  of  the  battlefields  of  Europe.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  record  to  show  that  Mr.  Woodring  ever  said  anythtog  of 
the  kind.  The  Senator  Insinuates  into  the  Record  that  Mr. 
Woodring  was  probably  asked  to  resign  because  he  was  asked 
to  reveal  to  somebody  the  bomb  sight.  Yet  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  called  General  Arnold,  the  head  of  the  Air  Corps, 
who  has  this  secret  in  charge  and  who  guards  it  jealously, 
and  he  told  us.  no  longer  than  half  an  hour  ago.  that  the 
secret  had  been  revealed  to  no  one;  and  yet  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  insinuates  it  Into  the  Record. 
Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NYE.    The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  did  not  insist 
that  the  secret  had  been  revealed  to  anyone. 
Mr.  MINTON.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  NYE.  What  I  said,  and  what  I  repeat,  is  that  In  all 
probability  the  Secretary  of  War  was  asked  to  make  the  secret 
bomb  sight  available  to  the  Allies,  as  other  advantages  have 
been  made  available. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Again,  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  produce  the  evidence  on  that  score.  It  is 
just  another  Insinuation  by  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
which  finds  its  way  into  the  Record— an  insinuation  which  Is 
not  backed  by  any  facts  or  any  evidence.  It  Is  just  like  his 
insinuation  on  the  floor  in  a  speech  he  made  a  few  months 
ago  to  the  effect  that  war  would  not  break  out  in  Europe 
unless  the  "go"  sign  were  given  In  Amerlcp.. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  The  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
takes  the  position  that  probably  the  reason  for  the  resigna- 
tion or  retirement  of  Secretary  Woodring  was  that  he  was 
asked  to  reveal  the  bomb  sight.  The  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  has  no  more  proof  of  that  than  he  has  of  any  of  the 
other  sUtemenU  he  has  conjured  out  of  his  imagination  this 
afternoon.  He  has  built  up  a  case.  He  has  taken  as  his 
major  premise  the  assumption  that  Ambassador  Bullitt  told 
the  French  Government  that  if  they  went  to  war  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Poland  we  would  come  to  their  assistance  and 
render  military  aid,  even  to  the  extent  of  a  declaration  of  war. 
He  had  not  one  single  word  of  evidence  to  submit  to  the 
Senate  which  would  be  accepted  by  the  most  remote  justice 
of  the  peace  in  the  country,  to  support  that  statement,  yet  he 
made  that  the  major  premise  of  his  whole  argument. 

For  most  of  the  afternoon  he  has  made  use  of  his  imagina- 
tion, conjuring  up  stories,  and  saying  that  some  mysterious 
person,  whom  he  would  not  compromise  by  making  his  name 
public,'  appeared  in  tiis  office  and  gave  him  a  statement  to 
tliat  effect.  He  used  a  confidential  statement  which  seme 
newspaperman  was  supposed  to  have  sent  aroimd  the  country, 
never  once  revealing  the  sources  of  his  information.  In  the 
mind  of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  in  this  period  of 
national  and  international  trouble  that  may  be  the  sort  of 
statesmanship  which  he  can  accept  as  his  type  of  statesman- 
ship. 

I  think  that  this  is  a  time  when  Members  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  and  persons  high  in  pubUc  life  in  this 
country  should  exhibit  some  restraint  in  their  statements. 
Not  a  single  word  has  been  uttered  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  this  afternoon  which  shows  the  slightest  basis  of  evi- 
dence to  prove  any  of  the  conclusions  which  he  asks  us  to 
reach.  The  very  argument  he  made  when  he  said  that  prob- 
ably the  isolationists  would  be  blamed  for  the  fact  that 
Prance  suffered  defeat,  and  the  argument  which  he  made  In 
defense  of  himself  and  others  whom  he  may  Include  in  that 
category,  were  a  complete  and  positive  answer  to  all  the 
arguments  he  had  been  making  up  to  that  time.  He  asked. 
"Why  should  the  Government  of  Prance  recognize  the  ability 
of  the  isolationists  to  stop  military  assistance  from  the  United 
States?"  He  said  that  Prance  knew  what  we  had  in  this 
country;  that  Prance  knew  our  lack  of  war  preparations; 
and  that  France  was  familiar  with  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States;  and  yet  he  wants  the  press  to  spread  the  word 
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throughout  the  United  States  today,  on  the  basis  of  informa- 
tion the  source  of  which  he  sasrs  he  will  not  reveal,  that  the 
CJovernment  of  the  United  States,  acting  through  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Ambassador  to  Prance,  led  France  and  England 
into  this  war,  and  is  wholly  responsible  for  the  whole  situ- 
ation which  exists  In  Europe  today. 

I  thlnlc  the  time  has  come  when  there  Is  some  responsibility 
upon  the  Members  of  this  body  to  recognize  that  they  must 
deal  with  facts,  and  deal  with  them  upon  a  responsible  basis, 
and  not  depend  upon  their  imaginations  or  their  desires  for 
political  preferment.  These  are  critical  times,  and  the  people 
of  the  country  are  entitled  to  have  these  times  considered 
in  a  careful  and  serious  way  by  the  leaders  in  our  national  life. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Washington.  Of 
course,  the  whole  speech  of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
was  merely  one  insinuation  after  another — one  Insinuaticjn 
piled  up  on  top  of  another.  He  even  said  the  President  of  thje 
United  States  has  promised  England  and  France  a  declara- 
tion of  war.  Who  was  his  authority?  Mr.  Henning.  the 
correspondent  of  the  Chicago  Tribune?  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  may  take  the  Chicago  Tribune  for  authority 
if  he  desires,  but  I  shall  ask  to  be  excused  from  accepting 
that  authority. 

The  Senator  from  North  E>akota  said  that  because  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Reynolds]  had  submitted 
a  resolution  to  summon  the  Ambassador  to  France,  Mr.  Bullitt, 
to  appear  before  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  forsooth 
Mr.  Bullitt  flew  away  to  Europe,  when  the  fact  is  that  Mr- 
Bullitt  had  had  his  plans  made  for  weeks,  and  had  his  reser- 
vations made  days  ahead,  and  he  went  only  on  schedule  time. 
But  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  insinuated  that  Mr.  Bul- 
litt was  flying  away  to  France  to  evade  appearing  before  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  of  the  Senate.  So  it  is  that  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  insinuates  and  insinuates,  and 
tries  to  lead  the  country  to  believe  that  things  which  germi- 
nate only  in  his  fertile  brain  are  facts. 

The  Senator  from  North  E>akota  said  the  United  States 
had  led  France  and  England  into  the  war— led  them  into 
the  war — had  induced  them  to  go  Into  the  war.  What  did 
the  United  States  have  to  do  with  the  violation  of  Czecho- 
slovakia? What  did  the  United  States  have  to  do  with  the 
••blitzkrieg"  in  Poland?  What  did  the  United  States  have  to 
do  with  the  Invasion  of  Norway  and  Denmark?  What  did 
the  United  States  have  to  do  with  the  overrunning  of  Bel- 
glum  and  Holland?  What  did  the  United  States  have  to  do 
with  crushing  the  very  life  out  of  Prance  today?  Yet  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  says  the  United  States  led 
France  and  England  into  this  war. 

Mr.  President.  I  should  be  ashamed  to  make  such  a  charge 
against  America  as  that  America  would  lead  France  and 
England  to  the  shambles  of  a  great  war.  and  to  the  very 
brink  of  destruction,  and  itself  assxmie  no  responsibility  In 
the  matter.  Of  course  America  did  not  make  any  such 
promises.  Of  course.  America  did  not  lead  England  and 
France  into  war,  and,  of  course.  America  knows  that  America 
Ic  not  going  into  the  war  of  England  and  Prance  until  it 
becomes  America's  war:  and  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
and  the  President  of  the  United  States  are  not  going  to  lead 
America  into  any  war  that  is  not  America's  war. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  Is  a  great  Isolationist.  I 
have  the  utmost  respect  for  certain  sincere  gentlemen  who 
entertain  views  along  that  line;  but  I  point  out  that  at  this 
Juncture  in  the  world's  history  Isolationism  has  not  led  to 
peace.  Certainly  Holland  was  isolationist.  Certainly  Bel- 
glum  was  isolationist.  Certainly  Denmark  was  isolationist, 
und  Norway,  and  little  Luxemburg:  but  they  were  invaded, 
and  cruelly  overrun,  and  crushed  to  death.  No.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent: isolationism  does  not  lead  to  peace.  The  worlc^  today 
knows  the  sad  lesson  that  isolationism  leads  to  war,  total 
war;  and  right  here  on  the  floor  of  the  United  States  Senate 
the  greatest  impetus  to  isolationism  was  given  in  1919  or 
1920.  following  the  World  War.  Right  here  upon  the  floor 
of  the  United  States  Senate  isolation  was  first  sowed  and 
nurtured  and  started  on  its  way. 


We  went  out  in  1917  and  1918,  3.000.000  fcUows  Uke 
myself,  under  the  cry  that  we  were  fighting  a  war  to  end 
war;  that  we  were  fighting  to  make  the  world  safe  for  de- 
mocracy. I  believed  that  then.  I  believe  it  now.  But  I  say 
to  you.  Mr.  President,  that  while  we  won  the  victory  on  the 
battlefields  of  Prance,  it  was  lost  here  in  the  United  States 
Senate.  Right  here.  Mr.  President,  when  the  League  of  Na- 
tions was  turned  down,  the  only  constructive  plan  for  col- 
lective security  was  destroyed,  and  right  here  we  embarked 
upon  a  policy  of  isolationism,  and  isolationism  became  not 
only  America's  policy  but  the  policy  of  everylxjdy  but  Adolf 
I  Hitler  and  Mussolini  and  possibly  Stalin,  the  heads  of  the 
totalitarian  countries  of  Europe. 

Today  the  path  of  isolationism  has  led  to  what?  Not  to 
peace — not  even  to  war  as  we  once  knew  it — but  to  total  war  as 
Hitler  wages  it  in  Europe  today. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I  am  sure  we  are  not  to  be  concerned 
about  whether  Mr.  Hitler  would  get  mad  if  we  should  call  him 
names.  We  certainly  should  not  be  much  concerned  about 
whether  Mussolini  would  get  mad  If  somebody  should  call  him 
names.  I  do  not  particularly  approve  of  the  name-calling 
process,  but  I  do  not  think  it  makes  any  difference  to  Hitler. 
I  do  not  think  it  makes  any  difference  to  Mussolini.  We  might 
call  them  all  the  names  in  the  book  and  we  could  not  stop 
them.  We  could  not  deter  them,  and  it  would  not  make  any 
difference;  and  we  could  keep  our  sweet  mouths  shut  and  say 
nothing  about  them,  and  they  would  pursue  their  own  evil 
way  In  their  own  menner.  So  while  It  may  be  unbecoming  of 
us  to  stand  off  3,000  miles  and  call  somebody  names.  I  do  not 
think  it  makes  any  difference  in  the  international  affairs  of 
the  world  with  Mr.  Hitler  or  Mr.  Mussolini.  I  do  not  think 
they  were  called  any  names  in  Holland.  I  do  not  think  they 
were  called  any  names  In  Belgium,  or  Denmark,  or  Norway,  or 
Czechoslovakia,  or  Poland;  and  look  at  those  countries  today, 
They  kept  their  sweet  mouths  shut.  They  even  answered  the 
Gallup  poll  that  Mr.  Hitler  conducted  over  there  to  determine 
whether  or  not  the  little  nations  clustered  about  him  were 
afraid  of  him.  They  all  came  in  trembling  and  put  their  bal- 
lots in  the  box  and  said.  •'Oh.  no,  Mr.  Hitler;  we  are  not  afraid 
of  you—not  much."  Today  we  know  the  sad  truth,  that  it 
does  not  make  any  difference  what  you  stand  for,  what  you 
believe  in,  what  you  do  or  do  not  do.  if  you  happen  to  get  into 
the  path  of  the  evil  genius  whose  indomitable  will  rules  a 
great  part  of  the  world  today. 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  criticized  Mr.  Bullitt.  He 
criticized  this  administration.  He  criticizes  us  about  our 
preparedness,  and  he  criticizes  us  about  our  failure  to  prepare. 
The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  said  that  the  group  to  which 
he  belonged  never  voted  down  a  battleship  or  a  plane.  Per- 
haps they  did  not.  but  it  was  not  their  fault.  They  voted 
against  every  one  of  them. 

Mr.  President,  when  Mr.  Bullitt  came  back  here  In  1939.  at 
the  beginning  of  the  year,  and  when  Mr.  Kennedy  came  back 
from  the  Court  of  St.  Jameses  and  met  In  what  was  supposed  to 
be  a  secret  session  with  the  Military  Affairs  Committees  of  the 
Senate  and  House,  and  told  them  of  the  critical  situation  in 
Europe,  who  was  it  that  scoffed  at  Bullitt?  Who  was  it  that 
scorned  the  advice  of  Kennedy?  The  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  and  his  colleagues  who  believed  as  he  believed.  Who 
was  It  that  pooh-poohed  the  ideas  of  Mr.  Kennedy  and  Mr, 
Bullitt  that  Hitler  was  in  a  position  to  overrun  Europe  and 
had  the  power  to  do  it?  The  isolationists,  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  and  his  colleagues. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  criticizes 
Mr.  Bullitt  for  staying  on  in  Paris.  That  is  just  what  Mr 
Herrick  did  in  1917  and  1918  when  the  Government  of  France 
left  Paris  and  moved  to  Bordeaux.  Mr.  Herrick  remained 
in  Paris.  That  is  exactly  what  Brand  Whitlock  did  in  Bel- 
glum  when  Belgium  was  overrun  by  the  Germans  and  took 
Brussels,  and  overran  practically  the  whole  country.  Brand 
Whitlock  remained.  Yet  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
insinuates  again  that  there  must  have  been  some  sinister  pur-' 
pose  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Bullitt  in  remaining  In  Paris.  He  also 
intimates  that  Mr.  BulUtt  burned  all  the  records.    I  suppose 
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the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  would  not  want  him  to  turn 
them  over  to  Hitler,  who  was  knocking  at  tlie  door,  who  waa 
getting  ready  to  come  Into  Paris. 

Mr.  NYE.  When  did  I  cast  any  aspersions  this  afternoon 
regarding  the  burning  of  the  records  by  Mr.  Bullitt? 

Mr.  MINTON.  Was  I  asleep?  Am  I  walking  In  my  sleep, 
too?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  NYE.  I  have  very  vivid  recollection  of  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  (Mr.  ClarkI  making  a  point  of  that  kind,  but 
It  was  not  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  must  appeal  to  the  Record.  If  the  Sen- 
ator did  not  say  it,  and  if  the  Senator  did  not  Insinuate  it.  If 
the  Senator  did  not  make  those  remarks,  then  I  apologize, 
but  I  think  the  Record  will  show  that  the  Senator  did. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  recall  what  the  Senator 
from  North  DakoU  said,  but  I  did  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  American  Ambassador  to  France  had  not  accom- 
panied the  French  Government  when  the  French  Govern- 
ment left  the  seat  of  goverimient  at  Paris,  that  he  had  re- 
mained in  Paris  and  had  burned  all  the  diplomatic  corre- 
spondence Instead  of  removing  it,  including  his  code  book. 
If  the  Senator  from  Indiana  desires  to  make  anything  out  of 
that  suggestion,  I  shall  be  very  glad  Indeed  to  have  him 

do  so. 

Mr.  MINTON.  All  I  care  to  make  out  of  it  Is  that  I  think 
Mr.  Bullitt  acted  wisely. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  do  not. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Then  what  is  the  argument  about  it? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missoiul.  I  say  I  do  not  think  the  Ambas- 
sador acted  wisely.  *...»-         *  j 

Mr.   MINTON.    The   Senator   does  not   think  he   acted 

wisely? 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  do  not. 
Mr.  MINTON.    The  Senator  thinks  he  should  have  turned 

them  over  to  Hitler? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not,  I  think  the  Ambassa- 
dor to  Prance  should  have  pursued  the  course  pursued  by 
other  diplomaUc  representatives  in  France  and  removed  his 
diplomatic  correspondence,  including  his  code  book  and 
himself,  and  accompanied  the  French  Government,  to  which 
he  was  accredited.  Instead  of  throwing  the  burden  upon  an 
American  diplomatic  representative  accredited  to  another 
nation.  Poland,  to  represent  the  United  States  at  the  seat  of 
government  of  France. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Of  coiurse,  Mr.  Biddle  had  formerly  repre- 
sented us  at  Warsaw,  and  waa  In  Paris,  and  had  been  ac- 
credited secondarily  there  to  assist  Mr.  Bullitt,  to  help  him 
with  his  manifold  duties  there,  and  Mr.  Biddle  had  retired 
with  the  Government  of  France,  first  to  Tours,  and  I  think 
perhaps  on  down  to  Bordeaux.  But  I  say  again  that  this 
was  not  without  precedent.  It  is  the  same  thing  Mr.  Myron 
T.  Herrick  did  in  1017  and  1018,  It  U  the  same  thing  Mr. 
Brand  Whitlock  did  in  Belgium.  So  there  was  nothing  un- 
usual about  what  Mr.  Bullitt  did  under  those  circumstances. 

I  wish  to  revert  again  to  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  that  he  and  his  isolationist  friends  had 
not  voted  down  a  single  ship  or  a  single  plane.  No;  they  did 
not  vote  them  down,  but  if  they  had  had  enough  votes  they 
would  have.  In  1938,  when  we  had  before  us  the  Navy 
appropriaUon  bill,  to  build  the  program  which  was  outlined 
in  1938.  to  esUblish  a  navy  in  defense  of  the  shores  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  appropriate  money  for  that,  how  did 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  vote  on  that  appropriation 
bill?    He  voted  "no." 

In  1938.  when  he  cast  that  vote,  he  was  accompanied  by 
aU  of  his  isolaUonist  friends,  including  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  I  Mr.  Vandenbxrg],  who  at  least  has  had  the  cour- 
age and  the  sincerity  and  the  honesty  to  turn  about  and  go 
In  the  other  direction  when  he  saw  his  country  in  danger. 
But  the  Senator  from  Mir>'<gfl"  stood  over  in  his  place,  and, 
with  his  great,  booming  voice,  and  his  powerful  eloquence— 
I  hear  him  now,  the  great  isolationist  voice  of  the  United 
States — when  we  were  trying  to  enact  legislation  to  protect 


the  shores  of  the  United  SUtcs,  no  longer  ago  than  1038. 
standing  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  and  shouting.  '•What 
are  we  going  to  do  with  this  fuper.  super  Navy?"  Will  there 
ever  cease  to  ring  in  the  Halls  of  the  United  SUtes  Senate 
those  words  of  the  eloquent  Senator  from  Michigan  a«  he 
said.  "What  are  we  going  to  do  with  this  super,  super  Navy?" 
And  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  voted  with  him.  to  try 
to  keep  us  from  building  up  the  Navy,  the  first  line  of  de- 
fense of  this  country. 

In  1939,  when  the  Navy  expansion  bill  was  before  the 
Senate,  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  voted  again  against 
a  navy  for  this  country,  and  the  only  naval  biU  for  which 
he  has  ever  voted  he  voted  for  the  other  day,  when  we  had 
the  Navy  bill  before  the  Senate. 

When  we  had  before  us  on  the  6th  day  of  March  1938  the 
aviation  expansion  program,  and  we  wanted  to  amend  the 
bill  so  as  to  Increase  the  number  of  planes  from  5,000  to  6.000. 
was  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  ready  and  willing  to  cast 
his  vote  for  war  planes  to  defend  the  shores  of  the  United 
SUtes?  Not  at  all.  The  Senator  voted  against  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 
Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  voted  in  exactly  the  same  way 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  voted,  and  both  of  us  voted  In 
accordance  with  the  recommendation  made  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs,  of  which  the  Senator  from  Indiana  was 
a  member,  by  the  chief  of  the  military  air  force.  General 
Arnold,  when  he  testified  that  5,600  planes,  instead  of  8,000, 
wai  entirely  adequate  for  national  defense  at  that  time. 

Mr.  MINTON.  At  least  the  Senator  from  Indiana  must 
have  credit  for  seeing  the  light,  when  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri and  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  could  not.  I  voted 
for  more  airplanes  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri  and  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  voted  for  fewer. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield  further? 
Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  That  is  entirely  true;  but  I  do 
not  think  the  Senator  from  Indiana  will  deny  that  both  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  and  I  voted  In  exact  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  testimony  of  General  Craig,  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
and  General  Arnold,  the  chief  of  the  military  air  force,  untU 
the  last  minute,  when  the  suggestion  was  made  that  we 
might  just  as  well  increase  the  limit  without  Increasing  the 
cost. 

Let  me  say  also  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  under  the  policy 
of  transferring  planes  to  other  nations,  we  have  not  anything 
like  the  number  of  planes  we  authorized,  and  which  we  were 
assured  at  that  time  we  would  have,  either  with  6,500  planes 
authorized  or  6,000  authorized. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  still  say  that  I  voted  for  more  planes  than 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  did.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  one 
further  suggestion,  merely  standing  here  and  voting  for  planes 
does  not  make  planes.  If  at  the  same  time  the  Senator  votes 
to  authorize  the  transfer  to  some  other  country  of  planes 
which  we  might  have  and  might  need. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  do  not  think  there  has  been  any  transfer 
of  planes  that  has  hurt  this  country.  For  every  plane  that 
has  been  transferred  or  might  have  been  transferred  we  have 
one  on  the  way  which  is  a  better  plane  than  the  one  we  trans- 
ferred, which  will  probably  cost  us  a  little  less  money. 
Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Ur.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  know  anything  to  the  con- 
trary of  the  statement  that  was  made  to  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Florida  today  at  noon  by  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Mead],  who  is  acquainted  with  the  productivity  of 
the  Curtiss  Co.  in  Buffalo,  who  stated  that  when  the  program 
of  allowing  planes  to  go  to  Europe  was  inaugurated,  they  were 
turning  out  one  plane  a  week,  that  thereafter  they  began  to 
turn  out  one  plane  a  day,  and  since  that  time  they  have  been 
able  to  turn  out  five  planes  a  day? 
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Mr.  MINTON.  Of  course,  that  was  made  entirely  possible 
because  foreign  governments  were  placing  their  orders  for 
planes  here.  If  the  plane  manufacturers  had  had  to  depend 
on  the  orders  of  the  American  Government  alone,  and  of  the 
commercial  airplane  users  in  this  country,  they  could  never 
have  built  up  the  airplane-producing  capacity  we  have  today. 
It  was  for  that  reason  that  Secretary  of  War  Woodring  and 
the  Chief  of  Staff.  General  Marshall,  and  the  head  of  our  Air 
Corps.  General  Arnold,  all  approved  of  the  plan  of  selUng 
these  airplanes  to  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  is  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  he  was  certainly  present 
at  the  meeting  of  the  Committee  of  Military  Affairs  in  which 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Mr.  Morgenthau.  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  War,  Mr.  Woodring.  almost  engaged  in  a  fist  fight 
about  what  had  been  the  trend  of  the  War  Department's  rec- 
ommendations, and  in  which  it  was  finally  admitted  that  the 
War  Department's  recommendations  originally  made  by  Gen- 
eral Craig  as  AcUng  Secretary  of  War  had  been  overridden  by 

higher  authority. 

While  it  is  entirely  true,  as  it  appeared  from  the  record  at 
that  time — and  I  do  not  know  what  record  the  Senator  is 
reading  from,  because  the  Senator  knows  the  record  was 
"jimmied  with '  several  different  times— the  Senator  as  an 
eyewitness  and  earwitness  will  recall  that  it  was  in  the  testi- 
mony that  General  Craig,  as  Acting  Secretary  of  War.  very 
strenuously  opposed  the  transfers  to  any  foreign  power  of 
planes  that  might  be  necessary  or  useful  to  the  United  States 
Itself,  but  afterward  at  a  meeting  at  the  White  House,  at 
which  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
were  present  as  well  as  General  Craig,  the  objections  of  the 
War  Department  were  overruled,  and  therefore  finally  at 
long  last  the  War  Department  offlcials  gave  in.  and  gave 
their  adhesion  to  a  principle  which  had  been  ordered  by  the 
Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  that  is  not  my  recollection 
of  the  record,  and  it  is  certainly  not  the  record  that  was 
made  before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator 
will  recall,  the  record  was  made  three  or  four  different  times. 
The  original  hearing,  if  the  Senator  will  recall,  was  held  in 
executive  session,  and.  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  at  the  open- 
ing of  every  session,  I  had  given  notice  that  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  hearings  I  intended  to  move  to  make  the  record 
public,  that  was  voted  down,  and  it  was  necessary  to  start 
all  over  again,  hold  an  entirely  different  set  of  hearings, 
allow  everybody  to  come  In  and  testify  all  over  again,  change 
their  testimony  if  they  wanted  to.  and  then  correct  their 
testimony  before  it  was  published,  and  the  original  testi- 
mony, as  I  think  the  Senator  from  Indiana  will  recall,  and  I 
am  certain  every  other  member  of  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee will  recall,  was  never  published  and  never  made 
public. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  1  will  certainly  not  join 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  in  any  insinuations  with  respect 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  I  Mr. 
ShepparoI,  who  conducted  those  hearings. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  No:  If  the  Senator  wilP permit 
me.  I  certainly  do  not  wish  to  make  any  insinuations  with 
respect  to  the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee. 
He  acted  by  authority  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  in 
failing  to  make  public  the  original  testimony  and  in  taking 
an  entirely  different  set  of  hearings,  and  also  in  submitting 
to  the  witnesses  their  testimony  for  correction  as  they 
pleased  and  for  deletion  as  they  pleased.  I  do  not  think 
that  any  member  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  at  that 
time  woxild  have  accused  the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  of  doing  anything  improper,  but  I  do  say  that  the 
criginal  testimony  was  never  made  public. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
that  my  recollection  does  not  agree  with  his.  and  that,  if 
the  original  hearings  were  not  made  public,  it  was  not  be- 
cause there  was  anything  to  conceal.    And  if  they  were  not 
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made  public,  the  subsequent  records  were  made  public  and 
the  hearings  were  wide  open,  and  I  was  in  favor  of  wide-open 
hearings,  as  was  the  Senator  from  Missouri.  So  they  all  came 
in  and  heard  the  story,  and  the  newspapermen  were  there 
and  reported  it,  and  we  all  know  that  the  War  Department 
was  in  one  accord  about  the  sale  of  this  material.  Secre- 
tary of  War  Woodring.  as  I  read  from  this  other  hearing,  in 
March  of  1940.  appeared  before  the  committee  and  testified 
that  the  program  had  his  wholehearted  approval.  Not  only 
did  he  so  testify,  but  General  Marshall  testified  to  the  same 
thing. 

So,  Mr.  President,  coming  back  to  this  increase  in  the  air 
program,  when  it  came  to  the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
were  among  the  eight  who  voted  against  it.  The  Senator 
from  Missouri  said  a  while  ago  that  he  was  voting  for  what 
the  War  Department  wanted  and  what  the  President  of  the 
United  States  had  recommended,  but  when  the  bill  came 
for  passage  he  did  not  vote  to  increase  the  defenses  of  this 
country  by  a  single  airplane.  That  appears  in  the  Record 
of  March  7,  1939.  There  were  only  8  votes  cast  against  the 
bill,  and  77  votes  were  cast  in  favor  of  it. 

So.  if  we  do  not  have  fewer  ships  today  than  we  once 
had,  if  we  do  not  have  fewer  ships  today  than  we  should 
have  now.  it  is  not  the  fault  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota.  He  voted  against  every  appropriation  bill  for  the 
Navy  since  I  have  been  in  the  United  States  Senate.  If 
we  have  enough  airplanes  today  to  defend  America,  it  is  not 
the  fault  of  the  Senator  from  North  E>akota  or  the  Senator 
from  Missouri.  They  voted  against  the  airplanes  to  defend 
this  country. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Did  the  Senator  ever  hear  of  my 
voting  to  transfer  ships  that  were  needed  for  the  defense  of 
the  United  States,  according  to  the  testimony,  to  any  foreign 
power? 

Mr.  MINTON.  No.  The  Senator  voted  for  none.  We 
should  not  have  any  to  transfer  to  any  foreign  power,  ac- 
cording to  the  way  the  Senator  voted. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    The  Senator  does  not  Intend  to 
make  that  statement? 
Mr.  MINTON.    Here  Is  the  record. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Wait  a  minute.  I  offered  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  to  vote  for  the  recommendation  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  Chief  of  the  Air 
Service  of  the  Army.  When  the  Senator  from  Indiana  and 
some  other  Senators  undertook  to  take  an  additional  bite  I 
voted  against  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  MINTON.    And  the  Senator  voted  against  any  ap- 
propriation. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    That  statement  is  not  correct. 
Mr.  MINTON.    Here  is  the  record. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  voted  against  that  particular 
bill.  Mr.  President,  because  I  realized  that  a  lot  of  war- 
mongers were  attempting  at  every  step  to  increase  the  au- 
thorization. I  was  willing  to  vote  for  any  authorization  that 
the  War  Department  would  come  here  and  say  was  necessary 
for  the  national  defense  of  the  United  States.  I  was  not  will- 
ing to  let  the  Senator  from  Indiana  and  other  members  of  the 
Military  Affairs  Conmiittee  increase  the  authorization  above 
what  the  War  Department  said  was  necessary. 

Mr.  MINTON.  All  right.  If  that  Is  the  Senator's  explana- 
tion at  this  late  hour  it  satisfies  me. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Well,  it  was  the  explanation  I 
made  at  that  time  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Yes.  Well,  the  fact  remains  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri  voted  for  no  planes,  not  even  what  the 
War  Department  authorized  and  asked  for.  not  what  the 
President  of  the  United  States  recommended  and  asked  for, 
and  what  his  colleagues  on  the  floor  voted  for.  but  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri  was  one  of  the  eight  who  voted  against  the 
entire  bill. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Wait  a  moment.  Mr.  President. 
Will  the  Senator  explain  what  opportunity  anyone  had  to 
vote  for  the  niunber  of  planes  recommended  by  the  War  De- 
partment excepting  by  voting  against  the  committee  amend- 
ment on  that  occasion? 


Mr.  MINTON.  Now  we  have  this  picture  of  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  who.  I  know,  wants  to  defend  America.  He 
Is  not  a  warmonger.  I  am  the  warmonger,  according  to 
the  Senator  from  Missouri.  I  learned  about  war  Just  as  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  did.  I  am  no  more  a  warmonger 
than  is  the  Senator  from  Missouri.  I  have  sons  who  are 
eligible  to  carry  the  arms  of  their  country  today,  and  I  am 
not  a  warmonger,  and  I  am  not  going  to  vote  for  war  that 
will  send  my  boys  or  the  Senator  from  Missouri's  boy  into 
war  unless  it  Is  America's  war;  and  I  will  turn  my  back  upon 
my  boys  in  shame  if  they  turn  their  backs  upon  the  flag  of 
their  country  that  my  grandfather  fought  and  died  for  and 
I  offered  my  life  for  in  1917  and  1918. 
Would  the  Senator  from  Missouri  say  the  same  thing? 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
will  3rield.  I  will  say  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  am  glad.    I  thahk  the  Senator. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Wait  a  minute.    The  Senator 
asked  me  a  question.    Let  me  answer.    I  will  be  very  glad 
to  answer.    I  hope  never  to  see  the  day— and  I  know  that  I 
never  will  see  the  day  when  any  son  of  mine  will  be  the 
first  member  of  my  family  since  the  days  of  the  Revolution, 
and  before  the  Revolution  in  this  country  when  the  United 
States  is  engaged  In  war.  who  will  not  engage  in  the  war  as 
a  defender  of  the  United  States;  but.  Mr.  President.  I  will 
never  cast  my  vote  either  to  get  into  war  or  to  toke  steps 
leading  inevitably  into  war.  which  will  involve  my  son  and 
other  mens  sons  in  a  war,  except  in  the  defense  of  the 
United  States  of  America.     I  will  never  cast   a  vote,  Mr. 
President,  that  will  take  us  along  step  by  step,  inch  by  inch, 
and  put  us  in  the  situation  under  the  guise  of  measures 
short  of  war,  to  the  point  where  we  will  be  engaged  in  a  war. 
And  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  to  this 
fact— that  when  we  arrive  at  that  point  we  will  then  not  be 
able  to  say  whether  we  will  send  our  Army  overseas  or  what 
we  will  do.    When  we  have  once  cast  the  die  by  engaging 
in  a  war,  by  sending  our  ships,  by  sending  our  naval  ves- 
sels and  our  air  force  to  the  attack  we  caimot  then  say. 
"No.  no;  we  will  stop  right  here  at  the  brink  and  not  send 
our  men."     If  that   situation  ever  occurs  and  the   United 
States  is  precipitated  into  the  war.  It  will  not  be  by  my  vote; 
but  when  it  happens  my  boys  will  march  out,  and  I  will 
march  out  with  them. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
that  he  will  be  accompanied  by  me  and  my  boys,  if  that  is 
any  comfort  to  him. 

Mr.  President.  I  will  not  cast  a  vote  to  send  the  Senator's 
boys  to  war  any  more  quickly  than  I  would  cast  a  vote  to 
send  my  Iwy  to  war — and  that  is  not  at  all,  unless  it  is 
America's  war.    But,  God  knows,  America  may  not  have  the 

choice. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  do  not  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
at  the  moment.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  later,  if  the  Senator 
wishes  to  interrupt  me. 

Belgium  did  not  have  the  choice.  Holland  did  not  have 
the  choice.  Denmark  did  not  have  the  choice.  Norway  did 
not  have  the  choice.  Czechoslovakia  did  not  have  the  choice. 
Poland  did  not  have  the  choice.  Luxemburg  did  not  have 
the  choice.  A  man  who  starts  out  with  the  philosophy  that 
all  democracies  are  decadent  and  should  be  destroyed,  and 
that  his  particular  race  of  people  are  the  chosen  people  to 
rule  the  earth  becomes  a  challenge  to  democracy  everywhere. 

I  am  not  going  to  rush  into  the  war.  I  am  not  going  to  go 
over  there  and  seek  out  Mr.  Hitler  on  the  shores  of  another 
land.  I  only  pray  God  that  war  will  not  seek  us  out  over  here, 
on  our  own  shores.  But.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  America 
ever  to  become  involved  In  anybody's  war  but  America's  war. 
for  the  safety,  welfare,  and  defense  of  America. 

I  saw  war  in  Europe.  I  saw  how  towns  were  leveled  and 
made  a  shambles.  I  saw  the  victims  of  the  war.  They  were 
carried  down  the  road  or  trundled  along  in  this  vehicle  or 
that  vehicle.  Beside  them  came  the  refugees,  the  wounded, 
the  suffering,  and  the  dying.  In  the  shambles  of  war  which 
wrecked  their  beauUful  land  and  leveled  the  houses  that  they 


called  home.  I  do  not  want  to  see  that  condition  come  to 
America.  I  do  not  want  America  ever  to  know  war  at  all, 
unless  it  be  America's  war.  But  I  hope  that  even  such  a  war 
will  never  be  fought  upon  American  soil. 

I  make  but  one  plea.  In  the  light  of  the  speech  by  the 
Senator  from  North  DakoU,  I  plead  that  we  shall  not  stand 
upon  the  floor  of  the  United  States  Senate  and  make  unsub- 
stantiated statements,  which  are  not  backed  by  the  facts,  in- 
sinuating that  others  want  to  lead  this  country  Into  war.  I 
confidently  believe  that  no  Member  of  the  Senate  or  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  no  msin  to  the  White  House  or 
in  the  Cabinet,  wishes  to  lead  America  toto  war.  I  believe  we 
are  all  patriotic.  I  believe  we  all  love  America  above  every- 
thing else,  and  I  believe  we  are  all  readj'  to  do  what  we  can 
to  defend  America,  standing  upon  America's  shores,  def endtog 
America  to  the  last.  My  sole  plea  is  that  we  accord  to  each 
other  the  sincerity  of  purpose,  patriotism,  and  high  and  hon- 
orable position  which  we  claim  for  ourselves.  I  claim  It  for 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  as  I  claim  It  for  myself 
and  my  fellow  Senators. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  know  that  If  the  spy  system 
of  Hitler  is  funcUontog  today  as  effectively  as  it  has  been 
functioning  every  other  day,  by  this  time  Hitler  is  pretty  well 
aware  of  the  debate  which  has  occurred  in  the  Senate  thus 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  just  a  moment? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  know  how  long  the  Senator  In- 
tends to  speak. 

Mr.  PEPPER.   Only  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wanted  to  see  if  we  could  not  obtain  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  to  limit  debate  on  the  pending 
bill.  We  have  spent  the  whole  day  discussing  the  European 
war.  and  I  am  not  making  any  complaint  of  that,  though  I 
doubt  whether  we  have  accomplished  much  m  the  way  of 
legislation.  I  should  like  to  get  on  with  the  bill,  and  I  should 
like  to  make  an  effort  a  little  later  to  secure  action  on  another 
bill.  I  think  Senators  might  now  adjust  themselves  to  the 
possibility  of  a  night  session.  I  still  hope  that  we  may  at 
least  begin  to  call  the  calendar. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  during  the  further  consid- 
eration of  the  pending  bill  no  Senator  shall  speak  more  than 
once  or  longer  than  20  minutes  on  the  bill  or  any  amendment. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hnx  in  the  chair).  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
that  during  the  further  consideration  of  the  pending  bill  no 
Senator  shall  speak  more  than  once  or  longer  than  20  minutes 
on  the  bill  or  any  amendment? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  personally  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  request.  I  think  the  able  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts tMr.  Walsh],  who  is  to  charge  of  the  bill,  and  other 
Senators  should  be  to  the  Chamber.  I  therefore  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  toterfere 
with  the  Senator  from  Florida,  but  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  that  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  told  me 
that  he  could  conclude  anything  further  he  had  to  say  on  the 
bill  in  20  or  30  minutes.  The  suggested  arrangement  would 
give  any  Senator  40  mtoutes  in  all. 
Mr.  McNARY.   I  withdraw  my  suggestion  of  the  absence  of 

a  quorum. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  as  one  citizen  and  Senator  of 
this  country,  I  am  indeed  sorry  that  Hitler  will  receive  infor- 
mation as  to  the  remarks  which  have  been  made  in  this  body 
today,  because  they  will  give  him — I  am  sure  completely  be- 
yond the  totention  or  design  of  any  Senator  who  has  spoken — 
much  consolation  and  considerable  assurance;  for  his  policy 
has  always  been  to  divide  his  enemies  and  attack  one  of  them 
while  he  lulled  toto  security  another  which  he  totended  later 
to  attack. 

I  remember  the  fable  of  Aesop,  in  which  a  lion  designing  to 
devour  three  bulls,  finding  them  all  together,  thought  he  had 
better  not  attack  them  at  that  time;  so  he  stirred  up  dissen- 
sion among  them.  He  got  them  vying  with  one  another,  imtU 
finally  they  separated,  one  to  one  corner  of  the  field,  another 
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In  another  corner,  and  the  third  In  a  third  comer,  and  singly 
he  devoured  them.  So  Hitler  now  has  considerable  reason  to 
believe  that  the  apostles  of  appeasement  have  already  begun 
to  establish  their  leadership  in  the  United  States. 

Senators  are  already  saying,  "We  do  not  see  any  unavoid- 
able necessity  of  conflict  between  this  country  and  Hitler. 
It  may  be  he  will  not  attack  us.  It  may  be  there  will  be  no 
war  with  him  in  which  we  shaU  have  to  engage.  It  may  be 
he  will  relinquish  his  designs  upon  our  country  and  our  con- 
tinent. Let  us  see  if  we  cannot  find  some  method  by  which 
we  can  adjust  our  conflicts,  attain  some  harmony  of  pur- 
pose between. Hitler  and  ourselves." 

Senators  have  not  yet  begim  to  hear  the  last  of  that  argu- 
ment. They  will 'hear  it  day  by  day  as  the  conflict  grows 
more  crucial  all  over  the  world.  If  the  British  Empire  col- 
lapses and  Hitler  stands  dominant  astride  four  continents, 
with  his  power  the  superior  force  in  all  the  world,  with  lit- 
tle nations  cringing  in  their  footsteps  before  the  wicked  eye 
he  may  turn  upon  them,  we  shall  hear  yet  other  apostles  of 
appeasement  say,  "There  Is  no  use  in  our  incurring  his 
enmity.  He  is  a  powerful  man.  His  country  is  successful 
in  a  marvelous  'blitzkrieg.'  Let  us  stay  on  good  terms 
with  him."  If  that  counsel  prevails  like  a  cancer  that  eats 
out  one's  vitals,  our  own  will  to  defend  ourselves  is  going  to 
be  destroyed  by  the  Chamberlains  of  the  United  States  Con- 
gress and  the  United  States  of  America.  Every  argument 
which  the  able  chairman  of  the  Senate  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee made  here  today  was  made  in  the  House  of  Commons 
by  Chamberlain,  and  by  Baldwin,  and  by  others  who  thought 
as  they  did. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    No;  I  decline  to  yield. 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  want  to 

The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.     The    Senator    declines    to 

yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  They  were  just  as  sincere  as  the  able  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts  was  today:  and  we  who  admire  him 
and  love  him  know  that  he  spoke  from  the  bottom  of  his 
heart.    Does  anybody  question  Chamberlain's  sincerity?    - 

I  happened  to  be  in  the  House  of  Commons  in  1938.  and  I 
saw  the  telegram  that  was  handed  to  Chamberlain  by  a  mes- 
senger from  Lord  Halifax,  who  sat  in  the  Lords'  gallery  and 
looked  down  upon  the  Commons  in  session.  At  that  time 
Chamberlain  was  already  speaking,  thinking  perhaps  that  he 
would  have  to  advise  the  Commons  that  there  was  no  escape 
from  war.  While  he  spoke,  the  telegram  was  put  in  his 
hands.  It  was  an  invitation  from  Hitler  to  come  to  Munich 
the  second  day  after^that  day  and  sit  down  in  consultation 

with  him. 

Does  anybody  deny  that  Chamberlain  was  sincere?  He 
was  trying  to  keep  war  away  from  Great  Britain.  He  was 
trying  to  save  the  fine  sons  of  British  mothers  and  fathers. 
He  was  trying  to  keep  the  blood  of  Britons  from  pouring  like 
rivers  around  the  earth.  Gracious  alive !  Does  anyone  think 
the  Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain  would  have  tucked  his 
coattails  behind  an  umbrella  and,  almost  cowering,  have  gone 
to  Hitler's  castle  upon  a  mountalntop  and  humbled  himself 
before  that  heartless  man  if  he  had  not  been  trying  to  save 
the  blood  of  Englishmen? 

He  is  not  privately  a  coward.  Chamberlain  is  a  man  of 
peace,  willing  to  give  almost  ansrthing  for  peace.  When  he 
came  back  from  Berchtesgaden  and  reported  to  his  people  I 
was  In  London,  and  saw  the  newspaper  headlines,  and  heard 
the  radio  announcements.  I  saw  the  j>ecple  standing  around 
the  bulletin  boards.  I  saw  clerks  In  stores  so  nervovis  they 
could  hardly  wait  on  customers.  They  did  not  want  war. 
They  were  praying,  every  time  they  got  on  their  knees,  that 
•  Just  God  would  somehow  or  other  bring  civilization's  prin- 
ciples to  play  In  Hitler's  heart.  They  were  tnring  to  believe 
what  he  told  them:  that  all  he  wanted  was  to  put  Germans 
back  into  the  Reich  and  let  Germans  have  the  right  to  live 
together. 

The  British  are  not  cowards.  Their  history  proves  that. 
They  fought  when  things  were  well  and  when  they  were  lU. 
But  old  Chamberlain,  honest  of  heart,  said,  when  he  got  out 


of  the  airplane  at  the  airport,  when  he  held  up  the  agree- 
ment that  he  and  Hitler  had  signed,  "This  means  peace  in 
our  time" — the  peace  he  loved. 

He  believed  Hitler,  and  he  let  him  have  Czechoslovakia; 
and  when  Hitler  got  Czechoslovakia,  that  is  when  the  Ger- 
mans broke  through  to  Paris.  When  they  got  Czechoslovakia 
at  Munich,  when  they  stole  it  from  old.  trusting  Chamber- 
lain, that  is  when  they  got  to  Paris.  That  Is  what  prostrated 
broken  and  bleeding  France  today. 

It  was  Munich.  Had  it  not  been  for  Munich,  had  the 
democracies  ccme  together;  had  the  i)eople  who  have  decent 
sentiments  in  their  hearts  risen  up  with  vigorous  accord. 
there  would  not  have  been  any  trampled  France;  there  would 
have  been  no  crushed  Belgium,  no  devastated  Holland,  no 
vassal  Denmark,  no  enslaved  Norway,  nor  would  there  be 
now  the  bloody  brigands  of  Hitler  and  Mussolini  who  are 
dividing  up  the  world  in  a  game  of  loot  the  like  of  which  the 
world  has  never  seen. 

And  so  these  other  appeasement  apostles  were  sincere. 
They  said,  "Let  us  get  along  with  Hitler."  Right  here  in 
this  Capitol,  in  January  of  1938.  two  eminent  British  visit- 
ors came.  I  happened  to  be  one  of  a  group  that  sat  down  to 
c^ine  with  them.  In  that  conversation  they  said  —  and 
they  were  supposed  to  be  an  influential  group  in  Great 
Britain — "Perhaps  if  we  will  Just  let  Hitler  have  enough,  his 
appetite  will  be  satisfied.  Perhaps  our  fault  heretofore 
has  t>een  in  not  giving  liim  enough  as  fast  as  he  asked  for 

They  wanted  peace,  also,  when  they  proposed  that  policy; 
so.  Mr.  President,  they  let  Hitler  break  through  Czecho- 
slovakia. He  trampled  down  their  defended  and  fortified 
frontier.  He  took  over  the  Skoda  munition  works,  the 
greatest  in  the  world;  and  some  of  the  big  tanks  that 
broke  through  the  line  of  forts  in  France  were  made  in  the 
Skoda  munition  works  which  Hitler  stole  from  Chaml)erlain 
at  Munich. 

That  is  what  appeasement  got  Great  Britain.  That  is  what 
it  got  Czechoslovakia.  That  is  what  it  got  Belgium  and  all  the 
other  vassal  states  of  Europe  which  now  cringe  before  the 
sword  of  Hitler.  Yet  when  I  hear  the  chairman  of  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee  of  the  United  States  Senate  offer  a  Justifi- 
cation for  Hitler  today.  I  thought  to  myself.  "My  God!  How 
Hitler  must  smile  when  he  hears  that  ne^i'S." 

The  able  chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  said  the 
Versailles  Treaty  was  the  cause  of  this  war.  Mr.  President, 
the  newspapers  this  afternoon  tell  of  another  armistice.  It 
is  going  to  be  laid  down  in  the  same  railroad  car  at  Compiegne 
where  Foch  handed  the  terms  to  the  German  representatives 
in  1918.  The  able  Senator  says  that  those  harsh  terms,  which 
later  found  fruition  in  the  Treaty  of  Versailles,  were  what 
angered  the  German  people,  struck  them  to  the  quick,  and 
imbedded  in  them  an  intense  ambition  to  get  revenge.  If 
harsh  treaties,  harshly  Imposed,  cause  war  by  leading  to  vin- 
dictive and  vengeful  sentiments,  let  us  see  what  an  example 
in  magnanimity,  in  generosity,  in  Christian  sentiment,  Adolf 
Hitler  is  going  to  exhibit  in  the  terms  of  peace  which  he.  with 
his  own  bloody  hands,  hands  to  the  French  representatives  in 
the  same  railroad  car,  over  the  same  table,  where  the  Germans 
received  those  terms  in  1918.  Let  us  see  how  generous  Adolf 
Hitler  is.  this  great  statesman.  We  shall  see  whether  he 
exhibits  charity  or  whether  he  does  not. 

But.  Mr.  President,  let  us  glance  at  the  difference  between 
the  victims  of  Hitler's  armistice  terms  and  the  victims  of 
Pcch's  armistice  terms. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  indicated  that  the  Ger- 
mans now  are  Just  trying  to  right  a  great  wrong.  That  is 
what  the  Germans  say 

Wrcngs  to  Germany's  military  honor  now  righted.  DNB  says  in  the 
afternoon  paper. 

DNB  Is  the  official  German  radio  station.  Well,  Senators, 
what  wrong  caused  Germany  to  march  Into  Prance  in  1914? 
Was  there  any  old  treaty  of  peace  that  had  been  inflicted 
upon  the  Germans  by  any  French  conqueror  that  gave  tliem 
the  cause  they  were  trying  to  vindicate  in  1914? 
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Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    No;  I  decline  to  yield. 
Mr."  HOLT.     I  want  to  answer  the  Senator. 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  decline  to  yield. 

Mr.  President,  the  last  war  between  Germany  and  Prance 
before  1914  had  been  in  1871.  Who  Imposed  the  terms  of 
peace  In  the  Palace  of  Versailles  In  1871?  It  was  Bismarck, 
the  Iron  Chancelor  of  Oernfeny.  The  Germans  were  the 
victors  in  that  war.  They  exacted  a  billion  dollars  in  gold  as 
an  indemnity,  as  they  occupied  the  heart  of  France. 

What  caused  that  war?  Had  France  atUcked  Germany? 
Had  Frenchmen  endeavored  to  take  some  of  Germany's 
soil?  Had  they  taken  any  of  her  colonies?  What  single 
Justification  was  there  for  the  order  which  sent  the  Ger- 
man legions  across  the  boundaries  of  Belgium  and  France 
in  the  summer  of  1914,  when  citizens  laughed  and  children 
played  happily  upon  the  Champs  d'Elysees  in  Paris,  un- 
suspecting so  heinous  a  thing  as  a  German  attack? 

Mr.  President,  there  was  no  Treaty  of  Versailles  in  1914 
when  the  German  columns  crashed  their  way  across  Bel- 
giimi  and  France.  The  Germans  wanted  scMnething  then 
just  as  they  want  something  now.  Then,  after  they,  with- 
out Justification  or  excuse,  had  trampled  down  a  major  por- 
tion of  fair  France,  destroyed  her  beautiful  cathedrals, 
killed  her  women  and  chUdren,  murdered  the  soldiery  of 
the  world,  and  driven  the  populations  of  Belgium  and  France 
as  fleeing  refugees  into  the  highways  and  byways;  after  4 
long  years  of  cruel  war.  after  the  death  of  nearly  10.000.000 
men.  men  dead  never  to  live  again  mortal  Uves.  eventually 
the  beast  was  beaten  back  to  his  lair,  and  his  prey,  his 
bloody  prey,  lay  scattered  all  over  the  face  of  the  earth, 
and  the  heart  of  humanity  was  wrung  In  anguish  at  what 
suffering  the  Hitler  of  that  day  had  caused,  then,  because 
the  victors,  speaking  the  sentiments  of  retribuUve  jusUce 
for  so  heinous  a  crime,  imposed  a  harsh  peace,  now,  the 
Germans  say,  "What  a  wrong  they  did  us." 

Mr  President,  that  peace  was  made  on  the  soU  of  Prance. 
The  German  Army  was  on  the  soil  of  France  when  that  peace 
was  made.  The  war  was  fought  on  the  soil  of  Belgium  and 
Prance.  Germany  did  not  have  to  be  rebuilt,  her  cathedrals 
were  not  destroyed,  her  children  had  not  seen  the  scourge  of 
war  first-hand,  her  economy  had  not  been  disordered,  her 
fields  had  not  been  drenched  In  blood,  where  the  machines 
of  war  had  seared  every  furrow  with  instrvunents  of  death 
Instead  of  life.  No,  Germany  had  not  experienced  that; 
only  Prance  was  the  bleeding  country  which  had  borne  the 
brunt  of  this  horrible  invasion. 

Now  Hitler  is  going  to  right  the  wrong,  is  he?  I  would  to 
God  he  could  right  the  wrong.  I  wish  he  could  bring  back 
the  leg  of  that  smiUng  boy  who  talked  to  me  in  the  cloakroom 
here  today.  I  wish  he  could  bring  back  relatives  and  friends 
of  mine  whom  I  loved  almost  Uke  my  own  Ufe.  I  wish  he 
cculd  bring  back  sons  of  mothers  who  today  must  be  wonder- 
ing if  we  have  forgotten  the  sacrifice  they  made.  I  wish 
Hitler  did  have  the  power  to  right  the  wrongs  of  Versailles. 
But  the  first  wrong  I  want  him  to  right  is  the  wrong  whieh 
sent  the  German  soldiery,  without  reason,  justification,  or 
excuse  across  Belgium,  which  Germany  had  sworn  to  save 
inviolate;  across  France,  which  had  given  him  no  reason  to 

attack 

Think  of  the  perfidy  and  the  iniquity  of  his  heinous  effron- 
tery to  make  a  spectacle  In  the  forest  of  Compiegne  today, 
as  if  he  had  any  cause  to  complain,  a  beast  who  already  has 
devoured  miUions  of  sons  who  Uved  In  this  generation.  If  he 
got  JusUce.  if  other  wrongs  were  righted,  he  should  be  drawn 
and  quartered,  and  his  blood  spilled  in  every  stream  that 
runs  mto  every  ocean  of  the  earth,  so  that  he  would  be 
scattered  as  far  as  the  orbit  and  the  circumference  of  this 

For  men,  and  Senators,  chairmen  of  committees,  to  stand 
here  and  talk  about  a  nation  with  that  creed,  and  leaders 
with  that  principle,  actuated  by  that  policy,  as  if  we  could 
grasp  their  bloody  hand  in  friendship,  makes  me  feel  as  If 
priests  apostate  to  their  faith  reached  out  to  grasp  the  hand 
of  him  who  sold  his  master  for  30  pieces  of  silver.  I  cannot 
realize  that  Senators  could  speak  of  the  doctrine  of  appease- 


ment, even  In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  o'jf/"^ 
peace  with  Hitler.  We  should  not  make  peace  with  Hitler 
if  he  had  never  even  threatened  our  shores,  if  we  profess  to 
be  honorable  men.  , . 

Mr.  President,  I  have  a  paper  here  in  which  a  story  is  told 
which  is  of  perhaps  Uttle  Interest  to  those  who  want  to  de- 
fend America.  It  Is  the  Washington  Post,  Thursday.  June 
20.  1940.  That  was  yesterday.  The  article  reads: 
RDCH  Prrre  Prbsote  on  Ubucxtat  To  Halt  ^NTn-NAn  Duve- 
^OAK  Likely  Ir  Odimans  Am  Dbpoewd— P*a«  Mohtivideo  May 

B«  PoaciD  To  Suspend  Campaign 

MoNTE%iDEO,  June  19.-<5ermany  Is  exerting  tremendous  politic^ 
and  economic  pressure  on  the  Uruguayan  Government  to  halt  what 
Berlin  caUs  an  unfriendly  antl-Oerman  campaign,  and  has  threat- 
ened to  break  off  diplomatic  relations  il  any  Nazi  leaders  are  de- 

***^S"  is  expressed  here  that  this  pressure  will  force  the  ^ruguay^ 
Government  to  release  Nazi  leaders  now  under  arrest  and  drop  Its 
plans  for  energetic  measures  against  Nazi  organlations.  ^,^.  . 
The  German  Goyernment  presented  a  strong  diplomatic  protest 
to  the  Uruguayan  Government  Monday  through  German  MmistCT 
Otto  Langmann.  demanding  Immediate  cessation  of  unfriendly 
aalUUon"  against  Germany.  This  protest  Is  beUeved  to  have  been 
the  cause  of  the  Government's  action  In  urging  the  Chamber  <tf 
Deputies  to  go  Into  secret  session  Monday  afternoon  to  receive  a 
report  of  its  investigating  committee. 

WOULD  LEAVE  AT  ONCE 

Minister  of  Interior  Manuel  Tlscomla  told  la«t  night's  secret  ses- 
sion of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  that  Julius  Dalldorf.  the  LUUe 
Fuehrer  for  Uruguay.'  had  told  him  that  If  Dalidorl  or  other  Nazi 
leaders  were  deported,  the  German  minister  ""o^*^  J^.^°F  ,^ 
passports  and  leave  the  country  immediately  Since  I>aildorf  is  a 
member  of  the  legation  staff  as  press  attach^  it  la  taken  for  granted 
that  this  message  was  sent  by  Langmann. 

Despite  the  Governments  cfforU  to  keep  the  investigating  «)m- 
mlttee-8  report  from  reaching  the  public,  the  chamber  voted  to 
Issue  a  stenographic  record  of  the  secret  sessions  to  the  newspapers. 

Now  listen  to  this: 

A  plot  for  military  seizure  of  Uruguay,  existence  in  the  German 
colony  here  of  Nazi  mUlUry  motorized  groups  operating  more 
than  100  motorcycles,  and  the  fact  that  the  Nazis  attribute  tre- 
mendous importance  to  Uruguay  as  a  base  for  operations  In  South 
America  are  three  of  the  outstanding  conclusions  of  the  Investigat- 
ing committee. 

One  more  paragraph: 

The  committee  proved  alarming  Nazi  penetration  In  Uruguayan 
Government  offices,  either  by  placing  actual  Nazi  members  in  hlgn 
positions  or  controUing  Ur\iguayans  who  occupy  positions  of 
responsibUlty. 

Mr.  President,  I  shaU  not  read  the  remainder  of  the 
article,  but  it  indicates  that  Germany  Is  not  waiting,  except 
for  the  time  when  she  gets  ready  to  attack  the  northern 
IMirt  of  this  hemisphere. 

In  the  United  States  of  America  "fifth  columnists"  are  ex- 
ploding bombs,  blowing  up  our  defenses.  I  dare  say  they 
know  every  war  plan  we  have,  that  they  have  seen  the  blue- 
print of  every  ship  in  one  way  or  another.  They  know  how 
long  it  would  take  to  mobilize;  they  know  all  the  elemente 
of  our  weakness  and  our  strength. 

Are  we  doing  that  in  Germany?  Are  we  trying  to  set  up 
an  American  Government  in  Germany?  Are  we  saying.  "Let 
the  bunds  live  in  Germany;  let  us  wear  uniforms  over  there 
and  claim  allegiance  to  the  United  States,  and  try  to  set  up 
a  democratic  goverrmient  In  Germany"?  How  long  would 
they  last  if  that  were  tried?  If  we  went  over  to  one  of 
Germany's  neighbors  and  tried  to  set  up  propaganda  ma- 
chines and  had  a  motorized  cycle  corps,  how  long  would  that 
last? 

Mr.  President,  only  democracies  lie  by  until  the  hand  of 
the  avenger  is  ready  to  strike.  Then  we  wake  up  and  floun- 
der around,  wondering  why  we  did  not  wake  up  earlier. 

I  shall  not  prolong  this,  except  to  say  that  in  this  week's 
issue  of  the  United  States  News,  beginning  with  page  7  and 
rvmning  through  pages  8  and  9,  Senators  will  find  an  illtm^ii- 
nating  discussion  under  the  heading.  "Nazis  Already  Invade 
a  Latin  American  Nation." 

A  short  time  ago  I  made  the  statement  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  that  Hitler  had  ahready  declared  war  against  the 
United  States,  and  some  Senators  were  shocked  at  that  state- 
ment. Tlie  United  States  adopted  the  Monroe  Doctrine, 
which  looks  to  maintaining  the  integrity  of  the  Western 
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Hemisphere.  Is  what  T  refer  to  interfering  with  the  Integrity 
"the  western  Hemisphere?  Is  it  In  violation  of  the  Mo^ 
Doctrine?  Is  It  a  penetration  by  force  f  ^°"  !J,^.^^„^j^'^* 
of  this  continent?  If  It  is.  It  Is  a^^^^j^y  »^r^°^f  °°  %^l 
Monroe  Doctrine.  And  what  have  we  done  about  it?  Sena 
tors  say.  "No;  I  do  not  want  to  send  my  boy  to  shed  Ws 
blood  In  war"  They  are  talking  about  European  war.  What 
wiU  tiey To  about  Bolivia.  Brazil.  Argentina.  Uruguay,  or 
some  other  country  In  South  America?  TTr„«n,«v 

Supoose  the  Nazis  take  over  the  Government  of  Uruguay. 
Suppose  they  then  begin  to  build  there  an  amV' ^o  build  a 
nav^and  to  build  an  air  corps.  Let  us  say  that  their  planes 
begin  to  cruise  over  one  boundary  and  over  another  bound- 
ary. Are  we  going  to  send  our  bo>-s  down  there  theri?  Are 
ovx  appeasement  Senators  going  to  say.  "Oh  that  is  their 
affair  now"?  Remember.  Mr.  President,  that  it  is  farUier 
from  New  York  to  Buenos  Aires  or  Montevideo  than  it  is 
from  New  York  to  Moscow.  Will  we  be  willing  then  to  send 
any  expeditionary  force  down  to  South  America?  We  have 
not  sent  one  yet,  but  we  know  that  the  Nazis  are  already  in  | 
process  of  penetrating  South  America.  ^*,,«^. 

The  appeasement  champions  said.  "Let  us  not  do  anythinr 
at  Munich.   "That  *"=  their  affair."  .w     xt  .^     f«^v 

The  appeasement  champions  said  when  the  Nazis  tooK 
over  Austria.  "Let  us  not  do  anything.    It  is  in  Europe. 

When  the  Nazis  took  over  Belgium  the  appeasement  cham- 
pions said.  "No:   let  us  not  do  anything.    That  is  on  the 

Continent."  ^    .  , ^  _„. . 

When  Holland  was  ravished,  appeasement  champions  said 
-Let  us  not  do  anything.    That  is  across  the  scm  from  us. 

When  the  Nazis  took  over  Inoffensive  Denmark  the  appease- 
ment champions  said.  "Let  us  not  do  anything.  That  is  out- 
side our  sphere."  ^,       ,      ,         ..  ^ 

When  Norway  fell  Into  the  grasp  of  the  tiger  sclawsthe 
appeasement  champions  said.  "Let  us  not  do  anything.  That 
Is  far  beyond  the  seas." 

When  the  Nazis  crushed  Prance  the  same  champ^ns  of 

Ippcasement  sa'd.  "Let  us  not  do  anything.    France  belong 

to   the   Eastern   Hemisphere,   and  we  Uve  In   the  Western 

^^  A?!d^S^w.'  if  Hitler  destroys  the  British  Empire,  the  same 
champions  of  appeasement  wiU  say.  "Let  us  not  do  anything. 
That  la  another  country."  .     „     .t.   .      ^«« 

So  Mr  President,  when  the  Nazis  come  to  South  America 
these  champions  of  appeasement  will  still  say.  "Let  us  not  do 
anything."  When  they  come  to  Uruguay  they  wlU  say.  Tnat 
country  is  far  away.  Let  us  not  do  anything."  When  they 
come  to  Brazil  the  same  champions  of  appeasement  will  say. 
"Brazil  Is  thousands  of  miles  distant.  Let  us  not  do  anything. 
When  they  come  to  Colombia  and  Bolivia  and  Paraguay  and 
Argentina  and  ChUe  they  will  still  say.  "Let  us  not  do 

"  When  they  finally  cross  the  borders  and  enter  into  Central 
America,  and  Anally  begin  to  move  their  columns  into  Mexico, 
and  across  the  Rio  Grande  there  wUl  still  be  a  few  isolation- 
ists left  there  will  still  be  left  a  few  champions  of  appease- 
ment, there  will  stlU  be  left  a  few  so-called  "defenders  of 
America."  who  will  not  be  willing  to  do  anything  until  the 
Nazis  send  their  tanks  and  their  airplanes  and  their  Infantry 
and  their  motorized  columns  across  the  frontiers  of  our  own 
dear  country. 

Already  we  have  lost  our  trade.  The  magazine  to  which 
I  referred  says  that  one-half  of  all  South  American  exporU 
go  to  Europe.    The  President  is  now  recommending  a  $200.- 

000  000  cartel  to  develop  trade  with  South  America.  Who 
Is  paying  for  the  exports  we  have  lost?  The  farmers  and 
the  laboring  men  and  the  businessmen  of  the  United  States. 

1  say  that  Hitler  has  made  us  pay. 

We  have  appropriated  over  $5,000,000,000  in  the  last  3 
weeks  HiUer  made  the  farmers  and  the  laboring  men  and 
the  businessmen  of  the  United  States  pay  for  it.  We  have 
imposed  additional  taxes  on  American  citizens.  Hitler  makes 
them  pay  for  that.  We  are  already  saddUng  ourselves  with 
the  greatest  burden  we  have  placed  on  the  backs  of  our  tax- 
payers in  all  our  history  of  peace.    HiUer  makes  us  bear 


tWat  burden.    And  the  yoke  that  Is  being  placed  tjpon  the 
necks  of  our  people  will  become  more  and  more  galling. 

Hitler  took  our  trade  away  from  us.  destroyed  our  Monroe 
Doctrine,  sent  "fifth  columnists"  into  every  State  and  cl.y  of 
North  America,  sent  "fifth  columnists"  and  Nazi  troops  nto 
south  America,  destroyed  nearly  every  democracy  on  the  face 
of  the  earth,  destroyed  or  took  over  their  fleets:  and  Senators. 
isiDlatlonists.  Chamberlains,  deluded  appeasement  champions 
w4U  say.  "Americans,  be  calm.  There  is  no  danger  Hitler  la 
likely  to  get  in  a  good  humor  in  a  little  while.  Perhaps  when 
hp  has  eaten  up  the  smaller  nations  he  will  be  satiated,  and 
let  us  alone.  Perhaps  his  appetite  will  be  satisfied.  Perhaps 
even  his  belly  will  be  gorged  eventually." 

i  Mr   President,  a  few  years  from  now.  when  our  standard 
of  living  has  been  thrown  back  to  that  of  1835.  when  we  have 
compulsory  military  training,  when  our  whole  economy  is 
regimented,  when  freedom  is  lost  in  America,  we  may  turn 
around  and  ask.  "Who  lost  it  for  us?    Who  took  it  away? 
Who  let  this  man  steal  it  from  under  our  noses?"    And  the 
finger  of  America  will  point  at  just  one  class  of  men.  the 
men  who  could  have  seen  but  would  not.  the  men  who  were 
honestly  deluded— yes.  Mr.  President,  they  will  eventually 
be  recognized  by  the  ciUzenry  of  America,  by  poor  lone 
mothers  of  America,  weeping  for  their  soiis.  hoping  they 
wUl  come  back  from  South  America,  from  the  jungles  of  the 
Amazon.    They  will  be  weeping,  weeping,  wondering  if  their 
sons  will  ever  come  back  from  where  the  real  war  mongers, 
who  are  now  the  appeasement  champions,  sent  them  to  rot 

and  to  die. 

So.  Mr.  President,  let  history  judge  who  are  the  war- 
mongers of  this  Congress  and  who  are  the  defenders  of  this 
dear  covmtry  of  ours. 

COEKCION    or    CAMPAICW   CON  ITUirDTIOIfS 

Mr  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  dislike  to  interrupt  the 
debate  which  is  going  on  to  talk  about  a  mere  matter  of  legis- 
lation pending  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  but  I 
desire  to  read  into  the  Record  a  bulletin  which  appears  in 
the  afternoon's  Evening  Star.    I  read: 


i  The  Senate  Campaign  Expenditures  Committee  reported  today 
that  there  was  an  abundance  of  evidence  that  many  Missouri  State 
employees  had  been  coerced  Indirectly  into  contrlbutmg  to  the 
senatorial  campaign  of  Gov.  Lloyd  C.  Stark. 

I  know  nothing  about  political  conditions  In  the  State  of 
Missouri.  1  do  know  that  there  la  a  bill  pending  In  the  House 
of  Representatives,  which  was  passed  by  this  body  after  some 
lew  weeks  of  debate,  on  the  18th  day  of  March.  If  I  am  not 
Incorrect  in  my  memory,  which  would  tend  in  some  degree  to 
afford  relief  against  such  conditions. 

Mr.  8CHWELLENBACH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
give  the  name  by  which  that  legislation  is  popularly  known? 
Mr.  HATCH.    I  should  prefer  that  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington would  do  that. 

Mr.  HATCH  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  In  connec- 
tion with  the  legislation  pending  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives which  I  mentioned  a  moment  ago,  when  I  read  the 
bulletin  which  appeared  in  this  afternoon's  Star  the  sole  in- 
formation I  had  on  the  subject  was  just  what  the  newspaper 
stated.  Since  then  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee 
Investigating  Campaign  Expenditures,  who  is  now  In  the 
Chamber— and  I  was  looking  for  him — came  to  me  and  told 
me  that  the  chief  trouble  and  difficulty  the  committee  has 
in  Instances  which  he  says  are  correctly  revealed  by  this  bul- 
letin Is  that  there  is  absolutely  no  legislation  which  will 
enable  the  committee  to  do  anything  other  than  to  give  pub- 
licity to  its  findings. 

I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Iowa  I  Mr.  GiLLrrrtl  will 
concur  m  that  statement,  and  will  also  concur  in  the 
thought  that  it  is  necessary  for  the  Congress,  either  at  this 
session  or  at  some  other  time,  by  adequate  legislation,  to  go 
as  far  as  it  can  and  do  as  much  as  it  possibly  can  under  the 
Constitution  to  prevent  such  things  as  this  happening. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa. 
Mr.  GILLETrE.    I  am  very  glad  to  corroborate  the  state- 
ment Just  made  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
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Mexico  about  the  blU  to  which  he  refers.  The  Senator  who 
now  graces  the  chair,  presiding  over  the  Senate  (Mr.  Miller 
in  the  chair) .  as  a  member  of  the  special  committee,  and  the 
vice  chairman  of  it,  knows  that  it  is  true  that  we  would  find 
our  work  immeasurably  aided  if  the  legislaUon  which  haj 
been  fostered.  Introduced,  and  sponsored  by  the  Senator  had 
passed  the  House  and  were  now  the  law  of  the  land. 
Mr.   HATCH.    Mr.   President,  will   the   Senator   further 

yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield.  ^      , 

Mr  HATCH.  I  merely  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  that  I  had  no  thought  of  caUing  this  special  legislation 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  What  I  wanted  to  call  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  was  the  evU  which  this  bulletin 
reveals. 

I  MESSAGE   FROM  THE  HOTJSR 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  without  amendment  the  followmg  bill  and 
joint  resolution  of  the  Senate: 

S  2047  An  act  to  divest  prize-fight  films  of  their  charac- 
ter as  subjects  of  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  and  for 

other  purposes;  and  ^       ^,      a    r  r>„K 

S  J  Res.  279.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  section  4  of  PUD- 
lic  Resolution  No.  54,  approved  November  4,  1939,  entitled 
"Joint  resolution  to  preserve  the  neutrality  and  the  peace  of 
the  United  States  and  to  secure  the  safety  of  its  citizens  and 

their  interests."  ,      „  ».   ^        ^^ 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  blU  <H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of 
the  national  defense. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  still  fur- 
ther insisted  upon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  Nos.  35,  36.  37.  38.  and  39  to  the  bUl  (H.  R. 
8007)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Labor, 
the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  independent  agen- 
cies, for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other 

"^TtiT  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 

the  Senate:  .      .       ^  «,    .        »..». 

H  R  6572  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act. 
1936  as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war-risk  Insurance 
and  reinsurance  and  for  marine  risk  reinsurance,  and  for 
other  purposes;   and  .  -  ...     ^.  j, 

H  R  9899.  An  act  extending  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority  over  certain  air-maU  services,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

HOTTSE   BILLS   RETERRED    OR    PLACED    OK   CALENDAR 

The  following  bills  were  each  read  twice  by  their  titles 
and  referred,  or  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calendar,  as 

^H^R  6572^  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936, 
as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war-rlsk  Insurance  and 
reinsurance  and  for  marine-risk  reinsurance,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

H  R  9309.  An  act  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority  over  certain  air-mail  services,  and  for 
other  ptirposcs;  to  the  calendar. 

EXPEOITIOIC  DT  KAVAL  8HIPBTT1LDIK0 

The  senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  blU  (H.  R. 
9822)  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for  other  purposes. 
Mr    HOLT  obtained  the  floor. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield.  w    «#  ♦*,-  ,i4. 

Bdr  CLARK  of  Missouri.  During  the  remarks  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Indiana  some  controversy  arose  as 
to  what  had  actually  happened  in  the  Committee  on  MiUtary 
Affairs  during  the  Investigation  of  the  sale  to  Prance  of 
planes  designed  for  the  American  Army  somewhat  over  a 
year  ago. 
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I  simply  desire  to  call  attention  to  what  actually  hap- 
pened. The  entire  testimony  before  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs  was  taken  in  shorthand.  My  motion  to  make 
that  record  pubUc  was  voted  down.  Then,  despite  the  tre- 
mendous surge  of  popular  opinion  in  favor  of  making  the 
record  pubUc.  the  record  never  was  made  public,  but  a  new 
hearing  was  held,  in  which  the  witnesses  were  supposed  to 
repeat  what  they  had  said  in  the  first  hearing.  Even  the 
second  hearing  did  not  completely  and  adequately  report 
the  testimony  before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  the  record  which  was  finally  given  out. 
after  two  or  three  tries,  after  all  the  witnesses  had  testified 
two  or  three  times  and  two  or  three  times  had  been  afloroed 
the  opportunity  of  correcting  and  deleting  their  testimony. 
I  hold  m  my  hand  the  record  of  the  hearings  before  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
Seventy-sixth  Congress,  first  session,  on  H.  R.  8379.    I  invite 
any  Member  of  the  Senate  or  any  citizen  of  the  United  States 
to  examine  that  record  and  note  the  large  number  of  in- 
stances in  which  stars  and  asterisks  are  printed.    I  happen 
to  note  one  instance  on  page  210.  two  on  page  211.  three  on 
page  212.  one  on  page  213.  and  various  other  instances  in 
which  stars  Indicate  that  the  essential  testimony,  to  part  of 
which  I  referred  this  afternoon,  has  been  deleted  in  the  pub- 
lication of  the  testimony.    I  call  to  the  memory  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  NyeI.  the  Senator  from  North 
CaroUna  [Mr.  Reynolds  1.  and  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr   Johnson],  whom  I  happen  to  see  sitting  inunediately 
before  me.  some  of  whom  are  members  of  that  conunittee, 
certain  facts  and  testimony  of  the  very  greatest  Importance, 
which  does  not  appear  In  the  published  testimony. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  has  referred  to  the  attitude  of 
the  Secretary  of  War,  the  Honorable  Harry  H.  Woodrlng. 
In  my  opinion.  Secretary  Woodring  was  a  very  able  and  ex- 
tremely efficient  Secretary  of  War.    He  worked  in  closest  har- 
mony with  the  officers  of  the  General  Staff  and  the  officers 
who  had  responsibility  for  the  military  defense  of  the  United 
States.    From  the  testimony  which  I  heard  as  a  member  of 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee  and  what  I  read  in  the  pubUc 
press  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  Secretary  Woodring  has  been 
sacrificed— for  political  purposes,  of  course,  because  a  coali- 
tion Cabinet  was  desired— but  much  more  fully,  because  of 
his  objection  to  giving  away  instruments  and  weapons  essen- 
tial to  the  defense  of  the  United  States.    There  is  no  point 
in  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota, myself,  or  anybody  else  expressing  his  opinion  as  to 
what  the  position  of  the  Secretary  of  War  was.    I  apprehend 
that  his  position  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the  War  De- 
partment in  the  past  few  years  may  be  best  /';Pr«'«ef,^in 
the  letter  which  he  wrote  to  the  President  of  the  Unltjd 
States  in  resigning.    I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  the 
letter   and  all  I  know  about  it  Is  what  I  have  seen  in  the 
storiek  which  have  been  printed  in  the  newspapers,  one  of 
which  was  ostensibly  on  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
War  Mr.  Woodring.  some  time  ago. 

Mr    President.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  a  very 
unusual  procedure  has  been  foUowed  in  this  case.     Ordi- 
narily the  whole  correspondence  In  connection  with  the  res- 
ignation of  a  Cabinet  officer  Is  given  out  from  the  White 
House  as  a  matter  of  course.    In  this  case  the  Secretary  to 
the  President  stated  that  the  letter  of  resignation  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  was  too  personal  to  be  made  public.    Per- 
sonal to  whom.  Mr.  President?     Certainly  the  Secretary  of 
War  If  he  had  assigned  any  particular  personal  reason,  such 
as  Illness  in  his  family  or  personal  Illness,  would  have  had 
no  objection  to  the  letter  being  made  public.    As  a  matter 
of  fact,  it  does  not  appear  that  the  SecreUry  of  War  had 
any  objection  to  the  letter  being  made  public.    It  seems  to 
me  that  possibly  we  can  best  arrive  at  the  position  of  the 
outgoing   Secretary— I   will   say   the   klcked-out   Secretary, 
who  I  think  was  a  very  great  Secretary— by  an  examination 
of  the  letter  which  he  wrote  the  President  when  he  resigned. 
Something  has  been  said  by  several  Senators  today  about 
the  desirabiUty  of  making  public  that  communication.    Let 
me  say   Mr.  President,  that  if  it  is  not  forthcoming  it  U 
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my  IntenUon.  before  the  Senate  adjourns  tonight,  to  Intro- 
duce a  resolution  requesting  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  if  not  incompatible  with  the  pubUc  interest,  to  make 
public  the  letter  in  which  the  Honorable  Harry  H.  Woodring 
resigned  as  Secretary  of  War. 
^  Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  merely  wish  to  add  to  the  Ricokd  that 
while  he  was  Chief  of  Staff.  General  Craig  also  agreed  with 
the  policy  of  selling  airplanes  and  other  materials  to  for- 
eign countries.  I  read  from  General  Craig's  tesUmony  before 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee  on  the  subject  on  the  28th 
of  January  1939: 

General  Oeaig.  In  reply  to  the  Senator's  Inquiry  regarding  the 
advantage  we  would  derive  from  selling  planes  abroad.  I  think. 
and  have  thought  before,  that  It  la  the  aoundert  kind  of  propo- 
Bltlon  for  the  United  State*  to  seek  the  placing  of  Its  airplane 
product*  in  foreign  countries.  It  would  setUe  the  question  that 
ha-s  been  brought  up  about  maintaining  work  on  a  permaneiit 
bMls  m  our  factories.  It  setUes  the  question,  which  Is  a  terrible 
bugaboo,  of  obsolescence  of  planes. 

And  so  forth. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  yield  to  me  to  permit  me  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  a  tiuestion? 

Mr  HOLT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  from  Indiana  does 
not  contend,  of  course,  that  that  conversation  had  any  ref- 
erence to  the  sale  of  planes  actually  in  the  possession  of  the 
United  States  Army? 

Mr.  MINTON.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not 
the  Senator  was  present  when  I  asked  General  Craig  a  ques- 
tion before  the  committee,  which  question  does  not  appear 
in  the  record.  I  freely  admit,  but  which  I  am  sure  certain 
Members  of  the  Senate  who  were  members  of  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  at  that  time  will  recall.  I  told  General 
Craig  that  I  was  not  Interested  In  the  opinion  of  the  General 
Staff;  that  I  myself  had  once  been  a  member  of  the  General 
Staff,  and  that  I  knew  that  the  opinion  of  the  General  Staff 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  which  he  told 
the  General  Staff  to  have,  but  that  I  was  Interested  in  his 
opinion.  General  Malin  Craig  was  a  great  Army  expert,  a 
man  for  whom  I  had  great  respect,  under  whom  I  myself 
had  served.     I  asked  General  Craig  the  question: 

Do  you  believe  In  selling  any  planes  to  foreign  powers  which 
appear  to  be  necessary  to  the  def»nse  of  the  United  States? 

General  Craig  leaned  across  the  table  and  banged  his  big 
fist  on  the  table,  and  said.  "You  know  damned  weU  I  do 
not"  I  think  certain  Members  of  the  Senate  will  be  glad 
to  testify  to  that.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  was  present  at  that  committee  meeting. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  will  permit  me 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  jrield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  do. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  am  sure  I  was  present,  as  I  was  usually 
present:  and  the  appearance  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
at  a  Military  Affairs  Committee  meeting  was  so  infrequent 
that  I  am  bound  to  remember  it.  I  think  that  probably 
happened. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  will  say  that  diu-ing  the  time 
I  was  a  member  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  I  never 
missed  a  meeting. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Neither  did  L 

Mr.  President,  for  the  sake  of  the  record,  and  in  order 
to  show  that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Clark  1.  like 
all  the  rest  of  us.  is  fallible,  I  read  from  the  record  before 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee  on  February  21.  1939.  The 
Senator  from  Missouri  was  not  present.  Those  present, 
according  to  the  reporter's  record,  were  Senators  Sheppard, 
Logan.  Mditoh.  Lme.  Austih,  Gurhxy.  and  Houcak. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator 
fitxn  Indiana,  desires  to  go  into  that  subject,  the  Senator 
very  well  knows  the  practice  in  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 


mittee of  meeUng  right  outside  the  Senate  Chamber:  and 
Senators  walk  in  and  walk  out.  depending  on  the  condition 
of  business  on  the  floor.  Many  of  those  sessions  were  held 
while  the  Senate  was  in  session,  and  at  many  of  them  I 
was  not  present  at  the  beginning  of  the  session;  but  I  do 
not  think  there  was  a  single  one  held  during  the  time  I 
was  on  the  MiliUry  Affairs  Committee  which  I  did  not 
attend. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  rise  to  discuss  this 
question:  but.  in  passing.  I  must  comment  upon  the  talk  of 
the  Senator  from  Florida  IMr.  Pepper].  He  said  that  we 
isolationists — and  I  am  an  isolationist,  and  am  not  afraid  to 
say  it  publicly — were  leading  the  country  into  war. 

I  fear  he  is  badly  mistaken.  There  is  no  danger  from 
the  isolationists  of  our  entering  the  war.  The  danger  is  from 
the  mterventionists.  these  individuals  who  want  to  tear  Hitler 
apart  and  scatter  his  blood  in  every  stream  in  the  world,  as 
the  Senator  from  Florida  says.  I  do  not  want  to  see  that 
happen  to  anybody.  As  despicable  as  Hitler  may  be.  as  ter- 
rible as  he  may  have  shown  himself  to  the  world  to  be.  I 
would  not  want  to  see  his  blood  strewn  to  the  world.  I  have 
not  reached  the  point  of  hysteria  where  I  love  to  look  at 
blo'od.  gory  blood,  and  take  delight  in  seeing  it  spilled  just 
because  I  may  disagree  with  somebody  who  has  done  wrong 
and  who  we  all  admit  has  done  wrong. 

No;  it  Is  not  the  policy  of  appeasement  that  is  going  to 
get  this  country  into  war.  It  is  the  policy  of  Involvement 
and  Intervention  that  is  going  to  get  this  country  into  war.- 
I  only  ask  that  the  people  read  the  record  of  the  speech  of 
the  Senator  from  Florida  when  he  says  there  is  not  one  man 
In  Congress  who  would  declare  war.  Read  the  speech  and  be 
your  own  judge. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 
Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  is  making  that  as  a  deduction. 
I  am  sure,  and  does  not  purport  to  quote  any  direct  state- 
ment which  the  junior  Senator  from  Florida  has  ever  made. 
On  the  contrary,  I  have  repeatedly  stated  In  response  to 
questions  of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  and  I  beUeve  in 
a  colloquy  with  the  able  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark! 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Florida  would  not  declare  war 
against  Germany  or  any  other  power.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  does  advocate,  as  the  best  way  to  defend  America,  to 
remove  America's  menace  by  aiding  the  Allies  in  every  way 
short  of  war  that  they  can  be  aided  to  destroy  Hitler  In 
Etirope.  so  that  we  shall  not  have  to  worry  about  him  in  this 
hemisphere 

Mr.  HOLT.    If  aiding  the  Allies  would  require  an  act  of 

war.  would  the  Senator  from  Florida  go  along  on  such  an  act? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  can  answer  that  question  definitely  in 

this  way:  I  am  willing  to  do  everything  except  send  American 

soldiers,  sailors,  or  marines  abroad. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  send  the  Navy 
to  Europe? 

B4r.  PEPPER.  If  they  could  go  Into  some  other  country's 
Navy,  If  that  country  would  man  the  Navy,  I  would  be  willing 
to  let  some  of  them  go.  If  the  British  would  take  them  and  use 
them  against  Hitler,  but  not  with  American  boys. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  turn  our  Navy 
over  to  England? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  said  some  of  the  Navy. 
Mr.  HOLT.     How  much? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  As  much  as  I  thotight  would  crush  Hitler 
in  Europe. 

Mr.  HOLT.  But.  if  It  took  all  of  the  Navy  to  crush  Hitler, 
would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  turn  over  all  of  It? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  If  I  knew  that  all  of  it  would  crush  Hitler, 
we  would  not  need  any  Navy. 

Mr.  HOLT.  The  Senator  would  take  the  Navy  and  send  It 
abroad.  Then  if  the  Senator  says  he  is  not  interested  in  an 
act  of  war,  does  the  Senator  mean  to  tell  the  Senate  that 
sending  our  Navy  abroad  in  that  way  would  not  be  an  act  of 
war  and  constitute  our  entrance  into  war? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  answered  the  Senator  a  moment  ago.  I 
am  willing  to  do  anjrthing  that  the  Commander  in  Chief  of 
our  Army  and  Navy,  the  President,  with  his  usual  advisers. 
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might  be  willing  to  do  that  would  not  Involve  sending  a  single 
American  boy  as  a  soldier,  sailor,  airman,  or  member  of  the 
Marine  Corps.  ,^  ,  ^. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Does  the  Senator  think  we  could  send  tne 
Navy  abroad  without  Involving  America  In  war? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  did  not  say  send  the  whole  Navy. 

Mr.  HOLT.    No;  I  mean,  send  any  part  of  it.  _ 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  would  be  very  glad  to  do  that,  and  think 
it  would  be  a  wise  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  HOLT.  The  Senator  favors,  then,  sending  at  least 
part  of  our  Navy  into  the  battle  zones  of  Europe? 

Mr  PEPPER.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  said  I  would  be  willing 
to  let  the  British  have  a  part  of  our  Navy  which  I  thought  the 
Commander  In  Chief,  In  his  opinion,  would  permit  to  go.  it  to 
be  manned  by  Britiirh  sailors,  and  be  operated  as  a  part  of  the 
British  forces,  in  an  effort  to  keep  Hitler  from  spreading  out- 
side of  Europe. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Does  the  Senator  say  that  would  not  be  an  act 

of  war? 

Mr  PEPPER.  It  would  depend  on  how  Hitler  was  feeling 
that  morning  as  to  whether  it  would  be  an  act  of  war. 
[Laughter. 1 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield.  ^      „  ».*    *  .^ 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Has  anybody  the  slightest  laea 
on  earth  that  if  we  were  to  send  our  Navy,  either  the  whole 
of  our  Navy  or  part  of  our  Navy,  or  the  whole  of  our  planes, 
or  part  of  our  planes,  they  would  not  be  surrendered  in  any 
sort  of  situation  which  might  develop  which  involved  the 
surrender  by  the  nation  to  which  we  sent  them?  In  other 
words  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Florida  is  com- 
pletely to  denude  the  United  States  of  its  own  defenses,  piti- 
ful as  they  may  be. 

Mr  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  states  an  inac- 
curacy there,  undoubtedly  unintentionally,  when  he  says  the 
Senator  from  Florida  would  denude  this  country  of  its  naval 
forces.  We  let  them  have  a  few  mosquito  boats,  the  value 
of  which  was  $3,000,000.  in  order  to  help  In  the  defense  of 
Great  BriUln.  letting  them  be  sold  by  private  enterprise; 
and  this  morning  you  would  have  thought  the  world  was 
goln?  to  collapse,  to  hear  some  of  the  disturbance  of  Sena- 
tors here  In  this  chamber. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  that  was  done  in  flat  contra- 
vention of  a  Federal  penal  statute,  if  the  defenses  of  the 
United  States  were  taken  away  for  the  purpose  of  defending 
anybody  else— anybody  in  the  world,  no  matter  how  much 
we  may  sympathize  with  them— I  say  a  criminal  act  was 
performed,  and  I  defy  the  Senator  from  Florida  to  teU  me 
why  a  criminal  act  was  not  performed,  which  ought  to  be 
taken  cognizance  of  by  the  Department  of  Justice. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr  WHEELER.  As  I  read  the  speech  of  the  Ssnator  from 
Florida  a  few  days  ago.  his  seven-point  or  five-point  pro- 
gram  

Mr.  HOLT.    Seven  pillars  of  wisdom. 

Mr   PEPPER.    American  defense,  why  not  call  It? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  understood  he  wanted  to  give  the  Presi- 
dent power  to  abolish  any  laws  on  the  statute  books  which  he 
thought  the  President  might  think  he  should  abolish,  and.  of 
course,  if  he  had  that  power,  the  Senator  from  Florida  would 
set  up  a  dictatorship  in  this  country,  and  he  would  suspend 
any  criminal  laws,  or  other  laws.  We  would  do  away  with 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  during  that  period  of 
time— excepting,  perhaps,  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLT.  That  is  correct.  I  intend  to  discuss  that  in  a 
moment.  ^     _.  ,  .^ 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  If  I  am  not  misinformed,  the  chairman  or 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  stated  this  morning 
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that  the  naval  authorities.  In  allowing  these  boats  to  go  to 
Great  Britain,  acted  within  the  authority  of  the  law. 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will 
permit  me.  he  stated  no  such  thing.  He  said  that  the  naval 
authorities  claimed  that  they  were  not  apprised  of  the  ex- 
istence of  that  statute.  Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Florida 
being  a  graduate  of  the  Harvard  Law  School  Is  certainly 
familiar  with  the  fundamental  legal  principle  that  Ignorance 
of  the  law  excuses  no  man.    l  Laughter.] 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield.  ,..*♦», 

Mr.  PEPPER.  As  I  understood  the  explanation  or  tne 
chairman  of  the  Conunlttee  on  Naval  Affairs,  as  more  particu- 
larly adverted  to  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  this  morning, 
all  the  Navy  had  done  was  to  alter  a  contract  which  It  had 
with  a  private  shlpbuUding  firm  for  the  construction  of  cer- 
tain craft.  They  merely  altered  a  contract,  as  they  had  a 
right  to  do.  and  by  the  alteration  of  that  contract  they 
allowed  the  shipbuilder  to  retain  these  ships  which  it  had 
been  building  imder  contract  for  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. Then  the  private  shipbuilder,  being  released  from  its 
obligation  to  deliver  those  ships  to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, sold  them  to  the  British  Government.  Was  that  not 
what  they  did? 

Mr.  HOLT.  While  the  Senator  Is  speaking.  I  should  like  to 
ask  him  a  question.  Does  he  feel  we  can  spare  any  of  our 
Navy  to  Britain? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  There  are  two  answers  to  that  question. 
We  can  spare  them  upon  the  same  principle  that  was  spoken 
of  by  the  able  Senator  from  Louisiana,  who  is  a  member,  as 
I  recall,  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  and  heard  the 
testimony  offered  by  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  the 
effect  that  they  can  build  these  boats  in  6  months,  I  believe 
he  said,  that  they  were  trying  by  these  experimental  orders 
1  to  develop  a  shipbuilding  capacity  which  would  enable  them 
I  to  build  them  In  bulk.  In  mass. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Those  are  mosquito  boats,  those  which  can  be 
built  in  6  months.    I  mean  the  big  boats,  which  really  fight. 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  am  talking  about  the  boats  which  were 
sold  and  were  the  subject  of  criticism  this  morning, 

Mr.  HOLT.  The  Senator  said  he  would  send  the  Navy 
over.    Would  he  send  any  destroyers? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Just  a  moment.  I  stated  on  the  floor  this 
afternoon  that  the  junior  Senator  from  New  York  IMr. 
Mead]  told  me  today,  being  famUlar  with  the  Curtiss  activi- 
ties in  Buffalo,  that  when  this  law  was  passed  last  year, 
against  which  the  isolationists  In  this  body  voted,  at  that  time 
saying  that  it  would  deplAe  our  defenses  If  we  let  them  be 
sold  over  there,  the  Curtiss  factory  was  building  one  plane  a 
week.  Later  on  they  began  to  turn  out,  under  the  impulse  of 
those  orders,  one  plane  a  day.  and  now  they  are  turning  out 
five  a  day.  I  understood  the  same  principle  to  be  applicable 
to  the  case  of  the  little  mosquito  boats  which  were  the  subject 
of  the  debate  this  morning. 

Now,  as  to  the  second  part  of  the  question.  If  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  who  is  responsible  to  the  country, 
under  the  Constitution,  for  our  armed  forces,  they  could  be 
sold  without  impairing  our  naval  facilities  for  defense  here, 
then  I  would  say  "Yes." 

Mr.  HOLT.  Would  the  Senator  also  agree  to  do  that  with 
the  warships,  the  battleships? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  would  apply  the  same  principle;  yes;  to 
any  craft  we  had. 

Mr.  HOLT.    That  answer  is  just  exactly  what  I  thought 

the  Senator  would  say. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Just  one  moment,  and  I  will  answer  another 
phase  of  it.    We  have  some  old  destroyers. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  am  not  talking  about  old  ships.  The  Senator 
says  he  wants  to  whip  Hitler,  and  you  have  to  whip  him 
with  good  boats. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  want  to  whip  him  with  the  old  and  the 
new.  We  have  some  old  destroyers  that  have  been  recon- 
ditioned by  the  Navy. 

Mr.  HOLT.    That  is  correct. 


V. 
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Mr.  PEPPER  I  would  be  willing  directly  to  sell  the  British 
those  destroyers  if  they  would  do  them  any  good,  and  they 
would  pay  for  them,  and  deliver  them  imder  their  own  head 
of  steam.  . 

I  beUeve  that  crushing  Hitler  in  Europe  is  so  vital  to 
the-'XTnlted  States  that  whatever  could  be  done  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  advised  by  the  Army 
and  Navy  authorities.  I  am  in  favor  of.  because  I  know  if 
we  destroy  the  danger  at  its  source  there  la  no  danger  of 
it  spreading  over  here. 

Mr.  HOLT.  The  Senator  even  said  it  would  take  6  months 
to  build  these  boats.  But  listening  to  him  today,  he  would 
have  Hitler  on  the  Panama  Canal  before  long.  First  he 
had  him  in  Prance  and  England,  then  in  Uruguay,  in  South 
America  and  Central  America,  and.  frankly.  I  am  looking  for 
him  in  Washington  tonight.    Of  course,  it  may  be  the  Fourth 

of  July. 

Mr.  PEPPER  He  has  his  agents  in  Washington  tonight: 
the  Senator  need  not  worry  about  that. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  think  that  is  correct.  I  do  not  deny  that  at 
all.  tMit  if  we  are  in  the  danger  the  Senator  from  Florida 
says  we  are.  why  should  he  strip  otu:  Navy  and  our  Army  of 
the  defenses  needed  to  stop  Hitler,  if  he  should  come  over 
here? 

The  PRESTDINO  OFFICER.  The  Chair  admonishes  Sen- 
ators who  have  the  floor  that  an  enforcement  of  the  rule 
has  been  suggested,  and  the  rule  provides  that  a  Senator 
may  yield  only  for  a  question,  and  not  for  a  running  debate. 
I  hope  no  request  will  be  made  for  an  enforcement  of  the 
rule. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mi.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  West 

Virginia  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 
r.  PEPPER.     How  many  miles  Is  there  in  the  coast  line 
of  the  Western  Hemisphere  for  the  American  Navy  to  de- 
fmd.  from  the  northern  part  of  Iceland  around  the  coast  to 
Alaska? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  cannot  answer  that.    I  do  not  know. 
.  Mr.  PEPPER.    Win  the  Senator  believe  it  if  I  say  that 
the  hydrographic  service  says  it  is  more  than  43.000  miles? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  would  believe  that. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  will  admit  that  under  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  we  have  the  obligation  to  defend  with  our 
Navy  the  whole  Western  Hemisphere,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  HOLT.     That  la  correct. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  What  is  the  distance  from  Brazil  to  the 
coast  of  Africa? 

Mr.  HOLT.  The  Senator  is  tnring  to  teach  me  geography. 
I  cannot  answer  him.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     It  is  about  1.400  miles. 

Bffr.  HOLT.  The  Senator  from  Arizona,  who  knows  almost 
everything,  says  1.600. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Very  well,  let  us  say  it  is  1.600  miles.    Is- 
it  a  shorter  distance  or  a  longer  distance  from  the  United 
States  of  America  to  Brazil? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  know  that  If  we  have  43,000  miles  of  coast 
line  to  defend  we  cannot  spare  one  destroyer,  one  mosquito 
boat,  one  warship,  or  one  plane.  Let  us  keep  them  to  defend 
those  43.000  miles,  and  keep  them  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  deny  the  information 
that  was  quoted  on  this  floor,  that  a  combination  of  the  fleets 
of  Prance,  Italy,  and  Germany  would  be  approximately  equal 
to  the  strength  of  Che  British  Fleet? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  cuuld  not  say;  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Mr,  PEPPER.  If  the  Senator  would  indulge  the  presump- 
tion that  they  would  be  about  equal 

Mr.  HOLT.    Yes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Then  if  we  add  the  Japanese  Fleet  as  a 
danger  to  that  combination 

Bfr.  HOLT.  Why  not  throw  in  the  Swiss  Fleet  with  them? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  particular 
danger  from  the  Swiss  Fleet,  but  it  seems  to  me  we  have 
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enough  of  the  United  States  Fleet  in  the  Pacific  Ocean  to 
indicate  that  there  might  be  a  little  danger  from  the  Japanese 

Fleet.  ^    ^^ 

Mr.  HOLT.    Will  the  Senator  really  tell  the  Senate  why  the 

fleet  is  in  the  Pacific?    Is  it  not  to  protect  British  interests, 

as  well  as  our  own? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  the  Senator  Is  a  Member  of 

the  United  States  Senate 

Mr.  HOLT.    And  I  am  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 

Ni^val  Affairs,  too. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Quite  right.    If  the  Senator  has  any  evi- 
dence to  that  effect.  I  think  it  would  be  well  for  him  to  state 

it- 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  should  be  glad  to  state  it.    I  should  be  glad 

to  ask  the  Senator  what  Captain  Ingersoll  said  in  1938,  when 

he  went  to  London  and  discussed  the  plans  of  cooperation 

between  the  English  Navy  and  the  United  States  Navy.    What 

did  they  mean?    Time  after  time  the  English  Oovemment 

officials  said,  "We  have  a  parallel  and  coordinate  policy  with 

the  United  States  in  the  Pacific."    I  have  the  document  in 

which  that  is  stated,  and  I  ask  permission  to  place  it  in  the 

RxcoRO  at  this  point  in  my  remarks.    I  do  not  have  it  with 

me  at  the  time,  but  I  want  it  in  the  Rkcors. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  their  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record.  The  statement  from  the  Round  Table 
as  to  the  activities  of  Captain  Ingersoll  in  the  jjarallel  policy 
of  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  in  the  Pacific  is  here 
printed  in  full  as  follows: 

'Cbpt.  R.  E.  IngeTBoU,  Chief  ot  the  War  Plans  Division  ot  the  Navy 
Department,  spent  late  December  and  early  January  In  London, 
conferring  with  the  Admiralty.  His  outward  mission  was  to  find 
out  what  is  happening  technically  In  British  naval  construction, 
particularly  as  concerns  new  battleships  and  the  caliber  of  guns 
they  mount.  Another  obvious  Job  was  to  find  out  If  the  Admiralty 
poaaeflses  any  information  unknown  In  Washington  about  the 
rumored  new  Japanese  battleships  supposed  to  be  of  some  46.000 
tons  and  mounting  18-lnch  guns.  But  a  mission  of  even  more 
Importance  to  both  Governments.  It  may  safely  be  assumed,  waa 
to  discuss  the  possibility  and  ways  and  means  of  naval  coopera- 
tion In  the  Far  East.  Captain  Ingersoll 's  unheralded  visit  suggests 
In  essence  the  exchange  of  information  In  prewar  dajrs— -or  In  the 
last  year  or  two — between  Paris  and  London,  but  It  has  no  such 
precedent  In  Anglo-American  relations. 

When  th^  general  public  comes  to  know  of  these  goings  on, 
opinion  may  well  take  fright,  reasonably  or  not. 

Also,  from  the  book.  And  So  to  War,  written  by  Hubert 
Herring,  one  notes  this  discussion  of  Captain  Ingersoll 's  visit: 

On   the  question  of  an   agreement  with  Great  Britain,   it  was 
revealed  that  Captain  Ingersoll,  the  naval  chief  of  war  plans,  had 
recently  spent  some  days  in  London.     His  visit  was  k^  a  great 
secret,  and  was  only  accidentally  revealed.    Congressman  D^inwiH, 
of  Maine,  and  others  demanded  the  meaning  of  that  visit.     Admiral 
Leahy  refused  to  say  what  bad  transpired.     He  would,  be  said,  ex- 
plain  only   in   executive   session.    Was  there,  then,   some  sort   of 
arrangement  with  Great  Britain?    Secretary  Hull  promptly  repudi- 
ated the  notion.     But.  on  February  9.  Arthur  Krock.  Washington 
correspondent  of  the  New  York  Times,  and  generaUy  credited  with 
unusually  close  relations  with  the  White  House,  the  State  Depart- 
ment— and  with  the  British  Embassy — wrote  that  American  con- 
sultations with  Great  Britain  and  Prance  looked  toward  parallel 
actions  "In  the  event  of  one  of  the  only  two  days  the  democracies 
can  envisage  at  any  time  In  the  near  future."    "This  correspond- 
ent." asys  Mr.  Krock.  "la  expertly  Informed  that.  sbovUd  It  at  any 
time  serve  the  common   Interesta  of  the   two  great  democracies, 
their  navies  would  automatically  complement   each  other   In   the 
Pacific.     He   Is   more  Inclined  to   think  the   complementing  would 
be  the  result  of  a  very  private  and  common-sense  understanding 
among   experts   and   political   realists."     But.   of   course,    there   is 
nothing  formal  about  such  an  agreement.     "This  is  the   kind  of 
understanding,"  continued  Mr.  Krock,  "that  is  hardly  more  than  a 
wink  or  a  nod.  the  sort  of  thing  not  Mr.  Johnson  (Senator  HniAM 
JoH.NsoN   of   California)    or    anyone   else    can    extract    from    men's 
Inner  minds  by  means  of  a  resolution.    This  Is  what  Irritates  them, 
and  makes  them  anxious,  too.     For  these  groups  sincerely  believe 
we  should  have  a  foreign  and  defense  policy  that  Is  totally  exclusive, 
even   when    It    would    serve   our    immediate    Interest    to   do   other- 
wise;  that  our  fleet  should  be  no  larger  than  sufficient  to  defend 
our    coasts    and    possessions — not    the    Philippines — and    that    to 
exchange  even  a  wink  with  Great  Britain  will  surely  Involve  us 
in  a  war     •     •     •.'" 

The  puzzled  public  had  all  this  to  mull  over. 

Mr.  Hull  said  that  we  had  no  agreement  with  Britain. 

Admiral  Leahy  said  that  he  wouldn't  tell  anything  except  in 
executive  session. 

Mr.  Krock  ^poke  of  a  nod  and  a  wink. 
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The  skepuclsm  of  the  general  public  '^..''o»cf*  .^'/^S^.^**^' 
ROBSBT  M  La  Foixrrrx.  "Millions  of  citizens."  he  Insisted,  want 
to  know  what  occasions  this  increase  of  naval  armament  and  wnat 
foreign  policy  the  Navy  is  Intended  to  Implement." 

Mr  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  agree  to  the  British 
Statement  that  the  United  SUtes  Government  and  the  British 
Empire  both  have  interests  in  the  Pacific? 

Mr.  HOLT.    We  both  have  interests  there  now. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Then  it  is  only  proper  that  we  should  be 
out  there  looking  after  our  interests  also,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  HOLT.    Leave  the  word  "also"  out  and  I  will  agree- 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  probably  wants  the  British 
Fleet  to  look  after  HawaU,  Guam,  and  the  western  coast  of 

the  United  States?  ,^    „  .,,  u 

Mr.  HOLT.  No:  we  should  look  after  them.  The  British 
Fleet  should  look  after  the  British  possessions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Miller  in  the  chair). 
Let  the  Chair  admonish  Senators  that  the  rule  will  be  en- 
forced from  now  on  in  debate.  The  Senator  may  yield  for  a 
question.    He  may  not  yield  for  a  statement  in  the  guise  of 

a  question.  .     «       .        i  u* 

Mr   GILLETTE.    Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr  HOLT.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa  for  a  question. 
Mr.  GILLETTE.     Will  the  Senator  yield  to  me  to  read  the 
law  that  has  been  discussed  here? 

Mr  HOLT.  I  should  like  to  do  so.  but  I  am  supposed  to  be 
a  special  character,  and  the  rule  is  supposed  to  apply  in  re- 
spect to  me.  I  do  not  hold  anything  against  the  Presiding 
Officer  for  enforcing  the  rule.  I  realize  the  fairness  of  the 
Presiding  Officer,  and  do  not  condemn  him  for  his  ruUng. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield  for 

a  question? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  for  a  question.  .  ,«  ^  .    „ 

Mr  GILLETTE.    I  ask  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  if 

this  is  not  the  law  of  the  United  States  at  the  present  Ume  as 

presented  in  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  say  that  the 
rule  does  not  enable  any  Senator  to  interrupt  for  the  purpose 
of  asking  a  question  which  calls  for  an  answer  such  as  the 
question  now  asked  calls  for.  The  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia may  ask  unanimous  consent  that  he  may  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  for  the  purpose  of  reading  the  statute. 

Is  there  objection  to  such  request?  There  being  no  ob- 
JecUon.  the  Senator  from  Iowa  may  proceed. 

Mr  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  in  the  colloquy  between 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  West  Virginia  and  the 
equaUy  distinguished  Senator  from  Florida,  there  seems  to 
be  a  misapprehension  on  the  part  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida  as  to  what  the  present  law  is  with  reference  to 
the  possibility  of  the  Jnited  States  giving  up  any  authority 
over  vessels  that  are  being  constructed  for  the  United  States 
for  the  purpose  of  transfer  to  a  belUgerent  nation.  In  that 
connection,  with  the  permission  that  has  been  so  kindly  se- 
cured by  the  Chair.  I  will  again  read  this  law,  which  was 
passed  June  15,  1917: 
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During  a  war  in  which  the  United  SUtes  U  a  neu^J^  »*"  °;i! 
shaUl^  unlawful  to  send  out  of  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United 
Kates  any  vessel  built,  armed,  or  equipped  as  a  vessel  of  war, 
Sr  converted  from  a  private  vessel  Into  a  ve»«l  of  war,  with  any 
intent  or  under  any  agreement  or  contract,  written  or  oral,  that 
Sch  vessel  shall  ^  delivered  to  a  beUlgerent  nation,  or  to  an 
S^m.o^r^r  citizen  of  such  nation,  or  with  reasonable  ca^ 
to  be  leve  that  the  said  vessel  shall  or  will  be  employed  in  the 
SrvlS  of  any  such  belligerent  nation  after  »^,  departure  m,m 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  (June  18,  1917.  ch.  30.  tlUe  V. 
g  AQ  Rtat  2222) 

'  Whoever.  In  violation  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  sections  25^  2T 
and  sT  to  38  of  this  tlUe,  shaU  take,  or  attempt  or  conspire  to 
Ske.  or  authorize  the  taking  of  any  such  ve«,eU  o^^J^^P^^l 
from  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  ilOOOO  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both:  and. 
to  addVtJcSrBSch  vessel,  her  tackle  aPP'^^l^f^^VT^^^SS^ii' 
and  her  cargo  shall  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States  (June  16. 
1917,  ch.  30.  title  V,  6.  40  Stat.  222) . 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Iowa.  I  should 
like  to  proceed  and  discuss  the  proposition  of  defense.  I 
may  say  I  have  no  quarrel 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Sena- 
tor goes  to  that,  will  he  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 


Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  will  not  again  interrupt  him. 
Mr!  HOLT.    I  have  no  objection  to  the  Senator  inter- 
rupting me.  ,        .,  *. 
Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  am  anxious  to  hear  the  speech 
of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia.     I  merely  desire  to  ask 
him  if,  in  his  opinion,  the  Senator  from  Florida  were  cre- 
ated a  dictator,  for  which  he  shows  every  tempt;ramental 
qualification,  and  was  able  to  turn  the  Navy  of  the  United 
States,  without  personnel,  over  to  a  belligerent  power,  and 
then  the  United  States  should  be  attacked,  assuming  that 
Navy  had   been   lost   or   been   surrendered— if   the  United 
States  were  attacked,  what  would  the  thousands  of  blue- 
jackets who  had  been  enlisted  in  the  United  States  Navy 
be  able  to  do  in  the  defense  of  the  United  States  except  to 
stand  on  shore  and  shoot  at  the  invaders? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  believe  they  could  begin  practicing  in  row- 
boats  on  the  Florida  ship  canal. 
Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  for  a  question,  so  that  I  may  main- 
tain the  floor. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Will  the  Senator  be  kind  enough  to  ask 
the  able  Senator  from  Missouri  just  what  he  meant  by  the 
statement  that  the  Senator  from  Florida  had  exhibited  a 
temperamental  fitness  to  be  a  dictator?  I  should  be  glad 
to  have  the  Senator  state  what  he  means  by  that  statement. 
Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  the  Senator  from  Missouri  tell  the  Senate  what  he 
thinks  about  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  I  can  go  Into  the 
matter  in  the  form  of  a  question. 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  jrield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,  Does  not  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  know  that  the  other  day  the  Senator  from  Florida 
put  into  the  Record,  in  a  thumbnail  fashion,  a  plan  of  dic- 
tatorship designed  for  the  United  States  which  would  make 
Hitler  blush? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr,  President 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  am  going  to  discuss  that  for  a  moment, 
but  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida  first. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  President, 
to  refer  to  the  proposal  to  which  the  Senator  from  Missouri 

adverted. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  intend  to  do  that  in  my  own  time.  Mr. 
President.  I  shall  discuss  all  seven  of  those  points  in  order, 
so  the  people  of  the  country  can  see  the  first  blueprint  of 
dictatorship  in  America. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Hr.  HOLT.    Yes;  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  is  going  to  read  the  proposals 
and  refer  to  them? 

Mr.  HOLT.    Yes.    I  shall  read  all  seven  of  them,  and  then 

discuss  them.  -  ^  ^.     , 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  Is  also  going  to  read  the  lan-  ^ 
gtiage  in  connection  with  each  one  of  those  proposals  that' 
Indicates  that  each  one  of  them  is  for  the  defense  of  America, 

i«  be?  ^    .  .        ^ 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  will  not  agree  that  they  are  for  the  defense  ox 

America.  ,       ^  ^  ^w      - 

Mr,  PEPPER.    But  the  Senator  is  going  to  read  them? 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  would  hardly  agree  with  the  statement  of  the 

Senator  from  Florida  that  they  are  for  the  defense  of  America. 
Mr,  PEPPER.    Is  the  Senator  going  to  read  the  language 

at  the  beginning  of  the  seven  points,  as  follows: 


Confer  upon  the  President  full  wartime  power  to  prepare  and 
defend  America? 


HOLT.    Yes. 
PEPPER.    Very 


wen,  If   the  Senator  does   it   that 


Ishalldis- 


Mr. 

Mr. 
way 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  intend  to  do  it  in  my  own  time, 
cuss  each  of  the  pcints. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Will  the  Senator  point  out  very  clearly  in 
his  speech  that  the  power  which  the  Senator  from  Florida 
proposed  to  confer  was  not  upon  the  Senator  from  Florida,  but 
upon  the  duly  elected  President  of  the  United  States,  whom- 
ever he  may  happen  to  be  before  November  and  after  Novem- 
ber? 


V 
.»4 
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Mr.  HOLT.  That  is  correct.  I  intend  to  discuss  that  in  a 
moment.  Of  course  it  does  not  make  any  difference — any 
placing  of  power  in  the  hands  of  an  individual  is  the  same, 
whether  It  Is  here  or  suay  place  else.  But  I  was  very  much 
Interested  when  the  Senator  was  speaking — I  listened  to  him 
with  a  good  deal  of  interest — I  may  say  with  wonder,  when  he 
spcke  about  the  fact  that  he  wanted  us  to  stop  Hitler  and  just 
tear  him  apart.  He  Just  wanted  to  tear  him  apart,  and  he 
wanted  to  drop  a  drop  of  the  blood  in  Ohio,  he  wanted  to  drop 
a  drop  of  his  blood  in  Mississippi,  and  then  two  drops  of  blood 
In  South  America.  He  says  the  reason  he  wants  to  do  that  is 
that  Hitler  is  going  to  take  our  trade — and  I  wrote  down  the 
exact  langiiage — take  our  trade  away  from  us.  In  other 
words.  America  is  going  to  kill  her  soldiers,  her  boys  because 
of  trade. 

Mr.  PEPPER    Will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  not  the  Senator  recall  that  the  descrip- 
tion that  the  Senator  is  referring  to  was  used  by  the  Senator 
from  Florida  after  he  was  describing  the  suffering  that  Hitler 
had  brought  upon  the  world,  and  the  deaths  that  he  had 
caused  by  his  unprovoked  attack  in  bringing  on  this  war? 

Then  I  stated  in  substance,  after  describing  the  suffering 
and  the  deaths  that  he  had  brought  upon  the  world  by  his 
aggression,  that  as  retribution  for  what  he  has  done,  if  he 
received  his  justice,  that  is  what  would  happen. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  am  sorry  the  Senator,  after  an  hour  of 
thinking  it  over,  admits  the  same  thing — that  he  would  tear 
him  limb  from  limb,  scatter  his  blood  from  one  end  of  the 
world  to  the  other.  But  it  will  not  be  scattered  by  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  united  States  Senate.  Let  Senators  not  fool  them- 
selves about  that.  It  will  be  scattered  by  the  boys  who  are 
sent  to  spill  their  blood,  not  our  blood. 

The  Senator  speaks  of  our  country  spending  (2.000.000.000 
for  the  establishment  of  a  cartel,  because  of  Hitler.  It  is 
better  to  spend  $2,000,000,000  for  the  establishment  of  a 
cartel  than  it  is  to  sacrifice  the  bo3rs  of  the  United  States  on 
the  battlefields  of  Europe.  Yes;  it  is  a  great  deal  better  to 
do  that. 

The  Senator  speaks  about  how  much  we  are  spending 
because  of  Hitler.  If  we  get  into  this  war.  as  some  individuals 
might  like  to  see  us  do,  we  will  spend  that  money  more 
quickly  and  more  destruction  will  be  caused.  The  boys  will 
lose,  not  money,  which  is  something  that  can  be  replaced,  but 
they  will  lose  their  own  lives.  They  will  lose  their  lives  if 
we  continue  this  policy  of  intervention,  this  policy  of  involve- 
ment in  wars  abroad. 

The  Senator  says  that  he  Ls  in  favor  of  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine. And  in  the  next  breath  he  shows  he  is  not  in  favor 
of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

What  do  I  mean?  He  is  in  favor  of  one  part  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine,  which  says  to  Europe,  "Stay  out  of  Amer- 
ica." How  does  he  feel  about  the  other  part  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  which  tells  Europe  that  the  United  States  will  stay 
out  of  Elivope?  He  wants  to.  go  into  Europe  and  become 
Involved  in  Europe's  affairs.  He  does  not  believe  in  that 
part  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.  However,  he  believes  in  defending  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  over  here,  from  the  florida  ship  canal  down  to  the 
^wer  tip  of  South  America. 

Mr.  PEPPER  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Has  the  United  States  any  "fifth  column" 
oiTerating  in  Germany? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  could  not  say  as  to  that. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Have  the  Germans  any  "fifth  column"  oper- 
ating in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  HOLT.    Yes;  they  have;  and  so  have  the  English. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Have  the  Germans  any  "fifth  column"  oper- 
ating in  South  America? 

Blr.  HOLT.  Decidedly;  and  so  have  the  British.  The  Sen- 
ator does  not  seem  to  see  any  "fifth  column"  unless  it  has 
sojuething  Germanic  about  it. 


Mr.  PEPPER.  Will  the  Senator  be  good  enough  to  describe 
the  British  "fifth  column,"  comparable  to  the  German  "fifth 
column"  in  this  country  and  in  South  America? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so  by  explaining  who  the 
associates  of  the  Senator  from  Florida  are. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    The  only  trouble 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  a  point  of  order. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CLARK  cf  Missouri.  I  must  object  to  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  yielding  for  an3rthing  except  a  question. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  shall  he  glad  If  the  Senator  will  specify 
any  of  the  associates  of  the  Senator  from  Florida  who  he  sajrs 
are  comparable  to  the  German  "fifth  column"  In  the  United 
States.    Name  them  publicly. 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  shall  be  glad  to  name  them  for  the  Senator, 
starting  with  the  best  one,  Lord  Lothian,  with  whom  the 
.Senator  likes  to  have  tea. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Will  the  Senator  specify  one  time  when  the 
Senator  from  Florida  has  ever  had  tea  with  Lord  Lothian? 

Mr.  HOLT.     Yes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Let  the  Senator  name  It. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  remember  the  garden  party,  which  the  Sen- 
ator got  all  "diked  up"  to  attend. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Lord  Lothian  was  not  here  at  that  time. 
That  was  at  the  British  Embassy,  at  the  time  of  the  visit  of 
the  King  and  Queen  of  Great  Britain.  The  Senator  from 
Florida,  because  he  was  a  member  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Rela- 
'  tions  Committee,  received  an  invitation,  as  did  every  other 
Senator  who  was  a  member  of  the  committee.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  received  an  invitation. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  believe  finally  the  list  was  expanded. 

Mr.  HOLT.  That  is  true.  I  am  not  on  the  social  lists 
around  Washington. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Except  for  the  occasion  of  the  visit  of  the 
King  and  Queen,  when  the  Senator  from  Florida  attended 
the  garden  party,  does  the  Senator  know  of  any  time  when 
the  Senator  from  Florida  had  tea  with  the  British  Ambas- 
sador? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  shall  discuss  that  question  later. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  has  made  the  statement  on 
the  floor.    When  was  it? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  will  tell  the  Senator,  in  most  emphatic  lan- 
guage, a  nimiber  of  Instances  In  which  the  Senator  has  con- 
ferred. The  British  do  not  have  to  have  propagandists. 
They  have  native  American  propagtindists. 

As  to  my  invitation  to  the  tea,  let  me  discuss  that  with 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HOLT.  Just  a  moment.  I  have  the  floor,  and  I  wish 
to  discuss  with  the  Senator  the  tea  In  which  he  was  so  much 
interested.  He  said  that  I  did  not  receive  an  invitation.  I 
admit  that  at  first  I  did  not  receive  an  invitation.  That 
was  too  bad.  I  was  chagrined  because  I  was  not  invited  to 
go  and  kowtow  before  the  King  and  Queen,  and  wsdt  for  5 
minutes  after  the  King  and  Queen  walked  by  so  that  I  woxild 
not  follow  in  their  footsteps  and  step  on  the  place  where 
they  had  trod.  Sir  Ronald  Lindsay,  the  British  Ambassador 
at  that  time,  said  that  going  to  the  English  garden  party  was 
like  going  to  Heaven.  Only  a  few  got  to  go.  Of  course,  I 
was  not  one  who  was  entitled  to  go  to  the  English  heaven,  as 
was  the  Senator  from  Florida.  But  let  me  say  that  finally, 
when  the  invitation  was  given  to  me.  I  declined  because  I 
had  a  great  amount  of  work  to  do.  If  the  Senator  from 
Florida  could  have  waited  for  a  year,  he  could  have  gone  to 
the  same  Embassy  for  a  dollar  instead  of  having  to  buy  a 
new  suit  to  go  when  the  King  and  Queen  were  here. 
[Laughter.] 

Speaking  of  the  King  and  Queen,  I  should  like  to  quote 
from  Lord  Lothian's  magazine  about  how  the  King  and 
Queen  helped  to  luropagandlze  America.    He  discusses  the 
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visit  of  the  King  and  Queen.    I  have  that  document  some- 
where among  my  papers. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the  docu- 
ment to  which  I  refer  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in 
my  remarks.  It  deals  with  how  the  King  and  Queen  propa- 
gandized America. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  doctunent  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows; 

TH«  BOTAL  visrr 

Now  to  a  much  pleasanter  subject.  The  visit  of  the  King  and 
Queen  is  now  2  months  old,  but  Its  effects  remain  as  an  Important 
factor  operating  upon  American  public  opinion  toward  the  world 
problem  today.  Never  has  a  ceremonial  visit  gone  more  satisfac- 
torily, at  least  from  the  viewpoint  of  the  visited.  It  must  be  re- 
called that,  when  the  royal  couple  came.  British  policy  and  In  a 
eense  Great  Britain  Itaelf  were  rather  under  a  cloud  In  American 
eyes  The  abdication  crisis  had  never  been  accurately  understood 
here  and  Mr.  Chamberlains  policies  were  the  object  of  unre- 
strained criticism.  The  misunderstanding,  of  course,  dated  t>aclt 
at  least  to  Sir  John  Simon's  tenure  of  the  foreign  office  In  1932. 
The  composite  picture  was  one  m  which  the  British  ruling  classes 
came  off  very  poorlv  indeed  ^  ^^,       .  *. 

The  King  and  Queen  almost  completely  reversed  this  picture. 
They  typlfled  something  above  passing  cabinets;  they  typified  the 
real  British  nations— all  of  them.  First  of  all.  Americans  saw 
that  they  should  amend  their  Judgment  about  the  abdication  crtels. 
VlewlnR  the  queenllness  of  the  Queen,  they  realized  what  unspoken 
motives  had  been  Involved  in  the  British  decision  In  1937.  The 
Queen  s  triumph,  therefoie.  wiped  out  a  very  important  soxirce  of 
misunderstanding.  ^  ,  _...         ^ 

It  is  a  bit  more  dlfflcult  to  explain  how  the  royal  visit  made 
British  policy  In  recent  crises  more  comprehensible  and  attractive. 
The  fact  Is  simply  this:  The  King  and  Queen  were  so  very  human 
and  eraclcus  and  thoughtful,  so  altogether  faithful  and  appeallngln 
their  impersonation  of  the  British  nation,  that  people  said:  The 
good  old  British  They-re  net  down  yet.  Yes,  sir:  they  ve  got  a  lot 
of  good  qualities.     You  can  depend  on  them.     They  re  stUl  pretty 

^sfmllarly.  the  peculiar  kinship  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  was  symbolized  and  recognized  during  the  visit.  Few 
Americans  were  blind  to  the  slgnlttcance  of  King  George  s  wreath 
laid  on  George  Washington's  tomb,  and  few  failed  to  comment 
upon  It  Nothing  was  overdone  about  the  trip.  The  Itinerary  was 
appropriately  short,  although  it  was  fearfully  Intensive  for  the 
euests  and  the  absence  ot  all  outward  propaganda  efforts  was 
entirely  correct  All  the  same.  Great  Britain  got  more  propaganda, 
more  favorable  publlntv  spread  over  the  United  States  than  she 
has  had  Flnce  1918.  The  Importance  of  this  simple  factor  Is  not  to 
be  overlooked.  In  sum.  the  rcyai  visit  may  be  said  to  have  rehabili- 
tated British  character  In  American  eyes.  And  that  Is  no  smau 
achievement. 

Mr  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Florida  talks 
about  the  children  playing  on  the  Champs  Elysees  of  Paris 
and  how  they  did  not  know  anything  about  the  causes  of 
war  I  agree  with  him.  They  knew  nothing  in  the  world 
about  the  causes  of  the  1914-18  war,  but  its  cruel  hand  ac- 
tually pressed  upon  them.  But  the  diplomats  of  Prance,  who 
also  were  on  the  Champs  Elysees.  knew  about  the  causes  of 

The  Senator  asked  what  caused  that  war.  He  said  that 
no  treaties  were  involved.  I  thought  the  Senator  from 
Florida  was  a  better  student  of  international  affairs  than 
to  say  that  no  treaties  were  involved  in  the  war  of  1914-17. 
I  refer  him  to  the  book  of  the  able  former  Senator  from 
Oklahoma.  Robert  Owen,  who  showed  many  of  the  secret 
treaties  involving  Paris.  London,  Rome,  and  many,  many 
other  places  in  the  worid.  Oh.  yes;  those  treaties  were 
there.  The  children  did  not  know  about  them,  just  as  the 
children  do  not  know  about  the  treaties  and  deals  before  the 
present  war.    But  they  paid  the  penalty  thereof. 

The  Senator  talked  about  the  children  of  Germany,  and 
said  that  they  did  not  know  anything  about  the  suffering  of 
war.  Anyone  who  has  read  the  history  of  Germany,  and  of 
the  world,  knows  that  those  poor  unfortunate  chUdren  had 
no  choice  of  their  birthplace. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  should  like  to  finish  this  thought,  and  then 
I  shaU  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Those  children  had  no  choice  of  their  birthplace.  They 
were  born  in  Germany,  just  as  other  children  were  bom  in 
France:  and  as  a  result  of  the  terrible  war  thousands  of 
those  Uttle  children  in  Germany,  some  who  were  less  than  a 
year  old.  some  a  year  or  2  years  old,  were  starved  to  death. 
My  heart  goes  out  in  pity  to  them,  as  well  as  to  the  children 
of  all  other  nations. 


The  children  of  Germany  were  starved  as  a  result  of  the 
terrible  war.  They  deserve  the  pity  of  every  right-thinking 
person.  Deep  in  their  hearts  was  bitterness  and  hatred. 
They  are  the  men  who  are  marching  in  Europe  today.  They 
are  the  chUdren  who  were  starved  as  a  result  of  the  blockade. 
Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOLT.  Just  a  moment.  Those  are  the  children  who 
paid  the  price  of  war.  I  say  again  that  my  heart  went  out 
tc  all  of  them.  Those  children  had  no  choice  except  to  pay 
the  penalty  of  torture  for  many  years,  and  in  many  instances 
death.  The  children  of  almost  all  of  the  nations  of  Europe 
suffered  then.  We  read  in  the  newspapers  accounts  of  per- 
sons killed  by  the  bombing  attacks  of  Germany.  They  are 
terrible,  but  on  the  back  page  we  see  a  little  picture  of  a  child 
9  years  old.  an  American,  bom  In  the  United  States,  who  was 
killed  as  a  result  of  the  bombing  of  Germany.  The  Senator 
from  Florida  said  nothing  about  that. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  for  a 
question. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  ask  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  if  it 
is  not  a  fact  that  all  wars  bring  horror.    Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
there  are  still  living  within  the  United  States  persons  who 
saw  the  horror  of  the  Civil  War? 
Mr.  HOLT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Persons  still  living  saw  the  horror  that 
was  brought  about  in  the  South  by  the  march  of  Sherman 
from  Atlanta  to  the  sea.  All  wars  bring  horror.  Is  not  that 
a  fact? 

Mr.  HOLT.  War,  we  are  told,  brings  death,  taxes,  and 
widows;  yes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3^ejd  for  a 
question  before  he  passes  from  that  subject? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida  for  a 
question,  but  I  hope  to  hurry  on  to  what  I  intended  to  speak 
about  when  I  got  up  to  talk. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Very  well.  I  want  the  Senator  to  be  clear 
in  his  statement  before  he  leaves  the  subject. 

Did  the  German  Government  enter  the  war  in  1914,  and  in- 
vade Belgium  and  Prance,  in  self-defense? 

Mr.  HOLT.  No;  they  did  not.  Neither  did  England; 
neither  did  Russia;  neither  did  Prance  go  into  that  war  in 
self-defense.  They  went  in  for  trade — the  trade  the  Senator 
from  Florida  says  we  will  lose  if  we  do  not  go  into  war.  If 
we  must  choose  oiu"  trade,  or  our  children,  choose  our  chil- 
dren. The  best  market  for  America  is  within  America,  not 
looking  across  the  sea  to  some  foreign  market;  but  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  defended  the  Treaty  of  Versailles  when  even 
his  own  tutor.  Lord  Lothian,  will  not  do  that.  Yes;  he  de- 
fended the  Treaty  of  Versailles.  I  stood  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  last  year  and  read  into  the  Record  what  the  men  who 
drafted  the  Treaty  of  Versailles  said  about  it  years  afterward. 
It  was  one  of  the  most  vicious  treaties  in  the  history  of  the 
world;  and  I  may  say  that  the  roots  of  this  war,  the  roots  of 
Hitlerism,  go  back  to  the  Treaty  of  Versailles. 

Why  do  I  say  that?  Hitler  is  only  a  symbol  of  a  terrible 
economic  condition  in  Europe  caused  by  war.  Destroying 
Hitler  will  not  do  away  with  dictatorships.  Another  will  fol- 
low in  his  place.  The  only  way  to  cure  dictatorship  In  the 
world  Is  to  bring  about  economic  justice  for  the  country  so 
involved. 
Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOLT,  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida  for  a  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  If  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  charges 
the  Senator  from  Florida,  because  of  the  attitude  he  has 
taken  in  expressing  his  view  as  to  the  best  way  to  defend 
America,  with  being  the  tool  and  the  tutored  one  of  Lord 
Lothian,  I  suppose  If  the  effect  of  the  policy  of  the  able  Sena- 
tor from  West  Virginia  is  to  give  aid  and  comfort  to  Hitler, 
then  his  tutor  is  Herr  Thompson,  the  German  charge  d'affaires 
in  Washington. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Florida  that  I 
do  not  know  whom  he  is  talking  about.  I  never  met  him  in 
my  life;  but  my  purpose  is  not  to  give  aid  to  anybody  except 
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the  people  of  the  United  States.  I  am  not  pro  anything  ex- 
cept pro-American,  and  I  am  Ured  of  these  halfway  Anglo- 
philes talking  about  their  Americanism. 

Mr.  PEJ'PER.  What  is  the  word  for  Germanophiles  that  is 
comparable  to  Anglophiles? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  do  not  know.  The  Senator  sleeps  and 
dreams  it.    He  should  know. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  see  enough  of  it  here  in  the  Senate  to 
make  me  keep  it  in  my  mind.  too. 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  cannot  answer  the  Senator  in  his  nignt- 

mares  at  all.  ._    w  *w    o     „*«- 

But  what  does  the  seven-point  program  which  the  Senator 
wants  to  set  up  provide  for?  He  is  going  to  set  up  this  sup- 
posedly to  save  democracy  somewhere  else.  Let  me  read  these 
seven  points  in  order,  and  then  I  may  discuss  them,  or  I  may 
just  brush  them  aside;  but  here  they  are  as  given  by  the 
Senator  from  Florida: 

1    Confer   upon   the   President   full   wartime   power   to   prepare 

'"2  UnWe'LTdSrn.e  service,  so  that  every  citizen  may  be  best 
tra.ned  and  placed  for  the  countr5'"8  defense^ 

3    Confer  upon  the  President  power  to  suspend  all  rules,  regu 
latloiJ   and'^SC.tute..    Including    Army^  Navy    .^^^^    departmentai 
seniority  rejmlatlonfl.   which    in   his   Judgment   Interfere   with   the 
™?mum^d  in  the  production.  tranaporUtion,  or  manufacture 

°^ ^^OMter^up^n  \he  President  power  to  suspend  the  present  debt 
limitation  If  in  hU  Judgment  such  llmltaUon  interferes  with  the 
maximum  speed  of  the  defense  program. 

5  Grant  the  President  the  authority  to  aid  In  material  or  credit 
thc»e  countries  and  nations  which  in  his  Judgment  at  this  time 
constitute  Americas  first  line  of  defense. 

6  The  President  and  the  Congress  to  begin  Immediately  tne 
preparation  and  the  adoption  of  a  defense  budget  and  a  tax 
program  adequate  for  the  national  defense. 

I  am  looking  for  the  seventh  proposal. 
Mr.  PEPPER.    Let  me  get  the  seventh  while  the  Senator 
is  at  it.    May  I  read  it  to  him,  or  does  he  think  he  will  find 

It  there? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  cannot  find  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Would  the  Senator  mind  my  reading  it  and 
letting  him  compare  it  with  his  recollection  as  I  read  it. 

Mr.  HOLT.     Oh.  no;  I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  PEPPER  treading]: 

Confer  on  the  President  the  power  to  take  Into  custody,  for 
the  duration  of  the  deferwe  effort,  all  aliens  whose  freedom  would 
in  hla  opinion  Jeopardise  the  defense  program. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Those  are  the  seven  points.  Give  to  one 
man  authority  to  wipe  out  any  law.  Give  him  authority  to 
do  away  with  the  acts  that  have  protected  labor,  secured 
after  many,  many  srears  of  struggle  for  labor.  Allow  the 
commandeering  of  any  plant  that  is  necessary,  just  at  the 
instance  of  one  man.  Draft  evenrbody  in  the  country  for 
universal  service.  Repeal  the  Johnson  Act,  and  give  away 
our  credits  and  our  materials  at  the  instance  of  one  man — 
— no  authority  other  than  that — and  do  all  these  things  in  the 
name  of  democracy.  In  the  name  of  democracy,  set  up  a 
dictatorship  which  is  comparable  to  the  Germanic  and  other 
dictatorships  in  the  world.  Give  to  one  man  power  to  con- 
trol America,  and  do  it  in  the  name  of  democracy. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senate  that  when  we  have  that  type 
of  democracy,  the  Senator  from  Florida  is  willing  to  give 
an  the  reforms  of  a  century  into  the  hands  of  one  man  in 
order  that  democracy  may  be  chased  somewhere  else  in  the 

world. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
another  question? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  for  another  question. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Did  the  Senator  see  that  the  last  of  the 
proposals  was.  "These  powers  to  continue  only  for  the  dura- 
tion of  the  emergency"? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  saw  that,  yes;  but  the  Senator.  I  believe, 
will  find  that  we  are  now  in  the  sixty-second  emergency 
since  President  Roosevelt  has  been  in  power.  [Laughter.l 
I  thinfc  it  is  the  sixty-second.  I  am  not  quite  sure.  He  de- 
clare*, emergencies.  Nobody  else  declares  them  under  our 
statute.  Tlje  President  declares  the  emergency,  and  then 
takes  all  these  powers.  I  want  to  say  that  no  bad  man  should 
bave  that  much  power,  and  no  good  man  would  want  it. 
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The  question  of  power  is  what  this  war  is  supposedly  being 
fought  about,  but  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  shall  not 
discuss  his  speech  any  more  tonight.  I  want  to  go  on  to 
another  angle  which  I  also  spoke  about  yesterday  afternoon, 
and  that  is  this: 

Yesterday  and  today  there  has  been  much  discussion  about 
the  appointment  of  Henry  L.  "Wrong  Horse"  Stimson.  I 
think  his  nickname  is  "Wrong  Horse."  or  something  like 
that— and  Frank  Knox,  to  the  Cabinet  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  Of  course,  everybody  knows  that  these  war 
jingoists  are  put  in  as  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Whmxeh  1  said,  as  the  result  of  the  creation  of  a  war  Cabinet. 
"Oh."  they  say.  "just  brush  it  aside;  it  signifies  nothing"; 
but  I  was  called  this  morning  by  another  Senator,  who  said, 
"Do  you  know  that  the  National  Defense  Council  has  apH 
pointed  Mr.  Stacy  May  as  Economist  of  the  National  Defense 
Council?"  I  said.  "No;  I  do  not  even  know  Mr.  May";  but 
we  got  on  the  telephone,  and  I  called  the  National  Defense 
Council,  and  they  said  Mr.  Stacy  May  was  there,  but  he  was 
not  in  just  at  that  time. 

Who  is  Stacy  May?  He  is  one  of  the  30  men  who  signed 
the  petition  asking  for  a  declaration  of  war  on  Germany. 
What  did  he  ask  for?  I  read  just  one  paragraph,  and  then 
I  shall  ask  for  the  entire  statement  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,    This  ii;  what  Mr.  May  signed: 

by  declaring  that  a  state  of  war  exists  between  this  country  and 
Germany 

For  this  reason  alone,  and  irrespective  of  specific  uses  of  our 
resources  thereafter,  the  United  States  should  immediately  give 
ofllclal   recognition  to  the  fact  and   to  the   logic  of  the  situation 

Mr.  Stacy  May.  on  June  9  of  this  year,  signed  a  manifesto 
asking  for  our  country  to  declare  war  on  Germany,  and 
now  he  is  being  appointed  as  economist  of  the  National 
Defense  Council. 

The  entire  statement  signed  by  Stacy  May  and  others  is 
shown  in  the  news  column,  as  follows: 

WAX  ON  KKICH  TJKCXD  TO  CXUSH  THBEAT  TO  UNHID  STATES THIXT T  LAW- 

TEBS,    BDSINCSSMCN,    XDUCATOHS,    AND    WXITEBS    SXS    MYTH    IN    NXU- 
TKAUTT 

WASHntcTON,  June  9. — Thirty  American  educators,  lawyers,  writ- 
ers and  businessmen — speaking  as  Individuals — urged  in  a  state- 
ment today  that  the  United  States  declare  war  on  Germany. 

"In  the  German  view,"  their  statement  said,  "the  .American  de- 
fense program  means  that  the  United  SUte*  has  already  Joined  with 
Great  Britain  and  France  in  opposing  the  Nazi  drive  for  world  domin- 
ion— m  the  American  view,  Nazi  Germany  Is  the  mortal  enemy  of 
our  Ideals,  our  institutions,  and  our  way  of  life. 

"What  we  have,  what  we  are,  and  what  we  hope  to  be  can  now 
be  most  effectively  defended  on  the  line  in  France  held  by  General 
Weygand."  The  frontier  of  our  national  Interest  U  now  on  the 
Somme. 

"Therefore,  all  disposable  air,  naval,  military,  and  material  re- 
sources of  the  United  States  should  t>e  made  avaUable  at  once  to 
help  maintain  our  common  front." 

"But  such  resoiu'ces  cannot  be  made  avaUable  fast  enough  to 
hold  the  German  Army  In  check  on  the  European  continent  or  to 
prepare  for  the  eventual  attack  on  American  interests  so  long  as 
the  United  States  remains  legally  neutral — Nation-wide  endorse- 
ment of  the  defense  program  shows  that  the  American  people  has 
ceaaed  to  be  neutral  In  any  other  sense. 

"For  this  reason  alone,  and  Irrespective  of  specific  uses  of  our 
resources  thereafter,  the  United  States  sho\ild  immediately  give 
official  reccgnition  to  the  fact  and  to  the  logic  of  the  situation — 
by  declaring  that  a  state  of  war  exists  between  this  country  and 
Germany. 

"Only  in  this  constitutional  manner  can  the  energies  be  massed 
which  are  indispensable  to  the  succeasftil  proaecutlon  of  a  program 
of  defense." 

It  Is  said  it  is  just  another  appointment.  Why  on  earth, 
with  all  of  the  economists  of  whom  we  have  heard  for  years, 
did  the  National  Defense  Council  have  to  go  out  and  pick 
this  one  individual  as  their  economist — the  man  who  asked 
for  a  declaration  of  war  on  Germany? 

Oh.  these  straws  in  the  wind  point  to  one  thing,  and  one 
thing  alone.  This  administration  is  one  the  road  to  war, 
is  getting  ready  for  war. 

As  I  have  stated,  a  country  does  not  always  declare  war 
to  get  in  war.  I  have  said  many  times  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  that  a  nation  does  not  always  declare  war  on  a 
nation.  It  can  create  incidents  by  which  another  can  and 
will  declare  war  on  it;  but  it  kills  just  as  many  boys,  it  costs 
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Just  as  much  money,  and  it  creates  just  as  much  havoc  and 
disaster  as  the  first  way. 

I  say  that  any  man  who  would  deliberately  create  Inci- 
dents of  war  in  order  to  force  another  naUon  to  have  an 
overt  act  as  an  excuse  for  declaring  war  on  us  is  taking  us 
to  war  and  every  instance  in  recent  weeks  has  been  calcu- 
lated to  insult  and  to  attack  nations  of  the  world  with  which 
we  are  at  peace;  and.  as  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
said,  what  nation  in  the  world  has  done  anything  to  the 
United  States  Government? 

The  individuals  who  are  interested  in  war  are  the  boys 
who  sit  back  in  the  armchairs  and  tell  the  other  boys  how  to 
win  the  war.    If  I  had  felt  as  the  Senator  from  Florida  did 
about  Hitler  and  our  danger.  I  would  not  have  been  in  the 
Senate  half  as  long  as  he  has  been;  I  would  be  on  the  way. 
on  the  clipper,  to  go  over  there  and  stop  Hitler  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean.    He  wants  someone  else  to  do  the 
stopping.    Members  of  the  Senate  are  exempt.    We  do  not 
have  to  go  to  war.    U  in  his  heart  the  Senator  from  Florida 
feels  that  HiUer  is  going  to  do  the  things  he  has  said  he  is 
going  to  do— that  he  is  going  to  destroy  our  country  as  he 
says  he  is  going  to  destroy  it— why  does  he  not  enUst.  Instead 
of  making  us  run  to  the  cloakroom  and  get  our  trench  hel- 
mets daily  because  he  tells  how  Hitler  is  coming  over  the 
Potomac  the  next  day? 

I  do  not  think  the  historians  will  devote  so  much  time  to 
looking  over  the  record  to  see  what  certain  individual  Sena- 
tors think  or  say.  but  I  also  am  willing  to  let  historians  be  the 
Judge  of  what  is  happening  here,  and  they  wiU  see.  not  a 
replica  of  1914-17,  not  that,  because  we  did  not  deUberately  in 
all  instances  try  to  create  that.  *_4     j 

When  I  rose  I  wanted  to  discuss  propaganda  for  my  friena. 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  BvnNEs].  but  since  he 
is  not  here  and  has  not  been  here.  I  shall  not  do  so.  I  shaU 
discuss  that  and  other  matters  I  had  hoped  to  talk  about  at 
a  later  time. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  ^Mr.  Ellender  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield.  ^  *»,,  u  fv,,.  <c  « 

Mr   BONE     I  hope  the  Senator  does  not  think  this  is  a 

replica  of  1914-17.    We  are  going  about  10  times  as  fast  into 

the  war  as  we  did  then.    Does  the  Senator  understand  that? 

Mr.  HOLT.    That  is  correct.  ,    .  .         ^ 

Mr   BONE      We  are  going  about  10  times  as  fast  towara 

war  now  as  before  and  making  no  pretense  of  going  in  the 

other  direction.    If  we  go  into  the  war.  we  will  have  no  excuse 

to  offer  posterity  for  having  done  so.  ,„    v.;     *^» 

Mr     HOLT     I    thank    the    Senator    from    Washington. 

Everyone  knows  that  step  after  step  has  been  progress  toward 

^^^ii^'sS^"' Mr'pTesident,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr  BONE  We  will  have  no  need  to  call  on  posterity  to 
appraise  our  actions.  They  will  do  it  without  the  aid  of  any 
JKer  of  the  Senate.  History  is  being  written  here  day 
after  day.  hour  after  hour,  and  it  will  never  be  unwritten 
no  matter  what  any  Senator  here  says.  The  future,  if  there 
WiU  be  any  future,  if  it  has  a  system  of  schools  and  anything 
St  ^ter  we  get  through  the  next  war  if  PeoP\e  are  capable 
of  appraising  anything,  can  find  anything  to  eat  so  that  they 
^U  have  strength  to  appraise  what  is  going  on.  they  will  do 

'^LTo^rf  tiS'senator  concludes,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
some  reference  was  made  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  today 
to  a  soldier  who  had  had  his  legs  shot  o^- ^"^_^J.%^fJ' 
very  eager  to  have  this  country  do  something— God  knows 
wSt  it  wa^at  this  stage  I  should  like  to  put  something  into 
the  Record,  if  the  Senator  will  yield.  e««ofor  frnm 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

Washington.  ,  w„^^  i.,  <» 

Mr  BONE.  This  Uttle  pamphlet  I  have  In  my  hand  Js  in 
such  shape  that  I  cannot  put  it  into  the  Record  I  w^h  I 
could  have  it  reproduced  so  that  everyone  in  the  Umted 
States  a)uld  read  it.    This  is  from  the  Quentin  Roosevelt 


Post,  veterans  of  Foreign  Wars.  It  contains  seven  Uttle  ^- 
toonk.  besides  some  printed  matter.  The  f^st  cartoon  Is ^a 
picture  of  Uncle  Sam  exchanging  war  munitions  for  money 
with  Grea*  Britain,  and  under  it  this  appears: 

Nazi  aggressions  arouse  sympathy  and  »ndi8"a"°^ J,?  .J^gJ 
States.  FU^st  step,  to  "use  every  m«th°d  short  of  ^^  *«  ^e^p 
Allies  win.  Slogans:  "They  are  fighting  our  war.  Hiuer  musi, 
be  stopped." 

Mr    HOLT.    Let  me  ask  the  Senator  whether  he  knows 
any  fellows  who  want  HiUer  stopped  who  are  volunteering  to 

^^  Mr  ^BONE.  Oh.  no.  The  CivU  War  was  fought  by  boys, 
little  feUows.  who  did  not  know  what  it  was  all  about.  My 
father  said  that  after  Gettysburg,  when  he  waUced  over  tne 
field  after  Pickett's  charge,  the  poor  devils  lying  on  the  QeiQ. 
covering  the  ground,  dressed  in  poor,  nondescript,  butternut 
coats  were  boys  from  the  State  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  I  Mr.  Reynolds]  who  sits  before  me,  and  other 
States  of  the  South,  poor,  hungry  devils,  who  did  not  know 
what  it  was  all  about.    They  were  mere  boys. 

My  mother  had  two  brothers  who  are  buried  at  Spottsyl- 
vania.  one  of  them  16.  Does  anyone  suppose  that  kid  knew 
what  aU  the  momentous  issues  in  the  Civil  War  were?  He 
just  saw  the  fiags  waving  and  heard  the  drums  beating  and 
let  the  wise  men.  like  you  and  me,  send  him  out  to  his  deatn. 
That  is  why  we  are  in  the  fix  we  are  in  today. 

Mr  HOLT.  Did  not  the  Senator  say  a  few  days  ago  that 
certain  officials  of  business  stated  that  it  was  unwise  to  aUow 
them  to  make  only  7  percent  on  their  investments,  while  at 
the  same  time  they  are  going  to  take  the  entire  investment  of 

a  boy — his  life?  j  tw  *  i- 

Mr  BONE.  That  is  the  way  we  handle  war,  and  tnat  is 
thp  way  we  wiU  handle  it  ayain.  We  will  take  aU  the  boys 
out  and  have  them  shot  to  death  for  some  vague  cause  or 
other  draft  100  percent  of  their  bodies,  and  some  of  our 
businessmen  will  remain  at  home  squawking  their  heads  off 
because  we  do  not  let  them  make  50  percent  profit. 

If  we  had  any  sense,  the  moment  war  was  declared  we 
would  draft  every  factory  in  the  United  States  and  serve 
notice  that  we  would  not  let  anyone  make  a  profit  That 
is  the  kind  of  war  it  is  going  to  be  in  any  event.  That  is  the 
way  it  is  going  to  work  out.  By  the  time  we  are  through 
paying  for  it  there  wiU  not  be  any  profit  for  anyone.  That 
is  the  price  of  total  war.  But  I  am  getting  off  the  track^  I 
want  to  put  this  pamphlet  in  the  Record.  The  second  little 
cartoon  in  this  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  pamphlet  is  a  pic- 
ture of  England  and  France  carrying  away  munitions. 

The  quotation  is : 

Aviation  and  munitions  industry  expand  to  fill  orders.  When 
Ames  ruS  out  oT  cash.  United  States  must  make  loans  or  clow 
factorlersicgan:  "Send  money-not  troops."  Despite  huge  pub- 
lic debt.  Congress  votes  loan. 

Where  does  that  point  now?  We  have  to  do  that,  and 
we  are  getting  ready  to  do  something— I  do  not  know  what 

it  is. 
Cartoon  No.  3— caption: 


TTnitPd  states  has  large  cash  Investment  In  Allied  cause.  When 
th?c^I?n  on  manpower  threatens  Allied  defeat.  United  States  de- 
ciaref  war.  sends  A.  E.  F.     No.  2  slogan:  "Save  Democracy." 

The  fourth  cartoon: 

cost  of  A  E  F  No.  2.  plus  continued  Allied  loans,  plus  original 
pubTlc  debt,' ruins  United  States  credit.  Only  solution  is  Inflation. 
Slogan:  -win  with  war  Dollars."  Cost  of  living  skyrockets.  Print- 
ing-press dollars  depreciate. 

Cartoon  No.  5  shows  a  munitions  plant  with  a  lot  of  troops 
in  front  of  it.    The  caption  is: 

Oan  between  Income  and  living  costs  grows.  Labor  and  farmer* 
strTki^  SStlal  law  declared.  United  Slates  abandons  democracy. 
tJcomes  dictatorship^  P^  Is  rationed.  Thousands  sent  to  con- 
centratlon  camps. 

Cartoon  No.  6  shows  a  fire  out  in  the  woods  and  men 
standing  and  sitting  around  it.  One  man  stands  in  front 
of  it  with  his  arms  uplifted  and  talking.  A  large  audience 
sits  on  the  other  side.    The  caption  is: 

Dictatorship  drains  United  States  of  dollars  and  men.  Hunger 
anS  casualty  ?ls?s  grow.  United  States  rebellion,  sick  of  war.  gather 
fcecretly  to  hear  patriots  demand  "Peace  and  democracy. 
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Cartoon  No.  7  chows  a  number  of  persons,  two  or  three 
women  and  a  child  and  a  wounded  man,  sitting  amidst  the 
ruins  of  buildings.    The  caption  is: 

Hunger  and  tyranny  become  unbearabte.  Moba  overcone  toldlers 
and  police.  Destruction  and  death  are  rampant.  Unbxirled  dead 
breed  plagues.     United  States  lies  In  ruins. 

Then  comes  the  statement  of  the  Lieutenant  Quentin 
Roosevelt  Post,  No.  10,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  Brooklyn, 
N.  Y.: 

in  HAVB  PKACS  AMI)  nocmuTT 


WAB  AKD  BISK   DISASTOIt 

That  la  tb«  real  qiiestlon  we  face  wben  we  decide  tb«  answer  to 
Kurope't  propaganda. 

Wc  can  have  peace.  Adequate  military  defenae  and  the  proteo- 
tloo  oX  ctir  oceans  will  guarantee  tie  agalnet  aggreeeora. 

We  can  have  prosperity  if  we  devote  oureelvee  to  the  solution  of 
our  domeettc  problems. 

But  we  wUl  have  war  If  we  continue  to  meddle  in  Kurope's  con- 
flict We  know  this  u  true  because  it  happened  to  ua  in  1917. 
Shall  we  continue  to  follow  our  old  footprints  down  the  road  to  war? 

The  result  of  the  laet  war  should  make  us  cautlotis.  The  sod  on 
the  graves  of  our  dead  Is  ettll  fresh  and  the  hoeplUls  are  still  filled 
with  our  wounded.  The  curses  of  our  ungrateful  Alllee  etill  ring  in 
our  ears  when  we  remind  them  of  their  loans.  The  unemploved  arc 
an  unaolved  problem  of  the  depreealon  caused  by  the  war.  The  coat 
of  the  war  is  itiu  wrltun  In  red  ink  on  the  ledgers  of  otir  Treasury.: 

In  spite  of  the  Insulu  hurled  at  us  by  the  Allies  for  being  Urdy,i 
stingy,  and  ttnUd  we  were  lucky  to  have  entered  the  war  so  late.> 
Our  enemy  coUapeed  before  our  resotircea  of  wealth  and  manpower 
bad  become  seriously  impaired.  Had  we  our  present  public  debt,; 
Inflation  would  certainly  have  come.  At  the  rate  at  which  we  lost: 
men  in  battle,  it  would  not  have  taken  long  for  the  United  Statea 
to  face  real  disaster.  ! 

If  the  United  8t.at«a  enters  the  war  under  the  present  handicaps.' 
these  Imaglnrd  disasters  may  soon  become  reality.  Then  we  would; 
find  oureelvee  living  under  a  dictatorship,  our  democracy  and  free-' 
dom  a  dream,  taxed  to  starvation  to  buy  munitions  of  war.  The- 
end  might  be  chaoe  and  revolution. 

Knowing  the  rUk.  the  veteran  Is  conunitted  to  the  cause  of  peace> 
for  America. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator; 
from  West  Virginia  yield  to  me  for  the  purpose  of  asking  tbe| 
Senator  from  Washington  a  question? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Do  I  understand  this  is  a  resolu-| 
Uon  adopted  by  an  organization  of  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars?j 

Mr.  BONE.  It  came  to  me  this  morning  from  the  Lieu- 
tenant Quentin  Roosevelt  Poet.  No.  10.  of  Brooklyn.  N.  Y.       j 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Having  in  mind  that  everyone' 
Who  belongs  to  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  must  be  a  man 
or  woman  who  has  followed  the  flag  overseas,  in  a  combat* 
organization,  is  the  Senator  from  Washington  not  afraid  that! 
by  reading  this  thing  he  may  subject  the  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars,  overseas  veterans,  to  the  suggestion  that  they  may  be 
members  of  the  "fifth  column"?    The  Senator  from  Florida  is! 
not  on  the  floor,  and  I  regret  that  he  is  not.  but  if  he  were 
present,  I  am  certain  that  he  would  believe  that  any  over- 
seas veteran  who  adopted  such  resolutions  as  that  were  mem- 
bers of  the  "fifth  column."    Tliey  are  probably  members  of 
the  "first  column." 

Mr.  BONE.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  that 
I  read  this  to  the  Senate  becau.se  the  Senator  from  Florida 
had  stated  on  the  floor  that  he  had  talked  to  some  chap  who 
had  lost  a  leg  in  the  World  War.  and  I  gathered  from  what 
he  said  that  this  soldier  wanted  us  to  go  into  another  war 
and  have  more  boys  lose  their  legs  in  the  noble  cause  of  de- 
mocracy across  the  sea,  and  he  rather  left  the  impression,  at 
least  I  gathered  it,  that  the  veteran  wanted  the  country  to 
get  into  the  war.  I  believe  all  the  veterans  I  have  met  wanted 
us  to  keep  out  of  war. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Neither  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington nor  anyone  else  would  have  the  effrontery  to  say  that 
an  organization  composed  of  men  and  women,  all  of  whom  . 
had  served  overseas,  which  Is  a  requisite  for  membership  in  _ 
the  organization,  had  no  right  to  express  themselves  in  the 
manner  referred  to,  without  being  dubbed  "fifth  columnists."  : 

Mr.  BONE.    I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  and  : 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  that  I  have  spoken  before 
organizations  of  the  V.  F.  W.    I  have  never  found  one  of 
them  that  did  not  bitterly  oppose  otur  entry  into  another  war. 
They  want  us  to  mind  our  own  biisiness,  to  take  care  of  our 


domestic  problems,  and  that,  if  we  enter  any  war,  it  will  be  in 
the  defense  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  They  are  probably  "fifth  column- 
ists." I  will  say  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BONE.  Well,  I  am  quite  bewildered  by  all  the  slogans. 
Tet  we  went  through  the  same  thing  in  1917.  The  coimtry 
then  was  full  of  slogans.    The  sloganeers  were  busy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  A  distinguished  American  said  the  country 
was  the  victim  of  slogans.  We  have  had  the  slogan:  "Re- 
member the  Maine." 

We  have  had  the  ilogan  "Tippecanoe  and  Tyler,  too." 

Of  course,  they  were  accompanied  by  much  breast-beatlnff. 

The  American  claims  he  is  not  an  emotional  animal.  But 
he  is  the  most  emotional  animal  on  earth.  Whm  ha  hatei 
be  hates  something  venemously.  When  he  loves,  he  loves 
PMsionately. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Was  the  Senator  here  this  afternoon  when 
the  Senator  from  Florida  wanted  to  tear  Hitler  limb  from 
limb  and  sprinkle  his  blood  throughout  the  world? 

Mr.  BONE.    It  sounds  natural 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield  to  me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Washington  if  he  would  want  to  accept  the  opinion 
of  such  an  organization  as  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars, 
every  man  and  woman  of  whom  must  have  served  overseas 
to  be  a  member  of  that  organization,  against  the  opinion 
of  the  Senator  from  Florida?  I  heard  the  Senator  from 
Florida  say  here  the  other  day  that  he  had  made  a  speech 
at  Chicago,  and  I  am  informed  that  the  Veterans  of  For- 
eign Wars  got  up  and  took  their  banners  and  walked  out 
when  the  Senator  from  Florida  started  to  speak.  If  the 
Senator  from  Washington  wants  to  accept  the  opinions  of 
the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  against  the  opinion  of  the 
Senator  from  Florida,  that  is  his  responsibility.  I  would 
not  dare  to  do  that. 

Mr.  BONE.  No;  unhappy  wight  that  I  am,  I  would  not 
undertake  any  such  task. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Did  not  the  Senator  know  that  the  Senator 
from  Florida  served  7  weeks  in  the  S.  A.  T.  C? 

Mr.  BONE.     I  am  a  little  vague  as  to  what  that  is. 

Mr.  HOLT.  That  is  the  Student  Army  Training  Corps, 
composed  of  those  who  went  to  school  and  got  paid  in  1917 
and  1918  while  training. 

Mr.  BONE.    I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  want  the  Senator  to  know  that  the  Senator 
from  Florida  has  a  war  record. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  assume  that  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia has  no  objection  to  my  placing  this  anti-Florida  docu- 
ment in  the  Record.  It  merely  tells  a  rather  pathetic  story 
of  the  boys  who  were  overseas,  and  indicates  a  little  of  how 
they  view  the  situaUon.  The  Senator  has  no  objection  to  my 
putting  this  in  the  Record  on  his  time? 

Mr.  HOLT.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  ask  that  the  matter  to  which  I  have  referred 
be  printed  in  the  Rxcord. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord,  as  follows: 

PsifSioirB  AifD  Peace 
(Distributed  by  the  Lieutenant  Quentin  Roosevelt  Poet.  Veterans 

of  Foreign  Wars) 

THE  KOAO  TO  WAB 

1.  Nazi  aggresalons  arouse  sympathy  and  Indignation  In  United 
States  First  step,  to  "xise  every  method  short  of  war'"  to  help  Allies 
win.  Slogan*;  "They  are  fighting  our  war."  'HiUer  must  be 
stopped." 

2.  Aviation  and  munitions  Industry  expand  to  fill  orders  When 
Allies  run  out  of  cash.  United  States  must  make  loans  or  dose 
factories.  Slogan,  "Send  money— not  troops."  Despite  huge  public 
debt.  Congress  votes  lean. 

3.  United  States  has  large  cash  investment  In  Allied  cause 
When  the  drain  on  manpower  threatens  Allied  defeat  I7nlte<l 
BUtcs  declarea  war.  aeiuU  A.  S.  P.   No.  2  alogan.  ''Save  democracy  " 
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4  Coat  erf  A  K  P  No  a.  plus  continued  Allied  loans,  plus  orlglniil 
publS^ebt.  tufns  unite?'  State,  credit.  Only  »°l>>"on  JV^^^^fj 
Blc«an-"Wln  with  war  dollar*."    Coat  of  Uvlng  akyrocket*.    Prlnt- 

^s'^Gap  i°tw'^n'l?c'S;;^d  Uvlng  co^  grc^.  ^.^-^J^S? 
etrlke  Martial  law  declared.  United  States  abandons  <»«nocracy, 
Seo^es  mSatorshlp.     Food  U  rationed.     Thousands  sent  to  con- 

^r  D;i°trtSSi?draln*  United  SUte.  of  doUar.  and  men  Hu^er 
and  cMU^TlUtrpw.  United  Statea.  rebellious  sick  of  war. 
t^th.^  WriLv  to  hear  oatrlou  demand  peace  and  democracy. 
"^7  HuSS  ind  ^JSoSy  SelSrunbS^«We-  Mob.  overcome 
•oWlS^Xd  pJSoe.  oSSictlon  and  death  are  rampant.  Unburled 
Sid  breed  plaguea.    United  8Ut«a  lie*  In  ruin*. 

BtULL    Wl   HAVE  FEACl   AKD   FaoaJOirT— OB   WAE   km   EISX   DiaAWWf 

That  is  the  real  question  we  face  wben  we  decide  ttoe  anewer  to 

■^e^cIn^vrpSSi.  ,Adequa^»Ult^  djf-r-.  jnd^»-  prot«>- 
tlon  of  our  ocean*  will  guarant**  u»  agalnat  W«^«>"- 
W.  can  have  proeperlty  If  w*  devote  oureelft*  to  the  aolutkm  of 

met     we  know  thi.  is  true  b^"?  "  ^i^»S*?  .^  ? ^Jd  ti 
Bball  w*  continue  to  follow  our  old  footprintt  down  tM  roaa  to 

^^The  reeuiu  of  the  U*t  war  rtumld  make  u*  cautlou*.  The  eod  on 
.  thlgfa^rt  our  dJad  1.  .tlU  fre^  and  the  bo5e"*»;,*f« -^  ,fi"?l 
imh  our  wounded.  The  cureea  of  our  ungrateful  Alllee  etUl  ring 
in  our^rXen  we  remind  them  of  their  Joan*.  Tb^HP'^f^J^ 
ire  an  unsolved  problem  of  the  depression  caused  by  the  war. 
^e  ^t  ofthewM  U  .tUl  written  In  red  Ink  on  the  ledgers  of  our 

^S'iSfte  of  the  InnilU  hurled  at  u*  by  the  Allies  for  being  tardy, 
•tlngy  and  timid,  we  were  lucky  to  have  entered  the  war  so  late. 
Our  enemy  collapsed  before  our  resource  of  wealth  and  man- 
power had  become  seriously  Unpaired.  Had  we  our  Pref  nt  PubUc 
debt,  inflation  would  certainly  have  come.  At  the  rate  «t  which  we 
l"t  meTln  battle  It  would  not  have  taken  long  for  the  United 
States  to  face  real  disaster.  ^      ^^  »  w«   ^i/..». 

U  the  United  States  enters  the  war  under  the  present  handicaps, 
these  imagined  disasters  may  soon  become  reality.  Then  we  would 
find  ourselves  living  under  a  dictatorship,  our  democracy  and  free- 
dom  a  dream,  taxed  to  starvation  to  buy  munitions  for  war.  The 
end  might  be  chaos  and  revolution. 

Knowing  the  risk,  the  veteran  1*  committed  to  the  cause  of 
peace  for  America. 

wnx  rr  be — peac«  and  pkwsions  oa — WAa  and  penctls 
That  Is  the   veterans'   problem.    It   Is   their   special  reason   for 
wanting  the  United  States  to  remain  at  peace. 

Veterans  are  reaching  the  limit  of  their  employable  a|f •  Mfi^y 
axe  jobless  and  have  little  hope  of  future  employment.  Their  only 
adutlon  to  their  problem  Is  a  pension.     Pensions  mean  ^°J^^y-. 

The  tremendous  cost  of  war  would  put  off  pensions  indefinitely. 
It  would  even  bring  to  an  end  present  veterans'  welfare  benefits. 

In  the  event  of  war.  doctors,  medicines,  and  beds  would  be 
drafted.     The   hospitals   would   be   emptied  of    veterans   to   make 

wav  for  new  casualties.  ^    ,^  ., 

The  tempo  of  war  speeds  up  Industry  beyond  Its  peaaetlme 
rate  of  production  with  more  machines,  not  more  men;  and  the 
belt  line  is  becoming  too  fast  for  the  veteran  now.  It  would  be 
Impossible  for  him  to  benefit  by  wartime  Jobs. 

The  oroblems  of  the  veteran  cannot  be  solved  by  war.  so— 
Join  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  and  Join  the  drive  for  peace 

*"      ^LlUnXNANT  QUENXm  ROOSSVELT  POST.  NO.  10.  V.  P.  W., 

Brooklyn.  N.  7. 

Mr  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  we  received  a  mes- 
sage that  Col.  Prank  Knox  was  to  be  named  as  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  I  am  sure  that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
would  not  appoint  a  man  who  was  not  absolutely  truthful. 
He  would  appoint  only  a  man  upon  whom  he  could  depend. 
That  would  be  natural.  That  would  be  expected.  So  I 
wish  to  read  to  the  Senate  what  Colonel  Knox  said  on  the 
24th  day  of  September  1936 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield  to  me  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting  the  absence  of  a 

^"mt^OLT.    I  have  no  objection,  but  I  do  not  particularly 

care 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Since  the  nomination  of  Colonel 
Knox  is  coming  before  the  Senate,  as  I  indicated  yesterday 
the  matter  of  his  expressions  is  of  such  importance  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  present  to  hear 
the  expressions  of  Colonel  Knox.  Also,  if  the  Senator  has 
any  expressions  from  Colonel  Stlmson,  I  shall  later  ask  for  a 
quonim  to  hear  them.  m    *■ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  west 
Virginia  yield  for  that  purpose? 
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Mr  HOLT.    I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     I  suggest  the   absence  ol  » 

^"tSTpRESIDINO  OPnCER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  caUed  the  roU.  and  the  foUowlng  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrew. 

Asburst 

Bailey 

Bankbead 

Barkley 

BUbo 

Bone 

Brldces 

Brown 

Byrd 

Byrne* 

Capper 

Caraway 

Cbandler 

Cbavei 

CUrk,  Idabo 

CUrk.Mo. 

Danaber 

Davis 

Donabey 


Downey 

Dlender 

Oeorga 

Oerry 

ouiette 

Oreen 

Otiffey 

Bale 

BarrlaoB 

Hatch 

Mayden 

Hemng 

Kill 

Hoimaa 
Molt 
Hugbe* 
Johnson ,  Calif. 
Johnson,  Colo. 
King 

La^Uette 
Lee 


Lodge 

Luoa* 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

McKellar 

McMary 

Maloney 


ICUler 

MlntoB 

Murray 

Neely 

Mom* 

o\labes«r 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

lladollffc 


Russell 

Scbwarti 

Schwellenbacb 

Sheppard 

Bhlpstead 

Blattery 

Bmltb 

Taft 

Thomas,  Xdabo 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Tboma*,  Utah 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydlng* 

Vandenberf 

Van  Mujr* 

WacBer 

Walsb 

Wbeeler 

Wblt* 

WUey 


^  ReynoUU 

The'pRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Eighty-four  Senators  h»?« 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present. 

Mr  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  when  I  yielded  to  the  Senator 
from  Missouri,  I  was  about  to  give  the  Senate  the  advanUge 
of  what  Col.  Frank  Knox  had  said  about  the  Prcslderit.  Of 
course,  as  I  then  said,  I  am  sure  the  President  would  ap- 
point a  man  to  his  Cabinet  who  would  tell  the  truth.  I  ain 
sure  he  would  appoint  a  man  In  whose  judgment  he  had 
confidence.  I  do  not  say  that  I  agree  with  all  of  the  state- 
ments which  I  am  about  to  read.  I  am  not  discussing  that 
point  But  this  is  what  Col.  Prank  Knox  said  on  the  24tli 
day  of  September  1936,  in  the  Chicago  Daily  News: 

New  Dealers  are  trying  to  work  up  a  war  scare.  They  think  it 
wUl  help  them  In  the  campaign.  The  President  Is  still  our  shep- 
herd, but  from  still  waters  and  green  pastures  he  turns  now  to 
Krlm  thoughts  of  foreign  dangers.  He  does  not  like  to  leave 
Washington,  he  says,  for  more  than  4  days  at  a  time,  because 
of  conditions  abroad.  He  Is  afraid  there  may  ^,anot*\f%^8 
war  almost  any  day.  And  his  partisans  profess  to  believe  that  we 
may  be  drawn  into  it— unless  Roosevelt  Is  reelected. 

Of  course,  the  people  may  be  the  judges. 

This  is  not  Rush  Holt  speaking.  This  is  Col.  Prank  Knox, 
the  man  whom  the  President  considered  so  important  that  he 
went  into  the  Republican  Party  and  took  him  into  his  official 
family  as  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

This  is  what  he  said: 

In  his  negotiations  with  foreign  powers,  Mr.  Roosevelt  has  not  been 
fortunate.  He  muffed  his  chance  with  France  and  Britain  In  the 
sorlne  of  1933.  Two  months  later,  he  laughingly  broke  up  the 
London  economic  conference,  and  with  It  the  world's  hopes  of 
speedy  recovery  from  the  depression.  He  has  done  nothing  about 
the  war  debts.  His  off-and-on  efforts  at  dollar-pound  stabilization 
have  Bot  nowhere.  Under  him,  our  foreign  trade,  and,  Indeed,  our 
foreign  relations  In  general,  have  fallen  to  a  new  low.  His  Russian 
policy  Is  a  fizzle.     His  far-eastern  poUcy  Is  a  natight. 

I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  this  is  Col.  Prank  Knox  speak- 
ing, the  man  whom  the  President  considered  so  valuable,  and 
I  am  sure  honest  and  courageous,  or  he  would  not  have  named 
him  to  his  Cabinet;  and  this  is  what  he  says: 

The  State  Department,  under  Roosevelt.  Is  not  exactly  a  tower 
of  strength.    Mr.  HuU  Is  honest  and  well  meaning,  but  weak. 

Colonel  Knox  will  have  to  serve  with  Mr.  Hull.  I  wonder 
how  he  will  get  around  that. 

Mr  Hull  Is  honest  and  well  meaning,  but  weak.  He  will  never 
rank  among  our  great  Secretaries  of  State  The  PjesWems  diplo- 
matic appointments  have  been  equally  feeble  Mr  Blngharn  in 
London  and  Mr.  Strauss  in  Paris  have  been  notable  chiefly  for  their 
111  health,  which  has  Incapacitated  them  for  months  on  end.  Mr. 
Bullitt,  first  in  Moscow,  now  In  Paris — 

I  think  he  is  still  there,  judging  from  the  debates  this 
afternoon. 

Is  a  JoUy  amatexir,  a  playboy. 

This  is  not  Rush  Holt  speaking;  this  is  the  man  the  Presi- 
dent named  to  his  Cabinet.  I  want  the  Senate  to  know  that 
I  am  sure  the  President  would  appoint  only  a  truthful  man. 


\ 
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and  a  man  In  whose  Judgment  he  has  confidence,  or  be  would 

not  name  him  to  his  Cabinet.   This  Is  what  he  said: 

Mr  BxiUltt.  first  In  Moscow,  now  In  Paris.  Is  a  JoUy  amat«ur,  a 
playboy  Mr.  Bower*.  In  Madrid,  aixsnt  mo«t  of  hia  time  writing 
books  ainoe  the  civil  war  broke  out  In  Spain,  with  Its  many  com- 
pllcationa  for  the  United  States,  he  haa  been  cnilslng  aafely  on  an 
American  warship  In  the  Bay  at  Biscay. 

Let  me  add  there  that  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  fish- 
ing or  not.    You  know,  we  take  cniisers  to  go  fishing. 

Mr  Rooaerelt  was  a  member  of  the  memorable  WUson  adminis- 
tration which.  In  trying  to  keep  us  out  of  war.  got  us  Into  It.  He 
Ja  by  nature  an  experimenter. 

Let  me  make  it  clear  that  this  Is  Col.  Prank  Knox  talking 
about  the  President. 

He  la  by  nature  an  experimenter.  He  likes  to  try  new  things.  He 
Is  no  more  bound  by  precedent  than  by  his  own  statements. 

I  do  not  say  that.    Do  not  hold  me  responsible  for  that.         | 

I  will  read  it  again: 

He  Is  no  more  bound  by  precedent  than  by  hla  own  statements. 
Caution,  with  him.  Is  something  to  be  thrown  to  the  winds.  Hla 
hand  on  the  tiller  of  a  little  sailboat  may  be  skllUul  enough.  But. 
Judging  by  the  zigzag  course  he  has  steered  In  the  last  three  and 
•  half  yeara,  his  hand  on  the  tiller  ol  the  ahlp  of  state  la  amazingly 
erratic. 

It  la  bad  enough  to  have  for  President  In  time  of  peace  a  man  who 
la  orerconfldent.  incautious.  self-wUled,  uncertain,  and  unreliable. 
In  time  of  war  It  wotild  be  disastrous. 

Think  of  that?  And  I  am  sure,  again,  that  the  man  must 
demand  good  judgment  for  a  Cabinet  appointee.  The  Presi- 
dent. In  this  critical  emergency,  certainly  would  not  appoint  as 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  a  man  who  has  no  judgment  and 
who  would  not  tell  the  truth.  This  Is  a  very  Important  time 
in  American  history.  Could  he  not  find  a  suitable  man  in  the 
Democratic  Party,  or  did  he  have  to  go  out  and  get  this  man 
in  whom  he  had  so  much  confidence;  and  here  Is  what  he 

It  Is  bad  enough  to  have  for  President  In  time  of  peace  a  man 
who  la  overconfident.  "Incautious,  self-willed,  uncertain,  and  un- 
reliable.   In  time  of  war.  It  wotild  be  disastrous. 

That  Is  exhibit  No.  1.  I  have  a  number  of  these,  and  I 
Intend  to  read  and  comment  upon  them  when  Colonel 
Knox's  name  comes  up  for  discussion.  I  want  to  read  what 
Colonel  Knox  thinks  about  another  member  of  the  Cabinet, 
Mr.  Morgenthau.  because  I  want  these  fellows  to  know  each 
other.  They  do  not  seem  to  get  along  very  well  for  some 
reason.  I  am  not  sas^ng  these  things.  Let  me  read  you  the 
next  one.    This  was  on  September  30: 

When  It  comes  to  International  finance,  the  young  gentleman 
farmer.  Henry  Morgenthau.  who  Is  President  Roosevelt's  Secre- 
tary of  the  TTeasxiry.  Is.  as  we  remarked  last  Monday,  out  of  hlsi 
4lepth.  I 

The  Russian  State  Bank  had  a  payment  to  meet  last  week  on  a' 
bill  of  •0.880.700.  which  It  owed  a  Swedish  firm.  It  ordered  Ita 
agent,  the  Chase  Bank,  of  New  York,  to  make  the  payment.  At 
the  same  time,  to  replenish  Its  New  York  account.  It  offered  for 
•ale  1,000,000  pounds  sterling,  "at  the  market" — an  ordinary  busl- 
neas  transaction,  not  even  large,  as  exchange  operations  go. 

But  Mr.  Hearst  had  been  annoying  the  President  by  telling  the 
world  why  Communists  were  going  to  vote  for  Mr.  Roosevelt. 

I  wish  the  Senator  from  Florida  were  In  the  Chamber,, 
He  wants  to  catch  these  "fifth  columnists."  Perhaps  he 
could  find  out  who  they  are. 

Mr.  Hearst  had  been  annoying  the  President  by  teUlng  the  worldl 
Why  Commxinlsts  were  going  to  vote  for  Mr.  Roosevelt,  and  France 
was  off  gold,  and  Mr.  Morgenthau  bad  just  made  a  gentleman's, 
agreement  with  London  and  Paris.  [ 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota?  i 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  do. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Did  the  Senator  say  "fifth  columnists" 
or  "fifth-rate  columnists"? 

Mr.  HOLT.    Well,  1  could  not  answer  that  now.  \ 

We  do  not  know  exactly  what  happened,  but  can  readily  Imagine. 
Somebody — probably  not  Mr.  Morgenthau — had  a  bright  Idea. 

Think  (A  that!  He  does  not  even  give  Henry  Morgenthaui 
enough  credit  to  have  a  bright  Idea. 


Somebody— probably  not  Mr.  Morgenthau— had  a  bright  idea. 
Why  not  buy  the  1,000.000  pounds?  It  wouldn't  cost  much.  It 
would  show  that  the  gentleman's  agreement  was  working. 

Now,  I  want  you  to  get  this.  This  Is  the  new  Secretary 
of  the  Navy: 

It  would  reveal  the  great  Isolationist.  Mr.  Roosevelt,  as  a  great 
Internationalist — and  by  depleting  him  as  locked  In  mortal  combat 
with  the  Soviet  ogre  in  a  foreign-exchange  battle  It  would  refute 

Mr.  Hearst.  

There  followed  a  remarkable  scene.  The  newspapermen  wera 
called  In.  Mr.  Morgenthau  excitedly  described  to  them  the  great 
Russian  raid  on  the  pound  and  his  own  valiant  rush  to  the  rescue. 
It  was  "ticklish,'*  he  said,  but  he  did  it.  Furthermore,  If  nx>r« 
raids  occurred,  he  said,  he  was  ready  to  go  the  limit.  "Q.  Which 
Is? — A.  Two  billion  dollars." 

Absurd,  of  course.  The  Russians  had  no  reason  to  raid  the 
pound.  They  bad  every  reason  not  to;  and  If  the  wished  to  raid  It. 
1.000.000  pounds  would  be  a  mere  drop  In  the  bucket.  Neverthe- 
less, we  do  not  think  that  Mr  Morgenthau  was  being  Machiavellian. 
We  think  he  Just  didn't  know  any  better. 

With  Colonel  Knox  In  the  Cabinet,  and  with  Henry  Mor- 
genthau there — the  gentleman  farmer  to  whom  he  referred 
as  the  man  who  did  not  know — of  course,  with  Colonel  Knox's 
advice,  he  may  know  now,  and  we  ought  to  give  him  credit 
for  that.  Going  ahead,  however — and  I  have  so  much  mate- 
rial that  I  do  not  want  to  detain  the  Senate  long  on  this — 
I  want  to  read  another  editorial,  which  appeared  on  Octo- 
ber 27.  because  I  am  sure  the  Pre.ident  knows  Colonel  Knox 
and  agrees  with  him,  and  that  is  why  he  calls  him  In  In  this 
terrible  emergency.    Here  It  Is  again.  October  27: 

'•Trust  me."  the  President  seems  to  say.  "Dont  ask  me  what  I 
am  going  to  do  next;  just  leave  all  that  to  me." 

"Our  best  strategy,"  said  Professor  Tugwell  at  Los  Angeles,  "la 
to  surge  forward  with  the  workers  and  farmers  of  this  Nation, 
committed  to  general  achievements,  but  trusting  the  genius  of 
oxiT  leader  for  the  disposition  of  our  forces  and  the  timing  of  our 
attacks.  I  do  not  need  to  remind  you  of  his  genius  for  this  task, 
nor  of  his  devotion  to  the  cause." 

"Our  leader!'  The  Italians  say  "D  Duce,"  the  Germans.  "Unaer 
Fuehrer." 

CoUectlvlsts  of  every  sort  are  supporting  Mr.  Roosevelt.  That  la 
natural.  For  at  the  root  of  his  philosophy  lies  the  view,  shared 
alike  by  Communists  and  Fascists,  that  conditions  have  suddenly 
changed  fundamentally,  and  that.  In  consequence,  individual  Ub- 
erty  under  democracy,  as  hitherto  practiced  In  this  country,  la  no 
longer  either  desirable  or  feasible. 

Many  people  are  confused  about  &ir.  Rooeevelt,  because  his 
tactics  are  confusing,  and  are  meant  to  be  confusing. 

That  Is  very  Interesting,  what  the  appointed  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  Colonel  Knox,  says,  speaking  about  the  Cabinet. 
This  is  what  he  sajrs: 

Many  people  are  confused  about  Mr.  Rooeevelt.  because  his  tactics 
are  confusing,  and  are  meant  to  be  confusing. 

Has  he  changed  since  he  accepted  the  appointment? 

Listen  to  this.  I  want  Senators  to  get  this.  This  is  what 
Colonel  Knox  says  about  the  President.  I  am  sure  that  when 
he  goes  into  the  Cabinet  meeting  he  will  wish  It  had  not 
been  said. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Is  this  an  expression  from  the 
new  Secretary  of  the  Navy  about  the  present  President  of 
the  United  States,  or  some  past  President  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  HOLT.  It  is  an  expression  of  a  hopeful  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  to  the  present  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  the 
prospective  Secretary  of  the  Navy  will  repeat  that  at  the  first 
Cabinet  meeting  to  the  present  President  of  the  United 
States,  or  will  he  recant  on  It? 

Mr.  HOLT,  In  these  days  of  national  emergency  you  are 
not  supposed  to  talk  much.    This  is  what  he  said: 

But,  as  a  matter  of  tactics,  he  will  not  avow  this  aim.  And  to 
reach  it  be  is  ready  to  nod.  smile,  agree,  assert,  evade,  deny, 
distort— 

I  am  not  half  way  through — 

distract,  dally,  retreat,   startle,  dazzle,  jtiggle.   sidestep,   and  cir- 
cumvent. 

[Laughter.] 


I  want  the  Rrcow)  not  to  accuse  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  of  saying  that.  This  is  Colonel  Knox's  editorial  on 
the  27th  day  of  October  1936.  He  said  that  the  President  Is 
ready  to  nod,  smile,  agree,  assert,  evade,  deny,  distort,  dis- 
tract, dally,  retreat,  startle,  dazzle,  juggle,  sidestep,  and  cir- 
cumvent. If  he  can  do  anything  else,  I  do  not  know  what 
it  is. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,  Mr.  President,  which  of  those 
verbs  would  apply  to  the  appointment  of  Col.  Frank  Knox 
as  Secretary  of  the  Navy?     Possibly  all  of  them? 

Mr,  HOLT.  To  be  perfectly  frank,  I  do  not  think  there 
Is  a  word  that  can  apply. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  think  the  appointment  was  a  "dazzling" 
appointment. 

Mr.  HOLT.  The  Senator  thinks  it  is  the  one  which  says 
"dazzling"  or  "startling"?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     Both. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,    I  suggest  "circumventing." 

Mr,  HOLT.  He  may  have  circumvented,  I  do  not  know, 
but  he  dallied  and  retreated,  there  is  no  question  about  that. 

The  following  is  in  quotes.    He  wanted  to  make  it  so  sure: 

Our  leader  Is  a  showman.  He  likes  to  astonish.  He  likes  to  keep 
people  guessing.  He  has  a  taste  for  the  novel,  the  dramatic,  the 
grandiose. 

The  President  has  a  taste  for  the  novel,  the  dramatic,  and 
the  grandiose. 

He  is  strongly  attracted  by  such  vast  notions  as  harnessing  the 
tides  at  Passamaquoddy.  planting  a  thousand-mile  belt  of  trees 
In  the  wind-swept  western  prairies,  digging  a  gigantic  ship  canal 
across  Florida. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  has  gone.    Then  he  says  this: 

In  the  past  it  has  been  customary  for  a  President  to  gather  around 
him  as  his  advisers  after  election,  outstanding  members  of  his 
party  men  who  helped  nominate  him  and  who  fought  for  him  In 
his  campaign.  But  "our  leader"  has  turned  his  party  Into  a  one- 
man  affair.     He  has  brushed  aside  the  outstanding  Democrats. 

Get  that.  [Laughter.]  No  one  knows  it  better  than  the 
Democrats  now.    This  is  Colonel  Knox  speaking: 

He  has  brushed  aside  the  outstanding  Democrats. 

And  names  Colonel  Knox  as  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 

His  general  staff  conalsU  of  Prof.  Rexford  Ouy  TugweU,  a  sly 
social  revolutionary. 

He  is  now  In  molasses,  so  we  wIU  not  pay  any  attention  to 
him.  Senators  will  remember  that  a  moment  ago  I  talked 
about  Henry  Morgenthau,  He  did  not  Uke  him.  He  said  he 
was  not  very  smart.    Of  course,  I  am  not  going  to  answer 

that. 

We  will  find  when  he  comes  Into  the  Cabinet  that  Secretary 
Morgenthau  has  had  much  more  to  do  with  the  Navy,  partic- 
ularly the  transfer  and  sale  of  supplies  to  foreign  countries, 
than  he  had  when  he  was  speaking. 

Now  he  has  gotten  to  Tugwell.  And  who  Is  Secretary  or 
Agriculture?  It  Is  Mr.  Henry  Wallace.  Is  It  not?  This  Is 
what  he  says  about  Henry  Wallace,  He  Is  In  nice  company 
down  there  at  that  Cabinet  meeting.  I  have  read  what  he 
said  about  the  President,  and  I  have  read  what  he  said  about 
Morgenthau.    This  is  what  he  thinks  about  Henry  Wallace, 

A  farm  journal  editor  with  a  messianic  complex. 

He  was  not  satisfied  to  take  that  shot  at  Henry  Wallace. 
But  he  has  to  sit  with  Harold  Ickes— if  anyone  can  do  that. 
This  is  what  he  said  about  "Old  Ick": 

Harold  Ickes.  a  reformer  who  Imagines  he  Is  the  only  honest  man 
In  the  world. 

[Laughter.! 

I  do  not  know  whether  he  has  changed  his  mind  or  not. 
People  do.  But  that  is  another  member  of  the  Cabinet.  I 
want  to  send  this  to  the  diflerent  members  of  the  Cabinet  so 
that  they  can  greet  with  all  love  and  affection  this  new  mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet  when  he  Joins  them. 

Then  there  was  Jim  Farley.  What  does  he  say  about  Jim 
Farley?     He  said: 

Jim  Farley,  an  imscrupuloua  Tammany  boss. 

This  is  not  Rttsh  Holt  speaking.  I  would  not  say  that. 
This  is  the  would-be  new  Secretary  of  the  Navy.    Henry 


Morgenthau  is  not  very  bright,  Henry  Wallace  has  a  bad 
complex.  Cordell  Hull  is  weak,  Harold  Ickes  is  a  reformer 
who  thought  he  was  the  only  honest  man  in  the  world,  and 
Jim  Parley  is  an  unscrupulous  Tammany  boss.  Colonel 
Knox  should  not  go  into  that  company.    He  says  further: 

John  Lewis,  a  ruthless  and  ambltloiis  labor  leader. 

But  I  forgot  Miss  Perkins,  and  I  must  not  forget  her. 
[Laughter.]  Since  that  time  Harry  Hopkins  has  been  put 
into  the  Cabinet.  He  Is  In  charge  of  defense.  He  has  been 
so  important  in  boondoggling  in  America  that  the  President 
wants  him  to  do  a  little  boondoggling  In  Europe,  The  paper 
said  the  other  day  that  the  President  just  could  not  afford  to 
let  Harry  get  too  far  away,  so  he  Is  keeping  him  at  the  White 
House  so  that  he  can  talk  to  him.     Remember  Harry? 

Here  is  what  Colonel  Knox  said  about  Miss — he  did  not 
even  say  "Prances"— he  said  "Miss  Perkins."  "Miss  Perkins 
and  Harry  Hopkins,  social  workers,  with  a  bias  Bgainst  busi- 
nessmen." I  do  not  know  whom  he  has  left  in  that  Cabinet. 
I  have  been  trying  to  think  who  has  been  left  there  about 
whom  he  did  not  make  statements.  Now  he  Is  going  Into  that 
Cabinet,  after  saying  all  those  things  about  the  President, 
and  the  members  of  the  President's  Cabinet,  of  which  he  can 
consider  himself  a  member  if  his  nomination  shall  be  ap- 
proved by  the  Senate.  Then  he  goes  ahead  to  discuss  a  great 
deal  more,  but  I  may  say  that  he  finishes  the  article  with 
this  paragraph: 

MeanwhUe,  anyone  who  brings  him  an  attractive  scheme  to  flatter 
the  momentary  hate  or  fears  of  the  crowd,  or  to  Intensify  class  feel- 
ing, or  to  take  mopey  from  those  who  are  earning  It  and  give  It  to 
those  who  are  not.  or  to  attract  attention  dramatically  to  "our 
leader,"  or  to  spend  large  sums  under  his  personal  direction,  la 
assured  of  a  sympathetic  audience. 

Get  that.  This  is  Colonel  Knox  talking  about  the  President. 
When  did  the  President  change  in  the  colonel's  opinion?  He 
sa3^: 

We  are  going  to  continue  to  fight.    We  are  not  going  to  retreat. 

Colonel  Knox  says: 

Meanwhile,  anyone  who  brings  him  an  attractive  scheme  to  flatter 
the  momentary  hates  or  fears  of  the  crowd,  or  to  Intensify  class 
feeling,  or  to  take  money  from  those  who  are  earning  It  and  give  It 
to  those  who  are  not.  or  to  attract  attention  dramatically  to  "our 
leader,"  or  to  spend  large  sums  under  his  personal  direction,  is  as- 
sured of  a  sympathetic  audience. 

I  Wish  to  make  myself  clear.  Mr.  President.  I  would  not 
accuse  the  President  of  naming  a  man  to  his  Cabinet  who 
would  not  tell  the  truth.  I  would  not  accuse  him  of  naming 
a  man  to  his  Cabinet  who  did  not  have  good  judgment  and  far- 
sightedness at  this  time  of  emergency,  I,  of  course,  will  say 
no  more  than  that. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    Oh.  yes;  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,  Does  that  article  contain  any 
information  as  to  the  name  of  the  person  or  persons  who 
bunked  the  President  into  the  scheme  by  suggesting  the  names 
ol  Stimson  and  Knox  to  the  Cabinet? 

Mr,  HOLT.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  understood  the  Senator's 
question. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Does  that  editorial  which  the 
Senator  just  read  contain  any  information  explaining  the 
gullibility  of  the  President,  according  to  Col.  Frank  Knox,  and 
any  information  as  to  the  name  of  the  person  or  persons  who 
suggested  to  the  President  the  appointment  of  Colonel 
Stimson  and  Colonel  Knox  as  members  of  the  Cabinet? 

Mr.  HOLT.  No;  I  do  not.  The  two  men  he  did  not  talk 
about  were  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  and  both  of  them  were  kicked  out,  one  to  run  for  office 
and  another  for  another  reason. 

Colonel  Knox  does  not  have  any  use  for  Harold  Ickes,  He 
does  not  have  any  use  for  Harry  Hopkins  or  for  Frances 
Perkins,  or  for  Henry  Morgenthau.  or  for  Henry  Wallace,  or 
for  Cordell  Hull,  or  for  Jim  Parley,  and  there  are  not  many 
others  left  in  the  Cabinet.  Here  is  another  editorial  which  I 
shall  read,  and  then  I  believe  I  shall  read  no  more  tonight, 
because,  although  I  am  sure  Colonel  Knox  would  be  willing 
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for  me  to  read  his  words.  I  do  not  desire  to  delay  the  Senate. 
The  Utle  is,  'AU  things  to  all  men." 
The  editorial  is: 

Preddent  Roosevelt  Is  nothing  If  not  versatile. 

Last  Jantiary  he  was  Andrew  Jackson,  castigating  the  rich  ana 
powerful  m  the  name  ot  the  common  people.  The  other  day. 
In  North  Carolina,  he  was  our  shepherd,  leading  us.  he  said, 
beside  the  still  waters.  Tuesday  night,  at  Syracxise,  he  was  the 
savior  of  capitalism  and  the  preserver  of  democracy.  He  was  also 
Washlngtcn  and  Jefferson,  Lincoln,  and  Wilson,  a  mighty  leader, 
but,  Ulce  them,  opposed  and  misunderstood  by  an  ungrateful 
citizenry. 

We  have  talked  about  Colonel  ELnox's  liberalism  and  here 
is  what  he  said  about  the  President. 

He  described  himself,  Incidentally,  as  a  progressive-conservatlve- 
llberal — whatever  that  is. 

When  will  the  President  And  out  that  he  cannot  indefinitely 
be  all  things  to  all  men?  He  cannot  effectively  boast  of  his 
democracy,  while  at  the  same  time  reaching  out  for  unprece- 
dented personal  powers — powers  which  In  other  hands,  as  he  has 
himself  Ingenuously  admitted,  would  endanger  the  people's  liber- 
ties. He  cannot,  while  practicing  coUectivlsm,  pose  as  the  savior 
of  capitalism.  He  cannot  appear  one  day  as  a  radical,  the  next  as  a 
coitservatlve — and  expect  anyone  to  take  him  seriously. 

In  conclusion  I  wish  to  make  certain  that  the  Senate 
understands  that  I  am  not  saying  these  things.  It  is  Colonel 
Elnox  who  said  these  things,  the  man  the  President  has 
named  to  fill  the  position  of  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN     Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  In  that  connection  when  the  able  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  speaks  of  the  Cabinet.  I  wonder  if  it 
would  not  be  well  to  check  upon  the  fact  that  when  the 
President  and  the  10  Cabinet  members  sat  down  at  the  table 
we  would  find,  if  Colonel  Knox  shall  be  confirmed  and  Colo- 
nel Stimson  shall  be  confirmed,  that  7  members  of  the  Cabi- 
net come  from  the  Empire  State,  and  4  come  from  the  rest 
of  the  country.    That  might  be  worth  thinking  about. 

Mr.  HOLT.  All  I  wish  to  say  is  that  after  Colonel  Knox 
said  these  things  about  the  Cabinet  and  about  the  President 
he  had  l)etter  take  lessons  from  somebody  so  he  can  learn  to 
do  what  he  acctised  the  President  of  doing,  so  that  he  can 
nod,  smile,  agree,  assert,  evade,  deny,  distort,  distract,  delay, 
retreat,  startle,  dazzle.  Juggle,  sidestep,  and  circumvent,  be- 
cause after  saying  those  things.  Colonel  Knox  will  have  to 
do  all  those  things  if  he  is  to  sit  with  a  straight  face  with 
the  other  members  of  the  Cabinet  and  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

LXTTU  OF  RKSICNATION  Or  HON.  HARRY  H.  WOODRIMG  AS  SECRE- 
TARY or  WAR 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  submit  a  resolution  and  ask  that  it  be  read  for  the 
Information  of  the  Senate  and  lie  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Without  objection,  the  reso- 
lution will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  284) ,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Reaoltied.  That  the  President  be  requested.  If  not  Incompatible 
with  the  public   Interest,   to  transmit  to  the  Senate  the  letter  of 
the  Honorable  Harry  H.  Woodring  resigning  as  Secretary  of  War 
4tf  the  United  States. 

The  resolution  will  lie  on  the 
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table  and  be  printed. 

SXTEOinoiV  n«  naval  SHIPSUILOnVG 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9822)  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  THOBIAS  of  Utah.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  desire  the  floor? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  was  going  to  suggest  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quortun. 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  do  not  think  that  is  necessary. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  now  for  action  op  the  first  amend- 
ment to  the  pending  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  first  committee  amend- 
ment will  be  stated. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs 
was.  OD  pa^e  1>  line  5,  after  the  word  "during",  to  strike  out 


"any"  and  insert  'the";  in  Une  6,  after  the  name  "President", 
to  insert  "on  September  8,  1939";  in  Une  7,  after  the  name 
"Navy",  to  Insert  "or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  the 
case  of  Coast  Guard  contracts,";  in  line  11,  after  the  word 
"as",  to  strike  out  "he"  and  insert  "such  Secretary";  in  the 
same  line,  after  the  word  "and",  to  strike  out  "he  shall  re- 
quire"; on  page  2.  line  2.  after  the  word  "made",  to  insert 
"shall  be  required";  in  line  3,  before  the  word  "is",  to  strike 
out  "He"  and  insert  "The  Secretary  concerned";  in  line  11. 
after  the  name  "Secretary",  to  strike  out  "of  the  Navy"  and 
Insert  "concerned";  in  line  12,  after  the  word  "report",  to 
insert  "every  3  months",  and  in  line  13.  after  the  name 
"Congress",  to  strike  out  "at  the  beginning  of  each  regular 
session",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

That  whenever  In  the  opinion  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
such  coxirse  would  be  In  the  best  Interests  of  national  defense  dur- 
ing the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on  September 
8,  1939.  to  exist,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  In  the  case  of  Coast  Guard  contracts.  Is  authorized  to 
advance,  from  appropriations  available  therefor,  payments  to  con- 
tractors in  amounts  not  exceeding  30  percent  of  the  contract  price, 
upon  such  terms  as  such  Secretary  shall  prescribe,  and  adequate 
secvirlty  for  the  protection  of  the  Government  for  the  payments 
so  made  shall  he  required.  The  Secretary  concerned  Is  fxirther  au- 
thorized In  his  discretion  to  make  partial  payments  on  the  balance 
of  the  contract  price  from  time  to  time  during  the  progress  of  the 
work,  such  partial  payments  not  to  exceed  the  value  of  the  work 
already  done,  but  to  be  subject  to  a  lien  as  provided  by  the  act  of 
August  22.  1911  (37  Stat.  32;  U.  8.  C  tiUe  34,  sec.  682),  entitled 
"An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  partial 
payments  for  work  already  done  imder  public  contracts":  Provided, 
That  the  Secretary  concerned  shall  report  every  3  months  to  the 
Congress  the  advance  payments  made  under  the  authority  of  thlB 
section. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  2,  line  15.  before  the 
word  "That",  to  insert  "(a)";  in  line  17,  after  the  word 
"during",  to  strike  out  "any"  and  insert  "the";  in  line  18. 
after  the  name  "President",  to  insert  "on  September  8, 
1939,";  and  in  line  24,  after  the  word  "other",  to  strike  out 
"equipment,  without  competition,  tmd  all  orders  for  such 
machine  tools  and  other  equipment  shall,  in  the  discretion 
of  the  President,  take  priority  over  orders  for  export:  Pro- 
vided, That  he  shall  determine  the  price  to  be  fair  and  rea- 
sonable: Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
shall  report  to  tlie  Congress  at  the  t)eginning  of  each  regular 
session  the  contracts  entered  into  under  the  authority  of 
this  section"  and  insert: 

Similar  equipment,  with  or  without  advertising  or  competitive 
bidding  upon  determination  that  the  price  is  fair  and  reasonable, 
and  deliveries  of  material  under  all  orders  placed  pursuant  to  the 
authority  of  this  section  and  all  other  naval  contracts  or  orders 
shaU,  in  the  discretion  of  the  President,  take  priority  over  all 
deliveries  for  private  acco\int  or  for  exixjrt:  Provided,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  every  3  months  to  the  Congress 
the  contracts  entered  into  under  the  authority  of  this  section: 
Provided  further.  That  contracts  negotiated  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  contracts  for 
the  purchase  of  such  materials,  supplies.  arUcles,  or  equipment 
as  may  usually  be  bought  In  the  open  market  within  the  meaning 
of  section  9  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  conditions  for 
the  purchase  of  supplies  and  the  making  of  contracts  by  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  30  1938 
(49  Stat.  2036;  U.  S.  C,  Supp  V.  tiUe  41,  sees.  35-45). 

(b)  After  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act  no  contract  shall  be 
made  for  the  construction  or  manufacttn-e  of  any  complete  naval 
vessel  or  any  Army  or  Navy  aircraft,  or  any  portion  thereof,  under 
the  provisions  of  this  section  or  otherwise,  unless  the  contractor 
agrees,  for  the  purposes  of  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  27,  1934 
(48  SUt.  505;  34  U.  S.  C.  496).  as  amended— 

(1)  to  pay  Into  the  Treasury  profit  in  excess  of  7  percent  (in 
lieu  of  the  10  percent  and  12  percent  specified  In  such  section  3) 
of  the  total  contract  prices  of  such  contracts  within  the  scope 
of  this  subsection  as  are  completed  by  the  partlctilar  contracting 
party  within  the  Income  taxable  year; 

(2)  that  any  profit  In  excess  of  7.53  percent  of  the  cost  of 
performing  such  contracts  as  are  completed  by  the  contracting 
party  within  the  Income  taxable  year  shall  be  considered  to  be 
profit  In  excess  of  7  percent  of  the  total  contract  prices  of  such 
contracts:   and 

(3)  that  he  wUl  make  no  subcontract  which  is  within  the  scope 
of  such  section  3.  unless  the  subcontractor  agrees  to  the  fore- 
going conditions. 

So  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  2.  (a)  That  whenever  deemed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  be  In  the  best  interests  of  the  national  defense  during 
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the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on  September 
8.  1939.  to  exist,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  U  hereby  authorized  to 
negotiate  contracu  for  the  acquisition,  construction,  repair,  or 
alteration  of  complete  naval  vessels  or  aircraft,  or  any  portion 
thereof.  Including  plans,  spare  parts,  and  equipment  therefor,  that 
have  been  or  may  be  authorized,  and  also  for  machine  tools  and 
other  similar  equipment,  with  or  without  advertising  or  competi- 
tive bidding  upon  determination  that  the  price  is  fair  and  reason- 
able and  deliveries  of  material  tmder  aU  orders  placed  pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  this  section  and  all  other  naval  contracts  or 
orders  shall,  in  the  discretion  of  the  President,  take  priority  over 
all  deliveries  for  private  account  or  for  export:  Provided,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  every  3  months  to  the  Congress 
the  contracts  entered  into  under  the  authority  of  this  section: 
Provided  further,  That  contracts  negotiated  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  contracts  for 
the  purchase  of  such  materials,  supplies,  articles,  or  equipment  as 
may  usually  be  bought  in  the  open  market  within  the  meaning  of 
section  9  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  conditions  for  the 
purchase  of  supplies  and  the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes",  approved  June  30.  1936  (49  Stat. 
2036;  U.  S.  C,  Supp.  V,  title  41.  sees.  35-45). 

(b)  After  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act  no  contract  shall  be 
made  for  the  construction  or  manxifacture  of  any  complete  naval 
vessel  or  any  Army  or  Navy  aircraft,  or  any  portion  thereof,  under 
the  provisions  of  this  section  or  otherwise,  unless  the  contractor 
agrees,  for  the  purposes  of  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  27,  1934 
(48  Stat.  505;  34  U.  8.  C.  496) ,  as  amended— 

(1)  To  pay  into  the  Treasury  profit  in  excess  of  7  percent  (in  lieu 
of  the  10  percent  and  12  percent  specified  in  such  section  3)  of 
the  total  contract  prices  of  such  contracts  within  the  scope  of  this 
subsection  as  are  completed  by  the  particular  contracting  party 
Within  the  Income  taxable  year; 

(2)  That  any  profit  in  excess  of  7.53  percent  of  the  cost  of  per- 
forming such  contracts  as  are  completed  by  the  contracting  party 
within  the  Income  taxable  year  shall  be  considered  to  be  profit  in 
excess  of  7  percent  of  the  total  contract  prices  of  such  contracts; 
and 

(3)  That  he  will  make  no  subcontract  which  is  within  the  scope 
of  such  section  3.  unless  the  subcontractor  agrees  to  the  foregoing 
conditions. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4,  line  23.  after  "sec. 
496)",  to  strike  out  "shall",  and  insert  "and  as  made  appli- 
cable to  contracts  for  aircraft  or  any  portion  thereof  for 
the  Army  by  such  act  of  April  3.  1939.  shall,  in  the  case  of 
contracts  or  subcontracts  entered  into  after  the  date  of 
approval  of  this  act  and";  on  page  5.  line  2.  after  the  words 
"period  of",  to  strike  out  "any"  and  insert  "the";  and  in  line 
3.  after  the  name  "President",  to  insert  "on  September  8, 
1939".  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec  3  The  provisions  of  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  27,  1934 
(48  Stat  505).  as  amended  by  the  acts  of  June  25.  1936  (49  Stat. 
1926).  and  April  3,  1939  (53  Stat.  560;  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V,  title  34, 
sec  496),  and  as  made  applicable  to  contracts  for  aircraft  or  any 
portion  thereof  for  the  Army  by  such  act  of  April  3,  1939,  shall,  in 
the  case  of  contracts  or  subcontracts  entered  into  after  the  date 
of  approval  of  this  act  and  during  the  period  of  the  national 
emergency  declared  by  the  President  on  September  8,  1939,  to 
exist,  be  limited  to  contracts  or  subcontracts  where  the  award 
exceeds   $25,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  5,  after  line  5,  to  strike 

out: 

Sec  4  \mrlng  any  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President 
to  exist  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  to  the  neces- 
sity and  the  cost,  including  the  proportion  thereof  to  be  charged 
acainst  the  particular  contract,  of  special  additional  equipment 
and  facilities  required  to  facUltate  the  completion  of  any  naval 
vessel  or  aircraft,  or  parts  thereof.  In  private  plants  shall  be  final 
su)>lect  to  approval  by  the  President  and  review  by  the  Federal 
courts  This  decision  may  be  made  at  any  time  after  the  contract 
is  awarded  If  In  the  Judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  suffi- 
cient data  are  available  to  permit  of  reasonable  accuracy:  Pro- 
vided That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  to  the  Con- 
Kress '  at  the  beginning  of  each  regular  session,  the  cost  of  such 
specikl  equipment  and  faculties  to  be  borne  by  the  Government 
under   each   contract. 


And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert  the  following: 


8bc  4  In  the  case  of  every  contract  or  subcontract  for  the  con- 
struction or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval  vessel  or  Army 
or  Navy  aircraft  or  any  portion  thereof  which  is  entered  into 
(whether  before  or  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act),  the 
Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the  case  niay  be, 
after  agreement  with  the  contractor  or  subcontractor,  shall  cer- 
tify to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  as  to  (a)  the 
necessity  and  cost  of  Epeclal  additional  equipment  and  facilitlM 
acquired    to   facUltate.   during    the    national    emergency    declared 


by  the  President  on  September  8,  1939.  to  exist,  the  completion  of 
such  naval  vessel  or  Army  or  Navy  aircraft  or  portion  thereof  in 
private  plants  and  (b)  the  percentage  of  cost  of  such  special  addi- 
tional equipment  and  facilities  to  be  charged  against  such  con- 
tract or  subcontract.  For  aU  purposes  of  section  3  of  the  aa  of 
March  27,  1934  (48  Stat.  505;  34  U.  8.  0.  496) .  as  amended,  such 
certification  shall,  subject  to  such  regulations  as  the  President 
may  prescribe,  be  binding  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Reve- 
nue. The  part  of  such  cost  chargeable  against  the  contract  or 
subcontract  in  pursuance  of  such  certification,  shall,  for  the  ptur- 
poses  of  such  section  3.  be  considered  to  be  a  reduction  of  the 
contract  price  of  the  contract  or  subcontract.  The  amount  charged 
against  the  contract  or  subcontract  in  pursuance  of  such  certifica- 
tion shall,  for  the  purposes  of  such  section  3.  be  applied  against 
and  reduce  the  cost  or  other  basis  of  such  special  additional 
equipment  and  facilities  as  of  the  date  of  installation  thereof: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
as  the  case  may  be,  shall  report  to  the  Congress,  every  3  months, 
the  cost  of  such  special  additional  equipment  and  facilities  to 
be  borne  by  the  Government  under  each  contract. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  7,  after  line  2,  to  strike 
out: 

Sec.  5.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law  the  regu- 
lar hours  of  latKjr  for  employees  of  the  United  States  Government, 
and  of  contractors  and  subcontractors,  when  such  employees  are 
engaged  in  work  in  connection  with  naval  vessels  or  aircraft  or  parts 
thereof  or  other  work  incidental  thereto,  shall,  during  the  period  of 
any  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  to  exist,  be  a  5- 
day  week  of  8  hours  per  day  and  40  hours  per  week:  Provided,  That 
these  hours  may  be  exceeded  and  that  such  employees  shall  receive 
compensation  for  their  emplojrment  in  excess  of  the  hours  above 
specified  at  a  rate  not  less  than  one  and  one-half  times  the  regular 
rate  at  which  they  are  employed :  Provided  further.  That  such  com- 
pensation for  overtime  shall  apply  only  to  per  diem,  hourly,  profes- 
sional and  subprofessional  employees  and  to  blueprlnters,  photo- 
stat and  rotaprlnt  operators,  inspectors,  supervisory  planners  and 
ebtlmators,  and  progressmen.  and  assistants  to  shop  and  plant  super- 
intendents of  the  C.  A.  F.  service,  all  as  defined  by  the  Classification 
Act  of  March  4,  1923  (42  Stat.  1488;  U.  S.  C.  5.  ch.  13).  as  amended, 
and  by  the  classification  rules  of  the  United  States  Civil  .Service 
Commission  In  the  case  of  Government  employees;  and  to  similar 
classes  of  employees  of  contractors  and  subcontractors:  Provided 
further.  That  in  qetermlning  the  overtime  compensation  of  per  an- 
num Government  employees  the  pay  for  1  day  shall  be  considered 
one  three-hundred-and -sixtieth  of  their  respective  per  annum  sal- 
aries: Provided  further.  That  the  hours  of  labor  In  any  one  week 
shall  not  exceed  48  unless  the  President  shall  declare  it  necessary  in 
the  Interest  of  the  national  defense:  Provided  further.  That  the 
President  of  the  United  States  Is  authorized  to  suspend  during  the 
period  of  any  national  emergency  declared  by  him  to  exist,  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  of  March  3.  1931  (46  Stat.  1482) .  If  In  his  Judgment 
such  course  Is  necessary  In  the  Interest  of  the  national  defense:  And 
provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
modify  existing  contracts  accordingly. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert  the  following: 

Sec.   5.    (a)    Notwithstanding  the   provisions  of   any  other   law. 
the  regular  working  hours  of  the  Navy  Department  and  the  Coast 
Guard  and  their  field  services  shall  be  8  hours  a  day  or  40  hours 
per  week  during  the  period  of  the  national  emergency  declared  by 
the  President  on  September  8,  1939.  to  exist:  Provided,  That  under 
such  regulations  as  the  head  of  the  Department  concerned  may 
prescribe,  and  where  additional  employees  cannot  be  obtained  to 
meet  the  exigencies  of  the  situation,  these  hours  may  be  exceeded: 
Provided  further.  That  compensation  for  employment  in  excess  of 
40  hours  in  any  administrative  workweek  computed  at  a  rate  not 
less  than  IVi  times  the  regular  rate  shall  be  paid  to  per  annum,  per 
month,   per  diem,   per  hour,   and   piece-work  employees:    Provided 
further.  That  in  determining  the  overtime  compensation  of  per  an- 
num Government  employees  the  pay  for  1  day  shall  be  considered 
to  be  one  three-hundred-and-slxtleth  of  their  respective  per  annum 
salaries:  Provided  further.  That  the  President  Is  authorized  to  sus- 
pend, in  whole  or  In  part,  for  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  and 
for  the  Coast  Guard  and  their  field  services,  during  the  period  of 
the   national   emergency  declared  by  him  on  September  8,   1939. 
to   exist,    the   provisions   of   the   act   of   March   3,    1931    (46   Stat. 
1482;  U.  S   C.  5,  26  (a)).  If  In  his  Judgment  such  course  is  neces- 
sary in  the  Interest  of  national  defense,  and  any  regulations  issued 
pursuant  to  the  act  of  March  14,  1936  (49  Stat.  1161;  U.  S.  C,  Supp. 
V,  title  5,  sec.  29  (a)),  may  be  modified  accordingly:  And  proxHded 
further.  That   notwithstanding   the   provisions   of    any   other   law. 
the  President  Is  hereby  authorized,  In  his  discretion,  to  prescribe 
regulations  to  establish  such  uniformity  among  the  War  and  Navy 
Departments  and  the  Coast  Guard  and  their  field  services  In  regard 
to  hours  of  work  and  compensation  for  overtime  of  their  civilian 
employees  as  he  may  deem  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national 
defense 

(b)  During  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on 
September  8  1939,  to  exist,  the  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  more 
than  8  hours'  labor  in  any  1  day  of  persons  engaged  upon  work 
covered  by  Army.  Navy,  and  Coast  Otiard  oontracte  shall  be 
suspended. 
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Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 
Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield.  ^.  ».  .        „ 

Mr  WAGNER.  The  committee  amendment  which  Is  now 
under  consideration  not  only  has  the  effect  of  suspending  the 
law  with  reference  to  8  hours  of  labor  per  day,  but  it  also  de- 
prives the  worker,  if  he  is  required  to  work  more  than  8  hours, 
of  time  and  a  half  for  overtime.  I  wonder  why  this  provision 
Is  In  the  bill  at  all.  because  under  the  present  law  the  Presi- 
dent is  authorized,  under  secUon  326  of  the  United  States 
Code,  title  40.  to  suspend  certain  provisions  of  law.  Let  me 
read  that  law: 

In  ca»e  of  national  emergency  the  President  te  authorized  to 
EUSDcnd  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  more  than  8  hours  labor  iJi 
STone  day  of  persons  engaged  upon  work  covered  by  contracU 
with  the  United  States:  Provxded — 

«And  this  is  left  out  in  the  amendment  we  are  now  con- 
sidering— 

That  the  wages  of  persons  employed  upon  such  contracts  shall  be 
computed  onl  basic  rate  of  8  hours'  work,  with  overtime  rates  to 
S^dlSr  at  not  less  thin  time  and  a  half  for  all  hours  of  work  In 
)  of  8  hours. 


If  the  committee  amendment  should  be  adopted,  this  law 
may  be  stispended.  so  that  a  wage  earner  may  be  required  to 
work  12  hours,  or  whatever  the  hours  may  be  above  8.  without 
being  enUtled  to  time  and  a  half  for  overtime.  This  is  the 
only  case  I  know  of  In  all  our  labor  laws  in  which  the  worker 
Is  deprived  of  time  and  a  half  for  overtime. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Mr.  President,  the  labor  provisions  of  the  bill 
caused  the  committee  to  give  them  a  considerable  amount  of 
attention:  and  so  far  as  I  know  they  are  generally  approved, 
by  those  who  represent  labor,  and  also  by  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, the  Army,  and  the  President. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  have  the  point  which  the  Senator  Is 
presenting:   but.   in  brief,  the   bill  seeks  to  estabUsh  this 
policy:  That  there  shall  be  no  overtime  work  of  any  kind  by 
anybody,  unless  no  one  can  be  found  in  the  country  who  can 
do  the  work  except  some  expert  who  is  indispensable.    In 
other  words,  there  is  a  provision  in  the  bill  which  takes  care 
of  the  situation.     It  is  the  desire  of  the  committee  and  of 
the  administration  that  the  speeding  up  of  the  buUdmg  of 
vessels  and  the  manufacture  of  airplanes  shall  lead  to  an. 
expansion  of  labor.    For  instance,  there  is  no  reason  why  a 
helper  in  the  navy  yard  needs  to  work  overtime.    Anybody 
can  learn  to  be  a  helper  in  a  few  days.    There  is  no  need  for 
a  common  laborer  to  work  overtime.    What  we  are  striving 
to  do  Is  to  put  a  large  number  of  addiUcnal  employees  to 
work  in  the  navy  yard.    The  bUl  does  permit  overtime  over 
40  hours:  but.  I  repeat.  It  is  the  intention  to  limit  and  restrict 
overtime  to  those  persons  In  the  employ  of  the  Navy  Depart-' 
ment  who  are  indispensable,  such  as  drafters  of  plans,  skilled 
mechanics,  and  technicians  of  one  kind  or  another.    If  they 
are  employed  overtime  they  are  to  receive  for  each  hour  of 
overtime  one  and  a  half  times  their  hourly  rate. 

Mr.  WAGNER  Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the  Sena- 
tor? ' 

Mr.  WALSH.     Yes. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  That  Is  not  the  case  in  the  amendment 
beginning  on  page  9.  in  line  23.  In  section  5  (a)  It  is  specific 
cally  stated  that  if  the  hours  of  employment  exceed  40  hours 
a  week,  the  rate  for  the  increased  hours  shall  be  time  and  a 
half  for  overtime. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Yes. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  sure  that  this  is  an  oversight,  because 
this  other  provision  to  which  I  have  referred  permits  the 
suspension  of  the  8-hour  law:  and  the  employee,  though  he 
may  work  12  hours  a  day.  or  any  number  of  hours  over  8 
hours  a  day.  is  given  only  the  regular  per  diem  wage,  and  not 
time  and  a  half  for  overtime.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me 
to  read  the  present  law,  and  then  compare  it  with  the  com- 
mittee amendment.  I  shall  appreciate  it. 

Mr.  WALSH.  What  Is  there  in  this  provision  which  denies 
time  and  a  half  to  anyone  who  works  overtime? 

Mi.  WAONER.    The  committee  amendment  reads: 

During  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on 
Beptem^  8,  1939.  to  txlsX.  the  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  mor« 


than  8  hours-  labor  In  any  one  day  of  persona  «^»^  "I^SuTS 
covered    by    Army.    Navy,    and   Coast    Guard    concracts    shall    be 

suspended. 

If  that  law  is  suspended,  we  suspend  the  limitation  of  8 
hours  and  we  suspend  the  other  provision  of  law  which  gives 
the  laborer  time  and  a  half  for  overtime.  It  is  very  clear. 
May  I  read  the  present  law  on  that  very  question? 

Mr.  WALSH.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    The  present  law  reads: 

In  case  of  national  emergency  the  President  »»  autho^t«^d  to 
suspend  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  more  than  8  hours  lab«r 
m  kny  1  day  of  persons  engaged  upon  work  covered  by  contracts 
with  the  United  States. 

Thus  far  it  reads  just  as  the  proposed  amendment  reads. 
In  effect;  but  here  Is  the  proviso  in  the  present  law,  which 
is  omitted  in  the  committee  amendment. 

Provided.  That  the  wages  of  persons  employed  upon  such  con- 
tracts shall  be  considered  on  a  basic  rate  of  8  hours  work,  with 
overtime  rates  to  be  paid  for  at  not  le«s  than  time  and  a  baU 
for  all  hours  of  work  In  excess  of  8  hoius. 

It  is  that  proviso  that  I  should  like  to  see  in  this  par- 
ticular amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  first  of  all.  the  administra- 
Uon  does  not  want  to  assume  the  responsibility  of  exercis- 
ing the  power  given  In  the  law  to  which  the  Senator  refers. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    The  very  same  power  is  given  here. 

Mr.  WALSH.  We  are  giving  it  for  overtime  work  only, 
and  with  the  limiUtion  that  it  may  be  exercised  only  in  the 
case  of  persons  who  are  todispensable  in  order  to  carry  out 
these  contracts. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  But  if  the  proviso  is  put  in  that  for  all 
time  over  8  hours  per  day  the  employee  Is  entitled  to  time 
and  a  half,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment.  As  it 
is  now.  a  representative  of  one  of  the  labor  organizations 
called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  are  permitting  the 
suspension  of  a  law  without  providing  any  time-and-a-half 
for  overtime,  which  we  do  in  every  other  case. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Is  the  Senator  talking  about  the  labor  laws 
with  regard  to  overtime  which  apply  to  private  concerns,  or 
those  which  apply  to  the  Government? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  talking  about  contracts  with  the 
Army,  Navy,  or  any  other  Government  department. 

Mr.    WALSH.    Therefore,   the   Senator  means   contracts 
with  private  concerns? 
Mr.  WAGNER.    That  is  what  this  amendment  refers  to. 
Mr.  WALSH.    Most  of  it  would  be  with  our  own  navy  yards. 
Mr.  WAGNER.    The  amendment  reads: 

of  persons  engaged  upon  work  covered  by  Army,  Navy,  and  Coast 
Otiard  contracts. 

Those  are  contracts  by  private  concerns.  If  the  Senator 
will  lock  at  the  provision.  I  feel  very  certain  that  he  will  find 
that  I  am  right. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  am  sure  there  was  no  Intention  to  make 
any  discrimination. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  sure  of  that.  I  know  the  Senator  is 
one  of  the  great  champions  of  labor  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WALSH.  If  the  Senator  h*  any  doubt  about  It.  let 
us  have  the  amendment,  and  we  will  let  it  go  into  conference. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Of  course,  my  contention  is  that  it  is  not 
necessary  at  all. 

Mr.  WALSH.  But  so  far  as  the  committee's  Intentions  were 
concerned,  they  were  that  every  person  who  was  employed 
overtime,  whether  he  was  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
national  wage-and-hour  law  or  whether  he  was  subject  to 
the  Walsh-Healey  law  which  deals  with  public  contracts, 
should  receive  one  and  one-half  time  for  every  hour  over  40 
hours. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  That  is  true,  and  that  is  shown  by  the 
other  provisions  of  the  bill.  If  the  Senator  will  take  this 
proviso  and  put  it  at  the  end.  it  will  cover  the  matter: 

Provided,  That  the  wages  of  the  persons  employed  upon  such 
contracts  shall  be  computed  on  a  basic  day  rate  of  8  hours'  work, 
with  overtime  work  to  be  paid  for  at  not  less  than  time  and  one- 
half  for  all  hours  of  work  in  excess  of  8  hours. 

Mr.  WALSH.  That  is  perfectly  acceptable  if  it  is  not 
already  included  in  the  language  of  the  bill. 


Mr.  WAGNER.    I  may  say  tiiat  it  is  not  there. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    If  the  Senator  from  New 
York  will  send  his  amendment  to  the  desk,  it  will  be  stated. 
Mr.  WAGNER.    I  send  the  amendment  to  the  desk. 
The    PRESIDING    OFFICER-    The    amendment   will    be 

stated. 

The  Chict  Cl»k.    On  page  10,  line  2,  after  the  word 

"suspended",  it  is  proposed  to  insert: 

Provided,  TlMit  th*  wagea  of  the  persons  employed  upon  such  con- 
tracts shall  be  computed  on  a  bMlc  day  rate  of  8  hours'  work,  with 
overtime  work  to  be  paid  for  at  not  less  than  time  and  one-half 
for  aU  houirs  of  work  In  excess  of  8  hours. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  met  this 
morning  at  11  o'clock.  It  Is  now  8:30.  We  have  been  la 
session  for  9  hours  and  30  minutes.  I  have  been  here  prac- 
tically aU  day.  and  during  that  time  I  have  heard  only  one 
speech  directed  to  the  subject  under  consideration,  which  is 
the  Navy  bill.  We  had  a  very  wonderful  strong  address  by 
the  able  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  The  rest  of  the  day 
has  been  devoted  to  oratory. 

I  send  to  the  desk  a  resolution,  which  I  ask  to  have  read 

and  lie  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  resolution  win  be  read. 
The  resolution  (S.  Res.  285)  was  read  as  follows: 
Resolved.  That  the  Vice  President  appoint  a  committee  of  three 
mmiiTiiii  of  the  Sanata  to  consider  and  report  to  the  Senate  on 
the  adTlsablUty  of  renting  a  hall  In  Washington  to  provide  radio 
and  other  suitable  faclUtiea  for  public  speaking  by  Members  of 
this  bodv  who  have  the  urge  to  address  the  public^  and  "hereby 
permit  other  Members  of  the  Senate  to  engage  in  the  transaction 
S  public  buamess.  TUe  mid  committee  shaU  alao  consider  the 
advisability  of  closing  the  gaUerles  when  one-third  of  the  Senators 
sign  a  statement  that  they  dealre  to  proceed  to  a  consideration  of 
public  buKlness  without  being  prerented  from  doing  so  by  orations 
not  germane  to  the  measure  pending  before  the  Senate. 

[Laughter.  1 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    I  ask  that  the  resolution  lie  on  the  table 

for  future  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  resolution  wUl  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr  GILLETTE  Mr.  President,  referring  to  the  amend- 
ment just  presented  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  and 
adopted,  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  matter  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  conferees,  I  desire  to  state  that  I  believe  it  wiU 
make  a  conflict  between  subsection  (b)  and  subsection  (a) 
when  the  amendment  as  adopted  is  considered.  In  order  to 
caU  It  to  tlie  attention  of  the  conferees.  I  have  interrupted 
the  Senator  at  this  time. 

Mr.  WAI^H.  I  think  all  the  members  of  our  committee 
consider  that  the  amendment  is  unnecessary,  but,  in  view  of 
the  f'^eling  of  the  Senator  from  New  York,  I  accepted  it. 
Let  me  say.  before  I  comment  upon  the  resolution  presented 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Alabama,  that  it  reminds 
me  of  the  story  of  the  lawyer  who  was  making  an  impas- 
sioned plea  to  the  jury  and  was  desperately  seeking  to  bring 
tears  to  the  eyes  of  the  jury  in  order  that  they  would  be 
sympathetic  toward  the  case  of  his  client.  The  judge  called 
for  order  and  said,  "If  this  sobbing  and  weeping  does  not 
stop,  I  am  going  to  clear  the  courtroom."  Thereupon  the 
lawyer  said.  "Your  Honor,  turn  out  the  men  folks  if  you 
Win,  but  spare,  oh,  spare,  the  women  and  chUdren  so  that 
they  can  cry!"    [Laughter.] 

So  I  am  sure  that  the  o»-ators  to  whom  the  Senator  refers 
would  want  at  least  the  women  and  children  to  be  left  in 
the  galleries,  even  if  we  turned  out  the  men  folks. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  If  that  suggestion  were  carried  out  It 
would  destroy  the  effect  of  the  resolution,  because  it  would 
not  stop  the  speaking. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  because  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gn- 
Lrrrel,  I  should  like  to  state  that  subdivision  (a)  on  page  9 
refers  to  Gorernment  employees,  whereas  subdivision  (b) 
refers  to  employees  on  Government  contracts  with  private 
concerns.    That  Is  a  clear  distinction. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.     The  next  amendment  re- 
pen-ted  by  the  committee  will  be  stated. 
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The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  10,  "n^j-Jif^^'^J.^.;^^ 
"the"  where  It  occurs  the  second  time,  to  strike  out    Navy 
Department"  and  insert  "War  and  Navy  peP«^tments  ;  in 
line  21.  after  the  word  "employment"  and  the  colon,  to  strite 
out:  "And  vrovided  further.  That  in  connection  with  the  de- 
fense program  of  the  United  SUtes  the  P^^^^^f  °^^^^5^?i 
6  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1912  (37  Stat.  555:  U.  S.  C.  title 
5,  sec.  652) .  may  be  waived  In  any  case  when  «f  Pfo^^^^^ 
Secretary  of  the  Navy."  and  insert:  "Provided  fi^er.  -rhat 
during  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on 
September  8,  1939,  to  exist,  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  «ie 
act  of  August  24,  1912  (37  Stat.  555;  U.  S.  C.  title  5  se^652), 
shall  not  apply  to  any  clvU-servlce  employee  of  the  War  or 
Navy  Departments  or  of  the  Coast  Guard,  or  their  field  sctv- 
tces.  whose  immediate  removal  is.  in  the  opinion  of  the  Sec- 
retary concerned,  warranted  by  the  demands  of  nattonal  se- 
curity, but  nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  repeal,  mod- 
ify  or  suspend  the  proviso  in  that  section.     Those  persons 
summarily  removed  under  the  authority  of  this  section  may, 
if  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  concerned,  subsequent  in- 
vestigation so  warrants,  be  reinsUted.  and  if  so  reinstated 
shall  be  allowed  compensation  for  the  period  of  such  removal 
at  the  rate  they  were  receiving  on  the  date  of  removal:  And 
provided  further.  That  within  30  days  after  such  removal  any 
such  person  shall  have  an  opporiunlty  personally  to  appear 
before  the  official  designated  by  the  Secretary  concerned  and 
be  fully  Informed  of  the  reasons  for  such  removal,  and  to 
submit,  within  30  days  thereafter,  such  statement  or  affi- 
davits, or  both,  as  he  may  desire  to  show  why  he  should  be 
retained  and  not  removed;"  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 
SIC.  6.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  the  act  of 
May  29.  1930  (48  Btot.  468) .  and  section  204  of  the  act  of  June  30. 
19S2  (47  Stat  404),  any  person  heretofore  or  hereafter  retired  under 
the  CTvll  Semoe  Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930.  aa  amended,  may 
be  reemployed  In  the  service  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departmente 
provided .  TtMt  there  shaU  be  deducted  and  withheld  from  the  ba«  c 
salary    pay    or  compensation  of  such  person  and  credited  to  hU 
JSSnt^  provided  in  section  12  (a)   of  the  act  of  May  29    1930. 
as  amended,  the  regular  deductions  preacrlbed  by  the  said  act 
Provided  further.  That  upon  separation  *rom  the  service  for  any 
cause  euch  person  may  elect  to  receive  a  refund  of  the  total  deduc- 
tions so  withheld  together  with  Interest  at  4  perwnt  per  annum 
compounded  on  June  30  of  each  year,  or  receive  credit  *"  toe  addi- 
tional service  In  the  computation  of  any  annuity  awarded  there- 
after- Provided  further,  That  payment  of  the  annuity  of  such  pe«on 
•hall  be  suspended  during  the  period  of  such  employment:  Protrtded 
further.  That  during  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Presi- 
dent on  September  8.  1939.  to  exist,  the  P/ojislons  of  lotion  6  of 
the  act  of  August  24.  1912  (37  Stat.  655:  \J.  S.  £..  tlUe  5.  sec.  6^). 
shall  not  apply  to  any  clvll-servlce  employee  of  the  War  or  Na^ 
Apartments  or  of  the  Coaat  Guard,  or  their  field  services,  whoM 
IrnSiedlate  removal  Is.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  concerned, 
warranted  by  the  demands  of  national  security   but  nothing  hereto 
shall  be  construed  to  repeal,  modify,  or  suspend  the  P^^^* /°  "|f* 
section      Thoee   persons  summarily  removed   under   the   authority 
of  this'  section  may.  If  In  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  concerned. 
Bubeequent  investigation  so  warrants,  be  reinstated,  and  If  so  rein- 
stated shall  be  allowed  compensation  for  the  period  of  such  removal 
at  the  rate  they  were  receiving  on  the  date  of  removal:  And  provided 
further   That  within  30  days  after  such  removal  any  such  pereon 
shall  have  an  opportunity  personally  to  appear  beforethe  official 
deslimated  by  the  Secretary  concerned  and  be  fuUy  informed  of  the 
reasons  for  such  removal,  and  to  submit,  within  30  days  thereafter, 
such  statement  or  affidavits,  or  both,  as  he  may  desire  to  show  why 
he  should  be  retained  and  not  removed. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12,  line  4,  after  the 
word  "Establishment",  to  insert  "and  of  the  Coast  Guard"; 
in  line  5.  after  the  word  "of",  to  strike  out  "any"  and  Insert 
"the";  in  line  6,  after  the  name  "President",  to  insert 
"on  September  8.  1939";  in  line  13,  after  the  word  "em- 
ployees", to  strike  out  "in  those  trades  and  occupations 
wherein  a  shortage  exists"  and  insert  A'whose  services  at  the 
time  cannot,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Na\T 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  as  the  case  may  be,  be 
spared  without  detriment  to  the  national  defense",  so  as  to 
make  the  section  read: 

SK    7   The  act  of  March  14.   1936,  entitled  An  act  to  provide 
for  vacations  to  Government  employees  and  for  other  purposes 
(40  atat.  1161),  Is  hereby  amended  by  adding,  after  section  7.  a 
new  section  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec  8   Employees  of  the  Navy  Department  and  the  Naval  Estab- 
Uahmect  and  of  the  Coaat  Guard  may,  during  the  period  ol  the 
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national  emer^ncy  declared  by  the  President  on  September  8, 
1939.  to  exi«t.  be  employed  during  the  time  they  would  otherwise 
be  on  vacation  without  deprivation  of  their  vacation  pay  for  the 
time  so  worked.  Employees  who  forego  their  vacations  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  this  section  may  be  paid.  In  addi- 
tion to  their  regular  pay,  the  equivalent  of  the  pay  they  would 
have  drawn  during  the  period  of  such  vacation.  The  provisions 
of  this  section  shall  be  applicable  only  to  employees  whose  services 

-  at  the  time  cannot.  In  the  Judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  as  the  case  may  be,  be  spared 
without  detriment  to  the  national  defense." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12,  after  line  17,  to 
strike  out: 

Sec.  8.  The  limit  of  cost  of  the  vessels  authorized  by  the  act  of 
July  30.  1937  (50  Stat.  544).  Is  hereby  mcreased  by  an  amount 
equal  to  additional  costs  resulting  from  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insert  the  following: 

Sec.  8.  (a)  The  limit  of  cost  of  the  vessels  authorized  by  the  act 
of  July  30,  1937  (50  Stat.  544),  and  any  statutory  limitation  with 
refpect  to  the  cost  of  any  other  Individual  project  of  construction 
are  hereby  Increased  as  may  be  necessary  to  expedite  national  de- 
fense and  otherwise  effectuate  the  purposes  of  this  act:  Provxded, 
That  the  monetary  limitations  on  payments  out  of  appropriations 
available  to  the  Navy  Department  for  employees  In  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment and  for  employees  In  the  field  service  assigned  to  group  IV  (b) 
and  those  performing  similar  services  carried  under  the  Native 
and  Allen  Schedules  of  Wages  of  civil  employees  In  the  field  services 
of  the  Navy  Department  shall  be  suspended  during  the  limited 
national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on  September  8,  1939, 
to  exist:  Provided  further.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  authorized  to 
employ  such  additional  personnel  at  the  seat  of  government  and 
elsewhere,  and  to  provide  out  of  any  appropriations  available  to 
the  Navy  Department,  for  their  salaries  and  for  such  printing  and 
binding,  communication  service,  supplies,  travel  expenses,  and  for 
such  public  works  projects.  Inclusive  of  buildings,  facilities,  utilities, 
and  appurtenances  thereto  (Including  Government-owned  facilities 
at  privately  owned  plants  and  the  expansion  of  such  plants),  and 
the  acquisition  of  such  land,  and  the  purchase  or  lease  of  such 
structures,  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
this  act. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  further  authorized,  with  or 
without  advertising  or  competitive  bidding,  to  provide  out  of  any 
available  naval  appropriations,  for  the  operation  and  maintenance 
of  any  plants,  buildings,  facilities,  utilities,  and  appurtenances 
thereto  con.«itructed  pursuant  to  the  authorizations  contained  in 
this  act.  either  by  means  of  Government  personnel  or  through 
the  agency  of  selected  qualified  commercial  manufacturers  under 
contracts  entered  Into  with  them,  and  when  he  deems  it  neces- 
sary In  the  Interest  of  national  defense,  to  lease,  sell,  or  other- 
-  wise  dispose  of  any  such  plants,  buildings,  facilities,  utilities,  ap- 
purtenances thereto,  and  land,  under  such  terms  and  conditions 

-  as  he  may  deem  advisable,  and  without  regard  to  the  provisions 
of  section  321  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1932  (47  Stat.  412)  :  Pro- 
vided. That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  every  3  months 
to  the  Congress,  each  and  every  contract  amounting  to  $100,000 
and  over,  entered  into  under  the  authority  of  this  section. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  14.  after  line  14,  to 
strike  out: 

Sec.  9.  As  used  In  this  act,  the  words  "national  emergency"  shall 
be  deemed  to  Include  the  limited  national  emergency  declared  by 
the  President  on  September  8,  1939. 

And  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

V  Skc.  9.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  are  hereby  authorized  to  modify  existing  contracts,  in- 
cluding Coast  Guard  contracts,  as  the  Secretary  concerned  may 
deem  necessary  to  expedite  military  and  naval  defeivse,  and  to 
otherwise  effect liate  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  14,  after  line  23,  to 
Strike  out: 

Sec.  10.  The  provisions  herein  contained  shall  l>e  effective  for  a 
period  of  3  years  beginning  with  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act. 

And  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

Sfc.  10.  Hereafter  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  acting 
by  direction  of  the  President,  shall  constitute  approval  by  the  Presi- 
dent as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April  25.  1939  (53 
Stat  590.  592).  neceseary  to  the  validity  of  any  contract  entered  into 
under  authority  contained  In  said  section. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  15,  after  line  8,  to  insert: 

Sec.  11.  (a)  No  aliens  employed  by  a  contractor  in  the  perform- 
ance of  secret,  confidential,  or  restricted  Government  contracts  shall 
be  permitted  to  have  access  to  the  plans  or  specifications,  or  the 
'  work  under  such  contracts,  or  to  participate  in  the  contract  trial*. 


unless  the  written  consent  of  the  head  of  the  Government  depart- 
ment concerned  has  first  been  obtained,  and  any  person  who  will- 
fully violates  or  through  negligence  permits  the  violation  of  the 
provisions  of  this  subsection  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  »10.000  or 
imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 

(b)  Any  alien  who  obtains  employment  on  secret,  confidential, 
or  restricted  Government  contracts  by  misrepresentation  of  his 
alien  statiis.  or  who  makes  such  misrepresentation  while  seeking 
such  emplojrment.  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000  or  Im- 
prisoned not  more  than  6  years,  or  both. 

(c)  For  the  purpose  of  this  section,  the  term  "person"  shall  be 
construed  to  Include  an  individual,  partnership,  association,  cor- 
poration, or  other  business  enterprise. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  16,  after  line  3,  to 
insert: 

Sec.  12.  The  provisions  of  all  preceding  sections  of  this  act  shall 
terminate    June    30,    1942.    unless    the    Congress    shall    otherwise 
j  provide. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  16,  after  line  6.  to 
^  insert: 

Sec.  13.  Section  6  of  the  act  approved  June  30.  1936  (49  Stat. 
2036;  U.  S.  C,  Supp.  V.  title  41.  sees.  35-45).  is  hereby  amended  by 
adding  "Provided,  That  whenever  in  his  Judgment  such  course  Is 
in  the  public  Interest,  the  President  is  authorized  to  suspend  any 
or  all  of  the  representations  and  stipulations  contained  in  section 
1  of  this  act." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  biU  is  open  to  further 
amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  there  are  some  additional 
amendments  which  I  should  like  to  present  for  the  commit- 
tee, and  I  now  send  to  the  desk  the  first  of  these  important 
amendments. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Since  we  are  at  this  moment  on  this  par- 
ticular topic,  I  direct  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts to  page  15,  line  19,  and  ask  him  if  he  will  not 
consent  to  the  interpolation  of  the  word  "knowingly",  or  a 
word  or  phrase  having  the  effect  of  that  word,  so  that  a  per- 
son who  innocently  misrepresents  his  status  may  not  be 
subjected  to  the  enormous  penalty  of  a  possible  fine  of  $10,000 
or  imprisonment  of  not  more  than  5  years? 
.  Mr.  WALSH.  The  Senator  has  called  attention  to  subsec- 
tion (b)  on  page  15.  which  reads  as  follows: 

(b)  Any  alien  who  obtains  emplo3rment  on  secret,  confidential, 

or   restricted   Government   contracts   by   misrepresentation   of   hla 

fallen  status,  or  who  makes  such  misrepresentation  while  seeking 

such   empl03mient,  shall   be  fined   not  more   than  $10,000  or  im- 

jBrisoned  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 

I  am  wondering  how  anyone  could  knowingly  make  a  mis- 
representation of  his  alien  status. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts that  within  a  very  few  months  I  saw  a  man  accepted 
for  Jury  service  in  a  State  which  is  particularly  attentive 
to  the  requirements  of  a  citizen's  status  for  jiur  service,  and 
all  his  life  he  had  supposed  he  was  a  citizen,  as  did  the' Jury 
commissioner  in  his  town,  and  as  did  the  registrar  of  voters 
in  his  town.  It  developed,  from  the  diligence  of  some  lawyer 
who  chose  to  look  the  matter  up.  that  that  individual  was 
born  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  had  never  qualified  as  a  citizen  of 
this  country.  The  gentleman,  in  complete  good  faith,  thought 
he  was  a  citizen. 

I  think  that  if  we  insert  the  word  "knowingly,"  or  a  phrase 
which  win  have  the  effect  of  protecting  against  some  mis- 
representation which  would  have  the  effect  of  altering  the 
status  of  an  alien,  such  protection  would  be  Justifiable,  and 
we  should  protect  people  against  such  a  result. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Of  course,  as  the  Senator  knows,  the  pur- 
pose of  this  section  is  to  prevent  a  person  claiming  to  be  an 
American  citizen  when  he  is  not,  and  getting  employment  and 
dealing  with  secret  confidential  plans  for  the  building  of 
naval  vessels  and  airplanes  and  similar  work.  When  such 
misrepresentation  is  made,  it  permits  criminal  action  to  be 
taken  against  such  a  person.  It  is  an  effort  to  prevent 
sabotage  and  prevent  the  disclosure  of  secret  plans  of  oiu 


Government.    I  would  be  the  last,  as  the  Senator  knows,  to 
want  anyone  punished  who  was  innocent. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Of  course. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  am  somewhat  disturbed  about  the  word 
"knowingly."  l)ecause  of  the  defense  which  would  be  raised 
In  cases  where  one  claimed  to  be  a  citizen  and  was  not  a 
citizen.  He  could  say  he  did  not  understand,  that  he  speaks 
poor  English,  or  really  thought  he  was  a  citizen  when  he  was 
not.  I  wish  the  Senator  could  use  some  more  moderate 
phrase. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  appreciate  the  position  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  and.  agree  with  him  fully  in  the  oblective 
he  seeks.  I  uikterstand  he  has  some  further  committee 
amendments  to  submit,  and  I  suggest  we  proceed  with  them, 
and  meanwhile  I  will  lurepare  language  I  am  sure  will  meet 
with  his  approval. 

Mr.  WAIBH.  I  suggest  that  the  Senator  use  the  word 
"innocently,"  or  "unconsciously,"  or  "believing  that  he  was  a 
citizen  of  the  coimtry,"  some  such  language. 

I  now  ask  that  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  on  page  2, 
line  24,  was  agreed  to,  be  reconsidered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  is  reconsidered. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  now  c^er  an  amendment  to  follow  this 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  Chitf  Clekk.  It  is  proposed  to  insert  on  page  3,  line 
23,  to  follow  section  2  (a),  the  following: 

Provided  further.  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  relieve  a 
bidder  or  contractor  of  the  obligation  to  furnish  the  bonds  under 
the  requirements  of  the  act  of  August  24,  1936  (49  SUt,  793;  40 
U.  S.  C.  270  (a)  to  (d) ) :  Provided  further.  That  the  cost-plus-a- 
percentage  of  cost  system  of  contracting  shall  not  be  used  under 
the  authority  granted  by  thU  subsection  to  negotiate  contracts; 
but  this  proviso  shall  not  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  tise  of  the 
cost  plus  a  fixed-fee  form  of  contract  when  such  use  Is  deemed  nec- 
essary by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  And  provided  further.  That 
the  fixed  fee  to  be  paid  the  contractor  as  a  result  of  any  contract 
CBlered  Into  under  the  authority  of  this  subsection,  or  any  War 
Dnwutment  contract  entered  into  In  the  form  of  cost  plus  a  fixed 
fee  shall  not  exceed  7  percent  of  the  estimated  cost  of  the  con- 
tract (exclusive  of  the  fee  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  or  the  Secretary  of  War,  as  the  case  may  be),  nor  more  than 
7.53  percent  of  the  cost  of  performing  such  contract  (exclusive  of 
the  fee). 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  in  many  respects  this  is  the 
most  important  provision  in  the  bill.  In  existing  law  there 
Is  a  provision  that  no  contractor  who  enters  into  a  contract 
with  the  United  States  CJovernment  for  the  building  of  a  naval 
■veseri  can  make  more  than  10-percent  profit  on  the  contract. 
There  is  also  provision  in  existing  law  that  no  contractor 
entering  into  a  contract  with  the  United  States  Government 
to  build  airplanes  can  receive  more  than  12-percent  profit. 
In  the  bill  we  are  removing  the  obligation  for  competitive 
bidding  In  the  building  of  vessels  and  the  building  of  air- 
planes, in  the  expectation  and  hope  that  quick,  sudden  nego- 
tiations without  advertising  for  bids  may  increase  the  speed 
with  which  we  can  move  in  building  ships  and  airplanes. 

We  are  providing  for  private  negotiation  between  the 
Navy  Department  and  the  War  Department,  so  far  as  planes 
are  concerned,  and  the  Navy  Department  so  far  as  vessels 
and  planes  are  concerned,  with  contractors.  The  committee 
felt  that  under  these  circumstances  the  profit  to  wtiich  they 
are  now  entitled  by  law,  of  10  percent  and  12  percent, 
sbotild  t>e  reduced. 

We  met  with  opposition  in  our  effort  to  do  this.  We  dis- 
covered, in  the  course  of  our  investigation,  that  originally 
the  profit  was  10  percent  under  contracts  with  both  airplane 
manufacturers  and  shipbuilders,  but  in  some  mysterious 
way  an  amendment  crept  Into  the  law  In  1939.  in  some 
Army  bill,  which  gave  12  percent  to  airplane  manufactmers. 
We  could  see  no  reason  for  a  difference  in  the  profit  to  a 
shipbuilder  and  an  airplane  manufacturer  when  they  are 
negotiating  without  competition  for  a  contract,  and  when 
they  do  not  need  to  take  the  contract  if  they  do  not  want  to. 
Therefore,  we  have  provided  in  the  bill  for  a  maximum 
profH  of  7  percent.    We  have  also  provided  that,  even  if  tiM 


price  Is  agreed  to  and  the  cost  Is  less  thaa  the  agreed  price, 
the  contractor  will  receive  only  7.53  percent,  which  means 
that  the  Government  would  make  more  money  by  paying 
7.53  percent  if  the  cost  is  below  the  agreed  price,  than  it 
would  by  giving  the  7-percent  price. 

In  ray  (H)inion,  this  provision  Is  one  of  the  most  important 
and  one  of  the  best  In  the  measure.  We  pointed  out  to  the 
opposition  that.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Navy  would 
make  contracts  for  a  billion  dollars  on  ships,  the  manufac- 
turers ought  to  make  some  sacrifice  in  respect  to  the  matter 
of  profits:  that  the  contractors  as  well  as  the  taxpayers  and 
tbose  in  the  military  service  of  the  country  should  make 
sacrifices  for  the  good  o£  the  country.  We  were  actuated  to 
do  this  by  the  fact  that  it  was  disclosed  to  us  that  in  the  year 
1938  the  returns  made  by  shipbuilders  and  airplane  builders 
showed  profits  ranging  between  14  and  24  percent.  I  must 
add  that  that  was  upon  their  entire  business  and  not  solely 
and  alone  upon  Government  business.  So,  if  the  bill  is 
enacted  and  this  provision  is  accepted  in  conference,  it  will 
represent  an  effort  made  by  the  Congress  for  some  diminu- 
tion In  the  amount  of  peacetime  profits  on  the  part  of  con- 
tractors who  are  building  our  ships  and  our  airplanes. 

Sooner  or  later,  of  course,  if  we  go  to  war,  some  such 
provision  of  law  for  limitation  of  profits  must  be  applied  to 
every  contract  made  by  the  Army  and  Navy. 

The  committee  was  moved  to  do  this  because  in  the  law 
already  there  is  a  limitation  on  profits,  and,  therefore,  this 
reduction  was  made. 

I  wish  to  take  occasion  to  commend  the  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  who  cooperated  in  insisting  upon 
this  amendment  being  placed  in  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  now  ask  that  the  vote  by  which  the 
amendment  on  page  2,  line  24,  was  agreed  to,  be  reconsid- 
ered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  Is  reconsidered. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  now  offer  an  amendment,  which  I  ask  to 
have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chxef  CiXKK.  On  page  3,  line  10,  after  the  word 
"orders",  it  Is  proposed  to  insert  "and  all  Army  contracts 
and  orders." 

Mr.  WALSH.  That  is  put  In  at  the  request  of  the  Army, 
which  desires  that  that  particular  provision  apply  to  the 
Army  as  well  as  to  the  Navy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  now  ask  that  the  vote  by  which  the  amend- 
ment on  page  12,  line  22,  was  agreed  to  bs  reconsidered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  "nje 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  is  reconsidered. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  send  forward  another  anendment,  which  I 
ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  12.  line  24,  after  the  word  "indi- 
vidual", it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  word  "naval" 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  now  ask  that  the  vote  by  which  the 
amendment  on  page  8,  line  14,  was  agreed  to,  be  reconsidered. 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICER.  Is  thece  obiectiOD?  Tte 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  Is  reconsidered. 

M^.  WALSH.  I  offer  another  ameodment  which  I  ask  to 
have  stated. 
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The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chut  Clerk.  On  page  9.  line  1.  after  the  word  "paid". 
It  is  proposed  to  insert  the  word  '"only",  and  on  line  2.  after 
the  word  "employees",  Insert  the  words  "in  the  field  services 
of  the  War  Department,  the  Navy  Department,  and  the  Coast 
Guard." 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  wish  to  make  a  brief  explanation  of  that 
amendment  for  the  Record.  The  amendment  has  the  effect 
of  limiting  the  overtime  work  of  those  in  the  field  service  of 

e  Navy  and  ttie  Army.  It  Is  not  intended  that  the  over- 
time work  should  apply  to  the  ofDce  staff  here  In  Washington 
or  in  the  bureaus,  because  practically  all  the  work  they  do  can 
be  done  by  others.  In  other  words,  there  are  additional  clerks 
and  additional  stenographers  and  additional  messengers  to  be 
employed. 

So  we  have  limited  the  overtime  work  to  those  In  the  field, 
that  is  those  in  the  munitions  plants  of  the  Government  andj 
in  the  navy  yards,  and  we  have  limited  It  so  far  as  posslblei 
to  those  who  are  indispensable.  ; 

I  repeat,  the  purpose  of  the  committee  and  the  purpose  ofj 
the  administration  is  to  make  overtime  work  as  negligible  as 
possible  in  speeding  up  and  the  employment  of  two  and  three 
shifts,  to  give  this  work  to  people  who  are  unemployed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing' 
to  the  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to.  { 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  send  to  the  desk  another  amendment 
which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  end  of  the  bill  it  is  proposed  to 
add  a  new  section  14.  as  follows: 

Sic.  14.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provision  of  any  other  law.  no 
mUltary  or  naval  weapon,  ship,  boat,  aircraft,  munitions,  supplies, 
or  equipment,  to  which  the  United  States  has  title.  In  whole  or  In 
part,  or  which  have  been  contracted  for.  shall  hereafter  be  trans- 
ferred, exchanged,  sold,  or  otherwise  disposed  of  In  any  manner 
whatsoever  unless  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  In  the  case  of 
naval  material,  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army,  In  the  case  of 
mlhtary  material,  shall  first  certify  that  such  material  Is  not  essen- 
tial to  and  cannot  be  used  In  the  defense  of  the  United  States. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  the 
case  may  be.  are  hereby  requested  and  directed  to  furnish  or  cause 
to  be  furnished  to  the  chairman  of  each  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  a  copy  of  each  contract,  order,, 
or  agreement  covering  the  exchange  of  deteriorated,  unserviceable, 
obaolesrent,  or  surplus  military  or  naval  equipment,  munitions,  or 
supplies  exchanged  for  other  military  or  naval  equipment,  muni- 
tions, or  supplies,  and  a  copy  of  each  contract,  order,  or  agreement 
shall  be  fiirnlshed  regarding  any  other  disposition  of  milltiu-y  or 
naval  equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies  by  which  the  title  passes, 
either  de  Jlire  or  de  facto,  from  the  United  States,  or  by  wblcsti 
delivery  of  material  thereunder  is  deferred,  where  the  original  cost 
of  such  military  or  naval  equipment,  munitions,  or  supplies  ex-: 
ceeded  or  exceeds  $2,000.  The  copies  of  each  contract,  order,  or 
agreement  herein  referred  to  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  respective 
chairmen  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  not  later  than  24  hours 
after  such  contract,  order,  or  agreement  is  made,  and  the  chairman 
of  each  committee  shall  consider  such  contracts,  orders,  or  agree- 
ments confidential  unless  a  majority  of  the  members  of  his  cozn- 
mittee  shall  direct   the  particular  transaction  to  be   made  public. 

(c)  Nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  construed  to  repeal  or 
modify  sections  3  and  6,  title  V  of  the  act  approved  Jime  15.  1917 
(40  Stat.  222;  U.  S.  C.  tlUe  18.  sees.  33  and  36) . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  , 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  now  ask  that  the  vote  by  which  the  amend- 
ment on  page  15,  line  19,  was  agreed  to  be  reconsidered. 
^  The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection?     The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  Is  reconsidered. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Daka- 
HER I  made  a  suggestion  a  few  minutes  ago  with  reference  to 
an  amendment  which  he  has  now  modified  and  which  I  think 
could  properly  be  accepted.  I  send  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  to  the  desk  and  ask  that  it 
be  stated. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 


The  Chiet  Clerk.  On  page  15,  line  20.  after  the  word  "by", 
it  Is  propo.sed  to  insert  "willful";  and,  in  line  21,  after  the 
word  "such".  It  is  proposed  to  Insert  "willful." 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  now  offer  another  amendment,  title  2,  in 
which  the  Senator  from  New  York  is  Interested  particularly. 
Frankly,  I  have  not  had  the  opportunity  to  give  It  the  study 
and  attention  It  deserves.  It  is  an  amendment  to  permit 
some  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  the  Army  and  Navy  to 
be  used  for  housing  facilities  for  the  workmen  In  the  ex- 
panded class  that  may  become  necessary.  I  ask  that  the 
amendment  be  accepted  and  at  least  taken  to  conference  for 
further  study  and  consideration. 

I  send  the  amendment  to  the  desk  and  ask  that  it  be 
stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  end  of  the  bill  It  is  proposed  to 
add  a  new  title  n,  as  follows: 

"rnxz  n 

"SecnoN  201.  In  connection  with  the  national -defense  program, 
the  Navy  and  War  Departments  and  the  United  States  Housing  Au- 
thority are  hereby  authorized  to  cooperate  In  making  necessary 
housing  available  for  persons  engaged  In  national-defense  activ- 
ities, as  hereinafter  provided.  'Persons  engaged  In  national-de- 
fense activities'  (as  that  term  Is  u.sed  In  this  title)  shall  Include 
(1)  enlisted  men  with  families,  who  are  In  the  naval  and  mili- 
tary service  (excluding  officers)  and  employees  of  the  Navy  and 
War  Departments  who  are  assigned  to  duty  at  naval  or  military 
reservations,  posts,  or  bases,  and  (U)  workers  with  families,  who 
are  engaged  or  to  be  engaged  in  Industries  connected  with  and 
essential  to  the  national -defense  program.  No  project  shall  be 
developed  or  assisted  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  except  with  the 
approval  of  the  President  and  upon  a  determination  by  him  that 
there  Is  an  acute  shortage  of  housing  in  the  locality  Involved 
which  Impedes  the   national -defense  program. 

"Sec.  202  (a)  Projects  may  be  Initiated  hereunder  by  the  Navy 
or  War  Department  to  provide  dwellings  on  or  near  naval  or  mili- 
tary reservations,  posts,  or  bases  for  rental  to  the  enlisted  men 
and  employees  of  the  Navy  and  War  Departments  described  in 
section  201.  Such  projects  shall  be  developed  by  the  Navy  or  War 
Department  or  by  the  Authority,  whichever  the  President  deter- 
mines is  better  suited  to  the  fulfillment  of  the  purposes  of  this 
title  with  respect  to  any  particular  project.  If  the  development 
of  such  project  Is  to  be  underuken  by  the  Navy  or  War  DefMirt- 
ment,  the  Authority  Is  authorized  to  aid  the  development  of  the 
project  by  furnishing  technical  assistance  and  by  transferring  to 
such  Department  the  funds  necessary  for  the  development  of  the 
project.  Any  project  developed  for  the  purpose  of  thU  section 
shall  be  leased  to  the  Navy  or  War  Department  by  the  Authority 
(which  shall  have  title  to  such  project  until  repayment  of  the 
cost  thereof  to  the  Authority  as  prescribed  In  such  lease)  upon 
such  terms  as  shall  be  prescribed  in  the  lease,  which  may  be  the 
same  ternis  as  are  authorized  by  the  United  SUtes  Housing  Act 
of  1937.  as  amended,  with  respect  to  leases  to  public-housing 
agencies.  All  the  provisions  of  said  act  which  apply  to  the  devel- 
opment of  projects  by  the  Authority  shall  (Insofar  as  applicable 
and  not  Inconsistent  herewith)  apply  to  the  development  of 
projecu  by  the  Navy  or  War  Department.  Notwithstanding  other 
provisions  of  this  or  any  other  law,  the  Department  leasing  a 
project  shall  have  the  sanie  Jurisdiction  over  such  project  as  it  has 
over  the  reservation,  post,  or  base  in  connection  with  which  the 
project   Is  developed. 

"(b)  The  Navy  or  War  Department.  In  connection  with  any  proj- 
ect devclojjed  or  leased  by  it.  and  the  Authority,  in  connection  with 
any  project  developed  or  assisted  by  it.  for  the  purposes  of  this  title, 
may  acquire  real  or  personal  property  or  any  Interest  therein  by  pur- 
chase, eminent  domain,  gift,  lease,  or  otherwise.  The  provisions  of 
section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes  shall  not  apply  to  the  acquisition 
of  any  real  property  by  the  Navy  or  War  Department  or  by  the 
Authority  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  or  to  the  project  developed 
thereon,  and  the  provisions  of  section  321  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1932 
(U.  S.  C,  1934  ed.,  t.tle  40.  sec.  303b).  shall  not  apply  to  any 
lease  of  any  project  developed  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  or  of  any 
dwelling  therein.  Condemnation  proceedings  Instituted  by  the 
Authority  shall  be  In  Its  own  name  and  the  practice  and  procedure 
governing  such  proceedings  by  the  United  States  shall  be  followed, 
and  the  Authority  shall  likewise  be  entitled  to  proceed  In  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  February 
26.  1931  (46  Stat.  1421).  and  an  act  of  Congress  approved  March  1, 
1929  (45  Stat.  1415).  If  the  Authority  acquires  land  in  connection 
with  a  project  to  be  assisted  for  the  purposes  of  this  title,  it  may 
convey  such  land  to  the  public -housing  agency  Involved  for  s  con- 
sideration equal  to  the  cost  of  the  land  to  the  Authority.  The  Navy 
and  War  Departments  and  the  Authority  may  negotiate,  contract, 
and  fix  such  fe«s  as  they  determine  are  reasonable  for  the  servioe* 
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of  irehltecti.  tnglneera.  tttrveyort.  appraisen.  title  examiners,  and 
real-estate  negotiators  In  connection  with  specific  prcjecu  developed 
by  them  under  this  title.  The  Secretaries  of  Navy  and  War  are 
hereby  authorized  to  make  available  to  the  Authority  any  land  that 
Is  needed  for  a  project  to  tie  developed  by  the  Authority  and  leased 
to  the  Navy  or  War  Department  and  to  execute  such  leases,  agree- 
menu,  and  other  instruments  wltb  the  Authority  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  title. 

"Sac.  a03.  In  any  localities  where  the  President  determines  that 
there  Is  an  acute  shortage  of  bousing  which  impede^  the  natlonal- 
<hfffn—  program  and  that  the  necessary  housing  would  not  otiier- 
wlae  be  provided  when  needed  for  persons  engaged  In  national- 
defense  activities,  the  Authority  may  undertake  the  development 
and  administration  of  projects  to  assure  the  availability  of  dwellings 
in  such  localities  for  such  persons  and  their  families,  or  the  Author- 
ity may  extend  financial  assistance  to  public-housing  agencies  for 
the  development  and  administration  of  such  projects.  Such  finan- 
cial assistance  to  public-housing  agencies  shall  be  extend<>d  (except 
as  ottaerwlae  provided  herein  and  not  Inconsistent  herewith)  under 
the  provisions  of.  and  in  the  same  manner  and  forms  as  provided  in, 
title  I  of  the  United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  as  amended,  with 
respect  to  other  housing  projects. 

"Sac.  204.  Any  contract  made  for  financial  assistance  under  the 
United  States  Hotising  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  may  be  revised  so 
as  to  provide  that  the  project  involved  will  be  a&sisted  for  any 
of  the  purposes  of  this  title.  The  Navy  or  War  Department  or  the 
Authority,  In  the  administration  of  any  project  developed  for  the 
purposes  of  this  title,  shall  fix  rentals  for  persons  engaged  In  na- 
tional-defense activiUes  and  their  families  which  will  be  within 
their  financial  reach,  and  the  Authority,  In  any  contract  for 
financial  assistance  or  any  lease  of  such  a  project,  shall  require 
the  fixing  of  such  rentals.  Projects  developed  by  the  Navy  or  War 
Department,  or  ieveloped  or  aasleted  by  the  Authority,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  title  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  elimination  re- 
quirements of  sections  10  (a)  and  11  (a)  of  said  act.  or  to  any  pro- 
visions of  section  9  of  said  act  which  would  require  any  part  of 
the  development  cost  thereof  to  be  met  In  any  manner  other 
than  from  funds  loaned  or  furnished  by  the  Authority.  Funds  ex- 
pended for  the  purposes  of  this  title  shall  be  excluded  in  de- 
termining, for  the  purposes  of  section  21  (d)  of  said  act.  the 
amounts  expended  within  each  State.  Except  as  otherwise  pro- 
vided herein  or  as  may  be  inconsistent  herewith,  all  the  provisions 
of  Utle  I  of  said  act  shall  apply  to  thU  tlUe.  During  the  period 
when  the  President  determines  that  in  any  locality  there  is  an 
acute  need  for  housing  to  assure  the  availability  of  dwellings  for 
persons  engaged  In  national-defense  activities,  dwellings  In  a 
project  developed  or  assisted  In  said  locality  which  are  devoted  to 
the  purposes  of  providing  housing  for  persons  engaged  In  national- 
defense  activities  shall  not  be  subject  to  sections  2(1)  and  2  (2) 
of  the  United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  as  amended,  and  during 
such  pertod  such  project*  shall  be  deemed  projects  of  a  low-rent 
character  for  the  purposes  of  any  of  the  applicable  provisions  In 
Utle  I  of  said  act. 

"Sbc.  205.  The  Authority  may  use  for  the  purposes  of  this  title 
any  of  the  funds  or  authorizations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made 
available  to  it.  The  provisions  of  title  I  of  tbU  act  shall  not  apply 
to  this  tlUe." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  is  agreed  to 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  In  order  to  have  the  Record 
clear.  I  will  say  that  the  amendment  just  agreed  to  has  never 
been  submitted  to  the  committee.  It  Is  offered  on  my  own 
responsibility,  in  behalf  of  other  Senators,  including  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  (Mr.  Wagner  1,  who  Is  Interested.  The 
amendment  Is  offered  for  consideration  In  conference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  Is  still  before  the 
Senate  and  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  WAUSH.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  completes  the 
amendments.    I  wish  to  say  only  a  word  in  addition. 

Tbe  enactment  of  this  legislation  removes  every  barrier, 
every  impediment  the  human  mind  can  conceive  of.  so  that 
our  Navy  and  Army  may  proceed  at  once  with  speed  and 
more  speed  to  build  up  our  national  defense.  The  work  of 
our  committee  has  been  directed  toward  what  many  Senators 
feel  should  be  the  general  pc^cy  of  Congress,  namely,  toward 
the  Congress  obtaining  Information  In  regard  to  Important 
contracts  and  expenditures.  All  through  the  bill,  thanks  to 
the  foresight  and  judgment  of  the  distinguished  members  of 
our  committee,  there  are  provisions  for  reports  to  the  Con- 
gress every  3  months  on  the  agreement  contracts,  contract* 
not  in  competition,  and  other  provisions  seeking  to  keep  thf 
Congress  informed  as  to  the  activities  of  the  Navy. 

I  wish  to  take  thU  oecaaion  to  compliment  the  distinguished 
members  of  the  committee  for  the  attention  they  have  given 
this  bill  and  for  the  long  hours  they  have  spent  In  trying  to 
perfect  a  bill  which  would  speed  up  the  production  of  our 
defenses,  and  at  the  same  time  keep  the  Congress  fully  In- 


formed as  to  the  speed  with  which  we  are  going,  and  as  to  the 
method  and  manner  in  which  the  operations  permitted  under 
the  bin  are  carried  out. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
yield  my  small  meed  of  praise  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee. He  has  been  industrious,  able,  and  painstaking  for 
many,  many  weeks.  We  who  have  sat  by  his  side  and  lis- 
tened to  his  exposition  of  the  various  bills  which  have  been 
before  us  know  how  to  prize  his  assiduity.  I  think  he  de- 
serves at  the  hands  of  the  members  of  the  committee  this 
little  statement  of  praise  for  the  manner  in  which  he  has 
fulflUed  his  duties.  He  has  conducted  them  in  a  judicial 
fashion.  He  has  conducted  them  in  such  fashion  that  no  one 
could  question  his  fairness,  his  boldness,  and  his  desire  to  see 
that  the  country  is  protected  by  these  bills. 

The  bills  were  difficult  measures  which  required  earnest 
study.  He  has  given  to  them  evenrthing  that  was  in  him, 
and  when  I  say  that  I  say  that  he  has  given  to  them  more 
than  any  one  of  the  rest  of  us  would  have  given.  I  compli- 
ment him,  sir.  upon  the  way  In  which  he  has  presided  over 
the  Naval  Affairs  Committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there  be  no  further 
amendments  to  be  offered,  the  question  Is  on  the  engrossment 
of  the  amendments  and  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President.  I  should  Uke  to  have  the  atten- 
tion of  the  chairman  of  the  conunlttee  for  a  moment.  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  amendment  to  be  added  as 
section  14  of  the  bill,  providing  that  notwithstanding  the 
provision  of  any  other  law,  no  military  or  naval  weapon  shall 
hereafter  be  transferred,  exchanged,  sold,  or  otherwise  dis- 
posed of  In  any  manner  whatsoever,  unless  the  Chief  of  Naval 
Operations,  in  the  case  of  naval  material,  or  the  Chief  of 
Staff  of  the  Army,  in  the  case  of  military  material,  shall 
first  certify  that  such  material  is  not  essential,  and  so  forth. 

Then  it  goes  on  to  say  that  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the  case  may  be,  is  requested  and 
directed  to  furnish  or  cause  to  be  furnished  to  the  chairman 
of  each  committee  on  Naval  Affairs  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  a  copy  of  each  contract,  order,  and  so  forth. 

Am  I  to  understand  from  that  provision  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  is  entirely  left  out,  and  that  even 
with  reference  to  material  of  the  War  Department,  a  report 
is  to  be  made  to  the  chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee?   Will  the  Senator  explain? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  committee  that  it  be  Informed  as  to  the 
disposition  of  surplus  property.  There  is  now  a  law  which 
permits  the  Navy  Department  to  transfer  to  the  Army  any 
surplus  property  it  may  have.  The  reason  for  the  amendment 
is  to  have  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  certify  that  the 
material  is  not  essential  to  the  national  defense.  We  do  not 
say  In  what  manner  he  shall  certify.  He  may  do  so  privately. 
When  this  provision  was  originally  drawn.  It  was  intended 
to  have  him  certify,  and  have  no  action  taken  until  Congress 
acted.    The  provision  was  greatly  modified. 

The  reason  why  the  Army  is  brought  into  the  matter  is 
because  the  Army  also  disposes  of  surplus  property.  I  do 
not  think  the  amendment  calls  for  more  than  the  Navy  De- 
partment to  inform  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  and  House 
Naval  Affairs  Committees  about  naval  property.  I  certainly 
have  no  intention,  and  no  one  else  has  any  mtentlon,  to  have 
the  Army  report  to  the  chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittees. 

Mr.  WTT.T.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee receiving  all  the  Information  It  may  desire,  but  as  I 
read  the  language  of  the  amendment,  It  seems  to  me  that  as 
the  amendment  is  now  drafted  the  War  Department  is  re- 
quired to  make  a  report  to  the  Naval  Affairs  Committees  of 
the  Congress.  I  wondered  If  that  was  the  Intention  of  the 
chairman  or  the  members  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  No;  only  those  things  oC 
which  the  Navy  Department  has  Jurisdiction. 
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Mr.  WALSH.  Let  me  read  the  section.  Let  me  say  that 
the  section  was  one  of  the  last  drawn.  In  fact,  it  is  not 
completed.  It  was  submitted  to  me  since  the  debate  began; 
but  the  intention  and  purpose  of  it  I  know  and  the  com- 
mittee knew: 

The  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the 
case  may  be.  are  he^by  requested  and  directed  to  fxirnlsh  or 
cause  to  be  furnished  to  the  chairman  of  each  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  a  copy  of  each 
contract,  order,  or  agreement  covering  the  exchange  of  de- 
teriorated, unserviceable,  obsolescent,  or  surplus  military  or  naval 
equipment,  munitions,  or  supplies  exchanged  for  other  military 
or  naval  equipment,  munitions,  or  supplies;  and  c.  copy  of  each 
contract,  order,  or  agreement  shall  be  furnished  regarding  any 
other  disposition  of  military  or  naval  equipment,  munitions,  and 
supplies  by  which  the  title  passes  either  de  Jure  or  de  facto  from 
the  United  States,  or  by  which  delivery  of  material  theretinder 
Is  deferred,  where  the  original  cost  of  such  military  or  naval 
equipment,  munitions,  or  supplies  exceeded  or  exceeds  $2,000. 
The  copies  of  each  contract,  order,  or  agreement  herein  referred 
to  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  respective  chairmen  of  the  Com- 
mittees on  Naval  Affairs  not  later  than  24  hours  after  such  con- 
tract, order,  or  agreement  Is  made;  and  the  chairman  of  each 
committee  shall  consider  such  contracts,  orders,  or  agreements 
confldentlal  unless  a  majority  of  the  members  of  his  committee 
shall  direct  the  particular  transaction  to  be  made  public. 

I  think — am  I  correct  about  this.  Senators? — I  think  the 
law  permitting  the  transfer  of  surplus  to  the  Army  applies 
only  to  the  Navy.  I  do  not  think  the  law  permits  the  Navy 
to  take  surplus  property  from  the  Army.  Am  I  correct 
about  that? 

Mr.  HILL.    Will  the  Senator  ask  that  question  again? 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  general  law  permits  or  requires  the 
transfer  of  surplus  property  from  the  Navy  to  the  Army; 
but  I  do  not  think  the  law  requires  the  Army  to  transfer 
any  surplus  property  to  the  Navy. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  i 
yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  do. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  As  I  understand  the  proposition, 
the  reason  why  this  provision  was  included  is  that  certain 
property  had  been  transferred  from  the  Navy  to  the  Army. 

Mr.  WALSH.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  And  the  Army  proceeded  to 
transfer  it  to  somebody  else,  which  the  Na\-al  Affairs  Com- 
mittee or  the  Senate  thinks  was  not  justified,  which  is  the 
reason  for  this  provision.  I  do  not  think  there  should  be 
any  suggestion  on  the  part  of  anybody  that  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  of  the  Senate  should  be  permitted  to  interfere 
In  the  affairs  of  the  War  Department:  but  as  far  as  the 
transfer  of  naval  property  Is  concerned  I  think  they  ought 
to  be  able  to  follow  it  through.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
thing  might  be  corrected  by  the  transfer  of  words  In  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH.  In  the  case  of  Army  property,  the  chair- 
men of  the  House  and  Senate  Committees  on  Military 
Affairs  should  be  given  the  information. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WALSH.    That  is  perfectly  proper. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  think  that  meets  the  opinion 
of  everyone. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  want  to  repeat  that  the  reason  for  action 
is  that  the  law  does  not  permit  the  Navy  Department  to  dis- 
pose of  any  sm-plus.  It  requires  the  Navy  to  give  it  to  the 
Army,  and  the  Army  disposes  of  it,  and  that  Is  evidently 
what  has  led  us  to  restrict  the  reform;  but,  if  I  may  dictate 
an  amendment  now,  I  suggest  that  the  words  In  section  14 
(b>,  namely,  "the  chairman  of  each  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States."  be  stricken- 
out.  and  that  the  following  words  be  inserted:  "the  respective.' 
chairmen  of  the  Committees  on  Military  Affairs  and  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives." 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

jrleld  to  me?  i 

Mr.  WALSH.    Yes.  ' 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    T  think  the  Committee  on  Naval 

Affairs,  which  has  shown  so  much  initiative  in  this  matter, 

ought  to  pe  permitted  to  follow  its  own  material  even  after 


It  has  been  transferred  to  the  War  Department.  I  think 
when  naval  materiel  has  t)een  transferred  to  the  War  De- 
partment the  Comm.ittee  on  Naval  Affairs  ought  to  be  notified 
whenever  that  materiel  is  declared  obsolete  and  transferred 
out  of  the  War  Department. 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  am  in  accord  with  that. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missoiul.  I  think  both  committees  ought 
to  be  notified.    That  is  my  opinion  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Let  me  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator, 
who  is  such  an  able  member  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  that  all  through  this  bill  we  have  sought  to  assist 
the  Army,  and  when  it  came  to  labor  legislation,  where  there 
are  some  differences  between  the  Army  bill  and  our  bill, 
we  provided  that  the  President  could  adjust  those  differences. 

It  is  rather  regrettable  that  there  were  two  separate  bodies 
dealing  with  the  labor  problems,  one  in  the  arsenals  of  the 
country  and  another  in  the  navy  yards  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HILL.  Why  not  let  these  reports  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  go  to  both  Military  Affairs 
Committee  and  Naval  Affairs  Committee? 

Mr.  WALSH.    There  is  no  objection  whatever  to  that. 

Has  the  amendment  been  transcribed,  or  may  it  t>e  agreed 
that  an  amendment  shall  be  prepared  similar  to  what  I  have 
proposed? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Misfouri.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will 
permit  me,  I  should  1  ke  to  suggest  that  since  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  apparently  is  the  dictator  of  national  defense, 
any  reports  from  him  might  go  to  the  two  committees  also. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  is  reconsidered  and  the  amendment  to  It  is 
agreed  to;  and  the  amendment,  as  amended,  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Let  us  have  an  understanding  that  in  the 
case  of  all  surplus  or  other  materiel  which  is  transferred 
which  belonged  to  the  Army  originally,  and  which  the  Army  is 
disposing  of,  the  chairmen  of  the  House  and  Senate  Commit- 
tees on  Military  Affairs  may  be  informed. 

Mr.  HILL  Both  Military  and  Naval  Affairs  Committees  of 
both  Houses  of  Congress. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor a  question.  We  have  been  talking  about  section  14  (b). 
I  think  the  Senate  should  understand  what  section  14  (a) 
does.  I  had  understood  that  this  provision  was  not  to  be 
put  in  the  bill,  and  that  subsection  (b)  was  to  take  its 
place,  though  we  did  have  a  vote  in  the  committee  adopting 
this  particular  provision,  and  I  then  voted  against  it. 

I  will  read  section  14  (a) : 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  no  military 
or  naval  weapon,  ship,  boat,  aircraft,  munitions,  supplies,  or 
equipment  to  which  the  United  States  has  tiUe  In  whole  or  In 
part,  or  which  have  been  contracted  for.  shall  hereafter  be 
transferred,  exchanged,  sold,  or  otherwise  disposed  of  In  any  man- 
ner whatsoever  unless  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  In  the  cas« 
of  naval  material,  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army  In  the  case 
of  military  material.  shaU  first  certify  that  such  material  Is  not 
essential  to  and  cannot  be  used  In  the  defense  of  the  United 
States. 

I  think  the  Senate  should  realize  that  if  that  provision  is 
adopted,  there  is  an  end  to  supplying  the  Allies  with  any 
planes  by  deferring  the  contract  deliveries,  as  we  have  been 
doing. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  section  which  the  Senator  has  read 
asks  for  nothing  more  or  less  than  that  the  Chief  of  Naval 
OperaUons  and  the  Chief  of  SUff  of  the  Army  shall  certify 
that  the  material  is  not  needed;  that  is  all. 

Mr.  HALE.  Oh.  no;  they  certify  that  it  is  not  essential, 
and  cannot  be  used  in  the  defense  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes;  that  is  required.  What  is  the  objec- 
tion to  that? 

Mr.  HALE.  Under  that  provision,  not  a  single  plane  could 
be  transferred  to  the  Allies. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    That  is  all  right. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Dees  the  Senator  object  to  having  re- 
tained In  the  American  Navy  and  Army  planes  that  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations  says  we  need  for  our  defense? 

Mr.  HALE.  I  think  it  is  more  important  at  the  present 
time  to  see  that  we  help  out  the  British  in  their  fight  by 
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6uppl3rlng  them  with  planes  and  materiel  than  ansrthing  else 
that  we  can  do. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Senator  has  forgotten  to  read  subsection 
(c).    Does  the  Senator  know  what  subsection  (c)  is? 

Mr.  HALE.    I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH.     What  Is  It? 

lii.  HALE.    Subsection  (c)  says: 

Nothing  herein  ihall  t>e  construed  to  repeal  or  modify  section  3 
of  title  B  of  the  act  approved  June  15,  1917  (40  Stat.  222,  U.  S.  C. 
tlUe  18,  sees.  33  and  36). 

Bilr.  WALSH.  What  is  that  law?  Does  the  Senator  know 
what  that  law  is?  That  is  the  law  now  on  the  statute  books 
which  forbids  everything  that  is  in  subsection  (a).  All  we 
have  added  by  subsection  (a)  Is  that  there  must  be  a  cer- 
tification. 

Subsection  (c)  is  the  law  now.  forbidding  the  arming  of 
the  vessels,  and  the  law  which  has  been  invoked  now  to 
prevent  the  transfer  of  planes. 

Mr.  HALE.  It  does  not  apply  to  airplanes,  it  applies  to 
ships  only. 

Mr.  WALSH.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  HALE.  I  think  the  Senate  should  know  what  it  is 
doing  when  it  enacts  this  legislation.  If  it  is  the  will  of  the 
Senate,  very  well. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  law  which  we  enacted  a*few 
days  ago  it  seems  that  the  law  already  permitted  the  President 
or  the  Secretary  of  War  to  transfer  back  certain  airplanes, 
engines  and  motor  vehicles,  and  then  we  amended  the  law,  or 
passed  another  law  a  few  days  ago,  authorizing  the  transfer 
of  other  articles.  If  they  are  returned,  receiving  credit  for 
them  on  new  products  when  delivered.  Does  this  provision 
conflict.  ina.smuch  as  it  leaves  it  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  the 
Chief  of  Naval  Operations  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  respec- 
tively, with  those  provisions  of  law  which  we  passed  a  few 
days  ago,  and  the  law  under  which  the  President  had  returned 
these  articles  to  be  credited  to  the  United  States  against  the 
day  when  they  would  receive  new  ones?  Is  there  any  con- 
flict between  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  and  the  law 
now  on  the  statute  books  with  respect  to  articles  which  have 
been  In  controversy  here? 

Mr.  WALSH.  It  is  my  opinion  that  there  Is  no  change  In 
the  law  now  which  permits  modification  and  change  and  ex- 
tension of  time  as  to  materials  being  contracted  for.  Do  I 
answer  the  Senator's  question? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  part.  If  I  understand  the  Senator.  It 
does  not  Interfere  with  the  present  authority  to  return  the 
properties  and  get  credit  for  them  on  new  articles  of  the  same 
type,  or  others  which  might  be  desired  by  the  Government. 
Is  that  true? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  am  sorry,  but  I  was  distracted  and  did  not 
hear  the  Senator's  question. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  language  is  pretty  definite,  and  I  am 
wondering  whether  It  repeals  the  law  under  which  the  Presi- 
dent had  the  authority  to  act  as  he  did  with  reference  to 
planes,  and  the  amendment  we  put  into  the  bill  about  a  week 
or  10  days  ago  authorizing  him  to  do  the  same  thing  with 
other  property.  It  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy — and  I  believe  probably  the  Presi- 
dent— to  return  surplus  or  used  articles  to  the  factories  and 
get  credit  for  them,  and,  of  course,  leave  the  factories  to 
do  as  they  please  with  them.  Whether  this  langxiage  Is 
broad  enough  to  Interfere  with  what  we  have  already  author- 
ized, even  within  the  last  week.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  WALSH.  In  my  opinion,  it  does  not  have  such  an 
effect.  Furthermore,  the  bill  is  going  to  conference,  and  It 
will  have  the  careful  scrutiny  of  the  House  conferees,  as  well 
as  my  own,  when  each  section  of  the  bill  Is  being  taken  up  for 
consideration.  In  my  opinion,  the  amendment  simply  applies 
a  restriction  or  requirement  for  the  head  of  the  military 
organization  to  say.  "These  are  not  needed  for  our  defense." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  this  is  not  limited  to  property 
on  hand.  It  Is  broad  enough  to  cover  property  and  articles 
contracted  for.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  imder  the  act  of 
1936,  I  bebeve  It  was,  the  President  made  It  possible  for  cer- 
tain planes,  engines,  and  motor  vehicles  to  be  returned  to 


the  factories  and  the  United  States  to  receive  credit.  Then 
we  passed  another  law  permitting  the  same  thing  regarding 
other  properties  outside  of  motors  and  airplanes  and  their 
equipment. 

Mr.  WALSH.  But  there  was  a  disposition  and  an  intention 
to  put  In  a  proviso  that  the  surplus  property  should  be  cer- 
tified by  the  chiefs  of  the  bureaus,  that  the  property  was  not 
needed  for  national  defense. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  I  know  has  studied  this 
language  and  is  far  more  able  to  construe  it  or  interpret  ita 
meaning  than  I  am,  but  I  cannot  help  feeling  that  the  lan- 
guage would  go  further  than  to  rfequire  certification  either  by 
the  Chief  of  Staff  or  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  because 
It  uses  the  words — 


That  such  material  is  not  essential 
Listen  to  this — 
and  cannot  be  used  for  the  defense  of  the  United  States. 

Nearly  anything  could  be  used,  as  I  construe  it.  That  may 
be  too  literal  a  construction,  but  nearly  ansrthing  might  be 
used.  Could  one  conceive  of  anjrthing  that  could  not  be  used? 
There  might  be  an  old  musket  that  was  very  old,  that  was 
out  of  date,  which  might  be  classified  not  only  as  obsolete, 
but  even  as  obsolescent.  Yet  would  the  Chief  of  Staff  make 
certification  to  the  fact  that  It  could  not  be  used?  It  would 
almost  have  to  be  so  rusty  or  so  broken  or  so  worn  that  It 
could  not  be  fired  before  any  man  could  honestly  certify  that 
It  could  not  be  used. 

Mr.  WALSH.  There  Is  property  now  which  from  time  to 
time  Is  declared  surplus.  Does  the  Senator  object  to  the 
requirement  that  that  property  be  certified? 

Mr.  HILL.  No;  I  think  that  Is  all  right.  In  other  words, 
what  the  Senator  wishes  to  do  Is  to  put  the  direct  responsi- 
bility on  the  highest  officers  In  both  the  Army  and  the  Navy, 
the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  and  the  Chief  of  Staff,  to 
certify  that  the  m.at^riel  is  not  essential  to  the  national  de- 
fense, but  when  we  say  "cannot  be  used,"  It  seems  to  me  we 
close  the  door  entirely.  That  would  apply  to  practically 
anything. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  think  the  distinguished  Senator  has  called 
attention  to  language  which  might  well  be  stricken  out  as 
requiring  too  exacting  a  judgment. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote  by  which  the 
amendment  In  section  14  (a)  was  agreed  to  be  reconsidered, 
and  that  the  words  "and  cannot  be  used  In"  be  stricken  out. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  is  reconsidered. 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  to  the  amendment  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH.  When  this  amendment  was  first  drafted, 
after  the  language  the  Senator  from  Alabama  has  just  read 
there  appeared  the  words  "without  the  approval  of  Con- 
gress", and  they  were  stricken  from  the  amendment.  In 
other  words,  it  went  so  far  as  to  require  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress, and  that  was  stricken  out,  and  I  approved  of  it  being 
stricken  out,  because  I  was  content  with  the  present  law  as 
It  stands. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator's  sug- 
gestion that  the  langtiage  "and  cannot  be  used  in"  be  stricken 
out,  leaving  it  so  that  they  wlU  certify  that  it  is  not  essen- 
tial, provides  a  much  more  elastic  term,  and  certainly  im- 
proves the  language. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  give  my  word  to  both  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  that  in  the  scrutiny 
of  this  amendment  in  conference  I  shall  give  attention  to 
the  suggestion  made  by  them,  and  I  have  no  desire  or  pur- 
pose to  go  beyond  the  present  law,  but  to  have  some  certificate 
filed  as  to  whether  the  property  is  surplus  or  not. 

Mr.  HILL.    I  thank  the  Senator. 


*  ^ 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  is  open  to  further 
amendment.  U  there  be  no  further  amendment  to  be  offered, 
the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amendments  and 
the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  expedite 
national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  in- 
sist upon  its  amendments,  ask  for  a  conference  with  the 
House  of  Representatives  thereon,  and  that  the  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate  be  appointed  by  the  Chair.  | 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  President  pro  tempore 
appointed  Mr.  Walsh.  Mr.  Tydincs,  and  Mr.  Hale  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

ALIEN    REGISTRATION    BILL    OF    1940 COKFERENCE    REPORT 

Mr.  CONNALLY  submitted  a  conference  report  on  House 
bill  5138.  the  alien  registration  bill,  which  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 

REVENTTE  BILL  OF   1940 CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  HARRISON  submitted  a  conference  report  on  House 
bill  18039.  the  tax  bill,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

THE  CALENDAR 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  bills  on  the 
calendar  to  which  there  is  no  objection,  beginning  with  Cal-; 
endar  No.  1800.  which  will  mean  beginning  with  measures 
Which  have  been  reported  since  the  last  call. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The, 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  think  we  should  have  a 
quorum  called  so  that  other  Senators  may  come  in.  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roU,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Andrews 
Aihurst 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
-Barkley 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Bridges 
Brown 
Byrd 
Byrnes 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Chaves 
Clark  Idaho 
Clark.  Mo. 
Danaher 
Davis 
Donabey 


Downey 

Ellender 

George 

Gerry 

GUlette 

Green 

Guffey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

H;ll 

Hoi  man 

Holt 

Hughes 

Jobnaon,  Calif. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

King 

La  FoUette 

Lee 


Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundecn 

McCarran 

McKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

Miller 

Minton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

O'Mahcney 

Overton 

Pepper 

PIttman 

Radcliffe 

Reed 

Reynolds 


Russell 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Sh:pstead 

Slattery 

Smith 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thoma.s,  Qkla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

Wiley 


Mr.  WILEY.  I  announce  that  the  following  Senators  are 
absent,  in  attendance  upon  the  funeral  of  the  late  Senatof 
from  Vermont.  Mr.  Gibson:  The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Austin  1 .  the  Senator  from  Texas  [  Mr.  Connally  ] .  the  Senat 
tor  from  South  Dakota  LMr.  BulowI.  the  Senator  fronj 
Nebraska  IMr.  Burke  1.  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mi; 
GURNEYl.  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  TobeyI^ 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-four  Senators  hav-j 
Ing  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  JOHNgpN  of  California.  Mr.  President,  before  the 
first  bill  on  the  calendar  is  called,  may  I  ask  at  which  bill 
on  the  calendar  it  is  proposed  to  begin? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  was  agreed  that  the 
call  of  the  calendar  would  begin  at  Calendar  No.  1800. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  ask  that  the  call  begin 
with  Calendar  No.  1790. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  perfectly  willing  U^ 
have  the  call  of  the  calendar  begin  with  Calendar  No.  1790. 
That  is  a  long  way  back. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  proceed  to 
call  the  calendar,  l)eglnning  with  Calendar  No.  1790. 


WORK    between   YUMA    PROJECT   AND    BOULDER    DAM 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7116)  to  authorize  defraying  cost  of  neces- 
sary work  between  the  Yuma  project  and  Boulder  Dam,  was 
announced  as  first  in  order. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  inquire  of  the  Senator  from  California 
the  cost,  and  who  pays  the  cost?  Is  it  an  obligation  on  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States;  and  if  so.  why? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  No;  the  district  pays  the 
cost. 

This  bill  amends  the  act  authorizing  expenditure  of  Fed- 
eral funds  for  protection  of  the  Yuma  reclamation  project, 
river  front,  and  levees.  It  authorizes  expenditure  of  such 
funds  for  the  protection  of  communities  along  the  Colorado 
River  from  Yuma  to  Boulder  Dam.  It  was  introduced  at  the 
request  of  the  Palo  Verde  irrigation  district  because  one  of 
the  results  of  the  control  of  the  Colorado  River  by  the  con- 
struction of  Boulder  and  Parker  Dams  has  been  temporarily 
at  least,  to  occasion  increased  meandering  of  the  river,  due 
tc  the  fact  that  the  water  is  comparatively  clear  and  needs 
a  flatter  grade  for  its  bed  than  the  muddy  water  which 
formerly  flowed  down  the  channel.  Acute  instances  of  this 
tendency  have  occurred,  which  has  jeopardized  the  Palo 
Verde  Valley.  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  is  in  accord  with 
th3  principle  that  the  United  States  should  be  in  a  position 
to  do  such  emergency  work  as  from  time  to  time  may  be 
required  for  the  protection  of  the  river-front  communities 
such  as  Palo  Verde  Valley. 

Mr.  kIng.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no  objection.  If  the 
Senator  from  California  states  the  obligation  Is  to  be  paid 
by  the  District  rather  than  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
.  United  States. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.     I  think  so. 

Mr.  KING.  As  I  understand  the  Senator  his  position 
Is  that  it  is  not  an  obligation  to  be  met  by  the  Government? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.    No. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  cbjecticn,  the  bill  (H.  R.  7116)  to  authorize 
defraying  the  cost  of  necessary  work  between  the  Yuma  proj- 
ect and  Boulder  Dam  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

BILL    PASSED    OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3426)  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  as  amended  and  as  re-enacted  by  the  Agricultural  Mar- 
keting Act  1937.  as  amended,  was  announced  as  next  In 
order. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  ask  that  the  bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  biU  will  be  passed  over. 

SETTLEMENT  OF  MONEY  ACCOUNTS  OF  THE  NATIONAL  GUARD 

The  bill  (S.  3497)  to  require  the  issuance  by  the  General 
Accounting  Office  of  a  quarterly  certificate  of  settlement  of 
money  accounts  to  United  States  property  and  disbursing  offi- 
cers of  the  National  Guard  of  the  several  States,  Territories, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed 
as  follows:  ' 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  a  quarterly  certificate  of  settlement  of 
money  accounts  be  Issued  by  the  Cieneral  Accounting  Office  to 
United  States  property  and  disbursing  officers  of  the  National  Guard 
of  the  several  States.  Territories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
within  a  period  not  to  exceed  3  years  from  the  date  of  expiration 
of  the  quarter  to  which  such  ceniQcate  of  settlement  pertains 
such  certificate  of  settlement  to  be  final  and  conclusive  for  such" 
quarter,  no  further  charges  or  debts  to  be  raised  after  Its  Issuance- 
Provided.  That  aU  unsettled,  suspended,  or  disaUowed  Items  here^ 
tofore  raised  In  the  disbursing  accounts  of  United  Sutes  proDertv 
and  disbursing  officers  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  several  States 
Territories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  at  a  date  more  than  % 
years  subsequent  to  the  date  of  expiration  of  the  quarterly  account* 
to  which  they  pertain,  be  passed  for  credit  by  the  General  Account- 

BILL    PASSED    OVER 

The  bin  (H.  R.  4097)  to  authorize  the  use  of  certain  facili- 
ties of  national  parks  and  national  monuments  for  school 
purposes  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 


Mr.  CI  .ARK  of  MlsHmrL  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an 
explanation?     If  not,  I  ask  that  the  t>IU  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

■MTWinOW    OF  AGUCULTTTBAL  COMMOIirrT 

The  bill  (S.  3879)  to  amend  section  15  (g)  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Marketing  Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the  definition  of 
agricultural  commodity  was  announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  KING.     I  ask  for  an  explanation. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  further  to  de- 
fine "agricultural  commodity"  by  adding  to  the  present  law 
the  word  "moss."  Under  the  law  as  it  Is  now  on  the  statute 
books  agricultural  commodities  are  described  as  follows: 

As  used  In  this  act.  the  term  "agrlcultund  commodltjr"  includes. 
In  addition  to  other  agricultural  commodities,  crude  gum  (oleo- 
resin)  from  a  living  tree,  and  the  following  products  as  processed  by 
the  original  producer  of  the  crude  gum  (oleoresln>  from  which  de- 
rived; gum  spirit*  of  turpentine  and  gum  rtsin,  as  defined  In  the 
Naval  Stores  Act  approved  March  3.  1923. 

Mr.  HATCH.  What  Is  the  effect  of  adding  this  language? 
What  Is  the  purpose  of  it? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  purpose  ol  it  is  to  permit  the 
producers  of  Spanish  moss  to  borrow  from  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  t>ill? 

There  being  no  objecOon.  the  bill  (S.  3879)  to  amend 
section  15  (g)  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act,  as  amended, 
relating  to  the  definition  of  "agricultural  commodity,"  was 
cfmsidered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  15  (g)  of  the  Agricultural  Mar- 
keting Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the  definition  of  the  term 
"agricultxiral  commodity."  is  amended  by  Inserting  before  the 
words  "crude  gum"  where  they  first  appear  In  such  subsection  the 
figure  "(1)",  and  by  Inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof 
a  comma  and  the  following:  "(2)  moas.  Including  moss  which  baa 
been  through  the  first  cleaning   (ginning)    process." 

APPROPRIATION    FOR    CONSTRUCTIOIT    AT    ICIUTARY    POSTS 

The  bill  (S.  3982)  to  authorize  appropriations  for  construc- 
tion at  military  posts,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation  of 
the  biU? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  This  measure  covers  authorization  for  a 
limited  numl)er  of  urgent  construction  projects  at  stations 
other  than  air  corps  which  are  immediately  essential  for  the 
housing  of  the  Army  and  for  manufacturing  arsenals  and 
storage.  The  construction  is  of  a  permanent  nature.  Imme- 
diate authorization  is  rt-quired  if  the  Army  is  to  conduct  a  pro- 
gressive building  program.  If  this  authorization  is  enacted, 
it  will  permit  estimates  to  be  submitted  in  appropriations  for 
the  fiscal  jrear  1942. 

In  the  Army  approprations  for  the  fiscal  year  1941,  funds 
were  included  for  the  construction  of  an  air  base  in  the 
vicinity  of  Anchorage,  Alaska.  This  base  when  established 
must  be  provided  with  a  suitable  ground  garrison  for  its  pro- 
tection. It  Is  estimated  that  this  ground  force  win  number 
approximately  3,000  ofiBcers  and  men  comprising  the  necessary 
elements  of  all  arms  to  protect  the  base  against  attack  if  neces- 
sary; to  assist  in  the  protection  of  naval  bases  in  Aleutian 
Islands  or  on  the  Alaskan  mainland. 

Among  the  buildings  to  be  constructed  are  barracks  for 
enlisted  men.  quarters  for  officers,  nurses,  and  enlisted  men, 
hospital,  central  heating  plant,  maintenance  shop,  quarter- 
master warehouse  and  commissary  quartermaster,  telephone 
construction,  railroad  spur,  bakery,  laundry,  garage,  gun 
and  motor  sheds,  motor  repair  shop,  and  gas  and  oil  storage. 

At  Schofleld  Barracks  the  construction  covers  telephone 
building,  quarters  for  noncommissioned  officers,  and  an  ad- 
dition to  the  transformer.  At  Fort  Shafter  the  construc- 
tion covers  quarters  for  noncommissioned  officers.  At  Port 
Clayton  It  covers  quarters  for  cfBcers  and  noncommissioned 
officers,  stables,  sheds,  and  garages  and  target  range.  At 
Ck)rozal  it  covers  quarters  for  officers  and  noncnmmlsslonpd 


officers  and  barracks  for  enlisted  men,  office  building,  fire 
and  guard  house,  and  dispensary.  TTie  miscellaneous  sta- 
tions in  I*anama  construction  pHXJvide  for  civilian  quarters. 
In  Puerto  Rico,  at  Borinquen  Pleld,  construction  is  provided 
lor  quarters  for  officers,  noncommissioned  officers,  motor 
transport,  repair  shcH;>,  warehouses  and  magazines;  and  at 
the  Puerto  Rican  general  depot  provision  Is  made  for  a 
radio  transmitter  building.  At  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground 
provision  is  made  for  an  ordnance  school  shop.  At  the  At- 
lanta general  depot  provision  is  made  for  ouarters  for  of- 
ficers, noncommissioned  officers,  garage,  and  repair  shops, 
maintenance  shop,  storehouse,  gas  and  oil  storage,  and  a  loco- 
motive building  section  for  reserve  and  warehouses.  At  Fort 
Belvoir,  Va.,  provision  is  made  for  a  mirror  plant.  At  Port 
Benning,  Oa.,  provision  is  made  for  an  office  and  classroom 
for  the  tank  school,  warehouse  and  workship  for  the  tank 
school,  an  addition  to  the  hospitaL  quarters  for  nurses,  bar- 
racks for  the  medical  detachment,  and  a  shop  building.  At 
Edgewood  Arsenal,  Md.,  provision  is  made  for  a  wheterlite 
plant,  a  sulfur  mono-chloride  plant,  and  for  two  additional 
chemical  plants. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  a  statement  concerning  the 
item  for  Edgewood  Arsenal,  Md.,  because  it  brings  Into  use 
a  new  word,  applied  to  a  new  chemicaL  I  wish  merely  to 
refer  to  it.  Provision  is  made  there  for  a  whetlerite  plant. 
That  word  does  not  appear  In  the  dictionary.  Whetlerite  is 
the  process  whereby  activated  charcoal  is  coated  with  copper 
and  other  allied  products  in  order  to  give  it  more  absorbent 
capacity  in  the  gas-mask  canister. 

At  Port  Sam  Houston,  provision  Is  made  for  an  addition  to 
the  hospital,  and  for  an  office  building.  At  Fort  Knox,  Ky., 
provision  is  made  for  an  automobile  shop  and  an  artillery 
repair  building.  At  Fort  Lewis  provision  is  made  for  an 
addition  to  the  hospital  and  for  niu-ses*  quarters.  At  Fort 
Meyer,  Va..  provision  is  made  for  magazines  and  for  a  radio 
receiving  station.  At  Fort  Monroe.  Va.,  provision  is  made 
for  increasing  the  water  supply.  At  Philadelphia  Quarter- 
master Depot,  Pa.,  provision  Is  made  for  a  warehouse.  At 
Picatinny  Arsenal,  N.  J.,  provision  is  made  for  magazines. 
At  West  Point  provision  is  made  for  a  laundry.  At  Port  Sill 
provision  is  made  for  an  ordnance  repair  shop.  At  Fori 
Pickens  provision  is  made  for  an  ordnance  repair  shop.  At 
Fort  McPhersoo  provision  is  made  for  an  ordnance  building. 
At  Port  Story.  Va.,  provision  is  made  for  a  water  tower. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  witli  amendments,  on  page  2,  in  the  schedule 
for  Hawaii,  Schofield  Barracks,  to  strike  out  "$780,000"  and 
insert  "$823,200";  in  the  schedule  for  continental  United 
States,  to  strike  out  "Frankford  Arsenal,  Pa. — $175,000";  in 
the  item  for  Fort  Benning,  Ga.,  to  strike  out  "$1,280,500"  and 
insert  "$1,320,500";  in  the  item  for  Fort  Knox,  Ky.,  to  strike 
out  "$100,000"  and  insert  "$153,124";  and  in  the  Item  for 
Picatinny  Arsenal,  to  strike  out  "$218,524"  and  Insert  "$23,- 
000",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  there  Is  hereby  autbtnrlzed  to  be  appro- 
priated not  to  exceed  $15,000,000  to  be  expended  for  the  construc- 
tion, rehabilitation,  and  installation  at  military  poets  of  such 
buildings  and  utilities  and  appurtenances  thereto  as  may  be 
necessary,  as  follows: 

Station  and  amount 

ALASKA 

Anchorage »8,  378.  225 

HAWAn 

Schofield    Barracks 823.  200 

Fort    Shafter «_  90.000 

PANAMA 

Port  Clajrton ^ 612.  075 

Corozal 1.  071.  300 

PaxMina  Canal  Department ..         366,  S03 

PUEKTO  aico 

Borinquen  Field 671.700 

Puerto  Rican  General  Depot 45.000 


$ 
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station  and  amount — Continued 

COffTINKNTAL   UNirXD  STATX8 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground.  Md »210. 000 

Atlanta  General  Depot,  Oa 1.300.000 

Edgewood   Arst-nal,   Md 432.478 

Fort  Belvolr,  Va _  60,000 

Port  Benning.  Oa 1.  32i0.  500 

Port  Sam  Houston.  Tex 277.  200 

Port    Knox.    Ky 153.124 

Port  Lewis.  Wash 255.000 

Port    McPherson.   Ga 65,000 

Port   Myer.   Va 84.000 

Port  Monroe.  Va 179.500 

Port  Pickens.   Fla 48.200 

Tort  Sm.  Okla 96.000 

Port  Story.  Va 25.000 

'Philadelphia  Quartermaster  Depot 314,000 

Wcatlnny    Arsenal 23,000 

West  Point _  299,000 

Total ___ 15,  OOp,  000 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed.  » 

LOANS    FOR    DEVELOPMENT    OF   STRATEGIC    AND    CRmCAL    BCTNERALS 

The  bill  (S.  4008)  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  to  make  loans  for  the  development  of  deposits 
of  strategic  and  critical  minerals  and  other  metallic  and 
nonmetallic  minerals,  and  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  to  make  more  adequate  loans  for  min- 
eral developmental  purposes  was  announced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  CXARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to 
hear  an  eloquent  explanation  of  this  bill  from  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  AshurstI. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  was  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  by  the  able  Sena- 
tor from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Miller  1.  The  bill  was  Introduced 
by  the  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  MukhayJ  on  behalf  of 
himself  and  10  other  Senators. 

'  At  this  juncture  I  defer  to  the  able  Senator  from  Arkansas 
TMr.  MiLLEi),  who  reported  the  Mil  from  the  Conunlttee 
on  Banking  and  Currency.  j^ 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  Prrsldent,  I  desire  to  Mk  the  Sehator 
from  Arkansas  if  the  Reconstruction  Plnance  Corporation 
now  has  thli  power? 

Mr,  MILLIER.  The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporition 
does  not  have  authority  to  make  loans  upon  strategic  and 
critical  materials,  except  In  accordance  with  the  bill  which 
we  enacted  3  or  4  days  ago.  Under  cxlitlng  law  the  Reicon- 
structlon  Pinanrc  Corporation  Is  entitled  to  make  a  loui  up 
to  $20,000  on  gold,  silver,  tin,  and  some  other  minerals.  ■ 

Mr,  HATCH.  That  is  the  point.  Z  happen  to  come  from 
a  mining  State,  and  I  wtiih  to  know  why  a  limitation  U|  put 
on  the  amount  to  be  loaned.'  ; 

Mr.  MILLER.  X  can  answer  that  question  very  eisily. 
The  present  law  limits  loans  on  tin,  silver,  and  gold  to 
$20,000.    That  is  the  reason  why  the  limitation  Is  made. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President.  I  object  to  the  conslderttlon 
of  the  bill  at  this  time.  ; 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Objection  Is  heard.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over.  j 

BILL    PASSED    OVU  ■ 

The  bill  (S.  71)  to  repeal  the  act  entitled  "An  act  relating 
to  Philippine  currency  reserves  on  deposit  in  the  United 
States"  was  announced  as  next  In  order.  T 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDEJJT  pro  tempore.    The  bill  will  be  passed  pver. 

CLEARING  or  TITLE  TO  CERTAIN  REAL  ESTATE  IN  MldnCANi 

The  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  517)  to  clear  title  to  certain 
real  estate  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  jread 
the  third  time,  and  passed.  ^ 

CHARLES  E.  MOLSTER 

The  bill  (S.  3329)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  E.  Molster,  former 
disbursing  clerk  for  the  Department  of  Commerce  and!  the 
National  Recovery  Administration;  J.  L.  Summers,  deceased, 
former  chief  disbursing  clerk.  Division  of  Disbursement, 
Treasury  Department;  and  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  disbursing 


officer.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Calendar  No.  1876,  House 
bill  8414.  is  an  identical  bill.  Is  there  objection  to  the  substi- 
tution of  the  House  bill  for  the  Senate  bill,  and  the  present 
consideration  of  the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  8414)  for  the  relief 
of  Charles  E.  Molster,  former  disbursing  clerk  for  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce  and  for  National  Recovery  Admin- 
istration was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  3329  is  indefinitely  postponed. 

ANTHONY  BORSELLINO 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6845)  for  the  relief  of  Anthony  BorselUno 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

JAMES  H.  HEARON 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3710)  for 
the  relief  of  James  H.  Hearon,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment,  at  the 
end  of  the  bill  to  add  a  proviso,  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treasxiry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  James  H.  Hearon 
the  sum  of  $322.51  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  arising  out 
of  his  civilian  hospital  and  medical  treatment  from  August  27 
to  CX:tober  1,  1938,  which  treatment  resulted  from  a  disability 
Incurred  while  Hearon  was  in  an  active-duty  status  with  head- 
quarters. One  Hundred  and  Fifty-sixth  Cavalry  Brigade.  San 
Antonio.  Tex.:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  thia  act 
shall  be  decnved  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  oonvlctlon 
thertof  than  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  tsoetding  |1X)00. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOUIS  PTTCCnrELLX  SAIL   SOITO  CO. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (8.  3002)  for 
the  relief  of  the  Louis  PucclnelU  Ball  Bond  Co.,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Claimi  with  amend- 
menU.  on  page  1.  line  7.  after  the  words  "the  sum  of"  to 
strike  out  "ta,500.  Such  sum  represents  reimbursement  for 
the  loss",  and  to  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "12,000  in  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  against  the  United  States";  and  in  line  10, 
after  the  words  "United  States  of"  to  strike  out  "a  like 
amount  under",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

B*  U  tnaet0d.  tte..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authortiwd  and  A\ttcif^  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Troosury  not  otherwise  appropriatMl,  to  the  Louis  Puccinelll  Bail 
Bond  Co,,  Ban  Franolaeo,  Calif ,  the  sum  of  sa.OOO.  in  full  8«tll«"m«nt 
of  all  claims  against  the  t;nlted  States  sustained  by  such  bonding 
company  on  account  of  the  forfeiture  to  the  United  States  of  a  ball 
bond  executed  by  the  Inland  Bonding  Op.  and  condiuoned  upon  the 
dtlivery  in  court  of  one  John  Campagna,  alias  Oiovanni  Catalano. 
By  reason  of  the  nonappearance  of  the  said  John  Campagna.  alias 
Oiovanni  Catalano.  such  bail  bond  was  declared  forfeited  In  the 
southern  division  of  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  North- 
ern District  of  California  on  August  24.  1938.  The  amount  of  such 
bond  was  paid  out  of  collateral  deposited  by  the  PucclncUl  Bonding 
Co.  Subsequently,  through  the  efforts  and  at  the  considerable  ex- 
pense of  the  Puccinelli  Bonding  Co..  the  said  John  Campagna.  ftH^ 
Oiovanni  Catalano,  was  apprehended  on  October  11,  1939. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an 
explanation  of  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  An  explanation  Is  re- 
quested. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President,  this  Is  one  of 
the  infernal  bail-bond  bills.  It  has  the  approval  of  the  Attor- 
ney General,  and  has  passed  the  House  with  the  amendment 
which  the  Attorney  General  suggested. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  what  is  the  number? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Calendar  1815,  Senate  bUl 
3962. 


Mr.  CLARK  of  MiSEOuri.  Mr.  President,  I  withdraw  the 
^request  for  an  expkmation. 

The  PRESIDEINT  pro  tempore.  Tlie  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  tull  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

GIORGX   W.    COON 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S,  3868)  for  the 
relief  of  George  W.  Coon,  which  had  been  rejxjrted  from  the 
Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment,  on  page  2,  at  the 
beginning  of  line  4,  to  insert  "alleged  to  have  been",  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enmrted.  etc..  That  the  provtatoos  and  limitations  of  aectlons 
15  to  20.  both  IncIUBlve,  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  com- 
pensation for  employees  of  the  United  States  suffering  Injuries  while 
m  the  j>eiformance  of  their  duties,  and  for  other  purposes,"  ap- 
proved September  7,  1916.  as  amended  and  supplemented,  are  hereby 
waived  in  the  case  of  George  W.  Coon,  of  Stidham,  Okla.;  and  the 
United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commission  U  authorized 
and  directed  to  consider  and  act  upon  any  claim  filed  with  the 
Commission,  within  1  year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act, 
by  the  said  George  W.  Coon  for  compensation  or  other  benefits 
under  the  provisions  of  such  act  of  September  7.  1916.  as  amended 
tand  supplemented,  for  disability  due  to  injuries  alleged  to  have  been 
sustained  by  him  on  or  about  July  25,  1938,  In  the  performance  of 
his  duties  as  an  employee  of  the  WorlES  Progress  Administration. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CHANDLER   V.    JENSEN 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3143) ,  for  the 
relief  of  Chandler  V.  Jensen,  wfaldi  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Claims  with  amendments,  on  page  1,  line 
3.  after  "15".  to  strike  out  "and"  and  to  Insert  "to":  and  In 
Une  7,  after  "Cliandler",  to  strike  out  "J.",  so  as  to  make  the 
bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  sections  16  to  90  Inclusive,  of  the  set 
•ntitlcd  "An  act  to  provlds  compensation  for  employsM  of  the 
Unlt«d  Btatss  stiiTsrlng  injuriss  wtalls  In  ths  psrformanct  of  their 
dutlM.  and  for  othsr  purpeass",  approved  Btptmnbcr  7,  1916,  as 
amendsd.  are  hsrtby  waived  In  favor  of  Chandltr  V.  Jensen,  an 
•nployto  o(  ths  tJnItsd  Btatts  rorsst  Service,  Missoula,  Mont , 
and  the  United  ItaUs  ComDcnsatlon  Commlasion  is  authorlrsd 
and  dtreotsd  to  consider  and  act  upon  any  claim  fUed  with  ths 
Oomnission,  within  1  year  afUr  ths  dats  of  ths  snacttosnt  of  this 
act  bjr  said  Chandler  V.  Jensen  for  compensation  undar  ths 
provuions  of  such  act  of  Ssptsmbsr  7,  1010,  as  amended  and  sup- 
uUnMntsd,  for  compsnaatlon  fur  dlsablUtlss  dus  to  an  Injm  allsfsd 
to  havs  bssn  rpoeivtd  by  him  on  Augtist  10,  19M,  In  ths  per. 
lormaiMS  of  hu  duusa  as  fotsst  raagsr  on  ths  Dsaflod|«  Matioaal 
Forest.  Butts,  Mont. 

Thf  amendmenti  w«r«  tgrMd  to. 

Tht  bill  was  ordftrad  to  be  engroMed  for  a  third  rtadlng, 
rMd  the  third  tlmt.  aod  paM«d. 

RAYMOWD  0.  XnSOKT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5030)  for  the  relief  of  Raymond  C.  Knlfht 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  raading,  raad  the  third 
tinM,  and  pasasd. 

BILL  FAISKO  OVgll 

The  WlJ  (H.  R.  185T)  for  the  relief  of  Neil  Mullen,  waa 
announced  as  next  In  order. 
Mr.  KINO.    Let  the  Mil  go  ov«r. 
The  PRBBIDBNT  pro  tempore.    The  WD  will  be  passed  over. 

ALBEBT   L.   BARNHOLTZ 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3774)  for  the  relief  of  Albert  L.  Barnholta, 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

BOUNROSS  CHEICIC^L  CO.,  INC 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  oonsider  the  taiU  (H.  R.  8868)  con- 
ferring jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  detef- 
mine.  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  Bolinross 
Chemical  Co.,  Inc.  which  had  beea.  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims  with  amendments,  on  page  1,  line  7,  after 
the  words  "from  the"  to  strike  out  "alleged  unlawful";  and 
on  page  2.  hne  3.  after  the  u^ord  "on"  to  insert  "or  about", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enmrted.  etc..  That  joriadlction  Is  hereby  conferred  upon  the 
Oourt  al  Claims  of  the  United  States  to  hecur.  determiix,  and 


Jtidgment  upon  the  claim  of  the  Bcdlnross  Chemical  Company, 
Inc.,  of  Newark,  N.  J.,  for  damages  or  losses  resulting  from  the  raid 
on  its  chemical  plant  at  12-2J  Orange  Street,  Newark,  N.  J.,  In- 
chiding  the  allcfjed  destruction  of  its  maoblnery,  equipment,  raw 
materials,  and  finished  products,  and  the  loes  of  Its  business,  by 
prohibition  agents  of  the  United  States,  on  or  about  February  30. 
1929. 

Sbc.  a.  Suit  upon  such  claim  may  be  Instituted  at  any  time 
within  1  year  after  the  enactment  of  this  act.  nptwlthstanding  the 
U^MC  of  time  or  any  statute  of  limitations,  and  proceedings  for  the 
determination  of  such  claim,  appeals  therefrom,  and  payment  of 
any  Judgment  thereon  shall  be  in  the  same  manner  as  in  the  cases 
over  which  such  oourt  has  Jurisdiction  under  section  146  of  ths 
Judicial  Code,  as  amendsd. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  should  Tike  to  inquire  whether 
the  bill  has  the  approval  of  the  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  would  have  to  do  with  the  matter. 

TTie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Utah 
asks  for  information  in  regard  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  KING.     Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

MAT  HENSLEY.  ARNOLD  BLANTON.  LILLIE  PRICK.  CLYDE  THORPE.  AND 

D.  L.  MASON 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5211)  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Ken- 
tucky to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the 
claims  of  Mat  Hensley,  Arnold  Blanton,  Lillie  Price,  Clyde 
Thorpe,  and  D.  L.  Mason  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

NATIIAN  A.   BUCK 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7959)  for  the  relief  of  Nathan  A.  Buck  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

HANNAH    a.    BRAY,   JANE    BICKERfl,   AND   FRANCXa   BZCKXRi 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7M1 )  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the 
claims  of  Hannah  8.  Bray,  Jane  Bickers,  and  Francis  Bickers 
was  announced  as  next  In  order. 

Mr.  KINO.    Let  us  have  an  explanation  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Information  li  requeited. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Tills  bill  Involves  an  accident  In  the  State 
of  Virginia  near  Charlottesville.  It  la  about  as  serious  a  caat 
ai  I  have  seen  come  before  the  Clalmi  Committee.  A  Oor- 
emment  C,  C.  C.  truck  struck  ■  ctr  containing  some  thrw 
or  four  persons,  knocked  thrm  fome  90  feet  off  the  highway, 
and  very  srriouuly  injured  all  the  occupants  of  the  car. 

The  War  Drpartmrnt  rrcommrnds  the  passage  of  the  btU 
and  concedes  full  liability  on  the  part  of  the  Oovemment. 
The  damages,  In  my  judgment,  which  were  ftxed  by  the  House 
of  Reprrsrntattvet  were  very  moderate  in  amount.  X  had 
charge  of  the  bill,  and  I  would  have  been  willing  to  allow 
much  larger  damagei  than  the  House  did,  but  I  felt,  under 
the  ctreumstancei,  It  would  be  beet  to  let  the  House  bill  be 
passed. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  do  not  wish  to  disagree  with  the  Senator 
except  that  the  War  Department  malces  no  recommendation. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  differ  with  the  Senator.  "Rie  War  De- 
partment recommended.  Instead  of  referring  the  matter  to 
the  Court  of  Claims,  which  was  provided  by  the  original  bill, 
that  it  be  amended  so  that  Congress  itsrtf  would  fix  the  dam- 
ages, because  there  vms  no  Question  about  the  liability  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  KING.  I  may  be  In  error;  I  thought  there  was  a  nega- 
tive recommendation. 

The  PRESIDElfT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Hannah  S.  Bray,  Jane  Bickers,  and  rtTinces  Bickers." 

GREENLEE   COXTNTY   BOARD  OP  SUPERVISORS 

The  senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2997)  for  the 
relief  of  the  Greenlee  County  Board  of  Supervisors,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Claims  with  amend- 
ments, on  page  I,  at  the  beginning  of  line  7,  to  strike  out 
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••$2,470.59-  and  insert  "$1,700".  and  at  the  end  of  the  bill  to 
add  a  proviso,  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacUd,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Greenlee  County  Board 
of  Supervisors  at  Clifton.  Ariz.,  the  sum  of  $1,700  In  ftUl  satLsfac- 
ticn  of  the  claim  of  said  board  of  supervisors  against  the  United 
States  arising  out  of  damage  to  the  Greenlee  County  fair  grounds 
at  IXincan.  Ariz.,  caused  by  employees  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  between  July  23.  1934.  and  March  25.  1339:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  th?  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mlsdomranor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  nut  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendments  were  BRreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  cngrosAed  for  a  third  reading, 
rtmd  the  third  time,  and  pA4i$rd. 

miLIPPtNK  CVmiKltCY  RMKRVM  ON  DlTPOfllT  W  TMt  t»nTf  0  ITATtt 

Mr.  DANAHER  Mr,  Prrnidrnt,  I  nnk  unnntmou*  conacnt 
to  recur  to  Cttl«;nUttr  No.  1810,  ««Mmtp  bill  71. 

The  PRIMDINT  pro  ipmpot-p.  Tbr  title  of  the  bill  will  be 
itiitpd  fnr  fhp  tnrnrmation  nr  the  Hrnnic 

Tlie  Cftirr  Cmihh,  A  bill  <«  71 »  to  ipp?«l  the  AVt  i»nlliled 
"An  Art  friMMMN  to  t*hiltMPtn«  rurrtncy  NuerveM  on  dtpuatt 
lit  ihf  trntifct  MirttoA," 

tliK  HtmxMJrN'r  pro  lemporp,  U  iheru  objvotlon  to  (he 
prrMfifii  cnnMuiPtHiidtt  i){  the  bill? 

Mr,  KfN(}     I  iiiidPrktmid  thnt  bill  Wft«  pii«sad. 

Mr,  PANAKKH.  Nn,  thert*  wh«  objt^ciinn;  but  the  len- 
ntor  who  vmced  ubjt«<3tiun  hm  nuw  withdrawn  it  and  ha« 
ftUthortR^d  me  lo  to  atatc 

Mr.  KINO.  I  Mhould  like  to  have  an  explanation  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  will  be  happy  to  state  what  X  know  of 
It.  It  U  a  bill  which  wa^  Introduced  by  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  (Mr.  Adams  1.  I  was  on  the  subcommittee  and 
rather  extensive  consideration  was  given  to  the  bill. 

In  1934  when  the  gold  bill  was  passed  the  Commonwealth 
of  the  Philippine  Islands  had  on  deposit  in  some  51  banks 
the  sum  of  $23,000,000.  Those  deposits  were  all  out  at  in- 
terest: they  were  not  gold  deposits.  At  the  same  time  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  had  on  deposit  about  $40,000,000,000 
in  the  same  kind  of  banks,  and  somehow  or  other  at  some 
time  or  other  in  the  dim,  dark,  distant  past  before  I  came 
here  the  Philippine  Islands  got  through  a  bill  that  would 
authorize  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  appropriate 
$23,000,000  to  the  Philippine  Islands  in  payment  in  terms  of 
gold  of  their  claim  because  of  their  alleged  deposits.  Since 
the  time  the  bill  of  authorization  was  first  passed  on  the 
$23,000,000  interest  has  accrued  until  today  it  approximates 
In  the  neighborhood  of  $54,000,000.  The  bill  authorizing  the 
payment  to  the  Philippine  Islands  in  the  sum  of  $54,000,000 
was  passed  about  4  or  5  years  ago.  but  no  appropriation  has 
ever  been  made,  and  the  bill  never  should  have  passed  in  the 
first  place. 

Now  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has  introduced  this  bill. 
It  was  acted  on  unanimously  by  the  subcommittee  of  the 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee  and  was  reported  unani- 
mously by  the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee.  The  hill 
reaches  the  caJendar  in  that  way.  That  Is  the  explanation. 
It  will  repeal  the  original  authorization. 

Mr.  KINO.  Does  this  bill  grow  out  of  the  fact  that  we 
increased  the  value  of  gold  from  $20  to  $35  an  ounce? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  That  was  the  basis  for  the  original  act, 
but  this  bill  does  not  grow  out  of  it.  This  bill  would  repeal 
the  original  authorization. 

Mr.  KINO.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  entiUed  "An  act  relating  to 
Philippine  ciirrency  reserves  on  deposit  in  the  United  States" 
approved  June  19,  1934,  is  hereby  repealed. 


STATUS  OF  CERTAIN  NATIVES  AND  INHABITANTS   OF  VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3582)  relaWng 
to  the  status  of  certain  natives  and  inhabitants  of  the  Virgin 
Islands,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Territories  and  Insular  Affairs  with  amendments,  in  section  1. 
page  2,  line  4,  after  the  word  "on",  to  strike  out  "July"  and 
insert  "January";  in  section  2,  line  8,  after  "Sec",  to  strike 
out  "204b"  and  insert  "204a";  in  line  9,  after  the  word  "opera- 
tive", to  insert  "as  to  natives  residing  in  any  foreign  country 
on  the  effective  date  of  this  act";  and  in  line  10,  after  the 
numeral  "2",  to  insert  "(8  U.  S.  C.  sec.  204b)".  so  as  to  make 
the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Bubdlvuion  (e)  is  hereby  added  to  section  1 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  confer  IJnlted  SUtM  citizenship  upon 
certain  Inhabitants  of  the  Virgin  Islands  and  to  extend  the  nat- 
urallnitlon  laws  thereto,"  approved  February  30,  1937  (44  Btat. 
1334:  8  U.  8,  C,  tec.  Sbi,  m  smended,  to  read  aa  (oiiowe: 

"(«)  All  nativea  of  the  Virgin  Ixlnnda  of  the  t;nlted  Hatee  who 
on  the  effective  date  of  thie  eubdivmion  (ei  are  reeiding  in  the 
rontinentnl  United  ■tetee  or  aajr  Territory  or  tnHulAr  pueeetnlon  of 
the  t/nlted  StHtoM  iind  who  ure  tint  rltlMeim  or  iitibjecte  of  Ahjf 
foreign  rountry,  regardleM  of  their  pUce  of  reoidenrt  un  Jmiuary  if, 

HMD.  I.  ■Mtkm  I  of  an  Mi  •milled  "An  Mt  reUting  to  the  Imml* 

NfHtlnn  HMfl  MNtttrRllNltlnM  rif  rieMNlIt  iiHilvee  of  the  VlfMlh  laUllda," 
N)ip(uv«Kl  Jtihf  N,  IMI  <47  Mur  IHfli  •  1/  ■  0 ,  •"«  XMki,  In  \mtUf 
(•'vivi'd  Mitii  mtM  fiillv  ••(•••rNiiVM  M  irt  hmUvm  rMidiitM  in  irny 
ri*fMHti  (•iMiHify  Mt  Uie  efTei  live  ilnle  nf  lht«  nH,  Nhil  iwi'ilMlt  I  (I 
t   M   Cf  ,  ««>«<   g04N)  iH  the  Nt't  ••iieil  la  ItetKHy  PMNMlfii 

Mm<  H  Hextiim  i  nt  ihn  ntn  eitiiiM  "Ah  im  !•  9tmtf  Uittt«d 
•iNiMi  4>iii»'«<M»ltip  uptm  I'uriMiM  iMhitliiiMMii  of  the  ViritiM  NUrtitA 
MM  Wt  #Ki«h(t  the  imiUMliMtMi  Imw*  ih*ret4i  "  NiMtritwi)  ireiirviNiy 
lA,  mi  (44  nut,  \m>  •  U,  I,  0..  m.  ItlU),  in  m^Uf  ftineiiaed  to 

r»M<t    HM   fullOWil 

"Hm  8  Ail  HMtlvea  of  (he  Vlrtfln  UUnrta  of  the  United  ■taiea  who 
))«ve  beeu  or  nra  Admitted  to  the  cituttliuinial  Uitlled  iiHtea  or  to 
Hiiy  Territiiry  u(  the  United  HtHtea,  tite  Virgin  lalaiula  u(  the  United 
fltuten,  or  Puerto  Ricu  m  nonquota  imnugrania  end  *lio  lire  not 
cltiiMUM  or  aubjeeta  of  any  foretgn  country,  If  not  ineligible  to  citl. 
Kenahip,  may  upon  petition  and  upon  full  and  complete  compliance 
with  all  other  proviaiona  of  the  naturultaatlon  lawa  be  naturallMd 
without  making  a  declaration  of  Intention." 

8sc.  4.  Clauaee  (1).  (3),  and  (3)  of  iubeectlon  (a)  of  eectlon  1  of 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  supplement  the  naturalization  lawa.  and 
for  other  pvirpoeee. "  approved  March  3.  1929  (45  Stat.  1512;  8  U.  8.  C 
aec.  106a).  as  amended,  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  Entered  the  United  States  prior  to  July  1.  1924.  and  has 
resided  in  the  United  States  continuously  since  such  entry:  or 

••(2)  Entered  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States  prior  to 
July  1,  1938.  and  has  resided  In  such  islands  continuously  since  such 
entry;  and 

"(3)  Is  not  subject  to  deportation,  but  this  clause  shall  not  relate 
to  admissibility  at  time  of  entry  into  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the 
United  States." 

Sec.  5.  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (b)  of  section  1  of  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  to  supplement  the  naturalization  laws,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  March  2.  1929  (45  Stat.  1512;  8  U.  8.  C, 
sec.  106a).  as  amended.  Is  hereby  amended  to  read — 

"For  each  such  record  of  registry  made  as  herein  authorized  the 
alien  shall  pay  to  the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion a  fee  of  $10.  unless  he  entered  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United 
States  prior  to  July  1,  1938,  and  has  resided  contmuoualy  in  the 
Islands  since  such  entry." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation, 
please? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin asks  for  an  explanation  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  the  purpose  of  this  measure  is 
to  clarify  the  law,  relieve  hardship  in  a  number  of  cases,  and 
remove  many  administrative  difficulties  in  connection  with 
the  status  of  certain  naUves  and  inhabitants  of  the  Virgin 
Islands.  Both  the  Secretary  of  Labor  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  favorably  recommend  this  bill. 

Section  1  applies  to  a  first  class  of  natives  of  the  Virgin 
Islands,  namely,  those  now  residing  in  the  United  States  its 
Territories,  or  possessions,  but  not  residents  in  the  United 
States  or  the  Virgin  Islands  as  of  January  17,  1917.  nor  in 
the  United  States  or  its  Territories  as  of  June  28.  1932^  These 
were  not  made  citizens  of  the  United  States  under  acts  of 
February  25.  1927.  or  June  28.  1932;  they  have  no  citizenship 
at  all.    SecUon  1  makes  them  United  States  citizens. 

Section  2  applies  to  a  second  class  of  natives,  namely,  those 
who  now  reside  outside  the  United  States,  its  Territories,  and 
possessions  and  did  not  reside  in  the  United  States  or  the 
Virgin  Islands  January  17.  1917.  or  In  the  United  SUtes  or 
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Its  Territories  June  28.  1932.  These  were  not  made  citizens 
by  those  statutes.  They  are  not  citizens  of  any  country. 
Section  2  permits  their  entry  into  the  United  States,  its  Terri- 
tories, or  possessions  as  nonquota  immigrants  who  can  be 
naturalized  without  filing  declaration  of  intention. 

Section  3  provides  that  all  natives  entering  as  non(iuota 
Immigrants  may  l>e  naturalized  simply  by  petition  and  full 
compliance  with  all  other  provisions  of  naturalization  laws. 

Section  4  applies  to  a  third  class  of  Virgin  Island  inhabi- 
tants, namely,  aliens  who  have  entered  islands  before  or  since 
acquisition  by  United  States,  without  any  record  of  entry  and 
also  have  remained  there.  United  States  immigration  laws 
have  only  recently  (July  1,  1938)  been  ef&ciently  applied  to 
Yirgln  Islands. 

Section  4  extends  provUiont  of  Reflstratlon  Act  of  Mtrch 
9,  1939,  to  all  penons  who  entered  Virgin  Islands  before  July 
1,  1038,  and  have  continuously  resided  there  since  then. 

Section  a  occmpti  such  aliens  from  the  110  refflstry  fee 
prescribed  by  the  above  act— which  otherwise  would  IM  i 
eonslderablc  hardship  boMUi*  of  thHr  timall  (•amtnii'  ^r- 
Ihtrmore,  th(«si»  inhabitanU  took  up  residence  there  without 
rMion  to  believe  they  had  to  oonpiy  with  immlaraiton  lawi, 

Thf  mutOINT  pro  tfmppN.  Thf  QUMtlon  la  on  Um 
third  readlni  ond  pMMif  of  tho  bitl. 

The  bill  WHS  ordered  to  bt  ifitmd  for  •  third  roadlnf, 
read  tho  third  time,  and  pMNdi 

MAN  roR  pivibonfiPT  or  iveiifi  or  iTMnoio  ano  omtmal 

Mr,  KATOH,  Mr.  Frestdent,  when  Calendar  Ifo,  1101. 
Senate  bill  4001,  relating  to  loans  by  the  Reconitruotion 
Flnanof  Corporation  for  the  development  of  deposits  of 
Btratetle  and  critical  minerals  was  called.  X  made  objection. 
It  was  a  bUl  with  which  I  was  not  familiar.  Since  I  made 
the  objection  I  have  conferred  with  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  I  Mr.  AsfiniST],  the  Senator  from  Utah  I  Mr. 
Thomas],  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray],  and 
others.  I  find  that  the  bill  does  not  do  that  which  I 
thought  it  did  at  the  time  I  made  the  objection.  It  is  a 
meritorious  bill  and  should  be  passed.  For  that  reason  I 
withdraw  my  objection  and  ask  to  recur  to  the  bill  and  that 
it  be  considered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (8.  4008)  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  to  make  loans  for  the  development  of 
deposits  of  strategic  and  critical  minerals  and  other  metallic 
minerals,  and  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  to  make  more  adequate  loans  for  mineral- 
develoixnent  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  with  an  amendment 
on  page  2,  line  12.  after  the  word  "critical",  to  strike  out 
••mineral,  or  other  metallic  or  noiunetallic  mineral"  and  in- 
sert "mineral  which  in  the  (pinion  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  would  be  of  value  to  the  United  States 
in  time  of  war",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  14  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
relating  to  direct  loans  for  Induslarlal  pvirposes  by  Federal  Reserve 
banks,  and  for  other  purpoees,"  approved  Jime  19.  1934.  as  amended. 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

•*8»c.  14.  The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  authorized 
and  empowered  to  make  loans  upon  sulBclent  security  to  recognized 
and  established  corporations,  individuals,  and  partnerships  engaged 
in  the  biislness  of  mining.  mlUing,  or  smelting  ores.  The  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  is  authorized  and  empovpered  also 
to  make  loans  to  corporations,  individuals,  and  partnerships  en- 
gaged in  the  development  of  a  quartz  ledge,  or  vein,  or  other  ore 
body,  or  placer  deposit,  containing  gold,  silver,  or  tin,  or  gold  and 
allver.  or  any  strategic  or  critical  mineral,  which  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  would  be  of  value  to 
the  Dnlted  States  in  time  of  war,  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Re- 
construction Finance  Corporation,  there  Is  sufficient  reason  to  be- 
U«ve  that,  through  the  use  of  such  loan  in  the  development  of  a 
lode,  ledge,  or  vein,  or  mineral  deposit,  or  placer  gravel  deposit,  there 
will  be  developed  a  sufUclent  quantity  of  ore,  or  placer  deposits  of 
a  siifflclent  value  to  pav  a  profit  upon  mining  operations :  Provided, 
That  not  to  exceed  $20,000  shall  be  loaned  to  any  corporation,  in- 
dividual, or  partnership  for  such  development  pxorposes;  except 
that  not  in  excess  of  $40,000  in  the  aggregate  may  be  loaned  to  any 
corporation,  individual,  or  partnership  for  such  piupoees.  if  such 


corporation,  individual,  or  partnership  has  expended  funds  pre- 
viously obtained  from  the  Reconstruction  France  Corpoiatlon  for 
such  purposes  In  such  manner  as  to  Justify  an  additional  loan  for 
such  purposes:  ProiHded  further.  That  there  shall  not  be  allocated 
or  made  available  for  such  development  loans  a  sum  In  excess  at 
$10,000,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  UUe  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  to  authorize 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  make  lo«ms  for 
the  development  of  deposits  of  strategic  and  critical  minerals 
which  in  the  opinion  of  the  Corporation  would  be  of  value 
to  the  United  BUtes  in  time  of  war.  and  to  authorise  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  to  make  more  adequate 
loans  for  mineral  developmental  ptirpotM." 

Mr,  ASKURST.  Mr.  President,  before  we  paie  from  Sen- 
ate bill  400S.  X  should  like  to  say  that  Z  would  be  lost  to 
ffraoe  If  X  did  not  say  that  our  thanks  are  also  due  to  the 
iblo  Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr.  MoManvI  for  the  graetoui 
And  holpful  oooptratlon  he  has  given  in  Mouring  the  paa* 
IM«  of  this  bill.  That  mitoh  might  to  be  laldi  mnre  than 
that  nepd  not  be  i^aid.  X  aleo  thank  the  Senator  from  New 
U$HUio  (Mr,  Match  J  for  hli  iMUitanot.  Of  oount,  X  inoluda 
him. 

nu,§  pimn  ovor 

The  bill  (S.  MOD  for  (hi  relief  of  the  Ohootaw  And  Chtoka- 
lAw  Trtboi  of  IndlAM  of  OWihomA  wai  Announood  ai  no  Nt  in 
ordtr. 

Mr,  XJNO,  Let  that  bin  go  over. 

The  FIUBSXDVNT  pro  tempore,  The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  <S.  4070)  to  provide  for  more  uniform  ooverafo  of 
certain  persons  employed  in  ooal-mlning  operations  with  re- 
spect to  insurance  benefits  provided  for  by  certain  Federal 
acts,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  REED.   I  ask  that  that  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Tlie  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

LCA8ING  or  CERTAIN  DfVIAIf  LANDS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  253)  to  au- 
thorize the  leasing  of  certain  Indian  lands  subject  to  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  with  amend- 
ments in  line  5,  after  the  word  "lease",  to  Insert  "by  the 
Indians";  in  line  8,  after  the  word  "jrears",  to  strike  out  ";  and 
an  option  for  a  renewal  of  the  lease  for  an  additional  term  not 
exceeding  25  years  may  be  included  therein"  and  in  lieu 
thereof  to  insert:  "Provided,  however.  That  such  leases  may 
provide  for  renewals  for  an  additional  term  not  exceeding  25 
years,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  authorized 
to  prescribe  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act",  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of 
lav.-  any  Indian  lands  on  the  Port  Madison  and  Snohomish  or 
Tulallp  Indian  Reservations  in  the  State  of  Washington,  may  be 
leased  by  the  Indians  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  and  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  may  pre- 
scribe, for  a  term  not  exceeding  25  years:  Provided,  however.  That 
such  leases  may  provide  for  renewal  for  an  additional  term  not 
exceeding  25  years,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  hereby 
authorized  to  prescribe  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Itie  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BILL   PASSED    OVER 

The  bin  (6.  3975)  granting  to  certain  claimants  the  prefer- 
ence right  to  purchase  certain  public  lands  in  the  State  of 
Florida  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  REED.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

Tlie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  passed 
over. 

mTROPOLITAM    WATER    DISTRICT    OV    SOUTHERN    CALIFORNIA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  6831)  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  lease  certain  of 
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the  public  lands  to  the  Metropolitan  Water  District  of  South- 
ern California  for  the  extraction  of  sodium  chloride  for  \«|ater- 
conditioning  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  fronj  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys,  with  amendments. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  an  explanation 
of  the  bill.  i 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    An  explanation  is  de^red. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President,  the  i  only 
thing  the  bill  does  is  to  permit  the  Metropolitan  Water  Dis- 
trict to  lease  a  small  quantity  of  land  from  the  Interior 
Department, 

The  Senator  had  better  listen  to  my  explanation.  It  is  a 
very  important  one.  and  he  called  for  it.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  KING.  Does  the  bill  call  for  a  cession  of  public  Jands 
to  the  State  cf  California? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.     Yes. 

Mr.  KINO.    How  much? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  It  calls  for  the  right  io  lease 
a  small  part,  and  on  that  small  jiart  there  is  a  mineral  which 
enables  them  to  use  it  in  clearing  the  water  of  the  Colorado 
River. 

Mr.  KING.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendments  of  the 
committee  will  be  stated. 

The  amendments  were,  on  page  2.  line  3,  after  the  word 
"sodium"  to  Insert  "solely",  and  in  line  4  to  strike  out  "pur- 
poses." and  insert  "purposes:  Provided.  That  nothing  in  this 
act  shall  be  construed  to  empower  the  said  district  to  produce 
sodiimi  chloride  or  any  other  valuable  deposit  in  said  Jands 
for  commercial  purposes.",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  hereby 
authorized,  pursviant  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
to  promote  the  mining  of  coal,  phosphate,  oil.  oil  shale,  pas.  and 
Bodlum  on  the  public  domain,"  approved  February  25.  1920  (41 
Stat.  437),  as  amended,  and  notwithstanding  any  limitations  con- 
tained therein  with  re3pect  to  the  leasing  of  public  mlneml  lands 
to  munlclpalltiea,  to  lease  to  the  Mctropclitan  Water  District  of 
Southern  Callfomla  public  lands  containing  deposits  of  sodium 
solely  for  the  extraction  therefrom  of  sodium  chloride  for  water- 
cpnd'.tlonlng  purposes:  Provided.  That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  be 
construed  to  empower  the  said  district  to  produce  sodium  chloride 
or  any  other  valuable  deposit  In  said  lands  for  commercial  pur- 
poses. The  use  of  such  lands  may  be  acquired  by  the  said  district 
either  through  the  filing  and  Issuance  of  prospecting  permits  or 
leases  or  through  the  assignment  to  it  by  qualified  holders  of  such 
permits  or  leases. 

Sec.  2.  The  leases  authorized  by  section  1  shall  be  granted  upon 
the  condition  that  If  such  lands  or  deposits  are  used  for  purposes 
other  than  as  authorized  by  this  act,  or  upon  the  exhaustion  of  the 
deposits  of  sodium  chloride  In  such  lands,  the  permits  or  leases 
may  be  canceled  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interlcjr. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  enprossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time,  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

ISSUANCE  or  PATENTS  FOR  L.ANDS  HELD  UNDER  COLOR  OF  TTTLE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  7736)  au- 
thorizing the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  patents  for 
lands  held  under  color  of  title,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys,  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  May  we  have  an  explanation  of 
the  bill? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  An  explanation  is  re- 
quested. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  Involves  a  tract  of 
land  in  Monroe  County,  Mich.,  the  title  to  which  originally 
came  from  the  French  Government  in  Montreal.  It  has  been 
possessed  for  over  100  years  by  the  family  who  now  claims  It. 
This  bill  will  confirm  title  in  them  upon  the  pajTnent  of  $1.25 
an  acre  to  the  Government.  The  bill  has  passed  the  House 
and  is  a  very  just  biD. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  reported 
by  the  Committee  will  be  stated. 

The  amendment  was,  on  page  1.  line  5.  after  the  word  "in", 
to  Insert  "Monroe  County  in",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read; 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  If  within  5  years  after  passage  of  this 
act  tt  shall  be  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  that  a  tract  or  tracU  of  public  land  In  Monroe  County  m 
the  State  of  Michigan  notexceedlng  In  the  aggregate  160  acres. 
IMS  or  have  been  held  In  good  f aitii  and  In  peaceable   adverse  po^ 


session  by  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  his  ancestors  or  grantors, 
for  more  than  20  years  prior  to  the  approval  of  this  act  under  claim 
or  colcv  of  title,  and  that  Improvements  have  been  placed  on  such 
land  or  scnne  part  thereof  has  been  reduced  to  cultivation,  the 
Secretary  shall,  upon  the  payment  of  $1.23  per  acre,  cause  a  patent 
or  patents  to  issue  for  such  land  to  any  such  citizen:  Provided, 
That  the  term  "citizen",  as  used  herein,  shall  be  held  to  Include  a 
corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States  or  any 
State  or  Territory  thereof. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time,  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

AMENDMENT   OF   CAPE   HATTERAS   NATIONAL   SEASHORE    ACT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  9274)  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Cape  Hatteras  National  Seashore  in  the  State  of 
North  Carolina,  and  for  other  purposes",  approved  Augtist 
17,  1937  (50  Stat.  669), 

Mr.  CLARK  cf  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an 
explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys  Is  absent  from  the  floor 
at  this  time,  attending  a  meeting  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee. The  bill  merely  changes  the  name  of  the  Cape  Hat- 
teras National  Seashore,  as  I  understand.  The  purpose  is 
fully  set  forth  in  the  report.  The  passage  of  the  bill  is  urged 
in  a  letter  addressed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  in  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

SrUSLAW  NATIONAL   FOREST,  OREC. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bUl  (S.  1433)  to  add 
certain  lands  to  the  Siuslaw  National  Forest  in  the  State  of 
Oregon,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys  with  amendments,  on  page  2,  line 
3,  after  the  word  "lands",  to  insert  "acquired  under  the  act  of 
March  1,  1911  (36  Stat.  961),  as  amended",  and  at  the  end  of 
the  bill  to  insert  a  proviso,  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  all  lands  conveyed  or  relinquished  to  the 
United  States,  under  the  provisions  of  the  National  Industrial  Re- 
covery Act.  approved  June  16,  1933  (48  Stat  195),  the  Emergency 
Relief  Appropriation  Act.  approved  April  8.  1935  (49  Stat  11.5)  or 
a^L^^^'^^^'J^^^^  ^*""  Tenant  Act.  approved  July  22.  1937  "(50 
T  inL^^nT  V^"  western  Oregon  land  project,  situated  In  Lane, 
Lincoln.  Tillamook,  and  Yamhill  Counties.  Oreg.,  are  hereby  added 
to  and  made  parts  of  the  Siuslaw  National  Forest,  Oreg..  and  shaU 

^il^^Tr  .  f'^'J^^  ^°  *^*  ^^^  «"^  regulations  applicable  to  na- 
tlor^al-forest  lands  acquired  under  the  act  of  March  1   1911  (36  Stat 

m  !to*tK™^T?'*^:.*'o*  'P®*^'*'  provisions  included  in  conveyance  of 
title  to  the  United  States,  valid  and  subsisting  at  the  date  of  this 
act  and  thereafter  legally  malntamed,  shall  not  be  affected  by  mS 
"^^^  r'^'**''*'  ^^*  **^^'  "^^  ^ha"  not  affect  any  revested  Oreeon 
and  California  railroad  grant  land,  title  to  which  ha;  not  dS 
cut  of  the  United  States,  or  any  public-d^aln  land^hich  ta  ^t 
m'^mSd'"  ^^^^^"^^°^«n^  purchased  under  theTtsTJrTmSet^l 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

GRAND  COULEE  DAM  AND  RESERVOIR 

The  bill  (S.  3766)  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for 
the  Grand  Coulee  Dam  and  Reservoir,  and  for  other  purposes 
was  announced  as  next  in  order.  ' 

Mr.  REED.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mi-.  President,  this  bill  is  the 
same  as  House  biU  9445,  which  I  ask  to  have  substituted  for 
the  Senate  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objecUon,  the 
House  bUl  will  be  substituted  for  the  Senate  bUl. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H  R  9445)  for 
the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for  the  Grand  Coulee  Dam  and 
Reservoir,  and  for  other  purposes. 

I  ^  T^?^^  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  someone  ob- 
jected to  the  consideraUon  of  the  bill.  If  the  Senator  who 
°^^^t^^.J'^  withhold  the  objection  for  just  a  moment  I 
should  like  to  explain  the  bill. 

The  Government  is  building  the  Grand  Coulee  Dam.  The 
reservoir  site  embraces  in  part  the  town  site  of  Klaxta.    it  is 
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necessary  to  purchase  the  land,  especially  that  part  of  the 
land  which  is  to  be  covered  with  water.  The  money  to  cover 
the  cost  is  taken  from  the  fimds  appropriated  for  reservoir 
purposes.  The  money  Is  to  be  paid  to  the  Indian  agencies, 
and  in  turn  to  be  paid  to  the  individual  Indians. 

That  is  the  whole  import  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  Senate 
bill  3766  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3920)  to  amend  the  Railroad  Unemployment 
Insurance  Act,  approved  June  25,  1938.  as  amended  June  20, 
1939,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  annotmced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  WHITE.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 
rusNiSHiMC  or  steam  from  ckntral  heating  plant  to  national 

ACADE3CT    OF    SCIENCES 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8076)  to  authorize  the  furnishing  of  steam 
from  the  Central  Heating  Plant  to  the  National  Academy 
of  Sciences,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  corvsidered.  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

FRANCO-AMERICAN  CONSTRtTCTlON  CO. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3437)  for 
the  relief  of  the  Franco-American  Construction  Co..  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Claims  with 
amendments,  on  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  words  "sum  of"  to 
strike  out  "$14,492.27"  and  insert  "$4,258.60"  and  at  the  end 
ol  the  bill  to  insert  a  proviso,  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  t)e.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Franco- American  Con- 
Btruclion  Co.  the  sum  of  $4,258.60  in  fuU  settlement  of  Its 
claims  against  the  United  States  growing  out  of  a  certain  contract 
It  had  with  the  Government  of  the  United  SUtes  for  the  construc- 
tion of  an  extension  to  the  power-plant  building  No.  41,  at 
the  navy  yard.  New  York.  N.  Y.,  together  with  certain  Incidental 
work  in  connection  therewith :  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
in  ans  sum  not  exteedlng  $1,000. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

I  ISOBSLL  SHANKS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6548)  for  the  reUef  of  Isobell  Shanks  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

PENNSYLVANIA  STATE  COLLEGE 

The  bill  fH.  R.  6553)  for  the  relief  of  the  Pennsylvania 
State  College  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

j  CHARLES  H.  UPTON 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6598)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Upton  was 
considered,  order  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

THOMAS  BOTD 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6967)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Boyd  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

J.  MONTRO6B  EDREHI 

The  bin  (H.  R.  7608)  for  the  relief  of  J.  Montrose  Edrehl 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

MAST  D.  BRIGGS  AND  SIMEON  G.  RIGOR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7858)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  D.  Briggs  and 
Simeon  G.  Rigor  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


GERALOINX  ASH 

"ITie  bin  (H.  R.  2901)  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Geor- 
gia to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim 
of  Oeraldlne  Ash  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

S.  T.  EMLOE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2354)  for  the  relief  of  8.  T.  Enloe  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  tJiird  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

WILBUR  p.  AND  JOSEPHUVE  RIDOLESBARGER 
The  bin  (H.  R.  6095)   for  the  relief  of  Wilbur  P.  Riddles- 
barger  and  Josephine  Rlddlesbarger  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PHILIP   A.   PKNSTON 

The  bill  (8.  4032)  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of 
Philip  A.  Penston,  pharmacist's  mate,  first  class,  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  for  the  value  of  personal  and  household 
effects  lost  and  destroyed  during  the  hurricane  of  September 
21,  1938,  at  New  London,  Conn.,  was  considered,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  Uiird  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treunxry  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  cf  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Philip  A.  Penston, 
pharmacist's  mate,  first  class.  United  States  Coast  Guard,  the  sum 
of  $1,367  In  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the  United 
States  for  the  loss  and  destruction  of  his  personal  and  household 
effects  in  the  hurricane  at  New  London.  Conn.,  on  September  21, 
1938:  It  appearing  that  Philip  A.  Penston,  having  been  transferred 
from  Coast  Ouard  headquarters  tc  duty  aboard  the  Coast  Guard 
cutter  Mojave  at  Miami,  Fla..  had  pursuant  to  his  orders  and  prior 
to  such  hurricane  delivered  his  personal  and  household  effects  to  a 
Coast  Guard  contractor  for  packing,  crating,  and  shipment  to  Miami, 
that  he  had  no  control  over  such  effects  at  the  time  of  their 
loss  and  destruction,  and  that  a  Coast  Guard  board  of  investiga- 
tion found  that  the  amount  appropriated  by  this  act  Is  reasonable 
and  Just:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in 
this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be 
unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  l>e  deemed  guUty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

H.  S.  WATMAN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3964)  for  the  relief  of  H.  8.  Wayman  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

MARY  CAMASTRO,  A  MINOR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4801)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Camastro.  a 
minor,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

DON  E.  HICKS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5464)  for  the  relief  of  Don  E.  Hicks  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

MINNIE  LOWERY  AND  WINELL  LOV^TERY 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5571)  for  the  relief  of  Minnie  Lowery  and 
Winell  Lowery  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SOLOMON  BROWN 

TTie  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  5303)  for 
the  relief  of  Solomon  Brown,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Claims  with  amendments,  on  page  1,  line 
6,  after  the  words  "sum  of",  to  strike  out  "$1,000"  and  insert 
"$50  per  month  in  a  sum  not  to  exceed  $1,000",  and  in  line  7, 
after  the  word  "such",  to  strike  out  "sum"  and  Insert  "siuns", 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  t>e.  and  he 

Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Solomon  Brown,  Walter- 
twro.  S.  C,  the  stun  of  $50  per  month  In  a  sum  not  to  exceed  $1,000. 
Such  sums  shall  be  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  agsUnst  the 
United  States  arising  out  of  the  permanent  dlsabUity  sustained  by 
the  said  Solomon  Brown  due  to  the  amputation  of  his  right  hand, 
necessitated  by  severe  injuries  to  such  hand  received  on  Octot>er  22, 
1932.  while  the  said  Solomon  Brown  was  at  work  in  the  laundry  of 
the  United  States  Penitentiary  at  Atlanta,  Oa.:  Provided,  That  no 
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part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  wttb  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlavi'f  ul.  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
noiwlthstandlr.g.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
bhall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fir.ed  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  91,000. 

^    The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

THOMAS  M.  BARNES 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3539)  for  the 
relief  of  Thomas  M.  Barnes,  which  was  read,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  administration  of  any  laws  con- 
ferring rights,  privileges,  or  benefits  upon  honorably  discharged  sol- 
diers Thomas  M.  Barnes  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been 
honorably  discharged  as  a  private.  Company  I,  Eighth  Regiment 
United  States  Infantry,  as  of  May  12.  1915:  Provided,  That  no 
bounty,  back  pay,  pension,  or  allowance  shall  be  held  to  have 
accrued  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  there  is  an  adverse  report  by 
the  War  Department  on  this  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  with- 
hold his  objection?  I  feel  it  incumbent  on  me  to  state  to 
the  Senator  the  reasons  for  the  favorable  report  of  the  bill 
by  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee,  although  the  War 
Department  reaction  was  unfavorable. 

Barnes,  the  beneficiary  of  this  bill,  died  some  years  ago. 
A  few  months  ago  his  aged  mother  came  into  the  committee 
room,  feeble  even  beyond  her  years,  and  in  a  trembling  voice 
stated  that  she  wanted  the  injustice  remedied  which  had 
been  done  her  son.  It  seemed  that  he  was  charged  with  the 
theft  of  one  shirt  valued  at  $2.46.  and  was  brought  before 
a  court  martial  and  sentenced  to  serve  1  year  at  hard  labor 
at  Alcatraz.  and  was  dishonorably  discharged.  He  served 
another  enlistment  after  that  discharge  and  after  that  im- 
prisonment, and  from  that  enlistment  he  was  honorably  dis- 
charged. While  it  is  true  that  larceny  cannot  be  tolerated 
or  go  unpunished,  no  matter  what  the  value  of  the  stolen 
article,  it  does  seem  that  the  offense  committed  did  not  war- 
rant the  punishment  awarded  by  the  court. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  recognizes  the  fact 
that  Secretary  Woodring  makes  the  following  statement: 

So  far  as  this  Department  is  able  to  ascertain  there  is  no  Justl- 
flcatlcn  for  the  legislation,  and  no  merit  in  the  claim. 

The  War  Department  strongly  recommends  against  the  favorable 
consideration  of  S.  3539. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  Is  a  question  of  "the  letter  killing 
and  the  spirit  giving  life."  If  the  Senator  had  heard  the 
appeal  of  that  aged  mother.  I  feel  sure  he  would  let  this  bill 
pass. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  KING.     I  will  take  a  vote  of  the  Senate  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  shall  ask  for  a  vote. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield?  i 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Yes. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  wish  it  were  as  easy  to  get  the 
letter  of  resignation  of  the  Secretary  of  War  into  the  Record 
of  the  Senate  as  it  Is  to  get  into  it  the  letter  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Utah  has  just  referred. 

I  will  say  that  I  do  not  believe  a  soldier  who  would  not 
steal  a  shirt  would  l)e  a  good  soldier.    [Laughter.] 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Cha.ndlis  in  the  chair.) 
The  question  Is  on  the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

DisposmoN  or  kstatxs  or  cxtxzxns  dying  abroad 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  coivslder  the  bill   (S.  4097)   to 
provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates  of  American  clUseos 
who  die  abroad,  which  was  read  as  follows: 

B9  it  •tMCted.  vte..  That  Mcttons  1700  and  1711  of  th«  ReTlaed 
Statute*.  «a  amended  (U.  S.  C.  UU«  23.  mc«.  7S  and  77).  ar«  her«by 
amended  to  ntA  as  toUowa: 


"1709.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  a  constilar  officer,  or  if  no  consular 
officer  is  present  a  diplomatic  officer,  under  such  procedural  regtila- 
tlons  as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  prescribe — 

"First.  To  take  possession  and  to  dispose  of  the  personal  estate 
left  by  any  citizen  of  the  United  States,  except  a  seaman  who  is 
a  member  of  the  crew  of  an  American  vessel,  who  shall  die 
within  or  Is  domiciled  at  time  of  death  within  his  Jurisdiction: 
Provided.  Tbat  sucb  procedure  is  authoriz^ed  by  treaty  provisions 
or  permitted  by  the  laws  or  authorities  of  the  country  wherein 
the  death  occurs,  cr  the  decedent  is  domiciled,  or  that  such 
privilege  Is  accorded  by  established  usage:  Provided  further.  That 
the  decedent  shaU  leave  In  the  country  where  the  death  occurred 
or  where  he  was  domiciled,  no  legal  representative,  partner  In 
trade,  or  trustee  by  him  appointed  to  talce  care  of  his  personal 
estate.  A  consular  officer  cr,  in  hla  absence,  a  diplomatic  officer 
shall  act  as  the  provisional  conser\-ator  of  the  personal  property 
within  his  Jurisdiction  of  a  deceased  citizen  of  the  United  SUtes 
but,  unless  authorized  by  treaty  provisions,  local  law,  or  usage, 
he  shall  not  act  as  administrator  of  such  personal  property.  He 
shall  render  assistance  in  guarding,  collecting,  and  transmitting 
the  property  to  the  United  States  to  be  disposed  of  according  to  the 
law  of  the  decedent's  domicile. 

•'Second.  After  having  taken  possession  of  the  personal  prop>- 
erty,  as  provisional  conservator,  to  inventory  and  carefully 
appraise  the  effects,  article  by  article,  with  the  assistance  of 
two  competent  persons  who,  together  with  such  officer,  shall  sign 
the  Inventory  and  annex  thereto  an  appropriate  certificate  as  to 
the  accuracy  of  the  appraised  value  of  each  article. 

"Third.  To  collect  the  debts  due  to  the  decedent  in  his  Juris- 
diction and  pay  from  the  estate  the  obligations  owed  there  by 
the  decedent. 

"Fourth.  To  sell  at  auction,  after  reasonable  public  notice, 
unless  the  amount  involved  does  not  Justify  such  expenditure' 
such  part  of  the  estate  as  shall  be  of  a  perishable  nature,  and 
such  fm-ther  part,  if  any,  as  shall  be  necessary  for  the  payment 
of  the  decedent's  debts  Incurred  in  such  country,  and  funeral 
expenses,  and  expenses  incident  to  the  disposition  of  the  estate. 
If,  at  the  expiration  of  1  year  from  the  date  of  death  (or  for 
such  additional  period  as  may  be  required  for  final  settlement  of 
the  estate),  no  claimant  shall  appear,  the  residue  of  the  estate, 
with  the  exception  of  investments  of  bonds,  shares  of  stocks, 
notes  of  Indebtedness.  Jewelry  or  heirlooms  or  other  articles 
having  a  sentimental  value,  shall  be  sold. 

"Fifth.  To  transmit  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sale  (and  any  imsold  effects,  such  as  Investments  of 
bonds,  shares  of  stocks,  notes  of  indebtedness.  Jewelry  or  heir- 
looms or  other  articles  having  a  sentimental  value),  there  to  be 
held  in  trust  for  the  legal  claimant.  II,  however,  at  any  time 
prior  to  such  transmission,  the  decedent's  legal  representative 
should  appear  and  demand  the  proceeds  and  effects  in  the  offi- 
cer's hands,  he  shall  deliver  them  to  such  representative  after 
having  collected  the  prescribed  fee  therefor. 

"The  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  SUtes.  or  such  mem- 
ber of  the  General  Accounting  Office  as  he  may  duly  empower 
to  act  as  his  representative  for  the  purpose,  shall  act  as  con- 
servator of  such  parts  of  these  estates  as  may  be  received  by  the 
General  Accounting  Office  or  are  In  its  possession,  and  may  when 
deemed  to  l>e  in  the  interest  of  the  estate,  sell  such  effects 
including  bond.s,  shares  of  stock,  notes  of  Indebtedness  Jewelry 
or  other  articles,  which  have  heretofore  or  may  hereafter  be  so 
received,  and  pay  the  expenses  of  such  sale  out  of  the  proceeds- 
Provided.  That  application  for  such  effects  shaU  not  have  been 
made  by  the  legal  claimant  within  6  years  after  their  receipt 
The  Comptroller  General  is  authorized,  for  and  in  behalf  of  the 
estate  of  the  deceased,  to  receive  any  balances  due  to  such 
esutes.  to  draw  therefor  on  banks,  safe  deposits,  trust  or  loan 
companies,  or  other  like  Institutions,  to  endorse  aU  checks  blUs 
of  exchange,  promissory  notes,  and  other  evidences  of  indebted- 
ness due  to  such  estates,  and  take  such  other  action  as  may  be 
deemed  necessary  for  the  conservation  of  such  estates  Tlie  net 
proceeds  of  such  sales,  together  with  such  other  moneys  as  may 
be  CO  lected  by  him.  shall  be  deposited  Into  the  Treasury  to  a 
fund  in  trust  for  the  legal  claimant  and  reported  to  the  Secretary 
of  State. 

^  "".?^*^'w"?.  *.?  ^^'^  ^^^^  ^^^  proceeds  of  which  have  been  so 
deposited  shall  have  been  received  from  a  legal  claimant  of  the 
deceased  within  6  years  from  the  date  of  the  receipt  of  the  effects 
by  the  General  Accounting  Office,  the  funds  so  deposited  with  any 
remaining  unsold  effects,  less  transmittal  charges,  shall  be  trans- 
niltted  by  that  Office  to  the  proper  officer  of  the  State  or  Territory 
of  the  last  domicile  in  the  United  States  of  the  deceased  citizen  if 
known  or.  if  not.  such  funds  shall  be  covered  into  the  genera! 
fund  of  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  recelpu  on  account  of  pro- 
ceeds  of  deceased  citizens,  and  any  such  remaining  unsold  effects 
shall  be  disposed  of  by  the  General  Accounting  Office  In  such 
manner  as,  In  the  Judgment  of  the  Comptroller  General  Is  deemed 
appropriate,  or  they  may  be  destroyed  if  conttdwed  no  ionger  ooa- 
?•■■***  ^  •^'.Sli"*-  '?^'«*<'<*-  Th»t  when  the  ertate  shall  be  va5u«» 
m  excess  of  •500.  and*  no  claim  therefor  has  been  presented  to  the 
General  Accounting  Office  by  a  legal  claimant  within  the  period 
specified  in  this  paragraph  or  the  legal  claimant  is  unknown,  before 
dlsporttlon  of  the  estate  as  provided  herein,  notice  shaU  be  rivu 
by  publishing  once  a  week  for  4  consecutive  weeks  in  a  newsDaner 
published  in  the  county  cl  the  last -known  domicile  of  the  decSwSd. 
in  the  United  SUtes.  the  expense  thereof  to  be  deducted  fromUie 
prooMdi  of  tucJA  eauu.  and  any  lawful  claim  received  as  tHe  result 
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of  such  advertisement  shall  be  adjxisted  and  settled  as  provided 
for  herein  " 

"1711.  When  a  dtlsen  of  the  United  SUtes  dies  In  a  foreign  coun- 
try and  leaves,  by  any  lawful  tesUmentary  disposition,  special 
directions  for  the  custody  and  management,  by  the  consular  officer, 
or  in  his  absence  a  diplomatic  officer,  within  whose  Jurisdiction 
the  death  occurred,  of  the  personal  property  In  the  foreign  country 
which  he  possessed  at  the  time  of  death,  such  officer  shall,  so  far 
as  the  laws  of  the  foreign  country  permit,  strictly  observe  such 
directions  if  not  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  If 
such  citizen  has  named,  by  any  lawful  testamentary  disposition, 
any  other  person  than  a  consiUar  officer  or  diplomatic  officer  to 
take  charge  of  and  manage  such  property,  it  shall  t>e  the  duty  of 
the  officer,  whenever  required  by  the  person  so  named,  to  give  his 
official  aid  in  whatever  way  may  be  practicable  to  facilitate  the 
proceedings  of  such  person  in  the  lawful  execution  of  his  trust,  and 
so  far  as  the  laws  of  the  country  or  treaty  provisions  permit,  to 
protect  the  property  of  the  deceased  from  any  interference  by  the 
authorities  of  the  country  where  such  citizen  died.  To  this  end 
It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  consular  officer,  or  If  no  consular  officer 
Is  present  a  diplomatic  officer,  to  safeguard  the  decedent's  property 
by  placing  thereon  his  official  seal  and  to  break  and  remove  such 
seal  only  upon  the  request  of  the  person  designated  by  the  deceased 
to  Uke  charge  of  and  manage  his  property." 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  have  an  ex- 
planation of  the  bill. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  this  is  an  amendment  of 
a  law  which  has  been  on  the  books  for  many  years.  It  Is 
provided  that  consuls  may  take  charge  of  the  estates  of 
citizens  who  die  abroad  until  administrators  or  executors 
may  be  duly  qualified.  The  amendment  is  to  the  effect  that, 
in  addition  to  consular  oflacers,  diplomatic  officers  may  have 
the  same  power.  There  are  many  places  where  consuls  are 
not  located,  but  where  diplomatic  officers  may  be. 

There  is  another  amendment  of  the  law  to  the  effect  that 
the  funds  shall  go  into  the  hands  of  the  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral when  finally  returned  to  the  United  States,  and  the 
Comptroller  General  will  turn  them  over  to  the  State  De- 
partment after  notice  as  to  the  heirs.  If  heirs  turn  up  who 
reside  in  some  State,  the  estate  is  turned  over  to  the  State 
where  the  deceased  lived.  If  there  are  no  heirs,  then  the 
estate  is  turned  over  to  the  State  of  the  deceased  citizen.  If 
it  cannot  be  ascertained  where  his  State  citizenship  was.  the 
estate  Is  then  turned  over  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

EXCHANGE     Or     LAIiD    ADJACENT    TO    SAN    JTJAN    AND     RIO    GRANDE 
NATIONAL    FORESTS,    COLO. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  8356)  for 
the  exchange  of  lands  adjacent  to  the  San  Juan  National 
Forest  and  the  Rio  Grande  National  Forest  In  Colorado,  which 
was  read,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  20. 
1922  (42  Stat.  L.  465:  U.  S.  C.  title  16.  sec.  485).  entitled  "An  act 
to  consolidate  national-forest  lands",  and  the  provisions  of  the  act 
of  February  28.  1925  (43  SUt.  L..  p.  1090:  U.  S.  C  title  16.  sec.  486), 
*  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to  consolidate 
naticnal-forest  lands' ".  and  acts  amendatory  thereto,  are  hereby 
extended  to  Include  any  suitable  offered  lands  within  the  boundaries 
of  that  portion  of  the  former  Mexican  grant  known  as  the  Tlerra 
AmariUa  Grant,  lying  within  the  State  of  Colorado,  adjacent  to  the 
Rio  Grande  or  San  Juan  National  Forests.  Lands  conveyed  to  the 
United  States  under  this  act  shall,  upon  acceptance  of  title,  become 
parts  of  the  national  forest  nearest  to  which  they  are  situated,  and 
shaU  thereafter  l)e  subject  to  tlie  laws,  rules,  and  regulations  appli- 
cable to  said  national  fcrest. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  this  Is  a  bill  which  relates 
solely  to  lands  within  the  State  of  Colorado,  lands  formerly 
a  part  of  the  Tlerra  AmariUa  grant,  part  of  which  is  In  a 
national  forest.  There  are  within  claims  by  settlers  to  lands 
within  the  national  forest.  On  the  outside  of  the  forest  the 
Government  is  making  claims  to  lands  owned  by  the  settlers. 
These  dl.'^putes  have  been  more  or  less  friendly,  and  the 
parties  have  all  agreed  that  they  can  be  worked  out  and 
adjusted  by  an  exchange  of  lands  without  any  appropriation. 
That  Is  the  purpose  of  the  bill,  to  authorize  the  exchange. 
It  calls  for  no  appropriation  from  the  Treasury  whatsoever, 
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Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  should  like  very  much  to  hear 
from  the  junior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson],  who 
is  on  the  floor,  as  to  whether  he  is  for  or  against  the  biU. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.   I  am  for  it. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  had  not  noticed  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
present.  My  only  reason  for  making  the  explanation  was 
that  I  am  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and 
Surveys,  and  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  who  is  the 

senior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Adams  1,  requested  that 
someone  explain  the  bill  during  his  absence  in  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations.  I  should  be  very  happy  to  have  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  make  the  explanation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
has  stated  the  situation.  Naturally  we  are  all  in  favor  of 
the  b:U. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

ATTENDANCE  OF  MARINE  BAND  AT  G.   A.   R.   CONVENTION 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9296)  to  authorize  the  attendance  of 
the  Marine  Band  at  the  convention  of  the  Grand  Army  of 
the  Republic  to  be  held  at  Springfield,  HI.,  September  8  to 
13,  inclusive.  1940,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

THEODORE  R.  TROENDLE  FOR  THE  DAWSON  SPRINCS  CONSTRTJCTION 

CO. 

The  bill  (S.  4037)  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upwn  the  claim 
of  Theodore  R.  Troendle  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Con- 
struction Co.  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  REED.     Let  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  not  the  Senator  with- 
hold his  objection? 

Mr.  REED.    I  withhold  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  is  a  claim  growing  out  of  the  con- 
struction of  the  veterans'  hospital  at  Dawson  Springs.  Ky., 
by  Theodore  Troendle,  who  Is  now  quite  an  old  man.  The 
late  Senator  Logan  introduced  a  bill  for  the  payment  of  the 
claim.  The  Committee  on  Claims  did  not  feel  that  it  was 
in  a  position  to  pass  on  the  merits  of  the  claim,  and  I  intro- 
duced this  bill  merely  to  allow  this  old  gentleman  to  bring 
suit  in  the  United  States  District  Court  to  establish  his  claim 
if  he  can.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  object,  because  this 
old  gentleman  is  quite  aged,  and  imless  he  can  establish  his 
claim  and  get  payment  within  a  few  years,  It  will  do  him  no 
good.    I  hope  the  Senator  will  permit  the  bill  to  go  through. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  this  Is  a  request  of  Congress  to 
waive  the  lapse  of  time  and  the  running  of  the  statute  of 
limitations.  Once  we  begin  that  sort  of  thing  In  relation  to 
lawsuits,  I  do  not  know  where  we  are  going  to  end. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  not  done  often.  This  Involves  a  con- 
troversy which  has  been  running  for  a  good  many  years  be- 
tween this  gentleman  and  the  General  Accounting  OflBce  and 
the  Veterans'  Administration.  It  seems  to  me  that  there 
Is  nothing  that  can  be  lost  by  allowing  him  to  present  his  case 
In  court.  If  he  cannot  establish  it,  he  certainly  will  not  re- 
cover. In  addition  to  his  age,  the  difficulty  of  bringing  wit- 
nesses to  Wasliington  is  apparent  to  everyone. 

I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  object  to  the  bill.  We  have 
passed  other  bills  permitting  citizens  to  bring  suits  to  estab- 
lish their  claims.  I  am  not  passing  on  the  merits  of  the 
claim,  but  the  right  a  person  has  to  present  his  case  certainly 
should  not  be  questioned. 

Mr.  REED.  The  distinguished  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  so 
persuasive  that  I  withdraw  my  objection. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill,  which  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacttA,  etc..  That  Jurisdiction  la  hereby  conferred  upon 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Ken- 
tucky, notwithstanding  the  lapse  of  time  or  the  statute  of  Ucil- 
tatlons.  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim 
of  Theodore  R.  Troendle,  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Coiutructlon  Co  . 
of  Dawaon  Springs.  Ky..  for  loaeea  or  daiDages  arliing  out  of  a 
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contract  dated  Ffrbrvary  2,  1930.  for  the  construction  of  eight 
buildinga  for  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service  Sanatorium 
at  Dawson  Springs,  Ky. :  Provided,  hovoever.  That  from  any  decision 
or  Judgment  rendered  In  any  suit  presented  under  the  authority 
of  thU  act  a  writ  of  certiorari  to  the  Supreme  Coiirt  of  the  United 
States  may  be  applied  for  by  either  party  thereto,  as  is  provided 
by  law  In  other  caaes. 

K.  SXLUn  h  CO. 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bin    (S.  2171)   for 
the  relief  of  M.  Seller  k  Co..  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out 
aD  after  the  enacting  clause  and  to  insert  the  following: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaaury  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  refund  to  M.  Seller  &  Co.,  Portland,  Oreg  , 
certain  penalties  in  the  amount  of  $5.21036.  paid  to  the  collectors 
of  customs  at  Portland.  Oreg..  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  on  April  28. 
1927.  Said  penalties  were  Incurred  under  the  customs  laws  In 
the  entry  of  certain  merchandise  from  Germany  at  a  leas  value 
than  that  returned  upon  final  appraisement,  such  entry  having 
been  made  without  any  Intention  to  defraud  the  revenues  of  the 
United  States  or  to  conceal  or  misrepresent  the  facts  of  the  case 
or  to  deceive  the  appraiser  as  to  the  value  of  the  merchandise: 
Pnvkied,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  refunded  in  this  act  In 
tsOMi  Of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  In  connection  with 
this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  8\xxxx  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

B.  BRPwmrr.i.B  and  chaklik  melchek 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2880)  con- 
ferring Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  de- 
termine, and  render  Judgment  on  the  claim  of  R.  Brin- 
skelle  and  Charlie  Melcher,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out 
all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  to  insert  the  following: 

That  Jurisdiction  Is  hereby  conferred  upon  the  United  States 
Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  on  th»» 
claim  of  R.  Brlnskelle  and  Charlie  Melcher  for  damages  for  loss 
of  a  fishing  cabin  located  on  Warrior  River,  Jefferson  County, 
Ala.,  on  or  about  March  <J,  1937,  because  of  fire  allegedly  caused 
by  negligence  of  Government  employees  In  connection  with  clear- 
ing operations  along  the  banks  of  the  Warrior  River  and  Its 
tributaries. 

Sec.  2.  Suit  upon  such  claim  may  be  instituted  at  any  time 
within  1  year  after  enactment  of  this  act  and  proceedings  for 
the  determlnaUon  of  such  claim,  appeals  therefrom,  and  payment 
of  any  Judgment  thereon  shall  be  In  the  same  manner  as  In  the 
cases  over  which  such  court  has  Jurisdiction  under  section  145  ol 
the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

RALPH   C.   HAKOr 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3003)  for  the 
relief  of  Ralph  C.  Hardy,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause  and  to  insert  the  following: 

That  the  claims  of  the  United  States  against  Ralph  C.  Hardy 
formerly  a  traffic  rate  examiner.  National  Bitumlnoiis  Coal  Commis- 
sion, in  the  amount  of  $328.75;  against  WUliam  W.  Addis,  formerly 
a  Uafflc  rate  examiner.  National  Bituminous  Coal  Commission  m 
the  amount  $328  75;  against  E.  P.  Goudelock.  formerly  a  traffic  rate 
examiner.  National  Bituminous  Coal  Commission,  In  the  amount 
of  $371.90;  against  J.  T.  Polk,  formerly  a  traffic  rate  examiner. 
National  Bltiunlnous  Coal  Commission,  in  the  amount  of  $328.75;' 
axMl  against  C.  H.  Seaman,  formerly  a  traffic  rate  examiner.  National 
Bituminous  Coal  Commission,  in  the  amoimt  of  $328.75,  resulting 
ft«nthe  fact  that  payments  of  per  diem  and  other  nonpersonal 
eipanaiu  to  each  of  the  above-named  persons  authorized  by  the 
NatkMMl  Bltumlnoiis  Coal  Commission  In  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  his  employment  were  subsequently  disallowed  by  the  General 
Accounting  Office,  are  hereby  canceled;  and  the  Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States  is  hereby  directed  to  allow  credit  In  the  accounts 
of  the  disbursing  officer  for  the  payments  so  made. 

Sbc.  2.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorlaed  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury 
not  otberwlse  appropriated,  to  the  said  William  W.  Addis  the  sum 
of  $328  75.  to  the  said  Ralph  C  Hardy  the  sum  of  $125.  to  the  said 
J  T.  Polk  the  sum  of  $328.75.  and  to  the  said  C.  H.  Seaman  the 
sum  of  $328.75,  which  sums  have  heretofore  been  paid  to  the 
United  States  by  such  jwrsons  in  partial  or  complete  liquidation 
of  the  respective  clalma  of  the  United  8tat««  against  such  persona 
caaoeled  by  McUon  1  ot  tlUa  act.  or  have  been  deducted  by  tlxe 


United  States  when  making  payment  of  other  claims  (rf  said  per- 
sons against  the  United  States. 

Sbc.  3.  No  part  of  the  amount  provided  for  In  this  act  in  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by 
any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  In  connection  with 
this  claim,  and  the  same  shaU  tte  imlawful,  any  contract  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  oC 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

Mr.  KINO.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  GUFPEY.  Mr.  President.  I  introduced  this  bill  origi- 
nally for  the  Interior  Department.  The  subcommittee  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Schwartz! 
held  hearings  and  suggested  certain  amendments,  and  I 
think  the  bill  before  the  Senate  Is  very  just,  and  the  claim 
should  be  allowed.  I  am  sorry  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
is  not  present  to  explain  the  bill  in  detail.  I  hope  the  Sena- 
tor will  withdraw  his  objection. 

Mr.  KING.  My  recollection  is,  from  the  record,  that  there 
was  an  adverse  report  by  the  department  having  the  matter 
in  charge. 

Mr,  GUFPEY,  There  was  not  an  adverse  report.  They 
asked  me  to  introduce  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  KING.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Ralph  C.  Hardy,  William  W.  Addis,  C.  H.  Seaman  R.  J. 
Polk,  and  E.  F,  Goudelock." 

RANK  AND  TITLE  OF  LITUTENANT  GENERAL  OF  THE   REGXTLAR   ARMT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7611)  to  provide  for  the  rank  and  title  of 
lieutenant  general  of  the  Regular  Army,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

;      Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri  and  Mr.  REED  asked  that  the  bill 
;  go  over. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  may  I  briefly  explain  the 
measure? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  WUI  the  Senators  withhold 
their  objection? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  withhold  my  objection,  but  I 
will  renew  it  at  the  conclusion  of  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD,    Very  well. 

Mr,  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  withhold  my  objection,  if  the 
Senator  wishes  to  make  a  statement. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  that  if  notice  is 
served  in  advance  that  objection  Is  to  be  made  afterward, 
we  might  go  on  with  the  calendar. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  Yte  very  glad 
to  hear  the  Senator  from  Texas.    I  withhold  my  objection 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  ObjecUon  is  heard  in  other 
places.  I 

REGISTRATION    AND    REGULATION    OF    INVESTMENT    COMPANIES 

The  biU  (S.  4108)  to  provide  for  the  registration  and  regu- 
lation of  investment  companies  and  investment  advisers,  and 
for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next  In  order 

Mr.  REED  and  Mr.  WILEY  asked  that  the  bill  go  over 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  Senators  who  might  object  to  the  bill 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the  Senators  who  ob- 
jected withhold  their  objection? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  a  bUl  of  this  length  and  im- 
portance should  not  be  passed  on  the  Unanimous  Consent 
Calendar, 

adr,  WAGNER.  Would  the  Senator  withhold  his  objection 
so  that  I  may  make  a  brief  statement  to  him? 

Mr.  REED.  I  should  be  very  happy  to  do  that,  but  I  shall 
renew  my  objection  when  the  Senator  concludes  hia 
explanation. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Let  me  say 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The  Chair  would  like  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York  that  the  Senator  from  Wl»- 
cooain  also  objected. 
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Mr.  WAGNER.  Will  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  withhold 
his  objection? 

Mr.  WILEY.     I  shall  be  happy  to  hear  the  explanation. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  S.  E.  C.  made  an  investigation  of 
Investment  trusts  and  investment  companies,  which  covered 
a  period  of  4  years.  After  that,  legislation  was  prepared  and 
Introduced  by  me.  The  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
held  hearings  for  a  period  of  4  weeks  during  which  the  S.  E.  C. 
and  the  industry  were  heard. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearings  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency  suggested  to  the  Industry  affected  and  to 
the  S.  E.  C.  that  they  get  together  and  see  if  we  could  not 
agree  upon  legislation,  by  the  modem  method  of  cooperation 
between  industry  and  Government.  The  better  elements  of 
the  industry  recognized  that  abuses  had  existed  because  of 
nonregulatlon.  and  for  their  own  protection  they  desired  to 
have  their  industry  regulated. 

As  the  result  of  conferences  covering  a  period  of  3  weeks, 
they  came  before  our  committee  and  not  only  agreed  upon 
a  bill  but  urged  the  committee  to  pass  a  bill  for  the  benefit 
of  the  industry.  We  have  an  opportunity  here  to  render  a 
service  to  an  Industry  that  seeks  to  be  regulated,  so  as  to 
restore  the  public  confidence  that  has  been  impaired  in  the 
operation  of  investment  trusts. 

They  have  been  here  now  for  months  and  they  think  there 
Is  a  great  opportunity  in  proper  regulation  for  attracting 
capital  in  our  recovery  and  defense  program.  The  provisions 
of  the  bill  are  intended  to  prevent  in  the  future  the  abuses 
which  were  disclosed,  not  only  before  our  committee  but 
before  the  Security  and  Exchange  Commission  during  its 
investigation,  I  am  pleading  for  the  industry  now.  A  num- 
ber of  individual  Senators  have  also  asked,  in  the  interest 
of  the  Industry  and  for  the  protection  of  Investors,  that  the 
Congress  pass  this  conservative  piece  of  legislation. 

Mr.  LOEJGE.    Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  It  so  happens  that  the  investment-trust 
business  is  one  which  very  largely  had  its  origin  in  Boston, 
and  I  happen  to  know  a  great  many  people  connected  with 
this  industry.  I  think  it  is  true  that  there  have  been  some 
unfortunate  happenings  during  the  past  decade  which  re- 
quired some  kind  of  regtilatory  action,  and  that  the  more 
responsible  and  more  conscientious  elements  in  the  industry 
were  anxious  to  see  those  steps  taken. 

This  bill,  as  the  Senator  from  New  York  has  said,  was 
agreed  upon  after  very  painstaking  and  careful  study,  in 
which  really  almost  a  miracle  occurred,  in  that  all  the 
various  elements  in  the  industry  were  able  to  get  together 
and  organize  themselves,  and  present  a  common  basis  for 
studying  the  question,  and  as  the  result  of  that  effort  an 
agreement  which  is  embodied  In  this  bill  was  reached  be- 
tween those  engaged  in  the  industry  and  the  members  of 
the  S.  E.  C.  I  submit  that  that  is  a  very  unusual  and  a  very 
beneficial  occurrence — not  only  beneficial  for  those  who 
were  engaged  in  the  industry,  but  I  think  very  beneficial 
to  the  public,  who,  after  all,  su-e  those  who  stand  to  gain 
the  most  by  having  this  type  of  activity  properly  regulated. 

I  appreciate  that  it  is  somewhat  unusual,  perhaps,  to  seek 
to  pass  a  bill  of  this  length  at  a  time  like  this,  but  in  view 
of  the  very  special  circumstances,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  so  much  good  can  flow  from  the  bill.  I  certainly  would 
be  most  appreciative  if  Senators  would  withdraw  their 
objections. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New  York  if 
It  Is  not  a  fact  that  all  who  testified  on  the  original  bill  that 
was  introduced,  raising  objections  to  the  passage  of  not  only 
the  first  bill  but  the  second  bill  Introduced,  not  only  have 
withdrawn  their  objections  but  are  now  urging  the  passage  of 
this  bill? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Exactly. 

Mr.  MILLER.  All  the  witnesses  who  testified — and  the 
question  was  gone  into  thoroughly — now  appear  as  proponents 
of  the  biU. 


Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  was  an  advocate 
of  the  bill  which  created  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com- 
mission. I  have  been  an  advocate  of  most  of  their  activities. 
Is  it  not  a  fact  that  they  have  themselves  adopted  certain 
rules  which  would  fall  within  the  purview  of  the  so-called 
Logan- Walter  bill? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  There  may  be  some  criticism  that  may  be 
perfectly  justified  with  respect  to  other  laws.  But  in  this 
legislation  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  not  only  do  the  wit- 
nesses who  appeared  before  us  in  opposition  to  the  original 
bill  now  support  this  compromise  measure  but  also  it  has  the 
unanimous  support,  as  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has 
said,  of  the  entire  industry.  It  is  almost  a  miracle.  I  have 
never  known  it  to  happen  in  my  experience  as  a  legislator 
that  the  industry  affected  has  sought  such  regulation.  There 
was  not  a  dissenting  voice  heard  from  the  entire  industry 
affected  against  the  passage  of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  REED.     I  ask  that  the  bill  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  Is  heard. 

Mr.  WILEY.  My  only  reason  for  objecting  was  the  Im- 
portance of  the  legislation,  and  the  extensiveness  of  the  biU. 
Personally,  after  the  assurarices  given,  I  should  be  glad  to 
withdraw  my  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Objection  is  heard. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  hope  that  there  may  not  be  an  objec- 
tion to  my  desire  to  perfect  the  bill  which  is  now  pending 
by  offering  an  amendment  to  it,  which  may  lie  on  the  table. 
I  offer  the  following  amendment  to  the  bill 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    A  parlimentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  To  what  bill  is  the  Senator 
offering  an  amendment? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  asking  that  I  may  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  proposed  legislation,  and  then,  after  the  amend- 
ment is  agreed  to,  if  it  shall  be  agreed  to,  I  shall  ask  that 
the  bill  remain  upon  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
amendment  being  considered? 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  not  going  to  object  to  the  offering  of  the 
amendment,  but  I  think  that  justifies  the  objection  I  made 
to  a  bill  of  this  length,  when  within  3  minutes  after  the 
objection  was  made  an  amendment  was  offered  to  the  bilL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  Is  heard. 

MOUNT   OF   VICTORY    PLOT.   CTPRESS   HILLS   CEMETERY,    BROOKLYIT, 

N,  y. 

The  bill  (H,  R.  5258)  for  the  marking,  care,  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  Mount  of  Victory  plot  in  the  Cypress  Hills  Ceme- 
tery, in  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

FORT   MIFFLIN   MILITARY  RESERVATION,   PA. 

The  bill  (S.  3926)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
provide  a  license  for  the  construction  of  a  pile  dolphin  and 
walkway  at  Fort  MiiBin  Military  Reservation,  and  for  other 
purposes  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be,  and  he  is 
hereby,  authorized  and  empowered,  under  such  terms  and  condi- 
tions as  are  deemed  advisable  by  him,  to  grant  to  the  Atlantic 
Refining  Co,,  Its  successors  and/or  assigns,  a  license  to  construct 
and  maintain  a  pUe  dolphin  and  walkway  thereto  In  the  Delaware 
River  at  the  Fort  MlfHln  Military  Reservation.  In  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania:  Provided,  That  such  license  shall  be  granted  only 
upon  a  finding  by  the  Secretary  of  War  that  the  same  will  be  In 
the  public  Interest  and  will  not  substantially  Injure  the  Interest  of 
the  United  States  In  the  property  affected  thereby:  Provided  fur- 
ther. That  all  or  any  part  of  such  license  may  be  annulled  and 
forfeited  by  the  Secretary  of  War  if  the  property  Is  needed  for  gov- 
ernmental purposes  or  for  failure  to  comply  with  the  terms  or  con- 
ditions of  any  grant  hereunder,  or  for  non\ise  or  for  abandon- 
ment of  rights  granted  imder  authority  hereof. 

ORDER    OF    BT7SINES8 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  seize  the  interim  while 
the  clerk  is  looking  for  the  next  bill  to  call  attention  to  the 
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fact  that  it  is  now  10:20  o'clock  p.  m..  and  some  of  us  have 
been  here  since  8  o'clock,  and  all  day  long. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Regular  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  regular  order  has  been 
called  for. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     A  parliamentary  inqiury. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  The  parliamentary  inquiry  is  directed  to 
the  Chair  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  there  is  pending  a 
motion  to  adjourn,  or  would  such  a  motion  be  in  order? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  no  such 
motion  is  pending.  I  intend  to  keep  the  Senate  in  session  but 
a  few  more  minutes.    I  hope  we  can  run  on  until  10:30. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  that  a  motion  to  adjourn  is  in 
order,  and  can  be  made  by  the  Senator  at  any  time. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Chair  for  his  courtesy.  I 
appreciate  it. 

BXU.    PASSCD    OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8124)  to  provide  funds  for  cooperation  with 
public-school  districts  in  Mahnomen.  Minn.,  was  announced 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KINO.     I  ask  that  the  bUl  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bUl  wUl  be  passed  over. 

CHARGZS  FOR  ELTCTRIC  KNERCT  CENIXATED  AT  BOULOEH  DAM 

The  bill  (S.  4039)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  promulgate  and  put  Into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy 
generated  at  Boulder  Dam  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  bill  requires  a 
brief  explanation.  The  title  would  hardly  indicate  what  it 
means.  The  bill  arises  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  In  1928.  after 
5  years  of  debate,  we  adopted  the  Boulder  Canyon  Act.  It  was 
quite  indefinite  in  many  particulars  at  that  time.  In  fact,  it 
was  an  experiment.  It  is  now  found  necessary  to  adjust  the 
act  so  that  the  rates  may  be  reduced. 

Under  the  act  there  could  be  no  change  in  rates  imtil  1945. 
There  may  be  reductions  In  costs  now  which  would  Justify 
reductions  In  rates.  Seven  States  were  interested  in  this 
matter.  Four  or  five  power  companies  were  interested  in  it, 
and  the  United  States  Government  was  interested  in  it.  For 
2  years  the  Governors  of  the  seven  States,  through  commis- 
sions, have  met  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  with 
the  representatives  of  the  users  of  the  power  in  an  attempt  to 
obtain  an  adjustment  by  which  certain  matters  could  be  defi- 
nitely settled.  There  were  matters  of  uncertainty  with  re- 
gard to  how  much  money  should  go  out  of  surplus  earnings  to 
the  upper  States  and  how  much  should  go  to  various  States. 
A  higher  rate  of  interest  was  being  charged  on  the  amortiza- 
tion payments  than  on  the  new  Government  hydroelectric 
project.  Instead  of  allocating  so  much  for.  flood  control  or 
navigation,  $25,000,000  was  allocated  to  flood  control,  but  the 
interest  was  required  to  he  paid  out  of  power  earnings.  It  was 
an  impossible  situation. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  would  the  bill  cost  the  Govem- 
ment  anything? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  would  not,  but  It  would  make  the  pay- 
ments more  sure.  House  bill  9877  is  identical  with  Senate  bill 
4039. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  sub- 
stitution of  the  House  bill  for  the  Senate  bill  and  the  present 
consideration  of  the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  9877)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for 
electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  the  House  and  Senate  bills 
are  identical.     After  several  weeks  of  hearings,  one  change 

was  made  by  the  Senate  committee.  To  make  the  House 
bill  conform  to  the  Senate  bill.  I  think  that  amendment 
should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the  House  bill  is  Identical 
with  the  Senate  bill,  but  the  Senate  committee  unanimously 
adopted  three  minor  amendments,  one  on  page  6,  In  line  24; 
another  on  page  7,  in  line  3;  and  a  third  on  page  7.  In  line  12. 


Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  what  Is  the  purpose  of 
the  change? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  purpose  of  the  change  Is  only  to  have 
each  of  the  upper-basin  States  receive  an  equal  share  of 
whatever  we  might  be  able  to  save  from  California,  Arizona, 
and  Nevada. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Does  It  have  any  effect  upon  the  alloca- 
tion of  funds? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  will  have  no  effect  whatsoever  on  the 
allocation  of  funds. 

Mr.  OTHAHONEY.  In  other  words,  if  the  project  is  not 
feasible,  the  division  of  the  funds  equally  among  the  States 
will  not  have  the  result  of  piling  up  a  huge  fund  for  a  State 
which  cannot  use  It. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  feasibility  of  any  particular  project 
will  have  to  be  passed  upon  by  the  Reclamation  Bureau  any- 
way. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  No  project  may  be  adopted  imtil  it  is 
cleared  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  as  feasible? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  President,  I  offer  as  amendments  to  the  House  bill  cer- 
tain amendments  which  the  Senate  committee  has  made  to 
the  identical  Senate  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendments  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  will  be  stated. 

The  Chiit  Clerk.  On  page  6,  line  24,  after  the  word  "and". 
It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  word  "equitably"  and  Insert  the 
word  "equally";  on  page  7,  line  3.  after  the  word  "and".  It  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  "equitably"  and  insert  "equally";  and 
on  page  7,  in  line  1,  after  the  word  "plan"  and  the  i>erlod.  It 
is  proposed  to  insert:  "Any  moneys  accruing  for  projects  in 
New  Mexico  and  appropriated  pursuant  to  the  authorizations 
contained  in  this  subsection  shall  be  available  for  (1)  the 
completion  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  of  a  sixrvey  of  the 
Transmountain  diversion  project  on  the  San  Juan  River  in 
the  State  of  New  Mexico,  and  (2)  for  the  construction  of  such 
project;  and  such  project  shall  be  designed  so  as  adequately 
to  protect  the  present  and  prospective  uses  of  water  In  the 
State  of  Colorado  and  in  San  Juan  County,  N.  Mex.,  including 
those  of  the  Navajo  Tribe  of  Indians,  and,  after  providing  for 
such  needs,  any  water  from  such  project  remaining  available 
for  use  shall  be  used  as  the  State  of  New  Mexico  may 
determine." 

»«r.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  a  word  in 
regard  to  the  amendment  on  page  7,  line  11?  I  have  the 
text  before  me.  After  the  word  **project"  the  first  time  it 
occurs  In  line  18  on  page  7,  would  the  Senator  object  to  the 
insertion  of  the  words  "In  conformity  with  the  Federal  Recla- 
mation law?" 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  think  that  point  Is  covered  by  the  amend- 
ment which  has  been  offered.  The  amendment  reads  as 
follows : 

Any  moneys  accruing  for  project*  In  New  Mexico  and  appro- 
priated pursuant  to  the  authorizations  contained  In  this  subsection 
•hall  be  avaUable  for  ( 1 )  the  completion  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion of  a  siirvey  of  the  Transmountain  diversion  prelect  on  tha 
San  Juan  River  In  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  and  (f)  for  the  con- 
struction of  such  project;  and  such  project  shall  be  designed  ao  as 
adequately  to  protect  the  present  and  prospective  uses  of  water  In 
the  Slate  of  Colorado  and  in  San  Juan  County.  N.  Mex..  includlna 
Uiose  of  the  Navajo  Tribe  of  Indians,  and.  after  providing  for  such 
needs,  any  water  from  such  project  remaining  available  for  use 
•ball  be  used  aa  the  State  of  New  Mexico  may  determine. 

Hence  the  Reclamation  Bureau  will  have  the  decision  as  to 
whether  or  not  any  particular  project  In  New  Mexico  would 
be  feasible. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  that  amendment 
merely  gives  the  Bureau  the  right  and  the  duty  of  making  a 
survey,  and  clause  (2)  provides  for  the  construction  of  such 
project.  I  merely  desire  to  add,  after  the  word  "project." 
the  phrase  "in  conformity  with  the  Federal  reclamation  law." 
I  win  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  reason  I  make  the  sugges- 
tion is  because  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  seems  to  be  under 
the  impression  that  it  is  not  clear  from  this  language  that 
the  construction  would  be  in  accordance  with  the  Federal 
reclamation  law.    It  is  not  certain,  in  other  words,  whether 
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or  not  the  fund  would  be  reimbursable.  I  am  sure  the  Sen- 
ator feels  that  that  is  the  intention,  and  that  that  is  what 
ought  to  be  done.  Furthermore,  there  is  the  question  of 
whether  or  not  such  a  project  would  be  feasible. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  not  the  information  I  have  from 
the  Reclamation  Bureau.  If  we  had  a  copy  of  the  hearings 
on  this  particular  project  the  Senator  could  see  that  the 
Reclamation  Bureau  is  entirely  satisfied. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.     I  was  merely  asking  the  question. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  that  the  Senate 
committee  amendment  with  regard  to  labor  is  already  in  the 
House  bill. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  So  far  as  New  Mexico  Is  concerned,  we 
want  the  power  to  decide,  rather  than  some  Government 
biu"eau. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendments  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
I  Mr.  Chavez). 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  4039  is  indefinitely  postponed. 

ADDITIONAL    EEPORTS   OF    COMMITTEES 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4107)  to  transfer  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Arlington  Farm,  Va.,  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  War  Department  and  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  without  amendment  and 
submitted  a  report  iNo.  1933)   thereon. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  <H.  R.  4587)  to  give  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  authority  to  prescribe 
rules  of  pleading,  practice,  and  procedure  with  respect  to 
proceedings  in  criminal  cases  prior  to  and  including  verdict, 
or  finding  or  plea  of  guilty,  rejxjrted  it  without  amendment 
and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1934)  thereon. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  7955)  for  the  relief  of  Louis 
Rosenstone,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted 
a  report  (No.  1935)  thereon. 

Mr.  KING,  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4161)  to  amend  the 
District  of  Columbia  Revenue  Act  of  1939.  reported  it  with- 
out amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1936)  thereon. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  10104)  making  appro- 
priations to  supply  deficiencies  in  certain  appropriations  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1940,  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to 
provide  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  end- 
ing June  30,  1940,  and  June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  purposes, 
reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1937)  thereon. 

WORK  RELIZr  AND  RELIZr  APPROPRIATIONS— CONTXRENCI  REPORT 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  submit  the  conference  report  on  House 
Joint  Resolution  544.  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  report  will  be  read. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
HousM  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  (H.  J  Res.  644)  making 
appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941,  having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed 
to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendments  numbered  2,  8,  4,  86, 
41.  43,  44.  61.  57,  68,  62.  and  63. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1,  5,  19.  20.  22.  23.  24.  25,  27,  29.  31.  32.  33. 
34,  36,  37.  38,  39.  40,  46.  49,  53,  54,  64,  65.  60,  and  67;  and  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  fl:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  6,  and  agree  to  the 
Mune  with  an  amendment,  as  followii:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  Inserted 
by  aald  amendment  insert  the  following:  ":  Provided  further.  That 
not  to  exceed  925,000,000  of  funds  herein  appropriated  to  the  Work 
Projects  Administration  may  be  used  by  the  CkjmmlMloner  to  supple- 
ment the  amounts  ao  authorized  for  other  than  labor  ooata  in  any 


State.  Territory.  ix)8se8slon.  or  the  District  of  Columbia  in  connec- 
tion with  the  prosecution  of  projects  which  have  been  certified  by 
the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively,  aa 
being  Important  for  military  or  naval  purposes";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  7:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  7.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  ":  Prortdcd,  That 
the  provisions  of  this  subsection  shall  not  apply  to  projects  (1) 
which  have  been  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  respectively,  as  being  Important  for  military  or  naval 
purposes,  or  (2)  which  authorize  necessary  temp>orary  measures  to 
avert  danger  to  life,  property,  or  health  In  tlie  event  of  disaster 
or  grave  emergency  caused  by  flood,  storm,  fire,  earthquake,  drought, 
or  similar  cause";   and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  cf  the  Senate  numbered  8.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  '•$41,534,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  9:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  9.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "834,105,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  10:  Tliat  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  10.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$612,750";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  11:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  11,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  •'$3,610,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  12:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  12,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$437,000";   and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  13:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  13,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$30,875,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  14:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  14,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  insert  "$25,626,250";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  15:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  16.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$418,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  nimibered  16:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  16.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$2,536,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  11:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  17,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment.  b£  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$323,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  18:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  18.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$59,000,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  21 :  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  21,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment,  Insert  the  following: 

"(c)  In  order  to  furnish  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  with  addi- 
tional funds  for  the  purpose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation  loans 
to  needy  farmers,  the  Reconstiuctlon  Finance  Corix)ratlon  is  au- 
thorized and  directed,  untU  June  30.  1941,  to  make  advances  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  upon  his  request  In  an  aggregate  amount 
of  not  to  exceed  $125,000,000,  Such  advances  shall  be  made:  (1) 
with  Interest  at  the  rate  of  3  per  centum  per  annum  payable  semi- 
annually; (2)  upon  the  security  of  obligations  acceptable  to  the. 
Corporation  heretofore  or  hereafter  acquired  by  the  Secretary  pur- 
suant to  law;  (3)  in  amounts  which  shall  not  exceed  75  per  centum 
of  the  then  unpaid  principal  amount  of  the  obligations  aecurlng 
such  advances;  and  (4)  upon  auch  other  terms  and  conditions, 
and  with  such  maturities,  as  the  Corporation  may  determine.  Tha 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  pay  to  the  Corporation,  currently 
as  received  by  him.  all  moneys  collected  as  payments  of  principal 
and  interest  on  the  loans  made  from  the  amounts  so  advanced,  or 
collected  upon  any  obligations  held  by  the  Corporation  as  security 
for  such  advances,  until  such  amounts  are  fully  repaid.  The 
amount  of  notes,  debentures,  bonds,  or  other  such  obligations 
which  the  Corporation  Is  authorized  and  empowered  to  Issue  and 
to  have  outstanding  at  any  one  time  under  the  provisions  of  law 
in  force  on  the  date  of  this  subsection  takes  effect  Is  hereby 
mcreased  by  an  amount  sufllclent  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  thU 
subsection." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  aame. 

Amendment  numbered  26:  That  the  Houie  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  26,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Restore  the  matter 
stricken  out  by  said  amendment  to  read  as  follows: 

"No  loan  shall  be  made  under  this  section  to  any  pemon  to  enabl* 
him  to  aubscribe  or  pay  for  stock  or  membership  in  any  oooperaUvt 
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a«.aoei«tton  or  branch  thereof  not  organized  or  In  existence  on  the 
d»te  of  enactment  of  thl«  Joint  resolution." 
And  tb«  Senate  afrreo  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  28:  That  tbe  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  28,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  fcilows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
propoaed  Insert  '•»4.000.000":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30:  That  the  Rouse  recede  from  Its  dis- 
acreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nvmibered  30.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  followtog: 
":  and  (4)  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  President,  for  projects 
Involving  rural  rehabilitation  of  needy  persons:  Provided,  That  the 
cost  (Inciudln^  all  overhead  expenses)  of  any  dwelling  or  any  other 
bulldirig  til©  construction  of  which  U  hereafter  undertatcen  In  con- 
nection with  such  rural  rehabilitation  shall  not  exceed  rnsO  and 
MOO.  respeetlvcly;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  42:  That  the  Hotue  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  42.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
feum  proposed  Insert  "tTSOOOO";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  45:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numt>ered  45.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following: 

•Sec.  11.  None  of  the  funds  made  available  by  this  Joint  resolu- 
tion shall  be  expended  on  the  construction  of  any  building  (1)  the 
total  estimated  cost  of  which.  In  the  case  of  a  Federal  building, 
exceeds  $100000.  or  (2)  the  portion  of  the  total  estimated  cost  of 
which  payable  from  Federal  funds.  In  the  case  of  a  non-Federal 
buUdlng.  exceeds  $100,000.  unless  the  building  is  one  (a)  for  which 
the  project  has  been  approved  by  the  President  on  or  prior  to  May 
15.  1940.  or  for  which  an  issue  of  botjds  has  been  approved  at  an 
--^election  held  on  or  prior  to  such  date,  or  for  which  a  State  leglsla- 
ttire  has  made  an  appropriation  on  or  prior  to  such  date,  or  (b)  for 
the  completion  of  which  fxmds  have  been  allocated  and  irrevocably 
set  aside  under  prlbr  relief  appropriation  Acts:  Provided.  That  the 
provl.«ilons  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  projects  which 
have  been  certihed  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  respectively,  as  being  Important  for  military  or  naval 
purpofes." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  47:  That  the  Hotise  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  47.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  the  following:  "on 
projects  certified  as  hereinbefore  provided  as  being  Important  for 
military  or  naval  purposes";   and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbered  48:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  48,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter   Inserted  by  said  amendment   Insert  the  following: 

"Src.  15.  (a)  In  employing  or  retaining  in  employment  on  Work 
ProJecU  Administration  work  projects,  preference  shall  be  deter- 
mined, as  far  as  practicable,  on  the  basis  of  relative  needs  and 
shall,  where  the  relative  needs  are  found  to  be  the  same  be  given 
In  the  following  ortJ^r:  (1)  Veterans  of  the  World  War  and  the 
Spanish -American  War  and  veterans  of  any  campaign  or  expedition 
In  which  the  United  States  has  been  engaged  (as  determined  on 
the  basis  of  the  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion except  that  discharged  draft  enroUees  other  than  those  with 
•errtce-cotinected  dtsablllty  shall  not  t>e  con.ilrtered  as  veterans  for 
the  purposes  of  this  sutTWctlon)  and  unmarried  widows  of  such 
veterans  and  the  wives  of  such  veterans  as  are  unemployable  who 
are  In  need  and  are  American  citizens:  and  (2)  other  American 
cttlSMia,  Indiana  and  other  persons  owing  allegiance  to  the  United 
0t»te*  who  are  in  need." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  SO:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dl*> 
•freement  to  the  amendnaent  of  the  Senate  numbered  50.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  atnendn^nt.  as  follows:  Omit  the  mat- 
ter stricken  out  and  omit  the  matter  inserted  by  said  amendment- 
ami  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  50:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dls- 
agreeineut  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  52.  and 
agree  to  'whe  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
nMitter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following-  "(e) '*• 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

^^nendment  mnnbered  56:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  55.  and 
t^ree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows;  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following-  "(f)"- 
and  the  Senate  a|rree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  56:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dls- 
agreetnent  to  the  amendmeryt  of  the  Senate  numbered  5«.  and 
&gTT*:  to  the  sajne  with  an  amendment,  as  follows;  In  Ueu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  the  foUowinc'  "(k)"' 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.  ' 

Amendment  numbered  59:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Smate  numbered  59  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amenUntent.  as  follows:  In  lien  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  followtog  "In  an 
amrunt  exceeding  flCOOOtr':  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same 

Amendment  numbered  99;  Tlrat  the  House  recede  frc*m  its  die- 
agreetnent  to  the  ammciTnent  of  the  Senate  numt)ered  90.  and  agree 
to  tfaa  Sana  with  an  tarn liiMnut.  aa  foUowa:  In  Iteu  of  the  matter 
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inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  "(except  as  pro- 
vided in  section  15  (f))";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  61:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  61.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  the  following:  "section  15  it) 
and";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  69:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  99.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  aa  follows:  In  lieu  of  tha 
matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  ixissrt 
the  following: 

"Sec.  40  (a)  The  President  is  hereby  atrthorlzed  through  such 
agency  or  agencies  as  he  may  designate  to  purchase  exclusively 
in  the  United  SUtes  and  to  transport,  and  to  distribute  as  herein- 
after provided,  agricultural,  medical,  and  other  supplies  for  the 
relief  of  refugee  men,  women,  and  children,  who  have  been  driven 
from  their  homes  or  otherwise  rendered  destitute  by  hostilities  or 
invasion.  When  so  purchased,  such  materials  and  supplies  are 
hereby  authorized  to  be  distributed  by  the  President  through  the 
American  Red  Cross  or  such  governmental  or  other  agencies  as  he 
may  designate. 

"(b)  There  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $50,000,000,  to  be 
available  until  June  30,  1941,  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of 
this  section  including  the  cost  of  such  purchases,  the  transporta- 
tion to  point  of  distribution,  and  distribution,  administrative  and 
other  costs,  but  not  Including  any  administrative  expense  incurred 
by  any  non-governmental  agency. 

"(c)  Any  governmental  agency  so  designated  to  aid  in  the  pur- 
chase, transportation  or  distribution  of  any  such  materials  and  sup- 
plies may  expend  any  siuns  allocated  to  it  for  such  designated  pur- 
poses without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  any  other  Act. 

"(d)  On  or  before  June  30.  1941.  the  President  shall  submit  to  the 
Congress  an  itemired  and  detailed  report  of  the  expenditures  and 
activities  made  and  conducted  under  the  authority  contained  in  this 
section." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  70:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  70.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following: 

"Sac.  41.  There  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  the 
sum  of  $50,000,000.  to  be  used  by  the  Secretary  of  Agrlcuiture 
for  the  purpose  of  effectuating  the  provisions  of  section  32  of  the 
act  entitled  'An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act, 
and  for  other  purposes."  approved  August  24.  1935.  as  amended' 
such  sum  to  be  in  addition  to  any  funds  appropriated  by  such  sec- 
tion 32  and  to  be  subject  to  all  the  provisions  of  law  relating  to 
the  expendltiire  of  such  funda" 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendment 
numbered  68. 

Alva  B.  Adams, 

KEJfNETH     McKxiXAa. 

Casi.   Hatdtw, 
Jamts  P.  Byrnes, 
PKzonicx  HAtE, 
John  O.   Townsens,  Jr., 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senat*. 
Edwaxd  T,  TATXoa, 
Clakcncx  Cannok, 
C.  A.  WoonvM. 
Lotns  LuBLow, 

J.   BUTLL  SNTDCS, 

Emmet  O'Neal. 
Geo  W.  JoHNSoir. 
Manager  $  on  the  part  of  tht  H(ntMe. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  for  the  immediate  con- 
sideration of  the  conference  report? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTB.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  this 
Is  the  conference  report  on  the  relief  bill? 

Mr.  ADAMS,    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    Hai  the  House  acted  on  It? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Yes;  the  House  has  acted  on  it 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Then,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  intends  to  take  a  recesS.  I  suggest 
that  the  report  go  over  until  tomorrow  morning.  There  are 
one  or  two  important  amendments  in  the  report,  and  I  think 
the  Senate  should  not  take  it  up  for  consideration  at  this 
hour  of  the  night. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  It  is  a  question  of  the  situation,  in  which  we 
find  ourselves:  that  is  all. 

The  PRESIDING  OFHCER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  report? 
Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    I  object. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Ohjection  is  heard. 
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Mr.  ADAMS.  It  is  not  subject  to  objection;  I  win  state  to 
the  Presiding  Officer  that  I  have  a  right  to  have  it  considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  asked  unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  withdraw  that,  and  simply  submit  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  LA  FOT.I.frrTE.  I  am  not  at  all  sure  the  Senator  is 
right  about  that.  We  had  an  agreement  for  a  call  of  the 
calendar.     That  call  has  not  as  yet  been  concluded. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  think  the  Senator  knows  that  a  confer- 
ence report  Is  always  in  order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    A  conference  report  is  alwasrs  In  order. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  U  the  Senator  wants  to  go  on  with 
It,  I  will  stay  with  him  here  as  long  as  he  wants  to  stay. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Just  a  moment,  Nobody'has  any  disposition 
to  crowd  anybody  else.  The  only  question  is  whether  or  not 
the  majority  leader  and  the  Members  of  the  Senate  want  to 
go  ahead.  I  am  submitting  a  conference  report  on  the  relief 
bill,  which  must  be  passed  before  this  session  recesses.  If 
it  can  be  taken  up  tomorrow  and  disp>osed  of,  well  and  good, 
but  we  have  had  some  experiences  recently  which  lead  us  to 
hesitate  about  leaving  ourselves  absolutely  at  the  disposal  of 
what  may  happen  in  1  day.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned — 
and  I  think  I  speak  for  the  committee — I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  take  it  up  at  any  time  at  the  convenience  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin;  there  is  no  disposition  to  crowd  it;  but  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  Is  just  as  much  concerned  in  the 
passage  of  the  relief  bill  as  is  any  other  Senator. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  have  the 
floor. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  think  the  Senator  does  not  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Colorado 
has  the  floor.  The  Senator  3dclded  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  asked  unanimous 
consent.  The  Chair  said  "Objection  is  heard."  The  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  then  withdrew  his  request.  Does  the 
Senator  ask  for  immediate  consideration? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  submitted  the  conference  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    That  is  in  order. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRLSmiNG  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  cannot 
hold  the  floor  while  such  consent  is  being  obtained,  and  the 
Record  will  show  that  the  Chair  recognized  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  have  not  the  slightest  inclination  to  hold 
the  floor  over  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  but  am  trying  to 
accommodate  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  who  made  the 
objection,  and  suggested  that  he  would  like  to  have  the  matter 
go  over.  It  is  merely  a  question  whether  or  not  the  welfare 
of  the  Senate  and  of  those  on  relief  would  be  furthered  by 
proceeding  tonight  or  going  on  tomorrow.  It  is  not  my  con- 
venience or  that  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  which  is  the 
primary  consideration.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  of  course, 
I  would  rather  go  home  and  go  to  bed. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    Then.  Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tlie  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  LA  FXDLLETTE.  I  have  the  floor  in  my  own  right,  and 
I  do  not  yield  to  anyone.    I  desire  to  make  a  statement. 

In  the  flrst  place,  unanimous  consent  was  obtained  for  a 
call  of  the  calendar,  and  it  is  my  contention  that  until  the 
call  of  the  calendar  is  completed  that  order  carmot  be  upset. 
except  by  a  recess  or  an  adjournment  or  unanimous  consent 
granted  for  another  purpose. 

In  the  second  place,  I  understood  from  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  the  minority  leader,  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
had  stated  that  he  was  going  to  move  a  recess  of  the  Senate 
at  10:30  o'clock. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  some  important  issues  involved  in 
this  conference  report,  and  I  merely  suggested,  if  it  was  the 
desire  and  the  Intention  of  the  majority  leader  to  take  a 


recess  in  a  few  moments,  that  the  report  should  not  be  dis- 
posed of.  in  my  opinion,  in  so  short  a  time.  If  the  Senate 
wants  to  stay  here  and  dispose  of  it,  so  far  as  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  is  concerned,  I  am  willing  to  stay;  but  I 
think,  in  view  of  the  long  session  which  the  Senate  has  had 
today,  that  it  is  not  in  the  interest  of  orderly  procedure  or 
in  the  interest  of  sound  legislation  for  the  Senate  to  take  up 
this  important  conference  report  at  25  minutes  to  11  o'clock, 
after  the  Senate  has  been  In  session  since  11  a.  m.  this 
morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  would  like  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  with  respect  to  liis  objec- 
tion— the  Chair  would  like  to  cite  paragraph  1  of  rule  XXVII. 
After  reading  that  rule,  the  Chair  thinks  the  Senator  is  in 
error,  and  the  conference  report,  under  the  circumstances, 
would  be  in  order.  But  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has  now 
modifled  his  request.    What  is  the  pleasure  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  ADMIS.  I  submitted  the  conference  report  for  con- 
sideration by  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    That  is  in  order. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  had  announced  before  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  came  up  from  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
where  he  and  other  Senators  have  been  considering  the 
deflciency  bill,  that  we  would  recess  at  10:30.  I  did  not 
anticipate  or  know  that  the  conference  report  was  to  be 
filed.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  conference  report  is 
a  privileged  matter  and  can  be  taken  up  during  the  call 
of  the  calendar.  We  are  planning  to  meet  at  11  o'clock 
tomorrow  morning.  I  think  there  will  be  ample  opportunity 
to  consider  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  make  it  clear  that 
your  committee,  in  charge  of  the  deflciency  bill,  has  had  upon 
its  shoulders  for  the  past  few  days  an  almost  unbearable  task. 
We  have  had  the  relief  bill  upon  our  hands  and  hearings  on 
it  and  its  consideration  upon  the  floor.  We  have  had  confer- 
ences, 1.  2,  3,  4,  lasting  until  midnight.  We  have  had  the  sup- 
plemental Army  and  Navy  bill  to  consider,  with  hearings  be- 
fore the  subcommittee,  full  committee  and  consideration  upon 
the  floor.  We  have  just  come  tonight  from  the  consideration 
of  the  second  deficiency  bill.  We  have  been  holding  hearings 
for  2  days,  and  Just  this  moment  concluded  the  bill.  So  the 
members  of  that  committee  have  been  giving  every  ounce  of 
energy  they  had,  and  their  strength  and  their  time,  and  it 
does  seem  that  when  we  come  in  here,  in  an  effort  merely 
to  accommodate  the  Senate,  in  order  that  it  might  recess,  we 
are  entitled  to  some  little  courtesy  and  consideration. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  ADAMS,    I  do  not  refer  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  we  all  agree  that  there  is  no  com- 
mittee in  the  Senate  or  any  other  legislative  body  that  has 
worked  more  diligently  and  more  consistently  and  conscien- 
tiously than  has  the  Appropriations  Committee  on  these 
measures. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  When  we  come  In  and  try  to  carry  forward 
the  business  of  the  Senate,  and  we  are  short  of  time,  then  we 
are  "jumped  on"  as  if  we  were  trying  to  crowd  something. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  are  the  ones  who  have  been  crowded 
trying  to  find  time  to  do  the  business  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  is  correct  about  that,  and 
we  all  appreciate  the  strain  under  which  the  Appropriations 
Committee  has  been  working.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  stay 
here  tonight  to  consider  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  am  putting  it  up  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky.   He  is  in  charge  of  this  program. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  said  I  had  agreed  to  recess;  I  am  going 
to  move  to  recess,  until  11  o'clock  a.  m.  tomorrow,  and  it  is 
my  belief  that,  the  conference  report  being  privileged,  we  can 
consider  it  at  any  time  then. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  there  is  to  be  a  meeting  of  the  Banldng  and  Cur- 
rency Committee  at  10:30  in  the  morning  on  a  very  important 
matter. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  am  a  member  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  am  simply  sajrtng  that  we  are  working  on  a 
24-hour  basis  trying  to  do  a  week's  work. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  know  that  we  are  all  anxious  to  get  the 
appropriation  bills  disposed  of  before  tomorrow  night,  con- 
ference reports  and  everything  else,  and  I  hope  we  can  do  so, 
regardless  of  our  wishes  in  reference  to  a  recess. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado withhold  his  motion? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  No;  I  want  the  conference  report  made  the 
unfinished  business  of  the  Senate,  and  it  is  the  unfinished 
business:  I  have  submitted  It. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  a  privileged  matter,  and  it  is  not 
necessary  to  make  it  the  unfinished  business. 

Mr,  ADAMS.    It  becomes  the  unfinished  business. 

Mr.  BYRNES.     Mr  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Colorado 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    If  the  Senator  from  Colorado  will  yield 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  want  to  say.  in  support  of  what  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  said,  that,  as  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  know*,  the  deficiency  bill,  which  has  just  been  re- 
ported, is  the  result  of  hearings  that  have  been  going  on 
since  early  tnoming,  and  the  Appropriations  Committee 
know  that  it  is  going  to  take  some  time  for  the  consideration 
of  that  bill. 

Then,  it  must  go  to  conference;  it  must  go  to  the  House, 
for  a  number  of  items  have  been  added  to  the  bill.  If  the 
Senate  really  wants  to  recess  tomorrow  night,  it  must  get  rid 
of  some  of  the  bills  that  are  pending.  It  has  got  to  get  rid  of 
tills  conference  report,  and  what  will  occur  is  that  when  we 
take  the  conference  report  up  in  the  morning,  before  we  have 
an  opportunity  to  act  on  it.  the  war  will  again  be  the  subject 
of  discussion ;  the  good  Lord  only  luiows  when  the  conference 
report  will  be  disposed  of.  and  when  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
ndo  will  get  a  chance  to  have  the  deficiency  bill  considered. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  And  the  tax  bill  has  to  come  in  from 
conference. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  what  the  Senator  Is  saying  indicates  a 
desire  to  go  on  with  the  conference  report  tonight,  it  is 
entirely  agreeable  to  me  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  who  raised  the  question,  that  if  he  would  submit 
to  the  Senator  from  Colorado  the  inquiry  he  desires  to  make 
and  received  his  reply,  possibly  he  would  have  no  objection 
to  the  report  being  considered  at  this  time. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  already  ex- 
amined tJie  report.  I  think  it  is  absolutely  unnecessary  to 
force  the  Senate  to  consider  this  matter  tonight.  I  do  not 
see  any  reason  why  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  cannot  carry 
cut  his  original  intention  and  let  the  matter  go  over  until 
tCBBorrow.  I  have  no  disposition  linnecessarily  to  delay  the 
report. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    I  know  the  Senator  has  not. 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  am  fully  aware  of  the  Importance 
of  the  legislation  involved;  but  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina knows  that  the  Senate  has  been  in  session  now  for  11 34 
hours. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
tlMt  point? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Will  the  Senator  agree  that  we  shall  vote 
on  the  conference  report  not  later  than  12  o'clock  tomorrow? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  should  be 
willing  to  agree  to  that,  provided  we  could  have  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  which  would  enable  us  to  consider  the 
conference  report  during  the  hours  between  11  and  12.  If 
other  matters  are  going  to  be  discussed  for  an  hour  tomorrow, 
I  should  not  like  to  make  the  agreement. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  realize  that.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  Senate  concludes  its  duties  tonight,  it  recess 
until  11  o'clock  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  None 
is  heani.  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  albo  ask  nnanlmous  consent  that  the 
conference  report  on  the  relief  Joint  resolution  be  taken  up 
at  once,  and  that  not  later  than  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow 
a  final  vote  be  had  upon  it,  and  that  debate  during  the  hour 
from  II  to  12 — if  that  much  to  requtrecl — be  confined  to  the 
conference  report. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  am  sorry  that  the  able 
Senator  made  the  request.  There  may  be  some  debate  from 
Senators  who  are  not  here  tonight.  I  do  not  see  why  we 
cannot  carry  out  the  original  intention  to  recess  at  half -past 
10.  We  shall  be  here  all  summer,  probably  most  of  the  fall, 
and  part  of  the  winter. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  But  the  bill  will  have  to  be  passed  before 
the  first  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  McNARY,  I  appreciate  that;  but  the  calendar  can 
well  remain  here  until  Monday,  or  a  week  from  Monday. 
Tomorrow  we  can  vote  on  the  conference  report.  There  are 
two  measures  to  be  considered.  I  think,  under  the  circum- 
stances, we  should  carry  out  the  procram,  start  tomorrow  at 
11  o'clock  on  this  matter,  and  we  shall  get  through  all  right. 

I  must  object  at  this  time  to  a  limitation  to  an  hour's 
debate,  because  I  am  not  certain  that  that  would  provide  a 
convenient  length  of  time  for  all  those  who  might  want  to 
discuss  the  subject. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  is  heard. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  as  chairman  of  the  Patents 
Committee.  I  received  a  very  urgent  request  from  the  War 
Department,  the  Navy  Department,  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice, the  Department  of  Commerce,  and  the  Commissioner  of 
Patents  for  the  immediate  consideration  of  a  very  important 
bin.  the  report  on  which  was  filed  this  morning.  It  has 
already  passed  the  House.  It  deals  exclusively  with  the  con- 
trol of  information  concerning  patents  during  this  emer- 
gency, and  it  is  deemed  so  vital  that  in  my  Judgment  it 
should  be  immediately  considered;  and  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  it  may  be  so  considered.  It  contains  only  a  para- 
graph or  two.  It  is  merely  a  restatement  of  the  legislation 
on  the  books  during  the  war.  It  has  been  on  the  books  ever 
since,  and  the  bill  merely  extends  it  to  the  emergency 
declared  by  the  President.  It  permits  the  Commissioner  of 
Patents  to  withhold  from  publication  vital  information  about 
patents  affecting  our  national  defense. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  What  Is  the  calendar  num- 
ber of  the  bill? 

Mr.  BONE.  There  is  no  calendar  number.  I  filed  the  re- 
port this  morninc.  and  it  is  on  the  desk  in  the  hands  of  the 
clerk;  and  I  am  asking  that  it  be  considered  at  this  time 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  have  the 
conference  report  on  the  reUef  Joint  resolution  displaced. 

Mr.  BONE.  Then,  if  we  cannot  consider  it  in  a  moment 
here.  I  ask  that  that  measure  be  displaced  long  enough  to 
consider  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  There  is  objection.  I  want  to  find  out  what 
we  are  going  to  do  about  the  conference  report. 

ADDTTTONAL    BILL    AND    JOINT    RESOLtmON    INTROimCED 

An  additional  bill  and  Joint  resolution  were  introduced 
read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second 
time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  KING: 

8.  41*72.  A  bm  for  the  relief  of  Priedl  Pfeifer;  to  the  Cbm- 
mlttee  on  Immigration. 

By  Mr.  BARKLEY  (for  Mr.  Bailbt)  : 

B.  J.  Res.  283.  Joint  res(^ution  authorizing  Col.  Donald 
H.;  ConnoUy  to  hold  the  office  of  Administrator  of  CivU 
Aeronautics  in  the  Department  of  Commerce;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Commerce. 

EXEcrrnvB  Rrpoirrs  op  comamBS 
As  in  executive  session, 

Mr.  McCARRAN,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Benjamin  Harrison,  of 
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California,  to  be  United  States  district  judge  for  the  southern 
district  of  California  to  fill  a  new  position. 

Mr.  BAILEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  reported 
favorably  the  nomination  of  Robert  H.  Hinckley,  of  Utah,  to 
be  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce,  vice  John  Monroe 
Johnson. 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  several  officers  for 
appointment  in  the  Regular  Army,  under  the  provisions  of 
law. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
nominations  of  sundry  officers  for  appointment,  by  transfer. 
In  the  Regular  Army. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
nominations  of  sundry  Reserve  dental  officers  to  be  first 
lieutenants  in  the  Dental  Corps,  Regular  Army. 

He  also,  from  the  same  ccinmittee,  reported  favorably  the 
nomination  of  First  Lt.  Edwin  Joseph  Sunderville,  Veterinary 
Corps  Reserve,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Veterinary  Corps,  Reg- 
ular Army,  under  the  provisions  of  law. 

ExrcunvE  messages  referred 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair) . 
as  in  executive  session,  laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from 
the  Preiiident  of  the  United  States  submitting  sundry  nomi- 
nations, which  were  referred  to  the  appropriate  ccmmittees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

I  RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  agreement  to  recess 
was  made;  was  It  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  was.  The  Senate  has 
agreed,  when  it  concludes  its  session,  to  recess  until  11  o'clock 
tomorrow  morning, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  I  will  take  chances  on  recessing 
at  this  time,  t)ecause  evidently  we  can  dispose  of  the  con- 
ference report  tomorrow. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  recess  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  9FFICER.  The  question  is  on  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  10  o'clock  and  45 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate,  under  the  order  previously 
entered,  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Saturday,  June  22, 
1940.  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


'  NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the  Senate  June  21,  1940 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
William  H.  Husband,  of  Ohio,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Fed- 
eral Home  Loan  Bank  Board  for  a  term  of  6  years  from  July 
22.  1940  (reappointment). 

Appointments  in  the  Regular  Army 

medical  corps 
To  be  first  lieutenants  with  rank  from  date  of  appointment 

Jerome  Dudley  Textor  Josephus  Bartow  Talley,  Jr. 

Joseph  Michael  Barker  Jesse  Douglas  Harris 

Pratis  L.  Duff  Edwin  Emmons  Corcoran 

George  Arthur  Peck  Manah  Robert  Halbouty 

Robert  Glenn  Thompson  Allen  Dale  Smith 

William  Charles  Burry  Russell  Burton  Watson 

John  Marshall  Salyer  William  Stanley  Bagnall 

Hayden  Waldo  Withers  John  Van  Eman  Berger.  Jr. 

Kermit  Hudson  Anderson  Walter  Robbins  dcForest 

William   Wilmerding   Moir,  Norman  Clemm  Veale 

Jr.  Joseph  Anthony  Resch 

Robert  Christian  Rauscher  Thomas  Henry  Crouch 

Bronko  Peter  Lelich  George  Arai;k 

Samuel  Sherman  Spicer  Edward  Philip  Drescher 

Fied  Albert  Helmstra  Max  Wendell  Carver 

John  Randolph  Hall,  Jr.  Jack  Thomas  Rush 

William  Harris  Curry      _  Charles  Arthur  Woemer 


Glen  Elden  Ogden 
John  Gardiner 
Joseph  Nagle 
Jack  Bollerud 

Sanford  William  French,  JT. 
Hilbert  Adolph  Peter  Lein- 
inger 


Aaron  Louis  Kaminsky 
Hubert  Lynn  Binkley 
Richard  Stanton  Praser 
Willard  Ferguson  Angen 
William  Gunton  Budington 
John  Roscoe  Grunwell,  Jr. 
Eli  Blair  Harter 
Stuart  Irvin  Draper 

CHAPLAIW 

First  Lt.  Emil  William  Geitner.  Chaplains'  Reserve,  to  be 
chaplain  with  the  rank  of  first  lieutenant,  with  rank  from 
date  of  appointment. 

Appointments,  by  Transfer,  in  the  Regular  Army 
TO  quartermaster   corps 
Maj.  Tryon  Mason  Shepherd,  Infantry,  with  rank  from 
August  1.  1935. 

TO    COAST    ARTILLERY    CORPS 

First  Lt.  Lawrence  Kent  Meade,  Field  Artillery,  with  rank 
from  June  12,  1937. 

Promotions  in  the  Regular  Army 
TO  de  colonel 
Lt.  Col.  Thomas  Jonathan  Jackson  Christian,  Field  Artil- 
lery, from  June  17,  1940. 

TO  be  lieutenant  colonel  " 

Maj.  Rex.  Webb  Beasley,  Field  Artillery,  with  rank  from 
June  17,  1940. 

TO   BE   MAJORS 

Capt.  Edward  Michael  Powers,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps),  from  June  17,  1940. 

Capt.  Maurice  Edgar  Jennings,  Chemical  Warfare  Service, 
from  June  17.  1940. 

Capt.  Howell  Harrell,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from  June  18, 
1940. 

TO  BE   FIRST  LIEUTENANTS,   WITH  RANK  FROM  JULY   3,   1940 

Second  Lt.  Carroll  Thompson  Newton,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Second  Lt.  Donald  Clinton  dayman.  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Joseph  Warren  Slsson,  Jr.,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  David  Greene  Hammond,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Second  Lt.  Joseph  Russel  Groves,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Robert  Whitsett  van  de  Velde.  Field  Artillery. 
Second  Lt.  Arthur  George  Christensen,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Harry  Gantcliffe  Benion,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Arthur  Howland  Baker.  Jr..  Field  Artillery. 
Second  Lt.  Arthur  Charles  Harris,  Jr.,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Lin  wood  Eugene  Funchess.  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Second  Lt.  Laurence  Clifford  Brown,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Jesse  Mechem,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Walter  Ward  Davis,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  William  Andrew  Enemark.  Field  Artillery. 
Second  Lt.  Merten  Kenneth  Heimstead,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Thaddeus  Ronsaville  Dulin,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Leon  John  de  Penne  Rouge,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Gaylord  Walton  Praser,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  William  Sherbourne  McCrea,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Donald  Frederick  Thompson,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  John  Gordon  Nelson.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Second  Lt.  Chester  Martin  Beaver.  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Edward  Wallace  McLain.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Second  Lt.  John  Unsworth  Allen,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Second  Lt.  Byron  William  Ladd.  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Lyman  Hodges  Ripley.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
,     Second  Lt.  Francis  Carlton  Truesdale,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  William  Shepherd  Humphries,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Donald  Washington,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Charles  Robert  Etzler,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Philip  Cochran  Tinley.  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Charles  Murray  Henley,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  John  Brockway  Rippere.  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Second  Lt.  Steve  Archie  Chappuis.  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Elmer  Bolton  Kennedy,  Field  Artillery,  subject 
to  examination  required  by  law. 
Second  Lt.  James  Jackson  Stewart,  Jr.,  Infantry. 
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Second  Lt.  Thomas  Brownbridge  Simpson,  Corps  of  En- 
gineers. 
Second  Lt.  Paul  Thomas  Boleyn.  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Frederick  William  NagJe.  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  Otho  Anthony  Moomaw,  Coast  ArtiDery  Corps. 
Second  Lt.  Jabus  Willie  Rawls,  Jr..  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Second  Lt.  Andrew  Buchler  Zwaska,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt,  Jack  Leslie  Coan,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Second  Lt.  Edward  Francis  Kent,  Infantry. 
Second  Lt.  George  William  Croker,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Second  Lt.  Willard  Wright  Lazarus,  Air  Corps. 
Second  Lt.  William  Hart  Hanson.  Air  Corps. 
Second  Lt.  John  Willis  Paddock.  Infantry.  ' 

Second  Lt.  Joe  Stalllngs  Lawrle.  Infantry. 

Appointments  to  Temporary  Rank  in  the  Am  Corps  in  the 

Regular  Army 

to  be  colonel 

Lt.  Col,  Donald  Patrick  Muse.  Air  Corps,  from  June  17. 

to  be  lieutenant  colonels 
Maj.  Leo  Fred  Post,  Air  Corps,  from  June  23.  1940. 
Maj.  John  Carroll  Kennedy.  Air  Corps,  vice  Lt.  Col.  Donald 

P.  Muse.  Air  Corps,  nominated  for  appointment  as  temporary 

colonel,  Air  Corps. 

TO  BE  MAJOR 

Capt,  Charles  Pearre  CabeU.  Air  Corps,  vice  Maj.  John  C. 
Kennedy,  Air  Corps,  nominated  for  appointment  as  temporary 
lieutenant  colonel.  Air  Corps. 

Appointments  and  Promotions  in  the  Navy 
Rear  Admiral  Samuel  M.  Robinson  to  be  Chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Ships,  in  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  with  the 
rank  of  rear  admiral,  for  a  term  of  4  years. 

Commander  Norman  C.  Gillette  to  be  a  captain  in  the 
Navy,  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  June  1940. 
The  following-named  lieutenant  commanders  to  be  com- 
,  manders  in  the  Navy  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
/   their  names: 

Walter  H.  Roberts.  September  23,  1939. 

Lewis  Corman,  September  23.  1939. 

Charles  B.  McVay,  3d,  December  29,  1939. 

The  following -named  Ueutenants  to  be  lieutenant  com- 
manders in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names: 

William  L.  Messmer.  August  1,  1939. 

John  J.  LafiTan.  September  23,  1939. 

George  A.  Leahey.  Jr.,  September  23.  1939. 

John  G.  Johns,  May  1,  1940. 

The  foUowing-named  lieutenants  (junior  grade)  to  be  Ueu- 
tenants in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  date  sUted  opposite 
their  names:  ^^ 

Francis  M.  Douglass,  September  1,  1939. 

Charles  C.  Gold.  September  23,  1939. 

Robert  H.  Kerr,  September  23,  1939. 

Archibald  W.  Greenlee.  December  8.  1939. 

William  Outerson.  January  1,  1940. 

The   following-named   ensigns   to   be   lieutenants    (junior 

grade)  In  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  3d  day  of  June  1940: 
Jack  A.  Obermeyer  John  M.  Ballinger 

Emery  A.  Grantham  Parkman  B.  Moore 

Richard  E.  Ball  Herbert  J.  Hartman 

Mark  H.  Jordan  Frank  F.  Menefee 

Medical  Inspector  Virgil  H.  Carson  to  be  a  medical  director 

In  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  1st  day  of 

August  1939. 
Surg.  Jacob  W.  TroxeD  to  be  a  medical  inspector  in  the 

Navy,  with  the  rank  of  commander,  from  the  1st  day  of  July 

Winiam  N.  McGibony  to  be  an  assistant  paymaster  in  the  * 
Navy,  with  the  rank  of  ensign,  from  the  15th  day  of  June 

Naval  Constructor  Walter  F.  Christmas  to  be  a  naval  con- 
structor in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  commander  from  the 
1st  day  of  July  1939. 


Civil  Engineer  Gaylord  Church  to  be  a  civil  engineer  in 
the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  1st  day  of  June 
1937. 

Lt.  (Jr.  Or.)  Joseph  H.  Barker.  Jr.,  to  be  an  assistant  clvU 
engineer  in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  (junior 
grade) .  from  the  4th  day  of  June  1939. 

The  following- named  lieutenant  commanders  to  be  lieu- 
tenant commanders  in  the  Navy  from  the  date  stated  oppo- 
site their  names,  to  correct  the  date  of  rank  as  previously 
nominated  and  confirmed: 

Cameron  Briggs.  August  1,  1939. 

Clement  R.  Criddle,  August  1.  1939. 

William  L.  Wright.  September  1.  1939. 

Rex  S.  Caldwell,  September  1.  1939. 

Russell  S.  Smith,  September  1,  1939. 

George  J.  Dufek.  September  23,  1939. 

Edward  L.  Beck,  September  23,  1939. 

William  A.  New,  September  23,  1939. 

William  H.  Standley,  Jr.,  September  23.  1939. 

Prank  P.  Tibbitts.  September  23,  1939. 

Everett  E.  Mann,  September  23,  1939. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  to  be  lieutenants  In  the 
Navy  from  the  date  stated  opposite  their  names,  to  correct 
the  date  of  rank  as  previously  nominated  and  confirmed: 

Joseph  H.  Kuhl,  August  1.  1939. 

Howard  R.  Prince,  August  1,  1939. 

Leon  S.  Kintberger,  September  1,  1939. 

John  R.  Leeds,  September  1.  1939. 

Max  Silverstein,  September  23,  1939. 

Robert  E.  Vandling,  September  23.  1939. 

Ray  M.  Pitts.  September  23.  1939. 

The  following-named  commanders  to  be  captains  in  the 
Navy,  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite  their  names- 

Elmer  L.  Woodside.  April  13,  1940. 

Glenn  B.  Davis,  May  1.  1940. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  to  be  lientenant  com- 
manders in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  June  1940- 

William  E.  Hank. 

Thomas  J.  Hickey. 

Lieutenant  (junior  grade)  Max  C.  Mather  to  be  a  lieuten- 
ant in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  June  1940. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday,  June  21,  1940 

The  House  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m..  and  was  caDed  to  order 
by  the  Speaker. 

Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp,  D.  D..  pastor  of  Gunton  Temple 
Memorial  Presbyterian  Church,  Washington.  D.  C.  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

h„?H'^°y  f^^^^'f^^  ^^^  ""^  ^^  universe,  as  we  bow  in  the 
!f?  ^iJ°^  °'  P^  presence,  may  we  be  conscious  of  the 
need  of  Thy  revealing  grace. 

We  pray  that  we  may  be  responsive  to  the  guidance  of  Thy 
spirit.  Thou  knowest  our  inflrmlUes:  let  Thy  strength  be 
made  perfect  in  our  weakness.  Our  duties  are  far  beyond  our 
own^power;  let  divine  wisdom  be  manifested  in  an  abundant 

Grant  in  these  days  of  tribulation  and  evil  Udings,  when  we 
are  mobilizing  our  material  resources  for  the  defense  of  our 
f^^^^  l*^^^^'  ^^^  "^^  °**y  "°*  ^^^  to  mobilize  our  faith 
^^r^^'^^Z^''^  °l  ^'  °^  ^^^^  *°  ^e  inexhaustible 
T^H  .^  ,^;°"'  '^'^  ^"  ^  omnipotent  rule  of  the 
Lord  God  of  Hosts,  and  our  faith  in  the  final  triumph  of 
>",^  '^"H  righteousness.  Help  us  to  weave  out  of  the  loom 
of  life  s  trials  and  hard  experiences  a  character  that  is  worthy 

'l^i^neS^cToT'^  '^  ^^"^  "^^  "°^  °'  --^^"« 
As  Thou  hast  opened  Thy  hand  of  blessing  upon  our  be- 
loved country,  so  wilt  Thou  enlarge  our  hearts  with  a  sincere 
desire  to  minister  unto  needy  humanity  and  aU  the  children 
of  sorrow  and  affliction.  c^^iiux^cn 

In  the  name  of  the  compassionate  Christ  we  pray.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved.  ^^^ 
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MESSAGE  FROU  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier,  Its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  adopted  the  following 
resolution: 

1  Senate  Resolution  283 

I  In  the  Senate  or  the  Untted  States, 

June  20  (legislative  day.  May  28),  1940. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with  profound  sorrow  and 
deep  regret  the  announcement  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Ernest  W.  Gib- 
son, late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  six  Senators  be  appointed  by  the 
President  of  the  Senate  to  take  order  for  superintending  the  funeral 
of  the  deceased  Senator. 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  communicate  these  resolutions  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
Xamily  of  the  deceased. 

Resolved,  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of 
the  deceased  the  Senate  do  now  adourn  until  11  o'clock  ante- 
meridian tomorrow. 

The  message  also  announced  that  pursuant  to  the  fore- 
going resolution  the  Presiding  Officer  had  appointed  Mr. 
Austin,  Mr.  Connally,  Mr.  Bulow,  Mr.  Burke,  Mr.  Gurney, 
and  Mr.  Tobey  as  members  of  the  said  committee  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9594)  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  section  12  (b)  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as 
amended,  by  authorizing  the  transfer  of  funds  to  cover  ad- 
vances for  crop  insurance." 

The  mess&ge  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
a  Joint  resolution  of  the  following  title,  in  which  the  concvu*- 
rence  of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.  J.  Res.  279.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  section  4  of  Pub- 
lic Resolution  No.  54,  approved  November  4,  1939,  entitled 
"Joint  resolution  to  preserve  the  neutrality  and  the  peace  of 
the  United  States  and  to  secure  the  safety  of  its  citizens  and 
their  interests." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  10055.  An  act  making  supplemental  appropriations  for 
the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon 
Its  amendments  to  the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Adams,  Mr.  Glass,  Mr.  McKellar. 
Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Byrnes,  Mr.  Hale,  and  Mr.  Townsend  to  be 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

SUPPLEMEHTAL  appropriations  for  NATIONAL  DEFENSE,   1941 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  <H.  R, 
10055)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  national 
defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  disagree  to  the 
Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to  the  conference  requested. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Woodrum]? 

There  was  no  objection,  and  the  Speaker  appointed  the  fol- 
lowing conferees  on  the  part  of  the  House:  Messrs.  Taylor, 
Woodrum  of  Virginia,  Cannon  of  Missouri.  Ludlow,  Snyder, 
O'Neal.  Johnson  of  West  Virginia,  Taber,  Wicglesworth, 
Lambertson,  and  Dttter. 

PERMISSION  to  address   THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  briefly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr.  RayburnI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SELECTION  or   KEYNOTE  SPEAKER   AND   PERMANENT   CHAIRM^\N   OF 
DEMOCRATIC  AND  REPUBLICAN  CONVENTIONS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  know  that  all  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  are  deeply  gratified  when  a 


Member  of  the  House  is  paid  a  high  compliment,  and  espe- 
cially is  that  true  when  the  compliment  is  paid  our  popular 
and  beloved  Speaker  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  IMr. 
Bankheao].     [Applause.] 

On  yesterday  at  Chicago  the  arrangements  committee  for 
the  Democratic  National  Convention  did  themselves  proud 
when  they  conferred  upon  him  a  great  honor  by  naming  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama,  Mr.  Bankhead,  temporary  chair- 
man of  the  convention  and  kejmoter.  [Applause.]  Many 
great  speeches  have  been  made  on  occasions  such  as  that  will 
be.  The  party  banner  has  been  upheld  in  a  grand  fashion 
by  many  men  on  those  numerous  occasions,  but  those  of  us 
who  will  be  members  of  that  convention  and  others  in  radio- 
land  who  will  listen  to  that  address  will.  In  my  opinion,  in 
sound  sentiment,  in  party  defense,  and  in  oratory  hear  as 
great,  if  not  the  greatest,  speech  that  was  ever  made  on  an 
occasion  such  as  that  will  be.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  frwn  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  behalf 
of  the  Republican  side  of  the  House  I  am  sure  I  express  the 
sentiments  of  everyone  when  I  say  that  we,  too,  are  de- 
lighted at  the  high  honor  that  has  come  to  our  beloved 
Speaker.  He  is  a  man  whom  we  all  hold  in  the  highest 
esteem.  While  I  could  not  go  so  far  as  to  expect  the  views  he 
may  present  will  appeal  to  all  of  us,  I  am  sure  he  will  pre- 
sent the  E>emocratic  case  most  thoroughly  and  completely. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker,  If  the  wishes  of  the  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  were  consummated,  he  would  receive  even  a 
higher  honor  than  keynoter  for  his  party.  [Applause.] 
I  am  happy  to  join  in  these  felicitations  and  to  extend  my 
personal  good  wishes.  It  Is  a  distinct  honor  to  the  House 
and  it  is  a  choice  which  will  receive  universal  approval. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  thank  the  minority  leader  for  his 
splendid  compliment  and  contribution. 

Mr.  FISH.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  House  often  suffers  from 
comparison  with  the  Senate  without  any  justification  what- 
ever. I  believe  there  is  just  as  much  ability  or  more,  just 
as  many  orators  in  the  House  as  there  are  in  the  Senate, 
and  I  am  proud  of  the  fact  that  the  great  Democratic  Party 
has  chosen  one  of  their  most  distinguished  Members,  Speaker 
Bankhead,  to  be  temporary  chairman  to  make  their  keynote 
speech.  I  know  he  will  do  credit  to  his  party  and  to  the 
House  of  Representatives, 

I  have  risen,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  point  out  also  that  the  great 
Republican  Party  has  chosen  a  Member  of  this  House,  a  very 
distinguished  Member  of  this  House,  the  Republican  floor 
leader,  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin],  to  be 
its  p)ermanent  chairman  and  I  know  he,  too,  will  be  a  credit  to 
his  party  and  to  the  House  and  that  he  will  deliver  a  great, 
ringing,  sound,  American  speech.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  WARREN.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  WARREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I,  too,  share  with  all  the 
House  the  satisfaction  that  comes  to  this  body  In  having  the 
one  who  presides  over  us  selected  as  the  keynote  speaker  of  the 
Democratic  National  Convention.  It  is  a  tribute  to  one  for 
whom  we  hold  the  deepest  friendship  and  attachment  and 
who  truly  may  be  called  a  great  American. 

The  House  of  Representatives  is  the  fairest  body  on  earth 
In  its  appraisal  of  Its  membership.  It  is  generous  In  over- 
looking for  a  long  time  our  frailties,  it  is  quick  to  recognize 
force  and  character  and  ability,  and  it  is  always  with  reluc- 
tance when  it  is  finally  forced  to  place  its  seal  of  disapproval 
on  anyone.  True  greatness  is  never  achieved  by  accident  In 
this  body.  It  is  a  long  road  from  the  time  a  man  enters  here 
to  the  time  he  Is  elevated  by  his  fellows  to  the  greatest  of  all 
honors  that  they  may  bestow,  for  whoever  presides  over  the 
House  holds  a  position  second  only  to  the  Presidency.    There 
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have  been  only  a  few  weak  ones  to  reach  it  and  only  a  few 
liave  attained  It  through  political  exigencies  or  sectional  loca- 
tion. The  cornerstone  to  a  man's  rise  to  the  Speakership  is 
confidence. 

Prom  the  day  I  entered  this  body  I  have  cherished  the 
friendship  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama.  Wiluam  B. 
Bankheao.  Over  15  years  ago  he  was  rated  as  one  of  the 
strong  men  of  the  House  and  since  then  I  have  watched  with 
pride  his  onward  career.  When  the  present  majority  party 
first  organized  the  House  in  the  Seventy-second  Congress,  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  (Mr.  Bankhead]  was  still  a  private 
in  the  ranks.  But  although  he  was  chairman  of  no  committee 
in  that  Congress  or  during  most  of  the  succeeding  Congresses 
he  was  nonetheless  regarded  as  a  commanding  figure  solely 
because  of  his  sheer  ability  and  the  confidence  in  which  he 
was  held. 

Late  in  the  Seventy-third  Congress  he  succeeded  the  beloved 
Edward  W.  Pou.  of  North  Carolina,  as  chairman  of  the  pow- 
erful Rules  Committee.  At  the  beginning  of  the  Seventy- 
fourth  Congress  he  was  made  majority  leader,  and  when  the 
post  of  Speaker  became  vacant  In  that  Congress  he  waA 
unanimously  chosen  to  fill  it  and  in  each  Congress  since  has 
been  reelected. 

In  all  of  these  high  positions  he  has  displayed  the  same 
characteristics  of  a  tnxly  wiiming  personality,  real  force, 
power  in  debate,  calmness  under  stress,  and  unvarying  fsUr- 
ness  which  have  marked  him  since  he  first  became  a  Member 
of  Congress  24  years  ago.  History  will  record  him  as  one  of 
the  really  great  Speakers. 

"     I  am  happy  to  Join  in  this  tribute  to  my  devoted  friend. 
fApplause.l 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  t>onGHTON]. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  any  laudable  movement 
or  venture  is  well  along  the  road  to  success  when  wisely  and 
properly  begun. 

It  is  with  the  utmost  degree  of  pride  and  genuine  heart- 
felt satisfaction  that  I  note  the  selection  by  the  Democratic 
National  Committee  of  our  loved  Speaker  to  be  temporary 
chairman  and  to  deliver  the  keynote  address  at  the  forth- 
coming Democratic  convention  at  Chicago.  This  choice  is 
another  demonstration  of  the  wisdom  and  acimien  of  Chair- 
man Parley  and  the  other  members  of  our  national  com- 
mittee. 

Certainly  no  better  choice  could  possibly  be  made  than  the 
•election  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  (Mr.  Bankhead]. 
It  gives  every  assurance  that  our  convention,  from  the  very 
outset,  will  be  saturated  with  the  essence  of  democracy  in  its 
fullness,  its  purity,  and  its  eflectiveness. 

Pew  people  are  so  thoroughly  versed  In  the  fundamental 
philosophy  of  the  Democratic  Party  and  few  are  so  familiar 
wUh  its  record  of  outstanding  achievements.  Certainly,  no 
one  is  more  worthy  or  deserving  of  honor  at  the  hands  of  his 
party  than  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Bankheao). 

His  great  natural  ability,  cultivated  by  years  of  intense 
study  and  assiduous  devotioirio  duty  and  tempered  by  long 
service  and  experience,  qualify  him  as  an  outstanding  expo- 
nent and  teacher  of  the  creed  and  doctrine  of  pure  democ- 
racy. 

The  scholarly  achievements,  the  eloquence,  the  patriotism, 
and  the  statesmanship  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Bankhead  1  are  unexcelled  by  anyone. 

Certainly  there  is  no  position  in  our  Government  so  high 
and  exalted  that  he  could  not  fill  it  with  signal  honor  and 
unsurpassed  distinction. 

The  Democratic  National  Committee  is  to  be  thanl^ed  and 
congratulated  upon  its  choice,  and  I  can  assure  those  who 
attend  our  convention  that  under  the  eloquent  and  logical 
kesmote  address  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama.  Speaker 
Bankhead.  the  inspiring  spirit  of  democracy  will  hover  over 
the  convention  like  a  gentle  benediction.     [Applause.] 

I  cannot  close  my  remarks  without  stating  also  that  the 
Republican  Party  has  shown  equally  good  judgment  and 
wisdom  in  its  choice  for  permanent  ciiairman  of  its  national 
convention,  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  the  Hon- 
orable Jos  Mastin.     [Applause.]     He  has  in  the  highest 


degree  the  respect,  the  confidence,  the  admiration,  and  the 
real  affection  of  the  entire  membership  of  this  House.  There 
is  no  one  more  able  to  preach  and  teach  the  doctrine  of 
Republicanism  than  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  Joe 
Martin,  and  I  congratulate  his  committee  and  his  party  in 
his  selection.    They  have  made  a  wise  choice.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Knittson]. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  has  been  signally 
honored  by  both  of  the  great  political  parties  in  the  selection 
of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama,  Speaker  Bankhead,  to  de- 
liver the  keynote  address  at  the  Democratic  Convention  and 
in  the  selection  of  our  beloved  minority  leader,  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Martin],  as  the  permanent 
chairman  of  the  great  Republican  Party.  The  selection  of 
the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Bankhead]  as  the  key- 
,  noter  is  peculiarly  pleasing  to  those  of  us  who  came 
to  this  body  with  him  In  the  Sixty-fifth  Congress.  Of  that 
large  class  there  are  only  seven  of  us  left.  The  Speaker  Is 
easily  the  most  distinguished  and  beloved  member  of  that 
group. 

Speaker  Bankhil^d  has  made  a  great  Speaker,  always  fair. 
always  good-natured,  always  courteous.  He  is  a  great  Amer- 
ican whom  I  am  proud  to  call  friend.  In  my  opinion — and 
I  am  sure  I  voice  the  sentiment  of  both  sides  when  I  say 
this — the  gentleman  from  Alabama,  Speaker  Bankhead,  Is 
big  enough  to  be  President  of  the  United  States.  [Applause.! 
So  is  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  Joe  Martin.  I  Ap- 
plause.] I  do  not  hope  to  see  you  people  nominate  the  gentle- 
man from  Alabama  [Mr.  Bankhead].  You  could  go  further 
and  do  worse,  and  you  probably  will.  [Laughter.]  I  am  iwt 
so  sure  that  the  Republican  Party  will  not  display  the  good 
sense  of  making  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Martin]  its  standard  bearer.  He  also  is  a  great  American 
who  commands  the  respect  and  affection  of  our  membership. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  was  no  ac- 
tion taken  by  the  committee  yesterday  In  arranging  for  the 
convention  that  met  with  such  unanimous  accord  and  with 
such  hearty  applause  as  the  selection  of  our  Speaker  for  this 
important  position.  He  is  qualified  for  the  place  by  his  un- 
erring and  sagacious  judgment,  by  his  long  and  eventful  po- 
litical experience,  and  by  his  great  ability  as  an  orator.  No 
more  persuasive  and  eloquent  advocate  coiUd  have  been 
selected. 

But  there  is  one  objection  to  his  being  chosen  for  this  dis- 
tinguished duty.  There  is  an  unwritten  law,  a  tradition  long 
observed  in  the  convention,  that  the  man  who  is  to  be  selected 
as  the  standard  bearer  of  the  party  shall  not  appear  on  the 
platform  previous  to  his  nomination  by  the  convention. 

However,  we  live  in  a  day  in  which  we  are  both  making 
and  breaking  precedents — in  an  age  that  is  discarding  tradi- 
tion and  ceremony  where  out  of  keeping  with  the  practical 
trend  of  the  times.  And  in  the  iconoclastic  readjustments 
of  the  hour  there  Is  no  rule  of  procedure  that  could  be  more 
easily  or  more  happily  dispensed  with  than  this  one.  [Ap- 
plause.] Judging  by  the  general  acclaim  given  the  suggestion 
made  by  my  friend,  the  dlstingiiished  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  Knittson  1  just  now.  there  is  every  reason  to  believe 
that  if  the  Speaker  were  nominated  he  would  have  the 
unanimous  support  of  his  colleagues  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  [Laughter  and  ap- 
plause.] 

Therefore.  Mr.  Speaker.  In  anticipation  of  a  consimima- 
tion  so  devoutly  to  be  wished.  I  congratulate  the  committee, 
the  party,  and  the  Speaker  on  this  great  and  distinguished 
honor  which  has  come  to  him  and  through  him  to  every 
Member  of  the  House  of 'Representatives.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  McCormack]. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  only  fitting  and 
jffoper  that  the  two  leaders  of  the  House,  our  beloved  Speaker 
and  our  equally  beloved  minority  leader,  should  receive  the 
recognition  they  have  from  their  respective  parties.    It  is  not 
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only  a  credit  to  the  two  great  political  parties  of  the  country 
but  It  Is  an  honor  which  both  of  them  richly  and  properly 
deserve,  because  they  have  both  earned  it.  Both  of  them  have 
evidenced  leadership  in  the  House  which  has  cwnmanded  the 
respect  and  the  attention  of  the  entire  country.  [Applause.] 
Their  leadership  has  always  commanded  the  respect  of  their 
colleagues. 

Naturally  I  am  proud  of  the  selection  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  Joe  Martin,  not  only  l>ecause  he  comes 
from  Massachusetts  but  because  there  is  a  close  personal 
friendship  between  us.  I  am  particularly  proud  of  the  selec- 
tion of  our  Speaker  as  the  temporary  chairman  and  the 
keynoter  of  the  Democratic  convention.  I  am  proud  not  only 
because  of  the  friendship  I  have  for  him  personally  but  be- 
cause of  the  respect  that  is  so  universally  extended  to  him  by 
all  who  know  him  or  know  of  him. 

Tlie  one  thing  that  has  impressed  me  about  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama.  Speaker  Bankhead,  in  my  12  years  of  contact 
with  him  is  his  broadness  of  character  and  of  mind,  his  In- 
tense love  of  country,  his  fairness  in  his  dealings  with  his 
fellow  men.  and  the  great  capacity  and  courage  that  he 
possesses  as  a  legislator.  Another  thing  that  has  Impressed 
me  is  the  fact  that  he  looks  at  things  from  a  national  angle. 
The  gentleman  from  Alabama.  Speaker  Bankhead.  has  earned 
the  position  which  he  occupies  because  of  his  ability  and 
because  of  the  confidence,  as  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Warren j  so  ably  stated,  that  we,  his  colleagues, 
have  In  him;  but  over  and  above  that,  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama.  Speaker  Bankhead,  is  an  American  in  every  sense 
of  the  word.  [Applause.]  He  does  not  think  in  terms  of 
Alabama;  he  does  not  think  in  terms  of  sectlonaUsm;  he 
thinks  in  terms  of  the  welfare  of  the  Nation  and  of  the 
entire  48  States,  a  man  whose  very  actions  and  expressions  are 
permeated  with  tolerance  and  love  of  his  fellow  man;  a  man 
who  symbolizes  to  the  highest  extent  humanly  possible  the 
great  ideals  for  which  our  Government  stands.  (Applause.] 
He  fittingly  occupies  the  position  that  he  now  holds,  and  he  is 
well  equipped  to  fill  any  position  within  the  power  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  I  predict  with  confidence  that  the 
public  positions  that  he  will  occupy  will  not  be  confined  to 
that  of  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  of  course.  I  am  delighted  that 
my  distinguished  friend  and  my  nearest  neighbor  In  this 
House,  our  illustrious  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 
Will  Bankhead.  has  been  selected  as  the  keynote  speaker  at 
the  Democratic  national  convention.  I  am  also  delighted  to 
know  that  our  friend  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  Joe 
Martin,  has  been  selected  to  preside  over  the  Republican 
convention.  I  wish  he  had  been  selected  to  deliver  the  key- 
note address. 

If  American  Institutions  are  to  endure,  it  will  be  because 
of  the  strength,  the  ability,  the  courage  and  statesmanship 
manifested  by  the  membership  of  this  House.  We  are  the 
only  people  on  the  Federal  pay  roll,  with  the  lone  exception 
of  the  Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  who  can  gain  our 
positions  only  by  a  vote  of  the  people.  A  President  may  come 
from  the  Vice  Presidency  or  the  Cabinet,  a  Senator  may  be 
appointed  by  the  Governor;  but  no  man  or  woman  can  oc- 
cupy a  seat  in  this  House  imtll  he  or  she  has  received  a 
majority  of  the  votes  of  the  people  voting  in  that  particular 
district.  This  House  truly  represents  the  voice  of  the  Ameri- 
can people. 

There  have  been  10  Presidents  who  had  never  occupied  a 
seat  in  either  House,  if  you  take  into  consideration  the  Conti- 
nental Congress  in  which  George  Washington,  Thomas  Jef- 
ferson, and  John  Adams  all  served.  Only  10  men  have  ever 
been  elevated  to  the  Presidency  who  had  never  occupied  a 
seat  In  either  House  of  Congress. 

If  by  any  chance  our  present  great  leader,  our  present 
President,  should  decline  the  nomination,  the  Democratic 
Party  could  not  do  better  than  to  select  as  his  successor  our 
distinguished  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Alabama.  Will 
Bankhead.    [Applause.]    And  if  the  Republican  Party  should 


exercise  its  wisdom,  it  could  not  do  better  than  to  select  as  Its 
standard  bearer  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Martin].     [Applause.] 

Then  we  would  have  two  great  letiders  of  the  two  great 
parties  trained  in  this,  the  greatest  of  all  governmental 
schools,  battling  on  the  great  fundamental  principles  that 
separate  the  two  great  parties  in  this  country.  Then,  indeed, 
would  we  have  a  battle,  pitched  on  the  highest  plane  and 
based  entirely  upon  fundamental  American  principles;  and 
If  they  are  not  selected  for  those  places,  then  It  would  behoove 
tile  two  great  parties  to  select  them  for  the  next  highest  places 
on  the  two  tickets.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  WoodrumI. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  the 
two  great  parties  cast  about  to  find  men  to  serve  in  im- 
portant capacities  In  their  respective  conventions.  It  was 
most  natural  that  they  turned  to  the  House  of  Represena- 
tlves.  that  in  these  recent  years  Is  deservedly  looked  upon 
as  the  conservative  and  safe  legislative  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment [applause];  and  when  they  came  to  this  body  it 
was  quite  natural  that  they  turned  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin],  who  will 
acquit  himself  with  honor,  and.  I  am  sure,  with  delight  and 
entire  satisfaction  to  the  Republicans,  and.  perhaps,  with 
considerable  discomfort  to  we  Democrats  [laughter  and  ap- 
plause]; and  it  was  equally  natural  that  they  turn  to  the 
great  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives.     [Applause.] 

When  I  came  to  this  body  18  or  19  years  ago.  I  seized 
upon  the  gentleman  from  Alabama,  Bill  Bankhead.  as  my 
ideal  of  a  Congressman;  and  while  I  do  not  want  to  dwell  at 
length  upon  his  many  p>ersonal  charms  and  virtues  as  a 
man  and  a  citizen  and  a  legislator,  I  do  want  to  mention 
one  or  two  things  that  in  my  judgment  stand  In  bold  relief 
today  in  his  character  and  equipment  for  any  honor  that 
the  American  people  would  wish  to  give  him.  And,  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  is  no  honor  that  the  American  people  could 
give  the  gentleman  from  Alabama.  Bill  Bankhead,  that  he 
would  not  fill  with  distinction  because  of  his  splendid  quali- 
fications and  equipment.  In  the  first  place,  with  his  inti- 
mate knowledge  of  parliamentary  rules  and  procedure,  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama.  Bill  Bankhead,  in  my  judgment, 
is  without  a  peer  in  this  or  the  other  body  as  a  parliamen- 
tarian. He  likewise  possesses  an  intimate  understanding 
of  the  various  and  devious  ways  of  governmental  routine 
and  procedure,  an  indispensable  qualification  for  a  man  who 
is  going  to  serve  today  in  the  legislative  branch  of  the 
Government.  As  a  Democrat  he  is  deeply  ingrained  and 
steeped  in  the  sound,  safe,  and  conservative  philosophies  of 
the  Democratic  Party.  He  will  make  a  great  speech.  I  am 
sure.  In  addition  to  these  qualifications  I  should  comment 
upon  the  fact  that  while  I  have  seen  the  speaker  in  this 
body,  upon  many  occasions  when  he  was  in  the  heat  of  the 
fight,  when  influences  and  passion  were  sweeping  down  upon 
him.  I  have  never  yet  seen  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 
Bill  Bankhead,  caught  off  balance  or  lose  his  head.  If  there 
is  one  thing  that  America  needs  today  in  men  in  high  office, 
whether  In  the  legislative  branch  or  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government,  It  Is  men  who  have  the  great  virtue  of 
being  able  to  stop,  look,  and  listen,  and  act  deliberately  and 
without  Impulse.     [Applause.] 

I  have  seen  the  Speaker  under  trying  circumstances.  I 
have  always  found  that  calm,  inquiring,  judicious  attitude 
of  being  able  to  stop  and  take  a  situation  or  proposition  and 
weigh  it  upon  Its  merits  and  try  to  come  to  a  conclusion  that 
is  justified.  I  am  very  glad.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  pay  my  personal 
tribute  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  and  it  is  my  great  satis- 
faction that  he  is  to  make  the  keynote  speech  at  the  Chicago 
convention. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  now  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Alabama  [Mr.  Steagall]. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  thank  the  mem- 
bership of  the  House  for  the  splendid  tributes  that  have 
Just  been  paid  to  our  beloved  Speaker.  Speaker  Bankheas 
is  Alabama's  first  citizen.    He  is  first  in  our  confidence,  first 
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In  our  esteem,  and  flnt  In  our  affections:  and  the  people  of 
Alabama  share  with  you.  without  qualification,  the  Judgment 
expressed  here  this  morning  that  he  Is  worthy  of  any  honor 
and  fit  for  any  trust  within  the  gift  of  the  people  of  the 
Nation.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  recognition  for  a 
few  moments. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Chair  recognizes  the 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  detain  you  for  only 
a  moment.     I  would  be  less  than  a  human  being  if  I  did  not 

confess  to  you  that  I  have  been  almost  overwhelmed  and 
overcome  with  sentiments  of  gratitude  and  appreciation  for 
the  very  kiudly  and  very  complimentary  things  that  have  been 
said  by  friends  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  this  morning  in 
connection  with  my  selection  as  the  temporary  chairman  of 
the  National  Democratic  Convention.  And  I  join  most  deeply 
and  affectionately  in  the  praise  that  has  been  bestowed  upon 
the  great  minority  leader  in  this  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts.  Joe  Martin.  In  the  very  fine  compliment  that 
has  been  paid  him  by  his  party  in  making  him  the  per- 
manent chairman  of  the  Republican  National  Convention. 
1  Applause.] 

I  have  served  in  this  House  now  for  practically  a  quarter 
of  a  century.  It  is  a  long,  long  time.  I  have  naturally 
striven  to  give  the  best  years  of  my  life  and  whatever  poor 
talents  I  may  have  possessed  and  to  undertake  in  humble  posi- 
tions, and  in  more  elevated  positions,  that  have  been  accorded 
me  through  the  confidence  of  my  associates,  the  duties  of  a 
Representative  of  an  average  congressional  district  of  Ala- 
bama, and  I  have  always  endeavored,  as  has  been  suggested 
by  my  beloved  friend  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
McCgrmack],  not  only  to  regard  or  attempt  to  regard  the  local 
economic  conditions  of  my  home  district  but  also  to  envision 
at  large  the  best  Interests  of  the  American  people  everywhere, 
regardless  of  section. 

I  have  asked  for  this  moment  merely  to  express  to  you  my 
deep  and  heartfelt  appreciation  of  these  rather  noble  expres- 
sions on  the  part  of  ray  colleagues  out  of  their  affectionate 
partiality  for  me.  and  to  assure  you  that  it  has  been  a  great 
comfort  and  privilege  for  me  to  have  served  with  so  many  men 
who  have  passed  out  of  the  scene  of  action  in  this  House,  and 
to  have  served  with  aU  of  you  gentlemen  who  are  still  here: 
and  regardless  of  the  sharp  issues  that  may  arise  in  the  com- 
ing Presidential  election.  I  think  I  am  justified  in  expressing 
a  sentiment  of  regret  that  probably  It  may  be  unfortunate  for 
the  unity  and  solidarity  and  best  judgment  of  the  American 
people  in  the  great  crisis  with  which  we  are  confronted  that 
a  Presidential  election  is  to  come  on  this  year — and,  although 
I  am  a  Democrat,  of  course,  loyal  to  my  party  traditions  and 
principles,  and  have  been  fighting  its  battles  for  more  than  40 
years.  I  feel  and  know  that,  regardless  of  these  temporary 
political  passions  that  excite  us — the  desire  to  obtain  positions 
of  power  and  control  of  the  Government — all  of  us  in  trying 
times  like  this,  deep  down  in  our  hearts  are  going  to  do  our 
dead  level  best  to  preserve  the  great  Lberties  and  freedom 
which  are  the  cherished  heritage  handed  down  to  us  by  our 
forefathers,  and  dedicate  our  real  services  to  those  funda- 
mental and  pressing  things  which  make  for  the  preservation 
of  those  great  ideals  that  we  worship  and  cherish.    LApplatise.i 

riLIHG  OF  COnrCRKNCB   R»>OI(T  ON  REVBTDl   BILL 

Mr.  DOUOHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  may  hav-e  until 
midnight  tonight  to  file  a  conference  report  upon  the 
revenue  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

KXTuisiON  or  Rm.yucs 
Mr.  LESINSKI.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
place  in  the  Rscom  a  short  editorial  on  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  FULMER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  insert  therein  a  short  editorial. 
!    The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
i    There  was  no  objection. 

i  LIAVB  OF  ABSEHCE 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
ifrom  Indiana  [Mr.  Boehne]  is  unavoidably  absent.  I  ask 
Unanimous  consent  that  he  may  be  excused  frMn  attending 
the  session  of  the  House  today. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  PERIHSSIDK  TO  ADDRESS  THE  R0T7SX 

'  Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
after  the  disposition  of  the  legislative  business  of  the  day  I 
may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  10  miiuites. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

i  Mr.  ELLIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
pend my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  poem  by  S.  Johnson. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent  Mr.  Cox  was  granted  permission  to 
extend  his  own  remarks. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  Joint  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject of  national  defense. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objecUon,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 
'  Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  the 
prize-winning    essay    in    the    American   Legion   contest    on 
What  it  Means  to  Me  To  Be  an  American,  which  was  won 
by  a  yount?  high-school  student  in  my  own  district. 
'  The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
;  There  was  no  objection. 

j  Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
eprtend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  short  editorial  on 
adjournment. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon,  It  is  so  ordered. 
;  There  was  no  objecUon. 

EXPLANATTOW 

'  Mr.  BYRNE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  unavoid- 
ably absent  on  roll  call  1S6.  Had  I  been  present,  I  would 
l|ave  voted  "aye." 

!  EXTENSION  or   REMARKS 

'  Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  mclude  therein  a  short  article  and 
editorial  from  the  Spokesman  Review  of  Spokane,  Wash., 
on  the  subject  of  Father's  Day. 

i  The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

!  There  was  no  objecUon. 

I  Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
dpnsent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  an  arUcle 
One  Woman's  Opinion,  by  Mrs.  Waiter  Ferguson. 

'  The  SPEXker.    Is  there  objecUon? 

J  There  was  no  objecUon. 

'  Mr.  WIOOLESWORTH.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  two  extensio^is  of  remarks  and  to  include  an 
editorial  in  each  instance. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  two  unanlmous-con- 
stiit  requests:  First,  to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Appendix 
oh  the  subject  If  Let  Alone;  and,  second,  to  extend  my  re- 
marks In  the  Appendix  on  the  subject  High  Presstire  Adver- 
tising, and  Include  therein  a  short  editorial. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

i  There  was  no  objection. 

,  Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  e.Ttend  my  remarks  and  mclude  therem  a  brief  editorial 
appearing  in  the  Washington  Post. 

[The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objecUon? 

I  There  was  no  objecUon. 
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COMPTTLSORY  IHUTAST  TRAININO 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Alexander  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

SXTBVERSIVE  ACTIVITIES— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  HOBBS  presented  a  conference  report  and  statement 
on  the  bill  (H.  R.  5138)  to  make  unlawful  attempts  to  inter- 
fere With  the  discipline  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Coast 
Guard:  to  require  the  deportation  of  certain  classes  of  aliens; 
to  require  the  fingerprinting  of  aliens  seeking  to  enter  the 
United  States;  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  ordered  to 
be  printed.     | 

THE  RESIGNATION  Or  SECRETARY  WOODRINQ 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  mmute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  headlines  in  this  morning's  Post 
read:  "Forced  out  for  trying  to  save  defenses.  Secretary 
Woodrtng  is  quoted."  Secretary  Woodring  told  friends  in 
Topcka  3  weeks  ago,  a  small  clique  of  international  financiers 
was  seeking  to  force  him  out  as  Secretary  of  War.  because  he 
opposed  stripping  our  defenses  to  aid  the  Allies. 

I  am  an  advocate  of  adequate  defense — 

Said  Woodring — 

but  I  will  never  stand  for  sending  American  boys  Into  Europe's 
shambles.  There  Is  a  comparatively  small  clique  of  International 
financiers  who  want  the  United  States  to  declare  war  and  get  Into 
the  Europesui  mess  with  everything  we  have,  including  our  man- 
power. 

I'm  not  going  to  stand  for  it.  aiMl  Fm  not  going  to  resign  xmtU 
forced  to  do  so. 

They  don't  like  me  because  I'm  against  stripping  our  own  de- 
fenses for  the  sake  of  trying  to  stop  Hitler,  3.000  miles  away.  Even- 
tually they  will  force  me  to  resign,  and  I'll  be  darned  glad  to  come 
back  to  Kansas  where  the  people  have  their  feet  on  the  ground, 
and  are  not  easily  swayed  by  demagoges  and  subtle  propaganda. 

We  are  about  to  see  a  coalition  cabmet  an  accomplished 
fact.  A  war  cabinet,  If  you  please.  Watch  this  cabinet.  I 
warn  you — watch  the  President  I  warn  you.  If  the  President 
gets  us  into  war  at  this  time  it  would  be  the  greatest  dis- 
grace and  calamity  that  could  come  upon  America.  We 
Members  of  Congress  must  keep  our  feet  on  the  ground  and 
not  permit  anybody  to  get  us  into  war  at  this  time.  Where 
is  our  Neutrality  Act?  Where  Is  the  peace  of  American  peo- 
ple to  be  preserved?     In  the  Congress. 

I  am  not  going  to  vote  to  go  into  the  European  war  under 
any  condition.  No  reason  can  be  given  for  such  a  course  at 
such  a  terrible  cost.  I  am  against  war  when  peace  can 
prevail.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  m  the  Appendix  pertaln- 
mg  to  Harry  Bridges  and  my  appearance  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  and  before  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

RESIGNATION  Or  SECRETARY  WOODRING 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEIAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  yesterday  the  President  re- 
moved Hon.  Harry  H.  Woodrtog  as  Secretary  of  War.  News 
dispatches  this  morning  indicate  that  there  may  have  been 
an  ulterior  motive  \n  his  removal.  As  a  Kansan  and  a  friend 
of  the  Secretary  I  am  today  mtroducing  a  resolution  for  the 
appointment  of  a  joint  committee  of  the  Senate  and  House  to 
make  a  thorough  investigation.  These  questions  should  be 
answered; 


Waa  Mr.  Woodring  removed  because  he  cooperated  with 
the  Chief  of  Staff  and  our  Army  officials  Instead  of  Harry 
Hopkins  and  Secretary  Morgenthau? 

Was  he  removed  because  he  opposed  the  sale  and  transfer 
of  military  supplies  that  we  need  ourselves? 

Was  he  removed  because  he  favored  a  program  of  national 
defense  for  oiu-  Nation  instead  of  mtervention  in  Euroj>e? 

Was  he  removed  In  the  interest  of  the  third-term  move- 
ment, or  was  it  because  the  international  bankers  could  not 
control  him? 

This  is  no  time  to  deceive  the  people.   They  are  entitled  to 
the  truth.    [Applause.  1 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  radio 
address  given  by  Prank  T.  Bow  on  the  subject  Labor  Versus 
"Fifth  Column." 

The  SPEAKER    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  In  two  particulars:  One,  permission  to 
extend  my  own  remarks;  and  the  other  to  extend  my  own 
remarks  and  to  Include  therein  a  letter  and  a  list  of  names. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

TENNESSEE   VALLEY   AUTHORITY 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  stated  with  confidence 
by  one  of  the  Directors  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
that  when  the  deficiency  bill  comes  back  here  there  will  be 
an  authorization  for  a  new  $65,000,000  project,  $25,000,000 
to  be  immediately  available  to  build  a  new  dam  and  a  steam 
generating  plant,  all  under  the  cloak  of  national  defense. 

In  the  tempo  and  anxiety  of  the  times  opportunities  for 
leakage,  wastefulness,  and  extravagance  are  unlimited. 
Against  the  plea  of  national  defense  resistance  is  difficult. 
In  fact,  £my  proposal  labeled  national  defense  is  a  signal  for 
affirmative  action.  The  T.  V.  A.  has  been  quick  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  such  a  situation.  Until  we  know  more  about  this 
project  and  until  our  committees  investigate  it,  this  request 
ought  not  to  be  granted.  If  experience  proves  anything,  it 
is  that  T.  V.  A.  proposals  will  bear  examination. 

The  generosity  of  the  Congress  to  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority prompts  me  to  say  that  in  times  like  these  when 
financial  stability  is  the  first  line  of  the  national  defense,  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  ought  not  to  make  this  request; 
but  having  made  it,  and  having  by  Its  customary  cupidity 
had  it  Inserted  into  this  bill  in  another  body,  it  seems  to  me 
it  is  our  obligation  as  patriotic  Americans  to  refuse  it. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  felLl 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  and  to  Include 
therem  a  letter  from  the  president  of  the  National  Coal 
Association. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  mclude 
therem  a  short  quotation. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  two  requests,  one  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an 
editorial  appearing  in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  entitled, 
"Our  CJalloplng  President."  and  the  other  request  is  to  extend 
my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 


8856 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  21 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gestJeman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Hawbs]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  two  extensions  of  my  remarks  in  the  Ricord  and 
to  Include  certain  tables  from  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
eentleman  from  Indiana  IMr.  Johmson]?  j 

"niere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Wn-LLAMS  of  Delaware  asked  and  was  given  permission 
to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Rbcord. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an  edi- 
torial from  my  home-town  newspaper. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mttndt]? 

There  was  no  objection.  '• 

j  PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE  ' 

Mr.  nSH.  Mr.  Sneaker.  I  ask  vmanlmous  consent  to  ad-' 
dress  the  House  for  1  minute. 

•me  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the. 
pentlcman  from  New  York  [Mr.  PishI  j 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PISH-  Mr.  Speaker,  in  Ustening  to  the  recent  lauda- 
tory remarks  I  was  almost  persuaded  that  the  war  between' 
the  Republicans  and  Democrats  was  off.  Perhaps  that  was 
the  result  of  the  recent  coalition  Cabinet.  I  want  to  say  to 
my  Republican  friends,  however,  that  it  is  only  when  there  is 
great  sickness,  a  desperate  sickness,  that  there  Is  a  call  for  a 
transfusion  of  blood.  Further,  I  want  to  say  to  my  Repub-t 
llcan  friends  that  when  Colonel  Knox  and  Colonel  Stimson^ 
the  two  leading  Interventionists  in  the  Republican  Party,  go 
Into  the  Cabinet  of  the  Democratic  administration  all  it  will 
do  is  confirm  in  the  minds  of  the  people  that  the  Democratic 
Party  is  the  interventionist  party  and  under  President  Roose- 
velt is  actually  the  war  party  In  the  United  States.  [Ap- 
plause.] I 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.]  ' 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 

proceed  for  1  minute.  , 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  thi| 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Raybvrn)? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  gentlemen  on  the  Republi- 
can side,  especially  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr; 
PrsHl.  have  been  groping  for  many  months  for  an  issue; 
They  think  for  a  moment  that  they  have  an  issue,  then 
within  a  fortnight  it  usually  vanishes  into  thin  air. 

They  now  have  seized  upon  the  slogan  or  want  to  seize 
iipon  the  slogan  that  the  Republican  Party  is  the  peace 
party.  Of  course,  if  the  Republican  Party  wants  to  be  a 
pcace-at- any- price  party,  it  may  have  that  plank  with  no 
contest.  The  members  of  the  Republican  Party  are  trying 
to  create  the  impression  upon  the  American  people  that  in 
all  probability  the  Democratic  Party  may  be  the  war  party. 

The  Democratic  Party  is  not  a  peoce-at-any-price  party 
and  never  has  been,  nor  have  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  [Applau.se.]  The  Democratic  party  at  this  time  is 
not  the  war  party,  it  will  not  be  the  war  party,  but  it  intends 
to  be,  wishes  to  be.  and  it  will  be  the  party  for  the  defense 
of  America  and  its  great  institutions.     [Applause.! 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  THTiJ^  iklr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rccoao  and  to  include  two 
short  newspaper  articles.  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  THn.i.]  ?  i 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  GEARHART.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
brief  Flag  Day  address  delivered  by  the  former  nationa 
commander  of  the  American  Legion. 


i 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
goitleman  from  California  [Mr.  GbarhastI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHAFE31  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimoua 
consent  for  two  extensions  of  remarks,  in  one  to  include  an 
editorial  and  the  other  to  merely  extend  my  own  remarks  in 
the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  tha 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Stt*rEH]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TiBBOTT  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  an  article  by  the  Librarian  of  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SmithI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

revenue  bill  or  imo 
Mr.  CELLER.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 
The  SPEAKER.   Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  passed  a  sensible 
tax  bill.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  reported  a  sensible 
tax  bill.  But  on  yesterday  or  the  day  before,  the  Senate 
added  on  to  that  bill  two  very  serious  and  highly  detrimental 
amendments.  Reading  from  the  New  York  Times  editorial 
may  I  say  that  one  introduced  by  Senator  La  Follette 
would  impose  in  addition  to  the  regular  corporation  Income 
tax  a  surtax  ranging  up  to  40  percent  against  profits  in 
excess  of  20  percent  on  invested  capital.  The  editorial  goes 
on  to  say  that  an  amendment  of  that  sort  would  keep  in- 
vested capital  or  dollars  that  want  to  be  invested  in  a  sort 
of  cyclone  cel!ar,  it  would  depreciate  the  value  of  the  dollar, 
and  it  would  to  that  extent  injure  national  defense. 

TAX    MISTAKES    MADE    BT    THK    OTHEE    BOOT 

The  Senate  bill  would  interfere  Indirectly  with  the  financial 
equillbriiun  of  the  Nation.  The  House  bill  generally  and  ap- 
propriately advanced  taxes  10  percent.  The  Nation  is  per- 
fectly willing  to  accept  this  additional  tax  burden.  It  does 
this  for  the  sake  of  defense.  It  is  unwilling,  however,  to 
accept  an  improper  and  imjust  tax  burden.  The  so-called 
La  Follette  amendment  provides  a  thoroughly  unfair  tax 
burden.  It  seeks  to  impose,  in  addition  to  the  regular  corpo- 
rate-income tax.  a  heavy  surtax  ranging  as  high  a.s  40  per- 
cent against  profits  that  might  exceed  20  percent  on  invested 
capital.  This  so-called  excess-profits  tax  Is  on  a  parity  as 
far  as  unfairness  and  injustice  Is  concerned  with  the  now 
dead  undistributed-profits  tax.  We  "kicked"  that  tax  "out  of 
the  window."  We  should  "kick"  this  new  proposition  likewise 
"out  of  the  window." 

What  is  Invested  capital?  I  defy  any  man  here  to  define  it 
or  determine  it.  Furthermore,  if  we  carmot  define  it  logically 
and  justly  and  must  leave  it  to  the  arbitrary  definitions  of  tax 
gatherers,  see  what  havoc  will  be  created. 

Furthermore,  this  tax  bill  is  a  bill  to  aid  national  defense. 
What  in  thunder  connection  can  there  be  between  earnings 
in  invested  capital  and  defense?  There  is  no  relation  what- 
soever. 

Amendments  of  this  character  discourage  the  Nation  in 
putting  money  into  old  or  even  into  new  enterprises.  It  is 
very  easy  for  a  corporation  to  lose  vast  sums  of  money  in  any 
one  year.  To  be  successful  It  must  set  aside  reserves  yearly 
from  its  profits.  It  cannot  set  aside  adequate  reserves  to  off- 
set huge  and  unpredlcted  losses  in  any  one  year  if  you  have 
taxes  of  the  type  to  be  covered  by  the  La  Follette  amendment. 
This  Is  the  kind  of  tax  that  kills  the  goose  that  lays  the  golden 
egg.  To  paraphrase  the  simile,  it  takes  the  powder  out  of 
national  defense. 

There  was  another  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas.  Senator  Conwally,  which  was  just  as  obnoxious 
as  the  La  F\5llette  amendment.  It  would  impose  a  long  and 
harsh  set  of  taxes,  effective  automatically  upon  the  declara- 
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tlon  of  war,    "Tt  would."  and  I  again  quote  the  New  York 
Times  editorial — 

Increase  corpontion  taxes  and  jomp  the  normal  Income  tax  rate 
to  10  percent  and  surtaxes  on  Individual  Incomes  In  the  higher 
brackets  to  80  percent.  It  Is  not  necessary  to  raise  the  question 
now  whether  this  would  be  a  good  war-tax  measure  or  not.  But  it 
Is  dearly  unwise  to  adopt  in  advance  any  hypothetical  measure  to 
go  Into  effect  automatlcaUy  on  a  declaration  of  war.  A  war-tax 
measure  could  be  passed  quickly  enoiigh  U  war  should  actually 
come.  But  a  "when  and  if"  tax  measure  of  this  sort,  passed  in 
advance.  Is  not  taken  serloxisly  enoxigh  at  the  time  of  its  passage 
to  get  the  study  It  demands.  The  Senate,  In  fact,  passed  this  meas- 
ure without  thinking  It  worth  while  to  study  It  at  all.  Defense  calls 
for  drastic  taxation;  but  It  also  calls  for  careful  taxation;  for  what 
Is  most  Important  In  war  Is  maximxun  production  for  Its  prosecu- 
tion, and  any  tax  that  imperils  that  end  defeats  its  own  purpose. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

aXLIXr  AND  WORK  RELOr  APPSOPSIATIOIf  BILL,  1941^-C01(rKRENCX 

REPORT 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Bilr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  544)  making 
appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1941,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Pending  the  reading  of  the 
statement,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  say  that  there  is  only  one 
amendment  in  disagreement.  I  believe  there  is  little  differ- 
ence of  opinion  on  the  conference  report  itself,  so  it  is  my 
hope,  if  it  is  agreeable  to  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side, 
that  we  can  debate  the  conference  report  for  a  few  minutes, 
after  which  I  will  move  the  previous  question  on  the  con- 
ference report,  and  then  give  one  full  hour  to  debate  on  the 
amendment  in  disagreement.  I  wonder  if  that  would  be 
agreeable  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  Does  not  the  gentleman  believe  we  perhaps 
ought  to  extend  that  hour  on  the  amendment  a  little? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri  All  the  applications  for  time 
I  have  had  from  both  sides  up  to  this  time  aggregate  55 
minutes. 

Mr.  TABER.    If  that  is  so.  that  is  all  right. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

coNraauica  zEPoaT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  Totes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  (H.  J.  Res.  644) 
yr^'^g  appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief  for  the  fiscal  year 
f*<*««g  June  30,  1941,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference. 
hasv  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective 
BooBM  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  2.  8,  4,  35, 
41.  43,  44,  51.  57,  58,  62,  and  63. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  6.  19,  30,  22,  23,  24,  25,  27.  29,  31,  32. 
83.  34,  36,  37,  88.  39.  40,  46,  40.  58,  54,  64,  65.  66.  and  67;  and  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  6:  That  the  Hovise  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  6.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  "  :  Provided  fur- 
ther. That  not  to  exceed  $25,000,000  of  funds  herein  appropriated 
to  the  Work  Projects  Administration  may  be  used  by  the  Com- 
missioner to  supplement  the  amounts  so  authorized  for  other 
than  labor  costs  In  any  State.  Territory,  poeseeslon,  or  the  District 
of  Columbia  In  connection  with  the  prosecution  of  projects  which 
have  been  certlfled  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  respectively,  as  being  Important  for  military  or  naval 
purposes";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  7:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter 
taiaerted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  ":  ProiHded, 
That  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  shall  not  apply  to  projects 
(1)  which  have  been  certlfled  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively,  as  being  Important  for  military 
or  naval  purposes,  or  (2)  which  authorize  necessary  temporary 
measures  to  avert  danger  to  life,  property,  or  health  In  the  event 
ef  disaster  or  grave  emergency  caused  by  flood,  storm,  flre.  earth- 
quake, drought,  or  slmUar  cause";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  8.  and  agree 
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to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "M1.534.000":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  9:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  niunbered  9,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "$34,105,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  10:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nxmibered  10.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$612,750";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  11:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  11,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$3,610,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  12:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  12,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert  "$437,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  13:  That  the  Houise  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  13,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  pro- 
posed Insert  "$30,875,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  14:  That  the  House  recede  froni  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  14,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  sum  pro- 
posed insert  "$25,626,250 ';  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  15:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  16,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows :  In  lieu  of  the  sum  pro- 
posed insert  "$418,000":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  ntunbered  16:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  16,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  pro- 
posed Insert  "$2,536,500";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  17:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  ntmabered  17,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum  pro- 
posed Insert  "$323,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  18:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nmnbered  18,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
sum  proposed  insert  "$59,000,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  21 :  That  the  Hoouse  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  21,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  following: 

"(c)  In  order  to  furnish  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  with  addi- 
tional funds  for  the  purpose  of  making  rural  rehabilitation  loans 
to  needy  farmers,  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  is  au- 
thorized and  directed,  until  June  30,  1941.  to  make  advances  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  upon  his  request  in  an  aggregate  amount 
of  not  to  exceed  $125,000,000.  Such  advances  shall  be  made:  (1) 
with  interest  at  the  rate  of  8  per  centum  per  annum  payable 
semiannually;  (2)  upon  the  security  of  obligations  acceptable  to 
the  Corporation  heretofore  or  hereafter  acquired  by  the  Secretary 
pursuant  to  law;  (3)  In  amounts  which  shall  not  exceed  75  per 
centtim  of  the  then  unpaid  principal  amount  of  the  obligations 
securing  such  advances;  and  (4)  upon  such  other  terms  and  con- 
ditions, and  with  such  maturities,  as  the  Corporation  may  deter- 
mine. The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  pay  to  the  Corporation. 
currently  as  received  by  him,  all  moneys  collected  as  payments  of 
principal  and  Interest  on  the  loans  made  from  the  amounts  so 
advanced,  or  collected  upon  any  obligations  held  by  the  Corpora- 
tion as  security  for  such  advances,  until  such  amounts  are  fully 
repaid.  The  amount  of  notes,  debentures,  bonds,  or  other  such 
obligations  which  the  Corporation  Is  authorized  and  empowered 
to  Issue  and  to  have  outstanding  at  any  one  time  under  the  provi- 
sions of  law  In  force  on  the  date  this  subsection  takes  effect  is 
hereby  Increased  by  an  amount  sufDcient  to  carry  out  the  provi- 
sions of  this  subsection." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  21:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  niunbered  26.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Restore  the 
matter  stricken  out  by  said  amendment  to  read  as  follows: 

"No  loan  shall  be  made  under  this  section  to  any  person  to 
enable  him  to  subscribe  or  pay  for  stock  or  membership  in  any 
cooperative  association  or  branch  thereof  not  organized  or  in 
existence  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  joint  resolution." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  28:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  28,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUcws:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  insert  "$4,000,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  30:  That  the  House  recede  from  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  30,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  at  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  ";  and  (4) 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  President,  for  projects  involving 
rural  rehabilitation  of  needy  persons:  Provided,  That  the  cost 
(including  aU  overhead  expenses)  of  any  dweUlng  or  any  other 
building   the  construction   oX   which.  Is  hereafter   undertaken   Ui 
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connection  with  *uch  rural  rehabilitation  shall  not  exceed  tTSO  and 
1400.  respectively":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  43:  That  the  House  recede  from  lt« 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  42.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  Insert:  "•750,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  tb« 
Mune. 

Amendment  numbered  45:  That  the  House  recede  from  It* 
<i— grsement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  4A.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  tbf 
matter  Inaerted  by  said  amendment  insert  the  following:  *< 

"8k.  11.  None  of  the  fund«  made  available  by  thla  Joint  reaolu- 
tlon  shall  be  expended  on  the  construction  of  any  building  (1) 
the  total  estimated  cost  of  which.  In  the  cose  of  a  Federal  build- 
ing, exceed*  aiOO.OOO,  or  (3)  the  portion  of  the  total  estimated 
coat  of  which  payable  from  Federal  funds,  in  the  caee  of  a  non^ 
Federal  building,  exceeds  tlOO.OOO.  unlets  the  building  la  one  (a) 
for  which  the  project  has  been  approved  by  the  President  on  or 
prior  to  May  15,  1940.  or  for  which  an  Issue  of  bonds  has  been 
approved  at  an  election  held  on  or  prior  to  such  date,  or  for 
which  a  State  legislature  has  made  an  appropriation  on  or  prior 
to  such  date,  or  (b)  for  the  completion  of  which  funds  have  been 
allocated  and  Irrevocably  set  aside  under  prior  relief  appropriation 
AcU:  Provided,  That  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  apply 
to  any  projects  which  have  been  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively,  as  being  Important  for 
military  or  naval  purposes." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  47:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  47.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  thfc 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  "on 
projects  certified  as  hereinbefore  provided  as  being  Important  for 
military  or  naval  purposes":   and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  48:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  48,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  15.  (a)  In  employing  or  retaining  In  emplojrment  on  Work 
Projects  Administration  work  projects,  preference  shall  be  deter- 
mined, as  far  as  practicable,  on  the  basis  of  relative  needs  and 
shall,  where  the  relative  needs  are  found  to  be  the  same,  be  given 
in  the  following  order:  (1)  Veterans  of  the  World  War  and  the 
Spanish-American  War  and  veterans  of  any  campaign  or  expedi- 
tion In  which  the  United  States  has  been  engaged  (as  determined 
on  the  basis  of  the  laws  administered  by  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration except  that  discharged  draft  enroUees  other  than  those 
with  service-connected  disability  shall  not  be  considered  as  veterr 
ans  for  the  purposes  of  this  subsection)  and  unmarried  widows 
of  such  veterans  and  the  wives  of  such  veterans  as  are  unemploy^ 
able  who  are  In  need  and  are  American  citizens;  and  (2)  other 
American  citizens.  Indians,  and  other  persons  owing  alleglanqe 
to  the  United  States  who  are  in  need."  .  j 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  50.  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  50,  arid 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Omit  tl>e 
matter  stricken  out  and  omit  the  matter  Inserted  by  said  amend- 
ment; and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  52:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  52.  %taX 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  "(e)*; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.  *'* 

Amendment  numbered  55:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  niunbered  55.  ai^d 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inaerted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  "(f)'""; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  56:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  56.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  eald  amendment  Insert  the  followmg:  "(g) "; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  59:  That  the  Hctise  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  59.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  "in  an  amoimt 
exceeding  aiOO.OOO";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  60:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  60.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  "(except  as  pro- 
vided in  section  15  (f) ";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  61:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  61,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following:  "section  15  (f) 
and";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  69:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  69.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the  fol- 
lowing : 

"Sec.  40.  (a)  The  President  Is  hereby  authorized  through  such 
agency  or  agencies  as  he  may  designate  to  purchase  exclusively  In 


the  United  States  and  to  transport,  and  to  distribute  as  hereinafter 
provided,  agricultural,  medical,  and  other  supplies  for  the  relief  of 
refugee  men,  women,  and  children,  who  have  been  driven  from 
their  homes  or  otherwise  rendered  destitute  by  hostilities  or  Inva- 
sion. When  so  purchased,  such  niaterials  and  supplies  are  hereby 
authorized  to  be  distributed  by  the  President  through  the  Amer- 
ican Red  Croas  or  sticb  governmental  or  other  agencies  as  he  may 
designate. 

"(b)  There  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  simi  of  aSOXXWXNX),  to  be 
available  until  June  30,  1041,  for  carrying  out  the  p\irpoees  of  this 
section,  inciudlnct  the  cost  of  lurh  purchases,  the  transportation  to 
point  of  distribution,  and  distribution,  administrative  and  other 
coats,  but  not  Including  any  adminUtratlve  expense  Incurred  by 
any  nongoremmental  agency. 

"(c)  Any  goTemmental  agency  ao  deelgnated  to  aid  In  the  pur- 
chase, transportation  or  distribution  of  any  such  materials  and 
supplies  may  expend  any  sums  allocated  to  It  for  such  designated 
purposes  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  any  other  act. 

"(d)  On  or  before  June  30.  1941.  the  President  shall  submit  to 
the  Congress  an  Itemized  and  detailed  report  of  the  expenditures 
and  activities  made  and  conducted  under  the  authority  contained 
In  this  section." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  70:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  70.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following: 

"Sic.  41.  There  Is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  fiscal  year  1941.  the 
sum  of  $50,000,000  to  be  used  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for 
the  purpose  of  effectuating  the  provisions  of  section  33  of  the  Act 
entitled  'An  act  to  amend  the  Agrlcviltiu^l  Adjustment  Act.  and 
for  other  purposes',  approved  Auifust  24.  1935.  as  amended,  such 
sum  to  be  In  addition  to  any  funds  appropriated  by  such  section  33 
and  to  be  subject  to  all  the  provisions  of  law  relating  to  the 
expenditure  of  such  funds." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  refwrt  In  disagreement  amendment 
numbered  68. 

Edward  T.  Tatlo«, 
Claxxnck  Cannon, 

C.   A.    WOODStTM, 

Lotna  LxTDLow, 
J.   BXTZU.  Sntdib, 
I     ,  Emmkt  O'Neal. 

OEoacE  W.  Johnson. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
Alva  B.  Aoams. 
Kenneth    McKella*, 
Carl  Hatdcn. 
James  P.  Btrnis, 
FREDniicK  Hale, 
John  O.  Townsend.  Jr.. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

BTATncENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  confrn-nce  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  to  the  Joint  resolution  (H  J.  Res.  544)  entitled  "Joint 
resolution  making  appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941."  submit  the  following  statement 
in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recom- 
mended in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such 
amendments,  namely: 

On  No.  1:  This  amendment  eliminates  the  provision  of  the 
House  bill  which  established  a  schedule  of  average  monthly  em- 
ployment of  relief  workers  for  the  months  of  July.  August  Septem- 
ber, October,  and  November.  1940.  In  the  event  that  the  President, 
under  the  authority  contained  In  section  1  (a)  of  the  bill  appor- 
tions the  funds  appropriated  by  such  secUon  over  a  period  of 
less  than  12  months.     The  House  recedes. 

On  No.  2:  This  amendment  Includes  refrigerated  cold-storage 
plants  within  the  enumeration  of  the  types  of  projects  for  which 
funds  appropriated  to  the  Work  Projects  Administration  under 
section  1  (a)  are  to  be  available.     The  Senate  recedes. 

On  No.  3:  This  amendment  provides  that  the  funds  appropriated 
to  the  Work  Projects  Administration  under  section  1  (a)  of  the 
blU  may  be  used  to  furnish  office  quarters  in  connection  with 
projects  for  refrigerated  cold-storage  plants  and  electric  trans- 
mission and  distribution  lines  or  systems  enumerated  in  section 
1   (b).     The  Senate  recedes. 

On  No.  4:  This  amendment  Includes  within  the  enumeration  of 
the  projects  under  section  1  (b)  training  for  manual  occupations 
In  Industries  engaged  In  producUon  for  naUonal -defense  Durnoses. 
The  Senate  recedes.  *^     »~«^^ 

On  No.  6:  The  House  blU  Included  within  the  enumeration  of 
projects  in  section  1  (b)  "nUscellaneous  projects,  which  shall  In- 
clude drought  conditions."  The  Senate  amendment  strikes  out 
"which   shall   include  drought  conditions."     The   Hovise   recedes 

On  No.  6:  This  amendment  provides  that  not  to  exceed  $25  000  - 
000  of  the  funds  appropriated  to  the  Work  Projects  Administration 
may  be  used  to  supplement  the  amounts  authorized  to  be  ex- 
pended for  other  than  labor  costs  In  any  State.  Territory,  posses- 
sion, or  the  District  of  Columbia  In  connection  with  projecta 
certified  by  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  SZvj 
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aa  being  "important  to  the  national  defense."  The  conference 
■graement  aocepu  thU  provision  snd  modifies  it  so  that  It  relates 
to  projects  certified  as  being  "Important  for  military  or  naval 
ptirposes." 

On  No  7:  Section  1  (d)  of  the  House  bill  provides  that  on  and 
after  January  I,  1940.  In  admlnlatering  funds  for  the  Work  Projects 
Adminutratlon  not  to  exceed  three-fourths  of  the  total  cost  of 
all  non-Federal  projecu  spproved  after  such  date  which  are  imder- 
taken  within  any  State.  'Terrttory.  posse— ton,  or  the  District  of 
OolumbU  shall  be  borne  by  the  United  States  and  not  less  than 
one-fourth  of  such  toul  cost  shall  be  borne  by  the  8Ut«  and  lu 
political  subdivisions  or  by  the  Territory,  poeaeeslon,  or  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  as  the  case  may  be.  This  Senate  amendment 
exempu  from  this  reqiUrement  proJecU  which  have  been  certified 
by  the  Secreury  of  war  or  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  tMlng 
"important  to  the  national  defense"  and  projecu  which  author- 
iMd  naoeaaary  temporary  meaetuee  to  avert  danger  to  life,  prop- 
erty, or  health  in  the  event  of  disaster  or  grave  emergency  caused 
by  flood,  storms.  Are,  earthquake,  drought,  or  similar  cause.  The 
conference  agreement  adopu  the  provision  of  the  Senste  amend- 
ment with  clarifying  changee  and  the  modification  that  the  proj- 
ecu with  respect  to  which  such  certification  is  required  shall  be 
those  certified  as  being  "Important  for  military  or  naval  purposes." 

On  No«.  8,  9,  10.  11.  13,  13,  14.  15,  16,  and  17:  Amendment  No. 
8  Increases  the  aggregate  amount  which  may  be  obligated  for 
adminUtratlve  expenses  of  the  Work  ProJecU  Administration  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  In  the  field  from  $39,348,000  to 
$43,720,000.  AmendmenU  Nos.  9  to  13,  Inclusive,  provide  for 
increasing  the  specific  Items  for  which  the  amount  provided  by 
amendment  No.  8  Is  to  be  used  as  follows:  Salarlee,  from  $33,310.- 
000  to  $35  9C0.0O0:  communication  service,  $580,600  to  $645,000; 
travel.  $3,420,000  to  $3,800,000;  and  printing  and  binding.  $414,000 
to  $460,000.  In  the  event  that  the  President  apportions  the  funds 
appropriated  by  section  1(a)  over  a  period  of  less  than  13  months, 
amendment  No.  13  provides  that  the  amount  which  may  be  obli- 
gated for  such  administrative  expenses  Is  not  to  e>:ceed  $32,500,000 
In  lieu  of  $29,260,000;  and  amendmenU  Nos.  14,  15.  16,  and  17 
provide  for  the  following  Increases:  Salaries,  from  $24,277,500  to 
$26,975,000;  communication  service.  $396,000  to  $440,000;  travel, 
$2,403,000  to  $3,670,000;  and  printing  and  binding.  $306,000  to 
$340,000.  The  conference  agreement  reduces  the  amount  of  the 
increases  made  by  these  Senate  amendmenU  by  50  percent  In  each 
case. 

On  Nos.  18  and  21:  The  House  bill  appropriated  $115,000,000  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  assistance  through  rural  re- 
habUlUtlon  to  needy  farmers  and  relief  to  other  needy  persona. 
The  Senate  amendment  No.  18  reduces  this  appropriation  to 
$75,000,000.  but  amendment  No.  21  provides  additional  funds  for 
rehabilitation  loans  to  needy  farmers  by  directing  the  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  to  make  advances  for  such  purpose  to 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  until  June  30,  1941,  in  an  aggregate 
amount  of  not  to  exceed  $125.000.0(X)  The  conference  agreement 
reduces  the  amount  provided  in  amendment  No.  18  to  $59,000,000. 
but  retains  the  provisions  of  amendment  No.  21  with  clarifying 
changes. 

On  Nos.  19,  53.  and  64:  These  are  clarifying  amendmenU.  The 
House  recedes. 

On  No.  aO:  This  amendment  Increases  from  $6,000,000  to 
$7,500,000  the  maximum  amount  of  the  appropriation  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  under  section  2  (a)  that  may  be  xised 
for  administration.     The  House  recedes. 

On  Nos.  23  and  23:  These  amendmenU  are  clerical  changes  in 
subsection  letters.     The  House  recedes. 

On  Nos.  24  and  26:  These  Senate  amendments  make  certain 
clarifying  changes  in  the  provisions  of  the  House  bill  relating  to 
loans  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  impose  a  penalty  for 
w^illful  violation  of  such  provisions  which  corresponds  to  that  In 
other  statutes  providing  for  agricultural  loans  by  agencies  In  the 
Department  of  Agriculture.    The  House  recedes. 

No.  26;  The  Senate  struck  out  the  House  provision  prohibiting 
any  loan  from  being  made  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  any 
person  to  enable  such  person  to  subscribe  or  pay  for  stock  or 
membership  In  any  cooperative  association.  The  conference  agree- 
ment restores  the  House  provision  modified  so  that  the  prohibition 
only  extends  to  loans  for  the  procurement  of  membership  in  any 
cooperative  association  or  branch  thereof  not  organized  or  In 
existence  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  the  Joint  resolution. 

On  Nos.  37  and  30:  These  amendmenU  add  to  the  enumeration 
of  projccu  for  which  the  appropriation  to  the  Puerto  Rico  Re- 
construction Administration  may  be  used.  proJecU  approved  by 
the  President  involving  rural  rehabillUtion  for  needy  persons. 
The  Hou.se  recedes  on  amendment  No.  27.  and  the  conference 
agreement  retains  the  provisions  of  amendment  No.  30  with  a 
limitation  that  the  total  cost  of  any  dwelling  or  other  building 
hereafter  constructed  In  connection  with  rural  rehabilitation 
should  not  exceed  $750  and  $400.  respectively. 

On  No.  28:  This  amendment  Increases  from  $3,500,000  to  $6,- 
000.000  the  amount  appropriated  to  the  Puerto  Rico  Reconstruc- 
tion Administration.  The  conference  agreement  fixes  the  amount 
at  $4,000,000. 

On  No.  29:  This  is  a  technical  amendment  made  necessary  by 
amendment  No.  30. 

On  Nos.  31,  32,  83.  and  34:  These  amendmenU  provide  for 
esUblishing  special  or  separate  Industry  committees  to  recom- 
mend the  minimum  rate  or  rates  of  wages  to  be  paid  under  the 
Pair  Labor  SUndards  Act  of  1038  to  employees  (Including  home 
workers  and  piece  workers)   in  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin  Islands,   | 


or  both,  who  are  engaged  In  commerce  or  In  the  production  of 
goods  for  commerce.  They  also  provide  that  wage  orders  Issued 
by  the  Administrator  ptirsuant  to  the  recommendation  of  any 
such  committee  arc  to  supereede  orders  tmder  existing  law,  ThO'e 
is  also  a  limitation  that  no  minimiun-wage  rate  may  be  reocan- 
mended  or  approved  which  will  give  any  Indtutry  In  Puerto  Rico 
or  the  Virgin  I'lands  a  competitive  advantage  over  any  Indtutry 
in  the  Unltsd  States.    The  House  recedes. 

On  No.  86:  This  statement  provides  that  the  appropriation  of 
$1,700,000  for  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affaire  may  b«  spportlonrd 
by  the  President  for  a  leaser  period  than  la  montha  (but  not 
lees  than  8  months)  if  in  his  Judgment  such  action  1$  rtquired 
to  meet  tmemployment  conditions  during  such  lesser  period.  The 
Senau  recedes. 

On  Nos.  36,  37,  38.  89,  and  40,  relating  to  administrative  agen- 
cies: These  amendmenU  increase  the  amounts  for  bureaus  of  tha 
Treasury  Department  for  administrative  expenses  in  connection 
with  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Joint  resolution  as  follows: 
Procurement  Division,  from  $3,226,000  to  $3,400,000;  DlvUion  of 
DUbursement,  from  $1,734,616  to  $1,964,516;  and  Office  of  Com- 
missioner of  AccounU  and  DeposlU  from  $3,827,400  to  4.628,841; 
they  also  preserve  the  existing  State  geographical  distribution  of 
field  offices  engaged  under  these  appropriations  In  the  functions 
of  procurement,  disbursing,  and  accotmtlng  for  relief  activities. 
The  House  recedes. 

On  No.  41:  Makes  a  technical  correction  in  connection  with  an 
administrative  agency.     The  SenaU  recedes. 

On  No.  43:  The  Senate  appropriated  $830,000  for  the  Office  of 
Government  ReporU.  and  the  House  bill  carries  $500,000.  The 
conference  agreement  recommends  $750,000. 

On  No.  43:  The  House  bill  carried  authority  for  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Work  ProJecU  to  allocate  from  Work  ProJecU  Admlnis- 
tratlon  funds  not  to  exceed  $40,000,000  for  Federal  projecu.  The 
Senate  reduced  this  amount  to  $20,000,000.     The  Senate  recedes. 

On  No.  44;  The  House  bill  carries  a  provision  in  connection  with 
sponsors*  contributions  to  Work  ProJecU  Administration  proJecU 
requiring  that  the  rules  and  regulations  for  carrying  such  sponsor- 
ship requlremenu  into  effect  shall  allow  credit  in  the  valuation  of 
sponsors'  contributions  in  kind  only  to  the  extent  that  such  con- 
tributions represent  a  financial  burden  which  ^s  undertaken  by  the 
sponsor  on  account  of  W.  P.  A.  sponsored  proJecU.  The  Senate 
struck  this  provi&lon  out  and  the  Senate  recedes. 

On  No.  45:  This  amendment  limiU  the  amount  that  may  be 
expended  on  any  Federal  building  project  to  $100,000.  and  the 
amount  for  any  ncn-Federal  building  project  to  $100,000  from 
Federal  funds,  but  exempU  from  such  prohibition  proJecU  ap- 
proved by  the  President  prior  to  May  15,  1940.  those  for  which  an 
Issue  of  bonds  has  been  approved  at  an  election  held  on  or  prior 
to  such  date,  those  for  which  fluids  have  been  allocated  and  set 
aside  under  prior  relief  appropriation  acU  and  those  which  the 
Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  have  certified  as 
being  important  to  the  national  defense.  The  conference  agree- 
ment accepts  the  Senate  amendment  modified  so  as  to  add  to  the 
exemptions  from  the  cost  limitation,  projects  for  which  a  State 
l^^ature  has  made  an  appropriation  on  or  prior  to  May  15,  1940, 
and  to  define  projecte  "lmp>ortant  to  the  national  defense"  as 
those  which  are  Important  for  "military  or  naval  purposes." 

On  No.  46:  The  House  section  dealing  with  hours  of  work  and 
the  earning  schedule  of  W.  P.  A.  workers  contains  provision  that 
the  Commissioner  of  Work  ProJecU  shall  reduce  the  required  130 
hoiu's  of  work  per  month  of  W.  P.  A.  workers  to  not  to  exceed  65 
hours  In  the  case  of  relief  workers  with  no  dependents  and  shall 
correspondingly  reduce  their  earnings.  The  Senate  struck  out  this 
provision  and  restored  the  authority  in  the  current  law,  making  it 
permissive  for  the  Commissioner  to  require  a  lesser  niimber  of 
hotirs  per  month  for  such  workers  and  reduce  their  pay  accord- 
ingly.    The  Hotise  recedes. 

On  No.  47:  This  amendment  authorizes  the  Commissioner  to 
make  exemptions  from  the  limitations  of  section  14  (a)  on 
monthly  earnings  and  hotirs  of  work  on  proJecU  determined  to 
be  of  "value  to  the  national  defense."  The  conference  agreement 
authorlEes  such  exemptions  on  proJecU  certified  by  the  Secretary 
of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  being  "Important  for  mili- 
tary or  naval  ptirposes." 

On  No.  48:  The  House  provision  In  section  15  (a)  requires  that 
the  determination  of  employment  or  retention  In  employment  on 
W.  P.  A.  work  proJecU  shall  be  on  the  basis  of  relative  need, 
esUblishes  the  order  of  preference  on  that  basis,  and  follows 
closely  the  provision  of  the  current  law  dealing  with  the  same 
subject,  except  that  it  gives  to  the  unmarried  widows  of  veterans 
and  to  the  wives  of  such  vetersms  as  are  unemployable  the  same 
status  as  veterans  and  is  also  designed  to  exclude  from  a  status 
as  veUrans  the  World  War  discharged  draft  enroUees;  the  House 
provision  also  Includes  a  requirement  that  W.  P.  A.  employment 
shall  be  given  on  a  part-time  basis  to  veterans,  their  widows,  or 
wives,  sufficient  to  make  their  income  equal  to  the  income  from 
a  full-time  W.  P.  A.  employment  If  their  Income  from  other 
govemmenui  sources  should  be  less  than  Income  from  a  full-tima 
W.  P.  A.  employment. 

The  Senate  struck  out  the  House  provision  and  inserted  a  substi- 
tute which  gives,  without  regard  to  their  respective  relative  needs 
as  between  themselves  or  in  relation  to  others,  preference  to  veter- 
ans, their  wives,  or  widows;  the  Senate  provision  does  not  In- 
clude the  House  provision  relative  to  part-time  employment  for 
those  in  the  veterans'  classification,  but  Includes  the  veterans' 
status  for  discharged  draft  enroUees  who  were  excluded  from  that 
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elasBlflcatlon  by  the  Hoiise  bin.-  the  Senate  provision  also  req\ilres 
that  emploj-meot  shall  be  given  by  regions  so  far  as  practicable 
and  feasible. 

The  conference  agreement  recommends  a  substitute  for  both 
House  and  Senate  langTiage;  It  restores  the  current  law  on  this 
subject  which  provides  that  emplo3rinent  and  retention  In  employ,<- 
;  ment  shall  be  given  on  the  basis  of  relative  need,  and  shall,  where 
the  relative  needs  are  foxind  to  be  the  same,  be  given  first  to 
veterans  and  then  to  others;  the  substitute  provision  modifies 
the  current  law.  however,  to  Include  the  features  of  the  House 
and  Senate  provisions  giving  to  the  unmarried  widows  of  veterans 
and  the  wives  of  such  veterans  as  are  unemployable  the  sama 
status  as  veterans,  and  to  exclude  discharged  draft  enrollees  from 
a  status  as  veterans,  except  such  draftees  as  have  a  servicer 
connected  disability. 
On  No  49:  This  Is  a  technical  amendment.  The  House  recedes. 
On  No  50:  This  amendment  eliminates  the  provision  of  the 
House  bill  which  exempted  from  the  requirements  relating  to  re'- 
moval  from  the  relief  rolls  of  heads  of  families  45  years  of  age 
or  older  with  either  a  dependent  spouse  or  cne  or  more  dependent 
parents  or  minor  children.  It  added  to  the  exempt  classes  relief 
workers  who  have  made  reasonable  effort  and  have  not  been  able 
to  secure  private  employment.  The  conference  agreement  elimi- 
nates both  provisions. 

On  No  51:  This  amendment  makes  available  $5  000.000  of  the 
appropriation  for  prosecution  of  public  projects  for  use  by  the 
Commiastoner  In  aiding  In  Investigating  and  certifying  employ- 
able peraorui  for  employment  on  Work  Projects  Administration 
projects.  The  Commissioner  Is  also  to  approve  the  methods  or 
plans  for  euch  service  In  each  case,  and  there  Is  a  limitation  that 
the  aid  to  any  State  or  agency  is  not  to  exceed  one-third  of  the 
estimated  cost  of  such  service.  The  determinations  of  the  Com- 
missioner are  to  be  final.    The  Senate  recedes. 

On  Nos  52.  55.  and  56:  These  amendments  are  clerical  changes 
In  subsection  letters.  The  conference  agreement  makes  further 
changes  made  necessary  by  the  Senate  recession  on  amendment 
numbered  51. 

On  Nos  57  and  58:  These  amendments  strike  out  the  limitation  In 
the  House  bill  that  none  of  the  ftinds  made  available  shall  be  used 
for  the  operation  of  any  theater  project,  and  make  a  clerical 
change.     The  Senate  recedes. 

On  No.  59:  This  amendment  qualifies  the  limitation  of  the 
House  bill  that  no  part  of  the  funds  made  available  shall  be 
used  for  radio  broadcasting  so  that  the  limitation  applies  to 
radio  broadcasting  ••time."  The  conference  agreement  limits  the 
amount  which  may  be  used  for  radio  broadcasting  to  $100,000. 
and  eliminates  the  word  "time." 

OnNos.  60  and  61:  These  are  technical  amendments  made 
necessary  by  amendment  numbered  51.  The  conference  agreement 
makes  the  necessary  changes  resulting  from  the  action  on  such 
amendment. 

On  Nos.  62.  63.  64.  and  65:  Section  33  of  the  House  bill  prohibits 
the  use  of  the  funds  in  the  Joint  resolution,  either  by  Federal  or 
ncn-Pederal  agencies,  for  purchasing,  establishing,  relocating,  or 
expanding  mills,  factories,  stores,  or  plants  which  would  manu- 
facture, handle,  process,  or  produce  articles,  commodities,  oj  prod- 
ucts (Other  than  those  derived  from  the  first  processing  of  sweet- 
potatoes)  In  competition  with  existing  industries.  The  Senate 
amended  the  House  provision  so  as  to  eliminate  "stores"  from  the 
category  of  establishments  enumerated,  to  eliminate  "handle"  and 
"process"  from  the  category  of  enumerated  operations  of  the 
establishments.  Inserted  the  words  "for  sale"  which  changed  the 
meaning  of  the  House  provision  from  one  of  prohibition  against 
-manufacturing,  handling,  processing,  or  producing"  in  competi- 
tion with  existing  Industries  to  one  of  "manufacturing  or  pro- 
ducing for  sale"  In  competition  with  existing  Industries;  and 
also  Included  the  first  processing  of  naval-stores  products  among 
the  exemptions. 

As  a  result  of  the  conference  agreement,  the  words  "stores", 
••handle",  and  "process",  stricken  out  by  the  Senate,  are  placed 
back  in  the  bill,  the  words  "for  sale"  Inserted  by  the  Senate  are 
retained,  and  naval -stores  products  are  added  to  the  exemption 
from  the  operation  of  the  section. 

The  section  as  agreed  upon  will,  therefore,  prohibit  the  use  of 
the  funds  In  the  Joint  resolution,  either  by  Federal  or  non-Federal 
agencies,  for  purchasing,  establishing,  relocating,  or  expanding 
mills,  factories,  stores,  or  plants  which  would  manufacture,  han- 
dle, process,  or  produce  articles,  commodities,  or  products  for  sale 
In  competition  with  existing  industries  but  would  not  prohibit 
such  use  of  the  funds.  If  otherwise  lawful  under  the  terms  of 
the  Joint  resolution,  and  the  articles,  commodities,  or  products 
are  not  for  sale  in  competition  with  existing  industries. 

On  No.  69:  The  Senate  amendment  provides  for  the  appoint- 
ment by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of 
the  Senate,  of  any  administrator  or  other  officer  named  to  have 
general  supervision  at  the  seat  of  Government  over  the  work  and 
program  contemplated  under  the  appropriations  if  the  salary 
received  under  the  appropriations  Is  $5,000  or  more  per  aimum; 
and  for  the  appointment  of  any  State  or  regional  administrator 
receiving  such  a  salary,  except  those  now  serving  as  such  under 
other  law.  Section  1761  of  the  Revised  Statutes  is  not  to  apply 
to  such  an  appointee.  His  salary  may  not  be  increased  within  a 
period  of  6  months  after  confirmation.  The  House  accepts  the 
Senate  amendment. 

On  No.  67:  Section  38,  Inserted  by  the  Senate,  authorizes  the 
Prealdent  to  provide  such  training  within  the  Civilian  Conserva- 
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tlon  Oorjw  for  enrollees  thereof  In  noncombatant  subjects  essential 
to  the  operation  of  the  Military  and  Naval  EstabllihlDtnts  as  he  con- 
siders may  contribute  materially  to  the  national  defense.  The  House 
recedes. 

On  No.  69:  This  amendment  appropriates  $50.0  >.000  to  be  ex- 
pended by  the  President,  through  such  agencies  as  h^  may  designate, 
for  the  purchase  In  the  United  States  of  agricultural,  medical,  and 
other  supplies  for  the  relief  of  war  refugees.  Distribution  is  to  be 
made  through  the  American  Red  Cross  or  such  governmental  or 
other  agencies  as  the  President  may  designate,  and  the  costs  of  such 
distribution  are  to  be  paid  out  of  the  appropriation.  The  President 
Is  to  make  an  itemized  report  to  the  Congress  on  or  before  January 
3.  1941.  The  conference  agreement  adepts  fhe  provisions  of  the 
Senate  amendment  with  clarifying  changes,  provides  that  adminis- 
trative costs  and  costs  of  purchases,  distribution,  and  transporta- 
tion to  the  point  of  distribution  are  to  be  paid  out  of  the  appro- 
priation (exclusive  of  administrative  expenses  of  any  nongovern- 
mental agency),  makes  the  appropriation  available  to  June  30.  1941, 
and  requires  the  report  of  the  President  to  be  made  on  or  before 
such  date,  and  provides  that  any  governmental  agency  so  desig- 
nated by  the  President  may  expend  any  siuns  allocated  to  It  for  the 
purposes  of  the  section  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  any 
other  act. 

On  No.  70:  The  Senate  amendment  appropriates  an  additional 
$100,000,000  for  disposal  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  32  of  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
jiistment  Act.  as  amended.  The  conference  agreement  recommends 
an  appropriation  of  $50,000,000.  and  modifies  the  Senate  language 
S.1  that  the  appropriation  of  $50,000,000  will  be  subject  to  all  ol  the 
provisions  of  law  relating  to  the  expenditure  of  the  funds  appro- 
priated by  section  32. 

Amendment  in  disagreement 
The    committee    of    conference    report    in    disagreement    Senate 
Amendment  No.  68  relating  to  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

Edward  T.  Tatxo*. 

Clartnck  Cannom, 

c.  a.  woodrum. 

LotTis  LtnjLow. 
I  J.  Bcteix  Sntdes. 

I  Emmet  O'Neal. 

Geo.  W.  Johnson. 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  this  con- 
ference report  we  present  one  of  the  most  satisfactory  rehef 
bUls  ever  submitted  to  the  House.  Notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  it  contains  some  of  the  most  controversial  subjects  that 
have  come  before  the  House  at  this  session,  the  conferees  have 
reached  agreement  on  every  item  in  the  bill  with  the  single 
exception  of  the  one  item  on  the  T.  V.  A.  We  bring  that  back 
because  we  feel  that  in  view  of  its  long  consideration  by  the 
legislative  committee  having  jurisdiction  in  the  House,  there 
should  be  opportunity  for  consideration  and  debate  before 
final  action  is  taken  on  its  disposition  in  a  bill  of  this  char- 
acter. 

The  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  aggregated  $1,111,000,000. 
As  it  passed  the  Senate  it  had  been  increased  to  $1,224.- 
000.000,  and  as  recommended  for  final  action  in  this  confer- 
ence report  it  totals  $1,157,000,000.  In  other  words,  while 
the  conference  report  recommends  an  increase  to  $45,000,000 
over  the  House  figures,  that  is  $67,000,000  less  than  the  figure 
proposed  by  the  Senate.  This,  of  course,  is  exclusive  of  the 
$125,000,000  authorized  for  rehabilitation  loans  from  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  funds.  With  these  modifi- 
cations, as  agreed  to  by  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
two  Houses,  we  trust  the  bill  will  be  generally  saUsfactory 
to  the  Members  of  the  House. 

By  way  of  brief  recapitulation  of  the  salient  features  of 
the  report,  as  agreed  to  in  conference,  we  struck  from  the  bill 
the  provision  for  monthly  apportionment.  This  was  done  on 
the  theory  that  the  provisions  of  the  bill  for  administration 
should  be  more  elastic  and  more  readily  adjustable  to  the 
emergency  needs  of  the  country,  and  in  the  hope  that  the 
number  of  men  absorbed  by  private  industry  would  increase 
to  a  point  where  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  employ  the  full 
quota  as  apportioned  in  the  House  provision.  There  is  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  relief  burden  throughout  the  coun- 
trj'  will  be  greatly  lightened  by  the  fact  that  we  are  provid- 
ing at  this  session  of  Congress  more  than  $5,000,000,000  in 
cash  and  in  contract  authorizations  to  carry  out  the  defense 
program.  This  ought  to  take  up  large  quantities  of  surplui 
labor  and  to  that  extent  reduce  the  number  of  men  for  whom 
provision  must  be  made  from  the  funds  carried  in  the  relief 
bill. 
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We  also  give  preferment  for  projects  certified  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  national 
defense.  $25,000,000  to  be  available  for  other  than  labor 
costs  In  important  projects  for  naval  and  military  purposes; 
such  projects  to  be  exempt  from  the  25-percent  require- 
ment on  sponsor's  contributions;  and  in  such  national  emer- 
gencies as  flood,  flre,  drought,  and  similar  disasters. 

With  regard  to  the  limit  of  cost  on  buildings  constructed 
by  W.  P.  A.,  the  conference  report  imposes  a  limitation  of 
$100,000  on  the  construction  costs  of  all  buildings.  The  cur- 
rent law  places  a  cost  limit  of  $50,000  on  such  Federal  proj- 
ects and  $52,000  on  non-Federal  projects.  Under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  bill  as  modified  in  conference,  the  limit  is  now 
$100,000  on  both  Federal  and  non-Federal  projects. 

To  the  relative-need  provision,  which  was  subjected  to 
amendment  in  the  House,  we  restore  in  the  conference  re- 
port the  provisions  of  the  current  law  with  the  exception 
that  we  Include  in  the  exemption  widows  of  veterans  and 
the  wives  of  unemployable  veterans.  Otherwise  the  bill 
follows  the  current  law. 

The  18-month  clause,  which  was  variously  amended  in 
both  the  House  and  the  Senate,  is  reported  by  the  conferees 
after  considerable  consideration  In  the  form  in  which  it 
was  sent  by  the  House  to  the  Senate,  with  the  single  excep- 
tion that  the  amendment  added  in  the  House  exempting 
beads  of  families  over  45  years  of  age  is  eliminated. 

On  farm  security  it  will  be  recalled  that  the  House  appro- 
priated $115,000,000  cash,  and  the  Senate  provided  authori- 
zation for  loans  of  $125,000,000  from  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation.  As  finally  written,  the  House  appro- 
priation is  reduced  to  the  Budget  estimate  of  $59,000,000  cash, 
and  the  authorization  for  loans  of  $125,000,000  from  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Is  retained,  making  a 
total  provision  for  farm  security  of  $184,000,000. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  some  apprehension  was  expressed 
when  the  Item  was  up  for  consideration  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  that  provision  for  this  purpose  would  be  inadequate, 
it  may  be  noted  that  the  $184  000.000  is  in  lieu  of  an  item 
of  $161,500,000  for  the  year  1940,  the  current  year,  and 
$180,000,000  for  the  year  1939 — last  year.  In  other  words, 
we  provide  in  the  bill,  as  amended  by  the  conference  report, 
$23,000,000  more  for  1941  than  for  the  current  year  and 
$4,000,000  more  than  for  the  year  1939. 

The  provision  relative  to  the  purchasing  of  memberships 
In  cooperatives — a  prohibition  which  was  inserted  by  amend- 
ment in  the  House  and  which  the  Senate  struck  from  the 
bill— was  retained,  with  the  limitation  that  the  funds  should 
not  be  provided  for  the  purchase  of  membership  In  any 
cooperatives  which  might  be  established  in  the  future,  but 
the  prohibition  would  not  apply  to  cooperatives  now  in 
existence. 

On  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act,  as  applied  to  Puerto  Rico 
and  the  Virgin  Islands,  an  agreement  was  reached  which 
seems  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  situation.  You  will  recall  that 
there  was  general  agreement  that  there  was  need  for  some 
sort  of  readjustment  with  respect  to  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Vir- 
gin Islands,  but  it  was  generally  conceded  that  these  readjust- 
ments ought  not  to  interfere  with  the  law  as  administered  in 
the  United  States.  I  will  read  from  the  statement  on  the  con- 
ference report  the  paragraph  on  that  provision  involving 
amendments  Nos.  31,  32,  33,  and  34: 

These  amendments  provide  for  establishing  special  or  separate 
Industry  committees  to  recommend  the  minimum  rate  or  rates  of 
wages  to  be  paid  under  the  Fair  Labor  Standard.s  Act  of  1938  to 
employees  (Including  home  workers  and  piece  workers)  in  Puerto 
Rico  or  the  Virgin  Islands,  or  both,  who  are  engaged  in  commerce  or 
In  the  production  of  goods  for  commerce.  They  also  provide  that 
wage  orders  issued  by  the  administrator  pursuant  to  the  recommen- 
dation of  any  such  committee  are  to  supersede  orders  under  existing 
law.  There  is  also  a  limitation  that  no  minimum  wage  rate  may  be 
recommended  or  approved  which  will  give  any  industry  in  Puerto 
Rico  or  the  Virgin  Islands  a  competitive  advantage  over  any  Industry 
in  the  United  States. 

A  subject  which  has  been  imder  general  recent  discussion 
and  which  has  been  much  discussed  in  the  newspapers  in  the 
last  3  or  4  days  is  that  of  noncombatant  training  for  C.  C.  C. 
enrollees.     The  conference  report  recommends  a  provision 


under  which  C.  C.  C.  enrollees  shall  receive  training  in  cooking, 
baking,  engineering,  communcations,  and  similar  subjects 
which  would  be  of  advantage  in  peacetime  pursuits  after  dis- 
charge from  the  camps  and  which,  at  the  same  time,  would,  if 
unexpectedly  it  should  be  necessary  to  call  them  to  service 
in  the  Army,  be  of  great  service  both  to  the  men  and  to  the 
Nation  in  time  of  war.  There  is  no  provision  here  which  would 
induct  them  Into  military  service  in  time  of  war  and,  of 
course,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  could  not  be  inducted  into  the 
service  imless  Congress  should  so  enact  or  unless  they  volun- 
teered, and  there  is  no  implication  or  requirement  of  any  kind 
whatsoever  that  the  boys  receiving  this  training  shall  occupy 
any  different  status  in  time  of  war  or  in  time  of  peace  as 
result  of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  MURE>OCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  MURE>OCK  of  Arizona.  I  did  not  quite  understand 
the  gentleman's  statement  just  made  as  to  how  much  money 
was  to  be  furnished  to  the  C.  C.  C.  for  that  particular  train- 
ing. I  am  very  much  interested  in  the  nature  of  that  train- 
ing also.    Was  that  made  clear? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  The  idea  has  gone  abroad  that 
any  reference  to  the  "training"  of  C.  C.  C.  boys  means  mili- 
tary training,  such  training  as  is  given  in  coimtries  which  In- 
voke compulsory  military  training.  This  training  is  in  no 
sense  military  training,  but  is  fnerely  basic  training  which 
will  fit  these  bojrs  for  a  profession  in  industry  when  they 
leave  the  C.  C.  C.  and  go  back  into  civilian  life.  No  especial 
amount  of  money  is  provided  for  the  purpose  and  none  is 
needed.  It  is  in  connection  with  the  other  work  of  the  camps 
and  is  out  of  funds  already  provided,  with  facilities  already 
furnished,  and  under  the  direction  of  personnel  already  in 
the  service. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  TTiis  basic  training  is  to  give 
Impetus  to  the  training  they  have  already  been  receiving  by 
way  of  tractor  and  truck  driving,  care  and  repair,  and  all  that 
sort  of  thing  of  a  mechanical  nature? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  This  Is  simply  supplemental 
and  without  additional  cost,  and  there  is  no  additional  ap- 
propriation and  no  earmarking  of  funds  of  any  kind. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  approve  of  that  part  of  the 
program.  I  know  something  of  the  practical  educational 
benefits  many  C.  C.  C.  enrollees  have  received  and  am  proud 
of  it.  Within  the  limits  of  the  material  equipment  those 
camps  have,  these  young  men  should  get  much  basic  voca- 
tional, mechanical  training  fitting  them  for  usefulness  in 
peace  or  war.     And  many  more  should  get  It. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  think  everyone  who  is  sin- 
cerely Interested  in  these  boys  and  who  wants  not  only  to 
provide  work  for  the  boys  and  relief  for  their  families,  but 
who  also  wants  to  make  this  service  a  stepping  stone  for  the 
future  of  these  boys,  will  approve  of  this  idea. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  s^eld  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  The  gentleman  assures  us  that  this 
training  is  not  military  in  character? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  It  is  not.  It  is  to  all  effects 
the  usual  vocational  training  provided  in  the  average  high 
school. 

Mr.  RABAUT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  I  want  to  ask  my  colleague  the  chairman 
of  this  committee,  bow  it  is  that  on  two  occasions,  last  year 
and  this  year,  first  In  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union  and  then  in  the  full  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  the  House  both  times  approved  the  language 
exempting  heads  of  families  45  years  of  age  or  older,  with 
either  a  dependent  spouse  or  one  or  more  dependent  par- 
ents or  minor  children,  from  the  lay-off  provision  of  the  bill. 
but  the  humanitarian  provision  has  been  stiicken  out  in 
conference. 
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Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  RABAxrrl  that  the  House  committee  in- 
sisted strenuously  on  that  provision,  a  very  salutary  pro- 
vision, which  was  Inserted  In  the  bill  by  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan,  and  one  of  the  very  few  amendments  adopted 
after  the  bill  was  on  the  floor.  It  Is  one  of  the  last  amend-* 
ments  on  which  the  House  receded.  The  gentleman  tmder-. 
stands  that  necessarily  in  a  conference  we  must  both  glVe 
and  take.  We  can  understand  how  tenaciously  the  Hous^q 
conferees  insisted  on  adherence  to  the  House  provisions  when 
we  note  that  while  the  House  receded  on  only  $45,000,000.' 
the  Senate  receded  on  $87,000,000.  I  may  add  that  I  think 
every  Member  of  the  House  committee  would  have  kept  this 
provision  in  the  bill  had  it  been  possible  to  do  it. 

Mr.  RABAUT.    Then  it  was  Impossible  to  hold  it? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  As  wholeheartedly  as  we  ap- 
proved It,  we  Just  could  not  do  it. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  I  feel  some  relief,  so  far  as  the  treatment 
Of  the  House  is  concerned,  but  I  do  not  feel  It  is  proper  treat- 
ment for  these  older  workers  who  cannot  find  a  place  In 
Industry.  The  W.  P.  A.  ought  to  be  a  port  in  a  storm  for 
young  men  who  are  without  employment,  but  for  people  ac-. 
tually  denied  employment  in  industry  because  of  their  age. 
the  W.  P.  A.  ought  to  be  a  place  to  which  they  may  go  for 
steady  employment. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  am  in  hearty  accord  with 
the  gentleman,  and  I  think  every  member  of  the  committee 
of  conference  felt  the  same  way. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle-' 
man  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
California. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Just  to  ask  the  gentleman  in 
connection  with  this  18  months'  rule  which  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  RabautI  asked  about.  As  I  read  the 
statement  here  on  page  12.  amendment  No.  50.  do  I  under- 
stand that  the  bill  as  finally  agreed  upon  by  the  conference 
committee  provides  that  workers  who  have  made  reasonable 
effort  and  have  been  unable  to  secure  private  employment  are 
exempt  from  the  18  months'  provision?  * 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.     Both  provisions  were  stricken  ■ 
out.    The  Senate  insisted  on  one  and  the  House  insisted  on 
the  other,  and  in  the  end  both  had  to  recede  to  avoid  a 
stalemate. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Therefore,  all  we  have  is 
the  hard-and-fast  18-month  provision. 

Blr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Exactly  the  proposition  as 
submitted  by  the  House,  with  the  exception  of  the  45-year 
provision. 

Mr.  LEAVY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield?      ^' 
^    Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    I  yield  to  my  colleague  on  the'.. 
committee,  the  gentleman  from  Washington.  > 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  refer  to  Senate  amendment  No.  43.  which 
has  to  do  with  the  $40,000,000  and^the  $20,000,000  items  for 
Federal  agencies. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  am  very  glad  to  say  that  we 
were  able  to  go  along  with  the  gentleman.  The  Senate 
finally  yielded  and  we  were  able  to  retain  the  House  figure. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Briefly.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  During  the  debate  on  this  measure  we 
reached  an  agreement  between  the  National  Park  Service 
and  the  W.  P.  A.  concerning  recreation  areas.  Docs  the 
gentleman  know  whether  or  not  in  the  Senate  any  change 
was  made? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  No  change  was  made.  I  am 
glad  to  apprise  the  gentleman  and  the  House  that  ample 
provision  is  made  for  that  Service. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  TaberI. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  as  it  left  the  House 
provided  for  $1,111,764,916.  As  It  comes  back  from  the 
conference.  Including  the  funds  provided  for  out  of  the 


R.  F.  C,  it  carries  $1,282,000,000.  about  $171,000,000  more 
than  It  did  when  it  left  the  House.  The  amendments  that 
have  been  adopted  have  all  been  to  make  the  bill  a  little 
worse.  The  limitations  which  were  put  on  on  pages  2  and  3. 
of  the  number  who  might  be  employed  monthly  through 
the  month  of  November  have  been  removed  so  that  it  could 
be  more  of  a  political  racket  than  a  relief  bill.  An  addition 
of  better  than  $70,000,000  has  been  provided  for  loans 
under  the  Farm  Security  Administration,  when  the  only 
thing  they  do  that  should  in  any  way  be  permitted  to  con- 
tinue is  in  the  matter  of  direct  grants  to  farmers  in  dis- 
tress. 

Amendments  have  been  adopted.  In  Puerto  Rico.  Increas- 
ing the  amount  $500,000  for  the  Puerto  Rlcan  Reconstruc- 
tion Administration,  and  permitting  them  to  go  into  activi- 
ties, which  the  House  did  not  permit.  This  made  it  a  little 
worse.  On  top  of  that,  without  regard  to  the  Interest  of 
those  workers  in  the  United  States  who  are  emt>arrassed  by 
the  Wages  and  Hours  Act,  we  have  waived  Its  provisions  with 
reference  to  Puerto  Rico — all  for  the  benefit  of  a  group  of  a 
certain  type  of  racketeers  in  New  York  City,  according  to  what 
I  understand:  and  I  think  that  is  bad. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  And  this  same  gang  of  racketeers 
has  been  one  of  the  active  lobbies  right  from  the  Washing- 
ton Hotel,  in  order  to  get  this  exemption. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  am  surprised  that  the  other  body  should 
be  so  susceptible.  They  have  added  $250,000  for  the  polit- 
ical propaganda  bureau  under  Lowell  Mellett,  which  should 
not  be  done.  About  the  only  thing  we  saved  was  an  amend- 
ment prohibiting  the  theater  racket — $50,000,000  has  been 
added  for  the  relief  of  those  who  have  been  rendered  home- 
less or  in  distress  as  the  result  of  military  operations  abroad. 
They  have  added  $50,000,000  to  the  Surplus  Commodity 
Corporation  for  the  purchase  of  surplus  commodities,  which 
makes  about  $50,000,000  more  than  was  available  this  cur- 
rent year.  I  have  l)een  unable  to  see  any  excuse  for  any 
of  these  things. 

There  will  be  presented  to  you  in  disagreement  of  the  Sen- 
ate authorizing  paj-ments  up  to  10  percent  of  the  total  rev- 
enues of  the  T.  V.  A.  to  different  States  in  lieu  of  taxes. 
Under  the  organic  act  5  percent  was  to  be  allowed.  This  is 
an  outright  hand-out  where  those  folks  are  getting  rates 
which  costs  2>4  mills  under  reclamation  projects,  where  they 
say  that  is  the  lowest  they  can  allow  and  get  by.  and  here 
they  are  selling  it  for  an  average  of  1.69  mills.  Lower  rates; 
and  they  want  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  pay 
the  taxes. 

[Here  the  gavel  felL] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentle- 
|nan  1.  additional  minute. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield?    * 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Under  secUon  7.  amend- 
ment No.  42.  appropriaUons  for  the  Executive  Office  of  the 
President,  there  is  an  appropriation  of  $330,000  to  take  care 
of  efficiency  and  savings  under  Reorganization  Plan  No.  IL 
I  thought  we  were  going  to  have  some  efficiency  in  Govern- 
ment and  savings  as  a  result  of  the  President's  reorganiza- 
tion, but  here  is  an  increase  in  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  conference  report  calls  for  an  Increase 
of  $250,000.  This  is  that  racket  that  has  been  going  on  in 
the  President's  office,  wTiting  political  speeches  during  cam- 
paigns. It  is  absolutely  useless  and  inefficient.  The  salary 
roll  is  away  up  in  the  air,  and  in  my  opinion  it  is  without 
authority  of  law. 

Personally  I  cannot  go  along  with  this  report  myself. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

EMKRGENCT    DEFtNSB    APPROPRIATTOIf 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  may  have  until 
midnight  tonight  to  file  a  conference  report  on  the  emergency 
defense  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  obJecUca,  it  Is  so  ordeiecL 
There  was  no  objection. 
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WORK  RKLZXr  AMD  BKLIET  APPBOPRIATXOM  BILL.  1041 COKmXMCX 

BEPOfiT 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia   [Mr.  WoodrumI. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  going  to 
take  Just  5  minutes  in  order  to  keep  the  record  straight;  not 
to  comment  in  detail  on  the  conference  report. 

I  voted  against  the  relief  bill,  as  it  may  be  recalled,  when 
It  passed  the  House.  I  expect  to  vote  for  this  conference 
report,  not  because  I  have  changed  my  attitude  in  any  way 
on  the  fundamental  question  Involved  in  the  relief  bill,  but 
because  if  we  must  have  this  kind  of  relief  bill,  and  appar- 
ently we  do  at  the  present  time,  I  think  the  conferees  have 
worked  out  the  situation  about  as  well  as  it  could  be  done. 

The  bill  Is  much  more  than  it  was  when  it  passed  the 
House,  as  bills  always  are.  Gentlemen  at  the  other  end  of 
the  Capitol  proceed  to  load  up  appropriation  bills  that  come 
over  there  with  everything  they  can  think  of.  After  they  do 
that  they  go  into  a  huddle  to  see  if  there  is  not  somebody  who 
can  take  it  out  of  the  bill  again.  There  is  only  one  way  to 
cut  down  appropriations  and  that  is  to  quit  appropriating 
money.  All  this  business  of  resurveying  and  cutting  off  after 
we  put  it  into  the  bill  is  nothing  but  a  lot  of  hot  air  and 
gestures.  If  we  do  not  stop  these  appropriations  when  they 
go  through  here  they  will  not  be  stopped  anywhere. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Yes,  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  know  the  gentleman  does 
not  intend  to  cast  any  reflections  upon  the  other  bcdy,  but  it 
is  my  opinion  that  under  the  Constitution  they  were  to  be  a 
check  on  the  House  of  Representatives.  What  kind  of  a 
check  does  the  gentleman  think  they  have  been? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  It  has  been  a  sort  of  blank 
check  most  of  the  way  down  the  line.  [Laughter  and 
applause.] 

Mi-.  Sjx-aker.  In  January  the  Budget  estimate  for  W.  P.  A. 
was  $1,000,000,000.  Seme  of  us  had  high  hopes  that  the 
time  had  come  when  we  were  going  to  try  to  pull  in  on  the 
relief  burden,  but  those  hopes  were  shortly  dissipated  when 
the  estimate  came  back  requesting  permission  to  use  that 
$1,000,000,000  In  8  months.  In  other  words,  a  33 Vb  percent 
"hike"  in  the  relief  expenditures.  The  reason  given  for  it  was 
that  there  had  been  a  slight  drop  in  the  production  index 
and  a  slight  recession  in  business,  and  therefore  there 
should  be  a  33 'a -percent  increase  in  the  relief  bill.  Since 
the  House  passed  that  bill  we  have  appropriated  more  than 
$5,000,000,000  for  a  defense  program,  speeding  up  industry 
everj'where.  There  is  no  earthly  Justification  in  sound  logic 
or  reason  for  this  relief  load  costing  this  Government  a 
billion  and  a  half  dollars  in  the  next  fiscal  year.  I  want 
to  express  the  very  earnest  hope  and  prayer  that  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  W.  P.  A.  will  spread  this  $975,000,000  over  the 
full  fiscal  year  and  not  come  back  to  Congress  for  another 
appropriation. 

The  morning  paper  carries  the  news  that  1,000  W.  P.  A. 
workers  in  Washington,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  which 
is  not  an  Industrial  city — you  would  not  expect  this  indus- 
trial upswing  on  account  of  this  to  affect  Washington — yet 
in  the  city  of  Washington  1.000  W.  P.  A.  workers  are  taken 
aS  of  W.  P.  A.  rolls  and  put  on  the  defense  program. 

That  should,  and  indeed  will,  happen  all  over  the  length 
and  breadth  of  this  countiy.  There  is  no  excuse  today  for 
an  able-bodied  man  not  going  to  work  in  private  employ- 
ment, in  private  industry;  and  private  industry  in  conjunc- 
tion with  this  defense  program  should  see  to  it  that  every 
able-bodied,  competent  person  is  employed  and  taken  off 
W.  P.  A.  I  want  to  express  the  hope  that  in  carrying  out 
this  program  during  the  coming  year,  while  Congress  has 
permitted  the  use  of  these  funds  in  8  months,  those  in  charge 
will  take  advantage  of  these  substantial  sums  we  are  spend- 
ing for  defense  and  make  the  W.  P.  A.  program  less  so 
they  will  not  come  back  for  more  money. 

We  are  spending  a  great  deal  preparing  this  country  against 
Invasion  from  foreign  countries,  but  we  are  woefully  lacking 
In  an  economic  defense  right  here  in  our  own  country.    We 


have  already  appropriated  more  than  $5,000,000,000  for  na- 
tional defense  and  another  $4,000,000,000  program  is  yet  to 
come.  We  ought  to  have  under  consideration  right  now  ways 
and  means  of  raising  the  revenue  to  pay  for  the  cost  of  this 
defense  of  America  and  the  Western  Hemisphere.  The 
American  people  are  willing  to  do  it.  They  know  they  have 
got  to  meet  this  proposition  some  time  or  other,  and  that  they 
will  have  to  pay  the  bill.  But  at  the  time  we  are  preparing 
our  boundary  defenses  we  must  at  the  same  time  not  overlook 
the  economic  and  fiscal  defenses  of  this  country. 

I  hope  the  W.  P.  A.  program  will  be  spread  over  the  year 
and  that  we  shall  not  be  asked  for  a  deficiency.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Wiocles- 

WORTH]. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  in  opposition 
to  the  conference  report. 

The  Senate  added  70  amendments  to  the  bill  as  passed  by 
the  House.  I  think  it  is  a  fair  statement  to  say  that  almost 
without  exception  the  House  conferees  have  surrendered  on 
every  amendment  of  importance.  I  call  your  attention  to 
the  first  amendment  in  this  bill. 

Colonel  Harrington  assured  the  House  committee  that  he 
wanted  to  take  politics  out  of  W.  P.  A.  He  voluntarily  gave 
us  figures  for  maximum  employment  in  the  months  of  July 
to  November,  inclusive.  The  House  inserted  these  figures 
in  the  bill  with  a  view  to  the  elimination  of  politics.  The 
Senate  struck  the  figures  out  of  the  bill,  and  the  House  con- 
ferees yielded  to  the  Senate.  Why?  Mr.  Speaker.  I  sub- 
mit there  is  no  logical  reason  in  the  world  for  that  action 
except  the  desire  to  place  the  funds  provided  for  those  in 
need  in  a  position  to  be  utilized  for  political  purposes  in  the 
csunpaign  of  1940  as  they  were  in  the  campaigns  of  1938 
and  1936.    Actions  speak  louder  than  words. 

I  call  your  attention  to  amendments  31  to  34.  The  House 
conferees  again  yielded  to  the  Senate.  As  a  result,  a  prece- 
dent is  established  for  undermining  the  national  wage  and 
hour  legislation  on  our  books  at  this  time.  The  provisions  of 
that  law  insofar  as  they  apply  to  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin 
Islands  are  eliminated. 

I  call  your  attention  to  amendment  No.  50  which  eliminates 
the  liberalization  which  the  House  provided  in  respect  to  the 
18  months'  provision.  Under  the  House  liberalization,  those 
45  years  of  age  or  more  with  dependents  were  excluded  from 
the  terms  of  the  18  months'  provision.  The  Senate  eliminated 
the  liberalization.    The  House  conferees  again  yielded. 

Amendments  6  and  7  undermine  materially  the  principle 
of  local  contribution  and  provide  that  $25,000,000  may  be  taken 
away  from  those  in  need  and  applied  to  ccsts  other  than  labor 
costs.    The  House  conferees  again  yielded. 

The  bill  when  it  passed  the  House  carried  appropriations 
totaling  about  $1,111,755,916.  It  returns  to  the  House  as  a 
result  of  concessions  by  the  House  conferees  carrying  ap- 
proximately $171,000,000  more  than  when  it  went  to  the 
Senate. 

The  bill  carries  an  additional  $69,000,000  for  relief  and 
rehabilitation  loans,  bringing  the  total  up  to  $184,000,000.  It 
carries  an  additional  $50,000,000  for  surplus  commodities  on 
top  of  the  $185,000,000  already  appropriated  for  that  purpose. 
It  carries  an  increase  of  $500,000  for  the  Puerto  Rico  Re- 
construction Administration  in  the  face  of  testimony  before 
your  committee  indicating  most  scandalous  conditions  in 
Puerto  Rico  under  that  Administration,  It  carries  an  increase 
of  $250,000  for  the  office  of  Government  Reports  In  spite  of 
the  lamentably  weak  Justification  of  that  agency  before  your 
committee.  It  takes  $100,000  away  from  those  in  need  and 
makes  It  available  for  broadcasting  purposes.  It  takes  another 
$2,200,000  away  from  those  in  need  and  makes  it  available  for 
increased  administrative  expenditure.  It  carries  an  increase 
of  $1,200,000  for  expenses  of  the  administrative  agencies 
under  this  program  other  than  W.  P.  A.  All  this  due  to  sur- 
render by  the  House  conferees. 

Time  does  not  permit  going  into  the  T.  V.  A.  amendrattit, 
which  is  In^tt^ute.  and  which  will  be  taken  up  separately  on 
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Its  own  merits.  I  am  opposed  to  that  amendment  and  shall 
vote  against  it. 

I  am  also  opposed.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  this  conference  report. 
It  is  not  possible  for  me  to  go  along  with  it.  I  shall  vote 
against  its  adoption.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  MissourL  Mr.  Speaker,  I  jrleld  5  minute* 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  DitterJ. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was  very  much  interested 
In  the  statement  made  by  our  distinguished  majority  leadef 
just  a  short  time  ago  in  which  he  made  the  declaration  that 
the  Republican  Party  was  trying  to  make  the  Democratic 
Party  the  war  party  of  the  country.  May  I  say  to  the  dis- 
tingxilshed  majority  leader  that  the  present  administration 
Is  doing  that  so  effectively  itself  that  any  efforts  on  our  part 
are  entirely  unnecessary.  I  feel  that  the  Republicans  in  no 
way  need  give  aid  or  assistance  to  the  methods  of  the  present 
administration  to  impress  upon  the  country  that  the  ad- 
ministration now  in  power  is  the  war-minded  administration 
and  that  the  party  responsible  for  the  administration  is  the 
war  party  of  the  country. 

If  anything  were  needed  to  confirm  this  declaration,  the 
appointments  of  yesterday  are  certainly  complete  confirana-t 
,  tion.  The  distinguished  majority  leader  said  that  the  Re- 
publican Party  had  been  hunting  for  issues.  I  want  to  cor- 
rect that  statement.  The  Democratic  Party  has  given  u^ 
an  the  issues  that  a  party  might  need,  and  no  better  issue 
could  be  had  than  the  conference  report  that  is  now  before  us. 

I  want  to  remind  the  majority  leader  that  the  manage* 
ment  of  relief  Is  certainly  a  real  Issue  today.  I  want  to 
remind  the  majority  that  from  the  majority  side  and  under 
the  direction  of  the  majority  Investigating  committee,  the 
management  of  the  relief  has  been  branded  with  political  cor- 
ruption, with  extravagance,  and  with  admitted  IneflBciency. 
Instead  of  those  who  were  in  need  receiving  relief  which  they 
should  have,  they  have  been  exploited  in  a  most  shameless 
manner.  That  is  an  issue  made  for  us  by  the  Democratic 
Party. 

I  want  to  remind  the  distinguished  majority  leader  that 
the  Republican  Party  has  an  issue  in  the  continued  war  that 
has  been  carried  on  by  the  present  administration  again.st 
private  enterprise.  I  want  to  remind  the  majority  that  the 
difUcuitles  which  appear  as  industry  must  be  geared  to  a  pre- 
paredness machine  are  due  entirely  to  the  continued  warfare 
carried  on  by  the  present  administration  against  private  en*« 
terprise,  private  capital,  and  private  industry.  That  Is  aA 
lasue  made  for  us  by  the  Democratic  Party.  ^ 

I  want  to  remind  the  distinguished  majority  leader  that  all 
of  the  collectlvlst  tendencies  of  thl.n  present  administration 
In  power  is  a  real  issue  that  the  Republican  Party  accopta 
today,  No  better  evidence  of  those  collcctlvlst  tcndenclei 
could  be  presintrd  than  aptJoar  at  this  time  in  connection 
with  the  Puerto  Rican  program,  which  is  a  part  of  this  relief' 
bill.  Lip  service  to  constitutional  gcvernment  1%  what  we  have 
had  In  the  last  7  years.  Collectivism  and  constitutional  rep- 
resentative government  have  nothing  In  common.    The  one 

•  is  the  antithesis  of  the  other.  Collectivism  is  the  product  of 
totalitarianism.  Defending  democracy  cannot  contemplate  a 
aeries  of  experiments  in  collectivism  such  as  the  present  ad- 
ministration has  resorted  to  in  the  last  7  years.  That  is  an 
Issue  made  for  us  by  the  Democratic  Party. 

I  want  to  remind  the  majority  leader  that  the  spend-for-- 
prosperity  program  of  the  administration  is  an  issue  which' 
concerns  the  welfare  and  security  of  the  American  people. 
Day  by  day  it  is  becoming  increasingly  evident  to  people  in 
all  walks  of  life  that  the  pay  day  for  the  profligacy  of  the 
last  7  years  is  at  hand.  With  the  boosting  of  the  debt  limit, 
and  the  increasing  of   an  already  heavy   tax   burden,   thei 

"people  are  painfully  conscious  that  the  more  abundant  life 
has  turned  out  to  l>e  the  deadening  despair  cf  debt  and  dis- ; 
illusionment.    Day  by  day  it  is  becoming  increasingly  evi- 
dent,  as   the   startling    disclosures    of    unpreparedness    are 

.made,  that  the  wealth  of  the  Nation  has  been  wasted  in  the 

(Wildest  orgy  of  spending  we  have  ever  known,  an  orgy  of 


spending  which  has  been  frowned  upon  by  many  outstanding 
Democrats  and  denoimced  by  every  Republican.  Billions 
have  been  spent  with  an  eye  on  ballots  which  might  well  be 
used  today  for  battleships.  I  feel,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  need 
not  dwell  at  length  on  the  details  of  the  financial  fallacies 
of  the  last  7  years,  nor  attempt  to  emphasize  the  perilous 
position  in  which  we  find  ourselves  as  a  result  of  those 
fallacies.  The  figures  speak  for  themselves.  The  majority 
might  well  examine  the  costs  of  a  multitude  of  projects — 
Florida  ship  canal,  harnessing  the  tides  at  Passamaquody, 
the  experiments  in  resettlements,  the  wide  variety  of  ex- 
tended W.  P.  A.  excursion,  and  many,  many  more,  and  then 
figure  for  itself  what  the  cost  of  these  expenditures  might 
buy  today  in  the  shape  of  instnmients  of  preparedness.  No 
one  could  state  more  forcefully  the  peril  of  our  financial 
position  today  than  did  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  his 
appearance  before  the  Congress  in  connection  with  the  new 
tax  measure. 

None  of  the  explanations  or  excuses  that  debts  are  not 
debts  and  that  spending  is  a  new  streamlined  system  of  saving 
will  pay  for  1  hour's  work  on  a  battleship  or  buy  1  pound  of 
metal  for  an  airplane.  The  American  people  know  that,  and 
know  it  only  too  well.  As  they  are  faced  with  the  necessity 
of  providing  a  national  defense,  they  realize  fully  and  in  a 
very  practical  way  that  extravagant  social  experiments,  waste- 
ful political  excursions,  and  unsound  financial  practices  have 
seriously  impaired  pur  strength.  That  is  an  issue  made  for 
us  by  the  Democratic  Party. 

I  want  to  remind  the  distinguished  majority  leader  that 
the  policy  of  a  party  purge  is  a  real  issue;  In  fact,  an  issue  in 
which  some  of  his  own  party  stalwarts  may  still  be  much 
interested.  To  many  of  them,  it  is  probably  a  very  delicate 
Issue.  To  many  it  is  xmdoubtedly  a  taunting  memory.  To 
the  American  people  generally  it  smacks  of  foreign  philoso- 
phies not  altogether  democratic.  Its  victims  have  not  likely 
endorsed  it.  Its  survivors  can  hardly  be  said  to  be  reconciled 
to  it.  The  American  people  reject  it.  That  is  an  issue  made 
for  us  by  the  Democratic  Party. 

I  want  to  remind  the  distinguished  majority  leader  that  the 
Court-packing  program  of  the  administration  is  still  a  live 
issue  with  the  American  people.  They  have  not  forgotten  the 
attack  on  the  Independence  of  the  judiciary.  They  still  re- 
member the  tactics  resorted  to  and  the  stem  commands 
which  were  issued  to  ride  roughshod  over  Judicial  strong- 
holds. Even  the  emphasis  on  foreign  affairs  has  not  blotted 
out  the  memory  of  the  attempted  ruthless  ravage  of  Court 
interpretations.  The  defense  of  the  Independence  of  the 
Court  is  a  very  fundamental  part  of  the  dtifcnse  of  democracy. 

And,  Mr.  Speaker,  by  the  same  token,  that  which  would 
destroy  such  independence  must  inevitably  weaken  one  of  the 
foundations,  and  a  most  Important  foundation,  upon  which 
the  whole  citadel  of  free  institutions  Is  built.  Need  I  remind 
the  majority  leader  of  the  denunciation  of  the  purposes  of 
that  program  so  eloquently  voiced  by  an  able  and  fearless  son 
of  Texas  here  In  this  House?  Can  It  be  that  the  dlstingiUshed 
majority  leader  has  forgotten  that  memorable  occasion?  Is 
it  possible  that  the  courageous  stand  of  his  colleague  from 
Texas  made  no  impression  upon  him?  It  cannot  be.  Surely 
my  suggestion  is  aU  that  is  needed  to  refresh  the  mind  of  the 
dlstingxilshed  majority  leader  of  the  method  of  attack  and 
the  necessity  of  defense  at  that  time.  The  court-packing 
program  failed,  but  the  purposes  have  not  been  forgotten. 
That  is  an  issue  made  for  us  by  the  Democratic  Party. 

I  might  go  on,  Mr.  Speaker,  for  an  extended  time  reciting 
live  issues  made  for  the  minority  by  the  practices,  the  poU- 
cles,  the  purposes  of  the  party  in  power.  No  good  could  come 
of  such  a  recital  at  this  time.  It  inevitably  would  tend  to 
embarrass  my  friends  en  the  m.ajority  side  who  have  spon- 
sored, supported,  and  defended  the  philosophy  responsible  for 
the  whole  program.  I  have  no  such  purpose  in  mind.  Had 
not  the  majority  leader  suggested  the  absence  of  issues  I 
would  have  refrained  from  even  this  casual  reminder  of 
things  which  may  be  painful  to  many. 
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Let  me  assure  my  friend  for  whom  I  have  a  real  respect, 
the  able  and  distinguished  majority  leader,  that  the  Repub- 
lican Party  welcomes  the  opportunity  to  meet  the  issues  made 
for  it  by  the  Democratic  Party — issues  which  we  believe  are 
fundamental,  issues  which  go  to  the  heart  of  our  system  of 
government  and  our  way  of  life.  Issues  that  are  of  vital  im- 
portance today  as  the  Nation  faces  the  sterner  tasks  of  to- 
morrow, issues  that  will  determine  the  destiny  of  the  sub- 
stantial spirit  even  more  than  the  superficial  form  of  de- 
mocracy. Issues  which  will  command  the  attention.  Inspire  the 
seal,  and  challenge  the  devotion  of  men  and  women  through- 
out the  land — men  and  women  committed  to  the  cause  of 
constitutional  government  and  enlisted  for  the  defense  of 
the  heritages  which  they  treasure.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  MarcantonioI. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  these  3  short  min- 
utes there  are  two  protests  I  would  like  to  register  with 
regard  to  this  conference  report.  The  first  is  that  through 
appropriations  and  authorizations  there  will  have  been  taken 
cut  of  the  Treasury  by  our  action  this  year  over  $10,000.- 
000,000  for  war  purposes.  For  relief  and  for  the  unem- 
ployed we  appropriate  only  $975,650,000.  This  conference 
report  still  retains  the  18  months'  clause,  discriminates 
against  the  foreign-born,  continues  the  drastic  wage  cuts, 
violates  the  Bill  of  Rights,  does  not  restore  the  prevailing 
wage,  and  In  general  crucifies  the  W.  P.  A.  worker.  The 
workers  throughout  the  country  are  receivinig  discharge  no- 
tices every  day.  However,  as  the  program  \a  imiforms  and 
not  overalls,  this  conference  report  is  in  line  With  It. 

The  second  protest  I  now  register  against  this  conference 
report  is  the  manner  In  which  they  put  over  the  amendment 
exempting  labor  exploiters  in  Puerto  Rico  from  the  jirovi- 
sions  of  the  wage-hour  law.  After  we  committed  the  wage- 
hour  amendments  in  this  House.  Senator  Kino,  of  Utah,  took 
a  District  of  Columbia  bill,  providing  for  the  hospitalization 
of  Virgin  Islanders  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  added 
to  that  bill  this  amendment  exempting  labor  exploiters  in 
Puerto  Rico  from  the  provisions  of  the  wage -hour  law.  Pall- 
ing to  get  action  over  here  on  that  bill,  he  then  takes  this 
relief  bill  and  he  adds  the  aame  amendment  excluding  the 
Puerto  Rican  workers  from  the  protection  of  the  wage-hour 
law.  It  is  most  unfortunate,  and  I  certainly  deplore  the 
fact  that  the  majority  of  the  House  conferees  permitted  the 
amendment  to  go  into  this  conference  report  without  any 
protest  and  without  any  fight. 

The  fact  that  this  unusual  and  inordinate  procedure  wai 
resorted  to  demonstrates  conclusively  the  weakness  of  the 
case  of  the  labor  exploiters  who  were  behind  this  amendment. 
Before  the  present  session  la  over  I  ahall  Introduce  a  reaolu- 
tion  to  investigate  the  vicious  lobby  that  put  this  thing  over 
on  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  by  this  most  fantastic 
procedure.  In  my  Investigation  request  I  shall  reveal  all  of 
the  facts.  I  am  going  to  state  who  is  who  and  what  is  what, 
and  give  the  details  of  the  viciotu  lobby  that  operated  to  put 
this  thing  over. 

Mr.  TABER.   Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  TABER.  This  Puerto  Rican  situation  has  been  terrible 
for  a  long  time.  The  Puerto  Rican  Reconstruction  Adminis- 
tration and  the  way  it  has  been  operated  has  been  awful. 
This  latest  performance  of  discriminating  between  the  people 
down  there  and  the  people  up  here  is  ridiculous. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  We  are  not  doing  anything  for  the 
people  of  Puerto  Rico.  By  this  amendment  we  are  aiding  and 
abetting  their  exploiters,  a  gang  of  chiselers  who  are  unscru- 
pulous and  parasitical.  The  leader  of  this  needle-industry 
lobby  was  a  Mr.  Schweitzer,  who  was  assisted  by  a  Mr.  James 
Lanzetta,  who  received  $10,000  a  year  from  the  treasury  of 
Puerto  Rico  and  at  the  same  time  comes  down  here  and  lobbys 
against  the  best  interests  of  the  Puerto  Rican  people. 

What  consideration  are  we  giving  to  the  people  of  Puerto 
Rico?    In  this  relief  bill  we  have  cut  Puerto  Rico  from  $7,000»- 


000  to  $5,000,000  for  relief  purposes.  On  the  other  hand,  we 
give  the  vilest  gang  of  lat>or  exploiters  from  New  York  City, 
who  exploit  those  women  and  children  in  Puerto  Rico,  particu- 
larly in  the  needle  trade,  by  virtue  of  this  relief  bill,  relief  from 
the  provisions  of  the  wage-hour  law.  What  a  mockery, 
■niere  is  dirty  business  behind  this  thing  and  I  am  going  to 
prove  it  to  the  Congress  before  we  adjourn.     [Applause.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Fish]. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to  confine  my  remarks 
to  section  40  on  page  47.  which  provides  for  an  appropria- 
tion of  $50,000,000  for  purposes  of  relief.  It  practically  turns 
this  money  over  to  the  President  to  distribute  through  the 
American  Red  Cross  or  any  other  agency  he  designates. 

I  am  in  favor  of  the  amendment  and  the  proposal,  but  I 
wish  to  make  the  prediction  that  Uils  is  just  the  start  of  what 
America  will  probably  have  to  do  in  the  next  few  years.  As 
most  Members  of  the  House  know,  I  am  an  isolationist  from 
foreign  wars,  but  I  am  not  an  isolationist  from  arbitration 
and  peaceful  methods,  and  particularly  from  humanitarian 
efforts  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  of  America.  I  be- 
lieve we  have  a  great  moral  duty  toward  the  world,  first,  to 
keep  out  of  European  and  Asiatic  wars;  and.  second,  be- 
cause we  are  the  richest  nation  in  the  world,  with  great  sur- 
pluses of  wheat,  corn,  and  cotton,  that  we  will  have  either 
to  give  or  loan  those  farm  siuiJluses  for  the  next  2  or  3 
years  to  these  war-ridden  countries.  In  my  judgment,  we 
should  not  loan  them  but  give  them  outright  and  ask  nothing 
in  return  and  expect  nothing  in  return;  not  even  thanks. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  may  even  have  to  revise  our  whole  agri- 
cultural program.  Why  give  the  farmers  a  billion  dollars  a 
year  to  destroy  their  crops  of  wheat,  corn,  and  cotton,  and 
so  on?  We  may  have  to  let  the  farmers  grow  all  they  want 
and  buy  those  crops  for  a  billion  dollars,  and  then  give  this 
surplus  to  the  Eiiropean  countries  which  have  been  Invaded, 
and  where  women  and  children  will  be  starving  to  death 
within  6  months'  time,  or  by  next  winter. 

This  $50,000,000  contribution  originated  in  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs,  when  we  authorized  the  $15,000,000  loan 
to  Poland,  which  was  reported  almost  unanimously.  I  said 
at  that  time— «nd  I  offered  an  amendment  to  that  effect- 
that  it  ought  to  apply  to  similarly  affllcUd  nations.  It  should 
now  apply  not  only  to  Poland  but  to  Norway,  Denmark,  Bel- 
gium. Holland,  and  France,  because  if  this  European  war 
continues  for  the  next  0  months  or  so  and  into  the  next 
winter  there  will  be  50.000,000  people  etarvlng  in  Europe. 

We  cannot  hold  up  our  heads  if  we  destroy  our  crops  and 
destroy  foodstuffs  and  let  these  people  starve  to  death,  when 
we  could  have  a  surplus  by  letting  our  farmers  grow  what 
they  have  a  right  to  grow,  and  take  the  same  amount  of 
money  and  buy  those  crops  from  the  farmers  and  give  them 
to  these  destitute  nations  for  their  starving  women  and 
children. 

So  I  submit.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  $50,000,000  is  Just  a  drop  in 
the  bucket.  It  is  not  meant  merely  for  the  Red  Cross, 
because  the  Red  Cross  only  distributes  medical  supplies,  not 
foodstuffs.  These  foodstuffs  must  go  through  a  separate 
agency,  an  agency  such  as  we  created  during  the  World  War 
under  Herbert  Hoover  for  the  relief  of  the  Belgians. 
Seven  hundred  million  dollars  was  spent  in  4  years  to  keep 
the  Belgian  people  alive.  I  predict  that  we  will  loave  to  spend 
a  billion  dollars  within  the  next  few  years  to  keep  the  people 
of  Europe  alive.  I  believe  this  great  country  of  ours  has  that 
moral  obligation. 

Some  may  say  to  me  as  they  have  in  the  past  that  I  am 
an  isolationist,  but  I  am  only  an  isolationist  from  war,  not 
from  peace,  not  from  good  will,  not  from  arbitration,  and  not 
from  feeding  starving  people  in  foreign  lands.  I  believe  that 
is  exactly  what  we  will  have  to  do.  This  $50,000,000  is  the 
first  step.  It  may  have  to  be  duplicated  within  6  months,  but 
in  the  meanwhile,  we  may  have  to  change  our  whole  program 
of  scarcity  and  have  a  program  of  abundance  for  the  farmers 
of  this  country.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  feiLJ 
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NATIONAL   DEFENSS 

Mr.  MAY  submitted  a  conference  report  and  statement  on 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the 
national  defense. 

RELUtr  AND  WORK  RELIIF  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  1941 — CONFERENCl 

REPORT 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  srield  3^2  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Voorhis]. 

Mr.  VOORraS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  like  what 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  said  about  making  construc- 
tive use  of  everything  that  America  can  produce.  And  I 
agree  with  him  about  our  doing  everything  we  can  for  peace 
and  for  the  relief  of  suffering  everywhere.  We  should  cer- 
tainly encourage  our  farmers  to  produce  all  they  can  and. 
of  course,  the  way  to  do  that  is  to  assure  them  that  what 
they  produce  will  be  purchased  from  them  at  a  fair  price. 
To  purchase  it  and  relieve  suffering  abroad  is  one  good  thing 
to  do.  I  should  like  to  point  out,  however,  that  we  already 
have  a  program  for  the  constructive  use  of  our  farm  products 
by  our  own  people.  That  program,  which  should  be  ex- 
panded. Is  lr>  the  form  of  the  stamp  plan  of  the  Surpliu^ 
Commodities  Corporation.  I  am  very  much  In  favor  of  its 
use  to  get  food  into  the  hands  of  the  American  people  who 
are  In  need  of  it,  as  they  are  today,  as  well  as  to  relieve  the 
needs  of  other  nations.  There  is  added  to  this  bill  $50,000,000 
for  that  purpose.  I  wish  it  had  been  $100,000,000.  I  wish 
the  conferees  had  agreed  on  the  Senate  figure  in  that  respect, 
especially  In  view  of  the  loss  of  foreign  markets  for  so  many 
of  our  farm  commodities  and  In  view  of  the  great  importance 
of  having  a  well -nourished  Nation  as  we  face  these  trying 
times. 

I  also  wish  that  we  could  find  out  what  the  true  relation- 
ship is  between  money  as  entitlement  to  buy  and  wealth 
produced  as  real  purchasing  power.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
go  Into  debt  in  order  to  provide  the  means  of  putting  that 
wealth  produced  into  the  hands  of  the  people  who  are  in 
need  of  it.  As  long  as  the  price  level  for  farm  commodities 
Is  below  parity  we  should  be  purchasing  from  the  farmer,  or 
enabling  our  needy  people  to  purchase  from  him  with  new 
money  or  credit  created  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  Insert  at  this 
point  in  the  Record  a  very  brief  paragraph  from  an  article 
by  Mr.  Willis  Overholser  appearing  in  the  Waukegan  News- 
Sun,  that  illustrates  the  point  I  have  just  made. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  lUe  gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection.  n 

.    The  matter  referred  to  follows: 


J 


We  develop  surpluses  and  then.  Instead  of  paying  pensions  an*., 
relief  wages  with  those  surpluses,  we  plow  them  under,  destroy 
them,  and  shut  down  factories  until  the  surpluses  disappear. 
Instead  of  Just  asking  the  question.  "Where  are  we  going  to  get 
the  money?"  we  should  a.sk  ourselves.  "How  are  we  going  to  make 
adjustments  In  our  outmoded  financial  system  which  will  enable 
'  us  to  pay  pensions,  relief  needs,  etc..  with  these  so-called  sur- 
.'     pluses  and  the  potential  products  of  closed-down  factories?" 

Thus  we  should  quit  trying  to  cut  down  our  badly  needed  pro- 
duction to  the  size  of  an  outmoded  pocketlxxJk.  We  should  get 
rid  of  some  of  our  stubbornness  and  should  develop  enough 
Imagination   and    Ingenuity    to   modernize   the    pcckett>ook. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  next 
place.  I  am  extremely  regretful  that  the  conferees  were  not 
able  to  hold  the  provision  we  put  into  this  bill  to  protect 
people  45  years  of  age  and  older  who  are  heads  of  famiLes 
from  the  application  of  the  18-month  nile.  I  think  it  works 
an  injustice  on  those  people  to  have  that  rule  applied  to 
them.  I  do  not  think  it  should  be  applied  to  them.  They 
are  the  people  to  whom  a  W.  P.  A.  job  means  the  difference 
between  self-respecting  work  and  direct  relief. 

In  the  next  place,  it  is  important  for  us  to  consider  just 
as  carefully,  if  not  more  so.  than  we  ever  have,  our  public 
works  employment  program,  provided  for  in  part  in  this  bill. 
America  needs  every  person  in  this  country  to  be  at  work 
at  things  she  needs  to  get  done.  We  cannot  afford  to  have 
people  unemployed  In  this  country  now.  We  need  to  make 
cpnstructive  use  of  the  labor  of  everybody.  When  you  con- 
sider the  amount  of  money  we  have  appropriated  for  de- 


fense— and  I  voted  for  every  dollar  of  It — it  seems  to  me 
that  we  must  realize  that  to  provide  funds  as  we  are  doing 
In  this  conference  report  for  the  purpose  of  putting  cur  peo- 
ple to  work  at  constructive  Jobs  is  a  matter  of  certainly 
equal  Importance  from  the  standpoint  of  national  defense. 
Our  Nation  will  be  strong  to  the  extent  that  all  of  us  are  at 
work. 

I  should  also  like  to  see  the  program  for  preventing  farm 
tenancy  broadened  more  than  it  is  now.  I  only  ask  you  to 
consider  the  difference  in  feeling  and  attitude  between  the 
man  who  owns  his  modest  acres  of  good  American  soil  and 
the  man  who  must  see  his  family  driven  from  pillar  to  post 
in  search  of  an  odd  job  here  and  there.  Now,  we  have 
$1,682,000,000  of  silver  seigniorage  lying  idle  in  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States  right  now.  You  could  turn  back 
the  tide  of  Increasing  farm  tenancy,  and  you  can  help  solve 
this  urgent  problem  if  you  would  make  use  of  some  of  that, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  it  possible  for  these  migrant  peo- 
ple, farm  labor,  and  farm  tenants,  to  become  owners  of 
farms.  Rome  fell  because  she  did  not  do  that  very  thing. 
May  I  say  that  America's  strength  is  Increased  every  time 
that  is  done.  At  this  point,  I  want  to  call  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  very  simple,  one-page  bill  which  I  have  Intro- 
duced on  this  very  matter  of  turning  our  tenants  and  mi- 
grant farm  laborers  into  farm  owners.  The  text  of  that  bill 
is  as  follows: 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Tre««iry  la  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  make  available  to  the  Secretary  of  Aa- 
rlculture  for  the  ptirpowa  act  forth  in  aectlon  3  of  thla  act  the  sum 
of  11. 000.000  000  by  the  Issue  of  .liver  certificate  In  the  agSS 
gate  amount  of  $1,000,000,000  purauant  to  section  6  of  the  Silver 

S«c  2  The  amount*  appropriated  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Secretary)  by  section  1  of  this  act 
shall  be  available  for  the  making  of  loans  to  farm  tenants  farm 
laborers,  and  sharecroppers  for  the  acquisition  of  farms  under  the 
terms  and  provisions  of  title  I  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Farm  Tenant 
Act.  approved  July  22.  1937  (7  U.  S.  C.  1000-1006)  :  Proiided  That 
If  as  to  any  county  the  Secretary  shall  find  that  Individual  family- 
sized  farms  meeting  the  requirements  of  said  act  are  not  available 
for  purchase  by  Individual  borrowers  and  that  the  pvirposes  of  said 
act  can  best  be  effectuated  by  the  purchase  and  subdivision  of  large 
tracts,  the  Secretary  shaU  be  authorized  to  acquire  such  trac^ 
to  make  necessary  repairs  and  Improvements  thereon,  and  to  enter 
into  contracts  for  the  sale  thereof  to  such  applicants  as  are  certl- 
,.  ..?7  ^^^  county  committee  established  under  said  act  as  beine 
eligible  for  the  benefits  thereof  and  upon  tenna  conforming  with 
the  conditions  set  forth  in  said  act. 

America's  strength  for  national-defense  purposes  is  in- 
creased to  the  extent  that  the  people  of  this  country  know 
that  their  Congress  is  going  to  see  to  it  that  every  person  in 
this  country  has  the  best  possible  stake  in  the  ideals  this 
country  stands  for. 

TRIBtm  TO  THE  SPEAKER 

May  I  say  In  conclusion  on  quite  a  different  subject  that  a 
new  Member  of  this  House,  and  a  young  Member  operates 
under  certain  disabilities.  I  did  not  believe  I  ever'  felt  that 
disability  quite  so  much  as  I  did  today,  when  I  wanted  so 
badly,  although  I  knew  it  was  not  in  place  for  me  to  do  so 
to  ask  for  at  least  a  minute  in  which  I  might  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  pay  tribute  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  as 
was  done  so  beautifully  by  some  of  the  older  Members'  I 
should  just  like  to  say  that  to  me  he  has  been  a  real  inspira- 
tion, and  that  the  years  I  have  spent  under  his  Speakership 
will  be  something  I  will  cherish  as  long  as  I  live,  whatever 
the  future  may  hold. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  in  connection  with  my  remarks  I  may  be 
permitted  to  include  the  text  of  a  very  short  biU. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  ReeceI. 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  taking- this 
opportumty  to  address  the  House  with  reference  to  amend- 
ment No.  68.  which  proposes  to  amend  section  13  of  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Act.    Section  13  of  this  act  is  the  section  in 
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which  provision  Is  made  to  pay  to  the  States  of  Alabama  and 
Tennessee  5  percent  of  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  T.  V.  A,  for 
tax-replacement  purposes.  This  amendment  now  proposes  to 
amend  section  13  for  two  purposes:  Rrst,  to  provide  an 
equitable  distribution  of  the  money  which  is  now  authorized 
by  this  provision,  and,  then  to  increase  the  amount  for  a 
period  of  8  years,  at  the  end  of  which  time  it  would  be  re- 
duced to  the  5  percent  now  provided  In  section  13,  so  as  to 
take  care  of  the  requirements  of  the  counties  which  are  so 
seriously  affected  by  the  power  property  which  has  been  ac- 
quired by  the  T.  V.  A.  and  thereby  removed  from  taxation. 
Some  of  the  counties  affected  have  lost  as  much  as  70  percent 
of  their  revenue.  Seventy  of  the  nlnety-flve  counties  in  Ten- 
nessee are  affected.  Some  of  these  counties  have  lost  as  much 
as  42  percent  of  their  revenue,  and  there  is  no  provision  in  the 
constitution  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  by  which  any  of  this 
5  percent  now  being  paid  may  be  redistributed  to  the  coim- 
ties  of  the  State.  Unless  some  provision  is  made  for  these 
counties,  they  will  default  upon  their  bonds  and  other  obliga- 
tions, and  will  be  forced  to  close  their  school. 

The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  has  placed  in  the  rate  base 
12^  percent  for  tax  purposes,  which  is  added  to  the  cost  of 
the  power  to  the  consumers  and  which  is  held  as  a  trust  fund 
for  the  purpose  of  repaying  these  taxes  to  the  counties  in- 
volved, but  It  Is  without  authority  to  make  the  payment  to 
the  counties  unless  this  amendment  is  adopted. 

It  Is  a  matter  of  the  gravest  concern  to  the  people  of  Ten- 
nessee and  the  other  States  affected  that  this  amendment  be 
adopted,  and  I  think  It  Is  in  accordance  with  sound  princi- 
ples of  legislation  that  it  be  adopted.  When  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment goes  Into  a  private  operation  in  competition  with 
private  enterprise.  I  think  there  should  be  a  provision  for  pay- 
ment of  taxes  or  payment  of  money  in  lieu  of  taxes,  and,  in 
keeping  with  that  policy,  the  T.  V.  A.  has  included  in  its  rate 
base  12  Vi  percent  for  this  purpose,  and  unless  we  give  it 
authority  to  disburse  this  money  to  the  counties  involved, 
these  counties  are  going  into  liquidation,  their  schools  will 
be  closed,  and  It  is  almost  a  matter  of  life  and  death  to  these 
counties  and  the  people  who  live  in  them.  A  great  injustice 
will  be  done  unless  this  provision  is  included  in  the  bill,  and. 
since  the  money  for  these  payments  is  received  from  an  in- 
crease in  wholesale  power  rates  for  this  purpose,  it  will  not 
cost  the  United  States  Treasury  one  cent.  ^ 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  pre- 
vious question  on  the  conference  report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Thomason).  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  DwoRsiiAK)  there  were — ayes  76.  noes  46. 

So  the  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  who  have  spoken  on  the  conference  report 
and  all  who  will  speak  on  the  one  amendment  In  disagree- 
ment may  have  5  legislative  days  within  which  to  extend 
their  own  remarks  in  the  Rkcoso. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  a  point  of  order  that 
a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  count.  (Af- 
ter counting.)  One  hundred  and  seventy -nine  Members  are 
present,  not  a  quorxim. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  MissourL  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  a  call  of 
the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  when  the  following  Members 
failed  to  answer  to  their  names: 


(RoU 

No.  180] 

Drewry 

Lemke 

Sheridan 

Boehne 

Durham 

Mffft# 

South 

Bolton 

Halleck 

Merrltt 

Thomas  of  N.  J 

Burgln 

Barter  of  Ohio 

Mitchell 

White  of  Idaho 

Chlpcrfletd 

Horton 

Monroney 

Wood 

Cluett 

Keller 

Mimdt 

Darrow 

Klrwan 

iftomjue 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Three  hundred  and  ninety- 
six  Members  have  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  proceedings  under  the  call 
were  dispensed  with. 

extension  of  hemarks 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  figures  relating  to  the  Treasury  general-fund  bal- 
ance, supplied  me  by  the  General  Accounting  Office  and  the 
Treasury  Department. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

WORK    RELIET    AND    RELIEF    APPROPRIATION    BILL,     1»41— CONFER- 
ENCE   REPORT 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Clerk  will  report  the 
Senate  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  68:   Page  42,  after  line  23.  Insert: 

"Sec.  39.  Section  13  of  the  Tenneesee  VaUey  Authority  Act  of 
1933  la  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'See.  13.  In  order  to  render  financial  assistance  to  tho«e  States 
and  local  governments  in  which  the  power  operations  of  the  Cor- 
poration are  carried  on  and  in  which  the  Corporation  has  acquired 
properties  previously  subject  to  8Ut«  and  local  tAxatlon,  the 
board  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  said  States  and  tha 
coimtles  therein,  for  each  fiscal  year,  beginning  July  1.  1940.  the 
following  percentages  of  the  gross  proceed.*)  derived  from  the  sale 
of  power  by  the  Corporation  for  the  preceding  fiscal  year  as  here- 
inafter provided,  together  with  such  additional  amounts  as  may 
be  payable  pursuant  to  the  provisions  hereinafter  set  forth,  said 
payments  to  constitute  a  charge  against  the  power  operations  of 
the  Corporation:  For  the  fiscal  year  (beginning  Jtily  I)  1940. 
10  percent;  1941,  9  percent;  1942.  8  percent;  1943.  7Vi  percent; 
1944.  7  percent;  1945.  «>4  percent;  1946.  6  percent;  1947.  »>/i 
percent;  1948  and  each  fiscal  year  thereafter,  6  percent.  "Oross 
proceeds."  as  used  In  this  section,  is  defined  as  the  total  gross 
proceeds  derived  by  the  Corporation  from  the  sale  of  power  for 
the  preceding  fiscal  year,  excluding  power  used  by  the  Corpora- 
tion or  sold  or  delivered  to  any  other  department  or  agency  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  for  any  purpose  other  than  the 
resale  thereof.  The  payments  herein  authorized  are  In  lieu  of 
taxation,  and  the  Corporation,  its  property,  franchises,  and  In- 
come are  hereby  expressly  exempted  from  taxation  In  any  manner 
or  form  by  any  State,  county,  municipality,  or  any  subdivision  or 
district  thereof. 

"  'The  payment  for  each  fiscal  year  shall  be  apportioned  among 
said  States  in  the  following  manner:  One-half  of  said  payment  shall 
be  apportioned  by  paying  to  each  State  the  percentage  thereof 
which  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  power  sales  by  the  Ckjrporatlon 
within  said  State  during  the  preceding  fiscal  year  bears  to  the  total 
gross  proceeds  from  all  power  sales  by  the  Corporation  during  the 
preceding  fiscal  year;  the  remaining  one-half  of  said  payment  shall 
be  apportioned  by  paying  to  each  State  the  percentage  thereto 
which  the  book  value  of  the  power  property  held  by  the  Corporation 
within  said  State  at  the  end  of  the  preceding  fiscal  year  bears  to  the 
total  book  value  of  all  such  property  held  by  the  Corporation  on  the 
same  date.  The  book  value  of  power  property  shall  Include  that 
portion  of  the  Investment  allocated  or  estimated  to  be  allocable 
to  power:  Provided,  That  the  minimum  annual  payment  to  each 
State  (Including  payments  to  counties  therein)  shall  not  be  less 
than  an  amount  equal  to  the  2-year  average  of  the  State  and  local 
ad  valorem  property  taxes  levied  against  power  property  pxirchased 
and  operated  by  the  Corporation  In  said  State  and  against  that  por- 
tion of  reservoir  lands  related  to  dams  constructed  by  or  on  behadf 
of  the  United  States  Government  and  held  or  operated  by  the 
Corporation  and  allocated  or  estimated  to  be  allocable  to  power. 
The  said  2-year  average  shall  be  calculated  for  the  last  2  tax  years 
during  which  said  proF>crty  was  privately  owned  and  operated  or  said 
land  was  privately  owned:  Provided  further.  That  the  minimum 
annual  pajrment  to  each  State  In  which  the  Corporation  owns  and 
operates  power  property  (including  payments  to  counties  therein) 
shall  not  be  less  than  •10,(X>0  in  any  case:  Provided  further.  That 
the  Corporation  shall  pay  directly  to  the  respective  counties  the 
2-year  average  of  county  ad  valorem  property  taxes  (including  taxes 
levied  by  taxing  districts  within  the  respective  counties)  upon 
power  property  and  reservoir  lands  allocable  to  power,  determined  as 
above  provided,  and  all  payments  to  any  such  county  within  a  State 
shall  be  deducted  Irom  the  payment  otherwise  due  to  such  State 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section.  The  determination  of  the 
board  of  the  amounts  due  hereunder  to  the  respective  States  and 
counties  shall  be  final. 

"  "The  payments  above  provided  shall  In  each  case  be  made  to  the 
State  or  county  In  equal  monthly  installments  beginning  not  later 
than  July  31,  1940. 

"  'Nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  limit  the  authority  of  the 
CorF>oratlon  In  its  contracts  for  the  sale  of  power  to  municipalities.) 
to  permit  or  provide  for  the  resale  of  power  at  rates  which  may  In- 
clude an  amount  to  cover  tax-equivalent  payments  to  the  munlcl- 
pcdlty  In  lieu  of  State,  coimty,  and  municipal  taxes  upon  any  distri- 
bution system  or  property  owned  by  the  municipality,  or  any  agency 
thereof,  conditioned  upon  a  proper  distribution  by  the  municipality 
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of  any  amounts  collerted  by  It  In  lieu  of  State  or  county  taxes  upon 
any  such  distribution  system  or  property;  it  being  the  intention  ut 
Congress  that  either  the  municipality  or  the  State  In  which  the 
municipality  is  situated  shall  provide  for  the  proper  distribution  lo 
the  State  and  county  of  any  portion  of  tax  equivalent  so  collected 
by  the  municipality  In  lieu  of  State  or  county  taxes  upon  any  sucti 
distribution  system  or  property. 

"The  Corporation  shall,  not  later  than  January  1,  1945,  submit 
to  the  Congress  a  report  on  the  operation  of  the  provisions  of  this 
_  section,  including  a  statement  of  the  distribution  to  the  various 
States  and  counties  hereunder:  the  effect  of  the  operation  of  the 
provisions  of  this  section  on  State  and  local  finances;  an  appraisal 
of  the  benefits  of  the  program  of  the  Corporation  to  the  States  and 
counties  receiving  payments  hereunder,  and  the  effect  of  such  bene- 
fits In  Increasing  taxable  values  within  such  States  and  counties; 
and  such  other  data,  information,  and  recommendations  as  may  be 
pertinent  to  future  legislation.'  " 

--  Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendr 
ment  and  concur  in  the  same. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  report  the 
motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  "  i 

Ur.  Cannon  of  Missouri  moves  that  the  Hotise  recede  from  Its 
disagreement  to  Senate  amendment  numbered  68  and  conctir  in 
the  same. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr,  Sp.<u{XMAn]. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  short  time  allotted 
me  1  shall  endeavor  to  explain  briefly  what  this  proposition 
Is.  This  is  commonly  known  as  the  T.  V.  A.  tax  amendment, 
and  It  has  been  put  on  as  a  rider  In  the  Senate.  All  of  you 
are  probably  aware  of  the  fact  that  in  the  T.  V.  A.  Act  as 
originally  passed,  and  as  it  stands  today,  in  section  13  provir 
fiion  is  made  for  the  pajmient  of  5  percent  of  the  revenues 
from  power  to  the  States  of  Alabama  and  Tennessee,  based 
upon  the  amoimt  of  power  generated  in  each  one  of  those 
States.  This  bill  simply  seeks  to  change  this  section  13  in 
two  respects.  First,  it  changes  the  amount  immediately  to 
10  percent  of  fhe  power  revenues  for  the  first  year  and  then 
drops  to  9  percent,  and  cor\tlnues  to  drop  until  1948,  when  it 
gets  back  to  the  present  level  of  5  percent,  and  then  it  levels 
it  off  at  5  percent  for  all  time  thereafter;  and  in  that  con- 
nection let  me  say  that  under  the  section  as  it  exists  now  the 
5  percent  is  not  fixed  by  statute.  The  Board  may  at  5-year 
intervals,  with  the  approval  of  the  President,  change  that 
amount  upward.  While  this  bill  would  give  a  temporary 
Increase,  at  the  end  of  the  time  during  which  that  tempo- 
rary Increase  works  it  would  level  it  off  and  thereafter  there 
would  be  no  flexibility  In  it.  The  other  respect  in  which  it  Is 
changed  is  the  method  of  distribution. 

The  present  5  percent  is  payable  to  only  two  States.  Ala-; 
bama  and  Tennessee,  but  dams  have  been  built  and  waters 
impounded  in  the  States  of  North  Carolina.  Georgia,  Ten- 
nessee. Alabama.  Mississippi,  and  Kentucky,  making  six 
States  that  are  vitally  concerned.  About  a  year  ago  we 
bought  considerable  properties  from  the  Tennessee  Electric 
Power  Co.  That  has  produced  an  acute  tax  situation.  This 
bill  would  change  the  provision  regarding  payments  to  be 
made  to  two  States  and  permit  payments  to  all  six  States. 
Then,  Instead  of  making  payments  based  upon  the  place 
where  the  power  Is  generated,  it  would  set  up  a  formula  so 
that  one-half  of  the  amoimt  to  be  paid  would  be  paid  to 
these  States  according  to  the  amount  of  power  sales  in  those 
respective  States  and  the  other  half  in  accordance  with  the 
amount  of  property  owned  by  the  T.  V.  A.  in  that  State  allo- 
cated to  power.  When  I  say  payments  to  the  States  I  mean 
to  the  States  and  the  counties  thereof,  because  the  bill  does 
carry  a  provision  to  allow  pajTnents  directly  to  the  coimtics 
up  to  the  amount  of  the  ad  valorem  tax  loss  from  the  property 
allotted  to  power. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  amendment  as  proposed  Instead  of  car- 
rying 5  percent  of  the  gross  revenue  carries  10  percent,  with 
a  gradual  scaling  down  over  a  period  of  years. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Yes.  I  have  just  explained  that — until 
1948  when  it  goes  back  to  5  percent. 


Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  Could  the  gentleman  give  us  the 
assessed  valuation  of  counties  that  will  benefit  imder  this, 
previous  to  the  enactment  of  the  clause,  and  at  the  time  the 
public  utilities  were  taken  out  of  taxation.  That  would  be 
the  fair  basis  to  find  out  the  loss. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  have  only  about  a  minute  left  and  I 
could  not  do  it  in  that  time. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.  I  asked  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee to  furnish  me  that.  I  am  sympathetic  with  the  idea. 
I  wanted  that  information  and  they  promised  to  send  it  to 
me. 

Mr.  SPARKJ.1AN.  It  is  available,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  put 
in  the  Record.  May  I  go  on  for  a  minute  to  say  something 
to  you  about  the  reason  this  comes  up  in  this  form?  I  realize 
that  this  is  Irregular.  This  bill  was  introduced  in  the  House 
in  July  1939.  We  started  hearings  on  the  23d  of  January  of 
this  year  and  continued  them  through  the  20th  of  February. 

I  have  here  the  printed  hearings  on  this  bill — 544  pages — 
without  one  single  word  of  opposition  to  it.  The  plan  was 
worked  out  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  the  Governors 
of  the  States  concerned,  with  tax  experts,  and  it  came  In  and 
there  was  not  one  single  word  of  opposition  to  it.  Yet  when 
the  vote  was  taken  in  our  committee  the  vote  stood  12  to  12 
on  a  motion  to  table  the  bill.  Finally  it  was  tabled  by  a  vote 
of  12  to  10.  with  2  members  absent  and  the  chairman  not 
voting.  So  the  vote  in  the  committee  really  stood  13  to  12 
to  table  this  bill.  It  became  necessary,  in  order  for  the  House 
to  have  the  privilege  of  voting  on  it,  to  bring  it  in  as  a  rider 
on  this  report.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  FaddisJ. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  amazed,  astounded,  and 
indeed  alarmed  to  see  a  matter  as  revolutionary  and  far- 
reaching  as  this  injected  into  a  bill  in  this  fashion.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  if  the  American  people  were  aware  of  what  is 
going  on  they  would  be  alarmed  also  to  see  one  of  the  great 
bodies  of  this  Congress,  which  is  popularly  supposed  to  be 
deliberative  in  its  actions,  try  to  inject  a  far-reaching  change 
in  our  legislative  procedure  in  a  bill  of  this  kind. 

Here  is  a  matter  that  reverses  our  entire  system  of  admin- 
istering Federal  property  injected  into  a  relief  bill;  injected 
into  it  in  a  manner  which,  if  the  relief  bUl  were  before  the 
House,  could  not  by  any  stretch  of  the  imagination  be  consid- 
ered as  being  germane. 

Now  what  are  the  facts  in  connection  with  this  matter? 
They  are  simply  these;  After  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
purchased  the  Tennessee  Electric  Power  Co.  they  removed 
from  the  field  of  taxation  throughout  the  State  of  Tennessee 
the  properties  of  that  corporation.  They  took  from  counties 
any\v'here  from  42  to  70  percent  of  their  taxable  assets.  Now 
they  have  come  to  realize  that  they  cannot  have  their  cake 
and  eat  it.  too.  They  are  back  to  the  Congress  asking  us  to 
take  from  the  General  Treasury  of  the  United  States  money 
to  reimburse  them  for  the  taxes  they  have  lost.  I  feel  gen- 
uinely sorry  for  these  smaU  coimties  in  Tennessee,  but  I  sub- 
mit to  this  House  in  all  fairness  that  the  General  Treasury  of 
the  United  States  shoiUd  not  be  penalized  because  four  locali- 
ties in  the  State  of  Tennessee  are  benefiting  greatly  at  the 
expense  of  some  70  other  counties.  If  this  matter  is  to  be 
adjusted,  certainly  in  all  fairness,  both  to  the  counties  con- 
cerned and  to  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States  these  4 
municipalities,  4  large  centers  in  Tennessee— KnoxvUle. 
Chattanooga,  Memphis,  and  Nashville — should  make  up  the 
deficiency  in  the  small  counties,  because  those  localities  alone 
are  securing  the  benefit.  They  are  benefiting  in  excess  of 
$4,000,000  each  year  through  the  retail  of  power  purchased 
from  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  wholesale. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FADDIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Will  the  gentleman  explain  to  me  why  It  Is 
these  four  particular  localities  are  benefited  at  the  expense 
of  other  coimties  in  the  State? 

Mr.  FADDIS.  I  just  explained  It.  They  are  purchasing 
power  from  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  at  wholesale  rates. 
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and  they  are  retailing  It  to  their  subscribers  In  other  localities 
and  making  over  $4,000,000  a  year  by  doing  so. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FADDIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BRADLETY  of  Michigan.  Does  not  the  gentleman  real- 
ize that  there  are  many  counties  in  northern  Michigan  and 
Wisconsin  that  have  had  their  lands  taken  for  national- 
forest  purposes  and  thereby  lost  a  great  deal  of  revenue? 

Mr.  FADDIS.  That  is  quite  true.  There  are  many  ex- 
amples of  the  same  kind  all  over  the  United  States.  In  the 
city  of  Hot>oken,  N.  J.,  the  Federal  Government  took  the  docks 
of  the  North  German  Lloyd  Steamship  Co.  during  the  World 
War,  which  has  taken  that  property  out  of  the  field  of  taxa- 
tion. This  municipality  has  lost  a  great  deal  of  revenue  from 
this  source.  There  are  many  places  throughout  the  United 
States  that  are  laboring  under  just  such  disadvantage  be- 
cause the  Federal  Government  has  acquired  properties  which 
have  been  subject  to  taxation  by  localities,  and  in  no  case 
have  those  localities  come  to  Washington  asking  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  take  from  the  Federal  Treas- 
ury money  to  reimburse  them  for  the  taxes  lost. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FADDIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN,  The  gentleman  referred  to  the  taking 
of  land  for  forest  purposes.  Does  not  the  gentleman  know 
that  under  a  statute  that  has  been  passed  by  the  Congress 
these  many  years.  25  percent  of  the  revenues  from  the  sale  of 
public  lands  devoted  to  forest  purposes  is  paid  to  the  States 
from  which  the  land  is  taken? 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Tliat  is  not  a  comparable  case.  The  Fed- 
eral ownership  and  control  of  these  forest  lands  does  not 
bring  direct  financial  assistance  to  the  localities  in  which 
these  lands  are  located.  Neither  has  such  ownership  resulted 
In  lower  utility  rates  or  enabled  populous  centers  to  make 
considerable  revenue  from  the  retailing  of  power. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  acceptance  of  this  Senate  amendment  to 
this  appropriation  bill  will  create  a  dangerous  precedent,  and 
I  hope  the  House  will  refuse  to  accept  it.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Jennings]. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  amendment  to  section 
13  of  the  original  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  I  yield,  but  I  do  not  want  this  taken  out 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  It  will  Just  take  a  second. 
I  just  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  none  of  those 
counties  will  get  revenue  from  the  forests  after  25  years. 

T.  T.  A.  TAX  REnjlCXUCNT 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  does  not  make  an 
appropriation  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury  for  the  relief  of 
these  counties  in  Tennessee  or  for  any  of  the  counties  in 
other  States  where  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  is  operat- 
ing, which  have  lost  taxes  by  virtue  of  the  T.  V.  A.  purchases 
of  reservoir  lands  and  utility  properties  therein. 

This  amendment  simply  provides  that  from  the  gross  re- 
ceipts from  the  sale  of  electricity  made  by  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  in  these  various  States  there  shall  be  paid 
back  to  the  States  and  counties  in  which  property  has  been 
acquired  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  which  is 
thereby  withdrawn  from  taxation  a  certain  amount  in  lieu 
of  the  taxes  these  States  and  counties  have  lost.  The  money 
this  amendment  proposes  to  pay  to  these  States  and  coun- 
ties is  Included  within  the  wholesale  rates  at  which  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  sells  this  power.  In  the  original 
act  5  percent  of  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  power  by 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  goes  whoUy  to  the  States  of 
Tennessee  and  Alabama.  Tlie  States  of  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
North  Carolina,  and  Mississippi  now  get  nothing.  The  coun- 
ties In  these  States  receive  no  replacement  for  the  taxes 
they  have  lost  and  will  continue  to  lose.  In  my  congres- 
sional district  alone  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  has 
acquired  rich  farming  lands  and  power-company  properties 
that  formerly  paid  taxes  to  these  counties  in  the  amount  of 


more  than  $250,000.  Thus,  by  these  properties  being  pur- 
chased by  the  United  States  Government  they  have  been 
withdrawn  from  the  taxing  power  of  the  counties  in  which 
they  are  located. 

If  this  amendment  is  not  adopted,  many  counties  in  my 
State,  and  especially  those  in  my  congressional  district,  will 
default  In  their  bonded  indebtedness  and  in  the  payment  of 
Interest  thereon.  They  will  not  be  able  to  maintain  their 
schools  and  roads. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENNINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Twelve  and  one-half  percent  Is  added  to  a 
wholesale  rate  for  this  purpose.  This  does  not  take  a  penny 
out  of  the  Federal  Treasury.  If  this  amendment  fails,  that 
12h^  percent  will  be  taken  off  and  it  will  go  to  these  big 
cities  instead  of  the  small  counties. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  In  other  words,  if  this  amendment  Is  not 
adopted,  there  is  frozen  in  the  original  act  5  percent  of  the 
gross  Income.  This  year  the  5  percent  amounted  to  $560,000. 
This  sum  is  divided  between  the  States  of  Alabama  and  Ten- 
nessee. None  of  It  goes  to  the  counties.  This  amendment  dis- 
tributes among  the  States  affected  tind  among  the  counties 
affected  a  percent  of  the  gross  revenues  of  the  Tennessee  Val- 
ley Authority  from  the  sale  of  power  as  follows;  For  the  fiscal 
year  1940,  10  percent;  1941,  9  percent;  1942,  8  percent;  1943. 
7V4  percent;  1944,  7  percent;  1945,  6V2  percent;  1946.  6  per- 
cent; 1947,  51/2  percent;  1948  and  each  fiscal  year  thereafter, 
5  percent. 

These  payments  are  included  in  the  rates  at  which  the 
Authority  Is  now  selling  jwwer.  In  law.  In  equity,  and  In  good 
conscience  these  payments  that  are  to  be  made  under  this 
amendment  belong  to  the  people  of  these  States  and  coun- 
ties. The  Gtovemment  has  acquired  title  to  these  properties, 
it  has  withdrawn  them  from  taxation,  and  it  should  make 
this  provision  for  the  relief  of  these  States  and  counties. 

I  ask  my  Republican  friends  to  remember  that  the  people 
for  whom  I  speak  have  sent  a  Republican  to  this  House  since 
1858,  and  that  the  failure  to  adopt  this  amendment  means 
their  ruin  and  the  ruin  of  58  other  counties  in  Tennessee. 
[Applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Hinshaw]  5  minutes. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker.  In  these  few  remarks  on 
this  important  amendment  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to 
a  few  fundamental  facts  that  are  easily  overlooked  because 
they  are  right  under  our  respective  noses.  When  you  stop 
to  consider  it.  you  must  acknowledge  that  in  a  sense  every 
business  is  a  tax-collecting  agency  for  Grovernment  and  its 
multitudinous  subdivisions.  Business  collects  taxes  from  the 
people  In  the  price  of  sales  to  the  people,  and  then.  In  turn, 
pays  them  to  governments  and  their  subdivisions. 

Taxes  go  Into  the  cost  of  manufacture,  the  cost  of  sales, 
and  the  cost  of  transportation  and  all  of  the  myriad  of  costs 
that  make  up  the  total  price  which  the  consumer  pays.  In 
fact,  taxes  constitute  a  prior  lien  against  earnings  and  against 
the  physical  assets  of  every  business.  Taxes  must  be  paid. 
They  cannot  be  avoided.  Every  business,  in  figuring  its  over- 
head, adds  in  the  taxes  that  must  be  paid  to  cities,  counties, 
and  States;  and  the  Federal  Income  tax  Is  generally  allowed 
for  In  the  percent  of  profit  added  to  the  final  cost.  At  least, 
one  may  safely  say  that  every  business  hopes  that  it  will 
make  a  profit,  and  expects  to  pay  a  Federal  income  tax  if  it 
does  so — and  In  many  States  a  State  Income  tax,  too. 

Tlierefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  It  may  truthfully  be  said  that  every 
business  is  a  tax-collecting  agency  for  government,  whether 
it  wills  it  or  no. 

In  the  case  of  a  utility  property,  taxes  are  paid  based  upon 
the  value  of  its  real,  its  tangible,  property  and  other  assets. 
Taxes  are  paid  upon  or  for  its  franchise,  its  right  to  do  busi- 
ness, and  to  use  public  alleys,  streets,  and  so  forth,  and  to 
have  the  exclusive  privilege  of  doing  so,  and  taxes  are  paid 
for  Its  privilege  of  being  a  body  corporate,  for  the  privilege 
of  dividing  its  ownership  through  shares  of  stock,  and  so 
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forth.  Taxes  are  paid  upon  the  value  of  the  product  sold: 
and,  nnally.  if  anything  is  left,  it  pays  a  tax  upon  the  interest 
paid  on  Its  bonds  and  then  it  pays  income  taxes  If  a  profit 
remains. 

Where  do  these  taxes  go?  They  go  to  support  county  and 
dty  governments  and  to  States  to  help  pay  the  firemen, 
policemen,  school  teachers,  and  public  hospitals,  and  for 
roads  and  bridges  and  armies  and  navies,  and  all  those  things 
our  people  have  come  to  look  upon  as  the  necessary  services 
of  government. 

Where  do  the  tax  moneys  come  from?  They  come  from 
the  pockets  of  the  people  who  use  the  electric  light,  heat,  and 
power,  the  gas  or  water  or  telephone  service  furnished  by 
the  utility.  If,  by  any  miracle  the  utilities  were  relieved  of 
the  obligation,  for  such  it  really  is,  to  collect  these  taxes 
from  the  people  and  pay  them  to  municipalities,  counties, 
and  States,  then  these  subdivisions  of  Government  would 
have  to  either  seek  other  means  of  raising  that  revenue  from 
the  people  or  abandon  many  of  the  services  their  citizens 
demand. 

If  the  utilities  were  relieved  of  collecting  these  sums  and 
paying  them  in  the  form  of  taxes,  it  would  be  possible  for 
them  to  reduce  their  rates  for  electricity,  gas,  water,  or 
telephone  service  by  from  12  to  20  percent,  according  to 
the  tax  load  they  bear.  But  the  people  would  have  to  raise 
that  revenue  from  some  other  source.  So  they  continue  to 
tax  the  utilities  which  In  turn  must  pass  the  burden  right 
back  to  them  in  their  monthly  bills.  However,  in  the  case 
of  utilities,  those  who  pay  these  taxes  in  their  monthly  bills, 
and  not  many  of  them  realize  it.  are  those  who  use  the 
services,  and  it  Is  considered  right  and  just  that  those  who 
use  the  services  should  so  contribute  to  taxes  in  their  pro^ 
portion  of  the  services  used.  It  amounts  to  a  fiock  of  hidden 
sales  taxes. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  p)ending  amendment,  it  is  pro- 
vided that  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  a  Government- 
owned  utility,  shall  pay  out  of  its  gross  revenues  a  modest 
proportion  to  counties  and  States  in  lieu  of  the  ad  valorum 
and  other  taxes  which  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  would 
have  to  pay  were  it  privately  owned.  These  percentages,  oh 
the  whole,  are  a  lot  lower  than  the  percent  of  its  gro^ 
revenue  that  is  ordinarily  paid  by  a  privately  owned  utility. 
A  privately  owned  public  utility  would  pay  twice  as  much,  at 
least,  and  more  if  corporate  and  security  owners'  income 
taxes  were  to  be  added. 

Therefore,  let  me  say  right  here  to  my  colleagues  who 
may  be  foes  of  Cjtovemment  ownership  of  utilities:  If  you 
want  to  see  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  rates  established 
that  are  comparable  to  private-utility  rates,  you  should  not 
only  vote  for  this  amendment,  but  you  should  be  in  fav6r 
of  doubling  the  amounts  to  be  paid  to  the  counties  and 
States,  in  lieu  of  taxes,  in  order  that  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  rates  may  be  forced  into  a  comparative  and  com- 
petitive condition.  To  vote  this  amendment  down  would 
defeat  your  own  purpose.  ' 

I  have  no  personal  interest  in  this  amendment  whatever, 
but  I  think  it  would  be  a  shame  to  deprive  these  counties  of 
the  revenue  which  some  of  them  need  to  avoid  bankruptcy. 
After  all,  the  people  pay  the  rates  and  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  will  pay  it  back  to  them  through  their  \o^ 
government  services. 

I  therefore  suggest  to  my  colleagues  that  whatever  may 
be  said  against  the  T.  V.  A.  as  a  project,  this  amendment 
should  be  supported  in  fairness  to  the  people  of  the  T.  V.  A. 
area,  for  they  are  not  responsible  for  historical  acts  of  the 
Congress.  I  have  read  a  good  part  of  the  hearings  on  this 
question,  and  while  I  agree  that  the  T.  V.  A.  Act  is  very 
loose  in  certain  important  respects,  that  is  the  fault  of  the 
act  itself.  These  amendments  intend  to  correct  one  of  the 
faults. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    I  yield.  | 

Mr.  RICH.  If  the  Government  gets  into  aD  kinds  of 
business 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  am  making  no  support  of  that  thesis,  as 
the  gentleman  knows. 


Mr.  RICH.  If  the  Government  goes  into  business  because 
the  people  of  the  States  want  them  to  get  in,  does  the  gentle- 
man think  it  is  right  to  tax  the  people  of  California  to  pay  for 
losses  by  such  Government  operations? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  people  of  California  are  not  being 
taxed  through  this  amendment,  but  the  people  of  my  district 
are  paying  enough  for  Boulder  Canyon  power  so  that  a  por- 
tion of  it  is  paid  to  certain  other  States  in  lieu  of  taxes,  in 
almost  the  same  way  as  is  provided  in  this  amendment  for  the 
T.  V.  A.  to  pay  in  lieu  of  taxes. 

Mr.  RICH.  Indeed  they  are  passing  for  T.  V.  A.  because 
their  expenses  are  greater  than  their  receipts,  considering 
capital  invested  and  amortization.  This  Is  socialism  in  my 
Judgment. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  These  taxes  come  out  of  the  original 
charge  by  T.  V.  A.  for  electric  energy  which  is  paid  by  the 
electric  consumers.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Luce]. 

Mr.  LUCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  take  these  2  minutes  to 
record  my  protest  against  the  Government's  giving  $50,000,000 
to  the  American  Red  Cross  to  expend  in  Europe. 

I  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Library  for  14 
years,  and  part  of  that  time  was  its  chairman.  Our  commit- 
tee considered  all  matters  relating  to  the  American  Red  Cross. 
In  that  time,  with  the  exception,  if  it  can  be  called  such,  of 
money  for  another  headquarters  building,  which  was  outside 
the  scope  of  charity,  it  never  asked  the  Government  for  a 
dollar.  Indeed,  in  1931.  Chairman  John  Barton  Pasme,  of  the 
Red  Cross,  went  before  subcommittees  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  stoutly  objected  to  receiving  from  the 
Government  any  money  for  the  diX)Ught-stricken  areas,  and 
said  the  central  committee  could  not  accept  the  administra- 
tion of  funds  for  general  relief  purposes.  He  read  the  vote 
of  the  11  members  of  that  committee  to  such  effect. 

Further  he  said  it  was  his  conviction  this  woxold  to  a  large 
extent  destroy  voluntary  giving. 

There  lies  the  great  danger  of  the  proposal  that  we  give 
$50,000,000  to  the  Red  Cross  for  the  terrible  need  abroad. 
Knowing  that  this  money  has  been  given  by  the  Government, 
many  thousands  of  our  people  will  decline  to  make  any  direct 
contribution.  Public  charity  will  replace  private  charity. 
The  values  of  personal  sacrifice  will  disappear. 

I  cannot  find  that  the  American  Red  Cross  has  ever  been 
willing  to  receive  any  money  from  the  Government  for  pur- 
poses of  charity.  Why?  Because  it  would  mean  the  de- 
struction of  the  American  Red  Cross. 

A  few  days  ago  I  sent  to  my  own  home  chapter  a  check 
several  times  larger  than  will  be  the  increase  in  my  income 
tax  if  this  bill  becomes  law  unamended.  I  was  happier  that 
night.  I  sent  it  without  being  asked  to  send  it.  It  was  not 
a  large  check,  but  it  was  at  least  10  times  as  mucn  as  I 
would  give  by  taxation. 

Let  the  precedent  be  established  that  we  will  here  dispense 
charity  and  there  will  be  no  end  to  the  demand  for  giving 
out  of  the  Public  Treasury.  Private  benevolence  will  wane. 
All  the  benefit  that  comes  to  each  one  of  us  by  following  the 
example  of  the  good  Samaritan  will  in  the  end  disappear. 

Therefore  I  object  to  ruining  the  American  Red  Cross. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DdiksenI. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  approving  more  than 
an  amount  of  money  today  in  the  amendment  that  is  before 
us.  If  this  is  approved,  it  will  be  approval  for  a  principle 
that  is  going  to  plague  us  for  a  long  time.  The  theory  is  that 
where  government  makes  a  venture  into  a  proprietary  field 
as  distinguished  from  a  field  that  Is  absolutely  essential  to 
articulating  the  functions  of  government,  and  we  adopt  this 
principle,  it  can  well  be  applied  to  every  proprietary  activity 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  PEARSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  am  sorry;  I  have  only  5  minutes. 


That  might  be  true  In  the  case  of  the  acquisition  of  forest 
lands  when  the  lands  are  eliminated  as  revenue  producers. 
That  might  be  true  of  the  merchant  marine  if  any  tax  prob- 
lem were  involved.  Once  the  precedent  is  established  it  will 
eventually  be  established  to  every  proprietary  function  in 
years  hence.  We  are  going  to  be  plagued  by  the  brigade  that 
will  come  and  ask  for  reimbursement  after  the  largesse  and 
generosity  of  the  Federal  Government  has  been  enjoyed. 

The  best  instance  in  point  is  that  after  the  expenditure  of 
$7,000,000  to  eradicate  and  control  the  Mediterranean  fruit- 
fly  in  the  orange  groves  of  Florida,  there  was  an  estimate 
made  by  a  special  board  only  a  year  ago  for  $7,000,000  in 
damages  by  those  who  sprayed  the  trees — who  went  down 
there  to  conduct  the  control  program  in  the  tangerine  and 
fruit  groves.  There  was  reported  out  of  the  Rules  Committee 
a  rule  that  now  exists  and  will  be  brought  before  the  atten- 
tion of  this  House  seeking  indemnification  after  the  Govern- 
ment has  been  so  generous  to  the  people  down  there  and 
preserved  their  groves  and  incidentally  made  them  more 
fruitful  in  producing  a  better  kind  of  fruit.  If  you  are  going 
to  establish  this  principle,  make  up  your  mind  that  in  every 
proprietary  field.  States,  coimties,  and  cities  will  be  back  here 
when  taxes  are  lost,  when  revenues  are  dissipated,  or  damage 
has  been  done  asking  for  reimbursement.  I  do  not  know  how 
big  the  burden  will  be  upon  the  Federal  Treasury,  but  it  will 
certainly  reach  staggering  proportions. 

It  has  been  said  that  this  Is  not  an  appropriation  out  of  the 
Treasury.  That  Is  quite  true.  They  provide  for  an  Increase 
in  the  gross  rates  of  T.  V.  A.  All  the  users  of  electricity  who 
have  been  promised  rock-bottom  rates  will  be  apprised  of  the 
fact  that  to  meet  these  situations  now  arising  fits  a  result 
all  T.  V.  A.  rates  must  go  up  12>ij  percent.  If  that  12»/2 
percent  were  available  for  the  purposes  contemplated  In  the 
original  act.  we  could  more  speedily  amortize  the  navigation 
and  fiood-control  expenditures  of  T,  V.  A.,  thereby  more 
speedily  benefiting  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 

So  do  not  be  deluded  by  that  chimerical  and  tenuous  argu- 
ment that  this  Is  not  an  appropriation,  because  In  one  way 
or  another  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  must  pay  the  bill. 
And  finally  this  principle  must  logically  be  extended  and 
applied  to  Bonneville,  Fort  Peck,  Grand  Coulee,  Boulder 
Canyon,  and  to  all  the  other  proprietary  electrical  under- 
takings of  the  Government  and  wherever  private  distribution 
lines  have  been  placed,  wherever  revenues  have  been  lost.  I 
do  not  say  in  all  cases  there  will  be  loss  of  revenue,  but 
wherever  there  are  losses  how  can  the  Congress  in  all  con- 
science then  refuse  to  deal  with  those  situations  even  as  it  is 
proposed  to  deal  with  them  here  today?  Truly  we  assume 
a  tremendous  and  continuing  responsibility  in  the  provision 
before  us. 

Finally,  I  want  to  say  this.  I  was  here  in  1933,  when  the 
T.  V.  A.  Act  was  passed.  I  heard  all  these  plausible  repre- 
sentations about  rates.  I  heard  them  say  how  the  T.  V.  A. 
was  going  to  amortize  Itself.  I  heard  them  say  how  that 
country  would  be  made  to  blossom  as  the  rose  and  that  ulti- 
mately, in  fact  In  a  short  period  of  time,  the  whole  project 
would  be  amortized.  By  raising  rates,  there  are  possible 
revenues  that,  instead  of  being  devoted  to  amortization,  will 
be  devoted  to  reimbursing  the  treasuries  of  counties,  States, 
school  districts,  and  States  where  the  benefits  are  already 
enormous.  Let  us  not  forget  that  $505,000,000  of  the  Ameri- 
can taxpayers'  money  has  been  invested  there  for  localized 
benefits.  Most  people  receive  none  of  it.  So  we  look  at  this 
as  the  establishment  of  a  principle  that,  like  the  ghost  of 
Banquo,  may  one  day  rise  to  smite  the  conscience  of  every 
Member  of  this  House. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Elston]. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  appearance  this  amend- 
ment is  innocent  enough.  Actually  It  is  one  of  the  most  far- 
reaching  pieces  of  legislation  this  Congress  has  considered. 
It  is  repetition  of  a  bill  which  passed  the  Senate  almost  2 
months  ago.  It  was  then  known  as  the  Norris  bill  and  bore 
the  number  8.  2925.    After  passing  the  Senate  on  April  30  of 


this  year  It  was  considered  by  the  House  Military  Affairs 
Committee  along  with  an  identical  bill  which  had  been  intro- 
duced in  the  House  known  as  the  Sparkman  bill.  Hearings 
upon  these  bills  before  the  full  committee  occupied  10  days 
and  the  reported  hearings  cover  544  pages.  In  addition  to  the 
open  hearings  the  bills,  together  with  all  suggested  amend- 
ments, were  considered  by  the  committee  in  executive  session 
with  the  result  that  all  proposed  legislation  on  the  subject 
was  tabled. 

Notwithstanding  the  unusual  amount  of  consideration 
given  this  matter  by  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  we  now 
find  the  original  bill  tacked  on  to  a  relief  appropriation  bill 
and  we  are  limited  in  Its  consideration  to  a  period  of  1  hour. 
Although  that  type  of  procedure  may  be  technically  proper, 
does  anyone  believe  it  would  be  advisable  with  only  1  hour's 
discussion  to  pass  upon  a  subject  which  occupied  the  atten- 
tion of  a  House  committee  for  a  period  of  more  than  10  dasrs? 
In  the  limited  time  I  have  I  could  not  hope  to  more  than 
begin  a  discussion  of  the  provisions  of  the  bill. 

Last  year  you  will  recall  this  Congress  authorized  the  issu- 
ance by  T.  V.  A.  of  bonds  in  the  svun  of  $61,500,000  to  buy 
out  the  properties  of  the  private  utilities  with  which  T.  V.  A. 
hawl  been  competing  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  area.  By  reason 
of  the  purchase  of  these  properties  by  T.  V.  A.  the  property 
of  the  private  utilities  was  no  longer  taxable  in  the  jurisdic- 
tions in  which  It  was  located.  Immediately  the  affected 
States  and  counties  turned  to  Congress  for  relief  and  the  bills 
to  which  I  have  referred  constituted  their  appesU.  In  some 
Instances  It  was  discovered  that  more  than  half  of  all  of  the 
taxes  of  the  county  had  been  derived  from  the  private  utilities 
that  had  been  driven  out  of  business  by  T.  V.  A. 

Section  13  of  the  original  act  provided  that  5  percent  of  the 
gross  revenue  of  T.  V.  A.  should.be  paid  to  the  States  of 
Tennessee  and  Alabama.  It  may  be  argued  to  you  that  this 
6  percent  was  in  lieu  of  taxes  but  that  is  not  the  case.  It  is 
the  fundamental  law  of  the  land  that  a  State  has  a  property 
right  in  Its  natural  resources.  In  this  case  it  was  the  Ten- 
nessee River  and  the  5  percent  was  to  compensate  the  States 
for  the  use  of  the  river  by  T.  V.  A.  for  power  purposes.  This 
percent  is  now  sought  to  be  stepped  up  to  10  percent  of  the 
gross  proceeds  of  T.  V.  A.  for  the  year  1940.  Thereafter  It  is 
to  be  gradually  reduced  until  it  again  reaches  5  percent  in 
1949.  Out  of  the  revenue  thus  derived,  both  the  cities  and 
the  affected  counties  will  be  paid  something  In  lieu  of  taxes. 
For  the  first  time  we  find  these  pajrments  referred  to  as  being 
in  lieu  of  taxes  and  for  the  first  time  we  find  an  effort  being 
made  to  make  payments  direct  to  the  counties.  This.  I 
submit,  is  without  precedent,  and  is  violative  of  that  very 
fundamental  principle  that  Federal  instrumentalities  cannot 
and  should  not  be  taxed.  In  other  words,  the  amendment 
before  us  today  is  purely  a  tax-replacement  measm-e. 

It  will  be  contended  that  on  other  occasions  the  Federal 
Govenmient  has  made  payment  to  States  in  lieu  of  taxes,  but 
you  will  find  that  in  each  and  every  one  of  those  instances 
payments  were  made  to  the  States  only,  and  they  were  made 
because  of  the  fact  that  the  State  had  a  property  right  in 
the  natiiral  resources  which  had  been  taken  over  by  the 
Federal  Government — ^for  example,  in  the  case  of  forestry 
and  grazing  lands.  A  county,  of  course,  has  no  such  property 
right,  and  I  am  sure  no  one  will  point  out  to  you  a  single 
case  in  which  payments  have  ever  been  made  by  the  Federal 
Government  to  a  county;  yet  we  find  that  this  bill  provides 
for  direct  payments  to  counties  and  no  attempt  is  made  to 
even  make  it  appear  that  the  payments  are  anything  but 
taxes.  Let  me  direct  your  attention  to  tliis  language,  on  page 
45,  beginning  on  line  10: 

Provided  further.  That  the  Corporation  BhaU  pay  directly  to  the 
respective  counties  the  2-year  average  of  county  ad  valorem  prop- 
erty taxes  (Including  taxes  levied  by  taxing  districts  within  the 
respective  counties)  upon  power  property  and  reservoir  lands  aUo- 
cable  to  power,  determined  as  above  provided,  and  aU  payments  to 
any  such  county  within  a  State  shall  be  deducted  from  the  pay- 
ment otherwise  due  to  such  SUte  under  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion. The  determination  of  the  board  of  the  amounts  due  here- 
under to  the  respective  States  and  counties  BhaU  be  Oxial. 

In  passing,  you  will  notice  that  the  tax  Is  upon  reservoir 
lands,  as  well  as  upon  power  property. 
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Let  us  consider  for  a  moment  the  far-reaching  effect  of 
legislation  of  this  type  even  if  v;e  were  to  assume,  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  that  it  is  constitutional.  If  a  county  in 
Tennessee  is  entitled  to  taxes  from  the  Federal  Government 
because  of  the  location  within  the  coimty  of  a  Government- 
owned  generating  plant,  dam  or  reservoir  lands,  why  is  not 
ever^-  county  in  the  United  States  entitled  to  taxes  upon  post- 
office  property,  upon  lands  used  in  connection  with  flood 
dams.  Army  posts,  and  the  Uke?  In  this  connectionj  we 
might  also  include  the  vast  properties  that  have  been  t^^en 
from  the  tax  rolls  in  recent  years  by  housing  projects,      i 

You  will  probably  hear  it  said  that  a  distinction  should 
be  made  where  the  Government  Instrumentality  is  engaged 
in  business  for  profit.  I  am  sure  you  will  find  no  exception 
In  the  lawbooks.  Theoretically,  I  suppose,  the  Post  Office 
Department  is  run  for  profit,  or,  at  least,  it  endeavors  to 
meet  expenses.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  a  Government  agency 
is  engaged  for  profit,  there  is  less  reason  to  make  payments 
in  lieu  of  taxes  to  local  communities.  A  flood  dam, !  for 
example,  brings  no  benefits  to  those  who  live  near  it.  T.  V.  A., 
on  the  other  hand,  has  brought  great  benefits  to  those  who 
live  within  its  area  of  operation  in  the  form  of  reduced  elec- 
tric-power rates.  The  fact  that  they  are  made  possible  by 
Government  subsidies,  which  means  contributions  from  those 
who  receive  none  of  the  benefits.  Is  b3side  the  point.  In  the 
hearings  before  the  Militaiy  Affairs  Committee  it  was  testi- 
fied by  the  Governor  of  Tennessee  that  the  benefits  derived 
by  the  people  of  that  State  through  reduced  electric -power 
rates  were  double  the  tax  losses  occasioned  by  the  purchase 
of  the  properties  of  private  utilities.  \ 

The  point  is  made  that  the  benefits  are  largely  received  by 
those  who  live  in  the  larger  cities,  whereas  the  tax  losses  *re 
more  noticeable  in  the  smaller  counties.  If  that  is  true,  I 
submit  it  is  the  problem  of  the  State  to  adjust  it  through 
a  consumer's  tax  on  the  users  of  the  electric  power  or  other- 
wise. I  do  not  believe  that  the  taxpayers  in  other  Stjates 
who  can  never  receive  any  of  the  benefits  of  T.  V.  A.  rates  are 
going  to  be  impressed  with  the  argument  that  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  State  would  require  the  distribution  of  a  Con- 
sumers' tax  to  all  counties  of  the  State  on  the  basis  of 
population. 

If  you  will  refer  to  the  amendment  we  have  been  asked 
to  rush  through  in  this  eleventh-hour  fashion,  you  will  find 
other  things  which  call  for  its  defeat.  For  example. !  the 
percentages  of  payments  provided  for  by  the  act  are  based 
upon  gross  proceeds — not  net  proceeds  but  gross  proceeds. 
Therefore,  whether  T.  V.  A.  makes  any  money  or  not,' tax 
losses  will  be  paid  as  provided  for  in  this  amendment,  mean- 
ing that  if  net  earnings  are  insufficient  the  loss  will  have  to 
fall  upon  the  Federal  Treasury  and  Mr.  Taxpayer,  who  piay 
live  thousands  of  miles  away  from  the  Tennessee  Valley  area, 
will  be  bearing  his  proportionate  share  of  such  tax  losses. 

If  you  had  the  time  to  examine  the  hearings  before  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee,  and,  of  course,  you  have  ndt  in 
so  short  a  space  of  time,  you  would  find  that  some  of  the 
counties  that  will  sustain  the  greatest  losses,  taxed  the  pri- 
vate utilities  for  all  the  traffic  would  bear  when  they  had 
the  opportunity  to  do  so.  A  neighboring  county,  in  which 
none  of  the  property  of  the  private  utility  was  located,  had 
to  get  along  on  much  less.  The  passage  of  this  amendment 
would  perpetuate  that  inequality  and  injustice. 

Through  the  press  we  are  advised  this  morning  that  the 
National  Defense  Commission  has  approved  plans  for  a 
$65,000,000  expansion  in  electric  power-producing  facilities 
of  the  T.  V.  A.  to  permit  Increased  production  in  defense 
Industries  centered  in  Tennessee.  Lest  we  forget,  T.  V.  A. 
was  created  on  the  theory  that  it  was  a  national-defense 
project.  Hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  have  been  poured 
Into  the  project  and  now  that  we  need  electric  power-pro- 
ducing facilities  in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  we  will 
-be  asked  to  appropriate  at  least  $65,000,000  more  in  order 
to  build  new  plants.  According  to  press  accounts  it  will 
require  20  months  to  complete  these  plants  after  the  funds 
become  av^ailable.  In  other  words,  we  build  a  project  for 
national  defense,  but  when  we  need  it  for  national  defense 


we  have  to  appropriate  billions  of  dollars  for  a  new  project 
and  wait  at  least  20  months  before  the  same  can  be  used. 
Apparently  the  only  contribution  T.  V.  A.  has  made  to 
national  defense  is  a  yardstick  and  there  seems  to  be  some 
doubt  about  the  yardstick. 

Perhaps  we  might  summarize  the  purpose  of  this  amend- 
ment by  the  question.  Shall  the  taxpayers  of  the  United 
States  who  do  not  live  In  the  Tennessee  Valley  area  and 
who  receive  none  of  the  benefits  of  this  huge  Government 
subsidy,  pay  the  taxes  of  those  who  receive  the  benefits? 
If  we  pass  this  amendment,  that  is  what  will  occur.  In  the 
light  of  these  facts  you  can  readily  understand  why  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee  conducted  hearings  for  more 
than  10  days  on  this  proposed  legislation.  By  the  same 
token  you  can  realize  how  unwise  it  would  be  to  reverse  that 
committee  after  only  1  hour  of  discussion. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  one-half 
minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Arizona  [Mr.  MotdockI. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  while  I  think  It 
would  have  been  better  had  this  amendment  been  placed  on 
some  other  bill,  and  while  J  know  some  Members  have  a  fear 
that  a  far-reaching  new  policy  is  implied  in  this  amendment 
which  if  adopted  might  plague  us  after\vard,  I  have  made  up 
my  own  mind  to  vote  for  the  amendment.  It  pertains  to 
communities  2,000  miles  from  my  home,  and  I  have  no  other 
interest  in  it  except  that  which  every  Member  of  this  body 
should  have,  but  its  passage  seems  to  me  only  a  matter  of 
fairness  to  all  those  States  and  communities  immediately 
affected  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  I  think  it  very 
proper  and  generous  of  the  representatives  of  Alabama  and 
of  the  State  of  Tennessee  that  they  are  willing  to  support 
this  measure  which  will  deprive  them  of  something  according 
to  the  present  provision  of  law  and  spread  those  payments 
around  to  several  other  States  and  communities. 

As  I  understand  it,  the  law  originally  provided  that  5  per- 
cent of  the  revenue  derived  from  the  sale  of  T.  V.  A.  power 
should  be  paid  to  the  States  of  Alabama  and  Tennessee,  and 
that  considerable  revenue  has  already  been  collected.  This 
revenue  was  payable  to  the  States  in  lieu  of  taxes  on  such 
property  as  might  be  destroyed  by  inundation  or  private 
property  taken  off  the  tax  rolls.  I  further  understand  that 
schools  and  other  public  fimctions  have  been  seriously  handi- 
capped because  of  a  reduction  in  tax  revenue  and  to  which 
payments  in  lieu  of  taxes  have  not  been  distributed  by  the 
present  law.  This  amendment,  if  passed,  takes  no  money  cut 
of  the  United  States  Treasury,  because  the  consumers  pay 
the  whole  bill,  and  if  what  they  pay  is  not  distributed  to  the 
half  dozen  States  concerned  by  the  adoption  of  this  amend- 
ment, these  benefits  will  be  paid. to  the  original  States  in  a 
manifestly  unequal  proportion.  I  want  the  schools  and  other 
local  functions  of  government  in  a  half  dozen  States  to  re- 
ceive their  due  share  of  benefits. 

A  few  days  ago  when  a  bill  to  readjust  power  rates  at 
Boulder  Dam  was  being  considered  by  the  House  Committee 
on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation,  a  change  was  made  in  the  bill 
by  which  the  States  of  Arizona  and  Nevada  were  to  receive  a 
fixed  cash  payment  annually  for  a  definite  time  in  lieu  of  the 
provision  in  the  present  law  of  18^4  percent  of  the  surplus 
revenue  derived  from  the  sale  of  power,  miring  the  hearings 
the  question  arose  concerning  the  payment  of  part  of  that 
sum  annually  to  Mohave  County.  Ariz.,  and  to  Clark  County, 
Nev..  in  which  Boulder  Dam  is  actually  located.  Although 
it  was  impossible  to  fix  that  matter  rigidly.  I  had  the  feeling 
that  justice  requires  the  law  to  be  so  worded  that  Mohave 
Coimty  should  receive  special  consideration  in  the  division  of 
the  annual  payment  going  to  the  State  of  Arizona.  The  same 
thing  would  apply  to  special  consideration  to  Clark  County. 
Nev..  for  a  special  portion  of  that  revenue  going  to  the  State 
of  Nevada  because  cf  sale  of  Boulder  Dam  power. 

Is  this  a  dangerous  precedent?  I  think  not.  because  of  the 
fact  that  we  are  not  appropriating  money  out  of  the  Federal 
Treasury  to  make  such  payments.  We  are  actually  doing 
something  like  that  in  the  far  West  in  connection  with  the 
national  forests  and  the  grazing  domain.  A  fraction.  25 
percent  I  believe,  of  the  revenue  derived  from,  the  national 
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forests  and  also  the  revenue  derived  from  the  grazing  dis- 
tricts, although  collected  as  Federal  revenue,  is  paid  in  due 
proportions  to  the  counties  In  which  the  same  is  located. 

I  think  the  same  thing  could  be  done  with  regard  to  the 
revenue  derived  from  national  parks  and  monuments.  For 
Instance,  we  have  almost  a  score  of  national  parks  and  monu- 
ments in  Arizona:  admission  to  them  is  charged  and  some 
revenue  thus  accumulated.  I  think  it  only  fair  that  counties 
containing  these  parks  and  monuments  should  get,  say,  25 
percent  of  the  revenue  collected  in  such  parks  and  monu- 
ments. Of  course,  opponents  point  out  that  the  covmtles 
and  towns  and  the  State  receive  certain  benefits  from  such 
parks  and  monuments  and  that  they  at  the  present  time  raise 
less  revenue  than  It  takes  to  support  them.  This  may  be 
true,  but  in  addition  there  are  some  heavy  local  expenses 
Incurred  in  road  building  and  policing  and  the  like  because 
of  the  presence  of  these  parks  and  monuments. 

To  my  mind  the  T.  V.  A,  represents  a  great  conquest  of 
Nature  by  the  hydraulic  engineer.  However.  I  think  that  as 
this  great  work  comes  to  maturity  and  more  nearly  com- 
pletion we  shall  find  it  is  a  marvelous  social  experiment,  more 
hopeful  and  significant  In  Its  meaning  for  human  progress 
than  it  is  wonderful  bls  an  accomplishment  of  science.  In 
the  T.  V.  A.,  man  is  conquering  Nature  and  making  a  better 
region  for  millions  of  our  citizens.  It  would  be  too  bad,  it 
would  be  a  shame,  if  schools  and  good  government  In  those 
communities  touching  the  T.  V.  A.  should  be  financially 
starved  through  lack  of  tax  revenue  because  of  this  material 
progress.  The  consiuners  of  T,  V.  A.  power  are  paying  and 
repaying  the  cost  of  Its  construction.  Therefore  the  con- 
sumers of  the  power,  not  the  United  States  Government, 
should  also  foot  the  bill  in  appropriate  fashion  for  suitable 
schools  and  proper  local  costs  of  government  in  all  those 
communities  reached  by  T.  V.  A.  power. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  IMr.  McCormack]. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  supporting  the  mo- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  that  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment,  I  do  so  with  the  strong 
conviction  and  feeling  that  the  equities  Involved  warrant 
such  action  being  taken.  We  have  a  situation  where  rural 
counties  in  the  States  affected  have  had  a  large  part  of  their 
taxable  area  taken  away  for  purposes  In  connection  with  the 
carrying  out  of  the  T.  V.  A.  program.  Whether  or  not  one 
opposed  originally  the  T.  V.  A.  program,  it  seems  to  me,  should 
not  determine  his  mind  as  far  as  this  particular  question  Is 
concerned.  This  question  should  be  decided  by  us  upon  the 
merits  of  the  facts  involved  in  the  question  itself  without 
regard  to  our  own  feeling  about  whether  or  not  the  T.  V.  A. 
legislation  should  have  been  enacted  into  law.  I  have  exam- 
ined the  evidence  in  this  case,  and  the  testimony  shown  by  the 
report  of  the  joint  committee  investigating  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  shows  that  in  fixing  the  Authority's  whole- 
sale rates  12 'i  percent  of  the  Authority's  wholesale  revenue 
was  included  in  order  to  produce  an  amount  which,  when 
added  to  the  taxes  actually  paid  by  the  Authority's  dis- 
tributors, would  result  In  a  ipercentage  equivalent  to  that 
which  was  paid  by  private  companies  engaged  in  a  similar 
operation.  All  these  counties  ask  is  the  consideration  that 
equity  and  justice  call  for  imder  the  circumstances. 

In  3  minutes  it  is  Impossible  to  go  into  any  detailed  state- 
ment as  to  the  effect  of  the  taking  away  of  such  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  taxable  area  of  the  counties.  They  have  to  con- 
tinue their  responsibilities  with  respect  to  schools,  roads,  and 
the  other  responsibilities  that  devolve  upon  counties.  The  5 
percent  as  provided  by  present  law  should  be  increased  to  10 
percent  in  order  to  accomplish  the  objective  which  the  pro- 
visions of  the  pending  bill  will  accomplish  if  enacted  into 
law.  The  counties  are  not  receiving  consideration  now.  Two 
States  are,  and  four  other  States  should.  The  cities  are 
capable  of  obtaining  compensation  by  way  of  taxation  for 
that  portion  of  the  city  property  that  is  utilized  In  connection 
with  the  carrying  out  of  the  T.  V.  A.  activities,  but  the  rural 
counties  are  not.  In  all  equity  and  justice,  I  respectfully 
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submit  that  they  are  entitled  to  the  consideration  that  is  called 
for  in  the  provisions  in  the  pending  bill.    I  Applause.  1 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HARNESS.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  back-door  raid  upon  the 
Federal  Treasury  in  which  administration  forces  and  T.  V.  A. 
advocates  have  tacked  this  measure  upon  a  relief  appropria- 
tion bill  is,  to  say  the  least,  extraordinary.  I  must  admit,  how- 
ever, that  it  is  not  without  an  ironic  sense  of  fitness.  It  is  the 
studied  judgment  of  the  House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
reached  after  10  weeks  of  exhaustive  hearings,  that  the  meas- 
ure is  unsound  and  without  merit.  If  this  dole  is  to  be  granted, 
therefore.  It  is  fitting  that  It  should  be  tacked  onto  this  relief 
appropriation  bill,  where  It  may  properly  stand  as  still  another 
example  of  pauperization  of  a  sovereign  State  by  the  Federal 
Government. 

The  gentlemen  who  have  addressed  the  House  In  Its  favor 
have  failed  to  advance  a  single  argument  today  which  has  not 
been  painstakingly  examined  by  the  committee.  Neither  have 
they  altered  the  several  reasons  why  this  measure  should  not 
be  enacted.  To  attempt  to  drive  the  measure  through  under 
circumstances  which  permit  only  1  hour  of  consideration  and 
debate  is  simply  to  fiout  the  committee  which  has  given  its 
earnest  efforts  and  much  of  its  time  before  rejecting  the  pro- 
posal. 

This  Is  not  a  problem  of  the  Federal  Government.  This 
Government  has  already  lavished  gifts  out  of  all  proper  pro- 
portion upon  the  State  of  Tennessee  and  the  T.  V.  A.  aresu 
The  equitable  distribution  of  those  gifts  is  the  problem  solely 
of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  which  that  State  can  solve  if  she 
wills  to  do  It.  We  are  told  that  the  State  is  helpless  because 
she  has  no  right  under  the  constitution  to  reimburse  those 
few  counties  which  have  been  ruined  by  the  T.  V.  A.  If  that 
is  the  case,  and  if  the  State  of  Tennessee  accepts  this  largess 
from  the  Federal  Government,  it  is  the  clear  responsibility 
of  that  State  to  amend  its  constitution  and  enact  legislation 
which  will  enable  it  to  rescue  these  ruined  counties. 

All  the  argimients  presented  to  the  committee  and  now 
briefed  in  this  short  debate  do  not  convince  me  that  there 
is  justice  and  equity  in  this  Treasury  raid  to  reimburse  a  few 
counties  which  have  been  ruined  by  tax  losses  while  other 
counties  are  reaping  profits  to  the  extent  of  $4,000,000  a  year 
through  the  generosity  of  T.  V.  A.  The  cities  of  Chattanooga, 
Knoxville,  Nashville,  and  Memphis  are,  so  we  are  told,  actually 
reaping  this  reward  on  the  resale  of  power. 

If  such  profits  are  accruing  to  favored  communities,  they 
obviously  come  at  the  expense  of  those  counties  which  T.  V.  A. 
has  forced  into  bankruptcy  by  the  inundation  of  land,  or  by 
the  purchase  of  private  utilities  properties,  thus  robbing  these 
counties  of  tax  revenues. 

But  if  you  will  listen  to  the  evidence,  these  are  by  no  means 
the  only  profits  accruing  as  a  result  of  Federal  generosity  In 
the  T.  V.  A.  area.  Read  the  report  of  Gordon  R.  Clapp,  gen- 
eral manager  of  T.  V.  A.,  appearing  at  page  531  of  the  printed 
hearings  on  this  subject  before  the  House  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs.    Note  this  statement  over  Mr.  Clapp's  signature: 

The  Authority  has  made  no  field  check  of  new  Industries  located 
In  the  valley.  The  list  is  therefore  based  upon  secondary  sources. 
•  •  •  and  is  necessarily  incomplete.  •  •  •  xhe  list  has  been 
limited  to  Industries  having  10  or  more  employees.  According  to 
the  Census  of  Manufactures,  there  wjis  a  net  increase  of  543  in  the 
total  number  of  manufacturing  establishments  in  the  valley  counties 
in  the  period  1933-37. 

Immediately  following  there  is  a  partial  list  of  128  new 
industries,  roughly  two-fifths  of  the  total,  showing  the  mere 
new  construction  investment  of  some  $15,000,000,  and  new 
emplojmient  estimates  of  some  15.000.  Multiply  that  by  21/2 
and  you  have  a  rough  idea  of  another  source  of  huge  profits 
to  Tennessee  accruing  from  T.  V.  A.  largess  to  the  State. 
Scan  that  list  of  industries  new  to  the  valley  and  you  will  not 
find  a  single  new  source  of  investment  and  emplosrment  in 
the  lot.  When  I  point  out  to  j^u  that  this  is  not  a  net  addi- 
tion to  our  national  production  and  emplojmient,  I  do  not 
begrudge  the  valley  this  improvement.  In  fact,  I  congratulate 
the  country  and  the  valley  in  this  addition  to  our  productive 
capacity.  The  fact  remains  that  this  additional  huge  profit  to 
Tennessee  conies  largely  at  the  expense  of  other  industrial 
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states  just  as  surely  as  the  profits  to  favored  Tennessee 
communities  come  at  the  expense  of  the  State's  own  ruined 
counties. 

Look  at  T.  V.  A.'s  own  set  of  books  for  another  Interesting 
source  of  profit.  If  Tennessee  has  thus  profited  by  T.  V.  A. 
power,  think  how  Tennessee  has  profited  by  flood  control  and 
navigation.  Since  more  than  half  of  T.  V.  A.  appropriations 
have  gone  for  these  purposes,  then  obviously  the  benefits  to 
this  area  from  flood  control  and  improvements  in  navigation 
have  even  exceeded  the  direct  profits  from  T.  V.  A.  power. 

Listen  to  the  T.  V.  A,  advocates  still  a  moment  longer. 
Listen  to  them  extoll  the  recreational  benefits  accruing  from 
this  tremendous  F^eral  largess.  I  am  sure  there  are  no 
dependable  statistics  on  the  subject,  but  at  least  let  us  con- 
sider these  benefits  real. 

With  these  things  In  mind.  Is  it  not  fair  now"  to  suggest  that 
the  State  of  Tennessee  should  find  the  means  to  distribute 
these  benefits  in  a  manner  to  meet  its  obvious  responsibilities 
to  its  comparatively  few  ruined  counties?  Is  it  fair  to  -the 
taxpayers  of  Indiana  and  the  rest  of  the  Nation  to  ask  them 
to  dig  deeper  into  their  pockets  to  discharge  the  responsibili- 
ties which  this  already  overfavored  State  of  Tennessee  is 
shirking? 

Although  I  am  challenged  on  this  question,  there  Is  grave 
doubt  in  my  mind  that  this  measure  is  even  constitutional. 
This  is  the  first  time  in  our  history,  so  I  am  informed,  that  the 
Congress  has  appropriatetl  money  for,  or  authorized  money  to 
be  paid  directly  to  couhties.  Certainly  there  is  no  way  other- 
wise to  force  the  State  to  distribute  this  money  to  its  ruined 
counties.  / 

I  must  remind  you,  also,  of  the  future  liabilities  of  the 
Federal  Government  implicit  in  the  approval  of  this  measure. 
There  are  literally  hundreds  of  instances  in  which  the  Federal 
Government  has  taken  millions  of  dollars  of  taxpaylng 
property  off  of  local  and  State  tax  duplicates.  Our  Federal 
housing  projects  are  a  notable  example.  If  Tennessee  coun- 
ties, broken  by  T.  V.  A.,  may  look  for  rescue  by  the  Pediral 
Treasury,  then  is  It  not  fair  and  consistent  for  cities  <ind 
counUes  all  over  the  country  to  ask  this  Congress  for  full 
compensation  for  every  cent  of  revenue  of  which  this  Federal 
Government  has  deprived  them? 

The  question  involved  here  Is  much  larger  than  a  mere 
dole  in  Tennessee,  as  important  as  that  single  question  is. 
Even  if  this  could  be  Isolated  as  a  single' Treasury  raid  for 
the  benefit  of  Tennessee,  it  could  not  be  justified  after  a 
casual  examination  of  the  balance  sheet.  But  the  master 
cannot  be  so  isolated.  If  this  measure  is  approved,  the 
precedent  will  arise  to  plague  and  embarrass  this  body  time 
after  time  In  the  future.  If  Tennessee  ignores  its  immediate 
responsibilities  in  this  instance  on  the  shallow  pretext  of 
State  constitutional  limitations,  why  should  not  47  otber 
States  find  an  equally  shallow  pretext  for  lasring  additional 
State  burdens  in  the  lap  of  Congress?  Why  should  not  the 
taxing  units  in  my  own  State  of  Indiana  find  some  pretext 
for  asking  Congress  to  reimburse  them  for  the  losses  they 
have  suffered  at  the  hands  of  the  United  States  Housing  Au- 
thority, or  some  other  New  Deal  agency  which  has  com- 
plicated the  local  revenue  problem  by  making  serious  Inroads 
upon  local  sources  of  tax  revenue? 

The  question  is  just  that  broad  \n  Its  Implications,  and 
Just  that  serious  in  Its  possibilities.  Yet  we  are  asked,  dur- 
ing this  utterly  unthinking  and  shortsighted  Treasury  raid, 
in  a  single  hour  to  approve  a  proposal  which  a  competent 
committee  has  already  rejected  after  hours  and  days  of 
serious  deliberation.  I  hope — I  sincerely  hope  that  this 
House  will  not  be  duped  into  approval  of  this  measure  at 
least  until  it  has  had  an  opportimity,  certainly  not  avail- 
able In  this  1  hour,  to  understand  fully  the  implications  in 
the  proposal. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  one-half 
minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  KefauverI. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  district  is  the  hardest 
hit  of  any  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  by  virtue  of  this  acquire- 
ment of  power-company  properties.  A  large  part  of  the 
property  of  the  Tennessee  Electric  Power  Co.  was  located 
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In  the  12  counties  of  my  district.  The  power  company  paid 
from  12  to  42  percent  of  the  taxes  in  these  various  counties. 
This  Congress  in  its  wisdom  saw  fit  to  authorize  the  pur- 
chase of  this  property  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 
If  this  amendment  is  not  passed  many  counties  in  my  district 
will  be  unable  to  carry  on  their  schools  and  will  default  in 
the  payment  of  bonds.  They  have  for  years  collected  taxes 
on  this  power-company  property,  which  they  had  a  right  to 
expect  to  continue  to  remain  there  subject  to  taxation.  Cer- 
tainly no  Member  of  tills  House  will  want  to  Inflict  this 
punishment  upon  the  people,  and  especially  the  school  chil- 
dren of  these  various  counties,  who  through  no  fault  of  their 
own  are  placed  in  this  pitiful  plight. 

The  record  shows — and  there  Is  no  word  of  testimony  to  the 
contrary — that  the  Tennessee  Valley.  Authority  has  added 
12  Vi  percent  to  its  power  rates  as  a  tax  fund.  So  the  con- 
sumers of  electricity  are  paying  an  additional  amount  which 
is  In  excess  of  the  percentage  that  will  be  taken  from  the 
sales  of  electricity  to  replace  county  taxes.  This  pajrment  is 
in  the  nature  of  a  tnist  fund,  and  certainly  an  amount  should 
be  taken  from  it  sufficient  to  at  least  meet  the  acute  situation 
that  these  counties  are  confronted  with. 

I  hope  that  no  Member  of  the  House  tlilnks  that  this  is 
full  tax  replacement.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee will  still  lose  almost  all  of  Its  business  taxes  on  power 
utilities,  and  the  coimties  will  lose  some  taxes  on  personal 
property.  I  also  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  In 
the  counties  having  land  covered  by  reservoirs  resulting  from 
dams  built  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  that  the  coun- 
ties will  receive  replacement  on  only  that  part  of  the  land 
allocated  to  power.  The  allocation  now  set  up  by  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority  on  such  land  is  40  percent  of  its  value. 
I  feel  that  the  whole  tax  loss  on  this  land  should  be  replaced 
and  presented  an  amendment  to  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee for  that  purpose,  but,  of  course,  the  Senate  amend- 
ment under  parliamentary  procedure  cannot  be  amended. 
So  that,  even  If  this  bill  is  passed,  the  counties,  unfortunately, 
will  have  to  suffer  that  sul>stantial  loss. 

The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Is  of  great  vahie  In  the 
national -defense  program.  It  Is  earning,  and  will  earn, 
enough  money  to  amortize  the  power  Investment  in  47  years,' 
and  in  addition  restore  the  taxes  to  the  counties.  Whether 
or  not  you  agree  with  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  is  not 
the  issue  now  presented.  The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Is  a 
reality  and  certainly  you  do  not  want  to  penalize  the  counties 
and  people  in  the  vaUey.  The  very  fair  attitude  of  Alabama 
demonstrates  conclusively  the  jusUce  of  this  proposal.  The 
enactment  of  this  legislation  will  reduce  the  amount  that  goes 
to  Alabama,  but  the  Representatives  from  Alabama  being 
statesmen  and  wanting  to  do  the  fair  thing,  favor  this  bill. 
I  think  it  is  a  commendable  atUtude  on  their  part. 

I  urge  you,  my  colleagues,  to  place  yourselves  in  the  situa- 
tion of  the  people  of  th.s;  counties.  They  are  not  responsi- 
ble for  the  plight  they  are  In.  This  amendment  Is  fair,  reason- 
able, and  Just.  I  hope  that  you  will  support  it.  [Applause  1 
Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr.  Raybttrn] 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  matters  not  whether 
some  of  us  ever  agreed  that  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
should  be  set  up  to  do  the  work  it  Is  doing  or  not.  The 
Congress  by  its  action  did  set  up  the  Tennessee  VaUey  Au- 
thority. Congress  did  approve  the  building  of  these  dams. 
Congress  did  appropriate  the  money  to  build  them.  They 
are  there,  and  whether  the  Individual  community  wanted 
the  dam  to  cover  up  Its  property  or  not,  the  dam  has  been 
built  and  the  property,  so  far  as  taxable  purposes  are  con- 
cerned, has  been  destroyed  to  the  local  communities. 

This  is  not  a  matter  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  alone*  It 
is  a  matter  of  the  Uttle  communiUes  that  are  trying  to 
survive  in  the  counties  that  have  had  a  great  deal  of  their 
taxable  values  taken  away  from  them  by  an  agency  that  Is 
making  money  out  of  having  destroyed  their  taxable  values. 
It  seems  to  me,  after  reading  this  proposed  amendment 
or  compromise  that  is  now  before  the  House,  that  It  Is 
nothing  less  than  fair,  nothing  less  than  right,  that  for  ft 
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few  years  to  come  this  contribution  to  these  communities 
to  support  their  schools  and  their  other  Institutions  Is  not 
an  unfair  thing  for  them  to  ask  or  for  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  grant. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    If  I  have  the  time;  yes. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  This  money  Is  already  collected  from  these 
consumers.  There  Is  12 '2  percent  added  to  the  wholesale 
rate  for  this  purpose,  and  if  you  kill  this  provision  they 
will  simply  reduce  the  wholesale  rate  for  the  benefit  of  the 
whole  area,  and  these  little  communities  whose  lands  were 
flooded  will  be  the  ones  that  will  have  to  suffer. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  That  Is  correct,  I  think,  and  that  Is  an 
added  reason  why  these  communities  should  be  granted  the 
reUef  sought  by  the  amendment  pending  in  the  House  at 

the  present  time.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankxi^J  such  time  as  he 
may  require. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Recobd  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  who  have  been  clamoring  for  these  con- 
sumers to  pay  taxes,  have  been  sincere,  they  cannot  afford 
to  vote  against  this  provision.  Their  vote  will  demonstrate 
Just  how  serious  they  are  in  their  demands  for  the  consumers 
Of  T.  V.  A.  power  to  pay  taxes,  because  if  this  provision  is 
defeated  the  T.  V.  A.  will  then  reduce  the  wholesale  rates 
by  taking  off  the  extra  charge  now  collected  to  take  care  of 
these  items.  That  would  benefit  the  ix)wer  consumers  of 
the  whole  area  at  the  exp>ensc  of  these  small  areas  whose 
lands  have  been  flooded  and  removed  from  the  tax  rolls. 

This  is  a  just  proposition,  and  I  hope  It  will  be  sustained 
by  an  overwhelming  majority.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  (Mr.  May], 

Mr.  DONDERO.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  on  this  subject  at  this 
point. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  amendment  No.  68  of  the 
pending  relief  bill.  House  Joint  Resolution  544,  in  disagree- 
ment before  the  House  seeks  to  amend  section  13  of  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933  to  provide  that  a  part  of 
the  revenue  received  from  the  sale  of  power  in  the  States  In- 
vaded by  the  T.  V.  A.  shall  be  returned  and  paid  back  to  the 
school  districts,  cities,  counties,  and  municipalities  for  taxable 
property  lost  or  destroyed  by  the  operations  of  the  T.  V.  A. 

This  would  establish  one  of  the  most  dangerous  precedents 
In  the  history  of  this  Government.  If  the  principle  involved 
in  the  pending  amendment  was  carried  out  and  extended  to 
all  the  operations  of  the  Federal  Government,  it  would  mean 
that  every  municipality,  every  taxing  unit,  and  every  State  in 
the  Union  ought  to  demand  from  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  reimbursement  for  property  taken  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  necessary  functions  of  Federal  authority.  Every 
City  that  has  a  post  office,  every  State  that  has  a  Federal  high- 
way, every  water  course  that  has  a  navigable  channel  which 
has  been  dredged  from  taxable  property,  should  immediately 
file  a  claim  with  Congress  to  be  reimbursed  for  taxable  prop- 
erty taken  from  the  tax  rolls  of  such  taxing  units. 

I  have  opposed  the  establishment  of  tlie  T.  V.  A.  from  its 
very  inception  on  the  ground  that  It  was  extending  the  hand 
of  the  Federal  Government  into  private  business  and  in  com- 
petition with  private  enterprise.  Its  plain  Import  is  nothing 
less  than  national  socialism. 

The  T.  V.  A.  is  one  of  the  greatest  swindles  ever  perpetrated 
upon  the  American  people  and  some  day,  when  the  full  and 
complete  truth  becomes  known  and  the  ultimate  results  are 


made  apparent  to  the  people,  those  results  win  rival  the  Mis- 
sissippi Bubble  of  more  than  two  centuries  ago. 

Every  good  engineer  in  this  country  knows  that  with  very 
few  exceptions  it  costs  less  to  generate  electric  energy  by  steam 
than  by  hydroelectric  power.  In  order  that  the  people  might 
not  know,  and  in  order  to  deceive  the  American  public,  the 
program  of  the  T.  V.  A.  is  to  shift  $215,000,000  of  this  gigantic 
scheme  out  of  an  estimated  cost  of  more  than  $500,000,000  to 
flood  control  and  navigation. 

It  Is  known  that  navigation  on  the  Tennessee  River  costs 
twice  as  much  as  transportation  by  rail,  and  not  including 
taxes. 

Nearly  1,000.000  acres  of  the  best  agricultural  land  in  Ten- 
nessee have  actually  been  destroyed  by  this  gigantic  scheme, 
which  represents  an  area  double  the  acreage  ever  destroyed 

by  floods  by  natural  causes. 

Strip  this  whole  deceptive  program  of  Its  trick  bookkeeping 
and  window  dressing  and  the  net  result  is  a  wsiste  of  public 
money,  a  destruction  of  free  enterprise,  thwarting  of  Indi- 
vidual ownership,  and  a  staggering  blow  to  the  economic 
system  of  the  United  States. 

In  1933  the  estimated  value  of  the  entire  T.  V.  A.  was  $132,- 
000,000.  At  the  present  time  approximately  $375,000,000  has 
been  expended  on  the  Tennessee  River  in  furthering  and 
expanding  this  national  socialism.  Jt  was  only  spent  as  a 
power  project  and  has  very  little  use  either  for  flood  control 
or  navigation.  Commerce  on  the  Tennessee  River  is  neg- 
ligible and  the  building  of  the  vast  dams  for  flood  control  is 
sheer  hyixjcrisy,  for  if  the  dams  are  empty  they  cannot  be 
used  for  power;  if  they  are  full,  they  are  useless  for  flood 
control. 

TTie  actual  Income  of  the  T.  V.  A.  from  the  sale  of  power 
in  1937  was  less  than  $2,000,000.  The  greater  part  of  the 
huge  investment  of  $375,000,000  has  been  expended  for  the 
purpose  of  developing  hydroelectric  power.  The  return  on 
this  enormous  Investment  is  less  than  one-half  of  1  cent. 

If  the  T.  V.  A.  desired  to  present  to  the  American  people  an 
honest  picture  of  this  foolish  investment  and  tried  to  make 
income  justify  the  enormous  expenditure,  it  would  have  to 
increase  its  present  rate  nearly  2  cents  per  kilowatt-hour. 
That  rate  then  would  be  higher  than  the  average  tost  of  elec- 
tric energy  throughout  the  entire  country  as  now  furnished 
by  private  enterprise. 

For  over  7  years  I  have  listened  to  absurd  and  exaggerated 
statements  made  on  this  floor  of  the  great  possibilities  of 
the  T.  V.  A.  I  have,  also,  listened  to  the  unbelievable  and 
ridiculous  statements  made  in  this  House  that  the  American 
user  of  electric  energy  was  being  overcharged  $1,000,000,000 
annually  by  private  enterprise. 

If  the  reports  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  are  cor- 
rect, and  no  one  has  ever  challenged  their  accuracy,  the 
total  amount  of  electric  energy,  according  to  the  latest 
report,  used  and  paid  for  by  the  people  of  this  Nation 
amounted  to  $2,000,000,000,  from  which  private  utilities  were 
compelled  to  pay  In  taxes,  cost  of  maintenance  and  operat- 
ing, approximately  $1,400,000,000.  leaving  $600,000,000  for 
other  purposes. 

The  absurdity  of  the  claim  made  that  utilities  are  over- 
charging the  users  of  electric  energy  $1,000,000,000  an- 
nually needs  no  further  explanation  from  me. 

The  pending  amendment  should  be  defeated  and  the 
municipal  tax  units  in  the  States  affected,  who  clamored  for 
this  glorified  project,  should  meet  the  problems  which  they 
themselves  Invited.  The  Federal  Government  has  been  a 
Santa  Claus.  Gentlemen,  this  amendment  seeks  another 
bag  of  gifts  to  be  paid  for  by  the  taxpayers  of  my  con- 
gressional district  and  throughout  all  the  States  in  order  to 
continue  the  exjaensive  luxury  of  a  Federal  enterprise  that 
cannot  justify  its  economic  position. 

I  hope,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  amendment  will  be  voted 
down  and  the  people  of  the  Nation  spared  the  further 
humiliation  of  paying  for  a  white  elephant  that  should  never 
have  been  bom. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  felt  the  vital  Importance  of 
this  matter  so  keenly  that  I  regret  exceedingly  there  is  not 
opportunity  for  greater  and  more  lengthy  discussions.    As 
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said  by  the  gentieman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Disksen],  we  are 
proposing  here  something  altogether  new  in  the  system  or 
form  of  the  American  Government  under  which  we  live. 
Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MAY.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  yield  just  now,  and  I  hope 
my  colleague  will  not  interrupt  me,  for  this  is  too  important. 
Let  me  say  to  begin  with  that  this  is  a  permanent  tax. 
It  is  not  only  a  permanent  tax  but  it  is  a  tax  that  will  spread 
out  over  the  country  wherever  the  T.  V.  A.  shall  extend  its 
operations,  and  it  is  now  admitted  that  it  is  in  seven  States 
already,  and  probably,  with  the  national -defense  move  under 
way  and  a  Budget  estimate  and  proposal  sent  here  today  to 
the  Congress  for  $65,000,000  for  the  T.  V.  A.  for  the  con- 
struction of  dams  and  powerhouses,  there  is  no  telling  where 
it  will  spread  and  there  is  no  telling  in  what  communities  it 
will  destroy  tax  values  and  schools  and  other  governmental 
activities  all  over  the  country. 

There  is  another  vital  matter  involved  here  that  I  want  to 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  House.  The  House  itself  is  on 
trial  in  this  matter.  One  of  the  major  committees  of  the 
House  is  being  tried  today,  because  this  is  nothing  more  or 
less  than  a  back-door  form  of  effort  on  the  part  of  another 
body  to  disregard  and  override  the  Military  Affairs  Commit- 
tee of  the  House  of  Representatives,  which  it  has  already  done 
on  three  different  occasions.  I  am  here  today  defending  the 
jurisdiction  and  rights  of  a  major  committee  of  this  House 
against  the  overriding  and  roundabout  way  of  telling  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  its  conmiittee  cannot  write 
legislation  after  6  or  8  or  10  weeks  of  hearings,  and  then  after 
many  hours  and  weeks  of  consideration  in  executive  session. 
Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  sneld? 
Mr.  MAY.  I  am  sorry,  but  I  cannot  yield  at  this  time. 
There  is  another  thing  about  it  that  I  want  you  to  catch,  and 
that  is  this.  The  bill  upon  its  face  tells  you  that  it  ought  to 
be  defeated.  Why?  It  starts  out  and  sa3rs  to  you  that  it 
takes  10  percent  of  the  gross  receipts  in  1940  to  pay  these  tax 
bills,  and  then  it  tells  you  that  5  percent  of  them  8  years 
from  now  is  enough.  Why?  Because  there  is  going  to  be 
such  an  increase  in  business  enterprise  and  manufacturing 
plants,  785  of  which  have  already  entered  that  valley,  that 
they  will  have  revenue  enough  to  pay  with  a  5-percent  tax. 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield  on  the  question  of  tax? 
Mr.  MAY.    I  cannot  yield  at  this  time.  ' ' 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.    I  want  to  give  the  gentleman 
some  facts  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  BIAY.    I  am  sorry.  I  cannot  yield.    I  know  five  times 
as  much  about  this  as  the  gentleman  does.    The  proof  before 
our  committee  shows  that  the  people  of  Tennessee  alone  have 
made  a  saving  of  $7,600,000  in  the  rates,  and  their  whole  tax 
,  bill  is  only  $3,500,000.    In  addition  to  that,  when  that  good- 
looking,  handsome,  little  Governor  of  Tennessee  came  before 
our  committee  and  spent  3  hours  on  the  witness  stand  singing 
the  praises  of  the  T.  V.  A.  and  we  asked  him  about  levying  a 
sales  tax  in  Tennessee  to  take  care  of  this  thing,  he  wilted  and 
almost  fainted,  because  he  is  a  candidate  for  reelection  and 
a  sales  tax  is  not  popular.    What  else  have  they  got?    They 
have  navigation  for  650  miles  on  that  river,  and  they  have 
erosion  prevention,  and  cheap  fertilizer  distributed  all  over 
that  valley  at  cost,  and  yet  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
RaybxjrwI.  the  floor  leader,  talks  about  the  equity  of  this 
thing,  and  the  whole  story  is  just  like  saying.  Now  we  yriH 
build  a  great  highway  from  the  north  to  the  south  and  we 
will  improve  the  properUes  and  the  values  of  everything  in 
every  State,  every  county,  and  every  municipality  through 
Which  it  goes,  and  because  Uncle  Sam,  out  of  his  Treasury 
and  out  of  the  pockets  of  his  taxpayers  all  over  America,  does 
that  he  must  be  penalized  to  a  further  extent  of  creating  a 
tax  for  all  time  to  come,  with  business  increasing  and  coming 
there  every  week  and  every  day. 

Someone  said  that  there  was  not  a  man  that  ever  appear?d 
to  oppose  this  measure.  Tliat  is  correct;  and  why?  Because 
everybody  .n  that  area  is  getting  something  out  of  it,  and  that 
Is  the  reason  why  nobody  appeared  in  opposition  to  it. 

BIT.  8PARKMAN.     Mr.  Speaker.  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MAY.    No;  I  cannot  yield. 


Mr.  SPAREMAN.  The  gentleman  will  not  say  that  Ala- 
bama  is  getting  anything  out  of  It. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  will  say  that  Alabama  is  going  to  be  hurt  by 
it.  because  it  will  take  away  from  Alabama  some  things  she 
has  now,  and  there  are  some  little  taxing  districts  and  school 
districts  and  other  organizations  in  that  coimtry  that  will 
suffer.  But  if  we  are  going  to  have  Government  ownership, 
and  Government  operation  of  utilities,  and  Government  com- 
petition with  private  industry,  we  might  as  well  get  oiu-  lesson 
now,  so  we  will  know  hereafter  what  it  is  going  to  be.  These 
people  are  getting  a  taste  of  it,  and  we  might  as  well  have  a 
taste  here  and  now  and  let  us  see  what  it  is  going  to  be. 
[ Applause.  1  It  is  going  to  be  a  bitter  dose  in  a  vile  form  of 
state  socialism  like  Russia  and  Germany. 

In  addition  to  that.  I  have  a  letter  here  from  a  man  named 
John  M.  Carmody.  Administrator  of  the  Work  Projects  Ad- 
ministration and  of  the  Public  Works  Administration,  and 
he  tells  me  that  the  States  of  Tennessee.  Alabama.  Mis- 
sissippi, and  Georgia,  only  four  of  the  seven,  have  received 
already  grants  and  gifts  amounting  to  $46,000,000.  and  loans 
for  $113,000,000.  Stick  that  up  on  top  of  the  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars  already  sjjent,  and  then  wait  until  under 
the  name  of  national  defense,  imder  the  cloak  of  defense  of 
this  country,  Mr.  Lilienthal  comes  to  Washington  tmd  goes 
into  conference  with  Mr.  Stettinlus,  of  the  Defense  Commit- 
tee, and  they  talk  of  the  necessity  for  another  steam  plant 
and  another  dam  the  Congress  has  not  yet  authorized,  and 
want  $65,000,000  for  that.  In  the  name  of  God.  you  men  of 
the  North  and  the  South  and  the  East  and  the  West,  how 
are  you  going  to  go  home  to  your  constituents  and  say  that, 
in  the  face  of  a  great  peril  that  hangs  over  American  liberty 
and  freedom,  in  the  face  of  a  military  despotism  threatening 
over  our  heads,  you  voted  to  take  money  out  of  the  Federal 
Treastiry  and  give  it  to  a  group  of  people  that  has  already 
had  everything  in  the  world  that  heart  could  wish?  I  have 
great  sympathy  for  the  suffering  commimities  in  that  great 
section. 

Eto  you  know  they  have  8.000  miles  of  water  shore  lines 
when  this  thing  is  completed?  They  have  millions  of  acres 
of  playgrounds.  They  have  flood  control  and  navigation 
of  the  river.  They  have  soil-erosion  prevention.  There  have 
been  planted  millions  of  trees  in  the  the  State  of  Tennessee 
alone.  They  have  soil-erosion  prevenUon  until  the  hillsides 
have  been  terraced,  fertilized,  and  graded:  until  they  are 
a  green  carpet,  while  in  your  State  and  my  State  soU  erosion 
goes  on  with  its  vicious  process  of  deterioration,  destroying 
our  farms.  All  paid  from  revenues  contributed  by  American 
taxpayers. 

Now.  if  you  can  justify  further  invasion  of  private  Indus- 
try, and  allow  the  T.  V.  A.  directors  and  other  of  their  rep- 
resentatives to  go  out  and  say  to  the  people  of  any  and 
every  community,  whose  schools  and  other  public  functions 
^il**^^^  '°'"  ^^  ^^^  °^"*'"  °^  private  property  of  anv  kind. 
The  T^.  A.  will  pay  your  taxes.  Do  not  worry  about 
them.  They  will  be  paid  by  T.  V.  A."  You  thereby  disarm 
every  private  owner  of  the  last  defense  they  have  against 
being  absorbed  and  taken  over.  You  may  rest  assured  that 
th.'s  thing  will  surely  return  to  haunt  this  body.  [Applause  1 
Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thomason]  2  minutes 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  that,  along  with 
5!^.,  t  ?  ^w"^  P|;^Judice  that  my  good  friend  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May]  manifests,  he  refused  to  yield  for 
at  least  one  or  two  questions,  because  I  remember  there  Is  an 
old  adage  that  "consistency  is  a  jewel."  The  gentleman  says 
Mn'^^'.'^^  had  more  time  to  discuss  this  very  important 
bill.  That  would  have  been  very  easy  If,  after  several  months 
of  careful  deliberation  by  the  House  Military  Affairs  Commit- 
tee, that  committee  hid  not.  by  a  tie  vote,  with  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  (Mr.  May]  voUng  against  the  bill,  refused  to 
even  let  the  bill  or  anything  akin  to  It  come  out  here  on  the 
floor  for  full  and  fair  dL^cussicn 

As  the  majority  leader  [Mr.  RAYBrRN]  said,  to  my  mind 
this  Is  a  question  of  justice  and  equity  and  of  doing  the  right 
i?t!^Z  *  ?^  '°T^  innocent  people  and  communlUes. 

It  is  not  a  question  of  how  you  felt  when  the  T  V  A.  waa 


established,  because  my  good  friend  from  Kentucky  helped  to 
establish  it  and  he  now  condemns  the  thing  for  which  he 
voted.  It  Is  his  child  along  with  the  balance  of  us.  As  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  said,  the  dams  are  there;  T.  V.  A. 
is  a  reality  and  we  ought  to  do  justice. 

Last  year  when  the  question  of  the  sale  of  the  properties 
of  the  Commonwealth  &  Southern  Electric  Co.  came  up  for 
ccnsideraticn  in  this  body,  a  man  about  whom  we  hear  much 
now.  Mr.  Wendell  Willkie,  came  here  and  urged  the  passage 
of  that  act.  As  a  result  of  it,  he  sold  the  private  companies 
of  the  Commonwealth  &  Southern  in  the  State  of  Tennessee 
for  a  very  handsome  sum.  as  everylwdy  admits,  and  to  the 
satisfaction  of  every  stockholder  of  that  great  company. 
As  the  result  of  that,  every  little  coimty  in  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee where  that  company  operated  or  had  a  plant  has  lost 
from  its  tax  rolls  Its  largest  taxpayer.  They  were  represented 
here  at  that  time  and  begged  for  protection  or  replacement 
of  taxes  concurrent  with  the  sale  of  the  properties.  One  of 
the  grandest  men  who  ever  sat  in  this  House.  Hon.  Sam 
McReynolds.  was  then  on  his  deathbed.  He  sent  for  me  and 
pleaded  for  equity  and  justice  for  these  small  counties  and 
communities.  That  bill  had  to  come  here  as  this  one  has 
done,  as  a  rider  on  a  Senate  MIL  That  is  not  the  proper  way 
to  legislate,  but  there  Is  nothing  else  to  be  done  when  the 
appropriate  committee  refuses  to  report  out  anything  so  that 
we  may  have  full  and  fair  discussion.  This  will  be  no 
precedent.  The  Boulder  Dam  bill,  passed  by  a  Republican 
House,  replaces  taxes.  The  same  is  done  in  national  forests 
and  imder  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act.  Let  us  do  justice  in 
this  matter. 

I  also  rejoice  that  the  National  Defense  Committee,  headed 
by  Mr.  Stettinlus  and  a  great  utility  executive  have  asked 
for  more  money  for  T,  V.  A.  The  time  is  coming  when 
T.  V.  A.  will  be  one  of  our  greatest  assets  for  national  de- 
fense.    [Applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missoiui.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Pearson]  2  minutes. 

Mr.  PEARSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  I  could  have  the 
especial  attention  of  my  friends  on  the  Republican  side,  who 
evidenced  so  much  enthusiasm  at  the  conclusion  of  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI.  and 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May],  particularly  those 
of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  with  reference 
to  the  principle  which  Is  being  established  in  this  bill.  The 
gentleman  from  Illinois  insists  that  this  legislation  will  estab- 
lish a  new  principle  in  taxation.  I  want  to  call  their  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  there  Is  no  new  principle  Involved  in  this 
measure,  but  that  the  principle  was  established  when  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority  was  created.  At  that  time  Senator 
Vaxdenberg.  of  Michigan,  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  moved 
to  strike  section  13  from  the  original  act  because  It  carried  a 
provision  for  5  percent  to  reimburse  the  States  of  Tennessee 
and  Alabama  for  their  lost  revenues.  At  that  time  Senator 
NoRRis.  who  is  the  author  of  the  act  creating  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority,  fully  and  explicitly  explained  to  the  Senate 
and  to  the  Congress  that  that  5  percent  was  being  carried  in 
the  act  for  the  express  purpose  of  taking  care  of  lost  revenues 
brought  about  by  acquisition  of  properties  by  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority,  and  which  would  work  a  hardship  and 
injustice  against  the  people  of  those  States  tmless  they  were 
taken  care  of.  After  that  explanation  Congress  deliberately 
approved  of  an  assessment  of  5  percent  to  cover  tax  losses. 

This  bill  follows  that  principle.  The  only  difference  is 
that  It  provides  for  an  increase  of  5  percent,  to  be  graduated 
over  a  period  of  8  years  and  finally  reduced  to  the  original 
5  percent.  This  increase  Is  necessary  t)ecause  the  tax  losses 
are  now  far  in  excess  of  the  amoimt  contemplated  when  the 
Authority  was  created. 

There  is  a  great  deal  of  misunderstanding  al>out  this 
measure  and  it  seems  to  Ise  in  the  minds  of  some  that  this 
is  money  which  will  come  from  the  Federal  Treasury,  money 
which  your  constituents  and  mine  will  have  to  pay,  when 
the  truth  of  the  matter  is  the  entire  sum  comes  from  the 
pockets  of  the  consimiers  of  power  in  the  Tennessee  Valley 


area.  They  are  pajdng  it  now.  This  bill  is  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  the  Authority  the  legal  right  to  pay  this  money 
which  the  consumers  are  paying  now,  back  to  the  States  and 
counties  in  order  to  preserve  their  very  existence. 

We  urge  and  beg  the  Members  of  this  House  to  give  us 
this  right,  to  the  end  that  the  8.000,000  people  of  that  area 
may  have  their  rights,  despite  the  fact  that  the  chairman 
of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  of  this  House  feels  that 
the  prerogatives  of  his  committee  are  being  invaded.  Such 
an  invasion  Is  an  Insignificant  incident  when  compared  to 
the  distress  of  the  States  and  coimtles  affected  by  this  legis- 
lation. Past  experience  convinces  us  beyond  question  that 
we  can  expect  no  relief  no  matter  how  badly  needed  at  the 
hands  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.     [Applause.] 

[^ere  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Gutord]  one-quarter  of  a 
minute. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  further  quotation  frtmi 
Senator  Norris: 

If  the  T.  V.  A.  Bhall  be  subject  to  local  taxation  It  would  be  out 
of  business  m  3  months  (Congressional  Record,  AprU  13.  1939). 

Beautiful  yardstick!  Nakedness  exposed!  [Laughter  and 
applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  felL] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  last 
speaker  on  the  amendment,  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Cooper  1.  the  3  remaining  minutes. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  question  here  presented  is  not  the 
general  T.  V.  A.  issue.  This  provision  mcluded  In  the  bill  now 
under  consideration  is  based  upon  the  essential  elements  of 
fairness  and  equity.  I  want  to  emphasize  the  point  made  by 
those  who  have  preceded  me  by  saymg  that  this  question 
simply  presents  this  issue  to  the  House  today,  whether  the 
people  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  area  who  are  now  paying  this 
money  that  is  included  in  the  rate  structiu'e  of  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  shall  receive  some  of  It  back  in  the  form 
of  tax  replacement.  The  only  purpose  of  this  provision  is  to 
take  that  money  paid  In  by  these  users  of  electrical  energy 
and  pay  it  to  these  counties  and  local  subdivisions  of  gov- 
ernment. 

The  original  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  provided,  in 
section  13,  that  5  percent  of  the  gross  proceeds  from  power 
should  go  to  the  States  of  Tennessee  and  Alabama.  Now  this 
has  spread  over  foiu*  other  States  to  some  extent.  The  States 
of  North  Carolina,  Mississippi,  Kentucky,  and  Georgia  do  not 
get  anything  at  all  under  the  act  as  it  now  stands.  This 
amendment  will  make  it  possible  for  them  to  receive  their 
proportionate  share  of  this  amount  of  money  that  is  paid  in 
by  the  consumers  of  electrical  energy  and  can  be  distributed 
to  the  counties  and  the  local  subdivisions  to  provide  some  of 
the  tax  replacement  necessary  for  them  to  maintain  their 
solvency. 

This  is  based  upon  the  essential  elements  of  fairness  Guid 
equity  and  should  receive  the  overwhelming  approval  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Does  not  the  State  of  Alabama  actually 
lose  considerable  revenue  by  the  enactment  of  this  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  is  true;  there  is  no  question  about 
that. 

Mr.  LEIAVY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  As  I  understand  this  legislation,  it  does  not 
even  delay  the  retirement  of  the  Tennessee  Valley's  obligation 
to  the  Federal  Treasury  because  gross  receipts  have  increased 
substantially  beyond  original  calculations,  and  no  money 
comes  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury. 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  is  absolutely  true.  Not  one  dollar  of 
it  comes  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  regret  I  cannot  3^eld. 
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There  Is  not  one  dollar  that  comes  out  of  the  Federal 
Treasury.  All  this  money  Is  paid  in  by  the  ccnstimers  of  the 
electrical  energy  they  purchase  from  the  T.  V.  A.  This  amend- 
ment is  simply  to  make  it  possible  for  the  money  that  is  paid 
In  by  the  people  themselves  to  be  paid  back  to  the  counties  or 
local  taxing  subdivisions  to  protect  their  school  systems  and 
provide  for  other  expenses  that  they  have  to  incur  to  maintain 
their  local  government.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the 
previous  question  on  the  motion  to  recede  and  concur. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parUamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPKAKER.     The  gentleman  will  state  It. 

Mr.  MAY.  As  I  understand  the  parliamentary  situation,  a 
vote  "aye"  on  the  motion  to  recede  and  concur  means  that  the 
amendment  will  be  agreed  to  and  the  vote  "no"  is  a  vote 
against  the  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  That  is  a  correct  statement  of  the 
parliamentary  situation. 

Without  objection,  the  previous  question  will  be  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  recede 
and  concur. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Cannon  of  Missouri)  there  were — ayes  154,  noes  155. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  205,  nays 
179,  an&wered  "present"  1.  not  voting  46.  as  follows: 


[RoU  No.  160 J 
TEAS— 205 


Alexander 

AUen.  La. 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Angell 

B&rden.  N.  C. 

Bates.  Ky. 

Beckwortb 

Bland 

Bloom 

Boland 

Boren 

Boy Kin 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Brooks 

Brown.  Ga. 

Brysoa 

Buck 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Bulwinkle 

Burdlck 

Byrne.  N.  T. 

Byma.  Tenn. 

Byron 

Camp 

Cannon.  Pla. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Cbapman 

C'.ark 

Cochran 

Coffee.  Wasli. 

Coimer 

Connery 

Cooley 

Cooper 

Costello 

Courtney 

Cox 

CrcAl 

Croeser 

Crowe 

CuIIen 

Cummlngs 

Davis 

Delaney 

DeBopaey 

Dies 


Doxey 

Duncan 

Dunn 

Durham 


Eberharter 

Edelsteln 

EiUctt 

K.hs 

E\-ana 

Fay 

Ferguson 

Frmandes 

FltzpatrldK 

Flaherty 

Flannagan 

Ftannery 

Folger 

Ford.  Miss. 

Ford,  Thomas  F. 

Fries 

Fulmer 

Garrett 

Oathings 

Oavagan 

Oehrnutnn 

Ocyer.  Calif. 

Olbbs 

Gore 

Gossett 

Grant.  KiM. 

Green 

Greeory 

Orifltn 

Hare 

Hart 

Havenner 

BMOcy 

Beadrtck* 

Hennings 

HiU 

Hinshaw 

HobtM 

Hook 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jacobsen 

Jarman 

Jennings 

Johnson  .Luther  A. 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Jones.  Tex. 

Kefauver 

Keller 

Kennedy,  lilartln 


Kennedy.  Md. 

Kennedy.  Michael 

Keogh 

Kerr 

Kllday 

KUwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Koclalkowakl 

Kramer 

Lanham 

Larrabee 

Leavy 

Lesinakl 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McAndrews 

McCormack 

McGehee 

McGranery 

McKeough 

McMillan,  Clara 

McMUlan.  John  L. 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Mansfield 

Marcantonlo 

Masslngale 

Mills.  Ark. 

Mills.  La. 

Mott 

Mouton 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Mxu-dock.  Utah 

Myers 

Nelson 

Nichols 

Norrell 

Norton 

O'Connor 

OT>ay 

OXeary 

OToole 

Pace 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson,  Pl». 

Peterson.  Ga. 


Pierce 
Poage 

Polk 

Rabaut 

Ramspeck 

Rankin 

Raybum 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Richards 

Rcblnfcon.  Utah 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Ryan 

Sacks 

Sasscer 

Schulte 

Schwert 

Scrugham 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith,  m. 

Sm:th.  Wash. 

Snyder 

Somers,  N.  T. 

Sparkman 

Spcnce 

Starnes.  Ala. 

Steagall 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Sweeney 

Tarter 

Tenerowlca 

Terry 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Thomason 

Tolan 

Vinson,  Gm. 

Voorhls,  Calif. 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

West 

Whelchel 

WhltUngton 

WUliazns.  Mo. 

Zimmerman 
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Allen,  m.  Arends 

Allen.  Pa.  Arnold 

Andersen.  H.  Carl  A\istln 
Anderson,  CallX.      Bail 
Andresen.  A.  H.       Barnes 
AJoOnw  Barry 


Barton.  N.  T. 

Bates.  Mass. 

Beam 

Bell 

Bender 

Blackney 


Belles 

Bradley,  Mich. 
Brewster 
Brown.  Ohio 
B\irch 
CarlaoQ 


Carter 

Case.  8.  Dak. 

Church 

Clason 

Claypool 

Clevenger 

Cluett 

Coffee.  Nebr, 

Cole.  Md. 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Corbett 

Cravens 

Crawford 

Crowther 

C\Ukln 

Curtis 

D'Alesandro 

Darden.  Va. 

Dirksen 

Ditter 

Dondero 

Douslas 

Dworishak 

Eaton 

Edmlston 

Elston 

Eiigel 

Faddls 

Fenton 

Fish 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Gamble 

Gartner 

Cerlach 

Glfford 

GUchrist 

GlUle 

Goodwin 

Graham 


Boehne 
Bolton 
Buckley,  N.  Y. 

Burg  In 

Caldwell 

Cartwrtght 

Casey,  Mass. 

Cellcr 

Chipcrfield 

Collins 

Darrow 

DeRouen 


Grant,  Ind. 

Gross 

Gwynne 

Ouyer.  Kans. 

Ball.  Edwin  A. 

BaU.  Leonard  W. 

Hancock 

Harness 

Barter.  N.  Y. 

Hartley 

Hess 

"Hoffman 

Holmes 

Hope 

Hoxiston 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson.  TLl. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Keefe 

Kelly 

Kl'.bum 

Klnzer 

Knutson 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

ijtndlB 

Lea 

LeCompte 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Luce 

McArdle 

McDowell 


McGregor 

McLaughlin 

McLean 

McLeod 

Maclejewskl 

Marshall 

Martin,  ni. 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mason 

May 

Mlchener 

Miller 

Monklewlca 

Moser 

Mundt 

Murray 

O'Brien 

Oliver 

O'Neal 

Osmers 

Parsons 

Pittcnger 

Powers 

Reed.  ni. 

Reed.N.  Y. 

Recs,  Kans. 

Rich 

Robertson 

Rockefeller 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Ro\itzohn 

Rutherford 

Sandager 

Sattertteld 

Schaefcr.  III. 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Schlffler 


ANSWERED  "PRESENT" — 1 

Gearhart 

NOT  VOTING — 46 


Dlcksteln 

D'.sney 

D  re  wry 

Englebright 

Halleck 

Hamngton 

Harttr,  Ohio 

Hawks 

Horton 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Kee 


Lemke 
Maas 

Merritt 

Mitchell 

Monroney 

Pfelfer 

PlunrJey 

Randolph 

Risk 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Romjue 

Sabath 


June  21 

Schuetz 

Seccombe 

Secrest 

Oeger 

Shafer,  Midi. 

Short 

Simpson 

Smith,  Meine 

Smith,  Ohio 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith,  W.  Va. 

Springer 

Stearns,  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sumner.  lU. 

Sutphln 

Sweet 

Tat>er 

Talle 

Thill 

Thorkelson 

Tlbbott 

Tlnkham 

Treadway 

Van  Zandt 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Wadsworth 

Wheat 

White,  Ohio 

WlggleswortU 

Winter 

Wolcott 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Woodrum,  Va. 

Youngdahl 


Sheridan 
South 
SxUllvan 
Taylor 

Thomas.  N.  J. 
Welch 

White.  Idaho 
Williams.  Del. 
Wolverton,  N.  J. 
Wood 


So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 
[   .The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 
!    On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Caldwell  (for)  w'th  Mr.  Wolverton  of  New  Jersey  (against). 

Mr.  Sullivan  (for)  with  Mr.  Jenkins  of  Ohio  (against). 

Mr.  Lemke  (for)  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey  (against). 

Mr.  Celler  (for)  with  Mr.  Plumley  (against). 
I     Mr.  Buckley  of  New  York  (for)  with  Mr.  Halleck  (against). 

Mr.  Cearhart  (for)   with  Mrs.  Bolton  (against). 

Mr.  Dlcksteln  (for)  with  Mr.  Chlperfleld  (against). 
j     Mr.  Merritt  (for)  with  Mr.  Maas  (against). 

i     General  pairs: 

]     Mr.  Bitfgln  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Collins  with  Mr.  Horton. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Englebrlght. 

Mr.  South  with  Mr.  Williams  of  Delaware. 

Mr.  Boehne  with  Mr    Hawks. 

Mr.  DeRouen  with  Mr.  Darrow. 
i     Mr.  Cartwrtght  with  Mr.  Welch. 

!     Mr.  Rogers  of  Oklahoma  with  Mr.  Casey  of  Maasachusetta. 
I     Mr.  Sheridan  with  Mr.  Disney. 

Mr.  Harrington  with  Mr   Randolph. 

Mr.  Monroney  with  Mr.  Barter  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Romjue  with  Mr.  Kee. 

Mr.  John-son  of  West  Virginia  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mr.  White  of  Idaho  with  Mr.  MitcheU. 

Messrs.  Eberharter  and  Schwert  changed  their  vote  from 
•  "nay"  to  "yea." 

!  Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  an  active  pair  with 
the  gentlewoman  from  Ohio,  Mrs.  Bolton,  which  I  am 
under  obligation  to  respect.  I  ask  that  I  may  be  permitted 
to  withdraw  my  vote  "yea"  and  to  be  recorded  as  voting 
"present." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Cannon  of  Missouri,  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider the  votes  by  which  action  was  taken  on  the  various 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PERMISSION    TO    ADDRESS   THE   HOUSE 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  IMr.  Woodruft]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  take  this 
time  in  order  to  announce  to  the  House  that  at  4  o'clock,  in 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  room  of  the  new  House 
Office  Building,  there  wiU  be  moving  pictures  of  the  recent 
experiments  of  the  new  explosive  gimite  shown  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Members.  I  may  say  I  have  known  Mr,  Lester  P. 
Barlow  for  20  years.    He  is  the  gentleman  who  has  perfected 

this  explosive, 

I  understand  the  Bureau  of  Standards  has  pronounced 
gimite  to  be  30  percent  more  powerful  than  TNT.  With  that 
in  mind,  and  also  having  in  mind  the  reluctance  of  the  War 
Department  to  proceed  further  with  these  experiments.  I  ask 
the  Members  of  the  House  to  go  to  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  room  at  4  o'clock  and  see  for  themselves  just 
what  this  explosive  is  and  what  it  can  do  to  help  meet  the 
serious  condition  now  confronting  the  coimtry  in  its  efforts 
to  provide  a  proper  national  defense. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 


DEPARTMENT      OF 


ACRICTTLTTTPE      APPROPRIATION      BILL.       1941 — 
CONFERENCE   REPORT 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  H.  R. 
8202.  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  ask  for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  65:  Page  60,  line  18.  strike  out  "$5.644.801" 

"*aeiatelm*n<iment  NO.  66:  Page  58.  line  16.  strike  out  "$867,648" 
and  insert   ••878.168." 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ments and  agree  to  the  same  severally  with  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  Cannon  of  Mlssoxirl  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  Nos.  65  and  66 
and  agree  to  the  same  severally  with  amendments  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment  No.  65.  insert 
••$5,733,217";  and  in  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amendment 
No.  66  insert  "$868,458." 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  merely  cor- 
rects totals  In  the  biU.  When  the  bill  passed  the  Senate  there 
still  remained  two  totals  to  which  the  House  had  not  agreed. 

Mr.  TABER,  May  I  ask  whether  there  is  anything  in  here 
except  a  correction  of  totals? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Nothing  at  all  except  the 
correction  of  two  totals. 

Mr.  TABER.  Does  this  conclude  the  consideration  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  appropriation  bill? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    This  is  the  final  action  on  the 

bill. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  w£is  ordered. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

AtJTHGRIZINC  TRANSFER  OF  FUNDS   TO   COVER   ADVANCES  FOR  CROP 

INSURANCE 

Mr  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9594)  to  amend  section 
12  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act, 
as  amended,  by  aHthorizing  the  transfer  of  funds  to  cover 
advances  for  crop  insurance. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

'  CONFERENCE  RrrORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9594)  to 
amend  section  12  (b)  of  the  SoU  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allot- 
ment Act,  as  amended,  by  authorizing  the  transfer  of  funds  to 
cover  advances  for  crop  Insxirance,  having  met,  after  fuU  and  free 
conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  tnelr 
nepecUve  Houses  as  foUows: 


That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  *«»«nj™f°^ 
of  the  senate  numbered  1,  2,  3,  4,  5.  6.  and  8.  and  agree  to  the  Mme. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  numbered  7  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amend- 
ment as  follows:  Strike  out  "to  make  grants  of  aid  in  »"ch  amend- 
ment and  insert  in  Ueu  thereof  "to  make  advances  ;  and  the  Senate 

agree  to  the  same.  ^  ^     ..        ..»..„^„^„* 

That  the  House  recede  from  ita  disagreement  to  the  amendmen* 

of  the  Senate  to  the  title  of  the  blU. 

Marvin  Jonbs, 
H.  P.  FVlmes, 
Wall  Doxmr, 
CLirroRO  R.  Hopb, 
J.  Roland  Kinzer. 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
J.  H.  Bankjhsad, 
Carl  A.  Hatch. 
Alexandes  Wilet, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9594)  to  amend  section  12  (b)  of  the  SoU 
Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  by  author- 
izing the  transfer  of  funds  to  cover  advances  for  crop  Insurance, 
submit  the  following  statement  In  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the 
action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and  recommended  in  the  ac- 
companying conference  report: 

The  House  bill  amends  section  12  (b)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  by  authorizing  the  Secretary 
to  transfer  to  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation,  prior  to  the 
execution  of  applications  for  insurance  or  requests  for  advances  by 
producers,  the  funds  estimated  as  necessary  to  cover  advances  which 
will  tH  requested  for  the  payment  of  premiums  under  the  crop- 
insurance  program.  Any  portion  of  such  funds  not  used  for  ad- 
vances to  producers  under  such  program  Is  to  be  returned  to  the 
Secretary  by  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation.  The  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  add  to  the  provisions  of  the  House  biU  nine 
new  sections: 

On  Senate  amendment  No.  1:  Amends  section  8  (c)  (5)  of  the 
Sou  Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act  to  provide  that  nor- 
mal yield  per  acre  for  any  county  in  the  case  of  com  or  wheat  need 
be  redetermined  only  when  the  actual  average  yield  for  the  10 
calendar  years  immediately  preceding  the  calendar  year  in  which 
such  yield  Is  being  reconsidered  differs  by  at  least  5  percent  from 
the  actual  average  yield  for  the  10  years  upon  which  the  existing 
normal  yield  per  acre  for  the  county  was  based.  The  House  recedes. 
On  Senate  amendment  No.  2:  Amends  section  301  (b)  (6)  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  to  redefine  the  term  "market- 
so  as  to  have  a  general  definition  of  this  term  applicable  to  all  of  the 
commodities  to  which  such  act  applies  and  to  Include  involuntary 
sales  and  gifts  Inter  vivos  within  the  meaning  of  such  term;  and. 
In  the  case  of  wheat  as  well  as  com  to  Include  feeding  to  poultry  ot 
livestock.  In  the  case  of  all  the  commodities  to  which  such  act 
applies,  the  disposing  of  any  such  commodity  as  premium  to  the 
Federal  Crop  Instirance  Corporation  is  not  deemed  marketing.  The 
House  recedes. 

On  Senate  amendment  No.  3:  Amends  section  301  (b)  (13)  (A) 
of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  to  make  the  definition  of 
"normal  yield"  for  any  county.  In  the  case  of  com  or  wheat.  In  such 
act  conform  to  the  definition  thereof  In  section  8  (c)  (5)  of  the  Soil 
Conservation  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act.  as  amended  by  Senate 
amendment  No.   1.     The  House  recedes. 

On  Senate  amendment  No.  4:  Amends  section  301  (b)  (13)  (B)  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  so  as  to  limit  the  definition 
of  "normal  yield"  for  any  county,  as  defined  therein,  to  cotton. 
This  Is  a  technical  amendment  made  necessary  by  the  preceding 
amendment.     The  House  recedes. 

On  Senate  amendment  No.  5:  Amends  section  372  (c)  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  of  1938  to  extend  from  1  to  2  years  the 
time  within  which  claims  may  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  for  the 
refund  of  penalties  for  excess  marketings  wrongfully  collected,  and 
by  limiting  the  refund  thereof  to  claimants  who  bore  the  burden 
of  the  payment  of  such  penalty.  It  also  provides  that  receipts  of 
penalties  may  be  handled  on  a  farm  basis  rather  than  on  the  basis 
of  individual  producers,  in  order  to  save  expense  and  simplify  pro- 
cedure m  the  collection  of  refund  or  penalties.  The  Hovise  recedes. 
On  Senate  amendment  No.  6:  Amends  section  385  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  of  1938  by  providing  that  in  case  any 
person  who  is  entitled  to  receive  any  payment  referred  to  in  such 
section  dies,  becomes  Incompetent,  or  disappears  before  receiving 
such  payment,  or  is  succeeded  by  another  who  renders  or  com- 
pletes the  required  performance,  the  payment  shall,  without  regard 
to  any  other  provisions  of  law,  be  made  as  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  determine  to  be  fair  and  reasonable  In  aU  the 
circumstances  and  provide  by  regulations.     The  House  recedes. 

On  Senate  amendment  No.  7:  Amends  section  391  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Adjustment  Act  of  1938  by  authorizing  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  to  loan  to  the  Secretary  In  each  fiscal 
year  such  stuns,  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000,  as  he  estimates  will  be 
required  during  such  fiscal  year  to  make  crop-lnsurance-premlum 
advances  and  to  make  grants  of  aid  pursuant  to  the  applicable 
provisions  of  sections  8  and  12  of  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended.  In  connection  with  programs 
applicable  to  crops  harvested  in  the  calendar  year  In  which  such 
fiscal  year  ends,  and  to  pay  administrative  expenses  of   county 
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•grloiltunJ  conservation  associations  for  the  calendar  year  In 
which  such  fiscal  year  ends.  Provision  Is  made  for  Interest,  and 
for  repayment  from  the  appropriation  tor  the  succeeding  fiscal  year 
or  from  any  unobligated  balance  of  the  i.pproprlatlon  for  any 
other  year.  The  conference  report  recommends  the  striking  out 
of  the  wonU  "to  make  grants  of  aid"  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof 
"to  make  advances."  The  "grants  of  aid"  to  which  the  Senate 
amendment  has  reference  Is  the  furnishing  of  lime,  fertilizer, 
seed,  and  other  farming  materials  to  farmers  for  tise  In  accord- 
ance with  the  soil-conservation  program.  Inasmuch  as  these  ma- 
terials are  furnished  as  advances  on  and  are  deducted  from  the 
soil -conservation  payments.  It  was  thought  that  "advances"  more 
accurately  describes  what  was  contemplated  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

On  Sedilte  amendment  No.  8:  Makes  It  possible,  where  the 
United  States  has  demanded  and  collected  the  refund  of  any 
agricultural  adjustment  or  conservation  payment  for  any  year 
prior  to  IJKO  because  the  performance  on  account  of  which  such 
payment  was  made  was  rendered  In  whole  or  in  part  by  another 
person,  to  repay  the  amount  so  refunded  to  the  person  who 
rendered  such  performance.  It  also  provides  that  where  the  person 
who  did  not  render  the  whole  performance  has  turned  over  to  the 
person  who  did  render  the  whole  or  part  of  the  performance  a 
share  of  the  payment  earned,  refund  thereof  will  not  be  required. 
The  House  recedes. 

The  Senate  amendment  to  the  title  amends  the  title  of  the 
bill  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  amend  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act.  as  amended,  the  Agriciiltural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes."  The  House 
recedes. 

Mabvin  Jones, 
H.  P.  Fm-MEK, 
Wall  Doxxt, 
CUJTORB  R.  HoPF, 
J.    Roland   Kinzeh, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  JONES  cf  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Senate  amend- 
ment Involved  here  is  Intended  primarily  to  simplify  the 
administration  of  some  of  the  A.  A.  A.  program. 

For  instance,  in  making  payments  in  cases  where  the 
beneficiaries  have  died,  some  of  the  payments  are  small,  and 
under  the  present  law  they  are  required  to  institute  adminis- 
tration proceedings  and  determine  according  to  the  laws  of 
the  State  the  distribution  of  the  estate.  Frequently  the  pro- 
ceedings are  more  expensive  than  the  amount  of  the  pay- 
ment. This  simply  permits  the  pasrment  to  be  adjusted  in  a 
natural  and  normal  way. 

It  also  permits  the  payments  to  be  made  earlier  by  virtue 
of  permitting  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  advance 
the  pajnnents  before  the  fimds  are  available. 

It  also  provides  that  imless  there  is  a  change  in  allotment* 
to  any  county  of  more  than  5  percent.  It  is  not  necessai-y  to 
rerate  and  reschedule  the  county  allotments.  This  saves 
considerable  time  in  making  out  the  allotments  each  year 
and  saves  a  good  deal  of  irritation  that  the  continuing 
changes  cause. 

We  hav?  eliminated  from  the  amendments  all  the  contro- 
versial items,  and  this  is  a  unanimous  report  of  the  confer- 
ence groups  of  both  the  House  and  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HOPE.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Is  it  not  correct  to  say  that  none  of  the  provi- 
sions that  were  added  by  the  Senate  add  any  more  control 
to  the  agricultural  program? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  That  is  correct.  They  do  not  add 
any  control,  nor  do  they  add  any  expense.  They  simply, 
in  practically  all  the  Instances  except  the  one  I  mentioned 
about  the  case  of  death,  simplify  the  administration.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  as  the  gentleman  knows,  I  have  never  been 
very  strong  on  the  penalty  provisions  anyway,  and  think 
they  should  be  simplified  to  meet  more  nearly  the  soil- 
conservation  program. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  con- 
ference report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 
—Amotion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

nCERGEIfCT    PROVlSlOIf    FOR    VKSS£LS    KFTTCTED    BY    HEUTRALmr 

ACT   OF    1939 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  260)  to  make  emergency 
provision  for  the  maintenance  of  essential  vessels  affected 


by  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939,  and  for  adjustment  of  obliga- 
tions with  respect  to  such  vessels,  be  considered  in  the 
House  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  BLAND.  The  bUl  grows  out  of  the  conditions  existing 
by  reason  of  the  Neutrality  Act  and  the  proclamations  there- 
under whereby  ships  cannot  enter  combat  areas.  It  en- 
deavors to  preserve  for  use  and  make  available  those  ships 
that  are  deemed  to  be  essential  so  that  they  may  be  available 
iat  any  minute.  It  gives  the  Maritime  Commission  the  right 
to  place  them  in  routes.  I  may  say  that  the  joint  resolution 
comes  here  with  a  unanimous  report  and  has  the  endorse- 
ment of  both  sides  of  the  committee. 

Any  vessel  is  an  essential  vessel  which  is  security  for  any 
mortgage  indebtedness  to  the  United  States  or  constmcted 
under  the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936  or  required  by  the 
terms  of  a  contract  under  such  act  to  be  operated  on  a 
certain  essential  foreign  trade  route,  and  which  it  Is  neces- 
sary in  the  interests  of  commerce  and  national  defense  to 
maintain  in  condition  for  prompt  use. 

May  I  cite  as  examples  particularly  of  vessels  that  would  be 
affected  the  America,  which  has  just  been  constructed  and  is 
ready  for  delivery,  the  Washington  and  the  Manhattan,  which 
have  been  operating  first  to  the  British  Isles  and  then  to  the 
Mediterranean.  These  and  other  vessels  are  now  taken  out 
of  those  areas  by  reason  of  the  neutrality  proclamations  of 
the  President.  It  is  desired  that  arrangements  may  be  made 
whereby  those  vessels  can  be  preserved,  possibly  by  operation 
or  possibly  lay-up.  and  their  condition  looked  after  by  the 
Maritime  Commission  so  that  they  may  be  available  at  all 
times.  There  is  no  intent  of  using  them  in  any  way  in 
violation  or  in  contravention  of  the  Neutrality  Act. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  there  any  intent  and  any 
provision  in  the  bill  whereby  some  administrative  brain 
truster  may  be  able  to  place  these  ships  in  the  service  of  for- 
eign belligerent  countries,  in  the  same  manner  the  Navy  De- 
partment has  placed  the  mosquito  boats  of  otir  Navy  in  the 
service  of  a  belligerent  nation  In  violation  of  the  law  of  the 
land? 

Mr.  BLAND.  There  is  no  authority  for  any  person  to  do 
any  such  thing,  but  it  is  entirely  contemplated  and  provided 
that  they  shall  be  otherwise  used. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  This  does  not  insure 
foreign  ships? 

Mr.  BLAND.  No;  it  does  not.  If  the  gentlewoman  will 
pardon  me,  she  has  reference  to  another  bill  that  I  have  here 
dealing  with  marine  insurance.  That  is  an  entirely  different 
biU.  This  is  an  emergency  bill  that  deals  with  conditions 
where  contracts  have  t)een  entered  into  with  certain  com- 
panies for  the  operation  of  these  ships  in  particular  routes 
where  they  cannot  be  operated  now.  It  gives  the  Maritime 
Commission  an  opportunity  to  lay  them  up  In  such  a  way 
that  they  may  be  available  at  any  minute  for  use  or,  if  by 
reason  of  change  of  conditions  they  can  be  otherwise  used,  to 
be  then  u.sed  in  commerce. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
;    Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  U  this  joint  resolution  is  placed  on  the 
statute  books,  will  It  not  permit  the  use  of  these  vessels  in 
intercoastal  trade? 

Mr.  BLAND.  It  will  permit  the  use  of  the  vessels  in  any 
trade  in  which  they  may  now  be  used.  Of  course,  men  en- 
gaged in  the  Intercoastal  trade  and  men  engaged  on  the  high 
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seas  must  necessarily  expect  if  the  commerce  should  be  so 
great  that  it  cannot  be  met  by  those  vessels  that  are  now  being 
used  there,  that  they,  too,  must  accommodate  themselves  to 
the  emergency  that  is  contemplated  by  this  act. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that  these  Govenmient- 
subsidized  vessels  will  compete  with  private  shipping  interests 
as  well  as  the  transcontinental  railroads? 

Mr  BLAND.  There  will  be  no  subsidy  paid  when  in  this 
domestic  service.  They  will  only  be  used  where  the  commerce 
is  sufficient  to  justify  it.  No  man  knows  now  what  the  com- 
merce win  be  if  present  conditions  continue. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  WUl  the  gentleman  tell  us 
Whether  or  not  the  Interests  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor  and  the  C.  I.  O.  and  the  other  labor  unions  have  been 
considered  in  connection  with  this  proposed  legislation? 

Mr  BLAND.  They  have  known  alKiut  it,  and  there  has 
been  no  objection.  Yesterday  I  had  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor  and  the  C.  I.  O.  in  my  office  dealing  with  the  marine- 
insurance  bill  as  to  some  objections  they  had.  and  I  expect 
to  offer  on  that  bill  an  amendment  today  to  take  care  of 

their  objections.  ^  w,    *.      * 

They  are  all  agreed,  and  they  have  raised  no  objection  to 
this  measure,  because  this,  to  some  extent,  helps  them,  in 
that  it  preserves  an  opportunity  for  their  men. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  It  will  continue  these  boats 
In  service? 

Mr.  BLAND.    Yes.  ,     .  .^  .         ^ 

Mr  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  our  Gov- 
ernment has  a  substantial  interest  in  these  ships  now  by 
virtue  of  subsidies  or  mortgages? 

Mr  BLAND.  In  a  substantial  manner,  but  that  is  not  the 
question  here.  The  question  here  is  that  there  is  a  condi- 
tion attached  that  these  vessels  that  will  be  needed  or  may 
be  needed  for  national  defense  shall  be  preserved  In  such 
a  way  that  they  shall  be  available  at  any  instant  for  na- 
tional defense,  and  if  you  tie  a  vessel  up  and  allow  It  to 
deteriorate,  you  may  be  unable  to  get  it  out  and  use  it 
just  when  you  want  it.  That  Is  the  essential  and  crucial 
point  In  this  emergency  legislation. 
Mr.  OTEARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OLEARY.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  bill  simply  gives 
the  Maritime  Commission  discretionary  power  to  work  out 
this  situation  during  an  emergency. 

Mr.  BLAND.  In  the  interest  of  the  contractors  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  OXEARY.  And  it  does  not  in  any  way  affect  the 
Neutrality  Act  as  It  is  now? 

Mr.  BLAND.    Not  in  the  slightest. 
Mr.  O'BRIEN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Maritime  Commis- 
sion will  put  these  vessels  in  operation  where  they  lack  an 
excess  of  tonnage  at  this  time? 

Mr.  BLAND.    That  is  contemplated;  yes. 
Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  understand  there  is  an 
amendment  to  be  offered  and.  as  I  understand,  the  gentleman 
will  have  an  opportunity  to  offer  that  amendment. 

Mr.  BLAND.  The  bill  is  called  up  in  this  way  in  order  to 
give  the  gentleman  an  opportunity  to  offer  his  amendment 
wliich.  of  course,  will  be  opposed  by  me. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 
There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Joint  resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  (a)   when  used  In  this  Joint  resolution  the 

term  "essential  vessel"  means  any  vessel  (1)  which  Is  (A)  security 

for    any    mortgage    indebtedne»    to    the    United    States    or     (B) 

oonatnwted  under  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  or  required  by 


the  terms  of  a  contract  under  such  act  to  be  oP^ra^**  °f  *  f J"*^^ 
essential  foreign  trade  route,  and  (2)  which  It  Is  necessary  ^^"J^® 
toterests  of  commerce  and  national  defense  to  maintain  in  con- 

*""bT  STr^hT^irS^  Of  preserving  In  the  national  Interest  J« 
fuU  availability  andusefulness  of  essential  vessels,  which,  under 

S?  provlslonl'^of  the  Neutrality  Act  o'  1939  (^^^l^  Pr?^\r^r'es? 
issued  thereunder),  or  compatibly  with  ^he  national  Inte^st^ 
cannot  be  operated  in  the  service,  route,  or  Jl^e  to  which  such 
vessels  are  aligned  pursuant  to  the  Merchant  Marine  Act  1936^ 
or  in  which  they  would  otherwise  be  oP^^ated  the  United  SUtes 
Maritime  Commission  Is  authorized  to  make  adjustments  of  obli- 
gations in  respect  of  such  vessels  and  to  make  arrangements  for 
the  malntenan"^  of  such  vessels,  subject  to  ^fj.^  P^o^S  ?he  'oSS 
Joint  resolution  and  to  such  rules  and  regulations  %»  ^he  Com 
mission  shall  prescribe  as  necessary  or  appropriate  for  carrying 
Sf  the  purposes  and  provisions  of  this  Joint  ^f^]'^^^^^-^^^^. 
Commission,  upon  written  application  In  ^f  pect  of  any  es^ntlal 
vessel  determines  after  such  examination,  investigation,  and  pro- 
c^in^  as  it  deems  desirable  that  (1)  the  operation  of  such 
v^l  in  the  service,  route,  or  line  to  which  such  vessel  sas- 
IlgTed  pursuant  to  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936.  or  In  which  It 

would  otherwise  be  operated.  Is  either   (A     n°>^l,^„^^^iLeSJderl 
Neutrality  Act  of   1939    (or  any  proclamation  *^^/d  thereunder) 
or    (B)    not  compatible   with   the  maintenance   of   availability   of 
such  vessel  for  purposes  of  national  defense  and  commerce.    (2) 
K   is   not   feasible   under   existing  law    to   employ   such   vessel   in 
any  orher   service  or  operaUon   in   either   the  foreign  or  domestic 
trades  (Ixcfpt  temporary  or  emergency  operation  under  subsection 
7c)    (5)   hereof    and   (3)    the  applicant,  by  reason  of  the  restric- 
tions of  t£  Neutrality  Act  of  1939.  or  the  withdrawal  of  vessels 
for    national-defense    purposes    under    clause     (1)     hereof,    la    not 
earnine    or    will    not   earn    a   fair    and    reasonable    return    on    the 
c^Ual  necessarily  employed  in  its  business,  the  Commission  may 
mrie  adrustments  and  Arrangements  with  the  applicant  as  pro- 
SSJl   m^  suSlctlon    (c)    herS)f.   which   shaU   conUnue   in  effect 
nnlv  durlne  the  circumstances  above  described. 

i?)  such  ad?us  ments  and  arrangements  shall  /delude  suspen- 
Blon  of  the  requirement  to  operate  such  vessel  in  foreign  trade 
under  the  applicable  operating-differential  or  construction-dlf- 
?e^entlal  subsidy  contract  or  mortgage  or  other  agreement,  and 
of  the  rleht  to  operating-differential  subsidy  In  respect  of  such 
?esS'  iJfd'^ma^y^iSclude^ny  one  or  more  of  Jhe  fol  ow^ng  pro- 
visions  in  whole  or  in  part,  as.  and  to  the  extent  that,  tne  v^om 
m  S  maTdeem  to  ^be  necessary  or  appropriate  to  c^ry^t 
the  purpos^  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  or  the  purposes 
and  provisions  of  this  Joint  resolution :  „„♦,„„  nf  the 

(1 .   Lav-uD  of  the  vessel  by  the  owner  or,  at  the  option  of  the 

CommSion,^n  the  custody  of  the  Co^imlsslon   with  paj^nt  or 

reimbursement  by  the  Ccmmlsslon  of  ^!,<^^^"y  ^"^^  P;"^/.  "r 
penses  thereof  (including  reasonable  overhead  and  Insurance )  or 
in  lieu  of  such  payment  or  reimbursement,  a  fixed  periodic  allow 

""'!) 'S^nement.  for  a  period  not  In  excess  of  the  period  or 
nerlods  of  lay-up.  of  the  maturity  date  of  each  installment  on 
Kcount  of  the  principal  of  obligations  to  the  United  States  In 
reS^ct  of  the  vcL-l  (whether  or  not  euch  maturity  date  shall  fall 
within    such   period   or   periods),    or    rearrangement    of   such    ma- 

(3)*  Postponement  or  cancelation  of  Interest  accruing  on  such 
nbliff-itions  during  such   period   or  periods  of  lay-up; 

4?  Extension  for  a  period  not  In  excess  of  the  period  or  periods 
of  lav-UD  of  the  20-year  life  limitation  in  respect  of  the  vessel, 
and  of  tl'e  period  or  periods  of  other  limitations  and  provisions 
;?1he  Merchant^rine  Act,  1936.  msofar  as  they  are  based  upon 

a  20-year  life; 

(5)  Provisions  for  such  temporary  or  emergency  employment 
of  the  vessel  in  lieu  of  lay-up  as  may  be  practicable,  with  such 
arranEements  for  management  of  the  vessel,  payment  of  expenses, 
and  application  of  the  proceeds  of  such  employment,  as  the  Com- 
mission  may  approve,  the  period  or  periods  of  such  operation 
being  included  as  part  of  the  period  or  periods  of  lay-up; 

(6)  The  payment  to  the  Commission,  upon  termination  of  the 
arrangements  with  the  applicant  hereunder,  out  of  the  applicant's 
net  pronts  earned  while  such  arrangements  were  In  effect.  In  excess 
of  10  percent  per  annvma  on  the  capital  necessarily  employed  m 
the  applicant's  business,  in  relmbxu-sement,  to  the  extent  that 
the  Commission  shall  deem  It  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pur- 
poses of  this  joint  resolution,  on  accoimt  of  obligations  postponed 
or  canceled  and  expenses  incurred  or  paid  by  the  Commission 
under  this  subsection.  For  the  purposes  of  this  paragraph  capital 
of  the  applicant  represented  by  vessels  of  the  applicant  laid  up 
or  operated  under  this  Joint  resolution  shall  not  be  excluded 
from  capital  necessarily  employed  in  the  applicant's  business. 
The  Commission  may  require  that  the  vessels  so  laid  up  or 
operated  be  security  for  reimbursement  hereunder. 

(d)  The  adjustments  and  arrangements  made  under  subsection 
(c)  in  respect  of  any  vessel  shall  be  subject  to  such  readjustment 
or  modification  from  time  to  time  as  may  be  deemed  necessary 
by  the  Commission  to  carry  out  the  purposes  and  provisions  at 
this  Joint  resolution. 

(e)  Moneys  In  the  construction  fund  of  the  Commission  shall 
be  available  for  expenses  of  the  Commission  incurred  In  adjust- 
menu  or   arrangements  made  imder   this  joint  resolution. 
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Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  lii.  Vaw  Zandt:  On  page  6.  line  22.  after 
the  word  "reeolutlon."  add  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 

"(f)  No  Tessel  to  which  this  resolution  relates  shall  be  operated 
■  at  Government  expense  or  with  Government  aid.  In  competition  In 
Interstate  commerce  with  privately  owned,  unsuttsidlzed  water 
carriers  engaged   in  such   commerce." 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  sale  of  Government 
ships  after  the  World  War  for  operation  in  domestic  com- 
merce at  prices  representing  a  small  fraction  of  the  cost  of 
construction  created  substantial  additional  competition  not 
only  for  privately  owned  steamship  lines  operating  in  these 
trades,  but  also  for  rail  transportation.  Most  of  the  war- 
built  vessels  sold  by  the  Government  for  domestic  operation 
have  operated  in  the  trade  between  the  Pacific  and  Atlantic 
coasts  of  the  United  States.  As  a  result  of  the  competition 
thus  created,  intercoastal  rates  were  demoralized,  and  sub- 
stantial losses  were  Inflicted  on  intercoastal  lines  whose  vessels 
had  been  built  and  paid  for  by  private  enterprise.  It  has 
also  resulted  In  the  lowering  of  the  transcontinental  and 
other  related  rail  rates  to  meet  this  unregulated  competi- 
tion, so  that  rail  transportation  has  likewise  suffered  severely 
from  competition  with  transportation,  most  of  whose  cost 
was  absorbed  as  a  public  expense  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. 

Seeking  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  the  losses  Inflicted  on 
private  shipowners  through  the  sale  of  Government  ton- 
nage, at  low  prices,  and  hoping  to  create  conditions  which 
would  encourage  the  replacement  of  existing  fleets,  the 
United  States  Maritime  Commission  recommended  the  en- 
actment of  legislation  In  1938: 

First.  To  prohibit  the  sale  or  charter  of  new  ships  for 
domestic  operation  except  at  prices  based  upon  the  full 
domestic  construction  cost. 

Second.  To  prohibit  the  use  for  commercial  operation  of 
vessels  over  20  years  of  age  In  the  Commission's  laid-up 
fleet  except  during  an  emergency  declared  by  the  President. 

"Riese  provisions  were  enacted  into  law  as  recommended 
by  the  Commission  as  amendments  to  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1936.  and  are  relied  upon  by  those  who  have  Invested 
In  domestic  transportation  facilities  to  protect  their  invest- 
ment from  unfair  competition  from  publicly  owned  facilities. , 

House  Joint  Resolution  519  and  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 260  would  suspend  the  prohibition  against  commercial 
operation  of  the  vessels  in  the  Government  laid-up  fleet 
during  the  period  of  the  present  European  war.  In  other 
words,  if  this  resolution  Is  adopted  the  Commission  would 
be  authorized  to  sell  or  charter  all  of  the  vessels  in  its  laid- 
up  fleet  for  operation  in  the  domestic  trades  without  any  • 
determination  that  an  emergency  requiring  their  use  in 
these  trades  existed.  Ample  authority  is  vested  in  the  Presi- 
dent and  in  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  under 
existing  law  to  deal  with  any  emergency  that  might  arise. 
This  resolution,  however,  permits  the  Commission  to  sell  or 
charter  for  commercial  operation.  In  competition  with  ex- 
isting steamship  lines  and  the  railroads,  ship  tonnage  equal- 
ing about  two-thirds  that  now  employed  in  the  interx^oastal 
trade,  without  any  determination  that  existing  transporta- 
tion facilities  are  inadequate  or  that  an  emergency  re- 
quiring the  use  of  these  facilities  exists.  The  adoption  of 
this  resolution  under  these  circumstances  can  only  be  con- 
strued by  the  Commission  as  an  expression  of  the  desire  by 
Cmigrcss  that  these  ships  be  thus  sold  or  chartered. 

Why  Is  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  sought  at  this  time? 
The  answer  seems  clear  that  large  shipper  interests  hope  in 
this  way  to  continue  to  enjoy  the  use  of  water-transporta- 
tion facilities  at  less  than  the  reasonable  cost  of  such  trans- 
portation based  upon  the  cost  of  construction  of  such  facil- 
ities In  American  3rards  with  American  labor.  The  sponsors 
of  this  legislation  attempt  to  create  the  impression  that  an 
emergency  exists  in  domestic  transportation.  If  this  were 
the  case  the  authority  vested  by  existing  law  would  be  ample. 
However,  the  Commission  in  its  repoit  on  this  resolution 
makes  it  clear  that  no  such  emergency  exists.    In  this  con- 


nection Chairman  Land's  letter  of  AprU  19,  1940.  to  Chair- 
man Bland  of  the  House  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine 
and  Fisheries  states  as  follows: 

While  the  net  diversion  to  toimage  from  the  intercoastal  trade  is 
considerable  on  the  basis  of  tonnage  flgiires  alone,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  up  to  the  beginning  of  the  war  the  tonnage  was 
definitely  in  excess  of  needs.  Prom  the  available  data  it  does  not 
appear  that  any  emergency  exists  In  the  Intercoastal  trade  so  far  as 
available  space  Is  concerned  at  this  time.  Insofar  as  there  exist 
increased  demands  for  cargo  space  in  the  Intercoastal  trade,  this 
Increase  in  considerable  part  is  t>ased  on  an  anticipation  of  increa5ed 
rates,  possibly  of  shortage  of  space,  and  the  desire  to  protect  against 
pcesibllltles  of  the  future  rather  than  present  conditions.  There 
has  been  a  considerable  amount  of  advanced  booltlng,  some  for  the 
protection  against  Increased  rates  en  future  sales  and  some  of  which 
is  wholly  speculative  in  character.  The  complaint  as  to  lack  of 
cargo  space  must  also,  to  some  extent,  be  attributed  to  laclt  of  space 
at  the  rates  existing,  rather  than  to  an  at>solute  lack  of  space. 
To  offset  possible  adverse  effects  of  the  reduction  in  tonnage,  the 
cargo-carrj-lng  capacity  of  the  vessels  remaining  In  the  trade  and  the 
earning  capacity  of  these  vessels  may  well  be  Increased  by  retu^range- 
ment  and  speeding  up  of  schedules  and  by  carrying  fxiller  cargoes 
at  remunerative  rates.  Steps  to  this  end  have  been  taken  by  some 
of  the  operators. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

B4r.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  3  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  CLEARY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object:  the  gentleman  would 
not  yield  to  me. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    I  did  not  have  the  time. 

Mr.  OXEARY.    I  withdraw  the  objection,  B4r.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  should  also  be  borne  In 
mind  that  while  the  sponsors  of  this  resolution  ostensibly 
request  relief  only  durinTg  the  war  emergency,  as  a  matter  of 
practical  effect  the  additional  facilities  will  undoubtedly  be 
used  principally  after  the  war  has  terminated.  It  is  recog- 
nized that  because  of  the  large  amount  of  repairs  needed  by 
most  of  the  units  in  the  laid-up  fleet  the  chartering  of  these 
ships  for  use  only  during  the  period  of  the  war — the  duration 
of  which  is  highly  uncertain — is  impractical,  and  that  the 
result  which  will  more  probably  ensiie  from  the  adoption  of 
the  resolution,  will  be  the  sale  of  these  ships  for  domestic  use 
where  they  will  compete  with  existing  transportation  facilities 
for  many  years  to  come. 

The  real  issue  presented  by  this  resolution  Is  therefore 
whether  additional  transportation  facilities  should  be  put  into 
operation  by  the  Government,  to  compete  with  existing  water 
and  rail  facilities,  so  that  certain  large  shipper  interests 
might  continue  to  receive  the  benefit  of  such  transportation 
at  less  than  the  full  cost  thereof,  without  establishing  the  in- 
adequacy of  existing  rail  and  water  facilities  and  without 
demonstrating  the  existence  of  an  emergency  as  is  properly 
required  under  existing  laws  so  as  to  afford  reasonable  pro- 
tection to  privately  owned  and  operated  facilities  from  unjus- 
tified Goverimient  competition. 

I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  OXEARY.  The  gentleman  will  agree  that  all  we  are 
asking  in  this  resolution  is  to  give  the  Maritime  Commission 
discretionary  power  to  work  out  a  solution  of  this  problem. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  feel  it  is  necessary  to  protect  the  private  shipping 
interests  of  this  country  as  well  as  the  transcontinental  rail- 
roads. 

Mr.  OTJSARY.  Are  any  intercoastal  lines  or  railroads 
affected  by  this  legislation? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    They  are. 

Mr.  O'LEARY.    In  what  way? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Seme  few  years  ago  long  express  and 
freight  trains  moved  from  coast  to  coast  loaded  with  mer- 
chandise. Today  Government  subsidized  intercoastal  ships 
offering  greatly  reduced  rates  have  taken  this  business  from 
the  railroads,  which  restilts  in  the  loss  of  hundreds  of  rail- 
roaders' Jobs. 

Mr.  O'LEARY.  But  there  is  nothing  In  this  resolution  that 
states  that  they  are  going  into  compeUtion.    The  genUeman 
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wants  to  tie  the  hands  of  the  Maritime  Commission,  does  he 
not? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  In  reply  to  my  friend  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  IMr.  CLxart],  it  is  not  my  intention  to  tie 
the  hands  of  the  merchant  marine.  I  am  simply  trying  to 
protect  the  interest  of  thousands  of  railroad  employees. 

Mr.  WELCH.  Does  the  gentleman  know  of  any  railroad  In 
the  United  States  that  has  entered  an  objection  to  this  reso- 
lution? _  „ 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  Association  of  American  Railroads 
and  the  railway  labor  organizations  always  oppose  legislation 

of  this  type.  ^    .    .*       ^  t 

Mr.  WELCH.    But  no  objection  has  been  made  to  it,  ana  i 

know  the  committee  has  not  received  any  protest  from  the 

railroads.  ^    ,^  * 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  As  a  former  railroad  man,  far  be  it  for 
me  to  speak  for  all  the  railroads  or  railroad  men  of  this  coun- 
try. However.  I  do  insist  it  is  legislation  Of  this  type  which 
is  destroying  the  jobs  of  railroad  men. 

Mr  O'BRIEN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York 

[Mr.  O'Brien  1. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  I  realize  the  gentleman  is  a  railroad  man, 
and  so  am  I;  and  I  have  never  received  a  protest  from  any 
railroad  in  regard  to  this.  In  fact,  I  have  received  a  slight 
amount  of  encouragement,  inasmuch  as  it  will  loosen  up  some 
of  these  things. 

Mr.   BLAND.    Mr.   Speaker,  I  rise   in   opposition   to   the 
amendment.    I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  voted  down.    In 
the  beginning  of  the  gentleman's  speech  he  showed  that  he 
is  dealing  with  a  situation  that  is  not  applicable  here,  be- 
cause he  dealt  with  sale  and  charter.    Let  us  see  what  the 
Commission  is  to  determine.    First,  that  the  operation  of  any 
such  vessel  in  the  service,  route,  or  line  in  which  such  vessel 
is  assigned  pursuant  to  the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936.  or 
in  which  it  would  be  otherwise  operated  is  either  (a)  not  law- 
ful under  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939  (or  any  proclamation 
Issued  thereunder),  or  (b)  not  compatible  with  the  mainte- 
nance of  availabiUty  of  such  vessel  for  purposes  of  national 
defense  and  commerce;  (2)  that  it  is  not  feasible  under  exist- 
ing law  to  employ  such  vessel  in  any  other  service  or  opera- 
tion under  subsection  (c)   (5)  hereof;  and  (3)  that  the  ap- 
plicant, by  reason  of  the  restrictions  of  the  NeutraUty  Act 
of  1939.  or  the  withdrawal  of  vessels  for  national  defense 
purposes  under  clause  (1)  hereof,  is  not  earning  or  wiU  not 
earn  a  fair  and  reasonable  retiu-n  on  capital  necessarily  em- 
ployed in  its  business,  and  the  Commission  may  make  ad- 
justments and  arrangements  with  the  applicant  as  provided 
in  subsection  (O  hereof,  which  shall  continue  in  effect  only 
during  the  circumstances  above  described. 

There  is  not  a  provision  for  sale,  there  is  not  a  provision 
for  long-time  charter,  it  is  only  to  deal  with  the  ships  during 
the  lay-up  period  when  they  cannot  serve  en  the  lines  where 
they  are  contracted  to  serve. 

What  can  they  do?    They  can  lay  up  the  ships,  which  may 
be  by  the  owner  or.  at  the  option  of  the  Commission,  in  the 
custody  of  the  Commission,  with  payment  or  reimbursement 
by  the  Commission  of  necessary  and  proper  expenses  thereof, 
or  in  lieu  of  such  payment  or  reimbursement,  a  fixed  periodic 
allowance  therefor.    They  may  postpone  the  maturity  date 
for  each  installment  on  account  of  principal,  the  postpone- 
ment not  to  be  in  excess  of  the  period  or  periods  of  lay-up,  but 
they  may  not  cancel  any  of  the  obligations,  they  may  extend, 
postpone  or  cancel  the  interest  during  the  lay-up  period,  they 
may  extend  the  20-year  limitation  beyond  the  lay-up  period, 
and  now.  what  about  the  use  of  the  ship?    They  expressly 
provided  in  the  statute  temporary  or  emergency  employment 
in  Ueu  of  lay-up  with  such  arrangement  for  management  of 
vessel  payment  of  expenses,  and  application  of  the  proceeds 
of  such  employment  as  the  Commission  may  approve^he 
period  of  operation  being  part  of  the  period  of  lay-up.    Then 
if  the  company  with  which  the  contract  is  made  makes  on 
other  operations  more  than  a  reasonable  return,  that  com- 
pany may  be  required  to  pay  the  expenses  to  the  Maritime 


Commission.  The  bUl  provides  that  upon  termination  of 
arrangements  payment  out  of  applicant's  net  profits,  earned 
whUe  such  arrangements  were  in  effect,  in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent per  annum  on  the  capital  necessarily  employed  in  the 
applicant's  business,  in  reimbursement,  to  the  extent  that  the 
Commission  shall  deem  it  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  this  Joint  resolution,  on  account  of  obligations  postponed 
or  canceled  and  expenses  incurred  or  paid  by  the  Commission 

under  subsection  (c) .  /    .        ».  *w  * 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  condition  before  the  country  is  such  that 
we  do  not  know  what  is  going  to  happen,  and  ships  may  be 
taken  off  in  other  services.  These  ships  ought  to  be  used  and 
these  ships  are  being  retained  so  that  if  we  need  them  in  an 
emergency  we  can  use  them.  That  is  all  it  is,  and  I  ask  that 
the  amendment  be  voted  down. 
Mr.  WELCH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 

amendment.  ^      ^       j 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  was  very  carefully  considered  ana 
unanimously  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Ma- 
rine and  Fisheries.  It  is  safe  to  say  there  is  a  railroad  in 
every  congressional  district  in  the  United  States;  but  re- 
gardless of  that  fact  I  feel  sure  that  not  a  Member  of  this 
body  has  received  a  protest  from  any  railroad  in  the  United 
States  against  the  pending  resolution. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WELCH.    In  a  moment  I  will  j^eld. 

It  is  the  right  of  any  Member  to  object  to  legislation 
which  in  his  opinion,  is  detrimental  to  certain  private  inter- 
ests located  in  his  district;  but,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  emer- 
gency legislation,  and  it  applies  to  the  security  of  our  coun- 
try and,  therefore,  should  transcend  private  interests.    The 
Navy  is  the  first  line  of  our  national  defense.    The  merchant 
marine  is  the  right  arm  of  the  Navy,  and  the  Commission 
in  charge  of  our  merchant  marine  should  not  be  handi- 
capped by  restrictive  legislation.    The  purpose  of  this  bill  is 
to  remove  certain  minor  restrictions  giving  the  Maritime 
Commission  a  free  hand  in  this  time  of  national  emergency 
to  move  our  merchant  marine,  a  great  portion  of  which  is 
now  lying  at  anchor.    Everyone  knows  that  nothing  deteri- 
orates faster  than  a  ship  lying  at  anchor.    This  will  permit 
the  Maritime  Commission  to  assign  these  ships  to  essential 
trade  routes,  where  they  will  be  kept  in  shape,  so  that  if  an 
emergency  arises  they  will  be  ready  for  immediate  use  in- 
stead of  having  to  be  reconditioned  when  laid  up  for  long 
periods.    I  sincerely  hope  the  House  will  not  give  serious 
consideration  to  the  pending  amendment. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
Mr.  CULKLN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  tne 

amendment. 

Mr  Speaker,  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania IMr.  Van  ZandtI  is  seeing  ghosts,  not  only  one  ghost  but 
a  multitude  of  ghosts.  The  gentleman  said  in  response  to  a 
question  that  he  was  a  railroad  man.  I  have  such  a  high 
regard  for  his  intelligence  and  tried-and-true  patriotism  that 
I  know  he  would  not  let  that  fact  intervene  between  himself 
and  his  constitutional  oath. 

I  repeat.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  amendment  comes  almost 
within  the  category  of  being  facetious.  There  is  no  actual 
competition  between  railroads  and  steamships.  The  inter- 
oceanic  carriers  are  in  the  bulk  line,  and  that  is  their  exclu- 
sive line.  Steamships  carry  these  bulk  commodities  some- 
times for  one-twentieth  what  the  railroads  carry  them  for. 
The  two  types  of  transportation  are  not  competitive.  That 
is  the  answer  to  that  question. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CULKIN.  May  I  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  that  fact  is 
said  to  be  recognized  in  detail  in  the  Wheeler-Lea  bill, 
beloved  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van 
Zandt]  but  which  I  trust  is  now  sleeping  its  last  sleep  in 
conference.  Bulk  commodities  in  any  effective  civilization 
are  always  carried  by  water  when  that  is  possible.  The 
savings  that  come  from  that  go  direct  to  the  consmner  and 
to  the  American  producer.  There  can  be  no  question  about 
that. 
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Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CULKIN.  I  yield  to  the  very  patriotic  and  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  My  distingiiished  friend  of  course  is 
recognized  not  as  a  friend  of  the  railroads.  He  Is  recognized 
as  a  friend  of  the  inland  waterway  people. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  I  am  a  friend  of  both  groups.  I  represent 
the  people  of  the  United  States  here  and  you  represent  the 
railroads.     [Laughter.]     That  Is  the  difference  between  yoi;^ 

and  me. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  a  mo- 
ment ago  he  mentioned  the  difference  in  rates.  It  is  true  the 
difference  in  rates  does  exist,  but  who  pays  the  difference? 
The  taxpayers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  Now.  that  is  a  pure  fiction.  The  two  types 
of  transportation  are  as  distinct  as  the  svm  said  the  moon. 
Bulk  commodities  are  carried  by  water  at  one-twentieth  of 
the  rail  cost  and  these  savings  are  passed  back  to  the  people. 
Each  type  of  transportation  is  entitled  to  its  place  In  the  sun. 
I  am  eternally  for  that.  I  repeat  that  the  usually  able  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Van  ZandtI  is  in  this  case  seeing 
a  multitude  of  ghosts.     [Laughter  and  applause.! 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.]  ; 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota  rose. 

The  SPEAKER.  Debate  on  this  amendment  has  been 
closed.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of-* 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  Van  Zanbt], 

The  amendment  was- rejected. 

Th6  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  IMr.  Bland  1. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  questiod 
on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it.  m 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Are  we  not  proceeding  in  the 
House  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole? 

The  SPEAKER.    We  are. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Am  I  not  entitled  to  recog- 
nition for  a  pro  forma  amendment?  I  was  on  my  feet,  as  I 
think  the  Chair  knows. 

The  SPEAKER.  We  are  operating  under  the  5-minute 
rule,  and  there  had  been  several  speeches  for  and  against  the 
amendment.  The  Chair  will  recognize  the  gentleman  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    That  is  the  motion  I  wanted 
to  offer,  Mr.  Speaker. 
isANsrm  or  ships  to  BKixicnEirrs  wouu)  violatb  long-stanoino 

LAWS    A.VD    TREATIES 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  bill  provides  for 
the  assignment  or  transfer  of  vessels,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  it  has  been  demonstrated  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of 
ignorance  of  the  law  in  regard  to  the  transfer  of  vessels,  it 
seems  to  me  ap::ropriate  at  this  time  that  there  should  be  read 
into  this  debate  the  section  of  a  long-standing  law  with  regard 
to  the  transfer  of  vessels. 

I  understand  that  this  afternoon  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  has  announced 
that  the  proposed  sale  of  the  mosquito  ships  has  been  stopped 
because  of  the  law  to  which  I  called  attention  in  a  1 -minute 
remark  on  the  floor  the  other  day. 

As  I  think  is  well  known,  the  discovery  that  23  fighting 
boats  that  could  not  be  replaced  for  many  months  or  years 
were  about  to  be  transferred  to  a  belligerent  in  a  war  where 
the  United  States  is  officially  not  engaged  alarmed  the  Senate 
committee,  as  it  did,  indeed,  people  all  over  the  country  who 
had  been  told  that  we  needed  more  boats  and  needed  them 
badly  and  that  it  took  years  to  build  vessels  of  war. 

If  anjrone  has  any  doubt  as  to  the  alarm  of  the  members  of 
the  Naval  Affairs  Committees,  I  trust  he  will  read  the  remarks 
that  have  been  made  in  another  body  this  afternoon  by  the 
chairman  o/  the  Senate  committee. 

I  understand  Senator  Walsh  said  that  he  was  advised  that 
those  who  were  suranging  the  transfer  were  unaware  of  the 
law.    He  observed,  however,  that  ignorance  of  the  law  does 


not  excuse  anybody,  least  of  all  those  whose  oath  of  office 
binds  them  to  uphold  the  law. 

I  am  not  a  laviyer  and  I  make  no  claim  to  be  particularly 
versed  in  the  law.  It  simply  happens  that  I  read  the 
statutes  on  neutrality  during  the  debates  on  the  question  in 
the  special  session  last  fall,  and  went  over  this  particular 
statute  and  its  history  in  my  remarks  in  the  House,  October 
26.  1939.  My  remarks  were  not  circulated  particiilarly  and 
I  am  not  offended  that  they  went  unnoticed  in  certain  quar- 
ters: yet,  since  the  subject  is  so  important  at  this  time, 
for  the  purpose  of  the  record  in  consideration  of  this  bill, 
and  for  the  related  subject  of  the  mosquito  boats,  I  wish  to 
read  pertinent  sections  from  chapter  2  on  offenses  against 
neutrality  as  given  in  title  18  of  the  Code  of  the  United 
States — Criminal  Code  and  Criminal  Procedure: 

Sec.  33.  Sending  out  armed  vesaela  with  Intent  to  deliver  to 
belligerent  nation:  During  a  war  In  whicli  the  United  States  is 
a  neutral  Nation.  It  shall  be  unlawful  to  send  out  of  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  United  States  any  vessel  built,  armed,  or  equipped 
as  a  vessel  of  war,  or  converted  from  a  private  vessel  Into  a  vessel 
of  war,  with  any  Intent  or  under  any  agreement  or  contract, 
written  or  oral,  that  such  vessel  shall  be  delivered  to  a  belligerent 
nation,  or  to  an  agent,  offlcer.  or  citizen  of  such  nation,  or  with 
reasonable  cause  to  believe  that  the  sa'd  vessel  shall  or  will  be 
employed  in  the  service  of  any  such  belligerent  nation  after  ita 
departure  from  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

That  law  was  approved  on  June  15,  1917.  It  was  a  re- 
enactment  of  a  section  in  the  law  of  1915,  which  was  a 
reenactment  of  the  1909  law,  which  was  based  upon  the 
Articles  of  Convention  at  The  Hague  in  1907. 

In  this  connection  I  also  call  attention  to  the  penalty  sec- 
tion, which  is  section  36,  chapter  2,  title  18  of  the  Criminal 
Code  and  Criminal  Procedure,  which  reads  as  follows: 

Unlawful  taking  of  vessel  out  of  port.  Whoever,  in  violation  of 
any  of  the  provisions  of  sections  25,  27,  and  31  to  38  of  this  title, 
shall  take,  or  attempt  or  conspire  to  take,  or  authorize  the  taking  of 
any  such  vessel,  out  of  port  or  from  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  fiO.OOO  or  imprisoned  not  more 
than  5  years,  or  both:  and  in  addition,  such  vessel,  her  tackle, 
apparel,  furniture,  equipment,  and  her  cargo  shall  t>e  forfeited  to 
the  United  States. 

It  Is  Important  to  note  In  that  connection  that  this  section 
contemplates  that  it  would  be  a  private  vessel;  apparently 
no  one  ever  thought  the  time  would  come  when  the  Govern- 
ment itself  would  transfer  a  vessel  of  war  to  a  belligerent 
directly  or  indirectly.  The  language  of  the  two  sections  I 
have  read  and  of  the  other  sections  in  this  chapter  of  the 
Cede  is  broad,  however,  and  covers  every  conceivable  case. 
Not  only  those  who  take  or  transfer  but  those  who  conspire  to 
take  or  send  a  vessel  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  for  purposes  of  war  are  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  penalty  section  and  the  vessel  itself  is  forfeited  to  the 
United  States.  The  penalty  is  a  fine  of  not  to  exceed  $10,000 
or  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  5  years. 

The  statutory  definition  of  a  vessel  in  the  code  is: 

Any  contrivance  capable  of  transportation  on  water. 

Now  this  was  no  accidental  legislation.  It  was  passed  as 
title  V  of  the  Espionage  Act  of  1917,  adopted  more  than  a 
month  after  we  entered  the  World  War,  and  was  substan- 
tially identical  with  the  acts  of  1915  and  1909,  and  I  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  statute  goes  back  even  further 
than  The  Hague  Conventions  of  1907.  Article  \TII  of  the 
Conventions  on  NaN'al  War  adopted  by  The  Hague  Inter- 
national Conference  said: 

A  neutral  government  is  bound  to  use  the  means  at  its  disposal 
to  prevent,  within  lU  Jurisdiction,  the  equipping  or  arming  of  any 
vessel  which  It  has  any  reasonable  suspicion  of  being  dcst.ned 
to  act  as  a  cruiser  or  to  Join  In  hostile  operations  against  a  power 
with  which  it  Is  at  peace. 

And  further: 

It  Is  also  bound  to  exercise  the  same  surrelUance  to  prevent  the 
departure  out  of  its  Jurlsdlctlbn  of  any  vessel  Intending  to  act  as 
a  cruiser  or  take  part  In  hostile  operations,  and  which,  within  the 
said  Jurisdiction,  may  hcve  been  adapted  wholly  or  In  part  to 
warlike  purposes. 

That  principle  goes  back  to  the  Treaty  of  Washington 
made  in  1871  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain 
which,  among  other  things,  bound  both  parties  to  prevent — 
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The  departure  from  their  jurisdiction  of  any  vessel  having  been 
espec.ally  adapted  In  whole  or  In  part  within  such  Jurisdiction  to 
warlike  uses. 

That  In  turn  goes  back  to  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act 

of  August  9,  1870,  a  revision  of  the  British  Foreign  Enlist- 
ment Act  of  1819,  which  was  minute  in  its  provisions  to 
prevent  the  enlisting  or  recruiting  of  men  or  the  buUding 
or  the  equipping  of  vessels  for  the  military  service  "of  a 
foreign  state  at  war  with  a  friendly  state." 

Hence,  Mr.  Speaker,  here  we  have  a  statute  which  runs 
back  in  oiu-  own  history  to  a  treaty  adopted  70  years  ago, 
and  in  principles  of  international  law  recognized  for  120 
years,  between  the  two  countries,  presumably,  who  would 
now  be  conspiring  to  violate  it.  The  principles  of  the  stat- 
ute, indeed,  its  very  words  have  been  enacted  and  reenacted 
and  are  the  law  of  the  land  today. 

IHere  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BLAND.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  In  opposition  to  the 

amendment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  by  its  express  provisions  provides  that 
after  lay-up  the  time  may  be  extended.  It  does  not  provide 
for  any  sales,  but  expressly  contemplates  the  continuance 
imder  regular  and  usual  circumstances  of  the  original  con- 
tract. 

Mr.    SCHAFER    of    Wisconsin.     Mr.    Speaker,   I    rise    In 

opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER  The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  is  recog- 
nized for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man srield?    

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    I  yield  briefly. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  I 
read  the  excerpts  I  did  for  the  purpose  of  getting  them  in  the 
Record,  but  I  am  not  opposed  to  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  opposed 
to  the  Van  Zandt  amendment  and  shall  support  the  bill 
as  reported  and  championed  on  the  floor  of  the  House  by 
the  very  distinguished  gentleman  from  Virginia  IMr.  Bland]. 
I  am,  however,  very  pleased  that  the  law  with  reference  to 
the  illegal  sale  and  transfer  of  our  American  Navy  vessels 
to  foreign  belligerents  has  been  read  Into  the  Congressional 
Record  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  (Mr.  Case]. 
I  sincerely  hope  that  a  grand  jury  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia will  take  cognizance  of  the  violations  of  these  laws  by 
those  who  would  sabotage  the  defense  of  our  country. 

Our  former  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  Mr.  Henry 
Morgenthau,  who  is  also  Secretary  of  the  Treasiur.  who 
approved  of  the  sale  and  transfer  and  was  responsible  for 
the  sale  and  transfer  of  the  Navy's  new  mosquito  boats  to  the 
British  apparently  did  not  know  about  or  willfully  Ignored  the 
laws  mentioned  by  the  genUeman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 

CaseI. 

The  Washington  Post  of  June  19,  1940,  quotes  another 
New  Deal  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Na\T.  Mr.  Louis  Compton, 
as  stating  that  the  New  Deal  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr. 
Henry  Morgenthau,  was  the  man  behind  the  transfer,  the 
illegal  sale  and  transfer,  of  the  Navy's  new  mosquito  boats 
to  the  British  Government.  Now.  in  view  of  this  willful  vio- 
lation of  the  law  and  sabotage  of  our  country's  national  de- 
fense, I  ask  our  New  Deal  President  to  practice  what  he 
preached  about  driving  the  money  changers  from  the  temple 
of  the  Government.  We  should  call  for  the  Immediate  resig- 
nation Of  SecreUry  of  the  Treasury  Morgenthau,  who  also 
appears  to  have  been  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as  well. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  President  of  the  United  States  should  call 
for  the  immediate  resignation  of  all  Government  officials  who 
took  part  in  the  "fifth  column"  activity  to  place  ships  of  our 
Nav5'  in  the  hands  of  a  foreign  belligerent  nation  in  violation 
of  the  laws  of  our  land.  Our  New  Deal  President  should  de- 
mand that  hia  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Jackson,  immediately 
place  the  case  of  these  "fifth  column"  members  before  a 
grand  jury.  Let  us  have  more  action  and  less  talk,  Mr. 
President.  As  the  late  President  Theodore  Roosevelt  said: 
"Speak  softly  but  carry  a  trig  stick." 


Mr.  Speaker,  the  June  19.  1940.  issue  of  the  Washington 
Post  states: 

NAVT'S  NBW  MOSQtrrrO  BOATS  TO  BE  TRANSFERRED  TO  BRjiiiH 

The  Government  Is  In  process  of  releasing  to  ^he  British  20  high- 
speed vessels  now  under  construction  on  order  for  the  United  6>taie« 
Navy.  It  was  learned  yesterday.  a^,... 

This  information  was  elicited  from  Louis  Compton,  Acting  secre- 
tary of  the  Navy,  by  members  of  the  Senate  Naval  Affairs  Commltte© 
In  a  stormy  executive  session  of  the  committee  last  Friday. 

Compton,  when  asked  by  what  right  this  was  done,  under  what 
law,  and  by  whose  Instruction,  took  most  of  the  responsibility  him- 
self, although  saying  that  the  transfer  had  t>^,Pn J^vored  by  Henry 
Morgenthau,  Jr.,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  He  denied  that  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  had  been  consxilted. 

This  paper  also  states: 

Apparently  taking  Into  consideration  that  point,  Compton  esti- 
mated that  the  release  of  the  unflnlshed  boats  for  delivery  to  the 
British  would  not  delay  the  delivery  of  the  24  originally  ordered 
by  the  United  States  Navy  by  more  ttian  6  months. 

Mr.  Speaker,  In  view  of  the  fact  that  our  Navy  is  now  In- 
adequate and  the  taxpayers  are  being  called  upon  for  bil- 
lions of  dollars  to  Increase  It,  the  Illegal  sale  of  20  of  our  war- 
ships to  the  British  is  indefensible.  This  is  particularly  so 
in  view  of  world  conditions  and  the  fact  that  these  ships  can- 
not be  replaced  within  6  months. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  note  pseudo-Republicans  have  now  been 
appointed  to  the  positions  of  Secretary  of  War  and  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  by  our  New  Deal  President.  They  will  no  doubt 
take  orders  from  Mr.  Morgenthau.  The  American  people  are 
indebted  to  Mr.  Woodrlng  for  refusing  to  follow  the  directions 
of  international  bankers  and  foreign  war  interventionists 
and  strip  our  own  national  defense  and  send  its  equipment 
abroad  to  foreign  belligerent  nations. 

Mr.  Speaker,  our  New  Deal  President  said  that  "we  cannot 
have  our  cake  and  eat  it.  too."  This  we  were  told  by  the 
President  when  he  appeared  before  Congress  to  deliver  a 
national-defense  message.  The  President  said:  "You  cannot 
have  your  cake  and  eat  it,  too."  Our  New  Deal  President  and 
his  New  Deal  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Morgenthau, 
who  up  to  a  few  days  ago  was  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  apparently  believe  that  we  can  have  an  adequate  na- 
tional defense,  and  also  sell  and  send  its  Implements  3,000 
miles  across  the  sea  to  foreign  belligerent  nations. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  American  people  now  know  what  is  going 
on.  With  reference  to  national  defense  and  peace  the  Presi- 
dent's position  reminds  us  of  Isaac  of  old,  who  said:  "The 
voice  is  Jacob's  voice,  but  the  hands  are  the  hands  of  Esau." 
The  American  people  now  realize  that  the  New  Deal  is  mov- 
ing rapidly  toward  war,  particularly  since  the  President  an- 
nounced his  universal  compulsory  military  training  program 
under  which  American  boys  and  girls  are  to  be  regimented 
and  put  into  New  Deal  concentration  camps  to  goose  step 
under  the  direction  of  Sidney  Hillman,  the  notorious  un- 
American,  anti-Christian  Communist,  a  main  cog  of  the  New 
Deal  jwlitical  machine.     [Applause.! 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BLAND.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  wm  laid 
on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection.  House  Resolution  523. 
providing  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  just  passed  will  be 
laid  on  the  table. 

There  was  no  objection. 

MARINE    WAR-RISK    INSURANCB 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill,  H.  R.  6572.  to  amend 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended,  to  provide  for 
marine  war-risk  insurance  and  reinsurance  and  for  marine 
risk  reinsurance,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  I  ask  that  the 
bill  be  considered  in  the  House  as  in  the  Committee  of  the 

Whole. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  LMr.  Bland]? 


S886 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  21 


Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachiisetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
light  to  object,  and  I  am  sorry  I  must  object.  I  understand 
the  gentleman  has  a  nile  for  the  consideration  of  this  bill. 
There  are  quite  a  niunber  of  Members  who  want  to  speak  on 
this  bill,  therefore  I  am  obliged  to  object  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request. 

Mr.  ELAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  if  the  gentleman  will 
give  us  time,  ii  there  are  any  objections  which  have  been 
previously  urged,  they  have  been  removed  from  the  bill.  I 
may  say  that  we  have  taken  out  all  provisions  that  would 
Insure  foreign  ships.  We  have  also  met  the  wishes  of  the  two 
great  labor  organizations,  the  American  Federation  of  LabOK 
and  the  National  Maritime  Union.  I  sat  down  with  them 
yesterday  around  the  table  after  we  held  a  committee  meeting 
and  we  agreed  upon  amendments  that  would  meet  their 
wishes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  Of  Massachusetts.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  You  have  taken  out  the 
amendment  I  objected  to  which  would  insure  foreign  vessels? 

Mr.  BLAND.    That  is  an  amendment  to  the  bilL    We  do  not 
Insure  foreign  vessels  under  this  bill. 
^     Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    I  objected  very  strongly 

to  that. 

Mr.  BLAND.  We  do  not  insure  anything  but  American 
vessels  and  cargoes  in  American  vessels,  with  provision  for 
reinsurance. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  did  not 
like  that  provisjon  himself. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Bland]? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  must 
object. 

AXENDICENT  TO  MESCHAIfT  MARINE  ACT,  1936 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  House  Resolution  522 
and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

Mr,  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the 
point  of  order  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Will  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Martin}  withhold  that  for  a  minute? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    Surely. 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw  the  calling  up  of 
House  Resolution  522  at  this  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Martin]  withdraw  his  point  of  no  quorum? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  withdraw 
the  point  of  order  that  there  is  not  a  quortmi  present. 

AOMINISTSATION    OF     THI    WASHINGTON    NATIONAL     AIRPORT 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
Immediate  consideration  of  the  bill.  S.  3927,  to  provide  for 
the  administration  of  the  Washington  National  Airport,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Ijia]? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  bill  that  was  on  the  calen- 
dar tpe  other  day  and  objected  to.  I  am  advised  that  those 
Members  who  objected  have  withdrawn  their  objections. 

The  principal  object  of  the  bill  is  to  authorize  the  Admin- 
istrator in  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  to  make  leases 
for  the  Washington  Airport.  The  airjMrt  is  expected  to  be 
opened  in  November  and  it  Is  necessary  to  have  this  authority 
for  leasing  before  it  is  opened. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  LsaI? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  Tbat  for  the  purpoces  of  thU  act — 

(a)  "Administrator"  means  the  Administrator  of  the  CivU 
Aeronautics  Authority. 

(b)  "Airport"  means  the  Washington  National  Airport,  which 
shall  consist  of.  and  Include,  the  tract  of  land,  together  with  all 
•txucturca,    Improvcmenu.    and   other    faculties    located    thereon. 


lying  partly  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  partly  tn  the  State 
of  Virginia,  particularly  deecrlt>ed  as  follows: 

Commencing  at  a  point  of  beginning,  said  point  being  the  In- 
tersection of  the  property  line  of   property  owned  by  the  Rich- 
mond. Frederlcksbiu^  and  Potomac  Railroad  Company,  and  dredg- 
ing  base   ilne   at  station  0+1899   referenced   south   6.808.21.   west 
9.078.S2.  running  In  a  southeasterly  direction  on  a  bearing  of  south 
22  61' 18"  east  a  distance  of  6.270.91  feet,  more  or  less,  to  station 
«2  +  88  90  of  said  dredging  base  line.    Thence  13  30'  right  on  a  bear- 
ing of  south  9'21'18"  east  a  distance  of  1.333.29  feet,  more  or  leaa, 
to  station  76  +  22.19  of  said  base  Une.    Tlience  11*04'19"  right  on  a 
bearing  erf  south  l'43'Ol  "  west  a  distance  of  1.231.20  feet,  more  or 
less,  to  station  88  +  53.39  of  said  base  Une.    Thence  12  40'4l"  right 
on  a  bearing  of  south  14'23'42"  west  a  distance  of  2.409.32  feet, 
more   or   less,    to   station    112  +  62.71    on   said   tMwe   line.     Thence 
1»15'44  3"  right  on  a  tearing  of  south  15^39'26.3"  west  a  distance 
of  4.938.38  feet,  more  or  less,  to  United  States  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey    Station   Water,   referenced   south   22J220.86.   west   8,395.54. 
Thence  17  09'25  6"   left  on  a  bearing  of  south   l''29'59  3"   east  a 
distance  of  83  58  feet,  more  or  less,  to  a  corner  of  the  property  line 
between  the  United  States  of  America  and  Smoot  Sand  and  Gravel 
Corporation.     Thence    85  59'593"    right   on    a   bearing    of    south 
84'30'00"    west    a   distance   of    1,516.41    feet,   more    or    less,    to    a 
monument  located  at  a  corner  on  the  property  line  of  the  Rich- 
mond,   Fredericksburg    and    Potomac    Railroad    Co.,    said    monu- 
ment  being   referenced   south   22.45175,     west    8.902.73.      Thence 
85  50'06.7  "  right  on  a  bearing  of  north  8  09'54"  west  a  distance  of 
442.68  feet,  more  or  less.    Thence  5  00' 12"  left  on  a  bearing  of  north 
13"10'06"    west   a   distance   of   578.64   feet,   more   or   leas.     Thence 
4  57'25"  left  on  a  bearing  of  north  18  07'31"  west  a  distance  of 
46294  feet,  more  or  lees.     Thence  1°34'60"  left  on  a  bearing  of 
north  18'42'21"  west  a  distance  of  843.56  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the 
point    of    a    curve    having    an    angle    of    27°52'45"    right    radius 
1>41.15  feet,  long  chord  597.98  feet,  on  a  bearing  of  north  6'46'5B" 
west.     Thence   along  the  arc  of  said  ctirve  a  distance   of  (S03St2 
feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  tangency  of  said  curve.    Thence 
along  a  tangent  to  said  curve  on  a  bearing  of  north  8'10'24" 
east  a  distance  of  23233  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  a  curve 
having   an   angle  of  36  59'09"    left,  radius   1.046   feet,   long   chord 
663.56  feet  on  a  bearing  of  north  10  19' 10.6"  west.     Thence  along 
the  arc  of  said  curve  a  distance  of  675.22  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the 
point  of  tangency  of  said  curve.    Thence  along  a  tangent  to  said 
curve  on  a  bearing  of  north  28°48'46"   west  a  distance  of  266  75 
feet,  more  or  less.     Thence  30°33'10  "  left  on  a  bearing  of  north 
59  21 '55"   west  a  distance  of  287.84  feet,  more  or  less.     Thence 
40^45'20"  right  on  a  bearing  of  north  18'36'35"  west  a  distance  of 
1.142.08  feet,  more  or  less.    Thence  6'43'29"  right  on  a  bearing  of 
north  12'53'06"  west  a  distance  of  118.02  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the 
point  of  a  cxirve  having  an  angle  of  26  20'50"  right,  radius  3.665.71 
feet,  long  chord  1,670.85  feet  on  a  bearing  of  north  0  1719  "  east. 
Thence  along  the  arc  of  said  curve   a  distance  of   1.685  66  feet, 
more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  tangency  of  said  ciirve.    Thence  along 
a  tangent  to  said  ctirve  on  a  bearing  of  north  13'27'44"  east  • 
distance  of  2,002  11  feet,  more  or  leas,  to  the  point  of  a  ctirve  having 
an  angle  of   10'36'25"   left,  radius  2,86479   feet,   long  chord  of 
629.59  feet  on  a  l)eartng  of  north  8  09'31,6"  east.    Thence  along  the 
arc  of  said  curve  a  distance  of  530  25  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point 
of  tangency  of  said  curve.     Thence  along  a  tangent  to  said  curve 
on  a  t>earlng  of  north  2  5ri9  '  east  a  distance  cf  124.53  feet,  more 
or  less.    Thence  6'57'52"  left  on  a  bearing  of  north  4"06'33"  west 
a  distance  of  571.33  feet,  more  or  less.     Thence  7  22'39"  left  on  a 
bearing  of  north  ll°a9'12"  west  a  distance  of  811.63  feet,  more  or 
less.    Thence  8  16'52  "  right  on  a  bearing  of  north  3  12'20"  east 
a  distance  of  70  41  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  a  curve  having 
an  angle  of  7"43'12"  right,  radius  5.479.58  feet,  long  chord  737.78 
feet  on  a  bearing  of  north  7'03'56"  east.    Thence  along  the  arc  of 
said  curve  a  distance  of  738.31  feet  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of 
tangency  of  said  ctirve.  said  point  being  on  the  old  property  line 
l)etween    Mary    E.    CulUnane    and    Milton    Hopfenmaler    property. 
Thence  along  said  property  line  on  a  bearing  of  north  75'11'50" 
east  a  distance  of  204.72  feet,  more  or  leas,  to  a  monument  m&rked 
U.  8.  D.  1-N.  P.  8.,  reference  south  18,419.16,  west  10.829.26.    Thence 
along  the  same  bearing  of  north  75  11'50"  east  a  distance  of  215 
feet,  more  or  less.     Thence  34  36'06"  left  on  a  bearing  of  north 
40'35'44"  east  a  distance  ol  1,509  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of 
a  curve  having  an  angle  of  5 '45'   left,  radius  7.239  41   feet,  long 
chord  of  723.20  feet,  on  a  bearing  of  north  37  53  14  "  east.    Thence 
along  the  arc  of  said  curve  a  distance  of  726  51  feet,  more  or  less, 
to  the  point  of  a  compound  curve  having  an  angle  of  6^00'  left, 
radius  2.217.01  feet,  long  chord  of  232.06  feet  on  a  bearing  of  north 
32  10  44  '  east.    Thence  along  the  arc  of  said  curve  a  distance  of 
232.15  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  a  compound  curve  having 
an  angle  of  57'01'20"  left,  radius  1303.74,  long  chord  1.24462   on 
a  bearing  of  north  0'40'04"  east.     Thence  along  the  arc  of  said 
cvirve  a  distance  of  1,297.22  feet,  more  or  leas,  to  the  point  of  a 
compound  curve  having  an  angle  of  7"59'54.3"  left,  radlas  2.217  01 
feet,  long  chord  309  23  feet  on  a  bearing  of  north  31'49'33"  west. 
Thence  along  the  arc  of  said  curve  a  distance  of  310  feet,  more  or 
lees,  to  the  intersection  of  said  curve  with  the  property  line  of  the 
Richmond.    Predeilcksburg    and    Potomac    Railroad    Co.    and    the 
United   States  of   America.     Thence   in    a   northeasterly   direction 
along  a  bearing  of  north   34  3000"  east  a  distance  of  840  feet, 
more  or  less,  to  the  point  of  beginning: 

excepting,  however,  such  porUon  thereof  as  the  President  may,  by 
Executive  order  or  orders,  prescribe,  which  portion  shall  be  added 
to,  and  administered  as  part  of,  the  Mount  Vernon  Memorial  High- 
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way.  authorized  by  the  act  approved  May  23,  1928  (45  Stat.  721), 
as  amended. 

Sec.  2.  The  Administrator  shall  have  control  over,  and  re- 
sponsibility for.  the  care,  operation,  maintenance,  and  protection 
of  the  airport,  together  with  the  power  to  make  and  amend  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  the  proper 
exercise  thereof. 

Sec.  3.  The  Administrator  is  empowered  to  lease,  upon  such 
terms  as  he  may  deem  proper,  space  or  property  within  or  upon  the 
all  port  for  purposes  essential  or  appropriate  to  the  operation  of  the 
airport. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

CIVIL    AERONAUTICS    AUTHORITY 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  for  the 
immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9899)  extending 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  over  cer- 
tain air- mail  services,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  LEA.  The  practical  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  clarify 
the  existing  law.  The  CivU  Aeronautics  Act  gives  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority  authority  to  grant  certificates  of  con- 
venience and  necessity  for  air  transportation.  A  question 
arose  as  to  whether  or  not  the  pick-up  service  by  airplane  is 
air  transportation  within  the  meaning  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Act.  The  attorney's  of  the  different  departments  disagreed 
about  the  question,  so  this  is  to  clarify  the  situation  so  as 
to  give  unquestioned  authority  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Au- 
thority to  grant  certificates  of  convenience  and  necessity  for 
the  pick-up  service. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Does  this  have  a  imani- 
mous report  from  the  committee? 

Mr.  LEA.    It  has  a  unanimous  report  by  the  committee. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subsection  (1)  of  section  405  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Act  of  1938  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  repeal 
in  whole  or  tn  part  the  provisions  of  fcctlon  6  of  the  act  entitled 
•An  act  to  provide  for  experimental  air -mall  service,  to  further  de- 
velop safety,  efficiency,  economy,  and  for  other  purposes',  approved 
April  15.  1930.  The  transportation  of  mall  under  contracU  entered 
into  under  such  section  shall  not.  except  for  sections  401  (1)  and 
416  (b).  be  deemed  to  be  'air  transportation'  as  used  in  this  act. 
and  the  rates  of  compensation  for  such  transportation  of  maU  shall 
not  be  fixed  under  such  act." 

Sec  2  Sections  1  and  2  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for 
experimental  air -mall  service,  to  further  develop  safety,  efficiency, 
economy,  and  for  other  purposes",  approved  AprU  15,  1938,  are 
hereby  repealed. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2,  line  4.  strike  out  "such"  and  insert  "this." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

AUENS    ADMITTED    TO    UWrTED    STATES    AS    OFFICIALS    OP    FOREIGN 

GOVERNMENTS 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  present  consideraUon  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10112)  to 
amend  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924  to  require  aliens  ad- 
mitted into  the  United  States  as  officials  of  foreign  govern- 
ments either  to  maintain  their  status  or  to  depart  from  the 
United  States,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  may  the  bill  be  reported? 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  wUl  report  the  bilL 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  subdivision  of  section  3  of  the 
Immigration  Act  approved  May  26,  1924  (43  Stat.  183;  U.  8.  C.  An- 
notated, title  8.  sec.  203).  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows:  (l) 
an  accredited  omclal  of  a  foreign  government  recognized  by  the  Oov- 


emment  of  the  United  States,  his  family,  attendants,  servants,  and 

*°8TC.^^*That  the  first  parenthetical  clause  in  section  15  o'  the 
Immigration  Act  approved  May  26.  1924  (U.  S^  C  Annotated,  title  8. 
sec  215),  which  reads  "(except  a  Government  official  and  his  fam- 
ily)" is  hereby  repealed,  and  section  16  is  hereby  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  "The  admission  to  the  United  States  of  *°  »|^°  "«;P^ 
from  the  class  of  immigrants  by  clause  (1).  (2)  (3).  (4).  (8)  ■  or  «> 
of  section  3.  or  declared  to  be  a  nonquota  immigrant  by  subdivision 
(e)  of  section  4.  shall  be  for  such  time  and  under  such  conditions  as 
may  be  by  regulations  prescribed  (Including,  when  deemed  neces- 
sary for  the  classes  menUoned  In  clause  (2).  (3),  <4).  or  (6)  of  sec- 
tion 3  and  subdivision  (e)  of  section  4.  the  giving  of  bond  with  buffl- 
clent  surety.  In  such  sum  and  containing  such  conditions  as  may 
be  by  regulations  prescribed)  to  Insure  that,  at  the  expiration  ox 
such  time  or  upon  failure  to  maintain  the  status  vmder  which  ad- 
mitted, he  will  depart  from  the  United  States:  Provided.  T^*  »<> 
alien  who  has  been,  or  who  may  hereafter  be,  admitted  into  tne 
United  States  under  clause  (1)  of  section  3,  as  an  official  of  a  foreign 
government,  or  as  a  member  of  the  family  of  such  official,  shall  be 
required  to  depart  from  the  United  States  without  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  State." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  we  have  this  bill  explained?  It  is  a  long  bill 
and  it  mentions  various  sections  of  the  law.  I  should  like  to 
know  what  it  accomplishes. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  require  aliens 
who  are  admitted  to  the  United  States  as  officials  of  foreign 
governments  to  maintain  their  status  or  depart  from  the 
United  States.    That  is  all  there  is  to  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

BELA  KARLOVITZ 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9840)  for  the 
relief  of  Bela  Karlovitz. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan?  • 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr,  LESINSKI.  This  gentleman  is  an  inventor  who  was 
brought  into  this  country  by  the  Westinghouse  Co.  from 
Hungary.  There  Is  no  fraud  involved  in  the  case.  He  is 
here  on  a  regular  visa,  but  his  time  is  expiring.  This  gen- 
tleman is  working  on  an  Invention  to  conserve  fuel.  The 
report  reads  as  follows: 

This  al/en  Is  a  native  and  citizen  of  Hungary  and  he  has  a  wife 
and  three  children  residing  In  that  country.  He  is  an  electrical 
engineer  and  is  worltlng  on  the  development  of  an  invention  for 
the  generation  of  power.  A  large  electrical  manufactlng  company, 
having  received  information  with  reference  to  his  work,  sent  a 
representative  to  Budapest.  Hungary,  and  purchased  from  this 
alien  the  rights  to  the  patent  when  it  is  perfected.  They  per- 
suaded this  alien  to  come  to  the  United  States  and  to  their  plant 
for  the  purpose  of  completing  his  Invention.  This  company  has 
already  expended  tn  the  neighborhood  of  $50,000  In  exp>erlments 
and  there  was  testimony  to  the  effect  that  they  are  quite  certain 
that  this  Invention  wUl  prove  successful. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  for  the  purposes  of  the  immigration 
and  naturalization  laws  Bela  Karlovitz.  of  Wll)clnsbiu-g,  Pa.,  a 
research  engineer  temporarily  in  the  United  States  as  a  visitor, 
shaU  be  considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted,  at  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  on  September  1.  1938,  to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  at  the  end  of  the  bUl  add  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 

"Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  SecreUry  of  State  shall 

Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer   to  deduct  one   number 

from  the  Himgarian  quota  for  the  first  year  that  the  said  Hun« 

garian  quota  is  available." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

AICXUCAH    RKD    CROSS    VESSKLS 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  Immediate  consideration  of  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J. 
Res.  279)  to  amend  section  4  of  Public  Resolution  No.  54. 
approved  November  4.  1939,  entitled  "Joint  resolution  to 
preserve  the  neutrality  and  the  peace  of  the  United  States 
and  to  secure  the  safety  of  its  citizens  and  their  interests." 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Joint  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  Joint 
resolution? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Joint  resolution  is  an 
amendment  of  the  Neutrsdity  Act  which  permits  Red  Cross 
vessels  to  go  into  certain  areas.  I  can  explain  the  resolution 
better  by  reading  what  Secretary  Hull  says  about  it  in  this 
letter: 

The  Red  Cross  has  dispatched  to  Europe  the  ship  UcKeesport, 
which  It  chartered  for  the  purpose  ol  carrying  Red  Cross  supplies 
to  Prance.  The  supplies  were  to  be  landed  In  Bordeaux.  Under 
the  neutrality  law  It  was  necessary  to  obtain  safe  conduct  from  the 
belligerent  governments.  This  safe  conduct  was  not  forthcoming 
from  all  the  nec*»8sary  governments,  and  consequently  the  vessel  wa« 
dispatched  to  BUbao.  Spain,  with  the  expectation  that  Its  cargo 
might  be  landed  there  and  transported  Into  Prance.  There  seem 
to  be  pratlcal  difficulties  as  far  as  that  procedure  Is  concerned,  and 
the  question  now  arises  as  to  whether  the  vessel  ought  not  be 
diverted  from  Its  course  to  one  of  the  bemgerent  ports  where  the 
need  is  paramount. 

This  raises  the  question  of  the  general  applicability  of  the  neu- 
trality law  to  Red  Cross  shipments  and  has  put  the  matter  In  the 
forefront  of  the  Department's  thought.  After  consultation  with 
Mr  Norman  Davis,  of  the  Red  Cross,  we  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  It  would  be  Infinitely  better  If  the  Neutrality  Act  were  amended 
to  permit  Red  Cross  ships  on  voyages  of  mercy  to  proceed  simply 
after  notification  to  belligerents  that  the  specific  vessel  will  go  to 
a  named  port.  It  now  being  demonstrated  that  it  Is  Impracticable  to 
operate  under  the  present  provisions  of  the  law.  Consequently  we 
have  thought  that  you  might  be  willing  to  Introduce  a  bill  amend- 
ing the  Neutrality  Act  to  that  extent.  A  draft  is  encloeed  for  your 
consideration.  If  you  feel  that  you  can  support  this  measure.  1 
should  be  very  glad  If  you  would  Introduce  it  and  expedite  Its  pas- 
sage to  whatever  extent  possible,  because  It  seems  desirable  In  view 
of  the  unsettled  situation  In  E^irope  to  divert  the  McKeeaport, 
which  Is  now  at  sea,  from  Its  present  run,  to  Bordeaux  or  some  other 
belligerent  port  as  conditions  render  advisable  or  expedient  and^ 
where  there  Is  very  great  need  for  the  cargo. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  This  Joint  resolution  Is 
applicable  only  to  Red  Cross  vessels? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  It  Is  applicable  only  to  Red  Cross  vessels, 
under  charter  or  otherwise,  and  gives  the  Red  Cross  an  op- 
portunity to  transport  personnel  and  supplies  for  the  relief 
of  human  suffering  to  Europe,  ! 

This  joint  resolution  was  considered  in  the  Senate  yester- 
day, and  an  amendment  was  added  to  clarify  the  situation 
and  make  it  absolutely  positive  that  such  shipments  would 
in  no  way  Involve  this  country.  The  Joint  resolution,  con- 
taining this  amendment,  was  considered  by  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  this  morning  and  reported  unanimously. 
The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

Provided,  That  where  permission  has  not  been  given  by  the 
blockading  power,  no  American  Red  Cross  vessel  shall  enter  a  port 
Where  a  blockade  by  aircraft,  surface  vessel,  w  submarine  Is  being 
attempted  through  the  destruction  of  vessels,  or  Into  a  port  of  any 
country  where  such  blockade  of  the  whole  country  Is  t>elng  so 
attempted:  Provided  further.  That  such  American  Red  Cross  veflsel 
shall  be  on  a  mission  of  mercy  only  and  carrying  only  Red  Crou 
materials  and  personnel.  * ; 

Tills  is  the  amendment  adopted  yesterday  in  the  Senate,  in 
addition  to  a  small  amendment  adopted  the  other  day.  and  it 
has  the  unanimous  approval  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committep. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  tl^e 
gentleman  yield?  I 

Mr.  BLOOM.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  feels  this 
wouild  not  involve  us  in  war  in  any  way  because  the  amend- 
ment safeguturds  the  bill.  It  is  a  very  very  himiane  move- 
ment. 
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Mr.  BLOOM.  It  is  a  himiane  provision  that  will  permit  the 
Red  Cross  vessels  to  go  on  their  missions  of  mercy. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  BLOOM.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  I  am  in  entire  sympathy  with  the 
objective  of  the  bUl.  but  what  I  am  concerned  about  is  this: 
Are  we  going  to  have  naval  escorts  for  these  ships? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  There  will  be  no  escorts.  They  will  not  be 
convoyed,  and  they  wiU  not  be  escorted,  and  they  have  no 
right  to  go  anywhere  where  there  is  even  any  kind  of  block- 
ade   attempted— not   only    a   blockade    but   an    attempted 

blockade.  .  , 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    And  that  would  Include  an  aerial 

blockstdc  AS  well? 
Mr.  BLOOM.    An  aerial  blockade  or  a  submarine  blockade 

or  any  other  kind  of  blockade. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield?  j 

Mr.  BLOOM.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  We  understand  that  none 
of  our  American  ships  will  act  as  an  escort. 

Mr.  BLOOM.     No. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Will  It  be  possible  for  the 
Red  Cross  ships  covered  by  this  bill  to  be  escorted  as  part  of 
a  convoy  of  another  belligerent  nation? 

Mr.  BLOOM.    No;  that  is  absolutely  forbidden. 

Mr.  CULKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BLOOM.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  I  would  like  to  inquire  if  arrangements  have 
been  made  with  the  State  Department  to  notify  the  several 
combatants  of  the  progress  of  the  ship  and  the  route  of  the 

ship? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Not  only  that,  but  the  Red  Cross  is  in  direct 
communication  with  all  the  coxmtries  so  as  to  be  sure  about  It. 

Mr.  CULKIN.    I  am  talking  about  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  Just  read  the  letter  of  the  SUte  Depart- 
ment which  covers  that  point  very  clearly. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  The  route  will  not  be  changed  as  it  was 
In  another  instance;  that  is,  in  the  case  of  the  Washington? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  If  the  ship  should  leave  an  American  port 
and  was  on  its  way  over  there  and  it  should  then  be  found 
there  was  any  kind  of  blockade  at  that  point,  the  ship  would 
be  notified  immediately  and  they  would  have  to  change  their 
course. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  The  gentleman  misses  my  point.  I  am 
wondering  if  the  State  Department  is  going  to  keep  in  touch 
with  the  governments  of  the  several  combatants  as  to  the 
route  or  any  change  of  route. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    I  do  not  know  about  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  CULKIN.     I  think  that  is  very  important. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  May  I  answer  the  gentleman  by  stating  that 
the  proper  departments  of  the  Government  will  be  in  com- 
munication.   If  it  is  the  State  Department 

Mr.  CULKIN.  The  gentleman  is  not  agoing  to  have  the 
Labor  Department,  under  Miss  Perkins,  commimicate  with 
Germany  or  England? 

Mr.  BLOOM.     No. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman   from  New  York? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Joint  reso- 
lution (S.  J.  Res.  279),  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  section  4  otf  Public  Resolution  No.  54,  ap- 
proved No\-ember  4,  1939.  entitled  "Joint  resolution  to  preserve  the 
neutrality  and  the  peace  of  the  United  States  and  to  secure  the 
safety  of  Ita  citizens  and  their  Interests"  be,  and  Is  hereby, 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  4.  The  provisions  of  section  3  (a)  shall  not  prohibit  the 
transportation  by  vessels,  unarmed  and  not  under  convoy,  under 
charter  or  other  direction  and  control  of  the  American  Red  Cross 
of  officers  and  American  Red  Cross  personnel,  medical  personnel, 
and  medical  supplies,  food,  and  clothing,  for  the  relief  of  human 
suffering:  Provided.  That  where  permission  has  not  been  given  by 
the  blockading  power,  no  American  Red  Cross  vessel  shall  enter  a 
port  where  a  blockade  by  aircraft,  surface  vessel,  or  submarine 
Is  being  attempted  through  the  destruction  of  vessels,  or  Into  a 
port  of  any  country  where  such  blockade  of  the  whole  country  Is 
being  so  attempted:  Provided  further.  That  such  American  Red 
Cross  vessel  shall  be  on  a  mission  of  mercy  only  and  carrying  only 
Red  Cross  materials  and  personnel." 
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Bir.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 

word. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  objected,  or  rather  held  up  consideration  of 
this  bill  a  few  days  ago,  because  I  thought  there  should  be 
an  amendment  of  this  kind.  This  is  a  Senate  amendment 
and  evidently  they  thought  likewise. 

I  want  the  Hotise  to  realize  that  this  is  an  amendment  to 
the  Neutrality  Act  and  I  think  a  very  proper  one.  because  I 
believe  all  the  American  people  want  our  Red  Cross  ships  to 
go  on  errands  of  mercy  and  on  humanitarian  errands  to 
the  other  side.  It  has  been  the  custom  in  the  past  to  get 
safe  conducts  from  the  belligerent  nations.  There  are  so 
many  belligerent  nations,  it  is  very  difficult  to  get  safe  con- 
ducts from  them  all  and  therefore  it  was  proposed  in  the 
original  bill  to  send  these  ships  over  without  such  safe  con- 
ducts. I  thought  it  was  a  very  dangerous  procedure  because 
these  Red  Cross  ships  might  be  torpedoed  in  the  night  or 
in  a  fog  by  being  mistaken  for  other  vessels  and  in  this  way 
we  might  become  involved  in  war. 

The  amendment  which  the  Senate  has  adopted  and  which 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Bloom  1,  has  just  offered  here  is  very  drastic.  It 
may  in  some  respects  go  too  far,  if  that  is  possible,  because 
It  states  that  when  a  blockade  is  attempted  of  any  country 
the  Red  Cross  vessels  cannot  go  to  that  country.  Certainly 
every  Member  of  this  House  knows  that  within  48  hours,  as 
soon  as  peace  terms  are  arranged  between  Germany  and 
France,  Germany  will  proclaim  a  blockade  of  England,  or 
attempt  to  proclaim  a  blockade  of  England.  This  bill  con- 
tains words  "attempted  blockade,"  so  that  a  Red  Cross  vessel 
could  not  go  to  England  without  getting  safe  conduct  from 
Germany.  This  is  a  very,  very  drastic  amendment.  I  had 
proposed  an  amendment  that  the  Red  Cross  ships  should  go 
at  their  own  risk,  which  is  more  flexible,  but  would  also  keep 
us  from  being  involved  in  war. 

In  view  of  this  amendment,  which  goes  even  further  than 
that.  I  am  willing  to  accept  it  and  support  it,  but  I  think 
the  House  ought  to  know  all  the  facts,  first,  that  this  is  an 
amendment  to  the  Neutrality  Act,  and  that  it  is  a  proper 
amendment,  that  the  bill  originally  came  in  without  any 
of  those  safeguards,  and  that  is  why  we  held  it  up,  and  the 
Senate  amended  it  by  the  amendment  referred  to. 
Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    Yes. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Who  is  to  determine  whether  a 
blockade  exists?    Our  SUte  Department? 

Mr.  FISH.  No;  the  wording  of  the  bill  Is  comprehensive. 
It  says  even  when  a  blockade  is  attempted — not  to  one 
port,  but  it  goes  even  further  and  says  when  a  blockade  is 
attempted  of  a  whole  country. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Speaker.  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    Yes. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    I  forgot  to  mention  this — ^that  it  Is  In  the 

resolution  that  the  boat  must  be  unarmed  and  not  under 

convoy. 

Mr.  FISH.     I  think  the  gentleman  mentioned  that. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    I  did  not  say  unarmed. 

Mr.  FISH.  They  must  be  unarmed,  and  not  under  con- 
voy: and  I  say  to  my  coUeague  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  Culkin]  that  they  must  radio  all  belligerent 
governments  exactly  where  they  are  during  practically  every 
hour  of  the  day,  otherwise  they  would  be  guilty  of  criminal 
negligence,  and  during  the  night  they  will  have  an  American 
flag  and  a  Red  Cross  flag  with  a  spotlight.  There  will  be 
no  risk  taken  as  far  as  that  Is  concerned. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Did  the  gentleman  figure  it  would  be  safer 
to  put  in  the  bill  the  language  that  the  ships  must  travel  at 
their  own  risk? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  offered  that  amendment  myself,  that  Ameri- 
can Red  Cross  ships  should  make  the  trip  at  their  own  risk. 
I  thought  that  would  be  a  good  amendment,  but  this  is  more 
drastic  as  it  goes  much  further,  and  they  will  not  even  be 
permitted  to  go  to  those  nations  if  there  is  an  attempted 
blockade.    I  think  my  amendment,  perhaps,  would  be  more 
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sensible  and  more  flexible,  that  they  should  make  the  trip  at 
their  own  risk.  That  would  not  involve  us  in  war.  This 
amendment  Is  much  more  drastic.  Mine  would  have  been 
more  flexible.  I  am  sorry  that  I  was  not  in  the  committee  at 
the  time,  but  someone  offered  the  amendment  for  me  and 
the  committee  decided  on  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
Senate  joint  resolution. 

The  Senate  Joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CONTINENTAL    AEROSXXRVEYS    CORPORATlOlf 

Mr.  SOMERS  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10087) 
for  the  relief  of  the  Continental  Aerosurveys  Corporation, 
which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  time  for  the  completion  by  the  Con- 
tinental Aerosurveys  Corjysratlon,  90  Broad  Street,  New  York  City. 
N.  Y.,  of  Its  contract  with  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  dated 
June  29.  1938.  for  the  furnishing  by  such  corporation  to  such 
Department  of  aerial  photographs  of  lands  within  certain  counties 
In  northwestern  Pennsylvania,  is  hereby  extended  to  and  Including 
November  15,  1940.  Such  contract  expires  by  its  terms  on  June  30, 
1940,  performance  by  the  corporation  under  it  has  been  virtually 
completed,  and  Irreparable  loss  wlU  result  both  to  the  corporation 
and  the  Department  of  Agriculture  unless  the  time  for  Its  com- 
pletion Is  extended. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  this  is  merely  extending  the  time  for  the  completion 
of  the  work? 

Mr.  SOMERS  of  New  York.    Yes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  And  there  is  no  additional 
expense  involved? 

Mr.  SOMERS  of  New  York.    No. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MARINE    WAR-RISK    INSURANCE 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  House  Resolution  522, 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  read. 

The  Clerk  read  sis  follows : 

House  Resolution  523 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be 
in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  H.  R.  6572.  a  bill  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as 
amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war-risk  Insurance  and  reinsurance 
and  for  marine-risk  reinsurance,  and  for  other  purposes.  That 
after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  con- 
tinue not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled 
between  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries,  the  bill  shall  be  read 
for  amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  am  idment  the  Committee  shall 
rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as 
may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  con- 
sidered as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final 
passage  without  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to  recom- 
mit with  or  without  Instructions^ 

Mr.  CLARK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Pish]. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  nothing  unusual  about  this  rule.  It 
is  an  open  rule.  It  is  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  6572,  to 
amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936,  to  provide  for  marine 
war-risk  insurance  and  reinsurance  and  for  marine  reinsur- 
ance, and  for  other  purposes.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  IMr.  Bland  1. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  purpose  of  this  bill  Is  well 
expressed  in  the  report  in  these  words: 

The  purpose  of  the  legislation  Is  to  make  store  that  American 
water-borne  commerce  will  be  kept  moving.  The  InabUlty — which 
may  arise  overnight — to  secure  from  the  usual  sources  the  neces- 
sary protection  of  Instirance  against  marine  perils  and  marine 
war  risks  for  American  ships  and  their  cargoes  and  the  crewa 
thereon  would  serlotisly  jeopardize  that  commerce.    Under  existing 
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war  conditions,   such  Inability  may  arise  on  short  notice  without 
adequate    opportunity    for    necessary    readjustments    l)ecau8e    the 
American   marine   Insurance   market    normally   relies   on   support 
from   the  world   Insurance   market.     Under   present    international 
conditions  It  Is  doubtful  whether  any  private  national  ln8uran<» 
market   has  sufficient   capacity   to   protect   the   high   values   which 
may  be  exposed  concurrently  to  war  perils.     WhUe  the  American 
insurance  market  has  been  strengthened  and  Increased  since  the  . 
World   War   and    particularly    since   the   outbreak   of    the   present 
European   war,   the   fact   still   obtains   that   the   general   or    world  . 
Insurance  market  may  at  any  time  under  present  conditions  be- i 
come   inadequate   or   undesirable   as   a   support   for   the   American 
market,  and  then  American  shipping  would  lose  the   support   of 
that  market  which  has  heretofore  carried  approximately  one-half 
of  the  Insurance  necessary  for  American  vessels  and  their  cargoes. 
In  fact,  the  American  Insurance   market   has  been  reinsuring   in ' 
the  world  market  part  of  the  risks  assumed  by  It.     Under  the  cir- 
cumstances.  American   commerce   may   be   deprived   overnight   of 
part  of  the  Insurance  protection  needed  to  keep  American  com-_ 
merce  moving.  ' 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  House  that  marine  insurance  and' 
-war-risk  insurance  is  the  Ufeblood  of  water  transportation. 
When  it  stops,  water-borne  commerce  will  not  move.  When.' 
hearings  were  had  on  the  original  bill  by  the  committee  there 
was  considerable  opposition  in  which  I  shared.  I  felt  that 
we  should  not  insure  foreign  vessels  and  cargoes  on  foreign 
vessels.  If  you  will  refer  to  the  bill  you  will  find  that  ever^ 
provision  that  was  contained  in  the  original  bill  providing 
for  Insurance  of  foreign  vessels  and  cargoes  in  foreign  vessel^ 
has  been  stricken  from  the  biU.  Those  are  the  amendments 
that  are  contained  in  the  original  bill  as  it  was  reported  to 
the  House.  I  call  attention  to  these  words  stricken  from 
the  bill:  j 

Masters,  officers,  and  crews  of  foreign  vessels  referred  to  in  subi 
section  (c)  hereof  against  loss  of  life,  personal  Injury,  or  detention 
by  any  government,  except  that  the  nation  of  the  vessel  or  of  the 
United  Slates,  following  capture. 

And  so  forth.    I  caU  attention  to  the  following  words:    .A 
Vessels  of  any  foreign  country  not  an  enemy  of  the  United  States 
engaged  in  the  foreign  or  domestic  trade  of  the  United  States. 

In  the  original  biU  foreign  vessels  and  cargoes  thereon 
would  have  been  covered  by  Insurance,  but  those  featureis 
are  now  stricken  from  this  bill.  The  biU  we  bring  to  you 
contains  carefully  drawn  amendments  expressly  excluding 

"^  all  Insurance  of  foreign  vessels  and  cargoes  in  foreign  vessels 
Mr.  OLIVER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

i        Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield. 

!        Mr.  OLIVER.    Is  it  not  a  fact  that  a  niunber  of  repre- 
sentatives of  private  insurance  businesses  appeared  before 
the  committee  and  approved  of  the  enactment  of  this  bil^? 
Mr.  BLAND.    Yes;  that  is  the  fact. 

Now.  something  was  said  about  American  insurance.  This 
bill  will  help  to  build  up  American  insurance.  After  we  built 
up  our  merchant  marine  in  1916.  and  when  we  considered 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1920.  there  were  on  the  Committee 
on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  two  members  who  are 
now  here,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  and  the  gentleman  from 
New  York.  Dr.  Crowther.  There  was  a  careful  study  made 
then.  We  did  not  have  much  insurance  in  this  country  bijt 
with  the  building  up  of  the  American  merchant  marine  there 
has  been  built  up  also  marine  insurance  in  this  coimtry.  and 
those  companies  are  taking  a  large  part  of  the  insuran<j|» 
now.  Those  companies  have  not  reached  the  point  where 
they  can  take  all  of  the  insurance,  and.  as  a  result.  Iarg6 
coverages  of  marine  insurance  are  reinsured  in  the  markets 
of  the  world.  Let  the  world  market  fail,  and  these  companies 
have  nowhere  to  go.    The  Government  then  steps  in.    If  the 

•  competition  that  heretofore  existed  is  destroyed,  and  the  ratqs 
of  an  insurance  company  advance  so  that  adequate  insurance 
is  not  provided  at  reasonable  rates,  then  the  Grovemment  is 
able  to  take  care  of  that  situation  and  Insure  direct.  ; 

Mr.  CROWE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

I        Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  CROWE.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  there  is  need  for  this 
Insurance,  and  the  proof  of  that  is  that  part  of  the  insurance 
has  been  reinsured  or  carried  in  other  markets,  London  and 
elsewhere,  and  now  there  is  a  possibility  that  that  insur- 
ance may  not  be  available? 


Mr.  BLAND.  Yes;  and  this  Is  the  finest  opportunity  to 
get  the  business  for  America  that  I  have  ever  known,  be- 
cause it  is  provided  that  only  in  event  it  is  necessary  to 
do  so  does  the  Government  come  in  and  insure  these  risks. 
This  does  help  to  build  up  marine  insurance  by  private 
companies. 

Let  me  tell 'you  this:  When  we  had  the  hearings  before 
our  committee,  in  May  1939.  there  did  not  exist  adequate 
protection  in  the  American  market  for  insurance  on  the 
seamen— casualty  insurance— but  it  developed  at  the  hearing 
that  we  held  yesterday  that  that  market  has  been  materially 
increased  since  our  hearings  in  May  of  last  year.  There  is 
being  made  an  effort  to  build  up  the  insurance  market  in 
the  United  States.  Please  remember  that  Great  Britain 
has  been  a  maritime  nation  for  years  and  these  other  na- 
tions of  the  world  as  well  for  years— yea.  for  centuries — 
and  they  have  gradually  gotten  the  marine-insurance  busi- 
ness.   Now  we  are  getting  it. 

It  has  been  shown  in  the  past  that  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant factors  in  practicing  discriminations  against  Amer- 
ican transportation  has  been  through  marine  insurance.  It 
was  so  shown  by  a  study  that  was  made  in  1920.  We  have 
foimd  that  it  was  necessary  to  get  marine  insurance  here. 
It  has  been  pretty  well  covered,  but  all  has  not  been  covered, 
and  if  the  markets  in  which  we  reinsure  should  fail,  our 
commerce  may  stop;  surely  we  do  not  care  to  have  our  steam- 
ers lying  at  the  docks,  to  have  our  cargoes  upon  the  wharves 
and  to  be  unable  to  send  our  goods  upwn  the  high  seas,  not 
to  combat  zones  but  to  other  areas  simply  because  we  can- 
not instire  the  hulls  and  the  cargoes  and  the  lives  of  the 
ofBcers  and  crews  on  the  shiiis. 

Again  I  say  marine  insurance  is  the  Ufeblood  of  water- 
borne  transportation. 

*     Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  ; 

Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Has  the  gentleman  any 
statement  that  he  can  give  from  an  insurance  company  re- 
garding this  sort  of  insurance — this  Government  marine 
insurance? 

Mr.  BLAND.  No.  I  have  no  statement  from  them.  They 
have  not  opposed  it. 

They  have  all  been  in  favor  of  it.  They  want  us  to  rein- 
sure, to  be  prepared  to  take  care  of  this  situation;  and  we 
want  them  to  build  up  their  business.  The  more  they  can 
build  it  up  the  better  we  shall  like  it.  This  bill  will  help 
private  business. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  very  glad  the  gen- 
tleman took  out  the  provision  with  reference  to  insuring 
foreign  vessels,  whether  belligerents  or  not. 

Mr.  BLAND.  That  is  absolutely  out.  That  was  In  the 
original  bill,  but  it  has  been  stricken  out  to  meet  objections. 
I  am  not  so  sure  that  possibly  later,  if  we  should  not  have  the 
ships  to  carry  our  cargoes,  but  that  we  may  need  to  do  that. 
However,  this  bill  will  not  permit  it,  and  if  that  condition 
arises,  we  shall  have  to  come  back  here. 
(Here  the  gavel  fell.) 

Mr.  CLARK.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  five  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 
Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  am  not  as  well  informed  on  this  bill  as  I 
should  be,  but  I  have  had  inquiries  from  Hartford  insurance 
companies.    Is  this  bill  similar  to  S.  2566? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  think  it  is,  but  I  am  not  sure  about  the 
number. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  question  that  has  been  asked  me  and 
which  seems  to  be  disturbing  some  people  is  the  condition 
under  which  the  Commission  will  take  insurance.  Under  the 
terms  of  the  bill  the  corporation  or  commission  will  take 
Insurance  only  where  it  cannot  be  obtained  at  reasonable 
rates. 

Mr.  BLAND.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  question  that  has  been  asked  Is,  Who 
will  determine  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates? 


Mr.  BLAND.  The  Maritime  Commission.  The  Commis- 
sion determines  that  from  the  rates  that  are  charged.  There 
are  no  fixed  rates  that  are  controlled  by  the  Commission  or 
anything  of  that  kind.  London  and  the  world  markets  have 
been  the  competitors.  If  those  competitors  are  lost  there  may 
be  a  possibility  that  someone  else  would  have  to  provide  the 
reinsurance.  It  is  the  desire  of  the  human  heart,  you  know, 
to  make  money. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  want  to  say  that  the  letters  I  received 
from  both  these  marine-insurance  companies  expressed  con- 
fidence in  the  chairman  of  the  committee  who  is  now  pre- 
senting this  bill,  and  their  question  was  for  information  and 
ijot  in  criticism.  They  indicated  a  desire  to  cooperate  with 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  thank  the  gentleman.  That  was  the  only 
reason  for  putting  the  language  in  there — to  provide  against 
the  possible  removal  of  competitors  that  might  lead  to  insur- 
ance rates  going  too  high. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man 3^eld? 

Mr.  BLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  When  we  considered  this  bin 
in  committee  we  assumed  that  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939 
would  remain  on  the  books.  Since  then  articles  have  ap- 
peared in  the  papers  which  state  that  perhaps  the  Neutrality 
Act  might  be  suspended,  and  very  recently  we  heard  a  state- 
ment made  by  the  gentleman  who  has  just  been  nominated  to 
be  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  the  effect  that  he  would  advocate 
the  shipment  of  munitions  and  other  contraband  of  war  to 
the  Allies  in  their  own  ships  if  they  had  them  available,  or  in 
American  ships  if  they  were  not  available  even  if  he  perhaps 
had  to  send  a  naval  convoy  with  them.  Now,  I  ask  the  gen- 
tleman. Does  he  not  think  it  would  be  worth  while  to  cover 
that  eventuality  in  this  bill?  Or  does  the  gentleman  think  we 
should  insure  those  cargoes  if  they  went  deliberately  into  the 
danger  zone? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  do  not  think  we  should  extend  it  to  them. 
I  do  not  think  this  bill  ought  to  deal  with  insurance  of  that 

kind. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Transportation  of  contra- 
band by  water  should  be  without  insurance  if  neutrality  is 
suspended. 

Mr.  BLAND.  That  is  probably  true,  but  that  question  hsis 
never  risen. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Would  the  gentleman  accept 
such  an  amendment? 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  do  not  want  to  delay  the  bill.  I  would  have 
to  see  the  amendment  first. 

Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  explain  a  few  other  amendments  that 
have  been  prepared?  When  the  first  section  of  the  bill  is 
read  I  am  going  to  offer  an  amendment  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  and  insert  a  substitute,  to  make  it  a  clean 
bill.  I  £im  going  to  tell  jrou  what  amendments  there  are  here. 
I  want  you  to  listen  to  this,  because  the  only  change  that  has 
been  made  since  the  bill  was  reported  arises  from  the  fact  that 
when  the  bill  was  considered  by  the  committee,  for  some  rea- 
son the  labor  organizations  did  not  appear  either  for  or 
against  it.  In  the  bill  as  originally  prepared  is  a  provision 
that  the  maximum  insurance  for  the  death  of  a  seaman 
would  be  $5,000  and  the  minimum  $2,000,  with  certain  per- 
centages. Last  Sunday  I  saw  that  the  labor  organizations  had 
taken  exception  to  that  and  said  they  wanted  to  come  down 
and  present  their  objecUons.  I  told  them  I  would  call  the 
committee  together  and  let  them  present  their  objections. 
They  appeared,  and  the  committee  and  I  felt  that  there  was 
some  merit  in  the  objections  they  presented.  After  the  hear- 
ings yesterday  morning  the  members  of  the  committee  asked 
us  to  sit  around  the  table  and  see  if  we  could  not  work  out 
amendments  that  would  be  agreeable.  They  asked  us  to  cut 
out  any  direct  insurance,  just  to  reinsure  the  usual  rates.  We 
found  out  that  the  insurance  companies  had  materially  in- 
creased their  business  in  the  United  States  on  that  kind  of 
insurance,  so  we  told  them  we  would  do  that,  that  we  would 
cut  out  direct  insurance,  but  still  we  felt  that  there  might  not 
be  sufBcient  business  available  in  the  United  States  to  provide 


ample  coverage.  So  we  added  this  amendment,  which  appears 
in  the  clean  draft.  We  first  cut  out  any  direct  insurance  and 
then  to  protect  against  any  eventuality  whereby  there  might 
be  no  opportunity  to  insure  these  seamen,  the  masters,  and 
the  crev.'s,  we  put  a  new  section  224  in,  and  this  meets  with 
their  approval. 

The  new  section  224  reads  as  follows: 

Whenever  the  Commission  determines  that  insurance  for  mastCTS, 
officers,  and  crews  of  American  vessels  against  loss  of  life,  persons 
injury,  or  detention  by  any  government  except  that  of  the  Unit^ 
States  following  capture,  arising  from  risks  of  war,  cannot,  with 
the  aid  of  reinsurance  provided  for  under  this  subtitle,  be  obtained 
on  reasonable  terms  and  conditions  from  companies  authorized  to 
do  an  Insurance  business  in  a  State  of  the  United  States,  the  Com- 
mission is  authorized  to  provide  such  Instu-ance  on  a  basis  corre- 
epondlng  to  the  war-risk  insurance  protection  supplied,  prior  to 
such  determination,  for  such  personnel  for  companies  authorized 
to  do  business  In  a  State  of  the  United  States, 

Mr.  Standard,  of  the  National  Maritime  Union,  the  C.  I.  O. 
members,  the  marine  engineers.  Mr.  Scharenberg,  represent- 
ing the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  all  accepted  this  as 

satisfactory. 

Then  they  had  another  fear.  They  were  afraid  that  some- 
thing in  this  bUl  might  be  designed  to  take  away  from  them 
some  of  their  rights  under  other  laws  of  the  United  States. 
I  do  not  think  so.  I  could  not  see  how  it  would.  But  if  it 
did  not  and  it  was  intended  not  to  do  so.  I  could  not  see  how 
it  would  do  any  harm  to  say  expressly  that  which  we  meant. 
So  we  added  the  following  section: 

Nothing  In  this  subtitle  shall  l>e  deemed  to  affect  the  rights  of 
seamen  under  any  provision  of  existing  law. 

Under  the  circumstances  I  feel  that  with  the  bnfe  amend- 
ment I  am  going  to  offer  which  only  makes  these  changes, 
that  we  have  met  all  of  the  objections  that  have  been  inter- 
posed by  Members  of  the  House  and  by  labor  organizations. 
Though  they  came  at  the  last  minute  we  were  willing  to  sit 
down  with  them  around  a  table  and  they  showed  a  splendid 
spirit  in  trying  to  reach  an  agreement. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Is  it  the  contemplation  of  the  committee 
that  the  rates  set  up  under  this  bill  will  at  the  outset  be 
lower  than  the  prevailing  rates?  The  domestic  and  foreign 
rates  run  just  about  the  same. 

Mr.  BLAND.    Does  the  gentleman  mean  Uislirance  rates? 

Mr.  MILLER.     Insurance  rates. 

Mr.  BLAND.  That  is  not  contemplated.  It  is  desired  to 
have  a  stopgap  there  in  the  event  we  carmot  move  the 
commerce.  I  have  not  heard  any  suggestion  up  to  the  pres- 
ent time  that  there  are  unreasonable  rates. 

Mr.  MILLER.  This  is  to  deal  with  an  emergency.  It  is 
not  contemplated  to  try  to  get  any  marine  business  today? 

Mr.  BLAND.     That  is  correct.    It  is  purely  a  stopgap. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  that  covers  my  explanation  of  the 
bill  and  this  is  also  intended  to  cover  my  explanation  if  the 
rule  is  adopted. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  commend  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee for  their  diligence,  their  intelligence,  their  soimd  com- 
mon sense,  and  their  careful  action  in  the  interest  of  the 
American  people  in  rewriting  this  bill,  because  when  it  came 
to  the  committee  from  the  administration  the  bill  was  a 
vicious  proposal  and  one  that  would  have  involved  us  in  war. 
It  provided  originally  for  the  insurance  of  foreign  vessels  and 
for  war  material  on  foreign  vessels.  Many  of  those  ships 
have  already  been  sunk.  We  would  have  had  an  interest 
in  the  ships  on  account  of  having  insured  them  and  an  inter- 
est in  the  war  material.  We  would  have  been  a  party  to  the 
loss.  But  the  committee  carrying  out  the  general  good  sense 
of  the  Congress,  both  on  the  Republican  and  Democratic 
side,  has  rendered  a  service  to  the  coimtry  by  repudiating  this 
vicious  proposal  that  came  from  some  of  the  crackpots  and 
brain  trusters  of  the  administration  who  would  be  only  too 
glad  to  have  us  intervene  and  become  involved  in  the  present 
war  overseas. 

This  is  a  very  important  bill  and  that  is  the  reason  I 
asked  for  consideration  of  it  xmder  a  rule.     There  may 
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be  some  amendments  offered.  We  want  to  expedite  debate., 
It  is  an  American  bill  today.  Originally  it  was  a  foreign^ 
bill.  Now  it  Is  aimed  to  protect  American  interests.  The 
private  insurance  companies  are  for  the  bill,  I  am  informed.j 
It  makes  it  possible  to  cover  the  marine  insurance  in  the 
American  market.  Hitherto  we  have  been  dependent  for 
our  marine  insurance  very  largely  on  Lloyds  in  London, 
England.  This  provides  the  mechanism  so  that  we  can  get 
adequate  marine  insurance  in  America  for  American  ves- 
sels; therefore  it  is  a  sound  American  proposition  instead 
of  being  a  foreign  proposal  which  it  was  originally  and 
one  that  would  have  led  lis  to  war.  It  is  now  a  measure  for 
peace  and  Americanism. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  an  amendment  will  be  offered  to 
make  sure  that  if  the  Neutrality  Act  is  repiealed  or  any 
part  of  11,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  will  be.  It  will  not  again 
provide  for  insurance  on  foreign  vessels  and  war  materials.' 
If  this  bill  had  gone  through  in  its  original  form  we  would 
have  been  involved  in  all  kinds  of  difiQculties  by  this  time.; 
I  do  not  believe  it  would  have  carried  insiu^ance  into  for- 
eign lands,  but  I  see  in  the  newspaper  today  that  400  brand 
new  American  airplanes  were  seized  in  Prance  by  the  Ger^ 
man  armed  forces.  Whether  we  would  have  had  insurance! 
on  those  airplanes  or  not  under  the  original  bill  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  Speaker,  Colonel  Stimson  and  Colonel  Knox,  the  pro-i 
posed  new  members  of  the  Cabinet,  have  given  voice  tq 
certain  interventionist  views  recently.  Mr.  Stimson,  who  is 
about  to  be  made  Secretary  of  War,  says  that  we  should  per-j 
mit  American  vessels.  In  fact  we  should  use  all  American! 
vessels,  to  carry  contraband  to  the  belUgerents.  If  this  biH 
had  come  here  in  its  original  form  it  would  be  in  accordance 
with  that  gentleman's  views  today.  This  former  Republi(;an, 
this  interventionist,  and  internationalist,  who  has  left  out 
ranks,  and  you  are  welcome  to  him  as  you  are  welcome  to  all* 
our  interventionists.  They  do  not  belong  to  our  party,  but  to 
the  Democratic  Party  under  President  Roosevelt,  which  isi 
now  the  war  party  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CULKIN.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Cuticnfl. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  I  heard  a  statement  this  morning,  I  may  say 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  that  Colonel  Knox's 
speeches  In  1936  cost  the  Republican  Party  4,000,000  votes 
I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  would  comment  on  that. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  5  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  the  gentleman  underestimates 
It.  I  think  that  if  these  two  distinguished  and  able  gentlemen. 
Colonel  Knox  and  Colonel  Stimson.  internationalists  and  in- 
terventionist*— and  they  are  entitled  to  their  views — who 
have  just  gone  over  to  the  party  where  they  l)elong.  had 
stayed  in  the  Republican  Party  and  we  had  followed  their 
advice  and  written  an  Internationalist  and  Interventionist 
plank  for  our  foreign  policy,  the  Republicans  would  have  had 
even  less  votes  than  in  1936.  I  do  not  believe  the  Republican 
Party  would  even  carry  Maine  and  Vermont.  It  is  a  god- 
send to  the  Republican  Party  that  they  have  gone  over  where 
they  belong,  which  assures  our  having  an  antiwar  platform. 

Mr.  CLARK.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  CLARK.  I  Just  want  to  inquire  if  the  gentleman  is  still 
speaking  on  the  rule. 

Mr.  PISH.    I  will  come  back  to  that  rule  in  due  course. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  Republican  party  has 
not  lost  anjrthing  because  these  two  pseudo  Republicans,  these 
foreign-war  interventionists  have  enlisted  in  the  New  Deal 
forces.  They  had  already  strayed  in  New  Deal  pastures,  and 
their  appointment  merely  gives  the  New  Deal  an  absolute  title 
to  them,  and  they  will  no  longer  he  able  to  fool  Republicans 
who  believe  in  preserving  our  American  constitutional  de- 
mocracy and  are  opposed  to  New  Eteal -Soviet  autocracy. 


Mr.  FISH.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that.  In  my  himi- 
ble  opinion,  I  believe  it  is  the  most  fortunate  thing  and  the 
best  thing  that  could  happen  to  the  Republican  Party  that 
these  internationalist  and  interventionist  termites,  able  and 
distinguished  men  though  they  be,  have  left  our  party.  I 
believe  now  that  we  will  be  able  to  elect  a  Republican  Presi- 
dent this  fall  on  an  antiwar  platform. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  They  have  now  deserted 
our  party  and  have  joined  the  hosts  of  third  "term-ites,"  who 
are  moving  forward  into  the  new  European  war  under  the 
smoke  screen  which  covers  the  Roosevelt  third- term 
"bbtzkrieg." 

Mr.  FISH.    Does  the  gentleman  mean  the  war  party? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Yes.  The  New  Deal  is  the 
war  party.    They  have  now  shown  their  hand. 

Mr.  FISH.  We  should  take  that  issue  right  to  the  people 
on  the  basis  of  '"peace  or  war,  which  will  you  have?" 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Do  I  correctly  understand  the  gentleman 
to  say  that  the  private  insurance  companies  are  satisfied  with 
this  bill? 

Mr.  FISH.  Do  not  take  my  word  for  that,  but  I  was  told  by 
a  member  of  the  committee  that  the  private  insurance  com- 
panies are  satisfied  with  it.  It  extends  our  American  market 
to  cover  the  kind  of  insurance  we  hitherto  could  not  obtain 
in  this  country  and  had  to  go  to  Lloyds  for.  I  think  that  la 
the  purpose  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  jrield  to  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Oklahoma. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  am  just  wondering.  Inasmuch  as  the 
gentleman  is  now  speaking  of  riddances  from  the  Republican 
Party,  if  he  feels  much  elated  over  the  prospect  of  getting 
the  platform  which  John  L.  Lewis  is  going  to  write  for  the 
gentleman's  party. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  talking  not  about  the  labor  planks,  I  am 
talking  about  the  program  of  peace  or  war.  I  want  that 
issue  taken  to  the  American  public,  that  Is  all.  I  would  even 
like  to  have  it  decided  in  the  Democratic  State  of  Oklahoma, 
and  I  know  what  the  result  would  be. 

Mr.  OLIVER  and  Mr.  BENDER  rose. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  would  rather  not  have  too  much  poUtics. 
I  would  rather  talk  about  the  bill. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  WQl  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  statement 
on  the  question  asked  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Maine. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  With  reference  to  the  endorsement  which 
has  been  given  this  legislation  by  representatives  of  private 
Insiu-ance  interests,  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  gentle- 
man to  the  hearings  on  this  bill  as  of  last  year,  which  carry 
a  statement  by  Hendon  Chubb,  of  the  firm  of  Chubb  b  Son, 
of  New  York  City,  who  endorses  the  bill. 

Mr.  FISH.     That  is  one  of  the  best  firms  in  the  country. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  The  hearings  also  contain  the  statement  of 
Wilham  R.  Hedge,  president  of  the  Boston  Insurance  Co.,  of 
Boston.  Mass.,  a  large  underwriter  of  marine  risks,  who  also 
endorses  the  bill.  Other  individuals  representing  private  in- 
terests also  appeared  before  the  committee  and  made  a  sim- 
ilar endorsement. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  very  glad  the  gentleman  has  made  that 
statement.  This  is  an  important  measure.  It  is  a  good  bill, 
and  an  American  bill.  It  started  out  to  be  a  vicious  proposal, 
a  foreign  and  an  un-American  bill. 

I  want  to  be  sure  that  it  has  all  the  safeguards  that  will 
protect  us  from  these  former  Republicans  and  interven- 
tionists who  are  about  to  go  into  the  Cabinet,  and  who  are 
not  satisfied  with  turning  over  our  American  Merchant 
Marine  to  be  used  to  carry  contraband  to  the  belligerent 
nations  but  even  want  to  turn  our  Navy  and  our  navy  yards 
over  to  be  used  by  belligerent  nations.  I  think  you  Democrats 
had  better  be  watchful  of  some  of  these  former  Republicans 
who  are  now  in  your  ranks  as  they  are  the  most  ardent 
intervenUonists  in  this  country.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
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Mr.  CLARK.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Martin  J.  KenhedtI. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  con- 
gratulate the  committee  for  reporting  this  bill.    It  will  be  the 
beginning  of  a  service  we  have  needed  in  this  country  for 
many  years.    No  one  who  has  read  the  story,  Lloyds  of  Lon- 
don, or  has  visited  that  institution  in  London  can  help  but 
appreciate  that  marine  insurance  has  been  inseparable  from 
commerce  since  the  beginning  of  1687.    There  is  more  ro- 
mance and  background  to  this  form  of  insurance,  dating  back 
to  1687,  than  any  other  known  type  of  insurance.    With  the 
organization  of  Lloyds  in  Lloyds  Coffee  House  began  the  ex- 
tension of  the  British  merchant  marine,  circumventing  the 
seven  seas.    Even  to  the  present  day  the  focal  point  of  Lloyds 
is  the  "room,"  preserving  in  a  remarkable  degree  the  old 
traditions  brought  into  conformity  with  modern  requirements. 
In  the  middle  of  the  "room"  is  the  world-famous  rostrum, 
the  successor  of  the  old  pulpit  from  which  the  coffee-house 
waiter  used  to  read  out  the  news  of  the  day  to  the  clients, 
and  from  which,  subsequently,  aimouncements  of  ships  over- 
due or  of  sea  disasters  have  been  given  out.    Here  is  hung 
the  world-renowned  "Lutine  Bell"  which  is  sounded  when 
one  of  these  unhappy  notices  is  made.    The  tolling  of  the 
bell,  while  bearing  news  of  loss  of  vessel  and/or  cargo,  also 
meant  that  any  financial  loss  to  ship  or  cargo  would  be  paid 
by  the  underwriters  at  Lloyds,  and  as  well— the  successful 
expansion  of  the  British  merchant  marine.    Everything  on  a 
vessel  may  be  covered.    All  sorts  of  hazards  are  underwritten. 
We  know  that  in  wartime  the  rates  go  skyrocketing  because 
of  the  extra  hazard  involved. 

Throughout  the  years  the  principal  market  for  marine 
insurance  has  been  in  London  and  Japan.  Other  countries 
have  groups  but  in  those  countries  were  located  the  two  prin- 
cipal markets.  It  was  rather  interesting  a  short  time  ago. 
when  Japan  and  England  seemd  to  be  at  odds  politically  they 
were  engaged  in  reinsuring  each  other's  marine  risks.  The 
business  interests  of  these  countries  had  to  set  up  a  new  in- 
surance program  to  meet  the  situation.  In  our  country  ves- 
sels are  worth  millions  of  dollars,  and  until  a  few  years  ago 
it  was  practically  impossible  for  the  American  underwriters 
to  assume  risks  of  such  proportion.  The  laws  of  the  various 
States  have  been  amended  so  that  more  capital  is  now  avail- 
able in  the  marine  market  and  as  a  result,  we  now  operate 
a  marine  insurance  pool  in  this  country  similar  to  the  foreign 
pool  known  as  Lloyd's  of  London.  Our  shipowners  found  it 
almost  Impossible  to  obtain  a  sufficient  amount  of  coverage 
in  the  domestic  market  and  were  therefore  compelled  to  use 
foreign  markets.  With  present  conditions,  that  foreign  mar- 
ket will  not  be  available.  A  great  many  of  our  American 
liners  are  now  carrying  their  insurance  with  Lloyd's  because 
of  lower  rates  and  those  lower  rates  were  possible  by  reason 
of  taxation  and  other  charges  with  which  we  are  all  familiar. 
I  believe  that  our  Government,  as  suggested  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  [Mr.  Bland],  will  offer  substantial  en- 
couragement to  our  marine  companies  if  this  bill  is  passed. 
Our  companies  have  long  needed  the  encouragement  and 
mora\  support  that  this  bUl  will  provide,  because  it  wUl  elim- 
inate any  possibility  of  an  Inadequate  marine-insurance 
market. 

For  years  Italy  has  required  its  shipowners  to  procure  their 
insurance  In  the  Italian  market  which  is  subsidized  by  the 
Government.  Considerable  of  our  premiums  have  been  sent 
abroad,  and  this  bill  will  keep  a  market  open,  stabilize  rates, 
and  retain  the  funds  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CULKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.     I  yield  to  my  colleague  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  I  simply  wish  to  observe  that  I  think  the 
gentleman  is  making  a  very  valuable  contribution  here,  and  it 
is  especially  valuable  because  he  Is  one  of  the  real  intelli- 
gentsia and  one  of  the  seagoing  figures  In  the  insurance 
world. 
Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.    I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his 

compliment 


I  believe  we  should  adopt  this  rule  and  vote  for  the  bill 
because,  in  my  opinion,  based  on  an  experience  In  the 
insurance  business  of  more  than  25  years,  this  bill  will 
provide  a  much- needed  safeguard  for  shipowners  and  opera- 
tors flying  the  American  flag. 

If  we  need  any  ftu-ther  reason  for  the  passage  of  this 
bUl  we  can  flnd  it  in  the  foUowing  letter  from  President 
Roosevelt  to  the  President  of  the  Senate: 

The  White  House, 
Washington.  June  20,  1940. 

The  President  or  the  Senate. 

Sih:  There  Is  a  bUl.  S.  2566.  now  pending  before  tlie  Committee  OT 
Commerce  of  the  Senate,  which  I  consider  to  be  of  such  importance 
to  the  American  merchant  marine  and  to  the  national  defense  that 
Its  enactment  at  this  session  of  Congress  is  highly  desirable  in  the 
national  public  interest.  An  identical  bill,  H.  R.  6572.  is  pending 
on  the  Union  Calendar  of  the  Hoxise  of  Representatives. 

The  bin  (S.  2566)  to  sonend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936,  as 
amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war -risk  insurance  and  reinparance 
and  for  marine  risk  reinsurance,  and  for  other  purposes,  would  make 
emergency  provision  for  Government  insurance  against  marine  and 
marine  war  risks  for  American  vessels,  cargoes  thereon,  and  crews 
thereof,  when  Insurance  protection  cannot  be  supplied  in  the  Ameri- 
can insurance  market  on  a  basis  adequate  for  the  needs  of  such 
shipping.  Marine  Insurance  is  an  essential  factor  in  our  water- 
borne  commerce.  Under  existing  conditions  such  commerce  may 
suddenly,  by  reason  of  the  imavallabUlty  or  imdeslrabUity  of  the 
world  insurance  market  now  resorted  to,  be  unable  to  procure  such 
protection  on  reasonable  terms.  The  Government  therefore  must  be 
In  a  position  to  supply  the  Insurance  protection  necessary  to  keep 
American  water-borne  commerce  moving  in  any  such  emergencies. 
I  emphasize  the  need  for  prompt  enactment  of  this  legislation  be- 
cause the  need  therefor  may  become  acute  at  any  time,  particularly 
in  the  cases  of  certain  American  vessels  of  such  high  value  that  the 
American  Insurance  market  Is  inadequate  to  cover  the  risks  Involved. 

I  believe  you  will  agree  with  me  that  the  prompt  consideration 
and  enactment  of  this  measure  Is  essential  to  the  maintermnce  of 
our  domestic  and  foreign  commerce,  and  to  our  national  economy. 
I  will  appreciate  whatever  steps  you  may  deem  It  advisable  to  take 
In  order  to  expedite  the  consideration  of  this  measure  by  the  Senate. 
Sincerely, 

Frankuiv  D.  Roossvxlt. 

[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  New  York  IMr.  Culkin]. 

Mr.  CULKIIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  you  give  either  a  girl  or  a 
dog — and  I  do  not  mean  to  put  them  on  the  same  intellectual 
plane — but  give  either  one  of  them  a  bad  name,  and  it  is 
very  difficult  for  them  to  live  it  down. 

This  bill,  as  has  already  been  suggested  here,  hsui  some 
malformations  at  birth.  Those  have  already  been  referred 
to  by  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  PishI. 
It  purported  to  cover  foreign  ships  and  foreign  sailors.  May 
I  say  to  the  House  that  very  early  in  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  little  birds  began  to  whisper  to  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee on  this  side  of  the  aisle  that  there  were  some  phases 
of  this  bill  that  were  mistaken,  unfortunate,  and  ill-timed.  It 
was  claimed  that  they  had  in  themselves  the  seeds  of  interven- 
tion with  resulting  war.  May  I  emphasize  the  fact  that  all 
those  provisions  over  which  there  was  so  much  stir  and  ado 
in  the  beginning  have  all  been  eliminated.  Today,  this  bill  is 
naked  of  any  provision  which  would  give  comfort  to  any 
interventionist.  It  would  not  give  comfort  in  any  respect 
even  to  the  new  Secretary  of  War.  Mr.  Stimson.  or  the  new 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  Colonel  Knox,  both  of  whom  are 
ardent  interventionists.  Nor  is  there  anything  in  this  bill 
that  should  give  pause  to  any  nationalist.  Some  people  call 
them  isolationists,  but  I  am  pleased  to  call  them  nationalists. 

This  bill  is  a  sound,  rational  bill,  rational  in  every  respect. 
It  simply  enahles  the  American  marine  to  keep  on  the  sea. 
By  reason  of  the  tremendous  overhead  and  overcharge  or  in- 
surance charges  incident  to  transportation  on  the  sea  in  these 
troubled  days,  this  type  of  Insurance  is  necessary. 

May  I  say  also  to  certain  gentlemen  who  were  apprehen- 
sive about  its  effect  on  the  Treasury,  that  in  the  World  War 
the  operation  of  this  insurance  after  the  corporation  or  the 
division  was  wound  up.  turned  into  the  Treasury  In  good, 
round,  American  dollars.  $17,500,000.  I  think  It  was  the 
only  branch  of  Government  that  actually  paid  a  profit. 
This  bill  is  necessary  to  implement  our  merchant  marine. 


8891 


i 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-HOUSE 


June  21 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-HOUSE 


8895 


HI 


As  the  distinguished  chairman  said,  It  Is  actually  the  life- 
blood  of  our  commerce,  The  passage  of  this  bill  la  test  of 
our  ability  to  keep  our  ships  on  the  sea.  The  committee 
is  unanimomly  for  It  and  I  trust  the  House  will  pass  It  by 
A  voice  vote.  Tlie  committee  has  gone  over  It  with  a  fine- 
tooth  comb.  Th«  committee  heard  thme  whUperlnf!i  thit 
came  to  us.  We  considered  thrm,  and  m  the  blil  Is  written, 
with  the  amendment  that  wjJI  be  offpr^d  by  the  chairman, 
tt  Win  be  ft  ponstructlve  law,  with  no  phoce  of  Intervention 
or  tny'hinR  that  will  In  any  way  limit  or  QUftllfy  the  cxl»t- 

Inu  Ntu:titlity  Att. 

Mr.  DRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tlemen yield? 

Mr.  CULKIN.     Yes. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Does  the  gentleman  not  agree 
that  we  ought  to  protect  ourselves  against  the  pcsslblc  sus- 
pension of  the  Neutrality  Act?  I  propose  to  offer  an  amend" 
ment  when  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  protect  us  against 
possible  suspension  of  the  Neutrality  Act  so  that  we  will  not 
insure  cargoes  of  vessels  that  carry  contraband. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  I  am  not  going  to  oppose  that  amendment. 
But  there  may  be  some  ministerial  phases  of  this  insurance 
that  mieht  be  complicated. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  I  feel  certain  that  there 
would  not  be. 

Mr.  CULKIN.     I  mean  phases  of  administration. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.    I  am  sure  there  would  not. 

Mr.  CULKIN.    I  will  be  giad  to  support  the  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
has  expired. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California   I  Mr.  Welch]. 

Mr.  WELCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  was  carefully  con- 
sidered and  unanimously  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries.  Its  purpose  may  be  defined 
by  two  brief  sections: 

Sbc.  221.  (a)  For  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  water-borne 
commerce  of  the  United  States  from  the  Impediments  and  burdens. 
arLslng  from  the  lack  of  adequate  facilities  for  the  Insurance  of 
such  commerce  the  Commission  Is  authorized  to  provide  marine 
insurance  and  reinsurance  against  loss  or  damage  by  the  risks  of 
war  and  reinsurance  against  loss  or  damage  by  marine  risks,  as 
prescribed  in  this  subtitle,  whenever  it  appears  to  the  Ccmmlssion 
that  such  Insurance  adequate  for  the  needs  of  the  water-borne 
commerce  of  the  United  States  cannot  be  obtained  on  reasonable 
terms  and  conditions  frcm  companies  authorized  to  do  an  Insivr- 
ance  business  in  a  State  of  the  United  States. 

This  section  has  been  approved  by  the  insurance  interests 
of  the  country  that  appeared  before  our  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries.  The  second  important  sec- 
tion reads  as  follows: 

Sic.  224.  Whenever  the  Commission  determines  that  Instirance 
for  masters,  offlce's,  and  crews  of  American  vessels  against  loss  of 
life,  personal  Injury,  or  detention  by  any  government  except  that 
of  the  United  States  following  capture,  arising  from  risks  of  war. 
cannot,  with  the  aid  of  reinsurance  provided  for  under  this  sub- 
title, he  obtained  on  reasonable  terms  and  conditions  from  com- 
panies authorized  to  do  an  insurance  business  in  a  State  of  the 
United  States,  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  provide  such  insur- 
acce  on  a  basis  corresponding  to  the  war-risk  insurance  protection 
supplied,  prior  to  such  determination,  for  such  personnel  by  com- 
panies authorized  to  do  business  in  a  State  of  the  United  States. 

This  section,  covering  the  seamen,  was  approved  by  the 
groups  representing  the  seamen.  In  order  to  remove  any 
possjble  doubt  as  to  their  rights  under  what  is  known  as  the 
Jones  Act  of  1920,  this  concluding  section  was  wTitten  into 
the  proposed  bill: 

S«c.  227.  Nothing  in  this  subtitle  shall  be  deemed  to  affect  the 
rights  of  seamen  under  any  provision  of  existing  law. 

Therefore.  Mr.  Speaker,  both  the  seamen  and  those  who 
Insure  ships  and  cargoes  are  satisfied  with  the  provisions  of 
this  bill,  as  amended.  I  yield  back  the  remainder  of  my 
time. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  3^eld  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Kkfe]. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr  Speaker,  the  only  reason  I  take  this  time 
is  because  I  had  the  honor  of  being  a  member  of  the  Com- 


mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  when  this  bill  In 
Its  original  form  came  before  the  committee  lAsi  May,  and 
I  was  privileged  to  direct  the  attention  not  only  of  the  com- 
mittee but  of  the  country  to  the  very  dangerous  provisions 
found  in  that  bUl.  which,  in  the  face  of  threatened  repeal  of 
the  arm»  cmbftrgo.  would  have  permitted  the  iniUTftnce  of  not 
only  American  veiacLi  but  the  Insurance  of  foreign  ahlpe  and 
their  crews  earrylnc  contraband.  The  committee  hat  done  ft 
fine  Job  in  utrikina  out  all  of  the  obnoxloua  provision*  of  ih'.s 
bill.  10  that  the  blU  m  It  now  comei  before  the  committee 

should  not  receive  the  adverse  vote  of  any  Member  of  thla 
Hotue.  There  Is  only  one  thing  to  which  X  want  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Committee,  and  that  Is  the  amendment  wlilch 
will  be  offered  by  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Bradley).  If  you  will  refer  to  this  bill,  you  will  see  that 
It  authorizes  the  Commission  to  Insure  against  loss  or  damage 
by  risk  of  war.  property,  and  person,  a^  follows: 

(1)   American  vessels.  Including  vessels  under  construction,    (2) 
t  cargoes  shipped  or  to  be  shipped  therein. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  new  Secretary  of  War  who  has 

recently  been  placed  in  the  Cabinet  and  his  interventionist 

partner,  who  has  recently  been  made  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

'  have  been  openly  advocating  the  use  of  American  ships  in 

transportation  of  contraband  abroad 

Mr.  BLAND.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEEFE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLAND.  The  gentleman  wants  that  amendment  ac- 
cepted, does  he? 

Mr.  KEEFE  Yes:  I  want  it  accepted.  I  understand  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  will  be  pleased  to  accept  such  an 
amendment? 

Mr.  BLAND.     I  will. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  That  will  definitely  prohibit  the  Insurance  of 
ships  or  crews,  in  the  event  of  a  suspension  or  abandonment 
of  the  Neutrality  Act,  which  are  engaged  in  the  business  of 
carrying  contraband.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  KEEFE.     I  yield.  ' 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  In  respect  to  the  question 
of  the  use  of  shipping  facilities  of  this  country  I  am  in  pos- 
session of  a  letter  irom  the  United  States  Maritime  Com- 
mission in  which  they  cite  an  article  in  the  New  York  Journal 
of  Commerce  of  May  27.  1940,  in  which  they  say: 

It  would  appear  from  the  above  that  the  Allies  have  sufBclent 
merchant  tonnage  to  move  whatever  war  supplies,  foodstuffs,  and 
other  essential  materials  that  they  may  require  from  the  United 
States. 

So  there  is  no  occasion  for  lifting  the  ban  and  permitting 
our  own  ships  to  carry  this  stuff  across  the  water. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Well,  I  know  that  the  press  have  carried 
stories  repeatedly,  day  after  day.  that  ultimately  there  would 
be  a  proposal  to  suspend  those  provisions  of  the  present 
Neutrality  Act  which  prohibit  the  shipment  of  munitions  of 
war  In  American  bottoms,  and  if  that  Is  true  I  do  not  want 
the  United  States  Government  to  be  engaged  in  the  biLsiness 
of  insuring  bottoms  and  crews  and  cargoes  which  are  to  be 
used  for  the  shipment  of  munitions  of  war. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee  has  indicated  he  is  willing 
to  accept  the  amendment  that  will  be  offered,  and  I  do  not 
care  to  take  any  more  time  on  the  subject. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  balance  of  my  time  to 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schafer]. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  opposed 
to  this  bill,  notwithstanding  the  claim  that  it  is  emergency 
legislation. 

I  note  that  this  so-called  emergency  legislation,  H.  R.  6572, 
was  introduced  in  the  House  on  May  31.  1939.  At  that  time 
it  included  United  States  Government  insurance  for  cargoes, 
vessels,  and  crews  of  foreign  governments  as  well  as  our  own. 
The  overburdened  taxpayers  of  the  United  States  were  going 
to  hold  the  bag  and  foot  the  bill  for  this  New  Deal,  socialistic 
*  Government  in  the  insurance-biisiness  program. 


It  has  been  cUted  In  debate  on  thla  bUl  that  the  blU  was 
ft  relnaurance  propoaltlon.  Bubeectlon  (a)  of  section  221, 
ftppeftrln«  at  the  top  of  pftge  2,  reads  as  follows: 

Tb«  CommiMioo  is  MitborlMd  to  provide  nutfinc  Insunno*  and 
fftlnsuranoe. 

00  ttilj  li  Dot  mtroly  a  rtlnfurftnce  bill.  TMi  if  ft  loeifthftlo 
OovamsMnt  insurftnce  profraoi.  The  OovernsMnt  of  the 
United  SUtee  is  folng  into  eubsldlMfd  competition  with  the 
pnvau  Insurance  corporaUona  of  the  United  ttfttes.    This 

InfUTftncc  undtrwrltlnf  Oovtmmtnt  Mtney  will  be  iiubiidlMd 

from  our  almost  bankrupt  Federal  Treasury,  notwlthstftndltif 
the  fftct  that  the  hearings,  which  Z  hold  in  my  hand,  page  8. 
Indicate  that  Mr,  B,  K,  Oidcn,  Insurance  Director  of  the 
United  States  Maritime  Commission,  testified  that  our  Amer- 
ican insurance  market  had  ample  facllltiei  to  insure  95  per- 
cent of  all  our  American  vessels  and  all  of  our  American 
cargoes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    I  yield  for  a  brief  quesUon. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  This  measure  is  purely  per- 
missive. In  the  event  the  market  is  not  available,  the  Mari- 
time Commission  may  provide  for  the  insurance. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  admit  that,  but  when  you 
give  these  New  Deal  bureaucrats  authority  to  spend  unlimited 
simis  of  public  money  to  enter  Government  competition  with 
private  business  institutions  in  the  United  States  you  and  I 
know  that  they  will  operate  in  a  big  way.  The  sky  is  the  limit, 
Insofar  as  the  amount  of  money  which  they  can  obtain  and 
spend  from  our  almost  bankrupt  Treasury,  under  subsection 
B  of  section  221  of  this  bill.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  the  Members 
of  the  House  to  hesitate  before  you  vote  for  this  socialistic 
bill,  which  has  no  doubt  been  imported  direct  from  Moscow 
by  our  New  Deal  brethren,  who  believe  that  the  Government 
should  own  and  operate  all  business.  Government  subsidized 
competition  with  private  business  is  unfair  and  destructive, 
and  contrary  to  the  principles  of  our  American  constitutional 
system  of  government. 

Remember  that  there  is  no  limitation  on  the  amount  of 
public  funds  which  can  be  expended -for  this  Government 
in  the  insurance -business  program.  Subsection  B  of  sec- 
tion 221  of  this  bill  authorizes  the  funds — an  unlimited 
amount— for  these  New  Deal  bureaucrats  to  play  with. 
There  is  no  provision  in  this  bill  which  sets  up  a  yardstick 
for  insurance-premium  rates.  The  proponents  of  this  bill 
tell  us  that  nearly  all  of  the  private  Insurance  underwriters 
in  the  country  favor  this  bill.  This  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  only  persons  who  testified  at  the  hearings  in 
favor  of  this  bill  as  representatives  of  insurance  under- 
writers were  William  R.  Hedge,  president  of  the  Boston  In- 
surance Co..  and  Hendon  Chubb,  who  represents  foreign 
insurance  corporations  in  the  United  States.  Roosevelt  b 
Sargeant.  who  now  carry  a  great  deal  of  the  insurance  on 
our  American  merchant  marine,  which  is  heavily  subsidized 
from  the  Federal  Treasury,  and  who  also  represent  foreign 
insurance  corporations,  did  not  even  appear,  although  this 
bill  will  be  very  helpful  to  them,  as  it  will  be  to  Mr.  Hendon 
Chubb.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  sincerely  hope  that  this  un-American,  so- 
cialistic Grovernment  in  the  Insurance  business  bill  will  be 
defeated. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARIES 

By  unanimous  consent  Mr.  Thomason  was  granted  permis- 
sion to  revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks. 

MARINE  WAR-RISK  INSURANCE 

Mr.  BLAND.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

TO  AMEND  THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  ACT 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  sub- 
mitted the  following  resolution  (H.  Res.  543,  Rept.  No.  2693) , 


which  was  referred  to  the  House  Caletular  and  ordered 
printed: 

lIotiM  fUsolutton  543 
JUfolMd,  That  lffliiMdiat«ly  upon  sdoptlon  of  *>»»•  »K4utlon  It 
■hftll  be  in  orcl«r  to  move  that  tlM  Moum  rmolvK  ttwU  into  ttie^ 
Oomnlttee  of  the  Whol«  Mouse  on  the  •if^»otih*  Utiion  for  cott- 
MtrnUim  of  M  It.  10187,  s  bill  to  sm»nd  thj  J^^'^^^J^**^* ,^±, 
and  ««f  oitm  purpom.  That  sfter  K»n»ru\  debste,  whkh  Hhsll  be 
eonftnMl  to  the  Wll  and  sImII  wntmu*  not  to  tnvpttA  t  hour,  to  be 
MutiUy  divided  und  oontron*d  by  th#  Phmrmint  mtd  r«nlitnf  mi- 
nority m#mf»#r  of  the  Oomouttee  on  Bankinf  and  Ourrtmry,  the 
bill  shsU  b«  fPid  for  amendment  under  ibe  ft-mlnute  rule^  At  thf 
oonelu^um  of  ih«  rMdlnc  at  the  bill  for  un«ndm«fit,  the  Oom- 
mlttM  Bball  rt»e  «nd  rtport  th»  Mun*  to  thm  Houm  with  •uch  MiMnd- 
manu  m  msjr  have  been  wlopted,  and  th«  prevtoiw  qu«»tion  <»ha» 
b«  oonslderM  m  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendmente  thereto  to 
final  passage  without  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 

recommit. 

MARINE    WAR-RISK    INSTTRANCS 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  may  be  considered  in  the  House  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole.     

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  I  understand  10  minutes  is  required  for  general  debate 
on  this  side.    Will  the  gentleman  agree  to  that? 

Mr.  BLAND.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  recognize  Members  under 
the  5-minute  rule  for  that  amount  of  time. 

Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  title  n  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936. 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  addmg  at  the  end  thereof  a  subtitle, 
to  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  desire — and  this  will  be  sub- 
ject to  amendment — to  strike  out  the  first  section  and  to  sub- 
stitute with  notice  that  I  will  strike  out  all  other  sections  of 
the  bill  and  ask  that  there  be  considered  the  amended  bill 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  which  I  will  explain. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

That  title  11  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended,  Is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  subtitle,  to  read  as  foUows: 

"SUBTiriJ: INSTJHANCE 

"Sec.  221.  (a)  For  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  water-borne 
commerce  of  the  United  States  from  the  impediments  and  burdens 
arising  from  the  lack  of  adequate  facilities  for  the  Insxirance  of  such 
commerce,  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  provide  marine  insur- 
ance and  reinsurance  against  loss  or  damage  by  the  risks  of  war  and 
reinsurance  against  loss  or  damage  by  marine  risks,  as  prescribed  in 
this  subtitle,  whenever  It  appears  to  the  Commission  that  such 
insurance  adequate  for  the  needs  of  the  water-borne  conunerce  of 
the  United  States  cannot  be  obtained  on  reasonable  terms  and 
conditions  from  companies  authorized  to  do  an  insurance  business 
in  a  State  of  the  United  States. 

"(b)  There  shall  be  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  a  re- 
volving fund  to  be  known  as  the  marine  and  war-risk  Insurance 
fund  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  fund),  to  be  used  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  this  subtitle,  and  to  be  constituted  of  such 
sums  as  may  be  appropriated  to  such  fund  and  of  moneys  and 
receipts  credited  thereto  as  herein  provided.  There  are  hereby  au- 
thorized to  be  appropriated  to  such  fund  such  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  subtitle.  All  moneys 
received  from  premiums  and  from  salvage  or  other  recoveries,  and 
all  receipts  In  connection  with  this  subtitle  shall  be  deposited  to 
the  credit  of  such  fund.  Payments  of  return  premiums,  losses,  set- 
tlements. Judgments,  and  all  liabilities  incurred  by  the  United 
States  under  this  subtitle  shaU  be  made  from  such  fund. 

"Sec.  222.  The  Commission  may  Insure  against  loss  or  damage  by 
the  risks  of  war  property,  as  follows: 

"(a)  (1)  American  vessels  (including  vessels  under  construction). 
(2)  cargoes  shipped  or  to  be  shipped  therein.  (3)  their  disburse- 
ments, and  freight  and  passage  moneys,  and  (4)  personal  effects  of 
the  masters,  officers,  and  crews  of  such  vessels. 

"(b)  (1)  Commercial  vessels  (Including  vessels  under  construc- 
tion) owned  or  controlled  by  the  United  States  or  any  department 
or  agency  thereof,  (2)  cargoes  owned  by  the  Government  or  In 
which  the  Gtovernment  has  an  Insurable  interest,  to  the  extent  of 
such  interest,  (3)  their  disbursements,  and  freight  and  passage 
moneys,  and  (4)  personal  effects  of  the  masters,  officen.  and  crews 
thereof. 

"Sec.  223.  (a)  The  Commission  may  reinsure  any  company  au- 
thorized to  do  an  insurance  business  in  any  State  of  the  Unlt«d 
States  on  account  of  marine  and  marine  war  risks,  including  pro- 
tection and  indemnity  risks,  assumed  by  any  such  company,  on 
(1)  property  or  interests  as  set  forth  in  section  222  (a)  and  (b) 
of  this  subtitle,  and   (2)   masters,  offlcers,  and  crews  of  American 
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vessels  (Including  any  such  vessel  owned  or  controlled  by  or  char- 
tpred  to  the  Ckimmlsslon)  against  loss  of  life,  personal  Injury,  or 
detention  by  any  government  except  that  of  the  United  States 
fcUowinff  capture. 

"(b)  The  Commission  may  reinsure.  In  whole  or  In  part,  with 
companies  authorized  to  do  an  insurance  business  In  a  State  of 
the  United  States,  war  risks  assumed  by  the  Commission  under 
this  subtitle. 

"(c)  Any  department  or  agency  of  the  United  States  la  hereby 
authorized  to  procure  Insurance  from  the  Commission  as  provided 
for  In  section  222  (b)  of  this  subtitle,  except  as  provided  In  the 
Government  Losses  In  Shipment  Act,  approved  July  8,  1937  (50 
Btat.  479). 

•Sec.  224.  Whenever  the  Commission  determines  that  insurance 
for  masters,  officers,  and  crews  of  American  vessels  against  loss  of  life. 

personal  injury,  or  detention  by  any  government  except  that  of  the 
United  States  following  capture,  arising  from  risks  of  war.  cannot, 
with  the  aid  of  reinsurance  provided  for  under  this  subtitle,  be 
obtained  on  reasionable  terms  and  conditions  from  companies  au- 
thorized to  do  an  Insurance  business  In  a  State  of  the  United  States, 
the  Commission  is  authorized  to  provide  such  Insurance  on  a  basis 
corresponding  to  the  war  risk  Insurance  protection  supplied,  prior 
to  sucii  determination,  for  such  personnel  by  companies  authorized 
to  do  business  in  a  State  of  the  United  States. 

"Sec.  226.  (a)  The  Commission  in  the  administration  of  this 
■ubtltle  is  authorized  to  adjust  and  pay  losses,  compromise  and 
settle  claims  whether  in  favor  of  or  against  the  Government,  and 
to  pay  the  amount  of  nny  judgment  rendered  in  respect  of  any 
eult  or  settlement  agreed  upon  In  respect  of  any  claim.  The  de- 
terminations cf  the  Commission  with  respect  to  adjustments,  com- 
promises, settlements,  and  payments  hereunder  shall  not  be  sub- 
ject to  review  by  any  other  executive  or  accounting  officer  of  the 
Oovernment. 

"(b)  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  prescribe  such  forms  and 
policies,  to  change  or  modify  such  forms  and  policies  as  may  be 
necessary  or  appropriate  under  the  circumstances,  and  to  fix  and 
adjust,  as  may  be  required  by  circumstances,  the  rates  and  changes 
of  rates  of  Insurance  provided  for  in  this  subtitle. 

"(c)  The  Commission  la  authorized  and  directed  to  prescribe  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  to  carry 
cut  the  provisions  of  this  subtitle.  The  Commission  is  authorized, 
in  administering  the  provisions  of  this  subtitle,  to  exercise  its 
powers,  perform  its  duties  and  functions,  and  make  Its  expenditures, 
m  accordance  with  commercial  practice  In  the  marine  Insurance 
business. 

"(d)  The  Commission,  without  regard  to  the  laws,  rules,  or  regu- 
lations relating  to  the  employment  of  employees  of  the  United 
States,  may  appoint  and  prescribe  the  duties  of  such  number  of 
expt-rts  In  marine  Insurance  as  the  Commission  may  deem  necessary 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  subtitle.  The  Comml»!*lon, 
with  the  consent  of  any  executive  department.  Independent  estab- 
lishment, or  other  agency  of  the  Oovernment.  including  any  ftrld 
■ervtce  thereof,  may  avail  Itself  of  the  use  of  Information,  services, 
facilities.  ofDcers.  and  employees  thereof  In  carrying  out  the  provi- 
sions of  this  subtitle 

"(e)  The  Commission  shall  Include  in  tlie  annual  report  to  Con- 
gresa  a  detailed  statement  of  all  activities  and  of  all  expenditures 
and  recelpu  under  this  subtitle  for  the  period  covered  by  such 
report. 

•(f)  When  used  in  this  subtitle  the  term  'American  vessels'  means 
vessels  registered,  enrolled,  or  licensed  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States. 

"Sec.  227.  Nothing  hi  this  subtitle  shall  be  deemed  to  affect  the 
rights  of  seamen  under  any  provision  of  existing  law. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  is  recog- 
nized for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  has  been  no  change  in 
this  bill  which  I  have  sent  to  the  Clerk's  desk  in  section  221 
of  the  original  bill. 

Section  222  of  the  bill  which  I  have  sent  to  the  Clerk's  desk 
strikes  out  the  words  "and  persons."  in  line  2.  This  was  de- 
sired by  the  labor  people. 

This  is  the  place.  I  think,  where  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  tMr.  Bradley]  should  come. 
Then  it  reads  as  follows: 

(a)  (1)  American  vessels  (Including  vessels  under  construction), 
(2)  cargoes  shipped  or  to  be  shipped  therein.  (3)  their  disburse- 
ments, and  freight  and  passage  moneys,  and  (4)  personal  effects  of 
the  masters,  officers,  and  crews  of  such  vessels. 

We  Struck  out  lines  8  to  13  which  were  objected  to  by  the 
labor  people;  and  there  had  already  been  stricken  out  the 
remairitiipr  of  the  bill  down  to  and  including  line  24. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  there? 

Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  The  amendment  I  propose 
to  offer  should  go  in  at  the  end  of  line  4,  after  the  word 
•therein",  as  the  bill  now  appears. 


Mr.  BLAND.  That  will  be  line  21.  page  2,  of  the  amend- 
ment.  Here  Is  the  way  it  reads.   Line  20: 

(a)  (1)  American  vessels  (Including  vessels  under  construction), 
(2)  cargoes  shipped  or  to  be  shipped  therein — 

And  so  forth.    So  the  gentleman's  amendment  will  come 
on  page  2.  line  21. 
*     Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.     I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Then  comes  the  provision  with  reference  to 
commercial  vessels,  including  vessels  under  construction, 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  United  States  or  any  department 
or  agency  thereof;  and  there  was  stricken  out  any  seamen's 
Insurance  for  the  masters,  officers,  and  crews  of  such  vessels 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  224  of  this  subtitle.  That 
was  agreed  to  with  the  labor  organizations  yesterday.  I  think 
that  explains  the  entire  subsection  222,  and  the  gentleman's 
amendment  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bradley  of  Michigan:  On  page  2, 
line  21  of  the  amendment,  after  the  word  "therein",  strike  out 
the  comma  and  insert:  "Proiided.  Tliat  in  the  event  of  the  sus- 
pension of  the  present  neutrality  law  no  vessel,  or  officers,  or  crew 
carrying  contraband,  and  no  cargo  of  contraband  shall  be  insured 
under  any  provision  of  this  act." 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  amendment  will 
be  agreed  to.  , 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLAND.  As  to  section  223  of  the  original  bill  the 
only  change  in  the  amended  bill  is  by  inserting  after  sub- 
title (c) : 

And  (2).  masters,  officers,  and  crews  of  American  vessels  in- 
cluding any  such  vessel  owned  or  controlled  by  or  chartered  to 
the  Commission  against  loss  of  life,  personal  injury,  or  detention 
by  any  government  except  that  of  the  United  States  following 
capture. 

That  is  Inserted,  and  the  reason  for  that  Is  that  It  was 
desired  by  the  labor  organizations.  They  felt  it  would  be 
well  to  have  reinsurance  by  the  Qovernmcnt  In  the  event 
that  the  Irwurance  companies  needed  it. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  strike  out 
the  last  word. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio  Is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  a  high  regard 
Cor  the  members  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Committee  and  for 
Admiral  Land,  yet  I  cannot  see  how  I  can  support  this  legisla- 
tion which  is  war  legislation  rather  than  peace  or  neutrality 
legislation. 

In  1914  when  we  had  similar  legislation  we  were  demanding 
freedom  of  the  seas,  and  we  finally  went  into  a  war  over  that 
issue  among  others.  Last  year  we  adopted  a  Neutrality  Act 
which  gave  the  President  power  to  create  or  destroy  combat 
areas  and  to  permit  shipping  to  go  under  just  such  circum- 
stances as  he  desired  any  place  on  earth  or  to  keep  out  of 
any  place  on  earth.  If  he  is  exercising  that  power  as  he  has 
so  far.  then  I  cannot  see  how  there  is  any  war  risk  for  Ameri- 
can shipping.  The  committee  report  does  not  say  that  any  of 
this  legislation  or  this  insurance  is  needed  at  the  present 
time.  It  mprely  says  that  it  may  be  needed.  I  can  conceive 
of  no  circumstance  under  which  it  would  be  needed  except 
that  the  President,  without  repeal  of  any  neutrality  law,  would 
simply  do  as  he  has  the  power  to  do,  change  entirely  his  idea 
of  combat  areas  and  permit  our  ships  to  go  places  where  they 
^ould  actually  be  subject  to  war  risks.  We  have  in  this  bill 
on  page  6.  for  instance,  reference  to  paying  the  wages  of  the 
crew  during  detention  following  capture.  Peaceful,  neutral 
•ships  are  not  captured.  Ships  are  captured  when  a  nation 
^s  at  war  or  when  they  are  going  into  dangerous  places. 

This  insurance  dees  not  go  into  effect  except  when  such 
insurance  cannot  be  obtained  from  private  sources  or  when 
the  Commission  thinks  private  Insurance  is  not  adequate,  so 
that  unless  it  is  contemplated  strictly  as  a  war  measure,  or 
there  is  contemplated  a  change  in  our  neutrfUity  policy  this 
is  not  needed. 
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We  have  ha<i!  open  announcements,  however,  that  our  neu- 
trality policy  is  being  changed  by  the  President.  Of  course, 
if  that  is  the  object  of  this  tiill.  that  would  be  a  reason  for 
Its  going  into  effect;  otherwise,  it  goes  into  effect  when  the 
Commission  thinks  that  the  rates  which  are  available  are 
not  adequate.  This  would  then  put  the  Government  into 
competition.  iK)t  as  a  substitute  for  private  insurance  when 
private  insurance  Is  not  available,  but  would  permit  the 
Government  to  go  into  competition  whenever  the  Govern- 
ment thought  that  private  insurance  was  inadequate. 

Colonel    Knox,    in    1936,    during    the    campaign,    made    a 

Statement  in  which  he  said  that  if  the  New  Deal  were  re- 
elected insurance  would  not  be  safe  in  this  country.  That 
was  embarrassing  to  both  Republicans  and  Democrats  at 
that  time  because  it  was  felt  the  statement  was  not  true.  I 
wonder  if  the  new  Secretary  of  the  Navy  feels  that  if  the 
New  Deal  goes  in  for  4  more  years  marine  insurance  will 
not  be  safe? 

This  report  states  that  there  is  no  present  need  for  the 
insurance,  merely  that  private  insurance  may  be  unavailable 
or  inadequate.  Therefore,  feeling  as  I  do,  that  this  can  only 
be  necessary  in  case  of  an  entire  change  in  the  policy  of 
administering  cur  neutrality  law — and  it  can  be  done  with- 
out any  repeal  of  the  law — I  caimot  see  how  I  could  support 
this  legislation. 

Mr.  OLIVER.    Will  the  gentleman  jricld? 

Mr.  VOPwYS  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Maine. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  Can  the  gentleman  conceive  of  any  situa- 
tion arising  from  military  developments  where  the  London 
market  may  not  be  available  for  reinsurance? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    Yes. 

Mr.  OLIVER.  Should  not  some  means  be  established 
whereby  the  situation  can  be  taken  care  of? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  That  is  not  a  governmental  affair 
over  there.  Lloyds  is  a  private  institution  and  I  think  we 
should  continue  to  have  Insurance  from  private  sources. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.1 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  section  224  of  the  present  bill 
Is  entirely  stricken  and  there  is  substituted  for  section  234 
the  section,  which  I  read  when  I  addressed  the  House  before, 
as  follows: 

8rc.  334.  Whenever  the  Commission  determines  that  tns\iranc« 
for  masters,  officers,  and  crews  of  American  vessels  against  loss  of 
life,  personal  Injury,  or  detention  by  any  government  except  that 
of  the  United  Slates  foUowlng  captiue,  arising  from  risks  of  war, 
cannot,  with  the  aid  of  reinsurance  provided  for  under  this  sub- 
title. t)e  obtained  on  reasonable  terms  and  conditions  from  com- 
panies authorised  to  do  an  Insurance  business  in  a  State  of  the 
United  States,  the  Commission  Is  authorized  to  provide  such  insur- 
ance on  a  basis  corresponding  to  the  war-risk  Insurance  protection 
supplied,  prior  to  such  determination,  for  such  personnel  by  com- 
panies authcrixed  to  do  business  in  a  State  of  the  United  States. 

The  labor  people  want  it.  They  feel  there  may  be  such  a 
condition,  though  very  remote,  and  I  felt  so,  too.  That  is  to 
be  taken  care  of  by  this  amendment. 

In  section  226  the  only  change  is  at  the  bottom  of  page  9, 
where  the  quotation  marks  are  stricken  out  because  there  has 
been  added  a  new  section,  section  (f ) .  Then  after  that  there 
is  a  new  section  added,  No.  227,  requested  by  the  labor  people, 
as  follows:      | 

Sec.  227.  Nothing  In  this  subtitle  shall  be  deemed  to  affect  tta« 
rights  of  seamen  under  any  provision  of  exiting  law. 

Mr.  Speaker,  those  are  all  the  changes  that  have  been  made. 
The  SPEAKER.     The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Virpinia. 
The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

FURTHER   MESSAGE   FROM   THE   SENATE  , 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier,  its  legislative 
Clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  having  proceeded  to  recon- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  9381)  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the 
alteration  of  certain  bridges  over  navigable  waters  of  the 
United  States,  for  the  apportionment  of  the  cost  of  such 


alterations  between  the  United  States  and  the  owners  of  such 
bridges,  and  for  other  purposes,"  returned  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  which 
it  originated,  with  his  objections,  and  passed  by  the  House 
on  a  reconsideration  of  the  same,  it  was 

Resolved.  That  the  said  bill  pass,  two-thirds  of  the  Senators 
present  having  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered  65  and  66  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  8202)  entitled  "An  act 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for 

the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1941,  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Vice  President  had 
appointed  Mr.  Barkley  and  Mr.  Tobey  members  of  the  Joint 
Select  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate,  as  provided  for  in  the  act  of  February 

16,  1889,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  March  2,  1895,  entitled  "An 
act  to  authorize  and  provide  for  the  disposition  of  useless 
papers  in  the  executive  departments,"  for  the  disposition  of 
executive  papers  in  the  following  departments  and  agencies: 

1.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

2.  Department  of  Justice. 

3.  Department  of  the  Navy. 

4.  Department  of  the  Treasiuy. 

5.  Department  of  War. 

6.  Federal  Reserve  System.  , 

7.  Federal  Works  Agency. 

8.  Veterans'  Administration. 

TO  DIVEST  PRIZE-FIGHT  FILMS  OF   THEIR   CHARACTER   AS   StTBJECTS 
OF  INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 

Mr.  PEARSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  bill  S.  2047,  to 
divest  prize-fight  films  of  their  character  as  subjects  of  inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask 
for  its  Immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obj4r::tion  to  the  requef.t  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  FkaksonI? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

l/Lr.  PEARSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  repeals  existing  law 
which  prohibits  the  transportation  in  interstate  commerce 
of  prize-fight  films.  It  has  the  approval  of  the  Attorney 
General,  and  it  is  deemed  advisable  at  this  time  because  the 
newspapers  carry  pictures  of  prize  fights  and  frequently  they 
are  shipped  In  interstate  commerce  ^th  impimity.  The 
radio  also  broadcasts  prize  fights,  and  it  is  felt  that  all  this 
has  made  unnecessary  the  statute  which  prohibits  the  ship- 
ment of  films  in  interstate  commerce. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  present  law  prohibits 
the  shipment  of  prize-fight  films  from  one  State  to  another? 

Mr.  PEARSON.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  How  have  they  been 
shipped? 

Mr.  PEARSON.    It  has  been  done  in  violation  of  the  law, 

but  apparently  with  Impunity,  because  so  far  as  I  know,  no 
Indictments  have  been  brought  to  prohibit  transportation  of 
the  films.  In  other  words,  it  is  a  law  which  does  not  have  the 
support  of  the  public  and,  as  I  say,  the  broadcasting  of  prize 
fights  has  really  made  this  law  an  iilnocuous  thing. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Has  the  committee  re- 
ported this  unanimously? 

Mr.  PEARSON.  This  has  the  unanimous  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Pearson]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  every  film  or  other  pictorial  representa- 
tion of  any  prlae  fight  or  encounter  of  ptigllists,  imder  whatever 
name,  transported  into  any  State,  Territory,  or  possession,  for  use, 
sale,  storage,  exhibition,  or  other  disposition  therein  lis  hereby 
divested  of  its  character  as  a  subject  of  interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce to  the  extent  that  it  shall  upon  crossing  the  boundary  of  such 
State,  Territory,  or  possession,  be  subject  to  the  operation  and 
effect  of  the  laws  of  such  State,  Territory,  or  possession  enacted  In 
the  exercise  oX  its  police  power. 
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Bwc.  2.  The  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prohibit  the  importation  and 
the  Interstate  transpx>rtaticn  of  films  or  other  pictorial  representa- 
tions of  prize  flights,  and  for  other  purpofies".  approved  July  31,  1912 
(U.  3.  C^  title  18.  sees.  405-407).  is  hereby  repealed. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection.  House  Resolution  524 
will  be  laid  on  the  table.  This  provided  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  just  passed. 

There  was  no  objection.  '      | 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  in- 
clude therein  a  short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection.  [ 

LABOR-FEDERAL     SECURITY     APPROPRIATION     BILL,     1941 CONFER- 
ENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  TARVER  submitted  the  following  conference  report 
on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9007)   making  appropriations  for  the  De- . 
partment  of  Labor,  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  re- 
lated independent  agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes.  •♦ 

,  i 
CONTEHENCE   REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9007)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Labor,  the 
Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  independent  agencies,  for  the 
fiscal  year  endins;  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  been  unable  to  agree. 

M.  C.  Tabver. 
John  M.  Houston. 
Harry   R.   Shepparo, 
Butler  B.  Hare. 
Albert  J.  Engel. 
Frank  B.  Kzxfx. 
itanagen  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Kenneth  McKellas, 
I  Richard  B.  Russeli^ 

j  Pat  McCarran.  ^  t 

John  H.  Bankheao.  < 

•t  Joseph   C.  O'Mahonet, 

H.  C.  Lodge.  Jr. 
Managers  on  the  part  o/  the  Seriate. 

-  Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  conference  report  on  the  bill  H.  R.  9007, 
the  Labor-Federal  Security  appropriation  bill,  1941.  ^ 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill.  | 

The  Clerk  read  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
Senate  amendments  Nos.  35,  36,  37,  38.  and  39,  which  are  the 
only  amendments  remaining  in  disagreement,  be  considered 
\  together. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia?  •  j 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  amendments 
referred  to.  \ 

The  Cl«>rk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  35:  Page  63,  line  3,  strike  out  all  of  section 
702 

Amendment  No.  36:  Page  63,  line  14,  strike  out  "703"  and 
insert  "702." 

Amendment   No.    37:    Page   63,   line    23,   strike   cut    "704"    and^ 
Insert  "703." 

Amendment  No.  38:  Page  64,  line  4.  strike  out  "705"  and  Insert 
"704." 

Amendment  No.  39:  Page  64.  line  20.  strike  out  "706"  and  Insert 
"705." 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  fur- 
ther insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  numbered  35,  36.  37.  38,  and  39. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  the  Labor-Federal  Security  Agency 
appropriation  bill.  and.  of  course,  it  is  highly  important  that 
this  bill  be  enacted  into  law  prior  to  any  recess  that  may 

:ur  tomorrow  night,  as  I  understand  is  contemplated. 


There  is  only  one  item  in  disagreement,  the  conference 
report  on  all  the  other  items  having  been  agreed  to  several 
dasrs  ago.  The  one  substantial  item  in  disagreement  is  Sen- 
ate amendment  No.  35.  which  struck  out  section  702  of  the 
bill.  I  desire  to  read  that  section  for  your  information  in 
the  event  you  do  not  have  a  copy  of  the  bill  before  you: 

None  of  the  funds  appropriated  in  this  act  shall  be  used  to  pay 
the  salary  of  any  person  appointed  to  a  non-clvil-servlce  position, 
under  the  appropriations  in  the  respective  titles  in  this  act.  if  the 
effect  of  such  appointment  Is  to  Increase  the  number  of  non-clvU- 
service  employees  from  the  State  of  residence  of  any  such  non- 
clvil-servlce  appointee  beyond  the  nutober  of  non-clvil-servlce  em- 
ployees to  which  such  State  is  entitled,  under  the  appropriations 
in  the  respective  titles  of  this  act,  on  a  basis  of  population:  Pro- 
vided. That  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  position,  the  appoint- 
ment of  which  is  made  by  the  President. 

You  will  note  that  the  language  in  question,  which  has  been 
stricken  out  by  the  Senate,  does  not  affect  the  tenure  of 
service  of  any  present  employee  of  any  of  the  several  agencies 
whose  activities  are  provided  for  in  this  bill.  It  simply  pro- 
vides that  in  making  future  appointments,  appointments  shall 
not  be  made  from  States  which  now  have  more  than  their 
quota  upon  the  basis  of  population  until  appointments  from 
other  States  which  are  under  their  quota  shall  have  them 
brought  up  to  their  proportionate  quota  level. 

The  manifest  justice  of  this  provision  was  so  apparent 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  bill  in  the  House  that  when 
the  amendment  offering  this  language  for  insertion  in  tlie 
bill  was  offered  no  single  objection  was  made  to  its  inser- 
tion. 

There  are  41  States  which  would  l>e  benefited  by  the  lan- 
guage contained  in  this  section.  There  are  seven  States 
which  would  be  adversely  affected.  States  which  have  more 
than  their  quota  according  to  population  of  non-civil-service 
employees  in  these  various  organizations.  The  District  of 
Columbia  would  also  be  adversely  affected.  In  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  alone  it  appears  that  of  66  attorneys 
in  the  legal  division  21  came  from  1  State,  and  some  States 
were  not  so  fortunate  as  to  have  even  a  single  appointee. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TARVER.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. I 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  gentleman 
name  the  State  that  has  the  21  appointees? 

Mr.  TARVER.     The  State  is  the  State  of  New  York. 

The  Senate  conferees,  or  at  least  a  majority  of  them.  In 
my  judgment,  have  recognized  the  wisdom  of  the  provision 
contained  in  section  702.  This  being  true,  of  course,  you 
will  be  interested  to  know  why  the  Senate  has  not  agreed 
to  recede  from  its  amendment  striking  this  language  out 
of  the  bill.  I  think  it  my  duty  to  be  perfectly  frank  with 
you  about  that  matter.  The  Senate  conferees  have  ex- 
pressed a  reluctance  to  recede  from  their  amendment,  not  so 
much  because  of  any  meritorious  objection  to  the  provision, 
but  becau.';e  to  do  so  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  a  certain 
distinguished  Senator  who  is  not  a  member  of  the  con- 
ference committee  and  whose  State  would  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  adoption  of  the  language  contained  in 
section  702. 

The  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  House  have  been  perfectly 
willing  to  listen  to  any  objection  which  might  be  urged  upon 
the  basis  of  justice  and  merit,  to  any  objection  based  on 
principle  to  the  language  contained  in  this  secUon,  but  I 
feel  that  my  fellow  conferees  will  support  me  in  the  sUtement 
that  no  such  objection  has  been  urged.  Under  these  circum- 
stances the  six  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  House,  four  Dem- 
ocrats and  two  Republicans,  are  unanimous  in  the  opinion 
that  the  House  ought  not  to  recede  from  its  position 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUe- 
man  yield? 

Mr.  TARVER.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  2  additional 
minutes  in  order  to  answer  the  gentleman's  question 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  As  I  understand  the  gentle- 
man's posiUon,  it  is  that  we  ought  to  insist  on  the  language 
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that  is  in  the  bill  that  would  limit  the  number  of  appointees 
coming  from  the  different  States? 

Mr.  TARVER.  It  Is  my  position  that  we  ought  to  insist 
upon  disagreement  to  the  Senate  amendment,  which  struck 
out  section  702  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  The  gentleman's  claim  Is 
that  we  ought  to  insist  on  it? 

Mr.  TARVER.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
believe  that  in  view  of  the  national  emergency  it  is  unwise 
for  us  to  insist  at  this  time  on  that  sort  of  provision,  because 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  will  be  called  upon  for  all  sorts 
of  things  and  with  this  limitation  in  the  bill  they  may  not 
be  able  to  supply  the  people  necessary.  I  believe  that  M  the 
gentleman  will  submit  that  to  the  House,  the  House  will  be 
Inclined  to  recede  and  allow  that  proposition  to  go  over  to 
the  next  year.  I  do  not  believe  this  Is  a  matter  of  life  and 
death. 

Mr.  TARVER.  I  believe  the  gentleman's  statement  indi- 
cates that  he  has  not  clearly  understood  the  language  of 
the  section.  It  has  no  reference  whatever  to  civil-service 
employees.  It  has  reference  entirely  to  non-civil-service  em- 
ployees. It  does  not  have  any  reference  to  any  employees 
who  are  already  in  the  service.  It  has  reference  only  to  the 
appointment  of  future  employees. 

And  may  I  say  to  the  gentlen:ian  that  in  a  time  of  na- 
tional emergency  when  numerous  employees  are  to  be 
selected,  undoubtedly,  not  imder  civil  service,  for  various 
departments  of  the  Government.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
inappropriate  for  the  Congress  to  serve  notice  up>on  admin- 
istrative authorities  that  they  feel  that  such  employees  should 
be  selected,  as  nearly  as  possible,  upon  a  proportionate  basis 
of  population  and  therefore  I  cannot  see  any  basis  for  the 
objection  urged  by  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield  further? 

Mr.  TARVER.     Yes;  I  will  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
think  it  would  be  possible  to  work  out  this  difficulty,  if  there 
is  a  difiQculty.  with  the  executive  departments?  I  think  they 
know  our  attitude,  and  they  will  be  glad  to  comply.  I  know 
that  if  you  refer  to  my  State,  while  I  do  not  know  the  gen- 
tlemen who  are  working  there  any  more  than  the  gentleman 
does,  yet  we  have  these  big  centers  of  population  and  a  num- 
ber of  workers  there,  and  it  seems  a  logical  thing  to  go  to 
those  places  for  these  men. 

Mr.  TARVER.  The  gentleman  is  correct  in  stating  that  he 
has  the  big  centers  of  population.  Therefore,  on  the  basis 
of  population,  his  State  is  entitled  to  a  far  greater  number 
of  these  employees  than  would  be  one  of  the  smaller  States 
of  the  Union;  but  what  the  gentleman  is  insisting  upon  is  a 
greater  number,  a  far  greater  number,  than  he  would  be 
entitled  to  or  his  State  would  be  entitled  to  even  upon  the 
basis  of  its  very  much  larger  population,  and  that,  in  my 
judgment.  Is  unfair. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
has  expired. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  the  motion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  A  parliamentary  inquiry, 
Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Do  I  understand  by  the 
pending  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  that  we  are 
to  \'Ote  upon  the  question  of  insisting  upon  the  House  lan- 
guage at  this  time? 

The  SPEAKER.  Insisting  on  disagreement  to  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  question  Is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia    I  Mr.  Tabver]. 

Itie  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divisicm  (demanded  by 
Mr.  XAFvrR>  there  were — ayes  142,  noes  5. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 


The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Under  the  rules  may  I  ob- 
ject to  the  vote  on  the  ground  there  Is  no  quorum  present  at 
this  time;  if  so,  I  would  like  to  object  on  that  groimd. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  insist  on  his  point 
of  order  that  there  is  no  quorum  present? 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  I  withdraw  that,  Blr. 
Speaker. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

NATXONALITT  ACT  OF    1940 

Mr.  SABATH,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted 
the  following  privileged  report  (Rept.  No.  2695),  which  was 
referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  printed: 

Hotise  Resolution  544 

Resolved,  That  Immediately,  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  It 
shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  9980.  a  bUl  to  revise  and  codify  the  nationality 
laws  of  the  United  States  into  a  comprehensive  nationality  code. 
That,  after  general  debate,  which  shaU  be  confined  to  the  bUl 
and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour  to  be  equally  divided  and 
controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  the  biU  shaU  be 
read  for  amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion 
Of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise 
and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  l)een  adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered 
as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  KEOGH.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  understand  the  bill  upon 
which  a  rule  has  just  been  filed  is  a  bill  to  recodify  certain 
laws.  The  bill  comes  from  a  standing  committee  of  the 
House,  but  not  from  the  Committee  on  the  Revision  of  the 
Laws,  which  is  charged  with  the  responsibility  of  codifying 
the  laws  that  are  enacted.  My  parliamentary  inquiry  Is 
whether  a  point  of  order  is  in  order  with  reference  to  the 
reference  of  this  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

The  SPEAKER.  It  is  too  late  to  raise  that  point  of  order. 
If  the  question  had  been  raised  in  timely  fashion,  it  could 
have  been  considered  by  the  House,  but  It  has  been  waived 
by  failure  to  raise  the  question  at  the  proper  time. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  May  I  submit  a  further  parliamentary  in- 
quiry as  to  when  such  a  point  of  order  would  be  timely? 

The  SPEAKER.  It  is  always  up  to  the  committees,  of 
course,  to  make  a  motion  to  change  the  reference  of  bills  if 
they  are  improperly  referred  under  the  provisions  of  the  rule. 

STRENGTHENING   NATIONAL   DETENSE 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  a  conference  report  upon 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the 
national  defense,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  present 
consideration. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEIAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  conference 
report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONFERENCE    REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to 
expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense,  having  met, 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amend- 
ment insert  the  following : 

"That  (a)  In  order  to  expedite  the  building  up  of  the  national 
defense,  the  Secretary  of  War  is  authorized,  out  of  the  moneys 
appropriated  for  the  War  Department  for  national -defense  purposes 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941.  with  or  without  advertising, 
(1)  to  provide  for  the  necessary  construction,  rehabilitation,  con- 
version, and  installation  at  military  posts,  depots,  stations,  or  other 
localities,  of  plants,  buildings,  facilities,  utilities,  and  appurtenances 
thereto  (including  Government-owned  facilities  at  privately  owned 
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plants  and  the  expansion  of  such  plants,  and  the  acquisition  of 
euch  land,  and  the  purchase  or  lease  of  such  structures,  as  may  be 
necessary),  for  the  development,  manufacture,  maintenance,  and 
storage  of  military  equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies,  and  for 
shelter:  (2)  to  provide  for  the  development,  purchase,  manufac- 
ture, shipment,  maintenance,  and  storage  of  military  equipment, 
f  inunltions.  and  supplies,  and  for  shelter,  at  such  places  and  under 
'such  conditions  as  he  may  deem  necessary;  and  (3)  to  enter  into 
such  contracts  ( Including  contracts  for  educational  orders,  and  for 
the  exchange  of  deteriorated,  unserviceable,  obsolescent,  or  surplus 
military  equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies  for  other  military 
equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies  of  which  there  Is  a  shortage), 
and  to  amend  or  supplement  such  existing  contracts,  as  he  may 
deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  specified  In  this  section- 
Provided.  That  the  limitations  contained  in  sections  1136  and  3734 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  and  any  statutory  limitation 
with  respect  to  the  cost  of  any  individual  project  of  construction, 
shall  be  suspended  until  and  including  June  30.  1942.  with  respect 
to  any  construction  authorized  by  this  Act:  Provided  further. 
That  no  ccntract  entered  Into  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this 
faction  which  would  otherwise  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide  conditions  for  the  purchase  of 
Bupp'.ies  and  the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States,  and 
for  other  purposes',  approved  June  30.  1936  (49  Stat.  2036;  U.  S.  C. 
Supp  V.  title  41,  sees.  35-45).  shall  be  exempt  from  the  pro- 
visions of  such  act  solely  because  of  being  entered  into  without 
advertising  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section:  Provided 
further.  That  the  cost-plu's-a-percentage-of-cost  system  of  con- 
tracting shall  not  be  used  under  this  section;  but  this  proviso 
shall  not  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  use  of  the  cost-plus-a-fixed- 
fee  form  of  contract  when  such  use  Is  deemed  necessary  by  the 
Secretary  of  War. 

"(b)  The  Secretary  of  War  Is  further  authorized,  with  or  with- 
out advertising,  to  provide  for  the  operation  and  maintenance 
of  any  plants,  buildings,  facilities,  utilities,  and  appurtenances 
thereto  constructed  pursuant  to  the  authorizations  contained  in 
this  section  and  section  5,  either  by  means  of  Government  per- 
soiusel  or  through  the  agency  of  selected  qualified  commercial 
manufacturers  under  contracts  entered  Into  with  them.  and.  when 
he  deems  it  necessary  in  the  Interest  of  the  national  defense,  to 
lease.  ?ell,  or  otherwise  dispose  of.  any  such  plants,  buildings, 
facilities,  utilities,  appurtenances  thereto,  and  land,  under  such, 
terms  and  conditions  as  he  may  deem  advisable,  and  without 
regard  to  the  provisions  of  section  321  of  the  act  of  June  30, 
1932    (47  Stat.  412). 

"(c)  Whenever,  prior  to  July  1.  1942,  the  Secretary  of  War 
deems  it  necessary  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense,  he  Is 
authorized,  from  appropriations  available  therefor,  to  advance  pay- 
mpnts  to  contractors  for  supplies  or  construction  for  the  War 
Department  in  amounts  not  exceeding  30  percent  of  the  contract 
price  of  such  supplies  or  construction.  Such  advances  shall  be 
made  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  and  with  such  adequate 
security   as   the   Secretary  of   War   shall   prescribe. 

"Sec.  2  (a)  During  the  fiscal  year  1941.  all  existing  limitations 
with  respect  to  the  number  of  flying  cadets  in-  the  Army  Air 
Corps,  and  with  respect  to  the  number  and  rank  of  Reserve  Air 
Corps  ofllcers  who  may  be  ordered  to  extended  active  duty  with 
the  Air  Corps,  shall  be  suspended. 

"(b)  The  President  may,  during  the  fiscal  year  1941.  assign 
ofllcers  and  enlisted  men  to  the  various  branches  of  the  Army 
In  such  nimibers  as  he  considers  necessary.  Irrespective  of  the 
limitations  on  the  strength  of  any  particular  branch  of  the  Army 
set  forth  in  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3.  1916.  as  amended: 
Provided,  That  no  Negro,  because  of  race,  shall  be  excluded  from' 
enlistment  in  the  Army  for  service  with  colored  military  units  now 
org^inized  or  to  be  organized  for  such  service. 

"Sec  3.  All  existing  limitations  with  respect  to  the  nimiber  of 
serviceable  airplanes,  airships,  and  free  and  captive  balloons  that 
may  t>e  equipped  and  maintained  shall  be  suspended  during  the 
fiscal  year  1941. 

"Sec.  4.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  War  Is  further  authorized  to  em- 
ploy such  additional  personnel  at  the  seat  of  government  and  else- 
where, and  to  provide  for  such  printing  and  binding,  communica- 
tion service,  supplies,  and  travel  expenses,  as  he  may  deem  neces- 
sary to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  act:  Provided.  That  until 
December  31.  1941.  the  Secretary  of  War  may.  if  he  finds  it  to  be 
necessary  for  national-defense  purposes,  authorize  the  employment 
of  supervising  or  construction  engineers  without  regard  to  the  re- 
quirements of  clvll-servlce  laws,  rules,  or  regulations:  Provided 
further.  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the 
act  of  August  24.  1912  (37  Stat.  555;  U.  8.  C.  title  5.  sec.  652).  the 
Secretary  of  War  may  remove  from  the  classified  civil  service  of 
the  United  States  any  employee  of  the  Military  Establishment 
forthwith  upon  a  finding  that  such  person  has  been  guilty  of  con- 
duct inimical  to  the  public  interest  in  the  defense  program  of  the 
United  States  and  upon  the  giving  of  notice  to  such  person  of  such 
charges:  And  provided  further.  That  within  30  days  after  such  re- 
moval such  person  shall  have  an  opportunity  personally  to  answer 
such  charges  in  writing  and  to  submit  affidavits  In  support  of  such 
answer. 

"(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law.  the  regu- 
lar working  hours  of  latxjrers  and  mechanics  employed  by  the  War 
Department,  who  are  engaged  In  the  manufacture  or  production  of 
military  equipment,  munitions,  or  supplies  shall  be  8  hours  per 
day  or  40  hours  per  week  during  the  period  of  any  national  emer- 
gency declared  by  the  President  to  exist:   Provuied,  That  under 
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such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  War  may  prescribe,  such  hotirs 
may  be  exceeded,  but  compensation  for  employment  in  excess  of 
40  hours  In  any  workweek,  computed  at  a  rate  not  less  than  one 
and  one-half  times  the  regular  rate,  shall  be  paid  to  such  laborers 
and  mechanics. 

"Sec.  5.  The  President  Is  authorized,  with  or  without  advertis- 
ing, through  the  appropriate  agencies  of  the  Government  (1)  to 
provide  for  emergencies  affecting  the  national  security  and  defense 
and  for  each  and  every  purpose  connected  therewith.  Including  aU 
of  the  objects  and  purposes  specified  under  any  appropriation 
available  or  to  be  made  available  to  the  War  Department  for  the 
fiscal  years  1940  and  1941;  (2)  to  provide  for  the  furnishing  of 
Government-owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants:  (3)  to 
provide  for  the  procurement  and  training  of  civilian  personnel 
necessary  In  connection  with  the  protection  of  critical  and  e.-^sen- 
tial  items  of  equipment  and  material  and  th?  u^  or  operation 
thereof;  and  (4»  to  provide  for  the  procurement  of  strategic  and 
critical  materials  In  accordance  with  the  act  of  June  7,  1939,  but 
the  aggregate  amount  to  be  used  by  the  President  for  all  such 
purposes  shall  not  exceed  $66,000,000.  The  President  Is  further 
authorized,  through  such  agencies,  to  enter  Into  contracts  for 
such  purposes  In  an  aggregate  amount  not  exceeding  $66,000,000. 
An  account  shall  be  kept  of  all  expenditures  made  or  authorized 
under  this  section,  and  a  report  thereon  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Congress  at  the  beginning  of  each  session  subsequent  to  the  third 
session  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress:  Provided.  That  no  contract 
entered  into  pxirsuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section  which 
would  otherwise  be  subject  to  the  provlsloris  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  conditions  for  the  purchase  of  supplies  and 
the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." approved  June  30.  1936  (49  Stat.  2036;  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V. 
title  41.  sees.  35-45).  .<=han  be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  such 
act  solely  because  of  being  entered  Into  without  advertising  ptir- 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

"Sec.  6.  Whenever  the  President  determines  that  It  is  necessary 
in  the  interest  of  national  defense  to  prohibit  or  curtail  the  expor- 
tation of  any  military  equipment  or  munitions,  or  component 
parts  thereof,  or  machinery,  tools,  or  material,  or  supplies  neces- 
sary for  the  manufacture,  servicing,  or  operation  thereof,  he  may 
by  proclamation  prohibit  or  curtail  such  exportation,  except  under 
such  rules  and  regtUations  as  he  shall  prescribe.  Any  such  proc- 
lamation shall  describe  the  articles  or  materials  included  in  the 
prohibition  or  curtailment  contained  therein.  In  case  of  the  vio- 
lation of  any  provision  of  any  proclamation,  or  of  any  rule  or  regu- 
lation. Issued  hereunder,  such  violator  or  violators,  upon  convic- 
tion, shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  110.000,  or  by 
Imprisonment  for  not  more  than  2  years,  or  by  both  such  fine  and 
Imprisonment.  The  authority  granted  In  this  section  shall  termi- 
nate June  30.  1942.  unless  the  Congress  shall  otherwise  provide." 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

A.  J.  Mat. 
Swing  Thomason, 
W.  G    A]>n>airws, 
Dewet  Shobt. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Morris  Shepparo, 
R.  R.  Reynolds, 
Elbxbt  D.  Thomas. 
Warren  R.  Austin, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Serutte. 

STATTMTNT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of 
the  national  defense,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explana- 
tion of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and 
recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report: 

Section  1  of  the  House  bill  provided  for  expediting  the  national- 
defense  program  by  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  provide 
necessary  construction,  rehabilitation,  and  installation  of  military 
posts,  depots,  stations,  and  other  localities  of  plants,  buildings, 
facl'ltles.  utilities,  and  appurtenances  thereto.  Including  the 
acquisition  of  land  for  the  manufacture,  maintenance,  and  storage 
of  military  equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies.  ThU  section  also 
provided  for  suspending  until  June  30.  1942.  the  provisions  of  any 
statute  imposing  a  monetary  UmlUtlon  on  any  Individual  con- 
struction project. 

Section  1  of  the  Senate  amendment  expanded  this  authority 
of  the  Secretary  of  War  so  as  to  include  the  making  of  contracts 
with  or  without  advertising,  for  the  purposes  outlined  in  the 
House  bill,  extended  the  authority  so  as  to  Include  the  conversion 
of  such  plants,  buildings,  etc  .  and  the  installation  of  Government- 
owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plante  and  the  expansion  of 
such  plants,  the  acquisition  of  such  land,  and  the  purchase  or 
lease  of  such  structures  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes 
epeclfled  In  the  House  bill.  This  section  also  authorized  the  S?c- 
retary  of  War.  with  or  without  advertising,  to  provide  for  the 
development,  purchase,  manufactxire.  shipment,  maintenance  and 
storage  of  military  equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies  and  for 
shelter,  at  such  places  and  under  such  conditions  as  he  may  deem 
necessary  and  to  enteV  Into  such  contracts  (Including  contracts 
for  educational  orders  and  for  the  exchange  of  certain  surplus 
military  equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies  for  other  such  equip- 
ment, munitions,  and  supplies  of  which  there  Is  a  shortage)      Th« 
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IlmltatlonB  of  Mctlons  1136  and  8734  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and 
any  statutory  limitation  with  respect  to  the  cost  of  any  Individual 
project  of  construction  were  suspended  until  June  30,  1942,  with 
respect  to  any  construction  authorized  by  the  act  and  It  was  pro- 
Tided  in  substance  that  all  contracts  entered  into  by  the  Secretary 
of  War  under  the  section  should  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Walsh-Healey  Act  of  June  30,  1936. 

The  Secretary  of  War  was  prohibited  under  the  Senate  amend- 
ment from  using  what  Is  known  as  the  cost-plus  system  of  con- . 
tract  but  the  Secretary  of  War  was  authorized  with  or  without 
advertising,  to  provide  for  the  operation  and  maiiitenance  of  any 
plants,  buildings,  facilities,  utilities,  and  appurtenances  constructed 
pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred  upon  the  Secretary  of  War  (or 
the  President  under  sec.  5  of  the  Senate  amendment)  by  Govern- 
ment personnel  or  through  the  agency  of  selecting  qualified  manu- 
facturers under  contracts  and  to  provide  for  leasing  of  any  such 
plants,  etc..  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  Secretary  of 
War  deemed  ad\isable  and  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
section  321  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1932.  The  Secretary  of  War 
was  further  authorized  to  make  advance  payments  to  contractors 
for  supplies  or  construction  in  amounts  not  exceeding  30  percent 
of  the  contract  price,  such  advances  to  be  made  upon  such  terms 
and  conditions  and  with  such  adequate  security  as  the  Secretary 
of  War  prescrit>es. 

The  co:iierence  agr^ment  adopts  the  provisions  of  the  Senate 
amendment  with  certain  clarifying  changes,  authorizes  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  sell  or  otherwise  dispose  of  any  such  plants,  build- 
ings, etc.,  as  well  as  to  lease  them  and  substitutes  for  the  limitation 
upon  the  use  of  the  cost-plus  system  of  contracting  a  provision 
which  bars  the  use  of  the  cost-plus-a-percentage-of-cost  system 
but  allows  the  Secretary  of  War.  when  he  deems  It  necessary,  to  use 
the  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee  form  of  contract.  The  conference  agree- 
ment also  provides  that  instead  ot  all  contracts  under  the  section 
being  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act.  no  such 
contract  which  would  otherwise  be  subject  to  such  act  should  be 
exempt  from  its  provisions  solely  becaiiBe  it  was  entered  into  with- 
out advertising. 

The  second  proviso  of  section  1  of  the  House  bill  provided  that 
during  the  fiscal  year  1941  the  average  number  of  flying  cadets 
should  not  exceed  8.500  and  that  an  average  of  6.000  Reserve  Air 
Corps  officers  might  be  ordered  to  extended  active  duty  with  the 
Air  Corps.  Section  2  (a)  of  the  Senate  amendment  provided  that 
during  the  fiscal  year  1941  all  existing-limitations  with  respect  to 
the  numl>er  of  flying  cadets  and  with  respect  to  the  number  and 
rank  of  Reserve  Air  Corps  officers  who  may  be  ordered  to  ex- 
tended active  duty  with  the  Air  Corps  should  be  suspended.  The 
conference  agreement  adopts  the  Senate  provision. 

Section  2  (b)  of  the  Senate  amendment  provided  that  the  Presi- 
dent during  the  fiscal  year  1941  might  assign  officers  and  enlisted 
men  to  the  various  branches  of  the  Army  In  such  numbers  as  he 
considers  necessary  and  contained  a  limitation  that  no  person 
was  to  be  excluded  from  enlistment  in  any  branch  of  the  Military 
Establishment  on  account  of  race,  creed,  or  color.  The  sixth  pro- 
viso of  section  1  of  the  House  bill  provided  for  the  assignment  of 
enlisted  men  only  and  did  not  contain  the  limitation  in  the  Senate 
amendment  with  respect  to  enlistment.  The  conference  agreement 
retains  the  Senate  provision  with  respect  to  assignment  of  officers 
and  enlisted  men.  but  modifies  the  limitation  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment with  respect  to  enlistment  so  as  to  provide  that  no  Negro 
because  of  race  shall  be  excluded  from  enlistment  in  the  Army  for 
service  with  colored  military  units  now  or  hereafter  organized  for 
such  service. 

The  third  proviso  of  section  1  of  the  House  bill  provided  that 
during  the  fiscal  year  1941  all  existing  limitations  as  to  the  number 
of  serviceable  airplanes,  airships,  and  free  and  captive  balloons 
that  may  be  equipped  and  maintained  should  be  suspended.  Sec- 
tion 3  of  the  Senate  amendment  contained  a  similar  provision 
which  the  conference  agreement  adopts.  The  fourth  and  fifth  pro- 
visos of  section  1  of  the  House  bill  authorized  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  employ  such  additional  personnel  at  the  seat  of  government 
and  elsewhere  and  to  provide  for  such  printing  and  binding,  etc., 
as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  act, 
and  authorl2!ed  him  to  waive  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  act 
of  August  24.  1912,  In  connection  with  the  defense  program  of  the 
United  States  in  any  case.  Section  4  (a)  of  the  Senate  amendment 
contained  a  similar  provision  with  respect  to  employment  of  per- 
sonnel, but  modified  the  provision  authorizing  the  Secretary  to 
waive  the  provisions  of  such  section  6  so  as  to  provide  that  the 
Secretary  of  War  might  remove  from  the  classified  civil  service, 
notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  such  section  6.  any  employee 
of  the  MUitary  Establishment  upon  a  finding  that  such  person  has 
been  guilty  of  conduct  inimical  to  the  public  interest  in  the  defense 
program  and  upon  giving  notice  to  such  person.  An  opportunity 
was  also  to  be  afforded  any  person  so  removed  to  answer  the 
charges  against  him  in  writing  and  to  submit  affidavits  In  support 
of  the  answer  within  30  days  after  such  removal.  This  section  of 
the  Senate  amendment  also  provided  that  the  Secretary  of  War. 
until  December  31.  1941.  might  employ  supervising  and  construc- 
tion engineers  without  regard  to  the  civil -service  laws  if  he  found 
It  to  be  necessary  for  national -defense  purposes.  The  conference 
agreement  adopts  the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  the  Senate 
Amendment. 

Section  4  (b)  of  the  Senate  amendment  provided  that  the  regular 
"working  hours  of  employees  of  the  War  Depjartment  and  field  service 
should  t>e  8  hours  a  day  and  40  hours  per  week  during  the  period 


of  any  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  and  made 
provision  for  overtime  payment  In  excess  of  40  hours  in  any  admin- 
istrative workweek  at  a  rate  not  less  than  one  and  one-half  times 
the  regular  rate.  There  was  no  corresponding  provision  In  the 
House  bill.  The  conference  agreement  retains  the  Senate  provision 
but  modifies  It  so  that  it  is  applicable  only  to  laborers  and  me- 
chanics employed  by  the  War  Department  who  are  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  or  production  of  military  equipment,  munltloiy,  or 
supplies. 

Section  2  of  the  House  bill  contained  authority  for  the  President 
to  use  $132,000,000  dvu-ing  the  fiscal  years  1941  and  1042  in  emer- 
gencies affecting  the  national  seciu-ity  and  defense  for  the  objects 
and  purposes  specified  in  any  appropriation  for  the  War  Department 
for  military  purposes  for  the  fiscal  years  1940  and  1941,  for  furnish- 
ing Government -owned  facilities  at  privately  owned  plants,  for 
procuring  and  training  civilian  personnel  necessary  in  connection 
with  the  production  of  critical  and  essential  Items  of  equipment 
and  material  and  the  use  and  operation  thereof,  and  for  the  pro- 
curement of  strategic  and  critical  materials  in  accordance  with  the 
act  of  June  7,  1939.  It  was  also  provided  that  an  account  should 
be  kept  of  all  such  expenditures  and  that  reports  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  Congress  at  the  beginning  of  each  session  subsequent  to 
the  third  session  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress.  There  was  also  a 
limitation  that  none  of  the  money  so  authorized  should  be  used  to 
pay  salaries  to  any  Communist,  Nazi,  or  Fascist.  Section  5  of  the 
Senate  amendment  contained  a  similar  authorization  but  did  not 
have  the  limitation  last  mentioned.  A  report  of  expenditures  was 
to  be  submitted  to  Congress  on  or  before  June  30,  1942.  under  the 
Senate  amendment,  and  there  was  also  a  provision  that  all  contracta 
entered  into  under  the  section  should  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  of  June  30.  1936.  The  conference  agree- 
ment retains  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  Senate  amendment 
with  certain  clarifying  changes  and  provides  for  submitting  a  report 
of  the  expenditures  under  the  section  at  the  beginning  of  each 
session  subsequent  to  the  third  session  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Con- 
gress, as  provided  In  the  House  bill.  The  conference  agreement  also 
provides  that  Instead  of  all  contracts  under  the  section  being  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act,  no  such  ccntract  which 
would  otherwise  be  subject  to  such  act  should  be  exempt  from  its 
provisions  solely  because  it  was  entered  into  without  advertising. 

Section  3  of  the  House  bill  and  section  6  of  the  Senate  amendment 
both  authorized  the  President  by  proclamation  to  prohibit  or  curtail 
the  exportation  of  military  equipment  and  munitions  and  certain 
machinery  and  material  necessary  for  their  manufacture  or  servicing 
wherever  he  determines  that  it  was  necessary  in  the  interest  of  na- 
tional defense.  The  Senate  amendment  included  operation  as  well 
as  maintenance  and  servicing  of  such  machinery.  Under  the  House 
bill  the  authority  granted  under  the  section  was  to  terminate  on 
June  30,  1942.  unless  the  Congress  otherwise  provided,  but  under  the 
Senate  amendment  It  was  provided  that  the  authority  granted  under 
the  act  should  so  terminate.  The  conference  agreement  adopts  the 
provisions  of  the  Senate  bill  with  a  clarifying  change. 

A.  J.  Mat, 

EwiNG   Thomason. 
W.  G.  Andrews. 
Dewet  Short. 
Managers  on  the  vart  of  the  Hotue. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  5  minutes  for  the 
purpose  of  making  any  explanation  of  the  report  and  bill  that 
any  gentleman  desires.  This  is  the  report  on  the  national 
defense  expansion  bUl.  you  might  call  it.  which  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  War  under  section  1  to  provide  for  the  operation 
and  maintenance  of  any  plants,  buildings,  facilities,  utilities, 
and  appurtenances  thereto  constructed  pursuant  to  the  au- 
thorization contained  in  the  act,  and  to  provide  for  the  use 
of  any  and  all  other  means  Including  Government  personnel 
through  any  agency  selected  or  qualified  to  execute  any  con- 
tract entered  Into  with  them.  That  is  the  general  provision 
of  section  1  of  the  act. 

The  Senate  amended  the  bill  by  an  amendment  which 
prohibits  entering  into  any  contract  for  purchases  of  sup- 
plies except  under  and  pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  section 
Of  the  act  of  June  30,  1936,  which  is  known  as  the  public 
advertising  section  of  existing  law.  The  Senate  receded  on 
that  amendment  and  agreed  to  a  further  proviso  that  no 
contract  entered  into  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion which  would  otherwise  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  June  30,  1936,  shall  be  exempt  from  the  pro- 
visions of  such  act  solely  because  of  being  entered  into 
Without  advertising  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  section. 
In  other  words,  where  the  War  Department  finds  it  neces- 
sary to  build  barracks  or  enter  into  some  contract  under 
the  provisions  of  the  original  statute  as  it  now  is,  they 
would  be  required  to  present,  before  starting  construction, 
an  Itemized  and  detailed  statement  of  the  cost  of  every 
little  item  regardless  of  the  size  of  it.  even  down  to  $500. 
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Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    Yes. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  is  the  present  law. 

Mr.  MAY.  Yes;  that  is  right.  That  authorizes  that  to  be 
done  v.'ithcut  regard  to  advertising,  but  we  prohibit  in  a  sub- 
setiucnt  provision  the  cost-plus  idea  that  we  know  so  much 
about,  and  which  has  been  resorted  to  in  the  past,  and  author- 
ize the  letting  of  these  contracts  on  a  basis  of  cost  plus  a 
fixed  fee. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MAY.     Ye& 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Under  the  language  submitted 
in  a  conference  report  a  few  days  ago,  under  the  act,  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  has  just  now  read  they  have  the 
authority  to  go  out  and  take  charge  of  any  manufacturing 
plant  in  the  United  States,  and  to  put  a  representative  of  the 
Government  in  charge  of  that  plant. 

Mr.  MAY.  No;  I  do  not  so  understand  it.  They  may  make 
a  contract  for  the  lease  of  those  plants. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  And  for  the  Government  to 
operate  them? 

Mr.  MAY.  If  necessary,  and  if  the  private  plants  do  not 
have  available  employees,  they  can  require  the  employment 
of  Government  employees,  such  as  inspectors,  special  me- 
chanics, and  supervisors,  to  see,  for  instance,  in  some  plant 
where  they  are  manufacturing  detailed  and  certain  technical 
equipment  according  to  specifications  that  the  specifications 
are  complied  with. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Does  it  not  go  further  than' 
that?  It  did  the  other  day  in  the  Record,  and  I  am  uncertain 
about  that  now.  because  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  of 
the  Senate  has  incorporated  practically  the  same  idea  in  the 
Navy  bill.  As  I  understand  It,  it  permits  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  go  out  and  commandeer  or  take  over  industrial  plants 
and  put  a  representative  in  there  to  make  whatever  the  Army 
Is  asking  to  be  manufactured. 

Mr.  RABAUT.     Under  what  conditions? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  have  not  before  me  the  Record 
of  the  other  day.  but  that  is  exactly  what  has  been  submitted. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.     Here  is  a  copy  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    It  says  this:. 

(b)  The  Secretary  cf  War  Is  further  authorized,  with  or  without 
•dvertwlng.  to  provide  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  any 
plants,  buildings,  facilities,  utilities,  and  appurtenances  thereto  con- 
structed pursuant  to  the  authorizations  contained  In  this  section 
and  section  5.  either  by  means  of  Government  personnel  or  through 
the  agency  of  selected  qualified  commercial  manufacturers  imder 
contracts  entered  into  with  them.  and.  when  he  deems  it  necessary 
In  the  interest  of  the  national  defense,  to  Ic-ise.  sell,  or  otherwise 
dispone  of.  any  such  plants.  buUdlngs,  facilities,  utllllles.  appur- 
tenances thereto,  and  land,  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he 
may  deem  advisable,  and  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  section 
321  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1932  (47  Stat.  412) .  [ 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  the  provision  that  is.  In  the  report  npvr. 
The  intention  is  that  the  Government  may  have  supervision 
and  not  control.  If  the  Government  builds  or  furnishes  the 
money  with  which  to  build  a  plant  alongside  a  private  plant 
and  after  the  emergency  has  ended  desires  to  dispose  of  it 
to  the  private  ovmer  it  may  do  so. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  If  that  is  the  provision  in  the 
report  now  it  certainly  confers  upon  the  Secretary  of  War 
the  absolute  authority  to  go  out  into  the  country  and  to  take 
any  manufacturing  plant  that  he  may  see  fit  to  take,  and  to 
manufacture  for  the  Government,  under  Government  super- 
vision, any  article  that  he  deems  necessary  to  procure. 

^    Mr.  DINGELL.    If  it  is  in  the  interest  of  national  defense. 

""  Mr.  MAY.  It  does  not  authorize  him  to  take  over.  It 
merely  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  War.  in  the  event  it  be- 
comes necessary  and  he  cannot  lease  the  property,  to  require 
that  the  owner  shall  accept  the  supervision  of  experts  who 
are  qualified  in  carrying  out  blueprints,  specifications,  and 
requirements  needed  to  manufacture  technical  equipment  for 
the  War  Department.  It  could  not  be  done  otherwise.  As  I 
have  already  stated,  if  the  Government  in  aid  of  indiistry 
makes  improvements  suitable  to  the  use  of  the  private  owner 


and  has  no  further  use  for  such  improvements,  the  Grovem- 
ment  should  be  enabled  to  salvage  some  of  the  investment  by 
sale  to  the  private  owners.  That  is  all  this  section  means, 
and  I  would  be  the  last  man  in  the  world  to  allow  Government 
to  dominate  private  investments. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Would  the  gentleman  state  to  the 
House  what  disposition  was  made  with  reference  to  time  and 
a  half  for  overtime? 

Mr.  MAY.  Yes;  I  will  be  glad  to  ^o  that.  Under  the  Senate 
bill  the  provision  required  that  all  employees  in  the  War  De- 
partment, without  regard  to  civil  service  or  without  regard  to 
classification,  should  be  paid  for  8  hours'  work,  and  for  any 
overtime  they  were  to  be  paid  time  and  a  half  for  such  over- 
time. The  conference  report,  as  agreed  to  by  the  conferees, 
now  provides  that  that  shall  apply  only  to  those  employees, 
including  mechanics  and  experts  actually  engaged  in  the  pro- 
duction of  war  materials  and  supplies  in  the  plants,  and  it 
would  not  apply  to  thousands  of  civilian  employees  who  work 
for  the  War  Department  that  would  be  claiming  overtime,  on 
a  fixed  per  annum  basis  or  what  is  known  as  a  fixed  salary 
basis. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  just  want  to  understand  it  does 
Jiot  apply  to  stenographers  and  clerks  in  the  War  Department 
either  here  or  out  in  the  field? 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  right.  It  is  Intended  to  allow  wage 
earners  and  not  salaried  persons  the  benefit  of  overtime  al- 
lowances. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  But  only  to  the  people  who  do 
actual  labor? 

Mr.  MAY.  Only  to  the  people  who  do  actual  labor.  It  does 
not  apply  to  the  civilian  employees  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  understand  you  said 
"We  set  aside  the  cost-plus  system  and  substituted  a  fee  sys- 
tem." What  about  that  fee  system?  Are  there  any  restric- 
itlons  to  that? 

Mr.  MAY.  It  is  a  fee  to  be  agreed  upon  in  advance  of  the 
letting  of  the  contract. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  It  can  be  larger  than 
cost-plus  if  the  Secretary  wishes? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  If  the  gentleman  wiU  yield  I 
will  state  that  as  far  as  the  Navy  is  concerned  and  as  far 
as  the  appropriation  bill  is  concerned,  it  cannot  be  over  6 
percent.  There*  is  a  provision  in  another  bill  pending  in  the 
Senate  to  permit  the  President  to  bring  both  together  if  there 
is  any  conflict. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Does  this  suspend  those 
restrictions? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    No.    It  will  adhere  to  what  the 
HjHousc  has  already  done  with  reference  to  the  Naval  Estab- 
lishment. 
Mr.  RABAUT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Does  this  also  hold  to  the  7  percent  provi- 
sion? 


Yes,  sir.    It  was  10  percent.    It  is  reduced  to 


Mr.  MAY. 
7  percent. 

Mr.  RABAUT.    It  is  a  reduction  of  war  profits,  then? 

Mr.  MAY.  Yes.  We  thought  in  these  times,  which  require 
many  sacrifices  of  us  all  for  the  common  cause,  profits  should 
be  small 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    There  was  a  part  of  this 
■bill  objected  to  by  the  Negroes  of  the  country. 
Mr.  MAY.     Yes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  What  has  been  done 
about  that? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  will  be  glad  to  state  that  the  Senate  provision 
was  stricken  out  and  in  lieu  of  the  Senate  provision  it  was 
provided  that  no  Negro,  because  of  race,  should  be  excluded 
.from  enlistment  in  the  Army  for  service  with  colored  miUtary 
units  now  organized  or  to  be  organized  for  such  service 
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Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Then  that  takes  care  of 
that  objection? 

Mr.  MAY.  That  is  satisfactory,  I  understand,  to  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Negro  race. 

Mr.  DINGELL.     WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Now,  is  that  satisfactory?  This  applies 
only  to  enlisted  personnel.  What  atK)ut  ofiQcer  ipersonnel  for 
some  of  the  Negro  units? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  understanding  is  that  the  War  Depart- 
ment is  setting  up  skeleton  regiments  to  take  care  of  this 
question.  Our  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  Mr. 
Lewis  Ludlow,  has  been  quite  interested  to  know  that  the 
colored  people  have  been  given  full  protection  and  equal 
opportunity  with  all  other  troops,  ofBcers  and  men  alike. 
The  gentleman  from  Indiana  tMr.  Ludlow]  is  at  this  very 
moment  absent  from  the  fioor  of  the  House  engaged  as  a 
conferee  on  one  of  the  appropriation  bills.  He  came  to  me 
only  a  few  minutes  before  this  matter  was  called  up  and 
urged  me  to  see  that  the  colored  people  were  surely  protected, 
and  I  have  assured  him  I  would  do  so.  May  I  also  give  due 
credit  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Andrews],  a 
member  of  the  conference  and  ranking  minority  member  on 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee.  He  is  really  the  author  of 
this  protective  provision  and  urged  it  strongly  in  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  In  that  connection  I  may  say  that  the 
General  Staff  of  the  War  Department  contemplates — in  fact, 
they  have  planned — to  organize  five  or  six  colored  regiments. 
Yes;  upon  the  special  insistence  of  yourself. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  may  say  to  my  friend  that  I  have  no 
intention  to  precipitate  any  lengthy  discussion  of  it,  but  I 
would  like  to  have  an  understanding  that  the  Negro  citizens 
of  this  country  are  satisfied  with  what  ha.s  been  worked  out. 
Certainly,  no  discrimination  ought  to  appear  in  a  bill  of 
this  kind.        I 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  from  Indiana  TMr.  Ludlow!  , 
as  I  have  already  stated,  asked  me  to  make  reference  to  this 
particular  amendment,  and  to  state  whether  or  not  It  took 
care  of  the  question  raised  by  the  Negro  people.  It  does 
fully.    It  was  discussed  by  them,  and  they  are  satisfied. 

Mr.  DINGELL.    I  thank  my  friend  for  the  information. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Reed]. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  public  mind.  I 
believe,  is  very  agitated  over  the  attempt  to  transfer  what 
is  known  as  the  mosquito  fieet  to  foreign  nations.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  clipping  which  appeared  in  today's  paper.  I  can- 
not vouch  for  the  authenticity  of  it,  but.  If  It  be  true,  it  is 
very,  very  disturbing.    It  reads  as  follows: 

56    TTNrrCD   STATES    PLANE3   LEAVK    EN    ROtrTE   TO    BRITAIN 

MiTCHEL  Field.  N.  J.,  June  21 — Flfty-flve  Army  bombing  planes, 
"traded  in"  by  the  Government  and  sold  to  Britain,  left  today  for 
Halifax.  Nova  Scotia. 

It  was  the  largest  mass  flight  thus  far  In  the  plan  to  send  to 
Britain  all  available  planes  not  In  Immediate  use. 

The  planes  were  piloted  by  civilians,  some  of  whom  are  Army 
Reserve  officers  who  bad  volunteered  to  fly  tbe  ships  across  the 
Canadian  border. 

Below  that  Is  this  item: 

New  York,  June  21. — Columbia  Broadcasting  Co.  picked  up  an 
Italian  short-wave  radio  newscast  today,  quoting  the  German 
news  agency  as  saying  the  Germans  had  captured  400  airplanes, 
which  had  Just  arrived  from  America,  and  2,000  motors  complete 
with  plans  for  mounting. 

I  think  a  matter  of  this  kind  should  be  examined  into  at 
this  time.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  MAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  wish  to  clear  up  In  my  mind  a  little  more 
about  this  7  percent.  I  am  sure  no  Member  of  Congress 
would  say  that  7  percent  was  too  small  a  profit,  but  I  am 
wondering  about  these  negotiated  contracts;  for  example, 
a  concern  may  have  several  negotiated  contracts.    We  know 


from  past  experience  that  It  is  possible  to  lose  money  on  a 
negotiated  contract.  Will  companies  taking  several  of  these 
negotiated  contracts  be  permitted  to  average  their  losses  or 
consider  their  losses  on  a  negotiated  contract? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  think  that  any  contractor  entering  into  a 
series  of  contracts  would  have  them  considered  as  a  whole, 
and  if  there  were  a  loss  on  one  or  excessive  profit  on  the 
other  they  would  be  averaged  so  they  did  not  exceed 
7  percent. 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MAY.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  there  are  no  other  ques- 
tions as  to  the  bill  or  report,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question  on  the  confer- 
ence report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CONSTRUCTION  AT  MTLITARY  POSTS 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
Immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9896)  to  authorize 
appropriations  for  construction  at  military  posts,  and  for 
other  purp>oses. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  MAY.  This  is  one  of  two  bills.  I  expect  momen- 
tarily to  call  up  H.  R.  9897.  This  bUl  (H.  R.  9896)  provides 
needed  construcUon  at  several  different  Army  posts.  The 
War  Department  presented  evidence  to  our  committee  which 
showed  very  clearly  that  there  was  an  Imminent  necessity  for 
this  work.  The  bill  merely  authorizes  the  appropriation  of 
money  for  this  purpose.  The  money  has  already  been  appro- 
priated In  last  week's  appropriation  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

There   being   no  objection,  the  Clerk   read   the  bill,   as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  tliere  la  hereby  authorized  to  be  ap- 
propriated not  to  exceed  •15,000,000  to  be  expended  for  the  con- 
struction, rehabilitation,  and  InRtallatlon  at  military  posts  of  such 
buildings  and  utilities  and  appurtenances  thereto  as  may  be 
necessary,  as  follows: 

Station  and  amount 

ALASKA 

Anchorage _ _. _ , „   $e,  379. 225 

HAWAn 

Schofleld    Barracks 780,000 

Fort  Shafter 90.000 

PANAMA 

Fort  Clayton 612,076 

Corozal 1.071.300 

Panama  Canal  Department 365,500 

PUERTO  RICO 

Borlnquen    Field 571,700 

Puerto  Rtcan  General   Depot 45.000 

CONTINENTAL  UNTTSD  STATES 

Aberdeen  Proving  Ground.   Md 210,000 

Atlanta    General    Depot.    Ga 1,300.000 

Fort   Bclvolr,   Va 60,000 

Fort   Bennlng.   Oa 1.280,500 

Edgcwood   Arsenal.  Md — —- . 432,476 

Prankford  Arsenal.  Pa . ITsiooo 

Port  Sam  Houston.  Tex 277.  200 

Fort  Knox,  Ky 100,000 

Fort  Lewis,  Wash 255,000 

Port  M3rer.  Va 84.000 

Fort  Monroe,  Va 179,600 

Philadelphia  Quartermaster  Depot 314,  000 

Plcatlnny  Arsenal £18,524 

West  Point 299,000 

Total . 16.  000. 000 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  2,  opposite  Schofleld  Barracks,  strike  out  "$780,000"  and 
Insert  "$823,200." 

Opposite  Fort  Bennlng.  Oa..  strike  out  "$1,280,500"  and  Insert 
"$1,320,500." 

Strike  out  "Frankford  Arsenal,  Pa.,  $175,000." 

Opposite    Fort    Knox.    Ky..    strike    out    "$100,000"    and    Insert 
"$153,124." 
Alter  Port  Lewis,  Wash.,  add  "Fort  McPherson.  na.,  $65,000." 
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Opposite   Plc^tlnny   Arsenal,    strike   out   •*$218,524"    and    Insert  k 
in  lieu  thereof  •$23,000  '  ^        ^^o„^     =  _* 

Alter  Pleat inny  Arsenal  add  'Tort  Plcklns.  Fla.,  •48^00;  Fort 
BUI.  Okla..  196.000;  Fort  Story.  Va..  »25.000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
Teconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ACQtJISlTlON  OF   ADDITIONAL  LAND   FOR   MILITARY   PURPOSES 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
Immediate  consideration  of  the  bUl  (H.  R.  9897)  to  author- 
ize the  acquisition  of  additional  land  for  military  purposes. 

The  CJerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  may  say  this  bill  is  one  which 
provides  for  the  acquisition  of  seme  additional  land  around 
our  Army  posts. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  War  is  hereby  author- 
ized to  acquire,  in  such  order  of  priority  as  he  may  determine,  title 
to  additional  land,  or  interest  therein,  or  right  pertaining  thereto, 
to  the  extent  of  the  approximate  areas  hereinafter  set  forth,  for 
the  establishment,  enlargement,  and  essential  Improvement  of  the 
following  military  reservations,  posts,  and  facilities: 

Antiaircraft  Training  and  Firing  Center,  Savannah,  Oa.,  625.000 
acres. 

Big  Bethel  water  development.  Fort  Monroe,  Va..  41  acres. 

Camp  Custer.  Mich  .  6.126  acres. 

Oroat  Salt  Lake  Basin.  Utah.  3,0CO  acres. 

Fort  Sill.  Okla..  13.788  acres. 

Sec.  2.  In  order  to  accomplish  the  purpose  of  this  act  there  is 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $3,600,000,  to  b« 
expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War, 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  2.  line  6.  strike  out  aU  of  the  line  and  Insert  "Fort  Dlx,  N.  J.. 
16  346  acres." 

Page  2.  strike  out  lines  8  and  9  and  Insert  the  following:  "Port 
Lewis.  Wash..  5,061  acres. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 

was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recoiv 

sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

SPECIAL  ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  5pecial  order  heretofore  made, 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  IMr.  MahonJ  is  entitled  to  recog- 
nition for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  during  this  momentous  session 
of  Congress,  I  have  had  the  privilege  of  addressing  the  House 
on  many  of  the  problems  which  have  come  before  us.  Today 
there  is  in  the  forefront  of  everyone's  thinking  the  question 
of  national  defense.  A  few  days  ago  I  had  the  privilege  of 
speaking  to  you  on  that  subject.  Let  me  reiterate  that  in  my 
judgment  the  destiny  of  this  Nation  may  well  depend  upon 
the  speed  and  efficiency  with  which  we  put  into  operation  our 
gigantic  national-defense  plans.  Hand  in  hand  with  that 
program  must  go  our  program  of  annihilation  of  every  in- 
fluence in  America,  call  it  "fifth  column"  or  what  you  will, 
which  aims  at  the  destruction  of  our  Institutions  and  our 
Government.  To  that  program  we  must  give  our  full  measiire 
of  devotion.  On  these  programs  there  is  little  time  left  for 
words;  the  demand  is  for  action — action  now. 

Moreover,  let  me  say  again  that  it  is  my  conviction  that 
Members  of  Congress  should  remain  in  Washington  at  their 
post  of  duty,  regardless  of  considerations,  political  or  other- 
wise, as  long  as  we  can  contribute  to  the  defense  and  security 
of  America.  In  this  view  I  have  every  confidence  that  the 
people  of  my  district  and  the  Nation  concur. 

Today  I  hope  I  may  be  pardoned  for  speaking  briefly  in  a 

more  personal  way.    I  should  like  to  make  reference  to  my 

service  in  Congress,  the  legislative  procedure  here,  and  the 

Nineteenth  Congressional  District  of  Texas,  which  I  have  the 

honor  to  represent. 

sENioamr 

On  January  3,   1935 — about  5^2   years   ago — ^I  took  the 

oath  of  oflBce  in  this  Chamber.    This  is  but  a  short  period 


of  time  as  service  in  Congress  goes.  Many  Members  of  the 
House  have  been  here  for  20  years  or  more.  I  And  that  178 
Members  of  the  present  House  of  Representatives  have  been 
here  longer  than  I,  and  that  193  Members  have  been  here 
for  a  lesser  time  than  I.  There  are  64  Members  of  the 
present  House  with  whom  I  toqjc  the  oath  of  office  in  1935. 
Inasmuch  as  178  Members  of  the  House  have  been  here 
longer  than  I,  I  could  make  no  pretensions  to  being  near 
the  top  in  seniority. 

Every  new  Member  of  the  House  is  promptly  impressed 
with  the  value  and  force  of  seniority.  As  former  Speaker 
Champ  Clark,  who  served  in  this  House  for  26  years  and 
who  was  one  of  the  most  distinguished  men  ever  to  serve  in 
Congress,  once  said: 

A  new  Congressman  must  begin  at  the  foot  of  the  class  and 
spell  up.  Of  course,  the  more  brains,  tact,  energy,  courage,  and 
Industry  he  has.  the  quicker  he  will  get  up.  If  he  posaessea 
these  qualities  and  If  his  constituents  wUl  keep  him  In  the  House, 
he  Is  as  certain  to  rise  as  the  sparks  are  to  fly  upward. 

He  has  also  said: 

It  Is  a  hli;h  honor  to  be  a  Representative  In  Congress.  If  for 
only  one  term,  and  with  the  number  of  terms  the  honor  Increases 
In  geometrical  rather  than  In  arithmetical  proportion.  A  Mem- 
ber's usefulness  to  his  country  should  increase  in  the  same  propor- 
tion A  man  has  to  learn  to  be  a  Representative  Just  as  he  must 
learn  to  beta  blacksmith,  a  carpenter,  a  farmer,  an  engineer,  a  law- 
yer, or  a  doctor. 

Every  true  Member  of  Congress  wishes  to  grow  In  knowl- 
edge of  the  Government  and  knowledge  of  the  problems  of 
the  country,  in  power,  and  In  influence,  in  order  that  he  may 
the  better  ser\'e  his  Nation  and  his  own  constituents.  This 
Is  a  natural  ambition — one  which  the  people  approve. 

coMMrrrzE  szxvice 

Hard  work,  seniority,  and  a  favorable  committee  assign- 
ment, it  has  been  said,  are  necessary  to  progress  in  Congress. 
No  Member  can  attain  the  chairmanship  of  any  committee 
except  through  the  process  of  seniority.  When  I  came  to 
Congress,  I  was  appointed  to  the  Committees  on  Insular  Af- 
fairs. Civil  Service.  Census,  and  Elections.  I  would  not  want 
to  disparage  the  work  of  these  committees,  because  they  are 
essential  to  the  work  of  the  House,  but  I  aspired  to  member- 
ship on  one  of  the  mort  important  committees.  UndeT  pres- 
ent procedure  a  Democrat  Member  who  is  on  a  major  com- 
mittee is  not  permitted  to  serve  on  other  regular  committees 
of  the  House. 

The  opportunity  for  a  favorable  committee  assignment 
has  now  come  to  me.  and  I  am  serving  my  second  year  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  which  handles 
all  appropriations  for  the  far-flung  activities  of  the  Federal 
Goverrmient,  including  national  defense  and  all  other  Fed- 
eral expenditures.  The  Appropriations  Committee  and  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  are  universally  considered  the 
most  important  committees  in  Congress.  On  the  Appropri- 
ations Committee  there  are  25  Democrats  and  15  Republi- 
caivs,  I  being  the  only  member  from  Texas.  Since  the  Civil 
War  7  Texans  have  served  on  this  committee,  2  of  whom. 
Gov.  Joe  Sayers  and  James  P.  Buchanan,  became  chair- 
men. I  deeply  appreciate  the  honor  of  serving  on  this 
committee,  where  I  have  the  privilege  of  working  with  some 
of  the  most  able  and  most  influential  Members  of  the  House. 
The  significance  of  committee  service  and  the  force  of 
seniority  on  a  particular  committee  is  well  illustrated  by 
the  fact  that  a  great  majority  of  the  bills  reported  to  the 
House  and  which  become  the  law  bear  the  name  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  reporting  the  bills.  In  almost 
every  Instance  when  a  man's  name  has  become  jwpularly 
associated  with  a  bill  or  an  act  of  Congress,  it  is  because  he 
occupied  the  chairmanship  of  the  particular  committee  han- 
dling that  measure. 

LEGISLATION    A    USXTLT    OT    COMPIOMISC 

All  of  us  realize  that  no  one  man.  no  Member  of  Congress, 
can  pass  legislation  alone.  Legislation  is  accomplished  by 
the  joint  efforts  of  the  435  Members  of  the  House  and  the  96 
Senators.  No  Member  of  the  House  could  dominate  all  of  his 
colleagues,  and,  if  he  could,  he  still  would  have  no  control 
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over  the  Senate.  All  legislation  is  therefore  a  result  of  com- 
promise among  the  531  Members  of  Congress.  Since  this 
L  true,  rarely  is  a  Member  of  Congress  satisfied  completely 
with  any  bill  that  is  finally  agreed  upon  by  the  House  and 
Senate  and  sent  to  the  President  for  his  approval  or  dis- 
approval. 

Most  legislation  for  which  I  have  voted  has  not  been  per- 
fect. Much  of  the  legislation  for  which  I  have  voted  has  not 
suited  me  exactly.  After  a  bill  has  been  amended  and 
changed  in  one  way  or  the  other  by  the  various  votes  of 
Members  of  the  House  and  Senate,  it  eventually  comes  down 
to  a  final  vote.  A  majority  of  the  Members  must  either  vote 
for  it  or  no  legislation  at  all  is  passed  on  the  subject.  If 
there  seems  to  be  more  good  in  a  bill  than  bad,  and  if  it  is 
the  only  hope  of  getting  anything  passed,  a  Member  of  Con- 
gress will  usually  vote  for  the  bill.  In  a  democracy  this  Is 
the  cnly  way  legislation  can  be  passed. 

THE   DUAL   NATUai   OF   CONGRESSIONAL   SERVICE 

The  work  of  a  Member  of  Congress  Is  divided  into  two 
principal  categories:  First,  those  duties  pertaining  to  legis- 
lation, and,  second,  those  duties  which  arise  from  the  numer- 
ous requests  of  individuals  and  localities  for  cooperation  in 
matters  affecting  their  relationship  with  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. One  cannot  enumerate  in  a  few  pages  of  writing  nor 
In  the  short  space  of  a  few  minutes  what  has  been  done  over 
a  period  of  more  than  5  years. 

aOMB  IMPORTANT  LEOISLATIOM  OT  THE  LAaT  B'^'a    TXARa 

Everyone  realizes  that  mistakes  have  been  made  from  time 
to  time  by  this  administration.  There  has  been  no  perfect 
era  in  our  history.  However,  much  worth-while  legislation 
has  been  adopted  during  the  past  5' a  years  in  which  I  am 
proud  to  have  had  a  part.  Time  affords  opportunity  for 
only  brief  reference  to  some  of  this  legislation. 

I  voted  for  the  soldiers'  bonus  and  have  voted  for  many 
other  worth-while  measures  written  for  the  benefit  of  our 
veterans,  their  widows  and  dependents.  I  have  had  a  part 
In  providing  for  the  Public  Works  Administration  and  Work 
Projects  Administration  programs  through  which  my  dis- 
trict has  received  numerous  projects  of  worth-while  and 
lasting  value.  In  the  P.  W.  A.  program  the  Nineteenth 
Texas  District  received  more  projects — not  more  money — 
than  any  other  Texas  district.  Numerous  school  buildings, 
hospitals,  and  so  forth,  testify  to  the  value  of  this  program. 

I  have  had  a  part  in  our  Soil  Conservation  Service  program, 
and  I  have  supported  legislation  in  behalf  of  the  C.  C.  C,  im- 
portant for  its  conservation  of  the  human  resources  of  our 
youth  and'  important  for  the  work  which  it  has  done.  The 
Nineteenth  District  of  Texas  has  received  its  share  of  C.  C.  C. 
camps  engaged  in  the  work  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
and  the  State  park  service.  When  I  think  of  what  we  have 
done  for  the  C.  C.  C.  boys,  I  think  of  the  expanded  program  of 
vocational  training  in  agriculture  and  home  economics  which 
Congress  has  made  possible  during  recent  years.  In  the 
schools  of  the  Nineteenth  Texas  District  there  are  now  55 
vocational  agriculture  units  and  54  home-economics  units 
partially  supported  by  the  Federal  Government.  The  im- 
portance of  this  work  cannot  be  overemphasized. 

CIVIL    PILOT-TaAININC    PROGRAM 

I  introduced  the  first  bill  calling  for  the  civil  pilot-training 
program  under  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority,  which  is  now 
of  such  great  importance  that  it  is  being  correlated  with  the 
national -defense  program.  Of  course,  the  bill  which  passed 
Congress  bore  the  name  of  the  chairman  of  the  appropriate 
committee. 

I  rARM-TENANCT  LXCISLATION 

I  am  glad  to  have  had  a  part  in  the  program  designed  to 
enable  the  farm  tenant  to  become  a  home  owner.  We  have 
made  some  headway  and  we  will  make  more.  Legislation 
which  we  have  already  passed  is  helpful.  Pending  legislation 
which  I  discussed  in  the  House  on  May  14.  1940,  would  pro- 
vide a  much  broader  program.  I  have  joined  with  my  col- 
leagues here  in  every  effort  to  provide  for  a  more  compre- 
hensive farm -ownership  program  and  in  every  effort  to  repel 
the  destructive  tendencies  toward  farm-famUy  displacement. 
We  have  also  provided  for  the  more  unfortxmate  of  the  farm 
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group  through  the  assistance  of  the  Farm  Security  Adminis- 
tration in  its  program  of  rehabilitation  and  service. 

FARM  LOAN  INTEREST  RATE  REDUCTIONS 

During  my  service  the  Congress  has  constantly  reduced  in- 
terest rates  to  the  farmer  through  the  Federal  land  bank  and 
othenji'ise.  Thousands  of  farmers  in  the  Nineteeth  Texas  Dis- 
trict, which  is  perhaps  the  greatest  agricultural  district  in 
Texas,  have  profited  by  this  procedure.  Legislation  is  now 
pending  providing  for  an  extension  of  the  period  of  these 
reduced  interest  rates. 

SOCIAL-SECUKITT  PROGRAM 

The  social-security  program  has  been  enacted  during  my 
period  of  service  here.  It  has  been  a  considerable  disappoint- 
ment in  many  respects,  but  before  we  scoff  at  the  humani- 
tarian efforts  which  have  been  made,  let  us  remember  that 
Congress  in  1935  put  an  old-age  pension  and  a  broad  social- 
security  program  into  operation,  and  while  it  was  and  L«.  far 
from  perfect,  it  was  the  first  time  in  150  years  under  our  Con- 
stitution that  there  had  been  any  old-age  pension  or  social- 
security  program  of  any  kind.  It  can  and  will  be  improved. 
In  old-age  pensions  we  have  provided  for  a  maximum  pension 
ol  $40  per  month,  the  State  sharing  $20  and  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment sharing  $20.  In  view  of  the  inequalities  between  the 
States,  many  of  us  have  thought  all  of  the  time,  and  still  think, 
that  the  proper  system  would  be  a  straight  Federal  pension. 
Then  every  Individual  in  every  State  would  share  In  Federal 
funds  on  a  basis  of  equality.  , 

FARM    LECISLATIOlf 

My  principal  Interest  in  Congress  has  been  In  farm  legis- 
lation, I  have  been  in  the  fight  with  all  those  who  have  been 
fighting  the  battles  of  the  farmer  in  Congress.  As  long  as 
industiy  Is  protected  by  the  tariff,  the  farmer  who  buys  the 
products  of  Industry  must  have  the  benefit  of  a  subsidy — a 
tariff  equivalent  In  one  form  or  another.  And  there  must 
always  be  a  soil-conservation  program  to  save  the  soil  from 
further  destruction.  On  frequent  occasions  I  have  pointed 
out  the  Inadequacies  of  the  farm  program  on  this  floor,  and 
I  shall  continue  to  do  so  until  the  program  insures  the  farmer 
an  adequate  farm  Income  and  until  the  program  encourages 
the  maximum  practicable  utilization  of  people  on  the  farm 
and  not  the  displacement  of  people  from  the  farm.  Legis- 
lation in  which  I  have  had  a  part  has  brought  farm  payments 
to  the  Nineteenth  District  of  Texas  in  the  sum  of  more  than 
$43,000,000  in  the  period  from  1935  to  1940.  I  am  cooperating 
with  the  farmers  of  my  district.  In  letters,  in  personal  con- 
versations, and  in  public  meetings  we  have  discussed  the 
problems  which  confront  us.  We  will  not  relax  our  efforts 
in  behalf  of  a  better  program,  and  we  will  not  willingly 
destroy  the  one  we  have  until  we  have  a  better  one. 

RURAL    ELECTRIFICATION 

Nothing  has  inspired  my  interest  more  than  the  rural  elec- 
trification program.  To  have  a  part  in  bringing  electric 
lights  and  power  to  the  farm  homes  of  America  has  been  the 
high  privilege  of  the  recent  Congresses  of  which  I  have  been 
a  Member.  The  program  is  in  its  infancy,  but  already  21  - 
out  of  the  25  counties  of  the  Nineteenth  District  of  Texas 
have  a  part  in  this  great  program  for  the  farm  family.  As  the 
Honorable  Harry  Slattery,  Administrator  of  the  Rural  Elec- 
trification Administration,  said  recently —  —- - 

The  lights  of  peace  and  liberty  are  going  out  all  over  the  world 
today,  but  the  R.  E.  A.  is  bringing  the  lights  of  progress  to  the 
farm  homes  of  America. 

Of  course,  it  would  be  Impossible  in  a  short  time  to  refer 
to  the  many  problems  which  have  arisen  in  Congress  during 
the  eventful  years  since  1935.  Upon  hundreds  of  occasions 
I  have  cast  the  vote  of  the  people  whom  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent  in  this  Chamber.  I  have  answered  the  roll  call 
more  than  1.000  times.  The  people  whom  I  have  represented 
have  honored  me  with  their  confidence,  and  it  is  my  belief 
that  they  have  approved  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
votes  which  I  have  cast. 

INDIVIDUAL   SERVICES 

The  second  category  into  which  a  Congressman's  work 
falls  Is  that  of  serving  to  the  best  of  his  ability  those  indi- 
viduals  and   those   representing   communities,   towns,   and 
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cities  who  call  upon  him  in  regard  to  a  particular  proposi- 
tion or  problem  involving  the  Federal  Government  in  some 
way.  I  have  received  more  than  15.000  letters  a  year  from 
the  people  whom  I  represent.  They  dealt  with  a  host  of 
individual  and  community  problems.  I  could  not  now,  of 
course,  enumerate  what  has  been  done  in  these  many  in- 
stances, but  those  who  have  called  upon  me  know  that  I 
have  made  a  conscientious  effort  to  be  helpfuL  I  consider 
this  part  of  my  work  to  be  a  vitally  important  part  of  my 
duty  as  a  Represeniaiive  in  Congress.  These  thousands  of 
individual  efforts  do  not  become  a  part  of  the  written  record 
of  a  Congressman's  service;  they  usually  do  not  appear  in 
the  press  as  a  matter  of  public  interest.  Nonetheless,  each 
was  important  to  someone  who  called  upon  me  as  his  Repre- 
?ntative,  and  I  have  done  the  best  I  could  In  honest  respect 
for  the  confidence  which  these  individuals  have  placed  in 
me.  I  shall  always  prefer  the  silent  trust  of  those  steadfast 
friends  to  the  public  notoriety  accorded  the  demagogue. 

THS     NINETXENTH     DISTBICT    OF    TXXAS 

I  am  proud  of  the  district  which  I  represent  in  Congress — 
-the  Nineteenth  Congressional  District  of  Texas.  I  have  the 
honor  to  be  its  first  Representative.  It  is  a  new  area  in  west 
Texas.  Its  growth  and  development  has  been  phenomenal. 
Its  people  are  in  every  sense  of  the  word  pioneers.  They  have 
carved  out  of  the  heart  of  the  old  cattle  kingdom  a  vast  agri- 
cultural empire,  now  being  supplemented  by  development  of 
the  oil  industry.  As  I  said  here  on  the  floor  on  an  occasion 
in  1936:  t 

The  development  of  this  section  has  Ijeen  wrought  by  the  strong 
determination  and  perseverance  ot  a  people  with  one  purpose  In 
their  hearts — to  build  a  new  home  for  themselves.  In  this  task 
they  have  not  been  unmindfvU  of  those  community  projects  which 
are  so  vitally  important  to  the  Individual  home.  In  the  short  space 
of  years  hundreds  of  churches  have  been  erected,  hundreds  of 
schools  have  been  built,  hundreds  of  miles  of  good  roads  have  been 
constructed,  and  Texas  Technological  CoUege.  at  Lubbock,  has  been 
bom  and  Is  rapidly  achieving  national  recognition.  It  is  true  that 
the  climatic  characteristics  of  this  area  have  brought  drought  with 
their  hardships,  disappointments,  and  financial  reverses.  Yet  the 
people  have  always  been  sustained  by  a  faith  that  has  endured 
through  the  severest  losses  and  have  written  their  record  of  prog- 
ress in  an  economic  and  social  order,  the  stability  of  which  is  no 
longer  questioned.  The  predominance  of  real  American  stock  and 
the  solidarity  of  the  people  are  not  surpassed  In  any  other  sec- 
tion of  the  United  States.  To  represent  In  Congress  such  a  great 
people  would  challenge  the  fidelity  and  efforts  of  any  man. 

DKMOCEACT    MUST   BX   MAKE   TO   WORK   FBOM    WTTHIIf 

I  began  this  speech  with  a  reference  to  the  all-Important 
question  of  national  defense.  Before  I  conclude,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  in  that  connection  that  It  is  well  for  us  to 
keep  also  in  mind  those  legislative  gains  for  which  Congress 
and  the  people  have  been  responsible  and  to  continue  to 
work  toward  the  improvement  of  conditions  at  home  and  the 
solution  of  our  important  and  perplexing  problems.  I  hope 
that  we  may  continue  to  remember  that  democracy  must 
be  made  to  work  from  within  as  well  as  defended  from  with- 
out. Certainly  the  bulwarks  of  our  defense  are  as  much  in 
the  hearts  of  our  people  as  in  the  ramparts  of  our  Army 
and  the  battleships  of  our  Navy.  We  caimot  forget  that  it  is 
the  function  of  the  Government  in  a  democracy  to  contrib- 
ute to  the  general  welfare  of  the  people  in  every  way  possi- 
ble. Our  people  are  ready  to  assume  the  burdens  and 
responsibilities  of  the  defense  program,  ready  to  "pay  the 
bill,"  if  I  may  use  that  term.  However,  we  must  not  pre- 
sume that  the  glory  of  our  Nation  shall  ever  rest  alone  In 
an  invincible  Army  and  Navy.  These  must  protect  and 
maintain  the  real  glory  of  the  Nation  reflected  in  the 
privileges  and  liberties  of  our  people.  In  our  present  grave 
emergency  I  am  anxious  to  serve  in  every  possible  way  as 
a  private  citizen  of  the  world's  greatest  Nation  and  as  a 
representative  of  a  great  people  who  stand  ready  to  defend 
those  privileges  and  lil>erties  which  we  under  Heaven  have 
come  to  enjoy. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  several  letters  which  I  have  received  from  several 
organizations. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SabathI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOOK.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  a  speech  I  gave  over  the  radio. 
^  The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  (Mr.  HookI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MOUTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimctis  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
some  timely  observations  on  the  importance  of  agriculture  in 
national  defense  and  to  substantiate  my  position  in  support 
of  an  adequate  sugar  quota. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  MoutonI? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  GRIFFITH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  resolutions 
passed  by  veterans'  organizations  in  my  district. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  IMr.  GRn-nxH]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an  article 
on  Spray  Residues,  by  Ira  D.  Cardiff. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  HillI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  state- 
ment by  the  National  Rifle  Association. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Faddis]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
insert  in  my  remarks  a  short  editorial  appearing  in  the  Chi- 
cago Times. 

The  SPEAtiiai.    Is  there  obection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  xrom  Illinois  [Mr.  S.ibathI? 
There  was  no  obection. 

HOUR  OF  meeting 
Mr.  RAYBURN.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
11  a.  m.  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  RaybitrnI? 
There  was  no  objection. 

WAIVING  OP  CLAUSE  2.  RULE  XXVm 
Mr.  RAYBURN.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanlmous  consent 
that  on  tomorrow  it  may  be  in  order  to  consider  conference  re- 
ports notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  clause  2   of  rule 

xxvm. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  RayburnI? 
There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanl- 
mous consent  to  extend  the  remarks  I  made  today  in  the 
House  and  to  include  a  few  brief  excerpts  from  the  Wash- 
ington Post. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schafer]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  copy  of  a  statement  of  the  ownership  of 
the  Chicago  Daily  News,  dated  October  1,  1938,  edited  and 
published  by  Frank  Knox. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Schafer  1? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  letter  from  one  of  my  constituents. 

I 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Bender  and  Mr.  Stefah  asked  and  were  given  per- 
mission to  extend  their  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  xmanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  by  Inserting  cer- 
tain statements  appearing  in  a  publication  called  Uncensored. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLACKNEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
certain  brief  quotations. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  statement  by  Dr.  Dorsey,  professor  of  jurisprudence  at  the 
Washington  College  of  Law. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles,  which  were 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  1827.  An  act  to  allow  moving  expenses  to  employees  in 
the  Railway  Mai!  Service; 

H.  R.  5982.  An  act  for  the  protection  against  unlawful  use 
of  the  badge,  medal,  emblem,  or  other  insignia  of  veterans' 
organizations  incorporated  by  act  of  Congress,  and  providing 
penalties  for  the  violation  thereof; 

H.  R.  8668.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1941.  for  civil  functions  administered  by  the 
War  Department,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan 
banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act, 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

BILLS  pre£e:;ted  to  the  president 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  did  on  this  day  present  to  the 
Piesident.  for  his  approval,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following 
titles: 

H.  R.  1827.  An  act  to  allow  moving  expenses  to  employees  in 
the  Railway  Mail  Service; 

H.  R.  5932.  An  act  for  the  protection  against  unlawful  use 
of  the  badge,  medal,  emblem,  or  other  insignia  of  veterans' 
organizations  incorporated  by  act  of  Congress,  and  providing 
penalties  for  the  violation  thereof; 

H.  R.  8668.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1941,  for  civil  functions  administered  by  the 
War  Department,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Recon- 
struction Finahce  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan 
banks;  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act, 
a£  amended,  and  for  other  purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  6  o'clock  and  11 
minutes  p.  m.),  under  its  previoiis  order,  the  House  adjourned 
until  tomorrow.  Saturday.  Jime  22, 1940,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICA'nONS.  ETC. 
1808.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV  a  letter  from  the  Acting 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting  a  list  of  cases  of  relief 
granted  under  the  authority  of  the  act  of  July  11.  1919  (41 
Stat.  132;  31  U.  S.  Code,  sec.  105) .  was  taken  from  the  Speak- 
er's table  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in 
the  Executive  Departments. 


•REPORTS   OP   COMMITTEES   ON   PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas:  Committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  5138.  An  act 
for  the  registration  of  aliens;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2683).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona:  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
H.  R.  9707.  A  bill  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for  the 
Paiker  Dam  and  Reservoir  project,  and  for  other  purposes; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2684).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  9850.  An  act  to  expedite  the 
strengthening  of  the  national  defense  (Rept.  No.  2685).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  CCX:hraN:  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Execu- 
tive Departments.  S.  3899.  An  act  to  defray  the  cost  of 
returning  to  the  United  States  the  remains,  families,  and 
effects  of  officers  and  employees  dying  abroad,  and  for  other 
purposes;  v;ithout  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2688).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  STEAGALL:  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 
H.  R.  10127.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  and  for 
other  purposes;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2689).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia :  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Reso- 
lution 543.  Resolution  for  consideration  of  H.  R.  10127.  a  bill 
to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  and  for  other  purposes; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2693).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  TARVER:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  9007.  An  act  making  appro- 
priations for  the  Department  of  Labor,  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  and  related  independent  agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  2694). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SABATH:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution  544. 
Resolution  for  consideration  of  H.  R.  9980.  a  bill  to  revise 
and  codify  the  nationality  laws  of  the  United  States  into  a 
comprehensive  nationality  code;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2695).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disa- 
greeing votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  10039.  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  raising 
revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying 
for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  2697). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia:  Committee  of  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  10055.  An  act 
making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  national  defense 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  pur- 
poses (Rept.  No.  2698).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OP  CCMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XHI, 

Mr,  VAN  ZANDT:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Natural- 
ization. H.  R.  10086.  A  bill  for  the  rehef  of  David  Jacobson; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2682).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Natu- 
ralization. S.  2757.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bonifacio  Suso; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2686).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI:  Com.mittee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  9033. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Angelo  Carlino;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2687).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 
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Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  5559.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Laszlo  Vadnai  and 
his  wife.  Clara;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2690).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. H.  R.  9938.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Michel  Konne 
and  Pauline  Lucia  Konne;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2696). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


ADVERSE  REPORTS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XHI, 

Mr.  HARTLEY:  Committee  on  Patents.  H.  R.  9341.  A 
bill  to  revive  certain  patents  (Rept.  No.  2691).  Laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  EDELSTEIN:  Committee  on  Patents.  H.  R.  7685.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Steve  Kalisz  and  Stella  Lakomski  (Rept. 
No.  2692).   Laid  on  the  table. 


CHANGE  OP  REFERENCE 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXII,  committees  were  discharged 
from  the  consideration  of  the  following  bills,  which  were 
referred  as  follows: 

A  bill  (H.  R.  8777)  to  permit  suit  to  be  brought  upon  the 
yearly  renewable  term  insurance  of  Oscar  W.  Wiley,  de- 
ceased: Committee  on  Claims  discharged,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

A  bill  (H.  R.  9855)  for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Cantiene;  Com- 
mittee on  Claims  discharged,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims. 

A  bill  (H.  R.  9607)  for  the  relief  of  Maxie  Smallwood  Chap- 
man: Committee  on  Claims  discharged,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  KEOGH: 
H.  R.  10131.  A  bill  to  repeal  obsolete  statutes  and  improve 
the  United  States  Code;  to  the  Committee  on  Revision  of  the 
^Laws. 

By  Mr.  WADSWORTH: 
H.  R.  10132.  A  bill  to  protect  the  Integrity  and  institutions 
of  the  United  States  through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory 
military  training  and  service;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ENGLEBRIGHT: 
H.  R.  10133.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  acquisition  for  na- 
tional-park purposes  of  privately  owned  land  located  within 
the  boundaries  of  the  Lassen  Volcanic  National  Park;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 
By  Mr.  GREEN: 
H.  R.  10134.    A  bill  extending  the  time  within  which  cer- 
tain applications  for  insurance  may  be  made  imder  section 
300  of  the  World  War  Veterans'  Act,  1924;  to  the  Committee 
on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 
By  Mr.  HARRINGTON: 
H.  R.  10135.  A  bill  to  authorize  a  preliminary  examination 
and  survey  of  the  Soldier  River  and  the  watershed  thereof.  In 
the  State  of  Iowa,  for  flood  control,  for  run-off  and  water- 
flow  retardation,  and  for  soil-erosion  prevention;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Flood  Control. 
By  Mr.  KEOGH: 
H.  R.  1X)136.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Code; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah: 
H.  R.  10137.  A  bill  relating  to  conservation  operations  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  pursuant  to  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  rv;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 
By  Mr.  FT.T.TOTT: 
H.  R.  10138.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
establishment  of  marine  schools,  and  for  other  purposes,"  ap- 
proved March  4.  1911.  as  amended,  with  respect  to  the  loca- 
tion of  the  nautical  schools;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries. 


By  Mr.  HAWKS: 

H.  Con.  Res.  79.  Concurrent  resolution  establishing  a  Joint 
committee  on  national  defense  and  foreign  policy;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

H.  Con.  Res.  80.  Concurrent  resolution  creating   a   special 
joint  committee  of  the  House  and  Senate  to  investigate  the 
circumstances  surrounding  the  resignation  of  the  Honorable 
Harry  H.  Woodring;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALL: 

H.  Res.  542.  Resolution  requesting  the  President  to  trans- 
mit to  the  House  a  report  with  respect  to  the  progress  which 
is  being  made  in  carrying  on  the  national-defense  program; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS   AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  MARCANTONIO: 
H.  R.  10139.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Juan  Celeiro  y  Carro 
or  Juan  Celeiro;   to  the  Committee  on  Immigration   and 
Naturalization. 
H.  R.  10140.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Abdul  Hoke;  to  the 
k  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  BARNES: 
H.  R.   10141.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  First  National 
Steamship  Co.,  the  Second  National  Steamship  Co.,  and  the 
Third  National  Steamship  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  petitions  and  papers  wtre 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8887.  By  Mr.  BALL:  Resolution  adopted  by  the  National 
Guard  Association  of  Connecticut,  favoring  expansion  of  our 
national-defense   program;    to  the   Committee   on  Military 

«■  Affairs. 

8888.  By  Mr.  KRAMER:  Resolution  of  the  American 
Legion,  department  of  California,  relative  to  the  deportation 
of  Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

8889.  By  Mr.  LYNCH:  PeUtion  of  United  Neighborhood 
Houses  of  New  York,  urging  strong  support  of  all  necessary 
measures  for  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8890.  Also,  petition  of  the  May  special  grand  jury  of  the 
southern  district  of  New  York,  urging  that  section  605,  title 
47,  of  the  United  States  Code,  be  amended  to  permit  the  use 
of  wire  tapping  by  law-enforcement  officers  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  connection  with  their  official  duties;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8891.  Also,  petition  of  the  Bronx  County  Society  for  the 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children,  opposing  entry  of  the 
United  States  into  the  European  war,  unless  an  act  of  aggres- 
sion is  made  against  us:  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8892.  By  Mr.  MERRITT:  Resolution  of  the  Association  of 
Competitive  Employees,  department  of  sanitation,  city  of 
New  York,  endorsing  the  sentiments  as  expressed  in  the 
"Stop  Hitler  Now"  advertisement  now  appearing  in  the  news- 
papers throughout  the  country;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

8893.  Also,  resoluUon  of  the  Laurelton-Rosedale  Post  No. 
.766,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  demanding  Congress  to  re- 
main in  session  until  the  present   international  crisis  has 
passed;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8894.  Mr.  SANDAGER:  Petition  of  the  Associated  Alumni 
of  Brown  University,  Providence.  R.  I.,  urging  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  to  adopt  immediately  a  sjrstem 
of  compulsory  selective  military  training;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

8895.  By  Mr.  SCHIFFLER:  Petition  of  James  Cooper  and 
other  citizens  of  Wheeling,  W.  Va..  urging  aU  aid  possible  to 
the  Allies;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8896.  Also,  petition  of  Walter  H.  E\-ans  and  other  citizens 
of  PoUansbee,  W.  Va.,  urging  that  we  supply  immediately  to 


the  Allies  material  assistance — namely,  planes,  food,  muni- 
tions, etc.,  but  not  manpower;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

8897.  By  Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio:  Petition  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
L.  M.  Phinney.  Rev.  J.  Otis  Yoimg,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  L.  A.  Wood, 
C.  R.  Hutchinson,  H.  A.  Aleshire,  C.  J.  Cummins,  R.  O.  Nelson, 
G.  T.  Shepherd,  and  H.  P.  Warner,  protesting  against  the 
traffic  in  war  materials  with  Japan;  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs. 

8898.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  S.  I.  Cole,  of  Chicago, 
m..  and  others,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
witJi  reference  to  national-defense  program;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs. 

8899.  Also,  petition  of  F.  G.  Schreiler,  of  Madison,  Wis.,  and 
others,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  ref- 
erence to  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8900.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  International,  Miami,  Fla., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference 

»    to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

8901.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Federal  Workers  of  Amer- 
ica, Washington,  D.  C,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  immigration  legislation;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8902.  Also,  petition  of  the  Jewish  Peoples  Committee  of 
the  East  Side  Council,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  House  biU  9858  and  immigration 
legislation;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. 

8903.  Also,  petition  of  B.  P.  Hawes.  of  Spokane,  Wash.,  and 
others,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  election  laws;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


SENATE 

Saturday,  June  22,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Friday.  June  21, 1940) 
The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Fraser,  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the  Epiph- 
any. Washington.  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Lord,  our  Heavenly  Father,  almighty  and  everlasting  God, 
who  hast  brought  us  to  the  beginning  of  this  day:  Defend  us 
in  the  same  with  Thy  mighty  power;  and  grant  that  this 
day  we  fall  into  no  sin.  neither  run  into  any  kind  of  danger, 
but  that  all  our  doings,  being  ordered  by  Thy  governance, 
may  be  righteous  in  Thy  sight  and  salutary  to  Thy  people  in 
this  Nation,    Through  Jesus  Christ,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

I  THK    JOXJRNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklts-.  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Friday,  June  21,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 

CALL   OF   THE   ROLL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Byrnes 

EUender 

Hill 

Andrews 

Capper 

George 

Holman 

Afhurst 

Caraway 

CJerry 

Holt 

Bailey 

Chandler 

GlUette 

Hughes 

Bankhead 

Chavez 

Green 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Barbour 

Clark.  Idaho 

Guffey 

Johnaon,  COlo. 

BarWey 

aark.  Mo. 

Hale 

King 

Bilbo 

Danaher 

H&rrlflOn 

LaF>»llette 

Bone 

Davis 

Hatch 

Le« 

Brown 

Donahey 

Hayden 

Lodge 

Byrd 

Dowuey 

Herring 

lAindeen 

McCarran 

Norrls 

RusseU 

Truman 

McKellar 

Nye 

Schwartz 

Tydlngs 

McNary 

CMahoney 

Schwellenbach 

Vandenberg 

Maloney 

Overton 

Sheppard 

Van  Nuys 

Mead 

Pepper 

Shlpstead 

Wagner 

Miller 

Pittman 

Smith 

Walsh 

Mm  ton 

Radcllffe 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Wheeler 

Murray 

Reed 

Thomas.  Utah 

White 

Neely 

Reynolds 

Townsend 

Wiley 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senators  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Lucas  and 
Mr.  Slattery],  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  tMr.  SmathersI, 
and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr.  Stewart]  are  neces- 
sarily absent  from  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally],  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Bulow],  and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Burke]  are  attending  the  fmieral  of  the  late  Senator 
Gibson,  and  are  therefore  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Austin], 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Gurney],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  are  members  of  the 
Senate  committee  attending  the  funeral  of  the  late  Senator 
Gibson. 

The  Senator  frcm  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Frazier]  and  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  I  Mr.  TnpMAsl  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

AMOS  B.  COLE — VETO  MESSAGE    (S.  DOC.  NO.   252) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was  read,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed,  as  follows: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  the  bill  (S.  1560) 
for  the  relief  of  Amos  B.  Cole.        .-^^^ 

It  appears  that  Amos  B.  Cole  was  a  member  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  After 
a  trial  by  the  police  trial  board  he  was  dismissed  from  the 
force.  Subsequently,  he  became  incapacitated.  The  instant 
bill  would,  however,  entitle  him  to  the  same  retirement  privi- 
leges that  would  be  extended  to  him  had  he  become  perma- 
nently incapacitated  in  line  of  duty  while  in  the  service. 

In  my  opinion,  the  enactment  of  this  legislation  would  not 
only  create  an  undesirable  precedent,  but  would  not  be  con- 
ducive to  the  maintenance  of  morale  and  discipline  in  the 
local  police  force.  The  District  Commissioners  and  the  head 
of  the  Police  Department  can  hardly  be  held  responsible  for 
the  proper  administration  of  the  department,  and  for  its 
effectiveness  in  maintaining  law  and  order  if  disciplinary 
action  taken  by  them  in  individual  cases  is  to  be  subject  to 
reversal  by  legislative  action. 

I  may  add  that  i  bjxx  informed  that  Mr.  Cole  is  receiving 
adequate  hospital  care  in  a  veterans'  hospital,  at  Govern- 
ment expense,  and  is  also  receiving  a  pension  based  on  his 
service  in  the  United  States  Army  prior  to  his  becoming  a 
member  of  the  police  force. 

In  view  of  the  considerations  discussed  above,  I  am  con- 
strained to  return  the  bill  without  my  approval. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  Whtte  House,  June  21. 1940. 

RELIEF  of  disbursing  OFFICERS  OF  THE  NAVY 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  repwrting  relative  to 
cases  of  relief  granted  under  authority  of  the  act  of  July  11, 
1919,  to  disbursing  oflBcers  of  the  Navy,  relieving  them  from 
responsibility  on  account  of  loss  or  deficiency  caused  by 
officers,  without  fault  or  negligence,  acting  in  the  line  of  duty, 
since  the  last  report  submitted  as  of  May  3,  1939,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

PETITIONS    AND    MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions 
of  Women's  Auxiliary  No.  1  to  the  Maritime  Federation,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  and  the  Eureka  Noe  Valley  Unions  Auxili- 
ary Club,  protesting   against  action  tending  to   lead   the 
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Nation  Into  war  and  the  sacrifice  of  American  men  on  for- 
eign soil,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Associated 
Alumni  of  Brown  University,  Providence,  R.  I.,  favoring  the 
prompt  adoption  of  a  sjrstem  of  compulsory  selective  military 
training,  wliich  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  Lions  Club 
of  Newport,  N.  H..  and  conventions  of  the  Lions  Clubs  of 
Florida  and  Oregon,  endorsing  the  national-defense  program, 
and  favoring  the  enactment  of  legislation  to  stop  all  subver- 
sive activities  in  the  Uiiited  States,  which  were  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  WALSH  presented  petitions  of  simdry  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  praying  that  the  United  States  render 
material  aid  to  the  Allies,  which  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  Loggia  Cristoforo  Co- 
lombo 168.  Order  Sons  of  Italy  in  America,  of  Worcester, 
Mass.,  reafittrming  the  loyalty  of  the  lodge  and  its  members 
to  the  United  States  of  America,  and  calling  attention  to  the 
spread  of  intolerance  In  this  country,  which  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  presented  a  telegram  from  the  North 
Carolina  Conference  Youth  Organizations  of  the  Methodist 
Church,  Louisburg,  N.  C.  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Rxcoso.  as  follows: 

LotnsBiTBO.  N.  C,  June  22.  1940. 
Senator  Robert  R    Reynolds: 

Representing  28.000  Methodist  young  people  ot  North  Carolina, 
we  feel  that  the  Christian  way  Is  the  way  of  peace.  Will  you  keep 
us  out  of  war? 

The  North  Carolina  Conference  Youth  Organ- 
izations or  THE  Methodist  Church. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  consent  to  present 
at  this  time  for  printing  in  the  Record  and  proper  disposi- 
tion a  resolution  adopted  by  the  senate  and  concurred  in  by 
the  house  of  assembly  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey  on  the  11th 
instant. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concurrent  resolution  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

Whereas  recent  events  In  Europe  have  made  crystal  clear  the 
absolute  necessity  for  the  preparation  of  our  National  Ouard,  Army, 
and  Navy  for  every  possible  contingency;  and 

Whereas  provision  for  the  needs  of  modernized  mechanized  war- 
fare requires  cooperation  of  business.  Industry,  and  Government 
to  an  even  greater  degree  than  In  the  past:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey  (the  house 
of  assembly  concurring),  pledge  their  cooperation  to  the  Presi- 
dent and  Congress  of  the  United  States  In  all  steps  necessary  for 
the  prompt  and  energetic  Inception  and  prosecution  of  an  ade- 
quate  national-defense  program;    and   be   It  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution,  signed  by  the  president 
of  the  senate,  attested  by  the  secretary,  be  forwarded  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  the  Senators  from  New  Jersey,  and  the 
Members  of  the  Hotue  of  Representatives  from  New  Jersey. 

prrmoNs,  RxsoLtrnoNs.  and  telegrams  from  mississxppi 
Mr.  BILBO  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Lib- 
erty, Miss.,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

LiBXBTT,  Miss.,  JuTie  19.  1940. 
Hon.  Franklin  O.  Roosevelt. 

President  of  the  United  States. 
Hon.  Pat  Harrison. 
Hon.  Thxo.  O.  Bilbo. 

Senators  from  the  State  of  Mississippi,  Washinffton,  D.  C. 
Centlebtien:   We.    the    undersigned    American    citizens    and    tax- 
payers, earnestly  Insist  that  you  make  every  endeavor  to  prevent 
the  United   States  from   participating  In  any  fravlgn  war,  either 
through  choice  or  compulsion. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

Gracey  Lusk.  J.  B.  Turnlpseed.  T.  F.  Wren,  J.  Scott  Nunnery, 
J.  M.  Reynold.  W  B.  Tarver,  H.  M.  McGehee.  John  L 
Nunnery.  L.  L.  CampbeU.  OlUe  Nunnery,  Joe  D.  Gordon. 
T.  H.  Nunnery,  H.  Duck.  Hugh  Nunnery,  Roy  Nunnery, 
B  R.  Nunnery.  M.  L.  Qulnn.  Dr.  M.  D.  Qulnn.  A.  B.  WU- 
lluns,  Jr..  A.  Boyd  Wllllama,  J.  K.  Harvey,  and  Roland 
Van  Nonnon. 


Mr.  BILBO  also  presented  a  resolution  of  John  R.  Gam- 
briel  Post,  No.  23,  American  Legl(xi.  of  Drew,  Miss.,  which 
•was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  or- 
^dered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcord,  as  follows: 

Drew,  Miss. 
Hon.  Theodore  Bilbo, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  At  a  recent  meeting  of  this  organization  the  follow- 
ing resolution  was  adopted  and  the   adjutant   was   Instructed   to 
forward  a  copy  of  same  to  you  for  your  serious  consideration: 

"Now,  therefore  be  It  resolved  by  the  John  R.  Oarbrlel  Poet.  No. 
23,  American  Legion,  Inc.: 

(1)  That  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United  States 
should  take  Immediate  steps  and  adopt  such  measures  necessary 
for  compulsory  military  training  for  all  male  cltlaens  within  a 
certain  age  limit. 

(2)  That  notwithstanding  jwlltlcal  conventions  and  campaign 
aspirations,  that  Congress  stay  In  session  now  and  "during  the 
emergency,"  which  we  consider  most  grave  at  this  time  and  wUl 
contmue  to  be  so  for  an  extended  period. 

Trusting  you  will  give  this  your  due  consideration,  we  are. 
Sincerely  yours, 

John  R.  Gambriel  Post,  No.  23, 

American  Legion,  Inc., 
D.  B.  Sealt.  CoTnmander. 

Mr.  BILBO  also  presented  a  telegram  from  Fred  L.  Todd, 
adjutant,  Henry  H.  Graves  Post,  Jackson,  Miss.,  which  was 
referred  to  tne  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Jackson,  BCiss..  June  20.  1940. 
Honorable    Bilbo, 

Washington.  D.  C: 
Executive  committee  of  Henry  H.  Graves  Poet  adopted  resolu- 
tion urging  compulsory  military  training.    Your  Influence  to  enact 
same    urged. 

Fred  L.  Todd. 
Adjutant.  Henry  H.  Graves  Post, 

Mr.  BILBO  also  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  con- 
vention of  the  National  Guard  Association  of  Mississippi, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  since  the  passage  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  1920  the 
National  Guard  of  the  State  of  Mississippi  and  of  the  various  States 
of  the  Union  have  trained  primarily  for  field  service  In  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  and  has  been  equipped  and  paid  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  while  undergoing  such  training:  and 

Whereas  the  state  of  training  of  the  Mississippi  National  Guard 
and  the  National  Guard  of  the  other  States  is  such  that  with  a  short 
period  of  intensive  field  training  the  National  Guard  units  could 
and  would  be  prepared  to  function  as  first-line  troops;  and 

Whereas  the  National  Guard  units  of  the  various  States  are  In 
serious  need  of  additional  equipment  and  that  such  equipment  wUl 
shortly  be  available  under  the  expanded  defense  program  of  the 
Federal  Government;  and 

Whereas  the  suggestion  has  been  made  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  of 
the  United  States  Army  that  the  National  Guard  be  Inducted  Into 
the  Federal  service  for  training  and  for  such  use  as  may  be  neces- 
sary, but  some  parties  have  raised  objections  to  such  use  of  the 
National  Ouard:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  National  Guard  Association  of  the  State  of  Mis- 
sissippi, in  convention  assembled.  That  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  National 
Ouard  of  the  State  of  Mississippi  that  Immediate  action  .should  be 
taken  to  mobilize  the  National  Guard  units  of  the  various  States 
and  to  induct  the  same  into  the  Federal  service  If  In  the  opinion  of 
the  Chief  of  Staff  such  steps  are  now  necessary  or  desirable  In  order 
to  complete  a  program  of  adequate  national  defense;  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved.  That  It  Is  the  sense  of  this  association  that  any  delay  In 
the  determination  and  effectuation  of  an  adequate  defense  program 
would  be  a  national  catastrophe:  and  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  it  Is  the  desire  of  every  officer  of  this  association 
and  of  the  enlisted  men  of  the  National  Guard  that  the  public  gen- 
erally be  immediately  advised  In  definite  terms  that  the  National 
Guard  units  stand  ready,  able,  and  willing  to  render  In  the  field 
any  and  all  services  and  duties  as  may  be  necessary  or  advisable 
In  order  to  effectuate  an  adequate  national -defense  program 
Immediately. 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  National  Guard  Association  of  the  State  of 
Mississippi  in  convention  assembled,  Th&t  In  order  to  keep  up  with 
modern  developments  In  military  science  It  Is  necessary  that  a 
form  of  adequate  compulsory  military  training  for  all  able-bodied 
male  citizens  of  the  United  States  should  Immediately  be  estab- 
Ushed  and  put  Into  effect. 

Mr.  BILBO  also  presented  a  telegram  from  Yazoo  Delta 
Local  Agents  Association,  of  Greenwood,  Miss.,  which  was 
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ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  In  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Senator  Theodore  O.  Bujw,  Geeenwood,  Miss..  June  20. 1940. 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 
The  Yazoo  Delta  Local  Agents  Association  of  Stock  Fire  Insurance 
Companies,  at  Its  regular  monthly  meeting,  this  the  19th  day  of 
June,  at  Tunica.  Miss.,  unanimously  pledges  Its  full  cooperation 
and  support  of  the  Government  preparedness  program  and  will  do 
everything  In  Its  power  to  combat  all  subversive  elements. 

Yazoo  Delta  Local  Agents' 

Association, 
David  J.  Brewer,  Secretary. 

Mr.  BILBO  also  presented  a  resolution  of  Everard  Lee  Post, 
No.  175,  Department  of  Mississippi,  the  American  Legion. 
Merigold.  Miss.,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Evreard  Lee  Post.  No.  175. 
Department  of  Mississippi,  the  American  Legion, 

Merigold.  Miss.,  June  13,  1940. 

Whereas  the  present  war,  which  Is  spreading  throughout  the 
world.  Is  not  only  a  war  but  Is  a  revolution  against  the  established 
order  and  those  varieties  of  life  which  constitute  our  culture,  civi- 
lization, and  the  American  way  of  life  and  government;  and 

Whereas  this  revolution  Is  slowly  penetrating  the  thinking  of 
nations  In  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  even  our  own  Nation,  to 
the  extent  that  subversive  movements  have  the  support  of  certain 
types  of  American  citizens;  and 

Whereas  the  present  status  of  our  national  defense  is  appalling 
and  pitifully  weak  when  compared  with  the  war  machines  of 
aggressor  natlon.s  now  on  the  march;  and 

Whereas  because  of  long  years  of  peace  and  personal  freedom  In 
our  democracy  our  Nation  has  hitherto  not  found  It  necessary  to 
provide  such  methods  of  dealing  adequately  with  treason  and  sabo- 
tage as  other  democratic  nations  at  war  have  found  It  necessary  to 
develop  to  crush  "fifth  column"  activities  and  other  subversive 
movements  supported  by  aliens  and  radical  citizens;  and 

Whereas  because  of  the  International  situation  national  mobili- 
zation of  resources,  industrial  production,  and  manpower  is  funda- 
mentally necessary  If  the  United  States  Is  to  arm  adequately  to 
face  developments  In  world  affairs;  and 

Whereas  mobilization  of  the  resources  of  national  defense  de- 
mands a  unity  of  spirit  and  Ideas  and  the  elimination  of  the 
consideration  of  personal  convenience;  and 

Whereas  the  International  situation  Is  so  serious  and  potent  with 
possibilities  that  a  national  emergency  requiring  the  Immediate 
attention  of  Congress  could  be  precipitated  any  day  without 
warning:  Now.  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  Everard  Lee  Post,  No.  175.  of  the  American 
Legion,  Department  of  Mississippi,  on  this  13th  day  of  June  1940: 

1.  That  the  President  and  the  Congress  should  now  forego  and 
forget  personal  considerations  In  plans  for  the  development  of  an 
adequate  national  defense. 

2.  That  In  view  of  the  grave  International  situation,  which  could 
precipitate  a  national  emergency  at  any  time  without  warning, 
which  would  require  the  Immediate  attention  of  Congress,  Con- 
gress be  urged  to  remain  In  session  until  conditions  abroad  have 
changed  sufflciently  to  Justify  adjournment. 

3.  That  the  President  and  Congress  Immediately  initiate  and 
enact  legislation  providing  legal  procedures  to  punish  American 
citizens  who  advocate  the  overthrow  of  our  Government  by  force, 
fraud,  or  violence,  and  to  Imprison  or  deport  aliens  who  have 
similar  aims. 

4.  That  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United  States  should 
Immediately  enact  such  laws  and  legislation  as  may  be  necessary 
to  call  to  the  services  of  the  Nation.  In  the  development  of  an 
adequate  national  defense,  all  Industrial  resources  or  facilities, 
regardless  of  prevlotis  political  differences  or  party  lines. 

5.  That  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United  States  should 
Immediately  take  such  steps  and  adopt  such  measures  as  may  be 
necessary  to  prohibit  strikes,  satxitage,  or  delay  of  any  nature  In  the 
development  of  national  defense. 

6.  That  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United  States  Im- 
mediately take  all  steps  necessary  to  equip,  train,  and  mobilize  in 
such  strength  as  may  be  necessary,  all  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States  In  the  Regular  Army,  the  National  Guard,  the  Organized  Re- 
serves, the  United  States  Marine  Corps,  the  Navy,  and  In  any 
branch  of  governmental  service  found  necessary  for  national  de- 
fense; 

7.  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  be  urged  to  repeal  all 
parts  of  the  Johnson  Act  which  In  any  way  prohibit  or  hinder  full 
support  and  aid  to  the  allied  nations  In  the  way  of  equipment, 
munitions,  or  economic  assistance,  short  of  making  military  com- 
mitments: 

8.  That  this  post  go  on  record  as  urging  all  young  men  of  mili- 
tary age.  who  are  not  engaged  In  necessary  employment  for  the 
support  of  their  families  or  are  not  employed  In  those  Industries 
necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  national  defense,  to  enlist  Im- 
mediately In  the  National  Guard  of  the  State  of  Mississippi  or  In 
such  branches  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  in  which 
their  talenU  or  training  might  be  of  particular  value  or  service, 

9.  Th&t  this  post  offer  its  services  as  an  organization  and  each 
member  of  this  post  offer  his  services  as  an  individual  to  the  Gov- 


ernment of  the  United  States  or  to  any  State  or  subdivision  thereof, 
and  to  any  industrial  organization  having  need  therefor  for  the 
definite  purpose  of  combating  sabotage  or  "fifth  column"  activities 
of  any  nature  whatsoever; 

10.  That  this  post  cooperate  with  national  headquarters  and  State 
headquarters  in  initiating  and  developing  for  Itself  a  program  of 
proper  observation  of  the  week,  June  17  to  June  22,  as  American- 
ism Week,  for  the  discussion  and  realization  of  the  benefits,  bless- 
ings, and  obligations  of  American  citizenship;  and  to  seek  the 
cooperation  of  newspapers,  civic  clubs,  and  Individual  citizens  In 
such  observation. 

E.  S.  North, 
Commander  of  Post,  1940. 

Dr.  a.  M.  Wynne. 
Com»ruindcr-el€ct,  1941. 

Ira  Ratner. 

Mr.  BILBO  also  presented  a  resolution  of  Frank  G.  Wing- 
field  Post,  No.  66.  American  Legion.  Leland.  Miss.,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  In  the  Record,   < 

as  follows: 

Resolution  expressing  our  devotion  to  the  Ideals  of  democratic 
government  and  our  sympathy  for  our  former  Allies,  the  British 
and  French  Empires,  pledging  our  loyalty  to  their  cause  and 
urging  our  Government  to  grant  them  all  aid  possible,  and  that 
immediately 

Whereas  the  fundamental  purpose  of  the  American  Legion  is  to 
perpetuate  and  foster  the  democratic  Ideals  of  government  as 
Illustrated  by  the  United  States  of  America  during  the  entire 
period  of  its  existence  as  a  Nation,  for  the  promotion  of  which 
many  sacrifices  have  been  made,  and  for  the  protection  of  which 
the  members  of  this  organization  fought  in  the  World  War  along 
with  the  forces  of  the  British  and  French  Empires  and  other 
nations;   and 

Whereas  the  same  democratic  ideals  of  government  are  now  in 
Jeopardy  by  the  barbar.c  and  monstrous  efforts  of  the  totali- 
tarian nations  of  the  world  to  crush  and  destroy  our  former 
Allies,  and  to  destroy  their  democratic  forms  of  government  and 
their  Ideals  of  Justice  and  liberty;  and 

Whereas  under  such  conditions  it  Is  impossible  for  this  organi- 
zation to  remain  silent  and  inactive  while  our  former  Allies  are 
engaged  in  a  llfe-and-death  struggle  for  the  protection  and  preser- 
vation of  their  liberty  and  democratic  Ideals;   and 

Whereas  in  said  struggle  we  realize  that  our  hopes  and  welfare 
of  the  future  are  interwoven  with  those  of  the  democratic  gov- 
ernments, and  their  loss  in  this  struggle  w.U  be  our  loss,  and 
leave  our  Nation  the  only  great  stronghold  of  democracy  left  on 
the  face  of  the  world,  and  In  all  probability  will  leave  us  alone 
to  be  attacked  and  destroyed  by  the  totalitarian  nations  when 
they  so  desire;   and 

Whereas  we  want  the  democratic  nations  at  war  to  know  that 
our  sympathies  are  with  them  In  this  struggle,  and  that  it  is  our 
desire  that  our  Government  render  them  every  aid  possible  In 
their  distress,  and  that  immediately:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Frank  G.  Wingfield  Post.  No.  66.  of  the  Ameri- 
can  Legion,   Leland,   Miss.: 

1.  That  we  reaffirm  our  devotion  and  loyalty  to  the  democratic 
ideals  of  government,  liberty,  and  Justice,  the  protection  of  which 
our  former  Allies,  the  British  and  French  Empires,  have  been  or 
are  now  courageously  defending  without  adequate  supplies  and 
preparation  from  the  totalitarian  nations  In  the  most  ruthless  and 
barbaric  war  In   history. 

2.  That  we  urge  our  Government  to  grant  them  all  the  Imme- 
diate aid  and  assistance  possible,  and  express  our  unwillingness 
to  sit  idly  by  with  a  surplus  of  food  and  an  inexhaustible  supply 
of  metals  and  ammunition  that  could  mean  their  victory  and 
the  saving  of  our  democratic  Ideals. 

3.  That  we  urge  and  beg  our  Government  and  those  in  authority 
therein  to  give  the  democratic  nations  so  sorely  pressed  by  the 
totalitarian  aggressors  all  the  material  aid  and  assistance  p>os8lble. 
and  that  speedily,  saving  only  such  supplies  and  materials  that 
may  be  necessary  for  our  own  defense,  and  that  credit  be  ex- 
tended for  same,  if  desired. 

4.  That  we  offer  our  services  to  our  Government  to  assist  In 
eliminating  and  destroying  aU  subversive  movements  and  ele- 
ments In  our  country,  as  well  as  to  stamp  out  all  non-Amer.can. 
un-American,  and  disloyal  organizations,  persons,  and  practices 
that  may  exist. 

5.  That  In  order  that  these  purposes  may  be  carried  out  and 
future  emergencies  met  as  they  appear  that  the  Congiess  of  the 
United  States  of  America  remain  In  session  as  long  as  the  present 
emergency  exists. 

Adopted  th.s,  the  17th  day  of  June  1940,  by  a  unanimous  vote. 

Mr.  BILBO  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Woman's 
Club  and  affiliated  clubs  of  Holly  Springs,  Miss.,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  In  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Whereas  there  exists  today  unprecedented  and  unpredictable 
International  chaos,  potential  with  national  menace  to  the  United 
States  of  America;  and  whereas,  in  our  Judgment,  the  gravest  crisis 
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now  eanfronta  this  country  In  Its  long  history,  reqtilrlng  energy, 
courage,  patriotism,  ability,  and  devotion  to  duty  of  the  highest 
order  on  the  part  of  our  entire  citizenry,  and  more  especially  those 
i2:aving  authority;  and  whereas  we  feel  that  o\ir  views  as  Ameri- 
cans ibould  be  communicated  to  those  who  represent  us  In  the 
Matknal  Congress:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  we  memorialize  our  Senators.  Hon.  Pat  Harkisoit 
and  Hon.  Tiieodose  O.  Bn.BO,  and  our  Congressman.  Hon.  Wau. 
DoxcT.  and  urge  them  to  use  their  votes  and  Influence  to  the  ut- 
mcist  for  the  accomplishment  of  three  things  now: 

First.  Infinite  and  speedy  arming  of  the  Nation  adequately,  and 
providing  an  Army  and  Navy,  tank  and  air  forces,  not  conformable 
to  oiir  past  conceptions  of  adequacy,  but  comparable  to  the  com- 
bined forces  of  both  Oermany  and  Italy,  and  that  all  national 
expenditures  be  subordinated  to  this  purpose. 

That  Congress  do  not  permit  this  country  to  be  led  or  drawn 
Into  this  war.  If  It  can  honorably  be  avoided,  and  In  oiu  judgment 
It  can  be  honorably  avoided. 

That  Congress  do  not  adjourn  or  even  recess  at  thU  time  of 
crisis  and  march  of  relentless  change  in  the  aspect  of  world'  affairs, 
as  we  deem  the  presence  of  Congress  in  Washington  to  be  of  the 
,    utmost  importance  to  national  safety. 

These  resolutions  are  sent  on  behalf  of  the  Woman's  Club  of 
Holly  Springs,  including  Home  Room  Mothers,  the  Garden  Club, 
and  other  affiliates,  and  a  copy  shall  be  sent  to  the  aforesaid  Sen- 
ators and  Congressman,  this  the  18th  day  of  June  1940. 

Mr.  BILBO  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  executive 
committee  of  Clement  R.  Bontempts  Post  139,  American 
Legion,  of  Bay  St.  Louis,  Miss.,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolution  deploring  the  present  world  crisis:  reaffirming  our 
loyalty  to  the  ideals  of  government  that  our  former  Allies  are 
making  great  wicnfices  to  maintain,  pledging  our  loyalty  to  their 
cause,  and  urging  Immediate  aid  to  them  by  our  Government 
A  meeting  of  the  Executive  Committee  of  Clement  R.  Bontempts 
Post  139.  of  the  American  Legion,  of  Bay  St.  Louis,  Miss.,  was  held  at 
7:30  p.  m.  Monday.  June  10.  IMO. 

The  following  is  a  resolution  unanimously  adopted  by  the  com- 
mittee: 

Whereas  Communists.  Nazis.  Fascists,  and  other  foreign  organiza- 
tions constitute  a  threat  to  our  democratic  form  of  government;  and 
Whereas  the  Communists.  Nazis,  Fascists,  and  other  organizations 
opposed  to  democracy  in  this  cotintry  are  the  nucletis  of  a  "flfth 
column"  which  now  exists  In  this  country:  and 

Whereas  agents  of  said  organizations  and  existing  enemies  are 
now  residing  in  this  country  and  are  a  threat  to  the  safety  and 
welfare  of  our  people;  and 

Whereas  the  United  SUtcs  should  not.  In  the  exercise  of  good 
Judgment,  tolerate  such  enemies  and  organizations  within  Its 
borders;  and 

Whereas  this  country  should  Immediately  prepare  Itself  ade- 
quately to  combat  any  combination  of  powers  that  could  possibly 
attack  It:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  members  of  the  executive  committee  of  Clement 
R.  Bontempts  Post  139.  of  the  American  Legion.  Bay  St.  Louis.  Miss., 
Th.nt  we  now  sincerely  urge  our  Oovernment  to  forcefully  take  active 
measures  to  curb  the  activities  of  all  Communists,  Nazis,  Fascists, 
and  all  aliens,  and  any  other  organizations  in  this  coimtry  opposed 
to,  our  democratic  form  of  government,  and  we  respectfully  suggest 
that  every  Communist.  Nazi,  Fascist,  or  of  any  of  the  above-men- 
tioned organizations  be  Immediately  coralled  and  put  \uider  Gov- 
ernment supervision,  and  we  most  earnestly  endorse  the  action  of 
our  President  in  placing  the  Immigration  Department  imder  the 
Department  of  Justice.  We  respectfully  further  suggest  that  the 
F.  B.  I.  forces  be  tremendously  Increased  to  deal  with  these 
activities. 

We  call  upon  all  patriotic  citizens  to  cooperate  with  the  execu- 
tive committee  of  the  Clement  R.  Bontempts  Post  139  of  the 
American  Legion,  who  Is  in  contact  with  the  F.  B.  I.  In  overcoming 
the  threat  to  our  liberty  caused  by  such  organizations  and  aliens 
In  this  country,  and  we  believe  that  an  adequate  defense  of  this 
country  cannot  be  had  without  a  thorough  elimination  of  all 
"flfth  column"  elements  and  urge  that  our  CJovernment  take  every 
precaution  to  eliminate  all  "flfth-column"  activities;  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions  be  sent  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  to  each  Senator  and  each  Representa- 
tive of  the  House  of  Representatives  from  Mississippi,  and  that  a 
copy  be  given  to  the  press  for  publication. 

Mr.  BILBO  also  presented  a  resolution  of  Local  No.  589.  Na- 
tional Federation  of  Federal  Employees.  Jackson,  Miss.,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  a  state  of  emergency  exists  In  the  United  States  today 
by  reason  of  world  conflict;  and 

Whereas  vast  sums  are  needed  for  preparedness  and  for  national 
defense;  and 

Whereas  when  the  question  of  economy  or  providing  additional 
funds  for  national  defense  Is  mentioned  the  tendency  is  and  always 
has  been  to  reduce  the  salaries  of  Federal  employees;  and 

Whereas  the  amounts  secured  throxigh  such  redxictlons  are  Inflnl- 
trslmal  In  comparison  with  needed  funds;  and 


Whereas  there  usually  comes  with  Increased  Industry  and  war 
conditions  a  corresponding  increase  in  the  cost  of  living,  and  salaries 
of  Federal  employees  are  now  Inadequate:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved  by  Local  589  of  the  National  Federation  of  Federal 
Employees,  That  this  local,  while  pledging  anew  our  loyalty  to  the 
Government,  is  unalterably  opposed  to  any  reduction  In  salary  of 
Government  employees;  that  the  national  organization  and  the 
Members  of  the  Mississippi  delegation  in  the  Senate  and  the  Houss 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  be  urged  to  use  their  best 
efforts  to  provide  a  systematic  program  for  promotion  on  merit  at 
regular  yearly  intervals  as  a  means  to  promote  efficiency  and  to 
increase  the  morale  of  field  employees  of  the  Government:  and  be 
It  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  to  each  of 
the  two  United  States  Senators  from  Mississippi  and  to  the  sis 
Congressmen  representing  Mississippi  and  to  the  National  Federa» 
tlon  of  Federal  Employees,  and  that  copies  t>e  given  to  the  press. 

AID  TO  THK  ALLi: 


PETITlOIf 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  recently  I  presented  a  petition 
praying  that  aid  and  assistance  be  given  to  the  Allies  by 
this  Oovernment.  I  requested  that  the  body  of  the  petition 
be  printed  in  the  Record.  The  petition  itself  with  the  accom- 
panying names  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations.  I  now  present  a  supplemental  petition  with  addi- 
tional signatures  from  the  same  city.  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  and 
ask  that  it  be  referred  to  the  same  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objecUon.  the  petition 
will  be  received  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

RKSOLxrnoN  or  the  united  states  xunior  chamber  or  com- 
merce— NATIONAL- defense   PROBLEMS 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  present  and  publish  in  the  Record  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  United  States  Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce 
in  session  at  Washington  in  connection  with  national  defense 
and  America's  foreign  policy.  I  present  this  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Ben  Johnson,  of  Preston,  Idaho,  who  is  the  national 
director  of  the  Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce.  He  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  resolutions  committee,  and  had  a  good  deal  to  do 
with  the  drafting  and  adoption  of  this  resolution. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  United  States  Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
in  convention  a^isembled  on  this  the  21st  day  of  June  1940,  That 
our  position  with  reference  to  the  present  significant  problems  of 
national  defense  be  stated  as  follows: 

I.  We  believe  in  the  preservation  of  the  democratic  form  of  gov- 
ernment which  assures  to  our  citizens  the  hbcrties  and  freedom 
guaranteed  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  We  believe 
that  the  latent  dynamics  of  a  democracy,  once  aroused    are  more 

■powerful  than  the  driven  dynamics  of  dictatorships.  To  attain 
that  end.  we  realize  that  the  young  men  of  America  have  a  special 
responsibility.  Hence  we  pledge  our  efforts  to  allay  hysteria  and 
not  to  forget  the  need  for  the  solution  of  Important  domestic 
problems  which  continue  to  be  vital  to  our  democratic  form  of 
life  and  to  assist  In  welding  together  our  people  through  mutual 
confidence  and  trust,  recognizing  that  to  achieve  this  end  we  must 
reduce  unemployment,  preserve  industrial  peace  and  the  rights  of 
labor,  assure  the  fair  treatment  that  encourages  capital  Investment, 
assure  fair  treatment  for  agrlculttu-e.  and  discourage  imfair  ad- 
vantage wherever  shown. 

II.  We  consider  that  the  most  Important  problem  of  the  day 
^®  Immediate  establishment  of  an  adequate  national  defense, 
ni.  We  believe  that  the  foUowlng  are  necessary  elements  of  an 

adequate  national  defense:  cii«  ui  »u 

A.  A  clear  definition  of  the  necessary  geographical  area  of  defense. 
As  a  nilnlmum.  such  an  area,  must  Include  the  United  States  and  Its 
possessions  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

B.  Immediate  organization  of  all  resoxu-oes,  including  Industry 
and  manpower,  which  includes:  <*="/ 

1.  Compulsory  military  training. 

a^  Training  of  individuals  In  skills  and  techniques  necessary 
to  the  rapid  and  efficient  production  of  materials  and  equipment 
required  for  defense.  ^     ^ 

3  AdministraUve  coordination  of  all  agencies  involved  dln^ctly 
or  Indirectly  in  the  defense  program;  appointment  by  the  President 
of  one  person  charged  with  this  administrative  responsibility  and 
eUmlnatlon  of  delays  and  unnecessary  procedural  technicalities 

4.  Elimination  of  excessive  profits  to  Industry,  agriculture  and 
labor  by  reason  of  production  incident  to  the  defense  program 
_  6^  Development  of  our  own  resources  with  a  view  to  national  self- 
sufficiency  through  an  immediate  program  of  extensive  research  as 
to  latent  resources,  chemical  substance,  mechanical  devices  and 
synthetic  products. 

C.  RecogniUon  and  wUllngness  to  bear  the  Increased  costs  of  such 
a  defense  program.     Insofar  as  possible  these  costs  must  be  paid 


D.  Loyalty  to  the  United  States  of  America.  We  declare  our 
belief  In  the  loyalty  of  the  great  majority  of  our  citizens.  How- 
ever, adequate  steps  must  immediately  be  taken  to  eliminate  all 
acts  of  disloyalty  to  our  democratic  form  of  government.  This 
Involves,  among  other  steps,  strict  enforcement  of  the  Immigration 
laws  and  mandatory  registration  of  all  aliens. 

E.  Elimination  of  the  use  of  the  cloak  of  diplomatic  privilege 
as  a  device  to  conceal  unfriendly  propaganda  and  subversive 
activity. 

P.  Public  knowledge  of  all  pertinent  facts  relative  to  problems 
of  national  defense  and  our  relationship  to  foreign  conflicts.  We 
Insist  that  our  governmental  leaders  are  under  an  obligation  to 
keep  us  promptly  and  fully  informed  on  these  matters.  We  recog- 
nize the  reciprocal  obligation  on  the  part  of  every  citizen  to  keep 
himself  fully  informed. 

O.  Also  as  an  element  of  defense  the  step  may  be  Justified  of 
making  available  for  purchase  supplies  and  equipment  to  those 
nations  ImpKJrtant  to  our  plan  of  national  defense,  provided  that 
the  requiremenu  of  our  own  defenses  shall  In  no  event  be  prejudiced 
by  such  sale. 

rv.  We  oppose  sending  an  armed  force  outside  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  ^,     ,  , 

V.  No  armed  force  shall  be  sent  beyond  our  geographical  area  of 
defense. 

Having  faith  In  our  future  and  confidence  In  the  willingness  or 
cur  young  men  to  make  any  sacrifices  necessary,  the  United  States 
Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce  tenders  to  the  Nation  the  services  of 
Its  members  and  organizations— local.  State,  and  National— in  the 
establishment  of  adequate  national  defense  and  the  maintenance  of 
our  democratic  foim  of  government. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  BAILEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  to  which 
was  referred  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  283)  authorizing 
Col.  Donald  H.  Connolly  to  hold  the  office  of  Administrator 
of  Civil  Aeronautics  in  the  Department  of  Commerce,  re- 
ported it  without  amendment. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah,  from  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  to  which  was  referred  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res. 
243)  authorizing  Government  employees*  participation  in 
the  celebration  of  National  Aviation  Day.  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1938)  thereon, 

Mr.  SHEPPARD,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bUl  (H.  R.  9158)  to  amend  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  for  the  protection  of  certain  enlisted 
men  of  the  Army,"  approved  August  19.  1937.  and  for  other 
purposes,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1939)   thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  4044)  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  of  Donald  D. 
Elliott,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report   <No.   1940)    thereon. 

Mr.  OVERTON,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  6572)  to  amend  the  Mer- 
chant Marine  Act.  1936.  as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine 
war-risk  insurance  and  reinsurance  and  for  marine-risk 
reinsurance,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  with  amend- 
ments and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1942)  thereon. 

Mr.  SMITH,  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4156)  for  the  relief 
of  the  Continental  Aerosurveys  Corporation,  reported  it 
without   amendment. 

FRENCH  SPOLWTION  CLAIMS — ADVERSE  AND  FAVORABLE  REPORTS 
OF  MEMBERS  OF  SUBCOMMITTEE  WITHIN  COMMITTEE  ON 
CLAIMS 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  in  the  Claims  Committee 
there  has  been  for  many  years  a  group  of  claims  known  as 
the  French  spoliation  claims.  They  have  been  at  different 
times  reported  favorably  and  adversely  to  the  Senate.  The 
committee  the  other  day  had  a  very  full  rep>ort  upon  the 
subject,  and.  by  unanimous  vote,  decided  indefinitely  to 
postpone  consideration.  By  that  procedure  no  record  will 
be  made  of  the  reports  which  were  prepared.  The  Senator 
from  Louisiana  tMr.  Ellender]  and  myself  prepared  a 
lengthy  adverse  report,  and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  Wiley  1  prepared  a  favorable  report.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  those  reports  be  printed  in  the  Congressional 
Record  in  the  regular  REcoRD-size  7',i2-point  type,  so  that 
they  may  be  available. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 


The  reports  above  referred  to  are  as  follows: 

MAJORTTT   STJBCOMMrrrEE   REPOKT,    DT    MR.    BROWN 

We  have  decided  to  report  adversely  Senate  3173,  the  French 
spoliation  claims  bill. 

The  matter  was  referred  to  the  undersigned  as  a  subcommittee. 
Because  of  the  amount  involved,  $3,240,019.34,  covering  1,358  claims. 
and  because  of  the  necessity  for  a  full  understanding  of  the  situa- 
tion, we  concluded  to  ask  the  attorneys  Interested  to  present  their 
views  before  the  full  committee,  which  was  done  on  Wednesday, 
May  8.  1940.  The  committee  heard  the  Honorable  David  I.  Walsh, 
a  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  whose  bill  brought  the  controversy 
before  the  Congress;  Joseph  P.  Tumulty.  Jr..  attorney:  and  J.  Henry 
Scattergood.  vice  president  of  the  Insurance  Co.  of  Pennsylvania. 

These  gentlemen  had  a  full  understanding  of  the  situation  and 
were  of  great  assistance  to  the  committee  In  placing  the  facts 
before  It. 

The  subcommittee  win  not  attempt  to  set  forth  a  lengthy  report 
of  the  claims  and  refers  to  a  committee  report  of  the  late  Senator 
Logan  under  date  of  May  26.  1937.  In  which  he  recommends  favor- 
able action  on  the  claims.  It  is  needless  to  set  forth  his  reasoning 
and  the  various  reports  made  by  representatives  of  the  Government 
therein  contained.  Reference  is  also  made  to  the  minority  report 
dated  June  3.  1926.  filed  by  the  late  Senator  Howell,  which  sets  forth 
some  of  the  reasons  why.  In  that  Senator's  opinion,  concurred  In  by 
Senators  Nye,  Trammell.  Caraway,  and  Mayfleld,  the  claim  should 
not  be  allowed.  Necessarily  in  giving  the  opinion  of  this  subcom- 
mittee, some  matters  contained  In  these  reports  will  be  briefly 
touched  upon. 

Under  legislation  previously  enacted,  the  Court  of  Claims  has 
found  the  facts  and  advised  the  Congress  as  to  the  amounts  which 
should  be  paid  If.  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Congress,  these  people 
should  be  reimbursed.  It  Is  said  that  82  percent  of  the  claims  pre- 
sented to  the  court  have  been  rejected  and  18  percent  have  been 
approved,  and  that  the  1.358  claims  contained  in  S.  3173  are  the  sole 
remaining  claims.  Two  hundred  forty-four  of  the  items,  amount- 
ing to  $747,000.  in  round  figures,  are  the  claims  of  heirs,  assignees, 
etc.,  of  individual  uninsured  shipowners.  Two  hundred  flfty-fcur 
claims,  amounting  to  $1,914,000,  in  round  figures,  have  been  paid  by 
insurance  companies  and  they,  under  the  principle  of  subrogation, 
are  asking  reimbursement  from  the  Government.  Eight  hundred 
fifty-six  claims,  amounting  to  $577,000  In  round  figures,  are  claims 
made  by  the  heirs  and  assignees,  etc.,  of  private  underwriters. 
These  claims  have  been  before  the  Congress  many  times  and  have 
not  yet,  of  course,  been  passed  by  both  Houses  in  the  same  session 
and  signed  by  a  President. 

We  now  set  forth  the  basis  for  the  claims  in  a  general  way  without 
attempting  to  particularize.  It  is  contended  that  commencing  in 
1793  and  continuing  for  about  8  years  the  French  Goveriunent 
seized  ships  owned  by  our  citizens  and  sailing  under  our  flag  and 
their  cargoes  or  destroyed  them  under  the  pretext  that  we  had  vio- 
lated the  treaty  of  1778  by  which  we  had  agreed  to  go  to  the  aid  of 
France  in  the  event  assault  was  made  upon  the  French  possessions 
in  the  West  Indies  in  return  for  the  help  given  us  in  the  Revolution. 
It  Is  regrettable  to  be  compelled  to  say  that  we  did  not  live  up  to 
the  letter  and  spirit  of  this,  our  first  international  undertaking. 
The  matter,  however,  was  honorably  disposed  of  by  cur  Government 
In  the  treaty  of  1801.     I  quote  from  page  2  of  the  Howell  report: 

"As  a  consequence  a  treaty  was  concluded  providing  for  a  "flrm^. 
Inviolable,  and  universal  peace"  between  the  French  Republic  and 
the  United  Stales,  and  our  envoys,  in  accord  with  their  instruc- 
tions, secured  a  stipulation  for  the  reimbursement  of  our  citizens 
for  losses,  due  to  the  French  spoliations  in  connection  with  vessels 
and  cargoes  not  "definitely  condemned"  by  prize  courts  prior  to  the 
agreement's  final  sanction. 

"The  ratification  of  this  treaty  in  1801  met  with  general  approval, 
except  among  certain  Interested  merchants,  shipowners,  insurance 
companies,  and  underwriters,  they  Insisting  that  France  should 
make  restitution  irrespective  of  whether  prize  courts  had  passed 
upon  captures,  and  that  in  not  securing  such  compensation  our 
Government  had  failed  In  Its  duty  or.  what  was  worse,  had  offset 
American  private  claims,  properly  payable  by  France,  against  the 
national  claims  of  that  country,  and  therefore,  in  the  place  of 
France,  we  should  pay  such  claims  out  of  the  Treasury. 

"The  Government  answered  in  effect  that,  as  actual  warfare  existed 
between  the  nations,  the  demands  of  claimants  were  invalid,  espe- 
cially in  those  cases  where  prize  courts  had  finally  disposed  of  the 
property  Involved.  The  correctness  of  this  view  could  not  be  suc- 
cessfully controverted;  however,  the  claimants  took  the  position 
that  a  declaration  of  war  had  not  been  made  by  either  country  and 
therefore  war  did  not  exist,  in  fact.  This,  however,  was  effectively 
combated  by  the  citation  of  a  formal  opinion  by  the  then  Attorney 
General  and  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  to 
the  effect  that  there  was  actual  war  between  the  United  States 
and  France. 

"Such,  in  short.  Is  the  genesis  and  character  of  these  claims  which, 
since  the  beginning  of  the  last  century,  have  been  intermittently 
pending  before  Congress,  down  to  the  present  time,  and  for  the 
payment  of  which  S.  63  makes  definite  and  final  provision." 

There  was  no  commitment  on  the  part  of  our  Government  to  pay 
the  claims  now  asserted  against  It.  The  contention  is  that  our 
Government  bartered  away  jxissible  rights  of  these  claimants  against 
the  French  in  return  for  cancelation  of  our  obligations  to  aid  France 
under  the  treaty  of  1778.  Of  course,  all  we  did  was  to  Insist  on 
reimbursement  by  the  French  to  our  shipowners  for  ships  and 
cargoes  not  condenuied  according  to  International  law.    Ttie  basis 
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asserted  for  these  claims  seems  flimsy  to  view  of  oxir  Court's  deter- 
mination that  war  existed. 

Claims  of  this  character  are  dependent  upon  the  will  of  Congress. 
There  is,  of  course,  no  legal  liabUlty.  Equitable  principles  guide 
the  Committee  on  Claims  In  their  determinations.  The  statute  of 
Umltatloris  is  not  Involved  because  of  the  fact  that  the  claimants 
never  had  a  right  of  action  against  the  Government.  But  at  the 
outset  your  committee  Is  faced  with  a  consideration  of  the  reason- 
ing back  of  the  statute  of  limitations.  Why  do  we  place  a  limit 
upon  the  time  that  a  claimant  may  assert  by  action  in  the  courts 
his  claim  against  a  person  subject  to  being  sued?  I  think  Mr. 
Justice  Story  well  expressed  the  answer  In  Bell  against  Morrison, 
where  he  said  of  the  statute: 

'at  is  a  wise  and  beneficial  law,  not  designed  merely  to  raise  a 
presumption  of  pmjrment  of  a  Just  debt,  from  lapse  of  time,  but 
to  afford  security  from  stale  demands,  after  the  true  state  of  the 
transactions  may  have  been  forgotten,  or  be  incapable  of  explana- 
tion, by  reason  of  the  death  or  removal  of  witnesses"  (1  Pet.  U.  8. 
351:  7  L.  Ed.  174). 

The  same  principle  is  set  forth  in  Corpus  Juris  on  the  subject  of 
limitations  of  action  in  the  following  language: 

"The  basic  principle  most  generally  relied  upon  by  the  authorities 
la  that  statutes  of  limitation  are  sUtutes  of  repose,  the  object  of 
which  Is  to  suppress  fraudulent  and  stale  claims  from  springing  up  at 
great  distances  of  time  and  surprising  the  parties  or  their  represent- 
atives when  all  the  proper  vouchers  and  evidences  are  lost  or  the 
facts  have  become  obscure  from  the  lapse  of  time  or  the  defective 
memory  or  death,  or  removal  of  witnesses"  (37  Corpus  Juris  684-6). 
It  must  be  remembered  In  this  connection  that  the  French  Gov- 
ernment was  the  offending  party  and  only  the  French  Government 
had  a  full  tmderstandmg  and  knowledge  of  the  situation.  But  they 
were  not  legally  responsible  and  therefore  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  through  Its  Attorney 
General,  appeared  In  the  Court  of  Claims,  the  real  offender  did  not 
appear.  The  French  had  a  special  knowledge  of  the  situation  which 
could  not  be  possessed  and  much  less  presented  through  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States.  Considerably  over  a  hundred  years 
Intervened  between  the  hearing  and  the  occurrences  which  gave  rise 
to  the  claims.  Therefore,  despite  what  was  said  by  the  wltnes.ses  at 
the  hearing,  we  think  it  must  be  concluded  that  the  same  kind  of  a 
defense  that  could  have  been  made  shortly  after  the  alleged  dam- 
ages occurred  could  not  now  be  made.  Thus  the  reasoning  back  of 
our  statutes  of  limitations  and  repose  apply,  though  there  are  no 
statutes  which  have  direct  effect  or  operation  upon  the  situation. 
TO  now  conclude  that  our  Government  could  make  an  adequate 
defen.se  against  these  various  claims  Is  to  reach  a  determtoation  that 
reasonable  minds  cannot.  In  our  Judgment,  reach. 

The  second  proposition  that  appeals  to  yotir  committee  concerns 
the  recipients  of  these  claims,  of  two  classes — the  heirs  and  assigns 
of  original  owners  and  the  heirs  and  a.'algns  of  private  underwriters. 
TO  now  ttim  over  to  the  fourth  and  fifth  generation  of  heirs  large 
sums  of  money  not  as  a  matter  of  right  but  as  a  matter  of  grace 
upon  the  part  of  our  Govenunent  has  little  appeal  to  your  subccm- 
mlttee"8  sense  of  equity  and  Justice.  How  much  would  have  been 
taken  by  way  of  State  and  Federal  taxes  and  local  levies  can  never 
be  determined.  It  Is  true  that  interest  is  not  asked  and  might  be 
considered  in  this  connection,  but  how  much  of  this  sum  would 
have  been  left  for  present-day  heirs  if  It  had  been  paid  back  In  1800? 
As  to  the  Insurance  and  private  underwriter  claims  (over  75  per- 
cent of  the  total)  and  on  some  other  features  of  the  bill  your  sub- 
committee desires  to  quote  some  statements  made  by  Senator  Brown 
as  found  on  pages  71.  72.  and  73  of  the  record  of  the  hearing.  They 
were  addressed  to  Mr.  Scattergood.  the  vice  president  of  the  Penn- 
sylvania company,  the  gentlenum  who  prot>ably  has  the  greatest 
general  knowledge  of  this  subject  matter: 

"Senator  Bkown.  Mr.  Scattergood.  before  you  read  your  state- 
ment, I  want  to  refer  to  one  or  two  matters,  so  that  you  can 
answer  the  entire  argument  when  you  take  up  your  subject. 
I  am  going  to  lay  aside  the  question  of  the  statute  of  limitations, 
the  question  of  whether  or  not  substantial  Justice  is  being  done 
by  paying  these  amounts  to  the  heirs  of  owners,  and  the  question 
of  how  much,  by  State  and  Federal  taxes,  and  so  on.  these  entire 
amounts  nUght  be  diminished,  and  get  down  to  the  essential 
Justice  of  the  thing,  because,  after  all,  that  ia  what  we  want  to 
consider. 

"I  cannot  get  out  of  my  mind  the  theory  that  the  general  public 
during  the  period  from  1793  to  1801  really  bore  the  burden  of 
this  loss.  As  far  as  the  Insurance  companies  were  concerned, 
the  record  seems  to  show  that  they  Increased  their  rates  imme- 
diately after  the  trouble  arose.  The  record  shows  here  that  the 
rates  went  up  from  aVa.  I  think,  to  33  percent.  (See  p.  4.  Howell 
report.) 

"Mr.  ScATTKBOooo.  That  was  exceedingly  unusual. 

"Senator  BaowN.  Yes:  but  they  did. 

"Mr  ScAmnGooD.  There  may  have  been  a  p>eak;  it  may  have  been 
for  a  round-the-world  voyage,  you  know.      You  cannot  tell  what. 

"Senator  Bbown.  Of  coiu^e.  that  applies  to  botli  the  insurance 
companies  and  the  private  luderwrlters. 

"Mr    ScATTEacooD.  That  is  right. 

"Senator  Bkown.  In  other  words,  great  risk  was  Involved,  and. 
as  a  result,  great  tocreases  in  rates  were  charged  by  Insurance 
companies. 

"It  seems  to  me  that  the  record  also  shows  that  the  Insurance 
companies  involved,  or  at  least  some  of  them,  paid  extraordinary 
dividends 

"Mr.  ScATTxacooo.  No,  Seiuitor. 


"(In  this  connection  the  Howell  report  shows  the  following: 
"Mr.  Scattergood's  company,  the  Insurance  Co.  of  PenssylvanU, 
approximated  an  8  percent  per  annum  retvun  on  its  tinder- 
writlng  profits  during  the  period  involved,  and  cleared  about 
as  much  more  on  other  business.  The  marine  premiums  written 
by  the  North  American  Co.  to  the  close  of  the  year  1793  amounted 
to  $213,000:  the  losses  paid.  $38,484  The  first  10  years  of  the 
company's  operations  showed  an  excess  of  premiums  above  losses 
of  $536,569.14  without  consideration  of  the  profits  from  other 
sources.  The  company  was  incorporated  in  1794,  although  it 
did  business  as  an  unincorporated  asfiociatlon  at  the  beginning 
of  1793.  In  the  first  year  of  its  corporate  existence  it  paid  a 
dividend  of  12  percent.  During  the  next  4  years  the  dividends 
averaged  approximately  28  percent,  and  In  the  next  year  30 
percent.     This  approximately  covered  the  period  tovolved." 

Your  subcommittee  agrees  with  the  statenaent  of  the  Howell 
report  that  the  French  spoliations  were  a  godsend  to  this  company 
and  other  Insurers  of  that  day. 

"Senator  Wu.rr.  Was  that  question  ever  raised  in  the  Court  of 
Claims,  or  was  any  equitable  question  of  that  sort  raised? 

"Mr.  ScATTEBCooD.  Not  in  a  single  one  did  that  apply. 

"Senator  Wilxt.  I  feel  that  if  they  were  somehow  res  adjudicata. 
It  ought  to  be  out  of  the  picture  here. 

"Mr.  Scattergood.  It  was  simply  made  a  matter  of  record,  what 
the  fact  was  In  each  case. 

"Senator  Baoww.  The  fact  that  the  rates  went  up  generally,  it 
seems  to  me,  demonstrates  why  the  Insurance  companies  made 
what  might  be  characterized  as  extraordinary  profits  during  that 
period  of  time  and  paid  their  losses. 

"I  do  not  think  It  Is  In  the  record,  but  1  should  like  to  have  you 
discuss,  either  now  or  later,  whether  or  not  their  freight  rates  did 
not  likewise  go  up  tremendously.  It  la  impossible  for  me  to  view 
that  situation  without  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  if  the  insur- 
ance companies  raised  the  rates  of  Insurance  premiums  that  these 
people  had  to  pay.  then  likewise  there  must  have  been  a  rise  in 
freight  rates.  If  there  was  that  rise  In  freight  rates.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  general  result  of  that  entire  development  would  be  that 
the  general  shipping  public — which  was  the  people  of  the  United 
States — footed  the  bill;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  while  the  ship- 
owners lost  individual  ships  and  while  undoubtedly  some  slight 
Injustice  will  be  done  If  we  do  not  pay  these  claims  to  certain  indi- 
viduals, nevertheless,  looking  at  the  thing  in  the  large  way.  the 
general  shipping  public  of  that  period  stood  the  loss,  in  the  great 
Increase  of  freight  rates  that  must  have  resulted  from  these  dangers, 
and  in  high  ln.surance  premiums. 

"So  it  is  difficult  for  me  to  be  convinced  that,  upon  an  equitable 
basis,  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States  of  this  present  generation 
should  bear  a  burden  which  I  think  the  general  shlppinR  public  In 
that  decade  paid  in  Increased  freight  rates  and  in  Increased  insur- 
ance premiums." 

In  our  Judgment  Mr.  Scattergood  did  not  answer  these  arguments. 
We  now  quote  a  part  of  the  Cleveland  veto  message  on  a  similar 
bill: 

"These  insurers  by  the  terms  of  their  policies  undertook  and 
agreed  to  bear  and  take  upon  themselves  all  the  risks  and  perils  of 
the  sea,  men-of-war.  fire,  enemies,  rovers,  thieves,  JettLson,  letters  of 
mart  and  countermart,  reprisals,  takings  at  sea.  arrests,  restraints, 
and  detainments  of  all  kings,  princes,  or  peoples  of  what  nation, 
condition,  or  quality  whatsoever." 

"The  premlimifl  received  on  these  policies  were  large,  and  the  losses 
were  precisely  those  within  the  contemplation  of  the  Insurers.  It 
Is  well  known  that  the  business  of  insurance  is  entered  upon  with 
the  expectation  that  the  premlimis  received  will  pay  all  losses  and 
yield  a  profit  to  the  tosurers  In  addition:  and  yet,  without  any 
showing  that  the  business  did  not  result  In  a  profit  to  these  insur- 
ance claimants,  it  Is  proposed  that  the  Government  shall  indemnify 
them  against  the  precise  risks  they  undertook,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  the  money  appropriated  Is  not  to  be  paid  (as  held 
by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court)  'except  by  way  of  gratuity 
payments  as  of  grace  and  not  of  right.' 

•  The  appropriations  to  indenmify  against  Insurance  losses  rest 
upon  weaker  grounds,  it  seems  to  me.  than  those  of  owners;  but 
to  the  light  of  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  stirrovmding  these 
spoliation  claims,  as  they  are  called,  none  of  them,  to  my  optolon. 
should  be  paid  by  the  Government." 

Your  subcommittee  concludes  as  follows: 

(1)  That  no  adequate  and  proper  defense  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  could  be  or  was  made  in  the  Court  of  Claims  because 
of  the  long  delay  between  the  occurrences  giving  rise  to  these 
proceedings  and  the  hearing  thereon. 

(2)  That  payment  now  to  heirs  of  the  fourth  and  fifth  generation 
of  large  sums  of  money,  having  consideration  of  the  fact  that  in 
claims  against  the  Government  principles  of  equity  apply  would 
be  gratuitous  rather  than  Just  to  the  claimants;  and  entirely  unjxist 
to  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States. 

(3)  That  during  the  period  when  the  losses  alleged  occurred  In- 
surance rates  were  greatly  increased.  There  U  evidence  that  Insiir- 
ance  companies  made  substantial  profits  greater  than  during  the 
period  preceding  and  following  our  trouble  with  Prance;  and  that 
It  is.  therefore,  unjust  to  recompense  insurance  companies  and 
imderwriters  whose  rates  were  based  upon  then  existing  conditlonSL 
and  that,  therefore,  no  real  and  substantial  loss  was  suffered 

Your  subcommittee  realizes  that  under  the  principles  of  subrog»> 
tioh  the  Insurance  companies  would  be  legally  entitled  to  recovery. 
Bilt  It  must  be  recalled  again  that  we  are  proceedtog  upon  equitable 
prtociples  dealing  with  an  extraordtoary  aittiation  and  that  do 
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recovery  should  be  allowed  unless  Jtistlce.  rather  than  strict  legal 
right,  demands  it. 

(4)  While  there  was  no  direct  evidence  adduced  at  the  hearing 
and  while  Vice  President  Scattergood.  of  the  Pennsylvania  Co.,  says 
that  the  point  was  never  before  raised,  it  appears  to  yoxu-  subcom- 
mittee that  the  wise  Yankee  shipowners  of  the  period  Involved 
would  not  have  paid  higher  Insurance  rates  and  taken  the  risks 
involved  without  increasing  their  freight  rates.  JSTour  subcommittee 
believes  that  no  conclusion  founded  upon  reason  alone  can  be  more 
solid  than  this;  that  freight  rates  must  have  been  adjusted  to  meet 
this  situation,  which  extended  over  an  8-year  period.  If  this  be 
true,  the  general  shipping  public  bore  the  additional  burden  through 
the  increase  in  freight  rates  and  the  general  public  of  that  genera- 
tion, rather  than  the  Individual  shipowners  and  insurance  com- 
panies, suffered  and  paid  the  losses  through  the  higher  rates  that 
must  have  been  charged. 

(5)  While  many  extracts  from  the  Congressional  Record  and 
committee  reports  can  be  made  showing  that  individual  Senators 
matoly,  although  not  entirely,  from  the  locality  principaUy  Inter- 
ested have  urged  favorable  action  upon  these  claims  and  that  now 
and  then  one  House,  or  both,  passed  the  bill,  the  fact  that  to  over  a 
hundred  years  of  effort  no  one  has  yet  convinced  a  previous  law- 
making authority  of  the  United  States  that  these  claims  should  be 
allowed  has  great  weight  with  your  subcommittee.  As  the  years  go 
by  and  sessions  of  Congress  come  and  go,  the  facts  become  more  and 
more  obscure.  We  think  there  is  sound  reason  for  the  proposition 
that  the  failure  of  the  lawmaking  authority  to  act  up  to  now  should 
have  weight  with  this  Congress,  which  is  further  from  the  period 
when  the  losses  occurred  than  any  of  its  predecessors. 

For  these  reasons  your  subconunlttee  reports  the  claim  adversely. 

Prentiss  M   Brown. 
Allen  J.  ELLEJioER. 

aXPORTEO    FAVORABLT   BT   ALEXANDES   WTLET.    A    MEMBER    OF   THE   SPECIAL 

COMMITTEX    ON    CLAIMS 

I  cannot  agree  with  the  opinion  rendered  by  my  associate.  Senator 
Brown,  who  reported  adversely  to  the  committee  the  bill  of  Senator 
Walsh.  S.  3173. 

This  bill.  If  it  became  law.  would  dispose  of  t^e  entire  subject 
of  the  French  spoliation  claims.  I  am  to  favor  of  the  bUl  and  will 
state  succtoctly  my  reasons: 

1.  I  believe  that  the  last  of  the  French  spoliation  claims  should 
be  paid  as  a  matter  of  keeping  faith. 

I  need  not  go  into  the  history  of  these  claims  which  arose  out  of 
the  very  "beginnings"  of  our  coimtry.  It  sufflceth  to  say  that  our 
Government  regarded  the  claims  that  are  here  under  consideration 
as  Just  claims  against  the  French  Government  and  our  Government 
used  these  claims,  with  others,  to  relieve  Itself  from  obligations 
under  the  treaty  made  in  1778  with  Prance.  In  other  words,  this 
Government  traded  off.  or  bartered  away,  the  claims  of  its  citizens 
to  secure  Immunity  from  its  treaty  obligations  of  1778. 

In  1885  Congre.ss  referred  all  the  French  spoliation  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  reimbursement  to  the  Court  of  Claims.  The 
coiu^  found  that  they  were  Just  obligations  of  the  United  Statea 
The  court  found  also  that  the  claims  we  are  now  asked  to  consider 
were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  the  treaty  of  1800  "to  part  consideration  of  the  relinquish- 
ment of  the  national  claims  of  Prance  against  the  United  States, 
and  that  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  the  following  sum  from  the 
United  States     •     •     *." 

2.  The  contention  that  the  statute  of  limitations  here  applies, 
I  believe,  is  invalid.  I  believe  this  Government,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, is  morally  precluded  from  raising  that  very  question. 

3.  I  feel  likewise  in  relation  to  the  contention  made  that  because 
the  payment,  if  made,  would  now  be  made  to  the  heirs  and  assigns 
of  the  original  owners  that  this  would  not  be  doing  Justice  and 
equity. 

The  Court  of  Claims  passed  upon  the  Justice  and  the  equity  of 
these  claims.  The  court  was  very  strict  to  its  demands  In  relation 
to  proof,  and  the  time  consiuned  to  the  trial  of  the  claims  was 
something  like  3  decades.  The  Government  got  the  benefit  of  every 
doubt  In  every  case,  and  only  those  who  could  substantiate  their 
claims  had  their  claims  allowed. 

4.  As  to  the  further  contention.  In  Senator  Bhown's  opinion, 
that  the  insurance  carrier  who  paid  the  loss  should  not  recover 
because  during  the  period  it  had  collected  higher  premiiuns — it 
seems  to  me  there  is  no  validity  to  that  argument.  The  carrier 
had  the  claim  against  the  French  Government,  having  paid  the 
loss,  and  this  Government  used  that  claim — the  claim  of  its  own 
nationals— to  relieve  Itself  of  liability  under  an  International  treaty, 
and  this  Government  was  relieved,  and  it  took  away  from  its  own 
nationals  their  claims.  The  eqtUty  here  U  ail  on  the  side  of  the 
claimants. 

The  sutement  In  the  conclusion  of  the  opinion  rendered,  that 
no  adequate  or  proper  defenses  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
cculd  be  or  were  made  In  the  Court  of  Claims,  does  not  square 
with  the  facts.  There  was  no  presvmaptlon  in  the  Court  of  Claims 
that  these  claims  were  valid,  with  the  result  that  over  ntoe-tenths 
of  them  failed  for  lack  of  proof.  Time  here  operated  to  benefit 
the  Government. 

In  recommending  that  these  claims  be  paid,  I  am  glad  to  Join 
with  that  distinguished  company  of  American  citizens  who  have 
felt  that  Justice  done,  even  though  delayed.  Is  still  Justice.  But 
if  delay  Is  used  as  an  excuse  to  fulfill  an  honorable  obligation, 
to  Justice  results. 


Madison,  John  Marshall,  Webster,  Sumner,  Hughes,  Hull.  Presi- 
dents McKlnley.  Roosevelt,  Taft,  CooUdge  all  held  that  these  were 
valid  obligations  upon  the  United  States  Government.  Some  of 
the  claims  have  been  paid,  and  by  what  rule  or  yardstick  anyone 
can  Justify  this  breach  of  faith  with  our  nationals  is  beyond  me. 

Alexander  Wilit. 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION  INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  McNARY: 

S.  4173.  A  bill  for  the  relief  or  Lawrence  Brizendine;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

(Mr.  Wagner  introduced  Senate  bill  4174,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  and  ap- 
pears under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  DAVIS: 

S.  J.  Res.  284.  Joint  resolution  providing  a  method  for  the 
payment  of  amounts  due  to  persons  in  the  United  States  from 
foreign  nationals  in  respect  of  the  use  in  a  certain  foreign 
country  of  American  patents;  to  the  Committee  on  Patents. 

FOREIGN  ACCOUNTS  IN  FEDERAL  RESERVE  BANKS 

Mr.  WAGNER  introduced  a  bill  (S.  4174)  relating  to  foreign 
accounts  in  Federal  Reserve  banks,  which  was  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. 

He  also,  subsequently,  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency,  reported  the  foregoing  bill  without  amendment  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  1941)  thereon. 

BIESSAGE    FROM    THE    HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chafifee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  the  following  bills,  in  which  it  requested  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate: 

H.  R.  9840.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bela  Karlovitz; 

H.  R.  9896.  An  act  to  authorize  appropriations  for  con- 
struction at  military  posts,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9897.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  addi- 
tional land  for  military  purposes; 

H.  R.  10087.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Continental  Aero- 
surveys  Corporation;  and 

H.  R.  10112.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924, 
to  require  aliens  admitted  into  the  United  States  as  oflBcials 
of  foreign  governments  either  to  maintain  their  status  or 
to  depart  from  the  United  States,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

HOUSE  BILLS  REFERRED  OR  PLACED  ON  CALENDAR 

The  following  bills  were  severally  read  twice  by  their  titles 
and  referred,  or  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calendar,  as 
indicated  below: 

H.  R.  9840.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bela  Karlovitz;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration. 

H.R.  10112.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigration  Act  of 
1924,  to  require  aliens  admitted  Into  the  United  States  as 
ofiBcials  of  foreign  governments  either  to  maintain  their 
status  or  to  depart  from  the  United  States,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  State;  to  the  calendar. 

ADDRESS   BY   SENATOR    CLARK   OF   IDAHO  ON   "A   DEADLY  PARALLEL" 

[Mr.  Wheeler  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  Senator  Clark  of 
Idaho  on  Jime  20.  1940,  on  the  subject  A  Deadly  Parallel, 
which  appears  In  the  Appendix.]. 

SUMMARY  OF  RITLES  OF  OPERATION  OF  AMERICAN  COTTON  COOPERA- 
TIVE  ASSOCIATION 

[Mr.  Smith  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  summary  of  the  rules  of  operation  of  the  American 
Cotton  Cooperative  Association,  which  appears  in  the  Appen- 
dix.] 

CLOSER    TO   WAR — ^EDITORIAL   FROM   ST.   LOUIS   POST-DISPATCH 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  St.  Louis  Post- 
Dispatch  of  June  21.  1940,  entitled  "Closer  to  War,"  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 
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I  THI   8IXZP-WALKERS — ARTICLE   BY  WALTER   LIPPMAITN 

[Mr.  Byrkes  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  article  by  Walter  Lippmaim  entitled  '"Ilie 
Sleep-Walkers,"  published  in  the  Washington  Poet,  which 
appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

WHITHER    AMERICA? — ARTICLE   BY   JOSEPH   CONRAD   rEER 

[Mr.  King  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  by  Joseph  Conrad  Pehr  entitled  "Whither 
America?",  published  in  the  Catholic  World  of  June  1940, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

INTERNATIONAL   RELATIONS 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  written  by  Gen.  Hugh  S.  Johnson  relat- 
ing to  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

FOREIGN   AFFAIRS 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  column  entitled  "Inside  Washington," 
written  by  Mr.  Hugh  R.  Praser,  relating  to  foreign  affairs, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

the  ALIEN  PROBLEM 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  from  the  Asheville  Daily  Citizen,  of 
Asheville.  N.  C.  enUtled  "The  Alien  Problem."  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

OPINION  IN  AMERICA  ON  THE  WAR 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  three  articles  in  the  form  of  letters  addiessed 
to  the  Raleigh  (N.  C.)  News  and  Observer,  relating  to  the 
war,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

AFFAIRS  IN  ALASKA 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  two  editorials  from  the  Alaska  Weekly,  pub- 
lished at  Seattle.  Wash.,  relating  to  affairs  in  Alaska,  which 
appear  in  the  Appsndix.j 

THE  national  DEFENSE ARTICLE  FROM  HARTFORD  TIMES 

[Mr.  Maloney  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  from  the  Hartford  Times  of  June 
20.  1940,  entitled  "Quantity  and  Quality,"  relating  to  national 
defense,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  HON.  CORDELL  HULL  TO  HARVARD  ALTTMNI  ASSOCIATION 

[Mr.  Hill  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  address  by  Hon.  Cordell  Hull,  Secretary  of  State, 
delivered  to  the  Harvard  Alumni  Association,  at  Cambridge. 
Mass..  on  June  20.  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

TABtTLATION  OF  MAIL   RECEIVED   BY  SENATOR   WHEELER 

[Mr.  Wheeler  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  by  himself  containing  a  tabulation  of 
mail  received  after  his  address  at  a  mass  meeting  in  Wash- 
ington on  the  subject  Keep  Out  of  War,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  ARCHBISHOP  OF  DUBtTQUE  ON  KEEP  AMERICA  OTJT  OF  WAR 

[Mr.  Walsh  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  the  Most  Reverend  Francis 
J.  L.  Beckman.  S.  T.  D.,  archbishop  of  Dubuque,  at  a  Mid- 
west peace  rally  held  under  the  auspices  of  the  constitutional 
government  of  Dubuque,  Iowa,  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

SECOND  DEFICIENCY  APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  consideration  of  bills  on  the  calendar  be  tempo- 
rarily siispended.  and  ttiat  the  deficiency  bill.  House  bill 
10104.  be  taken  up  for  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objecUon?  The  Chair 
hears  none. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  10104) 
making  appropriations  to  supply  deficiencies  in  certain  ap- 
propriations for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1940,  and 
prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30,  1940,  and  June  30,  1941 


and  for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  with  amendments. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  formal 
reading  of  the  bill  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  it  be  read 
for  amendment,  the  amendments  of  the  committee  to  be 
first  considered. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. I  desire  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado  that  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  is  about  to  meet  to  consider  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Knox  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  There 
is  an  amendment  which  I  was  authorized  to  offer  on  behalf 
Of  the  committee.  Would  the  Senator  object  to  tliat  amend- 
ment being  considered  first,  so  that  I  may  attend  the  meeting? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  have  no  objection  at  all. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
asked  unanimous  consent  that  the  formal  reading  of  the 
iMll  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the  committee  amendments 
be  first  considered. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  If 
I  may.  that  after  we  have  established  this  order  of  prece- 
dence I  shall  be  glad  to  ask  that  it  be  waived  in  that  one 
particular. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  make  an  ex- 
ception in  the  order  we  have  estabUshed  that  committee 
amendments  be  first  considered,  in  order  that  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  may  present  an  amendment  to  the  bill 
which  he  was  authorized  by  the  committee  to  present 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  may  offer  the  amendment 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  an 
amendment  which  I  ask  to  have  read 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  11,  after  line  19,  It  is  proposed 
to  insert: 

FOOD  Am  DKTTC   AOMIinSTKATIOir 

Enforcement  of  Tea  Importation  Act:  For  enabltne  the  Federal 
Security  Administrator  to  carry  Into  effect  the  provisions  of  the  art 
approved  March  2.   1897   (21  U.  8.  C.  41-50) .  emit iS" An  act  to 

^e^nl^L'^n.n'^r'^"""  °'  '"^P"^^  «°^  unwholSme  tea'  2 
amended.  Includliig  payment  of  compensation  and  expenses  of  the 
members  of  the  Board  appointed  under  section  2  of  thTact  and  all 
Se*ffp,H"^^''^r!L°^"w''L^  employees,  both  In  Washington  aSid  In 
the  field  $30  094:  Provided,  That  no  tea.  or  merchand^  described 
as  tea.  shall  be  examined  for  Importation  Into  the  United  StaUs^ 
released  by  the  coUector.  under  said  act  unless  the  Imr^r  or  con- 
Sfldlor  dT'rS.t*?n.°'  .r'^^"^*^^-  P^»or  to  such  examlStlJn.  Sm 
Ifr^lf.  ^»*  *°^°  ^^  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  mh.-el- 
laneous  receipts,  a  fee  of  3.5  cents  for  each  hundred  welg^w  frM- 
Uon  thereof  of  such  tea  and  merchandise.  weignx  or  irac- 

Mr    TYDINGS.    Mr.  President.  Just  a  brief  word  of  ex- 
planatlon.    This  amendment  was  unanimously  authorized  by 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  be  offered  on  the  fioor 
It  grew  out  of  this  circumstance: 

We  have  had  on  the  statute  books  since  1897  an  act  known 
as  the  Tea  ImportaUon  and  Inspection  Act.  The  purpo."=e  of 
the  act  was  to  prevent  deleterious  and  unwholesome  tea  from 
coming  into  the  United  States.  We  import  90.000.000  pounds 
Of  ea  a  year.  The  t€a  coming  in  pays  $100,000  a  year  in 
duties.  However,  some  Members  of  another  body  wanted  to 
strike  out  the  appropriaUon  of  $30,000  for  the  inspecUon 
service  and  accomplished  that  result. 

*i?%f^^  Pood  and  Drug  Bureau  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  and  the  tea  Importers  themselves,  are  anxious 
that  the  Inspection  service  be  continued.  Otherwise  It  is 
claimed  millions  of  pounds  of  deleterious  and  unwholesome 
tea  would  come  Into  the  country  with  no  inspection  whatever 
Although  the  law  reqiUres  an  Inspection,  there  would  be  no 
money  to  pay  the  inspectors. 

The  Importers  of  tea  have  themselves  offered  to  pay  for 

Z  K^^*'°"*K^J'^^^''  '^°^'^'  ^^^  "^  put  UP  the  $30,000 
which  will  pay  the  Government's  Inspectors  to  Inspect  the  tea 

With  the  approval  of  the  Pure  Food  and  Ding  Bureau  so  that 
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the  deleterious  tea  which  otherwise  might  come  in  will  not 
be  permitted  to  enter  the  country.  That  will  be  done  by  the 
medium  of  requiring  a  small  inspection  tax  just  sufficient  to 
raise  the  $30,000,  so  that  the  amendment  will  cost  the  Federal 
Government  not  a  single,  solitary  penny.  It  will  prevent  the 
importation  of  deleterious  tea.  The  Importers  themselves 
are  willing  to  pay  the  expense  rather  than  to  have  no  stand- 
ard by  which  tea  can  be  bought. 

Dr.  Campbell,  head  of  the  Pure  Food  and  Drug  Bureau  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  came  before  our  committee 
and  urged  that  some  method  of  inspection  be  adopted,  and 
tliis  is  the  result  of  it.  He  said  that  unless  this  inspection 
took  place,  the  tea  that  would  come  into  the  country  would 
be  injurious  to  health  and  not  fit  to  drink,  because  it  would 
not  be  packed  and  arranged  and  cartoned  on  the  proper 
standard  if  there  was  no  inspection.  He  urged  the  committee 
to  put  back  the  $30,000  of  Government  money;  but  members 
of  the  House,  for  some  reason  or  other  that  I  do  not  know, 
struck  It  out  in  conference,  and  Insisted  that  it  remain  out. 
The  importers  themselves  have  now  agreed  to  pay  the  cost 
of  inspection.    That  is  all  there  is  to  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  LMr. 
TydincsI. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  first  amendment  reported 
by  the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
was,  under  the  heading  "Title  I — General  Appropriations — 
LegislaUve",  on  page  2.  after  line  3,  to  insert: 

I  SENATE 

For  payment  to  Doris  Gibson,  daughter  of  Ernest  W.  Gibson,  late 
a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Vermont,  »10,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  2,  after  line  5,  to  insert: 

For  the  payment  of  21  pages  for  the  Senate  at  $4  per  day  each, 
for  the  period  commencing  July  1,  1940.  and  ending  with  the  last 
day  of  the  month  In  which  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress  adjourns  sine 
die  at  the  third  session  thereof,  so  much  as  may  be  necessary. 

The  amendment  wsis  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  2.  after  line   10.   to 

insert: 

The  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropriation  for  expenses  of  In- 
quiries and  investigations  ordered  by  the  Senate,  contingent  fund 
of  the  Senate,  for  the  fiscal  year  1940.  is  reapproprlated  and  niade 
available  for  the  fiscal  year  1941. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  2.  after  line  14,  to 
insert: 

The  unobligated  balance  of  the  appropriation  for  folding  speeches 
and  pamphlets  at  a  rate  not  exceeding  $1  per  thousand,  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate,  for  the  fiscal  year  1939.  U  reapproprlated  and 
made  available  for  the  fiscal  year  1940. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "House  of 
Representatives",  on  page  2,  after  line  23.  to  insert: 

For  the  payment  of  47  pages  for  the  House  of  Representatives,  at 
•4  per  day  each  for  the  period  commencing  July  1.  1940.  and  ending 
with  the  last  day  of  the  month  in  which  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress 
adjourns  sine  die  at  the  third  session  thereof,  so  much  as  may  be 
necessary. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  at  the  top  of  page  4,  to  insert: 

JOINT  COMMITTEl  ON  INAtTCtniAI.  CEREMONIES  OF  1»41 

To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  pay  the  necessary  expenses  of  the  Inaugural 
ceremonies  of  the  President  of  the  United  States.  January  20.  1941, 
m  accordance  with  such  program  as  may  be  adopted  by  the  Joint 
committee  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  appointed 
under  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  two  houses.  Including  the  pay 
for  extra  police,  fiscal  year,  1941,  $35,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  6.  after  line  2,  to  insert: 

LIBKART    or    CONGRESS 

Books  for  the  adult  blind:  For  an  additional  sum  required  to 
enable  the  Ubrarlan  of  Congress  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 


act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  books  for  the  adult  blind."  approved 
March  3.  1931  (2  U.  8.  C.  136a).  as  amended,  fiscal  year  1941,  $25,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Government 
Printing  Office."  on  page  6,  after  line  14.  to  insert: 

For  payment  to  Preston  L.  George.  William  S.  Houston.  John  O. 
Nalley,  and  William  H.  Wannall,  messengers  on  night  duty  during  - 
the  third  session  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress.  $900  each:   In  all, 
$3,600.  to  be  paid  from  the  appropriation  for  printing  and  binding 
for  Congress  for  the  fiscal  year  1941. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  9,  after  line  11,  to  insert: 

Federal  Security  Agency 

socuL  SECtmrrY  board 

Selecting,  testing,  and  placement  of  defense  workers.  Social  Se- 
curity Board:  For  all  necessary  expenses  of  the  Social  Security 
Board  Incurred  under  the  supervision  and  direction  of  the  Federal 
Security  Administrator  in  providing  special  Federal  assistance  to 
and  supervision  of  State  employment  services  for  the  selection  and 
testing  for.  and  placement  of  workers  in,  occupations  essential  to 
the  national  defense,  including  personal  services  and  rent  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  equipment  and  travel  expenses, 
fiscal  year  1941,  $3,000,000.  of  which  not  exceeding  $15,000  may  be 
transferred  by  the  Administrator  to  his  office  for  use  in  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  this  appropriation:  Provided,  That  in  case  any. 
State  employment  service  is  found  unable  to  render  adequate  serv- 
ice in  connection  with  the  fulfillment  of  this  program,  this  ap- 
propriation shall  be  available  subject  to  the  approval  of  such  Ad- 
ministrator, for  the  maintenance  of  special  employment  facilities 
and  services. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  very  large  ap- 
propriation which  was  made  for  the  Social  Security  Board, 
is  it  deemed  necessary  that  there  should  be  this  additional 
appropriation  of  $3,000,000? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  committee  heard  the  members  of  the 
Board,  and  the  committee  was  persuaded  that  the  money 
would  be  wisely  spent  in  the  selection  and  testing  and  place- 
ment of  workers  in  the  public  service.  They  are  conducting 
a  very  large  placement  service. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  10.  after  line  5,  to  Insert: 

Emergency  transportation  loan  fund.  Social  Security  Board:  To 
enable  the  Social  Security  Board,  through  employees  designated  by 
It  to  make  loans  to  workers  selected  for  employment  In  occupa- 
tions essential  to  the  national  defense  to  assist  In  paying  the  cost 
of  travel  expenses  to  the  places  where.  In  the  Judgment  of  the 
Board  their  services  may  be  utilized  in  employment  in  the  interests 
of  national  defense,  fiscal  year  1941.  $1,000,000.  Such  loans  shall 
be  made  on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
Board  pursuant  to  regulations  approved  by  the  Federal  Security 
Administrator.  AU  amounts  received  as  repayments  on  account  of 
the  loans  herein  authorized  shall  be  deposited  In  the  Treasury  to 
the  credit  of  miscellaneous  receipts. 

TTie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  10.  after  line  18.  to 
Insert: 

OFFICE    OF    EDUCATION 

Vocational  education  of  defense  workers.  Office  of  Education:  For 
payment  to  States,  subdivisions  thereof,  or  other  public  authorities, 
through  certification  from  time  to  time  made  by  the  United  States 
Commissioner  of  Education  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  of  the 
name  of  such  agency  and  the  amount  to  be  paid,  such  payment 
to  be  made  prior  to  audit  and  settlement  by  the  General  Account- 
ing Office,  for  the  cost  of  courses  of  less  than  college  grade,  pro- 
vided by  such  agencies  In  vocational  schools  piusuant  to  plans 
submitted  by  such  agencies  and  approved  by  the  United  States 
Commissioner  of  Education,  which  plans  shaU  Include  courses 
supplementary  to  employment  In  occupations  essential  to  the 
national  defense  and  preemployment  refresher  courses  for  workers 
preparing  for  such  occupations  selected  from  the  public  employ- 
ment office  registers;  and  (not  exceeding  2  percent  of  this  ap- 
propriation) for  administration  expenses  in  carrying  out  the  pur- 
poses hereof,  including  printing  and  binding  and  personal  services 
In  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  $16,200,000.  The  duties 
of  such  Commissioner,  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  appro- 
priation, shall  be  performed  under  the  supervision  and  direction 
of  the  Federal  Security  Administrator,  and  such  Administrator 
Is  hereby  authorized  to  transfer  not  more  than  $10,000  of  the  sum 
herein  appropriated,  to  the  Office  of  the  Administrator  for  use  In 
carrying  out  the  purposes  hereof. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Federal 
Works  Agency — Public  Buildings  Administration,"  on  page 
13,  after  line  24.  to  insert: 

Marine  Hospital.  Savannah,  Oa.:  Not  to  exceed  $43,500  of  the 
appropriation  of  tl 5.000.000  for  construction  outside  of  the  District 
of  Coliunbla.  contained  in  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation 
Act.  1941.  Is  hereby  made  available  for  the  purchase  of  the  prop- 
erty now  leased  for  a  nurses'  home  at  the  Marine  Hospital,  Savan- 
nah. Oa. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  14,  after  line  5.  to 
insert: 

Appraiser's  Warehouse.  Houston.  Tex.:  For  customs  appraiser's 
warehouse  addition  at  Houston,  Tex..  975.000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  14,  after  line  7,  to  insert: 

Construction  of  pubUc  buildings.  District  of  Columbia:  The  Ped- 
-eral  Works  Administrator  Is  hereby  authorized,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  act  of  May  25,  1926  (44  Stat.  630),  as  amended, 
to  acquire  sites  or  additional  land  and  to  enter  into  contracts  for 
construction,  with  or  without  advertising,  of  the  following  public- 
building  projects  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  amounts  not  ex- 
ceeding the  following  respective  limits  of  cost,  which  limits  of  cost 
shall  Include  salaries,  cost  of  supervision  of  construction,  and  in- 
spection, furniture,  equipment,  moving  expenses,  extension  of  steam 
and  water  mains  and  removal  or  diversion  of  such  sewers  and  utili- 
ties as  may  be  necessary,  and  all  other  expenses  required  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  said  publlc-biiilding  projects:  and 
said  Administrator  Is  authorized  to  direct  the  preparation  of  all 
sketches,  estimates,  plans,  drawings,  and  speciflcatlons.  and  to  enter 
Into  all  other  contracts  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  purposes 
hereof;  and  he  is  further  authorized,  when  deemed  by  him  desirable 
and  advantageous,  to  employ,  by  contract  or  otherwise,  temporary 
professional,  technical,  or  nontechnical  employees,  firms,  or  cor- 
porations, to  such  extent  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  hereof,  without  regard  to  civil  service  or  classification  laws, 
or  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes: 

Social  Security  Board  and  Railroad  Retirement  Board  Bxiildlngs: 
The  limit  of  cost  of  $14,250,000  for  the  acquisition  of  land  and  con- 
struction of  buildings  for  the  Social  Security  Board  and  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Board,  established  In  the  Second  Deficiency  Appro- 
priation Act.  fiscal  year  1938  (52  Stat.  1153).  Is  hereby  Increased  to 
$14,750,000,  and  the  Federal  Works  Administrator,  through  the  Com- 
missioner of  Public  Buildings,  is  hereby  authorized  to  negotiate 
with  the  contractor  for  the  construction  of  said  buildings  for  an 
.  addition  to  his  contract,  not  to  exceed  9500.000.  to  provide  all  the 
neceaqary  facilities  and  means  to  expedite  the  completion  of  the 
•aid  buildings  prior  to  the  date  of  completion  established  In  said 
contract,  and  the  amount  of  $500,000  is  hereby  appropriated  for  the 
foregoing  purpose. 

Site  and  building.  Federal  Office  Building  (No.  2),  Washington. 
D.  C. :  For  acquisition  of  site  and  construction  of  a  Federal  office 
building  for  general  use  on  land  adjacent  to  East  Capitol  Street  In 
the  vicinity  of  Lincoln  Park,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  $4,500,000, 
within  a  total  limit  of  cost  of  not  to  exceed  $8,550,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top  of  page  16,  to  strike 
out: 

West  central  heating  plant.  Washington.  D.  C:  To  enable  the 
Federal  Works  Administrator  to  provide  for  the  construction,  equip- 
ment, and  ftimUhlng  of  a  central  heating  plant  on  Government- 
owned  land,  including  facilities  for  fuel  deliveries  and  storage, 
tunnel  and  steam  lines  and  additional  steam  lines  In  existing  tun- 
nels, extension  of  water  mains,  and  removal  or  diversions  of  such 
wwera  and  utilities  as  may  be  necessary.  $500,000;  and  such  Ad- 
ministrator Is  authorized  to  enter  Into  a  contract  or  contracts  for 
such  project  at  a  total  cost  not  to  exceed  $3,900,000.  Appropriations 
for  the  project  shall  be  available  for  and  be  charged  with  all  coets 
Incidental  thereto.  Including  architectural,  engineering,  mechani- 
cal, administrative,  clerical,  and  other  personnel  expenses;  and  the 
Administrator  may.  If  deemed  necessary,  authorize  the  emploj-ment 
of  temporary  professional,  technical,  and  nontechnical  personal 
■ervlct's  without  regard  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and 
the  clTil-servlcc  and  claaslllcaUon  laws. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  18.  after  line  6,  to 
Insert: 

UNriLU  STATES   If  AKmMX  COMMISSIOIV 

In  addition  to  the  contract  authorizations  of  $115,000,000  con- 
tained in  the  Third  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  fiscal  year  1937, 
and  $230,000,000  In  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act.  1940, 
the  Commission  Is  authorized  to  enter  into  contract  for  further 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936.  as* 
amended,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $75,000,000. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  an  expla- 
nation of  that. 


Mr.  ADAMS.  This  is  for  part  of  the  building  program  of 
the  United  States  Maritime  Commission.  The  Budget  esti- 
mate I  think  was  double  this  amount,  and  the  committee  felt 
that  under  the  existing  conditions,  and  in  view  of  the  sink- 
ing of  ships  which  has  taken  place,  and  which  is  apt  to  take 
place,  there  will  be  need  for  added  shipbuilding. 

Mr.  KING.  Was  there  any  evidence  tending  to  show  that 
this  organization  had  constructed  a  number  of  vessels  in 
conformity  with  the  needs  of  American  commerce? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  There  was  no  evidence  to  that  effect  before 
the  committee. 

Mr.  KING.  Was  there  any  evidence  to  indicate  that  the 
appropriations  which  have  been  made  were  warranted  and 
whether  or  not  we  are  building  up,  by  reason  of  these  enor- 
mous appropriations,  an  adequate  merchant  marine? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  This  is  not  an  appropriation,  it  is  a  con- 
tractual authorization  submitted  as  a  Budget  estimate,  and 
it  was  stated  that  inasmuch  as  the  Commission  was  con- 
structing ships,  they  should  do  It  in  an  orderly  way.  Our 
experience  when  we  had  other  trouble  was  that,  instead  of 
proceeding  in  an  orderly  manner  to  carry  on  construction, 
all  of  a  sudden  we  had  an  enormous  demand  and  there  was 
tremendous  waste.  The  committee  under  those  circum- 
stances authorized  contractual  authorizations  of  $75,000,000, 
rather  than  the  $150,000,000  suggested  by  the  Budget. 

Mr.  KING.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  whether  or  not,  in 
view  of  the  confused  condition  in  the  world  today,  and  the 
enormous  increase  in  prices  of  shipbuilding,  it  is  deemed 
wise  to  make  contracts  now  so  that  the  merchant  marine 
would  be  enlarged. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  have  seen  no  indication  of  any  enormous 
increase  in  shipbuilding.  There  might  be  positive  advantage 
in  making  contracts  now  rather  than  waiting  imtll  labor  and 
material  became  scarce.  The  only  record  we  do  have  before 
the  committee  is  that  for  shipment  from  the  United  States, 
for  example,  of  coal  to  South  American  ports,  the  rates  have 
more  than  doubled,  indicating  very  grave  need  for  facilities 
for  shipping  between  here  and  Latin  America. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  assume  that  the  authorization  will  be  a 
commitment  which  will  impose  a  moral  if  not  a  legal  obli- 
gation on  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Yes,  but  it  is  better  to  do  it  in  an  orderly 
manner  than  to  wait  imtil  the  emergency  arises  and  then 
pay  enormous  prices. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  heading  "District 
•  of  Columbia",  on  page  20,  after  bne  7,  to  insert: 

coRomni's  omcx 

For  an  additional  amount  for  the  fiscal  year  1940  for  expenses. 
Coroners  Office.  Including  the  objects  specified  in  the  appropriation 
for  this  purpose  In  the  District  of  Colimibla  Appropriation  Act, 
fiscal  year  1940.  $180. 

TTie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Contingent 
and  Miscellaneous",  on  page  21.  after  line  5,  to  insert: 

Reunion  of  United  Confederate  Veterans:  Not  to  exceed  $12,500 
of  the  funds  appropriated  In  the  DUtrlct  of  Columbia  Appropria- 
tion Act,  1941,  Is  hereby  made  available  for  expenditure  by  the 
Commissioners  In  connection  with  the  reunion  of  United  Con- 
federate Veterans  to  be  held  In  Washington  durln«  the  calendar 
year  1940. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

TTie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  21,  after  line  11.  to 
insert: 

Judicial  expenses.  District  of  Columbia :  For  an  additional  amount 
for  the  fiscal  year  1940  for  Judicial  expenses.  Including  the  obJecU 
and  under  the  conditions  and  limitations  applicable  to  the  appro- 
priation for  this  purpose  in  the  DlsUlct  of  ColumbU  ADnrODria- 
tlon  Act.  fiscal  year  1940.  $977  35. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  heading  "Courts- 
Judgments",  on  page  26,  line  21.  after  the  word  "in",  to  insert 
"Senate  Document  No.  232,  and";  and  in  line  22   after  the 
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word  "Congress**,  to  strike  out  "$10,886.51"  and  insert  "$12,- 

665.01",  so  as  to  read: 

For  the  pa3rment  of  final  Judgments,  including  costs,  rendered 
•gainst  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  set  forth  in  Senate  Document 
No.  232  and  House  Document  No.  791  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Con- 
gress, $12.66501.  together  with  the  further  sum  to  pay  the  Interest 
at  not  exceeding  4  percent  per  annum  on  such  Judgments,  as 
provided  by  law.  from  the  date  the  same  became  due  untU  the 
date  of  payment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Depaitment 
of  Agriculture,"  on  page  29.  after  line  4,  to  insert: 

EXTENSION    SEBVICK 

Administration  and  coordination  of  extension  work:  For  an  addi- 
tional amount  to  coordinate  the  extension  work  of  the  Department 
and  the  several  States.  Territories,  and  insular  possessions,  fiscal  year 
1941,  $15,000:  such  amount  to  be  used  for  such  work  in  improvement 
of  the  production,  handling,  and  marketing  of  cotton. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  29,  after  line  11,  to 
Insert : 

BTTKZAT7    OP    PLANT    INDTISTRT 

Irrigation  agriculture:  For  an  additional  amount  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1941.  $13,980.  including  the  same  objects 
specified  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  Appro- 
priation Act.  1941,  for  continuation  of  the  United  States  Yuma  Field 
Station  at  Bard,  Cahf. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  29,  after  line  17,  to 
insert : 

Rubber  investigations:  To  enable  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
conduct  lnvestlgatlon.s  directed  toward  the  development  of  rubber 
production  In  the  Western  Hemisphere,  Including  production,  breed- 
ing, and  disease  research;  surveys  of  potential  rubber-producing 
areas:  establishment  and  operation  of  experiment  and  demonstra- 
tion stations  In  suitable  locations;  acquisition  of  land  for  such  pur- 
poses: construction  and  equipment  of  necessary  buildings;  travel; 
purchase,  maintenance,  operation,  and  repair  of  motor-propelled  and 
horse-drawn  passenger-carrying  vehicles;  employment  of  guides, 
translators,  and  cither  assistants  by  contract  or  otherwise;  medical 
services;  books,  periodicals,  and  newspapers;  rent;  printing;  and  for 
all  other  necessary  expenses.  Including  personal  services  and  means 
In  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  fiscal  year  1941.  $500,000. 
to  be  immediately  available  and  to  remain  available  until  expended: 
Prot-ided.  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to  transfer 
such  sums  as  he  may  dtrem  necessary  to  other  Government  agencies 
cooperating  or  assisting  In  such  investigations. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  subhead  "Bureau  of 
Entomology  and  Plant  Quarantine",  on  page  31.  line  4.  before 
the  word  "to",  to  strike  out  "$500,000"  and  insert  "$1,100,000". 
and  in  line  5,  after  the  numerals  "1941",  to  insert  a  colon  and 
the  following  proviso:  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  this  sum 
allocated  for  expenditure  in  connection  with  the  control  and 
prevention  of  spread  of  the  white-fringed  beetle  shall  be  used 
in  any  State  without  the  consent  of  the  Governor  of  such 
State",  so  as  to  read: 

Control  of  Incipient  and  emergency  outbreaks  of  insect  pests  and 
plant  diseases:  For  an  additional  amount  to  enable  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  and  for  expenditures 
authorized  by  the  Joint  resolution  approved  May  9.  1938  (52  Stat. 
344).  fiscal  year  1940.  $1,100,000.  to  remain  available  until  June  30, 
1941 :  Proiided.  That  no  part  of  this  sum  allocated  for  expenditure  In 
connection  with  the  control  and  prevention  of  spread  of  the  whlte- 
frlnged  beetle  shall  be  used  in  any  State  without  the  consent  of  the 
Governor  of  such  State. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  what  justification  there  is  for  this 
appropriation  of  $500,000  for  a  rubber  Investigation.  We 
have  been  making  such  investigations  for  an  Indefinite  pe- 
riod of  time,  and  it  would  seem  to  me  by  this  time  we  would 
have  all  the  data  available  with  respect  to  the  rubber 
industry. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  Secretary  Wallace  appeared 
before  the  committee,  and  we  also  had  the  representation  of 
the  Defense  Council,  which  has  been  created.  They  pointed 
out  that  the  United  States  consumes  approximately  one- 
half  of  all  of  the  crude  rubber  produced  in  the  world.  At 
the  present  time  the  Americas  provide  only  about  3  percent 
of  the  supply.    In  view  of  what  may  happen  in  the  world, 


they  felt  It  was  wise  that  there  be  a  development  of  the 
American  supply  of  rubber  rather  than  have  us  left  depend- 
ent upon  Sumatra  and  the  Straits  Settlements  for  the 
rubber. 

In  addition  to  that,  they  said  that  If  we  could  encourage 
the  cultivation  of  raw  rubber  in  the  Americas  it  would  afford 
a  trade  arrangement  which  would  be  more  helpful  than  has 
existed  in  the  past:  that  is,  that  it  would  be  to  our  advan- 
tage, in  view  of  the  possible  emergency,  as  to  future  trade 
relations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  31,  after  line  8,  to 
Insert : 

Pink  bollworm  and  thurberla  weevil  control:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  the  control  and  prevention  of  spread  of  the  thurberla 
weevil  and  the  pink  bollworm.  including  the  objects  specified  un- 
der this  head  In  the  Department  of  Agriculture  appropriation 
biU,   1941.  $380,000. 

"nie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Depart- 
ment of  Commerce,"  on  page  32,  after  line  8,  to  insert: 

BTTREAO    OP   POREICN    AND    DOMESTIC    COMMERCE 

Departmental  salaries  and  expenses:  For  an  additional  amount 
for  the  fiscal  year  1941  for  salaries  and  other  necessary  expendi- 
tures of  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce  at  the 
seat  of  government,  including  the  objects  specified  under  this 
head  In  the  Department  of  Commerce  Appropriation  Act.  1941. 
$50,000.  and  the  limitation  specified  under  this  head  in  said  act 
for  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Coliunbla  Is  hereby  in- 
creased to  $1,375,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "National 

Bureau  of  Standards,"  on  page  33,  after  line  22,  to  insert: 

Optical  glass  plant:  For  enlarging  the  optical  glass  plant  buUd- 
Ing  at  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards  and  for  necessary  addi- 
tional equipment  therefor,  fiscal  year  1941,  $100,000,  to  remain 
available  until  expended. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Department 
of  the  Interior",  on  page  35,  after  line  20,  to  insert: 

OFPICE    OP   THE    SECRETMtT 

Printing  and  binding.  Department  of  the  Interior:  For  an  addi- 
tional amount  for  printing  and  binding  for  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  fiscal  year  1937,  $110. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs",  on  page  36,  after  line  13,  to  insert: 

Purchase  of  land.  Wind  River  Reservation,  Wyo.,  (tribal  funds) : 
Not  to  exceed  $150,000  of  the  amount  authorized  by  section 
3  of  the  act  of  July  27.  1939  (53  Stat.  1130).  to  be  expended  from 
the  tribal  funds  of  the  Shoshone  Indians.  Wyoming.  Is  hereby  made 
available  for  the  purchase  within  Hot  Springs  County.  Wyo.. 
of  lands  or  interests  therein,  together  with  Improvements  thereon, 
including  water  rights  or  surface  rights  to  lands,  located  outside 
the  ceded  portion  of  the  Wind  River  Reservation  but  adjacent 
thereto,  and  owned  by  holders  of  grazing  permits  covering  undis- 
posed of  surplus  or  ceded  lands  within  said  portion  of  the  reserva- 
tion, such  purchases  to  be  made  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section 
6  of  the  act  of  July  27,  1939,  supra. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  37,  after  line  13,  to 
Insert: 

Compensation  of  attorneys.  Osage  Indians.  Oklahoma  (tribal 
funds) :  For  compensation  of  an  attorney  or  attorneys  for  the  Osage 
Indians  employed  under  a  contract  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  en  February  18.  1938.  $25,000,  payable  from  funds 
on  deposit  to  the  credit  of  the  Osage  Indians. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Department 
of  Justice — Oflace  of  the  Attorney  General,"  on  page  41, 
after  line  9,  to  insert  the  followinfe: 

For  an  additional  amount  for  salaries,  ofDce  of  the  Attorney 
General,  fiscal  year  1941,  $50,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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"^       Tbe  zwzt  amendment  was.  on  page  42,  after  line  6.  to 
Insert: 

Salaries  and  expenses,  detection  and  prosecution  of  crimes 
(emergency):  For  an  additional  amount  for  salaries  and  expenses 
In  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  during  the  limited 
national  emergency.  In  the  detection  and  prosecution  of  crimes 
against  the  United  SUtea,  and  so  forth,  fiscal  year  1941,  including 
the  objects  and  for  the  purposes  specified  under  this  head  in  the 
Department  of  Justice  Appropriation  Act.  1941,  »500.000:  Provided, 
That  this  appropriation  shall  not  become  available  unless  and  until 
H.  R.  5138.  Seventy-sixth  Ck^ngress.  Is  enacted  Into  law. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  to  explain  to  us  for  the  Rscon)  the  meaning  of  the 
words  "during  the  limited  national  emergency"  appearing 
in  lines  9  and  10.  page  42.  I  should  like  to  know  what  a 
limited  national  emergency  It. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  should  be  very  glad  mj-self  to  be  able  to 
give  a  satisfactory  explanation.  Those  words  came  to  us  in 
the  Budget  estimate,  and  the  committee  accepted  them.  I 
have  myself  been  disturbed — and  I  am  not  speaking  for  the 
committee — both  as  to  what  constitutes  an  emergency  and 
what  constitutes  a  limited  emergency.  I  do  not  know  the 
dillerence.    I  regret  my  inadequacy  of  explanation. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Would  the  Senator  accept  an  amend- 
ment striking  the  word  "£mited"  from  the  amendment  in 
line  10? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Personally,  I  should  be  very  glad  to  see  it 
go  out. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  offer  such  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment,  that  the  word  "limited"  in  line  10  be  stricken 
out. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tbe  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalixatlon  Service."  on  page  45,  after  line  1, 
to  tnaert: 

Salaries,  office  of  Commissioner:  Departmental  salaries:  For  an 
additional  amount  for  the  Commissioner  and  other  personal  serv- 
tocs  In  tbe  District  of  Columbia,  fiscal  year  1941,  $100,000. 

^nie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
^The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  45,  after  line  5,  to  insert: 

Salaries  and  expenses.  Immigration  and  Nattirallzatlon  Service 
(alien  registration) :  For  salaries  and  expenses  In  conducting  and 
maintaining  a  national  registration  of  aliens,  Including  such  In- 
▼eattgatlon  of  matters  relating  to  alien  registration  as  may  be 
directed  by  the  Attornpy  General,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  cf 
H.  R.  6138.  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  as  finally  enacted,  including 
peiso—l  services  and  rentals  In  the  District  of  Columbia  and  else- 
whers;  stationery,  furniture  and  repairs,  floor  coverings,  flic  holders 
and  cases;  purchase,  exchangs,  or  rsntal  of  punching,  tabulating, 
sorting,  and  other  Ubor-ssvlnff  Biachlnes,  including  technical, 
mechanical,  and  other  serrloss  In  connection  therewith:  trsvellng 
expenses.  Includlns  the  attendsncs  at  meetings  concerned  with 
the  ptirposes  of  this  appropriation:  mlMcllaneous  expenditures,  in- 
cluding telegraphing  and  telrphones.  poetage,  labor,  tmrcbsse  and 
fental  of  typewriurs  and  adding  machines  and  the  exchange  thereof 
and  repairs  thereto,  streetcar  fares,  and  preae  clippings;  purchase. 
Including  exehsnge,  and  hire,  malnUnanee  and  operation  of  motor- 
propelled  passenger-carrylnc  vcbicies;  prtntlng  and  binding  and  all 
other  contingent  expenses  In  tbe  District  of  Columbin  and  In  tbe 
field,  flseal  year  1941,  $S.0OO,0O0,  of  which  not  to  exceed  •80.000  may 
be  expended  for  personal  services  without  regard  to  the  civll-scrvirs 
laws  or  the  Classlflcatlon  Act  of  1933,  as  amended:  Provided,  That 
tbe  Attorney  Oeneral  may  transfrr  to,  or  reimburse,  any  other  de- 
partment, agency,  or  office  of  the  Federal.  State,  or  local  Oovern- 
ments,  funds  In  such  amounts  as  may  t>e  necessary  for  salaries  and 
expenses  Incurrsd  by  them  in  rendering  authorized  asslstsnce  to 
Um  Department  of  Justice  In  connection  with  conducting  and 
maintaining  the  registration  of  aliens:  Provided  further.  That  this 
appropriation  shall  not  become  available  unless  and  until  H.  R.  5138, 
Seventy-sixth  Congress,  is  enacted  into  law. 

Mr.  KIN  3.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  an  ex- 
planation of  this  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  have  heretofore 
Made  very  large  appropriations  for  the  Immigration  and 
naturalization  Service.  Obviously,  in  view  of  the  disturbed 
conditions  throughout  the  world,  there  will  t>e  fewer  aliens 
admitted  into  the  United  States.  There  will,  of  course,  be  a 
larger  number  naturalized,  perhaps,  but  fewer  aliens  will  be 
admitted  into  tbe  United  States. 


Mr.  RUBSEUL.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  grew  out 
of  the  legislation  which  passed  the  Senate  last  week  providing 
for  the  registration  of  aliens  in  the  United  States.  There 
have  been  no  appropriations  made  for  this  purjxwe  heretofore. 
I  must  frankly  say  that  I  was  surprised  that  the  Bureau  did 
not  estimate  that  any  more  money  would  be  necessary  than 
is  sought  In  this  item  to  register  all  the  aliens  in  the  United 
States. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Department 
of  Labor,"  on  page  49.  after  line  21,  to  insert  the  following 
subhead: 

Division  of  Labor  Standards. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  50,  after  line  4,  to  insert: 

For  an  additional  amount  for  salaries  and  expenses.  Division  of 
Labor  Standards,  fiscal  year  1941.  Including  the  same  objects  speci- 
fied under  this  bead  In  the  Department  of  Labor  Appropriation  Act, 
1941,  9120.000. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  in  the  amendment  for  salaries 
and  expenses, Division  of  Labor  Standards,  I  should  like  to  sub- 
mit an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute.  On  page  50, 
lines  5  to  8,  I  move  to  substitute  the  language  I  send  to  the 
desk  for  the  language  now  in  the  amendment,  because  of  cer- 
tain amplification  which  seems  to  be  necessary. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  50  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
lines  5  to  8,  as  follows: 

For  an  additional  amotmt  for  salaries  and  expenses.  Division  of 
Labor  Standards,  fiscal  year  1941.  Includlni;  the  same  objects  speci- 
fied ur.der  this  head  In  the  Department  of  Labor  Appropriation  Act. 
1941,  $120,000. 

And  to  insert  the  following: 

Salaries  and  expenses.  Division  of  Labor  Standards:  For  an  addi- 
tional amount,  fiscal  year  1941,  for  salaries  and  expenses.  Division 
of  Labor  Standards,  to  be  used  exclusively  for  the  promotion  of  an 
apprenticeship  program,  in  addition  to  such  sums  as  may  be  ex- 
pended from  the  regular  annual  appropriation  for  1941  for  this 
purjxjse.  Including  the  objects  specified  under  this  head  In  the 
Department  of  Labor  Appropriation  Act.  1941.  $130,000.  from  which 
amount  transfers  may  be  made  to  other  appropriations  for  the 
Dtpartment  of  Labor,  1941,  as  follows:  $1,750  to  contingent  ex- 
pcnssa.  $15,875  to  traveling  expcnres,  $500  to  printing  and  binding, 
and  the  limitation  on  the  amount  which  may  be  expended  under 
this  head  for  personal  acrvlces  m  tbe  District  of  Columbia  Is  hereby 
increased  to  $184,200. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  la  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  waa,  on  page  50,  after  line  S.  to  tmcrt: 
■trxxAt;  or  uiaoa  eTATwnoi 

Salaries  and  expeiw<^;  For  an  additional  amount  for  salaries  end 
expenses,  Buresu  of  Labor  SUtlstlcs,  fiscal  Tear  1941.  Ineluding  the 
same  objects  specified  under  thU  bead  In  tbe  Department  of  Labor 
Appropriation  Act,  1941. 175,000. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  ibould  like  also  to  fub> 
stiiute  language  for  the  committee  amendment  on  page  50, 
lines  10  to  14:  also  a  necessary  amidlflcatlon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  lUte  the  propoted 
subfltltute. 

The  Chtet  Clcrx.  On  page  50.  after  line  8.  It  U  proposed 
to  strike  out  lines  9  to  14,  as  follows: 

■tmiATT  or  LABOB  STATISTICa 

Snlnrles  and  expenses;  For  an  additional  amount  for  salaries 
and  expenses.  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  fiscal  year  1941.  Includ- 
ing the  same  objects  specified  under  this  head  to  tbe  Department 
of  Labor  Appropriation  Act,  1941,  $75,000. 

And  to  insert  the  following: 

■UKXAU   or   LABOB    VTATIBTICa 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  an  additional  amount,  fiscal  year 
1941,  for  salaries  and  expenses.  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  to  be 
used  exclusively  for  occupaUonal  outlook  surveys  in  addiUon  to 
SUCH  siims  as  may  be  eiq)ended  from  the  regular  annual  appro- 
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prtatlons  for  this  purpose.  Including  the  Objects  spedfled  \mder 
this  head  in  the  Department  of  Labor  Appropriation  Act,  1941, 
•76,000.  from  which  transfers  may  be  made  to  other  appropria- 
tions for  the  Department  of  Labor,  1941,  as  follows,  $9,500  to 
contingent  expenses;  $6,000  to  travel  exjjenses;  $1,000  to  printing 
and  binding,  and  the  limitation  on  the  amount  which  may  be 
expended  under  this  head  for  personal  services  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  is  hereby  Increased  by  the  sum  of  $58,500. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Hie  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Navy  De- 
partment— Marine  Corps,"  on  page  51,  after  line  24,  to 
insert:  | 

For  expenses  of  the  United  States  liCarlne  Band  in  attending 
the  convention  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic  to  be  held  at 
Springfield.  111..  Septemt>er  8  to  13,  1940,  as  authorized  by 
H.  R.  9296.  Seventy-sixth  Ctongreas.  Public.  No.  — ,  approved 
June  — .  1940,  fiscal  year  1941,  $6,900. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Post  Office 
Department — Out  of  the  postal  revenues — office  of  the  First 
Assistant  Postmaster  General,"  on  page  53,  after  hne  3,  to 
insert: 

The  Postmaster  General  Is  hereby  authorlxed  to  Incur  obliga- 
tions for  the  transportation  of  mall  by  aircraft  during  the  fiscal 
year  1941  between  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  Juneau,  Alaska,  via 
Ketchikan,  Alaska,  and  the  appropriation  "Foreign  air-mall  trans- 
portation, 1941."  ts  hereby  made  available  for  payment  of  such 
obligations. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Department 
of  State",  on  page  56,  after  line  10,  to  Insert: 

nmSNATIONAL  JOINT  COMMISSION,    UMTIJ)   STATCS  AND   CKXAT   BUTAUT 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  an  additional  amount  for  salaries  and 
expenses.  International  Joint  Commission.  United  States  and  Great 
Britain,  fiscal  year  1941,  Including  the  objecu  specified  under  vhe 
appropriation  for  such  purpose  in  the  State  Department  Appropria- 
tion Act.  1941,  and  including  also  tbe  salary  of  one  commissioner 
on  the  part  of  tbe  United  Sutes,  notwithstanding  tbe  provision  to 
the  contrary  contained  In  such  act,  who  ahaU  serve  at  the  pleasure 
cf  tbe  President,  $7,500. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  59.  after  line  0,  to  insert: 

COOPIXATTON   WITH   THX   AMERICAN   aXPTTBIJCS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  an  additional  amount  for  salaries  and 
expenses,  cooperation  with  the  American  republics,  fiscal  year  1941, 
including  the  objects  specified  under  this  head  in  the  Department 
of  State  ApproprUtion  Act,  1941.  and  including  also  the  recording 
and  sound-tracking  of  motion  pictures;  traveling  expenses,  in  ac- 
cordance wltb  the  SUndardixed  Government  Travel  Regulations 
and  the  act  of  June  3,  1936,  as  amended,  of  citizens  of  the  United 
States  and  the  other  American  republics  selected  as  professors  snd 
studenu;  traveling  expensee  of  members  of  advisory  committees  in 
accordsnce  with  section  2  of  the  art  of  August  9,  1930  (M  Itat 
laoO):  snd  not  exceeding  $104)00  additional  for  printing  and  bind- 
ing. •300.000:  to  remsin  svsllsble  until  expended,  snd  the  Secretary 
of  SUU  IS  hereby  authorised,  eub)ect  to  the  approval  of  the  Presi- 
dent, to  transfer  to  other  departments,  agencies,  and  Independent 
esublishmenu  of  tbe  Government  for  expenditure  In  tb«  United 
•utee  and  In  the  otber  American  republlcf  not  esceedlng  tbe  fol- 
lowlni  smounta,  resr'ctlvelir;  FMersl  Security  Agency,  for  tbe 
Public  Health  Service,  $30,000:  Department  of  Labor,  for  the  Chil- 
dren's Bureau,  $7.A00,  and  the  Women's  Bureau,  $0,000;  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Authority,  I30M0;  •mithsonlsn  Institution,  $28,500; 
Department  of  the  Interior,  for  tbe  Travel  Bureau.  113,600,  for  the 
Bureau  of  Plaherlcs,  $0,000,  and  for  ths  Geological  Survey,  $30,000; 
Department  of  Commerce,  tor  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey, 
gOMO;  Librsry  of  Congrees,  $10,000;  TarlU  Commission.  MiXM. 

The  amendment  wai  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Treasury 
Department — OfBce  of  the  Secretary",  on  page  61,  line  13, 
after  the  numerals  "1940",  to  strike  out  "$400 .000"  and  in- 
cert  "$700,000".  so  as  to  read: 

Salaries  and  expenses,  foreign  owned  property  control:  For  ex- 
penditure under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
for  any  purpose  In  connection  wltb  the  carrying  out  of  the  pro- 
visions of  section  6  (b)  of  the  act  of  October  6.  1917  (40  Stst.  411. 
418),  as  amended,  and  any  proclamations,  orders,  or  regulations 
that  have  been  or  may  be  issued  thereunder.  Including  personal 
services  (without  regard  to  classification  and  clvll-servlce  laws) 
and  rent  in  tbe  District  of  Colxmibla  and  elsewhere,  printing,  and 
all  other  necessary  expenses  incurred  In  carrying  out  Instructions 
Issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  pursuant  to  section  5  (b) 
of  the  act  of  October  6,  1917,  as  amended,  or  proclamations,  orders, 
or  regulations  Issued  thereunder,  Including  reimbursement  of  any 
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other  appropriation  or  other  funds  of  the  United  States  or  any 
agency,  instrumentality,  territory,  or  possession  thereof,  including 
the  Philippine  Islands,  and  reimbursement  of  any  Federal  Reserve 
bank  for  printing  and  other  expenditures,  fiscal  year  1940,  $700,000. 
to  remain  available  tmtU  June  80,  1941. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Division 
of  Printing",  on  page  62,  after  Une  9.  to  Insert: 

For  an  additional  amount  for  stationery  for  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, fiscal  year  1941.  Including  the  objects  specified  under 
this   head  in   the   Treasury  Department  Appropriation  Act,    1941. 

$39,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  63,  after  Une  19,  to 
insert: 


BtTKKAU  or  XNTBUf  AL  ■SVEMUS 

Salaries  and  expenses:  For  an  additional  amount  for  expenses  of 
assessing  and  collecting  the  internal-revenue  taxes,  fiscal  year  1941, 
including  the  objects  specified  under  this  head  In  the  Treasury 
Department  Appropriation  Act,  1941,  $6,000,000,  of  which  $164,860 
shall  be  available  for  printing  and  binding  and  $187,130  for  per- 
sonal services  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  for  an  ex- 
planation, because  we  made  a  very  large  appropriation  in  the 
general  bill  for  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  explanation  given  to  the  committee  was 
that  by  reason  of  the  passage  of  the  new  tax  \Al\  that  was 
imminent,  it  would  require  additional  money. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  on  page  63,  after  line  19. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Bureau  of 
the  Mint,"  on  page  65.  after  line  16.  to  insert: 

Salaries:  For  an  additional  amount  for  personal  services  in  tbe 
District  of  Colimibla,  fiscal  year  1941.  $5,000. 

Contingent  expenses  and  examination  of  mints:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  contingent  expenses  and  examination  of  mints,  fiscal 
year  1941.  Including  the  objects  specified  under  this  head  In  tbe 
Treasury  Department  Appropriation  Act.  1941,  $3,000. 

Salaries  and  expenses,  mints  and  assay  olQces:  For  an  additional 
amount  for  salaries  and  expenses,  mints  and  assay  offices,  fiscal  year 
1911.  including  the  objects  and  limits tioiu  specified  under  this  head 
In  the  Treasury  Department  Appropriation  Act  for  1941,  $760,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  66,  after  line  8,  to  strike 
out: 

Medal  for  Howard  Hughes :  For  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  presentation  of  a  medal  to 
Howard  Hughes  In  recognition  of  his  achievement  in  Pdvanclng  the 
science  of  aviation,"  approved  August  7.  1889  (Private  Act  No.  214), 
fiscal  year  1941,  $360. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  wai,  on  ijiace  66,  after  line  14,  to  ftrlke 
out: 

Medal  for  Rev.  PTaneii  X,  Qulnn :  Por  carrying  out  the  provlsUms 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  tbe  presenutlon  of  a 
medal  to  Rev.  Prancis  X.  Quinn  In  recognition  of  his  valor  in  savinc 
the  lives  of  two  of  hU  fellow  cltlaetM?'  approved  AuffUft  10,  1990 
(Private  Act  No.  atS),  fiscal  year  1041,  $360. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  Amendment  wu,  under  the  heading  "War  Depart- 
ment—Military  Actlvltiei,"  on  page  67,  after  Une  6,  to  Ingert: 

OCWCSAL  STAfT  CO«FS 

Mlecellaneous  expensee,  military  inulUgence  activities:  Por  an 
additional  amount  for  mlfoellaneous  eapenses,  mlliury  Intelligenot 
activities,  fiscal  yesr  1941,  Including  the  same  objects  specified  under 
this  head  in  the  Military  Appropriation  Act,  1941,  to  be  inunedl- 
atcly  avaUable,  $136,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Quarter- 
master Corps",  on  page  69,  after  line  14,  to  Insert: 

All  moneys  avaUable  on  July  1,  1040,  tmder  the  appropriation 
"Construction  of  buildings,  utilities,  and  appurtenances  at  military 
potXM"  may  be  used  for  tbe  employment  of  personnel  at  the  seat  of 
government  or  elsewhere  without  regard  to  clvU-servlce  require- 
ments and  restrictions  of  law  relating  thereto. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  70,  after  line  5,  to  insert: 

Not  to  exceed  10  percent  of  any  of  the  appropriations  for  the 
Military  Bstabllsbment  for  tbe  fiscal  year  1941  may  be  transferred 
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with  the  approTal  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to 
any  other  of  such  appropriation*,  but  no  appropriation  shall  be 
Increased  more  than  10  percent  thereby. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  subhead  "Civil  func- 
tions—Corps of  Engineers",  on  page  70.  line  18.  after  the  word 
-^"in".  to  insert  "Senate  Document  No.  227  and",  and  In  line  20, 
after  the  word  "Congress",  to  strike  out  "$8,825.45"  and  insert 
•J14.767.25".  so  as  to  read: 

Claims  for  damages,  rivers  and  harbors:  To  pay  claims  for  dam- 
ages under  river  and  harbor  work  adjusted  and  determined  by  the 
War  Department  under  the  provision  of  section  9  of  the  River  and 
Harbor  Act.  approved  June  5.  1920  (33  U.  8.  C.  564).  as  set  forth  in 
Senate  Document  No  227  and  Houae  Document  No.  760.  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress,  $14,767.25. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Title  n — 
Judgments  and  authorized  claims— Property  damage  claims", 
on  page  72,  after  line  11.  to  insert: 

(b)  For  the  payment  of  claims  for  damages  to  or  losses  of  prl- 
▼ately  owned  property  adjusted  and  determined  by  the  following 
respective  departmenU  and  Independent  offices,  under  the  provulons 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prorlde  a  method  for  the  settlement 
of  clainu  aruing  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  In 
the  Kums  not  exceeding  11,000  in  any  on*  c«s«."  approved  December 
-  38.  1023  <ai  use  21A).  as  fully  set  forth  In  SenaU  Doctunrnt  No. 
2ad  Of  the  Scvrnty-nixtli  C)ngres*,  as  follows; 

Fsderal  Works  Agency    Works  Progress  Admlnlst.ratton,  liaOJft: 

Dfpttrtment  of  Acriettturt,  I8JM44; 

Department  of  the  Interiof,  |17S. 

fVsty  Otpartment,  $6t§t2; 

lYeaeury  Drpartmeflt,  $19 M', 

War  DMNirtmetit,  9a.l9031i 

Ttur  Btnpndmtmt  wm  affNid  to, 

7lM  ntnt  Mmrndmrnt  wm,  undtr  tht  nubhMd  "JMAintumU, 
Vnti»6  ButPn  eourta",  tm  |Miff«  7S,  Him  t,  nfUr  th«  word  "by^, 
U  BtrtU  out  "iho  Judk'tttl  Cod#,  spprovMl"  ftnd  irmrt  "iwtlon 
397  of  iho  Mi  of",  M  M  to  rMMl: 

•«c  909  (*)  For  th*  p»rm«nt  of  th«  Anal  M4cm«nM  inetuding 
Msta  of  suits  whi'h  hav*  he«n  r<«itder»d  uri4«r  ih"  pruvuiotw  of  the 
Mt  of  March  *,  1M7  t^ntitkd  "An  a^t  to  urovid*  for  ttie  brtrtglnf  of 
suiu  acAinst  the  Oovfrnmaiit  of  iha  Uruti>d  ItaKts, '  a*  am«ndM  bf 
section  307  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1911  (M  U,  f»  C  7«i»,  c«rtl(Ud  to 
thf>  Hfv^ntV'Sixih  ConKreaa  In  Hotise  Dociunent  No.  701,  tuider  tlM 
fOllowUiK  Uepartniriitii 

Department  of  Agriculture,  |4,7MM; 

Navy  Department,  11,708.11: 

In  all,  M.44ft06,  together  with  such  additional  sum  as  may  be 
necessary  to  pay  eosu  and  interest  as  specified  in  such  judgments  or 
as  provided  by  law. 

The  amendment  wm  agreed  to. 

Tlie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  74,  line  1.  after  the  word 
"in",  to  Insert  "Senate  Document  No.  222  and";  and  in 
line  3.  after  the  word  "Department",  to  strike  out  "$5,138.08" 
and  Insert  "$8,309  82":  and  in  line  4,  after  the  words  "In  all", 
to  strike  out    $5,138.08"  and  insert  "$8,309.82".  so  as  to  read: 

(b)  For  the  payment  of  Judgments.  Including  cost  of  suits,  ren- 
dered against  the  Oovernment  of  the  United  States  by  CTnlted  States 
district  courts  under  the  provisions  of  an  act  entitled  "An  act 
authorizing  suits  against  the  United  States  In  admiralty  for  dam- 
ages caused  by  and  salvage  services  rendered  to  public  vessels  be- 
longing to  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes."  approved 
March  3.  1925  (46  U.  S.  C.  781-789).  certified  to  the  Seventy-sixth 
Congress  in  Senate  Document  No  222  and  House  Dociunent  No.  761, 
under  the  following  depanment: 

Navy  Department,  $8,309.82; 

In  all,  •8.309.82.  together  with  such  additional  svmi  as  may  be 
necessary  to  pay  interest  as  and  where  specified  In  such  Judgments 
or  as  provided  by  law. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  74.  line  7.  before  the 
word  "final",  to  insert  "the  costs  of";  and  in  line  8,  after  the 
word  "decree",  to  strike  out  "to  a  special  case  rendered 
against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and"  and  insert 
"rendered  against  J.  Edwin  Larson.  Collector  of  Internal 
Revenue,  in  his  ofBcial  capacity  only",  so  as  to  read: 

(c)  For  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  final  Judgment  and  decree 
rendered  against  J.  Edwin  LArson.  Collector  of  Internal  Reventae. 
In  his  ofDclal  capacity  only,  certified  to  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress 
In  Hoijjse  Document  No.  761:  under  the  Treasury  Department, 
•599  55. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Judgments, 
Court  of  Claims",  on  page  74.  line  24.  after  the  word  "in", 
to  insert  "Senate  Document  No.  226  and":  on  page  75, 
line  9,  after  the  word  "Department",  to  strike  out  "$198.- 
890.22"  and  ihsert  "$202,890.22";  and  in  line  10.  after  the 
words  "In  all",  to  strike  out  "$344,494.10"  and  insert  "$348.- 
494.10".  so  as  to  read: 

Src.  203.  (a)  For  payment  of  the  Judgments  rendered  by  the 
Court  of  Claims  and  reported  to  the  Seventy-sixth  Congreas  In 
Senate  Document  No  226  and  House  Document  No.  763.  under  the 
following  establishment  and  departments,  namely: 

Federal  Works  Agency.  •109.707.43; 

Veterans'  Administration,  ^277.75; 

Department  of  Commerce.  •7.109  15; 

Department  of  the  Interior.  ^796  63; 

Navy  Department.  •8,147  93; 

Treasury  Department.  •19.565; 

War  Department,  •202.890.23; 

In  all.  •348.494.10.  together  with  such  additional  sum  as  may  b« 
necessary  to  pay  Interest  as  and  where  specified  In  such  JudgmsntA. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  subhead  "Audited 
claims."  on  page  87.  after  line  6.  to  Insert: 

(b)  For  the  payment  of  the  following  claims,  certified  to  b«  du« 
by  the  General  Accounting  Office  under  appropriations  the  balanon 
of  which  have  been  carried  to  the  stirplus  fund  under  the  pro- 
vulons of  section  ft  of  the  act  of  June  30.  1874  (31  V  B.  C  713),  and 
under  appropriationr  b«retofort  treated  as  permsnent,  being  for  ths 
service  frf  the  fiscal  year  1W7  and  prior  years,  unlew  otherwise 
•Utrd  and  which  hive  been  e«rtlfl«d  to  OoDfrMs  und«r  stctloo 
9  of  the  act  ot  July  7,  1M4  (0  U.  0.  0.  3M),  ■•  (ullv  set  forth  in 
Senate  Document  No.  934,  ieveiitr-slstb  Oeoffresa,  there  Is  appro* 
prlated  at  follow»: 

Independent  ame^n  for  mslntensnee  of  slr-iMvlfstlon  faeillttes, 
Olvit  Aer mtautUM  Authority,  9799  90, 

Pitt  lnt«fftt«ie  Commeree  OommiaslMi  HiJi. 

For  sNlaries  snd  e«petise«.  Veterans'  AdminiHrstlon,  919771 

fm  Mstionst  ItutunifM  ftefovery,  fsdersi  ■nerfnt'ir  Adminietri* 
lien  of  fubtie  WorHs,  9flf M> 

Wm  repstr,  pfmrvtion,  snd  equtpmeni,  puMIe  bttitdtngn,  Pro* 
eurement  Dlvi«ion,  91490, 

Dep«ftment  of  Agrieuiturei  for  HUaiH  sntf  eKpenaes,  feit  Oo«« 
•ervslion  tefVlM,  919  90 

For  Mileries  and  SKpenses,  Forest  fervlee,  9111 99 

For  salaries  and  eapenMs,  Sursau  of  Animal  Industry,  911  99 

For  e>p<»rtaiion  and  domsstie  eonetimptlon  of  agrloulturft)  eom« 
modules,  Department  of  Agriculture,  909  99 

Fr>r  aequtsltion  of  lands  fur  protection  of  watersheds  of  nsvigable 
stri*ama,  Iftoaso 

For  farnieri'  crop  production  and  harvesting  loans,  Fsrm  Credit 
JUtminutration.  930 

For  conservation  and  tise  of  agricultural  land  resources,  De« 
partment  of  Agriculture.  930. 

For  National  Induatrlal  Recovery,  Reaettlement  Administration. 
BUbmargtnal   landa   (transfer  to  Agriculture).  91,607  64. 

Department  of  the  Interior:  For  salarlea  and  expenses.  Division 
of  Investigation.  Department  of  the  Interior.  943.94. 

For  Indian  boarding  schools.  931.44. 

For  support  of  Indians  and  administration  of  Indian  property. 
•131.35 

Department  of  Justice:  For  support  of  United  States  prisoners, 
961  5^ 

Department  of  Labor:  For  salaries  and  expenses.  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service.  91273 

For  salaries  and  expenses.  Bureau  cf  Labor  Statistics.  ^2 

Navy  Department :  For  pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation.  Navy, 
9441  10 

For  pay.  Marine  Corps,  951.74. 

For  aviation   Navy.  •S.ISO 

For  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores.  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  •53.017.86 

For  payment  to  officers  and  employees  of  the  United  States  in 
foreign  countries  due  to  appreciation  of  foreign  ctirrencles  (Navy). 
98.31 

Post  Office  Department:  For  operating  supplies  for  public  build- 
ings. Post  Office  Department,  general  fund.  •13.24. 

Department  of  State:  For  contingent  expenses.  Foreign  Service 
96  44 

Treastiry  Department:  Ft»  Increase  of  compensation.  Treasury 
Department.  910. 

For  general  expenses.  Llghthoxise  Service.  ^43. 

For  Coast  Guard,  •57.95 

For  pay  and  allowances.  Coast  Guard.  957. 

For  collecting  the  Internal  revenue.  •S.SS. 

War  I>epartment:  For  general  appropriations.  Quartermaster 
Corps.  as.SlBQS 

For  pay,  etc..  of  the  Army.  •1.355.58. 

For  pay  of  the  Army,  (139  52. 

For  Army  transportation,   •2448. 

For  travel,  military  and  civil  personnel.  War  Department.  •278.07. 

For  travel  of  the  Army,  •22.50. 

For  ordnance  service  and  supplies.  Army.  93.37. 

For  Increase  of  compensation.  MlUtary  BstabUahment,  92.0a 
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For  National   Guard.   913226 

For  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps   99  87 

For  working  fund.  War.  Chemical  Warfare  Service  (Navy,  construc- 
tion and   repair),  •5.135  82 

For  emergency  conservation  tvmd  (transfer  to  War.  act  Jtuie  19. 
1934),  •22.57. 

For  emergency  conservation  work  (transfer  to  War.  act  Jime  22. 
1936).  •20185 

For  emergency  conservation  work  (transfer  to  War.  act  Febru- 
ary 9.    1937),  SOOO  18. 

Bmergency  relief:  For  emergency  relief.  Agriculture,  adminis- 
trative expenses.  •!  88 

For  emergency  relief.  Agrictilture.  public  roads,  highways,  roads, 
smd  streets,  tlSLSSSBS. 

For  emergency  relief.  Resettlement  Administration,  flood  con- 
trol and  other  conservation  (transfer  to  Agriculture),  930  53. 

For  emergency  relief.  Resettlement  Administration,  rtiral  rehabil- 
itation (transfer  to  Agriculture),  92,477.25. 

For  emergency  relief,  Resettlement  Administration,  sanitation, 
prevention   of   soil  erosion,  etc.    (transfer   to  Agriculture).   •33.49. 

War  emen;ency  relief,  emergency  conservation  work.  War.  Civilian 
Oooservatlon  Corps,  ^530  J5. 

For  emergency  relief.  Interior.  National  Park  Service,  parks  and 
recreational  facilities.  94  30. 

For  emergency  relief.  Interior,  National  Park  Service,  parks  and 
reereallonal  facilities,  non-Federal  pro)ecu.  47  cents. 

For  emergency  reUef,  Interior.  National  Park  Service,  aenitetlon, 
prevention  of  soil  eroelon.  etc..  90.04. 

For  emergency  relief.  Works  Progress  Administration,  adminis- 
trative expenses.  9311.38. 

For  emergency  relief.  Works  Progress  Administration,  grants  to 
States,  etc  .  9163  03. 

For  emergency  relief,  Works  Progress  Administration  (non-fed- 
eral prolecu  approved  prior  to  June  23,  1036),  9903  90. 

Pmt  OfTlee  Depsrtment  -Postal  Servlee  (out  of  the  poetal  reve- 
nues) :  rat  oontrsot  Air  Mall  Servlee.  944,79. 

For  operating  (oroe  for  ptiblle  bulldlflis,  Foet  Ofltoe  Department, 
97107 

For  eompeneatlon  to  poetSMMUn,  #19974 

Totel,  eudited  etaima.  eeetion  Mi  (bi,  9399,71944,  together  with 
•tich  eddiilonsl  eum  due  to  ItMreeee  in  ratea  of  eiMhenge  as  may 
^e  nffprnttf  9e  pey  fintm§  in  the  1ftr*'\tt\  ^urreney  end  fntefeet  se 
eb#mfd  tn  •9rt«ln  of  the  setttefnente  of  the  Otneriil  Aeoounttflg 

Ttv*  •mrndmwt  was  nirotd  to, 

TlM  fwxt  ttiueiidtuftnt  WM,  on  ptiM  92,  gtUt  Un9  13,  t« 
Insert; 

(e)  For  the  payment  of  the  followtng  elalms,  eertlAed  to  be  due 
by  the  Osnarftl  Aeeounting  Ofllee  under  appropriations  the  bal- 
aneek  of  which  have  been  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  under  the 

? revisions  of  section  ft  or  the  act  of  June  30,  1B74  (31  U.  S.  O, 
19),  and  under  appropriations  heretofore  treaird  na  permanent, 
being  for  the  aervlce  of  the  Ascal  year  1037  and  prior  years,  utUess 
otherwise  stated,  and  v/hlch  have  oeen  certified  to  Congress  under 
section  3  of  the  act  of  July  7,  1684  (ft  U  S.  C.  360),  as  fully  set 
forth  In  Senate  Dociunent  No.  333,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  there 
Is  appropriated  as  follows; 

ludepi'iident  Offices:  For  maintenance  of  alr-navlgatlon  facili- 
ties. Civil  Aeronautics  Authority,  911. 

For  alr-navlgatlon  faculties,  98. 

For  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  fund.  92.00. 

For  operations  under  Mineral  Act  of  October  6.  1018,  900.815.19. 

For  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  910. 

For  pay  of  personnel  and  maintenance  of  hospitals.  Public  Health 
Service.  918. 

For  general  adminlatratlve  expenses,  PubUc  Works  Branch,  Pro- 
curement Division,  97.67. 

For  salaries  and  expenses.  Veterans'  Administration.  624.03. 

For  medical   and  hospital   services.  Veterans'  Bureau,  •45. 

Department  of  Agriculture:  For  salaries  and  expenses.  Boll 
Conservation  Service,  •25J0. 

For  salaries  and  expenses.  Forest  Service,  ^148. 

For  salaries  and  expenses.  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 
9167  87. 

For  National  Industrial  Recovery,  Resettlement  Administration, 
Bubmarglnal  lands  (transfer  to  Agriculture).  •1.536.95. 

For  National  Industrial  Recovery,  Resettlement  Administration, 
subsistence  homesteads    (transfer   to  Agriculture),   •60  38. 

For  loans  and  relief  in  stricken  agricultural  areaa  (transfer  to 
Agriculture)    (sllvlcultvire).  •17.05. 

For  exportation  and  domestic  consumption  of  agricultiu-al  com- 
modities. Department  of  AgHcvilture.  •5895. 

For  solI-ero6lon  Investigations.  •39.14. 

For  farmers'  crop  production  and  harvesting  loans.  Farm  Credit 
Administration.  •H.U. 

Department  of  the  Interior:  For  migratory  bird  conservation  fund 
(receipt  limitation),  •4.08. 

For  purchase  of  Indian  suppUes,  •9.01. 

Department  of  Justice:  For  salaries,  lees,  and  expenses  of  mar- 
shals. United  States  courts,  9264.51. 

Navy  Department:  For  aviation.  Navy,  96.883.95. 

For  pay.   eutjslstence.  and   transportation.   Navy.  96.41. 

For  engineering.  Bureau  of  Engmeering.  922.40. 

For  pay.  Marine  Corps.  9685.26. 


For  maintenance.  Bureau  of  Tarda  and  Docks,  81. 
For  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores.  Btu'eau  of  Ordnance,  9766  93- 
For  payment  to  ofHcers  and  employees  of  the  United  States  In 
foreign  countries  due  to  appreciation  of  foreign  currencies  (Navy), 
95.33. 

Department  of  State:  For  transportation  of  Foreign  Service  offi- 
cers, 9201.30. 

For  United  States  contributions  td  International  commissions,!' 
congresses,  and  bureaus.  •17.73. 

For  payment  to  officers  and  eniployeee  of  the  United  States  in 
foreign  countries  due  to  appreciation  of  foreign  ciu-rencles,  •69.58. 

Treasury  Department:  For  collecting  the  Internal  revenue,  910.60. 

War  Department:  For  general  appropriations.  Quartermaster 
Corps,  •3.174.08. 

For  pay  of  the  Army.  9873.01. 

For  pay,  and  so  forth,  of  the  Army,  9021.85. 

For  subsistence  of  the  Army.  937.40. 

For  National  Guard,  9324.35. 

For  ordnance  service  and  supplies,  Army,  •14.63. 

For  emergency  conservation  fund  (transfer  to  War,  act  March 
81,   1933),  •8.50. 

For  emergency  conservation  fimd  (transfer  to  War,  act  June  19, 
1034),  ^153.04. 

For  emergency  conservation  work  (transfer  to  War,  act  Febru- 
ary 0,   1037),  9190.38. 

For  emergency  conservation  work  (transfer  to  War,  act  June  33, 
1036),  965030. 

Emergency  Relief:  For  emergency  relief,  Agriculture,  Forest  Serv- 
ice, flood  control  and  other  conservation,  9190.38. 

For  emergency  relief,  Agriculture,  Forest  Senrloe.  forestatlon.  and 
eo  forth,  937. 

For  emergency  relief,  Agriculture,  SoU  Coner  ration  Service,  flood 
control  and  other  corservation,  911.09. 

For  ottMrfeney  relief,  Imergeney  Conservation  work,  War,  Civilian 
Oensorvailon  Corps,  9819  Jl, 

for  emergenev  relief,  Interior,  national  Park  Srrvlee,  parfee  and 
ffeereallonaf  facilities,  non-Federal  projeete.  9176  07, 

for  emerfem't  relief,  Interior^  ffational  Farh  Sertioe,  parks  and 
fsefoaikmaf  faellltles,  91 19, 

For  fttftifftutr  relief,  MesetUosient  AdmlniNfrN«i'tn,  rural  !•• 
habllltsiiod,  loatis  and  relief  (o  farmers/  attd  so  Uttih  (transfer 
io  Agneulturei ,  9ft,ili9§, 

f^t  •trmn/mo)/  relief,  Resettlement  Admlnlstrstlon,  rural  r«* 
babillifttion  (trsnsfer  to  Agrieulttife),  9«lfl,10, 

for  emergeney  relief,  Rwiwttlement  Admlnietratlon.  99nlldtlofl, 
nreventk>n  of  sea  #roiilon«  9m4  90  furtb  itrftnefsr  to  Afri«ultiir9)> 
llf'MO. 

For  einergeney  relief,  War,  rivers  and  harbors,  flood  soittrol,  an4 
so  forth,  9449 

For  emiTgortcjr  relief,  Works  Progress  Administration,  grants  to 
States,  and  so  forth,  938.10, 

For  emergency  relief,  Works  Progress  Administration,  highways, 
roads,  and  streets,  9371,13, 

For  emergency  relief,  Works  Progress  AdmlnUtratlon,  National 
Youth  Administration,  non-Federal  projects,  90  IS. 

For  emergency  relief.  Works  Progress  Administration  (non-Fed- 
eral projects  approved  prior  to  June  23,  1036),  91.000.91. 

For  emergency  relief.  Works  Progress  Administration,  parka  and 
recreational  facilities,  9116.05. 

For  emergency  relief,  Works  Progress  Administration,  public  build- 
ings. 91,177.04. 

For  emergency  relief,  Works  Progress  Administration,  public 
buildings  (Federal  projects).  93.38. 

For  emergency  relief.  Works  Progress  Administration,  public 
utilities,  and  so  forth,  $820  83. 

Post  Office  Department — Poetal  Service  (out  of  the  postal  reve- 
nues) :  For  comp>ensatlon  to  postmasters,  931.76. 

For  Rural  Delivery  Service.  96030. 

Total,  audited  claims,  section  204  (c),  6129,194  66,  together  with 
such  additional  sum  due  to  Increases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may 
be  neceasary  to  pay  claims  In  the  foreign  cvirrency  and  Interest  as 
specified  in  certain  of  the  settlements  of  the  General  Accounting 
Office. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  oa.  page  98,  after  line  4.  to 
insert: 

Sec  206.  For  the  pairment  of  claim  allowed  by  the  General  Ac- 
counting Office  pursuant  to  Private  Act  No.  107  of  the  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress,  approved  July  26,  1939,  which  has  been  certified  to 
Congress  under  section  2  of  the  act  of  July  7,  1884  (5  U.  S.  C.  266), 
In  Senate  Docvunent  No.  229.  Seventy-alxth  Congress.  9168. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  98.  after  line  10,  to 
Insert: 

Sec.  207.  For  the  payment  of  a  claim  allowed  by  the  General 
Accounting  Office  pursuant  to  Public  Act  No.  505  of  the  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress,  approved  Klay  2,  1040.  which  has  been  certified  to 
Congress  imder  section  2  of  the  act  of  July  7,  1884  (U.  8.  C,  title  5. 
sec.  266).  in  Senate  Document  No.  228.  Seventy-sixth  Congress, 
•6.219.22. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  98,  line  17,  to  change 
the  section  number  from  206  to  208. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  think  that  concludes  the  committee 
amendments. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  now  offer  an  amendment  on  page  17, 
after  line  3.  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  17,  after  line  3,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  insert  the  following: 

WORK    PROJECTS    ADMINISTRATION 

The  appropriations  for  the  Work  Projects  Administration  fc* 
the  fiscal  year  1941  shall  be  available  lor  the  prosecution  of  proj- 
ects, subject  to  the  approval  of  the  President,  for  training  for 
manual  occupations  In  Industries  engaged  In  production  for 
national-defense  purpooes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  make  it  clear  that  the  proposed 
amendment  is  not  an  appropriation  of  funds.  It  is  merely 
authority  for  the  President  to  approve  projects  for  operation 
by  the  W.  P.  A.  with  funds  which  have  already  been  appro- 
priated to  it  under  the  relief  act  for  the  coming  fiscal  year. 
It  will  permit  the  undertaking  of  projects  under  the  regula- 
tions of  the  W.  P.  A.  that  certified  relief  employees  be  given 
training  in  manual  occupations  in  industries  which  are  en- 
gaged in  production  activities  for  the  national  defense.  It 
will  afford  an  opportunity  for  W.  P.  A.  workers  to  become 
trained  and  when  trained  to  step  off  the  relief  rolls  and  ac- 
cept Jobs  in  private  concerns  which  are  engaged  in  national- 
defense  production  activities.  Obviously,  there  will  be  a 
dearth  of  trained  workers  essential  to  the  prompt  operation 
In  Industries  assisting  in  the  national-defense  program.  It 
is  manifestly  necessary  that  the  Government  make  efforts  to 
remove  those  on  relief  to  private  enterprise,  and  this  amend- 
ment, which  I  strongly  urge,  will  be  a  step  In  that  direction. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  In  the  consideration  of  the 
relief  bill  the  Senate  adopted  the  language  now  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  In  conference  the  House  dls-» 
agreed.  I  took  the  position  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  had  endeavored  to  main- 
tain the  position  of  the  Senate,  that  we  would  not  attempt 
to  insert  the  provision  in  another  bill  unless  the  House  con- 
ferees expressed  a  willingness  to  give  consideration  to  it.  The 
Senator  from  Kentucky  has  said  that  the  House  conferees 
have  expressed  such  a  willingness.  I  hope  the  amendment 
may  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  Informed  that  the  House  conferees 
are  willing  to  give  it  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  I  Mr. 
BarkleyI. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  engross- 
ment of  the  amendments,  and  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

^  The  bill  (H.  R.  10104)  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

*  Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  insist 

upKJn  its  amendments,  ask  for  a  conference  with"  the  House 

of  Representatives  thereon,  and  that  the  conferees  on  the 

part  of  the  Senate  be  appointed  by  the  Chair. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Vice  President  appointed 
Mr.  AoAMs.  Mr.  Glass.  Mr.  McKellar.  Mr.  Hayben,  Mr. 
Byiwes,  Mr.  Hale,  and  Mr.  Townsend  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

APPROPRIATIONS    FOR    DEPARTMENT    Or    LABOR,    FEDERAL    SECURITY 
AGENCY,  rrC.^-CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  the  conference 
report  on  House  bill  S007,  making  appropriations  for  the 
Department  of  Labor,  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  re- 
lated independent  agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1941,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  report  will  be  read. 

The  report  was  read,  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
fiouaes  on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill   (U.  R. 


9007)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Labor,  the  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  and  related  Independent  agencies,  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met, 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  been  unable  to  agree. 

Kenneth  McKelxar, 
Richard  B.  Russell, 
Pat  McCarran. 
John  H.  Bankheao, 
Joseph  C.  OMahonet, 
H.  C.  LoccE,  Jr., 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

M.  C.  Tarvkr, 
John  M.  HotreroN, 
Harrt  R.  Sheppako, 
BtrrLm  B.  Hare, 
Albzst  J.  Engel, 
Frank  B.  Keefe, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  message 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  announcing  its  action  on 
certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  House  bill  9007,  which 
was  read,  as  follows: 

In  the  HotTSx  or  Rxfrxsemtattves, 

June  21.  1940. 
Resolved.  That  the  House  still  further  Insist  upon  its  disagreement 
to  the  amendmenu  of  the  Senate  Nos.  35.  36.  37,  38.  and  39  to  the 
bin  (H.  R  9007)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of 
Labor,  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  Independent  agen- 
cies, for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jime  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purpose*. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  the  House 
disagreed  to  the  amendment  to  H.  R.  9007.  the  Labor  and  cer- 
tain Federal  agencies  bill.  The  House,  by  a  large  majority. 
again  voted  to  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendment  striking  out 
section  702,  page  63,  of  the  bill,  providing  as  follows: 

Sec.  702.  None  of  the  funds  appropriated  In  this  act  shall  be  ured 
to  pay  the  salary  of  any  person  appointed  to  a  non-clvU-eervlce  posi- 
tion, under  the  appropriations  In  the  respective  titles  In  this  act.  If 
the  effect  of  such  appointment  Is  to  Increase  the  number  of  non- 
clvll-servlce  employees  from  the  State  of  residence  of  any  such  non- 
clvU-servlce  appointee  beyond  the  number  of  non-clvll-servlce  em- 
ployees to  which  such  SUte  Is  entitled,  under  the  appropriations  In 
the  respective  titles  of  this  act.  on  a  basis  of  population:  Provided. 
That  this  section  "hall  not  apply  to  any  position,  the  appointment 
of  which  Is  made  by  the  President. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  only  one  item  in  the  bill  that  Is  In 
disagreement,  excepting  four  section  changes  occasioned 
by  striking  out  section  702.  Therefore.  Mr.  President.  I  move 
that  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  this  very  reluctantly.  The  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  was  tremendously  interested  in 
this  amendment  and  the  conferees  on  this  bill  have  had  a 
number  of  meetings.  It  has  been  in  conference  since  April 
30.  This  is  the  last  day  in  the  session  and.  therefore,  after 
the  vote  of  the  House  in  reference  to  the  amendment  yester- 
day there  is  nothing  left  for  the  Senate  to  do  but  to  agree 
to  it,  otherwise  this  very  important  bill  carrying  something 
like  a  billion  dollars  would  fail. 

As  one  member  of  the  committee,  I  was  very  much  op- 
posed to  the  House  amendment  for  this  reason:  The  amend- 
ment provides  for  no  non-civil-service  employees  to  be 
appointed  from  any  State  now  having  more  than  its  quota. 
If  this  bill  applied  to  all  departments  and  agencies  of  the 
Government,  I  am  inclined  to  support  it.  but  making  it 
apply  only  to  the  Labor  Department  and  to  the  agencies 
associated  with  the  Labor  Department  is  to  my  mind  inde- 
fensible, and  it  should  not  be  agreed  to.  and  the  only  reason 
that  I  am  moving  to  agree  to  it  now  is  that  the  House  has 
served  notice  on  us  that  unless  this  is  agreed  to  there  will 
be  no  labor  and  associated  agencies  bill  at  this  session. 
Therefore  I  make  the  moUon  that  I  have  made 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  tMr.  McKellar  J. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE   FROM   THE   HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr, 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  disagreed  to  the  amendments  ol  the  Senate  to  the  biU 
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(H.  R.  9822)  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for  other 
purposes;  agreed  to  the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that 
Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia.  Mr.  ScHrrrrz.  and  Mr.  Maas  were  ap- 
pointed managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference. 
The  message  also  annotmced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10055)  making  supplemental  ap- 
propriations for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes. 

WORK   RELIEF   AITO   RELIEF   APPROPRIATIONS CONFERENCE   REPORT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  understands  that  un- 
der the  agreement  had  yesterday,  the  majority  leader,  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BarklxtI,  today  would  ask 
unanimous  consent  temporarily  to  lay  aside  the  considera- 
tion of  the  calendar  under  the  order  of  the  Senate,  so  that 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Adams  1  may  move  to  take 
up  the  conference  report  on  the  relief  Joint  resolution, 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  conference  report  on  House  Joint  Reso- 
lution 544. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
the  right  to  make  that  motion  at  this  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  that  conference  reports 
are  privileged  matters  and  that  consideration  of  a  confer- 
ence report  wlU  not  interfere  with  the  pending  business, 
except  that  the  pending  business  will  temporarily  be  laid 
aside. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Yes.  The  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado has  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  conference  report.  The  Chair  is  in- 
formed that  the  conference  report  was  submitted  to  the 
Senate  last  night  and  read. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  It  Is  not  my  understanding  that  the 
conference  report  was  read  last  night. 

Mr.  McNARY.    It  was  not. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  present  occupant  of  the 
chair  was  not  present  at  the  time  the  conference  report  was 
submitted  last  night. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  conference  report  was  submitted.  It 
was  not  taken  up,  and  no  order  was  made  for  it  to  be  taken 
up. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  have  no  objection.  I  did  object  to  con- 
sideration of  the  conference  report  last  evening.  At  this 
time  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Donahey 

La  Pollette 

Reed 

Andrews 

Downey 

Lee 

Reynolds 

Ashurst 

Blender 

liOdge 

Russell 

Bailey 

Oaori* 

Lundeen 

BciiwartB 

Bankhe«d 

Gerry 

McCarran 

Srhwellenbach 

Barbour 

OlUette 

McKellar 

Sheppard 

Barlcley 

Green 

McNary 

Shlpstead 

BUbo 

Guffey 

Maloney 

Smith 

Bone 

Hale 

Mead 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Brown 

Harrison 

Miller 

TboniM,  Utah 

Byrd 

Hatch 

Mlnton 

Townsend 

Byrnes 

Hayden 

Murray 

Tniman 

Capper 

Herring 

Neely 

TydlngB 

Caraway 

Hill 

Norrts 

Vandenberg 

Chandler 

Hoi  man 

Nye 

Van  Nuys 

Chavez 

Holt 

CMahoney 

Wagner 

Clmrk,  Idalao 

Hughes 

Overton 

Walsh 

Clark.  Ilo. 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Pepper 

Wheeler 

Danaher 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Plttman 

White 

n«vu 

Klnff 

Baddlffe 

WUey 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty  Senators  have  an« 
swered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consideration  of  the  con- 
ference report?    The  Chair  hears  none. 

TTie  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  this  is  the  conference  report 
on  the  relief  joint  resolution.  The  conferees  had  many  long 
argumentative  sessions  with  the  conferees  from  the  House. 


Tliere  were  many  amendments,  and  there  was  much  con- 
troversy between  the  representatives  of  the  two  bodies. 

On  relief  measures — in  fact,  upon  all  appropriation  bills 
which  have  a  multitude  of  items — there  is  conflict  between 
the  two  Houses.  The  conference  committee  has  a  Job 
which  is  anything  but  agreeable.  It  is  never  possible  for 
the  conferees  from  the  Senate  or  from  the  House  to  come 
back  to  their  respective  bodies  and  bring  back  everytliing 
each  body  would  like.  In  the  course  of  the  discussion  neces- 
sarily there  are  concessions  on  both  sides.  Those  who  are 
interested  In  a  particular  amendment  on  which  the  con- 
ferees feel  compelled  to  recede  sometimes  feel  that  the  con- 
ferees might  have  saved  that  amendment  rather  than  some 
other  amenoment. 

In  this  case  the  Senate  conferees  are  not  happy  over  the 
result.  We  were  forced  to  recede  from  certain  amendments 
which  we  should  like  to  have  had  in  the  joint  resolution. 
For  3  days,  until  midnight  one  night,  the  conferees,  in  the 
utmost  good  faith,  most  earnestly  battled.  At  one  time  we 
reached  the  point  at  which  a  report  that  the  joint  resolu- 
tion would  be  in  disagreement  was  ready  to  be  submitted. 
It  looked  as  though  we  could  not  agree. 

The  disagreements  revolved  around  certain  of  the  lesser 
Items,  The  conferees  from  the  Senate  and  from  the  House 
finally  came  to  the  conclusion  that  with  a  great  relief 
measure.  Involving  the  feeding,  clothing,  and  sheltering  of 
the  unfortunate,  carrying  appropriations  of  nearly  one  and 
a  quarter  billion  dollars,  and  with  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year 
approaching,  we  could  not  stand  out,  regardless  of  the 
merits  of  our  respective  contentions,  upon  what  were  really 
minor  matters,  and  allow  the  great  objects  of  the  joint 
resolution  to  be  defeated  or  delayed.  We  contended  and 
settled  Item  after  Item,  until  we  came  to  the  last  two  items 
In  the  joint  resolution. 

With  respect  to  amendment  numbered  26,  the  House  pro- 
vision prohibited  the  lending  of  moneys  appropriated  by  the 
joint  resolution  to  farmers  for  the  purpose  of  buying  stock 
in  cooperative  associations.  The  Senate  agreed  to  an 
amendment  to  strike  out  the  provision.  I  voted  for  the 
amendment.  We  stood  out  on  that  amendment  to  the  very 
last  hour,  and  finally  receded  with  an  amendment  which 
protects  the  right  to  make  loans  to  farmers  to  buy  stock  in 
existing  cooperative  organizations.  The  House  conferees 
had  told  us  that  they  would  not  recede  at  all. 

We  again  met  the  theater  project.  As  Members  of  the 
Senate  know,  the  House  has  taien  a  very  determined  stand 
that  none  of  the  relief  money  shall  be  used  for  theater  proj- 
ects. The  Senate  disagreed  with  that  position  last  year.  The 
Senate  disagreed  with  that  position  this  year.  We  sought 
to  put  all  projects  on  a  parity.  The  House  conferees  stated 
that  the  House  would  not  recede  from  Its  position. 

There  were  important  matters  in  the  joint  resolution.  One 
of  the  first  was  a  provision  which  the  House  had  inserted, 
which  put  a  strait  jacket  upon  the  Work  Projects  Admin- 
istration month  by  month,  fixing  the  number  of  those  who 
could  be  put  on  relief.  The  result  was,  as  we  saw  It,  that  for 
a  period  of  5  months,  If  a  great  emergency  should  arise  or  If 
these  should  be  a  great  Increase  In  the  demand  for  relief,  the 
W.  P.  A.  would  have  to  say  to  those  wanting  to  go  on  relief, 
"The  Congress  has  tied  our  hands.  While  we  have  plenty  of 
money,  we  cannot  use  it  this  month."  We  felt  that  there 
would  not  be  much  comfort  in  saying  to  a  man,  "You  may 
starve  this  month,  but  if  you  wait  a  couple  of  months  we 
shall  have  plenty  of  money."  The  Senate  conferees  felt  that 
that  amendment  was  of  real  Importance.  We  struggled  for 
It  and  succeeded  in  securing  a  concession  from  the  House  on 
that  matter  of  Importance. 

For  loans  and  grants  under  the  Farm  Security  Administra- 
tion the  House  had  appropriated  $115,000,000.  The  Senate 
conmiittee  and  the  Senate  changed  that  amotmt,  reducing 
the  $115,000,000  of  appropriations  to  $75,000,000.  but  pro- 
viding for  a  loan  fund  of  $125,000,000.  In  other  words,  in- 
stead of  $115,000,000  available  to  needy  farmers,  the  Senate 
provided  $200,000,000.  The  House  conferees  were  very  in- 
sistent and  finally  agreed  on  $184,000,000.    In  other  words. 
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we  succeeded  in  retaining  in  the  joint  resolution  an  addi- 
tional amount  of  $69,000,000  for  the  benefit  of  the  farmers 
under  those  provisions. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Bn.BO]  introduced  an 
amendment  providing  $100,000,000  for  the  Surplus  Commodi- 
ties Corporation,  which  amendment  was  agreed  to  in  the 
Senate.  On  that  question  we  were  met  with  determined 
opposition.  We  did  what  men  are  frequently  forced  to  do. 
We  divided  the  amount.  We  secured  a  conference  approval 
of  $50,000,000.  There  was  a  mathematical  difference  of  opin- 
ion, and  the  House  conferees  said,  "You  cannot  have  your 
way  about  it;  we  will  compromise  the  matter."  The  Senate 
conferees  agreed  to  the  compromise.  However,  in  that  con- 
nection it  should  be  recognized  that  the  Senate  put  in  the 
Joint  resolution  an  appropriation  of  $50,000,000,  and  pro- 
vided that  it  should  be  expended  in  the  purchase  of  the  very 
things  which  the  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation  was  buy- 
ing for  the  purpose  of  distribution  among  refugees  and  un- 
fortunate people  in  Europe.  So.  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  is 
substantially  the  $100,000,000  which  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi wished  in  the  joint  resolution.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
frcm  Mississippi  that  we  are  not  satisfied  with  the  result. 

We  had  a  controversy  over  certain  amendments,  which 
were  among  those  last  adjusted,  in  reference  to  the  funds 
for  the  expansion  of  mills  and  plants.  There  has  been  a 
constant  controversy  in  our  committee  and  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  and  in  conference  committees  over 
the  question  of  the  use  of  W.  P.  A.  and  agricultural-relief 
funds  for  the  maintenance  and  establishment  of  institutions 
which  will  compete  with  private  industries.  The  effort  has 
been,  on  the  one  hand,  to  avoid  as  much  as  possible  conflict 
with  private  industries,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  not  to  re- 
strict unduly  the  proper  use  of  the  funds  for  relief  purposes. 

We  had  a  very  definite  controversy  over  that  and  resolved 
it  in  this  way:  The  Senate  agreed  with  the  House  provision 
which  said — 

No  funds  appropriated  lii  this  Joint  resolution  a  •  •  ghaU 
be  used  •  •  •  to  purchase,  establish,  relocate,  or  expand  mills, 
factories,  stores,  or  plants  which  would  manufacture,  handle,  proc- 
ess, cr  produce  articles,  commodities,  or  products  •  •  •  In 
competition  with  existing  industries. 

The  S^nate  modified  that  by  a  limitation  that  the  product 
should  not  be  produced  for  sale.  In  other  words,  we  pointed 
out  to  the  House  conferees,  as  was  pointed  out  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  that  had  the  House  provision  prevailed  in  its 
fulness  it  would  have  closed  every  sewing  project  vmder  the 
W.  P.  A.  and  every  other  project  on  the  W.  P.  A.  which  pro- 
duces any  article.  Practically  all  the  women  on  relief  in  the 
United  Sthtes  are  producing  articles  which  are  used  for  dis- 
tribution among  the  needy.  We  put  the  limitation  in,  that 
articles  shalJ  not  be  produced  by  projects  for  sale;  in  other 
words,  which  are  to  be  used  in  competition  with  the  products 
of  private  Industry. 

Mr.  President.  I  think  perhaps  my  voice  has  given  me  warn- 
ing that  I  have  tallced  enough. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  an  observa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  conferees  on  this 
subject.  Every  day  in  the  Senate  I  learn  more  of  the  me- 
chanics and  strategy  of  the  passage  of  legislation.  I  thank 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  for  the  fight  they 
made.  I  appreciate  what  they  were  contending  with.  It  is 
my  information  that  the  opposition  to  this  $100,000,000  for 
the  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation — and  we  will  find  cut 
before  the  snow  files  that  it  ought  to  be  twice  that  amoimt— 
was  not  so  much  in  the  House  as  it  was  on  the  part  of  the 
conferees  of  the  House,  because  the  House  has  not  had  an 
opportimity  to  pass  on  whether  they  would  appreciate  this 
amount  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  recognizes  that 
our  only  contact  is  with  the  conferees  and  not  with  the 
House? 

Mr.  BILBO.    That  Is  the  point  I  was  trying  to  make. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  We  have  to  accept  them  as  the  representa- 
tives of  the  House. 

Mr.  BILBO.  That  is  the  point  I  was  making.  I  think 
the  Senate  conferees  acted  in  good  faith  and  made  the  best 


fight  they  could.  I  want  to  state  that  it  Is  my  information, 
from  many  persons  who  seem  to  be  in  a  position  to  know, 
that  if  the  House  had  a  chance  to  vote  on  the  $100,000,000 
Item  they  would  approve  that  amount,  but  that  the  majority 
of  the  House  conferees,  who  acted  on  their  own  responsibility, 
and  not  voicing  the  sentiment  of  the  House  or  the  majority 
of  the  House,  opposed  the  appropriation.  They  were,  how- 
ever, gracious  enough  to  split  it  50-50.  The  mistake  I  made 
was  in  not  asking  for  $200,000,000,  so  I  would  have  had  a 
horse  trade  in  conference  and  obtained  the  $100,000,000  I 
desired.    I  will  know  better  next  time. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  tliink  every  Senator 
will  have  to  concede  that  when  the  Senate  Is  put  up  against 
the  gun  of  the  welfare  and  fate  of  those  who  are  dependent 
upon  W.  P.  A.,  it  is  not  In  a  strategic  position  in  which  it  can 
well  defend  the  position  it  takes  upon  amendments  to  the 
relief  appropriation  measure. 

Nevertheless.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  practice  which 
has  grown  up  with  regard  to  this  particular  appropriation, 
of  having  it  come  In  the  form  of  a  conference  report  either 
just  before  the  end  of  the  fiscal  y^r  or  just  before  the  time 
when  Congress  apparently  has  determined  upon  a  recess,  is 
very  unfortimate,  and  is  not  soimd  legislative  policy.  Be- 
cause of  the  wide  scope  which  the  joint  resolution  has  come 
to  embrace,  as  the  relief  appropriations  have  come  along 
year  after  year,  it  raises  questions  of  vital  Importance,  not 
only  those  questions  which  have  been  discussed  so  far  as  the 
Senate's  attitude  toward  W.  P.  A.  is  concerned  but  im- 
portant questions  of  policy  so  far  as  other  activities  of  the 
Government  are  concerned. 

I  suppose  that  I  might  be  accused  of  having  a  lack  of 
personal  political  interest  in  the  two  old  party  conventions 
which  are  to  take  place  In  the  next  few  weeks,  but  I  do 
say  that  I  recall  very  well  that  in  the  emergency  of  1932 
Congress  sat  through  both  national  conventions  and  trans- 
acted the  public  business.  I  think  that  such  a  policy  should 
have  been  pursued  at  this  time  instead  of  creating  the 
hectic  situation  which  exists  always  prior  to  a  recess  or  an 
adjournment  of  Congress. 

In  what  I  am  about  to  say  I  should  like  to  make  very  clear 
that  I  am  not  in  anywise  questioning  the  activity  of  the 
Senate  conferees,  but  I  do  wish  at  this  time  to  point  out 
what  has  happened  so  far  as  two  very  important  amendments 
which  relate  to  the  Farm  Security  Administration's  program 
are  concerned. 

Mr.  McKKT.T.AR.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  understand  the  Senator  is  confining 
himself  to  those  two  amendments,  and  I  think  that  is  wise; 
but  let  me  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  general  char- 
acter of  the  report.  The  Senate  conferees  recede  from  only 
12  amendments,  as  shown  by  the  report.  The  House  receded 
from  its  disagreement  to  27  amendments,  a  lltUe  more  than 
two  to  one. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  served  on  some 
conference  committees  myself,  and  the  particular  kind  of  a 
box  score  the  Senator  has  given  us  does  not  mean  anything 
It  does  not  show  anything  about  the  batting  average  of  the 
Senate  conferees. 

J^.  McKELLAR.  If  It  were  the  other  way,  however,  we 
would  hear  much  about  it. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  The  Senator  would  not  hear  any- 
thing from  me. 

Mr.  McKELLAR     I  should  be  glad  of  that 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  have  served  on  conference  com- 
mittees where  the  House  has  kept  such  a  box  score,  and  they 
always  include  in  it  recessions  on  amendments  relating  to 
paragraph  numbers  and  typographical  changes,  and  the 
recessions  have  absolutely  no  bearing  on  the  important  issues 
which  are  involved  in  conference. 

In  the  second  place,  I  do  not  think  that  a  conference 
should  be  entu-ely  judged,  as  to  its  success  or  failure  on  the 
horse  trading  which  went  on  in  It. 

tir^nf  J  ^  ^rf  l^f,  '^^''  ^^  '^'  P°"^y  ^^^  ^e^ard  to  the 
tunina  of  the  reUef  bill  continues,  the  Senate  might  as  well 
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abdicate  Its  legislative  functions  on  the  relief  bill  and  sur- 
render them  to  the  House,  because  time  after  time,  in  con- 
sidering the  relief  bill,  it  Is  so  timed  that  the  Senate  is  put 
in  the  position  where  it  must  yield  lest  it  deprive  hungry 
people  of  bread. 

Mr.  President,  It  would  be  bad  enough  If  we  had  to  abdicate 
our  legislative  prerogatives  and  our  legislative  rights  as  rep- 
resentatives. In  part,  of  the  people  of  this  coimtry  solely  with 
regard  to  W.  P.  A.,  but  more  and  more  different  types  of 
projects  and  appropriations  for  other  agencies  have  come  to 
be  Included  in  this  bill,  partly.  I  prestmae.  because  it  is  not  a 
general  appropriation  bill  and  for  that  reason  is  not  subject 
to  the  tight  rules  which  apply  to  general  appropriation  bills 
in  both  Houses  of  Congress.  Nevertheless,  the  very  fact  that 
the  relief  appropriation  does  not  come  under  the  tight  rules 
barring  legislation  from  general  appropriation  bills  puts  the 
House  and  the  Senate,  and  ultimately  their  conferees,  in  a 
position  where  they  may  affect  greatly  general  public  policy 
by  the  general  type  of  legislation  which  they  Include  in  this 
measure.  It  has  now  reached  the  point  where  It  Is  one  of  the 
most  important  appropriation  Idlls,  not  only  In  the  size  of 
the  appropriation  which  it  carries  but  because,  as  I  have 
already  pointed  out,  of  the  mtiltiplicity  of  governmental 
activities  which  it  controls. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Bdr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  will  understand  the  reason 
for  that  situation,  in  that  the  Congress  has  been  unwilling 
up  to  this  time  to  pass  any  general  statute  creating  a  Work 
Projects  Administration.  It  lives  only  from  year  to  year,  and 
for  that  reason,  in  the  absence  of  any  g(  neral  legislation,  the 
bill  has  become  a  carry-all.  I  have  heard  it  said — and  I 
think  it  would  be  a  very  wise  thing — ^the  matter  originating 
in  the  House,  that  it  should  l>e  provided  that  this  bill  should 
be  treated  exactly  like  any  other  appropriation  bill;  but  the 
Parliamentarian  of  the  House  has  ruled  that  it  is  not  a  gen- 
eral appropriation  bill,  and  therefore  all  manner  of  legisla- 
tion may  be  carried  in  it. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  general  appro- 
priation bill.  All  I  am  pointing  out  is  that  it  provides  an 
opportunity  whereby  one  body  or  the  other  may  tie  into  this 
vitally  important  appropriation  bill  legislative  declarations  of 
policy  which  affect  adversely  or  favorably,  depending  upon 
one's  point  of  view,  vital  and  important  activities  of  the 
Government,  not  only  in  relation  to  W.  P.  A.  but  in  relation 
to  a  great  many  other  agencies  and  activities  of  government. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  take  any  undue  amount  of 
time  in  this  matter,  but  the  Senator  from  Arizona  has  tempted 
me  greatly  to  do  so  when  he  suggests  that  we  are,  and  have 
been  since  1933,  treating  the  problem  of  unemployment  in  the 
United  States  as  a  problem  which  merited  our  consideration 
only  from  year  to  year,  when  any  Senator  or  any  other  citizen 
of  the  United  States  who  has  made  any  study  of  this  problem 
of  unemployment  and  the  problems  which  are  related  to  it 
knows  full  well  that  it  Is  not  a  year-to-year  proposition.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  that  is  what  is  the  matter  with  the  entire 
approach  ^^ich  has  been  made  to  unemployment  in  the 
United  States,  not  only  by  the  Congress  but  also  by  the  various 
subdivisions  of  government  at  other  levels.  There  was  never 
anything  more  preposterous  than  that  we  should  expand  the 
old  English  common-law  concept  of  poor  relief  in  an  effort  to 
meet  a  cataclysmic  economic  crisis;  the  proposition,  in  other 
words,  that  a  man  and  his  family  must  be  stripped  of  every- 
thing they  have  before  they  are  entitled  to  consideration  for 
employment  or  assistance  from  government. 

It  is  a  great  tribute  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  to 
their  stamina,  their  morale,  and  their  character,  that  this 
cruel  process  of  pauperization  has  worn  away  so  little  of  their 
morale  and  their  character.  I  know  of  nothing  worse  that 
can  happen  to  a  family  than  to  have  to  go  down  through  that 
cruel  process  of  pauperization,  the  loss  of  home,  the  loss  of 
savings,  the  loss  of  their  life  insurance,  the  loss  of  all  those 
things  which  they  have  held  dear  imtil  finally,  stripped  and 
destitute,  they  come  under  the  eligibility  rules  which  have 


been  established  by  the  Federal  Government  and  by  govern- 
ments at  other  levels. 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  restrain  myself.  I  have  talked  upon 
this  subject  ever  since  1930,  all  to  little  avail,  in  my  efforts 
to  get  my  colleagues  in  the  Congress  and  the  Government  to 
consider  this  problem  in  its  broad  aspects  and  to  adopt  a 
comprehensive  and  long-time  program  to  meet  it. 

But,  Mr.  President,  in  this  bill  there  are  carried  provisions 
n^ch,  in  my  opinion,  are  of  great  importance  in  their  effect 
upon  another  activity  of  government  as  distinguished  from 
the  problem  of  unemployment  relief  in  the  form  of  W.  P.  A. 
activities.  The  matters  to  which  I  refer  relate  to  the  pro- 
gram of  rehabilitation  being  carried  on  by  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  in  a  small  way,  when  compared  to  the  magni- 
tude of  the  problem,  in  an  effort  to  make  a  beginning  at  least 
to  check  the  economic  factors  which  are  separating  people 
from  the  land,  to  check  and  to  turn  back  in  a  small  way  those 
economic  changes  which  are  Jeopardizing  agriculture  as  a 
way  of  life  in  this  country. 

Mr.  President,  It  seems  to  me  a  htmian  characteristic  that 
mankind  never  becomes  aware  of  fundamental  and  sweeping 
economic  changes  until  it  is  engulfed  in  the  economic  conse- 
quences of  such  changes.  Unfortunately  we  do  not  seem  to 
be  able  to  appreciate  the  significance  of  those  economic 
changes  in  time  so  that  we  can  deal  with  these  problems  when 
they  are  of  lesser  magnitude,  and  therefore  more  within  the 
capacity  of  the  particular  generation  to  treat  of  them. 

But  unless  a  broad,  comprehensive  program  embodying 
measures  to  meet  all  the  variant  economic  factors  which  are 
producing  this  separation  of  American  people  from  the  land 
is  undertaken,  and  undertaken  soon,  and  with  vigor  and 
vision,  agriculture  as  a  way  of  life  in  this  country  will  ulti- 
mately be  Jeopardized,  if  not  destroyed. 

Mr.  President,  if  there  could  be  any  criticism,  if  there  could 
be  any  legitimate  attack  upon  the  program  of  the  Farm 
Security  Administration,  it  Is  that  it  deals  with  this  problem 
on  the  receiving  end  of  the  line,  so  to  speak.  After  people, 
oppressed  by  these  many  economic  factors  which  I  do  not 
have  time  today  to  go  into,  are  forced  off  the  land,  the  Farm 
Security  Administration,  with  its  comparatively  inadequate 
funds  and  program,  endeavors  to  rehabilitate  a  few  of  them 
and  to  set  them  up  on  the  land  again. 

When  this  program  was  flrst  inaugurated,  there  were  many 
sincere  persons  in  and  out  of  Congress  who  took  the  position 
with  respect  to  people  In  this  group  that,  without  immediate 
aid.  their  morale,  their  fiber,  their  will  to  make  an  effort  for 
rehabilitation  had  been  destroyed.  But  If  the  Farm  Security 
Administration's  program  has  done  nothing  else,  it  has 
demonstrated  that  that  attitude  of  despair  and  defeat  toward 
this  group  of  people  was  unwarranted  and  unfounded.  These 
people  have  made  a  magnificent  record  in  their  repayment 
of  the  loans  which  have  been  extended  to  them. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  handmaiden  of  this  program  of  rural 
rehabilitation,  the  Farm  Security  Administration  has  utilized 
the  device  of  cooperative  effort.  The  Farm  Security  Admin- 
istration did  not  inaugurate  the  policy  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment toward  cooperatives.  If  I  had  the  time  today,  I  could 
cite  statute  after  statute  passed  during  the  last  two  decades, 
under  both  Republican  and  Democratic  administrations,  by 
Congresses  controlled  by  both  of  the  old  political  parties, 
which  have  indicated  the  Federal  Government's  long-standing 
belief  In  cooperative  activity. 

It  is  perfectly  logical  and  it  is  perfectly  sound  that  the 
Farm  Security  Administration  should  utilize  the  cooperative 
organization  as  a  means  of  enabling  the  people  whom  it  is 
trying  to  rehabilitate  to  continue  their  successful  activities 
upon  the  land,  for  of  necessity  these  farmers  must  be  reha- 
bilitated upon  relatively  small  farms. 

But  in  the  meantime  large-scale  farming  operations  in 
America  are  growing  apace,  lliey  are  bringing  about  an  in- 
exorable impact  upon  farming  in  the  United  States.  They 
are  utilizing  all  the  scientific  methods  of  production,  power 
machinery,  scientific  agriculture  in  all  its  forms,  large-scale 
operations  on  large  units  of  land.     Obviously,  the  small 
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farmer,  the  farmer  rehabilitated  xinder  the  Farm  Sectirity 
program,  cannot,  out  of  his  own  economic  resources,  equip 
himself  with  the  modem  techniques  of  agricultural  produc- 
tion, and  yet  he  faces  the  situation  where  he  is  In  competi- 
tion with  the  larger  operator  of  a  farm. 

What  did  the  House  of  Representatives  do?  Here  was  a 
demonstrated  program  which  was  succeeding,  even  if  upon 
a  relatively  small  scale,  and,  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago,  and 
I  now  wish  to  reemphasive  it,  in  order  to  make  the  program 
economically  sound,  in  order  to  increase  the  repayments  to 
the  Federal  Government,  the  Farm  Security  Administration 
was  encouraging  these  farmers  to  cooperate  so  that  they  could 
pool  their  economic  resources,  so  that  they  could  take  ad- 
vantage of  some  of  the  modem  techniques  of  agriculture,  so 
that  they  might  utilize  more  adequate  marketing  facilities 
and  thus  to  place  themselves  on  a  more  sound  economic 
footing. 

What  did  the  House  of  Representatives  do?  It  put  into 
this  bill  for  the  first  time  a  provision  of  general  legislation 
providing  that  no  funds  could  be  loaned  to  any  person  for 
the  purpose  of  stock  subscription  or  membership  fees  in  a 
cooperative  organization. 

Could  the  Government  put  Itself  in  a  more  ridiculous  posi- 
tion? First,  It  makes  a  loan  to  a  farm  family,  helpjs  it  to  get 
established  on  the  land,  helps  it  to  begin  the  process  of  re- 
habilitation. Finding  that  it  is  a  great  success,  and  that  one 
of  the  impKirtant  reasons  for  the  success  Is  these  cooperative 
activities,  the  Federal  Government  turns  around  and  seeks 
to  strike  down  this  Important  phase  of  the  program,  thus 
making  it  more  difficult.  If  not  impossible,  for  the  family 
to  which  the  loan  has  been  made  to  repay  it. 

That  is  not  all,  Mr.  President.  For  a  number  of  years  In 
relief  measures  there  has  been  a  general  provision  designed 
to  prevent  the  W.  P.  A.  from  setting  up  enterprises  in  com- 
petition with  private  enterprise.  This  time  the  House  intro- 
duced  more  prohibitions  and  tightened  up  the  legislation,  so 
to  speak.  But  the  general  blanket  provision  strikes  further 
at  the  cooperative  activities  of  the  Farm  Security  Adminis- 
tration's clients. 

I  must  acknowledge  that  the  Senate  committee  saw  the 
danger,  struck  out  the  new  language  which  had  been  inserted 
by  the  House,  and  sought  to  leave  the  situation  as  it  was 
under  existing  law.  The  Senate  itself  struck  out  the  gen- 
eral prohibition  against  the  use  of  any  of  such  funds  for 
memberships  or  stock  in  cooperatives.  But  when  the  con- 
ferees met,  the  Senate  found  the  House  adamant,  refusing 
to  yield.  Up  against  the  gun  of  recess  today,  and  up  against 
the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  on  June  30.  the  Senate  conferees 
felt  that  they  must  yield. 

Mr.  President,  perhaps  I  am  engaged  In  a  futile  effort, 
but  this  is  not  the  first  time  I  have  registered  my  humble 
protest  against  the  situation  which  has  been  developing 
for  the  past  several  years  with  regard  to  the  timing  of  the 
relief  appropriation. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Senator  recognizes  that  the  Senate  Is 
quite  helpless  in  that  matter.  The  timing  is  arranged  by 
the  House. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes.  I  shall  treat  of  that  subject 
In  just  a  moment.  I  recognize  that  the  Senate  cannot  take 
up  the  relief  appropriation  measure  until  the  House  sends 
It  over  here:  but  I  say  that  unless  the  Senate  and  its  con- 
ferees are  ready  to  draw  the  line  somewhere,  sometime,  and 
let  the  House  of  Representatives  take  the  responsibility  for 
delay  In  relief  appropriation  measures,  standing  by  the 
Senate's  determination  of  policy  and  insisting  that  the  House 
conferees  take  the  matter  back  to  the  House  for  a  separate 
vote  or  recede,  instead  of  habitually  receding,  as  the  Senate 
has  done  over  and  over  and  over  again  because  of  the  pressure 
of  the  termination  of  the  fiscal  year,  we  might  just  as  well  sur- 
render our  i^rtlon  of  the  responsibility  for  legislative  and 
governmental  poUcIes  and  accept  the  relief  appropriations. 
Including  items  which  so  vitally  affect  other  programs  of  the 
Government,  as  they  come  from  the  House,  without  dotting 
an  "i"  or  crossing  a  "t." 


Mr.  CHANDLER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
who  are  present  to  another  situation  which  has  developed, 
which  caused  me  much  personal  disappointment.  As  Sena- 
tors know,  I  have  not  had  much  experience  with  conference 
reports,  but  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House 
has  written  a  tax  bill  calculated  to  raise  $1,007,000,000.  The 
bill  passed  the  Senate  and  has  gone  to  conference.  I  have 
Just  learned  that  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate — 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  they  did  the  best  they  could  to 
represent  the  views  of  the  Senate — have  given  up  on  two 
very  Important  matters. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  to  make 
It  more  than  two. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  am  certain  of  two.  As  the  Senator 
knows,  the  tobacco  taxes,  for  example,  are  still  at  wartime 
levels.  The  Senate  unanimously  disagreed  to  the  increase 
in  the  tobacco  taxes,  yet  I  am  told  today  that  we  are  to 
have  increased  tobacco  taxes. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes.  TTiere  will  be  a  tax  of  $3.25 
a  thousand  on  cigarettes. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  E^ven  though  we  are  still  paying  war- 
time taxes. 

If  the  Senator  will  be  good  enough  to  jrleld  again,  another 
matter,  which  was  thoroughly  presented  to  4he  Senate,  in- 
volves the  increase  in  taxes  on  rectified  whisky,  which  gives 
the  small  distilleries  in  my  part  of  the  country  an  opportunity 
to  live.  The  vote  In  the  Senate  was  47  to  25,  and  now  we 
must  give  up.  We  are  to  have  a  30-cent  tax.  Notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  that  we  have  a  33*3-percent  increase  In  the  tax 
on  the  manufacture  of  old-fashioned  straight  Kentucky 
whisky,  we  are  unable  to  obtain  an  increase  of  10  cents  on 
rectified  whisky,  which  is  made  from  alcohol,  a  small  per- 
centage of  whisky,  flavoring  extracts,  and  sirups. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  shall  have  something  to  say  on  the 
conference  report  on  the  tax  bill  when  that  matter  comes  up. 
I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  the  same  situa- 
tion has  been  created  with  reference  to  the  tax  bill  as  has 
been  created  with  reference  to  the  relief  joint  resolution.  It 
Is  an  old  story  so  far  as  the  tax  bill  Is  concerned.  Every  time 
it  Is  desired  to  extend  the  excise  taxes,  which  bear  most  heav- 
ily upon  those  with  the  least  ability  to  pay,  the  renewal  is 
always  held  back  until  just  before  the  tax  is  about  to  expire, 
so  that  the  Senate  will  be  up  against  §  gim,  and  will  have  to 
recede  from  Its  position. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  even  though 
some  Republicans  may  consider  their  convention  Important, 
I  think  that  If  the  Senate  wished  to  discharge  its  duty  to  the 
people  of  the  country,  instead  of  being  placed  in  a  hamstrung 
parliamentary  legislative  position.  It  would  reject  some  of 
these  conference  reports  and  teach  the  House  that  the  views 
of  the  Senate  are  as  much  entitled  to  respect  as  are  the  views 
of  the  House. 

I  know  what  Is  going  on.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not  come  to 
the  Senate  yesterday.  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate 
for  nearly  15  years,  and  I  was  in  and  around  the  Senate  a 
long  time  before  that.  I  know  that  Senators  have  their 
reservations  on  the  planes  and  on  the  trains.  I  know  that 
along  about  4:30  or  5  o'clock,  when  the  "transcontinentals" 
begin  to  pull  out  of  Washington,  perhaps  we  shall  not  have 
a  quorum  present,  unless  my  friend,  the  Democratic  whip 
[Mr.  MiNTONl— I  wish  he  would  not  pull  his  glasses  down 
like  that  daughter]— is  very  busy  at  the  airport  and  has  his 
deputy  at  the  railroad  station. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  have  to  satisfy  myself  with  some- 
thing to  which  all  Senators  are  sometimes  found  to  resort. 
I  shall  have  to  satisfy  myself  upon  this  conference  report  by 
a  registration  of  my  individual  protest  and  my  statement  that 
I  know  that  it  Is  only  the  first  step  on  the  part  of  the  House 
of  Representatives— or  at  least  of  the  committee  which  deals 
with  this  question — in  further  hamstringing  the  Farm  Se- 
curity Administration.  We  have  given  way  this  time  We 
have  given  way  at  other  times.    The  House  will  profit  by  our 
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papier  m&ch^  technique,  and  will  ultimately  drive  a  wedge 
into  the  program  which  will  stall  it  if  not  destroy  it. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  should  like  to  make  only  one  observa- 
tion. In  view  of  the  remarks  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky. Seven  years'  experience  in  the  Senate  teaches  me 
that  the  Senate  never  loses  a  battle  and  never  wins  a  con- 
ference.   [Laughter.] 

Mr.  CHANDLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3^eld? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield- 
Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate  for 
only  a  year,  and  I  have  never  served  on  a  conference  com- 
mittee; but  I  now  serve  notice  that  if  I  am  ever  on  a  con- 
ference committee.  I  shall  not  surrender  the  first  time  a  shot 
is  fired.  I  shall  see  if  I  cannot  help  to  uphold  the  vote  of  the 
Senate  on  these  Imjxjrtant  matters.  I  wish  to  compliment 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on  his  determination  and  on  his 
long  and  honorable  service  in  this  body. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
The  point  I  wish  to  reemphasize  is  that  it  will  not  do  us  any 
good  to  say  that  we  shall  do  better  next  Ume.  It  will  not  do 
us  any  good  to  say  the  next  time  we  shall  stand  up  and  fight. 
The  Senate  has  so  often  surrendered  upon  these  matters  that 
stirrender  has  become  a  habit.  Like  all  bad  habits,  it  becomes 
Increasingly  difficult  to  break,  especially  when  the  leadership 
has  decided  upon  a  recess  which  will  take  us  up  to  the  end 
of  the  fiscal  year,  and  thus  create  a  parliamentary  situation 
the  same  as  though  we  had  already  arrived  at  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  only  a  few  words  in  conclusion. 
I  regret  more  than  I  can  adequately  express  what  has  hap- 
pened upon  these  two  amendments,  because,  Mr.  President,  as 
I  view  the  tragic  lesson  of  what  has  happened  in  Europe,  It 
should  teach  us  that  arms,  ammunition,  and  Implements  of 
war  are  not  enough  for  national  defense.  More  and  more,  as 
the  history  of  this  period  is  revealed.  It  will  be  demonstrated 
that  It  was  not  only  the  failure  of  arms,  ammunition,  and 
implements  of  war  which  has  brought  the  tragic  collapse  of 
democracy  after  democracy  in  Europe,  but  that  It  was  the 
failure  of  those  democracies  to  deal  with  the  problems  wnlch 
confronted  them  internally  which  created  the  calamitous  di- 
vision, the  weakness,  which,  when  forced  to  meet  the  Impact 
of  a  dynamic  and  functioning  economy,  no  matter  how  we 
may  abhor  Its  objectives,  caused  them  to  crumple.  They  not 
only  crumpled  on  the  battle  front  but  on  the  home  front  as 
well. 

Mr.  President,  this  Is  a  time  when  we  should  be  strengthen- 
ing the  processes  of  democracy,  when  we  should  be  extending 
a  welcome  back  Into  our  economy  to  those  millions  of  people 
who  have  been  forced  outside  and  who  live  on  its  fringes,  fed 
or  employed  as  a  result  of  the  gratuity  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  President,  rich  as  this  Nation  is  in  natural  resources, 
in  manpower,  and  in  the  character  of  its  people,  one  thing  we 
should  have  learned  long  ago,  but  which  certainly  we  should 
learn  now  in  the  light  of  the  tragic  events  in  Europe,  is  that  we 
cannot  afford  the  waste  that  goes  with  unemployment;  we 
cannot  afford  the  waste  that  goes  with  driving  people  off  the 
land.  Today  our  most  vital  problem  is  to  restore  the  dynamic 
qualities  of  life  which  characterized  this  Nation  during  its 
period  of  development.  We  cannot  restore  It,  Mr.  President, 
by  striking  at  the  woefully  inadequate  approaches  which  have 
been  made  to  It  since  1933. 

There  will  be  no  opportunity  prior  to  the  reconvening  of 
Congress  for  legislative  repair  of  the  damage  which  this  con- 
ference report  will  wreak  upon  the  farm-security  program, 
but  I  serve  notice  now.  Mr.  President,  that,  insofar  as  I  am 
able,  I  shall,  upon  the  reconvening  of  Congress  seek  to  secure 
legislative  enactment  which  will  repair  the  tragic  mistake 
which  the  Congress,  in  my  humble  opinion,  is  about  to  make. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
Is  mistaken  If  he  is  under  the  impression  that  the  conferees 
reached  an  agreement  as  to  the  two  amendments  to  which  he 
has  referred  because  of  the  desire  on  the  part  of  the  conferees 
to  go  to  the  Republican  Convention.   Neither  the  Senator  from 


Colorado,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona, nor  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  have  any  engage- 
ments in  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE,  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  thinks 
that  is  any  answer  to  the  argmnent,  he  is  welcome  to  It.  Hie 
Senator  knows  full  well  that  the  leadership  have,  first  of  an, 
been  trying  to  adjourn  the  Congress  sine  die;  when  they  could 
not  do  that,  they  wanted  to  take  a  recess  until  Augtist;  and 
when  they  could  not  do  that,  they  have  now  agreed  upon  a 
week's  recess. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  agreements 
that  have  been  under  consideration  by  the  leadership,  for  I 
know  nothing  about  them.  I  am  referring  only  to  the  action 
of  the  Senate  conferees. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  make  sim- 
ply this  observation,  which  does  not  apply  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin :  Most  of  those  who  have  been  loudest  in  talk- 
ing about  not  adjourning  or  recessing  the  Congress  have  been 
to  me  privately  and  "hoped  to  God"  we  would  recess  or 
adjourn.  We  may  recess  for  a  week  or  we  may  not  recess  over 
Monday;  but  the  Senator's  statement  as  to  an  effort  to 
adjourn  or  recess  Congress  has  no  relationship,  in  my  judg- 
ment, to  the  proposition  now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  My  good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin, is  not  In  as  good  humor  these  days  as  he  usually  is, 
for  In  what  I  said  I  was  only  speaking  in  good  humor,  and 
he  would  have  so  construed  It  if  he  could  have  remained  quiet 
for  a  few  moments. 

In  justice  to  the  conferees,  It  should  be  said  that,  of  all 
the  amendments  in  this  bill,  the  two  amendments  to  which 
the  Senator  refers  and  in  which  he  is  interested  commanded 
more  support  from  the  conferees  and  took  more  of  their  time 
than  did  any  others.  I  would  not  say  anything  about  indi- 
viduals, except  that.  Though  the  opposition  to  the  Senator's 
attitude  and  to  his  proposal  was  most  vigorous,  the  conferees 
who  are  members  of  the  Republican  Party,  supported  by  a 
sufficient  number  of  Democrats,  continued  these  two  amend- 
ments in  disagreement  for  days.  Republican  members  of  the 
conference  committee  stood  with  the  majority  of  the  con- 
ferees unitedly  in  endeavoring  to  sustain  the  position  of  the 
Senate. 

I  believe  the  Senator  is  not  informed  of  what  occurred.  I 
know  that  I  devoted  more  time  to  them  than  to  any  other 
amendments  in  the  bill.  I  advised  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin during  the  consideration  of  the  bill  in  conference  of 
their  status  and  of  what  was  being  done,  but  the  House  con- 
ferees for  2  days  showed  so  much  feeling  about  this  par- 
ticular amendment.  No.  26,  and  the  other  amendments  as 
to  loans  to  form  cooperatives,  that  we  finally  reached  the 
conclusion  that  any  agreement  would  be  impossible.  A  re- 
port was  signed  by  the  Senate  conferees  and  the  House  con- 
ferees with  an  agreement  upon  all  amendments  in  dispute, 
with  the  exception  of  these  two  amendments;  and  the  Senate 
conferees  were  still  fighting  the  fight  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

I  must  say,  because  of  the  argimient  proposed  by  the  House 
conferees,  that  I  sent  for  the  officials  of  the  Farm  Security 
Administration  in  order  to  secure  additional  information  that 
would  enable  us  more  effectively  to  present  his  cause.  I 
called  on  Members  of  the  Senate  who  were  not  on  the  con- 
ference committee  but  who  are  familiar  with  the  subject,  to 
ask  the  effect  of  various  proposals  which  were  suggested  as 
compromises.  Finally,  the  Senate  conferees  refused  abso- 
lutely to  sign  a  report  of  any  kind,  solely  because  of  the  two 
amendments  then  in  dispute  in  which,  I  think,  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  was  more  interested  than  any  other  Member 
of  the  Senate.  The  House  conferees  came  back  to  the  con- 
ference, and  for  about  2  hours  we  discussed  these  two  amend- 
ments. Then  the  House  conferees  accepted  the  proposal 
which  was  embodied  in  the  conference  report,  and  which  I 
am  satisfied,  when  the  Senator  has  an  opportunity  to  exam- 
ine It,  he  win  conclude  Is  a  very  good  compromise  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate,  for  It  does  this:  The  prohibition  Inserted 
by  the  House  in  the  bill  was  that  no  loans  could  be  made 
under  this  section  to  any  person  to  enable  him  to  subscribe 


I 


8930 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


June  22 


or  pay  for  stock  membership  in  any  cooperative  association. 
The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  made  inquiry  and  found 
that  if  we  insisted  upon  the  matter  going  back  to  the  House, 
the  House  would  again  take  a  position  in  favor  of  that  pro- 
vision. Therefore,  the  Senate  conferees  agreed  to  add  these 
twt>  words,  "hereafter  formed";  so  as  the  conference  report 
as  agreed  to  and  submitted  to  the  House  and  the  Senate, 
the  prohibition  which  the  House  sought  to  apply  to  any  loan 
to  any  person  to  subscribe  or  pay  for  stock  membership  in 
any  cooperative  will  not  apply  to  any  organizations  now  in 
existence.  Consequently,  it  will  not  hurt  any  organization  or 
any  borrower  at  this  time.  It  will  apply  only  to  associations 
hereafter  formed.  I  think  the  Senator  will  say  that  in  this 
case  it  was  the  House  that  receded,  to  all  practical  intents 
and  purposes,  and  it  was  a  victory  for  the  Senate  conferees. 
As  to  the  other  amendment,  in  order  that  the  Senate  may 
understand  what  it  Is  alwut.  let  me  say  it  is  similar  to  amend- 
ment numbered  26.  It  arose.  I  think,  because  things  are 
said  to  have  happened  in  tlie  Northwest  which  doubtless 
caused  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  evidence  the  great 
interest  he  has  displayed  throughout  this  matter  in  these 
amendments.  The  House  changed  the  existing  law  and 
struck  out  the  words  in  section  33  "for  sale";  so  that,  as  the 
measure  was  passed  by  the  House,  the  W.  P.  A.  could  not 
establish  a  plant  which  would  manufacture  or  produce  arti- 
cles, commodities,  or  products  in  competition  with  existing 
Industry.  As  the  Senator  from  Colorado  said  today,  the 
elTect  of  that  would  have  been  to  prevent  the  operation  of  the 
sewing  rooms  throughout  the  country,  because  their  products 
are  not  sold,  but  are  distributed  for  relief. 
Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BYRNES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  Senator  said  "W.  P.  A."  Of 
course,  section  33  is  of  a  blanket  character  and  refers  to  all 
the  funds  in  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  I  am  going  on  to  refer  to  the  others.  It 
applies  first  to  that. 

After  much  argument,  so  far  as  the  W.  P.  A.  was  con- 
cerned, the  House  conferees  admitted  the  strength  of  otir 
position,  and  an  agreement  could  have  been  reached;  but 
there  was  no  agreement  as  to  the  proposal  that  would  affect 
the  cooperatives,  the  argxunent  being  urged  by  the  House 
conferees  that  their  loans  were  made,  and  the  persons  receiv- 
ing the  loans  went  into  erecting  elevators  and  went  into  va- 
rious kinds  of  business.  Upon  investigation.  I  found  that  if 
we  left  in  the  word  "stores"  it  might  affect  cooperative  asso- 
ciations of  farmers  who  bought  groceries  or  any  other  com- 
modities, as  we  have  encouraged  them  to  buy  them  from 
wholesalers  in  order  to  get  better  prices  and  to  distribute 
them  among  the  members  of  the  association.  At  one  time 
we  had  under  discussion  language  which  would  have  elimi- 
nated those.  Finally,  the  Senate  persuaded  the  House  con- 
ferees to  yield  and  restore  the  words  of  the  existing  law.  "for 
sale."  so  that  there  is  no  prohibition  against  any  plant  or 
store  for  any  articles,  provided  they  are  not  for  sale.  The 
existing  law  differs  very  little  from  that  which  is  now  agreed 
to  in  the  conference  report. 

I  really  believe  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  entitled  to 
great  credit  for  the  fight  he  has  made  for  the  cooperatives, 
particularly  in  his  section;  and  I  think  the  Senator  owes  a 
debt  of  gratitude  to  the  conferees  for  winning  his  fight,  for 
that  is  what  he  has  dene,  in  my  honest  opinion. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  say  Just  one 
word  in  conclusion. 

I  find  small  satisfaction  In  the  amendment  which  the  Senate 
conferee*  agreed  to  with  regard  to  section  2  (e)  in  stopping 
the  formation  of  any  more  cooperatives  for  low-Income  farm- 
ers; and  I  find  little  comfort  in  what  the  Senator  i^ays  about 
lection  33.  because  It  i«  not  a  question  of  Government  policy 
that  Is  Involved.  We  now  have  a  bank  of  cooperatives  with 
10  districts  in  the  United  States  to  which  farm  organizations 
representing  farmers'  cooperatives  may  go  and  borrow  money 
on  a  large  scale.  The  relatively  better  situated  farmers  are 
not  denied  azuS  are  not  prevented  in  any  way  from  getting 


these  cooperative  loans.  In  fact,  the  bank  of  cooperatives 
is  there  to  encourage  them  to  get  them.  When  it  comes  to 
the  farmers  who  are  being  rehabilitated,  when  it  comes  to 
the  farmers  in  ':he  lower-income  groups,  they  are  to  be  denied 
that  advantage.  They  are  to  have  their  programs  curtailed, 
restricted,  and  hamstrung;  and  I  cannot  consider  that  a 
victory. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER   (Mr.  Murray  in  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 
The  report  was  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  con- 
ference on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10039)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  raising 
revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying  for 
such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes. 

REVENUE  BILL  Of   1940 — CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  conference  report  on  the 
tax  bill. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The   legislative   clerk   called   the   roll,   and   the   following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Aahurst 

Bailey 

Banktaead 

Barbour 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Brown 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark  Mo. 

Danaher 

Davis 


Donfihey 

Downey 

Ellender 

Oeorge 

Oerry 

OUlette 

Oreen 

Oufley 

Hale 

Karri  aon 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

King 


iM,  Pollette 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

McKeliar 

McNary 

Ualoney 

Mead 

Miller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radclifle 


Reed 

Reynolds 

BuiMll 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Bheppard 

Shlpatead 

Bmlth 

Thomaa.  Okl*. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Townaend 

Truman 

Tydlnga 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

Wiley 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Harrison]  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  conference  report  on  the  tax  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  conference  report  is  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Hcu.ses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H  R  10039) 
to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  raising 
revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying  for  such 
bonds,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met.  after  full  and  free 
conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their 
rerpectlve  Houses  as  foUows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disa«?reement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2,  3.  4.  5.  6.  7.  8.  9   ID   11    12   is    14    15    ir 

II  i?-  II-  ^°\?^-  ^^-  ^^-  "•  27-  28.  29.  32.  33.  34.' 35." 36."  37,"  38."  39!  40." 
41.  42.  43.  and  44,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendments  numbered  30  4fl 
and  47.  '       ' 

Amendment  numfcercd  25:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  25.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
prrposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the  follow- 
ing: Section  1700  (a)  (1  >  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is  amended 
by  atrlklng  out  until  July  I.  IMI.  u  lea.  than  41  cent,'  and  inaerU 
ing  in  lieu  thereof  'until  July  1.  1940,  ts  \em  than  41  cenu,  and 
after  June  30.  1940.  and  before  July  I.  1946.  is  less  than  21  cintlr 
and  by  striking  out  'i»  less  than  41  cents,  until  July  1  I94i'  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  'is  less  than  41  cents  until  JiilT  i  1040 
?L*!i.'!  **"^  \*?*"  21  cenu  aftrr  Jttna  30,  1940.  and  befort  July  1,' 
1946'.";  and  the  Senate  agrae  to  th«  same.  •«•»*»•  vu*y  *. 

Amendment  numbered  2fl:  That  the  Houm  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  2«.  and  agree 
to  tbe  same  wltH  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  tlie  matter 
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proposed   to   be   inserted   by   the   Senate   amendment   Insert   the 
XoUowlng : 

"Sxc.  212.  Cigarettes. 

"Subchapter  A  of  chapter  15  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  Is 
amended  by  inaertlng  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sections: 

•*  •Bbc.  2004.  Defense  tax  for  five  years. 

"  In  lieu  of  the  ratee  of  tax  specified  in  section  2000  <c)  (3).  the 
rates  of  tax  for  the  period  after  June  30.  1940,  and  before  July  1, 
1945.  shall  be  >3.25  and  $7.80,  respectively. 

"  •Sic.  2005.  Floor  stocks  tax. 

•"(a)  Floor  Stocks  Tax. — ^Upon  cigarettes  subject  to  tax  under 
aecUon  3000  (c)  (2)  which  on  Jvily  1.  1940.  are  held  by  any  person 
for  aale,  there  shaU  be  levied,  asseased.  collected,  and  paid  a  floor 
itockB  tax  at  a  rate  equal  to  the  increase  in  rate  of  tax  made  appli- 
cable to  such  articles  by  section  2004. 

"•(b)  Returns. — Every  person  required  by  this  section  to  pay  any 
floor  stocks  tax  shall,  on  or  before  August  1.  1940,  under  such  regu- 
laUons  as  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
shall  prescribe,  make  a  return  and  pay  such  tax.  except  that  in  the 
case  of  articles  held  by  manufacttirers  and  importers  the  Commis- 
sioner may  collect  the  tax  with  respect  to  aU  or  part  of  such  articles 
by  means  of  stamp  rather  than  return,  and  In  such  case  may  make 
an  assessment  against  such  manufacturer  or  Importer  having  to- 
bacco tax  stamps  on  hand  July  1,  1940.  for  the  difference  between 
the  amount  paid  for  such  stamps  and  tbe  Increased  rates  specified 
In  section  2004. 

"'(c)  Laws  Applicable. — All  provisions  of  law,  including  penalties. 
•mdlcable  in  respect  of  the  taxes  imposed  by  section  2000  shall,  inso- 
far as  applicable  and  not  mconslstent  with  this  section,  be  appli- 
cable with  reinject  to  tbe  floor  stocks  tax  Imposed  by  subsec- 
tion (a).'" 

The  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  31;  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  31.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUowa:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the 
foUowing : 

"(1)  Upon  all  distilled  spirits  produced  In  or  imported  into  the 
United  States  upon  which  the  Internal -revenue  tax  Imposed  by 
law  haa  been  paid,  and  which  on  July  1,  1940.  are  held  and  In- 
tended for  sale  or  for  use  in  the  mantifacture  or  production  of  any 
article  Intended  for  sale,  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected, 
and  pnld  a  floor  stocks  tax  of  75  cents  on  each  proof -gallon,  and  a 
proportionate  Ux  at  a  like  rate  on  all  fractional  parts  of  such 
proof-gallon  The  tax  Imposed  by  this  subsection  shall  not  apply 
to  100  wine  gallons  of  the  retaU  stocks  of  distilled  spirlU  held  by  a 
person  on  premises  as  to  which  such  person  haa  Incurred  occupa- 
tional tax  as  a  retail  dealer  In  liquors  for  the  period  beginning  on 
JTuly  1.  1940.  and  as  to  which  no  other  occupational  tax  with  respect 
to  dealing  in  dlstUled  spirits  has  been  Incurred  by  such  person  for 
a  period  beginning  on  such  date. 

•*(2)  Every  person  required  by  this  subsection  to  pay  any  floor 
stocks  tax  shall,  on  or  before  August  1.  1940.  under  such  regula- 
tions as  the  Commissioner,  with  tbe  approval  of  the  Secretory, 
shall  prescribe,  make  a  return  and  pay  such  tox.  Payment  of  the 
tax  shown  to  be  due  may  be  extended  to  a  date  not  later  than 
February  1.  1941.  upon  the  filing  of  a  bond  for  payment  thereof  in 
such  form  and  amount  and  with  such  surety  or  sureties  as  the 
Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  may  prescribe. 
Every  retail  dealer  In  liquors  (even  though  not  liable  to  pay  such 
tax)  shall  make  the  return  reqtilred  by  this  paragraph.";  and  tbe 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  nvunbered  45:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  45.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  tbe  Senate  amendment  Insert  tbe 
foUowUig: 

"Sec  401.  Section  205  of  tbe  Public  Salary  Tax  Act  of  1939  Is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence  to  read  as 
foQowa:  If  the  amount  of  tbe  deficiency  In  income  tax  for  any 
taxable  year  beginning  before  January  1,  1939.  attributable  to  com- 
jt^n^^tinn  paid  indirectly  by  the  United  States,  or  any  agency  or 
Instrumentality  thereof,  for  personal  service  as  an  officer  or  em- 
ployee of  a  State,  or  any  political  subdivision  thereof,  or  any 
agency  or  Instrumentality  of  any  of  the  foregoing.  Is  paid  on  or 
before  March  15,  1941.  then  with  respect  to  failure  to  pay  such 
amount  or  make  return  of  such  compensation:  (a)  No  criminal 
penalty  ahall  apply;  and  (b)  the  additions  to  tax  provided  In  sec- 
tions 201  and  293  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  sbaU  not  apply.' " 

And  tb«  8enat«  agree  to  tbe  same. 

Pat  HAxaiBON, 

WOXIAM   H.  KiMO, 

WALxn  p.  Otoaot, 
AaxMtTa  Carpta, 

Managert  on  the  part  of  the  Benat*. 
R.  L.  Doooirroir, 

TMOa.  H.  CtTLLBN, 

John  W.  MoComcacx, 
jcbs  coopbr, 

ALLSir   T.   TtrADWAT, 
PfeAWK  CaOWTMBi, 

Haxolo  KMunoM, 
Manager$  on  the  part  of  the  Houe*. 


Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  the  conference  report  on 
the  tax  bill  has  been  submitted  to  the  Senate;  It  has  been 
adopted  by  the  House  and  is  now  before  the  Senate.  I  will 
make  a  brief  explanation  of  the'report. 

The  conferees  agreed  to  an  increase  in  the  tax  on  small 
cigarettes  from  $3  to  $3.25  per  thousand,  and  on  large 
cigarettes  from  $7.20  to  $7.80.  The  House  bill  increased  the 
tax  from  $3  to  $3.50,  and  we  agreed  to  divide  the  difference 
in  the  increase. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  When  the  tax  bill  was  before  the  Senate.  I 
left  the  impression  upon  those  who  were  kind  enough  to 
listen  to  my  statement  that  I  favored  the  higher  tax.  The 
Senate  acted  in  conformity  with  the  opinion  of  the  com- 
mittee and  left  the  tax  at  $3.  I  understand  the  conferees 
have  divided  the  difference,  and  that  the  tax  will  be  $3.25. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  tax  on  small  cigarettes  will  be  $3.25 
per  1.000. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  represents  an  increase  of  25  cents 
over  current  law? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Unssissippl  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  in  arriving  at 
agreements  between  the  two  Houses  It  is  necessary  for  one 
House  or  the  other  to  yield  on  vaxious  items  in  a  bill.  I  am 
satisfied  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  and  other  Members 
of  the  Senate  on  the  conference  committee  did  the  best  they 
could  to  maintain  the  Senate's  position  with  respect  to  these 
taxes. 

I  cannot  refrain  from  expressing  the  regret  that  I  feel  that, 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  tobacco  products.  Including  the 
cigarettes  referred  to,  still  bear  the  wartime  rates  of  taxa- 
tion, it  was  necessary  for  the  conferees  to  yield  even  to  the 
extent  of  25  cents  per  1,000. 

I  reaUze  that  the  House  conferees  were  somewhat  adamant 
with  respect  to  at  least  part  of  these  taxes.  I  think  they 
would  have  been  justified  in  yielding  entirely  on  the  tobacco 
taxes,  for  the  reasons  which  we  expressed  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  a  few  days  ago.  But  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  on 
other  types  of  tobacco  products  the  Senate  conferees  were 
able  to  secure  consent  of  the  House  conferees  to  yield,  and. 
as  I  understand,  the  only  tobacco  tax  which  is  increased  is 
the  25  cents  per  1,000  on  small  cigarettes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Unjust  as  I  think  that  is.  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  appreciate  the  measure  of  success  the  Senate  con- 
ferees were  able  to  secure  in  eliminating  these  other  taxes. 
I  hope  that  when  another  tax  bill  shall  t>e  under  considera- 
tion, we  may  be  able  to  impress  the  other  House  with  the  fact 
that  certainly  at  this  stage  we  should  not  make  these  taxes 
on  tobacco  greater  than  they  were  for  the  World  War 
purposes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  the  Senate  conferees  carried 
out  their  obligation  as  conferees  and  tried  to  strike  out  all 
the  tobacco-tax  Increases,  but  tbe  House  conferees  were 
adamant,  and  we  got  the  best  compromise  we  could. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  the  situation  which  con- 
fronted the  Senate  conferees.  While  I  am  on  my  feet,  I  may 
say  also  that  I  regret  that  I  am  informed  the  House  conferees 
were  adamant  and  would  not  yield  at  all,  under  any  circum- 
atances,  in  the  matter  of  the  tax  on  rectified  liquor  which 
the  Senate  Inserted,  which  In  some  measure,  and  only  In  a 
small  measure,  compensated  for  the  increase  of  75  cents  a 
gallon  on  other  types  of  liquor  carried  in  the  bill.  It  seems 
to  me  that  if  there  is  any  Justification  for  a  30-cent  tax  under 
the  old  law.  there  would  be  even  greater  justification  for  ft 
40-cent  tax  under  the  increase  carried  in  the  bill, 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Personally,  that  is  the  position  we  took, 
representing  the  Senate,  because  we  had  a  record  vote  on 
that  particular  amendment  involving  rectified  fplrits.  but  tbe 
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House  conferees  were  adamant,  as  the  Senator  States,  so  we 
had  to  yield  on  that  amendment. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  add  my  word 
of  protest  to  that  of  my  colleague  with  respect  to  the  increase 
in  the  cigarette  tax.  I  know  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Mississippi  did  good  work  during  these  trying  days,  and  did 
a  remarkably  fine  Job  in  preparing  the  tax  bill,  and  the  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate  did  all  they  could  to  sustain 
the  position  of  the  Senate.  But  the  action  of  the  conferees 
in  this  particular  matter  has  given  me  considerable  pain  when 
I  consider  the  fact  that  the  Senate  unanimously  disagreed  to 
any  increase  in  taxes  on  cigarettes  and  tobacco,  because  it 
must  be  remembered  that  they  are  still  bearing  war-time 
taxes,  the  taxes  having  never  been  taken  ofiE  those  products 
from  1917  to  the  present  time. 

The  protest  of  my  colleague  has  been  very  effective,  except 
that  we  still  must  have  some  increases  in  taxes,  which  will  be 
reflected,  in  my  opinion,  certainly  they  will  be  more  reflected, 
if  continued.  In  adverse  prices  to  farmers  of  oxir  section  of 
the  United  States  for  their  tobacco. 

I  do  wish  I  could  be  more  effective,  and  have  the  action 
reversed,  just  as  the  Senate  agreed  the  other  day  that  the  tax 
should  not  be  increased,  but  I  know  that  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  and  his  conferees  probably  did  the  best  they 
could  under  the  circumstances. 

I  cannot  let  this  opportunity  pass  without  expressing  my 
regret  and  my  opposition  also,  on  the  failure  to  increase  by 
33  ^i  percent  the  tax  on  rectified  whisky,  which  will  result  in 
a  great  deal  of  damage  to  small  distilleries  in  my  section  of 
Kentucky. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  what  amount  of  revenue 
will  accrue  from  this  increase  of  25  cents  on  cigarettes? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  increase  of  25  cents,  that  Is,  from 
$3  to  $3.25,  will  result  in  $35,000,000  of  additional  revenue. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
for  one  further  word.  I  hope  that  in  the  future,  in  the 
consideration  of  tax  bills — as  we  most  certainly  will  have 
them  In  the  future,  perhaps  in  the  immediate  future — the 
chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  his  associates 
will  consider  retaining  taxes  in  places  other  than  on 
tobacco. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  as  I  have  stated,  the 
Senate  conferees  were  obliged  to  recede  on  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senate  with  respect  to  the  Increase  in  the 
tax  on  rectifled  spirits  from  30  cents  to  40  cents  a  gallon. 

With  respect  to  the  admissions  tax  the  following  change 
was  made:  The  House  bill  provided  for  the  exemption  on 
tickets  of  admission  costing  30  cents  and  less.  The  present 
Federal  law  provides  for  exemption  on  tickets  of  40  cents 
and  less. 

The  Senate  provided  for  a  tax  on  all  admissions  over  9 
cents,  taxing  admissions  between  10  and  20  cents  at  1  cent, 
and  20  cents  or  more  at  1  cent  on  each  10  cents  or  fraction 
thereof.  A  compromise  was  reached  exempting  admissions 
of  20  cents  and  less.  On  admissions  over  20  cents  a  tax 
is  imposed. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Was  any  action  taken  in  the  confer- 
ence with  respect  to  the  matter  of  seating  capacity  of  a 
theater?  For  Instance,  was  a  theater  whose  seating  ca- 
pacity was  less  than  a  certain  number  exempted? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  No;  there  was  no  action  of  that  sort 
taken. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  had  in  mind  exemption  for  the  smaller 
theater. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  reason  why  this  compromise  was 
worked  out  was  to  try  to  help  the  smaller  theaters.  That 
Is  why  the  exemption  of  20  cents  and  less  was  made. 

Returning  to  liquor  taxes.  With  respect  to  that  matter, 
of  course  there  was  no  disagreement  on  the  Increased  liquor 
-^tax.  because  the  Senate  had  the  same  provision  as  carried 
In  the  House  bill.  The  House  bill  provided  for  a  100-gallon 
exemption  in  the  case  of  retail  stocks.  The  Senate  bill 
contained  no  exemption.  The  Senate  receded  on  Its  amend- 
ment in  that  respect.  So,  as  to  the  retailers  there  will  be 
100-gallon  exemption  from  the  floor-stock  tax. 


With  respect  to  fermented  malt  liquors  or  beer,  the  House 
placed  no  floor-stock  tax  on  retailers.  The  Senate,  however, 
struck  out  the  exemption  of  retailers  from  the  floor-stocks 
tax  and  inserted  a  modifled  exemption  of  retail  stocks,  pro- 
viding that  the  exemption  shall  apply  only  to  retail  stocks, 
which  on  July  1.  1940.  are  held  on  retail  premises.  Such 
premises  are  conflned  to  premises  with  respect  to  which  the 
dealer  is  a  retail  dealer  exclusively.  If.  with  respect  to  such 
premises  the  dealer  is  a  wholesale  dealer  or  brewer  also,  the 
exemption  is  not  allowed  as  to  any  malt  liquor  held  on  the 
premises.     The  House  agreed  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

With  respect  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  I  Mr.  Danaher]  as  to  not  applying  the  income 
tax  for  1935-39  to  State  employees  paid  out  of  Federal  funds, 
the  Senate  and  the  House  coriferees  agreed  upon  a  compro- 
mise that  In  such  cases  the  tax  would  be  imposed  but  no 
penalties  would  be  assessed. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  the  tobacco  tax 
is  in  the  Senate  bill.  There  was  some  controversy  in  the 
Finance  Committee  and  considerable  discussion  with  refer- 
ence to  the  failure  of  the  bill  to  include  a  floor  tax  on  tobacco 
held  by  retailers  in  contradistinction  with  tobacco  held  by 
wholesalers,  which  was  subject  to  a  floor  tax.  Now  the 
cigarette  tax  has  been  put  back  in  the  bill.  How  about  the 
floor  tax  on  cigarettes  as  applied  to  retailers? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  floor  tax  on  cigarettes  applies  to 
retailers. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Wholesalers  and  retailers. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes;  to  both  the  wholesaler  and  the 
retailer. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE,  The  Senator  from  Michigan  will  re- 
member that  when  the  Senate  committee  struck  out  the  tax 
on  tobacco  I  suggested  that  we  put  in  a  device  whereby  that 
matter  would  be  considered. 

Mr.  BROWN.    And  that  was  used 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  That  was  used  to  extend  the  confer- 
ence agreement  with  respect  to  the  tax  on  cigarettes  to  the 
retailer. 

Mr.  BROWN.  So  as  to  include  stocks  in  the  hands  of  re- 
tailers on  July  1. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  So  as  to  prevent  advantage  being 
taken  by  the  larger  purchasers. 

Mr.  BROWN.    I  thoroughly  approve  of  that  amendment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  As  to  the  La  Follette  amendment  deal- 
ing with  excess-proflts  taxes  and  the  Connally  amendment 
deaUng  with  war-profits  taxes,  the  Senate  conferees  fought 
quite  a  while  to  sustain  them.  The  House  conferees  were 
adamant  In  their  opposition  to  those  two  amendments  They 
thought  there  ought  to  be  further  study  of  those  Important 
matters.  We  were  told  by  the  Treasuny  Department  that  it 
would  take  them  at  least  60  days  to  prejjare  an  excess-proflts 
tax  bill  free  from  loopholes. 

So  the  House  conferees,  as  well  as  the  Senate  conferees, 
agreed  to  a  resolution  expressing  the  sentiment  of  the  con- 
ferees as  to  this  matter.  We  did  not  write  it  into  conference 
report  although  we  were  perfectly  wUling  to  do  so.  It  is  as 
follows: 

roS^?il'ff  .^«"*',  «^"?«'«  Of  conferee,  on  H.  R  10039.  That  the 
^  I^llfJ^^  ^"^^  °'  **"*  ^P'°^°°  ^^"^  «°  excl9e-pront«  iax  should 
be  enacted  as  soon  as  possible,  and  to  be  made  applicable  to  the 
calendar  year  1940  and  aU  taxable  years  beginning  mlSJo  a^d  to 
all  subsequent  years.  In  pursuance  of  this  policy  the  Treaaurr 
Department    Is   urgently   requested   to   submit   to  VeWall^ 

fi?"^na'S''^ot'*?«t°.V?h*  "°;^  tH""  '«  ^^^  Finance  Con!m7tteeo1 
l!^  .Xf  i^.w°*  '"^"  *^*°  October  1.  1940.  a  plan  for  such  tax 
together  with  supporting  data  and  drafU  for  proJosSd  liwatloi^' 

That  resolution  was  adopted  unanimously,  with  the  excep- 
tion that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Follette ]  did 
?m\?^^  disposed  to  support  it.  He  did  not  vote  against  it. 
All  the  other  conferees  voted  for  it. 

So  in  connection  with  working  out  the  matter  of  taxing 
excess  profits  we  hope  to  get  the  necessary  data  at  as  early  a 
date  as  possible. 


The  Senate  conferees  also  were  forced  to  recede  on  the 
war-profits  tax  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Connally]. 

I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  any  questions  that  may  be  asked 
concerning  the  conference  report.  That  is  alll  desire  to  say. 
I  may  say  that  if  the  conference  report  is  not  adopted  before 
the  first  day  of  Joly  the  Government  will  suffer  a  considerable 
loss  of  revenue.  Throughout  the  bill  there  are  provisions  for 
taxes  beginning  on  the  first  day  of  July.  And  the  10-percent 
supertax  on  gifts  and  estates  are  effective  immediately  after 
the  passage  of  the  bill.  So  every  day  of  delay  costs  the  Gov- 
ernment a  considerable  sum  of  money.  I  hope  the  conference 
report  will  be  adopted.    The  House  has  already  adopted  it. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  all  I  desire  to  say. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  say  just  a 
word  about  the  fact  that  I  did  not  vote  for  the  resolution 
which  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  Just  read.  There  was 
not  really  any  formal  vote  on  the  matter,  and  while  I  appre- 
ciate the  fact  that  the  conferees  registered  their  whole- 
hearted support  for  an  excess- profits  tax  in  futuro,  I  feel  that 
the  only  efficacy  of  the  resolution  Is  that  corporation-tax 
payers  may  ascertain  the  attitude  of  the  members  of  the 
House  and  Senate  conferees  as  of  Jtme  21.  If  the  taxpayers 
look  up  the  names  of  those  who  are  signed  to  the  conference 
report,  they  will  find  that  on  that  date  the  conferees  were  in 
favor  of  an  excess-profits  tax,  and  that  they  instructed,  or 
expressed  the  request  to  the  Treasury  Department,  that  't 
get  ready  on  or  before  October  1  to  submit  an  excess -profits 
tax  to  the  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  I  realize  that  the  Senate  is  anxious  to  dispose 
of  this  matter,  but  I  want  once  again  to  register  my  emphatic 
disapproval  of  the  course  which  has  been  pursued  by  che 
conference  and  the  actions  already  taken  by  the  House  and 
the  action  which  I  presume  will  be  taken  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  the  bill  reswhes  down  into  the  pockets  of 
the  people  In  the  lower-income  brackets,  and  takes  from 
them  purchasing  power  which  they  can  ill  afford  to  spare 
in  these  critical  times.  The  only  Justification  for  that,  Mr. 
President,  is  a  tax  bill  which  calls  upon  all  taxpayers,  in 
accordance  with  their  ability  to  pay,  to  carry  their  fair  share 
of  the  cost  of  the  Government,  and  the  staggering  cost  of 
the  mounting  appropriations  for  national  defense. 

Much  has  been  said  in  the  public  prints  and  on  the  fioor 
of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  about  national  unity.  We 
cannot  have  national  unity  unless  we  adopt  equitable  poli- 
cies of  Government.  The  President  of  the  United  States  has 
announced  that  he  has  xmder  consideration  a  program  for 
compulsory  service  of  all  kinds  and  descriptions  for  the  youth 
of  America.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Bxtrke]  has 
Introduced  a  bill  requiring  compulsory  military  service  for 
every  man  in  the  United  States  between  the  ages  of  21  and  65. 

The  amendment  which  I  offered,  and  in  which  I  have  no 
pride  of  authorship,  was  predicated  upon  the  1921  tax.  The 
Treasury  Department  and  some  of  my  able  colleagues  on 
the  committee  do  not  think  the  amendment  Is  yet  in  perfect 
shape.  If  we  adopt  compulsory  military  service  laws,  shall 
we  provide  that  because  some  individual  may  be  inconven- 
ienced we  give  him  an  exemption?  Oh.  no.  We  are  adopting 
a  peculiar  policy  when  we  treat  individuals  differently  than 
we  treat  corporations  that  are  making  excess  profits  in  a 
time  of  national  emergency.  In  my  Judgment,  such  a  policy 
will  weaken  the  faith  of  the  people  In  democracy  at  a  time 
when  we  should  be  concentrating  our  efforts  to  maintain 
democracy.  I  have  said  upon  several  occasions,  and  I  re- 
peat, that  only  a  dsmamic,  functioning  economy  in  America 
will  uphold  the  Republic.  Confidence  on  the  part  of  the 
men  and  women  of  America  will  not  lie  restored  or  revital- 
ized by  the  passage  of  a  bill  reaching  down  Into  the  pockets 
of  the  low-Income  groups,  and  failing  to  require  corporations 
making  excess  profits  out  of  the  Nation's  defense  crisis  to 
contribute  their  share.  It  will  be  small  comfort  to  the  tax- 
payer in  the  low-income  brackets:  it  will  be  small  comfort 
to  the  children  saving  up  their  pennies  In  order  that  they 
may  attend  a  movie,  to  read  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Ways  and  liieans  Committee  and  by  the  conferees  on  the 
tax  bill  asserting  that  Congress  believes  in  ezceas-prollts 


taxes  and  hopes  to  have  such  a  measure  ready  by  next 
October. 

Day  after  day  the  people  win  be  reading  about  the  letting 
of  negotiated  contracts  without  competitive  bidding.  They 
will  be  reading  about  the  billions  of  dollars  going  out  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  into  the  coffers  of  corporations. 
It  will  be  small  satisfaction  to  them,  while  they  are  digging 
down  to  get  the  pennies  to  pay  these  taxes,  to  be  told  that 
some  time  later  we  are  going  to  levy  an  excess-proflts  tax. 

I  pleaded  with  the  Congress  to  enact  this  amendment  based 
on  the  1921  act,  and  based  on  the  experience  of  1917.  1918, 
1919,  and  1920  with  the  excess-profits  tax.  I  understand  that 
the  Treasury  Department  has  304  questions  of  policy  which 
must  be  answered  before  it  is  ready  to  apiJrove  an  excess- 
proflts  tax.  Mr.  President,  I  could  get  together  a  group  of  tax 
experts  who,  when  the  Treasury  gets  its  304  questions  an- 
swered to  its  satisfaction,  could  have  608  more  to  be  discussed. 
Of  course,  this  is  a  complicated  subject.  We  may  debate  the 
theories  of  taxation  In  the  high  abstractions  of  the  expert 
technique  from  now  until  kingdom  come  without  resolving 
all  the  questions  of  policy  which  are  involved  or  which  may 
arise. 

As  I  stated  in  discussing  the  conference  report  on  the  relief 
Joint  resolution,  I  see  no  necessity  for  the  Congress  to  recess 
today.  We  sat  through  the  crisis  of  1932.  Both  conventions 
met,  nominated  their  candidates,  adopted  their  platforms, 
and  adjourned  while  Congress  continued  to  function.  Is  this 
emergency  any  less  grave?  Have  the  people  any  less  right  at 
this  time  to  ask  their  representatives  in  Congress  to  devote 
themselves  to  the  public  business?  Apparently  the  leadership 
of  this  Congress  and  this  administration  have  determined 
otherwise. 

Mr.  President,  I  venture  the  prediction  that  in  the  light 
of  all  the  circumstances  surrounding  its  enactment  this  tax 
bill  will  go  dov?n  in  history  as  the  worst  makeshift  and  the 
most  Inequitable  tax  bill  which  has  been  enacted  in  Congress 
in  two  decades.  It  comes  at  a  time  when  we  should  \)e  fvmc- 
tloning  as  the  representatives  of  the  people,  giving  them  a 
demonstration  that,  in  our  day-to-day  determination  of  pol- 
icy in  this  national  emergency,  we  are  adopting  policies  which 
are  designed  to  strengthen  the  faith  of  the  people  of  the 
country  in  the  democratic  process,  and  that  we  are  taking 
as  our  guiding  star  the  principle  of  distributing  the  sacrifices 
which  the  people  are  required  to  make  in  this  emergency  in 
accordance  with  their  ability  to  pay  and  their  ability  to  serve 
the  Republic 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  we  may  have  a  yea 
and  nay  vote  on  the  question  of  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report.  I  wish  to  register  my  emphatic  disapproval  of  the 
conference  report,  and  I  hope  the  Senate  will  go  on  record, 
for  I  believe  that  there  is  at  stake  in  the  conference  report  a 
vital  and  important  question  of  equity  and  Justice. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr,  HOLT.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr,  HOLT.    What  is  the  parliamentary  situation? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Those  in  opposition  should  vote  "na5r"? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Those  In  opposition  should 
vote  "nay." 

The  clerk  win  caH  the  roH. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roU. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass!.  I  transfer  that  pair  to 
the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Frazizh],  and 
will  vote.    I  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  desire  to  have  it  made  a  matter  of  record 
that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  AttstinI  is  necessarily 
absent,  serving  as  a  representative  of  the  Senate  at  the 
funeral  of  his  late  colleague  Senator  Gibson. 
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Mr.  WILEY.  The  Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Attstin], 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  GuhneyI,  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  are  attending 
the  funeral  of  the  late  Senator  Gibson,  of  Vermont,  in  that 
State. 

The  Senator  from  Peimsylvania  [Mr.  Davis]  is  absent  on 
ofiQcial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  HolmanI,  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas] 
are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  McNary]  is  detained  on 
/     cfiBcial  business. 

I  wish  to  announce  that  the  following  Senators  would  vote 
«   "yea"  if  present: 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Austin],  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Davis],  the  Senators  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  McNary  and  Mr.  Holman],  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
TaftI,  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  I  Mr.  Tobey]. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  DavisL  I  am  advised,  however, 
that  he  would  vote  as  I  intend  to  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  McNary].  I  am  advised  that  if  present 
and  voting,  he  would  vote  "yea."  I  therefore  am  at  liberty 
\    to  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Brhjces].  I  am  not  advised 
hew  he  would  vote  if  present  and  voting.  I  transfer  that  pair 
to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Miller],  who,  I  am  ad- 
vised, if  present  and  voting  would  vote  "yea."    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  [Mr.  Towksend].  I  am  not  advised  how  he 
would  vote  if  present  and  voting.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner],  who,  I  am  advised, 
if  present  and  voting  would  vote  "yea."    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  BAILEY.  The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  Is 
necessarily  detained.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting, 
^    he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  MEAD.  My  colleague  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Wagner!  is  detained  in  a  conference  in  the  House  of 
Representatives.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting  he 
would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  CoNNALLYl,  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
BuLowl,  and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Burke  1  are 
members  of  the  committee  attending  the  funeral  of  the  late 
Senator  Gibson  of  Vermont. 

Tiie  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Bankhe.ad],  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  GlassJ,  the  Senators  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Lucas  and  Mr.  SlatteryI,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Miller  1,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Reynolds], 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Sm.athers],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Stewart]  are  necessarily  detained. 
I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting,  these  Senators  would 
vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  is  detained 
In  a  conference  on  the  naval-expansion  bill.  I  am  advised 
that  if  present  and  voting,  he  would  vote  "yea," 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  the  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Bone],  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  Pittman]  are  detained  in  committee  meetings. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  45,  nays  21,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 45 


Adams 

Chavea 

Herring 

Radcliffe 

Andrews 

Clark.  Idabo 

Hill 

Schwartz 

AshiiTst 

Donahey 

Hughea 

Schwellenbach 

BaUey 

Ellender 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Sheppard 

Barboiir 

George 

King 

Smith 

Barkley 

Gerry 

Lee 

Thomas.  Okla. 

BUbo 

Gillett* 

Lodge 

Thomas,  Utah 

Brown 

Ouffey 

McKellar 

Van  Nuya 

Byrnes 

Hale 

Maloney 

White 

Capper 

Harrlmn 

OMaboney 

Carawiu 

Hatch 

Overton 

Chandler 

Bay den 

Fepper 

:ecord- 
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NAYS— 21 

Clark.  Mo. 

Lundeen 

Norrls 

Vandenberg 

Danaber 

McCarran 

Nye 

Wheeler 

Downey 

Mead 

Reed 

WUey 

Green 

Mtnton 

Shipstead 

Holt 

Murray 

Truman 

La  FoUctte 

Neely 

Tydlngs 

NOT  VOTING— 29 

Aiistln 

Davis 

Miller 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Bankhead 

Frazler 

Pittman 

Tobey 

Bone 

Glass 

Reynolds 

Townsend 

Bridges 

Gurney 

Russell 

Wagner 

Bulow 

Holman 

Slattery 

Walsh 

Burke 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Smathers 

Byrd 

Lucas 

Stewart 

Connally 

McNary 

Taft 

So  the  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  I 
appreciate  the  diflaculties  the  conferees  had  to  contend  with 
In  the  preparation  of  the  conference  report.  I  have  voted 
for  the  adoption  of  the  report,  but  I  do  not  want  it  to  pass 
without  expressing  my  individual  opinion  that  we  yet  have 
not  nearly  gone  so  far  as  we  should  go  in  the  way  of  a  defense 
budget. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOXTSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Callo- 
way, one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
disagreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  ( H.  R. 
9?77)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate 
and  to  put  into  efifect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated 
at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the  application  of  revenues 
from  said  project,  authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder 
power  plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or  through  agents, 
and  for  other  purposes;  asked  a  conference  with  the  Senate 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon:  and  that 
Mr.  White  of  Idaho,  Mr.  Hill,  and  Mr.  Hawks  were  appointed 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  5138)  to  make  unlawful  attempts  to  interfere 
with  the  discipline  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Coast 
Guard;  to  require  the  deportation  of  certain  classes  of  aliens; 
to  require  the  nngerprinting  of  aliens  seeking  to  enter  the 
United  States:  and  for  other  purposes. 

enrolled  bills  and  joint  RESOLtrnONS  SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
aflBxed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  joint 
resolutions,  and  they  were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

S.  2047.  An  act  to  divest  prize-fight  films  of  their  character 
as  subjects  of  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  and  for  other 
purposes: 

S.3927.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  administration  of  the 
Washington  National  Airport,  and  for  other  purposes: 

S.  J.  Res.  260.  Joint  resolution  to  make  emergency  provision 
for  the  maintenance  of  essential  vessels  affected  by  the  Neu- 
trality Act  of  1939.  and  for  adjustment  of  obligations  with 
respect  to  such  vessels;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  279.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  section  4  of  Public 
Resolution  No.  54.  approved  November  4,  1939,  entitled  "Joint 
resolution  to  preserve  the  neutrality  and  the  peace  of  the 
United  States  and  to  secure  the  safety  of  its  citizens  and 
their  interests." 

ENROLLED    BILLS   AND   JOINT    RESOLUTIONS    PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  on  today,  June  22,  1940.  that  committee  pre- 
sented to  the  President  of  the  United  States  the  following 
enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolutions: 

S.  2047.  An  act  to  divest  prize-fight  films  of  their  character 
as  subjects  of  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  and  for  other 
purposes: 

S.3927.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  administration  of  the 
Washington  National  Airport,  and  for  other  purposes: 

S.J.  Res.  260.  Joint  resolution  to  make  emergency '  provi- 
sion for  the  maintenance  of  essential  vessels  affected  by  the 
Neutrality  Act  of  1939,  and  for  adjustment  of  obligations 
with  respect  to  such  vesrels:  and 

S.  J.  Res.  279.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  section  4  of  Pub- 
lic ResoIuUon  Numbered  54.  approved  November  4,   1939. 
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entitled  "Joint  resolution  to  preserve  the  neutrality  and  the 
peace  of  the  United  States  and  to  secure  the  safety  of  its 
citizens  and  their  interests." 

ST7PPLEMENTAL    APPROPRIATIONS    TOR    THE    VhTtOHkL    DEFEKSE — 

CONrERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  ADAMS  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10055) 
making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  national  defense  lor 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  purpKMes.  having 
met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  2,  9,  10, 
and  IS. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
Of  the  Senate  numbered  3.  4.  5.  7,  8,  11.  12.  13.  14.  16,  17.  18,  19,  20, 
31.  22.  23.  24.  25.  26,  27,  28.  31.  and  32;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  1:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  and  agree 
to  the  same  vrlth  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  sum 
proposed  Insert  "ISO.OOO";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  6:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  6,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following: 

"Sbc.  201  Prom  the  appropriations  for  "Regular  Supplies  of  the 
Army.'  'Clothing  and  Bqulpage,'  'Army  Transportation,'  'Signal 
Service  of  the  Army,'  'Air  Ckjrpa.  Army.'  "Medical  and  Hospital 
Department.'  'Engineer  Service.  Army,'  'Ordnance  Service  and  Sup- 
plies.' 'Chemical  Warfare  Service.'  and  'Seacoast  Defenses,'  for  the 
fiscal  year  1941,  not  to  exceed  a  total  of  $2,658,967  may  be  applied 
to  the  employment  of  persons  and  the  procurement  of  supplies  and 
aervlces  and  printing  and  binding  at  the  seat  of  government,  and 
to  pay  of  employees  of  the  Finance  Department  In  the  field,  under 
the  following  heads  and  within  the  respective  limitations  specified, 
aa  follows: 

"SALAUXS,   WAS  DEPABTMINT 
"Tor  temporary  personal  services: 
"Ofllce  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  $617410: 
"Office  of  Chief  of  Staff.  $96,980; 
"Adjutant  General's  Office,  $158,700; 
"Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General,  $13,920: 
"Office  of  the  Chief  of  Finance,  $60,120; 
"Office  of  the  Quartermaster  General,  $78,960; 
"Office  of  the  Chief  Signal  Officer,  $67,490; 
"Office  of  the  Chief  of  Air  Corps,  $40,760; 
"Office  of  Chief  of  Engineers,  $130,260; 
"Office  of  Chief  of  Ordnance.  $719,740; 
"Office  of  Chief  of  Chemical  Warfare  Service,  $46,380; 
"Office  of  Chief  of  Infantry,  $2,880; 
"Office  of  Chief  of  Cavalry,  $2,880; 
"Office  of  Chief  of  Field  Artillery,  $4,320; 
"Office  of  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery,  $5,760; 
"Office  of  Chief  of  Chaplains,  $1,440; 
"National  Guard  Btireau,  War  Department,  $10,000;   ' 
"In  aU.  salaries.  War  Department,  $2,057,700. 

"OmCB  or  THE  SBCRETART 

"Contingent  expenses.  War  Department,  $216,772. 
"Printing  and  binding.  War  Department.  $177,995. 

"xaJTABT  Acrrvrms 
"Finance  Service,  $206,500." 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  nimibered  29:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  29.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  the  following: 

"Sir.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized,  where  neces- 
sary, to  exceed  the  statutory  limit  on  repairs  and  alterations  to 
vessels  during  the  fiscal  year  1941." 
And  thp  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  30.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  line  6  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  such  amendment,  strike  out  "shall"  and  Insert  "may"; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Alva  B.  Adams. 
Kenneth  McKellas. 
Casl  Hatden. 
James  F.  Btbnes, 
Feedebick  Hale, 
John  O.  Townsend,  Jr.. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
c.  a.  woodhxjbi, 
Clarence  Cannon, 
Loins  LuDixjw, 
J.  Bttell  Sntdee. 
dcMET  O'Neal, 
Obo.  W.  Johnson, 
John  Taber. 

R.  B.  WiCCLEBWOBTH. 

J.  W.  Dttter. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hou$t. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 


THE  calendar 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  the  Senate 
now,  under  the  order  previously  made,  will  resume  the  con- 
sideration of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  first 
bill  in  order  on  the  calendar. 

TSANSFER  OP  CERTAIN  PROPERTT  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIF. 

Tlie  biU  (H.  R.  9063)  authorizing  the  Administrator  of 
the  Federal  Works  Agency  to  transfer  certain  property  In 
San  Francisco.  Calif.,  to  the  city  and  coimty  of  San  Francisco 
for  street  purposes  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ACQUISITION   OF   ADDITIONAL   LANDS   FOR   MILITARY   PURPOSES 

The  bill  (S.  4057)  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  certain 
additional  lands  for  military  purposes,  was  annoimced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  House  yesterday  passed 
a  similar  bill,  House  bill  9897.  I  ask  that  the  House  bill  be 
substituted  for  the  Senate  bill,  and  be  now  considered. 

Ttie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  lajrs  before  the 
Senate  a  bill  coining  over  from  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9897)  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  addi- 
tional land  for  military  purposes  was  read  twice  by  its  title. 

The  PRESIDZNO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
consideration  of  the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9897)  to  authorize 
the  acquisition  of  additional  land  for  military  purposes  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  4057  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

RESERVE  OFFICERS'  TRAINING  CORPS 

The  bill  (S.  3768)  to  amend  section  40,  National  Defense 
Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the  organization  of  the  Reserve 
OflBcers'  Training  Corps,  so  as  to  provide  for  an  exception 
with  respect  to  the  University  of  Alaska,  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  informed  that 
there  is  on  the  calendar.  No,  1971,  an  identical  House  bill. 
Without  objection,  the  House  bill  will  be  considered  in  lieu 
of  the  Senate  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9391)  to  amend 
section  40,  National  Defense  Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the 
organization  of  the  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps,  so  as  to 
provide  for  an  exception  with  respect  to  the  University  of 
Alaska,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate  bill 
3768  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  NATIONAL   GUARS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bUl  (S.  3619)  relating 
to  changes  in  the  administration  of  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  bearing  on  Federal  recognition,  pay,  allotment 
of  funds,  drill,  training,  etc.,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  with  an  amendment,  to 
Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

AMENDMENTS  TO  NATIONAL  DEFENSE  ACT 

Section  1.  That  section  90  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3, 
1916.  as  amended,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  repealed  and  reenacted 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  90.  That  funds  allotted  by  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the 
support  of  the  National  Guard  shaU  be  avaUable  for  the  purchase 
and  Issue  of  forage,  bedding,  shoeing,  and  veterinary  services,  and 
supplies  for  the  Government  animals  issued  to  any  organization,  and 
for  animals  owned  or  hired  by  any  State,  Territory,  District  of 
Colimibla,  or  National  Guard  organization,  not  exceeding  the  num- 
ber ot  animals  authorized  by  Federal  law  for  such  organization  and 
used  solely  for  military  purposes,  and  for  the  compensation  of  com- 
petent help  for  the  care  of  material,  animals,  armament,  and  equip- 
ment of  organizations  of  aU  kinds,  under  such  regulations  as  the 
Secretary  of  War  may  prescribe. 

"The  compensation  paid  to  caretakers  who  belong  to  the  National 
Guard,  as  herein  authorized,  shall  be  in  addition  to  any  compensa- 
tion authorized  for  members  of  the  National  Guard  under  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  National  Defense  Act. 

••Under  euch  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  prescribe, 
(I  the  material.   antmalB,   armameat.   and   equipment,  or   any  part 
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thereof,  of  the  National  Guard  of  ony  State.  Territory,  or  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  or  organizations  thereof,  may  be  put  Into  a  com- 
mon pool  for  care,  maintenance,  and  storage;  and  the  employment 
of  caretakers  therefor,  not  to  exceed  15  for  any  one  pool,  la  hereby 
authorized. 

•'Commissioned  officers  of  the  National  Guard  shall  not  be  em- 
ployed aa  caretakers  except  that,  under  such  regxUatlons  as  ths 
Secretary  of  War  shall  prescribe,  one  such  ofllccr  not  above  the  grade 
of  captain  for  each  heavier-than-air  squadron,  and  one  such  officer 
not  above  the  grade  of  captain  for  each  pool,  may  be  employed. 
Either  enlisted  men  or  civilians  may  be  employed  as  caretakers,  but 
if  there  are  as  many  as  two  caretakers  in  any  unit,  one  of  them 
shall  be  an  enlisted  man. 

'•Funds  hereafter  appropriated  under  the  provisions  of  the  Na- 
tional Defense  Act.  as  amended,  for  the  support  of  the  National 
Guard  of  the  several  States.  Territories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
shall  be  supplemental  to  moneys  appropriated  by  the  several  States, 
Territories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  the  support  of  the 
National  Guard,  and  shall  be  available  for  the  hire  of  caretakers  and 
clerks:  Provided.  That  the  Secretary  of  War  shall,  by  regulations. 
fix  the  salaries  of  all  caretakers  and  clerks  hereby  authorized  to  be 
employed,  and  shall  also  designate  by  whom  they  shall  be  employed: 
And  provided  further.  That  payments  heretofore  made  which  now 
stand  disallowed  or  would  hereafter  be  disallowed  but  for  this  act 
are  hereby  ratified  and  validated  as  to  the  disbursing  officers  making 
the  same,  in  such  amounts  as  the  Secretary  of  War  may  determine 
have  been  actually  expended  In  the  administration,  supply,  mainte- 
nance, and  training  of  the  National  Guard,  and  the  determination 
of  the  Secretary  of  Wnr  Fhall  be  final  and  conclusive;  and  the  Comp- 
troller General  of  the  nlted  States  is  hereby  directed  to  allow  credit 
In  the  accounts  of  said  disbursing  officers  for  and  on  account  of  such 
payments  in  said  amounts." 

Sec.  2.  That  section  92  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  J\me  3, 
1916.  as  amended,  be,  and  the  same  Is  hereby,  repealed  and  reenacted 
to  read  as  follows: 

•'Sec.  92.  Training  of  the  National  Guard:  Under  such  regulations 
as  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  prescribe,  each  company,  troop,  battery. 
and  detachment  in  the  National  Guard  shall  assemble  for  drill  and 
Instruction,  including  Indoor  target  practice,  not  less  than  48  times 
each  year,  and  shall.  In  addition  thereto,  participate  in  encamp- 
ments, maneuvers,  or  other  exercises,  including  outdoor  target  prac- 
tice, at  least  15  days  in  training  each  year,  including  target  practice, 
unless  such  company,  troop,  battery,  or  detachment  shall  have  been 
excused  from  participation  in  any  part  thereof  by  the  Secretary  of 
War:  Provided,  That  an  assembly  for  drill  and  Instruction  may 
consist  of  a  single  duly  ordered  formation  of  a  company,  troop, 
battery,  or  detachment,  or,  when  so  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of 
War.  a  series  of  duly  ordered  formations  of  subdivisions  or  parts 
thereof,  but  In  the  latter  case  the  series  of  formations  of  subdivi- 
sions or  groups  must  comprehend  and  Include  the  entire  organiza- 
tion, and  must  be  included  within  the  time  limit  of  7  consecutive 
days  within  a  calendar  month.  The  sum  total  of  the  attendance  at 
an  the  separate  consecutive  formations  announced  as  constituting 
that  assembly  shall  be  counted  as  the  attendance  at  the  actual 
military  assembly  for  the  required  period  of  time;  but  no  officer, 
warrant  officer,  or  enlisted  man  shall  be  counted  more  than  once, 
nor  receive  credit  for  more  than  one  required  period  of  actual  mili- 
tary attendance  even  though  he  may  have  attended  more  than  one 
of  the  formations  which  constitute  the  assembly  for  the  required 
period  of  time;  Provided  further.  That  credit  for  an  assembly  for 
drill  or  for  indoor  target  practice  shall  not  be  given  unless  the 
number  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  present  for  duty  at  such  assem- 
bly thall  equal  or  exceed  a  minimum  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Pres- 
ident, nor  unless  the  period  of  actual  military  duty  and  instruction 
participated  in  by  each  officer  and  enlisted  man  at  each  assembly 
at  which  he  shall  be  credited  as  having  been  present  shall  be  of  at 
least  I'a  hours"  duration  and  the  character  of  training  such  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  War:  Provided  further.  That  any 
fiight  ordered  by  competent  authority  and  performed  by  an  appro- 
priately rated  Air  Corps  officer  or  enlisted  man  of  the  National 
Guard  assigned  to  an  Air  Corps  unit  thereof,  or  so  performed  by  an 
officer  or  enlisted  man  of  the  Medical  Department  of  the  said 
National  Guard  regularly  attached  to  an  Air  Corps  unit  of  the 
National  Guard  by  appropriate  authority,  may  be  credited  for  the 
same  purpose  and  to  the  same  extent  as  attendance  at  drill:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  In  performing  the  flight  so  ordered  the  officer 
or  enlisted  man  Is  prevented,  by  the  making  of  such  flight,  from 
attending  a  regularly  scheduled  drill  formation  of  his  unit  or  the 
unit  with  which  the  said  officer  or  enlisted  man  Is  required  to  drill." 

Sec.  3.  That  section  109  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3, 
1916.  as  amended,  be.  and  the  same  is  hereby,  repealed  and  reenacted 
to  read  as  follows: 

"Sbc.  109.  Pay  for  the  National  Guard  officers:  Under  such  regu- 
lations as  the  Secretary  of  War  may  prescribe,  officers  and  warrant 
officers  of  the  National  Guard,  except  general  officers,  shall  receive 
compensation  at  the  rate  of  one-thirtieth  of  the  monthly  base  pay 
prescribed  for  them  In  sections  3  and  9  of  the  Pay  Readjustment 
Act  of  June  10.  1922.  for  each  regiilar  drill,  period  of  appropriate 
duty,  or  other  equivalent  period  of  training,  authorized  by  the 
Secretary  of  War,  not  exceeding  eight  In  any  one  calendar  month 
and  not  exceeding  60  In  any  one  fiscal  year,  at  which  they  shall 
have  been  engaged  for  the  entire  period  of  not  leas  than  li/i  hours: 
Provided,  That  such  pay  shall  be  In  addition  to  compensation  for 
attendance  at  field-  or  coast-defense  instruction  or  maneuvers,  and  , 
that  nothing  In  this  act  shall  operate  to  reduce  the  present  pay  of 
siajors  and  lieutenant  colonels.  General  officers  shall  receive  t500 
a  year  la  addlUou  to  compensation  for  attendance  at  field-  or  coa£t- 


defense  Instruction  or  maneuvers,  for  eatlsfactory  performance  of 
their  appropriate  duties.  In  addition  to  pay  hereinbefore  provided 
officers  commanding  organizations  less  than  a  brigade  and  having 
administrative  functions  connected  therewith  shall,  whether  or  not 
such  officers  belong  to  such  organizations,  receive  not  more  than 
1240  a  year  for  the  faithful  performance  of  such  administrative 
functions  under  such  regulatlohs  as  the  Secretary  of  War  may 
prescribe;  and  for  the  purpose  of  determining  how  much  shall  be 
paid  to  such  officers  so  performing  such  functions,  the  Secretary 
of  War  may,  from  time  to  time,  divide  them  into  classes  and  fix  the 
amount  payable  to  the  officers  in  each  class.  Pay  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section  shall  not  accrue  to  any  officer  during  a  period 
when  he  shall  be  entitled  xinder  any  provision  of  law  to  the  full  rate 
of  his  base  pay  prescribed  in  section  3  or  section  9,  as  the  case 
may  be.  of  the  Pay  Readjustment  Act  of  June  10,  1922:  Provided  fur- 
ther. That  section  9  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  amending  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the  Preeident  to  increase  temporarily 
the  Military  Establishment  of  the  United  States."  approved  May 
18,  1917,'  approved  August  31,  1918,  shall  also  apply  to  the  purchase 
of  uniforms,  accouterments.  and  equipment  for  cash  by  officers  of 
the  active  and  inactive  National  Guard,  whether  In  State  or  Federal 
service,  on  proper  Identification  and  under  such  rules  and  regxila- 
tlons  as  the  Secretary  of  War  may  prescribe." 

Sec.  4.  That  section  3618,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  be.  and 
the  same  Is  hereby,  amended  by  adding  the  following  additional 
language:  "That,  under  such  regtUatlona  as  the  Secretary  of  War 
may  prescribe,  the  commanding  officers  of  mounted  \initB  of  the 
National  Guard  may  sell  all  stable  refuse  and  empty  grain  sacks  and 
containers  at  public  or  private  sale  and  apply  the  proceeds  derived 
therefrom  to  the  pxirchase  of  feed,  supplementing  the  regular  al- 
lowance and  issue  for  the  animals  of  the  said  units,  and  for  the 
purchase  of  stable  equipment,  and  horseshoers",  saddlers',  black- 
smiths', and  wagoners'  tools  not  an  article  of  Issue  to  such  or- 
ganizations." 

Sec.  5.  That  the  act  of  July  15,  1939  (53  Stat.  1042),  be.  and  the 
same   Is  hereby,   repealed   and   reenacted   to  read   as  follows: 

"That  neither  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  June  15.  1936  (49 
Stat.  1507).  nor  any  other  law  of  the  United  States  shall  be  con- 
strued as  limiting  the  power  and  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War, 
under  such  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  require  the  hospitali- 
zation, medical,  and  surgical  treatment  and  domiciliary  care  so  long 
as  any  or  all  are  necessary  of  persons  in  the  active  military  service 
or  on  active  duty,  or  In  training,  under  the  provisions  of  sections 
92.  94.  97.  99.  and  113  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3,  1916. 
as  amended,  and  to  Incur  obligations  with  respect  thereto,  without 
reference  to  their  llne-of-duty  status:  Provided,  That  thLs  act  shall 
not  include  those  Individuals  who  are  on  an  armcry-drlU  status 
except  officers,  warrant  officers,  and  enlisted  men  of  the  National 
Guard  who  suffer  personal  Injury  (as  distinguished  from  disease) 
when  participating  In  aerial  fiights  prescribed  under  the  provisions 
of  section  92:  ArA  -provided  further.  That  this  act  shall  not  apply 
to  officers  and  enlisted  men  who  are  treated  in  private  hospitals  or 
by  civilian  physicians  while  on  furloughs  or  leaves  of  absence  In 
excess  of  24  hotirs." 

Mr.  KING.     I  should  like  an  explanation  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  contains  a  num- 
ber cf  provisions  requested  by  the  National  Guard  Associa- 
tion of  the  United  States.  It  relates  to  a  number  of  adminis- 
trative items  connected  with  the  work  of  the  National  Guard. 
It  amends  certain  sections  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of 
June  3,  1916,  relating  to  the  National  Guard. 

A  resume  of  the  changes  in  the  National  Defense  Act  con- 
tained in  this  measure  is  as  follows: 

First.  It  removes  the  limits  on  the  number  of  caretakers 
authorized  to  be  employed  by  any  one  organization  of  the 
National  Guard. 

Second.  It  provides  for  employment  of  caretakers  from 
among  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  National  Guard  as 
well  as  civilians. 

Third.  It  makes  funds  appropriated  for  the  support  of  the 
National  Guard  available  for  hire  of  clerks  and  caretakers. 

Fourth.  It  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  War  to  fix  salaries  of 
clerks  and  caretakers. 

Fifth.  It  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  War  to  designate  by 
whom  such  clerks  and  caretakers  shall  be  employed. 

Sixth.  It  authorizes  any  air  flights  ordered  by  competent 
authority  and  performed  by  an  appropriately  rated  Air  Corps 
officer  or  enlisted  man  of  the  National  Guard  to  be  credited 
for  the  same  purpose  and  to  the  same  extent  as  attendance 
at  armory  drill. 

Seventh.  It  directs  that  pay  authorized  for  officers  of  the 
National  Guard  not  belonging  to  organizations  heretofore 
computed  on  a  time  basis  shall  be  authorized  and  computed 
on  a  drill  unit  basis  or  other  period  of  appropriate  duty  or 
equivalent  period  of  training. 

Eighth.  It  adds  a  section  to  3618  Revised  Statute,  authoriz- 
ing the  sale  of  stable  refuse  and  empty  grain  sacks  and  con- 
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tainers  at  public  or  private  sale  and  to  apply  the  proceeds 
to  the  purchase  of  feed,  stable  equipment,  and  so  forth. 

Ninth.  It  repeals  and  reenacts  in  new  language  the  act  of 
July  15,  1939.  authorizing  hospitalization  and  medical  care 
of  members  of  the  National  Guard.  The  new  language  au- 
thorizes surgical  treatment  and  domiciliary  care  so  long  as 
necessary  of  persons  who  suffer  injury  or  contract  disease  in 
the  active  military  service  or  on  active  duty  or  in  training. 
It  also  adds  a  proviso  that  the  act  so  include  those  individuals 
who  are  on  an  armory  drill  status,  except  officers,  warrant 
officers,  and  enlisted  men  of  the  National  Guard  who  suffer 
personal  injury  as  distinguished  from  disease  when  par- 
ticipating in  aerial  flights. 

Representatives  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  several  States 
appeared  before  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee  in 
behalf  of  this  measure  and  submitted  logical  reasons  why 
this  measure  should  be  enacted  into  law.  The  War  Depart- 
ment has  stated  that  it  offers  no  objection  to  the  measiu'e 
as  it  now  stands  and  also  stated  that  the  additional  direct 
charge  upon  appropriations  in  the  fiscal  year  1941  which 
would  result  from  the  enactment  of  this  proposed  legislation 
would  be  approximately  $242,000. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

STRAWBERRY   WATER   USERS'  ASSOCIATION,   PAYSON,  UTAH 

The  bill  (S,  4011)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  accept  payment  of  an  annual  equitable  overhead  charge  in 
connection  with  the  repayment  contract  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Strawberry  Water  Users'  Association,  of  Pay- 
son,  Utah,  in  full  satisfaction  of  delinquent  billings  upon  the 
basis  of  an  annual  fixed  overhead  charge,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  connection  with  any  amendment 
heretofore  or  hereafter  made  to  the  repaymrnt  contract  between 
the  Strawberry  Water  Users'  Association,  of  I  ayson.  Utah,  and  the 
United  States,  dated  September  28,  1926.  as  amended,  to  pay  con- 
struction charges  under  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  reclamation 
laws  providing  for  payment  anntially  of  an  amount  as  Is  deter- 
mined by  the  Secretary  each  year  to  be  sufficient  to  cover  the 
Strawberry  Valley  project's  equitable  portion  of  the  expense  of 
the  Chief  Engineer's  office,  the  field  legal  office,  and  the  other  de- 
tached offices  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  Is  authorized,  subsequent  to  the  effective  date  of  such  an 
amendment,  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  for  all  flat  overhead 
charges  owing  or  allocable  to  the  period  up  to  the  effective  date 
of  the  amendment  vmder  the  contract  provisions  In  effect  prior  to 
such  amendment  a  siun  determined  at  the  rate  of  $400  for  each 
year. 

I  MAMMOTH  CAV«  NATIONAL  PARK,  KT. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  wmsider  the  bill  (S.  4045)  to 
authorize  the  acceptance  of  donations  of  property  for  the 
Mammoth  Cave  National  Park,  in  the  State  of  Kentucky, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  read,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  for  the  purpose  of  developing  a  proper 
and  suitable  entrance  road  to  the  Mammoth  Cave  National  Park, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  hereby  authorized,  In  his  discretion, 
to  accept  In  behalf  of  the  United  States  donations  of  lands,  build- 
ings, structures,  and  other  property,  or  Interests  therein,  within  an 
area  or  areas  to  be  determined  by  him  (a)  not  to  exceed  1  mile 
In  width,  extending  from  the  exterior  boundary  of  the  Mammoth 
Cave  National  Park,  to  a  point  to  be  selected  by  him  on  United 
States  Highway  No.  31W;  and  (b)  not  to  exceed  one-half  mile 
In  width  on  either  side  of  United  States  Highway  No.  31W  and 
running  for  a  distance  of  not  to  exceed  2  miles  along  said  high- 
way: ProxHded,  That  lands  acquired  for  purposes  of  protecting  such 
entrance  roads  shall  not  be  less  than  500  feet  In  width  on  either 
Bide  of  said  roads;  the  title  to  such  property  or  Interests  therein  to 
be  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

All  such  property  or  Interests  therein  shall  become  a  part  of  the 
Mammoth  Cave  National  Park  upon  Its  acceptance  by  the  United 
States  Government  and  shaU  be  subject  to  aU  laws  and  regulations 
applicable  thereto. 

Mr.  BARKLEIY.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

LXXXVI 563 


The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  1,  line  7,  after  the  word 
"therein".  It  is  proposed  to  insert  "to  acquire  such  property 
with  donated  funds  by  purchase,  condemnation,  or  other- 
wise." 

ITie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CONCONULLY  CEMETERY  ASSOCIATION 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8316)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  sell  certain  land  to  the  ConconuUy  Cemetery  Asso- 
ciation was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

PLACER-MINING   CLAIMS   FOR   DEPOSITS   OF  PHOSPHATE,   ETC. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6560)  relating  to  placer-mining  claims  for 
deposits  of  phosphate  sodium,  potassium,  oil,  oil  shale,  or  gas 
on  the  public  domain  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  a 
Senator  who  is  not  now  on  the  floor  desires  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  this  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  go  over  without 
prejudice. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  wonder  if  we  may  have  it  agreed  that 
the  bill  may  be  called  up  later  in  the  consideration  of  the 
calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Some  Senator  would  have  to 
make  that  request;  but  the  bill  may  be  passed  over  without 
prejudice. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  do  not  want  to  block  consideration 
of  the  measure,  but  I  desire  to  see  that  the  opportunity  to 
present  an  amendment  to  it  is  preserved. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  may  always  be  done  by 
unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
bill  may  be  called  again  before  the  call  of  the  calendar  is 
concluded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

REPORT    OF    SPECIAL    COMMITTEE    TO    IN\'ESTIGATE    WOOL.     ETC. 

EXTENSION   OF  TIME  FOR  OPERATION  OF  COMMITTEE 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  276)  to  investigate  the  production, 
transportation,  and  marketing  of  wool  was  considered  and 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  Senate  Resolution  160,  Seventy-fourth  Congress, 
first  session,  agreed  to  July  10,  1935,  authorizing  a  special  commit- 
tee to  Investigate  the  production,  transportation,  and  marketing  of 
wool,  as  extended.  Is  hereby  further  extended  and  continued  In  fxiU 
force  and  effect  during  the  Seventy-seventh  Congress;  and  the  said 
committee  may  report  to  the  Senate  at  any  time  prior  to  the  expira- 
tion of  the  Seventy-seventh  Congress. 

ACQUISITION     OF     CERTAIN     PROPERTY     FOR     PUBLIC     USE     IN     THE 

DISTRICT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  1825)  to 
provide  for  the  acquisition  of  certain  property  for  public 
use  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds,  with 
amendments,  on  page  1,  line  10,  after  "175/56",  to  strike 
out  "and  to  adjust,  compromise,  or  settle  any  claims  for 
loss  or  damages  sustained  by  the  owners  of  said  property 
by  reason  of  the  acquisition  thereof,  or  the  loss  of  any  right, 
license,  or  franchise  connected  therewith"  and  insert  "at  a 
cost  not  to  exceed  $500,0p0";  and  on  page  2,  line  13,  after 
the  word  "such",  to  strike  out  "sums"  and  Insert  "sums,  not 
in  excess  of  $500,000",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  acquire  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
for  public  use  at  a  reasonable  price,  from  Federal  funds,  through 
purchase,  condemnation,  or  otherwise,  the  followlng-descrll)ed 
property,  together  with  all  Improvements  thereon,  located  In  the 
District  of  Columbia,  which  appears  on  the  assessors'  records  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  as  parcels  168'^50,  168  32,  175  30,  175/41, 
175/116,  175/73,  and  175  56  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $500,000: 
Provided,  however.  That,  If  at  any  time  an  appropriate  use  for  this 
property  or  any  portions  thereof  shall  be  found  for  District  of 
Columbia  purposes,  such  property  may  be  transferred  to  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  Federal  Oovemment 
reimbiirsed  from  District  appropriations. 

Sec.  2.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sum% 
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not  in  excess  of  $300,000.  as  may  be  neceasary  to  <»rry  out  tbe 
purpoaes  of  this  act.  * 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inqviire  as  to  the  pur- 
pose of  this  large  appropriation? 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  under  the  language  of  the 
bill  I  do  not  believe  a  large  appropriation  will  be  necessary, 
because  in  the  amendments  adopted  by  the  committee  all 
claims  for  damages  and  losses  have  been  removed;  so  the 
bill  merely  resolves  itself  into  a  measure  for  the  acquirement 
of  17  acres  of  property  by  the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  reason  for  this  acquirement  of  property  dates  back  to 
1933,  when  there  was  operated  on  this  site  a  slaughterhouse 
or  abattoir,  and  the  operation  of  that  activity  was  ordered 
suspended  by  the  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture.  They  required  certain  alterations, 
which  took  considerable  time.  They  approved  the  plans  for 
the  alterations;  and  in  the  meantime  a  fire  wiped  out  a 
large  portion  of  the  slaughterhouse.  By  the  time  the  plans 
were  ready  and  approved  by  the  Department,  the  Congress 
Intervened  with  legislation  preventing  certain  industries 
from  being  operated  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Therefore,  at  great  loss  to  this  company,  the  Union  Stock 
Yards  Co.,  and  the  Adolph  Gobel  Co..  this  property  was  ren- 
dered useless.  The  law  enacted  by  the  Congress  after  the 
Department  had  approved  the  plans  prevented  the  construc- 
tion of  the  improved  buildings,  and  prevented  the  operation  of 
this  Industry  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

All  the  owners  are  now  asking  Is  that  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  the  land-purchasing  department  of  the  Federal 
Government,  buy  the  site  for  the  valuation  of  the  site,  and 
Utilize  it  for  Government  purposes.  The  owners  cannot  oper- 
ate their  plant.  They  are  forbidden  by  a  new  law  from 
Utilizing  their  property,  and  they  are  asking  the  agency  which 
outlawed  them  to  take  over  their  projjerty. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  find  that  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment has  made  an  adverse  recommendation  on  the  bill.  I 
read  the  language  of  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 

I  have  been  advised  by  the  Btireau  of  the  Budget  that  the  pro- 
posed legislation  would  not  be  in  accord  with  tbe  program  of  the 
President. 

Mr.  MEAD.  That  was  because  originally  there  was  in  the 
bill,  to  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  purchase  of  the 
property,  a  clause  relative  to  claims  resulting  from  action  on 
the  part  of  Government  agencies.  Our  committee  struck  it 
out;  so  that  all  that  remains — which,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
committee  and  of  the  spKjnsor  of  the  bill,  meets  with  the 
approval  of  the  agencies  of  the  Government — is  the  acquire- 
ment of  the  site,  without  any  reference  to  losses  or  claims 
grouting  out  of  the  prevention  of  the  operation  of  this  indus- 
try by  the  laws  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MEAD.    Yes;  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield, 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  The  Senator  has  just  said  that  the  only 
thing  remaining  is  to  take  over  the  site  at  its  valuation.  Who 
made  the  valuation,  and  what  is  the  valuation? 

Mr.  MEAD.  The  valuation,  it  Is  assumed,  has  been  estab- 
lished by  the  Board  of  Assessors  of  the  District  of  Coltmibia. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     For  the  purpose  of  taxation? 

Mr.  MEAD.    For  the  purpose  of  taxation;  yes. 

It  was  originally  claimed  that  these  persons  had  a  valid 
claim  for  damages  because  their  property  has  been  idle  for 
a  number  of  years.  They  have  been  paying  taxes,  and  the 
Federal  Government  has  prevented  them  from  making  any 
gain  In  the  conduct  of  their  business.  It  was  assumed,  how- 
ever, that  that  would  result  in  an  exorbitant  price;  so  the 
committee  struck  out  all  costs  except  the  purchase  of  the 
property,  based  upon  the  formula  and  the  standards  of  ac- 
quirement of  property  which  have  been  in  vogue  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  for  years.  So  it  Is  now  proposed  that 
we  buy  17  acres  at  a  fair  and  reasonable  price,  in  accordance 
with  the  standards  established  in  the  purchase  of  property 
by  the  District  of  Colimibla. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Is  that  price  the  price  at  which  the  prop- 
erty was  carried  on  the  assessment  rolls? 


Mr,  MEAD.  That  matter  was  discussed  by  the  committee, 
and  it  was  developed  that  that  would  be  a  fair  and  reasonable 
price;  but  in  the  District  of  Columbia  there  Is  a  yardstick 
which  I  cannot  explain  In  detail  but  which  takes  into  con- 
sideration the  assessed  valuation  of  the  property.  In  other 
words,  the  original  bill  would  give  the  owners  the  price  of  the 
property  plus  all  the  losses  they  have  sustained.  The 
amended  bill  will  merely  purchase  the  property  in  accordance 
with  the  yardstick  for  the  acquirement  of  property  which 
has  been  in  vogue  In  the  District  of  Columbia  for  years. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York  has  expired.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  KING.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  be  passed  over 
under  objection, 

Mr.  KING.  I  should  like  to  make  a  few  observations,  but 
the  bill  has  gone  over. 

CLARIFICATION  OF  SECTION  3709,  REVISKD  STATUTES 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3974)  to 
clarify  section  3709  (U,  S.  C^  1934  ed„  title  41.  sec,  5),  which 
was  read,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  S709.  Revised  Statutes  (U.  8  C, 
1934  ed..  title  41.  sec.  5),  shall  not  hereafter  be  construed  as 
requtrlng  advertising  for  bids  In  connection  with  the  procxiremcnt 
of  transportation  services  when  the  services  required  can  be  pro- 
cured from  any  common  carrier  lawfully  operating  In  the  territory 
where  such  services  are  to  be  performed. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  intended  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations in  respect  to  the  bill  which  has  just  been  passed 
over. 

Permit  me  to  say  that  this  Qobel  property,  and  the  con- 
troversy connected  with  it,  came  t)efore  the  District  Commit- 
tee, of  which  I  am  chairman,  a  number  of  years  ago.  When 
it  was  held  that  the  slaughterhouse  was  a  nuisance,  and  the 
owner  was  interdicted — I  do  not  think  by  law  or  by  regula- 
tion— from  utilizing  it  because  of  its  offensive  character,  he 
contended  that  the  Government  ought  to  take  It  over.  The 
District  Commissioners,  so  far  as  I  am  advised,  did  not  ap- 
prove of  it.  and  I  know  the  committee  did  not;  and  ap- 
parently this  bill  went  to  another  committee.  Because  of 
that  controversy  and  because  it  has  not  since  then  been 
before  the  District  Committee,  of  which  I  am  chairman,  I  felt 
constrained  to  have  the  bill  go  over,  so  that  I  may  consult 
with  the  District  Commissioners  and  ascertain  their  views 
with  regard  to  the  matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  pending  bill,  Senate 
bUl  3974. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  committee's  report  in  support  of  this  measure  be 
printed  In  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,    Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 
The  report  (No.  1795)  Is  as  follows: 

A  majority  of  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  In  the  Executive 
Departments,  to  whom  was  referred  the  biU  (S.  3974)  to  clarify  sec- 
tion 3709  (U.  S.  C  1934  ed..  title  41,  sec.  6).  so  that  it  shall  not 
hereafter  be  construed  as  requiring  advertising  for  bids  in  connec- 
tion with  the  procurement  of  transportation  services  when  the  serv- 
ices required  can  be  proctired  from  any  conunon  carrier  lawfully 
operating  In  the  territory  where  such  services  are  to  be  performed, 
having  considered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon  without 
amendment  and  reconunend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 

This  bill  la  the  result  of  the  recommendation  of  the  Household 
Goods  Carriers'  Bureau  together  with  aU  other  motor  earners  for 
hire  as  represented  by  American  trucking  associations  Interested  in 
correcting  an  Inadvertent  defeat  of  a  provision  orlginaUy  Included 
In  S.  2009. 

The  proposal  contained  In  S.  3974  was  submitted  to  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Committee  of  both  the  Senate  and  the  House  at 
public  hearings  and  was  adopted  by  the  conference  committee  on 
8.  2009  because  of  the  fact  that  the  record  of  public  hearings  failed 
to  disclose  any  opposition  to  the  adopUon  of  this  proposal.  If  it 
had  been  Introduced  as  a  separate  bill  Instead  of  being  Included 
m  8.  2009,  tbls  measure  probably  would  have  been  euact«d. 
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Prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier  Act.  1935 
(pt.  n  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act),  motor  carriers  were 
without  the  statxis  of  declared  common  carriers  and  were  recog- 
nized by  the  Federal  Government  only  as  carriers  for  hire  and  in 
arrangement  for  transportation  were  dealt  with  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  any  other  firm  or  Individual  providing  supplies  of  services 
as  provided  under  United  States  Statutes  3709  through  the  em- 
ployment of  what  is  known  as  the  invitation,  bid,  and  acceptance 
or  short-form  contract.  The  Motor  Carrier  Act  was  enacted  in 
1935  and  pending  developments  of  regulation,  many  motor  com- 
mon carriers  continued  to  handle  Government  traffic  under  the 
compctitlve-bld  method.  This  practice  is  particularly  prevalent 
today  in  the  transportation  of  household  goods,  office  furniture 
equipment,  and  similar  commodities  if  moved  for  the  Govern- 
ment as  well  as  in  the  movement  of  general  freight.  The  practice 
has  resulted  in  widespread  demoralization  of  the  published  and 
fUed  rates  of  all  motortruck  common  carriers,  and  this  condition 
can  be  shown  clearly  to  have  the  same  effect  on  established  rail- 
road rates.  Under  date  of  Jime  1,  1938,  the  Branch  of  Sup- 
ply Department.  Procurement  Division,  recognizing  the  existing 
conditions  issued  its  Circular  Letter  No.  309  which  set  forth  sound 
principles  and  correction  of  the  evil.  But  because  of  the  apparent 
conflict  with  the  United  States  Statutes  3709,  as  raised  by  the 
General  Accounting  Office,  the  circular  letter  was  withdrawn  on 
July  n,  1938,  and  the  industry  again  was  plunged  Into  an  even 
greater  degree  of  chaos. 

An  appeal  to  the  Comptroller  General  was  made  and  on  October 
10.  1939.  he  suggested  that  "what  the  common  carriers  by  motor 
vehicles  apparently  desire  could  be  most  easily  accomplished  by  the 
enactment  •  •  •  of  a  provision  substantially  as  follows: 
"That  section  3709,  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C.  title  41.  sec.  5). 
Shall  not  hereafter  be  regarded  or  construed  as  requiring  ad- 
vertising for  bids  in  connection  with  the  procurement  of  trans- 
portation services  when  the  services  required  can  be  procured  from 
any  common  carrier  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  as  amended.' " 

S.  3974  is  approved  by  the  traffic  section.  Branch  of  Supplies, 
Procurement  Division.  Treasury  Department.  (This  Department 
under  Presidential  order  is  recognized  as  the  traffic  agency  for  the 
United  Si.ites  Government.) 

Relief  as  will  be  obiainrd  by  the  various  Government  depart- 
ments under  this  measure  will  be  most'welcome  in  permitting  such 
departments  to  select  tran&porUtlon  service  at  predetermined  rates 
as  are  on  n!e  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  (Gov- 
ernment departments  would  likewise  retain  the  right  to  exercise 
bid  procedure  if  they  would  so  elect.) 

The  for-hire  motor -carrier  Industry  as  represented  by  some 
30.000  operators  would  be  placed  on  an  equal  footing  with  all 
other  transportation  agencies  through  recognition  of  their  com- 
mon-carrier status  and  properly  filed  tariffs,  and  being  in  position 
to  handle  Government  traffic  on  rates  as  recognized  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  such  carriers  could  insure  meet- 
ing all  demands  for  expansion  of  service  for  national  defense. 

S.  3974,  therefore,  carries  out  the  suggestion  of  the  ComptroUer 
General  and  the  recommendation  of  the  Household  Goods  Carrie-s' 
Bureau  and  the  American  Trucking  Associations. 

GEORGE  A,  GARDEN  AKD  ANDERSON  T.  HERD 

The  bill  (S.  2842)  to  proMde  for  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Coiut  of  the  United  States  from  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Claims  In  a  suit  instituted  by  George  A,  Carden  and  Ander- 
son T.  Herd  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  George  A.  Carden  and  Anderson  T.  Herd 
or  their  legal  representatives,  may,  at  any  time  within  6  months 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  appeal  as  of  right  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  from  the  Judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  In  the  suit  No.  42711  hereto- 
fore Instituted  in  the  Court  of  Claims  by  George  A.  Carden  and 
Andeison  T.  Herd,  and  Jurisdiction  is  hereby  conferred  upon  the 
Supreme  Court  to  consider  on  such  appeal  all  questions  of  law  and 
fact,  including  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property  Involved.  Any 
Judgment  rendered  in  favor  of  the  claimants  shall  be  paid  in  the 
same  manner  as  other  Judgments  of  said  Cotirt  of  Claims  are  paid. 

LEAVE   TO  EMPLOYEIES   TO  VOTE 

The  bill  (S.  820)  providing  for  the  granting  of  leave  to  cer- 
tain employees  of  the  United  States  to  enable  them  to  vote  at 
elections  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  United 
States  (including  officers  and  employees  of  corporations  wholly 
owned  or  wholly  controlled  by  the  United  States)  who  Is  employed 
outside  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  entitled  to  leave  with 
pay,  from  the  duties  of  his  office  or  employment  to  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  him  to  vote  at  any  election  or  primary  elec- 
tion, for  the  same  number  of  hours  as  may  be  granted  to  employees 
of  the  State  in  which  he  Is  employed  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
mch  State  employees  to  vote  at  such  election  or  primary  election. 
The  officer  or  employee  granting  such  leave  may  require  that  it  be 
taken  during  such  hours  as  he  may  determine  with  a  view  to  caus- 
ing the  least  Interruption  to  the  conduct  of  the  public  business. 


VERNON  ATKISON 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5592)  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  Atklson  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed, 

UNITED  STATES  COURT  OF  CUSTOMS  APPEALS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3990)  to 
transfer  the  essential  language  of  section  518,  title  IV,  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930.  approved  June  17,  1930,  Into  the  Judicial 
Code  of  the  United  States  and  to  provide  for  its  reenactment 
as  part  of  said  Judicial  Code,  to  take  effect  from  the  date  of  its 
passage,  including  the  allowance  to  the  Judges  of  the  United 
States  Customs  Court,  Government  counsel,  and  stenographic 
clerks  as  set  forth  therein  for  traveling  expenses  Incurred  for 
maintenance  while  absent  from  New  York  on  oflBcial  business 
and  to  repeal  all  acts  inconsistent  therewith  to  the  extent  of 
such  Inconsistency,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  read, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  a  new  section  be,  and  the  same  Is  hereby, 
added  to  the  Judicial  Code  of  the  United  States  relating  to  the 
United  States  Customs  Court,  to  be  known  as  section  187  (a),  to 
follow  Immediately  after  section  187,  to  read  in  the  exact  language 
of  section  518,  title  IV.  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  follows: 

"Sec.  187.   (a)   United  States  Customs  Cotirt. 

"The  United  States  Customs  Court  shall  continue  as  now  consti- 
tuted, except  that  the  chief  Justice  and  the  associate  Justices  of 
Euch  court  now  in  office  and  their  successors  shall  hereafter  be 
known  as  the  Judges  of  such  court.  All  vacancies  In  such  court 
shall  be  filled  by  appointment  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  Not  more  than  five  of  the  Judges 
of  such  court  shall  be  appointed  from  the  same  political  party  and 
each  of  such  Judges  shall  receive  a  salary  of  $10,000  a  year.  They 
shall  not  engage  in  any  other  business,  vocation,  or  employment, 
and  shall  hold  their  office  during  good  behavior.  The  offices  of  such 
court  shall  be  at  the  port  of  New  York.  The  court  and  each  Judge 
thereof  shall  have  and  possess  all  the  powers  of  a  district  court  of 
the  United  States  for  preserving  order,  compelling  the  attendance 
of  witnesses  and  the  production  of  evidence,  and  in  punishing  for 
contempt.  The  court  shall  have  power  to  establish  from  time  to 
time  such  rules  of  evidence,  practice,  and  procedure,  not  Inconsistent 
with  law.  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  for  the  conduct  of  Its  pro- 
ceedings, in  securing  uniformity  in  its  decisions  and  in  the  pro- 
ceedings and  decisions  of  the  Judges  thereof,  and  for  the  production, 
care,  and  custody  of  samples  and  of  the  records  of  such  court. 
Under  such  rules  as  the  United  States  Customs  Court  may  prescribe, 
and  in  its  discretion,  the  court  may  permit  the  amendment  of  a 
protest,  appeal,  or  application  for  review.  One  of  the  Judges  of 
such  court,  designated  for  that  purpose  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  shall  act  as  presiding  Judge,  and  In  his  absence  the 
Judge  then  present  who  is  senior  as  to  the  date  of  his  commission 
shall  act  as  presiding  Judge;  and  until  any  such  designation  Is 
made  the  chief  Justice  of  the  United  States  Customs  Court  now  In 
office  shall  act  as  presiding  Judge.  The  presiding  Judge,  or  the  act- 
ing presiding  Judge  in  his  absence,  shall  have  control  of  the  fiscal 
affairs  and  of  the  clerical  force  of  the  court,  making  all  recom- 
mendations for  appointment,  promotions,  or  otherwise  affecting 
such  clerical  force;  he  may  at  any  time  before  trial,  under  the  rules 
of  the  court,  assign  or  reassign  any  case  for  hearing  or  determina- 
tion, or  both,  and  shall  designate  a  Judge  or  division  of  three  Judges 
and  such  clerical  assistants  as  may  be  necess.iry  to  proceed  to  any 
port  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of 
hearing  or  of  hearing  and  determining  cases  assigned  for  hearing 
at  such  port,  and  shall  cause  to  be  prepared  and  promulgated 
dockets  therefor.  Judges  of  the  court,  stenographic  clerks,  auid 
Government  counsel  shall  each  be  allowed  and  paid  his  necessary 
expenses  of  travel  and  his  reasonable  expenses,  not  to  exceed  $10  per 
day  in  the  case  of  the  Judges  of  the  court  and  Government  counsel, 
and  $8  per  day  in  the  case  of  stenographic  clerks,  actually  Incurred 
for  maintenance  while  absent  from  New  York  on  official  business. 
The  Judges  of  said  court  shall  be  divided  into  three  divisions  of 
three  Judges  each  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  and  deciding  appeals 
for  the  review  of  reappralsements  of  merchandise,  and  of  hearing 
and  deciding  protests  against  decisions  of  collectors.  A  division  of 
three  Judges  or  a  single  Judge  shall  have  power  to  order  an  analysis 
of  imported  merchandise  and  reports  thereon  by  laboratories  or 
bureatis  of  the  United  States.  The  presiding  Judge  shall  assign 
three  Judges  to  each  of  said  divisions  and  shall  designate  one  of 
such  three  Judges  to  preside.  The  presiding  Judge  of  the  court  shall 
be  comf>etent  to  sit  as  a  Judge  of  any  division  or  to  assign  one  or 
two  other  Judges  to  any  of  such  divisions  in  the  absence  or  disa- 
bility of  any  one  or  two  Judges  of  such  division.  A  majority  <f 
the  Judges  of  any  division  shall  have  full  power  to  hear  and  decide 
all  cases  and  questions  arising  therein  or  assigned  thereto.  A  divi- 
sion of  the  court  deciding  a  case  or  a  single  Judge  deciding  an  appeal 
for  a  reappraisement  may,  upon  the  motion  of  either  party  made 
within  30  days  next  after  such  decision,  grant  a  rehearing  or  retrial 
of  such  case  when  In  the  opinion  of  such  division  or  single  Judge 
the  ends  of  Justice  so  require. 

"The  Judges  of  the  United  States  Ci^stoms  Court  are  hereby 
exempted  from  to  much  of  section  1790  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
as  relates  to  their  salaries. 
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"When  any  Judge  of  the  United  States  Customs  Court  resigns 
his  office  after  having  held  a  commission  as  Judge  or  justice  of  such 
court  or  member  of  the  board  of  general  appraisers  at  least  10 
years  contlnuovuly.  or  otherwise,  and  having  attained  the  age  of 
70  years,  he  shall,  during  the  residue  of  his  natural  life,  receive 
the  salary  which  Is  payable  to  a  judge  of  such  court  at  the  time 
of  his  resignation.  Any  such  judge,  who  Is  qualified  to  resign 
under  the  foregoing  provisions,  may  retire,  upon  the  salary  of 
which  he  Is  then  In  receipt,  from  regular  active  service  as  a  Judge 
of  such  court,  and  upon  such  retirement  the  President  may  appoint 
k  successor;  but  such  retired  judge  may,  with  his  consent,  be  as- 
signed by  the  presiding  judge  of  such  court  to  serve  upon  such 
court,  and  while  so  serving  shall  have  all  the  powers  of  a  judge 
of  such  court." 

8bc.  a.  That  all  acts  or  parts  of  acts  Inconsistent  with  the  pro- 
vision of  this  act  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  repealed  to  the 
extent  of  such  Inconsistency. 

Sec.  3.  That  this  act.  Including  the  provision  for  payment  of  the 
expenses  of  the  Judges  of  the  Customs  Court,  Government  attor- 
neys, and  stenographic  clerks  Incurred  while  absent  from  New  York 
on  official  business,  shall  take  effect  from  the  date  of  Its  passage. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  an  ex- 
planation of  the  bill. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  there  is  nothing  in  the  bill 
at  all  except  provision  for  a  transfer  of  the  operations  of 
the  United  States  Customs  Court  to  the  judiciary  law  rather 
than  have  it  in  the  tariff  law.  Inadvertently,  when  the  tariff 
act  was  passed  certain  compensations  were  provided  for  in 
the  act  which  should  probably  have  been  in  the  Judiciary 
Code,  as  the  United  States  Customs  Court  functions  under 
the  Department  of  Justice.  The  bill  provides  only  for  com- 
pensation to  the  judges  when  traveling  about  the  country, 
which  other  Judges  have  when  engaged  in  similar  work.  That 
Is  all  there  is  to  the  biU. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ASHLAKD  DISTRICT  COUNCIL,  BOY  SCOUTS  OF  AlOrRICA 

The  bin  (S.  4090)  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to 
donate  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  H,  S.  Scott,  D.  W. 
Collins.  Fred  M.  Gross,  trustees,  Ashland  District  Council.  Boy 
Scouts  of  America,  the  log  house  known  as  the  John  Secrest 
home,  located  on  the  site  of  the  Federal  Correctional  Institu- 
tion near  Ashland,  Ky.,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Attorney  General  be.  and  he  Is  hereby, 
authorized  to  donate  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  H.  8.  Scott, 
D  W.  Collins.  Pred  M.  Gross,  trustees,  Ashland  District  Council, 
Boy  Scouts  of  America,  that  certain  log  house  known  as  the  Secrest 
house,  located  on  the  land  comprising  the  site  of  the  Federal  Cor- 
rectional Institution  near  Ashland,  Ky.,  and  formerly  occupied  by 
John  Secrest,  a  pioneer  In  the  Boy  Scout  movement  and  one  of 
the  first  scoutmasters  In  that  portion  of  Kentucky.  The  house 
having  no  value  to  the  Government  for  Institutional  purposes,  and 
the  ground  upon  which  It  stands  being  needed  for  other  buildings. 
It  shaU  be  removed  within  such  reasonable  time  as  the  Attorney 
General  shall  fix.  and  at  no  expense  to  the  Government. 

THxrr  or  uourr  from  banks 

The  Wll  (H.  R.  8399)  to  prohibit  the  receipt,  possession,  or 
disposition  of  money  or  property  feloniously  taken  from  a 
bank  organized  or  operating  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  or  any  member  of  the  Federal  Reserve  S3rstem  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
And  passed. 

OPERATION  OF  STATUTFS  OF  LIMITATIONS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bin  (H.  R.  4828)  to 
amend  the  law  limiting  the  operation  of  statutes  of  limita- 
tions In  certain  cases,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  with  amendments,  on  page  1,  line 
11.  after  the  word  "succeeding",  to  insert  the  word  "regular", 
and  on  the  same  line,  after  the  word  "court",  to  strike  out 
the  words  "regular  or  special",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
Umlt  the  operation  of  statutes  of  limitations  In  certain  cases." 
approved  May  10.  1934  (48  Stat.  772;  U.  S.  C,  title  18.  sec.  587),  be, 
and  It  Is  hereby,  amended  to  read  a.s  follows: 

"That  whenever  an  Indictment  Is  found  defective  or  Insufficient 
tar  any  cause,  after  the  period  prescribed  by  the  applicable  statute 
of  limitations  has  expired,  a  new  indictment  may  be  returned  not 
later  than  the  end  of  the  next  succeeding  regular  term  of  such 


court,  following  the  term  at  which  such  Indictment  was  found  de- 
fective or  Insxifflcient.  during  which  a  grand  Jury  thereof  shall  t>e 
In  session." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

WADE    CRAWFORD 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2758)  for  the 
relief  of  Wade  Crawford,  formerly  superintendent  of  the 
Klamath  Indian  Agency,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  with  amendments,  on  page  1, 
line  4.  after  the  word  "credit",  to  strike  out  the  words  "in  the 
accoimts  of"  and  to  insert  the  word  "to;"  on  hne  5,  after  the 
name  "Crawford",  to  strike  out  the  word  "as"  and  insert  a 
comma  and  the  word  "former":  on  line  7,  after  the  name 
"Oregon",  to  insert  "and  in  the  accounts  of  G.  F.  Allen. 
Chief  Disbursing  OflBcer;"  and  on  line  9,  after  the  word 
"voucher",  to  strike  out  "386,  November  1934;  voucher  442, 
December  1934;  voucher  496.  January  1935;  voucher  496. 
March  1935;  and  voucher  721,  May  1935,  to  Vochatzer 
Brothers,  Klamath  Falls,  Oreg..  under  contract  I-52-Ind-ECF- 
27.  dated  September  13,  1934.  for  drilling  and  casing  wells  at 
the  agency"  and  to  insert  "20-19776,  April  1936;  and  voucher 
20-43306.  April  1937,"  and  after  line  5,  to  insert  the  following 
new  section: 

Src.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  refund  to  Wade  Crawford  the  sum  of  $354  68.  said  refund 
to  toe  made  from  the  appropriations  credited  with  such  sum  as  a 
result  of  the  application  of  moneys  held  to  the  credit  of  said  Wade 
Crawford  In  the  retirement  fund  to  satisfy  dlsallowanoes  made  by 
the  General  Accounting  Office. 

So  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  allow  credit  to 
Wade  Crawford,  former  Superintendent  and  Special  Disbursing 
Agent  for  the  Klamath  Indian  Agency,  Klamath  Agency,  Oreg.,  and 
In  the  accounts  of  G.  P.  Allen,  Chief  EMsburalng  Officer,  for  pay- 
ments made  on  voucher  20-19776,  April  1936;  and  voucher  20-43306, 
April   1937. 

Sbc.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  refund  to  Wade  Crawford  the  sum  of  $354.68,  eald  refund 
to  be  made  from  the  appropriations  credited  with  such  sum  ae  a 
result  of  the  application  of  moneys  held  to  the  credit  of  said  Wade 
Crawford  In  the  retirement  fund  to  satisfy  disallowances  made  by 
the  General  Accounting  Office. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BXCHAMGK    OF    LANDS    IN    NAVAJO    INDIAN    RESERVATION.    ARIZ. 

The  bill  (8. 3972)  to  authorize  exchanges  of  lands  within  the 
Navajo  Indian  Reservation.  Ariz.,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized.  In  his  discretion,  to  exchange  tnt>al  lands 
within  the  Navajo  Indian  Reservation  In  Arizona  for  privately  owned 
mineral  land.s  of  approximately  eqtial  value  within  the  boundary  of 
such  reservation.  Upon  conveyance  to  the  United  States  In  trust 
for  the  Navajo  Indians  of  the  lands  being  acquired  by  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  authorized  to  Issue  a  patent 
In  fee  covering  the  lands  granted  In  exchange:  Provided.  That  the 
sufficiency  of  title  to  all  such  lands  acquired  by  the  United  States 
shall  be  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 

ACQUISITION  OF  DATA  BY  RAILROAD  REnREMENT  BOARD 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  joint  resolution  <S.  J. 
Res.  267)  providing  for  the  acquisition  by  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Board  of  data  needed  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts,  which  was  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  each  employer  subject  to  the  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Act  of  1937,  and  each  other  company,  association,  or  person 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "other  company")  who  Is  In  pos- 
session of  such  data  as  are  hereinafter  described,  shall  Immediately 
begin  collecting  and  shall  furnish  currently  as  completed  and  not 
later  than  June  30.  1943.  shall  have  completed  furnishing  to  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board  (hereinafter  called  "the  Board")  In 
siKh  form  as  the  Board  may  prescribe,  certified  reports  of  all  data 
with  respect  to  service  and  compensation  prior  to  January  1,  1937. 
corresponding  in  sutistance  with  that  which  has  heretofore  been 
required  by  the  Board  for  the  adjudication  of  claims  for  annuities 
tinder   the   Railroad   Retirement   Act   of    1937   and   the   Railroad 
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Retirement  Act  of  1935  and  which  can  be  obtained  from  records 
In  the  possession  of  such  employer  or  other  company. 

Sec  2.  The  Board  Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  establish 
a  xinlform  reasonable  rate  of  payment  to  which  employers  or  other 
companies  are  entitled  for  the  furnishing  of  the  reports  required 
by  section  1  of  this  Joint  resolution  to  be  furnished,  which  rate 
shall  not  restilt  In  payment  to  any  employer  or  other  company  of 
any  amount  In  excess  of  50  cents  multiplied  by  the  aggregate 
number  of  man-years  of  service  established  and  verified  by  such 
employer  or  other  company  and  reported  to  the  Board  In  accord- 
ance with  section  1  of  this  Joint  resolution.  The  Board  shall,  from 
time  to  time,  determine,  and  certify  on  proper  voucher  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  the  amount  of  payment  due  to  each  em- 
ployer or  other  company  pursuant  to  this  section:  Provided,  how- 
ever That  no  payment  shaU  be  certified  or  made  with  respect  to 
anv'ltem  In  such  reports  as  concerns  the  record  of  employees  65 
years  of  age  or  over  who  have  filed  application  for  annuity,  or 
with  respect  to  any  report  not  furnished  on  or  before  June  30, 
1943  Upon  such  certification,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shaU 
pay  such  amount  to  such  employer  or  other  company  from  the 
fecial  fund  hereinafter  established.  Whenever  any  employer  or 
o^er  company  furnUhes  through  any  other  employer  or  other 
company  any  report  required  by  the  first  section  of  this  Joint 
JSXt^on^  be  furnish^,  the  Board  may  certify  the  Payment  to 
^^de  to  the  employer  or  other  company  through  whom  such 
report  Is  furnished,  and  payment  in  accordance  with  fuch  certi- 
fication   shall    discharge    all    obligations    arising    hereunder    with 

"sre's  l/"ny  employer  or  other  company  falls  to  exercise  due 
care  and  dUigence  in  carrying  out  its  duties  under  this  Jclntreso- 
SmS^  the  S>ard.  by  its  employees,  may  transcribe  the  nec«sary 
data  from  records  in  the  possession  of  such  employer  or  other 
^mpany  wJuS  records  shanbTmade  available  as  the  Board  may 
remiire  and  no  payment  shall  be  due  to  any  employer  or  other 
^"pany  for  or  on  wcount  of  any  records  transcribed  by  employ- 

*^'  4^  R?^.  records,  and  data  acquired  by  the  Board  pur- 
suant to  thlTjoTnt  resolution  shall  be  so  assembled  and  Processed 
K^°he  Board  ^s  to  provide  as  nearly  as  practicable  a  complete 
rlcoTd  by  individuals,  of  all  service  and  compensation  prior  to 
S^uiy  1,  937,  creditable  under  the  I^'l'^^ad  Retirement  Actof 
1M7OT  thi  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1935.  The  Board  shaU  take 
S?ps  rea^naSly  calculated  to  give  notice  of  such  record  to^ch 
Kldual  wlth^respect  to  whom  such  ^f^^'J"  l«  ^J^JJi'^/i-  JSJ 
communication,  transmission  to  employers  for  delivery,  puouc 
S  vert  lament,  or  such  other  means  as  the  Board  may  determine. 

^11  (S^Ttltute  due  notice  to  aU  •«<=»^^^';'^"S^,'*:^^af  nSSSe" 
»iM»r    That    unless   the   Board's  records   show   that   actual   nouce 
JST'rJeiv^tSr^gh  other  means  by  an  Individual  for  whom  the 
BSrThal  an  address  on  file  and  such  notice  is  evidenced  by  a 
wSlpt  signed  by  such  Individual,  notice  to  ?uch  l^dlvldua    shall 
Include  the  mailing  of  notice  to  the  last  address  on  Ale  with  the 
SSrd      Whenever  the  Board  shall  determine  ^h^V  fl^mn.  utSn  ItS 
bMbeen  given  It  shall  so  find  and  shall  enter  «"c*i  finding  upon  Its 
wcords      Such  finding  may  be  made  with  respect  to  all  Individuals 
S?  f«L  time  to  time,  with  respect  to  de«:rlbed  classes  of  indi- 
vidual Any  record  estobllshed  as  hereinabove  provided,  which  U 
not  ?ontest3  wSln  2  years  after  the  finding  of  reasonable  notice 
hereinabove   provided  for   has   been  entered   upon   the   records  of 
thrSal^slUn  Si  presumed  to  include  all  service  rendered  and 
SmS^satlo^earS^^rlor  to  January  1.  1937.  by  the  individual  to 
SSm  such  record  relates,  and.  unless  shown  by  new  and  manlf«Jly 
convincing  evidence  to  be  clearly  erroneous,  shall  be  conclusive^ 
SSrided    ^otwrer.  That  such  record  shall  in  no  wise  restrict  the 
autboi^ty  of  the  Board  to  determine,  upon  the  filing  of  an  appllca- 
?lon  for  L  annuity,  that  some  or  all  of  the  service  or  compensation 
so  Recorded  Is  not  Service  or  compensation  as  said  terms  are  defined 
in  thV^ilroad  Retirement  Acts  or  that  under  the  provisions  of  the 
aoDUcable  Railroad  Retirement  Act  some  or  all  of  the  service  or 
JSm^nsatlon^so  recorded  Is  not  to  be  used  »"  ^he  computa    on 
of  Trannulty.     The  Board  may  also  take  steps,  through  publlcat  on 
Sr  o"he^"i    reasonably  calculated  to  give  notice  of  the  carrying 
Sut  of  IhU  iclntreeolutlon..  to  Individuals  with  respect  to  whom 
no   rJcord   of   serv^e   or   compensation    is    established.     Whenever 
fhe  B^ard  .hall  d7te^°ne  that  such  steps  have  been  taken  it  shall 
2  finS  and  shall  enter  such  findings  upon  Its  records.     With  respect 
to  e^h  individual  who  does  not.  within  2  years  after  such  finding 
has^n  entered  upon  the  records  of  the  Board,  request  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  record  of  his  service  and  compensation   the  fact  that 
nfSch  record  Is  established  shall  be  presumed  to  show  that  such 
TndUldui^   pr^r  to  January  1.  1937,  rendered  no  service  and  e^ned 
no  romt^Asatlon  as  said  terms  are  defined  In  the  applicable  Ral- 
roarSe^l^ement  Act,  and  such  presumption   shall  be  rebuttable 
SSy  b^  new   and   manifestly  convincing  evidence   showing  It  to 

be  clearly  erroneous. „_*«~ 

Bk.  5.  The  Board  Is  hereby  authorized  to  promulgate  such  orders^ 
ru?es.  and  regulations  as  In  Its  Judgment  are  necessary  or  proper  to 
carrv  out  the  purposes  of  this  Joint  resolution.  All  powers  and 
JSdles  inc^udynTlegal  procesiis.  available  to  the  Board  under 
thTRallroaS  Retirement  A?t  of  1937  for  the  administration  of  said 
act  sVall  be  simUarly  available  to  the  Board  for  the  carrying  out  of 
this  Joint  resolution.  «^«i„f4«« 

SEC.  6.  In  order  to  carry  out  the  purposes  o'J^,^  J°  °5,  ISPSS  SSi 
there  shall  be  set  aside  on  July  1.  1940,  in  a  special  f"nd  $9,000  000 
of  the  amount  appropriated  to  the  railroad  retirement  account  by 
Se  lUUroad  Retirement  Board  ApproprlaUon  Act.  1941.  such  fund 
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to  remain  available  untU  June  30.  1943.  for  expenditure  in  accord-  . 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  this  Joint  resolutlon_     Any 
unobligated  balance  on  June  30.  1943,  In  the  special  fund  hereby 
esUblished  shall  revert  to  the  railroad  retirement  account. 

Sec  7.  No  provision  of  this  Joint  resolution  shall  be  construed 
in  any  manner  to  limit  or  impair  any  authority,  jwwer,  or  dUcre- 
tlon  conferred  upon  or  vested  In  the  Board  by  t^eFUllroad  Retire- 
ment  Act  of  1935.  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937,  or  the  Rail- 
road Unemployment  Insurance  Act. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  inquire  if  there  has  been  any 
objection  to  obtaining  the  information  desired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  the  Joint  reso- 
lution has  been  worked  out  with  all  parties  in  interest.  The 
Railroad  Retirement  Board,  the  railroad  companies,  and  the 
employees  all  have  sat  around  the  table  and  worked  it  out  as 
they  worked  out  the  original  railroad  retirement  act. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

TRANSPORTATION  AND  DISTRIBUTION  OF  ItAILS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  6424)  to 
provide  for  the  transportation  and  distribution  of  mails  on 
motor- vehicle  routes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads  with  an  amendment, 
on  page  1.  line  3.  after  the  word  "That"  to  insert  "wherever  it 
is  found  that  adequate  raUroad  facilities  are  not  available," 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  wherever  It  is  found  that  adequate  rail- 
road facilities  are  not  available,  the  Postmaster  General  is  author- 
ized to  contract  for  carrying  the  malls  and  railway  postal  clerks  on 
routes  between  points  where.  In  his  Judgment,  the  conditions 
Justify  the  operation  of  such  service  in  motor  vehicles  especially 
designed  and  equipped  for  the  distribution  of  mall  en  route:  Pro- 
vided That  such  vehicles  shaU  be  constructed,  fitted  up.  maintained, 
and  operated  In  accordance  with  such  specifications,  rules,  and 
regulations  as  he  may  prescribe:  Provided  further.  That  the  Post- 
master General  is  authorized,  within  his  discretion,  to  transport  arid 
provide  for  the  distribution  of  mails  In  Government-owned  motor 
vehicles  on  such  routes  between  points  where  in  his  Judgment 
the  conditions  Justify  the  operation  of  such  service :  Prot;<dc<I 
further.  That  all  laws  and  regulations  governing  Star  Route  Service, 
not  m  confilct  with  this  act.  shall  be  applicable  to  contract*  rnade 
under  the  authority  of  this  act:  And  provided  further.  That  no 
contract  shall  be  awarded  for  a  period  of  less  than  2  y«f"  nor  In 
excess  of  4  years,  and  that  payment  for  such  service  shall  be  from 
the  appropriations  for  Inland  transportation  by  star  routes. 

Sec  2  The  Postmaster  General  may.  in  his  discretion,  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  Postal  Service,  and  under  such  rules  and  regu- 
lations as  he  may  prescribe,  provide  for  the  ^^^V"  ^""hLw^  InS 
motor-vehicle  routes  In  motor  vehicles  specially  designed  and 
equipped  for  that  purpose  and  provided  for  in  section  1  of  this  act. 
^ovided  That  the  Bupervislon  and  distribution  of  malls  In  motor- 
vlhlc^  s^jrvlce.  as  herein  provided,  shall  be  under  the  Jurisdiction 
Jf  the  ^cond  Assistant  Postmaster  General,  and  the  personnel 
therein  shall  be  a  part  of  the  RaUway  Mail  Service  under  the  same 
virorklng  conditions,  rates  of  pay.  travel  allowance,  and  other  bene- 
flU  aplncable  to  railway  postal  clerks:  An^  provided  further^ 
That  payment  for  such  service  shaU  be  from  the  appropriations  for 
Railway   MaU   Service   salaries   and   raUway   postal   clerks    travel 

^^SkT"?  Every  Individual  or  company  carrying  the  mails  shall 
carry  on  any  vehicle  it  operates  and  without  extra  charge  therefor 
thT^ersons  in  charge  of  the  malls  and  when  on  duty  and  traveling 
to  and  from  duty,  and  all  duly  accredited  agents  and  officers  of 
the  Poet  Office  Department  and  post-office  Inspectors  while  travel- 
ine  on  official  business,  upon  the  exhibition  of  their  credentials. 

Sec  4  The  Postmaster  General  is  authorized  to  promulgate 
such  specifications,  rules,  and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  mil 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ACQUISITION    or   INDIAN    LANDS    FOR    PARKER    DAM    AND    RiSERVOIR 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bUl  (S.  3931)  for  the 
acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for  the  Parker  Dam  and  Reservoir 
project,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  with  amendments,  on  page 
2  line  4  after  the  word  "be",  to  strike  out  "deposited  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States"  and  to  insert  "paid  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior";  on  line  8  to  strike  out  "pursuant 
to  the  provisions  oX  the  act  of  May  17,  1926  (44  SUt.  560), 
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•  and";  on  line  13,  after  the  name  "California",  to  strike  out 
"and  shall  be  credited,  in."  and  to  insert  "In";  on  line  14. 
after  the  word  "lands",  to  insert  "the  amount  due":  on  line 
14.  after  the  word  "tribe",  to  strike  out  "and.  in  the  case  of 
allotted  lands,  to  the  allottees  or  their  heirs.  Such  amounts, 
while  remaining  to  the  credit  of  the  Indians  in  the  Treasury, 
shall  draw  interest  at  the  rate  of  4  per  centum  per  annum  from 
the  time  of  depoeit".  and  to  insert  "shall  be  deposited  by  the 
said  Secretary  in  the  Treasiur  of  the  United  States,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  May  17.  1926  (44  Stat.  560) ,  as 
amended.  The  amounts  due  individual  allottees,  their  heirs, 
or  devisees  shall  be  deposited  by  the  said  Secretary  to  the 
credit  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Colorado  River  Indian 
Agency,  or  such  other  officer  as  shall  be  designated  by  the 
Secretary,  for  the  credit  on  the  books  of  the  said  agency  to 
the  accounts  of  the  Individual  Indians  concerned";  on  page 
3,  line  3,  after  the  word  "funds",  to  strike  out  "held"  and  in- 
sert "deposited";  on  line  4,  at  the  beginning  of  the  line,  to 

-strike  out  "or"  and  to  insert  "their";  after  the  word  "heirs" 
to  insert  "or  devisees,"  and  to  strike  out  "hereunder  shall  be 
handled  in  a  like  manner  as  moneys  received  from  the  sale 
of  land  under  section  1  of  the  act  of  May  29,  1908  (35  Stat. 
444) :  Provided.  That  such  fimds";  on  line  10.  before  the 
word  "heirs",  to  strike  out  "or"  and  insert  "their";  on  line  11, 
before  the  word  "whose",  to  insert  "or  devisees",  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  the  Parker 
Dam  project,  authorized  by  the  act  of  Augtist  30.  1935  (49  Stat. 
1028).  there  is  hereby  granted  to  the  United  States,  Its  successors 
and  assigns,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  act.  all  the  right,  title, 
and  Interest  of  the  Indians  in  and  to  the  tribal  and  allotted  lands 
of  the  Fort  Mohave  Indian  Reservation  In  Arizona  and  the  Cheme- 
huevi  Reservation  in  California  as  may  be  designated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Sec.  a.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  determine  the  amount 
of  money  to  be  paid  to  the  Indians  as  Just  and  equitable  compensa- 
tion for  the  rights  granted  under  section  1  hereof.  Such  amount  of 
money  shall  be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  the  Metro- 
politan Water  District  of  Southern  California,  a  public  corporation 
of  the  State  of  California,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  con- 
tract made  and  entered  Into  on  February  10.  1933.  between  the 
United  States  of  America,  acting  through  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  Metropolitan  Water  District  of  Southern  California. 
In  the  case  of  tribal  lands,  the  amount  due  to  the  appropriate  tribe 
shall  be  deposited  by  the  said  Secretary  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  May  17,  1926 
(44  Stut.  560).  as  amended.  The  amounts  due  Individual  allottees, 
their  heirs,  or  devisees  shall  be  deposited  by  the  said  S<jcretary  to  the 
onMUi  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Colorado  River  Indian  Agency, 
or  aaeta  other  officer  as  shall  be  designated  by  the  Secretary,  for  the 
credit  on  the  books  of  the  said  agency  to  the  accoimts  of  the 
Individtial  Indians  concerned. 

8bc.  3.  Funds  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  allottees,  their  heirs, 
or  devisees  may  be  used,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  for  the  acquisition  of  other  lands  and  Improvements  now 
In  Indian  ownership,  or  the  construction  of  Improvements  for  the 
allottees,  their  heirs,  or  devisees  whose  lands  and  Improvements  are 
acquired  under  the  provisions  of  this  act.  Lands  so  acquired  shaU 
be  held  in  the  same  status  as  those  from  which  the  funds  were 
derived. 

Sec.  4.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  hereby  authorized  to  per- 
form any  and  all  acts  and  to  prescribe  such  regulations  as  may  be 
deemed  appropriate  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

FOST  HALL  INDIAN  IRKIGATION  PBOJECT,  IDAHO 

The  bill  (S.  4042)  to  provide  for  the  acquisition  of  flowage 
rights  and  the  payment  of  certain  damages  in  connection  with 
the  operation  of  the  Port  Hall  Indian  irrigation  project.  Idaho, 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry.  upon 
receipt  of  advice  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  the  effect 
that  an  appropriate  and  properly  executed  easement  has  been  ob- 
tained, be.  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  of  the  Umted  States  not  otherwise  ap- 
propriated, to  Emory  Pculson,  or  his  heirs,  an  amount  not  exceeding 
•4,&00:  Provided.  That  the  foregoing  amotmt  shall  be  in  full  settle- 
ment for  any  and  all  p>ast  and  present  damages  to  the  lands  or 
personal  property  of  the  above-named  Emory  PovJson  In  connection 
with  the  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  the  Blackfoot 
Reservoir.  Grays  Lake,  and  the  conveyance  channel  from  Grays  Lake 
to  the  Blackfoot  Reservoir  of  the  Fort  HaUl  Indian  irrigation  project. 
Idaho,  and  in  fuU  payment  for  the  easement  obtained  from  said 


individual  covering  the  right  to  flood.  Impound,  withdraw  at  will, 
water  on,  over,  and  from  all  lands  owned  or  possessed  by  said  Indi- 
vidual In  connection  with  the  future  operation  of  said  project:  and 
the  acceptance  of  said  sum  by  the  said  Emory  Poulson  or  his  heirs 
shaU  act  as  a  quittance  of  any  and  all  rights  or  claims  that  may 
previously  have  existed  against  the  United  States  by  reason  of  such 
construction  and  operation  of  the  said  project:  Provided  further. 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  agents  or  attorneys  on  accoimt  of  services  rendered  In  con- 
nection with  »uch  claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or 
agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive 
any  mm  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with 
Mid  claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  ufwn  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  a  sum 
not  exceeding  •1.000. 

PATENT  TO  LANDS  IN   MINNESOTA 

The  bill  (S.  3954)  relating  to  the  Issuance  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  of  a  patent  to  the  State  of  Miiinesota  for  cer- 
tain lands  in  that  State  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
.as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  cancel 
the  patent  Issued  on  August  24.  1886.  to  Joe  Blair,  as  allottee  No. 
4  of  the  Pond  du  Lac  Indian  Reservation.  Minn.,  for  the  north  half 
of  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  30.  township  49  north,  range 
17  west,  of  the  fourth  principal  meridian  in  Minnesota,  and  may 
Issue  to  the  State  of  Minnesota  as  a  fee-simple  patent  for  the 
tract  of  land  described.  If  Issued,  the  fee-simple  patent  shall  oper- 
ate as  a  full  and  complete  conveyance  of  any  and  all  right,  title,  or 
Interest  that  the  heirs  of  Joe  Blair,  deceased  allottee  No.  4  of  the 
Fond  du  Lac  Indian  Reservation.  Minn.,  and  that  the  United  States 
of  America  may  have  in  and  to  said  described  lands.  Prior  to  the 
Issuance  of  such  patent,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  require 
the  State  of  Minnesota,  at  Its  expense,  to  furnish  satisfactory  evi- 
dence that  there  are  no  outstanding  liens,  enciunbrances.  or  other 
conveyances  of  record  against  said  lands  other  than  the  original 
patent  issued  under  date  of  August  24,  1886,  to  the  said  Joe  Bl&ir 
covering  the  lands  hereinabove  described. 

PITBUC   SCHOOL  BOARD,   CASS   COTTNTY,  MINN. 

The  bill  <S.  3353)  for  expenditure  of  funds  for  cooperation 
with  public-school  board  of  school  district  No.  5,  at  Onigum 
and  Walker,  Minn.,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  informed  that 
this  is  the  same  as  Calendar  No.  1964,  House  bill  6583.  With- 
out objection,  the  House  bill  will  be  substituted  for  the 
Senate  bill  to  be  now  considered. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  6583)  for  expendi- 
ture of  funds  for  cooperation  with  the  public-school  board, 
Cass  County,  Minn.,  for  the  construction,  extension,  equip- 
ment, and  improvement  of  public-school  facilities  to  be  avail- 
able to  Indian  cliildren  in  the  district,  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICJER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  3353  is  indennitely  postponed. 

APPROPRIATIONS    FOR    DEPARTMENT    OF    LABOR,    FEDERAL    SECTJRITT 

AGENCY.  ETC. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  receding  from  Senate 
amendments  numbered  35  to  39,  inclusive,  on  House  bill  9007, 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Labor,  the  Fed- 
eral Security  Agency,  and  related  independent  agencies,  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes, 
this  morning  I  find  that  a  mistake  was  made,  and  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  for  the  reconsideration  of  that  action  so  that 
the  mistake  may  be  corrected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  not  advised  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  Senate  is  still  in  the  possession  of  the 
papers,  but  in  all  probability  the  papers  have  gone  to  the 
House  of  Representatives.  A  motion  to  reconsider  can  be 
entered,  and  House  requested  by  motion  to  return  the  papers. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  let  me  inquire  of  the  clerk 
whether  it  is  certain  that  the  papers  have  been  sent  to  the 
House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  only  repeating 
the  information  which  came  from  the  Parliam.entarian.  but 
the  Parliamentarian  is  now  trying  to  ascertain  whether  the 
official  papers  have  passed  out  of  the  possession  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  subsequently  said:  The  Chair 
would  like  to  advise  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  that  the 
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Senate  Is  no  longer  In  possession  of  the  conference  report 
papers. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Then  I  enter  a  motion  to  reconsider,  and 
move  that  the  House  be  requested  to  return  the  papers. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

EXTENDING  MARKETING  QUOTA  TO  LETTUCE  AND  MELONS 

The  bill  (8.  4007)  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  for  the  purpose  of  extending  the 
marketing-quota  provisions  thereof  to  lettuce  and  to  melons, 
and  for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subtitle  B  of  title  HI  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Adjustment  Act  of  1938.  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  adding 
after  part  V  thereof  a  new  part  VI.  as  foUows: 

"Part  VI — Marketinc  Quotas — LrrrtJCE  and  Melons 

"IXCISLATTVI     FINDING 

"SBC.  367.  (a)  The  producUon  and  marketing  of  lettuce  and 
the  production  and  marketing  of  melons  constitute  two  important 
industries  of  the  United  States,  each  of  which  has  ramifying  activ- 
ities directly  affecting  Interstate  and  foreign  commerce.  Moreover, 
since  lettuce  and  melons  are  perishable  commodities  and.  therefore, 
cannot  be  stored  and  carried  over  from  year  to  year,  there  is  an 
Intimate  correlation  between  the  production  and  the  marketing  of 
these  commodities.  Insofar  as  such  production  and  marketing  affect 
Interstate  commerce.  Lettuce  and  melons  are  sold  on  a  Nation- 
wide market  and  move  in  large  volume  in  Interstate  commerce 
from  the  producer  to  the  ultimate  consumer.  Those  quantities 
of  lettuce  and  of  melons  which  are  produced,  marketed,  and  con- 
sumed within  the  confines  of  a  single  State  are  normally  com- 
mingled with,  and  always  bear  a  close  and  Intimate  commercial 
and  competitive  relationship  to.  those  quantities  of  lettuce  and  of 
melons  which  move  In  Interstate  commerce.  The  producers  of 
lettuce  and  of  melons  are  subject.  In  their  operations,  to  uncon- 
trollable natural  Influences.  Moreover,  they  are  not  so  situated  as 
to  be  able  to  organize  effectively  for  Joint  economic  action,  as  can 
labor  and  Industry.  For  these  reasons,  among  others,  these  farm- 
ers are  unable,  without  Federal  assistance,  to  control  effectively 
the  orderly  marketing  of  lettuce  and  melons,  with  the  result  that 
abnormally  excessive  supplies  thereof  are  produced  and  dumped 
indiscriminately  on  the  market. 

••(b)  The  disorderly  marketings  resulting  from  excessive  pro- 
duction of  lettuce  and  melons  directly  affect,  burden,  and  obstruct 
Interstate  commerce  by  (1)  materially  affecting  the  volume  of 
such  commodities  marketed  therein.  (2)  disrupting  the  orderly 
marketing  of  such  commodities  therein.  (3)  reducing  the  prices  for 
such  commodities  with  consequent  Injury  and  destruction  of  such 
commerce  in  such  commodities,  and  (4)  causing  a  disparity  be- 
tween the  prices  for  such  commodities  In  Interstate  commerce  and 
the  prices  for  Industrial  products  therein,  with  a  consequent 
diminution  of  the  volume  of  Interstate  and  foreign  commerce  in 
Industrial  products. 

••(c)  Whenever  abnormally  excessive  supplies  of  lettuce  and  of 
melons  exist,  the  marketing  of  such  commodities  by  the  producers 
thereof  directly  and  substantially  affects  Interstate  commerce  in 
such  commodities,  and  the  operation  of  the  provisions  of  this  part 
becomes  necessary  and  appropriate  In  order  to  promote,  foster, 
and  maintain  an  orderly  flow  of  such  supply  In  IntersUte  com- 
merce.    ,      I 

I  "iCARKrnNC    QUOTAS 

"Sec.  358.  (a)  Whenever  the  Secretary  has  reason  to  believe  that 
the  regulation  of  commerce  In  lettuce  or  melons  by  marketing 
quotas  during  any  marketing  year  would,  for  such  marketing  year, 
achieve  the  objectives  of  (1)  tending  to  Insure  an  orderly,  ade- 
quate, and  balanced  flow  of  such  commodity  In  commerce,  (2) 
assisting  the  producers  thereof  to  obtain  a  parity  price  for  and 
parity  income  from  that  commodity,  and  (3),  at  the  same  time, 
assuring  consumers  an  adequate  and  steady  supply  of  that  com- 
modity at  fair  prices,  he  shaU  so  announce.  If.  after  due  notice 
and  opportunity  lor  public  hearing  to  Interested  persons,  the  Sec- 
retary upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  adduced  at  such  hearing,  finds 
that  such  objectives  would  be  accomplished  through  the  establish- 
ment of  marketing  quotas  for  the  next  succeeding  marketing  year 
for  such  commodity,  he  shall,  by  proclamation,  establish  such 
quotas  in  such  amounU  as  best  to  effectuate  such  objectives.  The 
Secretary  shall  specify  In  such  proclamation  the  amount  of  the 
marketing  quota  for  such  commodity  In  terms  of  the  total  quan- 
tity of  such  commodity  that  may  be  marketed  during  such  mar- 
keting year.  Such  proclamation  shall  be  made  by  the  Secretary 
not  later  than  150  days  prior  to  the  beginning  of  the  marketing 
year  for  such  commodity.  Notwithstanding  the  other  provisions 
of  this  subsection,  however.  If.  because  of  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  legislation,  the  Secretary.  In  the  calendar  year  1940, 
Is  unable  to  make  such  proclamation  150  days  prior  to  the  begin- 
ning of  the  marketing  year  beginning  In  such  calendar  year,  he 
shall  make  such  proclamation  as  early  as  possible  prior  to  the 
beginning  of  such  marketing  years,  but  in  no  event  later  than  30 
days  after  the  conclusion  of  the  public  hearing  held  with  respect 
to  the  establishment  of  a  marketing  quota  for  the  commodity. 

"(b)   Within  30  days  after  the  date  of  the  Issuance  of  the  proc- 
lamation, pursuant  to  subsection  (a)  of  this  section,  with  respect 


to  lettuce  or  melons,  the  Secretary  shall  conduct  a  referendum  of 
the  producers  of  the  last  crop  of  such  commodity  harvested  prior 
to  the  holding  of  the  referendum  to  determine  whether  such  pro- 
ducers are  In  favor  of  or  opposed  to  such  quota.  The  Secretary 
shall  Immediately  proclaim  the  result  of  the  referendum,  and  such 
quota  shall  not  thereafter  be  effective  unless  producers  represent- 
ing two-thirds  of  the  total  number  of  such  producers  voting  in 
fie  referendum  and  two-thirds  of  the  total  acreage  of  their  pro- 
duction are  In  favor  of  such  quota.  ,  ,  ^ 
••(c)  The  marketing  quota  for  lettuce  or  melons,  proclaimed 
under  subsection  (a)  of  this  section,  shall  be  converted  Into  an 
acreage  allotment  on  the  basis  of  the  average  yield  per  acre  of  the 
commodity  during  the  3  marketing  years  Immediately  preceding 
the  marketing  year  In  which  the  quota  for  the  commodity  is  pro-  _ 
claimed.  This  acreage  allotment  shall  be  apportioned  by  the  Sec- 
retary among  the  several  States  on  the  basis  of  the  total  planted 
acreage  of  the  commodity  In  each  State  during  the  3  marketing 
years  Immediately  preceding  the  marketing  year  in  which  the 
quota  Is  proclaimed,  with  such  adjustments  as  are  determined 
to  be  necessary  to  make  correction  for  abnormal  conditions  or 
production  and  trends  in  production. 

'•(d)  The  Secretary  shall  provide,  through  State  and  local  com- 
mittees, for  tlie  allotment  of  not  less  than  95  percent  of  the  State 
acreage  allotment  for  lettuce  or  melons  among  persons  producing 
that  commodity  within  such  State  in  any  of  the  past  3  years.  The 
SecreUry  shall  also  provide,  through  State  and  local  committees, 
for  the  allotment  of  that  part  of  the  State  acreage  allotment  for 
lettuce  or  melons  which  is  not  allotted  under  this  subsection 
among  persons  producing  that  commodity  within  such  State  In 
any  of  the  past  3  years,  among  persons  producing  that  commodity 
In  the  State  for  the  first  time  In  the  past  3  years.  Such  allot- 
ments shall  be  made  In  such  manner  and  In  such  amounts  as  to 
provide  a  fair,  efficient,  and  equlUble  distribution  of  the  State 
acreage  allotment  among  such  persons,  taking  Into  consideration 
one  or  more,  as  the  Secretary  determines  may  best  effectuate  the 
purposes  of  the  act,  of  the  following  factors:  The  producer's  past 
acreage  of  that  commodity;  land,  labor,  and  equipment  available 
for  the  production  of  that  commodity  on  the  farm;  or  crop-rota- 
tion practices.  Notwithstanding  the  other  provisions  of  this  sub- 
section, no  person  producing  the  commodity  for  the  first  time  In 
the  past  3  years  shall  be  allotted  an  acreage  under  this  subsection 
m  excess  of  75  percent  of  the  allotment  established  under  this 
subsection  for  any  person  who  has  been  producing  the  commodity 
during  any  of  the  past  3  years  and  who  has  similar  land,  labor, 
and  equipment  available  for  the  production  of  the  commodity 
and  similar  crop-rotation  practices. 

"(e)  The  farm  marketing  quota  for  lettuce  or  melons  for  any 
producer  shall  be  equal  to  the  actual  production  of  the  producer's 
acreage  allotment  for  the  commodity,  or  the  actual  production  of 
the  acreage  which  the  producer  plants  to  the  commodity,  whichever 
Is  the  smaller. 

"(f)  No  marketing  quota  with  respect  to  lettuce  or  melons  shall 
be  applicable  in  any  marketing  year  to  any  producer  whose  acreage 
planted  to  lettuce  or  melons  of  the  current  crop  is  not  more  than 
1  acre. 

"PENALTIES 

"Sec.  359.  The  marketing  of  lettuce  or  of  melons  In  excess  of  the 
marketing  quota  for  any  producer  shall  be  subject  to  a  penalty  at 
the  rate  of  $10  per  ton  In  the  case  of  watermelons  and  other  uncrated 
melons  and  at  the  rate  of  $1  per  standard  crate,  or  Its  equivalent, 
for  lettuce  or  crated  melons  for  each  unit  so  marketed.  The 
penalty  shall  be  paid  upon  a  portion  of  each  lot  of  the  com- 
modity marketed  equal  to  the  proportion  which  the  acreage  of  the 
commodity  planted  in  excess  of  the  acreage  allotment  is  of  the 
total  acreage  of  the  commodity  planted.  Such  penalty  shall  be 
paid  by  the  producer  and,  where  the  commodity  Is  packed,  shall 
be  coUected  by  the  packer. 

"ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 

"Sbc.  360.  To  advise  him  In  connection  with  carrying  out  the 
marketing-quota  provisions  of  the  act  with  respect  to  lettuce  and 
melons,  the  Secretary  shall  appoint,  with  due  consideration  to  their 
geographic  representation,  advisory  committees,  consisting  of  not 
more  than  five  persons  each.  exp>erienced,  as  the  case  may  be,  la 
the  production  of  lettuce  cr  of  melons.  The  compensation  of  the 
members  of  such  committees  shall  be  determined  by  the  Secretary 
but  shall  not  exceed  »10  p>er  day  each  while  actually  employed 
plus  actual  necessary  traveling  and  subsistence  exi>enses,  or  a  per 
diem  allowance  In  lieu  thereof." 

Sec.  2.  That  section  2  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938. 
as  amended,  containing  the  declaration  of  policy  of  the  act,  is 
amended  so  as  to  extend  that  declaration  of  policy  to  lettuce  and 
melons  by  striking  out  the  words  "and  rice"  and  inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  "rice,  lettuce,  and  melons". 

Sec.  3.  That  subdivision  (1)  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  301  of  said 
act.  as  amended,  containing  the  definition  of  "parity"  as  applied  to 
prices  for  agricultural  comniodltles  and  defining  a  base  period 
for  specific  commodities.  Is  amended,  so  as  to  define  the  base  period 
for  lettuce  and  melons,  by  changing  the  last  sentence  In  such 
subdivision  to  read  as  follows:  "The  base  period  In  the  case  of  all 
agricultural  commodities,  except  tobacco,  lettuce,  and  melons,  shall 
be  the  period  August  1909  to  July  1914.  and.  In  the  case  of  tobacco, 
lettuce,  and  melons,  shall  be  the  period  August  1919  to  July 
1929." 

Sec.  4.  That  subsection  (a)  of  section  301  of  said  act.  as  amended. 
containing  the  general  definitions  of  the  act,  is  amended,  so  as  to 
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define  lettuce  and  melons,  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  new  sub- 
dl visions  as  follows: 

"(10)  'Lettuce"  means  head  lettuce,  or  any  regional  or  market 
cUsslflcatlon.  tjrpe.  or  grade  thereof,  produced  In  the  States  of  Call- 
tCMmla  or  Arizona. 

"( 11 )  Melons'  means  each  one  of  the  kinds  of  melons  listed  below, 
or  any  regional  or  market  classification,  type,  or  grade  thereof, 
produced  In  the  States  of  California  or  Arizona :  Cantaloup,  honey- 
dew,  honeyballs.  caaaba.  Persian,  and  watermelons.  The  provisions 
of  this  title  shall  apply  to  each  of  such  kinds  of  melons  severally." 

Sec.  5  That  subaectlon  (b)  of  section  301  of  said  act,  as  amended, 
containing  definitions  applicable  to  specific  commodities.  Is  further 
amended  so  as  to  apply  to  lettuce  and  melons,  as  follows: 

<ai  By  changing  paragraph  (B)  of  subdivision  (1)  thereof,  con- 
taining a  definition  of  "actual  production"  for  cotton,  to  read: 

"(B)  'Actual  production'  of  any  number  of  acres  of  cotton,  lettuce. 
or  melons  on  a  farm  means  the  actual  average  yield  for  the  farm 
times  «mch  number  of  acres." 

(b)  By  changing  subdivision  (6)  thereof,  containing  the  definition 
of  "market"  for  specific  commodities,  to  read: 

"(6)  (A)  'Market',  in  the  case  of  corn,  cotton,  rice,  tobacco,  wheat, 
lettuce,  and  melons,  means  to  dispose  of.  in  raw  or  processed  form,  by 
voluntary  or  involuntary  sale,  barter,  or  exchange,  or  by  gift  inter 
vivos,  and,  in  the  case  of  corn  and  wheat,  by  feeding  (in  any  form)  to 
poultry  or  livestock  which,  or  the  products  of  which,  are  sold, 
bartered,  or  exchanged,  or  to  be  so  disposed  of.  but  does  not 
include  disposing  of  any  of  such  commodities  as  premiums  to 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  under  title  V  of  this 
act. 

"(B)  "Marketed,'  "mau-ketlng,'  and  for  market'  shall  have  cor- 
responding meanings  to  the  term  'market'  In  the  connection  in 
which  they  are  used." 

(c)  By  changing  subdivision  (7)  thereof,  containing  the  definition 
of  "marketing  year"  for  specific  commodities,  by  striking  out  the 
period  at  the  end  of  the  commodities  listed  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  a  semicolon  and  adding  thereafter  the  f oUowing :  "Lettuce  or 
melons,  that  period  of  la  consecutive  months  determined  by  the 
Secretary  as  being  the  period  during  which  substantially  all  of  the 
commodity  produced  or  harvested  during  any  calendar  year  Is 
marketed  by  farmers." 

See.  6.  That  subsection  (g)  of  section  303  of  said  act,  as 
amended,  containing  a  provision  prohibiting  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  from  making  loans  with  resp)ect  to  any  agricultural 
commodity  during  any  marketing  year  when  the  producers  of  such 
commodity  have  Indicated  In  a  referendimi  their  disapproval  of  a 
marketing  quota  for  such  commodity  during  such  marketing  year. 
Is  amended,  so  as  to  extend  this  provision  to  lettuce  and  melons, 
by  striking  out  "or  rice"  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "rice,  lettuce, 
or  melons". 

Sec.  7.  That  section  361  of  said  act.  as  amended,  containing  a 
provision  extending  the  applicability  of  the  publication  and  review 
of  quota  provisions  of  the  act  to  tobacco,  com.  wheat,  cotton,  and 
rice.  Is  amended,  so  as  to  Include  lettuce  and  melons,  by  changing 
this  section  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  361.  This  part  shall  apply  to  the  publication  and  review  of 
farm-marketing  quotas  established  for  tobacco,  com,  wheat,  cot- 
ton, rice,  lettuce,  and  melons,  established  xinder  subtitle  B." 

Sec  8.  That  subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  371  of  said  act, 
as  amended,  containing  several  provisions  with  respect  to  the  gen- 
eral adjtistment  of  marketing  quotas  in  case  of  a  national  emer- 
gency or  a  material  increase  in  demand,  art  amended,  so  as  to 
extend  these  provisions  to  lettuce  and  melons,  by  striking  out  "or 
tobacco"  wherever  it  occurs  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "tobacco, 
lettuce,  or  melons". 

Skc.  9.  That  section  373  of  said  act.  as  amended,  containing  pro- 
visions requiring  records  to  be  kept  and  reports  to  be  made  by 
producers,  handlers,  and  other  persons  in  order  to  enable  the  Sec- 
retary to  acquire  Information  with  respect  to  the  marketing  of  any 
commodity.  Is  amended,  so  as  to  extend  these  provisions  to  lettuce 
and  melons,  by  striking  out  "or  tobacco"  wherever  It  occurs  and 
Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "tobacco,  lettuce,  and  melons":  and  by 
striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  of  the  first  sentence  of  subsec- 
tion (a)  of  said  section  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "and  all 
persons  engaged  In  the  business  of  packing  lettuce  or  melons." 

Sbc.  10.  That  section  374  of  said  act,  as  amended,  containing  a 
provision  authorizing  the  measxirement  of  farms  and  the  filing  of 
reports  of  plantings,  is  amended,  so  as  to  Include  lettuce  and 
melona,  by  striking  out  In  the  first  sentence  "or  rice"  and  Insert- 
ing In  lieu  thereof  "rice,  lettuce,  or  melons". 

Sac.  11.  That  subsection  (a)  of  section  375  of  said  act.  as 
amended,  containing  a  provision  authorizing  the  issuance  of  such 
administrative  regulations  as  are  necessary  for  the  enforcement  of 
the  act,  is  amended,  so  as  to  Include  lettuce  and  melons,  by  strik- 
ing out  "or  tobacco"  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "tobacco, 
lettiice.  or  melons". 

PRESERVATION   OF  HATUHAL   FKATURES    WlTHIfl    CANAL  ZONE 

The  bill  (S.  4121)  to  authorize  the  setting  aside  of  an  area 
within  the  Canal  Zone  to  preserve  and  conserve  its  natural 
features  for  scientific  study,  for  providing  and  maintaining 
fHcllities  for  such  study,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  timer  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  President  Is  authorised  and  directed 
to  set  aside  wlthlu  the  Canal  Zone  an  area  In  Oatun  Lake  known  as 


Barro  Colorado  Island  In  which  the  natural  features  shall,  except  In 
event  of  declared  national  emergency,  be  left  In  their  natural  state 
for  scientific  observation  and  invest. gatlon. 

6wc.  2.  The  purpose  of  -ettlng  aside  such  an  area  Is  to  preserve  and 
conserve  Its  natural  featurea  including  existing  fiora  and  fauna.  In 
as  nearly  a  natural  condition  as  possible,  thus  providing  a  place 
where  duly  qualified  students  can  make  observations  and  scientific 
Investigations  for  increase  of  knowledge,  under  such  conditions  and 
regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Canal  Zone  Biological  Area. 

Sbc.  3.  The  Secretary  of  War,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the  Secretary  of  the  Smithsonian  Institu- 
tion, the  President  of  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences,  and  three 
dliJtinguLshed  biologUts  of  the  United  SUtes  of  America,  appointed 
by  the  President  of  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Secretaries  of  War.  Agrlciilture.  Interior,  and  the 
Smithsonian  Institution,  shall  constitute  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  Canal  Zone  Biological  Area.  The  President  of  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences  shall  be  the  chairman  of  the  Board  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution  the  vice  chairman.  The 
biologists  of  distinction  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences  shall  each  serve  for  a  term  of  3  years:  Prorided, 
That  of  the  three  first  appointed,  one  shall  be  designated  to  serve 
for  1  year,  one  for  2  years,  and  one  for  3  years.  Vacancies  In  ap- 
pointed membership  occurring  from  any  cause  shall  be  filled  In  the 
same  manner  as  the  appointment  and  for  the  same  period.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Canal  Zone  Biological  Area  shall 
serve  without  compensation  but  subsistence  and  travel  expenses 
incident  to  attendance  of  called  meetings  of  the  Board  may.  on  ap- 
propriate action  of  the  Board,  be  paid  from  funds  available  to  it. 

S«c.  4.  The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Canal  Zone  Biological  Area 
shall  (a)  meet  In  Washington,  D.  C.  at  least  once  In  each  calendar 
year,  to  consider  policies  and  procedures  for  carrying  out  the  pur- 
poee  of  this  act:  (b)  determine  the  policy,  prescribe  conditions 
under  which  studies  may  be  pursued  within  the  area,  and  pro- 
mulgate regulations  for  carrying  out  the  puropses  of  this  act;  (c) 
be  responsible  for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  laboratory 
and  other  facilities  on  the  area  provided  for  the  tise  of  students 
authorized  to  carry  on  studies  within  the  confines  of  the  area;  (d) 
deposit  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  sums  donated  or 
subscribed  or  coUected  to  be  expended  for  carrying  out  the  pur- 
poses of  this  act:  (e)  in  its  discretion,  fixed  charges  that  may  be 
made  for  use  of  latioratory  or  other  facilities  provided  students 
authorized  to  make  observations  and  investigations  within  the 
prescribed  area  and  provide  for  the  collection  of  such  sums  for 
deposit  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States;  (f)  make  such  dis- 
posal of  any  moneys  donated,  subscribed,  collected,  or  otherwise 
provided  as  In  their  Judgment  is  to  the  best  interest  in  carrying 
out  the  purpose  of  this  act:  Provided,  That  sums  contributed  or 
appropriated  for  specific  purposes  shall  be  tised  for  such  purpose 
only;  and  (g)  through  its  chairman  submit  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  SUtes  not  later  than  the  16th  day  of  each  January  a  report 
of  activities  and  operations  during  the  preceding  year. 

Sxc.  5.  At  each  annual  meeting,  or  at  special  meetings  should 
occasion  so  demand,  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Canal  Zone 
Biological  Area  shall  appoint  an  executive  ofBcer  whom  they  may 
authorize  to  carry  out  functions  of  the  Board.  With  the  approval 
of  the  Board  the  executive  officer  may  select  and  designate  a  resi- 
dent manager  to  assist  In  carrying  out  the  policy,  conditions,  and 
regulations  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Canal  2k)ne 
Biological  Area  In  compliance  with  the  purposes  of  this  act.  The 
executive  officer  and  the  resident  manager  shall  receive  such  com- 
pensation for  their  services  as  may  be  allowed  by  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Canal  Zone  Biological  Area. 

Sec  6.  All  moneys  received  by  donation,  subscription,  fees  or 
otherwise,  except  the  moneys  appropriated  pursuant  to  section  7 
for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act  shall  be  deposited  into 
the  Treasury  as  trust  funds  and  are  hereby  appropriated  for  such 
purposes.  Disbursements  of  such  funds  shall  be  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  through  the  Division  of  Disbursement  on 
requislUons  or  vouchers  signed  by  or  on  authority  of  the  executive 
officer  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Canal  Zone  Biological  Area 

8k:.  7.  There  Is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  annuaUy  from 
money  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, not  to  exceed  •10000  for  expenses  necessary  In  the 
administration  of  this  act  and  for  the  maintenance  of  laboratory  or 
other  facilities  provided  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  the  Senate  has  just  passed  Senate  bill  4121, 
having  to  do  with  the  establishment  of  a  scientific  research 
laboratory  in  the  Gatun  Lake  In  the  Panama  Canal  Zone. 
Mr.  President.  House  bill  8919,  passed  by  the  House  of 
Representatives,  is  an  identical  biU  which  is  still  reposing  in 
the  Committee  on  Interoceanic  Canals.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  committee  be  discharged  from  further  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  and  that  the  vote  by  which  Senate  bUl 
4121  was  passed,  be  reconsidered,  and  that  the  Senate  consider 
House  bill  8919. 

•nie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  by  which  Senate  bill  4121  was 
passed  is  reconsidered. 
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Without  objection,  the  Committee  on  Interoceanic  Canals 
will  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of  House  bill 

8919 
Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consideration  of  House 

bUl  8919? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  8919>  to  authorize 
the  setting  aside  of  an  area  within  the  Canal  Zone  to  pre- 
serve and  conserve  its  natural  features  for  scientific  study, 
for  providing  and  maintaining  facilities  for  such  study,  and 
for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  tune,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bUl  4121  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

PUBCHASE   OF   PUBLIC   LANDS   IN  FLORIDA 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  revert  to 
Calendar  No.  1830.  Senate  bill  3975.  The  Senator  who  ob- 
jected to  instant  consideration  at  the  time  it  was  reached 
on  the  calendar  has  now  withdrawn  his  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  (S.  3975)  granting  to  certain  claimants  the  preference 
right  to  purchase  certain  pubUc  lands  in  the  State  of  Florida, 
which  had'  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands  and  Surveys,  with  an  amendment,  on  page  3.  line  13. 
after  the  word  "interest",  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  "but 
inclusive  of  the  increased  value  of  the  land  resulting  from 
any  public  improvements",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  In  his 
discretion,  is  hereby  authorized  to  sell,  in  the  manner  here  naf ter 
prov'ded.  lots  3.  4.  and  5.  section  10.  lots  3.  4.  5.  and  6.  sect  on  11. 
loU  1  and  2.  section  14.  township  3  south,  range  17  west  TaUahas- 
see  meridian.  Horida.  which  lands  were  omitted  from  the  original 
Purvey  due  to  the  erroneous  meanders  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and 
shown  upon  the  ofllcial  plat  of  the  original  survey  as  a  water- 

*^s!!c"*2.*ASy  owner  in  good  faith  of  land  in  sections  10  11  and 
14.  township  3  south,  range  17  west,  shown  by  ^he  official  Plat  of 
th-  oricinal  survey  approved  May  23.  1849.  to  be  bounded  by  the 
Gu5f  of^MexlcS.  bJt  which  in  fact  Is  bounded  by  the  omitted  area 
il  shown  by  plat  of  survey  accepted  March  6.  l^^^'  "^1,^,^° 
acquired  title  to  such  land  prior  to  this  enactment,  or  any  citizen 
of  the  United  states  who  In  good  faith  under  color  of  title  or 
claiming  as  a  riparian  ov^-ner  has.  prior  to  this  act.  Placed  valuable 
Improvements  upon  or  reduced  to  cultivation  any^  o'.  ">e  lands 
suMect  to  the  operation  of  this  act.  shall  have  a  preferred  right 
to  purchase  the  erroneously  omitted  land  lying  adjacent  to  his 
privately  owned  land,  or  to  purchase  the  land  thus  Improved  by 
him,  respectively,  at  any  time  within  90  days  from  the  date  of  the 
passage  of  this  act.  Every  application  to  purchase  must  be  Aled  in 
the  C^neral  Land  Office  and  must  be  accompanied  with  satisfactory 
Dfoof  that  the  applicant  is  entitled  to  such  preference  right  and 
that  the  lands  which  he  applies  to  Purchase  are  not  In  the  legal 
possession  of  an  adverse  claimant  under  the  public-land  laws 
TThe  term  'citizen'  as  herein  used  shall  Include  any  association  of 
citizens,  and  a  corporation  organized  under  the  la^s  of  any  State 
ind  authorized  to  engacre  in  business  In  the  f^te  of  Florida^  In 
event  that  any  such  applicant  shall  have  contracted  to  convey  or 
attempted  to  convey  title  to  any  of  the  above-described  lands j  1th 
Covenants  of  warranty,  express  or  Implied,  he  "ay,  ^e  allowed  to 
make  such  purchase  and  to  obtain  patent  In  trust  for  th*  persons 
holding  under  such  contract  or  conveyance,  as  their  Interests  may 

"^sS'^  3  Upon  the  filing  of  an  application  to  purchase  any  lands 
sublet  to  the  operation  of  this  act.  together  with  the  required 
proif.  the  Secreta^T  of  the  Interior  shall  cause  the  lands  described 
in  said  application  to  be  appraised,  said,  appraisal  to  be  on  the 
iL^  of  the  value  of  such  lands  at  the  date  of  appraisal  exclusive 
of  any  Increased  value  resulting  from  the  development  or  improve- 
ment thereof  by  the  applicant  or  his  predecessor  iri  interest 

Sic  4  An  applicant  to  purchase  under  the  provisions  of  this  act. 
in  order  to  be  entitled  to  a  patent,  must,  within  3  months  from 
receipt  of  notice  of  appraisal,  pay  to  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office  the  appraised  value  of  the  lands  and  there- 
upon a  patent  shall  issue  to  said  applicant  for  such  lands  as  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  determine  that  such  applicant  Is 
entlUed  to  purchase  under  this  act.  The  proceeds  from  such  sales 
shall  be  covered  Into  the  United  States  TreasuiT  and  applied  as 
provided  by  law  for  the  disposal  of  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 

^"sk  5*  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  hereby  authorized  to  pire- 
rcrlbe  all  necessary  rules  and  regulations  for  administering  the 
provisions  cf  this  Act  and  determining  conflicting  claims  arising 

hereunder.  .         ^        j      **.     ....^^i 

Sec  6  All  piuchases  made  and  patents  Issued  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  shall  be  subject  to  and  contain  a  reservation  to 
the  United  States  of  aU  the  coal,  oil,  gas.  and  other  minerals  in 
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the  lands  so  purchased  and  patented,  together  with  the  right  to 
prospect  for.  mine,  and  remove  the  same. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ANNE  HOWARD  LAY 

The  bill  (S.  4126)  for  the  relief  of  Anne  Howard  Lay.  waa 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  there  shall  be  paid  from  the  Foreign 
Service  retirement  and  disability  fund  to  Anne  Howard  Lay.  widow 
of  Julius  Lay.  a  retired  Foreign  Service  officer  whose  death  occurred 
on  August  28.  1939:  that  Is.  after  July  1.  1939.  the  effective  date  of 
the  act  of  AprU  24.  1939.  but  before  the  date  fixed  In  accordance 
with  law  by  the  President,  by  Executive  order;  that  Is,  September  l. 
1939  as  the  effective  date  of  the  provisions  of  the  aforesaid  act 
which  authorize  the  establishment  by  retired  Foreign  Service  offi- 
cers of  survivorship  annuities  in  behalf  of  their  widows  as  bene- 
ficiaries an  annuity  at  a  rate  equivalent  to  one-half  the  maximtim 
annuity  which  her  late  husband  could  have  established  for  ««>"  as 
beneficiary,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Aprtl  34, 
1939,  and  amendments  thereto. 

This  ^ct  shall  take  effect  on  the  first  day  of  the  calendar  month 
following  Its  approval  by  the  President. 

TREATMENT    OF   IMPORTED    NARCISSUS   BULBS 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  280)  requesting  the  Secretary  of 
Agricultiu-e  to  issue  an  order  concerning  the  treatment  of  im- 
ported narcissus  bulbs  was  cor^sidered  and  agreed  to,  as 
follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  be.  and  he  hereby  la. 
requested  to  cause  to  be  Issued  an  order  similar  to  the  order  of 
August  1  1936.  and  the  announcements  of  September  16.  1936. 
under  which  provisions  of  regulation  9  of  Nursery  Stock.  Plant,  and 
Seed  Quarantine  No.  37.  plant  quarantine  Inspectors  will  require  aU 
imported  narcissus  bulbs  to  be  given  the  latest  approved  treatment 
as  a  condition  of  entry. 

SIMON  A.  BRIEGER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7914)  for  the  relief  of  Simon  A.  Brieger  as 
legal  representative  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Gerald  Brieger.  a 
deceased  minor,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ELIZA  WARREN  AND  GEORGE  T.  WARREN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6822)  for  the  reUef  of  Eliza  Warren  and 
George  T.  Warren  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MAUDE  SULLIVAN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4113)  for  the  relief  of  Maude  Sullivan  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

STANLEY  v.  SMITH 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5297)  for  the  relief  of  Stanley  V.  Smith 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

VIOLET  KNOWLEN,  A  MINOR 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  3976)  for 
the  relief  of  Violet  Knowlen,  a  minor,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  with  an  amendment, 
on  page  1.  line  7,  to  strike  out  "$2,500"  and  to  insert  "$1,500"; 
so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  legal  guardian  of 
Violet  Knowlen,  a  minor,  of  Brainerd,  Minn.,  the  sum  of  $1,500. 
The  payment  of  such  siun  shall  be  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims 
against  the  United  States  on  account  of  personal  injuries  raceived 
by  the  said  Violet  Knowlen.  when  the  said  Violet  Knowlen  was 
struck  on  September  30,  1938,  1  mUe  north  of  Garrison,  Crow 
Wing  County.  Minn.,  in  front  of  the  Borden  Lake  School  House, 
on  highway  numbered  18.  by  a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  truck 
operating  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  National  Park  Service. 
Department  of  the  Interior:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amoxmt 
appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shaU  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  ac- 
count of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  In  any  svim  not  exceeding  (1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

I    -  BAZZL  THOMAS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  6061)  for 
the  relief  of  Hazel  Thomas,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment,  on  page  1, 
line  6,  to  strike  out  "$5,000"  and  to  insert  "$3,500";  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

^  Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  TreasiiTy  be.  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Hazel  Thomas,  of  Yorba 
Linda.  Caitf..  the  sum  of  $3,500.  The  payment  of  such  sxim  shall  be 
In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for 
personal  injuries  and  property  damage  received  when  the  vehicle 
In  which  she  was  riding  was  struck  on  the  Angelus  Crest  Highway, 
approximately  4  miles  south  of  Charleton  Flats.  Loe  Angeles  County, 
Calif.,  about  6  p.  m.  on  Jime  24.  1938.  by  a  Foreec  Service  truck 
No.  2116:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In 
this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be 
unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  per- 
son violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

^  BLACK  HILLS  MZTHODIST  HOSPITAL 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1167)  for  the  relief  of  the  Black  Hills  Metho- 
dist Hospital,  of  Rapid  City.  S.  Dak.,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LESTER  R.  TAYLOR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1178)  for  the  reUef  of  Lester  R.  Taylor  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

MALACHY  RYAM 

The  bill  (H.  R.  1846)  for  the  relief  of  Malachy  Ryan  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading-  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

DAN   YANCTY 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2083)  for  the  reUef  of  Dan  Yancey  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

CHARLES  FLACK 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2106)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Flack  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  tliird  reading,  read  the  third  time. 
and  passed. 

JAMES  p.  BRUCE,  JR. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2151)  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Bruce,  Jr., 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

T.  JACK  NXAL 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6686)  for  the  relief  of  T.  Jack  Neal,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

WILLIAM  M.  IRVINE 

The  bin  (H.  R.  6891)  for  the  relief  of  William  M.  Irvine, 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

AI7NA  T.   SEFTERlfAN   VARCA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7821)  for  the  relief  of  Anna  T.  Sefferman 
Varga  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

■y  R.  F.  BRAZELTON 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  7826)  for 
the  relief  of  R.  P.  Brazelton,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment  on  page  1, 
line  5.  to  strike  out  "$360"  and  to  insert  "$180".  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $180  to  R.  F. 
Brazelton.  of  New  Edlnburg.  Ark.,  in  fuU  settlement  of  all  riaimH 


against  the  United  States  for  the  loss  of  3.600  pounds  of  cottou 
(seven  bales),  said  cotton  having  been  destroyed  by  fire  while  stored 
In  a  warehouse  approved  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion an<Kthe  Commodity  Credit  Corporation:  Provided.  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  accotint  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with 
this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

C.  B.  REACH 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  2513)  for  the  reUef  of  C.  B.  Reagh  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

JOHN  ENGBLOM 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2628)  for  the  relief  of  John  Engblom  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

NAOMA  KIITDER,  A  MINOR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2946)  for  the  reUef  of  Naoma  Kinder,  a 
minor,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

LELAND  C.  MTZRS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3142)  for  the  relief  of  Leland  O.  Myers  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

ROSS  BILATnS 

The  bin  (H.  R.  3163)  for  the  relief  of  Rose  Bllaltls,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

EDWARD  p.  GLENN,  JR. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6730)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  Glenn, 
Jr.,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

JAMES  L.  KINNEY 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8099)  for  the  relief  of  James  L.  Kinney 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

HAROLD  C.  PREBLE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8708)  for  the  relief  of  Harold  C.  Preble, 
naval  architect,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SUPPLY  OF  POTOMAC  WATER  TO  CHARITABLE  INSTmrTlONS 

The  bill  (S.  3870)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
authorizing  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
furnish  Potomac  water  without  charge  to  charitable  institu- 
tions, and  so  forth,  in  the  District  of  Columbia",  approved 
February  23.  1905.  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  second  sentence  of  the  first  section 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Commissioners  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  furnish  Potomac  water  without  charge 
to  charitable  institutions,  and  ao  forth,  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia," approved  February  23,  1905  (D.  C.  Code,  title  20.  sec.  1403), 
is  amended  by  inserting  therein  after  the  word  "churches"  the 
following:  "and  to  charitable  Institutions  which  do  not  have 
inmates." 

TESTIMONY  OF  CERTAIN  COVERIOCENT   EMPLOYEES 

The  bUl  (S.  3393)  to  authorize  employees  of  the  United 
States  to  testify  on  behalf  of  the  EMstrict  of  Columbia  and 
employees  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  testify  en  behalf 
of  the  United  States  and  of  the  District  of  Columbia  without 
loss  of  salary  cr  annual  leave,  was  considered,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  from  and  after  the  passage  of  thU 
act  employees  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  In  active 
service  who  are  called  upon  to  serve  as  witnesses  on  behalf  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  In  any  court  proceeding  in  which  the 
goveriuncnt  of   the   District   of   Coliunbla   may   be   a  party    and 
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emplovees  of  the  government  of  the  District  of  Col'JPj>l*.  ^^ 
are  called  upon  to  serve  as  witnesses  on  behalf  of  the  ijniiea 
States  or  the  District  of  Columbia  in  any  court  proceeding  In 
which  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  the  government 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  may  be  a  party,  shall  not  be  paid 
witness  fees  for  such  service,  but  the  period  of  such  service  shall 
be  without  loss  of  salary  or  compensation  and  shall  not  be  de- 
ducted from  any  leave  of  absence  with  pay  authorized  by  law. 

I  ELIZABETH  K.  PEEPLES 

The  bill  (S.  4048)  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  P.  Peeples,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrosed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  be.  and  they  are  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to 
aUow  credit  for  retirement  purposes  to  Elizabeth  K.  Peeples  for  all 
services  rendered  by  her  In  the  public  schools  of  said  District 
as  a  teacher,  administrative  principal,  and  director  of  the  Cona- 
munlty  Center  Department,  for  the  period  between  September  1, 
1920  and  July  15,  1939.  upon  the  payment  by  her  Into  the  teach- 
ers' retirement  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia  of  such  amount 
as  may  be  determined  by  said  Commissioners  to  be  due  sucn 
fund  for  said  period  with  interest  thereon  at  4  percent  per  an- 
num, compounded. 
JURISDICTION  OF   BOARD   OF  EDITCATION   OF  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

The  bin  (H.  R  9633)  to  enlarge  and  extend  the  power  and 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Education  over  degree-conferring 
institutions  operating  within  the  District  of  Columbia,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

REDUCTION   OF  INTEREST  RATES,  DISTRICT  OF   COLUMBIA 

The  joint  resoluUon  (H.  J.  Res.  559)  authorizing  a  reduc- 
Uon  in  the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and 
advances  made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United 
States  of  America  through  the  Public  Works  Administra- 
tion, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an 
explanation  of  the  Joint  resolution? 

Mr  KINO  Mr.  President,  the  District  of  Columbia  made 
a  loan,  as  it  was  authorized  under  the  law.  from  the  Federal 
Government  for  certain  improvements  and  for  acquisition  ol 
land  It  pays  3  or  4  percent  interest  on  the  loan,  and  the  Dis- 
trict' with  its  credit,  now  is  able  to  obtain  money  with  which 
to  pay  the  obligation,  at  a  very  much  reduced  rate  of  mterest. 
So  the  measure  will  save  the  District  of  Columbia  a  consid- 
erable amount  of  money.  ^ 

The  PRESEDINQ  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  joint  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint  resolution  was  consid- 
ered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

RECORDER  OF  DEEDS  BUILDING  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  9114) 
authorizing  advancements  from  the  Federal  Emergency  Ad- 
ministration of  Public  works  for  the  construction  of  a  re- 
corder of  deeds  building  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia,  with  amendments 

The  first  amendments  of  the  Committee  were  in  section  1. 
cage  1   line  6.  after  'Works,"  to  strike  out  "created  by  the 
NatLnkl  Industrial  Recovery  Act."  and  to  insert  "or  its 
STcce^r  '^  in  Une  7.  after  the  word  "Administration."  to 
-      Sirt^or  its  successor.";  on  page  2.  line  1.  ^ter  the  words 
-  "sum  of."  to  strike  out  "$500,000"  and  insert     $450,000 
in  Une  4   after  the  word  "Administration."  to  msert    or  its 
succeior.'^  in  line  5.  after  the  word  "Administration/^  to 
inirt  "or  its  successor.":  in  the  same  line,  after  the  word 
"four",  to  strike  out  "the  acQUisition    P^Jf^^^- ^^X^^,*!,- 
tion.  ^d  establishment  of":   in  line  8    after  ;Northwest 
to  strike   out   "Where  was  formerly   the   old  Po.»ce   Court 
Building"   and  to  Insert  "formerly  used  as  a  pobce  court  , 
S  ine  l.Xr  the  figures  "1940".  to  strike  out  "or  upon 
such  other  area  or  areas  as  shall  be  approved  by  ^aid  Com- 
missioners  and  the   National  Capital   P^^^^  ^^ J  .^^^^ 
Commission";  and  in  Une  16.  after  the  word    A^^i^^ 
tion".  to  strike  out  "or  its  successor",  so  as  to  make  the 
section  read: 
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That  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  are  hereby 
auSJrl^i  to  accept  advancements  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
from  the  Federal  Emergency  Administration  of  ^"^1^  ^orks^ 
or  Its  successor,  and  said  Administration,  or  Its  suc^Mor  wUh 
the  approval  of  the  President  Is  authorized  ^  „»„^*°^^i^,  "^.n 
ComnSLloners  the  sum  of  $450,000.  or  f^^  ^P^.^^^^l^jJ' cS 
addition  to  any  sums  heretofore  advanced  to  the  District  of  co 
lumbla  by  said  Administration,  or  Its  successor  out  of  funds 
aXirlzS  by  law  for  said  Administration  or  Ito  T^<^^^^^ 
a  building  for  the  office  of  the  recorder  of  deeds  ^^  /^'^^ 
In  premiss  now  known  as  515  D  Street  Northw^t  formerly  used 
as  the  police  court,  as  recommended  by  a  co°l™"^o^a^d  the 
by  the  commissioners  under  order  of  ^^^^J^'^^-  ^^t^ 
making  of  such  advances  Is  hereby  Included  "nf^g  the  PUfPO"*" 
for  which  funds  heretofore  appropriated  or  authorized  for  said 
AinTnlstratlon.  or  its  successor.  Including  funds  ^PPi^P'^^'^^^i 
the  Public  Works  Administration  Appropriation  Act  of  IJMB. 
may  be  used.  In  addition  to  the  other  purposes  specified  in  the 
respective  acts  appropriating  or  authorizing  said  funds. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendments  were,  in  section  2,  page  2,  "pe  /J, 
after  the  name  "Columbia"  to  strike  out  "for  the  acquisition 
by  dedication,  purchase,  or  condemnation  of  the  fee-simple 
tiUe  to  land,  or  rights  or  easements  in  land,  for  the  pubuc 
uses  authorized  by  this  act,  and";  on  page  3.  line  4.  alter 
"act"  to  strike  out  "without  reference  to  the  Classification 
Act  of  1923,  as  amended,  and  section  3709  of  the  Revised 
Statutes":  on  the  same  page,  Une  8.  after  "landscaping, 
to  insert  "transportation  or  rental  thereof.";  and  in  Une 
13  after  "plant"  to  strike  out  "All  contracts,  agreements, 
and  proceedings  in  court  for  condemnation  or  otherwise, 
pursuant  to  this  act  shaU  be  had  and  made  in  accordance 
with  existing  provisions  of  law  except  as  otherwise  herein 
provided",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

SEC  2.  The  sum  authorized  by  section  1  hereof,  or  any  part 
thereof  shaU.  when  advanced,  be  available  to  the  Commissioners 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  preparation  of  Pla^-„?^^^-|^»- 
estimates,  models,  and  specifications:  and  for  arc^iltectural  and 
other  necessary  professional  services  required  for  carrying  out 
?ie  proMsIons  of  this  act;  for  the  construcUon  of  a  recorder  o, 
deeds  building.  Including  materials  and  labor,  heating,  lighting, 
elevators,  plumbing,  landscaping,  transportation  or  rental  thereof 
and  all  other  appurtenances,  and  the  purchase  and  installation  of 
i^chlneVy  furnvture.  equipment,  apparatus,  and  any  and  all  other 
S^endltures  necessary  for  or  Incident  to  the  complete  construe 
Mon  and  equipment  for  use  of  the  aforesaid  building  and  plant. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendments  were,  in  section  3  on  page  3,  Une 
19  after  the  word  "Works."  to  insert  "or  its  successor' ;  in 
line  22  after  the  word  "thereon"  to  insert  "at  such  rate  as 
is  agreed  upon  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  and  the 
Federal  Emergency  Administration  of  Public  Works,  or  its 
successor.":  on  page  4.  line  4,  after  the  word  "reimburse- 
ment" to  Insert  "with  Interest":  and  in  line  5,  after  the  word 
"made"  to  strike  out  "on"  and  to  insert  "not  later  than  ,  so 
as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec  3  That  the  Federal  Emergency  Administration  of  Public 
works,  or  Its  successor,  shall  be  repaid  55  percent  ^t  '^^^ J^^^Hl 
advanced  under  section  1  of  this  act  In  annual  Installments  over 
a  period  of  not  to  exceed  25  years  with  Interest  thereon  at  such 
rnt^  as  Is  aereed  upon  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  and 
Se  F^de?^  Emerg"Scy  Administration  of  Public  Works,  or  Its  sue 
ceLi-  for  the  period  of  amortization:  Provided.  That  such  sums 
as  may  be  neceeeary  for  the  reimbursement  herein  required  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  payment  of  Interest,  shall  be 
included  in  the  annual  estimates  of  the  Commissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  the  first  reimbursement  with  int^est  to  be 
made  not  later  than  June  30.  J  944:  Provided  further.  That  when- 
ever  the  District  of  Columbia  Is  under  obligation  by  virtue  of  the 
provisions  of  section  4  of  Public  Act  No.  284.  Seventy-first  Congress 
Reimbursement  under  that  act  EhiOl  not  be  less  than  $300,000  In  any 
one  fiscal  year.  / 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4.  line  15,  to  strike  out 

section  5,  as  follows: 

Sec    5   That  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dlstrtct  of  Columbia  ^e 
not   authorized   to    borrow    any   further   sum    o^    sums    under  ^e 
provisions  of  an  act  of  Congress  known  as  Public  I^w  No    466 
Seventy-third  Congress,  approved  June  25.  1934.  m  amended  by 
Public  Law  No   51.  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  approved  May  6,  1935. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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AMENDMINT  OF  DISTRICT  OF  CXJLTTMBIA  tmEMPLOYMENT   COMPEN- 
SATION  ACT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  9791) 
to  Eunend  the  District  of  Columbia  Unemployment  Compen- 
sation Act,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia  with  amendments. 

The  first  amendment  was,  in  section  1.  on  page  9,  line  5, 
after  the  words  "10  and  11  of"  to  strike  out  "this  Act"  and 
Insert  "the  District  of  Columbia  Unemplojrment  Compensa- 
tion Act,  approved  August  28,  1935,  as  amended  by  this 
title."  so  as  to  read: 

(C)  iinleaa  the  individual  was  eligible  for  benefits  wltb  respect 
tbereto  as  provided  in  sections  10  and  11  of  tbe  District  of  Colxun- 
bla  Unemployment  Compensation  Act,  approved  Atigust  28,  1935, 
as  amended  by  this  title,  except  for  the  requirements  of  tbla 
paragraph:   and. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  9,  line  22.  after  the 
word  "this"  to  strike  out  "Act"  and  Insert  "title";  In  line 
25,  after  the  word  "appropriate"  to  strike  out  "non-assem- 
bled," so  as  to  read: 

Sec.  14.  (a)  The  Board  Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
administer  the  provisions  of  this  act.  Subject  to  the  ClvU  Service 
Act.  the  Board  Is  further  authorized  to  employ  such  officers,  exam- 
iners, accountants,  attorneys,  experts,  agents,  and  other  persons, 
and  to  make  such  expenditures,  as  may  be  necessary  to  administer 
this  act.  and  to  authorize  any  such  person  to  do  any  act  or  acts 
\vhlch  could  lawfxilly  be  done  by  the  Board.  The  ClvU  Service 
Commission  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  confer  a  com- 
petitive classified  clvU-scrvlce  status  upon  those  employees  per- 
forming services  for  the  Board  upon  the  effective  date  of  this 
title;  Provided.  That  (1)  such  employees  are  certified  by  the 
Board  as  having  rendered  satisfactory  service  for  not  less  than 
6  months:  (2)  that  they  qualify  In  such  appropriate,  noncom- 
petitive examination  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Civil  Service 
"^  Commission :  Provided,  however.  That  all  employees  certified  by 
the  Board  In  accordance  with  condition  ( 1 )  hereof  shall  auto- 
matically be  eligible  to  .take  such  noncompetitive  examination; 
(3)  that  they  are  clttBens  of  the  United  SUtes;  and  (4)  that 
they  are  not  disqualified  by  any  provision  of  section  3  of  clvll- 
•ervice  rule  V.  The  Board  may.  In  Its  discretion,  reqxilre  bond 
from  any  of  Its  employees  engaged  In  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  In  section  2,  on  page  10.  line 
14,  after  the  word  "this"  to  strike  out  "act"  and  insert 
"title";  and  the  same  amendment  In  line  16,  so  as  to  read: 

TRAKSmON    PHOVISIONS 

Sec.  2.  (a)  As  used  In  this  section  unless  the  context  clearly 
requires  otherwise — 

(1)  "old   law"    means    the   imempl03rment-compensatlon    law 
prior  to  Its  amendment  by  this  title: 
,<:^      (2)    "new    law"    means    the    unemployment-compensation    law 
*■;      as  amended  by  this  title; 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  3.  on  page  12,  line  5, 
after  the  word  "This",  to  strike  out  "act"  and  insert  "title", 
so  as  to  read: 

Sec.  3.  This  title  shaU  take  effect  as  of  12:01  antemeridian,  July 
1.  1940. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12,  after  line  6,  to  Insert: 

TITUE  n 
AMENDMEMT — DISTSICT  OF  COLtTMBIA   KBVKKtrS  ACT  OF   1»3» 

Section  2  (d)  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  revenue  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  July  26, 
1939,  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(d) Exemptions  from  tax:  There  shall  be  exempt  from  taxation 
under  this  title  the  foUowing  organizations:  Corporations,  Includ- 
ing any  community  chest,  fimd.  foundation,  cemetery  association, 
teachers'  retirement  fund  association,  church,  or  club,  organized 
and  operated  exclusively  for  religious,  charitable,  scientific,  literary, 
etlucatlcnal.  or  social  purposes,  or  for  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to 
children  or  animals,  no  part  of  the  net  earnings  of  which  mures  to 
the  benefit  of  any  private  shareholder  or  Individual  and  no  sub- 
stantial part  of  the  activities  of  which  Is  carrying  on  propaganda, 
or  otherwise  attempting  to  Influence  legislation;  and  labor  organ- 
izations, trade  aasociatlons.  boarda  of  trade,  chambers  of  commerce, 
citizens'  associations,  or  organizations,  not  organized  for  profit  and 
no  part  of  the  net  earnings  of  which  Inures  to  the  benefit  of  any 
private  shareholder  or  Individual,  fanners'  associations  organized 
and  operated  on  a  cooperative  basis  exempt  from  income  tax  under 
section  101  (12)  and  (13)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  banks. 
Insurance  companies,  building  and  loan  associations,  and  companies. 


Incorporated  or  otherwise,  which  guarantee  the  fidelity  of  any 
Individual  or  Individuals,  such  as  bonding  companies,  all  of  which 
pay  taxes  upon  gross  premiums  or  earnings  under  existing  laws  of 
the  District  of  Columbia:  volvmtary  employee^  beneficiary  associa- 
tions providing  for  the  payment  of  life,  sick,  accident,  or  other 
benefits  to  the  members  of  such  association  or  their  dependents.  If 

(1)  no  part  of  their  net  earnings  inures  (other  than  such  pay- 
ments) to  the  benefit  of  any  private  shareholder  or  Individual,  and 

(2)  85  percent  or  more  of  the  income  consists  of  amounts  collected 
from  members  for  the  sole  purpose  of  making  such  payments  and 
meeting  expenses;  and  corporations  organized  under  act  of  Con- 
gress, if  such  corporations  are  Instrumentalities  of  the  United 
States." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  completes  the  com- 
mittee amendments. 

Mr.  TYDZNOS.  Mr,  President,  I  offer  an  amendment 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  will  be  stated. 

The  CHiEr  Clerk.  On  page  1,  after  line  6.  it  Is  proposed 
to  Insert  the  following: 

Add  a  new  paragraph  to  section  1  (b)  of  District  of  Columbia 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act,  approved  August  28.  1935.  as 
follows : 

"(10)  Service  performed  by  an  Individual  for  •  person  as  an 
Insurance  agent  or  as  an  Insurance  solicitor.  If  all  such  service 
performed  by  such  Individual  for  such  person  ts  performed  for 
remuneration  solely  by  way  of  commission." 

Mr,  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  when  the  bill  was  before 
the  District  Committee,  by  an  oversight.  Insurance  agents 
who  work  purely  on  commission,  as  differentiated  from 
salary,  were  Included  in  the  act;  and,  of  course,  the  act  was 
not  made  to  apply  to  commissioned  employees.  My  amend- 
ment will  clarify  this  matter.  I  do  not  thiok  there  is  any 
objection  from  any  source. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendments  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
bin. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
regulation  of  the  practice  or  dentistry  in  the  district  of 

COLtTMBIA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H,  R.  7865) 
to  amend  the  act  for  the  regulation  of  the  practice  of 
dentistry  In  the  District  of  Coliunbia,  and  for  the  protection 
of  the  people  from  empiricism  in  relation  thereto,  approved 
June  6.  1892,  and  acts  amendatory  thereof,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 
with  amendments. 

The  first  amendment  was.  on  page  3.  line  3,  after  the  word 
"hospitals"  to  insert  "or  public  clinics  for  indigents,"  so  as 
to  read: 

Sec.  2.  The  Board  of  Dental  Examiners  shall  organize  by  electing 
from  Its  members  a  president,  and  a  secretary- treasurer  who  shall 
give  bond  to  the  United  States  In  the  sum  of  tS.OOO.  The  Board 
shall  make  and  adopt  such  rules  and  regulation's  not  Inconsistent 
herewith  as  It  deems  necessary  to  effect  the  purposes  of  this  act 
Including  (but  not  limiting  thereto)  rales  and  regulations  respect- 
ing the  eligibility  of  candidates,  the  scope  of  examinations  the 
conducting  of  examinations,  and  the  said  Board  hereby  Is  speclfi-- 
caUy  authorized  to  make  and  enforce  such  rules  as  It  may  deem 
proper  for  the  purpose  of  regulating  professional  announcomenu 
and  the  number  of  offices  of  a  licensed  dentist.  The  Board  In  lU 
discretion,  and  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  It  may  pre- 
scribe. Is  hereby  authorized  to  permit  In  hospltaU  or  public  clinics 
for  indigents  the  use  of  dental  Interns  who  are  graduates  of 
approved  dental  schools.  The  Board  shaU  hold  In  January  and 
June  of  each  y«r  In  such  place  as  It  may  designate,  examinations 
to  determine  the  fitness  of  appUcanU  for  Uccnses  as  dentists  under 
this  act:  Provided.  That  ihe  conctirrence  of  a  majority  of  said. 
Board  shaU  be  necessary  to  grant  or  revoke  »  license  under  this 

ACXa 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5,  line  13,  after  the 
words  "United  States"  to  Insert  "or  has  duly  declared  his 
intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,";  and  in 
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line  18.  after  the  word  "applicant"  and  the  period,  to  insert 
"Any  license  issued  to  a  p>erson  who  is  a  citizen  of  a  foreign 
country  and  who  has  duly  declared  his  intention  to  become 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall  automatically  terminate 
and  the  registration  of  the  candidate  be  annulled  in  the 
event  such  candidate  shall  fail  to  submit  to  the  Board  satis- 
factory evidence  within  6  years  from  the  date  of  such 
license  that  he  has  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,", 
so  as  to  read: 

Sec  7.  Any  person  who  desires  to  practice  dentistry  within  the 
District  of  Columbia  shall  file  with  the  secretary- treasurer  of  the 
Board  a  written  application  for  a  license,  and  furnish  satisfactory 

Ercof  that  he  Is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  or  has  duly  declared 
is  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  SUtes.  and  Is  a 
graduate  of  a  dental  college  approved  by  the  Board.  Such  appli- 
cation must  be  upon  the  form  prescribed  by  the  Board,  verified 
by  oath,  and  accompanied  by  the  required  fee  and  a  recent  un- 
mounted autographed  photogr.iph  of  the  applicant.  Any  license 
Issued  to  a  person  who  Is  a  citizen  of  a  foreign  country  and  who 
has  duly  declared  his  Intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  shall  automatically  terminate  and  the  registration  of  the 
candidate  be  annulled  in  the  event  buch  candidate  shall  faU  to 
submit  to  the  Board  satisfactory  evidence  within  6  years  from 
the  date  of  such  license  that  he  has  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  8,  line  3,  to  strike  out 
"Board"  and  insert  "District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  District  of  Columbia";  in  line  6,  after  the  word  "said", 
to  strike  out  "Board"  and  insert  "court";  and  in  line  12, 
after  the  word  "drugs",  to  strike  out  "or  afflicted  with  a 
contagious  or  infectious  disease",  so  as  to  read: 

Sec.  11.  The  District  Court  of  the  United  SUtes  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  may  revoke  or  suspend  the  license  of  any  dentist 
In  the  District  of  Columbia  upon  proof  satisfactory  to  said  court — 

(a)  That  said  license  or  registration  was  procured  through  fraud 
or  misrepresentation. 

(b)  That  the  holder  thereof  has  been  convicted  of  an  offense 
Involving  moral  turpitude. 

(c)  That  the  holder  thereof  is  guilty  of  chronic  or  persistent 
inebriety,  or  addiction  to  habit-forming  driigs. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  10.  line  11,  after  the 

words  "any  person  to",  to  insert  "knowingly";  in  line  20, 
after  the  words  "restricting  the",  to  strike  out  "Board" 
and  insert  "said  court",  so  as  to  read: 

(5)  Violating  this  act  or  aiding  any  person  to  violate  this  act 
or  violating  or  aiding  any  person  to  knowingly  violate  the  dental 
practice  act  of  any  State  or  Territory. 

(6)  Practicing  in  the  employment  of,  or  In  association  with, 
any  person  who  Is  practicing  In  an  unlawfiU  or  unprofessional 
manner. 

The  foregoing  specifications  of  acts  constituting  unprofessional 
conduct  shall  not  be  construed  as  a  complete  definition  of  un- 
professional conduct  nor  as  authorizing  or  permitting  the  per- 
formance of  other  or  similar  acts  not  denounced,  or  as  limiting 
or  restricting  the  said  court  from  holding  that  other  or  slmUur 
acts  also  constitute  unprofessional  conduct. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  10,  after  line  22,  to 
strike  out: 

"Sec.  13.  No  action  to  revoke  or  suspend  a  license  shall  be  taken 
until  the  accused  has  been  furnished  a  statement  In  writing  of 
the  charges  against  him.  together  with  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  of  hearing  thereof.  The  accused  may  be  present  at  the 
hearings  In  p<?raon  or  by  counsel,  or  both.  The  statement  of 
charges  and  notice  may  be  served  personally  upon  such  person  or 
mailed  to  him  at  his  last  known  address  at  least  20  days  prior  to 
the  hearing. 

"Sec.  14.  If  upon  such  hearing  the  Board  finds  the  charges  sus- 
tained. It  may  suspend  for  a  definite  period  or  revoke  the  license 
of  any  such  dentist.  Such  revocation  or  suspension  shall  take 
from  the  person  named  In  such  license  all  rights  and  privileges 
acquired  thereby.  Any  dentist  whose  license  has  been  revoked  or 
suspended  by  the  Board  may.  within  20  days  after  the  order  of 
revocation  or  suspension  was  entered,  appeal  from  such  order  to 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, where  the  case  shall  be  heard  de  novo,  and  the  court,  after 
such  hearing,  shall  enter  such  order  as  in  lU  Judgment  the  Board 
should  have  entered.  During  the  pendency  of  such  appeal  the 
order  of  the  Board  shall  remain  In  full  force  and  effect  unless 
the  court  shall  otherwise  order.  Any  dentist  whose  license  has 
been  suspended  or  revoked  may  be  reinstated  and  a  new  license 
issued  to  him  when  In  the  Judgment  of  the  Board  such  action  is 
warranted:  Provided,  That  such  relnsUted  dentist  shall  pay  all 


the  costs  of  the  proceedings  resulting  In  his  suspension  and  rein- 
statement and  in  addition  thereto  a  fee  of  $25. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top  of  page  12,  to  insert: 

Sue  12  The  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District 
Of  Columbia  may  suspend  or  revoke  any  license  Issued  and  any 
registration  upon  evidence  showing  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  the  licentiate  or  registrant,  as  the  case  may  be,  has  been 
guilty  of  misconduct  or  Is  professlonaly  Incapacitated. 

Proceedings  looking  toward  the  suspension  or  revocation  of  • 
llcen.se  or  registration  shall  be  begun  by  petition  filed  In  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia  In  the  name 
of  the  Board  of  Dental  Examiners  and  shall  be  verified  by  oath. 
Proceedings  shall  be  conducted  according  to  the  ordinary  rules  of 
equity  practice  and  such  supplementary  rules  as  said  court  may  deem 
expedient  to  carry  Into  effect  the  purposes  and  Intent  of  this  Act; 
and  said  court  Is  hereby  authorized  to  make  such  supplementary 
rules.  An  appeal  may  be  taken  from  the  decision  of  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  SUtes  for  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the 
United  SUtes  Court  of  Appeals  of  said  District.  Any  such  appeal 
on  behalf  of  the  Board  of  DenUl  Examiners  may  be  filed  without 
bond.  The  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  may  determine  whether  a  license  or  registration  shall  be 
suspended  or  revoked,  and  If  such  license  is  to  be  suspended  said 
court  may  determine  the  duration  of  such  suspension  and  the 
conditions  under  which  such  suspension  shall  terminate. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  15,  line  17,  after  the 
word  "give"  to  strike  out  "written  clinical";  and  on  page  16, 
line  6,  after  the  word  "colleges"  to  insert:  "Notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  no  person  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  practicing  dentistry  who  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  act  is  operating  a  radiographic  laboratory  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  radiographs,  or  giving  written  clinical  inter- 
pretations or  readings  of  dental  radiographs,  to  be  used  solely 
by  dentists  and  physicians  in  making  diagnoses",  so  as  to 
read: 

Sec.  15.  Any  person  shall  be  deemed  to  be  practicing  dentistry 
who  performs,  or  attempts  or  advertises  to  perform,  any  dental 
operation  or  oral  surgery  or  dental  service  of  any  kind  gratuitously 
or  for  a  salary,  fee,  money,  or  other  remunerations  paid,  or  to  be 
paid,  directly  or  Indirectly,  to  himself  or  to  any  other  person  or 
agency;  or  who  Is  a  manager,  proprietor,  operator,  or  conductor 
01  a  place  where  denUl  operations,  oral  surgery,  or  denUl  services 
are  performed;  or  who  directly  or  indirectly,  by  any  means  or 
method,  furnishes,  supplies,  constructs,  reproduces,  or  repairs  any 
prosthetic  denture,  bridge,  appliance,  or  any  other  structure  to 
be  worn  In  the  human  mouth,  except  on  the  written  prescription 
of  a  diUy  licensed  and  practicing  dentist;  or  who  places  such  ap- 
pliance or  structure  In  the  human  mouth  or  attempts  to  adjust 
the  same,  or  delivers  the  same  to  any  person  other  than  the 
dentist  upon  whose  prescription  the  work  was  performed:  or 
who  advertises  to  the  public,  by  any  method,  to  furnish,  supply, 
construct,  reproduce,  or  repair  any  prosthetic  denture,  bridge,  ap- 
pliance, or  other  structure  to  be  worn  In  the  hviman  mouth;  or 
who  diagnoses  or  professes  to  diagnose,  prescribes  for  or  professes 
to  prescribe  for,  treats  or  professes  to  treat  disease,  pain,  deformity, 
deficiency,  injury,  or  physical  condition  of  human  teeth  or  Jaws, 
or  adjacent  structures;  or  who  extracts  or  attempts  to  extract 
human  teeth,  or  corrects  or  attempts  or  professes  to  correct  mal- 
positions of  teeth  or  of  the  Jaws;  or  who  gives  or  professes  to  give 
interpretations  or  readings  of  denUl  roentgenograms;  or  who  ad- 
ministers an  anesthetic  of  any  nature  In  connection  with  a  denUl 
operation;  or  who  uses  the  words  "dentist,"  "dental  surgeon." 
•oral  surgeon,"  the  letters  "D.  D.  S,"  "D.  M.  D.,"  or  any  other 
words,  letters,  title,  or  descriptive  matter  which  In  any  way  repre- 
sent him  as  being  able  to  diagnose,  treat,  prescribe,  or  operate  for 
any  disease,  pain,  deformity,  deficiency.  Injury,  or  physical  condition 
of  human  teeth  or  Jaws,  or  adjacent  structures;  or  who  states,  or 
advertises  or  permits  to  be  stated  or  advertised,  by  sign,  card, 
circular,  handbill,  newspaper,  radio,  or  otherwise,  that  he  can 
perform  or  will  attempt  to  perform  denUl  operations  or  render  a 
diagnosis  In  connection  therewith  or  who  engages  In  any  of  the 
practices  included  In  the  curricula  of  recognized  dental  colleges. 
Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  this  section,  no  person  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  practicing  dentistry  who  on  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act  is  operating  a  radiographic  laboratory  for  the 
purpose  of  making  radiographs,  or  giving  wTltten  clinical  Inter- 
pretations or  readings  of  dental  radiographs,  to  be  used  solely  by 
dentists  and  physicians  In  making  diagnoses. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  completes  the  commit- 
tee amendments. 

Mr,  KING.  Mr,  President,  I  offer  certain  amendments 
which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendments  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Utah  will  be  stated. 
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The  CHwr  CXzhk.    On  p««e  2.  line  20,  after  the  word  "not**. 
It  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  "limiting"  and  Insert  "limited." 
_  The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Cmrr  Cuxk.  On  page  3.  Une  8.  after  the  word  "acf* 
It  Is  proposed  to  Insert  a  period,  strike  out  the  colon  and: 
"Provided,  That  the  concurrence  of  a  majority  of  said  Board 
shall  be  necessary  to  grant  or  revoke  a  license  under  this  act." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Cmxr  Clerk.    On  page  3.  line  13,  before  the  words  "a 
register"  it  Is  proposed  to  insert  the  word  "and." 
-    The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chut  Cltrk.  On  page  3,  line  14.  after  the  word 
"licenses",  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "by  it." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
\  The  Cmir  Clerk.    On  page  4,  line  4,  after  the  word  "such", 

•  \      It  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  "books  and  papers"  and  insert 
\  "documents." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  4,  line  7,  after  the  words  "pro- 
duce such",  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "books  or  papers"  and 
Insert  "documents." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  16.  line  25,  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  a  period  after  the  word  "revoked"  and  strike  out  the 
words  "by  said  board." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  20,  line  3,  after  the  words  "hy- 
glenlsts  and",  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "are  not"  and  insert 
"shall  not  be." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clerk.    On  page  20.  line  12,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "Board"  and  insert  "District  Court  of  the  United 
-     States  for  the  District  of  Colimibla." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chixf  Clerk.  On  page  20.  line  13,  It  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  the  comma  after  the  word  "suspend"  and  insert 
the  word  "or",  and  strike  out  the  words  "with  power  to  rein- 
state." 

The  amendment  wa«  agreed  to. 

The  Chixf  Clekx.  On  page  20,  line  X7,  after  the  word 
"revoke",  it  \i  proposed  to  strike  out  "with  power  of  reinstate- 
ment." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chiit  Clirk.  On  page  20,  line  20,  after  the  word 
"pension",  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  insert 
the  word  "or",  and  to  strike  out  the  words  "or  reinstatement." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Crxkf  Clexk.  On  page  20,  line  21,  It  Is  proposed  to 
strike  out  the  comma  after  the  word  "suspension"  and  Insert 
the  word  "or." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  20.  line  22,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  the  words  "or  reinstatement." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clekk.  On  page  22,  line  10.  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  the  numbers  "21.  22,  23,  and  30"  and  insert  "19. 
20,  21.  and  28." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendments  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  ttiird  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

tlOXBTEATIOW  OF  AUnrS-~CCMFSRBKCI   REPORT 

""lUr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President,  I  move  that   the   Senate 
proceed  to  consider  the  conference  report  on  House  bill  5138, 
the  alien  registration  bill. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  conference  report  is  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conferetice  on  the  dlMgreelng  vote*  of  the  two 

BouMs  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  S138)  to 

make  unlawful  attempt*  to  Interfere  with  the  dUctpUne  of  the 

Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Coaat  Guard;  to  reqtilre  the  deportation 

-   "^        otcertam  daseea  of  aUena;  to  reqtilre  the  fingerprinting  of  allena 


seeking  to  enter  the  United  States;  and  for  other  purpoeee.  havlnc 
met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  rcHpectlve  Houaes  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  fol- 
lows  * 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  b9  Inserted  by  tiie  8enat« 
amendment  Insert  the  following: 

•Trruc  I 

"SEcnoif  1.  (a)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  with  Intent  to 
Interfere  with.  Impair,  or  Influence  the  loyalty,  morale,  or  discipline 
of  the  milltaiy  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States — 

"(1)  to  advise,  counsel,  urge,  or  in  any  manner  cavisc  Insub- 
ordination, disloyalty,  mutiny,  or  refusal  of  duty  by  any  member  of 
the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States;  or 

"(2)  to  distribute  any  written  or  printed  matter  which  advises, 
counsels,  or  urges  insubordination,  disloyalty,  mutiny,  or  refusal  of 
duty  by  any  member  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
states. 

••(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term  "military  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States^'  Includes  the  Army  of  the  United  States, 
as  defined  In  section  1  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3,  1918, 
as  amended  (48  Stat.  153;  U.  8.  C,  title  10.  sec.  2).  the  Navy. 
Marine  Corps.  Coast  Guard.  Naval  Reserve,  and  Marine  Corps  Re- 
serve ol  the  United  States:  and.  when  any  merchant  vessel  Is  com- 
missioned In  the  Navy  or  Is  In  the  service  of  the  Army  or  the 
Navy.  Includes  the  master,  officers,  and  crew  of  such  vessel. 

••Sec.  2.  (a)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person — 

••(1)  to  knowingly  or  willfully  advocate,  abet,  advise,  or  teach 
the  duty,  necessity,  desirability,  or  propriety  of  overthrowing  or 
destroying  any  government  in  the  United  States  by  force  or  vio- 
lence, or  by  the  assassination  of  any  officer  of  any  such  govern- 
ment; 

"(2)  with  the  Intent  to  cause  the  overthrow  or  destruction  of 
any  government  In  the  United  States,  to  print,  publish,  edit,  issue, 
circulate,  sell,  distribute,  or  publicly  display  any  written  or  printed 
matter  advocating,  advising,  or  teaching  the  duty,  necessity,  desir- 
ability, or  propriety  of  overthrowing  or  destroying  any  government 
In  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence; 

••(3)  to  organize  or  help  to  organize  any  society,  group,  or  as- 
sembly of  persons  who  teach,  advocate,  or  encourage  the  overthrow 
or  destruction  of  any  government  In  the  United  States  by  force  or 
violence;  or  to  lie  or  become  a  member  of,  or  afflllate  with,  any 
such  society,  group,  or  assembly  of  persons,  knowing  the  purposes 
thereof. 

••(b)  for  the  ptirposes  of  this  section,  the  term  'government  In 
the  United  States"  means  the  Ooremment  of  the  United  States, 
the  government  of  any  State.  Terrltary.  or  possession  of  the  United 
States,  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  the  govern- 
ment of  any  political  lubdlvislon  of  any  of  them. 

"Sec.  3.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  attempt  to  com- 
mit, or  to  conspire  to  commit,  any  of  the  acts  prohibited  by  tbs 
provisions  of  thU  title. 

•'Sec  4  Any  written  or  printed  matter  of  the  character  described 
In  section  1  or  section  2  of  tills  Act.  which  Is  Intended  for  use  in 
violation  of  this  Act,  may  bs  taken  from  any  house  or  other  plac* 
In  which  It  may  be  found,  or  from  any  person  In  whoee  possession 
it  may  be.  under  a  search  warrant  ls«ued  pursuant  to  the  provi- 
sions of  title  XI  of  the  Act  entitled  'An  Act  to  ptinlsh  acts  of 
Interference  with  the  foreign  relations,  the  neutrality  and  th« 
foreign  commerce  of  the  United  States,  to  punish  espionage,  and 
better  to  enforce  the  criminal  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes',  approved  June  16,  1917  (40  Stat.  228;  U.  S.  O., 
title  18,  ch.  18). 

"Sec.  5.  (a)  Any  person  who  violates  any  of  the  provisions  of 
this  title  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  fined  not  more  than 
•  10.000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  ten  years,  or  both. 

"(b)  No  person  convicted  of  violating  any  of  the  provisions  of 
this  title  shall,  during  the  five  years  next  following  his  conviction, 
be  eligible  for  employment  by  the  United  States,  or  by  any  depart- 
ment or  agency  thereof  (Including  any  corporation  the  stock  of 
which  is  wholly  owned  by  the  United  States). 

•TTTLa  n 

"Sac.  20.  Section  19  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  February  5,  1917 
(39  SUt.  889;  U.  S.  C  title  8,  sec.  155),  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  Inserting,  after  •Sec,  19.',  the  letter  '(a)',  and  by  adding  at 
the  end  of  such  section  the  following  new  subsections; 

"  '(b)  Any  alien  of  any  of  the  classes  speclfled  in  this  subsection. 
in  addition  to  aliens  who  are  dcrportable  under  other  provisions  of 
law,  shall,  upon  warrant  of  tb«  Attornsy  Otnsral,  b«  taken  Into 
etistody  and  deportsd: 

"'(1)  Any  alien  who.  at  any  tlms  within  five  years  after  entry, 
shall  have,  knowingly  and  for  gain,  cnoouragsd,  induced,  asslsud. 
abetted,  or  aided  any  other  alien  to  sntsr  or  to  try  to  enter  the 
United  BUtss  in  vtolstion  of  law, 

"'(2)  Any  alien  who,  at  any  tlms  after  entry,  shall  have  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  knowingly  and  for  gain,  encouraged.  In* 
tttioed.  assUted.  abetted,  or  aided  any  other  alien  or  aliens  to  enter 
or  to  try  to  enter  the  United  Statet  in  violation  of  law 

"•(8)  Any  alien  who.  at  any  time  after  entry,  shall  have  been 
convicted  of  poseeselng  or  carrying  in  violation  of  any  law  any 
weapon  which  shooU  or  Is  designed  to  shoot  automatically  or 
semiautomatically  more  than  one  shot  without  manual  reloading, 
by  a  single  function  of  the  trigger,  or  a  weapon  commonly  called 
a  sawed-off  shotgun. 
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"•(4)  Any  alien  who.  at  any  time  within  8  years  after  entry, 
shall  have  been  convicted  of  violating  the  provisions  of  title  I  of 
tbe  Allen  RrcUtratlon  Act,  1940. 

-•.6)  Any  alien  who,  at  any  time  after  entry,  shall  have  been 
convicted  more  than  once  of  violating  the  provisions  of  title  I  of 
the  Allen  Registration  Act.  1940.' 

"No  alien  who  is  deportable  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
(8).  (4),  or  (5)  of  this  subsection  shall  be  deported  until  the 
termination  of  his  Imprisonment  or  the  entry  of  an  order  releasing 
him  on  probation  or  parole. 

"•(c)  In  the  case  of  any  alien  (other  than  one  to  whom  sub- 
■ectlon  (d)  is  applicable)  who  Is  deportable  under  any  law  of  the 
United  States  and  who  has  proved  good  moral  character  for  the 
preceding  5  years,  the  Attorney  General  may  (1)  permit  such  alien 
to  depart  the  United  States  to  any  country  of  his  choice  at  his 
own  expense,  in  lieu  of  deportation,  or  (2)  suspend  deportation 
of  such  alien  If  not  racially  Inadmissible  or  ineligible  to  naturaliza- 
tion in  the  United  States  if  he  finds  that  such  deportation  would 
result  In  serious  economic  detriment  to  a  citizen  or  legally  resident 
alien  who  Is  the  spouse,  parent,  or  minor  child  of  such  deportable 
alien.  If  the  deportation  of  any  alien  Is  suspended  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  subsection  for  more  than  6  months,  all  of  the  facts 
and  pertinent  provisions  of  law  in  the  case  shall  be  reported  to 
the  Congress  within  10  days  after  the  beginning  of  Its  next  regular 
session,  with  the  reasons  for  such  suspension.  The  Clerk  of  the 
House  shall  have  such  report  printed  as  a  public  document.  If 
during  that  session  the  two  Houses  pass  a  concurrent  resolution 
stating  In  substance  that  the  Congress  does  not  favor  the  sus- 
pension of  such  deportation,  the  Attorney  General  shall  there- 
upon deport  such  alien  In  the  manner  provided  by  law.  If  during 
that  session  the  two  Houses  do  not  pass  such  a  resolution,  the 
Attorney  General  shall  cancel  deportation  proceedings  upon  the 
termination  of  such  session,  except  that  such  proceedings  shall 
not  be  canceled  in  the  case  of  any  alien  who  was  not  legally 
admitted  for  permanent  residence  at  the  time  of  his  last  entry  Into 
the  United  States,  unless  such  alien  pays  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  a  fee  of  SIS  (which  fee  shall  be 
deposited  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  miscellaneous 
receipt).  Upon  the  cancelation  of  such  proceedings  In  any  case 
In  which  such  fee  has  been  paid,  the  Commissioner  shall  record 
the  alien's  admission  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of 
his  last  entry  into  the  United  SUtes  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall.  If  the  alien  was  a  quota  Immigrant  at  the  time  of  entry 
and  was  not  charged  to  the  appropriate  quota,  reduce  by  one  the 
immigration  quota  of  the  country  of  the  alien's  nationality  as 
defined  in  section  12  of  the  act  of  Blay  26,  1924  (U.  8.  C.  title  8. 
aec.  212).  for  the  fiscal  year  then  current  or  next  following. 

"•(d)  The  provisions  of  sutjsectlon  (c)  shall  not  be  applicable  In 
tbe  case  of  any  alien  who  U  deportable  under  ( 1 )  the  Act  of  Octo- 
ber 16.  1918  (40  Stat.  1008;  U.  8.  C.  title  8.  sec.  137).  entitled  •'An 
Act  to  exclude  and  expel  from  the  United  States  aliens  who  are 
members  of  the  anarchist  and  similar  classes",  as  amended;  (2) 
the  Act  of  May  26,  1922,  entitled  "An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  en- 
titled An  Act  to  prohibit  the  importation  and  use  of  opium  for 
other  than  medicinal  purposes',  approved  February  9.  1909.  as 
amended"  (42  Stat.  696;  U.  8.  C.  title  21,  sec.  178);  (3)  the  Act  of 
February  18,  1931,  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide  for  the  deporution 
of  alieni*  convicted  and  senUnced  for  violation  of  ony  law  regu- 
lating traffic  In  narcotics",  as  amended  (46  Stat.  1171;  U.  8.  C 
title  8.  sec.  166a);  (4)  any  of  the  proviMions  of  so  much  of  sub- 
section (a)  of  this  section  as  relates  to  criminals,  prostitutes,  pro- 
curers, or  other  immoral  persons,  the  mentally  and  physically 
deficient,  anarchists,  and  similar  classes;  or  (6)   subsection  (b)  of 

this  section.'  ^    .....    ^        *  ». 

"8bc  21.  The  Act  entitled  'An  Act  to  provide  for  the  deportation 
of  aliens  convicted  and  sentenced  for  violation  of  any  law  regu- 
lating    traffic     in     narcotics',     approved     February     18,     1931,     is 

amended —  ^         ^         ^, 

•'(1)   By  striking  out  the  words 'and  sentenced  ;  .      „  ,    ^ 

"(2)  By  inserting  after  the  words  'any  statute  of  the  United 

SUtes'  the  following:  'or  of  any  State,  Territory,  possession,  or  of 

the  District  of  Columbia.';  and 

"(3)   By  Inserting  after  the  word  'heroin*  a  comnui  and  the  word 

'marihuana'.  ....  ..  ..^  ^ 

"Sec.  22.  No  alien  shall  be  deportable  by  reason  of  the  amend- 
menU  made  by  section  20  or  21  on  account  of  any  act  committed 
prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act, 

"Sec  23  (a)  The  first  paragraph  of  section  1  of  the  Act  entitled 
'An  Act  to  exclude  and  expel  from  the  United  States  aliens  who 
are  members  of  the  anarchUtlc  and  similar  classes',  approved 
October  10.  1918,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  rend  as  follows: 

"  That  any  alien  who.  at  any  time,  shall  be  or  shall  hnvc  been  a 
member  of  any  one  of  the  following  classes  shall  be  excluded  from 
admission  Into  ths  United  8Utes:',  .^   .«,.  m^m   t. 

"(b)  Section  2  of  such  Act  of  October  16,  1918,  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  „      ^    .      *w    v*..*.^ 

"  Sec,  2,  Any  alien  who  was  at  the  time  of  entering  the  United 
States,  or  has  been  at  any  time  thereafter,  a  member  of  any  one 
of  ths  classes  of  aliens  enuRicrated  In  section  1  of  this  Act,  shall, 
upon  the  warrant  of  the  Attorney  General,  be  taken  Into  custody 
and  deportee  In  the  manner  provided  in  the  Immigration  Act  of 
February  6.  1917.  The  provUlons  of  this  section  shall  be  applicable 
to  the  classes  of  aliens  mentioned  In  this  Act.  irrespective  of  the 
time  of  their  entry  into  the  United  States.' 

"Tttli  in 

"Sec  30.  No  visa  shall  hereafter  be  issued  to  any  alien  seeking 
to  enter  the  United  SUtes  unless  said  alien  has  been  registered 


and  fingerprinted  in  duplicate.  One  copy  of  the  '"•Bl"^*'*'"  *°2 
fingerprtnt  record  shall  be  reUlned  by  the  consul.  The.»«f J*^ 
copy  shall  be  attached  to  the  alien's  visa  and  shaU  be  taken  up 
by  the  examining  immigrant  inspector  at  the  port  of  arrival  of 
the  alien  In  the  United  States  and  forwarded  to  the  Department  of 
Justice,  at  Washington,  District  of  Columbia. 

••Any  alien  seeking  to  enter  the  United  States  who  does  not  present 
a  visa  (except  in  emergency  cases  defined  by  the  Secretary  of 
SUte),  a  reentry  permit,  or  a  border-crcesing  identification  card 
shall  be  excluded  from  admission  to  the  United  States. 

•'Sec.  31.  (a)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  alien  now  or  hereafter 
In  the  United  States,  who  (1)  is  14  years  of  age  or  older,  (2)  has  not 
been  registered  and  fingerprinted  under  section  30,  and  (3)  remains 
in  the  United  States  for  30  days  or  longer,  to  apply  for  registration 
and  to  be  fingerprinted  before  the  expiration  of  such  30  days. 

"(b)  It  shall  be  the  dutv  of  every  parent  or  legal  guardian  of  any 
alien  now  or  hereafter  In  the  United  States,  who  ( 1 )  Is  less  than  14 
years  of  age.  (2)  has  not  been  registered  under  section  30.  and  (3) 
remains  in  the  United  States  for  30  days  or  longer,  to  apply  for 
the  registration  of  such  alien  before  the  expiration  of  such  30  days. 
Whenever  any  alien  attains  his  fourteenth  birthday  In  the  United 
SUtee  he  shall,  within  30  days  thereafter,  apply  In  person  for  reg- 
istration and  to  be  fingerprinted. 

"Sec.  32.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sections  30  and  31 — 
"(a)    The  application  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting,  or 
for  the  registration,  of  any  alien  who  Is  in  the  United  States  on  the 
effective  date  of  such  sections  may  be  made  at  any  time  within  4 
months  after  such  date. 

"(b)  No  foreign  government  official,  or  member  of  his  family, 
shall  be  required  to  be  registered  or  fingerprinted  under  this  title. 
"(c)  The  Commissioner  Is  authorized  to  prescribe,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Attorney  General,  special  regulations  for  the  registra- 
tion and  fingerprinting  of  (1)  alien  seamen.  (2)  holders  of  border- 
crossing  Identification  cards.  (3)  aliens  confined  in  institutions 
within  the  United  States.  (4)  aliens  under  order  of  deportation,  and 
(5)  aliens  of  any  other  class  not  lavirfully  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence. 

"Sec.  33.  (a)  All  applications  for  registration  and  fingerprinting 
imder  section  31  shall  be  made  at  post  offices  or  such  other  places  as 
may  be  designated  by  the  CommLssloner. 

"(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  postmaster,  with  such  assistance 
as  shall  be  provided  by  the  Commissioner,  to  register  and  fingerprint 
any  applicant  for  registration  and  fingerprinting  under  such  section, 
and  for  such  purposes  to  designate  appropriate  space  in  the  local 
post  office  for  such  registration  and  fingerprinting.  Every  postmaster 
shall  forward  promptly  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  at  Washington, 
District  of  Columbia,  the  registration  and  fingerprint  record  of 
every  alien  registered  and  fingerprinted  by  him.  The  Commissioner 
may  designate  such  other  places  for  registration  and  fingerprinting 
as  may  be  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  act.  and 
provide  for  registration  and  fingerprinting  of  aliens  at  such  places 
by  officers  or  employees  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
8ervlce  designated  by  the  Ckimmlesloner.  Tlie  duties  Imposed  upon 
any  postmaster  under  this  act  shall  also  be  performed  by  any  em- 
ployees at  the  post  office  of  such  postmaster  who  are  designated  by 
the  postmaster  for  such  purpose. 

"8bc.  34.  (a)  The  Commlstloner  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
prepare  forms  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting  of  aliens  under 
this  title.  Such  forms  shall  contain  inquiries  with  respect  to  (1) 
the  date  and  place  of  entry  of  the  alien  into  the  United  States; 

(2)  activities  In  which  he  has  been  and  intends  to  be  engaged; 

(3)  the  length  of  time  he  expects  to  remain  In  the  United  States; 

(4)  the  criminal  record,  if  any.  of  such  alien;  and  (5)  such  addi- 
tional matters  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Attorney  General. 

"(b)  All  registration  and  fingerprint  records  made  under  the  pro- 
visions  of  this  title  shall  be  secret  and  confidential,  and  shall  be 
made  available  only  to  such  persons  or  agencies  as  may  be  desig- 
nated by  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  tbe  Attorney 
General. 

"(c)  Every  person  required  to  apply  for  the  registration  of  him- 
self or  another  under  this  title  shall  submit  under  oath  the  Infor- 
mation required  for  such  registration.  Any  person  authorized  to 
register  aliens  under  this  title  shall  be  authorized  to  administer 
oaths  for  such  purpose. 

"Sec.  35.  Any  alien  required  to  be  registered  under  this  title  who 
Is  a  resident  of  the  United  States  shall  notify  the  Commissioner  in 
writing  of  each  change  of  residence  and  new  address  within  five 
days  from  the  date  of  such  change.  Any  other  alien  required  to  be 
registered  under  this  title  shall  notify  the  Commissioner  In  writing 
of  his  address  at  the  expiration  of  each  three  months'  period  of 
residence  in  the  United  States.  In  tbe  case  of  an  alien  for  whom 
a  parent  or  legal  guardian  Is  required  to  apply  for  registration,  the 
notices  required  by  this  section  shall  be  given  by  such  parent  or 
legal  guardian. 

"8vo.  30.  (a)  Any  alien  required  to  apply  for  registration  and 
to  be  fingerprinted  who  willfully  falls  or  refuses  to  make  such  appli- 
cation or  to  be  fingerprinted,  and  any  parent  or  legal  guardian 
required  to  apply  for  the  registration  of  any  alien  who  willfully 
falls  or  refuses  to  file  application  for  the  registration  of  such 
alien,  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof  be  fined  not  to  exceed  11,000 
or  be  Imprisoned  not  more  than  six  months,  or  both. 

"(b)  Any  alien,  or  any  parent  or  legal  guardian  of  any  alien,  who 
falls  to  give  written  notice  to  the  Commissioner  of  change  of 
address  as  required  by  section  36  of  this  Act  shall,  upon  conviction 
thereof,  be  fined  not  to  exceed  $100,  or  be  imprisoned  not  more 
than  thirty  days,  or  both. 
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-re>  Any  alien  or  any  parent  or  legal  guardian  of  any  aJlen,  ^ 
ft  J  an  appUcaUon  tJ  registration  containing  »t^temenU  tao^ 
Sy  Wm  to  be  false,  or  who  procures  or  attempts  to  Pr«^  "fj" 

Iratlon  of  himself  or  another  P^^^J^^^t^^^^J^^'^L'^Sri^^^ 
conviction  thereof,  be  fined  not  to  exceed  $1,000.  or  be  imprisonea 
SS  more  than  six  months,  or  both:  and  any  alien  so  convicted 
^thi™  five  y^  after  entry  Into  the  United  States  shaU^  upon  the 
w^nt  of  ST  Attorney  General,  be  taken  Into  custody  and  be 
SS?Sd  ?n  thi  manner  provided  In  sections  19  and  20  of  the  Imml- 
oration  Act  of  Pebruary  5.  1917,  as  amended.  .**  _ 

"B^  37  (a)  The  d^mmissioner.  with  the  approval  of  the  Attor- 
ney^neral.  is  authorized  and  empowered  to  maJke  and  Prescribe. 
IZ  iZm  time  to  time  to  change  and  amend,  such  rules  and  regu- 
lations not  in  conflict  with  this  Act  as  he  may  deem  necessary 
and  proper  in  aid  of  the  administration  and  enforcement  of  this 
mie^ffid  ng  provisions  for  the  identification  of  a  lens  registered 
under  S, 18  titll):  except  that  all  such  rules  and  regulations^  insof^ 
as  they  relate  to  the  ^rformance  of  functions  by  consular  officers 
"  iSS  "or  employeeTm  the  Postal  Service,  shall  be  Prescribed  by 
the  Seireury  of  State  and  the  Postmaster  General,  respectively. 
S^n^^mmendatlon  of  the  Attorney  General.  ^The  powers  con- 
fe^ed  upon  the  Attorney  General  by  this  Act  and  all  other  powers 
of  the  Atwrney  General  relating  to  the  ^1"^!^^^'°°  f.f  f^SS: 
gration  and  Naturalization  Service  may  be  exercised  by  the  Attorney 
General  through  such  ofBcers  of  the  Department  of  Justice.  Includ- 
STg  officers  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalizatton  Service  attor- 
neys speclal  attorneys,  and  special  assistants  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, as  he  may  designate  specmcally  for  such  P"n)0«»; 
^b)  The  Commissioner  Is  authorized  to  make  such  expenditures. 
to  employ  such  additional  temporary  and  permanent  employees 
and  to  rent  such  quarters  outside  the  District  of  Columbia  as  may 
be  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provlslorvs  of  this  title. 

"Sec   38    (a)  For  the  purposes  of  this  title — 

"rn  the  term  United  States',  when  used  In  a  geographical  sense, 
means  the  stISs.  the  Territories  of  Alaska  and  HawaU.  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands: 

•■(2)  the  term  -Commissioner'  means  the  Commissioner  of  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization.  ^      -    *     ♦»,-  a^*^ 

"(b)  The  provisions  of  this  title  shall  take  effect  upon  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  Act:  except  that  section*  30  and  31  shall  take 
effect  slxtv  days  after  the  date  of  Its  enactment.  ^     __       ^. 

•^EC  39  The  President  la  authorized  to  provide,  by  Executive 
order  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting.  In  a  manner  as  nearly 
similar  to  that  provided  in  this  tlUe  as  he  deems  practicable,  of 
aliens  In  the  Panama  Canal  Zone. 

"TnxE  IV 

-are  40  If  any  provision  of  this  Act,  or  the  application  thereof 
to  any  person  or  clrcumsUnce.  Is  held  invalid,  the  remainder  of 
the  Act    and  the  application  of  such  provision  to  other  persons  or 

circumstances.  shaU  not  be  affected  thereby.  

^an^Al.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the    Alien  Registration  Act. 

1940'. 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  to  the  UUe  of  the  bQl.  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Tom  Conkaixt, 
Jno.  E.  Muxes. 
John  A.  Danahes, 
Managers  on  the  iMrt  of  the  Senate. 

HaTTOM  W.   StJMNESS, 

Sam  Hobbs. 
C.  B.  Hancock. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  quesUon  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  conference  report.  ,^  „.     ^ 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to 
inquire  whether  or  not  the  bill  as  reported  in  the  conference 
report  is  substantially  the  same  as  the  bill  passed  by  the 
Senate  on  last  Saturday? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  believe  there  are  only  three  amendments. 
Two  of  them  are  technical  and  one  relates  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  RussellI.  We 
changed  that  amendment  and  in  the  report  we  divided  the 
penalty.  We  made  the  deportation  penalty  apply  only  to 
those  convicted  of  making  false  statements  and  not  to  those 
guilty  of  failure  to  register.  However,  for  willful  failure  to 
register  we  increased  the  maximum  penalty  from  $100  to 
$1,000.  and  the  maximum  imprisonment  from  30  days  to 
1  year,  in  the  discretion  of  the  court. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Outside  of  that,  the  House 
accepted  the  Senate  amendments? 

Mr.  MILLER.  Outside  of  that,  the  House  accepted  the 
Senate   amendments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  conference  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 
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PRACnCB   or    PODI-^TRY  IW   THB  DISTRICT   OF   COttTMBlA 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  caU  the  next 

bill  on  the  calendar. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  b"!  /H.  R.  «692)  to 
amend  the  act  to  regulate  the  practice  of  podiatry  In  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia,  with  amendments. 

The  first  amendment  was,  on  page  4.  line  25,  after  -United 
States",  to  insert  "or  has  duly  declared  his  intention  to  become 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States";  and  on  page  5.  line  4.  after 
"Board"  to  insert  "Any  Ucense  issued  to  a  person  who  is  a 
citizen  of  a  foreign  country  and  who  has  duly  declared  his 
intenUon  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall  auto- 
matically terminate  and  the  registration  of  the  candidate  be 
annulled  in  the  event  such  candidate  shall  fail  to  submit  to 
the  Board  satisfactory  evidence  within  6  years  from  the  date 
of  such  license  that  he  has  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States",  so  as  to  read: 

Sec  5  Any  person  who  desires  to  begin  the  practice  of  podiatry 
within  the  District  of  Columbia  shaH  file  with  the  '^^^^I'^l^^- 
virer  of  the  Board  a  written  application  for  a  license,  and  furnish 
satisfactory  proof  that  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  or  has 
duly  declared  his  Intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
not  less  than  21  years  of  age.  of  good  moral  character  and  s  a 
graduate  of  a  podiatry  college  recognized  by  the  National  Association 
of  Chiropodists  and  approved  by  the  Board.  Any  Ucense  Issued  to  a 
person  who  la  a  citizen  of  a  foreign  country  and  who  has  duly  ae- 
clared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  shall 
automatically  terminate  and  the  registration  of  the  candidate  be 
annulled  in  the  event  such  candidate  shall  faU  to  submit  to  the 
Board  satisfactory  evidence  within  6  years  from  the  date  of  such 
license  that  he  has  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  Such  ap- 
plication must  be  upon  the  form  prescribed  by  the  Board,  vertlfled 
by  oath,  and  accompanied  by  the  required  fee  and  a  recent  un- 
motuited  autographed  photograph  of  the  applicant.  The  Board 
shall  hold  m  January  and  July  of  each  year,  in  such  place  as  it  may 
designate,  examinations  to  determine  the  fitness  of  applicant*  for 
licenses  under  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  7.  line  1.  to  strike  out 
"Board"  and  insert  "District  Court  of  the  United  SUtes  for 
the  District  of  Columbia",  and  in  line  4.  to  strike  out  "Board" 
and  insert  "court",  so  as  to  read: 

Sec.  7.  The  District  Court  of  the  United  SUtes  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  may  revoke  or  stispend  the  license  of  any  podiatrist  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  upon  proof  satisfactory  to  said  court. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  8.  line  23.  after  tne 
words  "act  or",  to  insert  "to  knowingly  violate",  so  as  to  read: 

(5)  Violating  this  act  or  aiding  any  person  to  violate  this  act  or 
to  knowingly  violate  the  podiatry  act  of  any  State  or  Territory. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  9.  line  7.  after  the  woras 
"restricting  the",  to  strike  out  "Board"  and  insert  "said  court", 
so  as  to  read: 

The  foregoing  specifications  of  acts  constituting  unprofessional 
conduct  shall  not  be  construed  as  a  complete  definition  ol  un- 
professional conduct  nor  as  authorizing  or  permitting  the  per- 
formance of  other  or  similar  acts  not  denounced,  or  as  limiting 
or  restricting  the  said  court  from  holding  that  other  or  similar  acts 
also  constitute  unprofessional  conduct. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  9,  after  line  9,  to  strike 
out: 

Sec.  8.  No  action  to  revoke  or  suspend  a  license  shall  be  taken 
until  the  acctised  has  been  furnished  a  statement  In  writing  of 
the  charges  against  him.  together  with  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  of  hearing  thereof.  The  accused  may  be  present  at  the  hear- 
ings In  person  or  by  coxinsel,  or  both.  The  statement  of  charges  and 
notice  may  be  served  personally  upon  such  person  or  mailed  to  him 
at  his  last  known  address  at  least  20  days  prior  to  the  hearing.  If 
upon  such  hearing  the  Board  finds  the  charges  sustained,  it  may 
suspend  for  a  definite  period  or  revoke  the  license  of  any  such 
podiatrist.  Such  revocation  or  suspension  shall  take  from  the  per- 
son named  In  such  license  aU  rights  and  privileges  acquired  thereby. 
Any  podiatrist  whose  license  has  been  revoked  or  suspended  by  the 
Board  may,  within  20  A&ys  after  the  order  of  revocation  or  suspen- 
sion was  entered,  appeal  from  such  order  to  the  District  Court  of 
the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  where  the  case  shaU 
be  heard  de  novo,  and  the  court,  after  such  hearing,  shall  enter 
such  order  as  in  Its  Judgment  the  Board  should  have  entered  During 
the  pendency  of  such  appeal  the  order  of  the  Board  shall  remain 


In  fun  force  and  effect  unleos  the  court  shall  otherwise  order.  Any 
podlatrtot  whose  license  has  been  suspended  or  revoked  n^y  be 
retnstated  and  a  new  license  Issued  to  him  when  In  the  Judgment 
of  the  Board  sxich  action  Is  warranted,  provided  such  reinstated 
podiatrist  shall  pay  all  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  resulting  In  his 
suspension  and  reinstatement  and  in  addition  thereto  a  fee  of  $25. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert: 

Sk.  8  The  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of 
Obltnnbia  may  suspend  or  revoke  any  license  Issued  and  any  regis- 
tration upon  evidence  showing  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  licentiate  or  registrant,  as  the  case  may  be.  has  been  guilty  of 
misconduct  or  is  professionally  incapacitated. 

Proceedings  looking  toward  the  suspension  or  revocation  of  • 
license  or  registration  shall  be  begun  by  petition  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia  in  the  name 
of  the  Board  of  Podiatry  Examiners  and  shall  be  verified  by  oath. 
Proceedings  shall  be  conducted  according  to  the  ordinary  rules  of 
equity  practice  and  siich  supplementary  rules  as  said  court  may 
deem  expedient  to  carry  Into  effect  the  purposes  and  intent  of  this 
act;  and  said  court  is  hereby  authorized  to  make  such  supple- 
mentary rules.  An  appeal  may  be  taken  from  the  decision  of  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  of  said  District.  Any  such  ap- 
peal on  behalf  of  the  Board  of  Podiatry  Kxaminers  may  be  filed 
without  hand.  The  District  Court  of  the  United  States  lor  the 
District  of  Columbia  may  determine  whether  a  license  or  registra- 
tion shall  be  suspended  or  revoked,  and  If  such  license  Is  to  be  sus- 
pended MM  court  may  determine  the  duration  of  such  suspension 
and  the  conditions  under  which  such  stispen&ion  shall  terminate. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  14.  line  1.  after  the 
word  "qualified",  to  strike  out  "phjrslcian  or  surgeon"  and 
insert  "practitioner  of  the  healing  arts",  so  as  to  read: 

Sec.  12.  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  apply  to  a  bona  fide  student  of 
podiatry  In  the  clinic  rooms  of  a  reputable  podiatry  college;  to  a 
licensed  and  legally  qualified  practloner  of  the  healing  arts,  to  a 
podiatrist  of  the  United  State*  Army.  Navy,  Public  Health  Service. 
or  Veterans'  Administration,  in  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties. 
nor  to  a  lawful  practitioner  of  podiatry  in  another  State  or  Terri- 
tory making  a  clinical  demonstration  before  a  bona  fide  society, 
convention,  association  of  podiatrists,  or  podiatry  college,  or  per- 
forming his  duties  In  connection  with  a  specific  case  on  which  he 
may  have  been  called  to  the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  That  completes  the  dommit- 
tee  amendments. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  a  number 
of  amendments  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendments  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Utah  will  be  stated. 

The  Chut  Clerk.  On  page  3.  line  1,  after  the  word  "can- 
didates", it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  insert 
the  word  "and." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clebk.  On  page  3,  line  4.  It  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  the  word  "such"  and  insert  the  word  "each." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3,  line  4.  after  the  comma  fol- 
lowing the  word  "license",  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  word 
"and." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3,  line  5,  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  the  words  "by  it." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  11.  line  12,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  the  word  "heretofore." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chikf  Clerk.  On  page  12.  line  14,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "will"  and  insert  "shaU." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendments  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
biU. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BOARD  OF  steam  AND  OTHKR  OPERATING  KNGINXERS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8815)  to  grant  per  diem  compensation  to 
the  appointed  members  of  the  Board  of  Steam  and  Other 
Operating  Engineers  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
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othw  purposes  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

JXTVXNILS  COURT,  iUSTKICT  OF  COLTTMBIA 

The  bin  (H.  R.  9804)  to  amend  and  clarify  section  6.  sub- 
section 2,  of  the  act  approved  June  1,  1938.  known  as  "Juve- 
nile Court  Act  of  the  District  of  Columbia",  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

AMXNDltSNT  OF  LIFE  INSURANCE  ACT,  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9299)  to  amend  section  10  of  chapter  5  of 
Public  Act  No.  436,  Seventy-third  Congress,  approved  Jime 
19,  1934,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LIENS  ON  MOTOR   VEHICLBS,  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9907)  to  provide  for  the  recording  and 
releasing  of  liens  by  entries  on  certificates  of  title  for  motor 
vehicles  and  trailers,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BO.UtD     OF     FUNERAL     DIRECTORS     AND     EMBALMERS.     DISTRICT     OF 

COLUMBIA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3720)  to 
create  and  establish  a  Board  of  Funeral  Directors  and  Em- 
bahners  for  the  District  of  Cc^umbia  and  to  prescribe  its 
powers  and  duties  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  with  amendments. 

The  first  amendment  was,  in  section  4,  on  page  3,  line  17, 
after  the  word  "Board",  to  insert  "and  shall  also  be  secretary- 
treasurer  of  said  Board  and  shall  give  bond  for  the  faithful 
performance  of  his  duties  in  such  amount  as  the  Board  may 
deem  necessary";  and  on  page  4,  line  8,  after  the  word  "cause", 
to  Insert  "The  members  of  said  Board  shall  serve  without 
compensation."    So  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sbc.  4.  The  Commisslonere  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  ap- 
point as  members  of  said  Board  six  persons  who  shall  have  been 
actively  engaged  at  a  place  of  business  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
in  the  business  or  profession  of  funeral  directing  or  embalming 
for  a  minimum  of  5  consecutive  years  immediately  preceding  their 
appointment,  a  physician  licensed  to  practice  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  a  representative  from  the  faculty  of  any  one  of  the 
medical  schools  located  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  each  member 
of  said  Board  shall  be  not  lees  than  25  years  of  age,  of  good  moral 
character,  and  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  In  addition  thereto, 
the  health  officer  of  the  District  of  Columbia  or  a  member  of  the 
personnel  of  the  Health  Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
designated  by  said  health  officer,  shall  serve,  ex  officio,  as  a  member 
of  said  Board  and  shall  also  be  secretary-treasurer  of  said  Board  and 
shall  give  bond  for  the  faithful  performance  of  his  duties  in  such 
amount  as  the  Board  may  deem  necessary,  hut  without  added  com- 
pensation for  hU  services  as  such.  The  Conunlssloners  shall  appoint 
the  first  members  of  said  Board  within  30  days  from  the  enactment 
of  thie  act.  Four  memt)ers  of  the  Board  originally  appointed  by  the 
Commissioners  shall  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  1  year,  and  four 
members  shall  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  2  years.  Thereafter,  the 
term  of  the  members  of  said  Board  shall  be  for  2  years  and  untU 
their  succeraors  are  appointed  by  the  Commissioners  and  have 
qualified.  Members  to  fill  vacancies  shall  he  appointed  by  the 
Commissioners  for  the  unexpired  term.  The  Commissioners  may 
remove  any  member  of  the  Board  at  any  time  for  neglect  of  duty  or 
other  Just  cause.  The  members  of  said  Board  shall  serve  without 
compensation. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  6,  on  page  5,  after  line 
1,  to  strike  out  "the  Board  shall  appoint  a  secretary-treasurer 
of  the  Board,  who  need  not  be  a  member  of  the  Board,  and 
such  secretary-treasurer  shall  give  bond  for  the  faithful  per- 
formance of  his  duties  In  such  amount  as  the  Board  may 
deem  necessary",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  6  (a)  The  Board  shall  meet  In  the  District  of  Columbia  at 
least  once  each  year  on  the  second  Tuesday  of  the  month  of  Jan- 
uary erf  each  year  and  may  hold  other  meetings  at  such  tlmr  as  It 
deems  necessary;  and  the  time  and  place  of  said  meetings  shall  be 
fixed  and  determined  by  the  Board  In  Its  rules  and  regulations. 
At  the  January  meeting,  which  shall  be  known  as  the  annual  meet- 
ing, the  Board  shall  elect  from  among  its  members  a  president  and 
a  vice  president.  Five  members  of  said  Board  shall  constitute  a 
quorum  for  the  transaction  of  business  at  any  meeting;  if,  however, 
such  quorum  shall  not  be  present  at  any  regularly  called  meeting, 
the  members  present  may  adjourn  such  meeting  from  time  to  time 
until  such  quorum  is  present.  The  Board  is  hereby  authorized  and 
empowered  to  make,  and  from  time  to  time  may  alter,  such  rules 
and  regulations,  not  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  ol  this  act. 
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mibject  to  the  approval  of  the  CommlssloneTB  of  the  DtBtrlct  of 
Columbia,  as  It  deems  necessary  for  the  conduct  of  iU  business  and 
for  the  proper  execution  and  enforcement  of  the  provisions  of  this 
act.  The  Board  shall  adopt  a  common  seal  and  from  time  to  time 
may  alter  the  same  if  It  is  deemed  proper;  the  courts  of  the  DUtrict 
of  Columbia  shall  take  Judicial  notice  of  such  seal. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  7.  on  page  5.  line  25, 
after  "(a)",  to  strike  out  "The  members  of  the  Board  shall 
serve  without  pay.  The  secretary-treasurer  shall,  however, 
be  paid  such  salary  as  shall  be  approved  by  the  Board,  and 
such  salary  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  funds  received  by  the 
Board  and  no  part  of  such  compensation  shall  be  paid 
otherwise  by  the  District  of  Columbia.";  on  page  6.  line  13. 
after  the  word  "The",  to  strike  out  "Board"  and  insert 
"Secretary- treasurer";  in  line  15,  after  the  word  "as",  to 
strike  out  "It"  and  insert  "he";  at  the  beginning  of  line  16, 
to  insert  "subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Board";  in  Une  21, 
after  the  word  "space",  to  strike  out  "furniture,  stationery, 
heat,  light,  telephone,  and  other  office  facilities  and  proper 
conveniences",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  7.  (a)  The  Secretary-treastirer  shall  perform  such  duties 
as  the  Board  by  Its  rxUes  and  rfgulatlona  shall  prescribe.  The 
Boaid  may  appoint  one  or  more  tnspectors  whose  duties  shall  be 
determined  by  the  Board,  and  the  salary  and  necessary  expenses 
of  such  Inspector  or  inspectors  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  funds 
received  by  the  Board  and  no  part  of  such  compensation  shall  be 
paid  otherwise  by  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(b)  The  secretary-treasurer  is  hereby  authorized  and  empowered 
to  employ  and  fix  the  salary  of  such  clerical  assistants  as  he  may, 
from  time  to  time,  deem  necessary  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Beard:  the  compensation  of  such  employee  or  employees  shall  be 
paid  out  of  the  funds  received  by  the  Board  and  no  part  of  such 
compen-satlon  shall  be  paid  otherwise  by  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(c)  The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  pro- 
vide, for  the  use  of  the  Board,  such  ofQce  space  as  shall  be  reason- 
ably necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  and  to  effectuate 
the  purposes  of  this  act.  The  corporation  counsel  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  shall  act  as  counsel  for  the  Board  but  without  added 
compensation  for  his  services  as  such. 

(d)  The  Board  Is  hereby  authorized  and  empowered  to  receive, 
and  the  Anatomical  Board  of  the  District  of  Columbia  (32  Stat. 
174.  ch.  638,  sec.  9)  is  hereby  authorized  to  deliver,  under  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  act  creating  said  Anatomical  Board 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  said  Board,  a  sufficient  number  of 
dead  human  bodies  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  said  Board  to 

conduct    the    examinations    In    funeral    directing    and    embalming 
provided  for  in  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  in  section  10.  on  page  9,  at  the 
beginning  of  line  2.  to  strike  out  "for  the  succeeding  calendar 
year",  and  insert.  "All  licenses  issued  shall  date  from  the  1st 
day  of  July  in  each  year  and  expire  on  the  30th  day  of  June 
following"  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sbc.  10.  Within  60  days  from  the  enactment  of  this  act.  every 
person  registered  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act  with  the  Health 
Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  an  undertaker  and 
actually  engaged  in  such  business  at  the  time  of  the  enactment 
of  this  act  at  a  fixed  place  or  establishment  equipped  as  a  funeral 
home  and  desiring  to  continue  those  activities  of  an  undertaker 
defined  in  this  act  as  funeral  director  shall  furnish  proof  satis- 
factory to  the  Board  that  he  was  so  registered  and  so  engaged  in 
such  business.  Such  proof  having  been  made  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Board,  the  Board  shall  cause  the  name  of  such  person  to  be 
registered  as  a  funeral  director  in  a  book  provided  for  that  purpose 
and  kept  by  the  secretary-treasxirer  of  the  Board,  and  upon  the 
payment  of  a  fee  of  $10  the  Board  shall  issue  to  such  person  a  license 
to  engage  in  the  business  or  profession  of  funeral  directing  In  the 
District  of  Columbia.  All  licenses  Issued  shall  date  from  the  1st 
day  of  July  in  eacb  year  and  expire  on  the  30th  day  of  June  follow- 
ing. Every  license  Issued  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
be  renewed  annually  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  July  of  each  year 
upon  the  payment  of  an  annual  renewal  fee  of  $10. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  11,  on  page  9,  line  14. 
after  "act"  to  strike  out  "such  person",  so  as  to  make  the 
section  read: 

Sic.  11.  After  the  enactment  of  this  act  any  person  desiring  to 
engage  In  the  District  of  Columbia  in  the  bxismess  or  profession  of 
funeral  directing,  as  defined  In  this  act,  who  was  not  so  engaged  at 
the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  or  any  person  so  engaged  at 
the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  who  failed  to  avail  himself 
of  the  provisions  of  section  10  of  this  act.  shaU  present  himself 
before  the  Board  for  a  license  to  practice  funeral  directing.  Such 
person  shall  submit  proof  satisfactory  to  the  Board  that  he  is  not 
less  than  21  years  of  age.  that  he  is  of  good  moral  character  and 
tree  from  any  habits  liable  to  Interfere  with  the  performance  of 
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his  duties,  and  that  he  is  a  graduate  from  a  recognlied  high  school 
or  Ito  equ  valent.  Such  person  shall  also  submit  P««' ^^fl^^^^^ 
to  the  B^ard  that  he  has  had  not  less  than  2  years'  P^f*:^'^^  ^f P*[^: 
ence  as  an  apprentice  with  a  licensed  funeral  director  to  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  that  he  was  registered  as  an  "PP^^^'^^.f'JlJt  o? 
Board  of  Funeral  Directors  and  Embalmers  of  ^he  'DistT'f^.  °' 
Columbia  at  the  time  he  started  to  serve  ^Is  apprent  ceshlp  and 
that  such  apprenticeship  was  served  in  acco«"dance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  section  13  of  this  act.  Such  person  ?r^f",^,  "«°?»"?J 
bv  the  Board  as  to  the  proper  sanitation  and  disinfection  of  the 
clothing  and  bedding  of  persons  dying  from  f'^""""}^^*']^,^^^?^ 
and  the  premises  in  which  they  died:  as  to  laws  of  ^he  District  of 
Columbia  relative  to  death  certificates,  removals,  burials,  burial 
permits,  and  interstate  shipment  of  dead  bodies;  arid  as  to  the 
proper  care,  preparation  for  burial,  and  burial  of  dead  human 
bodies  and  such  other  subjects  as  the  Board  deems  necessary  and 
Drooer  Each  such  applicant  for  a  license  to  engage  In  the  business 
or  profession  of  funeral  directing  shall  submit  formal  application 
supporting  data,  photograph,  and  shall  pay  an  examination  fee  of 
»25  which  if  the  applicant  passes  or  fails  the  examination  herein 
authorized,  shall  not  be  returnable. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  in  section  12.  on  page  10.  at 
the  beginning  of  Une  21,  to  strike  out  "therefore";  on  page 
11.  line  3.  after  "District  of  Columbia",  to  strike  out  "for  the 
succeeding  calendar  year"  and  insert  "All  licenses  Issued 
shall  date  from  the  1st  day  of  July  in  each  year  and  expire 
on  the  30th  day  of  June  following",  so  as  to  make  the  section 
read: 

Sec.  12.  When  the  Board  shall  find  that  the  applicant  for  a 
license  to  practice  the  business  or  profession  of  funeral  directing 
as  defined  in  this  act  possesses  the  qualifications  prescribed  in  this 
act  and  when  the  applicant  shall  have  passed  the  examination 
prescribed  by  the  Board,  the  Board  shall  cause  the  name  of  such 
applicant  to  be  registered  in  a  book  to  be  provided  for  that  pur- 
pose and  kept  by  the  secreUry-treasurer  of  the  Board,  and  upon 
the  payment  of  the  license  fee  of  $10,  the  Board  shall  issue  to  such 
person  a  license  to  engage  in  the  business  or  profession  of  funeral 
directing  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  All  licensee  Issued  shall 
date  from  the  Ist  day  of  July  in  each  year  and  expire  on  the  30th 
day  of  June  following.  Every  license  issued  under  the  provisions 
of  this  section  shall  be  renewed  annually  on  or  before  the  1st  day 
of  July  of  each  year  upon  the  payment  of  an  annual  fee  of  $10. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  14.  on  page  12.  line  12, 
after  "District  of  Columbia",  to  strike  out  "for  the  suc- 
ceeding calendar  year"  and  insert  "All  licenses  issued  shall 
date  from  the  1st  day  of  July  in  each  year  and  expire  on 
the  30th  day  of  June  following",  so  as  to  make  the  section 
read: 

Sbc.  14.  Within  60  days  from  the  enactment  of  this  act.  every 
person  registered,  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act.  with  the 
Health  Department  of  the  District  of  Colimibla  as  an  undertaker 
and  actually  engaged  in  such  business  at  the  time  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act  at  a  fixed  place  or  establishment  equipped  as  a 
funeral  home  and  desiring  to  continue  those  activities  of  an  xinder- 
taker  defined  in  this  act  as  embalmer  shall  furnish  proof  satis- 
factory to  the  Board  that  he  was  so  registered  and  so  engaged  In 
such  business.  Such  proof  having  been  made  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Board,  the  Board  shall  cause  the  name  of  such  person 
to  be  registered  as  an  embalmer  in  a  book  to  be  provided  for  that 
purpose  and  kept  by  the  secretary-treasurer  of  the  Board,  and 
upon  the  payment  of  a  fee  of  $10  the  Board  shall  Issue  to  such 
person  a  license  to  engage  In  the  business  or  profession  of 
embalming  in  the  District  of  Coliunbla.  All  licenses  Issued  shall 
date  from  the  1st  day  of  JtUy  In  each  year  and  expire  on  the  30th 
day  of  June  following.  Every  license  issued  under  the  provisions 
of  this  section  shall  be  renewed  annuaUy  on  or  before  the  1st  day 
of  July  of  each  year  upon  the  payment  of  an  annual  renewal 
fee  of  $10. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  15,  oh  page  12,  line 
24.  after  "act",  to  strike  out  "such  person";  on  page  13.  line 
6.  after  "equivalent",  to  strike  out  "and";  in  line  9.  after 
"study",  to  strike  out  "and",  and  In  line  11.  after  "District 
of  Columbia,"  to  strike  out  "and",  so  as  to  make  the  section 
read : 

8wc.  15.  After  the  enactment  of  this  act  any  person  desiring  to 
engage,  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  In  the  business  or  profession 
Of  embalming  as  defined  in  this  act.  or  any  person  so  engaged 
at  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  who  failed  to  avail  him- 
self of  the  provisions  of  section  14  of  this  act.  shall  present 
himself  before  the  Board  for  a  license  to  practice  embalming. 
Such  person  shall  submit  proof  satisfactory  to  the  Board  that 
he  is  not  less  than  21  years  of  age  and  that  he  is  of  good  moral 
character  and  free  from  any  habits  liable  to  Interfere  with  the 
performance  of  his  duties.  Such  person  shall  also  submit  proof 
that  he  is  a  graduate  of  a  recognized  high  school  or  Its  equlva- 
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lent:  that  he  la  a  graduate  of  an  approved  college  of  embalming 
whose  course  of  instruction  l>  not  leas  than  9  months,  comprising 
not  less  than  840  hours  of  study:  that  he  has  had  not  less  than 
a  years  of  practical  experience  as  an  apprentice  with  a  licensed 
embalmer  In  the  Dlstrtct  of  Colximbla;  that  he  was  registered  as 
an  apprentice  with  the  Board  of  Funeral  Directors  and  Embalmera 
at  the  time  he  started  to  serve  his  apprenticeship  and  that  such 
apprenticeship  was  served  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  17  of  this  act.  Such  person  shall  be  examined  by  the 
Board.  theoreticaUy  and  practlcaUy.  In  anatomy,  embalming,  em- 
balming fluids,  sanitation,  disinfection,  the  care  and  preparation 
of  dead  bodies  for  burial  and  the  shipment  of  same,  laws  and 
regulations  perUinlng  to  commimlcable  diseases,  and  such  other 
mbjecta  aa  the  Board  deems  necessary  and  proper.  Each  appli- 
cant for  a  license  to  engage  In  the  btialnefls  or  profession  of 
^TTiKnimitig  to  be  iBEued  after  examination  shaU  submit  formal 
application,  stipportlng  data,  photograph,  and  shall  pay  an  exami- 
nation fee  of  $25  which.  If  the  applicant  passes  or  faUs  the 
examlnaUon  herein  authorised,  shall  not  be  returnable. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  16.  on  page  14,  Une 
13,  after  "District  of  Columbia",  to  strike  out  "for  the  suc- 
ceeding calendar  year",  and  insert  "All  licenses  Issued  shall 
date  from  the  1st  day  of  July  in  each  year  and  expire  on 
the  30th  day  of  June  following",  so  as  to  make  the  section 

read: 

Bbc.  16.  When  the  Board  shall  find  that  the  applicant  for  a 
license  to  practice  the  business  or  profession  of  embalming  as 
defined  In  this  act  posseases  the  qualifications  therefor  prescribed 
to  this  act.  and  when  the  applicant  shall  have  passed  the  exami- 
nation prescribed  by  the  Board,  the  Board  shaU  cause  the  name 
of  such  applicant  to  be  registered  In  a  book  to  be  provided  for 
that  purpose  and  kept  by  the  secretary -treasurer  of  the  Board, 
and  upon  the  payment  of  the  license  fee  of  $10,  the  Board  shaU 
iMUe  to  such  person  a  Uoense  to  engage  in  the  business  or  pro- 
fession of  embalming  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  All  licenses 
Issued  shall  date  from  the  1st  day  of  Jtxly  In  each  year  and 
expire  on  the  30th  day  of  June  following.  Every  license  lss;ued 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  renewed  annually 
on  or  before  the  Ist  day  of  July  of  each  year  upon  the  payment 
of  an  annual  fee  of  $10. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  20,  on  page  17,  line 
9,  after  "Board"  to  insert  "in  case  of  the  refusal  of  any  per- 
son to  comply  with  any  subpena  issued  hereunder  or  to 
testify  to  any  matter  regarding  which  he  may  lawfully  be 
interrogated,  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  or  any  judge  thereof,  on  application 
of  any  member  of  the  Board,  shall  issue  sm  order  requiring 
such  person  to  comply  with  such  subpena  and  to  testify  or 
either,  and  any  failure  to  obey  such  order  of  the  court  may 
be  punished  by  the  court  as  a  contempt  thereof,"  so  as  to 
make  the  section  read: 

Sac.  20.  The  Board  Is  hereby  authorized  and  empowered  to  in- 
vwtlsate  any  alleged  vlolaUon  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  or 
any  aUeged  violation  or  violations  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
herein  autbortssed  to  be  promulgated  by  the  Board;  to  summon 
alleged  violators  for  hearing  before  the  Board,  to  subpena  wit- 
nesses or  take  the  testimony  of  any  person  by  deposition;  to 
administer  oaths  to  witnesses  before  the  Board;  to  compel  testi- 
mony of  and  from  witnesses;  to  require  the  production  of  books, 
records,  papers,  and  documents  by  subpena  or  otherwise;  and  to 
aid  m  the  prosecution  of  any  alleged  violation  of  this  act  or  of 
the  rules  and  regulations  hereUi  authorized  to  be  promulgated  by 
the  Board.  In  case  of  the  refusal  of  any  person  to  comply  with 
any  subpena  issued  hereunder  or  to  testify  to  any  matter  re- 
garding which  he  may  lawfuUy  be  Interrogated,  the  DUtrict  Court 
Of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  any  Judge 
thereof,  on  application  of  any  member  of  the  Board,  shall  issue 
an  order  requiring  such  person  to  comply  with  such  8ubp>ena  and 
to  testify  or  eltber.  and  any  faUure  to  obey  such  order  of  tbe 
court  may  be  punished  by  the  court  as  a  contempt  thereof. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  21.  on  page  18,  after 
line  5.  to  insert  "It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  auditor  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  audit  the  accounts  of  the  Board  at 
the  end  of  each  fiscal  year  and  make  a  report  thereof  in  writ- 
ing to  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  T!ie 
said  auditor  shall  have  free  access  to  all  books  of  accounts, 
papers,  and  records  of  the  said  Board",  so  as  to  make  the 
section  read: 

8bc.  21.  All  fees  and  charges  payable  under  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  paid  to  the  secretary-treasurer  of  the  Beard  and  by  him 
deposited  as  directed  by  the  Board.  The  Board  shall  pay  from  the 
fund  thus  established  all  of  the  expenses  of  the  Board,  including 


such  as  may  be  Incident  to  Investigation  and  crtnrfna!  prtwecutton. 
DtebursemenU  authorized  by  the  Board  shall  be  ^»<^^.^y^}^ 
signed  by  the  secretary-treasurer  of  the  Board.  The  Board  18  thereby 
empowered  to  refund  any  fee  or  charge,  or  portion  thereof,  erro- 
neously paid  or  coUected  under  this  act.  At  the  close  of  each  fiscal 
year  any  and  all  funds  of  the  Board  In  excess  of  the  sum  of  $1^ 
ShaU  be  paid  Into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  the  credit 
of  the  District  of  Columbia.  It  shaU  be  the  duty  of  the  auditor  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  audit  the  accovmts  of  the  Board  at  the 
end  of  each  fiscal  year  and  make  a  report  thereof  to  wrltLng  to  the 
Commiseloners  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  said  auditor  shaU 
have  free  access  to  all  t>ooks  of  accounts,  p^>er8,  and  records  of  tne 
said  Board. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  26,  on  page  20,  line  4, 
after  the  word  "on",  to  strike  out  "the  second"  and  insert  "or 
before  the  third";  at  the  beginning  of  Itae  6,  to  strike  out 
"during"  and  insert  "for";  in  line  6,  after  "procedlng-.  to 
strike  out  "calendar"  and  insert  "fiscal",  so  as  to  make  the 
section  read: 

Sue.  26.  The  Board  shall  report  annually  to  the  Commissioners 
on  or  before  the  third  Monday  to  January  Its  proceedings  under  the 
provUions  of  this  act  for  the  preceding  fiscal  year  with  recommenda- 
tions for  such  fvirther  legislation  as  may  be  necessary. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OPFTCER.  The  bill  Is  still  open  to 
amendment. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  since  this  bill  has  been  reported 
a  number  of  Intelligent  and  respectable  citizens  of  the  Dis- 
trict have  called  on  me  and  asked  that  the  measure  be 
amended.  The  bill  was  reported  by  the  able  Senator  from 
Mississippi.  I  do  not  feel  like  interrupting  the  proceedings  In 
order  to  tender  the  amendments  without  their  being  referred 
to  the  committee.  I  simply  give  notice  that  I  shall  confer 
with  the  chairman  and  members  of  the  committee,  and  if 
they  feel  that  the  bill  should  be  amended,  I  may  move  to 
reconsider  it  at  a  later  date. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  understand  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Utah.  He  is  referring  to  a 
District  of  Columbia  bill? 

Mr.  KINO.     Yes. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Were  the  amendments  submitted  to  the 
District  Committee? 

Mr.  KINO.  They  were  not.  That  Is  the  reason  I  do  not 
feel  like  interrupting  the  proceedings  now  to  offer  them. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    But  have  they  been  offered? 

Mr.  KING.    I  have  not  offered  them. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  imder  the  circumstances, 
I  think  the  bill  should  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  oyer. 

BOULDER  DAM 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  La  Follette  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  action  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives disagreeing  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9877)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  pro- 
mulgate and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy 
generated  at  Boulder  Dam.  providing  for  the  application  <rf 
revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  operation  of  the 
Boulder  Power  Plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or  through 
agents,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  requesting  a  conference 
with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  tiie  two  Houses 

thereon. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  move  that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its 
amendments,  agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a  confer- 
ence, and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part 

of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  Officer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  PrrTMAN,  Mr.  Ashttrst,  Mr.  Adams,  Mr.  McNart, 
and  Mr.  Johnson  of  California  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate.  

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
8450)  to  extend  for  2  additional  years  the  reduced  rates  of 
interest  on  Federal  land  bank  and  Land  Bank  Commissioner 
loans. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-SENATE 


8956 

The  message   also   announced   that  the  House   had  dis- 
agreed to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  biU  (H.  R. 
10104)  making  appropriations  to  supply  deficiencies  in  cer- 
tain appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1940, 
and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30,  1940.  and  June  30,  1941. 
and  for  other  purposes:  agreed  to  the  conference  asked  by 
the   Senate   on    the   disagreeing   votes   of   the   two   Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Taylor,  Mr.  WooDRintf  of  Virginia.  Mr. 
Cannon  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Ludlow.  Mr.  Snyder.  Mr.  O'Neal, 
Mr.  Johnson  of  West  Virginia,  Mr.  Taber,  Mr.   Wiggles- 
worth.  Mr.   Lambertson.   and   Mr.   Dttter   were   appointed 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference. 
enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolution  signed 
The  message  further  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  joint 
resolution,  and  they  were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

H.  R.  2901.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Geraldine  Ash; 

H.R.  2354.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  T.  Enloe; 
H.  R  3774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Albert  L.  Bamholtz; 
H.R.  3964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  H.  S.  Wayman; 
H.  R.  4801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Camastro,  a 
minor; 

H.R.  5211.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Kentucky  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claims  of 
Mat  Hensley,  Arnold  Blanton,  Lillie  Price.  Clyde  Thorpe,  and 
D.  L.  Mason; 

H.  R.  5464.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Don  E.  Hicks: 
H.  R.  5571.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Minnie  Lowery  and 
Winell  Lowery; 

H.R.  5930.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Raymond  C.  Knight: 
H.  R.  6095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wilbur  P.  Riddlesbarger 
and  Josephine  Riddlesbarger; 

H.R.  6548.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isobell  Shanks: 
H.  R.  6553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Pennsylvania  State 
College ; 
H.R. 6598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Upton; 
H.  R.  6845.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anthony  Borsellino; 
H.  R.  8967.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Boyd; 
H.R. 7116.  An  act  to  authorize  defraying  cost  of  neces- 
sary  work  between  the  Yuma  project  and  Boulder  Dam; 
H.  R.  7608.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  Montrose  Edrehl; 
H.R.  7858.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  D.  Brlggs  and 
Simeon  O.  Rigor; 

H.  R.  7959.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nathan  A.  Buck: 
H.  R.  8076.  An  act  to  authorize  the  furnishing   of   steam 
from  the  Central  HeaUng  Plant  to  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences,  and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  8258.  An  act  for  the  marking,  care,  and  maintenance 
of  the  Mount  of  Victory  plot  in  the  Cypress  HlUs  Cemetery, 
in  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.; 

H.  R.  8356.  An  act  for  the  exchange  of  lands  adjacent  to 
the  San  Juan  National  Forest  and  the  Rio  Grande  National 
Forest  in  Colorado; 

H.R. 8414.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  E.  Molster, 
former  disbursing  clerk  for  the  Department  of  Conmierce 
and  the  National  Recovery  Administration;  J.  L.  Summers, 
deceased,  former  chief  disbursing  clerk.  Division  of  Disburse- 
ment. Treasury  Department;  and  Guy  P.  Allen,  chief  dis- 
bursing officer.  Division  of  Disbursement.  Treasury  Depart- 
ment ; 

H.R. 9274.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  establishment  of  the  Cape  Hatteras  National 
Seashore  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." approved  August  17.  1937  (50  Stat.  669) ; 

H.  R.  9296.  An  act  to  authorize  the  attendance  of  the 
Marine  Band  at  the  convention  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the 
Republic  to  be  held  at  Springfield,  IlL,  September  8  to  13, 
Inclusive.  1940; 
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H  R  9445  An  act  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for 
the  Grand  Coulee  Dam  and  Reservoir,  and  for  other  pur- 

H.  J.  Res.  517.  Joint  resolution  to  clear  title  to  certain  real 

estate. 

size  of  the  army 

Mr  LODGE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  just  seen  a  very  in- 
teresting and  thoughtful  editorial  in  the  New  York  Herald 
Tribune  and  a  particularly  noteworthy  article  by  the  distin- 
guished military  writer.  Maj.  George  Fielding  Eliot,  both  of 
which  make  the  point  which  I  have  tried  to  impress  upon  the 
Senate  that  if  we  develop  a  weU-trained  Army  of  about 
750  000  men  now.  we  may  avoid  the  cruel  necessity  of  having 
a  mass  draft  and  a  mass  army  later.  Because  of  their  ex- 
cellence. I  ask  that  the  editorial  and  article  be  Inserted  m 
the  Congressional  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  edi- 
torial and  article  will  be  inserted  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of 
the  Senator's  remarks. 

The  editorial  and  article  are  as  follows: 

THE  UT«vniSAL-SE»VlCI  BILL 

Three  months  ago  the  mere  Introduction  of  a  t>"l  ^  •"Jf.Jj;,^.^ 
universal  service  In  the  United  States  would  have  been  politically 
unthlnk  ible.  The  fact  that  on  Thursday  Senator  Burke  could  lay 
before  the  Senate  the  blU  sponsored  by  the  Military  Training  Camps 
AsBoclatlon.  calling  for  the  registration  of  40.000  000  American  men 
and  rendering  all  of  them  between  21  and  45  legally  liable,  as  needed 
for  8  months-  service,  represents  an  enormous  advance^  With  tne 
purposes  of  the  bill  this  paper  Is  wholly  In  sympathy.  We  are  con- 
vinced not  only  that  the  Nation  should  have  the  power  to  call  on 
every  citizen  In  Its  own  defense,  but  that  this  common  obligation 
should  be  made  plain  to  all.  and  made  plain  now.  by  tome  such 

measure  as  this  one.  _,         *     j  #  ^^ 

Unfortunately,  however,  the  obligation  on  every  citizen  to  defend 
the  state  Is  one  thing;  the  creation  of  an  effective  Army— an  organ- 
ized instrument  technically  adequate  to  our  defense  needs  unae' 
the  conditions  of  modern,  mechanized  warfare— Is  another  thing. 
In  an  adjoining  column  MaJ.  George  Fielding  Eliot,  as  a  qualified 
military  technician,  sketches  what  he  believes  to  be  the  type  of 
instrument  required.  It  takes  very  little  examination  to  see  that 
the  Burke  bill  would  be  wholly  unsulted  to  producing  this  kind  of 
army  and  might,  indeed,  only  render  the  creation  of  such  an  army 

Major  miot,  for  example.  Axes  the  total  numbers  required  at  no 
more  than  some  600.000  men.  either  under  arms  or  else  in  fully 
trained  reserve.  But  the  Burke  bill  makes  some  23.000.000  men 
liable  while  even  the  age  group  between  21  and  31.  from  which 
the  main  drafts  would  be  made,  includes  some  10.000.000.  Major 
Eliot  believes  a  2-year  period  of  active  duty  the  minimum  neces- 
sary to  yield  a  force  really  trained  to  the  highly  intricate  bustnen 
of  modern  warfare;  the  Burke  bill  would  allow  only  8  months. 
Whether  Major  Qlot  U  right  in  this  and  other  details  we  are  not 
competent  to  say.  But  few  would  dlsput«  his  fundamental  thesU. 
The  Immediate  mUlltary  need  la  for  a  relatively  smaller  force,  with 
few  men  highly  trained,  thoroughly  eouipped  with  all  the  compli- 
cated machinery  of  war  and  thoroughly  competent  In  Its  us«:  the 
Burke  bill— thinking  more,  perhaps,  of  what  might  be  called  the 
"moral"  need — U  the  sort  of  meastire  suited  to  producing  great 
masMs  of  men.  imperfectly  trained,  for  whom  mechanical  equip- 
ment could  never  be  made  available,  and  who  would  probably  b« 
slaughtered  on  any  battlefield  thejr  ever  reached. 

There  is.  then,  a  certain  conflict  between  the  requirements  of* 
patriotism  und  morale  and  the  requirements  of  efficient  and  prac- 
tical military  preparedness.  In  such  a  case  It  seems  to  us  that  a 
little  reflection  will  show  clearly  that  the  practical  military  re- 
quirements should  come  first.  The  great  value  of  universal  service 
In  instilling  a  sense  of  democratic  obligation,  discipline,  and 
patriotism  would  vanish  unless  the  men  called  up  knew  that  they 
were  being  called  to  a  real  service,  technically  efficient  and  mak- 
ing the  best  jjosslble  use  of  their  time  and  sacrifice.  The  Burke 
bill  represents  a  great  advance.  But  we  believe  It  should  be 
regarded  only  as  a  tentative  draft,  from  which  a  more  suitable 
meastire  may  be  designed.  We  believe  In  starting  with  the  prac- 
tical military  requirements  of  the  next  few  years  and  then  devis- 
ing a  system  of  universal  service  which  will  fit  them,  not  In 
starting  with  universal  service  and  then  trying  to  fit  It,  awk- 
wardly, to  the  military  requirements. 

WANTED — A  BATTLE-WOKTHT  AKMT 

(By  MaJ.  George  Fielding  Eliot) 
We  are  going  to  build  a  new  Army.  That  Army  must  be  battle- 
worthy.  In  the  modern  sense  of  that  term.  Improvised  forces  are 
useless — worse  than  useless — In  modem  war.  Half-trained  mllltla 
forces  cannot  stand  up  under  the  terrific  responsibilities  of  modern 
battle.  It  was  troops  with  2  ftill  years  of  training,  plus  several 
additional  months  of  mobilization,  the  experience  of  the  Polish 
war.  and  again  a  winter  of  training  which  destroyed  France.  The 
coordination  and  Individual  familiarity  with  weapons  which  comes 
with  long  experience  is  not  to  be  acquired  In  a  few  months. 
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Unless  we  are  going  to  indulge  to  military  adventures  overseas— 
which  may  the  God  that  watches  over  the  destinies  of  this  Re- 
public forbid — we  do  not  need  a  great  army  of  miUlons.  We  need, 
as  our  first  Commander  in  Chief  put  it.  not  a  large  Army,  but  a 

There  is  a  bill  now  before  Congress,  prepared  with  the  advice  of 
the  Military  Training  Camps  AssociaUon.  and  Introduced  by  Sena- 
tor Edward  R.  Buekb.  of  NebraiBka.  It  would  create  the  Uluslon  of 
military  strength  to  the  minds  off  the  American  people,  without 
the  subsunce.     It  is,  therefore,  not  only  useless  but  poslUvely 

dangerous.  .        ..       , 

The  proposed  bill  calls  for  universal  mUltary  and  national  serv- 
ice under  a  selective  plan.  It  would  cause  the  men  to  be  selected 
tat  the  Army  to  be  trataed  for  the  wholly  insufficient  period  of 
8  months,  thereafter  passing  to  the  Reserve  without  provision  for 
any  fvirther  training.  Such  a  plan  wUl  not  serve  our  present  needs. 
Our  obJecUve  should  be  to  create  a  military  force  which  can  fight 
under  aU  conditions  which  may  be  demanded  of  It,  and  against 
the  most  formidable  of  enemies. 

The  primary  objective  of  any  scheme  for  selective  service  should 
be  the  building  up  of  our  Regular  Army  to  the  full  strength 
required  and  the  gradual  esUbllshment  of  an  adequate  reserve 
therefor  This  requires  that  a  distinction  be  made  between  per- 
manent personnel  and  annual  claases  of  conscripted  personnel. 
Permanent  personnel  should  be  obtained  by  voluntary  enlistment 
only.  In  order  to  make  a  mUltary  career  attractive  to  our  young 
men.  it  U  necessary  that  pay  and  allowances  be  placed  on  the 
same  basis  In  the  Army  and  Navy.  

The  objective  should  be  that  noncommissioned  officers,  special- 
ists, and  a  proportion  of  the  privates  should  be  permanent  person- 
nel: the  balance  of  the  privates  should  be  drawn  by  selection,  with 
due  rsnrd  to  apUtudes,  from  the  annual  classes  of  conscrlpw. 
Direct  voluntary  enlistments  should  be  for  5  years;  the  service 
of  selected  men  should  be  for  2  years,  with  the  option  of  e»t«na- 
tog  for  3  additional  years  If  desired.  ReenllstmenU  of  qualified 
and  suiuble  men  should  be  encouraged.  Nothing  less  than  the 
periods  of  service  stated  wQl  be  of  any  use  for  the  Regular  Army. 

The  duties  of  the  Regular  Army  should  Include:  „^..^ 

(1)  The    defense    of    the    ouUylng    possessions    of    the    United 

(2)  The  provision  of  a  lulUWe  mobile  strlktog  force  within  the 
continental  United  States,  for  the  immediate  defense  of  the 
country  and  for  expeditionary  purposes  wlthto  the  sphere  of  our 

(8)  The  provision  of  adequate  skeleton  establishments  for  anti- 
alreraft  and  harbor  defense  of  the  continental  United  States. 

(4)  The  training  of  the  Reserves  and  the  National  Guard. 

(8)  The  provision  of  the  command  and  administrative  overhead 
for  the  entire  Military  Establishment. 

The  Reserve  of  the  RegtUar  Army  should  be  drawn  from  two 

"°VAr*Conscrlpted  soldiers  who  have  passed  through  their  2  years 
with  the  colors.  These  should  be  Initially  assigned  as  Class  A 
Reservists  to  provide  a  reservoir  of  replacemenU  at  the  permanent 

sutlon  of  their  unit:  1.  e..  a  depot  establishment.  

After  serving  8  years  as  class  A  reservists  such  men  should  be 
transferred  to  class  B,  available  for  service  under  such  conditions 
In  an  tmergency  u  the  President  might  prewrrlbe,  for  a  period  of 

(^Tlien  called  up  under  selective  sen'lce  but  not  drafted  Into 
the  Regular  Army  should  form  the  class  C  and  D  reservists. 
Class  C  should  be  composed  of  speclallsU  whose  occupations  in 
Civil  life  particularly  fit  them  for  military  duties  of  certain  sorts: 
Clerks  truck  drivers,  mechanics,  cooks,  hospital  attendanU,  etc. 

daas  D  should  Uiclude  the  other  young  men  of  the  eountrj  nt 
for  military  service,  but  without  training.  Service  in  dass  O  and 
Sitf  D  shSild  be  for  a  toul  of  23  years.  .Th«  of  J«f *  °^*S«  «»"f ,2 
NMrve  is  that  most  such  nonmUlUry  specialist  Jobs  should  be  filled 
byclass  O  reservlsu  on  active  duty,  leaving  the  time  of  the  regularly 
asrvlna  soldiers  free  for  wholly  mUltary  instruction  without  the 
burdens  of  post  housekeeptog.  administration,  and  supply. 

iSS^rve  nbncommlsslonidSfflcers  should  be  obtained  from  men 
soeclally  qualifying  therefor  after  service  in  the  Regular  Army, 
under  conditions  to  be  prescribed  by  the  War  Department. 

Ab  an  example  of  how  this  would  work,  let  us  suppose  that 
tha  stae  of  the  Regular  Army  determined  upon  after  study  should 
be  aoOOOO  men.  About  one-half  of  this  should  be  permanent 
oersonnel— 300.000.  The  rest  would  be  composed  of  two  classes 
if  conscrlpU  of  150.000  each,  serving  for  2  years.  At  any  given 
time  the  Regtilar  Army  would  include  300.000  men  serving  5-year 
voluntary  enlistments.  150.000  conscripts  of  more  than  1  years 
service    and  150.000  of  less  than  1  years  service. 

Five  years  after  the  InltlaUon  of  this  plan  there  would  be 
available  500.000  to  550.000  class  A  reservists,  fully  trained,  who 
woxild  W)me  In  on  mobUlzatlon  to  flU  up  the  ranks,  and  to  pro- 
vide an  immediately  available  group  of  replacements.  ««fef^« 
noncommissioned  officers  would  be  available  to  begin  the  train- 
ing of  new  classes  of  raw  recruito.  or  class  D  reservists  who  might 
bT  called  out  to  an  emergency.  The  cla«  f  reservists  would  be 
available  for  all  nonmllltary  Jobs,  and  a  certain  number  of  them 
would  be  serving  with  the  colors  at  any  given  time.  „.,„,,„t„H 

If  the  size  of  the  Regular  Army  had  been  correctly  calculated 
for  all  M-Day  assignments,  there  would  never  be  any  necessity 
for  sending  untratoed.  raw  recruits  Into  action.  As  fully  trained 
reservists  Increase  In  number,  the  size  of  the  peace  establishment 
of  the  RegtUar  Army  can  be  reduced. 


The  duties  of  the  National  Guard  should  be  confined  to  tte 
proSsion  of  certain  antiaircraft  and  i^^bor-defense  units  of  c^ 
artUlery.  Itoe-of-communlcatlons  troops,  certain  engineer  slgiiai, 
and  m^lcal  units  for  corps,  army  and  general  headquarters  re- 
serve troops,  and  the  preservation  of  totemal  °J?f  .^^1^  ^*i^*  ^ 
using  National  Guard  Infantry,  cavalry,  tank  and  Aeld  artUJery 
unite  as  combat  forces  should  be  abandoned.  They  wlU  nevM 
have  enough  training  for  the  purpose,  and  we  deceive  ourselves 
if  we  suppose  otherwise.  ,      *  _„  «„n^ 

The  National  Guard  should  be  obtained  by  voluntary  enlist- 
ment from  among  class  D  reservists  only,  except  that  class  B 
and  C  reservists  who  desire  to  enlist  to  the  National  Guard  might 
be  allowed  to  do  so  under  stUtable  restrictions.  The  home 
Buard"  proposed  In  the  present  bill  should  not  be  a  na^^^]^ 
force  but  rather  an  expansion  of  the  National  Guard  for  the 
duties  of   totemal   order   which   should   be   arranged   for   by    the 

Annu^  quotas  of  requirements  should  be  prepared  by  the  War 
Department  and  passed  along  to  the  selective  service  authority, 
which  should  be  a  civilian  organization  with  a  permanent  clerical 
force  but  with  volunteer  local  boards  as  its  chief  functioning  agen- 
cies. These  quotas  should  be  aUocated  to  the  local  boards  in  order 
to  enable  them  to  make  suitable  selections. 

Young  men  should  be  caUed  up  annually  at  the  age  of  20  for  regis- 
traUon  and  selection.  This  wUl  produce  an  annual  class  of  about 
1,000.000  young  men.  If  World  War  experience  Is  any  guide,  any- 
where from  30  to  60  percent  of  the  reglstrees  wUl  be  rejected  for 
physical  disability.  Indeed,  the  physical  standards  ought  to  be  set 
very  high,  for  many  of  these  young  men  will  be  required  for  the  Air 
Corps,  for  mechanized  Uoops.  and  for  service  beyond  the  seas.  We 
may  expect,  therefore,  the  higher  percentage  of  rejections  named — 
60  percent.  . 

That  leaves  us  500.000.  of  which  (as  a  rough  guess)  200.000  may  be 
excused  from  color  service  for  reasons  connected  with  essential  to- 
dustrles.  family  conditions  and  so  forth.  Of  the  remalntog  300,000, 
half  would  be  chosen  for  2  years'  service  with  the  colors  and  a  good 
many  of  the  remainder  for  1  year's  service  as  class  C  reservists  on 

active  duty.  ^     .      ^        . 

So  much  for  the  permanent  plan.  But  we  must  also  keep  to 
mind  the  Immediate  emergency;  and  this  plan  will  not  give  us 
sufficient  tratoed  reserves  for  some  years  to  come.  Therefore  If  the 
Regxilar  Army  ought  to  consist  of  600.000  men.  we  should  raise  It 
to  that  strength  Immediately,  calling  up  under  selective  service 
as  many  young  men  of  the  age  group  20  to  22  as  may  be  necessary. 
Meanwhile  we  should  caU  Into  Federal  service  the  entire  National 
Guard  to  take  temporarily  the  place  of  the  Reservists  we  do  not  have. 
We  can  release  from  guard  service  such  men  as  are  needed  for 
essential  Industries  and  those  on  whom  such  service  wotUd  entail 
extraordinary  hardship,  replacing  them  with  recruits. 

Meanwhile  the  training  of  the  Regular  Army  and  Its  gradual 
eqiUpment  with  new  weapons  wlU  be  proceeding,  and  In  due  course 
the  National  Guard  can  again  be  released  to  State  control.  While 
the  National  Guard  Is  In  Federal  service  each  State  should  organlae 
a  Bute  guard  for  the  preservation  of  Internal  order  and  for  guard- 
ing key  polnte— Induatrlee.  railway*.  bTldgee.  and  so  on. 

Tlius  the  needs  of  Imminent  emergency  and  long-range  plannlni 
for  a  secure  future  for  our  cotintry  can  go  hand  In  hand.  Vague 
talk  of  millions  of  men.  tens  of  thousands  of  airplanes,  national 
■ervlce  for  all.  will  not  help  us  now.  Neither  wlU  outworn  theories 
and  out-dated  method!.  What  wiU  help  u»  li  the  forging  ot 
weapons  which  wiU  not  faU  us  to  otar  hour  of  need. 

LAWS  RCLATIIfO  TO  rCDERAL  PKI80NEM 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  7848)  to 
amend  certain  Uws  governing  Federal  prlsona,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  Is  as  follows: 

Be  It  enacted,  etc..  That  section  8  of  the  set  of  May  18.  1980  (4« 
8Ut  272;  U.  8.  C.  title  18.  sec.  728c).  la  amended  to  reed  as  follows: 

"Sac  8  The  said  Board,  or. any  member  thereof,  shall  hereafter 
have  the  exclusive  authority  to  Issue  warranU  for  the  retajtlng  of 
any  United  SUtes  prisoner  who  has  violated  his  parole.  The  un- 
expired term  of  Imprisonment  of  any  such  prisoner  shall  begin  to 
run  from  the  date  he  Is  returned  to  the  custody  of  the  Attorney 
General  under  said  warrant,  and  the  time  the  prisoner  was  on 
parole  shall  not  diminish  the  time  he  was  orlglnaUy  sentenced  to 

MrV6  " 

Sec.  2.  Section  5  of  the  act  of  June  25,  1910  (86  SUt.  820;  U.  8.  C. 
title  18.  sec.  718).  Is  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

"Sbc  8  That  any  officer  of  any  Federal,  penal,  or  correctional 
Institution  or  any  Federal  officer  authorized  to  serve  criminal  process 
within  the  United  States,  to  whom  such  warrant  shaU  be  delivered. 
Is  authorized  and  required  to  execute  such  warrant  by  taking  such 
prisoner  and  returning  him  to  the  custody  of  the  Attorney  Oeneral. 
All  necessary  expenses  incurred  In  the  admtolstration  of  this  act 
shall  be  paid  out  of  the  appropriation  for  the  Institution  to  connec- 
tion with  which  such  expense  was  tociured.  and  such  appropriation 
Is  hereby  made  available  therefor." 

Sec.  3.  Section  6  of  the  act  of  June  25,  1910  (36  Stat.  820;  U.  8.  C 
title  18.  sec.  719) .  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sbc  6  When  a  prisoner  has  been  been  retaken  upon  a  warrant 
Istued  by"  the  Board  of  Parole,  he  shaU  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
appear  before  said  Board  of  Parole,  a  member  thereof,  or  an  ex- 
aminer designated  by  the  Board.  The  said  Board  may  then,  or  at 
any  Ume  In  Its  discretion,  revoke  the  order  and  terminate  such 
parole  or  modify  the  terms  and  condiUons  thereof.    If  such  order  of 
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Mrol*  nhnTI  be  rrvcked  nnd  the  parole  bo  terminated,  the  said 
JS^er  .hall  .eSe  the  rcmalnder^of  the  -entence  originally  Im- 
SSh^  and  the  time  the  prisoner  wai  out  on  parole  'hall  not  be 
Seen  into  account  to  diminish  the  time  lor  which  he  was  sen- 

**8^  4  Section  52Sfl  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (U.  8.  C.  title  18. 
sec.  641)  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

••Sec.  5296.  V^-hen  a  poor  convict,  sentenced  ^y ^yfl^°l^^; 
United  States  to  be  Imprisoned  and  pay  a  fine.  °f  fl°«L  »"<; J°«*3»o 
OT  to  pay  a  fine,  or  fine  and  costs,  has  been  <^^^^^^jj'^^^^^° 
dav    solely  for  the  nonpayment  of  such   fine,  or  fine  and  costs 
auch  convict  mav  make  application  In  writing  to  any  commissioner 
o"  ?he  Snued  ItaSs  court  In  the  district  where  he  is  toprlsoned 
MttlnB  forth  his  inability  to  pay  such  fine,  or  fine  and  costs,  and 
Sir  rot?ce  to  the  dUtrlct  attorney  of  the  United  States,  who  may 
fp^r  offer  evidence,  and  be  heard,  the  commissioner  shall  pKx:eed 
?S^ar   and   determine   the   matter.     If   on   examination   "   shall 
appear  to  him  that  such  convict  Is  unable  to  P«y  ?"^^  A"^/ °^^f^,« 
and  costs,  and  that  he  has  not  any  property  exceeding  $20  In  value, 
except  such  as  Is  by  law  exempt  from  being  taken  on  execut  on 
for  debt    the  commissioner  shall  administer  to  him  the  following 
oath:   1  do  solemnly  swear  that  I  have  ^ot^^^  P^PJP^r^l  "*i,°' 
personal,  to  the  amount  of  $20.  except  such  a^  Is  by  law  exempt 
trom  belne  taken  on  civil  process  for  debt  by  the  laws  of  (naming 
l^e  StVtelhere  oath  Is  administered);  and  that  I  have  no  property 
in  any  way  conveyed  or  concealed,  or  In  any  way  disposed  of.  for 
my  nJture  use  or  benefit.     So  help  me  God.'     Upon  taking  such 
oath  .such  convict  shall  be  discharged,  and  the  Commissioner  ^all 
give  to  the  keeper  of  the  JaU  a  certificate  setting  forth  the  facts. 
In  case  the  convict  Is  found  by  the  commissioner  to  possess  prop- 
erty valued  at  an  amount  In  excess  of  said  exemption,  nevertheless^ 
it  the  Attorney  General  finds  that  the  retention   by  such  convict 
of  all  of  such  property  is  reasonably  necessary  for  his  suPPOf^  or 
that  of  his  family    such  convict  shall  be  released  without  further 
imprisonment  solely  for  the  nonpayment  of  such  fine   or  fine  and 
costs:  or  if  he  finds  that  the  retention  by  such  convict  of  any  part 
of  such  property  Is  reasonably  necessary  for  his  support  or  that  or 
his  family   such  convict  shall  be  released  without  further  Imprison- 
ment solely  for  nonpayment  of  such  fine  or  fine  and  costs  upon 
cavment  on  account  of  his  fine  and  costs  of  that  portion  of  his 
property  In  excess  of  the  amount  found  to  be  reasonably  necessary 

for  his  support  or  that  of  his  family."  „    „    „     ^,^,     ,a 

SEC  5  TThe  act  of  May  14.  1930  (46  Stat.  325:  U.  S.  C  .  title  18. 
Bees.  753  to  753J).  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  Insertmg  after  sec- 
tion 11  the  following  section: 

"Sec  12  Officers  and  employees  of  the  Bureau  of  Prisons  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  are  empowered  to  make  arrests  without  war- 
rant for  violations  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  sections  9.  10.  and  11 
of  this  act  If  the  person  making  the  arrest  has  reasonable  grounds 
to  believe  that  the  person  so  arrested  is  guilty  of  such  offense,  and 
if  there  Is  likelihood  of  the  person  escaping  before  a  warrant  ran 
be  obtained  for  his  arrest.  If  the  person  so  arrested  is  a  fugitive 
from  custody,  he  shall  be  returned  to  custody,  and  all  other  persons 
so  arrested  shall  immediately  be  taken  before  a  conunltting  officer. 
Officers  and  employees  of  the  said  Btireau  of  Prisons  are  authorized 
and  empowered  to  carry  firearms  under  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  the  Attorney  General  may  prescribe." 

Mr  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  in  charge  of  the  bill  if  he  will  explain  for  us  the 
provisions  of  section  4.  which  appear  on  pages  3  and  4  of 
the  bill.  The  provision  to  which  I  particularly  refer  is  that 
which  win  give  the  Attorney  General  the  power  to  make 
inquiry  into  the  property  status  of  a  convict  and  decide  as 
to  whether  or  not  there  will  be  a  discharge  of  the  convict 
despite  nonpayment  of  the  fine  even  if  the  convict  owns 
property.    I  should  bke  to  have  that  explained. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Under  the  present  law  one  who  is 
imprisoned  as  a  poor  convict  because  of  his  inability  to  pay 
the  fine  is  liable  to  confiscation  of  his  property  atxive  $20. 
ITie  section  would  merely  amend  that  provision  by  leaving  it 
discretionary  with  the  Attorney  General  as  to  whether  or 
not  confiscation  should  take  place.  The  feeling  was  enter- 
tained by  the  committee  that  it  would  be  improper,  after 
the  convict  served  his  term,  to  run  the  danger  of  perhaps 
putting  the  convict's  family  on  relief  by  the  sequestration 

of  his  property. 

Mr.  DANAHER,  Does  the  Senator  understand  that  the 
civil-judgment  effect  of  an  unipaid  fine  will  still  run  against 
the  convict's  property  even  though  he  personally  be  dis- 
charged from  custody? 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.    It  is  my  understanding  that  that  would 

be  the  case. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    That  is  exactly  what  I  wish  to  have  made 

clear.    As  I  understand,  an  unpaid  fine  has  identically  the 

same  effect  as  a  civil  judgment  against  the  property  of  a  con- 

'     Vict  would  have,  and  even  though  the  convict  be  discharged 

after  taking  the  poor  debtor's  oath,  the  judgment  could  be 


June  22 


levied  upon  and  collected  out  of  the  property  at  any  time 
thereafter  if  It  be  found  sufficient  to  answer  the  amount  of 

I  thmk  we  ought  to  understand  if  we  pass  this  bill  Just  what 
effect  it  will  have  on  the  uncollected  fine. 

I  think.  Mr.  President,  under  no  circumstances,  even  if  the 
convict  is  discharged  from  custody  by  taking  the  poor  debtor  s 
oath,  should  his  property  be  reUeved  of  liability  as  in  cases  of 
a  civil  judgment,  and  I  think  it  should  remain  answerable  to 
the  Government  to  the  amount  of  the  fine  if  the  Attorney 
General  finds  in  his  discretion  properly  that  collection  should 

be  enforced.  ^^         ^.     , 

if  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  wUl  construe  this  particular 
clause  to  give  that  effect  to  this  particular  amendment 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  I  misunderstood  the  Senator.  Tlie  bUl 
does  not  have  the  effect  of  discharging  the  civil  judgment. 
The  civil  judgment  is  retained. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    So  that  it  is  enforceable  at  the  option  of . 
the  Attorney  General  in  a  proper  case? 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY."   Exactly. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  wanted  that  to  appear  In  the  RECORD.    I 

thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  am  sorry  I  misunderstood  the  Sena- 
tor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill.  .  .    .  *• 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 

and  passed. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  that  the  com- 
mittee report  may  be  printed  In  full  in  the  Record  at  this 

point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report  (No.  1854)  was  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H  R.  7343)  to  amend  certain  laws  governing  Federal  prisoners,  and 
for  other  purposes,  after  consideration,  report  the  same  with  the 
recommendation  that  it  do  pass. 

This  bill  proposes  to  make  certain  changes,  mostly  of  an  admin- 
istrative nature.  In  Federal  penal  laws.  It  was  sponsored  by  and 
has  the  approval  of  the  Attorney  General. 

Section  1  relates  to  defendants  who.  having  been  paroled,  are 
arrested  for  violation  of  their  psux)le.  The  section  proposes  to 
change  existing  law  so  that  it  will  not  be  required  to  return  such 
defendants  to  the  Institution  from  which  they  were  paroled,  as  this 
process  has  often  been  found  unnecessary  and  expensive.  The 
existing  law  is  set  forth  below,  with  proposed  addition*  in  italics 
and  parts  to  be  stricken  out  in  brackets: 

••Sec.  3.  The  said  Board,  or  any  member  thereof,  shall  hereafter 
have  the  exclusive  authority  to  Issue  warranu  for  the  retaking  of 
any  United  States  prisoner  who  has  violated  his  parole.  The  un- 
expired term  of  Imprisorunent  of  any  such  prisoner  shall  begin  to 
run  from  the  date  he  Is  returned  to  the  [institution!  custody  of 
the  Attorney  Gejieral  under  said  warrant,  and  the  time  the  prisoner 
was  on  parole  shall  not  diminish  the  time  he  was  ortglnally 
sentenced  to  serve." 

•  Section  2,  in  order  to  conform  to  changes  made  by  the  first 
section,  proposes  to  amend  the  law  so  as  to  make  it  possible  for 
any  penal  officer  to  serve  a  warrant  for  the  rearrest  of  a  prisoner 
so  violating  parole. 

Changes  In  the  law  are  shown  below: 

"Sec.  5.  That  any  officer  of  [said  prison]  any  Federal,  penal,  or 
correctional  institution  or  any  Federal  officer  authorized  to  serve 
criminal  process  within  the  United  States,  to  whom  such  warrant 
shall  be  delivered,  is  authorized  and  required  to  execute  such  war- 
rant by  taking  such  prisoner  and  returning  him  to  [said  prison 
within  the  time  specified  In  said  warrant  therefor]  the  custody  of 
the  Attorney  General.     All  necessary  expenses  Incurred  In  the  ad- 
ministration of  this  act  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  appropriation  for 
the  tprisonj  institution  in  connection  with  which  such  expense  was 
incurred,  and  such  appropriation  Is  hereby  made  available  therefor." 
Section  3  relates  to  hearings  In  cases  In  which  a  parole  Is  to  be 
revoked.    The  existing  law  provides  that  when  a  prisoner  has  been 
retaken  on  a  charge  of  violating  his  parole,  he  shall  receive  a  hearing 
at  the  next  meeting  of  the  parole  board  held  at  the  prison  to  which 
he  has  been  returned.    The  bill  proposes  to  amend  this  reqxilrement 
so  as  to  provide  that  the  prisoner  shall  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
appear  before  the  parole  board  or  a  member  thereof,  or  an  examiner 
designated  by  the  board.    Such  flexibility  Is  desirable  In  the  interest 
of  administrative  efficiency  and  economy. 

This  section  proposes  to  change  existing  law  as  follows: 
•'Sec.  6.  [That  at  the  next  meeting  of  the  board  of  parole  held  fat 
such  prison  after  the  Issuing  of  a  warrant  for  the  retaking  of  any 
paroled  prisoner,  said  board  of  parole  shall  be  notified  thereof,  and 
If  said  prisoner  shall  have  been  returned  to  said  prlsonj  When  a 
prisoner  has  been  retaken  upon  a  warrant  issued  by  the  Board  of 
Parole,  he  shall   be  given  an  opportunity   to  appear   before   said 
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rbificMird  of  tplP^role.  a  member  thereof,  or  an  examiner  detignated 
by  the  Board  [andj  ItJThe  said  CbJBoard  may  then,  or  at  any  time 
In  Its  discretion,  revoke  the  order  and  terminate  such  parole  or 
modify  the  terms  «nd  conditions  thereof.  If  such  order  of  paroie 
shall  be  revoked  and  the  parole  so  terminated,  the  said  prisoner  shsU 
serve  the  remainder  of  the  sentence  originally  Un posed;  and  th^ 
time  the  prisoner  was  out  on  parole  shall  not  be  taken  into  account 
to  diminish  the  time  for  which  he  was  sentenced." 

Section  4  relates  to  "poor  convicts"  who  are  incarcerated  for  the 
nonpayment  of  a  fine.  Under  existing  law.  any  person  who  Is 
sentenced  by  any  court  of  the  United  States  to  Imprisonment  and 
fine,  or  to  fine  alone,  may.  after  he  has  served  30  days  solely  for 
nonpa\-ment  of  the  fine,  request  a  heartng  before  a  United  States 
commlss'oner  on  the  question  as  to  whether  he  Is  able  to  pay  such 
fine  If  at  such  hearing  It  appears  that  he  Is  unable  to  pay  such 
fine  and  has  no  property  exceeding  $20  In  value,  except  such  as  is 
exempt  from  execution,  the  commissioner  administers  to  him  the 
so-called  poor  convict's  oath.  Thereupon,  the  prisoner  Is  discharged 
from  Imprtaonment  for  nonpayment  of  the  fine,  althotigh  the  fine 
Itself  remains  a  clvU  Judgment  tmtU  satisfied  or  otherwise  dis- 
posed of.  ». 

TTiere  are  cases,  however,  in  which  the  prtsoner  may  have 
money  somewhat  m  excess  of  $20.  but  to  require  him  to  deliver 
aU  of  his  money  or  property  in  excess  of  that  amount  may  caxise 
his  family  to  go  on  relief.  In  order  to  prevent  such  a  consum- 
mation in  merttorlous  cases,  the  bUl  adds  a  Pro^i?'°°^^*f  ,^^« 
exlstmg  law  to  the  effect  that  If.  In  such  a  case,  the  Attorney 
General  finds  that  the  retcnUon  by  such  convict  of  all  of  such 
property  is  reasonably  necessary  for  his  support  or  that  of  his 
family  he  shall  be  released  without  further  Imrrlsonment  solely 
for  nonpa>'ment  of  the  fine.  Likewise.  If  the  Attorney  GeneraJ 
finds  that  the  retention  by  such  convict  of  a  part  of  his  proper^ 
is  reasonably  necessary  for  such  purpose,  the  prisoner  is  to  be 
released  without  further  imprtsonment  solely  for  the  nonpayment 
of  th°  fine  upon  payment  of  that  portion  of  his  property  as  is  In  ex- 
cess of  the  amcunt'so  found.  This  provision  will  also  make  It  pos- 
sible to  make  an  appropriate  disposition  of  cases,  which  at  times 
occur,  in  which  a  defendant  may  be  without  funds  to  pay  a 
fine  but  may  own  real  estate,  such  as  a  farm,  which  is  either 
nonsalable  or  which  could  not  be  sold  except  at  a  great  sacri- 
fice Cases  of  this  kind  have  at  times  given  rise  to  conBiderable 
hardship.  The  new  provision  is  found  In  the  last  sentence  of 
the  section,  which  constitutes  the  only  addition  or  change  In  the 

Attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  a  fine  is  a  clvU  Judgment 
and  collectible  as  such  and  that  a  discharge  of  the  defendant 
from  imprtsonment  for  nonpayment  of  the  fine  does  not  Uquldate 
the  fine  The  fine  still  remains  as  a  clvU  Judgment.  This  has 
always  been  the  ruling  of  the  Department  of  ^^^^f'^)S;^,^ 
been  accepted  by  the  courts   (United  States  v.  Pratt,  23  F.   {2d) 

333) 

A  Judgment  entered  In  a  court  of  the  United  States  is  a  lien 
on  real  estate  belonging  to  the  debtor  and  located  In  that  dis- 
trtct  The  Department  of  Justice  has  a  unit  known  as  the  Bond 
and  Spirits  Division,  one  of  whose  fvmctlons  Is  to  check  on  out- 
sUndlng  fines,  and  to  endeavor  to  collect  them.  If  aeseU  are 
discovered  out  of  which  a  fine  can  be  paid,  appropriate  steps 
are  taken  to  collect  the  money. 

It  should  be  noted,  however,  that  a  Judgment  is  not  a  Hen 
against  real  estate  located  In  a  district  other  than  that  In  which 
It  was  rendered.  This  Is  likewise  true  of  a  fine.  If  real  prop- 
erty belonging  to  the  debtor  Is  discovered  In  another  SUte.  then 
a  Judgment  has  to  be  obtained  In  such  other  SUte  and  recorded 
therein.  ^  ^         ,  ,, 

Existing  law  wlU  be  changed  by  section  4  as  follows: 

"Sic    5296.  When  a  poor  convict,  sentenced  by  any  court  of  the 
United  States  to  be  Imprisoned  and  pay  a  fine,  or  fine  and  costs,  or 
to  pay  a  fine,  or  fine  and  costs,  has  been  confined  In  prison  30 
days  solely  for  the  nonpayment  of  such  fine,  or  fine  and  cosU.  such 
convict  may  make  applicaUon  In  writing  to  any  commissioner  of 
the  United  States  court  In  the  district  where  he  Is  imprisoned  set- 
ting forth  his  inability  to  pay  such  fine,  or  fine  and  costs,  and  after 
notice  to  the  district  attorney  of  the  United  SUtes.  who  may  appear, 
offer  evidence,  and   be   heard,  the  commissioner  shaU   proceed   to 
hear  and  determine  the  matter.    If  on  examination  it  shaU  appear 
to  him  that  such  convict  Is  unable  to  pay  such  fine,  or  fine  and 
costs    and  that  he  has  not  any  property  exceeding  $20  In  value. 
except  such  as  Is  by  law  exempt  from  being  taken  on  execution  for 
debt  the  commissioner  shall  administer  to  him  the  following  oath: 
1  do  solemnly  swear  that  I  have  liot  any  property,  real  or  personal, 
to  the  amount  of  $20,  except  such  as  Is  by  law  exempt  from  being 
taken  on  clvU  process  for  debt  by  the  laws  of  (naming  the  State 
where  oath  Is  administered);  and  that  I  have  no  property  In  any 
way  conveyed  or  concealed  or  In  any  way  disposed  of.  for  my  future 
use  or  benefit.     So  help  me  God.'     Upon  taking  such  oath  such 
convict  ShaU  be  discharged;   and  the  commissioner  shall  give  to 
the  keeper  of  the  Jail  a  certificate  setting  forth  the  facts     In  case 
the  convict  is  found  by  the  commissioner  to  possess  property  valued 
at   an    amount    in    excess   of   said   exemption,   nevertheless,  if   the 
Attorney  General  finds  that  the  retention  by  such  convict  of  all  of 
such  property  is  reasonably  necessary  for  his  support  or  that  of  hla 
family    such  convict  shall   be  released  uHthout  further  irnpnson- 
ment  solely  for  the  nonpayment  of  such  fine,  or  fine  andco«U; 
or  if  he  flruls  that  the  retention  by  such  convict  of  any  part  of 
suc^  property  is  reasonably   necessary  for  his  support  or  that  of 
his  family,  such  convict  shaU  be  released  without  further  irnprU- 
onment  solely  for  nonpayment  of  such  fine  or  fine  and  costs  upon 
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pavment  on  aeeount  of  his  fine  and  costs,  of  that  P^^^^J^j/JJi* 
^^P^i  ine^^of  the  amSunt  found  to  be  reasonably  necessary 
for  his  support  or  that  of  hit  family"  „. 

Section  6  provides  for  the  amendment  of  the  act  ofMay  "•  i*^j 
by^dlng  a  new  section  designed  to  confer  on  the  o«ce"  »°^.*^: 
ploySss  of  the  Bureau  of  Prl«)ns  of  the  P«P»rtment  of  Justice  the 
power  to  make  arrests  without  warrant  Iri  cases  of  f^^Pf^  »"^^  *?' 
Violations  of  statutes  which  make  It  a  crtmlna  °»e^„^'^  °!A?* 
an  escape,  to  procvire  an  escape,  or  to  conceal  an  escaped  PrtMner. 
This  seSon  would  also  confer  legal  authority  on  o«""  f °f  «°^ 
ployees  of  the  Bureau  of  Prisons  to  carry  Arearms^under  53<*  "^f 
and  regulations  as  the  Attorney  General  may  prescribe  The  des^r- 
ablUtTof  this  provision  Is  to  avoid  possible  conflict  with  Stete 
laws  prohibiting  or  regulating  the  possession  of  firearms.    . 

The  first  sentence  of  this  section  would  confer  on  officers  and  em- 
ployees of  the  Bureau  of  Prisons  of  the  Department  of  Jj^^*^  »« 
m-eater  powers  than  are  possessed  by  any  police  officer  In  respect  to 
trrests.  Moreover,  this  authority  Is  to  be  limited  only  to  '[^o  atlons 
of  the  law  against  escapes  and  Is  not  to  be  extended  to  all  vlolaUons 

of  l&w 

It  is'  highly  desirable  that  such  power  be  granted,  because  even 
If  a  warrant  Is  obtained  and  outstanding  against  a  partl^xlar 
Individual  the  warrant  itself  may  be  In  the  possession  of  an  officer 
located  Ir  one  place,  while  the  person  who  Is  being  sought  after 
may  be  iound  at  a  far-distant  point,  and  It  may  be  necessary  to 
take  him  Immediately,  without  a  warrant.  Under  existing  law  this 
can  be  done  by  any  law-enforcement  officer,  and  the  present  sec- 
tion would  do  no  more  than  confer  such  authority  on  prison 
officers  In  case  of  escapes.  

The  text  of  the  new  section  Is  as  follows: 

"Sec.  12.  Officers  and  employees  of  the  Bureau  of  Prisons  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  are  empowered  to  make  arrests  vrithout 
warrant  for  violations  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  sectums  9.  10,  ana 
11  of  this  curt,  if  the  person  making  the  arrest  has  reasoruible 
grounds  to  believe  that  the  person  so  arrested  is  guilty  of  such 
offense,  and  if  there  is  likelihood  of  the  person  escaping  before  a 
toarrant  can  be  obtairied  for  his  arrest.  If  the  person  so  arrested 
is  a  fugitive  from  custody,  he  shaU  be  returned  to  custody,  and  all 
other  persons  so  arrested  shaU  immediately  be  taken  before  a 
committing  officer  Officers  and  employees  of  the  said  Bureau  of 
Prisons  are  authorized  and  empowered  to  carry  firearms  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Attorney  General  may  prescribe. 

TRANSPORTATION  OF  EMPLOYEES  OF  ALASKA  ROAD  COMlCSSIOlt 

The  bill  (S.  3795)  to  authorize  the  transportation  of  em- 
ployees of  the  Alaska  Road  Commission,  and  to  validate  pay- 
ments made  for  that  and  other  purposes,  was  considered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  funds  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  avail- 
able to  the  Alaska  Road  Commission  may  be  expended  for  the 
transportation  within  the  Territory  of  Alaska  of  any  employees  to 
and  from  points  of  hire  and  posts  of  duty  and  between  the  last 
post  of  duty  and  point  of  discharge,  and  any  payments  heretofore 
made  for  such  purposes  and  for  the  furnishing  of  subsistence  and 
quarters  to  supervisory  field  employees  shall  be  allowed  In  the  ac- 
counts of  the  paying  officers  if  otherwise  found  correct,  and  no 
amounts  so  paid  and  not  heretofore  recovered  shall  be  charged 
agaliiSt  the  payees  on  account  of  such  payments. 

AMENDMENT  OF  BANKRUPTCY  ACT 

The  bill  (S.  4133)  amending  the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  re- 
spect to  the  basis  of  property  and  excluding  certain  corpora- 
tions from  the  provisions  of  chapter  XI  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  Is  informed  that 
a  similar  House  bill  (H.  R.  9864)  is  on  the  calendar.  Without 
objection,  the  House  bill  will  be  substituted  for  the  Senate 
bin  and  considered  at  this  time. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9864)  amending  the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  re- 
spect to  the  basis  of  property. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have 
an  explanation  of  this  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    An  explanation  of  the  bill 

is  requested. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  the  bankruptcy  law 
In  three  chapters  provides  for  reorganization  of  debtors, 
particularly  corporate  debtors.  Chapter  10  deals  with  cor- 
porate reorganizations,  chapter  11  deals  with  arrange- 
ments, and  chapter  12  deals  with  real  property  arrange- 
ments. There  is  a  section  tn  each  one  of  these  chapters 
which  provides  that  when  reorganization  has  been  made 
the  basis  of  the  debtor's  property  for  the  purpose  of  taxation 
shall  be  reduced  by  an  amotmt  equal  to  the  reduction  of  the 
debt.  That  means  it  is  the  basis  for  taxation  and  upon 
it  the  income  tax  in  the  future  is  paid.    It  is  the  basis 
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upon  which  depreciation  is  fixed.  It  has  been  discovered, 
in  the  operation  of  the  law.  that  in  some  instances  the 
disaster  to  the  bankrupt  is  so  great,  and  the  reduction 
in  debt  is  sometimes  so  large,  that  when  deducted  it  leaves 
zero.  So  the  property  of  the  released  bankrupt  would  be 
unable  in  future  income-tax  paj-ments  to  claim  any  de- 
preciation. Then,  if  the  property  was  sold,  the  entire  re- 
ceipts would  be  taxable  and  no  credit  would  be  received 
for  the  fair  value  of  the  property. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  Bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  Senate 
bill  4133  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

FORrxmiRE  OF  CERTAIN  LAND  IN  NEW  ORLEANS 

The  bill  (S.  4063)  declaring  a  forfeiture  of  certain  land 
heretofore  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the  board  of 
commissioners  of  the  Orleans  levee  district,  in  the  city  of 
New  Orleans,  State  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and  street  pur- 
poses, was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFnCER.  The  Chair  is  advised  that 
there  is  on  the  calendar  an  identical  House  bill.  House  bill 
9927.  which,  without  objection,  will  be  substituted  for  the 
Senate  bill  and  be  considered. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  was  about  to  say.  if  the 
Senate  has  the  disposition  to  consider  the  measure,  it 
should  pass  the  House  bill  and  indefinitely  postpone  the 
Senate  bill.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
consideration  of  the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9927)  declaring  a 
forfeiture  of  certain  land  heretofore  granted  by  the  United 
States  to  the  board  of  commissioners  of  the  Orleans  levee 
district,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans.  State  of  Louisiana,  for 
levee  and  street  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  4063  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

UINTAH   INDIAN   IRRIGATION   PROJECT,   XTTAH 

The  bill  <S.  3952)  to  provide  relief  for  and  to  promote  the 
interest  of  the  landowners  on  the  Uintah  Indian  irrigation 
project.  Utah,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  In  the  act  of  Jtine 
22.  1936  (49  Stat.  1803),  In  the  cancelation,  deferment,  and  ad- 
justment of  Irrigation  charges  against  lands  within  the  Uintah 
Indian  irrigation  project,  Utah,  is  hereby  confirmed  na  follows: 

(a)  The  cancelation  of  $283,170.73  of  unpaid  construction  as- 
sessment obligations  and  $23,875.37  of  unpaid  operation  and  main- 
tenance assessment  obligations  carried  on  the  books  of  the  project; 

(b)  The  deferment  until  December  1,  1943,  of  the  collection  of 
$61,983.16  ezi>ended   in   drainage   operations   on   said   project;    and 

(c)  The  requirement  for  contracts  with  landowners  covering 
$19.^072  accrued  operation  and  maintenance  assessments,  such 
contracts  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  these  assessments  over  a 
period  of  years. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  authorized  to 
transfer  water  rights,  with  the  consent  of  the  Interested  parties, 
to  other  lands  under  the  said  project  and  to  make  necessary 
contracts  to  effectuate  such   transfers. 

Src.  3.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  hereby  authorized  to 
make  contracts  transferring  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  any 
canal  system  or  systems  under  the  said  project  to  an  Irrigation  dls- 
,  trlct.  or  districts,  formed  pursuant  to  State  law. 

Sac.  4.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  ot 
any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  stun 
of  15.682  59  for  the  following  purposes: 

(a)  To  pay.  for  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  5  years  following  the 
passage  of  this  act  (not  to  exceed  $1,000  In  any  one  year),  34  per- 
cent of  the  regular  annual  operation  and  maintenance  assessments 
for  class  4  lands  in  ncn-Indian  ownership  under  the  Redcap.  Ice- 
land, and  Henry  Jim  Canals,  and  90  percent  of  such  charges  for 
class  5  lands  In  non-Indian  ownership  under  said  canals,  $5,000: 
Provided.  That  no  part  of  any  money  appropriated  pvirsuant  to 
this  authorization  shaU  be  expended  unless  and  until  the  owners 
of  such  lands  shall  have  paid  in  full  their  respective  shares  of 
such  assessments  and  shall  have  entered  into  an  agreement  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  the  execution  of  a  BoU-rehabill- 
tatlon  program  on  such  land;  and 
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ni\  Tb  reimburse  certain  individuals,  or  their  heirs,  for  pay- 
minL  mad^^v^g^nds  erroneously  assessed  for  irrigation  pur- 
SS?  ^^5^  wmch  amount  shall  be  payable  from  coUections 
SSS'from  water  users  on  this  project  and  «>;"^i;!  °  .'^^  ^^i 
ury  pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Permanent  Appropriation  Repeal 

''%K  5^?n  order  to  prevent  the  accumulation  of  delinquent 
pro5:t  aiSssments  or'^other  charges  against  the  non-Indian- 
S^ed  lands  of  the  Uintah  Indian  irrigation  project  the^c^ 
tary  of  the  Interior  Is  hereby  authcrlzed  and  directed  to  came 
l^ldatlon  of  all  delinquent  assessments  or  charges  by  taking 
such  Suon  as  may  be  necessary.  Including  the  foreclosure  of  the 

SLver^enfs  lien' covering  any  such  ^-".^J^^^Su  ShiS 
initiatine  such  Other  procedure  as  may  be  legally  avallame  wnicn 
'action  may  S  ?alln  by  him  at  any  time  when  in  his  Judgment 
the  best  interests  of  the  project  would  be  served. 

ATLANTIC  RETINING  CO. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9453)  to  provide  a  license  to  the  Atlantic 
Refining  Co..  and  for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SOYBEANS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bQl  (H.  R.  7696)  to 
amend  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act.  to  provide  lor 
the  grading  of  soybeans,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry with  amendments,  at  the  beginning  of  Une  5.  to  strike 
out  "(a)",  and  after  line  6.  to  strike  out  the  remainder  of  the 
bill,  so  as  to  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  UnlUd  States  Grain  Standards  Act  la 
amended,  as  follows:  

By  inserting  after  '  flaxseed".  In  the  first  sentence  of  section  2 
thereof,  the  following:  "soybeans." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

BOARD  or  rUNERAL  DIRECTORS  AND  EMB.\LMER8 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  objection  has  been  withdrawn 
to  the  consideration  of  Order  of  Business  1940.  Senate  bill 
3720.  I  should  like  to  have  it  considered  and  acted  upon  at 
this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  stated  by  title. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  3720)  to  create  and  establish 
a  Board  of  Funeral  Directors  and  Embalmers  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  to  prescribe  its  powers  and  duties. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  resumed  the  consid- 
eration of  the  bill.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  Informed  that 
the  amencln#nts  reported  by  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia  have  already  been  agreed  to.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

federal-aid  highways 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  9575)  to 
amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act  approved  July  11,  1916.  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Post  OflBces  and 
Post  Roads,  with  amendments. 

The  first  amendment  was.  on  page  2.  at  the  beginning  of 
line  2.  to  strike  out  '$93,750,000"  and  insert  "$100,000,000." 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  let  us  have  an  explanation  of 
the  bUl. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Will  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
explain  this  bill? 

Mr.  HAYDEN,  This  is  the  biennial  authorization  for 
Federal-aid  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  1942  and  1943 
for  Federal -aid  highways.  A  bill  to  this  effect  was  reported 
to  the  House  of  Representatives  carrying  $238,000,000.  Each 
item  in  the  bill  was  arbitrarily  cut  25  percent,  and  the  bill 
passed  the  House  carrying  a  total  of  $178,500,000. 

Your  committee  has  rearranged  the  figures  in  this  instance, 
increasing  the  amount  of  Federal  aid  and  reduced  other 
figures  so  that  the  bill  now  carries  $160,500,000  for  all  pur- 
poses, which,  in  the  Judgment  ol  the  committee,  is  a  satis- 
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factory  sum  to  carry  on  the  activities  of  highway  construc- 
tion during  the  next  2  years. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICEIR.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  think  this  bill  is  of  such  im- 
portance it  should  go  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  object? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Objection  is  heard. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  bill  which  has  just  gone  over,  so  that  it  may  be 
pending  when  the  bill  Is  again  considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  will  be  received,  printed,  and  lie  on  the  table. 

REXXBURSEMENT    OF    HOLDERS    OF     COTTOW     POOL     PARTICIPATIOH 

TRUST   CERTIFICATES 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2930)  to 
provide  for  reimbursement  to  the  holders  of  cotton  pool 
participation  trust  certificates,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
was  read,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  there  is  hereby  appropriated,  from 
any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  the  sum  of  $4.320000.  or  so  much  thereof  as  may 
be  reqiUred  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  accomplish  the 
purposes  hereinafter  declared  and  authorized.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to,  or 
upon  the  order  ot.  the  Secretary  of  Agrlctilture,  such  a  part  or 
all  of  the  sum  hereby  appropriated  at  the  request  of  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture.  . 

SBC.  3  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Is  hereby  authorized  to  draw 
from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  BUtes  any  part  or  all  of  the 
•um  hereby  appropriated,  and  to  deposit  same  to  his  credit  with 
the  Treasurer  of  the  United  SUtes,  under  special  symbol  number, 
to   be   available   for   disbursement   for   the   purposes   hereinafter 

•tated 

Sac.  3.  The  Secretary  of  Agrlculttire  is  hereby  directed  to  pay  the 
•tim  of  •2.40  per  bale,  from  the  sum  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro- 
priated, to  all  holders  of  partlclpaUon-trtist  certificates  of  the 
cotton  producers'  pool.  Form  C-5-I,  of  recdrd  as  of  May  1.  1937. 

Sac  4  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  promulgate  such  rules  and  regulations  as  are  necessary  to 
carrj-  out  the  purposes  of  this  act.  which  purpose  Is  here  speclflcally 
■tated  to  be  to  reimburse  holders  of  Form  C-6-I  cotton  producers' 
pool  ptutlcipatlon  trust  certificates  for  $2.40  per  bale  carrying 
charges  deducted  from  the  proceeds  of  the  cotton-producers'  pool. 

Sec  6  All  expenses  incident  to  the  accomplishment  of  the  pur- 
poses of  this  act  are  authorized  to  be  paid  by  the  Secretary  from 
the  appropriation  authorized  hereunder,  and  any  balance  remaining 
after  reimbursements  have  been  made  In  accordance  with  this  act 
shall  be  covered  Into  the  Treastuy  of  the  United  States  as  miscel- 
laneous receipts. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  I  should  like  an  explanaUon 

of  the  bill. 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  should  like  to  know  the  purpose  of  the 

bill. 

Mr.  KING.    And  the  amount  involved. 

Mr.  LODGE.  It  is  rather  difficult  for  those  who  are  not 
on  the  committee  to  grasp  the  bill  as  it  now  stands, 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  is 
very  simple.  It  has  to  do  with  the  activities  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  in  dealing  with  cotton  farmers. 

The  bill  proposes  an  adjustment  with  cotton  farmers  who 
complied  with  the  Government's  program  to  limit  and 
restrict  the  production  of  cotton  in  1933  and  1934. 

In  1933  the  Government  owned  and  held  a  large  amoimt 
of  cotton.  In  order  to  help  the  price  of  cotton,  and  thereby 
help  the  cotton  planter,  it  was  proposed  by  the  Government 
that  if  the  cotton  farmers  would  plow  under  some  of  their 
already  planted  cotton  land,  such  farmers  could  buy  cotton 
from  Government  stocks  at  a  normal  price,  and  on  such 
cotton  sold,  the  Government  would  conserve,  handle,  and 
manage  such  cotton  at  no  expense  to  the  farmer  purchasers. 

The  record  shows  that  later,  when  the  cotton  was  sold, 
the  farmer  purchasers  were  charged  the  sum  of  $2.40  per 
bale  from  the  time  the  cotton  pool  was  established  on  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1934.  to  September  30,  1934. 

The  amount  of  cotton  involved  is  some  1,600,000  bales, 
and  It  affects  some  350,000  cotton  farmers. 

The  record  further  shows  that  some  80  percent  of  the 
cotton  pool  certificates  are  In  the  hands  of  the  fanner  pro- 
ducers, and  that  the  remainder  are  in  the  hands  of  mer- 


chants who  cashed  such  certificates  for  the  farmer 
producers. 

The  certificates  state  on  their  face  that  they  are  ne«J- 
tlable,  which  accounts  for  the  fact  that  some  of  the  certifl- 
cates  are  in  the  hands  of  storekeepers  and  merchants. 

The  bill  proposes  to  reimburse  cotton  farmers  vrtio  com- 
plied with  the  Government's  cotton-reduction  program  and 
who  hold  certificates  to  the  extent  of  $2.40  per  bale.  The 
bill  is  based  upon  the  fact  that  the  assessment  of  $2.40  per 
bale  was  erroneously  and  unjustly  made  and  collected  from 
the  cotton  farmers. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  is  the  American  Cotton 
Cooperative   Association    connected   with    this    bill   in    any 

way?  . 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  A.  C.  C.  A.  has  no 
interest  in  the  bill,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  This  measure  has  no  reference  to  the 
claims  which  were  presented  by  that  association  some  time 

ago? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  That  Is  another  bill,  and 
the  Senator  knows  all  about  it.  That  matter  is  in  the  Court 
of  Claims:  but  this  has  nothing  to  do  with  that.  This  bill 
is  to  pay  the  farmers  who  hold  these  certificates  to  the  extent 
of  $2.40  per  bale  for  the  certificates  they  hold. 

Mr.  LODGE.  May  I  ask  how  much  it  will  cost  the 
Government?    Is  there  any  estimate  of  that? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  report  shows  that 
about  1,600,000  bales  are  Involved,  and  that  about  350,000 
cotton  farmers  are  affected  by  the  legislation, 

Mr.  LODGE.  Does  the  bill  have  the  imanlmous  report 
of  the  committee? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  There  was  no  opposition  in 
the  committee,  and  I  know  of  no  one  who  is  opposed  to  the 
measure.  

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BIESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr, 
Chaffee,  one  of  Its  reading  clerks,  returned  to  the  Senate,  In 
compliance  with  Its  request,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9007)  making 
appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Labor,  the  Federal 
Security  Agency,  and  related  independent  agencies,  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes. 

FEDERAL-AID    HIGHWAYS 

Mr,  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  a  few  moments 
ago  I  objected  to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  9575.  I 
did  that  because  in  my  own  State  the  highway  department 
is  the  most  venal  and  most  effective  agency  of  political 
influence  in  the  State.  However,  I  am  persuaded  by  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  and  other  Senators 
that  it  Is  not  fair  to  hold  up  a  general  authorization  for  the 
highway  development  of  the  United  States  because  of  the 
particular  situation  which  happens  to  exist  in  my  own  State. 
Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  t»  return  to  House  bill 
9575  in  order  that  it  may  be  considered  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
returning  to  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  9575)  to  amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act, 
approved  July  11,  1916.  as  amended  and  supplemented,  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads,  with  amendments. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads  was.  In  section  1,  page  2,  line  1,  after  the  words 
"sum  of",  to  strike  out  "$93,750,000"  and  Insert  "$100,- 
000,000";  and  in  line  3,  after  the  words  "sum  of",  to  strike 
out  "$93,750,000"  and  insert  "$100,000,000",  so  as  to  make 
the  section  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  ptirpose  of  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  that  the  UiUted 
States  shall  aid  the  States  In  the  constriicUon  of  rural  post  roads, 
and  for  other  purposes',  approved  July  11,  lOlC  (38  Stat.  $55). 
and  all  acta  amendatory  thereof  and  supplementary  thereto,  tiiere 
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la  hereby  tuthortzed  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Trea«\iry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  following  sums,  to  be 
expended  according  to  the  provisions  of  such  act  as  amended  and 
supplemented:  The  sum  of  $100,000,000  lor  the  fiscal  year  ending 
Jime  30.  1JK2.  and  the  mm  of  •100.000,000  tea  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1M3. 

The  amendment  waa  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  in  section  2.  page  2.  line  7.  after 
the  words  "stim  of",  to  strike  out  "IIS.TSO.OOO"  and  Insert 
"$15,000,000".  and  in  line  9.  after  the  words  "sum  of",  to  strike 
out  "$18,750,000"  and  Insert  "$15,000,000".  so  as  to  make  the 
section  read: 

Bk  a.  W»r  the  ptirpoae  of  continuing  the  provisions  of  section  7 
of  the  act  of  Jua«  16.  1936  (49  Stat  1521 ) .  there  is  hereby  authorized 
to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of  115.000.000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1942,  and  the  sum  of  $16,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1943;  said  sums  to  be  expended  on  secondary  or  feeder 
roftda.  including  farm-to-market  roads,  rural-free-dellvery  mall 
roads,  and  pubUc-school  bus  routes. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  in  section  3,  page  2.  line  18.  after 
"(2)".  to  Insert  "that  such  special  taxes  are  derived  from 
rates  or  license  taxes,  in  each  category,  equal  to  the  average 
of  the  rates  or  license  taxes  similarly  imposed  by  other  States 
of  the  Union;  (3)",  and  on  page  3,  line  3.  after  the  word 
"and",  to  strike  out  "(3)"  and  Insert  "(4) ",  so  as  to  make  the 
section  read : 

Sic  3.  If  within  the  fiscal  years  1942  and  1943  the  Federal  Worlts 
Administrator  shaU  find  with  respect  to  any  State  (1)  that  the 
proceeds  of  all  special  taxes  on  motor-vehicle  transportation,  as 
referred  to  in  section  12  of  the  Act  of  Jime  18,  1934  (48  Stat.  995), 
"  as  amended,  are  applied  to  highway  purposes  as  defined  In  sa^d  sec- 
tion; (2)  that  such  special  taxes  are  derived  from  rates  or  license 
taxes,  in  each  category,  equal  to  the  average  of  the  rates  or  license 
taxes  similarly  Imposed  by  other  States  of  the  Union;  (3)  that  at 
least  90  percent  of  such  proceeds  are  applied  to  the  administrative 
and  operating  expenses  of  the  State  highway  department,  the  main- 
tenance of  the  State  and  Pederal-ald  highway  systems,  and  the  pay- 
ment of  interest  on.  and  the  amortization  of.  bond  obligations  of 
the  State  for  the  payment  of  which  such  revenues  have  heretofore 
been  pledged;  and  (4)  that  the  portion  of  the  proceeds  of  all  such 
special  taxes  then  available  for  construction  and  reconstruction, 
together  with  funds  available  to  the  State  from  any  other  sources  for 
highway  purposes,  will  be  insufficient  to  match  all,  or  any  part,  of 
the  regular  and  secondary  Federal -aid  road  funds  apportioned  to 
such  State  for  such  fiscal  years  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  (42  Stat.  212).  as  amended  and  supple- 
mented, then  such  portion  of  such  apportionment  as  the  Federal 
Works  Administrator  shall  find  the  State  is  unable  to  match  shall 
be  made  available  for  expenditure  In  such  State  in  accordance  with 
said  Federal  Highway  Act  without  being  matched  by  the  State: 
Provided.  That  any  such  funds  made  available  to  any  State  without 
being  matched  by  the  State  shall  be  expended  by  the  State  on  the 
system  of  Federal -aid  highways  and  on  secondary  roads  In  the  con- 
struction of  projects  desirable  from  the  standpoint  of  national 
defense. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  in  section  5.  page  5,  line  10, 
after  the  words  "sum  of",  to  strike  out  "$37,500,000"  and 
insert  "$20,000,000":  in  Une  11.  after  the  words  "sum  of",  to 
strike  out  "$37,500,000"  and  insert  "$20,000.000 ';  and  in  line 
12.  after  "1943",  to  Insert  a  proviso,  so  as  to  make  the  section 
read: 

-  Sec.  5.  Ftor  the  elimination  of  hazards  to  life  at  railroad  grade 
crossings  Including  the  separation  or  protection  of  grades  at  cross- 
ings the  reconstruction  of  existing  rallroad-grade-crosslng  struc- 
tures, and  the  relocation  of  highways  to  eliminate  grade  crossings. 
there  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  to  be  apportioned 
on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  January  of  each  year  preceding  the 
fiscal  year  for  which  it  is  authorized  among  the  several  States 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  (42 
Stat.  212),  as  amended  and  supplemented,  except  that  such  appor- 
tionment Shall  be  one-half  on  population  as  shown  by  the  latest 
decennial  census,  one-fourth  on  the  mileage  of  the  Pederal-ald 
highway  system  as  determined  by  the  Federal  Works  Adminis- 
trator, and  one-fourth  on  the  railroad  mileage  as  determined  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  and  to  be  expended  in 
accordance  with  said  Federal  Highway  Act,  as  amended  and  sup- 
plemented, except  that  no  part  of  such  funds  apportioned  to  any 
State  need  be  matched  by  the  State:  The  sum  of  $20,000,000  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1942,  and  the  simi  of  $20,000,000 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jime  30,  1943:  Provided,  That  when 
provision  has  been  made  for  the  ellnxlnatlon  of  hazards  to  life 
at  substantiaUy  all  of  the  railroad  grade  crossings  on  the  State 
highway  system  in  any  State,  such  State  may  apply,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Public  Roads  Administration,  Its  available  Pederal- 
ald    grade-crossing    funds   to    the    Improvement   of    secondary   or 
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feeder  roads  In  addition  to  any  other  funds  provided  for  con- 
tinuing the  provisions  of  section  7  of  the  act  of  Jtme  16,  1936 
(49  SUt.  1521):  Provided  further.  That  any  Pederal-ald  grade- 
crossing  funds  so  applied  must  be  matched  with  State  ftmds  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act.  aa 
amended  and  supplemented. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  6.  page  5.  line  25. 
after  "Sec.  6",  to  strike  out  "for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  of 
1921  (42  Stat,  218),  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro- 
priated for  forest  highways,  roads,  and  trails  the  following 
sums,  to  be  available  until  expended  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  said  section  23:  The  sum  of  $10,500,000  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1942:  the  sum  of  $10,500,000  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943:   Provided.  That  one- 
third,  but  not  less  than  $3,000,000.  of  the  appropriation  made 
for  any  fiscal  year  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  said 
section   23   may    hereafter  be    expended   for    the    purposes 
enumerated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  clause   (a)    of  said 
section  23:"  and  to  insert  "For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  section  23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  (42 
Stat.  218),  as  amended  and  supplemented,  there  is  hereby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  (1)    for  forest  highways  the 
sum  of  $7,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1942. 
and  the  sum  of  $7,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1943:    Provided.   That    hereafter    appropriations    for   forest 
highways  shall  be  administered  in  conformity  with  regula- 
tions Jointly  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and 
the  Federal  Works  Administrator;  and  (2)  for  forest  develop- 
ment roads  and  trails  the  sum  of  $3,000,000  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1942.  and  the  sum  of  $3,000,000  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1943:";  on  page  7,  line  4.  after 
the  word  "apportioned",  to  strike  out  "by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture";  and  in  line  8.  after  the  words  "fiscal  year",  to 
insert  a  proviso,  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  6.  For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section 
23  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  (42  Stat.  218),  as  amended  and 
supplemented,  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  ( 1 ) 
for  forest  highways  the  sum  of  $7,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1942,  and  the  sum  of  $7,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1943:  Provided.  That  hereafter  appropriations  for 
forest  highways  shall  be  administered  In  conformity  with  regula- 
tions Jointly  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the 
Federal  Works  Administrator;  and  (2)  for  forest  development 
roads  and  trails  the  sum  of  $3,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1942,  and  the  sum  of  $3,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1943:  i4nd  provided  further.  That  the  apportion- 
ment for  forest  highways  In  Alaska  shall  be  for  each  of  the 
fiscal  years  $5(X).000  and  that  such  additional  amoimt  as  otherwise 
would  have  been  apportioned  to  Alaska  for  each  of  said  fiscal 
years  shall  be  apportioned  among  those  States,  including  Puerto 
Rico,  whose  forest  highway  apportionment  for  such  fiscal  year 
otherwise  would  be  less  than  1  i>ercent  of  the  entire  apportionment 
for  forest  h'ghwnys  for  that  fiscal  year:  And  provided  further. 
That  apportionments  among  those  States,  including  Puerto  Rico', 
whose  forest  highway  apportionments  for  such  fiscal  year  other- 
wise would  be  less  than  1  percent  of  the  entire  apportionment  for 
forest  highways  for  that  fiscal  year  may  be  made  without  regard 
to  the  provisions  of  said  section  23  relating  to  apportionments, 
but  in  no  case  shall  the  apportionment  to  any  State  under  thlB 
provision  be  In  excess  of  20  percent  of  the  total  of  fiinds  affected 
thereby. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  7,'  page  7,  line  24 
after  the  words  "sum  of",  to  strike  out  "$1,875,000"  and 
Insert  "$1,500,000";  in  line  25.  after  the  words  "sum  of",  to 
strike  out  "$1,875,000"  and  insert  "$1,500,000";  and  on  page 
8.  line  2.  after  the  word  "expended",  to  insert  a  proviso,  so  as 
to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec  7.  For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  section 
3  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act  (42  Stat.  212).  as  amended  by  the 
act  of  June  24.  1930  (46  Stat.  805),  there  is  hereby  authorized  to 
be  appropriated  for  the  survey  construction,  reconstruction,  and 
maintenance  of  main  roads  through  unappropriated  or  unreserved 
public  lands,  nontaxable  Indian  lands,  or  other  Federal  reservations 
other  than  the  forest  reservations  the  sum  of  $1  500  000  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1942,  and  the  sum  of  $1.500  000  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1943,  to  remain  available  until  expended: 
Provided,  That  apportionments  of  funds  made  under  the  second 
paragraph  of  section  3  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act.  as  amended 
by  the  act  of  Jime  24.  1940  (46  Stat.  805 »,  shall  be  made  on  the 
basis  of  the  area  of  such  lands  In  each  State  as  shown  by  cer- 
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tlflcate  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  which  he  U  directed  to 
make  as  of  June  30  each  year. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  _ 

The  next  amendment  was.  in  section  8,  page  8.  line  17, 
after  the  words  "sum  of",  to  strike  out  "$5,625,000-  and  insert 
"$4  000  000";  in  Une  18,  after  the  words  "sum  of",  to  strike 
out'  "$9,625,000"  and  Insert  "$4,000,000":  and  to  Une  19. 
after  "1943".  to  inaert  a  provlao,  »o  as  to  make  the  lectlon 
read: 

BK.  8.  roT  the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  »«fo;*;«"!"* 
of  r^  •nd  trails,  JnclutlM  of  n$CMMry  bridgej.  in  the  nat^ 

Kk  aSrv^Tlncliidina  area*  autiuaiaed  to  be  aBtablUhed  m  na- 
iSil^SarS'aS^^ument..  and  »*«««\.S:?5ll'"l'i.n^8S? 
■pproach  rtmOt  atitbortwd  by  the  .ct  of  Januwy  «»•  1»^^„  <^ •Ji 
iamT  M  amended   there  U  hereby  authorized  to  be  approprlatea 

^kim  o'Ti'SSU  f^  th,  tUcJyear  •™;if/j'u^3'o''lK?'p"cJ 
thi  nim  of  a4  OOOiXX)  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943  I'ro- 
S&d%fat  heSSer  approprUtloM  for  the  construction,  recon- 
2S^«r^r  ind  imorovement  of  such  park  and  monument  roads 
S  £  J^iTe^iSi  irSnformlty  w^lth  regulations  Jointly  ap- 
Sroved  brthe  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Federal  Works 
Administrator . 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  «   „       ,o 

The  next  amendment  was.  to  section  9.  page  9.  line  12. 
after  the  words  "National  Park  Service",  to  insert  a  proviso, 
so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

SBC  9  Por  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  parkways,  to 
elvra«»8s  to  nauonal  parks  and  national  monuments,  or  to  be- 

Sme^S^eitlng  sectlorTof  «L -J:H°^\P«^^J„7^>^s"tktr'bJ  ?^ 
tn  which  tlUe  has  been  transferred  to  the  United  btates  oy  ine 
States  or  by  pr?«rate  individuals,  there  is  hereby  author^  to  be 
annroorllted  thTsum  of  $7,500,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
lo^SS  aSl  the  sum  of  $7,500,000  for  the  flacal  year  endmg  June 
M  ^3  provided.  That  hereafter  the  location  of  such  parkways 
m^on  nubile  landS  national  forests,  or  other  Federal  reservations 
J^?  K-  rtlt*rmined  br  aKreement  between  the  department  having 
SrtiiicUoroTw  Sc?iJ5^^d  the  National  ParK  Service.  Pro- 
^Il!r  7..wh^  That  hereafter  apprOTriatlons  for  the  construction 
S^riwa^s^IS^^x^^te'S^  conformity  with  regulations 
jSi^ly  Ippro^d  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Federal 
Works  Administrator. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  «   ,.      oa 

The  next  amendment  was.  to  section  10.  page  9,  line  20 
after  the   words  "sum  of",  to  strike   out  "$3  000.000"   and 
insert  "$2  500,000".  and  in  hne  21.  after  the  words  "sum  of", 
to  strike  out  "$3,000,000"  and  insert  "$2,500,000".  so  as  to 
make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  10.  Por  construction  and  improvement  of  Jfdlan  reserva- 
tion roads  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  approved  May  26^1928 
(45  Stat  750)  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the 
iim  Of  $2  5W  000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1942  and  the 
sum  of  $2,500,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  SO.  1^3.  Pro- 
vidcd  That  hereafter  the  location,  type,  and  design  of  all  roads 
?^uct«l  under  the  provisions  of  said  act  of  May  26,  1928.  shall 
S^pprwed  by  the  PilbUc  Roads  Administration  before  any  ex- 
^ndltures  are'made  thereon,  and  all  such  construction  done  by 
rontiact  shall  be  under  the  general  supervision  of  the  Public 
Roads  Administration. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  11.  page  10.  line  13, 
after  the  word  "adjacent"  to  strike  out  "pubUcly  owned  or 
controUed":  to  Itoe  14.  after  the  word  "size",  to  insert 
"owned  or  controlled  by  the  States  or  their  poUtical  sub- 
divisions"; to  Une  17,  after  the  word  "traffic"  to  strike  out 
"and"  and  Insert  "as  may  be  approved  by  the  PubUc  Roads 
Administration.  Such  constmction  likewise  may  include"; 
in  line  22  after  the  word  "Administration",  to  strike  out 
"•  and"  and  insCTt  "Provided.  Tliat";  to  line  23,  after  the 
word  "exceed",  to  strike  out  "5"  and  insert  "3".  and  on  page 
11  line  2.  after  the  word  "land",  to  strike  out  "without  being 
matched  by  the  States",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

SBC  11  SubaecUon  (c)  of  section  1  of  the  Federal  Aid  Highway 
Act  of   1938   (52  Stat.  633)    Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

•Hereafter  the  construction  of  highways  by  the  States  with  the 
aid  of  Federal  funds  may  todude  such  roadside  and  landscape  de- 
velopment, including  such  sanitary  and  other  facUltes  as  may  be 
deemed  reasonably  necessary  to  provide  for  the  "^taW«  »«°°^: 
modation  of  the  public,  all  within  the  highway  right-of-way  and 
adjacent  recreaUonal  areas  of  Umlted  size  oj^^  or  controlled 
by  the  Slates  or  their  political  subdivisions,  and  with  provision  for 
convenient  and  safe  access  thereto  by  P«de»trian  and  vehicular 
traffic    as  may  be  approved  by  the  PubUc  Beads  Administration. 


Such  construction  UkewJw  may  fnchide  the  purcha.^  rf  ^  •«- 
tecent  rtrlDs  of  land  al  limited  width  and  primary  import*^"  for 
thforeSVvationTthe  natural  beauty  through  which  *^^y«^«" 

SLSfSl  a°s  i^y  be  approved!^  ^^"f  S^C'^^SSSd 
tlon-  Provided.  That  not  to  exceed  3  percent  o'  ^he  Pederai  am 
funds  apportioned  to  and  matched  by  any  State  under  thU  act  may 
be  used  for  the  purchase  of  such  adjacent  sUlps  of  land. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  ^  ^     .      ,    ««.  • 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  11,  beglnntog  to  line  8, 

to  strike  out: 

8CC.  12.  (a)  The  R«;on»truction  Finance  Co*POI*"of •  PF!!^* 
to  it*  authority  under  extotln,  law  and  ~52!^,io  *"  ^gf-^fTS 
and  condition,  thereof,  ts  auAortwd  ^  ooopwmte  wlthBUtej  W 
finance,  or  to  aid  in  flnandnf.  the  •«n»^*«o"  o'  'SiLS^SIkil^ 
mteresu  in  property  (any  w>cb  acjul^tion  ^^^^.°^s^ 
"right -of -way-')  nece«Mry  or  desirable  for  road  P^le^^*  •'*!;•»  « 
fidentltld  under  the  Federal  Htghwar  Act  (43  Stat.  5U).  •■ 
amended  and  supplementod.  w_  -    ..  -*^«.*i«r,  w 

(b)  Every  loan  or  purchaae  of  Mcurltlej  by  R«»°^f^V,??.ti^ 
naiice  Corporation  to*flnance  or  to  aid  In  fin^of/n*  2;,^^^JS£ 
of  a  right-of-way,  aa  defined  in  this  section,  "t*^!  ^^e'*^^' °f Jf^T 
only  3ter  approval  of  the  project  (Includtog  the  plans,  adminis- 
tration, and  financing  thereof)   by  the  highway  department  of  the 
State  and  by  the  Public  Roads  .\dmlnUtratlon  of  the  Federal  Works 
Aaency.     In  order  to  furnish  additional  assurance  of  the  regular 
amortization  or  retirement  of  SUte  securities  which  are  sold  to. 
or  pledged  with.  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  in  connection 
with  any  financing  of  the  acquisition  of  a  right-of-way  as  provided 
herein,  and  which  are  secured  by  a  pledge  of  revenue  from  Stat« 
gasoline  taxes  or  from  other  special  taxes  on  motor  vehicles  or  on 
motor-vehicle  operators,  the  Federal  Works  Administrator  is  au- 
thorized and  directed,  from  time  to  time,  upon  the  happening  of 
any  default  in  the  payment  by  a  State  on  account  of  any  of  its 
securities  so  held  by  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  to  de- 
duct  or  cause  to  be  deducted,  from  the  then  unexpended  Federal 
fund's  apportioned  to  such  States  as  Federal  aid  for  highway  con- 
struction   pursuant  to  the  Federal  Highway  Act,  as  amended  and 
supplemented,   the   total   amount   certified   by   Reconstruction   Fi- 
nance Corporation  as  being  then  due  and  payable  on  account  of 
such  securities,  and  to  issue,  or  cause  to  be  issued,  a  warrant  In 
favor   of   Reconstruction   Finance   Corporation   for   such   aniount. 
whereupon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  upon  the  presentation 
thereof  shall  pay  to  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  the  amount 
of  such  warrant  for  application  on  account  of  the  State  s  defaulted 
payments. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12,  beginning  to  Une  19, 
to  strike  out: 

Sec  13  The  Commissioner  of  Public  Roads  is  hereby  authorized 
upon  the  request  of  any  State  to  perform  engineering  services  and 
furnish  technical  aid  and  advice  In  connection  with  the  location 
anT  development  of  "flight  strips"  adjacent  to  public  highways  or 
roadside  development  areas;  for  the  landing  and  take-off^  aircraft, 
when  not  in  conflict  with  the  CivU  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment,  was  at  the  top  of  page  13,  to  insert: 
SBC  12  The  Commissioner  of  PubUc  Roads,  in  cooperation  with 
the  State  highway  departments  of  the  respective  States.  Is  hereby 
directed  to  Investigate  the  service  afforded  to  traffic,  population, 
and  lands  by  all  highways  of  each  State,  as  determined  by  State- 
wide surveys  adequate  for  the  purpose.  Annually  a  report  wm  be 
made  to  the  Congress  covering  the  progress  made  In  classifying  the 
highways  into  groups  composed  of  roads  of  similar  service  Impor- 
tance. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  13,  after  Une  8,  to  insert: 
Sec  13  The  Public  Roads  Administration  is  authorized  to  pay 
transportation  and  subsistence  expenses  of  Its  employees,  and  of 
nersons  appointed  under  schedule  A,  subdivision  I.  paragraph  7,  of 
Civil  Service  Rules,  hereafter  assigned  to  perform  engineering 
services  beyond  continental  United  States  for  any  agency  or  gov- 
ernmental corporation  of  the  United  States,  including  transporta- 
tion and  subsistence  expenses  of  membens  of  the  Immediate  family 
of  any  such  employee  or  person  in  traveling  from  their  headquarters 
or  homes  to  the  post  of  duty  outside  continental  United  States  and 
return;  and.  wltTttoe  approval  of  the  Federal  Works  Administra- 
tor, the  compensation  of  any  such  employee  so  assigned  nu^  J>e 
tacreased  during  such  assignment  by  not  to  exceed  25  percent  of  his 
base  pay. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  ,        «o    ♦ 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  13,  after  Une  22,  to 

insert: 

Sic  14.  Any  sums  heretofore  or  hereafter  withheld  from  the  Fed- 
eral-aid road  funds  apportioned  to  any  State  as  a  penalty  for  diver- 
sion of  road-user  taxes  under  the  provisions  of  section  12  of  the 
act  approved  June  18,  1934  (48  SUt.  995) ,  shall  be  reapportioned  in 
the  same  manner  as  any  other  unejq?ended  balance  at  the  end  of 
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the  period  dining  which  It  otherwise  would  be  available  for  expendi- 
ture. In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  21  of  the  Federal 
Highway  Act  (42  Stat.  217). 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  14.  after  line  6.  to  Insert: 

Sbc.  15.  Any  amounts  heretofore  apportioned  to  any  State  under 
the  provisions  of  section  7  of  the  act  of  June  16.  1936  (49  Stat. 
1521  > .  for  secondary  or  feeder  roads,  for  which  the  period  of  avail- 
ability will  expire  on  June  30.  1940.  and  which  shall  remain  unex- 
pended on  said  date,  shall  not  be  reapportioned  to  all  the  States  as 
required  by  section  21  of  the  Federal  Highway  Act.  but  shall  remain 
available  to  such  State  untU  June  30.  1941.  and  any  balance  of  such 
amounts  then  remaining  unexpended  shall  be  reapportioned  to  all 
the  States  in  the  manner  now  provided  by  law. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  14,  after  line  17,  to 
Insert : 

Sic.  16.  Federal  funds  shall  be  avaUable  for  paying  the  engineer- 
ing costs  Incurred  by  State  highway  departments  In  the  survey  and 
In  the  preparation  of  plans.  s|>eclflcatlons.  and  estimates  for  such 
Xirgent  improvements  of  highways  strategically  Important  from  the 
Standpoint  of  the  national  defense  as  may  be  undertaken  on  the 
order  of  the  Federal  Works  Administrator  and  as  the  result  of  re- 
quest of  the  Secretary  of  War.  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  other 
authorized  national -defense  agency. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  15,  line  3,  to  change  the 
number  of  the  section  from  14  to  17. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to, 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President.  I  offer  the  amendment 
previously  submitted  by  me  today. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  will  be  stated. 

The  Chiet  Clerk.  On  page  15,  after  line  2,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert: 

Sec.  17.  In  approving  Federal-aid  highway  projects  to  be  carried 
out  with  any  unobligated  funds  apportioned  to  any  State,  the  Fed- 
eral Works  Administrator  shall  give  priority  of  approval  to  and 
expedite  the  construction  of  projects  that  are  recommended  by  the 
appropriate  Federal  defense  agency  as  important  to  the  national 
defense. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to 
have  the  amendment  restated  because  I  could  not  hear  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
restated. 

The  Chief  Clerk  restated  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  the  text  as  given  is  quite 
Similar  to  a  provision  originally  adopted  in  the  Highway  Act 
of  1921.  It  was  provided  in  that  case  that  the  preference 
should  be  given  to  the  completion  of  projects  which  would 
result  in  an  adequate  and  connected  system  of  highways.  In 
this  instance  preference  is  to  be  given  to  cases  in  which  the 
construction  would  be  of  advantage  to  the  national  defense. 

I  am  glad  to  accept  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  McKzmuil 
is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  any  idea  of  ob- 
jecting, but  I  should  appreciate  it  if  those  of  us  who  are 
not  on  the  committees  could  get  some  kind  of  a  ooonected 
statement  as  to  just  what  this  bill  is.  A  sacoesskm  of 
amendments  have  been  put  in,  and  I  really  should  like  to 
know  just  what  this  is  all  about. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  before  ajqjropriations 
can  be  made  for  roads  there  must  be  an  authorization. 
We  first  began  to  pass  road  bills  in  1917.  and  we  have  been 
passing  them  ever  since.  In  order  to  have  an  orderly 
method  of  handling  Federal  aid  to  roads,  the  authorization 
has  t)een  made  for  2  years  at  a  time,  and  this  is  the  2-year 
biennial   bill   which   is   invariably   introduced. 

Ordinarily  we  have  l>een  appropriating  from  $100,000,000 
to  $125,000,000  for  class  A  roads,  the  appropriations  for 
which  have  to  be  matched  by  the  States.  During  recent 
years  there  has  been  an  appropriation  of  a  much  smaller 
amount,  usually  $25,000,000  or  $30,000,000,  for  second-grade 
roads  under  similar  conditions. 

A  year  or  two  ago  we  undertook  to  appropriate  sums,  or 
authorize  the  appropriation  of  sums,  for  railroad  grade 
crossings,  and  there  is  again  a  provision  authorizing  that. 


In  addition  to  that,  there  are  roads  in  our  national  parks, 
a  much  smaller  sura  being  authorized  for  such  roads. 

Also,  through  national  forests  some  roads  are  built. 

Some  roads  also  are  built  wholly  out  of  Government  funds 
for  the  Indians. 

I  believe  those  are  all  the  provisions  of  this  bill. 

In  other  words,  we  have  to  do  that  in  order  that  the 
persons  who  build  roads  may  go  ahead  with  their  work.  In 
this  case  Mr.  MacDonald,  of  the  Federal  Works  Agency, 
has  been  doing  it  for  a  number  of  years,  and  doing  a  good 
job.  He  has  been  building  the  roads  under  what  is  known 
as  the  Federal-aid  system.  This  merely  authorizes  appro- 
priations, and  the  request  for  appropriations  will  come  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  the  amounts 
decided  then. 

Mr.  LODGE.     Will  the  Senator  tell  me  whether  this  is 

more  or  less  in  the  nature  of  a  routine  piece  of  legislation 
which  has  to  be  considered  every  2  years,  or  does  it  change 
the  formula  or  the  basis  upon  which  these  funds  are  to  be 
allocated? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  does  not  change  the  formula  at  all 
from  what  it  was  during  the  last  2  years,  and  I  believe  for 
the  last  4  years.  There  is, no  change  in  formula.  There 
has  been  a  considerable  change  in  amount.  I  think  the 
appropriation  reached  as  high  as  about  $238,000,000.  This 
bill  carries  only  $160,000,000  for  all  the  purposes  I  have 
explained  to  the  Senator  and  to  the  Senate.  It  is  merely 
an  ordinary  road  bill,  like  those  we  have  been  passing,  and 
it  is  an  authorization  bill  rather  than  an  appropriation 
bill. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Was  not  an  amendment  adopted  to  the  bill 
which  would  authorize  certain  priorities  being  followed  in 
building  these  roads?  Does  not  the  bill  as  amended  set  up 
certain  new  priorities  in  the  allocation  of  the  money? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  No;  but  the  amendment  I  have  Just 
offered,  and  which  is  now  pending,  provides  that  when 
national-defense  roads  are  submitted  from  any  State  in  the 
Union  there  may  be  a  priority,  and  I  think  that  is  very 
proper.  It  might  be  very  necessary,  for  instance,  to  build  a 
road 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  has  expired. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee 
is  recognized. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Suppose  we  were  invaded  and  it  were 
necessary  to  help  build  military  roads  in  order  to  provide  for 
the  national  defense;  of  course,  priority  would  be  given,  and 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  would  want  the 
priority  given. 

Mr.  LODGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Of  course,  I  want  roads  built  for  national 
defense,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  this  bill  carries  any 
provisioil  that  there  shall  be  consultation  with  the  War  De- 
partment or  the  military  authorities  to  determine  whether  a 
road  IS  or  i^  not  a  military  road? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    That  is  provided  for  in  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  is  still  open  to 
amendment. 

Mr.  DANAHER  and  Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri  addressed  tee 
Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut is  recognized. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Rrst,  I  wish  to  propoimd  a  parliamentary 
Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Does  the  Chair  rule  that  the  amendment 
has  already  been  agreed  to? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     It  has  been. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  was  on  my  feet  seeking  recognition. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Not  when  the  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  sought  to  achieve  that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  was  agreed 
to  some  time  ago,  before  the  colloquy  between  the  Senator 


trom  Tennessee  and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  took 
place. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  "nien  I  mistook  the  ruling  of  the  Chair, 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote  by  which  the 
amendment  was  agreedtobe  reconsidered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  vote  is  reconsidered. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  as  has  been  suggested  by 
the  Senator  from  Blassachusetts,  those  of  us  who  are  not  on  the 
committee  are  at  a  great  loss  to  grasp  this  whole  subject.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.    Tbe  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Tlie  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  nam^s: 


Andrews 

Ashurst 

BaUey 

Bankhead 

Barbour 

Barkley 


Brown 

Byrd 

Bvmes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chaves 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Danaher 

Davis 


Donahey 

Downey 

Ellender 

George 

Oerry 

OUlett« 

Oreen 

Ouffey 

Bala 

Barrtem 

Batch 

Bayden 

Berrlng 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

King 


LaFolletta 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lxmdeen 

MeCarran 

McKellar 

IfcNary 

ICaloney 

Mead 

Miller 

Birnton 

Miirray 

Neely 

Horris 

Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Badcllfle 


B«ed 

Reynolds 

BtukU 

Bchwarts 

Schwellenbacta 

Bheppard 

Shlpstead 

Smith 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Townsend 

Truman 

Ty  dings 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

Wiley 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  IMr.  McKxllarI.  Without  ob- 
jection, the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  Is  open  to  further 
amendment. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  is  the  road  bOl 
still  before  the  Senate?     

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     It  is. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  object  to  its  consideration. 

The  PRESroma  OFFICER.  Objection  is  heard;  the  .bill 
goes  to  the  calendar,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the  next  biU  on 
the  calendar. 

BHX  PASSXD  OVn 

The  bin  <H.  R.  960)  extending  the  classified  executive  dvll 
service  of  the  United  States  was  annoimced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  ask  that  the  bill  go  over, 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  do  not  think  we  have  sufficient  time  to- 
day fiilly  to  consider  this  bill.    Therefore  I  ask  that  it  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  WU  will  be  passed  over. 

LEAVl  WITH  PAT  FOR  JTHtT  SERVICl 

The  bin  (H.  R.  6507)  to  provide  for  leave  of  absence  with 
pay  for  any  employee  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  who  may  be  called  upon  for  Jury  service  In  any 
State  court  or  court  of  the  United  States  was  considered. 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MZUTART  OROKR  OF  THX  PTJRPLK  HXAKT 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2524)  to  In- 
corporate The  Military  Order  of  the  Purple  Heart,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
an  amendment,  on  page  2.  line  5,  to  strike  out  "Frank  A. 
Schrepfer.  Pennsylvania",  so  as  to  make  the  WU  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  following-named  persons,  to  wit: 
Charles  O  Carlston.  California-,  Wendell  A.  Lochbiler.  Michigan; 
2SS3b  WfSnderfer.  MaaaiMiiuBetts.  Frederick  K.  Myles  Indiana; 
^rv  C  Huston  Minnesota;  Konstant  Plnlarowlcz.  California, 
Herlirt  E  Browning.  California;  George  F.  Bradfleld.  nilnols; 
Bev  James  J  Guinea.  South  Carolina;  Ludwlg  J.  Nachtmann, 
?ennsylvanla;  Bernard  J.  Cummlngs.  ,nUnols;D  Brandon  Bern- 
stein California;  Robert  Fatten,  Callfomla;  Herbert  A.  Chiffch, 
Waahlngton.  District  of  Columbia;  Earl  B  Douglas  Iowa;  Fr«l  H. 
Surry  Washington:  B.  A.  Schwebke.  Oallfomia;  Uoyd  Northrup, 
nUnois-  Frank  J  Monahan.  Indiana:  H.  Hayes  Landon.  Massachu- 
■ette    Elmer  O.  Brackett.  Michigan;  Walter  C.  Stamm,  Minnesota; 


T  M.  Thomsan.  Minnesota;  Frank  Cushner.  Connecticut;  Bdgar 
N.  Bloomer,  New  Jersey;  George  L.  Edmunds.  Pennsylvania;  and 
such  other  persons  as  may  be  chosen  who  are  holders  of  the  Finipie 
Heart  Medal,  awarded  by  the  War  Department  under  General  Or- 
ders No.  3.  dated  February  22,  1932.  duly  chosen,  are  hereby 
incorporated  and  declared  to  be  a  body  corporate.  The  name  of 
this  coTporation  shall  be  "The  MUltary  Order  of  the  Purple  Heart. 

Sec  2  The  said  persons  named  In  section  1.  and  such  ottMjr 
persons  as  may  be  selected  from  among  those  who  have  been 
Awarded  the  Purple  Heart  Medal  by  the  War  Department  may 
complete  the  organization  of  said  corporation  by  the  selection  of 
officers,  the  adoption  of  a  constitution  and  bylaws,  and  do  all  other 
things  necessary  to  carry  Into  effect  the  provisions  of  this  act.  and 
at  any  meeting  for  that  ptirpose  any  person  duly  accredited  as  a 
delegate  from  any  chapter  or  State  department,  known  as  the 
Military  Order  of  the  Purple  Heart,  shall  be  permitted  to  partici- 
pate in  the  proceedings  thereof.  ».  „  w- 

Bac.  3.  That  the  purpose  or  object  of  this  corporation  ehail  be 
patriotic,  fraternal,  historical,  and  educational; 

To  preserve  and  strengthen  comradeship  among  its  members: 

TO  assist  worthy  comrades; 

To  perpetuate  the  memory  and  hlstOTy  of  our  dead;  „  i*.  ^ 

To  maintain  true  allegiance  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
State*  of  America  and  fidelity  to  Its  Ck)nstltution  and  laws. 

Sec.  4.  That  the  corporation  created  by  this  act  shaU  have  toe 
following  powers:  _*    .^ 

Perpetual  succession  with  power  to  sue  and  be  sued  in  courts  or 

law  and  equity;  ,      ^  ^         ^  i 

To  receive,  hold,  own.  vise,  and  dispose  of  real  estate  and  personal 
property  as  shall  be  necessary  for  Its  corporate  piuTxaaes.  Including 
the  right  to  mortgage,  encumber,  or  exchange  said  real  estate  or 
personal  property; 

To  adopt  a  corp>orate  seal,  and  change  the  same  at  pleasure; 

To  adopt  a  constitution,  bylaws,  and  regulaUons.  to  carry  out  its 
purposes,  not  inconsistent  with  the  laws  of  tlie  United  States,  or 
any  State,  or  of  the  District  of  Colimabia; 

To  adopt  for  the  purposes  of  the  corporation  emblems  and  badges; 

To  establish  State,  District,  and  Territorial  organizations  and 
units  or  chapters;  and  „     *     ^ 

To  publish  a  magazine,  or  other  publications,  and  generally  to  do 
any  and  aU  such  acts  and  things  as  may  be  necessary  In  carrying 
Into  effect  the  purposes  of  the  corporation. 

Sec  5  That  the  organization  shaU  be  nonpolltlcal  and,  as  an 
organization,  sball  not  promote  the  candidacy  of  any  person  seeking 
public  office. 

8»c.  6.  TtJat  the  said  corporation  and  Its  State.  District,  Terri- 
torial, or  local  units,  or  cbapters.  shall  have  the  sole  and  exclxislve 
right  to  have  and  to  use  in  carrying  out  Ita  purposes  the  name  or 
"The  Military  Order  of  the  I>urple  Heart." 

Sec.  7.  That  the  said  corporation  shall,  on  or  before  the  Ist  day 
of  January  In  each  year  make  and  transmit  to  the  Congress  a  report 
of  its  proceedings  for  the  preceding  calendar  year,  including  a  full 
and  complete  report  of  its  receipts  and  expenditxires. 

Sec  8  That,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  exercise  In  any  State 
of  any  power  or  privilege  herein  granted  or  conferred,  the  mutary 
Order  of  the  Purple  Heart  shall  file  In  the  office  of  the  secretary  of 
■tate  of  such  State  the  name  and  post-office  address  of  an  author- 
laed  agent  In  such  State  upon  whom  legal  process  against  the  Mili- 
tary Order  of  the  Purple  Heart  may  be  served. 

Sbc.  9.  That  the  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  at  any 
time  Is  hereby  expressly  reserved. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

EXTENSION  OP   CIASSITIED   CIVIL  8EBVICB  TO  POSTMASTEES 

The  bill  (8.  4116)  amending  the  act  of  June  25,  1938, 
extending  the  classified  civU  service  to  include  postmasters 
of  the  first,  second,  and  third  classes,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KINQ.  Mr.  President,  the  chairman  of  the  Cc»nmittee 
on  Civil  Service  is  not  present.  I  was  wondering  whether 
we  should  take  this  bill  up  in  his  absence.    Let  it  go  over, 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER,     The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 
jinusDicnoN  over  air-mail  services 

The  bill  (8.  4061)  extending  the  jurlsdicUon  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority  over  certain  air-mail  services,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Calendar  2035,  House  bill 
9899,  Is  an  identical  bUl,  and  without  obJecUon  the  House 
bill  will  be  substituted  for  the  Senate  bllL 

There  being  no  obJecUon,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  9899)  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  over  certain  air-mail  services, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  Senate 
bill  4061  and  Senate  WU  4078  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 
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Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  let  me  Inquire  of  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  whether  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCarranI,  who  is  very  much  interested  in  air-mail 
matters.  Is  acquainted  with  the  bill. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Mr.  President.  Senate  bill  4061,  Senate  bill 
4078.  and  House  bill  9899  are  identical.  Their  provisions  are 
alike.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    They  have  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  HUGHES.     Very  well. 

!  FEDERAL -AID   HIGHWAYS 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  recur  temporarily  to  Calendar 
No.  1951.  House  bill  9575.  in  order  to  submit  an  amendment. 

The  PRESXDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  will  be  received,  and  printed,  and  will  be  pending. 
The  amendment  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  appropriate  place  in  the  bill  it 
Is  proposed  to  add  a  new  section,  as  follows: 

Sic.  — .  The  term  "highway"  as  defined  by  the  Federal  Highway 
Act  shall  not  be  deenied  to  Include  any  bridges  hereafter  to  be  con- 
structed If  located  within  10  miles  of  an  existing  toll  bridge,  unless 
a  reasonable  offer  Is  made  to  acquire  the  facilities  of  such  toll 
bridge  and  such  offer  has  not  been  accepted,  and  unless  a  finding 
OS  to  the  reasonableness  of  said  offer,  the  failure  of  acceptance, 
and  the  percentage  of  amortization  of  such  toll  bridge  has  been 
made  after  public  hearing  by  the  Federal  Works  Administrator: 
Provided.  That  such  finding  by  the  Federal  Worka  Administrator 
shall  not  be  tubject  to  review. 

BILL    PASSED    OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8372)  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mis- 
sissippi River  at  or  near  Chester,  111.,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  ask  that  the  biH  be  passed  over. 
^;The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill  will  l>e  passed  over. 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BRIDGE.  MEMPHIS,  TENN. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3929)  to 
extend  the  times  for  commencing  and  completing  the  con- 
struction of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near 
Memphis.  Tenn..  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Commerce  with  an  amendment  on  page  1,  line  8.  after 
"August  10",  to  strike  out  "1939"  and  to  Insert  "1940",  so  as 
to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  times  for  commencing  and  complet- 
ing the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River,  at  or 
near  Memphis,  authorized  to  be  built  by  the  Memphis  &  Arkansas 
Bridge  Commission  by  an  act  of  Congress  approved  August  10. 
1939.  are  hereby  extended  1  and  3  years,  respectively,  from  Axigtist 
10,  1940. 

Sec.  a.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

I  ST.   MARYS  RIVER   BRIDGE,   MICHIGAlf 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3934)  au- 
thorizing the  State  of  Michigan,  acting  through  the  Inter- 
national Bridge  Authority  of  Michigan,  to  construct,  main- 
tain, and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of  bridges,  causeways, 
and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  St.  Marys  River,  from  a 
point  in  or  near  the  city  of  Sault  Ste.  Marie.  Mich.,  to  a  point 
In  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Canada,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Commerce  with  an  amendment  on 
page  3,  line  19.  after  the  word  "tolls"  to  strike  out  "or  the 
rates  of  toll  shall  thereafter  be  so  adjusted  as  to  provide  a 
fund  of  not  to  exceed  the  amount  necessary  for  the  proper 
maintenance,  repair,  and  operation  of  such  bridge,  or  series 
of  bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  under  eco- 
nomic management",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  In  order  to  facilitate  International 
commerce.  Improve  the  Postal  Service,  and  provide  for  military  and 
other  pvirposes,  the  State  of  Michigan,  acting  through  the  Inter- 
national Bridge  Authority  of  Michigan,  or  the  successors  to  said 
authority,  be,  and  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  construct,  maintain,  and 
operate  a  bridge,  or  series  of  bridges,  caviseways.  and  approaches 
thereto,  across  the  St.  Marys  River,  so  far  as  the  United  States  has 
Jurisdiction  over  the  waters  of  such  river,  from  a  point  suitable  to 
the  Interests  of  navigation.  In  or  near  the  city  of  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  In 
the  State  of  Michigan,  to  a  point  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  Canada, 


in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  an  act  "^"t"  «»„A"  ,?,*'*  !° 
regulate  the  construcUon  of  bridges  over  navigable  waters  ap- 
proved March  23,  1906,  and  subject  to  the  conditions  and  limita- 
tions contained  in  this  act,  and  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
proper  authorities  In  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

(b)  There  la  hereby  conferred  upon  the  State  of  Michigan  and 
the  International  Bridge  Authority  of  Michigan,  or  the  successors 
to  said  authority,  all  such  rights  and  powers  to  enter  upon  lands 
and  to  acquire,  ccndcmn,  occupy,  possess,  anil  use  real  estate  and 
other  property  in  the  State  of  Michigan  needed  for  the  location, 
construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  such  bridge,  or  series 
of  bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  as  are  possessed  by 
railroad  corporations  for  raUroad  purposes  or  by  bridge  corpora- 
tions or  bridge  authorities,  or  the  State  of  Michigan,  for  bridge 
purposes  In  the  State  of  Michigan,  upon  making  Just  compensation 
therefor  to  be  ascertained  and  paid  according  to  the  laws  of  such 
Stote  and  the  proceedings  therefor  shall  be  the  same  as  in  the  con- 
demnation or  expropriation  of  property  for  public  purposes  in  such 

(c)  The  State  of  Michigan,  acting  through  the  International 
Bridge  Authority  of  Michigan,  or  the  successors  to  said  authority, 
is  hereby  authorized  to  fix  and  charge  tolls  for  transit  over  such 
bridge,  or  series  cf  bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  and 
the  rates  of  toll  shall  be  so  fixed  and  adjusted  as  to  provide  a  fund 
sufBcient  to  pay  the  reasonable  cost  of  maintaining,  repairing,  and 
operating  such  bridge,  or  series  of  bridges,  causeways,  and  ap- 
proaches thereto,  and  to  provide  a  sinking  fund  svifllclent  to  amor- 
tize the  cost  of  such  bridge,  or  series  of  bridges,  causeways,  and 
approaches  thereto.  Including  reasonable  interest  and  financing 
cost,  as  soon  as  possible  under  reasonable  charges,  but  within  a 
period  of  not  to  exceed  40  years  from  the  completion  thereof.  After 
a  sinking  fund  sufficient  for  such  amortization  Eh.ill  have  been  so 
provided,  such  bridge,  or  series  of  bridges,  causeways,  and  ap- 
proaches thereto,  shall  thereafter  be  maintained  and  operated  free 
of  tolls.  An  accurate  record  of  the  cost  of  such  bridge,  or  series  of 
bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  the  expenditures  for 
malntalrUng,  repairing,  and  operating  the  same,  and  of  the  dally 
tolls  collected  shall  be  kt-pt  and  shall  be  available  for  the  Informa- 
tion of  all  persons  Interested. 

Sec.  2.  That  the  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

OHIO  RIVER  TOLL  BRIDGES,  LAWRENCE.  OHIO 

The  bill  (S.  4091)  authorizing  the  coimty  of  Lavn-ence.  Ohio, 
to  acquire  and  operate  as  a  unit  certain  privately  owned  toll 
bridges  across  the  Ohio  River  adjoining  such  county  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Senate  bill  4091  is  identical 
with  House  bill  9922.  Calendar  No.  1968.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  substitution  of  the  House  bill  for  the  Senate  bill  and 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  House  bill? 

There  l)eing  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9920)  authorizing 
the  coimty  of  Lawrence,  Ohio,  to  acquire  and  operate  as  a 
unit  certain  privately  owned  toll  bridges  across  the  Ohio  River 
adjoining  such  county  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objecUon,  Senate 
bill  4091  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8621)  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  and  other  retirement  acts  was  annoimced  as  next  in 
order. 

Mr.  McBCELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  an 
explanation  of  the  bill.  If  the  Senator  in  charge  of  the  bill 
is  not  present  at  the  moment,  let  the  bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

WAPATO  INDIAN  IRRIGATION  PROJECT,  WASHINGTON 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3402)  to  authorize  the  appropriation  for 
payment  of  the  cost  of  providing  additional  water  for  the 
Wapato  Indian  irrigation  project,  Washington,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  KiNGl  on  Augtist  4.  1939,  entered  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  should  be  perfectly  willing  to 
agree  with  my  friend  the  Senator  from  Washington  that  the 
bill  may  be  made  the  unfinished  business  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  and  taken  up  when  the  Senate  meets  again  a  week 
from  now. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
understand  that  the  bill  which  was  passed  by  the  Senate  on 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


8967 


the  4th  of  August  last  year,  with  respect  to  which  he  en- 
tered a  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  it  was  passed, 
called  for  $1,700,000,  and  la  objected  to  by  the  Office  of 
Indian  Affairs  while  the  biU  now  reached  on  the  calendar 
calls  for  $800,000,  less  than  half  of  the  amount  provided  for 
In  the  other  bill,  and  has  been,  as  I  understand,  prepared 
and  agreed  upon  by  all  the  various  departments,  and  now 
has  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Budget? 

Mr".  KING.  Mr.  President,  a  letter  which  I  received  indi- 
cates that  there  is  some  question  as  to  the  righteousness. 
If  I  may  use  that  expression,  of  an  $800,000  gratuity  to  be 
paid  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  SUtes.  There  is 
probably  very  much  merit  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  I  should  like  to  suggest  that 
probably  at  biweekly  intervals  since  August  4.  last  year.  I 
have  been  asking  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  look  into  the 

matter.  ^  ,  . 

Mr.  KINO.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  present  consider- 
ation of  the  bill.  ,  ,     ^.        2.     *w 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection  to  the 

present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  3402)  to  authorize 
the  appropriation  for  payment  of  the  cost  of  providing  addi- 
tional water  for  the  Wapato  Indian  irrigation  project,  Wash- 
ington, was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  mo- 
tion made  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  on  August  4.  1939.  with 
regard  to  Senate  bill  1065.  will  be  withdrawn,  and  Senate  bill 
1065  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

ALASKA    SALMON   FISHERY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  8172)  to 

amend  section  5  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  June  26, 
1906  relative  to  the  Alaska  salmon  fishery,  which  had  been 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Commerce  with  an  amend- 
ment on  page  1.  line  5.  after  the  word  "amended",  to  strike 
out  "by  striking  the  period  at  the  end  of  the  first  sentence 
of  said  section  and  inserting  a  conuna  in  Ueu  thereof  and 
after  said  comma  the  following:  'nor  shall  such  authority 
be  exercised  to  prohibit  any  person  from  fishing  for  or  tak- 
ing salmon  by  hook  and  line,  either  for  personal  use  or 
for  sale,  during  any  weekly  closed  period  in  any  of  the 
waters  of  Alaska  where  salmon  fishing  is  otherwise  per- 
mitted by  law  and  the  regulations  based  thereon.' ",  and  to 
insert  "by  inserting  after  the  word  'barter'  in  the  first  sen- 
tence of  said  section  a  comma  and  the  following:  'and  ex- 
cept by  hook  and  line  for  either  personal  or  commercial 
use.'  ".  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  5  of  the  act  of  Congress  ap- 
proved June  26.  1906,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  protection  and 
reeulatlon  of  the  fisheries  of  Alaska,"  as  amended,  la  further 
amended  by  Inserting  after  the  word  "barter"  in  the  first  sentence 
of  said  section  a  comma  and  the  following:  "and  except  by  hook 
and  line  for  either  personal  or  commercial  use." 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill  to 
be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

IMPROVEMENT  OP  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  FOR  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9972)  authorizing  the  improvement  of  cer- 
tain rivers  and  harbors  in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense 
was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explanation 
of  the  bill?    If  not.  let  the  bill  be  passed  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  asked  for  an  explanation  of 
House  bill  9972.  My  attention  was  diverted  at  the  time  it 
was  reached  on  the  calendar.  I  am  ready  to  make  an  ex- 
planation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  recur- 
ring to  Calendar  No.  1973.  being  House  bill  9972? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.      Objection  is  heard. 


OrnCXAL  MAIL  or  paw  AKmCAlf  SAHITAtT  BTTKKATT 

The  biU  (H.  R.  8350)  permltUng  official  maU  of  the  Pan 
American  Sanitary  Bureau  to  be  transmitted  in  penalty  en- 
velopes was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

retirement  of  kmplotxis  or  alaska  railroao 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8046)  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  retirement  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Rail- 
road, Territory  of  Alaska,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States,"  approved  June  29,  1936.  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BEQUEST   OF   THE   LATE   JUSTICE   OLIVER   WENDELL   HOLMES 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  258)  to  provide  for  the  use 
and  disposition  of  the  bequest  of  the  late  Justice  OUver  Wen- 
dell Homes  to  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  committee  selected  puraiiant  to  section 
8  of  Public  Resolution  No.  124,  Seventy-fifth  Congrees.  approved 
June  22,  1938,  to  make  recommendations  to  the  Congress  concerning 
the  use  of  the  bequest  and  devise  made  to  the  United  Stotes  by 
Oliver  Wendell  Holmes,  late  an  Associate  Justice  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  Is  authorized  to  execute  the  funcUons 
vested  In  It  by  this  Joint  resolution.  Any  vacancy  occtirrlng  in  the 
membership  of  such  committee  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
"committee")  shaU  be  filled  by  the  selection  of  a  person  selected  In 
the  same  manner  as  his  predecessor  was  selected.  In  carrying  out 
the  provlElona  of  this  Joint  resolution,  the  committee  Is  authorized 
to  utilize  voluntary  and  uncompensated  services  and.  with  the 
consent  of  any  Federal  agency,  to  utilize  the  facllltlea  and  personnel 
of  such  agency.  The  committee  Is  authorized  to  make  any  addi- 
tional recommendations  to  the  Congress  which  It  deems  desirable. 
Upon  the  completion  of  Its  work,  the  committee  shall  transmit  a 
final  report  to  the  Congress  and  shall  thereupon  cease  to  exist. 

Sec.  a.  The  committee  shall  prepare  for  publication  a  memorial 
volume  designed  to  perpetuate  the  memory  of  Justice  HolmeB  and  to 

make  readily  available  to  the  public  the  best  expressions  at  hU 
thought  Such  volume  shaU  contata  such  of  the  writings  of 
Justice  Holmes  as  are  selected  by  the  committee,  and  ahaU  contain 
Buch  additional  matter  and  such  lUustratlonB  as  the  committee  may 
determine.  The  Librarian  of  Congreps  shall  make  available  to  the 
committee  the  facilities  of,  and  the  services  of  the  personnel  of,  the 
Library  of  Congress  to  assist  the  committee  in  the  preparation  of 
such  volume.  ^       ^  ^  ^  * 

Sbc.  3.  The  Public  Printer  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  to 
be  printed  and  bound  In  the  Government  Printing  Office,  In  a  man- 
ner and  form  approved  by  the  committee,  such  number  of  copies  of 
the  memorial  volume  prepared  by  the  committee  ae  the  committee 
shall  determine.  The  Superintendent  of  Documents  shall  dlsulbute 
free  of  cost  copies  of  such  volume  to  such  libraries,  Institutions, 
and  other  organizations  and  persons  as  the  committee  may  desig- 
nate. Copies  of  BUch  volume  which  are  not  distributed  free  of  cost 
shall  be  made  avaUable  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents  for 
sale  to  the  public  at  a  price,  notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law  determined  by  the  Public  Printer  to  represent  the  actual 
cost  of  prtntlng,  binding,  and  distribution.  The  cost  of  printing 
and  binding  all  of  the  copies  of  such  volume  shall  be  paid  from 
money  appropriated  from  the  money  to  the  Treasury  to  the  credit 
of  the  account  "Donations  to  the  United  States,  Bequest  of  Oliver 
Wendell  Holmes"  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Holmes  fund"). 
iStecelpts  from  the  sales  of  copies  of  such  volume  shall  l)e  covered 
into  the  Holmes  fund  so  long  as  that  fund  Is  carried  on  the  books 
of  the  Treasury,  and  thereafter  such  receipts  shall  be  covered  into 
the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury. 

Sac.  4.  The  Architect  of  the  Capitol  Is  authorized  and  directed, 
under  the  direction  of  the  committee,  to  acquire  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States,  by  purchase,  condemnation,  or  otherwise,  that  part 
of  the  property  In  square  759  In  the  District  of  Columbia  which 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  with  the  approval  of  the  committee, 
determines  vrtU  provide  a  suitable  site  for  the  garden  to  be  estab- 
lished pursuant  to  section  5. 

Sbc.  5.  (a)  The  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  imder  the  direction 
of  the  committee,  \b  authorized  and  directed  to  establish  on  the 
land  acquired  pursuant  to  section  4  a  memorial  garden  designed 
to  perpetuate  the  memory  of  Justice  Holmes  and  to  commemo- 
rate the  love  of  beauty  and  of  the  qtUet  open  spaces  of  the  city 
of  Washington,  to  which  he  often  gave  expression.  The  garden 
so  established  shall  be  Imown  as  the  Oliver  WendeU  Holmes 
Garden. 

(b)  The  plana  and  designs  of  such  garden.  Including  the  plana 
and  designs  for  all  grading  and  landscaping  and  all  structures 
to  be  erected  and  other  improvements  to  be  made  on  the  land 
acquired  pursuant  to  section  4,  shaU  be  selected  by  the  Architect 
of  the  Capitol,  with  the  approval  of  the  committee  and  of  the 
National  Capital  Park  and  Planning  Commission,  from  plans  and 
designs  submitted  In  open  competition.  The  manner  of  holding 
such  competition  and  the  amount  to  be  paid  for  such  plans  and 
designs  shaU  be  determined  by  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  w^th 
the  approval  of  the  committee.    Expenditures  made  for  carrying 
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out  the  proTlslona  of   this  section  shall   be  made  from   moneys 

•'T^^S.^'^ccrnxSt^*  ?°amhor^-   to   make   arrangement,   for 
apprl,pTrate^emonies  for  the  dedication  of  such  garden  upon 

^^^fi^'^'^fr  the  completion  and  dedication  of  such  garden.  It 
.h^Tbe' m'fmtafn^^S'car^  for  by  the  Architect  or  the  C^pUo 
to  accordance  with  Ihe  provisions  of  l^w  apphcable  with  respect 
to  the  maintenance  *nd  care  of  the  grounds  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Co\irt  BuUdlng. 

Sec  7  (a)  For  the  purposes  of  this  Joint  resolution  the  Archl- 
teot  of  the  CapltoJ  Is  authored,  under  the  direction  of  the  com- 

i\\  To  nrovlde  for  the  demolition  and  removal  of  any  struc- 
tmis  oTTth^rand  a«iulred  pursuant  to  section  4  and  for  the  sale 
o?  JJh??d£j<imonS  any  materials  of  which  they  are  constructed^ 

(2)  Pending  the  demolition  of  such  structures,  to  lease  %ny  of 
thl  oroDertv  io  acquired  for  such  periods  and  under  such  terms 
i^d  ^nffin^a^  he  may  deem  mc^  advantageov^  '°  ^L^^Si^ 
States-  to  provide,  out  of  such  appropriations  " jnay  be  made 
fo?  sSch  pt^pose.  for  the  maintenance,  repair.  »"<»  P'o^^"  ?' 
.?^^h  oroi^rSrand  to  incur  such  expenses  as  may  be  nece»af"y 
InclSenrto  the  Jurisdiction  and  control  over  such  Property.  Any 
mr^iids  received  under  this  paragraph  or  paragraph  (1)  sha^l 
gr^SredTnto  the  -freasury  as  miscellaneous  «f«'P^-^The  A"?^ 
J^^of  the  Capitol  shall  Include  In  his  annual  report  a  detaU^ 
statement  of  his  activit.es  under  this  paragraph  during  the  period 
covered  by  such  report.  „,„„ii.. 

(3)  To  enter  Into  contracts;  to  purchase  materials  supplies, 
^lulprint  imd  accessories  In  the  open  market;  to  employ  neces- 
2^*^S2?Snnel.  Including  professional  services,  '^thout  regard  to 
other  lavifs  relating  to  the  employment  or  compensat.on  of  per- 
wSnell  Ind  to  mSke  such  expenditure,  as  may  be  necessary   or 

'^'fbrAlMands  within  the  area  determined  pursuant  to  ••ctlon  4 
which  are  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commlwioner.  of  the 
District  of  Columb.a  are  transferred  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
?J?hui:t  of  the  Capitol.  The  Architect  of  the  Capitol  1.  au- 
{So?i:^  to  die  any  alley  within  such  area  and  is  authorized 
wl?h  U?e  approval  of  the  committee,  to  permit  any  PO'^-on  of  the 
Und  acqulV^  pursuant  to  section  4  to  be  used  a.  .n  alley  so 
long  as  such  use  la  necessary. 

<c»   All  funds  expended   by  the   Architect  of  the   Capitol   pur- 
.  J£t  to  tSooint^^lutlon  Shall  be  disbursed  by  the  Division 
of  D.sbursement  of  the  Treasury  Department. 

SEC   8.  (a)  The  Commissioner  of  Public  BuUdlngs.  In  the  Fed- 
eral Works  Agency.  Is  authorized  and  directed,  on  behalf  of  the 
nn  ted  sStM    to  sell  and  convey  title  to  the  land  and  Improve- 
ments ther^n  Kn^n  as   1720  E?e  Street  NW..  In  the  District  of 
Columb.a.  the  former  residence  of  Justice  Hotoes.     Such  «»ale  nxay 
S  mTde  pursuant  to  advertisement  or  otherwise  "Pfn  »"<=^"7» 
aid  conditions,  and  subject  to  such  covenants  with  respect  to 
5?molitlon  of   the   building   and  such  other  restrictive   covenant, 
as    may    be    approved    by    the    committee.     The    Commissioner    of 
Public  Buildings  is  authorized  to  provide,  by  contract  or  otherwise 
and  object  to  the   approval  of  the  committee,  for   the  demoli- 
tion of  the  building  upon  such  land  prior  to  the  sale  of  the  land. 
(h)  The  costs  of  any  advertisement,  appraisal,  brokers  fee.  or 
commission  Incident  to  the  sale  of  such  property,  and  any  costs 
£^^  under  this  section  for  demolition  of  the  building,  shall 
£   t»W   from    the   proceeds   of   the   sale;    and    the   funds  of   the 
Public  Buildings  Administration  shaU  be  reimbursed  from  such 
p^^s  for  any  of  such  costs  which  shall  have  bee"  Pald  from 
the  funds  of  such  Administration.     The  balance  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  shall  be  covered  mto  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the 
account  of  the  Holmes  fimd. 

Sk:  9  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of 
'\he  money  In  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  Holmes  fund  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  sections  3 
and  5  of  this  Joint  resolution;  and  there  are  hereby  authorized 
to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  other- 
^-^wlse  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  other  prov.slons  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

SBC  10  Upon  the  transmission  to  the  CongrcM  of  the  final 
report  of  the  committee,  any  money  In  the  Treasury  to  the  credit 
of  the  account  of  the  Holmes  fund  shall  be  covered  Into  the 
general  fxmd  of  the  Treasury  as  misceUaneous  receipts. 

AMENDMENT  OF  RAILROAD  UNEMPLOYMENT  INSTJRANCl  ACT 

i  ^*rhe  bill  (H.  R.  10009)  to  amend  section  13  (d)  of  the  Rail- 
road Unemployment  Insurance  Act.  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

RETimD  OF  PROCESSING  AND  RELATED  TAXES 

The  bill  (S.  4098)  relating  to  claims  for  refund  of  processing 
and  related  taxes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  tor 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  date  In  the  first  proviso  of  the  fourth 
paragraph  under  the  heading  "Bureau  of  Internal  R«7J^"«  <«*: 
laUMto  refunds  of  processing  and  related  taxes).  In  the  Second 
DencJencv  ApproprlaUon  Act.  fiscal  year  1938.  as  amended.  U  hereby 
cfcanged  from  "July  1.  1940"  to  "July  1.  1&41." 


JOHN  t.  SAVAGE 

The  bin  (H  R  7254)  authorizing  the  temporary  detail  of 
JoS;  K  Savfge  an  employee  of  the  ^nited  ^^^^^f^^! 
under  the  Government  of  the  State  of  New  South  Wales  Aus 
?^Ua  Sid  the  Government  of  the  ^i-V.^^d"?Le    ani 
ered.  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  ana 

passed. 

lUZABETH  L.  RILEY 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  6145)  for  the  relief  «' E^^^V'.^.^jJf/j 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  Jiird 
time,  and  passed. 

CLARENCE   D.   GREEN 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  6737)  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  D.  Green 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

EDNA  EMERY 

The  bill  (H  R.  7880)  for  the  relief  of  Edna  Emery  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

MARY  JANIEC  AND  ICNATZ  JANIEC 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H  R^  f  °f )  for 
the  reUef  of  Mary  Janiec  and  Ignatz  Janice,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Claims  with  an  amendment 
on  page  1.  line  5.  after  the  words  "sum  of",  to  strike  out 
"$5.000*'  and  insert  "$3,000",  so  as  to  make  the  blU  read. 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  and  he 
I.  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  o"*  of  imy  inoney  in  tjje 
Tr^Murv  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  .um  of  •3.000  to  Mary 
Jl^^nd  Ignatz"jlnlec.  of  Passaic.  N.  J..  In  full  settlement  of  all 
cl^m^  aKainlt  the  United  States  Government  on  accotmt  of  the 
?e\\To?'herTon.  Adam  Janiec.  on  August  ^l^.f'^^^'^^''^^''^ 
Ulned  while  riding  on  a  motorcycle  on  July JW.  ">39.  on  River 
Drive  Pawalc.  N  J  because  of  negligence  on  the  part  ot^rnv\oyee» 
of  the  Work  ProJecU  Administration  engaged  in  work  on  WorK 
projects  Administration  project  No.  6114^116:  Protlded  That  no 
Dart  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
ffreof  Sfall  be  pald*^or  delivered  to  or  received  by  «»ny  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  thi. 
claim  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwlthsundlng.  Any  person  violating  the  provision,  of  th  s  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceedng  •1.000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

EVELYN  L.  RATCLIFFE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3925)  for  the  relief  of  Evelyn  L.  Ratclifle  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

MARY   S.   ARTHUR,   EXECUTRIX 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4148)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  S.  Arthur,  as 
executrix  of  the  estate  of  Richard  M.  Arthur,  deceased,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

BEATRICE  LOIS  RUCKER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4412)  for  the  relief  of  Beatrice  Lois  Rucker 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

THOMAS  LEWELLYN  AND  DRISELLA  LEWELLYN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5388)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Lewellyn  and 
Drisella  Lewellyn  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

FRANCES  M.  HANNAH 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6889)  for  the  relief  of  Prances  M.  Hannah 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

JOHN  OWEN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8252)  for  the  relief  of  John  Owen  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

CLIFFORD  J.  WILLUMS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  7843)  for 
the  relief  of  Clifford  J.  Williams,  which  had  been  reported 
[  from  the  Committee  on  Claims  with  amendments. 
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The  first  committee  amendment  was,  in  section  1.  page  1, 
line  3,  after  ihe  word  "the",  to  strike  out  "Postmaster  Gen- 
eral" and  to  Insert  "Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  ComptroUer  General  of  the  United 
State.  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  the  accoimt  of  Clifford 
J  Williams,  postmaster  at  Batnbrldge,  Ga.,  In  the  sum  of  $10,068.28. 
Such  sum  represent,  a  balance  due  on  a  shortage  in  the  account, 
of  John  A  Harrison,  former  assistant  postmaster,  which  accrued 
prior  to  August  15.  1926.  the  date  of  the  appointment  of  the  said 
difford  J.  Williams  as  postmaster  aforesaid. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  committee  was.  to  strike  out 
section  2,  as  follows: 

Sec  2.  The  surety  on  the  bond  of  the  said  CTlfTord  J.  William.. 
•8  postmaster  at  Bainbrldge.  Ga..  1.  hereby  relieved  of  any  llabUlty 
cm  account  of  such  shortage. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bUl 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  biU  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

CUS  ROTH 

The  biU  (H.  R.  382)  for  the  relief  of  Gus  Roth  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

{  MARGARET  REDMOND 

The  bin  (H.  R.  2014)  for  the  reUef  of  Margaret  Redmond 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

MARY  BKn>  HUDSON 

The  bill  <H.  R.  4142)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Reid  Hudson 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

MRS.  B.  J.  M'CARDLB 

The  bin  fH,  R.  5424)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E.  J.  McCardle 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

C.  8.  HOBSOlt 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7825)  for  the  relief  of  C.  S.  Hobson  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed.    | 

\  EDWIN  FORSMAN 

The  bin  (H.  R.  2070)  for  the  reUef  of  Edwin  Forsman  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,    i 

I  ANGIE  WARD 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2489)  for  the  reUef  of  Angle  Ward  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed.   < 

I  JOE  CARTER 

The  bin  (H.  R.  3713)  for  the  reUef  of  Joe  Carter  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

I  STUART  BASTOW 

The  bin  (H  R.  5569)  for  the  relief  of  Stuart  Bastow  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

IMPORTATION  OF  ARTICLES  PRODUCED   UNDER   PROCESS  COVERED   BY 

UNITED  STATES  PATENTS 

The  bin  (H  R.  8285)  to  limit  the  importation  of  articles, 
products,  and  minerals  produced,  processed,  or  mined  under 
process  covered  by  outstanding  United  States  patents;  to 
define  unfair  trade  practices  in  certain  insUnces;  and  for 
other  purposes  was  annoimced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  withhold 
his  objection? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Yes. 

Mr  PEPPER.  I  win  say  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that 
this  bill  grows  out  of  a  decision  by  the  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  which  permits  certain  commodities  to^be 
brought  into  this  country  In  competition  with  the  output  of 
our  own  mines.    It  affects  phosphate,  bauxite,  and  several 
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other  minerals  produced  in  this  country,  growing  out  of 
the  fact  that  a  foreign  country,  or  some  individual  in  such 
country,  may  appropriate  the  patent  of  an  American  citizen 
or  entity,  then  process  commodities  with  the  patent  which 
is  iUegally  appropriated,  and  later  send  the  Products  back 
into  this  country  in  competition  with  our  own  output,  wltn- 
out  paying  any  royalty  or  having  any  authority  irom  tne 
American  patentee.  This  amendment  was  worked  out  by 
the  Patents  Committee  of  the  Senate,  with  the  complete 
concurrence  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission,  the  Federal 
Tariff  Commission,  and  one  other  agency  of  the  Govern- 
ment The  able  Senator  from  Tennessee  knows  about  It. 
He  was  present  at  the  hearings.  It  was  designed  to  Protect 
American  interests.  I  think  the  Senator  would  find  the  blU 
sp.tisfactory  if  he  had  the  time  to  look  into  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  object  to  it  at  this  time. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  biU  wiU  go  over  imder 
objection. 

Mr.  McCARRAN  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  a  few 
moments  ago  I  objected  to  the  consideration  of  Calendar 
2002,  House  bill  8285.    I  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bUl? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bUl.  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Patents  with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  aU  after  the  enact- 
ing clause  and  insert: 


That  the  importation  hereafter  for  use.  .ale.  or  exchange  of  a 
product  made,  produced,  processed,  or  mined  under  or  by  naean* 
of  a  process  covered  by  the  claim,  of  any  unexpired  valid  United 
State,  letters  patent,  whether  Iswed  heretofore  or  hereafter,  .haU 
have  the  same  status  for  the  purpoM.  of  section  337  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930  a.  the  Importation  of  any  product  or  article  covered  by 
the  claim,  of  any  unexpired  valid  United  State,  letter,  patent. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  limit  the 
Importation  of  products  made,  produced,  processed,  or  mined 
under  process  covered  by  unexpired  vaUd  United  States 
patents,  and  for  other  purposes." 

COAL      PRICES      ESTABLISHED      BY      NATIONAL      BITUMINOUS      COAL 

COMMISSION 

The  joint  resolution  (8.  J.  Res.  212)  making  applicable  to 
certain  coal  deliveries  the  prices  established  by  the  NaUonal 
Bituminous  Coal  Commission  was  annoimced  as  next  In 
order. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explana- 
tion of  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  when  the  second  Bituminous 
Coal  Act  was  passed,  it  provided  that  the  Government  should 
not  make  contracts  for  coal  for  periods  longer  than  30  days. 
It  provided  that  the  Government  should  pay  for  its  coal  the 
price  fixed  by  the  Bituminous  Coal  Commission  if  an  order 
were  promulgated.  Contracts  were  entered  into  on  that 
basis,  and  an  order  was  promulgated,  but  the  order  was  then 
attacked  in  the  courts  and  was  temporarily  enjoined,  and  the 
Bituminous  Coal  Commission  did  not  proceed  further  along 
that  line,  but  without  coming  to  a  final  test  of  the  legality  of 
the  order  it  retreated  and  took  another  line,  so  the  ques- 
tion of  the  legaUty  of  that  proceeding  was  never  adjudicated. 
Some  of  the  contractors  were  paid  by  the  Government,  and 
some  were  not.  and  the  purpose  of  the  joint  resoluUon  is  to 
equalize  those  who  were  not  paid  with  those  who  were  paid, 
because  the  Comptroller  General  has  advised  that  If  the  joint 
resolution  is  not  passed  the  Government  will  have  to  sue  to 
recover  from  those  who  were  paid,  who  would  be  sued  for  do- 
ing what  the  Government  had  asked  them  to  do.  The  situa- 
tion has  created  a  rather  difficult  administrative  problem, 
which  the  Department  has  asked  to  have  cleared  up  by  this 
legislation. 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.    Mr.  President,  what  would  be  the  cost  to 

the  Government?  ,„***.    ^ 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  do  not  have  the  exact  figures,  out  tne  ex- 
pense would  not  be  very  heavy. 

Mr.  OXJPPEY.    The  expense  would  be  very  small. 

Mr  MINTON.  The  Joint  resolution  is  recommended  by 
the  Department  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  a  rather  diffi- 
cult administrative  problem. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President.  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
some  Idea  of  the  cost. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  am  sorry  I  was  not  furnished  with  that 

information. 

Mr  RUSSELL.    Let  the  Joint  resolution  go  over. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  Joint  resolution  wiU  be 
passed  over. 

MORKISSKY    COHSTKUCnON    CO. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5823)  for  the  relief  of  Morrissey  Construc- 
tion Co.  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

CHARLES  P.   MADSEN 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3741)  for  the 
relief  of  Charles  P.  Madsen.  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Claims,  with  an  amendment,  on  page  1. 
line  «.  after  "the  sum  of",  to  strike  out  "$5,000"  and  insert 
"$3,528.36".  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Charles  P.  Madaen. 
Of  WasWngton.  D.  C.  the  sum  of  $3,523.36.  In  fuU  satisfaction  of 
his  claim  against  the  United  Stat456  for  payment  of  medical  and 
hospital  expenses  and  for  compensation  for  personal  Injuries  and 
property  damage  sustained  by  him  as  the  resvUt  of  being  struck  by 
a  United  States  mail  truck  while  walking  on  the  sidewalk  along 
the  west  side  of  the  city  poet  office  In  Washington.  D.  C.  on 
December  26.  1939:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated m  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  thU  claiin.  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guUty  of  a  mL<Mlemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
Khiaii  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  jjassed. 

TRANSPORTATION  OF  FORXIGN  MAIL  BY  AIRCRAFT 

The  bill  (S.  4137)  relating  to  transporUtion  of  foreign 
mail  by  aircrsift  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  all  cases  where,  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  subsection  (1)  (2)  of  section  405  of  the  ClyU  Aeronautics 
Act  of  1938.  approved  June  23.  1938  (52  Stat.  973;  U.  8.  C.  1934  ed.. 
Supp  V  tlUe  49  sec.  401.  and  the  following),  the  Postmaster  Oen- 
ersa  ahail  have  heretofore  fixed  and  put  Into  effect,  or  shall  here- 
after fix  and  put  Into  effect,  the  rates  of  compensation  to  be  charged 
foreign  coxmtrles  for  the  transportation  of  their  mall  by  air  carriers 
and  where  the  coUectlons  from  such  foreign  countries  of  the 
amounU  owing  by  them  for  such  transportation  are  reqxilred  by 
such  subsection  to  be  made  by  the  United  States  for  the  account 
of  Buch  air  carriers,  the  Postmaster  General  may  simplify  and 
expedite  the  settlement  of  accounts  for  such  carriage  by  offsetting 
aealnat  any  balance  due  a  foreign  country  resulting  from  the  trans- 
action of  International  money-order  business  or  ©therwlse.  such 
amounts  as  may  be  then  due  from  such  country  to  the  United 
States  and  to  the  United  States  for  the  account  of  such  carriers; 
and  the  Postmaster  General  and  the  General  Accounting  Office  shall 
thereupon  give  the  foreign  country  Involved  the  appropriate  credit 
for  such  payment  by  offset,  paying  to  the  carrier  that  portion  ct 
the  amount  so  charged  as  may  be  owing  to  the  carrier  for  its 
services  in  transporting  the  mall  of  such  foreign  country  and 
depositing  as  "miscellaneous  postal  receipts"  that  portion  of  the 
amount  so  charged  as  may  be  due  the  United  States  on  Its  own 
account:  Provided.  That  no  adjustment  of  accounts  authorized  by 
this  act  shall  apply  to  appropriations  for  fiscal  years  prior  to  the 
fiscal  year  1940:  Prxn-ided  further.  That  any  adjustments  made 
under  the  authority  of  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  the  right  of 
the  United  States  to  deduct  from  any  tniras  due  or  thereafter 
becoming  due  to  a  carrier  such  amounts  as  may  have  been  paid  it 
on  account  of  foreign  countries  which  amounts,  for  any  reason, 
the  United  States  shall  have  been  unable  to  collect,  either  by 
offset  or  otherwise,  from  the  debtor  country. 
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SK  2  If  any  case  where  coUectlons  are  to  be  made  by  the  Y,9i**3 
RtiS;  from  a  foreign  country  for  the  transportation  of  mails  of 
SSrcouSSles  for  the  account  of  an  air  carrier  pursultnt  to ject^n 
Ss  (1?  (2)  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act.  whether  such  transpor- 
totior^  ocaWed  before  or  after  the  passage  of  this  act  the  Port- 
SaSJr  Oenfraa  taking  Into  consideration  the  state  of  the  balance 
S?Sd  in  ^hrapproprlatlon.  in  his  discretion,  is  hereby  authorized 

JTmake  a^vanc?s  to  such  air  carrier  out  of  "^""^  •PPrT'^he  JolT 
"balances  due  foreign  countries."  upon  determination  by  the  Post- 
nmster  General  from  time  to  time  of  the  «^°"°t«  due  from  any 
such  foreign  countries  for  transportation,  and  therwfter  such 
SSoun«  shTll  be  collected  by  the  United  States  f«^f °J3»^/°^ 
tries  by  set-off.  or  otherwise.  In  the  manner  hereinbefore  pro- 
vided, and  the  appropriation  for  payment  of  "balances  due  tojeiga 
countries"  shall  be  reimbursed  by  collections  so  made  by  the 
SXd  8tat«f  Prorided.  however.  That  If  the  United  States  shaU 
fall  to  collect  any  such  amount  or  any  part  of  such  amount  from 
such  foreign  country  owing  same  within  12  °'°?^^^J^^.^ 
United  States  has  paid  such  amcimt  to  the  carrier,  the  United 
States  may  deduct  such  uncollected  amovmts  from  any  sums  owing 
by  It  to  the  carrier.  .        ,.  «« 

Sec  3  The  General  Accounting  Office  shall  make  the  necessary 
credlU  and  debits  In  the  respective  appropriations  and  accounts 
involved  and  adopt  such  procedure  as  may  be  necessary  to  conform 
to  and  effect  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

BILLS  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  3869)  to  authorize  the  participation  of  States 
in  certain  revenues  from  national  parks,  national  monu- 
ments, and  other  areas  under  the  administrative  Jurisdiction 
of  the  National  Park  Service,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explana- 
tion of  the  biU? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    An  explanation  is  requested. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  should  like  to  know  something  about 
the  bill.    Suppose  we  pass  it  temporarily. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  bill 
will  go  to  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9722)  to  provide  for  the  regulation  of  the 
business  of  fire,  marine,  &nd  casualty  insurance,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Let  the  bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  bill  will  be  passed  over. 

AMENDMENT  TO  MUNICIPAL  BANKRUPTCY  ACT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9139)  to  amend  an  act  entiUed  "An  act 
to  establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the 
United  States,"  approved  July  1,  1898.  and  acts  amendatory 
thereof  and  supplementary  thereto,  was  announced  as  next 
in  order.         

Mr.  DANAHER.     Let  the  bill  go  over. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  withhold 
his  objection  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Will  the  Senator  allow  a  word  of  explana- 
tion? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Of  course. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  President,  I  can  give  an  explanation 
of  exactly  what  the  bill  is.  and  how  important  it  is  at  this 
time. 

The  present  act  expires  on  June  30.  1940.  The  two  im- 
portant provisions  of  this  bill  have  already  received  favorable 
action  by  the  Senate  by  its  action  on  Senate  amendments 
to  H.  R.  6505,  at  the  first  session  of  this  Congress.  Those 
two  provisions  are  (1)  the  extension  of  the  expiration  date 
of  the  Municipal  Bankruptcy  Act  from  June  30,  1940,  to 
June  30,  1942,  and  (2)  the  inclusion  of  counties  and  parishes 
as  taxing  units  entitled  to  use  the  act. 

The  third  provision  is  restrictive  in  nature,  in  that  it  im- 
poses safeguards  by  way  of  a  limitation  upon  the  source  of 
payment  for  services  rendered  under  any  adjustment  plan, 
it  being  provided  that  any  compensation  shall  be  paid  by 
the  taxing  unit  itself,  or  by  creditors,  but  not  by  both. 

The  Senate  receded  from  its  amendments  at  the  request 
of  the  introducers  thereof,  this  move  being  made  in  order 
xx>t  to  hold  up  H.  R.  6505  while  the  House  held  hearings  on 
a  bill  which  embodied  the  substance  of  the  Senate  amend- 
ments. 

Immediate  action  Is  necessary  because  of  the  June  30, 
1940,  expiration  date  of  the  present  act. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


1D40 

In  1933  the  Conpress  accepted  the  principal  of  municipal 
bankruptcy  by  enacting  a  Municipal  Bankruptcy  Act.  This 
act  was  declared  unconstitutional;  but.  upon  being  redrafted 
and  reenacted  by  the  Seventy-fifth  Congress,  the  act  was 
sustained.  In  this  law  counties  and  parishes  were  omitted, 
but  evidence  before  the  Senate  and  House  committees  leaves 
no  doubt  that  counties  and  parishes  may  be  included  within 
the  scope  of  the  act, 

DaU  compiled  by  the  American  Bar  Association  about  a 
year  ago  shows  that  at  that  time  there  were  159  cases  pend- 
ing tmder  the  act.  divided  as  follows:  2  from  Arizona.  14 
from  Arkansas.  8  from  CaUfornia.  30  from  Florida.  25  from 
Indiana,  48  from  Kentucky.  1  from  Michigan.  2  from  Mis- 
souri 2  from  New  Jersey.  1  from  North  Carolina.  2  from 
Oklahoma;  9  from  Oregon.  1  from  South  Carolina.  2  from 
Tennessee,  and  12  from  Texas. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  legislation  forced  operations 
along  an  uncharted  course,  many  taxing  units  needing  the 
provisions  thereof  were  unable  to  proceed  thereunder  imme- 
diately because  of  the  necessity  of  having  the  course  charted 
by  a  few  cases,  thus  reducing  the  cost.  It  is  apparent  from 
correspondence  in  my  office  that  there  has  been  a  much 
wider  resort  to  the  act  during  the  12  months  which  have 
elapsed  since  the  bar  association  survey.  Further  informa- 
tion indicates  a  wider  use  during  the  next  2  years. 

The  view  of  the  American  Bar  Association  was  reflected  in  a 
committee  report  which  read,  in  part,  that  the  Municipal 
Bankruptcy  Act — 

Has  served  a  useful  purpose  to  date,  and  since  It  is  likely  that  the 
wreckage  of  the  depression  cannot  be  cleared  away  entirely  by  June 
30,  1940.  the  act  itself  should  be  extended  for  another  2-year  period. 

This  objective  has  also  been  recommended  by  the  Chicago 
Bar  Association. 

It  is  interesting  to  see  the  widespread  favorable  support  for 
the  passage  of  this  proposed  legislation.    It  appears  that  the 
interest  comes  from  creditor  and  debtor  alike  and  covers 
about  40  States.    The  debtors  have  requested  the  legislation 
in  order  that  they  may  have  a  vehicle  for  effecting  a  compro- 
mise of  impossible  debt  structures  with  a  reasonable  majority 
without  risk  of  interference  by  small  mUioritles  of  holders, 
and  the  creditors  have  shown  favorable  interest  because  it 
appears  that  creditors  generally  want  the  privilege  of  work- 
ing out  a  practical  solution  and  then  having  that  solution 
equally  binding  on  all  creditors,  without  priorities.    Without 
the  act  reasonable  creditors  are  unable  to  give  effect  to  their 
desire  to  be  fair  because  of  a  universal  disposition  of  a  small 
minority  usually  owning  less  than  10  percent  of  the  debt,  to 
insist  upon  the  "pound  of  flesh."    Incidentally,  evidence  be- 
fore  the   committees  of   the  Congress   indicates   that   this 
minority  is  frequently  composed  of  persons  who  have  pur- 
chased securities  at  depressed  prices.  foUowing  defaults,  and 
who   insist  upon  being  paid,  thus  resulting  in  substantial 
profits  at  the  expense  of  taxpayers  and  permanent  mvestors 

alike. 

Incidentally,  the  Government  has  a  distinct  interest  in  this 
legislation,  particularly  the  part  thereof  which  extends  the 
expiration  date  of  the  act  for  2  years.  Present  laws  permit 
the  R  F  C.  to  refinance  drainage,  irrigation,  and  levee  dis- 
tricts- but  the  R  P.  C.  has  found  that  resort  to  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  is  essential  because  of  the  practice  of  minorities 
to  hold  out  for  preferences.  The  direct  Interest  of  the  R.  F.  C. 
is  shown  by  testimony  given  before  the  Senate  and  House 
committees  by  members  of  the  legal  staff  of  R.  F.  C. 

In  California  alone  the  R.  F.  C.  is  now  interested  In  the 
outcome  of  10  municipal  bankruptcy  cases  which  have  been 
appealed  to  the  circuit  court  of  appeals.  It  is  understood  that 
the  legal  question  is  largely  one  of  procedure,  and  if  the  court 
should  decide  after  June  30, 1940.  that  the  procedure  used  was 
erroneous  and  require  new  proceedings,  and  if  this  act  should 
not  be  passed  prior  to  that  date,  the  R.  F.  C.  would  be  without 
remedy  to  protect  its  position  by  forcing  minority  partic  pa- 
Uon  in  reasonable  readjustment  plans.  Thus  there  wiU  be 
lost  for  creditors  and  taxing  units  the  benefit  sought  by  the 
law  which  permiU  the  R.  P.  C.  to  refinance  tiiese  drainage. 
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irrigation,  and  levee  districts.  All  told,  Uie  R  P.  C.  hw  ap- 
proximately 40  cases  in  the  country  which  would  be  adverseftr 
affected  by  the  faUure  to  extend  the  act.  according  to  infor- 
mation which  has  come  to  me.  ^  .  .  *i.  ♦  ♦%,..  ♦„«* 
In  closing,  attention  is  directed  to  the  fact  that  this  type 
of  legislation  Is  reaUy  misnamed.  Bankruptcy  usually  con- 
notes a  wiping  out  of  liabUitics  by  a  surrender  of  assetiJ.  The 
Municipal  Bankruptcy  Act  merely  permite  a  plan  of  compos  - 
tlon  and  readjustment  to  become  effective  only  after  due 
court  hearing  and  after  It  has  been  approved  in^'«^"tlng  by 
the  holders  of  68%  percent  of  the  claims  sought  to  be  ad- 
justed. It  merely  makes  it  impossible  for  "pound  of  flesh 
minorities  to  profit  at  the  expense  of  taxpayers  and  reasonable 

creditors.  ..     o      * 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida  has  expired.  Is  there  objection  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  go  over  under 
objection. 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  DEPARTMENT  OF   LABOR.  FEDERAL  SECURITY 

AGENCY.  ETC. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President.  I  have  to  go  to  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  for  a  conference,  and  I  desire  to 
have  a  formal  matter  attended  to  before  I  leave. 

1  move  that  the  Senate  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  it 
receded  from  its  amendments  35  to  39.  inclusive,  to  House 
bin  9007. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an 
explanation  of  this  matter? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  have  explained  it,  I  believe,  four  times 

today,  but  I  will  try  to  do  it  again. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  am  very  sorry  that  I  missed 
the  Senator's  explanation. 

Mr  McKELLAR.    The  Senator  did  not  happen  to  be  here. 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  have  been  on  the  floor  all  day. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Then  I  do  not  know  why  it  was  the 
Senator  did  not  hear  me  previously.  Perhaps  I  did  not  make 
myself  plain,  and  I  wlU  have  to  explain  it  again.  In  House 
biU  9007  the  appropriation  bill  for  the  Labor  Department. 
the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  independent 
agencies,  there  was  one  item  which  was  in  conference  lor 
nearly  2  months.  That  item  provided  that  no  part  of  the 
money  should  be  paid  for  filling  non-clvil-service  offices  from 
States  that  already  had  their  quota  on  a  population  basis. 
The  House  conferees  Insisted  on  that.  The  Senate  conferees 
Insisted  that  the  provision  ought  not  to  be  applied  to  the 
Labor  Department  alone  without  applying  it  to  other  depart- 
ments. Of  course,  the  disagreement  was  very  pronounced, 
and  we  were  finally  forced,  in  order  to  get  a  bill  at  all.  to 
agree  to  the  House  provision.  It  was  finally  agreed  to.  with 
an  amendment  excepting  from  the  terms  of  the  prohibition 
the  C  C  C.  camps.  Under  the  amendment,  which  was  agreed 
to.  but  which  was  left  out  of  the  report,  C.  C.  C.  camps  would 
be  excluded  from  the  provision. 

The  motion  to  reconsider  is  for  the  purpose  of  having 

that  amendment,  which  was  inadvertently  left  out,  inserted 

in  the  bill,  so  that  hereafter  C.  C.  C.  camp  foremen  will  be 

appointed  from  the  State  in  which  a  camp  is  situated. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  the 
Senate  is  now  adhering  to  the  proposed  quota  system  or 
abandoning  it? 

Mr  McKELLAR.  We  are  adhering  to  the  quota  system. 
We  were  forced  to  do  it.    The  Senate  conferees  held  out  for 

2  months. 
Mr   CLARK  of  Missouri.    For  what  did  the  Senate  con- 
ferees hold  out?     Are  they  for  the  system  or  against  it? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  We  were  against  the  quota  system  unless 
it  was  appUed  to  all  departments  of  the  Government  alike. 
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Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Does  not  the  Senator  stiU  be- 
heve  that  that  is  the  correct  position? 

Mr  McKELLAR.  I  absolutely  do.  il  all  the  departments 
are  included;  but  I  do  not  think,  and  the  Senate  conferees 
did  not  think,  that  it  ought  to  be  applied  to  the  Labor  De- 
partment and  related  agencies  only,  but  should  be  aiwiied 
to  all  the  departments. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  wUl  ask  the  Senator,  who  is 

an  expert  parliamentarian 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Oh.  no;  I  am  not. 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.  What  vote  should  a  Senator 
cast  who  Is  thoroughly  in  favor  of  applying  the  quota  sys- 
tem to  all  departments  of  the  Government? 

Mr  McKELLAR.  There  is  no  provision  of  that  kind  in 
this  bill,  and  none  before  the  Senate,  of  which  I  know.  I 
wish  to  assure  the  Senator  that  I  beUeve  the  quota  system 
ought  to  be  applied  to  all  departments. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that 
I  want  to  go  just  as  far  as  I  possibly  can  in  the  application 
and  enforcement  of  the  quota  system.  What  is  the  direct 
effect  of  the  motion  which  the  Senator  has  just  made, 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  is  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
Senate  amendments  35  to  39.  inclusive,  were  agreed  to,  so 
as  not  to  apply  the  quota  system  to  C.  C.  C.  camps. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Why  should  there  not  be  an 
amendment  to  apply  the  quota  system  to  all  departments  of 
the  Government? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Because  there  Is  no  provision  in  this  bill 
that  will  permit  that.  There  was  no  such  provision  in  the 
House  bill;  there  was  no  such  provision  in  the  Senate  bill;  and 
the  Senator,  who  is,  I  suppose,  one  of  the  most  expert  par- 
Uamentarians  in  the  world,  knows  that  unless  a  provision  is 
In  one  bill  or  the  other  it  cannot  be  agreed  to  in  conference. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Does  the  Senator's  motion  go  as 
far  as  the  Senate  can  at  this  time  go  in  the  enforcement  of 
the  quota  system? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  goes  as  far  as  it  can  go,  il  the  Senator 
will  let  it  be  considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  now  move  that  the  Senate  still  further 
insist  on  its  amendments  numbered  35  to  39."  inclusive,  ask 
for  a  further  conference  with  the  House  thereon,  and  that 
the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
I  may  say  that  there  is  really  only  one  amendment  in- 
volved. The  others  are  purely  formal,  merely  involving  a 
change  of  section  numbers. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  Officer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  McKtllar.  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.   McCairan,   Mr. 
Bahkheao.  Mr.  OTAahonby.  Mr.  Lodge,  and  Mr.  Bmdges  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate  at  the  further  conference. 
RCSiDCNci:  or  postmasters 
li4r.  MEAD.    Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
return  to  Calendar  No.  1957.  Senate  bUl  4116,  so  that  I  may 
make  an  explanation  of  the  bllL 
The  PRESIDING   OFFICER.    Is  there  objection?     Tlie 

Chair  hears  none.  ^  ^    .^ 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  this  Is  a  bill  sponsored  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Btjlow].  It  corrects  an 
injustice  in  the  law  with  reference  to  the  employment  of  post- 
masters under  the  civil  service.    All  this  bill  does  is  this. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.   May  the  Chair  call  the  atten- 
Uon  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  the  fact  that  objecUon 
was  interposed  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill? 
Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Yes. 
Is  this  the  bill  to  which  the  Senator  called  my 
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Mr.  MEAD. 
Mr.  KINO. 
attention? 
Mr.  MEAD. 
ICr.  KINO. 
Mr.  MEAD 


Yes;  and  I  will  explain  it. 
I  have  no  objection  to  It. 
Very  well;  I  thank  the  Senator. 


Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.   Without  objection 


Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  I  objected  when 
the  biu  was  called  the  first  time,  and  I  sUlJ  object. 

Mr.  MEAD.    Will  the  Senator  withhold  his  objecUon? 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  withhold  it. 

Mr  MEAD  When  the  biU  placing  postmasters  under  the 
civil  sei-vice  was  passed,  it  required  that  aU  postmasters 
brought  under  the  civU  service  and  appointed,  promoted,  or 
transferred  thereafter  should  Uve  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  post  office.  In  at  least  three  cases  the  postmasters  can- 
not Uve  within  the  jurisdiction  of  post  offices.  One  of  them  is 
at  Mount  Vernon.  Va..  where  the  postmaster  is  not  allowed  to 
live  in  George  Washington's  home.  Another  one  is  an  insane 
asylum  In  Michigan,  and  the  postmaster  must  of  necessity  Uve 
outside  the  asylum  grounds.  The  third  is  in  a  town  owned  by 
the  Du  Fonts  in  Washington,  and  the  postmaster  must,  ol 
course,  because  he  cannot  qualify  under  their  household  regu- 
laUons.  hve  outside  the  jurisdiction  there.  This  bUl  would 
allow  the  appointment  of  a  postmaster  if  he  lives  contiguous 
to  the  Jtu-isdiction.  _,  ,j« 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MEAD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  The  same  conditions  the  Senator  from 
New  York  describes  also  exist  at  certain  Army  posts. 

Mr.  MEAD.  That  is  correct.  So  the  bill  merely  requires 
that  the  postmasters  Uve  within  the  jurisdicUon  or,  in  certain 
cases  approved  by  the  CivU  Service  Commission,  contiguous 
to  the  jurisdiction.    So  in  reality  the  bill  does  not  change  the 

law, 
Mr.  President.  I  now  ask  for  the  consideration  and  passage 

of  the  bill. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection  to  the 

present  consideration  of  the  biU? 

Mr.  HUGHES.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  is  heard,  and  the 

biU  goes  over  for  the  second  time. 

continental  aerosurveys  corporation 
*4r.  MEAD.    I  ask  for  the  consideration  of  a  House  bill 

which  is  now  on  the  desk,  and  that  it  be  substituted  for 

Senate  bill  4156.    I  will  then  explain  it. 

The  PRESIDING   OFFICER.    Senate   biU   4156  was   re- 
ported today.    Is  there  objection  to  the  present  considera- 

Uon  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  biU  wiU  be  read  by  title 

for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  CmBF  Clerk.     A  bill  (S.  4156)   for  the  relief  of  the 

Continental  Aerosurveys  Corporation- 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  there  are  many 

bUls  on  the  calendar  in  which  a  great  many  Senators  are 

interested. 
I  do  not  see  any  rhyme  or  reason  in  i)ermitting  a  bill  to  be 

taken  up  out  of  order.      

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  is  heard. 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  withhold  the 
objection? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  reserve  my  objection. 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  the  Continental  Aerosurveys 
Corporation  has.  with  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  a  con- 
tract which  wiU  terminate  on  June  30.  They  are  merely  ask- 
ing for  an  extension  of  3  months  in  cu-der  to  complete  their 
contract.  It  is  recommended  by  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture. The  bill  was  reported  unanimously  by  the  House  com- 
mittee tmd  by  the  Senate  committee;  it  has  passed  the  House, 
and.  unless  it  is  considered  and  passed  before  the  day  is  over, 
the  extension  cannot  be  considered. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President.  I  am  sorry  I  could  not 
hear  the  Senator's  statement  where  I  sit. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  WUl  the  Senate  kindly  be 
In  order?  Let  Senators  and  the  guests  of  the  Senate  desiring 
to  carry  on  audible  conversation  either  retire  to  the  cloak 
rooms  or  leave  the  gaUeries. 

Mr.  MEAD.  As  I  have  stated,  the  Continental  Aerosur- 
yeys  Corporation,  a  photographic  concern,  has  a  contract 
with  the  Department  of  Agriculture  which  will  terminate  on 
June  30.    Both  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  cor- 


poration desire  an  extension  imtll  November  15.  in  order 
that  the  company  may  complete  their  work.  No  additional 
appropriation  is  involved.  It  will  merely  permit  their  doing 
a  completed  job  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Chair  lays  before  the 
Senate  a  biU  coming  over  from  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  biU   (H.  R.  10087)   for  the  reUef  of  the  Continental 
Aerosurveys  Corpwration  was  read  twice  by  its  title. 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.     Is   there   objection   to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  House  biU? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  biU  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  Senate 
biU  4156  is  indefinitely  postponed. 

PREVENTION    OF    PXJBLICATION    OP    INVENTIONS    IN    THE    NATIONAL 

interest 
The  biU  <H.  R.  10058)  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  pre- 
venting the  publication  of  inventions  in  the  national  interest, 
and  for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

AMENDMENT     OP     INTERNAL     REVENUE     CODE     WITH     REGARD     TO 

PETROLEUM   STILLS 

The  bUl  <H.  R.  6207)  to  amend  section  2810  (a).  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  to  exclude  petroleum  stiUs  from  the  require- 
ment of  registration,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

IMPORTED  PILE  MATS  AND  COCOA  FIBER  FLOOR  COVERINGS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  biU  (H.  R.  6328) 
to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  fes  amended  by  section  34 
(c)  of  the  Customs  Administrative  Act  of  1938  (U.  S.  C. 
1934  ed..  Supp.  IV,  title  19.  sec.  1001.  par.  1529  (a)),  which 
was  read,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That  paragraph  1529    (a)    of  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930.  as  amended  by  section  34   (c)   of  the  Customs  Adminis- 
trative Act  of  1938  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed  .  Supp.  IV.  title  19.  ^c  1001 
par.  1529  (a) ).  U  hereby  further  amended  by  inserting     1022    alter 
the  fleure  •'1006 "  _  ^  . 

This  act  shall  take  effect  on  the  day  following  Its  enactment. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  bill  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  After  Une  7,  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  following  new  section: 

Section  520  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as  amended,  la  amended  by 
adding  thereto  the  following  subsection: 

d  No  duties  collected  prior  to  June  26.  1938.  under  paragraph 
1115  (b)  of  this  act  shall  be  refunded,  unless  the  claimant  estab- 
llshea  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary.  In  accordance  with  reg- 
ulations prescribed  by  him,  or  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  trial  court, 
under  conditions  set  forth  In  section  902  (a)  and  section  902  (b) 
of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1936,  that  he  bore  the  burden  of  such 
duties. 

Mr  KINO.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we 
have  an  organization  of  which  the  chairman  of  the  two 
fiscal  committees— the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the 
House  and  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate— are  the 
heads  to  consider  these  refunds,  I  ask  the  Senator  whether 
or  not  this  matter  ought  to  have  gone  before  that  joint 

committee.  ,.,    ^    *». 

Mr  WALSH.  The  amendment  is  not  objectionable  to  the 
Treasury  Department.  It  gives  the  Treasury  Department 
authority  over  refunding  duties  coUected  prior  to  June  26. 
1938,  upon  hat  bodies  made  of  wool  felt. 

Paragraph  1115  (b)  imposed  the  following  duty: 

(b)  Bodies  hoods,  forms,  and  shapes,  for  hats,  bonnets,  caps 
berets  and  similar  articles,  manufactured  whoUy  or  in  part  of 
wool  felt.  40  cents  per  pound  and  75  percent  ad  valorem. 

The  Treasury  Department  drew  up  regulations  and  col- 
lected the  above  duties  in  accordance  with  the  intent  of  the 
Congress.  However,  in  1938  a  decision  by  the  Court  of 
Customs  and  Patent  Appeals  held  that  "wool  felt  hat  bodies 
were  actually  not  manufactured  of  wool  felt  because  the 
material  did  not  become  completed  felt  until  the  manufac- 
turing process  was  completed.  This  case  is  now  in  the 
process  of  appeaL 


Because  of  this  decision  the  Congress,  by  act  approved 
June  25.  1938.  amended  paragraph  1115  (b)  for  the  purpose 
of  clarifying  the  same. 

As  amended  by  this  act.  said  subsection  now  reads: 
(b)  Bodies,  hoods,  forms,  and  shapes,  for  hats  bonnets^  caps 
berets,  and  similar  articles,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  wool  but 
not  knit  or  crocheted  nor  made  In  chief  value  of  talt,  crocheted 
or  woven  material.  •  •  •  (The  same  duty  of  40  cents  per 
pound  and   75   percent   ad   valorem  was  retained.) 

If  the  Treasury  Department  is  finally  reversed  in  its  in- 
terpretation of  paragraph  1115  (b)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930. 
the  Treasury  will  be  placed  in  the  position  of  having  to 
refund  over  $4,000,000  in  duties  that  were  collected  in  accord- 
ance with  the  intent  of  the  Congress  between  1930  and  1938. 
Duties  collected  since  1938.  of  course,  have  been  properly 
assessed,  because  sissessed  under  the  1938  amendment. 

The  duties  paid  between  1930  and  1938  were  paid  In  ac- 
cordance with  Treasury  regulations  then  in  effect.  The 
^xjint  upon  which  the  court  ruled  in  reversal  of  Treasury 
regulations  was  not  even  raised  until  1938.  Consequently 
duties  paid  prior  to  that  period  were  paid  in  accordance  with 
the  intent  of  the  Congress  and  in  accordance  with  the  im- 
porters' interpretation  of  this  point. 

The  question  now  is  whether,  therefore,  such  duties  should 
be  refunded  to  these  importers  if  the  Treasury's  interpreta- 
tions are  finally  overruled  by  the  courts. 

Mr.  KING.  This  bill  could  not  be  construed  in  any  sense 
as  an  ex  post  facto  law  to  relieve  the  Government  of  an  obli- 
gation which  legally  would  devolve  upon  it? 

Mr.  WALSH.  No;  it  merely  permits  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  pending  the  decision  in  the  courts — the  matter 
having  been  appealed — not  to  pay  back  the  refunds. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to.     , 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bUl 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

SALOMON  CEORG  KAITFMANN  AND  OTHERS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7563)  for  the  relief  of  Salomon  Georg  Kauf- 
mann;  his  wife  Doris  Kaufmann.  nee  Stem;  and  their  child 
John  Michael  Peter  Kaufmann  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


JOHANN  RUDOLF  HTJENEBERG 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  5641)  to 
admit  Johann  Rudolf  Hueneberg  permanently  to  the  United 
States,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  with  an  amendment  at  the  end  of  the  bill  to 
insert  a  new  section,  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the 
Immigration  laws,  the  Secretary  of  Labor  is  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  admit  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence 
Johann  Rudolf  Hueneberg.  a  German,  bom  In  Germany. 

S«c.  2.  Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  num- 
ber from  the  nonpreference  category  of  the  quota  during  the 
current  year. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

ANTAL  OR   ANTHONY  OR  TONY   ZAICEK  OR  ZAICZEK 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  6056)  for 
the  relief  of  Antal  or  Anthony  or  Tony  Zaicek  or  Zaiczek, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion with  an  amendment,  on  page  1.  line  9.  after  the  word 
"warrant",  to  strike  out  "and  that  by  the  terms  of  this  act 
he  shall  not  be  permitted  to  become  a  naturalized  citizen  of 
the  United  States",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be,  and  Is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  i>ermanent  residence 
of  Antal  or  Anthony  or  Tony  Zaicek  or  ZaiczeE  as  of  October  2, 
1924,  and  that  the  warrant  of  deportation  be  canceled  and  Antal 
or  Anthony  or  Tony  Zaicek  or  Zaiczek  shall  not  again  be  subject 
to  deportation  proceedings  for  the  reasons  set  up  In  said  warrant. 
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Upon  the  enactment  of  thfci  met.  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
lnat?uct  Uie  proper  q:iot«-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
i?SS^tie  nonprXence  category  of  the  quota  during  the  current 
quota  year. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  ^        ^  ^^    w.n 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 
Tlie  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MZm   LANCERMANIf   AITO    OTHERS 

The  bUl  (H.  R  9651)  for  the  relief  of  Meier  tangermann. 
his  wife.  Frtederlke,  and  son.  Joseph,  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

KVA   SOFIA   BILDSTKXM    KT   AL. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3596)  to 
enable  Eva  Sofia  Blldstein  and  her  minor  son.  Jorg  BUdstein. 
to  remain  permanently  to  the  United  States,  which  had  been 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  ImmigraUon  with  an  amend- 
ment, at  the  end  of  the  bill  to  insert  a  new  section,  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enaetetl.  etc..  That  notwithstanding  any  provision  of  the  Im- 
migration laws  Eva  Sofia  Blldstein  and  her  minor  son,  Jorg  BUdstein. 
natives  of  Germany,  admitted  Into  the  United  States  on  May  lO. 
1939  *at  the  port  of  New  York  for  temporary  residence,  shall  he 
permitted  to  remain  in  the  United  States  permanently  as  though 
t^ey  had  In  all  respects  compiled  with  the  immigration  laws  upon 
entry  and  that  the  residence  In  the  United  States  of  the  said  Eva 
Sofia  Blldstein  and  her  minor  son.  Jorg  BUdstein.  shall  date  from 

the  approval  of  this  act.  „        ..        _,  -»..^  .w,,, 

Sk  a  Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  two  numbers 
from  the  nonpreference  category  of  the  quoU  during  the  current 
year. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

FREDERICK  BECK 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8910)  providing  for  the  extension  of  non- 
quota status  to  Frederick  Back  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

VASIL    DIMTTROrF    TECHOFF 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3703)  for 
the  rebef  of  Vasil  Dimitroff  Techoff,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Immigration  with  an  amendment, 
on  page  1,  line  9,  after  the  word  "warrant",  to  strike  out 
"By  the  terms  of  this  act  the  alien  is  hereby  disqualified  from 
ever  acquiring  United  States  citizenship  and  that 

"S«c.  2.  That",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  eruicted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be.  and  la 
hereby,  authoriaed  and  directed  to  cancel  the  warrant  of  arrest 
and  the  order  of  depoitatlon  heretofore  Issued  against  Vasil 
Dimitroff  Techoff.  and  that  the  alien  shall  not  hereafter  become 
subject    to   deportation   for   the   cause   contained    In    the   present 

warrant.  „  . 

Sac.  2.  That  upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  ox 
State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct 
one  number  from  the  nonpreference  category  of  the  quota  dvirlng 
the  current  year. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ADOLPH  ERNEST  HELMS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5156)  for  the  relief  of  Adolph  Ernest  Helms 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

RICHARD  PAUL   RKHH 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  5640)  to 
admit  Richard  Paul  Rehn  permanently  to  the  United  States, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Ccmmiltee  on  Immigration 
with  an  amendment,  at  the  end  of  the  bill  to  Insert  a  new 
section,  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the 
Immigration  laws,  the  Secretary  of  Labor  is  authoriaed  and  directed 
to  admit  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence  Richard  Paul 
Rehn,  a  German,  bom  in  Germany. 

Bec  2.  Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State 
"  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
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from  the  nonpreference  category  of  the  quota  during  the  current 
year. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  blD 

to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

INSPECTORS  AND  EMPLOYEES  07  IMMICRATIOH  AND  KATURALIZATIOH 

SERVICE 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3248)  to 
amend  section  2,  chapter  368,  Forty-sixth  Statutes  at  Large, 
-^ge  1467.  March  2,  1931.  relattog  to  extra  compensation  of 
inspectors  and  employees  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturall- 
2atlon  Service,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Immigration  with  amendments,  on  page  2.  line  3.  after 
"1098",  to  strike  out  "of  this  title"  and  insert  "tttle  8,  United 
States  Code",  and  in  line  12,  after  the  word  "waterways",  to 
strike  out  "when  operating"  and  insert  "or  vessels  operattog 
exclusively  between  ports  and  places  In  the  State  of  Washing- 
ton and  m  ports  and  places  to  the  BriUsh  Columbia",  so  as  to 
msike  the  bill  read: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That  section  2,  chapter  368.  Forty-sixth 
Statutes  at  Large,  page  1467,  March  3,  1931,  be  amended  so  as  to 

read  as  follows:  ^    w     »w  -♦ 

"The  said  ertra  compensation  shall  be  paid  hy  the  masxer, 
owner,  agent,  or  consignee  of  such  vessel  or  other  conveyance 
arriving  In  the  United  States  from  a  foreign  port  to  the  Secretary 
of  Labor,  who  shall  pay  the  same  to  the  several  officers  and 
employees  entitled  thereto  as  provided  In  section  109a.  title  8. 
United  States  Code.  Such  extra  compensation  shall  be  paid  If 
such  officers  or  employees  bave  been  ordered  to  report  for  duty 
and  have  so  reported,  whether  the  actual  inspection  or  examina- 
tion of  passengers  or  crew  takes  place  or  not:  Provided.  That  thla 
section  shall  not  apply  to  the  Inspection  at  designated  ports  of 
entry  of  passengers  arriving  by  International  ferries,  bridges,  high- 
ways or  tunnels,  or  by  aircraft,  railroad  trains,  motor  carriers, 
or  vessels  on  the  Great  Lakes  and  connecting  waterways  or  vessels 
operating  exclusively  between  ports  and  places  in  the  State  of 
Twihlngton  and  In  ports  and  places  In  the  British  Columbia  on 
regtilar  schedules." 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President.  wiD  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  ScHWELLENBACHl  make  an  explanation  of  the 

bill? 
Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.    Mr.  President,  in  Instances  in 

which  the  Immigration  Service  are  required  to  keep  their  in- 
spectors overtime  as  a  result  of  delays  of  ships,  the  com- 
pany must  pay  the  overtime  charges.  There  are  a  number 
of  exemptions,  all  based  upon  the  theory  that  where  the 
service  runs  upon  a  regular  schedule  there  Is  not  the  over- 
time requirement.  Railroads,  for  example,  rvmning  between 
here  and  Canada  are  exempted.  This  bill  provides  exemp- 
tions so  far  as  bus  lines  operating  on  regular  schedules  are 
concerned.  It  also  provides  for  ferryboat."  between  the 
State  of  Washington  and  the  Province  of  British  Columbia 
which  operate  on  regular  schedules.  The  present  law  ex- 
empts the  boats  running  on  the  Great  Lakes,  and  there 
happens  to  be  just  one  ferry  line  nmntog  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  which  is  not  exempt. 

Mr.  KING.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendments  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

AMENDMENT   OF   IMMIGRATION   ACT   OP    1934    AS   TO   OFFICULS   OP 

POREICN   GOVERNMENTS 

The  bill  (S.  4149>  to  amend  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924 
to  require  aliens  admitted  into  the  United  States  as  officials 
of  foreign  governments  either  to  maintain  their  status  or  to 
depart  from  the  United  States,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  similar  House  bill  was  re- 
ceived from  the  House  today.  Without  objection,  the  House 
bill  will  be  considered. 

The  bUl  (H.  R.  10112)  to  amend  the  Immigration  Act  of 
1924  to  require  aliens  admitted  tato  the  United  States  as 
officials  of  foreign  governments  either  to  maintain  tneir 
status  or  to  depart  from  the  United  States,  with  the  approval 


1940 

of  the  Secretary  of  State,  was  read  twice  by  Its  title,  con- 
sidered ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 
Mr.  RUSSELL.    I  ask  that  the  Senate  bill  be  todeftoitely 

postponed.  .  .    ^. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection.  Senate 

bill  4149  will  be  indeftoitely  postponed. 

PARTICIPATION  or  STATES  IN  REVENUE  OF  NATIONAL   PARKS,  ETC. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  revert  to  Senate  bill  3869.  Calendar  No.  2007. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  bill 
will  be  read  by  title  for  the  Information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  3869)  to  authorize  the 
participation  of  States  in  certain  revenues  from  national 
parks,  national  monuments,  and  other  areas  under  the  ad- 
ministrative jurisdiction  of  the  National  Park  Service,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  recur- 
ring to  the  bill?  ,  ^  .  . 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Was  objection  formerly  made,  and  by 

whom?  M         ^  t.t 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut (Mr.  Danaher]  objected. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  asked  for  an  explana- 
tion, and  the  Chair  may  recall  that  I  asked  that  the  bill  go 
to  the  foot  of  the  list.  I  should  like  to  know  what  is  pro- 
posed by  the  bill.  ,  ^  ,  ^^  * 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the  proposition  Is  that 
where  parks,  national  monuments,  and  the  like  exist,  the 
contiguous  counties  of  the  respective  States  shall  participate 
to  the  extent  of  25  percent  in  the  revenue  taken  in  by  the 
parks  and  monuments. 

I  will  state  the  reason  for  it.  We  will  use  Yellowstone  Park 
as  an  illustration.  The  contiguous  counties  of  the  respective 
States  must  of  necessity  take  care  of  the  policing,  the  sani- 
tation, and  so  forth,  of  all  surrounding  conditions:  so  the 
thought  of  the  bill  was  that  those  counties  should  participate 
to  the  extent  of  25  percent  in  the  revenue  taken  in. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     May  I  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator? 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    Yes. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Do  not  the  parks  bring  all  sorts  of  ad- 
vantages to  the  States  in  which  they  are  located,  which 
greatly  outweigh  the  disadvantages? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  They  bring  all  sorts  of  advantages,  but 
they  also  bring  many  disadvantages.  I  do  not  want  to  dwell 
on  the  disadvantages,  but  the  surrounding  counties  must  of 
necessity  take  care  of  conditions  growing  out  of  the  presence 
Of  great  numbers  of  visitors.  The  Senator  may  realize  what 
this  means.  For  instance,  the  recreational  park  around 
Boulder  Dam  last  year  was  visited  by  750,000  persons.  The 
counties  surrounding  that  particular  park  were  compelled  to 
take  care  of  the  trials  of  cases,  the  policing  of  the  situation, 
and  everything  pertaining  to  It.  So  it  seemed  to  us  it  was 
quite  essential  that  some  compensation  be  accorded  to  the 
surrounding  country  which  must  of  necessity  take  care  of  the 

burden. 

That  Is  the  whole  story  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  How  does  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
feel  about  the  matter,  if  the  Senator  knows? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  Department  of  the  Interior  is  in 
accord  with  the  bill,  but  recommended  an  amendment  pro- 
viding that  the  Boulder  Dam  area  should  be  excluded  from 
the  provisions  of  the  bill.  The  reason  was,  as  I  recall — and  I 
state  it  in  substances— that  the  States  of  Nevada  and  Arizona 
have  certain  perquisites  coming  from  the  Boulder  Dam  area 
by  way  of  taxation.  In  answer  to  that,  however.  I  may  say 
that  it  is  a  State  taxation,  and  the  State  has  the  benefit  of 
it.  That  matter  is  now  Involved  In  a  bill  which  is  pending 
before  Congress;  so  we  thought  It  was  not  best  to  exclude  the 
Boulder  Dam  area,  because  the  Boulder  Dam  area  is  the  area 
which  attracts  the  greatest  number  of  persons  to  it  as,  for 
Instance,  750,000  persons  during  the  past  year. 
Mr  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  [Mr.  CMahoney  In  the  chair  1. 
Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 


8975 


There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  considered,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  beginning  with  the  f"*JJ?«*t/^_iSi 
lowing  the  approval  of  this  act.  25  percent  fj^^  P^J^^J^^^^^. 
by  the  Federal  CJovernment  during  any  fiscal  year  from  th^e  collec- 
Uon  of  fees,  including  motor  and  other  vehicular  few  from  visitor, 
to  areas  which  are  now  or  hereafter  may  be  under  the  «dmlnUtra- 
tlve  lurlsdictlon  of  the  NaUonal  Park  Service,  as  shall  be  certinea 
by  tie^reury  of  the  Interior,  shall  be  paid  ^yJ^^^^'^^Z^^ 
the  Treasury,  as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year. 
S  the  Stat?  in  which  eiich  area  under  the  administrative  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  National  Park  Service  Is  situated.  Hi-trihutlva 
When  any  such  area  Is  In  more  than  one  SUte.  the  f l«"Jf",^»Jf 
share  therefrom  to  each  SUte  sh^l  be  P^ °P?"'°"*>  ^ J^  g'J!; 
therein,  as  shall  be  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  i^«  ^"^•'l^';,^""^^ 
funds  shall  be  expended  for  the  benefit  of  the  county  or  counties 
m  which  each  area  Is  situated.  In  such  manner,  and  by  such 
Agencies  of  Sute  or  local  government  as  the  State  leg'f l^f"/"  "J*^" 
prescribe:  Provided.  That  for  each  fiscal  year  there  shall  not  be  paid 
to  any  State  for  the  benefit  of  any  county  an  amount  In  excess  of  +0 
percent  of  the  revenues  derived  by  said  county  from  aU  other 
sources  during  such  fiscal  year.  ^  ..  .  ,  j_  »i„„v« 
Sec  2.  As  used  In  this  act,  the  term  "State"  includes  Alaska. 
Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  earlier 
In  the  day  objection  was  made  to  the  consideration  of  Senate 
bill  3869.  Calendar  No.  2007. 

A  little  whUe  ago.  and  evidently  when  I  was  not  In  the 
Chamber,  when  the  matter  was  reconsidered  the  bill  was 
taken  up  and  passed.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  re- 
consideration of  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed.  I 
desire  to  enter  an  objection  to  the  bill  at  this  time,  and  have 
It  go  over.  I  merely  want  an  opportunity  to  consider  what 
effect  the  biU  may  have  on  the  passage  of  House  blU  6687, 
authorizing  State  taxation  on  personal  property,  uses,  and 
sales  in  national  parks  and  certain  other  reservations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
consideration of  the  vote  by  which  Senate  biU  3869.  Calendar 
2007  was  passed?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  la 
reconsidered.    Without  objection,  the  bUl  will  be  passed  over. 

AMENDMENT  TO   MUNICIPAI,   BANKRUPTCY    ACT 

Mr  ANDREWS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  we  revert  to  Calendar  No.  2009,  House  bill  9139. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bUl  (H.  R.  9139)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  'An 
act  to  establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy  throughout 
the  United  SUtes."  approved  July  1,  1898.  and  acts  amend- 
atory thereof  and  supplementary  thereto. 

Mr  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  from  the  reading  of  the 
title  this  would  appear  to  be  a  very  comprehensive  biU  to 
consider  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.    I  observe  it  is  a  House 

bUl. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  yield.  . 

Mr  BARKLEY.  It  is  really  very  Important  that  this  legis- 
lation be  enacted.  Certain  parts  of  the  law  expire  on  the 
30th  of  this  month.  The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion are  very  much  Interested  In  getting  this  bill  through 
in  order  that  they  may  continue  their  operations  under  the 
law  which  has  been  in  existence. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  if  there  are  any  emergency 
features  Involved  I  would  not  object.  If  it  Is  a  mere  modi- 
fication or  a  repeal  of  some  sections  of  the  act,  at  this  late 
day  and  time.  I  would  object.  If  there  is  any  necessity  for 
immediate   consideration   of   the   bill   I   will   withhold   my 

objection. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  President,  it  is  very  necessary. 

Mr  MILLER.  In  reference  to  the  length  of  the  bill,  under 
the  draftsmanship  in  the  House  they  took  up  the  entire 
municipal  bankruptcy  bill  and  set  it  out  in  this  bill,  which 
was  the  proper  way  to  handle  the  matter,  but  they  included 
counties  and  parishes  in  the  amendment,  and  extended  the 
period  for  2  years.    Those  are  really  the  changes  that  are 

made. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  that  simplifies  the  whole 
situation,  and  I  have  no  objection. 
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Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  haw  many  objections  to  the 
extensic«i  of  this  measure,  and  particularly  because  it  is 
broader  than  the  original  act.  As  Indicated  now  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas,  it  Includes  counties,  and  they  are  to  be 
permitted  to  Uke  advantage  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  It  seems 
to  me  that  if  we  are  not  careful  we  will  strike  at  the  very 
foundations  of  credit.  If  municipalities  and  school  districts 
and  various  other  mimicipal  organizations,  including  coun- 
ties, are  to  be  permitted  to  avoid  their  valid  obligations  by 
taking  advantage  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  I  think  we  will 
impair  very  much  the  credit  of  all  Federal  agencies,  including 
the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  The  procedure  under  the  proposed  law 
will  absolutely  take  care  of  that  situation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill.     - 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

NATCRALIZATION  OF  HAWAnAH  WOMEW 

The  bill  (H.  R.  159)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  relat- 
ing to  the  naturalization  of  certain  women  born  in  Hawaii." 
approved  July  2,  1932,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

REPATRUTION  OF  NATIVE-BORN  WOMEN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4185)  to  repatriate  native-bom  women  resi- 
dents of  the  United  States  who  have  heretofore  lost  their 
citizenship  by  marriage  to  an  alien  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

AXON   PITT  AND   CECELIA   PTTT 

The  bill  <S.  3361)  for  the  relief  of  Aron  Pitt  and  Cecelia 
Pitt,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws  Aron  Pitt  (bom  Aron  Pltkowski) 
and  Cecilia  Pitt  or  Cecelia  Pitkowakl  (alias  Anny  Metz  or  Anny 
Metz  Pitt),  of  West  Hartford.  Conn.,  the  parents  of  two  children 
bom  in  the  United  States,  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have 
been  legally  admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  resi- 
dence on  March   1.  1925.  and  October  5,   1926.  respectively. 

Sec.  2.  Any  proceedings  heretofore  or  hereafter  instituted  for 
the  deportation  of  the  said  Aron  Pitt  and  Cecilia  Pitt  on  the 
ground  that  they  fraudulently  gained  admission  to  the  United 
States  shiiU  be  nuU  and  void. 

NATXTRAUZATION  OF  ALIENS 

The  bill  <H.  R.  6443)  to  permit  certain  aliens  whose  child- 
hood was  spent  in  the  United  States,  if  eligible  to  citizenship, 
to  become  naturabzed  without  filing  declaration  of  Intention, 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER   BRIDGE.   PENNSYLVANIA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9618)  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Sus- 
quehanna River  at  or  near  the  city  of  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

OHTO  RIVER  BRIDGE,  ILLINOIS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9509)  to  extend  the  times  for  commenc- 
ing and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the 
Oliio  River  at  or  near  Shawneetown,  HI.,  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CONFISCATION  OF  PROPERTY  BY  FOREIGN   GOVERNMENT 

The  bill  (S.  3936)  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
May  22.  1934,  known  as  the  National  Stolen  Property  Act, 
was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, r^d  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  of  May  22.  1934  (48  Stat.  794). 
Is  hereby  extended  to  Include  and  apply  to  any  property  which 
ba«  bern  seized  in  violation  of  law  or  which  has  been  confiscated. 

Src.  2.  The  word  "confiscated"  shall  be  deemed  to  Include  the 
taking  of  any  property.  l>y  means  of  tore*  by  any  foreign  govem- 
n>ent.  or  by  means  of  any  law.  decree,  order,  ordinance,  or  other 
act.  direct'  or  Indirect,  of  any  foreign  sovereign  or  government  or 
Of  any  political  subdivision  or  instrumentality  thereof  or  of  any 
official  board,  ccnuniasion.  or  agency  whereby  private  property  is 
taken  without  payment  In  United  States  cvirrency  or  its  equiva- 
lent having  been  made  or  provided  (or  In  a  manner  acceptable 
to  the  owners  of  the  property  so  taken. 


Ew..  3.  Nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  repeal  or  otherwise 
modUy  any  part  of  the  Act  of  October  28.  1919  (ch.  89).  cited  a« 
the  ••National  Motor  Vehicle  Theft  Act',  nor  the  act  of  May  23. 
1934.  known  as  the  "National  Stolen  Property  Act." 

NORTH   SLOTTCH   DAM   AND   DIKE,  OREGON 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6408)  an  act  to  extend  the  times  for  com- 
mencing and  completing  the  construction  of  a  dam  and 
dike  for  preventing  the  flow  of  tidal  waters  into  North 
Slough  in  Coos  County.  Greg.,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

RED  CEDAR   SHINGLES 

The  bill  H.  R.  9765,  an  act  to  provide  for  exercising  the 
right  with  respect  to  red  cedar  shingles  reserved  in  the  trade 
agreement  concluded  November  17.  1938.  between  the  United 
States  of  America  and  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

JURISDICTION  OF  THE  ARLINGTON  FARM,  YUGINIA 

The  bill  (S.  4107)  to  transfer  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Ar- 
lington Farm.  Virginia,  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  control  and  Jurisdiction  of  the  lands, 
buildings,  and  Improvements  constituting  the  Arlington  Farm,  as 
created  by  the  act  of  Congre.««  approved  April  18.  1900  (31  Stat.  135). 
west  of  the  Rosslyn  connecting  railroad,  arc  hereby  transferred 
irom  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  take 
effect  progressively  as  each  area  of  said  farm  Is  turned  over  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  the  Secretary  of  War:  Provided,  That 
the  authority  to  remove  such  bioildlngs.  Improvenienta.  trees,  and 
plants  as  shall  be  deemed  neces-sary  in  order  to  promote  the  work 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  shall  remain  In  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  until  the  transfer  of  the  area  Involved  is  effected 

Sec.  2.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  a  sum  not 
to  exceed  $3,200,000  to  be  expended  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
for  the  acquisition  by  purchase,  condemnaticn,  or  donation  of  lands 
to  provide  a  suitable  site  for  the  development  and  reestabllshment 
thereon  of  the  functions  and  activities  of  the  Arlington  Farm,  and 
the  construction  and  installation  of  such  buildings,  equipment,  and 
utilities  and  appurtenances  thereto.  Including  the  employment  of 
Ijersons  and  means  in  the  city  of  Wa-shlngton  and  elsewhere,  as  in 
the  Judgment  of  the  Secretary  of   Agriculture  may  be  necessary. 

Sec.  3.  There  Is  also  further  authorized  to  be  appropriated  not 
to  exceed  $4,000,000  for  the  acquisition  of  adjacent  lands  and  the 
construction  and  installation  of  such  buildings  and  utilities  and 
appurtenances  as  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  War  may  be 
necessary  for  military  purposes  on  the  above-mentioned  lands,  in- 
cluding alterations,  additions,  and  betterments  to  such  existing 
Unprovetnenta  thereon  as  may  be  transferred  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Src.  4.  The  control  and  Jurisdiction  of  that  |>ortlon  of  the  Arling- 
ton Experimental  Farm  lying  east  of  the  Rosslyn  connecting  rail- 
road is  hereby  transferred  from  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  thee  la  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  not  to  exceed  •1,000,0<X)  for  the  acquisition  of  adja- 
cent lands  In  order  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  transfer 
to  this  enlarged  area  the  propagating  gardens,  shops,  heating  piant. 
tourist  camp,  and  other  facilities  that  are  now  located  between  the 
Washington  Monument  grounds,  the  Thomas  Jefferson  Memorial, 
and  the  Potomac  River.  The  Secretary  of  War  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  transfer  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  a  right-of- 
way  200  feet  wide  extending  from  a  point  near  the  southeast  comer 
Of  the  Arlington  Cemetery  In  a  rrartheasterly  direction  to  the 
Boundary  Channel,  In  order  to  provide  a  south  approach  to  the 
Arlington  Memorial  Bridge  and  the  construction  of  an  adequate 
road  within  this  right-of-way  U  hereby  authorized.  The  plans  for 
location  and  development  of  this  approach  road  as  well  as  the 
development  plans  for  the  enlarged  areas  east  and  west  of  the  rail- 
road for  the  uses  herein  authorized  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  National  Capital  Park  and  Planning  Commission.  The 
development  plan  for  the  area  under  Jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  shall  provide  for  a  connecting  road  adjacent  to  the  Roeslya 
connecting  railroad  between  the  highways  north  of  the  Arlington 
reservation  and  those  south  of  said  reservation  and  upon  the 
construction  and  opening  of  such  road  the  Secretary  of  War  Is 
hereby  authorized  and  empowered  to  close  and  abandon  the  present 
Military  Road  along  the  east  boundary  of  the  Arlington  Cemetery. 

PLEADING  AND  PRACTICE  IN  CRIMINAL  CASES 

The  bill  (H.  R.  4587)  to  give  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  authority  to  prescribe  rules  of  pleading,  prac- 
tice, and  procedure  with  respect  to  proceedings  in  criminal 
cases  prior  to  and  including  verdict,  or  finding  or  plea  of 
guilty,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 
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LOUIS  ROSENSTONE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7955)  for  the  relief  of  Louis  Rosenstone  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

TAXATION    OF    INTANGIBLE    PERSON.^L     PROPERTY    IN    DISTRICT    OF 

COLUMBIA 

The  bill  (S.  4161)  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Rev- 
enue Act,  1939.  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  article  m  of  title  V  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  Revenue  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  by  title  V  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Revenue  Act  of  1939.  is  amended  by  adding  after 
section  14  thereof  the  following  new  section: 

"Sec.  15.  CrediU.  securities,  and  other  Intangible  personal  prop- 
erty within  the  District  not  employed  in  carrying  on  any  business 
therein  by  the  owner  shall  be  deemed  to  be  located  at  the  domicile 
of  the  owner  for  purpKJses  of  taxation  under  this  title,  and.  If 
held  in  trust,  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  located  In  the  District  for 
purposes  of  taxation  under  this  title  solely  because  of  the  trustee 
being  domiciled  In  the  District:  Provided  further.  That  this  section 
shall  not  apply  to  property  owned  by  alien  decedents,  and  that  noth- 
ing herein  contained  shall  affect  the  taxation  by  the  District  of  any 
property  owned  by  alien  decedents  which,  at  the  time  of  the  death 
of  such  decedents,  shall  be  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  District 
or  over  whlcli  the  District  has  control." 

DEPOSITS  OF  PHOSPHATE.  SODIITM,  ETC. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  wishes  to  an- 
nounce that  Calendar  No.  1880.  House  bill  6560.  relating  to 
placer-mining  claims  for  deposits  of  phosphate,  sodium, 
potassium,  oil.  oil  shale,  or  gas  on  the  public  domain  was 
passed  over  earlier  In  the  day  and  was  to  be  called  at  the  close 
of  the  calendar.  The  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
is  called  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Mr.  President,  that  goes  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objection  is  heard,  and  the 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  does  that  conclude  the  cal- 
endar? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    That  concludes  the  calendar. 

AMENDMENT  OF  PERISHABLE  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES  ACT,  1930 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  have  a  little  matter  I  wish  to  submit.  I 
am  at  a  disadvantage  because  of  a  parliamentary  situation, 
which  I  think  I  can  straighten  out.  with  the  consent  of  the 
Senate. 

On  May  6.  1940.  the  House  passed  a  bill  amending  in  a 
minor  way  the  Perishable  Commodities  Act  and  the  Senate 
also  passed  an  identical  bill.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  to  which  the 
House  bill  was  referred,  may  be  discharged  from  its  further 
consideration  and  that  it  may  be  considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  be  discharged  from  the  further 
consideration  of  the  House  bill  8628.  and  that  it  be  considered 
by  the  Senate? 

Without  objection,  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry is  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  8628)  to  amend 
the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act,  1930.  as 
amended,  to  include  as  a  perishable  agricultural  commodity 
cherries  in  brine,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  considered, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  enter  a  motion 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  Senate  bill  3464  to  amend 
the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act,  1930,  as 
amended,  was  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  move  that  the  House  be  requested  to 
return  the  bill  to  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

COL.  DONALD  H.  CONNOLLY 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Senate  bill  3550,  a 
bill  to  make  unlawful  the  transportation  of  convict-made 
goods  in  interstate  and  foreign  commerce. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  moment? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  are  two  bills  which  were  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Commerce  too  late  to  get  on  the  calen- 
dar. The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey]  is  in 
charge  of  one  of  them,  and  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Overton]  of  the  other.  They  are  both  emergency  matters. 
Will  the  Senator  permit  them  to  be  brought  up? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  it  is  understood  I  do  not 
lose  the  floor,  and  will  have  the  right  to  call  up  Senate  bill 
3550.  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  interested  In  the 
bill  In  which  the  Senator  from  Missouri  Is  interested. 

One  of  the  bills  to  which  I  have  referred  is  the  bill  reported 
permitting  the  President  to  appoint  Col.  Donald  H.  Connolly 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administrator  without  regard  to  his  posi- 
tion in  the  Army.    I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  opposition. 

Mr.  McNARY,  Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  the  able  Senator 
from  Kentucky  whether  a  precedent  has  not  been  established 
for  such  action  at  the  present  session  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  has  been  in  the  case  of  Colonel 
Fleming.  

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Will  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  restate  his  request? 

Mr.  BARKXEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill 
on  the  desk  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce  per- 
mitting the  President  to  appoint  Col.  Donald  H.  Connolly 
Administrator  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  be  taken  up 
for  present  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  There 
being  no  objection,  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  283)  was 
considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section 
1222  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C,  title  10,  sec.  576),  Col. 
Donald  H.  Connolly,  being  a  commissioned  officer  on  the  active  list. 
Corjjs  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  Is  authorized  to  hold 
the  ofBce  of  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  In  the  Department 
of  Commerce  without  loss  of  or  prejudice  to  his  status  as  a  com- 
missioned officer  on  the  active  list  of  the  United  States  Army 
and  if  appointed  to  such  civil  office  he  shall  receive  In  addition 
to  his  pay  and  allowances  as  such  commissioned  officer  an  amount 
equal  to  the  difference  between  such  pay  and  aUowances  as  such 
commissioned  officer  and  the  salary  prescribed  by  law  for  sucli 
civil  office. 

marine   war -risk  INSiraANCK   AND    REINSURANCE 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  3deld  further? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  other  bill  is  a  bill  In  charge  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  regarding  marine  Insurance,  about 
which  the  President  sent  a  message  a  few  days  ago,  and  It 
is  regarded  as  an  emergency  measure. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  House  bill 
6572,  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  can  only  agree 
to  that  with  the  understanding  that  I  do  not  lose  the  floor, 
and  that  I  may  have  the  opportunity  of  moving  to  take  up 
Senate  bill  3550.  I  do  not  yield  the  floor  for  any  other 
purpose. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Without  taking  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri from  the  floor,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  be  permitted  to  call  up  the  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  6572) ,  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1936,  as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war-risk  insur- 
ance and  reinsurance  and  for  marine  risk  reinsurance,  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  had  betip  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Commerce  with  an  amendment,  on  page  1.  line  10, 
after  the  word  "commerce",  to  insert  "due  to  extraordinary 
risks  arising  under  existing  war  conditions",  so  as  to  make 
the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  title  II  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936. 
as  amended.  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  subtitle  to 
read  as  foUows: 
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"Sic.  231.  (a)  For  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  water-borne 
commerce  of  the  United  States  from  the  impediments  and  burdens 
arising  from  the  lack  of  adequate  facilities  for  the  insurance  of 
such  commerce,  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  provide  marine 
Instirance  and  reinsurance  against  loss  or  damage  by  the  risks  of 
war  and  reinsurance  against  loss  or  damage  by  marine  risks,  as 
prescribed  in  this  subtitle,  whenever  it  appears  to  the  Oommlsslon 
that  such  insurance  adequate  for  the  needs  of  the  water-borne 
commerce  of  the  United  States  cannot  be  obtained  on  reasonable 
term.s  and  conditions  from  companies  authorized  to  do  an  Lnsvu'- 
ance  business  in  a  State  of  the  United  States. 

"(b)  There  shall  be  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  a  revolv- 
ing fund  to  be  known  as  the  marine  and  war-risk  insurance  fund 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  fimd),  to  be  used  for  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  this  subtitle,  and  to  be  constituted  of  such  sxims 
as  may  t>e  appropriated  to  such  fund  and  of  moneys  and  receipts 
credited  thereto  as  herein  provided.  There  are  heretjy  authorized 
to  be  appropriated  to  such  fund  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  subtitle.  All  moneys  received 
from  premiums  and  from  salvage  or  other  recoveries,  and  all  receipts 
in  connection  with  this  subtitle  shall  be  deposited  to  the  credit 
of  such  fund.  Payments  of  return  premiums,  losses,  settlements, 
Judgments,  and  all  liabilities  Incurred  by  the  United  SUtes  under 
this  subtitle  shall  be  made  from  such  fund. 

"Sec  222.  The  Commission  may  insure  against  loss  or  damage  by 
the  risks  of  war  property,  as  follows: 

"(a)  (1)  American  vessels  (including  vessels  tmder  construc- 
tion). (2)  cargoes  shipped  or  to  be  shipped  therein:  Prortded, 
That  in  the  event  of  the  suspension  of  the  present  neutrality  law 
no  vessel  or  its  officers  and  crew,  carrying  contraband  and  no  cargo 
of  contraband  shall  be  insured  under  any  provision  of  this  act, 
(3)  their  disbursements,  and  freight  and  passage  moneys,  and  (4) 
perFonal  effects  of  the  masters,  officers,  and  crews  of  such  vessels. 
"(b)  (1)  Commercial  vessels  (Including  vessels  tmder  construc- 
tion) owned  or  contrtdled  by  the  United  States  or  any  department 
or  af^ncy  thereof.  (2)  cargoes  owned  by  the  CSovernment  or  In 
which  the  Government  has  an  insurable  Interest,  to  the  extent  of 
such  interest,  (3)  their  disbursements,  and  freight  and  passage 
moneys,  and  (4)  personal  effects  of  the  masters,  officers,  and  crews 
thereof. 

•*8«c.  22S.  (a)  The  Commission  may  reinsure  any  company  au- 
thorized to  do  an  insurance  business  in  any  State  of  the  United 
States  on  account  of  marine  and  marine  war  risks.  Including  pro- 
tection and  Indemnity  risks,  assumed  by  any  such  company,  on 
(1>  property  or  Interests  as  set  forth  In  section  222  (a)  and  (b) 
of  this  subtitle,  and  (2)  masters,  ofllcen,  and  crews  of  American 
vemels  (Including  any  such  vessel  owned  or  controlled  by  or 
chartered  to  the  Commtoslon)  against  Ummi  of  life,  peraonal  Injury, 
or  detention  by  any  government  except  that  of  the  United  State* 
following  capture. 

"(b>  The  CommlMlon  may  reinsure,  in  whole  or  In  part,  with 
companies  authorized  to  do  an  insurance  business  in  a  State  of 
the  United  State*,  war  risks  aanimed  by  the  Comxnlsclon  under 
thlfl  lubtltle, 

"(c)  Any  department  or  agency  of  the  United  SUtes  la  hereby 
authorized  to  procure  Insurance  from  the  Conrnitssion  as  provided 
for  m  section  222  (b)  of  this  subtitle,  except  as  provided  in  the 
Oovemment  Loase*  in  Shipment  Act,  approved  Jtily  8,  1937  (60 
Stat    479), 

"Sec  224  Whenever  the  Commission  determines  that  insurance 
for  masters,  officers,  and  crews  of  American  vessels  against  loss 
of  life,  personal  injury,  or  detention  by  any  government  except 
that  of  the  United  States  following  capture,  arialng  from  risk*  of 
war,  cannot,  with  the  aid  of  reinsurance  provided  for  tuider  thla 
subtitle,  be  obtained  on  reasonable  terms  and  oondltlona  from 
oumpanies  authoriccd  to  do  an  inruranee  business  in  a  State  of 
tb*  United  SUt«,  the  Commlasion  u  authorized  to  provide  tucb 
Insurance  on  a  basis  corresponding  to  the  war  risk  insurance 
protection  supplied,  prior  to  such  determination,  for  such  per- 
sonnel by  companies  authorized  to  do  business  in  a  State  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

"Sac.  230  (a)  The  Commission  In  the  administration  of  this 
subtitle  is  authorized  to  adjust  and  pay  losses,  compromise  and 
settle  clalma  whether  In  favor  of  or  against  the  Government,  and 
to  pay  the  amount  of  any  Jiidgment  rendered  in  respect  of  any 
suit  or  settlement  agreed  upon  in  respect  of  any  claim.  The 
determinations  of  the  Commission  with  respect  to  adjustments, 
compromises,  settlements,  and  payments  hereunder  shall  not  be 
subject  to  review  by  any  other  executive  or  accounting  officer  at 
the  Government. 

"(b)  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  prescritje  such  forms  and 
policies,  to  change  or  modify  such  forms  and  policies  as  may  be 
mec— lary  or  appropriate  under  the  circumstances,  and  to  fix  and 
adjiwt.  as  may  be  required  by  clrciunstances.  the  rates  and  changes 
of  rates  of  insurance  provided  for  in  this  subtitle. 

"(c)  The  Commission  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  prescribe 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  subtitle.  The  Commission  Is 
authorized.  In  administering  the  provisions  of  this  subtitle,  to 
exercise  its  powers,  perform  its  duties  and  functions,  and  make  its 
expenditures.  In  accordance  with  conunerclal  pnu:tlce  In  the 
marine  Insurance  business. 

"(d)  The  Commission,  without  regard  to  the  laws,  rules,  or  regu- 
lations relating  to  the  employment  of  employees  of  the  United 
SUtes,  may  appoint  and  prescribe  the  duties  of  such  numlier  of 


experts  in  marine  insurance  as  the  Commission  may  deem  neces- 
sary In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  subtitle.  The  Comoxls- 
sion,  with  the  consent  of  any  executive  department,  independent 
eeUblishment.  or  other  agency  of  the  Oovernment,  Including  any 
field  service  thereof,  may  avail  Itself  of  the  use  of  Information, 
services,  facilities,  officers,  and  employees  thereof  in  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  this  subtitle. 

"(e)  The  Commission  shall  include  in  the  annual  report  to 
Congress  a  deUUed  sUtement  of  all  activities  and  of  all  expend- 
Ittires  and  receipts  under  this  subtitle  for  the  period  covered  by 
such  report. 

"(f)  When  used  in  this  subtitle  the  term  'American  vessels' 
means  vessels  registered,  enrolled,  or  licensed  under  the  laws  of 
the  United  States. 

"Sec.  227.  Nothing  In  this  subtitle  shall  be  deemed  to  affect  the 
rights  of  seamen  tmder  any  provision  of  existing  law." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  Intend 
to  object  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill;  I  do  not  intend  to 
ask  for  a  roll  call;  but  I  certainly  do  want  to  register  my 
oppositldn  at  this  time,  and  to  make  It  a  matter  of  record 
that  I  am  opposed  to  the  bill,  because  this  is  Just  another  step 
on  the  path  which  leads  to  war. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFIC:eR.  The  Chair  understands  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  expresses  his  opposition,  but  does  not 
object  to  the  passage  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CJtARK  of  Missouri.    That  is  entirely  correct. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  a  statement 
similar  io  that  made  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Clark].  I  am  not  willing  to  object  to  the  consideration  of 
the  bill,  but  I  voted  against  a  favorable  report  on  it  in  the 
committee.  I  want  it  to  be  a  matter  of  record  that  I  do  not 
approve  the  bill. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHITE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  The  Senator  has  expressed  his  opposition  to 
the  bill.  Will  he  not.  for  the  enlightenment  of  some  of  us 
who  are  not  members  of  the  committee  and  who  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  to  learn  of  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the 
measure,  explain  it.  so  we  may  obtain  his  view  with  regard  to 
It?   We  shall  be  very  happy  to  bemr  tt. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  voiced  my  opposition  to  the  bill  in  the 
committee.  The  judgment  of  the  committee  was  not  my  judg- 
ment, and  I  am  not  disposed  to  express  my  opposition  here 
on  the  floor.  I  am  content  to  let  it  remain  a  matter  of  record 
that  I  was  against  the  bill. 

Mr.  SANAHER.  Will  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  (Mr. 
OvxaroN  1  please  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  the  purpose  of  the  bUl  U 
to  provide  insurance  through  the  Maritime  Commission  for 
our  vessels  and  cargoes,  and  for  our  seamen  who  are  under 
the  American  flag.  The  bill  becomes  necessary  by  reason  of 
the  extraordinary  conditions  arising  out  of  the  war  in  Europe. 
It  U  patterned  after,  but  does  not  follow  entirely,  the  War 
Marine  Insurance  Act  of  1917. 

The  bill  authorizes  the  Maritime  Commission  to  provide 
Insurance  against  war  risks  and  Insurance  against  marine 
risks,  and  also  authorizes  the  Commifslon  to  reinsure  against 
war  risks. 

It  provides  for  a  revolving  fund  which  would  be  initiated  by 
an  appropriation  made  by  Congress  and  which  would  be 
maintained  by  the  payment  of  premiums,  and  so  forth,  into 
this  fimd. 

As  the  Members  of  the  Senate  probably  know,  the  insurance 
premiums  on  vessels  and  cargoes  are  constantly  rising.  Our 
committee  was  advised  today  that  the  rates  on  the  Pswiflc 
coast  have  gone  up  considerably  in  the  last  few  days,  and 
probably  also  on  the  Atlantic  coast. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Why  have  the  rates  on  the  Pa- 
cific coast  gone  up?  There  is  no  war  in  the  Pacific  of  which 
I  know.  Is  not  this  simply  another  step,  such  as  that  which 
took  place  in  the  last  war.  to  have  the  Government  of  the 
United    States    assume    responsibility    for    insuring    ocean 

freight?     Was  there  any  tesUmony  before  the  committee 

and  I  will  say  that  I  am  a  member  of  the  committee,  but  I 
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was  unable  to  be  present  because  it  was  necessary  for  me  to 
be  in  another  committee  meeting  this  morning — was  there 
any  testimony  before  the  committee  that  private  companies 
were  unwilling  to  take  these  risks? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  testimony  before  the  committee  wsls 
that  all  the  private  companies  who  are  doing  insurance  busi- 
ness in  the  United  States,  so  far  as  can  be  ascertained,  are  in 
favor  of  the  enactment  of  this  bill.  It  is  not  intended  that  the 
Maritime  Commission  shall  compete  with  the  companies  that 
do  insurance  business  in  the  United  States.  It  also  is  shown 
that  the  shipowners  desire  the  enactment  of  this  bill,  and  no 
objection  has  been  heard  from  them. 

The  parties  in  interest  are  in  favor  of  the  enactment  of  the 
bill,  and  It  has  been  urged  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  It  was  reported  on  favorably  by  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  Treasury  Department,  and  by  the  Maritime 
Commission. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Everyone,  of  course,  is  always 
very  willing  for  Uncle  Sam  to  take  the  risk,  bear  the  bur- 
dens, and  pay  the  bills.  If  it  is  a  good  insurance  risk  the 
private  insurance  companies  would  be  very  glad  to  take  it. 
If  it  is  not  a  good  insurance  risk,  I  wish  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  would  explain  to  the  Senate  why  the  United 
States  Oovernment  should  take  it.  and  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  further,  if  he  will  permit  me 

Mr.  OVERTON.  If  the  Senator  does  not  ask  me  too 
many  questions  at  one  time.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  take 
them  up  one  by  one. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  can  take  them  up 
as  he  pleases,  but  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  further 
If  this  is  not  another  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Maritime 
Commission,  which.  I  suppose,  is  the  most  avaricious  for 
power  of  any  agency  of  the  Government,  to  take  another 
step  toward  further  authority. 

Mr.  OVERTON,    The  answer  to  that  question  U  "No." 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator. 
I  think  it  is. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  answer  to  the  first  question  is  that 
li  Is  not  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  put  the  Maritime  Com- 
mission, as  an  agency  of  the  Federal  Government,  into  the 
Insurance  business  in  competition  with  other  Insurance 
companies.  Such  a  situation  may  at  any  time  arise,  that 
Insurance  on  the  hulls,  on  American  cargoes,  and  on  the 
seamen  who  man  the  American  vessels,  cannot  be  obtained, 
with  the  result  that  the  exportation  and  importation  of 
producU  into  and  out  of  the  United  States  may  stop,  by 
reason  of  the  inability  to  obuin  insurance. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  Mr,  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr,  OVERTON,    I  yield. 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  I  understand  the  bill  does  not  In  any 
way  authorize  American  ships  to  violate  the  neutrality  law 
by  going  into  t>eUlgerent  pmrts  or  into  waters  regarded  as 
combatant  zones. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  No.  There  Is  absolutely  no  change 
made  by  the  measure  \n  the  Neutrality  Act  whatsoever,  and 
It  is  not  a  step  toward  war.  It  is  not  a  war  measure  insofar 
as  the  United  States  is  concerned.  It  is  simply  a  bill  which 
Is  drawn  in  view  of  the  situation  that  now  exists  in  Europe, 
a  situation  which  may  become  worse  at  any  time,  and  it 
imdertakes  to  provide  insurance  for  our  merchant  marine 
that  cannot  be  obtained  under  the  existing  extraordinary 
circumstances. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  s^eld? 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Did  the  hearing  before  the  committee 
develop  any  reasons  as  to  why  the  insurance  rates  on  Amer- 
ican shipping  should  be  increasing  so  rapidly  in  view  of  the 
iact  that  the  Neutrality  Act  forbids  American  ships  to  go 
into  the  so-called  danger  zone? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  No;  the  committee  did  not  go  into  that, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  It  is  necessary,  but  the  fact  remains 
that  they  are  increasing.    If  we  judge  the  future  by  the 


past,  we  can  very  well  surmise  that  they  may  at  any  time 
jump  up  to  the  point  where  they  would  be  absolutely  pitj- 
hibitive. 

Let  me  say  further  in  explanation  of  the  bill  that  50  per- 
cent of  the  marine  insurance  is  carried  in  England  today. 
The  British  Government  is  today  back  of  the  Insurance  on 
their  shipping,  just  as  this  bill  contemplates  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  the  Maritime  Commission  shall  be. 
Other  countries  are  doing  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  England  at  present  is  at  war,  and,  of 
course,  that  makes  a  very  great  difference. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  That  is  very  true.  I  cannot  name  them 
all.  but  I  think  that  some  countries  which  are  not  at  war 
also  are  carrying  similar  insurance  to  this.  I  understand 
that  throughout  the  world  governments  are  getting  back  of 
the  insurance  on  their  shipping. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  What  government  is  getting 
back  of  insurance  on  its  shipping? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  just  stated  to  the  Senator  that  I  did 
not  have  the  list,  but  it  is  my  understanding  that  generally 
this  policy  is  being  pursued  by  different  governments. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  another 
question,  if  he  will  permit  me.  What  neutral  powers,  powers 
which  are  not  at  war,  are  engaging  in  this  system  of  govern- 
mental insurance? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  will  answer  the  Senator  that  I  have 
not  a  list  of  them. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Does  the  Senator  know  of  any 
one  neutral  power  that  ts? 

Mr,  OVERTON.    No;  I  cannot  name  any  one  of  them. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Can  the  Senator  name  any  neu- 
tral country  which  is  not  at  war,  which  is  engaging  In  this 
practice? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  No.  I  cannot  answer  the  Senator's 
question. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jield? 

Mr.  OVERTON,    I  yield, 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Were  hearings  held  on  thU  bill? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Quite  extensive  hearings  were  held  in 
the  House  committee,  and  hearings  were  held  before  the 
subcommittee  of  the  Senate  committee,  and  before  the  full 
Senate  committee,  but  the  hearings  before  the  Senate  com- 
mittee were  not  reduced  to  writing. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Can  the  Senator  finally  state  to  the 
Senate  what  authority  on  the  subject  appeared  before  the 
committee  that  gave  warrant  for  his  statement? 

Mr.  OVERTON.    What  statement? 

Mr,  McCARRAN.  The  statement  that  neutral  nations  ars 
now  making  guaranties. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Representatives  of  the  Marltimo  Com- 
mission so  advised  the  Senate  committee. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Will  the  Senator  kindly  sUte  who  it 
was?    Does  the  Senator  recall? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  do  not  recall  their  names.  Perhaps 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  can  recall  them.  What 
were  the  names  of  the  gentlemen  who  appeared  before  us? 

Mr.  BAILEY.    The  counsel  for  the  Commission. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    The  counsel;  and  there  were  some  others. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OVERTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Something  has  been  said  about  no  war 
existing  in  the  Pacific  or  in  the  east  that  requires  the  Gov- 
ernment going  into  this  business  of  insurance,  and  the 
question  was  asked,  if  there  was  no  such  war,  why  rates 
should  be  going  up.  Did  the  Senator  observe  in  the  press 
the  report  that  mines  were  being  sowed  in  eastern  waters 
and  that  one  vessel,  at  least,  had  come  in  contact  with  a  mine 
and  had  been  sunk?  I  believe  the  name  of  the  vessel  was  the 
Niagara.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Germans  have — at  least 
someone  has — sowed  mines  in  the  Pacific  or  in  eastern  waters, 
and  vessels  are  now  being  sunk  over  there  by  coming  in 
contact  with  mines. 
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Blr.  OVERTON.  I  think  it  must  be  apparent  to  Senators 
that  ships  cannot  put  out  to  sea  today  without  incurring 
much  greater  risks  than  they  did  a  year  ago.  or  2  years  ago, 
or  3  years  ago.  The  marine  risks,  the  wartime  risks,  are 
constantly  increasing,  and  therefore  the  rates  of  Insurance 
are  rising.  It  is  impossible  for  American  vessels  to  obtain 
in  the  American  market  sufBcient  insurance. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  OlkiAHomcr  in  the  chair) . 
s,  JThe  time  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has  expired. 
*"    Mr.  OVERTON.     I   thought   the  bill  was  not  being  dis- 
cussed under  rule  vm  with  respect  to  the  call  of  the  cal- 
endar. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  It  la  not  imder  the  call  of  the 
calendar. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Senator  may  proceed  for  5  more  minutes.  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  a  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  it  la  so 

ordered. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  should  like  to  ask  one  or  two  questions. 
Because  I  was  called  from  the  Chamber.  I  am  not  sure  that 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has  not  explained  this  matter, 
but  in  the  event  he  has  not.  In  order  that  the  Rccokd  may 
be  clear,  I  should  like  to  ask  him  If  we  were  not  advised  by 
the  counsel  for  the  Maritime  Commission  that  this  legisla- 
tion had  been  urged  by  the  Insurance  companies? 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Yes;  and  I  have  so  stated. 

Mr.  BIALONEY.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  we 
were  not  advised  by  the  counsel  for  the  Maritime  Commis- 
sion that  the  maritime  lat>or  unions  which  had  previously 
objected  now  approve  the  legislation? 

Mr.  OVERTON.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  My  understanding  of  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair  is  that  we  are  now  proceeding  imder  the  5-minute 
rule?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  was  mistaken. 
The  Senator  from  Lcuisiana  obtained  the  floor  whe^  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  moved  to  take  up  another  bilL  The 
call  of  the  calendar  had  been  completed.  We  are  not  oper- 
ating imder  the  5-minute  rule. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  And  the  bill  is  subject  to  unlimited 
debate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  is  subject  to  un- 
limited debate  and  amendment. 

Mr,  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  as  I  was  saying,  the  main 
purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  provide  an  American  market  for  the 
insurance  of  American  vessels  and  cargoes  and  their  crews. 
The  insurance  market  in  the  United  States  has  increased  con- 
^  siderably  since  the  days  of  the  World  War.  I  think  we  are 
now  insiu-ing  up  to  about  35  percent  of  American  vessel- 
borne  commerce.  During  the  period  of  the  World  War  we 
were  insuring  only  about  7  to  10  percent.  Some  vessels  are  of 
such  value  that  the  domestic  insurance  companies  are  unable 
to  carry  the  insurance,  and  therefore  they  must  obtain  rein- 
surance. They  obtain  reinsurance  now  mainly  In  Liverpool 
or  elsewhere  in  England.  A  situation  may  arise  at  any  time 
when  it  win  be  impossible  to  provide  the  necessary  insurance 
In  order  to  carry  American  commerce  on  American  vessels. 
The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  meet  that  situation.  The  com- 
mittee has  amended  the  bill,  and  the  amendment  will  shortly 
be  rejwrted,  providing  that  under  its  terms  it  shall  expire 
by  limitation  on  March  10,  1942.  The  Committee  on  Com- 
merce of  the  Senat*  recognises  that  It  is  an  emergency 
measure,  and  therefore  a  limited  time  is  prescribed  in  which 
maritime  insurance  companies  may  carry  on  this  insurance. 

Mr.  President,  if  there  be  no  further  questions,  I  ask  that 
the  committee  amendments  be  stated. 

T^e  PRESIDINO  OFnCER.  Tile  committee  amendments 
will  be  stated. 

Tlie  amendments  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce  were, 
on  page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word  "commerce",  to  insert  "due 
to  extraordinary  risks  arising  under  existing  war  conditions"; 


on  page  2,  Une  25,  before  the  word  "as",  to  strike  out  "war 
property"  and  insert  "war,  property";  on  page  4,  after  line 
23,  to  Insert  the  following  new  section: 

Sec.  225.  In  the  event  of  disagreement  as  to  a  claim  for  looses 
or  the  amotmt  thereof,  on  account  of  Instirance  under  this  subtitle, 
an  action  on  the  claim  may  be  brought  and  maintained  against 
the  United  States  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  sitting 
in  admiralty  in  the  district  in  which  the  claimant  or  his  agent  may 
reside,  or  in  case  the  claimant  has  no  residence  in  the  United 
States.  In  a  district  court  In  which  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  shall  agree  to  accept  service.  Said  suits  shaU  pro- 
ceed and  shall  be  heard  and  determined  according  to  the  provi- 
sions of  an  act  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  suits  agains  the  United 
States  In  admiralty,  suits  far  salvage  services,  and  providing  for  tha 
release  of  merchant  vessels  iaelonglng  to  the  United  States  from 
arrest  and  attachment  In  foreign  Jurisdictions,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." approvfd  March  9.  1920.  as  amended  (known  as  the  Suits 
In  Admiralty  Act),  Insofar  as  such  provisions  are  not  inapplicable 
and  are  not  contrary  to  or  Inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this 
subtiUe. 

On  page  6,  after  line  16.  to  insert: 

Sec.  228.  All  the  provUions  of  this  subtitle  shall  expire  t)y  limi- 
tation March  10.  1942.  or  sooner  upon  a  proclamation  by  the 
President  that  the  exUaordlnary  condition  upon  which  it  is  predi- 
cated is  passed. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  move  that  the  Senate  Insist  upon  Its 
amendments,  request  a  conference  with  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees 
XXX  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  Officer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  OvKRTOH,  Mr.  JoHNSOif  of  California,  and  Mr. 
Shzppabd  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

TRANSPORTATIOir  Of   COWVICT-MADB   COODS 

Bfr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Senate  bill  3550. 

Mr.  KING.     What  is  the  bill? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    That  is  the  prison-labor  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  be  stated  by 
Utle. 

The  Craxr  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  3550)  to  make  imlawful  the 
transportation  of  convict-made  goods  in  interstate  and  for- 
eign commerce. 

•nie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  with  an  amendment,  on  page  1,  line  3, 
after  "whoever",  to  insert  "knowingly",  so  as  to  make  the 
bill  read: 

!  Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  whoever  Imowlngly  shall  transport  or 
cause  to  l>e  transported  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  In  any 
manner  or  by  any  means  whatsoever  or  aid  or  assist  in  obtaining 
transportation  for  or  in  transporting  any  goods,  wares,  and  mer- 
cfaandiae  manufactured,  produced  or  mined,  wholly  or  In  part  by 
convicts  and  prisoners  (except  convicts  or  prisoners  on  parole  or 
probation),  or  in  any  penal  or  reformatory  institution,  from  one 
State,  Territory.  Puerto  Rico.  Virgin  Islands,  or  District  of  the 
I  United  States,  or  place  noncontlguotis  but  subject  to  the  Jurls- 
'  diction  thereof,  or  from  any  foreign  country,  into  any  State 
Territory,  Puerto  Rico.  Virgin  Islands,  or  DlsUict  of  the  United 
States,  or  place  noncontiguous  but  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction 
thereof,  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  |1  000  or  by 
Imprisonment  for  not  more  than  1  year  or  both:  Provided,  That 
nothing  herein  shall  apply  to  commodities  mantifactured  in  Fed- 
eral penal  and  correctional  institutions  for  use  by  the  Federal 
Government:  Provided  further.  That  this  act  shall  go  Into  effect 
1  year  after  Ite  approval  by  the  President. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  have  the 
Senator  ask  me  any  question. 

Mr.  KING.  The  District  of  Columbia,  and  I  think  some 
of  the  Federal  organizations  in  the  District,  utilize  some  of 
the  activities  of  the  Lorton  Reformatory  In  Virginia.  That 
reformatory  makes  some  commodities  which  are  used  In  the 
District  by  the  Federal  Government,  and  by  the  District 
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government.  As  I  recall,  it  takes  care  of  the  laundry  of  some 
of  the  executive  agencies  in  Washington.  There  is  trans- 
portation in  mterstate  commerce  from  the  Lorton  Reforma- 
tory to  the  District  of  Columbia.  Would  the  bill  cover  trans- 
actions of  that  character? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  In  my  opinion  It  would  not;  but 
If  the  Senator  desires  to  offer  an  amendment  to  cover  the 
situation.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  accept  it.  I  do  not  appre- 
hend that  the  bUl  would  apply  to  governmental  agencies, 

Mr.  KINO.  The  other  day  when  this  bill  or  some  other 
bill  involving  the  same  point  was  called  up,  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Tatt]  invited  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  license 
plates  for  some  of  the  cars  from  his  own  State,  as  I  recall, 
were  manufactured  in  penal  institutions. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  dislike  to  dis- 
cuss the  subject  In  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  TaftI;  but  if  the  Senator  from  Ohio  had  thought  about 
the  subject  a  little  further,  I  think  he  would  not  have  made 
the  remark  he  did.  For  instance,  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  lawyer — and  I  know  the  Senator  from  Ohio  Is  a  very  good 
lawyer— who  will  question  the  proposition  that  when  a 
license  tag  is  attached  to  an  automobile  In  the  State  of  Ohio, 
or  In  the  State  of  Missouri,  or  In  the  SUte  of  Wisconsin,  or 
In  the  State  of  Utah,  It  la  not  in  IntersUte  commerce;  and 
certalnlj  It  is  not  In  IntersUte  commerce  for  an  automobile 
to  mov(  from  Utah  or  Wisconsin  or  Missouri  or  Ohio  to 
Washington  or  any  other  place  with  that  license  tag  attached 

In  other  words,  no  matter  what  law  may  be  passed  with 
regard  to  the  movement  in  interstate  commerce  of  a  suit  of 
clothes.  If  I  buy  a  suit  of  clothes  in  Missouri,  as  I  usually  do, 
and  wear  It  myself  from  St.  Louis  to  Washington,  that  suit 
of  clothes  Is  not  moving  In  Interstate  commerce,  because  no 
transaction  of  commerce  is  involved  in  It.  If  I  buy  it  in  St. 
Louis  and  wear  it  myself.  It  is  not  in  interstate  commerce. 
If  I  get  a  license  tag  in  Missouri,  even  though  It  may  be 
manufactured  by  convict  labor,  and  drive  my  car  from  St. 
Louis  to  Washington,  It  certainly  is  not  in  Interstate  com- 
merce: and  I  am  certain  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  agree 
with  that  proposition. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

Louisiana.  ^        .  x     ^i. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
bill,  which  I  think  is  acceptable  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 
It  reads  as  follows: 

On  page  2.  line  10.  add  the  following: 

"Or  to  commodities  manufactured  in  any  State  penal  or  correc- 
tional institution  for  use  by  any  other  Bute  or  political  subdivi- 
sion thereof,  to  parts  for  the  repair  of  farm  machinery,  ot  to 
agricultural  commodities." 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,  lir.  President,  I  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  examining  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  shaU  be  very 
glad  indeed  to  accept  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.    I  offer  the  amendment,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana 
offers  an  amendment,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  After  the  word  "Government"  on  page  2, 
line  10,  it  is  proposed  to  Insert  the  following: 
or  to  commodities  manufactured  in  any  State  penal  or  correctional 
institution  for  use  by  any  other  Stat*  or  political  subdiylElon 
thereof,  to  parts  for  the  repair  of  farm  machinery,  or  to  agricultural 
commodities. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee which  reported  the  bill,  but,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 
I  shall  be  very  glad  to  accept  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ujuislana. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  the  amendment  which 
I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  be  stated. 


The  Cranr  Clerk.    On  page  2,  line  10.  after  the  word  "Oov- 

emment",  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

and  nothing  herein  shaU  apply  to  repair  parts  for  farm  machinery. 

Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  that  amendment,  although  I  beUeve  it  is  covered  by 
the  one  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  which  has  Just  been 
adopted.  If  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  desires  to  insist  on 
the  amendment,  I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SENATOR  HARRT  8.  TRTTMAir 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  on  the  15th  day  of  June  the 
Senator  from  Washington  (Mr.  Schwellenbach  1  spoke  at  a 
meeting  at  Sedalla.  Mo.,  In  behalf  of  our  colleague  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Missouri  IMr.  TrttmawI,  who  is  a  candidate  for 
reelection.  The  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Washington 
have  heretofore  been  placed  in  the  Record  by  the  majority 
floor  leader,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  IMr.  BarkleyI. 
Some  of  us  who  have  known  the  Senator  from  Missouri  rather 
Intimately  throughout  the  years  of  his  service  in  this  body 
were  dohghted  to  learn  the  reports  of  the  wccess  of  that  meet- 
ing at  Sedalla— a  meeting  which  was  In  the  nature  of  a  dem- 
onstration  in  behalf  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Missouri,  We 
who  have  known  him  intimately  and  weU  during  his  service 
In  this  body  have  come  to  know  him  to  be  not  only  an  able 
lawyer  and  an  Industrious  public  servant  but  also  a  man  of 
honor  and  integrity. 

In  that  regard  it  seems  to  me  to  be  desirable  at  this  time 
to  place  in  the  Record— and  I  take  pleasure  personally  in 
placing  in  the  Record— cerUin  testimonials  and  tributes 
which  have  appeared  in  the  newspapers  of  the  home  State  of 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Missouri. 

The  first  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  is  under  date  of  May  26, 
1930,  and  relates  to  the  service  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Missouri  as  presiding  Judge  of  the  county  court.  The  article 
itself  will  explain  its  connection  with  these  remarks.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  be  incorporated  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 

ordered. 
The  article  is  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Kansas  City  Times  of  May  26.  1930] 

THE   RECORD  OF  JTTDCK  TRXTMAW 

It  Should  be  a  satisfaction  to  the  people  of  Jackson  County  that 
Judge  Harht  S.  Trtjman.  presiding  Judge  of  the  coimty  court,  has 
filed  for  renomlnatlon.  When  a  public  official  makes  a  good  record 
he  has  a  particular  claim  on  the  support  of  his  constituents,  whUe 
his  constituents,  in  turn,  have  in  him  the  assvu-ance  they  lUce  to 
have  in  supporting  a  candidate.  —  .  ,      „ 

Judge  Truman  has  been  much  more  than  a  routine  official.  He 
is  enthusiastically  Interested  in  coxmty  affairs.  He  has  contributed 
leadership  to  an  efficient  county  administration.  He  worked  to 
bring  in  the  outside  supervising  engineers  for  the  $6,000,000 
road  bond  issue,  who  are  making  such  a  fine  record  In  the  construc- 
tion of  the  county  highway  system.  He  Initiated  and  has  consid- 
erably advanced  the  interesting  and  important  regional  plan  pro- 
posed for  the  six  counties  aiaout  Greater  Kansas  City  and  has  en- 
listed real  cooperation  from  the  other  counties.  His  Important 
achievements  certainly  deserve  the  reward  of  renomlnatlon. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  second  article  appeared  in  the  Kansas 
City  Times  of  October  17,  1930.  It  also  is  an  article  referring 
to  the  xecord  of  Judge  Truman  as  county  Judge.  I  ask  that 
it  appear  in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  article  Is  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Kansas  City  Times  of  October  17. 19301 

THE  SERVICE  OF  JTJDCE  TRUMAN 
Kansas  City  and  Jackson  County  are  unusually  fortimate  \n  thla 
year's   nominees    for   presiding    Judge    of    the    county    court.     BoOi 
Harry  S   Truman  and  Herman  W.  Ritterhofl  are  men  of  outstand- 
ing character  and  ability.    Judge  Truman  Is  running  for  reelecUon. 
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He  haa  rlron  the  country  an  able,  bonest.  and  effldent  admlnirtra- 
tlon  Mr  Ritterboff  baa  had  a  notable  business  career,  la  a  cltlzai 
of  genuine  public  spirit.  Is  keenly  Interested  In  county  affairs  ana. 
If  elected,  cotild  be  depended  upon  to  render  effective  service 

While  the  county  is  thus  aasured  of  a  representaUve.  competent 
and  dependable  presiding  Judge  for  the  next  term.  Judge  Truman 
we  believe,  should  be  reelected  on  his  record.  especlaUy  m  ttoe 
efBcient  and  economical  expenditure  of  the  alx  and  one-hall  million 
doUars*  road  bonds.  It  was  Judge  T«uman  who  proposed  the  plan 
that  was  adopted  for  the  expenditure  cf  this  money  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  bipartisan  board  of  engineers,  made  up  of  Col .  E^  M- 
Starton  and  N  T  Veatch.  The  county  court  under  his  leadership 
has  given  wholehearted  support  to  the  engineers  that  was  necessary 
to  the  success  of  the  plan. 

Judge  TBiJMAjf  haa  been  sensible  of  handicaps  due  to  the  form  ol 
count?  gorermnent  under  which  he  has  operated.  He  h^  been 
outspoken  in  favor  of  a  simplification  of  the  government  in  order 
to  avoid  duplication  of  service,  division  of  authority,  and  the  em- 
ployment of  unnecessary  numbers  In  county  work.  Hejs  In  favor 
of  consolidating  city  and  county  assessment  and  tax  collection. 

Furthermore.  Judge  Truman  initiated  and  has  carried  forward  the 
Dlan  for  regional  planning  In  the  six  covmties  in  contact  with  or 
Sacent  t?greater  Kansa!  City.  This  plan  la  one  of  great  topor- 
tance  It  means  much  for  the  future  development  cf  a  large  metro- 
nohtan  and  scmlmstropolitan  area.  It  Involves  conservation  of  land 
Iralues.  the  protection  of  residential  areas,  and  the  promotion  of 
order  and  attractiveness,  together  with  the  best  possible  relation  of 
connecting  highways  and  transportation  facilities.  H's  leadership 
made  him  the  choice  of  the  six  counties  for  chairman  of  the  regional 

"mcien?" unselfish  public  service  is  not  so  common  that  it  shotild 
be  dispensed  with  merely  for  partisan  reasons.  The  f*!^"^ «°« 
competent  public  servant  should  be  retained  In  ol^«;„Such  reten- 
tion U  not  only  a  deserved  reward,  but  the  reward,  when  given.  U 
•timulating  to  good  public  service  generally. 

Mr  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  on  Wednesday.  August  8. 
1934  there  appeared  in  the  Kansas  City  Star  an  editorial 
entitled  "Judge  Triiman  Wins."  which  I  ask  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 

ordered. 
The  editorial  Is  as  follows: 

IFrom  the  Kansas  City  Star  of  August  8.  19341 

JVVUE    TRT73tAN     WIKS 

The  local  Democratic  machine,  with  Its  State  finance,  once 
more  has  demonstrated  Its  strength  to  the  nomination  of  Judge 
Harrt  S  Tkuman  for  United  States  Senator.  The  St.  Louis  or- 
ganization was  unable  to  overcome  the  tremendous  vote  rolled  up 
In  Jackson  County  with  the  out-State  support. 

There  were  other  factors,  of  coxirse.  The  attractive  personality 
of  Judge  TatTMAN  was  a  real  asset,  and  there  was  weight  to  the 
feeling  that  It  would  be  unfair  that  the  eastern  end  of  the  SUte 
should  have  both  United  States  Senators. 

\7hlle  Judge  Trtjman  Is  not  well  known  throughout  the  State, 
he  la  favorably  known  to  Kansas  City.  As  presiding  Judge  of  the 
county  court  he  has  made  a  good  record.  Jackson  County  has 
found  him  a  capable  and  honest  public  ofQclal. 

In  the  second  consideration  of  location  lies  Judge  Tritmans 
great  opportunity  for  service  In  the  event  of  his  election.  The 
activities  of  the  Federal  Government  at  this  time  are  on  an  un- 
precedented scale.  Where  these  activities  shall  be  centered  de- 
pends In  large  measure  on  the  alertneaa  and  energy  of  the  con- 
gressional delegations. 

Kansas  City  and  the  western  part  of  Missouri  have  not  received 
the  attention  their  Importance  deserved.  They  have  been  treated 
as  a  stepchUd  by  the  administration  and  have  virtually  been 
forgotten.  Should  Judge  Tbuman  be  elected  it  would  be  up  to 
him  to  be  constantly  on  his  toes  to  see  that  western  Mlssovul 
gets  more  consideration  In  Washington  than  it  has  to  the  past — 
eonalderatlon  at  vital  Importance  to  this  region. 

Mr.  HATCH.  On  Wednesday.  November  7.  1934.  there  ap- 
peared in  the  Kansas  City  Star  a  very  fine  testimonial  in 
behalf  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Missouri,  which  I  ask  to 
have  printed  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

[From  the  Kansas  Ctty  Star  of  November  7,  19341 

rUOGE    TRUMAN'S    TOfK    SHOWING 

Judge  Habrt  8.  Trttman  has  been  made  the  Democratic  Senator 
from  Missouri  by  the  overwhelming  majority  vote  of  the  State. 
The  sentiment  for  Judge  TRumam  was  as  general  as  It  was  positive 
practically  throughout  Missouri. 

The  sweeping  endorsement  that  has  been  accorded  Judge  TRtntAif 
was  a  reflection  on  his  pleasing  record  as  presiding  Judge  of  the 
Jackson  County  court.  It  was  a  response  as  well  to  his  engaging 
M'rsonallty  and  to  his  ready  capcK:lty  to  malu  and  hold  Immense 
numbers  of  friends. 
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Judge  TkTTMAN  was  known  in  Kansas  City,  in  the  rest  of  J»ck»on 
Coun^,  and  to  Missouri  as  a  whole  as  a  man  of  unimpeachable 
character  and  totegrtty.  There  was  confidence  In  the  man  as  in 
the  assurances  he  gave  of  a  willingness  to  cooperate  with  the 
administration  In  Washington.  

With  Judge  TRUMAN  In  the  Senate.  Missouri  can  expect  that  Its 
toterests  wiU  be  safeguarded  and  advanced  from  a  national  stand- 
point Kansas  City  and  the  western  part  of  the  State  particularly 
oil  tie  assured  of  the  zealous  and  conscientious  represenUtion  to 
which  they  are  entitled  to  the  upper  branch  of  Congress. 

J.  ROSS  EAKIW — EXTENSIOH  OF  THO  FOR  nUNG  HEPORT 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  on  the  desk  Bes  a  resolution. 
Senate  Resolution  281.  extending  the  time  for  the  making  of 
a  report  on  the  Investigation  of  J.  Ross  Eakin  as  superin- 
tendent of  the  Great  Smoky  Motmtains  National  Park. 

Under  the  original  resolution,  a  subcommittee  was  ap- 
pointed to  conduct  the  investigation.  The  work  of  the  sub- 
committee has  been  completed  only  in  part.  I  do  not  know 
when  adjournment  Is  going  to  come.  I  know  it  is  necessary 
for  the  subcommittee  to  conduct  some  additional  investiga- 
tions in  connection  with  the  original  resolution.  That  resolu- 
tion requires  the  subcommittee  to  report  at  this  session  of  the 
Congress. 

As  I  said,  I  do  not  know  when  the  session  will  end.  but.  In 
order  that  there  may  be  no  mistake  about  the  authority  of 
the  subcommittee,  the  resolution  on  the  table  merely  extends 
imtil  the  next  session  of  the  Congress  the  time  for  making 
the  report. 

I  have  conferred  with  the  majority  floor  leader,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  (Mr.  BarkleyI  and  with  the  minority 
floor  leader,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  I  Mr.  McNart],  both  of 
whom  are  willing  to  have  the  resolution  considered.  I  have 
also  conferred  with  the  author  of  the  resolution,  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  fMr.  McKellar],  who  also  agrees  th^t  the 
time  should  be  extended. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  resolution  be  taken 
from  the  table  and  immediately  considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the  Senator  identify 
the  resolution  by  number? 

Mr.  HATCH.    It  is  Senate  Resolution  281. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico asks  unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate  consideration 
of  Senate  Resolution  281.    Is  there  objection? 
Mr.  McNARY.    What  is  the  order  number? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  resolution  Is  on  the  table, 
and  has  no  order  number. 

Mr.  HATCH.  It  is  lying  on  the  table.  It  is  the  one  about 
which  I  spoke  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  It  extends  until 
the  next  session  the  time  within  which  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Public  Lands  Committee  may  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  281)  was 
considered  and  agreed  to.  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  report  of  the  ftodlngs  and  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys,  with  respect  to  the 
examination  of  certain  facts  concerning  J.  Ross  Eakin.  authorized 
to  be  made  by  Senate  Resolution  131.  Seventy-sixth  Congress, 
agreed  to  July  18,  1939.  may  be  made  at  any  timf.  during  the  first 
•essicn  of  the  Seventy-seventh  Congress. 

XESSAGI  FROM  THX  HOUSK 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
C%affee.  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  annovmced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9822)  to  expedite  naval 
shipbuilding,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  sUso  announced  that  the  House  still  further 
Insisted  ^pon  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  numbered  35.  36.  37.  38,  and  39  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  9007) 
making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Labor,  the 
Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  independent  agencies, 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, agreed  to  the  still  further  conference  asked  by  the 
Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon, 
and  that  Mr.  Tarvxr.  Mr,  Houston.  Mr.  Shkppard.  Mr.  Harx. 
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Mr.  Encel,  and  Mr.  Ktxn  were  appointed  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  at  the  conference. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
a  bill  (H.  R.  10127)  to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  and 
for  other  purposes,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

CONSTRUCnOIf  AT  MILITARY  POSTS 

Mr,  SHEPPARD.  Mr,  President,  I  wish  to  make  a  sug- 
gestion in  connection  with  Senate  bill  3982.  relating  to  con- 
struction at  Army  posts,  which  passed  yesterday.  Since 
that  time  the  House  has  passed  a  similar  bill,  House  bill 
9896.  which  has  been  received  today.  I  ask  that  the  vote  by 
which  the  Senate  bill  was  passed  be  reconsidered,  that  the 
Senate  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed,  and  that  the  House  bill 
be  passed. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
asks  that  the  vote  by  which  the  Senate  bill  3982  was  passed 
be  reconsidered,  and  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed, 
and  that  the  Senate  now  take  up  for  consideration  House  bill 
9896.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
vote  by  which  Senate  bill  3982  was  passed  Is  reconsidered, 
and  the  bill  is  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Are  the  bills  identical  or  similar? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  They  are  identical.  They  passed  almost 
simultaneously, 

Mr.  McNARY.    The  Senator  said  they  were  similar  bills. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  meant  identical 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  that  the  Senate  consider  the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objecUon,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9896)  to  au- 
thorize appropriations  for  construction  at  military  posts, 
and  for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

EXPEDrnON    OF    NAVAL    SHIPBTnLDING CONFERENCE    REPORT 

Mr.  WALSH  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  conunlttee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R, 
9822)  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  rec- 
ommend and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2.  3.  4.  5.  6.  7.  8,  9.  10.  11.  12.  13.  15. 
16.  17.  20.  21.  22.  23.  24.  25.  27.  28.  29,  30.  31.  32.  33.  35.  36.  37.  38. 
39.  and  40:  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  14:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  14.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matters 
inserted  by  said  amendment,  insert  the  following:   "similar  equip- 
ment,  with   or  without  advertlstog  or  competitive   bidding  upon 
determination  that  the  price  Is  fair  and  reasonable,  and  deliveries 
of  material  under  all  orders  placed  pursuant  to  the  authority  of 
this  section  and  all  other  naval  contracts  or  orders  and  all  Army 
contracts  and  orders  shall,  to  the  discretion  of  the  President,  take 
priority    over    all    deliveries   for   private    account    or    for    export: 
ProiHded.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  every  three 
months   to   the   Congress   the   contracts   entered   Into   under   the 
authority  of  this  section:  Provided  further.  That  contracts  nego- 
tiated  pursuant   to   the   provisions   of   this   section   shall   not    be 
deemed  to  be  contracts  for  the  purchase  of  such  materials,  sup- 
plies, articles,  or  equipment  as  may  tisually  be  bought  In  the  open 
market  within  the  meaning  of  section  9  of  the  Act  entitled  "An 
Act   to   provide   conditlDns   for   the   purchase   of   supplies   and   the 
making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes", 
approved  June  30.  1936   (49  Stat.  2036;   U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V.  title  41. 
sees     35-45) :    Provided   further.   That    nothing    herein    contained 
shall   relieve  a  bidder   or  contractor  of   the   obligation   to  furnish 
the  bonds  under  the  requirements  of  the  Act  of  August  24,  1935 
(49  Stat.  793;  40  U.  S.  C.  270  (a)   to  (d) ) :  Provided  further.  That 
the  co8t-plus-a-percentage-of-co3t  system  of  contracting  shall  not 
he  used  under  the  authority  granted  by  this  subsection  to  nego- 
tiate contracts;    but  this  proviso  shall   not  be  construed  to  pro- 
hibit the  use  of  the  cost-plus-a-flxed-fee  form  of  contract  when 
such  use  is  deemed  necessary  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy:  And 
provided  further.  That  the  fixed  fee  to  be  paid  the  contractor  as 
a  result  of  any  contract  entered  toto  under  the  authority  of  this 
subsection,  or  any  War  Department  contract  entered  into  In  the 
form  of  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee,  shall  not  exceed  7  per  centum  of  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  contract  (exclusive  of  the  fee  as  determtoed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  the  Secretary  of  War.  aa  the  case 
may  be) . 

"(b)  After  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act  no  contract  shall  be 
made  for  the  construction  or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval 
vessel  or  any  Army  or  Navy  aircraft,  or  any  portion  thereof,  under 


the  provisions  of  this  section  or  otherwise,  unless  the  contractor 
agrees,  for  the  purposes  of  secUon  3  of  the  Act  of  March  27.  1934 
(48  Stat.  605;  34  U.  8.  C.  496),  as  amended — 

"(1)  to  pay  into  the  Treasury  profit  to  excess  of  8  per  centum 
(in  lieu  of  the  10  per  centum  and  12  per  centum  specified  In  such 
section  3)  of  the  total  contract  prices  of  such  contracts  within 
the  scope  of  this  subsection  as  are  completed  by  the  particular 
contracting  party  wlthto  the  tocome  taxable  year; 

"(2)  that  any  profit  In  excess  of  8.7  per  centum  of  the  cost  of 
performing  such  contracts  except  prime  contracts  made  on  a  cost- 
plus-a-fixed-fee  basis  as  are  completed  by  the  contracting  party 
within  the  Income  taxable  year  shall  be  considered  to  be  profit 
In  excess  of  8  per  centum  of  the  total  prices  of  such  contracts; 
and 

"(a)  that  he  will  make  no  subcontract  which  is  within  the  scope 
of  such  section  3,  xmless  the  subcontractor  agrees  to  the  foregoing 
conditions." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  18:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of.  the  Senate  numbered  18.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendmefit.  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  foUowlng: 

"Sec.  4.  In  the  case  of  every  contract  or  subcontract  tar  the 
construction  or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval  vessel  or  Army 
or  Navy  aircraft  or  any  portion  thereof  which  Is  entered  Into 
(whether  before  or  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act),  th© 
Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the  case  may  be. 
after  agreement  with  the  contractor  or  subcontractor,  shall  certify 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  as  to  (a)  the  necessity  axxd 
cost  of  special  additional  equipment  and  facilities  acquired  to 
facilitate,  during  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President 
on  September  8.  1939.  to  exist,  the  completion  of  such  naval  vessel 
or  Army  or  Navy  aircraft  or  portion  thereof  in  private  plants  and 
(b)  the  percentage  of  cost  of  such  special  additional  equipment  and 
facilities  to  be  charged  against  such  contract  or  subcontract.  For 
all  purposes  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  March  27.  1934  (48  Stat.  505; 
34  U.  S.  C.  496).  as  amended,  such  certification  shaU  be  subject  to 
such  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe,  but  shall  be  blnd- 
tog  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  unless  within  five 
days  after  receipt  of  such  certification,  he  make  formal  objection 
thereto  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  the  Secretary  of  War  as  the 
case  may  be.  The  part  of  suMi  cost  chargeable  against  the  contract 
or  subcontract  in  pursuance  of  such  certification,  shall,  for  the 
purpKJses  of  such  section  3.  be  considered  to  be  a  reduction  of  the 
contract  price  of  the  contract  or  subcontract.  The  amount  charged 
against  the  contract  or  subcontract  to  pursuance  of  such  certifica- 
tion shall,  for  the  purposes  of  such  section  3.  be  applied  against  and 
reduce  the  cost  or  other  basis  of  such  special  additional  equipment 
and  facilities  as  of  the  date  of  installation  thereof:  Provided,  That 
the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the  case  may 
be,  shall  report  to  the  Congress,  every  three  months,  the  coet  of 
such  special  additional  equipment  and  faculties  to  be  borne  by  the 
Government  under  each  contract."; 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  19:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  19.  and 
agree  to  the  same  vrtth  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  foUowing: 

"See.  5.   (a)    Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law. 
the  regular  working  hours  of  the  Navy  Department  and  the  Coast 
Guard  and  their  field  services  shall  be  eight  hours  a  day  or  forty 
hours    per   week    during    the    period    of    the    national    emergency 
declared  by  the  President  on  September  8.  1939.  to  exist:   Provided, 
That  under  such  regulations  as  the  head  of  the  Department  con- 
cerned may  prescribe,  and  where  additional  employees  cannot  be 
obtained  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  situation,  these  hours  may 
be  exceeded:  Provided  further,  That  compensation  for  employment 
to  excess  of  forty  hours  in  any  administrative  workweek  computed 
at  a  rate  not  less  than  one  and  one-half  times  the  regular  rate 
shall  be  paid  only  to  monthly,  per  diem,  hourly,  and  piece-work 
employees,  whose  wages  are  set  by  the  Act  of  July   16,   1862    (12 
Stat.  687).  as  amended  or  modified;  and  also  to  professional  and 
subprofesslonal   employees   and    to   blue    printers,    photostat   and 
rotaprlnt    operators.    Inspectors,    supervisory    planners    and    esti- 
mators, and  supervisory  progressmen,  and  assistants  to  shop  and 
plant  superintendents  of  the  C.  A.  P.  service,  as  defined  by  the 
Classification  Act  of  March  4.  1923   (42  Stat.  1488;  U.  8.  C.  5,  ch. 
13),  as  amended:  Provided  further,  That  in  determining  the  over- 
time compensation  of  per  annum  Government  employees  the  pay 
for  one   day   shall   be  considered   to   be   one   three-hundred-and- 
slxtieth  of  their  respective  per  annum  salaries:  Provided  further. 
That  the  President  Is  authorized  to  stispend,  in  whole  or  to  part, 
for  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  and  for  the  Coast  Guard  and 
their  field  services,  during  the  period  of  the  national  emergency 
declared  by  him  on  September  8,  1939,  to  exist,  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  March  3.  1931  (46  Stat.  1482;  U.  S.  C.  5.  26  (a) ).  If  to  his 
Judgment  such  course  Is  necessary  In  the  Interest  of  national  de- 
fense, and  any  regulations  Issued  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  March  14. 
1936  (49  Stat.  161;  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V.  title  6.  sec.  29   (a)),  may  be 
modified  accordingly:  And  provided  further.  That  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  any  other  law.  the  President  Is  hereby  authorized. 
In  his  discretion,  to  prescribe  regulations  to  establish  such  iml- 
formity  among  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  and  the  Coast  Guard 
and  their  field  services  in  regard  to  hours  of  work  and  compensation 
for  overtime  of  their  civilian  employees  as  he  may  deem  necessary 
In  the  toterest  of  national  defense. 


--sM^MncaMaApl 
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•fb)  Dnrtng  the  natfoMT  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on 
September  8,  193».  to  exist,  the  provision*  at  the  law  prohibiting 
more  than  eight  hours'  labor  In  any  one  day  of  persons  engaged 
\    upon  work  corered  by  Army.  Navy  and  Coast  Guard  contracts  shall 
',   be  suspended." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  2«:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dUH 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  26.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  o£  th« 
matter  Inserted  by  satd  amendment,  insert  the  followtaig: 

"Ssc.  8.  (a)  The  limit  of  cost  of  the  vessels  authorized  by  the 
Act  of  J\ily  30.  1937  (50  Stat.  644),  and  any  statutory  limitation 
with  respect  to  the  cost  of  any  other  individual  naval  project  of 
construction  are  hereby  Increased  as  may  be  necessary  to  expedite 
national  defense  and  otherwise  effectuate  the  p\uposes  of  this  Act: 
Prtypid^d.  That  the  monetary  limitations  on  payments  out  of  ap- 
propriations available  to  the  Navy  Department  for  employees  in 
the  Navy  Department  and  for  employees  In  the  field  service 
assigned  to  group  IV  (b)  and  those  performing  similar  services 
carried  under  the  Native  and  Alien  Schediiles  of  Wages  of  dvll 
employees  in  the  field  services  of  the  Navy  Department  shall  be 
soapended  during  the  limited  national  emergency  declared  by  the 
President  on  September  8,  1939,  to  exist:  Provided  further.  That 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  employ  such  additional 
personnel  at  the  seat  of  government  and  elsewhere,  and  to  provid* 
out  of  any  appropriations  available  to  the  Navy  Department,  for 
their  salaries  and  for  such  printing  and  binding,  communication 
gervlce,  supplies,  and  travel  expenses,  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  ptirpose  of  this  Act. 

"(b)  Whenever  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  finds  it  impossible  to 
malte  contracts  or  obtain  facilities  to  effectuate  the  purposes  of 
this  Act  In  the  procurement  or  construction  of  Items  authorized 
in  connection  with  national  defense  he  is  hereby  authorized  to 
provide  out  of  appropriations  available  to  the  Navy  Department  for 
such  piirp>o6es.  the  necessary  buildings,  facilities,  utilities  and 
appurtenances  thereto  on  government -owned  land  or  elsewhere. 
...^  and  to  operate  them,  either  by  means  of  Oovemment  personnel  or 
otherwise :  Provided,  That_  the  Secretary  of  the  Mavy  Is  forthss 
authorized,  under  the  gezteral  tUrection  of  the  President,  wheusvs* 
b«  deems  any  existing  manufacturing  {dant  or  facility  necessary 
for  the  national  defense,  and  whenever  he  is  iinable  to  arrive  at 
an  agreement  with  the  owner  at  any  such  plant  or  faciUty  for  its 
use  or  operation,  to  take  over  and  operate  such  plant  or  facility 
either  by  Oovernment  personnel  or  by  contract  with  private  firms: 
Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
fix  the  compensation  to  the  owner  of  such  plsuit  or  facility:  And 
provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  to 
the  Congress,  every  three  months,  the  contracts  entered  Into  under 
the  provls:ons  of  this  subaectlosi." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Afnendment  numbered  34:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  34.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  In  section  (b),  Insert  the 
following: 

"(b)  The  Secretary  at  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as 
the  case  may  be  are  tassaby  requested  and  directed  to  furnish  or 
cause  to  be  fximiafaed  to  the  respective  Chairman  ot  the  Com- 
mittees on  Military  Affairs  and  the  <:X}mmlttee8  on  Naval  Affairs 
of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  a  copy  of  each  con- 
tract, order,  or  agreement  covering  exchange  of  deteriorated,  un- 
serviceable, obsolescent,  or  surplus  military  or  naval  equipment, 
munitions,  or  supplies  exchanged  for  other  military  or  naval  equip- 
ment, munitions  or  supplies,  and  a  copy  of  each  contract,  order  or 
agreement  shall  be  furnished  regarding  any  other  disposition  of 
military  or  naval  equipment,  munitions  and  supplies  by  which  the 
title  passes,  cither  de  Jure  or  de  facto,  from  the  United  States,  or 
by  which  delivery  of  material  thereunder  is  deferred,  where  the 
original  cost  of  such  military  or  naval  equipment,  munitions  or 
..-a^pplies  exceeded  en:  exceeds  ta,(XX).  The  copies  of  each  contract, 
order  or  agreement  herein  referred  to  shall  be  transmitted  to  the 
respective  Chairmen  of  the  Committees  not  later  thim  twenty-four 
hours  after  such  contract,  order  or  agreement  is  made,  and  the 
Chairman  of  each  Committee  shall  consider  such  contracts,  orders 
or  agreements  confidential  unless  a  majority  of  the  members  of 
his  Committee  shall  direct  the  particular  transitctlon  to  be  made 
public." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

David  I.  Walsh, 
Mnj.A»p  E.  Trsnrcs, 
Fkzdekick    Hals. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Cabl  Vinson, 
Leonasd  W.  BcnxTBtt, 
MwLTnr   J.    IfAAS, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  Immediate 
consideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  report. 


Mr.  WALSH.  MT.  President,  I  Wtth  to  say  a  few  words 
about  this  conference  report.  The  bDl  relates  to  the  one 
discussed  in  the  Senate  at  length  yesterday.  The  House  has 
receded  on  practically  all  the  Senate  amendment*.  Two 
changes  have  been  made,  one  relating  to  the  profits  of  ship- 
builders and  airplane  mannfacturers.  The  percentage  of 
profit  has  been  increased  from  7  to  8  percent  in  the  case  of 
contracts  made  on  competitive  bidding.  The  rate  of  7  per- 
cent fixed  In  the  Senate  bill  on  negotiated  contracts  remains. 
The  House  felt  that  there  should  be  a  difference  in  favor  of 
the  contractor  In  the  case  of  competitive  contracts,  and  the 
Senate  yielded  to  that  position  taken  by  the  House  conferees. 

The  labor  provisions  are  not  yet  satisfactory  to  me  or  to 
the  other  conferees  of  the  Senate.  The  Senate  has  insisted 
upon  all  Government  emploj^ees  belnpr  paid  for  overtime  work, 
whether  per  diem  or  per  annum  employees.  This  now  has 
been  modified  as  a  result  of  the  House  action.  It  may  be 
necessary  later,  because  of  possible  injustices,  to  request  some 
changes  in  the  laws  affecting  employees  in  private  and  Gov- 
ernment plants  engaged  in  Government  work,  and  I  shall 
take  an  early  opportunity  to  do  so  if  it  appears  nece.ssary. 
The  conferees  of  the  Senate  felt  that  this  Wll  should  not  be 
delajred.  Important  as  this  amendment  was.  It  was  not  of  such 
immediate  urgency  as  to  permit  holding  up  the  conference 
report,  which,  as  Senators  know,  seeks  to  advance  the  speed- 
ing of  the  building  of  naval  vess^  and  airplanes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  conference  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

STRENCTHKNTNG  of  THK  NATTOIf  AL  DEFENSE CONFKBENCE   REPORT 


Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  conference  report  on  House  bill  9850,  to  expedite 
the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the 
national  defense. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

DISPOSITION  OF  SURPLUS  REAL   PROPERTY 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  at  the  last  call  of  the  calendar 
before  today  the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Conhallt],  from 
the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds,  reported  a 
measure,  and  because  an  absent  Senator  called  my  attention 
to  it  and  said  he  would  like  to  be  present  when  it  was  con- 
sidered, my  recollection  is  that  I  interposed  an  objection  to 
immediate  consideration.  I  discover  that  the  bill  is  very 
satisfactory.  It  merely  provides  for  the  sale  of  certain  prop- 
erty acquired  by  Federal  agencies.  It  is  Calendar  No.  1423, 
House  bill  7233.    I  ask  that  it  be  now  considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  bemg  no  objection,  the  Senate  resumed  the  con- 
slderaUon  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7233)  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition,  control,  and  use  of 
surplus  real  property  acquired  by  Federal  agencies,  and  for 
other  purposes." 

The  amendments  heretofore  agreed  to  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

NAVY  VESSELS  SCRAPPED  IN  1032 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  several  weeks  ago  the  able 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  MintonI  requested  that  I  ob- 
tain definite,  detailed  figures  in  reference  to  naval  vessels 
scrapped  foUowtog  the  naval  disarmament  conferenc  I 
have  the  figures,  and  ask  that  they  be  Inserted  in  the  Record 
of  the  proceedings  today. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  in  that  list  are  the 
American  vessels  and  foreign  vessels  all  included? 

Mr.  WAUSH.    Yes. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  figures  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  RscoaD,  as  fc^ows: 
Memorandum    Presentfd   bt   Senator   Walsh    Oontaintno    Iwroa- 

MATIOM     FaOM     THX    NaVT    DEPASTlfXHT    WlTB    RBBPSCT    TO    NaVAL 

ViBSBLS  ScaAPPKD  UNDZB  THX  Naval  Abmamxnt  Ldcitation  Tkbatt 
or  1022 

In  accordance  with  your  request  the  following  data  Is  given  you 
regarding  the  scrapping  of  vessels: 

VSSSEI^   SCBAFFES 

United  States 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Washington  Treaty, 
the  United  States  scrapped  4  dreadnaughts;  15  predreadnaughts; 
7  new  batUeablps  bxiUdiJag:  4  battle  cruisers  biiUdlng;  total  ships 
scrapped.  30. 

The  battleships  and  battle  cruisers  buUding  varied  in  percentage 
of  completion  from  11  to  75.9  percent. 

The  battleships  building  were  of  43.000  tons  and  mounted 
twelve  16-inch  guns.  The  battle  cruisers  buUdlng  were  of  43.500 
tons  and  mounted  eight  16-inch  guns. 

Tonnage  scrapped.  755.360  tons. 

British 

The  British  scrapped  14  dreadnaughts;  8  battle  cruisers;  J  pre- 
dreadnaughts;  no  ships  building.  4  ships  projected,  keels  not  yet 
laid;  total  ships  scrapped.  22;  447,750  tons  actually  scrapped. 

./apart 

The  Japanese  scrapped  1  dreadnaught;  11  predreadnaughts;  1 
battleship  building.  39.979  tons,  ten  16-inch  guns;  3  battle  cruisers 
building.  41,000  tons,  ten  16-lnch  guns;  total  ships  scrapped,  16; 
855,730  tons  actuaUy  scrapped. 

Vessels  scrapped 


1 

United  States 

Great  Britain 

Japan 

Number  of  siilp?  itcrapped 

Tonnsgf  «TRi>pcd 

OW  sti;)-;  scra|>iied 

Ships  buildiof  wrapped 

»0 

75^380 

19 

11 

22 

447,780 

22 

0 

16 

Z6.\-no 

■J 

Total  expenditure! 

t27%  2S6, 616.  74 
1,  fiea  618.  40 

$171,238,600 
1.30Z033 

$107,141,300 

Amoant    n^lUod    rrom    sale   ol 
•crapped  vtsst-ls 

MS^OOO 

Net  eipendltores 

277,aBt,904.M 

160,806,567 

100.796,300 

Vessels  sunk  or  scrapped   in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the 
treaty  signed  at  Washlxigton  February  6,  1922. 

BATTLBBHirS ^tTMTTES  STATSS 


New  vessels  building 


Washlnirtno ... 

South  DaltoU ...... 

Indians 

Montana .. 

North  Carolina 

Iowa 

MassacbusetU 


Tons 


32.000 
43,200 
43,300 
43.300 
43.200 
4.r3no 

43.200 


Percent 
complete 


75.9 
88.5 
34.7 
27.6 
36.7 
31.8 
11.0 


•ATTLS  catns: 


(NOT    INCLX7DIMO    S    CONVKSTEO    AntCBATr    CABXIXBS) 


ConstftiJtton 

Constellation ..__ . 

Uniteii  Slates 

Rsnger 


Total  tonnace  of  new  oonstnictios  scrapped . 


43.  .100 
43.600 
43.500 
43.500 


13.4 

22.7 

13.1 

4.0 


465,800 


BATTLES  U1P8 


Maine 

Misimurt __... 

Vinrinfai -. 

Ncbniska 

treorsia 

New  Jer»y 

RbnrW  Island...... 

Connecticut ... 

Ixnii.ilans ... 

Vermont ..... 

y^rawm 

Minnasota 

New  Hampshire.. 

Booth  Car>Ilna 

Miehlirsn 

Delaware 

North  DaltoU 


1X500 
12.500 
14.048 
14.948 
14.948 
14.948 
14.948 
16.000 
16,000 
16.000 
16.000 
16.000 
16.000 
16.000 
16.000 

2a  000 

20,000 


20 
20 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
16 
16 
16 
15 
13 
13 
13 
13 


UCKXVI- 


-6«5 


Total  tonnage  of  old  ships  scr^^ied. 
Total  tonnage  scrapped 
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867.740 
733.640 


Expenditures  on  new  ships  before  scn4>ped $163,814,000 

Bstlmated  cost  to  scrap  new  ships.  Including  cost  of  -«  ««« 

cancelation  of  contracts,  claims,  etc 28.460,000 

bpense  of  scrapping  old   ships 684,  598 

IClsceUaneotis  additional  scrapping  expenses 73,267 


Loss _.___•. 


Received  for  old  ships.. 
Received  for  new  ships. 


182.921,865 

1.638.906 

616.  262 


Omln 2. 166. 188 


Net  loss. „ - 180.766.697 

Approximate  total  cost  of  building  all  new  ships  laid 

down  had  they  been  completed  and  not  scrapped.     434.000,000 

TRAVEL    m    THE   X7NITED    STATES 

Mr.  BARKXiEY.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  on  the  calendar 
House  bill  6884,  to  encourage  travel  in  the  United  States. 
It  was  reported  favorably  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce 
by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Bilbo]  on  March  20 
last.  It  is  intended  to  continue  the  Travel  Bureau  now  In 
existence  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  the  National 
Park  Service. 

This  is  only  an  authorization;  It  is  not  an  appropriation.  Of 
course,  its  continuance  would  depend  on  whether  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  made  the  necessary  apin'opria- 
tlon. 

The  bill  is  supported  by  many  sissociatlons  in  the  United 
States,  the  American  Hotel  Association,  the  American  Rail- 
way Association,  the  National  Bus  TraflBc  Association,  the 
Transport  Association  by  Air,  and  others.  It  is  estimated 
that  it  will  be  instrumental  In  adding  $150,000,000  a  year 
to  the  Income  of  the  American  people. 

It  Is  not  Intended  that  the  bill  shall  Induce  people  to 
travel  who  would  not  otherwise  be  inclined  to,  but  It  is  in- 
tended to  induce  those  who  are  travel-minded  to  travel  In 
the  United  States. 

Nearly  every  government  in  the  world  maintains  a  travel 
bureau  in  order  to  induce  Americans,  who  are  the  greatest 
travelers  in  the  world,  to  travel  in  those  countries.  Because 
of  that  situation  this  year,  1940,  has  been  designated  in  the 
United  States  as  "Travel  Year."  The  Department  of  the 
Interior  is  undertaking,  through  Its  National  Park  Service 
and  various  other  agencies  to  help  develop  travel  in  this 
country,  and  induce  people  from  other  cotmtries  to  travel 
in  the  United  States,  and  thereby  not  only  add  to  our  in- 
come but  to  bring  other  benefits  to  this  coimtry. 

In  that  connection  I  may  say  that  the  travel  trade  has 
been  $500,000,000  a  year  against  the  United  States,  because 
of  our  inclination  to  travel  in  all  parts  of  the  world,  and 
that,  of  course,  drains  ccmsiderably  from  the  Income  and 
resources  of  our  country.  In  all  estimates  of  Income  travel 
expenses  in  various  coimtrles  are  taken  as  important. 

I  ask  that  we  may  take  the  bill  up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  McNARY.    This  is  a  House  bill? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    It  is  a  House  bill. 

Mr.  McNARY.  And  received  the  unanimous  approval  (tf 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Commerce? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  have  received  many  letters  urging  Its 
early  and  favorable  consideration.  It  is  an  authorization 
bill? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  purpose  Is  to  promote  travel  In  the 
United  States? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  have  no  objection. 

•niere  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  6884)  to  encourage  travel  in  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Commerce  with  an  amendment,  on 
page  1,  line  5.  after  the  word  "travel",  to  insert  "to  and**, 
so  as  to  make  the  Wl  read: 
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Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  th«  Secretary  of  tHe  Interior  U  authorized 
and  directed,  through  the  National  Park  Service,  to  encourage. 
promote,  and  develop  travel  to  and  within  the  United  States.  lt« 
Territories  and  pomesslons,  providing  atich  activities  do  not  com- 
pete with  the  activities  of  private  agencies:  and  to  administer  all 
existing  travel  promotion  functlona  of  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior through  such  Service 

Bmc  2.  In  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act,  the  Secretary 
Is  authorized  to  "cooperate  with  public  and  private  tourist,  travel, 
and  other  agencies  in  the  display  of  exhibits,  and  In  the  collection, 
publication,  and  dissemination  of  Information  with  respect  to  places 
Of  Interest,  routes,  transportation  facilities,  accommodations,  and 
Buch  other  matters  as  he  deems  advisable  and  advantageous  for  the 
purpose  of  encouraging,  promoting,  or  developing  such  travel. 
Nothing  in  this  act  shall  prohibit  the  preparation  of  graphic  ma- 
terials in  foreign  languages,  designed  to  call  attention  to  *he  at- 
tractions and  places  of  Interest  in  the  United  States  and  to  encour- 
age the  use  of  American  registered  ships  and  planes.  The  existing 
facilities  of  the  United  States  Government  In  foreign  countries  are 
hereby  authorized  to  assist  in  the  distribution  of  this  material. 
The  Secretary  may  enter  Into  contracts  with  private  publishers 
for  such  printing  and  binding  as  he  may  deem  advisable  In  carry- 
ing out  the  purposes  of  this  act.  The  Secretary  is  also  authorized 
to  make  charges  for  any  publications  made  available  to  the  public 
pursuant  to  this  act:  and  any  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  publications 
produced  by  the  expenditure  of  contributed  funds  shall  continue 
to  be  available  for  printing  and  binding  as  aforesaid. 

Sec.  3.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  authorized  to  create  an 
advisory  committee  to  consist  of  a  representative  from  each  of  the 
Departments  of  State.  Agriculture,  and  Commerce,  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority,  and  the 
United  States  Maritime  Commission,  as  may  b^  designated  by  such 
Departments  or  agencies,  respectively,  and  such  additional  mem- 
bers, representatives  of  the  various  sections  of  the  Nation.  Includ- 
ing transportation  and  acconunodations  agencies,  not  to  exceed 
six  memt>ers.  to  be  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  serve  at  his  pleasure.  Meetings  of  the  committee  shall  be  held 
at  the  request  of  the  Secretary  for  the  purpose  of  naaklng  recom- 
mendations concerning  the  promotion  of  tourist  travel  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act.  The  members  of  the  committee  shall  re- 
ceive no  compensation  for  their  services  as  members,  but  shall  be 
entitled  to  reimbursement  for  such  necessary  travel  and  other 
expenses  in  connection  with  their  attendance  at  committee  meet- 
ings   as   may   be    authorized    or    approved    by    the   Secretary. 

Sbc.  4.  In  the  performance  of  his  functlona  and  duties  under 
the  provisions  of  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is 
authorized — 

(a)  To  prescribe,  amend,  and  repeal  such  rules  and  regula- 
tions as  he  may  deem  necessary,  and  to  accept  contributions  for 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  act:  and 

(b)  To  employ  without  regard  to  the  civil -service  laws,  but 
subject  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1923.  as  amended,  one  special 
Mitetant  and  not  to  exceed  five  artists  and   illustrators. 

Bmc.  S.  There  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  annually  not  to 
exceed  the  stmi  of  tlOO.OOO  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  I  am  interested  in  know- 
ing how  the  enactment  of  this  measure  without  any  authori- 
zation of  money  would  encourage  travel  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  is  an  authorization,  not  an  appro- 
priation. Unless  it  is  followed  by  an  appropriation,  which, 
of  course,  would  have  to  come  through  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  it  would  be  of  no  effect,  but,  as  frequently 
happens,  we  have  to  authorize  an  expenditure  before  it  can  be 
made. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    What  is  the  amount  to  be  appropriated? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  One  hundred  thousand  dollars  a  year  Is 
the  amount.  The  benefits  to  be  derived  by  the  activities  of 
the  Travel  Bureau  in  the  Department  are  estimated  by  those 
who  are  in  a  position  to  know  to  add  $150,000,000  of  income 
In  the  United  States  if  they  are  enabled  to  induce  those  who 
travel  in  the  world  to  come  here  instead  of  going  to  other 
places.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  himself  is  a  great 
traveler. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  merely  interested  in  knowing  how 
It  would  work. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President,  in  behalf  of  the  bill.  I  wish  to 
say  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  very  modest  in  his 
estimate  of  what  the  results  would  be  to  the  people  of  this 
country.  Not  only  the  money  of  travelers  who  live  in  the 
United  States  would  be  spent  here,  but  there  are  those  travel- 
ing from  South  American  republics  who  have  to  go  some- 
where, and  they  cannot  go  to  Europe. 

This  is  the  best  we  can  do  at  this  juncture  to  give  business 
not  only  to  the  hotels  in  the  United  States,  which  are  all 
behind  the  proposal,  but  to  the  public  generally.  It  is  a 
great  scheme,  and  the  small  amount  asked  is  infinitesimal 
when  compared  with  what  some  other  governments  spend. 
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The  money  spent  in  European  countries  from  America  alone 
Is  over  $500,000,000.     I  think  the  amount  provided  is  very 

smaD.  . 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing 

to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

REFITNDS   OF    TAXXS 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  there  is  on  the  calendar 
Senate  bill  963.  which  has  been  favorably  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  providing  for  the 
refund  of  taxes  under  the  act  commonly  known  as  the  Bank- 
head  Cotton  Act.  The  Senate  has  on  a  previous  occasion 
passed  this  bill,  but  it  failed  of  passage  in  the  House. 

In  order  that  all  the  facts  and  equities  in  this  claim  may 
be  established.  I  ask  that  the  bill  be  made  the  unfinished 
business,  and  I  shall  offer  a  resolution  to  refer  the  matter  to 
the  Court  of  Claims  under  the  statute  which  provides  for  the 
reference  of  such  cases,  in  order  that  the  Court  of  Claims 
may  adjudicate  the  rights  of  the  parties. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  asked  that  It  be  made  the 
unfinished  business.  He  wants  it  taken  up  for  consideration, 
does  he  not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  want  it  considered,  and  then  I  wish  to 
offer  a  resolution  to  refer  it  to  the  Coiu^  of  Claims. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  see  how  any  one  could  object  to 
the  matter  being  referred  to  the  Court  of  Claims.  Such 
action  has  the  approval  of  the  committee. 

I  send  the  resolution  to  the  desk  and  ask  that  it  be 
stated. 

"llie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  resolution  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  286).  as 
follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  bill  (S.  963)  providing  for  the  refund  of 
taxes  collected  under  public  law  numbered  169.  Seventy-third  Con- 
gress, known  as  the  Bankhead  Act.  now  pending  in  the  Senate.  Is 
hereby  referred  to  the  Court  of  Claims  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  151  of  the  act  entitled  "An  Act  to  Codify.  Revise,  and 
Amend  the  Laws  Relating  to  the  Treasury."  approved  March  3. 
1911:  and  such  court  shall  proceed  with  such  bill  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  such  section  161  and  shall  report  to  the 
Senate  in  accordance  therewith. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  resolution. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


PAYXnfTS  TO  STATES  WITH  RESPECT  TO  CONSERVATION  LANDS 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  Senate  bill  1717.  Calendar  No. 
1712.  It  is  a  bill  introduced  by  my  colleague  [Mr.  Harrison!. 
The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  revise  the  method  of  determining 
the  pajrments  to  be  made  by  the  United  States  to  the  several 
Slates  with  respect  to  conservation  lands  subject  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  It  has  been  favor- 
ably reported  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry. I  shall  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  explain  the 
measure. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  familiar  with  the 
bUl. 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  will  state  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that  I 
have  arranged  with  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  to 
enter  a  motion  to  reconsider.  If  the  bill  is  considered  and 
passed  the  Senator  will  enter  a  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  the  bill  was  passed,  so  there  will  be  an  opportunity 
furnished  to  reconsider  that  action. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  is  one  of  very  great 
Importance.  It  provides,  as  I  understand,  that  the  Federal 
Government  shall  make  compensation  to  coimties  or  political 
subdivisions  in  which  the  greater  part  of  the  lands  are  ac- 
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qtilred  by  the  Federal  Government  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
communities  and  to  the  disadvantage  of  their  school  districts. 

Mr.  BILBO.  The  Senator  has  stated  the  facts  correctly. 
Practically  all  the  States  of  the  Union  are  interested  In  this 
propxjsed  legislation  because  they  are  affected  by  it.  The 
Federal  Government  in  its  efforts  to  carry  on  its  reforestation 
and  conservation  and  farm  tenancy  has  gone  in  with  the 
States  and  bought  up  great  bodies  of  land  and  practically 
bankrupted  the  school  districts.  There  is  one  district  in  my 
State  in  which  the  Government  has  bought  90  percent  of 
the  land  and  bankrupted  the  schools.  I  should  like  to  see 
the  bill  passed  in  the  interest  of  the  people  who  are  being 
oppressed  as  the  result  of  the  Government's  encroachment  on 
their  tax  resources. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  CMr.  Hatch  In  the  chair) .  Is 
there  objection  to  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  recently — I  am  speaking 
wholly  from  memory — I  have  received  some  protests  against 
the  enactment  of  this  bill.  I  am  not  quite  conversant  with 
the  language  of  the  protests,  but  at  this  late  hour  I  think  I 
shall  have  to  object,  so  that  I  may  have  an  opportunity  to 
consider  the  data  I  have  received  in  opposition  to  the  bill. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  bring  it  up  for  considera- 
tion or  debate  some  time  after  the  1st  of  July  after  we  shall 
reconvene.  I  do  not  want  to  be  in  the  attitude  of  causing  a 
great  delay.  I  shall  be  fair  to  the  Senator  and  look  into  the 
matter. 

Mr.  BILBO.  I  appreciate  the  kindness  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon.    I  am  afraid  the  Senator  did  not  hear  me. 

I  had  arranged  with  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King! 
to  enter  a  motion  to  reconsider,  which  would  give  him  all  the 
time  necessary  to  investigate  the  matter,  and  then  if  neces- 
sary, action  could  be  had  on  that  motion. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  form  of  procedure  does  not  appeal 
to  me.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  Is  heard. 

FEDERAL-AID  HIGHWAYS 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  submit  a  unani- 
mous consent  request,  and  I  ask  to  have  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark). 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  recur  to  House  bill  9575, 
which  is  No.  1951  on  the  calendar,  to  amend  the  Federal  Aid 
Act  approved  July  11.  1916,  as  amended  and  supplemented, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  amendments  have  been  agreed  to.  but  there  are  a 
couple  of  other  amendments  to  be  offered,  and  I  should  like 
to  have  the  bill  considered  and  concluded  now  if  it  is 
agreeable  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  have  no  objection,  assuming 
that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  tMr. 
Johnson]  is  included  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  McNARY.    What  Is  the  order  number? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    It  is  Calendar  No.  1951. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Among  the  amendments  is 
there  an  amendment  with  reference  to  the  Territory  of 
Alaska? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    No;  there  is  not. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.   McCARRAN.     A  parliamentary  inquiry- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  It 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Some  time  ago  I  inquired  whether  or 
not  the  call  of  the  calendar  had  been  concluded,  and  whether 
or  not  we  were  thereafter  circumscribed  by  the  same  proce- 
dure as  in  the  call  of  the  calendar.  I  was  advised  by  the 
then  Presiding  OfBcer  that  the  calendar  had  been  concluded 
and  that  the  bill  then  pending  was  brought  up  on  motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    That   is  correct. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Has  something  transpired  since  that 
time  by  which  we  have  reverted  to  the  calendar? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  only  thing  that  has 
transpired,  the  Chair  will  say  In  answer  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada,  is  that  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
HaydenI  has  requested  unanimous  consent  to  take  up  this 
partlcuku*  measure,  which  Is  calendar  No.  195L 


Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  am  referring  to  the  Federal  Aid  High- 
way Act. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Of  course.  I  have  no  objection  to  that. 
I  am  very  much  in  favor  of  it.  But  I  wanted  to  know  whether 
or  not  we  had  returned  to  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    We  have  not. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona? 

There  t>eing  no  objection,  the  Senate  resumed  the  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9575)  to  amend  the  Federal  Aid 
Act  approved  July  11,  1916.  as  amended  and  supplemented, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  action  on  the 
amendment  previously  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  SheppardI.    I  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.    At  the  appropriate  place  in  the  Wll  It  Is 

proposed  to  add  a  new  section,  as  follows: 

8»c.  — .  The  term  "highway"  as  defined  by  the  Federal  Highway 
Act  shaU  not  be  deemed  to  Include  any  bridges  hereafter  to  be 
constructed  If  located  within  10  miles  of  an  existing  toll  bridge, 
unless  a  reasonable  offer  Is  made  to  acquire  the  faculties  of  such 
toU  bridge  and  such  offer  has  not  been  accepted,  and  unless  a 
finding  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  said  offer,  the  faUure  of  accept- 
ance, and  the  percentage  ol  amortization  of  such  toll  bridge  has 
been  made  after  public  hearing  by  the  Federal  Works  Administrator: 
Provided.  That  such  finding  by  the  Federal  Works  Administrator 
shall  not  be  subject  to  review. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  That  Is  the  matter  which  was  under  con- 
sideration by  the  committee.  The  amendment  has  been 
modified  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  take  into  considera- 
tion whether  or  not  owners  of  the  present  toll  bridges  have 
amortized  their  expenses,  and  I  think  it  removes  the  objec- 
tion that  was  made  in  committee.  At  least  I  shall  be  glad 
to  take  It  to  conference. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  have  an  amendment  on  the 
desk  which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3,  line  3.  after  the  word 
"pledged",  it  is  proposed  to  Insert  "or  that  the  constitution 
of  the  State  provides  that  all  of  such  proceeds  shall  be  used 
for  highway  purposes," 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  expla- 
nation of  the  amendment? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  amendment  affects 
grants  of  Federal-aid  money  for  State  highwasrs.  There  al- 
ready is  a  provision  in  reference  to  this  matter  in  the  bill, 
and  the  amendment  is  in  addition  to  that  provision.  It 
begins  with  the  conjunction  "or"  and  provides  that  in  addi- 
tion to  the  other  provisions  which  are  contained  in  the  bill, 
or  if  a  State  has  in  its  constitution  a  provision  that  all  high- 
way money  collected  by  the  State  shall  be  expended  for 
highway  purposes,  then  the  grants  are  possible. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  Johnson]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  Is  still  before  the 
Senate  and  open  to  further  amendment.  If  there  be  no 
further  amendment  to  be  proposed,  the  question  is  on  the 
engrossment  of  the  amendments  and  the  third  reading  of 
the  bUl. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 
registration  of  trade-icarks 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  on  two  occasions  Calendar  No. 
1617,  House  bill  6618,  has  been  passed  over,  once  on  the 


4J988 


CONGRESSIONAL .  RECORD— SENATE 


June  22 


objection  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  fMr.  TArrl,  and  on  an- 
other occasion  on  objection  registered  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana  (Mr.  Wheeler].  In  both  cases  the  Senators  were 
under  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  nature  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  deals  exclusively  with  trade-marks.  It  was  the 
subject  of  3  years  of  rather  Intensive  study  by  the  Patents 
Committee  of  the  House.  It  was  vmanimously  reported  by 
that  committee  and  passed  in  the  House  without  any  opposi- 
tion whatever,  as  I  recall.  It  was  given  serious  considera- 
tion by  the  Patents  Comnuttee  of  the  Senate,  reported 
unanimously,  and  has  been  on  the  calendar  for  several  weeks. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
DanaherI  to  the  bill,  because  he  made  the  report  on  it.  It 
Is  a  codification  of  17  different  statutes  dealing  with  trade- 
marks. I  think  lawyers  in  this  body  will  realize  the  necessity 
for  getting  rid  of  some  of  the  obscurities  and  uncertainties 
which  have  arisen  out  of  such  a  large  number  of  statutes 
all  dealing  with  one  subject.  The  bill  is  in  harmony  with  the 
theory  so  long  advanced  by  the  American  Bar  Association, 
looking  to  the  codification  of  laws. 

When  the  bill  came  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Pat- 
ents two  major  questions  remained,  one  dealing  with  assign- 
ment, and  the  other  with  cancelation.  Those  questions  were 
ironed  out.  I  think  it  is  the  general  opinion  of  all  those 
who  appeared  before  the  committee  that  we  have  done  the 
best  job  it  wsis  possible  to  do.  TTie  bill  is  worthwhile.  It 
is  a  rather  lengthy  bill,  but  it  certainly  received  most  serious 
consideration.  There  was  no  objection  from  any  member 
of  the  Patents  Committee,  and  I  am  asking  now  that  the 
bill  be  considered.  The  House  has  given  it  much  attention  over 
the  years,  and  the  able  Members  of  the  House  who  worked 
on  it  felt,  as  we  in  the  Patents  Committee  felt,  that  it  should 
be  enacted.  Therefore  I  am  asking  for  its  consideration  at 
this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Washington  for  the  present 
consideration  of  House  bill  6618? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  attracted  by  the 
statement  of  the  able  Senator  that  on  a  former  occasion 
two  Senators  objected  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 
Have  those  objections  been  removed? 

Mr.  BONE.  Objection  was  first  register  by  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Tatt],  who  advised  me  that  he  thought  it 
was  a  cop3n:ight  bill.  The  same  idea  was  in  the  mind  of 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler].  I  would  not 
even  think  of  bringing  a  copyright  bill  to  the  Senate  without 
having  a  long  discussion  of  it,  l)ecause  every  industry  in 
the  country  would  be  interested,  and  it  would  be  an  atrocity 
to  put  a  bill  of  that  kind  through  at  this  time,  because  of 
the  enormous  field  it  would  cover.  This  bill  deals  exclu- 
sively with  trade-marks.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Danaher],  who  has  done  much  work 
on  the  bill,  explain  it. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  have  immense  confidence 
In  the  ability  of  the  Senator  from  Washington  and  of  the 
able  Senator  from  Connecticut.  However,  I  am  reminded 
of  the  remark  made  by  the  Senator,  who  stated  that  on  a 
former  occasion  two  Members  of  the  Senate  objected. 

Mr.  BONE.  They  did;  and  they"  have  since  advised  me 
that  they  completely  misunderstood  the  nature  of  the  bill. 
They  thought  it  dealt  with  copyrights.  It  deals  only  with 
trade-marks  and  merely  attempts  to  clarify  existing  law  by 
putting  17  statutes  into  one. 

Mr.  McNARY.  All  I  desired  was  assurance  as  to  the 
objections. 

Mr.  BONE.  Both  Senators  have  assured  me  that  they  en- 
tirely misunderstood  the  purpose  of  the  bill  and  asked  that 
it  go  over  only  on  that  account. 

BOm.OER  DAM — CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  PITTMAN  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9877) 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate  and  to 
put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder 
Dam.  provldli^  for  the  appUcatiou  of  revenues  from  aaid  project. 


authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United 
SUtes  dlrecUy  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met,  after  ftill  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  ana 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 
That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  one  and 

Amendment  numbered  3:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  3.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter 
proposed    to    be   Inserted    by    the   Senate    amendment    Insert    the 

following : 

"Any  moneys  accruing  for  projects  in  New  Mexico  and  appropri- 
ated pursuant  to  the  authorizations  contained  In  this  subsection 
Shall  t)e  available  for  ( 1 )  the  completion  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion of  a  survey  of  the  transmountain  diversion  project  on  the  San 
Juan  River  in  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  and  (2)  for  the  construction 
of  such  project;  and  such  project  shall  be  designed  so  as  adequately 
to  protect  the  present  and  prospective  uses  of  water  in  the  State  of 
Colorado  and  in  San  Juan  County,  N.  Mex.,  including  those  of 
the  Navajo  Tribe  of  Indians,  and,  after  providing  for  such  needs,  any 
water  from  such  project  remaining  available  for  use  shall  be  used 
as  the  State  of  New  Mexico  may  determine:  Provided,  That  If  the 
said  project  shall  be  determined  by  the  Commissioner  of  Reclama- 
tion and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  as  being  infeaslblc,  or  if  any 
project  presented  in  any  State  shall  be  declared  to  be  Infeasible. 
then  such  funds  shall  be  equitably  divided  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  in  accordance  with  the  necessity  for  the  development  of  the 
projects  in  the  various  States." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Krr  PrrTMAif, 
Hiram  W.  Johnson, 

HCNBT    F.    ASHtmST, 

Alva  B.  Adams, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senaie. 
CoMPTOM  I.  Wurrs, 
Knute  Hnx, 
Chahles  Hawks,  Jr.. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  ex- 
planation? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  Senate  receded  on  its  amendments  1 
and  2.  Those  amendments  substituted  the  word  "equally" 
for  "equitably."  The  Senate  receded  from  amendment  nimi- 
bered  3,  with  an  amendment,  which  provides  that  if  the 
project  is  determined  not  to  be  feasible,  then  the  funds  shall 
be  divided  equitably. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  That  applies  to  the  New  Mexico  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Was  the  labor  amendment  in  confer- 
ence? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  wai  not  in  conference.  It  was  adopted 
by  the  House. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President.  I  still  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  was  of  the  opin- 
ion that  the  Senator  from  Washing^ton  had  surrendered  the 
floor  and  recognized  the  Senator  from  Nevada  for  the  purpose 
of  presenting  a  privileged  matter. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from 
Washington  had  not  surrendered  the  floor.  He  was  engaged 
in  colloquy. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  appeal  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington  to  let  the  conference  report  be  adopted. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  dislike  to  take  up  the  time 
of  the  Senate  at  this  hour,  but  I  shall  wish  to  discuss  the 
conference  report,  probably  at  length. 

Mr.  BONE.  May  we  not  dispose  of  the  trade-mark  bill 
which  is  now  pending? 

Mi.  PITTMAN.  I  shall  not  interrupt  the  Senator.  I 
shall  wait  untU  he  is  through,  and  then  shall  move  the 
adoption  of  the  conference  report. 

REGISTRATION  OF  TRADE-MARKS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Washington  I  Mr.  Bone]  to  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  6618. 

Mr.  BONE.  Let  me  say  one  word  to  my  brethren  l)efore 
I  yield  the  floor  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

In  addition  to  going  through  the  usual  orthodoxies,  when 
we  had  the  trade-mark  bill  before  the  Patent  Committee  we 
Invited  members  of  the  Patent  Committee  of  the  House  to 
sit  with  us.  We  almost  had  a  conference  on  the  bill.  What 
few  amendments   we  suggested   were   adopted  with   Hotise 
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Meml>ers  giving  us  whatever  assistance  they  could.  It  was 
a  rather  unusual  procedure,  but  I  thought  it  might  interest 
Senators. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  know  of  no  objection  to 
the  bill  from  any  Senator.  The  bill  has  been  on  the  calendar 
for  several  weeks.  The  report  demonstrates  conclusively 
and  clearly  the  purposes  of  the  bill  and  the  changes  made 
from  the  House  bill.  If  there  be  any  questions  with  ref- 
erence to  this  particular  matter,  I  shall  be  very  happy  to 
answer  them.     If  not.  I  suggest  that  the  qtiestion   be  put. 

The  PRB8IDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Washington  for  the  present  con- 
sideration of  House  bill  6618? 

"niere  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6618)  to  provide  for  the  registration  of  trade- 
marks used  in  commerce,  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  certain 
international  conventions,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Patents,  with  amend- 
ments. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Patents  was, 
under  the  heading  "Title  I — ^The  Principal  Register",  in  sec- 
tion 1,  on  page  1,  line  8,  after  "statement",  to  strike  out  "speci- 
fying" and  insert  "to  the  effect  that  the  applicant  believes 
himhelf,  or  the  firm,  corporation,  or  association  in  whose  be- 
half he  makes  the  application,  to  be  the  owner  of  the  trade- 
mark sought  to  be  registered,  and  that  no  other  person,  firm, 
corporation,  or  association,  to  the  best  of  the  applicant's 
knowledge  and  belief,  has  the  right  to  use  such  trade-mark 
in  the  United  States  either  in  the  identical  form  or  in  such 
near  resemblance  thereto  as  might  be  calculated  to  deceive, 
and  specifying",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sbction  1.  Trade-marks  used  in  commerce  may  be  registered  In 
the  following  manner: 

(a)  By  filing  in  the  Patent  Office — 

(1)  a  written  application,  verified  by  the  applicant.  Including  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  the  applicant  believes  himself,  or  the 
firm,  corporation,  or  association  in  whose  behalf  he  makes  the 
application,  to  be  the  owner  of  the  trade-mark  sought  to  be  regis- 
tered, and  that  no  other  person,  firm,  corporation,  or  association, 
to  the  best  of  the  applicant's  knowledge  and  belief,  has  the  right 
to  use  such  trade-mark  In  the  United  States  either  in  the  identical 
form  or  in  such  near  resemblance  thereto  as  might  be  calculated  to 
deceive,  and  specifying  the  date  of  first  use  of  the  mark,  and  the 
goods  or  services  in  connection  with  which  it  Is  used,  in  such  form 
as  may  t>e  prescribed  by  the  CommlsKloner; 

(2)  a  drawing  of  the  mark;  and 

(3)  such  number  of  specimens  or  facsimiles  of  the  mark  as 
actually  used  as  may  be  required  by  the  Conmilssioner. 

(b)  By  paying  into  the  Patent  Office  the  filing  fee. 

(c)  By  complying  with  such  rules  or  regulations,  not  incon- 
sistent with  law,  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Conunissloner. 

(d)  If  the  applicant  Is  not  domiciled  In  the  United  States  he 
shall  designate  by  a  written  document  filed  in  the  Patent  Office 
the  name  and  address  of  some  person  resident  in  the  United  States 
on  whom  may  be  served  notices  or  process  in  proceedings  affecting 
the  mark.  Such  notices  or  process  may  be  served  upon  the  person 
so  designated  by  leaving  a  copy  thereof  at  the  last  address  so  filed. 
If  the  peisan  so  designated  cannot  be  found  at  the  address  given 
In  the  designation,  such  notice  or  process  may  be  served  upon  the 
Commissioner. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  we  are 
now  on  the  calendar.  I  desire  to  address  myself  to  a  matter 
which  has  come  to  my  attention,  having  transpired  yester- 
day^-^—     I 

Mr.  KJltO.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  have  I  the  floor? 

Mr.  BONE.  I  understood  that  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut had  the  floor. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  wish  to  know  whether  or  not  I  have 
the  floor.  I  should  like  to  address  the  Senate  for  a  few 
minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  House  bill  6618  is  before  the 
Senate  for  consideration.  The  first  committee  amendment 
was  stated  by  the  clerk.  The  Senator  from  Nevada  sought 
recognition  by  the  Chair  and  was  recognized.  He  now  has 
the  floor. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  It  will  take  only  a  moment  to 
get  this  bill  out  of  the  way.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  be 
generous  and  let  us  get  it  out  ctf  the  way. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  cannot  ask  the  Chair  to  recognize  me 
immediately  after  getting  this  matter  out  of  the  way,  what- 
ever it  is. 

Mr.  KINO.    There  will  be  no  trouble  about  that. 

Mr.  GERRT.    I  should  like  to  ask  the  number  of  the  biU. 

Mr.  BONE.    It  is  Calendar  No.  1617,  House  bill  6618. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  TIm  Senator  from  Nevada 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  ask  for  the  invocation  of  the  rule. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  from  Nevada. 

CLINTON  M.  EESTKH 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  cannot  yield  at  this  moment.  I  shall 
not  detain  the  Senate  very  long.  I  rise  only  to  address  myselT 
to  an  item  which  appears  in  the  Cchvgressional  Record  of 
yesterday,  in  which  a  joint  resolution.  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 283,  was  introduced  by  the  able  leader  of  the  majority 
authorizing  Col.  Donald  H.  Connolly  to  hold  the  office  of 
Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  in  the  Department  cf 
Commerce,  and  it  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  rise  to  express  myself  adversely  to 
the  suggested  nominee. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  wUl  my  colleague  yield  to 
me  for  the  purpose  of  moving  the  adoption  of  the  conference 
report  I  presented? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     1 3^eld  for  that  purpose. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER  (Mr.  BaowH  in  the  chair). 
The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President,  just  a  moment. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  think  I  have  the  floor.  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  not  to  ask  me  to  yield  at  this 
moment,  imtil  I  can  dispose  of  this  matter. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Will  the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to 
me  to  make  a  parliamentary  inquiry? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  desire  to  make  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  yield  for  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Has  the  report  of  the  conference  commit- 
tee been  adopted? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    It  has  not. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    It  has  not. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  reverting  now  to  the 
subject-matter  to  which  I  desire  to  address  myself,  there  are 
some  men  who  are  great  by  reason  of  their  achievements; 
there  are  some  men  who  are  bom  great;  but  a  man  who, 
growing  out  of  obscurity,  woiics  himself  up  to  a  position  of 
greatness,  should  never  be  forgotten. 

When  the  Senate  refused  to  adapt  my  resolution  against 
Reorganization  Order  No.  IV,  I  realized  that  very  serious 
changes  would  be  brought  about  in  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Authority.  I  never  realized  how  serious  the  changes  would 
be  until  my  attention  was  drawn  to  the  fact  that  the  man 
who  had  been  Administrator  from  the  very  initial  periods  of 
the  act  until  the  present  time  was  about  to  resign. 

Administrator  Hester  was  bom  and  reared  in  a  western 
State.  He  came  to  Washington,  coid  worked  his  way  for 
twenty-odd  years  through  the  various  Departments  here. 

When  the  author  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act.  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Nevada,  was  writing  the  act.  calling  to  his  aid 
everyone  in  civil  aeronautics  who  might  assist  him  in  writing 
the  act.  no  less  a  personage  than  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  Ills  son.  who  was  then  his  secretary  in  the  Execu- 
tive Office,  asked  me  to  call  to  my  assistance  Mr.  Hester,  who 
was  later  appointed  Administrator  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Authority. 

I  did  that.  Mr.  Hester  and  I  did  not  agree  on  many 
phases  of  the  act.  Mr.  Hester  and  I  have  not  agreed  on 
many  phases  of  the  administration  of  the  act;  but  I  rise  In 
the  Senate  today  to  say  that  in  those  things  in  which  Mr. 
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Hester  was  not  experienced  he  had  the  courage  and  the  fore- 
sight to  call  to  his  assistance  men  who  had  the  necessary 
experience  and  ability. 

I  was  advised  by  Mr.  Hester  just  a  few  days  ago  that  he  was 
going  to  resign.  I  shall  not  state  more  than  his  blunt  state- 
ment to  me  that  he  was  going  to  resign.  I  expressed  my 
regret  that  he  should  resign.  Here  In  the  Senate,  and  pub- 
licly. I  now  want  to  express  my  regret  that  Mr.  Hester,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  during  all 
Of  its  existence,  should  now  resign. 

It  is  a  bad  situation.  It  is  so  sad  that  those  of  us  who 
have  given  our  whole  thought  and  existence  to  this  legislation 
for  the  past  5  years  regret  it  from  the  bottom  of  our  hearts. 

Mr.  TRUMAN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  TRUMAN.  I  desire  to  say  that  I  concur  in  what  the 
able  Senator  from  Nevada  has  to  say. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  grateful  to  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri, because  the  Senator  from  Missoxiri  was  a  member  of 
the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce 
which  held  three  different  hearings,  if  I  correctly  recall,  and 
rendered  three  different  very  comprehensive  reports. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  unfortunate  that  the  Nation  should 
lose  the  services  of  men  like  Mr.  Hester.  I  understand  that 
he  is  to  return  to  private  life.  I  only  say  that  the  gain  of 
private  life  is  the  loss  of  public  life.  In  other  words,  Mr. 
Hester  has  served,  and  served  splendidly.  He  has  rendered 
a  record  that  no  one  will  excel,  because  it  has  been  100  per- 
cent. I  do  not  envy  the  man  who  will  take  his  place,  because 
that  man  cannot  exceed  the  record  of  Mr.  Hester. 

When  one  realizes  that  86,000.000  plane-miles  have  been 
flown  in  a  year,  and  some  215.000,000  passenger-miles  have 
been  flown  in  a  year,  over  continental  America  and  over  extra- 
continental  America,  without  a  single  fatality,  and  then  com- 
pare that  record  with  the  ground  record,  the  record  of  those 
who  travel  by  automobile,  by  train,  and  by  other  stirface 
facilities,  and  realizes  what  has  been  accomplished  by  a 
single  Individual  with  a  single  purpose  in  mind — namely, 
safety  in  the  air — then  we  will  realize  that  out  of  this  con- 
fusion, out  of  the  unhappy  situation  which  grew  out  of 
Executive  Order  No.  IV,  the  Nation  is  about  to  lose  a  most 
efficient  servant. 

In  Ood's  name,  where  will  we  stop?  In  the  name  of  Jus- 
tice and  fair  play.  In  the  name  of  national  welfare,  where 
will  we  stop  when  men  resign  who  have  rendered  wonderful 
service,  when  men  resign  and  hold  back  because  of  the  honor 
and  the  Integrity  within  their  breasts,  the  reasons  for  their 
resignation,  or.  If  they  disclose  the  reasons,  tell  them  in 
confidence? 

I  only  regret  that  Hester  Is  about  to  pass  out  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Agency;  that  a  great  man,  a  good  man,  a 
man  who  would  meet  you  toe  to  toe.  face  to  face,  eye  to 
eye.  and  argue  a  question  with  you,  is  about  to  retire  from 
the  public  service. 

I  say  again  that  day  after  day  and  time  after  time  we 
disagreed,  but  our  disagreements  were  honorable  disagree- 
ments, our  disagreements  were  very  much  worth  while,  our 
disagreements.  I  hope,  led  to  some  thought  in  his  mind 
which  contributed  to  his  great  record,  and  I  know  that  our 
disagreements  gave  me  fruit  and  food  for  thought. 

When  Mr.  Hester  goes  out  of  the  public  service,  the 
Nation  will  lose  a  great  man.  I  do  not  know  who  is  to  suc- 
ceed him,  and  I  make  no  expression.  I  only  hope  that  the 
man  who  will  succeed  him  will  be  equal  to  him  in  compe- 
tency and  that  his  record  may  be  equal. 

REGISTRATION  OF   TRADE- MARKS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6618)  to  provide  for  the  registration  of  trade-marks  used  in 
commerce,  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  certain  Interna- 
tional conventions,  and  for  other  purix>5es. 


Mr.  GERRY.    Mr.  President,  what  is  before  the  Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  first  committee  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  GERRY.    To  what  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  House  bill  6618.  Calendar 
No.   1617. 

Mr.  GERRY.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  com- 
mittee amendment.  The  bill  is  before  the  Senate  for  coa- 
sideration.  having  previously  been  taken  up  by  the  Senate,  and 
an  objection  to  a  committee  amendment  is  not  sufficient.  It 
must  be  voted  up  or  voted  down. 

Tlie  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  first  amendment  of  the  ' 
committee,  on  page  1.  Une  8. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  subhead  "Use  by 
related  companies",  on  page  5.  line  13.  after  the  word  "the", 
to  insert  "registered  mark  or  the",  and  in  line  20.  after  the 
word  "registration"  and  the  period,  to  insert  "Such  mark 
shall  not  be  used  in  such  manner  as  to  deceive  the  public",  so 
as  to  read: 

Sec.  5.  Where  the  registered  mark  or  the  mark  sought  to  be 
registered  Is  or  may  be  used  by  subsidiary  or  related  companies,  or 
by  the  members  ot  an  association,  such  use  shall  be  deemed  excliislve 
in  the  holding,  parent,  or  related  company  or  In  the  association;  and 
use  of  registered  marks  by  companies  subsidiary  or  related  to  the 
registrant  or  by  the  members  of  an  association,  shall  not  affect  the 
ralldlty  of  such  mark  or  of  its  registration.  Such  nuu-k  shall  not  be 
used  in  such  manner  as  to  deceive  the  public. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  subhead  "Renewal", 
on  page  9,  after  line  24.  to  insert: 

If  the  applicant  for  renewal  is  not  domiciled  in  the  United  State*, 
be  shall  designate  by  a  written  document  filed  In  the  Patent  Offlce 
the  name  and  address  of  some  person  resident  In  the  United  States 
on  whom  may  be  served  notices  or  process  in  pnxeedlngs  affecting 
the  mark,  in  the  same  way  as  provided  in  subcectlon  (d)  of  section 
1  of  this  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Asrtgnment**, 
on  page  10.  line  8.  after  the  word  "assignable",  to  strike  out 
"either  with  or  without  the  goodwill  of  the  business"  and 
Insert  "upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  parties  may 
agree",  so  as  to  read: 

Sec.  10.  A  registered  mark  or  a  mark  for  which  application  baa 
I  been  filed  shall  be  assignable  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
the  parties  may  agrc-e.  Assignments  shall  be  by  instruments  In 
writing  duly  executed.  Acknowledgment  shall  be  prima  facie  evi- 
1  dencc  of  the  execution  of  the  assignment  and  when  recorded  in  ths 
Patent  Office  the  record  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  execution. 
An  assignment  shall  be  void  as  against  any  subsequent  purchaser  for 
a  valuable  consideration  without  notice,  unless  it  is  recorded  in  the 
Patent  Offlce  within  3  months  from  the  date  thereof  or  prior  to 
such  subfequent  purchase.  The  Commissioner  shall  keep  a  record 
of  a£Slgnments. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  10.  after  line  19.  to 
insert: 

If  the  assignee  is  not  domiciled  in  the  United  States,  he  shall 
designate  by  a  written  document  filed  in  the  Patent  Offlce  the  name 
and  address  of  some  person  resident  In  the  United  States  on  whom 
may  be  served  notice  or  process  in  proceedings  affecting  the  mark, 
in  the  same  way  as  provided  in  subsection  (d)  oX  section  1  of  this 
act. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  under  the  subhead  "Opposition", 
on  page  11,  line  13,  after  the  word  "many",  to  insert  "upon 
payment  of  the  required  fee",  so  as  to  read: 

Sxc.  13.  Any  person  who  woxild  be  damaged  by  the  registration 
of  a  mark  may.  upon  payment  of  the  required  fee,  file  a  verified 
notice  of  opposition  in  the  Patent  Offlce  stating  the  grounds  there- 
for within  30  days  after  the  publication  In  the  Official  Gazette 
of  the  mark  sought  to  be  registered.  For  good  cause  shown,  the 
time  for  filing  notice  of  opposition  may  l>e  extended  by  the  Com- 
missioner. An  unverified  opposition  may  be  filed  by  a  duly  au- 
thorized attOTney.  but  such  opposition  shall  be  null  and  void  unless 


Terlfled  by  the  oppoeer  within  a  reasonable  time  after  such  filing 
to  be  fixed  by  the  Commissioner. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  subhead  "Cancela- 
tion", on  page  12,  line  11,  after  the  word  "mark",  to  Insert 
"as  theretofore  used",  so  as  to  read: 

8»c.  15.  After  the  period  for  the  cancelation  of  the  registration 
of  a  trade-mark  has  expired,  the  right  of  the  registrant  to  \ise  his 
mark  as  theretofore  used  In  oommerce  shaU  be  incontestable. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

T^e  next  amendment  wsts.  under  the  subhead  "Interfer- 
ence", on  page  12.  after  line  23.  to  strike  out: 

Sbc.  17.  In  every  case  of  Interference,  opposition  to  registration. 
or  application  to  cancel  the  registration  of  a  mark,  the  Commis- 
sioner shall  give  notice  to  aU  parties  and  shaU  direct  the  examiner 
In  charge  of  Interferences  to  determine  the  right  of  r^lstratlon. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  13.  after  line  3.  to 
strike  out: 

Sac.  18.  The  Commissioner  may  refuse  to  register  the  opposed 
mark,  may  cancel  the  registration  of  a  registered  mark,  or  may 
refuse  to  register  any  or  aU  of  several  interfering  marka.  or  may 
register  the  mark  for  the  person  or  persons  entitled  thereto. 

(a)  In  all  Inter  partes  proceedings  the  doctrine  of  laches  and 
acquiescence,  where  applicable.  shaU  be  considered  and  appUed. 
The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  also  govern  cases  heretofore 
begun  In  the  Patent  Office  and  not  finally  determined,  and  the 
ptovlslons  of  section  21  respecting  remands  shaU  be  applicable  to 
tbis  aectioii. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  i»ge  13.  after  line  14,  w» 
strike  out: 

Sac.  10.  Appeal  may  be  taken  to  the  Commissioner  In  person 
from  the  final  decUlon  of  the  examiner  of  Interferences.  Appeals 
may  also  be  taken  to  the  Commissioner  In  person  from  all  final 
decisions  of  the  examiner  In  charge  of  trade-marks. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  13.  after  line  19,  to 
strike  out: 

Sbc.  30  If  an  applicant  for  registration  of  a  mark,  or  a  party  to 
an  interference  as  to  a  mark,  or  i>arty  who  has  fUed  opposition  to 
the  registration  of  a  mark,  or  party  to  an  application  for  the  can- 
celation of  the  rtglstratlon  of  a  mark.  Is  dissatisfied  with  tiie  deci- 
sion of  the  Commissioner  of  Patcnu.  he  may  appeal  to  the  United 
States  Court  of  Customs  and  Paunt  Appeals  on  complying  with  the 
conditions  required  in  case  of  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
Board  of  Appeals  by  an  appUcant  for  a  patent  or  a  party  to  an  inter- 
ference as  to  an  Invention,  and  the  same  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
cedure shall  govern  in  every  stage  of  such  proceedings  as  far  as  the 
■•me  may  be  applicable.  The  provisions  of  section  4016  of  the  Re- 
Tlsed  Statutes  shall  apply  In  trade-mark  cases.  The  same  right  of 
review  as  provided  In  said  section  4018  shall  be  accorded  to  all 
parties  to  opposition  and  cancelation  proceedings. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  14,  line  11,  to  change 
the  section  number  from  21  to  17.  and  in  the  same  Une.  after 
the  word  "If",  to  Insert  a  comma  and  "after  due  proceed- 
ings.", so  as  to  read. 

Sbc.  17.  If.  after  due  proceedings,  it  shall  appear  that  there  has 
been  In  commerce  an  honest  concurrent  xiae  of  the  same  or  similar 
marks  for  the  same  or  similar  goods  or  services  for  a  continuous 
period  of  more  than  5  years  Immediately  preceding  the  date  of  a 
pending  application  by  one  of  such  users  for  the  registration  of  one 
of  such  marks,  without  protest  by  any  other  such  user  within  said 
period,  the  Commissioner,  or  on  appeal  the  United  States  Court  oi 
Customs  and  Patent  Appeals,  or  the  court  in  an  action  begun  under 
the  provisions  of  section  4915,  Revised  Statutes,  may  grant  more 
than  one  registration  of  such  marks,  subject  to  such  conditions  and 
limitations.  If  any,  as  to  mode  or  place  of  use  of  such  marks  as  the 
Commissioner  or  said  courts,  cv  either  of  them,  may  require  in  ordei 
to  minimize  the  probabUity  of  conftislon  arising  from  the  concur- 
rent  use  of  such  marks. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  15.  after  line  20.  to 
Insert: 

Sk.  18.  In  every  case  of  Interference,  opposition  to  registration, 
i4)pllcatlon  to  register  as  an  honest  concurrent  user,  or  application 
to  cancel  the  registration  of  a  mark,  the  Comml£&loner  shall  give 
notice  to  all  parties  and  shall  direct  the  examiner  In  charge  of  Inter- 
ferences to  determine  the  right  oX  registration. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Ilie  next  amendment  was,  on  paee  16.  after  line  2,  to 
insert: 

Sec.  10.  The  Commissioner  may  refuse  to  register  the  opposed 
mark,  may  cancel  the  registration  of  a  registered  mark,  or  may 
refuse  to  register  any  or  all  of  several  Interfering  marks,  or  may 
register  the  mark  for  the  person  or  persons  entitled  thereto,  as  the 
n^ts  of  the  parties  may  be  established  In  the  proceedings. 

(a)  In  all  Inter  partes  proceedings  the  doctrine  of  laches  and 
acquiescence,  where  applicable,  shtUl  be  considered  and  applied. 
The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  also  govern  cases  heretofore 
begun  in  the  Patent  Offlce  and  not  finally  determined,  and  the 
provisions  of  section  17  respecting  remands  shall  be  applicable  to 
this  section. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  16.  after  line  14,  to 
insert: 

Sbc.  30.  Appeal  may  be  taken  to  the  Commissioner  In  person  from 
the  final  decision  of  the  examiner  of  Interferences.  Appeals  may 
also  be  taken  to  the  Commissioner  In  person  from  aU  flxial  decisions 
of  the  examiner  In  charge  of  trade-marks. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  16,  after  line  19.  to 
insert: 

Sbc.  21.  If  an  applicant  for  registration  of  a  mark,  or  a  party 
to  an  Interference  as  to  a  mark,  or  party  who  has  filed  opposition 
to  the  registration  of  a  mark,  or  a  psjly  to  an  application  to  register 
as  an  honest  concurrent  user,  or  party  to  an  application  for  the 
cancelation  of  the  registration  of  a  mark,  is  dissatisfied  with  the 
decision  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  he  may  appeal  to  the 
United  States  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals  on  complying 
with  the  conditions  required  in  case  of  an  appeal  from  the  decision 
of  the  Board  of  Appeals  by  an  applicant  for  a  patent  or  a  party  to 
an  interference  as  to  an  Invention,  and  the  same  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  shall  govern  In  every  stage  of  such  proceedings  as  far 
as  the  same  may  be  applicable.  The  provisions  of  section  4915  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  shall  apply  In  trade-mark  cases.  The  same 
right  of  review  as  provided  In  said  section  4915  shall  be  accorded  to 
all  parties  to  Interference  opposition  and  cancelation  proceedings. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  tmder  the  subhead  "Registra- 
tion is  notice",  on  page  17,  line  13.  after  the  word  "act",  to 
insert  "and  tlie  acts  of  March  3,  1881.  February  20.  1905, 
and  March  19,  1920",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

See.  23.  Registration  of  a  mark  under  this  act  and  the  acts  of, 
March  3,  1881,  Pebriiary  20.  1006,  and  March  10,  1930.  U  notice  of  tb« 
registrant's  claim  of  ownership  thereof. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  the 
parliamentary  situation  stated. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPFICER.  The  pending  bill  was  taken 
up  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  OERRY.  I  intended  to  object  to  the  bill,  and  I  wish  to 
get  some  information  in  regard  to  It.  I  did  not  know  that  it 
was  taken  up  by  unanimous  consent.  Frankly.  I  should  like 
to  object  to  the  bill  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  objection  of  the  Senator 
fzom  Rhode  Island  would  not  be  in  order  at  this  time. 

Mr.  GERRY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  go 
over. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Tlie  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  asks  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be  returned  to  the 
calendar? 

Mr.  GERRY.     Yes. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  made  the  request  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill,  it  was  granted,  and  the  Senator  did  not 
make  his  objection  until  we  were  well  into  the  bill  and  con- 
sidering the  amendments.  I  object  to  any  disposition  of  the 
bill  other  than  through  the  method  now  being  pursued. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objection  is  heard  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island.  The  clerk  wlU 
state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  Was,  under  the  headmg  "Title  n — 
The  Supplemental  Register — General  Provisions",  on  page 
21,  line  3,  after  the  numerals  "10",  to  strike  out  "(except  the 
provision  for  assignment  without  the  goodwill  of  the  busi- 
ness) ",  so  as  to  read: 

Sec.  26.  The  provisions  of  paragraphs  (a),  (c),  (e),  (f>,  and  (g) 
of  section  7.  the  provisions  of  section  10,  and  the  provisions  at 
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section    11    and   22   of    this    act.    are    hereby   made    applicable   to 
registrations  on  the  supplemental  register. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

TTie  next  amendment  was,  imder  the  heading  "Title  VI — 
Remedies",  on  page  25,  line  5,  after  the  word  "otherwise",  to 
Insert  "use  such  reproduction,  counterfeit,  copy,  or  coloraU« 
imitation",  so  as  to  read: 

Sec.  32.  Any  person  who  shaU.  in  commerce,  without  the  consent 
of  the  registrant,  (a)  reproduce,  coiinterfelt,  copy,  or  colorably 
Imitate  any  mark  on  either  register  provided  by  this  act,  or  (b) 
shall  apply  such  reproduction,  counterfeit,  copy,  or  colorable  Imi- 
tation to  merchandise  or  services  of  such  a  character  that  the 
use  thereof  Is  likely  to  cause  conftislon  or  mistake  or  to  deceive 
purchasers,  or  to  labels,  signs,  prints,  packages,  wrappers,  recep- 
tacles, or  advcrtt'ements  Intended  to  be  used  upon  or  In  con- 
nection with  the  sjtle  of  such  merchandise  or  service*,  or  (c)  shall 
otherwise  use  such  reproduction,  counterfeit,  copy,  (»  colorable 
Imitation  falsely  to  indicate  that  the  goods  or  services  are  the 
goods  or  Krvlces  of  a  person  who  shall  have  registered  a  mark 
under  this  act,  shall  be  liable  in  a  civil  action  by  the  registrant 
for  any  or  aU  of  the  remedies  hereinafter  provided. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  25,  line  21,  after  the 
word  "defendant",  to  insert  "or  those  in  privity  with  him", 
and  on  page  26.  line  2,  after  the  word  "registration",  to 
Insert  a  colon  and  the  following  proviso:  "Provided,  That 
when  prior  use  shall  have  been  established  in  the  defendant 
or  his  predecessor,  he  shall  be  entitled  to  the  exclusive 
development  of  his  mark  within  the  territory  which  he  now 
holds",  so  as  to  read: 

(1)  That  the  mark  whose  use  by  the  defendant,  or  those  In 
privity  with  him.  Is  charged  as  an  Infringement  has  been  continu- 
ously used  by  the  defendant  or  by  his  piredeccssors  In  business  In 
the  State  or  States  where  its  use  Is  charged  to  Infringe  Irom  a  date 
prior  to  the  lise  by  the  registrant  or  his  predecessors  of  the  trade- 
mark described  In  the  registration:  i»rotid«d.  That  when  prior  use 
shall  have  been  established  In  the  defendant  or  his  predecessor,  he 
Ehall  be  entitled  to  the  exclusive  development  of  his  mark  within 
the  territory  which  he  now  holds. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  26,  after  line  10,  to 
insert: 

(3)  If  goods  have  been  put  on  the  market  by  the  registrant  of 
a  mark  registered  under  this  act  or  under  any  of  the  prior  acta 
enumerated  In  section  46  hereof.  In  a  package  or  other  container 
bearing  such  mark,  and  said  goods,  or  any  part  thereof,  have  been 
transferred,  without  the  authority  of  the  registrant,  to  another 
package  or  container,  or  If  said  goods  have  been  In  any  way 
altered,  it  shall  be  unlawful  and  an  infringement  of  such  registered 
mark  to  make  any  use  of  or  reference  to  such  registered  mark  on 
or  In  connection  with  such  altered  or  transferred  goods  or  on  or 
In  connection  with  any  packages  or  containers  or  display  devices 
therefor.  In  the  selling  or  displaying  or  offering  for  sale  of  any  of 
the  altered  or  transferred  goods. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  27,  line  12,  after  the 
word  "the"  where  it  occurs  the  second  time,  to  strike  out 
"district  court  of  the"  and  insert  "District  Court  of  the  United 
States  for  the",  and  in  line  23,  after  the  word  "granted",  to 
-Insert:  "And  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  clerks  of  such  courts 
within  1  month  after  the  filing  of  any  action,  suit,  or  proceed- 
ing arising  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  to  give  notice 
thereof  in  writing  to  the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  setting 
forth  in  order  so  far  as  known  the  names  and  addresses  of  the 
litigants  and  the  designating  number  or  numbers  of  the  regis- 
tration or  registrations  upon  which  the  action,  suit,  or  pro- 
ceeding has  been  brought,  and  in  the  event  any  other  regis- 
tration be  subsequently  included  in  the  action,  suit,  or  pro- 
ceeding by  amendment,  answer,  cross-bill,  or  other  pleading, 
the  clerk  shall  give  like  notice  thereof  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Patents,  and  within  1  month  after  the  decision  is  rendered  or 
a  decree  issued  the  clerk  of  the  court  shall  give  notice  thereof 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Patents  on  receipt  of  such  notice  forthwith  to 
endorse  the  same  upon  the  file  wrapper  of  the  said  registration 
or  registrations  and  to  incorporate  the  same  as  a  part  of  the 
contents  of  said  file  or  file  wrapper;  and  for  each  notice  re- 
quired to  be  furnished  to  the  Commissioner  of  Patents  in 
compliance  therewith  a  fee  of  50  cents  shall  be  taxed  by  the 
clerk  as  costs  of  suit",  so  as  to  read: 
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Sec  33  The  several  courts  vested  with  jurisdiction  of  civil 
actions  arising  imder  this  act  shaU  have  power  to  grant  Injimc- 
Uons  according  to  the  principles  of  equity  and  upon  such  terms 
as  the  court  may  deem  reasonable,  to  prevent  the  violation  of  any 
right  of  the  registrant  of  a  mark  registered  under  this  act. 
Any  such  injxmctlon  granted  upon  hearing,  after  notice  to  the  de- 
fendant, by  any  district  covirt  of  the  United  States,  or  by  a  Judge 
thereof  may  be  served  on  the  parties  against  whom  such  injtmc- 
tlon  Is  granted  anywhere  in  the  United  States  where  they  may  be 
found  and  shall  be  operative,  and  may  be  enforced  by  proceedings 
to  pimish  for  contempt,  or  otherwise,  by  the  court  by  which  such 
Injunction  was  granted,  or  by  any  other  district  court,  or  Judge 
thereof.  In  the  United  States,  or  by  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  Ehstrlct  of  Colvunbla.  or  a  Judge  thereof. 
The  said  coiu-ts.  ot  Judges  thereof.  shaU  have  Jurisdiction  to  en- 
force said  injunction,  as  herein  provided,  as  fully  as  If  the  injunc- 
tion had  been  granted  by  the  district  court  to  which  It  is  sought 
to  be  enforced.  The  clerk  of  the  court  or  Judge  granting  the  to- 
Junction  shall,  when  required  to  do  so  by  the  court  before 
which  application  to  enforce  said  injtinctlon  Is  made,  transfer 
without  delay  to  said  court  a  certified  copy  of  all  papers  on  file 
m  his  office,  upon  which  said  Injunction  wa«  granted.  And  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  clerks  of  such  cotirts  within  1  month 
after  the  filing  of  any  action,  suit,  or  proceeding  arising  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act  to  give  notice  thereof  in  writing  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Patents,  setting  forth  In  order  so  far  as  known 
the  names  and  addreaaes  of  the  litigants  and  the  designating 
number  or  numbers  of  the  registration  or  registrations  upon  which 
the  action,  suit,  or  proceeding  has  been  brought,  and  In  the 
event  any  other  registration  be  subsequently  Included  In  the 
action,  suit,  or  proceeding  by  amendment,  answer,  croes-blll.  or 
other  pleading,  the  clerk  shall  give  like  notice  thereof  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Patents,  and  within  1  month  after  the  deci- 
sion Is  rendered  or  a  decree  issued  the  clerk  of  the  court  shall 
give  notice  thereof  to  the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  and  It  shall 
be  the  duty  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents  on  receipt  of  such 
notice  forthwith  to  endorse  the  same  upon  the  file  wrapper  of  the 
said  registration  or  registrations  and  to  Incorporate  the  same  as 
a  part  of  the  contents  of  said  file  or  fUe  wrapper:  and  for  each 
notice  required  to  be  furnished  to  the  Commissioner  of  Patents  In 
compliance  therewith  a  fee  of  50  cents  shall  be  taxed  by  the  clerk 
as  costs  of  suit. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  30.  line  6,  after  the 
word  "the"  where  it  occurs  the  first  time,  to  strike  out  "dis- 
trict court  of  the"  and  insert  "District  Court  of  the  Unit».*d 
States  for  the";  and  in  line  9,  after  the  word  "the",  to  strike 
out  "circuit  court  of  appeals  of"  and  insert  "United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for",  so  as  to  read: 

Sec.  38.  The  district  and  territorial  courts  of  the  United  States 
and  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Co- 
limibla  shall  have  original  Jurisdiction,  and  the  circuit  courts  of 
appeal  of  the  United  States  and  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  have  appellate  Jurisdiction,  of  all 
civil  actions  arising  luider  this  act  respecting  trade-marks  regis- 
tered In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  act,  without  regard 
to  the  amount  in  controversy  or  to  diversity  or  lack  of  diversity  of 
the  citizenship  of  the  parties. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  the  heading  on  page  31,  line 
12,  after  the  words  "Names",  to  strike  out  the  comma  and 
"False  Designations  of  Origin,  or  False  Description",  so  as  to 
read:  '' 

Trrus  vn — iMPoirrATTON  FossiDDcir  or  Oooos  Beaszno  iKrszNcnra 

Masks  ob  Names 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  32.  line  6,  after  the  word 
"customs",  to  strike  out  "laws.  In  order  to  aid  the  ofQcers 
of  the  customs  in  enforcing  this  paragraph,  the  registrant 
may  require  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of  registration  of  his 
mark  to  be  recorded  in  books  which  shall  be  kept  for  this 
purpose  in  the  Department  of  the  Treasury,  under  such  regu- 
tlons  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  prescribe,  and 
thereupon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  cause  one  or 
more  copies  of  the  same  to  be  transmitted  to  each  collector 
or  other  proper  officer  of  customs";  and  insert:  "laws:  Pro- 
vided. That  in  order  to  aid  the  ofiBcers  of  customs  in  enforcing 
this  paragraph,  the  registrant  or  owner  of  the  trade-mark 
shall  record  the  trade-mark  in  the  Department  of  the  Treas- 
ury, under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
shall  prescribe.",  so  as  to  read: 

Sec.  42.  (a)  Any  merchandise,  whatever  may  be  its  sotirc*  or 
origin,  which  shall  bear  any  registered  mark  or  any  infringement 
thereof,  except  a  mark  registered  under  section  1  (b)  of  the  act 
of  March  19.  1920,  or  in  the  supplemental  register  provided  by  thia 
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met,  diaU  not  be  Imported  Into  the  United  States  or  admitted  to 
entry  at  any  customhoiue  of  the  United  States  unless  the  written 
consent  of  the  registrant  to  such  importation  or  entry  be  first 
bad  and  obtained  or  unless  such  offending  mark  be  removed  or 
obliterated:  and,  if  brought  into  the  United  States  In  violation  of 
the  provision  of  this  section,  any  person  selling,  offering  for  sale, 
or  dealing  in  such  merchandise  shaU  be  amenable,  at  the  suit  of 
the  registrant,  to  the  liabilities  for  infringement  provided  to  this 
act  and.  to  addition,  be  reqtiired  to  export  or  destroy  such  mer- 
chandise or  to  remove  or  obliterate  such  infringing  mark  there- 
from, and  such  merchandise  sbaU  be  subject  to  seizure  ax>d 
forfeiture  for  violation  of  the  ctistoms  laws:  Provided.  That  to 
order  to  aid  the  oflkers  of  customs  to  enforcing  this  paragraph, 
the  registrant  or  owner  of  the  trade-mark  shaU  record  the  trade- 
mark to  the  Department  of  the  Treasury,  under  such  regulations 
as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  Shall  prescribe. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  pa«:e  S3,  line  11,  after  the 
word  "customs",  to  strike  out  "laws.  In  order  to  aid  the  ofltt- 
oers  of  the  customs  in  enforcing  this  paragraph,  any  such  do- 
metUc  or  foreign  manufacturer  or  trader  may  require  a 
statement  of  his  business  or  commercial  name  and  the  locality 
where  his  business  is  located  and  where  his  goods  are  manu- 
factured to  be  recorded  In  boola  which  ahaU  be  kept  for  this 
purpose  in  the  Department  of  the  Treasury  under  such  regu- 
lations as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  prescribe,  and 
thereupon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shaU  cause  one  or 
more  copies  of  such  record  to  be  transmitted  to  each  collector 
or  other  proper  ofUcer  of  customs"  and  insert  "laws:  Provided. 
That  in  order  to  aid  the  officers  of  customs  in  enforcing  this 
paragraph,  such  domestic  or  foreign  manufacturer  or  trader 
shall  record  his  trade  or  commercial  name  in  the  Department 
of  the  Treasury,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  may  prescribe",  so  as  to  read: 

(b)  Any  merchandise,  whatever  may  be  Its  source  or  origin, 
which  shall  bear  the  name  or  a  simulation  thereof  of  any  domestic 
manufacture  or  manufacturer  or  trader,  or  of  any  manufacturer 
or  trader  located  to  any  foreign  country  which  by  treaty,  con- 
vention, or  law  affords  similar  privileges  to  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  shall  not  be  imported  toto  the  United  States  or  admitted 
to  entry  at  any  customhouse  of  the  United  States  unless  the  written 
consent  of  such  manufacturer  or  trader  to  such  importation  or 
entry  be  first  had  and  obtained,  or  unless  such  offending  name 
be  removed  or  obliterated,  and  if  brought  into  the  United  States 
to  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  section,  any  person  seUtog, 
offering  for  sale,  or  dealing  to  such  merchandise  may  be  en- 
Joined  from  dealtog  therein  and  to  addition  be  required  to  ex- 
port or  destroy  such  merchandise  or  to  remove  or  obliterate  such 
name  therefrom,  and  the  merchandise  shall  be  subject  to  seizure 
and  forfeiture  for  violation  of  the  customs  laws:  Provided,  That 
to  order  to  aid  the  officers  of  customs  to  enforcing  this  paragraph, 
such  domestic  or  foreign  manufacturer  or  trader  shall  record  his 
trade  or  commercial  name  to  the  Department  of  the  Treasury, 
under  such  regulations  tm  the  Secretary  oX  the  Treasury  may 
prescribe. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

TTie  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "Title  X— 
Construction  and  Definitions,"  on  page  40,  line  19,  after  the 
word  "by",  to  strike  out  "stock";  In  the  same  line,  after  the 
word  "ownership",  to  insert  "or";  in  the  same  line,  after  the 
word  "relationship",  to  strike  out  "or  otherwise",  and  insert 
"control  of",  and  in  line  21,  after  the  word  "is"  where  it 
occurs  the  second  time,  to  strike  out  "controlled"  and  insert 
"exercised",  so  as  to  read: 

The  term  "delated  company**  means  any  todlvidual,  partnership, 
or  pereon  within  the  definition  above  where  by  ownership,  or  con- 
tractual relationship,  control  of  the  nature  and  quality  of  the 
goods  upon  which  the  mark  U  used  is  exercised  by  the  registrant. 

Hie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  45,  after  line  6,  to 
insert: 

Src.  48.  If  any  provision  of  this  act  or  the  application  of  such 
provision  to  any  person  or  circumstance  is  held  tovalid.  the  re- 
mainder of  the  act  and  the  application  of  such  provision  to  other 
persons  or  circumstances  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICEEL  That  completes  the  commit- 
tee amendments. 

The  question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amendments  and 
the  third  reading  of  the  bUl. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 


The  bill,  H.'r.  6618,  was  the  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

Mr.  GERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  give  notice  of  a  motion  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  PRESIDINa  OPPICKR.  The  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  gives  notice  of  a  motion  to  reconsider. 

Mr.  GERRY  subsequently  said:  I  enter  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider the  vote  by  which  House  bill  6618,  Calendar  No.  1617. 
was  passed. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.    The  motion  will  be  entered. 

BOUUER   DAM— OONFERKNCI  KKPORT 

Tlie  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9877)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promul- 
gate and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  gen- 
erated-at  Boulder  Dam.  providhig  for  the  application  of 
revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  operation  of  the 
Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or  through 
agents,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  FITTMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  move  the  adoption  of 
the  conference  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  in  the  chair). 
The  report  has  been  read.  ,The  question  is  on  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  dislike  at  this  late  hour  to 
raise  any  objections  to  the  conference  report,  but  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  happen  to  be  one  of  the  two  Senators  who  have 
the  honor  to  represent  the  State  of  New  Mexico  in  the  Senate. 
The  question  of  Boulder  Dam  has  been  bothering  the  Con- 
gress and  the  American  people  and  the  States  of  the  West 
for  many  years.  The  original  Boulder  Dam  law  was  passed 
by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  after  many  conferences 
held  by  representatives  of  the  States  involved,  and  after  a 
certain  pact  was  made  and  adopted  by  the  States  involved, 
with  the  exception  of  the  State  of  Arizona,  which  has  not  up 
to  this  minute  ratified  the  pact  between  the  States.  I  do 
not  know  why,  but  when  the  pact  was  made,  notwithstand- 
ing that  the  Interests  of  the  people  of  the  States  of  Wyo- 
ming, of  Colorado,  Utah,  and  New  Mexico  were  involved,  for 
some  reason  or  other — ^I  should  hate  to  say  that  it  was 
neglect  on  the  part  of  their  representatives — those  States  did 
not  obtain  any  benefit  whatsoever,  either  from  the  passage 
of  the  Boulder  Dam  law  or  from  the  construction  of  Boulder 
Dam. 

The  original  law  provided  In  effect  that  Boulder  Dam 
should  be  constructed  and  that  whatever  power  was  devel- 
oped at  Boulder  Dam  should  be  used.  The  law  also  provided 
that  whatever  revenue  was  obtained  at  Boulder  Dam  or  from 
the  power  developed  at  Boulder  Dam  should  be  distributed 

In  a  certain  way. 

I  want  Senators  to  follow  me  briefly.  Remember  that  the 
water  that  goes  to  Boulder  Dam  and  produces  the  power  at 
Boulder  Dam  comes  from  New  Mexico,  Colorado,  Wyoming, 
and  Utah.  One  river  alone  in  northwestern  New  Mexico 
sends  a  little  more  than  2,000,000  acre  feet  of  water  per 
year  into  Boulder  Dam.  Notwithstanding  that,  when  the 
original  law  was  passed  the  revenue  that  would  be  derived 
from  the  sale  of  power  at  Boulder  Dam  was  to  be  distributed 
as  follows:  18  V2  percent  or  a  little  more  should  go  to  the  State 
of  Arizona;  18^  percent  should  go  to  the  State  of  Nevada, 
and  the  remainder  was  to  be  used  to  retire  the  debt  incurred 
in  the  construction  of  Boulder  Dam.  Arisona  obtains  money 
from  Boulder  Dam  and  no  one  complains  about  that.  Ne- 
vada obtains  money  from  Boulder  Dam.  and  one  complains 
about  that.  California  receives  the  benefit  of  the  water  and 
of  lower  power  rates.  New  Mexico,  Utah.  Wyoming,  and 
Colorado  will  have  to  wait  until  all  the  debt  incurred  hi  the 
construction  of  Boulder  Dam  has  been  paid  off  before  they 
will  receive  any  benefits  whatsoever  from  Boulder  Dam. 

For  years  California  has  been  getting  some  benefits  from 
Boulder  Dsun.  Por  years  Arizona  has  been  getting  some 
benefits  from  Boulder  Dam,  as  has  Nevada.  The  people  In 
southern  California,  however,  were  not  satisfied  with  the 
benefits  they  received  from  Boulder  Dam.    Remember  tbat 
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the  upper-basin  States  were  not  receiving  1  cent,  either 
directly  or  in  the  way  of  reduced  power  rates. 

For  the  last  3  or  4  years  interested  persons  dealing  in 
electric  power  in  southern  California  have  been  coining  to 
Washington  seeking  to  modify  the  original  law  by  which 
they  would  pay  still  less  for  their  power  at  Boulder  Dam, 
and  if  the  pending  bill  were  to  pass,  it  would  provide  that 
California  would  not  have  to  pay  $25,000,000  which  it  was 
supposed  to  pay  the  Federal  Government  in  the  way  of  flood- 
protection  costs. 

The  bill  was  introduced  in  the  House  of  Representatives  at 
this  session.  Hearings  were  had  and  the  bill  was  passed.  A 
similar  bill  was  introduced  in  the  Senate.  It  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  and  that  com- 
mittee held  hearings  on  the  Senate  bill,  and  studied  the  hear- 
ings had  on  the  House  bill.  After  the  hearings  in  the  Senate 
committee  and  after  ascertaining  the  rights  of  the  individual 
upper-basin  States,  the  Senate  Committee  on  Irrigation  and 
Reclamation  inserted  three  amendments  in  the  bill. 

The  bill  now  provides  that  the  rate  for  power  shall  be  re- 
duced. California  again  getting  more  than  it  did  from  the 
waters  that  flow  from  New  Mexico  and  the  other  States. 

The  bill  also  provides  that  instead  of  18 '/2  percent,  Arizona 
and  Nevada  each  are  to  receive  $300,000  a  year  during  the 
time  the  law  will  be  in  effect,  or  up  to  the  time  the  debt  on 
the  dam  is  paid.  In  order  to  encourage  the  upper-basin 
States  to  go  along  with  them,  the  suggestion  was  made  that 
out  of  the  revenues  of  Boulder  Dam  $500,000  should  be  set 
aside  every  year — 1938.  1939.  and  1940 — and  given  to  the 
upper-basin  States  for  the  purpose  of  making  further  re- 
search, surveys,  and  plans  if  found  feasible  to  develop  their 
particular  areas.  The  bill  further  provided,  for  the  next  14 
years,  that  those  States  should  be  allowed  $500,000  a  year,  to 
be  distributed  equitably  among  the  upper-basin  States,  and 
that  in  the  rest  of  the  period  of  time,  some  25  years,  it  should 
be  distributed  equitably  among  all  the  States,  including  the 
three  States  of  the  lower  basin. 

We  wanted  to  go  along,  but  we  felt,  as  did  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation,  that  it  was  all 
right  to  have  the  law  modified  so  that  the  lower  States  could 
get  the  benefit  of  the  lower  power  and  set  off  a  $25,000,000 
debt  against  the  Federal  Government.  But  we  did  insist 
that  in  the  little  mite  the  upper  basin  States  were  getting 
they  should  be  protected. 

So  far  as  New  Mexico  is  concerned,  I  know  that  I  voice 
the  sentiment  of  my  colleague  and  the  sentiment  of  the 
people  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico  when  I  say  that  we  do 
not  want  to  interfere  with  the  rights  or  benefits  of  any 
other  State,  but  we  do  insist — and  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Irrigation  and  Reclamation  agreed  with  us — that  we  shall 
get  our  small  share  on  an  equal  basis. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  srield  to 
me? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Herring  in  the  chair). 
The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


li 


Adams 

Donahey 

La  PoUette 

Reed 

Andrews 

Downey 

Lee 

Reynolds 

Ashurst 

Ellender 

Lodge 

Russell 

Bailey 

George 

Liindeen 

Schwartz 

Banlc^ead 

Gerry 

McCarran 

Schwellenbach 

Barbcur 

GUlette 

McKeUar 

Shcppard 

Barkley 

Green 

McNary 

Shlpstead 

BUbo 

Gxiffey 

Blaloney 

Smith 

Bone 

Hale 

Mead 

Thomas.  Okla 

Brown 

Harrlaon 

MlUer 

Thomas.  Utah 

Byrd 

Hatch 

Mlnton 

Townsend 

Bymca 

Hayden 

Murray 

Truman 

Capper 

Herring 

Neely 

Tydlngs 

Caraway 

HUl 

Norrla 

Vandenberg 

Cbandler 

Halman 

Nye 

Van  Nuys 

Cbavea 

Holt 

O'Mahoney 

Wagner 

Clark.  Idaho 

Hughes 

Overton 

Walsh 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Pepper 

Wheeler 

Danaher 

Johnson,  Oolo. 

Plttman 

Whito 

Davla 

King 

BadcUffa 

WUey 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Hghty  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  there  is  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  before  the  suggestion  of  the 
absence  of  a  quorum  was  made.  I  had  stated  to  the  Senate 
that  imder  the  provisions  of  the  present  bill  New  Mexico, 
Wyoming,  Colorado,  and  Utah  were  getting  at  the  rate  of 
$600,000  a  year  for  the  four  States  for  a  period  of  14  years. 
That  money  was  to  be  distributed,  according  to  the  House 
bill,  in  an  equitable  way.  The  phrase  used  was  "equitably 
distributed."  The  Senate  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Rec- 
lamation, at  my  insistence  and  after  a  complete  hearing, 
changed  the  word  "equitably"  to  "equally."  That  was  done 
for  this  reason: 

New  Mexico  is  a  small  State  In  population.  Wyoming  Is  a 
small  State  in  population.  Utah  and  Colorado  are  smaller 
in  population  than  California  and  some  of  the  other  States; 
and  we  felt  that  the  only  equitable  thing  to  do  was  to  give 
those  States  an  equal  share  of  that  meager  sum  of  money, 
the  only  amount  of  revenue  we  were  deriving  in  any  way 
from  Boulder  Dam;  and  what  is  wrong  about  that?  Why 
should  not  New  Mexico  get  an  equal  share  of  this  smaU 
amount? 

We  have  only  one  project  that  we  can  take  care  of  under 
the  proposed  law — only  one — which  is  on  the  San  Juan  River 
in  San  Juan  County,  N.  Mex.  That  river  sends  to  Boulder 
Dam.  I  repeat,  2.400.000  acre-feet  of  water  every  year.  The 
project  that  we  have  in  mind  will  take  only  some  350,000 
acre-feet  of  water,  so  the  balance  will  still  go  to  be  used  in 
the  lower  regions  of  the  Colorado  at  Boulder  Dam  and  be  a 
benefit  to  other  States  and  not  to  New  Mexico,  where  it  comes 
from.  The  committee  felt  that  the  request  was  so  just  that 
it  imanimously  adopted  that  amendment,  and  so  reported  to 
the  Senate. 

When  the  original  bill  was  passed,  the  other  States  that 
were  getting  the  benefit  did  not  say  anything  about  equity 
or  equitable  distribution  of  anything.  They  just  took  our 
water,  constructed  the  dam.  got  low  rates,  and  got  irri- 
gation projects.  Arizona  and  Nevada  were  amply  protected, 
and  I  do  not  blame  them.  E^vidently  they  had  someone  in 
the  Congress  who  was  really  interested  in  taking  care  of 
their  interests.  But  now  the  opportunity  presents  itself; 
and  I  ask  the  Senate  in  all  sincerity,  after  we  have  suffered 
so  long,  after  we  have  not  been  permitted  to  have  any  of 
the  benefits  of  Boulder  Dam.  that  the  little  mite  they  are 
now  giving  us  in  order  to  have  California  set  off  $25,000,000 
charged  against  it  on  account  of  fiood  protection  shall  be 
equally  distributed  among  the  States;  that  if  it  is  $100, 
New  Mexico  shall  get  its  $25;  that  if  it  is  $500,000  a  year 
for  a  certain  period  of  years.  New  Mexico  shall  get  its  Just 
and  equal  share;  and  we  have  said  something  else: 

New  Mexico  is  a  sovereign  State.  New  Mexico  knows 
what  it  needs.  We  have  but  this  one  project.  Is  there  any- 
thing unreasonable  in  New  Mexico  asking  the  United  States 
Senate  and  the  Congress  that  whatever  money  we  get  imder 
the  provisions  of  this  bill.  New  Mexico  shall  determine  how 
that  money  shall  be  spent  in  New  Mexico? 

The  modification  made  by  the  conferees  in  this  bill  sub- 
jects us  completely  to  the  whim  and  caprice  of  someone  who 
may  be  in  charge  of  the  Reclamation  Bureau,  or  may  be  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior.  I  maintain  that  this  money  comes 
from  a  special  fund  brought  about  by  legislation  passed  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  They  want  to  modify 
that  law  and  give  us  a  Uttle  mite.  I  think  it  is  fairly  reason- 
able that  what  goes  to  New  Mexico  shall  be  New  Mexico's, 
to  be  used  in  the  particular  project  In  which  New  Mexico 
wants  to  use  it.  The  only  one  that  it  wants  Is  the  San  Juan 
River  project,  in  San  Juan  County.  N.  Mex.  We  could  not 
use  the  water  anywhere  else,  but  we  want  to  determine 
where  it  shall  be  used  as  long  as  this  money  does  not  come 
from  the  Federal  Government  or  from  a  special  appro- 
priation. This  money  does  not  come  out  of  the  General 
Treasury.  It  is  the  little  interest  we  have  in  the  revenue 
which  Is  being  produced  at  Boulder  Dam.  Hence  we  stand 
in  an  entirely  different  situation  than  in  the  case  of  a  general 
project  which  would  be  constructed  or  built  imder  the  recla- 
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mation  law.  The  bill  provides  that  a  special  fund  shall  be 
created,  not  from  taxes,  not  paid  by  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  but  from  the  revenue  obtained  at  Boulder  Dam  from 
water  that  flows  from  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  President,  under  the  old  law  we  were  not  getting  a 
thing,  nor  could  we  get  a  peimy  until  after  the  amortiza- 
tion of  the  debt.  Under  this  bill  we  would  be  worse  off. 
While  the  money  Is  there,  while  the  revenue  is  flowing  into  a 
special  fund  from  a  speciiBd  source,  the  modification  made  by 
the  conferees  would  jmt  us  completely  in  the  hands  of  some- 
one else  in  the  city  of  Washington.  We  think  that  is  un- 
fair. 

Mr.  President,  the  bill  would  never  have  passed  the  Senate 
unless  we  had  had  an  agreement  with  the  House.  Last  night 
when  the  bill  was  called  up  the  chairman  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Reclamation  and  Irrigation  was  sitting  right  next 
to  me.  On  his  own  volition,  without  any  suggestion  on  my 
part,  he  said.  "I  understand  you  are  going  to  amend  the 
bill  to  Include  the  New  Mexico  amendments."  He  said.  "I 
will  concur  with  them,  as  chairman  of  the  committee,  because 
we  know  that  is  the  only  way  we  could  pass  the  bill,  and  you 
were  good  enough  not  to  object  to  the  bill  being  brought  up 
and  letting  it  go  to  conference" 

Mr.  President.  I  feel  that  the  Senate  owes  it  to  the  people 
Of  the  West,  to  the  people  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  to  a 
standing  committee  of  this  body  who  stood  unanimously  by 
the  Senate  amendments,  to  defeat  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada,  and  I  think  the  Senate  should  insist  on  a 
further  conference,  and  insist  on  the  Senate  amendments, 
which  are  very  reasonable. 

Mr.  President,  to  recount  to  this  body  the  history  of 
Boulder  Dam.  the  story  of  how  the  States  were  treated  orig- 
inally, would  take  a  week.  Who  wants  this  bill?  We  did  not 
want  to  put  any  obstructions  in  the  way.  but  it  is  not 
desired.  The  only  ones  who  want  It,  who  have  been  here 
lor  months  and  years,  have  been  the  men  who  sell  the  power 
around  Los  Angeles. 

This  bill  needs  more  attention  than  a  temporary  discussion 
on  this  floor.  I  am  telling  my  colleagues  that  they  will  be 
doing  Justice,  they  will  be  carrying  out  their  oaths,  they 
will  act  in  accordance  with  their  duty,  and  faithfully  to 
the  people  of  the  country,  if  they  defeat  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Nevada,  and  insist  on  the  Senate  amendments. 
Mr.  OTklAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GT^IAHONEY.  I  have  Just  examined  the  conference 
report,  not  having  been  a  member  of  the  conference  commit- 
tee, and  I  am  sure  that  I  speak  the  minds  of  the  Members 
of  this  body  from  the  various  Colorado  River  basin  States 
when  I  say  that  it  would  not  be  the  intention  of  anyone  to 
deprive  the  State  of  New  Mexico  of  its  proper  share  in  the 
development  funds.  The  representatives  of  these  States  have 
all  stood  together  pretty  well  in  tnring  to  protect  the  Interests 
of  those  States. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  And  the  representatives  of  the  same  States, 
the  ones  who  represent  the  people  of  those  States  In  matters 
dealing  with  irrigation  and  water,  eUl  favor  the  Senate 
amendments,  and  said  so  at  the  committee  hearings.  The 
Representative  of  the  State  of  Wyoming,  the  Representative  of 
the  State  of  Colorado,  the  Representative  of  the  State  of 
Utah,  and  the  two  Representatives  who  were  here  from  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  all  agreed  that  they  were  just,  and  no 
objections  were  made  whatsoever.  The  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCarran]  attended  those  hearings;  he  listened  to  all 
the  testimony  adduced  at  that  particular  time,  and  It  was 
unanimously  agreed  by  the  members  of  the  committee,  and 
by  the  representatives  of  the  water  users,  that  the  amend- 
ments submitted  by  me  were  Just  and  fair,  and  they  had  no 
objection,  and  recommended  to  the  committee  that  they  be 
Inserted  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  OlblAHGNEY.  I  was  about  to  make  a  suggestion.  I 
should  be  tmwilling  to  agree  to  support  the  conference  report 
tonight  against  the  objection  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico, 
because  I  feel  that  the  Interests  of  his  State  should  be  pro- 
tected, and  that  we  should  give  ample  consideration  to  the 


rights  of  the  State,    It  Is  obvious  that  we  are  not  talking 

against  time  tonight 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    No;  we  are  not. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  And,  as  the  Senator  has  stated,  this 
is  a  subject  which  requires  consideration.  Would  it  not  be 
a  satisfactory  procedure  to  allow  the  conference  report  to 
lie  on  the  desk?  The  Senate  and  the  House  are  about  to 
adjourn  for  a  week,  and  at  the  termination  of  the  recess, 
it  will  be  possible  for  all  concerned  to  examine  the  language 
and,  if  necessary,  perhaps,  to  send  the  bill  back  to  confer- 
ence. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  would  have  no  objection  to  that  procedure. 
Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  that  unani- 
mous consent  be  asked  that  the  conference  report  lie  over 
izntil  the  Congress  has  reassembled  after  the  coming  recess. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  certainly  shall  not  object,  but  in  defer- 
ence to  the  chairman  of  the  conferees,  the  Senator  from 
Nevswla  [Mr.  Pittman],  who  is  not  present,  I  should  not 
Uke  to  have  the  matter  taken  up  now. 

Mr.  0*MAHONEY.    I   think   the   Senator   is   quite  right 
about  that.    Let  the  request  await  his  return. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
has  Just  entered  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  What  is  the  question? 
Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Just  before  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nevada  entered  the  Chamber,  having  listened  to  the  address 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  and  having  read  the  confer- 
ence report,  and  being  impressed  by  the  sincerity  with  which 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  speaks  in  opposition  to  the  con- 
ference report,  but  feeling  also  that  perhaps  the  report  of  the 
ccnmiittee  is  not  susceptible  of  the  interpretation  he  places 
upon  it.  I  was  asking  unanimous  consent  that  the  report  be 
allowed  to  remain  upon  the  desk  until  Congress  reassembles 
after  the  recess  which  is  about  to  be  taken. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, I  may  say  that  I  did  not  have  the  pleasure  of  hearing  all 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  said,  but  this  is  a  matter  which 
has  been  under  consideration  by  the  governments  of  seven 
States,  including  the  State  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico, 
together  with  three  commissions  from  each  State,  and  also  by 
the  power  users,  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  the 
Department  of  Justice.  A  bill  was  agreed  on  in  the  House  of 
Representatives.  A  similar  bill  was  favorably  reported  by  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys.  The  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico  desired  to  protect  the  rights  of  his  citi- 
zens more  than  they  were  protected  by  the  bill  apparently.  In 
other  words,  for  the  first  time  in  history  the  Senator  from  a 
State  insisted  that  a  particular  reclamation  project  be  men- 
tioned in  a  bilL 

If  I  am  incorrect  in  that  statement,  I  should  like  to  know 
in  what  respect  I  am  not  corj-ect.    I  pause  for  correction. 
[A  pause.]    Since  no  correction  is  made  I  assimie  my  state- 
ment is  true. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    Certainly. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  the  original  bin  the 
State  of  Nevada  and  the  State  of  Arizona  were  mentioned? 
Mr.  PITTMAN.  No  reclamation  project  was  mentioned. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Boulder  Dam  project  was  mentioned. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.  No  reclamation  project  was  mentioned. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    But  they  are  mentioned  by  name  in  this 

bill. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  No  reclamation  project  was  mentioned. 
I  think  it  is  peculiar  that  it  should  be  sought  to  have  a 
reclamation  project  mentioned.  When  benefits  are  divided 
among  seven  States,  It  seems  peculiar  to  me  that  one  State 
should  insist  on  having  a  particular  project  mentioned.  I 
could  ask  that  a  project  in  the  State  of  Nevada  be  included. 
Possibly  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  also  has  in  mind  a 
project  he  could  mention.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not 
he  has  a  project  in  view.  Possibly  he  is  more  Interested  in 
defeating  the  measure.    There  are  parts  of  it  he  does  not  like. 

Mr.  President,  for  2  months  the  Governors  of  the  States 
interested  in  the  Colorado  River  Basin,  representatives  of  the 
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states,  and  representatives  of  State  commissions,  have  worked 
with  the  IJepartinent  of  the  Interior  and  the  Department  of 
Justice,  and  they  have  agreed  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  for  a  mwnent? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  representatives 
of  the  Governor  of  every  State  the  Senator  has  mentioned 
attended  the  committee  hearings  and  that  the  representa- 
tives of  each  and  every  Governor  who  attended  the  com- 
mittee hearings  agreed  and  recommended  the  amendments? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  true,  but 
If  the  Senator  says  it  is  true  I  accept  it  as  true.  At  the 
last  minute  after  the  bUl  had  been  agreed  upon  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  offered  the  amendments.  If  he  says 
the  represenUtives  In  question  agreed  upon  them.  I  accept 

his  statement. 

Some  of  the  Senators  Interested  in  this  matter,  repre- 
senting States  interested  in  the  Colorado  River  Basin,  have 
objected  to  the  amendments.  The  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  GT^HONEYl  and  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  KimgI 
objected  to  the  amendments.  I  pause  for  a  moment  to 
give  opportunity  to  contradict  that  statement.  [A  pause.] 
Apparently  It  is  not  contradicted. 

Mr.  OTklAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  let  me  Interrupt  the 
Senator  to  say  that  speaking  for  myself  I  read  the  amend- 
ments, and  was  uncertain  as  to  their  effect,  and  there  was 
not  so  much  an  objection  to  the  amendments  as  a  desire 
to  make  certain  as  to  what  their  effect  would  be. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  Senator's  explanation  is  entirely  sat- 
isfactory to  me. 

I  asked  unanimous  consent  to  have  the  conference  report 
considered.  The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  O'MAHONrrl, 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  (Mr.  Johnson],  and  other  Sen- 
ators objected.  I  judged  from  their  objection  that  they  were 
opposed  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  a  moment? 

Mr.  PFTTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  was  that  the  conference  report  at  this  time  be 
passed  over  until  after  the  adjournment,  and  then  be  taken 
up  for  consideration.  I  had  a  conversation  with  the  Senator 
from  Nevada,  who  probably  wrote  the  provision  In  question 
In  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     No;  I  did  not  write  It. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  myself  have  interpreted  that  provision. 
and  I  think  my  colleague  has  also  interpreted  it,  as  being 
adverse  to  the  interests  of  our  State.  The  report  has  been 
here  for  only  a  few  moments.  I  know  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  expressed  himself  to  me  as  l)elieving  that  the  con- 
Terence  report  really  protected  the  Interests  of  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    He  so  expressed  himself. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  want  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
for  his  courtesy  in  doihf  that.  I  know  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  tried  to  protect  the  interests  of  New  Mexico.  We 
simply  have  a  confusion  of  mind.  Perhaps,  after  all.  there  is 
no  real  difference  between  us. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  There  will  be  no  difference  when  we  get 
through  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  HATCH.  During  the  recess  we  can  consider  this 
matter. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  There  will  be  no  recess  now.  I  shall  go 
downstairs  and  eat,  and  then  come  back  to  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  Senator  has  no  objection,  then,  to  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  reserve  the  right  to  object.  J  wish  to 
say  that  I  am  very  fond  of  both  Senators  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  have  the  same  fondness  for  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  thought  I  was  doing  the  Senators  a  favor 
by  retaining  in  the  measure  a  reference  to  the  project  proposed 
by  him  in  New  Mexico. 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.   The  Senator  from  Nevada  probably  is. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  thought  I  was.  I  have  done  everything 
I  could  to  accommodate  the  Senator.  I  am  willing  to  let  this 
bill  die— I  have  done  everything  I  could  do. 

Mr.   BARKLEY.    Mr.   President,   will   the   Senator    yield 

to  me? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  was  temporarily  absent  from  the  Cham- 
ber when  the  suggestion  was  made  to  allow  the  conference 
report  to  go  over  tmtil  after  the  recess.  The  concurrent 
resolution  has  not  reached  here  from  the  House,  but  it  is 
contemplated  that  we  shall  adjourn  tonight  until  Monday  a 
week.  I  was  wondering  if  any  real  harm  would  come  from 
postponing  consideration  of  the  matter  for  a  week. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  shall  object. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  might  be  a  conference,  and  per- 
haps there  will  be  an  interpretation  of  the  language  that  will 
satisfy  everyone. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  will  say  that  I  have  tried  to  show  the 
Importance  of  the  matter. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  think  I  understand  the  situation 
Mr.  pnTMAN.    There  are  two  Senators  who  are  trying 

to  kill  this  measure,  after  their  Governors 

Mr.  HATCH.    Oh.  Mr.  President.  I  cannot  let  that  state- 
ment pass  unnoticed.    There  Is  no  desire  on  the  part  of  my 
colleague  or  on  my  part  to  kill  this  legislation. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    Oh.  yes.  there  is. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  if  that  Is  the  attitude  of  the 
Senator  from  Nevada,  and  if  he  wants  the  bill  to  die.  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  let  it  die. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.  We  will  let  It  die.  then. 
Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  sympathize  with  the  view 
expressed  by  the  able  Senator  from  Nevada.  I  think  the 
bill  should  be  enacted  into  law  at  an  early  date,  and  I 
sincerely  hope  that  no  condition  will  arise  that  will  be 
regarded  as  an  obstruction  to  the  early  adjustment  of  any 
controversy  with  respect  to  the  measure,  and  that  It  will 
be  enacted  into  law. 

The  PRESIDING   OFFICER.    Is   there  objection   to  th« 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  OTiIahoneyI. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  Is  heard. 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  report. 
Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

Mr.   PITTMAN.    Mr.   President,  I  objected  to   the   sug- 
gestion of  the  Senator,  who  suggested  that  the  matter  go 
over. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  have  made  no  such  suggestion. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    The  report  is  still  before  the  Senate? 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.     The  Senator  objected  to  a  request  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Wyoming? 
Mr.  PITTMAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yielded 
to  me? 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    I   raise  the  question  that   the   Senator 
from  New  Mexico  cannot  yield  except  for  a  question. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  shall  continue  to  raise  that  objection. 
If  the  Senator  wants  to  fight,  let  us  proceed. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  Is  not  the  purpose  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  to  nm  away  from  a  fight. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Go  ahead  and  fight,  then. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  not  speaking  now  with  the  Idea  of 
saying  ansrthlng  contrary  to  what  has  been  said  by  the 
Senator  from  Nevada.  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words.  Pos- 
sibly the  Senator  from  Nevada  will  object. 

Mr.   PITTMAN.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  from  Nevada  knows  that 
there  Is  much  of  interest  in  this  matter.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  wants  to  cooperate  with  the  Senator  from 
Nevada. 

Mr.  PTTTMAN.  The  commission  from  the  Senator's  State 
knows  more  than  he  does. 
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Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  commission  of  my  State  Insisted  that 
we  put  the  amendments  in  the  bill.  The  senior  Senator 
from  Nevada  did  not  attend  the  committee  hearings  one 
(ky.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarrakI  did 
attend  the   committee   hearings,   and   voted  to  insert   the 

amendments.  _.  ..     ^,^ 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Nevada  please  to  do  me  the  coot- 
tesy  of  listening  to  my  request.  The  Senator  from  Nevada 
knows  that  the  committee  hearings  have  not  even  been 
printed  as  yet. 

Mr.  PITTBdAN.    That  is  true. 

Mr  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  from  Nevada  knows  that  this 
report  was  drawn  In  a  hurry.  It  contains  what  the  Senate 
conferees  agreed  to.  In  order  to  obtain  a  copy  to  examine 
its  provisions,  we  have  had  to  go  to  the  desk. 

Mr  President.  I  feel  that  I  am  about  to  make  a  reasonable 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  this  matter  go  over  for  a  week. 

Tlie  PRESroiNO  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  pnTMAN.    I  object. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Under  the  circumstances,  I  tmnK  inai  is 

about  all  I  care  to  say.  ,         .^„ 

Mr.  HATt:H.    Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  only  a  few 

The  amendment  involved  in  this  controversy  was  adopted 
by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation^  and 
deals  solely  and  only  with  a  project  in  New  Mexico.  That  is 
the  whole  subject  of  the  amendment.  It  relates  to  no  waters 
In  any  other  State.  It  does  not  touch  the  waters  of  Colorado, 
or  of  Nevada,  or  of  Wyoming,  or  of  Utah,  or  of  any  of  the 
other  Colorado  River  Basin  States.  These  amentoents  relate 
only  to  the  waters  of  the  San  Juan  River  in  the  State  of  New 

Upon  amendments  offered  by  my  colleague,  the  Junior  Sra- 
ator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  ChavdI.  the  Senate  adopted 
what  the  Senators  from  New  Mexico  wanted  concerning  the 
waters  in  their  own  State.  It  was  very  gracious  of  the  Senate 
to  adopt  those  amendments,  and  we  appreciate  it. 

The  biU  went  to  conference,  and  the  conferees  represent- 
ing other  States  rewrote  the  amendments.  Neither  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  was  on  the  conference  committee.  "The 
majority  of  the  conferees— three  out  of  four— are  from  the 
lower  basin  States.  There  is  one  conferee  from  California, 
one  from  Nevada,  one  from  Arizona,  and  one  from  Colorado. 
The  amendments  relating  to  waters  in  New  Mexico  were 
rewritten    in    the    language    of    California,    Nevada,    and 

Arizona.  .        .  , .« 

Mr  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr'  HATCH.    I  shaU  be  delighted  to  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  Senator's  Inference  was  that  I  had 
been  influenced  by  California. 

Mr  HATCH.  Not  at  all.  I  made  no  inference.  I  made 
my  statement  as  plain  as  I  knew  how  to  make  it.  and  i 
make  It  again.  I  said  that  the  conference  report  deaUng 
with  waters  in  New  Mexico  was  not  written  by  New  Mexico 

Senators.  ^        .  .. 

B4r  PITTMAN.    Is  that  what  the  Senator  said? 
Mr*.  HATCH.    I  said  it  was  written  in  the  language  of  CaU- 

fomia,  Nevada,  and  Arizona.  ....      i.    .^w  ♦  t 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Did  the  Senator  mean  to  Intimate  that  l 
was  influenced  in  the  conference  by  California? 

Mr  HATt:H  No:  I  do  not  intimate  that  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  was  speaking  for  California  at  all.  I  do  not  Intimate 
anything  I  would  not  make  that  statement,  because  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  really  thought  he  was  conserving 
and  protecting  the  waters  of  New  Mexico.  However,  it  top- 
pens  that  the  Senators  from  New  Mexico  do  not  agree  with 
the  distribution  and  division  of  waters  in  New  Mexico  as  writ- 
ten by  California.  Nevada,  and  Arizona. 

If  the  conferees  had  thought  the  amendments  offerwi  by 
my  coUeague  and  adopted  by  the  Senate  were  unjust.  If  the 
House  had  refused  to  agree  to  them,  they  might  have  been 
enUrely  eliminated:  but  in  rewriting  the  amendment.  I  sul>- 
mit  that  in  a  matter  affecting  the  waters  of  one's  own  State, 
and  no  other  State,  the  Senators  from  that  State  ought  to 


have  something  to  say  about  it.  The  only  opiwrtunity  we  mm 
have  to  reach  the  question  at  all  is  for  the  Senate  to  defeat 
Se  co^e^n^e  report,  because  the  or^thlng  to  be  considered 
relates  to  waters  In  New  Mexico.  The  Senators  from  New 
Mexico  are  not  satisfied  with  the  provision. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  the  conference  report  should 
be  rejected  I  do  not  say  that  with  any  desire  to  kill  the  blU. 
Let  it  be  returned  to  the  conferees,  and  let  them  again 
take  up  their  labors  and  try  to  preserve  the  Senate  amend- 
ments.  If  they  cannot  do  so.  if  the  House  wiU  not  agree,  then 
let  them  bring  back  another  bill;  but  do  not  turn  over  the 
waters  of  New  Mexico  to  the  Commissioner  of  Reclamation, 
as  the  conference  report  does,  and  deprive  the  Senators  ofttiat 
State  of  the  opportunity  of  having  a  single,  solitary  word  to 
say  about  how  those  waters  shall  go. 

Mr  President.  I  am  ready  for  the  vote  to  be  taken. 

Mr  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  having  signed  the  conference 
report,  I  feel  that  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  been 
a  little  inaccurate  in  his  statement. 

The  first  thing  that  is  sought  to  be  divided  Is  the  njjney 
which  comes  from  the  Boulder  project  operations.  There 
Is  a  certain  sum  derived  in  a  certain  way,  which  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  upper-basin  States.    That  is  the  thing  that  is 

to  be  divided. 
Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Certainly. 

Mr  HATCH.  I  make  no  point  of  that,  because  that  was  a 
matter  in  which  the  other  States  were  interested.  If  the 
matter  goes  back  to  the  conferees,  and  the  conferees  say  what 
should  be  done  in  that  connection,  I  say  that  is  a  matter 
about  which  all  the  conferees  have  something  to  say;  but  the 
point  I  make  is  that  they  approved  the  report  which  relates 
to  the  waters  in  New  Mexico  and  the  establishment  of  our 

project.  -.        ^      , 

Mr  ADAMS.    The  Senator  said  that  it  affected  only  waters 

in  New  Mexico.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  State  of  Colorado  Is 

involved  in  this  particular  amendment.    The  amendment  is 

drawn  with  the  purpose  of  protecUng  the  Colorado  interests. 

That  Is.  the  water  which  would  be  used  for  this  project  arises 

substantiaUy  in  Colorado.    You  do  have  floods  in  Canyon 

Largo,  I  know,  at  times,  because  they  washed  out  a  ranch  I 

had  down  there. 

Mr  HATCH.  Let  us  not  have  any  confusion  between  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  and  me  about  the  division  of  the 
water.    Let  us  not  get  that  point  mixed  up. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  simply  wanted  to  make  clear  the  situation 
that  what  was  sought  to  be  done  was  to  work  out  a  distribu- 
tion of  funds.  That  Is  the  fundamental  thing  in  the  bill. 
The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  which  Is 
xmder  discussion,  specified  a  particular  project  in  New  Mex- 
ico—the only  project,  as  I  gathered,  which  is  available  in  New 
Mexico  from  these  waters.. 

Mr  HATCH.    The  only  one  that  could  be  built. 

Mr  ADAMS.  The  only  one  that  could  be  built.  I  think 
the  intentions  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  have  been  mis- 
understood. I  think  the  Senator  stated  that  if  this  project 
should  prove  to  be  infeasible— I  think  that  is  the  term  he 

used 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  could  suggest  a  better  term. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Wait  a  minute.    Who  determines  whether 


or  not  It  Is  infeasible?  ^  ^^    ^ ^ 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  should  say  the  chairman  of  the  Foreign 

Relations  Committee. 

Mr.  pmMAN.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  bill  provides  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  determine  It. 

Mr  ADAMS.  But  if  in  fact  the  project  is  not  feasible, 
then  the  provision  of  the  conference  report  applies  to  New 
Mexico.  The  same  thing  applies  to  every  State.  If  projects 
in  other  States  are  found  not  to  be  feasible,  moneys  which 
have  been  allocated  to  those  States  should  go  into  thls.fund 
Which  is  to  be  divided  and  is  again  to  be  divided.  TUe  un- 
fortunate physical  fact  that  aflTects  New  Mexico  is  that  if 
this  project  is  not  feasible,  they  are  confronted  with  a  great 
difficulty  as  to  what  they  are  going  to  do;  and  I  do  not  assume 
that  the  State  of  New  Mexico  feel  that  they  should  have  the 
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fund  to  cash  to  do  what  they  please  with.    That  Is.  it  was 
a  fund  for  the  development  of  the  water  of  the  Colorado 

River  Basin. 

Mr.  HATCH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3rield  at  that 

POtot?  ^      ,         _  , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 
Mr.  ADAMS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  desire  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
that  he  has  correctly  explained  the  physical  situation:  but 
we  do  not  want,  in  New  Mexico.  In  the  case  of  our  one  lone 
project— and  there  Is  Just  one  UtUe  project  there,  on  the 
San  Juan  River— to  say  that  we  will  give  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Reclamation  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  the  sole 
power  of  determining  whether  or  not  that  project  is  feasible, 
and  if  they  say  it  is  not  feasible  then  we  are  Just  out. 
.  .  Mr.  ADAMS.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  a  question?  Of 
course,  if  the  project  in  fact  is  not  feasi'ole,  the  consequences 
are  inevitable. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  consequences  are  inevitable,  with  tnis 
exception:  The  Commissioner  of  Reclamation  might  say. 
"From  a  Federal  standpoint  this  project  cannot  be  built  as 
a  Federal  reclamation  project":  but  the  SUte  of  New  Mexico 
might  say.  "We  have  $10,000,000  that  we  will  put  into  the 
project  with  the  fund  that  comes  from  this  other  source, 
and  we  will  build  the  project." 

Mr.  ADAMS.  If  an  amendment  were  made  in  such  form 
that  the  project  would  not  be  feasible  with  the  share  of 
New  Mexico  and  other  funds  that  might  be  contributed  from 

any  other  source 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield,  I 
want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  and  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  that  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  not 
any  doubt  at  all  that  if  this  matter  can  go  over  for  a  week, 
we  can  agree  on  satisfactory  language. 
:    Mr.  PITTMAN.    Why? 

Mr.  HATCH.    That  will  remove 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  still  ask  the  question.  "Why"? 
Mr.  HATCH.    If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  will  say 
ttiat  it  will  remove  any  objection  he  may  have  or  we  may 
have. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    The  conference  report  cannot  be  changed. 
Mr.  HATCH.    This  is  new  language  which  has  Just  been 
written,  late  this  afternoon.    I  have  not  any  doubt  that  the 
Senator  from  Colorado,  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  and  my 
colleague  can  get  together  next  week  or  the  week  after  and 
write  language  that  will  be  perfectly  satisfactory  to  every- 
body and  protect  the  rights  of  everyone. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Of  course,  I  am  interested,  as  the  Senator 
knows.  We  have  this  problem  in  the  upper-basin  States.  We 
have  a  certain  amount  of  water  allocated  to  us  by  the 
Boulder  compact.  We  have  never  attempted  to  distribute 
that  water.  We  have  a  certain  sum  of  money,  and  the  prob- 
lem is  as  to  an  equitable  distribution  of  the  fimd.  We  have 
reached  the  first  point  of  division;  and.  using  the  term  that 
has  been  used  here,  it  is  very  infeasible  for  us  to  fall  out  over 
this  division  and  lose  the  opportimity  to  get  the  fund. 

»4r.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado yield? 
Mr.  ADAMS.    Yes. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Has  the  Senator  from  Colorado  any  doubt 
that  we  could  work  out  this  language  as  I  suggested? 
v  I  think  the  Senator  from  Colorado  understands  the  situa- 
\tion  perfectly.  TlJe  Senators  from  New  Mexico  would  be 
entirely  willing  to  enter  into  any  sort  of  negotiations  or  any 
way  to  work  out  the  matter  that  would  be  possible;  but  we 
do  iK>t  want  to  be  in  the  attitude  of  being  forced  here  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  to  take  this  or  nothing.  I  know  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  does  not  want  to  do  that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Millxr  In  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference  report.  [Put- 
ting the  question.]  The  Chair  is  in  doubt.  Those  in  favor 
of  agreeing  to  the  conference  report  will  rise.  [After  a  pause.] 
Those  opposed  to  agreeing  to  the  conference  report  will  rise. 
[A  pause.l 
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Mr  HATCH.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr  BONE  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  withhold  the 
point*  of  no  quorum  while  I  make  appUcaUon  to  place  some- 
thing in  the  Record?  ,         „ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  Withhold  the  call  for  a  quorum  untU  the  Senator 
from  Washington  can  submit  his  request? 

Mr.  HATCH.     I  do.  

OPPOSITION  TO  MUNICIPAL  OVSTNXRSHIP  OF  PtTBLIC  um-ITIXS 

Mr  BONE.  Mr.  President,  upon  previous  occasions  I  have 
asked  consent  to  insert  In  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks copies  of  letters  which  I  had  written  to  constituenU 
in  the  State  of  Washington  about  a  controversy  being  car- 
ried on  in  that  State  affecUng  public  power  development, 
and  an  attack  upon  this  pubUc  power  development  which  is 
being  carried  on  in  connection  with  the  federally  owned 
power  plants  in  the  SUte.  I  ask  consent  at  this  time  that 
the  two  letters  which  I  send  to  the  desk  be  incorporated  in 
and  made  part  of  my  remarks.    These  are  letters  Nos.  4  and  5. 

There  being  no  objecUon.  the  letters  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Lrrrut  No.  4  oh  IimTATiv*  139 

Untth)  8tat«s  Sknatk, 
CoMKrrm  on  Patthtb. 

Dear  Prieot:  I  have  been  publicly  chaUenged  by  a  spokesman 
for  the  Let  the  People  Vote  League,  sponsor  of  initiative  139,  to 
quote  any  statement  of  the  league  that  U  a  distortion  of  the 
mith  It  wUl  be  recalled,  from  my  three  prevtoua  letters,  that 
this  so-called  league  Is  a  propaganda  agency  of  the  private  power 
companies.  These  companies,  through  initiative  139.  are  trying 
to  impose  on  public-utility  districts  restrictions  that  would  pre- 
vent them  from  functioning. 

I  accept  the  league  challenge,  and  give  on  this  page  samples  oi 
false  assertions  the  league  has  made  In  advertising  maUed  to 
voters  throughout  the  State.  Side  by  side  with  the  leagues  state- 
menU  I  quote  passages  from  the  State  constitution  and  our 
SUte  supreme  court's  decisions.  The  public  can  decide  which  to 
loeiieve — the  league  or  the  law.  the  league  or  the  supreme  court. 

THE  LEACTTE  VERSI^S  THE  LAW 

The  league  says:  "P.  U.  D.  commissioners  can  now  mcur  tm- 
limited  public  debt  without  yotir  approval." 

The  State  constituUon  says:  "No  cotmty  •  •  •  or  other 
mimiclpal  corporation  shall,  for  any  purpose,  become  mdebted 
m  any  manner  to  an  amoiint  exceeding  If^  percent  of  the  taxable 
property  in  such  county  •  •  •  or  other  municipal  corpora- 
tion without  the  assent  of  tliree-flftha  of  the  voters 
therein     •     •     •" 

The  league  says:  "P.  U.  D.  commissioners  can  •  •  •  issue 
revenue  bonds  •  •  •"  which  "constitute  a  public  debt  which 
the  people  must  pay." 

The  State  supreme  court  says:  "     •     •     •     All  obligations  aris- 
ing from  the  acquisition,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  the  utll- 
Itly  must  be  met  from  its  revenue,  and.  In  any  event,  by  no  action 
of  the  city  or  Its  officers  can  the  burden  be  shifted  to  the  shotil-  - 
ders  of  the  taxpayers     •      •      •." 

To  demonstrate  further  how  far  from  the  facts  and  the  law  the 
league  goes  in  its  assertions,  I  have  obtained  the  following  opinion 
from  the  State's  attorney  general,  Mr.  Smith  Troy: 

"A  utility  or  a  revenue  bond  is  an  obligation  against  the  revenue 
of  the  utility  and  can  only  be  paid  from  other  than  ttiat  source 
with  a  special  vote  or  authorization  of  the  taxing  district.  The 
courts  of  our  State  have  maintained  this  rule  continuously  since 
the  question  has  first  been  raised." 

Faced  with  such  proof,  spokesmen  for  the  league  now  retreat  to 
a  hitherto  xmheard  of  definition  of  "public  debt."  They  have  been 
asserting  that  P  U.  D.  revenue  bonds  are  a  general  tax  obligation. 
Now  they  admit  that  is  not  so,  but  assert — and  1  quote — that  "they 
constitute  public  debt  Just  as  surely  as  general  obligation  bonds, 
since  all  utility  users  In  such  projects  must  pay  their  power  and 
water  bills  monthly  or  have  their  service  cut  off." 

By  exactly  the  same  reasoning,  the  people  sboxild  have  the  r'.ght 
to  vote  on  securities  of  every  private  power  company.  To  make 
this  particular  point  more  clear,  suppose  the  spokesmen  for  the 
league  had  said  in  their  advertising: 

"Prtvate  power  company  stocks  and  bonds  constitute  public  debt 
Just  as  surely  as  general  obligation  bonds,  since  all  utility  visers  In 
such  companies  mtist  pay  their  power  and  water  bills  monthly  or 
have  their  service  cut  off." 

Of  covirse.  the  Let  the  People  Vote  League  In  framing  Initiative 
139  was  cute  enough  not  to  employ  this  sort  of  argiunent  and 
attempt  to  apply  it  to  prtvate  power  companies  as  well  as  public 
systems.  Securities  of  both  are  in  exactly  the  same  pocitlon:  both 
kinds  of  securttles  are  payable  by  the  actual  users  of  utility 
services  and  are  not  payable  by  taxation.  But  In  Its  anxiety  to 
klU  public  power  development  the  league  Is  forced  to  use  this 
utterly  Illogical  argiunent. 

This  league  Is  not  really  Interested  In  3rour  right  to  vote,  or  It 
would  now  be  fighting  to  give  you  a  vote  en  prtvate  power  com- 
pany   securities    and    franchlaea.     The    league's    real   purpose — the 


ptirpoae  for  which  It  was  set  up  by  the  prtvate  power  companies — 
Is  to  put  public-utUlty  dlstrtcts  out  of  business. 

The  league  so  far  has  not  attempted  to  refute  with  proof  my 
declaration  that  it  Is  a  fake  ocganlzatlon.  It  has  not  produced 
any  statement  of  where  and  when  it  was  organlEed;  who  are  its 
members:   and  where  Its  money  comes  ftom. 

C  C  DIU.  Ervln  E.  King,  the  master  of  the  State  Orange,  om 
Congressmen,  and  other  men  you  know  and  can  trust,  have  told 
you  the  truth  about  this  Initiative.  You  don't  know  what  the 
league  Is  or  what  reliance  you  can  place  on  its  statemenU.  Play 
safe.     As  the  league  says:   "I>o«i't  be  misled." 

Vote  "no"  on  Initiative  139. 

Youn  ilncercly. 

RoMza  T.  BoivB. 

This  letter  has  been  prtnted  to  the  Conobewiomal  Rxcoko.  and 

to  a  part  thereof. 

Lrtes  No.  6  on  iHrrxATtvE  130 

UKTriD  States  Senat*. 
CoMMrrTEE  on  Patents. 
Dbab  Peiend:  In  the  Interert  of  national  defense  "the  Ume  has 
eome  "  says  a  private  power  company  advertisement  In  our  State, 
"to  call  off  the  war  between  public  and  private  power." 

Pine"  Excellent!  Let's  call  it  off.  and  as  a  first  step — all,  of 
eourae.  In  the  interest  of  naUonal  defense— the  private  power  com- 
panies should  immediately  dlaaolve  their  sham  Let  the  People  Vote 
League  and  abandon  their  efforts  to  crtpple  publlc-utUlty  dlstrtcts 
through  passage  of  Inltlatlte  138. 

Prom  now  on  every  private  power  attempt  to  gouge  the  public 
wlU  be  cloaked  in  the  magic  words  -^latlonal  defen.se"  Electric 
Bond  &  Share  Co..  Wall  Street  holding  company  which  controls 
terse  power  system*  to  our  State.  Is  seeking  to  avoid  compliance 
with  a  Federal  law  by  pleading  that  it  is  engaged  with  problems  of 
naUonal  defense.  I  am  for  real  national  defense  and  lots  of  It,  but 
Cas  waving  for  commercUl  purposes  is  hardly  good  sportsmanship. 
And  now  back  to  Initiative  139.  This  trtck  bill  Is  so  worded  that 
It  would  in  practice,  prevent  public-utility  districts  from  financing 
their  operations.  Thus  It  would  put  them  out  of  business,  which 
to  exacUy  what  the  iwlvate  power  oon^janles  planned  when  they 

Bxperlence  In  our  SUte  shows  the  requirements  of  No  139  are 
Impoiialble  to  meet.  Thto  bUl  «pecifles  that  tlie  total  vote  at  a 
aimelal  bond  election  must  exceed  60  percent  of  that  cast  at  the 
nreoedlng  general  election.  It  has  been  found  that  special  bond 
riectlonTdo  not  attract  half  as  many  voters  as  cast  ballot.  In  gen- 
eral elections  Private  power  companies  are  trying  to  capltailae 
the  apathy  ovw  apedal  elections  to  destroy  the  u«fulne»  of  our 

*^  C^ld'^?^hU  ^ical  case.  On  November  21,  1933.  Spokane 
voters  went  to  the  polls  to  approve  or  disapprove  six  bond  issues. 
The  merit  of  the  issues  U  unimportant  here:  The  point  is  that  a 
majotltv  of  thom  voting  approved  the  bonds,  but  the  total  vote 
wasleas  than  60  peroeut  of  the  voU  cast  at  the  preceding  general 
election.  .   i 

The  flgurea: 

All  votes  cast  on  1983  bond  Issue 24, 057 

Total  vote  cast  In  1932  election «,  X^i 

Total  vote  essential  under  No.  139 ».  •9'' 

In  Spokane  It  has  been  found  so  impossible  to  obtain  the  neces- 
sary votes  at  bond  elections  that  no  bond  Issue  has  been  placed 
on  the  ballot  since  193«.  Yet  Spokane  has  for  years  Issued  utility 
revenue  bonds,  payable  out  of  water  revenues,  and  the  courts  have 
sustained  such  action.  Spokane  and  other  cities  have  a  privilege 
that  the  Let  the  People  Vote  League  now  seeks  to  take  away  only 
from  publlc-utUlty  dlstrtcts.  ApparenUy  the  power  companies  are 
afraid  to  tackle  the  cities  Just  yet.  but  If  InltUtlve  139  goes 
through,  we  may  expect  similar  action  against  the  cities. 

Thli  Initiative  places  a  premium  upon  not  voting,  despite  the 
specious  slogan  "Let  the  people  vote."  Those  who  oppose  the 
operations  of  a  piibllc-utiUty  dlstrtct  can  make  their  opposition 
more  effective  by  staying  away  from  the  polls  than  by  voting  "no." 
To  Ulustrate.  suppoee  100.000  voted  at  last  general  election; 
60  001  votes  would  be  needed  at  P.  U.  D.  bond  election:  60.000 
••yes"  votes  would  be  Insufficient;  one  "no"  vote  added  would 
validate  bonds.  By  staying  away  from  the  polls,  one  person  could 
defeat  the  unanimous  will  of  50.000  persons:  whereas  thousands 
of  voters  going  to  the  polls  and  voting  "no  "  would  Insure  passage 
of  bond  iBfue. 

In  addition  to  such  lopsided  requirements.  Initiative  139  con- 
tains 12  trtck  words  that  might  be  Interpreted  as  requiring  a 
three-fifths  majority  to  validate  P.  U.  D.  bonds.  These  words  are 
as  foUows:  "Or  by  such  greater  percentage  vote  as  may  be  re- 
qtiired  by  the  constitution."  This  refers  to  arUcle  8.  section  6, 
which  provides  for  a  three-fifths  vote. 

Analysis  of  this  tricky  Initiative,  as  well  as  examination  of 
the   Let    the    People    Vote    League    that    sponsors    It,    reveals   the 

dubious  nattire  of  the  whole  campaign  to  put  over  this  bUl.     

Is  It  not  good  sense  to  support  the  weU -known  and  honored 
State  Orange  In  Its  fight  against  this  UUtlatlve  139,  rather  than 
support  the  questionable  activities  of  a  league  about  which  few 
know  anything  and  which  has  suddenly  tiimed  up  with  a  pocket 
full  of  money  to  "protect"  our  citizens  against  some   vague  and 

tmdeflncd  peril?  „      .   ,., 

When  in  doubt  about  the  deelrabnity  of  such  a  peculiar  initia- 
tive measure  as  this  one.  the  safe  thing  to  do  U  to  vote  against  it. 


If  the  algnets  of  the  Initiative  petition  are  now  to  doubt  as  to  Its 
valldft^and  honesty,  the  wife  Uilng  to  do  is  to  wltbdraw  their 
Signatures. 

Tounj  sincerely.  ^^^^  ^  g^„ 

KBSSAGB  FSOM  THX  HOnSK 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Chaf- 
fee announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to  the  report  ol 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  toe 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  biu 
(H.  R.  9007)  making  appropriaUons  for  the  Department  ol 
Labor  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  independent 
agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1941,  and  for  otHer 
purpwses. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  each  of  the  f  oUowing  bills 
of  the  House: 

H.  R.  6328.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs  Administrative  Act 
of  1938  (U.  S.  C,  1934  edition.  Supp.  IV.  title  19,  sec.  1001,  par. 

1529  (a) ) ;  and  _, 

H.  R.  7736.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  isoue  patents  for  lands  held  under  color  of  title. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  sever- 
ally agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  following 
bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  7865.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  for  the  regulation  oi 
the  practice  of  dentistry  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
the  protection  of  the  people  from  empiricism  In  relation 
thereto,  approved  Jime  6.  1892,  and  acts  amendatory  thereof; 

H.  R.  8285.  An  act  to  Umit  the  importation  of  articles,  prod- 
ucts, and  minerals  produced,  processed,  or  mined  under  process 
covered  by  outstanding  United  States  patents;  to  define  unfair 
trade  practices  in  certain  instances,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8692.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  to  regulate  the  practice 
of  podiatry  in  the  District  of  Columbia:  and 

H.  R.  9791.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Unem- 
ployment Compensation  Act. 

EKBOLLEO  BILLS  AND  JOllTT  RESOLUTIOW 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the  Speaker  had  affixed 
his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  Joint  reso- 
lution: 

H.  R.  8202.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  10039.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national 
preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  pro- 
vide a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; and  _.  .1        * 

H.J. Res. 544.  Joint  resolution  making  appropriations  for 
work  relief  and  reUef  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941. 

BOITLDEH  DAM — CONFERENCE   REPORT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9877)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate 
and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated 
at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the  application  of  revenues 
from  said  project,  authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder 
power  plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or  through  agents, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
What  is  the  parliamentary  situation? 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton [Mr.  Bone]  has  asked  and  obtained  unanimous  consent 
to  insert  certain  correspondence  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  pnTMAN.    What  was  the  result  of  the  division? 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico made  the  point  of  order  of  no  quonun,  and  the  Chair 
asked  him  if  he  would  withhold  that  point  \mtil  the  Senator 
from  Washington  could  state  his  request  for  unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    If  the  Senator  withheld  it,  it  is  all  right. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  was  withholding  the  point  of  no  quorum 
for  that  purpose. 
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The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.    The   Chair   had   not   an- 
nounced the  vote.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  withhold  his  suggestion  a  moment? 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 
Mr   McCARRAN.    Must  not  the  Chair  decide  the  result 
of  a  question  of  division?    Division  was  called  for  and  the 
Chair  was  called  upon  to  decide. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    A  point  of  order  was  made. 
Mr  McCARRAN.    A  point  of  no  quonmi  was  made  before 
the  Chair  announced  the  decision.    Can  a  point  of  no  quorum 
intervene  between  an  aye-and-nay  vote  and  the  statement  of 
the  result? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Chair  to  withhold  the  decision  on  the  vote,  which  the 
Chair  did.  and  the  point  of  order  was  entertained. 

Mr  McCARRAN.  If  that  be  true,  of  course  I  will  abide 
by  the  decision  of  the  Chair.  But  my  understanding  is 
that  when  division  is  called  for  the  Chair  must  note  the 
numerical  standing  on  the  division.    I  may  be  wrong. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  would  be  true  except 
for  the  point  of  order  of  no  quorum  being  made.     When 

the  point  of  order  of  no  quonmi  is  made 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    My  recollection  is  that  the  point  of  no 
quorum   cannot   be   made   during  the   pendency  of  a  vote. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Chair  made  a  notation 
of  the  vote,  but  without  announcing  it.  because  of  the  in- 
tervention of  the  point  of  order. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  The  point  of  order  of  no  quorum  of 
course  automatically  requires  a  roU  call,  but  the  Chair  asked 
the  Senator  to  withhold  the  point  until  the  Senator  from 
Washington  could  insert  something  in  the  Record,  and  that 
was  done.  So,  I  presume,  when  the  matter  is  inserted  in  the 
Record,  the  point  of  no  quorum  automatically  comes  up,  if  the 
Senator  renews  it. 

Mr.  HATCH.    The  Senator  Intended  to  renew  it. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  still  insist  on  my  point  of  order. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  point  of  order  is  over- 
ruled.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    A  point  of  order. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    A  point  cf  order.  : 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  roll  will  be  called. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  was  on  my  feet  insisting  on  a  point 

of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  My  point  of  order  is  that  when  a  viva 
voce  vote  has  been  taken  and  then  a  standing  vote,  on  divi- 
sion has  been  called,  and  the  Chair  has  not  announced  the 
decision  on  the  division  vote,  he  must  announce  it  before 
a  roll  call  can  be  insisted  upon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  advised  that  it 
Is  the  universal  practice  of  the  Senate,  without  any  question, 
that  when  a  pwint  of  order  is  made  of  no  quorum  that 
suspends  proceedings  relating  to  the  matter  under  consid- 
eration. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.      I  have  made  the  pomt  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  point  of  order  is  over- 
ruled. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Then  I  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 

Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is.  Shall  the 
decision  of  the  Chair  stand  as  the  judgment  of  the  Senate? 
I  Putting  the  question.  1  In  the  opinion  of  the  Chair,  the 
"ayes"  have  it. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  in  order  that  we  might  have 
some  order  and  some  understanding.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  point  of  no  quonmi  be  withdrawn  without  any 
prejudice^ 

Mr.  PnTMAN.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 
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The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  foUowing  Sen- 
ators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Ashvirst 

BaUey 

Bankhead 

Barbour 

BarUey 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Brown 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Cbandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Danaher 

DavU 


Donahey 

Downey 

Ellender 

George 

Gerry 

GlUette 

Green 

Oxiffey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill  ' 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

King 


La  Folletta 

Lee 

Lodge 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

McKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

lillller 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

Olklahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Raddlffe 


Beed 
Reynolds 

Rxissell 

Sch  warts 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Shlpstead 

Smith 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Townsend 

Trun^an 

Tydlngs 

Vandenbers 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

WhlU 

WUey 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quonmi  is  present. 

APPROPRUTIONS  FOR  THE  DEPARTMENT  OP  LABOR.  FEDERAL  SECURITY 
AGENCY,  ETC. — CONFERENCE   REPORT 

Mr.  McKELLAR  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  ^o*«^  o' ^^«  *T? 
Houses  on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  «"»<"  ^• 
9007)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Labor,  tne 
Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  independent  agencies,  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  reconamend  ana 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  foUows:  .  --    -- 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  ito  amendments  numbered  30.  37. 

38.  and  39.  ^      ^  j     « >*.  <4i. 

Amendment  numbered  35:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  35.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Restore  the  matter 
stricken  out  by  said  amendment,  and  at  the  end  of  the  matter  so 
restored  insert  the  following:  ":  Provided  further.  That  this  sec- 
tion shall  not  apply  to  positions  In  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps 
outside  the  District  of  Columbia";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 

same. 

Kennxth  MrKELLAa. 

Richard  B.  Rtrssixi-, 

Pat  McCahban. 

J.  H.  Bankhcao. 

Joseph  C.  CMahontt, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate, 

M.     C.     TABV¥K, 

John  M.  Houston, 
Harrt  R.  Sheppard, 
BcTLER   B.    Hars, 

AL3ZRT   J.   ENGEL, 

Managera  on  the  part  of  the  House, 
The  report  was  agreed  to. 

AMENDMENT  OF  FEDERAL  RESERVE  ACT 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  by  direction  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Currency,  I  report  back  favorably  from 
that  committee  without  amendment  the  bill  (H.  R.  10127), 
to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act.  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  bill  and  that  the  pending  business  be 
temporarily  laid  aside  for  that  purpose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider thfe  bill  (H.  R.  10127).  to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act.  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  read  the  first  time 
by  its  title  and  the  second  time  at  length,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  subsection  (e)  of  section  14  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  at  the  end  of 
the  first  sentence  thereof  the  words  "for  such  foreign  correspond- 
ents or  agencies",  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  words  "for 
foreign  banks  and  bankers,  and  for  foreign  states  and  govern- 
ments, agencies,  and  instrumentalities  thereof". 

Sec.  2.  Section  25  (b)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  la  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  paragraph  reading  as  follows: 

"Whenever  any  Federal  Reserve  bank  has  received  from  a  for- 
eign state  recognized  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or 
from  a  central  bank  of  any  such  state,  or  holds  or  controls  any 
property  In  which  such  a  foreign  state  or  a  central  bank  thereof 
has.  or  may  have,  any  Interest  and  a  state  of  war  or  Instirrectlon 
exists  In  such  foreign  state  or  the  laws,  orders,  or  regulations  of 
the  United  States  Impose  controls  or  restrictions  by  licensing 
arrangement  or  otherwise  on  the  export  of.  or  dealing  In.  property 


X 


In  the  United  States  belonging  to  such  foreign  state  or  central 
bank,  payment,  transfer,  delivery,  or  other  dUposal  of  such  prop- 
erty to  or  upon  the  order  of  the  person  who  the  representative  of 
such   foreign   state   duly   accredited   to   the   Government   of   the 
United  SUtes  shall  certify  to  the  SecreUry  of  SUte  has  authority 
to    receive,   control,    dispose    of.   or    otherwise    exercise    dominion 
over  such  property,  provided  and  so  long  as  the  Secretary  of  State 
recognizes  and   accepu   the   authority  so   certified   to   him.   shall 
beconcluslvely  presumed  to  be  lawful  and  shall  constitute  a  com- 
plete discharge  and  release  of  any  liability  for  or  with  respect  to 
such   property.     The   Federal  Reserve   bank   shaU   not   be   subject 
to  any  claim  or  UabUlty  In  any  court  by  way  of  suit,  counterclaim, 
set-off    recoupment,  or  other  affirmative  action  or  defense  in  its 
own  name  or  In  the  name  of  any  of  its  officers,  agenU.  or  em- 
ployees, as  a  consequence  of  any  action  which  it  takes  in  accord- 
ance with  thU  paragraph.     No  court  shall,  at  the  instigation  of 
any  third  party,  by  attachment.  Uijxinctlon.  or  other  similar  pro- 
ceeding   in  any  way,  dlrecUy  or  Indirectly,  restrain  or  prevent  a 
Federal    Reserve   bank    from    making    any    payment     transfer,    de- 
livery, or  other  disposal  of  property  herein  referred  to      For  the 
purposes    of    this    paragraph,    the   term    'property     shaU    include, 
without  llmltaUon.  gold.  sUver.  currency.  credlU.  deposits    secu- 
rities  choees  In  action,  and  any  other  form  of  property,  the  pro- 
ceeds thereof,  and  any  right,  title,  or  Interest  therein;  the  term 
foreign  state"  shaU  Include,  without  limitation,  any  foreign  gov- 
ernment or  any  department,  district,  province,  co^^^J-  P^^^V''!: 
or  other  similar  governmental  organization  or  subdivision  of  a 
foreign   government,   and   any   agency   or   instrumentality   of   any 
such   foreign  government  or  of  any  such  organization  or  subdi- 
vision:   the   term   'central  bank'   shall    include   any   foreign   bank 
or  banker  which  perlorms  any  one  or  more  of  the  functions  of  a 
central  bank:   and  the  term    person'  shall  include,  without  limi- 
tation, any  corporation,  partnership,  association,  or  other  simUar 
organization." 

Mr.  BROWN.  The  bill  was  unanimously  favorably  reported 
by  the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  of  the  Senate  this 
morning  It  was  unanimously  reported  out  by  the  Banking 
and  Currency  Committee  of  the  House  yesterday  and  was 
passed  by  the  House  today. 

Briefly  the  bill  deals  u1th  deposits  of  foreign  governments 
and  foreign  banks,  central  banks.  Government  banks,  par- 
ticularly in  countries  that  are  in  a  distressed  condition  be- 
cause of  the  war.  It  permits  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  to 
transfer  the  deposits  upon  their  books,  upon  the  certificate, 
request,  or  demand  of  a  person  designated  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  of  the  United  States. 

Applying  it  to  a  practical  situation,  the  Secretary  of  State 
determines  who  is  the  accredited  representative  of  a  govern- 
ment of  a  foreign  nation  with  respect  to  the  control  of  the 
deposits  of  that  nation  in  our  Federal  Reserve  banks.  It  does 
nothing  more  than  that.  But  incidental  to  that,  it  takes  away 
from  any  foreign  government  any  right  It  may  have  had  to 
come  into  our  courts  to  obtain  an  injunction  or  other  legal 
relief,  and  makes  the  determination  of  our  Secretary  of  State 
final  as  to  who  Is  in  control  of  that  deposit. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BROWN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  I  was 
compelled  to  leave  the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  this 
morning  by  reason  of  duties  in  connection  with  a  conference 
committee.  Does  the  measure  protect  the  Federal  Resen'e 
banks  in  making  pa>Tnents  to  any  foreign  government,  or 
the  central  bank  of  any  foreign  government,  provided  the 
payments  were  made  to  the  individual  who  is  recognized 
by  the  Secretary  of  State,  as  representing  that  government. 
Mr.  BROWN.    Yes. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    It  gives  to  the  Secretary  of  State  the  right  to 
determine,  so  far  as  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  are  concerned, 
the  person  who  shall  be  recognized  as  the  representative  of 
the  foreign  government  or  the  central  bank? 
Mr.  BROWN.    Yes. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  My  inquiry  is  based  on  this  fact.  There  are 
the  funds  of  foreign  nations,  there  are  the  funds  of  central 
banks  deposited  in  national  and  State  banks.  Why  Is  it  not 
possible  to  furnish  to  privately  owned  banks  protection  equal 
to  that  which  is  furnished  by  this  measure  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  banks?  It  seems  to  me  that  when  the  Secretary  of 
State  says  that  Count  So-and-So  is  the  representative  of  a 
certain  foreign  government,  the  Secretary  of  the  State  has 
X)erformed  his  funcUon,  and  then  the  Federal  Reserve  bank 
is  Justified  in  making  payments  to  him,  because  he  is  the 
accredited  representative.  The  accredited  representaUve 
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having  been  established,  why  might  we  not  permit  the  First 
National  Bank  cf  New  York,  or  some  other  naUonal  or  State 
bank,  to  make  payments  of  funds  on  deposit  with  them  from 
a  foreign  nation,  or  a  central  bank,  and  have  the  same  pro- 
tection? That  is.  it  is  sought  to  avoid  controversy  which 
might  involve  liability  upon  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  by 
representaUves  of  two  facUons  In  a  foreign  government 
making  claims  for  funds,  by  saying  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  shall  be  the  final  determining  factor.  I  am  wondering 
if  we  could  not  protect  other  banks  which  would  be  in  the 

same  dilemma.  ^^^  ,  »,«.,ij 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  think  we  could,  and  I  think  we  shouia. 
I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado  that  if  he  had  been 
at  the  committee  meeting,  and  had  presented  the  matter  in 
the  maimer  in  which  he  has  now  presented  It,  I  think  an 
amendment  along  that  line  could  have  been  adopted. 

The  practical  situation  is  that  the  bill  as  originaUy  intro- 
duced was  not  satisfactory  to  the  Senate  committee,  as  the 
Senator  weU  knows  from  the  two  meetings  we  had.  We 
completely  revised  the  bill,  with  the  assistance  of  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  counsel,  and  the  legislative  counsel,  and  sent 
the  bill  to  the  House.  The  House  agreed  to  our  bill,  as  we 
In  the  Senate  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  had  agreed 
upon  it,  and  reported  it  in  the  hope  that  we  would  be  able 
to  give  It  immediate  consideration  In  the  Senate. 

The  State  Dejjartment  made  one  objection  to  the  Sen- 
ator's suggestion.  By  the  way.  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
made  two  suggestions  in  connection  with  the  bill,  one  of 
which  was  adopted.  The  bill  appUes  to  any  situation,  and 
not  only  to  the  situation  in  which  war  might  be  the  imme- 
diate cause  of  the  difificulty. 

The  Secretary  of  State  felt  that  the  State  Department 
would  be  considerably  burdened  by  requests  from  the  many 
banks  in  the  United  States  which  may  have  deposits  of  this 

kind. 

Second,  there  was  a  little  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  officials  and  on  the  part  of  the  Department  of 
State,  who  agreed  that  the  bUl  should  pass,  that  there 
might  be  some  question  as  to  whether  or  not  we  should 
take  the  right  of  action  In  the  courts  away  from  depositors 
In  privately  owned  banks  a>*distinguished  from  a  Federal 
Reserve  bank,  which,  o^^urse.  is  in  a  certain   sense  a 

public  or  Government     

Those  were  the  two  principal  reasons  why  we  did  not 
adopt  the  second  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator.  The 
great  problem  is  not  in-  thte  private  bank.  It  is  not  In  the 
Morgan  bank,  for  example,  or  the  First  National  Bank  of 
New  York.  It  is  mainly  in  the  great  central  bank  of  the 
United  States,  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 

While  I  think  we  should  cover  the  situation  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  alludes,  I  think  we  would  cover  a 
great  part  of  the  problem  by  passing  the  House  bill  tonight; 
and  I  wish  to  say  that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall 
join  the  Senator  In  legislation  which  will  simplify  the  situa- 
tion with  respect  to  all  the  private  banks,  in  line  with  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Senator  feels  that,  in  view  of  the  par- 
ticular hour  and  time,  it  would  be  unwise  to  seek  to  amend 
the  bill  at  this  time? 

Mr.   BROWN.     Yes;    it   would   have    to   go   back  to   the 

House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  third 
reading  and  passage  of  the  bill. 

•nie  bill  (H.  R.  10127)  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  relating  to 
foreign  accounts  in  Federal  Reserve  banks." 

EXECcrnvE  session 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  have  an 
executive  session  In  order  to  confirm  a  number  of  apjwlnt- 
ments.  so  that  the  President  may  be  notified.  After  the 
executive  session  we  shall  go  back  into  legislative  session. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  Senator  assures  us  that  we  shall  go 
back  into  legislative  session? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  assiure  the  Senator. 
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I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideraUon  of 
executive  business.  ^  j  j  «.^ 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideraUon  of  executive  business. 

XXXCUTIVK    MESSAGES    RErERRXD 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER  (Mr.  HERRING  in  the  Chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from  ."^^  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nomlnaUons.  which  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees.  a^„of^ 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 

proceedings.)  

XXECUnVK    REPORTS   OF    COMMITTKES 

Mr  McKELLAR.  from  the  Conunittee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominaUons  of  sundry 
postmasters.  _  .^ . 

Mr  BAILEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  reported 
favorably  the  nominaUons  of  several  officers  for  promotion 

in  the  Coast  Guard. 

Mr  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  reportea 
favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry  officers  for  promoUon 

in  the  Navy.  .    . 

Mr  HATCH  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  reportea 
favorably  the  nomination  of  Herbert  S.  Phillips,  of  Florida, 
to  be  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Florida.  (Mr.  Phillips  is  now  serving  in  this  office  under  an 
appointment  which  expired  Jime  6.  1940.) 

ORDER   FOR    KOTIFICATIOII   TO   THE   PRESIBEWT 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Barkley.  it  was— 

Ordered,  That  the  President  be  at  once  advised  of  all  con- 
firmations this  day  made,  and  that  all  resohiUons  of  confirma- 
tion of  nominations  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  be  transmitted  to  the  President. 

KAVY  DEPARTMKKT — ADMISAL  SAMUEL  M.  ROBIHSON 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  I  submit  a  report  approving  the  nominaUon  of  Rear 
Admiral  Samuel  M.  Robinson  to  be  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Ships  in  the  Navy  Department. 

This  is  a  new  department  in  the  Navy,  which  was  provided 
for  by  recent  legislation.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  perhaps 
the  most  important  department  in  our  Government  at  the 
present  Ume.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  nomination. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  pres- 
ent consideraUon  of  the  nomination?  The  Chair  hears  none. 
Without  objecUon.  the  nominaUon  Is  confirmed. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  ask  that  the  President  be  notified  of  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of  Admiral  Robinson. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  notified. 

POSTMASTERS — NOMINATIONS  FAVORABLY  IXPORTXD 
Mr  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on 
Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads.  I  have  reported  favorably  sundry 
nominaUons  of  postmasters,  all  of  which  have  been  approved 
by  Senators  from  the  respective  States.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  nominations. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideraUon  of  the  nominations?    The  Chair  hears 

none.  ^  «       j 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  be  connrmea 
en  bkw  and  that  the  President  be  notified. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
naUons are  confirmed  en  bloc;  and.  without  objecUon,  the 
President  will  be  notified. 
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HERBERT   S.   PHILLIPS — ^UNITED  STATES   ATTORNEY 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  nomination  of  Herbert 
8.  Phillips  to  be  United  States  attorney  for  the  southern  dis- 
trict of  Florida.  The  nomination  was  favorably  reported 
earlier  in  the  day  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  nomination?  The  Chair  hears 
none.    Without  objection,  the  nomination  Is  confirmed. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    I  ask  that  the  President  be  notified. 


-me  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objecUon.  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  notified. 

MATJRICE    FRANCIS    DONECAH— UiriTED    STATES    ATTORNEY 

Mr  MILLER.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  I  report  favorably  Uie  nominaUon  of  MaV^ce 
Francis  Donegan  to  be  United  States  attorney  for  the  southern 
district  of  Iowa,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  immediate 

consideration.  ,      .,       .  ^„  «.»,« 

Mr    HERRING.    Mr.  President,  the  nomination  has  the 

approval  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  also  of  my  colleague 

and  myself.  ,  ^.  ..w„j,\  t« 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (B4r.  Miller  in  the  chair) .  is 
there  objection  to  the  present  consideration  of  the  nomtaa- 
Uon?  The  Chair  hears  none.  Without  objecUon.  the  nomi- 
nation Is  confirmed.  ^    .^     *  , ^^iis^ 

Mr  HERRING.    I  ask  that  the  President  be  notified. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objecUon,  the  Pres- 
ident will  be  notified. 

nf  THE  ARMY 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs.  I  report  favorably  a  number  of  routine  Army 
nominations,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  for  their  present 
consideration. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  are  these  routine  nomina- 
Uons? ,     ,, 

Mr   SHEPPAFID.    They  are  routine  nominations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  nominations?  The  Chair  hears 
none.  Without  objection,  the  nominations  are  confirmed 
en  bloc. 

PUBLIC   HEALTH    SERVICE 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance.  I  report  favorably  a  number  of  nominations  in  the 
PubUc  Health  Service,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  for  their 
present  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  nominations?  The  Chair  hears 
none.    Without  objection,  the  nominations  are  confirmed. 

If  there  be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will 
state  the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

THE   JUDICIARY 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Benjamin  Har- 
rison to  be  United  States  Judge  for  the  southern  district  of 
California. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inaUon is  confirmed. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Robert  H. 
Hinckley  to  be  Assistant  Secretary. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  that  nomina- 
Uon go  over. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
that,  as  I  understand,  the  House  has  passed  a  resolution  pro- 
viding'for  an  adjournment  until  the  1st  of  July.  I  think  it 
would  be  unfortunate  for  this  nomination  to  go  over  for  that 
length  of  time,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  Is  a  vacancy 
to  which  Mr.  Hinckley  has  l)een  appointed.  I  hope  the  Sen- 
ator will  not  insist  that  it  go  over,  so  that  the  Senate  may 
take  acUon  on  it,  and  the  nomination  may  be  confirmed. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  what  motion  to 
make.  I  did  not  know  that  the  n(Mnlnation  was  on  the 
calendar.  I  had  no  advice  that  it  was  on  the  calendar.  I 
am  not  a  member  of  any  committee  from  which  I  could  gain 
such  advice.  I  am  advised  that  It  went  on  the  calendar  only 
this  morning. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  if  the  nomination  is  not  con- 
firmed tonight,  and  we  should  recess  until  July  1,  it  would 
have  to  go  over  until  then. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    For  1  week? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  must  ask  that  the  nominaUon  go  over 
until  the  Senate  next  convenes. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  nomination  will  be 
passed  over. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sxindry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  post- 
masters be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inaUons of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

IN  THE  ARMY 

The  legislathre  clerk  proceeded  to  read  simdry  nominations 
in  the  Army.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
Army  nominations  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

That  concludes  the  Calendar. 

AMENDMENT   OF   FEDERAL   RESERVE   ACT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  a  few  moments  ago  a  bUl  was 
passed  protecUng  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  in  the  matter  of 
payments  of  foreign  governmental  central  bank  accounts. 
The  understanding  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan,  the  under- 
sUnding  I  had,  the  statement  made  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate  was  that  the  bill  as  it  was  passed  was  the  bill  which 
had  been  approved  by  the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee 
this  morning.  It  turns  out  that  that  is  not  the  case;  that  the 
bill  which  we  have  passed  is  the  original  bill  which  was  being 
considered  yesterday  and  not  the  bUl  which  we  thought  was 
being  reported.  It  seems  to  me,  under  that  condition,  that 
we  should  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  House  bill  10127  was 
passed,  it  having  been  passed  imder  a  misunderstandmg ;  and 

I  £0  move.  ,^  _,     ,^. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President.  I  have  just  consulted  with 
the  majority  leader  in  the  House,  and  I  find  that  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  is  correct.  I  was 
reliably  informed  Uiat  the  House  had  passed  the  bill  as  the 
Senate  committee  reported  it.  I  think  that  was  the  under- 
standing of  everybody  here;  so  I  concur  in  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado.  In  addition  to  that 
request.  I  think  we  ought  to  ask  that  the  bill  be  reconsidered 
and  passed  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  vote 
by  which  House  bill  10127  was  passed  is  reconsidered. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  now  ask  Uiat  the  text  of  the  Senate  biU 
be  "oibstituted  for  that  of  the  House  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Michigan 
Offers  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  which  wUl 

be  stated.  ^  ,.         *     n 

The  LEGISLATIVE  CLERK.  It  is  proposcd  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause,  and  to  Insert  the  followmg: 

That  subsection   (e)    of  section  14  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Art 

Buosi.i.wv.t    ,   .  insertlne  before   the  period   at  the 

Tr^J^r^f'Ti^  sSftence  therSf  the  following :    ■.  ^  for  foreign 

^..f  or^nkTrs.  or'for  foreign  states  .»  defined  in  section  25  (b) 

"'rIS'^ 'Action  25  (b)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act.  as  amended, 
I,  ^a^eid^iy   adding    at    the    end   thereof    the    foUowlng    new 

""^^never  (1)  any  Federal  ^^^^  "^^.^^^'l^.^^l 
nmnortv  froHi  oT  for  the  account  of  a  foreign  state  wnicn  is 
SI^Ld  S^th^  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  from  or 
JS^e^coint  of  a  central  bank  of  any  such  state,  and  holds 
LTr-H  nro^rtv  m  the  name  of  such  foreign  state  or  such  central 
SiSc  ''(T^a  Vep^ntatl^  of  such  foreign  state  who  Is  recognl^d 
h^thi.  Secretary  of  State  as  being  the  accredited  representative 
Vt  Sch^relfn  state  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
2«^rtlfl2j  t?  the  secretary  of  State  the  name  of  a  Person  ^ 
SSlnJ  authority  to  receive,  control,  or  dispose  of  such  property, 
Sd  "1,  thrauthorlty  of  such  person  to  act  with  respect  to  such 
^perty  Is  accepted  and  recognized  by  the  Secretary  of  SUteJhe 
^?^ent.  transfer,  delivery,  or  other  disposal  of  BUdh  property 
by  such  Federal  Reserve  bank  to  or  upon  the  order  o^,f"ch  person 
i*>all  be  conclusively  presumed  to  be  lawfu.  and  *^_~^t"2 
•  complete  discharge  and  release  of  any  liability  of  tlie  Federal 
Reserve  bank  for  or  with  respect  to  such  property.  No  Federal 
Reserve  bank  shall  be  subject  to  any  suit  or  other  proceeding  In 
any  court.  In  lU  own  name  or  In  the  name  of  any  of  Its  officers, 
directors,  agents,  or  employees,  as  a  consequence  of  any  action 
taken  by  such  bank,  or  with  respect  to  any  property  disposed  of. 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph.    No  court 


shaU  have  Jurisdiction  to  restrain  or  enjoin  a  PWeral  Reserve 
bank  from  making  any  payment,  transfer,  delivery,  or  other  dis- 
posal of  property  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  para- 
graph. For  the  purposes  of  this  paragraph.  (1)  the  term  prop- 
erty' includes  gold.  sUver,  cxirrency.  credits,  deposits,  secun- 
tles.  choaes  In  action,  and  any  other  form  of  property,  the 
proceeds  thereof,  and  any  right.  tlUe,  or  Interest  therein;  (2)  tne 
term  'foreign  state'  includes  any  foreign  government  or  any 
department,  district,  province,  county,  possession,  or  other  slmUar 
governmental  organization  or  subdivision  of  a  foreign  govern- 
ment, and  any  agency  or  Instrumentality  of  any  such  foreign 
government  or  of  any  such  organization  or  subdivision;  (3)  the 
term  'central  bank'  includes  any  foreign  bank  or  banker  author- 
ized to  perform  any  one  or  more  of  the  functions  of  a  central 
bank;  and  (4)  the  term  'person'  includes  any  Individual,  or 
any  corporation,  partnership,  association,  or  other  sImUar 
organization." 

Mr,  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  an  inquiry, 
and  to  put  myself  on  record. 

I  do  not  understand  why  this  legislation  is  necessary  xmless 
It  is  that  we.  as  a  Government,  wish  to  recognize  some  one 
as  owning  and  having  the  right  to  take  and  dispose  of  moneys 
or  properties  deposited  in  our  Federal  Reserve  Banking  Sys- 
tem, or  in  any  member  thereof,  who  might  not  otherwise  be 
entitled  to  receive  the  money.  I  am  as  confident  8is  I  am  of 
anything  on  earth  that  ultimately  this  Government  will  be 
compelled  to  recognize  the  right  of  the  real  depositor  in  any 
of  our  banking  institutions,  and  I  do  not  see  why  it  should 
not  be. 

I  know  that  we  can  take  away  the  right  to  sue;  but  when- 
ever the  United  States  resorts  to  that  crude,  barbaric  method 
of  den3ring  the  right  of  anybody.  I  do  not  care  who  he  is, 
whether  we  like  him  or  do  not  like  him,  the  United  States 
will  cease  to  be  the  United  States.  We  may  take  away  the 
right  of  action  on  the  part  of  any  alien,  on  the  part  of  any 
one  who  resides  outside  the  United  States;  but  it  is  not  in 
keeping  with  the  basic  principles  on  which  the  American 
Government  has  rested. 

I  do  not  understand  why  this  should  be  done.  I  do  not 
understand  why  we  should  go  to  the  utmost  extremes  to 
do  anything  that  is  not  at  all  necessary.  If  it  were  necessary 
to  impound  moneys  and  to  preserve  the  moneys  or  things  of 
value  until  title  could  be  asserted,  that  is  one  thing;  but  this 
proposal  goes  far  beyond  that. 

This  proposal  simply  says  that  whoever  the  Secretary  of 
State  recognizes  as  the  proper  person  to  withdraw  funds  on 
deposit  shall  have  the  exclusive  right  to  do  so.  Yes;  he  may 
have  it.  but  by  what?  Not  by  right;  not  by  justice;  not  by 
the  things  upon  which  we  have  builded  this  Republic;  but 
by  the  simple  ipse  dixit  that  we  have  the  right  to  say  to  any 
foreign  government  or  to  any  foreign  depositor.  "We  will  not 
let  you  have  any  access  to  our  courts";  that  is  all. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 

that  point? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield,  because  I  should 
like  to  know  why  this  extraordinary  kind  of  thing  is  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.  BROWN.  In  answer  to  what  the  Senator  says  about 
the  ipse  dixit  of  an  administrative  ofiBcer,  I  desire  to  state 
that  only  2  or  3  weeks  ago  we  passed  a  similar  bill — which  I 
think  passed  the  Senate  without  objection  and  unanimously — 
by  which  the  President  of  the  United  States  was  authorized 
to  determine  through  his  agents,  as  between  private  deposi- 
tors in  foreign  countries,  the  control  of  their  bank  de- 
posits and  their  other  credits,  such  as  stock  In  corporations. 
We  have  to  put  that  authority  somewhere.  This  situation 
arises  l)ecause  of  the  fact  that  in  the  case  of  the  Government 
of  Denmark — I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  it  does  arise  in 
the  case  of  Denmark,  but  I  use  that  merely  as  an  illustra- 
tion— in  the  case  of  Holland,  in  the  case  of  Belgium,  and  in 
the  case  of  France,  the  accredited  governments,  accredited 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  are  entitled  to  that  money,  not 
5  years  from  now,  not  10  years  frc»n  now.  but  now.  We  have 
to  place  in  somebody  the  authority  to  determine  who  is  the 
accredited  representative  of  the  government,  and  we  placed 
it  In  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  have  no  objecUon  to  that.  Mr.  President. 
If  the  Senator  is  correct  In  regard  to  what  we  did  some  weeks 
ago— of  which  I  was  not  personally  aware,  although  I  am 
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charged  with  constructive  knowledge  as  a  Member  of  this 
body— I  want  to  put  myself  on  record  right  now.  not  as  deny- 
ingthe  power  of  the  United  States,  through  the  Secretary  of 
SUte  or  anyone  else,  to  do  what  this  bill  prx)poses  to  do.  but 
as  denying  the  moral  right  to  exclude  from  the  courts  the 
true  owner  of  any  property  or  money  on  deposit 

I  understand  that  there  must  be  some  way  of  solving  the 
problem  perhaps  quickly,  and  we  can  assume  that  responsi- 
bility but  I  think  we  should  not  do  it  in  an  arbitrary  way  ana 
say.  "You  have  not  access  to  our  own  courts  to  test  your  right 

to  this  property."  .    .    ^  . 

It  seems  to  me  perfectly  plain  that  what  is  desired  here 
is  to  let  the  proper  person  get  the  money  out  of  the  bank. 
I  may  sympathize  with  that;  I  am  in  posiUon  to  understand 
it-  but  I  do  not  think  that  the  United  States  should  say  that 
If' we  have  in  fact  made  a  mistake,  although  we  have  the 
power,  we  are  going  to  deny  to  anyone  else  the  right  to  come 
Into  our  own  courts,  under  our  own  procedure,  under  our 
own  law  under  our  own  system  of  equity,  complying  fuUy 
with  all  that  we  require  of  anyone  to  assert  his  rights— the 
right  to  an  adjudication  in  the  court. 

Mr   President,  my  good  friend  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
has  referred  to  some  other  legislaUon  we  passed.     I  do  not 
exactly  understand  what  it  was.    I  know  he  is  reporting  it 
accurately,  but  I  do  not  think  that  the  United  States  is  called 
on  to  take  a  position,  now  or  at  any  time,  contrary  to  what 
we  should  take  at  all  times.    I  understand,  of  course,  that 
there  may  be  deposits  of  foreign  governments  which  have 
had  their  governmental  machinery  upset,  and  perhaps  their 
sovereignty  has  changed  or  passed  under  the  control  at  least 
of  some  other  power,  but  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  go  clear 
out  of  our  way  to  find  some  method  of  saying  to  people  we  do 
not  like,  "We  wUl  not  recognize  you  at  all."  but,  far  more 
than  that.  "We  will  deny  you  the  right,  now  or  hereafter, 
"^  to  come  m'to  our  own  courts,  under  our  own  procedure,  under 
our  established  principles  of  law  and  of  equity,  to  assert  your 
righta  in  our  courts."    It  may  be  all  right,  but  it  is  not  neces- 
sary.   It  cannot  be  necessary. 

Mr  BROWN.  Mi.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield  a 
moment,  does  he  believe  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Federal 
courts  of  the  United  States  to  determine  who  consUtutes  the 
de  facto  government  of  another  naUon?  That  is  a  matter 
which  it  seems  to  me  is  exclusively  within  the  hands  of  those 
who  have  charge  of  the  foreign  relaUoi^s  of  the  United  States. 
I  think  it  is  perfectly  proper  to  say  thav  our  courts  are  closed 
to  a  contest  the  sole  end  of  which  is  to  determine  who  the 
de  facto  government  of  another  nation  may  be.  I  think  his- 
torically, constitutionally,  by  custom  and  practice  that  has 
always  been  in  the  hands  of  the  executive  who  has  charge 
of  the  foreign  relations  of  the  United  States,  and  in  accord- 
ance with  that  theory  this  biU  was  diawn. 
Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  from  Georgia 

yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Is  not  the  question  of  a  de  Jure  government,  as 
well  as  a  de  facto  government,  involved  in  the  proposition? 

Mr.  BROWN.     I  think  so. 

Mr.  KING.  And  the  State  Department  obviously  has  the 
right  to  determine  the  de  Jure  government  as  weU  as  the 
de  facto  government. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Where  are  there  any  de  facto  governments? 

Mr.  KINO.    There  are  many  in  the  world. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Where  are  they? 

Mr.  BROWN.    That  is  the  uncertainty. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Where  are  they? 

Mr.  BROWN.  Is  the  Senator  able  to  say  who  is  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Denmark  tonight,  or  the  Government  of  Prance? 
I  think  our  Deportment  of  State  should  determine  that  ques- 
tion, and  that  is  right  where  we  put  it  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No.  Mr.  President;  that  is  not  the  purpose 
of  the  bill.  The  purpose  of  the  bUl  is  to  do  one  more  thing 
which  should  not  be  done,  to  arrogate  to  ourselves  the  right 
to  determine  whom  we  wish  to  favor  and  whom  we  wish  to 
discriminate  against.    That  is  the  way  I  feel  about  it.    I 


have  no  objection  to  the  Government  determining  who  is  the 
de  facto  or  who  is  the  de  jure  government  and  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  Government  acting  upon  that  in  aU  matters 

"^MS^pJSiSnt.  to  complete  my  statement,  it  is  one  thing  to 
assert  a  power  which  we  may  have:  it  is  <niite  anothej-  tiling 
arbitrarily  to  exclude  our  own  courts,  to  oust  them  of  Juris- 
dicUon  to  determine  what  are  actually  the  facts  In  any  par- 
ticular case.  ^M 
I  am  not  opposing  the  measure,  but  I  wish  to  report  myself 
as  saying  that  I  am  quite  sure  that  sometime  in  the  future-- 
I  may  not  be  here  and  others  may  not  be  here-we  wiU  be 
undoing  exacUy  the  kind  of  thing  we  are  now  doing,  and  we 
will  be  recognizing  the  actual  owner  of  property,  although 
for  the  time  being,  and  under  the  pressure  of  the  excitement 
of  the  moment,  we  may  wish  to  arbitrarily  designate  who  Is 
entitled  to  receive  money  or  other  things  of  value  on  deposit    • 
in  a  banking  instituUon  which  is.  of  course,  largely  under  the 
control  of  the  Federal  Government.     We  will  come  back  to 
it.  and  we  will  recognize  the  right  of  the  real  owners  of  the 
property,  and  we  wiU  be  compelled,  ultimately,  finally,  to 
admit  that  we  had  no  right  at  all  simply  to  say.  "We  are 
going  arbitrarily  to  determine  that  your  goverrmient.  yawc 
official  representative  here,  is  not  entitled  to  act  for  your 

government." 

Talk  about  de  facto  governments!  There  are  none.  Prance 
is  not  a  de  facto  government.  Denmark  is  not  a  de  facto 
government.  Certainly,  so  far  as  central  Europe  is  con- 
cerned, there  are  no  de  facto  governments.  There  is  no  one 
there  asserting  the  right  to  control  the  powers  of  any  gov- 
ernment in  Europe  whose  power  is  actually  challenged. 
There  are  countries  in  war. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  If  there  are  no  de  facto  governments — and  I 
am  not  quarreling  with  the  Senator — then  there  must  be  de 
jure  governments;  and  if  they  are  de  jure  governments  and 
our  Government  has  recognized  them,  or.  If  it  has  not.  it 
has  the  authority  to  recognize  them,  obviously  it  has  the 
right  in  a  controversy  to  determine  that  Government  "A"  is 
de  jure  and  we  recognize  it.  oiu-  State  Department  recognizes 
it.  and  obviously,  if  the  bank  here  had  under  Its  control 
money  of  that  de  jure  government,  they  would  receive  the 
decision  of  our  State  Department  that  government  "A"  was 
the  de  jure  government,  and.  so  far  as  they  were  concerned, 
they  would  say  to  the  bank,  "You  are  authorized  to  turn 
over  the  money  to  de  Jure  government  "A." 

Mr.    BROWN.    Mr.    President,    will    the    Senator    from 
Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN.    The  Senator  from  Georgia  says  there  are 
no  de  facto  governments  in  Europe  today. 
Mr.  GEORGE.    I  mean  those  which  are  concerned  in  the 

war. 
Mr.  BROWN.    The  Senator  says  these  coimtries  are  at 

war. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  do  not  know  whether  Belgiimi  Is  at  war 
with  Germany  or  not.  The  king  says  they  are  not  at  war. 
A  cabinet  which  met  for  a  time  in  Paris  sajrs  that  they  are 


„.  war.  A  parliament,  a  legislative  body,  at  a  meeting 
somewhere  in  France — it  was  a  rump  parliament,  it  was  not 
a  majority  of  the  legislative  body  of  Belgium — determined 
they  were  still  at  war.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  or  any 
one  can  determine  right  now  who  Is  governing  Belglum. 
The  situation  may  be  different  in  France.  However,  that 
is  the  situation.  I  think,  in  Belgiimi. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
question  about  any  de  facto  goveriunents  in  Europe.  I  think 
Hitler,  with  all  that  has  been  said  about  him,  knows  exactly 
what  government  he  is  dealing  with  tonight.  He  Is  not 
questioning  whether  they  are  de  facto  or  de  jure  govern- 
ments. He  knows  they  are  the  governments.  The  countries 
have  been  overrun  or  conquered,  but  the  govemmenta 
stand. 
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This  is  not  a  bill  to  let  the  Secretary  of  State  say  who  is 
the  government,  so  much  as  it  is  to  permit  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  say  who  is  the  authorized  representative  or  agent 
enUUed  to  take  out  these  deposits.  The  method  proposed 
to  be  employed  is  a  method  which  I  think  is  not  worthy  of 
Americans.  It  is  proposed  to  say.  "We  will  not  give  you  the 
right  to  come  into  our  courts  subsequently  and  assert  your 

I  merely  want  to  put  myself  on  record  in  that  respect. 

KESSACE  FROM  THE  HOUSB 

A  message  from  the  House  of  R^presentetives.  by  Mr. 
Chaffee  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  to  the  blU  (H.  R.  10104)  making  appropri- 
ations to  supply  deficiencies  in  certain  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1940.  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to 
provide  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  end- 
ing June  30  1940.  and  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes, 
that  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  No.  20  to  the  bill,  and  concurred  therein 
with  an  amendment,  in  which  It  requested  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate,  and  that  the  House  insisted  upon  its  disagree- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  32  to  the  bUL 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  a  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  83).  in  which  it 
requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate,  as  follows: 

jUsdred  by  the  Houte  of  Representatives  <  «^<  5^*«  ~"f^- 
rin^That  when  the  two  Houses  adjourn  on  Saturday.  June  22. 
I9«;"^y  "STd  adjourned  untU  12  oclock  meridian.  Monday. 
Julyl.  1»40. 

SECOND   DEFICIENCT   APPROPRIATIONS— CONFERENCE    REPORT 

Mr.  ADAMS  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  Jjo 
House  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  R  10104) 
S^!^g  appropriations  to  supply  deficiencies  »n^<=^rt«Un  appropria- 
tions for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1940.  and  prior  fiscal  years 
toTrovlde  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  ending 
June  30  1940  and  June  30.  1941.  and  for  Other  purpose*,  having 
met  1^  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  r^ommend  to  their  respective  Hcusej  •■ '0"°^=     ,^  ,,    ,-   ,- 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendments  numbered  11,  10.  18. 

^TS;t^he^Ho^*?eS*l  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  "n^d^enj* 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2.  3  4.  5  6  7.  8.  14.  17.  19.  22.  ^.  24.  25. 
•Mt  90  <i!l  ^4  "iR  36  37  39  40,  41,  42,  43,  44,  45.  40.  47,  49,  50.  Ol.  Of. 
«  ?1    M,  M    M    M    66  >7.  68.  68.  70.  71.  72.  73.  74.  and  75;  and 

"^Ame'SdmenTnumbered  9:  "niat  the  Hou«.  recede  f«>m  its  dl^ 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  ».  ^^^  agr*« 
tothe  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  bv  said  amendment  Insert:  _    „     _»  _    t_»._  n 

^^  parent  to  Preston  L.  George.  William  8.  H<ni«ton  John  ^ 
NaUey.  and  William  H  Wannall.  messengereon  night  duty  during 
thp  third  session  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress.  $450  ea^:  In  aU. 
SwX)  S  bTiSrd  from  the  appfoprlatlon  for  printing  and  binding 
for  Congress  for  the  fiscal  year  1941." 

ren^dLfnr;i^^lo":*^f  the  House  recedejrom  .U  dU. 
ae^ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  10.  and 
I|?n  t^  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  ^°"°7V.;?..iL*'"  "^S^." 
sdm  of  ••»3 .000.000"  proposed  in  said  amendment  Insert  $2,000,000  , 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  12:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dto- 
agi^ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  12  and 
ilree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows :  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  of  "$16,200,000"  proposed  in  said  amendment  insert     $16,- 

000.000  •;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  ««me.    

^Liendment  numbered  13:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dls- 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  13.  and 
asree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  ct  the 
rLttcr  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following: 

"TOOO    AND   DBTJC   ADMINISTEATION 

"Enforcement  of  Tea  Importation  Act:  For  enabling  the  Federal 
Security  Administrator  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
^approved  March  2.  1897  (21  U.  S.  C.  41-60)  .entitled  'An  Act 
to  Prevent  the  Importation  of  Impure  and  Unwholesome  Tea.  as 
amended.  Including  payment  of  compensation  and  expenses  of  the 
members  of  the  Board  appointed  under  "ectlon  2  of  the  Art  and 
aU  of  the  necessary  officers  and  employees,  both  In  Washington 
and  in  the  field,  fiscal  year  1941,  $30,094:  ProtHded  That  on  and 
after  JtUy  1  1940.  no  tea.  or  merchandise  described  as  tea,  shaU 
be  examined  for  Importation  Into  the  United  States,  or  released 
by  the  CoUector.  under  said  Art  unless  the  Importer  or  consignee 
of  such  tea  or  merchandise,  prior  to  such  examination,  has  paid 
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for  deposit  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  Stetes  "  f**!*"^^"? 
receipts!  a  fee  of  36  cents  for  each  hundredweight  or  fraction 
thereof  of  such  tea  and  merchandise." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.  

Amendment  numbered  15:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  15  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows.  In  Ueu  oi 
the  matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert: 

"Appraisers  Stores  Building.  Houston.  Texas:  The  limit  of  cost 
of  the  Appraisers  Stores  Building  Project  at  Houston,  Texas,  ts 
hereby  increased   by   $75,000." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  21:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  d^- 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numberd  21.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  "«»« 
the  figure  "$75,000,000"  proposed  In  said  amendment  insert. 
"$50,000,000":  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  28:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  28.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  1°  l'«V  °*^..* 
sum  of  "$13,980"  proposed  In  said  amendment  insert  $7.ooo  , 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  30.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
B\un  proposed  Insert  "$800,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  nvimbered  31:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  31,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert:  ":  Provided,  That  no  part  ol 
this  sum  allocated  for  expendltxire  In  connection  with  the  control 
and  prevention  of  spread  of  the  whlte-frlnged  beeUe  shall  be  tised  in 
any  State  without  the  request  of  the  Governor  of  such  SUte  ;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  nimib^ed  48:  That  the  Hotise  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  48,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  the  matter  Inserted 
by  said  amendment  strike  out  the  foUowlng:  "to  remain  avaUable 
untU  expended.";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  58:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  58,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter 

Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert:  

"All  moneys  avaUable  on  July  1.  1940,  under  the  appropriation 
•Construction  of  Buildings.  Utilities,  and  Appurtenances  at  MUltary 
Posts'  may  be  used  in  connection  with  the  purposes  of  such  appro- 
priation for  the  employment  of  personnel  at  the  seat  of  government 
OT  elsewhere  without  regard  to  dvU-servlce  requirements  and  re- 
strictions of  law  relating  thereto." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.  ^    -_^      ,«.    ^,. 

Amendment  numbered  59:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  69.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  insert: 

"Not  to  exceed  5  per  centum  of  any  of  the  appropriations  for  the 
MiUtary  Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  may  be  transferred 
with  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to 
any  other  of  such  appropriations,  but  no  appropriation  shaU  be  In- 
creased more  than  6  per  centvmi  thereby." 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 

numbered  20  and  32.  ^    . 

Alva  B.  Adams, 

KXNNXTH  McKKLLAB, 
Carl  Hatden, 
James  P.  Btbnes, 

P'RZDEaiCK  HAUt. 

John  G.  Townsend. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
Edwabd  T.  Tatixmi. 
C.  A.  Woodrum. 
^  Clarcncx  Cannok, 

Loxns  Ludlow, 
J.  BXJELL  Sntdis, 
Emmet  O'Nkal, 
Geo.  W.  Johnson, 
John  Tabxr, 
r.  b.  wicclesworth. 
W.  P.  Lambebtsom. 

J.  W.  DiTTEB, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hous*. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Miller  in  the  chair)  laid 
before  the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives aimouncing  its  action  on  certain  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  House  bill  10104.  which  was  read,  as  follows: 

IW   THE  HOTTSX   OT  REPRESENTATIVES. 

June  22,  1940. 
Resolved.  That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  20  to  the  blU  (H.  R.  10104) 
making  appropriations  to  supply  deficiencies  In  certain  appropria- 
tions for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1940.  and  prior  fiscal  years, 
to  ixovlde  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  ending 
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June  30  1940.  and  June  30,  1041.  Kid  for  other  P^rP^*.  *°f^P°?^'' 
Sr.^ln  wlih  an  amendment  as  foUowB:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  In- 
serted  by  said  amendment  Insert: 

"WOEK    PEOJBCT8    ADM-LN  li>  1 KATIOW 

"Subdivision  (3)  of  subsection  (b)  of  secUon  1  of  the  Emer^ncy 
Relief  Ap?roprlat  on  Act,  fiscal  year  1941.  Is  hereby  amended  by 
to^ertlne  the  following  after  the  word  -training-:  for  manual  occu- 
^uoiis  m  Lduitrle8%ngaged  In  production  for  national-defense 

^^^rSTthe  ^Sse  insist  upon  its  disagreement  to  Senate  amend- 
ment niunbered  32  to  said  bill. 

Mr  ADAMS.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
cumbered  20. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  ^     ^  .* 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  move  that  the  Senate  recede  from  its 
amendment  numbered  32. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


June  22 


1940 


BOUU)ER    DAM — COKTXRINCX    REPORT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
♦H  R.  9877)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical 
energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam  providing  for  the  appli- 
cation of  revenues  from  said  project,  authoriadng  the  opera- 
Uon  of  the  Boulder  Power  Plant  by  the  United  States.  direcUy 
or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  regret  very  much  that 
there  has  been  a  difference  of  opinion  between  the  two 
Senators  from  New  Mexico  and  me.  The  matter  in  question 
is  of  great  importance  to  my  State. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Nevada 
perhaps  did  not  understand  that  the  bill  in  charge  of  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  not  been  acted  upon. 

Mr.  BROWN.    Mr.  President,  may  we  dispose  of  that 

bill? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  If  the  bUl  wUl  .not  be  acted  upon  imme- 
diately, I  shall  proceed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  from  Nevada 

is  recognized. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  is  Just  as  convenient  for  me  to  speak 
at  the  present  time  as  at  any  other  time. 

As  I  have  said,  the  matter  In  question  Is  of  vast  importance 
to  my  State.    It  is  of  very  slight  importance  to  New  Mexico. 

We  spent  5  years  trying  to  get  the  Colorado  River  States 
together  so  we  could  build  the  Boulder  Dam.  The  Boulder 
Dam  is  not  in  New  Mexico.  It  is  not  in  Colorado.  It  Is  not 
in  Wyoming.  It  is  between  Nevada  and  Arizona.  We  divided 
the  waters;  half  went  to  the  upper  States  and  half  to  the 
lower  States,  and  when  the  upper  States  received  that  they 
got  all  that  was  coming  to  them.  Ever  since  that  they  have 
been  trying  to  graft  their  projects  on  our  State. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  wanted  to  be  sure  what  the  Senator  said. 
Did  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  "graft"? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Yes.  Mind  you,  I  was  not  referring  to 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  If  the  Senator  thought 
that-^^ — 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  understand,  but  the  Senator  was  referring. 
as  I  Understood,  to  the  upper  basin  States. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Certainly.  There  is  a  little  stream  that 
runs  down  through  New  Mexico,  which  sometimes  has  water 
in  it.  Sometimes  it  has  too  much  water  In  it.  There  is  a 
question  of  whether  or  not  a  dam  can  be  installed  there  which 
will  pay  for  Itself  liy  furnishing  water  in  sufficient  amount 
for  irrigaUon.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  engineers  have  re- 
ported on  it.  and  they  say  it  will  not  pay. 

Nevertheless  wc  have  desired  to  please  the  people  of  New 
Mexico.  When  I  say  "we,"  I  mean  those  who  would  pay  for 
the«  projects  in  New  Mexico;  that  is.  the  users  of  power  in 
Nevada,  Arizona,  and  California. 

What  do  we  propose?  We  propose  that  some  of  the  power 
allotted  to  our  people  shall  be  allocated  to  New  Mexico  to  de- 
velop a  project  there,  if  there  is  a  project  there.    That  la 


what  we  propose.  Our  people  will  pay  for  it  out  of  our  half 
of  the  water.  After  working  for  20  years,  an  agreement  was 
reached  to  divide  the  water  power.  We  built  a  project,  pay- 
ing for  it  out  of  the  money  received  from  the  pow«^-paying 
back  the  money  advanced  by  the  Government.  The  upper 
States  say  "We  want  a  part  of  the  profits  of  your  dam, 
profits  derlVed  from  users  of  power  in  your  States,  to  buUd  up 

our  States."  ^  .        - 

The  Boulder  Dam  bill  was  passed  in  1928.  and  a  number  of 
Senators  were  interested  in  it.  It  took  us  5  years  to  pass 
the  bill  Why  did  it  take  so  long?  Because  of  the  greed 
of  certain  SUtes.  It  was  finally  passed.  The  upper  States 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  but  they  had  their  half  of  the 

However,  in  the  hasty  legislaUon  of  1928  it  was  agreed  to 
pay  too  much  interest  to  the  Government.  When  we  tried  to 
readjust  the  matter  so  as  to  give  our  citizens  the  same  cheap 
power  that  citizens  of  other  States  received,  what  happened? 
The  Senators  from  New  Mexico  rose,  as  they  rose  tonight,  and 
said  "Very  well,  we  win  let  you  have  this  legislation  to  reduce 
the  'interest  rates.  We  will  let  you  have  this  legislation  to 
postpone  the  interest  rates  on  $25,000,000  for  flood  control  — 
for  what?  "If  you  will  give  us  something."  That  is  the 
whole  story.    "Give  us  something.    Give  us  something." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.   President,   will  the   Senator   yield 

to  me?  ,        ,  .. 

Mr  PITTMAN.    I  decline  to  yield.    The  question  of  the 
right  to  power  is  a  matter  of  State  interest.    The  question 
of  the   development   of  reclamation   in   the   State   of   New 
Mexico  Is  a  State  question.    It  might  be  imagined  that  the 
SUte  has  never  considered  this  question.    The  Governor  of 
the  State  of  New  Mexico  did  consider  it.    He  joined  in  with 
the  Governors  of  the  seven  other  Colorado  River  States  and 
appointed  a  commission,  which  conferred  for  months  and 
months  with  the  Interior  Department  and  with  the  power 
users,  to  see  how  much  money  could  be  gotten  out  of  the 
project;    and  they   finally   unanimously    agreed   on    a    bill 
which  passed  the  House  of  Representatives,  which  Is  identical 
with  the  bill  which  passed  the  Senate,  except  that  after 
the  bill  was  passed  by  the  House  the  Junior  Senator  from 
New   Mexico    [Mr.   Chavkz]    offered   an   amendment   which 
provided  that  a  certain  project  in  his  State  should  be  recog- 
nized, and  that  some  of  the  money  might  be  used  to  investi- 
gate to  see  whether  or  not  it  was  feasible:   and,   if  the 
project  were  found  feasible,  some  of  the  money  was  to  be 
used  to  do  something  with  It. 

It  is  the  first  Ume  In  any  such  bill  as  this  that  a  special 
project  has  been  mentioned.  Members  of  the  Senate  agreed 
to  the  amendment  largely  by  reason  of  their  love  for  both 
Senators  from  New  Mexico.     It  was  felt  that  New  Mexico 

had  only  one  project  in  the  State,  and  that  It  should  be 
investigated  and  built  immediately.  In  the  conference  be- 
tween the  two  Houses  today  I  fought  to  have  that  provision 
retained  in  the  bill.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  himself 
wrote  the  provision  that  the  project  should  be  Immediately 
investigated  from  these  funds,  and.  if  found  feasible,  should 
be  built.  I  thought  that  was  the  most  extraordinary  pro- 
posal I  ever  heard  in  my  life,  but  I  supported  it.  It  Is  now 
In  the  bill.  It  is  now  in  the  conference  report.  The  Sena- 
tors from  New  Mexico  do  not  want  it.  Why?  Because  there 
are  two  other  amendments.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I 
should  agree  to  them,  of  course.  They  would  be  of  Interest 
to  the  State  of  Nevada.  It  Is  to  the  Interest  of  the  State 
of  Nevada  to  use  the  word  "equal"  Instead  of  "equitable" 
in  referring  to  the  divisi<Hi.  We  say  that  if  the  project  is  held 
to  be  not  feasible,  the  money  should  not  be  divided  seven 
ways.  It  should  be  equitably  used  In  the  distribution  and 
development  of  projects  in  the  seven  States. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PTITMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senators  from  New  Bfexlco  are  not 
objecting  to  Nevada  doing  what  Nevada  pleases  with  what- 
ever money  Nevada  obtains  under  the  bill.  All  we  ask  Is 
that  New  Mexico  be  allowed  to  do  as  she  pleaaea  with  the 
cnmibe  which  have  t>een  given  to  her  since  Boulder  Dam 
buUt. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


9007 


Under  the  provisions  of  the  modification  made  by  the  con- 
ferees, the  division  is  to  be  equitable;  but  someone  else,  not 
New  Mexico,  is  to  determine  what  is  equiUble.  We  usually 
get  the  short  end  of  It.  Under  the  modification  made  by 
the  conferees,  the  Department  of  Interior  and  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  are  to  decide  what  is  feasible.  We  maintain 
that  under  the  standards  of  the  Reclamation  Bureau  It  is 
possible  that  a  project  might  not  be  feasible  according  to 
those  standards:  but  if  it  Is  not  feasible  under  the  standards 
applied  to  reclamation  projects,  and  the  crumbs  belong  to  us. 
we  still  maintain  that  New  Mexico  could  possibly  find  a  feas- 
ible project  under  New  Mexico  regulations.  That  is  all  we 
ask. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  a 

question? 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  am  addressing  the  question  to  the 
Junior  Senator  from  New  Mexico.    Is  it  not  true  that  under 
the  present  set-up  of  the  Boulder  Dam  project,  the  State  of 
New  Mrxico  would  not  receive  anything  until  after  the  amor- 
tization had  been  completed? 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  Is  correct. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    And  that  woiUd  be  when? 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Probably  1983. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    So  the  proposal  with  respect  to  New 
Mexico  is  very  much  more  favorable  than  the  existing  law. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Provided  it  satisfies  someone  in  Washing- 
ton.   We  want  the  proposal  to  be  favorable  if  It  suits  the 
people  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    It  might  be  possible  In  the  future  for 
.  the  State  of  New  Mexico  to  get  something. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Under  the  present  law.  the  State  of 
New  Mexico  has  a  definite  program  within  a  reasonable  time. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Very  weU.  However.  It  Is  also  true  that  if 
the  pending  bUl  does  not  pass,  and  the  existing  law  con- 
tinues, we  shall  be  paying  higher  rates  than  we  are  now 
paying  for  the  power  developed  by  Boulder  Dam. 

Mr  McCARRAN.  That  is  correct.  Let  me  ask  a  further 
quesUon.  Would  the  SUte  of  New  Mexico  gain  anything  by 
that  circumstance? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  No;  but  we  desire  to  decide  what  is  bene- 
ficial for  New  Mexico. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Chair  lays  before  the  Sen- 
ate a  concurrent  resolution  coming  over  from  the  House  of 
Representatives,  which  will  be  read. 
The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Conc;irrent  Resolution  83 
Jlesorred   by   th.e  House  of  Representatives    (the  Senate  concur- 
ring)    That  when  the  two  Houses  adjourn  on  Saturday.  June  22. 
1940.   they   stand   adjourned   untU    12   o'clock   meridian.   Monday. 
July  1.  1940. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Mr.  President.  I  still  have  the  floor. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  will  state  it, 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Is  the  resolution  laid  down  by  the  Chair 
a  privileged  resolution? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     It  is. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Is  it  debatable? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     It  is  not. 

Mr  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  have  not  yielded  to  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky.  I  am  still  discussing  the  conference 
report. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  As  a  matter  of  parliamentary 
procedure,  the  Chair  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  that 
he  yielded  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  decline  further  to  shield. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  as  the  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr  McCarhahI  has  said,  there  never  was  such  a  landfall 
from  Nevada  to  Arizona  and  New  Mexico  in  the  history  of  this 
Oovemment.  The  money  which  is  to  be  given  to  New 
Mexico  comes  from  the  people  who  buy  power  In  Nevada, 
Arizona,  and  California.    Is  not  that  true? 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 

question? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Certainly. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Is  not  that  power  developed  by  water  that 
goes  to  Nevada  from  the  State  of  New  Mexico? 

Jiir.  PITTMAN.    Very  little  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  There  is  more  water  going  down  the  San 
Juan  River  into  Boulder  Dam  in  Nevada  than  there  is  from 
the  whole  State  of  Nevada.  More  than  2.400.000  acre-feet 
of  water  go  into  Boulder  Dam,  which  develops  the  power 
which,  under  the  bUl,  wiU  be  sold  for  practically  nothing 
elsewhere,  not  in  New  Mexico,  developed  by  water  that 
comes  from  the  State  of  New  Mexico;  and  they  want  to  give 
us  a  few  crumbs  and  then  tell  us  how  we  may  use  It. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Did  we  not  leave  half  of  it  for  you  to 
use? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    But  until  we  have  that  project  it  will  go  to 

Nevada. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  But  until  you  use  it  you  want  our  money, 
do  you  not? 

Mi.  CHAVEZ.  UntU  we  build  the  project  you  are  going 
to  get  the  water,  and  you  are  still  getting  the  water.  That 
Is  what  we  are  complaining  about.  We  want  the  project  so 
that  the  water  will  not  go  to  Boulder  Dam. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  this  Is  nothing  new. 
Away  back  in  1928.  after  5  years  of  fighting,  we  had  the 
seven-State  compact,  the  treaty  between  the  seven  SUtes. 
We  divided  the  water  half-and-half— half  of  it  to  the  three 
lower  States  of  Nevada,  Arizona,  and  California;  half  of 
It  to  New  Mexico,  Colorado,  and  Wyoming.  We  proceeded 
to  use  ours.  We  sold  It  to  our  people:  and  when  we  com- 
menced to  get  a  little  revenue  the  upper  States,  which  had 
their  water  but  were  not  using  their  water  and  had  no  use 
for  their  water,  commenced  to  try  to  get  some  of  this 
money.  Under  the  bill  they  could  not  get  any  money  untU 
after  the  dam  was  paid  for.  in  50  years. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield? 
Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield;  yes. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    If  I  may.  I  will  state  the  situation  as 
I  see  it  and  as  I  have  seen  it. 

The  State  of  New  Mexico  has  nothing  coming  now.  under 
the  existing  law.  within  the  memory  of  man  or  within  the 

contemplation 

Mr.  PnTMAN.    Probably  after  50  years. 
Mr.  McCARRAN.    The  bill  now  proposed  will  give  to  the 
State  of  New  Mexico  a  sum  of  money  very  much  worth 
while.    I  am  not  In  possession  of  the  figures,  but  I  should 
say  a  division  of  about  $7,000,000. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     May  I  conclude  my  statement?      I  am 
interrupting  my  colleague. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  No;  the  Senator  is  not  Interrupting  me, 
Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  whole 
Boulder  Dam  project  was  worked  out  by  the  State  of  Ne- 
vada. It  was  worked  out  in  contemplation  of  a  great  future. 
It  was  worked  out  along  scientific  lines.  It  was  worked  out 
so  that  all  the  lower  basin  and  the  upper  basin  States  might 
profit  thereby.  Not  a  single  selfish  move  was  put  forward 
by  Nevada. 

Let  me  illustrate,  if  I  may,  to  the  time  of  my  colleague. 
During  the  existence  of  the  present  law  the  State  of  Nevada 
may  enjoy  something  over  $1,000,000  per  year,  according  to 
the  Mead  tables,  set  down  and  published;  but  we  have  relin- 
quished that  for  a  stabilized  situation.  In  other  words,  in- 
stead of  a  million  dollars  a  year  this  year  and  perhaps 
$200,000  some  years  hence,  we  have  struck  a  mean  amounting 
to  $300,000  a  year;  but  in  striking  that  mean  we  saw  to  it,  or 
at  least  worked  along  with  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  the 
State  of  Arizona,  and  the  other  States  of  the  upper  and  lower 
basins,  to  the  end  of  having  greater  benefit  come  to  the 
SUte  of  New  Mexico.  That  greater  benefit  was  admitted  by 
the  able  Junior  Senator  from  New  Mexico  I  Mr.  ChavxzI  in 
reply  to  my  questions  propounded  only  a  moment  ago.  I  am 
only  drawing  this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  In 
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the  time  of  my  collea«ue.  so  that  something  of  the  ^^ho^e  ^' 
ation  may  be  understood  by  the  Senate.  The  State  of  New 
Mexico  if  this  biU  passes.  wiU  be  100.000  times— and  I  use 
that  fl^  very  loosely— better  ofl  than  if  it  res^  on  the 
present  existing  law.  U  this  bill  is  defeated.  ^^  become  of 
the  increment  that  goes  to  the  State  of  New  Mexico?    Tliere 

^^i/b  CHA^.  Sxjppose  New  Mexico  Is  willing  to  stand  lor 
that. '  If  New  Mexico  is  not  getting  anything  now.  why  is  there 
such  anxiety  to  have  the  bUl  passed  without  New  Mexico  being 

protected? 

Mr   PTTTMAN.    I  will  teU  the  Senator  why. 

Mr  McCARRAN.     Who  is  anxious  to  have  it  passed? 

Mr  CHAVEZ.    I  mean  the  proponents  of  the  bill. 

Mr!  McCARRAN.    The  State  of  New  Mexico  Is  one  of 

the  proponents  of  the  bill.  ^      „       x        « 

Mr.    CHAVEZ.     Mr.    President.    wiU    the    Senator    from 

Nevada  3rield  to  me?  ^     ,„    w         n 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Certainly;  go  right  ahead.    We  have  all 

evening.  ^        ^  ^  j    tw  » 

Mx  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  from  Nevada  stated  that 
"llevada  is  getting  some  benefits  from  this  bill:  and  no  one 
is  complaining.  We  want  Nevada  to  get  everything  to  which 
it  is  entitled,  and  to  do  with  those  benefits  as  Nevada 
pleases;  but  in  the  case  of  the  little  share  we  may  have— 
and  a  penny  would  be  more  than  we  are  now  getting— we 
maintain  that  as  a  free  State  that  penny  should  be  spent 
and  used  as  the  State  of  New  Mexico  desires.  That  is  the 
complaint. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  my  col- 
league again? 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    For  a  little  while. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  voted  in  the  committee  on  the  very 
principle  the  Junior  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  now  an- 
nounced; but  let  it  be  remembered  that  we  were  voting  to 
give  to  New  Mexico  something  that  New  Mexico  was  going  to 
get  under  the  new  law,  not  under  the  old  law. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  is  true;  but  New  Mexico  was  also 
giving  something  else  to  the  other  States.    I  know  that  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  on  my  right  [Mr.  PrmtAW]  has  said 
there  was  not  any  water  there:  but  let  me  state  to  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  that  2.400,000  acre-feet  flow  into  Ne- 
vada from  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  and  into  Boulder  Dam. 
Of  that  2.400.000  acre-feet,  the  most  that  New  Mexico  wants 
and  can  use  is  350.000  acre-feet,  and  Nevada  will  get  the 
benefit  of  the  remainder  that  flows  from  the  State  of  New 
Mexico:  so  the  other  States  are  not  giving  New  Mexico  a 
thing     We  are  giving  the  otlier  States  something.    But  we 
Insist,  and  I  think  Justly  »o,  that  whether  we  get  a  penny 
or  a  million  dollars,  there  shall  be  no  provisions  in  the  law 
which  will  prevent  New  Mexico  from  doing  with  her  penny 
or  with  her  million  doUari  as  New  Mexico  pleases.    That  is 
the  question. 
I  thank  the  Senator  from  Nevada  for  yielding  to  me. 
Mr.  PTXTMAN,    Mr.  President,  we  will  end  the  talk  about 
fumlahlng  water  to  the  lower  basin,  because  under  an  act  of 
Congress  we  divided  the  water.    New  Mexico  has  her  water 
and  we  have  our  water. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  We  cannot  use  our  half  of  it  until  we  get  a 
project.  _  ^ 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Then  do  not  graft  on  our  part,  because  we 
are  having  a  tough  time  for  ourselves.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
we  are  not  using  New  Mexico's  water,  we  are  using  our  half 
of  the  water.  We  are  taxing  our  people  to  pay  for  the  electric 
lights  to  pay  the  amortization  cost.  If  there  is  anything  over, 
we  are  going  to  pay  some  of  It  to  New  Mexico,  not  because  we 
owe  it  to  them  but  because  we  Uke  them.  But  the  amount  we 
will  pay  New  Mexico  will  depend  on  whether  this  bill  passes. 
^  If  it  does  not  pass,  we  will  not  pay  them  anything  for  50 
years.  If  the  bill  passes,  we  will  pay  them  seven  or  eight  mil- 
lion doUars.  They  are  not  satisfied  with  that.  They  think 
there  Is  a  little  chance  of  getting  some  more. 

The  Senator  offered  an  amendment  to  the  House  bill,  and 
I  wish  to  say  that  the  House  bill  was  worked  on  for  two  and  a 
half  months  by  the  Qovemors  and  commissioners  of  seven 


States  and  agreed  on.  It  came  to  the  Senate,  and  the  Sen- 
fSr  wa^  not^^ed  with  what  his  commission  in  New  M«c- 
fco  did  he  was  not  satisfied  with  what  the  Governor  did.  and 

he  offered  an  amendment.  ,  ., . 

1^.  CHAVEZ.  The  commission  of  New  Mexico  never  did 
agree  until  the  amendment  was  inserted. 

Mr  pnTMAN.  I  will  not  disagree  with  that;  but  the  com- 
mission agreed  to  the  House  biU.    Did  the  commission  agree 

to  the  House  bill?  .^    „       t^  wm 

Mr  CHAVEZ.    They  certainly  did.  because  the  Senate  bill 

was  acted  on  before  the  House  bill  was  acted  on  in  committee. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  mean,  did  they  testify  in  the  committee 
that  they  were  in  favor  of  the  House  bill,  or  not? 

Mr   CHAVEZ.     They  did  not,  but  the  commissioner  from 

Nevada  and  the  commissioner  from  Wyoming  and  the  com- 
missioner from  Colorado  and  the  commissioner  from  Arizona 
testified  before  the  Senate  committee  that  they  were  satis- 
fied, and  they  supported  the  amendment  I  inserted  in  the 

Mr  PITTMAN.  A  commissioner  of  Utah  testified  before 
our  committee— and  the  Senator  heard  him— that  all  14 
commissioners  agreed  on  the  bill  which  went  to  the  House. 
That  was  the  testimony. 

Let  me  read  what  the  Senator  offered  as  an  amendment: 


Any  moneys  accruing  for  projects  In  New  Mexico  and  appropriated 
Dursuant  to  the  authorizations  contained  In  thla  eubsect  on  shaU 
be  available  for  (1)  the  completion  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
of  a  survey  of  the  TTansmovmtaln  diversion  project  on  the  San 
Juan  River  in  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  and  (2)  for  the  construc- 
tion of  such  project;  and  such  project  shall  be  deaigned  so  a* 
adequately  to  protect  the  present  and  prospective  uses  of  water  Ux 
the  State  of  Colorado  and  in  San  Juan  County.  N.  Mex..  includ- 
InK  those  of  the  Navajo  Tribe  of  Indiana,  and.  after  providing  for 
such  needs  any  water  from  sxich  project  remaining  available  for 
UK  shall  be  used  as  the  State  of  New  Mexico  may  determine. 

Is  that  not  what  the  Senator  offered? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  What  did  the  committee  add  to  that? 
That  was  not  in  the  House  bill,  was  it? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    No;  but  it  was  in  the  Senate  bill. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    That  was  not  in  the  House  bill,  was  it? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    It  was  not. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  was  not  inserted  until  the  bill  came  to 
the  Senate,  and  that  is  what  we  acted  on.  Ttie  Senator 
added  that  in  the  committee,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    To  the  Senate  bill. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  How  did  the  conference  committee  change 
It?  Listen  to  this.  Tills  Is  the  addition  of  the  conference 
committee.    The  House  did  not  have  it  in  at  all: 

PtxrtrUUd.  That  If  the  wld  project  atuUl  be  determined  by  th« 
CommlMloner  of  Reclamation  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  aa 
being  infeaslble,  or  If  any  project  preaentcd  in  any  State  shall  b« 
declared  to  be  lofeMible,  ttien  luch  funds  shall  be  MUltobiy  divided 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  accordance  with  tb«  ncccMlty 
for  the  development  of  the  proJ«cta  of  tb*  varloua  StatM. 

That  is  all  that  was  added. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield  right 
there? 

Mr.  PITTMAN,    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  the  one  to  which  we  are  objecting 
because  of  what  It  will  do  to  New  Mexico.  Unlets  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  decides  that  a  project  is  feasible,  then 
New  Mexico  does  not  get  a  thing,  but  the  money  that  should 
gc  to  New  Mexico  will  be  distributed,  accordmg  to  what  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  think  proper,  in  some  other 
State. , 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Was  there  ever  an  intention  in  connec- 
tion with  the  original  act  except  for  reclamation?  What  do 
you  want  it  for.  cattle  raising? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Not  for  cattle  raising,  but  to  use  our  own 
sovereignty,  because  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  correctly 
so,  and  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  correctly  so,  may  decide 
that,  according  to  the  standards  of  reclamation,  a  project 
submitted  to  them  may  not  be  feasible,  but  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  may  decide  that  some  other  kind  of  project  may  be 
feasible,  so  far  as  New  Mexico  is  concerned.  We  want  the 
money  that  belongs  to  us  to  be  used  by  New  Mexico.    If  the 
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Secretary  of  the  Interior  wants  to  give  some  of  the  money 
away.  I  do  not  want  him  to  give  away  New  Mexico's  money. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  We  are  amending  the  Boulder  Dam  Act, 
are  we  not? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    We  are  trying  to. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  And  that  act  provides  for  the  Investiga- 
tion and  study  of  the  upper  river  for  reclamation  purposes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Does  the  Senator  want  to  change  that, 

or  not?  ,  „ 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     I  do  not  want  it  ctianged  so  long  as  New 

Mexico's  interests  are  protected. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  New  Mexico  does  not  get  any  money  for 
50  years,  under  that  act. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     That  is  all  right. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Now.  it  will  get  seven  or  eight  million 
dollars  for  reclamation.  You  do  not  want  it  for  reclama- 
tion, you  want  It  for  cattle  raising. 

Mr  CHAVEZ.  No;  we  do  not  want  it  for  cattle  raising, 
and  we  do  not  get  a  cent  if  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  de- 
cides that  the  project  is  not  feasible.  But.  after  all.  the 
average  State  in  the  West  has  Its  engineers  and  Its  reclama- 
Uon  bureau,  and  they  can  decide  on  what  is  feasible  in  Utah. 
or  Nevada,  or  Arizona,  or  elsewhere. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  yield- 
Mr  McCARRAN.  I  think  the  junior  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  will  admit  that  no  one  has  been  more  sympathetic  or 
more  in  accord  with  his  views  than  I  have.  I  attended  every 
one  of  the  meetings  of  the  committee.  I  went  along  with 
him  because  I  thought  that  New  Mexico,  whatever  money 
was  coming  to  her,  should  have  a  right  to  designate  how  it 
should  be  expended.  But  the  able  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
will  undoubtedly  agree  that  this  is  all  under  the  Department 
of  the  Interior,  specifically  under  the  Bureau  of  ReclamaUon. 
I  have  never  yet  known,  and  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  can  recall,  when  it  was  that  any  State  could 
designate  to  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  where  a  project 
should  be.  If  I  am  in  error  in  that.  I  should  be  glad  to  have 
the  Senator  correct  me. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    May  I  interrupt  the  Senator? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     Certainly. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Was  there  not  testimony  submitted  both  by 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  by  several  persons  who  ap- 
peared before  the  committee  that  this  was  the  only  project 
of  which  the  State  of  New  Mexico  could  take  advantage  and 
that  there  was  nothing  else? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.    I  think  the  Senator  is  largely  correct  In 

that  statement. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  assure  the  Senator  that  tills  is  the  only 
place  where  we  can  Uke  advantage  of  a  project. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  In  other  words,  this  seems  to  be  the  only 
feasible  project  in  New  Mexico. 

Mr  CHAVEZ.  It  U  either  feasible  or  otherwise,  but  it  U 
the  only  project.  We  say  that  if  the  Reclamation  Bureau 
sUtes  that  we  cannot  do  it,  according  to  the  standards  of 
reclamaUon.  possibly  New  Mexico  can  go  there  and  build  some 
kind  of  a  project  that  will  be  of  some  benefit. 

Mr  McCARRAN,    There  U  approximately  $7,000,000  com- 
ing to  the  upper  basin  States  out  of  this  new  bill,  there  if 
nothing  coming  to  the  upper  basin  States  out  of  the  old  law 
for  about  SO  years. 
Mr,  CHAVEZ.    I  realize  that.  ^    .*  ,  * 

Mr  McCARRAN.  Let  US  take  $7,000,000  and  divide  it,  let 
us  say  equally,  which  would  give  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
approximately  $300,000.  or  thereabouts,  we  will  say.  "That 
goes  into  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  the  same  as  any  other 
reclamaUon  increment;  is  that  true? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    T^iat  is  true.  *,«„,« 

Mr  McCARRAN.  In  respect  to  all  other  reclamation  in- 
crements, the  money  coming  into  the  Reclamation  Bureau 
has  been  expended  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation;  is  that 
not  true? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes;  but  this  particular  water  course  is 
the  only  one  we  can  take  advantage  of. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  realize  that  It  Is  the  only  one.  If 
the  money  were  divided  equally,  then  the  Reclamation  Bu- 
reau would  say  "That  is  the  only  one,  so  the  money  would 
be  expended  on  that  project." 

Mr  CHAVEZ  But  if  they  said  it  was  not  feasible,  tnen 
the  money  could  be  used  by  the  Reclamation  Bureau  else- 
where.   Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.     I  cannot  say  as  to  that. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  want  the  Senator  to  read  the  modinca- 

tion  of  the  amendment.  *  ,  „   ♦k^ 

Mr  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  under  the  present  law.  the 
Senator's  State  would  not  get  anything  for  50  yeare.  Under 
the  proposed  measure  the  States  would  receive  $7,000,000. 
We  have  placed  a  proviso  in  the  measure  that  if  the  proposed 
project  is  not  feasible  the  money  shall  go  into  the  KcnCTal 
fund.  However,  the  Senator  wants  to  keep  it,  even  il  the 
project  is  not  feasible.     That  is  all  there  is  to  this  amend- 

I  went  into  this  proposal  deliberately  to  help  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico,  and  I  am  still  trying  to  do  so.  I  ^o^* 
that  what  he  wanted  was  his  project  mentioned  In  theblll. 
with  instructions  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  investi- 
gate it.  I  seem  to  have  been  wrong  about  It.  The  Senator 
does  not  seem  to  want  It  Investigated. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  No;  I  do  not  want  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  say  that  tl^e  use  of  the  money  is  not  feasible  in 
the  State  of  New  Mexico,  so  it  will  be  used  in  Nevada. 

Mr  PITTMAN.  It  is  our  money.  I  will  say  now  that  I 
hope  that  someone  other  than  the  Senator  from  Navada  will 
be  substituted  on  the  committee  who  may  be  able  to  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  I  thought  I  was  helping 
the  Senator's  State,  but  I  do  not  seem  to  be.  The  Senator 
seems  to  be  offended  at  me  for  some  reason. 

Mr.   CHAVEZ.    The   Senator   from    New   Mexico   is   not 
offended.     The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  sure  that  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  has  tried  to  help. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  certainly  tried. 

Mr  CHAVEZ.  But  there  is  a  litUe  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  Interpretation  of  that  modification,  and  we  have 

requested,  in  all  sincerity  of  purpose 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  If  the  Senator  wants  me  to  put  a  pro- 
vision In  the  measure  to  the  effect  that  Nevada's  money 

shall  go  to  New  Mexico 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    No.    I  want  New  Mexico  to  keep  aU  Uie 

money  that  belongs  to  her. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  will  think  that  over. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.     I  want  Nevada  to  get  everytWng  she  is 

entitled  to.  ^    ^ 

Mr.  pnTMAN.  This  matter  Is  the  unfinished  business,  as 
I  understand.  I  hope  that  by  substituting  someone  else  for 
me  on  the  conference  committee,  something  wUl  be  worked 
out  that  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico by  the  time  the  Senate  again  meets. 

laSAAOK  mOM  THE  HOUta 

A  message  from  the  House  of  RcprescnUtlves  by  Mr. 
Chatree.  one  of  lu  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  WU  (H. 
R,  8172)  to  amend  section  8  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
June  26,  1906,  relative  to  the  Alaska  salmon  fishery. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H,  R.  6672)  to 
amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1036.  as  amended,  to  pro- 
vide for  marine  war-risk  insurance  and  reinsurance  and  for 
marine  risk  reinsurance,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 

the  Senate: 

H  R.9491,  An  act  relating  to  compensation  of  former  em- 
ployees of  the  RaUway  Mail  Service  in  certain  positions  and 
reinstated  prior  to  August  14.  1937; 

H.  R.  10100.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  10106.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Colxunbia 
Revenue  Act  of  1937.  as  amended. 
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ASSISTAKT  CLERK.   COMJCTTn   OK  MINIS  AND   MININO 

Mr.  GUPPEY  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res. 
287),  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and 
Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  Ifines  and  Mining  la  hereby 
authorized  to  employ  for  the  remainder  of  the  Seventy-rixth  Con- 
rrebs  an  asalstant  clerk,  to  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
tne  Senate  at  tbe  rate  of  H,80O  per  annum. 

ADJOtrHNMBNT  TO  MONDAY.  JITLY   1,   1940 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  House  Con- 
dnrent  ResoIuUon  83.  which  was  read,  as  foUows: 

ResUved  by  the  House  of  Representatives  {the  Seriate  concur- 
ring) That  when  the  two  Houses  adjourn  on  Saturday,  June  23. 
19M, 'they  stand  adjourned  untU  12  o'clock  meridian.  Monday, 
July  1.  1940. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  move  the  adoption  of 
the  concurrent  resolution  sent  over  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
cpr^tQ  t  ivcs 

The  VICE  PRESIDBin'.  The  question  is  on  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Bflr.  BARKLEY.  I  send  to  the  desk  a  unanimous-consent 
request  and  ask  that  it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  unanimous-consent  request 
will  be  stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that,  during  the  recess  or  adjournment 
of  the  Senate  following  today's  session,  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
be  authorlaed  to  receive  messages  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tlvea.  and  that  the  President  of  the  Senate  be  authorized  to  Bign 
bllla  and  Joint  resolutions  foiind  truly  enrolled  by  the  Committee 
on  Knrolled  Bills  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  terms  of  House  Conciurent 
Resolution  83,  I  move  that  the  Senate  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  8  o'clock  and  45 
minutes  p.  m.)  Saturday.  June  22. 1940.  the  Senate  adjourned 
until  Monday.  July  1.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive   nominations   received    by    the    Senate    June    22 

(/e£ris/a/xt>e  day  of  June  21^,  1940 

Unitid  States  ATTORNrrs 

Maurice  Francis  Donegan.  of  Iowa,  to  be  United  States 

attorney  for  the  southern  district   of  Iowa,   vice  John  K. 

Valentine,  resigned. 

Herbert  S.  Phillips,  of  Florida,  to  be  United  States  attorney 
for  tlie  southern  district  of  Florida.  Mr.  Phillips  is  now  serv- 
ing in  this  office  under  an  appointment  which  expired  June  6, 

1940. 

Coast  Guard  of  thi  Unito)  States 

to  bb  lietrnenant  commanders  to  rank  as  stjch  from  may  25, 

1839 

Lt.  Frank  E.  PoUio. 
Lt,  Henry  J.  Betzmer. 
Lt.  George  C.  Whittlesey. 

TO  BE  A  UEXTTENANT  COMMANDER   TO  RANK  AS  StJCH  FROM  JULY 

1,   1939 

Lt.  Beverly  E.  Moodey. 

TO  BE  SECOND  LIEXTTENANTS.  WITH  RANK  FROM  DATE  OF 

APPonrrMENT 
Air  Corps 


William  Carrolton  Adams 
Joseph  Richard  Ambrose 
RoUen  Henry  Anthis 
Robert  Lee  Baseler 
Donald  K.  Bennett 
Donald  Thomas  Bennink 
^William  Ellsworth  Boyd 
John  Preston  Breckenridge 
John  Leonard  Burhus 
Wilbur  Anthony  Champagne 


Donald  Leonard  Clark 
Roger  McKee  Crow 
Joseph  Austin  Cunningham 
John  Irvln  DeVine.  Jr. 
Elmer  Austin  Dixon 
Alexander  George  Evanoff 
Ralph  Monroe  Fawcett 
William  John  Feallock  2d 
William  Alfred  PUer 
Thomas  Robert  Ford 


Charles  Afton  Oayle 
George  Edward  Glober 
Paul  Joseph  Gorman 
Frank  Norton  Graves 
Horace  Albert  Hanes 
Carl  Harper 
Robert  Fleming  Harris 
Malcolm  McMillan  Heber 
Alvin  Edward  Hebert 
William  Murray  Hendrix 
Edward  Francis  Hubbard 


June  22 

Carrell  Thurman  Murrell 
Edward  Payson  Myers 
Dorr  Ellsworth  Newton,  Jr. 
Jerry  Dentler  Page 
Joseph  Herbert  Paul 
Stuart  Moss  Porter 
Ogden  Nelson  Pratt 
Ralph  Amos  Reeve 
Orville  Herman  Rehmann 
John  Norton  Reynolds.  Jr. 
John  Luverne  Richardson 
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William  Edward  Hubbard  2d  Edgar  Allen  Romberg 

J.  Garrett  Jackson  Richard  Condie  Sanders 

Weldon  Marion  James  Gerhard  John  Schriever 

Thomas  Stanley  Jeffrey,  Jr.  Orle  Clin  Schurter 

Philip  John  Kuhl  Harold  Caldwell  Smelser 

Charles  Edwin  LefflngweU  Frank  Edward  Sullivan 

Cecil  James  Locke.  Jr.  Stanley  Richard  Vosper 

Stephen  Davenport  McElroy  Walter  John  Wagner 

William  Elza  McEnUre  Carl  Paul  Walter 

George  Miles  McNeese  Rollin  Murray  Winingham 

Ernest  Roderic  Manierre  Prank  Lee  Wood.  Jr. 

Maurice  LesUe  Martin  Adolf  MUton  Wright 

Alvan  Neavitt  Moore  John  Lewis  Zoeckler 
MacPherson  Morgan 

Infantry 

Frederick  William  Baum  Donald  Alvin  Kerstlng 

Thomas  O'Connor  Blakeney  Arthur  Harold  Lahlum 

Arden  Charles  Brill  Edward  Kennedy  Lovelace 

Robert  Harlan  Bull  Hugh  WlUiam  McClary 

William  Barrel  Cavness  Charles  Leo  McClenahan 

Melvin  Desmond  Clark  Hal  Dale  McCown 

Otto  Bismarck  CToudt,  Jr.  Richard  Irvine  Manning 

Parker  Ewan  Connor,  Jr.  Jack  Conrad  Miller 

Darrel  Gee  Costello  George  Fredrick  Munro 

Ellsworth  Androw  Cragholm  Robert  Jackson  Natzel 

William  Bailey  Crum  Harry  Paller 

Gilbert  Warren  Curl  Robert  Harry  Pell 

David  Samuel  Daley.  Jr.  Bert  Perrin 

Peter  Denisevich  Tom  Spencer  Phair 

Eric  Edward  Duckstad  Merle  Reed  Preble 

Raymond  Charles  Durgan  Lloyd  Brinkley  Ramsey 

Earl  William  Edwards  Louis  Howard  Ressijac 

Ralph  Sheridan  Eldridge  Raymond  Richards 

Emil  Paul  Eschenburg  Henry  John  Richter 

Joseph  Pancratius  Pagan  Jacob  Lewis  Riley.  Jr. 

William  Chester  Goers  George  Blatchford  Robinson 

Harold  Stanley  Griffith,  Jr.  William  Bradford  Rosson 

Harold  Diedrich  Hansen  Charles  Walker  Sample 

Leslie  Harness  John  Storey  Sandiland 

Robert  Carl  Harvey  Raymond  Thomas  Shelby 

Emil  Franklin  Hawes  Cyril  Dean  Sterner 

William  Ray  Heaston  Benjamin  Grant  Taylor,  Jlr. 

John  Milton  Hightower  3d  Arthur  Claire  Tillson 

Robert  Charles  Hilpert  Harry  Hammond  Walker,  Jr. 

Charles  Thompson  Pratt  Alexander  Warren 

Homer.  Jr.  William  Christopher  Wllkin- 
Ben  King  Humphrey  son,  Jr. 

David  William  lunghuhn  Charles  Vincent  Wilson 
Lester  Bennett  Johnson  Gerard  George  Wolke 

Charles  Douglas  Johnston 

Field  ArtiUery 

Paul  Edward  Alban  Warren  Randall  King 

Robert  Edward  Am  John  Marvin  Kinzer 

Charles  Pershing  Brown  Harry  Bernhard  LaForce 

Thomas  Law  Bryan  Herman      Walter      Wright 

Ben  Lovell  Burdick  Lange 

George  Francis  Carter  Zlm  E.  Lawhon.  Jr. 

Walter  Alexander  Edens  Ernest  Henry  Lorenz,  Jr. 

James  Blair  Green  Richard  Sears  Lovering.  Jr. 

Robert  Charles  Hall  Peter  Clark  Manson 

Philip  Archie  Hatten  George  Thomas  Metcalf 

Robert  Condit  Ingalls  Jene  Earl  Mills 

Misha  Nicholas  Kadick  Jacob  Franklin  Mynderse 


Robert  Clyde  Stump 
John  Fogg  Twombly  3d 
Marion  Walton  Walker 
Walter  Edwin  Winter 


Ariel  Wa3me  Nielsen 
John  Edward  Nltsche 
Ernest  Lester  Rwnme 
Wright  Andrew  Scovllle 
Hunter  LeGear  Stockton 

Coast  ArtiUery  Corps 

Kenneth  Howard  Bayer  Robert  Gray  Piatt 

Alfred  Uncoln  Brassel  Herbert  Ernest  Rice 

Oscar  Marion  Brumflel  George  Washington  Shivers, 
John  Edward  Burrows  Jr. 

Jack  Cecil  Evans  Woodrow  Bryan  Sigley 

Charles  Mix  Gilbert  Vallard  Cassius  Smith 

William  Kethley  GUlmore  John  Cook  Tredennick 

Harold  Donham  Higgins  George    Burbank    Webster, 
Bergen  Brokaw  Hovell  Jr. 

William  Cone  Mahoney,  Jr.  Daniel  Binkley  Williams 

Troxell  Olin  Mason  Stephen  Dana  Young 

Cavalry 

Francis  Woodrow  Adams  John  Barkeley  McPherson 

George  Cobb  Benjamin  Thomas  Addis  Emmet  Mose- 
Alfred  Washburn  Bruneau  ley.  Jr. 

Emerson  Wallace  Grant  Edwin  O'Connor.  Jr.  - 

Walter  Greenwood.  Jr.  Harry  Alexander  Schendel, 
Clifford  Ellwood  Lippincott  Jr. 

Thomas  Lanier  McKnight  George  Major  White 

Corps  of  Engineers 

Joseph  Houghton  Collart  John  Somer  Shapland 

Everett  Albert  Hansen  Channing  StoweU.  Jr. 

Francis  Melsinger  Libershal  Paul  Henry  Symbol 

John  Royal  Linehan  John  Edward  Unverferth 

John  Hall  Livingston  WilUam  Jonreau  WUUams  2d 
Elgin  Gilbert  Radcliff 

Signal  Corps 

William  Scandrett 
Nye  Maguet  Scofleld 

Chemical  Warfare  Service 

James  Herbert  Batte 
Jack  Finney  Lane 

j  POSTMASTERS 

ARKANSAS 
Harry  D.  Landers  to  l)e  postmaster  at  Harrisburg,  Ark., 
in  place  of  J.  T.  Lamb.  Jr.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

May  9,  1940.  .      .  ^    •       , 

Manila  Mills  to  be  postmaster  at  Lapanto.  Ark.,  m  place 
of  A.  L.  White.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  24, 

1940.  I 

CALIFORNIA 

Floyd  M.  Harvey  to  be  postmaster  at  Adin.  Calif.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1.  1938. 

Peter  D.  Mclntyre  to  be  postmaster  at  Blythe.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  P.  D.  Mclntyre.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

April  27.  1940.  ,     , 

Mary  B.  Janeiro  to  be  jxjstmaster  at  Decoto,  Calii..  m 
place  of  M.  B.  Janeiro.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

April  25,  1940.  ^   ,,     .    ^^ 

Charbe    M.    Seargeant    to    be    postmaster    at    Manhattan 

Beach.   Calif.,   in    place    of    C.    M.    Seargeant.     Incumbent's 

commission  expired  May  22, 1940. 

Sidney  E.  Henking  to  be  postmaster  at  Niland,  Calif..  In 

place  of  S.  E.   Henking.     Incumbent's  commission  expired 

January  23.   1940.  ^  ,„    , 

Mary  K.  Davis  to  be  postmaster  at  San  Carlos.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  M.  K.  Davis.  Incmnbent's  commission  expired 
June  18,  1940. 

I  CONNECTICUT 

Wallace  M.  Hart  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Cornwall, 
Conn.,  m  place  of  W.  M.  Hart.  Incumbent's  commission 
expires  June  25.  1940. 

FLORIDA 

Mildred  a  Entwistle  to  be  postmaster  at  Warrington,  Fla., 
In  place  of  Cornelia  Higgins,  retired. 


GEORGIA 

Alton  H.  Harvey  to  be  postmaster  at  Thomaston.  Ga.,  In 
place  of  C.  B.  Short.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  Marcn 

18.  1940. 

HAWAn 

Solomon  C.  Burke  to  be  postmaster  at  Honokaa.  Hawaii, 
in  place  of  S.  C.  Burke.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  25.  1940. 

ILLINOIS 

Clinton  S.  Warrick  to  be  postmaster  at  Donovan.  111.,  in 
place  of  C.  S.  Warrick.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  25.  1940.  ^        _,     , 

Amos  C.  Westphal  to  be  postmaster  at  Herscher.  m..  m 
place  of  A.  C.  Westphal.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  26,  1939. 

George  S.  Thornton  to  be  postmaster  at  Oquawka,  111.,  in 
place  of  G.  S.  "Hiomton.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

May  29.  1940. 

Theodore  P.  Wadett  to  be  postmaster   at  Thornton,  HL 

Office  became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

Henry  F.  Schneider  to  be  postmaster  at  Waterloo,  HI.,  in 
place  of  E.  C.  Jobusch.  deceased. 

INDIANA 

James  C.  McKiUip  to  be  postmaster  at  Charlestown.  Ind., 
In  place  of  J.  C.  McKlllip.    Incumbent's  commission  expires 

July  13.  1940.  ^    ,  _ 

Maurice  C.  Ingerman  to  be  postmaster  at  Milton,  Ind.,  In 
place  of  M.  C.  Ingerman.  Incvimbent's  commission  exph-ed 
June  8.  1940. 

IOWA 
Walter  W.  Jacobs  to  be  postmaster  at  Guttenberg.  Iowa, 
in  place  of  W.  W.  Jacobs.     Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  13.  1940. 

KANSAS 

Edward  Tacha  to  be  postmaster  at  Jennings.  Kans.,  in 
place  of  Edward  Tacha.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  20, 1940. 

KENTUCKY 

Kenneth  S.  Jones  to  be  postmaster  at  Greenville.  Ky..  in 
place  of  R.  E.  Wallace.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
July  18,  1939. 

LOUISIANA 

Homer  L.  JoUey  to  be  postmaster  at  Morgan  City.  La., 
in  place  of  H.  L.  JoUey.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

June  16.  1940. 

Prank  M.  Caldwell  to  be  postmaster  at  Robeline.  La.,  in 
place  of  F.  M.  Caldwell.  Incumbent's  conunission  expires 
June  25.  1940. 

MARYLAND 

Leonard  Wilson  to  be  postmaster  at  Mlllington.  Md..  in 
place  of  Leonard  Wilson.  Incmnbent's  commission  expired 
June  1.  1940. 

Thomas  V.  McGuire  to  be  postmaster  at  Western  Port, 
Md..  in  place  of  C.  L.  Connell.  deceased. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

J.  Walter  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  Brimfleld,  Mass. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

MICHIGAN 

George  W.  Leonard  to  be  postmaster  at  Delton,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  G.  E.  Gasklll.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  10.  1940. 

Ferdinand  J.  Lange  to  be  postmaster  at  Sebewalng.  Mich., 
in  place  of  A.  C.  Ea>erlein.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
June  23,  1940. 

MINNESOTA 

Clifford  J.  Fitzgerald  to  be  postmaster  at  Dil worth,  Minn., 
in  place  of  C.  J.  Fitzgerald.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1,  1940. 

Raymond  P.  Nolan  to  be  postmaster  at  Janesville,  Minn., 
In  place  of  R.  P.  Nolan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  17. 1940. 
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Marcia  Russell  Tysseling  to  be  postmaster  at  StewartviUe. 
Minn.,  in  place  of  M.  R.  TysseUng.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  August  26.  1939. 

lOSSOXTRI 

Ann  M.  Willibrand  to  be  postmaster  at  Preeburg.  Mo. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1.  1938. 

Amelia  C.  Walters  to  be  postmaster  at  Gorln,  Mo.,  in  place 
of  A.  J.  Robinson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
23.  1939. 

NEW   HAMPSHIRX 

Joseph  p.  Collins  to  be  postmaster  at  Concord.  N.  H.,  in 
place  of  C.  A.  Burt,  deceased. 

mw    TORK 

Thomas  LeRoy  Wardle  to  be  postmaster  at  Amityville. 
N.  Y.,  in  place  of  T.  L.  Wardle.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  June  28,  1939. 

John  R.  Hcuck  to  be  postmaster  at  Tally.  N.  Y..  in  place 
of  W.  C.  Long,  resigned. 

HOSTH  CAROLINA 

Charles  C.  Potts  to  be  postmaster  at  Highlands.  N.  C.  in 
place  of  S.  E.  Potts,  removed. 

Thomas  Mortimer  Harris  to  be  postmaster  at  Louisburg, 
N.  C.  in  place  of  T.  M.  Harris.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  May  19.  1940. 

Walter  P.  Bridgers  to  be  postmaster  at  Warsaw,  N.  C,  in 
place  of  E.  P.  Chambers.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  10,  1940. 

Millard  F.  Bumgamer  to  be  postmaster  at  Wilkesboro,  N.  C, 
In  place  of  S.  B.  Smoak.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  2,  1939. 

OKUIHOMA 

James  W.  Blair  to  be  postmaster  at  Clayton.  Okla..  in 
place  of  J.  W.  Blair.  Incumbent's  commission  expires  July 
1.  1940. 

PnrNSTLVANIA 

Ralph  M.  Dysart  to  be  postmaster  at  Bellwood.  Pa.,  in 
place  of  R.  M.  IJysart.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  9.  1940. 

Ralph  L.  Bell  to  be  postmaster  at  Burgettstown,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  R.  L.  Bell.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
20.  1940. 

Catherine  M.  Golden  to  be  postmaster  at  Lykens,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  W.  E.  Snyder.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  20,  1940. 

William  M.  Cramer  to  be  postmaster  at  Mifflin.  Pa.,  in 
place  of  W.  M.  Cramer.    Incumbent's  commission  exjares 

July  15,  1940. 

Delia  Dina  Pornataro  to  be  postmaster  at  Russellton.  Pa., 
in  place  of  D.  D.  POmataro.  Incumbent's  commissicm  ex- 
pired February  13,  1940. 

John  B.  Brennen  to  be  postmaster  at  Wilcox.  Pa.,  in  place 
of  J.  B.  Brennen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  20, 
1940. 

SOUTH   CAROUNA 

Wayne  C.  Johnson  to  be  postmaster  at  Easley,  S.  C.  In 
place  of  S.  O  Capell.  Incvunbenfs  commission  expired  Feb- 
ruary 27.  1940. 

SOXrrH    DAKOTA 

Harriet  L.  Rost  to  be  postmaster  at  Garden  City,  S.  Dsik.. 
In  place  of  O.  M.  McGllllvray.  Incmnbent's  commission 
expired  February  6. 1940. 

TEXAS 

Raymond  A.  Stewart  to  be  postmaster  at  Galveston.  Tex., 
in  place  of  R.  A.  Lyons,  Jr.,  deceased. 

Daniel  B.  Wood  to  be  postmaster  at  Olney,  Tex.,  in  place 
of  J.  C.  Lovelace,  deceased. 

tTTAH 

Robert  H.  Barton  to  be  postmaster  at  Layton,  Utah,  in 
place  of  R.  H.  Barton.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 


June  22 


VDtGINIA 

Ella  A.  Lambert  to  be  postmaster  at  Amonate,  Va..  In  place 
of  C.  E.  Nash,  removed. 

Mary  Sue  Clark  to  be  postmaster  at  Catewba  Sanatorium, 
Va..  in  place  of  A.  G.  Bengtson,  resigned. 

WASHIlfGTON 

Roy  E.  Carey  to  be  postmaster  at  HarUine.  Wash.,  in  place 
of  R.  E.  Carey.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  31, 
1940. 

WISCONSIN 

Leo  A.  Eiden  to  be  postmaster  at  Deer  Park.  Wis..  In  place 
of  L.  A.  Eiden.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  18, 

1938. 

Walter  H.  Bprangers  to  be  postmaster  at  Waldo,  Wis..  In 
place  of  W.  H.  Sprsingers.  Incumbent's  commission  expires 
July  1.  1940.  

CQNFIRMA'nONS 

Exeaitive  nominations   confirmed  by  the  Senate  June   22 

(legislative  day  of  June  21),  1940 

Unitkd  States  District  Judge 

Benjamin  Harrison  to  be  United  States  district  judge  for  the 

southern  district  of  California. 

United  States  Attorneys 
Maurice  Francis  Donegan.  of  Iowa,  to  be  United  States 
attorney  for  the  southern  district  of  Iowa. 

Herbert  S.  Phillips,  of  Florida,  to  be  United  States  attorney 
for  the  southern  district  of  Florida. 

United  States  Pubuc  Healt»  Service 
to  be  passed  assistant  surgeons 
Romeo  J.  Gentile  Dale  C.  Cameron 

Clarence  A.  Smith  Leo  D.  CKane 

Richard  H.  Smith  Jack  L.  James 

John  A.  Lewis.  Jr.  Wixom  S.  Sibley 

Wightman  R.  Duke  Leon  S.  Saler 

Appointiient  to  Temporary  Rank  in  the  Air  Corps,  Regular 

Army 

to  be  colonel 
Donald  Patrick  Muse,  Air  Corps. 

to  be  lieutenant  colonels 

Leo  Fred  Post.  Air  Corps. 

John  Carroll  Kennedy,  Air  Corps. 

TO  BE  MAJOR 

Charles  Pearre  Cabell.  Air  Corps. 

Appointment  by  Transfer  in  the  Regular  Army 

Capt.  Ross  Thatcher  Sampson  to  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Edwau'd  Vanmeter  Macatee  to  Quartermaster  Corps. 

First  Lt.  Charles  Fauntleroy  Harrison  to  Chemical  Warfare 
Service. 

First  Lt.  Bruce  von  Gerichten  Scott  to  Air  Corps. 

Maj.  Tryon  Mason  Shepherd  to  Quartermaster  Corps. 

First  Lt.  Lawrence  Kent  Meade  to  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
appointments  in  the  regular  army 

Joseph  Paul  D'Areoo  to  be  second  lieutenant.  Coast  Artil- 
lery Corps. 

John  Frederick  Freund  to  be  second  lieutenant.  Coast  Artil- 
lery Corps. 

Virgil  Dwight  Cheyne  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Dental  Corps. 

John  William  Helton  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Dental  Corps. 

Joe  Hammon  Allen  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Dental  Corps. 

Grayson  Gwynne  Garrison  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Dental 
Corps. 

Kenneth  Ray  Elwell  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Dental  Corps. 
Alexander  Colin  MacDonald  to  be  flrist  lieutenant.  Dental 
Corps. 

Harold  Wilenzick  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Dental  Corps. 
William  Orville  Orsinger  to  be   first   lieutenant.  Dental 
Corps. 
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Raymond  Eugene  Boudreaux  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Dental 

Corps. 

John  Robert  Law  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Dental  Corps. 

George  Andrew  Long  to  be  first  Ueutenant.  Dental  Corps. 

Harold  Preston  Haskins  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Dental  Corps. 

Chester  Kenneth  Ramage  to  be  first  Ueutenant.  Dental 
Corps. 

Paul  Eugene  Edson  to  be  first  Ueutenant.  Dental  Corps. 

Thomas  Roosevelt  Haddock  to  be  first  Ueutenant.  Dental 

Corps.  ,   ,  ^ 

Pierre  Oscar  Evans  to  be  first  Ueutenant.  Dental  Corps. 
Charles  Rupert  Thompson  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  Dental 

Corps.  , 

Edwin  Joseph  Sunderville  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Veterinary 

Corps. 
Emil  WUliam  Geitner  to  be  chaplain  with  the  rank  of  first 

lieutenant. 

TO  BE  FIRST  LIEUTENANTS,  MEDICAL  CORPS 
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Jerome  Dudley  Textor 
Joseph  Michael  Barker 
Fratis  L.  Duff 
George  Arthur  Peck 
Robert  Glenn  Thompson 
WilUam  Charles  Burry 
John  Marshall  Salyer 
Hayden  Waldo  Withers 
Kermit  Hudson  Anderson 
WUUam  WUmerding  Moir.  Jr. 
Robert  Christian  Rauscher 
Bronko  Peter  LeUch 
Samuel  Sherman  Spicer 
Fred  Albert  Heimstra 
John  Randolph  Hall.  Jr. 
WilUam  Harris  Curry 
Josephus  Bartow  Talley,  Jr. 
Jesse  Douglas  Harris 
Edwin  Emmons  Corcoran 
Manah  Robert  Halbouty 
Allen  Dale  Smith 
Russell  Burton  Watson 
WilUam  Stanley  BagnaU 
John  Van  Eman  Berger.  Jr. 


Walter  Robbins  dcForest 
Norman  Clemm  Veale 
Joseph  Anthony  Resch 
Thomas  Henry  Crouch 
George  Arack 
Edward  Philip  Drescher 
Max  Wendell  Carver 
Jack  Thomas  Rush 
Charles  Arthur  Woerner 
Aaron  Louis  Kaminsky 
Hubert  Lynn  Binkley 
Richard  Stanton  Fraser 
Willard  Pergvtson  Angen 

William  Gunton  Budington 

John  Roscoe  GnmweU.  Jr. 

EU  Blair  Harter 

Stuart  Irvin  Draper 

Glen  Eiden  Ogden 

John  Gardiner 

Joseph  Nagle 

Jack  BoUerud 

Sanf  ord  Williams  French.  Jr. 

Hilbert  Adolph  Peter  L«in- 
inger 


TO  BE   SECOND  LIEUTENANTS  WFTH   RANK  FROM  DATE  OF   APPOINT- 
MENT 

Air  Corps 


William  Carrolton  Adams 
Joseph  Richard  Ambrose 
RoUen  Henry  Anthis 
Robert  Lee  Baseler 
Donald  K.  Bennett 
Donald  Thomas  Bennink 
WiUiam  Ellsworth  Boyd 
John  Preston  Breckenridge 
John  Leonard  Burhus 
Wilbur  Anthony  Champagne 
Donald  Leonard  Clark 
Roger  McKee  Crow 
Joseph  Austin  Cunningham 
John  Irvin  DeVine.  Jr. 
Elmer  Austin  Dixon 
Alexander  George  Evanoff 
Ralph  Monroe  Fawcett 
WilUam  John  Feallock  2d 
WUliam  Alfred  PJer 
Thomas  Robert  Ford 
Charles  Afton  Gayle 
George  Edward  Glober 
Paul  Joseph  Gorman 
Prank  Norton  Graves 
Horace  Albert  Hanes 
Carl  Harper 
Robert  Fleming  Harris 
Malcolm  McMiUan  Heber 


Alvin  Edward  Hcbert 
Williami  Murray  Hendrix 
Edward  Francis  Hubbard 
WUUam  Edward  Hubbard  2d 
J.  Garrett  Jackson 
Weldon  Marion  James 
Thomas  Stanley  Jeffrey,  Jr. 
Philip  John  Kuhl 
Charles  Edwin  LefflngweU 
CecU  James  Looke,  Jr. 
Stephen  Davenport  McElroy 
WUliam  Elza  McEntire 
George  MUes  McNeese 
Ernest  Roderic  Manierre 
Maurice  Leslie  Martin 
Alvan  Neavitt  Moore 
MacPherson  Morgan 
Carrell  Thurman  MurreU 
Edward  Payson  Myers 
Dorr  Ellsworth  Newton,  Jr. 
Jerry  Dentler  Page 
Joseph  Herbert  Paul 
Stuart  Moss  Porter 
Ogden  Nelson  Pratt 
Ralph  Amos  Reeve 
Orville  Herman  Rehmann 
John  Norton  Reynolds,  Jr. 
John  Luveme  Richardson 


Edgar  AUen  Romberg 
Richard  Condie  Sanders 
Gerhard  John  Schriever 
Orie  Clin  Schurter 
Harold  CaldweU  Smelser 
Frank  Edward  Sullivan 
Stanley  Richard  Vosper 

Infantry 
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Walter  John  Wagner 
Carl  Paul  Walter 
RolUn  Murray  Winingham 
Frank  Lee  Wood,  Jr. 
Adolf  Milton  Wright 
John  Lewis  Zoeckler 


Frederick  WilUam  Baum 
Thomas  O'Connor  Blakeney 
Arden  Charles  Brill 
Robert  Harlan  Bull 
WiUiam  Darrel  Cavness 
Melvin  Desmond  Clark 
Otto  Bismarck  Cloudt,  Jt. 
Parker  Ewan  Connor.  Jr. 
Darrel  Gee  CosteUo 
Ellsworth  Androw  Cragholm 
William  Bailey  Crum 
GUbert  Warren  Curl 
David  Samuel  Daley,  Jr. 
Peter  Denisevich 
Eric  Edward  Duckstad 
Raymond  Charles  Durgan 
Earl  WUliam  Edwards 
Ralph  Sheridan  Eidridge 
Emil  Paul  Eschenburg 
Joseph  Pancratius  Pagan 
WiUiam  Chester  Goers 
Harold  Stanley  Griffith,  Jr. 
Harold  Ehedrich  Hansen 
LesUe  Harness 
Robert  Carl  Harvey 
EmU  Franklin  Hawes 
WiUiam  Ray  Heaston 
John  MUton  Hightower  3d 
Rol>ert  Charles  Hilpert 
Charles  Thompson  Horner, 

Jr. 
Ben  King  Humphrey 
David  WiUiam  lunghuhn 
Lester  Bennett  Johnson 
Charles  Douglas  Johnston 

Field  ArtiUery 
Paul  Edward  Alban 
Robert  Edward  Am 
Charles  Pershing  Brown 
Thomas  Law  Bryan 
Ben  Lovell  Burdick 
George  Francis  Carter 
Walter  Alexander  Edens 
James  Blair  Green 
Robert  Charles  Hall 
PhiUp  Archie  Hatten 
Robert  Condit  IngaUs 
Misha  Nicholas  Kadick 
Warren  RandaU  King 
John  Marvin  Kinzer 
Harry  Bernhard  LaForce 
Herman    Walter    Wright 
Lange 

Coast  Artillery  Corps 


Donald  Alvln  Kersting 
Arthur  Harold  Lahlum 
Edward  Kennedy  Lovelace 
Hugh  WUliam  McClary 
Charles  Leo  McClenahan 
Hal  Dale  McCown 
Richard  Irvine  Manning 
Jack  Conrad  MiUer 
Osorge  Fredrick  Munro 
Robert  Jackson  Natzel 
Harry  Paller 
Robert  Harry  PeU 
Bert  Perrin 
Tom  Spencer  Phair 
Merle  Reed  Preble 
Lloyd  Brinkley  Ramsey 
Louis  Howard  Ressijac 
Raymond  Richards 
Henry  John  Richter 
Jacob  Lewis  Riley,  Jr. 
George  Blatchford  Robinson 
William  Bradford  Rosson 
Charles  Walker  Sample 
John  Storey  Sandiland 
Raymond  Thomas  Shelby 
Cyril  Dean  Sterner 
Benjamin  Grant  Taylor,  Jr. 
Arthur  Claire  TUlson 
Harry  Hammond  Walker,  Jr. 
Pratt  Alexander  Warren 
WiUiam  Christopher  Wilkin- 
son, Jr. 
Charles  Vincent  Wilson 
Gerard  George  Wolke 


Zim  E.  Lawhon,  Jr. 
Ernest  Henry  Lorenz,  Jr. 
Richard  Sears  Lovering,  Jr. 
Peter  Clark  Manson 
George  Thomas  Metcalf 
Jene  Earl  MUls 
Jacob  FrankUn  Mynderse 
Ariel  Wayne  Nielsen 
John  Edward  Nitsche 
Ernest  Lester  Ramme 
Wright  Andrew  Scoville 
Hunter  LeGear  Stockton 
Robert  Clyde  Stump 
John  Fogg  Twombly  3d 
Marion  Walton  Walker 
Walter  Edwin  Winter 


I 
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Kenneth  Howard  Bayer 
Alfred  LincoUi  Brassel 
Oscar  Marion  Brumflel 
John  Edward  Burrows 
Jack  CecU  Evans 
Charles  Mix  Gilbert 
WUliam  Kethley  Gillmorc 
Harold  Donham  Higgins 
Bergen  Brckaw  Hovell 
WiUiam  Cone  Mahoney,  Jr. 
TroxeU  Olin  Mason 


Robert  Gray  Piatt 
Herbert  Ernest  Rice 
George  Washington  Shivers, 

Jr. 
Woodrow  Bryan  Sigley 
VaUard  Cassius  Smith 
John  Cook  Tredennick 
George  Burbank  Webster,  Jr. 
Daniel  Binkley  WUUama 
Stephen  Dana  Young 
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June  22 


Cavalry 


John  Barkeley  McPherson 
Thomas  Addis  Emmet  Mose- 

ley.  Jr. 
Edwin  OXTonnor,  Jr. 
Harry  Alexander  Schendel, 

Jr. 
George  Major  White 


Channing  Stowell,  Jr. 
Paul  Henry  Sjmibol 
John  Edward  Unverf  erth 
William  Jonreau  Williams  2d 


I  Prancls  Woodrow  Adams 
'  George  Cobb  Benjamin 

Alfred  Washburn  Bruneau 

Emerson  Wallace  Grant 

Walter  Greenwood.  Jr. 

Clifford  Ellwood  Lippincott 

Thomas  Lanier  McKnight 

Corps  of  Engineers 

Joseph  Houghton  Collar!  John  Somer  Shapland 

Everett  Albert  Hansen 

Francis  Meisinger  Libershal 

John  Royal  Unehan 

John  Hall  Livingston 

Elgin  Gilbert  Radcliff 

Signal  Corps 

William  Scandrett 

Nye  Maguet  Scofleld 

Chemical  Warfare  Service 

James  Herbert  Batte 

Jack  Finney  Lane 

PKOMOTIONS  in  THB  RlCTJIAR  Amct 

Roscoe  Conklins  Batson  to  be  colonel,  Field  ArtUlery. 
Allen  Russell  Kimball  to  be  colonel,  Quartermaster  Corps 
Wilfrid  Mason  Blunt  to  be  colonel.  Cavalry. 
Thomas  Jonathan  Jackson  Christian  to  be  colonel.  Field 

Artillery. 

Rex  Webb  Beasley  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Field  Artillery. 

Edward  Michael  Powers  to  be  major.  Air  Corps  (temporary 
msjor.  Air  Corps). 

Maurice  Edgar  Jennings  to  be  major.  Chemical  Warfare 

Service. 

Howell  Harrell  to  be  major.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Carroll  Thompson  Newton  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Corps  of 
Engineers. 

Donald  Clinton  dayman  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Infantry. 

Joseph  Warren  Sisson,  Jr.,  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Inlantry. 

David  Greene  Hammond  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Corps  of 
Engineers. 

Joseph  Russel  Groves  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Infantry. 

Robert  Whitsett  van  de  Velde  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Field 
Artillery. 

Arthur  George  Christensen  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Infantry. 

Harry  Gantcliffe  Benion  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Infantry. 

Arthur  Howland  Baker,  Jr.,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Field 
Artillery. 

Arthur  Charles  Harris,  Jr.,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Infantry. 

Lhiwood  Eugene  Funchess  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Corps  of 

Engineers. 

Laurence  CUlTord  Brown  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Infantry. 

Jesse  Mechem  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Infantry. 

Walter  Ward  Davis  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Infantry. 

William  Andrew  Enemark  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Field 
Artillery. 

Merten  Keimeth  Heimstead  to  be  first  lieutenant,  In- 
fantry. 

Thaddeus  RonsavlUe  Dulin  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Infantry. 

Leon  John  de  Penne  Rouge,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  In- 
fantry. 

Gaylord  Walton  Fraser.  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Infantry. 

William  Sherboume  McCrea,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  In- 
fantry. 

Donald  Frederick  Thompson,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  In- 
fantry. 

John  Gordon  Nelson,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Coast  Artillery 

Corps. 

Chester  Martin  Beaver,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Infantry. 

Edward  Wallace  McLain,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Coast 
Artillery  Corps. 

John  Unsworth  ADen,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Corps  of 
Engineers. 

Byron  William  Ladd,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Infantry. 

Lyman  Hodges  Ripley,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Coast  Artil- 
kry  Corgs. 


Francis  Carlton  Truesdale.  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  Infantry. 
WUliam  Shepherd  Humphries,  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  In- 
fantry, i.    ,  *     * 
Donald  Washington,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Infantry. 
Charles  Robert  Etzler.  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  Infantry. 
PhiUp  Cochran  Tinley.  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  Infantry. 
Charles  Murray  Henley,  to  be  first  Ueutenant.  Infantry. 
John  Brockway  Rippere.  to  be  first  Ueutenant.  Corps  of 

Engineers.  .  ^    ,  -     , 

Steve   Archie  Chappuls,  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  Infantry. 

Elmer  Bolton  Kennedy,  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  Field  Ar- 
tillery. 

James  Jackson  Stewart.  Jr.,  to  be  first  Ueutenant.  In- 
fantry. 

Thomas   Brownbridge   Simpson,   to  be  first   Ueutenant, 

Corps  of  Engineers. 

Paul  Thomas  Boleyn,  to  be  first  Ueutenant.  Infantry. 
Frederick  William  Nagle.  to  he  first  lieutenant.  Infantry. 
Otho  Anthony  Moomaw,  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  Coast  Ar- 

tiUery  Corps. 

Jabus  WilUe  Rawls.  Jr.,  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  Coast  Ar- 
tiUery  Corps. 

Andrew  Buchler  Zwaska,  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  Infantry. 

Jack  Leslie  Coan.  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Edward  Francis  Kent,  to  be  first  Ueutenant.  Infantry. 

George  WiUiam  Croker,  to  be  first  Ueutenant,  Coast  Ar- 
tiUery  Corps. 

Willard  Wright  Lazarus,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Air  Corps. 

WilUam  Hart  Hanson,  to  te  first  Ueutenant,  Air  Corps. 

John  Willis  Paddock,  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Infantry. 

Joe  Stallings  Lawrie,  to  be  first  Ueutenant.  Infantry. 

Ira  Adalbert  Rader  to  be  colonel.  Air  Corps  (temporary 
colonel.  Air  Corps). 

William  Jay  Calvert  to  be  colonel.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

David  Hamilton  Cowles  to  be  colonel,  Infantry. 

Ira  Thomas  Wyche  to  be  colonel.  Weld  Artillery. 

John  Louis  Homer  to  be  colonel.  Coast  ArtlUery  Corps. 

James  Louis  Guion  to  be  Ueutenant  colonel.  Ordnance 
Department. 

George  Douglas  Wahl  to  be  Ueutenant  colonel.  Field  Artil- 
lery. 

Basil  Harrison  Perry  to  be  Ueutenant  colonel,  Field  Artil- 
lery. 

Harold  Rufus  Jackson  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Coast  Artil- 
lery Corps. 

Ray  Hartwell  Lewis  to  be  lieutenant  colonel,  Jleld  Artillery. 

Augustus  Milton  Gumey  to  be  Ueutenant  colonel,  Field 
ArtiUery. 

John  Trott  Murray  to  be  Ueutenant  colonel,  Infantry. 

Morris  Keene  Barroll,  Jr.,  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Ord- 
nance Department. 

Warfield  Monroe  Lewis  to  be  Ueutenant  colonel.  Infantry. 

Walter  WUton  Warner  to  be  Ueutenant  colonel.  Ordnance 
Department. 

WiUiam  Ormon  Butler  to  be  Ueutenant  colonel.  Air  Corps* 

Carlyle  Howe  Ridenoxir  to  be  major.  Air  Corps. 

Bennett  Edward  Me3rers  to  be  major.  Air  Corps. 

George  MitcheU  Grimes  to  be  major.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Edward  Bethel  Jackson  to  be  major.  Infantry. 

Paul  Hyde  Prentiss  to  be  major.  Air  Corps. 

Warren  Arthur  MaxweU  to  be  major.  Air  Corps. 

Walter  Hannumn  Carlisle  to  be  major.  Coast  ArtiUery 
Corps. 

WilUam  Henry  Papenfoth  to  be  major.  Coast  ArtiUery. 

Frederick  Mercer  Hopkins.  Jr.,  to  be  major.  Air  Corps. 

Walter  Leo  Weible  to  be  major.  Coast  ArtiUery  Corps. 

Rupert  Edison  Starr  to  be  major.  Coast  ArtiUery  Corps. 

Leonard  Dickson  Weddington  to  be  major.  Air  Corps  (tem- 
porary). 

John  Henry  Doherty  to  be  major,  Finance  Department 

Departicent  op  thx  Navt 

Rear  Admiral  Samuel  M.  Robinson  to  be  Chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Ships,  in  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  with  the 
rank  of  rear  admiraL 
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POSTMASTZHS 
ALABAMA     ' 


Luther  P.  Corley,  Boaz. 

ARIZONA 

Bertha  L.  Hastings.  Hayden. 
Mary  W.  Hand.  Winkelman. 

ABKARSA8 

James  F.  RIcves.  Marion. 
Robert  O.  Hannah,  Springdale. 

I  COLORADO 

Vernon  Peifler,  Cripple  Creek. 

CONNECTICUT 

David  William  Sherry,  Jr.,  Thompson. 

FLORIDA 

George  P.  Pamall.  Belle  Glade. 
Rondal  B.  Handley,  Holopaw. 
Lilian  M.  Archer,  Howey  In  The  Hills. 
John  J.  Menges.  Lake  Worth. 
John  B.  Jones,  Jr.,  Oviedo. 

GEORGIA 

Bemie  C.  Chapman.  Porterdale. 

IDAHO 

Maud  Larsen.  Bellevue. 
Parley  Perkins.  Murtaugh. 

ILLINOIS 

Rena  F.  Beard.  ArenzvlUe. 
John  E.  Heineke.  Benson. 
Clara  Belle  Pevehouse,  Clayton. 
Mary  E.  Sowers.  Cypress. 
Eugenia  B.  Spaulding.  Depue. 
Don  C.  Moss,  Marlon. 
James  A.  Thomson.  Ravinia. 
Clark  N.  Pool.  Saint  PrancisviUe. 

INDIANA 

Minnie  M.  Pepple.  Avilla. 
Virden   R.   Graham.   Burnettsvllle. 
Guy  M.  Peters.  Lawrence. 
William  Simms,  Waveland. 

I  IOWA 

Margaret  Davidson.  Crawfordsville. 
T.  Matthew  Conway,  Creston. 
Loren  L.  Maher,  GiUnore  City. 
George  M.  Smith.  North  EngUsh. 
Dan  Jerolaman,  Shell  Rock. 
Herbert  B.  Heyer,  Sumner. 
John  J.  Fink,  Tripoli. 
WiUiam  J.  Cash.  WilUamsburg. 

KENTUCKY 

Edna  H.  Smith.  Blue  Diamond. 
Harold  W.  Sublett.  BowUng  Green. 
Lela  O.  Sanders,  Burgin. 
Richard  L.  Kerr,  CampbeUsviUe. 
James  H.  Bean.  Danville. 
Ben  G.  PoUard,  Eminence. 
Henry  S.  Bogan,  Franklin. 
MarshaU  H.  Norton,  Hardinsburg. 
Elizabeth  L.  Arnold.  Lewlsburg. 
Myrtle  B.  Vaughn.  Louellen. 
Davis  N.  Thomas.  McKee. 
Hattie  D.  Wood.  MiUersburg. 
Sister  James  Haldeman,  Nazareth. 
Joe  Keefe,  NlcholasvUle. 
Joseph  B.  Ellington.  Nortcnville. 
Vallette  McClintock,  Paris. 
Elmer  Deatherage.  Richmond. 
Mary  C.  Greenwell.  Unlontown. 
Virginia  L.  Daniel,  Van  Lear. 
Mattie  F.  Beck.  Waverly  HlTln, 


LOUISIANA 

Clement  Bourgeois,  Erath. 
Edward  C.  Marquette.  NapoleonviUe. 
Netta  C.  WUson,  New  Roads. 
ZolUe  J.  Meadows.  Ruston. 

MAINX 

John  D.  Randlett.  Hartland. 
Elva  Brackett,  Monhegan. 

IKARYLAND 

James  Arthur  Johnson,  Federalsburg. 

IIASSACHUSKTTS 

Isabellc  Crocker,  Cotuit. 
John  Joseph  Mackin.  Jr.,  Millers  Palls. 
Albert  E.  HoUnes,  Oak  Bluffs. 
Mark  R.  Mullin,  Rochdale. 

mCHIGAM 

Max  P.  Ladwlg.  Baroda. 
Kenneth  F.  Oakes.  Drayton  Plains. 
Matt  F.  Bilek,  Menominee. 
Stanley  J.  Risk.  Muskegon. 
Joseph  B.  Comiskey,  South  Lyon. 

MINNESOTA 

Thomas  J.  Murphy,  Adrian. 
SteUa  M.  Rasmussen,  Brookpark. 
Anshelm  T.  Westrom,  Cambridge. 
Ole  J.  Leding,  Cook. 
Joseph  O.  Enievold,  Fairfax. 
James  J.  Daly.  Prazee. 
Lawrence  C.  Blackmun,  Hancock. 
Thomas  S.  Ryan,  Hastings. 
Catherine  G.  T.  Lydon.  KeUogg. 
Roland  W.  Adkins,  KimbaU. 
Edward  A.  McAlpin,  Maple  Lake. 
Charles  A.  Allen,  Milaca. 
Frances  A.  Lamb,  Moorhead. 
Carl  V.  Hawkinson,  St.  James. 
Thomas  G.  Schaefer,  Sauk  Rapids. 
William  Henry  Roemer.  Storden. 
Timothy  A.  Garvey.  Wahkon. 
Prances  C.  Van  Vleck.  Waverly. 
Josephine  D.  Smith,  Wayzata. 
Isaac  B.  Dybdal,  Wendell. 

Mississirpx 
John  Byron  Jackson,  Hernando. 

MISSOURI 

Ovll  R.  Proctor,  Conception  Junction. 
Marietta  BosweU.  Forsyth. 
Herbert  Samel.  Glencoe. 
William  W.  Scholes,  Jr.,  Granby. 
Lula  Young,  Niangua. 
Leo  E.  Ruscha,  Pierce  City. 
Prank  C.  Murdock,  Seneca, 
Raymond  Carrick,  Seymour. 
TheUna  G.  White,  Triplett. 

MONTANA 

Mahlon  J.  Lechner,  Winifred. 

NEW  HAMP8HIRS 

Carl  E.  Crowley,  Ashland. 
Georgia  DuDevoir,  Hooksett. 
Harriet  O.  Harriman,  Jackson. 
Albert  P.  Priest,  Newmarket. 

NEW  YORK 

Arthur  A.  Myers.  lily  Dale. 
Peter  J.  Blake,  New  Hartford. 
Mary  Lynch.  Stony  Point. 

NORTH   DAKOTA 

Carrie  M.  Chapman,  Minnewaukan. 

OHIO 

Stanley  Lawrence  Smltli,  AshviUe. 
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Ctey  B,  Bumhfttn,  fl«nn«, 
Frtd  R.  Ctommt.  MmImU. 
Bulord  B.  StoiM,  ltonch«tt«r, 
Ad*  M,  Thompton*  IfAimf  ord. 

onsooir 
Ltonard  O.  FmnMon.  Arlinfftoa* 
Wftlter  II,  Powell  Burni, 
Bmil  L.  Muatttr,  Ct»ulunM. 
Vtrf  IniA  A.  Orubb,  Otuddnn. 
Myrtle  B,  Potter,  Hftlnei, 
01«n  A.  Kenderion,  Koulton. 
John  W.  Bubb.  Huntington. 
Pred  Randolph  P««t.  L«lMvi«w. 
Jay  C.  Preeman,  Moro, 
Lors  C.  CoykendAll,  Oak  Orov«. 
--Reginald  C.  Cooke.  Oswego. 
Andrew  L.  Boe.  Parkdale. 
Pred  L.  Hartman.  Pilot  Rock. 
LorengU  C.  Holman,  Richland. 
Gladys  M.  Heath.  Rogue  River. 

Margaret  Daughtrey.  Stanfleld. 

Nealia  O.  Haven.  Sweet  Home. 

Joseph  R.  DeJardln,  Taft. 

Louis  Earl  Hammer.  Tillamook. 

Rosemary  Schenck,  Toledo. 

Carl  W.  FegUy.  Vale. 

Roy  O.  Magnuson.  Warrenton. 

Esther  Fawk,  Willamlna. 

Von  D.  Seaton,  Yamhill. 

j  PEHmSYLVAlllA 

Joseph  W.  Kudasik.  Central  City. 

James  M.  Etonahue,  Coaldale. 

Howard  D.  Brown,  Friedens. 

John  Butchkosky,  Jeddo. 

Helen  P.  Harter.  Laurelton. 

Michael  S.  KarUtsky,  Lyndora. 

Francis  E.  Feeney.  Minersville. 

Jackley  L.  Hines.  Mount  Jewett. 

Leonard  T.  Cullen,  New  Albany. 

William  R.  Harma.  New  Castle. 

John  P.  Hahn.  Oil  City. 

Benjamin  Shaute,  Peckville. 

Cleo  W.  Callaway,  Shawnee  on  Delaware. 

Oscar  F.  Sutlifle,  Somerset. 

Elmer  F.  Bubbeimioyer.  West  Hamburg. 

PUERTO   RICO 

Nicolas  Ortiz  Lebron,  Aibonito. 

RHODE    ISLAIfD 

Catherine  L.  Levesque,  Portsmouth. 

SOXTTH   CAROLINA 

Katie  Lee  Mclntyre,  Clio. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Gladys  W.  Stanek.  Fairfax. 
Mary  A.  Hurley.  Lennox. 
Prank  A.  Allen.  Wolsey. 

TKNNESSEX 

Mjrrtis  F.  Ramer,  Bethel  Springs. 

John  J.  Parran,  Bolivar. 

Walter  E.  Nixon.  Dayton. 

Rajnnond  Glenn  Leech,  Estill  Springs. 

John  F.  Dunbar.  Grand  Jimction. 

Samuel  C.  Jones,  Lexington. 

Sam  L.  Cummins.  Lyles. 

Otis  K.  Martin.  McKenzle. 

Luther  P.  Speck,  Monterey. 

Rufus  V.  Cawthon.  Mount  Juliet. 

Harmon  B.  Fox,  Obion. 

Edwin  L.  Goddard.  SaulsbiuT. 

Joseph  H.  Sevier.  Savannah. 

James  B.  Goodwin.  Trezevant. 


r , 


naty  M.  drills,  Trlmbl«. 
Johfi  O.  B«nn€tt,  Troy. 

TIXAf 

WUlard  E.  TrlmM«.  Carbon. 
i«mufl  Uf  nun,  Roby. 

yfiMOWT 

DouflM  0.  Montfom«ry.  lift  ArUnfftM. 
AffiMi  M.  BullArd,  MMTshiUld. 
ChMlM  J.  King.  MUton. 
CharlM  J.  Bmlth.  Ntwburr. 
ThomM  H,  Barry,  W*t«*ury. 
Marjorlt  M.  Duval,  West  Burkg. 

WASHXMaTOir 

James  A.  Dowdle.  Arlington. 
John  A.  Bush,  Dlshman. 
Ralph  Oildea,  Garfield. 
Valentine  Horwath.  Northport. 
George  E.  Starr,  Seattle. 

wxscoifgni 

Elsie  M.  Dussault.  Land  OXakes. 
Emma  C.  Andrews.  Manltowlsh- 
Marlon  L.  Shafer,  Muscoda. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Saturday,  June  22,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp.  D.  D.,  pastor  of  Gunton  Temple 
Memorial  Presbyterian  Church.  Washington.  D.  C,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Most  merciful  and  gracious  God.  again  we  approach  Thy 
throne  with  glad  assurance,  for  Thou  art  man's  unfailing 
friend,  his  ever-present  help,  and  everlasting  hope.  In 
the  revelation  of  Thyself  we  see  Thy  power  to  accomplish  all 
that  Thou  hast  promised,  to  confer  upon  us  all  that  we  need, 
and  to  do  for  us  abundantly  aoove  all  that  we  can  ask  or 
think. 

We  pray  that  the  barriers  which  separate  us  from  Thee 
may  be  submerged  by  a  renewed  consecration.  May  we  su- 
premely desire  to  live  out  our  days  in  faith  and  in  faithful 
obedience  to  the  eternal  will  of  God,  for  in  Thy  will  is  our 
peace. 

Wilt  Thou  grant  imto  our  President,  our  Speaker,  and  all 
leaders  in  the  life  of  our  Republic,  during  these  perilous  days, 
vision  to  recognize  Thy  will  and  courage  to  meet  its  chal- 
lenging demands.  Help  us  to  see  clearly,  to  walk  uprightly, 
and  to  endure  heroically.  May  we  have  within  our  hearts 
the  testimony  that  we  are  serving  our  generation  according 
to  Thy  holy  will. 

This  we  ask  for  the  sake  of  suffering  humanity  and  for  the 
sake  of  Him  who  gave  Himself  for  the  life  of  the  world. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

KESSACK  FROM  THX  SEMATB 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazler,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment bills  and  a  joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following 
titles! 

H.  R.  2354.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  T.  Enloe; 

H.  R.  2901.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Geraldine  Ash; 

H.  R.  3774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Albert  L.  Bamholtz; 

H.  R.  3964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  H.  S.  Wayman; 

H.  R.  4801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Camastro,  a 
minor  I 

H.  R.  5211.  An  act  conferring  Jiirlsdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Kentucky 


V 


1940  I 

to  hMr.  dtUrmln«,  tnd  rtndw  Judg n»«it  upon  th«  cUlmi  of 
Mat  Mtnilfjt.  Arnold  Btanton,  Ul»«  Frtc«.  Caydi  Thorpo, 

A&d  D.  L,  MAMIIi 

M.ltMM.  An  Mi  for  iho  rcUof  of  Don  B. Hidu; 

M.R.M71,  An  Mt  for  iho  ffWof  of  Minnit  Lowory  Mid 
Wlnctl  Lowtry! 

K,lt.  MM.  An  ftot  for  th#  rfUof  of  lUrmond  0,  Knifftii} 

Mill. MM,  An  act  for  ih«  rtkof  of  Wtltmr  F,  MddteitNirgMr 
Md  JoMphUM  IUddli»bariir}  ^^.  ^    .. 

H.  R.  6541.  An  ict  f or  tho  reUtf  of  Uobtll  fhanlu; 

An  act  for  tho  rtllof  of  tho  Ptnnfylvania  Btato 
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CoUoff0: 

R.  R.  6Mt 

H.  R.  6845 
H.  R.  6087 


An  act  for  tht  rttlff  of  Charles  H.  Upton; 
An  act  for  tht  rcUtf  of  Anthony  Borfelllno; 

,. An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Boyd; 

H.R.7116.  An  act  to  authortao  defraying  cost  of  neceieary 
work  between  the  Yuma  project  and  Boulder  Dam; 

H.R.76M.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J,  Montroie  Edrehl; 

H.  R.  7858.  An  act  for  the  reUcf  of  Mary  D.  Brlggs  and 
Simeon  G.  Rigor; 

H.  R.  7969.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nathan  A.  Buck; 

H.R.  8076.  An  act  to  authorize  the  furnishing  of  steam 
from  the  Central  Heating  Plant  to  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8258.  An  act  for  the  marking,  care,  and  maintenance 
of  the  Mount  of  Victory  plot  in  the  Cypress  Hills  Cemetery, 
In  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.; 

H.  R.  8356.  An  act  for  the  exchange  of  lands  adjacent  to 
the  San  Juan  National  Forest  and  the  Rio  Grande  NaUonal 
Forest  In  Colorado; 

H.R. 8414.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  E.  Molster, 
former  disbursing  clerk  for  the  Department  of  Commerce 
and  the  National  Recovery  Administration;  J.  L.  Summers, 
deceased,  former  Chief  Disbursing  Clerk,  Division  of  Dis- 
bursement, Treasury  Department;  and  Guy  P.  Allen,  Chief 
Disbursing  Officer,  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  De- 
partment; 

H.R. 9274.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  establishment  of  the  Cape  Hatteras  National 
Seashore  In  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." approved  August  17.  1937  (50  Stat.  669) ; 

H.R. 9296.  An  act  to  authorize  the  attendance  of  the 
Marine  Band  at  the  convention  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the 
RepubUc  to  be  held  at  Springfield.  111..  September  8  to  13, 
inclusive,  1940; 

H.R. 9445.  An  act  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for 
the  Grand  Coulee  Dam  and  Reservoir,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; and 
H.  J.  Res.  517.  Joint  resolution  to  clear  title  to  certain  real 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  In  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  Is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  9822.  An  act  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  Insists  upon 
its  amendments  to  the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disaerreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Walsh,  Mr,  Ttdwos,  and  Mr.  Halk 
to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  In  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  Is 
requested,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.R. 5303.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Solomon  Brown; 

H.R.  6831.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  lease  certain  of  the  public  lands  to  the  Metropolitan 
Water  District  of  southern  California  for  the  extracUon  of 
sodium  chloride  for  water-conditioning  purposes; 

H.  R.  7736.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  issue  patents  for  lands  held  under  color  of  title: 

H.  R.  7861.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the 
claims  of  Hannah  8.  Bray.  Jane  Bickers,  and  Frances  Bickers: 
LXXXVI— 667 


K.R.MM.  An  aot  to  mMnA  for  S  •MiUetM  ;••»«;• 
reducod  ratM  of  Intoriit  on  Ffdwal  land-bank  and  Land 
Bank  Commliitonor  loani ;  »»<*  ^  .  ^  .  .^.  *»a^^ 
n.  R,  M77.  An  act  autborlilnf  t^  ■MrtUry  o{  «>•  totwjjr 
to  promulwto  and  to  put  Into  iffooi  ^i^'^fjflf]!^^ 
tnmr  Mn«»tod  at  Rottldw  Dm,  vr^^^J^J^AS^, 
turn  of  rtvonuM  from  Mid  projfrt.  w«»2^«£;i2*^/SIi^ 
of  thf  Bouldtr  pow«r  plant  by  tha  Unitad  tiatof  dlrootty  or 
through  afMiU.  and  for  othw-  fWMi.  ^,^ 

The  mtMaf  •  alw  announced  that  tha  ianau  nad  paaiaa 
Mill  of  thi  foUowlnt  tltlM,  m  which  tho  aoncurrcnoa  of  tht 
WffUia  li  raouaftadi 

l?71.  An^to  rtpaal  tha  act  entltlad  "An  wt  wljttnf  to 

Phlllpplna  currancy  tnnym  on  daportt  in  tha  United  SUtji  , 

S.  363.  An  act  to  authorize  the  leasing  of  certain  Indian 

lands  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Intertor; 

8. 1433.  An  act  to  add  cerUln  land«  to  the  Sluilaw  National 

Forest  In  the  State  of  Oregon; 

8. 2171,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  Seller  It  Co.; 
S.2880.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  on  the  claim 
of  R.  BrlnskeUe  and  Charlie  Melcher; 

S.  2997.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  Greenlee  County  Board 
of  Supervisors; 

S.  3003.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ralph  C.  Hardy.  WlUlam 
W.  Addis,  C.  H.  Seaman,  R.  J.  Polk,  and  E.  P.  Goudelock; 
S.  3143.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chandler  V.  Jensen; 
S.  3437.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Pranco-Amerlcan  Con- 
struction Co.; 

S.  3497.  An  act  to  require  the  issuance  by  the  General  Ac- 
counting Office  of  a  quarterly  certificate  of  settlement  of 
money  accounts  to  United  States  property  and  disbursing 
officers,  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  several  States,  Terri- 
tories, and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
S.  3539.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  M.  Barnes; 
S.  3582.  An  act  relating  to  the  status  of  certain  natives  and 
inhabitants  of  the  Virgin  Islands; 
S.3710.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  H.  Hearon; 
S.  3866.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  W.  Coon; 
S.  3879.  An  act  to  amend  section  15  (g)  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the  definition  of  agri- 
cultural commodity; 

S.  3926.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  provide 

a  license  for  the  construction  of  a  pile  dolphin  and  walkway 

at  Port  Mifflin  Military  Reservation,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3962.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Louis  Puccinelli  Bail 

Bond  Co.; 

S.  3998.  An  act  to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation; 

S.  4008.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  to  make  loans  for  the  development  of  deposits  of 
strategic  and  critical  minerals  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Corporation,  would  be  of  value  to  the  United  States  in  time 
of  war,  and  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration to  make  more  adequate  loans  for  mineral  develop- 
mental purposes; 

S.  4032.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  Philip 
A.  Penston,  pharmacist's  mate,  first  class.  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  for  the  value  of  personal  and  household  effects  lost 
and  destroyed  during  the  hurricane  of  September  21,  1938,  at 
New  London,  Conn.; 

S.  4037.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Theodore 
R.  Troendle,  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction  Co.;  and 
S.  4097.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates  of 
American  citizens  who  die  abroad. 

FIRST  STJPPLEMENTAL  NAUONAL  DEFENSE  APPROPRIATION  ACT,  1041 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the 
conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  10055)  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  conference  report. 
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The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONmENCZ    SZPOBT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10055)  making  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  national 
defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other 
purposes,  having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed 
to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  2,  9.  10. 
and  15. 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  numbered  3.  4,  5.  7.  8.  11,  12.  13.  14,  16,  17. 
18.  19.  20,  21,  22.  23,  24.  25.  26,  27,  28.  31.  and  32;  and  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  1:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  1,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
sum  proposed  insert  ■'$50,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  6:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  nvmibered  6,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  201.  Prom  the  appropriations  for  "Regular  Supplies  of  the 
Army,"  'Clothing  and  Equipage.'  'Army  Transportation.'  'Signal  Serv- 
ice of  the  Army,"  "Air  Ckirps,  Army,"  Medical  and  Hospital  Depart- 
ment.' 'Engineer  Service.  Army.'  'Ordnance  Service  and  Supplies." 
'Chemical  Warfare  Service.'  and  'Seacoast  Defenses."  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941.  not  to  exceed  &  total  of  $2,658,967  may  be  applied  to  the 
employment  of  persons  and  the  procurement  of  supplies  and  services 
and  printing  and  binding  at  the  seat  of  government,  and  to  pay  of 
employees  of  the  Finance  Department  In  the  field,  under  the  fol- 
lowing heads  and  within  the  respective  limitations  specified,  as 
follows: 

"SAUUUZS,    WAX    DCPAKTMENT 

"For  temporary  personal  services: 

•XMUce  of  the  Secretary  of  War.  $617,110; 

"Office  of  Chief  of  Staff.  $96,980; 

"Adjutant  General  s  Office.  $158,700: 

"Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General.  $13,920; 

"Office  of  the  Chief  of  Finance.  $60,120; 

"Office  of  the  Quartermaster  General,  $78,960; 

"Office  of  the  Chief  Signal  Officer.  $87  490; 

"Office  of  the  Chief  of  Air  Corps.  $40,760; 

"Office  of  Chief  of  Engineers.  $130,260; 

"Office  of  Chief  of  Ordnance.  $719,740: 

"Office  of  Chief  of  Chemical  Warfare  Service.  $46,380; 

"Office  of  Chief  of  Infantry.  $2,880; 

"Office  of  Chief  of  Cavalry.   $2,880; 

"Office  of  Chief  of  Field  Artillery.  $4,320; 

"Office  of  Chief  of  Coast  Artillery,  $5,760; 

"Office  of  Chief  of  Chaplains.  $1,440; 

"National  Guard  Bureau,  War  Department.  $10,000; 

"In  all.  salaries.  War  Department.  $2,057,700. 

"ornci   or  thb  secxetakt 

"Contingent  expenses.  War  Department.  $216,772. 
"Printing  and  binding.  War  Department.  $177,995. 

"MnjTAKT  Acnvrnrs 

"Finance    Service.    $206,500." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  29:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  29.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  301.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  authorized,  where  neces- 
sary, to  exceed  the  statutory  limit  on  repairs  and  alterations  to 
vessels  during  the  fiscal  year  1941." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  30,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  line  6  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  such  amendment,  strike  out  "shall"  and  insert 
"may";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

c.  a.  wooorttm. 
Clakenck  Cannon. 
Louis  Ludlow, 
J.  BuEu,  Snyder. 
Emmet  O'Neal, 
Geo.  W.  Johnson, 
John  T.\ber. 

R.    B.    WlGGLESWORTH, 
J.  W.   DiTTER. 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
Alva  B.  Adams. 
Kenneth  McKellas, 
Cakl  Hatden. 
James  F.  Btrnks, 
Frederick  Hale, 
John  G.  Townseno. 

Uanagera  on  the  part  of-  the  Senate. 
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The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  10055)  "Making  supplemental  appropria- 
tions for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1941.  and  for  other  purposes."  submit  the  following  sUtement  In 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recom- 
mended in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such 
amendments,  namely: 

Treasury  Department 

On  No.  1:  Appropriates  $50,000,  liutead  of  $93,880  as  proposed  by 
t|ie  Senate  for  salaries.  Office  of  the  Commandant.  Coast  Guard. 
War  Department — CtrU  functiom 

On  No,  2:  Strikes  out  the  appropriation  of  $8  127,000.  Inserted  by 
the  Senate,  for  maintenance  and  Improvement  of  existing  river  and 
harbor  works. 

War  Department — Military  activitiea 

On  No.  3:  Appropriates  $293,330,282  for  "Air  Corps.  Army,"  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $249,830,282  a«  proposed  by  the 
House. 

On  Nos.  4  and  5:  The  House  bill  authorizes  not  to  exceed  $2,000.- 
000  of  the  appropriation  for  expediting  production  to  be  used  for 
the  erection,  equipment,  and  operation  of  a  "pilot  plant"  for  the 
beneflclatlon  of  manganese  ores  and  the  prodiKtlon  of  metallic 
manganese  therefrom  by  the  "electrolytic  process."  The  Senate 
amendment  makes  the  amount  available  for  a  "pilot  plant  or 
plants"  and  provides  for  the  use  of  other  processes  in  addition  to 
the  electrolytic  process.     The  House  accepts  the  Senate  amendment*. 

On  Nos,  $  and  7:  The  Senate  added  section  201  granting  un- 
limited authority  for  the  use  of  certain  War  Department  field  ap- 
propriations for  personal  services  and  other  expanses  at  the  seat  of 
Government.  The  House  accepts  the  Senate  amendment  mcdifled 
so  as  to  set  forth  the  specific  amounts  for  various  War  Department 
bureaus  and  offices  for  personal  services  at  the  seat  of  Government 
and  other  departmental  expenses  in  accordance  with  the  sums  in 
the  Budget  estimates  totaling  $2,658,967,  which  may  be  expended 
from  such  appropriations. 

Navy  Department 

On  No.  8:  Appropriates  $7,500,000,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  for 
the  Naval  Reserve,  and  repeals,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  the  limi- 
tations in  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act.  1941,  limiting  the  number  of 
drills  of  Naval  Reserves  to  48  per  annum  and  limiting  the  number 
and  rank  of  officers  of  the  Naval  Reserve  and  Marine  Corps  Reserve 
who  may  be  employed  on  active  duty  in  the  fiscal  year  1941  out  of 
the  appropriation  In  such  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1941. 

On  Nos.  9  and  10:  Eliminates  the  increases  of  $300,000  and  $100.- 
000.  respectively,  made  by  the  Senate  In  the  appropriations  for  the 
Bureaus  of  Engineering  and  Construction  and  Repair,  for  facilities 
for  Canton  Island. 

On  Nos,  11  and  12.  relating  to  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance:  Increases 
the  appropriation  for  Ordnance  smd  Ordnance  Stores,  Navy,  by 
•9,500.000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  to  provide  for  increased  powder 
manufacture  and  storage  facilities  at  Indlanhead.  Md..  and  to  pro- 
vide for  additional  armament  and  ammunition  for  the  Marine 
Corps. 

On  Nos.  13.  14.  15.  16.  17.  18,  and  19.  relating  to  Public  Works, 
Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks:  Makes  a  technical  correction  In  con- 
nection with  the  limit  of  cost  for  the  shipbuilding  dock.  Philadel- 
phia Navy  yard;  Increases  the  limit  of  coet  In  the  bill  for  the 
Naval  Air  Station.  Quonset  Point.  R.  I.,  $24,000,000.  to  the  author- 
ized limit  of  cost.  $24,204,000;  strikes  out  the  proposed  authoriza- 
tion of  $1,500,000,  Inserted  by  the  Senate  for  the  naval  air  station. 
Canton  Island;  increases  the  limit  of  cost  in  the  bill  for  the  naval 
air  station.  Tongue  Point.  Oreg..  $1,000,000.  to  the  authorized  limit 
of  cost.  $2,000,000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate;  Includes  the  amend- 
ment, proposed  by  the  Senate,  providing  that  the  pipe  line  In 
connection  with  the  development  of  water  supply,  naval  station. 
Key  West,  Pla..  may  be  built  In  cooperation  with  an  agency  of 
the  State  of  Florida;  inserts  the  requirement,  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  that  the  fixed  fee  to  be  paid  any  contractor  as  a  result  of 
any  contract  hereafter  entered  Into  under  the  authority  of  the  act 
of  April  25.  1939.  shall  not  exceed  6  percent  of  the  estimated  coet 
of  the  contract,  exclusive  of  the  fee.  as  determined  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy;  and  Inserts  the  authority,  proposed  by  the  Sen- 
ate, allowing  a  variation  of  10  percent  either  upward  or  downward 
In  the  limits  of  cost  of  specific  projects  In  the  accompanying  bill, 
and  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1941.  with  the  requirement  that 
the  aggregate  of  all  such  limits  of  cost  shall  not  be  exceeded  by 
the  exertlse  of  such  authority. 

On  Nos.  20  and  21,  relating  to  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics:  In- 
creases the  amount  of  the  appropriation  in  the  House  bill  from 
$22  585,000  to  $22,885,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  and  Increases 
the  amount  that  may  be  expended  thereof  for  maintenance,  etc 
from  $870,400.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  to  $1,170,400.  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate.  *^ 

On  No.  22 :  Appropriates  $2,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  for 
general  expenses.  Marine  Corps. 

On  Nos.  23.  24.  and  25.  relating  to  alterations  of  naval  vessels- 
Provides  a  direct  appropriation  of  $24,360,000.  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  a  direct  appropriation  of  $14  360  000  and  a  con- 
tract authorization  of  $10,000,000.  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and 
strikes  out  the  authority  proposed  by  the  House  bill  for  exceeding 
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the  statutory  limit  on  repairs  of  vessels  In  connection  with  the 
appropriation.  This  authority  is  provided  generally  for  all  appro- 
priations for  the  fiscal  year  1941  In  section  301. 

On  No.  36:  Makes  a  technical  correction. 

On  No.  27:  Appropriates  $10,000  for  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  to  provide  the  salary  for  the  position  of  Under  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy. 

On  No,  28:  Appropriates  $25,000,000.  as  proposed  by  the  Senate, 
for  an  emergency  fund  for  naval  auxiliaries  and  patrol  craft  In- 
stead of  a  contract  authorization  for  stich  purposes,  as  prc^Kised  by 
the  House. 

On  No.  29:  The  Senate  amendment  authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  to  exceed  the  statutory  limit  on  repairs  and  alterations 
to  vssmU  during  the  existing  emergency  aikl  with  the  funds  ap- 
propriated In  title  III  of  the  accompanying  bill  to  acquire  and  con- 
vert auxiliaries  for  service  with  the  fleet.  The  House  accepts  the 
Senate  amendment  modified  so  as  to  limit  such  authority  to  the 
fiscal  year  1941  Instead  of  to  the  existing  emergency  and  to  elim- 
inate the  language  proposed  in  connection  with  the  acquisition 
and  conversion  of  auxiliaries  The  latter  language  is  eliminated  for 
the  reason  that  It  Is  the  opinion  of  the  conference  committee  that 
the  authority  already  granted  in  connection  with  the  appropria- 
tions made  in  the  bill  for  such  purposes  is  sufficiently  broad  to 
accomplish  the  ends  sought. 

On  No.  30:  The  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1941.  contains  a  re- 
quirement that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  filling  out  the  allow- 
ances  of  naval  vessels  above  85  percent  of  complement,  shall  first 
assign  to  scttve  duty  for  limited  periods  o<  training  such  naval 
tescrvtsts  as  will  voluntarily  accept  active  duty — not  to  exceed 
5.000— and  provided  that  to  the  extent  such  naval  reservists  are 
not  available,  the  Secretary  shall  recruit  regular  enlisted  men  In 
the  Navy  to  the  extent  neoeanry  to  provide  an  enlisted  personnel 
of  not  to  exceed  170.000  by  July  1.  1941.  The  Senate  amendment 
amends  this  latter  provUlon  by  elimlnaUng  the  limitation  on  the 
number  of  enlisted  men  to  be  attained  by  July  1.  1941.  and  directs 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  recruit  regular  enlisted  men  in  the 
Navy  to  the  extent  that  naval  reservists  are  not  available.  The 
conference  agreement  accepts  the  Senate  amendment  modified  so 
as  to  change  the  amendment  from  a  ""requirement"'  to  recruit 
regular  enlisted  men  when  naval  reservists  are  not  available  to 
"authority"  to  do  so. 

On  No.  SI:  The  Senate  amendment  authorizes  the  detail  or 
enlisted  men  to  the  Office  of  Naval  Intelligence  during  the  fiscal 
year  1941,    The  House  accepts  the  Senate  amendment. 

On  No.  32;  Corrects  a  section  number. 

c.  a.  woodrttm. 
Clarence  Cmtnom, 
Voxns  Ludlow. 
J.   BLTCLL  SNTDEa, 

Emmet  O'Neal. 
Geo.  W,  Johnson. 
John  Taber. 
R.  B.  Wicclbswortr. 
J.  W.  DiTTEa, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Is  the  last 
Of  the  so-called  emergency  defense  bills.  There  is  nothing 
controversial  In  It  so  far  as  I  know. 

The  amount  of  the  bin  as  it  passed  the  House  was  $1,381.- 
917.147;  amount  of  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate,  $1,488,- 
353.027;  amount  of  Senate  recessions,  $8,575,880;  amount  of 
House  recessions.  $97,860,000;  amount  of  bill  as  agreed  upon, 
$1,479,777,147:  amount  of  contract  authorizations  $282,736,- 
761.  The  total  amount  of  direct  appropriations  and  contract 
authorizations  is  $1,762  513.908. 

Of  the  Increase  of  $97,860,000  over  the  House  bill,  $35,- 
000,000  consists  of  changing  contracts  in  House  bill  to  direct 
appropriations  and  $43,500,000  is  for  airplane  engines  for 
the  Army  Air  Corps. 

So  far  as  I  know.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  nothing  controver- 
sial in  the  bill,  and  1 3rield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  fropi 
New  York  I  Mr.  Taber]. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  conference  report  brings 
the  total  of  the  money  made  available  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
and  for  defense  purposes  up  to  approximately  $6,000,000,000 
at  this  session  of  Congress.  It  makes  the  total  appropria- 
tions of  this  Congress,  without  reappropriations  or  contract 
authorizations  being  figured  in,  pracUcally  $15,900,000,000. 
Many  of  the  items  in  the  $15,000,000,000  are  things  we  could 
have  gotten  along  without  and  that  we  should  have  gotten 
along  without.  As  far  as  the  items  for  national  defense  go. 
and  for  putting  our  defenses  in  order,  the  minority  has 
unanimously  gone  along  with  the  majority  in  providing  every 
cent  that  was  needed. 

The  President  at  last  has  made  a  move  with  reference  to 
the  War  Department  and  the  Navy  Department,    Regardless 


of  whatever  else  it  does.  I  hope  he  will  let  these  men  admin- 
ister the  Departments  and  not  pass  out  his  orders  to  the 
generals  of  the  Army  and  the  admirals  of  the  Navy  through 
William  H-  McReynolds,  Harry  Hoi*in5,  and  Tommy  Cor- 
coran; but  the  President  has  not  shown  that  he  is  prepared 
to  go  along  for  defense.  He  has  named  Sidney  Hillman  to 
take  charge  of  the  training  of  young  men  and  young  women 
for  war  purposes.  God  knows  it  is  bad  enough  if  we  have 
to  have  conscription  in  the  United  States,  but  to  have  con- 
scription under  the  training  of  such  a  naan  is  absolutely  the 
reverse  of  national  defense.  I  hope  that  if  such  a  thing  c<Mnes 
into  this  Congress  that  this  House  will  stand  against  that 
sort  of  performance. 

The  President  has  also  submitted  Budget  estimates  for  a 
new  program  for  the  T.  V.  A.  totaling  $65,000,000  and  an  im- 
mediate appropriation  of  $25,000,000,  which,  in  the  report  of 
the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee,  thank  God,  have  been 
ruled  out.  I  hope  that  this  Congress  will  not  follow  the 
President  In  trjring  to  waste  more  money  than  is  absolutely 
needed  for  national  defense  and  that  we  can  stick  to  honest 
national  defense  in  the  efforts  we  make  in  the  next  few  days 
and  the  next  few  months.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Canmon]. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  reipeatedly  during 
this  session  I  have  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  war 
in  Europe  might  end  by  September  and  to  the  inevitable  ef- 
fect of  the  close  of  the  war  upon  farm  prices.  Now.  that 
prediction  has  come  true  even  earlier  than  anticipated.  To 
all  intents  and  purposes  the  war,  so  far  as  it  affects  the 
American  market,  is  over,  and  its  repercussion  upon  the  price 
of  farm  products  is  already  painfully  evident.  Wheat  which 
sold  only  a  few  weeks  ago  at  $1.13  on  the  Chicago  market, 
is  today  bringing  less  than  60  cents  on  the  farm. 

Hogs  which  sold  for  more  than  a  dime  last  8ept«nber 
today  bring  less  than  a  nickel.  Cotton  has  not  yet  felt  the 
full  effect  of  the  blow  but  its  reaction  to  postwar  conditions 
is  merely  a  question  of  time.  It  is  selling  at  a  dime  on  the 
farm  today;  but  with  all  ]?orts  of  export  closed  is  certain 
to  fall  slowly  but  steadily  as  foreign  markets  are  closed  and 
exports  dwindle.  I  shall  later  inseit  in  the  Record  a  table 
showing  the  cessation  of  all  exports  of  American  farm  prod- 
ucts to  foreign  countries  as  Germany  takes  possession  of 
them.  In  Norway,  for  example,  where  we  imported  as  high 
as  46  percent,  immediately  upon  German  occupation  Ameri- 
can imports  dropped  to  less  than  3  percent.  And  the  effect 
will  become  more  pronounced  as  occupation  and  consolida- 
tion of  customs  administration  proceeds.  Now,  by  a  re- 
markable contrast,  the  cessation  of  the  war  has  had  no 
effect  on  wage  scales  or  industrial  prices.  In  fact  wages 
are  higher  in  every  city  in  America  and  the  price  of  all 
manufactured  commodities  is  advancing. 

I  can  insert  into  the  Record  ample  statistics  on  that, 
but  owing  to  the  limited  time 

Mr.  ENGEL.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  much  regret  that  the  limited 
time  I  have  will  not  permit.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will 
excuse  me. 

Mr.  ENGEL.  Merely  to  ask  the  gentleman  to  place  In  the 
Record  the  price  of  wheat 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for 
his  cooperation,  and  I  will  later  follow  his  suggestion;  but 
for  the  present  I  hojpe  the  gentleman  will  permit  me  to 
proceed  at  this  time. 

Astonishing  as  it  may  seem,  although  farm  prices  are  in 
a  tallspin  and  are  dropping  precipitously,  wages  are  In- 
creasing and  prices  of  all  nonfarm  commodities  are  stiffen- 
ing. We  have  a  very  good  example  of  that  right  here  in 
the  House.  Just  yesterday  every  Member  of  Congress  was 
notified  through  the  mails  that  after  today  he  will  not  be 
able  to  buy  a  typewriter  at  the  Government  price  of  $70, 
because  under  the  law  the  price  of  typewriters  has  been 
fixed,  and  typewriters  must  hereafter  be  sold  at  $100.  It 
costs  about  $18  to  make  a  typewriter  selling  for  $100,  but 
in  the  Grovemment,  where  we  buy  in  large  quantities,  and 
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In  commercial  schools,  where  they  handle  machines  in  bulk, 
they  have  been  able  to  buy  them  for  $70.  However,  from 
now  on  the  price  has  been  fixed,  and  you  will  have  to  v&y 
$100  for  the  $18  typewriter.  If  time  permitted,  I  could  give 
you  an  endless  number  of  similar  instances.  Macy's.  the 
great  New  York  department  store,  advertised  in  full-page 
advertisements  recently  quoting  parallel  prices  showing  that 
such  price  maintenance  increased  the  price  to  the  consumer 
by  heavy  percentages. 

Now.  there  is  a  reason  for  everything.  This  did  not  Just 
happen.  Why  is  it  that  only  farm  prices  fall  while  wages 
and  Industrial  prices  are  not  afTccted?  Just  one  thing,  my 
friends — legislation.  Laws  passed  by  this  Congress  keep 
labor  wages  up  and  keep  freight  rates  and  industrial  prices 
up.  I  do  not  have  to  name  the  long  list  of  acts  passed  by 
Congress  which  arbitrarily  support  labor  and  industry.  All 
of  you  are  familiar  with  them,  and  most  of  you  have  helped 
pass  them.  And  lack  of  similar  legislation  leave  farm  prices 
subject  to  every  adverse  wind  and  not  only  keep  them  below 
parity  but  keep  them  shifting  from  day  to  day.  always  to 
the  loss  of  the  farmer  and  all  business  and  professional 
men  dependent  either  directly  or  indirectly  on  farm  patron- 
age. This  is  not  a  new  development.  For  years  political 
parties  have  been  promising  agriculture  economic  equality 
with  labor  and  industry.  But  we  have  had  no  opportunity 
here  in  the  House  to  vote  on  legislation  that  would  carry 
out  that  promise.  While  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  and  the  Committee  on  Labor  and  other 
committees  of  the  House  have  been  bringing  cut  these  laws 
which  maintain  wages  and  factory  prices,  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  has  boondoggled  with  minor  bills  on  rates  of 
interest,  farm  loans,  farm  tenancy,  and  with  other  details, 
but  which  did  not  affect  the  one  vital  thing,  namely,  the 
price  of  farm  products.  You  can  give  a  man  the  lowest 
Interest  in  the  world  and  lend  him  all  the  money  he  wants, 
and  buy  him  the  best  farm  in  the  State;  but  if  you  do  not 
give  him  a  price  that  will  pay  him  back  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion, the  sheriff  will  take  away  everything  he  has,  as  certain 
as  taxes  and  interest  roll  around. 

There  is  a  remarkable  and  significant  attitude  in  respect 
to  farm  legislation  by  the  metropolitan  newspapers  and  the 
great  industrial  and  labor  organizations  of  this  country. 
Whenever  you  bring  in  a  bill  to  help  farm  tenancy,  or  to  lend 
the  farmer  money,  or  to  reduce  the  rates  of  interest,  they  are 
back  of  It,  and  they  assure  us  they  want  to  help  the  farmer, 
but  whenever  you  suggest  bringing  in  any  legislation  which 
would  stabilize  farm  products,  which  would  give  the  farmer 
parity  prices,  you  find  either  emphatic  opposition  or  a  deep 
silence  on  the  part  of  these  interests  which  are  so  solicitous 
for  the  farmer's  welfare  on  boondoggling  legislation  of  the 
character  Just  mentioned. 

Why  is  that?  Because  there  is  a  well-defined  and  well- 
organized  policy  throughout  the  Nation,  based  on  the  theory 
that  this  is  an  industrial  country  and  that  we  must  have 
cheap  food  so  that  we  can  have  cheap  labor  and  produce 
cheap  industrial  products  to  compete  with  the  other  indus- 
trial countries  of  the  world.  American  labor  does  not  com- 
pete with  foreign  labor  for  the  home  market.  American  in- 
dustry does  not  compete  with  foreign  industry  in  the  United 
States.  They  are  all  protected,  but  the  American  farmer  is 
In  competion  with  the  Chinese  coolie,  the  South  American 
peon,  and  the  European  peasant.  It  Is  interesting  to  note 
that  the  Washington  newspapers,  for  example,  which  have 
been  decrying  parity-price  legislation,  which  so  roimdly 
abused  us  when  we  made  an  appropriation  for  parity  prices, 
the  only  thing  we  could  do  under  the  legislation  that  we  had — 
It  was  Interesting  to  note  that  at  the  time  when  we  were  get- 
ting $24  for  hogs  and  35  cents  for  cotton  and  $2.20  for  wheat 
those  same  newspapers  were  selling  on  the  streets  of  this  city 
for  1  cent. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Now,  when  hogs  are  down  to 
a  nickel,  and  wheat  is  down  to  60  cents  and  cotton  down  to 
a  dime,  that  same  paper  is  selling  on  the  streets  of  the  city 
for  3  centa. 

■.  -  .1 


But.  why  has  not  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  functioned 
these  4  years  in  the  face  of  the  greatest  need  in  the  economic 
set-up  of  the  entire  country?  The  excuse  offered  by  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  the  last  time  we  discussed  the 
matter  on  the  floor  of  the  House  was  that  they  did  not  have 
time.  They  said  it  was  too  near  the  end  of  the  session.  So 
they  went  into  hibernation.  They  refused  even  to  hold  hear- 
ings on  the  subject.  We  pleaded  with  them.  We  said.  You 
ought  at  least  to  be  looking  into  it.  You  ought  to  be  calling 
before  you  the  men  who  should  be  heard  on  the  various 
propositions  that  have  been  made  to  stabilize  farm  prices. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the 
gentleman  2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will 
pardon  me.  I  wish  I  had  the  time.  But  I  have  only  2  min- 
utes. The  Committee  on  Agriculture  excused  themselves  for 
not  coming  to  the  relief  of  the  hard-pressed  farmers  by  say- 
ing it  was  too  near  the  end  of  the  session.  But  since  that 
time  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  has  met,  held 
hearings,  brought  out,  and  passed  one  of  the  most  intricate 
tax  bills  in  the  revenue  annals  of  the  Government.  Since 
that  time  we  have  enacted  one  of  the  most  elaborate  defense 
plans  ever  formulated  In  time  of  peace;  but  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  was  either  too  tired  or  too  slow  or  too  disin- 
terested to  even  consider  the  matter;  to  even  call  in  witnesses 
to  hear  suggestions  on  a  remedy  or  ask  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  information  or  advice — and  that  in  one  of  the 
most  serious  crises  in  the  history  of  the  Nation. 

No;  we  are  not  going  to  adjourn.  We  have  the  summer 
before  us.  my  friends  on  the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  and 
I  hope  that  the  6  farmers  out  of  the  16  members  of  that 
committee  will  use  their  efforts  to  give  the  farmers  and 
the  Nation  a  little  service. 

You  know,  back  in  the  Sixty-ninth  Congress  they  packed 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  both  the  Democrats  and  the 
Republicans  packed  their  respective  Representatives  on  the 
committee  s*  that  they  would  not  report  out  the  McNary- 
Haugen  bilk  They  thought  they  had  it  buried  for  all  time 
to  come,  but  in  spite  of  having  packed  the  committee  the 
demand  from  the  country  was  so  insistent  that  we  were 
able  to  report  it  out  by  one  vote.  We  no  longer  pack  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  but  it  should  give  a  little  more 
attention  to  the  Jurisdiction  committed  to  its  care.  Every 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  is  interested  in  lal)or.  That 
committee  is  meeting  every  day.  bringing  into  this  House 
at  every  opportunity  legislation  in  behalf  of  labor. 

I  wish  to  take  this  opportumty  to  pay  a  tribute  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor.  It  is  an  admirable  committee  and  has  func- 
tioned as  effectively  as  any  committee  in  the  House.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  if  we  turned  farm  legislation  over  to  it  we  would 
get  prompt  and  effective  action. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  in  the  long  summer  before  us,  while 
we  wait  here  in  Washington,  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
will  find  time  to  give  this  question,  this  most  important  ques- 
tion before  the  American  people,  a  little  attention.  [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

NAVAL  SHIPSmLDmC 

■  Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9822) 
to  expedite  the  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  Senate  amendments,  disagree  to  all  the  Senate  amend- 
ments, and  agree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia?  [After  a  pause.l  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Vinson  of  Georgia,  Schttitz.  and  Maas. 

nCERGENCY  DEFENSE  APPROPRIATION 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Rich]. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  WOODRUM  J.  who  is  handling  this  bill,  says  that  the  WH, 
as  it  passed  the   House,  amounted  to  $1,381,000,000.   and. 
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as  it  came  from  the  Senate,  it  amounted  to  $1,479,000,000. 
That  makes  an  increase  of  $98,000,000,  and  they  give  u&  13 
minutes  in  the  House  to  talk  about  $98,000,000.  It  is  a  great 
sum  of  money.  Increasing  this  bill  by  the  Senate.  I  thought 
the  Senate  was  for  economy  at  the  beginning  of  the  session; 
seems  as  if  they  changed. 

Now,  It  seems  to  me  that  13  minutes  is  not  time  enough 
to  discuss  this  great  increase  of  $98,000,000  because  let  me 
show  you  what  our  appropriations  have  been  this  year.  The 
total  Is  about  $15,900,000,000.  Our  receipts  are  $5,600,000,000, 
according  to  the  President's  estimate.  With  the  new  tax  bill 
passed  recently  of  $1,007,000,000.  we  are  going  to  be  short 
or  in  the  red  for  the  year  1941,  $9,300,000,000.  Is  it  not 
terrible?  Where  is  the  economy  this  administration  prom- 
ised the  American  public?  Why  does  not  the  President  say 
anything  about  an  economic  operation  of  our  Government? 

Let  me  show  you  what  this  administration  has  paid  for 
national  defense  from  1933  to  1940.  It  amounts  to  $7,226,- 
861,000.  With  the  amoimt  we  have  appropriated  for  national 
defense  this  year  and  authorized.  $5,900,000,000,  that  amounts 
to  over  $13,000,000,000  for  the  national  defense.  I  herewith 
enclose  a  table  or  figures  showing  expenditures  for  national 
defense  from  1933  through  1939  and  appropriated  for  1940 
and  1941,  as  follows: 


FisoUyev 

Navy 

Army 
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1«B3 

vm 
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$349,361,024 
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640.  358.  431 
TOl.  033,  571 
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1.010,814,516 
1,139,941,017 
l,379.2S7,0a2 
5. 900, 000. 000 

Total    

13,130,861,915 

These  billions  of  dollars  were  taken,  or  are  to  be  taken,  from 
the  taxpayers.  What  defense  have  the  taxpayers  received 
for  these  blUlons?  What  have  we  spent  this  $13,000,000,000 
for?  It  seems  to  me  that  some  committee  of  the  House,  some- 
one in  authority,  ought  to  be  able  to  tell  3^ou  what  the  in- 
ventory of  our  national  defense,  as  far  as  the  Navy,  the 
Army,  and  the  air  force  is  concerned,  was  in  1932,  and  then 
he  ought  to  show  what  our  inventory  is  going  to  be  at  the 
end  of  the  time  we  have  spent  this  $13,000,000,000  for  na- 
tional defense  under  this  administration,  and  let  the  people 
of  the  United  States  know  what  It  has  been  spent  for.  Are 
we  adequately  prepared  and  will  we  be?  Will  ovu-  Treasury 
permit   us  to  operate  our  military  forces  and  Navy? 

The  great  trouble  with  this  Congress  is  we  spend  and  spend 
and  spend  and  we  take  no  inventory  of  what  we  have  re- 
ceived for  the  expenditure  of  these  great  sums  of  money.  It 
seems  to  me  we  are  going  down  the  slide.  We  are  going 
down  the  chute.  We  are  going  down  to  bankruptcy.  We  are 
carrying  this  Nation  to  such  a  depth  financially  that  when 
the  time  comes  that  we  have  a  big  navy  and  a  big  army 
and  a  big  air  force,  we  will  have  no  money  in  this  coimtry  to 
operate  it.  It  is  going  to  be  a  serious  time  when  we  find  out 
that  that  Is  the  case.  How  will  our  children  pay  the  cost  of 
operating  their  government  and  pay  your  debt?  Your  debt 
will  stagger  them.  It  will  break  their  backs  to  pay  it.  Why 
has  not  this  administration  economized,  as  it  promised  the 
people  it  would  do  in  1932?  You  have  had  a  great  deficit 
each  year  from  one  and  one-half  billions  up  to  over  four 
billions,  and  now  for  1941  It  will  run  close  to  $9,000,000,000. 
Worse  and  more  of  It.  Terrible,  disgraceful,  uncalled  for, 
unwarranted.  Oh,  will  wonders  never  cease.  America,  wake 
up  and  stop  the  waste;  review  the  votes  of  your  Congressman. 

So  I  say  let  us  have  an  Inventory  of  what  we  have  re- 
ceived for  the  expenditure  of  these  funds  for  national  defense. 
We  need  a  business  administration  for  the  United  States  if 
we  are  going  to  keep  from  being  sunk  financially  and  if 
we  are  going  to  keep  our  Nation  out  of  war. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  pre- 
vious question  on  the  adoption  of  the  conference  report. 


The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

RBVUnni  ACT  or  1940 

Mr,  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference 
report  on  the  blU  (H.  R.  10039)  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of 
national  preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds, 
to  provide  a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  statement  be  read  in  Ueu  of  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement  of  the  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

CONTOIENCI  REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votea  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  blU  (H.  R.  10080) 
to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national  preparedness  by  raising 
revenue  and  Issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying  for 
such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to 
their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Hoiise  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1,  2,  3,  4.  6.  6,  7,  8,  8,  10.  11,  12,  13.  14,  15. 
16.  17.  18,  19,  20,  21,  22,  23,  24,  27.  28.  20,  32,  33.  34.  35.  36,  37,  38. 
30,  40,  41,  42,  43,  and  44  and  agree  to  the  same. 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  30,  46. 
and  47. 

Amendment  numbered  25:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  25,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert 
the  following: 

"Section  1700  (a)  (1)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is  amended 
by  striking  out  'untU  July  1,  1941.  is  less  than  41  cents'  and  in- 
serting in  lieu  thereof  '\intll  July  1,  1940,  Is  less  than  41  cents,  and 
after  June  30,  1940.  and  before  July  1,  1945.  Is  less  than  21  cents' 
and  by  striking  out  'is  less  than  41  cents,  untU  July  1,  1041*  and 
Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  'is  less  than  41  cents  until  July  1,  1940,  and 
is  less  than  21  cents  after  June  30,  1940,  and  before  July  1,  1045.' " 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  26:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  26,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the  fol- 
lowing : 

"Sec.  212.  Cigarettes. 

"Subchapter  A  of  chapter  15  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  is 
amended  by  Inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sections: 

"  'Sec.  2004.  Defense  tax  for  five  yean. 

"  'In  lieu  of  the  rates  of  tax  specified  in  section  2000  (c)  (2),  the 
rates  of  tax  for  the  |>erlod  after  June  30,  1940,  and  before  July  1, 
1945.  shall  t>e  $3.25  and  $7.80,  respectively. 

"  'Sec.  2005.  Floor  stocks  tax. 

*"(a)  Floor  stocks  tax:  Upon  cigarettes  subject  to  tax  under  sec- 
tion 2000  (c)  (2)  which  on  July  1,  1940,  are  held  by  any  person  for 
sale,  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid  a  floor  stocks 
tax  at  a  rate  equal  to  the  Increase  in  rate  of  tax  made  applicable  to 
such  articles  by  section  2004. 

"•(b)  Returns:  Every  peTson  reqvilred  by  this  section  to  pay  any 
floor  stocks  tax  thall,  on  or  before  Augtist  1,  1040,  under  such 
regulations  as  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
shaU  prescribe,  make  a  return  and  pay  such  tax,  except  that  In  the 
case  of  articles  held  by  manufacturers  end  Importers  the  Commis- 
sioner may  collect  the  tax  with  respect  to  all  or  part  of  such 
articles  by  means  of  stamp  rather  than  return,  and  in  such  case 
may  make  an  assessment  against  such  mcmufecturer  or  importer 
having  tobacco  tax  stamps  on  hand  July  1,  1940,  for  the  difference 
between  the  amount  paid  for  such  stamps  and  the  increased  rates 
specified  in  section  2004. 

"'(c)  Laws  applicable:  All  provisions  of  law.  Including  penalties, 
applicable  in  respect  of  the  taxes  imposed  by  section  2000  shaU. 
Insofar  as  applicable  and  not  Inconsistent  with  this  section,  be 
applicable  with  respect  to  the  floor  stocks  tax  Imposed  by  subsec- 
tion (a).'" 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  31:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  81.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the 
following: 

"(1)  Upon  all  distilled  spirits  produced  in  or  imported  Into  the 
United  States  upon  which  the  internal -revenue  tax  impoeed  by  law 
has  been  paid,  and  which  on  July  1,  1940,  are  held  and  intended  for 
■ale  or  for  use  in  the  manufacture  or  production  ot  any  article 
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Intended  for  sale,  there  shall  be  levied,  asaessed.  collected,  and  paid 
a  floor  stocks  tax  of  75  cents  on  each  proof -gallon,  and  a  proportion- 
ate tax  at  a  like  rate  on  all  fractional  parts  of  such  proof-gallon. 
The  tax  imposed  by  this  subsection  shaU  not  apply  to  100  wine 
gallons  of  the  retail  stocks  of  distilled  spirits  held  by  a  person  on 
premises  as  to  which  such  person  has  incurred  occupational  tax  as  a 
retail  dealer  In  liquors  for  the  period  beginning  en  July  1.  1940,  and 
as  to  which  no  other  occupational  tax  with  respect  to  dealing  in 
distilled  spirits  has  been  incurred  by  such  person  for  a  period  begin- 
ning on  such  date. 

"(2)  Every  person  required  by  this  subsection  to  pay  any  floor 
stocks  tax  shall,  on  or  before  August  1,  1940.  under  such  regulations 
as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  shall  pre- 
scribe, make  a  return  and  pay  such  tax.  Payment  of  the  tax  shown 
to  be  due  may  be  extended  to  a  date  not  later  than  February  1.  1941, 
upon  the  filing  of  a  bond  for  pajrment  thereof  in  such  form  and 
amount  and  with  such  surety  or  sureties  as  the  Commissioner,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  may  prescribe.  Every  retail  dealer 
m  liquors  (even  though  not  liable  to  pay  such  tax)  shall  make  the 
return  required  by  this  paragraph." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  45:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  45,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter 
pioposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the  fol- 
lowing : 

'Sec.  401.  Section  205  of  the  Public  Salary  Tax  Act  of  1939  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence  to  read  as 
follows:  'If  the  amount  of  the  deficiency  in  income  tax  for  any  tax- 
able year  beginning  before  January  1.  1939,  attributable  to  compen- 
sation paid  indirectly  by  the  United  States,  or  any  agency  or  instru- 
mentality thereof,  for  personal  service  as  an  officer  or  employee  of  a 
State,  or  any  political  subdivision  thereof,  or  any  agency  or  instru- 
mentality of  any  of  the  foregoing,  is  paid  on  or  before  March  15, 
1941.  then  with  respect  to  failure  to  pay  such  amount  or  make  re- 
turn of  such  compensation:  (a)  No  criminal  penalty  shall  apply: 
and  (b)  the  additions  to  tax  provided  In  sections  291  and  293  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  shall  not  apply.' " 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

r.  l.  dottchton, 
Thos.  H.  Cuu-en, 

)  John  W.  McCormack, 

j  Jehe  Coopeh. 

I  Allen  T.  Trxadwat. 

I  Frank  Crowthek, 

j  Harold  KNL-rsoN. 

!  -  Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

~  ;  Pat  Harrison, 

William  H.  King. 
Walter  F.  George, 
j  Arthur  Capper, 

I  Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10039)  to  .provide  for  the  expenses  of 
national  preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  Issuing  bonds,  to 
provide  a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the 
action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and  recommended  in  the 
accompanying  conference  report: 

On  amendment  No.  1 :  The  Senate  amendment  provides  that  the 
tax  on  foreign  corporations  not  engaged  in  trade  or  business  in  the 
United  States  and  not  having  an  office  or  place  of  business  therein 
shall  be  at  a  uniform  rate  of  15  per  centum.  Under  the  House  bill 
the  rate  was  11  per  centum  In  the  case  of  Income  from  dividends 
and  16  per  centum  in  the  case  of  all  other  fixed  and  determinable 
receipts.     (See  amendments  Nos.  2,  3,  and  10.)     The  House  recedes. 

On  amendment  No.  2:  The  Senate  amendment  restores  the  15 
per  centum  withholding  rate  in  the  case  of  interest  on  tax-free 
covenant  bonds  paid  to  foreign  corporations  not  engaged  in  trade 
or  business  In  the  United  States  and  not  having  an  office  or  place 
cf  business  therein.  Under  the  House  bill  the  rate  was  16  per 
centum.     (See  amendments  Nds.  1.  3,  and  10.)     The  House  recedes. 

On  amendment  No.  3:  The  Senate  amendment  provides  for  with- 
holding of  corporation  tax  at  the  source  in  the  case  of  foreign 
corporations  not  engaged  in  trade  or  business  in  the  United  States 
and  not  having  an  office  or  place  of  business  therein  at  the  uniform 
rate  of  15  per  centum  rather  than  the  16  per  centvun  and  11  per 
centum  rates  provided  in  the  House  bill.  (See  amendments  Nos. 
1,  2.  and  10.)      The  House  recedes. 

On  amendment  No.  4:  The  Senate  amendment  substitutes  for 
the  requirement  of  the  House  bill  that  every  trust  with  a  gross 
Income  of  $100  or  over  file  an  income  tax  return,  a  requirement  that 
every  trust  with  a  gross  Income  of  $800  or  over  file  a  return  and 
every  trust  with  a  net  Income  of  $100  or  over  file  a  return.  The 
Houfe  recedes. 

On  amendment  No.  5:  The  Senate  amendment  eliminates  the 
provision  of  the  House  bill  under  which  cigarette  papers  in  books 
of  25  papers  or  less  were  to  be  subject  to  the  cigarette-paper  tax. 
The  House  recedes. 

On  amendments  Nos.  6  and  7:  These  amendments  make  changes 
In  section  numbers.     The  House  recedes. 

On  amendment  No.  8:  This  amendment  makes  a  change  Ic  a 
cross-reference,  and  the  House  recedes. 


On  amendments  Nos.  9,  11,  12.  13,  14,  15.  18,  17.  18,  19.  21,  22.  27. 
28.  29.  32.  33,  34.  35,  and  43:  These  amendments  change  the  desig- 
nation In  the  headings  of  sections  and  subsections  and  of  columns 
In  schedules,  and  references  thereto,  from  "super-tax"  to  "defense 
tax."     The  House  recedes. 

On  amendment  No.  10:  The  Senate  amendment  provides  for  a 
uniform  withholding  rate  of  16  5  percent  for  the  5-year  period 
rather  than  the  12iiu-percent,  16 '/j -percent,  and  nim-percent  rates 
provided  in  the  House  bill.  The  amendment  also  contains  a  clari- 
fying change  to  assure  the  maintenance  of  treaty  obligations  In 
the  case  of  withholding  on  dividends.  (See  amendments  Nos.  1. 
2,  and  3.)     The  House  recedes. 

On  amendments  Nos.  20.  23,  and  24:  The  Senate  amendments 
provide  that  In  cases  where  articles  leased  or  sold  with  respect  to 
which  under  section  3441  (c)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  pay- 
ment of  the  tax  is  required  as  the  Installment  pa>-ments  for  the 
article  are  received,  the  increased  rates  in  the  bill  will  not  apply 
If  the  lease,  contract  of  sale,  or  conditional  sale  was  made  before 
July  1,  1940.  and  delivery  cf  the  article  was  made  before  that  date. 
The  House  recedes. 

On  amendment  No.  25:  The  Senate  amendment  eliminates  the 
House  provision  under  which  admissions  of  more  than  30  cent* 
and  less  than  41  cents  were  subject  to  tax  for  the  5-year  period. 
It  substitutes  therefor  the  following  rates: 

If  the  amount  paid  is  10  cents  or  more  and  less  than  20  cents,  1 
cent;  if  the  amount  paid  is  20  cents  or  more,  1  cent  for  each  10 
cents  or  fraction  thereof;  If  the  amount  which  would  be  charged 
for  a  single  admission  is  10  cents  or  more,  1  cent  for  each  10  cents 
or  fraction  thereof  of  the  amount  paid  for  a  season  ticket  or 
subscription. 

The  other  provisions  of  the  amendment  merely  rewrite  the  provi- 
sions of  existing  law. 

The  House  recedes  with  an  amendment  which  restores  the  House 
provision  but  reduces  the  exemption  so  that  admissions  of  less  than 
21  cents  are  exempt. 

On  amendment  No.  26:  The  Senate  amendment  eliminates  the 
Increased  rates  of  tax  on  tobacco  products  provided  for  the  5-year 
period  by  the  House  bill  and  the  floor-stocks  tax  Imposed  there- 
under. 

The  House  recedes  with  an  amendment  which  eliminates  all 
Increases  in  tax  on  tobacco  products,  except  cigarettes,  and  elimi- 
nates the  Increase  in  tax  on  cigarette  papers.  The  ccnfcier.ce  agree- 
ment also  substitutes  for  the  House  rates  on  cigarettes  cf  $3  50  per 
thousand  and  $8.40  per  thousand  rates  of  $3.25  per  thousand  and 
$7.80  per  thousand.  The  conference  agreement  also  Imposes  a  floor- 
stocks  tax  at  the  increased  rates  on  all  cigarettes  held  on  July  1, 
1940.  for  sale. 

On  amendment  No.  30:  The  Senate  amendment  Increases  for  the 
6-year  period  the  rate  on  rectifying  distilled  spirits  from  30  cents 
per  proof  gallon  to  40  cents  per  proof  gallon.  There  is  no  com- 
parable provision  in  the  House  bill.     The  Senate  recedes 

On  amendment  No.  31:  The  Senate  amendment  eliminates  the 
exemption  from  the  floor  stocks  tax  on  distilled  spirits  of  ICX) 
wine  gallons  held  by  a  retail  dealer  In  liquors.  Under  the  amend- 
ment floor  stocks  of  rectified  distilled  spirits  are  subjected  to  a 
rate  10  cents  per  proof  gallon  higher  than  the  basic  rate  of 
75  cents.  For  administrative  reasons,  this  additional  rate  is  not 
to  apply  to  distilled  spirits  which  are  rectified  spirits  solely  by 
reason  of  the  addition  of  not  more  than  2'i  percent  by  volume 
of  coloring,  blending,  smoothing,  or  flavoring  materials,  and  is  not 
to  apply  to  liqueurs,  cordials,  or  similar  compounds.  Technical 
changes  are  made  in  the  provisions  relating  to  return  and  pay- 
ment of  the  floor-stocks  tax. 

The  House  recedes  with  an  amendment  which  eliminates  the 
additional  10-cent  rate  on  floor  stocks  of  rectified  spirits.  The 
amendment  also  contains  an  exemption  of  100  wine  gallons  held 
by  any  person  on  retail  stocks  on  July  1,  1940,  on  premises  as  to 
which  he  Is  for  any  period  beginning  on  that  date  exclusively 
engaged  in  business  as  a  retailer. 

On  amendments  Nos.  36,  37.  38.  39.  and  40:  These  Senate  amend- 
ments increase  the  rates  on  certain  still  wines  and  strike  out 
references  to  the  tax  on  fortification  of  wine.  These  amendments 
are  consistent  with  the  recent  increase  In  tax  on  still  wines  and 
the  elimination  of  the  tax  on  fortification  of  wines.  The  Hotise 
recedes. 

On  amendments  Nos.  41  and  42:  Amendment  No.  41  strikes  out 
the  exemption  of  retail  dealers  from  the  floor-stocks  tax  on  fer- 
mented malt  liquors.  Amendment  No.  42  Inserts  a  modified  ex- 
emption of  retail  stocks.  This  provides  that  the  exemption  shall 
apply  only  to  retail  stocks  which,  on  July  1,  1940,  are  held  on 
retail  premises  Such  premises  are  confined  to  premises  with 
respect  to  which  the  dealer  is  a  retail  dealer  exclusively.  If  with 
respect  to  such  premises  the  dealer  Is  a  wholesale  dealer  or  brewer 
also,  the  exemption  Is  not  allowed  as  to  any  of  the  fermented 
malt  liquor  held  on  the  premises.     The  House  recedes. 

On  amendment  No.  44:  This  amendment  Inserts  a  new  title 
number.  "Title  IV."     The  House  recedes. 

On  amendment  No.  45:  The  Senate  amendment  amends  the 
Public  Salary  Tax  Act  of  1939  to  provide  that  no  Income  tax  shall 
be  assessed  or  collected  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  bill 
which  is  attributable  to  compensation  received  prior  to  January 
1,  1939.  for  personal  service  as  a  State  officer  or  employee  even 
the  ugh  such  compensation  was  paid  directly  or  Indirectly  by  the 
United  States  There  is  no  comparable  provision  in  the  Hotise 
bUl.  The  Hoxise  recedes  with  an  amendment  which  provides  that, 
if  tbe  amount  of  deficiency  In  Income  tax  which  Is  attributable  to 
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•uch  compensation  Is  paid  with  interest  on  or  before  March  15, 
1941,  no  civil  or  criminal  penalties  shall  be  Imposed  on  account 
Of  failure  to  pay  such  amount  or  make  return  of  such  com- 
pensation. 

On  amendment  No.  46:  This  amendment  inserts  a  new  section 
Imposing    an   excess-profits    tax.      The   Senate   recedes. 

On  amendment  No.  47:  This  amendment  proposes  taxes  which 
become  effective  in  the  event  ot  war.     The  Senate  reoedes. 

r.   l.  douchton, 
Thos.   H.   Cullen. 
John    W.   McCokmacx, 
Jmz  Coopxa, 
Allen  T.  Treadwat, 
Feank  Cbowthek. 
Hasolo  Knutson, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DOUOHTON,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  as  agreed  to  in 
CMiference  yesterday  by  the  conferees  Is  estimated  to  raise 
approximately  $1,000,000,000,  the  amount  we  set  out  to  raise 
when  we  began  the  preparation  of  this  biH. 

TTie  report  is  unanimous  on  the  part  of  the  House  con- 
ferees. 

I  believe  it  is  as  good  a  bill  as  could  be  prepared  In  the 
time  that  your  committee  felt  it  had  at  its  disposal.  We  all 
realize  that  further  study  of  the  matter  of  taxation  will  be 
necessary,  and  our  committee  proposes  to  proceed  as  rapidly 
and  expeditiously  as  possible  to  the  further  consideration  of 
additional  legislation  on  this  very  important  matter. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper  1,  who  is  chairman  of  the  Subcom- 
mittee on  Internal  Revenue  Taxation. 

Mr.  CXXDPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  revenue  bill  as  passed  by 
the  House  contained  about  27  pages.  When  the  bill  came 
back  from  the  Senate  it  contained  357  pages.  Three  hundred 
and  thirty  pages  were  added  to  the  bill  in  the  Senate.  Porty- 
seven  amendments  were  added  to  the  bill  In  the  Senate.  I 
think  it  would  be  fair  to  state  that  about  33  of  this  number 
were  of  a  clerical  or  clarifsnng  nature.  There  are  about  14 
amendments  of  substance  to  the  bill. 

Title  I  of  the  bill,  as  passed  by  the  House,  provides  for 
Increases  in  the  income-tax  rates,  and  is  permanent  law. 
Title  I  of  the  bill  as  brought  back  to  you  from  conference 
is  substantially  the  same  as  passed  by  the  House. 

Title  II  is  that  part  of  the  bill,  as  you  will  recall,  that 
provides  for  certain  temporary  increases  of  certain  taxes,  and 
It  Is  in  title  n  that  practically  all  of  these  14  amendments  of 
sut>stance  occur.  With  your  indulgence  I  will  endeavor  to 
give  a  brief  explanation  of  these  14  amendments  of  sub- 
stance. 

On  Senate  amendments  1  to  3  the  House  hsis  receded.  The 
purpose  of  these  amendments  is  to  place  nonresident  alien 
Individuals  and  nonresident  foreign  corporations  not  having 
an  oflBce  or  place  of  business  in  the  United  States  upon  an 
equal  footing  with  respect  to  the  rate  of  taxation  on  fixed  and 
determinable  income  received  by  them  from  sources  within 
the  United  States.  The  present  rate  of  10  percent  in  the  case 
of  dividends  is  increased  to  15  percent  instead  of  11,  as  pro- 
vided in  the  House  bill.  The  rate  of  tax  on  other  fixed  or 
determinable  income  which  under  the  existing  law  is  15  per- 
cent and  under  the  House  bill  was  increased  to  16  percent 
Is  left  at  15  percent.  Since  these  taxes  are  withheld  at  the 
source  in  many  cases  it  is  impossible  for  the  withholding 
agent  to  determine  whether  the  income  is  to  go  to  a  corpora- 
tion or  an  individual.  The  Senate  amendment  removes  any 
distinction  Ijetween  the  corporate  and  individual  rates,  and 
that  is  agreed  to  by  the  House  conferees  and  presented  to  you 
In  the  conference  report. 

On  amendment  No.  4  the  House  recedes.  Under  the  House 
bill  a  trust  was  required  to  file  an  Income  tax  re- 
turn if  its  gross  income  for  the  taxable  year  was  $100  or  more. 
The  Senate  amendment  changes  this  provision  so  as  to  re- 
quire a  return  only  if  the  trust  has  a  net  income  of  $100  or 
more,  or  a  gross  income  of  $800  or  more. 

On  amendment  No.  10  the  House  recedes.  The  purpose  of 
this  Senate  amendment  is  to  reconcile  the  withholding  rate 
while  the  defense  tax  is  in  effect  with  the  change  made  in  the 
permanent  withholding  rate  by  amendments  1  to  3. 


The  next  amendment  is  one  of  imjwrtance  and  of  interest 
to  aU  Members  of  the  House,  I  feel  sure;  that  is  with  respect 
to  the  admissions  tax.  The  House  bill  decreased  the  exemp- 
tion under  the  admissions  tax  from  41  cents  under  existing 
law  to  31  cents.  The  Senate  amendment  reduced  the  exemp- 
tion to  9  cents,  and  upon  admissions  from  10  cents  to  19 
cents,  inclusive,  placed  a  tax  of  1  cent;  upon  admissions  of 
20  cents  or  more  the  Senate  rate  was  1  cent  of  each  10  cents 
or  fraction  thereof.  The  conference  agreement  is  a  compro- 
mise between  these  two  positions.  Under  the  conference 
agreement  admissions  of  less  than  21  cents  will  pay  no  tax; 
upon  admissions  of  21  cents  or  more  the  rate  is  1  cent  for 
each  10  cents  or  fraction  thereof. 

Amendment  No.  26  is  another  amendment  of  importance 
and  of  considerable  interest  to  Members  of  the  House,  as  it 
is  the  so-called  tobacco  tax  amendment.  Hie  House  will 
increase  the  tax  on  cigarettes.  tolMicco,  and  tobacco  products 
by  16%  percent.  For  example,  in  the  case  of  cigarettes  the 
tax  was  increased  from  $3  to  $3.50  per  thousand.  The  Sen- 
ate struck  out  these  increases. 

Mr.  HARNESS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARNESS.  I  would  like  information  with  reference 
to  the  floor  tax  on  cigarettes. 

Mr.  COOPER.  If  the  gentleman  will  kindly  indulge  me 
I  will  cover  that  in  my  statement. 

Mr.  HARNESS.  What  I  wanted  to  know  was  whether  it 
applied  to  retailers  as  well  as  to  wholesalers. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Tliat  is  information  I  propose  to  give  if 
the  gentleman  will  allow  me  the  opportunity. 

The  Senate  struck  out  these  increases  as  contained  in  the 
House  bill.  Under  the  conference  agreement  the  Senate 
action  was  agreed  to,  except  in  the  case  of  cigarettes,  where 
the  increased  tax  of  25  cents  per  1,000  was  provided.  Hiat 
is.  the  rate  on  cigarettes  is  increased  from  $3  a  thousand 
to  $3.25  F>er  thousand.  In  addition,  a  fioor-stock  tax  is 
provided  upon  all  cigarettes  held  for  sale  whether  by  retail  or 
othen^'ise. 

Amendment  No.  30  is  the  amendment  referring  to  recti- 
fiers of  distilled  spirits.  This  Senate  amendment  placed  a 
10-cent  increase  on  the  rectifying  of  spirits,  therefore  rais- 
ing the  rate  from  30  cents  to  40  cents.  Upon  disagree- 
ment the  Senate  conferees  receded  and  the  conference  report 
provides  for  the  present  law  to  continue.  That  is,  the  tax 
on  rectifiers  is  30  cents,  as  provided  in  the  House  bill,  which 
is  the  same  as  the  present  law,  instead  of  40  cents  as  pro- 
vided in  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  CELLER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  What  was  the  situation  with  reference  to 
stocks  on  the  fioor  of  a  retail  liquor  dealer,  such  as  we  have  in 
New  York  City?  We  have  a  great  number  of  them.  I  refer 
to  the  floor  stock. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  with  respect  to 
rectifiers? 

Mr.  CELLER.     Yes. 

Mr.  COOPER.  There  is  no  increase  in  the  tax  on  rectifiers. 
The  law  continues  as  it  is  today. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Is  there  not  some  other  change  in  the  recti- 
fied tax  which  refers  to  some  stocks  on  the  floors  in  the  fol- 
lowing amendment? 

Mr.  COOPER.  There  is  no  change  whatever  in  the  present 
law  with  respect  to  rectifiers. 

Mr.  KERR.    Will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina. 

Mr.  KERR.  How  much  revenue  do  you  propose  to  get  by 
this  floor-stock  tax  on  cigarettes? 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  estimate  of  revenue  on  the  cigarette 
floor  tax  will  run,  as  I  recall,  about  two  and  one-half  million 
dollars,  and  it  will  cost  about  that  much  to  administer  it. 
I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  very  frankly  that  your  conferees 
included  the  floor-stock  tax  on  cigarettes  because  of  the  in- 
terest we  felt  in  the  small  dealers.    It  was  pointed  out  to  us 
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that  a  small  dealer,  because  of  limited  capital  and  limited 
space  in  his  place  of  business,  could  not  put  In  a  large  stock  of 

On  the  other  hand,  a  large  institution  with  larger  capital, 
with  a  larger  place  of  business  and  facilities,  could  stock  up, 
thereby  get  a  competitive  advantage  over  the  small  dealer. 
It  was  very  largely  for  that  reason  your  conferees  included 
this  floor-stock  tax  on  cigarettes. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  real  purpose  of  this  item  would  be  not 
to  raise  revenue  but  to  protect  the  small  dealers  who  handle 

ciff&r6tt6s? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  think  that  is  a  fair  statement.  There  is 
not  much  revenue  involved,  but  we  do  think  the  provision 
here  presented  Is  very  much  In  the  interest  of  small  dealers, 
so  far  as  the  competitive  situation  Is  concerned. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  gentle- 
man's statement  that  the  changes  made  in  the  bill  are  in 
favor  of  the  small  dealers,  and  we  were  all  anxious  to  protect 
the  small  dealers;  but  in  doing  that  we  reached  a  rather 
peculiar  situation  in  that,  by  the  estimate  of  the  Treasury. 

we  will  spend  more  for  the  collection  of  the  floor  tax  than 
we  will  receive  from  it.     Am  I  not  correct? 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  is  probably  true,  insofar  as  a  com- 
parison of  cost  of  collecting  from  retailers  and  the  amount 
collected.  On  the  floor-stocks  tax  as  a  whole,  substantial 
revenue  will  be  received. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
"^Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  ?fentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. ' 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  How  will  the  floor  tax  be  collected; 
from  the  retailer,  wholesaler,  and  jobber? 

Mr.  COOPER.  It  will  be  collected  froni|^verybody  who 
has  cigarettes  for  sale.  ^^ 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  A  floOr  tax  will  be  collected  from 
aD  of  them? 

Mr.  COOPER.     Yes. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  And  it  will  be  collected  by  the  stamp 
method? 

Mr.  COOPER.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Treasury 
Department  expects  to  use  the  stamp  method  with  respect 
to  manufacturers  and  importers. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Will  this  floor  tax  become  effective 
Immediately  on  the  passage  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COOPER.    On  July  1  of  this  year. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.     On  July  1  of  this  year? 

Mr.  COOPER.  That  is  right.  The  rate  of  tax  is  $3.25 
per  thousand,  an  increase  of  25  cents  per  thousand  on 
cigarettes,  and  the  floor-stocks  tax  will  be  25  cents  per 
thousand. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.    Will  the  gentleman  s^eld? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  One  of  the  purposes  in  placing  a  floor- 
stock  tax  on  cigarettes  in  the  hands  of  the  retailer  was  to 
prevent  evasion  of  the  law  as  well  as  unfair  competition. 

Mr.  COOPER.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  Speaker,  amendment  No.  31  relates  to  a  floor-stock 
tax  on  distilled  spirits.  The  floor-stock  tax  of  10  cents  on 
rectified  spirits  was  eliminated  by  the  conferees  to  conform 
to  the  recession  of  the  Senate  in  connection  with  the  recti- 
fying-tax  amendment.  In  addition,  an  exemption  of  100 
wine-gallons  was  allowed  in  the  case  of  retailers  only.  To 
protect  this  provision,  it  is  provided  that  persons,  both  as 
wholesalers  and  retailers  on  the  same  premises,  cannot  get 
the  advantage  of  the  100-galIon  exemption. 

Mr.  CELLER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  would  like  to  have  an  explanation  of  what 
this  statement  means  under  amendment  31.  According 
to  the  amendment,  floor  stocks  of  rectified  distilled  spirits 
were  subjected  to  a  rate  of  10  cents  per  proof-gallon  higher 
than  the  basic  rate  of  75  cents. 


Mr.  COOPER.  That  was  the  Senate  amendment,  and  it  Is 
eliminated. 

Mr.  CELLER.     I  see. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  Senate  receded  and  it  Is  not  in  the  bill 
now. 

Amendments  Nos.  41  and  42  relate  to  the  floor  tax  on 
beer.  Here  a  similar  provision  was  adopted  to  take  care  of 
the  case  where  beer  dealers  transact  both  a  wholesale  and 
retail  business  on  the  same  premises. 

Amendment  No.  45  was  added  in  the  Senate.  It  was 
an  amendment  offered  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  not 
included  in  the  report  of  the  Finance  Committee.  Upon 
this  amendment  the  House  receded  with  an  amendment  to 
assure  that  no  penalties  would  be  inflicted  upon  certain 
classes  of  State  employees  with  respect  to  back  income  taxes. 
This  situation  arises  out  of  the  so-called  Government  Salary 
Tax  Act.  The  Senate  amendment  provided  for  these  Govern- 
ment employees  to  be  relieved  of  certain  taxes  that  had  been 
assessed  against  them.  The  provision  agreed  to  in  confer- 
ence was  that  they  should  not  be  relieved  from  payment  of 
the  taxes,  but  they  are  relieved  from  the  payment  of  the 
penalty  if  they  (Mid  the  tax  and  interest  on  or  before  March 
15.  1941. 

Amendments  Nos.  46  and  47  are  the  so-called  La  Pollette 
and  Connally  amendments.  The  Senate  recedes  on  both  of 
these  amendments. 

As  I  stated  in  the  beginning  the  other  amendments  were 
of  a  clerical  nature  and  the  House  conferees  receded  on  most 
of  them.  I  may  give  just  a  word  of  explanation  with  respect 
to  one  amendment,  relating  to  the  so-called  supertax  as 
included  in  the  House  bill.  The  name  of  it  is  changed  to 
"defense  tax.*' 

If  there  are  any  further  questions,  I  shall  be  pleased  to 
try  to  answer  them. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield.' 

Mr.  COOPER.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Did  I  correctly  understand  the  gentle- 
man to  say  that  about  330  pages  were  added  to  the  bill? 
Am  I  correct  in  understanding  that  the  so-called  Connally 
and  La  Follette  amendments  were  both  rejected  by  the  com- 
mittee  on  conference? 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  La  Pollette  bill  was  added  as  amend- 
ment No.  46,  and  the  Connally  bill  was  added  as  amendment 
No.  47. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  They  were  approved  by  the  other 
body? 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  Senate  passed  both  of  them  on  roll- 
call  votes,  and  in  conference  the  Senate  conferees  receded 
on  both  of  them. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    They  are  entirely  out  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COOPER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  believe  that  in  answer  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  it  is  fair  to  say  that  the  so-called  La 
Pollette  amendment,  the  excess-proflts  tax.  took  up  only 
15  pages.  That  was  not  so  serious.  The  so-called  Connally 
amendment,  the  war-profits  amendment,  consisted  of  over 
300  pages. 

Mr.  COOPER.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  So  that  the  complaint  of  not  having 
time  to  consider  the  whole  matter  was  largely  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Connally  amendment  rather  than  the  La 
Follette  amendment. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  gentleman  is  correct  as  to  the  niun- 
ber  of  pages.  However,  I  do  submit  to  the  gentleman  that 
both  the  La  Follette  amendment  and  the  Connally  amend- 
ment are  matters  that  should  be  gone  into  very  carefully 
and  thoroughly.     I  am  sure  the  gentleman  agrees  with  me. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman's  state- 
ment fully. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COOPEIR.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan- 
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Mr.  DONDERO.  I  have  had  considerable  protest  from 
amusement  corporations  relating  to  instances  where  small 
admission  fees  are  charged  at  picnic  grounds  and  other 
amusement  resorts.  Do  I  correctly  understand  that  the 
minimum  has  been  raised  from  10  cents  to  20  cents  and 
that  admission  fees  under  that  are  free  from  tax? 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  gentleman  is  correct.  Everything 
from  20  cents  down  is  free  from  tax. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  It  was  a  protest  lodged  in  favor  of  the 
poor  people  who  might  enjoy  that  simple  method  of  amuse- 
ment. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Your  House  conferees  had  that  in  mind. 
I  am  sure  our  views  are  in  accord  with  the  views  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  have  had  several  inquiries  from  automobile 
dealers  and  operators  of  filling  stations  who  have  supplies 
and  are  interested  in  the  proposed  raise  In  the  tax  on  auto- 
mobile accessories.  As  I  understand,  there  was  a  10-percent 
raise.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  gentleman  Is  correct.  There  is  no 
change  in  that  Item  here.    The  provisions  of  the  House  bill 

still  obtain  with  respect  to  that. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  House  In  the  first  Instance  put  It  In  tlie 
bill,  and  there  was  no  change  in  the  Senate  of  what  the 

House  did?    i 

Mr.  COOPER.    That  Is  true. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr,  Speaker.  wlH  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  With  regard  to  the  floor- 
stocks  tax  on  beer,  has  there  been  any  change  made  in  the 
conference  report? 

Mr.  COOPER.  Only  a  slight  change  in  this  respect:  We 
tried  to  deal  with  the  situation  where  the  same  dealer  may 
be  in  the  retail  business  and  the  wholesale  business;  in  other 
words,  we  exempt  the  part  of  his  business  that  is  purely  re- 
tall  if  It  is  on  separate  premises,  but  we  apply  the  floor-stocks 
tax  to  the  part  of  his  business  that  is  wholesale. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman jrleld? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  jield  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  wanted  to  ask  about  the 
La  Pollette  amendment.  I  was  interested  in  that  amend- 
ment and  rather  sorry  it  was  left  out.  I  wonder  if  the  gen- 
tleman would  tell  us  what  we  can  expect  about  action  on  an 
excess-proflts  tax. 

Mr.  COOPEIR.  I  rather  anticipated  that  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  California  or  someone  else  would  ask  that 
question.  I  believe  the  gentleman's  question  can  best  be 
answered  by  reading  a  resolution  adopted  in  conference  with 
respect  to  the  excess-proflts  tax: 

■IBOLXTTION     or     COMMnTXE     OF     CONFEKKNCK     ON     B.     B.     10039      (TAX 
BILL)     AOOFTXD    JUNE    21,     1940 

Resolved  by  the  committee  of  conference  on  H.  R.  10039,  That 
the  committee  U  flrmly  of  opinion  that  an  excess-proflts  tax 
should  be  enacted  as  soon  as  possible  and  be  made  applicable 
to  the  calendar  year  1940  and  all  taxable  years  beginning  In  1940. 
and  to  all  subsequent  years.  In  pursuance  of  this  policy  the 
Treasury  Department  is  urgently  requested  to  subnilt  to  the  Ways 
and  Means  Oommlttce  of  the  House  and  to  the  Finance  C!om- 
mlttee  of  the  Senate  not  later  than  October  1.  1940.  a  plan  for 
such  tax.  together  with  supporting  data  and  drafts  for  proposed 
legislation. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  thank  the  gentleman  very 

much. 

Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  just  wish  to  say  that  as  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned I  believe  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  House  are 
enUtled  to  a  great  deal  of  credit  for  doing  a  very  fine  job. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  appreciate  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York.  I  do  feel,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  can  be  said 
that  the  House  conferees  have  brought  back  to  the  House  the 
bill  substantially  as  It  passed  the  House. 


Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 
Mr.  RICH.  In  getting  the  data  for  an  excess-profits  tax 
from  the  Treasury  Department,  is  it  customary  for  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  to  secure  that  draft  and  then  adopt 
the  suggestions  made  by  the  Treasury  Department,  or  is  it 
the  duty  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  to  draft  the 
kind  of  an  excess-profits  tax  bill  they  believe  ought  to  be 
enacted  in  order  to  keep  the  corporations  that  have  exorbitant 
earnings  down  to  a  certain  limit  of  profit  consistent  with  good 
business  and  regard  for  this  country  In  time  at  war?  We 
ought  not  to  permit  these  excess  war  profits  at  this  time,  and 
I  think  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  ought  to  take  that 
into  consideration  in  framing  a  new  tax  bill. 

Mr.  COOPER.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  and  the 
House  may  rest  assured  that  your  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  in  this  instance  will,  as  it  has  done  on  all  other  occa- 
sions, draft  the  bill  itself  and  bring  it  to  the  House  as  the 
product  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  We  receive 
data,  information,  and  material  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, from  the  staff  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal  Rev- 
enue Taxation,  and  we  have  the  very  valuable  services  of  the 
drafting  service  of  the  House  in  preparing  all  legislation  that 
is  reported  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  to  the  House, 
and  that  practice  will  be  followed  with  respect  to  tills  bill. 

Mr.  RICH.  There  is  one  other  question  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  gentleman.  In  section  205,  the  capital-stock  tax,  on 
page  16,  amendment  No.  13.  the  Senate  struck  out  "super 
tax"  and  you  have  Inserted  the  words  "defense  tax."  That 
would  be  applicable  to  the  enormous  amount  that  we  are 
spending  this  year  over  last  year,  but  what  is  the  Ways  and. 
Means  Committee  doing  to  get  taxes  to  make  up  for  the 
enormous  deficits  that  we  have  had  each  year  for  the  last  10 
years?  We  cannot  let  that  biu'den  pass  on  to  our  children, 
because  we  would  wreck  them.  Unless  this  ^Jongr ess  takes 
some  action  in  an  effort  to  alleviate  the  burden  that  is  going 
to  be  placed  on  our  children,  I  can  see  nothing  but  a  chaotic 
condition  coming  later  on,  and  it  is  our  business,  it  is  your 
business  and  my  business,  to  try  to  see  that  that  does  not 
happen  and  I  do  not  think  "defense  tax"  is  a  good  expres- 
sion here.    It  might  be  termed  "deficit  tax." 

Mr.  COOPER.  As  I  endeavored  to  explain  earlier,  In  title 
n  of  this  bill  the  increase  of  the  amount  of  the  tax  as  pro- 
vided under  existing  law  was  termed  a  "supertax."  The 
Senate  changed  the  name  from  super  tax  to  defense  tax  and 
the  House  conferees  agreed  to  that  Senate  amendment.  It  is 
simply  a  change  in  name  only  and  it  applies  all  through 
title  n  of  the  bill  which  is  the  title  providing  a  temporary 
increase  of  taxes,  all  of  which  is  to  be  used  for  retiring 
national-defense  obligations. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  If  I  understood  the  gentleman  cor- 
rectly he  read  a  resolution  which  was  approved  by  the  con- 
ference committee  with  reference  to  an  excess-proflts  tax. 

Mr.  COOPER.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr,  CRAWFORD.  Would  the  gentleman  give  us  en- 
couragement by  making  some  kind  of  statement  to  the  effect 
that  if  Congress  remains  in  session  for  some  several  weeks 
we  may  have  the  privilege  of  voting  for  an  excess-proflts  tax 
during  the  present  calendar  srear? 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  cannot  give  the  gentleman  any  assurance 
as  to  a  few  weeks,  but  I  think  dtuing  this  calendar  year  we 
hope  to  accomplish  that  piu-pose. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
allow  me  to  interrupt  here? 

Mr.  COOPER.  *I  yield  to  the  gentleman  with  pleasure. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  would  say,  for  the  information  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan,  that  one  of  the  last  things  said 
in  conference  yesterday  afternoon  was  by  the  representative 
of  the  Treasury,  who  informed  us  very  positively  that  such  a 
bill  could  be  written  and  submitted  to  our  committee  within 
2  months — the  expression  "2  months"  was  used. 

Mr.  COOPER.    That  is  correct. 
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Mr.  DOUOHTON.    Mr,  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 

to  me? 
^  Mr.  COOPER.    I  yield  to  the  chairman  of  our  committee. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  It  I5  also  true  that  the  Treasury  ex- 
perts stated  that  It  would  take  something  like  2  months  to 
make  %  pattern  by  which  they  could  recommend  legislation 
on  this  subject,  because  it  is  so  difficult  to  draft  a  bill  that 
would  be  fair  and  equitable  to  all  Interests.  We  had  an 
excess-proflu  tax  Just  after  the  World  War,  and  it  was 
drmwn  hastily  and  we  had  a  great  deal  of  trouble  and  a 
great  deal  of  expense  and  a  great  deal  of  litigation.  In  order 
to  obvlat«  that  the  Treasury  suggested,  and  I  think  very 
WlMty  10.  that  they  would  not  be  willing  to  be  responsible 
for  suggestions  or  recommendations  on  the  subject  made  in 
less  than  about  2  months. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  One  of  the  reasons,  if  I  may  be  allowed 
to  speak  further 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  One  of  the  reasons  we  could  not  possibly 
take  it  up  in  the  conference  was  the  fact  that  the  experts 
informed  us  there  were  300  questions  of  policy  that  must  be 
decided  before  such  a  bill  could  be  written,  and  we  had  24 
hours  to  bring  in  a  report.  The  gentleman  can  readily  see 
.  that  we  absolutely  could  not  accomplish  it  physically,  if  we 
had  the  power  mentally  to  do  it. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Let  me  say  this,  too:  Under  the  last  excess 
profits  tax  law  that  we  had  there  were  some  10.000  litigated 
cases.  Forty-seven  of  those  cases  are  pending  now,  or  were 
a  week  ago.  This  gives  you  some  idea  of  the  extreme  diffl- 
culty  involved  In  preparing  legislation  of  this  type.  It  is 
hoped  by  the  Treasury  Department  and  by  your  committee 
that  by  taking  time  we  may  be  able  to  iron  out  the  thing, 
profit  by  the  experience  of  the  past,  and  avoid  at  least  a  part 
of  those  10.000  cases  that  were  litigated. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  gentleman  will  per- 
mit this  observation,  I  think  we  owe  it  to  American  industry 
to  give  them  a  rough  indication  at  the  present  time  that  an 
excess-profits  tax  Is  definitely  on  the  way.  and  that  if  Con- 
gress remains  in  session  for  3  or  4  months  they  may  expect 
It  during  the  calendar  year  now  going  on,  because  it  is  a  job 
to  handle  corporate  affairs  so  that  these  tax  burdens  can  be 

provided  for. 

Mr.  COOPER.  I  think  the  resolution  adopted  in  conference 
and  the  further  fact  that  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
Included  a  statement  in  its  report  on  the  bill  when  it  was 
reported  to  the  House  give  ample  notice  to  the  people  of  the 

cl)untry  that  they  may  reasonably  expect  legislation  of  this 
type. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    And  to  apply  to  the  calendar  year  1940. 

Mr.  COOPER.     That  Is  so  stated  In  the  committee  report. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the 
RxcoRD  a  statement  correcting  an  error  in  the  House  com- 
mittee report  upon  the  original  bill. 
-    The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COOPER.  By  unanimous  consent  I  Insert  the  follow- 
ing statement  correcting  an  error  in  a  House  committee 
report  on  original  bill. 

In  order  to  avoid  confusion  In  the  minds  of  taxpayers  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  desires  to  correct  an  error  in  the  commit- 
tee report.  House  Report  2491.  The  example  of  the  application  of 
the  10-percent  increase  In  income  tax  to  individuals  found  at  the 
bottom  of  page  15  and  the  top  of  page  16  is  not  entirely  complete, 
and  hence  Inaccurate,  for  It  fails  to  take  Into  account  the  fact  that 
the  normal  tax  and  surtax  apply  only  after  the  application  of  the 
personal  exemption  and  credit  for  dependents.  The  following 
should  be  substituted  for  the  paragraph  in  question: 

"The  net  Income  of  an  individual  entitled  to  t*e  maximum  earned 
Income  credit  and  having  no  capital  gains  or  losses.  Is  ♦752.400. 
After  application  of  the  personal  exemption  and  credit  for  depend- 
ents, it  is  $750,000,  and  his  tax  liability  computed  without  regard  to 
section  15  Is  $497,724.  The  difference  between  the  net  Income  and 
the  tax  liability  is  $254,676.  The  tax  under  section  15  Is  $497,724 
plus  10  percent  of  $254,676.  or  $523.19160.  If  such  a  limitation 
had  not  been  provided  for.  the  tax  under  section  15  would  have 
been  $547,496.40.  It  shotild  be  noted  that  the  effect  of  this  limi- 
tation on  the  lO-percent  increase  is  to  relieve  from  any  increase  a 
taxpayer  who  under  existing  law.  as  amended  by  title  I.  has  no  net 


Income,  because  he  has  a  net  long-term  capital  low.  Init  la  (ubjeet 
to  tax  under  section  117  (c)   (2)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code." 

In  the  table  on  page  15.  relating  to  the  10-percent  increase  in 
the  tax  In  the  case  of  corporations,  a  line  should  be  inserted  after 
the  line  beginning  "Net  income."  reading: 
Monnal  tax.  net  Income — — $100,000 

Mr.  DOUOHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  TriadwatI, 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee (Mr.  Coopnl  has  so  fully  covered  the  details  of  the 
conference  report  that  I  shall  not  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  in  elaborating  upon  them  further.  I  shall  however 
refer  to  certain  Items, 

At  the  outset.  I  desire  to  answer  further  the  Interrogatory  of 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Rich]  as  to  the  method 
of  procedure  In  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  I  assume 
that  all  Members  of  the  House  realize  the  tremendous  com- 
plications that  arise  in  uTltlng  legislation  which  comes  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  that  committee — taxation,  tariff,  social 
security,  and  other  subjects  of  importance.  The  details  of 
these  measures  are  complicated,  and  we  must  have  evidence 
not  only  from  people  of  experience  in  the  practical  side  of  the 
propositions  but  from  the  experts  in  the  departments  and  of 
our  own  staff,  including  the  office  of  the  legislative  counsel  and 
the  joint  committee  on  taxation.  I  think  perhaps  I  am  as 
critical  as  any  man  of  any  partisanship  that  may  ccme  up. 
I  am  a  partisan  and  always  admit  it.  but  I  do  say  that 
while  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  minority  of  that  com- 
mittee, there  never  has  been  a  time  when  the  cards  were 
all  put  on  the  table  as  freely  by  the  majority  side  as  they 
have  been  during  this  present  session  of  Congress.  We 
have  prepared  the  bills  in  committee.  We  have  had  the 
advice  and  the  assistance  of  our  own  experts  and  those  in 
the  departments,  and  while  some  of  us  In  the  minority  cannot 
approve  of  all  the  recommendations  that  are  submitted  to  us. 
nevertheless  I  hope  when  we  are  in  the  majority  next  year, 
we  will  be  as  fair  to  the  minority,  now  the  majority,  as  they 
have  been  to  us  in  the  past  year.  [Applause.]  So  I  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich!  he  need  not 
have  any  fear  that  in  writing  an  excess  profits  tax  bill,  it  is 
going  to  be  written  down  town.  It  is  going  to  be  written  In 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  room  in  the  House  Office 
Building,  and  to  the  best  of  the  ability  of  the  members  of  the 
committee.  Of  course,  mistakes  will  creep  in;  we  cannot 
help  that,  because  it  is  a  big.  complicated  question. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Mr.  Speaker,  wUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    Yes. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  In  my  10  years'  experience  on  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  I  have  served  under  both  Re- 
publican and  Democratic  administrations,  and  we  have  had 
tax  bills  under  both  administrations.  I  think  it  is  a  fair 
statement  to  say  that  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  has 
received  all  advice  possible  from  the  Treasury  Department, 
without  regard  to  administration,  and  that  the  committee 
Itself  has  written  all  bills. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  And  in  many  instances  I  would  say  in 
addition  to  that  we  have  received  less  advice  than  we  would 
like  to  have  received,  particularly  from  the  people  who  are 
affected  by  the  tax  bills,  or  the  tariff  bills,  or  whatever  we 
have  under  consideration.  We  appeal  to  the  people,  and 
now  that  notice  is  being  given  to  them  by  the  adoption  of 
the  resolution  which  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  I  Mr. 
Cooper]  has  read.  I  hope  that  those  people  to  whom  I  refer 
who  are  particularly  affected,  will  give  us  the  benefit  of  their 
practical  views  and  experience. 

I  want  now  particularly  to  refer  further  to  the  extrava- 
gant expenditures  of  this  administration.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  a  short  time  ago  said  it  seemed 
to  him  that  there  should  be  some  economy  in  connection 
with  the  billions  of  dollars  being  spent  in  the  operation  of 
government,  before  putting  on  new  taxes.  I  thoroughly  agree 
with  that  suggestion.  I  am  extremely  sorry  that  the  prin- 
ciple involved  in  the  amendment  of  Senator  Byrd  providing 
for  a  mandatory  cut  of  10  percent  in  nondefense  appropria- 
tions was  so  destroyed  and  nullified  by  the  Senate  that  the 


author  of  it  himself  moved  to  have  it  stricken  from  the  bill. 
It  was  a  serious  blunder  not  to  include  it  in  the  bill.  I  tried 
to  have  the  Byrd  amendment  included  by  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  but  was  unsuccessful.  The  people  today 
demand  of  us  economy  in  government.  They  are  going  to 
shoulder  these  Increased  taxes  that  we  are  putting  on  them 
for  purpose  of  defense  but.  nevertheless,  they  do  expect  that 
we  reciprocate  and  show  economy  in  government,  when  they 
are  being  taxed  as  they  are  by  this  bill.  I  feel  that  the 
principle  of  the  Byrd  amendment  Is  desirable,  and  should 
have  been  kept  In  the  bill. 

The  question  of  the  writing  of  the  excess-profits  tax  will 
Include  an  item  which  I  brotight  up  originally  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means,  and  with  respect  to  which  we 
Inserted  a  reference  in  the  committee  report — namely,  the 
amortization  of  investments  in  excess  of  actual  business 
needs  made  by  taxpayers  to  carry  on  the  defense  program. 
It  Is  going  to  be  very  difficult  to  Interest  business  in  elabo- 
rating and  extending  their  plants  unless  they  are  assured 
of  being  able  to  get  back  in  special  amortization  deductions 
the  capital  Invested  in  the  business  to  help  the  defense  pro- 
gram of  the  Government.  I  know  the  two  matters  will  be 
given  the  most  careful  consideration  by  the  Treasury  and  by 
the  committee  during  the  summer  recess.  Business  people 
can  be  assured  of  prompt  and  favorable  action  by  Congress 
on  amortization,  and  the  public  can  be  assured  of  action 
in  levying  reasonable  excess-profits  taxation. 

Bear  In  mind  that  the  report  from  the  Government  officials, 
requested  by  the  resolution  referred  to  by  the  gentlemsm  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper],  must  be  in  the  hands  of  Congress 
by  October  1.  We  are  going  to  forget  that  October  1  is  only 
1  month  before  election  time.  I  am  willing  to  stay  here  and 
help  on  this  defense  program  whether  or  not  it  hurts  me  in 
my  district  to  be  away  from  it.  Perhaps  being  away  from  it 
will  be  a  good  thing.  But  whatever  the  situation,  our  duty 
to  ourselves  and  to  our  constituents  and  to  our  country  is  to 
be  on  the  job  here  and  l)e  ready  for  that  report,  and  keep 
prodding  the  Department  a  little  to  make  sure  that  they  live 
up  to  the  resolution  of  the  conference  committee  referred  to 
by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  RICH.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  has  been  here  a  great  many 
years.  Does  he  know,  in  all  the  time  he  has  been  in  Con- 
gress, of  any  more  extravagant  expenditures  of  taxpayers' 
funds  than  he  has  noticed  In  the  last  5  or  6  years? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  No;  I  do  not.  That  is  the  price  we  are 
paying  for  the  mistake  which  the  voters  of  the  country  made 
4  years  ago  when  they  retained  the  present  President  in  the 
White  House. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  question  I  want  to  ask  the  gentleman  is 
this:  Has  he  seen  more  than  a  few  on  the  Democratic  side 
of  this  House  make  any  effort  for  economy  in  Government 
operations?  Can  he  show  me  one  place  where  they  have 
made  any  effort  to  economic? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.     Yes. 

Mr.  RICH.    Where? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  On  paper.  The  White  House  brought 
out  the  statement  that  they  might  be  able  to  save  a  few 
dollars  about  10  days  ago,  after  the  Republicans  had  gone 
on  record  for  economy  in  the  strongest  kind  of  language. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  is  talking  about  the  Presi- 
dent saying  he  was  going  to  reduce  expenditures  25  percent 
and  consolidate  departments,  but  you  have  not  seen  him  do 
anything,  have  you? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    Not  to  date. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
on  that  question? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Will  the  gentleman  permit  this  ob- 
servation? I  think  there  are  men  on  the  Democratic  side 
of  this  House  who  have  worked  and  spoken  and  voted  as 
conscientiously  as  any  man  on  earth  could  to  bring  about 
greatly  decreased  expenditures  the  last  several  years.     At 


least  they  have  impressed  me  they  were  sincere  about  It, 
and  I  think  we  ought  to  give  them  credit  for  It.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  agree  there  are  Democrats  con- 
scientiously anxious  for  economy,  but  they  are  few  In  num- 
ber. The  Republican -Democratic  economy  coalition  has 
been  outvoted. 

Mr.  RICH.    Win  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr,  TREADWAY.  I  will  have  to  have  some  more  time  If 
I  am  going  to  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  I  yield  the  gentleman  S  additional 
minutes.  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
fylvanla. 

Mr.  RICH.  There  Is  a  handful  of  men  on  that  side  who 
have  tried  to  do  something,  but  the  majority  Is  over  there. 
That  Is  where  they  should  do  it. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  have  tried  to  support  the  Republican 
doctrine  of  economy  to  the  best  of  my  ability.  I  cannot 
criticize  other  people  for  not  always  agreeing  with  my  views. 
However,  I  think  the  record  of  the  Republicans  for  economy 
is  excellent,  and  it  will  be  a  factor  in  the  election. 

But  let  me  proceed  to  one  or  two  other  matters  directly 
affecting  us  in  this  report.  There  has  been  something  said 
about  the  change  of  the  name  from  "supertax"  to  "defense 
tax."  Of  course,  that  is  all  poppycock.  It  is  perfectly  ridicu- 
lous. There  is  no  more  reason  to  try  to  sugar-coat  the  pill 
represented  by  these  increased  taxes.  You  can  not  get  away 
with  it,  because  this  tax  is  coming  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
people.  You  can  call  it  by  any  name  you  want  to.  You  can 
call  it  a  gift  from  heaven,  or  anything  else,  but,  regardless 
of  whether  you  change  it  from  "supertax"  to  "defense  tax," 
you  are  not  satisfying  anybody  called  upon  to  pay  the  tax. 

However,  I  want  to  say  in  connection  with  this  matter 
that  I  took  the  trouble  yesterday  in  conference  to  ask  the 
Treasury  officials  whether  in  levying  the  additional  excise 
taxes  it  would  appear  what  part  of  it  was  the  old  tax  and 
what  part  of  It  was  this  so-called  defense  tax.  I  was  as- 
sured that  the  old  tax  stamp  would  still  be  used,  and  where 
you  see  the  word  "defense"  it  refers  only  to  the  levy  made 
by  this  bill.  When  the  present  supply  of  stamps  runs  out 
they  will  print  some  more  with  the  regular  rates  on.  So 
that  it  will  continue  to  be  known  for  5  years  as  a  defense 
tax,  and  the  old  tax  will  remain  as  is.    That  will  cover  that 

feature,  I  think. 

Now.  there  are  two  other  subjects  I  would  like  to  speak 
al)0ut.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  very  glad.  Indeed,  that  the  House 
conferees  were  able  to  reach  a  compromise  on  the  admission 
charges.  When  I  first  saw  the  Senate  bill  I  was  astounded 
that  they  proposed  to  tax  admissions  of  10  ceftts  or  more  and 
that  all  the  proposed  increase  was  taken  off  cigarettes  and 
tobacco.  Without  seeming  to  be  unduly  critical  of  the  Senate, 
I  think  that  was  a  serious  mistake.  Imagine  taking  the  in- 
crease off  cigarettes  and  making  up  the  revenue  by  taxing 
a  small  admission  fee  for  a  child  going  to  a  movie.  We  were 
able  to  compromise  on  that  and  raise  the  exemption  to  20 
cents,  which  is  much  more  preferable.  The  20-cent  bracket. 
according  to  the  statistics  furnished  us,  will  bring  in 
$60,000,000  additional  revenue  over  the  present  law,  which 
provides  for  a  40-cent  exemption.  Of  course,  that  is  a  large 
sum  to  get  from  that  source.  So  that  was  a  very  definite 
gain  on  the  part  of  the  House  conferees,  that  we  were  not 
obliged  to  go  to  that  lower  figure.  I  think  it  would  have  been 
extremely  unpopular  and  very  unfair  and  unwise  in  every 
sense  of  the  word  to  have  reduced  the  admission  tax  to  tickets 
costing  10  cents  or  more. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  think  it  is  also  fair  to  say  that  the 
House  conferees  in  all  probability  would  not  have  gone  that 
far. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  We  were  very  insistent  against  it. 
There  was  not  a  single  House  conferee  who  favored  the 
Senate  provision. 

With  regard  to  tobacco,  the  conference  agreement  elimi- 
nates all  proposed  increases  except  with  respect  to  cigarettes. 
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which  are  increased  from  $3  per  thousand  to  $3.25  per  thou- 
sand. A  floor  tax  of  25  cents  per  thousand  will  be  imposed 
on  all  floor  stocks  on  hand  on  July  1.  including  retail  stocks. 

There  is  one  matter  in  which  my  district  is  particularly 
interested,  and  I  would  like  to  say  a  word  about  it — namely, 
tile  tax  on  cigarette  papers. 

It  happens  that  my  district  Is  a  paper-manufacturing  dis- 
trict. Among  other  mills  there  is  a  large  mill  manufacturing 
cigarette  paper. 

The  proposed  increase  in  tax  meant  a  revenue  of  only 
$3,000,000  and  it  was  a  desirable  thing  not  to  impose  a  tax 
on  the  papers  given  away.  It  was  incongruous  to  my  mind 
to  tax  something  that  was  free.  Under  the  present  law,  if 
you  had  24  papers  in  a  booklet  given  away  with  a  package 
of  tobacco  there  was  no  tax  on  the  papers.  It  did  not  seem 
light  or  proper  that  that  should  be  taxed.  The  action  of 
the  conferees  eliminates  the  provision  of  the  House  bill  which 
would  have  subjected  these  papers  to  tax. 

Both  Senate  and  House  bills  provided  for  an  increase  in 
the  tax  on  liquor  from  $2.25  to  $3  per  prcof  -gallon,  so  that 
item  was  not  before  the  conferees.  A  floor  tax  of  75  cents 
per  proof  gallon  is  imposed  on  stocks  en  hand  July  1.  Th'? 
conference  agreement  restores  the  100-wine-gallcn  exemp- 
tion for  retailers,  as  provided  in  the  original  House  bill.  The 
exemption  Is  limited  to  retailers  who  do  not  have  wholesale 
stocks  on  the  same  premises. 

The  tax  on  rectified  spirits  was  another  Important  item  in 
disagreement.  The  House  bill  did  not  increase  present  rate 
cf  30  cents  per  gallon.  The  Senate  increased  rate  to  40 
cents.  The  conference  report  leaves  rate  at  30  cents,  as 
under  House  bill. 

As  to  beer,  the  conference  agreement  retains  the  exemption 
of  retail  dealers  from  the  floor  tax  on  beer,  but  confines  it 
to  retailers  not  having  wholesale  stocks  on  the  same  premises. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TRZADWAY.  Yes;  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  was  particularly  interested  in  the  gentle- 
man's remarks  deploring  that  there  had  been  no  attempt 
at  any  economy,  and  that  we  must  impose  such  a  terrific  tax 
on  our  people.  A  definition  of  economy  is:  A  way  of  spend- 
ing money  and  getting  no  fun  out  of  it. 

Mr.  TRRADWAY.  You  cannot  get  any  fun  out  of  a  tax 
bill,  that  is  certain. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  But  it  has  been  such  a  lot  of  fim  to  build 
Tugwell  towns.     And  their  building  must  still  go  merrily  on. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.  1 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  gentleman  2 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  FISH.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.     I  yield. 

■  Mr.  FISH.  As  I  understand  it,  therefore,  there  is  no  tax 
on  cigsp*ette  papers  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  t'READWAY.  No  change  is  made  in  the  present  law. 
There  is.  at  present,  a  tax  on  packages  of  cigarette  papers 
where  the  package  contains  25  or  more.  The  tax  is  one- 
half  cent  for  each  50  papers  or  fraction  thereof. 

Mr.  FTSH.     That  is  the  present  law. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    That  Is  the  present  law. 

Mr.  FISH.  But  there  is  no  change  in  the  present  law  in 
any  way  on  cigarette  papers. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    No. 

Mr.  FISH.    I  think  that  action  is  very  right. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  In  examining  the  bill.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Members  will,  of  course,  find  that  perhaps  they  are  not  at  aU 
certain  as  to  existing  law  on  some  of  these  taxes.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Tennessee  has  made  a  very  complete  explanation 
of  the  changes  that  have  been  made  in  the  bill. 

In  conclusion  let  me  say  that  the  conferees  as  well  as  the 
members  of  the  minority  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
have  been  very  appreciative  of  the  courtesies  shown  them 
both  by  our  chairman,  by  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
on  taxation,  and  by  the  Department  oCBcials  and  experts  who 
worked  with  us.    We  have  been  perfectly  satisfied  in  every 


respect,  and  we  thank  the  majority  and  the  experts  for  the 
kindly  treatment  we  have  received  at  their  hands. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Not  being  one  of  the  conferees 
I  think  I  can  modestly  congratulate  the  conferees  in  insisting 
on  taking  out  those  regimentation  features  in  the  bill  cover- 
ing many  phases. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  think  the  conference  report  could  be 
covered.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  it  was  in  my  remarks  on  the  original 
measure  when  we  had  it  before  us.  It  is  a  makeshift  tax  bill, 
but  it  is  the  best  we  can  work  out  under  the  circumstances. 
We  have  brought  in  a  fair  compromise.  Give  us  a  little  time 
later  on  and  I  am  sure — while  we  cannot  reduce  taxes  from 
now  on — we  can  smooth  out  some  inequalities  that  are  in 
existing  law.     [  Applause.  1 

I  thank  the  House. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion on  the  adoption  of  the  conference  report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to.  and  a  motion  to  re- 
consider was  laid  on  the  table. 

COL.  WILLIAM  MITCHELL 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  about  to  introduce 
a  House  concurrent  resolution  which  reads  as  follows: 

That  the  Congress  hereby  regards  Col.  William  Mitchell  as 
having  been  exonerated  of  aU  the  charges  on  account  of  which 
a  Judgment  of  court  martial  was  on  January  28.  1926.  entered 
against  him.  and  the  causes  which  he  espoused  and  by  reason  of 
which  such  court  martial  was  instituted  to  have  been  vindicated 
by  the  passage  of  time;  and  the  Congress  further  regards  his 
resignation  from  the  Army  to  have  been  under  honorable  clr- 
ctunstances. 

In  the  introduction  of  this  resolution  I  wish  to  bring  to 
the  attention  of  Congress  these  facts.  Col.  William.  "Billy." 
Mitchell  was  court-martialed  because  he  advocated  in 
speeches  and  written  articles  his  honest  and  sincere  belief 
in  the  possibilities  and  destructfulness  of  the  airplane  In 
modem  warfare.  He  was  brought  txtore  the  court-martial 
board  on  the  ninety-sixth  article  of  war.  not  for  treason  to 
our  country  in  war  or  for  not  giving  his  best  in  Prance  with 
the  A.  E.  F..  but  for  speaking  his  thoughts  in  regard  to  a 
subject  of  which  he  was  an  expert  on  because  of  the  long 
hours  that  he  had  spent  studying  the  important  part  that 
aviation  should  and  would  play  in  warfare. 

We  all  recognize  the  great  work  of  General  Mitchell — at 
the  time  of  his  court  martial  Colonel  Mitchell.  He  was 
years  ahead  of  his  time  in  his  views  on  national  defense 
and  on  our  air  forces.  It  is  my  opinion  that  in  justice  to 
his  memory  and  to  the  great  cause  for  which  he  fought, 
which  is  now  recognized  by  everyone  as  being  correct,  the 
adjudication  of  guilty  by  the  court  martial  should  be  ex- 
punged from  the  record.     [Applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.]  ^ 

rUHTHER   MESSAGE   FROM  THE   SENATE 
A  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  St.  Clair,  one 
of  its  clerks,  annoimced  that  the  Senate  had  passed,  with 
amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  Is  re- 
quested, a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  10104.  An  act  making  appropriations  to  supply 
deficiencies  m  certain  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1940.  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  suj)- 
plemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June 
30.  1940.  and  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon 
its  amendments  to  the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  appomts  Mr.  Adams,  Mr.  Glass.  Mr.  McKkllak. 
Mr.  Hayden.  Mr.  Byrnes.  Mr.  Hale,  and  Mr.  Townsend  to 
be  the  coiilerees  on  the  pan  of  the  Senate. 


alien  registration  act  or  1940 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference  report 
on  the  bill  (H.  R.  5138)  to  make  unlawful  attempts  to  inter- 
fere with  the  discipline  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the 
Coast  Guard;  to  require  the  deixjrtation  of  certain  classes  of 
aliens:  to  require  the  fingerprinting  of  aliens  seeking  to  enter 
the  United  States;  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biU. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Si)eaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  statement  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement  of  the  msmagers  on  the  part 
of  the  House. 

The  conference  reiwrt  and  statement  are  as  follows; 

CONFCREMCX  REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Bouses  on  the  amendment  ot  the  Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  R.  6138)  to 
make  unlawful  attempts  to  Interfere  with  the  discipline  of  the  Army. 
the  Navy,  and  the  Coast  Guard;  to  require  the  deportation  of  certain 
rlamifw  of  aliens;  to  require  the  fingerprinting  of  aliens  seek^ing  to 
enter  the  United  States;  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after 
fuU  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom- 
mend to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  fol- 
lows: In  Ueu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  Senate 
amendment  insert  the  foUowlng: 

-Title  I 

"Section  1.  (a)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  with  Intent 
to  interfere  with.  Impair,  or  Influence  the  loyalty,  morale,  or  dis- 
cipline of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States — 

"(1)  to  advise,  coxmsel.  urge,  or  in  any  manner  cause  insubordina- 
tion, disloyalty,  mutiny,  or  refusal  of  duty  by  any  member  of  the 
military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States;  or 

"(2)  to  distribute  any  written  or  printed  matter  which  advises, 
eounsels.  or  urges  Insuborlnatlon.  disloyalty,  mutiny,  or  refttsal  of 
duty  by  any  member  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 

SUtes. 

"(b)  Ptor  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term  "miUtary  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States"  Includes  the  Army  of  the  United  States, 
as  defined  in  section  1  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  Jtme  3.  1916, 
as  amended  (48  Stat.  153;  U.  8.  C  title  10.  sec.  2).  the  Navy,  Marine 
Corps.  Coast  Guard.  Naval  Reserve,  and  Marine  Corps  Reserve  of 
the  United  States,  and.  when  any  merchant  vessel  is  commissioned 
In  the  Navy  or  is  in  the  eervloe  of  the  Army  or  the  Navy,  Includes 
the  master,  offlcers,  and  crew  of  such  venel. 

•*8»c.  2.  (a)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person — 

"(1)  to  knowingly  or  willfully  advocate,  abet,  advise,  or  teach  the 
duty  necessity.  deslrabUlty.  or  propriety  of  overthrowing  or  destroy- 
ing any  government  in  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence,  or  by 
the  assas-sinatlon  of  any  ofDcer  of  any  such  government. 

"(2)  with  the  Intent  to  cause  the  overthrow  or  destruction  of  any 
government  in  the  United  States,  to  print,  pubUsh.  edit,  issue,  cir- 
culate, sell,  distribute,  or  publicly  display  any  written  or  printed 
matter  advocating,  advising,  or  teaching  the  duty,  necessity.  deslr- 
abUlty. or  propriety  of  overthrowing  or  destroying  any  government 
In  the  United  States  by  force  or  violence;  _ 

"(8)  to  organize  or  help  to  organise  any  society,  group,  or  aasem- 
bly  of  persons  who  teach,  advocate,  or  encourage  the  overthrow  or 
destrucUon  of  any  government  In  the  United  States  by  force  or  vlo- 
lexx:e-  or  to  be  or  become  a  member  of.  or  affiliate  with,  any  such 
•oclety  group,  or  assembly  of  persons,  knowing  the  purposes  thereof. 

-(b)'Ptor  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term  'government  In 
the  United  States*  means  the  Oovemmcnt  of  the  United  SUtes.  the 
government  of  any  State.  TMTltory.  or  possession  of  the  United 
States,  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  the  govern- 
ment of  any  political  subdivision  of  any  of  them. 

"Sic  3  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  attempt  to  ccwamlt. 
or  to  conspire  to  commit,  any  of  the  acts  prohibited  by  the  provi- 
sions of  this  title.  ^       _..      ^    .w  .. 

"Ssc  4  Any  written  or  printed  matter  of  the  character  described 
In  section  1  or  section  2  of  this  Act.  which  Is  intended  for  use  In 
vlotaUcn  cf  this  Act,  may  be  taken  from  any  house  or  other  place  m 
which  it  may  be  found,  or  from  any  person  In  whose  possession  It 
may  be.  under  a  search  warrant  Issued  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
title  XI  of  the  Act  entitled  'An  Act  to  punUh  acts  of  Interference 
With  the  foreign  relaUons,  the  neutrality  and  the  foreign  commerce 
of  the  United  SUtee,  to  pimlsh  espionage,  and  l)etter  to  enforce  the 
criminal  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes',  approved 
June  15.  1917  (40  Stat.  228;  U.  S.  C.  title  18.  ch.  18) .  • 

"Sbc.  6.  (a)  Any  person  who  violates  any  of  the  provisions  of  this 
title  shall,  upjon  convlcUon  thereof,  be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000 
or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  ten  years,  or  both. 

"(b)  No  person  convicted  of  violating  any  of  the  provisions  of  this 
title  shall,  during  the  five  years  rext  following  his  conviction,  be 
eligible  for  employment  by  the  United  States,  or  by  any  department 
or  agency  thereof  (Including  any  corporation  the  stock  of  which  Is 
Wholly  owned  by  the  United  States). 


"Title  n 
"Sec.  20.  Section  19  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  February  5.  1917  (S9 
Stat   889:  U.  8.  C.  title  8.  sec.  166).  as  amended.  Is  amended  by 
Inserting,  after  'Sec.  19.'.  the  letter  '(»)'.  and  hj  adding  at  the  end 
of  such  section  the  following  new  subsections: 

•"(b)  Any  alien  of  any  of  the  classes  specified  In  this  subsection, 
in  addition  to  aliens  who  are  deportable  under  other  provisions  of 
law.  shall,  upon  warrant  of  the  Attorney  General,  be  taken  Into 
custody  and  deported: 

"•(1)  Any  alien  who,  at  any  time  within  five  years  after  entry, 
shall  have,  knowingly  and  for  gain,  encouraged,  induced,  assisted, 
abetted,  or  aided  any  other  alien  to  enter  or  to  try  to  enter  the 
United  States  in  violation  of  law. 

"•(2)  Any  alien  who,  at  any  time  after  entry,  shall  have  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  knowingly  and  for  gain,  encouraged.  Induced, 
assisted,  abetted,  or  aided  any  other  alien  or  aliens  to  enter  or  to 
try  to  enter  the  United  States  In  violation  of  law. 

"'(3)  Any  alien  who.  at  any  time  after  entry,  shall  have  been  con- 
victed of  possessing  or  carrying  in  violation  of  any  law  any 
weapon  which  shoots  or  Is  designed  to  shoot  automatically  or  seml- 
automatlcally  more  than  one  shot  without  manual  reloading,  by 
a  single  function  of  the  trigger,  or  a  weapon  commonly  called  a 
sawed -off  shotgun. 

'"(4)  Any  alien  who,  at  any  time  within  five  years  after  entry, 
shall  have  been  convicted  of  violating  the  provisions  of  title  I  of 
the  Allen  Registration  Act,  1940. 

"•(6)  Any  alien  who,  at  any  time  after  entry,  shall  have  been 
convicted  more  than  once  of  violating  the  provisions  of  title  I  of 
the  Allen  Registration  Act,  1940." 

"No  alien  who  is  deportable  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
(3),  (4).  or  (5)  of  this  subsection  shall  be  deported  untU  the  ter- 
mination of  his  Imprisonment  or  th«  entry  of  an  order  releasing 
him  on  probation  or  parole. 

"•(c)  In  the  case  of  any  alien  (other  than  one  to  whom  sub- 
section (d)  Is  applicable)  who  is  deportable  under  any  law  of  the 
United  States  and  who  has  proved  gpod  moral  character  for  the 
preceding  five  years,  the  Attorney  General  may  (1)  permit  such 
alien  to  depart  the  United  States  to  any  country  of  his  choice  at 
his  own  exj)ense.  In  Ueu  of  deportation,  or  (2)  suspend  deporta- 
tion of  such  alien  If  not  racially  Inadmissible  or  Ineligible  to 
naturalization  in  the  United  States  if  he  finds  that  such  deporta- 
tion would  result  In  serious  economic  detriment  to  a  citizen  or 
legaUy  resident  alien  who  Is  the  spouse,  parent,  or  minor  child  of 
such  deportable  alien.  If  the  deportation  of  any  alien  Is  sus- 
pended under  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  for  more  than  six 
months,  all  of  the  facts  and  pertinent  provisions  of  law  in  the  case 
shall  be  reported  to  the  Congress  within  ten  days  after  the  begin- 
ning of  its  next  regular  session,  with  the  reasons  for  such  suspen- 
sion. The  Clerk  of  the  House  shaU  have  such  report  printed  as  a 
public  document  If  during  that  session  the  two  Houses  pass  a 
concurrent  resolution  stating  In  substance  that  the  Congress  does 
not  favor  the  8usi>enslon  of  such  deport  .tlon.  the  Attorney  General 
shall  thereupon  deport  such  alien  In  the  manner  provided  by  law. 
If  during  that  session  the  two  Houses  do  not  pass  such  a  resolution. 
the  Attorney  General  shall  cancel  deportation  proceedings  upon 
the  termination  of  such  session,  except  that  such  proceedings  shall 
not  be  canceled  In  the  case  of  any  alien  who  was  not  legally 
admitted  for  permanent  residence  at  the  time  of  his  last  entry  Into 
the  United  States,  unless  such  alien  pays  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  a  fee  of  $18  (which  fee  shall  be 
deposited  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  miscellaneous 
receipts).  Upon  the  cancelation  of  such  proceedings  In  any  case 
In  which  such  fee  has  been  paid,  the  Commissioner  shall  record 
the  alien's  admission  for  permanent  residence  as  of  the  date  of  his 
last  entry  into  the  United  States  and  the  Secretary  of  State  shall. 
If  the  alien  was  a  quota  Immigrant  at  the  time  of  entry  and  was 
not  charged  to  the  appropriate  quota,  reduce  by  one  the  immi- 
gration quota  of  the  country  of  the  alien's  nationality  as  defined 
In  section  12  of  the  act  of  May  26,  1924  (U.  8.  C,  title  8.  sec.  212). 
for  Uie  fiscal  year  then  current  or  next  foUowlng. 

••■(d)  The  provisions  of  subsection  (c)  shall  not  be  appUcable 
in  the  case  of  any  alien  who  Is  deportable  under  (1)  the  Act 
of  October  16,  1918  (40  Stat.  1008;  U.  S.  C.  tlUe  8.  sec.  137), 
entitled  "An  Act  to  exclude  and  expel  from  the  United  States 
aliens  who  are  members  of  the  anarchist  and  similar  classes",  as 
amended;  (2)  the  Act  of  May  26.  1922,  entitled  •'An  Act  t6  amend 
the  Act  entitled  •An  Act  to  prohibit  the  Importation  and  use  of 
opltun  for  other  than  medicinal  purposes',  approved  February  9. 
1909.  as  amended"  (42  Stat.  696;  U.  S.  C.  title  21,  sec.  175);  (3) 
the  Act  of  February  18.  1931.  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide  for  the 
deportation  of  aliens  convicted  and  sentenced  for  violation  of  any 
law  regtilating  traffic  m  narcotics",  as  amended  (46  Stat.  1171: 
U.  S.  C  title  8,  sec.  156a);  (4)  any  of  the  provisions  of  so  much 
of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  as  relates  to  criminals,  prostitutes, 
procurers,  or  other  immoral  persons,  the  mentally  and  physically 
deficient,  anarchists,  and  slmUar  classes;  or  (8)  subsection  (b)  of 
this  section.' 

"Sec.  21.  The  Act  entitled  'An  Act  to  provide  for  the  deportation 
of  aliens  convicted  and  sentenced  for  violation  of  any  law  regulat- 
ing traffic  in  narcotics',  approved  February  18,  1931,  is  amended — 
"(1)  By  striking  out  the  words  'and  sentenced'; 
"(2)  By  inserting  after  the  wwds  'any  statute  of  the  United 
States'  the  following:  'or  of  any  State.  Territory,  possession,  or  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,'  and 

"(3)   By    Inserting   after    the   word   lieroln'   a   comma   and   the 
word  'marihuana'. 
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"Sec  22.  No  alien  shall  be  deportable  by  reason  of  the  amend- 
menu  made  by  section  20  or  21  on  accovint  of  any  act  committed 
prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act. 

"Sec.  23.  (a)  The  first  paragraph  of  section  1  of  the  Act 
entitled  'An  Act  to  exclude  and  expel  from  the  United  Statea 
aliens  who  are  members  of  the  anarchistic  and  similar  classes', 
approved  October  16.  1918,  as  amended.  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

"  "That  any  alien  who.  at  any  time,  shall  be  or  shall  have  been  a 
member  of  any  one  of  the  following  classes  shall  be  excluded  from 
admission  into  the  United  States:'. 

"(b)  Section  2  of  such  Act  of  October  16,  1918,  as  amended,  ia 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'Sec.  2.  Any  aliens  who  was  at  the  time  of  entering  the  United 
States,  or  has  been  at  any  time  thereafter,  a  member  of  any  one 
of  the  classes  of  aliens  enumerated  in  section  1  of  this  Act,  shall, 
upon  the  warrant  of  the  Attorney  General,  be  taken  into  cxistody 
and  deported  In  the  manner  provided  In  the  Immigration  Act  of 

February  5,  1917.  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  ap- 
plicable to  the  classes  of  aliens  mentioned  in  this  Act,  Irrespective 
of  the  time  of  their  entry  into  the  United  States.' 

"Tttle  ni 

"Sec.  30.  No  visa  shall  hereafter  be  Issued  to  any  alien  seeking 
to  enter  the  United  States  unless  said  alien  has  been  registered 
and  fingerprinted  in  duplicate.  One  copy  of  the  registration  and 
fingerprint  record  shall  be  retained  by  the  ccnstil.  The  second 
copy  shall  be  attached  to  the  alien's  visa  and  shall  be  taken  up 
by  th3  examining  Immigrant  inspector  at  the  port  of  arrival  of 
the  a!len  in  the  United  States  and  forwarded  to  the  Department 
of    Justice,    at    Washington,    District    of    Columbia." 

"Any  alien  seeking  to  enter  the  United  States  who  does  not  present 
a  visa  (except  In  emergency  cases  defined  by  the  Secretary  of  State). 
a  reentry  permit,  or  a  Ixjrder-crosslng  Identification  card  shall  be 
exciuded  from  admission  to  the  United  States. 

"Sec.  31.  (a)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  alien  now  or  hereafter 
In  the  United  States,  who  (1)  Is  fourteen  years  of  age  or  older,  (2) 
has  not  been  registered  and  fingerprinted  under  section  30,  and 
(3)  remains  In  the  United  States  for  thirty  days  or  longer,  to  apply 
for  registration  and  to  be  fingerprinted  before  the  expiration  of  such 
thirty  days. 

"(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  parent  or  legal  guardian  of  any 
alien  now  or  hereafter  in  the  United  States,  who  (1)  is  less  than 
fourteen  years  of  age.  (2)  has  not  been  registered  under  section  30, 
and  (3)  remains  in  the  United  States  for  thirty  days  or  longer,  to 
applv  for  the  rrglstration  of  such  alien  before  the  expiration  of  such 
thirty  days.  Whenever  any  alien  attains  his  fourteenth  birthday  In 
the  United  Stotes  he  shall,  within  thirty  days  thereafter,  apply  in 
pel  son  for  registration  and  to  be  fingerprinted. 

"Sec.  32.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sections  30  and  31 — 

"(a)  The  application  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting,  or 
for  the  registration,  of  any  alien  who  Is  in  the  United  States  on  the 
effective  date  cf  such  sections  may  be  made  at  any  time  within  four 
months  after  such  date. 

"(b)  No  foreign  government  official,  or  member  of  his  family,  shall 
te  required  to  be  registered  or  fingerprinted  under  this  title. 

'■(c)  The  Commissioner  is  authorized  U)  prescribe,  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Attorney  General,  special  regulations  for  the  registra- 
tion and  fingerprinting  of  (1)  alien  seamen,  (2)  holders  of  border- 
crossing  Identification  cards.  (3)  aliens  confined  In  institutions  with- 
in the  United  States,  (4)  aliens  under  order  of  deportation,  and  (5) 
aliens  of  any  other  class  not  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence. 

"Sec.  33.  (a)  All  applications  for  registration  and  fingerprinting 
under  section  31  shall  be  made  at  poet  offices  or  such  other  places  as 
may  be  designated  by  the  Commissioner. 

"(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  postmaster,  with  such  assist- 
ance as  shall  be  provided  by  the  Commissioner,  to  register  and  finger- 
print any  applicant  for  registration  and  fingerprinting  under  such 
section,  and  for  such  purposes  to  designate  appropriate  space  In  the 
local  pest  office  for  such  registration  and  fingerprinting.  Every  post- 
master shall  forward  promptly  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  at 
Washington,  District  of  Columbia,  the  registration  and  fingerprint 
record  of  every  alien  registered  and  fingerprinted  by  him.  The 
Commissioner  may  designate  such  other  places  for  registration  and 
fingerprinting  as  may  be  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  and  provide  for  registration  and  fingerprinting  of  aliens 
at  such  places  by  officers  or  employees  of  the  Immigration  and  Nat- 
uralization Service  designated  by  the  Commissioner.  The  duties 
Imposed  upon  eoiy  postmaster  tmder  this  Act  shall  also  be  per- 
formed by  any  employees  at  the  post  office  of  such  postmaster  who 
are  designated  by  the  postmaster  for  such  purpose. 

"Sec.  34.  (a)  The  Commissioner  is  authorized  and  directed  to  pre- 
pare forma  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting  of  aliens  under 
this  title.  Such  forms  shall  contain  inquiries  with  respect  to  (1) 
the  date  and  place  of  entry  of  the  alien  into  the  United  States; 
(2)  activities  in  which  he  has  been  and  intends  to  t>e  engaged:  (3) 
the  length  of  time  he  expects  to  remain  in  the  United  States;  (4) 
the  criminal  record  If  any,  of  such  alien;  and  (5)  such  additional 
matters  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Attorney  General. 

"(b)  All  registration  and  fingerprint  records  made  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  shall  be  secret  and  confidential,  and  shall  be 
made  available  only  to  such  persons  or  agencies  as  may  be  desig- 
nated by  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Attomej 
General. 


"(c)  Every  person  required  to  apply  for  the  registration  of  him- 
self or  another  under  this  title  shall  submit  under  oath  the  in- 
formation required  for  such  registration.  Any  person  authorized 
to  register  aliens  under  this  title  shall  be  authorized  to  administer 
oaths  for  such  purpose. 

"Sec.  35.  Any  alien  required  to  be  registered  tinder  this  title  who 
is  a  resident  of  the  United  States  shall  notify  the  Commissioner  In 
writing  of  each  change  of  residence  and  new  address  within  five  days 
from  the  date  of  such  change.  Any  other  alien  required  to  be 
registered  under  this  title  shaU  notify  the  Commissioner  in  writing 
of  his  address  at  the  expiration  of  each  three  months'  period  of  res- 
idence In  the  United  States.  In  the  case  of  an  alien  for  whom  a 
parent  or  legal  guardian  Is  required  to  apply  for  registration,  the 
notices  required  by  this  section  shall  be  given  by  such  parent  or 
legal  guardian. 

"Sec.  36.  (a)  Any  alien  required  to  apply  for  registration  and  to  be 
fingerprinted  who  willfully  fails  or  refuses  to  make  such  applica- 
tion or  to  be  fingerprinted,  and  any  parent  or  legal  guardian  re- 
quired to  apply  for  the  registration  of  any  alien  who  willfully  falls 
or  refuses  to  file  application  for  the  registration  of  such  aliens,  shall, 
upcn  conviction  thereof  be  fined  not  to  exceed  $1,000  or  be  impris- 
oned not  more  than  six  months,  or  both. 

"(b)  Any  alien,  or  any  parent  or  legal  guardian  of  any  alien, 
who  falls  to  give  written  notice  to  the  Commissioner  of  change  of 
address  as  required  by  section  35  of  this  Act  shall,  upon  conviction 
thereof,  be  fined  not  to  exceed  $100.  or  be  Imprisoned  not  more 
than  thirty  days,  or  both. 

"(c)  Any  alien  or  any  parent  or  legal  guardian  of  any  alien  who 
files  an  application  for  registration  containing  statements  known 
by  him  to  be  false,  or  who  procures  or  attempts  to  procure  regis- 
tration of  himself  or  another  person  through  fraud,  sh«ll.  upon 
conviction  thereof,  be  fined  not  to  exceed  $1,(X)0,  or  be  Imprisoned 
not  more  than  six  months,  or  both;  and  any  alien  so  convicted 
within  five  years  after  entry  Into  the  United  States  shall,  upon  the 
warrant  of  the  Attorney  General,  be  taken  into  custody  and  bo 
deported  In  the  manner  provided  In  sections  19  and  20  of  the 
Immigration  Act  of  February  5,  1917.  as  amended. 

"Sec.  37.  (a)  The  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Attorney 
General,  is  authorized  and  empowered  to  make  and  prescribe,  and 
from  time  to  time  to  change  and  amend,  such  rules  and  regulations 
not  in  confiict  with  this  Act  as  he  may  deem  necessary  and  propjer 
In  aid  of  the  administration  and  enforcement  of  this  title  (Includ- 
ing provisions  for  the  identification  of  aliens  registered  under 
this  title);  except  that  all  such  rules  and  regulations.  Insofar  as 
they  relate  to  the  performance  of  functions  by  consular  officers  or 
officers  or  employees  in  the  Postal  Service,  shall  be  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  cf  State  and  the  Postmaster  General,  resp>ectlvely, 
upon  recommendation  of  the  Attorney  General.  The  powers  con- 
ferred upon  the  Attorney  General  by  this  Act  and  all  other  powers 
of  the  Attorney  General  relating  to  the  administration  of  the  Im- 
mlgraticn  and  Naturalization  Service  may  be  exercised  by  the 
Attorney  General  through  such  officers  of  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice, including  officers  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Serv- 
ice, attorneys,  special  attorneys,  and  special  assistants  to  the 
Attorney  General,  as  he  may  designate  specifically  for  such  purposes. 

"(b)  The  Commissioner  Is  authorized  to  make  such  expenditures, 
to  employ  such  additional  temporary  and  jpermanent  employees,  and 
to  rent  such  quarters  outside  the  District  of  Columbia  as  may  be 
necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

"Sec.  33.  (a)  For  the  purposes  of  this  title — 

"  ( 1 )  the  term  •United  States.'  when  used  in  a  geographical  sense, 
means  the  States,  the  Territories  of  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands: 

"(2)  the  term  'Commissioner'  means  the  Commissioner  of  Im- 
migration  and   Naturalization.        '. 

"(b)  The  provisions  of  this  title  shall  take  effect  upon  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  Act:  except  that  sections  30  and  31  shall  take 
effect  sixty  days  after  the  date  of  its  enactment. 

"Sec.  39.  The  President  is  authorized  to  provide,  by  Executive 
order,  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting,  in  a  manner  aa 
nearly  similar  to  that  provided  In  this  title  as  he  deems  practicable, 
of  aliens  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone. 
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"Sec.  40.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act.  or  the  application  thereof 
to  any  person  or  circumstance,  is  held  Invalid,  the  remainder  of  the 
Act.  and  the  application  of  such  provision  to  other  persons  or  cir- 
cumstances, shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

"Sec.  14.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  'Allen  Registration  Act. 
1940.'  " 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  the  title  of  the  bill,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Hatton  W.  Sum  nebs, 
Sam  Hobbs. 
C.  E.  Hancock. 
Uanagers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Tom  CoNNAixT. 
Jno.  E.  Mn^LZR. 
John  A.  Danares. 
Uanagers  on  the  part  oj  the  Senate. 

STATEMETTT 

The  managers  on  the  part  cf  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  on  the  Senate  amendment  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  5138) 


to  make  unlawful  attempts  to  Interfere  with  the  discipline  of  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Coast  Guard;  to  require  the  deportation 
of  certain  classes  of  aliens;  to  require  the  fingerprinting  of  aliens 
seeking  to  enter  the  United  States;  and  for  other  purposes,  submit 
the  following  statement,  explaining  matters  agreed  upon  by  the 
conference  committee  and  recommended  In  the  accompanying  con- 
ference report: 

The  Senate  amendment  and  the  conference  agreement  retain  pro- 
visions designed  to  accomplish  all  of  the  general  purposes  of  the 
House  bill.  The  Senate  amendment  also  includes  provisions,  which 
were  not  in  the  House  bill,  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting 
of  all  aliens  In  the  United  States.  The  conference  agreement  re- 
tains these  provisions  of  the  Senate  amendment. 

Title  I  of  conference  agreement 

Section  1  makes  It  unlavi'ful  for  any  jjerson,  with  intent  to  Inter- 
fere with.  Impair,  or  Influence  the  loyalty,  morale,  or  discipline  of 
the  military  cr  naval  forces,  to  advocate  or  cause  Insubordination, 
disloyalty,  mutiny,  or  refusal  of  duty  by  any  member  of  the  military 
or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States,  or  to  distribute  any  written  or 
printed  matter  which  advocates  such  Insubordination,  disloyalty, 
mutiny,  or  refusal  of  duty. 

Section  2  makes  It  unlawful  for  any  person  to  knowingly  or  will- 
fully advocate,  or  (with  the  Intent  to  cause  the  overthrow  or  de- 
struction of  any  government  in  the  United  States)  to  publish  or 
circulate  any  written  or  printed  matter  which  advocates,  or  to 
organize  any  society  or  group  (or  knowing  the  purposes  thereof  to 
affiliate  with  any  such  society  or  group)  which  advocates  the 
overthrow  or  destruction  by  force  or  violence  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  the  government  of  any  State.  Territory,  or  pos- 
session of  the  United  States,  the  govenunent  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, or  the  government  of  any  poLtlcal  subdivision  of  any  of 
them. 

Section  3  makes  It  unlawful  to  attempt  to  conspire  to  commit  any 
d  the  acts  prohibited  by  this  title. 

Section  4  provides  for  the  taking  under  a  search  warrant  of  any 
written  or  printed  matter  Intended  to  be  used  In  violation  of  the 
act. 

Section  5  fixes  the  penalties  for  violation  of  this  title. 

Title  I  of  the  Senate  amendrtient  covered  substantially  the 
same  subject  matter  as  titles  I  and  II  of  the  House  bUl.  However, 
the  House  bill  prohibited  the  advocacy  of  disobedience  by  any  mem- 
ber of  the  crew  of  a  documented  Tesael  of  the  United  States  which 
has  been  warranted  to  fly  the  flag  of  the  Naval  Reserve  to  the  laws 
or  regulations  governing  the  military  or  naval  forces,  or  to  the 
lawful  orders  of  a  superior,  while  the  corresponding  provision  of 
the  Senate  amendment  was  applicable  to  the  master,  officers,  and 
crew  of  any  merchant  vessel  when  It  is  commissioned  in  the  Navy 
or  is  In  the  acUve  ser>'lce  of  the  Army  or  the  Navy  The  Senate 
amendment  also  omitted  a  section  of  title  I  of  the  House  bill  which 
made  it  unlawful  to  Justify  or  defend  the  assassination  or  assault 
of  certain  public  officers.  The  provisions  of  title  I  of  the  Senate 
amendment  are  retained  as  title  I  of  this  conference  agreement. 
Title  II  of  conference  agreement 

Section  20  amends  section  19  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  Febru- 
ary 5.  1917.  by  adding  thereto  several  new  subsections,  the  prin- 
cipal provisions  of  which  are  as  follows: 

Subsection  (b)  provides  that.  In  addition  to  aliens  who  are  de- 
portable under  other  provisions  of  law,  the  following  aliens  shall 
be  taken  into  custody  and  deported:  Aliens  who  knowingly  and  for 
gain  have  assisted  any  other  alien  to  enter  or  to  try  to  enter  the 
United  SUtes  in  violation  of  law.  aliens  who  have  been  convicted 
of  possessing  and  of  carrying  certain  firearms  In  violation  of  law, 
and  aliens  convicted  of  violating  the  provisions  of  title  I  of  this 

bill. 

Subsection  (c)  provides  that  in  certain  cases,  generally  those  In 
which  aliens  are  deportable  solely  because  of  Illegal  entry,  the 
Attorney  General  may  allow  aliens  to  depart  at  their  own  expense, 
or  may  subject  to  congressional  review,  suspend  orders  of  deporta- 
tion where  deportation  would  result  in  unwarranted  hardship. 
SubsecUon  (d)  provides  that  the  benefits  of  subsection  (c)  shall 
not  be  extended  to  aliens  who  are  deportable  on  grounds  which 
may  be  generally  described  as  those  grounds  which  Indicate  that 
auch  aliens  are  likely  to  be  undesirable  residents. 

Section  21  of  the  amendment  amends  an  act  of  February  18,  1931. 
which  provides  for  the  deportation  of  aliens  convicted  and  sen- 
tenced for  violation  of  narcotics  laws,  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
-deportation  under  such  act  of  aliens  convicted  of  violating  the 
narcotics  laws  of  any  SUte,  Territory,  possession,  or  the  District 
of  Columbia,  as  weU  as  those  of  the  United  States,  and  so  as  to 
provide  for  deportation  on  accotmt  of  violations  of  laws  relating  to 
marihuana,  as  well  as  laws  relating  to  other  narcotics. 

Section  22  provides  that  aliens  shall  not  be  deportable  tmder 
amendments  made  by  this  title  on  account  of  acts  committed  prior 
to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

Section  23  amends  the  act  of  October  16,  1918,  which  provides 
for  the  exclusion  and  deportation  from  the  United  States  of  aliens 
who  are  members  of  the  anarchistic  and  similar  classes,  so  as  to 
provide  that  no  alien  shall  be  admitted  to  the  United  States  who 
has  at  any  time  been  a  member  of  such  classes,  and  to  also  provide 
that  any  alien  who  has  been  a  meml)er  of  such  classes  at  any  time 
after  his  admission  to  the  United  States  (for  no  matter  how  short 
a  time  or  how  far  In  the  past  so  long  as  it  wae  after  the  date  of 
entry)   shall  be  deported. 

Title  n  of  the  Senate  amendment  covered  substantially  the 
same  subject  matter  aa  titles  TO.  and  IV  of  the  House  bill.    The 


provisions  of  the  House  bUl  providing  for  the  deportation  of  aliens 
who  had  engaged  in  espionage  or  sabotage  and  aliens  who  are 
habitual  users  of  narcotics  were  omitted  from  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. With  respect  to  suspension  of  deportation  In  "hardship 
cases,"  the  House  bill  required  deportation  unless  Congress  took 
affirmative  action  approving  the  suspension,  while  the  Senate 
amendment  required  deportation  only  If  Congress  took  affirmative 
action  disapproving  the  suspension.  The  other  changes  made  by 
the  Senate  amendment  In  this  part  of  the  House  bill  were  technical 
In  character.  The  conference  agreement  retains  the  provisions  of 
title  n  of  the  Senate  amendment  with  changes  In  section  23  which 
make  it  clear  that  under  the  act  of  October  16,  1918,  aliens  who 
at  any  time  after  their  entry  Into  the  United  States  shall  have 
been  members  of  the  anarchistic  or  similar  classes  shall  be  deported. 

Title  in  of  conference  agreement 

This  title  provides  for  the  registration  and  flngerprtntlng  of 
aliens. 

Section  SO  provides  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting  of 
aliens  entertng  the  United  States  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
section. 

Section  31  reqtUres  the  registration  and  fingerprinting  of  aUens 
already  in  the  United  States,  and  aliens  who  might  In  any  manner 
gain  admission  to  the  United  States  without  being  registered  and 
fingerprinted  under  section  30.  Under  this  section  aliens  less  than 
14  years  of  age  are  not  required  to  be  fingerprinted,  but  they  must 
be  registered. 

Section  32  fixes  the  time  within  which  registration  Is  required  for 
aliens  in  the  United  States  on  the  effective  date  of  sections  30  and 
81.  provides  an  exemption  from  the  registration  and  fingerprinting 
provisions  for  officials  of  foreign  govemnients  and  members  of  their 
families,  and  authorizes  special  regulations  to  be  made  for  the  regis- 
tration and  fingerprinting  of  special  classes  of  aliens. 

Section  33  provides  for  the  registration  and  fingerprinting  to  be 
done  at  jxjst  offices  or  such  other  places  as  may  be  designated  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and  Nattiralization. 

Section  34  provides  for  the  preparation  of  the  necessary  forms, 
provides  that  registration  and  fingerprint  records  shall  be  secret 
and  confidential,  and  provides  that  the  information  necessary  for 
registration  shall  be  submitted  under  oath. 

Section  36  requires  aliens  who  are  registered  to  notify  the  Com- 
missioner of  Immigration  and  Naturalization  concerning  their 
whereabouts. 

Section  36  prescrtbes  the  penalties  for  failtire  to  register,  for  false 
registration,  and  for  failure  to  give  the  required  notice  concerning 
the  whereabouts  of  an  alien. 

Section  37  contains  authority  to  make  necessary  rules  and  regu- 
lations and  other  administrative  provisions. 

Section  38  contains  definitions  and  also  fixes  the  effective  date 
of  the  registration  and  fingerprinting  requirements  at  60  days  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  the  act. 

Section  39  authorizes  the  President  to  provide  for  the  registra- 
tion and  fingerprinting  of  aliens  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone.  It  la 
necessary  to  make  special  provision  for  the  Canal  Zone,  because  it 
Is  not  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion Serlvce.  and  that  Service  has  no  representatives  there. 

Title  V  of  the  House  bill  required  the  fingerprinting  of  aliens  to 
whom  visas  for  entering  the  United  States  are  hereafter  issued. 
Title  m  of  the  Senate  amendment  required  these  aliens  to  be 
flngrerprlnted  and  also  required  that  they  be  registered.  The  Sen- 
ate amendment  also  required  the  registration  and  fingerprinting  of 
aliens  in  the  United  States.  The  conference  agreement  retains  the 
provisions  of  title  III  of  the  Senate  amendment  with  a  number  ot 
technical  changes. 

Title  IV  of  conference  agreement 

This  title  contains  the  customary  separability  clause  and  a  short 
title  for  the  act,  which  were  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  House  recedes  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Hatton  W.  Sumnsbs, 
8am  Hobbs, 
C.  E.  Hancock. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  to  be 
congratulated  upon  bringing  to  enactment  this  excellent 
piece  of  legislation. 

It  is  said  to  be  the  first  and  only  thoroughgoing  attempt 
to  plug  the  holes  which  experience  has  developed  in  our  Im- 
migration and  deportation  laws,  which  were  passed  a  quarter 
of  a  century  ago.  It  is  believed  that  it  does  that  job  and 
does  it  well. 

It  is  my  Joy  to  announce  that  this  bill  will  do.  In  a  perfectly 
legal  and  constitutional  manner,  what  the  bill  specifically 
aimed  at  the  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges  seeks  to  accom- 
plish. This  bill  changes  the  law  so  that  the  Department  of 
Justice  should  now  have  little  trouble  in  deporting  Harry 
Bridges  and  all  others  of  similar  ilk.  The  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States,  in  its  decision  of  the  Joe  Strecker  case, 
held  that  the  provisions  of  our  deportation  statute  of  1918 
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did  not  apply  to  an  alien  who  had  been  a  member  of  an  organ- 
ization which  advocated  the  overthrow  of  our  Government 
by  force  or  violence  if  he  had  ceased  to  be  a  member,  xne 
pending  measure  amends  that  law  so  that  it  wUl  provide  that 
any  alien  who  at  any  time  after  his  entry  into  the  United 
States  shall  have  been  a  member  of  any  such  organization 
shall  be  deported.  Therefore,  after  this  bill  becomes  law.  it 
Will  be  perfectly  clear  that  any  alien  who  has  ever  been  a 
member  of  such  an  organization  before  coming  to  this  coun- 
try cannot  enter,  or  if  at  the  time  of  his  entry  or  at  any  time 
thereafter  he  has  been,  even  for  1  minute,  a  member  of  such 
an  organization  he  shall  be  deported.  These  provisions,  in 
^^~  conjunction  with  the  other  improvements  in  our  deporta- 
tion law  wrought  by  this  bill  should  make  it  impossible  for 
any  such  alien  to  enter  this  country  in  future  and  also  enable 
/  us  to  deport  all  those  of  that  kind  who  are  now  here. 

The  bill  of  which  our  distinguished  colleague  from  Loui- 
siana [Mr.  AtLENl  is  the  author,  even  if  it  becomes  law, 
can.  in  my  judgment  never  accomplish  Its  avowed  purpose. 
In  my  opinion,  it  is  unconstitutional  and  will  be  so  declared 
if  it  ever  reaches  the  stage  where  its  constitutionaUty  may 
be  challenged.  ^      _^  ^.       .  „ 

In  addition  to  the  strengthening  of  our  deportation  law. 
this  bill  protects  the  Army.  Navy.  Coast  Guard,  and  to  some 
extent  the  Merchant  Marine  from  subversive  propaganda. 
For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  our  NaUon.  the  activities 
of  the  prapagandlsts  who  in  peacetime  seek  to  Impair  the 
loyalty,  morale,  or  discipline  of  our  military  or  naval  forces, 
or  to  Induce  Insubordination,  disloyalty,  or  mutiny,  are  out- 
lawed. ^  ,, 
"*.  The  pending  measure  requires  every  alien  who  applies 
for  a  visa  to  be  fingerprinted  In  duplicate.  This  finger- 
printing Is  required  to  be  done  In  the  alien's  home  country 
at  the  time  of  his  application  for  visa.  Also  It  Is  required 
that  every  alien  In  the  United  SUtes  be  registered  and  fin- 
gerprinted. The  reasons  for  these  requiremenU  are  mani- 
fest. 

The  conferees  are  delighted  to  present  a  unanimous  con- 
ference report.  There  has  been  much  hard  work  done  both 
in  the  House  and  Senate  Committees  on  the  Judiciary,  and 
by  the  conferees.  The  dLstlnguished  author  of  the  biU. 
Judge  Howard  Smith,  of  Virginia,  has  been  continuously  In- 
terested and  helpful.  * 

All  of  us  who  have  labored  to  bring  this  bin  to  Its  satisfac- 
tory state  commend  it  to  you  unhesitatingly.  We  believe 
that  It  covers  much  of  the  ground  that  needs  to  be  covered. 
The  new  grounds  of  deportation  should  be  exceedingly  help- 
ful in  purging  our  body  poUtic  of  poisonous  elements.  We 
confidently  expect  that  the  authorities  charged  with  the 
responsibility  of  administration  wiU  find  this  act  workable. 
Not  desiring  to  consume  unnecessarily  a  single  moment 
of  the  Ume  on  this  final  day  before  recess.  I  will  not  con- 
tinue unless  there  are  questions  which  Members  desire  to 

ask. 

Mr.  McCORMACK  rose. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  am  deUghted  to  yield  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormackI. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    Is  this  the  Smith  bill? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Yes.  sir;  the  conference  report  thereon. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman  will  remember  that  I 
offered  an  amendment  which  the  House  adopted,  making  it 
a  crime  to  knowingly  and  willfully  advocate  the  overthrow 
of  the  Government  by  force  and  violence.    Is  that  written 

into  this  bill? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Of  course  it  is,  in  substance, 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    I  yield  gladly  to  the  gentleman  from  Utah. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  The  gentleman  said.  If  I  under- 
stood him  correctly,  that  the  biU  now  before  us  wiU  do  what 
the  Allen  Bridges  deportation  bill  attempted  to  do? 

Mr.  HOBBS.     Attempts  to  do. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  But  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  gentleman  from  Alabama,  never  could  be  done  there- 
under because  of  the  luiconstitutionality  of  the  Allen  bill? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    That  is  true. 
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Mr    MARCANTONIO.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    I  am  pleased  to  yield  to  the  gentleman 

from  New  York.  ,  ,        .    ^ 

Mr    MARCANTONIO.     Will  the  gentleman  explain  what 

justification  was  advanced  for  the  registration  of  nonciU- 

zens  of  this  country?  ^  .         .,  . 

Mr  HOBBS.  I  think  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
New  York  who  is  one  of  the  most  brilliant  and  able  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  knows  fuU  weU  the  purpose  of  that 
provision.  I  will  be  happy  to  yield  to  him  in  order  to  allow 
him  to  voice  his  protest  against  it. 

We  all  must  admit  that  there  never  has  been  a  time 
in  the  history  of  this  country  when  it  was  so  necessary  to 
identify  all  of  the  residents  of  this  land.  Fingerprmting  is 
the  modern  way  of  positive  identification,  and  if  there  is 
any  reason  whatsoever  why  any  person  does  not  desire  to  be 
fingerprinted  and  registered,  there  may  be  a  good  reason 
for  his  wish  not  to  be  fingerprinted,  and  thus  identified. 
We  believe  that  the  more  objection  there  is  to  registration  or 
fingerprinting,  the  more  reason  there  is  for  the  requirement. 
Mr  WALTER.  WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOBBS.  I  am  deUghted  to  yield  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Wherein  does  the  registration  provision  In 
this  report  differ  from  that  contained  in  the  original  bUl  that 
was  considered  by  our  committee? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    In  the  bill  considered  by  our  committee,  as 
the  distinguished  gentleman,  my  colleague  on  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  knows,  there  was  this  same  provision  in  sub- 
stance.   But  on  account  of  the  expense  entolled  and  because 
of  the  fact  that  the  census  was  about  to  be  Ukcn  and  much 
of  this  Information  would  be  gleaned  by  that,  we  omitted 
from  the  biU  that  we  favorably  reported  to  the  House  the 
general  provision,  leaving  in  It  the  requirement  only  that 
every  alien  applying  for  a  visa  In  a  foreign  country  should 
be  fingerprinted.    The  exigencies  of  the  case  A  year  later  In- 
duced the  Senate  to  write  substantially  the  same  provisions 
which  were  originally  reported  by  our  committee  to  the 
House,  and  we  have  agreed  to  recede  and  concur  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendment. 
Mr.  CELLER.    WlU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HOBBS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
Mr.  CELLER.    I  believe  that  the  compromises  made  by  the 
conferees  are  most  creditable,  but  I  would  like  to  know  just 
a  little  something  concerning  the  hardship  cases.    There  is  a 
memorandum  In  the  statement  which  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand. 

(Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  2   additional 

minutes. 

These  so-called  hardship  cases  are  taken  care  of  in  this 
way.  Any  alien  who  Is  lUegaUy  In  this  country  Is  given  a 
chance  to  convince  the  Attorney  General  that  there  would 
be  an  economic  loss  to  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  if  he 
should  be  deported.  Then,  if  and  when  he  shows  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Attorney  General  that  that  is  so.  that  he 
has  a  wife — or  in  the  case  of  a  woman,  a  husband — who  wiU 
suffer  by  reason  of  the  deportation,  the  Attorney  General 
may.  11,  in  his  sound  discretion,  after  full  hearing,  he  so 
determines,  order  the  suspension  or  cancelation  of  the  de- 
portation order ;  provided,  however,  that  he  must  report  every 
case  to  the  Congress;  and  if  the  Congress,  by  concurrent 
resolution,  vetoes  his  decision,  of  course  the  deportation  order 
stands. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.    WIU  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  am  always  deUghted  to  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  have  had  letters  recently  asking  why 
Congress  does  not  outlaw  the  Communist.  Nazi,  and  Fascist 
organizations  in  this  country.  Is  it  the  opinion  of  the  gen- 
tleman that  title  I  of  this  blU  goes  as  far  In  that  direction 
as  we  can  go  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  It  Is.  and  I  believe  that  the  results  wiU  be 
wholly  eflflcacious.  Of  course,  I  respectfully  submit  that  we 
should  never  go  to  the  extent  of  calling  names  of  particu- 
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lar  persons  or  organizations  in  legislation.  In  this  connec- 
tion it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  many  of  the  Communists 
in  the  United  States,  many  of  the  Nazis  and  Fascists,  are 
American  citizens.  We  have  no  power  whatever  to  deport- 
any  citizen.  Hence,  any  provision  of  law  which  would  make 
deportable  all  Communists,  or  aU  Nazis,  or  aU  Fascists, 
would  be  plainly  condemned  by  the  Constitution.  This  bUl 
In  its  deportation  provisions,  therefore,  is  strictly  limited  to 
aliens  and  to  those  aUens  who  have  committed  a  deportable 

offense.  ^, 

I  am  glad  that  the  distinguished  gentleman  correctly 
limited  his  inquiry  to  title  I.  which  does  not  deal  with  de- 
portation at  all.  It  is  strictly  a  criminal  statute  applying  to 
any  person  who  may  commit  any  of  the  ntmierous  offenses 
described  therein,  and  punishes  any  person  who  violates  any 
of  its  provisions  upon  conviction  thereof  by  fine  of  not  more 
than  $10,000  or  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  10  years, 
or  both.  In  addition  to  fine  and  imprisonment,  it  also  pro- 
vides that  no  person  convicted  of  violating  the  provisions  of 
title  I  shall,  during  the  5  years  next  following  his  convic- 
tion be  eligible  for  employment  in  the  United  States  or  by 
any  department  or  agency  thereof— including  any  corpora- 
tion,  the  stock  of  which  Is  wholly   owned   by   the  United 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.    I  agree  with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HOBBS  Mr.  Speaker,  before  I  yield  the  fioor.  I  feel 
that  I  must  advert  to  the  subject  discussed  a  few  minutes 
ago  by  the  able  and  distinguished  gentleman  from  Missouri 

IMr.  CawwowI.  ^        . 

Parity  prtces  for  farm  product*  is  a  subject  very  dear  to 
my  heart.  I  think  I  introduced  the  first  resolution,  or  bUl, 
In  the  history  of  the  Congresa.  seeking  that  end.  I  have 
been  fighting  for  parity  for  6  years.  I  am  certain  that 
parity  is  the  only  way  to  atUin  and  maintain  general, 
national  prosperity. 

But.  with  the  highest  retpect  for  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  IMr.  CakkokI  and  for  his  opinion,  I  cannot  agree 
with  him  in  his  criticism  of  our  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
Much  of  his  argument  is  as  true  as  gospel.  The  facts  he 
gave  are  accurate  and  convincing.  But  I  have  faith  In  the 
ability,  the  Integrity,  and  the  zeal  of  the  members  of  that 
great  committee.  I  am  sure  that  they  are  sympathetic  with 
the  tragic  plight  of  every  American  farmer,  and  sincere  in 
their  efforts  to  promote  his  Interests.  They  have  worked, 
and  will  continue  to  work,  for  the  good  of  agriculture. 

The  fact  that  they  do  not  seem  to  appreciate  the  vital 
necessity  for  parity  prices  for  farm  products  as  the  only 
guaranty  of  general.  Nation-wide  prosperity,  does  not  mean 
that  they  are  drones,  nor  that  they  lack  Interest  In  their 
work.  They  are  winding  up  and  I  predict  that  they  wUl 
pitch. 

Most  of  us.  I  hope,  join  in  the  prayer  of  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri.  Clarence  Cannon,  for  action  with  all  the  ex- 
pedition possible.  This  is  not  only  an  S  O  S  appeal  for  the 
farmer,  but  also  for  every  other  American.  All  business 
needs  the  market  which  fair  treatment  of  agriculture  would 
mean. 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  (Mr.  Hancock],  one  of  the  conferees. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  merely  wish  to  verify  what 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Alabama  has  stated  with 
reference  to  this  bUl.  I  may  add  that  the  Commissioner  of 
Immigration,  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral had  representatives  at  the  conference  and  made  certain 
suggestions.  Those  suggestions  were  adopted,  and  the  blU 
as  It  is  now  drawn  has  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
the  Attorney  General,  and  the  Commissioner  of  Immigration. 
The  bUl  was  redrafted  In  the  Senate  and  put  in  much  better 
form  than  the  House  bUl.  The  only  important  change  is  the 
one  which  has  already  been  alluded  to.  the  provision  pro- 
viding for  the  fingerprinting  and  registration  of  aliens  in  this 
country.  Although  it  will  cause  them  some  inconvenience, 
honest  aliens  should  not  object  to  proper  identiflcaUon.    A 
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year  ago  this  provision  In  the  biU  might  have  been  rejected, 
but  we  now  know  that  the  modem  technique  of  war  Involves 
"fifth  columns."  Aliens  come  from  foreign  countries  iUegaUy 
or  under  one  pretext  or  another  to  organize  espionage,  sabo- 
tage and  subversive  movements.  We  regard  it  as  a  measure 
of  sell-defense  to  provide  for  the  fingerprinting  and  registra- 
tion of  all  aliens  in  the  United  Statte.  We  also  regard  it  as  a 
safeguard  to  know  something  about  their  acUviUes  and  theu: 
movements  hei-e. 

I  may  say  that  the  conferees  spent  5  or  6  hours  considering 
this  conference  report,  and  they  are  unanimous  in  recom- 
mending its  adoption.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  CaUfomia  [Mr.  Leland  M.  Ford]. 

Mr  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  may  be  a  very 
good  biU;  I  have  not  read  It.  If  It  Is  what  they  say  It  Is,  I 
ulll  support  it.  Nevertheless,  this  bill  should  not  supplant  the 
Allen  blU.  because  all  the  Allen  bill  does  is  to  draw  the  at- 
tention of  officers  of  the  United  States  who  have  not  done 
their  duty  and  direct  them  to  do  their  duty.  If  the  officers 
of  the  United  States  had  done  their  duty,  this  biU.  perhaps, 
would  not  have  been  necessary.  No  blU.  I  do  not  care  what 
it  is,  will  be  any  good  unless  the  officers  of  the  United  States 
enforce  it.  If  the  officers  of  the  United  States  do  not  enforce 
the  laws,  there  is  only  one  thing  left  for  this  Congress  to  do, 
and  that  is  to  Impeach  those  officers  and  put  In  officers  who 
win  enforce  them,  I  refer  to  the  head  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  now,  and  I  cerUlnly  refer  to  Mme,  Perkins  in  her 
refusal  to  enforce  the  law  she  already  has  on  the  books. 
The  AUen  blU  simply  directs  officers  of  the  United  SUtes  to 
do  their  duty,  and  it  shoiUd  be  continued  and  become  law. 
(Applause.! 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  dlf- 
tlnguiahed  gentleman  from  Virginia  IMr,  Smith  1,  the  author 
of  the  bill. 

Mr,  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  do  not  wish  to  con- 
sume the  time  of  the  House  except,  as  the  author  of  the  bUl, 
to  express  my  gratification  that  it  is  approaching  the  stage 
of  adoption.  I  also  wish  to  express  my  gratitude  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  especially  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alabama  IMr,  HobbsI  and  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  IMr,  Hancock),  who  have  worked  so  assiduously  on 
this  difficult  proposition. 

I  believe  it  ought  to  be  said  that  this  biU  has  In  it  every 
substantive  proposition  that  was  in  the  original  biU.  and  every 
substantive  provision  that  was  in  the  biU  that  passed  the 
House  last  year  with  only  48  negative  votes. 

I  believe  it  should  also  be  said  at  this  time,  in  view  of  the 
attacks  that  were  made  on  the  bUl  at  the  tUne  of  its  passage 
last  year,  that  this  biU  Is  not  intended  to  persecute  aliens 
generaUy,  it  is  not  intended  as  a  measure  to  put  any  restric- 
tions other  than  proper  restrictions  upon  those  visitors 
within  our  gates.  We  should  aU  realize,  however,  that  In 
these  times  of  stress  we  should  be  able  to  Identify  and  know 
something  about  the  noncitizens  who  are  with  us.  and  that 
we  should  take  proper  precaution  to  see  that  other  aliens 
who  would  not  be  desirable  citizens  are  not  permitted  to  enter 
the  country.  I  do  not  beUeve  that  any  aUen  within  our  gates 
who  is  a  desirable  aUen  wUl  for  one  moment  object  to  having 
the  protection,  both  to  this  country  and  to  himself,  of  having 
himself  properly  identified  so  that  he  may  be  under  the  pro- 
tection of  our  Government  and  so  that  our  Government  may 
know  where  he  is  at  all  times.  I  hope  that  this  bUl  wiU  not 
be  construed  as  a  general  attack  upon  the  many  very  fine 
aUens  who  are  In  our  country  today. 

Mr.  WALTER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  s^eld? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Does  not  the  gentleman  beUeve  that  per- 
haps the  annoyance  and  inconvenience  to  which  many  aliens 
WiU  be  put  in  registering  wlU  perhaps  act  as  an  invitation  to 
them  to  change  their  status  from  that  of  aUen  to  that  of 
citizen? 
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:  Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  have  no  doubt  that  it  wiU  be  a 
▼cry  strong  reminder  of  that.     LApi^use.] 

For  the  Information  of  those  Members  who  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  to  read  the  conference  report.  I  would  like 
to  give  a  brief  statement  of  the  provisions  of  the  bill  as  finally 
contained  in  the  conference  report.  The  bill  provides  as  fol- 
lows: 

It  makes  it  tmlawful  for  any  person  to  attempt  to  cause 
insubordination,  disloyalty,  or  mutiny  in  the  United  States 
naval  and  military  forces; 

It  makes  it  unlawful  to  advocate  the  overthrow  or  de- 
struction of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by  force  or 
violence  or  by  the  assassination  of  any  official  of  such  Qovem- 
ment,  or  to  print,  publish  or  distribute  written  or  printed  mat- 
ter advocating  the  same  or  to  organize  or  help  organize  any 
society  or  group  who  advocates  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  force  or  to  become  a  member  of  any  such  group; 

The  bill  also  makes  it  unlawful  for  any  person  to  attempt 
to  commit  or  conspire  to  commit  any  such  offense; 

The  bill  also  provides  for  the  deportation  of  aliens  who 
knowingly  for  gain  assist  other  aliens  to  enter  the  country 
in  violation  of  the  law.  of  aliens  convicted  of  possessing  ma- 
chine guns,  of  aliens  violating  any  of  the  foregoing  provisions 
of  this  act.  and  of  aliens  sentenced  for  violation  of  the  nar- 
cotics act  of  any  State; 

The  bin  further  provides  that  any  alien  hereafter  applying 
for  a  visa  to  enter  the  United  States  shall  be  registered  and 
fingerprinted  before  being  permitted  to  do  so; 

As  to  aliens  already  in  the  United  States,  the  bill  provides 
that  within  4  months  after  Its  effective  date,  every  resident 
alien  shall  register  and  be  fingerprinted  at  his  local  post 
ofQce.  Provisions  are  made  for  the  mechanical  arrangements 
for  carrying  out  the  details  of  registration  through  the  various 
post  offices.  The  records  of  such  registrations  are  then  to  be 
forwarded  to  the  Department  of  Justice  to  be  filed  with  the 
Immigration  Commissioner; 

The  act  becomes  effective  with  respect  to  registration  60 
days  after  its  enactment; 

Any  alien  changing  his  post -office  address  Is  required  to 
notify  the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  within  5  days  after 
such  change  of  address  and  each  alien  is  reqiUred  to  also 
notify  the  Commission  in  writing  of  his  address  at  the  expira- 
tion of  each  3-month  period. 

Penalties  are  provided  for  violation  of  any  provisions  of  the 
act. 

Mr,  HOBB8,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  (Mr.  BlAscAwroiao]. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO,  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  very  outset  I 
want  to  pay  my  personal  tribute  to  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  RoBBsl  for  having  struck  a  blow  in  favor  of  con- 
stitutional procedure  last  week  when  he  voted  against  the 
Bridges  bill.  I  believe  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  is  one  of 
the  most  distinguished  constitutional  authorities  in  this 
House,  and  I  am  always  rather  hesitant  to  take  issue  with  him 
because  of  his  ability  and  his  integrity.  However,  he  and  I 
represent  two  different  viewpoints  with  regard  to  the  alien 
question  and  various  other  aspects  of  oiu"  Bill  of  Rights. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  a  period  as  trjrlng  as  Is  this  period, 
the  test  of  a  democracy  lies  in  the  ability  of  that  democracy 
to  maintain  its  liberties,  to  preserve  those  liberties,  and  to 
have  more  freedom  rather  than  less  freedom  during  the  period 
of  crisis.  I  know  that  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  body  believe  to  the  contrary,  so  here  we  have  two 
opposing  philosophies  with  regard  to  democratic  rights  in 
America.  I  maintain  that  the  philosophy  advanced  under  this 
bill,  a  bin  which  establishes  a  Federal  criminal  S3mdicallst 
law.  a  bill  which  enacts  into  law  a  military  disaffection  bill, 
which  has  been  fought  bitterly  in  this  Congress  for  years  and 
jrears,  a  bill  which  now  provides  for  the  registration  of  every 
noncltlzen  in  the  United  States,  represents  that  philosophy  of 
restricting  liberty  and  freedom  in  America:  and  we  restrict 
that  liberty  and  freedom  imder  the  guise  of  protecting  our 
American  democracy. 

I  believe  this  is  the  most  Incongruous  proposition  I  have 
ever  heard.    On  one  hand  you  say  that  you  want  to  preserve 


American  liberty  and  you  then  attempt  to  preserve  Ameri- 
can liberty  by  destroying  American  liberty.  You  are  curtail- 
ing democratic  rights  in  America  under  the  guise  of  trying 
to  protect  American  democracy.  You  end.  if  you  carry  out 
3rour  course,  with  no  freedom  and  no  democracy.  Such  has 
been  the  history  of  nations  that  did  Just  what  we  are  now 
doing. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  gentleman  I  addi- 
tional minute. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  I  know  that,  perhaps,  I  am  Just  a 
voice  in  the  wilderness  on  this  question,  the  wilderness  In 
this  case  being  Congress,  for  I  believe  that  my  views  reflect 
the  traditional  love  of  freedom  on  the  part  of  the  American 
people,  but  I  take  this  position  because  I  want  to  preserve 
American  democracy.  To  me  it  means  a  great  deal,  it  means 
a  great  deal  to  the  [>eople  I  represent,  but  you  cannot  pre- 
serve American  democracy  by  destroying  it.  by  curtailing 
it.  or  by  limiting  it.  American  democracy  can  live  only  by 
letting  it  live.  Amputation  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  will  not 
permit  American  democracy  to  live,  it  will  kill  it.  and  what 
I  am  fearful  of  is  that  under  the  guise  of  supporting  and 
maintaining  our  American  way  of  life,  by  this  tjrpe  of  legis- 
lation we  are  taking  steps  with  seven-league  boots  toward 
establishing  in  America,  in  free  America,  the  slavelike  insti- 
tutions of  Nazi  Germany. 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.  I  am  quite  certain  that  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  New  York  will  readily  concede  the  right  of 
democracy  to  protect  itself. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  There  is  no  question  about  that. 
A  democracy  has  a  perfect  right  to  protect  itself,  but  remem- 
ber this:  You  are  not  protecting  democracy  by  tills 
legislation.  Spies  and  saboteurs  will  not  register  nor  submit 
to  fingerprinting.  You  are  not  protectmg  democracy  by  dis- 
criminating against  the  noncitizen  by  forcing  him  to  be 
fingerprinted  and  registered.  What  difference  is  there  t>e- 
tween  this  procedure  and  that  of  Gestapo  Germany?  What 
protection  are  you  giving  our  democracy  when  you  substitute 
for  the  traditions  and  institutions  of  American  freedom  the 
concepts  and  practices  of  Hitlerlsm?  I  believe  that  spies 
and  satMteiuv  and  anybody  wiu)  engages  in  any  illegal  ac- 
tivity should  be  immediately  apprehended  and  severely  pun- 
ished. You  do  not  accomplish  that  end  by  this  bill.  You 
only  undermine  American  freedom.  You  pass  this  kind  of 
legislation  and  what  are  you  doing?  You  are  destroying  the 
very  thing  you  say  you  are  trying  to  protect,  and  that  is  going 
to  the  very  roots  of  American  democracy  as  you  are  hitting  at 
its  very  foundations,     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  New  York,  the  ranking  member 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  [Mr.  Cxixn]. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  Judging  the  temper  of  the 
Nation.  I  believe  this  compromise  report  is  the  best  to  be 
had  under  the  circimistances  and  I  shall  vote  for  it  despite 
the  fact  that  I  am  not  inclined  to  have  fingerprinting  of 
aliens — in  fact  I  am  opposed  in  principle  to  it.  I  would 
much  prefer  fingerprinting  of  the  entire  population  and  I 
want  to  point  out  that  I  have  the  fear  that  the  danger  in 
this  legislation  will  fall,  not  upon  aliens  necessarily,  but 
upon  citizens.  Many  citizens  in  this  Nation  today  cannot 
prove  that  they  are  citizens.  In  the  old  days  many  babies 
were  brought  into  the  world  by  midwives  and  no  records 
of  births  have  been  kept.  In  many  instances  files  of  nat- 
uralization papers  have  been  lost.  Courthouses  and  county 
clerks'  offices  have  been  destroyed  and  those  who  wish  to 
find  the  records  of  their  birth  or  the  records  of  their  nat- 
uralization may  be  sorely  put  to  it.  and  there  may  be  some 
rascals  in  the  Nation  who  will  prey  upon  these  citizens 
who  cannot  give  proof  of  their  naturalization  or  of  their 
having  been  bom  in  this  land  of  ours.  Will  Rogers,  some 
time  ago.  tried  to  get  a  passport.  He  had  to  prove  his  citi- 
zenship.   He  could  not  procure  a  record  of  his  ever  having 
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been  bom  here.  He  was  sorely  put  to  it  to  convince  the 
Department  of  State  he  was  a  citizen.  Ordinarily,  in  the 
absence  of  records,  birth  or  citizenship  is  established  by 
testimony  of  two  or  more  eyewitnesses  as  to  birth  or  nat- 
uralization. I  will  bet  few  of  us  in  this  Chamber  could  bring 
forth  without  the  greatest  difficulty  two  witnesses  who  hap- 
pened to  be  present  at  oiu*  birth. 

See.  therefore,  how  difficult  we  may  make  It  for  citizens 
who  might  be  accused  of  being  noncitizens.  Blackmailers 
and  culprits  will  be  busy  in  this  regard. 

I  do  hope,  therefore,  that  the  appropriate  committee  In 
due  course  will  give  consideration  to  the  question  of  the 
registering  of  all  persons,  aliens  and  citizens  alike,  and  that 
proof  of  birth  or  naturalization  be  established  more  easily. 
I  am  for  that  wholeheartedly,  and  I  may  say  that  there 
are  those  who  deal  in  TroJan-horse  processes  whom  we  call 
I  "fifth  columnists."  in  the  ranks  of  citizens,  as  well  as  in  the 
ranks  of  aliens.  There  should  be  attempts  madj  to  get 
after  those  citizens,  as  well  as  getting  after  the  aliens  who 
deal  In  subversive  activities,  who  seek  to  overthrow  cur 
Government,  unfortunately,  by  force  and  violence.  The 
Moseleys  and  Pelleys  and  Browders  are  not  aliens.  They 
are  citizens,  and  I  hope  that  the  time  will  soon  come  when 
we  shall  have  the  privilege  of  voting  for  fingerprinting  and 
registration  of  aliens  and  citizens  alike. 

Furthermore.  I  think  the  conferees  have  done  a  good  Job; 
because  the  punishment  Is  not  too  great  that  falls  upon  the 
alien  who  deliberately  fails  to  register.  There  must  be  proof 
brought  by  the  authorities  that  the  alien  willfully  refuses  to 
register  himself  or  a  minor  under  his  charge.  If  there  are 
cases  or  hardship,  old  persons  above  70  or  80  who  do  not 
know  the  statute,  who  cannot  read  or  write  English,  to 
whom  knowledge  has  not  been  brought  home  as  to  the 
necessity  of  registration,  it  must  be  proved  in  such  cases 
that  they  willfully  refused  to  register. 

It  Is  for  these  reasons  that  I  am  going  to  accept  this 
conference  report,  despite  the  fact  that  I  have  always  re- 
sisted registration  of  aliens,  and  I  do  hope — and  I  repeat 
thi.s  with  all  the  vehemence  within  me  and  with  all  the 
strength  within  me — that  there  may  be  registration  of  all 
persons  within  the  confines  of  the  United  States. 

A  provision  has  been  added  to  the  bill  which  softens  con- 
siderably its  severity.  I  refer  to  section  22,  which  provides 
that  aliens  shall  not  be  deported  on  account  of  acts  com- 
mitted prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  act.  Originally 
the  act  was  retroactive.  Any  reprehensible  act.  interdicted 
by  the  act,  like  the  use  of  narcotics,  possession  of  firearms, 
and  so  forth,  any  time  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the 
act.  could  cause  deportation.  This  meant  that  the  derelic- 
tion of  duty  covered  by  the  act  which  occurred  scores  of 
years  ago  could  come  back  to  plague  the  unfortunate  alien, 
regardless  of  the  expiation  of  the  wrong  or  the  unassail- 
able conduct  of  the  alien  in  the  interim.  Such  unjust  pro- 
vision has  been  eliminated  from  the  act.  However,  the  act 
is.  nevertheless,  retroactive  in  regard  to  aliens  who  are 
members  of  the  anarchist  or  similar  classes.  I  believe  It 
would  have  been  l>etter  to  eliminate  even  such  retroactive 
provisions. 

In  the  original  act  provision  was  made  for  the  suspen- 
sion of  deportation  in  hardship  cases.  But  that  suspen- 
sion could  be  effected  only  by  a  specific  act  of  Congress 
in  each  specific  case.  It  would  have  been  impossible  to 
get  both  Houses  to  act  in  that  fashion.  There  are  a  num- 
ber of  alien-baiting  Members  in  both  Houses  who  never 
would  vote  to  suspend  deportation  no  matter  how  cruel 
and  inexorably  unjust,  because  of  extenuating  circimistances, 
such  deportation  would  be.  But  the  conferees  have  now 
seen  the  light  and  have  provided  that  the  Attorney  General 
shall  have  the  discretionary  power  to  suspend  deportation 
in  these  hardship  cases.  His  action  shall  not  be  vetoed 
or  gainsaid  unless  Congress  specifically  vetoes  or  cancels  his 
waiver  of  deportation  or  suspension  of  deportation  in  each 
case.  This  is  a  great  difference.  It  makes  the  act  humane 
and  reasonable.    It  was  inhumane  and  unreasonable  before. 


While  I  am  at  It.  I  will  say  something  concerning  the  activ- 
ities of  a  certain  Senator  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina 
by  the  name  of  Reynolds.  He  is  a  distinguished  gentleman, 
but  his  views  on  aliens  are  most  severe  and  unfair.  He 
amended  the  so-called  La  Pollette  clvll-lIbertles  bill  to  forbid 
the  employment  of  more  than  10  percent  of  aliens  engaged  in 
any  industry  in  interstate  commerce.  Such  amendment 
shows  how  far  the  Senate  and  even  the  House  occasionally 
can  go  in  their  alien-baltlng  activities.  Frankly,  this  Reyn- 
olds amendment  is  palpably  unconstitutional.  Prior  to  the 
last  war,  Arizona  passed  a  statute  to  the  effect  that  every 
businessman  In  Arizona,  when  employing  more  than  five  per- 
sons, must  see  to  it  that  80  percent  of  the  personnel  be  citi- 
zens. This  law  was  declared  unconstitutional  in  1915.  Chief 
Justice  Hughes  delivered  the  opinion.  He  was  then  an  Asso- 
ciate Justice.    He  said: 

It  requires  no  argument  to  show  that  the  right  to  work  for  a  liv- 
ing in  the  common  occupations  of  the  community  is  of  the  very 
essence  of  the  pereonal  liberty  and  opportunity  that  It  was  the  pur- 
pose of  the  (fourteenth)  amendment  to  secure.  The  discrimina- 
tion is  against  aliens  as  such  in  competition  with  citizens  in  the 
described  range  of  enterprises,  and  In  our  opinion  It  clearly  faUt 
under  the  condemnation  of  the  fundamental  law. 

Some  of  the  headnotes  of  this  case,  known  as  Trtuix  and 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  State  of  Arizona  v.  Raich  (239 
U.  S.  33)  are,  as  follows: 

An  alien  admitted  to  the  United  States  under  the  Federal  law 
has  not  only  the  privilege  of  entering  and  abiding  In  the  United 
States  but  also  of  entering  and  abiding  in  any  State,  and  being 
an  inhabitant  of  any  State  entitles  him.  under  the  fourteenth 
amendment,  to  the  equal  protection  of  its  laws. 

The  description  In  the  fourteenth  amendment  of  any  person 
within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  Includes  aliens  {Yick 
Wo  V.  Hopkins  (118  U.  S.  356)). 

The  right  to  work  for  a  living  in  the  common  occupations  of  the 
community  is  of  the  efsenoe  of  that  personal  freedom  and  oppor- 
tunity which  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  fourteenth  amendment  to 
secure. 

The  power  to  control  Immigration — to  admit  or  exclude  aliens — 
is  vested  solely  in  the  Federal  Government,  and  the  States  may  not 
deprive  aliens  to  admitted  of  the  right  to  earn  a  livelihood  as  that 
would  be  tantamount  to  denying  their  entrance  and  abode. 

A  State  may  not.  in  order  to  protect  cltlaens  of  the  United 
States,  in  their  employment  against  noncitizens  of  the  United 
Sutes  in  that  State,  require  that  employers  only  employ  a  apeclflcd 
percentage  of  alien  employees — such  a  statute  dcnlM  to  alien 
Inhabiunta  the  equal  protection  of  the  law  and  ao  held  as  to 
statute  of  Arizona  of  December  14,  1014, 

In  concluslcn,  I  repeat,  we  should  register  aliens  and  citi- 
zens alike.  There  should  be  no  discrimination.  I  drew  the 
minority  report  against  this  bill  originally,  because  it  pro- 
vided some  very  harsh  provisions  against  aliens.  Some  of  the 
harshness  and  some  of  the  severity  of  the  original  bill  have 
been  eliminated.  Nevertheless,  the  biU  is  still  a  bitter  pill 
to  swallow.  Frankly,  I  do  not  like  it,  but  I  must  admit  that 
it  is  the  best  to  be  had  under  the  circumstances.  We  must 
be  mindful  of  the  dangerous  times  in  which  we  are  now  liv- 
ing. Candidly,  I  am  informed  that  If  we  do  not  accept  this 
bill,  we  will  get  one  far  worse.  Any  bill  containing  dreadful 
provisions  against  the  alien  would  pass  this  House  with  no 
substantial  oiH>ositlon.  In  comimon  parlance,  it  would  go 
through  "like  a  dose  of  salts."  I  am.  therefore,  endeavoring 
to  be  practical.  In  fear  of  a  worse  bill,  we  must  accept  this 
bill. 

Incidentally,  this  bill  will  affect  360,000  Russians,  365.000 
Germans.  500,000  Poles,  and  700.000  Italians. 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.  Did  the  committee  consider  finger- 
printing of  the  entire  Nation? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  do  not  believe  that  was  given  any  real 
thought.  I  do  not  think  the  bill  was  considered  in  that  special 
light  at  all. 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  that 
should  be  done. 

LHere  the  gavel  fell.] 


9036 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  Members  may  have  5  legislative  days  within  which  to  revise 
and  extend  their  own  remarks  upon  this  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Rayburh)  .  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  the  conference  report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  the  adop- 
tion of  the  conference  report. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Marcantonio)  there  were — ayes  142,  noes  4. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  vote 
on  the  ground  that  there  is  not  a  quorum  present,  and  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  wlU  count.  [After 
cotmting.J  One  hundred  and  eighty  Members  present:  not 
a  quorum.  The  question  is  on  the  adoption  of  the  conference 
report.  The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at 
Anm  will  notify  absentees,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were— yeas  382.  nays  4, 
not  voting  45,  a«  follows: 


i 

[Roll 

No.  1611 

TKAS— 383 

AlMunder 

Cooler 

Oeyer.  Caltf . 

Kennedy.  Martin 

AUra.  ni. 

Cooper 

Corbett 

Otbba 

Kennedy.  Md 

Allen.  L*. 

Olfford 

Allan.  P». 

OoaUUo 

Ollchrlat 

Keogb 

Andenen,  H.  Carl  Co\utn«y 

aillle 

Kerr 

Anderaon.  Calif. 

Cox 

Goodwin 

KUbum 

Anderaon.  Mo. 

Cravens 

Oore 

KUday 

Crawford 

Ooaaett 

Klnzer 

Aiulrewt 

Creal 

Graham 

Kirwan 

AngaU 

Crowe 

Grant,  Ala. 

Kitchens 

Arenda 

Crowtber 

Grant,  Ind. 

Kleberg 

Arnold 

CxUkln 

Oreen 

Knutson 

Austin 

Cullen 

Orasory 

Koclalkowskl 

Ball 

Cumminga 

Orlfflth 

Kramer 

Barden.  N.  0. 

Curtis 

Groas 

Kunkel 

Barnes 

D' Alejandro 

Ouyer,  Kans. 

Lambertson 

B*rry 

Dardcn.  Va. 

Owynne 

Landls 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Davis 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Lanham 

Bataa.K7. 

Delaney 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Larrabee 

Bat«a.  Maaa. 

Dempsey 

Hancock 

Lea 

Beam 

DeBouen 

Hare 

Leavy 

Beckwortn 

Dies 

Haroeaa 

LeCompte 

Bell 

DlngeU 

Harrington 

LesinAkl 

Bender 

Dlrksen 

Hart 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Blackney 

Disney 

Harter.  N.  T. 

Lewis.  Ohio. 

Bland 

Ditter 

Harter.  Ohio 

Luce 

Bloom 

Dondero 

Hartley 

Ludlow 

Boetina 

DouRhton 

Havenner 

Lynch 

BoUnd 

Do\iglas 

Hawks 

Bolles 

Doxcy 

Healey 

McArdle 

Boren 

Duncan 

Hendricks 

McCormack 

Boykln 

mmn 

Hennlngs 

McDowell 

Bradley.  Ifleh. 

Durham 

Hess 

McGehee 

Brewster 

Dworshak 

Hill 

McOranery 

Brooks 

Eaton 

Hlnshaw 

McGregor 

Brown.  Oa. 

Eberharter 

Hobbs 

McKeough 

Brown.  Ohio 

Edelsteln 

Hoffman 

McLaughlin 

Bryaon 

Edmiston 

Holmes 

McLeod 

Buck 

EUlott 

Hook 

McMillan.  Clar» 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Kills 

Hope 

McMillan.  John  L. 

Buckley.  N.  T. 

Klston 

Houston 

Maclejewskl 

Bui  winkle 

Engd 

HuU 

Magnueon 

Burch 

finglebnght 

Hiinter 

Mahon 

Byrne,  N.  T. 

Evan.4 

Izac 

Maloney 

Byma.  Tenn. 

Paddla 

Jacobsen 

Mansfield 

Byron 

Pay 

Jarman 

Marshall 

Caldwell 

Fenton 

Jarrett 

Martin.  Iowa 

Camp 

Ferguson 

Jeffries 

Martin.  Mass. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Fernandes 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Massingale 

Cartwrlght 

Plah 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

May 

Case.  8.  Dak. 

Fltzpatrlck 

Jennings 

Mlchener 

Caaey.  Maaa. 

Flaherty 

Jenncn 

Miller 

Celler 

Flannagan 

Jotins 

Mills.  Ark. 

Chapman 

Flannery 

Johnson,  m. 

Mills.  La. 

Church 

Polger 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Monkiewica 

Clark 

Ford.  Leland  U. 

Johnson  X-uther  A.  Monroney 

Ford.  Misa. 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Moeer 

Claypool 

Fries 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Mott 

Clavenaer 

Pulmer 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Mundt 

Cochran 

Oamble 

Jones,  Ohio 

Murdock,  Aria. 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Oarrett 

Jones,  Tex. 

Murdock.  Utah 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Gartner 

Jonkman 

Murray 

Cole.  Md. 

Oathlnga 

Kean 

Myers 

cole.  N.  T. 

Oavacan 

Kee 

Nichols 

Colllna 

Oeartiart 

Keefe 

Norrell 

CDlmer 

Oehrmann 

Kefauver 

Norton 

Connety 

Oerlach 

KaUy 

03rlen 

O'Connor 

CLeary 

Oliver 

OKeal 

Oemers 

OTOole 

Pace 

Parsons 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson,  Fla. 

Peterson,  Ga. 

Pfelfer 

Pittenger 

Poage 

Polk 

Powers 

Babaut 

Ram8i>eck 

Bandolph 

Rankin 

Baybum 
Recce.  Tenn. 
Reed.  ni. 
Reed.  N.  T. 


Bicto 


Mareaatonlo 


Bolton 

Bradley,  P». 

Burdlck 

Burgin 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Carlson 

Carter 

Chlperfleld 

Cluett 

Crosaer 

Darrow 

Dlcksteln 


Richards 

Robertson 

Bobslon.  Ky. 

Rockefeller 

Rodgers,  Pa. 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Routzohn 

Rutherford 

Ryan 

Sabath 

Sandager 

Baaecer 

flatterfleld 

Schaefer.  ni. 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Schtffler 

Schulte 

Schwcrt 

Seccombe 

Secrest 

Seger 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Sheridan 

Short 

Slmpaon 


Smith.  Conn. 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith,  Ohio 

Smith,  Va. 

Smith.  Wash. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Snyder 

Somers.  N.  T. 

Sparkxnan 

^>ence 

Springer 

SteagaU 

Steams.  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sumner.  HI. 

Sximners,  Tex. 

Sutphin 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Tarver 

Terry 

Thill 

Thomas.  T«i. 

Tbomason 

Thorkelsoa 

Tlbbott 

Tinkham 

Tolan 
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l^vadway 

Van  Zandt 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Wadsfworth 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

Welch 

West 

Wheat 

White.  Idaho 

Whittlngton 

Wlntaaworth 

WilUama.  Del. 

Williams.  Mo. 

Winter 

Woloott 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Woodruff,  Mlcb. 

Woodrum.  Va, 

Toungdahl 

Simmerman 


NATS-^ 

CDay  Smith.  HI. 

WOT  VOTINO— id 


Ford. 

Halleck 

Hortoa 

Keller 
Lemke 
McLean 


masF. 


Ifouton 

Melsoa 

Pterca 

Flumley 

Bisk 

Robinson,  Utab 

Rom  J  lie 


Martin,  m. 
Maaon 
Merrltt 
MltcheU 


Schuetz 
Scnjgham 
South 
SUmas.  Ala. 


•ulltrsn 
Taylor 
Tenerowlca 
Thomas,  N.  J. 
Vinson.  Oa. 
Wbelcbel 
White,  Ohio 
Wolverton.  M.  J. 
Wood 


So  the  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  annoimced  the  following  pairs: 
General  pairs: 

Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia  with  Mr.  Wolverton  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Halleck. 

Mr.  Martin  of  XlUnoU  with  Mrs.  Bolton. 

Mr.  B\irgln  with  Mr.  Cluett. 

Mr.  Wood  with  Mr.  Plumley. 

Mr.  Sullivan  with  Mr.  Mason. 

Mr.  Romjue  with  Mr.  Chlperfleld. 

Mr.  Mouton  with  Mr    Sacks. 

Mr.  Nelson  with  Mr.  McLean. 

Mr.  Schueu  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Starnes  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Carlson. 

Mr.  Croaaer  with  Mr    Horton. 

Mr.  Bradley  of  Penn-sylvanla  with  Mr.  Cartw. 

Mr.  South  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Cannon  of  Florida  with  Mr.  Burdlck. 

Mr.  Merrltt  with  Mr    Darrow. 

Mr.  Whelchel  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Scrugham  with  Blr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Pierce  with  Mr,  Thomas  F.  Ford. 

Mr.  Tenerowlcz  with  Mlf   Robinson  of  Utah. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  MltcheU. 

Mr.  Dlcksteln  with  Mr.  KeUer. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 
Tlie  doors  were  opened. 

EXTENSION  or  KEMAKKS 

Mr.  HARE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  an  editorial  from 
the  Index  Journal. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

A  IIPITBUCAN  WARNING  ON  RECENT  CABINET  APPOINTMENTS 

Mr.  WARREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimoiis  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Hiere  was  ro  objection. 

[Mr.  Warsen  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

CHARGES  FOR  ELECTRICAL  KNESCT.  BOXTLDER  DAM 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Mr.  ^>eaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  9877) 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate  and 
to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated  at 
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Boulder  Dam.  providing  for  the  application  of  revenues  from 
said  project,  authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder  power 
plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or  through  agents,  and  for 
other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  disagree  to 
the  Sonate  amendments,  and  appoint  conferees. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  appointed  the  following  conferees:  Mr. 
Whtte  of  Idaho,  Mr.  Hawks,  and  Mr.  Hill. 

I  MAJ.  SMEDLET  BTTIXER 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  at  this  time  to  pay 
tribute  to  a  man  who  passed  away  yesterday  at  Philadel- 
phia. Pa.,  a  great  soldier,  a  great  citizen  of  the  Republic. 
Maj.  Oen.  Smedlcy  Butler.  He  was  every  inch  a  soldier,  the 
one  man  who  had  the  distinction  of  coming  up  from  the 
ranks  of  a  humble  private  to  become  a  major  general  in  the 
military  forces  of  the  United  States.  Twice  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  conferred  medals  of  honor  upon  him.  He 
distinguished  himself  on  the  field  of  battle:  always  he  was 
courageotu  as  a  soldier  and  as  a  private  citizen.  For  the 
last  8  years  he  toured  this  country,  pUadlng  for  national 
defense  and  opposing  wars  of  aggression.  As  a  soldier  he 
knew  what  war  propaganda  was.  I  occupied  the  platform 
with  him  on  many  occasions,  before  huge  gatherings  of  our 
citizens  when  he  protested  against  our  entrance  into  foreign 
wars.  Repeatedly  he  inveighed  against  the  warmongers  and 
the  international  bankers  who  cause  these  man-made  wars. 
His  passing  now  is  a  national  calamity  to  those  of  us  who 
insist  that  Congress  romain  in  session  and  not  adjourn,  but 
watch  these  "flfth  columns"  and  propaganda  agencies,  espe- 
cially the  British  agencies,  that  are  drawing  us  closer  and 
closer  to  the  brink  of  war.  This  great  soldier  is  no  more,  but 
in  his  memory  I  hope  we  will  emulate  Smedley  Butler  in 
fighting  the  Insanity  of  war.    God  rest  his  soul. 

The  SPEAKER.   The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  has 
expired, 

EXTENSION   OF  REMARKS 


Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  resolution  of  the  State 
Federation  of  Labor  of  New  Mexico. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  address  by  Dr. 
George  Norlin.  of  the  University  of  Colorado. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  LATE  Wn.L  ROGERS 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FXDRD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAPCER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  introducing 
today  the  following  concurrent  resolution : 

Whereas  the  city  of  Santa  Monica.  Calif.,  the  last  home  town  of 
Will  Rogers,  is  holding  memorial  ceremonies  dedicated  to  the 
memory  of  the  late  Will  Rogers  on  July  25,  26,  27.  1940,  and  in 
further  recognition  of  the  good  wiU  achieved  by  Will  Rogers  through 
his  life  and  works:  Therefore  l>e  it 

Resoli-^d  by  the  House  of  Repi ese ntativea  (the  Senate  concur- 
ring). That  this  resolution  be  adopted  as  a  mark  of  respect  and 
appreciation  of  the  efforts  during  the  lifetime  of  Will  Rogers,  to 
bring  about  national  and  international  peace  and  good  wllL 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  shall  not  take  the  time  to  eulogize  Will 
Rogers,  because  I  believe  he  spoke  for  himself.  I  hope  this 
resolution  may  be  speedily  adopted. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Anderson  of  Missouri,  Mr. 
McGregor,  and  Mr.  Moser  were  granted  permission  to  extend 
their  own  remarks  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  on  two  subjects:  In  one 
to  Include  a  letter  from  the  Attorney  General  to  Senator 
Rttssell  and  in  the  other  to  Include  a  brief  newspaper 
editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unammous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  on  the  life  and 
character  of  our  late  colleagues,  J.  Will  Taylor.  Sam  D. 
McReynolds,  and  Carl  E.  Mapes. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

TREATMENT  OF  ALIENS 

Mr.  8UMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  8UMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  say 
Just  a  word  to  the  people  of  America.  We  are  coming  under 
the  influence  of  war  psychology  or  something  very  closely 
akin  to  It.  Public  Interest  is  very  acute  and  public  feeling 
ii  very  tense.  There  are  many  foreign-bom  persons,  many 
aliens,  In  this  country,  here  by  Invitation,  here  by  permission. 
In  dealing  with  all  questions  which  arise  out  of  this  acute 
situation,  and  which  may  become  even  more  acute,  the  people 
of  the  several  communities,  the  people  who  are  responsible 
for  community  attitude,  should  feel  a  tremendous  responsi- 
bility and  duty  to  protect  these  minorities,  these  people  in 
our  midst,  against  any  unreasonable,  unwarranted  acts,  espe- 
cially on  the  part  of  Irresponsible  people,  which  may  amount 
to  persecution  by  a  majority  of  a  helpless  minority.  I  do  not 
at  all  mean  that  the  people  of  this  coimtry  should  be  indulgent 
with  reference  to  what  is  called  subversive  activities,  this 
"fifth  columnist."  whether  alien,  naturalized,  or  native.  I 
mean  people  scattered  throughout  the  country  who  are 
behaving  themselves  who  happen  not  to  be  American  citizet\s 
or  are  foreign-born.  I  have  heard  of  a  few — I  am  glad  a  very 
few — instances  of  great  injustices  being  done.  It  is  not  only 
unfair,  but  it  is  contrary  to  sound  public  policy.  On  the 
other  hand,  these  jaeople  must  realize  the  situation  and  >o 
conduct  themselves  as  not  to  add  to  the  difficulties  of  their 
protection.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  tmanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  an 
article  which  appeared  in  the  Washington  Times-Herald. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  make  a  second  request,  Mr.  Speaker, 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  quotation  from  Senate 
Report  No.  944  on  the  mimitions  industry. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

the  confession  of  FAILURE 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks  by  including  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Lewis  of  Ohio  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks 
appear  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Knutson]  may  ex- 
tend his  own  remarks  and  include  an  editorial. 


9038 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  22 


N 


The  SPEAKER.    Ii  there  objection? 

Ttottn  WM  no  objrctlon. 

Mr.  FENTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  Mk  un«nlmo\u  coaient  to 
extend  my  rcmarkfl  «nd  Include  therein  a  short  editorial  from 
the  Sunbury  (Pa.)  Item. 

TheSPEAKIR.    Without  objMtlon,  It  If  10  ordtrtd. 

There  wm  dq  objrctlon. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  SpMkiT,  X  afk  unanlmou*  eon- 
ient  to  Infert  In  the  Ricom  an  tdltorlal  from  the  Bucynu 
(Ohia)  Telegraph  Forum. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  la  fo  ordered. 

There  wai  no  objection. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rccoro  on 
Smedley  D.  Butler,  who  was  a  great  American,  a  great 
Marine,  and  a  son  of  a  former  distinguished  Member  of  the 
House. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  insert  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  a  radio  address 
delivered  by  the  Honorable  Louis  Johnson  on  the  question 
of  coal  and  security. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  a  recent  article  published  by  the  Down 
Town  Association  of  San  Francisco. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  frona  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  editorial  received  from  Mr.  D.  C.  DeVaney,  a  former 
State  president  of  the  South  Dakota  Press  Association,  and 
a  copy  of  the  letter  I  sent  him  in  acknowledgment  thereof. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  a  short  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection.  i 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  JENKS  of  New  Hamp>shire.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute,  to  revise 
and  extend  my  remarks,  and  to  include  therein  an  excerpt 
from  the  United  States  News  of  May  24, 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Jeitks  of  New  Hampshire  addressed  the  House.    His 
remarks  appear  In  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 
extension  of  rem.\rks 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  power  plant  at  Cascade  Locks. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Speaker, 
to  revise  and  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  inclxide  therein 
an  article  from  the  Oregonian.  an  outstanding  article  on  the 
Age  of  Machines. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

GEN.  SMEOLKT   BXnXKS 

Mr.  KINZER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KINZER.  Mr.  Speaker,  announcement  has  just  been 
made   of   the   death   of   that   great   soldier.   Gen.   Smedley 


Darlington  Butler,  son  of  former  Reprear-ntatlve  Thomaa  8. 
Butler,  who  waa  dean  of  this  body  and  who  represented  the 
Eighth  Congressional  District  of  Pennsylvania,  part  of  which 
it  is  now  my  prlvUege  to  represent. 

General  Butler  had  a  brilliant  record  In  the  United  fltateg 
Mftflnes.  His  service  In  Latin  American  wftters,  China,  the 
Philippines,  and  all  over  the  world  le  a  part  of  the  florlotis 
history  of  the  Marine  Corpe. 

He  will  be  mourned  by  a  host  of  friends  for  his  fearless 
devotion  to  and  defense  of  Americanism. 
KXTursxoN  or  iemasks 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanlmooi 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  Includt 
therein  a, short  report  from  the  Department  of  Commerce* 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

•niere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana.  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent, 
Mr.  Speaker,  to  extend  my  remarks  on  the  W.  P.  A. 

The  SPEAKER,    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  brief  excerpts 
from  rules  and  regulations  and  also  a  list  of  alien  agents 
registered  with  the  State  Department. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the  same  request,  to 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  certain  extraneous 
matter  therein. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Ther^was  no  objection. 

Mr.  D'ALESANDRO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  statement  made  by  Mr.  Charles  Ruzicka,  a  member 
of  the  standing  committee  on  jurisprudence  and  law  reform 
of  the  American  Bar  Association,  before  the  House  Judiciary 
Committee  on  April  3.  1940.' 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  obJecUon,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute,  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Rankin  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Fish]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  President  Roosevelt's  attempt  to 
purge  Democratic  Senators  and  Representatives  elected  by  the 
people  who  had  the  courage  of  their  convictions  in  fearlessly 
upholding  constitutional  government  is  a  matter  of  history. 
It  has  left  a  bad  impression  In  the  minds  of  the  American 
people. 

The  purge  of  Secretary  of  War  Harry  H.  Woodring  of  Kan- 
sas because  of  his  opposition  to  our  involvement  in  the  Euro- 
pean war  and  his  unwillingness  to  denude  the  defenses  of 
America,  at  the  dictation  of  President  Roosevelt,  goes  far 
l)eyond  former  attempts  to  purge  Members  of  Congress  in  his 
own  party.  It  creates  a  Nation-wide  and  national  issue  that 
transcends  all  party  lines  and  involves  the  actual  defense  of 
the  United  States. 

There  should  be  a  complete  and  thorough  investlgaUon 
of  all  the  facts  to  ascertain  if  Secretary  of  War  Woodring,  a 
former  past  commander  of  the  American  Legion  of  the  State 
of  Kansas,  is  being  purged  because  of  his  opposition  to  inter- 
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ventlon  and  war.  to  selling  Army  equipment  needed  for  our 
own  defense,  and  the  alleged  attempt  to  divulge  Army  secret 
inventions  including  our  airplane  bomb  Bight.    I  Applause.l 
[Here  the  lavel  feU.l 

tniL  nmrxtii  mimaoi  raoM  tni  itwATi 

A  still  further  meesage  from  the  Benatit  by  Mr,  Baldrldge, 
one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendmrnti  of  the  Senate  to 
the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  644)  entitled  "Joint  resolution 
making  appropriations  for  work  relief  and  relief,  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  SO.  1041." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  th3 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  tlie 
bill  (H.  R.  9007)  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Labor,  the  Pederal  Security  Agency,  and 
related  independent  agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes."  and  that  the  Senate  recede 
from  its  amendments  numbered  35,  36,  37,  38,  and  39  to  said 
bill. 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  10055)  entitled  "An  act  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  purposes." 

AMENDMENT   TO   FEDERAL    RESERVE    ACT 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules.  I  call  up  House  Resolution  543  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  543 

lUaotved,  That  Immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  it 
shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  H  R.  10127.  a  blU  to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act, 
and  for  other  purposes.  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be 
confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour  to 
be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  the 
bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Com- 
mittee shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  IntervenUig  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  PishI. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  know  of  no  opposition  to  this 
rule.  It  is  fair  and  equitable  in  every  respect.  This  is,  how- 
ever, a  very  Important  piece  of  legislation  and  it  should  be 
discussed  and  debated  very  carefully.  Therefore  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  from  the  com- 
mittee reporting  this  bill  [Mr.  OiffordI. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  difficult  indeed  to  decide 
what  opposition  there  ought  to  be  to  this  bill.  It  is  another 
chip  that  we  are  placing  on  our  shoulder.  As  a  neutral 
nation,  so-called,  we  are  taking  upon  ourselves  great  respon- 
sibilities. For  a  very  few  brief  moments  of  hearing,  the  Ped- 
eral Reserve  officials  came  before  the  committee.  I  would 
like  to  call  your  attention  to  the  features  in  the  bill,  and  trust 
you  have  a  copy  of  the  report  before  you. 

Heretofore  the  Pederal  Reserve  could  do  business  only  with 
foreign  correspondents  and  their  agencies.  Now  it  is  to 
be  with  foreign  states,  governments,  and  instrumentalities 
thereof,  and  in  the  second  section  of  the  bill  they  include 
persons  or  partnerships — everybody.  It  not  only  Includes 
money  that  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  may  accept  for  safe- 
keeping but  even  if  they  sell  Something  at  the  request  of  the 
depositor  and  turn  it  into  money — Jewelry,  for  instance — 
they  keep  control  of  it. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to  make  this  plain:  The  Pederal  Re- 
serve may  now  be  a  depository  for  other  nations  and  their 
Citizens  of  their  wealth  in  all  practical  forms,  and  may  keep 


it  here  unUl  the  Secretary  of  SUie  recognizes  the  nation  that 
he  may  deem  entitled  to  it  after  wars  are  over,  If  a  French- 
man wanU  us  to  keep  his  wealth,  we  may.  If  the  German 
Anbassy  appears  and  says.  "X  am  ordered  by  my  Government, 
who  has  acquired,  by  code,  treaty,  deed,  or  in  any  way,  thie 
property,  to  demand  that  you  five  it  to  mt*,"  the  federal 
Reserve  may  simply  say:  "We  cannot  until  the  Secretary  of 
Slate  has  recognized  that  that  former  fovernment  does  not 
now  exist.  The  President  has  declared  that  wt*  cnnnut  recof- 
nlxe  any  nation  aoqulring  the  property  of  another  nation  by 
force." 

The  edict  has  fone  forth  already,  as  everyone  knows.  Z 
wish  I  could  recall  the  exact  words  of  the  President,  but  he 
stated  In  substance.  "We  will  still  recognize  that  government 
subjugated  by  an  invader  by  force."  There  is  Norway, 
Czechoslovakia,  and  the  others.  How  about  it?  Is  there  not 
a  Czechoslovakian  Embassy  still  in  Washington  and  recog- 
nized by  our  State  Department?  If  they  ask  us  to  keep  these 
goods  inviolate,  of  course,  we  must  keep  them. 

Mr.  DINGELL.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  What  is  wrong  with  that  policy?  Are 
we  to  recognize  these  predatory  governments  that  are  prejring 
on  small  nations  in  Europe  and  are  we  to  surrender  to  them 
such  property  as  is  in  the  United  States?  What  is  wrong  with 
a  policy  that  is  against  that  sort  of  thing? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Did  the  gentleman  hear  my  first  remark? 
I  am  not  declaring  against  the  policy.  We  have  done  that 
already,  but  shall  we  vote  for  a  bill  unless  we  know  what  we 
are  voting  for?  We  decided  recently  that  non-American  na- 
tions shall  not  take  title  to  land  in  this  hemisphere  now  owned 
by  another  non-American  nation.  That  was  the  first  chip, 
•niis  is  another.  The  Federal  Reserve  wants  to  protect  itself 
from  the  courts.  No  court  can  attach  this  money.  We  as  a 
government  stand  back  of  the  Pederal  Reserve,  no  matter 
what  they  do.  The  policy  may  be  correct,  but  do  you  know 
what  you  are  doing  when  you  legislate  it? 

Would  any  other  nation  on  this  globe  dare  make  such  an 
assertion?  I  recall  again  the  edict  of  nonrecognltlon  of  the 
invader  has  gone  forth.  Of  course,  the  Secretary  of  State 
must  back  up  his  President  and  say  he  will  not  recognize  such 
a  nation.  I  wonder  if  the  old  Ethiopian  Government  is  still 
recognized?  I  wish  you  would  read  this  bill,  because  it  may 
go  too  far.  It  provides  that  bankers  and  governments  and 
their  instrumentalities  In  the  other  nations  may  deposit  for 
safety  with  the  Pederal  Reserve.  Not  only  governments  or 
any  instrumentality  of  governments  but  defines  persons  who 
may  be  allowed  the  privilege.  We  may  withhold  from  Ger- 
many, the  conqueror,  any  of  these  goods.  If  you  want  to  do 
It,  let  us  do  It  with  our  eyes  wide  open.  It  is  a  very  simple 
proposition,  and  there  Is  little  use  enlarging  upon  it  any  more. 
That  is  practically  all  there  is  to  It.  Small  wonder  the  Ped- 
eral Reserve  is  worried.  They  want  to  avoid  lawsuits;  they 
want  to  be  able  to  say  politely  to  the  German  Ambas.sador,  if 
he  arrives  with  an  order  for  these  goods,  "We  cannot  deliver 
these  goods  because  we  still  recognize  the  former  govern- 
ments." They  wLsh  to  place  all  responsibility  on  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  if  by  error  in  judgment  they  be  forced  to  pay 
twice.  Also  to  prevent  any  court  action.  He  says.  "But  we 
have  title."  We  say,  "Well,  that  docs  not  make  any  difference. 
We  will  not  give  it  up."  That  is  a  declaration  of  an  im- 
f  riendly  act  toward  the  conquering  nation,  without  any  ques- 
tion.   So  we  are  so  able  to  withstand  that. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.     Does  the  gentleman  desire  any  more  time? 

Mr.  GIFTHDRD.     About  a  quarter  of  a  minute. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentleman  5  minutes. 
I  am  m  a  very  generous  mood  today. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  cannot  seem  to  bait  anybody  Into  mak- 
ing any  inquiries. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  was  hoping  that  if  the  gentleman  continued 
someone  would  ask  him  a  question. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  This  is  a  dose  of  medicine  everybody  la 
taking  without  making  any  laces. 
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*  Mr.  FISH.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  (juite  right. 
'  Mr.  QIFPORD.  They  know  it  is  a  big  dose  of  medicine 
to  take,  but  it  is  the  policy  of  the  President  and  at  this  par- 
ticular moment  no  criticism  should  be  made  of  his  foreign 
policy.  I  am  hoping  somebody  will  want  to  know  something 
about  the  bill  and  ask  a  question.  Let  me  read  from  the 
bill: 

For  the  pvirposes  of  thla  paragraph,  the  term  "property"  shall 
Include,  without  limitation,  gold,  silver,  currency,  credits,  deposits, 
■ecurltles.  choaes  In  action,  and  any  other  form  of  property,  the 
proceeds  thereof,  and  any  right,  title,  or  Interest  therein;  the  term 
"foreign  state"  shall  Include,  without  limitation,  any  foreign  gov- 
ernment or  any  department,  district,  province,  county,  pcssesslon, 
or  other  similar  governmental  organization  or  subdivision  of  a 
foreign  government,  and  any  agency  or  lnstr\imentallty  of  any  such 
foreign  government  or  of  any  such  organization  or  subdivision. 

_^-^Then  the  bill  goes  on  to  declare  what  the  term  "person" 
chall  include. 

The  Federal  Reserve  is  to  be  protected  by  this  Govern- 
ment against  any  passible  action  of  recovery  by  a  friendly 
power.  Is  the  German  Embassy  still  established  in  Wash- 
ington? Are  they  still  able  to  come  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment to  demand  their  rights?  If  they  are,  and  when  they 
demand  them,  and  we  say,  "We  cannot  give  you  your  rights 
because  we  do  not  recognize  that  3rou  have  the  rights  yet," 
then  I  think  you  are  taking  simply  another  step,  that  is  all. 

Is  there  no  one  here  who  cares  to  msJce  an  observation? 

Mr.  BENDER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Yes;  but  I  wish  Members  on  this  side 
would  a5k  questions. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Does  not  the  gentleman  believe  this  is  in 
keeping  with  our  good-neighbor  policy? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  In  keeping  with  our  good-neighbor 
policy? 

Mr.  BENDER.    It  is  a  very  good-neighbor  policy. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  I  read  the  other  day  that  our  Secretary 
of  State,  highly  esteemed  by  me  and  everybody  else,  was 
wandering  around  in  a  dazed,  stunned  condition.  A  good- 
neighbor  policy  toward  Germany?  What  we  have  heard  in 
high  places  the  last  2  years,  the  accumulation  of  it  all,  is 
ruinous  to  any  good-neighbor  policy.  Oh,  this  is  something 
short  of  war.  that  is  all. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Is  this  bill  set  up  to  protect  the  funds 
not  only  of  foreign  states  but  of  foreign  international  bank- 
ers as  well? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.     Yea. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  In  other  words,  docs  It  place  the  United 
States  in  the  position  of  acting  as  a  protective  depository  for 
all  of  the  funds  of  all  of  the  international  bankers  who  are 
now  being  warred  upon? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Outside  of  Germany.  But  any  person  or 
partnership  may  take  the  jewelry  and  turn  it  into  money. 
They  will  take  anything. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  that  any  per- 
son now  residing  in  a  foreign  coimtry  can  deposit  his  jewelry 
with  the  Federal  Reserve  banks? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Certainly,  and  turn  it  into  cash  or  leave 
it  there. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  That  makes  the  United  States  respon- 
sible for  the  protection  of  their  property  that  is  in  the  United 
States  against  the  foreign  government  that  may  have  at- 
tacked them? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Absolutely,  and  we  will  hold  it  just  so 
long  as  the  President's  edict  continues,  "we  will  not  recognize 
Germany's  right  to  anything  belonging  to  any  nation  she  has 
taken  by  force." 

I  am  sorry  that  you  do  not  want  to  hear  about  this,  but 
perhaps  the  Chairman  will  gloss  it  over. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  [Mr.  CsAwroRo].  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  cannot  very  well  over- 
look the  fact  that  civilization  as  it  operates  today  makes  use 


of  banking  facilities.  We  also  have  to  bear  In  mind  that  for 
some  25  or  more  years  we  have  had  our  banking  facilities 
definitely  tied  into  the  Federal  Reserve  System.  We  must 
also  recognize  that  in  this  day  and  age  we  permit  our  banks 
to  accept  deposits  of  governments  and  central  banks  of  other 
governments,  and  in  recent  years  we  have  received  billions 
of  dollars  of  deposits  in  the  form  of  what  might  be  termed 
"hot  money."  At  the  same  time,  the  stock  of  our  Federal 
Reserve  banks  Is  owned  by  the  member  banks.  The  stock 
of  the  member  banks  in  turn  is  held  by  individual  citizens 
of  the  United  States. 

As  I  comprehend  this  bill,  it  is  to  be  enacted  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  structure  of  the  12  Federal  Reserve  banks  and 
their  25  branches  and  our  whole  bcmking  system.  If  we  do 
not  want  to  protect  that  banking  system  as  such,  it  Is  about 
time  we  divorced  our  other  banking  structure,  that  is.  the 
State  banks  that  are  members  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys- 
tem and  the  national  banks  that  are  members  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  so  that  they  do  not  dovetail  into  the  Federal 
Reserve  System.  Of  course,  the  Congress  has  no  idea  of 
taking  such  a  step  at  this  time.  Therefore,  it  becomes  nec- 
essary for  us  to  protect  the  structure  of  the  12  Federal 
Reserve  banks  and,  as  I  comprehend  this  proposal,  that  is 
exactly  what  it  does  insofar  as  foreign  deposits  in  those 
banks  are  concerned. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.     How  does  it  do  that? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  central  banks  of  other  govern- 
ments as  well  as  the  govenmients  themselves  carry  deposits 
with  our  Federal  Reserve  banks,  at  least  some  of  them.  This 
bill  prohibits  our  Federal  Reserve  banks  from  getting  Into 
lawsuits  which  might  cause  judgment  to  be  granted  against 
them  by  courts  on  accotmt  of  deliveries  of  those  deposits 
they  might  make  to  belligerents,  conquered  territories,  and 
so  forth.  Unless  we  do  something  of  this  kind,  it  seems  to 
me  there  is  a  possibility  that  foreign  governments  may  bring 
suit  against  our  Federal  Reserve  banks,  and  get  judgment, 
and  thereby  set  in  operation  forces  that  will  rim  contrary  to 
all  of  the  member  banks  which  have  their  reserves  deposited 
with  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  and  all  of  our  citizens  who 
have  their  fimds  deposited  in  the  member  banks  which  go 
to  make  up  the  Federal  Reserve  Banking  Sjrstem. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Speaker,  wUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  How  did  we  get  into  a  position  where  a 
foreign  government,  by  placing  Its  funds  on  deposit  with  us. 
could,  in  turn,  ruin  all  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  in  the 
United  States? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  As  an  illustration,  suppose  Germany 
forces  Prance  to  consent  to  an  absolute  surrender  of  the 
deposits  of  the  French  Government  or  the  Central  Bank 
of  France,  now  held  by  our  Federal  Reserve  System,  and  sup- 
pose Germany  makes  some  Low  Country  or  some  other  coun- 
try over  there  surrender  title  to  their  deposits  over  here  under 
duress;  and  then  suppose  Germany  demands  that  these  de- 
posits be  turned  over  by  oiu:  Federal  Reserve  bank  to  the 
German  representatives;  and  suppose  our  banks  refuse  to  do 
so  and  say.  "No;  we  will  not  act  until  the  courts  say  what  the 
situation  shall  be."  Immediately  your  Federal  Reserve  banks 
become  involved  in  litigaUon.  Now.  suppose  the  banks,  in- 
stead of  saying  we  will  wait  until  the  courts  act.  make  a  de- 
livery of  the  funds  and  later  on  some  other  suit  is  brought 
for  payment  to  a  third  party?  In  other  words.  I  feel,  in 
spite  of  all  the  legal  technicalities  that  may  be  wrapped 
around  this  thing,  that,  after  all,  we  live  in  a  practical  world; 
and.  after  all.  we  are  going  to  need  bank  faciliUes  with  which 
to  do  business  even  on  a  barter  ha<d<; 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan 5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  We  are  going  to  do  business  through 
banks  if  this  civilization  continues.  Therefore.  If  the  Con- 
gress is  going  to  say  what  banks  may  or  may  not  do.  Congress 
might  just  as  well  make  up  its  mind  to  assume  some  responsi- 
bilities in  connecUon  with  banking  in  the  years  to  come  par- 
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ticularly  the  immediate  years  now  ahead  of  us.  I  think  we 
are.  perhaps,  just  starting  into  the  woods  and  not  getting  out 
of  them  at  all. 

If  that  has  not  answered  the  gentleman's  question,  let  me 
put  it  this  way:  So  long  as  we  permit  our  banking  system  to 
accept  the  deposits  of  foreign  governments  and  other  banking 
systems,  we  may  or  may  not  be  faced  with  problems  such  as 
are  involved  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  In  other  words,  if  these  deposits  had  been 
accepted  by  some  international  bank  like  J.  P.  Morgan  k  Co. 
instead  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  then  our  Federal 
Reserve  System  would  not  be  liable  in  the  event  Germany 
would  make  this  demand  for  French  deposits  that  are  now 
here. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  No;  they  certainly  would  not.  T^e 
Federal  Reserve  bank  is  not  liable  for  something  it  has  no 
connection  with  whatsoever. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Do  I  gather  from  the  gentleman's  state- 
ment that  on  account  of  the  fact  that  the  Federal  Reserve 
bank  has  foreign  government  deposits,  that  that  makes  us 
liable  for  the  protection  of  those  deposits  in  case  that  foreign 
government  goes  down? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  If  our  Federal  Reserve  banks  accept 
these  dollar  deposits  or  deposits  of  gold  bullion,  there  is  a 
contractual  relationship  between  the  banks  and  the  depositors. 
TTiere  is  no  getting  away  from  that.  I  do  not  think  this 
Congress  is  going  to  extend  its  neck  by  saying  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  banks,  the  fiscal  agents  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, that  they  must  not  accept  deposits  of  foreign  countries 
or,  say.  of  central  banks. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Do  they  not  accept  these  deposits  without 
liability  in  the  first  instance? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  You  cannot  accept  deposits  without 
liability,  because  the  laws  and  ibe  courts  and  the  precedents 
all  show  that  there  is  a  contractual  legal  debt  and,  certainly, 
the  gentleman  does  not  mean  that. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  So  we  have  gold  down  here  at  Fort  Knox, 
Ky..  with  our  soldiers  standing  guard  over  it  day  and  night  for 
and  on  behalf  of  the  French  Government? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     No;  the  earmarked  gold  does  not  enter 
into  your  monetary  system  and  therefore  it  does  not  go  into 
your  gold  reserve  deposits  at  Fort  Knox,  Ky. 
Mr.  HINSHAW.    Where  does  it  go? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  But  if  a  central  bank  of  Europe  wishes 
to  deposit  earmarked  gold  with  our  Federal  Reserve  Bank  at 
New  York,  the  Federal  Reserve  will  accept  the  deposit,  not  a 
book  traivsaction  insofar  as  monetary  transactions  are  con- 
cerned, but.  of  course,  there  is  an  account  kept  of  the  ear- 
marked deposits  made. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Is  that  concerned  in  this  bill— the  ear- 
marked gold? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    It  certainly  is. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  If  they  demand  that  earmarked  gold  of 
the  French  Government  from  us  and  the  French  Govern- 
ment in  their  treaty  of  peace  or  by  a  declaration  agrees  to 
transfer  that  gold,  then  can  our  State  Department  still  pre- 
vent that  transfer  imder  this  act? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  You  are  putting  a  lot  of  power  here  In 
the  State  Department,  there  is  no  question  about  that,  and 
some  may  argue  that  therefore  the  State  Department  may 
get  you  into  trouble  with  foreign  governments.  But  the 
State  Department,  together  with  the  President,  very  largely 
passes  on  all  the  other  foreign  relations,  so  I  am  not  going 
to  get  scared  about  that  and  rtm  down  a  back  alley,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned.  In  other  words,  you  are  going  to  assume 
responsibility  from  here  on,  and  plenty  of  its  and  qiUte  a 
bit  by  this  preposition  right  here,  and  if  you  let  the  hot 
money  come  into  this  country,  you  are  going  to  assume 
responsibilities  in  connection  with  that  hot  money  as  it 
relates  to  short-term  and  long-term  investment. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  As  I  understand  this,  the  certifica- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State  wiU  exonerate  the  Federal 


Reserve  System  if  they  refuse  to  make  a  transfer,  and  will 
exempt  them  from  any  possible  law  siUts. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  think  if  we  pass  this  bill  the  Federal 
Reserve  banks  will  not  have  to  make  refusal.  They  will 
simply  act  when  the  Secretary  of  State  certifies  to  whom 
the  payment  shall  be  made. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Is  the  converse  of  that  true,  that  if 
the  Secretary  of  State  orders  a  transfer,  that  no  one  can 
bring  suit  or  test  that  transfer  in  law? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  This  language  is  very  clear  on  that  In 
my  opinion.  See  lines  22.  23.  24.  and  25  on  page  2,  and 
lines  1  to  3  on  page  3. 

Mr.  VORYS   of  Ohio.    Line   18.   page   2,   the   following 

language  is  found: 

And  so  long  as  the  Secretary  of  State  recognizes  and  accepts  the 
authority  so  certified  to  him.  shall  be  conclusively  presumed  to 
be  lawful,  and  shall  constitute  a  complete  discharge  and  release 
of  any  liability  for  or  with  respect  to  such  property. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     Yes. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Does  the  language  preceding  that 
mean  that  not  only  is  a  refusal  to  transfer  protected,  but 
that  a  transfer  is  protected,  in  that  if  the  Secretary  of  State 
recognizes  A  as  the  proper  government,  and  A  makes  a 
transfer,  that  B  can  in  no  wise  come  in  and  contend  he  has 
the  proper  and  legal  right  to  contest  that? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  think  the  language  is  clear  on  page 
3,  line  3: 

No  court  shall,  at  the  Instigation  of  any  third  party,  by  attach- 
ment. Injunction,  or  other  similar  proceeding,  in  any  way,  directly 
or  indirectly,  restrain  or  prevent  a  Federal  Reserve  bank  from 
making  any  pajrment.  transfer,  delivery,  or  other  disposal  of  prop- 
erty herein  referred  to. 

In  other  words.  I  understand  this  bill  protects  the  Federal 
Reserve  Banking  System  going  and  coming,  and  if  it  does 
not,  then,  personally,  I  think  proper  legislation  should  be 
enacted. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentleman  3  minutes 
more. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  want  to  make  one  other 
additional  observation,  if  I  may.  Personally  I  have  advocated 
that  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  and  the 
Treasury  Department,  and  these  other  Government  agencies 
which  have  jurisdiction  over  such  matters,  get  control  of  this 
loot  which  the  aggressor  in  Europe  is  picking  up  from  these 
countries  from  time  to  time,  and  I  think  this  bill  moves  in 
the  dlrertion  which  I  have  been  asking,  and  I  congratulate 
the  Treasury  Department  and  the  Federal  Reserve  officials 
for  bringing  In  this  legislation.  There  is  one  other  point  I 
want  to  mention,  and  may  I  have  permission  to  extend  in  my 
remarks  at  this  point  a  statement  in  reference  to  the  silver 
loot  which  Germany  has  taken  up  in  connection  with  some 
of  the  countries  that  have  been  overrun? 

Tlie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  ol}jection. 

(From  the  New  York  Times  of  June  21,  1040] 

MORCKNTHAU  TO  SOrT  BXTMOS  OF  SALE  BT  NAZIS  OF  SILVSR  mOM  INVA- 
SIONS—SBCaXT  AST  ACTS  ON  REPORTS  LOOT  IS  REACHING  TRZASUBT 
THROUGH  MEXICO — RBCEIFTB   HZLD  USEItn.  IN  PBOFACAMDA  HBU 

Washinoton.  Jvme  20. — Secretary  Morgenthau  will  look  into  re- 
ports that  Nazi  Invaders  are  selling  looted  silver  to  the  United  States 
by  way  of  Mexico,  he  told  his  press  conference  today. 

The  Treasury  is  paying  35  cents  an  ounce  for  foreign  silver  under 
a  policy  of  buying  all  that  is  offered  by  foreign  sellers. 

The  Secretary  confirmed  today,  however,  that  he  had  the  power  to 
prohibit  purchase  of  foreign  silver  or  limit  it  in  any  way  which  is 
found  to  be  in  the  public  interest. 

Senator  Townsend's  bill  to  stop  foreign  silver  buying  has  been 
passed  by  the  Senate  and  is  now  before  the  House.  An  attempt  to 
attach  the  Townsend  measure  as  a  rider  to  the  defense  tax  biU  was 
defeated  In  the  Senate. 

A  check  of  Treasury  records  shows  that  the  countries  thus  far 
Invaded  by  Germany  had  at  least  100,000,000  ounces  of  sUver  coins, 
many  of  which  would  be  hoarded  or  carried  away  by  refugees.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  was  believed  a  considerable  amount  might  be  In 
local  banks,  shops,  and  homes,  easily  avaUable  to  the  Nazis. 

In  addition  to  the  silver  coins  which  might  be  available,  there 
would  be  a  considerable  amotint  of  sUver  In  the  form  of  houaebfOld 
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utensils.  Jewelry,  and  other  ornamentation  wblch  could  easily  be 
melted  down  for  foreign  sale. 

Reports  reaching  here  from  Mexico  Indicate  that  it  was  part  of  the 
Nazi  war  plan  to  "cash  In"  on  silver  looted  during  Invaslor^s  by  sell- 
ing It  to  the  United  States  Treasury  by  way  of  Mexico,  whlcb  is 
normally  a  heavy  seller  of  sliver  to  this  country.  -« 

Assxunlng  that  the  Nazis  obtained  100.000.000  ounces  of  silver  in 
their  conquests  and  could  sell  It  to  the  Treasury  at  tlie  current  price, 
$35,000,000  would  be  added  to  the  Nazi  war  chest.  Opinion  here  Is 
that  the  siun  would  be  used  for  propaganda  or  trade  purposes  In  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  since  the  proceeds  would  be  available  to  Nazi 
agents  in  the  form  of  dollar  credits. 

In  addition  to  the  silver  the  Germans  may  have  looted.  Germany 
'  It&elf  has  a  small  amount  of  silver  bullion,  and  the  Italian  Oovem- 
ment  recently  called  in  its  silver  coinage,  amo\uitlng  probably  to 
more  than  10,000,000  ounces. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Here  is  a  case  where  something  like 
100,000,000  ounces  of  silver  are  involved.  Germany  can  move 
that  silver  through  Mexico  and  sell  it  to  the  United  States  at 
35  cents  an  ounce  and  pick  up  $35,000,000  as  a  result  of  dis- 
posing of  the  loot.  Also  there  is  $3,000,000,000  of  credits 
running  in  favor  of  Prance  and  other  defeated  European 
countries.  Personally  I  do  not  want  that  kind  of  silver  oper- 
ation to  be  carried  on  and  used  as  a  "blitzkrieg"  against  our 
people,  and  in  charge  of  some  very  capable  man  like  Mr. 
Schacht,  because  they  can  raise  the  very  devil  with  our  people 
as  when  and  if  the  opportunity  is  given,  and  this  bill  is  one 
way  of  our  getting  control  of  that  situation. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Yes:  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The  gentleman  knows  that 
our  country  has  approximately  $14,000,000,000  of  gold  due  it 
from  many  of  these  countries  now  being  overrun.  Does  not 
the  gentleman  feel  that  before  any  of  these  fimds  are  turned 
over  to  their  conqueror  we  should  attach  the  funds  to  apply 
on  obligations  due  the  United  States  rather  than  turn  the 
Ximds  over? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  would  like  very  much  to  have  the 
privilege  of  voting  for  such  a  bill,  because  why  should  an 
t)b:igation  of  France  to  Germany  be  more  sacred  or  important 
than  an  obligation  of  France  to  the  United  States,  and  if  we 
are  the  holder  of  a  billion  dollars  in  gold  and  a  billion  or  two 
dollars  in  credit,  why  have  we  to  recognize  the  claim  of 
Germany  as  against  our  claim  against  France? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  While  the  bill  was  In  the  com- 
mittee I  suggested  we  should  have  an  amendment  to  that 
section  of  the  bill  in  order  to  make  it  clear  that  we  intended 
to  hold  that  money  untU  the  debts  were  paid  in  case  there  was 
a  balance,  but  Mr.  Eccles.  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank, 
seemed  to  feel  there  was  not  time  to  draw  such  an  amendment 
and  consult  the  State  Department. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
irom  Michigan  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  additional  minutes  to 
the  gentleman,  and  hope  that  he  will  be  kind  enough  to  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Stktan]. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  yield  first  to  the  genUeman  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  We  have  $1,200,000,000  due 
us  from  Germany.  Does  the  gentleman  know  of  any  reason 
why  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  could  not  begin  attach- 
ment proceedings  In  any  Federal  court  in  this  country  and 
attach  the  credits  due  those  belligerent  nations  which  now 
owe  us  money? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  am  not  qualified  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion, but  I  can  express  my  opinion  about  it;  that  is,  I  hope 
we  do  not  give  up  two  or  three  billion  dollars  worth  of  gold 
when  we  have  a  chance  to  make  some  collections  for  our  own 
pocketbook. 

Mr.  STEFAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  wish  the  gentleman  had  more  time  to 
discuss  the  question  of  "hot"  money.  There  is  no  security 
anywhere  in  EXirope  at  this  time  for  those  who  have  deposited 
their  money  for  safety — who  have  gone  from  Qermemy. 
France,  and  everjrwhere  else.  They  have  deposited  it  In 
Switzerland.    Switzerland  is  shaky.    Considerable  amounts 


of  this  money  are  coming  here  and.  as  the  gentleman  has 
said,  a  lot  of  silver  and  gold  has  come  here  through  the  beck 
door.  The  other  day  we  voted  $1,608,000  for  the  transpor- 
tation of  $8,000,000,000  worth  of  gold  from  New  York  to 
Fort  Knox,  making  a  total  of  $19,000,000,000  at  Fort  Knox. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Oh,  no;  the  gentleman  is  mistaken 
about  that.  They  have  probably  $7,000,000,000  worth  of  gold 
at  Fort  Knox.  The  balance  is  stored  around  in  subtreasuries 
and  elsewhere. 

Mi.  STEFAN.    What  is  the  balance? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  About  nineteen  and  one-half  billion 
dollars  altogether. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  TO  whom  does  that  other  $9,000,000,000 
belong  that  is  not  deposited  at  Fort  Knox?  As  I  understand 
\t,  none  of  the  gold  owned  by  foreign  governments,  indi- 
viduals, and  corporations  is  at  Fort  Knox  at  this  time. 
Where  is  it  located? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  earmarked  gold  does  not  enter  into 
the  Treasiiry  accoimt  and  does  not  enter  into  the  monetary 
and  banking  system. 

tHere  the  gavel  fell.) 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  the  gentleman  1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  The  other  $9,000,000,000  worth  of  gold  be- 
longing to  foreign  governments,  do  we  have  a  record  of  that 
and  to  whom  it  belongs? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  No;  I  do  not  understand  that  the  for- 
eign governments  have  $9,000,000,000  deposited  in  this  coun- 
try. The  Treasury  statement  shows  approximately  nineteen 
and  one-half  or  nineteen  and  three-quarters  billion  dollars 
in  the  hands  of  the  Treasury.  The  Federal  Reserve  banks 
hold  almost  seventeen  and  one-half  billion  dollars'  worth  of 
certificates  against  the  Treasury  gold. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Of  coiu-se,  the  gentleman  understands  that 
Federal  Reserve  banlcs  are  not  Government  banks  as  we  luiow 
them. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  That  is  true;  but  they  hold  certificates, 
which  are  warehouse  receipts,  you  might  call  them,  or  claims 
against  the  gold.  If  you  take  those  certificates  out  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  banks  you  have  to  substitute  something  In 
their  place  to  offset  the  liabilities  with  the  Federal  Reserve 
banks.  So  you  cannot  do  any  monkey  business  in  that 
respect. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Has  your  committee  made  any  suggestion 
to  the  Treasvu-y  Department  whereby  we  can  in  some  way 
secure  information  or  secure  in  a  material  way  some  of  this 
gold  which  is  owned  by  governments,  which  perhaps  may  not 
be  governments  tomorrow  and  which  owe  us  money? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  We  are  securing  it  by  issuing  dollar 
credits  against  it  at  the  rate  of  two  or  three  hundred  million 
dollars  a  week.  So.  apparently,  we  will  get  about  all  of  It 
that  we  want. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    WiU  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     I  yield  to  the  genUeman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  This  biU  not  only  refers  to  naUons 
at  war  and  this  loot  the  gentleman  is  talking  about,  but  to 
any  naUon  where  the  laws,  orders,  or  regulations  of  the 
United  States  impose  controls  or  restrictions  of  any  kind  on 
the  exporting  or  dealing  in  property  in  the  United  States. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  KdizerI  such  time  as  he  may  desire. 

Mr.  KINZER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  extend  my  remarks 
which  I  made  this  afternoon  with  reference  to  the  death  of 
Maj.  Gen.  Smedley  BuUer. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  obJecUon,  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

"Hiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  balance  of  my  time  to 
the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois  [Bliss  SujiNKt]. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  somebody 
should  tell  the  House  that  this  bill  has  not  had  any  hearings; 
that  it  was  reported  out  without  our  knowing  very  much 
about  it;  and  that  under  this  bill  when  countries  are  con- 
quered we  will  be  in  the  position  of  having  to  protect  their 
property.  There  is  great  temptation  under  this  bill,  therefore. 
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for  countries  which  fear  aggression  or  are  in  the  throes  of 
battle  with  an  aggressor,  to  send  their  property  and  their 
gold  here  in  order  that  we  shall  protect  it.  The  head  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  told  us  it  was  very  necessary  that  this 
bill  go  through  quickly,  but  I  do  not  mind  saying  it  worries  me 
to  think  of  what  might  happen  when  frightened  countries 
start  shipping  their  property  here.  Congress  is  recessing 
quickly,  yet  some  of  us  protested  very  loudly  todeed.  yesterday, 
at  the  bill  coming  out  of  committee. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    WUl  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Why  is  there  emergency  need  for 
covering  the  property  of  nations  that  are  not  at  war  at  all? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Dlinois.  Mr.  Eccles  came  to  me  after  the 
committee  meeting  and  said  that  the  position  I  have  just 
mentioned  was  right,  and  also  that  it  was  right  for  us  to  have 
the  chance  to  hold  foreign  property  in  payment  of  war  debts; 
yet  he  said  this  bill  is  necessary  immediately  on  account  of 
South  American  withdrawals.     That  is  all  I  know  in  that 

respect.  ^  ,j. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  We  shall  expect  someone  to  assure  us  that 
this  is  only  to  protect  the  Federal  Reserve  against  attachment 
and  trouble. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.     That  Is  right. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  The  bill,  if  you  read  it  carefully,  means, 
dees  it  not,  "Germany,  if  you  want  this  money  we  have  held 
intact  for  other  people,  come  and  get  it"? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  have  found  that  often  when 
these  administration  bills  come  over,  such  as  the  spend-lend 
bill  and  the  housing  bill,  they  look  small  and  concise  and 
harmless,  but  after  6  weeks  or  so  of  investigation  you  find  out 
that  you  have  opened  up  a  well  without  a  bottom. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 

question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  weis  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  address  I  delivered  this  morning  may  be  printed  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  obJect:on.  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

FEDERAL  LAND-BANK  AND  COMMISSIONER  LOANS 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  8450)  to 
extend  for  5  additional  years  the  reduced  rates  of  interest  on 
Federal  land-bank  and  land-bank  commissioner  loans,  with 
Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  8.  strike  out  "1945"  and  Insert  "1942.- 

Page  2.  line  14.  alter  "section".  Insert  "shall  not  exceed  4  percent 

per  annum  for  all  Interest  payable  on  installment  dates  occurring 

on  or  after  July  22,  1937,  and  prior  to  Jxily  1,  1940,  and." 
Page  2   line  17,  strike  out  "22.  1937"  and  Insert  "1.  1940." 
Page  2.  line  17,  strike  out  "1946"  and  insert  "1942." 
Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  to  extend  for  2  additional 

years  the  reduced  rates  of  interest  on  Federal  land  bank  and  Land 

Bank  Commissioner  loans." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  win 
the  gentleman  explain  the  changes? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  The  only  change  in  this  measure  is 
the  length  of  time  the  bill  is  operative.  As  the  House  passed 
the  bill  it  provided  3 '/a  percent  interest  on  land-bank  and 
commissioner  loans  on  farm  mortgages  for  a  5-year  period. 
The  Senate  limited  it  to  a  2 -year  period.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  old  rate  goes  back  to  July  1,  after  consulting  with 
memljers  of  the  committee  we  have  thought  it  better  to  accept 
the  limitation,  as  it  makes  no  sulxstantial  change  in  the  bilL 

Mr,  HOPE.  I  win  say  to  the  gentleman  that  while  I  would 
personally  prefer  to  see  the  House  provision  retained.  I  agree 


with  the  gentleman  that  It  Is  of  sufficient  Importance  to  ac- 
cept the  Senate  change  and  pass  the  bill  at  this  time.  I  feel 
that  the  House  is  justified  in  concurring  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  PACE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentieman  yield? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PACE.  Does  the  Senate  amendment  change  the  in- 
terest rate  on  commissioner  loans,  or  does  that  remain  at  3V^ 
percent? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  The  Senate  did  make  a  corrective 
change  in  that  they  permitted  the  4-percent  rate  on  com- 
missioner's loans  to  continue  until  July  1  of  this  year,  the  end 
of  the  interest  period. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Tlie  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

AMENDING  THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  ACT 

Mr.  STEAGALJj.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
resolve  Itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10127)  to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  biU  (H.  R.  10127)  to  amend  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act.  with  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Cos- 
TELLo]  in  the  chair. 
The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  was 
dispensed  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  "Hie  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Steacall]  is  recognized  for  30  minutes.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  (Mr.  WolcottI  is  recognized  for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  resolution  is  simply 
intended  to  protect  instrumentalities  of  our  Government 
against  the  possibility  of  multitudmous  suits  and  unneces- 
sary litigation.  It  so  happens  that  quite  recently  a  ques- 
tion confronted  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  respecting  a 
deposit  made  by  a  foreign  government  to  be  paid  out 
to  another  government.  The  matter  became  involved  in 
a  controversy  between  the  latter  government  and  a  bank- 
ing institution.  The  Federal  Reserve  banks  were  then 
confronted  with  a  problem  such  as  this  bill  is  designed 
to  remedy.  The  Federal  Reserve  banks  met  that  situa- 
tion by  pursuing  their  own  judgment  and  the  advice  of 
its  lawyers  after  consultation  with  other  departments  of 
the  Government.  They  did  so,  however,  at  the  risk  of 
possible  subsequent  litigation. 

The  Federal  Reserve  banks,  being  instrumentalities  of 
the  Government,  cannot  sue  or  be  sued  without  specific 
authority  of  law.  The  existing  law  confers  that  authority. 
What  this  bill  undertakes  to  accomplish  is  to  do  away  with 
the  right  to  sue  a  Federal  Reserve  bank  on  the  claim  of 
a  foreign  government  or  the  central  bank  or  other  agency 
of  a  foreign  government  in  cases  where  the  banks  have 
discharged  their  liability  by  meeting  the  requirements  out- 
lined in  this  measure.  These  requirements  are  first  that 
the  Federal  Reserve  banks  observe  the  licensing  provisions 
Of  existing  law  respecting  the  payment  of  deposits  or  the 
delivery  of  properties  to  other  governments  or  to  the  cen- 
tral banks  of  other  governments.  And  second,  by  mak- 
ing payment  to  someone  designated  by  the  duly  accepted 
representative  of  the  foreign  government. 

•nils  measure  would  authorize  a  Federal  Reserve  bank, 
when  presented  with  a  claim  of  another  government  or 
the  central  bank  of  another  government,  to  avail  itself  of 
the  protection  provided  by  consulting  the  State  Department, 
ascertaining  the  authority  of  the  accredited  representative 
of  the  foreign  government,  and  acting  upon  the  authority 
of  that  representative  in  determining  to  whom  a  claim  for 
deposit  should  be  paid.     The  provisions  apply  In  case  of 
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A  foreign  state  engaged  in  war  or  in  which  insurrection 
exists. 

Mr.  HARE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  In  Just  a  moment.  That  is  all  this  bill 
undertakes  to  do.  The  world  is  in  confusion.  A  nimiber  of 
governments  or  nations  have  been  ovemm.  but  there  has  been 
no  final  adjustment  of  their  status,  and  as  we  see  from  the 
press,  there  will  not  be  until  the  end  of  the  war.  when  each 
and  every  government  involved  will  have  its  status  determined 
in  a  final  settlement.  Pending  that,  many  of  these  govern- 
ments have  incurred  obligations  in  the  United  States  in 
carrying  on  their  activities.  They  have  representaticm  that 
necessitates  expenditures  for  various  purposes  in  this  country. 
They  have  made  purchases  of  products  in  this  country  that 
have  not  been  paid  for.  and,  of  course,  some  of  these  govern- 
ments are  indebted  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

There  are  questions  arising  daily  that  must  be  determined 
by  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  with  respect  to  meeting  the 

obligations  created  by  deposits  with  our  Federal  Reserve  banks 
and  property  held  by  them.  It  would  be  an  imfortunate  thing 
If  there  should  be  litigation  Involving  enormous  amounts,  and 
that  is  highly  possible,  because  there  are  enormous  amounts 
of  deposits  held  by  the  Federal  Reserve  hanks,  either  ear- 
marked or  otherwise.  It  is  not  inconceivable  that  suits  might 
be  brought  for  stupendous  amounts.  This  would  be  very 
unfortunate  and  disturbing.  Something  should  be  done  to 
enable  the  bank^  to  discharge  their  liability  and  to  be  able  to 
do  so  with  cerUinty  that  their  rights  will  be  protected.  That 
Is  all  this  bill  undertakes  to  do. 

No  one  need  fear  that  these  deposits  will  be  returned  imtll 
the  accredited  representative  of  the  Government  involved 
certifies  to  the  Federal  Reserve  banks,  with  the  approval  of 
the  State  Department,  upon  the  authority  of  the  representa- 
tive of  the  foreign  government,  the  proper  person  to  whom 
these  obligations  shaU  be  paid.  It  Is  only  desired  to  bring 
about  a  simplification  of  the  methods  by  which  oux  Federal 
Reserve  banks  may  discharge  their  responsibility  and  that 
they  may  do  so  from  this  date  on  without  waiting  for  adjust- 
ments of  world  complications  and  difficulties.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  HARE.  Did  I  understand  the  gentleman  to  say  that 
under  the  existing  law  a  foreign  nation  would  be  able  to  sue 
the  Federal  Reserve  bank.  Just  as  it  would  be  able  to  sue  the 
Government? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  these 
deposits  are.  in  fact,  carried  in  the  name  of  the  central  banks 
of  these  foreign  governments  and,  of  course,  they  would  have 
a  right  to  proceed  in  the  courts  and  enforce  their  claims 
against  the  Federal  Reserve  banks. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly,  the  Committee  rose:  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
CoerxLLO]  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that  committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bin  (H.  R.  10127)  to 
amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act.  and  for  other  purposes,  had 
come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 

DCnCIEflCY  APPROPRIATIOW  BlIX l»4t 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bin 
(H.  R.  10104>  making  appropriations  to  supply  deficiencies 
In  certain  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1940,  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  supplemental  appro- 
priations for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30.  1940.  and  June 
30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments  and  agree  to 
the  conference  requested  by  the  Senate  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  conferees;  also  that  the  managers  on  the  part  of 
the  House  may  have  authority  to  agree  to  Senate  amend- 
ments with  or  without  amendments  notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  clause  2,  rule  XX. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  WoooRxncl? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  Speaker  appointed  the  following  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  House:  Messrs.  Tatlor.  Woodrttm  of  Virginia, 
Cannon  of  Missovul,  Lot)low.  Snyder,  CNeal.  Johnson  of 
West  Virginia,  Tabih,  Wigclxsworth,  Lambxrtson,  and 
Dill  lit. 

AMENDMENT   TO   FEDERAL   RESERVE   ACT 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  10127)  to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  and  for 
other  ptirposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the 
further  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10127)  with  the 
gentleman  from  California   [Mr.  CostelloI  in  the  chair. 

■nie  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HARE.  Then,  as  I  understand,  the  purpose  of  this  bill 
is  to  give  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  the  right  to  oppose  suits 
by  foreign  governments  as  it  has  the  right  to  oppose  suits  by 
individuals  in  this  country  without  authority  of  law  from  this 

Congress? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  do  not  know  that  I  catch  the  gentle- 
man's question.  As  I  said  a  moment  ago.  the  deposits  at  this 
time  are  carried  in  the  name  of  the  central  banks  of  other 
countries.  Of  coiu'se.  the  central  banks  of  other  countries 
would  have  a  perfect  right  to  sue  the  Federal  Reserve  banks 
in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HARE.    Under  existing  law? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  HARE.  But.  under  the  proposed  law.  they  would  not 
have  the  right  to  come  in  and  bring  suit  without  other  author- 
ity of  law  or  without  the  action  contemplated  by  this  act. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  This  measure  does  not  attempt  to  fore- 
close any  right  to  apply  to  the  courts  for  remedy  in  enforcing 
these  claims  against  Federal  Reserve  banks  except  in  cases 
where  the  property  is  claimed  by  a  foreign  government  or  itM 
agencies  or  Instrumentalities. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  The  gentleman  has  legislation  here 
dealing  with  earmarked  gold  received  from  foreign  sourcea. 
Do  I  understand  that  gold  is  used  in  connection  with  our 
monetary  system? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    No. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  I  imderstand  what  earmarking 
means.  But  who  pays  the  bills?  First,  where  is  this  gold 
stored? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    It  U  stored  in  the  Federal  Reserve  banks. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  It  is  my  understanding  that  as  fast 
as  gold  is  imported  Into  the  United  States  It  is  purchased  by 
the  Federal  Government  and  stored  at  the  expense  of  the 
Federal  Government.  Is  this  gold  stored  at  the  cost  of  the 
Government  or  the  bank? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  am  not  able  to  tell  the  gentleman  the 
details  of  the  transaction  in  handling  earmarked  gold.  I 
assume  that  there  are  some  charges  covering  the  movement 
by  the  Federal  Reserve  banks,  but  I  have  not  inquired  into 
that.    But  such  gold  is  not  bought  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  all  gold  must 
be  owned  by  the  Government,  and  nobody  has  a  right  to  own 
gold  but  the  Federal  Government,  not  even  the  Federal  Re- 
serve System? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  No.  The  Federal  Reserve  System  does 
not  undertake  to  own  earmarked  gold.  It  is  simply  held  in 
storage  and  it  does  not  enter  into  our  gold  transactions  at  all. 
It  is  not  different  from  what  it  would  be  if  an  individual  sim- 
ply had  in  his  possession  gold  owned  by  some  individual  in 
a  foreign  country. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Is  it  the  gentleman's  understanding 
that  large  volumes  of  foreign-owned  gold  are  deposited  in 
this  country  for  safekeeping  with  the  Federal  Reserve  bank? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Yes;  I  do  not  have  the  figures,  but  we 
know,  of  course,  there  are  large  amounts  of  earmarked  gold. 
Earmarked  gold,  of  course,  is  one  of  the  thinifs  that  is  involved 
In  this  legislation,  gold  so  held  by  the  Federal  Reserve  banks. 
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Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Is  there  any  obligaUon  on  this 
gold  except  the  warehouse  receipts  or  certificates  of  deposit? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  There  is  no  necessity  for  anything  other 
than  the  obligation  of  the  Federal  Reserve  banks.  The  Fed- 
eral Reserve  banks,  of  course,  would  not  undertake  to  secure 
a  deposit  of  that  sort,  which  is  only  held  for  safekeeping  and 
cannot  be  used. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  As  a  general  proposition,  the  gold 
comes  in  here,  and  as  fast  as  it  comes  in  it  is  turned  over 
to  the  Treasury  and  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  are  paid  in 
gold  certificates? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  The  gentleman  is  speaking  about  gold 
owned.    That  is  another  matter. 

Mr.  SIMPSON.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  SIMPSON.  I  see  by  the  papers  that  France  accepts 
an  armistice.  One  does  not  know  what  the  terms  will  be,  but 
assuming  that  one  of  the  terms  by  which  Prance  gets  peace 
Is  that  France  agrees  to  transfer  to  Germany  certain  credits 
It  has  in  this  country,  will  this  bill  in  any  way  keep  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  from  paying  that  money  to  Germany  if  the 

established  Government  in  France  so  orders? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  That  would  be  determined  under  the 
provisions  of  this  bill  and  dealt  with  when  the  occasion 
arises.  That  would  depend  upon  the  representatives  of 
Prance  sent  here  and  what  cur  State  D3partmcnt  said  as  to 
the  authority. 

Mr.  SIMPSON.  In  effect,  then,  our  State  Department  is 
In  a  position  where  they  can.  if  they  see  fit.  operate  contrary 
to  the  wishes  of  the  French  Government,  who  are  trying  hard 
at  this  time  to  make  peace,  and  we  might  In  one  way  or  an- 
other, if  our  Secretary  of  State  saw  fit.  make  it  extremely 
difficult  for  a  nation  at  war  seeking  peace  to  get  the  peace 
they  desire? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    What  we  are  undertaking  to  do  here  is  to 
protect  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  of  this  country  against 
unnecessary  litigation  and  possible  suits  In  the  courts. 
Mr.  GORE.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  STEAGALL.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee, 
Mr.  GORE.    Is  not  one  of  the  purposes  of  this  act  to  give 
authority  to  handle  situations  similar  to  that  of  which  the 
gentleman  Is  speaking? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  That  is  what  the  bill  provides  as  to  that 
responsibility.    We  would  trust  our  State  Department. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 
Mr.  STEAGALL.    I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois. 
Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.    Does  the  gentleman  know  of 
any  occasion  when  any  foreign  country  ever  did  attempt  to 
sue  the  Federal  Reserve  bank? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  No;  there  has  been  no  such  occasion,  and 
it  may  never  arise,  but  we  are  undertaking  to  protect  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  banks  apainst  such  contingencies. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Would  it  not  be  true  that  since 
the  Federal  Reserve  bank  is  an  agency  of  our  Governm  ?nt  it 
could  not  be  sued  except  with  the  permission  of  the  Con- 
gress? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  No;  we  gave  specific  authority  to  the 
Federal  Reserve  batiks  to  sue  and  be  sued.  This  bill  takes 
away  the  right  to  sue  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  after  they 
have  compiled  with  the  requirements  of  this  bill. 

Mr.   CRAWFORD.    Mr.   Chairman,   will    the    gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  want  to  know  if  the  chairman  of  our 
committee  agrees  with  me.  and  I  am  sure  I  agree  with  him  If 
this  is  hU  proposition,  that  it  is  far  better  for  us  to  protect 
the  people  of  the  United  States  and  our  whole  banking  system 
through  protecting  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  in  this  man- 
ner than  it  is  to  let  the  goose  run  wild  and  have  suits  brought 
against  the  12  Federal  Reserve  banks,  which  in  turn  involves 
our  whole  banking  structure  and  all  the  deposits  of  our  people. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Absolutely.  If  it  were  not  for  the  fact 
that  the  holdings  of  the  member  banks  are  limited  in  amount 


to  6  percent  of  their  capital,  as  they  are.  It  would  be  conceiv- 
able that  a  suit  by  one  of  these  governments  against  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  banks  might  involve  such  an  amount  as  would 
endanger  the  banking  structure  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Since,  as  the  gentleman  says, 
there  has  never  been  a  suit  of  this  kind,  why  is  it  necessary  to 
bring  in  here  a  bill  of  this  importance  without  any  hearings? 
I  understand  the  bill  was  reported  out  by  the  committee  with- 
out any  hearings. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  We  had  before  the  committee  repre- 
sentatives of  the  different  departments  interested  in  this  pro- 
posed legislation,  and  this  measiu-e  is  recommended  by  the 
Treasury,  by  the  Gtovernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board, 
by  the  Budget  Bureau,  and  by  the  State  Department.  I  have 
the  letters  here  if  the  gentleman  would  care  to  see  them.  I 
did  not  care  to  take  up  time  unnecessarily  by  reading  the 
letters.  We  did  not  have  time  to  redUce  the  hearings  to 
writing  and  print  them  for  the  benefit  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  The  gentleman  says  the  committee 
did  not  have  time.  What  is  the  reason  the  committee  did 
not  have  time? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Because  this  matter  was  presented  to 
us  a  day  or  two  ago  and  these  are  emergency  conditions  and 
developments  that  no  man  could  foresee.  There  are  condi- 
tions ahead  of  us  that  possibly  no  one  can  foresee.  We  are 
attempting  to  anticipate  our  difficulties  as  far  as  we  can  and 
protect  the  banking  structure  of  the  United  States  In  the 
right  to  discharge  their  obligation  by  acting  upon  the  author- 
ity of  the  Government  interested  in  the  deposits  that  are 
left  here.  We  do  not  know  of  any  better  method  by  which 
to  protect  our  banks. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  That  is  the  real  purpose  of 
the  bill? 
Mr.  STEAGALL.  Certainly;  that  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill. 
Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  And  If  the  Polish  Govern- 
ment makes  a  treaty  of  peace  with  Germany,  a  part  of  which 
Involves  the  handing  over  of  Polish  money  in  this  country  to 
Germany,  it  is  not  the  purpose  for  the  bill  to  be  rushed 
through  now  so  we  can  say  that  we  are  not  going  to  hand 
the  money  over? 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  No;  we  are  not  undertaking  to  deal  with 
that  situation.  They  are  matters  that  will  be  left  in  the 
realm  of  our  international  relationships  to  be  handled  by  the 
Department  of  State.  This  bill  U  here  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  banking  structure  of  the  United  States  against 
unnecessary  litigation. 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 
Mr,  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  10  min- 
utes. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  think,  probably,  the  most  imporUnt  part 
of  this  bill  is  the  first  amendment,  which  changes  the  pol- 
icy of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  and  that  amendment 
should  be  considered  in  the  light  of  the  Johnson  Act  and 
the  Neutrality  Act. 

We  provide  in  section  1  of  the  bill  that  we  establish  a 
council  of  foreign  banks  and  bankers  and  for  foreign  states 
and  governments,  agencies,  and  instrumentalities  thereof. 
This,  for  the  first  time  since  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
was  set  up.  authorizes  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  to  take 
private  accounts.  Heretofore  the  Federal  Reserve  banks 
could  establish  accounts  for  other  Federal  Reserve  banks 
for  exchange  purposes  and  they  might  open  and  maintain 
correspondents  and  agents  in  foreign  governments  as  agents 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  bank,  and  they  might  open  accounts 
with  these  agents  of  the  Federal  Reserve  banks,  but  up  to 
the  time  that  this  bill  was  presented  to  us.  no  attempt  had 
ever  been  made  to  make  it  possible  for  the  Federal  Reserve 
banks  to  take  private  accounts. 

Now.  if  there  is  any  danger  in  this  bill,  it  is  not  in  the 
second  section,  which  not  only  safeguards  the  banking  struc- 
ture of  the  United  States,  but  also  keeps  this  property  of 
foreign  governments  in  a  position  where  we  can  make  some 
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use  of  it  If  we  have  to,  but  the  danger,  if  there  Is  any.  lies 
in  section  1  of  the  bill  which  makes  the  Federal  Reserve 
banks  the  fiscal  agents  of  belligerent  countries. 

Mr.  KEAH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yleM. 

Mr.  KEAN.  The  present  law  states  that  the  Federal  Re- 
serve may  have  accounts  for  such  foreign  correspondents  or 
agencies.  Therefore,  they  can  open  accounts  for  practically 
anybody  they  want  in  foreign  countries  Rt  present,  the  only 
thing  being  that  they  have  to  keep  a  deposit  over  there.  By 
this  amendment  there  is  no  deposit  needed  to  be  kept  abroad, 
and  it  helps  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  in  saving  them  that. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  My  understanding  is  that  the  committee 
has  made  a  mistake— we  might  as  well  be  frank  about  it — In 
recommending  that  the  language  "by  such  correspondents  or 
agents"  be  stricken  out.  I  do  not  think  the  committee  knew 
what  it  was  doing  when  they  did  that,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
Federal  Reserve  knew  what  it  was  doing  when  they  recom- 
mended it  to  the  committee,  because  it  is  very  obvious  that 
the^  foreign  correspondents  or  agents  referred  to  the  foreign 
correspondents  and  agents  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  it- 
self and  not  the  agencies  of  any  foreign  government.  How- 
ever, that  is  subject  to  interpretation. 

Mr.  KEAN.  They  could  name  anybody  as  their  foreign 
correspondent. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Yes:  they  can  name  anybody  as  their 
foreign  correspondent,  but  they  become  the  agent  of  the 
Inderal  Reserve  S3rstem.  "Hiey  could  name  a  foreigner  as  an 
agent,  but  nevertheless  they  are  the  agent  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  and  therefore  the  accoimt  which  is  opened 
for  tliat  agent  in  a  foreign  country  is  an  account  which  is 
controlled  by  the  bank  for  the  benefit  of  this  agent  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  and  they  have  absolute  control  over 
It,  and  at  no  time  have  we  ever  authorized  a  foreign  country 
or  a  foreign-controlled  bank  to  open  an  account  with  a  Fed- 
eral Reserve  bank  in  the  United  States  as  we  are  doing  here. 

The  Johnson  Act  expressly  exempts  all  Government 
agencies  or  corporations  set  up  by  the  Congress  or  corpora- 
tions in  which  the  Federal  Government  owns  a  controlling 
amount  of  stock.  So,  of  course,  it  follows  that  the  Johnson 
Act  does  not  prohibit  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  from  estab- 
lishing credits  and  making  loans  to  countries  which  owe  the 
United  States  money  at  the  present  time. 

When  the  Neutrality  Act  was  up  for  consideration  last  fall  it 
seemed  necessary  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Neu- 
trality Act  might  be  interpreted  in  the  light  of  the  Johnson 
Act,  and  that  the  word  "person"  when  it  was  used  in  the 
Neutrality  Act,  referring  to  these  corporations  and  agencies, 
might  be  interpreted  in  the  light  of  the  Johnson  Act.  and  if 
it  was  interpreted  in  the  light  of  the  Jotmson  Act  then  it 
would  naturally  follow  that  the  Federal  Reserve  banks  did 
not  come  within  the  provisions  and  inhibitions  of  the  Neu- 
trality Act.  With  that  question  arising.  I  happened  to  be 
present  when  the  Governor  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
New  York  was  called  on  the  phone  and  inquiry  was  made  if 
they  had  been  receiving  any  accounts  from  foreign  countries. 

He  gave  us  positive  assurance  that  they  had  no  accounts 
In  foreign  countries  excepting  what  were  authorized  by  law 
in  the  Gtold  Act  and  the  Silver  Act.  that  it  was  not  their 
intention  to  take  private  accounts  and  become  flocal  agents 
of  foreign  countries.  Of  course,  we  should  know  what  we 
are  doing  when  we  pass  this  act.  Frankly,  I  do  not  know 
whether  we  should  do  It  or  not.  I  am  a  little  doubtful  of 
the  advisability  of  it.  We  provide  that  the  Federal  Reserve 
banks  become  the  fiscal  agents  of  any  country  which  has 
now  an  account  In  the  banks  or  which  might  later  on 
acquire  an  account.  Whether  or  not  that  is  prejudicial  to 
our  neutrality  I  am  not  prepared  to  say,  but  I  do  know  that 
at  the  present  time  there  Is  $1,662,000,000  of  gold  held  by 
the  F^eral  Reserve  System,  earmarked  for  foreign  accotmts, 
and  we  do  know  that  the  bulk  of  this  gold  is  held  to  the 
account  of  belligerent  countries,  and  If  we  make  the  Federal 
Reserve  banks  the  fiscal  agents  of  foreign  countries,  then 
we  have  put  them  in  a  position  where  they  can  do  two 


things,  one  of  which  is  good  in  my  opinion  and  the  other  of 
which  Is  bad  In  my  opinion. 

The  first,  which  I  think  is  good,  Is  that  by  providing  that 
the  Federal  Reserve  banks  become  the  fiscal  agent  of  a  bel- 
ligerent which  at  some  time  has  earmarked  to  its  accoimt  of 
gold  in  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  we  are  given  reasonable 
assurance  that  gold  will  be  put  to  use  for  the  payment  of 
goods  purchased  by  belligerents  In  the  United  States. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan has  expired. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  10  addi- 
tional minutes.  The  thing  which  I  consider  is  bcui  is  the  fact 
that  upon  the  basis  of  these  deposits,  new  credits  will  be  es- 
tablished to  the  prejudice  of  this  Nation,  in  the  case  of  de- 
fault by  belligerent  nations.  In  respect  to  section  2  it  must 
be  understood  that  the  belligerents  and  others  owe  the  tax- 
payers of  the  United  States  something  like  $12,000,000,000, 
and  they  have  on  deposit,  as  I  have  said,  about  $1,662,000.- 
000.  I  can  see  in  section  2  of  this  bill  a  possibility  that  under 
certain  conditions  there  might  be  paid  into  the  Federal  Treas- 
ury as  a  set-off  against  that  indebtedness,  the  amount  of  gold 
which  is  on  deposit  with  the  Federal  Reserve,  now  to  the 
account  of  the  debtor  nation,  and  unless  this  bill  is  passed, 
there  is  little  likelihood  that  we  are  ever  going  to  collect 
anything  of  the  debt. 

It  safeguards  the  Nation  from  having  to  recognize  the  or- 
der or  draft  of  the  victor  nation  over  a  defeated  creditor, 
and  this  amount  will  allow  of  our  setting  off  against  that 
situation  any  indebtedness  which  the  defeated  nation  owes 
to  the  United  States,  and  inasmuch  as  it  has  been  univer- 
sally held  and  imderstood  that  the  Federal  Government 
can  impair  the  obligation  of  a  contract,  and  has  on  other 
.  xcasions  done  so  in  respect  to  our  own  citizens,  we  should 
not  hesitate  whatsoever  to  confiscate  this  gold  which  is  now 
to  the  credit  of  the  belligerent  nation  if  it  becomes  neces- 
sary to  safeguard  it  and  prevent  it  from  falling  into  the 
hands  of  those  who  might  at  some  future  date  become  an 
enemy  of  the  United  States.  I  think  we  should  have  it 
distinctly  imderstood  now  that  the  United  States  has  no 
enemies  in  the  world — anything  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  As  I  read  section  2.  It  would 
exonerate  and  protect  the  Federal  Reserve  System  against 
suit  in  case  of  a  transfer,  but  it  ddes  not  protect  them 
from  suit  by  way  of  mandamus  or  otherwise  in  case  of  a 
refusal  to  transfer.    Is  that  the  gentleman's  understanding? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  The  Federal  Reserve  will  transfer  or 
pay  to  the  country  claiming  the  deposit  or  the  property 
which  is  found  by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  be  entitled  to 
;  it.  We  mean  by  that  that  if  a  European  country  has  made 
deposit  of  $200,000,000.  say.  of  gold  in  the  Federal  Reserve, 
and  that  country  is  seized  by  another  country  and  the 
seizure  is  not  recognized  by  our  Government,  then  the  State 
Department  woiUd  undoubtedly  continue  to  hold  that  that  gold 
could  be  released  only  upon  the  order  of  the  accredited  repre- 
sentative of  the  country  which  made  the  deposit,  and  in  case 
the  victor  country,  as  a  part  of  the  peace  terms,  compelled 
the  country  which  made  the  deposit  to  transfer  the  deposit 
to  the  victor  country  then  the  State  Department  would  recog- 
nize the  order  of  the  country  making  the  deposit  in  keeping 
with  the  terms  of  the  armistice  or  the  peace  treaty. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  This  bill  has  to  do  with  stopping 
lawsuits.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  It  not  only  stops  lawsuits,  but  it  safe- 
guards the  Federal  Reserve  Banking  System  from  having 
to  pay  out  money  twice. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Now.  if  any  member  who  has  a 
deposit  In  a  Federal  Reserve  bank  was  held  by  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  bank  to  be  the  agency  of  some  foreign  organi- 
zation and  that  member's  money  was  transferred  to  some- 
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body  else,  under  this  legislation  that  member  would  be  for- 
ever barred  from  suing  anybody.    Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  believe  so.  If  it  had  been  determined 
that  the  Federal  Reserve  System  had  paid  in  accordance 
with  the  license  issued  by  the  Secretary  at  State,  they  would 
be  estopped  from  coming  in  and  making  any  claim  adverse 
to  the  finding  of  the  Secretary  of  State  as  to  which  country 
or  which  organization  or  which  agency  loaned  the  money. 

Mr.  VORYS  Of  Ohio.  If  it  were  merely  a  case  involving 
such  a  question,  no  American  citizen  could  even  bring  suit,  as 
I  understand  this  bill,  because  it  includes  any  agency  or  in- 
strumentality of  any  foreign  cwganization  or  subdivision,  and 
if  that  question  is  involved,  suit  cannot  be  brought. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  It  is  not  my  understanding  that  this  In- 
volves the  rights  of  citizens  to  test  these  exchanges.  If  they 
have  a  substantial  interest  in  the  exchange  or  in  the  property, 
then  they  can  contest  it.  but  this  has  to  do  only  with  foreign 
property  which  Is  on  deposit  with  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  It  does  not  say  anywhere  in  this  bill 
that  the  agency  cannot  be  an  American  citizen  or  an  Amer- 
ican corporation. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  That  Is  right,  and  if  the  American  citi- 
zen becomes  the  agent  of  a  foreign  country,  then  he  is 
bound  by  the  findings  of  our  Secretary  of  SUte. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  That  question  of  agency  is  a  ques- 
Uon  of  law.  which  the  citizen  should  have  the  right  to  test 
in  court. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  It  is  a  question  of  conunon  law.  and  we 
have  abrogated  common  law  on  certain  occasions  recently. 
[Laughter.]  ^  ,  .^ 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.    Win  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Did  the  Secretary  of  State 
appear  before  the  committee  in  connection  with  these 
hearings? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  No.  I  came  into  the  committee  a  little 
late,  as  usual,  and  the  bill  had  been  reported  out  and  they 
had  started  hearings.  I  mean  that  literaUy.  The  bill  had 
been  reported  out.  and  they^ield  hearings  after  the  bill  was 

reported  out. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  As  the  gentleman  knows,  we 
are  remaining  in  session  this  summer  because  the  American 
people  have  demanded  it,  because  they  are  suspicious  of  any 
legislation  brought  out  in  this  time  and  put  through  without 
any  sort  of  explanation  or  debate.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
feel  we  are  violating  the  mandate  given  to  us  by  the  American 
people  if  we  consider  a  bUl  on  which  there  has  been  no  hear- 
ings and  which  the  committee  itself  does  not  seem  to  know 

very  much  about? 

Mr  WOLCOTT.  I  quite  agree  with  the  gentleman  that 
the  committee  knows  very  UtUe  about  this  bill.  I  will  also 
add  to  that  as  one  member  of  the  committee.  I  was  sorry  I 
was  not  present  at  the  time  the  bill  was  reported  out  to  pro- 
test the  fact  that  there  was  not  such  an  emergency  incident 
to  the  reporting  of  this  biU  that  we  could  not  afford  to  wait 
48  hours  to  study  the  matter. 

Mr  BARTON  of  New  York.  Does  not  the  gentleman  think 
It  would  be  a  good  thing  to  vote  against  this  on  that  ground? 

Mr   MASON.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr  WOLCOTT.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Dlinols. 

Mr  MASON  Would  you  not  say  that  under  the  condi- 
tions under  which  this  bill  has  been  brought  out.  the  best 
thing  we  can  do  is  to  vote  to  recommit  it  for  JurtJier  con- 
sideration?   Would  the  gentleman  be  willing  to  go  that  far? 

Mr  WOLCOTT.  Well,  I  would  not  go  that  far.  because  I 
think  that  personally  I  have  an  understanding  of  the  bill. 
I  personaUy  talked  to  Mr.  Eccles  after  the  hearing  and  I  have 
been  assured  personally,  but  I  do  not  know  as  I  should  take 
the  responsibility  of  assuring  the  House  that  this  bUl  Is  aU 
right,  because,  after  aU.  hearings  by  a  legislative  committee 
are  for  the  purpose  of  informing  the  House  and  every 
Member  of  the  House  what  goes  on.  Although  I  have  been 
personally  assured.  I  think  that  any  other  Member  of  the 
House  who  did  not  have  the  same  opportunity  for  assurance 


that  I  had  would  be  perfectly  justified  in  voting  to  recommit 
the  bill. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the  Com- 
mittee do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose:  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair.  Mr.  Costello.  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported 
that  that  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration  the 
bUl  (H.  R.  10127)  to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act.  and  for 
other  purposes,  had  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 

FURTHER   IIESSAGE   FROM   THE   SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  St.  Claire,  one 
of  its  Clerks,  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  report 
of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  10039)  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  ex- 
penses of  natioiial  preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and 
issuing  bonds,  to  provide  a  method  for  paying  such  bonds, 
and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  requests  the 
House  to  return  to  the  Senate  the  bill  (H.  R.  9007)  entitled 
"An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  E)epartment  of  Labor, 
the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  independent  agen- 
cies, for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other 
purposes." 

DEPARTMENT    OF    LABOR    AND    FEDERAL    SECURITY    AGENCY    APPRO- 
PRIATION  BILL,    1941 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  the  following  request 
from  the  Senate: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  request  the  Houm  of 
Representatives  to  return  to  the  Senate  the  bill  (H.  R.  »007), 
entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of 
LAbor  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  Independent  agen- 
cies for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jime  30,  1941,  and  lor  other 
purposes." 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  request  will  be 
granted. 

There  was  no  objection. 

AMENDING  THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  ACT 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
resolve  Itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill 
H.  R.  10127,  to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  fur- 
ther consideraUon  of  the  bill  H.  R.  10127,  with  Mr.  Costello 
in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shield  to  the  gentle- 
woman from  niinois  [Miss  Sumner  1  3  minutes. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  just  heard 
that  the  gentleman ' from  Ohio  IMr.  Smith]  contemplated 
offering  a  motion  to  recommit.  I  shall  not  support  that  mo- 
tion to  recommit,  because  the  committee  has  already  heard 
the  Governor  of  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  and  his  depart- 
ment. The  only  information  that  remains  that  is  important 
for  us  to  obUin  is  from  the  State  Department.  I  believe  that 
the  information  which  we  would  like  to  get  from  the  State 
Department  and  which  would  be  necessary  and  proper  for 
us  to  have  from  the  Federal  Reserve  System  is  information 
that  we  cannot  get  for  a  very  fundamental  reason.  That  is, 
that  whereas  we  have  a  democracy  or  a  republic  in  our  do- 
mestic affairs,  we  do  not  have  a  democracy  in  our  foreign 
affairs.  All  we  have  ever  had  in  this  country  where  foreign 
matters  are  concerned  is  a  one-man  government^-a 
dictatorship. 

Every  bill  that  comes  to  Congress  that  has  anything  to  do 
with  foreign  affairs  brings  us  right  up  against  a  big  blank 
walL    Tlie  executive  department  hoards  foreign  secrets  tbe 
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way  a  squirrel  hoards  hickory  nuts,  and  always  has — not  only 
this  administration,  but  in  previous  ones.  It  is  otherwise  In 
England,  in  France,  and  in  other  democracies.  When,  for 
instance,  Mr.  Chamberlain  was  Prime  Minister  of  England 
and  he  went  into  the  House  of  Commons  the  members  had 
the  right  to  question  him  up  to  the  point  that  he  could  say 
It  would  be  a  violation  of  the  interest  of  his  coimtry  to  give 
the  information.  But  we  do  not  have  that  right.  Wc  ar« 
fighting  in  the  dark,  and  will  be  thus  fighting  blindly  all  the 
way  through  on  our  defense  program  in  trying  to  defend  our 
country  from  participation  in  war.  [  Applause.  1 
Mr*  Chairman.  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 
Mr.'-WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Smith  1. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  wonder  If  this 
House  has  any  conception  at  this  moment  of  what  it  is 
actually  doing? 

The  claim  made  here  that  this  wlD  give  an  opportunity 
to  the  United  States  to  tie  up  foreign  gold  deposits  is  notice 
to  the  world  that  the  United  States  formally  places  itself  in 
a  position  where  it  may  arbitrarily  go  off  the  International 
gold  standard. 

Make  no  mistake,  this  is  a  serious  move.  We  have  gone 
off  the  gold  standard  domestically,  but  we  have  not  gone  off 
the  gold  standard  internationally.  When  we  formally  place 
ourselves  in  the  position  where  we  may  arbitrarily  go  off  the 
international  gold  standard,  which  this  bill  provides,  we  are 
taking  a  very  serious  step. 
Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  say  that 
this  bill  would  provide  for  an  embargo  against  the  shipment 
of  gold  from  this  country  at  the  will  of  the  Secretary  of 
State? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Exactly  so.  Every  nation  in  the 
world  is  going  to  observe  what  we  do  here  today. 

It  is  true  under  the  Gold  Reserve  Act  of  1934  the  Presi- 
dent could  perhaps  withhold  gold  payment  to  foreigners. 
Of  course,  he  has  not  done  so,  nor  would  he  think  of  doing 
this,  for  to  do  so  would  be  an  announcement  to  the  outside 
world  that  we  had  renounced  our  contractual  relations  with 
them,  that  we  intended  to  violate  our  bond.  To  withhold 
gold  payment  to  any  foreigners  who  might  choose  to  be  paid 
in  gold  for  their  goods,  or  to  refuse  gold  payment  for  trade 
balances,  would  shake  our  international  trade  to  its  very 
foundation. 

Such  an  act  would  cause  the  whole  world  to  lose  confi- 
dence in  America.  It  would  place  our  international  trade 
squarely  on  a  barter  system. 

It  is  one  thing  for  the  politicians  to  confiscate  our  gold, 
forbid  us  to  use  It  domestically,  and  force  us  on  irredeem- 
able paper  currency.  It  is  quite  another  thing  for  the 
United  States  to  attempt  to  force  the  rest  of  the  world  to 
accept  a  mere  political  promise  to  pay.  It  is  one  thing  for 
our  politicians  to  force  our  own  people  to  value  their  serv- 
ices, labor,  and  goods  in  inconvertible  paper  currency,  but  it 
is  quite  another  thing  for  the  United  States  to  attempt  to 
do  this  with  foreign  nations. 

It  is  the  extraordinary  conditions  under  which  the  grant 
of  power  contained  In  this  bill  would  operate  that  make  it 
dangerous.  Many  nations  are  now  at  war  with  each  other. 
They  hold  varying  amounts  of  gold,  securities,  and  other 
property  in  the  United  States.  The  total  value  of  these 
holdings  runs  into  many  billions  of  dollars.  Undoubtedly, 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  conflict,  transfers  of  these  holdings 
will  be  effected  by  voluntary  agreement  between  the  victors 
and  the  vanqtilshed.  Difficulties  between  them  in  making 
such  transfers  will,  no  doubt,  be  encoimtered. 

What  this  bill  virtually  does  is  to  give  to  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive the  sole  power  to  determine  whether  any  property,  and  if 
so  how  much,  shall  be  transferred  from  the  losing  to  the  win- 
ning side.  Bear  in  mind  it  gives  him  absolute  power  to  pre- 
vent such  transfer,  even  U  the  losing  nation  desires  it,  even  if 
It  may  be  to  its  vital  interest  to  have  the  trsuosf  er  made. 

The  right  to  exercise  this  power  would  add  a  most  potent 
danger  to  push  our  Nation  into  the  war.    It  can  and  likely 


would  ensnare  us  in  a  sea  of  international  ill  will  and  hate 
that  could  not  be  xmdone  for  a  hundred  years.  And  it  must 
not  foolishly  be  thought  that  this  ill  will  and  hate  would  come 
only  from  the  nations  that  might  for  the  moment  be  in  ill 
grace  with  the  present  administration.  It  could  Just  as  readily 
come  from  some,  or  for  that  matter  all,  of  the  nations  with 
whom  this  administration  is  now  in  ssTnpathy. 

This  bill  should  be  returned  to  the  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee  for  further  consideration.  I  intend  to  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit  it. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield?       

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  If  the  gentleman  Ls  accurate  in 
his  statement,  and  I  know  he  probably  is,  it  would  force  the 
country  into  a  dubious  situation. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Exactly;  it  would  force  us  into  a 

most  dubious  situation. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman jrield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Will  the  gentleman  Include 
in  his  motion  to  recommit  instructiwis  that  the  committee 
hold  public  hearings  on  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  The  motion  to  recommit  will  pro- 
vide for  the  holding  of  public  hearings. 

Mr.  KEAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEAN.  This  bill  applies  only  when  the  Federal  Re- 
serve bank  had  received  money  from  a  foreign  state  which 
is  in  a  state  of  war,  or  insurrection  exists  in  such  foreign 
state,  or  the  laws,  orders,  and  regulations  of  the  United  States 
impose  controls.  So  it  refers  only  to  those  nations  which  are 
at  war,  or  to  thoee  nations  on  which  we  have  imposed  con- 
trols, nations  which  may  go  out  of  the  war.  where  we  have 
imposed  controls  to  prevent  the  seizure  of  their  gold  by  force 
by  attacking  nations. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  It  is  a  big  question.  Who  is  going 
to  say  when  nations  are  at  war  or  when  they  are  at  peace? 
Who  will  decide  when  a  state  of  Insurrection  exists?  These 
and  many  other  questions  would  arise  to  plague  us. 

fHere  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  balance  of  my 
time  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
CKAwroRD]  Is  recognized  for  4  minutes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wanted  this  additional 
time  in  order  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Wol- 
cott]  one  or  two  questions  with  reference  to  his  remarks. 

Did  I  imderstand  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  to  say  that 
the  law  as  it  now  stands  does  permit  our  Federal  Reserve 
banks  to  carry  deposits  in  central  banks  of  foreign  govern- 
ments and  that  this  bill  strikes  out  of  the  present  law  that 
privilege,  so  that  hereafter  our  Federal  Reserve  banks  cannot 
carry  deposits  in  foreign  countries?  Is  that  what  I  under- 
stood the  gentleman  to  say  with  reference  to  the  amendment? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  think  at  the  present  time  the  Federal 
Reserve  bank  can  establish  agencies  and  correspondents  in 
foreign  coimtrles,  and  they  can  open  in  their  banks  accounts 
for  these  agents.  "Hiey  appoint  these  correspondents  and 
that  is  as  far  as  they  can  go.  It  is  not  my  understanding  of 
the  law  that  a  Federal  Reserve  bank  could  take  a  deposit  from 
a  foreign  country  for  the  agent  of  the  foreign  country.  I 
have  been  given  to  understand  that  they  have  on  some  oc- 
casions acted  on  behalf  of  the  fiscal  agents  of  foreign  coun- 
tries, for  example  the  Bank  of  France,  and  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land: but  that  is  about  as  far  as  they  have  gone,  and  they 
have  not  treated  them  as  private  deposits  in  the  sense  that  a 
national  of  a  foreign  country  could  open  an  accotint  with  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  U  this  bill  does  resolve  Itself  Into  a 
law  which  prevents  our  Federal  Reserve  banks  carrying  de- 
posits in  western  European  central  banks,  that  step  would 
please  me  very  much.  I  do  not  care  how  much  we  Interfere 
with  Federal  Reserve  banks  extending  credit  to  these  central 
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banks  of  western  European  countries.    I  consider  the  situ- 
ation over  there  very  uncertain  and  risky. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  3^1d? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Is  the  gentleman  willing  that  foreign 
governments  should  make  this  Government's  banks  a  re- 
pository for  their  funds? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  certainly  am,  because  if  we  are  not 
willing  to  maintain  some  kind  of  a  safe-deposit  device  in 
this  country,  why  all  of  our  shouting  about  preserving 
democracy  for  the  world  or  making  the  world  safe  for 
donocracy,  or  trying  to  pose  as  a  friend  to  civilization  sub- 
sequent to  the  cessation  of  war  hostilities  In  western 
Europe?  If  we  are  going  to  lead  I  always  believe  in  doing 
ao  in  a  very  material  way.  In  other  words,  I  would  like  to 
have  a  little  butter,  bread,  and  bacon  in  the  basement  for 
reserve  and  if  we  can  induce  other  people  to  have  a  little 
reserve  on  hand,  perhaps  that  will  prevent  us  from  having 
to  hand  to  them  their  entire  grubstake  when  the  battle  Is 
over  and  we  start  to  rebuild  the  house.  So,  I  see  no  reason 
at  all  why  we  should  not  accept  safety  deposits  from  na- 
tJim^Tfl  of  other  governments  in  this  country;  that  is,  dollar 
deiioslts  or  gold  bullion  and  all  for  safe  keeping.  I  am  iK)t 
in  favor  of  creating  dollar  deposits  by  buying  their  gold,  but 
if  they  want  to  send  something  here  to  deposit  for  safe- 
keeping with  us,  let  us  give  them  the  best  safekeeping  we 
can  until  the  thing  grows  so  hot  over  here  they  may  want 
to  take  it  to  some  other  cotmtry,  which  they  may  want  to 
do,  and  I  think  Switzerland  will  be  running  to  this  country 
with  hundreds  of  millions,  perhaps  billions  of  dollars  within 
the  next  few  months  because  the  situation  will  grow  so 
hot  that  they  will  not  want  to  keep  it  over  there.  We  should 
not.  of  course,  get  out  on  a  limb  by  intermingling  this  "hot 
money"  with  our  domestic  demand  and  savings  and  time 
deposits  and  our  gold  reserves.  In  that  direction  we  have. 
no  doubt,  probably  traveled  too  far.  If  we  extend  demand- 
deposit  facilities  out  of  proportion  to  our  ability  to  meet,  on 
demand,  and  with  gold,  the  withdrawals,  we  thereby  incur  a 
liability  that  might  prove  disastrous  to  our  economy.  But 
safe-deposit  devices  for  the  accommodation  of  gold  and  silver 
bullion  or  for  foreign  or  domestic  currencies  will  not  so  Involve 
us. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc^  That  subsection  (e)  of  section  14  of  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  Act  Is  amended  by  striking  out  at  the  end  of  the  first 
sentence  thereof  the  words  "for  such  foreign  correspondents  or 
agencies",  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "for  foreign 
banks  and  bankers,  and  for  foreign  states  and  governments,  agen- 
ciea,  and  instrumentalities  thereof." 

8bc.  2.  Section  25  (b)  of  the  Pederal  Reserve  Act  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  paragraph  reading  as  follows: 

"Whenever  any  F^ederal  Reserve  bank  has  received  from  a  foreign 
State  recognized  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  a  central 
bank  of  any  such  state,  or  holds  or  controls  any  property  in  which 
Buch  a  foreign  state  or  a  central  bank  thereof  has,  ch-  may  have, 
any  interest  and  a  state  of  war  or  insurrection  exists  in  such  for- 
eign state  or  the  laws,  orders,  or  regulations  of  the  United  States 
Impose  controls  or  restrictions  by  licensing  arrangement  or  other- 
wise on  the  export  of.  or  dealing  In,  property  In  the  United  States 
belonging  to  such  foreign  state  or  central  bank,  payment,  transfer, 
delivery,  or  other  disposal  of  such  property  to  or  upon  the  order  of 
the  person  who  the  representative  of  such  foreign  state  duly  ac- 
credited to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  shall  certify  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  authority  to  receive,  control,  dispose  of, 
or  otherwise  exercise  dominion  over  such  property,  provided  and  so 
long  as  the  Secretary  of  State  recognizes  and  accepts  the  authority 
so  certified  to  him,  shall  t>e  conclusively  presumed  to  be  lawful  and 
shall  constitute  a  complete  discharge  and  release  of  any  liability 
for  or  with  respect  to  such  property.  The  Federal  Reserve  bank 
Bhail  not  be  subject  to  any  claim  or  liability  in  any  court  by  way 
of  suit,  counterclaim,  set-off.  recoupment,  or  other  affirmative  ac- 
tion or  defen.se  In  its  own  n&zae  or  in  the  name  of  any  of  Its  officers, 
•gents,  or  employees,  as  a  oonaequence  of  any  action  which  it  takes 
In  accordance  with  this  paragraph.  No  court  shall,  at  the  instiga- 
tion of  any  third  party,  by  attachment,  injunction,  or  other  similar 
proceeding.  In  any  way,  directly  or  indirectly,  restrain  or  prevent 
•  Federal  Reserve  bank  from  making  any  payment,  transfer,  de- 
livery, or  other  disposal  of  property  herein  referred  to.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  paragraph,  the  term  'property'  shall  Include,  with- 
out limitation,  gold,  sliver,  currency,  credits,  deposits,  securities, 
choses  In  action,  and  any  other  form  of  property,  the  proceeds 
thereof,  and  any  right,  title,  ot  interest  therein;  the  term  'foreign 


stete*  shall  Include,  without  llmltaUan.  any  foreign  government  or 

any  department,  district,  province,  county,  possasslon.  or  other 
similar  governmental  organization  or  subdivision  of  a  foreign  gov- 
ernment, and  any  agency  or  IrMrtrumentallty  of  any  such  foreign 
government  or  of  any  such  organisation  or  subdivision;  the  term 
'central  bank'  shall  include  any  foreign  bank  or  banker  which 
performs  any  one  or  more  of  the  functions  of  a  central  bank;  and 
the  term  'person'  shall  include,  without  limitation,  any  corpora- 
tion, partnorshlp,  association,  or  other  similar  organlrat.lan  " 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
Page  2,  line  5,  between  "or"  and  "»"  Inaert  "from." 

Tbe  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  that  I  understood  this  bill.  I  do  not 
believe  that  any  of  us  understands  the  full  Import  of  it.  On 
page  2  of  the  committee  report,  if  I  may  read  it  to  you,  it  is 
stated: 

Tlie  legal  principles  upon  which  the  bUl  is  baaed  are  as  follows: 
The  power  and  authority  of  representatives  of  foreign  governments 
are  political  in  character,  and  when  the  executive  branch  of  the  Oov- 
emment  through  the  State  Department  accepts  or  acts  upon  the 
representation  of  a  foreign  ambassador  or  minister  concerning  his 
powers  or  the  powers  of  any  other  officer  of  his  government,  such 
representation  is  conclusive  in  our  courts. 

I  do  not  know  whether  that  places  any  additional  powers  in 
the  hands  of  the  State  Department  or  not,  nor  whether  it 
involves  an  Important  change  in  our  foreign  policy,  but  I  pre- 
sume it  does,  or  it  would  not  otherwise  be  necessary  to  n^ake 
this  statement.    Then  the  report  joes  on  to  say: 

The  acts  of  a  recognised  foreign  sovereign  Insofar  as  they  apply 
to  nationals  of  that  sovereign  are  not  limited  to  the  territorial  Juris- 
diction of  the  sovereign,  and  furthermore,  as  a  naattcr  of  comity,  tha 
acts  of  a  recognized  foreign  sovereign  are  given  extraterritorial  appli- 
cation, if  so  intended,  unless  to  do  so  would  be  In  violation  of  the 
public  policy.  This  legislation  would  constitute  a  statement  of  the 
public  policy  Involved. 

I  regret  this  matter  has  to  come  up  at  this  late  stage  when 
we  are  expecting  to  recess  over  next  week.  I  think  we  all 
could  wish  that  this  bill  had  also  been  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs,  as  I  believe  It  has  a  great  deal  to 
do  with  our  foreign  relations  and  that  great  committee  is 
very  able  In  Its  understanding  of  these  things.  I  wish  that 
we  could  have  had  a  further  discussion  of  the  bill,  as  It  may 
involve  things  that  are  far  away  and  beyond  the  protection 
of  gold  supplies  in  this  country. 

I  find  myself  at  sea  In  the  matter  of  voting  upon  It,  because 
I,  along  with  a  good  many  other  Members,  have  difficulty  In 
imderstandlng  what  the  bill  does  and  what  it  purports  to  do. 
I  would  like  to  vote  for  Its  recommittal  in  order  to  obtain  a 
further  study  of  it  and  a  clearer  explanation,  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  upon  the  representations  of  the  able  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  and  upon  the 
representations  of  the  minority  members  of  the  committee 
that  it  is  important  the  bill  be  passed  today,  I  shall  be  im- 
pelled to  vote  in  favor  of  the  bill  in  spite  of  the  inadequacy 
of  the  Information  presented  in  the  brief  time  allotted  for  its 
discussion. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  a  little  disturt)ed.  So  many  say  they 
do  not  understand  this  bill.  It  is  not  a  hard  bill  to  under- 
stand if  we  read  it  and  leave  out  some  of  the  superfluous 
language.  I  said  in  1937  when  Congress  convened  that  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  minority  to  know  more  about  legis- 
lation than  the  majority  and  I  reckoned  that  it  would  not  be 
a  difficult  assignment.  In  this  case  it  is  refreshing  to  see  the 
minority  Insisting  on  receiving  full  knowledge  of  the  bill.  It 
does  not  seem  to  interest  the  other  side  of  the  House.  This 
is  an  administration  bill  and.  of  course,  that  is  all  they  need 
to  know  about  it. 

Mr.  Chairman,  simply  stated,  section  1  is  only  an  enlarge- 
ment of  power.  Before  this  the  Federal  Reserve  had  Its  cor- 
respondents and  agencies  in  foreign  countries  and  they  had 
to  have  reciprocal  balances  with  each  other.  Now,  they  can 
do  business  directly  with  banks,  any  bank,  any  government, 
its  subdivisions  and  its  Instrumentalities  that  wishes  to  send 
property  here,  and  we  will  keep  it  safely  on  deposit  for  them. 
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When  one  nation  conquers  another  nation  their  duly  accred- 
ited representative  will  come  to  the  Federal  Reserve  bank 
and  demand  the  money  for  which  he  has  a  draft.  The  Fed- 
eral Reserve  says,  "We  cannot  recognize  this  government. 
You  are  a  conquering  nation.  We  still  recognize  the  other 
government.  But  we  wiU  caU  up  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
ask  his  decision."  The  Secretary  of  State  advises  whether  or 
not  our  Government  has  recognized  this  conqueror.  He  will 
say.  "No;  we  still  recognize  the  Government  of  Czechoslo- 
vakia and  other  Invaded  nations  having  their  representatives 
still  in  Washington,  and  you  must  hold  those  funds  for  them." 
Then  the  conqueror  may  say,  "We  will  go  to  the  courts." 

"Oh,  no."  Congress  has  said  to  the  courts  that  they  re- 
moved such  jurisdiction.  The  Federal  Reserve  will  be  fully 
protected.  They  can  keep  the  funds  on  deposit:  they  can 
sen  the  property,  if  desired,  and  can  make  any  other  dis- 
posal of  it  as  they  see  fit.  They  may  return  it  to  the  former 
Government  representatives  to  bury  it  in  the  ground,  where 
nobody  may  know  its  whereabouts. 

Everybody  knows  how  the  President  feels  about  recog- 
nizing a  conquering  country.  The  power  to  protect  the 
property  of  invaded  nations  is  greatly  enlarged  by  this  bill. 
If  tomorrow  the  Czechoslovaklan  or  Polish  Ambassador  ap- 
peared at  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  and  said.  "I  want  that 
money  because  I  want  to  hide  it,"  and  they  called  up  the 
■  Secretary  of  State,  he  would  say,  "Why,  certainly.  That  is 
the  Government  we  now  recognize,"  and  the  Federal  Reserve 
would  be  obliged  to  hand  it  over  to  him. 

The  Federal  Reserve  does  not  want  to  be  sued  in  the 
courts.  It  dees  not  want  to  have  to  pay  this  money  twice 
if,  afterward,  the  Government  makes  a  different  decision  or 
Is  forced  to  do  so.  They  want  to  transfer  to  the  Govern- 
ment the  whole  and  complete  responsibility.  This  is  a  sim- 
ple bill  and  ought  not  to  cause  so  much  confusion. 

It  may  be  difficult  for  us  to  decide  whether  we  want  to  vote 
for  it,  knowing  the  side  our  Government  is  taking.  It  is  a 
political  question.  It  says  so  in  the  report.  The  courts  are 
debarred.  The  owner  must  be  determined  by  the  administra- 
tion; therefore,  it  is  a  political  question.  Who  shall  we  rec- 
ognize as  the  proper  party  to  claim  the  money?  Is  not  that 
simple?  Why  say  you  do  not  understand  it?  There  is  but  little 
to  understand.  Do  we  want  to  be  the  depository  for  defeated 
countries  and  say  to  the  conqueror,  "You  cannot  have  it"? 
That  is  the  edict  that  is  gone  forth.  Is  not  that  simple?  We 
must  buttress  that  policy.     It  is  already  declared. 

Mr.  JOHNS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  I  do  not  understand  why  our  Federal  Reserve 
System  should  go  into  the  pawnbroker  business.  We  have  a 
lot  of  pawnbrokers  in  this  country. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.     Because  this  administration  wants  them  to. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  With  what  are  we  to  credit  these  foreign 
countries  when  we  sell  their  jewelry  or  gold? 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out 
the  last  three  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  plead  with  this  Congress  not  to  enact  this 
"  legislation.  Let  us  return  this  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency.  If  the  purpose  is  to  provide  for  a  priority 
claim  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  Government  against 
any  gold  held  by  a  belligerent  that  owes  us  money,  then  it 
should  be  plainly  written  into  this  bill.  I  have  no  objection 
T  to  that  whatever.  My  objection  to  this  bill  is  that  it  formally 
places  our  Nation  in  a  position  where  it  can  say  to  the  world 
at  any  mmnent,  "We  are  going  off  the  international  gold 
standard."  Certainly  we  do  not  wish  to  do  anything  like 
that.  If  this  bill  is  passed,  it  will  have  repercussions  that 
will  extend  throughout  the  world.  Every  nation  that  trades 
with  us  must  take  heed  of  our  action  and  must  say  to  Itself, 
"At  any  moment  my  country  may  be  forced  upon  a  barter 
system  with  the  United  States."  This  bill  touches  the  funda- 
mental economy  of  the  entire  world.  We  are  dealing  with  the 
gold  problem.  I  plead  with  you  to  send  this  bill  back  to  the 
committee  and  have  public  hearings  on  it  so  we  may  under- 


stand What  it  Is  and  determine  definitely  what  we  really 
should  write  Into  It.  What  this  bill  actually  does  Is  to  give  to 
the  President  the  green  light  to  take  our  Nation  off  the  inter- 
national gold  standard.    I  submit  to  you  this  is  a  serious 

matter. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  Does  not  the  gentleman  believe  It  would  be  a 
wise  thing  for  the  United  States  to  attach  all  moneys  here 
belonging  to  any  country  that  owes  us,  even  on  the  war 
debts,  so  that  if  anything  happens  to  them  now  we  may 
attach  that  money  and  apply  it  on  the  debts? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  want  to  be  fair  about  this  matter. 
I  am  merely  asking  that  the  bill  be  sent  back  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency  so  that  questions  like  that 
may  be  given  consideration.  As  this  bill  stands  it  is  vicious 
and  most  dangerous.  It  should  not  be  enacted  into  law.  No 
measure  since  I  have  been  in  this  Congress  has  been  pre- 
sented to  this  body  for  consideration  that  was  more  funda- 
mental than  this  one  now  before  us.  This  measure,  if 
enacted  into  law,  promises  world  repercussions  that  cannot 
help  but  be  exceedingly  inimical  to  our  welfare. 

Certainly  no  harm  could  possibly  be  done  to  recommit  the 
bill  and  give  it  the  consideration  which  it  merits.  I  plead 
with  each  and  every  Member  of  this  House  to  vote  to 
reconunit  this  measure. 

I  should  be  glad  to  do  everything  I  can  to  rewrite  it  so  as 
to  achieve  the  purposes  which  the  face  of  the  bill  indicates. 

To  give  the  Executive  this  vast  power  over  our  gold  means, 
under  the  conditions  of  war  that  prevail  and  those  that 
must  present  themselves  when  final  settlement  between  the 
belligerent  nations  takes  place,  that  in  all  likelihood  this 
power  will  be  used  to  prevent  transfer  of  gold  held  by 
belligerents  in  this  country.  The  point  is  that  such  an  act 
will  unquestionably  involve  the  withholding  of  gold  payment 
to  foreigners.  To  the  extent  that  this  would  be  done,  it 
would  be  a  violation  of  the  international  gold  standard. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell,] 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Under  the  rule,  the  Committee  rises. 

Accordingly,  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair.  Mr.  Costkllo.  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported 
that  the  Committee  having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (H.  R.  10127)  to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  and 
for  other  purposes,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  543.  reported 
the  same  back  to  the  House  with  an  amendment  adopted  by 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the  previous  question  is 
ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  and  was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  the  gentleman  opposed  to  the  bill? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.     I  am,  Mr.  Speaker. 
The   SPEAKER.    The   Clerk   will   report   the   motion    to 
recommit. 
TTie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  SMrrH  of  Ohio  moves  to  recommit  the  blU  (H.  R.  10127)  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  with  Instructions  to  XhmX 
committee  to  hold  hearings  thereon. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion on  the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  quesUon  is  on  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Smith  of  Ohio)  there  were — ayes  42,  noes  121. 
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ICr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  TOte 
on  the  groimd  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After  counting.  1 
One  hundred  and  ninety-three  Members  are  present,  not  a 
quorum. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
will  notify  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  102.  nays 
273.  not  voting  56,  as  follows: 


(RoU  No.  1«2] 
YEAS— 102 


Alexander 

Andersen.  H.  Cul 

Andrcsen,  A.  H. 

AngeU 

Austin 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Bender 

Blackney 

BoUes 

Brsdley.  teen. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Carlson 

Case.  S.  Dak. 

Church 

Clason  I 

Clevenger 

Cluett  I 

Corbett  I 

Crowther  ' 

Ciilktn  I 

Curtis 

Dondero  | 

Dworshak 

Elston 

Englebrlght 

Fenton 


AUen.  La. 

AUen.  Pa. 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Andrews 

Arends 

Arnold 

BaU 

Barden.  N.  O- 

Barnes 

Barry 
Bat«8.K7. 
Bates,  liass. 

Beam 

Beckwortb 

BeU 

Bland 

Bloom 

Boehne 

Boland 

Boren 

Boy  kin 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Brewster 

Brook^ 

Brown.  Oa. 

Bryson 

Buck 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Bui  winkle 

Burch 

Burgln 

Byrne,  N.  T. 

Byms,  Tenn. 

Byron 

CaldweU 

Camp' 

Cartwrlght 

Casey.  MaM. 

CeUer 

Chapman 

dark 

Claypool 

Oochran 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Cbffee.  Wash. 

Cole,  Md. 

OtAlDiKT 

Oooley 

Cooper 

CoeteUo 

Courtztey 

Cox 

Crareiu 

Crawford 

Cre^ 

Crow* 

Cullen 


Pish 

Oerlach 

OUlle 

Ooodwln 

Graham 

Orant.IXML 

Oross 

Ouyer.  Kans. 

Owynne 

Ball.  Edwin  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Barter.  N.  T. 

Hess 

Hoffman 

Hope 

Jarrett 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson,  ni. 

AiliiMon.  Ind. 

Jonss.  Ohio 

Jonkman 

Reefe 

Kilbum 

Kinser 


Knutson 

Landls 

LeCompte 

Lewis.  Ohio 

McDowell 

McGregor 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mason 

Micbener 

Monkiewicz 

Mott 

Mundt 

Murray 

O'Brien 

Oliver 

Reed.ni. 

Beed.  N  T. 

Rees,  Kans. 

Rich 

Risk 

Robelon.  Ky. 

Rockefeller 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Bogers,  Mass. 


Routzohn 

Rutherford 

Bandager 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Schlffler 

Seccombe 

Simpson 

Smith.  Ohio 

Springer 

Sumner,  m. 

Sweet 

Talle 

Thill 

Thorkelson 

Tlbbott 

Tlnkham 

Tresdway 

Van  Zandt 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Wheat 

WtUlams.Del. 

Winter 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Yoiingriahl 


NAYS— 273 


Cxunmlngs 

D'Alesandro 

Darden.  Va. 

Daris 

Delaney 

Dempsey 

DeRouen 

Dlcksteln 

Dies 

DlngeU 

DlrkMB 

Dlmey 

Do  ugh  ton 

Doxey 

Duncan 

Dunn 

Durham 

»atqp 

■ddstetn 

Edmlston 

Elliott 

EllU 

Engel 

Evans 

Faddls 

F*y 

PerguBon 

Perns ndez 

Pttapatnck 

Flannagan 

Plannery 

Polger 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Ford.  Miss. 

Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Fries 

Fulmer 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Gartner 

Oathlngs 

Gavagan 

Gear  hart 

Oebrmann 

Geyer.  Calif. 

Olbbs 

Gifford 

GUchrlst 

acre 

OoaseU 

Grant.  Ala. 

Green 

Gregory 

Grtfllth 

Hancock 
Bare 


Hart 
HarUey 
Bavenner 
Healey 

Hennings 

Hinshaw 

Hobbs 

Holmes 

Hook 

Houston 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jacobsen 

Jarman 

Jeffries 

Jennings 

Johnson  .Luther  A . 

John*"''" .  Lyndon 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Jones.  Tex. 

Kean 

Kee 

Kefauver 

Keller 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Kennedy.  Michael 

Keogh 

Kerr 

KUday 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Kocialkowskl 

Kramer 

Kxinkel 

Tan^*"' 

Larrabee 

Lea 
Leavy 


BtertngtOB 


Lrewls.  Colo. 
Luce 

Ljmch 

Mc  Andrews 

McArdle 

IfcCormack 

McGebee 

McOranery 

McKeougb 

lift  j»ighn« 

McLean 

McLeod 

McMillan.  Clara 

McMillan.  John  L 

Maas 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

Maloney 


lAffcantonlo 

Masslngale 

MUler 

Mills.  Ark. 

liDUs.La. 

Monroney 

Moeer 

MUrdock,  Aria. 

Murdock,  Utah 

Myers 

Nichols 

Norrell 

Norton 

O'Connor 

OTJay 

OXeary 

Gamers 

O  Toole 

Pace 

Parsons 

Patman 

Patrtck 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Peterson.  Ga. 

Pfeifer 

pierce 

Poage 

Polk 

Power* 

Babaut 

Ramspeck 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Bay  bum 

Beece.Tenn. 

Richards 

Bobertaon 

BoMmon.  Utah 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Ryan 

Sabath 

Sacks 

Sasscer 

Satterfleld 

Schaefer,  m. 

Schuetz 

Schulte 

Schwert 

Secrest 

Seger 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Shertdan 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith,  ni. 

Smith.  Maine 


Smith.  Va. 
Smith.  Wash. 
Smith.  W.  Va. 
Snyder 
Somers.  N.  Y. 
Spaitanan 
Spence 
Stames.  Ala. 
Steagall 
Steams.  N.  H. 


Allen,  m. 

Bolton 

Burdlck 

Cannon,  na. 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Carter 

Chlperfleld 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Collins 

Connery 

Crosser 

Darrow 

Ditter 

Douglas 


Stefan 

Sumners.  Tex. 

Sutptain 

Sweeney 

Tarver 

Tenerowlci 

Terry 

Thoma.'!.  Tex. 

Thomason 

Tolan 


Vincent.  Ky. 

Vinson.  Oa. 

VoorhU.  Calif. 

Vreeland 

Wadsworth 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 


NOTVOTINO— 66 


Diewiy 
Flaherty 

Halleck 

Barter,  Ohio 

Hawks 

Hendricks 

mil 

Horton 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Johnson,  W.  Va. 

Kelly 

Klrwan 

LAmliertson 

Lemke 


LxmHow 

Maclejewskl 

Mansfield 

Martin,  m. 

May 

Merrltt 

MltcheU 

Mouton 

Nelson 

O'Neal 

Plttenger 

Plumley 

Romjue 

Scrugham 


Welch 

West 

Whelchel 

Whltttngton 

Williams.  liCo. 

Woloott 

2inunenna& 


Shafer,  Mich. 

Short 

South 

Sullivan 

Taber 

T*ylor 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

White,  Idaho 

White.  Ohio 

Wlgglesworth 

Wolverton,  N.  J. 

Wood 

Woodruff.  MScli. 

Woodrum,  Va. 


So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  annovmced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

at    Ohio    (for)    with   Mr.    Wolverton 


Mr.    Jenkins 
(against). 
Mk.  Bolton  (for) 


of   New  Janay 


with  Mr.  SuUivan  (against) . 


Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Halleck. 

Mr.  Wood  with  Mr.  Plumley. 

Mr.  Romjue  with  Mr.  Chlperfleld. 

Mr.  Collins  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Crosser  with  Mr.  Horton. 

Mr.  Hendricks  with  Mr.  Carter. 

Mr.  South  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Cannon  of  Florida  with  Mr.  Burdick. 

Mr.  Merrltt  with  Mr    Darrow. 

Mr.  Scrugham  with  Mr.  Liemke. 

Mr.  Kelley  with  Mr.  Ditter. 

Mr.  Ludlow  with  Mr.  Taber. 

Mr.  Mansfield  with  Mr.  Plttenger. 

Mr.  Nelson  with  Mr.  Douglas. 

Mr.  O'Neal  with  Mr.  Hawks. 

Mr.  May  with  Mr.  Short. 

Mr.  Mouton  with  Mr.  Cole  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Barter  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Allen  of  nilnols. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  West  Virginia  with  Mr.  Wlgglesworth. 

Mr.  Cannon  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Lambertson. 

Mr.   Woodnim  of  Virginia  with  Mr    Shafer  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Klrwan  with  Mr.  Woodruff  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Flaherty  with  Mr.  Maclejewskl. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Hill. 

Mr.  White  of  Idaho  with  Mr.  MlU^ell.  ^ 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced,  as  above  recorded. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the  bilL 
The  question  was  taken,  and  the  bill  was  passed. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ANNOTTNCEMKNT 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute  to  make  an  annovmce- 
ment.  

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  Messrs. 
Taylob,  Cannon  of  Missouri.  Woodrtjm  of  Virginia,  Johnsoit 
of  West  Virginia,  O'Neal,  Taber,  Wigclesworth.  Lambertson, 
Ludlow,  and  Ditter  are  engaged  in  an  important  conference 
and  were  unable  to  vote  on  this  rt)ll  call. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Cliair  thinks  that  under  the  drciun- 
stances  this  is  a  proper  announcement  and  does  not  con- 
travene the  position  taken  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

PBATKRS  OF  THE  CHAPLAIN  OF  THE  HOUSE 

lulr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the  Committee  on 
Printing,  I  report  back  favorably,  without  amendment,  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  513)  authorizing  the  printinc 
of  additional  copies  of  the  prayers  of  the  Chai^ain  of  the 
House,  and  I  ask  for  its  present  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  518 

Reaolved,  That  2.600  copies  of  the  prayers  offered  by  the  Reverend 
James  Shera  Montgomery.  ChapUln  of  the  House,  at  the  (^)enlnc 
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of   the   dally   aeaslons  of  the  House   during   the   Seventy-foiirth. 
8eventy-flfth.  and  Seventy-alxth  Congresses,  including  the  current 
aeflslon.  be  printed  and  bound  for  the  use  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
:  aentatlvea. 

Mr.  MICH  EN  KK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 
Mr.  JARMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    How  are  these  copies  to  be  distributed; 
through  the  folding  room? 
Mr.  JARMAN.    Through  the  folding  room;  yes. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

RtPO«T  CM  tABOR  Df  THI  TXaiUTORY  OF  HAWAII 

Mr,  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the  Committee  on 
Printing,  I  report  back  favorably,  without  amendment,  a 
privileged  reMlutlon  (H.  Res.  019)  authorizing  the  printinff 
of  a  letter  of  the  fMcretary  of  Labor,  together  with  a  report 
on  labor  In  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  X  lak  for  lU  present 
consideration. 

Ths  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

NouM  Nesotution  llff 

n§»olv»d.  That  tlM  l«it#r  of  tta«  Wmtfi^ty  of  Ubof,  trsnafflUt«d 
to  thf  KmiM  and  rtftrrvd  to  the  OommittiMi  en  the  TerritoriM  on 
June  4,  1940,  together  wtth  the  report  on  "Lnbor  in  the  TMrritory 
of  Kawsii,"  whish  was  prtpartd  by  tb«  Burssu  of  Ubor  •tstlNtton 
pUfMUsnt  to  the  ortanlo  isw  of  th«  Ttrrttory  of  Mswsd  in  liKK),  m 
granted  Aprti  S,  iSM.  be  printed  ae  a  document. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  wii  Igtd  on  the  table. 
Roiraa  coirysaaircs  om  tmsMFLovMsirr 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the  Committee  on 
Printing,  I  report  back  favorably,  without  amendment,  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  540)  authorizing  the  printing 
of  reports  of  the  various  committees  of  the  House  Conference 
on  Unemployment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  640 
Resolr?ed,  That  the  manuscript  of  the  reports  of  the  various  com- 
mittees of  the  House  Conference  on  Unemployment,  composed  of 
House  Members  who  voluntarily  made  a  general  study  of  the 
cauaea  of  unemployment  and  the  fundamental  measures  neces- 
sary to  accomplish  its  solution,  be  printed  as  a  House  document. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

COMPOSITION  or  THE   UNITED  STATES  NAVY  AND  CONSTRTTCTION  OF 

CERTAIN  NAVAL  VESSELS 

BIT.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  House  Resolution 
538. 

The  Cleric  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution   538 

Resolved,  That  Immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  It 
shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  tlie  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  10100,  a  blU  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  naval 
vessels,  and  for  other  purposes.  That  after  general  debate,  which 
•hall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  2 
hours  .to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  the 
bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the 
-conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Commit- 
tee shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such  amend- 
ments as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall 
be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to 
final  passage  without  Intervening  motion,  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  shall,  later  on.  yield  30 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Pish]. 

Mr.  Speaker,  to  save  the  time  of  many  Members  who 
have  inquired  as  to  how  long  the  debate  will  take,  or  when 
a  vote  may  be  expected.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
about  40  minutes  of  the  1  hour  on  the  rule  will  be  utilized 
and  the  rule  itself  provides  for  2  hours  of  general  debate. 
I  understand  that  not  all  of  the  2  hours  will  be  used  and. 
consequently,  we  may  conclude  the  consideration  of  the  rule 
and  the  bill  around  6  o'clock. 

This  is  a  broad  rule,  making  in  order  an  extremely  im- 
portant bill,  a  bill  which  provides  for  an  increase  in  our 
Navy,  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  of  400.000  tons.    The  able  chair- 


man of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  will  thoroughly 
explain  the  details  of  the  bill  to  the  satisfaction  of  Members 
of  the  House  and  I  know  that  after  you  have  listened  to 
him  there  will  be  no  question  about  your  vote  on  the  rule 
or  on  the  bill. 

Personally,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  that  I  am  obliged  to  take 
a  few  minutes  more  than  I  expected  on  the  rule,  and  I  am 
doing  so  because  I  feel  that  we  are  hcie  providing  for  appro- 
priations of  billioiu,  not  millions,  but  billions  of  dollars,  for 
our  national  defense  and  while  we  are  doing  this  I  regret  to 
say  there  are  people  within  our  midst  who  are  undermining 
and  therefore  weakening  us  at  home.  Z  think  this  should 
stop.  For  Instance.  Z  now  luift  In  my  hand  many  letters  Z 
have  received,  not  as  a  UenAtr  of  Congress,  but  as  a  dele- 
gate to  the  Democratle  National  Convention,  from  many 
so-called  German  organisations.  Each  and  wfwrf  ont  o< 
them  Is  exactly  alike,  and  Z  feel  thtt  this  kind  of  propa- 
ganda, which  is  not  for  the  best  Interests  of  our  country, 
should  OMUM  and  that  th«s«  mlsguldsd  peopls  shotald  bt  sot 
right, 

Mr,  Spetker.  Z  hope  during  the  last  few  days  of  this 
session  soma  of  thoss  gentlsmsn  in  th«  Congress  who  have 
glvsn  aid  and  comfort  to  those  whom  X  consider  enemies  of 
our  country,  will  deiUit.  Frgnkly,  Z  do  not  bltme  the  lU- 
publlcans  for  wanting  to  remain  in  Washington  Thry  do  not 
want  to  adjourn  because  they  are  afraid  to  go  home. 

In  view  of  saving  time.  I  shall  not  read  the  letters  to 
which  I  have  referred,  but  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  Z 
may  insert  one  of  the  many  letters — and  they  are  all  aUk^^ 
lit  the  Record  to  familiarise  the  House  with  them. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  here  are  a  few  of  the  or- 
ganizations from  which  I  have  received  Identical  letters  within 
the  last  few  days:  Sachsenverein  "Saxonia."  Chicago.  111.; 
Deutsch-Oalizien  Kranken-Unterstutzungs-Verein.  Chicago, 
m.;  Society  of  the  Sudeten  Germans,  Chicago.  111.;  Kamtner- 
Club  Koschat.  Chicago,  111.;  Arion  Mannerchor  Der  Sud- 
selte.  Chicago,  111.:  Harlem  Maennerchor.  Forest  Park,  ni.; 
German-Hungarian-American  Citizen's  Organizaticn.  Chi- 
cago, m.:  Verein  Deutscher  Weltkriegs-Veteranen,  Chicago, 
HI.  (association  of  German  veterans  of  the  World  War) . 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  sample  of  the  type  of  letter  that  I  am 
receiving  by  the  hundreds: 

SACHszNvmsm  "SAxomA." 

^     „  „  Chicago,  lU.,  May  31,  1940. 

DEAR  National  CoNvrNrroN  Delegate: 

If  ever  there  were  times  when  the  fate  of  all  Americans  was  at 
Jeopardy,  It  la  now.  Your  vote,  as  a  delegate  to  the  national  conven- 
tion of  your  party,  will  be  one  of  the  deciding  factors  in  shaping  the 
destiny  of  our  country.  Your  aim  is  not  only  to  benefit  our  country 
by  your  decision,  but  also  you  desire  that  the  candidate  of  your 
organization  shall  win  at  the  fall  election,  and  thereby  become  the 
next  President  of  the  United  States  of  America.  The  ultimate  de- 
cision in  this  matter,  however,  rests  with  the  people. 

We,  as  Americans  of  Germanic  ancestry,  are  interested  at  this  time 
primarily  not  In  political  parties  but  In  America,  and  shaU  vote  for 
the  best  candidate  nominated,  irrespective  of  party,  who  is  oledaed 
to  a  platform  which  must  answer  the  following: 

1.  That  the  Presidential  candidate  be  an  American  and  not  an 
Internationalist  or  a  Tory; 

*J  i^wL^L^f''®  an  honest  desire  to  enforce  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  of  America  and  abide  thereby  without  sllKht-of- 
hand  tricks;  -o      »~ 

rf*«t^H,nS!  lulfV"  ^^"^  entering  into  secret  agreement,  and  un- 
derstandings  with  foreign  nations; 

♦..*  ^^^^  ^®  %^^  ^°.  ?.o°«''"  hUnself  With  the  affairs  at  home  and 
the  welfare  of  our  fellow  citizens,  rather  than  with   the  welfwe 

^J^f.  ^^  *°'"^^'  "***  *^**  ^«  '■e^fain  from  international 

meddling; 

5.  That  he  have  an  abiding  desire  and  wIU  to  keep  us  out  of 

^«J^-t«?^f  ?H  ''"'•  """^  ^**  ^^  P'"*«*  ^^°«"  t°  ^°r*.  in  favor 
of  reinstatln?  the  arms  embargo,  which  we  deem  necessary  to  safe- 
guard the  peace  and  neutrality  of  the  United  SUtes- 

hllh^ce^*  ^  °'  ^^*^  ^^°'  "P*^***»"  "  ^°^^  qualify  him  for  the 
Believing,  m  we  do.  that  all  shortcomings  at  home  can  and 
Will  be  adjust^  If  we  will  only  concern  ourselv«  about  "ur  d^me^lc 
a^airs  instead  of  meddling  in  the  alTalrs  of  every  other  natSnlS 
th^ word  and  Instead  of  playing  international ^wer  po^ltlM  w5 
iSS^Uon  "io  "rS."if«Si!""'"'°*  r  '^*  ^oregomrr^ui^mc^.^ 
JiJ^y-rpUao^iT^     ^^^"^  ""^  *"  ^'^'*  uauaUy  outUned  In  a 


W«  trust  that  your  action  at  the  national  convention  of  your 
party  will  aid  in  the  construction  of  an  inspiring  platform  and  the 
nomination  of  a  candidate  for  the  office  of  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  who,  above  aU,  wlU  truly  b«  an  Amarican. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Waltb  Oi 


Mr.  Speaker,  all  of  us  can  imderstand  the  underlying  rea- 
sons for  the  sending  out  of  these  letters.  On  the  other  hand. 
I  have  received  thousands  of  petitions,  letters,  and  telegrams 
uivlnff  that  Z  stand  by  the  President  In  his  extraordinary 
efforts  to  keep  the  United  States  out  of  war. 

kiTT   HAS  vono  DBSAMn  oT  osTAimno  s  rooTMOLO  tff  ma 


TlMre  If  DO  longer  the  ilUhteit  doubt  In  the  world  but  thAt 
NaU-lsts  hate  been  planted  and  are  carmni  on  their  prop*- 
fanda  in  practieally  tvery  eotmtry  in  flouth  and  Central 

Amerlct.  Almoft  dtllr  tbt  pnm  mooUtloni  tri  earnlni 
items  About  some  newly  diseoirered  Oerman  plotting  In  almost 
erery  South  American  oaplt«l. 

■rlberr«  sabotAfe.  intrtfUOi  And  nefArious  propacandialnf 
hAi  AlWAjn  bNn  a  pArt  And  ptroel  of  Oerman  WAriAre.  We 
hA?e  only  to  recall  the  braaen  note  of  Zimmerman,  the  Oer- 
man foreign  minister  to  the  Oerman  legation  in  Mexieo,  to 
rtAllge  thAt  thlf  WAS  so  In  the  World  War.  and  there  is  no 
roAion  to  believe  thAt  since  then  the  tiger  hAs  lost  Its  itrlpes 
nor  the  ItopArd  Its  spots.  Zimmerman  offered  Mexico  as  a 
bait  for  Its  assistance  against  the  United  States  the  oppor- 
tunity "to  reconquer  the  lost  territory  of  Hew  Mexico.  TexAs, 
and  Arizona."  saying  to  his  Mexican  agents.  'The  details  are 
left  to  you  for  settlement." 

The  text  of  Zimmermann's  message,  which  was  captured  by 
American  secret-service  agents  late  In  1916.  tells  Its  own  story, 
as  follows: 

On  the  1st  of  February  we  Intend  to  began  the  tinltmited  sub- 
marine warfare  unrestricted  In  spite  of  this,  it  is  our  intention 
to  Iceep  neutral  the  United  States  of  Amerlct. 

If  this  attempt  is  not  successful,  we  propose  an  alliance  on  the 
following  basis  with  Mexico.  That  we  shall  make  war  together  and 
together  make  peace.  We  shaU  give  general  financial  support  and 
it  is  understood  that  Mexico  Is  to  reconquer  the  lost  territory  of 
New  klexloo,  Texas,  and  Arizona.  The  details  are  left  to  you  for 
settlement. 

You  are  Instmcted  to  advise  the  President  of  Mexloo  of  the  at>ove 
In  the  greatest  confidence  as  soon  as  it  is  certain  that  there  wlU 
be  an  outbreak  of  the  war  with  the  United  States,  and  suggest  that 
the  President  of  Mexico,  on  his  own  initiative,  should  communicate 
with  Japan  suggesting  at  once  adherence  to  this  plan.  At  the 
same  time  offer  to  mediate  between  Gernaany  and  Japan. 

Plea&e  call  the  attention  of  the  President  of  Mexico  that  the  em- 
ployment of  ruthless  submarine  warfare  now  promises  to  compel 
Kngland  to  make  peace  in  a  few  months. 

ZntarraMAicw. 

2Ummerman  had  deposited  $500,000  In  New  York  banks 
for  the  exclusive  purpose  of  his  "Mexican  campaign."  It  is 
believed  that  Huerta.  a  former  Mexican  general  and  Presi- 
dent, received  $100,000  of  this  sum  and  that  he  would  prob- 
ably have  received  more  had  he  not  died  soon  after. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  Hitler  has  some  kind  of  designs 
on  the  Western  Hemisphere;  otherwise,  why  would  he  be 
sending  so  many  of  his  agents  to  this  continent?  As  a 
matter  of  fact.  Hitler  has  always  talked  and  dreamed  of 
coming  to  South  America.  He  told  a  German  writer,  one 
of  his  closest  friends.  Herman  Rauschnlng.  a  member  of 
the  Reichstag,  about  it  as  long  ago  as  1933,  and  Rauschnlng 
wrote  the  story  in  his  bo<*.  The  Voice  of  Destruction. 
At  the  same  time  he  told  of  his  plans  to  capture  Norway, 
Holland.  Belgltim.  Denmark.  Poland,  and  all  or  most  of  the 
things  he  said  then  have  already  come  true.  Speaking  in 
the  first  person.  Hitler  declared  excitedly: 

My  troops  wlU  appear  In  the  streets  of  their  capitals  suddenly, 
and  they  wUl  be  fully  uniformed  and  armed,  and  no  one  wlU  stc^ 
them. 

And  they  appeared  Just  that  way  In  the  capitals  of  Den- 
mark and  Norway,  after  his  "fifth  column"  had  preceded 
them  and  prej)ared  the  ground.  Referring  to  South  Amer- 
ica, Hitler  said,  away  back  in  1933,  mind  you,  his  mind 
Inflamed  Just  after  he  bad  been  talking  with  a  trusted 


leader,  SturmabteUung,  who  had  recently  returned  from 

South  America: 

We  shall  create  a  new  Germany  there.  •  •  •  We  shaU  find 
everything  we  need   there.     •     •     • 

"Besides,  we  have  a  right  to  that  continent,"  declared 
Hitler,  his  eyes  wild  with  excitement,  '^or  the  Puggers  and 
Welsers  had  possession  there." 

The  Puggers  were  wealthy  Germans  who  helped  rape  Spain 
300  years  ago.  Hitler  thought,  as  long  as  7  years  ago.  that 
South  Americans  and  Mexicans  had  lost  confidence  In  the 
United  States.    He  said: 

They  knew  tbty  wtrt  iMtng  Mploitsd  by  ttism  sod  bad  nothlag  to 
ttosm  for  the  derslopment  of  their  country     •    •    • 


espssi  froin _., , _. 

If  tvsr  tbert  Is  a  ptaos  wtisrs  dsmoorsey  Is  ssnsslsss  and  stileldal 
t  u  In  South  AnMMsa,  Tbey  muM  Im  enablsd  to  throw  tooth  thstr 
IberaUsm  and  their  dMBoeraey  overboard. 


I 

It/MlOa  ONAMSfll  OP  OOMIil 

Mr,  speaker,  Just  before  X  took  the  floor  X  was  bAnded  A 
siatsment  which  X  waa  given  to  understAOd  came  from  the 
Junior  ohamber  of  oommeroe.  X  Am  pleAsod  thAt  suoh  waa 
not  theoAig. 

Xt  pertained  to  Anotkter  orgAnliAtlon.  And  not  being  In  the 
hAbIt  of  doing  Anything  thAt  might  refleot  unfairly  or  un- 
justly on  Any  orgAAlgAtion  or  ptrion,  X  wlthdrAw  the  reiBArkg 
And  mAke  due  Apology, 

However,  the  demonstrations  oarried  on  for  the  past  four 
nights  by  members  or  gussts  of  that  organisation  were  ex- 
tremely provoking  to  those  of  ui  who  Are  obllftd  to  rgglde  in 

hotels.  That  they  desired  to  excel  In  the  pranks  of  other 
organisations  may  k>e  understood.  They  are  young,  and  I 
hope  the  hundreds  of  men  and  women  resident  In  other 
hotels  who  were  similarly  disturbed  will  forgive  and  forget  as 

I  am  doing. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  also  received  today  several  releases  from 
the  so-called  National  Small  Business  Men's  Association, 
which  would  have  been  more  in  keeping  if  they  had  been 
circulated  by  some  Republican  campaign  committee.  These 
releases  carry  willfiU  and  deliberate  misstatements  of  facts 
and  unjustifiably  criticize  the  Army  and  the  Navy.  I  feel 
that  such  a  campaign  and  attacks,  especially  at  this  time, 
when  we  are  doing  all  possible  to  strengthen  our  national 
defense,  is  harmful  and  encourages  those  within  our  midst 
who  sympathize  with  the  Nazi-Communist  activities. 

The  bulletins  published  under  the  caption  of  the  National 
Small  Business  Men's  Association  does  not  appear  to  me  to 
be  the  representative  attitude  of  small  business  toward  the 
policies  of  the  present  administration. 

The  Information  contained  in  the  two  copies  is  a  delib- 
erate attempt  at  |)erverslon  of  the  facts  and  status  of  condi- 
tions now  existing  in  the  Army  and  Navy — smacking  and 
closely  resembling  the  type  of  insidious  propaganda  being 
spread  by  the  Nazi  agents  in  this  country  to  undermine 
and  malign  public  opinion.  It  is  a  deliberate,  malicious,  and 
vitrloliq  attack  not  only  against  the  administration  but  the 
good  sense  of  the  American  people.  In  such  hours  of  emer- 
gency such  attempts  at  malignment  are  certainly  directed  to 
thwart  the  unity  of  thought  and  the  unity  of  action  in 
standing  solidly  and  united  against  our  common  enemies 
now  within  the  country. 

It  certainly  is  evident  from  just  a  perusal  of  the  bulletins 
that  the  information  is  sponsored  by  "fifth  columnists" — 
persons  actively  engaged  for  the  sole  purpose  of  destroying 
democracy  and  the  country  as  we  know  it. 

The  figures  contained  in  the  first  few  pages  of  the  bulle- 
tin dated  Jime  7  are  grossly  distorted  and  deliberate  lies. 
The  editors  seem  to  forget  that  military  equipment  manu- 
factured during  these  critical  days  become  obsolete  with 
continued  invention  of  new  weapons  of  war. 

The  editors,  on  page  4  of  the  same  bulletin,  complain 
that  only  31  of  the  1.500  airports  built  by  W.  P.  A.  can 
handle  military  aircraft.  Query,  Is  it  the  writer's  opinion 
that  each  commercial  airport  In  this  country,  whether 
strategically  or  otherwise  situated,  is  to  become  an  armed 
encampment  and  military  arsenal? 
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The  writers  further  state  that  "If  we  had  statesmen  in 
Washington  instead  of  politicians  this  country  would  not  need 
fear  attack  from  within  or  without."  The  editorial  staff 
certainly  does  not  reflect  public  opinion  as  indicated  by  the 
Gallup  poll  as  to  the  rising  popularity  of  the  Roosevelt  New 
Deal  policies  manifesting  approval  of  the  progress  and  pro- 
gram achieved  and  projxjsed  for  the  tremendous  strides  in 
recovery  during  the  past  7  years  by  the  present  adminis- 
tration. 

The  bulletins  accuse  the  President  of  "warmongering" 
and  fanflaring  war  hysteria.  Are  the  writers  aware  of 
the  Nazi-Pascist  activity  in  South  America.  Mexico,  and 
right  here  In  our  own  midst?  All  they  need  do  is  read  the 
recent  speech  by  Dictator  Vargas,  Premier  of  Argentina. 

The  propaganda  contained  in  the  bulletins  is  vicious,  and 
its  attack,  deliberately  un-American,  truly  representative  of 
the  insidious  type  of  stuff  that  is  being  fabricated  in  the 
high-geared  "lie  factories"  imder  the  direction  of  Dr.  Goebbels 
and  Streicher's  Sturmer  in  Nazi  Germany. 

Those  allegedly  "respectable  businessmen"  who  are  be- 
hind this  propaganda  have  not  the  manhood  to  identify  them- 
selves. I  believe  there  are  none  such.  I  defy  anyone  to  give 
xne  the  name  of  even  one  respectable  businessman  who  would 
subscribe  to  such  anonymous  and  scurrilous  attacks  upon  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  our  Army  and  Navy. 

I  am  satisfied  that  in  the  near  future  I  shall  be  able  to 
ascertain  the  source  of  the  funds  for  the  printing  of  these 
bulletins.  I  believe  I  will  be  able  to  prove  that  It  comes  not 
only  from  a  Republican  campaign  fund  but  from  the  coffers 
of  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  best  interests  of  our  Nation. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  intended  to  read  an  editorial  appearing  In 
the  June  19  issue  of  the  Chicago  Daily  Times,  but  in  order  to 
save  the  time  of  the  House  while  such  vitally  important  leg- 
islation is  before  us,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  it  in 
the  Appendix  as  an  extension  of  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  remainder  of  my 
time  and  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  FishI. 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  ^SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  The  gentleman  from  Ulinols  [Mr. 
SabathI  Just  made  the  statement,  if  I  am  correct,  that  the 
Junior  Chamber  of  Ccmunerce  holding  those  conventions 
here  at  this  time  are  not  patriotic.  I  say  to  that  gentleman 
that  the  Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce  represents  the  finest 
itnd  greatest  patriotic  organization  in  this  coimtry. 

Mr.  SABATH.  If  the  gentleman  had  watched  them  per- 
form in  these  various  hotels  of  the  city  he  would  not  make 
that  statement. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Oh,  they  are  not  the  first  group  that  has 
had  a  good  time  here,  and  I  am  not  making  any  apology  for 
them,  but  that  does  not  signify  that  they  are  not  patriotic, 
ftnd  I  resent  that  statement. 

Mr.  THILL.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  PISH.    Yes. 

Mr.  itiiiJfc  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  SabathI  does  not  mean  what  he  said  about  the 
Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce.  That  group  is  made  up  of 
representative  young  men  from  every  State  in  the  Union. 
The  Members  of  Congress  In  the  Texas  delegation  were  In- 
strumental In  entertaining  other  Members  of  Congress  and 
the  convention  delegates  of  the  Junior  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce at  a  barbeque  which  I  mjrself  attended.  I  approve  of 
the  patriotic  activities  of  the  Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  Join  in  upholding  the  patriotism  of  the  Junior 
Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  fair  rule.  There  Is  no  opposition  to 
the  rule  that  I  know  of.  It  brings  before  the  House  a  highly 
important  bill  involving  the  simi  of  $4  000.000.000,  one  of  the 
greatest  authorizations  in  the  history  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  very  possibly  in  the  history  of  any  delib- 
erative body.    I  believe  it  is  the  will  of  both  the  Democrats 


and  Republicans  alike  in  this  great  national  crisis  to  make 
America  invincible  on  land  and  sea  and  in  the  air.  This  bill 
proposes  to  double  the  size  of  our  Navy,  the  greatest  navy 
today  in  the  world,  and  when  we  vote  for  this  bill  we  do  so 
knowing  that  we  are  authorizing  over  a  6-year  period  funds 
to  double  the  size  of  our  present  Navy. 
Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.    Yes. 

Mr.  DIES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  did  not  hear  the  remarks  of 
the  gentleman  from  Dlinois  [Mr.  SabathI,  but  certainly  the 
gentleman  did  not  mean  to  cast  aspersion  or  reflection  upon 
the  members  of  the  Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce.  There 
are  no  more  patriotic  citizens  in  America  than  those  young 
men  who  attended  this  convention  and  I  think  something 
should  be  said  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  gentleman  in  what 
he  says  and  that  is  why  I  yielded  to  gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle.  I  think  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
SabathI  gave  the  wrong  impression  and  that  he  should  with- 
draw his  adverse  criticism.  The  gentleman  has  no  right  to 
speak  for  the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  nor  have  I.  but  I 
suggest,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  gave  that  Impression  to 
the  House,  he  ought  to  withdraw  those  remarks. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  been  away  for  a 
minute. 

Mr.  FISH.    The  gentleman  did  not  bear  the  remarks  of 
the  gentleman  from  Texas? 
Mr.  SABATH.    No. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  suggested  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  did  not  mean  to  make  any  reflection  on  these  young 
men  of  the  Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  think  in  haste  to  get  through  with  my 
remarks  I  may  have  been  misunderstood.  I  said  they  did  not 
behave. 

Mr.  FISH.    The  gentleman  does  not  want  to  make  any 
reflection  upon  their  patriotism? 
Mr.  SABATH.     No. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  contrary  to  the  facts,  the  public 
back  home  is  under  the  impression  because  of  the  war  hysteria 
which  has  led  them  to  believe  that  our  Navy  does  not  amount 
to  much,  that  we  are  practically  defenseless  and  in  the  same 
category  as  China,  Abyssinia,  Poland,  or  some  of  those  other 
weaker  nations.  I  asked  the  gentleman  frcmi  CJeorgia  [Mr. 
Vinson  ].  who  is  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee  In  charge  of  this  bill,  the  other  day.  in  order 
to  clarify  this  situation — and  he  agrees  that  we  have  the  best 
navy  in  the  world.  I  am  frank  to  say  there  are  many  veterans 
in  my  district,  good,  personal  friends  of  mine,  that  do  not 
believe  it  when  I  tell  them  that  we  have  got  a  great  navy  in 
America;  that  we  have  the  greatest  navy  In  the  world.  They 
tell  me,  "Why,  you  are  Just  talking  through  your  hat.  We 
know  better." 

A  little  while  ago  when  Senator  Walsh,  who  knows  as 
much  about  the  strength  of  the  Navy  as  anybody  in  Con- 
gress or  out.  went  before  the  Daughters  of  the  Amertcan 
Revolution  convention  and  ventured  the  statement  that  we 
had  a  great  Navy,  he  was  hissed  and  booed  by  the  con- 
vention. They  knew  better.  The  American  people  actually 
believe  that  our  Navy  Is  second  or  third  rate  and  in  no  way 
equipped  to  defend  our  shores.  So  I  asked  about  a  week  ago 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  my  distinguished  friend,  with 
whom  I  have  served  so  many  years  in  the  Congress,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  I  Mr.  Vinson],  about  the  size  of  the 
Navy: 

Mr.  Pish    Mr    Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Pish.  I  find  there  Is  a  good  deal  of  misunderstanding  about 
the  size  of  o\u  Navy;  a  great  deal  of  confusion  and  bewUderment 
In  the  minds  of  the  people.  Some  people  actually  feel  that  we 
have  no  Navy  at  all.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman,  who  Is 
the  greatest  authority  In  the  whole  Congress  on  the  Navy.  If  It  1» 
not  a  fact  that  we  have  the  greatest,  the  most  powerful  and 
efficient  Navy  in  the  world  today? 

Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  Is  abso- 
lutely correct.  There  is  no  navy  in  the  world  equal  to  the  Navy 
at  the  United  SUtea. 


Mr.   PITZPATRICK.    Mr.   Speaker,    will    the    gentleman 
yield  right  there? 


Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

lir.  PITZPATRICK.  It  Is  not  surprising  that  people  on 
the  outside  would  feel  that  our  Navy  was  weak,  when  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  will  get  up  on  the  floor  and  say  that  we 
have  not  made  any  preparaticm. 

Mr.  FISH.  Well.  I  do  not  think  It  comes  so  much  from 
Members  of  the  House.  I  thing  it  comes  from  these  war- 
mongers and  these  hysterical  Commimists  or  columnists — 
one  is  as  bcul  as  the  other  [laughter] — who  are  trying  to 
promote  war  psychology:  that  we  have  got  to  go  to  war  in 
defense  of  ourselves  because  we  have  no  Navy  and  are  about 
to  be  invaded. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  will  state  to  the  gentleman 
that  Congress  has  not  been  negligent  in  its  appropriation  for 
ship  construction.  In  the  last  7  years  there  has  been  over 
$1,600,000,000  appropriated  for  building  ships  in  the  Navy — 
new  construction. 

Mr.  FISH.  Colonel  lindbergli  was  right  when  he  said  in 
one  of  his  recent  radio  speeches: 

Let  us  stop  this  hysterical  chatter  about  calamity  and  Invasion 
that  has  been  running  rife  these  last  few  days.  It  Is  not  fitting  to 
the  i>eople  who  built  this  Nation.  The  only  reason  that  we  are  in 
danger  of  becoming  Involved  In  this  war  is  because  there  are  power- 
ful elements  In  America  who  desire  to  take  pwu-t.  They  represent 
a  small  mlncHity  of  the  American  F>eople,  but  they  control  much  of 
the  machinery  of  Influence  and  propaganda.  They  seize  every 
opportunity  to  push  us  closer  to  the  edge. 

He  refers  to  these  interventionist  coliminists  who  want 
people  to  think  that  we  are  disarmed  and  to  get  us  into 
war  on  some  pretext  of  defense. 

Now,  starting  from  this  premise  that  we  have  the  greatest 
navy  in  the  world — and  thank  Ood  we  have — ^for  the  first 
time  in  our  history,  since  the  Civil  War.  We  have  the 
greatest  navy  in  the  world,  a  navy  greater  than  the  British 
Navy,  because  the  British  Navy  has  lost  a  number  of  ships 
in  the  last  few  months.  Oiu^  is  getting  greater  and  greater 
every  day.  We  are  six  or  seven  times  greater  than  the 
Oerman  Navy.  I  believe  that  most  Members  of  the  House, 
however,  have  made  up  their  minds  that  we  should  prepare 
now  to  have  even  a  greater  navy.  This  authorization  will 
double  our  Navy  in  6  years'  time. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  10  additional 
minutes. 

This  Navy  will  become  twice  the  size  of  our  present  Navy 
and  unquestionably  twice  the  size  of  any  other  navy.  We 
-will  have  a  navy  on  each  coast  equal  to  any  in  the  world.  The 
admirals  of  our  own  Navy  say  that  if  any  nation  wants  to 
come  over  here  and  attack  us,  they  must  have  a  navy  two  or 
three  times  as  large  as  ours  to  even  dare  to  attack  us.  So 
after  our  Navy  has  been  increased  to  twice  the  size  of  the 
present  Navy,  If  all  the  navies  of  the  world  combined  to 
attack,  they  would  make  no  impression  on  us  if  they  came  over 
to  our  shores  looking  for  war.  All  I  hope  is  that  this  navy — 
and  I  am  going  to  vote  for  It — ^wlll  not  be  used  for  offensive 
purposes  and  for  aggression  and  to  police  and  quarantine  the 
world. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    WIU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAONUSON.  I  wish  the  gentleman  would  point  this 
out,  that  although  we  have  the  largest  Navy  in  the  world 
In  tonnage,  we  have  a  two-ocean  proposition,  and  should  we 
split  our  navies,  for  Instance,  in  the  Pacific,  then  we  would 
have  a  Navy  in  the  Pacific  that  would  be  smaller  than  the 
present  Japanese  Navy.  Therefore  the  necessity  for  this  is 
obvious.  We  should  have  not  only  the  largest  Navy  in  the 
world,  but  we  should  have  the  largest  Navy  in  each  particular 
ocean. 

Mr.  FISH.  That  Is  the  sogument  for  the  bill,  and  that  is 
why  Members  of  Congress  largely  are  going  to  support  it. 
I  am  going  to  vote  for  It  from  the  same  point  of  view  as  the 
gentleman  has  expressed. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 


Mr.  HINSHAW.  How  long  will  it  be  before  this  Navy 
we  are  authorizing  today  will  be  built  and  ready  for  service? 

Mr.  FISH.    About  6  jrears. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Will  not  a  great  part  of  our  present 
Navy  by  that  time  be  in  a  state  of  obscdeecence  and  ready 
for  the  Junk  heap? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  do  not  know  so  much  about  that.  It  is  a 
question  how  long  these  battleships  are  useful.  I  rather 
think  ovu-  Navy  is  pretty  efficient  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BENDER.    Bdr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  have  a  telegram  from  a  substantial  or- 
ganization in  Chicago  in  which  they  say  we  have  had  a 
decrease  of  35  fighting  ships  in  the  last  6  years.  Is  that 
statement  correct? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  would  rather  refer  the  gentleman  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  who  knows 
exactly  how  much  money  we  have  appropriated,  how  much 
money  we  have  spent,  and  how  many  ships  we  have  in  com- 
mission. I  agree  with  him  thoroughly  in  what  he  says  that 
today  we  have  the  best  Navy  in  the  world.  That  ought  to  be 
sufficient,  and  I  do  not  think  any  member  of  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee  denies  it.  They  ought  to  know  more  about 
it  than  s(xne  of  us  who  are  not  on  that  committee.  I  want 
the  American  people  to  realize  these  facts  which  are  not 
understood  at  all,  that  we  have  the  greatest,  most  efficient, 
and  best  Navy  in  the  world. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  If  we  appropriate  this  money  and 
build  this  new  Navy,  what  a&oirance  have  we  that  the  Presi- 
dent will  not  sell  some  of  these  ships  to  some  other  nation? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  going  to  discuss  that  In  some  detail.  That 
is  the  reason  I  took  the  time  today.  It  Is  a  matter  that  is 
very  close  to  my  heart;  it  is  a  matter  practically  of  in- 
heritance. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  How  long  did  the  gentleman  state 
it  would  take  to  build  these  ships? 

Mr.  FISH.    Six  years. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  We  will  have  another  President  by 
that  time. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  hope  so.  Let  me 'say  to  the  gentleman  that 
we  have  Just  launched  two  brand  new  35,000-ton  battleships 
a  few  weeks  ago. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.    Have  they  been  sold  yet? 

Mr.  FISH.  No;  not  that  I  know  of— and  that  is  a  very 
proper  question.  I  Just  communicated  with  Admiral  Stark's 
office.  I  tried  to  get  Admiral  Stark  on  the  telephone,  but 
could  not,  and  talked  with  an  officer  who  contacted  and 
spoke  for  him.  I  asked  if  any  ship  of  the  Navy  had  been 
sold,  directly  or  Indirectly,  to  any  foreign  nation — that  is, 
through  private  sources  or  directly  through  the  Navy — and 
the  answer  was  "no."  that  no  ship  had  been  sold. 

We  all  know  that  certain  contracts  have  been  entered 
into  to  sell  some  of  the  brand-new  torpedo  boats — I  believe 
they  call  them  mosquito  boats,  very  fast  submarine  chasers. 
They  had  not  been  completed,  but  the  intent  was  to  take 
those  ships  and  sell  them  to  a  belligerent  power  in  violation 
of  the  law  of  the  land.  The  contract  had  already  been  made. 
I  am  now  informed,  however,  that  the  contract  has  been 
broken  because  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Cask]  discovered  a  Federal  law  and  called  the  attention  of  the 
Navy  Department  to  it,  showing  them  that  it  was  a  crin:iinal 
offense  for  any  private  concern  to  sell  any  armed  ships. 
The  contract  has  been  withdrawn  or  canceled. 

What  I  wanted  to  do  was  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  our  great  American  tradition  that  goes  very  much  further 
and  way  beyond  the  selling  of  any  naval  vessel.  That  is  abso- 
lutely in  defiance  of  every  law,  our  own  law  as  well  as  lntei> 
national  law,  and  common  usage.  It  is  unquestionably  an 
act  of  war.  When  a  neutral  nation  sells  a  naval  vessel  to  a 
belligerent  nation,  that  is  an  act  of  war  and  would  be  so  recog- 
nized by  all  nations. 

During  the  Civil  War  certain  Confederate  raiders  were  out- 
fitted in  England.    The  well-known  Alabama,  the  Florida,  the 
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Shenandoah,  were  equipped  and  outfitted  in  England.    These 
were  not  English  warships,  they  were  Confederate  merchant 

— "  vessels  that  were  outfitted  in  wartime  in  England.    They  left 

England  and  were  equipped  outside  of  the  3-mile  limit  with 

--'f^gxms.    Then  they  raided  the  Union  ships,  and  they  raided 

-ithem  very  successfully  and  sunk  hundreds  of  them,  at  the 

; '     cost  of  great  sums  of  money  to  their  owners.    After  the  war 
•^,4...     our  administrations,  one  after  the  other,  took  this  matter  ap 

•^  with  England  and  demanded  reparations  and  indemnities  for 
the  depredations  of  these  Confederate  cruisers.  At  one  time 
we  verged  on  war  with  England  over  those  claims.  It  was 
not  a  question  of  their  selling  their  own  Navy  ships,  but 
merely  outfitting  ships  there  that  could  be  used  sis  raiders. 
We  almost  went  to  war  with  Great  Britain.  Finally,  under 
the  Grant  administration,  we  entered  into  the  Treaty  of 
Washington  in  1871  that  provided  for  a  settlement  of  these 
claims  through  arbitration. 
The  reason  I  recall  this  so  clearly  is  bscause  at  that  time — 

^~~^  -and  I  am  very  proud  of  the  fact — the  Secretary  of  State  who 
handled  those  treaties  was  my  own  grandfather.  I  am  fa- 
miliar with  every  detail  of  them.  It  was  one  of  the  first  suc- 
cessful arbitration  treaties  between  two  great  powers.  The 
arbitrators  were  appointed  and  they  held  their  meetings  in 
Geneva.  Switzerland.  It  is  known  as  the  Geneva  Trlbimal  or 
the  Geneva  Award.  That  tribunal  found  for  the  United  States 
against  Great  Britain  in  a  sum  of  $15,500,000,  a  very  large 
sum  of  money  in  those  days,  and  held  her  responsible  and 
accoiuitabl6  for  merely  outfitting  these  Confederate  ships,  not 
their  own  Navy  ships — outfitting  ships  and  letting  them  de- 
*"^  part  without  due  diligence  to  harass  and  destroy  our  Union 

merchant  marine. 
'"^  So  Great  Britain  had  to  back  down,  the  mistress  of  the  seas 
had  to  apologize  and  give  us  one  check  in  the  amount  of 
$15,500,000.  Prom  that  time  on  it  has  been  written  into 
international  law  all  over  the  world  that  no  neutral  power 
may  sell  any  naval  vessel  to  a  belligerent  power.  It  was  put 
into  article  VI  of  the  Hague  Convention  of  1907,  of  which 
Germany  and  ourselves  are  still  parties.  But  more  than  that, 
we  wrote  it  into  our  own  law,  and  I  want  to  commend  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  as  I  very  often  do,  and  the  :om- 
mittee  itself,  for  bringing  in  a  bill,  including  the  last  para- 
graph of  which  reads  as  follows: 

Sec.  7.  No  vessel,  ship,  or  boat  now  in  the  United  States  Navy  or 
being  built  therefor  shall  be  disposed  of  by  sale  or  otherwise  or  be 
chartered  or  scrapped  without  the  consent  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  ought  to  settle  the  fear  in  the  mind  of 
any  man  or  woman  in  this  House  that  the  President  may 
attempt  to  §ell  naval  vessels  because  we  are  now  writing 
Into  the  law  here  that  no  such  action  shall  be  taken  without 
the  consent  and  approval  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  2  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  very  happy  that  this  traditional  and 
very  well-known  principle  established  long  ago  is  about 
to  be  reaffirmed  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  I 
submit  that  if  we  had  proceeded  with  this  contract  and 
had  sold  our  naval  vessels  it  would  have  been  tantamount  to 
an  act  of  war.  It  would  probably  have  involved  us  In 
serious  difBcultles,  if  not  in  actual  war.  Certainly,  if  we  had 
sold  these  naval  vessels  and  they  had  sunk,  let  us  say, 
German  ships,  after  the  war  is  over,  and  sooner  or  later 
peace  is  bound  to  come  and  the  sooner  it  comes  the  better 
for  the  world,  then  the  United  States  would  be  held  responsi- 
ble. We  would  be  sued  for  the  losses  incurred  and  be 
obliged  to  arbitrate  and  we  would  lose.  It  would  cost  us  hun- 
dreds and  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars.  So  I  am  glad  we 
have  put  our  stamp  of  approval  against  the  sale  of  any  naval 
vessels  and  in  that  way  assure  keeping  us  out  of  foreign 
wars.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Sj)eaker,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  [Mr.  ColicerI. 

PKEPAKXDNKSS A  GTTAaANTT   AGAINST  WAS 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  7  years  that  I  have 
had  the  privilege  of  being  a  Member  of  this  body,  I  have 
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consistently  and  from  time  to  time  taken  the  floor  of 
this  House  to  advocate  military  preparedness  as  the  road 
to  peace:  and  I  am  happy  in  the  thought  that  as  we  consider 
this  additional  authorization  for  the  building  up  and  improv- 
ing of  one  arm  of  oiu:  national  defense — the  Navy — I  am  no 
longer  in  the  minority.  It  la  indeed  gratifying  to  observe 
that  the  Congress  and  the  American  people  generally  are 
awakened  to  the  necessity  of  this  country  building  a  national 
defense  that  will  be  adequate  to  meet  any  eventuality. 

PSOPHXCT 

In  fact,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  that  I  will  be  pardoned  for 
making  the  statement  that  as  long  as  4  or  5  years  ago  some 
of  us  had  the  foresight  to  envision  the  events  which  have 
and  are  now  transpiring  in  such  lightning  order  abroad. 
On  March  19,  1936,  in  the  Well  of  this  House.  I  dared  to 
prophesy  some  of  these  things  that  I  regret  to  say  have 
happened.  In  a  speech  on  that  date  entitled  "An  Answer 
to  the  War  Lords,"  I  said,  in  part: 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  an  old  adage  to  the  effect  that  In  times 
of  peace  we  should  prepare  for  war.     I  should  like  to  paraphrase 
this  for  the  purxxise  of  this  discussion  and  say.  "In  times  of  peace, 
prepare  for  peace."     With   Europe   a   veritable   volcano  of   war   at 
present,  with  the  clouds  of  another  gigantic  war.  the  like  of  which 
possibly   the   world    has   never   heretofore   witnessed,    hanging    the 
lowest  on  the  world's  horizon,  with  the  diplomatic  endeavors  of 
the  Old  World  statesmen  dally  changing   into  kaleidoscopic  pat- 
terns, with  the  whole  of  Europe  Jockeying  for  poaltlon.  It  miist  be 
manifest,  even  to  him  who  reasons  as  he  runs,  that  the  enemy  of 
civilization  and  Christianity,  the  aU-powerful  god  of  war.  Is  busy 
about  his  task.     War  Is  Imminent.     J\ist  how  far  distant  it  Is  no 
man  can  successfully  predict.    It  may  be  6  months;   it  may  be 
a  years.    At  the  most  it  cannot  be  more  than  5  years  unless  some- 
thing not  now  apparent  develops.    In  my  opinion,  conditions  in 
the  world  today,  from  the  standpoint  of  Imminence  of   another 
World  War,  are  more  pronounced  than  they  were  6  months  before 
an  all-powerful  German  war  machine  rode  roughshod  over  Belgium 
In  1914.     If  you  question  the  wisdom  of  this  statement.  I  would 
point  out  to  you  the  fact  that  today  a  powerful,  militaristic  Italy, 
\inder  the  domination  of  the  war  lord,  Mussolini,  bent  upon  ex- 
pansion and  conquest.  Is  running  at  liberty  over  a  weaker  and 
almost  defenseless  black  people  in  Ethiopia.     The  yellow  race  of 
Japan  for  the  past  decade,  under  the  domination  of  the  war  lords 
of  that  nation,  has  been  continually  buUdlng  up  a  powerful  mili- 
tary machine  likewise  bent  upon  a  conquest  of  expansion.    Russia 
looks   with   uneasy   expression   and   apprehensive   eyes   upon   this 
program  of  Japan.    The  Chinese,  powerful  In  potentiality  but  de- 
fenseless in  reality,  resent  keenly  and  with  a  smouldering  fire  of 
national  pride  this  aggression  on   the  part  of  her  more  powerful 
yellow  neighbor.    To  the  west  the  mighty  British  lion  paces  un- 
easily but.  withal,  cvmnlngly  and  wisely  as  he  watches  over  his 
spreading  dominions  and  counts  the  effect  of  these  aggressive  and 
hostile   acts  on  his  own  proud  kingdom.     The   Ingenious  and  re- 
sourceful Germany,  under  the  leadership  of  the  new  war  lord  of 
that  country,  has  boldly  discounted  the  Locarno  pact  and  pro- 
claimed the  last  vestige  of  the  Treaty  of  Versailles  as  but  another 
scrap  of  paper.     Prance  is  diligent  In  her  efforts  to  form  new  alU- 
ances,  and  is  emotionally  appealing  to  her  neighbors  and  the  other 
civilized  countries  to  rally  to  her  support  In  defending  the  Locarno 
pact  and  the  Treaty  of  Versailles.    America,  the  New  World  giant, 
once  far  removed  from  Europe  but  now,  as  a  result  of  sclent  IQo 
advancements  In  communication  and  transportation,   not  so  far 
removed  from  the  Old  World;   America,  a  peace-loving  nation.  In 
spite  of  Its  suffering  from  a  world-wide  depression,  with  no  neces- 
sity for  expansion — no  desire  for  conquest,  rich,  and  happy  In  Its 
own  Ideals  of  government — Is  wont  to  remain  aloof  from  the  turmoU 
and  maelstrom  of  Old  World  diplomacy  and  warfare. 

The  all-Important  question  now  is.  What  is  America  going  to  do 
about  it?    What  course  shall  we  pursue? 

Somewhere  there  must  be  a  sane,  sound  policy  for  this  cotuitry 
to  pursue.  To  my  conception  there  Is  but  one  answer — armed 
neutrality.  We  can  be  neutral,  but  we  must  be  strong  enough  to 
demand  the  respect  of  those  warlike  nations  who  profess  a  desire 
for  peace  and  at  the  same  time  are,  with  wanton  abandonment, 
t>ent  upon  a  policy  of  economic  expansion  and  aggression. 

Is  it  necessary  for  me  to  point  out  to  my  colleagues  here  that 
treaties,  pacts,  and  agreements  are  worthless  in  a  world  of  nations  who 
are  arming  to  the  limit  of  their  economic  ability;  when  aggression 
and  expansion  are  the  \iltimate  desires  of  so  many  nations  of  the 
world?  Is  it  necessary  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  a  peace- 
ful overture  of  one  powerf\il  nation  to  another  today  is  withdrawn 
almost  before  an  opportunity  for  Its  acceptance  has  been  given? 
The  order  of  procedure  among  the  nations  of  the  world  today  Is 
so  selfish  and  so  self -centered  that  one  Is  reminded  of  a  public 
auction  ^here  the  highest  bidder  Is  the  purchaser  of  the  thing 
sought.  A  powerful  nation,  through  its  diplomatic  circles.  Issues 
a  strong  denunciation  today  of  the  encroachment  upon  the  national 
rights  of  a  weaker  nation:  A  few  months  later  the  same  powerful 
nation,  when  it  is  either  to  the  economic  or  strategic  interest  of 
that  nation  to  do  so,  barters  or  negotiates  with  the  same  nation 
that  it  has  so  recently  denoimced.  We  have  seen  treaties,  pacts, 
and  agreements  thrown  overboard  apparenUy  without  rhyme  or 
reason  other  than  that  might  makes  right.    ApparenUy,  therefore. 
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we  are  driven  to  the  conclusion  that,  however  desirable  and  beau- 
tiful are  world  courts,  leagues  of  nations,  and  international  agree- 
ments for  disarmament  in  their  tbeory.  we  are  confronted,  as  peace- 
loving  as  we  are.  with  the  realleation  that  we  are  dealing  with 
nations  who.  like  men.  have  as  their  controUlng  factor  a  selfLsh 
desire  to  prosper  at  the  other  fellow's  expense. 

In  this  situation  are  we  not  drlvoi,  driven  reluctantly,  but  never- 
theless driven,  to  a  little  selfish  consideration  of  o\ir  own  national 
preservation?  Because  of  this  unfortunate  situation  our  Navy  and 
our  Army — and  more  etpeclally  our  Navy — must  be  bxiilt  up  to 
the  point  where  It  will  be  excelled  by  none,  not  even  that  of  Great 
Britain.  Our  vast  shore  lines  and  outlying  posicwlona  must  be 
protected.  American  integrity  and  American  nationality  must  be 
conserved.  The  heritage  purchased  by  our  glorious  ancestry,  with 
Its  institutions  and  its  ideals,  must  t>e  maintained.  When  Europe 
and  the  rest  of  the  world  have  awakened  to  the  truth  that  peace 
Is  precious  and  that  the  race  In  armaments  and  warfare  must  end, 
then — and  not  until  then — can  America  afford  to  cease  its  vigilance. 
•  *  *  We  are  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  an  adequate 
armed  force  for  this  country  Is  an  expensive  necessity,  costing  as 
It  does  millions  of  dollars  to  maintain.  Neither  can  we  forget  that 
ovir  recent  venture  into  the  arena  of  the  World  War  cost  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  In  excees  of  $50,000,000,000  in  money  alone, 
and  we  have  not  seen  the  end  yet.  But.  of  more  moment  stUl, 
where  is  the  American  home  that  did  not  feel  more  keenly  the  loas 
or  Injury  of  some  loved  one  who  was  called  upon  to  offer  his  blood 
upon  the  fields  of  horror  In  the  helllshness  of  modern  warfare? 

The  American  people  are  sending  aloft  to  high  heaven 
daily  a  fervent  prayer  that  the  United  States  may  not  be 
drawn  into  the  vortex  of  this  the  greatest  and  most  ruthless 
war  in  the  history  of  mankind.  But  as  commendable  as 
prayer  may  be,  there  can  be  no  assurance  that  the  dove  of 
peace  will  continue  to  flit  about  the  American  Continent 
unless  we  build  up  our  national  defense  to  the  point  that  it 
will  be  respected  abroad.  The  only  language  which  we  may 
expect  the  modern  Caesars  and  Alexanders  to  respect  is  the 
language  of  guns  and  power — superior  armies,  navies,  planes, 
and  tanks. 

Today.  Mr.  Speaker,  civilizatlcn  and  Christianity  are  stag- 
gered by  the  picture  of  horror  and  bloodshed  in  a  war-torn 
Europe.  It  Is  no  wonder  that  at  times  the  followers  of  Jesus 
Christ,  the  lowly  Nazarene.  have  their  moments  of  doubt 
whether  2,000  years  of  Christianity  and  civilization  have  l)een 
in  vain.  But  as  our  eyes  scan  the  world  horizon  and  we 
witness  the  death  struggle  for  power  on  the  one  hand  and 
for  national  existence  on  the  other,  we  realize  that  self- 
preservation  and  national  existence,  not  to  mention  the 
heroic  history  and  treasured  traditions  of  America  for  more 
than  160  years,  may  perhaps  fall  victim  to  the  same  ruthless 
and  vmconsclonable  methods  of  modem  warfare  that  are  now 
in  the  process  of  destroying  the  democracies  of  the  Old  World. 
Assuredly  America  in  all  of  its  might,  in  its  vast  resources— 
both  natural  and  manpower — in  all  of  Its  patriotism,  will  not 
allow  such  a  thing  to  happen.  But  assuredly  It  can  and  will 
happen  unless  we  be  prepared  to  meet  that  unconscionable 
and  ruthless  force  with  a  superior  force.  [Applause.] 
pixsnrr  akd  AtrrHouzED  dxtensx 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  present  armed  forces  of  the  tJnited  States 
are  by  no  means  insignificant.  While  it  is  true  that  we  are 
not  prepared  to  engage  in  a  war  or  defend  ourselves  against 
a  first-rate  fighting  machine  such  as  is  possessed  by  Germany 
and  Italy,  it  is  nevertheless  true  that  we  have  made  consid- 
erable strides  in  the  program  of  national  defense.  For  in- 
stance, we  have  appropriated  during  the  past  7  years  ap>- 
proximately  $7,000,000,000  for  our  armed  forces.  This  is 
exclusive  of  the  $5,000,000,000  already  approved  this  year  and 
the  present  legislation  which  we  are  considering,  which  would 
authorize  another  $4,000,000,000.  That  means  that  we  have 
authorized  a  total  of  nearly  $16,000,000,000  for  national  de- 
fense during  this  administration.  We  will  have  authorized  a 
standing  Army  of  400.000  men,  by  far  the  greatest  peacetime 
Army  this  country  has  ever  had.  We  have  the  greatest  Navy 
that  has  ever  sailed  under  the  American  flag.  Our  Navy  in 
November  of  1933  had  an  aggregate  tonnage  of  a  little  more 
than  a  million  tons.  Our  present  program  for  the  new  Navy, 
which  means  ships  now  afloat  plus  the  ones  under  construc- 
tion, and  plus  those  which  Congress  has  authorized  heretofore 
and  which  we  are  going  to  construct  with  all  possible  speed, 
when  completed  will  have  an  aggregate  tonnage  of  more 
than  2,000,000  tons.  This  will  comprise  a  balanced  Navy  o* 
annroximately  522  vessels.    We  now  have  under  construction 


64  combatant  ships.  We  have  Just  laimched  2  of  the  great- 
est— and  possibly  the  greatest — battleships  in  the  world. 
Now  add  to  that  the  ships  which  are  authorized  in  the  bill 
which  we  are  now  considering — an  additional  tonnage  of 
1,325,000  tons  at  a  cost  of  $4,000,000,000.  and  we  have  a  grand 
total  of  approximately  three  and  a  half  million  tons  of  naval 
combatant  craft.  This  bill,  which  the  Congress  in  its  wisdom 
will  pass,  authorizes  capital  ships,  aircraft  carriers,  cruisers, 
destroyers,  and  submarines.  If  and  when  this  program  is 
completed  the  United  States  will  have  by  far  the  greatest  Navy 
that  the  world  has  ever  seen.  But  the  necessity  for  such  a 
Navy  is  evident.  Even  as  we  debate  this  bill,  the  fate  of  the 
French  Meet — the  third  largest  In  the  world — is  In  doubt. 
Just  what  will  eventually  happen  to  the  British  Fleet  no  one 
can  foretell.  At  any  rate,  it  is  in  the  realm  of  possibility, 
whether  we  like  it  or  not.  that  before  another  6  months  have 
elapsed  a  large  portion  of  the  British  Fleet,  as  well  as  the 
entire  French  Fleet,  may  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  Gennau 
and  Italian  war  lords.  We  hope — yea,  we  even  pray — that 
such  a  thing  may  not  happen,  but  we  have  no  asstu'ance  that 
It  will  not. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  are  woefully  unprepared  by  com- 
parison in  the  air.  We  have  less  than  1,500  first-class  air- 
planes, as  against  a  possible  30,000  coalition  of  German  and 
Italian  planes.  In  tanks — the  battleships  of  land — we  pos- 
sibly su£Fer  even  more  by  comparison. 

KacissrrT  fob  sfkxd 
So  it  is  quite  evident  that  in  this  chaotic  condition  of 
world  affairs  we  as  a  nation  can  no  longer  as  a  neutral 
bystander  go  unprepared.  We  must,  in  the  words  of  the 
President,  go  "full  speed  ahead."  Mr.  Henry  Ford,  tlie 
great  industrial  leader,  assures  us  that  he  can  build  1,000 
planes  a  day.  In  fact,  he  and  his  staff,  together  with  other 
great  Industrial  leaders  and  their  trained  experts,  are  now 
busily  engaged  in  setting  up  plans  to  turn  out  a  maximum' 
of  planes.  I  am  one  of  those  who  bebeve  that  Kir.  Ford, 
if  not  hampered  by  too  much  governmental  red  tape,  can 
make  good  his  boast  of  a  thousand  planes  a  day,  in  time. 
In  fact,  we  do  not  need  the  production  of  a  thousand  planes 
a  day  now.  but  what  we  do  need  Is  to  have  Industry  geared 
up  to  the  point  where  Industry  can  turn  out  1,000  planes 
a  day  If  necessary.  Hand  in  hand  with  the  development 
of  the  planes  must  go  the  training  of  the  personnel  to 
handle  the  planes.  I  am  happy  in  the  thought  that  by  the 
time  we  have  the  pilots  and  the  ground  crew  trained  to 
handle  the  planes  industry  will  be  in  position  to  produce 
them. 

Mr.  Speaker,  how  pitiful  came  the  cry  from  the  crushed 
Allied  soldiers  after  the  battle  of  Flanders  in  their  request 
for  planes,  planes,  and  more  planes.  It  would  be  nothing 
short  of  criminal  for  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  fail  in  their  Immediate  duty  to  prepare  the 
necessary  planes,  tanks,  and  other  a:mchlnes  of  war  now  and 
not  after  we  get  into  a  war.  Now  Is  the  time  to  prepare  and 
not  after  It  Is  too  late.  Surely  the  President  and  the  Congress 
would  have  the  blood  of  millions  of  Innocent  young  Americans 
on  their  hands  if  they  should  fail  in  this  hour  to  profit  by 
the  experience  of  the  Allies.  Given  10.000  more  modem  war 
planes  30  days  ago  the  Allies  would  have  stopped  Germany 
short  of  the  French  tx)undary.  Under  the  hellish  pounding 
and  bombing  of  Nazi  tanks  and  planes  in  greatly  superior 
nimibers,  the  gallant  soldiers  of  Holiand,  of  Belgium,  of 
France,  and  of  England  were  at  the  mercy  of  the  invading 
hordes.  Our  slogan  until  we  are  fully  prepared  should  be. 
Remember  the  fate  of  Poland,  Czechoslovakia,  Belgium,  Nor- 
way, Holland,  and  France. 

ZKVASION  NOT  nUUMKNT 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  fear  an  immediate  invasion  of  this 
country  by  the  unholy  coalition  of  Hitler  and  Mussolini,  nor 
the  Invasion  by  any  other  war  lords  bent  upon  unconscionable 
aggression.  We  know  not  how  long  EIngland  can  hold  out. 
We  hope  for  the  best  but  fear  the  worst.  America  wants 
no  war.  America  is  and  always  has  been  a  peace-loving  na- 
tion. Never  In  Its  history  has  it  unsheathed  its  sword  in  an 
unjust  cause  of  aggression.    America  has  no  desire  to  become 
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a  world  empire.    But  America  must  be  frank  with  Itself  and 
face  the  issue.    Dark  dajrs  may  lie  ahead. 

Mr.  Speaker,  powerful  influences  are  at  work  to  get  this 
country  Into  the  maelstrom  of  this  modem  bloody  war. 
The  intrigue  of  world  statesmen  and  European  diplomacy 
Is  about  its  task  today  even  as  it  was  in  1916.  Events  are 
moving  swiftly.  God  in  heaven  knows  that  no  one  in  this 
country  condemns  the  ruthless  and  wanton  aggression  of 
Hitler  and  the  cowardly  action  of  Mussolini  more  than 
do  I.  But  I  am  thiniting  of  America.  America  Is  not  pre- 
pared to  go  to  war.  I  am  thinking  of  the  youth  of  this 
country  who  would  have  to  be  slaughtered  In  such  a  war. 
I  am  not  thinkmg  of  big  business  and  mimltlon  makers: 
I  am  thinking  of  the  plain  people  who  will  have  to  fight 
such  a  war.  I  am  thinking  of  my  son,  who  has  Just  qualified 
as  an  aviation  pilot;  of  your  sons,  who  would  be  called  upon 
to  shed  their  precious  blood  upon  a  foreign  soil.  I  am 
thinking  of  the  mothers  of  this  land  who  love  these  tender 
youths  more  than  their  own  lives.  You  and  I  are  willing. 
3rea,  we  would  even  take  justifiable  pride  in  seeing  those 
precious  lives  sacrificed  in  defense  of  American  soil  and 
American  institutions.  But  we  pray  that  American  states- 
m.  nshlp  may  not  blindly  lead  us  into  the  fatal  error  of 
embarking  upon  the  bloody  sea  of  European  intrigue  in 
another  futile  effort  to  settle  European  quarrels. 
"We  can  escape  being  drawn  into  this  war  if  we  will  follow 
the  dictates  of  common  sense.  Krst,  we  must  carry  out  a 
prcgram  of  preparedness,  which  we  have  started,  to  the  point 
of  perfection,  regardless  of  cost — a  program  which  will  be  so 
strong  in  its  realization  that  the  war  lords  will  hesitate  to 
provoke  it.  Strong  nations  do  not  provoke  wars  with 
stronger  nations;  they  invade  only  the  weaker  nations.  Force 
is  the  only  language  they  respect.  Second,  we  must  refrain 
from  aggressive  and  overt  acts  and  intemperate  s];)eech  on 
cur  own  part.  Wise  people  do  not  call  bad  men  ugly  and  fight- 
ing names  unless  they  are  ready  to  fight.  America  is  in  no 
position  now  to  fight,  and  it  ill  behooves  us  to  commit  acts  of 
aggression  and  use  intemperate  speech.  Third,  we  most  em- 
phatically must  get  our  own  bouse  in  order.  Enjoying  the 
benefits  of  the  freest  government  in  the  world,  American 
Citizens  must  becOTie  unified  in  one  great  patriotic  body. 
In  these  perilous  times  there  is  no  room  in  this  country 
for  subversive  activities,  members  of  the  "flith  coliunn."  or 
those  who  would  commit  sabotage.  This  is  no  time  for 
maudlin  sentiment  and  the  prating  about  selfish  rights. 
The  selfish  rights  of  the  individual  must  yield  to  the  collec- 
tive selfishness  of  national  preservation.  Those  who  would 
benefit  by  the  blessings  of  our  form  of  government  must 
realize  their  duty  to  their  Government. 

Moreover,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  no  time  for  either  petty 
or  partisan  politics.  On  the  occasion  of  the  consideration 
by  this  body  of  the  neutrality  bill  last  year  this  house  was 
generous  in  its  approval  of  my  opening  statement  in  my 
discussion  of  that  bill  when  I  said:  "Mr.  Speaker.  I  think 
it  is  very  important  at  the  inception  of  this  debate  to  take 
cognizance  of  the  fact  that  we  are  trying  to  save  this  coun- 
try from  becoming  involved  in  a  European  war  rather  than 
tnring  to  elect  somebody  to  office  in  1940." 

If  that  statement  was  worthy  of  your  applause  then,  cer- 
tainly its  repetition  now  is  more  worthy.  We  have  under- 
taken a  big  job.  a  job  of  preparing  this  Nation  as  it  has 
never  been  prepared  before — the  job  of  protecting  the  Mon- 
roe Doctrine,  the  job  of  preventing  this  country  from  becom- 
ing involved  in  European  politics  and  the  bloodiest  of  all 
European  wars.  He  who  would  play  politics  with  this  program 
might  awaken  some  future  day  to  realize  that  his  toga  of  ofiBco 
was  covered  with  the  innocent  blood  of  American  youth.  God 
forbid  that  this,  the  greatest  democracy  on  earth,  should  ever 
fall  prey  to  a  foreign  foe  as  the  result  of  internal  dissension, 
political  aspirations,  or  the  efforts  of  an  undesirable  and 
despicable  "fifth  column"  element.  May  we.  the  beneficiaries 
of  the  foresight  of  the  founding  fathers  In  establishing  the 
greatest  democracy  on  earth,  be  equal  to  the  occasion  by 
observing  these  fundamental  preventives  of  war. 


DZMOCSACT  CHALLENGED 

Democracy  Is  challenged  by  totalitarianism.  We  have  seen 
a  crushed  Germany  and  a  secondary  power — Italy — under  the 
leadership  of  ruthless  dictatorships  build  gigantic  war  ma- 
chines by  the  simple  method  of  basing  their  whole  economy 
around  the  building  of  those  war  machines.  While  Prance, 
England,  and  America  were  pursuing  the  peaceful  pursuits 
of  normal  existence,  these  dictators  were  building  up  their 
armed  forces  for  warfare.  While  we  have  built  schoolhouses 
and  spent  billions  for  the  more  abundant  life,  they  have  built 
war  machines.  That  their  national  economy  would  have 
fallen  of  its  own  weight  and  their  nations  have  gone  bankrupt 
without  proceeding  along  the  lines  of  aggression  for  which 
they  had  prepared  Is  of  no  moment.  We  In  America  must  of 
necessity— not  of  choice — prepare  to  meet  that  war  machine 
with  an  equal  or  superior  one.  When  we  will  have  to  meet  It, 
if  at  all.  Is  a  debatable  question.  But  if  we  are  not  prepared 
to  meet  It,  our  error  will  be  fatal.  All  of  the  patriotism,  all  of 
our  resplendent  courage,  all  of  our  magnificent  achievements 
In  building  the  greatest  model  of  human  government  in  the 
history  of  the  world,  will  avail  us  nothing  if  we  ffidl  to  meet 
the  challenge  which  has  been  thrown  at  us.  God  forbid  that 
the  descendants  of  Washington,  of  Lee,  of  Jackson,  and  of 
Jefferson  should  be  found  wanting.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  SABATH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

yUKTHEK    MESSAGC   FROM  THE   SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Baldrldge,  one 
of  its  clerks,  annoimced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without 
amendment  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  9633.  An  act  to  enlarge  and  extend  the  power  and 
jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Education  over  degree-conferring 
institutions  operating  within  the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  5138)  entitled  "An  act  to  make  unlawful 
attempts  to  interfere  with  the  discipline  of  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  and  the  Coast  Guard;  to  require  the  deportation  of 
certain  classes  of  aliens:  to  require  the  fingerprinting  of  aliens 
seeking  to  enter  the  United  States;  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concixrrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  8285.  An  act  to  limit  the  importation  of  articles,  prod- 
ucts, and  minerals  produced,  processed,  or  mined  under 
process  covered  by  outstanding  United  States  patents;  to  de- 
fine unfair  trade  practices  in  certain  instances,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and 

H.  R.  8692.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  to  regvilate  the  prac- 
tice of  podiatry  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  Insists  upon 
its  amendments  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9877)  entitled  "An  act 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate  and 
to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated  at 
Boulder  Dam.  providing  for  the  application  of  revenues  from 
said  project,  authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder  power 
plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or  through  agents,  and 
for  other  purposes."  disagreed  to  by  the  House;  agrees  to  the 
conference  asked  by  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Pittman.  Mr.  Ashttrst, 
Mr.  AoAKS,  Mr.  McNary,  and  Mr.  Johnson  of  California 
to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

NAVAL    SHIPBUILOING 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia  submitted  a  conference  report  and 
statement  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9822)  to  expedite  rmval  ship- 
building, and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  present  consideration  of  the  conference  re- 
port on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9822)  to  expedite  naval  shipbuilding, 
and  for  other  purposes. 
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The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bUI. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the 
right  to  object. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  will  explain  the  conference  re- 
port, I  may  say  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Will  the  gentleman  also  ex- 
plain the  amendment  adopted  by  the  Senate  in  paragraph 
(c)  of  section  14? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  am  going  to  explain  It  all  right 
now. 

Mr.  CASS  of  South  Dakota.    I  have  no  objection.  Mr. 

Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Tlie  Clerk  read  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

coNrrKSNCx  bkport 
The  commltte*  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  vot«8  of  the 
two  Houaea  on  the  amendmenta  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9822)  to  expe<llte  naval  shlpbiiildlng.  and  tor  other  purposes, 
having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  rec- 
ommend and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 
That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2.  S.  4.  5.  6.  7.  8.  9.  10.  11.  12,  13.  15, 
16.  17.  20.  21.  22,  23.  24.  25.  27.  28.  29,  30.  31.  32.  33,  36.  36,  37,  38, 
39.  and  40;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  14:  That  the  Ho\ise  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  14.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows :  In  lieu  of  the  matters 
Inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  following:  -stmilar  equip- 
ment   with   or  without   advertising  or  competitive   bidding   upon 
determination  that  the  price  is  fair  and  reasonable,  and  deliveries 
of  material  under  all  orders  placed  pursuant  to  the  authority  of 
this  •ectlon  and  all  other  naval  contracts  or  orders  and  all  Army 
contracts  and  orders  shall.  In  the  discretion  of  the  President,  take 
priority    over    all    deliveries    for    private    account    or    for    export: 
Provided.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  every  three 
months    to    the    Congress    the    contracts    entered    Into    under    the 
authority  of  this  section:  Provided  further.  That  contracts  nego- 
tiated   pursuant    to   the   provlsKma   of    this   section    shall   not    be 
deemed  to  be  contracts  for  the  purchase  of  such  materials,  sup- 
plies, articles,  or  equipment  as  may  usually  be  bought  in  the  open 
market  within  the  meaning  of  section  9  of  the  Act  entitled  "An 
Act   to  provide  conditions  for  the   purchase  of  supplies  and  the 
making  of  contracts  by  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes", 
approved  June  30.  1936  (49  Stat.  2036;  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V.  tlUe  41. 
sees.    35-46)  :    Provided    further.    That    nothing    herein    contained 
shall  relieve  a  bidder  or  contractor  of  the  obligation  to  furnish 
the  bonds  xmder  the  requirements  of  the  Act  of  August  24.   1935 
(49  Stat.  793;  40  U.  8.  C.  270  (a)   to  (d)  :  Provided  further.  That 
the  coet-plus-a-percentage-of-cost  system  of  contracting  shall  not 
be  uBed  under  the  authority  granted  by  this  subsection  to  nego- 
Uate  contracts:    but  this  proviso  shall   not  be  construed  to  pro- 
hibit the  use  of  the  cost-plus-a-flxed-fee  form  of  contract  when 
»uch  use  Is  deemed  necessary  by  the  Secretary  erf  the  Navy:   And 
mnoUed  further.  That  the  fixed  fee  to  be  paid  the  contractor  as 
i^XMiilt  of  any  contract  entered  into  under  the  authority  of  this 
■obaectlon.  or  any  War  Department  contract  entered  Into  In  the 
form  of  coBt-pl\is-a-flxcd-fee.  shall  not  exceed  7  per  centvun  of  the 
••tlmated  cost  of  the  contract  (exclusive  of  the  fee  as  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  the  Secretary  of  War.  as  the  case 
may  Im). 

"(b)  After  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act  no  contract  shall  be 
made  for  the  construction  or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval 
vessel  or  any  Army  or  Navy  aircraft,  or  any  portion  thereof,  under 
the  provisions  of  thU  section  or  otherwise,  imless  the  contractor 
i«reea.  for  the  purposes  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  March  27.  1934 
(48  But.  605;  34  U.  S.  C.  496),  as  amended — 

"(1)  to  pay  Into  the  Treasury  profit  In  excess  of  8  per  centum 
(In  lieu  of  the  10  per  centimi  and  12  per  centum  specified  in  such 
■ectlon  8)  of  the  total  contract  prices  of  such  contracts  within 
the  scope  of  this  subsection  as  are  completed  by  the  partlctilar 
oontracting  party  within  the  Income  taxable  year; 

"(2)  that  any  profit  In  excess  of  8  7  per  centimi  of  the  cost  of 
performing  such  contracU  except  prime  contracts  made  on  a  coat- 
plus-a- fixed -fee  basis  as  are  completed  by  the  contracting  party 
within  the  Income  taxable  year  shall  be  considered  to  be  profit 
in  excess  of  8  per  centtmi  of  the  total  prices  of  such  contracts; 
and 

"(3)  that  he  will  make  no  subcontract  which  is  within  the 
■cope  of  such  section  3,  unless  the  subcontractor  agrees  to  the 
foregoing  conditions." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  18:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  ameudment  of   the  Senate  numbered   18.  and 


agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendnoent.  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  following: 

"Sic.  4.  In  the  case  of  every  contract  or  subcontract  for  the 
construction  or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval  vessel  or  Army 
or    Navy   aircraft    or    any    portion   thereof    which    Is    entered    Into 
(whether  before  or  after  the  date  of  approval  of  this  Act),  the 
Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Na\'y,  as  the  case  may  be. 
after  agreement  with  the  contractor  or  Bul>contractor.  shall  certify 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  as  to  (a)  the  necessity  and 
cost   of   special   additional    equipment   and   facilities   acquired   to 
facilitate,  during  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President 
on  September  8.  1939.  to  exist,  the  completion  of  such  naval  vessel 
or  Army  or  Navy  aircraft  or  portion  thereof  in  private  plants  and 
(b)  the  percentage  of  cost  of  such  special  additional  equipment  and 
facilities  to  be  charged  against  such  contract  or  subcontract.    For 
all  purposes  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of  March  27,  1934  (48  Stat.  506; 
84  U.  8.  C.  496),  as  amended,  such  certification  shall  be  subject  to 
such    regulations   as   the    President    may   prescribe,    but   shall    t>e 
binding  upon  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  unless  within 
five  days  after  receipt  of  such  certification,  he  make  formal  objection 
thereto  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  the  Secretary  of  War  as  the 
case  may  be.     The  part  of  such  cost  chargeable  against  the  contract 
or  subcontract   In   pursuance  of  such  certification,  shall,  for  the 
purpoaes  of  such  section  3,  be  considered  to  l)e  a  reduction  of  the 
contract  price  of  the  contract  or  subcontract.    The  amount  charged 
against  the  contract  or  subcontract  In  pursuance  of  such  certifica- 
tion shall,  for  the  purposes  of  such  section  3.  be  applied  against  and 
reduce  the  cost  or  other  basis  of  such  special  additional  equipment 
and  facilities  as  of  the  date  of  installation  thereof:  Provided,  That 
the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the  case  may 
be.  shall  report  to  the  Congress,  every  three  months,  the  cost  of 
such  special  additional  equipment  and  facilities  to  be  borne  by  the 
Oovemment  under  each  contract."; 
And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  19:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  19.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  following: 

"Qbc.  5.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law. 
the  regular  working  hours  of  the  Navy  Department  and  the  Coast 
Guard  and  their  field  servioes  shaU  be  eight  hours  a  day  or  forty 
hours  per  week  during  the  period  of  the  national  emergency 
declared  by  the  President  on  September  8,  1939,  to  exist:  Provided, 
That  tmder  such  regulations  as  the  head  of  the  Department  con- 
cerned may  prescribe,  and  where  additional  employees  cannot  be 
obtained  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  situation,  these  hoiu's  may 
be  exceeded:  Provided  further.  That  comp)ensatlon  for  employment 
In  excess  of  forty  hours  In  any  administrative  workweek  computed 
at  a  rate  not  less  than  one  and  one-half  times  the  regular  rate 
shall  be  paid  only  to  monthly,  per  diem,  hourly,  and  piece-work 
employees,  whose  wages  are  set  by  the  Act  of  Jtily  16.  1862  (12 
Stat.  587),  as  amended  or  modified;  and  also  to  professional  and 
subprofesslonal  employees  and  to  blue  printers,  photostat  and 
rotaprint  operators.  Inspectors,  supervisory  planners  and  estl- 
matora,  and  supervisory  progressmen,  and  assistants  to  shop  and 
plant  Bupjerlntendents  of  the  C.  A.  P.  service,  as  defined  by  the 
Classification  Act  of  March  4.  1923  (42  Stat.  1488;  U.  8.  C.  6.  ch. 
13),  as  amended:  Provided  further.  That  in  determining  the  over- 
time compensation  of  per  annum  Government  employees  the  pay 
for  one  day  sball  be  considered  to  be  one  three-hundred-and- 
sixtieth  of  their  respective  per  annum  salaries:  Provided  further. 
That  the  President  is  authorized  to  suspend.  In  whole  or  in  part, 
for  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  and  for  the  Coast  Guard  and 
their  field  services,  during  the  period  of  the  national  emergency 
declared  by  him  on  September  8,  1939,  to  exist,  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  March  3.  1931  (46  Stat.  1482;  U.  8.  C.  5.  26  (a) ) ,  if  in  his 
judgment  such  cotirse  is  necessary  In  the  interest  of  national  de- 
fense, and  any  regulations  issued  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  March  14, 
1936  (49  Stat.  1161;  U.  S.  C.  Supp.  V,  title  6,  sec.  29  (a) ),  may  be 
modified  accordingly:  And  provided  further.  That  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  President  is  hereby  authorized, 
in  his  discretion,  to  prescribe  regulations  to  establish  siKh  uni- 
formity among  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  and  the  Coast  Guard 
and  their  field  services  in  regard  to  hours  of  work  and  compensation 
for  overtime  of  their  civilian  employees  as  he  may  deem  necessary 
In  the  Interest  of  national  defense. 

"(b)  During  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on 
8epteml>er  8.  1939,  to  exist,  the  provtelons  of  the  law  prohibiting 
more  than  eight  hours'  labor  In  any  one  day  of  persons  engaged 
upon  work  covered  by  Army,  Navy  and  Coast  Guard  contracts  shall 
be  suspended." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  niunbered  26:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  26,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment.  Insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  8.  (a)  The  limit  of  cost  of  the  vessels  authorized  by  the 
Act  of  July  30.  1937  (50  Stat.  644).  and  any  statutory  limitation 
with  respect  to  the  cost  of  any  other  Individual  naval  project  of 
construction  are  hereby  Increased  as  may  be  necessary  to  expedite 
national  defense  and  otherwise  efTec'viate  the  purfxkses  of  this  Act: 
Provided,  That  the  monetary  limitations  on  payments  out  of 
appropriations  available  to  the  Navy  Department  for  employees  In 
the  Navy  Department  and  for  eniployees  In  the  field  service 
assigned  to  group  IV  (b)  and  those  performing  slmUar  services 
carried  under  the  Native  and  Allen  Schedules  of  Wages  of  dvU 
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employees  In  the  fleld  services  of  the  Navy  Department  shall  be 
suspended  dxirlng  the  limited  national  emergency  declared  by  the 
President  on  September  8.  1939.  to  exist:  Provided  further.  That 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  authorized  to  employ  such  additional 
personnel  at  the  seat  of  government  and  elsewhere,  and  to  provide 
out  of  any  appropriations  available  to  the  Navy  Department,  for 
their  salaries  and  for  such  printing  and  binding,  communication 
service,  supplies,  and  travel  expenses,  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  purpose  of  this  Act. 

"(b)  Whenever  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  finds  It  impossible  to 
make  contracts  or  obtain  facilities  to  effectuate  the  pvirposes  of 
this  Act  in  the  procurement  or  construction  of  items  authorized 
in  connection  with  national  defense  he  is  hereby  authorized  to 
provide  out  of  appropriations  available  to  tlie  Navy  Department  for 
such  purposes,  the  necessary  buildings,  facilities,  utilities  and 
appurtenances  thereto  on  government  owned  land  or  elsewhere, 
and  to  operate  them,  either  by  means  of  government  personnel  or 
otherwise:  Provided.  That  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  further 
authorized,  under  the  general  direction  of  the  President,  whenever 
he  deems  any  existing  manufacturing  plant  or  facility  necessary 
for  the  national  defense,  and  whenever  he  is  unable  to  arrive  at 
an  agreement  with  the  owner  of  any  such  plant  or  facility  for  Its 
use  or  operation,  to  take  over  and  operate  such  plant  or  facility 
either  by  goverrunent  personnel  or  by  contract  with  private  firms: 
Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
fix  the  cctopensatton  to  the  owner  of  such  plant  or  facility:  Arui 
provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  to 
the  Congress,  every  three  months,  the  contracts  entered  into  under 
the  provisions  of  this  subsection." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  snme. 

Amendment  numbered  34:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  34,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  lald  amendment  In  aectlon  (b),  insert  the 
following: 

"(b>  The  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  as 
the  case  may  be  are  hereby  requested  and  directed  to  furnish  or 
cause  to  be  furnished  to  the  respective  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittees on  Military  Affairs  and  the  Committees  on  Naval  Affairs 
of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  a  copy  of  each  con- 
tract, order,  or  agreement  covering  exchange  of  deteriorated,  un- 
serviceable, obsolescent,  or  surplus  military  or  naval  equipment, 
munitions,  or  supplies  exchanged  for  other  military  or  naval  equip- 
raent,  munitions  or  supplies,  and  a  copy  of  each  contract,  order  or 
agreement  shall  be  furnished  regarding  any  other  disposition  of 
mUltary  or  naval  equipment,  mvinltlons  and  supplies  by  which  the 
title  passes,  either  de  Jxire  or  de  facto,  from  the  United  States,  or 
by  which  delivery  of  material  thereunder  is  deferred,  where  the 
original  cost  of  such  military  or  naval  equipment,  munitions  or 
supplies  exceeded  or  exceeds  $2,000.  The  copies  of  each  contract, 
order  or  agreement  herein  referred  to  shall  be  transmitted  to  the 
respective  Chairmen  of  the  Committees  not  later  than  twenty-four 
hours  after  such  contract,  order  or  agreement  is  made,  and  the 
Chairman  of  each  Committee  shall  consider  such  contracts,  orders 
or  agreements  confidential  unless  a  majority  of  the  members  of 
his  Committee  shall  direct  the  partlctilar  transaction  to  be  made 
public." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Gaol  Vinson, 
Lfonakd  W.  Schttttz, 

I  Melvin  J.  Maas. 

I  Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

DAvm  I.  Walsh, 
MnxAKo  E.  Ttdznos, 
PREonicx  Hale. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

■tatxmcnt 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9822)  to  expedite  nnval  shipbuilding,  and 
for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  written  statement  ex- 
plaining the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  on  by  the  conference  com- 
mittee and  submitted  in  the  accompanying  conference  report: 

On  amendments  Nos.  1,  2,  12.  13.  16.  17.  23,  and  24:  Modifies 
House  provision  to  specify  any  national  emergency  to  be  the  emer- 
gency declared  by  the  President  on  September  8.  1939.  to  exist. 

On  amendments  Nos.  3  to  8,  Inclusive:  Modifies  House  language 
to  Include  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  for  Coast  Guard  contracts. 

On  amendments  Nos.  9  and  10:  Modifies  House  language  to  pro- 
vide report  to  Congress  every  3  months  instead  of  the  beginning  of 
each  regular  session. 

On  amendment  No.  11:  Designates  subsection  (a)  to  section  2. 

On  amendment  No.  14:  Modifies  House  language  to  include  the 
Army:  to  provide  a  report  be  made  to  Congress  every  3  months; 
clarifies  contracts  that  nrny  be  made  imder  this  authority:  prohibits 
cost-plus-a-percentage-of-co8t  system  of  contracts,  but  allows  oost- 
plus-a-flxed-fee  form  of  contract:  limits  profit  on  coet-plus-a-flxed- 
lee  contract  to  7  percent  of  estimated  cost  of  contract. 

This  amendment  amends  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  27.  1934. 
to  limit  the  profit  on  contracts  to  8  percent  on  contracts  or  8.70 
percent  on  cost  of  performing  contracts. 

On  amendment  No.  15:  Modifies  House  language  to  include  the 
Army  in  contracts  for  aircraft. 
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On  amendment  No.  18 :  Modifies  House  language  to  provide  means 
by  which  contmctcrs  will  know  what  can  be  allowed  as  a  credit  in 
determining  excess  profits. 

On  amendment  No.  19:  Modifies  Senate  provisions  by  refusing  to 
allow  time  and  cne-haLf  for  overtime  to  per  annum  employees  except 
those  specifically  stated — namely,  professional  and  subprofefslonal 
employees  and  a  few  employees  of  the  C.  A.  P.  group,  such  as  blue- 
printers,  rotaprlnt  operators.  Inspectors,  supervisory  planners,  and 
estimators,  etc.  It  denies  overtime  compensation  to  the  clerks, 
stenographers,  typists,  etc. 

On  amendment  No.  20:  Modifies  House  language  so  as  to  Include 
the  War  Department  In  reemploying  retired  civilian  personnel. 

On  amendment  No.  21:  Modifies  House  provision  relative  to  the 
procedure  In  removtog  a  civil-service  employee  when  natloiua 
secvu-lty  Is  involved. 

On  amendments  Nos.  22  and  25:  Modifies  House  provisions  to 
Include  employees  of  the  Coast  Guard  who  may  be  allowed  to  work 
for  pay  during  their  leave  period  and  to  make  the  section  applicable 
to  those  who  cannot  be  spared  without  detriment  to  the  national 
defense. 

On  amendment  No.  26:  Extends  House  provision  on  limit  of  cost 
of  vessels  to  Include  any  other  project  whose  cost  Is  l.mlted  by 
statute  as  may  be  necessary  to  expedite  national  defense;  It  re- 
moves monetary  limitations  and  appropriations  for  group  IV  em- 
ployees; authorizes  employment  of  additional  personnel  and  pay- 
ment of  attendant  expenses.  It  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  to  use  available  appropriations  to  make  contracts  or  obtain 
facilities  to  effectuate  the  purposes  of  the  act  and  to  take  steps 
to  obtain  additional  necessary  facilities  and  to  operate  them. 

On  amendment  No.  27:  Eliminates  House  language  no  longer 
necessary  due  to  Senate  amendments. 

On  amendment  No.  28:  Authorizes  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  to  modify  existing  contracts  as  may 
be  necessary  to  expedite  military  and  naval  defenses. 

On  amendments  Nos.  29  and  32:  Modifies  House  provision  to 
terminate  certain  provisions  of  this  act  on  June  30,  1943,  Instead 
of   for  3   years. 

On  amendment  No.  30:  Provides  that  the  approval  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy,  acting  by  direction  of  the  President,  shall  be 
equivalent  to  Presidential  approval  required  by  act  of  April  25. 
1939. 

On  amendment  No.  31 :  Limits  the  extent  to  which  aliens  shall 
have  access  to  certain  plans  and  specifications  and  the  work  there- 
under. It  provides  the  penalty  for  willful  violation.  It  also  pro- 
vides a  penalty  for  aliens  who  obtain  empl03rment  on  certain 
classes  of  contracts  by  willful  misrepresentations. 

On  amendment  Ko.  33:  Authorizes  the  President  to  suspend 
provision  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act  when  necessary  In  the  public 
Interest. 

On  amendment  No.  34:  Prohibits  the  disposal  of  any  military 
or  naval  weapon,  ship,  boat,  aircraft,  or  other  military  supplies 
without  certification  of  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  or  the  Chief 
of  Staff  of  the  Army  that  such  material  is  not  essential  to  the 
defense  of  the  United  States.  It  provides  that  the  Secretary  of 
War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  notify  the  chairman  of 
the  respective  congressional  committees  the  details  of  any  transfer 
of  any  such  material  or  equipment  within  24  hours  when  the 
value  exceeds  $2,000  with  copies  of  the  contracts,  orders,  or  agree- 
ments. Th.s  amendment  Is  not  to  be  construed  to  repeal  or 
modify  existing  law  relative  to  restriction  on  sending  a  vessel  of 
war  out  of  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  when  the  United 
States  is  a  neutral  during  war. 

On  amendments  Nos.  35  to  40.  Inclusive,  comprising  all  of  title 
n  of  the  act:  Provide  for  housing  for  military  personnel  (except 
officers)  and  for  civilian  workers  under  the  War  and  Navy  Depart- 
ments and  for  workers  In  national  defense  industries.  Including 
their  families.  The  two  defense  departments  and  the  United  States 
Hou.slng  Authority  are  authorized.  Jointly  and  severally,  to  provide 
such  housing  wherever  needed  by  our  rapidly  growing  defense  pro- 
gram. No  funds  are  provided,  but  any  funds  available  to  U.  S.  H.  A. 
may  be  .used.  All  projects  wUl  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
President  and  a  determination  by  him  that  an  acute  shoruge  of 
housing  exists  in  the  locality  which  impedes  the  national-defense 
program. 

Low  rentals  will  be  charged,  within  the  financial  capacity  of  the 
workers,  and  In  the  case  of  the  War  and  Navy  DepartmenU,  the 
rentals  reserved  wiU  be  sufficient  to  return  to  the  U.  8.  H.  A.  the 
cost  of  the  project.  Projects  now  under  construction  by  U.  S.  H.  A. 
may  be  devoted  to  the  national-defense  program. 

The  existing  450  public  agencies  located  in  all  parts  of  the  coxm- 
try  will  be  utilized  in  expanding  housing  facilities. 

Recruitment  of  personnel  is  already  being  hampered  by  lack  of 
housing  at  many  places.  Including  the  Panama  Canal.  Hawaii, 
Charleston.  S.  C,  VaUeJo.  Calif.,  etc..  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Isolated 
Industrial   plants. 

The  Housing  to  be  provided  Is  not  only  urgently  necessary  during 
the  present  emergency,  but  wlU  thereafter  represent  permanent 
assets  to  the  Nation.  It  will  materiaUy  assist  in  keeping  worthy 
American  citizens  and  their  families  out  of  the  slums. 

Cahl  Vinson, 
LxoNAao  W.  ScRTTcn, 
M.  J.  Maas, 
Maruigers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a5k  unanimous 
consent  that  Uiere  be  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  the 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


9061 


bin  as  agreed  to  In  conference  in  its  entirety,  leaving  out 
the  Senate  amendment  niunben. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oeorgla? 

•niere  was  no  objection. 

The  \All  Is  as  follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc.,  That  whenever  in  the  opinion  of  the  Preslctent 
of  the  United  States  such  coiirse  would  be  in  the  best  Interests  of 
national  defense  during  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the 
President  on  September  8,  1830.  to  exist,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  In  the  case  of  Coast  Guard  con- 
tracts, is  authorlaed  to  advance,  from  appropriations  available  there- 
for, pajrments  to  contractors  in  amounts  not  exceeding  30  percent 
of  the  contract  price,  upon  such  terms  as  such  Secretary  shall  pre- 
scribe, and  adequate  security  for  the  protection  of  the  Ocvemment 
for  the  payments  so  made  shall  be  required.  The  Secretary  con- 
cerned Is  fxirther  authorlaed  In  his  discretion  to  n\ake  partial  pay- 
ments on  the  balance  of  the  contract  price  from  time  to  time  during 
the  progreei  of  the  work,  such  partial  payments  not  to  exceed  the 
value  of  the  work  already  done,  but  to  be  subject  to  a  lien  as  pro- 
vided by  the  act  of  August  22.  1911  <87  SUt.  S2:  U.  8.  C  UUe  34. 
sec.  682).  entlUed  "An  act  authortclng  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  make  partial  payments  for  work  already  done  under  public  con- 
tracts": Provided.  That  the  Secretary  concerned  shall  report  every 
8  months  to  the  Oongrees  the  advance  payments  made  under  the 
authority  of  this  section.  „  .^  ^ 

Sac  2  (a)  That  whenever  deemed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
SUtes  to  be  In  the  best  Interests  of  the  natloiud  defense  during  the 
national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on  September  8,  1838. 
to  exist,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  hereby  authorized  to  negotiate 
contracts  for  the  acquisition,  constnictlon.  repair,  or  alteration  of 
complete  naval  vessels  or  aircraft,  or  any  portion  thereof,  including 

Elans,  spare  parts,  and  equipment  therefor,  that  have  Ijeen  or  may 
e  authorlaed .  and  also  for  machine  tools  and  other  similar  equip- 
ment, with  or  without  advertising  or  competitive  bidding  upon 
determination  that  the  price  is  fair  and  reasonable,  and  deliveries 
of  material  under  all  orders  placed  pursuant  to  the  authority  of 
this  section  and  all  other  naval  contracts  or  orders  and  all  Army 
contracts  and  orders  shall,  in  the  discretion  of  the  President,  take 
priority  over  all  deliveries  for  iwlvate  account  or  for  export:  Pro- 
vided That  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shaU  report  every  3  naonths 
to  the  Congress  the  contracts  entered  into  under  the  authority  of 
this  section :  Provided  further.  That  contracts  negotiated  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  contracts 
for  the  purchase  of  such  materials,  supplies,  articles,  or  equipment 
as  may  usually  be  bought  in  the  open  market  within  the  meaning 
of  section  8  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  conditions  for  the 
purchase  of  supplies  and  the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United 
States  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  30.  1936  (49  Stat. 
2036:  U.  8.  C,  Supp.  V.  title  41,  sees.  35-45) :  Provided  further. 
That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  relieve  a  bidder  or  contractor 
Of  the  obligation  to  furnloh  the  bonds  under  the  requirements  of 
the  act  of  August  24,  1935  (49  Stat.  793;  40  U.  S.  C.  270  (a)  to  (d) ) : 
provided  further.  That  the  cost-plus-a-percentage-of-cost  system  of 
contracting  shall  not  be  used  under  the  authority  granted  by  this 
sut>6ectlon  to  negotiate  contracts;  but  this  provieo  shall  not  be  con- 
strued to  prohibit  the  use  of  the  cost-plus-a-flxed-fee  form  of  con- 
tract when  such  use  is  deemed  necessary  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy:  And  provided  further.  That  the  flxec*  fee  to  be  paid  the  con- 
tractor as  a  result  of  any  contract  entered  into  under  the  authority 
of  this  subsection,  or  any  War  Department  contract  entered  into  in 
the  form  of  cost  plus  a  fixed  fee,  shall  not  exceed  7  percent  of  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  contract  (exclusive  of  the  fee  as  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  the  Secretary  of  War,  as  the  case 

may  be). 

(b)  After  the  date  of  approval  of  thU  act  no  contract  shall  be 
made  for  the  construction  or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval 
Tesael  or  any  Army  or  Navy  aircraft,  or  any  portion  thereof,  imder 
the  provisions  of  this  section  or  otherwise,  unless  the  contractor 
agrees,  for  the  purposes  of  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  27,  1834  (48 
But   808;  34  U.  S   C.  496).  as  amended — 

(1)  to  pay  Into  the  Treasury  profit  in  excess  of  8  percent  (In  lieu 
of  the  10  percent  and  12  percent  specified  in  such  section  3)  of 
the  total  contract  prices  of  such  contracts  within  the  scope  of  this 
subsection  as  are  completed  by  the  particular  contracting  party 
within  the  Income  taxable  year; 

(2)  that  any  profit  In  excess  of  8.70  percent  of  the  cost  of  per- 
forming such  contracU  (except  prime  contracts  made  on  a  cost- 
plus-a-fixed-fee  basU)  as  are  completed  by  the  contracting  party 
within  the  Income  taxable  year  shall  be  considered  to  be  profit  In 

of  8  percent  of  the  total  contract  prices  of  such  contracts; 


(S)  that  he  will  make  no  subcontract  which  is  within  the  scope 
of  such  section  3,  unless  the  subcontractor  agrees  to  the  foregoing 
conditions. 

Sac  3  The  provisions  of  section  8  o<  the  act  of  March  27.  1934 
(48  Stat  606).  as  amended  hy  the  acts  of  June  25.  1936  (49  Stat. 
1926).  and  AprU  S.  1939  (53  Stat.  560;  U.  S.  C  Supp.  V.  title  34. 
sec  486)  and  as  made  applicable  to  contracts  for  aircraft  or  any 
portion  thereof  for  the  Army  by  such  act  of  AprU  8.  1939.  shall.  In 
the  case  of  contracts  or  subcontracts  entered  toto  after  the  date  of 
approval  of  this  act  and  during  the  period  otf  the  national  emer- 
gency declared  by  the  President  ao.  September  8.  1939.  to  exist,  be 


limited   to   contracts   or   subcontracts   where   the    award    exceeds 
a25,000. 

Sec.  4.  In  the  case  of  every  o(»itract  or  subcontract  for  the  con- 
struction or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval  vessel  or  Army  « 
Navy  aircraft  or  any  porUon  thereof  which  Is  entered  into  (whether 
before  or  after  the  date  erf  approval  of  this  act) .  the  Secretary  of 
War  at  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the  case  may  be,  after  agree- 
ment with  the  contractor  or  subcontractor,  shall  certify  to  the 
Comml£sl<»er  at  Internal  Revenue  as  to  (a)  the  necessity  and  cost 
of  special  additional  equipment  and  facilities  acquired  to  facilitate. 
durUig  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on  Sep- 
tember 8.   1939,  to  exist,  the  completion  of  such  naval  vessel  or 
Army  or  Navy  aircraft  or  portion  thereof  to  private  plants  and  (b) 
the  percentage  of  cost  of  such  special  additional  equipment  and 
facilities  to  lie  charged  against  such  contract  or  subctxitract.     Por 
all  purposes  of  section  3  of  the  act  of  March  27,  1934  (48  Stat.  608; 
84  U.  S.  C.  496),  as  amended,  such  certification  shall  be  subject  to 
such  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe,  but  shall  be  bind- 
ing upon  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  unless,  within  6 
days  after  receipt  of  such  certification,  he  make  formal  objection 
thereto  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  the  Secretary  of  War,  as 
the  case  may  be.    The  part  of  such  cost  chargeable  against  the  con- 
tract or  subcontract  in  pursuance  of  such  certification  shall,  for  the 
purposes  of  such  section  3.  be  considered  to  be  a  reduction  of  the 
cmi tract  price  of  the  contract  or  subcontract.    The  amount  charged 
i^alnst  the  contract  or  subcontract  In  pursuance  of  such  certifica- 
tion ahall,  for  the  purposes  of  such  section  3.  be  applied  against 
and  reduce  the  cost  or  other  basis  of  such  special  additional  equip- 
ment and  faculties  as  of  the  date  of  installation  thereof:  Pranided, 
That  the  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the  case 
may  be,  shall  report  to  the  Congress,  every  3  months,  the  cost  of 
such  special  additional  equipment  and  facilities  to  be  borne  by  the 
Gk>vemment  under  each  contract. 

6ec.  6.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the 
regular  working  houre  of  the  Navy  Department  and  the  Coast  Guard 
and  their  fleld  services  shall  be  8  hours  a  day  or  40  hours  per  week 
during  the  period  of  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Presi- 
dent on  September  8,  1939,  to  exist:  Protnded.  That  under  such 
regulations  as  the  head  of  the  Department  concerned  may  prescribe, 
and  where  additional  employees  cannot  be  obtained  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  situation,  these  hours  may  be  exceeded:  Provided 
further.  That  compensation  for  employment  to  excess  of  40  hours 
in  any  administrative  vorkweek  computed  at  a  rate  not  leas  than 
one  and  one-half  times  the  regular  rate  shall  be  paid  only  to 
monthly,  per  diem,  hourly,  and  piece-work  employees,  whose  wages 
are  set  by  the  act  of  July  16,  1862  (12  Stat.  587)  as  amended  or 
modified:  and  also  to  professional,  and  subprofessional  employees 
and  to  blue  printers,  photostat  and  rotaprlnt  operators.  Inspectors, 
supervisory  planners  and  estimators,  and  supervisory  progressmen. 
and  assistants  to  shop  and  plant  superintendents  of  the  C.  A.  P. 
service,  as  defined  by  the  Classification  Act  of  March  4,  1923  (42 
Stat.  1488;  U.  8.  C.  6.  ch.  13).  m  amended:  Provided  further.  That  in 
determining  the  overtime  compensation  of  per  annum  Oovemmeni; 
employees  the  pay  for  1  day  shaU  be  considered  to  be  one  three- 
hundred-and-slxtleth  of  their  respective  per  annum  salaries:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  the  President  Is  authorized  to  suspend,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  for  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  and  for  the  Coast 
Ouard  and  their  fleld  services,  during  the  period  of  the  national 
emergency  declared  by  him  on  September  8,  1939.  to  exist,  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  of  March  3.  1931  (46  Stat.  1482;  U.  S.  C.  5.  26  (a) ). 
If  In  his  Judgment  such  course  Is  necessary  in  the  interest  of 
national  defense,  nnd  any  regulations  Issued  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
March  14,  1936  (49  Stat.  1161;  U.  S.  C,  Supp.  V.  title  6,  sec.  29  (a) ), 
may  be  modified  accordingly:  And  provided  further.  That  notwith- 
standing the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  President  is  hereby 
authorized.  In  his  discretion,  to  prescribe  regulations  to  establish 
such  uniformity  among  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  and  the 
Coast  Ouard  and  their  field  services  In  regard  to  hours  of  work  and 
compensation  for  overtime  of  their  civilian  employees  as  he  may 
deem  necessary  to  the  toterest  of  national  defense. 

(b)  During  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Prssldent  on 
September  8.  1939,  to  exist,  the  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  more 
than  8  hoius'  labor  In  any  1  day  of  persons  engaged  upon  work 
covered  by  Army,  Navy,  and  Coast  Guard  contracts  ahaU  be 
stispended. 

SBC.  6.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  the  act  of 
May  29.  1930  (46  S^t.  468).  and  section  204  of  the  act  of  June  30. 
1933  (47  Stat.  404),  any  person  heretofore  or  hereafter  retired  vmdcr 
the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29.  1930,  as  amended,  may 
be  reemployed  to  the  service  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments: 
Provided,  That  there  shaU  be  deducted  and  withheld  from  the 
basic  salary,  pay.  or  compensation  of  such  person  and  credited  to  his 
account  as  provided  In  section  12  (a)  of  the  act  of  May  29.  1830.  as 
amended,  the  regular  deductions  prescribed  by  the  said  act:  Pro- 
vided further.  That  upon  separation  from  the  servloe  for  any  cause 
such  person  may  elect  to  receive  a  refund  of  the  total  deductions 
so  withheld  together  with  toterest  at  4  percent  per  annum  com- 
pounded on  June  30  of  each  year,  or  receive  credit  for  the  additional 
service  to  the  computation  of  any  annuity  awarded  thereafter: 
Provided  further.  That  pajrment  of  the  annuity  of  such  person  shall 
be  suspended  during  the  period  of  such  employment:  Provided 
further.  That  during  the  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Presi- 
dent on  September  8.  1838,  to  exist,  the  provisions  of  section  6  o( 
the  act  of  August  24.  1812  (37  SUt.  665;  U.  S.  C.  UUe  6.  sec.  662). 
ShaU  not  apply  to  any  dvU-aervice  emjUoyee  o<  the  War  or  Mavy 
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Departmentg  or  of  the  Coft«t  Guard,  or  their  field  ^««^CM-^''J^^ 
immediate  removal  i».  In  the  opinion  of  the  Sefe^'Tf J°°"^*^' 
warranted  by  the  demands  of  national  security,  but  nothing  herein 
shall  be  construed  to  repeal,  modify,  or  suspend  the  proviso  In  that 
section.  Those  persons  summarily  removed  under  the  authority 
of  this  section  may.  If  In  the  opinion  of  the  SeCTetary  concerned, 
subsequent  Investigation  so  warrants,  be  reinstated,  and  U  bo  rcm- 
stated  shall  be  allowed  compensation  for  the  period  of  such  removal 
at  the  rate  they  were  receiving  en  the  date  of  removal.  And  providea 
further.  That  within  30  days  after  such  removal  any  such  person 
shall  have  an  opportunity  personally  to  appear  before  the  offlcl^ 
deslenated  by  the  Secretary  concerned  and  be  fully  Informed  of  tne 
reasons  for  such  removal,  and  to  submit,  within  30  days  thereafter, 
such  statement  or  afBdavlts,  or  both,  as  he  may  desire  to  show  why 
he  should  be  retained  and  not  removed.  

Sec  7  The  act  of  March  14.  1936.  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for 
vacations  to  Oovemment  employees,  and  for  other  pxirpcaes  (48 
Stat.  1161).  Is  hereby  amended  by  adding,  after  section  7,  a  new 
section  to  read  as  follows:  «  „oi  w=+ok 

•Sbc  8  Employees  of  the  Navy  Department  and  the  Naval  Estab- 
lUhment  and  of  the  Coast  Guard  may.  during  **!«  P^f^^^^"^,  *°f 
national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on  September  8.  1939. 
to  exist,  be  employed  during  the  time  they  wo\ild  otherwise  be  on 
vacation  without  deprivation  of  their  vacation  pay  for  the  time  so 
worked  Employees  who  forego  their  vacations  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  -section  may  be  paid.  In  addition  to  theUr 
regular  pay.  the  equivalent  of  the  pay  they  would  have  drawn  dur- 
ing the  period  of  Buch  vacation.  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
be  applicable  only  to  employees  whose  services  at  the  time  cannot 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  as  the  case  may  t>e,  be  spared  without  detriment  to 

the  national  defense."  ^  _.    ^  w'  *w      -♦ 

Sic  8  (a)  The  limit  of  cost  of  the  vessels  authorized  by  the  act 
of  Juiy  30  1937  (50  Stat.  544).  and  any  statutory  limitation  with 
respect  to  the  cost  of  any  other  individual  naval  project  of  con- 
struction are  hereby  Increased  as  may  be  necessary  to  expedite  na- 
tional defense  and  otherwise  effectuate  the  purposes  of  this  act: 
Provided.  That  the  monetary  limitations  on  payments  out  of  appro- 
priations' available  to  the  Navy  Department  for  employees  in  the 
Navy  Department  and  for  employees  In  the  field  service  assigned  to 
group  IV  (b)  and  those  performing  similar  services  carried  under 
the  native  and  alien  schedules  of  wages  of  civil  employees  in  the 
field  services  of  the  Navy  Department  shall  be  suspended  during  the 
limited  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President  on  September 
8,  1939.  to  exist:  Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is 
authorized  to  employ  such  additional  personnel  at  the  seat  of  gov- 
ernment and  elsewhere,  and  to  provide  out  of  any  appropriations 
available  to  the  Navy  Department,  for  their  salaries  and  for  such 
printing  and  binding,  communication  service,  supplies,  and  travel 
expenses,  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 

act. 

(b)  Whenever  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  finds  it  impossible  to 
make  contracU  or  obtain  facilities  to  effectuate  the  purposes  of  this 
act  in  the  procurement  or  construction  of  items  authorized  In  con- 
nection With  national  defense,  he  Is  hereby  authorized  to  provide, 
out  of  appropriations  available  to  the  Navy  Department  for  such 
purpcMs.  the  necessary  buildings,  faclll'.lcs.  utilities,  and  appurte- 
nances thereto  on  Oovcrnment-owned  land  or  elsewhere,  and  to 
'  operate  them,  either  by  means  of  Government  personnel  or  other- 
'  wlae :  Provided.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  further  authorized, 
under  the  general  direction  of  the  President,  whenever  he  deems 
any  existing  manufacturing  plant  or  facility  necessary  for  the  na- 
tional defense,  and  whenever  he  is  unable  to  arrive  at  an  agreement 
with  the  owner  of  any  such  plant  or  facility  for  Its  use  or  operation, 
to  take  over  and  operate  such  plant  or  facility  either  by  Govern- 
ment personnel  or  by  contract  with  private  firms:  Provided  further. 
That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  authorized  to  fix  the  compensa- 
tion to  the  owner  of  such  plant  or  facility:  And  provided  further. 
That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  report  to  the  Congress,  every 
3  months,  the  contracts  entered  into  under  the  provisions  of  this 
subsection. 

Sec.  9.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Trcastiry  are  hereby  authorized  to  modify  existing  contracts,  in- 
cluding Ck)ast  Guard  contracts,  as  the  Secretary  concerned  may 
deem  necessary  to  expedite  military  and  naval  defense,  and  to 
Otherwise  effectuate  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

Sec.  10.  Hereafter,  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
acting  by  direction  of  the  President,  shall  constitute  approval  by 
the  President  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act  approved  April 
25.  1939  (53  Stat.  590,  592).  necessary  to  the  validity  of  any  con- 
tract entered  into  under  authority  contained  in  said  section. 

Sec.  11.  (a)  No  aUens  employed  by  a  contractor  In  the  perform- 
ance of  secret,  confidential,  or  restricted  Government  contracts 
shall  be  permitted  to  have  access  to  the  plans  or  specifications,  or 
the  work  under  such  contracts,  or  to  participate  in  the  contract 
trials,  unless  the  written  consent  of  the  head  of  the  Goveriunent 
•  department  concerned  has  first  been  obtained,  and  any  person  who 
Willfully  violates  or  through  negligence  permits  the  violation  of 
the  provisions  of  this  subsection  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
910.000  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 

(b)  Any  alien  who  obtains  employment  on  secret,  confidential. 
or  restricted  Government  contracts  by  willful  misrepresentation  of 
bis  alien  stattis.  or  who  makes  such  willful  misrepresentation 
while  seeking  such  employment,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
910.000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 
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fc)  For  the  purpose  of  thte  section,  the  tenn  "person"  shaU  be 
construed  to  Include  an  individual,  partnership,  association,  cor- 
pcratlon,  or  other  business  enterprise. 

Sic  12  The  provisions  of  all  preceding  sections  of  this  act  shaU 
terminate  June  30.  1942.  unless  the  Confess  ^i^  °"^*r^^!5  P"^'?*' 

Sic,  13,  Section  6  of  the  act  approved  June  30.  1936  (49  Stat.  2036. 
use.  Supp.  V.  title  41.  sees.  35-45),  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
"Provided.  That  whenever  In  his  Judgment  such  course  is  in  the 
pubUc  interest,  the  President  Is  authorized  to  suspend  any  or  all  of 
the   representations   and   stipulations   contained   in   section    1    of 

this  act."  .       , 

SBC.  14.  (a)  NotwlthsUndlng  the  provision  of  any  other  law.  no 
mUitary  or  naval  weapon,  ship.  boat,  aircraft,  munitions,  supplies. 
or  equipment,  to  which  the  United  States  has  title,  in  whole  or  In 
part,  or  which  have  been  contracted  for,  shall  hereafter  be  trans- 
ferred, exchanged,  sold,  or  otherwise  disposed  of  In  any  manner 
whatsoever  unless  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  In  the  case  of  naval 
material,  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army  In  the  case  of  milluury 
material,  shall  first  certify  that  such  material  U  not  essential  to  the 
defense  of  the  United  States. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the 
case  may  be.  are  hereby  requested  and  directed  to  furnish  or  cause 
to  be  furnished  to  the  chairman  of  each  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  a  copy  of  each  contract,  order, 
or  agreement  covering  exchange  of  deteriorated,  unserviceable,  obso- 
lescent, or  surplus  military  or  naval  equipment,  munitions,  or  sup- 
plies exchanged  for  other  military  or  naval  equipment,  munitions 
or  supplies,  and  a  copy  of  each  contract,  order,  or  agreement  shall 
be  furnliHhed  regarding  any  other  disposition  of  military  or  naval 
equipment,  munitions,  and  supplies  by  which  the  title  passes,  either 
de  Jure  or  de  facto,  from  the  United  States,  or  by  which  delivery  of 
material  thereunder  is  deferred,  where  the  original  cost  of  such  mili- 
tary or  naval  equipment,  munitions,  or  supplies  exceeded  or  exceeds 
♦2.000.  The  copies  of  each  contract,  order,  or  agreement  herein 
referred  to  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  respective  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  not  later  than  24  hovirs  after  such  con- 
tract, order,  or  agreement  Is  made,  and  the  chairman  of  each  com- 
mittee shall  consider  such  contracts,  orders,  or  agreements  confi- 
dential unless  a  majority  of  the  members  of  his  committee  shall 
direct  the  particular  transaction  to  be  made  public. 

(c)  Nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  repeal  or  modify  sec- 
tions 3  and  6.  title  V  of  the  act  approved  June  15.  1917  (40  Stat.  222; 
U.  8.  C.  title  18.  sees,  33  and  36). 

TrrLi  n 

Sic.  201.  In  connection  with  the  national-defense  program  tb« 
Navy  and  War  Departments  and  the  United  States  Housing  Author- 
ity are  hereby  authorized  to  cooperate  in  making  necessary  housing 
available  for  persons  engaged  In  national-defense  activities,  as  here- 
inafter provided.  "Persons  engaged  In  national -defense  activities" 
(as  that  term  Is  used  In  this  title)  shall  Include  (I)  enlisted  men 
with  families,  who  are  In  the  naval  and  military  service  (excluding 
officers)  and  employees  of  the  Navy  and  War  Departments  who  are 
assigned  to  duty  at  naval  or  military  reservations,  posts,  or  ba«es, 
and  (11)  workers  with  families,  who  are  engaged  or  to  be  engaged 
In  industries  ccnnected  with  and  essential  to  the  national-defense 
program.  No  project  shall  be  developed  or  assisted  for  the  purposes 
of  this  title  except  with  the  approval  of  the  President  and  upon  a 
determination  by  him  that  there  Is  an  acute  shortage  of  housing  in 
the  locality  Involved  which  impedes  the  national-defense  program. 

Sec.  202.  (a)  Projects  may  be  initiated  hereunder  by  the  Navy 
or  War  Department  to  provide  dwellings  on  or  near  naval  or  mili- 
tary reservations,  posts,  or  t>ases  for  rental  to  the  enlisted  men  and 
employees  of  the  Navy  and  War  Departments  prescribed  In  section 
201.  Such  projects  shall  be  developed  by  the  Navy  or  War  Depart- 
ment or  by  the  Authority,  whichever  the  President  determines  is 
t)etter  suited  to  the  fulfillment  of  the  purposes  of  this  title  with 
respect  to  any  particular  project.  If  the  development  of  such 
project  is  to  be  undertaken  by  the  Navy  or  War  Department,  the 
Authority  Is  authorized  to  aid  the  development  of  the  project  by 
furnishing  technical  assistance  and  by  transferring  to  such  Depart- 
ment the  funds  necessary  for  the  development  of  the  project. 
Any  project  developed  for  the  purpose  of  this  section  shall  be 
leased  to  the  Navy  or  War  Department  by  the  Authority  (which 
shall  have  title  to  such  project  until  repayment  of  the  cost  thereof 
to  the  Authority  as  prescribed  in  such  lease)  upon  such  terms 
as  shall  be  prescribed  in  the  lease,  which  may  be  the  same  terms 
as  are  authorized  by  the  United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  as 
amended,  with  respect  to  leases  to  public  housing  agencies.  All 
the  provisions  of  said  act  which  apply  to  the  development  of  proj- 
ects by  the  Authority  shall  (insofar  as  applicable  and  not  Incon- 
sistent herewith)  apply  to  the  development  of  projects  by  the 
Navy  or  War  Department.  Notwithstanding  other  provisions  of 
this  or  any  other  law,  the  Department  leasing  a  project  shall  have 
the  same  Jurisdiction  over  such  project  as  It  has  over  the  reserva- 
tion, post,  or  base  In  connection  with  which  the  project  Is  develop>ed. 
(b)  The  Navy  or  War  Department,  in  connection  with  any  project 
developed  or  leased  by  It.  and  the  Authority,  In  connection  with 
any  project  developed  or  assisted  by  It,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
title,  may  acquire  real  or  personal  property  or  any  Interest  therein 
by  purchase,  eminent  domain,  gift,  lease,  or  otherwise.  The  pro- 
visions of  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes  shall  not  apply  to 
the  acquisition  of  any  real  property  by  the  Navy  or  War  Depart- 
ment or  by  the  Authority  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  or  to  the 
project  developed  thereon,  and  the  provisions  of  section  321  of  the 
act  of  June  30.  1932  (U.  S.  C.  1934  edition,  title  40,  sec.  303b),  shall 
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not  apply  to  any  lease  of  any  project  developed  for  the  purposes 
of  this  title  or  of  any  dwelling  therein.  Condemnation  proceed- 
ing* instituted  by  the  Authority  shall  be  In  Its  own  name  and  the 
practice  and  procedure  governing  such  proceedings  by  the  United 
BUtes  shall  be  followed,  and  the  Authority  shall  likewise  be  entitled 
to  proceed  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  Pebruary  26.  1931  (46  Stat.  1421).  and  an  act  of  Congress 
approved  March  1.  1929  (45  Stat.  1416).  If  the  Authority  acquires 
land  in  connection  with  a  project  to  be  assisted  for  the  purposes 
of  this  title.  It  may  convey  such  land  to  the  public  housing  agency 
Involved  for  a  consideration  equal  to  the  coet  of  the  land  to  the 
Authority.  The  Navy  and  War  Departments  and  the  Authority  may 
negotiate,  contract,  and  fix  such  fees  as  they  determine  are  reason- 
able for  the  services  of  architects,  engineers,  stirveyors.  appraisers, 
title  examiners,  and  real-estate  negotiators  In  connection  with 
specific  projects  developed  by  them  under  this  title.  The  Secre- 
taries of  Navy  and  War  are  hereby  authorized  to  make  available 
to  the  Authority  any  land  that  is  needed  for  a  project  to  be 
developed  by  the  Authority  and  leased  to  the  Navy  or  War  Depart- 
ment and  to  execute  such  leases,  agreements,  and  other  Instru- 
ments with  the  Authority  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
purp)o.se8  of  this  title. 

8bc.  203.  In  any  localities  where  the  Preeldent  determines  that 
there  is  an  acute  shortage  of  housing  which  impedes  the  national - 
defense  program  and  that  the  necessary  housing  would  not  other- 
wise be  provided  when  needed  for  persons  engaged  In  national - 
JhTV*^  activities,  the  Authority  may  undertake  the  development 
•nd  admlnlstraUon  of  projects  to  assure  the  availability  of  dwell- 
ings in  such  localities  for  such  persons  and  their  families,  or  the 
Authority  may  extend  financial  assistance  to  public  housing  agen- 
cies for  the  development  and  administration  of  such  projects.  Such 
financial  assistance  to  public  housing  agencies  shall  be  extended 
(except  as  otherwise  provided  herein  and  not  inconsistent  here- 
with) under  the  provisions  of,  and  In  the  same  manner  smd  forms 
as  provided  in,  title  I  of  the  United  Stetes  Housing  Act  of  1937.  as 
amended,  with  respect  to  other  housing  projects. 

Sec.  204.  Any  contract  made  for  financial  assistance  under  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  may  be  revised 
so  as  to  provide  that  the  project  Involved  will  be  assisted  for  any 
of  the  purposes  of  this  title.  The  Navy  or  War  Department  or  the 
Authority,  In  the  administration  of  any  project  developed  for  the 
purposes  of  this  title,  shall  fix  rentals  for  persons  engaged  In 
national -defense  activities  and  their  families  which  will  be  within 
their  financial  reach,  and  the  Authority,  in  any  contract  for  finan- 
cial assistance  or  any  lea.se  of  such  a  project,  shall  require  the 
«i^«j  of  such  rentals.  Projects  developed  by  the  Navy  or  War 
Department,  or  developed  or  assisted  by  the  Authority,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  title  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  elimination 
requirements  of  sections  10  (a)  and  11  (a)  of  said  act  or  to  any 
provisions  of  section  9  of  said  act  which  wotild  require  any  part 
of  the  development  cost  there<rf  to  be  met  In  any  manner  other 
than  from  funds  loaned  or  furnished  by  the  Authority.  Funds 
aapanded  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  shall  be  excluded  in  deter- 
SBttC,  for  the  purposes  of  section  21  (d)  of  said  act.  the  amounU 
expended  within  each  8Ute.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  herein 
or  as  may  be  Inconsistent  herewith,  all  the  provisions  of  title  I 
of  said  act  shall  apply  to  this  title.  During  the  period  when  the 
Praaldent  determines  that  in  any  locality  there  is  an  acute  need 
for  hou!»lng  to  assure  the  availability  of  dwellings  for  persons 
engaged  In  national-defense  activities,  dwellings  In  a  project  devel- 
oped or  assisted  In  said  locality  which  are  devoted  to  the  purposes 
of  providing  housing  for  persons  engaged  in  national-defense  actlvl- 
ttas  shall  not  be  subject  to  sections  2(1)  and  2  (2)  of  the  United 
States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  as  amended,  and  during  such  period 
such  projects  shall  be  deemed  projects  of  a  low-rent  character  for 
the  purposes  of  any  of  the  applicable  provisions  In  title  I  of  said 
act. 

Sec  208.  The  Authority  may  use  for  the  purposes  of  this  title 
any  of  the  funds  or  authorizations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made 
available  to  It.  The  provisions  of  title  I  of  this  act  shall  not  apply 
to  this  tlUe. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  very  Im- 
portant bill.  As  3rou  recall,  it  was  before  the  House  some  days 
ago.  It  passed  the  House  on  the  28th  day  of  May.  The  objec- 
tive and  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  expedite  ship  construction. 
The  main  point  in  the  bill  is  that  it  relates  to  the  form  of 
contract.    The  House  conferees  agreed  to  this  provision: 

TtiAt  the  coet-plus-a-percentage-of-cost  system  of  contracting 
shall  not  be  vised  under  the  authority  granted  by  this  subsection  to 
oegotiate  contracts. 

What  we  are  really  doing  there  is  getting  away  from  the 
old  cost-plus  system  of  contxacts.  In  addition  thereto  we 
have  this  language: 

But  this  proviso  shall  not  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  tise  of  the 
cost-plus-a-fixed-fee  form  of  contract  when  such  use  is  deemed 
necessary  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy:  And  provided  further,  That 
the  fixed  fee  to  be  paid  the  contractor  as  a  restilt  of  any  contract 
entered  into  under  the  authority  of  this  subsection,  or  any  War 
Department  conUact  entered  into  In  the  form  of  cost-plus-a-fixed- 


fee.  Shan  not  exceed  7  percent  of  the  estimated  cost  of  the  contract 
(excltislve  of  the  fee  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or 
the  Secretary  of  War,  as  the  case  may  be) . 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  have  had  this  morning  sonae  tele- 
phone calls  from  manufacturers  in  Ohio  who  are  Interested 
in  this  particular  section.  They  bring  up  the  question  of 
whether  or  not  anything  Is  to  be  done  relative  to  the  writing 
off  of  expansion  facilities  that  will  be  necessary  to  Uke  care 
of  these  contracts,  or  if  the  limitation  of  7  percent  will  mean 
that  they  cannot  afford  to  build  additional  plants  that  are 
necessary,  or  to  do  the  experimental  work  that  is  necessary  to 
take  care  of  this  Government  work. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  gentleman's  question  does  not 
bear  directly  on  what  I  was  reading,  but  in  general  it  probably 
may  be  said  that  it  does.  There  is  a  section,  however,  that 
deals  with  that  situation  by  permitting  advsuices  to  be  made, 
and  the  Navy  Department  and  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Rev- 
enue are  trying  to  reach  a  decision  as  to  whether  or  not 
they  shall  be  charged  against  the  particular  contract  or 
whether  they  shall  be  charged  on  an  amortization  basis. 
The  7  percent  referred  to  here  simply  means  that  if  a  nego- 
tiated contract  is  entered  into  for  the  building  of  a  ship  the 
Navy  Department  estimates  how  much  that  ship  will  cost, 
for  instance,  $25,000,000,  and  at  that  time  it  fixes  the  fee. 
The  fee  cannot  exceed  7  percent  of  the  estimated  cost.  As 
to  the  facilities  that  the  manufacturers  have  to  construct  to 
enable  them  to  carry  out  their  contract,  the  Treasury  De- 
partment and  the  Navy  Department  adjudicate  before  the 
contract  is  entered  into  what  can  b^  charged  against  the 
contract  and  what  cannot  be  charged  against  the  contract. 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  have  been  given  to  understand 
that  the  new  tax  bill  that  will  be  presented  later  in  the  fall 
will  probably  make  provision  for  amortizing  or  depreciating 
property  that  it  is  necessary  to  install. 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  is  right. 
Now.  what  we  are  trying  to  do  is  to  be  fair  and  aquare 
to  the  contractor  and  at  the  same  time  be  fair  and  square 
with  the  Government. 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  That  is  right. 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  And  I  think  we  have  done  that 
and  on  these  negotiated  contracts  the  House  can  under- 
stand that  by  this  cost-plus-a-flxed-fee  plan  we  will  save 
hundreds  upon  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars. 

Mr.   BROWN   of   Ohio.    I   have   asked   these    questions 
simply  to  clarify  the  record. 

Mr.  MAAS.  And  this  will  materially  speed  up  the  pro- 
gram by  saving  about  a  year. 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Tliat  is  right. 
Another  important  matter  that  the  House  should  imder- 
stand  is  that  under  the  law  that  is  oftentimes  referred  to 
as  the  Vinson-Trammell  Act.  which  deals  with  profits,  the 
ceiling  on  what  a  contractor  can  make  on  a  Navy  contract 
is  10  i)ercent.  All  over  that  is  recaptured  and  paid  back 
into  the  Treasury.  We  have  changed  this,  and  I  think 
rightly  so,  by  reducing  it  from  10  percent  to  8  percent.  So 
every  man  can  understand  that,  when  a  contract  has  been 
awarded  as  the  result  of  competitive  bidding,  the  maximum 
amount  that  anyone  can  make,  including  aviation  for  the 
Army  which  heretofore  was  12  percent,  has  been  brou^t 
down  now  to  8  percent. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Does  that  mean  that  he  Is  guar- 
anteed 8  percent,  or  that  he  cannot  make  more  than  that? 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  He  is  not  guaranteed  anything. 
That  is  the  ceiling  and  that  is  all  he  can  make.  If  he  makes 
over  8  percent  the  excess  is  recaptured  and  paid  into  the 
Treasury;  and  I  may  state  that  under  this  law  some  $3,000,000 
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or  $4,000,000  on  the  first  auditing  of  these  ft^^Pj^^^"^" 
counts  has  been  recaptured  and  paid  back  to  the  Treas^. 
.  The  other  matter  that  is  of  ^portance  as  referred  to  a 
moment  ago  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Fish  J. 
is  this  provision: 

Nothwlthstandlng  the  provision  of  any  other  law,  «°  ^^J^ 
or  naval  wcaDon.  ship.  boat,  aircraft,  munitions.  »uPP"^f-  °; 
^urpmSl^t  S^whlch  ^xke  united  States  has  tlt^  m  wh^lj  ^ 
m   part,   or   which   have   been  contracted   ^or    shall  hereaiwroe 

U  nor«»entlal  to  the  defense  of  the  United  States. 

So  you  see  the  protection  that  this  amendment  has  thrown 
around  ships,  munitions,  and  airplanes.    As  long  as  tney 
are  essential  for  the  defense  of   this  country  they  cannot 
be  sold. 
.  Mr.  CASE  Of  South  Dakota  rose. 

Mr  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Now.  what  is  the  provision  that 

the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  wanted  ^  inquire  about? 

-     Mr  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    I  wanted  to  caU  the  attention 

Of  the  gentleman  to  a  subsequent  paragraph  m  the  secUon 

that  the  gentleman  has  already  mentioned. 

Mr  VINSON  of  Georgia.     What  section  is  that? 
Mr'  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    Section  14.  paragraphs  (b) 
and  (c).    I  think  the  gentleman  read  paragi-aph  (a). 

Paragraph  (b) .  as  I  read  it  from  the  Record,  is  an  amend- 
ment considered  in  the  Senate  and  provides  that  in  case  any 
sale  is  made,  the  Secretaries  of  War  and  Navy,  respectively, 
shall  make  a  report.  ^  ^^  . 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  have  explained  that. 
Section  2  provides  that  if  any  profit  in  excess  of  8.7  per- 
cent of  the  cost  of  performing  such  contracts— except  prime 
contracts  made  on  a  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee  basis  as  are  com- 
pleted by  the  contracting  party  within  the  taxable  year— 
shaU  be  considered  to  be  profit  in  excess  of  8  percent  of  the 
total  contract  prices  of  such  contracts. 

Mr  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  think  possibly  I  did  not 
make  myself  clear.  Under  the  section  the  genUeman  was 
referring  to  Just  before  I  interrupted  him  there  is  another 
paragraph  which  I  hoped  the  gentleman  would  call  atten- 
tion to.  ^  ^  ^,  ,^ 
Mr  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  is  amendment  No.  14. 
Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Yes;  and  in  amendment  No. 
14  there  are  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c).  and  the  reason  I  want 
to  call  attention  to  that  is  that  subparagraph  (c)  states: 

Nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  repeal  or  modify  sections 
S  and  6.  title  V.  of  the  act  approved  June  15,  1917. 


Mr  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  means  that  all  of  these  sub- 
contractors have  got  to  agree  to  these  provisions  as  well  as 
the  original  contractors. 

Mr  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Yes:  and.  as  I  understand, 
paragraph  (O  also  provides  that  nothing  in  this  act  shall  be 
construed  to  repeal  the  act  of  June  15.  1917.  to  which  refer- 
ence has  been  made  as  placing  a  bar  against  the  sale  or 
disposition  of  vessels  to  belligerents. 

Mr.  MAAS.    That  remains  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Yes.    I  may  state  to  the  House, 

so  there  will  l)e  no  misunderstanding,  that  this  bill  relates  to 

the  War  Department,  the  Coast  Guard,  and  in  the  measure 

there  is  a  title  permitting  the  Housing  Authority,  the  War 

^  Department,   and  Navy  Department  to   get  together  with 

^  reference  to  building  houses  in  the  industrial  centers  where 

they  have  a  shortage  of  houses  today,  and  this  has  been 

I         worked  out  by  the  Housing  Authority,  the  Secretary  of  War, 

and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  it  is  satisfactory  to  the 

Departments. 

If  there  are  no  further  questions.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the 
previous  question  on  the  conference  report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 
txTTvaon  or  rekarxs 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  la  the  Record  on  conservaUon  and  the 
pxibllc  domain. 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

CONSTRXJCnON   OF   CIRTAIN   NAVAL   VESSELS 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker  I  °»^  .^]^*  J^^ 
House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  ^^^  ^ho^^.  «°^* 

on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  f o^^^^f  »^f ^  °' d  Sta^ 
(H.  R  10100)  to  establish  the  composition  of  the  United  Stat«i 
Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  naval  vessels, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  Itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  H.  R.  10100.  with  Mr.  Ramspeck  in  the 
chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  blU. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  was 

disDdisccl  with 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself 
20  minutes.  It  is.  of  course,  unnecessary  for  me  to  dwell  at 
length  on  the  swiftly  moving  events  in  Europe.  We  are  all 
awake  to  their  full  significance.  »    ♦*. 

First  let  us  look  into  the  situation  that  now  confronts  the 
United' States.  Then  let  us  look  Into  the  situation  that  may 
confront  us  tomorrow,  and  finally  consider  the  developments 
that  the  next  few  years  may  bring. 

At  the  present  we  have  to  consider  a  German  Navy  which 
has  demonstrated  its  boid  efficiency  in  overseas  expeditionary 
operaUons  in  the  occupation  of  Norway,  in  the  face  of  a 
greatly  superior  British  Fleet. 

The  ports  of  Norway.  Holland.  Belgium,  and  France  have 
now  become  bases  for  this  fleet.  It  does  not  appear  that  it 
will  be  long  before  bases  on  the  west  coast  of  Africa  will  also 
become  available  to  Germany's  Navy.  The  possibility  that 
the  bases  of  Spain  and  Portugal  wUl  soon  be  added  must  be 

borne  in  mind.  w     *  >ioc 

The  combatant  tonnage  of  the  German  Fleet  is  about  485.- 

000  tons,  built  and  building. 

Italy,  the  axis  partner  to  Germany,  has  a  combatant  ton- 
nage of  about  700,000  tons.  If  this  tonnage  is  added  to  that 
of  the  German  Fleet,  a  combined  axis  fleet  of  1.185,000  can 

be  formed. 

If  the  British  Fleet  is  forced,  through  lack  of  repair  and 
overhaul  facilities,  to  leave  the  eastern  Mediterranean,  ade- 
quate oil  supplies  and  other  supplies  by  sea  l)ecome  available 
to  the  axis.  The  effect  of  the  British  blockade  would  then  be 
very  much  reduced.  - 

The  French  Fleet  may  remain  with  Britain,  it  may  be  sunk, 
it  may  be  divided,  it  may  be  surrendered.  The  combaUnt 
tonnage  of  the  French  Fleet  is  about  792.000  tons.  If  sur- 
rendered to  Germany,  the  various  units  of  the  French  Fleet 
could  be  put  in  effective  operation  by  German  crews  from 
time  to  time  over  a  period  of  12  months  following  the  sur- 
render. If  this  entire  French  Reet  were  added  to  the  axis, 
the  combined  combatant  tonnage  at  the  disposal  of  the  axis 
would  be  about  1.977,000. 

So  much  for  the  present  and  the  immediately  prospective 
future;  so  much  for  facts  now  on  our  doorstep  that  can  no 
longer  be  ignored. 

Looming  as  grave  possibilities  are  the  defeat  of  England, 
the  loss  of  the  British  Fleet,  or  the  surrender  of  the  British 
Fleet.  The  combatant  tonnage  of  the  British  Fleet  Is 
1.995.000.  If  this  amoimt  were  added  to  the  German.  Italian, 
and  French  Fleets,  and,  after  6  to  18  months,  brought  into 
effective  operation  by  German  crews,  the  total  combatant 
tonnage  would  be  3.972.000  tons. 

The  Japanese  Fleet  has,  in  sight,  a  combatant  tonnage 
of  about  1.390.000.  If  this  strength  is  added  to  the  fleets 
of  Germany  and  Italy  the  total  combatant  tonnage  would  be 
2.575.000.  If  we  consider  the  further  addition  of  the  French 
and  BriUsh  Fleets  the  total  would  be  5.362.000. 

These  are  totals  now  in  sight,  or  that  could  be  In  sight 
under  the  conditions  assumed.  But  we  must  also  consider 
additions  that  can  be  made  to  any  of  the  axis  combinations 
listed  above  during  the  building  periods  In  which  additions 
are  made  or  can  be  made  to  the  United  States  Fleet,  as  a 
restilt  of  expansion  authorizations  and  appropriations  either 
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already  on  the  books  or  here  recommended.  The  axis  now 
has  at  its  disposal  the  shipyards  and  munition  factories  of 
Germany,  Italy,  Poland.  Denmark.  Norway.  Holland.  Bel- 
gium, France,  and  possibly  Spain.  The  axis  may  get  British 
shipyards.    Japan,  of  course,  has  its  own  shipyards. 

Just  how  much  building  capacity  this  total  is  now,  or 
how  much  It  can  be  expanded  into,  would  be  difBcult  to 
estimate.  But  it  would  not  perhaps  be  too  wide  of  the  mark 
to  say  that  the  capacity  exceeds  that  of  the  United  States 
perhaps  five  times. 

During  the  past  few  years  there  has  been  considerable 
Nazi  propaganda.  Nazi  economic  aggression,  and  Nazi  pen- 
etration in  general  into  South  America.  There  appears  to 
be  much  evidence  at  the  present  time  that  Nazi  agitation 
in  these  regions  is  boiling. 

With  victory  approaching,  the  axis  navies  win  have  elim- 
inated restraining  commitments  in  Europe.  They  will  have 
Increasing  naval  strength,  and  will  have  west  European  and 
West  African  bases  which  will  provide  them  springboards  for 
operations  in  and  across  the  Atlantic. 

As  of  May  1.  the  buUt  and  building  combaUnt  tonnage 
of  the  United  States  is — under-age  and  over-age — 1,905.205 
tons.  The  authorized  under-age  combatant  tonnage  of  the 
United  States,  as  a  result  of  the  passage  of  the  recent  Ex- 
pansion Act.  H.  R.  8026.  is  1.724.480. 

The  gloomy  possibilities  that  I  have  outlined  may  or  may 
not  be  all  realized.  Some  undoubtedly  will  be.  Under  prac- 
tically any  possible  combination  of  circumstances  it  is  im- 
perative that  we  mobilize  for  an  increase  of  naval  arma- 
ments to  the  maximum  degree  possible. 

It  has  become  obvious  that  we  must  arm  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible to  meet  our  naval-defense  requirements  simultaneously 
in  iKJth  oceans  against  a  combination  of  powers  concerting 
action  against  us.  Our  aim  must  always  be  to  have  forces 
sufficient  to  enable  us  to  have  complete  freedom  of  action  in 
either  ocean  while  retaining  forces  in  the  other  ocean  for 
effecUve  defense  of  our  vital  security.  Anything  less  than 
this  strength  is  hazardous  to  the  security  of  the  Nation. 

This  bill  provides  an  Increase  In  the  authorized  under-age 
tonnage  of  combatant  ships  by  1,325.000  tons  as  follows: 
[  Tons 

Capital   ships- ISJ-^ 

Aircraft  carriers ?X^' ^ 

Cruisers.... *20. 000 

Destroyers ^0.  000 

Submarines '"•  ""*' 


Total.... 


1, 325. 000 

Proportionate  increase  in  auxiUary  ship  tonnage.  100.000 

tons. 

While  the  above  total  tonnages  at  first  glance  may  appear 
large,  it  cannot  be  definitely  stated  whether  or  not  it  will 
provide  parity  with  possible  coalition  of  powers  such  as 
actually  exist  today.  The  continuance  of  the  development 
of  world  conditions  along  the  lines  indicated  may  necessi- 
tate an  even  larger  expansion. 

While  it  is  true  that  the  keels  of  the  combatant  ships 
cannot  be  laid  immediately,  nevertheless  the  preparation 
of  material  can  parallel  the  rapid  development  of  new  con- 
struction facilities.  This  will  enable  us  to  complete  new 
ships  at  the  earliest  possible  time.  Any  delay  in  authorizing 
the  new  ships  will,  imder  the  circiunstances,  result  in  a 
delay  in  their  completion. 

In  presenting  its  program  for  the  expansion  of  the  Navy, 
the  Navy  Department  has  stated  its  desire  that  the  num- 
bers of  the  ships  in  each  type  should  not  be  made  public. 
The  Navy  Department  feels,  and  your  committee  agrees  with 
the  Department,  that  it  U  contrary  to  the  interests  of  the 
United  States  to  broadcast  any  further  in  advance  than  is 
necessary  the  country's  detailed  rearmament  plans. 

Accordingly,  the  bill  sets  forth  the  additional  authorized 
under-age  tonnage  of  the  various  categories  of  combat  ships 
only.  The  numbers  of  each  type  are  not  set  forth.  The 
total  number  will,  however,  be  about  200  ships. 

Section  3  authorizes  the  appropriation  of  funds  not  to 
exceed  $150,000,000  for  eMcntial  e<iuipment  and  facilities  at 
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either  private  or  naval  esUbUshments  necessary  for  buOd- 
ing  or  equipping  vessels  in  this  or  previous  programs.  This 
provision  is  of  very  great  urgency  not  only  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  our  construction  capacity  as  rapidly  as  possible, 
but  for  the  construction  of  additional  plants,  located.  If 
possible,  in  less  exposed  areas.  These  additional  plants 
would  place  us  in  a  position  In  which  we  would  not  have  to 
depend  on  a  single  plant,  as  in  the  case  of  a  single  naval  gun 

factory. 

Section  5  of  the  bill  authorizes  the  expenditure  of  not  more 
than  $25,000,000  for  the  procurement  of  patrol  craft.  This 
has  reference  to  small  vessels  for  protective  effort  around  our 
harbors,  a  type  of  craft  in  which  we  are  now  very  deficient, 
and  which  can  be  constructed  in  large  numbers  at  small  boat 
yards  not  capable  of  building  larger  ships.  This  section  5 
also  provides  for  the  authorizaUon  for  the  procurement  of 
100.000  tons  of  auxiliary  vessels.  The  construction  of  aux- 
iliary vessels,  or  the  acquirement  and  conversion  of  merchant 
vessels  for  auxiliary  naval  purposes  has  been  to  a  large  extent 
shoved  aside  during  the  course  of  years.  We  are  now  short 
of  auxiliaries.  As  we  increase  our  naval  combatant  strength 
and  our  naval  aircraft  strength,  we  must  parallel  these  in- 
creases with  additional  auxiliary  craft. 

Section  6  of  the  bill  is  intended  to  remove  from  the  maxi- 
mum production  of  naval  aircraft  a  possible  obstacle  in  exist- 
ing legislation.  The  act  of  1934  required  that  10  percent  of 
naval  aircraft  be  produced  in  Government  factories.  The 
10.000-plane  program  recently  passed  by  the  Congress  con- 
templates production  of  naval  aircraft  at  a  rate  which  will 
be  more  than  10  times  greater  than  the  maximvun  capacity 
of  the  existing  Government  plants.  It  is  clearly  not  the 
Intent  of  Congress,  and  not  in  accordance  with  the  imperative 
needs  of  the  country,  that  any  such  legislative  restriction 
should  operate  to  such  a  disadvantage  to  the  country's  naval- 
aircraft  program.  ^  ^».  i.  *w 

Also.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  caU  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Washington  Gun  Factory  at  the  foot  of  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  is  the  only  naval  gun  factory  in  the  United  States. 
By  this  bUl  we  authorize  the  Secretary,  by  the  approval  of 
the  President,  to  build  In  the  interior  of  the  country,  beyond 
the  Allegheny  Mountains,  out  in  the  steel  regions,  where 
labor  is  available,  additional  gun  factories;  and  it  is  certainly 
highly  in  the  Interest  of  national  defense  that  we  have 
them  no  longer  concentrated  along  the  seaboard. 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.     Yes. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  We  were  informed  in  our  committee 
that  the  gun  factory  to  which  the  gentleman  has  referred 
is  the  only  naval-gim  factory  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  is  correct.  In  this  bill 
we  have  authorized  the  appropriation  of  $15,000,000.  not  only 
to  Increase  the  present  plant,  but  to  construct  others  essen- 
tial to  carrying  out  this  program,  because  as  I  have  pointed 
out  to  you  with  this  combination  of  jKiwers.  it  is  absolutely 
essential  that  this  Government  be  prepared  in  its  first  line 
as  early  as  possible. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Yes.  ' 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  have  been  very  much  In- 
terested in  the  gentleman's  informative  address.  As  I  under- 
stand it.  this  bill  calls  for  385,000  tons  of  capital  battleships. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  That  means  about  10  ships 
of  35,000  tons,  or  about  9  of  45,000  tons. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  It  all  depends  upon  the  tonnage. 
Either  way  you  divide  it  would  be  correct,  If  that  wa«  the 
correct  tonnage. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.    As  I  understand  It.  It  takes 
at  least  52  months  to  build  one  of  these  ships,  and  on  most  ^ 
of  these  shipbuilding  contracts  they  are  running  about  6  * 
months  behind  the  52  months'  schedule. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  It  is  contemplated  and  hoped 
that  the  time  can  be  speeded  up  whereby  tbese  ahlps  wiU  b« 
completed  within  36  months. 
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Mi.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  May  I  express  the  sincere 
hope  that  the  gentleman  is  correct,  but  il  we  can  judge  the 
future  by  the  past.  It  will  take  from  4  to  5  years  to  construct 
these  capital  batUeships,  which,  in  my  judgment.  Is  entirely 
too  long. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Virginia.  The  gentleman  Is  correct,  so  far 
as  normal  peacetime  construction  is  concerned,  in  the  way  in 
which  they  have  been  built,  due  to  the  fact  that  the  bottle- 
neck is  ^t-the  armor  plant,  and  we  have  been  unable  to  get 
the  armor,  but  by  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  and  by  the  de- 
velopment of  the  Charleston.  W.  Va..  armor  plant,  it  Is  hoped 
that  we  can  cut  the  Oordian  knot,  and  get  rid  of  the  red  tape, 
and  break  the  bottleneck,  and  build  these  ships,  in  less  time 
than  heretofore. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  If  the  gentleman  will  be  good 
enough  to  yield  further,  permit  me  to  say  that  I  have  no  desire 
to  be  critical.  I  have  always  voted  with  the  gentleman  in 
matters  of  national  defense.  I  have  never  at  any  time  voted 
against  a  naval-defense  program  or  any  defense  program  in 
the  sea.  the  air.  or  on  land.  There  has  been  in  the  past  a 
serious  doubt  in  my  mind  as  to  the  advisability  of  construct- 
ing too  many  large,  expensive  battleships,  but  I  have  resolved 
all  doubts  in  favor  of  the  views  of  the  gentleman  and  his 
committee.  It  occurs  to  me.  however,  that  instead  of  hav- 
ing 385,000  tons  of  capital  battleships,  that  will  take  from 
4  to  5  years  to  construct,  that  serious  thought  should  be  given 
to  the  suggestion  to  construct  more  and  better  pocket  bat- 
tleships, destroyers,  and  airplane  carriers,  and  to  greatly 
strengthen  our  air  forces  on  land  and  on  sea. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  We,  of  course,  build  our  Navy 
according  to  what  other  navies  are  doing.  Germany  is  now 
buUding  four  new  great  battleships.  She  has  Just  seized  two 
that  the  French  are  building  at  Brest,  and  Japan  is  building 
battleships.  We  are  forced  to  construct  our  defense  along 
lines  other  nations  are  doing,  and,  therefore,  it  is  imperative 
that  we  continue  to  build  battleslilps  as  long  as  any  other 
nation  does.  On  the  other  hand,  we  are  bviilding  airplane 
carriers,  and  we  are  providing  in  this  bill  for  some  15.000 
aviators  and  some  15,000  planes,  and  we  are  doing  every- 
thing possible  to  work  out  a  well-balanced  national  defense 
program  for  the  Navy,  because  each  unit  must  play  Its  part 
If  the  team  is  to  be  effective. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  If  the  gentleman  will  permit, 
let  me  add  that  I  am  sure  all  Members  interested  in  adequate 
national  defense  appreciate  very  much  not  only  the  informa- 
tion that  he  is  giving,  but  also  the  splendid  patiotic  service 
the  distinguished  and  able  chairman  is  rendering.  I  may 
add  that  no  man  in  America  knows  more  about  the  naval- 
defense  needs  and  its  program  than  does  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Georgia.     (Applause.! 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  thank  the  gentleman.  In  reply 
I  desire  to  say  in  all  sincerity  that  no  Member  of  this  House  is 
more  loyally  supporting  the  President's  defense  program  than 
Is  the  able  and  distinguished  gentleman  from  Oklahoma. 
Not  only  do  I  commend  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  for  his 
loyal  and  consistent  support  of  national  defense,  but  the  State 
of  Oklahoma  is  to  be  congratulated  on  sending  a  gentleman 
of  his  caliber  to  help  represent  it  in  this  Congress.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Will  the  gentleman  also  point  out  to  the 
House  the  further  necessity  for  this  program  in  this  respect, 
that  although  we  have  a  larger  Navy,  for  instance,  on  the 
Pacific  than  the  Japanese,  il  events  would  be  such  that  we 
would  have  to  split  our  Navy,  then  the  Japanese  Navy  would 
be  the  largest  navy  on  the  Pacific  coast. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  is  right.  Let  the  House 
understand  what  we  are  driving  at  here.  This  now  becomes  a 
hemispheric  navy.  The  Congress  has  made  it  mandatory  that 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  United  States  to  defend  this  hemisphere, 
and  by  the  bill  which  we  passed  recently  it  makes  it  absolutely 
imperative  that  we  have  a  navy  of  this  size.  _  We  not  only 
must  defend  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States,  but 
we  must  defend  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  We  must  defend  our 
insular  possessions  and  we  must  have  a  navy  in  either  ocean 


as  large  as  that  of  those  combinations  to  which  I  have  called 
your  attention  in  showing  what  the  combinations  could  be. 

Ur.  PACE.   Mr.  Chairman. -will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  jrield. 

Mr.  PACE.  In  connection  with  the  statement  of  building  a 
balanced  navy,  why  is  it  the  naval  authorities  do  not  consider 
it  necessary  to  have  more  submarines  than  are  now  author- 
ized by  this  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  building  of  submarines  by 
nations  depend  upon  their  geographical  situation.  Our  de- 
fense is  not  the  same  as  that  of  Germany  or  England  or 
Prance.  We  have  a  coast  line  which  extends  from  Alaska  to 
Cape  Horn,  on  the  Pacific,  and  this  long  coast  line  on  the 
Atlantic.  We  are  3.000  miles  away  from  the  nearest  navy 
across  the  Atlantic.  We  are  six  or  seven  thousand  miles  away 
from  Japan.  Therefore  our  defense  is  different  and  based 
upon  a  different  viewpoint  than  that  of  countries  in  Europe, 
where,  for  instance,  the  English  Channel  separates  Prance 
from  England,  or  Holland  or  Norway  or  territories  of  that 
character,  where  submarines  can  be  effectively  used.  How- 
ever, submarines  cannot  be  as  effectively  used  in  the  ocean  as 
in  European  countries,  but.  nevertheless,  this  program  will 
give  us  some  several  hundred  submarines. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  that  the 
Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  havtog 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  Ramspeck,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported  that 
that  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
H.  R.  10100.  had  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 

rUHTHES    MESSAGE    FROM    THE    SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier.  its 
legislative  clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  still  further 
insists  upon  its  amendments  Nos.  35  to  39,  inclusive,  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9007)  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Labor,  the  Federal  Security  Agency, 
and  related  independent  agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes";  and  that  it  asks 
a  still  further  conference  with  the  House  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Mc- 
Keixar,  Mr.  RasSELL.  Mr.  McCarram,  Mr.  Bankhead.  Mr. 
OlbfAHONEY,  Mr.  Lodge,  and  Bdr.  Bru>ges  to  be  the  conferees 
on  tlie  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  Is 
requested,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  6328.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as 
amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs  Administrative 
Act  of  1938  (U.  S.  C,  1934  ed..  Supp.  IV,  title  19,  sec.  1001, 
par.  1529  (a)); 

H.  R.  7865.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  for  the  regulation 
of  the  practice  of  dentistry  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  for  the  protection  of  the  people  from  empiricism  in 
relation  thereto,  approved  June  6,  1892,  and  acts  amenda- 
tory thereof;  and 

H.  R.  9791.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Un- 
employment Compensation  Act. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9850)  entitled  "An  act  to  expedite 
the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
a  bill  of  the  following  title,  in  which  the  concurrence  of 
the  House  is  requested: 

S.  2842.  An  act  to  provide  for  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  from  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Claims  in  a  suit  instituted  by  George  A.  Carden  and 
Anderson  T.  Herd. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9007)  mak- 
ing appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Labor,  the  Federal 
Security  Agency,  and  related  independent  agencies,  for  the 
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fiscal  year  ending  Jtme  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  Senate  amendments,  further  disagree  to  the  Senate 
amendments  and  agree  to  the  further  conference  asked  by 
the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia?  [After  a  pause.)  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Tarver,  Houston,  Sheppard.  Hare,  Encel,  and  Keefe. 

PATENTS  FOR  LAND  HELD  UNDER   COLOR  OF  TITLE 

lyCr.  HILJL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  7736)  author- 
izing the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  patents  for 
lands  held  under  color  of  title,  with  a  Senate  amendment, 
and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment  as  follows: 

Page   1.   line   6,  after   "In',  insert  "Monroe   County   In." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  thinks  it  is  proper  to  state 
that  the  minority  Member,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
IMr.  MicHENERl,  who  was  interested  in  this  matter,  informed 
the  Chair  that  he  had  no  objection  to  this  request. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington? 

There  was  no  objection.  • 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  Eisk  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  letter  by 
Mrs.  Mary  McLeod  Bethune.  of  the  National  Council  of 
Negro  Women  of  the  United  States. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

OCPORTATION  or  ARTICLES.  PRODUCTS.  AND  MINERALS  PRODUCED. 
PROCESSED.  OR  MINED  UNDER  PROCESS  COVERED  BY  OTTTSTAND- 
INC  UNITED  STATES  PATENTS 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction 
of  the  Committee  on  Mines  and  Mining,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  8285) 
to  limit  the  importation  of  articles,  products,  and  minerals 
produced,  processed,  or  mined  under  process  covered  by  out- 
standing United  States  patents;  to  define  unfair  trade  prac- 
tices in  certain  instances;  and  for  other  purposes,  with  Sen- 
ate amendments,  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert : 
"That  the  importation  hereafter  for  use,  sale,  or  exchange  of  a 
product  made,  produced,  processed,  or  mined  under  or  by  means 
of  a  process  covered  by  the  claims  of  any  unexpired  valid  United 
States  letters  patent,  whether  issued  heretofore  or  hereafter, 
shall  have  the  same  status  for  the  purposes  of  section  337  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  as  the  importation  of  any  product  or  article 
covered  by  the  claims  of  any  unexpired  valid  United  States  letters 
patent  " 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  limit  the  Importation 
of  products  made,  produced,  processed,  or  mined  under  process 
covered  by  unexpired  valid  United  States  patents,  and  for  other 
purposes." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

I  NAVAL    EXPANSION 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
Bouse  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  further  consideration  of  the 
bUl  H.  R.  10100. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  lOlOO.  with  Mr.  Ramspeck  in 
the  Chair. 


The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  is  rec- 
ognized for  1  hour. 

Mr.  MAAS.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  is  rec- 
ognized for  10  minutes, 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  this,  of  course.  Is  a  very  im- 
portant bill,  but  it  is  one  I  think  that  we  all  recognize  we  must 
accept  as  absolutely  essential. 

The  entire  defense  policy  and  program  of  this  Nation  today 
is  dependent  upon  the  Panama  Canal.  To  permit  the  entire 
safety  and  future  of  our  great  Nation  with  all  that  we  have 
at  stake  to  rest  upon  such  a  thin  thread  as  a  canal  is  alto- 
gether too  dangerous.  The  security  of  the  Nation  and  the 
hemisphere  Itself  is  involved  In  depending  upon  the  safety  of 
a  canal.  This  Is  taking  an  imwarranted  risk.  Whether  we 
like  it  or  not,  for  40  years  the  defense  of  the  United  States 
and  its  national  policy  has  been  dependent  upon  Great 
Britain.  Unwritten  or  in  any  other  way,  we  have  had  an 
understanding  that  the  United  States  would  take  care  of  the 
Pacific  and  Great  Britain  would  take  care  of  the  Atlantic. 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  could  never  have  been  enforced  if  it 
had  been  challenged  at  any  time  in  the  past  40  years  under 
any  other  arrangements.  We  now  see  what  a  dangerous 
position  that  puts  us  in.  Leaving  out  any  question  of  senti- 
ment in  connection  with  aid  to  the  Allies,  we  find  ourselves 
today  being  told  that  we  must  save  the  British  Empire  in 
order  to  save  our  own  defense,  because  we  have  no  fleet  In 
the  Atlantic. 

The  time  certainly  has  come  when  it  must  be  clear  to  us 
all  that  the  United  States  to  remain  independent  and  free 
must  depend  only  upon  itself  for  its  defense.  Since  we  are 
dependent  upon  a  canal,  the  use  of  which  at  any  time  may 
be  denied  to  us  by  sabotage  or  by  air  attack — and  I  frankly 
say  to  you  that  there  is  no  system  of  defense  that  can  be 
devised  by  mankind  that  can  protect  the  Panama  Canal, 
not  even  with  all  the  antiaircraft  gims  you  could  put  there 
and  all  the  airplanes  you  could  support  there,  the  way  war 
has  come  to  be  waged  today,  with  wave  after  wave  of  enemy 
planes  coming  over — one  plane  landing  one  bomb  on  one 
gate  of  one  lock,  and  the  Canal  is  lost  to  us  for  the  transit 
of  our  fleet  from  one  ocean  to  the  other. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  How  many  planes  do  we  have  at 
the  Panama  Canal  now? 

Mr.  MAAS.  The  last  time  I  was  down  there  I  counted  18 
Army  bombers  and  12  pursuit  planes. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    When  was  that? 

Mr.  MAAS.    In  March. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  The  gentleman  is  well  aware 
that  we  have  got  to  make  oiu"  naval  dispositions  regardless  of 
the  number  of  planes  in  the  Canal  Zone.  It  is  very  ques- 
tionable whether  we  can  keep  the  Canal  open  for  the  use  of 
our  fleet  in  any  desperate  struggle  in  which  this  country 
might  become  engaged. 

Mr.  MAAS.  I  think  that  is  correct.  The  defense  of  the 
Canal,  of  course,  is  not  going  to  rest  primarily  on  planes  based 
on  the  Canal.  They  must  be  so  based  that  they  reach  1.000 
miles  at  sea  to  keep  enemy  aircraft  carriers  from  getting 
close  enough  to  the  Canal  to  get  planes  over  the  Canal  Zcme 
during  daylight  hours. 

Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  Does  not  the  gentleman  feel 
that  we  are  up  against  a  hopeless  problem  in  trying  to  keep 
the  Canal  open  if  a  serious  war  should  come? 

Mr.  MAAS.  Absolutely,  and  even  if  we  did  not  have  the 
problem  of  keeping  the  Canal  open  we  would  still  have  the 
problem  of  distance.  Distances  in  the  Pacific  are  so  great 
as  against  distances  in  the  Atlantic  that  our  fleet  might  be 
10.000  miles  away  in  the  Paciflc.  leaving  the  Atlantic  coast 
subject  to  attack  from  naval  forces  based  only  3.000  miles 
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away  In  Europe.  Our  fleet  in  the  Pacific  might  not  be  able 
to  get  into  the  Atlantic  in  time  even  though  there  were  no 
question  of  keeping  the  Canal  open.  It  is  absolutely  neces- 
Bary  for  us  to  protect  ourselves  in  both  oceans. 

Mr.  MAGNU80N.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  The  gentleman  and  I  together  with  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  DarokhI  were  at  the  Canal 
Zone  in  March  and  looked  the  situation  over  very  carefully. 
As  the  gentleman  has  Just  pointed  out,  the  defense  of  the 
Canal  is  not  the  defense  based  on  the  Canal  Zone  itself  but 
more  probably  on  a  defense  based  1.000  miles  out  to  sea.  The 
Members  of  this  House  should  realize  as  some  of  us  do  all  too 
well  that  if  an  enemy  aircraft  carrier  could  get  within  1.500 
miles  of  the  Canal,  a  defense  based  on  the  Canal  itself  would 
not  be  su£Bcient  to  protect  it. 

Mr.  MAAS.  The  gentleman  Is  absolutely  correct.  Not 
only  must  we  have  a  defense  based  1,000  miles  away  from  the 
Canal  in  one  direction,  but  in  two  directions,  for  it  could 
easily  happen  that  while  we  were  intercepting  an  enemy  air- 
craft carrier  1,000  miles  away  on  one  side  of  the  Canal  an- 
other enemy  aircraft  carrier  could  come  up  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Canal  and  destroy  it. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  RCX3ERS  of  Nfassachusctts.  I  am  sure  the  gentle- 
man Is  extremely  glad  the  amendment  to  section  7  appears 
in  the  bill  prohibiting  the  sale  of  ships  to  foreign  countries 
without  the  consent  of  Congress.  The  sale  of  ships  to 
foreign  countries  is  dangerous.  This  is  a  thing  that  has 
troubled  me  a  good  deal,  and  something  in  which  I  am 
very  much  Interested.  It  Is  vital  that  our  own  national 
defense  be  not  weakened. 

Mr.  MAAS.  I  am  glad  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachu- 
setts called  attention  to  section  7.  because  it  is  one  of  the 
most  impMjrtant  things  to  the  defense  of  this  Nation.  This 
provision  was  adopted  unanimously  by  the  committee  when 
It  was  offered  by  the  chairman.  It  provides  that  hereafter 
no  vessel,  ship,  or  boat  now  In  the  United  States  Navy  or 
being  built  therefor  shall  be  disposed  of  by  sale  or  otherwise, 
or  be  chartered  or  scrapped,  without  the  consent  of  Congress. 
I  wonder  if  the  Members  of  this  House  realize  that  one 
of  the  reasons  why  Prance  and  EJngland  are  in  the  desperate 
condition  they  are  today — Prance  has  capitulated  and  Eng- 
land is  in  the  most  critical  condition  in  its  history — is  be- 
cause they  shipped  to  Spain  the  very  vital  weapons  so 
needed  for  their  own  defense  that  they  left  themselves  woe- 
fully undefended,  as  they  had  not  made  provision  to  replace 
those  weapons  before  they  themselves  became  engulfed  in 
the  war. 

Do  the  Members  realize  that  if  England  and  Prance  had 
conserved  their  own  guns,  tanks,  and  airplanes  instead  of 
sending  them  for  use  in  the  Spanish  Revolution  there  might 
have  been  a  different  story  In  Elurope  today?    We  mixst  not 
permit  ourselves  to  fall  into  that  same  trap.    There  can  be  no 
surplus  of  war  materials  in  this  country,  because  there  is 
actually  a  deficit  in  them.    There  cannot  be  a  surplus  and 
a  deficit  at  one  and  the  same  time  of  the  same  commodity. 
There  is  a  deficit  today  in  every  category  and  every  tsrpe  of 
weapon  needed  in  this  country. 
Mr.  SUTPHIN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 
Mr.  SUTPHIN.    Is  it  not  a  fact  that  In  1922  we  destroyed  11 
capital  ships,  the  largest  and  most  formidable  vessels  that 
were  ever  built? 
Mr.  BIAAS.    That  is  perfectly  true. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.    Will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 
Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 
Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.    We  destroyed  29  battle- 
ships— 18  in  service  and  11  under  construction. 

Mx.  MAAS.    We  must  see  that  that  will  not  happen  again. 
Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Colorado. 


Mr  LEW13  of  Colorado.  Does  the  gentleman  think  this 
provision— that  is  to  say,  section  7  of  H.  R.  lOlOO-wUl  pre- 
vent any  more  treaties  by  which  the  United  SUtes  might 
repeat  our  folly  of  1922,  when,  as  the  gentleman  says,  the 
United  States  destroyed  11  capital  ships,  the  largest  and 
most  formidable  that  were  ever  built,  whereas  the  other  naval 
powers  merely  tore  up  blueprints? 

Ii4r.  MAAS.  Yes:  I  think  it  will.  While  it  is  true  a  treaty 
may  be  ratified  by  the  Senate,  nevertheless,  this  provides 
that  no  vessel  of  the  Navy  can  be  disposed  of  in  any  manner, 
not  even  scrapped,  without  the  consent  of  the  House,  as  weU 

as  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  That  Is  the  gentleman's  under- 
standing of  the  meaning  of  the  provisions  of  section  7  In 
this  bill? 

Mr.  MAAS.     Yes. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  I  would  like  to  have  the  Recobd 
show  that  there  cannot  be  any  more  disarmament  treaties 
of  that  sort. 

Mr.  MAAS.  It  is  our  intention  to  say  that  there  can  be 
no  such  disarmament  treaties  without  the  consent  of  the 
House  as  well  as  the  Senate  hereafter. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Maryland. 
Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.    The  gentleman  is  admittedly  an 
autkority  on  this  subject. 
Mr.  MAAS.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  I  was  Interested  a  few  moments 
ago  when,  in  answer  to  a  questicm  asked  by  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Pish),  the  chairman  of  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee  [Mr.  Vinson  of  Georgia!  stated 
that  we  had  at  this  time  the  strongest  Navy  in  the  world. 
I  would  like  to  have  the  gentlemans"  observation  along 
that  line. 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  believe  that  is  quite  correct.    Today  the 
United  States  has  the  strongest  Navy  of  any  single  power 
in  the  world,  but  we  must  remember  that  we  will  never  be 
faced  by  a  single  power.    We  must  prepare  to  defend  our- 
selves against  a  combination  of  fleets,  because  while  our 
Navy  Is  superior  to  any  single  navy.  In  fact  it  is  quite  in- 
ferior to  even  such  a  coalition  that  could  be  brought  against 
us  in  the  Atlantic,  even  if  we  had  oiu-  entire  Navy  in  the 
Atlantic,  and  any  combination  added  to  the  Japanese  Navy 
in  the  Pacific  would  be  superior  to  our  entire  fleet  if  it  la 
kept  in  the  Pacific. 
Mr.  DITTER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 
Mr.  DITTER.    Referring  back  to  that  time  in  our  history 
when  we  pursued  a  disarmament  program,  the  gentleman 
will  agree  with  me  that  any  destruction  that  may  have  been 
made  in  the  way  of  ships  was  due  to  agreements  that  had 
been  made  with  other  nations,  will  he  not? 
Mr.  MAAS.    Yes. 

Mr.  DITTER.  And  that  there  was  a  general  world  senti- 
ment favoring  disarmament? 

Mr.  MAAS.  Oh.  yes:  and  It  was  thoroughly  agreed  to  by 
both  parties  in  this  country  at  that  time. 

Mr.  DITTER  Not  only  in  this  country,  but  other  nations 
of  the  world,  realizing  the  futility  of  war,  banned  together  in 
the  hope  that  war  might  not  recur.  Is  that  a  fair  state- 
ment? 
Mr.  MAAS.  Yes;  I  think  that  is  a  fair  statement. 
Mr.  DITTER.  I  am  correct  in  saying  that  one  of  the 
purposes  of  the  last  war  was  to  end  wars? 

Mr.  MAAS.  That  is  what  I  thought  when  I  went  into  it 
anyway. 

Mr.  DITTER.    That  was  probably  the  Inspiration  out  of 
which  the  disarmament  program  sprung.    Then  as  to  agree- 
ments 1  believe  I  am  right  that  they  grew  out  of  treaties, 
did  they  not? 
Mr.  MAAS.    Yes. 

Ii4r.  DITTER.  And  certainly  the  gentleman  In  his  obser- 
vation a  moment  ago  did  not  intend  to  convey  to  the  House 
the  impression  that  we  could  override  constitutional  limita- 
tions and  that  the  House  would  have  a  part  in  the  making 
of  treaties  if  such  treaties  were  projected  in  the  future? 
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Mr.  MAAS.  We  will  have  this  right  when  the  pending 
measure  is  adopted,  because  while  a  treaty  may  be  made 
and  ratified  by  the  Senate,  to  implement  it  will  require 
action  by  the  House  thereafter  if  it  involves  sinking  of  any 
ships. 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  If  the  other  body  goes  on  record  at  this 
time  in  favor  of  this  provision  in  the  pending  bill,  then  the 
other  body  is  certainly  powerless  to  agree  to  any  treaty  In 
later  years  that  does  not  incorporate  these  provisions? 

Mr.    MAAS.     Yes. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAAS.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  5  additional 

minutes.        i 

Mr.  BENDER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio    [Mr. 

Bender  1.  ^  .-  t.^, 

Mr.  BENDER.  Is  it  a  fact  there  are  35  fewer  fighting 
ships  today  than  there  were  6  years  ago? 

Mr.  MAAS.  The  figures  are  so  confusing  it  is  hard  to 
say  unless  I  knew  the  entire  basis  of  your  figures  and 
whether  you  are  talking  about  under-aged  or  total  number  of 
ships,  or  just  what.  The  ships  are  becoming  over-aged 
constantly,  therefore  the  number  at  any  one  time  may  ap- 
pear to  decrease,  but  that  does  not  mean  we  have  fewer 
ships  in  the  Navy.  We  may  have  fewer  so-called  treaty 
ships,  which  means  ships  under  20  years,  or  26  years  in  the 
case  of  capital  ships.  This  does  not  mean  that  the  total 
number  of  ships,  both  over  and  under  age.  is  less,  however. 

Mr.  ENGLE.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  ENGEL.  Is  it  not  a  tragic  situation  that  we  are  con- 
fronted with  war,  and  despite  the  fact  that  we  have  the 
largest  Navy  in  the  world,  our  foreign  policy  has  been  such 
that  we  are  compelled  to  build  against  the  world;  that  the 
only  friends  we  have  are  those  who  are  being  defeated  in 
the  present  European  conflict? 

Mr.  MAAS.  How  is  the  gentleman  certain  they  are  our 
friends?  That  has  not  always  been  the  case,  at  least.  We 
have  several  times  been  at  war  with  each  of  those  countries. 
I  think  it  is  very  vmfortunate  that  we  have  ever  permitted 
our  defense  system  to  rely  upon  some  other  government. 
Here  we  are  announcing  the  policy  that  from  now  on  the 
United  States  shaU  stand  upon  its  own  feet  in  its  protection 
and  In  its  defense. 

Mr.  ENGEL.  I  am  for  the  bill;  but  does  the  gentleman 
advocate  a  policy  of  building  in  the  future  against  the  entire 

world? 
Mr.  MAAS.    If  necessary  to  defend  ourselves  agamst  the 

world;  yes. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Referring  to  the  gentlemans 
statement  concerning  the  protection  of  the  Canal  by  out- 
posts, I  should  like  to  ask  if  the  gentleman  does  not  believe, 
after  his  recent  trip  to  the  Canal  Zone,  that  we  shoiUd  secure 
a  post  in  the  Galapagos  Islands,  off  Ecuador,  and  also  another 

in  Trinidad?  ^,  ..  ^ 

Mr.  MAAS.  I  certainly  do.  I  believe  that  Trinidad  may 
be  almost  the  key  in  that  part  of  the  defense,  and  it  is  almost 
vital  to  us  that  we  have  a  base  In  Trinidad.  Individually, 
I  would  go  to  almost  any  extreme  to  get  such  a  base  in 

Trinidad.  ,  .  ^  ,j« 

Mr  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  distinguished  genUeman  from 

New  York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    As  I  understand,  this  is  merely  a  bill  of 

authorization? 

Mr.  MAAS.    Yes. 

Mr  ANDREWS.  Were  any  statements  made  in  the  com- 
mittee as  to  when  the  department  might  ask  for  appropria- 
tions under  this  authorization? 

Mr.  MAAS.  They  have  assured  us  that  they  intend  to  ask 
for  an  appropriation  as  soon  as  possible  and  to  actually  start 
this  program  within  6  months. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 


Mr.  MAAS.  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  In  response  to  the  question  Just 
asked,  may  I  state  that  just  as  soon  as  this  bill  becomes  law 
after  the  recess  it  is  contemplated-  to  ask  for  a  deficiency 
appropriation  of  $175,000,000.  The  major  portion  of  it  will 
be  used  in  developing  facilities  throughout  the  country  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  this  building  program. 

Mr.  MAAS.  I  want  to  discuss  several  featm«s  of  the  bill. 
The  committee  added  75.000  tons  of  aircraft  carriers.  This 
is  to  provide  three  aircraft  carriers  for  both  training  Marine 
squadrons  aboard  carriers  and  for  operating  as  carriers  for 
marine  air  squadrons  In  event  of  war.  It  Is  going  to  be  es- 
sential that  the  Navy  have  at  least  three  carriers  over  and 
above  the  actual  number  needed  for  air  support  of  the  fleets 
themselves  to  be  assigned  for  Marine  Corps  operations  in 
connection  with  the  missions  of  the  Marines  in  support  of 
fleet  operations.  The  main  mission  of  the  Marines  Is  to  sup- 
port the  fleet  in  securing  advance  naval  bases,  and  then  in 
holding  such  bases  after  the  fleet  moves  on  in  its  main 
operations. 

To  hold  such  bases  an  increasingly  Important  element  is 
aviation.  The  Rviators  and  airplanes  that  must  be  left  In 
support  of  such  advance  naval  bases  must  be  over  and  above 
the  need  of  pilots  and  planes  operating  in  support  of  the  fleet 
itself.  Therefore  there  must  be  separate  aircraft  carriers  to 
supply  Marine  air  support  In  taking  advance  bases,  and  to 
keep  transporting  Marine  squadrons  as  replacements  In  the 
task  of  holding  such  bases. 

I  shall  offdt  a  committee  amendment  to  raise  the  limit  of 
naval  planes  from  10,000  to  15,000,  with  authority  to  make 
any  necessary  plans  in  excess  of  that  number  if  the  national 
defense  requires  it.  This  is  necessary  because  of  the  in- 
creasing Importance  of  aviation  in  successful  naval  operations. 

To  be  successful  a  fleet  must  not  only  dominate  the  sea, 
but  also  the  air.  The  war  in  Europe  has  certainly  demon- 
strated this.  TO  be  all-powerful  in  our  own  defense  we  must 
therefore  have  the  most  powerful  fleets  in  the  world  and 
the  most  powerful  air  fieets  in  the  world. 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MAAS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  Regardless  of  what  one's  atti- 
tude may  be  toward  our  foreign  policy,  the  program  provided 
for  in  this  bill  is  necessary  and  we  should  really  be  for  it. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Yes;  regardless  of  any  of  the  mistakes  that 
have  been  made  in  the  past  by  any  administration  in  foreign 
policy  or  defense,  the  bitter  fact  confronts  us  that  this  is 
absolutely  essential  to  the  defense  of  this  Nation,  and  we 
must  do  it  now  regardless  of  what  has  happened  in  the  past. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  that  the 
bill  be  now  read  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  authorized  composition  of  the  United 
States  Navy  In  under-age  vessels  as  established  by  the  acts  of  May 
17  1938  (82  Stat.  401).  and  June  15.  1940.  Public  Law  No.  629.  Sev- 
enty-sixth Congress,  Is  hereby  fxirther  increased  by  399,600  tons.  •• 
follows : 

(a)  Aircraft  carriers.  79,500  tons. 

(b)  Cruisers.  198.000  tons. 

(c)  Destroyers,  80.100  tons. 

(d)  Submarines.  42.000  tons:  Provided,  That  each  <rf  the  fore- 
going Increases  In  tonnage  for  aircraft  carriers,  cruisers,  destroyers, 
and  submarines  may  be  varied  upward  or  downward  In  the  amount 
of  20  percent  of  the  total  Increased  tonnage  authorized  herein  so 
long  as  the  sum  of  the  total  increases  in  tonnages  of  these  classes 
as  authorized  herem  is  not  exceeded. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
Page  1.  line  6.  after  "June"  strike  out  "16"  and  iiisePt  "14.- 
Page    1.    line   7.    strike    out    "three    hundred    and    ninety-nine 
thousand  six  hundred"  and  Insert  "one  million  three  hundred  and 

twenty-five  thousand."  ^  .     ,   ^, 

Page  2   beginning  in  line  1.  strike  out  down  to  and  Including  tba 

word  "exceeded"  in  line  12.  and  insert  the  foUowing: 
"(a)  Capital  ships,  386.000  tons; 
"(b)  Aircraft  carriers,  200,000  tons; 


i 
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"(c)  Cralaers.  420.000  tona. 

"(d)   Destroyers.   250,000   tona: 

"(e)  Subnuinnea,  70.000  tona:  Provided,  That  each  of  the  fore- 
going Increaaes  In  tonnages  for  capital  ships,  aircraft  carriers, 
crul«er».  destroyers,  and  submarines  may  be  varied  upward  or 
downward  In  the  amotmt  of  30  percent  of  the  total  Increased  ton- 
nage authorized  herein  so  long  as  the  sxun  of  the  total  Increases 
In  tonnages  of  these  clasaes  as  authorized  herein  Is  not  exceeded." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to, 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  been  listening  attentively  to  all 
these  remarks  and  comments  made  on  both  sides  regarding 
this  authorization  bill.  Because  I  read  something  between 
the  lines.  I  rise  to  comment  and  make  a  few  observations. 

In  the  first  place,  there  is  no  opposition  to  this  measure. 
Everybody  joins  in  support  of  it  and  I  believe  we  will  have 
a  unanimous  vote  on  it.  However,  there  have  been  some 
things  injected  to  indicate  that  possibly  the  responsibility 
for  this  condition  rests  elsewhere  than  where  it  belongs.  I 
read  from  a  document  I  got  from  the  Congressional  Library, 
known  as  the  Campaign  Book  of  the  Democratic  Party, 
Candidates  and  Issues.  1936,  and  in  the  Democratic  Party 
platform  of  1932  appears  the  following: 

that  the  people  In  time  of  peace  may  not  be  btirdened  by  an  ex- 
pendlttire  fast  approaching  a  billion  dollars  annually. 

In  other  words,  there  is  criticism  there  of  the  previous 
administration  because  it  appropriated  as  much  as  almost  a 
billion  dollars  for  national  defense. 

I\u-ther  in  this  book  I  find  the  following,  in  the  platform 

of  1936: 

There  has  been  no  deviation  with  respect  to  the  platform's  devia- 
tion dealing  with  the  sanctity  of  treaties  and  the  maintenance  of 
good  faith  and  good  will  in  financial  obligations.  Adherence  to 
the  World  Court  was  recommended  to  the  Congress.  The  Pact  of 
Paris  remains  an  Instrument  of  national  policy. 

Further.  I  read  on  the  back  cover  of  this  booklet  this 
statement  from  a  speech  of  President  Roosevelt: 

We  can  keep  out  of  war  if  those  who  watch  and  decide  have  a 
BUiSclently  detailed  understanding  of  International  affairs  to 
make  certain  that  the  small  decisions  of  each  day  do  not  lead 
toward  war,  and  if,  at  the  same  time,  they  possess  the  courage 
to  say  no  to  those  who  selfishly  or  unwisely  would  let  us  go  to 
war. 

I  call  your  attention  to  these  statements  because  this  is 
the  place  to  do  It,  and  because  I  feel  that  possibly  some  ref- 
erence may  be  made  to  the  statements  on  the  floor  here 
at  the  convention  next  week,  or  the  convention  3  weeks 
hence. 

I  further  wish  to  call  yxyva  attention  to  the  words  of  a 
jgreat  President,  Calvin  Coolidge,  who  once  said: 

A  country  loaded  with  debt  has  lost  its  first  line  of  defense. 

To  those  who  would  say  that  the  country  was  not  ready 
for  a  greater  defense  program,  let  me  quote  an  authority 
whom  you  enjoy  quoting. 

Mr.  PARSONS.    Mr.  Chairman,  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  PARSONS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  the  gentleman  is  not  addressing  his  remarks  to  the 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio  will  proceed 
in  order. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  know  the  gentleman 
knows  that  I  am  proceeding  in  order,  because  I  have  moved 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

In  November  1935,  the  Gallup  poll  showed  that  70  percent 
of  the  people  were  in  favor  of  a  logger  Army  and  72  percent 
In  favor  of  a  bigger  Navy. 

Mr.  PARSONS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  the  gentleman  is  not  speaking  to  the  amendment,  and 
may  I  ask  the  word  that  the  gentleman  has  moved  to  strike 
out? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  proceed  in  order. 

Mr.  BENDER.  In  1938  a  similar  poll  showed  82  percent  of 
the  people  were  for  a  bigger  Army. 

Mr.  PARSONS.    A  point  of  order.  Mr.  Chairman. 


Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  may  be  permitted  to 
proceed  out  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  obJectlMi. 

Mr.  BENDER.  In  November  1938.  according  to  the  Gallup 
poll.  82  percent  of  the  people  of  this  country  were  for  a 
bigger  Army  and  86  percent  for  a  bigger  armed  force. 

Now.  let  me  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  1933  the 
Federal  debt  was  $22,000,000,000.  Today  it  is  $45,000,000,000, 
or  an  increase  of  $23,000,000,000.  of  which  only  $8,766,000,000 
has  been  appropriated  and  expended  for  national  prepared- 
ness. 

Recapitulation  of  expenditures — not  appropriations — for 
national  defense  from  1933  through  1939  shows  spent: 

On  the  Army.  $2,445,833,534;  on  the  Navy.  $3,402,541,099. 
This  is  a  total  of  $5,848,374,633. 

Figures  show  expenditures  for  national  defense  from  1933 
through  1939  and  appropriated  for  1940  and  1941.  as  follows: 


t— 

Fiscal  year 

NSTT 

Army 

Total 

W83 

W84....      -    

1«U 

1938       *       "."".'..'. 

$349.aAl.0M 
297.029.280 
43a477.8rt) 
&»,(Bl,6fi5 

548. 801.  M3 
ORS^  838,834 
e.10.040,284 
722,  389,092 
851.751,000 

$388, 417.  436 
24a.  329.  151 
373.  48.'s711 
382.654.063 
ri  361X148 
431.98&CK2 
480,900.733 
«M.89«wOnO 
887,693,000 

$617,779,330 
54a3.VJ.431 
703.933.371 
9a6H«,348 

923.  Oi.  1.390 
1.  010.  A14.  514 

1939                         

MMO"  I .  .'."..'.Si 

»il _ 

1.1%.  Ml,  017 
1. 379.  387.  003 
1.530,444,000 

Total 

4,976,681.131 

1789,624.514 

8.766.30%71S 

These  billions  of  dollars  were  taken  from  the  taxpayers. 
What  defense  have  the  taxpayers  received  for  these  billions? 

THS    AUCT 

The  largest  peacetime  appropriations  in  our  history  for 
the  Army  show  a  deplorable  situation.  We  find  our  Regular 
Army  to  consist  of  only  183,447  ofBcers  and  men.  Add  a 
National  Guard  of  197,188,  and  a  Reserve  force  of  116,175, 
and  we  have  a  grand  total  of  496.810. 

For  this  small  Army  we  have  spent  and  appropriated 
$3,789,624,534  since  1933.  In  the  past  16  years,  1925-40.  a 
total  of  $6,169,000,000  of  "preparedness  money"  has  been 
consumed  by  the  Army  alone,  including  its  air  force. 

Of  the  more  than  $6,000,000,000.  noted  above,  well  over 
five  billions  was  spent  only  for  upkeep.  In  fact,  only  $854.- 
526,000  of  it  went  for  real  preparedness — new  aircraft,  new 
tanks,  antiaircraft  and  antitank  guns,  semiautomatic  rifles, 
field  guns,  machine  guns,  trucks,  tractors — in  the  whole  16 
years.  While  we  thought  we  were  building  up  a  real  mod- 
ern Army,  we  were  merely  housing,  feeding,  and  clothing  an 
Army  that  wouldn't  make  a  jiatch  on  a  European  army's 
pants. 

Of  the  $854,526,000  spent  for  new  defense  equipment. 
$509,900,000  went  to  the  Army  Air  Corps,  and  $344,626,000 
to  the  ground  forces.  The  balance  of  the  $6,000,000,000  was 
spent  for  clothing,  housmg.  and  upkeep. 

FOUKTXEN   CENTS   rOt  DETCfSX;    86   C^NTS   FOa    UnCKKP 

In  other  words,  out  of  every  dollar  o\  the  six  billions  pre- 
paredness money  spent  upon  our  well-fed,  well-clothed  little 
Army  in  16  years,  86  cents  was  expended  for  Its  comfort 
and  contentment — only  14  cents  for  actual  national-defense 
equipment.    Ponder  on  that,  Mr.  Businessman. 

Remember  also  that  the  Reserve  Army  Corps  of  116,175. 
Included  in  the  total,  is  made  up  of  113,177  officers  and  only 
2.998  men.  and  the  Reserve  officers  practically  maintain 
themselves,  receiving  little  or  nothing  from  the  Government. 

How  about  tanks — that  powerful  factor  of  modem  warfare? 
This  semicivilian  American  Military  Establishment  has  about 
350  tanks,  of  which  only  28  are  modem.  What  would  happen 
to  such  a  handful  of  tanks  as  against  the  cavalcade  that  has 
been  ripping  through  the  Allied  armies?  The  administration 
says  "the  defense  expansion  program  contemplates  a  total  of 
928  light  and  heavy  tanks."  Two  and  a  half  billion  dollars 
gone — and  officialdom  contemplates. 
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Another  diversion  of  money  from  modem  equipment  U 
shown  in  the  large-scale  Army  maneuvers  which  the  War 
Department  recently  ordered  "because  of  world  conditiona," 
TWa  spring's  activities  called  for  an  expenditure  of  $18,000,000. 
Investigation  reveals  that  50  percent  of  this,  or  $9,000,000,  was 
spent  for  transporting  troops  to  the  maneuvering  area. 

TH>   NAVT 

Expenditures  for  the  Navy  from  1933  through  1939  total 
$3,402,541,099,  plus  appropriations  of  $1,574,140,092  for  1940- 
41.  making  a  grand  total  of  $4,976,681,191.  What  do  American 
taxpayers  have  to  show  for  these  billions? 

THnrrr-nvE  less  fichtino  ships 

According  to  Navy  Department  records,  as  presented  in  the 
1939  Statistical  Abstract  of  the  United  States  (p.  149),  we 
had  457  fighting  ships  in  1934,  436  in  1935.  416  in  1936,  424  in 
1937,  and  422  on  January  1,  1939— a  decreas  of  35  flghUng 

ships. 

Yet  the  President  in  his  radio  fireside  chat  of  May  26.  1940, 

told  the  people: 

Between  1933  and  1940—7  fiscal  years— your  Government  will 
have  spent  one  and  a  hall  billion  doUars  more  than  It  spent  on  the 
Navy  during  the  7  years  before  1933. 

The  point  is  that  for  the  $2,700,000,000  appropriated  dur- 
ing the  years  1933  to  1938.  inclusive,  no  strengthening  of 
the  Navy  occurred.  All  hope  of  protection  and  defense  Is  in 
the  future.  All  results  to  be  had  from  these  billions  depends 
upon  ships  on  order,  laid  down,  expected  to  be  delivered, 
and  so  forth. 

The  positive  fact  remains  that  we  had  35  less  fighting 
ships  in  1939  than  we  had  in  1933.  in  spite  of  the  gigantic 
expenditures  recited  by  the  President. 

Aia  roRcs 

Gen.  George  C.  Marshall.  Chief  of  the  Army  General  Staff, 
tells  our  Washington  representatives  that  "America  faces 
a  monumental  task  to  overcome  the  deficiencies  of  past 
neglect"  of  its  air  forces.  Which  means  that  most  of  the 
hundreds  of  millions  appropriated  for  that  purpose  during 
the  defense-expenditure  spree  of  the  past  9  years  has  not 
been  used  for  the  purposes  it  was  intended. 

The  Pres'dent.  in  his  recent  Simday  evening  fireside  chat 
on  preparedness,  said,  "In  1933  we  had  1,127  useful  aircraft— 
in  the  Navy — and  today  we  have  2,892  on  hand  and  on 
order."  This  is  misleading  and  is  not  the  kind  of  candor 
and  frankness  with  which  to  win  the  confidence  of  the 
American  people.    What  are  the  facts? 

The  number  of  planes  on  hand  for  the  Navy  is  1,755,  and 
on  order,  1.137,  Read  Admiral  John  H.  Towers.  Chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Aeronautics,  told  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee 
that  the  Navy  "will  have  only  1.902  combat  planes  by  July  1. 
1941." 

Major  General  Arnold,  Chief  of  the  Army  Air  Corps,  testi- 
fied that  of  the  2,752  planes  in  the  Army  Air  Corps,  "only  52 
planes  are  fit  for  modern  war,"  and  that  of  the  remaining 
2,700  "perhaps  a  half  dozen  could  be  rendered  fit." 

Fifty-eight  fighting  planes  in  the  Army,  and  Germany  has 
18.000. 

F\irthermore,  of  the  2.752  planes  on  hand  in  the  Army, 
over  2.000  are  training  ships,  leaving  only  863  combat  ships, 
all  of  which  are  obsolete.  A  combat  plane  today,  under  the 
Army's  own  sj)ecificatlons.  requires  self-sealing  fuel  tanks, 
heavy  armor,  and  guns  of  light  artillery  caliber.  In  neither 
the  Army  nor  the  Navy  does  the  United  States  have  one  such 
plane,  save  in  an  experimental  phase. 

As  to  planes  "on  order."  the  whole  delivery  schedule  for 
American  planes  is  now  further  delayed  by  the  recent  order 
giving  the  Allies  priority  on  all  American  militory  produc- 
tion desired  by  them.  Thus,  the  3.837  planes  "on  order"  are 
not  m  fact  in  production  for  our  own  use  should  the  Allies 
elect  to  call  for  them. 

ABmXDT 

Regarding  artillery  the  President  said: 

In  19S3  we  had  only  34  modem  Infantry  mortars  In  the  entire 
Army.    We  now  have  on  band  and  "on  order"  more  than  1,000. 

Germany  made  the  105  millimeter  howitzer  its  basic  de- 
fense weapon.    The  United  States,  on  May  1.  last,  did  not 


have  ft  single  one  of  these  weapons  on  hand.  The  105  Is 
heavier  than  the  famous  French  75.  primary  weapon  of  both 
the  French  and  United  SUtes  Armies,  and  throws  twice  as 
heavy  a  projectile  the  same  distance.  MaJ.  Oen.  Charles  M. 
Wesson.  Chief  of  Ordnance,  says  the  Army  plans  to  replace 
about  one-third  of  the  75's  in  each  division  with  105's.  This 
calls  for  an  initial  supply  of  120,  with  a  final  requirement 
of  300. 

The  Army  so  far  has  ordered  Just  48  of  these  howitzers, 
with  delivery  more  than  a  year  away. 
Concerning  antiaircraft  guns,  the  President  said: 
In  1933  we  had  only  355  antiaircraft  guns.    We  now  have  more 
than  1,700    •     •     •    on  hand  or  "on  order." 

We  actually  have  on  hand  448  3-Inch  guns  and  15  37-millI- 
meter  guns — a  total  of  463.    The  other  1,237  are  "on  order." 

The  Situation,  therefore,  is  this— we  had  355  guns  in  1933  and 
we  have  463  today.  Yet  from  1933  to  1940  expenditures  by 
the  Army  and  Navy  for  "defense"  has  totaled  $5,847,374,623. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In  opposition  to  the 
pro  forma  amendment  and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise 
and  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Chairman,  when  the  President  of  the 

United  States  addressed  the  Congress  in  Joint  session  on  May 

16  with  regard  to  our  national  defense  he  used  these  words: 

Let  us  examine,  without  self-deception,  the  dangers  which  con- 
front us.  Let  us  measure  our  strength  and  ovir  defense  without 
self-delusion. 

Later  in  the  same  address  he  said: 

Our  task  Is  plain.  The  road  we  must  take  is  clearly  indicated. 
Our  defenses  must  be  Invulnerable,  our  security  absolute. 

I  find  my  text  In  those  two  passages  from  the  President's 
message.  The  American  people  are  unanimous  in  their  de- 
sire to  have  an  impregnable  defense  for  this  hemisphere.  I 
am  determined  they  shall  have  it.  It  is  important  that  our 
people  know  the  facts  and  not  be  deceived  as  to  our  real 
strength  in  defending  ourselves  from  foreign  aggression. 

The  first  factor  to  l>e  considered  is,  of  course,  our  military 
and  naval  facilities.  The  devastating  war .  in  Europe  has 
shocked  the  American  people  to  a  realization  of  our  lack  of 
preparedness.  Congress  has  never  been  reticent  in  giving 
the  President  all  the  funds  he  requested  these  last  8  years 
for  the  Army  and  Navy.  Yet  we  find  ourselves  today  totally 
lacking  the  essential  equipment  for  adequate  national  pro- 
tection. We  find  ourselves  trying  to  accomplish  in  a  few 
months  what  should  have  been  done  during  the  last  several 
years. 

It  wsis  no  secret  that  Hitler  was  building  the  largest  air 
force  In  the  world  and  that  he  was  developing  a  highly  mech- 
anized army.  Indeed,  he  openly  boasted  about  his  superiority 
In  air.  Chamberlain  was  not  Impressed.  Daladier  was  not 
disturbed.  It  was  not  until  Munich  that  Great  Britain  and 
France  began  to  awaken  to  the  potential  power  of  an  air  force 
and  a  mechanized  army.  Today  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
and  France  are  paying  a  very  dear  price  for  the  neglect  and 
lack  of  foresight  on  the  part  of  their  goverrmients. 

They  have  appealed  to  the  United  States  for  airplanes,  for 
antitank  guns,  for  tanks,  for  antiaircraft  guns,  for  equipment 
with  which  to  combat  Nazi  mechanized  power  on  land  and  In 
the  air.  But  there  has  been  very  little  that  the  American 
people  could  do.  Our  own  Government  had  been  lacking  It) 
foresight.  Roosevelt,  like  Chamberlain  and  Daladier,  could 
not  be  convinced  that  a  new  method  of  warfare  had  devel- 
oped. It  was  not  until  the  actual  Invasion  of  France  that  h 
our  administration  experienced  a  great  awakening.  We  are 
now  feverishly  trying  to  recapture  precious  time  that  has  been 
lost  in  establishing  the  kind  of  defense  we  should  have.  Our 
essential  equipment  Is  not  on  hand  but  only  on  order. 

Take  antitank  guns,  for  instance.  The  War  Department 
estimates  our  requirements  to  be  1.556.  We  have  only  218 
on  hand;  526  are  on  order,  and  deliveries  will  not  be  com- 
pleted until  June  of  1941. 

We  have  on  hand  only  100  light  tanks  and  18  mediimi 
tanks.  On  order  we  have  724  of  the  former  and  176  of  the 
latter. 
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I  do  not  Intend  to  burden  you  with  statistics,  taken  from  the 
official  records,  of  the  different  equipment  we  actually  have 
on  hand.  It  is  no  secret  that  our  antiaircraft  protection  Is 
inadequate.  It  is  no  secret  that  we  are  only  really  beginning 
to  build  up  an  air  force. 

In  his  message  to  Congress  the  President  stated,  "The 
American  people  must  recast  their  thinking  about  national 
protection."  That  we  must  "recast  our  thinking"  on  the  es- 
sentials for  an  Impregnable  defense  I  thoroughly  agree.  But 
it  is  somewhat  disturbing  to  me,  as  it  must  be  to  the  people 
generally,  that  it  has  taken  the  administration  so  long  to 
recognize  the  need  to  "recast  our  thinking."  Why  has  it 
taken  these  recent  developments  in  the  European  war  for 
those  in  charge  of  our  Government  to  discover  the  power  of 
an  air  force  and  mechanized  units? 

It  cannot  be  said  that  the  ix)tential  power  of  such  a  force 
has  not  many  times  been  stressed  by  individual  Members  of 
Congress.  I  cannot  recall  a  single  Army  or  Navy  authoriza- 
tion or  appropriation  bill  debated  on  this  floor  but  that  the 
question  was  raised  as  to  why  more  funds  were  not  being 
allotted  to  tanks,  airplanes,  training  of  pilots  and  antiair- 
craft giinners.  During  the  6  years  I  have  been  a  Member  of 
Congress  it  has  been  my  privilege  to  serve  on  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs.  Time  and  again  the  question  was  asked 
at  the  sessions  of  this  committee  as  to  why  it  would  not  be 
more  advisable  to  concentrate  on  aircraft  development. 
But  in  every  instance  we  were  always  assured  that  exactly 
what  was  requested  by  the  Administration  was  exactly  what 
was  needed. 

Let  me  read  to  you  one  paragraph  from  the  minority 
report  filed  on  March  7,  1938,  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  ColxJ.  the  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brew- 
ster 1,  and  myself,  setting  forth  our  views  on  the  naval 
authorization  bill,  H.  R.  9218,  of  that  year.  This  paragraph, 
setting  forth  our  objection  to  the  bill,  will  be  found  on  page 
16  of  that  report: 

This  blU  llmitB  naval  aircraTt  when  the  Impxirtance  of  aircraft 
for  defense  Is  Increasing  with  revolutionary  rapidity  and  other  na- 
tions are  spending  10  times  what  we  are  for  experimentation  in 
aircraft  development  for  defense. 

On  many  occasions  I  have  endeavored  to  focus  attention  on 
the  need  for  aircraft  development.  Other  Members  of  this 
House  have  done  likewise. 

Some  of  you  may  recall  that  on  June  27  of  last  year  I  spoke 
somewhat  at  length  on  the  degree  to  which  the  airplane  had 
revolutionized  warfare,  the  necessity  of  our  developing  this 
weapon  of  defense,  and  the  necessity  of  moving  our  aircraft 
Industries  Inland.  If  you  will  permit.  I  should  like  to  read  a 
few  paragraphs  from  my  remarks  at  that  time  : 

The  airplane  has  revolutionized  warfare.  It  has  enlarged  the 
field  of  battle  to  such  an  extent  that  the  classification  of  com- 
batants and  noncombatants  no  longer  exists.  With  the  Increased 
range.  Increased  speed,  and  Increased  capacity  of  aircraft,  I  think 
it  may  be  accurately  said  that  the  emphasis  in  modem  warfare  Is 
gradually  shlfUng  from  the  objective  of  penetrating  the  enemy's 
lines  to  the  objective  of  destroying  the  sources  of  production  which 
sustain  those  lines.  The  airplane  has  produced  a  weapon  of  war 
lor  destroying  a  nation's  wUl  to  survive,  and  its  chief  offensive 
power  lies  in  Its  ability  to  spread  consternation  among  a  people 
and  destroy  their  key-defense  facilities. 

We  need  not  cite  the  statements  of  Army  officers  and  military 
strategists  as  authority  to  prove  the  thesis  that  the  airplane  today. 
and  to  a  greater  extent  several  years  from  now.  Is  the  most  vital 
weapon  of  a  nation's  armament  strength. 

Those  were  my  expressed  views  before  the  Nazi  invasion 
of  Norway  and  before  the  Nazi  invasion  of  Prance.  The 
experiences  of  the  present  war  have  served  to  confirm  my 
conviction.  But  the  point  I  wish  to  emphasize,  Mr.  Speaker. 
Is  that  the  administration  could  not  be  convinced.  It  is 
lor  that  reason  that  we  find  ourselves  today  without  the 
essential  equipment  for  an  impregnable  defense.  It  is  for 
that  reason  that  our  necessary  defense  eqtiipment  Is  largely 
on  order  rather  than  in  existence.  If,  therefore,  we  "meas- 
ure our  strength  and  our  defense  without  self-delusion,"  as 
the  President  suggested,  we  have  to  conclude  that  today  our 
country  is  unprepared. 

And  there  are  other  factors  important  to  national  defense 
to  be  considered  aside  from  the  Military  and  Naval  Estab- 


lishments. Nfttlonal  defense  involves  more  than  the  number 
of  men  under  arms  and  In  reserve.  It  Involves  more  than 
the  size  and  nature  of  the  fleet  and  the  air  force.  When 
we  think  of  national  defense,  of  being  prepared  for  what  the 
future  may  bring,  we  must  get  into  the  habit  of  thinking 
of  more  than  men  and  equipment.  We  must  consider  our 
ability  to  finance  a  war. 

With  remarkable  speed  and  admirable  cooperation.  Con- 
gress has  been  enacting  legislation  to  enlarge  our  Military 
and  Naval  Establishments,  to  repair  the  deficiencies  in 
materiel  and  personnel.  We  want  our  people  to  have  peace 
and  seciurity.  And  our  people  are  willing  to  make  whatever 
sacrifices  may  be  necessary. 

It  must  l>e  recognized  that  financial  preparedness  is  as 
Important  as  military  preparedness.  No  country  can  be 
successful  In  ^  war  unless  it  has  the  ability  to  finance  Its 
military  and  naval  machinery.  It  behooves  us  to  establish 
a  sound  fiscal  policy.  Unless  we  do  this  all  our  military 
and  naval  preparations  may  come  to  naught. 

At  the  present  time  our  national  deficit  approximates 
$45,000,000,000.  This  does  not  Uiclude  the  Indirect  obligations 
of  the  Federal  Government.  And  we  will  shortly  have  to  add 
to  the  debt  the  billions  we  are  now  appropriating  for  warshijjs, 
planes,  sea  bases,  air  stations,  guns,  and  all  the  other  Items 
imperative  for  our  safety.  In  order  to  meet  this  need  the 
Congress  included  a  provision  In  the  recent  tax  bill  to 
increase  the  statutory  debt  limit  $4,000,000,000. 

Mr.  Chainrtan,  we  simply  cannot  continue  to  follow  the 
policy  of  deficit  accumulation.  We  are  headed  for  financial 
chaos.  At  this  session  of  Congress  we  made  certain  changes 
in  the  permanent  income-tax  law  and  we  levied  a  general  tax 
increase  of  10  percent.  But  only  around  $1,000,000,000  addi- 
tional will  be  realized,  and  sources  of  Federal  taxation  are 
tapped  virtually  to  the  limit. 

If  we  are  to  realize  a  truly  adequate  national  defense  so 
earnestly  desired  by  our  people,  we  must  be  willing  to  remain 
In  session  so  that  we  may  revise  the  entire  tax  structure,  and 
at  the  same  time  give  consideration  to  ways  and  means  for 
reducing  the  cost  of  government.  Ninety-two  percent  of  the 
additions  to  the  public  debt  during  the  last  7  years  has  been 
due  to  excess  spending  for  purposes  other  than  national  de- 
fense. Ttiere  are  innumerable  places  where  money  can  be 
saved. 

There  is  still  a  third  factor  in  connection  with  our  national 
defense  to  be  considered.  I  refer  to  our  capacity  to  produce. 
It  is  self-evident  that  our  entire  preparedness  program,  as  well 
as  our  ability  to  meet  the  needs  of  defensive  warfare,  must 
depend  upon  private  enterprise.  A  recent  report  by  Brookings 
Institution  states  that  the  deficit  financing  policy  of  the 
administration,  the  taxation  policies,  and  regulatory  policies 
have  stopped  the  flow  of  capital  into  productive  channels.  It 
is  quite  unnecessary  for  me  to  take  the  time  to  enumerate  the 
various  laws  now  on  the  statute  books  that  have  discouraged 
industrial  progress  in  the  United  States. 

One  of  the  reasons  why  France  was  not  prepared  to  resist 
the  ruthless,  Nazi  Invasion  was  the  fact  that  her  economic 
power  was  weakened  by  the  policies  of  the  Blum  government. 
During  the  last  several  years  our  Government  has  l)een  fol- 
lowing those  same  policies  and  making  the  same  mistakes. 
Business  has  been  harassed.  Strife  between  employees  and 
employer  has  been  encouraged.  Private  investments  in  new 
enterprises  have  been  discouraged.  In  a  word,  our  economic 
system  has  been  so  disrupted  by  governmental  policies  that 
our  country  lacks  the  sustaining  power  necessary  to  defend 
itself  properly. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  da  not  have  an  Impregnable  national 
defense.  Let  us  not  deceive  ourselves.  We  are  unprepared 
on  the  military  and  naval  fronts.  We  are  financially  unpre- 
pared. We  are  industrially  unprepared.  It  is  a  disturbing 
picture.  To  make  large  appropriations  for  the  Army  and 
Navy  is  not  enough.  We  must  put  our  economic  house  in 
order.    We  must  establish  a  competent  government. 

The  people  of  the  United  States  appreciate  the  great  dan- 
gers confronting  us.  They  ask  that  we  do  not  become  in- 
volved in  the  war  in  Europe.  They  want  peace.  They  ask 
that  we  make  certain  we  have  the  strongest  defense  it  is 
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possible  to  estfiftjllsh.  They  want  safety.  I  pray  that  when 
the  war  clouds  of  Europe  have  lifted  that  the  United  States 
will  point  the  way  to  a  new  order,  where  the  blessings  of 
liberty  and  the  blessings  of  peace  will  be  enjoyed  by  all  men. 
Let  this  great  Republic  of  ours  be  impregnable.  The  respon- 
sibility rests  with  us.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
three  words  and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  own  remarks  In  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POAGE.    Mr.  Chairman,  the  stark  tragedy  of  the  col- 
lapse of  the  great  French  Republic,  with  all  its  far-fiung 
world  empire,  is  a  source  of  grief  and  sorrow  to  every  friend 
of  free  government  throughout  the  world.    Today,  the  sands 
of  democracy  are  running  fast,  and  it  may  well  be  that,  within 
a  short  space  of  weeks,  government  by  the  people  will  be  found 
nowhere  In  the  Old  World.    Only  in  the  Western  Hemisphere 
has  democracy  so  far  escaped  the  blighting  breath  of  the 
beasts  of  war  and  destruction  so  wantonly  loosed  by  the  self- 
appointed  dictators  of  great  peoples  in  Europe  and  Asia.    We 
of  America  have  just  witnessed  the  horrible  agony  of  death 
administered  to  a  sister  repubUc  by  a  pack  of  international 
wolves  who.  working  together,  planned  for  the  larger  to  at- 
tack the  Low  Countries,  and  in  that  way  lure  France  from  the 
protecUon  of  the  cover  of  her  great  defensive  line  to  make 
a  brave  but  hopeless  effort  to  save  the  little  neutrals,  whose 
own  refusal  to  consult  with  the  French  staff  prior  to  actual 
invasion  brought  about  their  destrucUon  and  subjected  their 
would-be  savior  to  flank  attack  and  pursuit,  only  to  find  Italy, 
whose  very  existence  as  a  united  nation  free  of  German  con- 
trol was  effected  by  the  aid  of  Prance,  but  under  totalitarian 
control  and  playing  the  ignoble  part  of  a  fuU-grown  jackal 
ready  to  jump  upon  the  reeling  form  of  hopeless  freedom.    A 
tragedy  to  civilization— a  black  and  bloody  page  In  the  history 

of  the  world. 

But  Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  look  no  further  than  the  effect 
of  this  awful  mischief,  we  shall  leave  our  own  and  all  dem- 
ocratic institutions  open  to  the  same  unhappy  fate.  TTie 
contemptible  attack  of  Benito  Mussolini  could  not  have  de- 
stroyed France  had  not  Hitler's  mechanized  legions  already 
rained  death  from  the  skies  and  sprayed  destruction  along 
the  highways  of  the  north.  But  France  had  a  great  army 
of  brave  and  well-trained  men,  commanded  by  able  officers. 
She  had  a  powerful  fleet,  a  matchless  system  of  fixed  de- 
fenses. She  was  a  wealthy  and  powerful  land.  How.  then, 
can  we  explain  her  present  loss  and  suffering?  Whatever 
we  may  think  of  the  advisability  of  the  course  followed  by 
a  portion  of  her  leaders  in  their  decision  to  accept  an  igno- 
ble and  cruel  peace  in  what  seems  to  us  to  be  a  useless  and 
unavaiUng  effort  to  save  further  loss,  we  cannot  say  that 
the  French  soldier  did  not  give  a  brave  account  of  himself 
so  long  as  he  had  any  of  the  means  with  which  to  combat 
the  mechanized  terror  he  was  forced  to  face. 

We  therefore  see  stark  force  victorious.    We  see  clearly 
that  no  living  man.  no  matter  how  brave,  can  long  stand 
up  to  such  overwhelming  superiority  of  equipment.    But  do 
we  realize  that,  but  for  those  bleeding  and  broken  forms 
that  once  were  men  but  which  now  lie  unburied  in  northern 
Prance,  our  own  boys  might  be  now  meeting  these  machines 
of  death  practically  barehanded?    Thanks  to  then-  sacri- 
fices we  are  being  given  an  opportunity  to  prepare  to  meet 
this 'central  European  terror  with  the  only  force  that  It 
respects— armed  might  equal  to  its  own.    It  will,  however, 
take  even  our  great  industries  months  of  intensive  work  to 
turn  out  the  engines  of  war  which  the  pressure  of  unre- 
strained international  madmen  makes  essential  to  our  own 
defense     In  the  meantime,  there  Ues  just  one  little  group  of 
islands."  about  one-third  the  size  of  my  native  State^  ^^^,f  ^ 
America  and  this  maelstrom  of  destruction.    On  the  BriUsh 
Isles  there  are  45,000.000  free  men  who  are  determined  that 
the  fate  of  Prance,  of  Belgium,  of  Holland,  Norway.  Den- 
mark   of  Poland,  of  Czechoslovakia,  and  all  the  rest  shaU 
not  b^  reenacted  there.    They  have  the  will  to  resist.    They 
have  the  fighting  heart.    They  are  engaged,  not  simply  In 
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the  defense  of  their  lives.  They  arc  defending  much  more. 
They  are  the  Immediate  defenders  of  their  loved  ones,  or 
their  homeland,  of  their  free  Institutions.  And  not  simply 
of  their  own  free  Institutions,  but  of  free  Institutions  every- 
where. They  hold  the  last  outpost  of  Uberty  In  Europe,  and 
they  constitute  the  last  barrier  between  the  all-absorbing 
and  destroying  ambition  of  the  dictators  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  American  Republics  on  the  other. 

The  need  for  improvement  of  our  own  defenses  Is  no  longer 
a  matter  of  discussion.  The  most  ardent  Isolationist,  as  well 
as  the  most  sincere  pacifist,  must  now  recognize  that  we  must 
prepare  for  national  defense  as  we  have  never  done  before. 
The  preparation  must  involve  not  only  the  building  of  a  great 
air  fieet,  of  tanks,  artillery,  of  a  2-ocean  Navy,  and  of  greatly 
augmented  forces  of  trained  troops.  It  must  also  Include  ade- 
quate defense  against  enemies  at  home  as  well  as  abroad.  It 
must  Include  preparation  to  detect  and  destroy  aU  disloyal 
and  subversive  groups,  whether  native  or  alien. 

Though  there  is  no  dispute  as  to  these  needs,  is  It  not  crystal 
clear  that  the  very  first  step  in  our  own  program  of  national 
defense,  the  defense  of  America,  if  you  please,  must  be 
directed  toward  the  securing  of  time — ^time  to  carry  out  the 
ambitious  programs  we  have  envisioned?  Are  we  as  well 
prepared  today  as  was  Poland  last  September?  Can  we  be  as 
well  prepared  3  months  hence  as  was  France  3  months  ago? 
Yet  these  great  nations  were  not  well  enough  prepared.  They 
had  the  men,  just  as  we  do,  but  they  did  not  have  the  ma- 
chines. We  likewise  lack  machines.  We  have  no  need  to  fear 
America's  abiUty  to  provide  them,  but  it  will  take  time.  And 
only  the  British — and  some  French  remnants — are  holding 
the  dike  while  we  make  the  needed  preparations. 

I  trust,  therefore,  that  there  can  be  little  disagreement 
with  the  vital  importance  of  rushing  every  possible  material 
aid  to  the  last  bulwark  of  democracy.  I  speak  not  from  any 
sentimental  or  philosophical  standpoint,  but  solely  from  the 
standpoint  of  American  self-interest.  If  one  doubts  that  self- 
interest  requires  America  to  send  all  possible  aid,  short  of  men. 
to  Great  Britain  at  once,  let  him  answer  the  question  "Why 
do  we  arm  at  all?"  To  that  question  there  can  be  but  one 
answer.  We  arm  because  the  dictators  are  armed,  and  they 
are  coming  in  our  direction.  They  are  moving  westward  and 
we  see  clearly  that  they  are  not  being  stopped.  We  arm 
because  Germany  and  Italy  have  conquered  Prance  and  may 
conquer  England.  If  that  danger  did  not  exist  we  would  not 
arm  as  we  are  doing.  If  you  feel  that  there  Is  no  danger  to 
America  in  the  steady  march  of  the  dictators,  then  you  should 
not  have  voted  for  the  vast  armament  appropriations  which 
you  and  I  so  recently  supported.  There  is  no  other  reason 
for  these  expenditures. 

Next,  what  do  we  expect  to  do  with  our  armaments? 
What  is  our  purpose?  It  is  to  defend  ourselves,  not  some- 
body else  but  ourselves,  against  certain  consequences  that 
would  follow  a  totalitarian  victory.  We  arm  against  Ger- 
man possession  of  the  British  Fleet,  against  German  control 
of  Canada,  against  German  possession  of  British  West  In- 
dies, close  to  our  shores,  and  to  the  Panama  Canal;  we  arm 
against  German  or  Italian  menace  to  us  by  way  of  Latin 
America.  In  short,  we  arm  for  one  purpose  and  reason  only. 
We  arm  to  be  able  to  prevent  consequences  which  would 
follow  a  totalitarian  victory  over  Great  Britain. 

Now,  if  we  are  to  prevent  the  consequences  of  such  a 
victory,  would  it  not  be  better  for  us  to  take  aU  possible 
steps  to  prevent  such  a  victory?  Must  we  sit  idle  and  see 
the  last  obstruction  removed  from  the  path  to  America? 
Must  we  stand  by  while  Germany  gains  the  fieet  she  needs 
to  complete  and  roimd  out  her  equipment  to  cross  to  our 
side  of  the  Atlantic?  Is  It  not  better,  far  better,  for  us  to 
make  available  to  Great  Britain  every  material  resource 
at  our  command,  now?  To  help  supply  this  sister  democ- 
racy with  the  arms  she  will  need  to  defend  her  shores?  Cer- 
tainly so  long  as  Britain  fights  on,  America  Is  safe,  and 
American  industry  is  being  given  the  time  it  so  desperately 
needs.  The  best  way,  possibly  the  only  way,  for  America 
to  arm  herself  is  to  arm  Great  Britain.  This  does  not  mean 
sending  American  troops  to  Europe.  - 
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Our  great  President  Is  right  We  must  redouble  our  ef- 
forts to  get  what  airplanes,  tanks,  and  other  armament  we 
have  into  British  hands  before  it  is  too  late.  A  1939 
model  airplane  will  do  America  more  good  in  England  in 
June  1940  than  it  will  as  an  outnaf-date  "crate"  In  the 
United  States  in  June  1941. 

I  recognize  full  well  that  there  is  a  possibility  that,  even 
with  our  supplies,  Great  Britain  may  be  defeated.  She 
fights  against  great  odds.  I  recognize  that  even  after  ex- 
tending aid  to  the  limit  of  our  ability  we  may  later  have 
to  defend  ourselves,  but  such  aid  will  not  have  weakened  us. 
On  the  contrary,  by  using  our  factories  now  to  make  arms 
for  Great  Britain  we  shall  get  them  speeded  up  into  quan- 
tity production  in  the  shortest  possible  time.  By  sending 
existing  equipment  we  shall  be  able  to  make  it  most  effective 
at  the  moment,  and  shall  strengthen  our  own  force  by  re- 
placing it  with  new  materiaL  And.  in  any  event,  we  shall 
have  gained  the  thing  we  need  most — time. 

Therefore,  the  first  step  in  American  armament  must  be 
aid  to  Great  Britain.  We  can  only  hope  that  this  will  give  us 
time  to  take  the  second  step — the  development  of  an  arma- 
ment indiistry.  This  Congress  has  already  made  available 
vast  funds  for  the  construction  of  needed  equipment,  but  we 
must  all  realize  that  money  alone  never  stopped  a  tank  or 
brought  down  an  airplane.  That  money  must  be  converted 
Into  arms.  That  takes  time.  You  cannot  walk  into  a  depart- 
ment store  and  buy  a  dozen  modem  bombers,  or  even  a  60 -ton 
tank.  Nor  can  these  things  be  ordered  for  delivery  next  week. 
To  produce  such  machines  our  factories  must  have  time  to  in- 
stall new  tools  and  equipment  and  train  their  workmen.  We 
have  t-he  greatest  industrial  plants  in  the  world.  We  have  the 
executives  and  the  laborers  needed  to  do  this  tremendous  Job. 
But  we  need  time.  We  will  not  need  as  much  time  as  if  we  were 
undertaking  a  peacetime  Job.  We  know  that  our  great  In- 
dustrial leaders  like  Henry  Ford,  W.  C.  Knudsen,  and  their 
fellows  stand  ready  to  and  are  even  now  transforming  their 
plants  into  armament  works.  We  know  that  American  labor 
recognizes  the  gravity  of  the  situation  and  we  may  confidently 
expect  the  sincere  and  wholehearted  cooperation  of  labor. 
Mr.  Chairman,  we  can  and  we  will  do  the  Job  of  rearmament 
and  do  it  in  a  big  way — ^the  only  way  that  will  be  of  any  value — 
If  we  can  but  have  the  needed  time. 

The  American  people  and  the  American  Government  fully 
recognize  the  need  of  arms.  We  are  not  delajring.  We  are 
now  working  strenuously  to  enlarge  our  forces  and  to  increase 
our  productive  capacity.  The  Congress  and  the  President 
have  acted,  but  all  that  we  have  done  is  not  enough.  We  must 
make  the  home  front  safe.  We  must  know  that  the  men  and 
Industries  now  struggling  to  give  us  our  industrial  production 
are  not  stabbed  in  the  back  by  the  now  well-known  "fifth 
column."  We  must  deal  sternly  and  promptly  with  all  those 
who  would  undermine  our  Government  or  who  would  sabo- 
tage our  industry.  We  must  promptly  deport  those  aliens  who 
take  advantage  of  the  hospitality  we  offer.  To  accomplish 
this  purpose,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  introduced  a  bill  which  this 
House  has  already  passed,  and  which  I  sincerely  hope  may 
receive  favorable  action  by  the  Senate  without  delay.  We 
cannot,  however,  assume  that  all  of  the  dislojral  elements  are 
composed  of  aliens.  Let  us  bow  our  heads  in  shame,  but  let 
us  nevertheless  realize  that  there  are  American  citizens,  both 
native-lx)rn  and  naturalized,  who,  like  Hacha  and  Quisling 
would  gladly  betray  our  country  for  a  few  pieces  of  silver. 
Just  as  Judas  Iscariot  betrayed  our  Lord  2,000  years  ago.  We 
must  be  on  guard  at  every  cross  road.  We  must  drive  the 
snakes  out  of  the  garden  lest  they  make  ineffective  our 
preparations  against  foreign  aggression,  but  in  so  doing  we. 
must  be  equally  careful  that  we  do  not  in  the  name  of  liberty 
conmiit  the  very  crimes  of  intolerance  which  we  so  condemn 
In  others. 

To  summarize.  America  must  prepare  at  once.  To  do  so. 
we  must  do  these  things: 

Fbrst.  We  must  give  all  possilde  aid  to  the  last-remaining 
European  democracy  as  she  fights  to  give  us  the  time  we 
need. 

Second.  We  must  rush  the  actual  fabrication  of  needed 
airplanes,  tanks,  guns,  and  other  needed  equipment.    We 


must  enlist  and  begin  to  train  the  men  to  handle  this  equip- 
ment. To  do  this  we  must  cut  all  red  tape,  let  vast  contracts 
with  existing  plants,  train  the  necessary  labor,  as  well  as 
soldiers,  sailors,  and  aviators;  supply  the  needed  raw  ma- 
terials, and  allow  nothing  to  stand  in  the  way. 

Third.  We  must  protect  ourselves  against  the  traitor,  the 
spy,  and  the  foreign  sympathizers.  To  do  this  we  must  keep 
ever  on  the  alert,  training  himdreds  and  possibly  thousands 
of  G-men  to  combat  their  activities.  We  must  make  our 
preparedness  all-inclusive. 

While  we  prepare  with  the  purpose  of  maintaining  peace, 
not  with  the  purpose  of  engaging  in  war,  we  must  never 
overlook  the  fact  that  in  this  new  cruel  world  of  dictators 
and  armed  might,  only  by  making  prompt  and  adequate 
prepcu-ation  for  war  can  America  hope  to  avoid  war.  May 
our  purpose  alwa3^  be  to  avoid  war.  but  if  we  are  forced 
Into  war,  let  us  know  that  our  troops  will  be  trained  and 
possessed  of  adequate  and  modem  equipment.  Let  us  be 
practical.  Let  us  recognize  and  profit  by  the  mistakes  of 
others.  Let  American  statesmen  be  guilty  of  no  Munich. 
Let  American  labor  be  g\iilty  of  no  such  sabotage  as  wrecked 
French  industry  for  several  years  prior  to  the  outbreak  of 
war.  Let  American  capital  forego  any  thought  of  war 
profits.  Let  all  American  citizens  recognize  their  responsi- 
bility to  protect  the  home  front  from  spies  and  traitors  such 
as  betrayed  Norway  and  Holland.  Let  us  do  these  things 
and  we  will  not  find  our  boys  subjected  to  the  terrors  of  a 
retreat  from  Flanders.  Let  America.  Indeed,  walk  softly  but 
let  us  never  forget  to  carry  a  big  stick.     LApplause.l 

The  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sbc.  a.  The  President  of  the  United  States  Is  hereby  authorized 
to  construct  such  vessels,  including  replacements  authorized  by 
the  act  of  Bfarcli  27,  1934  (48  Stat.  503).  as  may  be  necessary 
to  provide  the  total  xinder-age  composition  authorised  In  section 
1  of  this  act. 

Sac.  3.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
purposes  of  this  act.  Including  not  to  exceed  $50,000,000  for  essen- 
tial equipment  and  facilities  at  either  private  or  naval  establish- 
ments for  building  or  equipping  any  ship  herein  or  heretofor* 
authorized. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

On  page  3.  line  9,  strike  out  "fSO.OOO.OOO"  and  insert  '^150,- 
000,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  clerk  read  as  follows: 

At  the  end  of  line  11,  chang?  the  period  to  a  comma  and 
Insert:  "$50,000,000  for  essential  equipment  and  faculties  for  the 
manufacture  of  ordnance  material  at  either  private  or  naval  estab- 
lishments, which  shall  Include  the  authority  to  purchase  land, 
erect  buildings,  and  acquire  the  necessary  machinery  and  equip- 
ment, and  $20,000,000  for  the  expansion  of  facilities,  which  shaU 
Include  the  authority  to  acquire  land  and  erect  buildings  for  the 
production  of  armor  at  either  private  or  naval  estabUahments." 

Mr.    VINSON    of    Georgia.    Mr.    Chairman,    I    offer    an 
amendment  to  the  committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk   read   as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vnvsoif  of  Georgia  to  the  committee 
amendment:  On  page  3.  In  line  15,  Insert,  after  the  word  "land** 
the  words  "at  such  locations  as  the  Secretair  of  the  Navy  with  the 
approval  of  the  President  may  deem  best  suited  to  the  purpose" 
and  insert  after  the  word  "buildings"  the  word  "thereon." 

The  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  committee  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  ta 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amradment. 

The  Clerk  read   as  follows: 

i  Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vrwsoif  of  Oeorgla:  On  page  3.  line 
11.  delete  the  word  "ship"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  words 
"complete  naval  vessel  or  portion  thereof." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks in  the  Rkcoso  at  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  MAGNUSON.  This.  Mr.  Chairman,  is  an  extraordinary 
bill,  being  put  through  under  extraordinary  circumstances, 
but  these  are  extraordinary  times.  EvenU  require  this  ac- 
tion. I  doubt  that  there  will  be  a  dissenting  vote.  This 
speaks  well  for  the  important  House  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs,  upon  which  I  have  had  the  privUege  of  serving  during 
my  tenure  in  this  body. 

This  committee  has  worked  hard  for  many  months.  The 
necessity  of  increase  of  naval  activity  has  been  apparent  to 
its  members,  both  Republican  and  Democratic  for  years.  We 
set  ourselves  to  that  task.  Through  the  fine  cooperation  of 
the  Department  itself,  we  have  set  in  moUon  legislation  these 
past  years,  the  culmination  of  which  gives  us  now  the  finest 
and  one  of  the  largest  navies  in  the  world.  The  House  and 
Senate  have  backed  us  up  admirably.  Congress  has  not  been 
asleep  to  the  Navy's  needs.  Recent  events  require  a  greater 
iwogram  and  a  speeding  up  of  the  program  in  moUon.  The 
past  months  have  seen  the  committee  devoted  to  that  duty. 
The  opposition  charge  that  we  have  been  neglectful  of  the 
naval  needs  of  this  country  is  wholly  without  foundation. 
The  Republican  members  of  this  committee,  for  whom  I  have 
the  profoundest  respect,  whose  patriotism  cannot  t>e  ques- 
tioned, will  bear  testimony  that  such  a  charge  is  not  correct. 
The  defense  effort  has  been  wholly  nonpartisan.  I  think  the 
House  will  agree  that  I  have  some  knowledge  on  this  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.   BOLAND.     Will   the   distinguished   genUeman   from 

Washington  yidd? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    I  yield  to  the  whip  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BOLAND.  I  served  some  time  with  the  gentleman  on 
the  Naval  Affairs  Conunittee.  I  know  of  the  gentleman's 
devotion  to  the  cause  of  adequate  naval  defense;  particularly 
has  the  gentleman,  at  least  during  my  service,  been  insistent 
for  the  building  up  of  the  defense  of  the  Pacific  Northwest 
area.  I  remember  the  fight  conducted  by  the  gentleman  from 
Washington  for  the  estabUshment  of  the  Alaskan  bases,  a 
section  of  the  country  heretofore,  and  prior  to  his  service  in 
Congress,  without  defense  establishments  of  any  character. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  thank  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  BOLAND.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Is  not  the  gentleman  from  Washington  now 
the  ranking  majority  member  of  that  committee  from  the 
Pacific  coast  and  chairman  of  the  important  subcommittee 
of  yards  and  docks? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  am,  and  may  I  enlarge  a  little  upon 
the  gentleman's  reference  to  the  Alaskan  bases  to  show  what 
has  been  done.  The  committee,  and  the  Congress,  and  the 
Navy  have  now  in  process  of  construction  some  very  adequate 
and  fine  bases  in  Alaska  as  well  as  Puget  Sound.     They 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Yes;  the  gentleman  has  been  very  insistent 
about  Puget  Sound.  There  are  some  new  drydocks  being 
built  there,  are  there  not?  I  remember  the  gentleman  from 
Washington's  acUvlty  for  their  approval  way  back  during 
the  close  of  the  Seventy-fifth  Congress. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    That  is  correct.    I  intend  to  speak  of 
them  later.    But  the  Alaskan  bases  are  now  rapidly  rounding 
Into  shape.     The  committee  and  the  Congress  authorized 
and  appropriated  for  the  bases  at  Sitka  and  Kodiak  some 
time  ago.    Tlois  session  saw  the  i)assage  of  bills  and  money 
forthcoming  for  additional  bases  at  Unalaska  and  Anchor- 
age.   Pew  Members  here  realize  the  proximity  of  the  Jap- 
anese bases  to  the  coast  of  Alaska,  the  encroachment  of 
Japanese  fishing  on  the  Alaskan  coast;  and  now  the  Rus- 
sians are  eyeing  a  naval  base  and  intend  to  construct  one, 
on  their  territory  within  a  stone's  throw  of  Alaska.    There- 
fore, it  seems  to  me  that  the  estabUshment  of  the  first  two 
bases  at  Sitka  and  Kodiak  were  farsighted  upon  the  part  of 
the  committee.     The  new  bases  round  out  the   picture. 
Twelve  million  will  be  spent  at  Anchorage,  more  than  that 
at  Kodiak.  which  base  has  been  imder  construction  for  some 
time;  six  or  seven  million  will  go  into  Sitka,  and  an  auxiUary 
base  will  be  built  at  Unalaska,  completing  the  defense  arc 
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from  Panama  to  Hawaii  to  the  Aleutlani.  The  committee 
and  the  Navy  have  been  working  on  this  for  some  years.  The 
Hepburn  report  advocated  this.  The  bases  are  to  be  com- 
bined air,  submarine,  and  destroyer  bases.  Puget  Sound 
wUl  be  the  mother  base. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    WUl  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  to  the  able  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman  from  Washington  will 
recall  that  over  3  years  ago  I  advocated  to  the  House  the 
speeding  up  of  the  air  program  of  the  Navy.  I  introduced 
and  sponsored  a  biU  for  10,000  additional  airplanes  and 
5.000  additional  pilots.  I  remember  the  gentleman's  strong 
endorsement  of  this  measure  and  his  work  to  aid  in  its  pas- 
sage. This  was  long  before  events  had  shaped  up  In  Europe 
and  the  world.    I  think  that  now  this  House  will  agree  that 

we  were  right.  .  ^    - 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  recall  that  and  that  same  farsighted 
program  advocated  by  the  gentleman  from  Masssachusetta 
is  now  conceded  necessary. 

Some  of  us  have  not  been  asleep  to  these  defense  needs. 
I  can  speak.  I  believe,  authoritatively  about  the  Pacific 
Northwest  area.     Take  Puget  Sound,  for  example. 

The  Puget  Sound  Navy  Yard  has  been  the  recipient  of 
congressional  attention  long  before  my  service  in  this  body. 
It  grew  in  efficiency  and  adequacy  along  with  the  general 
dev^opment  of  the  Navy  ever  since  the  beginning  of  this 
administration.    But  since  1936  it  has  experienced  an  en- 
largement unparalleled  until  today  it  is  one  of  the  most 
efficient   and  adequate   navy  yards  in   the  world.    At   one 
time  in  early  1936  less  than  2,500  men  were  employed  there. 
Today,  there  are  close  to  7,000  workmen  in  the  yard.    These 
are  civilian  employees.    Thousands  of  naval  officers  and  men 
move  in  and  out  the  yard  every  year.    A  torpedo  station 
nearby  has  been  added  to.     I  have  advocated  manufactiu^ 
of  torpedoes  there  for  the  west  coast.    That  will  come.    Now 
the  station  can  repair  any  and  all  torpedo  parts.    A  large 
ammunition  dump  lies  close  to  the  base.    It  is  being  added  to. 
The  Puget  Sound  base  has  the  finest  harbor,  protected  by 
bays  and  the  Sound,  in  the  country.    Deep  water  makes 
it  admirably  suited  for  capital  ships.    Since  1936  two  large 
battleship  drydocks  have  been  added.     One  a  cruiser  dock 
and  the  other  the  latest,  most  up-to-date  dock  in  the  world. 
It  is  to  be  dedicated  soon.    Concrete  for  the  other  dock  Is 
beginning  to  pour  this  month.    One,  the  largest,  cost  over 
four  million.    Its  construction  employed  thousands  of  work- 
men.   It  can  take  the  largest  ship  the  Navy  has  afioat.    The 
other  Is  designed  for  enlargement.    We  are  working  on  a 
third.    These  docks  will  make  the  yard  available  for  repair 
of  all  capital  ships  and  aircraft  carriers  In  the  Pacific  Pleet. 

One  of  the  finest  machine  shops  in  the  country  adjoins 
the  docks.  Repair  work  can  be  done  at  a  minimum  expense 
and  speed.  In  the  past  2  years  that  has  been  added  to. 
The  foundry  has  been  enlarged.  Electric  lines  have  been 
made  handy.  Without  going  Into  too  much  detail,  Mr. 
Speaker,  with  what  has  been  done  at  the  yard  and  what  is 
contemplated,  the  Puget  Sound  Navy  Yard  is  one  of  the 
finest  in  the  coimtry  for  either  constructiMi  and  repair  and 
one  of  the  few  yards  available  for  large  ship  construction. 

Its  now  present  pay  roll  is  the  largest  single  pay  roll  In 
the  whole  State  of  Washington.  I  need  not  tell  my  people 
what  this  means  to  the  economic  conditions  of  the  section. 
The  little  up-to-date  city  of  Bremerton,  where  the  yard  is 
located,  experienced  one  of  the  greatest  growths  of  any  city  in 
the  country  the  past  few  years,  according  to  the  census. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  know  that  no  one  can  challenge  that 
record  for  Puget  Sound  and  Alaska  in  the  matter  of  defense. 
These  are  things  that  have  been  going  on  since  my  member- 
ship on  this  committee.  I  appreciate  the  fine  cooperation 
and  aid  of  the  other  members.  Possibly  these  things  have 
not  been  given  enough  publicity.  But  they  are  there.  Recent 
events,  as  has  been  well  stated  here  today,  call  for  further 
enlargement  and  better  adequacy  to  the  Navy's  needs  in  the 
Pacific.  Millions  have  already  been  spent. 
Mr.  SABATH.   Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  MAGNUSON.    I  yield  to  the  dean  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  am  not  so  familiar  with  the  gentleman's 
acUvity  on  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  but  the  naval  activ- 
ity in  the  Puget  Sound  area  will  speak,  I  think,  for  it;  but 
I  think  the  gentleman  should  mention  briefly  another  activity 
in  the  area,  the  Sand  Point  air  base. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  am  glad  the  genUeman  from  Dllnols 
mentioned  that. 

More  proof  of  the  pudding  that  we  have  not  been  deaf  and 
have  been  working  in  the  area,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  brfiig 
these  things  up  to  in  any  way  minimize  the  importance  of 
other  defenses  in  other  naval  areas  of  the  country,  for  the 
committee  has  considered  all  parts  in  their  defense  efforts, 
but  I  speak  of  these  merely  because  I  participated  in  detail 
on  these  bases.  After  all,  national  defense  Is  a  national  mat- 
ter and  not  sectional,  and  the  committee  these  past  few  years 
has  attacked  the  problem  with  this  in  mind,  but  I  can  say 
that  the  Puget  Sound  area  was  given  special  consideration 
because  of  the  lack  of  defenses  there  In  the  first  place,  its 
growth  is.  however,  also  indicative  of  the  growth  in  other 
sections.    It  continues  to  be  focal  point  in  national  defense. 

Seven  years  ago  the  Sand  Point  naval  air  base  was  merely 
a  bad  landing  field  with  only  one  small  hangar.  It  was  with- 
out adequate  repair  facilities.  Today  it  is  not  the  largest 
but  the  finest  air  base  in  the  country.  People  in  my  home 
town  are  amazed  at  its  growth  in  the  past  3  years. 

The  field  Is  enlarged.  It  is  the  mother  base  for  the  Alaskan 
squadrons.    Machine  and  repair  shops  have  been  built,  and 

so  forth. 

The  pay  roll  alone  in  the  thirteenth  naval  district  runs  well 
over  a  million  a  month.  More  has  been  spent  in  this  section 
the  past  4  years  than  in  any  comparable  district. 

The  Naval  Affairs  Committee  is  proud  of  its  activity  and 
the  results  toward  the  adequate  defense  of  this  country.  I 
am  proud  of  my  membership  on  the  committee.  We  have 
been  helping  build  the  Navy  to  be  second  to  none.  Recent 
happenings  have  made  us  realize  that  even  more  than  that 
is  necessary.  We  can  no  longer  rely  upon  any  balance  of 
sea  power.  We  must  build  so  as  to  protect  ourselves  from 
any  combination  of  naval  powers.  It  is  not  suCacient  to  have 
Just  sea  power  stronger  than  any  one  nation.  It  must  be 
stronger  than  any  combination  of  nations.  Although  we  have 
the  largest  Navy  in  the  Pacific,  if  we  had  to  split  it  to  form 
an  Atlantic  squadron,  the  remainder,  in  those  waters,  would 
be  insufficient  to  cope  with,  say.  Japanese  power.  That  is 
why  this  House  should  be  for  this  further  expanse.  We  have 
gone  over  this  thing  carefully;  we  believe  we  are  advising  the 
Members  soundly,  and  surely  consistent  with  recent  events  in 
the  world. 

These  things  cost  money.  We  believe  this  is  the  best  in- 
surance for  America.  It  is  unfortunate  we  have  not  had 
more  time  to  sound  out  public  opinion,  but  the  public,  I 
believe,  are  willing  and  ask  this  be  done.  They  have  over- 
whelmingly approved  of  the  program  of  the  past  years  re- 
ferred to  by  myself  heretofore.  At  least,  I  am  convinced  the 
people  of  my  State  have  approved  of  my  efforts  along  these 
lines.    And  so 

Mr.  McORANERY.    Will  the  gentlenum  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    I  do. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  know  the  gentleman  is  &n  author- 
ity on  naval  defense,  and  I  value  his  opinion.  He  has  spoken 
of  these  matters  of — built  and  to  be  built.  I  call  his  atten- 
tion to  section  7  of  the  bill.  Is  the  gentleman  in  favor  of 
that? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Not  only  in  favor  of  it.  but  the  com- 
mittee gave  this  matter  considerable  thought  before  it  was 
placed  in  the  bill.  We  believe  the  restriction  necessary.  If 
we  are  going  to  build  ships  we  should  reserve  them  for  our 
own  use.    The  section  is  specific;  it  reads: 

No  vessel,  ship,  or  boat  now  In  the  United  States  Navy,  or  being 
buUt  therefor  shaU  be  dlspoeed  of  by  sale  or  otherwise,  or  to  be 
cbarted  or  scrapped  without  the  consent  of  Congress. 

And  so.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  United  States  sets  out  this  week 
to  build  the  greatest  Navy  in  the  history  of  the  world.  Two 
hundred  additional  ships  with  a  total  tonnage  of  1,250.000, 
taking  about  6  or  7  years  to  complete. 


Its  effect  would  give  us  a  two-ocean  Navy.  A  fleet  of  per- 
haps about  700  ships  capable  of  meeting  simultaneous  at- 
tacks in  both  oceans.  It  will  be  larger  by  far  than  the 
British  Navy  and  larger  than  projected  fleets  of  the  Rome- 
Berlin-Tokyo  axis,  even  with  the  French  Fleet.  It  does  not 
contemplate  as  yet  the  defeat  of  the  British  Fleet  and  its 
being  added  to  the  axis  fleets.  We  have  added  more  than 
75.000  tons  of  aircraft  carriers  than  originally  asked  for.  We 
have  boosted  the  naval  plane  Umit  from  10.000  to  15.000. 

Considerable  expansion  of  shipbuilding  facilities  are  re- 
quired. The  testimony  before  the  committee  is  to  the  effect 
that  the  Bureau  wants  most  of  the  new  facilities  in  the  pri- 
vate srards  of  the  Pacific  coast.  Too  little  shipbuilding  has 
taken  place  there 

Mr.  WALLGREN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.    I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  WALLGREN.  I  am  glad  the  Department  feels  that 
way  about  the  west-coast  yards;  you  have  been  urging  that 
for  some  time. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes;  we  all.  on  the  committee  from  the 
Pacific  coast,  as  well  as  yo\irself  here  on  the  floor.  The 
Department  now  realiz<!s  this  need.  It  is  my  imderstandlng 
that  immediately  upon  the  passage  of  this  authorization  that 
the  Department  will  ask  the  Appropriations  Committee  for 
about  one  hundred  and  seventy-five  million  to  be  used  to  ex- 
pand the  ways  and  facilities  of  the  west-coast  yards.  Ad- 
miral Robinson,  head  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships,  testified  l)efore 
the  committee  that  they  had  surveyed  the  West  and  found 
three  immediate  yards  that  could  be  enlarged  at  minimum 
cost  to  make  way  for  this  ship  construction,  one  in  Seattle, 
one  in  San  Francisco,  and  one  in  Los  Angeles.  Others  In 
these  sections  can  be  used  with  a  little  more  time.  The  Navy, 
under  this  appropriation,  would  finance  the  private  yards  for 
ways,  and  so  forth,  in  part  or  in  whole,  and  the  yards  in  these 
strategic  localities  could  begin  and  become  experienced  in  the 
building  of  these  necessary  fighting  ships.  It  provides  an 
excellent  opportxmity  for  the  basis  of  a  revival  of  all  ship- 
building on  the  west  coast.  esi)ecially  Puget  Sound. 

The  bill  also  provides  authorization  for  the  building  of  such 
small  craft  as  the  President  may  desire  and  sets  aside 
$25,000,000  for  this.  These  torpedo  boats  are.  and  have  be- 
come, a  vital  part  of  naval  warfare.  They  could  be  built  In 
the  small  yards  around  Puget  Sound,  as  my  colleague  from 
Washington  well  knows.  I  believe  we  have  made  the  pro- 
gram as  available  for  the  Puget  Sound  shipbuilders  as  pos- 
sible; I  hope  they  take  advantage  of  the  law.  We  need  this 
worl^  out  there.  It  can  be  started  within  6  months,  at  least, 
the  enlargements  to  the  private  srards.  We  need  the  pri- 
vate activity  In  Puget  Sound  to  supplement  the  navy-yard 
activity. 

The  program  in  tonnage  compares  with  the  available  figure 
of  the  other  contemplated  navies  of  the  world,  as  follows: 

Tons 

United    States 3,745,000 

Great  Britain 2,101.804 

Japan 1.457.  734 

France 819.  000 

Italy 717.  738 

Germany 578.  444 

These  totals  are  as  of  May  1940.  Germany  Is  building 
swiftly,  and  Japanese  totals  are  incomplete,  as  no  official 
Information  is  being  released  but  should  be  fairly  accu- 
rate. 

By  ships,  the  totals  for  us  are  as  follows: 
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We  have  been  moving  toward  this  objective  for  many 
months.    Its  completion  will  leave  no  stone  unturned  for  the 
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protection  of  America.    We  urge  your  support,  and  I  know 
the  House  will  vote  this  bill  promptly.     I  Applause.] 

Mr  Chairman,  because  this  statement  has  been  comprehen- 
sive in  nature,  and  because  I  believe  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try should  be  informed  on  this  important  naval  program, 
especiaUy  those  in  the  section  of  the  great  Pacific  Northwest, 
I  am  going  to  have  additional  copies  printed  from  the 
Record  and  sent  to  those  interested,  and  I  know  this  House 
and  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  will  welcome  opinions  from 
those  citizens.  Copies  will  be  a\'aUable  for  Members  of  the 
House  as  well  as  the  committee  report  and  the  hearings. 
Mr.  IZAC.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  pro 

forma  amendment.  ^^^^^ 

Mr  Chairman,  we  hear  so  much  about  armament  today. 
I  want  to  draw  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  fleet  at 
the  present  time  is  undermanned.  We  have  not  enough 
officers  even  for  the  peacetime  organizaUon.  There  is  no 
effort  being  made  at  the  present  time  to  increase  the  faclli- 
Ues  at  the  Naval  Academy  in  order  to  get  more  officers. 

I  shall  not  take  very  much  time,  but  I  want  to  draw  your 
attention  to  Just  a  few  of  the  things  that  I  think  should  be 

attended  to  Immediately.  ^    ^      *    ^    ^♦u  f>,o 

The  second  statement  I  want  to  make  has  to  do  with  the 
gun  factory.  All  of  the  large  guns  mounted  on  the  ve^ls 
of  the  fleet  are  manufactured  in  the  Naval  Gun  Factory  here 
at  Washington.  I  deem  it  advisable  at  this  time  to  say  that 
the  gun  factory  will  have  to  be  doubled,  at  least,  m  order 
to  take  care  of  the  needs  of  the  increased  fleet  we  are  pro- 
viding for  here  today.  ^1^, 
Mr.  MAAS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  IZAC.     I  3rteld.  ^^     *     *  **.  ♦ 

Mr  MAAS.  Is  the  gentleman  familiar  with  the  fact  that 
the  bill  provides  for  such  faciUties.  but  pute  them  back  in 
the  mountains  for  protection? 

Mr  IZAC.  I  have  not  seen  any  effort  made  at  the  present 
time  to  build  another  naval  gun  factory  at  another  point. 

Mr.  MAAS.    It  Is  provided  for  in  this  bill. 

Mr  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Section  3  is  the  one  that  author- 
izes and  provides  for  it.  and  I  Just  offered  an  amendment  that 
the  location  of  it.  and  the  location  of  what  activities  are  neces- 
sary shall  be  by  direction  of  the  Secretary,  approved  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  The  testimony  shows  that  it 
Is  the  thought  of  the  Navy  Department  to  try  to  utilize  the 
Charleston  armor  plant  in  connection  with  the  building  of 
the  gun  factory,  because  it  is  essential,  and  we  may  have  to 
build  one  or  two  more  and  may  have  to  buUd  them  in  other 
sections  of  the  country.  That  is  the  reason  we  put  in  section 
3.  to  expend  $150,000,000  for  the  expansion  and  carrying  out 

of  the  program.  ,,.      .  ^.       t    ♦*,» 

Mr  IZAC.  Another  point  I  would  like  to  mention  is  the 
fact  that  you  have  but  one  place  In  this  country  where  you 
can  manufacture  torpedoes.  It  Is  true,  of  course,  that  we 
have  Alexandria  now.  but  with  the  fleet  in  the  Pacific  it  seems 
to  me  vital  we  have  close  to  the  Pacific  another  torpedo  sta- 
tion to  turn  out  torpedoes  for  the  fieet  on  the  west  coast. 

Mr  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Of  course,  the  Pacific  coast  Rep- 
resentatives are  vitally  interested  in  the  statement  that  I  am 
about  to  make.  The  Department  officials  stated  that  by  this 
expansion  program  they  hope  to  be  able  to  develop  and  bring 
back  to  life  the  shipbuilding  industry  on  the  Pacific  coast 
from  Tacoma.  Wash.,  down  to  San  Diego. 

Mr.  IZAC.    I  thank  the  gentleman,  and,  of  course,  that 

Satisfies  mc 

Mrs  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Is  it  not  also  true  that 
there  is  Ukely  to  be  a  shortage  of  clothing  for  the  increased 
Navy  personnel.    That  wiU  make  a  great  deal  of  employment. 

Mr  IZAC  I  believe  that  will  give  employment  to  people 
in  all  sections  of  the  country,  and  does  not  vitally  affect  any 

on**  section 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  It  affects  all  secUons. 
I  understand  that  much  more  clothing  is  needed. 

Mr  IZAC.     Yes.    The  genUewoman  is  correct. 

Mr  CHURCH.  I  might  also  inform  the  genUeman  from 
California  that  in  this  $4,000,000,000  naval  authorization  biU 
it  has  to  be  recognized  that  it  is  necessary  to  place  many  oX 
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these  activities  In  the  Interior  of  the  country,  away  from  the 

Mr  IZAC.  But.  of  course,  tiie  gentleman  will  agree  with 
me  that  we  do  not  expect  to  have  the  ships  themselves  go  up 
into  the  mud  fiats  of  the  interior. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

SBC.  4.  The  allocation  and  contracts  '""^  ~f  "^^^^^Ji  f^iSS  Vnd 
eels  herein  authorized  shall  be  In  accordance  with  the  ^^^^ 
conditions  provided  by  the  act  of  March  27.  1834  (48  SUt.  WM;. 
as  amended. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  5.  at  the  end  of  the  bill  insert  a  new  section   aa  'o"^'"^ 
"sIc.   5.  The  President  of  the   United   States   Is^^^ereby   further 
authorized  to  acquire  and  convert  or  to  undertake  the  conatruc- 

**°°(a?7atrol  craft  at  a  total  cost  not  to  exceed  »25. 000. 000;  and 
"  b     One  hundred  thousand  tons  of  a?f  "l^^^y  ,I^«!I^  °i  "J^^ 
size.  type,  and  design  as  he  may  consider  best  suited  ihi  the  pur- 
poses of  national  defense." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  wUl  report  the  next  com- 
mittee amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee   amendment:  PoUowlng  section  5.   as  amended,   in- 

"^Sbc.  6.  The  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  27,  1934  («  Stat 
504).  requiring  not  less  than  10  percent  of  ^he  aircraft.  Including 
thl  enelnes  therefor  procured  subsequent  to  that  act  to  be  con- 
ifrucTel'ormaTufactu?ed  in  ^-ernment  aircraft  facU,rtes^r  o^er 
plants  or  factories  owned  and  operated  by  the  United  States  Oov- 
ernment,  shall  not  operate  to  curtail  procurement  so  long  as  pro- 
awctum  kt  the  said  Government  plants  and  factories  Is  maintained 
arthe  limit  of  their  capacity  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  next  com- 
mittee amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee   amendment:    After  section   6.   Insert   the   following 

committee  amendment:  .     ...^     tt  •*  .«  at.^*^^  ia».„m 

-Sec  7  No  vessel,  ship,  or  boat  now  In  the  Unlt«d  States  Navy 
or  being  built  therefor  shall  be  disposed  of  by  sale  or  otherwise. 
or  be  chartered  or  scrapped,  without  the  consent  of  the  Congress. 

Mr  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  the  following 
amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  which  I  send  to 

the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vobts  of  Ohio  to  the  committee 
am^SmentrOn  page  4.  line  19.  after  the  word  "buUt".  insert  "or 
hereafter  built". 

Mr  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  will 
prevent  any  vessel  now  in  the  Navy  or  being  built  "or  here- 
after built"  from  being  disposed  of  without  the  consent  of 
Congress.  It  will  prevent  not  only  the  present  but  the  future 
weakening  of  our  national  defense  for  the  benefit  of  other 

countries.  ..      ^^     ,     ^  ^    tw. 

I  am  supporting  the  "two-ocean  Navy"  authorized  by  this 
biU  although  It  Is  my  hope  and  expectation  that  the  fuU  pro- 
gram win  never  need  to  be  completed.  I  feel  we  are  over- 
pessimistic  as  to  the  threat  to  our  safety  involved  in  present 
developments  abroad.  On  the  other  hand,  we  dare  not  be 
unprepared  for  the  worst  possible  outcome,  and  we  are  there- 
fore prudent  in  thus  authorizing  a  Navy  that  will  make  us 
independent  of  aU  other  nations  in  maintaining  our  hemis- 
phere defense. 

If  future  events  do  not  bear  out  our  present  fears  for  our 
safety  if  the  world  within  a  year  or  so  turns  again  toward 
peace '  we  can  then  consider  the  curtaUing  of  this  program. 
If  the  sea  battles  which  may  be  fought  shortly  In  European 
waters  prove  that  the  vessels  now  authorized  should  be 
changed  the  Navy  wlU  have  the  time  and  the  power  to  do 
this  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill.  If  the  worst  comes  to 
the  worst,  we  have  by  this  blU  prepared  ourselves  to  meet 
any  possible  combination  of  enemies  In  any  ocean. 

I  was  part  of  the  Naval  Limitations  Conference  in  1921-22. 
I  beUeve  that  we  acted  wisely  then,  helped  to  create  an  cra^ 
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of  peace  and  saved  biUions  of  doUars.  If  the  opportunity 
should  again  arise  when  America,  strongly  armed,  could  take 
the  lead  In  bringing  about  peace  and  disarmament.  I  hope 
we  shall  do  so  once  more.  I  feel  that  this  blU  places  us  in 
a  strategic  position  for  either  war  or  peace  and  I  hope  that 
we  will  use  this  position  to  promote  peace  rather  than  war. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  accept  that 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objecticMi? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MAAS.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  the  following  amend- 
ment, which  I  send  to  the  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Maas:  Page  4.  after  Une  21.  add  a 
new  section  as  loUows: 

"Ssc.  8.  The  President  of  the  United  State*  la  hereby  author- 
ized to  acquire  or  construct  naval  airplanes  and  spare  parts,  and 
equipment,  as  may  be  necessary  to  provide  and  maintain  the 
ntmiber  of  \iseful  naval  airplanes  at  a  total  of  16.000:  Provided. 
That  If.  m  the  Judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the  total 
number  of  airplanes  authorized  herein  Is  not  sufficient  to  meet 
the  needs  of  the  national  defense,  he  may.  with  the  approval  of 
the  President,  make  such  plans  for  procxirement  as  the  situation 
may  demand." 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The   question   Is  on   agreeing   to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  just  want  to  say  for  the  Rkcord,  so  that 
there  will  be  no  further  question  about  It  at  some  future 
date,  that  with  regard  to  the  committee  amendment  in  sec- 
tion 6,  with  respect  to  the  construction  of  10  percent  of 
aircraft  at  Government  factories,  it  is  the  Intention  of  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee,  and  It  will  be  the  intention  of 
the  Congress  In  the  passage  of  this  bill,  that  the  Navy 
Department  shall  use  the  full  facilities  of  the  Philadelphia 
naval  aircraft  factory  and  maintain  maximum  production 
at  all  times.  I  would  like  to  put  that  In  the  Rkcoro. 
[Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The    CHAIRMAN.    Without    objection,    the    committee 
amendment  as  amended  will  be  agreed  to. 
There  waj  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Under  the  rule,  the  Committee  will 
_     rlee. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rote;  and  the  Speaker  hav- 
ing returned  the  chair,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  (Mr. 
Ramspsck).  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  tUte  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
bavlnff  hid  under  contlderatlon  the  Mil  (H.  R.  10100)  to  ef- 
tablish  the  composition  of  the  United  SUtes  Navy,  to  au- 
thorlae  the  conetructlon  of  certain  naval  veeeela,  uul  for 
other  purpoMi.  pursuant  to  Houee  Reaolutlon  638,  he  re- 
ported the  UU  back  to  the  House  with  sundry  ameDdmenU 
adopted  m  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the  previous  question  Is 
ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any  amendment?    If  not, 
the  Chair  will  put  them  en  gros. 
The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  questKm  Is  on  the  en^roesment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time 
and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


June  22 


DXPARTICEKT  Or  LABOR-FKDBRAL  SXCTTRITY  AGEHCY  APPROPRIATIOW 
BILL,   1941 — CONTERKMCI  REPORT 

Mr  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  submit  a  conference  report 
and  statement  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9007)  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  Department  of  Labor,  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  and  related  independent  agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  conference  report  on  the 

bill  H.  R.  9007. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Clerk  read  the  statement  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

coimeaxircB  bxpokt 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  certain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9007)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Labor, 
the  Ptederal  Security  Agency,  and  related  indepeixlent  agencies, 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jxme  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom- 
mend and  do  reconunend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  36,  87. 
S8.  and  39. 

Amendment  numbered  35:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  35,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Restore  the 
matter  stricken  out  by  said  amendment,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
matter  so  restored  insert  the  following:  ":  Providing  further.  That 
this  section  shall  not  apply  to  positions  in  the  Civilian  Conserva- 
tion Corps  outside  the  District  of  ColimibU";  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

If.  C.  Taavm. 
John  If.  Hottston. 

HaKST    R.    SHKPPAaO. 

BtTT.ni  B.  Hahx. 
Albckt  J.  Encel, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hoxu^. 

Kexntth   IfcKSXAS, 
I  RicHAao  B.  Rttbsbx, 

I  Pat  McCAaRAN. 

J.  H.  Baivxhzao. 

Joseph  C.  OlfAaowrr, 
1  Managers  of  the  part  of  the  SenaU. 

WTATKaam 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  0007)  making  appropriations  for  the 
Department  of  Labor,  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related 
Independent  agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year  endlzig  June  80,  1941.  and 
for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  In  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  In  the 
accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments: 

On  No.  86:  Restoree  langtutge  inserted  tnr  the  House  requiring 
apportionment  on  the  basis  of  population  of  non-clvll«s«rvtoe  poel- 
tlotu  In  the  agencies  provided  for  in  the  bill,  amended  so  as  to 
nempt  field  naplojrsas  of  tbe  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  from 
tbe  operatloM  Of  tbs  provision. 

On    Mos.    86,    17.    tm,    and    80:  Oorrsets    asotlon    numbsrs. 

If.  C.  TAavn. 

JONM  If.  BOVSTOM. 

■*««T  II ,  Utnrnam, 
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Managers  on  the  ptrt  of  the  Houst. 

Mr.  TARVZR.  Mr.  8pMlMr,  X  move  tht  adoption  of  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  tbe  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TARVER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  Was  this  bin  Incretaed  by  the  Senate  over 
what  the  House  appropriated? 

Mr.  TARVER.  That  is  a  subject  matter  that  I  discussed 
with  the  gentleman  when  the  first  conference  report  was 
adopted,  and  I  gave  him  at  that  time  the  exact  figures.  This 
conference  report  has  no  relation  to  the  amount  of  money  in- 
cluded In  the  bill  at  all. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  con- 
ference report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  rec(xisider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


AlfnrDTNO  TARIfT  ACT  OF  1930 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6328) 
to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as  amended  by  section 
34  (c)  of  the  Customs  Administrative  Act  of  1938  (U.  S.  C^ 
1934  ed.,  Supp.  IV,  Utle  19.  sec.  1001,  par.  1529  (a) ) ,  with  a 
Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  reed  the  Senate  amendment  as  follows: 

After  line  7.  Insert:  _.    . 

"Section  620  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  adding  thereto  the  following  subsection: 

"  'd  No  duties  collected  prior  to  June  26,  1938,  under  para- 
graph 1115  (b)  of  this  Act  shall  be  refunded,  unless  the  claim- 
ant establishes  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  in  accordance 
with  regulations  prescribed  by  him,  or  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
trial  court,  under  conditions  set  forth  in  section  902  (a)  and  sec- 
tion 902  (b)  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1936.  that  he  bore  the  burden 
at  such  duties.' " 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

REGULATION    OF    THl    PRACTICK    OF    DENTISTRY    IN    THK    DISTRICT 

OF  COLUlfBIA 

Mr  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  7865).  to 
amend  the  act  for  the  regulation  of  the  practice  of  dentistry 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  protection  of  the 
people  from  empiricism  in  relation  thereto,  approved  June  6, 
1892.  and  acts  amendatory  thereof,  with  Senate  amend- 
ments, and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments  as  follows: 

(1)  Page  1.  line  8.  strike  out  12]  and  insert:  1. 

(2)  Page  2.  line  12,  strike  out  [31  and  Insert:  2. 

(3)  Page  2   line  18,  strike  out  pimltlngl  and  Insert:  limitea. 

(4)  Page  3,  line  5,  strike  out  all  after  "act"  down  to  and  Including 
"act",  m  line  7. 

(5)  Page  3.  line  8.  strike  out  143  and  Insert:  3. 

(6)  Page  3,  line  10.  after  "licensee,"  insert:  and. 

(7)  Page  3.  line  11,  strike  out  tby  ItJ. 

(8)  Page  3.  line  15.  strike  out  151  and  Insert:  4. 

(9)  Page  4.  line  1.  strike  out  [books  and  papersl  and  Insert:  docu- 

'"^lO*   Page  4.   line  4,   strike  out  Cbooks  or   papersl  and   insert: 

(11 )  Page  4.  line  11.  strike  out  [6]  and  Insert:  5. 

(12)  Page  8.  line  3.  strike  out  171  and  Insert:  8. 

(13)  Page  5.  line  7.  strike  out  £81  and  Insert:  7,  ^  ,     ^     ,      ^ 

(14)  Psge  6.  line  11.  after  "SUtes"  iniert:  or  has  duly  declared 
Mb  intention  to  become  a  cituen  of  the  United  States, 

(1ft)  Page  ft.  line  1ft.  sfter  "applicant."  insert:  Any  Hcenie  i»nied 
to  a  person  irho  is  a  eiti*en  of  a  foreign  country  and  icho  has  duly 
declared  his  intention  to  become  a  olttMen  of  the  United  states 
shall  automatically  terminate  and  the  registration  of  the  candidate 
be  annulUd  in  the  event  such  candidate  shall  fail  to  submit  to 
the  Board  satisfactory  evidence  tcithtn  sis  years  J/om  the  date  of 
such  license  that  he  has  become  a  eititen  of  the  United  Mtatei. 

(16)  Page  ft.  line  1«.  strike  out  |9]  and  Insert:  #. 

(17)  Pawe  6,  line  aft,  strike  out  |101  and  insert:  ». 
(11)  Page  7,  line  ».  strike  out  HIJ jsnd  insert;  iO, 

(19)  Page  7.  lln«  1»,  strike  out  |191  snd  insert:  fl.  ^^  ^  ,_^  ^      , 
(5)  SI  7.  line  19.  itrilw  out  fiioardl  and  inswt;  DUtriet  Court 

of  the  United  itatei  for  the  DUtriet  of  Columbia. 

(91)  Page  7,  line  91,  "trlke  out  CBoardJ  snd  liwert:  oourf, 

(99)  PiiS  9.  lines  9  and  9,  •trllu  out  |or  afllietMl  with  a  oon- 

tagiotis  or  infeetlotM  disease]. 
(99)  Page  10,  line  1,  ifter  "to"  Itmri:  knowingly.  _      ,^       ^ 
M    Pais  10  line  10.  strike  out  CBoard]  and  insert:  »atd  court. 
(9ft    Pags  10,  strike  out  Hum  19  to  90,  inclusive. 

(96)  Phks  10.  strike  out  llnea  91  to  9ft,  inclusive,  and  lines  1  to 
16.  inclusive,  on  page  11. 

(97)  Page  II,  after  line  Ifi,  Inaart: 

"Sec  12.  The  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Die- 
triet  of  Columb.a  may  suspend  or  revoke  any  license  issued  and 
any  registration  upon  evidence  showing  to  the  satis  factum  of  the 
court  that  the  licentiate  or  registrant,  as  the  case  may  be,  ha* 
been  guilty  of  misconduct  or  U  professionally  incapacitated. 

"Proceedings  looking  toward  the  suspension  or  revocation  of  a 
license  or  registration  shall  be  begun  by  petition  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Distrust  of  Columbia  in  the 
name  of  the  Board  of  Dental  Examiners  and  shaU  be  verified  by 
oath  Proceedings  shall  be  conducted  according  to  the  ordinary 
rules  of  equity  practice  and  such  supplementary  rules  as  said  court 
may  deem  expedient  to  carry  into  ej/ect  the  purposes  and  mtent  of 


this  act:  and  said  court  is  hereby  authorized  to  make  su^  sup- 
plementaru  rules.  An  appeal  may  be  taken  from  the  decision  of 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  DistruH  of  Columbm 
to  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  of  said  District.  Ariy  such 
appeal  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of  Dental  Examiners  may  be  filed 
without  bond.  The  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  may  determine  whether  a  license  or  registra- 
tion shall  be  suspended  or  revoked,  and  if  such  license  is  to  be 
suspended  said  court  may  determine  the  duration  of  su^  suspen- 
sion and  the  conditions  under  which  such  suspension  shall 
terminate. 

(28 >  Page  11,  line  16.  strike  out  1151  and  insert:  13. 

(29)  Page  12.  line  5.  strike  out  [161  and  Insert:  14. 

(30)  Page  13.  line  6.  strike  out  [171  and  Insert:  15. 

(31)  Page  14.  line  7,  strike  out  [written  cimicall. 

(32)  Page  14,  line  21,  after  "colleges."  Insert:  NotuHthstanding 
the  provisions  of  this  section.  Jio  person  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
practicing  dentistry  who  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act 
is  operating  a  radiographic  laboratory  for  the  purpose  of  making 
radiographs,  or  giving  wriUen  clinical  interpretations  or  readings 
of  dental  radiographs,  to  be  used  solely  by  dentists  and  physician* 
in  making  diagnoses. 

(33)  Page  14.  line  22,  strike  out  [181  and  Insert:  19. 

(34)  Page  15.  line  9,  strike  out  [by  said  Boardl. 

(35)  Page  15,  line  10,  strike  out  [191  and  Insert:  17. 

(36)  Page  15,  Une  25.  strike  out  [201  and  Insert:  18. 

(37)  Page  16.  line  6,  strike  out  [211  and  Insert:  19. 

(38)  Page  16,  line  15,  strike  out  [221  and  insert:  20. 

(39)  Page  16,  line  24,  strike  out  [231  and  Insert:  21. 

(40)  Page  17,  line  5.  strike  out  [241  and  Insert:  22. 

(41)  Page  17,  line  9.  strike  out  [251  and  Insert:  23. 

(42)  Page  17,  line  22,  strike  out  [261  and  Insert:  24. 

(43)  Page  18,  line  8,  strike  out  [271  and  insert:  25. 

(44)  Page  18,  line  12.  strike  out  [are  notl  and  Insert:  shall  not  be. 

(45)  Page  18,  line  21.  strike  out  [Boardl  and  insert:  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(46)  Page  18.  line  22.  after  "suspend,"  insert:  or. 

(47)  Page  18,  line  22.  strike  out  [with  power  to  relnstate.l. 

(48)  Page  19.  line  1,  strike  out  [with  power  of  reinstatement  J. 

(49)  Page  19,  lines  3  and  4,  after  "suspension,"  Insert:  or. 

(50)  Page  19,  line  4.  strike  out  [or  reinstatement!. 

(51)  Page  19,  line  5,  after  "suspension,"  Insert:  or. 

(52)  Page  19,  line  6,  strike  out  [or  relnstatementl. 

(53)  Page  19,  line  7,  strike  out  [281  and  Insert:  28. 

(54)  Page  20.  line  3.  strike  out  [291  and  Insert:  27. 

(55)  Page  20,  line  13.  strike  out  [301  and  Insert:  28. 

(56)  Page  20,  line  19,  strike  out  [311  and  Insert:  29. 

(57)  Page  20,  line  20,  strike  out  [21,  22,  23,  and  301  and  Insert: 
19.  20.  21,  and  28. 

(56)  Page  20,  line  24.  strike  out  P2]  and  insert:  30. 

(59)  Page  21,  line  6.  strike  out  [331  and  insert:  31. 

(60)  Page  21,  line  13,  strike  out  P41  and  Insert:  32. 

(61)  Page  21.  line  19,  strike  out  P6]  and  Insert:  33. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  I  Mr.  Randolph]? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr,  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  I9 
this  bill  reported  by  the  full  committee? 

Mr,  RANDOLPH.  Yes.  It  comes  with  a  tmanlmous  agree- 
ment from  the  House  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
The  ranking  minority  member  the  gentleman  from  nilnolg 
[Mr.  DzRKacNl  has  been  apprised  of  my  action  In  bringing 
this  before  the  Houae  at  this  time  and  U  in  full  agreement,  Z 
may  say. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  tmendmente  will 
be  agreed  to. 

There  waa  no  objection. 

The  Ben«te  amendmente  were  trreed  to.  ^ 

A  motion  to  reconiider  wm  laid  on  the  table. 

RBOITLATXIfO    TKI    PIUCTZCI    07    PODIATRY    IM    TKI    OXITRICT    OP 

COLVMItA 

Mr,  RANDOLPH,  Mr.  SpealMf,  X  Mk  unanlmoue  eonaent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker'i  table  (he  bill  <H.  R.  MPS)  to 

amend  the  act  to  regulate  the  practice  of  podiatry  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  with  Benate  amendmenta,  and  agree 
to  the  Senate  amendment!. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendmente  as  follows: 

(1)  Page  8.  line  1.  after  "candidates."  Insert:  and. 

(2)  Page  3,  line  4.  strike  out  [suchl  and  insert:  each. 

(3)  Page  3.  line  4.  after  "licensee,"  insert:  and. 

(4)  Page  3.  line  5.  strike  out  [by  itl. 

(6)  Page  4.  line  26,  after  "States"  Insert:  or  has  duly  declared 
his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

(6)  Page  5.  line  8.  after  "Board."  insert:  Any  license  issued  to  a 
person  who  is  a  citizen  of  a  foreign  country  and  who  has  duly 
declared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the   United  Stat€$ 
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.hjiil  atitomaHcanv  terminate   and  the  registration   of   the   em- 
d^e  ^  a^tS'^tnlitT  event  sucH  a^Uiate  »'»«"^''  *^  ^^J^" 
to^  Board  satisfactory  eviderux  wUhm  »ti  pears  ^J^t^s^!. ^^ 
»«wi  license  that  he  has  become  a  citizen  of  the  Vnited  States, 
"li)  SSTe.  liS  18  strike  out  IBoaitlJ  and  Insert:  District  Court  of 

the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(8)   Page  «.  lln?  20.  strtlte  out  CBoardJ  and  Inaert:  «««• 
(5)  Paje  8.  line  12.  after  "or"  where  It  appears  the  flrst  time 
inaert:   to  knotoingly  violate.  „^.^ 

(10)  P««e  8.  Une  20.  strike  out  [Boardl  and  Insert:  said  covrt. 

(11)  Page  8.  strike  out  lines  22  to  26,  Inclusive,  and  lines  1  to  23. 
on  naee  9   inclusive.  tmA  insert:  _._.  •_» 

-Sr«  r^  District  court  of  the  Vnited  States  for  the  Distrurt 
of  Columbia  may  suspend  or  revoke  any  ^*cf']»^,^'^f  .^'^JJ'X 
registration  upon  evidence  showing  to  the  satis  factum  of  the  court 
that  the  licentiate  or  registrant,  as  the  case  may  be.  has  been 
auilty  of  misconduct  or  is  professionally  incapacitated. 

"F^oceedings  looking  toward  the  suspension  or  revocation  of  a 
license  or  regUtratUm  shaU  be  begun  by  petition  filed  in  the  District 
Court   of  the   UnUed  States  for  the  District   of   Columbia   in   the 
name  of  the  Board  of  Podiatry  Examiners  and  shall  be  veriflea  Oy 
oath      Proceedings   shall   be   conducted   according   to   the   ordtnary 
rules  Of  equity  practice  and  such  supplementary  rules  as  said  court 
may  deem  expedient  to  carry  into  effect  the  purposes  and  intent 
of   this   act:   and   said  court    is   hereby   authorized   to    make   such 
aujrplementary  rules.     An  appeal  may  be  taken  from  the  d^um 
of  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  of  said  District.    Any 
such  appeal  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of  Podiairy  Examiners  may  be 
filed  without  bcmd.     The  District  Couri  of  the   United  States  for 
the  DUtrict  of  Columbia  may  determine  whether  a  license  or  regis- 
tration shall  be  suspended  or  revoked,  and  if  such  license  is  to  be 
suspended  said  court  may  determine  the  duration  of  such  suspen- 
sion and  the  conditions  under  which  such  suspension  shall  ter- 
minate. 

(12)  Page  9,  line  24.  strike  out  IhcretoXoreJ. 

(13)  Page  11.  line  1,  strike  out  twUll  and  Insert:  shall. 

(14)  Page  12.  lines  13  and  14.  strike  out  tphysiclan  or  surgeon! 
and  Insert:  practitioner  of  the  healing  arts. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia? 

There  wsis  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

DISTRICT  or  COLUMBIA  UNDiPLOTMINT  COMPENSATION  ACT 

"Ut  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  biU  (H.  R.  9791)  to 
amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Unemployment  Compensa- 
Uon  Act,  with  Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  6.  Insert  the  following:  "Title  I." 

Page  9  line  6.  strike  out  the  word  "this  act"  and  Insert  "the 
District  of  Columbia  Unemployment  Compensation  Act,  approved 
August  28.  1935.  as  amended  by  this  title." 

Page  9,  line  22,  strike  out  the  word  "act"  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof 
the  word  "title." 

Page  9,  line  26.  strike  out  the  word  "nonassembled." 

Page  10,  line  14.  strike  out  the  word  "act"  and  Insert  the  word 
mtle."  ^     . 

Page  10,  line  18.  strike  out  the  word  "act"  and  insert  the  word 
mtle"  ^     . 

Page  12.  line  6,  strike  out  the  word  "act"  and  Insert  the  word 
"title." 

Page  12.  line  7.  insert  a  new  title,  as  follows: 

"TnxB  n 

"AMKNOMKNT DISTRICT    OF    COLUMBIA    aSVKMUK    ACT    OF     1939 

••Section  2  (d)  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  provide  revenue  for 
the  District  of  Columbia .  and  for  other  purposes.'  approved  July 
36.  1039.  i>  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

-•(d)  Exemptions  from  tax:  There  shall  be  exempt  from  taxa- 
aon  under  this  title  the  following  organizations:  Corporations. 
Including  any  community  chest,  fund,  foundation  cemetery,  asso- 
ciation, teachers'  retirement  fund  association,  church,  or  club, 
organized  and  operated  exclusively  for  religious,  charlUble.  scien- 
tific literary,  educational,  or  social  purposes,  or  for  the  prevention 
of  cruelty  to  children  or  animals,  no  part  of  the  net  earnings  of 
which  inures  to  the  l>eneflt  of  any  private  shareholder  or  individual 
and  no  substanUal  part  of  the  activities  of  which  Is  carrying  on 
propaganda,  or  otherwise  attempting  to  Influeuce  legislation;  and 
labor  organizations,  trade  associations,  boards  of  trade,  chambers 
of  commerce,  citizens'  associations,  or  organizations,  not  organized 
for  pront  and  no  part  of  the  net  earnings  of  which  inures  to  the 
benefit  of  any  private  shareholder  or  individual,  farmers'  associa- 
tions organized  and  operated  on  a  cooperaUve  basis  exempt  from 
Income  tax  under  section  101  (12)  and  (13)  of  the  Internal  Reve- 
ntie  Code;  banks,  isisurance  companies,  building  and  loan  associa- 
tions, and  companies,,  incorporated  or  otherwise,  which  guarantee 
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the  fidelity  of  any  individual  «  Individuals,  such  as  bonding  com- 
panies, all  of  which  pay  taxes  upon  gross  premiums  or  earnings 
TOder  existing  laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia:  voluntary  em- 
Dlovees*  beneficiary  associations  providing  for  the  payment  of  life, 
lick,  accident,  or  other  benefits  to  the  members  of  such  associa- 
tion or  their  dependents,  if  (I)  no  part  of  their  net  earnings 
mures  (other  than  such  payments)  to  the  benefit  of  any  private 
shareholder  or  Individual,  and  (2)  86  percent  or  more  of  the 
mcome  consists  of  amounts  collected  from  members  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  making  such  payments  and  meeting  expenses:  and  cor- 
porations organized  under  act  of  Congress,  if  such  corporations  are 
instrumentalities  of  the  United  States.'" 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to,  and  a  motion 

to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

DESTMCT  or  COLUMBIA  REVENUB  ACT 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  10106,  to 
amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Revenue  Act  of  1937.  as 
amended. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  article  III  of  title  V  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  Revenue  Act  of  1937.  as  amended  by  title  V  of  the 
D.strlct  of  Columbia  Revenue  Act  of  1939.  Is  amended  by  adding 
after  section  14  thereof  the  following  new  secUon: 

••Sec.  15.  Credits,  securities,  and  other  Intangible  personal  prop- 
erty within  the  District  not  employed  in  carrying  on  any  biislness 
therein  by  the  owner  shall  be  deemed  to  be  located  at  the  domi- 
cile of  the  owner  for  purposes  of  taxation  under  thU  title,  and. 
if  held  m  trust,  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  located  In  the  DUtrict 
for  purposes  of  taxation  under  this  title  solely  because  of  the 
trustee  being  domiciled  In  the  District:  Provided  furihcr.  That 
this  section  shall  not  apply  to  property  owned  by  alien  decedents, 
and  that  nothing  herein  contained  shall  affect  the  taxation  by 
the  DlsUict  of  any  property  cwned  by  alien  decedents  whicb.  at 
the  time  of  the  death  of  such  decedenU.  shall  be  xmder  the  JurU- 
dlctlon  of  the  District  or  over  which  the  District  has  control." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

DCTENSION  or  RZMARKS 

Mr.  MAONUSON.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  insert  in  the  Record  on  Monday  or  Tuesday  three 
speeches  I  am  in  process  of  preparing.    They  are  my  own 
remarks. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  speech  delivered  by  the  Solicitor  General  of  the 
United  States,  Francis  Biddle,  before  the  Pennsylvania  Bar 
Association. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rscord  and 
to  include  therein  a  communication  from  a  local  newspaper. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  ovtm  remarks  in  the  Rxcoao  and  to  Include 
therein  a  few  brief  excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  in 
regard  to  the  production  of  rubber  on  this  continent. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  THORKELJBON.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  insert  a  letter  which  I  have  received  and  an  article 
from  the  Jewish  Forum,  and  also  a  letter  I  wrote  in  reply. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered, 
•mere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanlmotis  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  Include 
therein  a  proposal  to  the  Republican  Platform  Committee 
as  given  by  Millard  W.  Rice,  national  legislative  represent- 
ative of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  letter  which  I  have  received  from  two  constituents. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  my  coUeague.  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
BradlktI  may  be  permitted  to  extend  his  own  remarks  In 
the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a  conmiunicatlon  which 
ht  received  from  the  National  Maritime  Union  of  America. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JARRETT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  short  editorial  from  a  local  paper  in  my  district. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  on  two  separate  subjects. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

RECCSS 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  House  will  stand 
In  recess  until  6:40.  Ten  minutes'  notice  by  the  ringing 
Of  the  bells  will  be  given  before  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Accordingly  »at  6  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.),  the  House 
stood  in  recess  until  6:40  p.  m. 

I  ArrCR  RICIS8 

The  recess  having  expired,  the  House  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker  at  6:40  o'clock  p.  m. 

rURTHKR  MESSACf  FROM  THZ  SEHATl 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  St.  Claire,  one 
Of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed,  with 
amendments  In  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is  re- 
quested, a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  8172.  An  act  to  amend  section  5  of  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  June  26,  1906.  relative  to  the  Alaska  salmon  fishery. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon 
its  amendments  to  the  foregoing  biU.  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon  and  appoints  Mr.  Overton,  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colo- 
rado, and  Mr.  Sheppard  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 

Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  6572.  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936  as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war-risk  insurance 
and  reinsurance  and  for  marine  risk  reinsurance  and  for 

other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9822)  entitled  "An  act  to  expedite  naval  ship- 
building, and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  requests  the 
House  to  return  to  the  Senate  the  bill  (S.  3464)  enUtled  "An 
act  to  amend  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act. 
1930,  as  amended." 
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The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  » 
Joint  resolution  of  the  foUoviring  title,  in  which  the  concur- 
rence of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.J. Res. 283.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  Col.  Donald  H. 
Connolly  to  hold  the  ofBcc  of  Administrator  of  avU  Aero- 
nautics in  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

COMPENSATION  OF  FORMkR  KMPLOYMS  OF  RAILWAY  MAIL  SERVICE 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  biU  (H.  R.  9491)  relating 
to  compensation  of  former  employees  of  the  Railway  Mail 
Service  in  certain  positions  and  reinstated  prior  to  August 

14.  1937. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bilL 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecticoi  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Sweeney]? 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  the  gentleman  tell  us  what  this  bill  is  and  what  it  does? 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  The  bill  seeks  to  correct  an  injustice  done 
an  Individual  who  was  separated  from  the  Railway  Mall 
Service  some  years  ago.  She  enjoyed  a  position  In  grade  4. 
Railway  Mail  Division.  When  she  wsis  reinstated  sis  a  result 
of  Investigation  she  was  put  back  in  grade  2,  because  Con- 
gress, in  the  meantime,  had  mcdifled  the  Reclassification  Act. 

This  bill  Involves  no  money.  It  simply  corrects  an  Injustice 
and  has  been  reported  with  the  full  consent  of  the  Post  OfiElce 
and  Post  Roads  Committee. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Sweeney]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  thirteenth  paragraph  of  section  7 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  reclassifying  the  salaries  of  postmastert 
and  employees  of  the  Postal  Service,  readjusting  their  salaries  and 
compensation  on  an  equitable  basU,  Increasing  postal  rates  to  pro- 
vide for  such  readjustment,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  Feb- 
ruary 28.  1925  (U.  8.  C,  title  39.  sec.  621).  as  amended.  Is  amended 
by  Inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  a  colon  and  the 
following  new  proviso:  "And  provided  further.  That  former  em- 
ployees of  the  Railway  Mall  Service  reinstated  to  stenographic  posi- 
tions prior  to  August  14,  1937.  may  be  promot«d  successively  to  their 
grade  at  the  time  of  separation  from  the  service,  but  not  to  a  higher 
grade  than  grade  4." 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  PISH,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  radio 
speech  by  me  to  be  delivered  this  evening. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  PishJ? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  a  recent  editorial  from  the  Binghamton  Press. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  IMr.  Edwin  A.  HallI? 

There  was  :io  objection. 

DEFICIENCY  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1941 — CONFERENCE  REPORT 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  present  a  con- 
ference report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  10104)  making  appropriations 
to  supply  deficiencies  in  certain  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1940.  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  s^ars  ending  June 
30.  1940,  and  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  the  Immediate  consideration  of  the 

conference  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  report. 

The  conference  report  is  as  follows: 

CONFERENCX  RXPOBT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bUl  (H.  R. 
10104)  making  appropriations  to  supply  deficiencies  \n  certain 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1940,  and  prior 
fiscal  years,  to  provide  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
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veara  ending  June  30.  1940.  and  June  30.  1941.  and  for  otherpur- 
Sr3  having  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  a^eed  to 
S^mmendfn^do  recommend  to  their  respective  Hou^s  a^f ol  ows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments  numbered  11.  15, 
la.  27,  38.  52.  53.  54,  55.  and  56.  «„.„h 

That  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ments  of  the  Senate  numbered  1  2.  3  4  5.  6  7  8  14.  17.  19.  £i. 
en  24  25  2<5  29  33  34  35,  36.  37,  39.  40.  41.  42.  43,  44.  45.  40. 
S:  It:  S:  IT.  ?1.  S.  ei.  62.  63.  64,  65.  ee.  67.  68.  69.  70.  71.  72. 
73   74   and  75;  and  agree  to  the  same.  .»     j. 

Amendment  numbered  9:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  ^^^J^l^^^^'''^^ 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert: 

"For  p^ent  to  Preston  L.  George.  William  S.  Houston  John  O. 
Nalley  and  William  H.  Wannall,  messengers  on  night  duty  during 
the  third  session  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress.  $450  each;  In  aU. 
»1.800.  to  be  paid  from  the  appropriation  for  printing  and  bind- 
ing for  Congress  for  the  fiscal  year  1941." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  10:  That  the  House  recede  from  Ita  dls- 
acreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  10,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  Ueu  ol 
the  sum  of  •ea.OOO.OOO"  proposed  In  said  amendment  insert 
'•»2  000.000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  12:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  niimbered  12.  and 
a«ree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  Ueu  or 
the  sum  of  "$16,200,000"  proposed  In  said  amendment  insert 
••$15,000,000  •;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  13:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  13-  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert  the  following: 

"rOOD     AND     DRUG     AD.MINISTRATION 

•'Enforcement  of  Tea  Importation  Act:  For  enabling  the  Federal 
Security  Administrator  to  carry  Into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  approved  March  2.  1897  (21  U.  S.  C.  41-50),  entitled  An  Act 
to  Prevent  the  Importation  of  Impure  and  Unwholesome  Tea.  as 
amended,  including  payment  of  compensation  and  expenses  of  the 
members  of  the  Board  appointed  under  section  2  of  the  Act  and 
all  of  the  necessary  officers  and  employees,  both  in  Washington 
and  in  the  field,  fiscal  year  1941,  $30,094:  Protndcd.  That  on  and 
after  July  1  1940,  no  tea,  or  merchandise  described  as  tea.  shall 
be  examined  for  Importation  into  the  United  States,  or  released 
by  the  Collector,  under  said  Act  unless  the  Importer  or  consignee 
of  such  tea  or  merchandise,  prior  to  such  examination,  has  paid 
for  deposit  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  miscellaneous 
receipts,  a  fee  of  3.5  cents  for  each  hundred  weight  or  fraction 
thereof  of  such  tea  and  merchandise." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.  .»     j. 

Amendment  numbered  15:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  15.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  insert: 

"Appraisers  Stores  Building,  Houston,  Texas:  The  Umlt  of  cost 
of  the  Appraisers  Stores  BtUldlng  Project  at  Houston,  Texas,  is 
hereby  Increased  by  $75,000." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  21:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  21,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
figure  "$75,000,000"  proposed  In  said  amendment  Insert  "$50.- 
000.000." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  28:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  28,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
sum  of  "$13,980"  proposed  In  said  amendment  Insert  "$7.000"'; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  30.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the 
simi  proposed  insert  "$800,000";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
Amendment  numbered  31:  That  the  Housfe  recede  from  Its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  31.  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of 
the  matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert:  ••;  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  this  sum  allocated  for  expenditure  in  connection  with 
the  control  and  prevention  of  spread  of  the  white-fringed  beetle 
shall  be  used  In  any  State  without  the  request  of  the  Governor  of 
such  Stete";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  48:  That  the  House  recede  from  Its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  48,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  the  matter 
inserted  by  said  amendment  strike  out  the  following:  '•to  remain 
available  until  expended";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  58:  That  the  House  recede  from  its  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  58.  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the  niatter 
Inrerted  by  said  amendment  Insert: 

"All  moneys  available  on  July   1.   1940.  under  the   appropriation 

•X;onstructlon  of  Buildings,  UtUitles.  and  Appurtenances  at  Military 

"Posts"  may  be  \ised  In  connection  with  the  purixxses  of  stich  appro- 
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nrlatlon  for  the  employment  of  personnel  at  the  seat  of  Government 
S^el^where  without  regard  to  civU-service  requirement*  and 
restrictions  of  law  relating  thereto." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.  

Amendment  numbered  59:  That  the  House  recede  '«>"  "»  f^ 
agreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  59  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  foUows:  In  Ueu  of  the  matter 
Inserted  by  said  amendment  Insert: 

-Not  to  exceed  5  per  centum  of  any  of  the  appropriations  for  the 
MUltary  Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  may  be  transferred 
with  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to 
any  other  of  such  appropriations,  but  no^  appropriation  shaU  be 
increased  more  than  5  per  centum  thereby." 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.  ^.^«„*. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendment* 

ntmibered  20  and  32.  _  ^ 

Edwasd  T.  Tatloe, 

C.    A.   WOODRtTM, 

Clasenck  Cannon, 
Lotns  Ludlow. 
J.  BtnxL  SNTDxm. 
Emmet  O'Neal. 
Geo.  W   Johnson, 
John  Taber, 

R.    B.    WlCGLESWCMtTH, 
W.    P.   LAMBIBT80N, 

J.  W.  Drrrni, 
Uanagera  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Alva  B.  Adams. 

Kenneth  McKellab. 

Carl  Hatden, 

James  P.  Btrnes, 

Frederick  Hale. 

John  G.  Townsend, 
Managers  on  the  port  o/  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1  min- 
ute to  the  gentleman  from  California  I  Mr.  Anderson  1. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  grati- 
fied to  note  that  the  Senate  has  placed  in  this  bill  the  sum 
of  $500.,000  to  be  used  for  investigating  the  posslbiUties  of 
producing  rubber  In  the  Western  Hemisphere.  As  I  stated 
to  the  House  last  Thursday,  I  felt  that  we  were  adopting  a 
short-sighted  policy  in  refusing  to  appropriate  any  funds  in 
the  deficiency  bill  for  rubber  development.  I  congratulate 
the  House  conferees  on  having  agreed  to  the  item  and  triist 
that  it  will  be  wisely  used. 

However,  it  is  regrettable  that  some  portion  of  the  funds 
has  not  been  earmarked  for  Investigating  the  possibility  of 
producing  rubber  commercially  In  this  i  country  from  the 
guayule  rubber  plant.  As  I  have  previously  pointed  out  to 
Members  of  this  body,  the  development  of  the  guayule  rubber 
plant  might  go  a  long  way  toward  helping  to  solve  the  farm 
problem  in  the  United  States.  Guayule  is  a  native  of  Mexico 
and  can  be  successfully  grown  in  Texas,  New  Mexico,  Arizona, 
Nevada,  and  California.  Further  investigations  might  prove 
that  it  can  be  profitably  grown  in  other  States.  If  proven 
commercially  valuable,  it  could  well  replace  many  thousands 
of  acres  now  growing  surplus  crops.  Certainly  its  possibili- 
ties should  not  be  ignored. 

I  can  see  no  good  reason  for  spending  all  of  the  sum  ap- 
propriated in  either  South  or  Central  America.  I  trust  that 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  will  see  fit  to  use  a  portion  of 
the  appropriation  in  the  United  States  for  guayule  develop- 
ment. We  may  be  taking  a  long  step  toward  reducing  crop 
surpluses,  providing  employment,  and  raising  a  supply  of  one 
of  the  most  vital  materials  essential  to  our  national  defense. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mi.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  TarverI. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  note  with  a  great  deal  of 
gratification  that  the  conferees  have  agreed  to  one-half  of 
the  sum  inserted  by  the  Senate  for  the  control  and  eradica- 
tion of  the  white-fringed  beetle.  The  Budget  estimate  was 
$600,000,  and.  as  I  understand  the  conference  report,  the 
amount  carried  or  approved  in  the  report  is  $300,000.  That 
amount  In  all  probability  will  be  insufficient.  May  I  ask 
whether  or  not  It  is  the  thought  of  the  conferees  that  if  ad- 
ditional money  might  be  necessary  for  this  purpose  it  will  be 
provided  from  the  general  funds  for  insect-pest  control  and 
eradication? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman 
that  the  conferees  have  no  information  as  to  Just  what  funds 
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may  be  available  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  that 
purpose,  but  inasmuch  as  the  Congress  will  be  in  session  here. 
we  hope  that  the  $300,000  will  be  sufficient  to  at  least  start 

the  program. 

Mr.  TARVER.  Of  course,  the  genUeman  realizes  that 
some  $3,000,000  have  been  appropriated  by  the  Congress  for 
insect  control  and  eradication  and  that  money  is  subject 
to  being  used  for  the  specific  purpose  of  beetle  control  and 
eradication. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  If  the  Department  has  the 
funds,  they  may  be  used  for  that  ptirpose. 

Mr.  RICH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
frcan  Pennsyh-ania. 

Mr.  RICH.    How  much  did  you  allow  to  chase  that  beetle? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Just  one-half  of  the  Budget 
estimate.    We  saved  $300,000  toward  balancing  the  Budget. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  acpreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  first  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  »:   On  pag'J  11,  after  line  6.  insert: 

"Work  Projects  Administration.  The  appropriations  mr  tne 
Work  ProlecU  Administration  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  shaU  be 
available  for  the  prosecuUon  of  projects,  subject  to  the  approval 
of  tbe  President,  for  training  for  manual  occupations  In  mdustrles 
in  producUon  for  naUonal-defense  purposes." 
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Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  re- 
cede and  concur  with  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  foUows: 

Mr  WooDRtJM  moves  that  the  Hotise  recede  from  Its  disagreement 
to  Senate  amendment  No.  30  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an 
amendment  as  foUows:   In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted.   Insert  the 

following :  I 

^WORK  PBOJ1CT8  ADSOKISTmATIOir 

"Subdivision  (3)  of  subsection  (b)  of  section  1  of  the  Emergency 

Relief  Appropriation   Act.   fiscal  year  1941,   Is  hereby  amended  by 

insertmg  the  following  after  the  word  training-,  'for  manual  occu- 

patioos  in  industries  engaged  in  production  for  national  defense 


Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber  1. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  recognize  the  difficulty  of 
bringing  up  a  matter  of  this  kind  on  this  occasion,  but  this  is 
the  most  ridiculous  thing  I  ever  beard  of  in  legislation.  We 
have  provided  on  pages  9.  10,  and  11  a  total  of  $17,000,000 
for  vocational  training  of  those  who  register  for  it  In  the 
technical  high  schools  and  other  schools  of  the  country. 
This  money  will  produce  machinists,  toolmakers.  and  other 
skilled  workers. 

The  proposition  on  which  you  will  soon  vote  is  to  let  the 
W.  P.  A.  send  its  employees  to  that  school  and  pay  them 
while  they  are  going  to  school.  This  means  that  side  by  side 
with  the  boys  who  are  going  to  school  regularly  and  who  are 
not  getting  paid  for  it  will  be  these  W.  P.  A.  employees,  most 
of  them  beyond  the  age  where  they  can  learn  the  job  right, 
and  they  will  be  getting  paid  for  going  to  school.  Did  you 
ever  hear  of  anything  quite  so  ridiculous?  It  will  demoralize 
the  entire  vocational  training  program  to  produce  tool- 
makers,  machinists,  and  so  on.  It  does  seem  as  though  the 
Congress  ought  to  have  some  sense  about  the  way  it  legislates 
and  not  agree  to  such  a  proposition  as  this.  I  hope  the 
motion  will  be  rejected.     (Applause.!  ,^  .    .». 

Mr  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon  1  such  time  as  he  may 

desire.  .  . 

Mr  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Is  the  most 
salutary  provision  in  the  entire  bill.  It  does  not  cost  an  extra 
penny.  It  provides  no  additional  charge  against  the  Treas- 
ury. It  wUl  provide  training  for  W.  P.  A.  workers  which  will 
be  useful  to  them  in  finding  private  employment.  It  not  only 
provides  work  relief  and  relief  for  their  families,  but  it  pro- 
vides training  that  will  make  them  useful  citizens  after  they 
leave  W,^  P.  A.    In  addition,  it  utilizes  facilities  which  would 


otherwtse  be  idle  and  it  gives  these  workers  training  such  as 
they  can  get  nowhere  else  outside  of  vocational  schools. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  include  »«  »r 
remarks  a  letter  on  the  subject  from  the  Director  of  the  WorK 
Projects  Administration.  _*     *  *w. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Jttnk  22,  1940. 

•n»e  Honorable  Cxjuuknce  Cannon, 

House  of  Representatives. 
Mt  Dear  Mr.  Cannon:  Reference  Is  made  to  yotir  '*q^*f'.*°* 
Information  in  connection  with  the  de-^tJ^^yfo^.i**!^*® 
which  would  make  It  possible  for  the  Work  Projects  Admtaistt*- 
tlon  to  train  workers  for  manual  occupations  in  Industries  engaged 
In  producUon  for  national -defense  purposes.  This  legislation,  as 
you  know,  was  provided  for  by  the  Senate  in  Senate  amendment 
No.  4  to  House  Joint  Resolution  No.  M4,  which  was  later  sUicken 
out  in  conference. 

In  connection  with  the  operation  of  a  tratoing  program  of  tnia 
nature  by  the  Work  Projects  Administration.  I  would  like  to  eUte 
briefly  the  methods  I  propose  to  follow. 

First,  I  propose  to  utilize  to  the  fvdlest  extent  possible,  in  coop- 
eration with  the  United  States  Office  of  Education,  the  available 
facilities  of  the  presently  established  public  vocational  schools. 
The  facilities  of  these  schools.  Including  the  trained  personnel,  can 
be  utUlzed  for  the  purpose  of  training  during  the  summer  months 
that  are  Just  ahead  to  a  greater  extent  thau  In  any  other  period 
during  the  year.  It  is,  therefore.  Important  that  the  training 
program  get  under  way  quickly  in  order  that  the  Federal  Oov- 
ertunent  may  take  full  advantage  of  the  faculties  of  the  established 
vocational  schools. 

Second,  there  are  literally  hundreds  of  thousands  of  i>«"on8 
who  are  either  now  employed  by  the  Work  Projects  Administra- 
tion or  are  eligible  for  such  employment  who.  with  a  Umlted 
amount  of  training,  can  be  developed  Into  a  group  of  trained 
workmen  ready  and  qualified  to  perform  useful  services  In  In- 
dustries Which  are  engaged  in  production  for  national -defense 
purposes.  The  work  histories,  work  habits,  and  abilities  of  these 
persons  are  known  to  the  Work  Projects  Administration,  and  this 
Administration  Is  in  a  position  to  select  the  best  qualified  i>er- 
Bonnel  from  this  group  for  assignment  to  the  training  program. 

It  would  be  my  Intention  to  establish,  on  the  same  basis  as 
other  work  projects  are  set  up,  a  training  project  to  which  selected 
persons  from  the  relief  rolls  would  be  assigned.  By  doing  this  It 
would  be  possible  for  the  Work  Projects  Administration  to  ac- 
complish a  dual  purpose,  that  of  providing  employment  to  needy 
unemployed  persons  and.  at  the  same  time,  to  provide  training 
which  would  equip  needy  unemployed  persons  to  secure  Jobs  in 
occupations  in  industries  which  are  vital  to  the  national  defense. 
There  Is  no  doubt  but  that  Industry,  within  the  next  few 
months,  will  demand  a  large  reservoir  of  trained  labor  from  which 
their  needs  may  be  filled.  The  Work  Projects  Administration  has 
the  raw  material  which,  with  a  limited  amount  of  training  and 
retraining,  can  be  developed  Into  potential  employees  in  Industry. 
I  am  convinced  that  this  Job  of  training  should  be  Instituted 
immediately  In  order  that  the  Federal  Government  may  take  fxiU 
advantage  of  the  vacation  period  of  the  vocational  schools  diurlng 
the  summer  months  and  utilize  the  facilities  of  these  schools  to 
the  greatest  extent  possible. 

I  wish  to  assure  you  that  no  additional  appropriation  will  be 
required  or  requested  to  finance  the  proposed  training.  Inasmuch 
as  the  funds  expended  would  accomplish  the  dual  purpose  of  pay- 
ment of  wages  to  needy  unemployed  persons  as  well  as  provide 
training  In  occupations  which  are  vital  to  the  national  defense. 
Very  trxily  yours, 

F.  C  Harrington, 

Commissioner. 


Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUe- 
man yield?    . 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Does  this  program  provide  that 
the  high  schools  and  colleges  which  have  been  giving  Indus- 
trial and  vocational  training  shall  continue  with  Increased 
emphasis  because  of  increased  financial  aid? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Yes;  and  it  uses  their  facilities. 
their  laboratories,  and  their  equipment  at  times  when  they 
would  not  otherwise  be  in  use. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  must  say  that  It  Is  a  most 
wholesome  thing  to  plan  to  use  the  machinery,  the  plants, 
and  shops  we  have  already  prepared  in  peacetime  to  magnify 
this  work  in  the  present  crisis.  Such  training  is  highly  im- 
portant now.  and  we  should  make  use  of  existing  facilities. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  think  it  will  meet  with  the 
approval  of  every  citizen  who  is  interested  in  making  the 
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W.  p.  A.  not  merely  a  temporary  stopgap  but  a  stepping  stone 
to  a  useful  profession. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield?  ^  ^,  ,    _ 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  There  seems  to  be  a  Uttle 
confusion  between  the  thought  expressed  by  the  gentleman 
and  that  expressed  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  tMr. 
Taber].  This  does  not  apply  to  high -school  training  or  voca- 
tional training  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps. 

Mr  CANNON  of  Missouri.  It  applies  to  vocational  train- 
ing in  the  W.  P.  A.  through  the  employment  of  laboratories, 
equipment,  and  facilities  of  schools  at  a  time  when  they  are 
not  in  use  for  the  usual  school  purposes. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Does  this  compel  the 
school  authorities  in  any  community  to  accept  the  W.  P.  A. 
workers  in  the  vocational  divisions  of  the  high  schools? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  No;  it  will  be  W.  P.  A.  train- 
ing, separate  from  the  vocational  schools  but  \ising  their 
f  flcilitics. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  We  have  made  appropriations  for  vocational 
education  to  train  the  boys  in  the  high  schools.  Now.  with 
respect  to  this  W.  P.  A.  project,  are  you  going  to  pay  the 
Individuals  that  go  into  the  schools  under  this  proposal. 
While  the  boys  in  the  high  schools  who  are  working  under 
'the  vocational  educational  program  get  the  same  training 

yet  get  no  pay  for  it? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  The  only  difference  Is  that 
the  men  who,  if  you  do  not  pass  this  authorization,  would 
otherwise  spend  their  time  at  unskilled  work  and  who 
otherwise  would  leave  the  W.  P.  A.  with  no  proficiency  ex- 
cept the  knowledge  they  had  when  they  went  there,  will 
be  able  when  they  leave  W.  P.  A.  to  go  Immediately  into 
industrial  life,  equipped  to  take  up  a  skilled  or  semiskilled 
vocation. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Colorado. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Does  this  refer  to  W.  P.  A. 
workers  or  C.  C.  C.  workers? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  It  applies  to  employees  on  the 
Work  Projects  Administration,  and  will  contribute  more 
than  any  other  one  feature  to  rehabilitating  and  preparing 
these  men  for  self-support  and  qualifying  them  for  American 
citizenship. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
offered  by  the   gentleman   from   Virginia    [Mr.   WoodrumI. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Taber)  there  were — ayes  119,  noes  55. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  rejxjrt  the  next  amend- 
ment in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  No.  32.  Page  22.  after  line  21.  insert  the  following: 
"Pink  bollworm  and  thurberla  weevU  control:  For  an  addi- 
tional amount  for  the  control  and  prevention  of  spread  of  the 
thurberla  weevU  and  the  pink  bollworm,  including  the  objects 
Bpecifled  under  this  head  in  the  Department  of  Agrictilture  ap- 
propriation bUl.  1941.  $380,000." 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  further  insist  on  its  disagreement  to  the  Senate 
amendment. 

Mr.  KLEBERG.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  rr,wwwmn  moves  that  the  House  recede  from  Its  disagreement 
to  Senate  amendment  No.  32  and  concur  therein. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr.  KlxbkrgI. 

Mr.  KLEBERG.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  shall  not  take  the  5 
minutes,  but  I  desire  to  lay  before  the  membership  here  a 
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situation  which  deserves  serious  consideration.  There  have 
been  occasions  when  matters  involving  insect  pests  have  been 
referred  to  with  all  sorts  of  facetiousness.  The  measure  pro- 
posed here  is  one  which  does  not  involve  a  pest  which  has 
come  into  this  country  and  fastened  itself  upon  it.  but  one 
which  we  desire  to  keep  out  of  the  country,  one  which  history 
shows  that  in  the  country  where  it  functions  it  has  been 
more  destructive  than  all  the  pests  combined  that  affect  the 
cotton-producing  industry  of  this  Nation  and  elsewhere. 

In  days  like  this,  when  we  are  appropriating  for  things 
that  we  feel  are  imminent,  we  should  be  reasonable  enough 
in  such  an  hour  to  meet  this  situation,  especially  when  those 
who  have  urged  these  appropriations  have  complied  with 
every  requirement,  including  statements  from  doctors  and 
messages  from  the  President  and  from  the  Budget  Director 
recommending  such  legislation.  We  should  not  on  this  occa- 
sion overlook  the  fact  that  now,  with  the  problem  of  prepar- 
ing this  Nation  for  naUonal  defense,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
continue  to  try  to  take  up  the  slack  with  respect  to  employ- 
ment, and  cotton  as  an  agency  for  employment.  Mr.  Speaker, 
is  the  most  important  single  product  produced  by  man. 

I  have  nothing  more  to  say.  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  hope  in 
order  to  expedite  the  adoption  of  this  conference  report  and 
in  order  to  prepare  for  the  defense  of  the  cotton  industry  of 
this  country,  this  motion  will  prevail. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri   I  Mr.  Cannon]. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  committees 
of  the  House  are  at  a  great  disadvantage  in  defending  these 
appropriation  bills.  We  come  here  on  the  1st  of  December, 
a  month  ahead  of  the  rest  of  the  Members  of  the  House,  al- 
though we  would  much  rather  stay  at  home  with  our  families 
in  the  preholiday  season.  We  come  here  on  the  1st  day  of 
December  and  we  stay  and  hold  hearings  day  after  day  on 
these  appropriation  bills  under  trying  conditions. 

To  begin  with,  the  departmental  representatives  who  ap- 
pear before  these  committees  asking  for  money  have  every 
advantage.  They  demand  more  and  more  money  every  year 
for  more  and  more  diverse  purposes.  We  have  no  way  of 
checking  the  accuracy  of  their  statements  or  the  weight  of 
their  opinions.  We  have  to  take  their  ipsi  dixit  and  while 
the  vast  majority  of  them  are  sincere,  we  find  every  session 
some  that  were  mistaken  in  their  conclusions  and  in  many 
instances  which  I  could  cite  if  there  were  time,  we  are  the 
victims  of  deliberate  fraud.  We  endeavor  as  best  we  can  to 
make  a  fair  appraisal  of  the  needs  of  the  Government  and 
hold  the  appropriations  down  to  the  minimum  required  by 
the  project  and  administer  it  as  wisely  as  possible.  But  al- 
ways we  are  imder  a  heavy  handicap  in  our  efforts  to  pro- 
tect the  Treasury,  and  if  we  do  make  mistakes,  the  mistakes 
inevitably  are  in  making  the  appropriation  too  large  rather 
than  too  small. 

Having  finally  arrived  at  as  equitable  a  bill  as  we  can 
write  we  must  then  run  the  gantlet  of  the  whole  committee 
and  then  the  bill  is  reported  to  the  House.  Here  we  are 
assailed  from  every  side  by  Members  who  want  to  load  the 
bill  with  appropriations  for  their  districts  or  their  States 
or  their  industries.  It  is  their  duty  to  represent  their  con- 
stituency and  we  have  no  complaint  when  they  ask  for  these 
appropriations  but  that  does  not  lessen  the  burden  and  re- 
sponsibility of  the  committee  to  keep  the  bill  as  free  as  pos- 
sible from  unjustified  charges  against  the  Treasury.  And 
too  often  it  is  diflBcult  to  escape  the  conviction  that  there 
are  interests  which  are  thinking  more  of  what  they  can  get 
out  of  the  Government  than  of  what  service  they  can  render 
the  Government.  In  all  these  debates  we  wage  an  unequal 
struggle  against  coalitions  formed  for  mutual  assistance  in 
putting  over  appropriations  which  by  themselves  would  not 
be  agreed  to.  So  invariably  there  are  millions  of  dollars  in 
every  general  appropriation  bill  that  ought  not  to  be  there. 
Every  one  of  these  appropriation  bills  we  have  passed  this 
session  carries  large  sums  in  excess  of  the  actual  needs  of 
the  service. 

Then  we  come  to  the  floor  of  the  House  and  again  we  have 
to  fight  to  protect  the  bilL 
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Mr.  Speaker,  the  membership  of  the  House  should  be  a  Uttle 
more  charitable  toward  the  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  We  do  not  want  to  cut  these  appropriations. 
We  do  not  want  to  deny  our  colleagues  who  come  in  and  ask 
Xor  things  in  which  they  are  Interested. 

We  would  rather  be  in  your  favor;  we  would  rather  go  along 
with  you;  we  would  rather  be  good  fellows  than  crabs.  For 
while  Meml)ers  as  a  rule  understand,  too  frequently  Members 
Whose  appropriations  are  denied  make  a  personal  matter  of 
it.  "Oh.  weU.  the  committee  just  does  not  like  me  and  that 
is  the  reason  they  do  not  put  my  project  in  the  bill." 

There  is  no  groimd  for  such  opinion.  Even  meritorious 
proposals  must  be  rejected,  not  because  the  money  would 
not  be  wisely  spent,  but  because  we  have  only  so  much 
money  to  spend  and  we  cannot  include  everything.  If  we 
put  in  everything  that  is  asked,  any  one  bill  wotild  of  itself 
exhaust  the  entire  Treasury.  "Hiere  is  nothing  personal  in 
these  bills.  We  have  no  personal  interest  to  serve  by  deny- 
ing appropriations.    But  there  must  be  a  limit  somewhere. 

Then  the  bill  goes  to  the  Senate  and  the  Senate  adds 
everything  anybody  can  suggest  and  we  have  to  go  to  con- 
ference and  fight  it  all  over  again.  The  pending  amend- 
ment is  a  case  in  point. 

This  item  has  been  before  this  House  four  different  times 
and  four  different  times  the  House  has  voted  against  it, 
and  here  in  the  last  minute  of  the  last  hour  of  the  last  day, 
they  come  in  again  with  the  same  old  moth-eaten  request 
for    an    appropriaUon   which   the    House   has    four    times 

defeated. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker.  It  is  up  to  the  House.  We  have  tried 
to  hold  these  appropriations  down  within  some  limit  ol 
reason.  Try  as  we  may.  they  are  mushrooming  at  an  alarm- 
ing rate.  The  agricultural  appropriation  bill,  for  example, 
has  grown  in  2  decades  over  1,500  percent. 

In  1920  the  bill  carried  only  $33,000,000  and  today  we 
have  appropriated  for  the  same  purpose  $1,534,000,000. 

In  20  years,  by  Just  such  amendments  as  this,  you  have 
helped  to  raise  it  from  $33,000,000  to  $1,534,000,000.  At 
tliat  rate  what  are  we  coming  to?  Where  is  the  end? 
Somebody  must  sit  on  the  lid,  and  the  members  of  the 
committee  have  to  do  that  if  it  is  done  at  all. 

If  you  have  any  regard  for  a  balanced  Budget,  if  you 
want  the  Government  conducted  on  a  business  basis,  if 
you  wish  to  maintain  our  form  of  government  you  wiU 
have  to  keep  us  out  of  national  bankruptcy.  We  ask  you 
to  stand  by  the  committee.  ,  _.  ,j  «     , 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2  mm- 
utes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr.  M.^how]. 

Mr  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  represent  the  greatest  cotton- 
producing  district  in  the  United  States.  In  that  district  we 
have  such  extremely  cold  weather  in  most  winters  that  the 
pink  bollworm  cannot  well  survive,  though  about  hatf  of 
my  district-  is  under  quarantine;  but  In  the  great  majority  of 
the  cotton-producing  counUes  of  the  South  the  pink  boU- 
worm  can  survive  the  winter.  Believe  me.  he  is  the  most 
devastating  pest  that  ever  hit  a  cottonfleld.  In  view  of 
climatic  conditions  my  district  would  probably  profit  if  the 
pink  bollworm  should  destroy  competing  cotton  areas. 

You  have  heard  about  this  idea  of  penny-wise  and  pound- 
foolish  It  is  a  foolish  thing.  In  my  opinion,  for  the  Congress 
and  for  the  House  of  Representatives  to  turn  down  this  item. 
The  President  says  we  need  It.  the  Budget  says  we  need  It. 
and  the  Senate  says  we  need  it.  and  everybody  who  is  f  amUlar 
with  the  cotton-growing  conditions  in  this  country  knows 
that  we  need  this  item  in  order  to  protect  the  economic 
security  of  millions  of  men  In  many  communities  throughout 
the  South.  ^,  .  ... 

Mr.  KLEBERG.   Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAHON.    Yes.  ^    ^ 

Mr  KLEBERG.  The  item  adopted  by  the  House  just  pre- 
ceding this  Item  had  no  Budget  recommendations  or  support. 
I  feel  somewhat  offended  with  being  charged  by  the  BcnUe- 
man  who  just  spoke  against  the  amendment  with  raiding 
the  Treasury,  when  I  see  instances  such  as  that  to  which  I 
have  just  referred. 
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Mr.  MAHON.    I  trust  the  House  win  agree  to  the  motion 
of  the  genUeman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered.  #        *«  i 

The   SPEAKER.    The   question   is   on   the   preferential 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas.  ^  ^  w. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  W 
Mr.  Kleberg)  .  there  were— ayes  32.  noes  118. 
So  the  motion  to  recede  and  concur  was  rejected. 
The  SPEAKER.     The  question  now  recurs  on  the  motion 
of  the   genUeman  from  VU^nla  to   further   insist  on  the 
disagreement  of  the  House  to  the  Senate  amendment. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  motion  was 
agreed  to  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  com- 
pletes the  action  of  the  House  on  the  deficiency  appro- 
priation biU,  with  the  exception  of  this  amendment,  whicn 
has  just  been  acted  on.  That  has  to  go  back  to  the  Senate 
for  their  action.  If  the  Senate  should  recede,  that  com- 
pletes the  action.  If  the  Senate  should  insist,  the  bill  has 
to  come  back  for  further  consideration  of  the  House. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to 
Mr.  PiTTDfGEa  for  2  days  on  account  of  official  business. 
adjournment  resolution 

Mr  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  the  following  con- 
current resolution  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have 
read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Bouse   Concurrent   Reaolutlon   83 
Resolved,   by   the   House   of   Representatives    (,*^^^«~'*«   f^" 
curring)   That  when  the  two  Houses  adjourn  on  Saturday.  June  23, 
IMO.   they   stand   adjourned   untU    12  odock   meridian,   Monday, 
Jxily  1,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  con- 
current resolution. 

The  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  ftirther  resolution. 

Houae  Resolution  545 

Resolved,  That  notwithstanding  the  recess  or  the  adjournment 
of^Hoxise  untU  July  1.  1940  the  Clerk  of  t^e  House  Uhere^ 
authorized  to  receive  messages  from  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker 
be  and  he  Is  hereby,  authoriasd  to  sign  any  enroUed  bUls  or 
jci^t  resolutions  duly  passed  by  the  two  Housoi  and  w^tlch  have 
be«n  examined  by  the  Committee  on  EnroUed  BUla  and  found 
truly  enroUed. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

ICAann    WAR-RISK    INSURANCE 

Mr  BLAND.  Mr,  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bUl  (H.  R.  6572)  to  amend 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936.  as  amended,  to  provide 
for  marine  war-risk  insurance  and  reinsurance,  and  for 
marine-risk  reinsurance,  and  for  other  purposes,  with  Sen- 
ate amendments,  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments  as  follows: 

(1)  Page  1..  line  10.  after  "commerce,"  Insert:  due  to  eztraordi- 
nary  risks  arising  under  existing  war  conditions. 

(2)  Page  2,  line  26,  strike  out  [war  property!  and  insert:  var. 
property. 

(3)  Page  4,  after  line  23.  insert: 

"8»c  226  In  the  event  of  diaagreemeiU  as  to  a  claim  for  losses 
or  the  amount  thereof,  on  account  of  insurance  under  thts  sub- 
title an  action  on  the  claim  may  be  brought  and  maintained 
aoainst  the  United  States  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States 
iutina  in  admiralty  in  the  district  in  which  the  claimant  or  his 
aaentmav  reside,  or  in  case  the  claimant  has  nc  residence  in  the 
United  States,  in  a  district  court  in  which  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
of  the  United  States  shall  agree  to  accept  service.  Said  suits  shall 
vroceed  and  shall  be  heard  and  determined  according  to  the  pro- 
Itisions  of  an  Act  entitled  'An  Act  authorizing  suits  against  the 
United  States  in  admiralty,  suits  for  salvage  services,  and  providing 
for  the  release  of  merchant  veaitels  belonging  to  the  United  States 
from  arrest  and  attachment  in  foreign  jurisdictions,  and  for  other 
purposes;  approved  March   9.  1920.  as  amended   (knoum  as   the 
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Suits  in  Admiralty  Act),  insofar  as  such  provisions  are  notiiwv^ 
plicable  and  are  not  contrary  to  or  inconsistent  unth  the  provisions 

of  this  subtitle."  _       ,^       ^  .     „*     f^._ 

(4)  Page  6.  line  16.  strike  out  paw.'l  and  insert,  law. 
(5>  Page  6.  after  line  16.  Insert:  .  ,._.,„ 

"Sec  228  All  the  provisions  of  this  subtitle  shall  expire  by  limita- 
tion March  10,  1942.  or  sooner  upon  a  proclamation  by  the  Fresi- 
dent  that  the  extraordinary  condition  upon  which  it  is  predicated  is 
passed." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

Mr.    SCHAFER   of    Wisconsin.    Reserving    the   right   to 
object,  what  is  the  amendment.  Mr.  Speaker? 
Mr.  THILL.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  would  ask  the  gentleman  not  to  object. 
The  amendments  are  rather  restrictive  in  character. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  wonder  whether  the  gentleman  would 
explain  the  amendments  as  they  came  over.  Probably  we 
might  be  able  to  adjust  them. 

Mr.  BLAND.  The  amendments  put  on  by  the  Senate  are 
restrictive  in  character.  This  is  a  bill  for  marine  insurance. 
The  first  amendment  makes  the  operation  of  the  bill  due  to 
extraordinary  risks  under  existing  war  conditions  so  that 
It  meets  the  objection  that  the  Government  might  be  going 
generally  into  the  insurance  business,  which  is  not  intended. 
The  second  amendment  is  purely  a  matter  of  punctuation. 
The  third  amendment  is  a  section  that  was  in  the  bill 
reported  to  the  House,  and  deals  with  procedural  matter 
as  to  suits  and  things  of  that  kind.  It  was  favorably  re- 
ported. There  was  never  any  objection  made  to  it.  and  by 
inadvertence  it  was  omitted  from  the  bill  that  was  passed. 
That  is  restored. 

The  last  amendment  is  a  new  section  that  has  been  placed 
on  the  bill  in  the  Senate  that  limits  the  operation  of  this 
bill  to  March  10,  1942.  It  provides  that  all  the  provisions 
of  this  subtitle  shall  expire  by  limitation  on  March  10.  1942, 
or  sooner,  upon  a  proclamation  by  the  President  that  the 
extraordinary  conditions  upon  which  it  is  predicated  are 
passed. 

So  that,  with  these  amendments,  they  meet  all  the  objec- 
tions, even  those  urged  here  upon  the  floor. 

Mr.  DITTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield., 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  believe  my  distinguished  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schaitr]  wovild  like  to 
interrogate  the  gentleman  on  certain  features  of  the  bill. 
I  wonder  whether  he  would  yield  to  him  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  As  much  as  I  regret  It,  I 
cannot  sit  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and  give  my  consent  to 
pass  this  bill  by  unanimous  consent,  and  permit  the  Govern- 
ment to  go  into  unlimited  subsidized  competition  in  private 
Insurance  flields,  with  the  sky  the  limit,  as  to  the  amount 
of  public  money  which  can  be  spent. 

Mr.  BLAND.  This  is  not  going  into  subsidized  competi- 
tion. It  is  simply  to  provide  legislation  whereby,  if  the  con- 
dition arises  that  this  insurance  is  needed,  the  Government 
can  supply  it  and  commerce  can  move. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Has  the  Maritime  Commis- 
sion definitely  and  positively  informed  your  committee  that 
they  do  not  intend  to  go  into  the  general  insurance  business 
and  unfairly  compete  with  private  business? 
BLAND.    Absolutely. 
Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.   They  only  intend  to  use  this 
authority  in  an  emergency,  most  generally  for  the  purpose 
of  reinsurance? 
Mr.  BLAND.    That  Is  the  purpose. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  And  the  Senate  amendment 
limits  the  date  as  to  the  operation  of  the  act,  thereby  indi- 
cating that  it  is  a  temporary  program  by  reason  of  uncertain 
world  conditions? 

Mr.  BLAND.  That  Is  true.  It  fixes  the  date  at  March  10, 
1942,  and  possibly  earlier. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  In  view  of  the  statement  of 
the  very  distinguished  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Bland], 
who  is  one  of  the  ablest  Members  of  the  House,  and  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  bill  now  has  a  limitation,  I,  as  a  humble 


Member,  wUl  withdraw  my  objection  to  the  consideration  of 
this  bill.    [Applause.]  _.  .  .„ 

Mr.  THILL.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Is  there  any  immediate  necessity  for  this  legislation? 
Mr.  BLAND.    No  one  can  tell  what  conditions  may  be  in 
which  there  is  needed  marine  insurance  and  reinsurance, 
and  if  marine  insurance  cannot  be  obtained,  commerce  can- 
not move  on  the  waters.    There  is  immediate  necessity  in 
being  prepared  to  take  care  of  any  condition  that  may  arise. 
Mr.  THILL.    This  country  is  not  at  war  at  the  present 
time. 
Mr,  BLAND.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  THILL.    We  do  not  expect  to  get  into  the  war,  nor  do 
we  expect  to  send  our  ships  into  war  zones  or  regions. 

Mr.  BLAND.  We  do  not;  but  although  we  have  been  build- 
ing up  marine  Insurance  for  the  last  20  years,  we  have  not 
yet  built  it  up  sufficiently  in  this  country  to  take  care  of  all 
our  needs  for  coverage.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  press 
his  objection.  I  urge  upon  him  that  it  is  more  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  exporters  and  importers  of  America  than  it  is  other- 
wise, so  that  their  commerce  may  move.  Without  Insurance, 
commerce  does  not  move  on  the  seas. 
Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  wUl  the  gentleman  yield  further? 
Mr.  BLAND.    Certainly. 

Mr.  THILL.    There  is  no  intention,  then,  to  put  our  ships 
into  war  zones? 

Mr.  BLAND.     Absolutely  not. 

Mr.  THILL.    And  then  make  the  Government  carry  the 
insurance  on  these  ships,  assume  the  risks,  and  pay  the  losses? 
Mr.  BLAND.    I  can  assure  the  gentleman  that  that  Is  not 
'  the  intention.  --— 

Mr.  THILL.    With  that  assurance  and  understanding,  I 
will  not  press  my  objection. 
Mr.  BLAND.    I  thank  the  gentleman  very  much. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ALASKAN  SALMOIV  FISHXRT 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  8172)  to  amend  section  5 
of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  June  26,  1906.  relative  to 
the  Alaska  salmon  fishery,  with  a  Senate  amendment  and 
concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Line  5.  strike  out  all  after  "amended"  where  It  appears  the  sec- 
ond time  down  to  and  including  "thereon"  In  line  13.  and  insert: 
"By  inserting  after  the  word  'border'  in  the  first  sentence  of  said 
section  a  comma  and  the  following:  'and  except  by  book  and  Une 
for  either  personal  or  commercial  use.'  " 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Senate  amendment  does 
exactly  what  the  House  intended  to  do.  but  does  it  in  a  slightly 
different  way.  We  wanted  to  give  the  trawlers  an  oppor- 
tunity to  operate  and  not  be  bound  by  the  weekly  closed 
p>eriod. 

The  amendment  is  acceptable  to  the  Delegate  from  Alaska. 

Mr.  DITTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DITTER.  And  I  understand  that  the  minority  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  approve  the  suggestion. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Both  these  bills  have  the  approval  of  the 
minority  members. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION   OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  de- 
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tailed  procedure  as  to  how  the  W.  P.  A.  will  operate  under 
the  vocational -training  plan. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

KXCESS 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  House  will  again 
stand  in  recess  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Speaker.  Five 
minutes'  notice  will  be  given  by  the  ringing  of  the  bells. 

Thereupon  (at  7  o'clock  and  25  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House 
stood  In  recess  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

I  Aim  ESCKSS 

The  recess  having  expired,  the  House  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker  at  8:58  o'clock  p.  m. 

KZTENSIOir    or    RnfABICS 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  a  previous  order  of 
the  House  I  was  accorded  the  privUege  of  addressing  the 
House  for  10  minutes.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  that  I 
may  be  permitted  to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
genUeman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Dwcell]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

WARREN    K.    RABY.    UKK    THE    UIOTORK    HE    WORE    WITH    CREDIT, 

WAS  "TRinS  BLUE" 

Mr.  DINGELli.  Mr.  Speaker,  June  23  of  this  year  marks 
the  anniversary  of  the  passing  of  Patrolman  Warren  K. 
Raby  an  officer  of  the  law  who  -served  faithfully  the  people 
of  Detroit  for  a  period  of  a  UtUe  more  than  eleven  years.  I 
rise  at  this  time  to  pay  tribute  to  a  man  who  has  rendered 
a  full  measure  of  distinguished  service  and  who  has  served 
the  Police  Department  in  accordance  with  the  highest  and 
noblest  traditions. 

He  was  a  soldier  who  valiantly  fought  the  unending  batUe 
with  the  thug,  the  gangster,  and  the  racketeer.  He  de- 
fended the  home  and  the  fireside  of  every  citizen  within 
the  borders  of  the  city  of  Detroit.  He  has  acqmtted  hun- 
self  with  valor  on  countless  occasions.  He  was  modest  and 
reticent  about  his  brave  exploits.  Yet,  In  spite  of  his  sUence 
and  modesty,  the  greatness  of  his  heroic  acts  reached  his 
superior  officers  and  through  them  relayed  to  the  highest 
authority  within  the  department.  The  Commissioner  of 
Police  then  and  there  issued  a  "ciUtion  for  meritorious  serv- 
ice" Six  times,  for  acts  of  bravery  beyond  the  ordinary 
requirement  of  the  service.  Warren  K.  Raby  has  been  cited 
and  properly  decorated.  He  was  permeated  with  the  high- 
est code  of  the  bluecoat.  Every  thought  and  every  act  of 
this  valiant  policeman  was  actuated  by  the  highest  motives 
and  traditions  of  the  department;  he  stood  on  guard  against 
the  might  of  the  underworld,  a  challenge  to  their  encroach- 
ment upon  the  righU  of  upright  and  decent  citizens. 

Uppermost  in  his  mind  and  in  his  heart  at  all  times  was 
the  defense  of  the  rights  of  our  people,  and  the  mainte- 
nance of  peace.  He  was  a  soldier  in  the  truest  sense. 
Upon  his  manly  breast  were  piimed  citations  for  merit  and 
valor  He  performed  his  duties  faithfully  and  weU.  His 
record  was  spotless.  As  a  husband  and  father,  as  a  police- 
man and  citizen  he  was  in  every  sense  of  the  word  a  genUe- 
man.   Like  the  uniform  which  he  wore  with  credit,  he  was 

true  blue.  ^    „  w    1  #*  u«- 

On  the  fateful  day  of  June  23,  Warren  K.  Raby  left  his 
wife  and  baby  to  assume  his  place  in  the  defense  line,  never 
to  return  A  true  soldier,  he  always  followed  orders  im- 
plicitly and  promptly.  It  was  in  the  line  of  duty  that  he 
forfeited  his  life  for  the  people  of  Detroit.  Seated  alone 
in  a  scout  car,  he  heard  the  report  of  a  daylight  biir- 
glary  There  was  no  thne  to  wait  for  his  coUeague.  who 
at  that  particular  moment  was  at  lunch  and  properly  absent. 
The  urge  to  act  without  delay  and  to  carry  out  orders 
prompted  his  stout  heart  to  move  forward  into  battle.  One 
less  brave  and  virile  would  have  hesitated,  but  not  Patrol- 
man Warren  K.  Raby.  Memorizing  the  description  given 
by  the  screeching  radio  voice,  he  determined  to  do  or  die. 
He  headed  off  the  thug  and  his  gangster  moU  and  even 


when  he  faced  extreme  danger,  he  was  not  only  brave  and 
generous  with  his  adversary  but  chivalrous  in  the  extreme. 

It  would  be  of  no  avail,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  recite  m  detaU 
all  that  happened  in  the  few  brief  moments  exceptmg  to 
say  that  the  cowardly  thug,  with  a  contemptible  and  worth- 
less hag  as  a  shield,  without  warning  or  provocation,  openea 
fire  upon  this  noble  servant  of  the  law.  Patrolman  Raby 
asked  no  quarter  and  gave  none  when  he  discerned  the  true 
character  of  his  adversary.  Mortally  wounded  though  he 
was  Patrolman  Raby  whipped  out  his  service  revolver  and 
blazed  away  to  end  the  career  of  another  worthless  scoun- 
drel who  preyed  upon  the  honest  people  of  a  great  com- 
munity. Patrolman  Warren  K.  Raby  answered  the  last 
command.  He  was  rushed  to  a  hospital  He  died  the  death 
of  a  hero. 

Seldom  is  a  privilege  to  eulogize  accorded  a  Member  or 
Congress,  because  only  on  rare  occasion  does  a  comparable 
act  of  nobility  and  heroism  occur  and  come  to  our  attention. 
I  could  go  on  at  length  extolling  the  character,  the  virtues. 
the  service,  and  the  accomplishments  of  Patrolman  Warren 
K.  Raby.  It  Is  sufficient  to  say  that  imto  the  end  he  was 
faithful  to  the  service,  faithful  to  the  people  of  Detroit,  and 
that  at  all  times  he  was  actuated  and  prompted  by  the  noblest 
and  highest  Ideals.  His  actions  were  exemplary.  They  were 
an  inspiration  and  symbolic  of  all  that  is  good  and  great 
within  the  Police  Department. 

He  was  a  tender  and  loving  husband,  a  devoted  and  pro- 
vident father,  who  loved  his  baby  girl.  Roberta.     He  loved 
her  with  all  of  the  tenderness  and  devotion  of  a  typical 
American  daddy  and  as  usual  she  waited  ftUr  him  on  this 
tragic  day.    For  her  there  was  special  significance  attached 
to  this  day  for  everything  was  packed  and  ready  for  a  week- 
end of  childish  fun  and  froUc.    There  was  no  way  to  explain 
the  tragedy— there  was  no  way  to  assuage  the  crushing  blow 
or  to  dispel  the  sorrow  which  came  to  this  little  girl,  who  is  as 
sweet  and  as  loving  as  yours  and  mine.    The  little  home  at 
595  Philip  Avenue,  which  until  now  was  so  happy  and  bright, 
became  overcast  with  the  pall  of  tragedy  and  sorrow.    The 
happy  family  consisting  of  Lucille  Raby,  the  loving  wife  and 
mother,  and  the  lovely  daughter.  Roberta,  just  six  years  old  at 
the  time,  was  shattered  by  the  irreplaceable  loss  of  the  hus- 
band and  daddy.    He  had  gone  to  his  reward,  he  had  given 
his  all  to  the  service,  to  the  Department,  and  to  the  people 
of  Detroit,  and  It  is  Intended  here  and  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
this  act  of  bravery  and  heroism  should  be  entered  upon  the 
Record  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  as  an  inspira- 
tion and  as  a  mark  of  deference  and  recognition,  which  is 
rightfully  due  the  memory  of  the  late  Warren  K.  Raby.    He 
was  more  than  an  ordinary  citizen,  he  was  more  than  an 
ordinary   patrolman — he   was   a   symbol   and    an    example 
worthy  of  emulation.    He  was  actuated  by  the  highest  ideals 
of  a  genuine  American.    Acts  such  as  his  should  be  recorded 
for  posterity  and  brought  to  the  attention  of  others  so  that 
they  might  stimulate  those  left  behind  to  continued  and 
greater  efforts.    While  I  am  about  it,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
take  this  occasion  to  say  that  in  instances  such  as  this  when 
the  book  of  life  has  been  closed  in  tragedy,  we.  as  citizens, 
must  ever  remember  our  obligation  and  responsibility  to  these 
peacetime  soldiers  who  are  carrying  on  a  relentless  and  bitter 
war  against  the  roving  and  predatory  armies  of  the  under- 
world.    A  tribute  such  as  this  would  be  meaningless,  it  would 
be  but  a  brassy  tinkle,  if  it  did  not  to  the  fullest  extent  arousa 
in  our  hearts  a  desire  to  reward  such  actions. 

This  anniversary  should  awaken  in  our  minds  and  in  our 
hearts  the  responsibility  which  we,  as  citizens  and  as  tax- 
payers, owe  to  the  faithful  personnel  of  the  Police  Depart- 
ment as  a  whole.  Warren  K.  Raby  was  an  individual  and. 
in  this  Instance,  a  noble  symbol  and  an  example,  but  he 
was  not  an  exception  in  the  true  sense  of  the  word.  The 
record  of  the  Department  is  inscribed  with  many  names  of 
heroic  officers  who  gave  their  lives  for  the  people.  A  few 
of  these  I  shall  insert  in  the  permanent  Record  as  soon  as 
they  are  available.  There  are  a  thousand  more  potential 
Warren  K.  Rabys  in  the  police  department  today  who  are 
ready  to  bare  their  breasts  to  the  bullets  of  the  gangsters 
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and  the  underworld  thugs.  Never  a  day  passes  when  th^ 
men  in  blue,  in  the  discharge  of  their  routine  duties,  do 
not  risk  their  lives  and  the  happiness  and  security  o^their 
loved  ones,  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Detroit.  There- 
fore. I  say  that  my  remarks  today  would  be  meaningless  If 
■we  did  not  arouse  ourselves  from  our  stupor  long  enough 
to  provide  properly  for  those  who  fall  by  the  wayside  and. 
in  similar  and  generous  manner,  provide  for  those  who  have 
rendered  useful  and  faithful  service  over  a  period  of  many 
years  and  are  retired.  A  pension  system  superior  to  any 
m  the  world  should  be  evolved  by  the  city  of  Detroit  and 
should  be  maintained  in  perpetuity.  It  should  be  based 
upon  sound,  actuarial  advice.  It  should  be  a  retirement 
system  not  only  a  name  but  actuality.  To  conform  with 
my  Ideas,  the  plan  must  be  more  than  a  mere  pension 
system.  It  should  provide  for  retirement  which  will  guar- 
antee the  comfort  and  the  happiness  of  the  recipient.  Ex- 
traneous considerations  should  not  be  permitted  to  dommate 
or  even  influence  the  retirement  plan.  Scientific  calcula- 
tions and  actuarial  advice  should  be  the  guiding  force  upon 
which  a  retirement  plan  should  be  built.  Maximum  sup- 
port of  the  people  of  Detroit  will.  I  am  sure,  be  marshaled 
behind  any  substantial  and  generous  plan  which  might  be 
perfected.  While  this  discussion  applies  to  the  police  pen- 
sion fund  and  to  the  acts  of  heroism  in  the  Police  Depart- 
ment, it  applies  in  every  respect  with  equal  force  to  the  fire- 
men, where  examples  of  heroism  are  as  lofty  and  propor- 
tionately as  numerous. 

It  is  rather  Jate  to  attempt  to  analyze  the  cause  and  .the 
reason  for  the  pitiful  condition  of  the  municipal  pension 
fund.  It  would  be  utterly  useless  to  try  to  place  the  blame 
for  its  insolvency  upon  any  individual  oflBcial  or  depart- 
ment at  this  time.  It  is  perhaps  just  as  weU  that  this  re- 
sponsibility be  not  fixed.  Since,  however,  we  have  learned 
that  the  municipal  retirement  fund  has  become  insolvent. 
it  now  beconws  the  responsibility  of  every  taxpayer  and 
every  citizen  of  Detroit,  who  should  demand  the  reestab- 
lishment  of  this  fund  on  a  sound,  permanent,  and  a  generous 
basis. 

I  am  willing  to  stand  my  share  of  the  burden  and.  as  a 
taxpayer  and  citizen,  I  am  not  an  exception.  The  generous 
people  of  Detroit  are  willing  to  pay  their  fair  share  of  the 
cost  of  creating  and  maintaining  such  a  retirement  fund. 
It  must  be  made  permanent;  it  must  be  made  financially 
solvent  at  all  times:  it  must  be  made  to  withstand  the 
maximum  possible  drain,  regardless  of  consequences  or 
costs.  It  Is  one  thing  to  extol  posthumously  the  virtues 
and  the  heroism  of  members  of  the  Police  Department  or 
of  the  Plre  Department,  but  it  is  the  practical,  the  Christian, 
the  American  way  to  reward  not  only  valor  and  heroism, 
but  faithful  service  among  those  who.  having  fulfilled  all 
expectations  during  the  required  span  of  active  service, 
become  superannuated  and  retire. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  KRAMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
Insert  at  this  point  in  the  Rzcord  an  announcement  of  a 
golf  game  that  is  going  to  be  played  on  July  4,  and  the 
benefits  will  all  go  to  the  Red  Cross.  I  give  notice  to  all 
Members  to  attend. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Krameji]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KRAMER.  Mr.  Speaker  and  Members  of  the  House, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  American  Red  Cross,  the  ever  faithful 
helper  of  humanity,  which  organization  deserves  at  all  times 
and  especially  in  these  days  of  distress  and  suffering  the  fullest 
cooperation  of  all  Americans,  a  golf  tournament  and  enter- 
tainment will  be  held  on  Thursday,  July  4,  at  the  Indian 
Spring  Country  Club,  to  which  you  are  all  cordially  Invited 
to  attend. 

It  is  most  fitting  that  this  benefit  be  held  In  the  suburbs 
of  the  Nation's  capital  where  the  leaders  of  our  Govern- 
ment may  cooperate  with  those  who  are  donating  their  serv- 
ices to  this  great  cause  which  is  sanctioned  by  the  Red 
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Cross  and  who  wiU  receive  100  percent  of  the  profits.  Cer- 
tainly we  can  show  our  appreciation  for  the  splendid  work 
which  has  been  done  and  will  be  done  in  the  future  by  the 
American  Red  Cross  by  attending  this  affair  at  a  very  nominal 
admission  of  $1.  ,  .  j       .n 

Headliners  in  golf  have  offered  their  services  and  wiU 
come  to  Washington  to  participate  in  this  event— Gene  Sara- 
zen  Horton  Smith.  Paul  Runyon,  Jimmy  Thompson,  Tony 
Perina  Bobby  Cruickshank,  Dick  Metz.  and  Henry  Picard. 
Nationally  known  entertainers  wiU  appear  on  the  day's  pro- 
gram to  assist  in  making  this  benefit  the  most  successful  ever 
held  for  the  American  Red  Cross. 

It  is  highly  commendable  of  the  Indian  Spring  Country 
Club  to  throw  open  their  gates  on  Independence  Day  to 
every  man.  woman,  and  child  who  are  always  willing  and 
ready  to  do  their  small  part  in  assisting  the  Red  Cross  to 
accomplish  their  most  worthy  work  in  any  emergency  or 
crisis  which  befalls  the  Nation  or  the  world. 

Indian  Spring  Country  Club  extends  a  most  cordial  invi- 
tation to  you  all  to  take  advantage  of  this  opportunity  to 
see  nationally  known  golfers  in  action  as  well  as  enter- 
tainers amidst  pleasant  surroundings  and  at  the  same  time 
to  lend. your  support  to  the  aid  of  the  Red  Cross.  This 
affair  which  is  less  than  2  weeks  away  deserves  the  sympa- 
thetic and  wholehearted  cooperation  of  every  American 
citizen.  Decide  today  that  you  will  be  present  on  Inde- 
pendence Day  at  the  Indian  Spring  Country  Club  to  assist 
In  making  the  benefit  affair  for  the  American  Red  Cross 
the  most  successfiU  that  has  ever  been  held  in  the  Nation's 
Capital. 

Needless  to  say.  it  is  a  privilege  to  be  given  this  opportu- 
nity to  participate  in  a  benefit  for  such  a  far-reaching  and 
worthy  cause.  The  high  motives  impelling  the  holding  of 
this  affair  in  Washington  might  well  be  followed  in  other 
communities  throughout  the  United  States  on  this  Fourth 
of  July  and  thereby  give  every  American  citizen  an  oppor- 
tunity to  participate  in  assisting  the  Red  Cross  to  carry  on 
their  miraculous  work  particularly  at  this  time  when  the 
demands  are  so  heavy  not  only  for  service  but  for  materials 
and  supplies.  It  is  only  by  the  continued  financial  and 
moral  support  of  every  citizen  of  this  country  that  this  ever- 
necessary  and  worth-while  work  can  be  carried  on  by  the 
mother  of  humanity — the  American  Red  Cross. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  In  the 
Record  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  an  address  by 
George  W.  Wheeler,  of  Bell,  Calif. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  I  Mr.  KrooiI. 
There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  Tenerowicz  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend 
his  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
Include  a  statement  from  the  Department  of  Justice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  O.  John 
Rogge.  the  Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  in- 
vestigations conducted  by  the  Department  of  Justice  in  Louisi- 
ana, has  Just  reported  and  makes  the  statement: 

Our  Invertigatlon*  have  not  disclosed  any  criminal  conduct  on 
the  part  of  any  responsible  official  of  the  Work  Projects  Adminis- 
tration. 

In  view  of  the  prominence  which  was  given  to  conditions  In 
Louisiana  In  the  report  of  the  committee  investigating  the 
Work  Projects  Administration,  this  statement  is  particularly 
pertinent  at  this  time,  and  I  quote  the  entire  statement,  as 
follows: 

STATZMENT  OF  O.  JOHI«  KOGCX.  ASSISTANT  ATTOaKKT  CEKEXAL.  COW- 
CZKNIMC  TH«  OFERATIONa  OF  TH«  WORK  PBOJECTS  ADMINISTRATION 
IN    LOU1SIAMA 

In  the  course  of  our  investigations  In  Louisiana  during  the  last 
year  we  have  received  numerous  complaints  aUeging  violations  of 
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tlie  penal  laws  of  ttoe  "United  States  with  respect  to  the  operations 
of  Uie  Work  Projects  Administration.  These  complaints  have 
Chiefly  charged  the  Ulegal  diversion  of  Ubor  and  matertala  at  the 
work  Projects  Administration  to  private  uses.  ^__. 

An  cases  coming  to  our  attention  were  referred  to  the  Division 
of  Investigation  of  the  Federal  Wwk  Projects  Administration,  whicb 
has  Its  headquarters  in  Washington  and  U  responsible  directly  to 
Ool  P  C  Harrington,  Commissioner  of  Work  Projecte.  This  Dl- 
Tlston  has  also  made  independent  InvestlgaUons  of  the  operaUona 
of  the  Work  ProJecU  AdmlnUtratlon  In  Louisiana.  The  actual  In- 
vestUntUve  work  was  carried  on  under  the  supervision  of  Mr.  Paul 
HanMn  a  member  of  said  Division  of  InvestlgaUon.  Under  his 
fiction  a  total  of  168  cases  were  investigated  in  Louisiana  during 
the  perltxl  from  June  1.  1939.  to  June  1.  1940.  The  various  grand 
lurl^of  the  eastern  and  western  districts  of  Louisiana  partici- 
pated in  tliesc  InvesUgatlons.  wltb  the  aid  of  representatives  of 
this  Department.  j   .     .        • 

A  number  of  IndlctmenU  were  rettimed  by  the  grand  Juries  of 
the  two  Federal  districts  against  various  persons  for  violations  of 
the  nncrgencv  Relief  Act  or  the  mall-fraud  statute  of  the  Federal 
cmnlnal  Code.  The  largest  group  of  indictments  involved  the  use 
for  Illegal  purposes  of  W.  P.  A.  labor  and  materials  that  were  to  be 
used  in  connecUon  with  the  construction  program  of  Louisiana 
State  University.  These  Indictments  Involved  the  Ulegal  diversion 
of  W.  P  A  materUls  from  W.  P.  A.  projects  at  the  University  to 
the  personal  use  of  individuals  In  the  construction  of  private 
bomeTand  for  the  benefit  of  subcontractors  who  had  construction 
oonteMts  with  the  university  and  were  to  be  paid  from  university 

funds.  _  . 

The  persons  who  w«re  Indicted  In  these  cases  were  George  A. 
Caldwell  who  was  employed  by  the  university  as  superintendent  of 
Its  construction  program,  his  assistant.  Eugene  Barksdale,  and  a 
number  of  contractors  and  supply  men.  who  were  alleged  to  have 
CTlUiiV»rf  With  Caldwell  m  the  wrongful  diversion  of  such  lalxir  ana 
materials.  CaldweU  has  plMded  guilty  to  the  indictments  against 
him  and  is  now  serving  aggregate  sentences  of  4  years  1^  the 
penitentiary.  Barksdale  was  fined  $500  on  a  guilty  plea  to  his 
todlctment.  A  number  of  the  other  cases  where  indictments  have 
been  rettimed  have  already  been  disposed  of  by  pleas  of  guilty,  and. 
in  one  case,  by  a  dismissal  of  the  mdlctment  by  the  Government. 

The  indictments  which  have  been  fUed  have  almost  exclusively 
Involved  private  persons,  although  certain  minor  employees  of  the 
Work  ProJecU  Administration  may  have  been  implicated.  Our 
InvesUgatlons  have  not  disclosed  any  criminal  conduct  on  the 
Dart  of  any  responsible  official  of  the  Work  Projects  Administration. 

The  investigations  of  complalnu  with  respect  to  the  operations 
of  the  Work  Projects  Administration  In  Louisiana  will  continue 
'  in  accordance  with  the  regular  routine  wherever  Justifiable.  The 
matter  of  the  aUeged  misuse  of  W  P.  A.  labor  In  connection  with 
the  manufacture  of  certain  asphalt  for  private  benefit  U  stUl 
under  investigation.  In  addition  to  the  indictments  that  have 
been  returned  the  Oovrmment  is  endeavoring  to  recover  the 
Talus  of  materials  and  labor  wrongfuUy  used  for  private  purposes. 

pnifXSSION  TO  A0DM88  THX  HOTTSI 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Woodrxjm]? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  except  for  the 
fact  we  have  to  wait  for  a  few  minutes  on  a  message  from 
the  Senate.  I  would  not  detain  my  colleagues  at  this  hour  of 
the  night,  but  inasmuch  as  we  have  to  wait  I  would  like  to 
say  this  In  the  closing  hours  of  the  session  before  we  take  a 
recess 

In  the  last  few  critical  weeks  of  this  Congress,  responding 
to  the  call  to  service,  in  my  Judgment,  has  written  a  noteble 
chapter  In  legislative  achievement.  Laying  aside  partisan 
feeling,  new  dealers,  conservative  Democrats.  Republicans, 
and  what  have  you.  have  become  Americans  [applause]  and 
have  responded  to  the  bugle  call  of  service.  Under  the  lead- 
ership of  the  Commander  In  Chief  we  have  provided  for 
America  as  best  the  legislative  branch  could  provide  for  her 
defense  and  security.  This  Congress  has  appropriated  the 
fimds.  It  has  made  possible  the  legislative  machinery.  It  is 
now  up  to  the  administrative  branch  of  the  Oovemment  to 
translate  that  Into  speedy  action.    [Applause.! 

The  Appropriations  Committee  of  the  House,  acting  with  a 
degree  of  unanimity  that  is  most  commendable,  has  received, 
considered,  and  reported  to  the  House  and  pUoted  through 
the  House  more  than  $5,000,000,000  of  appropriations  for  the 
defense  of  America  and  the  Western  Hemisphere.  In  many 
mstances.  Mi.  Speaker,  we  have  foregone  careful,  minute 
scrutiny  and  Inquiry  that  ordinarily  would  have  accompamed 
such  mountainous  appropriations,  but  we  felt  there  was  an 
emergency  and  that  in  an  emergency  you  have  to  trust  people. 


We  received  the  recommendations  of  the  Army.  Navy,  and 
the  other  agencies,  and  we  acted  upon  them.  But  I  want  to 
say  now  that  we  shaU  expect  in  days  to  come  an  accurate 
accoimting  from  every  agency  of  the  Gkjvemment  for  every  ; 
red  copper  penny  that  this  Congress  has  appropriated.  [Ap- 
plause.] And  for  whatever  it  may  be  worth,  let  the  message 
go  down  to  administrative  heads  that  they  may  not  infer 
from  our  speedy  action  that  we  are  going  to  forego  the  right 
hereafter  to  demand  em  accixrate  accounting  and  to  demand 
for  the  American  people  100  pennies  worth  of  defense  for 
every  dollar  that  we  have  appropriated  to  date.  [Applause.] 
Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  2  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Sumnkrs]? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  taking  this 
recess  at  a  period  when  we  are  all  conscious  of  the  tremen- 
dous responsibibty  which  rests  upon  the  Members  of  the  Con- 
gress as  the  elected  representatives  of  the  people.  We  have 
been  complimentary  of  what  the  House  and  the  Senate  have 
done,  and  they  well  deserve  that  compliment. 

To  me  the  most  magnificent,  the  most  enheartenlng  thing 
connected  with  the  period  is  to  see  the  American  people  who 
Just  a  short  time  ago  were  careless  of  responsibility,  like 
children  at  play,  unwilling  to  give  attention  to  matters  of 
serious  concern,  respond  now  to  the  demands  of  the  Nation. 
The  most  wonderful  thing  in  this  dark  period  is  this  people, 
standing  stalwart,  determined,  conscious  of  danger,  unafraid, 
a  nation  reborn.  It  is  a  great  thing  to  see  men  and  women 
and  children  of  America  becoming  again  fitted  to  live  In  a 
free  government,  to  see  the  men,  women,  and  children  of 
America  no  longer  considering  the  Government  as  an  "it" 
thing  no  longer  speaking  of  Government  responsibility  as 
responsibility  of  "they."  to  see  the  people  of  this  great  coun- 
try conscious  of  the  fact  that  they  are  the  Government. 
[Applause.]  To  see  the  sons  and  daughters  of  America,  the 
people  In  the  communities  of  this  country,  as  they  resolve, 
and  we  can  tell  by  the  letters  they  have  written  us,  and  to 
see  those  people  determined  that  under  God  they  are  going 
to  defend  this  country,  preserve  ita  Ubertles,  and  bequeath 
to  their  children  an  opportunity  to  live  under  a  free  gov- 
ernment.   [Applause.] 

Tonight  I  pay  my  tribute  to  a  people,  my  people,  arouied,  re- 
generated, and  as  I  believe  rapidly  becoming  fit  to  guide  and 
to  govern  the  great  Republic.  The  most  magnificent  spectacle 
on  the  earth  today  Is  the  American  people  rallying  to  the 
defense  of  free  government  and  demonstrating  again  that 
they  are  fit  to  govern.  We  will  go  home  and  pay  our  com- 
pliments to  our  people,  our  people  upon  whom  the  hope  of  the 
ages  for  free  government  depends.  [Applause.l 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION    or    REMARKS 

Mr.  Garritt  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
include  therein  certain  commimications  I  have  received. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  rcQuest  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 
There  wa.s  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Recoko. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  recent  disastrous  develop- 
ments In  Europe  are  too  tragic  for  a  democratic,  liberty-lov- 
ing people  to  contemplate.  We  are  shocked  with  surprise  at 
the  strength  of  the  German  forces  and  the  weakness  of  the 
defense  offered  by  the  Allies.  Like  Napoleon.  Mr.  Hitler  "seems 
to  have  robbed  fortune  of  her  secrets,  and  bewildered  nations 
gaze  in  silence  while  he  turns  the  streams  of  success  according 
to  his  vacillating  whims." 
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No  one  Is  able  to  furnish  definite  and  satisfactory  reasons 
for  the  success  of  one  and  the  failure  of  others.  It  is  true  there 
are  many  suggestions  and  various  reasons  assigned,  but  the 
opinion  of  one  informed  person  is  just  about  as  good  as 
another.  Some  say  that  Mr.  Hitler  is  a  genius  or  a  man  of 
destiny  and  that  his  success  is  due  to  his  personal  magnetism 
coupled  with  his  advanced  Implements  of  war  in  the  hands  of 
a  better  trained  and  more  determined  soldiery.  Others  say 
that  the  failure  of  the  allied  nations  is  due  to  the  propagan- 
dized sentiment  of  peace  at  any  price  promoted  and  stimulated 
by  organized  agencies  and  influences  of  the  Nazi  govern- 
ment in  recent  years,  and  that  this  sentiment  Is  responsible 
for  the  failure  of  the  Allies  to  make  the  necessary  preparation 
for  their  own  defense.  Coupled  with  this  lack  of  implements 
of  war  the  jaeople  had  forgotten  that  "eternal  vigilance  is  the 
price  of  liberty."  and  as  a  consequence  were  dispossessed 
of  that  spirt  of  patriotism  so  essential  in  any  army  to  wage 
a  successful  war. 

There  are  others  who  say  that  the  lack  of  preparedness  on 
the  part  of  the  Allies  can  be  attributed  to  the  actions  of  the 
labor  parties  in  England  and  Prance  influenced  and  directed 
by  communistic  activities  from  other  nations.  They  had 
propagandized  the  Allied  nations  to  the  point  where  they  had 
reduced  their  armaments  and  the  people  led  to  believe  that 
"war  drums  v/ould  throb  no  longer  and  the  battle  flags  were 
all  furled  in  the  brotherhood  of  man  and  the  federation  of  the 
world." 

Regardless  of  what  the  causes  or  influences,  there  is  no 
denjring  the  fact  that  Mr.  Hitler  within  the  past  half  decade 
has  equipped  his  country  with  every  deadly  device  of  warfare 
and  has  inspired  his  people  to  the  point  where  they  were  ready 
and  prepared  for  vengeance,  whereas  at  the  same  time  the 
Allies  "slumbered  and  slept."  The  result  is  not  surprising  in 
the  light  of  present-day  information. 

The  thought  that  startles  the  people  of  this  Nation  is  to 
realize  that  we  have  unconsciously  drifted  into  the  same  boat 
with  the  Allied  nations  insofar  as  being  prepared  to  defend 
our  Government  and  its  institutions  against  a  powerful  and 
ruthless  invader.  The  question  now  Is  what  are  we  going  to 
do  about  it  and  how  are  we  going  to  proceed?  There  is  little 
doubt  but  that  the  Congress  will  vote  for  the  appropriation 
provided  for  in  the  bill  reported  by  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson  1,  because  if  I  interpret  the  sentiment  of 
the  House  the  Members  are  willing  to  make  whatever  sacrifice 
is  necessary  to  provide  adequate  defense  to  protect  our  Gov- 
ernment and  its  cherished  institjutions  from  the  invasions 
from  any  foreign  foe,  although  I  am  convinced  that  the 
membership  of  the  present  Congress  is  decidedly  opposed  to 
this  country  becoming  involved  in  any  foreign  war. 
[Applause.] 

RECTSS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  House  stand  in  recess,  subject  to  the  call  of  the 
Chair,  to  await  a  message  from  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Accordingly  (at  9  o'clock  and  8  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House 
stood  in  recess  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

AFTER  RECESS 

The  recess  having  expired,  the  House  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker  at  9:09  o'clock  p.  m. 

rXTRTHER    MESSAGE    FROlf    THE    SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier.  its 
legislative  clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  agreed, 
without  amendment,  to  a  concurrent  resol'ition  of  the  House 
of  the  following  title: 

H.  Con.  Res.  83.  Concurrent  resolution  providing  for  a  re- 
cess of  Congress  until  July  1.  1940. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9007)  enUtled  "An  act  making  approprla- 
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tions  for  the  Department  of  Labor,  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  and  related  independent  agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  10104)  entitled  "An  act  making  appropria- 
tions to  supply  deficiencies  in  certain  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1940.  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to 
provide  supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  end- 
ing June  30.  1940.  and  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed. 
With  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House 
is  requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  Utle: 

H.  R.  9575.  An  act  to  amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act.  approved 
July  11.  1916,  as  amended  and  supplemented,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

ENROLLED    BILLS    AND    JOINT    RESOLTrriONS    SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  fol- 
lowing titles,  which  were  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 
H.  R.  2354.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  T.  Enloe: 
H.  R.  2901.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Geraldine  Ash: 

H.  R.  3774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Albert  L.  Bamholtz; 

H.  R.  3964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  H.  S.  Wayman; 

H.  R.4801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Camastro,  a 
minor; 

H.  R.  5211.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Kentucky 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claims  of 
Mat  Hensley.  Arnold  Blanton,  Lillie  Price,  Clyde  Thorpe,  and 
D.  L.  Mason; 

H.  R.  5464.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Don  E.  Hicks: 

H.  R.  5571.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Minnie  Lowery  and 
Winell  Lowery; 

H.  R.  5930.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Raymond  C.  Knight; 

H.  R.  6095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wilbur  P.  Riddlesbarger 
and  Josephine  Riddlesbarger; 

H.  R.  6548.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isobell  Shanks; 

H.  R.  6553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Pennsylvania  State 
College: 

H.  R.6598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Upton; 

H.  R.  6845.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anthony  Borsellino; 

H.  R.  6967.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Boyd; 

H.  R.  7116.  An  act  to  authorize  defraying  cost  of  necessary 
work  between  the  Yuma  project  and  Boulder  Dam; 

H.  R.  7608.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  Montrose  Edrehl: 

H.  R.  7858.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  D.  Briggs  and 
Simeon  G.  Rigor; 

H.  R.  7959.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nathan  A.  Buck: 

H.  R.  8076.  An  act  to  authorize  the  furnishing  of  steam 
from  the  Central  Heating  Plant  to  the  National  Academy 
of  Sciences,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8202.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agricxilture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8258.  An  act  for  the  marking,  care,  and  maintenance 
of  the  Mount  of  Victory  plot  in  the  Cyvress  Hills  Cemetery, 
in  Brooklyn.  N.  Y.; 

H.  R.  8356.  An  act  for  the  exchange  of  lands  adjacent  to 
the  San  Juan  National  Forest  and  the  Rio  Grande  National 
Forest  in  Colorado; 

H.  R.  8414.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  E.  Molster, 
former  disbursing  clerk  for  the  Department  of  Commerce 
and  the  National  Recovery  Administration;  J.  L.  Summers, 
deceased,  former  chief  disbursir^  clerk.  Division  of  Disburse- 
ment. Trcasiu^y  Department;  and  Guy  P.  Allen,  chief  disburs- 
ing officer.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department; 

H.  R.  9274.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  establishment  of  the  Cape  Hatteras  National 


Seashore  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," approved  August  17.  1937  (50  Stat.  669) ; 

H.R.  9296.  An  act  to  authorize  the  attendance  of  the 
Marine  Band  at  the  convention  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the 
Republic  to  be  held  at  Springfield,  m^  September  8  to  13, 
inclusive,  1940;  ,     ^    , 

H.  R.  9445.  An  act  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for 
the  Grand  Coulee  Dam  and  Reservoir,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  10039.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national 
preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds  to  pro- 
vide a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other 

piirposes;  ^  ,       • 

H.  J.  Res.  517.  Joint  resolution  to  dear  title  to  certain  real 

estate:  and 

H.J. Res. 544.  Joint  resolution  making  appropriations  for 
work  relief  and  relief  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills 
and  Joint  resolutions  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  tiUes: 

8. 2047.  An  act  to  divest  prize-fight  films  of  their  character 
as  subjects  of  intcrsute  or  foreign  commerce,  and  for  other 
purposes;  . 

S.3927.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  administration  of  the 
Washington  National  Airport,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8.  J.  Res.  260.  Joint  resolution  to  make  emergency  pro- 
vision for  the  maintenance  of  essential  vessels  affected  by  the 
Neutrality  Act  of  1939,  and  for  adjustment  of  obligations  with 
respect  to  such  vessels;  and  .  -,  «.  ^n 

8  J  Res  279.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  section  4  of  PUDiic 
Resohition  No.  54,  approved  November  4.  1939.  entiUed  "Joint 
resolution  to  preserve  the  neutrality  and  the  peace  of  the 
United  States  and  to  secure  the  safety  of  its  citizens  and  their 
interests." 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLTJTION  PRESENTED  TO  THE   PRESIDENT 

Mr  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  did  on  this  day  present  to  the 
President,  for  his  approval,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  foUowing 

UUes:  , 

H  R  2354.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  S.  T.  Enloe; 

H  R  2901  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
SUtes  District  Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia  to 
hear,  determine,  and  to  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Geraldine  Ash;  _    ^       ^  ,. 

H.  R.  3774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Albert  L.  Bamholtz; 

H  R.  3964.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  H.  S.  Wayman; 

H  R  4801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Camastro,  a  minor; 

H  R  5211.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
State  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Kentucky  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Mat 
Hensley,   Arnold   Blanton,   Ullie   Price.   Clyde   Thorpe,   and 

D.  L.  Mason ;  ...„., 

H  R  5464.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Don  E.  Hicks; 
H.R.  5571.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Minnie  Ixjwery  and 

Winell  Lowery;  ^  ^  ti-  <  *.♦ 

H  R  5930.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Raymond  C.  Knigni, 
H.  R.  6095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wilbur  P.  Riddlesbarger 

and  Josephine  Riddlesbarger; 

H  R  6548.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Isobell  Shanks; 

H.  R.  6553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Pennsylvania  State 

College;  _     ,     „  „  ^ 

H  R  6598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Upton, 
H.  R.  6845.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anthony  Borsellino: 
H  R  6967.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Boyd; 
H.R.  7116.  An  act  to  authorize  defraying  cost  of  necessary 

work  between  the  Yuma  project  and  Boulder  Dam: 
H  R  7608.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  Montrose  Edrehi; 
H.  R  7858.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  D.  Briggs  and 

Simeon  G.  Rigor;  .  „    w 

H  R  7959.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nathan  A.  Buck; 
H  R  8076.  An  act  to  authorize  the  furnishing  of  steam 

from  the  Central  Heating  Plant  to  the  National  Academy  of 

Sciences,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  8258    An  act  for  the  marking,  care,  and  maintenance 

of  the  Mount  of  Victory  plot  in  the  Cypress  Hills  Cemetery,  in 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.; 


H  R  8356.  An  act  for  the  exchange  of  lands  adjacent  to  the 
San"  Juan  National  Forest  and  the  Rio  Grande  National 
Forest  in  Colorado; 

H  R  8414.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  E.  Molster 
former  disbursing  clerk  for  the  Department  of  Commerce  and 
the  NaUonal  Recovery  Administration;  J.  L.  Summers,  de- 
ceased, former  chief  disbursing  clerk.  Division  of  p^f  y^^e- 
ment  Treasury  Department;  and  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  disburs-  . 
ing  officer.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department: 

H  R  9274.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  estabUshment  of  the  Cape  Hatteras  National 
Seashore  In  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." approved  August  17.  1937  (50  Stat.  669) ; 

H.  R.  9296.  An  act  to  authorize  the  attendance  of  the  Ma- 
rine Band  at  the  convention  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Re- 
public to  be  held  at  Springfield,  ni..  September  8  to  13.  In- 
clusive, 1940;  .  ,  ^.      ,     J    #„• 

H.  R.  9445.  An  act  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for 
the  Grand  Coulee  Dam  and  Reservoir,  and  for  other  purposes; 

and 
H.  J.  Res.  517.  Joint  resolution  to  clear  title  to  certain  real 

estate. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  In  accordance  with  House  Concurrent 
ResoluUon  83.  the  Chair  declares  the  House  adjourned  untU 
12  o'clock  meridian  on  July  1  next. 

Thereupon  (at  9  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.),  pursuant 
to  House  Concurrent  ResoluUon  83.  the  House  adjourned 
imta  Monday.  July  1.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


REPORTS 


OF   COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XUI. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona:  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
H  R.  9808.  A  bill  to  authorize  exchanges  of  lands  within  the 
Navajo  Indian  Reservation.  Ariz.;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2701).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 

on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  JARMAN:  Committee  on  Printing.  House  Resolution 
513  Resolution  authorizing  the  printing  of  the  prayers  Of 
the  Chaplain  of  the  House  of  Representatives  (Rept.  No. 
2703) .    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  JARMAN:  Committee  on  Printing.  House  Resolution 
540.  Resolution  authorizing  the  printing  of  the  reports  of 
the  various  committees  of  the  House  Conference  on  Unem- 
ployment as  a  document  (Rept.  No.  2704).    Ordered  to  be 

printed.  ,  ^ 

Mr.  JARMAN:  Committee  on  Printing.  House  Resolution 
519.  Resolution  authorizing  the  printing  of  the  report  on 
Labor  In  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  prepared  by  the  Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics,  as  a  document  (Rept.  No.  2705) .    Ordered 

to  be  printed. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia:  Committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  9822.  An  act  to 
expedite  naval  shipbuilding,  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept. 
No.  2706).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SECREST:  Committee  on  Flood  Control.  House  Joint 
Resolution  406.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  compacts  or 
agreements  between  the  States  of  Nebraska,  Colorado,  and 
Kansas  with  respect  to  the  control  and  distribution  of  the 
waters  of  the  Republican  River  and  lU  tributaries;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2707).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  TARVER:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  9007.  An  act  making  ap- 
propriaUons  for  the  Department  of  Labor,  Federal  Security 
Agency  and  related  Independent  agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  2708). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 
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Mr  TAYLOR:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes' of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  10104.  An  act  making  de- 
ficiency appropriations  for  the  years  ending  June  30.  1940. 
and  June  30.  1941  (Rept.  No.  2709).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  22 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm. 

Mr  SMITH  of  Connecticut:  Committee  on  Military  Al- 
fairs.  H.  R.  8774.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  of  Don- 
ald D.  Elliott;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2699).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MAAS:  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs.  H.  R.  9854.  A 
bill  to  authorize  certain  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  the  United  States  Marine  Corps,  the 
Naval  Reserve,  and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve  to  accept  such 
medals,  orders,  decorations,  and  presents  as  have  been  ten- 
dered them  by  foreign  governments;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2700).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mrs.  OT)AY:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
,ticn     S.  2760.    An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mijo  Stanisic;  with- 
out amendment  >Rept.  No.  2702).    Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH.  private  biUs  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  HARRINGTON:  t 

H.R.  10148.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fred  H.  Pollman;  to 

the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  TAYLOR: 

H.R.  10149.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Mendez  (Anthony 

Sayer) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  HARE:  ^ 

H.  R.  10142.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Employees'  Compensa- 
tion Act  of  September  7.  1916.  to  provide  additional  compen- 
sation for  the  loss  of  hands,  feet,  or  eyes;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 
H.  R.  10143.  A  bill  to  amend  and  enlarge  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  dealing  with  the  deportation  of  the  immoral 
classes;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By  Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI: 
H.  R.  10144.  A  bill  authorizing  the  reappointment  to  the 
active  list  of  the  Army  of  certain  experienced  former  officers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  RICH: 
H.  R.  10145.  A  bill  to  promote  the  national   defense  and 
prevent  sabotage  by  requiring  that  all  persons  employed  in 
the  manufacture,  processing,  handling,  or  delivering  any  ma- 
chine, tool,  chemical,  instrument,  article  of  war.  foodstuff, 
or  other  material  prepared  in  whole  or  in  part  for  delivery 
to   the   Government   of   the   United   States  or   any   agency 
thereof,  shall  be  formally  registered,  photographed,  finger- 
printed, and  otherwise  permanently  identified  as  a  necessary 
requisite  and  condition  of  employment;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WEAVER: 
H.  R.  10146.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  imposition  of  import 
quotas  upon  articles  bound  on  the  free  list  in  foreign-trade 
agreements:    to  the  Committee  on  Ways   and  Means. 
By  Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California: 
H.  R.  10147.  A  bill  to  require  the  registration  of  certain 
organizations  carrying  on  activities  within  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD: 
H.  Con.  Res.  81.  Concurrent    resolution   memorializing   the 
late  Will  Rogers ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 
By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 
H.  Con.  Res.  82.  Concurrent    resolution    exonerating    Col. 
.  William  Mitchell;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HARRINGTON: 
H.  Con.  Res.  84.  Concurrent  resolution  relating  to  the  free 
exchange  of  commodities  within  the  Western  Hemisphere; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  ENGLEBRIGHT: 
H.  Res.  546.  Resolution  to  provide  additional  compensatioft 
for    certain    minority    employees;    to    the    Committee    on 
Accounts. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. , 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH.  petiUons  ,and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8904.  By  Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland:  Resolution  adopted  by 
the  Italian-American  professional  and  businessmen  of  Balti- 
more City,  supporting  the  national-defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8905.  By  Mr.  DeROUEN:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Crowley, 
La.,  urging  Congress  to  keep  the  United  States  out  of  the 
European  war:  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8906.  By  Mr.  EDELSTEIN :  Petition  of  the  American  Labor 
Party,  protesting  against  any  legislation  which  would  tend  to 
draw  the  United  States  into  war;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 

Affairs. 

8907.  By  Mr.  FLAHERTY:  Petition  of  the  Bar  Association 
of  the  City  of  Cambridge.  Cambridge,  Mass.,  favoring  the 
OToole  bill  (H.  R.  8349) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8908.  By  Mr.  HOOK:  Petition  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  Michigan-  League  of  Women  Voters,  resolving  that  the 
Senators  and  Representatives  of  Michigan  in  Congress  be, 
and  they  hereby  are,  urged  to  oppose  all  further  action 
toward  the  adoption  of  the  so-called  equal-rights  amend- 
ment; to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8909.  By  Mr.  JARRETT:  Petition  of  H.  L.  McClurg  and 
Other  residents  of  Greenville.  Pa.,  urging  assistance  to  the 
Allies;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8910.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the 
Social  Service  Employees  Union,  opposing  enactment  of  the 
Smith  bill  into  law;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8911.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Economy  League,  ad- 
v(x;ating  restriction  on  appropriations  for  the  national- 
defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8912.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Cooperative  Milk  Pro- 
ducers Federation,  urging  support  of  the  Bilbo  amendment  to 
House  Joint  Resolution  544.  providing  $100,000,000  for  ex- 
penditdre  under  section  32  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration  Act,  for  disposal  of  surplus  agricultural  com- 
modities in  domestic  and  foreign  markets;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 

8913.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Locomotive  Co.,  of  New 
York  City,  opposing  section  2B  of  House  bill  9822,  a  revlsloa 
of  the  Vinson  Act ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

8914.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  Committee  to  Aid 
Agricultural  Workers,  relating  to  the  national-defense  pro- 
gram and  urging  that  progressive  social  legislation  also  be 
enacted  by  the  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

8915.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Association  of  Life  Un- 
derwriters, urging  that  Congress  remain  in  session  during  the 
present  emergency;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8916.  Also,  petition  of  the  Amateur  Athletic  Union  of  the 
United  States,  relating  to  National  Sports  Week,  during 
which  time  it  is  proposed  to  mobilize  the  recreational  ac- 
tivities of  the  American  people  in  behalf  of  good  health 
habits;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

8917.  By  Mr.  STEARNS  of  New  Hampshire:  PeUtion  of 
the  Lions  Club  of  Newport,  N.  H.,  urging  appropriate  legisla- 
tion for  adequate  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8918.  By  Mr.  BU'IVHIN:  Petition  of  the  Board  of  Chosen 
Freeholders.  County  of  Middlesex,  N.  J.,  extending  to  the 
Federal  administration  its  offer  to  aid  in  every  possible  way 
and  to  pledge  itself  to  continue  that  aid  and  extend  the 
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services  and  facilities  of   the   county   during   the   present 
emergency;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8919.  Also,  petition  of  the  Italian  Progressive  Club,  of 
Asbury  Park.  N.  J.,  condemning  Premier  Mussolini  and  the 
Italian  Government  for  becoming  involved  in  the  European 
War;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8920.  By  Mr.  THOMASON:  Petition  of  the  Wink  (Tex.) 
Lions  Club  and  other  residents  of  Wink,  urging  that  In 
view  of  the  challenge  that  is  being  hurled  at  American 
democracy  Congress  remain  in  session  throughout  the  crisis; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8921.  By  Mr.  WHEAT:  Resolution  of  the  Harry  G.  Maxted 
Post.  No.  154.  the  American  Legion,  Department  of  Illinois, 
located  at  Western  Springs.  lU.,  urging  action  to  expedite 
initial  orders  for  tool-made  material  accepted  by  the  War 
Department,  etc.;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8922.  By  the  SPEAKER:  PeUUon  of  R.  B.  Mortensen  and 
others,  of  Chicago.  Dl..  urging  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  the  national -defense  program;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8923.  Also,  petition  of  Women's  Auxiliary.  No.  1,  to  the 
Maritime  Federation.  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  urging  con- 
sideration of  their  resoluUon  with  reference  to  foreign 
affairs;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8924.  Also.  petiUon  of  the  Workers  AlUance.  OroviUe.  Calif.. 
urging  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8925.  Also,  petition  of  C.  E.  Camek  and  others  of  Chicago. 
ni.,  urging  consideraUon  of  their  resoluUon  with  reference 
to  "the  national -defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs.  ,^.        -w_j^ 

8926.  Also,  petition  of  the  Minneapolis  Buildmg  Trades 
Council.  Minneapolis.  Minn.,  urging  consideraUon  of  their 
resoluUon  with  reference  to  the  naUonal -defense  program; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8927.  Also,  petition  of  the  Bergen  County  Women's  Repub- 
lican Club.  Hackensack.  N.  J.,  urging  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  the  adjournment  of  this  session 
of  Congress  of  the  United  SUtes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

8928.  Also,  petition  of  the  Ninth  Ward  Improvement  and 
Protective  Association,  New  Orleans.  La.,  urging  consideration 
Of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national-defense  pro- 
gram; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8929.  Also.  peUtion  of  the  Ninth  Ward  Improvement  and 
Protective  Association.  New  Orleans,  La.,  urging  consideraUon 
of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8930.  Also,  petition  of  the  Newport  Lions  International  Club. 
Newport,  N.H.,  urging  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

8931.  Also.  petiUon  of  the  Ribault  W()man's  Club  of  the 
Beaches,  urging  consideration  of  their  resoluUon  with  refer- 
ence to  the  national -defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs.  ^         ^^       ,  „  , 

8932.  Also,  petition  of  the  OU  Workers'  International  Union, 
Quincy  Local,  No.  366,  East  Braintree,  Mass.,  urging  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  United 
States  Housing  Authority;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency 

SENATE 

Monday,  July  1,  1940 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  83.  adopted  June  22.  1940.  the  Senate  met  at  12 

o'clock  meridian.  ».   «_  * 

Rev.  Elnathan  Tartt.  Jr..  rector  of  Grace  Church.  Canton. 
Miss.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Eternal  God  and  Heavenly  Father.  Thou  who  hast  made 
all  nations  of  mankind  to  dweU  on  the  face  of  the  whole  earth 
and  who  dost  wUl  for  aU  Tty  children  that  peace  of  God 
Which  passeth  all  understanding:  We  humbly  beseech  Tliee 


that,  with  tender  pity  and  compassion.  Thou  wouldst  lock 
down  upon  the  naUons  of  the  earth  in  this  hour  of  their 
troubled  confusion  and  great  uncertainty.  Instead  of  fear, 
give  us  faith;  instead  of  despair,  give  us  hope  to  meet  vic- 
toriously the  problems  of  oiu"  world  crisis. 

Teach  us  to  know  that  war,  social  InjusUce,  and  the  suffer- 
ing of  the  innocent  are  imholy  conditions  which  prevail  today, 
not  according  to  Thine  own  blessed  wUl  and  purpose  but  that 
war  and  turmoil  are  the  results  of  our  racial  hatreds,  our 
unspeakable  selfishness,  and  our  cruel  intolerance. 

As  colaborers  with  God  and  as  brethren  one  of  another, 
may  we  work  together  to  right  wrong,  and  to  establish  in- 
ternational brotherhood.  May  we  recognize  our  responsi- 
bility to  keep  peace  at  home  and  to  assist  in  restoring  the 
p>eace  of  the  world. 

That  we  may  find  inspiration  and  strength  for  our  task, 
grant  unto  us  a  vision  of  Jesus,  the  Prince  of  Peace,  that  in 
His  light  we  may  see  light,  and  in  His  wisdbm  may  not 
stumble;  so  shall  we  ourselves  enter  and  bring  many  others 
into  the  experience  of  that  abundant  life  of  happiness,  peace, 
and  prosperity,  which  it  Is  Thine  alone,  O  God,  to  give, 
through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Harrison,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Saturday.  June  22,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  - 
Journal  was  approved. 

ORDER  FOR   RECESS  TO  WEDNESDAT 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  concludes  its  business  today  it  take  a  recess  until 
12  o'clock  noon  on  Wednesday  next. 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.    Without    objection,    it    Is    so 

ordered. 

ENROLLED       BILLS       AND       JOINT       RESOLUTIONS       SIGNED       DURING 

ADJOURNMENT 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  Senate  of  June  22, 

1940. 

Subsequent  to  the  adjournment  of  the  Senate  on  the  above- 
menUoned  date,  the  Vice  President  signed  the  following  en- 
rolled bills  and  joint  resolutions,  which  had  been  signed  pre- 
viously by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

H.  R.  159.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  relating 
to  the  naturalization  of  certain  women  bom  in  Hawaii."  ap- 
proved July  2,  1932; 

H.  R.  382.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gus  Roth; 

H.  R.  1167.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Black  Hills  Methodist 
Hospltol  of  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.; 

H.  R.  1178.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lester  R.  Taylor; 

H.R.  1846.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Malachy  Ryan; 

H.  R.  2014.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margaret  Redmond; 

H.  R.  2070.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edwin  Porsman; 

H.  R.  2083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dan  Yancey; 

H  R.  2106.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Flack; 

H.  R.  2151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Bruce.  Jr.; 

H.  R.  2489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Angle  Ward; 

H.  R.  2513.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  B.  Reagh; 

H.R. 2628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Engblom; 

H.  R.  2946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Naoma  Kinder,  a  minor; 

H.  R.  3142.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leland  G.  Myers; 

H.  R.  3163.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose  Bilatis; 

H.  R.  3402.  An  act  to  authorize  the  appropriation  for  pay- 
ment of  the  cost  of  providing  additional  water  for  the  Wapato 
Indian  Irrigation  project,  Washington; 

H.  R.  3713.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joe  Carter; 

H.  R.  3925.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evelsm  L.  Ratcliffe; 

H.  R.  4113.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maude  Sullivan; 

H.  R.  4142.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Reld  Hudson; 

H.  R.  4148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  S.  Arthur,  as  execu- 
trix of  the  estate  of  Richard  M.  Arthur,  deceased; 

H.  R.  4185.  An  act  to  repatriate  naUve-born  women  resi- 
dents of  the  United  States  who  have  heretofore  lost  their 
citizenship  by  marriage  to  an  alien; 
H.  R.  4412.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Beatrice  Lois  Rucker; 


■1-- 


9094 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  1 


r. 


I 


H.  R.  4587.  An  act  to  give  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  authority  to  prescribe  rules  of  pleading,  practice,  and 
procedure  with  respect  to  proceedings  in  criminal  cases  prior 
to  and  mcluding  verdict,  or  finding  or  plea  of  guilty: 

H.  R.  5138.  An  act  to  prohibit  certain  subversive  activities; 
to  amend  certain  provisions  of  law  with  respect  to  the  admis- 
sion and  deportation  of  aliens:  to  require  the  fingerprinting 
and  registration  of  aliens:  and  for  other  purposes; 
H.  R.  5156.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Adolph  Ernest  Helms; 
H.  R.  5297.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanley  V.  Smith; 
H.  R.  5388.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Lewellyn  and 
Drusilla  Lewellyn; 

H.  R.  5424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E.  J.  McCardle; 
H.  R.  5569.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stuart  Bastow; 
H.  R.  5592.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  Atkison; 
H.  R.  5823.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Morrissey  Construction 
Co.; 
H.  R.  6145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  L.  Riley; 
H.  R.  6207.  An  act  to  amend  section  2810  (a) .  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code,  to  exclude  petroleum  stills  from  the  requirement 
of  registration; 

H.  R.  6328.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as 
amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs  Administrative  Act 
of  1938  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed..  Supp.  IV,  title  19.  sec.  1001,  par. 
1529  (a)); 

H.  R.  6408.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  dam  and  dike  for  preventing 
the  flow  of  tidal  waters  into  North  Slough  in  Coos  County, 
Oreg.; 

H.  R.  6443.  An  act  to  permit  certain  aliens  whose  childhood 
was  spent  in  the  United  States,  if  eligible  to  citizenship,  to 
become  naturalized  without  filing  declaration  of  intention; 

H.  R.  6507.  An  act  to  provide  for  leave  of  absence  with  pay 
for  any  employee  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  who  may  be  called  upon  for  jury  service  in  any 
State  court  of  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  6572.  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act.  1936, 
as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war-risk  insurance  and 
reinsurance  and  for  marine  risk  reinsurance,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  6583.  An  act  for  expenditure  of  funds  for  cooperation 
with  the  public-school  board.  Cass  County.  Minn.,  for  the 
construction,  extension,  equipment,  and  improvement  of 
public-school  facilities  to  be  available  to  Indian  children  In 
the  district; 
^  H.  R.  6686.  An  ret  for  the  relief  of  T.  Jack  Neal; 

H.  R.  6730.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  Glenn,  Jr.; 
H.  R.  6737.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  D.  Green; 
H.  R.  6822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eliza  Warren  and  George 
T.  Warren; 

H.  R.  6889.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frances  M.  Hannah; 
H.  R.  6891.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  M.  Irvine: 
H.  R.  7254.  An  act  authorizing  the  temporary  detail  of  John 
L.  Savage,  an  employee  of  the  United  States,  to  service  under 
the  Government  of  the  State  of  New  South  Wales,  Australia, 
and  the  Government  of  the  Punjab.  India; 

H.  R.  7343.  An  act  to  amend  certain  laws  governing  Federal 
prisoners,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7563.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Salomon  Georg  Kauf- 
mann;  his  wife  Doris  Kaufmann,  nee  Stem;  and  their  child 
John  Michael  Peter  Kaufmann; 

H.  R.  7736.  An  act  authorizing   the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
teri.or  to  issue  patents  for  lands  held  under  color  of  title; 
H.  R  7821.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  T.  Siffennan  Varga; 
H.  R.  7825.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  S.  Hobson; 
H.  H.  7865.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  for  the  regulation  of 
the  practice  of  dentistry  in  the  District  of  Colimibia,  and  for 
the  protection  of  the  people  from  empiricism   in  relation 
thereto,  approved  June  6.  1892,  and  acts  amendatory  thereof: 
H.  R.  7880.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  Emery ; 
H.  R.  7914.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Simon  A.  Brieger,  as 
legal  representative  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Gerald  Brieger, 
a  deceased  minor; 

H.  R.  7955.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis  Rosenstone: 
H.  R.  8046.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  retirement  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Rail- 


road, Territory  of  Alaska,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States,"  approved  June  29.  1936; 
H.R.  8099.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  L.  Kinney; 
H.  R.  8172.  An  act  to  amend  section  5  of  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  Jime  26.  1906,  relative  to  the  Alaska  salmon  fishery; 
H.  R.  8202.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Owen; 
H.R.  8285.  An  act  to  limit  the  importation  of  products 
made,  produced,  processed,  or  mined  under  process  covered 
by  unexpired  vaUd  United  States  patents,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  8316.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  sell  certain  land  to  the  ConconuUy  Cemetery  Association; 

H.  R.  8350.  An  act  permitting  ofBcial  mail  of  the  Pan  Amer- 
ican Sanitary  Bureau  to  be  transmitted  In  penalty  envelopes; 
H.R.  8399.  An  act  to  prohibit  the  receipt,  possession,  or 
disposition  of  money  or  property  feloniously  taken  from  a 
bank  organized  or  operating  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  or  any  member  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System; 

H.  R.  8450.  An  act  to  extend  for  2  additional  years  the  re- 
duced rates  of  Interest  on  Federal  land  bank  and  Land  Bank 
Commissioner  loans: 

H.R. 8628.  An  act  to  amend  the  Perishable  Agricultural 
Commodities  Act.  1930,  as  amended,  to  include  as  a  perish- 
able agricultural  commodity  cherries  in  brine,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  8692.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  to  regulate  the  practice 
of  podiatry  in  the  District  of  Columbia : 

H.  R.  8708.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  C.  Preble,  naval 
architect : 

H.  R.  8815.  An  act  to  grant  per  diem  compensation  to  the 
appointed  members  of  the  Board  of  Steam  and  Other  Operat- 
ing Engineers  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  8910.  An  act  providing  for  the  extension  of  nonquota 
status  to  Frederick  Beck; 

H.  R.  8919.  An  act  to  authorize  the  setting  aside  of  an  area 
within  the  Canal  Zone  to  preserve  and  conserve  its  natural 
features  for  scientific  study,  for  providing  and  maintaining 
facilities  for  such  study,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9007.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor,  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  inde- 
pendent agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941. 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9063.  An  act  authorizing  the  Administrator  of  the 
Federal  Works  Agency  to  transfer  certain  property  in  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  to  the  city  and  county  of  San  Francisco  for 
street  purposes; 

H.  R.  9139.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the 
United  States,"  approved  July  1,  1898,  and  acts  amendatory 
thereof  and  supplementary  thereto; 

H.  R.  9299.  An  act  to  amend  section  10  of  chapter  5  of  Pub- 
lic Act  No.  436,  Seventy-third  Congress,  approved  June  19, 
1934; 

H.  R.  9391.  An  act  to  amend  section  40,  National  Defense 
Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the  organization  of  the  Reserve 
Officers'  Training  Corps,  so  as  to  provide  for  an  exception 
with  respect  to  the  University  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  9453.  An  act  to  provide  a  license  to  the  Atlantic  Re- 
fining Co.,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9509.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Ohio 
River  at  or  near  Shawneetown,  111.; 

H.  R.  9594.  An  act  to  amend  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended;  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9618.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Suseque- 
hanna  River  at  or  near  the  city  of  Harrisburg.  Pa.; 

H.  R.  9633.  An  act  to  enlarge  and  extend  the  power  and 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Education  over  degree-conferring 
institutions  operating  within  the  District  of  Columbia; 
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H.  R.  9651.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Meier  Langermann.  his 
wife,  Friederike.  and  son.  Joseph; 

H.  R  9765.  An  act  to  provide  for  exercising  the  right  with 
respect  to  red-cedar  shingles  reserved  in  the  trade  agreement 
concluded  November  17,  1938,  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Canada,  and  for  other  ptirposes: 

H.  R.  9791.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Un- 
employment Compensation  Act; 

H.  R.  9804.  An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  section  6,  subsec- 
Uon  2,  of  the  act  approved  June  1,  1938.  known  as  Juvenile 
Court  Act  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  9822.  An  act  to  expedite  national  defense,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.R.  9850.  An  act  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the 

national  defense: 

H.  R.  9864.  An  act  amending  the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  re- 
spect to  the  basis  of  property: 

H.R.9896.  An  act  to  authorize  appropriations  for  con- 
struction at  mlUtary  posts,  and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  9897.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  additional 
land  for  military  purposes; 

H  R  9899.  An  act  extending  the  JurisdicUon  of  the  Civil 
AeronauUcs  Authority  over  certain  air-mail  services,  and 

for  other  purposes; 

H  R  9907  An  act  to  provide  for  the  recording  and  releas- 
ing of  liens  by  entries  on  certificates  of  title  for  motor  vehicles 
and  trailers,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  9920.  An  act  authorizing  the  county  of  Lawrence. 
Ohio  to  acquire  and  operate  as  a  unit  cerUin  privately  owned 
toU  bridKes  across  the  Ohio  River  adjoining  such  county; 

H  R  9927  An  act  declaring  a  forfeiture  of  certain  land 
heretofore  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the  board  of  com- 
Bitaioners  of  the  Orleans  levee  district,  in  the  city  of  New 
Orleans  State  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and  street  purposes: 

H.R.  10009.  An  act  to  amend  secUon  13  (d)  of  the  RaUroad 

Unemployment  Insurance  Act;  ,      *.       , 

H  R  10039.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national 

preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  Issuing  bonds,  to  provide 

a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  10055.  An  act  making  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 
1941.  and  for  other  pimwses; 

H  R.  10058.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  preventmg 
the  publication  of  inventions  In  the  national  interest,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  10087.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Continental  Aero- 
surveys  Corporation; 

H.  R.  10104.  An  act  making  appropriations  to  supply  defi- 
ciencies in  certain  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30  1940.  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  supplemenUl 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30.  1940,  and 
June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes;  ,  ,«„. 

H  R  10112.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924 
to  require  aliens  admitted  into  the  United  States  as  officials  of 
foreign  governments  either  to  maintain  their  status  or  to 
depart  from  the  United  States,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  State; 

H  J  Res.  544.  Joint  resolution  making  appropriations  for 
work  relief  and  relief  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 

1941;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  559.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  a  reduction  In 
the  rate  of  Interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances 
made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States  of 
America  through  the  Public  Works  Administration. 

PETITIONS   AND   MEMORIALS 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
resolution  of  the  House  of  RepresentaUves  of  the  State  of 
Ohio,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table: 

Whereas  the  United  States  Congress  has  been  ordered  by  the 
President  to  adjourn  by  June  22.  and  ^     .   ^        *»,.     ♦ ^ 

Whereas  it  has  been  Mud  that  the  President  has  threatened 
to  prorogue  the  Congress,  and.  if  he  does  It  will  be  the  first  time 
In  America  that  such  power  has  been  used  by  any  President;  and 

Whereas  it  is  admitted  America  Is  laoed  with  a  grave  laationa* 
emergency;    and 


Whereas  United  States  Senator  Johk  Thomas  has  Just  ■*ld. 

••If  adjournment  should  take  place  on  June  23.  no  power  on  carta 
but  the  President  could  call  us  back.  ««n-- 

•^ntll  we  are  called  back,  the  sole  control  oter  our  foreign  policy 
woiUd  remain  in  the  hands  of  the  President.  .^,.^ 

•The  responsibility  for  the  sole  direction  of  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  United  States  is  too  much  for  one  man  to  have.  ;  ana 

Whereas,  if  the  President  should  prorogue  the  Congress,  sucn 
act  woiUd  lend  color  to  the  belief  that  he  desires  dictatorial  powwi. 

°Resoltyed  by  the  members  of  this  House  of  ^Vresentativea.TtitA 
wc  hereby  urge  the  Congress  to  continue  in  session  indeHniteiy.  ana 
thereby  function  as  is  contemplated  by  our  Constitution,  our  de- 
mocracy, and  our  traditions.  ^.^^  •« 

We  assert  that  those  Senators  and  Congressmen  who  desire  to 
leave  Washington  now  should  be  kept  home  by  the  voters  forever. 

We  urge  the  Congress  to  keep  dictatorial  powers  out  of  the  hands 
of  any  President,  regardless  of  his  party;  be  it  further 

Resolved,  Copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  Prertdent.  xo 
the  Vice  President,  to  the  Speaker  of  the  United  8Ut«8  HouM  of 
Represenutives,  and  to  Senator  Thomas. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  reso- 
luUon  of  the  Screen  Publicists  and  Advertisers  Guild.  New 
York  City.  N.  Y.,  protesting  against  adoption  of  the  so-called 
Smith  amendments  to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  a 
recent  executive  session  of  the  American  Neurological  Asso- 
ciation, favoring  the  establishment  of  a  central  neuro- 
psychiatric  institute  in  the  Public  Health  Service  to  carry  on 
research  work  in  nervous  and  mental  diseases,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Ninth 
Ward  Improvement  and  Protective  Association,  New  Orleans, 
La.,  relative  to  interpretation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  memorials  of  several  citizens 
of  the  State  of  Michigan,  remonstrating  against  taking  any 
steps  leading  toward  war,  and  also  against  participation  of 
the  United  States  in  European  war,  which  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Miami. 
Dade  County  (Fla.)  Chapter.  Committee  to  Defend  America, 
favoring  the  prompt  enactment  of  legislation  to  place  an 
embargo  upon  the  shipment  of  scrap  iron  to  any  country  out- 
side the  Western  Hemi-sphere.  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  recently  adopted 
by  a  public  meeting  at  Springfield,  Tenn.,  favoring  the  grant- 
ing of  all  possible  aid,  short  of  war,  to  the  Allies,  the  adoption 
of  an  adequate  rearmament  and  national -defense  program, 
and  the  stopping  of  "fifth  column"  activities  in  the  Nation, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  Marion  Post, 
No.  661,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United  States. 
Salem.  Oreg.,  favoring  an  investigation  as  to  the  alleged  diver- 
sion of  large  quantities  of  Army.  Navy,  and  Air  Corps  equip- 
ment to  foreign  nations,  whldi  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  in  the  nature  of  a 
petition  from  Spirit  of  Liberty  Chapter,  Daughters  of  the 
American  RevoluUon,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  praying  for  the 
enactment  of  legislation  to  require  internaUonal  organiza- 
tions operating  in  the  United  States  to  register  with  the  State 
Department,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  the  memorial  of  Ed  Swlgert, 
of  Hannibal,  Mo.,  remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of  a 
draft  law  to  establish  military-training  camps  in  peacetime, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Wash- 
ington (D.  C.)  Committee  for  Democratic  Action,  protesting 
against  the  adoption  of  a  universal  compulsory  training 
system  of  youth,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Greater 
Miami  (Fla.)  Chapter.  MlUtary  Order  of  the  World  War. 
favoring  the  prompt  enactment  of  a  selective-service  law  for 
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the  armed  forces,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Miami 
(Dade  County.  Fla.)  Chapter.  Committee  to  Defend  America, 
favoring  the  prompt  enactment  of  a  military  selective-service 
law  and  the  training  of  a  large  citizen  army  without  delay, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  in  the  nature  of  a 
petition  from  Mrs.  M.  E.  Leedy.  of  Sandy  Lake.  Pa.,  praying 
that  relief  be  granted  her  as  the  widow  of  a  Union  veteran. 
Which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  conven- 
tion of  the  General  Society  Sons  of  the  Revolution,  assembled 
at  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  endorsing  the  adoption  of  an  adequate 
national'defense  program,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Ninth 
Ward  Improvement  and  Protective  Association.  New  Orleans. 
La.,  favoring  the  adoption  of  a  strong  national-defense  pro- 
gram, which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Edward 
H.  Sewall.  of  Redlands.  Calif.,  praying  for  the  adoption  of  a 
national-defense  program  without  war,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature 
of  a  petition  from  the  Twentieth  Encampment.  Department 
of  Arizona.  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars.  Prescott.  Ariz.,  pray- 
ing for  the  enactment  of  pending  legislation  to  aid  small 
mine  operators  and  claim  owners,  which  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of 
a  petition  from  Williamsbridge  Post.  No.  1070.  American 
Legion.  Department  of  New  York,  dated  at  Westwood.  N.  J., 
praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session  during  the  existing 
emergency,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
annual  convention  of  the  New  York  State  Shoe  Retailers 
Association,  held  at  Syracuse.  N.  Y..  favoring  an  adequate 
national-defense  program,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Harbor 
District  Chambers  of  Commerce,  in  the  State  of  California, 
endorsing  an  adequate  national-defense  program  and  the 
suppression  of  subversive  activities,  which  was  ordered  to  lie 

on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Women's 
Welfare  League  of  Dallas,  Tex.,  favoring  the  adoption  of  an 
adequate  national-defense  program,  and  also  that  Congress 
remain  in  session  during  the  existing  emergency,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  several  resolutions  adopted 
by  the  American  Legion  Convention  of  the  Fifteenth  Congres- 
sional District,  held  at  Mercedes.  Tex.,  relative  to  making 
provision  for  suflBcient  beds  in  the  local  veterans'  hospital,  the 
suppression  of  "fifth  column"  activities,  etc.,  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  a 
meeting  of  citizens  at  Braintree,  Mass.,  endorsing  the  Presi- 
dent's national-defense  program  and  the  rendering  of  all 
needed  aid  in  the  present  war  situation,  which  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  adopted  by  citi- 
zens of  Ellis  County.  Tex.,  favoring  an  adequate  national- 
defense  program  and  the  rendering  of  needed  aid  in  the 
present  war  situation,  etc.,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  Lions  Clubs 
of  Springhill,  La.,  Burlington,  Vt.,  Carthage,  Tex..  Mounds- 
ville.  W,  Va.,  Kosciusko,  Miss.,  and  the  convention  of  the  New 
York  State  Lions  Club,  held  at  Saratoga  Springs,  N.  Y..  favor- 
ing the  adoption  of  an  adequate  national -defense  program 
and  the  suppression  of  all  subversive  activities,  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  Coordi- 
nating Council  for  Peace;  Ship  Scalers  and  Painters 
L  L.  W.  U.  Local  1-2;  International  Union  United  Auto 
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Workers.  No.  271  (C.  I.  O.) :  Marine  Cooks'  and  Stewards' 
Association  of  the  Pacific  Coast  (C.  I.  0.>  ;  and  the  San 
Francisco  Branch  of  the  National  Maritime  Union  of  America 
<C.  I.  O.).  all  of  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  favoring  an  adequate 
system  of  national  defense  and  the  preservation  of  all  eco- 
nomic interests,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of 
the  State  of  Maryland,  praying  that  the  United  States  keep 
out  of  war,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
T^pl&f  ions 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Balti- 
more. Md..  praying  that  the  United  States  keep  out  of  war 
and  that  no  American  troops  be  sent  to  foreign  soil,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  Cissel-Saxon  Post,  No.  41. 
American  Legion.  Department  of  Maryland,  favoring  the 
adoption  of  an  adequate  national-defense  program,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Maryland,  praying  that  peace  be  preserved  through  im- 
mediate preparedness,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  presented  petitions  numerously  signed  by  sundry 
citizens  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  praying  that  the  United 
States  do  all  that  it  effectively  and  expediently  can  to  in- 
sure the  victory  of  the  Allies,  which  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

ATO  TO  THE  ALLIES — PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Maryland,  together  with  a  letter  and  related  papers, 
which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
and  the  body  of  one  of  the  petitions,  with  letter  and  related 
papers,  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Believing  that  a  victory  of  Hitler  and  his  fellow  dictators  wo\ild 
be  a  direct  menace  to  the  United  States  and  that  his  defeat  would 
keep  the  threat  of  war  from  this  side  of  the  Atlantic: 

We,  thff  undersigned  citizens  of  Maryland,  call  upon  the  Congress 
and  Executive  of  the  United  States  to  make  available  to  those  forces 
that  are  still  resisting  the  dictators  in  Evirope  all  pxsssible  material 
aid  for  keeping  up  the  fight,  and  to  expand  our  industrial  facilities 
for  defense  at  once. 

This  does  not  Involve  sending  an  expeditionary  force  but  arms  and 
supplies. 

Maryland  Committxe  To  Defend  Amxrica  bt  Aiding  the  Allies. 

Baltimore,  July  1,  1940. 
Hon.  MnxARD  E.  Ttdincs, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Deax  Senator  Ttdincs:  We  hand  you  herewith  our  petitions, 
signed  by  17.947  citizens  of  Maryland,  which,  with  those  presented 
June  10,  make  a  grand  total  of  41.522  signers.  Appended  is  a  list 
of  20  organizations  who  have  volunteered  unanimous  official  en- 
dorsement of  the  petition. 

We  respectfully  request  that  you.  as  our  represenUtlve  in  the 
Senate,  read  the  short  petition  herewith  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  and  request  that  It  be  spread  on  the  Journal  of  that 
honorable  body,  along  with  the  figures  recited  above. 

With  deep  appreciation  of  yoxir  consideration,  we  are. 
Very  respectfuUy  yours, 

Katharine  Jeanne  Oallaches, 

AlXXANBn  G.  PORTTR. 

Wm.  D.  White.  Delegation. 

men's  ORGANT7ATIONS  THAT   HAVE  ENDORSED  OUR   PETTnON 

Harford  County  Bar  Association;  Fred  A.  Ingram  Post.  No.  114, 
American  Legion;  Oakland  Civic  Club;  Harford  Post.  39.  Ameri- 
can Legion;  Polish- American  Students'  Association;  Joseph  L. 
Devls  Post.  American  Legion.  Havre  de  Grace. 

Out  of  State:  Civltan  Club.  Bristol,  Va.-Tenn.;  Lyons  Club*. 
Bristol.  Va.-Tenn. 

WOMEN'S    ORGANIZATIONS    THAT   HAVE    ENDORSED    OtJR    PETITION 

National  Woman's  Party.  Maryland  branch;  Daughters  of  the  Con- 
federacy: Maryland  Industrial.  Business,  and  Professional  Women's 
Club;  Senior  Free  Loan  and  Charity  League;  the  Woman's  Club  of 
Roland  Park;  the  Women's  Club  of  Hamilton;  Hagerstown  Woman's 
Club;  Women's  Loyal  Democratic  Pleasure  Oub  of  the  Ninth  Ward; 
the  Woman's  Club  of  Glyndon;  the  Hytl^eham  Club.  Port  Deposit. 
Md.;  the  Sultland  Homemakers'  Club,  of  Sultland.  Md  .  Mrs  Fre<l 
Hegel,  secretary;  Alameda  Harford  Neighborhood  Association  Inc.. 
C.  Agnes,  secretary. 

POINTS  RELATING  TO  CONTTRMATION  OF  COLONELS  KNOX  AND  STIMSON   IW 
PRESENTING  PmTIONS  TO  SENATOR  TTOtNGS.  JULT    1.    1940 

In  urging  the  confirmation  of  Colonels  Knox  and  Stlmson  to 
positions  In  the  Cabinet  to  vhich  President  Roosevelt  bas  »p- 
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pointed  them,  may  I  point  out  two  all -controlling  reasons  which 
transcend  any  possible  political  considerations: 

1  We  must  have  complete  unity  of  action  In  a  time  of  national 
emergency.  The  appointment  of  two  outstanding  citizens  of  the 
opposition  party  will  be  a  large  factor  in  securing  the  needed  sup- 
port of  all  political  elemenU.  ^    .    .  ^  ^ 

2  We  must  recognize  the  elementary  fact  that  the  first  step  needed 
for  keeping  America  out  of  war  Is  to  keep  the  threat  of  war  away 
from  America  by  doing  everything  practicable  toward  the  defeat  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  of  the  only  power  whose  victory  would 
threaten  the  Americas.  This  fact  Messrs.  Knox  and  Stlmson  have 
clearly  seen  Indeed.  It  is  because  they  have  recognized  and  called 
attention  to  this  Important  element  of  defense  that  they  have  been 
attacked  In  some  quarters.  I  feel  certain  that  all  of  those  who  have 
■Igned  our  petitions  and  the  vast  majority  of  your  other  constituents 
win  approve  of  an  affirmative  vote  in  the  matter  of  these  confirma- 
tions 

PETITION  or  WE  THE  AMERICANS 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  presented  a  petition  from  We  the  Ameri- 
cans, Philadelphia.  Pa.,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 

as  follows:        i 

We  the  Americans, 

'  Philadelj^ia.  Pa..  June  21.  1940. 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States:  ♦^♦.^^  „f 

We  the  Americans,  a  national  organization  for  the  protection  of 
constitutional  government,  having  recorded  our  unanimous  disap- 
proval of  our  republics  participation  in  European  affairs  in  any 
respect,  affirming  Washington's  principle  of  no  European  entangle- 
ments  and  upholding  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and  demanding  that  no 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States  of  America  be  sent  to  participate 
in  the  present  European  conflict  and  that  our  foreign  policy  be 
supervise  and  directed  as  required  by  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  SUtes  and  not  In  the  manner  It  Is  at  present  directed,  and 
having  resolved  that  we  demand  of  our  Government  adequate  and 
complete  armament  for  the  defense  of  our  country  ^ro^^/^y  ,8f  ^  a" 
possible  enemies,  together  with  an  adequate  Army  and  Navy  per- 
e«nnel  and  being  resolved  that  each  and  every  member  of  We  the 
Americans  actively  fulfill  his  pledge  "to  combat  every  alien  and  for- 
eign Influence  which  may  be  destructive  of  our  American  form  of 
government."  and  as  actively  to  combat  those  ^ho^f^^^^P^^o.^ST 
croach  upon  our  Constitution  and  to  usurp  our  rights  and  llbertlM. 
hereby  petition  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America  to  take 
such  procedure  »s  wUl  effectuate  the  purposes  herein  expressed. 
Respectfully  submitted.  ^^  ^^  Americans.  Inc., 

By  Herbert  J.  Koehler. 
President. 

EIGHT-HOtJR  WORKING  DAY 

Mr  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  present  a  telegram  ad- 
dressed to  me  by  E.  F.  Burke,  secretary.  Marine  Cooks'  and 
Stewards'  Association,  of  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  relating  to  a 
pending  labor  controversy  in  San  Francisco  as  indicated 
in  the  telegram.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  telegram 
be  printed  in  the  Record  and  referred  to  the  appropriate 

committee.  .♦♦!,« 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

San  Francisco,  Calif.,  June  25,  1940. 

Hon.  Sheridan  Downey, 

Washington,  D.  C:  ,    . 

The  Marine  Cooks'  and  Stewards'  Association  wishes  to  acquaint 
vou  with  the  following  facts  in  relation  to  our  present  negotiations. 
Sie  employer  are  utilizing  the  present  war  hysteria  In  an  endeavor 
to  break  down  the  conditions  we  have  enjoyed  in  the  past  by  ns- 
Ssmr  to  complete  negotiations  in  good  faith  on  o"^  Pf^P***^ 
aSeements  We  have  been  negotiating  for  the  past  9  months  and 
durmg  that  tune  were  able  to  come  to  a  mutual  agreement  on 
rn^ny  points  in  dispute.  At  the  present  time  the  union  finds  Itself 
S  ;^pS? Itl^n  wher?  there  Is  one^aslc  Issue;  that  is  our  den^and 
for  an8-hour  working  day,  which  was  adopted  by  the  United  States 
Sn^eL  in  JsM  wl  haVc  been  unable  to  arrive  at  an  agreement 
on  this  DOlnt  This  agreement  terminates  on  June  30.  If  the 
S^nt  an Itude  of  the  shipowners  continues  a  disruption  of  marl- 
tS?  coSm^erST  on  the  Pacific  coast  will  Inevitably  result.  The 
mTrlne^S  and  stewards  want  to  prevent  this  happen  ng  and 
"ncerely  ^lleve  this  situation  can  be  avoided,  provided  the  em- 
nlovtS  immediately  ceare  using  the  war  hysteria  subterfuge  to 
?iSeb<^Sride  negotiations.  We  are  therefore  calling  upon  you 
to  use  yoSrgW)d  offices  to  see  that  a  satisfactory  agreement  is 
amicably  contl-Scted  at  an  early  date.    Please  Insert  this  wire  In  the 

CONGRESSIONAL   RECORD.  ^    ^    ^^^^^ 

Secretary,  Marine  Cooks'  and  StevurdT  Association. 
KraoLimoN  or  bttrlington  (vt.)  post,  no.  2,  American  legion 
Mr  AUSTIN  presented  a  resolution  of  Burlington  Post.  No. 
2,  American  Legion.  Department  of  Vermont,  which  was  or- 
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dered  to  Ue  on  the  Uble  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

Whereas  the  American  Legion  has  heard  with  P™'°^^'^''(Jib. 
deep  regret  the  announcement  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Ernest  W.  uio 
son,  Sr.,  late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Vermont; 

Whereas  it  has  pleased  Almighty  God  to  ^f^^Z°^°^le^^ip^ 
beloved  comrade.  Senator  Gibson,  member  of  the  Brattleboro  fon. 
No.  5,  of  the  American  Legion  of  Vermont;  and 

Whereas  this  comrade  was  well  beloved  by  all  who  ^"/^^^J^'" '^ 
his  courage,  patriotism,  and  deep  human  interest  ^n  his  comradw 
which  wal  exemplified  by  a  devoted  life  of  f'-\ice  to  the  members  of 
the  American  Legion  and  to  the  veterans  «"  aU  ware,  and 

Whereas  Senator  Gibson  was  a  superior  husband  father  soldier. 
staTes^n  and  citizen,  having  served  faithfully  and  wel  hU  home 
town,  his  SUte.  and  the  Nation,  both  in  peace  and  in  war.  Therefore 

^ Resolved,  That  Burlington  Post,  No.  2.  of  the  American  ]>glon 
Department  of  Vermont.  In  special  meeting  held  In  the  city  of  Bur- 
Ungton.  this  2l8t  day  of  June  1940.  hereby  extends  Its  deepwt  sym- 
pathy to  the  bereavkl  family  In  their  great  loss  and  oVL^.oS-  .ffi 
appreciation  of  his  devoted  service  to  our  great  organization,  and 

^ResStld'^ThHt  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  forthwith 
to  the  family  of  our  departed  comrade  at  Brattleboro,  vt..  and  tnai 
a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  spread  upon  our  P"™ane^t  records 
and  that  copies  of  It  be  sent  to  the  American  Legion  of  Vermont 
and  to  the  national  organization  at  Indianapolis.  Ind. 

J  Howard  O'NelU,  chairman;  Christie  L.  Merrill.  Clarence  E. 
Lynch,  Dr.  Allstcn  L.  Fogg,  Edwin  R.  Forrest.  James  J. 
Carney,  Stanley  E.  Whittle,  Ray  8.  White.  Sr.,  J.  Glover 
Fletcher,  resolutions  committee,  Burlington  Post,  No.  d, 
the  American  Legion,  Department  of  Vermont. 

OSAGE   TRIBE   OF  INDIANS— REFERENCE   OF   BILL   TO   THE   COURT   OF 

CLAIMS 

Mr  BURKE.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on 
Claims  I  report  a  resolution  referring  to  the  Court  of  Claims 
a  bill  now  pending  and  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  288)  was 
read,  considered  by  unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to,  as 
follows: 

Resolved  That  the  bill  (S.  2926)  entitled  "A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
the  Osage  Tribe  of  Indians  in  Oklahoma,"  now  pending  in  the 
Senate,  together  with  all  the  accompanying  papers,  be.  and  the 
same  Is  hereby  referred  to  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States, 
In  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  section  151  of  the  Judicial  Code 
(28  U  S  C  sec  257);  and  said  court  shall  proceed  to  investigate 
and  determine  the  facts  and  submit  such  report  as  may  be  re- 
quired or  warranted  under  the  provisions  of  said  act. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time  and,,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  SHEEP ARD: 

S.  4175.  A  bill  to  amend  section  61  of  the  National  Defense 
Act  of  June  3,  1916,  by  adding  a  proviso  which  will  permit 
States  to  organize  military  units  not  a  part  of  the  National 
Guard,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  4176.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  First  Lt.  John  Albert  Good- 
pasture, Jr.;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


r 


HOUSE  BILLS  REFERRED 


The  following  bills  were  each  read  twice  by  their  titles  and 
referred  as  indicated  below: 

H.  R.  9491.  An  act  relating  to  the  compensation  of  former 
employees  of  the  Railway  Mail  Service  in  certain  positions 
and  reinstated  prior  to  August  14,  1937;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  OfiBces  and  Post  Roads. 

H.  R.  10100.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

AMENDMENT  OF  INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  ACT — PIPE  LINES 

Mr  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  submitted  an  amendment  in- 
tended to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  3753)  to  amend 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

EXPEDITION    OF    NATIONAL-DEFENSE    PROGRAM 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  a  Senate  reso- 
lution for  appropriate  reference.    It  expresses  the  sentiment 


^  r\   s  /^ 
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of  the  Senate  that  in  the  preparation  of  articles  for  prepared- 
ness both  for  the  Army  and  the  Navy  the  War  and  Navy 
Departments  should  inisist  on  contractors  putting  on  more 
than  one  shift  of  workmen,  trying  to  utilize  24  hours  rather 
than  a  shorter  period.  I  ask  that  the  resolution  be  appro- 
priately referred. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  289)  was  read  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  the  program  o£ 
strengthening  the  national  defense  should  go  forward  with  the 
greatest  possible  speed,  and  that  all  contracts  entered  Into  by  the 
United  States  or  any  agency  thereof  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  such  program  should  provide  for  utilizing  to  the  fullest  prac- 
ticable extent  the  productive  capacities  of  the  contractors,  including 
the  employment  of  personnel  In  as  many  shifts  as  possible  dxuing 
each  period  of  24  hours. 

AOORZSS  BY  SENATOR  THOMAS  OF  TTTAH  AT  GRADUATION  EXERCISES 
or   F.   B.   I.    POLICE    ACADEMY 

[Mr.  McKellar  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Senator  Thomas  of 
Utah  at  the  graduation  exercises  of  the  fourteenth  session  of 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  National  Police  Academy, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

address  by  senator  TRUMAN  ON  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

I  Mr.  Truman  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  radio  address  on  national  defense,  delivered  by 
him  at  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  on  June  30..  1940,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

X.    V,    A. — EXPERIMENT    IN    DEMOCRACY — ARTICLE    BY    WJLLIAU    R. 

CLARK.  O.  P. 

[Mr.  NoRKis  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  by  WUliam  R.  Clark,  O.  P..  entiUed  "T.  V. 
A. — Experiment  in  Democracy,"  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

WATER   FOR   CALIFORNIA ARTICLE   BY   RICHARD  L.   NEUBERGER 

[Mr.  NoRRis  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  Richard  L.  Neuberger  entitled 
"Water  for  California,"  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.  1 

LETTER   BY  SENATOR   HOLT 

[Mr.  Holt  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  letter  written  by  him,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

ORDER   DISPENSING   WITH   CALL   OF   CALENDAR- 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  routine  morning  business  is 
closed.    The  calendar  under  rule  vm  is  in  order. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  call  of  the  calendar  be  dispensed  with. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

MESSAGES   FROM   THE   PRESIDENT — APPROVAL   OF   BILLS   AND    JOINT 

RXSOLXmON 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of  his 
secretaries,  who  also  annoimced  that  the  President  had  ap- 
proved and  signed  the  following  bills  and  Joint  resolution: 
On  June  24,  1940: 

S.20S9.  An  act  authorizing  a  grant  to  the  city  of  Fargo. 
N.  Dak.,  of  an  easement  in  connection  with  the  construction 
of  water  and  sewer  systems; 

S.  2611.  An  act  authorizing  the  purchase  of  a  site  and  the 
erection  of  a  building  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts  for  use  pis 
a  radio-monitoring  station,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  2983.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of  lumber  and  other 
forest  products  obtained  from  the  forests  on  Indian  reserva- 
tions by  Indian  enterprises; 

S.  2984.  An  act  authorizing  the  transfer  of  title  of  the  Hay- 
ward  Indian  School  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin; 

S.3352.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  of  August  27,  1935  (49 
Stat.  2194),  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  3667.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  local  delivery  rate  on 
certain  first-class  mail  matter. 
On  June  25,  1940: 

S.  3018.  An  act  to  amend  section  210  of  the  Conununications 
Act  of  1934,  approved  June  19,  1934  (48  Stat.  1073;  47  U.  S.  C. 


210),  so  as  to  permit  communication  utiMttes  to  contribute 
free  service  to  the  national  defense; 

S.  3237.  An  act  to  amend  section  301  (a)  of  the  Sugar  Act  of 

1937* 

S  3958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  grant  to  the  Road  Department  of  the  State  of  Florida  an 
easement  for  a  road  right-of-way  over  the  Coast  Guard  Res- 
ervation at  Flagler  Beach,  Pia.;  and 

S  4027.  An  act  to  transfer  the  active  list  of  the  Construc- 
Uon  Corps  to  the  line  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes. 

On  June  26,  1940:  .  ^  w,. 

S  J  Res.  279.  Joint  resolution  to  amend  section  4  of  Pul>Uc 
Resolution  No.  54.  approved  November  4.  1939.  entitled  "Joint 
resolution  to  preserve  the  neutrality  and  the  peace  of  the 
United  States  and  to  secure  the  safety  of  its  citizens  and  theu- 
interests." 

REPORT     OF     UNITED    STATES     DELAWARE     VALLEY     TERCENTENARY 
COMMISSION    (H.  DOC.  NO.  856) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

In  compUance  with  the  request  of  the  United  States  Del- 
aware Valley  Tercentenary  Commission,  which  was  estab- 
lished in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Public  Resolution 
No.  102,  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  approved  June  5,  1936.  and 
extended  under  Public  Resolution  No.  71,  Seventy-fifth  Con- 
gress, approved  August  25,  1937,  I  transmit  herewith  the 
Commission's  report  setting  fOTth  the  incidents  and  activities 
in  connection  with  the  celebration  which  was  held  at  Wil- 
mington. Del.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Swedesboro  and  Salem. 

N.  J.,  in  the  year  1938. 

P^ANKLiN  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  July  1, 19i0. 


■] 


[Note. — Report  accompanied  similar  message  to  the  House 
of  Representatives.] 

NOMINATION  OF  WENDELL  WILLKIE 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  Senator 
from  Florida  is  given  permission  to  address  the  Senate.  The 
Chair  hears  no  objection. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  in  the  last  2  or  3  days  there 
have  been  two  names  prominent  in  the  headlines  of  the  press 
of  the  country,  and  two  photographs  have  appeared  upon 
almost  every  front  page.  The  first  gentleman  carrying  the 
attention  of  the  country  was  Adolf  Hitler,  and  the  second 
was  the  Honorable  Wendell  Willkie,  Republican  nominee  for 
President  of  the  United  States.  I  take  it,  Mr.  President,  that 
a  great  deal  of  the  adoration  which  has  been  extended  to  both 
those  men  arises  from  a  recognition  of  the  fact  that  both  are 
masters  of  the  modem  technique  called  the  "blitzkrieg." 

We  have  in  this  Chamber  those  who  have  felt  the  sharp 
point  of  the  "blitzkrieg"  dagger  at  the  Republican  convention. 
While  honorable  Senators  of  this  body  went  out  to  speak  to 
the  people  in  behalf  of  their  candidacy  for  the  high  office  of 
President,  while  they  traveled  thousands  of  miles,  while  they 
addressed  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Republican  and  inde- 
pendent voters  the  country  over,  this  master  of  the  political 
"blitzkrieg"  remained  comfortably  under  the  awnings  of  Wall 
Street  and  took  over  the  control  of  the  Republican  Party 
from  the  inside,  the  way  Wall  Street  Is  accustomed  to  take 
over  another  corporation — by  negotiation  and  purchase. 
That  is  the  way  money — big  money — works.  And  this  was 
the  best  Job  of  corporate  reorganization  Wall  Street  has  done 
since  the  "good  old  American"  days  of  1929. 

So  I  want  to  commiserate  with  the  very  able  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  VandenbergI  for  the  effort  that  he  uselessly 
spent  in  trying  to  serve  the  American  people  in  this  high  and 
powerful  ofiBce.  I  hope  that  he  will  not  lose  sympathy  for  the 
normal  political  processes  because  they  failed  in  his  particular 
case,  for  there  have  l)een  many  others  in  his  company. 
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The  able  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  TMr.  Bridges! 
traveled  the  length  and  breadth  of  this  great  Nation  address- 
ing himself  to  the  voters,  telling  them  what  he  stood  for, 
what  he  proposed  to  do  if  there  were  conferred  upon  him  the 
majestic  powers  of  the  Presidency  of  the  United  States,  but  he 
also  learned  that  the  political  "blitzkrieg"  does  not  condone 
the  machinery  of  that  process. 

There  was  another  able  Senator  upon  this  floor,  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  TaftI,  the  champion  of 
a  gi-eat  cause,  the  leader  of  a  mighty  phalanx  which  advanced 
upon  that  convention,  receiving  its  impetus  not  from  many 
little,  sequestered  offices  where  magic  buttons  may  be  magi- 
cally pressed  and  the  telephone  line  may  communicate  with 
fidelity,  suggestion  or  direction  to  some  obedient  hearer,  but 
from  many  sincere,  loyal  followers.    They  were  proud  of  his 
illustrious  name,  for  his  father  had  adorned  the  Presidency 
of  the  United  States  and  had  lent  the  ornament  of  his  great 
name  to  the  position  of  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States.    Following  in  the  illustrious  footsteps 
of  his  eminent  parent,  the  able  Senator  from  Ohio  aspired, 
with  laudable  ambition,  to  serve,  as  his  father  had  served,  the 
people  of  the  United  States.    The  only  mistake  he  made,  Mr. 
President,  was  In  not  l)eing  up  on  modem  political  methods. 
But  the  eminent  and  honest  Senator  from  Ohio  need  not  feel 
badly,  because  it  is  tough  to  fight  a  billion-dollar  utiUties 
executive  who  was  smart  enough  to  say: 

In  my  business  It  pays  to  have  dandruff  en  your  shoulders. 

We  have  seen  what  happened  to  the  Maginot  line.  The 
French  thought  it  the  best  defense  the  world  could  conceive 
of  but  it  did  not  last  long  against  the  "blitzkrieg"  of  modern 
warfare.  So  I  want  to  commiserate  with  our  colleagues,  to 
tell  them  that  we  have  not  lost  faith  in  the  processes  they 
followed,  and  we  hope  in  another  day  that  the  old  American 
method  will  bear  richer  fruit  than  it  did  in  this  particular 
case. 

But  now.  Mr.  President,  what  the  country  Is  interested  in 
Is  what  has  been  said  by  this  new  champion  of  the  Repub- 
hcan  cause.  I  was  not  one  of  those  who  looked  with  mis- 
giving or  regret  upon  the  holding  of  our  political  conventions. 
Instead  of  having  to  read  the  editorials  of  a  thousand  news- 
papers and  to  await  Mr.  Gallup's  poll  to  see  what  Republicans 
were  thinking  about,  instead  of  having  to  rely  upon  the 
divided  counsel  of  our  Republican  colleagues  here  upon  the 
Senate  flcx)r.  I  knew  that  the  Republican  convention  would 
elect  fresh  from  a  Republican  convention  a  new  champion 
and  that  he  would  be  able  to  speak  as  one  with  authority. 

The  American  people  could  then  turn  their  ears  toward  the 
appeal  of  his  voice:  they  could  listen  to  the  magic  of  his  so- 
lution of  the  country's  problems.  I  was  gratified,  therefore, 
that  the  people  who  were  in  the  Republican  ranks  would 
have  an  opportunity  to  adopt  a  platform,  and  to  select  a 
nominee  who  could  be  regarded  by  all  as  the  responsible 
Republican  spokesman. 

Mr  President,  that  is  all  romantic  history  today.  This 
colorful  figure  from  WaU  Street,  in  the  company  of  his  col- 
leagues in  that  community,  has  now  been  adopted  as  the 
standard  bearer  of  the  grand  old  party.  Of  course,  he  is  not 
so  old  as  a  member  of  that  party:  but  it  Is  an  old  party,  and 
there  are  still  many  who  think  it  is  a  grand  party.  So  the 
pre-^tlge  of  republicanism,  and  the  great  name  that  repub- 
licanism is  in  this  country,  are  now  embodied  and  epitomized 
In  WendeU  Willkie. 

Mr  President,  Mr.  Willkie  has  already  declared  himself  to 
the  American  people.  He  says  that  his  purpose  is  unity  in 
America.  What  I  ask,  what  other  Senators  on  this  floor  are 
asking  what  the  American  people  are  asking,  is.  What  kind 
of  unity,  and  unity  at  what  price?  Does  unity  mean  the 
unity  that  Wall  Street  would  impose  on  America  by  the  adop- 
tion of  its  policies  and  its  principles? 

Now  we  are  engaged  in  the  greatest  program  of  preparation 
this  country  has  ever  engaged  in.  in  peacetime.  It  is  abso- 
hitely  necessary  that  every  unit  of  this  Nation's  great  economy 
be  concentrated  upon  that  single  effort  and  obiective 

I  want  to  know  what  kind  of  unity  Mr.  Willkie  thinks  of 
when  he  says  there  must  be  unity  in  America.    Does  it  mean 


the  unity  that  win  come  from  cooperation  with  the  Govern- 
ment's program:  or  does  it  mean  that  the  segments  of  Indus- 
try will  lay  down  their  own  terms  upon  which  they  wiU  prepare 
America  to  defend  herself?  ^  ,  ,  ,     ^  „ 

Is  he  going  to  encourage  or  discourage  industrial  leaders 
like  Henry  Ford,  who  says,  "I  will  have  a  foreign  policy  of  my 
own  I  will  make  planes  for  whomsoever  I  choose  to  make 
them.  I  will  not  follow  the  policy  of  the  President  and  the 
poUcy  of  the  Congress  and  coordinate  my  efforts  with  their 
Defense  Council,  who  come  and  appeal  to  me  to  take  a  part. 
No.  I  WiU  set  myself  up  as  a  sacrosanct  individual  in  this 
economy,  and  I  will  do  what  I  like  to  do." 

Is  Mr.  Wendell  WUlkie  going  to  believe  in  that  kind  or 
unity  or  is  he  going  to  mean  to  the  Nation  the  kind  of  unity 
that  comes  from  asking  and  demanding  that  every  phase  of 
our  economy  put  itself  as  a  willing  servant  at  the  command 
of  the  duly  constituted  Government  of  the  American  people? 
Mr.  President,  when  President  Wilson's  great  program,  the 
T.  V.  A.  project,  a  defense  project  for  this  Nation,  was  pro- 
posed by  the  administration  and  adopted  by  tne  Government, 
did  Mr.  Wendell  Willkie  join  in  that  great  defense  effort? 
Did  he  beUeve  in  unity  at  that  time:  or  did  he  spend  his 
energy  day  and  night,  in  the  matchless  way  in  which  he  can 
exert  himself,  in.  trying  to  sabotage  that  kind  of  a  defense 
program  and  that  kind  of  unity? 

We  had  in  this  body  a  Major  Berry,  who  had  a  little  stone 
quarry  down  in  the  Teimessee  Valley.  He  wanted  to  sell 
that  stone  quarry  to  the  United  States  Government.  He 
asked  a  few  hundred  thousand  dollars  for  it;  and,  as  a  result, 
he  was  denounced  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other  for 
trying  to  hold  up  the  Government  and  the  T.  V.  A.  program. 
And  then  what  happened?  A  little  bit  later  this  new  cham- 
pion of  unity,  then  the  champion  of  disunity,  made  his  chief 
objective  the  destruction  of  that  program  except  it  go  for- 
ward on  his  terms.  It  was  not  enough  that  the  Congress, 
the  people's  Congress — ^not  enough  that  the  President,  the 
people's  President— had  laid  down  a  utility  policy  for  the 
Nation  which  he  had  tried  to  sabotage  in  Congress  and  lost. 
He  employed  in  his  efforts  to  destroy  that  program  the  same 
"blitzkrieg"  methods,  by  sending  tens  of  thousands  of  tele- 
grams here,  that  he  succeeded  with  In  Philadelphia. 

I  say  that  was  a  case  in  which  the  people's  representatives 
and  the  people's  President  laid  down  a  defense  program,  and, 
instead  of  cooperating  with  that  program  as  a  matter  of 
unity,  he  was  the  champion  of  those  who  willed  to  destroy  it. 
So,  Mr.  President,  we  have  a  right  to  ask,  upon  what 
terms  does  Mr.  Wendell  Willkie  expect  the  American  people 
to  rally?  I  say  the  American  people  will  rally  to  a  program 
that  offers  an  honorable  unity;  that  pursues  the  democratic 
and  the  American  way;  but  they  will  not  unify  themselves 
upon  anything  less  honorable  and  less  American  than  that 
kind  of  a  unifled  program. 

If  private  enterprise  wants  a  kind  of  unity  which  will  per- 
mit it  to  write  the  ticket.  Instead  of  the  Government  telling 
private  enterprise — as  they  will  some  of  these  days,  I  am 
afraid,  have  to  tell  the  boys — what  to  do  and  see  that  they  do 
it.  is  Mr.  Wendell  Willkie  going  to  say  "no"? 

If  the  Government  cracks  on  the  head  some  recalcitrant 
industrialist  because  he  does  not  obey  the  Government's  com- 
mand, is  Mr.  Willkie  going  to  believe  in  a  policy  of  unity  that 
would  appease  and  soothe  that  disgruntled  man,  rather  than 
challenging  him  to  a  unifled  effort  in  defending  America? 
And  if  the  Government  decides  to  prepare  in  one  way.  and 
somebody  decides  that  another  way  is  better,  is  Mr.  Willkie 
going  to  support  the  kind  of  unity  that  will  come  from  f*je 
people's  representatives  and  their  policy,  or  the  kind  of  unity 
that  may  be  dictated  by  avaricious  and  greedy  private  enter- 
prise? 

If  to  prepare  and  defend  America  it  becomes  necessary  for 
the  Government  to  take  over  industries  to  make  war  mate- 
rials, is  Mr.  Willkie  going  to  agree  to  that,  or  insist  on  a  unity 
which  gives  individual  enterprise  wh^it  it  wants,  whatever 
happens  to  the  country? 

Mr.  President,  when  we  speak  about  unity,  I  recall  that  a 
long  time  ago  a  Being  was  led  up  on  a  mountain  top.  and  He 
was  shown  a  rich  valley  below.    The  devU  appealed  to  the 
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Christ  for  unity.  "Why  struggle."  he  said,  "when  you  can 
have  all  the  soul  can  wish  for?"  But  the  Christ  could  not 
subscribe  to  unity  in  His  day.  because  to  admit  into  the  coun- 
cils of  the  church  the  demons  of  the  iinderworld  was  not  only 
to  destroy  any  possibility  of  unity,  but  to  contaminate  in  its 
inception  the  holy  birth  of  Christ's  church. 

So  the  American  people  are  entitled  to  know  what  is  the 
program  of  Mr.  Willkie  for  the  defense  of  America,  because 
that  one  thing  stands  up  to  challenge,  more  than  all  else,  our 
concern. 

I  want  to  know,  therefore,  upon  what  terms  does  Mr. 
Willkie  propose  to  unify  America?  I.  for  one,  am  not  willing 
to  let  Mr.  Thomas  Lamont,  who  was  instrumental  in  the  man- 
agement of  Mr.  Willkie's  campaign  at  Philadelphia,  write  the 
ticket  of  Americanism  upon  which  I  shall  be  expected  to  join 
In  unity,  unless  Mr.  Lamont  changes  his  whole  background 
and  political  philosophy:  and  I  am  not  willing  to  let  a  man 
who  was  the  exalted  leader  of  the  group  that  wanted  to  de- 
stroy the  cooperative  effort  under  this  Gtovemment  which  has 
given  the  greatest  measure  of  benefit  the  masses  of  the  people 
of  this  country  have  ever  enjoyed  say  now  with  impunity, 
"■niat  is  the  thing  that  is  the  danger  to  the  American  people— 
this  bureaucracy  that  was  written  by  the  people's  Con- 
gress"— while  he  lauds  a  bureaucracy  which  dwells  in  some 
skyscraper  and  weaves  the  pattern  of  life  for  millions  of 
supposedly  free  Americans. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  heard  some  of  Mr.  Willkie's  speeches, 
and  I  pay  tribute  to  the  artistry  with  which  they  have  been 
delivered,  to  the  matchless  glamor  that  has  been  exhibited, 
to  a  showman  who  is  the  equal  of  any  that  American  politics 
has  ever  had — a  man  who  is  a  master  of  the  modern 
technique. 

You  know  how  the  modem  lobbyists  operate  in  legislature 
or  in  Congress.  They  do  not  go  up  to  Senator  X  or  Senator  Y 
and  say,  "Senator,  wont  you  vote  for  my  bill?"  or  "Won't 
you  vote  against  the  bill  I  dislike?"  No.  They  go  to 
the  telephone  and  call  up  the  local  manager  in  your  State, 
or  in  your  county  if  you  are  in  the  legislature,  and  they  tell 
him  what  they  want  him  to  do.  Then  he  goes  and  sees  the 
local  newspaper  editor,  the  local  lawyer,  the  local  banker,  a 
few  prominent  businessmen,  some  local  political  character, 
and  those  people  start  showering  you  with  telegrams.  You 
read  them  and  say,  "I  am  astonished  at  the  support  there  is 
back  home  for  this  measure,  which  I  did  not  think  perhaps 
my  people  would  approve."  That  is  the  modern  technique  of 
lobbying,  and  this  is  the  first  time  it  has  ever  been  success- 
fully applied  to  a  national  political  convention. 

Mr.  Willkie  has  already  revealed  In  his  speeches  the  at- 
tempted explanation  for  his  change  of  position.  He  says,  "I 
was  a  Democrat  but  I  was  against  the  power  of  exploitation. 
I  saw  huge  private  monopolies.  I  saw  bureaucracies  of  private 
Industry  that  were  closing  their  grasp  upon  the  economic 
throat  of  the  people  of  America:  I,  a  great  liberal,  fought 
those  bureaucracies."  But  now  there  Is  a  shift  In  the  salient, 
and  the  argimaent  now  is,  "As  long  as  private  enterprise  was 
the  champion  of  monopoly,  the  one  who  exercised  unlimited 
power.  I  was  on  the  side  of  the  opposition."  But  now  a  new 
monster  has  arisen,  a  new  Goliath,  that  threatens  to  destroy 
the  Lberties  of  our  j)eople.  "Now  private  enterprise  has  been 
humbled,  monopoly  has  been  destroyed.  Industrial  and 
financial  bureaucracy  has  been  obliterated,  there  is  but  one 
danger  to  the  liberties  of  the  people,  and  that  is  the  bureauc- 
racy which  the  people  have  created  in  their  government." 

One  of  the  differences  is  that  the  people's  government  is 
elected,  elected  by  the  people,  but  the  bureaucrats  of  industry 
and  finance  are  not  elected  by  the  people.  They  do  not  go 
to  the  Street  comers  as  you  and  I  do,  4s  Members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  do,  almost  the  way  the  President 
does,  and  speak  to  the  people,  looking  them  in  the  face,  telling 
them  what  they  propose  to  do  and  what  they  oppose.  No, 
they  get  a  fractional  percentage  of  a  large  number  of  stock- 
holders to  back  their  leadership,  and  they  elect  a  board  of 
directors,  and  the  board  of  directors  elects  a  president  and  a 
chairman  of  the  board,  and  that  is  the  bureaucracy  there  is 
in  the  private  oligrachy  of  finance. 


Mr.  President,  the  American  people  will  have  an  opportimlty 
to  make  up  their  minds  about  what  kind  of  a  policy  of  unity 
will  appeal  to  the  people  of  America. 

I  am  even  more  concerned  about  one  other  phase  of  this 
matter.    I  was  very  much  troubled  to  read  in  the  New  York 
Times  of  yesterday  the  following  news  article: 
Wetcand  Accused  or  Faiting  F^ANct — Pnrr  PAKisiiif's  Fokmcr  Edi- 
tor Sats  Genzral  Led  Defeatists — Red  Alarms  Cnrn 
(By  Qie  J.  Bols.  former  etUtor  of  the  Petit  Parislen) 

London.  June  30. — At  Tours  on  June  12  and  13  General  Maxima 
Weygand  told  the  discouraged  French  Cabinet  of  Allied  armies  In 
confxislon  and  columns  of  refugees  machine-gunned  by  the  Invaders. 
Then,  referrhag  to  the  Russian  debacle  of  1917  and  the  Soviet 
menace,  he  said.  "We  must  not  let  It  come  to  that." 

This  gave  the  defeatists  In  the  Cabinet  their  chance  to  come  for- 
ward, since  the  commander  In  chief  not  only  Justified  but  actually 
covered  them.  Didn't  he  tell  them  that,  according  to  an  admiralty 
report,  there  were  riots  In  Paris  and  that  Maurice  Thorez.  Com- 
munist leader,  had  occupied  the  Elysee  Palace,  the  President's 
ofQclal  residence? 

George  Mandel.  the  Minister  of  Interior,  who  had  only  Just  seen 
Chief  of  Police  Langeron  In  Paris,  at  once  denied  the  rumors  so 
obligingly  spread  by  General  Wejrgand.  Indeed,  M.  Mandel  rang  up 
M.  Langeron  on  the  telephone  and  succeeded  In  this  way  In  re- 
assuring the  Cabinet.  Including  President  Albert  Lebrun.  that  the 
President's  bed  In  Elysee  Palace  was  not  being  slept  In  by  the 
Communist  Thorez  and  that  if  the  Germans  advanced  far  enough 
to  make  an  entry  Into  Paris  the  next  day  they  would  And  the  city 
sad  and  deserted  but  quiet. 

The  courteous  altercation  between  M.  Mandel  and  General  Wey- 
gand showed  what  was  behind  the  suggestion  of  asking  Chancellor 
Hitler  for  an  armistice.  General  Weygand  did  not  even  attempt  to 
hide  It.  He  almost  shouted  that  the  battle  was  lost,  the  army  more 
or  less  broken  up.  and  that,  since  honor  had  been  saved  by  him, 
the  rest  of  the  organized  troops  must  be  saved  to  maintain  order 
and  quiet  In  the  country. 

PiTAIN  HIS  CHIEr  STJPPORT 

General  Weygand's  chief  suppjort  was  Premier  Henri  Philippe 
P^tain  himself,  who  willingly  confirmed  everj-thlng  General  Wey- 
gand said.  It  Is  a  mystery  how  the  aged  nuirshal  could  have  staked 
his  prestige  on  something  that  one  day,  when  the  ramifications 
have  been  laid  bare,  will  turn  out  to  have  l>een  the  most  question- 
able hoax  in  our  history. 

But  It  must  be  remembered  that  Marshal  P^taln  Is  past  80  years. 
He  has  aU  the  clearness  of  mind  of  an  octogenarian,  but  no  more. 
It  Is  no  Injustice  to  him  to  assume  that  his  Judgment  Is  not  as 
keen  and  quick  as  It  used  to  be.  The  clouding  over  of  his  fine,  blue, 
soldierly  eyes,  after  even  a  slight  effort,  shows  it  clearly  enough. 
His  natural  stubbornness  has  increased  with  age  and  he  resents 
any  op(>osltlon  to  his  decisions.  Attacked  by  some,  flattered  by 
others,  be  put  all  the  weight  of  his  popularity  In  favor  of  capitu- 
lation. 

Behind  Marshal  Ktain  and  General  Weygand  are  Paul  Baudoln, 
Foreign  Minister,  and  Camllle  Chautemps.  Vice  Premier,  the  latter 
carefully  choosing  his  words  to  betray  the  ayes  and  noes  Into 
unanimity.  He  failed,  but  his  specious  arguments  left  some  of  his 
colleagues  In  doubt — sufUclent  for  a  majority  at  a  tragic  moment. 
The  flgxireheads  In  the  Cabinet  think  of  nothing  but  of  keeping  their 
portfolios  and  their  seats  In  Parliament.  They  would  rather  loee  the 
war  and  be  reelected  than  win  the  war  and  be  out  of  office. 

It  has  even  been  said  that,  while  trying  to  save  his  face  by  a  pre- 
tense of  Indomitable  energy,  Paul  Reynaud.  who  was  succeeded  by 
Marshal  P^tain  as  Premier,  secretly  favored  the  attitude  of  his  fol- 
lowers. We  should  not  believe  a  word  of  it,  and  we  have  proof  to 
the  contrary  In  the  fact  that  he  showed  moments  of  weakness  In 
private,  which  he  would  not  have  done  If  he  had  agreed,  however 
Uttle,  with  their  personal  views. 

PROMISED  TO  nOHT  ON 

I  can  still  see  M.  Reynaud  as  he  was  on  the  afternoon  of  June  IS 
•t  the  Tours  Town  Hall.  I  almost  ran  Into  him  as  he  was  conung 
out  of  the  council  chamber  from  the  meeting  at  which  Winston 
Churchill  spoke  so  movingly.  I  merely  said  to  Rej-naud.  "You  are 
not  going  to  capitulate?"  To  which  he  replied  quickly,  "Never! 
Never!" 

"You  will  have  a  strong  backing  If  you  are  for  resistance  at  all 
costs,"  I  said. 

"Rest  assured  that  I  am."  he  answered. 

M.  Reynaud  and  France  with  him,  fell  a  victim  to  his  followers 
acd  collaborators,  and  he  made  several  mistakes.  His  most  serious 
mistake,  into  which  he  was  probably  led  by  one  of  hU  collaborators, 
was  the  publication  of  his  message  to  President  Roosevelt.  This 
was  so  worded  as  to  make  him  appear  In  a  diacult  position  before 
his  defeatists  if  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  did  not  at  once 
declare  war  on  Germany — a  thing  he  could  not  do. 

President  Roosevelt  went  to  the  extreme  limit  of  his  powers  In  his 
reply:  he  left  the  future  open  and.  If  we  understand  him  aright,  the 
future  Is  not  for  Germany,  but  for  Prance  and  England. 

One  Frenchman  fought  with  IntelUgence.  stubbornness,  and  pa- 
triotism for  faith  to  an  ally  and  war  to  the  end  for  the  honor  of 
France.  He  had  no  time  to  eat  and  hardly  any  to  sleep  from  morn- 
ing tin  night.  He  animated  the  discouraged.  Inspired  the  brave, 
and  shamed  the  weak.  He  downed  every  poor  argument;  he  fore- 
stalled all  maneuvers. 
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When  General  Weygand  pleaded  for  capitulation,  he  replied:  You 
may  take  the  responsibility  lor  It  as  commander  In  chief,  but  It  wui 
not  move  the  Government  any  more  than  the  capitulation  of 
Bazalne  prevented  Gambetta  from  going  to  Tours.  (Marshal 
Francois  Bazalne  surrendered  Metz  to  the  Germans  on  October  27, 
1870.  when  Lecn  Gambetta  was  Premier,  and  was  later  court- 
martialed  and  imprisoned.)  .„    .  >.        ^, v>ni    ♦« 

To  M  Chautemps.  who  wanted  Prime  Minister  Churchill  to 
elve  the  Cabinet  a  release  for  a  separate  peace,  this  brave  French- 
man replied:  "It  is  not  done.    We  must  honor  our  undertaking. 

Those  who  whined,  "Where  shall  be  go?  All  Prance  will  be  occu- 
Dled"  were  told:  "There  Is  a  French  empire— Algiers,  Morocco 
Tunisia  France  Is  where  the  Government  Is.  There  Is  a  colonial 
army  there  Is  England,  who  wUl  not  yield:  there  is  America,  who 
cannot  avoid  sooner  or  later  coming  to  help  France  and  England 
England  and  America  will  win  the  war  with  us  or  without  us.  I 
want  It  to  be  with  us.  If  we  capitulate,  the  war  will  continue  Just 
the  same  on  and  over  French  territory.  You  wUl  not  gain  peace 
by  surrendering,  but  will  have  lost  your  honor."  

In  these  historic  days  this  man  was  the  soul  of  Prance.  Georges 
Mandel  showed  himself  to  be  the  true  spiritual  son  of  Clemenceau— 
the  Clemenceau  of  1918.  who  won  the  war  because,  when  Paris  was 
threatened  In  1918  and  the  whole  front  seemed  to  crumble,  he 
shouted.   -I  shall  keep  on  fighting."  ^       .         , .  .^  ^»,.  H»fA«t 

M.  Mandel  followed  in  his  footsteps  when  he  said  to  the  defeat- 
ists at  a  Cabinet  meeting.  "I  am  surprised  to  hear  of  cap  tulatlon 
Xrom  Ministers  newly  appointed  to  strengthen  the  war  Cabinet. 

IMPOSSIBLE  AT   BORDEAUX 

The  cause  which,  with  a  Uttle  luck,  might  have  been  won  at  Tours 
could  no  longer  be  won  at  Bordeaux,  which  swarmed  with  politicians 
who  to  quo^  one  of  them,  "preferred  kicks  to  bullets."  M.  Mande 
might  have  won  had  not  the  plotters  exploited  his  "non-Aryan 
Sllfn  Tn  spite  of  his  obvious  patriotism.  He  might  have  won  If  he 
Sad  beeS  Premier,  for  he  would  not  have  made  some  of  Reynaud  s 
SSncr^bVe  mistakes  and  would  not  have  tolerated  any  Insolent 
Intrigues  around  him. 

Mr  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  incorpo- 
rated* in  the  Record  as  part  of  my  remarks  an  article  in  the 
New  York  Times,  headed  "Laval  seen  aiding  French  Nazis 

^^The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  in  the  chair) .    Is 

there  objection?  .      j  ♦     k« 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Laval  Seen  Aiding  French  Nazis'  Rule— Former  Premioi  Is  Ex- 

PEOT>  TO  ADOPT  ANTICU-ITALIST   LINE  TO  FORM    NEW   REGIME 

I  (By  George  Axelsson) 

Paris  June  29.— Wednesday  evening  Parisians  ^^^^^°l^^^ 
fliTtUme  the  armistice  conditions  Imposed  by  ^"'"^"y  ,„Th«  ".f^^ 
SSer  Parls-Solr  published  the  first  six  paragraphs,  prefacing  them 

ro£E.?trfi^tTa?SarJ^or^^^^^^^^ 

^n  t^he  six  tatrSdictoJ?  cla^  of  the  agreement  those  French- 
me'n  iho  want  to  see  tS  bright  »i5%° V^^'"^' ^"^.^^^  ^^a^^^^^^^ 

Sla^y^XTn^if  ^nJSlS^t^iSSSJS'h^  :?r^^^^^^^ 
^t  of^ance  af^r  the  end  of  hostilities  against  Britain  and  to 
S^Js  owrsea?  If  France  moved  the  capital  back  to  Pfi"  the  Ger- 
man nr^Sui  to  facilitate  communications  with  all  parts  of  France. 
^?Jhat  next  Ftance?"  Is  the  question  confronting  mnchmen 
>«.r?who  worry  about  the  country's  political  future.  Political  clr- 
SJ  :So  no^lCid  with  those  who  say,  '-I  told  you  so.'  more  or 
li^  declare  that  France  was  bound  downward  after  1934. 
^^al  of  thta  opinion  is  Michel  Gorel.  former  Paris  Midi  writer, 
-v^r^irtii  S^  formation  of  a  French  national  socialist  govem- 
I^ntCiS^ai^aS^lank.  Thl«  government  would  be  founded  by 
^^.^Lm^ou^i  who  with  Pierre  Laval  leads  the  new  Bordeaux 
J^vTrnm'^nt?  MkrcSl  Demand  the  French  Social  Party  under  Col. 

'^M  -QorSf  ilvs  he^"cln  reveal  that  M.  Laval,  during  the  European 

?.7R,?mner  Welles    United  States  Under  Secretary  of  State. 

TS!!?*t^  hfi^  alLut   a  comSroml^   peace.     Following   Is  what  M. 

a^  Ts   sL'^o^Ti,   h^r^old   Edo^d    Daladier.    then    Foreign 

^^-^You'iave'^SSSiiy  IrrlUted  Russia  by  promising  support  to 
Fln7a°n"d.'b^t^%?unoulJ^t  P-en^th^  Fi-.h  defea^„„You^<*X 

S«'ka?e"ls?™y?h^VdTe  B^^h^Spfre^^l^be  slow  to  get  under 
^i  iSfadT/wrfina'^y Suited,  according  to  M  Oorel.  because  of  a 
''^°*1  •^SriPSp^^^Jo^I^e  P'omfse^^  by  his  Intlma^ 


SXPORTCD    Bm   TO    Rn>s 

To  achieve  his  end  of  "saving  France  ^--""V  ^^"f "'"  ^^p^J* ^'i " 
reported  by  M.  Gorel,  sought  every  means  to  fe*^f„J°  J^TJfJ'  .g  i 
eluding  that  of  making  advances  to  Communists,  saying^  ,.  'nee 
SSo  sfgnJS  in  AprU  1935.  the  Franco-Soviet  ^ct  and  U^s  o^e 
more    I    who    will    reknlt    friendly    relations    between    Paris    ana 

^^M^^Gorel  predicts  M.  Laval  wUl  meet  the  ^ewsituaUon  by  making 

an  antlcapltallst  policy  and  ^"»  ^"PPP'^*  i^^„,!S1nt  and  wS 
Socialism  that  military  defeat  has  placed  in  the  forefront  and  whicn 
has  yet  to  find  a  doctrine  and  methods. 


Mr  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  incorporated  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  an  artide  on 
page  1^29  of  the  June  30  issue  of  the  New  York  Times,  headed 
"Labor  chief  urg3s  Chamberlain  to  go."  ^  ^  ^   *«  v.» 

There  being  no  objection,  the  arUcle  was  ordered  to  rx 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Labor   Chief   Urges   Chamberlain   To   Go-Strabolci^   Leader   m 

^Usi  OF    LORDS.    ASKS    HALIFAX    AND   HOARE    Al,SO   TO    RESI^-Hr« 
APPEASEMENT    LINK— THEIR    QUITTING    OF    POSTS    WOULD    Am    CaUS. 

FOR  Which  BRriAiN  Is  Fighting,  He  Asserts 
(By  Raymond  Danlell) 

London  June  29 —Baron  Strabolgl.  Labor  leader  In  the  House  of 
Lo7dr?n'an  open  letter  tonight  called  on  Neville  Chamberlain, 
}2  3  President  of  the  Council;  Viscount  Halifax  the  Fore^n  M^n^ 
ister-  and  Sir  Samuel  Hoare.  now  Ambassador  to  Spain,  to  resign 
their  offices  as  a  service  to  the  country  and  "the  cause  for  which 

""^l^rd  StrabSfgrs  letter,  addressed  to  British  editors,  was  prompted 
bv^nlnSvlew  given  yesterday  by  Mr.  Chamberlain,  former  Prime 
MlnlSte?  to  which  he  denied  that  he  favored  opening  peace  nego- 

""^rS%Tabo?gr"ro''as  Lt.  Comdr.  J.  M.  Kenworthy  was  a  fre- 
aulSt  iTbor  spokesman  in  the  House  of  Commons,  said  that  he 
did  not  question  Mr  Chamberlain's  denial;  but  he  declared  It  would 
not  havlSn  necessary  for  the  former  Prime  Minister  to  make 
Sne  S  ms  Srller  policy  of  appeasement  had  not  provided  so  much 
basis  for  suspicion  abroad. 

TEXT    OF     STRABOLCI    UPITIB      • 

The  letter  bv  Lord  Strabolgl  read: 

•S    Neville^  Chamberlain   has  found   It  necessary  to  give   an 
InteVview  to  the  American  press  denying  that  he  Is  In  favor  of 

^?^{Jf  cTn'^aJc^t  Mr"'?h\Sliin'rword.  especially  a,  we  know 
'    of  his  anger  at^HUler's  double-crossing   over  the   Munich   agree- 
ment when  he  Invaded  Czechoslovakia  In  March  of  last  year.     We 
SS^  appreciate    Lord    Halllfax's    moral    Indignation    at    the    Nazi 

^''-^fortunately,  the  past  of  these  two  statesmen  Is  so  Identified 
with  the  appea^ment  policy  that,  so  long  as  they  are  In  the  In- 
ner war  CubTnet.  the  German  propagandists  ^111  And  credence 
for   their  fairy   tales  about  Britain   suing   for  an   armistice^ 

•-I?e  preLnce  of  Sir  Samuel  Hoare,  with  his  Pa»t  /«cord  and 
association  with  Mr.  Laval  (former  Premier  and  Foreign  Minister 
SS^el^^al  of  France,  who  joined  with  Sir  Samuel  when  the  lat- 
fe?  was  Brmsh  Foreign  Secretary,  in  1935.  In  an  Ethiopian  proposal 
to  iS?)    as  British  Ambassador  In  Madrid,  also  lends  color  to  these 

'^^'•''SrSLt *rm^  Srou7ln  the  two  most  Important  neutral 
muntrles  In  the  world— the  United  States  of  America  and  Russia. 

"S  M.^  CTirmberlaln,  Halifax,  and  Hoare  could  see  their  way 
to  retire  for  a  space  from  public  life  It  would  be  the  greatest  service 
they  could  do  to  their  country,  and  to  the  cause  for  which  we  are 
fighting,  and  an  act  of  high  patriotism." 

Wrote  on  June  10  of  "Uneasiness" 

London   June  29— Lord  Strabolgl's  letter  today  recalled  the  fact 

that^  June  10,  he  wrote  In  the  Times,  of  London,  that  Par  lament 

refiected  the  "uneasiness  In  the  country  at  the  continuance  In  high 

office  of  men  primarily  responsible  for  the  present  state  of  affalnr 

•Those  of  use  who  are  trying  to  sustain  public  ^1°™  «  'Pi***?* 
difficult  times  would  be  greatly  assisted  If  this  cause  of  crltlclBni  and 
complaint  were  removed."  he  added  then.  In  an  article  that  men- 
tloned  no  names. 

Mr  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  have  read  those  articles  and 
referred  to  them,  because  even  in  France,  when  Prance  was 
threatened  with  dissolution,  there  existed  the  champions  of 
appeasement,  and  those  champions  were  in  the  Government 
of  France  itself.  They  followed  the  same  policy  which  mani- 
fested itself  in  other  ways,  opening  doors  of  fortresses  to  the 
enemy,  letting  bridges  remain  intact  so  that  the  enemy  might 
pass  over  them  without  a  single  obstacle. 

I  now  come  to  an  astonUhing  quoUtion.  In  Dorothy 
Thompson's  column  in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of 
June  29.  1940.  I  read  these  words— and  they  are  not  about 
France  they  are  not  about  Great  BriUin's  appeasers— they 
are  a  warning  to  Mr.  Wendell  WUlkle  about  his  own  advisert 
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who  are  suspected  of  leading  him  to  the  adoption  of  a  poUcy 
of  appeasement  for  the  United  States  of  America. 

Etorothy  Thompson,  as  every  Senator  knows,  has  almost 
shrielced  for  Wendell  Willkie.  She  has  almost  regarded  him 
as  a  Gkxl's  annointed  in  the  political  arena.  So  she  is  no 
critic,  but  a  friend  of  the  nominee  of  the  RepubUcan  Party. 
Here  Is  what  Dorothy  Thompson  says  about  Wendell  Willkie: 

But  they  wlU  make  It  hard  for  you,  WendeU  Willkie. 

Who  Will?  These  people  who  gave  Wendell  Willkie  the 
nomination.  These  people  who  are  his  confidants.  These 
people  who  are  his  business  and  political  associates.  So  Doro- 
thy Thompson  sa3rs  to  Wendell  Willkie: 

But  they  will  make  it  hard  for  you,  Wendell  Willkie.  The  men 
who  want  to  defeat  something  or  other  more  than  they  want  to 
save  America. 

Defeat  whom?  Colild  it  be  that  there  is  anyone  in  America 
who  would  rather  defeat  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  than  to  pre- 
pare America?  I  am  reading  what  Dorothy  Thompson  said, 
Mr.  President,  not  what  I  have  said: 

The  men  who  are  bringing  the  faceless  ones  into  our  midst. 
They  are  all  for  you.  now,  Wendell  Willkie — the  men  who  hold  up 
the  Christian  cross  and  make  It  Into  a  symbol  of  fear!  The  men 
who  marry  the  cross  to  the  swastika.  In  unholy  union.  They  speak 
In  the  name  of  Jesua  of  Nazareth  and  plan  His  cruclflxlon. 

They  do  not  read  the  words  of  the  One  whose  name  they  take  in 
vain.  They  do  not  remember  that  He  said,  "And  I.  if  I  be  lifted 
up  from  the  earth,  will  draw  aU  men  imto  me." 

Do  not  let  them  make  your  standard  into  a  standard  of  terror 
and  fear,  Wendell  WUlkle. 

Then  she  adds: 

We  have  great  hopes  of  you. 

So  I  rose  primarily  today,  Mr.  President,  to  say  that  the 
American  people  also  have  great  hopes  of  Wendell  Willkie. 
They  hope  he  will  not  succumb  to  the  wily  companions  who 
would  like  to  make  peace  with  Hitlerism  because  it  might 
save  something  they  do  not  want  to  jeopardize.  It  might  save 
a  business,  it  might  save  profits,  it  might  save  prestige  for 
them  not  to  have  to  incur  the  enmity  of  Adolf  Hitler.  At 
least  Dorothy  Thompson  says: 

Wendell  Willkie.  they  are  all  with  you  now. 

I  say  the  American  people  are  not  thinking  in  terms  of 
partisanship.  They  are  expecting  Wendell  WiDkie  not  to 
become  an  evading  politican,  not  a  quibbling  nominee,  not  a 
side-stepping  candidate — they  expect  Wendell  Willkie,  out  of 
the  courage  that  he  has  been  portrayed  as  having,  to  stand 
up  on  his  own  hind  legs,  without  his  arms  being  held  up  by 
Mr.  Anybody,  and  say — 

People  of  America,  I  denounce  Adolf  Hitler  and  his  policies! 

That  is  one  of  the  things  I  mean  when  I  say,  I  wiU  to  preserve 
the  American  way  of  life  and  the  democratic  way. 

Let  Wendell  Willkie  say.  "My  fellow  Americans,  vmder  the 
solemn  consciousness  of  the  position  I  hold,  I  say  that  I  favor 
aid  short  of  war  to  the  Allies." 

Has  Wendell  Willkie  said  that  since  he  has  been  nominated? 
Did  he  give  any  comfort  to  the  isolationists  at  Philadelphia? 
Why  was  it  the  only  clear-cut  statement  he  has  made  was 
made  before  the  convention,  and  not  afterward?  What  com- 
promises of  policy  did  he  have  to  make  to  get  that  nomination? 
Is  it  not  rather  strange  that  he  is  now  off  on  a  yacht  with  Roy 
Howard,  or  in  smoke -filled  rooms  with  political  leaders,  trying 
to  make  up  his  mind  as  to  what  he  should  say  about  foreign 
policy? 

Mr.  President,  is  that  that  bold  knight  who  came  out  of 
the  business  world  upon  a  magic  charger  to  lead  the  people 
of  his  country  over  the  hills  into  the  green  valley  o'  the  most 
glorious  future  they  have  ever  had?  Men  on  horseback — 
the  Hitlers  and  the  Mussolinis  and  Stalins  and  the  great  of 
every  generation — do  not  make  up  their  minds  off  on  some- 
body else's  yacht,  or  conferring  with  a  few  political  leaders 
about  a  solemn  j)olicy  that  means  more  than  everything  else 
to  their  countr/ and  the  kind  of  a  world  their  country  loves. 
They  do  not  ask  others;  they  tell  others. 

So,  in  the  name  of  people  who  respect  the  intellectuid 
honesty  of  Wendell  Willkie,  who  respect  his  courage,  who 


respect  his  patriotism,  and  beUeve  In  their  hearts  that  he 
puts  America  above  his  own  election— they  the  people  of 
America  expect  Wendell  Wilikie  now  to  come  out  and  say,  in 
English  that  is  imderstandable  by  the  man  on  the  street, 
what  he  thinks  America's  foreign  poUcy  shovUd  be  tomorrow, 
and  next  week,  and  next  month,  and  next  year,  and  in  the 
days  that  lie  so  challsngingly  ahead  of  the  coimtry  and 

Congress. 

We  will  see  in  a  few  days  how  hold  Mr.  WiUkle  is,  how 
patriotic  he  is.  how  courageous  he  is.  We  will  see  whether  or 
not  these  champions  of  appeasement  have  had  their  way  with 

him. 

Must  I  read  the  Scripps-Howard  newspapers  to  see  what 
Roy  Howard  thinks  about  foreign  policy  before  I  know  what 
Wendell  Willkie  thinks?  Must  I  consult  the  champions  of 
Wall  Street  to  see  whether  they  favor  appeasement  in  order 
to  know  whether  Wendell  Willkie  favors  it  or  not? 

I  say  to  Mr.  Wendell  Willkie — and  as  it  has  not  been  so  long 
since  he  was  a  Democrat,  perhaps  he  would  not  resent  a  little 
counsel  from  a  Democrat— I  say  to  Mr.  WendeU  Willkie  that 
the  one  way  that  he  may  challenge  and  receive  the  admira- 
tion of  the  American  people  is  to  show  them  that  he  is  a 
statesman  and  a  leader,  that  he  does  think  enough  of  the 
American  way  of  life  to  be  wilUng.  If  necessary,  to  sacrifice 
his  own  political  fortune  for  it. 

Of  course,  the  Presidency  is  a  high  prize.  Of  course,  men 
will  sell  their  souls  for  it,  as  they  have  nearly  always  sold  their 
souls  for  power.  But.  Mr.  President,  I  may  recite  an  inter- 
view that  I  learned  about  recently  from  what  I  believe  is  a 
reliable  source. 

Stanley  Baldwin  was  speaking  to  some  people  at  Geneva. 
He  made  to  that  group  the  statement  that  if.  in  the  election 
of,  I  believe.  1937— the  last  election  in  which  he  participated — 
he  had  told  the  truth  about  the  dangers  from  Germany,  if  he 
had  challenged  and  demanded  that  Great  Britain  subordinate 
everything  else  to  the  defense  of  that  island,  that  he  could  not 
have  won  the  election  because  the  British  sentiment  at  that 
time  had  not  been  worked  up  to  that  point  of  view. 

Stanley  Baldwin  may  have  won  an  election  and  lost  the 
British  Empire.  I  think  that  history  will  judge  sternly  with 
a  man  who  makes  that  kind  of  a  selfish  statement. 

Was  Wendell  Willkie  nominated  upon  the  wave  of  popular 
enthusiasm?  Does  he  come  straight  from  the  heart  of  the 
people?  Is  he  worthy  of  being  the  people's  leader?  In  the 
next  few  days  he  will  indicate  whether  or  not  he  is  to  add  to 
a  background  of  23  Wall  Street,  to  a  coat  of  arms,  bearing 
the  electric  meter  and  the  ticker  tape — another  symbol  that 
has  come  to  mean  to  the  consciousness  of  the  world,  mourn- 
ing— mourning  for  destroyed  i)eople.  mourning  for  fallen  gov- 
ernments, mourning  for  broken  traditions,  mourning  for  lost 
glory — the  somber  figure  of  a  black  umbrella — the  imibrella 
under  which  another  businessman  from  Birmingham,  Eng- 
land, another  champion  of  business  enterprise,  led  the 
democracies  of  the  world  down.  down,  down  into  the  dungeons 
of  despair  if  not  of  dissolution  and  permanent  destruction. 

BOTTLDER  DAM — CONTTRENCX  REPORT 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  unfinished 
business  be  laid  before  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  en  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9877)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical 
energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the  applica- 
tion of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United  States  directly 
or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  several  Senators  who  are 
directly  interested  In  this  matter,  and  who  are  unavoidably 
absent  from  Washington,  have  requested  that  it  go  over  until 
the  next  meeting  of  the  Senate.  I  therefore  ask  that  the 
conference  report  go  over,  and  remain  the  unfinished  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 
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AMENDMENT  OT  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  REVENUE  ACT 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  at  the  last  session  of  the  Sen- 
ate the  bill  (S.  4161)  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Rev- 
enue Act  of  1937.  as  amended,  was  passed.  The  House  passed 
a  similar  bill — ^In  fact,  textually  the  same— which  came  to 
the  Senate  a  few  moments  after  the  Senate  bill  had  been 
passed.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present  considera- 
tion of  the  House  bill 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temjwre.  The  Sentaor  from  Utah 
asks  unanimous  consent  for  the  present  consideration  of 
House  bill  10106.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  10106)  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Revenue  Act  of  1937.  as  amended,  which  was  read  the  first 
time  by  its  title,  and  the  second  time  at  length,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  article  m  of  title  V  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  Revenue  Act  of  1937.  as  amended  by  title  V  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  Revenue  Act  of  1939.  Is  amended  by  adding  after 
section  14  thereof  the  following  new  section: 

•Sec  15  Credits,  securities,  and  other  Intangible  personal  prop- 
erty within  the  District  not  employed  In  carrying  on  any  business 
therein  by  the  owner  shall  be  deemed  to  be  located  at  the  domicile 
of  the  owner  for  purposes  of  taxation  under  this  title,  and.  if  held 
in  trust,  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  located  in  the  District  for  pur- 
poses of  taxation  under  this  title  solely  because  of  the  trustee  being 
domiciled  in  the  District:  Protided  further.  That  this  section  shall 
not  apply  to  property  owned  by  alien  decedents,  and  that  nothing 
herein  contained  shaU  affect  the  taxation  by  the  District  of  any 
nrooertv  owned  by  alien  decedents  which,  at  the  time  of  the  death 
of^ch  d^ente%hall  be  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  District  or 
over  which  the  District  has  control." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the 
third  reading  and  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  thu-d  time, 

and  passed.  ^  ^.    .    ..  ^ 

Mr  KING  Mr.  President.  I  assume,  of  course,  that  the 
House  will  disregard  the  Senate  biU.  inasmuch  as  we  have 
passed  the  House  bill,  which  is  textually  the  same. 

SECRETARY    LANSING'S    VIEWS    ON    PARTICIPATION    IN    WORLD    WAR 

Mr  HOLT.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record  a  statement  prepared 
by  me  concerning  the  views  of  the  then  Secretary  of  State. 
Hon.  Mr.  Lansing,  on  the  entry  of  the  United  States  into  the 

World  War  in  1917.  ^    ^  *^  ko 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Btatemott  Bt  Siwatob  Holt 
The  writings  of  Robert  Lansing  are  interesting  to  compare  with 

^"^"iSeLt^^^oHSSr  he  had  charge  of  the  foreign  affairs  of  the 
rr,^*r^Lte7  VVe  were  repeatedly  told  that  the  United  States 
SSi^sU^^ut  oTthrWorW  war  ^  1914-18.  "He  kept  u.  out  of 
Ji?-ech5Ll  throughout  the  country  in  1916.  Assurance,  had  baen 
made  that  we  wMXld  not  be  Involved  In  the  conflict.  Aft«r  the 
?am*ge  Sad  LTn  done,  the  story  of  the  Involvement  wa.  m«le 
nuhiic     Is  that  policy  being  duplicated  today? 

^  The  fMtsshownot  only  from  Lansing's  statements  but  from  many 
otJ?r  SSSes  ?ha?  the  process  to  get  us  in  that  conflict  had  been 
JiVng  ^n  for  a  long  period  of  time  while  the  people  were  told  that 
^No  one  wanU  tJ  Vnter  the  war."  Today  ceruln  Government 
officials  are  telling  the  people  that  they  are  not  for  going  to  war, 
n?t  for  intervention,  notfor  involvement.  Their  official  acts  show 
to  the  contrary     Shall  their  memoirs  be  a  duplication  of  those 

"*^§ha"n\rbo^sSL°LmeTwounded.  shell  shocked  and  destroyed-- 
and  then  we  find  that  behind  the  scenes  commitments  had  been 
made,  assurances  had  been  given  that  we  were  to  enter? 

The  words  of  Secretary  of  State  Lansing  show  the  story  of  191^17. 
Head  th"m  and  compare  with  1939-40.     They  follow: 

"The  eff^t  upon  n^e  personaUy  of  the  inhumanity  of  the  Germans 
in  their  condurt  of  submarine  warfare  had  been  such  as  to  remove 
any  doubt  that  I  had  previously  held  that  sooner  or  later  the  Un^^d 
States  would  be  forced  to  enter  the  war  on  the  side  of  the  Allies, 
for  it  seemed  certain  at  that  time  that  the  German  Government  had 
no  ntcnucn  of  abandoning  its  lawless  methods,  whatever  civlli^ 
nations  might  think  of  its  conduct.  Though  convinced  of  this  I 
believed  that  It  was  unwise  to  attempt  to  obtain  from  CongreM  a 
declaration  of  war  until  American  public  opinion  was  practically 
Snan[mc?2  in  demanding  such  action.  While  it  was  hard  to  await 
Se  alow  process  of  complete  conversion  to  the  c«"««,°'  531%^"^^ 
and  to  a  right  appreciation  of  the  menace  to  human  liberty  in  the 
SBlbinty  of  a  triumphant  Germany,  which  then  seemed  more 
^ote  than  m  the  autumn  of  1914.  there  was  no  other  course  for 
ST  administration  to  take,  even  though  it  aroused  bitter  criticiam 
In  many  quarters. 


"It  seemed  to  me  that  anyone  who  »iad  followed  tJie  <wirse  of 
events  since  August  1914  and  analyzed  with  impartiality  the  pur- 
poses of  the  German  Government  as  evidenced  by  its  acta  and 
mterances  could  really  have  little  doubt  as  to  ^he  result,  or  t ho 
part  the  United  States  would  ultimately  be  fo^^P^^^^^o  ,^»f^  '" 
the  struggle  for  world  supremacy.  I  felt  sure  In  '"y  o'^f^,°»*"**-.*'"5 
I  did  not  find  that  the  same  certainty  existed  In  the  minds  of  all 
my  associates  in  the  Government.  Several  of  them  hoped,  and  i 
think  believed,  that  the  United  States  would  not  be  drawn  Into  the 
conflict.  The  President  certainly  cherished  this  hope  "  was  Indi- 
cated in  his  adherence  to  a  strict  neutrality  when  facts  J^tlfled  Its 
abandonment,  and  also  in  his  subsequent  efforts  to  become  an 
impartial  mediator  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  peace  between  the 
belligerents  before  a  military  decision  had  beeri  r^^^^^ff  „  .^,„,„.^ 

•This  disposition  of  some  of  the  chief  officials  of  the  administra- 
tion was  eVTn  more  general  and  more  evident  among  leading 
Members  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  who  were 
eniDhaticallv  In  support  of  our  continuing  neutral.  Thus,  the 
oSi^  Innouncement^^at  the  foreign  policies  ot  the  administration 
would  be  based  on  the  presumption  that  the  United  States  would 
finally  declare  war  against  Germany  would  have  been  a  8«^otis 
mistake.  If  the  President  had  been  won  over  to  that  course  of 
action,  which  I  am  sure  he  could  not  have  been  In  the  simamer  ot_ 
1915.  or  at  any  time  prior  to  March  1917.  .„*»,.. 

"Havine  however,  the  settled  conviction  that  eventually  this 
country  would  enter  the  war  on  the  side  of  the  Allies.  I  prepared 
for  my  own  guidance  a  memorandum  as  to  our  foreign  policies 
based  on  the  hypothesis  that  the  United  States  would  Join  In  the 
conflict  against  the  Central  Powers.  That  memorandum  snows 
what  was  In  my  mind  during  the  preparation  of  the  reply  to  the 
German  note  of  July  8  regarding  the  Lusltanla  case,  and  It  win 
explain  certain  other  official  acto  in  connection  with  our  foreign 

&ff  Airs 

"The  memorandum,  which  Is  entitled  'Consideration  and  OutUne 
of  Policies,'  Is  dated  July  11,  1915.  and  reads  as  follows: 

"MEMORANDUM  OF  SECRETAHT  LANSING 

"  'I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  German  Government 
Is  utterly  hostUe  to  all  nations  with  democratic  Institutions  be- 
cause those  who  compose  It  see  In  democracy  a  menace  to  absolut- 
ism and  the  defeat  of  the  German  ambition  for  world  domination. 
Everywhere  German  agents  are  plotting  and  intriguing  to  accom- 
plish the  supreme  purpose  of  their  Government.  ^^  ^  ^  __ 
"  Only  recently  has  the  conviction  come  to  me  that  democracy 
throughout  the  world  Is  threatened.  Suspicions  of  the  vaguest 
sort  only  a  few  months  ago  have  been  more  and  more  confirmed. 
Prom  many  sources  evidence  has  been  coming  untU  It  would  be 
folly  to  close  one's  eyes  to  It.                                    ._,._■ 

"German  agents  have  undoubtedly  been  at  work  In  Mexico  arous- 
ing antl-Amerlcan  feeling  and  holding  out  false  hopes  of  support. 
The  proof  is  not  conclusive  but  Is  sufficient  to  compel  belief.  Ger- 
mans also  appear  to  be  operating  in  Haiti  and  San  Domingo  and 
are  probably  doing  so  In  other  Latin  American  republics. 

"  •!  think  that  this  Is  being  done  so  that  this  Nation  will  have 
troubles  In  America  and  be  unable  to  take  part  In  the  European 
war  If  a  repetition  of  such  outrages  as  the  Lusitania  sinking  should 
require  us  to  act.  It  may  even  go  further  and  have  in  mind  the 
possibility  of  a  future  war  with  this  Republic  in  case  the  Alllea 
should  be  defeated.  _,     ^  _.*_,  »_  *».... 

"•In  these  circumstances,  the  policies  we  adopt  are  vital  to  the 
future  of  the  United  SUtes  and.  I  firmly  believe,  to  the  we  fare  of 
mankind,  for  I  see  in  the  perpetuation  of  democracy  the  orily  hope 
of  universal  peace  and  progress  for  the  world.  Today.  German 
absolutism  Is  the  great  menace  to  democracy.  ,  _  *^« 

'•  I  think  that  we  should,  therefore,  adopt  the  following  for  the 
present    and    pursue    these    policies    untU    conditions    materlaUy 

*^^*?f*.^e  settlement,  for  the  time  being  at  least,  of  the  present 
submarine  controversy  because  the  American  people  are  still  much 
divided  on  the  merits  of  the  war.  As  It  progresses.  I  believe  that  the 
real  objects  of  the  German  Government  will  be  disclosed  and  there 
wlU  be  united  opposition.     Meanwhile,  we  should  get  ready  to  meet 

t,liG  worst* 

"  '2  A  rigorous  and  continuing  prosecution  of  all  plots  in  this 
country  and  a  vigilant  watch  on  Germans  and  their  activities  here. 

"  "3  Secret  Investigation  of  German  activities  in  Latin  America, 
particularly  Mexico,  and  the  adoption  of  means  to  frustrate  them. 

'•  '4  The  cultivation  of  a  Pan  American  doctrine  with  the  object 
of  alienating  the  American  republics  from  European  Influence, 
especially  the  German  influence.  .  ^  .,     .  rr     ^^ 

••  '5  The  maintenance  of  friendly  relations  with  B«exioo.  To  do 
this  It  win  be  necessary  to  recognize  Carranzas  faction,  which  seerns 
to  be  the  stronger.  Union  with  the  other  American  republics  wUl 
have  a  good  effect  upon  them. 

"'6  The  purchase  of  the  Danish  West  Indies  as  soon  and  as 
secretly  as  possible,  because  Germany  may  conquer  Denmark  and 
come  m  that  way  into  legal  title.  K  Denmark  believes  that  Ger- 
many covets  the  islands  she  wUl  sell  to  us  and  prevent  their  pos- 
session being  a  menace  to  Danish  independence.  The  Danish  Gov- 
ernment must  be  told  this.  ru.,^.„  «„«,„ 

"  '7  The  prevention  by  all  means  in  our  power  of  German  influ- 
ence becoming  dominant  In  any  nation  bordering  the  Caribbean  or 
near  the  Panama  Canal.  In  this  connection,  we  should  settle  In 
some  way  with  Colombia,  for  the  Germans  are  particularly  active 

t,h6rc 

"  's'  The  actual  participation  of  this  country  In  the  war  In  case  it 
becomes  evident  that  Germany  wlU  be  the  victor.     A  triumph  tor 
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German  tmp«riall«m  murt  not  be.    We  ought  to  look  forward  to 
tbis  possibility  and  make  ready  to  meet  it." 

"There  Is  a  future  possibility  which  does  not  change  the  foregoing 
policies  but  which  emphasizes  the  last  one.  It  Is  that  the  war  may 
end  m  a  draw  or  with  the  German   Btaplre  dominant  over  Ita 

enemies.  „  ^  ,. 

"The  argument  could  then  be  made  by  the  C5erman  Government 
that.  In  ppite  of  the  fact  that  the  world  was  arrayed  against  It.  It 
succeeded  In  preventing  the  defeat  of  the  Empire,  and  that  having 
thus  proved  Its  superior  efficiency,  it  should  be  continued  and  sup- 
ported as  the  agency  best  fitted  to  restore  the  German  Nation  to  a 
state  of  procperlty. 

"I  believe  that  this  argument  would  be  pxjtent  with  the  German 
people,  who  are  In  the  habit  of  unquestioning  obedience  to  their 
rulere  In  thought  as  well  as  action.  Of  course,  the  terrible  cost  of 
war  when  the  time  to  consider  that  arrives,  will  weaken  the  argu- 
ment, for  the  people  will  ask.  What  Is  the  recompense  for  the  great 
sacrlflces  they  have  made,  the  great  suffering  which  they  have  en- 
dtired.  and  the  Government  will  have  nothing  to  show?  The  nation 
may  then  rise  and  demand  a  change  to  a  political  system  in  which 
their  voice  will  be  supreme.  But  If  the  argument  should  prevail 
and  the  pressnt  military  oligarchy  be  perpetuated,  then  what? 

"My  Judgment  Is  that  the  German  Government,  cherishing  the 
same  ambition  of  world  power  which  now  possesses  it.  would,  with 
its  usual  vigor  and  thoroughness,  prepare  to  renew  its  attack  on 
democracy.  I  think,  however,  that  It  wotild  not  piirsue  the  course 
taken  In  this  war,  which  has  failed,  because  It  would  realize  that 
the  democratic  nations  would  be  more  watchful  and  less  trustful 
and  better  prepared  to  resist.  It  would  probably  endeavor  to  sow 
dissensions  among  the  nations  with  liberal  Institutions  and  seek  an 
alliance  with  other  governments  based  to  a  more  or  less  degree  on 
the  principle  of  absolutism. 

"The  remedy  scenes  to  me  to  be  plain.  It  is  that  Germany  must 
not  be  permitted  to  win  this  war  or  to  break  even,  thoiigh  to  pre- 
vent It  this  country  Is  forced  to  take  an  active  part.  This  ultimate 
necessity  must  be  constantly  in  our  minds  in  all  our  controversies 
with  the  belligerents.  American  public  opinion  must  be  prepared 
for  the  time,  which  may  come,  when  we  will  have  to  cast  aside  our 
neutrality  an''  become  one  of  the  champions  of  democracy. 

"THIT   CtUNO  TO   WASHINGTON'S   FARTWriX   ADDRESS 

"While  my  personal  views  as  to  the  ultimate  position  of  the  United 
States  were  thus  clear,  the  time  was  not  rlp)e  to  take  definite  action. 
The  opocsltlon  to  entering  the  war  on  the  side  of  the  Allies  was 
strong  in  1915  in  spite  of  the  Lusitania  affair.  It  came  from  several 
elements  of  the  population,  which  were  Inspired  by  different  motives 
and  Influenced  by  different  reasons.  Of  these,  the  largest  body 
were  imdoubtedly  Americans  who  thotight  that  the  war  was  not  our 
affair  but  a  European  quarrel  with  which  we  had  nothing  to  do. 
They  had  not  reasoned  out  the  underlying  principles  at  stake,  nor 
were  they  disposed  to  consider  them  as  Important.  They  could  see 
no  reason  for  the  United  States  becoming  Involved  in  what  they 
believed  did  not  concern  this  country.  They  clung  tenaciously  to 
the  traditional  policy  of  aloofness  from  European  qu-ations  as  they 
Interpreted  the  words  of  Washington's  Farewell  Address. 

"Among  other  groups  of  citizens  who  opposed  the  entrance  of  the 
United  States  Into  the  war  were  the  bulk  of  the  naturalized  cltl- 
rcns  of  German  and  Austrian  extraction  and  many  Americans  of 
German  and  Austrian  descent,  together  wltli  the  Irish-Americans 
who  sympathized  with  those  who  were  striving  to  free  Ireland  from 
British  domination.  Then  there  were  also  the  Americans  whose 
business  and  commercial  enterprises  were  affected  by  the  activities 
of  the  British  Navy.  "These  saw  their  expectations  of  large  profits 
waning.  To  these  groups  should  be  added  the  pacifists,  who  were 
opposed  to  all  war  out  of  principle,  and.  though  this  group  was  not 
numerous,  it  was  sincere  almost  to  the  point  of  fanaticism  In  Its 
opposition,  and  carried  on  a  vigorous  propaganda  against  the  Idea  of 
the  United  States  in  any  way  participating  in  the  conflict. 

"ATTACKS    SCHOOL    BOOKS 

"There  was  also  an  influence  which  affected  unconsciously  many 
Americans  In  their  sympathy  toward  the  belligerents  and  caused 
them  to  hesitate  In  giving  approval  to  the  United  States  Joining  the 
Allies.  This  Influence  was  a  product  of  the  textbooks  used  in 
teaching  American  history  to  the  youth  of  the  land.  Unavoidably 
there  was  Implanted  in  the  minds  of  the  student  in  our  public 
schools  the  id^a  that  England  was  our  hereditary  foe.  Our  two 
principal  foreign  wars,  that  for  independence  and  that  of  1812.  were 
waged  against  Great  Britain.  These  two  conflicts  were  emphasized 
In  oxir  school  histories  and  embellished  with  numerous  anecdotes 
Illustrating  American  patriotism  and  valor,  while  the  unrighteous- 
ness of  the  British  Government  in  causing  our  people  to  take  up 
arms  in  defense  of  their  rights  was  bitterly  denounced.  The  gen- 
eral consequence  of  the  feeling  thus  engendered  was  to  keep  alive 
a  spirit  of  antagonism  toward  the  British  Empire  and  an  unwilling- 
ness to  Join  with  it  In  any  enterprise  of  a  political  or  military 
nature.  While  studious  Americans  knew  that  this  attitude  of  mind 
was  uru"easonable  in  view  of  the  new  conditions  which  prevailed 
and  of  the  ties  of  blood  and  common  language,  the  prejudice  of 
childhood  and  the  traditions  handed  down  from  generation  to  gen- 
eration were  not  easily  cast  aside  or  forgotten.  They  unquestion- 
ably weakened  American  sympathy  toward  the  Allies,  though  their 
Influence  was  offset  in  no  small  degree  by  the  time -honored  friend- 
ship for  Prance,  whose  timely  aid  with  troops,  ships,  and  money 
during  the  American  Revolution  was  aisd  given  a  prominent  place 
In  textbooks. 


"a  o«adual  PBocssa  or  dtjcation  ros  wa« 
"Many  Americans  were  deeply  Incensed  at  the  Interference  of 
Great  Britain  with  our  sea-borne  commerce  and  with  the  detention* 
and  seizures  by  British  naval  ships  of  American  vessels  and  cargoes 
destined  to  neutral  ports.  Under  the  accepted  rules  of  international 
law  these  detentions  and  seizures  were  Illegal  and  Indefensible,  as 
were  the  lists  of  contraband  Issued  from  time  to  time  by  the  British 
Government,  which  Included  numerous  commodities  lacking  en- 
tirely in  the  qualities  which  are  usually  supposed  to  impress  articles 
with  contraband  character.  Many  more  Americans  were  directly 
affected  by  these  British  practices  than  were  affected  by  the  activi- 
ties of  tbe  German  submarines. 

"Thus,  while  I  was  convinced  that  this  country  would  ultimately 
become  a  belligerent  because  of  the  peril  to  the  world  if  autocratic 
Germany  were  victor,  and  while  my  Ideas  as  to  foreign  policies  were 
based  upon  this  convlctios,  I,  like  some  other  believers  in  active 
support  of  the  cause  of  the  Allies,  realized  that  the  sensible  thing 
to  do  was  to  defer  action  until,  by  a  gradual  process  of  education 
and  enlightenment,  the  American  people  had  been  brought  to  a  full 
understanding  of  the  design  of  the  German  Government  to  become 
overlord  of  the  World. 

"In  writing  to  the  President  on  July  14.  1916.  concerning  our 
answer  to  the  German  note  of  the  8th.  I  commented  thus  on  Ameri- 
can public  opinion  at  that  time: 

"As  I  read  the  state  of  mind  of  the  majority  of  the  people.  It  is 
that  they  do  not  want  war.  that  no  war  spirit  exists,  but  at  the  same 
time  they  want  the  Government  not  to  refCede  a  step  from  Its 
position  but  to  compel  Germany  to  submit/  to  our  demands.  Of 
course  this  attitude,  if  I  read  it  aright,  is  toost  difficult  to  meet. 
To  carry  out  both  ideas  is  well-nigh  Impossible. 

"GETTING    TH«    PEOPU:    READT 

"Yet  It  was  this  problem  which  the  Government  had  to  face. 
There  was  only  one  solution  possible,  and  that  was  delay. 

"Judgment  as  to  the  wisdom  of  delay  until  the  temper  of  the 
people  had  changed  was  conflrmed  as  time  passed.  The  majority  of 
my  callers  dtu-lng  the  summer  and  autumn  of  1915.  and  for  many 
months  after  that  time.  Senators.  Representatives,  and  men  high 
In  financial  and  business  circles,  frankly  said  that  they  were 
against  war.  or  else  stated  that,  though  they  favored  It.  the  bulk  of 
the  people  with  whom  they  came  in  contact  were  opposed  to  It. 
Even  in  December  1916.  a  year  and  a  half  after  the  sinking  of  the 
Lttsitania,  when  other  submarine  outrages  had  been  added  to  the 
long  score  against  Germany,  one  of  the  most  prominent,  and  influ- 
ential of  the  Democratic  leaders  In  the  House  of  Repiesentatives, 
Henry  D.  Flood,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
said  that  he  had  quietly  made  a  personal  canvass  of  the  House, 
and  that  there  was  unquestionably  a  majority  opposed  to  a  decla- 
ration of  war  against  Germany.  He  himself,  he  said,  favored  a 
declaration  but  was  not  in  favor  of  attempting  to  obtain  it  until  it 
was  certain  of  passage  by  a  decisive  vote.  He  said,  in  commenting 
further  on  the  situation,  that  he  believed  that  Congress  was  gradu- 
ally becoming  convinced  that  this  was  unavoidable,  but  that  it 
would  not  abandon  hope  of  keeping  this  country  out  of  the  strug- 
gle until  the  President's  efforts  as  a  peacemaker  proved  of  no  avail. 

"If  such  was  the  situation  at  the  Capitol  In  December  1916,  6 
weeks  after  Mr.  Wilson's  reelection  as  President  when  the  campaign 
cry.  He  kept  us  out  of  war,'  had  been  so  potent,  the  passago  of  a 
declaration  of  war  against  Germany  In  the  summer  of  1915  was 
certainly  Impossible,  for  the  war  feeling  was  then  much  weaker. 
To  have  attempted  it  and  to  have  failed  would  have  been  an  irrep- 
arable disaster  to  the  cause  of  the  Allies.  In  fact.  It  might  have 
been  America's  final  decision,  for  it  would  have  discouraged  those 
who  were  seeking  to  arouse  the  people  to  the  true  meaning  of  the 
war.  What  then  would  have  been  the  consequences?  Would  the 
Allied  Powers  have  triumphed  in  the  war?  The  whole  course  of 
history  might  have  been  changed  if  President  Wilson  had  attempted 
and  failed  to  obtain  a  declaration  of  war  against  the  German  Em- 
pire soon  after  the  Lusitania  disaster.  The  uncertainty  of  the  re- 
sult was  too  great  to  warrant  the  attempt,  and  Mr.  Wilson  wisely 
adopted  a  policy  of  delay  which  also  accorded  with  his  declared 
hopes  of  restoring  peace. 

"TWO  TIAKS  TO  EDUCATE  THE  PEOPLE  FOB  WAE 

"As  the  submarine  controversy  progressed  and  the  attitude  of  the 
public  mind  was  disclosed,  the  wisdom  of  the  President's  policy  of 
delay  was  confirmed.  It  became  more  and  more  evident  to  those  in 
the  administration  who  were  friendly  to  the  Allies  that  it  was  neces- 
sary before  definite  action  was  taken  to  convince  the  people  of  the 
evil  nature  of  the  German  Government's  alms  and  of  the  menace 
of  those  alms  to  our  own  national  safety  as  well  as  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  democracy,  in  the  maintenance  of  which  the  United  States 
was  vitally  interested.  It  was  a  long,  slow  process,  the  process  of 
enlightenment.  It  covered  a  period  of  almost  2  years.  It  might 
have  failed  even  then  but  for  the  crass  stupidity  of  the  Germans 
In  declaring  their  purpose  of  renewing  unrestricted  submarine  war- 
fare on  February  1,  1917.  in  later  attacking  and  sinking  American 
merchant  ships,  and.  finally.  In  attempting  to  induce  Mexico  to 
make  war  upon  the  United  States  in  the  event  that  we  declared 
waV  against  Germany.  The  German  Admiralty's  obstinacy  in  re- 
fusing to  heed  the  admonitions  of  Count  von  BernstorlT  as  to  the 
fateful  consequences  of  renewed  submarine  warfare  and  the  folly 
of  the  German  Secretary  of  Foreign  Affairs  in  directing  the  German 
Minister  In  Mexico  to  propose  to  that  country  that  If  the  United 
States  entered  the  war  she  should  invade  her  northern  neighbor, 
offering  as  a  bribe  the  return  of  the  territory  which  the  Mexican 
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Republic  had  lost  in  the  war  of  1848.  turned  ^he  scale  and  the 
XSerlcan  people,  with  only  a  few  opposing  ^°*^\\  ^^  "ne  s^eUy 
laMtlon  of  war  against  a  government  which  was  plotting  secreuy 
to  involve  This  f^ntry  in  a  conflict  with  the  Latm-Amerlcan 
republic  across  the  Rio  Grande.  ^„m„^*  »  hi* 

"It  was  difficult  to  restrain  one's  feelings  and  to  conduct  a  dls- 
nasslcnate  correspondence  with  the  German  Government  concern- 
Sf  he  Lus^^an.a  affair  when  nature  revolted  at  the  callousn^  of 
thi  perpetrators  cl  the  crime  and  of  t^%°®<^^\?j;V°  !;'.  ^^^!*'^'; 
inelv  defended   the  act.     Expressions  of  good   will   and  courteous 
Sfra«w  Seemed  very  much  out  of  place.    To  conduct  such  a  cor- 
?e«SSdence  was  all  the  harder  for  me.  In  view  of  my  sympathy 
L?t?f^he   AUlerand   of  my  steadfast   conviction   that  their   cause 
w^  in  trti^h  the  fauJ2  or  lu  liberty-loving  peoples  throughout  the 
WOTld      S^fsfied.  however,  that  the  preponderance  of  P"bn<=  °P'^; 
iSi  in  ^e  United  States,  or  at  least  a  very  large  majority  of  the 
^ple  Svored  a  continuance  of  neutrality  and  the  avoidance  of  a 
?^?ure  of  diplomatic  relations  with  Germany,  there  was  no  othei 
«,ur<e   to    take      Though   It   was   hostile   to   ones   natural    Incllna- 
Uon"  no°e6  had  to  be  Iritten  and  interviews  held  without  exhibit- 
lie  in  anTway  the  real  repugnance  one  felt  toward  those  who  at- 
emptedt^o^SItify  inhumanity  and  crime.    How  much  more  satis- 
IS  it  would  have  been  to  have  denounced  thejvliole  wicked  busl- 
ne^  to  have  sent  Bernstorff  home,  and  to  have  declared  war  against 
S^gov?rnment    w^lch   was   the   Instigator    and   defender   of   th* 
barbarous  outrages." 

OUCATING    THE    PEOPLE    FOR    WAR— 1940T 

Ravmond  Moley  former  close  confidant  to  President  Roosevelt, 
«n?offlcla?  of  the  Department  of  SUte.  writes  In  his  book.  Mtev 
R^ven  Years  a  book  which  will  be  read  by  future  historians  as  a 
?Lu?ble  ?ontrlbuUon  to  the  story  of  the  present  administration: 

"Observers  recognized  In  these  dramatic  °^«"^"7"'°B^  V.!"5„°/  * 
StaS  Department  campaign  to  educate  the  American  public  to  the 

"^Com°pU  tr  uS'"o}°[hrwo'rd  'Id'ucate"  to  the  statement  of  Sec- 
retar^^J^nslng    made    in    January    1916.    15    months    before    our 

""KTblVopSronTnot  yet  ready  to  accept  this  point  of  view  The 
American  people  wlU  have  to  be  educated  to  a  true  vision  of  the 
^Sc?  th^Germany  is  to  liberty  and  democracy  in  America  as 

'^  YesrevefJrKis  Secretary  Lansing  had  used  the  word  "educate." 

"^•ruke'some  other  believers  in  active  support  of  the  cause  of  the 
AUles  realized  that  the  sensible  thing  to  do  was  to  defer  act  on 
untU  ■  Sa  gradual  process  of  education  and  enlightenment  the 
^erlcan  ^nle  had  been  brought  to  a  full  ""derstanding  of  the 
dSSn  of  thToerman  Government  to  become  overlord  o' the  world^ 
a£  note  the  comparison  of  the  phrase  "like  some  other  believers 
ln^??l?e  supi^rt^f  the  cause  of^^the  Allies,"  and  then  compare 
Uwltli  the  sStements  of  the  same  viewpoint  ?f  "Pf^f^**  ,VZ.  Sv 
^tTve  suDDorters  such  as  the  Committee  to  Defend  America  by 
AldlSe  thTCnS  Ind   individuals  connected   with   that  organlza- 

Jtn^^e  they  hV^  '«  '^  **^^*  ^^'^  "^'"'Zl  ^fltsT 
educated  and  enlightened  as  did  Secretary  Lansing  In  1915? 

•rt»*.«r  nniirv— that  Is  the  policy  of  most  of  them— Is  to  say  tney 
arTagaln^t  going  to  war  buT^they  want  acts  of  the  United  States 
SJv??nment^?ha?  are  provocative  of  war  and  In  some  Instances  acts 

'"^^"ITry  ^"inling  waited   until  the  people   were  convmced.  as 

'^Tr^lllTS.eX^^S^^t^o^tS^esent  we  must  endeavor  to 
keen  out  of  the  war  and  avoid,  if  we  can.  being  forced  by  German 
aSfeSor^  ti  employ  severe  measures.  We  must  tf  Pf'«°\  »"£ 
JSure  i^dirnitles  and  Injustice  untU  the  people  of  this  countir 
^aui  that  the  German  Government  Is  the  Inveterate  foe  of  aU 
Se  meals  we  hold  Sacred  and  for  which  the  Republic  stands^  When 
the  m^  of  our  people  are  convinced  of  the  real  character  of  the 
GenSi^Governm^^t  and  are  awake  to  its  sinister  designs,  he  tUne 
TorTt^on  wlU  have  arrived.  We  must  wau  pat lenUy_ for  that  day 
and  not  act  before  if  action  can  possibly  be  avoided. 

PHOTESTS    TO    ENGLAND    rO«    HOME    CONSUMPTION 

It  18  also  interesting  to  compare  the  Lansing  ,'^o|;i%'^^^/,f,|^ 
events   as   they   pertain    to   Anglo-American   relations.    Secretary 

^•"iSnrt'hetlc  as  I  felt  toward  the  Allies  and  convinced  that  we 
woul^^Sthe  end"?oin^th  them  against  the  ^^o^!*"^  K^^^.^J^g 
of  the  Central  Bniplres,  I  saw  with  aPP«^^'^f°!^,„^?*/^*t?L"c?un. 
ment  against  Great  Britain  rising  higher  and  higher  »»  ^h^^o^" 
S5  It  was  becoming  Increasingly  difflcu  t  ^^  avoid  bringing  the 
controversies  between  our  two  Governments  to  a  head  and  to^^p 
from  assuming  positions  which  went  beyond  the  field  of  <l»sf?fjo?_ 
VIZ  an  t^at  I  c^ld  to  prolong  the  disputes  by  P^^PtySld°d  Inte^ 
oreoared  lone  and  detailed  replies,  and  before  the  e^'^^*^^  """ 
?Ke  of  a?Buments  came  to  an  end  something  "otfld  happen  to 
S!SS  the  current  of  American  public  opinion  or  make  the  Amerl- 
SS  DM)Dle  perceive  that  German  absolutism  was  a  menace  to  their 
XrU^s^andTt^  democratic  Institutions  everywhere.  Fortunately 
this  hope  and  effort  were  not  In  vain. 

•1  have  already  mentioned  that  In  dealing  with  the  British  Goy-v 
emlnenrthere  wL"fways  In  my  mind  the  -on^'^^f""  ^I^^Aj^^nm  d? 
ultimately  become  an  ally  of  Great  Britain  ^nd  that  It  woijd  not  do 
therefore    to  let  our  controversies  reach  a  point  where  diplomatic 
SrJS^nd^ti  gave  place  to  action.    There  was  another  reason  for 
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prolonging  discussion  and  avoiding  too  r^ld  *"  «i"*^?J^'_%^^° 
&hlch|rew  out  of  the  same  conviction.  ^^f^^^^^jS^^^^^ion  Welt 
as  I  studied  the  correspondence.  On  more  than  oMCH^loniieit 
concerned  lest  we  had  gone  too  far  "hen  t  looked  8^  W  the  position, 
assumed  by  us  were  closing  the  door  to  further  discussion.        ^ 

"If'my  conviction  was'rlght  as  to  the  U^^JJ^J/Utes'  entry  into  ■the 

:^^?h^^hS.^e^\r^^rfan'c\\rt  rsSi? 
£ih^re£?bTwiitrd?pt ^^^^^^^^^^  rrv^x 

the  power  of  Germany  and  destroy  t»»e  n^o'-*^*  °'the  German  peop^ 
by  an  economic  Isolation,  which  would  ^^f^^f^J'Tl  t°  Oreat  Brltam 
necessaries  of  life.  If  we  went  too  far  in  insisting  that  Great  Briiam 
m^t^eaS  certain  practices  as  violative  of  our  neutral  rights,  our 
ut'S^'c'e?  would  certainly  »^e  cited  against  u.  by  other  neu  rals  tf 
we  as  belUeerents.  attempted  to  do  the  same  thing,  wnue  our 
induct  might  be  illegal,  we  would  not  be  fiagrantly  Inconsistent. 

• 

"That  reason  was  never  lost  sight  of  during  the  fO"-espondence 
whirhnasaed  between  the  two  Governments  concerning  the  British 
re^SJl^t?t5oS^Sfer°can  trade.  The  notes  that  were  sent  were  long 
Ind  exhaustive  treatises  which  opened  up  new  subjects  o^  dlscUS«on 
father  tSan  closing  those  in  controversy.  8h°rt^"J,S's?t^^  it  WM 
were  dangerous.  Everything  was  submerged  in  verbosity.  It  was 
done  ^th  deliberate  purpose.  It  Insured  continuance  of  the  con- 
fro^erlles  and  iVft  the  qu^tlons  unsettled,  which  was  necessary  In 
orter  &  leave  this  country  free  to  act  and  even  to  art  Ulegally  when 

"  cSS^Se^c^etr^Lanslng's  statement  as  to  arguments  with  Great 

^'liS  •k-ttSeSie^nTrtL^NeV'yyfTnle^^       February  by  ^wln 

'Tn  som^qTrfer'sTe^belief  is  expressed  that  this  verr  favorit,^ 
[for  the  Allies!  at  times  made  so  plain  by  the  President  Is  the 
cause  of  the  vigorous  correspondence.  This  theory  Is  that  by  oon- 
Ui^dpubUc  emphasis  on  our  complaints  against  British  policy 
the  administration  sought  to  disarm  criticisms  that  it  la  unneutral 
and  ooenlv  favoring  one  side  In  the  war." 

ge^K  A  statement  in  Newsweek,  a  paper  that  ha^  a  close  per- 
sonal tie-up  with  the  President  through  one  of  its  able  writers. 

"Tbe  protests  to  Britain  are  chiefly  for  the  home  consumption  of 

indignant  American  citizens."        ^  „  ^  ,«„«    i«  «*,(/.i,  «♦  u 

Third    The  newspaper  stories  of  February   1940.  in  which  It  la 

stated  that  the  strong  representations  to  Great  B^-jtaln  would  be 

stopped  because  of  the  fear  of  generation  of  anti-Ally  Reeling. 
More  could  be  added,  but  these  are  signiflcant  enough  to  point 

to  the  conclusion. 

THE    ALLIES    MtJST    NOT   BE    BEATEN 

Compare  the  statements  today  with  this: 

•"The  Allies  must  not  be  beaten.  It  would  mean  the  trlunapb  or 
autocracy  over  democracy,  the  shattering  of  all  our  moral  stand- 
ards, and  a  real,  though  It  may  seem  remote.  perU  to  our  inde- 
pendence and  Institutions."  

This  statement  was  made  the  year  before  our  entrance  In  the 
1914-17  World  War  by  Lansing. 

One  Government  official  has  spoken  of  "Hitler  and  his  gang  of 
barbarians."     Compare  that  with  Lansing's  wish:  ^^,.^ 

"While  I  claim  no  prophetic  vision.  I  believe  that  I  can  declare 
that  by  this  time  next  year  Americans  will  »>«  ^""^8  tl»f»«  ,Gf ™*^ 
barbarians  or  at  least  getting  ready  to  do  their  part  ^^th^inx^ 
against  the  Kaiser  and  his  mUltary  gang  who  rule  over  Germany. 

"I  HATE  WA«" 

In  the  closing  words  of  the  radio  address  of  President  Roosevelt. 
delivered  September  3.  1939.  one  finds: 

"Even  a  neutral  has  a  right  to  take  account  of  facts.  Even  a 
neutral  cannot  be  asked  to  close  his  mind  or  his  conscience. 

"I  have  said  not  once  but  many  times  that  I  have  seen  war  and 
that  I  hate  war."  ,     ^.  ,     in-,n  ,^<m. 

Secretary  Lansing,  preceding  our  entrance  In  the  war  In  1917,  said. 

"I  hate  the  horrors  of  war  but  I  hate  worse  the  horrors  of  German 

™M^y   comparisons  with   the   President's  statements   and    those 
of  Secretary  Lansing  will  show  almost  Identical  language. 

DEADLT    PARALLEL 

Shall  the  terrible  story  of  1917  be  repeated?  .»,«,^ 

ShaU  the  memoirs  of  the  futvire  show  the  same  things  as  shown 
by  the  Lansing  papers? 

Let  us  bring  to  light  these  secrets. 

Arthur  Krock  WTOte: 

"The  President  not  even  yet  Is  saying  openly  what  he  has  said 
to  Individuals  and  committees  of  Congre.ss." 

I  recall  the  President  saying  in  a  radio  speech  to  the  people  these 

"Yoiir  Government  has  no  information  which  It  has  any  thought 
of  withholding  from  you."  ^  „,  „  _ 

A  recent  book,  War  Propaganda  in  the  United  States,  says: 
"Mr    Roosevelt's  precise  thoughts  as  peace  ebbed  away  a", the 
property  of  future  explorers.     They  are  concealed  In  memoirs    Not 

^Hartiey^Grattan  has  written  a  book.  Deadly  Parallel.    I  fear  so. 
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What  America  wants  Is: 

First.  A  strong  national  defense.  #«-„»-,« 

Second.    No   secret    understandings   or   agreements   with   foreign 

°*Thlrd.  Less  provocative  incidents  on   the  part  of  Government 

officials.                                                                      _     .  ,         „,  »w«  ..-i« 
Fourth.  The  preservation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  Washington's  Farewell  Address.  

The  boys  who  have  to  die  have  a  right  to  know  the  reawns 
They  have  a  right  to  know  about  these  secrets,  these  things  kept 
for  memoirs  under  the  notation  "Not  to  be  opened  now." 

We  want  no  more  Lansing  memoranda  kept  secret  until  after  ine 
fatal  step  has  been  taken. 

GRADUATED  KCESS-PROnTS  TAX    (H.  DOC.  NO.  854) 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr,  Hatch  In  the  chair)  laid 
before  the  Senate  the  following  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

We  are  engaged  in  a  great  national  eflort  to  build  up  our 
national  defenses  to  meet  any  and  every  potential  attack. 

We  are  asking  even  our  humblest  citiaiens  to  contribute  their 
mite. 

It  is  our  duty  to  see  that  the  burden  Is  equitably  distributed 
according  to  ability  to  pay  so  that  a  few  do  not  gain  from  the 
sacrifices  of  the  many. 

I  therefore  recommend  to  the  Congress  the  enactment  of  a 
steeply  graduated  excess-profits  tax.  to  be  applied  to  all 
individuals  and  all  corporate  organizations  without  discrimi- 
nation. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  1.  1940. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  returned  to  the  Senate,  in 
complance  with  its  request,  the  bill  (S.  3464)  to  amend  the 
Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act.  1930,  as  amended. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  disagreed 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9575)  to 
amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act.  approved  July  11.  1916.  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  and  for  other  purposes;  asked  a 
conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Cartwright,  Mr.  Warren,  Mr. 
WHTmNGTON,  Mr.  WoLCOTT.  and  Mr.  Morr  were  appointed 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference. 

EXECUTIVE   SESSION 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXEcxrnvE  messages  referred 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  mes- 
sages from  the  President  of  the  United  States  submitting  sev- 
eral nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the  appropriate 
committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 

proceedings.)  

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  OfBces  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  If  there  be  no  further 
reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on 
the  calendar. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COICMERCE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Robert  H.  Hinckley 
to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

COAST   GUARD 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  simdry  nominations  in 

the  Coast  Guard. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nominations  in  the  Coast  Guard  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 


IN  THE  NAVT 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  simdry  nominations  in 
the  Navy. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nominations  in  the  Navy  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

That  completes  the  calendar. 

RECESS  TO  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Under  the  order  made  earlier  today.  I 
move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  Wednesday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  12  o'clock  and  52  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess,  the  recess  being,  under 
the  order  previously  entered,  until  Wednesday,  July  3.  1940,  at 
12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  July  1.  1940 

United  States  Tariff  Commission 

Fred  H.  Brown,  of  New  Hampshire,  to  be  a  member  of  the 

United  States  Tariff  Commission  for  the  remainder  of  the 

term  expiring  June  16,  1941. 

Public  UriLrriEs  Commission  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
Riley  E.  Elgen,  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
for  a  term  of  3  years  from  July  1, 1940.     (Reappointment.) 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  July  1.  1940 
Department   of   Cobcmkrce 
Robert  H.  Hinckley  to  be  Assistant  Secretary,  Department 
of  Commerce. 

Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States 

TO  BE  UEUTKNANT  COMMANDERS 

Frank  E.  PoUio  George  C.  Whittlesey 

Henry  J.  Betzmer  Beverly  E.  Moody 

Promotions  in  the  Navy 
to  be  captains 
Elmer  L.  Woodside 
Glenn  B.  Davis 
Norman  C.  Gillette 

TO   BE   COMMANDERS 

Walter  H.  Roberts 
Lewis  Corman 
Charles  B.  McVay  3d 

TO  BE  LIEUTENANT  COMMANDERS 


William  L.  Messmer 
John  J.  Laffan 
George  A.  Leahey,  Jr. 
John  G.  Johns 
Everett  E.  Mann 
William  E.  Hank 
Thomas  J.  Hickey 
Cameron  Briggs 
Clement  R.  Criddle 


William  L.  Wright 
Rex  S.  Caldwell 
Russell  S.  Smith 
George  J.  Dufek 
Edward  L.  Beck 
WilUam  A.  New 
William  H.  Standley,  Jr. 
Prank  P.  Tibbitts 


TO  BE  LIEUTENANTS 


Joseph  H.  Kuhl 
Howard  R.  Prince 
Leon  S.  Kintberger 
John  R.  Leeds 
Max  Silverstein 
Robert  E.  Vandling 
Ray  M.  Pitts 


TO  BE  LIEUTENANTS 

Jack  A.  Obermeyer 
Emery  A.  Grantham 
Richard  E.  Ball 
Mark  H.  Jordan 


Max  C.  Mather 
Francis  M.  Douglass 
Charles  C.  Gold 
Robert  H.  Kerr 
Archibald  W.  Greenlee 
William  Outerson 

(JUNIOR  GRADE) 

John  M.  Ballinger 
Parkman  B.  Moore 
Herbert  J.  Hartman 
Frank  F.  Menefee 


TO  BE  MEDICAL  DIRECTOR 


Virgil  H.  Carson 
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TO  BE  MEDICAL  INSFECTOl 
Jacob  W.  Troxell 

TO   BE   ASSISTANT  PAYMASTER 

William  N.  McGibony 

TO  BE  NAVAL  CONSTRUCTOR 

Walter  F.  Christmas 

TO  BE  CIVIL  ENGINEER 

Gaylord  Church 

TO  BE  ASSISTANT  CIVIL  ENGINEER 

Joseph  H.  Barker.  Jr. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

IMONDAY,  July  1,1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Reverend  John  W.  Rustin.  D.  D..  pastor  of  Mount 
Vernon  Place  Methodist  Church.  Washington,  D.  C.  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Eternal  God,  Father  of  us  all.  high  above  us  and  yet  Uving 
in  each  one  of  us.  our  hearts  are  filled  with  Infinite  gratitude 
to  Thee  for  Thy  goodness  to  us. 

While  Thou  art  very  great.  sUU  art  Thou  very  near  to  us. 
Lift  us  into  a  new  sense  of  life's  meaning  and  dignity.  Little 
are  we  O  God  and  transient  children  of  the  day  against  the 
vast  background  of  Thine  eternity.  Yet  is  this  greatness  ours, 
that  Thou  canst  be  released  through  us  into  the  world. 
Grant  us  this  dignity.  Make  us  channels  of  Thy  peace.  Let 
the  divine  be  released  through  us  among  men. 

Bless  we  pray  Thee,  our  Nation  and  her  leaders.  In  this 
hour  when  men  are  confused,  perplexed,  and  uncertain,  give 
us  a  calmness  of  mind:  not  the  calmness  of  indifference  but 
the  calmness  that  comes  from  inner  stability  of  character. 

Blow  through  us.  Thou  clear  wind  of  God.  purifying  the 
spirits  of  Thy  people,  so  that  the  abundant  resources  of  Thy 
grace  and  power  may  be  foimd  in  us  today.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Saturday.  June  22,  1940. 
was  read  and  approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

Pursuant  to  House  Resolution  545.  on  June  24,  1940.  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  received  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
the  following  message  announcing  that  the  Senate  had 
passed  without  amendment  bills  and  a  joint  resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  following  titles: 

H  R.  159.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  relating 
to  the  naturaUzation  of  cerUin  women  bom  in  Hawaii,"  ap- 
proved July  2.  1932; 

H  R  382.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gus  Roth; 

H.  R.  1167.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Black  Hills  Metho- 
dist Hospital  of  Rapid  City.  S.  Dak.; 

H  R.  1178.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  lister  R.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  1846.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Malachy  Ryan; 

H  R  2014.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margaret  Redmond; 

H.  R.  2070.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Edwin  Forsman; 

H.  R.  2083.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Dan  Yancey: 

H  R  2106.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Flack; 

H.  R.  2151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Bruce,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  2489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Angie  Ward; 

H.  R.  2513.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  B.  Reagh; 

H.R.  2628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Engblom; 

H.  R.  2946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Naoma  Kinder,  a  minor; 

H.R.  3142.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leland  G.  Myers; 

H.R  3163.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Rose  Bilaitis; 

H.  R.  3402.  An  act  to  authorize  the  appropriation  for  pay- 
ment of  the  cost  of  providing  additional  water  for  the  Wapato 
Indian  irrigation  project.  Wash.; 

H  R  3713.  An  act  for  the  rebef  of  Joe  Carter; 

An  pct  for  the  reUef  of  Evelj-n  L.  Ratcliffe; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maude  SulUvan; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Reid  Hudson; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  S.  Arthur,   as 


H.  R.  3925 
H.R.  4113 
H.  R.  4142 
H.  R.  4143. 


executrix  of  the  estate  of  Richard  M.  Arihur.  deceased; 


H.R. 4185.  An  act  to  repatriate  native-bom  women  resi- 
dents of  the  United  States  who  have  heretofore  lost  their 
citizenship  by  marriage  to  an  alien; 

H  R.  4412.  An  tct  for  the  relief  of  Beatrice  Lois  Rucker; 

H.  R.  4587.  An  act  to  give  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  authority  to  prescribe  rules  of  pleading,  practice,  and 
procedure  with  respect  to  proceedings  in  criminal  cases  prior 
to  and  including  verdict,  or  finding  or  plea  of  guilty; 

H.  R.  5156.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Adolph  Ernest  Helms; 

H.R.  5297.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanley  V.  Smith; 

H.  R.  5388.  An  act  for  the  relief  cf  Thomas  Lewellyn  and 
Drusilla  Lewells^; 

H.  R.  5424.  An  ret  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E.  J.  McCardle; 

H.  R.  5569.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stuart  Bastow; 

H.  R.  5592.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  Atkison; 

H.R.  5823.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Morrissey  Construc- 
tion Co.; 

H.  R.  6145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  L.  Riley; 

H.  R.  6207.  An  act  to  amend  section  2810  (a) ,  Internal  Reve- 
nue Code,  to  exclude  petroleum  stills  from  the  requirement  of 
registration ; 

H.  R.  6408.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  dam  and  dike  for  preventing 
the  flow  of  tidal  waters  into  North  Slough  in  Coos  County, 

Oreg.; 

H.  R.  6443.  An  act  to  permit  certain  aliens  whose  childhood 
was  spent  in  the  United  States,  if  eligible  to  citizenship,  to  be- 
come naturahzed  without  filing  declaration  of  intention; 

H.  R.  6507.  An  act  to  provide  for  leave  of  absence,  with  pay, 
for  any  employee  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  who  may  be  called  upon  for  jury  service  in  any  State 
court  or  court  of  the  United  States;  % 

H.  R.  6583.  An  cct  for  expenditure  of  funds  for  cooperation 
with  the  public-school  board.  Cass  County.  Minn.,  for  the 
construction,  extension,  equipment,  and  improvement  of 
public-school  facilities  to  be  available  to  Indian  children  in 
the  district; 

H.  R.  6686.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  T.  Jack  Neal; 

H.  R.  6730.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  Glenn.  Jr.; 

H.R. 6737.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  D.  Green; 

H.  R.  6822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elii_:  Warren  and  George 
T.  Warren; 

H.R.  6889.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frances  M.  Hannah; 

H.R. 6891.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  M.  Irvine; 

H.  R.  7254.  An  act  authorizing  the  temporary  detail  of  John 
L.  Savage,  an  employee  of  the  United  States,  to  service  under 
the  Government  of  the  State  of  New  South  Wales,  Australia, 
and  the  Government  of  the  Punjab,  India; 

H.  R.  7343.  An  act  to  amend  certain  laws  govei^ning  Federal 
prisoners,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 7563.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Salomon  Georg  Kauf- 
mann;  his  wife  Doris  Kaufmann,  nee  Stem;  and  their  child 
John  Michael  Peter  Kaufmann; 

H.  R.  7821.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  T.  Sifferman  Varga; 

H.R. 7825.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  S.  Hobson; 

H.  R.  7880.  An  act  for  relief  of  Edna  Emery; 

H.R. 7914.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Simon  A.  Brieger  as 
legal  representative  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Gerald  Brieger, 
a  deceased  minor; 

H.R.  7955.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis  Rosenstone; 

H.R. 8046.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  retirement  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Rail- 
road. Territory  of  Alaska,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States."  approved  June  29,  1936; 

H.R. 8099.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  L.  Kinney; 
H.  R.  8252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Owen; 
H.R. 8316.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  seU  certain  land  to  the  Conconully  Cemetery  Asso- 
ciation; 

H.  R.  8350.  An  act  permitting  official  mail  of  the  Pan  Ameri- 
can Sanitary  Bureau  to  be  transmitted  in  penalty  envelopes: 
H.R. 8399.  An  act  to  prohibit  the  receipt,  possession,  or 
disposition  of  money  or  property  feloniously  taken  from  a 
bank  organized  or  operating  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
,  Slates  or  any  member  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System; 
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H.R.8628.  An  act  to  amend  the  Perishable  Agricultural 
CommodiUes  Act,  1930.  as  amended,  to  include  as  a  perishable 
agricultural  commodity  cherries  in  brine,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: 

H.  R.  8708.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  C.  Preble,  naval 

architect; 

H.  R.  8815.  An  act  to  grant  per  diem  compensation  to  the 
appointed  members  of  the  Board  of  Steam  and  Other  Operat- 
ing Engineers  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purp)oses; 

H.  R.  8910.  An  act  providing  for  the  extension  of  nonquota 
status  to  Frederick  Beck; 

H.  R.  8919.  An  act  to  authorize  the  setting  aside  of  an  area 
within  the  Canal  Zone  to  preserve  and  conserve  its  natural 
features  for  scientific  study,  for  providing  and  maintaining 
facilities  for  such  study,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9063.  An  act  authorizing  the  Administrator  of  the 
Federal  Works  Agency  to  transfer  certain  property  in  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  to  the  city  and  county  of  San  Francisco  for 
street  purposes; 

H.  R.  9139.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the 
United  States,"  approved  July  1,  1898,  and  acts  amendatory 
thereof  and  supplementary  thereto; 

H.R.  9299.  An  act  to  amend  section  10  of  chapter  5  of 
Public  Act  No.  436,  Seventy-third  Congress,  approved  June  19, 
1934; 

H.R. 9391.  An  act  to  amend  section  40,  National  Defense 
Act.  as  amended,  relating  to  the  organization  of  the  Reserve 
OfiBcers'  Training  Corps,  so  as  to  provide  for  an  exception 
with  respect  to  the  University  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  9453.  An  act  to  provide  a  license  to  the  Atlantic  Re- 
fining Co..  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9509.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Ohio  River 
at  or  near  Shawneetown,  lU.; 

H.  R.  9618.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Susque- 
hanna River  at  or  near  the  city  of  Harrisburg.  Pa.; 

H.R.  9651.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Meier  Langennann.  his 
wife,  Friederike,  and  son,  Joseph; 

H.  R.  9765.  An  act  to  provide  for  exercising  the  right  with 
respect  to  red-cedar  shingles  reserved  in  the  trade  agreement 
concluded  November  17,  1938,  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9804.  An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  section  6,  subsec- 
tion 2,  of  the  act  approved  June  1.  1938.  known  as  Juvenile 
Court  Act  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9864.  An  act  amending  the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  re- 
spect to  the  basis  of  property; 

H.  R.  9896.  An  act  to  authorize  appropriations  for  construc- 
tion at  military  posts,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9897.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  additional 
land  for  military  purposes; 

H.R. 9899.  An  act  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority  over  certain  air-mail  services,  and  for 
other   purposes; 

H.  R.  9907.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  recording  and  releas- 
ing of  liens  by  entries  on  certificates  of  title  for  motor  vehicles 
and  trailers,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 9920.  An  act  authorizing  the  county  of  I^wrence, 
Ohio,  to  acquire  and  operate  as  a  unit  certain  privately  owned 
toll  bridges  across  the  Ohio  River  adjoining  such  county; 

H.  R.  9927.  An  act  declaring  a  forfeiture  of  certain  land 
heretofore  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the  board  of  com- 
missioners of  the  Orleans  Levee  District,  in  the  city  of  New 
Orleans,  State  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and  street  purposes; 

H.  R.  10009.  An  act  to  amend  section  13  (d)  of  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act ;  -   '  . 

H.  R.  10058.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  preventing 
the  publication  of  inventions  in  the  national  interest,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  10087.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Continental  Aero- 
surveys  Corporation; 


H  R.  10112.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924 
to  require  aliens  admitted  into  the  United  States  as  officials 
of  foreign  governments  either  to  maintain  their  status  or  to 
depart  from  the  United  States,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  State ;  and 

H.J. Res. 559.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  a  reduction  in 
the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances 
made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States  of 
America  through  the  Public  Works  Administration. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed. 

with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 

requested,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  3976.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Violet  Knowlen.  a  minor. 

H.  R.  4828.  An  act  to  amend  the  law  limiting  the  operation 

of  statutes  of  limitations  in  certain  cases; 

H.R.  5640.  An  act  to  admit  Richard  Paul  Rehn  perma- 
nently to  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  5641.  An  act  to  admit  Johann  Rudolf  Hueneberg  per- 
manently to  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  6056.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antal  or  Anthony  or 
Tony  Zaicek  or  Zaiczek; 
H.R.  6061.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hazel  Thomas: 
H.R. 6424.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  transportation  and 
distribution  of  mails  on  motor- vehicle  routes; 

H.  R.  6884.  An  act  to  encourage  travel  in  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7696.  An  act  to  amend  the  United  States  Grain  Stand- 
ards Act,  to  provide  for  the  grading  of  soybeans,  and  for  other 
purposes; 
H.  R.  7826.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  R.  F.  Brazelton; 
H.  R.  7843.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clifford  J.  Williams; 
H.  R.  8605.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Janiec  and  Ignatz 
Janiec;  and 

H.  R.  9114.  An  act  authorizing  advancements  from  the  Fed- 
eral Emergency  Administration  of  Public  Works  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  recorder  of  deeds  building  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
bills  of  the  following  titles,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested: 

S.  820.  An  act  providing  for  the  granting  of  leave  to  certain 
employees  of  the  United  States  to  enable  them  to  vote  at 
elections; 

S.  2524.  An  act  to  incorporate  the  Military  Order  of  the 
Purple  Heart; 

S.  2758.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wade  Crawford,  formerly 
superintendent  of  the  Klamath  Indian  Agency: 

S.  2930.  An  act  to  provide  for  reimbursement  to  the  holders 
of  cotton-pool  participation  trust  certificates,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

S.  3248.  An  act  to  amend  section  2.  chapter  368.  Forty-sixth 
Statutes  at  Large,  page  1467,  March  2.  1931,  relating  to  extra 
compensation  of  inspectors  and  employees  of  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service; 
S.  3361.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Aron  Pitt  and  Cecilia  Pitt; 
S.  3550.  An  act  to  make  unlawful  the  transportation  of 
connct-made  goods  in  interstate  and  foreign  commerce; 

S.  3596.  An  act  to  enable  Eva  Sofia  Bildstein  and  her  minor 
son,  Jorg  Bildstein.  to  remain  permanently  in  the  United 
States; 

S.  3619.  An  act  relating  to  changes  in  the  administration 
of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  bearing  on  Federal 
recognition,  pay,  allotment  of  funds,  drill,  training,  etc.; 
S.  3703.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vasil  Dimitroff  Techoff: 
S.  3720.  An  act  to  create  and  establish  a  Board  of  Funeral 
Directors  and  Embalmers  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  to 
prescribe  its  powers  and  duties; 

S.  3741.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  P.  Madsen; 
S.  3795.  An  act  to  authorize  the  transportation  of  employees 
of  the  Alaska  Road  Commission,  and  to  validate  payments 
made  for  that  and  other  purposes; 

S.  3870.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  authoriz- 
ing the  Commissioners  of  the  EWstrict  of  Columbia  to  furnish 
Potomac  water  without  charge  to  charitable  institutions,  etc.. 
In  the  District  of  Columbia,"  approved  February  23,  1905; 

b  ■ 
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S  3929.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi 
River  at  or  near  Memphis,  Tenn.; 

S.  3931.  An  sict  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for  the 
.  Parker  Dam  and  Reser\'oir  project,  and  for  other  purposes; 
S  3934.  An  act  authorizing  the  State  of  Michigan,  acting 
through  the  International  Bridge  Authority  of  Michigan,  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of 
"bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  St. 
Marys  River,  from  a  point  in  or  near  the  city  of  Sault  Ste. 
Marie.  Mich.,  to  a  point  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Canada: 

S.  3936.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  May 
22.  1934,  known  as  the  National  Stolen  Property  Act; 

S  395i2.  An  act  to  provide  relief  for  and  to  promote  the 
Interest  of  the  landowners  on  the  Uintah  Indian  irrigation 
project.  Utah,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S  3954  An  act  relating  to  the  issuance  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  of  a  patent  to  the  SUte  of  MinnesoU  for  cer- 
tain lands  in  that  State; 

S.  3972.  An  act  to  authorize  exchanges  of  lands  withm  tne 
Navajo  Indian  Reservation.  Ariz.; 

S.  3974.  An  act  to  clarify  secUon  3709  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed.. 
-title  41.  sec.  5);  ^    ^^ 

S  3975.  An  act  granting  to  certain  claimants  the  prefer- 
ence  right  to  purchase  certain  public  lands  in  the  State  of 

Florida:  .  ,    ^ 

S  3990   An  act  to  transfer  the  essential  language  of  sec- 

'  tion  518  title  IV.  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  approved  June  17. 
1930  into  the  Judicial  Code  of  the  United  States,  and  to  pro- 
vide "for  its  reenactment  as  part  of  said  Judicial  Code,  to  take 
effect  the  date  of  its  passage,  including  the  allowance  to  the 
judges  of  the  United  States  Customs  Court.  Government 

•counsel,  and  stenographic  clerks  as  set  forth  therein  for 
traveling  expenses  incurred  for  maintenance  whUe  absent 
from  New  York  on  official  business,  and  to  repeal  all  acts 
inconsistent  therewith  to  the  extent  of  such  inconsistency, 

and  for  other  purposes;  „   .*  ^  r,*  ♦ 

S  3993  An  act  to  authorize  employees  of  the  United  States 
to  testify  on  behalf  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  employees 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  testify  on  behalf  of  the  United 
SUtes  and  of  the  District  of  Columbia  without  loss  of  salary 

or  annual  leave;  ,  .^i     *        ♦  *«♦ 

S  4007  An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938  as  amended,  for  the  purposes  of  extending  the  mar- 
keting-quota provisions  thereof  to  lettuce  and  to  melons,  and 

for  other  purposes;  , ..     ,  *  -i„-  f« 

8  4011  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
accept  payment  of  an  annual  equitable  overhead  charge  in 
connection  with  the  repayment  contract  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Strawberry  Water  Users'  Association  of  Pay- 
son  Utah  in  full  satisfaction  of  delinquent  billings  upon  the 
basis  of  an  annual  fixed  overhead  charge,  and  for  other 

purposes;  .^.  ,   _ 

S  4042  An  act  to  provide  for  the  acquisition  of  flowage 
rights  and  the  payment  of  certain  damages  in  connection 
with  the  operation  of  the  Fort  Hall  Indian  Irrigation  project. 

8  4045  An  act  to  authorize  the  acceptance  of  donations 
of  property  for  the  Mammoth  Cave  National  Park,  in  the 
State  of  Kentucky,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S  4048   An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  K.  Peeples; 

8  4090  An  act  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  donate 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  H.  S.  Scott.  D.  W.  ColUns, 
Pred  M  Gross  trustees,  Ashland  District  Council.  Boy  Scouts 
of  America,  the  log  house  known  as  the  John  Secrest  home, 
located  on  the  site  of  the  Federal  Correctional  Institution 

near  Ashland.  Ky.;  .     ^    ,  i  „ 

S.  4098.  An  act  relating  to  claims  for  refund  of  processing 

and  related  taxes;  ,  .  ^i.     .  ,- 

S  4107    An  act  to  transfer  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Arlmg- 

ton  Farm  Va..  to  the  jurisdictions  of  the  War  Department 

and  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8  4126   An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anne  Howard  Lay; 

8. 4137.  An  act  relating  to  transportaUon  of  foreign  maU 

,  b9  aircraft. 
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Th°  message  also  announced  Uiat  tlie  Senate  had  passed 
joint  resolutions  of  the  foUowlng  Utles.  in  which  the  concur- 
rence of  the  House  is  requested: 

S  J  Res  258.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  use  ana 
disposition  of  the  bequest  of  the  late  Justice  Oliver  Holmes 
to  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.J. Res.  267.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  acquisi- 
tion by  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  of  data  needed  In 
carrying  cut  the  provisions  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts. 

ARMY  BANDMASTERS — VETO  MESSAGE    (H.  DOC.  NO.  853) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  com- 
munication from  the  Clerk  of  the  House: 

OmcE  or  THX  Cltrk, 
House  or  Repkesentatives, 
Washington,  D.  C.  June  25.  1940. 

The  Speakkh. 

The  House  of  Representatives.  ■ 

SiH-  There  is  transmitted  herewith  a  sealed  envelope  containing 
a  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  received  by  me  , 
on  June  25.  1940. 

Very  respectfully,  _  „^ 

South  Tiiimbl«, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
The  Clerk  read  the  veto  message  of  jLhe  President  as  fol- 
lows: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  H.  R.  3840.  "to  • 
rmend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  for  making  further  and  more 
effectual  provision  for  the  national  defense,  and  for  other  pur- 
roses,'  approved  June  3,  1916,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur-  . 
poses." 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  give  to  Army  bandmasters 
the  status  of  commissioned  officers.  Under  the  present  or- 
ganization of  the  Army,  bandmasters  are  warrant  officers. 
The  legislation  constitutes  a  novel  departiu-e  in  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Army  for  which  there  is  no  necessity  from  a 
military  standpoint.  The  grade  of  warrant  officer  now  ac- 
corded to  bandmasters  in  the  Army  is  fuUy  adequate  for  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  devolving  on  them. 

Moreover,  the  bill  would  single  out  a  special  group  of  war- 
rant officers  for  preferential  treatment  by  way  of  increases  in 
rank  and  compensation,  without  regard  to  the  status  of  other 
warrant  officers  who  perform  duties  and  have  responsibilities 
that  are  equal  to  and  in  certain  cases  greater  than  those  of 
bandmasters. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  considerations,  I  am  constrained 

to  withhold  my  approval  of  the  bill. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  June  24,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  message,  to- 
gether with  the  bill,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  and  ordered  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

enrolled  bills  and  joint  RESOLirnON  SIGNED 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  desires  to  announce  that  pur- 
suant to  the  authority  granted  him  on  June  22,  1940,  he  did 
on  June  25,  1940,  sign  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  joint 
resolution  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  159.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  relat- 
ing to  the  naturalization  of  certain  women  bom  in  Hawaii," 
approved  July  2,  1932; 

H  R.  382.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gus  Roth; 

H.  R.  1167.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Black  Hills  Meth- 
odist Hospital  of  Rapid  City,  8.  Dak.; 

H.  R.  1178.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lester  R.  Taylor; 

H.R.  1846.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Malachy  Ryan; 

H.  R.  2014.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margaret  Redmond; 

H.R. 2070.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edwin  Porsman; 

H.  R.  2083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dan  Yancey; 

H.  R.  2106.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Flack; 

H.  R.  2151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Bruce.  Jr4 
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H  R  2489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Angle  Ward; 
H  R  2513.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  B.  Reagh: 
H  R  2628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Engblom; 
H  R  2946   An  act  for  the  relief  of  Naoma  Kinder,  a  minor; 
H  R  3142   An  act  for  the  relief  Of  Leland  O.  Myers; 
h"  R.  3163.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose  Bilaitis; 
H  R  3402   An  act  to  authorize  the  appropriation  for  pay- 
ment of  the  cost  of  providing  additional  water  for  the  Wapato 
Indian  irrigation  project,  Washington; 

H  R.  3713.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Joe  Carter; 
H  R  3925.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evelyn  L.  RatcUfle; 
H  R  4113.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maude  Sullivan; 
H  R  4142.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Reid  Hudson: 
H  r'  4148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  S.  Arthur,  as 
executrix  of  the  estate  of  Richard  M.  Arthur,  deceased; 

H  R  4185.  An  act  to  repatriate  native-born  women  resi- 
dents of  the  United  States  who  have  heretofore  lost  their 
citizenship  by  marriage  to  an  alien; 
H.  R  4412.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Beatrice  Lois  Rucker; 
H.  R.  4587.  An  act  to  give  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  authority  to  prescribe  rules  of  pleading,  practice,  and 
^  procedure  with  respect  to  proceedings  in  criminal  cases  prior 
^^and  including  verdict,  or  finding  or  plea  of  guilty; 

H.  R.  5138.  An  act  to  prohibit  certain  subversive  activities; 
to  amend  certain  provisions  of  law  with  respect  to  the  ad- 
mission and  deportation  of  aliens;  to  require  the  fingerprint- 
ing and  registration  of  aliens;  and  for  other  purposes; 
H.R.5156.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Adolph  Ernest  Helms; 

^. H.  R.  5297.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Stanley  V.  Smith; 

H.  R.  5388.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Lewellyn  and 
Drusilla  LiCwellyn* 

H.  R.  5424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E.  J.  McCardle; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stuart  Bastow; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  Atkison; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Morrissey  Construction 


H.  R  5569. 
H.  R.  5592. 
H.  R.  5823. 
Co.; 

H.  R. 6145. 
H.  R.  6207 


An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  L.  Riley; 

An  act  to  amend  section  2810    (a).  Internal 

Revenue^  Code,  to  exclude  petroleum  stills  from  the  require- 
ment of  registration: 

H.R.6328.  An  act  to  amend  the  TarifT  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs  Administrative  Act 
of  1938  (U.  S.  C,  1934  ed..  Supp.  IV.  title  19,  sec.  1001.  par. 
1529  (a)); 

H.  R.  6408.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  ana 
completing  the  construction  of  a  dam  and  dike  for  preventing 
the  flow  of  tidal  waters  into  North  Slough  in  Coos  County, 
Oreg.; 

H.  R.  6443.  An  act  to  permit  certain  aliens  whose  child- 
hood was  spent  in  the  United  States,  if  eligible  to  citizen- 
ship, to  become  naturalized  without  filing  declaration  of  in- 
tention: 

H.  R.  6507.  An  act  to  provide  for  leave  of  absence,  with  pay, 
for  any  employee  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  who  may  be  called  upon  for  Jury  service  in  any 
State  court  of  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  6572.  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war-risk  insurance 
and  reinsurance  and  for  marine  risk  reinsurance,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6583.  An  act  for  expenditure  of  funds  for  cooperation 
with  the  public-school  board.  Cass  County,  Minn.,  for  the 
construction,  extension,  equijMnent,  and  improvement  of 
public-school  facilities  to  be  available  to  Indian  children  in 
the  district: 

H.  R.  6686.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  T.  Jack  Neal; 

H.  R.  6730.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  Glenn.  Jr.: 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  D.  Green; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eliza  Warren  and  George 


H.  R.  6737 
H.  R.  6822 

T.  Warren: 
H.  R.  6889 

and 

H.  R.  6891 
H.  R.  7254 


An  act  for  the  relief  of  Prances  M.  Hannah; 

An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  M.  Irvine. 

An  act  authorizing  the  temporary  detail  of  John 


L.  Savage,  an  employee  of  the  United  States,  to  service  under 


the  Government  of  the  State  of  New  South  Wales.  Australia, 
and  the  Government  of  the  Punjab.  India; 

H.  R.  7243.  An  act  to  amend  certain  laws  governing  Federal 
prisoners,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R.  7563  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Salomon  Georg  Kauf- 
mann:  his  wife  Doris  Kaufmann,  nee  Stem;  and  their  chUd 
John  Michael  Peter  Kaufmann;  ,»..,»_. 

H.  R.  7736.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  issue  patents  for  lands  held  under  color  of  title: 

H.R.7821.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anna  T.  Siflerman 

Varga; 

H.  R.  7825.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C  S.  Hobson; 
H  R  7865.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  for  the  regulation  of 
the  pracUce  of  dentistry  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
the  protection  of  the  people  from  empiricism  in  relation 
thereto,  approved  June  6.  1892.  and  acts  amendatory  thereof; 
H.  R.7880.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  Emery; 
H.  R.  7914.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Simon  A.  Brieger  as  legal 
representative  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Gerald  Brieger,  a 
deceased  minor; 
H.  R.  7955.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis  Rosenstone; 
H.  R.  8046.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  for  the  retirement  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Railroad, 
Territory  of  Alaska,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States," 
approved  June  29,  1936; 

H.  R.  8099.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  L.  Kinney; 
H.  R.  8172.  An  act  to  amend  section  5  of  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  June  26.  1906,  relative  to  the  Alaska  salmon  fishery; 
H. R.  8252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Owen; 
H.R.  8285.  An  act  to  limit  the  importation  of  products 
made,  produced,  processed,  or  mined  under  process  covered  by 
unexpired  valid  United  States  patents,  and  for  other  purposes; 
H.  R.  8316.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  sell  certain  land  to  the  Conconully  Cemetery  Association; 

H.  R.  8350.  An  act  permitting  official  mail  of  the  Pan  Amer- 
ican Sanitary  Bureau  to  be  transmitted  in  penalty  envelopes; 
H.  R.  8399.  An  act  to  prohibit  the  receipt,  possession,  or  dis- 
position of  money  or  property  feloniously  taken  from  a  bank 
organized  or  operating  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States  or 
any  member  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Ssrstem; 

H.R. 8450.  An  act  to  extend  for  2  additional  years  the 
reduced  rates  of  interest  on  Federal  land  bank  and  land  bank 
commissioner  loans; 

H.  R.  8628.  An  act  to  amend  the  Perishable  Agricultural 
Commodities  Act.  1930.  as  amended,  to  include  as  a  perishable 
agricultural  commodity  cherries  In  brine,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  8692.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  to  regulate  the  practice 
of  podiatry  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 

H.  R.  8708.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  C.  Preble,  naval 
architect; 

H.  R.  8815.  An  act  to  grant  per  diem  compensation  to  the 
appointed  members  of  the  Board  of  Steam  and  Other  Operat- 
ing Engineers  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  8910.  An  act  providing  for  the  extension  of  nonquota 
status  to  Frederick  Beck; 

H.  R.  8919.  An  act  to  authorize  the  setting  aside  of  an  area 
within  the  Canal  Zone  to  preserve  and  conserve  its  natiu^al 
features  for  scientific  study,  for  providing  and  maintaining 
facilities  for  such  study,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9007.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor,  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  inde- 
pendent agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1941,  and 
for  other  purposes: 

H.R. 9063.  An  act  authorizing  the  Administrator  of  the 
Federal  Works  Agency  to  transfer  certain  property  in  San 
Francisco.  Calif.,  to  the  city  and  county  of  San  Francisco  for 
street  purposes; 

H.  R.  9139.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  es- 
tablish a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the  United 
States."  approved  July  1,  1898,  and  acts  amendatory  thereof 
and  supplementary  thereto; 

H.  R.  9299.  An  act  to  amend  section  10  of  chapter  5  of  Pub- 
lic Act  No.  436,  Seventy-third  Congress,  approved  June  19, 
1934; 
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H.R.  9391.  An  act  to  amend  section  40,  National  Defense 
Act.  as  amended.  relaUng  to  the  organization  of  the  Reserve 
Officers'  Training  Corps,  so  as  to  provide  for  an  exception 
with  respect  to  the  University  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  9453.  An  act  to  provide  a  license  to  the  Atlantic  Re- 
fining Co.,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  9509.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Ohio  River 
at  or  near  Shawneetown.  HI.; 

H  R  9594.  An  act  to  amend  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act.  as  amended,  the  Agricultural  Ad- 
justment Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  9618  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Susque- 
hanna River  at  or  near  the  city  of  Harrisburg.  Pa.; 

H  R  9633.  An  act  to  enlarge  and  extend  the  power  and 
jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Education  over  degree-conferring 
Institutions  operating  within  the  District  of  Columbia: 

H.  R.  9651.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Meier  Langermann.  his 
wife.  Friederike.  and  son.  Joseph; 

H  R  9765  An  act  to  provide  for  exercising  the  right  with 
respect  to  red-cedar  shingles  reserved  in  the  trade  agreement 
concluded  November  17.  1938.  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes;  .,    „^ 

H.R. 9791.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Un- 
employment Compensation  Act;  „,kc-/. 
H  R  9804    An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  section  6.  suDsec- 
tion'2  of  the  act  approved  June  1,  1938,  known  as  "Juvenile 
Court  Act  of  the  District  of  Columbia."  and  for  other  purposes. 
H.R. 9822.  An  act  to  expedite  national  defense,  and  lor 

other  purposes;  .»..„*  ♦>,„  no 

H.  R.  9850.  An  act  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the  na- 
tional defense;  ^       ,   .      ...    _,^ 

H.  R.  9864.  An  act  amending  the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  re- 
spect to  the  basis  of  property;  

H  R  9896.  An  act  to  authorize  appropriations  for  construc- 
tion at  military  posts,  and  for  other  purposes;  ..,...„., 

H.  R.  9897.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  additional 
land  for  military  purposes; 

H  R  9899.  An  act  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority  over  certain  air-mall  services,  and  for 

°^'R"9Mr5^  act  to  provide  for  the  recording  and  re- 
leasing of  liens  by  entries  on  certificates  of  title  for  motor 
vehicles  and  trailers,  and  for  other  purposes;  .    ^„„^^ 

H  R  9920.  An  act  authorizing  the  county  of  Lawrence 
Ohio  to  acquire  and  operate  as  a  unit  certain  privately  owned 
toll  bridges  across  the  Ohio  River  adjoining  such  county; 

H  R  9927.  An  act  declaring  a  forfeiture  of  certain  ^nd 
heretofore  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the  board  of 
commissioners  of  the  Orleans  Uvee  district  in  the  cUy  of 
New  Orleans,  SUte  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and  street  Purposes. 

H.  R  10C09.  An  act  to  amend  section  13  (d)  of  the  Railroad 

Unemployment  Insurance  Act;  ,«„,^„f4n„. 

H.R.  10055.  An  act  making  supplemental  appropriations 
fofthe  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 
1941   and  for  other  purposes; 

a  R  10058  An  aclto  amend  the  act  relating  to  Preventing 
the  publication  of  Inventions  in  the  national  interest,  and  for 

°'h. R^loSSrin  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Continental  Aero- 

^T  monn^rit  making  appropriations  to  supply  defj- 
clencies  in  certain  appropriations  for  the  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^"^^f/j 
June  30.  1940,  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  ^PP/|^«^^^ 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30.  1940,  and 
June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  10112  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924 
to  require  aliens  admitted  into  the  United  States  as  offlciais 
of  f^elgn  governments  either  to  maintain  their  status  or  to 
Sep^ffTom  the  United  States,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 

^H  J^R^fssg^^Joint  resoluUon  authorizing  a  reduction  in 
the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances 
made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States  of 
America  through  the  PubUc  Works  AdministraUon. . 


Mr  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  had,  on  June  24,  1940,  examined 
the  foregoing  bUls  and  joint  resoluUon  and  found  them  truly 
enrolled. 

ORDER   OF   BUSINESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  uanlmous  consent  to 

proceed  for  1  minute.  ^^  ^     .  ..  ^ 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection.  .     ..       ». 

Mr  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  great  many  Members  have 
asked  what  the  program  is  for  this  week  in  order  that  they 
may  make  their  plans.  Today  the  Consent  Calendar  will  be 
called,  and  I  understand  the  Speaker  will  recognize  for  one 
suspension  on  the  so-called  emergency  officers'  bill.  This 
will  conclude  the  legislative  program  for  the  day.  Tomorrow 
the  Private  Calendar  will  be  called,  and  that  will  be  all  for  that 
day  Wednesday  one  or  two  committees  will  probably  be 
called  on  the  calendar,  but  which  ones  I  have  not  looked  up. 
After  that  there  will  be  no  more  business  transacted  this 
week.  Of  course,  we  will  have  to  meet  either  Thursday  or 
Friday  in  order  to  adjourn  over  until  Monday,  but  if  we  have 
a  session  at  aU  on  Thursday  it  wiU  be  only  for  the  purpose  of 
adjourning  over  until  Monday.    [Applause.] 

AMENDMENT  OF  PERISHABLE  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES  ACT,  1930, 

AS   AMENDED 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  request 
from  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

In  the  Senate  or  the  Untted  States, 
June  22  (legislative  day,  June  21).  1940. 
Ordered.  That  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  request  the  House  erf 
Representatives  to  return  to  the  Senate  bill  S.  3464,  "lUtl^     An 
act  to  amend  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act,  1930,  as 
amended." 

^^***^'  I  EDwm  A.  HALSirr.  Secretary. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 

Senate? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ORDER  or  BUSINESS 

Mr  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  uanlmous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute.  In  order  to  direct  a  question  to  the 

majority  leader.  ^     -  *w 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  tne 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wonder  If  the  majority 
leader  would  supplement  the  statement  he  has  just  made  by 
giving  us  some  indication  of  what  will  be  the  program  for 
next  week  or  at  least  the  beginning  of  the  week,  if  be  has  any 

program  In  mind,  •^,  .  ,  ^  r^ 

Mr  RAYBURN.  Of  course,  Monday  will  be  District  Day, 
and  In  all  probablUty  the  so-caUed  Mexican  claims  bUl  will 
follow  that  program  on  Monday.  Just  what  rule  will  be  called 
up  on  Tuesday  has  not  been  determined,  but  that  will  be 
announced  before  the  Wednesday  session  Is  over. 

Mr.  DITTER.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

LEAVE  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  today  after  the  disposition  of  the  legislative  busi- 
ness I  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  LATE  BURNET  MITCHELL  CHIPERFIELB 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to  announce  to  the 
House  with  great  sorrow  the  passing  of  a  former  Member  of 
this  House.  Hon.  Burnet  Mitchell  Chlperfleld.  father  of 
ROBERT  Chiperfteld.  presently  a  member  of  this  House.  Bur- 
net M.  Chiperfield  served  in  the  Sixty-fourth  Congress  and 
also  in  the  Seventy-first  and  the  Seventy-second.  He  died 
June  24, 1940,  at  the  age  of  70  years.   He  was  a  disUnguished 
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soldier.  He  was  a  distingiiished  lawyer  and  practiced  at  the 
bar  for  more  than  40  years.  He  had  been  identified  with  the 
Illinois  National  Ouard  for  more  than  a  generation,  and  he 
was  cited  for  both  gallantry  and  meritorious  service  in  the 
World  War.  At  some  future  time  I  will  address  myself  at 
greater  length  to  the  memory  of  a  former  Member  of  this 
House,  the  father  of  Robert  B.  CniPERnrLD. 

Older  Members  of  Congress  will  remember  B.  M.  Chiper- 
fleld  for  the  diligence  and  capacity  with  which  he  addressed 
himself  to  the  affairs  of  the  Nation,  They  will  remember  his 
fine  patriotic  fiber  and  his  intense  interest  in  orderly  proc- 
esses of  government  and  in  the  preservation  of  freedom  of 
action  and  the  free  institutions  of  this  country. 

On  occasion  he  has  inspired  the  Congress  with  his  masterly 
presentations  of  contemporary  subjects.  When  called  upon 
to  deliver  an  address  on  the  occasion  of  Lincoln's  birthday, 
he  forged  a  masterpiece,  which  is  still  being  read  widely 
everywhere  in  America. 

Everyone  remembers  him  as  a  man  of  physical  and  mental 
magnetism,  who  made  a  great  contribution  to  his  country 
and  who  now  joins  that  numberless  host  of  public  servants 
who  gave  their  hit  that  the  Nation  might  move  forward. 

His  passing  marks  a  distinct  loss  of  a  great  American,  a 
great  lawyer,  a  great  legislator,  a  loving  father,  and  a  good 
neighbor. 

EXTENSION  or   REMARKS 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein 
a  speech  delivered  by  me  at  the  Republican  National  Con- 
vention In  Philadelphia  last  week. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
.   There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE   TO   address   THE    HOUSE 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
tomorrow,  after  the  disposition  of  the  regular  order  of  busi- 
ness. I  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  address  delivered  last 
Friday  in  Los  Angeles  by  Hon.  Milo  Perkins. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  upon  two  subjects: 
One,  a  statement  of  Hon.  Walter  A.  Jones,  before  the  House 
Committee  on  Roads,  relative  to  the  Pennsylvania  Turnpike; 
and  the  other,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Veterans  of  Indus- 
try of  Le  Flore  County,  Okla. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

AMENDMENT   OF   FEDERAL   AID  ACT 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9575) 
to  amend  the  Federal  Aid  Act,  approved  July  11,  1916,  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  and  for  other  purposes,  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ments and  agree  to  the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  appointed  the  following  conferees:   Mr. 

CARTWRIGHT.    Mr.    WaRREN.    MT.    WHTmNCTON.    Mr.    WOLCOTT. 

and  Mr.  Mott. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  HARE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  and  to  include  a  resolution  passed  by  Amer- 
ican Legion  Post,  No.  24.  of  Newberry,  S.  C. 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  it  include  a  resolution  with  reference 
to  national  defense. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  brief 
address  by  Mr.  Elliott  on  the  subject  of  soil  conservation. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  Include  a  resolution  recently 
adopted  by  the  Alabama  Writers  Conclave  in  session  at  Ala- 
bama College,  in  my  congressional  district. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  tmanlmous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  on  the  question  of  national  farm 
program. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  certain  editorial  comment. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a  re- 
port from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  the  workings  of  the 
reindeer  law  and  other  matters  in  Alaska. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  under  two  headings. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  printing  an  address  de- 
livered by  me  before  the  Republican  National  Convention  at 
Philadelphia. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  includ- 
ing a  speech  delivered  at  the  Republican  National  Convention 
by  Hon.  Herbert  Hoover,  former  President  of  the  United 
States. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object — 
of  course,  I  shall  not  object,  but  I  wish  the  gentleman  wou!d 
underscore  that  part  of  Mr.  Hoover's  speech  in  which  he  said 
he  hoped  they  would  have  an  election  and  not  an  auction. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    We  have  had  enough  auctions. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  on  two  subjects  and  to  ir.clude  in  one  a 
short  telegram  and  a  short  article  on  New  Use  for  Wood. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  two  unanimous- 
consent  requests:  First,  to  extend  my  remarks  in  connection 
with  the  death  of  Senator  Gibson,  of  Vermont;  second,  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  connection  with  the  adjournment  of 
Congress  and  to  insert  a  short  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Consent  Calendar 
The  SPEAKER.    This  is  Consent  Calendar  day.    The  Clerk 
Will  call  the  first  bill  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 

PASSAMAQUODDT   BAT   TIDAL    POWER 

The  Clerk  called  the  first  business  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  57.  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  cause  a  compleUon  of  surveys,  test  borings,  and  foundation 
investigations  to  be  made  to  determine  the  advisabUlty  and 
cost  of  putUng  in  a  small  experimental  plant  for  development 
of  tidal  power  in  the  waters  in  and  about  Passamaquoddy  Bay. 
the  cost  thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or 
hereafter  made  for  such  examinations. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  Joint  resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

BRIDGE  ACROSS  MISSOURI  RIVER  NEAR  FLORENCE  STATION.  CITY  OF 

OMAHA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  H.  R.  7069.  authorizing 
Douglas  County.  Nebr..  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a 
toll  bridge  across  tiie  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Florence  Sta- 
tion, in  the  city  of  Omaha.  Nebr, 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bin  be  passed  over  without  jwejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

/JCENDINQ  CROP-LOAN  LAW 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  wn,  H.  R.  7878.  to  amend  the 
crop-loan  law  relating  to  the  Uen  imposed  thereunder,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

COMPENSATION  OF  SP«CIAL  COUNSEL  FOR   THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  4366.  to  authorize  the 
payment  of  additional  compensation  to  special  assistants  to 
the  Attorney  General  in  the  case  of  United  States  against 
Doheny  Executors. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  blU  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CHANCING       THE      TIME       OF       APPOINTMENT       OF       PRESIDENTIAL 
^^  ELECTORS,   ETC. 

The  aerk  called  the  next  bin.  H.  R.  8700.  to  change  the 
time  of  the  appointment  of  Presidential  electors  and  the 
election  of  Senators  and  RepresentaUves  in  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EDMUND  BURKE  MEMORIAL  COMMISSION 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  business.  House  Joint  Resolution 
307.  to  provide  for  the  printing  of  the  speeches  and  writings 
of  Edmund  Burke  as  a  House  document. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  blU  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

BIOGRAPHICAL  DIRECTORY  OF  THE  ASfERICAN  CONGRESS 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  business.  House  Concurrent  Reso- 
luUon  54.  authorizing  the  printing  of  a  revised  ediUon  of  the 
Biographical  Directory  of  the  American  Congress  up  to  and 
Including  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
cideration  of  the  resolution? 
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Mr.  KEAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that; 
this  resolution  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
Iliere  was  no  objection. 

DESIGNATING    THE    PERSON    TO    ACT    AS   PRESIDENT   UNDER    CBRTAIM 

CIRCUMSTANCES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9462,  designating  the 
person  who  shall  act  as  President  if  a  President  shall  not  have 
been  chosen  before  the  time  fixed  for  the  beginning  of  his 
term,  or  when  neither  a  President-elect  nor  a  Vice  President- 
elect shall  have  qualified. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  n6  objection. 

UTE  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  72.  to  amend  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  Coiut  of  Claims  to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate,  and 
render  judgment  on  any  and  all  claims  which  the  Ute  Indians 
or  any  tribe  or  band  thereof  may  have  against  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  June  28.  1938. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, practically  the  identical  provisions  of  this  bill  were  added 
to  a  bill  that  came  out  of  the  Public  Lands  Committee  2  weeks 
ago.  but  some  of  us  who  are  interested  In  this  bill  did  not  know 
that  the  amendments  were  on  that  bill.  The  Public  Lands 
Committee  bill  passed  the  House.  I  want  to  ask  the  gentleman 
from  Montana  LMr.  O'Connor],  who  reported  this  bill,  if  he 
is  not  willing  to  ask  now  that  this  bill  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  that  that  amendment  was  put  on  the  bill  be- 
fore the  Public  Lands  Committee  at  a  time  when  I  was  not 
present,  though  If  I  had  been  present  I  would  not  have 
objected  to  Its  being  put  on  this  bill.  I  did  not  know  the 
amendment  was  on  the  bill.  So  far  as  I  personally  am  con- 
cerned. I  am  perfectly  willing  for  the  bill  to  be  laid  upon  the 
table.  The  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Robinson],  however, 
is  concerned  with  the  bill  personaUy;  I  am  not.  He  may 
object. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consider- 
ation of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

ENROLLED  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU.  H.  R.  5944.  to  carry  out  cer- 
tain obligations  to  certain  enrolled  Indians  under  tribal 
agreement. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  NATIONAL  PARK  REVENUES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU,  H.  R.  9535.  to  authorize  the 
participation  of  States  in  certain  revenues  from  national 
parks,  national  monuments,  and  other  areas  under  the  ad- 
ministrative jurisdiction  of  the  National  Psirk  Service,  and 
for  other  purposes,  having  considered  the  same,  report  favor- 
ably thereon  without  amendment  and  recommend  that  the 

bill  do  pass. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanlmoxis  consent 
that  this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

MACKINAC  STRAITS  BRIDGE  AUTHORITT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  1379.  granting  the  con- 
sent of  Congress  to  the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  Authority  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of 
bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  Straits 
of  Mackinac  at  or  near  a  point  between  St.  Ignace.  Mich.,  and 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan. 
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Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 
•   The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SIOT7X  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  953.  to  liquidate  the 
liabUity  of  the  United  States  for  the  massacre  of  Sioux  In- 
dians—men. women,  and  children— at  Wounded  Knee  on 
December  29.  1890. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  biU  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SMITHSONIAN  GALLERY  OF  ART 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9806.  to  permit  the 
Smithsonian  Gallery  of  Art  Commission  to  purchase  a  model 
of  the  winning  design  for  the  proposed  Smithsonian  Gallery  of 
Art.  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  biU  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

hIETIREMENT      BENEHTS     for      CraNESE.      JAPANESE.      AND     HINDU 

INTERPRETERS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8181.  granting  retire- 
ment benefits  to  Chinese,  Japanese,  and  Hindu  Interpreters  in 
the  United  States  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to 
object,  this  bill  deals  with  about  25  employees  of  the  Immi- 
-  gration  Service  who  have  rendered  many  years  of  service 
Interpreting  these  languages  on  the  Pacific  coast.  I  hope  the 
gentleman  will  withdraw  his  request.  It  is  desired  to  give 
these  interpreters  the  benefit  of  the  retirement  legislation. 
They  are  American  citizens.  The  bill  in  itself  is  limited  to 
American  citizens  who  have  been  employed  in  this  very  diffi- 
cult service.  I  cannot  imagine  why  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  should  object. 

Mr.  TABER.  Why  were  they  not  included  in  the  Retire- 
ment Act  at  the  time  it  was  passed? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  For  the  reason  that  they  were  not  under 
the  classified  civil  service.  It  is  so  difficult  to  get  competent 
interpreters  of  these  languages  that  they  are  excepted  from 
the  civil  ser\'ice. 

Mr.  TABER.  It  would  seem  to  me.  since  the  Retirement 
Act  was  originally  designed  to  cover  only  those  under  civil 
service  that  we  should  make  no  more  exceptions. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  We  have  made  quite  a  nimfiber  of  ex- 
ceptions in  the  Retirement  Act.  The  P.  B.  I.  and  other 
agencies  have  been  given  the  benefit  of  the  Retirement  Act 
although  they  are  not  imder  civil  service.  I  hope  the  gentle- 
man will  not  press  his  request. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  These  interpreters  are  American  citi- 
zens and  have  devoted  many  years  of  their  lives  to  the  Gov- 
ernment service.  It  would  seem  to  me  unfair  not  to  give 
them  this  right. 

Mr.  TABER.    But  their  employment  is  intermittent,  is  It 

not? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  No;  it  is  not  Intermittent.  It  is  con- 
tinuous. The  bill  is  limited  to  regular  employees  of  the 
Immgration  Service.  These  employees  have  a  particularly 
difficult  job.  that  of  interpreting  these  oriental  languages. 

We  put  an  apendment  in  the  bill  to  limit  it  to  American 
citizens. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  think  we  should  not  do  this.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  bill  be  passed  over  with- 
out prejudice. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  TaberI? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consider- 
ation of  the  bill? 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  FOR  ASSISTANT  DEPXTTy  COMMISSIONERS  OF  GENERAL 
LAND    OFFICE    AND    BUREAU    OF    INDIAN    AFFAIRS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  hill,  H.  R.  9041,  to  provide  that 
assistant  or  deputy  heads  of  certain  bureaus  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  shall  be  appointed  under  the  civil-serv- 
ice laws,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  SchaferI? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin,    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

creating  MOUNTAIN  DISTRICT  IN  STATE  OF  TENNESSEK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  1681,  to  amend  section 
107  of  the  Judicial  Code  to  create  a  mountain  district  in 
the  State  of  Tennessee,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  KeanI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ACCEPTING   CESSION   BY    STATE   OF   WASHINGTON   OF   JURISDICTIOW 
OVER   LANDS   EMBRACED   IN   OLYMPIC   NATIONAL   PARK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  65559,  to  accept  the 
cession  by  the  State  of  Washington  of  exclusive  jurisdiction 
over  the  lands  embraced  within  the  Olympic  National  Park, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Smith]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TORT  claims  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES 
The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7236.  to  provide  for 
the  adjustment  of  certain  claims  against  the  United  States 
and  to  confer  jurisdiction  in  respect  thereto  on  the  Court  of 
Claims  and  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
this  is  somewhat  of  a  departure  from  existing  laws.  As  I 
understand  it,  under  existing  laws,  these  agencies  may  adjust 
certain  damages  resulting  from  contractual  relationship.  This 
extends  the  power  of  the  departments  to  adjust  tort  actions. 
It  seems  to  me  this  puts  altogether  too  much  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  head  of  a  department  to  deteremine  whether  a 
tort  has  been  committed.  Sometimes  attorneys  and  courts 
have  difficulty  in  determining  whether  a  tort  has  been  com- 
mitted. 

Mr.  CET.I.ER.  This  does  not  place  the  matter  in  the  hands 
of  the  Department  of  Justice.  It  simply  sets  up  a  right  to 
proceed  in  a  court  of  law.  which  right  now  is  denied  a  person 
who  has  been  injured  by  a  tort  committed  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    This  waives  the  Government's  immunity 

to  suit. 

Mr.  CET.T.KR.  That  is  all  it  does.  It  takes  away  the  Gov- 
enwnent's  right  to  be  sued  in  a  tort,  but  we  nevertheless  pro- 
ceeded very  slowly  on  the  matter.  It  was  very,  very  carefully 
considered  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  We  preclude 
action  against  the  Government  in  many  cases.  For  instance. 
we  exempt  libel  and  slander.  Only  ordinary  torts  can  be 
brought  against  the  Government  by  this  bill. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  It  sets  up  an  entirely  new  field  In  which 
the  Qovenunent  might  be  sued  without  specific  consent.     I 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


9115 


think  we  should  give  a  little  more  consideration  to  It  than  we 
can  when  we  are  considering  bills  on  the  Consent  Calendar, 
and  for  this  reason  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  WolcottJ? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

authorizing   LAND   TO   BE   HELD   DC  TRUST   FOR   KLAMATH  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8922.  relating  to  lands 
of  the  Klamath  and  Modoc  Tribes  and  the  Yahooskin  Band  of 
Snake  Indians. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  SecretaiT  of  the  Interior  be.  and  he 
hereby  Is  authorized  to  receive  on  behalf  of  the  United  Stotes  from 
individual  members  of  the  Klamath  Tribe  of  Indians  voluntarily 
executed  deeds  to  such  lands  as  said  Indians  may  own  in  fee  simple 
free  from  all  encumbrances,  said  lands  to  be  held  in  trust  by  the 
United  States  for  said  Indians  and  their  heirs:   and.  whenever  re- 
stricted funds  are  used  for  the  pvirchase  of  lands  for  Individual 
members  of  the  Klamath  Tribe  of  Indians,   the   Secretary  of  the 
Interior  Is  authorized.  In  his  direction,  to  take  tlUe  to  said  lands  In 
the  United  States,  the  same  to  be  held  In  trust  for  said  Individual 
Indians:  Provided,  however.  That  whUe  any  of  the  foregoing  lands 
are  held  in  trust  by  the  United  States  for  said  Indians,  the  same 
EbaU  be  subiect  to  the  same  restrictions,  immunities,  and  exemp- 
Uona  as  homesteads  purchaaed  out  of  trust  or  restricted  funds  of 
individual  Indians  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  act  of  June  20    1936 
(ch  622    49  Stat   1542).  as  amended  by  the  act  of  May  19.  1937  (ch. 
227-    50  Stat     188.  sec.  2).  except  the   restrictions,   immunities  of 
exemptions,  of  the  second  proviso  of  said  act  as  so  amended 

Sec  2  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  upon  the  request  of  the  general  council  of  the  Klamath 
Tribe  of  Indiana,  to  purchase  out  of  tribal  funds  of  said  Indians 
such  lands  as  may  be  selected  for  that  purpose  by  said  counclL 
Title  to  lands  purchased  piirsuant  to  this  section  shall  be  taken  In 
the  name  of  the  United  States  In  trust  for  said  Indiana,  and  said 
lands  Fball  be  subject  to  the  same  restrictions.  Immunities,  and 
exempUons  as  lands  held  In  trust  for  Individual  Indians  under 
section  1  of  this  act.  .  ,   ^, 

SBC  3    As  used  In  this  act.  the  term  "Klamath  Tribe  of  Indians 
Includes  the  Klamath  and  Modoc  Tribes  and  the  Yahooskin  Band  of 
Snake  Indians. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6,  after  the  word  "lands".  Insert  "In  Oregon.  Cali- 
fornia, and  Oklahoma." 

Page  1.  line  7,  after  "may",  insert  the  word  •  now. 

Page  2  line  1,  after  the  word  "used",  insert  the  word  "hereafter. 

Page  2.'  line  4,  strike  out  "direction"  and  Insert  "discretion." 

Page  2.  line  18.  after  the  word  "lands '.  Insert  "In  Oregon,  Callfor- 
nU.  and  Oklahoma." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

FRED  B.  WOODARD 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9432,  to  limit  the 
operation  of  sections  109  and  113  of  the  Criminal  Code  and 
section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  with 
respect  to  certain  counsel. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  IMr.  CostklloI. 

There  was  no  objection. 

AMENDMENT  TO  ACT  ENTTTLirD  "AN  ACT  GRANTING  APBHI^J!^  ^^^J!! 
/WriNE  POWERS  AND  IMPOSING  ADDITIONAL  DUTIES  UPON  THE 
MARINE    HOSPITAL    SERVICE" 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  S.  2111.  to  amend  the  act 
entlUed  "An  act  granUng  additional  quarantine  powers  and 
Imposing  addiUonal  duties  upon  the  Marine  HospiUl  Service." 
approved  February  15.  1893,  as  amended. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  blU.  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  fourth  paragraph  of  section  2  of 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  granting  additional  q^™"l»°«  P°^^".^^ 
imposing  additional  duties  upon  the  MfJ?*  Hospital  Service 
apjmved  February  15.  1893.  as  amended  (U.  S.  C  ^f  *  *f-, J,"]*^^.; 
sec   82).  U  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  "adjacent  thereto. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


AUTHORIZING  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  TO  APPROVE  TITLE  TO  LOW- 
VALUE  LANDS  SUBJECT  TO  INFIRMITIES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9736.  to  amend  sec- 
tion 355  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  to  authorize 
the  Attorney  General  to  approve  the  title  to  low-valued  lands 
and  interests  in  lands  acquired  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United 
SUtes  subject  to  infirmities,  and  for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  secUon  365  of  the  Revised  Statutes  °'t^ 
United  States  (U.  S.  C.  title  33.  sec.  733:  title  34.  ^^S20.  title  W^ 
sec.  255;  and  title  50.  sec.  175)  be,  and  the  same  Is  hereby,  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  . 

SKC.  355.  No  public  money  shaU  be  expended  upon  a^F .*l^.?ri^^ 
purchased  by  the  United  States  for  the  purposes  of  erecting  thereon 
any  armory,  arsenal,  fort,  fortlflcatlon  navy  yard.  /^^usUDm^"^*: 
lighthouse,  or  other  public  building  of  any  kind  wha^ver  until 
the  written  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  shaU  be  had  m  favor 
of  the  validity  of  the  title.  „»,-„««,■ 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  this  or  »ny  o^«' ^•J^'l^^f^ 
the  average  value  of  any  lands  or  Interests  In  land  to  be  •cq«»rea 
by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  under  a  single  option  or  con- 
tract of  sale  or  by  exchange  or  donation  does  not  exceed  110  per 
acre  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  "low- value  lands  ).  the  title  may 
be  accepted  subject  to  such  Inflrmitles  as.  In  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General,  may,  without  Jeopardizing  the  Interests  of  the 
United  States,  be  left  for  removal  by  condemnation  or  other  appro- 
priate proceedings.  If  and  when  necessary:  Provided  The  total 
value  of  any  lands  or  Interests  to  be  acquired  under  a  single  option 
or  contract  of  sale  subject  to  an  Uiflrmlty  does  not  exceed  »3, 500. 
No  public  money  shall  hereafter  be  expended  for  the  acquisition  of 
such  low-value  lands  or  interests  In  land  by  or  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  for  any  purpose,  nor  In  cases  of  donation  and  ex- 
change shall  grants  be  accepted  until  the  written  cplnion  of  the 
Attorney  General  has  been  had  approving  the  title  subject,  if  ex- 
pedient, to  infirmities  as  herein  provided.  However,  no  money  in 
excess  of  »2  500  shall  be  expended  for  the  construction  of  buUdings. 
works,  or  other  improvements  (except  roads,  traUs  and  flJre-pro- 
tectlon  improvements)  on  any  slt«.  tract,  or  parcel  of  land  the  title 
to  which  Is  subject  to  infirmities,  until  the  written  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General  In  favor  of  the  validity  of  the  title  has  been  had 
as  in  the  case  of  other  lands.  For  the  purpose  of  this  act  values 
of  lands  and  Interests  in  land  shall  be  determined  In  cases  of  pur- 
chase by  the  consideration  paid  or  to  be  paid  and  in  cases  of  dona- 
tion and  exchange  by  the  acquiring  authority's  appraisal. 

The  Attorney  General  is  hereby  authorized  to  approve  .the  title 
to  easements  or  rights-of-way  to  be  acquired  by  or  on  b«half  of  the  • 
United  States,  subject  to  such  infirmities  as.  In  his  opmion.  will  not 
lecpardize  the  Interests  of  the  United  States.  ..^    ...        _ 

Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  limit  the  authority  now 
or  hereafter  delegated  to  any  officer  In  exercising  the  power  of 
eminent  domain  for  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  to  take  title 
to  or  possession  of  or  to  expend  money  for  or  upon  any  land  or 
Interest  In  land,  or  to  expend  money  as  security  for  an  ultimate 
award  in  advance  of  final  Judgment  in  any  proceedings  to  determine 
lust  compensation;  nor  shall  this  act  be  construed  to  preclude  any 
acquiring  agency  from  expending  money  for  the  erection  of  any 
preliminary  and  temporary  structure  upon  any  land. 

The  head  or  other  authorized  ofBcer  of  any  department.  Inde- 
pendent establishment,  or  agency,  shall  procure  any  evidence  of 
tUle  which  the  Attorney  General  may  deem  necessary,  and  the  ex- 
oenses  of  procurement,  except  where  otherwise  authorized  by  law  or 
provided  by  contract,  may  be  paid  out  of  the  appropriations  for 
the  acquisition  of  land  or  out  of  the  appropriations  made  for  the 
contingencies  of  the  acquiring  department.  Independent  establish- 
ment, or  agency. 

The  Attorney  General  may,  in  his  discretion,  base  any  opinion 
as  to  title  required  either  by  this  act  or  any  other  law  upon  either 
or  both  of  the  following:  Certificates  of  title  of  title  companies  or 
such  evidence  of  title  as  he  may  deem  satisfactory. 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  the  obtaining  of 
exclusive  jurisdiction  In  the  United  States  over  lands  or  interests 
therein  which  have  been  or  shall  hereafter  be  acquired  by  It  shall 
not  be  required;  but  the  head  or  other  authorized  officer  of  any 
department  or  Independent  establishment  or  agency  of  the  Govern- 
ment may.  In  such  cases  and  at  such  times  as  he  may  deem  de- 
sirable accept  or  secure  from  the  State  In  which  any  lands  or 
interests  therein  vmder  his  immediate  jurisdiction,  custody,  or  con- 
trol are  situated,  consent  to  or  cession  of  such  Jurisdiction,  ex- 
clusive or  partial,  not  theretofore  obtained,  over  any  such  lands  or 
Interests  as  he  may  deem  desirable  and  Indicate  acceptance  of  such 
Jurisdiction  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  by  filing  a  notice  of  sxich 
acceptance  with  the  Governor  of  such  SUte  or  in  such  other  man- 
ner as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  laws  of  the  State  where  such  lands 
are  situated  Unless  and  imtll  the  United  States  has  accepted  Juris- 
diction over  lands  hereafter  to  be  acquired  as  aforesaid.  It  shall  be 
conclusively  presiuned  that  no  such  Jurisdiction  has  been  accepted. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  4   after  line  14.  Insert  the  following: 

"The  foregoing  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  be  construed  to 
affect  in  any  manner  any  existing  provisions  of  law  which  are 
applicable  to  the  acquisition  of  lands  or  Interests  in  land  by  the 
Tennessee  VaUcy  Autborlty.     Nor  shaU  tbe  foregoing  provlsloM  of 
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this  sectlcn,  or  the  provisions  of  any  other  law.  be  construed  to 
requiVe  any  opinion  oX  the  Attorney  General  In  connection  with  the 
IcStion  or  improvement  of  easements  and  rights-of-way  for  mlll- 
t^?7  or  naval  piSposes;  or  for  the  acquisition  or  Improvement  of 

S2menS\nd  r^hlT^f-way  by  the  ^^-J^^'f^J'i^rot'i^lucl 
forest  and  other  conservation^  purposes  where  the  cost  of  any  such 
e^ment  or  right-of-way  acquired  under  a  single  Instrument  of 
conveyance  and  the  cost  of  any  Improvement  thereon  does  not 
exce^  $5  ^:  and  the  Attorney  General  may.  In  ^f  discretion  walvo 
Se  requirement  for  his  opinion  In  connection  with  the  acquisition 
or  ImpTovement  of  easements  and  rights-of-way  for  other  pun>^» 
when  in  his  cpinlon.  such  waiver  will  not  Jeopardize  the  interest* 
of  the  United  States." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
"    The  bUl  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

FORT  MARION  NATIONAL  MONTJMENT.  FLORIDA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  H.  R.  8353.  to  change  the 
designation  of  the  Port  Marion  National  Monument,  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consider- 
ation of  the  bill?  ^^    ^     ^, 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  I  ask  the  esteemed  gentleman  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Hendricks]  whether  the  people  of  St.  Augiistine  are  in 
favor  of  this  change?    Have  they  requested  it? 

Mr.  HENDRICKS.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  local  chapter 
of  the  Florida  State  Historical  Society  and  all  civic  organi- 
zations in  St.  Augustine  are  in  favor  of  changing  the  name 
Of  this  national  monument.  It  was  originally  known  as  Fort 
Castillo  de  San  Marcos.  The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
also  reported  favorably  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  have  no  objection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  area  now  within  the  Fort  Marlon 
National  Monument,  in  the  State  of  Florida,  shall  hereafter  be 
known  as  the  'Castillo  de  San  Marcos  National  Monument,'  under 
which  name  the  aforesaid  national  monimient  shall  be  entitled  to 
receive  and  to  use  all  moneys  heretofore  or  hereafter  appropriated 
for  the  Fort  Marion  National  Monument. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION   OF   CERTAIN   OIL-   AND  GAS-PROSPECTING   PERMITS 
*        The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8448.  to  provide  for 
the  extension  of  certain  oil-  and  gas-prospecting  permits. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DEATH    VALLET    NATIONAL    MONUMENT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8646.  to  authorize 
the  exchange  of  certain  patented  lands  in  the  Death  Valley 
National  Monument  for  Government  lands  in  the  monument. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  owner  of  the  east  half  of  the  north- 
east quarter,  section  35.  township  15  south,  range  44  east,  of  the 
Mount  Diablo  base  meridian,  Inyo  Coimty.  Calif.,  within  the  Death 
Valley  National  Monument,  is  hereby  permitted  and  authorized  to 
convey  the  fee-simple  title  thereto  to  the  United  States,  and  select 

l4n  lieu  thereof  the  west  half  of  the  southeast  quarter,  section  36. 

^wnshlp  15  south,  range  44  east,  of  the  Mount  Diablo  base  merid- 
ian; and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  authorized  and  em- 
powered to  accept  such  conveyance,  and  thereafter  cause  a  patent 
for  the  lands  so  selected  to  be  issued  to  such  owner,  reserving  to 
the  United  States,  however,  such  rights-of-way  as  may  be  needed 
for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  roads  In  the  national 
monument:  Provided.  That  the  lands  so  conveyed  to  the  United 
States  shall  become  and  be  a  part  of  the  said  national  monument, 
and  also  subject  to  all  laws  and  regulations  relating  to  other  lands 
therein:  And  provided  further.  That  the  owner  of  such  privately 
owned  lands  within  said  national  monimiient  shall.  t)efore  any 
exchange  Is  effective,  furnish  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
evidence  satisfactory  to  him  of  title  to  the  patent  lands  offered 
In  exchange. 
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With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  5,  strike  out  "base." 
Page  2.  line  1,  strike  out  "base." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

PATENT    TO    THE    STATE    OF    MINNESOTA    FOB    CERTAIN    LANDS    IN 

THAT  STATE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  H.  R.  9732.  relating  to  the 
issuance  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  a  patent  to  the 
State  of  Minnesota  for  certain  lands  in  that  State. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  cancel 
the  patent  issued  on  August  24.  1886.  to  Joe  Blair.  "  a"°^^  ^o  4 
of  the  Fond  du  Lac  Indian  Reservation.  Minn.,  for  the  north  half 
of  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  30,  township  49  north,  range  17 
west,  of  the  fourth  principal  meridian  In  Minnesota  and  may  iJBue 
to  the  State  of  Minnesota  a  fee-simple  patent  for  the  tract  of  land 
described  If  Issued,  the  fee-simple  patent  shall  operate  as  a  full 
and  complete  conveyance  of  any  and  all  right,  title,  or  interest  that 
the  heirs  of  Joe  Blair,  deceased  allottee  No.  4  of  the  Fond  du  Lac 
Indian  Reservation.  Minn.,  and  that  the  United  States  of  America 
may  have  in  and  to  said  described  lands.  Prior  to  the  Issuance  of 
such  patent  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  require  the  Stat*  of 
Minnesota,  pt  its  expense,  to  furnish  satisfactory  evidence  that  there 
are  no  outstanding  liens,  encumbrances,  or  other  conveyances  or 
record  against  said  lands  other  than  the  original  patent  issued 
under  date  of  August  24,  1886,  to  the  said  Joe  Blair  covering  the 
lands  hereinabove  described. 

Tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

CIVIL    WORKS    ADMINISTRATION    AND    FEDERAL    EMERGENCY    RELIEF 

ADBHNISTRATION 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9514.  for  the  relief  of 
certain  former  disbursing  officers  for  the  Civil  Works  Admin- 
istration and  the  Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  notice  that  this  bill  gives  general  authority  to  the 
Civil  Works  Administration  to  correct  the  accounts  of  any 
disbursing  officers  who  may  have  some  errors  in  their  ac- 
counts. The  only  requirement  that  is  made  is  that  the  Com- 
missioner of  Work  Projects  or  his  representative  must  certify 
that  the  payments  appear  to  be  free  from  fraud  or  collusion. 

It  seems  to  me  this  bill  is  too  far  reaching  and  is  contrary  to 
the  ordinary  practice  as  employed  by  other  departments  of  the 
Government.  Previously  the  Department  submitted  a  list  of 
the  names  with  the  amounts  of  money  to  the  Congress  and  a 
bill  covering  them  was  passed.  Subsequently  the  amounts  of 
money  were  found  to  be  in  error,  and  as  a  result  the  President 
vetoed  that  bill.  However,  because  of  the  failure  of  that  bill 
to  pass,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  we  are  justified  in  passing  gen- 
eral legislation  on  this  subject  giving  permanent  authority  to 
the  Department  at  all  times  to  correct  the  accounts  of  the 
employees.  It  seems  to  me  the  proper  procedure  would  be  to 
submit  a  new  bill  giving  the  amounts  as  now  found  to  be  cor- 
rect, and  let  the  Congress  pass  such  a  bill. 

For  that  reason,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PLACES  OF  CONFINEMENT  OF  PERSONS  CONVICTED  OF  A  FEDERAL 

OFFENSE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9954.  to  amend  section 
7  of  the  act  of  May  14,  1930  (46  Stat.  326;  U.  S.  C,  Utle  18. 
sec.  753  f ) .  relating  to  places  of  confinement  and  transfer  of 
persons  convicted  of  an  offense  against  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


BUDGE     OR     CAtTSrWAY     BETWEEN     DAUPHIN     ISLAND     AND     CEDAR 

POINT,    ALA. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3780.  authorizing  Alabama 
Bridge  Commission  (an  agency  of  the  State  of  Alabama)  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  and  causeway 
between  Dauphin  Island  and  the  mainland  at  or  near  Cedax 
Point,  within  the  SUte  of  Alabama. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows:  I 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Alabama  Bridge  Commission  (an  agency 
of  the  State  of  Alabama) .  its  successors  and  assigns,  be,  and  they  are 
hereby,  authorized  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge 
and  causeway  and  approaches  thereto  at  a  point  suitable  to  the 
interests  of  navigation,  between  Dauphin  Island  and  the  mainland  at 
or  near  Cedar  Point,  within  the  State  of  Alabama,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  regtUate  the  con- 
struction of  bridges  over  navigable  waters."  approved  March  23. 
1906,  subject  to  the  exemptions  provided  in  section  1  of  the 
act  of  Aug\ist  ai.  1935  (49  Stat.  670):  Provided,  That  when  the 
period  during  which  the  Alabama  Bridge  Commission  is  authorized 
to  operate  and  mainUin  such  bridge  for  toU.  pursuant  to  Act  No. 
580  General  and  Local  Laws  of  Alabama,  1939,  approved  September 
22  1939  has  been  completed  the  bridge  shall  be  operated  free  of  toll. 

Sec.  2.  Public  Law  No.  232,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  approved  J\Uy 
26,    1939,   is   hereby   repealed. 

Src.  3.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  la  hereby 
ezpreasly   reserved. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

BRIDGE  ACROSS  MISSOITRI  RIVER  NEAR  ARROW  ROCK,  MO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3807.  to  extend  the  times 
for  commencing  and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge 
across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Arrow  Rock,  Mo. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  the  times  f<«-  commencing  and  completing 
the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri  River,  at  or  near 
Arrow  Rock  Mo .  authorized  to  be  buUt  by  the  St.  Louis-Kansas 
City  Short  Line  Railroad  Co.  by  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March 
2  1929  heretofore  extended  by  acta  of  Congress  approved  AprU  15, 
1932  August  30,  1935.  and  May  24.  1937,  are  hereby  further  extended 
1  and  3  years,  respectively,  from  the  date  of  approval  thereof. 

Sec.  2  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  Is  hereby 
expressly    reserved. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

BRIDGE   ACROSS    MISSISSIPPI    RTVER    NEAR    SATJK   RAPIDS,    MINN. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9561,  granting  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  the  Minnesota  Department  of  High- 
ways and  the  counUes  of  Benton  and  Stearns  in  Minnesota, 
to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  free  highway  bridge 
across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Sauk  Rapids.  Minn. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  consent  of  Congress  U  hereby  ^nted 
to  the  MMinesita  Department  of  Highways  and  the  counties  of 
£nton  anS  learns  iS  Minnesota  to  construct,  maintain,  and  op- 
«^te  a  free  hiahwav  bridge  and  approaches  thereto  across  the  Mls- 
^ppi^er  at^polntVuitable  t^  the  interesU  of  navigation,  at 
SfneSr  Sauk  Rapids  Minn.,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Se  act  entmed  "A^  acrto  r^ate  the  construction  of  bridges  over 
Sv^bfewat^.-^Pproved  March  23.  1906,  and  subject  to  the  con- 
dltions   and    limitations   contained    in   this   act_  herebv  ex- 

Sbc.  2.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  is  hereny  ex 
pressly  reserved. 

The  biU  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

BRIDGE  ACROSS  THE  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  NEAR  MEMPHIS,  TENN. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  9678.  to  extend  the 
times  for  commencing  and  completing  the  constniction  of 
a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Memphis. 

Tenn. 

The  Clerk  read  the  UUe  of  the  bill.  ^ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  similar  Senate  bill  (S.  3929)  may  be  considered  in 
lieu  of  the  House  bilL 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bUl.  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  times  for  <^mmenclng  and  <»m- 
pletlng  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River, 
at  oiTnear  Memphis,  authorized  to  be  buUt  by  the  Memphis  and 
Arkansas  Bridge  Commission  by  an  act  of  Congress  approved  Au- 
gust 10.  1939.  are  hereby  extended  1  and  3  years,  respectively,  from 

Sec.  2.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  Is  hereby  ex- 
pressly reserved. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ofTer  an  amendment  to 
make  the  Senate  bill  conform  to  the  House  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.   Cosmxo:  After  line  8.  Insert  the 

^OllOWlQK ' 

"SBC.  2.  The  act  approved  August  10.  1939  (Public  Law  No.  365  of 
the  76th  Cong).  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  of  section  6 
of  the  said  act  the  following  new  paragraph:  ... 

"  'If  tolls  are  charged,  either  before  or  after  the  Commission  is 
dissolved,  for  the  use  of  such  bridge  and  Its  approaches,  the  rates 
of  toll  shaU  be  so  adjusted  as  to  provide  a  fund  sufficient  to  pay 
the  reasonable  cost  of  maintaining,  repairing,  and  operating  the 
bridge  and  its  approaches  under  economical  management,  and  to 
provide  a  sinking  fund  sufficient  to  amortize  the  cost  of  such  bridge 
and  Its  approaches.  Including  Interest  at  not  more  than  6  percent 
per  annum  and  reasonable  financing  costs,  as  soon  as  possible 
under  reasonable  toll  charges,  but  within  a  period  not  to  exceed 
20  years  from  the  completion  of  the  bridge.  After  the  sinking  fimd 
sufficient  for  such  amortization  shall  have  been  so  provided,  such 
bridge  and  Its  approaches  shall  thereafter  be  maintained  and  op- 
erated free  of  tolls.  An  accurate  record  of  the  cost*  of  the  bridge 
and  Its  approaches,  the  expenditures  for  maintaining,  repairing, 
and  operating  the  same,  and  the  dally  tolls  collected,  shall  be  kept 
and  shall  be  available  for  the  Information  of  all  persons  inter- 
ested ' " 

In  line  9.  strike  out  the  figure  2  and  Insert  the  flgiire  8. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9678)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

BRIDGE   ACROSS   MONONGAHELA    RIVER    IN   ALLEGHENY   COUNTT,    PA. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9828.  to  extend  the 

times   for   commencing    and   completing   the   construction 

of    bridges   across   the    Monongahela   River   in    Allegheny 

County,  Pa. 

There    being   no   objection,   the   Clerk   read   the   bill,    as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  times  for  commencing  and  complet- 
ing the  construction  of  a  bridge  In  Allegheny  County.  Pa.,  across 
the  Monongahela  River  at  a  point  suitable  to  navigation  from  the 
Borough  of  Dravosburg,  in  Allegheny  County,  Pa.,  to  a  point  at  or 
adjacent  to  the  dividing  line  between  the  city  of  McKeesport,  Pa., 
and  the  Borough  of  Glassport,  Pa.,  and  a  bridge  across  the  Monon- 
gahela River  at  a  point  suitable  to  navigation  from  the  Borough  of 
Rankin  Pa  to  the  Borough  of  Whltaker.  Pa.,  construction  of  which 
bridges' was  authorized  by  an  act  of  Congress  approved  July  25, 
1939  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  extended  1  and  8  years,  respectively,  from 

July  25,  1940.  ^  ^    .     ^       ,. 

Sec.  2.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  thU  act  Is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

PERMITTING    WIRE    TAPPING    IN    CERTAIN    CASES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  business.  House  Joint  Resolution 
571,  to  authorize  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the- 
Department  of  Justice  to  conduct  investigations  in  the  inter- 
ests of  national  defense,  and  for  that  purpose  to  permit  wire 
tapping  In  certain  cases. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  this  resoluUon  be  passed  over  without 

prejudice.  ^    m  .^ 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  Jie 

gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 
There  was  no  objection. 

JURISDICTION    OF    UNITED    STATES    COURT.   HAWAH 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1114)  to  extend  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  United  States  Enstrict  Court.  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
over  the  Midway  Islands,  Wake  Island.  Johnston  Island.  Sand 
Island  Kingman  Reef.  Kure  Island.  Baker  Island.  Howland 
Island'.  Jarvis  Island.  Canton  Island,  Enderbury  Island,  and 
lor  other  purposes. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


i  9118 

,.  There  bein?  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

^  Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Jurt.?'<=«°"  °'  *,^*  m^'^jf  hSeb? 

District  court.  Territory  of  Hawaii,  be.   «°d„„^J«  f  ^/Jfthm  the 
extended  to  all  civil  and  criminal  ^^ases  ^^^*^'"^  °"  7sia"d    King! 
Midway  Islands.  Wake  Island.  Johnston  Inland    Sand  If^a^^-^^jK 
man  Reef   Kure  Island.  Baker  Island.  Rowland  Island.  Jarvls  Isiana 
Sfd   5fe  wftl^rl  adjacent   thereto    and   ^hat^  having   regard   to  the 
Bpeclal  status  of  Canton  and  ^toderbury  Island  in  whch  the  Gov 
emments  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  United  Kingdom  have 
Igreed  ^  ^t  up  a  regime  for  their  use  In  common   the  ^id  Juris - 
d!^Uon^  and  the  same  is  hereby,  extended  to  all  civil  a^crtmln^ 
rasps  arlsine  on   or  within  Canton  Island.  Enderb\iry   Isiana.   ana 
5^  watP^i  adla^eSt  thereto.     All  civil  acts  and  deeds  consurnmated 
andTa^ng  Xe  on  a^y  of  these  islands  or  In  the  waters  adjacen 
thPrAo    and  all  offenses  and  crimes  committed  thereon,  or  on  or 
fn  the  wafers  adJacenHhereto.  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  con- 
sW^aSl"   committed  on  the   high   seas  on   board   a   merchant 
l^ffnr  other  vessel  belonging  to  the  United  States  and  shall  be 
ISudicat^  and  dTtlrmln^o?  adjudged  and  punished  according 
to   thi  liSs  of  the  United  States  relating   to   such   clvU   acts   or 
^ensL  orsuch  ships  or  vessels  on  the  ^'f^^^^^-y^'''^^^^ £l 
the  purpose  aforesaid  are  extended  over  such  Islands,  rocks,  ana 

■     ^^The  situs  for  the  trial  of  such  civil  and  criminal  cases  shall  be 
thl^ltm  S4e  United  States  District  Court.  Territory  of  Hawaii^ 

AdtcSs  m  such  cases  from  said  district  court  shall  be  had  and 
alloSS?1o  thTSlrcuit  Court  of  Appeals  ^°^ ";« J^/^l^  "^.tS 
Circuit  in  the  same  manner  as  appeals  are  allowed  from  district 
co\Sts  to  courts  of  appeal  of  the  United  States  as  provided  by  law 
Sn^The  laS^of  the  United  States  relating  to  Juries  and  \«7  trials 
shall  t^appHcable  to  the  trial  of  such  cases  before  said  district 
court. 
Mr  TINKHAM.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  the  following  amend- 

-fiient.  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Page  1  line  8.  strike  out  the  word  -and"  at  the  end  of  the  line 
«nd  on  naee  2  strike  out  the  following  In  lines  1  to  7.  Inclusive: 
*that  hfvSg  re|ar?to  the  special  status  of  Canton  and  Enderbury 
islands  in  which  the  Govern^nts  of  the  United  States  and  of  the 
United  Kingdom  have  agreed  to  set  up  a  regime  for  theU  iise  In 
comSn  the  said  Jurisdiction  be.  and  the  same  Is  hereby,  extended 
-^  to^H  cWil  and  crlinlnal  cases  arising  on  or  within  Canton  Island. 
Enderbury  Island,  and  the  waters  adjacent  thereto. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  ^v..  ^  *• 

The  biU  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

i  TERM  OF  Urnna)  states  MSTKICT  COtTRT.  RALEIGH.  N.  C. 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9122)  to  provide  a  mixed 
civil  and  criminal  term  of  2  weeks  at  Raleigh  of  the  United 
States  District   Court   for   the   Eastern   District   of   North 

Carolina. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

HAWAII  NATIONAL   PARK 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3676)  to  withdraw  certain  por- 
'   tions  of  land  within  the  Hawau  National  Park  and  to  transfer 
the  same  to  the  jurisdiction  and  control  of  the  Secretary  of 
War  for  military  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

»*  it  enacted   etc .  That  a  tract  of  land  containing  six  thousand 

f oSr  huS3?ed  fifty  acres,  more  or  less,  on  the  island  of  Hawaii  In 

JS^TeStoS^  of  Hawaii,  located  In  the  Hawaii  National  Park,  cre- 

^    S^  brthe  act  of  August  1.  1916  (39  Stat.  432).  as  amended,  and 

described  as  follows,  to  wit:  ^    ^  ^^ 

Beelnning  at  a  place  called  Na  Puu  O  na  Hemakule  located  at  the 
somheSstern  corner  of  the  Hawaii  National  Park,  said  point  being 
mli-k«l  by  a  triangle  on  a  large  flat  stone,  thence  by  azimuth 
SJJasured  clockwlsi  from  true  south)  and  distances  as  foUows: 
Sh^y^e  degrees  twenty-seven  minutes  thirty  seconds  three 
SixSndthrer  hundred  feet  along  the  southern  boundary  of 
mw^  National  Park;  one  hundred  and  seventy-nine  degrees  twenty- 
seven  minutes  thirty  seconds,  fourteen  thousand  flvehunc^ed  and 
Sty  fS  over  and  across  Pall  to  a  point  on  Kau  Desert  Plateau: 
^o  hundred  and  forty-thr«e  degrees  Afty-seven  mlnut^  no  sec- 
onds, eighteen  thousand  four  hundred  and  Mty  /eet  to  »  PO^ 
l«»Ud  above  Hilina  Pali;  three  hundred  and  flfty-nlne  degrees 
twenty-seven  minutes  thirty  seconds,  twelve  thousand  nine  hun- 
dred and  ninety  feet  more  or  less  to  high-water  Une:  thence  in 

southwesterly  direction  along  the  high-water  line  to  the  point  of 
beginning:  cintainlng  an  area  of  six  thousand  four  hundred  and 
SS  acr4  more  or  less:  is  hereby  withdrawn  from  tbeHa^l  Na- 
tional Park  and  from  the  control  and  Jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary 
S  the  Interior  and  Is  transferred  to  the  JurisdlcUon  and  control  of 


July  1 


the  secretary  of  War  for  use  as  an  Air  Cor^b^WjJ  JJlHs^S 
and  for  such  other  military  purposes  and  uses  as  may  oe  prescrioea 
by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
'    «^  „o»a  1   iin»  -i  after  the  word  "That",  insert  the  word  "within." 

8n?aye'2.  Une'lTch^nge  the  speUlng  of  the  fourth  word  to 

"^/3)°On  page  2  line  15.  after  the  semicolon,  strike  out  the  words 
"IS  hereby'- and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  words  "the^  shall  l«^ 

On  page  2.  line  16.  strike  out  the  words  from  HawaU  wawonai 
Park  and."  ^  ^^  .  ...    „ 

8rp\^e'-2^Une'irSt^J'th?:oS  '^ar-.  insert  "so  much 
th?reof^aI  may  llJ  agreed  upon  between  the  Secretaries  of  War  and 
Interior." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

GEN.   ANDREW   PICKENS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  business.  House  Joint  Resolution 
369.  to  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  shrine  or  monument  to 
the  memory  of  Gen.  Andrew  Pickens.  ^  *v.  * 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  joint  resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

FACILITIES   OF   NATIONAL    PARKS    FOR    SCHOOL    PURPOSES 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  29)  to  authorize  the  use 
of  certain  facilities  of  national  parks  and  naUonal  monu- 
ments for  elementary-school  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the 
right  to  object.  Would  the  gentleman  from  Montana,  the 
author  of  the  bill,  have  any  objection  to  including  the  words 
"Indian  reservations"? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    No;  I  would  not.    I  think  those  words 

should  be  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  They  have  the  same  situa- 
tion. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Yes.      The  gentleman  is  right. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  right  to  ob- 
ject for  some  explanation. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  simply  provides 
that  the  people  living  in  the  national  parks  who  have  children 
and  have  no  way  of  going  to  school  except  within  the  park, 
may  attend  school  in  the  buildings  owned  by  the  Government 
within  the  park  where  the  buildings  are  available,  without 
detriment  to  the  buildings  or  interfering  in  any  way  with 
other  rtecessary  use.  It  is  simply  a  convenience  to  the  chil- 
dren who  live  in  the  parks,  where  in  the  wintertime  the  snow 
gets  from  4  to  8  feet  deep  in  places.  There  is  no  way  pro- 
vided for  them  to  get  to  school  unless  this  provision  is 

made. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  have  no  objection  to  the  bill,  but  as 

I  understand  it  an  amendment  is  to  be  proposed  to  open 

this  to  Indian  children- 
Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    Oh,  no;  simply  the  children  of 

employees. 
Mr.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Speaker,  may  we  ask  to  have  the 

amendment  stated  by  the  Clerk  in  the  usual  way? 
The  SPEAKER.    The    Clerk    will    report    the    proposed 

amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cask  of  South  Dakota:  Page  1.  line  5, 
after  the  words  "residence  in".  Insert  the  words  "Indian  reserva- 
tions", and  on  page  2.  line  1.  after  the  word  "such".  Insert  "Indian 
reservations",  and  amend  the  title. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  understand  It.  this 
amendment  does  not  change  the  existing  law  with  respect  to 
the  education  of  Indian  children. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    No;  it  does  not. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  It  authorizes  that  Government  employees 
on  Indian  reservations  may  have  the  same  advantages  as  the 
Government  employees  in  the  national  parks? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Yes. 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


9119 


Mr.  WOLCOTT.  And  applies  only  to  Government  em- 
ployees and  not  to  Indian  children? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    That  is  the  purpose  of  the  amendment. 

Hie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Tlje  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  order  to  facilitate  the  providing  o« 
educational  opportunities  for  chUdren  of  Government  employees 
and  other  residents  in  the  national  pcu-ks  and  national  monu- 
ments the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  hereby  authorized  in  his 
discretion  to  make  available  for  elementary  school  p\irpo8es  therein, 
without  charge,  space  in  Oovemment-owned  buildings,  when  such 
^>ace  may  be  aTallable  for  such  purposes  without  detriment  to 
the  official  business  of  svich  national  parks  and  national  monu- 
ments. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tlie  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

AXrrHORCXNG  THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  INTERIOR  TO  FURNISH  MATS 
FOR  THE  REPRODUCTION  IN  MAGAZINES  OF  PHOTOGRAPHS  OF 
KATIONAL   PARK   SCENERT 

Hie  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bill,  S.  769.  authorizing  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  to  furnish  mats  for  the  reproduction  in 
magazines  and  newspapers  of  photograjjhs  of  national  park 
scenery. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  l>e  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  say  to  the  gentleman 
that  this  is  a  very  worthy  measure.  It  only  provides  for  the 
use  of  $3,000  to  furnish  mats  to  small  newspapers  throughout 
the  country,  which  show  the  scenic  beauties  and  various  other 
attractions  In  those  parks.  It  will  not  only  serve  a  good 
purpose  but  will  stimulate  travel  in  all  of  the  parks.  Of 
course,  these  mats  may  be  purchased  by  the  small  news- 
inpers  now.  but  they  come  at  such  a  price  that  it  is  prohibi- 
tive. In  the  nrst  instance,  they  can  be  furnished  by  the 
Government  very  cheaply,  and  it  seems  to  me  it  would  be  a 
small  sum  of  money  very  wisely  spent  I  hope  the  gentleman 
will  not  object. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  consid- 
eration of  the  bilL 

AUTHORIZINC  SPECIAL  AGENTS  OF  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR  TO 

ADMINISTER  OATHS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2627,  to  empower  and  au- 
thorize special  agents  and  such  other  employees  of  the  Divi- 
sion of  Investigations,  Department  of  the  Interior,  as  are 
designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  that  purpose, 
to  administer  oaths  in  tne  performance  of  their  official  duUes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Blr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  there  any  possible  reason 
why  these  folks  should  have  this  authority? 

I  ask  unanimous  consent.  ISi.  Speaker,  that  this  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

RENTALS  IN  CERTAIN  OIL  AND   CAS  LEASES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2915,  relating  to  rentals 
In  certain  oil  and  gas  leases  issued  under  authority  of  tlie  act 
of  February  25.  1920.  as  amended. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill?  ^    _,  ^^^     wi^.^ 

Mr  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  wonder  If  somebody  will  explain  this?  It  looks  to  me  like 
a  rather  Important  bill.  _.  ,^. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Speaker,  wffl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield. 


Mr.  O'CONNOR.  This  bill  simply  provides  that  the  rentals 
on  the  leases  for  exploration  in  nonproven  fields  be  waived  for 
2  years  out  of  the  3  years.  Remember,  this  Is  in  nonproven 
fields.  If  any  gas  or  oU  is  produced,  then,  of  course,  the  waiver 
does  not  apply. 

It  is  a  very  worthy  biU.  It  wffl  assist  the  litUe  fellow  who 
is  trying  to  develop  the  lands  upon  which  he  has  a  lease.  I 
sincerely  hope  that  the  gentleman  will  not  object,  because  if 
the  biU  is  not  passed,  many  of  these  places  where  there  may  be 
oU  and  gas  will  go  undeveloped,  unproven,  and  the  Govern- 
ment wUl  receive  nothing  and  nobdy  else  will  receive  anything. 
So  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  object. 
Mr.  HORTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HORTON.  The  statement  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Montana  [Mr.  O'Connor]  is  entirely  correct.  The  law 
Itself  is  very  stringent,  but  the  regulations  are  even  more  so. 
Instead  of  imposing  the  rental  of  25  cents  an  acre,  which  is 
provided  by  law.  they  have  increased  it  to  60  cents  an  acre  on 
lands  that  are  outside  of  any  proven  field.  It  makes  it  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  any  small  operator  to  hold  his  lease. 
The  bill  as  drawn  waived  the  rental  for  the  second  and  third 
year.  We  in  the  committee  felt  that  it  should  be  waivsd  for 
the  first  and  second  year,  because  it  is  the  first  year  that  is 
tougher  on  the  Uttle  feUow.  and  it  will  give  him  an  opportunity 
to  hold  his  lease  until  he  can  develop  his  land. 
Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  am  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Public  Lands  which  voted  out  this  bill  and  I 
favored  it.  I  am  thinking  of  it  in  connection  with  mining, 
which  is  a  little  different,  but  in  this  respect,  that  we  ought  to 
encourage  these  hardy  pioneers  who  go  out  there  and  exploit 
the  natural  resources  of  our  country.  We  want  to  do  every- 
thing we  can  to  shield  the  fellow  who  has  a  small  claim,  so 
that  he  may  go  ahead  and  prove  up  on  his  claim. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  WiscMisin.    Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 

right  to  object,  I  understood  the  gentleman  from  Arizona 

[Mr.  MuRDOCK]  to  state  that  he  favored  this  bill  because  it 

permitted  certain  persons  to  exploit  our  natural  resources? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    I  meant  develop  the  natural 

resources. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  meant  "de- 
velop"? I  thought  It  was  rather  remarkable  if  the  self- 
styled  "Honest  Harold"  Ickes  supported  this  bill  on  the 
premise  the  gentleman  has  given,  that  a  few  people  would 
exploit  these  natin-al  resources. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  used  the  word  "exploit" 
in  a  proper  and  a  better  sense. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  really  means 
to  develop. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    I  mean  to  develop;  yes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  Of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the 
gentleman's  statement  I  withdraw  my  reservation  of  ob- 
jection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, the  provisions  of  this  bill  as  It  passed  the  Senate  provided 
for  a  waiver  of  payment  during  the  second  and  third  years  of 
the  lease.  Under  the  terms  of  the  bill  as  amended  by  the 
House  Committee  the  waiver  has  been  changed  to  the  first 
and  second  years.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  rather  ridiculous  to 
expect  anyone  signing  a  lease  for  Government  land,  not  hav- 
ing to  pay  any  rental  diulng  the  first  2  years,  would.  If  he 
did  not  desire  to  employ  the  land  further,  pay  rental  on  it 
the  third  year.  In  other  words,  the  Government  would  re- 
ceive no  revenue  whatsoever  from  the  occupation  of  this 
lease  during  the  period  of  the  last  year.  If  the  committee 
amendment  is  withdrawn  or  rejected  I  shall  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  bill.  In  other  words.  I  shall  not  object  to  the  bill 
If  the  lessee  is  required  to  make  payment  during  the  first 
year,  but  payment  is  waived  during  the  second  and  third 
yeftTs;  or  if  the  gentleman  wishes  to  reduce  the  amount  of 
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the  payment  from  50  to  25  cents  an  acre  during  the  first  year, 

-  that  couJd  be  done.  ^  .   ^.  ^ 

The  SPEAKER.    Does  the  gentleman  care  to  accept  the 

"amendment  proposed?  .    ^  *i. 

Mr    COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  suggest  that  the  com- 
/  mlttee  withdraw  this  amendment  as  to  the  first  and  second 

Mr!  HORTON.  The  gentleman  will  object  to  the  biU  un- 
less this  change  Is  made? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.     Yes.  ,  .  ,.     w 

Mr  HORTON.  I  think  that  wUl  prove  to  be  a  mistake,  be- 
cause it  is  during  the  first  year  that  the  prospector  finds  it 
difficult  to  meet  his  payments.  To  require  him  to  pay  the 
first  year  will  make  it  just  that  much  harder,  but  if  the 
gentleman  is  going  to  object  unless  that  change  is  made  I 
shall  have  to  agree  to  the  change. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  would  suggest  that  we  eliminate  the 
second  year.  Then  it  would  provide  only  for  a  waiver  of 
the  rental  during  the  first  and  third  years,  and  if  he  wishes 
to  keep  the  land  he  will  have  to  pay  rental  on  it  during 
the  second  year. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  I  think  the  best  thing  to  do  is  for  the 
committee  to  withdraw  its  amendment. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
further? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    We  do  not  like  to  withdraw  this  amend- 
ment   Mr.  Speaker,  but  on  the  theory  that  half  a  loaf  is 
better  than  no  loaf  at  all.  if  the  gentleman  is  going  to  object, 
'  we  reluctantly  yield  and  will  ask  that  the  committee  amend- 

'  ment  be  voted  down. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  rtc.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  In  the  case 
of  lands  not  within  any  known  geologic  structure  of  a  productive 
oil  or  gas  field,  shall  waive  the  rentals  stlptUated  in  oU  and  gas 
leases  Issued  pursuant  to  section  17  of  the  act  of  February  25.  1920, 
as  amcndfHi  by  the  act  of  August  21.  1935   (49  Stat.  674).  for  the 

'  second  and  third  lease  years,  unless  a  valuable  deposit  of  oU  or  gas 

'  be  sooner  discovered. 

The  SPEAKER.      The  Clerk  will   report  the  committee 
amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Page  2.  line  1.  strike  out  "second"  and  Insert  "first";  and  strike 
•    out  "third"  and  Insert  "second." 

The  committee  amendment  was  rejected. 
The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
'  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

I  umXED  ST.MES  COMJCSSIONTR  ON  FEDERAL  RESERVATIONS 

'  The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  1999,  to  confer  jurisdic- 
tion upon  certain  United  States  commissioners  to  try  petty 
offenses  committed  on  Federal  reservations. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  will  not  some  member  of  this  committee  tell 
us  whether  or  not  this  bill  will  apply  to  Indian  reservations? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  my  under- 
standing that  the  bill  applies  to  Indian  reservations.  I  asked 
that  question  in  the  committee  and  was  answered  in  the 
affirmative. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  am  glad  to  have  the  gentle- 
man make  that  statement,  and  I  would  be  glad  to  3^eld  for  a 
further  explanation. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  The  gentleman  understands  that  this  bill 
would  apply  to  those  trivial  instances  where  on  Federal  res- 
ervations, such  as  parks,  forests,  historical  sites,  battlefields, 
and  for  Indians,  petty  offenses  have  been  committed,  the 
United  States  commissioner  in  the  vicinity  may  act  immedi- 
~^ately.  if  the  offender  so  desires.  Such  permissive  practice 
would  obviate  unreasonable  delay  and  travel,  in  many  cases. 
Suppose  you  were  touring  in  your  own  automobile,  and  while 
driving  through  Yosemite  you  violate  a  traffic  rule,  or  pick  a 
flower.    Suppose  you  live  in  Boston.    You  might  be  arrested 
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and  placed  under  bond  to  appear  for  trial  2  or  3  months  later 
in  a  Federal  court,  of  course,  in  California.  If  so.  you  would 
have  to  stay  In  California,  forfeit  your  bond,  or  travel  from 
Boston  to  appear.  This  bill,  if  it  becomes  law.  would  permit 
you  to  settle  the  case  within  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    The  bill,  as  I  read  it.  on  page 
1.  applies  to  persons  charged  with  petty  offenses  against  the 
law.  or  rules  and  regulations  made  in  pursiiance  of  law. 
Mr.  HOBBS.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  That  would  probably  mean 
that  the  United  States  commissioners,  under  the  terms  of  thia 
bill,  would  have  jurisdiction  to  try  a  person  charged  with  a 
petty  offense  against  rules  and  regulations  made  by  an  Indian 
tribal  council  which  are  made  in  pursuance  of  law  If  the 
accused  so  desired.  Personally  I  have  no  objection  to  that; 
it  might  provide  a  change  of  venue,  something  not  now  offered 
and  yet  something  that  is  essential  in  a  well-considered  sys- 
tem of  justice. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object.  I  am  interested  in  this  bill  because  of  the  In- 
dian reservation  feature  which  was  mentioned.  Under 
existing  law— that  is.  under  the  Wheeler-Howard  Act — the 
Indians  elect  their  own  judges  to  try  these  petty  and  trivial 
offenses.  Under  this  bill,  if  it  applies  to  Indian  reservations, 
we  are  going  to  take  away  the  right  of  these  duly  elected 
Indian  judges  to  try  these  petty  and  trivial  cases. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    No.  sir;  not  if  they  acquire  jurisdiction. 
Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    They  will  then  be  tried  by 
an  appointed  bureaucrat. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  The  gentleman  is  mistaken,  but  I  honor  him 
for  his  zeal.  This  does  not  deprive  any  citizen  of  any  right, 
nor  does  it  deprive  a  court  of  any  right  which  has  attached. 
It  simply  makes  available  to  anyone  who  is  arrested  on  a 
petty  charge  an  immediate  disposition  of  his  case,  if  the 
offense  occurred  on  a  Federal  reservation. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin,  Let  us  take  a  specific  case,  a 
trivial  offense  imder  the  code  of  laws  adopted  by  an  Indian 
tribe  under  the  Wheeler-Howard  Act.  Under  that  code  of 
laws  an  Indian  judge  elected  by  the  Indians  tries  these  cases. 
If  this  bill  is  passed,  would  not  jurisdiction  be  taken  away 
from  the  duly  elected  Indian  judge,  elected  by  the  Indians 
on  the  reservation,  and  let  an  appointed  bureaucrat,  a  com- 
missioner, try  the  case? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  No.  sir;  not  exactly.  The  duly  authorized 
courts  would  sit.  and  if  they  functioned  promptly  and  expedi- 
tiously, and  if  they  desired  jurisdiction  and  assumed  it.  they 
could  have  it.  If.  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  agreeable  to 
them  and  to  all  parties  concerned,  and  the  visitor  wished 
immediate  hearing,  then  they  might  leave  it  to  the  com- 
missioner. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Then,  with  reference  to  an 
Indian  reservation,  in  case  of  a  violation  of  a  trivial  law.  the 
commissioner  would  not  take  jurisdiction  away  from  the  duly 
elected  Indian  judge  except  by  permission  of  the  Indian 
authorities? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  The  sole  purpose  of  the  bill,  as  I  understand 
it,  is  to  facilitate  disposition  of  petty  cases.  It  is  not  compul- 
sory, but  voluntary.  It  would  not  change  the  jurisdiction  of 
any  court,  nor  oust  the  jurisdiction  once  it  had  been  asserted. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  expressed  permission  of  Indian 
authorities  is  required. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield,  let 
me  read  this  sentence  from  the  bill : 

The  commissioner  before  whom  the  defendant  is  arraigned  shall 
apprise  the  defendant  of  hte  right  to  make  such  election  and  shall 
not  proceed  to  try  the  case  unless  the  defendant  after  being  ao 
apprised,  signs  a  written  consent  to  be  tried  before  the  conunlssioner. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  has  appeared 
before  the  Indian  Affairs  Committee  in  connection  with  Indian 
legislation.  How  about  the  judge  elected  by  the  Indians  un- 
der the  Wheeler-Howard  Act?  You  are  going  to  permit  the 
defendant  by  signing  a  statement  to  be  tried  by  an  appointed 
commissioner  instead  of  by  the  duly  elected  judge  who  has 
been  elected  by  the  Indians  on  the  reservation. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  may  say.  after  consider- 
able observation  of  these  Indian  courts  that  the  acciised  per- 
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sons,  whether  Indian  or  white,  should  have  an  opportunity 
for  a  change  of  venue.    I  hope  this  bill  gives  it  to  them. 

The  so-called  law-and-order  system  now  operating  in  a 
great  deal  of  the  Indian  country  often  violates  five  basic  prin- 
ciples of  Justice. 

First,  most  of  these  Indian  courti  are  fee  coiuts.  Judges 
and  officers  are  tempted  to  go  after  the  prisoners  where  they 
think  fines  can  be  collected. 

Second,  jury  trial  is  denied  in  most  of  the  reservations.  If 
you  lack  faith  In  the  justice  of  peace  In  my  SUte.  you  can 
demand  a  jury  trial,  but  not  in  these  Indian  coiuts. 

Tliird.  most  of  these  Indian  courts  deny  the  right  of  coun- 
sel. Not  all  the  offenses  are  so  petty.  I  recall  one  Indian 
who  was  charged  with  bastardy.  He  maintained,  with  evi- 
dence, that  the  charge  was  a  frame-up.  yet  he  was  not  per- 
mitted to  employ  counsel  for  his  defense. 

Fourth,  the  Judges,  although  elected  by  the  Indians,  are 
sometimes  elected  by  a  small  minority  vote.  There  are  no 
primaries,  no  run-offs.  With  half  a  dozen  candidates,  the 
Judge  elected  may  represent  less  than  20  percent  of  the  eli- 
gible voters.  Yet  he  may  pass  on  charges  against  persons 
against  whom  he  has  a  personal  grudge  growing  out  of  the 

election. 

Fifth,  most  of  these  so-called  law-and-order  courts  do  not 
permit  a  change  of  venue.  They  have  a  system  of  junior 
and  senior  judges,  but  in  operation  they  do  not  always  pro- 
vide the  element  of  appeal  or  change  of  venue  which  is  basic 
in  our  idea  of  Anglo-Saxon  justice. 

True.  In  most  instances  these  courts  have  jurisdiction  only 
over  members  of  the  tribes,  but  the  Indians  are  entitled  to 
justice,  as  well  as  the  white  man.  In  some  instances,  juris- 
diction is  asserted  over  whites  on  or  passing  through  reser- 
vations. It  will  be  remembered  by  the  gentleman  that  a  bill 
to  extend  the  Jurisdiction  of  these  courts  was  before  this 
House  last  year.  H.  R.  5409.  I  objected  time  after  Ume  unUl 
it  was  stricken  from  the  calendar. 

Now  the  bill  before  us  seems  to  offer  a  chance  for  the  ac- 
cused, whether  Indian  or  white,  to  take  his  case  before  the 
United  States  commissioner  for  a  speedy  trial  if  he  feels  that 
his  trial  would  otherwise  be  delayed  or  that  justice  might  be 
hard  to  obtain.  The  United  States  commissioner  is  not  a 
bureaucrat  as  has  been  suggested;  he  is  an  officer  of  the 
United  SUtes  district  court,  responsible  to  the  Federal  judge 
in  the  district.  Certainly.  If  this  bill  offers  a  chance  to  cor- 
rect the  distressing  conditions  I  have  outlined,  we  should 
have  an  opportunity  to  consider  it. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  In  view  of  the  gentleman's 
statement.  I  will  withdraw  my  objection,  but  I  shall  offer  an 
amendment  to  exclude  Indian  reservations. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  to  ask  a 
question.  In  the  Instance  cited  by  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin, under  a  special  act  passed  by  Congress  in  1934.  known 
as  the  Reorganisation  Act.  it  is  therein  provided  for  holding 
an  election  to  elect  Judges  to  try  such  offenses  as  are  con- 
templated in  this  bill.  To  say  the  least,  it  seems  to  me  if  this 
bUl  becomes  law.  at  least  on  the  surface  it  so  appears,  there 
will  be  a  conflict  of  Jurisdiction  between  the  person  who  is 
legally  elected  under  the  law  already  in  existence  and  the 
law  contemplated  to  be  passed  here. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  That  is  entirely  possible  imder  the  genUe- 
man's  hypothesis,  but  may  I  answer  him  in  this  way:  If  any 
Indian  court  created  under  the  act  the  gentleman  has  cited 
desires  to  Inconvenience  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  travel- 
ing through  its  jurisdiction,  and  spending  his  money  on  an 
Indian  reservation  and  will  not  allow  him  to  pay  a  fine  of 
50  cenU  or  a  dollar,  with  costs,  so  that  the  visitor  may  not  be 
delayed  unduly,  then  I  suggest  to  the  gentleman,  if  he  wants 
to  safeguard  the  rights  of  his  Indian  courts,  that  he  offer 
an  amendment  eliminating  Indian  reservations  from  the  pur- 
view of  the  bill.  It  wUl  be  accepted,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 
If  he  Is  sincere  in  his  posiUon,  let  him  eliminate  the  Indian 

reservations.  -,  x    , 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    I  am  trying  only  to  prevent  a  conflict  of 

jurisdiction  where  Indians  are  being  tried  and  where  no 

white  person  la  involved  at  all. 
Mr.  HOBB6.    Offer  your  amendment. 


Mr.  OXXDNNOR.    I  am  going  to  object  to  the  bUl  unless 
that  amendment  is  included. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    That  is  your  privilege.  

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Cleric  read  the  bill,  as  foUows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  «ny  United  States  commissioner  specially 
deslenated  for  that  purpow  by  the  court  by  which  he  was  appointed 
shall  have  Jurisdiction  to  try  and.  if  found  guilty,  to  sentence  perK»n8 
charged  with  petty  offenses  against  the  law.  or  rules  and  regulations 
made  In  pursuance  of  law.  committed  In  any  Pl««  o'",?J'^*£,*i„^*^ 
Congress  has  exclusive  power  to  legislate  or  over  which  the  United 
8t«t*s  has  concurrent  jurisdiction,  and  within  the  Judicial  district 
for  which  such  commissioner  was  appointed.  The  probation  laws 
shall  be  applicable  to  persons  so  tried  before  United  States  com- 
missioners For  the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  term  "petty  ofTense 
shaU  be  defined  as  In  section  335  of  the  Criminal  Code  (U.  8.  C. 
title  18.  sec.  641).  If  any  person  charged  with  such  petty  offense 
shall  BO  elect,  however,  he  shall  be  tried  In  the  district  court  of 
the  United  States  which  has  Jurisdiction  over  the  offense.  TTie 
commissioner  before  whom  the  defendant  is  arraigned  shall  apprise 
the  defendant  of  his  right  to  make  such  election  and  shall  not 
proceed  to  try  the  case  unless  the  defendant  after  being  so  apprised, 
signs  a  written  consent  to  be  tried  before  the  commissioner. 

Sec.  2.  In  all  cases  of  conviction  by  United  States  commissioners 
an  appeal  shall  lie  from  Judgment  of  the  commissioner  to  the 
district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  in  which  the 
offense  was  committed.  The  Supreme  Court  shall  prescribe  rules 
of  procedure  and  practice  for  the  trial  of  cases  before  commissioners 
and  for  taking  and  hearing  of  appeals  to  the  said  dlsuict  courts 

of  the  United  States.  _,  „     ^    .       «._, h« 

Sec  3  United  States  commissioners  specially  designated  under 
authority  of  section  1  of  this  Act  shall  receive  for  services  rendered 
under  this  Act  the  same  fees,  and  none  other,  as  provided  for  like 
or  similar  Bervices  In  other  cases  under  section  21  of  the  Act  of 
May  28,  1896   (29  Stat.  184;  U.  S.  C  title  28,  sec.  697). 

Sac  4  This  Act  shall  not  be  construed  as  In  any  way  repealing 
or  limiting  the  existing  Jurisdiction,  power,  or  authority  of  United 
States  oommlssloners.  including  United  States  commissioners  ap- 
pointed for  the  several  national  parks  and  United  States  commis- 
sioners In  Alaska.  '  .  ..^  ,^  *_^_» 
Sec.  5.  The  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  not  apply  to  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  without  that  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  waited  for  the  gentleman  to 
offer  his  amendment. 

Mr.  0'CX)NNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  the  objection  comes  too  late. 

The  SPEAKER.  TTie  Chair  is  inclined  to  sustain  the  point 
of  order,  but  the  Chair  will  give  the  gentleman  an  oppor- 
tunity to  offer  an  amendment. 

Mi.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bUl  be  passed  over  temporarily  without  prejudice. 

The  regular  order  was  demanded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  heard  no  objection  to  the 
consideration  of  the  bin.   The  question  Is  now  on  the  passage 

of  the  biU. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an 
amendment.    At  the  end  of  the  bill  Insert  an  amendment: 

Provided,  That  this  act  shall  n<jt  apply  to  any  Indian  reservation 
In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  has  a 
right  to  offer  an  amendment. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  temporarily  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  MichenerJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

RECISTRAnON   OF    CERTAHf   ORGAWIZATIOKS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  10094,  to  require  the 
registration  of  certain  organizations  carrying  on  activiUes 
within  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  ptirposes  of  thU  act— 

(a)  The  term  "Attorney  General"  means  the  Attorney  General 
of  the  United  States; 

(b)  The  term  "organization"  means  any  group,  club,  league. 
society,  committee,  association,  political  party,  or  combination  of 
Individuals,  whether  incorporated  or  otherwise,  but  such  term  shall 
2iot  Include  any  church,  corporation,  community  che&t.  fund,  or 
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driving  tnrcugn  Yosemite  you  vioiaie  a  iramc  ruie,  or  jjit*.  »  «"-  v^^ij*^  u»  v^v^um  j^cui.ui.a.     *  *i«*^  oaj, 

nower.    Suppose  you  live  in  Boston.    You  might  tx;  arrested  I  able  observation  of  these  Indian  courts  that  the  accused  per- 
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foundation  which  the  Attorney  General  determines  is  organized  for. 
and  engaged  in  good  faith  exclusively  in.  activities  In  furtherance 
of  religious,  charitable,  scientific,  scholastic,  or  academic  pursuits, 
or  m  furtherance  of  the  fine  arts:  

(c)  The  term  "political  activity"  means  any  activity  the  purpose 
or  aim  of  which,  or  one  of  the  purposes  or  aims  of  which.  Is  the 
establishment,  control,  conduct,  seizure,  or  overthrow  of  a  gov- 
ernment or  political  subdivision  thereof;  ...... 

(d)  An  organization  shall  be  deemed  to  be  engaged  in  civilian 
military  activity"  If  (1)  it  gives  Instruction  to.  or  prescribes  Instruc- 
tion for  Its  members  In  the  use  of  firearms  or  other  weapons  or  any 
substitute  therefor,  or  military  or  naval  science,  or  (2)  It  receives  from 
any  other  organization  or  from  any  Individual  instruction  In  military 
or  naval  science,  or  (3)  it  engages  in  any  military  or  naval  maneu- 
vers or  activities,  or  (4)  it  engages,  either  with  or  without  arms.  In 
drills  or  parades  of  a  military  or  naval  character,  or  (5)  It  engages 
In  any  other  form  of  organized  activity  which  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Attorney  General  constitutes  preparation  for  military  action; 

and  ,  .     ,„ 

(e)  An  organization  shall  be  deemed  "subject  to  foreign  control 
If  (1)  It  solicits  or  accepts  financial  contributions,  loans,  or  sup- 
port of  any  kind,  directly  or  indirectly,  from,  or  Is  affiliated  directly 
or  Indirectly  with,  a  foreign  government  or  a  political  subdivision 
thereof,  or  an  agent,  agency,  or  Instrumentality  of  a  foreign  gov- 
ernment or  political  subdivision  thereof,  or  a  political  party  in  a 
foreign  country,  or  an  International  political  organization;  or 
(2)  Its  policies,  or  any  of  them,  are  determined  by  or  at  the  sug- 
gestion of,  or  In  collaboration  with,  a  foreign  government  or  po- 
litical subdivision  thereof,  or  an  agent,  agency,  or  instriimentallty 
of  a  foreign  government  or  a  political  subdivision  thereof,  or  a 
political  party  in  a  foreign  country,  or  an  international  political 
organization. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  The  following  organizations  shall  be  required  to  reg- 
ister with  the  Attorney  General  as  hereinafter  provided: 

(1)  Every  organization  subject  to  foreign  control  which  engages 
In  political  activity; 

(2)  Every  organization  which  engages  both  in  civilian  military 
activity  and  In  political  actvlty; 

(3)  Every  organization  subject  to  foreign  control  which  engages 
In  civilian  military  activity;  and 

(4)  Every  organization,  the  purpose  or  aim  of  which,  or  one  of 
the  purposes  or  aims  of  which,  is  the  establishment,  control,  con- 
duct, seizure,  or  overthrow  of  a  government  or  subdivision  thereof 
by  the  use  of  force,  violence,  military  measures,  or  threats  of  any 
one  or  more  of  the  foregoing. 

Every  such  organization  shall  register  by  fUlng  with  the  Attorney 
General,  on  such  forms  and  In  such  detail  as  the  Attorney  General 
may  by  rules  and  regulations  prescribe,  a  registration  statement 
containing  the  Information  and  docviments  prescribed  In  subsection 
(c)  and  shall  within  30  days  after  the  expiration  of  each  period  of 
6  months  succeeding  the  filing  of  such  registration  statement,  file 
with  the  Attorney  General,  on  such  forms  and  In  such  detail  as  the 
Attorney  General  may  by  rules  and  regulations  prescribe,  a  supple- 
mental statement  containing  such  Information  and  documents  as 
may  be  necessary  to  make  the  Information  and  documents  pre- 
viously filed  under  this  section  accurate  and  current  with  respect 
to  such  preceding  6  months'  period.  Every  statement  required  to 
be  filed  by  this  section  shall  be  subscribed,  under  oath,  by  all  of  the 
officers  of  the  organization. 

(b)  Nothing  in  subsection  (a)  shall  be  deemed  to  require  regis- 
tration or  the  filing  of  any  statement  with  the  Attorney  General  by 
(1)  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  or  (2)  the  organized 
mllltla  or  National  Guard  of  any  States,  Territory,  District,  or 
possession  of  the  United  States,  or  (3)  any  law-enforcement 
agency  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  Territory,  District,  or 
possession  thereof,  or  of  any  State  or  political  subdivision  of  a 
State,  or  of  any  agency  or  instrumentality  of  one  or  more  States, 
or  (4)  any  duly  established  diplomatic  mission  or  consular  office  of 
a  foreign  government  which  is  so  recognized  by  the  Department 
of  State. 

(c)  Every  registration  statement  required  by  subsection  (a)  to  be 
filed  by  any  organization  shall  Qpntain  the  following  information 
and  documents: 

(1)  The  name  and  post -office  address  of  the  organization  in  the 
United  States,  and  the  names  and  addresses  of  all  branches,  chap- 
ters, and  affiliates  of  such  organization; 

(2)  The  name,  address,  and  nationality  of  each  officer,  and  of  each 
person  who  performs  the  functions  of  an  officer,  of  the  organization, 
and  of  each  branch,  chapter,  and  affiliate  of  the  organization; 

(3)  The  qualifications  for  membership  In  the  organization; 

(4)  The  existing  and  proposed  aims  and  purposes  of  the  organiza- 
tion, and  all  the  means  by  which  these  aims  or  purposes  are  being 
attained  or  are  to  be  attained; 

(5)  The  address  or  addresses  of  meeting  places  of  the  organiza- 
tion, and  of  each  branch,  chapter,  or  affiliate  of  the  organization. 
the  times  of  such  meetings,  and  a  copy  of  the  minutes  or  Journal 
of  every  such  meeting; 

(6)  The  name  and  address  of  each  person  who  has  contributed 
any  money,  dues,  property,  or  other  thing  of  value  to  the  organiza- 
tion or  to  any  branch,  chapter,  or  affiliate  of  the  organization: 

(7)  A  detailed  statement  of  the  assets  of  the  organizatlcn,  and  of 
each  branch,  chapter,  and  affiliate  of  the  organization,  the  manner 
in  which  such  assets  were  acquired,  and  a  detailed  statement  of  the 
liabilities  and  income  of  the  organization  and  of  each  branch,  chap- 
ter, and  affiliate  of  the  organization; 

(8)  A  detailed  description  of  the  activities  of  the  organization. 
and  of  each  chapter,  branch,  and  affiliate  of  the  organization; 
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(9)  A  description  of  the  uniforms,  badges.  Insignia,  or  other 
means  of  Identification  prescribed  by  the  organization,  and  worn  or 
carried  by  Its  officers  or  members,  or  any  of  such  officers  or  members; 

(10)  A  copy  of  each  book,  pamphlet,  leaflet,  or  other  publication 
or  Item  of  written,  printed,  or  graphic  matter  Issued  or  distributed 
directly  or  Indirectly  by  the  organization,  or  by  any  chapter,  branch, 
or  affiliate  of  the  organization,  or  by  any  of  the  members  of  the 
organization  under  its  authority  or  within  Its  knowledge; 

(11)  A  description  of  all  firearms  or  other  weapons  owned  by  the 
organization,  or  by  any  chapter,  branch,  or  affiliate  of  the  organlza- 
Uon    Identified  by  the  manufacturer's  number  thereon. 

(12)  In  case  the  organization  is  subject  to  foreign  control,  the 
manner  in  which  It  is  so  subject; 

(13)  A  copy  of  the  charter,  articles  of  association,  constitution, 
bylaws,  rules,  regulations,  agreements,  resolutions,  and  all  other 
Instruments  relating  to  the  organization,  powers,  and  purposes  of 
the  organization,  and  of  each  branch,  chapter,  and  affiliate  of  the 
organization,  and  to  the  powers  of  the  officers  of  the  organization, 
and  of  each  chapter,  branch,  and  affiliate  of  the  organization;  and 

(14)  Such  other  Information  and  documents  pertinent  to  the 
purposes  of  this  act  as  the  Attorney  General  may  from  time  to  time 
require. 

All  statements  filed  under  this  section  shall  be  public  records  and 
open  to  public  examination  and  inspection  at  all  reasonable  hours 
under  such  rxUes  and  retaliations  as  the  Attorney  General  may 
prescribe. 

Sec.  3.  The  Attorney  General  is  authorized  at  any  time  to  make, 
amend,  and  rescind  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act,  Including  rules  and  regula- 
tions governing  the  statements  required  to  be  filed  by  this  act. 

Ssx:.  4.  Any  violation  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000  or  by  Imprisonment 
for  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both.  Whoever  In  a  statement  filed 
pursuant  to  section  2  willfully  makes  any  false  statement  or  will- 
fully omits  to  state  any  fact  which  is  required  to  Ije  stated,  or 
which  is  necessary  to  make  the  statements  made  not  misleading, 
shall,  upon  conviction,  be  subject  to  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $2,000 
or  to  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 

Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  act.  or  the  application  thereof  to 
any  person  or  circumstances,  is  held  Invalid,  the  remainder  of  the 
act,  and  the  application  of  such  provisions  to  other  persons  or  clr- 
ctimstances.  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  6.  This  act  shall  take  effect  on  the  ninetieth  day  after  the 
date  of  Its  enactment,  except  that  prior  to  such  ninetieth  day  the 
Attorney  General  may  make,  amend,  or  rescind  such  rules  and  regu- 
lalons  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

LEASE.   DEVELOPMENT,   AND   MAINTENANCE   OF  KELLET   HOMESTEAD. 

NEAR  ELK  RIVER,  MINN. 

The  Clerk  called  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  376)  au- 
thorizing the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  accept  from  the 
National  Grange  a  lease  of  the  Kelley  homestead,  near  Elk 
River,  Minn.,  and  providing  for  its  development  and  main- 
tenance. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  KEAN.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr.  Speaker.  I 
notice  in  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  that  he  states  he 
does  not  recommend  any  appropriation,  atod  I  note  that  in 
this  bill  there  is  an  appropriation  of  $20,000.' 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  we 
had  some  discussion  about  that  feature.  It  Is  Intended  to 
make  a  sort  of  a  shrine  out  of  this  homestead.  It  is  to  be 
leased  without  cost  or  at  nominal  cost  to  the  Government. 
This  Is  the  homestead  of  the  founder  of  the  National  Grange, 
which  is  the  oldest  farm  organization  in  America.  After 
some  discussion,  the  committee  thought  It  was  such  a  desir- 
able objective  that  it  might  be  wise  to  authorize  an  appro- 
priation— it  is  not  an  appropriation,  it  is  simply  an  authoriza- 
tion— of  not  to  exceed  $20,000.  so  that  whatever  plans  were 
made  within  that  reasonable  limitation  they  might  proceed 
to  carry  out.  For  that  reason,  the  committee,  after  going 
Into  the  matter,  unanimously  reported  the  Joint  resolution 
without  the  restriction. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PROVISIONAL  OmCERS  WHO  SERVED  DURING  THE  WORLD  WAR 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  biU.  S.  458.  extending  the  bene- 
fits of  the  Emergency  Officers'  Retirement  Act  of  May  24, 
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1928.  to  provisional,  probationary,  or  temporary  cfflcers  of  the 
Army.  Navy.  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  who  served 
during  the  World  War. 
•niere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  benefits  of  the  act  of  May  24,  1928, 
as  amended,  entitled  "An  act  making  eligible  for  retirement,  under 
certain  conditions,  ofllcers  and  former  cfflcers  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Btorlne  Corps  of  the  United  States,  other  than  officers  of  the 
Regular  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps,  who  incurred  physical  dls- 
abUlty  in  line  of  duty  while  In  the  service  of  the  United  States 
during  the  World  War,"  are  hereby  extended  to  provisional,  proba- 
tionary or  temporary  ofllcers  of  the  military  or  nuval  forces  or  Coast 
Guard  who  served  subsequent  to  AprU  6,  1917,  and  who  are  now  in 
a  stotus  of  honorable  separation  from  the  military,  naval,  or  Coast 
Guard  Service.  If  application  for  such  benefits  Is  filed  with  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans*  Affairs  within  12  months  after  the  pas- 
aage  of  this  act:  Prt>cided,  That  the  benefits  under  this  act  shaU 
take  effect  from  the  date  of  application.  If  approved. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
Page  1.  beginning  In  line  3,  after  "1928",  strike  out  the  remainder 
ot  page  1  and  all  of  line  1  on  page  2  and  Insert  the  following: 

"(Public.  No.  506.  70th  Cong.),  subject  to  the  llmlUtlons  con- 
tained In  section  10  ol  the  act  of  March  20,  1933  (Public,  No.  2, 
73d  Cong.),  as  now  or  hereafter  amended." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

AMBIDMENT  OF   SECTION   3493   OF  THE   INTERNAL   REVENUE   CODE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  10080,  to  amend  sec- 
tion 3493  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  formerly  section  404 
of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  3493  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
(53  Stat.  — .  pt.  1)  be.  and  It  Is  hereby,  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

"S«c.  3493.  Exportation.  .w     tt   .*  ^ 

"(a)  Refund  of  tax  paid:  Upon  the  exportation  from  the  United 
States  to  a  foreign  country,  or  the  shipment  from  the  United  States 
to  any  possesion  of  the  United  States  except  Puerto  Rico,  of  ariy 
manufactured  sugar,  or  any  article  manufactured  wholly  or  partly 
from  manufactured  sugar,  with  respect  to  which  tax  under  the 
provisions  of  section  3490  has  been  paid,  the  amount  of  such  tax 
shall  be  paid  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  to  the  con- 
signor named  In  the  bUl  of  lading  under  which  the  article  was 
exported  or  shipped  to  a  possession,  or  to  the  shipper,  or  to  the 
manufacturer  of  the  manufactured  sugar  or  of  the  articles  exported. 
If  the  consignor  waives  any  claim  thereto  In  favor  of  such  shipper 
or  manufacturer :  Prcn-ided.  That  no  such  payment  shall  be  allowed 
with  respect  to  any  manufactured  sugar,  or  article,  upon  which, 
through  Bubstltutlon  or  otherwise,  a  draw-back  of  any  tax  paid  under 
section  3500  has  been  or  la  to  be  claimed  under  any  provisions  of 
law  made  applicable  by  section  3501.  .,.„».      i, ^m 

"(b)  Period  for  filing  refund  claim:  No  payment  shall  be  allowed 
under  this  section  unless  within  2  years  after  the  right  to  such 
payment  has  accrued  a  claim  therefor  Is  filed  by  the  person  enUUed 
thereto." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

TRANSPORTATION       OF       COmiCT-MADE       GOODS       IN       INTERSTATE 

COMMERCE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  10101.  to  make  unlaw- 
ful the  transportation  of  convict-made  goods  in  interstate 
commerce,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill?  _   ^.    .        Ul     *     »#, 

Mr  ALEXANDER.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr. 
Speaker,  is  the  committee  going  to  add  the  amendment  which 
I  submitted  last  week? 

Mr  HOBBS.  The  committee  has  no  power  to  add  an 
amendment  to  a  bill  without  House  acUon.  We  are  going  to 
offer  It  as  a  committee  amendment  and  urge  Its  Passage. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.    Will  that  be  done  before  the  bill  Is 

^ito.^  HOBBS.    It  will  be  oflered  to  the  bill  if  unanimous 
consent  is  granted  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr  MICHENER.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  gentleman  presented  his  amendment  to  the  com- 
mittee, and  It  was  the  consensus  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  that  the  bill  should  not  pass  unless  it  contained 
that  amendment.  The  biU  was  reported  out  that  way.  As  I 
undersUnd.  and  I  beUeve  the  other  members  of  the  commit- 


9123 


tee  wiU  bear  me  out.  the  bill  would  not  be  here  unless  the 
intention  was  to  include  that  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

The  Chair  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a  similar 
Senate  bUl  pending  on  the  Speaker's  table. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
may  the  amendment  submitted  by  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota and  which  \vlll  be  offered  as  a  committee  amendment  be 
read  for  the  Information  of  the  House? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  amendment 
proposed  to  be  offered,  for  the  information  of  the  House. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hobbs,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary:  On  page  2.  line  12.  after  the  semicolon  in  line  12.  strixe 
out  "to  parts  for  the  repah  of  farm  machinery"  and  Insert  "to  farm 
machinery,  parts  thereof,  and  binder  twine." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  takes  care  of  the  objections  raised  before  the 
committee  as  far  as  certain  penal  institutions  throughout  the 
country  were  concerned. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  I  submitted  that  amendment,  and  It  Is 
agreeable  with  me  that  the  bill  be  considered  if  the  amend- 
ment is  inserted  in  the  biU.  Otherwise.  I  shall  have  to  object 
to  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  whoever  shall  knowingly  transport  or 
knowingly  cause  to  be  transported  In  Interstate  commerce,  in  any 
manner  or  by  any  means  whatsoever,  or  aid  or  assist,  knowingly,  to 
obtaining  transportation  for  or  to  transporting  any  goods,  wares, 
and  merchandise  manufactxired,  produced,  or  mined,  wholly  or  to 
part  by  convicts  or  prisoners  (except  convicts  or  prisoners  on  parole 
or  probation)  or  In  any  penal  or  reformatory  Institution,  from  one 
State  Territory.  Puerto  Rico,  Virgin  Islands,  or  District  of  the  United 
States  or  place  noncontiguous  but  subject  to  the  JurLsdictton 
thereof,  or  from  any  foreign  country.  Into  any  State,  Territory, 
Puerto  Rico  Virgin  Islands,  or  District  of  the  United  States,  or 
place  noncontiguous  but  subject  to  the  jxirisdlctlon  thereof,  shall 
be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  ai.OOO  or  by  imprisonment  of 
not  more  than  1  year,  or  both:  Provided.  That  nothing  hereto  shall 
apply  to  commodities  manufactured  in  Federal  penal  and  correc- 
tional Institutions  for  use  by  the  Federal  Government  or  to  com- 
modities manxifactured  in  any  State  penal  or  correctional  institu- 
tion for  use  by  any  other  State,  or  States,  or  poUtical  subdivisions 
thereof-  to  parts  for  the  repair  of  farm  machinery:  or  to  agricultural 
commodities:  Provided  further.  That  this  act  shaU  go  toto  effect 
1  year  after  Its  approval  by  the  President. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hobbs  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  On  page  2,  line  12.  after  the  semicolon  In  Une  12.  strike 
out  "to  parts  for  the  repair  of  farm  machinery"  and  Insert  "to  farm 
machinery,  parts  therefor,  and  btoder  twine." 

TTie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  similar  Senate  bUl,  S.  3550,  be  substituted  for  the 
House  bill,  and  that  the  language  of  the  Senate  biU  be  stricken 
out  and  the  language  of  the  House  bill  as  amended  be  Inserted 
in  lieu  thereof. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  10101)  was  laid  on  the  table, 

DISPOSITION  OF  ESTATES  OF  AMERICAN  CITIZENS  WHO  DIE  ABROAD 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  10015,  to  provide  for 
the  disposition  of  estates  of  American  citizens  who  die  abroad. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
a  similar  Senate  bill,  S.  4097.  be  considered  in  Ueu  of  the 
House  bill. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  sections  1709  and  1711  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended  (U.  S.  C.  tlUe  22,  sees.  75  and  77),  are  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

^•■n09  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  a  consular  officer,  or  If  no  consular 
(ifflcr  Is  present  a  diplomatic  officer,  under  such  procedural  regu- 
fetions  as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  prescribe — 

•First  To  take  possession  and  to  dispose  of  the  personal  estate 
left  by  any  citizen  of  the  United  States,  except  a  seaman  who  Is  a 
member  of  the  crew  of  an  American  vessel,  who  shall  die  within 
or  Is  domiciled  at  time  of  death  within  his  Jurisdiction:  Provided 
That  such  procedure  Is  authorized  by  treaty  provisions  or  permitted 
bv  the  laws  or  authorities  of  the  country  wherein  the  death  occurs, 
or  the  decedent  is  domiciled,  or  that  such  privilege  Is  accorded  by 
established  usage:  Prov:ded  further.  That  the  decedent  shall  leave 
in  the  country  where  the  death  occurred  or  where  he  was  domiciled, 
no  legal  representative,  partner  in  trade,  or  trustee  by  him  ap- 
pointed to  take  care  of  his  personal  estate.  A  consular  officer  or. 
in  his  absence,  a  diplomatic  officer  shall  act  as  the  provisional  con- 
servator of  the  personal  property  within  his  Jurisdiction  of  a  de- 
ceased citizen  of  the  United  States  but.  unless  authorized  by  treaty 
provisions,  local  law.  or  usage,  he  shall  not  act  as  administrator  ol 
such  personal  property.  He  shall  render  assistance  In  guarding, 
collecting,  and  transmitting  the  property  to  the  United  States  to  be 
disposed  of  according  to  the  law  of  the  decedent's  domicile. 

"Second  After  having  taken  possession  of  the  personal  property. 
as  provisional  conservator,  to  inventory  and  carefully  appraise  the 
effects  article  by  article,  with  the  assistance  of  two  competent  per- 
sons who  together  with  such  officer,  shall  sign  the  Inventory  and 
annex  thereto  an  appropriate  certificate  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the 
appraised   value   of   each   article. 

"Third  To  collect  the  debts  due  to  the  decedent  In  his  Jurisdic- 
tion and  pay  from  the  estate  the  obUgatlons  owed  there  by  the 
decedent. 

•Fourth  To  sell  at  auction,  after  reasonable  public  notice,  unless 
the  amount  Involved  does  not  Justify  such  expenditure,  such  part 
of  the  estate  as  shall  be  of  a  perishable  nature,  and  such  ftirther 
part  If  any.  as  shall  be  necessary  for  the  payment  of  the  decedent's 
debts  Incurred  in  such  country,  and  funeral  expenses,  and  expenses 
Incident  to  the  disposition  of  the  estate.  K.  at  the  expiration  of  1 
year  from  the  date  of  death  (or  for  such  additional  period  as  may 
be  required  for  final  settlement  of  the  estate),  no  claimant  shall 
appear  the  residue  of  the  estate,  with  thp  exception  of  Investments 
of  bonds  shares  of  stocks,  notes  of  Indebtedness.  Jewelry  or  heir- 
looms or  other  articles  having  a  sentimental  value,  shall  be  sold. 

"Fifth.  To  transmit  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  (and  any  unsold  effects,  such  as  Investments  of  bonds, 
shares  of  stocks,  notes  of  Indebtedness,  Jewelry  or  heirlooms,  or  other 
articles  having  a  sentimental  value),  there  to  be  held  In  trust  for 
the  legal  claimant.  If.  however,  at  any  time  prior  to  such  trans- 
mission the  decedent's  legal  representative  should  appear  and  de- 
mand the  proceeds  and  effects  In  the  officer's  hands,  he  shaU  deliver 
them  to  such  representative  after  having  coUected  the  prescribed 

fee   therefor.  ^  , 

"The  Ckjmptroller  General  of  the  United  States,  or  such  member 
of  the  General  Accounting  Office  as  he  may  duly  empower  to  act 
as  his  representative  for  the  purpose,  shall  act  as  conservator  of  such 
parts  of  these  estates  as  may  be  received  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  or  are  in  its  possession,  and  may.  when  deemed  to  be  In  the 
interest  of  the  estate,  sell  such  effects.  Including  bonds,  shares  of 
stock  notes  of  Indebtedness,  Jewelry  or  other  articles,  which  have 
heretofore  or  may  hereafter  be  so  received,  and  pay  the  expenses 
of  such  sale  out  of  the  proceeds:  Provided.  That  application  for 
such  effects  shall  not  have  been  made  by  the  legal  claimant  within 
6  years  after  their  receipt.  The  Comptroller  General  Is  authorized, 
for  and  in  behalf  of  the  estate  of  the  deceased,  to  receive  any  bal- 
ances due  to  such  estates,  to  draw  therefor  on  banks,  safe  deposits, 
trust  or  loan  companies,  or  other  like  institutions,  to  endorse  all 
checks  bills  of  exchange,  promissory  notes,  and  other  evidences  of 
~  indebtedness  due  to  such  estates,  and  take  such  other  action  as  may 
be  deemed  necessary  for  the  conservation  of  such  estates.  The  net 
nroceeds  of  such  sales,  together  with  such  other  moneys  as  may  be 
collected  by  him.  shall  be  deposited  into  the  Treasury  to  a  fund  in 
trust  for  the  legal  claimant  and  reported  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

••If  no  claim  to  the  effects  the  proceeds  of  which  have  been  so 
deposited  shall  have  been  received  from  a  legal  claimant  of  the 
deceased  within  6  years  from  the  date  of  the  receipt  of  the  effects 
by  the  General  Accounting  Office,  the  funds  so  deposited,  with  any 
remaining  unsold  effects,  less  transmittal  charges,  shall  be  trans- 
mitted by  that  Office  to  the  proper  officer  of  the  State  or  Territory 
of  the  last  domicile  In  the  United  States  of  the  deceased  citizen.  If 
known  or  If  not.  such  funds  shaU  be  covered  Into  the  general  fund 
of  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts  on  account  of  proceeds  of 
deceased  citizens,  and  any  such  remaining  unsold  effects  shall  be 
disposed  of  by  the  General  Accounting  Office  In  such  manner  as.  In 
the  Judgment  of  the  Comptroller  General,  is  deemed  appropriate, 
or  they  may  be  destroyed  If  considered  no  longer  possessed  of  any 
value:  Prwided.  That  when  the  estate  shall  be  valued  In  excess  of 
$500  and  no  claim  therefor  has  been  presented  to  the  General 
Accounting  Office  by  a  legal  claimant  within  the  period  specified  In 
this  paragraph  or  the  legal  claimant  is  unknown,  before  disposition 
of  the  esUte  as  provided  herein,  notice  shall  be  given  by  publishing 
once  a  week  for  4  consecutive  weeks  In  a  newspaper  published  In 
the  county  of  the  last-known  domicile  of  the  deceased  ln^« 
United  States,  the  expense  thereof  to  be  deducted  from  the  proceeds 
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of  such  estate,  and  any  lawful  claim  received  as  the  result  of  such 
advertisement  shall  be  adjusted  and  settled  as  provided  for  herein. 
"1711  When  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  dies  In  a  foreign  coun- 
try and  leaves,  by  any  lawfvU  testamentary  disposition,  special  direc- 
tions for  the  custody  and  management,  by  the  consular  officer,  or. 
in  his  absence,  a  diplomatic  officer,  within  whose  Jurisdiction  the 
death  occurred,  of  the  personal  property  In  the  fore.gn  country 
which  he  possessed  at  the  time  of  death,  such  officer  shall,  so  far 
as  the  laws  of  the  foreign  country  permit,  strictly  observe  such 
directions  If  not  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  If  such 
citizen  has  named,  by  any  lawful  testamentary  disposition,  any 
other  person  than  a  consular  officer  or  diplomatic  officer  to  take 
charge  of  and  manage  such  property.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
officer  whenever  required  by  the  person  so  named,  to  give  his  official 
aid  m  whatever  way  may  be  practicable  to  facilitate  the  proceedings 
of  such  person  in  the  lawful  execution  of  his  trust,  and.  so  far  as 
the  laws  of  the  country  or  treaty  provisions  permit,  to  protect  the 
property  of  the  deceased  from  any  Interference  by  the  authorities 
of  the  country  where  such  citizen  died.  To  this  end  It  shall  be  the 
duty  of  the  consular  officer,  or.  If  no  consular  officer  Is  present,  a 
diplomatic  officer,  to  safeguard  the  decedent's  property  by  placing 
thereon  his  official  seal  and  to  break  and  remove  such  seal  only  upon 
the  request  of  the  person  designated  by  the  deceased  to  take  charga 
of  and  manage  his  property." 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bloom:  Strike  out  all  after  the  enact- 
ing clause  and  insert  the  provisions  of  H.  R.  10015,  as  amended,  as 
foUows: 

"That  sections  1709.  1710,  and  1711  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (U.  S.  C  title  22,  sees.  75  and  77).  are  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"  •1709.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  a  consular  officer,  or.  If  no  consular 
officer  Is  present,  a  diplomatic  officer,  under  such  procedural  regu- 
lations as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  prescribe — 

"  'First.  To  take  possession  and  to  dispose  of  the  jjersonal  estate 
left  by  any  citizen  of  the  United  States,  except  a  seaman  who  is  a 
member  of  the  crew  of  an  American  vessel,  who  shall  die  within  or 
Is  domiciled  at  time  of  death  within  his  Jurisdiction:  Provided. 
That  such  procedure  is  authorized  by  treaty  provisions  or  permitted 
by  the  laws  or  authorities  of  the  country  wherein  the  death  occurs, 
or  the  decedent  Is  domiciled,  or  that  such  privilege  is  accorded  by 
established  usage:  Provided  further,  That  the  decedent  shall  leave 
in  the  country  where  the  death  occurred  or  where  he  was  domiciled, 
no  legal  representative,  partner  In  trade,  or  trustee  by  him  ap- 
pointed to  take  care  of  his  personal  estate.  A  consular  officer  or.  In 
his  absence,  a  diplomatic  officer  shall  act  as  the  provisional  conserva- 
tor of  the  personal  property  within  his  Jurisdiction  of  a  deceased 
citizen  of  the  United  States  but.  unless  authorized  by  treaty  provi- 
sions, local  law.  or  usage,  he  shall  not  act  as  admlnl.strator  of  such 
personal  property.  He  shall  render  assistance  In  guarding,  collect- 
ing, and  transmitting  the  property  to  the  United  States  to  be 
disposed  of  according  to  the  law  of  the  decedent's  domicile. 

"  "Second.  After  having  taken  possession  of  the  personal  prop- 
erty, as  provisional  conservator,  to  inventory  and  carefully  appraise 
the  effects,  article  by  article,  with  the  assistance  of  two  competent 
persons  who.  together  with  such  officer,  shall  sign  the  Inventory  and 
annex  thereto  an  appropriate  certificate  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the 
appraised  value  of  each  article. 

'•  "Third.  To  collect  the  debts  due  to  the  decedent  In  his  Jurisdic- 
tion and  pay  from  the  estate  the  obligations  owed  there  by  the 
decedent. 

•'  "Fourth.  To  sell  at  auction,  after  reasonable  public  notice, 
unless  the  amount  Involved  does  not  Justify  such  expenditure, 
such  part  of  the  estate  as  shall  be  of  a  perishable  natvire.  and  after 
reasonable  public  notice  and  notice  to  next  of  kin  If  they  can  be 
ascertained  by  reasonable  diligence  such  further  part,  if  any,  as 
shall  be  necessary  for  the  payment  of  the  decedent's  debts  Incurred 
in  such  country,  and  funeral  expenses,  and  expenses  Incident  to 
the  disposition  of  the  estate.  If.  at  the  expiration  of  1  year  from 
the  date  of  death  (or  for  such  additional  period  as  may  be  required 
for  final  settlement  of  the  estate),  no  claimant  shall  appear,  the 
residue  of  the  estate,  with  the  exception  of  Investments  of  bonds, 
shares  of  stocks,  notes  of  Indebtedness.  Jewelry  or  heirlooms,  or 
other  articles  having  a  sentimental  value,  shall  be  sold. 

"  "Fifth.  To  transmit  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sale-  (and  any  unsold  effects,  such  as  Investment  of 
bonds,  shares  of  stocks,  notes  of  Indebtedness,  Jewelry  or  heirlooms, 
or  other  articles  having  a  sentimental  value),  there  to  be  held  in 
trust  for  the  legal  claimant.  If,  however,  at  any  time  prior  to  such 
transmission,  the  decedent's  legal  representative  should  appear  and 
demand  the  proceeds  and  effects  In  the  officer's  hands,  he  shall 
deliver  them  to  such  representative  after  having  collected  the  pre- 
scribed fee  therefor. 

"  "The  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States,  or  such  member 
of  the  General  Accounting  Office  as  he  may  duly  empower  to  act  as 
his  representative  for  the  purpose,  shall  act  as  conservator  of  such 
parts  of  these  estates  as  may  be  received  by  the  General  Account- 
ing Office  or  are  in  Its  possession,  and  may,  when  deemed  to  be  In 
the  Interest  of  the  estate,  sell  such  effects.  Including  bonds,  shares 
of  stock,  notes  of  Indebtedness,  Jewelry,  or  other  articles,  which 
have  heretofore  or  may  hereafter  be  so  received,  and  pay  the  ex- 
penses of  such  sale  out  of  the  proceeds:  Provided,  That  application 
for  such  effects  shall  not  have  been  made  by  the  legal  claimant 

within   6   years   after   their   receipt.     The   Comptroller   General    is 

authorized,  for  and  In  behalf  at  the  estate  of  the  deceased,  to  re- 
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eetre  any  balances  due  to  such  estates,  to  draw  therefor  on  banks, 
safe  deposits,  trust  or  loan  companies,  or  other  like  Institutions,  to 
endOTse  all  checks,  bills  of  exchange,  promissory  notes,  and  other 
evidences  of  Indebtedness  due  to  such  estates,  and  take  such  other 
action  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  for  the  conservation  of  such 
states  The  net  proceeds  o«  such  sales,  together  with  such  other 
moneys  as  may  be  collected  by  him,  shall  be  deposited  into  the 
Treasury  to  a  fund  in  trust  for  the  legal  claimant  and  reported  to 
the  Secretary  of  State. 

"  If  no  claim  to  the  effects  the  proceeds  of  which  have  l>een  so 
deposited  shall  have  been  received  from  a  legal  claimant  of  the 
deorased  within  «  years  from  the  date  of  the  receipt  of  the  effects 
by  the  General  Accounting  Office,  the  funds  so  deposited,  with  any 
remaining  unsold  effecU.  less  transmittal  charges,  shall  be  trans- 
mitted liy  that  office  to  the  proper  officer  of  the  State  or  Territory 
erf  the  last  domlcUe  in  the  United  States  of  the  deceased  citizen.  If 
known,  or,  if  not,  such  funds  shall  be  covered  into  the  general  fUnd 
of  the  Treasury  as  mlscellaneoxis  receipts  on  account  of  proceeds 
ot  deceased  citizens,  and  any  such  remaining  unsold  effects  shall 
be  disposed  of  by  the  General  Accounting  Office  In  such  manner  as. 
In  the  Judgment  of  the  Comptroller  General.  Is  deemed  appropriate. 
or  they  may  be  destroyed  If  considered  no  longer  possessed  of  any 
▼alue-  Provided.  That  when  the  estate  shall  be  valued  In  excess 
of  aSOO.  and  no  claim  therefor  has  been  presented  to  the  General 
Accounting  OflVce  by  a  legal  claimant  within  the  period  specified 
In  this  paragraph  or  the  legal  claimant  Is  unknown,  before  disposi- 
tion of  the  eeUte  as  provided  herein,  notice  shall  be  given  by  pub- 
llahing  once  a  week  for  4  consecuUve  weeks  In  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  the  county  of  the  last  known  domicile  of  the  deceased. 
In  the  United  States,  the  expense  thereof  to  be  deducted  from  the 
proceeds  of  such  estate,  and  any  lawful  claim  received  as  the  re- 
^It  of  such  advertisement  shall  be  adjtisted  and  settled  as  provided 

"'1710  For  the  information  of  the  representative  of  the  de- 
ceased, the  consular  officer,  or,  11  no  consular  officer  Is  present,  a 
diplomatic  officer.  In  the  settlement  of  his  estate  shall  immediately 
notify  his  death  In  one  of  the  gaaettes  published  In  the  consular 
district,  and  also  to  the  Secretary  of  SUte.  that  the  same  may  he 
notified  in  the  State  to  which  the  deceased  belonged:  and  he  shall, 
aa  soon  as  may  be,  transmit  to  the  Secretary  of  State  an  Inventory 
Of  the  effects  of  the  deceased  taken  as  before  directed. 

"'1711  When  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  dies  In  a  foreign 
country  and  leaves,  by  any  lawful  testamentary  disposition,  special 
directions  for  the  custody  and  management,  by  the  consular  officer, 
or  In  his  absence  a  diplomatic  officer,  within  whose  Jurisdiction  the 
death  occurred,  of  the  personal  property  in  the  foreign  country 
which  he  possessed  at  the  time  of  death,  such  officer  shall,  so  far 
as  the  laws  of  the  foreign  coimtry  permit,  strictly  observe  such 
directions  if  not  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  U  such 
dtlaen  has  named,  by  any  lawful  testamentary  disposition,  any 
other  person  than  a  consular  offloer  or  diplomatic  officer  to  take 
charge  of  and  manage  such  property.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
oinc«'  whenever  required  by  the  person  so  named,  to  give  his  official 
aid  m' whatever  way  may  be  practicable  to  facilitate  the  proceedings 
of  such  person  In  the  lawful  execution  of  his  trust,  and,  so  far  as 
the  laws  of  the  country  or  treaty  provisions  permit,  to  protect  the 
nroperty  of  the  deceased  from  any  toterference  by  the  authorities 
of  tbe  covmtry  where  such  cltiaen  died.  To  this  end  it  shall  be  the 
duty  of  the  consular  officer,  or  If  no  consular  officer  is  present  a 
diplomatic  officer,  to  safeguard  the  decedent's  property  by  placing 
thereon  his  official  seal  and  to  break  and  remove  such  seal  only 
upon  the  request  of  the  person  designated  by  the  deceased  to  take 
charge  of  and  manage  his  property.'  " 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  10015)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PAYlfENT  OF  COMPENSATION  TO  CERTAIN  RECESS  APPOINTEES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  S.  2773,  to  authorize  the 
payment  of  compensation  to  recess  appointees  in  certain 

cases.  1  ..    ^..,       .,  «  __ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1761  of  the  Revised  Statutes  be. 
and  It  is  hereby,  amended  to  read  as  foUows: 

••8»c  1761  No  money  shaU  be  paid  from  the  Treasury,  as  s^ary. 
to  any  person  appointed  during  the  recess  of  the  Senate  to  fill  a 
vJcJScy  in  any  existing  office,  if  the  vacancy  existed  while  the  Senate 
was  in  session  and  was  by  law  required  to  be  filled  by  and  with  the 
Td^lce  fnd  wrLnt  of  the  Sen^.  until  such  appointee  has  been 
confirmed  by  the  Senate.  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not 
applyTa)  If  the  vacancy  arose  within  30  days  prior  to  the  termlna- 
Uon  of  the  s^ion  of  the  Senate:  or  (b)  If.  at  the  time  of  the  terml. 
nation  of  the  session  of  the  Senate,  a  nomination  for  such  office, 
other  than  the  nomination  of  a  person  aPPolntef  during  the  pre- 
ceding  recess  of  the  Senate,  was  pending  before  the  Senate  for  Its 
advice  and  consent:  or  (c)  If  a  nomination  for  f^c^  °«f  7»!  «- 
JwtS  by  the  Senate  within  30  days  prior  to  the  termination  of  the 

iession  Ld  a  person  other  than  the  °"«,  ^,^°^.«  "°"^>il^'>°"  ^ 
rejected  thereafter  receives  a  recess  commission:   PrortdcdLTliat  a 

nomination  to  fill  such  vacancy  under  (a),  <^>".fj'=>  .^^^'' g*'! 
be  submitted  to  the  Senate  not  later  than  40  days  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  succeeding  session  of  the  Senate. 
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The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  i"ead  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

SECTION   S709   OF  TECE  REVISED  STATUTES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  10061.  to  consolidate 
certain  exceptions  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and 
to  improve  the  United  States  Code. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  BENEFITS  OF  UNITED  STATES  ."?J;0™' fPfTJ^^o; 
TION  ACT  TO  MEMBERS  OF  THE  OFFICERS  RESERVE  CORPS  AND  OF 
THE  ENLISTED  RESERVE  CORPS  OF  THE  ARICY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU,  8.  3131.  to  extend  the  benefits 
of  the  United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Act  t^mem- 
bers  of  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps  and  of  the  Enlistea 
Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army  who  were  physically  injured  in 
line  of  duty  while  performing  active  duty  or  engaged  In 
authorized  training  between  dates  of  February  28.  1925,  and 
July  15. 1939,  both  inclusive,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
is  there  anyone  here  who  can  explain  this  biU  and  why  it 
should  be  here?  «^„„„ 

Mr  EDMISTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  see  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]  here.  I  know  something  about 
the  bill  as  it  came  before  our  committee.  This  bill  takes  care 
largely  of  Air  Corps  commissioned  and  noncommissioned  offi- 
cers who  prior  to  the  last  National  Defense  Act.  were  not 
protected',  but  are  now  protected.  This  puts  them  under  the 
Federal  Employees'  Compensation  Act  and  applies  to  men.  lor 
instance,  who  are  still  living  with  a  broken  back  or  something 
of  that  sort.  There  are  only  about  eight  cases  to  which  the 
bill  will  apply,  and  they  are  all  Reserve  officers  or  Reserve 

noncoms.  _      ,         ,  _ 

Mr  TABER.  Why  should  we  have  the  Employees  Compen- 
sation Act  apply  to  officers  of  the  Reserve  Corps  or  noncom- 
missioned officers  of  the  Reserve  Corps? 

Mr  EDMISTON.  Because  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  last 
National  Defense  Act  that  was  the  only  Government  agency 
under  which  they  could  get  compensation.  They  were  not 
members  of  the  Army,  and  until  we  put  this  particular  clause 
in  the  last  act  that  was  the  only  agency  from  which  they  could 

get  relief  * 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bUl,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  where  in  time  of  peace  any  member  of  the 
Officers"  Reserve  Corps  or  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army 
SS^p^ys^ly  mjurVd  in  line  of  duty  (1)  while  on  active  duty,  or 
Tsi   while  encaged  In  authorized  travel  to  and  from  such  duty,  or 
3    whUe  engB«ed  in  authorized  training  without  pay,  or  dies  or  has 
died  as  the  result  of   such  physical    injury,   where   such   injury   or 
death  occurred  between  the  dates  of  February  28.  1925,  and  July  15. 
1939   both  inclusive,  he  or  his  beneficiary  shaU  be  entitled  to  all  the 
benefits  prescribed  by  law  for  clvU  employees  of  the  United  States 
who  are  physically  Injured  in  line  of  duty  or  who  die  as  a  result 
thereof    and  the  United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commis- 
sion shall   have  Jurisdiction  in  such  cases  and   shall   perform   the 
same  duties  with  reference  thereto  as  In  the  cases  of  civil  employees 
of  the  United  States  so  Injured:  Provided.  That  the  benefits  shall 
accrue  to  any  such  member,  or  his  beneficiary,  whether  the  disabUlty 
or  death  is  the  result  of  sickness  or  disease  contracted  In  line  of  outy 
whUe  on  active  duty  when  such  sickness  or  disease  is  proximately 
caused  by  service  on  active  duty:  Provided  further.  That  employees' 
compensation  under  this  act  shall  not  be  paid  concurrenUy  with 
active-duty  pay  or  pension  based  upon  military  service,  and  in  the 
event  a  person  becomes  eligible  for  the  benefits  of  the  United  SUtes 
Employees'  Compensation  Act  and  Is  also  eligible  for.  or  Is  to  receipt 
of  a  pension  based  upon  military  service,  he  shall  elect  which  benefit 
to' receive-  Provided  further.  That  authorized  training  without  pay 
is  defined   as  inactive-status  training  under  written  authorization 
by  competent  mlUtary  authority  covering  a  specific  training  assign- 
ment and  prescribing  a  time  limit:  Provided  further.  That  for  the 
Durnose  of  determining  benefits  to  which  enUtled  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  members  of  the  Oflicers'  Reserve  Corps  or  of  the 
Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army  physically  injured  when  engaged 
In  authorized  training  without  pay  will  be  held  and  considered  as 
receiving  the  pay  and  allowances  they  would  have  received  If  in  a 
nav  status-  Provided  further.  That  Reserve  officers  entitled  to  the 
benefits  of  the  last  proviso  of  section  6  of  the  act  of  AprU  3,  1939 
(Public   No    18   76th  Cong.),  shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of 
this  act-  And  'provided  further.  That  nothing  herein  shaU  be  con- 
stnied  to  authorize  compensation  benefits  which  may  have  accrued 
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for  any  period  prior  to  the  approval  of  this  act  but  eligibility  for 
cSmSLStion  blneflu  shaU  be  determined  as  of  the  date  of  approva^ 
of   this   act   and   any   benefits   payable   shall   date   only   from   such 

Where  Injury  or  death  has  been  sustained  by  any  member  of  the 
Officers'  Reserve  Corps  or  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  while  performing 
authorized  training  without  pay  upon  Inactive  status  it  shall  be 
presumed  that  such  training  was  being  performed  under  written 
authorization  of  competent  military  authority  covering  a  specific 
training  assignment  and  prescribing  a  time  limit  and  thus  subject 
to  the  provision  of  this  act  unless  a  duly  appointed  examining 
board,  appointed  at  the  time  of  said  accident,  has  found  and 
reported  to  the  contrary. 

All  claims  for  disability  or  death  benefits  allowed  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  shall  be  made  within  1  year  from  its  approval  by 
the  President. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

On  page  2.  line  4.  after  the  comma  following  the  word  "inclusive", 
insert  the  following  language:  "when  such  injury  or  death  results 
from  an  accident  involving  a  military  hazard  such  as  flying  In  mili- 
tary aircraft,  participation  in  military  drills,  target  practice  and 
tactical  exercises,  and  In  Injury  cases  where  such  injury  has  resulted 
in  permanent  partial  or  permanent  total  disability." 

On  page  3.  line  13.  strike  out  the  following  proviso:  "ProtTided 
further.  That  Reserve  officers  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  last 
proviso  of  section  5  of  the  act  of  April  3,  1939  (Public,  No.  18. 
76th  Cong.),  shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  this  act." 

On  page  3,  line  17,  after  the  word  "approval".  Insert  the  follow- 
ing: "and  the  8-3rear  period  of  limitation  in  section  10-G  of  the 
Federal  Employees'  Compensation  Act  of  September  7.  1916,  shall 
be  computed  for  pxxrjjoses  of  this  act  from  the  date  of  approval 
thereof." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ITNITED  STATES  BTTTLDING  POLICX 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9116)  designating  building 
guards  employed  in  buildings  under  jurisdiction  of  the  Fed- 
eral Works  Agency  as  United  States  Building  Police,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  building  guards  providing  service  in 
any  buildings  In  the  District  of  Columbia,  under  the  Jiirlsdlctlon  of 
the  Federal  Works  Agency,  shall  hereafter  be  known  as  United 
States  Building  Police  and  shall  have  the  same  powers  and  shall 
perform  the  same  kind  of  duties  as  the  United  States  Park  Police 
and  the  Metropolitan  Police  of  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided. 
That  the  Jurisdiction  and  policing  power  of  such  United  States 
Building  Police  shaU  be  restricted  to  the  public  buildings,  grounds, 
and  other  areas  under  the  control  of  the  Federal  Works  Agency. 
The  United  States  Building  Police  shall  be  under  the  direction  of  a 
separate  division  cf  the  Public  Buildings  Administration  of  the 
Federal  Works  Agency  and  this  division  shall  be  directly  responsible 
to  the  Conunissioner  of  Public  Buildings. 

The  annual  salaries  of  the  United  States  Building  Police  without 
reference  to  the  Classification  Act  of  March  4,  1923,  as  amended, 
shall  be  as  follows: 

Chief  Inspector:  $3,500  for  the  first  year,  with  an  Increase  of  $100 
for  each  following  year  of  satisfactory  service  until  a  maximum  of 
$4,000  per  annum  has  been  attained. 

Inspector:  $2,700  for  the  first  year,  with  an  Increase  of  $100  for 
each  following  year  of  satisfactory  service  \mtil  a  maxlmiun  of 
$3  100  per  annum  has  been  attained. 

Fire  marshal:  $2  800  for  the  first  year,  with  an  Increase  of  $100 
for  each  following  year  of  satisfactory  service  until  a  maximum  of 
$3  200  per  annum  has  been  attained. 

Assistant  fire  marshal:  $2,300  for  the  first  year,  with  an  increase 
of  $100  for  each  following  year  of  satisfactory  service  until  a  maxi- 
mum of  $2,700  per  annum  has  been  attained. 

Captain:  $2,300  for  the  first  year,  with  an  Increase  of  $100  for 
each  following  year  of  satisfactory  service  until  a  maximum  of 
$2,700  per  annum  has  been  attained.  n 

Lieutenant:  $1,900  for  the  first  year,  with  an  Increase  of  $100  for 
each  following  year  of  satisfactory  service  until  a  maximum  of 
$2,300  per  annum  has  l)een  attained. 

Sergeant:  $1,700  for  the  first  year,  with  an  Increase  of  $100  for 
each  following  year  of  satisfactory  service  until  a  maximum  of 
$2,100  per  annum  has  been  attained. 

Private:  $1,500  for  the  first  year,  with  an  increase  of  $100  for  each 
following  year  of  satisfactory  service  until  a  maximum  of  $1,900  per 
annum  has  been  attained. 

No  private  shall  be  promoted  to  a  higher  grade  unless  he  shall 
have  served  satisfactorily  for  a  period  of  at  least  1  year. 

The  members  of  the  United  States  Building  Police  force  shall  be 
Instructed  in  their  duties  through  appropriate  training  coiuses  and 
furnished  with  complete  uniforms  and  such  other  equipment  as  may 
be  necessary  for  the  proper  performance  of  their  duties,  including 
badges,  arms,  ammunition,  masks,  etc.  This  equipment  shall  be 
handled  by  a  property  clerk  for  the  force,  who  shall  be  responsible 
for  the  issuance,  upkeep,  and  distribution  thereof. 
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The  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Works  Agency  Is  authorized 
and  directed  to  make,  modify,  and  enforce  necessary  riiles  and  regu- 
lations for  the  proper  government,  conduct,  discipline,  and  good 
name  of  the  said  United  States  Bulldmg  Police  force.  No  person 
shall  be  removed  from  the  said  United  States  Building  Police  force 
except  upon  written  charges  preferred  against  him  In  the  name  of 
the  officer  In  charge  of  the  Protection  Division  or  his  duly  author- 
ized representative,  to  a  trial  board  or  boards  which  shall  be  estab- 
lished to  hear  such  cases  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Works 
Agency  said  board  or  boards  to  be  similar  to  the  trial  board  pro- 
vided by  law  for  the  Metropolitan  Police  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Nothing  herein  contained  shall  operate  to  deprive  the  members 
of  the  United  States  Building  Police  force  from  any  benefits  arising 
from  the  act  of  May  22,  1920,  as  amended,  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
retirement  of  employees  in  the  classified  civil  service,  and  for  other 
purposes." 

The  application  of  this  act  shall  not  result  in  the  demotion  m 
salary  or  grade  of  any  employee,  nor  shall  the  application  of  these 
provisions  be  permitted  to  cause  the  dismissal  of  any  employee  from 
the  service  without  just  cause. 

That  to  provide  for  the  increased  salaries  and  compensation  of  the 
United  States  Building  Police,  so  much  as  is  necessary,  is  hereby 
authorized  to  t>e  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  TreasxuTT  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  supplement  the  amounts  which  have 
heretofore  been  appropriated  for  the  payment  of  the  salaries  of  the 
building  guards  in  the  buildings  in  the  District  of  Colvunbla  under 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Works  Agency. 

All  acts  or  parts  of  acts  In  conflict  with  this  act  are  hereby 
repealed. 

This  act  shall  take  effect  Immediately  upon  Its  passage. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  2.  line  2.  after  the  word  "Agency"  and  the  period,  strike  out 
the  remainder  of  the  paragraph. 

Page  2,  line  23,  after  the  word  "attained"  and  the  period,  insert 
the  following: 

"Investigators:  $2,300  for  the  flrst  year,  with  an  Increase  of  $100 
for  each  following  year  of  satisfactory  service  until  a  maximum  of 
$2,700  per  annum  has  been  attained." 

Page  3.  lines  15  to  22,  strike  out  aU  of  the  paragraph  and  insert  the 
following : 

"The  members  cf  the  United  States  Building  Police  force  shall  be 
Instructed  in  their  duties  through  appropriate  training  courses  and 
furnished  with  uniforms  and  such  other  equipment  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  proper  performance  of  their  duties,  including 
badges,  arms,  ammunition,  masks,  and  so  forth,  and  other  articles 
of  clothing  shall  \x  furnished  at  cost." 

Page  4.  line  6,  after  the  word  "charge",  strike  out  "of  the  Protec- 
tion Division." 

Page  4,  lines  17  to  20.  inclusive,  strike  out  all  of  the  paragraph. 

Page  5.  lines  4  and  5.  strike  out  all  of  the  paragraph. 

Page  5,  line  6,  strike  out  all  of  the  paragraph. 

Page  5.  line  3.  following  the  word  "Agency"  and  the  period.  Insert 
the  following  new  paragraph: 

"No  portion  of  the  appropriation  authorized  under  this  bill  shall 
be  used  to  pay  any  compensation  to  any  person  who  advocates,  or 
who  is  a  member  of  an  organization  that  advocates  the  overthrow  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  through  force  or  violence." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  mo- 
tion to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

TRIAL  OF  PETTY  OFFENSES  BY  tmiTED  STATES  COMMISSIONERS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  1999)  to  confer  jurisdiction 
upon  certain  United  States  commissioners  to  try  petty  offenses 
committed  on  Federal  reservations. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  ask  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schafer]  if  it  is  his  inten- 
tion to  press  his  amendment  at  this  time? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  It  certainly  is  my  intention 
to  press  the  amendment  at  this  time.  I  believe  that  the 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  who  are  present 
will  agree  that  it  should  be  pressed  at  this  time. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Then  I  shall  have  to  object 
to  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

SUNDRY   BIESSAGES   FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  were  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Latta. 
one  of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the  House  that  on 
the  following  dates  the  President  approved  and  signed  bills 
and  joint  resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 
On  Jime  14.  1940: 

H.  R.  8026.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes. 


1940 
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On  June  15.  1940: 
H.  R.  6044.  An  act  to  regulate  the  niunber  of  warrant  and 
commissioned  warrant  officers  in  the  Marine  Corps; 
H.  R.  7643.  An  act  to  facilitate  and  simpUfy  national-forest 

administration;  „        . 

H.  R.  8429.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  L.  P.  WorraU,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9848.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  or  acquisi- 
tion of  naval  aircraft,  the  construction  of  certain  pubUc 
works,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H  J.  Res.  367.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  Secretaries 
of  War  and  of  the  Navy  to  assist  the  governments  of  Ameri- 
can republics  to  increase  their  miUtary  and  naval  establlsh- 
•     ments,  and  for  other  purposes. 
On  June  17.  1940: 

H.R.2417.  An  act  to  facilitate  the  control  of  soil  erosion 
and  or  flood  damage  originating  upon  lands  within  the  ex- 
terior of  boundaries  of  the  Sequoia  NaUonal  Forest,  Calif.; 

H.R.  2418.  An  act  to  ext€nd  the  provisions  of  the  Forest 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  to  certain  lands,  so  that  they  may 
become  parts  of  the  Whitman,  Malheur,  or  Umatilla  National 

H  R  6446.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
authorize  the  city  of  Pierre.  S.  Dak.,  to  construct,  equip,  main- 
tain and  operate  on  Farm  Island.  S.  Dak.,  certain  amusement 
and  recreational  facilities;  to  charge  for  the  use  thereof;  and 
for  other  purposes,"  approved  August  16,  1937. 

On  June  18,  1940:  ,      x«-    ^^     ^ 

H  R  8745  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941. 
and  for  other  purposes:  and  .^    ,__,  ,  *. 

H  R  8913.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  legislative 
branch  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1941,  and  for  other  purposes. 
On  June  19,  1940: 
H  R  7074   An  act  to  amend  an  act  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary" Of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  certain 
disposition  of  condemned  ordnance,  guns,  projectiles,  and 
other  condemned  material  in  their  respective  departments. 
On  June  20,  1940: 
H  R  808  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Southern  District  of  Florida 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Zook  Palm  Nurseries.  Inc. :  and  .     ^.  ..      .        «, 

H  R  8096   An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursmg  offi- 
cers'of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  and  for  the  settlement 
of  individual  claims  approved  by  the  War  Department. 
On  June  24,  1940:  ,     .^    ^      , 

H  R  8668  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30.  1941.  for  civil  functions  administered  by  the 
War  Department,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  9117  An  act  to  eliminate  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine 
spirits  used  in  the  fortification  of  wine;  to  increase  the  tax 
on  wine;  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  revenue  occasioned  by 
the  elimination  of  the  tax  on  brandy  and  wine  spu-it5  used  in 
the  fortification  of  wine:  and  for  other  Purposes;  and 

H.R.9909.  An  act  to  amend  sections  2803  (C)  and  2903  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 

On  June  25,  1940:  „i„„„oc 

H.  R.  1827.  An  act  to  allow  moving  expenses  to  employees 

in  the  Railway  Mail  Service; 

H  R  5982.  An  act  for  the  protection  against  uiJawful  use 
of  the  badge,  medal,  emblem,  or  other  Insignia  of  veterans 
organizations  incorporated  by  act  of  Congress,  and  providing 
penalties  for  the  violation  thereof;  ,     ,w^  rw.no rf 

H  R.  8202.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941. 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  9958.  An  act  to  authorize  the  purchase  by  the  Recon- 
sti^ctlon  Finance  Corporation  of  stock  of  Federal  home-loan 
banks-  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
Act.  a^  amended,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H  R  10039.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national 
preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  provide 
a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  otiier  purposes. 


On  June  26,  1940:  ,   „      w  ,f-. 

H  R  3774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Albert  L.  Bamholtz, 

H.R.3964.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  H.  S.  Wayman; 

H.  R.  6095.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  WUbur  P.  Riddlesbarger 
and  Josephine  Riddlesbarger; 

H  R  6967.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Boyd; 

H  R  9007.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor.  Uie  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related 
independent  agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 
1941,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  9296.  An  act  to  authorize  the  attendance  of  tne 
Marine  Band  at  the  convention  of  the  Grand  Army  of  Uie 
Republic  to  be  held  at  Springfield,  m..  September  8  to  13. 

inclusive,  1940;  ,  ., 

H.  R.  10055.  An  act  making  supplemental  appropriations 

for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 

1941,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 
H  J  Res.  544.  Joint  Resolution  making  appropriations  for 

work  reUef  and  reUef.  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30. 

1941. 

On  June  27,  1940: 

H.  R.  10104.  An  act  making  appropriations  to  supply  de- 
ficiencies in  certain  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1940.  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30.  1940,  and 
June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  purposes. 
On  June  28,  1940: 

H.R.5138.  An  act  to  prohibit  certain  subversive  activities: 
to  amend  certain  provisions  of  law  with  respect  to  the  ad- 
mission and  deportation  of  aliens;  to  require  the  fingerprint- 
ing and  registration  of  aliens;  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R.  9139.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptey  throughout  the 
United  States,"  approved  July  1,  1898,  and  acts  amendatory 
thereof  and  supplementary  thereto;  and 

H.R. 9822.  An  act  to  expedite  national  defense,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

On  June  29,  1940: 

H.R. 8450.  An  act  to  extend  for  2  additional  years  the 
reduced  rates  of  interest  on  Federal  land  bank  and  land  bank 
commissioner  loans. 

EXCESS  PROFITS  (H.  DOC.  NO.  854) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was  read,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  ordered 
printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

We  are  engaged  in  a  great  national  effort  to  build  up  our 
national  defenses  to  meet  any  and  every  potential  attack. 

We  are  asking  even  our  humblest  citizens  to  contribute 
their  mite. 

It  is  our  duty  to  see  that  the  burden  is  equitably  distributed 
according  to  ability  to  pay  so  that  a  few  do  not  gain  from  the 
sacrifices  of  the  many. 

I,  therefore,  recommend  to  the  Congress  the  enactment 
of  a  steeply  graduated  excess- profits  tax.  to  be  applied  to  all 
individuals  and  all  corporate  organizations  without  discrimi- 
nation. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  1. 1940. 

MARGARET  REDMOND— VETO  MESSAGE    (H.  DOC.  NO.  855) 

The  SPEAKER  also  laid  before  the  House  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  approval,  H.  R.  2014. 
entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margaret  Redmond." 

The  bin  would  direct  the  payment  of  $5,257.50  to  Margaret 
Redmond,  widow  of  James  Redmond,  as  back  pension  al- 
legedly diie  the  veteran,  under  the  pension  laws  applicable  to 
veterans  of  Indian  wars,  for  the  period  extending  from  De- 
cember 1,  1923,  to  September  30.  1935,  it  being  contended 
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that  the  veteran  executed  an  application  for  pension  in  the 
month  of  December  1923.  and  that  said  application  was  lost 
or  mislaid  without  fault  on  his  part. 

The  only  application  of  James  Redmond  for  pension  on 
nie  in  the  Veterans'  Administration,  to  which  the  records 
of  the  former  Pension  Bureau  were  transferred  in  1930.  is  an 
application  filed  on  September  30.  1935.  on  account  of  which 
an  award  was  approved  in  the  amount  of  $50  per  month. 
Subsequently,   the  veteran  contended   that  he   should   have 
been  allowed  a  pension  from  March  4.  1917.  for  the  reason 
that  he  had  previously  made  an  application  for  such  benefit 
In  the  year  1923.    However,  the  alleged  application  of  1923 
was  not  mailed  by  the  claimant  to  the  then  Pension  Bureau. 
He  alleged  that  he  merely  filled  out  the  application  in  the 
office  of  a  Congressman  and  depended  upon  the  particular 
Representative  to  forward  such  application  to  the  proper 
Government  department.    A  thorough  search  has  failed  to 
reveal  the  existence  of  this  application  and  there  is  no  cor- 
respondence of  record  showing  that  inquiry  had  been  made  by 
the  veteran,  or  those  interested  in  his  behalf,  as  to  why 
benefits  had  not  been  paid.    He  also  failed  to  produce  the 
customary  notification  card  or  other  satisfactory  evidence 
showing  that  an  application  had  been  received  by  the  Pen- 
sion Bureau.    Furthermore,  the  veteran  stated  in  his  appli- 
cation of  September  1935.  that  he  had  not  previously  made 
a  claim  for  pension.    A  period  of  over  12  years  elapsed  be- 
tween the  time  the  veteran  alleged  he  filed  an  application 
until  his  application  of  September  1935  was  received. 

In  view  of  the  determinations  made  in  this  case,  including 
that  of  the  Board  of  Veterans'  Appeals,  that  there  is  a  total 
absence  of  any  official  information  to  establish  the  fact  that 
the  veteran  submitted  a  properly  executed  application  for 
pension  in  1923.  or  at  any  time  other  than  September  30, 
1935,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  approval  of  the  bill  is  not 

justified. 

It  is  in  order  to  point  out  that  soon  after  the  veterans 
death  in  1936.  Mrs.  Margaret  Redmond,  the  veteran's  widow 
and  beneficiary  under  the  bill,  filed  a  claim  for  and  was 
awarded  a  pension  in  the  amount  of  $30  per  month,  which  , 
pension  is  being  currently  paid. 

FRANKLIN  D.  ROOSEVTLT. 

The  Whiti:  House.  July  1, 1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  message  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  WOOD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  message  and 
bill  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered 

printed. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

REPORT     or     UNITED     STATES     DELAWARE     VALLEY     TERCENTENARY 
COMMISSION    (H.  DOC.  NO.   856) 

The  SPEAKER  also  laid  bsfore  the  House  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and.  with  the  accompanying  papers,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  ordered  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

In  compliance  with  the  request  of  the  United  States  Dela- 
ware Valley  Tercentenary  Commission,  which  was  established 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Public  Resolution  No. 
102.  Seventy-tdurth  Congress,  approved  June  5.  1936.  and  ex- 
tended unjier  Public  Resolution  No.  71.  Seventy-fifth  Con- 
gress, aj^i^ed  August  25.  1937, 1  transmit  herewith  the  Com- 
mi>si(Sn^  report  setting  forth  the  incidents  and  activities  in 
connection  with  the  celebration  which  was  held  at  Wilming- 
ton. Del..  PhUadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Swedesboro  and  Salem.  N.  J., 

in  the  year  1938. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  July  1.  1940. 

REDUCTION   OF    POLLUTION.    OHIO    RIVER    DRAINAGE    BASIN 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  S.  3617,  granting  the 
consent  and  approval  of  Congress  to  an  interstate  compact 
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relating  to  control  and  reduction  of  pollution  in  the  Ohio 
River  drainage  basin,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection.       \. 
The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  consent  and  approval  of  Congress 
Is  hereby  given  to  an  interstate  compact  relating  to  the  control  and 
reduction  of  the  pollution  of  the  streams  of  the  Ohio  River  drain- 
age basin  negotiated  and  entered  into  or  to  be  entered  Into  under 
authority  of  Public  Resolution  No.  104.  Seventy-fourth  Congress, 
approved  June  8.  1936.  and  now  ratified  by  the  States  of  New 
York  Illinois.  Kentucky,  and  Indiana,  and  by  the  State  of  Ohio 
(whcffle  ratification  Is  to  go  Into  effect  at  the  time  at  which  the 
States  of  New  York.  Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia  enter  Into 
said  compact  as  parties  and  signatory  States),  also  by  the  State 
of  West  Virginia  (whose  ratification  is  to  go  Into  effect  at  the  time 
at  which  the  State?  ol  New  York.  Ohio.  Virginia,  and  Pennsylvania 
enter  into  said  compact  as  parties  and  signatory  SUtes).  which 
compact  reads  as  follows: 
"Section  1. — 

"Ohio  Rivra  Valltt  Watbi  Santtatton  Compact 
"BrrwEiK  THE  States  or  Iixjnois.  Indiana.  Kentuckt.  New  York. 

Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennissee,  and  West  Viecinia 
"Pursuant  to  authority  granted  by  an  act  of  the  74th  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  Public  Resolution  104.  approved  June  8.  1936. 
conferences  of  delegates  appointed  to  draft  the  compact  were  held 
at   Cincinnati,   Ohio,   on   November   20.    1936;    January    17,    1938; 
May  24,  1938;  June  13.  1938;  October  11,  1938. 
"Whereas,  a  substantial  part  of  the  territory  of  each  of  the  sig- 
natory states  is  situated  within  the  drainage  basin  of  the  Ohio 
River;    and 

"Whereas,  the  rapid  Increase  In  the  population  of  the  varlovis 
metropolitan  areas  fituated  within  the  Ohio  drainage  basin,  and 
the  growth  In  industrial  activity  within  that  area,  have  resulted  In 
recent  years  in  an  Increasingly  serious  pollution  of  the  waters  and 
streams  within  the  said  drainage  basin,  constituting  a  grave  men- 
ace to  the  health,  welfare,  and  recreational  facilities  of  the  people 
Uvlng  In  Such  basin,  and  occasioning  great  economic  loss;   and 

"Whereas,  the  control  of  future  pollution  and  the  abatement  of 
existing  pollution  in  the  waters  of  said  basin  are  of  prime  im- 
portance to  the  people  thereof,  and  can  best  be  accomplished 
through  the  cooperation  of  the  Stales  situated  therein,  by  and 
through  a  Joint  or  common  agency; 

Now,  therefore,  the  States  of  Illinois.  Indiana.  Kentucky. 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  and  West  Virginia  do 
hereby  covenant  and  agree  as  follows: 

"aeticle  I 

"Each  of  the  signatory  States  pledges  to  each  of  the  other  signa- 
tory States  faithful  cooperation  in  the  control  of  future  pollution 
In  and  abatement  of  existing  pollution  from  the  rivers,  streams, 
and  waters  in  the  Ohio  River  Basin  which  flow  through.  Into,  or 
border  upon  any  of  such  signatory  States,  and  in  order  to  effect 
such  object,  agrees  to  enact  any  necessary  legislation  to  enable 
each  such  State  to  place  and  maintain  the  waters  of  said  basin 
m  a  satisfactory  sanitary  condition,  available  for  safe  and  satisfac- 
tory use  as  public  and  industrial  water  supplies  after  reasonable 
treatment,  suitable  for  recreational  usage,  capable  of  maintaining 
fish  and  other  aquatic  life,  free  from  unsightly  or  malodorous 
nuisance  due  to  floating  solids  or  sludge  deposits,  and  adaptable 
to  such  other  uses  as  may  be  legitimate. 

"AHTICLE    n 

"The  signatory  States  hereby  create  a  district  to  be  known  as 
the  'Ohio  River  Valley  Water  Sanitation  District.'  hereinafter 
called  the  District,  which  shaU  embrace  all  territory  within  the 
signatory  States,  the  water  In  which  flows  ultimately  into  the 
Ohio  River  or  its  tributaries. 

"akticle  in 

"The  signatory  States  hereby  create  the  'Ohio  River  Valley  Water 
Sanitation  Commission.'  hereinafter  called  the  Commission,  which 
shall  be  a  body  corporate,  with  the  powers  and  duties  set  forth 
herein,  and  such  additional  powers  as  may  be  conferred  upon  It 
by  subsequent  action  of  the  respective  legislatures  of  the  signatory 
States  or  by  act  or  acta  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

"AKTICLE  IV 

"The  Commission  shall  consist  of  three  commissioners  from  each 
State,  each  of  whom  shaU  l)e  a  citizen  of  the  State  from  which 
he  is  appointed,  and  three  commissioners  representing  the  United 
States  Government.  The  commissioners  from  each  State  shall  be 
chosen  in  the  manner  and  for  the  terms  provided  by  the  laws  of 
the  States  from  which  they  shall  be  appointed,  and  any  commis- 
sioner may  be  removed  or  sxispended  from  office  as  provided  by  the 
law  of  the  State  from  which  he  shall  be  appointed.  The  com- 
missioners representing  the  United  States  shall  be  appointed  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  or  in  such  other  manner  as  may 
be  provided  by  Congress  The  commissioners  shall  serve  without 
compensation,  but  shall  be  paid  their  actual  expenses  incurred  in 
and  incident  to  the  performance  of  their  duties;  but  nothing  herein 
shall  prevent  the  appointment  of  an  officer  or  employee  of  any  State 
or  of  the  United  States  Oovemment. 
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"AKTTCLB   ▼ 

-The  Commission  shall  elect  from  its  number  a  chairman  and 
vice  chairman,  and  shall  appoint,  and  at  Its  pleasure  remove  or 
discharge,  such  officers  and  legal,  clerical,  expert,  and  other  assist- 
ants as  may  be  required  to  carry  the  provisions  of  this  compact 
into  effect,  and  shall  fix  and  determine  their  duties,  qual  flcations. 
and  compensation.  It  shall  adopt  a  seal  and  suitable  bylaws,  and 
shall  adopt  and  promulgate  rules  and  regulations  for  lU  manage- 
ment and  control.  It  may  establish  and  maintain  one  or  more 
offices  within  the  District  for  the  transaction  of  its  bu-siness,  and 
mav  meet  at  any  time  or  place.  One  or  more  commissioners  from 
a  majority  of  the  member  States  ahaU  constitute  a  quorum  tor 
the  transaction  of  business.  ^  a^  ». 

"The  Commission  shaU  svfbmlt  to  the  Governor  of  each  State, 
at  such  time  as  he  moy  request,  a  budget  of  Its  estimated  expendi- 
tures for  such  period  as  may  be  required  by  the  laws  of  such  Stete 
lor  presentation  to  the  legislature  thereof.  ^     ^      ,   „ 

"•The  Commission  shall  keep  accurate  books  of  account,  showing 
In  full  Its  receipts  and  disbursements,  and  said  books  of  account 
shall  be  open  at  any  reasonable  time  to  the  Inspection  of  such 
representatives  of  the  respective  signatory  SUtes  as  may  be  duly 
constituted  for  that  purpose.  ^        ,        w       —    ♦»,-  r^^^ 

"On  or  before  the  first  day  of  December  of  each  year,  the  Com- 
mission shall  submit  to  the  respective  Governors  of  the  »5Bnatory 
States  a  fuU  and  complete  report  of  Its  activities  for  the  preceding 

'^^"The  Commission  shall  not  Inctir  any  obligations  of  any  kind  prior 
to  the  makinK  of  appropriations  adequate  to  meet  the  same;  nor 
shall  the  Commission  pledge  the  credit  of  any  of  the  signatory 
States,  except  by  and  with  the  authority  of  the  legislature  thereof. 

"AITICLK  VI 

"It  IS  recognized  by  the  signatory  States  that  no  single  standard 
lor  the  treatment  of  sewage  or  Induttrial  wastes  Is  appl  cable  in 
all  Darts  of  the  District  due  to  such  variable  factors  as  size,  flow, 
location  character,  self-purification,  and  usage  of  waters  within 
tSe  Dl?trlct.  The  guiding  principle  of  this  compact  shall  be  that 
nollution  bv  sewage  or  Industrial  wastes  originating  within  a  signa- 
tory State  shall  not  injuriously  affect  the  various  uses  of  the  Inter- 
state waters  as  herelnljefore  defined.  ^_..   .  , 

•All  sewage  from  municipalities  or  other  political  subdivisions, 
nubile  or  private  Institutions,  or  corporations,  discharged  or  per- 
mittP^  to  flow  into  these  portions  of  the  Ohio  River  and  Its  trlbu- 
Siy  waters  whl?h  form  boundaries  between,  or  are  contiguous  to. 
two  or  more  signatory  States,  or  which  flow  from  one  signatory 
State  into  another  signatory  State,  shall  be  so  treated,  within  a  time 
reasonable  for  the  construction  of  the  necessary  works,  as  to  provide 
Jnr^ubslantlally  complete  removal  of  settleable  solids,  and  the 
Smo?al  of  not  lesS  than  45  percent  of  the  total  suspended  solids: 
nrovidJd  that  in  order  to  protect  the  public  health  or  to  preserve 
the  waters  for  other  legitimate  purposes,  including  those  specified 
in  article  I  In  specific  Instances  such  higher  degree  of  treatment 
shall  be  used  as  may  be  determined  to  be  necessary  by  the  Commis- 
sion after  investigation,  due  noUce.  and  hearing.  .     ^^ 

"All  industrial  wastes  discharged  or  permitted  to  flow  into  the 
aforesaid  waters  shall  be  modified  or  treated,  within  a  time  reason- 
able for  the  construction  of  the  necessary  works  In  order  to  protect 
the  public  health  or  to  preserve  the  waters  for  other  legitimate 
DurDOses  including  those  specified  In  article  I.  to  such  degree  as 
ma?be  determined  to  be  necessary  by  the  Commission  after  Investl- 

eation,  due  notice,  and  hearing.  ....^  ^  *     -  „ 

•AH  sewace  or  industrial  wastes  discharged  or  permitted  to  flow 
into  tributaries  of  the  aforesaid  waters  situated  wholly  within  one 
State  shall  be  treated  to  that  extent,  if  any.  which  may  be  necessary 
t^maStan  such  waters  in  a  sanitary  and  satisfactory  condition  at 
leal?  eSial  to  the  condition  of  the  waters  of  the  IntersUte  stream 
immedlatelv  above  the  confluence. 

"^e  Commission  is  hereby  authorized  to  adopt,  prescribe,  and 
promulgaS^Jules,  regulations,  and  standards  for  administering  and 
enforcing  the  provisions  of  this  article, 

"AETicut  vn 
"Nothlne  m  this  compact  shall  be  construed  to  limit  the  powers 
Of  rnysSaJory  State,  or  to  repeal  or  prevent  the  enactnient  of 
2iy  iLSon  or  the  enforcement  of  any  requirement  by  any 
JSiatS  State.  Imposing  additional  conditions  and  restrictions  to 
limber    leslen    or    prevent    the    poUutlon    of    waters    within    its 

Jurisdiction,    i 

"ARTICLE  vm 

"The  Commission  shall  conduct  a  stirvey  of  the  territory  Included 
Within  tSr  D^trict,  shall  study  the  pollution  problems  of  the 
Dsfrlct  and  Shall  make  a  comprehensive  report  for  the  prevention 
S-  iSuct!on  of  s  reTm  pollution  therein.  In  preparing  such  report. 
Se^omSston  shall  wnfcr  with  any  national  or  regional  plan- 
ning bSdTwWch  may  be  established,  and  any  department  of  the 
?SlrSlLJemment  authorized  to  deal  with  "^"ers  relating  to 
the  dilution  problems  of  the  District.  The  Commission  shall 
draft  and  recommend  to  the  Governors  of  the  various  signatory 

ISres'uJlfo^  legislation  dealing  -'^..^'UrK^^^wifhlnTe 
streams  and  waters,  and  other  pollution  Problems  within  the 
nifitrict  The  Commission  shall  consult  with  and  advise  ine 
?arfous  Sta?«.  immunities,  municipalities,  corporations,  per^ns 
nr  other Vntl«M  With  regard  to  particular  problems  connected  with 
?LDollutZSwat^™^  particularly  with  regard  to  the  oonstruc- 
SUx^of  plam.  for  the  dUpo«d  of  «5wage.  industrial  and  other 
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waste.    The  Commission  shall,  more  than   1   ™°""'.  P'\7  .^^J 
regular  meeting  of  the  legislature  of  any  State  ^^ich  ^s  a  pwty 
thereto,  present  to  the  Governor  of  the   State   lu  f«;°  "f^°* 
tions  relating   to  enactments   to  be   made   by   any   legislature   in 
furthering  the  Intents  and  purposes  of  this  compact. 

"ABTICLE    IX 

"The  Commission  may  from  time  to  time,  after  l°7»*lff"°"  *"? 
after  a  hearing  Issue  an  order  or  orders  upon  any  municipality  co^ 
Orttlon.  person  or  other  entity  discharging  sewage  or  Industrial  waste 

into  the  Ohio  River  or  any  other  river.  «V-^^"  °J:';Vtw;^n^aSJ  two 
which  constitutes  any  part  of  the  boundary  line  *>^tw^n  any  two 
or  more  of  the  signatory  States,  or  into  any  stream  any  part  of 
whlTHows  fr^m  Iny  jS^rtlon  of  or^e^^%r.^^rj  S^^^xt^ro^^^  ^ 
portion  of  another  signatory  State.  Any  8"ch  order  or  orders  may 
prescribe  the  date  on  or  before  which  such  discharge  shall  be 
wholly  or  partially  discontinued,  modified  or  treated  or  otherwloe 
disposed  of  The  Commission  shall  give  reasonable  no"**  °^„^^« 
timVand  place  of  the  hearing  to  the  municipality.  ^O'-ponatlon  or 
other  entity  against  which  such  order  Is  proposed.  No  such  onder 
shall  go  into  effect  unless  and  until  It  receives  the  assent  of  at  least 
a  majority  of  the  commissioners  from  each  of  not  less  than  a  ma- 
jority of  the  signatory  States;  and  no  such  order  upon  a  munlcl- 
Sity,  corporation,  p«rson  or  entity  In  any  State  shall  go  into  effect 
unless  and  until  itVeceives  the  assent  of  not  less  than  a  majority 
of  the  commissioners  from  such  state. 

"It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  municipality,  corporation,  pe"oa 
or  other  entity  to  comply  with  any  such  order  Issiied  against  It 
or  him  by  the  Commission,  and  any  court  of  general  Jurisdiction  or 
any  United  States  district  court  In  any  of  the  signatory  States  shall 
have  the  Jurisdiction,  by  mandamus,  injunction,  specific  perform- 
ance or  other  form  of  remedy,  to  enforce  any  such  order  against  any 
municipality,  corporation  or  other  entity  domiciled  or  located  within 
such  State  or  whose  discharge  of  the  waste  takes  place  within  or 
adjoining  such  State,  or  against  any  employe,  department  or  sub- 
division of  such  municipality,  corporation,  person  or  other  entity. 
nrovlded.  however,  such  court  may  review  the  order  and  affirm, 
reverse  or  modify  the  same  upon  any  of  the  grounds  customarily 
applicable  In  proceedings  for  court  review  of  administrative  de- 
cisions The  Commission  or,  at  its  request,  the  Attorney  General 
or  other  law  enforcing  official,  shall  have  power  to  Institute  In 
such  court  any  action  for  the  enforcement  of  such  order, 

"ARTICLE   X 

"The  signatory  States  agree  to  appropriate  for  the  salaries,  office 
and  other  administrative  e.xpenses,  their  proper  proportion  of  the 
annual  budget  as  determined  by  the  Commission  and  approved  by 
the  Governors  of  the  signatory  States,  one-half  of  such  amount  to 
be  prorated  among  the  several  States  In  proportion  to  their  popula- 
tion within  the  District  at  the  last  preceding  federal  census,  the 
other  half  to  be  prorated  In  proportion  to  their  land  area  within 

the  District. 

"AR'ncLX  ZX 

"This  compact  shall  become  effective  upon  ratification  by  the 
legislatures  of  a  majority  of  the  States  located  within  the  District 
and  upon  approval  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States;  and  shall 
become  effective  as  to  any  additional  States  signing  thereafter  at 
the  time  of  such  signing." 

Sec  2  Without  further  submission  of  said  compact,  the  consent 
of  congress  Is  hereby  given  to  the  State  of  Virginia  or  any  other 
State  with  waters  In  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin,  entering  Into 
said  compact  as  a  signatory  State  and  party  In  addition  to  the 
SUtes  therein  named  or  any  of  them. 

Sec  3.  The  commissioners  to  represent  the  United  States,  as 
provided  In  article  IV  of  said  compact,  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President. 

Sec.  4.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  the  provisions  of 
section  i  is  hereby  expressly  reserved. 

Mr,  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ofifer  the  following  commit- 
tee amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have 
read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  12.  line  8.  after  section  3,  insert: 
••Sec.  4.  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  or  in  the  compact  herein 
approved  shall  be  considered  as  Impairing  or  affecting  the  sov- 
ereignty of  the  United  States  or  any  of  Its  rights  or  Jurisdictions 
m  and  over  the  area  or  waters  which  are  the  subject  of  such 
compact." 

Line  9,  page  12.  change  the  figtire  "4"  to  the  figure  "6." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider laid  on  the  table. 

COST  OF  RETURNING  REMAINS.  ETC..  OF  UNITED  STATES  EMPLOYEES' 

DYING    ABROAD 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (8.  3899)  to  defray  the 
cost  of  returning  to  the  United  States  the  remains,  families, 
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and  effect*  of  officers  and  employee*  dying  abroad,  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  SPEAKER,    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  cm«  any  civilian  officer  or  employe* 
at  the  United  State*  dies  (1)  while  In  %  travel  ■tatus  away  from 
hi*  official  ftatlon  In  the  United  States  or  (2)  while  performing 
oOcial  dutlea  In  a  Territory  or  poMearton  of  tb*  United  Btatea  or 
"In  a  foreign  country  or  in  tranalt  thereto  or  therefrom,  the  head  of 
the  department,  Independent  efitabliihrnent.  agency,  or  federally 
owned  or  controlled  corporation,  hereinafter  called  department,  in 
the  serrlce  of  which  auch  officer  or  employee  waa  enga«d.  U  hereby 
authorised,  tinder  regulationa  to  b«  prescribed  by  the  Prealdent  and 
except  aa  otherwlae  provided  by  law.  to  pay  from  the  appropriation 
•vaiUble  for  the  activity  In  which  he  waa  engaged- 
la)  In  ease  of  the  death  of  the  officer  or  employee  In  such  travel 
atatuii  In  the  United  SUteii,  or  In  the  ease  of  the  death  of  the 
officer  or  employee  while  performing  official  dutle*  in  a  Territory 
or  poeeeaalon  of  the  United  State*  or  In  a  foreign  country  or  in 
tranult  thereto  or  therefrom,  the  expense*  of  preparing  and  trana- 
porting  the  remain*  of  auch  officer  or  emplpyee  to  hi*  home  or 
official  etatton  or  such  other  place  a*  the  head  of  the  department 
concerned  shall  determine  to  be  the  appropriate  place  of  Interment. 

(b)  In  ca«e  of  the  death  of  the  officer  or  employee  while  per- 
forming official  dutle*  In  a  Territory  or  poaaeselon  of  the  United 
StateH  or  In  a  foreign  country  or  In  tranalt  thereto  or  therefrom,  the 
transportation  expense*  of  hi*  dependenU.  including  expenae*  In- 
curred In  packing,  crating,  drayage.  and  tranaportatlon  of  houae- 
bold  effects  and  other  personal  property  to  his  former  home  or 
•uch  other  place  as  the  head  of  the  department  shall  determine. 

Sec.  2.  The  benefit*  of  section  1  of  this  act  ahall  not  be  denied 
In  any  case  on  the  ground  that  the  deceaaed  was  temporarily  absent 
from  duty  when  death  occurred. 

8kc.  3.  Thl*  act  shall  become  effective  60  days  after  It*  enactment. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ACQUisrnoN  or  Indian  lands  for  parker  dam 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9707) 
for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for  the  Parker  Dam  and 
Reservoir  project,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arizona? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  a  similar 
Senate  bill,  S.  3931,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senate  bill  may  be  substituted. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  Clerk  will  report 
the  Senate  bill. 

Mr.  WOLCXyiT.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, is  the  Senate  bill  identical  with  the  House  bill.  H.  R.  9707? 

Mr.  MURDCXJK  of  Arizona.     The  bills  are  identical. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  The  Senate  bill  Is  identical  with  the 
House  committee  amendment;  is  that  right? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.     That  is  right. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  If  enacted,  etc..  That,  In  aid  of  the  construction  of  the  Parker 
E>am  project,  authorized  by  the  act  of  August  30.  1935  (49  Stat. 
1028).  there  Is  hereby  granted  to  the  United  States,  its  successors 
and  assigns,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  act.  all  the  right,  title. 
and  Interest  of  the  Indians  In  and  to  the  tribal  and  allotted  lands 
of  the  Fort  Mohave  Indian  Reservation  In  Arizona  and  the  Cheme- 
buevl  Reservation  in  California  as  may  be  designated  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  determine  the  amount 
of  money  to  be  paid  to  the  Indians  as  Just  and  equitable  com- 
pensation for  the  rights  granted  under  section  1  hereof.  Such 
amount  of  money  shall  be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by 
the  Metropjolitan  Water  District  of  Southern  California,  a  public 
"^corporation  of  the  State  of  California.  In  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  the  contract  made  and  entered  into  on  February  10.  1933.  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America,  acting  through  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  and  the  Metropolitan  Water  District  of  Southern 
California.  In  the  case  of  tribal  lands,  the  amount  due  to  the 
appropriate  tribe  shall  be  deposited  by  the  said  Secretary  In  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  May  17.  1926  (44  Stat.  560).  as  amended.  The  amounts  due 
Individual  allottees,  their  heirs,  or  devisees  shall  be  deposited  by 
the  said  Secretary  to  the  credit  of  the  superintendent  of  the  Colo- 
rado River  Indian  Agency,  or  such  otber  officer  as  shall  be  designated 


by  the  Secretary,  for  the  credit  on  the  book*  of  th«  said  sgency  to 
the  accounts  of  the  individual  Indiana  concerned. 

Src  3  Pund*  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  allottee*,  their  ttelr*. 
or  devisee*  may  be  \i**d.  In  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  for  the  acquliltlon  of  other  Linda  and  improvement*  now 
In  Indian  ownerahlp.  or  the  conatructlon  of  Improvement*  for  the 
allottees,  their  heirs,  or  devisees  who*e  lands  and  Improvements  ore 
acquired  under  the  provisions  of  thl*  act.  Land*  so  acquired  ahall 
be  held  in  the  tame  statiu  as  those  from  which  the  fund*  were 

derived. 

8ic  4.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  la  hereby  authorised  to  per- 
form- any  and  all  acta  and  to  prescribe  auch  regulations  a*  may  be 
deemed  appropriate  to  carry  out  the  provuion*  cf  thl*  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9707)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CXCHANCI  or  M AVAJO  IWDIAJT  LANDS,  AJtIZONA 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  'H.  R. 
0808)  to  authorize  exchanges  of  lands  within  the  Navajo 
Indian  Reservation.  Ariz, 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arizona? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  an 
Identical  Senate  bill,  8.  3972,  which  I  ask  to  be  substituted. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  may  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  the  House  bill,  as 
reported  by  our  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  is  identical  with 
the  Senate  bill? 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  These  bills  are  identical.  I 
have  checked  them  very  carefully  Just  a  moment  ago— H.  R. 
9808  and  S.  3972. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  be.  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized,  in  his  discretion,  to  exchange  tribal  land-j 
within  the  Navajo  Indian  Reservation  in  Arizona  for  privately  owned 
nUneral  lands  of  approximately  equal  value  within  the  boundary  of 
such  reservation.  Upon  conveyance  to  the  United  States  In  trust 
for  the  Navajo  Indians  of  the  lands  being  acquired  by  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  authorized  to  issue  a  patent 
in  fee  covering  the' lands  granted  In  exchange:  Provided.  That  the 
sufficiency  of  title  to  all  such  lands  acquired  by  the  United  States 
shall  \x  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9808)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

adoption  or  minors  by  Indians 
Mr.  Rogers  of  Oklahoma.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  8499) 
relating  to  adoption  of  minors  by  Indians,  with  a  Senate 
amendment,  and  agree  to  the  Senate  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  17.  strike  out  "of  where  It  appears  the  first  time, 
and  insert  "or." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
is  there  any  member  of  the  minority  here  who  has  been  con- 
sulted about  this? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma.  The  amendment  was  called  to 
the  attention  of  the  committee.  It  is  just  a  change  of  the 
word  "of"  for  the  word  "or." 

Mr.  TABER.  It  was  called  to  the  attention  of  the  minority 
members? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma.  Yes.  It  is  Just  a  change  of 
the  word  "of"  to  the  word  "or." 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  wish  to  assure  the  gentle- 
man that  I,  a  member  of  the  minority  on  the  Indian  Affairs 
1  Committee,  have  been  consulted.    The  Senate  amendment 
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does  not  change  the  bill.  The  bill  was  reported  by  our  com- 
mittee by  a  unanimous  vote.  We  shall  continue  to  watch 
these  bills  so  that  nothing  will  be  slipped  In. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objccUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

leasing  Of  HCSTRICTID  ALLOTMINTS  OF  DICIASIO  IKDIAJfS 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  'H.  R. 
8024)  to  provide  for  the  leasing  of  restricted  allotments  of 
deceased  Indians  In  certain  circumstances,  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  a  Senate  amendment,  and  agree  to  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Lilns  3,  after  "leased",  insert  "except  for  oil  and  gas  mining 
purpossa." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

I  EXPLANATION 

Mr.  HENDRICKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS.  Mr.  Speaker  and  Members  of  the 
House.  I  was  supposed  to  have  been  at  the  Townsend  conven- 
tion today  in  St.  Louis,  and  it  would'have  been  a  very  great 
pleasure  to  have  attended.  However,  to  keep  the  record 
straight.  I  wish  to  give  two  reasons  why  it  was  impossible  to 
leave  Washington  at  this  time:  First,  the  people  of  this 
Nation,  including  my  own  constituents,  have  insisted  that 
Congress  remain  in  session  during  the  present  crisis  in 
Europe,  and  for  that  reason  I  felt  that  I  should  remain  as 
close  to  my  post  of  duty  as  possible.  The  second  reason  is 
that  the  Speaker  of  the  House  has  informed  me  that  he 
might  recognize  us  for  the  suspension  of  the  rules  to  bring 
up  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  40,  a  resolution  dealing 
with  the  reimbursement  of  the  people  of  Florida  for  losses 
sustained  during  the  Mediterranean  fruitfly  campaign.  Un- 
.  der  the  suspension  of  the  rules  it  takes  two-thirds  of  the 
Members  voting  to  pass  a  bill.  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution 
40  affects  hundreds  of  constituents  in  my  district,  and  I  am 
sure  that  none  of  them  would  understand  my  absence  from 
the  Capitol  if  this  resolution  Is  brought  up.  In  addition  to 
this.  I  have  a  bill  on  both  the  Consent  and  Private  Calendars 
for  today  and  tomorrow.  For  these  reasons  I  must  forego 
the  pleasure  of  attending  the  convention.  [ Applause.  1 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 


EXTENSION   OF   REM\RKS 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
modify  the  request  that  I  made  earlier  to  extend  my  remarks, 
to  include  therein  a  copy  of  a  telegram  sent  by  myself  to  a 
Legion  post,  and  extracts  from  editorials,  as  well  as  citations 
from  legal  authorities. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  SHANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  on  Wednesday,  July  3.  after  the  disposition  of  the  legis- 
lative program  for  the  day  I  be  permitted  to  address  the 
House  for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Missouri? 
There  was  no  objection. 

METROPOLITAN   WATER    DISTRICT   OF   SOTTTHERN    CALIFORNIA 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6831)  to  au- 
thorize the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  lease  certain  of  the 
public  lands  to  the  Metropolitan  Water  District  of  Southern 
California  for  the  extraction  of  sodium  chloride  for  water- 


condltlonlng  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments  and  agree  to 
the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill.  U4    » 

Mr.  Dl'l'l'ER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  oDject, 
will  the  gentleman  advise  the  House  whether  the  minority 
members  have  been  advised  of  the  request  just  made? 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  The  minority  members  of  the  committee 
have  been  advised  and  they  are  agreeable. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  oi  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Pags  a,  line  1.  sft«r  "sodium",  insert  "solely.-  _^.  «,- 

Page  a.  line  3.  atrUw  out  "purposes",  and  insert  "purposes.  Fro^ 
vided.  That  nothing  in  thU  act  shall  be  construed  to  empower  the 
aald  district  to  produce  sodium  chloride  or  any  othsr  valuable 
deposit  In  aald  land*  for  commercial  purpoaes." 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

IXTEMSIOlf  or  KEMARKS 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  Include 
therein  two  editorials  from  the  St.  Louis  Globe-Democrat. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

TO    ENCOURAGE    TRAVEL    IN    THE   XTNITED    STATES 

Mr  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6884)  to  encourage 
travel  in  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  to  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendment  and 
ask  for  a  conference. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Lea,  Bulwinkle,  and  Wolverton. 

UNITED  STATES  COMMISSIONERS  ON  FEDERAL  RESERVATIONS 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
return  to  Calendar  No.  867,  H.  R.  1999,  to  confer  jurisdiction 
upon  certain  United  States  commissioners  to  try  petty  of- 
fenses committed  on  Federal  reservations.  I  understand  that 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  Schafer],  and  the  gen- 
tleman from  Oklahoma   LMr.  O'Connor]   do  not  desire  to 

press  their  objections. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  must  object  because  I  had  understood  that  we  had  left  the 
calendar  and  there  would  be  no  further  requests  made  to 
return  to  the  calendar.  I  have  just  talked  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  who  has  suggested  to  me  that  in  his  al>sence 
he  does  object  to  returning  to  the  calendar. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  press  his  ob- 
jection. The  vacation  season  is  now  upon  us  and  this  bill  is 
designed  to  expedite  travel  in  the  national  parks.  It  is  not 
a  bill  of  any  moment. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  will  not  with- 
hold his  request  temporarily  until  we  dispose  of  the  suspen- 
sion that  is  coming  up. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Certainly.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  withdraw  my 
request  for  the  time  being. 

WORLD  WAR  ARMY.  NAVY.  AND  MARINE  CORPS  OFFICERS 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  suspend  the 
rules  and  pass  the  bill  (S.  134)  providing  for  continuing  re- 
tirement pay.  under  certain  conditions,  of  oflBcers  and  former 
officers  of  the  Army.  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  of  the  United 
States,  other  than  officers  of  the  Regular  Army,  Navy,  or  Ma- 
rine Corps,  who  incurred  physical  disability  while  in  the  serv- 
ice of  the  United  States  during  the  World  War,  and  for  other 
purposes  as  amended. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  amended  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any 
law  of  the  United  States,  any  person  who  served  as  an  officer  oI  the 
Army  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  of  the  United  States  during  the  World 
War  other  than  as  an  oOcer  of  the  Regular  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine 
Corps  during  the  World  War,  who  made  valid  application  for  retlre- 
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ment  under  the  provision*  ot  Public  Law  No.  606.  Seventieth  Con- 
^L    enacted  May  24.  1928   (U.  8    C.  Supp.  Vn.  title  38.  ^ecs    581 
and  582).  and  who  prior  to  the  paasage  of  this  act  has  been  granted 
retirement  with  pay  and  Is  shown  to  have  been  heretolore  correctly 
rated  shall  be  entitled  to  continue  to  receive  retirement  pay  at  the 
monthly  rate  paid  him  on  March  19.  1933.  If  the  disability  for  which 
he  has  been  retired  resxilted  from  disease  or  mjury  or  aggravation 
of  a  preexisting  disease  or  Injury  tocurred  In  such  service  In  fact  in 
line  of  duty  and  dlrecUy  resulting  from  the  performance  of  duty: 
Provided    That  such  perton  rendered  active  service  as  a  commis- 
sioned officer  within  the  period  between  April  6.  1917.  and  Novem- 
t>er  11    1918-  Provided  further.  That  where  the  dlsablUty  Is  now  or 
hereafter  determined  to  be  clearly  shown  by  all  of  the  evidence  to 
have  been  Incurred  In  or  aggravated  by  active  service,  in  fact  In  line 
of  duty  without  benefit  of  any  statutory  or  regulatory  presumption 
of  any  kind    It  will  be  considered  to  have  directly  resulted   from 
performance  of  duty:   Provided  further.  That  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans"  Affairs  Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  adjudicate 
claims  for  emergency  officers'   retirement  In   accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  act  of  May  24.  1928   (Public  Law  No.  506.  70th 
Cong^)     subject  to  limitations  contained  In  section  10  of  the  act 
of  March  20.  1933   (Public  Law  No.  2.  73d  Cong.),  as  modified  by 
the  provisions  of  this  act.  In  any  case  where  the  dlsabUity  resulted 
from  injury  or  disease  Incurred  In  combat  with  an  enemy  of  the 
United  States,  and  where  entitlement   Is  established   based  upon 
such   Injury   or  disease   the   AdminisUator  of   Veterans'   Affairs  Is 
hereby  authorized  to  grant  retirement  with  pay  as  provided  in  the 
said  act  of  May  24,  1928.  notwithstanding  the  failure  of  the  person 
to  file  claim  within  the  period  required  by  said  act  of  May  24, 
1928 

Sec.  2.. No  beneficiary  under  this  act  shall  receive  any  retirement 
pay  for  any  period  prior  to  the  date  of  this  act. 

Sec.  3  That  subsection  (b)  of  section  212  of  Public  Law  No.  212, 
Seventy-second  Congress,  shall  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  This  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  person  whose  retired 
pay.  plus  civilian  pay,  amoimts  to  less  than  »3.00C:  Provided,  That 
this  section  shall  not  apply  to  Regular  or  emergency  commissioned 
officers  retired  for  disability  incurred  in  combat  with  an  enemy  of 
the  United  States  or  for  disabilities  resulting  from  an  explosion  of 
an  instrtunentality  of  war  In  line  of  duty  during  an  enlistment  or 
employment  as  provided  In  Veterans  Regulation  No.  1  (a),  part  I, 
paragraph  I." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Cooper).  Is  a  second 
Remanded?  [After  a  pause.]  If  not,  the  Chair  will  put  the 
question. 

The  question  is.  Shall  the  rules  be  suspended  and  the  bill 
pass? 

The  question  was  taken;  and  two-thirds  having  voted  in 
favor  thereof,  the  rules  were  suspended  and  the  bill  was 

passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  and  a  similar  House  bill  (H.  R.  483) 
were  laid  on  the  table, 

UNITED  STATES   COMMISSIONERS  ON  rEDERAL   RESERVATIONS 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  renew  my  request  to  return  to 
Calendar  No.  867,  H.  R.  1999,  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  cer- 
tain United  States  commissicners  to  try  j)etty  offenses  com- 
mitted on  Federal  reservations. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  any  United  States  commissioner  specially 
designated  for  that  purpose  by  the  coxirt  by  which  he  was  appointed 
shall  have  Jurisdiction  to  try  and.  if  found  guilty,  to  sentence  per- 
sons charged  with  petty  offenses  against  the  law,  or  rules  and  regu- 
lations made  In  pursuance  of  law.  committed  In  any  place  over 
which  the  Congress  has  exclusive  pxjwer  to  legislate  or  over  which 
the  United  States  has  concurrent  Jurisdiction,  and  within  the  Judi- 
cial district  for  which  such  commissioner  was  appointed.  The 
probation  laws  shall  be  applicable  to  persons  so  tried  before  United 
States  commissioners.  For  the  purposes  of  this  act  the  term  "petty 
offense"  shall  be  defined  as  In  section  335  of  the  Criminal  Code 
(U  S.  C.  Utle  18,  sec.  541).  If  any  person  charged  with  such  petty 
cfrenae  shall  so  elect,  however,  he  shall  be  tried  In  the  district  court 
of  the  United  States  which  has  Jurisdiction  over  the  offense.  The 
commissioner  before  whom  the  defendant  U  arraigned  shall  apprise 
the  defendant  of  his  right  to  make  such  election  and  shall  not  pro- 
ceed to  try  the  case  unless  the  defendant,  after  being  so  apprised, 
signs  a  written  consent  to  be  tried  before  the  commissioner. 

Sec.  2.  In  all  cases  of  conviction  by  United  States  commissioners 
an  appeal  shall  lie  from  the  Judgment  of  the  commissioner  to  the 
district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  In  which  the 
ofleoK  wa«  committed.     The  Supreme  Court  ahaU  prescribe  rules 
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of  procedure  and  practice  for  the  trial  of  cases  ^'of^,co«?»";on- 
ers  and  for  Ukuig  aud  hearing  of  appeals  to  the  said  district  court* 

Sic  3  United  States  commissioners  specially  designated  under 
authority  of  section  1  of  this  act  shall  receive  for  services  rendered 
under  this  act  the  same  fees,  and  none  other,  as  provided  for  like  or 
similar  services  in  other  cases  under  section  21  of  the  act  of  May  28. 
1896  (29  Stat.  184;  U.  S.  C.  title  28.  sec.  597). 

Sic  4  This  act  shall  not  be  construed  as  In  any  way  repealing  or 
limiting  the  existing  Jurisdiction,  power,  or  authority  of  United 
States  commissioners.  Including  United  States  commissioners  ap- 
pointed for  the  several  national  parks  and  United  States  commis- 
sioners in  Alaska.  ^^     ....  ^  ,  .,. 

Sec  5.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  not  apply  to  the  District 
of  Coliunbla. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  special 
order,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Jones]  is  recognized 
for  30  minutes. 

the  LAND— OtJR  m.TIMATE  SECTJRITY 
OUTLINX 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr,  Speaker,  at  the  close  of  the  dec- 
ade ending  with  1932.  what  did  the  farmers  of  America  have? 

They  had  the  Farm  Board  and  the  panic. 

What  has  been  done  for  them  since  that  time? 

They  have: 

Rrst,  the  soil  and  water  conservation  program. 

Second,  the  lowest  farm  Interest  rates  in  our  history. 

Third,  rural  electrification. 

Fourth,  marketing  agreements. 

PJth,  commodity  loans. 

Sixth,  parity  payments. 

Seventh,  research  into  new  uses  and  new  markets. 

Eighth,  the  stamp  plan  and  distribution  of  surplus  com- 
modities. 

Six  million  farmers  are  voluntarily  cooperating  in  the 
various  wings  of  the  program. 

Would  anyone  advocate  the  repeal  of  any  of  these  acts? 

OtTB  GREATEST  HTDUSTET 

Mr,  Speaker,  farming  is  as  old  as  history.  It  was  the  origi- 
nal occupation  of  man.  It  produces  the  basic  essentials  of 
practically  all  other  activities,  "When  tillage  begins,  the 
other  arts  follow.  The  farmers,  therefore,  are  the  founders 
of  human  civilization." 

It  need  no  longer  be  argued  that  the  permanent  success  of 
Industry  Is  linked  with  the  success  of  the  producer.  That  Is 
now  accepted  as  axiomatic. 

The  business  of  farming  is  the  largest  individual  business 
in  America.  Thirty  million  people  produce  billions  in  the 
value  of  cattle,  sheep,  hogs,  and  great  quantities  of  com. 
wheat,  cotton,  barley,  rice,  flax,  and  more  than  100  other 
commodities.  In  value,  volume,  and  number  of  people  af- 
fected. It  surpasses  any  other  industry  in  our  land. 

For  more  than  100  years,  legislation  has  been  enacted  in 
favor  of  various  groups,  and  business  practices  have  added 
to  the  cost  of  the  farmers'  supplies.  Tariffs,  trade  barriers, 
wage  scales,  trusts,  monopolies,  transportation  costs,  and 
many  other  laws  and  practices  have  interfered  with  his  orig- 
inal freedom  of  operation.  Out  of  these  things  has  grown 
the  farm  problem. 

A  remedy  must  be  applied.  It  should  be  broad  enough  to 
cover  the  entire  field.  It  is  not  a  simple  assignment.  The 
scores  of  commodities  require  different  methods,  different 
facilities,  different  marketing,  different  forms  of  credit,  and 
different  approaches  to  the  problem. 

It  is  easy  to  criticize.  It  is  difBcult  to  construct.  Just 
what  has  been  done  within  the  last  few  years? 

son,    CONSERVATION 

In  the  first  place,  we  have  adopted  a  program  of  conserving 
and  rebuilding  the  soil.  Every  man,  woman,  and  child  in 
America,  in  the  long  road  of  the  future.  Is  vitally  interested 
In  this  program.  A  simple  visit  to  the  broken  or  worn-out 
soils  of  some  of  the  older  countries  Is  a  tragic  lesson  in  the 
value  of  productive  land.  Anyone  who  will  visit  the  north 
central  and  the  great  western,  as  well  as  the  southern  por- 
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tions  of  our  country  cannbt  fail  to  be  Impressed  with  the 
marvelous  work  that  has  been  done  on  millions  of  acres  of 
American  soil.  This  area  constitutes  the  source  of  our  food 
and  clothing  material.  On  this  the  future  life  of  our  Nation 
depends, 

I  think  this  activity  should  be  made  more  strictly  a  soil- 
conserving  and  soil-building  program.  But  does  any 
thoughtful  person  want  to  repeal  this  phase  of  the  law  and 
thus  end  this  great  conservation  program? 

tNTEXZST   RATES 

Second,  We  established  the  Farm  Credit  Administration 
which  covers  all  types  of  agricultural  credit.  More  farmers 
were  refinanced  in  the  first  4  years  of  this  activity  than  in 
the  16  previous  years  of  the  land  banks*  history.  These  were 
refinanced  at  the  lowest  farm  interest  rates  that  have  ever 
prevailed  In  this  or  any  other  great  country.  In  addition 
cooperatives  have  been  financed.  The  Production  Credit 
Corporation  and  the  Crop  Loan  activities  have  financed  the 
current  credit  needs  of  agriculture.  These  credit  needs  have 
been  financed  and  are  now  being  financed  at  the  lowest  agri- 
cultural Interest  rates  in  our  history. 

High  interest  rates  have  been  the  curse  of  the  farmer  for 
generations.  They  have  kept  him  in  debt.  The  low  interest 
rates  are  provided  not  to  get  him  into  debt.  They  have  been 
provided  primarily  to  enable  him  to  pay  his  obligations,  to  get 
him  out  of  debt,  and  thus  enable  him  at  last  to  be  free— free 
to  pitch  his  crops  In  their  season,  to  grow  them  in  independ- 
ence, and  "to  seU  them  In  his  own  chosen  markets  in  his 
own  time  and  manner,  and  not  at  a  master's  bidding"— yes. 
tree  as  the  air  he  breathes,  free  as  the  country  he  loves,  free 
as  the  hills  and  valleys  to  which  he  feels  himself  akin  and 
which  he  calls  his  own,  ^ 

MARKETING  AGl^M«l*T8 

Third  We  have  the  marketing-agreement  provision  under 
which  on  a  district,  regional,  or  national  basis  producers  may 
secure  markeUng  agreements  establishing  prices  and  appor- 
tioning the  market  for  the  respecUve  commodities  on  a  fair 
basis.  . 

There  are  now  In  effect  43  different  marketmg  agreements 
covering  16  different  commodities,  and  in  many  instances  cov- 
ering different  types  of  each  commodity.  Milk  and  its  prod- 
ucts fruits  and  vegetables,  and  many  different  activities  are 
Included,  These  marketing  agreements  now  in  operation  af- 
fect 1,300,000  farmers. 

BTTRAL  ELBCTRinCATION 

Fourth.  We  have  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 
At  the  time  it  began  to  function  about  10  percent  of  the  farms 
in  America  had  the  advantage  of  electricity.  Most  of  these 
were  small  farms  near  city  plants.  Now  more  than  25  percent 
of  the  farms  of  America  have  the  advantages  of  electricity. 
For  the  5-year  span  the  Increase  has  been  nearly  200.000  elec- 
trified farms  per  year,  or  a  total  increase  of  nearly  a  milUon 

farms. 

Produced  in  volume,  electricity  is  one  of  the  cheapest  com- 
modities in  aU  the  world.  It  is  one  of  the  most  powerful  and 
one  of  the  most  useful  of  aU  of  the  elements  that  have  ever 
been  harnessed  to  relieve  the  drudgery  of  man.  Since  the 
dawn  of  history  the  farmer  has  been  engaged  in  hard,  back- 
breaking  work,  covering  long  hours.  In  this  work  the  women 
and  children  of  the  rural  areas  have  been  called  upon  to  en- 
gage Under  this  program  this  work  has  been  greatly  Ught- 
ened  Electric  Irons,  radios,  ranges,  vacuum  cleaners,  wash- 
ing machines,  bathroom  facilities  have  been  installed,  and 
business  increased  in  many  lines  of  industry,  as  well  as  new 
hcpe  and  joy  brought  to  many  thousands  of  homes.  What  a 
superb  accomplishment.  Would  anyone  pronounce  this  work 
a  failure  or  desire  to  end  its  fine  accompUshments?  I  want  to 
see  an  electrified  America. 

coMMOorrr  loans 

Fifth  We  have  provided  commodity  loans  for  all  agricul- 
tural commodities  to  prevent  complete  price  collapse  which 
always  comes  when  surplus  production  of  a  commodity  gluts 
the  market.  This  enables  the  commodity  to  be  tided  over  un- 
til the  market  can  normally  absorb  it. 


WATOt  xjsm 

Sixth.  We  have  enacted  the  Water  Facilities  Act,  which  pro- 
vides for  the  utilizing  of  water  in  the  Great  Plains  area  near 
where  it  falls,  thus  treaUng  water  as  a  blessing  Instead  of  a 

curse.  .  *w    # 

For  many  years  by  building  levees  down  near  the  mouth  or 
the  great  streams,  we  tried  to  channel  the  water  into  the  sea. 
thus  working  against  nature  with  the  consequent  result  that 
the  beds  of  the  streams  became  filled  up  above  the  surround- 
ing valleys,  and  bringing  about  periodic  floods  that  destroy  the 
homes  and  properties  of  many  people  living  in  those  valleys. 

By  starting  at  the  sources  and  utilizing  the  water,  holding  it 
where  it  faUs  and  in  the  tribuUry  streams,  water  is  being 
made  to  serve  a  great  and  useful  purpose.  Thus  by  working 
with  nature  from  the  time  the  water  falls  as  rain,  following 
it  down  through  the  tributary  streams  and  on  to  the  sea,  the 
double  purpose  can  be  served  of  making  use  of  this  great  es- 
sential of  nature  and  at  the  same  time  preventing  many  of  the 
great  floods  that  have  caused  broken  homes  and  cost  millions 
of  treasure. 

HOMES 

Seventh.  We  have  established  the  home-purchase  program, 
which  provides  a  method  of  purchase  and  payment  of  family- 
sized  farms  on  a  long-time  amortization  basis.  No  one  can 
deny  the  value  of  a  home  in  adding  strength  to  our  national 
life.  Communism  and  the  various  other  "isms"  can  gain  little 
foothold  among  a  home-owning  citizenship.  This  program 
strikes  deep  at  the  heart  of  our  national  security.  Contact 
with  the  soil  adds  a  vital  spark  to  the  patriotism  of  the  people. 

PRICX  AND  INCOMB 

Eighth.  The  most  important  element  in  any  farm  program 
Is  the  price  of  the  product  and  the  income  of  the  farmer.  The 
price  of  the  product  is  too  low.  Much  remains  to  be  done 
along  this  line.  Even  so,  we  have  come  a  long  way  from  the 
days  of  15-cent  corn,  30-cent  wheat,  and  5-cent  cotton  that 
prevailed  during  the  dark  days  of  1932. 

In  addition,  the  cash  income  of  the  farmer  for  the  past  year 
has  been  more  than  double  the  cash  income  of  the  farmer  in 
the  year  1932.  Of  course,  the  other  wings  of  the  program 
have  helped  both  in  the  income  and  the  living  standards. 
Farm  buying  power  was  72  percent  greater  in  1939  than  in 
1932,  The  added  purchasing  power  of  the  farmer  has  stim- 
ulated industrial  activity  throughout  the  land,  thus  adding 
greatly  to  our  national  income. 

There  are  some  200  basic  farm  commodities  produced  within 
the  United  States.  They  differ  so  widely  in  their  nature,  pro- 
duction methods,  and  marketing  conditions  that  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  keep  the  price  and  Income  from  all  of  them  at  a  proper 
level.  The  changing  demands  frequently  complicate  the  prob- 
lem. For  instance,  the  price  of  hogs  is  relatively  lower  than 
for  most  other  farm  commodities.  This  Is  partially  due  to  the 
fact  that  for  several  years  doctors  have  recommended  the 
discontinuance  of  lard  as  a  cooking  compound.  They  have 
recommended  against  the  use  of  fried  meats.  They  have 
frequently  recommended  that  in  their  diets  people  refrain 
from  eating  pork  and  pork  products.  In  many  homes  of  our 
land,  lard  has  fallen  Into  almost  complete  disuse.  This  loss 
of  the  demand  has  been  a  hard  blow  to  the  hog  producer.  You 
will  recall  during  the  war  the  slogan,  "Eat  less  beef."  It  took 
the  cattle  producer  many  years  after  the  war  to  sell  the 
American  people  again  on  the  thought  of  eating  beef. 

In  addition,  all  of  the  farm  commodities,  especially  those 
produced  in  surplus  quantities,  have  been  handicapped  be- 
cause of  unsettled  world  conditions  and  the  fact  that  the 
purchasing  power  of  other  nations  has  greatly  diminished. 

During  the  twenties  we  artificially  sustained  our  foreign 
markets  for  farm  and  other  products  by  lending  more  than 
$8,000,000,000  to  foreign  countries  between  1921  and  1929,  for 
the  purpose  of  stimulating  foreign  purchases.  If  a  man  were 
running  a  grocery  store,  he  could  maintain  a  good  business 
by  financing  the  purchases  of  all  his  customers,  but  of  course 
pay  day  would  finally  come. 

In  addition,  we  further  curtailed  our  world  trade  by  the 
passage  of  the  ultra  high  Tariff  Act  of  1930.    The  only  way 
I  foreign  nations  could  possibly  pay  us  the  loans  or  any  part 
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of  the  leans  which  we  made  either  during  the  war  or  in  the 
10  years  following  the  war.  was  by  accepting  some  of  their 
production  in  exchange.  We  saw  fit  to  largely  exclude  foreign 
products  from  our  markets.  In  doing  so,  we  struck  a  tre- 
mendous blow  to  all  our  commodities  which  are  produced  in 
surplus  quantities.  A  number  of  our  major  products  fall  in 
this  classification. 

THS    LAND 

One  of  the  tragedies  connected  with  the  question  of  price 

of  farm  products  has  been  the  fact  that  land  speculation  has 

come  into  the  picture  every  time  farm  prices  have  reached 

anything  like  a  fair  basis.    This  has  been  true  not  only  in  our 

country  but  in  every  other  country.     It  is  a  historical  fact 

In  every  country  where  the  rights  of  private  property  are 

recognized.    A  fair  price  for  farm  products  Is  the  most  vital 

and  essential  thing  that  can  be  accomplished.    In  order  to 

prevent  the  tragic  ujjs  and  downs  and  the  foreclosures  that 

have  always  come  when  depressions  have  followed  booms  and 

land  speculation,  a  land  program  is  essential  if  we  are  to 

^BJ^TQach  a  solution  of  the  farm  problem. 

r^.    For  this  reason  many  of  us  have  advocated  all  along  that 

^soil  and  other  benefit  payments  should  be  on  a  graduated 

scale  and  that  the  amount  of  them  going  to  any  one  person, 

firm,  or  corporation  should  be  drastically  limited.    In  other 

words,  that  the  encouragement  in  this  whole  field  be,  insofar 

as  practical,  on  a  family -size  basis. 

God  created  the  land  as  man's  greatest  Inheritance.  It  is 
essential  to  life.  If  one  man  owned  and  controlled  all  of  the 
land  in  the  United  States,  all  other  people  would  be  subject 
to  his  whims.  While  land  titles  are  a  State  matter,  the  Na- 
tional Government  should  avoid  any  action  that  would  tend 
to  place  that  ownership  in  fewer  hands.  The  States  and 
counties  could  assist  in  this  matter  by  limiting  the  taxes  on 
small  homes. 

raicB  mtnf  o 

For  many  years  some  have  advocated  an  upset  price  for 
farm  products.  This  has  been  tried  in  many  fields  and  in 
many  countries,  covering  hundreds  of  years.  It  has  never 
worked  out  satisfactorily  except  on  a  temjwrary  basis.  It  was 
first  tried  nearly  1,700  years  ago.  Over  a  period  of  time  it  has 
often  worked  out  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  ones  it  was  in- 
tended to  serve. 

It  may  be  tried  again.  It  is  possible  that  we  have  learned 
some  of  the  difficulties  and  could  make  it  effective. 

I  want  to  say  this,  however.  I  feel  that  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely necessary,  if  such  a  plan  were  tried  out  as  to  any  one  or 
more  commodities,  to  make  an  individual  allotment  to  the 
various  farms  or  farmers  of  tliat  part  of  the  domestic  con- 
sumption which  it  would  be  their  privilege  to  market.  Other- 
wise, too  great  a  portion  would  be  produced  on  a  large-scale 
basis  by  mechanized  and  power  farming.  If  some  provision 
were  not  made,  the  tenants  would  in  many  instances  be  driven 
from  the  land  by  the  suitcase  farmer  and  those  who  own  or 
control  large  tracts  and  who  would  produce  great  quantities  of 
the  commodity. 

If  such  a  program  were  fashioned,  I  think  the  penalty 
clauses  should  be  removed  so  that  anyone  might  produce  for 
the  foreign  market  without  restriction. 

SESZASCH 

Ninth.  We  have  made  provision  for  research  Into  new  uses 
and  wider  markets  for  the  products  of  the  farm.  In  the  field 
of  chemurgy  much  can  be  accomplished.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
a  chemical  revolution  is  going  on  throughout  the  world. 
Many  new  and  useful  articles  are  being  made  out  of  the  basic 
raw  material  that  is  produced  on  the  farm.  We  have  estab- 
lished four  great  laboratories  in  the  major  farm-producing 

areas  of  America  for  the  sole  purpose  of  studying  new  usos 
of  all  of  the  different  farm  commodities  that  are  grown  in 
our  land.  When  these  four  great  laboratories  are  in  full  op- 
eration, supplemented  by  the  intensive  work  that  has  been 
provided  through  the  various  land-grant  colleges  and  supple- 
mented by  the  further  activity  which  is  being  carried  on  by 
many  of  the  different  States,  a  wider  field  of  distribution  can 
be  achieved.  There  can  be  no  difference  of  opinion  about  the 
wisdom  of  this  field  of  activity. 


THE  CATJSl 

More  than  160  years  ago  Thomas  Jefferson,  whom  I  regard 
as  the  greatest  political  philosopher  who  ever  Uved  on  earth, 
wrote  the  DeclaraUon  of  Didependence.  In  the  first  part  of 
that  declaration  he  laid  down  what  I  regard  as  the  most  basic 
fundamental  of  free  government,  that  of  equality  for  all  cit- 
izens in  the  application  of  its  laws.  His  expression.  "AU  men 
are  created  equal"  has  been  quoted  as  often  as  any  phrase  in 

our  language.  ^  4.1,,  *      v. 

Just  a  few  years  later,  while  that  statement  was  still  fresh 
in  the  minds  of  the  people,  and  after  they  had  won  their  inde- 
pendence. Alexander  Hamilton,  the  first  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  submitted  his  report  on  manufactures  on  December 
5  1791  advocating  for  the  first  time  in  this  country  the  adop- 
tion of' the  principle  of  protection.  This  is  a  very  interesting 
treatise  of  about  80  pages. 

The  philosophy  of  protection  was  advanced  as  being  In  tne 
interest  of  infant  industries,  which  in  no  other  way.  he 
claimed,  could  compete  with  the  established  industries  of  the 

Old  World.  .     „      ., 

I  do  not  accept  the  political  philosophy  of  Alexander  Hamil- 
ton, but  whatever  one  may  think  of  his  views,  he  had  intel- 
lectual integrity.  He  realized  it  would  be  charged  that  his 
proposal  was  in  the  Interest  c'  special  groups.  He  realized 
that  it  would  be  especially  burdensome  upon  the  farmer. 
Hamilton  knew  that  he  would  be  attacked  by  the  other  group 
of  political  philosophers.  In  this  report  he  comments  on  the 
fact  and  suggests  as  a  remedy  that  the  farmers  be  paid  a 
bounty  as  an  offset  to  the  tariff.    I  quote: 

Bovinties  are  sometimes  not  only  the  best  but  the  only  proper 
expedient  for  uniting  the  encouragement  of  a  new  object  of  agri- 
culture with  that  of  a  new  object  of  manufacttire.     •     •     • 

It  cannot  escape  notice  that  a  duty  upon  the  Importation  of  an 
article  cannot  otherwise  aid  the  domestic  production  of  It  than 
by  giving  the  latter  greater  advantages  In  the  home  market.    •     •     • 

The  true  way  to  conciliate  these  two  Interests  Is  to  lay  a  duty  on 
foreign  manufactures  of  the  material  the  growth  of  which  is  desired 
to  be  encouraged  and  to  apply  the  produce  of  that  duty,  by  way  of 
bounty,  either  upon  the  production  of  the  material  Itself  or  upon 
Its  manufacture  at  home,  or  upon  both.  In  this  disposition  of  the 
thing  the  manufacturer  commences  his  enterprise  under  every 
advantage  which  Is  attainable  as  to  quanlty  or  price  of  the  raw 
material:  and  the  farmer.  If  the  bounty  be  Immediately  to  him.  is 
enabled  by  It  to  enter  Into  a  successfiU  comj)etition  with  the  foreign 
material. 

The  tariff  was  not  adopted  at  that  time,  but  a  few  years 
later  certain  groups  came  together  and  took  one  wing  of  that 
philosophy.  They  took  the  protective  wing,  but  forgot,  in 
their  eagerness  to  secure  some  advantage,  to  take  up  the  other 
wing.    The  farmer  thus  became  the  first  forgotten  man. 

NOT  A   SUBSIST 

Some  of  the  critics  have  complained  of  the  amoimt  of 
money  that  is  being  expended  on  the  program  and  have  re- 
peatedly referred  to  it  as  a  subsidy.  Everjrthing  that  is  being 
expended  on  every  wing  of  the  agricultural  program  can  be 
fully  justified,  not  as  a  subsidy  but  by  way  of  restitution. 

The  value  of  manufactured  commodities  in  the  United 
States  in  the  year  1937  was  $60,000,000,000.  More  than  80 
percent  of  these  items  are  protected  by  the  tariff.  The  aver- 
age rate  of  the  tariff,  reduced  to  an  ad  valorem  basis,  is 
approximately  36  percent,  according  to  the  Tariff  Commission. 
If  this  tariff  is  33  Mj  percent  effective,  it  means  increased  in- 
dustrial prices  of  nearly  $6,000,000,000:  in  other  words,  a  sub- 
sidy to  business  of  the  major  portion  of  that  amount. 

Producers  of  what  are  known  as  surplus  agricultural  com- 
modities receive  no  benefit  from  the  tariff.  Cotton  farmers, 
for  instance,  are  in  this  class.  At  the  same  time  they  assume 
the  burden  of  increased  prices  on  the  articles  they  must  buy. 

So  long  as  we  have  a  tariff  the  surplus-producing  farmer  is 
entitled  to  an  offset.  This  is  a  right.  It  Is  only  restoration. 
Alexander  Hamilton,  patron  saint  of  the  tariff,  recognized 
this  fact.  Thomas  Jefferson  wrote  the  principle  of  equality 
into  the  Declaration  of  Independence  before  we  had  a  Consti- 
tution. 

I  am  not  arguing  the  merits  of  the  tariff,  although  I  have 
never  t)elieved  in  the  high  protective  system.  I  am  simply 
statmg  that  so  long  as  we  have  that  system  the  surplus - 
producing  farmers  should  have  some  provision  for  placing 
them  on  an  equality  under  the  law. 
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TH«  STKXP  PLAH 

Tenth.  Provision  has  also  been  made  for  widening  the 
distribution  of  the  surplus  products  of  the  farm,  both  at  home 
and  abroad,  emphasis  being  placed  on  widening  the  distribu- 
tion of  these  commodities  and  the  products  thereof  among 
low-income  groups  within  our  own  land. 

I  am  very  proud  of  the  fact  that  the  provisions  of  section 
32  were  worked  out  by  the  members  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Agriculture,  which  provides  for  a  direct  appropriation  of 
30  percent  of  aU  tariff  coUections  for  the  purpose  of  this  sec- 
tion. Under  this  provision,  together  with  supplemental 
ftinds  appropriated  for  the  same  purpose,  the  so-called  stamp 
plan  has  been  put  into  operation. 

This  plan  has  proved  both  effective  and  popular.  It  serves 
a  three-way  purpose:  In  the  first  place,  it  assists  in  disposing 
of  our  surplus  products.  Second,  it  tends  to  furnish  addi- 
tional food  and  clothing  for  the  low-income  groups  in  our  land. 
And  third  it  tends  to  provide  further  employment.  In  truth, 
it  stimulates  employment  in  the  regular  channel  of  commerce 
activity  When  an  additional  bale  of  cotton  is  grown  and 
thus  distributed,  it  furnishes  additional  employment  in  the 
plowing,  in  the  planting,  cultivating,  and  picking  of  the  crop; 
also  in  the  ginning,  weaving,  garment  making,  and  wholesal- 
ing and  retaUing  of  the  product  that  is  made  therefrom.  The 
same  is  true  of  a  bushel  of  wheat,  a  bushel  of  corn,  or  of  milk 
and  its  products,  as  weU  as  any  other  useful  commodity  that 
is  produced  on  a  surplus  basis. 

I  am  not  quite  sure  but  that  it  would  be  wise  for  some  of  the 
work-relief  funds  to  be  expended  in  this  way.  I  am  rather 
impressed  with  the  thought  that  $100  expended  in  this  fashion 
would  provide  more  work  in  the  whole  field  of  activity  than 
would  be  provided  by  the  use  of  the  same  sum  in  direct  work 

^  To  make  avaL'able  to  our  own  citizens  who  need  them,  food 
and  clothing  Is  one  of  the  fine  purposes  accomplished  in  this 
activity  The  additional  work  made  possible  all  along  the 
line  is  an  added  argument  that  is  irresistible.  Counties  and 
dues  throughout  our  country  are  clamoring  for  the  advan- 
tages cf  this  ideal  method  of  using  the  basic  wealth  of  our  land. 
After  all  our  main  problem  Is  one  of  distribution.  We  have 
mastered  the  machinery  of  production  to  a  far  greater  degree 
than  we  have  mastered  the  machinery  of  distnbution.  I  have 
always  felt  that  in  the  final  analysis  there  has  never  been  m 
the  history  of  our  country  an  actual  surplus. 

There  has  never  been  a  bale  of  cotton  produced  but  that 
somewhere,  here  or  abroad,  is  a  man.  woman,  or  child  that 
needs  the  clothing  which  that  product  makes  possible  There 
has  never  been  an  article  of  building  material  manufactured 
but  that  somewhere  in  this  or  other  lands  there  is  some  person 
who  needs  the  shelter  that  that  commodity  can  furnish 
There  has  never  been  a  bushel  of  wheat,  a  bushel  of  corn,  or 
^yTa^co^odity  grown  by  the  blessings  of  Mother  N^ure 
but  that  somewhere  out  yonder  under  the  stars  is  a  hungry 
mouth  that  needs  to  be  fed. 

I  have  never  believed  much  in  the  penalty  clauses.  They 
are  temporary  expedients.  They  are  used  only  when  two- 
thirds  of  the  farmers  producing  a  commodity  {eel  that  they 
^e  necessary.  In  the  process  of  the  years  we  should  produce 
all  that  the  people  of  our  country  can  use.  as  well  as  all  that 
may  ^  appropriately  suppUed  in  the  markets  of  the  world^ 
Whatever  may  be  necessary  to  handle  the  difficulties  of  the 
time  the  major  objective  must  always  be  a  full  supply  for 
every  need  of  the  human  race. 

Amid  all  the  divergent  opinions,  the  confusion  of  sugges- 
tion^ the  wealth,  and  the  multitude  of  plans  we  have  ^o^ed 
out  a  program  and  are  improving  it  from  time  to  time.  TTiis 
Sort  hS  crossed  party  lines  and  found  men  who  were  willmg 
to  submerge  themselves  in  the  interest  of  the  cause. 

WAB  CHANCES 

The  war  may  bring  vast  changes  in  the  trade  and  market- 
ing practices  of  the  world.  This  may  make  it  necessary  to 
S^veS-a^t^  changes  in  the  farm  program,  both  as  to  mar- 
ketme  and  producing.  In  the  light  of  these  rapidly  changing 
condUions  Solne  can  foretell  just  what  le^jslat^n  may  be 
needed.  The  Congress  will  pass  the  requisite  legi^ation  to 
fit  these  conditions  when  they  have  become  settled  But 
'  wha^et  er  ^ges  may  be  made  necessary  the  essentials  of 


the  present  program,  to  wit.  soU  and  water  conscrvat^. 
low  interest  rates,  research,  rural  electrification,  home  own- 
ership, and  surplus  distribution  will  remain  the  basic  founda- 
tion for  the  future  of  American  agriculture. 

My  one  message  to  the  American  fanner  is  to  stick-stick 
to  those  who  are  honestly  trying  to  find  a  solution  for  this 
great  problem.  Progress  is  being  made.  Six  million  farmers 
are  now  cooperating  voluntarily  In  the  various  wings  of  the 
farm  program.  Operating  as  a  unit  this  is  a  mighty  army. 
Behind  the  farm  program  is  more  than  50  years  of  discrimina- 
tion To  remove  that  discrimination  and  thus  restore  our 
Government  to  first  principles  Is  our  primary  national  duty 

and  is  worth  the  effort  of  years.  ,,  *,    k 

Before  you  join  the  anvU  chorus  ask  the  farmer  if  he  oe- 
lleves  m  soil  and  water  conservation,  if  he  beUeves  in  the 
lower  interest  rates,  research,  surplus  distribution,  riiral  elec- 
trification, and  marketing  agreements.    Ask  the   6.000  OOO 
farmers  who  are  now  complying  if  they  wish  to  repeal  aU  these 
acts  and  agaui  chase  the  rainbow. 
I  am  not  afraid  of  what  their  answer  will  be.     [Applause.] 
Mr   MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Mr  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  In  my  brief  stay  In  the  House 
of  Representatives  I  have  found  no  Member  who  has  such  a 
broad  view  and  keen  analysis  of  this  whole  farm  situation  as 
has  the  gentleman  who  has  been  addressing  us.  No  Member 
can  surpass  him  and  few  equal  him  in  disinterested  service 
to  American  farmers.     [Applause.] 

Mr  JONES  of  Texas.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  I  mean  every  word  very  sin- 
cerely The  best  friend  which  the  farmers  have  in  Congress 
Is  now  facing  us  in  the  well  of  the  House.  We  have  listened 
to  a  masterly  address  from  him.  ,      a    * 

I  want  to  recall  a  point  or  two,  referring  to  No.  6,  for 
instance,  which  the  gentleman  made  in  regard  to  water  con- 
servation. Out  in  the  West  where  he  and  I  come  from, 
where  water  is  life.  It  is  not  only  a  matter  of  storing  It  on 
the  big  waters  and  little  waters  of  these  great  river  systems 
to  prevent  fioods.  but  a  matter  of  conserving  it  in  surface  or 
underground  reservoirs  to  make  possible  the  use  of  this  inde- 
structible element  over  and  over  again.  We  must  conserve 
it  and  utUize  it  as  if  it  were  lif eblood— and  indeed  it  is  very 
similar  to  llfeblood. 

May  I  ask  a  question?  Is  this  wishful  thinking  on  my  part 
or  is  it  possible  wiUi  the  right  system  that  this  great,  rich 
country  of  ours  can  feed  all  the  American  people  all  they 
need  to  eat.  and  half  the  world  besides,  and  do  it  without 
grinding  down  our  farm  labor?  Is  there  a  future  for  our 
farm  people  as  happy  as  it  is  useful? 

Mr  JONES  of  Texas.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  as  to 
the  value  of  water  conservation  and  with  all  he  has  stated 
in  reference  to  that  great  western  country.  In  history  many 
times  the  valley  of  the  Nile  has  been  referred  to  as  a  rich 

There  is  no  spot  of  its  size  on  earth  that  is  anything  like  as 
rich  as  the  valley,  the  water  from  which  runs  Into  the  Missis- 
sippi from  the  various  tributary  streams  that  flow  into  that 
great  river.  There  are  some  places  in  that  Great  Plains  area 
where  the  soil  is  approximately  3  feet  deep.  I  know  of  no 
other  country,  except  where  the  sediment  has  formed  near 
the  mouth  of  rivers,  where  there  Is  anything  like  the  depth 
and  richness  of  soil  that  prevails  in  that  great  western 
country.    What  It  needs  most  is  a  proper  use  of  the  water 

that  falls.  _^  " 

We  have  for  many  years  treated  water  as  a  sort  of  a  curse 
instead  of  a  blessing.    We  tried  to  get  rid  of  it.    We  chan- 
neled  it  to  the  seas.    We  built  great  levees  near  the  mouths 
of  rivers  and  allowed  the  sediment  to  build  up  the  bed  of  the 
river  higher  than  the  outside  territory,  thus  complicating 
the  problem.    The  soil  gets  hard  out  In  the  Great  Plains 
areas  and  when  rain  comes  with  a  dash,  it  runs  off  in  these 
streams     That    is    a    tremendous    area.     I    have    seen    the 
Canadian  River,  for  instance,  which  Is  nearly  dry  a  good  por- 
tion of  the  time  in  New  Mexico  and  the  Panhandle  of  Texas, 
become  such  a  roaring  current  that  the  Santa  Pe  Railway  for 
a  period  of  3  days  had  to  cease  running  its  trains  through. 
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It  carried  its  passengers  across  on  a  basket  attached  to  a  wire 
cable.  Those  last  California  trains  would  come  up  to  one  side 
of  the  stream  and  the  passengers  would  be  carried  across  by 
these  baskets. 

I  think  there  is  a  great  chance  to  develop  that  country  so 
that  it  can  feed  the  Nation  by  itself.  It  is  a  vast  reserve  of 
strength  for  the  Nation. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  gentleman's  time  may  be  extended  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Pierc«]  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PIERCE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Oregon  [Mr.  PkrckI. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Did  the  gentleman  notice  that  the  political 
party  meeting  in  Philadelphia  last  week  resolved  that  the 
control  of  production  should  be  abolished? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.    Yes. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  What  would  be  the  effect  If  that  policy 
was  carried  out  and  there  was  no  control  of  production  of 
cotton,  wheat,  and  the  various  articles  we  have  to  produce? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  speculation 
as  to  what  would  be  the  result  if  industry,  having  control,  con- 
trolled its  output,  and  agricultiure  makes  no  effort  to  pro- 
vide a  method  of  doing  so  in  an  emergency.  I  have  always 
felt  that  the  other  program,  properly  safeguarded,  would 
largely  remedy  the  situation  and  control  was  only  placed  in 
the  bill  as  a  last  emergency  when  surplus  piled  up  to  where 
they  could  not  be  properly  handled.  The  difficulty  of  not 
having  some  machinery  for  control  of  surpluses  is  that  they 
get  completely  out  of  hand. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Our  critics  have  condemned  us 
severely,  and  I  believe  unjustly,  for  what  they  charge  as 
"paying  farmers  for  keeping  land  out  of  cultivation."  The 
gentleman  envisions  a  brighter  and  better  future  for  Ameri- 
can agriculture.  This  system  which  he  supijorts,  with  its 
controls,  Is  by  no  means  an  economy  of  scarcity,  is  it?  The 
gentleman  does  not  contemplate  what  would  really  be  a 
policy  of  restriction  on  agricultural  productivity,  does  he? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  On  the  other  hand,  by  linking  it 
with  storage  reserves  It  assures  against  shortage.  I  never 
have  believed  in  the  philosophy  of  scarcity.  I  believe  we 
should  grow  all  that  the  market  both  at  home  and  abroad 
will  absorb.  But  as  long  as  industry  has  a  method  of  regu- 
lating its  production,  I  do  not  see  why  the  farmer  should  not 
have  the  privilege  of  doing  that  in  emergency.  It  can  only 
be  done  on  vote  of  two- thirds  of  the  farmers. 

The  law  does  not  provide  for  pay  for  keeping  land  out  of 
cultivation.  It  provides  pay  for  soil  conservation.  In  order 
to  prevent  the  one-crop  system.  It  conditions  those  payments 
on  not  putting  too  much  land  in  any  one  crop. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Is  It  not  more  necessary  now  in  the  f su;e  of 
our  lost  foreign  markets  than  ever  before? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  I  do  not  believe  anybody  can  fore- 
cast the  future,  because  you  cannot  forecast  conditions.  The 
whole  world  picture  is  changing  so  rapidly  that  it  is  pretty 
difficult  to  make  any  predictions. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Blay  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  have 
served  8  years  on  the  Conunittee  on  Agriculture  with  its 
chairman,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Jones],  and  I  wish 
to  say  that  the  fanners  of  America  owe  him  a  debt  of  grati- 
tude that  they  can  never  pay. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  I  appreciate  the  gentleman's  state- 
ment. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  gentleman  be  permitted  to  proceed 
for  2  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 


Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  Of  Oklahoma.  I  merely  wish  to  join  other 
Members  in  expressions  of  admiration  and  sincere  affection 
for  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  House  Conmiittee  on 
Agriculture.  I  am  sure  I  express  the  sentiment  of  all  Mem- 
bers of  this  body  when  I  say  that  no  other  Member  has  served 
more  devotedly  to  his  duty  or  has  enjoyed  a  deeper  respect 
from  his  colleagues  than  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  the 
chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture.  [Ap- 
plause.] I  am  sure  that  all  will  appreciate  his  informative 
and  interesUng  address  today.  May  I  add  that  inasmuch  as 
he  is  soon  to  leave  this  body,  where  he  has  served  with  so 
much  distinction,  we  shall  miss  him  and  his  wise  counsel 
very  much,  and  that  his  promotion  to  the  bench  will  be  an 
irreparable  loss  to  this  House.    [Applause.] 

Now  may  I  ask  the  gentleman  a  question?  With  reference 
to  the  problem  of  solving  the  farm  surplus,  which  is  un- 
doubtedly one  of  the  most  serious  problems  now  facing  our 
farmers,  does  not  the  gentleman  believe  that  an  extension  of 
the  operations  of  the  Federal  Sxirplus  Commodities  Corpora- 
tion into  every  nook  and  corner  of  the  United  States  would 
help  solve  the  problem  of  surplus  farm  commodities? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  I  believe  they  do  a  very  valuable 
work  in  preventing  price  collapses.  Otherwise,  when  there 
are  overwhelming  surpluses,  the  price  simply  sinks  to  ruinous 
levels. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  gentleman  be  permitted  to  speak  for  2  additional 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.   Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  am  very  fond  of  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  and  I  know  of  his  sincere  work 
in  behalf  of  the  agricultural  classes  of  the  country,  but.  inas- 
much as  the  gentleman  figures  on  retiring  from  his  legisla- 
tive career.  I  should  like  to  know  just  why  he  has  not  been 
able  to  bring  his  committee  around  to  the  point  where  they 
would  agree  that  there  should  be  price  fixing  for  the  essential 
farm  commodities  produced  in  America  and  consimied  in 
America,  so  there  would  be  some  real  security  to  farm  life  In 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  I  should  like  to  take  2  or  3  minutes 
to  discuJS  that  question.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the 
gentleman  was  here  when  I  discussed  it  briefly  a  while  ago. 
It  is  not  a  simple  matter  to  have  price  fixing.  This  remedy 
may  be  finally  necessary,  but  it  is  a  very  far-reaching  step. 
It  would  be  diflBcult  to  tell  where  to  stop.  There  are  many 
commodities  involved.  It  would  be  necessary  to  have  pen- 
alties against  the  pajring  of  different  prices,  or  at  least  the 
paying  of  a  less  price.  It  would  be  absolutely  necessary,  in  my 
judgment,  if  you  h£^d  price  fixing  to  have  an  allotment  to  the 
individual  farm  or  farmer,  otherwise  the  siiitcase  farmer  and 
the  mechanized  farmer  would  nm  away  with  the  ball. 

I  believe  in  a  higher  price  for  farm  commodities,  but  one  of 
the  difficulties  in  all  the  nations  of  the  world  has  been  that 
Ismd  speculation  comes  in  and  eats  up  much  of  the  profits  of 
the  farmers.  There  are  people  with  money  who  can  get; 
control.  People  who  have  had  a  hard  time,  when  prices  get 
good  and  the  price  of  land  sometimes  goes  up,  do  sell  out,  and 
large  land  holdmgs  develop.  For  that  reason,  if  we  are  going 
to  have  such  a  system,  if  it  should  ever  become  necessary,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  a  limitation  on  the  amount  that 
anyone  may  produce  for  the  home  market,  and  also  a  land 
program  in  connection  with  it. 

There  are  200  farm  commodities.  It  is  difBcult  to  draw  a 
dividing  line  among  them.  Then,  it  will  he  difficult  to  stop 
there  because  a  great  many  producers  of  industrial  products 
will  want  their  prices  fixed.  I  do  not  know  whether  a  price- 
fixing  economy  will  work  out  completely.    I  know  that  in 
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many  instances  where  they  have  tried  price  fixing  it  has 
not  worked  out  to  the  final  benefit  of  the  people.  Competing 
fabrics  and  products  made  the  field.  Also  the  genius  of  man 
invents  substitutes  and  synthetic  commodities.  It  is  difficult 
to  force  buving.  We  fixed  the  railway  rates,  for  instance,  and 
the  railways  are  nearly  all  broke.  It  was  fine  as  long  as  they 
had  a  monopoly,  but  their  competitors  have  come  in  and 

invaded  the  field.  ^     v^     t  a-  a 

This  is  not  a  simple  proposition.  It  has  to  be  stuaiea 
thoroughly  and  worked  up  to  gradually.  We  have  many  fine 
things  in  the  present  program  that  should  never  be  aban- 
doned. We  should  build  on  solid  ground.  At  any  rate,  as  the 
gentleman  knows,  I  have  been  interested  in  this  problem,  and 
have  tried  to  keep  an  open  mind  on  it.  I  try  not  to  foreclose 
on  ideas.  We  are  building.  We  are  building  for  the  future. 
Age-old  ideas  are  being  discarded.  We  must  meet  new  condi- 
tions but  we  must  not  lose  what  we  have  gained.  We  must 
make  any  changes  gradually.  We  must  be  sure  of  the  steps 
we  take  I  do  feel  that  the  present  program  has  accom- 
plished much,  and  that  it  is  thoroughly  justified  as  the 
farmers'  right  in  connection  with  any  tariff  system  the  coun- 
try may  adopt.  [Applause.]  T 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

STREAM- POLLtmON  BILL 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  May  1  of  last  year 
what  is  known  as  the  Barkley  stream-pollution  bill  passed 
the  Senate.  On  March  1  of  this  year  it  passed  the  House 
with  amendments.  Conferees  have  been  appomted  and  have 
had  several  meetings.  There  is  one  amendment  on  which  the 
conferees  are  unable  to  agree,  and  that  is  what  is  known  as 
the  Mundt  amendment.  I  want  to  give  notice  that  on  next 
Tuesday  I  expect  to  call  up  a  privileged  resoluUon  asking  for 
the  instruction  of  the  House  as  to  what  the  House  conferees 
shall  do  with  regard  to  that  amendment. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  tomorrow  or  a 
week  from  tomorrow? 

Mr  MANSFIELD.  A  week  from  tomorrow.  I  want  to  give 
this  notice  now  so  that  all  parties  may  have  an  opportunity 
to  be  here. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

I  EXTENSION   OF  REMARKS 

Mr  DARDEN  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  subject  of  the  bill 
H  R  6831.  which  today  was  passed  by  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

M-  FENTON  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a 
short  radio  address  on  citizenship  by  Dr.  Ruth  Miller  Steese, 
State  legislative  chairman  of  the  American  Legion  Auxiliary 
of  Pennsylvania. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PER  MISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr  PIERCE  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
on  tomorrow,  after  the  disposiUon  of  the  Private  Calendar 
and  the  business  on  the  Speaker's  desk,  and  foUowing  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered.  I  may  be  permitted  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  30  minutes. 


9137 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Oregon? 
There  was  no  objection. 

POTOMAC  VALLEY  CONSERVANCY  DISTRICT 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  present  consideration  of  the  joint  resolut  on 
(S  J  Res.  222)  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  me 
States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia  and  the  Common- 
wealths of  Virginia  and  Pennsylvania  and  the  DifJ^ct  oi 
Columbia  as  signatory  bodies,  to  enter  into  a  compact  for  the 
creation  of  a  Potomac  Valley  conservancy  district  an<i  the 
establishment  of  the  Interstate  Commission  on  the  Potomac 

River  Basin.  .     ^  ,  *  i„*j^« 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Senate  joint  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia?  ,     .  .«f 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  Joint 
resolution,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  State  of  Maryland,  by  chapter  320  of  Its  »cts  of  1939 
BDDroved   May   3     1939.    and   the   Commonwealth    of   Virginia,    by 
SSScr'^SaH  its  laws  of  1940.  approved  March  29    ISfO-^nd  tj« 
Board  of  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  acting  pursu- 
iSt  to  Public  Resolution  Numbered  74  of  the  S«;'«"^y:«^,^\^°Xm: 
chapter  891.  of  the  first  session,  approved  August  31    1937,  Jy  resolu- 
tion adopted  April  16,  1940.  have  approved  and  ^^^slre  to  enter  Into 
a  compact  to  create  a  Potomac  Valley  Conservancy  District  and  to 
cstaWlsh  an  Interstate  Commission  on  the  Potomac  River  Basin    to 
which  compact  by  Its  terms  the  State  of  West  Virginia  and  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  are  empowered  to  enter   and  which    . 
compact  by  Its  terms  becomes  effective  when  ratified  by  a  majority 
cf   the  five  signatory  bodies  thereto,  and   approved   by   the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  and  which  compact  is  as  follows. 

"COMPACT 

"V^rhereas  It  is  recognized  that  abatement  of  existing  polfutlon 
and  the  control  of  future  pollution  of  Interstate  streams  can  best 
be  promoted  through  a  Joint  agency  representing  the  several  states 
located  wholly  or  In  part  within  the  area  drained  by  any  such 

^^^Whereaf  the^Congress  of  the  United  States  has  given  Its  consent 
to  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia,  the  Commonwealths 
of  Pennsylvania  and  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
enter  Into  a  compact  providing  for  the  creation  of  a  conservancy 
district  to  consist  of  the  drainage  basin  of  the  Potomac  River  and 
the  mam  and  tributary  streams  therein,  for  'the  purpose  of  rega- 
latlng.  controlling,  preventing,  or  otherwise  rendering  unobjec- 
tionable and  harmless  the  pollution  of  the  waters  of  said  Potomac 
drainaee  area  by  sewage  and  Industrial  and  other  wastes ; 

"Now  therefore  the^States  cf  Maryland  and  West  Vlrg  nla  the 
Commonwealths  of  Pennsylvania  and  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  hereinafter  designated  signatory  bodies,  do  hereby  create 
the  Potomac  Valley  Conservancy  District,  thereinafter  designated 
the  Conservancy  District,  comprising  all  of  the  area  drained  by  the 
Potomac  River  and  lU  tributaries;  and  also,  do  hereby  create  the 
Interstate  Commission  on  the  Potomac  River  Basin,  hereinafter 
designated  the  Commission,  under  the  articles  of  organization  as 
set  forth  below. 

"AHTICLB  1 

"The  Interstate  Commission  on  the  Potomac  River  Basin  shall 
consist  of  three  members  from  each  signatory  body  and  three  mem- 
bers appointed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States.  Said  Com- 
mlssloneTe.  other  than  those  appointed  by  the  President,  shall  bo 
chosen  in  a  manner  and  for  the  terms  provided  by  law  of  the 
signatory  body  from  which  they  are  appointed  and  shall  serve 
without  compensation  from  the  Commission  but  shall  be  paid  by 
the  Commission  their  actual  expenses  tocurred  and  incident  to  the 
performance  of  their  duties.  *»..^_  ^.^ 

"(A)  The  Commission  shall  meet  and  organize  within  thirty  day* 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  compact,  shall  elect  from  Its  number 
a  chairman  and  vice  chairman,  shaU  adopt  sulUble  bylaws,  shaU 
make  adopt,  and  promulgate  such  rules  and  regulations  a«  are 
necessary  for  Its  management  and  control,  and  shall  adopt  a  seal. 

"(B)  The  Commission  shall  appoint  and,  at  Its  pleasure,  remove 
or  discharge  such  officers  and  legal,  engineering,  clerical,  expert  and 
other  assistants  as  may  be  required  to  carry  the  provisions  of  this 
compact  into  effect,  and  shaU  determine  their  qualifications  and 
fix  their  duties  and  compensation.  Such  personnel  as  may  be  em- 
ployed shall  be  employed  without  regard  to  any  civil  service  or 
other  similar  requirements  for  employees  of  any  of  the  signatory 
bodies  The  Commission  may  maintain  one  or  more  offices  for  the 
transaction  of  Its  business  and  may  meet  at  any  time  or  place  within 
the  area  of  the  Conservancy  District. 

"(C)  The  Commission  shall  keep  accurate  accounts  of  all  receipts 
and  disbursements  and  shall  make  an  annual  report  thereof  and 
shall  m  such  report  set  forth  In  detail  the  operations  and  trans- 
actions conducted  by  It  pursuant  to  this  compact.  The  Commission, 
however  shall  not  incur  any  obligations  for  administrative  or 
other  expenses  prior  to  the  making  of  appropriations  adequate  to 
meet  the  same  nor  shaU  it  In  any  way  pledge  the  credit  of  any  of 
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the  signatory  bodies.  Each  of  the  signatory  bodies  reserves  the 
right  to  make  at  any  time  an  examination  and  audit  of  the  accounts 
of  the  Commission. 

"(D)  A  quorum  of  the  Commission  shall,  for  the  transaction  of 
business,  the  exercise  of  any  powers,  or  the  performance  of  any 
duties,  consist  of  at  least  a  majority  of  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mission: Provided,  however.  That  no  action  of  the  Commission 
relating  to  policy  shall  be  binding  on  any  one  of  the  signatory  bodies 
tmleas  at  least  two  of  the  Commissioners  from  such  signatory  body 
shall  vote  In  favor  thereof 

"ABTICUE  n 

'•The  Commission  shall  have  the  power  and  Its  duties  shaH  be: 

"(A)  To  coordinate,  tabulate,  and  summarize  technical  and  other 
data  now  available,  or  as  shall  become  available  In  the  future  from 
any  source,  on  the  pollution  of  the  streams  of  the  Conservancy 
District  and  on  the  character  and  conditions  of  such  streams,  and 
to  prepare  reports  thereon  annually  and  at  such  other  times  as  may 
be  deemed  advisable  by  the  Commission. 

"(B)  To  supplement  existing  Information  and  data,  and  to  secure 
new  data  by  such  investigations,  analyses,  or  other  means  as  may 
be  necessary  to  secure  adequate  information  on  the  character  and 
condition  of  the  streams  of  the  Conservancy  District  as  they  now 
exist  or  may  be  affected  by  the  future  discharge  of  sewage  and 
Industrial  and  other  wastes  into  the  said  stream. 

"(C)  To  cooperate  with  the  legislative  and  administrative  agencies 
of  the  signatory  txxlles,  or  the  equivalent  thereof,  and  with  other 
interested  commissions  and  similar  organizations  for  the  purpose 
of  promoting  uniform  laws,  rules  or  regulations  for  the  abatement 
and  control  of  pollution  of  streams  in  the  said  Conservancy  District. 

"(D)  To  disseminate  to  the  public  information  on  the  aims  and 
purposes  of  the  Commission  and  on  the  harmful  and  xmeconomlcal 
results  of  stream  pollution,  through  the  Issuance  of  bulletins,  cir- 
culars, correspondence,  literature  and  reports. 

"(K)  To  cooperate  with  other  organizations  engaged  In  fact-find- 
ing and  research  activities  on  the  treatment  of  sewage  and  In- 
dustrial wastes  or  other  wastes,  and  If  deemed  advisable,  to  Institute 
and  conduct  such  research  and  fact-finding  activities. 

"(P)  To  make  and,  If  needful  from  time  to  time,  revise  and  to 
recommend  to  the  signatory  bodies,  reasonable,  mlnlmxim  standards 
for  the  treatment  of  sewage  and  Industrial  or  other  wastes  now 
discharged  or  to  be  discharged  In  the  future  to  the  streams  of  the 
Conservancy  District,  and  also,  for  cleanliness  of  the  various  streams 
in  the  Conservancy  District. 

"abttcix  in 

"The  moneys  necessary  to  finance  the  Commission  In  the  adminis- 
tration of  its  business  In  the  Conservancy  District  shall  be  provided 
through  appropriations  from  the  signatory  bodies  and  the  United 
States,  In  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  laws  of  the  several  signatory 
bodies  and  of  the  United  States,  and  In  amoimts  as  follows: 

"The  pro  rata  contribution  shall  be  based  on  such  factors  as  popu- 
lation, the  amount  of  industrial  and  domestic  pollution;  and  a  flat 
service  charge,  as  shall  be  determined  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Commission,  subject,  however,  to  the  approval,  ratification  and 
appropriation  of  such  contribution  by  the  several  signatory  bodies. 
And.  further  provided,  that  the  total  of  such  simis  from  signatory 
bodies  shall  not  exceed  a  total  of  $30.(XX)  per  annum. 

"ABTICLE  tv 

"Pursuant  to  the  alms  and  purposes  of  this  compact,  the  signatory 
bodies  mutually  agree: 

"1.  Faithful  cooperation  in  the  abatement  of  existing  pollution 
and  the  prevention  of  future  pollution  In  the  streams  of  the  Con- 
servancy District. 

"X  The  enactment  of  adequate  and.  in  so  far  as  is  practicable, 
xinlform  legislation  for  the  abatement  and  control  of  such  pollution. 

"3.  The  appropriation  of  biennial  sums  on  the  proportionate  bads 
M  set  forth  in  Article  m. 

"This  compact  shall  become  effective  immedlatery  after  it  shall 
have  been  ratified  by  the  majority  of  the  legislatures  of  the  States 
of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia,  the  Commonwealths  of  Pennsyl- 
vania and  Virginia,  and  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  approved  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 
Provided,  however.  That  this  compact  shall  not  be  effective  as  to 
any  signatory  body  until  ratified  thereby. 

"article  VI 

"Any  signatory  body  may  by  legislative  act,  after  one  jwar's  notice 
to  the  Commission,  withdraw  from  this  compact."  Now,  therefore, 
be  It 

Reaolved,  etc..  That  the  consent  of  Congress  Is  hereby  given  to 
the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia  and  the  Commonwealths 
of  Virginia  and  Pennsylvania  and  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
enter  Into  the  compact  hereinbefore  recited,  and  to  each  and  every 
part  and  article  thereof:  Protnded.  That  nothing  contained  In  such 
compact  shall  be  construed  as  impairing  or  in  any  manner  affecting 
any  right  or  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  in  and  over  the 
region  which  forms  the  subject  of  this  compact. 

Sxc.  2.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  Joint  resolution 
la  hereby  expressly  reserved. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


LKAVE    OF   ABSENCB 

By  xmanimous  consent  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as 

follows  * 
To  Mr.  BuRCH,  indefinitely,  on  account  of  Ulness. 
To  Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania,  indefinitely,  on  account 

of  iUness. 
To  Mr.  CuMMiNcs,  indefinitely,  on  accoimt  of  illness. 
To  Mr.  Buck,  for  3  days,  on  account  of  illness. 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  did.  on  the  following  dates,  present 
to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  bills  and  Joint  resolutions 
of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 
On  June  24,  1940: 
H.  R.  8202.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  10039.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  national 
preparedness  by  raising  revenue  and  issuing  bonds,  to  pro- 
vide a  method  for  paying  for  such  bonds,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; and 

H.J. Res. 544.  Joint  resolution  making  appropriations  for 
work  relief  and  relief,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941. 
On  June  26.  1940: 
H.  R.  159.  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  relating 
to  the  naturalization  of  certain  women  born  in  Hawaii,"  ap- 
proved July  2.  1932; 

H.  R.  382.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gus  Roth; 
H.  R.  1167.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Black  Hills  Methodist 
Hospital,  of  Rapid  City.  S.  Dak.; 
H.  R.  1178.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lester  R.  Taylor ; 
H.R.  1846.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Malachy  Ryan; 
H.  R.  2014.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Margaret  Redmond: 
H.  R.  2070.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edwin  Porsman; 
H.  R.  2083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dan  Yancey; 
H.  R.  2106.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Flack; 
H.  R.  2151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Bruce.  Jr.; 
H.  R.  2489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Angle  Ward; 
H.  R.  2513.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  B.  Reagh; 
H.  R.  2628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Engblom ; 
H.  R.  2946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Naoma  Kinder,  a  minor; 
H.  R.  3142.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leland  G.  Myers; 
H.  R.  3163.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose  Bilaitis; 
H.  R.  3402.  An  act  to  authorize  the  appropriation  for  pay- 
ment of  the  cost  of  providing  additional  water  for  the  Wapato 
Indian  irrigation  project.  Washington; 

H.  R.  3713.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joe  Carter; 
H.  R.  3925.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evelyn  L.  Ratclifle; 
H.  R.  4113.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maude  Sullivan; 
H.  R.  4142.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Reid  Hudson; 
H.  R.  4148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  S.  Arthur,  as  exec- 
utrix of  the  estate  of  Richard  M.  Arthur,  deceased; 

H.  R.  4185.  An  act  to  repatriate  native-bom  women  resi- 
dents of  the  United  States  who  have  heretofore  lost  their 
citizenship  by  marriage  to  an  alien; 
H.  R.  4412.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Beatrice  Lois  Rucker; 
H.  R.  4587.  An  act  to  give  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  authority  to  prescribe  rules  of  pleading,  practice,  and 
procedure  with  respect  to  proceedings  in  criminal  cases  prior 
to  and  including  verdict,  or  finding  or  plea  of  guilty; 

H.  R.  5138.  An  act  to  prohibit  certain  subversive  activities; 
to  amend  certain  provisions  of  law  with  respect  to  the  admis- 
sion and  deportation  of  aliens;  to  require  the  fingerprinting 
and  registration  of  aliens;  and  for  other  purposes; 
H.  R.  5156.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Adolph  Ernest  Helms; 
H.  R.  5297.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanley  V.  Smith; 
H.R.  5388.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Lewellyn  and 
DrusiUa  LewellsrffT 

H.  R.  5424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E.  J.  McCardle; 
H.  R.  5569.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stuart  Bastow; 
H.  R.  5592.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  Atkison; 
H.R. 5823.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Morrissey  Construction 
Co.; 

H.  R.  6145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  L.  Riley; 
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H  R  6207.  An  act  to  amend  section  2810  (a) .  Internal  Rev- 
enue Code,  to  exclude  petroleum  stills  from  the  requirement 
of  registration; 

H  R  6328.  An  act  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as 
amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs  Administratove  Act 
of  1938  (U.  S.  C  1934  ed.  Supp.  IV.  UUe  19.  sec.  1001.  par. 

1529  (a) ) ; 

H  R  6408.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  dam  and  dike  for  preventing 
the  flow  of  tidal  waters  into  North  Slough,  in  Coos  County. 

Oreg  ' 

H.  R.  6443.  An  act  to  permit  certain  aliens  whose  childhood 
was  spent  in  the  United  States,  if  eligible  to  citizenship,  to 
become  naturalized  without  filing  declaration  of  intention; 

H  R  6507.  An  act  to  provide  for  leave  of  absence  with  pay 
for  any  employee  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  who  may  be  caUed  upon  for  jury  service  in  any  State 
court  of  the  United  SUtes;  .  .  ,oo« 

H.  R.  6572.  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  I9ib. 
as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war-risk  insurance  and 
reinsurance  and  for  marine  risk  reinsurance,  and  for  other 
purposes;  ,    ^  .,  ^ 

H  R.  6583.  An  act  for  expenditure  of  funds  for  cooperation 
with  the  pubUc-school  board.  Cass  County.  Minn.,  for  the 
construction,  extension,  equipment,  and  improvement  of  pub- 
lic-school facilities  to  be  available  to  Indian  children  in  the 

district;  ,  „    , 

H.  R.  6686.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  T.  Jack  Neal; 
H  R  6730.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  Glenn.  Jr.; 
H  R  6737.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Clarence  D.  Green; 
H.  R.  6322.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Eliza  Warren  and  George 

H  R.  6889.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Prances  M.  Hannah; 

H.  R.  6891.  /n  act  for  the  relief  of  William  M.  Irvine; 

H  R  7254  An  act  authorizing  the  temporary  detail  of  John 
L.  Savage,  an  employee  o:  the  United  States,  to  service  under 
the  Government  of  the  State  of  New  South  Wales.  Australia, 
and  the  Government  of  the  Punjab.  India; 

H.  R.  7343.  An  act  to  amend  certain  laws  governing  Federal 
prisoners,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  7563.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Salomon  Georg  Kauf- 
mann;  his  wife  Doris  Kaufmann.  nee  Stern;  and  their  chUd 
John  Michael  Peter  Kaufmann; 

H.  R.  7736.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  issue  patents  for  lands  held  under  color  of  title; 

H.  R.  7821.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Anna  T.  Siflerman  Varga; 

H  R  7825.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  8.  Hobson; 

H  R  7865.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  for  the  regulation  of 
the  practice  of  dentistry  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
the  protection  of  the  people  from  empiricism  in  relation 
thereto,  approved  June  6.  1892,  and  acts  amendatory  thereof; 
H  R  7880.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  Emery; 
H  R  7914  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Simon  A.  Brieger  as  legal 
representative  of  the  esUte  of  Thomas  Gerald  Brieger.  a 

deceased  minor;  ,    ^ 

H  R  7955.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Louis  Rosenstone; 

H  R  8046.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  entitled 
*'An  act  for  the  retirement  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  RaU- 
road.  Territory  of  Alaska,  who  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States."  approved  June  29,  1936; 

H  R  8099.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  James  L.  Kinney; 

H  R  8172  An  act  to  amend  secUon  5  of  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  June  26,  1906,  relative  to  the  Alaska  salmon  fishery; 

H  R  8252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Owen; 

H  R  8285  An  act  to  limit  the  importaUon  of  products 
made  produced,  processed,  or  mined  under  process  covered  by 
unexpired  valid  United  States  patents,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  8316  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  sell  certain  land  to  the  ConconuUy  Cemetery  Association; 

H  R  8350  An  act  permittitng  official  mail  of  the  Pan 
American   Sanitary   Bureau   to  be   transmitted   in   penalty 

cn  vdoDCS ' 

H  R  8399.  An  act  to  prohibit  the  receipt,  possession,  or  dis- 
position of  money  or  property  felonio^^Jy  ^^^^.^  J^^.tt^^  or 
orTanized  or  operating  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States  or 
any  member  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System; 


H.  R.  8450.  An  act  to  extend  for  2  additional  years  the  re- 
duced rates  of  interest  on  Federal  land  bank  and  land-bank 
Commissioner  loans;  t»„it„T.«i 

H  R  8628.  An  act  to  amend  the  Perishable  Agricultural 
Commodities  Act.  1930.  as  amended,  to  include  as  a  Perish- 
able agricultural  commodity  cherries  in  brine,  and  for  otner 

H.  R.  8692.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  to  regulate  the  practice 
of  podiatrv  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 

H.  R.  8708.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harold  C.  Preble,  naval 
architect;  .. 

H  R  8815.  An  act  to  grant  per  diem  compensation  to  me 
appointed  members  of  the  Board  of  Steam  and  Other  Operat- 
ing Engineers  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purposes ; 

H.  R.  8910.  An  act  providing  for  the  extension  of  nonquota 

status  to  Frederick  Beck; 

H.  R.  8919.  An  act  to  authorize  the  setting  aside  of  an  area 
within  the  Canal  Zone  to  preserve  and  conserve  its  natural 
features  for  scientific  study,  for  providing  and  maintaining 
facilities  for  such  study,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9007.  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Labor,  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  and  related  inde- 
pendent agencies,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes;  .  x  .    ^         *  **,- 

H  R.  9063.  An  act  authorizing  the  Administrator  ol  tne 
Federal  Works  Agency  to  transfer  certain  property  In  Ban 
Francisco.  Calif.,  to  the  city  of  San  Francisco  for  street 

purposes;  .         j.  «. 

H  R  9139.  An  ect  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  es- 
tablish a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the  United 
States."  approved  July  1.  1898.  and  acts  amendatory  thereof 
aiid,supplementary  thereto;  ,  t^  w 

H  R  9299.  An  act  to  amend  section  10  of  chapter  5  of  PU!>- 
lic  Act  No.  436.  Seventy-third  Congress,  approved  June  19, 

1934' 

H  R.  9391.  An  act  to  amend  section  40.  National  Defense 
Act  as  amended,  relating  to  tiie  organization  of  the  Reserve 
Officers'  Training  Corps,  so  as  to  provide  for  an  exception 
with  respect  to  the  University  of  Alaska; 

H.  R.  9453.  An  act  to  provide  a  license  to  the  Atlantic  Re- 
fining Co.,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  9509.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Ohio  River 
at  or  near  Shawneetown,  HI.;  .,  ^ 

H  R  9594.  An  act  to  amend  the  Soil  Conservation  and 
Domestic  Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  9618  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Suseque- 
hanna  River  at  or  near  the  city  of  Harrlsburg,  Pa.; 

H  R  9633.  An  act  to  enlarge  and  extend  the  power  and 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Education  over  degree-conferring 
institutions  operating  within  the  District  of  Columbia; 

H.  R.  9651.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Meier  Langennann,  his 
wife.  Friederike,  and  son.  Joseph; 

H  R  9765  An  act  to  provide  for  exercising  the  right  with 
respect  to  red-cedar  shingles  reserved  In  the  trade  agreement 
concluded  November  17.  1938.  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9791.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Un- 
employment Compensation  Act; 

H  R  9804   An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  section  6,  subsection 
2  of  the  act  approved  June  1,  1938.  known  as  "Juvenile  Court 
Act  of  the  District  of  Columbia."  and  for  other  purposes: 
H.R. 9822.  An  act  to  expedite  national  defense,  and  for 

other  purposes;  _.^     .         ,  *». 

H.R. 9850.  An  act  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the 

national  defense; 

H.  R.  9864.  An  act  amending  the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  re- 
spect to  the  basis  of  property; 

H.  R.  9896.  An  act  to  authorize  appropriations  for  construc- 
tion at  military  posts,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9897.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  additional 
land  for  military  ptirposes; 
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H.R.9899.  An  act  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Civil 
AeronauUcs  Authority  over  certain  air-maU  services,  and  for 

other  purposes: 
yT         H.  R.  9907.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  recording  and  releasing 

Of  Uens  by  entries  on  certificates  of  title  for  motor  vehicles 
and  trailers,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9920.  An  act  authorizing  the  county  of  Lawrence, 
Ohio,  to  acquire  and  operate  as  a  unit  certain  privately  owned 
ton  bridges  across  the  Ohio  River  adjoining  such  county; 

H.R.9927.  An  act  declaring  a  forfeiture  of  certain  land 
heretofore  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the  board  of  com- 
missioners of  the  Orleans  Levee  District,  in  the  city  of  New 
Orleans.  State  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and  street  purposes; 

H.  R.  10009.  An  act  to  amend  section  13  (d)  of  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act; 

H.  R.  10055.  An  act  making  supplemental  appropriations  for 
the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  10058.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  preventing 
the  publicaUon  of  inventions  in  the  national  interest,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  10087.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  Continental  Aero- 
surveys  Corporation; 

H.  R.  10104.  An  act  making  appropriations  to  supply  defi- 
ciencies in  certain  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1940.  and  prior  fiscal  years,  to  provide  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30,  1940,  and 
June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H  R  10112.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924 
to  require  aliens  admitted  into  the  United  States  as  officials 
of  foreign  governments  either  to  maintain  their  status  or  to 
depart  from  the  United  States,  with  the  approval  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  State;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  559.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  a  reduction  in 
the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances 
made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States  of 
America  through  the  Public  Works  AdministraUon. 

ADJOtTRNMENT 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  fat  2  o'clock  and  32 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow.  Tues- 
i  day.  July  2.  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  execuUve  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1809.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation,  transmitting  a  report  of  the  activities  and  ex- 
penditures of  the  Reconstruction  finance  Corporation  for  the 
month  of  May  1940  (H  Doc.  No.  852) ;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1810.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  an  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the 
United  States  Maritime  Commission  to  establish  the  marine 
and  war-risk  insurance  fund,  amounting  to  $50,000,000.  to  be 
Immediately  available  (H.  Doc.  No.  851) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


REPORTS    OP   COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm, 

Mr.  HALLECK:  Ccnmiittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  H.  R.  9952.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Indiana  State 
Toll  Bridge  Commission  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate 
a  toll  bridge  across  the  Wabash  River  at  or  near  Mount 
Vernon,  Posey  County,  Ind.;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2710).     Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
H.  R.  9875.  A  bill  to  provide  that  payments  made  to  States 
or  Territories  to  aid  in  the  maintenance  of  disabled  veterans 
in  State  or  Territorial  homes  shall  be  used  solely  for  such 
purpose;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2714).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


Mr  MURDOCK  of  Arizona:  Committee  on  Irrigation  and 
Reclamation.  H.  R.  10069.  A  bUl  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  accept  payment  of  an  annual  equitable 
overhead  charge  in  connection  with  the  repayment  contract 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Strawberry  Water  Users* 
AssociaUon  of  Payson.  Utah,  in  full  saUsfaction  of  delinquent 
billings  upon  the  basis  of  an  annual  fixed  overhead  charge, 
and  for  other  pvurposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2715) . 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILI^  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
S.  2686.  An  act  authorizing  the  reenlistment  of  John  Mudry 
In  the  United  States  Army;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2711).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  PADDIS:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  H.  R.  8333. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ralph  W.  Daggett,  formerly  lieutenant. 
Quartermaster  Corps.  Umted  States  Army;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2712).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
H.  R.  5874.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  recog- 
nize the  high  public  service  rendered  by  Maj.  Walter  Reed 
and  those  associated  with  him  in  the  discovery  of  the  cause 
and  means  of  transmission  of  yellow  fever."  approved  Febru- 
ary 28. 1929,  by  including  therein  the  n£ime  of  Gustaf  E.  Lam- 
bert; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2713).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
532.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  W.  J.  Hance:  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2716).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
716.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Barl)ara  Healy;  with  amendment 
<Rept.  No.  2717).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
1912.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Alfred  Batrack; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2718) .  Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KEOGH:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  2262.  A  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Pauline  Jenkins  and  Mable  Daugherty;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2719).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
3787.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nathan  and  Amelia  Rice;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2720).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  4441.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Eleanor  Goldfarb;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2721).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
Mr.  GATHINGS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  4571.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  La  Vera  Hampton;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2722).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  WINTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  5053.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Fred  Walter;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2723).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  SASSCER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  5264.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Maj.  Clarence  H.  Greene,  United  States 
Army,  retired;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2724).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  POAGE:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  6060.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Hart;  with  amendment  <Rept.  No. 
2725).     Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington :  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
6512.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  F.  W.  Heaton:  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2726).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  WINTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  428.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Edward  Workman;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2727) .    Referred  to  the  Cranmittee  of  the  Whole  House. 
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Mr.  GATHINGS:  Ccmmittee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  1174.  A 
bUl  for  the  relief  of  Euel  Caldwell;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2728) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
6457.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wallie  Motor  Co.;  without 
amendment  <  Rept.  No.  2729) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  JENNINGS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7131.  A 
bill  for  the  relief  of  C.  M.  Kiser;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2730) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  CRAVENS:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7139.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Joe  L.  McQueen;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2731  > .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  WINTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  7815.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Boston  4  Maine  Railroad;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2732).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 

House.  ^,  ^  __  _ 

Mr  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  k. 
10141.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  First  National  Steamship 
Co..  the  Second  National  Steamship  Co..  and  the  Third  Na- 
tional Steamship  Co.;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2733). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3308.  An 
act  authorizing  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States 
to  settle  and  adjust  the  claim  of  Robert  E.  Newton;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2734).    Referred  to  the  Ccmmittee  of 

the  Whole  House.  „   „„r.      .         * 

Mr  GATHINGS:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  3354.  An  act 
for  the  relief  of  Nannie  E.  Teal;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2735) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


By  Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee: 
H.R.  10156.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elmer  Wilson:  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

H.  R.  10157.  A  bin  for  the  reUef  of  John  L.  Summers,  de- 
ceased; to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  SCHWERT: 
H.R.  10158.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Marian  Cichy;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  public  bills  and  resoluUons 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mrs.  OT)AY: 
H  R  10150.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Increased  immigration 
visas  to  children  under  the  age  of  14  years  into  the  United 
States  from  certain  European  countries;  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  NaturalizatioiL 

By  Mr.  BARRY:  ^      ^    ^^ 

H.R.  10151  (by  request).  A  bill  extending  patent  No. 
1,492,972;  to  the  Committee  on  Patents. 
By  Mr.  FULMER: 
H  J  Res  576.  Joint  resolution  to  investigate  the  apparent 
monopolistic  purchasing  of  pulp  wood  by  pulp  and  paper  mills 
under  a  contract  purchase  system  from  farmers  and  other 
owners  price  fixing  of  paper  and  other  pulp  products  under 
trade-practice  rules  and  regulations,  including  cost  of  dis- 
tribution; to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 


I  MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXH.  memorials  were  presented  and 

referred  as  follows:  .   _,  ,  .  ,  ^.w 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Ohio,  memorializing  the  President  and  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  to  consider  their  House  Resolution  No.  3. 
dated  June  19.  1940.  with  reference  to  adjournment  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  GAVAGAN: 
H  R  10152  (by  request) .  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Siegfried 
Heinsfurter;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation.   

By  Mr.  KEE: 
H.R.  10153.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Grover  C.  Pool;  to  the 

Committee  on  Claims.  «  ^    ^    i.    *».- 

H.R.  10154.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anne  P.  Clark;  to  the 

Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland: 
H.R.  10155  (by  request).  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 

M.  Irvine;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8933.  By  Mr.  KEOGH:  Petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  the  State  of  New  York,  concerning  Federal  taxation 
for  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8934.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  favoring  the  Burke-Wadsworth  selective 
miUtary  training;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8935.  Also,  petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  concerning  the  Wagner  Labor  Act  revi- 
sion; to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

8936.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Hatters,  Cap,  and  Mil- 
linery Workers,  International  Union.  New  York  City,  endors- 
ing the  President's  program  for  national  defense  and  for 
allied  aid;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8937  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Committee  for  the 
Defense  of  Lithuania,  Brooklyn.  N.  Y.,  concerning  the  with- 
drawal of  recognition  extended  to  the  Soviet  Union;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8938.  Also,  petition  of  the  Forty  Plus  Club  of  New  York, 
supporting  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  MUitary 

8939!  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Maritime  Union  of 
America.  New  York  City,  pledging  full  support  and  coopera- 
tion in  building  the  national  defense  of  the  country  so  that 
it  will  be  second  to  none;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 

Affairs. 

8940.  By  Mr.  LYNCH:  Resolution  of  the  Transcontinental 
&  Western  Air.  Inc..  offering  cooperation  in  furtherance  of 
national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  MUitary  Affairs. 

8941.  By  Mr.  TENEROWICZ:  Resolution  of  the  Common 
Council  of  the  city  of  Hamtramck.  Mich.,  urging  passage  of 
House  bill  9635,  authorizing  the  organization  of  a  full  regi- 
ment of  colored  combat  troops  as  a  part  of  the  National  Guard 
of  the  State  of  Michigan;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 

Affairs. 

8942.  Also,  resolutions  of  the  Wayne  County  Council,  Vet- 
erans of  Foreign  Wars  of  United  States,  urging  the  mobiliza- 
tion and  equipment  of  an  antiaircraft  regiment  of  the  Michi- 
gan National  Guard  for  the  Detroit  area  and  equipping  the 
One  Hundred  and  Eighty-second  Field  Artillery  Regiment; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8943.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  M.  Mottelson  and 
others  of  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8944.  Also,  petition  of  the  Coordinating  Council  for  Peace, 
San  Francisco.  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  the  national  defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8945.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Maritime  Union  of 
America,  New  York.  N.  Y..  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8946.  Also,  petition  of  F.  Rogers  and  others  from  Chicago, 
HI.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8947.  Also,  petition  of  the  General  Society  Sons  of  the  Revo- 
lution. White  Plains.  N.  Y..  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  the  national-defense  program;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8948.  Also,  petition  of  the  General  Society  Sons  of  the  Revo- 
lution. White  Plains,  N.  Y.,  peUUonhig  consideraUon  of  their 
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resolution  with  reference  to  un-American  activities  and  the 
Dies  committee:  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

8949.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Union  United  Auto 
Workers.  No.  271.  Congress  of  Indiistrial  Organizations,  San 
Fiancisco,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

8950.  Also,  petition  of  Marlon  Post.  No.  661,  Veterans  of 
^^^^Foreign  Wars,  Salem,  Oreg.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 

resolution  with  reference  to  the  defense  program;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

8951.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Hatters,  Cap,  and  Milli- 
nery Workers,  New  York,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  the  national -defense  program;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8952.  Also,  petition  of  the  Women's  Welfare  League,  Dallas, 
Tex..  p)etitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8953.  Also,  petition  of  the  Thayer  Academy.  South  Brain- 
tree,  Mass.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

8954.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Neurological  Associa- 
tion, New  York  City,  N.  Y.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  the  United  States  Public  Health 
Service;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

8955.  Also,  petition  of  Anthony  Marquiz  Pier  P,  Jersey  City, 
N.  J.,  and  others,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  a  bill  to  dejwrt  Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

^956.  Also,  petition  of  the  Steel  Workers  Organizing  Com- 
mittee. Local  No.  1414.  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  and  the  United 
Cannery.  Agricultural.  Packing,  and  Allied  Workers  of 
America.  Local  75.  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations,  peti- 
tioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  a 
bill  to  deport  Harry  Bridges;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization. 

8957.  Also,  petition  of  I.  P.  A..  C.  I.  O..  and  A.  E.  C.  and  T.. 
New  York  City,  N.  Y..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  the  Dies  committee;  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules. 

8958.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Workers  Order, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolu- 
tion With  reference  to  House  bill  9858.  immigration  legisla- 
tion: to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8959.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Committee  for  the  De- 
fense of  Lithuania,  Brooklyn.  N.  Y..  petitioning  consideration 
of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8960.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  State  Shoe  Retailers 
Association.  Rochester,  N.  Y..  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national-defense  pro- 
gram; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8961.  Also,  petition  of  the  Marine  Cooks'  and  Stewards' 
Association,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national -defense  pro- 
gram: to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8962.  Also,  petition  of  the  Committee  to  Defend  America, 
Miami,  Fla.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

8963.  Also,  petition  of  the  Citizens  Committee,  Waxahachie, 
Tex.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  ref- 
erence to  the  national -defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8964.  Also,  petition  of  the  Washington  Committee  for 
Democratic  Action.  Washington  D.  C,  petitioning  considera- 
tion of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  universal  compxil- 
sory  training;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8965.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Automobile  Workers  of 
America,  Local  259.  New  York.  N.  Y.,  petitioning  consideration 
of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  Senate  bill  591.  United 
Stetes  Housing  Authority;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 


8966  Also,  petition  of  B.  Johnson  and  M.  Weakley,  of 
Springfield  and  Robertson  County.  Tenn..  petitionmg  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national- 
defense  program ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8967.  Also,  petiUon  of  the  Uons  Club.  Burlington.  Vt., 
Springhill.  La.;  Kosciusko.  Miss.;  Moundsville.  W.  Va.;  Marsh- 
field  Oreg.;  and  Carthage,  Tex.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  naUonal-defense  pro- 
gram; to  the  Committee  on  MUitary  Affairs. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  July  2,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  unto  whom  aU  hearts  are  open,  all  desires 
are  known,  and  from  whom  no  secrets  are  hid,  cleanse  the 
thoughts  of  our  hearts  by  the  inspiration  of  Thy  Holy  Spirit, 
that  we  may  perfectly  love  Thee  and  worthily  magnify  Thy 
holy  name,  through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord. 

Our  Father  who  art  in  Heaven,  hallowed  be  Thy  name.  Thy 
kingdom  come.  Thy  will  be  done  in  earth,  as  it  is  In  Heaven. 
Give  us  this  day  our  daily  bread.  And  forgive  us  our  tres- 
passes, as  we  forgive  those  who  trespass  against  us.  And  lead 
us  not  into  temptation,  but  deliver  us  from  evil:  For  Thine  is 
the  kingdom,  and  the  power,  and  the  glory,  forever.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

SUNDRY  MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDINT 

Simdry  messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  were  communicated  to  the  House,  by  Mr.  Latta, 
one  of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the  House  that  on 
the  following  dates  the  President  approved  and  signed  bills 
and  joint  resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 
On  June  29,  1940: 

H.  J.  Res.  517.  Joint  resolution  to  clear  title  to  certain  real 
estate; 

H.  R.  2070.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edwin  Porsman; 

H.  R.  2083.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dan  Yancey; 

H.  R.  2106.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Flack; 

H.  R.  2151.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Bruce.  Jr.; 

H.  R.  2354.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  S.  T.  Enloe; 

H.  R.  2489.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Angle  Ward: 

H.  R.  2628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Engblom; 

H.  R.  3142.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Leland  G.  Myers; 

H.  R.  3163.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rose  Bilaltis; 

H.  R.  3713.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Joe  Carter; 

H.  R.  4113.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maude  Sullivan; 

H.  R.  4587.  An  act  to  give  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  authority  to  prescribe  rules  of  pleading,  practice,  and 
procedure  with  respect  to  proceedings  in  criminal  cases  prior 
to  and  including  verdicts,  or  finding  or  plea  of  guilty; 

H.  R.  4801.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Camastro,  a  minor; 

H.  R.  5211.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Kentucky  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claims  of  Mat 
Hensley,  Arnold  Blanton,  Lillie  Price.  Clyde  Thorpe,  and  D.  L. 
Mason; 

H.  R.^97.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stanley  V.  Smith; 

H.  R.  5388.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Lewellyn  and 
Drusilla  Lewellyn; 

H.  R.  5464,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Don  E.  Hicks; 

H.  R.  5571.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Minnie  Lowery  and 
Winell  Lowery; 

H.  R.  5930.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Raymond  C.  Knight; 

H.  R.  6145.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  L.  Riley; 

H.  R.  6507.  An  act  to  provide  for  leave  of  absence,  with  pay, 
for  any  employee  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  who  may  be  called  upon  for  jury  service  in  any  State 
court  or  court  of  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  6553.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Pennsylvania  State 
College; 


H.  R.  6572.  An  act  to  amend  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine  war-risk  insurance 
and  reinsurance,  and  for  marine  risk  reinsurance,  and  for 
other  purposes: 

H.  R.  6598.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Upton; 
H.  R.  6822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Eliza  Warren  and  George 
T.  Warren: 

H.  R.  6889.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frances  M.  Hannah; 
H.  R.  7254.  An   act   authorizing   the  temporary  detaU   of 
John  L.  Savage,  an  employee  of  the  United  States,  to  service 
under  the  Government  of  the  State  of  New  South  Wales. 
Australia,  and  the  Government  of  the  Punjab.  India; 

H.  R.  7343.  An  act  to  amend  certain  laws  governing  Federal 
prisoners,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7608.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  Montrose  Edrehl; 
H.  R.  7825.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  S.  Hobson; 
H.R.  7858.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mary  D.  Briggs  and 
Simeon  G.  Rigor; 

H.  R.  7959.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nathan  A.  Buck; 
H.  R.  8046.  An  act  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  for  the  retirement  of  employees  of  the  Alaska  Rail- 
road. Territory  of  Alaska,  who  are  ciUzens  of  the  Umted 
States,"  approved  June  29.  1936: 

H  R  8076  An  act  to  authorize  the  furnishing  of  steam 
from  the  central  heating  plant  to  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences,  and  for  other  purposes: 

H.  R.  8099.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  L.  Kinney; 
H  R  8258.  An  act  for  the  maiking.  care,  and  maintenance 
Of  the  Mount  of  Victory  plot  in  the  Cypress  HUls  Cemetery. 
In  Brooklyn.  N.  Y.; 

H  R  8316.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  sell  certain  land  to  the  Conconully  Cemetery  Association; 
H  R.  8350.  An  act  permitting  official  mail  of  the  Pan  Amer- 
ican Sanitary  Bureau  to  be  transmitted  in  penalty  envelopes: 
H  R  8356    An  act  for  the  exchange  of  lands  adjacent  to 
the  San  Juan  National  Forest  and  the  Rio  Grande  National 

Forest  in  Colorado: 

H  R.8399.  An  act  to  prohibit  the  receipt,  possession,  or 
disposition  of  money  or  property  feloniously  taken  from  a 
bank  organized  or  operating  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  or  any  member  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System: 

H  R  8628  An  act  to  amend  the  Perishable  Agricultural 
Commodities  Act,  1930.  as  amended,  to  include  as  a  perish- 
able agricultural  commodity  cherries  in  brine,  and  for  other 
purposes:  ,   ^     ^^ 

H.  R.  8692.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  to  regulate  the  prac- 
tice of  podiatry  in  the  District  of  Columbia; 

H.  R.  8708.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Harold  C.  Preble,  naval 

H  R  8815.  An  act  to  grant  per  diem  compensation  to  the 
appointed  members  of  the  Board  of  Steam  and  Other  Operat- 
ing Engineers  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other 
purjxtses : 

H  R  9274.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  establishment  of  the  Cape  Hatteras  National 
Seashore  in  the  State  of  North  CaroUna.  and  for  other  pur- 
poses ••  approved  August  17,  1939  (50  Stat.  669) ; 

H  R.  9445.  An  act  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for 
the  Grand  Coulee  Dam  and  Reservoir,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: .    ^,  M  4. 

H  R.  9896.  An  act  to  authorize  appropriations  for  construc- 
tion at  military  posts,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9897.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  additional 
land  for  military  purposes. 

On  July  1.  1940:  ^     ,.       , 

H  J  Res.  559.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  a  reduction  In 
the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  certain  loans  and  advances 
made  to  the  District  of  Columbia  by  the  United  States  of 
America  through  the  Public  Works  Administration; 

H  R  159  An  act  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  relat- 
ing to  the  naturalization  of  certain  women  bom  in  Hawaii," 
approved  July  2,  1932; 

H  R  382.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gus  Roth; 

H  R  2901  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
Stetes  District  Court  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia  to 


hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of 

Geraldine  Ash;  ^  ^.       ,      ^  „ 

H  R.  3402.  An  act  to  authorize  the  appropriation  for  pay- 
ment of  the  cost  of  providing  additional  water  for  the 
Wapato  Indian  irrigaUon  project.  Washington; 

H  R  6583.  An  act  for  expenditure  of  funds  for  coopera- 
tion with  the  pubUc-school  board.  Cass  County.  Minn.,  for 
the  construction,  extension,  equipment,  and  improvement  of 
public-school  facilities  to  be  avaUable  to  Indian  children  in 
the  district:  _^ 

H.R. 7116.  An  act  to  authorize  defraying  cost  of  necessary 
work  between  the  Yuma  project  and  Boulder  Dam; 

H.R. 7821.  An   act  for   the  relief  of   Anna   T.  Sifferman 
Varga* 
H.R. 7955.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis  Rosenstone; 
H.  R.  9453.  An  act  to  provide  a  license  to  the  Atlantic  Re- 
fining Co..  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9765.  An  act  to  provide  for  exercising  the  right  with 
respect  to  red-cedar  shingles  reserved  in  the  trade  agreement 
concluded  November  17.  1938.  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 9864.  An  act  amending  the  Bankruptcy  Act  with  re- 
spect to  the  basis  of  property; 

H.  R.  10058.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  preventing 
the  publication  of  inventions  in  the  national  Interest,  and 
for  other  purposes;  and 

H.R.  10112.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924 
to  require  aliens  admitted  into  the  United  States  as  officials  of 
foreign  governments  either  to  maintain  their  status  or  to 
depart  from  the  United  SUtes,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Baldridge,  one  of  Its 
clerks,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  10106.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Revenue  Act  of  1937.  as  amended. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed. 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.R. 7233.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  disposition,  control,  and  use  of  surplus  real 
property  acquired  by  Federal  agencies,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," approved  August  27. 1935  (PubUc,  No.  351,  74th  Cong.) . 
and  for  other  purposes. 

LEAVE   TO   ADDRESS   THE   HOITSE 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
after  the  completion  of  matters  on  the  Speaker's  desk  to- 
day and  the  disposition  of  the  legislative  program,  together 
with  the  special  orders  of  the  day,  I  be  permitted  to  address 
the  House  for  1  hour. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the 
right  to  object,  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  thinks  he  can  say 
everjrthlng  he  wants  to  say  on  that  subject  In  an  hour. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  can  say  everything  that  the  gentleman 
wants  to  hear  in  an  hour. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the 
right  to  object.  Does  the  gentleman  intend  to  discuss  the 
Government  electric  business  and  the  alleged  Power  Trust? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Probably  I  shall  touch  upon  that.  I  am 
going  to  discuss  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Will  the  gentleman  In  that 
discussion  also  Include  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Robert  E.  Healy. 
a  New  Deal  leader,  who  at  the  Senate  stock-exchange-prac- 
tices hearing  referred  to  the  robbing  of  the  American  peo- 
ple of  more  than  $1,000,000,000  by  Henry  L.  Doherty,  of 
Cities  Service  Corporation,  who  our  New  Deal  President 
selected  to  take  charge  of  his  birthday  balls? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  O  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin is  wilder  than  the  Republican  Convention. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. As  a  matter  of  Information.  I  ask  the  gentleman  with 
a  little  more  particularity  what  he  is  going  to  discuss. 
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Mr  RANKIN.  I  am  going  to  discuss,  among  other  things, 
the  state  of  the  Union  and  shall  probably  touch  upon  the 
convention  recently  held,  or  started,  rather,  by  the  Republi- 
can Party  In  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  shall  be  here  to  listen  to  the  gentleman 
with  great  pleasure. 

Mr   RANKIN.    I  shall  feel  honored. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ECTKNSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr  KRAMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  by  including  therein  an  address  by  Hon. 
Colonel  Harrington,  over  the  radio  last  Sunday  evening. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  brief  editorial  com- 
ment on  the  subject  of  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  PEARSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  address  delivered  by 
David  lilienthal  on  June  22. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  busi- 
ness on  the  Speaker's  desk  today  and  the  special  orders.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House  for  15  mmutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  radio  address  I  de- 
livered over  WJSV  Svmday. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

NATIONAL  RIFLE  ASSOCIATION 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute,  and  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  May  21  I  discussed 
some  matter  concerning  the  National  Rifle  Association.  Since 
that  time  someone  in  Washington  saw  fit  to  spread  a  lot  of 
Ijropaganda  indicating  that  I  was  responsible  for  an  Execu- 
tive order  by  the  President,  suspending  the  selling  of  fire- 
arms to  the  National  Rifle  Association.  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  that  suspension  or  with  the  Executive  order. 

Some  of  my  colleagues  have  taken  a  lot  of  responsibility  in 
extending  their  remarks  on  a  pamphlet,  which  is  propaganda, 
sent  out  by  the  National  Rifle  Association,  without  checking 
further  into  the  matter.  The  gentleman  from  Alabama 
on  page  4195  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  stated  that 
he  did  not  know  where  I  got  the  information  and  that 
whatever  information  I  got  was  not  true.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
undignified  and  unethical  to  make  such  a  statement  and  I 
think  the  gentleman  ought  to  know  better  than  to  charge 
another  Member  of  the  House  with  uttering  statements  that 
are  untrue.  Hi  view  of  his  accusation  I  shall  put  into  the 
Record  evidence  showing  that  certain  members  of  the  Na- 
tional Rifle  Association  have  solicited  members  among  the 
Nazi  bund,  and  that  they  have  obtained  certain  members 
from  the  Christian  Front.  I  want  to  stress  again  at  this 
point  that  I  am  not  charging  the  National  Rifle  Association 
as  a  whole  of  xm-American  activities.  All  I  ask  them  to  do 
is  to  clean  their  own  house  and  to  remove  from  their  mem- 
bership rolls  certain  groups  that  in  my  opinion  are  subversive. 
In  my  flies  there  are  many  letters  commending  me  for  my 
remarks  on  the  National  Rifle  Association.  But.  there  are 
also  a  number  of  letters  criticizing  me  for  my  remarks  and 


July  2 


charging  me  with  a  desire  to  cast  aspersion  on  the  association 

I  must  again  caU  attention  to  the  exact  wording  of  my 
speech,  which  appears  on  page  9915  of  the  Record.  In  which 

I  stated —  _    ^.  _^       «  ^ 

Mr  Sneaker  the  National  Rifle  AasoclaUon  of  Waahlngton.  D.  C^ 
IS  ^inl'^Tand  abused  by  the  members  of  the  German-Amerlcan 
Bund. 

I  did  not  charge  the  association  with  doing  anything  Im- 
proper but  specifically  charged  that  the  association  was  being 
used  and  abused  by  the  German-American  Bund. 

It  is  obvious  that  I  did  not  intend  to  cast  aspersion  on  Uie 
association  as  a  whole,  but  merely  charged  that  some  indi- 
viduals connected  with  the  association  saw  flt  to  ally  them- 
selves with  subversive  organizations  and  solicit  memberships 
from  those  organizations.  The  National  Rifle  Association, 
however,  saw  flt  to  put  out  a  pamphlet  in  which  it  charges  me 
with  making  destructive  remarks,  and  with  being  responsible 
for  the  suspension  by  the  President  of  their  permission  to  sell 
and  issue  Government  rifles  and  ammunition. 

I  wish  to  make  it  clear  that  it  was  not  my  exposure  which 
was  responsible  for  this  action,  but  perhaps  complaints  com- 
ing from  various  sources,  which  will  make  it  necessary  for  the 
associaUon  to  purge  itself  of  subversive  elements,  and  per- 
form its  activities  in  accordance  with  the  best  interests  of  the 
coimtry.  .         .  ^ 

.  I  also  feel  that  it  is  the  duty  of  each  Member  of  Congress 
to  prevent  subversive  organizations  from  taking  over  respect- 
able institutions  for  their  own  nefarious  ends. 

The  pamphlet  of  the  National  Rifle  Association  shows  that 
some  individuals  connected  with  the  Christian  Front  have 
been  members  of  the  association,  and  have  been  actively 
soliciting  other  memberships.  It  Is  these  individuals  who 
should  be  removed  from  the  association,  and  then,  I  believe, 
no  criticism  could  be  made  of  its  activities. 

I  have  before  me  a  statement  by  a  respectable  citizen  of 
New  York  City,  as  well  as  other  statements,  showing  the 
particular  matter  mentioned  in  my  speech  in  Congress,  and 
wish  to  refer  to  it  at  this  time.    I  shall  read  it  in  full: 

On  or  about  January  1938  I  foimd  a  leaflet  in  my  letter  box 
announcing  a  meeting  to  be  held  at  the  Turn  Halle  at  Elghty-flfth 
Street  and  Lexington  Avenue.  New  York  City,  by  the  Citizens  Pro- 
tective League,  of  which  a  Mr.  Murtlg  was  president.  This  organiza- 
tion \a  an  offshoot  of  the  German- American  Bund. 

The  subject  of  the  meeting  was  to  be  The  Impeachment  of  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt.  No  admission  charge  appeared  on  the  notice.  I 
attended  a  meeting,  over  which  Mr.  Murtlg  presided  and  the  swas- 
tika was  very  much  in  evidence. 

Petitions  asking  for  Impeachment  of  the  President  were  signed 
by  those  present. 

During  the  course  of  the  evening  Mr.  Murtlg  introduced  • 
speaker  who  said  he  was  s  lawyer.  The  speaker  reminded  the 
audience  that  they  were  all  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  black  day 
was  coming,  and  they  could  not  afford  to  be  unprepared  as  they 
knew  who  woxild  be  the  first  ones  to  be  attacked.  He  said.  "Now 
you  boys  know  how  to  shoot,  and  In  order  to  shoot  you  must  have 
guns,  guns  of  a  uniform  caliber."  He  let  It  be  known  that  he  was 
connected  with  the  N.  R.  A.  (National  Rifle  Association)  In  Wash- 
ington, and  he  would  vouch  for  aU  those  who  desired  to  become 
members  and  obtain  these  rifles  at  $3  a  yeax  membership.  This  met 
with  a  loud  approval. 

Although  no  admission  was  charged.  I  was  approached  by  a  man 
after  I  was  seated  and  was  asked  for  a  quarter  for  admission.  This 
was  probably  due  to  the  fact  that  I  was  recognized  and  It  was 
thought  that  I  would  leave  If  I  did  not  wish  to  pay  admission. 
I  paid  the  quarter  and  all  the  while  he  stood  beside  me.  When  I 
was  ready  to  go  I  was  followed  all  the  way  to  the  street. 

In  the  association's  pamphlet,  some  question  is  raised  of  the 
fact  that  I  personally  did  not  serve  In  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  during  the  World  War.  E^ridently  the  author 
of  the  pamphlet  overlooked  the  fact  that  many  members  of 
my  family  were  In  the  service,  and  that  my  brother  was 
killed  m  action.  This  effectively  disposes  of  any  question 
of  serving  with  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States.  I 
was  also  a  member  of  the  Advisory  Coimcil  of  the  Draft  Board 
of  my  district,  acting  on  behalf  of  the  Government  on  ap- 
peals, as  wen  as  In  other  similar  capacities  which  required 
action  on  behalf  of  the  Oovemment.  It  is  signiflcant  that  a 
post  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  is  named  after  my 
brother,  viz,  Morris  Dickstein  Post.  No.  462. 
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There  is  no  question  that  the  National  Rifle  Association 
was  founded  with  the  loftiest  of  principles,  interested  in  the 
promotion  of  education  in  the  fleld  of  arms  and  ammunition 
for  the  private  American  citizen.  Thousands  of  Americans 
Interested  in  hunting  and  In  gun  sports  have  found  the 
N.  R.  A.  invaluable  in  the  purchase  of  gtms,  ammunition,  and 
for  the  promotion  of  gvm  clubs,  ^rtiich  in  my  opinion  is  an 
asset  in  both  peacetime  and  at  times  when  our  great  democ- 
racy is  threatened  by  aggressor  warlike  nations.  For  the 
youth  and  adult  to  be  familiar  with  flrearms,  in  my  mind,  is 
of  paramount  importance. 

My  quarrel  is  certainly  not  with  the  splendid  personnel  at 
the  head  of  this  national  organization.  My  issue  is  the  lack 
of  scrutiny  as  to  interested  people  desirous  of  afiUiating  them- 
selves with  the  N.  R.  A.  for  the  sole  purpose  of  carrying  on 
activity  Inimical  to  our  form  of  government. 

In  New  York  City  a  Dr.  Sohler  Bryant,  a  physician  at- 
tached to  the  Murray  Hill  Hospital  at  30  West  Fortieth  Street, 
has  abused  the  purposes  of  the  N.  R.  A.    It  is  so  arranged 
that  members  have  the  privilege  of  securing  others  for  the 
N.  R.  A.    Dr.  Bryant.  In  his  great  zeal  to  carry  on  activities 
in  the  interest  of  the  Nazi  Government,  has  distributed  ap- 
plicaUon  blanks  at  bund  meetings,  mobilizer  meetings,  and 
also  at  Christian  Front  meetings — especially  active  at  the 
Manhattan  unit  of  which  Joseph  Conlon  was  the  leader.    For 
further  proof  have  the  National  Rifle  Association  check  the 
records  and  they  will  find  that  my  personal  investigator, 
Richard  Rollins,  has  become  a  member  from  the  very  blank 
distributed  at  a  Christian  Mobilizer  meeting.    In  this  appli- 
caUon  you  will  find  the  name  of  Dr.  Bryant  as  the  sponsor. 
Were  the  records  to  be  carefully  checked,  the  N.  R.  A.  will 
find  scores  of  bundsters  and  members  of  subversive  groups 
who  have  used  the  identification  card  and  purchased  rifles 
for  the  dav  when  they  will  use  them  against  us. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 

York  has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 

proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  statement  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Dickstein],  who  has  just 
preceded  me,  I  wish  to  say  that  up  in  my  part  of  the  country 
the  most  patriotic  citizens  we  have  are  members  of  the 
National  Rifle  Association.  There  is  nothing  of  a  subversive 
character  about  them,  nor  is  there  about  the  national  organ- 
izaUon.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  national  organization  in 
any  way  approves  of  any  subversive  activities.  I  think  a 
great  many  of  the  statements  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  Dickstein  1  in  what  he  placed  In  the  Record 
a  short  time  ago,  are  very  unfortunate  and  I  think  it  has 
done  a  great  wrong  to  a  large  number  of  patriotic  Americans. 
I  believe  if  he  had  called  to  the  attention  of  the  officers  of 
this  association,  privately,  anything  of  that  character,  if  he 
has  a  legitimate  complaint,  they  would  have  been  cleaned  up 
Immediately.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  yesterday  I  asked  imanlmous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  address  by 
Hon.  Milo  Perkins.  A  report  from  the  Printing  Office  states 
that  it  will  cover  approximately  4  pages  at  a  cost  of  $180. 

I  renew  my  request  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include 
that  address,  notwithstanding. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  Include  a  brief 
resolution  by  some  of  my  constituents  with  reference  to  inter- 
national affairs  and  national  defense. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  an  address 
by  Paul  J.  Raver,  administrator  of  the  Bonneville  project. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  address  by  Dr.  Silver. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOT7SK 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  after  the  special  order  of 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin  1  today.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House  for  15  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  There  is  already  a  previous  order  follow- 
ing the  gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  amend  my  request,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  fol- 
low whatever  other  special  orders  that  have  already  been 
msule. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  Springer,  by  unanimous  consent,  was  granted  per- 
mission to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  GILLIE.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  an  editorial  concern- 
ing one  of  my  colleagues. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Douglas]  may  be  permitted  to  extend  his  remarks  by  includ- 
ing a  telegram  which  was  sent  to  the  President. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  brief  editorial  from  the 
Newton,  Iowa.  Daily  News. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  two  editorials. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  short  article  by  Mr.  Alsop 
on  the  bottleneck  In  the  aviation  Industry. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  also  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  letter. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  after  the  conclusion  of  the 
legislative  business  and  other  special  orders  of  the  day,  I  ask 
permission  to  speak  for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  HENIMUCKS.  Mr.  S(>eaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  a  letter  from  one  of 
my  constituents. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 
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■EPORTS   AHD   COJOfTTHICATlONS  FROM  THI   DEPARTMENT   OF   STATE 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs,  I  present  a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res. 
539)  and  ask  for  its  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  539 
Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  hereby  re- 
quested If  not  incompatible  with  the  public  Interest,  to  transmit 
to  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  the  Information  of  Its  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  essential  substance  of  reports  and 
communications  received  by  him  or  by  the  Department  of  State, 
from  diplomatic  sources  or  otherwise,  concerning  conditions  In 
war  zones  in  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  be  read. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  the  Clerk  will  read 
the  letter. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Department  or  Statb, 
I  -  Washington,  June  22,  1940. 

The  Honorable  Sot  Bloom, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  House  of  Representa- 
tiiyes. 
Mt  Dear  Mr.  Bloom  :  I  have  received  your  letter  of  June  22,  1940, 
enclosing  for  my  comment  copies  of  House  Resolution  539,  request- 
ing the  President  to  send  Information  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

As  you  are  aware,  I  am\always  glad  to  cooperate  with  your  com- 
mittee and  to  supply  It  with  all  possible  information  that  I  properly 
can  to  assist  It.  I  regret,  however,  that  the  pending  resolution 
covers  such  a  wide  range  and  Involves  research  and  editorial  tasks 
of  such  magnitude  that  it  would  be  practically  a  phjrslcal  impos- 
sibility for  the  President  to  comply  with  It.  In  view  of  the  fore- 
gomg,  I  set  no  reason  for  the  enactment  of  this  resolution. 
Sincerely  youirs, 

CoRDELL  Hull. 

Mr.  BLOOM.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  resolution  be 
laid  on  the  table. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION   OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a 
statement  by  William  Hirth,  president  of  the  Missouri  Farm- 
ers' Association. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

CONTINENTAL   AEROSURVEYS   CORPORATION VETO   MESSAGE   OF   THE 

PRESIDENT   (H.  DOC.  NO.  861) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  veto 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read  by  the  Clerk: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

1  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R.  10087, 
Seventy-sixth  Congress,  third  session,  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  the  Continental  Aerosurveys  Corporation." 

This  bill  provides  that  the  contract  of  the  Continental  Aero- 
surveys Corporation  of  New  York  City  with  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  dated  Jiuie  29,  1938,  for  the  furnishing  by  such 
corporation  to  such  Department,  of  aerial  photographs  of 
lands  within  certain  counties  of  northwestern  Pennsylvania, 
is  extended  to  and  including  November  15,  1940.  The  bill 
recites  that  the  contract  expires,  by  its  terms,  on  June  30, 
1940,  that  the  performance  by  the  corporation  has  been  vir- 
tually completed,  and  that  irreparable  loss  will  result  both 
to  the  corporation  and  to  the  Department  of  Agricultvure  un- 
less the  time  is  extended. 

In  fact,  the  contract  contains  no  fixed  time  for  completion, 
but.  according  to  its  terms  and  subject  to  various  provisions 
for  liquidated  damages,  the  contract  is  required  to  be  pursued 
with  diligence.  It  was  .contemplated  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  that  the  contract  would  long  since  have  been  com- 
pleted, and,  in  the  case  of  three  other  contracts  entered  into 
with  other  contractors  at  about  the  same  time,  and  for  areas 
of  similar  size  in  Pennsylvania,  flsring  was  completed  on  April 
5.  1939,  July  4.  1939,  and  July  16,  1939.  respectively,  payment 
and  final  completion  following  within  30  to  60  days. 


The  Department  of  Agriculture  finds  that  the  failure  of  the 
contractor  to  complete  its  contract  within  a  reasonable  period 
has  been  due  to  the  contractor's  failures  and  delinquencies, 
and  recent  investigation  at  the  site  of  work  by  officials  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  produced  convincing  evidence  of 
the  contractor's  unlikelihood  to  perform  expeditiously  the 
balance  of  the  contract.  Wherefore,  if  the  Department  were 
to  be  bound  under  the  terms  of  this  bUl  to  wait  untU  Novem- 
ber 15,  1940,  for  this  contractor  to  perform,  it  would  be  de- 
prived of  the  early  receipt  of  photographic  materials  for  which 
there  has  continuously  been  an  urgent  need. 

I  feel,  therefore,  that  I  am  not  justified  in  giving  my  ap- 
proval to  this  bill. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  July  2.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  wUl  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  veto 
message  of  the  President,  together  with  the  biU,  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

MEIER   LANGERMANN— veto  MESSAGE   OF   THE   PRESIDENT    (H.  DOC. 

NO.   862) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  veto 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read  by  the  Clerk: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9651) 
which  would  provide  that  Meier  Langermann,  his  wife  and 
son,  formerly  of  Germany,  although  citizens  of  Poland,  shall 
be  admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence, 
notwithstanding  any  provision  of  the  immigration  laws. 

It  will  be  observed  that,  unlike  some  other  bills  of  this 
class,  it  does  more  than  merely  waive  the  requirements  of  the 
Quota  Act,  but  would  also  set  aside  the  limitations  of  all 
immigration  statutes  in  respect  to  this  alien  and  his  family. 
It  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  advisable  to  grant  an  exception 
of  such  a  broad  scope  in  an  instance,  as  is  the  case  here,  in 
which  the  proper  administrative  authorities  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  determine  as  to  whether  any  member  of  this 
family  would  be  barred  by  any  substantive  provision  of  the 
immigration  laws  other  than  the  Quota  Act. 

In  the  light  of  these  considerations,  I  find  myself  imable  to 
approve  this  legislation  in  its  present  form. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  2,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  veto  mes- 
sage of  the  President,  together  with  the  bill,  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

WILLIAM  M.   IRVINE — VETO  MESSAGE   OF  THE   PRESIDENT    (H.   DOC. 

NO.   860) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  veto 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read  by  the  Clerk: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  In  Its  present  form. 
H.  R.  6891,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  William  M. 
Irvine." 

The  purpose  of  the  enactment  is  to  remove  the  statutory 
inhibition  against  the  use  of  appropriated  funds  for  the  pay- 
ment of  compensation  to  aliens  in  the  case  of  William  M. 
Irvine,  who  was  inadvertently  employed  by  the  Post  OfHce 
Department  during  the  period.  July  1  to  August  25.  1938. 
prior  to  the  time  he  was  admitted  to  United  States  citizen- 
ship, in  order  to  authorize  payment  to  him  of  compensation 
for  such  service  including  compensation  withheld  from  him 
and  compensation  he  had  received,  but  later  refunded. 
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To  accomplish  this  purpose  the  Committees  on  Claims  of 
tooth  Houses  of  the  Congress  apparently  intended  that  the  first 
sentence  of  section  2  of  the  bUl  as  reported  should  be  worded 
to  authorize  and  direct  payment  to  Mr.  Irvine  of  "such  part 
of  $304.05  as  has  not  been  paid  to  him.  or,  having  been  paid 
to  him,  has  been  refunded  by  the  payee."    See  page  1  of  the 

committee  reports. 

However,  the  print  of  the  bUl,  as  reported  to  each  House 
and  enacted,  contained.  In  the  first  sentence  of  section  2. 
authorization  and  direction  for  payment  of  J'such  part  of 
$304.05  as  has  not  been  refunded  by  the  payee." 

As  enacted,  the  bUl  would  improperly  authorize  double  com- 
pensation to  be  paid  to  the  emplosree  for  a  part  of  his  service, 
a  purpose  not  intended,  but  would  not  authorize  any  payment 
to  him  for  the  larger  part  of  his  service,  that  part  as  to  which 
he  has  refunded  the  compensation  received,  which  was  the 
principal  purpose  intended. 

Under  the  circumstances  I  have  no  alternative,  but  to 

withhold  my  approval  of  the  enactment. 

Fkanklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  July  2.  1940. 

The  SPEIAKER.  T^e  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
message  of  the  President  and  the  biU  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims  and  ordered  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

FRANK    E.    SHANKS— veto    MESSAGE    OF    THE    PRESIDENT     (H.    DOC. 

NO.   857) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  veto 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read  by  the  Clerk: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives:  ,   „  „   -t^o 

I  am  retvuning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R.  8548. 
a  blU  for  the  relief  of  Isobell  Shanks. 

The  bin  proposes  to  pay  to  Frank  E.  Shanks,  father  and 
legal  guardian  of  Isobell  Shanks,  of  Waveland,  Ind.,  the  sum 
of  $3  500  in  setUement  of  his  claims  against  the  United  States 
on  account  of  injuries  sustained  by  his  minor  daughter  when 
the  automobile  in  which  she  was  a  passenger  was  struck,  on 
June  24.  1938.  by  a  truck  operated  by  the  Civilian  Conserva- 
tion Corps.  .      ,    ,     , 

The  evidence  in  this  case  Indicated  that  the  injuries  sus- 
tained by  the  chUd  might  not  prove  of  a  permanently  serious 
Character-  and  if  not,  it  is  my  opinion  that  they  would  not 
Justify  a 'payment  of  as  much  as  $3,500.  The  attending 
physician  made  a  sUtement  on  July  10.  1939.  approximately 
1  year  after  the  accident,  that  the  chUds  recovery  might 
eventually  be  complete,  although  expressing  some  doubt  on 
this  point  In  Flew  of  the  <iucstion  thus  raised  as  to  the 
present  condition  of  the  chUd.  an  investigation  and  medical 
examinaUon  has  been  made  by  an  agency  of  the  Government 
Since  the  bill  was  enacted  by  the  Congress  to  determine  the 
present  actual  condition  of  the  Injured  party.  This  investi- 
gaUon  and  medical  examinaUon  disclose  that  the  child  has 
no  permanent  partial  disability;  that  she  appears  to  be  well 
nourished  and  plays  normally;  that  she  has  led  her  class  in 
studies  and  has  shown  no  change  in  personality  since  the 
accident-  that  the  wounds  received  have  healed  in  a  satis- 
factory manner  and  there  are  no  scars  present  causing  dis- 
figuration: and  that  there  is  no  indication  of  any  future  path- 
ological conditions  or  necessity  for  future  treatment. 

In  view  of  the  facts  hereinabove  set  forth,  I  do  not  feel 

lustlfled  In  approving  the  bill. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  Whtte  House,  July  2,  1940, 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  win  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal.  .^  * »». 

Mr  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
message  of  the  President  and  the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims  and  ordered  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


MARY  RKID  HXIDSON— VWO  MISSACE  OF  THl   PRESIOENT    (H.  DOC. 

NO.   SS8) 

Tlie  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  foUowing  veto 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read  by  the  Clerk: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R.  4142. 
for  the  relief  of  Mary  Reid  Hudson. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  pay  to  Mary  Reid  Hudson,  of 
Heiwyetta,  Okla..  the  sum  of  $3,000  In  settlement  of  her  claims 
against  the  United  States  on  account  of  personal  injuries  re- 
ceived on  March  27,  1937.  when  the  automobUe  which  she  was 
driving  was  struck  by  a  trailer  which  became  detached  from 
a  truck  in  the  service  of  the  Works  Progress  Administration. 

While  there  appears  to  be  no  question  in  this  case  but  what 
there  was  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  Government  truck 
driver,  the  information  avaUable  does  not  indicate  that  the 
injiu-ies  sustained  by  the  claimant  were  of  such  a  serious  char- 
acter as  to  justify  a  payment  of  $3,000.  A  medical  exam- 
ination held  on  June  16.  1937.  indicated  that  certain  rib  frac- 
tures would  be  healed  within  a  short  time;  that  the  nerve  in- 
juries would  probably  clear  up  within  about  6  months;  and 
that  if  the  wrist  and  spine  condition  did  not  Improve,  surgical 
attention  could  bG  resorted  to.  There  is  no  medical  or  other 
evidence  as  to  the  condition  of  the  claimant  since  June  16, 
1937;  and  in  the  absence  of  evidence  that  the  claimant  did  not 
completely  recover  from  the  accident  within  a  relatively  short 
time,  I  do  not  feel  that  I  would  be  jusUfied  in  approving  the 

present  bill. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  July  2.  J940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
message  of  the  President  and  the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

VERNON    ATKISON — VETO    MESSAGE    OF    THE    PRESIDENT     (H.    DOC. 

NO.   859) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  veto 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read  by  the  Clerk: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

1  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R.  5592,  for  the 
relief  of  Vernon  Atkison. 

It  Is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  pay  to  the  legal  guardian  of 
Vernon  Atkison,  a  minor  of  Greenville,  S.  C,  the  sum  of  $2,000 
in  settlement  of  claims  against  the  United  States  for  personal 
injuries  received  by  the  minor  and  property  damage  when  he 
was  struck  on  the  morning  of  December  30, 1937,  by  a  truck  in 
the  service  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps. 

The  minor  child,  hereinabove  referred  to,  sustained  a  broken 
limb  as  a  result  of  the  accident,  but  there  is  no  medical  or 
other  evidence  available  to  indicate  that  the  injured  party  has 
not  fully  recovered. 

Tn  the  absence  of  current  authoritative  Information  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  injured  minor,  I  do  not  feel  justified  in 
approving  the  bill  which  involves  a  payment  of  $2,000  in 
settlement  of  this  cltdm.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  amount 
Of  $1,150  recommended  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
after  having  carefully  investigated  this  accident  and  the 
injury  resulting  therefrom,  would  be  a  Uberal  recognition  of 
the  damages  sustained. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  2. 1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  message  of  the  President  and  the  bill  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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DISTRIBTmOW  OF  MAILS  ON  MOTOR  VEHICLE  ROUTES 

Mr  ROMJUE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6424)  to  provide 
for  the  transportation  and  distribution  of  mails  on  motor- 
vehicle  routes,  with  a  Senate  amendment,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  title  of  the  biU 
and  the  Senate  amendment. 

The.Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Page**l.  line  3.  after  "that".  Insert  "wherever  it  Is  found  that  ade- 
quate railroad  facilities  are  not  available." 

Mr  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
can  the  gentleman  advise  the  House  as  to  whether  the  minor- 
ity members  have  been  consulted  with  reference  to  the 
amendment  that  is  proposed  and  whether  or  not  the  minority 

members  have  approved?  .  ^    .v.    «  „»«. 

Mr  ROMJUE.  The  bill  as  originally  passed  by  the  House 
had  the  unanimous  support  of  the  entire  Post  Office  Commit- 
tee both  Democrats  and  Republicans.  In  the  Senate  this 
slight  amendment  was  added.  I  think  it  is  a  very  good 
amendment.    I  understand  there  is  no  objection  to  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection.  4,       * 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to.  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

FORT   MUTLIN   MILITARY   RESERVATION 

Mr  FADDIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3926)  to  author- 
ize the  Secretary  of  War  to  provide  a  license  for  the  construc- 
Uon  of  a  pile  dolphin  and  walkway  at  Fort  MiflOin  Military 
Reservation,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be.  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  empowered,  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
are  deemed  advisable  by  him.  to  grant  to  the  Atlantic  Refining  Co., 
its  successors  and  or  assigns,  a  license  to  construct  and  malnUtn  a 
DUe  dolphin  and  walkway  thereto  in  the  Delaware  River  at  the  Port 
Mlfnin  Military  Reservation,  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  Pro- 
vided That  such  license  shaU  be  granted  only  upon  a  finding  by 
the  Secretary  of  War  that  the  same  wlU  be  in  the  public  interest 
and  wUl  not  substantially  Injure  the  Interest  of  the  United  States 
in  the  property  affected  thereby:  Provided  further.  That  all  or  any 
Dart  of  such  license  may  be  annuUed  and  forfeited  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  if  the  property  is  needed  for  governmental  purposes  or 
for  failure  to  comply  with  the  terms  or  conditions  of  any  grant 
hereunder,  or  for  nonuse  or  for  abandonment  of  rights  granted 
under  authority  hereof. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  on  two  subjects. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Private  Calendar 

The  SPEAKER.  This  is  Private  Calendar  Day.  The  Clerk 
will  call  the  first  bill  on  the  calendar. 

GEORGE  A.  CARDEN  AND  ANDERSON  T.  HERD 

The  Clerk  called  the  first  billon  the  Private  Calendar.  H.  R. 
7230.  to  provide  for  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  from  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims  in  a 
suit  instituted  by  George  A.  Carden  and  Anderson  T.  Herd. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  vmanimous  consent 
that  this  bUl  be  passed  over  and  that  it  remain  on  the 
calendar. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  01  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  CostelloI? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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VLADAS   BARCIAXTSKAS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8294.  to  enable  Vladas 
Barciauskas  to  remain  permanently  in  the  United  States. 

Mr  COSTELLO  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected,  and.  under 
the  rule,  the  bUl  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

JOSE  MAURI 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  S.  2774.  for  the  relief  of  Jose 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  evicted,  etc..  That  in  the  administration  of  ">«  {"^"^f^^"?;^ 
and  naturalization  laws  Jose  Mauri,  of  Los  Angeles  Call!  shal  bj 
held  and  considered  to  have  been  legaUy  admitted  to  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  on  the  date  of  his  entry  into  the 

^"sec^ 2^ Th? Secretary  of  Labor  is  authorized  and  directed  to  cancel     : 
any  warrants  of  arrest  or  orders  of  deportation  which  may  have  been 
issued  with  rerpect  to  the  said  Jose  Mauri  upon  the  ground  of 
Uleeal  entry  Into  the  United  States.  .  „^  ^      ^   n 

Sec  3  Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shaU 
Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  nonpreference  category  of  the  quota  during  the  current  year. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

MRS.  E.  v.  MAKI 

The  Clerk  caDed  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  1874.  for  the  relief  of 

E.  V.  Maki. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  E.  V.  Makl.  of  Escatawpa. 
Jackson  County.  Miss.,  the  sum  of  $5,000.  The  payment  of  such 
sum  shall  be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  for  damages  sustained  by  the  said  E.  V.  Maki  on  account  of 
the  loss  of  his  son.  Gaston  Maki.  who  was  killed  on  November  1, 
1935.  when  the  truck  on  which  he  waa  riding  collided  with  a  truck 
of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  bearing  United  States  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  tag  No.  12-171  and  operated  by  an  enroUee  of 
the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  named  Howard  Jones,  said  collision 
having  occurred  approximately  1  mile  north  of  McHenry,  Miss.,  on 
United  States  Highway  No.  49:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agenU, 
attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  said  claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents, 
attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  sxun 
of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  said 
claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  5,  after  the  word  "to".  Insert  "Mrs." 

Page  1.  line  9,  after  the  word  "said",  insert  "Mrs." 

Page  1,  line  9,  strike  out  the  word  "his"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"her." 

Page  2.  beginning  with  the  word  "Provided".  In  line  6,  strike 
out  the  remaining  language  of  the  bill  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof: 
"Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  con- 
nection with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con- 
tract to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
\(fas  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Mrs.  E.  V.  Maki." 

LOmS  J.  BANDERET 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  3768.  for  the  relief  of 
Louis  J.  Banderet. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaatiry  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Louis  J.  Banderet.  of  Bay  St.  Louis. 
Miss.,  the  sum  of  $83.82.    Such  sum  shall  be  In  fuU  settlement  of 
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blB  claim  against  the  United  States  for  compensation  f(w  serrice 
rendered  as  temporary  carrier  on  Rural  Route  No.  1.  Bay  St.  Louis. 
Miss.,  from  March  24  to  April  6,  1938.  Inclusive,  which  payment 
has  been  denied  due  to  the  fact  that  at  the  time  he  was  a  star- 
route  contractor:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attor- 
neys on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim. 
It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agenti.  attorney  or  attorneys, 
to  exact  collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  stmti  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on  accoiint  of 
services  rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithsUndlng.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
<rf  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  at  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  t-hall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
Page  1,  line  3,  strike  out  the  word  "Is"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"be,  and  he  Is  hereby.".  ,^      ^_,^         ^  ^.  ^ 

Beginning  with  the  word  "Provided"  in  line  12.  strike  out  the 
mnalnlng  language  of  the  bill  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof:  "Provided^ 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  Jn  this  act  in  excess  or 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
mgent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
wltli  this  claim,  and  the  same  shaU  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  act  f  hall  be  deemed  guilty  of  •  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shaU  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  conmiittee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment,  which 
I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Colmb:  On  page  2.  line  1.  after  the 
word  "contractor",  strike  out  the  colon,  insert  a  period,  and  Insert 
a  new  paragraph,  as  follows:  .         ^  ..  ,.» 

"Sac  a  That  Louis  J.  Banderet  Is  hereby  released  from  any  lia- 
bility to  refund  to  the  United  States  the  Bum  of  $261.07  received 
by  him  as  compensation  for  service  rendered  as  temporary  carrier 
on  rural  route  No.  1,  Bay  St.  Louis,  Miss  ,  from  June  16  to  June  30, 
1937;  from  August  1  to  Axigust  15.  1937;  from  December  1  to  De- 
cember 15  1937;  from  December  16  to  December  31.  1937;  from 
January  1  to  January  15,  1938;  from  January  16  to  January  31, 
1938;  and  from  February  1  to  February  15,  1938." 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  in  op- 
position to  the  amendment.  Will  the  gentleman  explain  to 
the  House  what  the  purpose  of  the  amendment  is? 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  as  originally  filed 
was  for  $82  and  some  cents,  as  I  recall  it,  for  services  ren- 
dered for  carrying  the  rural  mail  because  the  rural  carrier 
had  died  suddenly.  The  question  involved  was  whether  or 
not  he  could  be  paid  because  he  already  had  a  contract  as 
a  star  carrier  for  another  route.  This  question  was  raised 
by  the  Comptroller.    The  committee  approved  the  bill  for  $82. 

After  the  committee  approved  the  biU  for  $82  the  Depart- 
ment, upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Comptroller,  came 
back  on  this  man  for  the  sum  of  $251  that  had  already  been 
paid  him  and  demanded  that  he  pay  this  back.  Obviously 
if  he  is  entitled  to  the  $82  he  is  entitled  to  the  $251. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Has  the  committee  con- 
sidered this  amendment  at  all? 

Mr.  COLMER.    I  have  submitted  It  to  them. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  The  whole  committee  has 
not  considered  the  amendment? 

Mr.  COLMER.    That  Is  correct. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  ColmehI. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

JOHN  J.  REIBER,  ADA  BELL  REIBER,  AND  ARTHUR  JOSEPH  REISER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  5040,  for  the  relief 
of  John  J.  Reiber,  Ada  BeU  Reiber.  his  wife,  and  Arthur 
Joseph  Reiber,  their  minor  son. 

There  being  no  objecUon,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 

lows :  I 

Be' it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  "^^  "Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  ^f^  °' /"^  ^J^^  ^J 
the  Treasiiry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  John  J.  Reiber.  Ada 
S!l?eW^  hUwlfe,  and  Arthur  Joseph  Reiber  their  minor  son^ 
toe  sum  oi  $1,000  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the 
uStld^ta^  for  personal  Injuries  mcurred  In  a  coUlsion  witH  a 


Government  truck  on  the   road  to  Potter  Valley    •'Wrolma^tely 
one-fourth  mUe  from  Soda  Creek  In  the  county  of  Lak^;,  °^J*^^ 

California,  on  or  about  May  19.  1936:  P^°^^1'^l'J^^,l^.^„^t 

amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  per  centum  thereoi 

sh^l  l»  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  •gents, 

SSinfy  r?ttorneys  on  account  ot  ^ryices  rendered  In  <^nn^t^ou 

with  said  claim      It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agenw, 

SSnTor   at°Simeys  to   exact.  coUect.   withhold   or   receive   .my 

sum  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  per 

centum  thereof  on  accSunt  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with 

said  claim  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.     Any  p«- 

son  Violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shaJl  ^^,f ^""^^^^i^y  °' 

a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convlcUon  thereof  shaU  be  fined  In  any 

amount  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  fl.  strike  out  "Ada  Bell  Reiber.  his  wife,  and  Arthur 

Joseph    Reiber,    their"    and   Insert   "as   legal   guardian   of   Arthur 

Joseph  Reiber.  his".  „ 

Line  8   strike  out  "$1,000"  and  Insert  "$100.  

line  9,  strike  out  "Incurred  in  a  colUslon  with  a  Government 
tnipk"  and  Insert  "sustained  by  the  said  Arthtir  Joseph  RelDer, 
Ta  rest?t  of  fSuiS^n  betweeJ  the  automobile  In  which  he  was 
riding  and  a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  truck* .  ,    .  ^  ^,  ,,„. 

Page  2.  Une  6.  after  -Proi^idcd."  strike  out  the  remainder  of  line 
6  and  all  down  to  and  Including  line  18  and  insert  "That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  P"  centum 
thereof  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  ^l^^^J  ^f^\°^^ 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  w^ th  this 
claim  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  th  s  act 
Xll  be  deem^  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  reilei 
of  Arthur  Joseph  Reiber,  a  minor." 

BVYLINE  VAUGHN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  5400,  for  the  relief  of 

Evyline  Vaughn. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  wid  he 
Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $3,500  to  Bvyllne 
Vaughn  in  full  settlement  of  her  claim  agaUist  the  United  States 
for  permanent  Injuries  received  by  her,  through  no  faxilt  of  her  own. 
when  struck  by  a  car  driven  by  Joseph  Vanhom,  an  employee  of 
the  United  States  Forest  Service,  while  on  duty,  on  AprU  25.  1838, 
m  the  city  of  ClarksvUle.  Ark.:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  accoxint  erf  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing Any  pcison  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 


With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  line  5,  strike  out  "the  sum  of  $3,500  to  Evyline  Vaughn 
In  full  settlement  of  her  claim  against  the  United  States  for  per- 
manent injuries  received  by  her.  through  no  fault  of  her  own," 
and  Insert  "the  sum  of  $102.60  to  Earle  HL  Munt,  M.  D.;  the  sum 
of  $93  50  to  George  L.  Hardgrave,  M.  D.;  the  sum  of  $35  to  G  Regi- 
nald Slegel,  M.  D.;  and  $21.75  to  the  Johnson  County  Hospital,  In 
full  settlernent  of  their  respective  claims  against  the  United  States 
for  hospital  and  medical  services  rendered  Evyline  Vaughn,  who 
received  personal  Injuries." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
those  rendering  medical  and  hospital  services  to  Evyline 
Vaughn." 

REGINA    HOWELL 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6108,  for  the  reUef  of 
Regina  Howell. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  allocated  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  Civilian 
Conservation  Corps,  to  Regina  Howell,  of  Farwell.  Mich.,  widow  of 
Joseph  PaxU  Howell,  the  sum  of  $6,000.  The  payment  of  such  sum 
shall  be  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States 
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for  damages  sustained  by  the  widow  of  Joseph  Paul  Howell  on  ac- 
count of  the  loss  of  the  life  of  her  husband,  who  was  killed  on 
March  5  1938  near  Harrison.  Mich.,  by  a  Civilian  Conservation 
rorm  tn^ck  pVcn-^d  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in 
fhTs^act™nexceSS^?6  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
m  c^nrStlon  wlOi  ihls  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful  any 
contrSrt  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
fhe  Sovlslons  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  n^isdemean^ 
and  ui»n  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding 
11.000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
Page  1    line  5.  strike  out  "allocated  for  the  maintenance  and   j 
oi^tlon  of  the  ClvUlan  Conservation  Corps"  and  Insert  "not  other- 

"  Une^TSrke"i)Ut  "the  widow  of  Joseph  Paul  Howell"  and  Insert 

'^^'une  11.  after  "husband",  insert  "the  said  Joseph  Paul  HoweU." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to.  ^.    .  . . 

The  bUl  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

JOHN      TOEPEL.      ROBERT      SCOTT.      WIDBttR      SMITH.      AND      LOTTIS 

KNOWLTON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6456.  for  the  relief  of 
John  Toepel.  Robert  Scott.  Widmer  Smith,  and  Louis  Knowl- 

° There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 

iz^  andXected  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  1"  the  Treasury  not 

otherwise  appropriated,  to  John  I^Tf^'^^^'^.i^^L^i^lL 
Smith  and  Louis  Knowlton.  all  of  Ashland.  Wis.,  the  sum  of  $360 
eSh  The  payment  of  such  sums  shall  be  In  full  settlement  of  all 
claims  against  the  United  SUtes  arising  out  of  work  performed  by 
?hem  as  ^senior  technicians.  Works  Progress  Administration  Ashland 
County.  Wis.,  during  the  period  from  July  6  to  N°y^°^^,f,^5M936^  in 
connection  with  official  project  No.  65-53-25^  ^nS'^^'IfKnoulSn 
said  John  Toepel.  Robert  Scott.  Widmer  Smith,  and  I^uls  Knowlton 
w«re  requlslti^ed  by  the  conservation  engineer.  Works  Progress 
Admmmratlon  District  No.  7.  but  payment  for  such  services  has 
been  denied  on  the  grounds  that  such  appointments  were  made 
without  proper  procedure  or  authority. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1   line  3.  strike  out  "Is"  and  Insert  "be.  and  he  Is  hereby." 

Line  7.'  strike  out  "$360"  and  Insert  "$276."         .^  ^  .^  .  „„  „„^ 

Pa«j  2  after  line  8.  Insert  the  following:  "Provided.  That  no  part 

of   the   ^ount   appropriated   In   this   act  ^   exce^   of    10  percent 

thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  ^ny  agent  or 

attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 

claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 

trary  notwithstanding.     Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 

act  shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 

thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

BETTY  JANE  BEAR  ROBE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU.  H.  R.  7910,  for  the  relief  of 
Betty  Jane  Bear  Robe. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
mherw^  appropriated,  to  the  superintendent  of  the  Pine  Ridge 
Indian  Reservation.  S.  Dak.,  for  the  account  °/  Betty  Jane  Bear 
Robe  minor  child  and  sole  heir  to  the  estate  of  Bessie  Bear  Robe, 
the  sum  of  $2,000.  Subject  to  the  approval  ot  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  not  to  exceed  $500  of  such  sum  may  be  expended  by  such 
stiperintendent  to  pay  debts  outstanding  against  ^^e  estate  of  the 
said  Bespie  Bear  Robe.  The  payment  of  such  sum  of  $2,000  shall  be 
In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  on  account 
of  the  death  of  Aloyslus  Spotted  Bear,  minor  son  of  the  said  Bessie 
Bear  Robe  who  was  killed  on  March  30.  1938.  when  struck  by  an 
automobile  of  the  United  States  Indian  Service  while  alighting  from 
an  Indian  Service  school  bus  on  United  States  Highway  No  18 
within  the  boundaries  of  the  Pine  Ridge  Indian  Reservation,  S.  Dak. 
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With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2  after  line  8.  Insert  the  following:  "Provided.  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
gulity  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined 
In  any  sumi  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ZOE  HOYT  WAGNER  AND  10  T.  HOYT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8028.  for  the  relief  of 
Zoe  Hoyt  Wagner  and  lo  P.  Hoyt.  f^„„^e. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows. 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  nioney  In  the 
Tre^urv  not  otherwise  approorlated  and  In  lull  settlement  against 
S^o7ernment  tSTsum'S  $200.  to  2°*  Hoyt  Wagner  and  the  sum 
of  ft945  60  to  lo  F  Hovt.  compensating  the  said  parties  for  Injuries 
?ecJwed  in  an  automobile  collision  with  a  car.  bearing  license  DA 
Si  berng  owned  by  the  Bureau  of  Biological  Survey  United 
States  Denartment  of  Agriculture,  and  being  operated  by  Ralph  H. 
taler  S^cSon  taking  place  at  the  Intersection  of  highways 
Nos  66  and  77  Just  east  of  Edmond,  Okla.,  and  being  due  to  the 
negligence  of  Mr.  Imler.  who  did  not  obey  the  traffic  signs  In 
bringing  his  car  to  a  stop  before  entering  the  Intersection. 

Wiyi  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6.  strike  out  '•against  the  Government"  and  insert 
"of  all  claims  against  the  United  States."  ,«   imo  » 

Page  2  line  3   after  "Oklahoma",  Insert  "on  November  18.  1838. 

After  line  6.  Insert  the  following:  "Prorided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act.  shall  be 
deemed  gulity  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  stun  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

MORRIS    MENSCH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8214,  for  the  relief  of 
Morris  Mensch. 

Mr.  Rees  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Springer.  Mr.  Hancock,  and  Mr. 
MoTT  objected,  and.  under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

PAUL  SANFORD 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3647.  for  the  relief  of  the 
legal  guardian  of  Paul  Sanford.  a  minor. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  h« 
U  hereby,  authorized  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $3,500  to  the  legal  guardian  of 
Paul  Sanford.  a  minor,  of  Goodsprlngs.  Walker  County,  Ala.,  In 
full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  for  injuries  received  by  said  minor  on  the  17th  day  of 
October  1939  as  the  result  of  blasting  operations  by  Work  Projects 
Administration  employees  of  the  United  States  Government  at  or 
near  Goodsprlngs,  Walker  County,  Ala.:  Provided,  That  no  part  of 
the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attornejC 
on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  arid 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

NATIONAL  REEMPLOYMENT  SERVICE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3978.  for  the  relief  of 
certain  former  employees  of  the  National  Reemployment 
Service. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwi:^e  appropriated,  to  John  Brown  Bethea.  Jr., 
the  sum  of  $247.55;  to  Oliver  Hardy  Stone,  the  sum  of  $78^26;  to 
Mamie  Boiling  Ham.  the  sum  of  $71.14;  to  Grover  Cleveland  Harris. 
Jr..  the  sum  of  $95  14;  to  Katherine  Dlffly.  the  sum  of  $42  83;  to 
Irene  Scott  Boyd,  the  sum  of  $31  33;  to  Samuel  Earle  Greene,  the 
sum  of  $83.71;  to  Franklin  Millard  Houston,  the  sum  of  $136.71;  to 
John  Henry  Jones,  the  sum  of  $211.57;  to  David  Lloyd  Halrston.  the 
sum  of  $7586;  to  William  Francis  Ru&sell,  the  sum  of  $78.14;  to 
Herbert  Spence  Sutton,  the  sum  of  $299  58;  to  Lloyd  William  Taylor, 
the  sum  of  $63.75;  to  Shelby  Chadwlck  Patton,  the  sum  of  $139  02;  to 
John  Burns  Wood,  the  sum  of  $93  32;  such  sums  being  In  full  satis- 
faction of  all  clalm.s  against  the  United  States  for  accrued  annual 
leave  while  claimants  were  in  the  employ  of  the  National  Reemploy- 
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ment  Service:  PrcnMed.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In 
this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  renderea 
m  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  thte  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 

The  bUl  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

COTHRAN  MOTORS.  INC. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  1376,  for  the  relief  of 
Cothran  Motors,  Inc.  .     ^,„       ,  „ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows. 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  'p«^««"'7„^- "j^f  .J* 
is  hereby,  authorlwd  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Cothran  Motors  Inc 
of  Raleleh  N  C  the  sum  of  $356.75.  In  full  and  final  settlement 
S  5?  twclaloi  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  for 
Si»lr8  to  elevatoTand  lighting  equipment  In  P^^P^J^j'J^^^l 
the  Treasury  Department  as  temporary  quarters  for  the  KAielgh 
JS^tlSJf^m^rch  10.  1937,  to  AprU  9  19^.  «»Jf  }«^  P'-^^^JS 
that  the  lessor  maintain  the  same  m  repair:  Provided.  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
VhJre^t  Shan  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  a«ent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
S^Si  InS  the^me  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
SS?-no"wlthstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  Provisions  of  thU 
icTihall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $l,ooo. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  Ume.  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ANNE  HOWARD  LAY 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  9932,  for  the  relief  of 

Anne  Howard  Lay.  „r^'i^ 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  similar  Senate  biU  (S.  4126)  may  be  considered  in  lieu 

of  the  House  bill.  ^    ^    „       x    u  n  «» 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  there  shall  be  paid  from  the  Foreign 
Sefvlce  retlrrrnent  and  disability  fund  to  Anne  Howard  Lay.  wldc/w 
of  JuUus  Lav  a  retired  Foreign  Service  officer  whofe  death  occtirred 
Sn  August  M  1939  SaVu.  after  July  1.  1939.  the  effective  date  of 
?Se  act  of  Apr  1  24  1939.  but  before  the  date  fixed  In  accordance 
Sth Taw  by  tCli-osldent  by  Executive  order;  that  Is.  September  1 
7939  J  the  effective  date  of  the  provisions  of  the  aforesaid  act 
wwch^uthorrze  the  establishment  by  retired  Foreign  Service  offl- 
?eVs  of  Sirvlv^shlp  annuities  In  behalf  of  their  wWo''«  »«  ,^"«: 
flclarles  an  annuity  at  a  rate  equivalent  to  one-half  the  maximum 
Jnnulfy'  thlJK  her  late  husband  could  have  established  for  her  aa 
SSneflclar*    in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  April  24. 

^''^iffctThlilfSrenfJSrronthe  first  day  of  the  calendar  month 
following  Its  approval  by  the  President. 

The  biU  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table.  ^^    ,   . , 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9932)  was  laid  on  the  teble. 

RELIEF  OF  CERTAIN  NAVAJO  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  S.  3794.  for  the  relief  of  cer- 
Uin  Navajo  Indians,  and  for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  rnoney  In  the 
Trewury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the 
Se^?fS?  of  the  interior  the  sum  of  $30,000.  which  amount  shall 
^dSted  as  individual  Indian  money  to  the  credit  of  the  ^tates 
^  ^efollowlng-named  deceased  Navajo  Indians,  and  In  the  respec- 
UvramounTs  stated  for  distribution  to  the  heirs  of  such  deceased 
Indl^  M  deteraUned  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  accordance 
S^fi^xUtingTi"  Wdson  Platero  $5000;  JJeguellus  Sacatero 
$5,000;  Tom  Wood.  $5,000:  John  Apachlte.  $5,000.  Roy  Chavez, 
$5  000;  and  John  Chavez.  $5,000.  ,»».^,.™^    „«,h 

SEC  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasuir  1»  also  authori^red  f^^ 
rii«^tP<i  tn  nav  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  the  sum  of  $3,000, 
w^i1m'o°uS'shall'bl  dfpcsite'S  as  Individual  Indian  money  to  the 
credit  of  Dempsey  Sacatero  and  Jose  Mexlcano,  or  their  helra.  In  the 

""^tc's^tS  founts  herein  appropriated  shall  be  In  full  com- 
pcSuon  for  claims  for  deaths  or  injuries  sustained  In  an  accident 
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orcumnii  near  Gallup  N  Mex.,  on  December  6.  1936:  Provided,  That 
JSTm^untrhS^l^^'ipprcprla'ted  Shall  ^  ^xpend^l  In  accordance 
with  the  regulations  governing  the  handling  of  fd'vidual  Indian 
money  Prot-tded  further.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  °«reln  appro 
pruted  shall  be  paid  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
Jcwunt  of  services  rendered  In  connection  '^"^  these  claims  and 
Iny  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  ^^all  be  deem«l  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any 
Bvim  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ROSA    PAONE 

Tlie  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  4954.  for  the  relief  of 
Rosa  Paone. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  in  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion  and   naturalization   laws,   the   Secretary  of   Labor   is   hereby 
authorized  and  directed   to  cancel   the  warrant  of   arrest   and   tne 
order  of  deportation  against  Rosa  Paone  heretofore  Issued  on  tne 
ground  that  on  June  11.  1933.  admission  to  the  United  States  had 
been  fraudulently  gained  pursuant  to  the  commission  of  a  passport 
or  visa  offense  which,  subsequent  to  such  admission,  has  hereto- 
fore been  held  by  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  to  be 
within  the  purview  of  crimes  Involving  moral  turpitude,  and  there- 
upon Rosa  Paone  shall  hereafter  be  deemed  to  have  been  lawfully 
admitted  to  the  United  States  for   permanent  residence   at  New 
York   N  Y    on  June  11,  1933.    Any  declaration  of  Intention  to  be- 
come a  citizen  or  any  petition  for  citizenship  heretofore  filed  by 
or  any  admission  to  citizenship  ordered  and  certificate  of  naturali- 
zation heretofore  issued  to  Rosa  Paone,  which  were  predicated  upon 
the  claim  of  lawful  admission  to  the  United  States  for  permanent 
residence  upon  June  11,  1933.  shall  hereafter  be  deemed  valid  un- 
less the  original  7-year  period  of  validity  of  such  declaration  of 
Intention    has    heretofore   expired    or    Rosa    Paone    has    heretofore 
been  found  otherwise  not  eligible  to  such  benefit  under  the  natu- 
ralization laws. 
With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
On  page  2,  after  line  13.  Insert  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 
••Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State   shaU 
Instruct   the   proper   quoU-control   officer   to   deduct   one   number 
from  the  Italian   quota  for  the  first   year  that   the   said  ItaUan 
quota  Is  available." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table, 

ALICE   F.   THOMAS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  537.  granting  a  pension  to 
Alice  F.  Thomas. 

Mr.  MOSER  and  Mr.  SPRINGER  objected:  and,  under  the 
rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

BERT   W.    HELMER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  1009,  granting  a  pension 
to  Bert  W.  Helmer. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Adnalnlstrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs 
be  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  place  on  the 
pension  roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pen- 
sion laws,  the  name  of  Bert  W.  Helmer.  late  of  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  r?te  of  $30  j)er  month. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

MARY  JANE  BLACKMAN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  1138,  granting  a  pension 
to  Mary  Jane  Blackman. 

Mr.  MOSER  and  Mr.  SPRINGER  objected;  and.  under  the 
rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

ARMINDA   BAUMAN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  2413,  granting  a  pension 
to  Arminda  Bauman. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  be, 
and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  place  on  the  pension 
roll  subject  to  the  provisions  and  Umltatlons  of  the  pension  laws, 
the  name  of  Arminda  Bauman,  widow  of  Jacob  K.  Bauman,  late  of 
Tnxv  H.  Sixth  Regiment  United  States  Cavalry,  and  pay  hes  » 
pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month. 


9152 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


July  2 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

PENSIONS  AND  INCREASE  OF  PENSIONS  TO  CERTAIN  DEPENDENTS  OF 
VETERANS  OF  THE   CIVIL   WAR 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  10025.  granting  pen- 
sions and  increase  of  pensions  to  certain  dep>endents  of 
veterans  of  the  Civil  War. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs 
be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  place  on  the  pen- 
sion roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension 
laws — 

The  name  of  Penlra  Williams  Massey,  former  widow  of  Ballard 
Williams,  late  of  Capt.  WUllam  Turner's  Company  of  State  Troops. 
Raleigh  County,  W.  Va.,  also  known  as  WUllam  Turner's  Inde- 
pendent Scouts,  West  Virginia  Volunteer  Troops,  and  pay  her  a 
pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month. 

The  name  of  Amelia  H.  Cummlngs.  widow  of  Alfred  Cummings. 
late   of   Company   K.   One    Hundred   and   Ninety-fourth   Regiment 
^Pennsylvania  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $30 
per  month. 

The  name  of  Mary  Jessie  Drehmer.  widow  of  William  H.  Drehmer. 
late  a  captain.  Company  D.  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-eighth  Regi- 
ment New  York  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of 
$30  per  month. 

The  name  of  Amelia  B.  Rice,  widow  of  George  C.  Rice,  late  of 
Company  H.  One  Hundred  and  Ninety-second  Regiment  New  York 
Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in 
lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Harry  E.  Duffleld.  helpless  and  dependent  son  of 
Henry  D.  Emfflcld,  late  of  Company  F.  Second  Regiment  Iowa  Infan- 
try, and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  nxDnth. 

The  name  of  Lenora  Rcyal.  former  widow  of  George  T.  Elder,  late 
•  lieutenant  colonel,  One  Hundred  and  Fifteenth  Regiment  United 
States  Colored  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50 
per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Sarah  C.  Preeland,  widow  of  Fleming  H.  Freeland. 
late  cf  Company  I.  Eleventh  Regiment  Illinois  Cavalry,  and  pay 
her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is 
now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Jane  Vansklver.  widow  of  Orlando  Vanskiver.  late 
Of  Company  D.  Fifth  Regiment  Ohio  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pen- 
sion at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 
The  nanie  of  Myra  Struchen.  helpless  apd  dependent  daughter 
cf  Abraham  Struchen.  late  a  landsman.  United  States  Navy,  and 
pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  ptr  month. 

The  name  of  Emma  E.  E>oll.  widow  of  Abraham  Doll.  late  of  Com- 
pany L.  First  Regiment  Ohio  Light  Artillery,  and  pay  her  a  pension 
•t  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 
The  name  of  Martha  K.  Hclcomb.  widow  of  Judson  W.  Holcomb. 
late  a  musician.  Company  D.  One  Hundred  and  Sixth  Regiment 
Pennsylvania  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50 
per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  Is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Laura  McBratney.  widow  of  Andrew  C.  McBratney. 
late  of  Company  O.  Twenty-fourth  Regiment  New  York  Cavalry, 
•nd  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  In  lieu  of  that 
she  Is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Mabel  McBratney.  helpless  and  dependent  daughter 
of  Andrew  C.  McBratney.  late  of  Company  G,  Twenty-fourth  Regi- 
ment New  York  Cavalry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20 
per  month. 

The  name  of  Eva  Case,  helpless  and  dependent  daughter  of 
Malon  Case,  late  of  Company  L.  Eighth  Regiment  Illinois  Cavalry, 
and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Mary  C.  Low.  widow  of  John  H.  Low.  late  of  Com- 
pany P,  Fifth  Regiment  West  Virginia  Infantry,  and  pay  her  s 
pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now 
receiving. 

The  name  of  Mary  Jane  Patterson,  helpless  and  dependent 
daughter  of  Hiram  L.  Patterson,  late  of  Company  K.  Sixty-eighth 
Regiment  United  States  Colored  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension 
at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month. 

The  name  of  Hattle  C.  Wheeler,  widow  of  John  Wheeler,  late  of 
Company  O.  Twenty-third  Regiment  and  Unasslgned  Twenty-ninth 
Regiment  Iowa  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50 
per  month  In  lieu  of  that  she  is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Anna  M.  W.  Diggles.  widow  of  John  P.  Diggles. 
late  of  Company  M.  First  Regiment  New  Hampshire  Infantry,  and 
pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she 
Is  now  receiving. 

The  name  of  Marie  R.  Sharp,  widow  of  Christian  L,  Sharp,  late 
of  Company  I.  Twenty-fourth  Regiment  New  Jersey  Infantry,  and 
pay  her  a  penfllon  at  the  rate  of  $20  per  month  and  lncrea«e  the 
rate  to  $30  ppr  month  from  and  after  the  date  she  shall  have  attained 
the  age  of  60  years,  which  fact  shall  be  determined  by  the  submis- 
■ion  cf  fl.ittfifactory  evidence  by  the  benenclary  to  the  Veterans' 
Administration. 

The  name  of  Mary  M  Oreen,  widow  of  Samuel  Green,  late  of 
Oompnny  B.  Twenty-eighth  Regiment  Iowa  Infantry,  and  pay  her 
a  penKton  at  the  rate  of  IflO  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now 
rvcelving. 

The  name  of  Barbara  Novak,  widow  of  Prank  Nownk.  late  of 
Company  B,  Twenty^Mcond  Begimcnt  Iowa  Infantry,  and  pay  her 


a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  Is  now 
receiving. 

The  name  of  Llllle  E.  Chambers,  widow  of  Charles  W.  Chambers, 
late  of  Company  B.  One  Hundred  and  Fourth  Regiment,  and  Com- 
pany K,  Thirty-fourth  Regiment  Illinois  Infantry,  and  pay  her  a 
pension  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  in  lieu  of  that  she  is  now 
receiving. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table, 

FRANCIS  G.  M'DOUG.ALL 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill    (H.  R.  719)    for  the  relief  of 

Francis  G.  McDougall. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Francis  G.  McDougall.  of 
Lowell.  Mass..  the  sum  of  $600  In  reimbursement  of  the  amount  paid 
by  him  in  settlement  of  Judgments  rendered  against  him  In  favor  of 
Louis  Gulllemette  and  Ernest  Ouellette.  both  of  Lowell.  Mass..  who 
were  injured  on  Octolier  22,  1934.  as  the  result  of  being  struck  by  a 
United  States  mail  truck  operated  by  the  said  Francis  G.  McDougall 
in  the  regular  performance  of  his  duties  as  an  employee  of  the  Post 
OflBce  Department. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 
"That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $600  as  follows:  That  portion  of 
the  sum  of  $300  each  which  may  still  be  unpaid  by  Francis  O. 
McDougall.  of  Lowell,  Mass..  at  the  time  of  the  approval  of  this  act. 
to  Louis  Gulllemette  and  Ernest  Ouellette.  both  of  Lowell.  Mass. 
Said  sums  shall  be  accepted  by  the  said  Louis  Gulllemette  and 
Ernest  Ouellette  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
j  States  or  against  Francis  G.  McDougall  as  the  result  of  their  being 
I  struck  by  a  United  States  mail  truck  operated  by  the  said  Francis  G. 
McDougall  in  the  regular  performance  of  his  duties  as  an  employee 
of  the  Post  Office  Department  on  October  22.  1934.  The  balance  of 
I  the  $600  appropriated  by  this  act  shall  be  paid  to  Francis  G.  Mc- 
Dougall In  full  settlement  of  his  claim  against  the  United  States  for 
reimbursement  of  the  amount  paid  by  him  in  settlement  of  Judg- 
ments rendered  against  him  in  favor  of  the  said  Louis  Gulllemette 
ana  Ernest  Ouellette  in  connection  with  the  accident  described: 
Protided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connec- 
tion with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  he  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

HERBERT  M.  GREGORY 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R.  4390)  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judg- 
ment upon  the  claim  of  Herbert  M.  Gregory. 

Mr.  COSTELLO  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected,  and  the  blU 
was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

WILLIAM   F.  KLIEWK 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  5154)  for  the  relief  of  Wil- 
liam p.  Kliewe. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated  to  William  F.  Kltewe.  of  Pearl  River.  N.  Y. 
the  sum  cf  $5,000.  The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be  in  full  set- 
tlement of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for  loss  sustained 
by  the  said  William  F.  Kliewe  on  account  of  the  personal  injury 
sustained  by  his  minor  child.  Charles  Kliewe.  who  was  injured  on 
March  14.  1938.  by  a  tree  felled  by  the  Dutch  elm  eradication  crew 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

With  the  following  committee  amendmenta: 

Line  3.  strike  out  the  word  ••{<'  and  insert  "be.  and  he  Is  hereby  " 

Line  8.  after  the  name  'ICllewe".  insert  "as  legal  guardian  of 
bis  son.  Charles  Kliewe.  a  minor." 

Line*  6  and  7.  strike  out  "•8,000.  The  payment  of  fuch  lum 
■hall  be"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "12.500. ' 

Lln«  8.  strike  out  "for  Iom  sustained  by  the  said  William  F. 

LID*  9.  strike  out  "hU  minor  child"  and  insert  "the  said  " 
Line  11.  after  the  word  "elm",  insert  the  word  "dlseose" 
At  the  end  of  the  bill  add: 

"■ProtHded,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
act  in  tzceas  of  10  percent  thereof  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
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received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  l>e  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding 
•1.000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  mo- 
tion to  reconsider  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  rehef  of 
Charles  Kliewe." 

FISHING  BOAT  "UNIONE  NUMBERED   l" 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  5254)  for  the  reUef  of  the 

captain  and  the  crew  of  the  fishing  boat  Unione  Numbered  1. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $289.87  to  Matteo  Giacalone. 
captain;  the  sum  of  $70  to  Bonao  Matteo.  member  of  the  crew; 
the  sum  of  $217  to  Anthony  Busalackl.  member  of  the  crew;  and 
the  sum  of  $462  to  Andrew  Asaro.  member  of  the  crew  of  the  fish- 
ing boat  Unione  Numbered  1:  Provided,  That  the  payment  of  such 
sums  shall  be.  in  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims  for  damages  sustained 
by  the  said  Capt.  Matteo  Giacalone.  Bonao  Matteo.  Anthony  Busa- 
lackl. and  Andrew  Asaro.  on  account  of  personal  injuries,  loss  of 
work,  and  loss  of  earnings  resulting  from  a  collision  on  March  1, 
1937.  between  the  fishing  boat  Uniojie  Numbered  1  and  a  Navy  air- 
plane piloted  by  a  naval  officer. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  3,  strike  out  the  word  "is"  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"be.  and  he  Is  hereby." 

Page  1.  lines  9  and  10.  strike  out  "Provided,  That  the  payment 
of  such  sums  shall  be." 

Line  11.  after  the  word  "claims".  Insert  "against  the  United 
States. ' 

Page  2.  at  the  end  of  the  bill,  add  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misomeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined 
in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  an(^  passed,  and  a  mo- 
tion to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  tat 

I      iOBERT  L.  TATLOR 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill   (H.  R.  5309)   for  the  relief  of 
Robert  L.  Taylor. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  dir€?cted  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  allccatcd  by  the  President  for  the  maintenance  and  opera- 
tion of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  the  sum  of  $2,500  to  Robert 
L.  Taylor,  of  Kingston.  Tenn..  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  personal  injuries  sustained  by  him.  and 
medical  and  hospital  exp>enses  Incident  thereto,  as  a  result  of  a 
collision  of  an  automobile  in  which  he  was  riding  with  a  Oovem- 
ment  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  truck,  which  truck  was  being 
recklessly  oprratrd.  causing  said  collision,  on  United  States  High- 
way No.  27,  3  miles  south  of  Harrlman,  Tenn.,  on  December  24, 
1996.  |. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Lines  6  and  6.  strike  out  the  language  "allocated  by  the  President 
for  the  mnlntenanco  and  operation  of  the  Civilian  Conservation 
Corps",  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "not  otherwise  appropriated." 

Line  7.  Strike  out  "•2,500"  and  insert  "11.640." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  pasaed.  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EPXTAIVZO  RIVnA 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  5803)  for  the  relief  of 
Eplfanlo  Rivera. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  ae 
foUowi: 


Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  BMrttary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  herrby.  authorl/.od  and  direet«d  to  pay  Eplfanlo  Rivera  the  turn 
of  $10,000.  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  Oovernment 
of  the  United  States  resulting  from  the  death  of  his  son,  James  A. 
Rivera,  who  was  •truck  and  killed  by  an  Army  truck  of  the  United 


States  at  Fort  Jay.  N.  Y..  on  the  17th  day  of  September  1936.  and 
the  said  sum  of  $10,000  is  hereby  appropriated  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  2.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  accoimt  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  said  claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for 
any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  with- 
hold, or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In 
excels  of  10  percent  thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  said  claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  tbls  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  4.  strike  out  the  name  "Eplfanlo  Rivera"  and  Insert  In 
lieu  thereof  the  language  "out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Francisca  P.  Rivera,  mother  of  James  A. 
Rivera." 

Page  1.  line  5.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$10,000"  and  Insert 
m  lieu  thereof  "$5,000." 
Page  1,  line  6,  strike  out  the  word  "his"  and  Insert  "her." 
Page  1,  line  7.  after  the  word  "son",  insert  "the  said." 
Beginning  with  the  "colon"  in  line  9.  page  1.  strike  out  the  re- 
maining language  of  the  bill  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  ":  Proi'id«d, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.     Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  laid  on  the  table. 

GEORGE  F.  KERMATH 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  6639)  for  the  reUef  of 
George  F.  Kermath. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  ha 
Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  th^ 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  George  F.  Kermath.  of 
Rochester.  N.  Y.,  the  sxan  of  $68234  in  full  satisfaction  of  bis 
claim  against  the  United  States  for  the  reimbursement  of  medical 
expenses  Incurred  by  him  between  June  23  and  July  12,  1938,  as 
the  direct  result  of  an  emergency  caused  by  his  service-connected 
disability. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  6.  strike  out  "$682  34"  and  Insert  "$64034." 
Page  1.  lines  6  and  7.  strike  out  "satisfaction  of  his  claim"  and 
Insert  "settlement  of  aU  claims". 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

SCHOOL   DISTRICT  NO.   2,   BROWARD  COUNTY,   FLA. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  6699,  for  the  relief 
of  special  tax  school  district  No.  2,  Broward  County,  Fla. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  special  tax  school 
district  No.  2,  Broward  County,  Fla.,  the  sum  of  $100,  in  full 
settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for  refund 
of  special  deposit  in  said  amount  paid  by  the  claimant  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  clerk  of  the  United  States  District  Court.  Southern 
District  of  Florida,  Miami  Division,  In  case  No.  1542-M  under 
provisions  of  the  Municipal  Bankruptcy  Act  (sees.  78,  70,  and 
80.  ch.  IX.  Acts  of  Congress  relating  to  Bankruptcy;  48  Stat.  798, 
approved  May  24,  1934)  which  act  was  declared  unconEtltutional 
by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  on  May  25,  1936  (66  S.  Ct. 
892.  80  L.  Ed.  1300:  289  17.  8.  C.  613),  said  suit  having  been  filed 
about  2  months  before  said  act  was  declared  unoonetltuilonal 
and  under  which  no  proceedings  were  had  because  said  Act  waa 
declared  tinconstitutional:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agenta,  attornqr 
or  attorney!,  on  account  of  $crvicos  rendered  in  connection  with 
said  claim.  Zt  aball  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney 
or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  « 
the  amouiit  appropriated  in  this  act  In  eso«M  of  10  percent 
thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  lald 
claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  b«  flot4  la  any 
•urn  not  exceeding  •l.OOO. 
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With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 
•That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  special  tax  school  district  No.  2, 
Broward  County.  Pla..  the  sum  of  $100:  to  the  special  tax  FChool 
district  No.  3.  Broward  County.  Pla..  the  sum  of  $100;  to  the  special 
tax  school  district  No.  4.  Broward  County.  Fla.,  the  sum  of  $100;  to 
the  special  tax  school  district  No.  5,  Broward  County,  Pla..  the  sum 
of  $100:  m  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States 
for  refund  of  special  deposits  in  said  amounts  paid  by  the  claimants 
at  the  request  of  the  clerk  of  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Southern  District  of  Florida,  Miami  Division,  in  cases  Nos. 
1542-M.  1543-M.  1544-M.  and  1545-M,  respectively,  under  provisions 
of  the  Municipal  Bankruptcy  Act  (sees.  78,  79.  and  80.  ch.  IX.  acts  of 
Congre.ss  relating  to  bankruptcy;  48  Stat.  798.  approved  May  24, 
1934),  which  act  was  declared  unconstitutional  by  the  United  States 
Supreme  Coxu-t  on  May  25,  1936  (56  8.  Ct.  892.  80  L.  Ed.  1309:  289 
U.  S.  C.  513) ,  said  suits  having  been  filed  at)out  2  months  before  said 
act  was  declared  unconstitutional  and  under  which  no  prccefdings 
were  had  because  said  act  was  declared  unconstitutional:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  lo' 
percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with 
this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  he  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,(XK). 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  special  tax  school  districts  Nos.  2,  3,  4,  and  5,  Broward 
County,  Pla." 

RUrUS  E.  FARMER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU,  H.  R.  6842,  for  the  reUef  of 
Rufus  E.  Parmer. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  CTerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasiiry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Rufus  E  Parmer.  Berryville 
Ark.,  the  sum  of  $10,000.  in  full  settlement  of  his  claim  against  the 
United  States  for  personal  injuries  sustained  when  the  vehicle  in 
which  he  was  riding  was  struck  by  a  truck  of  the  United  States 
Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  camp  SCS-16.  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, near  United  States  Highway  No.  62  near  said  camp,  on  May 
31.  1938:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  stmi  not  exceedlne 
$1,000.  * 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  8.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$10,000"  and  Insert 
In  lieu  thereof  "$5,000." 

Page  1.  line  7.  strike  out  the  worda  "his  claim"  and  Insert  In  lieu 
thereof  "aU  claims." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

W.\LTER    B.  M'DOUCALL  AND   HERBERT  MAIER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R,  7276,  for  the  relief  of 
Walter  B.  McDougall  and  Herbert  Maier. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Walter  B.  McDougall.  wildlife  technician, 
and  Herbert  Maler.  associate  regional  director,  both  of  the  National 
Park  Service.  Department  of  the  Interior,  stationed  at  Santa  Pe. 
N.  Mex..  are  hereby  released  from  any  liability  to  refund  or  pay  to 
the  United  States  the  sums  of  $112.85  and  $14.75.  In  total  sxmi  of 
$12760.  for  the  cost  of  transportation  and  per  diem  allowance  in 
lieu  of  subsistence  of  said  Walter  B.  McDougall  and  Herbert  Maler 
for  the  periods  Pebruary  26.  1936.  to  March  6.  1936.  and  February  26 
1936.  to  Pebruary  27.  1938.  from  Deming.  N.  Mex..  to  Washington! 
D.  C.  and  return  to  Oklahoma  City.  Okla..  and  from  Deming. 
N.  Mex..  to  Denver,  Colo.,  both  respectively,  who,  at  the  request 
of  the  Office  of  the  Director.  National  Park  Service,  Washington, 
D.  C,  accompanied  the  bodies  of  Roger  W.  Toll,  then  sUF>erlntendent 
cf  Yellowstone  National  Park,  and  George  M.  Wright,  then  wildlife 
expert,  both  of  the  National  Park  Service,  killed  in  an  accident  on 
Pebruary  25.  1936.  while  traveling  on  a  highway  near  Deming, 
N.  Mex.,  on  official  business,  which  claims  therefor  were  dis- 
allowed by  the  General  Accounting  Office   after  payment.   whicH 


disallowance  has  been  upheld  by  the  Acting  Comptroller  General 
by  notices  of  exception  dated  June  18.  1937.  taken  against  the  ac- 
counts of  O.  P.  Allen,  disbursing  officer,  Washington.  D.  C.  No 
deduction  on  account  of  such  pajrment  of  such  stm:is  shall  hereafter 
be  made  from  any  amount  due  or  payable  out  of  Government  funds 
to  the  said  Walter  B.  McDougall  or  Herbert  Maler. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  7,  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$112.85"  and  Insert  In 
lieu  thereof  "$113.14." 

Line  8.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$127.60"  and  Insert  In 
lieu  thereof  •$127.89." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

BERNICE   JAMES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7304.  for  the  relief  of 
Bernice  James. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HANC(X:K.  Mr.  MOTT,  and  Mr.  SPRINGER  objected; 
and  the  bill,  under  the  nile,  was  recommitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

EMELIE   WrrZBNBACHER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7681.  for  the  relief  of 
Emelie  Witzenbacher. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  he.  and  he 
Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mrs.  Emelie  Witzenbacher. 
of  Cincinnati.  Ohio,  the  sum  of  $1,500  for  personal  Injuries  sus- 
tained by  her  when  she  was  tripped  and  forcibly  thrown  to  the 
ground  by  a  tightly  stretched,  unmarked,  and  unguarded  line 
stretched  across  the  Intersection  of  Fairmount  Avenue  and  Blaine 
Road.  In  Cincinnati.  Ohio,  by  workmen  employed  by  the  Work 
Projects  Administration  who  were  excavating  In  order  to  install  a 
new  curbing.  This  sum,  which  represents  expenses  incident  to 
medical  care  necessitated  by  the  said  accident,  and  $1  000  for  per- 
sonal injuries,  shall  constitute  payment  in  f\ill  for  all  claims  arising 
from  said  accident:  Prortded,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated m  this  act  m  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding  Anv 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

thprllff  ^../i^li!^^  ?^\  *n*  ^'^?  ^^'^  °S^*«  "11.500"  and  Insert  In  lieu 
SUtM  "  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 

Une  7.  after  the  word  "her",  insert  "on  October  31    1938  " 
Line  11  strike  out  the  words  "Work  ProjecU"  and  Insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "Works  Progress. '  »"a«:ri,  in  iieu 

Page  2,  lines  1.  2.  3.  4.  and  5.  strike  out  the  language  "This  sum 

Th.  co.H^PI^^^H^^t  "P5"ff^^^"^^"*  *o  medical  care  nicessitated  by 
the  said  accident,  and  $1,000  for  personal  injuries,  shall  constltuta 
payment  In  full  for  all  claims  arising  from  said  accidJSt"  ~"''"*"^ 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

RELIEF  or  CERTAIN  DISBTTRSINC  OmCERS  OP  DIVISION  OF  DISBURSE- 
MENT. TREASURY   DEPARTMENT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU.  H.  R.  7851,  for  the  rel'ef  of 
certain  disbursing  officers  of  the  Division  of  Disbursement. 
Treasury  Department. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bUl.  as  follows: 

st?t*L  '*.  ^'l**'  ^^^L  '^^^  ^^®  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  the  accounts  of 

JS^anmS^  wfth"'th"/  °""*"-  °*^'^'°°  °'  DlsbuJsement.Xa?ury 
department,    with    the    amounts    set    opposite    their    names    and 

T^^i  ?174 4j"7jTanLh^''^-  ''^^'■-  ^-  F  Crare;??ym'£.1 
j»-u.«   II,  $1/4  40.  J.  J.  Gallagher.  sj-ml)ol  63-01-30    $5  744  6A    P    t 

^^  VT4^^?6^i;?3-  •"*06^58^and  J.  W.  yatS:'S..^s'y^bi 
di-oa-dO.  $4,484J6.  said  amounts  being  public  funds  for  which 
they  are  accountable  and  which  comprtee  payments  made  t^  em 
plcyees  of  the  Resettlement  Administration  a^o?  the  /a™  Si 
curlty  Administration  Department  of  Agriculture,  and  whic^hS; 
been  disallowed  by  the  Acting  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  as  a  result  of  certain  irregularities:  Provxd^d  That  no  Dart 
of  the  amounts  so  credited  shall  be  later  charged  against  the  ^rt^fv 
mg  officers  of  the  Resettlement  AdmlnlstrS  Ind  Jr  thrPaS 
Security  Administration  who  certified  the  vouchew  upon  wS 
such  payments  were  made.  ""i."«»  upon   wnicn 
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With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  7.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$161.55"  and  Insert 
In  lieu  thereof  "$61  10." 

Page  1.  lines  7  and  8,  strike  out  the  language  "W.  P.  Cramer, 
symbol  39-02-71.  $174  40." 

Page  1.  line  9.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$5.74466"  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  •"$5,613.47." 

Page  1.  Une  10.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$11,406.58"  and 
inaert  In  lieu  thereof  "$11,113.24." 

Page  1,  line  11,  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$4,48436"  and 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "$2,445  73." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

LEESBURG   WELDIIfG   &   GARAGE   CO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8191.  for  the  relief  of 
the  Leesburg  Welding  &  Oarage  Co. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Warren).  Is  there  ob- 
jection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  S.  2289  he  substituted  for  the  House  bill. 

There  \x\ng  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  cf  any  money  In  the  Treasxiry  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Leesburg  Welding  &  Garage  Co..  of 
Leesburg.  Fla..  the  sum  of  $1.017  08,  in  full  satisfaction  of  its  claim 
against  the  United  States  for  payment  for  certain  materials  fur- 
nished and  services  rendered,  at  the  request  of  officials  of  the  Works 
Progress  Administration.  In  connection  with  the  Venetian  Garden 
project,  cfflclal  project  No.  65-35-295,  In  Leesburg,  Pla.,  durtng  the 
period  No\ember  1.  1936,  to  Pebrviary  15,  1937:  Provided.  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  he  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  l>e  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costelijo:  Strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  Insert: 

•That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treastiry  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Leesburg  Welding  &  Garage  Co.,  cf 
Leesburg.  Fla.,  the  sum  of  $1,017.08.  in  full  satisfaction  of  its  claims 
against  the  United  States  for  payment  for  certain  materials  fur- 
nished and  services  rendered,  at  the  request  of  officials  of  the  Works 
Progress  Administration.  In  connection  with  the  Venetian  Garden 
project.  oGcl.iI  project  No.  65-<J5  295.  In  Leesburg.  Pla..  during  the 
period  November  1.  1936.  to  February  15,  1937:  Provided.  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  #hnii  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  8191)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

LUTHER  HAOEN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  8743.  for  the  relief  of 
Luther  Haden. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Luther  Haden,  of  Co- 
lumbus. Ga..  the  sum  of  $2,500  In  fuU  satisfaction  of  all  claims 
against  the  United  States  for  personal  Injuries  sustained  by  him 
when  an  explosion  occurred  In  the  Ifuscogee  County  Jail.  Colimi- 
bus.  Ga..  on  October  21,  1938,  while  he  was  confined  there  as  a 
Federal  prisoner. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment*: 

Line  6.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$2,500"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "$1,500." 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add: 

"Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act 
In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  accoimt  of  services  rendered  in 


ooimectlon  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  tmlawful.  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  he  fined  in  any  stun  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

LEOIfARO  A.  SUSLTON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9130,  for  the  relief  of 
Leonard  A.  Shelton. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Leonard  A.  Shelton.  the 
Etmi  of  $10,000  In  full  settlement  of  claim  against  the  United  States 
Oovenunent  on  account  of  permanent  Injuries  received  by  his 
minor  son.  Fred  Shelton.  by  the  explosion  of  a  dynamite  cap  picked 
up  by  the  boy  in  a  gravel  pit  on  his  father's  farm  near  Lewlsvllle. 
Denton  Cotmty.  Tex.,  on  August  12,  1936.  said  dynamite  cap  having 
been  left  carelessly  In  the  pit  by  Works  Progress  Administration 
workers  on  Works  Progress  Administration  project  numbered  3213, 
being  a  farm-to-market  project:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney 
or  attorneys,  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with 
said  claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney 
CM-  attome3r8.  to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on 
account  of  ser^'lces  rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6.  after  the  name  "Shelton",  Insert  "as  legal  guardian 
of  his  minor  son,  Fred  Shelton." 

Page  1,  line  6.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$10,000"  and  In- 
sert in  lieu  thereof  "$4,062.50." 

Line  6.  strike  out  the  word  "claim"  and  insert  "claims." 
Line  8.  strike  out  "his  minor  son"  and  insert  "the  said." 
Beginning  with  the  word  "ProtHded",  on  page  2.  line  3,  strike  out 
the  remaining  language  of  the  blU  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof — 
"Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connec- 
tion with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  the  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Fred  Shelton." 

EDWARD  r.  HICGIM8 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9520,  for  the  relief  of 
Edward  P.  Higgins.  postmaster.  Great  Neck,  N.  Y. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Postmaster  General  and  the  General 
Accounting  Office  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  authorized  and  directed 
to  credit  the  account  of  Edward  F.  Higgins,  postmaster  at  Great 
Neck,  N.  Y..  from  the  apprcprlatlcn  for  "Pay  of  letter  carriers.  City 
Delivery  Service.  1939,"  the  sum  of  $1,453.23,  representing  the  net 
amount  paid  to  Joseph  A.  Alexsey.  as  compensation  exclusive  of 
retirement  deductions,  for  services  In  tlie  United  States  Postal 
Service  during  the  period  from  July  1,  1938,  to  March  31,  1938, 
which  amount  stands  as  a  charge  against  the  account  of  the  post- 
master at  Great  Neck.  N.  Y..  due  to  lack  of  citizenship  at  that  time 
of  Joseph  Alexsey:  Provided,  That  the  amount  credited  in  the 
retirement  ftind  to  the  account  of  Joseph  Alexsey,  based  upon  the 
period  of  his  services  between  July  1,  1938.  and  March  31.  1939, 
shall  remain  or  be  restored  to  his  credit  being  charged  to  the  ap- 
propriation for  "Pay  of  letter  carriers.  City  Delivery  Service.  1939.*' 
and  the  time  Involved  shall  be  considered  as  allowable  service  for 
retirement  purposes. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

MRS.  J.  W.  MASKS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  business,  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
133,  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of  Claims  or  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Northern  District  of 
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Georgia  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the 
claim  of  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks,  of  Stephens  County.  Oa. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Whereas  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks  claims  that  by  deed  dated  24th  day  of 
June  1925  she  purchased  a  certain  tract  of  land  from  one  Melzinla 
Scott  and  had  her  deed  recorded  Juiie  24.  1925,  In  book  No.  16,  page 
28;  and 

Whereas  she  and  her  predecessors  in  title  had  been  In  possession 
of  this  land  for  20  years  and  that  thereafter,  sometime  in  the  spring 
of  1938.  the  United  States  Government  entered  upon  said  property, 
basing  Its  title  and  claim  of  right  thereto  upon  a  deed  made  by  the 
__-  said  Scott  made  subsequent  to  the  time  he  had  deeded  said  land 
to  the  said  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  etc..  That  Jurisdiction  is  hereby  conferred  upon  the 
Court  of  Claims  or  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Georgia  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judg- 
ment upon  the  claim  of  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks  to  the  property  referred 
to  and  described  in  a  deed  by  Melzinla  Scott  to  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks 
dated  June  24.  1925.  and  recorded  in  office  of  clerk,  Superior  Court 
of  Stephens  County,  Ga..  June  24.  1925.  in  deed  book  No.  16. 
page  28,  and  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  on  any  claim 
for  damages  that  she  may  have  arising  by  virtue  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  or  any  of  its  agents  entering  upon  said  prop- 
erty, taking  possession  thereof  or  in  any  way  trespassing  thereon, 
and  award  sufBcient  relief  in  the  premises  as  under  law  and  evidence 
may  be  shown.  Such  claim  may  be  instituted  at  any  time  within 
a  years  after  the  passage  of  this  joint  resolution,  notwithstanding 
.  the  lapse  of  time,  or  any  statute  of  limitations. 

Stx:.  2.  Proceeding  In  any  suit  before  the  Court  of  Claims  or  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Georgia  under  this  Joint  resolution  and  appeals  therefrom  and 
payment  of  any  Judgment  thereon,  shall  be  had  as  in  any  other 
case  of  which  the  Court  of  Claims  or  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  Northern  District  of  Georgia  might  have 
jurisdiction. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  paragraph  3.  line  1.  after  the  word  "Whereas",  Insert  "it  Is 
alleged  that." 

Page  2.  line  11.  Insert  a  comma  after  the  word  "judgment"  and 
the  words  "If  any." 
Page  2.  line  12.  after  the  word  "may".  Insert  "be  found  to." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costello:  "Strike  out  the  preamble." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table.  -^ 

WILLIAM    BOYCT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU,  S.  919,  for  the  relief  of  Wil- 
liam Boyer. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COSTELLO  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected:  and,  under 
the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

J.    H.    WOOTTON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  993.  for  the  reUef  of  J.  H. 
Wootton. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  settle  and 
adjust  the  claim  of  J.  H.  Wootton  against  the  United  States  and  the 
claim  of  the  United  States  against  J.  H.  Wootton  involving  mileage 
for  the  use  of  his  personally  owned  automobile  for  transportation 
from  Washington,  D.  C.  to  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  in  1934  and  the 
return  trip  in  1935.  upon  the  basis  of  the  estimated  cost  by  rail  for 
the  personal  transportation  of  Mr.  Wootton  and  without  regard  to 
section  209  of  the  act  of  June  30.  1932  (47  Stat.  405). 

Sec.  2.  There  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  •21.14,  or  so  much 
thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  to  pay  the  amount  found  due  J    H 
Wootton. 

Sec.  3  Any  amount  so  found  due  the  claimant  pursuant  to  this 
act  may  be  applied  in  satisfaction  of  any  income-tax  Indebtedness 
outstanding  and  unpaid  at  that  time. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
"^^third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

EDMUND    S.   DENNIS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  1531.  for  the  relief  of 
Edmund  S.  Dennis. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  foUows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasiiry  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Edmiind  S.  Dennis,  of 
Richmond.  Va..  the  sum  of  $176.80.  in  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim 
against  the  United  States  Government  for  expenses  Incurred  by 
reason  of  accident  with  a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  car  on  March 
26,  1936:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in 
this  act  in  excess  qf  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be 
unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  91,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

CITIZENS   STATE    BANK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  1810,  for  the  relief  of  the 
Citizens  State  Bank  of  Marianna,  Fla. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  biU?  , 

Mr.  COSTELLO.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

There  being  no  further  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  all  claims  of  the  United  States  against 
the  Citizens  State  Bank  of  Marianna,  Fla.,  in  the  amount  of  »692  09 
such  sum  representing  Ave  checks  fraudulently  negotiated  by  forged 
endorsements  to  such  Citizens  State  Bank  by  an  agent  of  the 
United  States  Seed  Loan  Department,  and  such  checks  having  been 
cleared  through  the  usual  channels  and  charged  back  to  the  Treas- 
urer of  the  United  States  by  the  General  Accounting  OfUce  shall 
be  held  and  considered  to  have  been  satisfied  as  of  the  date  of 
the  enactment  of  this  act :  Provided.  That  the  Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States  is  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  the  account 
of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  with  the  sum  of  $692  09  rep- 
resenting the  total  amount  of  checks  Ncs.  35862.  37109  41815  5829 
and  28808.  ' 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

NILE  SHAW  AND  EDCAR  C.  BARDIN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2018,  for  the  relief  of  Nile 
Shaw  and  Edgar  C.  Bardin. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

i-£f  "i"^5^^'*'i'''-  '^^^  *^^  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
oJ^-r^i^^PP'"°J"»*^^-^-  ^  Nile  Shaw,  of  Whiteflsh.  Mont.,  the  sum 
I  i^,^^^'  "°^  ^°  ^^^'^  ^  Bardin.  of  Whiteflsh,  Mont  the  sum 
tL^dVJtJ!'.  ^"^^  satisfaction  of  their  respective  claims  against 
I^H  *  "*?  ^'*^**  ^°^  reimbursement  of  expenses  incurred  by  them 
?«.ni°HJ*^ir^^*'  '°''  P*''"?^al  injuries  and  property  damage  sus- 
JfdfnahXwi;!!"  t  ^''V^^  °^^^^  automobile  in  which  they  were 
^^  ?fw  a.  ?^  l^n  struck  by  a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  truck  on 
United  Sta^s  Highway  No.  2.  near  Coram.  Mont.,  on  July  14  1938- 
Provided  pat  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  thU  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  deliveVSl  to  or  reSfved 
?inn  JitTtK^.  °^«"°"^*^y  °n  ^count  Of  services  rendered  in  c^iieS 
tlon  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shaU  be  unlawful  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  SrovN 
slons  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  uS^n 
conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  1^  any  sum  not  exT^mg  »LO(JJ^ 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

"b?1nJhe°;i  he«by  ■•  °"'  '""^  '"'^  "''"  "^^  ^^^^^  ^°  "«"  "^"^^ 
lleu^hereor-ia.Si'"''^'  '*^"  "'^^  ^^"  ••W,626.50"  and  InBert  m 
Ueu°t^ereo?-w,(SJ^"^^*  '^^  *"**  ^^^"^  "»3.10735"  and  Insert  in 
The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to 

♦»,?!JI-^'"  "^^  "'■'^^'■^'^  '°  ^  ^^^^  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
tne  table. 

1  BELL  GROCERY  CO. 

The  Clerr  called  the  next  bill,  s.  2529,  for  the  relief  of  the 
Bell  Grocery  Co. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected-  and 
under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
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MARJORIE  BUCHEX 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2560.  for  the  relief  of 
Marjorie  Buchek. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Marjorie  Buchek  the  sum 
of  $250  in  full  settlement  for  injuries  suffered  by  her  in  an  automo- 
bile accident  on  June  16.  1937.  the  responsibility  for  which  has  been 
placed  on  the  driver  of  a  Government  truck:  Provided.  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
nctwlthstandtng.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  6.  after  the  word  "settlement",  insert  "of  all  claims 
against  the  United  States." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

INA  JONES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  2561.  for  the  relief  ot 
Ina  Jones. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That-  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $1,000  to  Ina  Jones 
In  full  settlement  for  injuries  suffered  by  her  in  an  automobile  acci- 
dent, re.sponsibillty  for  which  was  placed  on  the  driver  of  a  Govern- 
ment truck,  which  accident  occurred  on  June  16,  1937:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with 
this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwlth.<>tandlng  Any  i>erson  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
•ct  sbaU  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  stim  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  6.  after  the  word  "settlement",  insert  "of  all  claims 
against   the  United  States.'' 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

MART  BOYD 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2570,  for  the  reUef  of 
Mary  Boyd. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
be  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Trea^^ury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mary  Boyd,  of  Spo- 
kane. Wai'h..  the  sum  of  $5,000.  In  full  satisfaction  of  her 
claim  again.st  the  United  States  for  the  death  of  her  son.  Jess  P. 
Boyd,  as  the  result  of  an  accident  Involving  a  CKivernment  truck 
operated  by  an  enroUee  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  between 
Priest  River  and  Coolln.  Idaho,  on  October  15.  1938:  Prorld^d, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
•gent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6,  strike  out  "»5.000"  and  Insert  "$3,500." 
Page  1,  line  7,  strike  out  "satisfaction  of  her  claim"  and  Insert 
"settlement  of  all  claims." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

I  LLOTD  S.  HARRIS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2595,  for  the  relief  of 
Lloyd  S.  Harris. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bin.  as  fol- 
lows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Lloyd  8.  Harris,  of  Shiprock.  N.  Mex., 
the  sum  of  $700.  In  full  saUsfactlon  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  because  of  property  losses  sustained  by  said  Lloyd  S.  Harris 
as  a  result  of  a  lire  which  occurred  In  the  Cove  demonstration  are* 
of  the  Soil  Conserratlon  Service  on  December  10.  1938:  Provided. 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account  of  services  ren- 
dered In  connection  with  such  claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  withhold, 
or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amoiuit  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
with  such  claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  said  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

EDWARD  J.  BROGGI 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2717,  for  the  relief  of 

Edward  J.  Broggi. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Edward  J.  Broggi,  of  Barre,  Vt.,  the  sum 
of  $200  In  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the  United  States  for 
reimbursement  for  the  value  of  his  personal  property  lost  as  • 
result  of  a  fire  which  destroyed  the  supply  building  at  a  Civilian 
Conservation  Corps  camp  at  Northfield,  Vt.,  on  January  27,  1936: 
Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connec- 
tion with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  tinlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwlthtsanding.  Any  person  violating  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  svun  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  3,  strike  out  "is"  and  insert  "be.  and  he  is  hereby." 
Page  1.  line  6,  strike  out  "$200"  and  Insert  "$11650." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

JAMES    GEORGE    HATFIELD 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2799,  for  the  relief  of 
James  George  Majrlleld. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  and 
Umitatlotis  of  sections  15  to  20.  both  inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  compensation  for  employees  of  the  United  States 
suffering  injuries  while  In  the  performance  of  their  duties,  and  for 
other  pxirposes."  approved  September  7.  1916,  as  amended,  the 
United  States  Employees'  Compensation  Commission  l>e,  and  the 
satae  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  receive  and  consider,  if 
filed  within  6  months  after  the  enactment  of  this  act.  the  claim  of 
James  George  Maj'fleld,  of  Springfield,  ni.,  for  disability,  alleged  to 
have  been  caused  by  Injtirtes  sustained  by  him  on  August  3.  1937, 
while  In  the  performance  of  his  duties  In  the  employment  of  the 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue,  Treasury  Department. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  l&id  on 
the  table. 

J.  H.  CHURCHWELL  WHOLESALE  CO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  8.  2817,  for  the  relief  of 
J.  H.  Churchwell  Wholesale  Co..  of  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
Hiere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  J.  H.  Churchwell  Whole- 
sale Co.,  of  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  the  sum  of  $1,100,  In  full  satisfaction 
of  the  claim  of  such  company  against  the  United  States  for  remis- 
sion of  liquidated  damages  assessed  against  such  company  under 
the  provisions  of  two  contracts  numbered  EH^W-647-eng-38  and 
unnumbered  contract  (invitation  No.  647-36-33)  entered  Into  by 
such  company  with  the  War  Department  under  dates  of  September 
12,  1935.  and  September  18,  1935,  respectively,  for  the  delivery  of  a 
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quantity  of  sheets  and  blankets  to  the  United  States  District  Engi- 
neers oiBce,  Camp  Roosevelt,  Ocala,  Fla.:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

BESSIE   SHARRAH 

The  Clerk  read  the  next  bill,  S.  2988,  for  the  relief  of  Bessie 
Sharrah. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $3,000  to 
Bessie  Sharrah,  of  Tuscon,  Ariz.,  in  fvill  settlement  of  her  claim 
against  the  United  States  arising  out  of  a  collision  between  a 
United  States  Army  truck  and  a  vehicle  driven  by  her  husband, 
George  F.  Sharrah,  and  resxUting  in  his  death,  on  or  about  Decem- 
ber 19,  1938:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In 
this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  stun  not 
exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bUl  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

CLARENCE  E.  ENDERS  AND  GERTRUDE  RAY  RNDERS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3023,  for  the  relief  of 
Clarence  E.  Enders  and  Gertrude  Ray  Enders. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Clarence  E.  Enders,  of  Portland,  Oreg., 
the  sum  of  $528.  and  to  Gertrude  Ray  Enders.  of  Portland.  Oreg.. 
the  sum  of  $1,788.95.  in  full  satisfaction  of  their  respective  claims 
against  the  United  States  for  reimbursement  of  expenses  Incurred 
by  them,  and  for  compensation  for  personal  injuries  and  property 
damage  sustained  by  them,  as  a  result  of  a  collision  between  the 
automobile  in  which  they  were  riding  and  a  Civilian  Conservation 
Corps  truck  on  United  States  Highway  No.  99.  near  Olympia.  Wash., 
on  October  30,  1938:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  accoxuit  of 
services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in 
any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

TWn^  SNYDER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3039,  for  the  relief  of 
Twila  Snyder. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Twlla  Snyder,  of  Butte.  Mont.,  the  sum 
of  $2,676  In  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States 
for  medical  expenses  Incurred,  and  personal  injuries  sustained,  by 
her  as  a  result  of  the  collision  at  the  intersection  of  Twenty-first 
South  Street  and  Twenty-first  East  Street.  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
on  September  28,  1936.  of  the  truck  In  which  she  was  riding  with 
a  War  Department  truck:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

I.  H.  COOK,  J.  J.  ALLEN.  AND  THE  RADL\TOR  SPECIALTY  CO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3351,  for  the  relief  of  I.  M. 
Cook.  J.  J.  Allen,  and  the  Radiator  Specialty  Co. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  SecreUry  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  nKiney  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  I.  M.  Cook  of  Charlotte, 
N.  C.  the  sum  of  $10,890.54:  to  J.  J.  Allen  of  Charlotte.  N.  C.  the 
sum  of  $9,275.34;  and  to  the  Radiator  Specialty  Co.  of  Charlotte. 
N.  C,  the  sum  of  $1,500,  in  full  satisfaction  of  their  respective 
claims  against  the  United  States  for  compensation  for  losses  sios- 
talned  by  them  by  reason  of  a  fire  which  destroyed  a  building, 
known  as  the  Cook  Body  Co.  building.  In  Charlotte,  N.  C.  in 
December  1938;  such  fire  having  started  from  an  oil  stove  In  a 
part  of  such  building  which  was  occupied  by  the  Works  Progress 
Administration:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated 
m  this  act  m  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shaU  be  paid  or  de- 
livered to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  serv- 
ices rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be 
imlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  per- 
son violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any 
sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

CHARLES  K.   BARBER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3401,  for  the  relief  of 
Charles  N.  Barber,  former  United  States  property  and  dis- 
bursing oflBcfr,  Vermont  National  Guard,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  payments  heretofore  made  for  hospital 
and  medical  expenses  incident  to  the  Injury  of  five  enlisted  men 
of  Headquarters  Company.  One  Hundred  and  Seventy-second  In- 
fantry. Vermont  National  Guard,  on  August  17,  1936.  as  the  result 
of  an  automobile  accident,  and  payments  made  to  one  of  the 
injured  enlisted  men  as  pay  subsequent  to  the  termination  of  the 
encampment  period,  are  hereby  ratified  and  validated,  and  the 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  Is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  allow  credit  in  the  accounts  of  MaJ.  Charles  N.  Barl>er, 
former  United  States  property  and  disbursing  offlcer.  Vermont 
National  Guard,  for  and  on  account  of  all  such  pa^-ments. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

GEORGE  O.  ELLIOTT  AND  WINSLOW  FARR  SMITH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3424,  for  the  relief  of 
George  O.  Elliott  and  Winslow  Farr  Smith. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  George  O.  Elliott  and  Winslow  Fair 
Smith,  both  of  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah,  the  sums  of  $1,000  and  $2,000, 
respectively,  in  full  satisfaction  of  their  claims  against  the  United 
States,  such  sums  representing  fines  Imposed  upon  and  paid  by 
Bald  claimants  on  February  2.  1937.  In  a  certain  cause  In  the  Dis- 
trict Coiut  of  ihe  United  States  in  and  for  the  District  of  Mon- 
tana (No.  5833).  the  Judgment  in  said  cause  having  been  reversed 
by  the  United  States  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Ninth  Circuit 
(95  Fed.  2d  669)  as  to  said  claimants'  codcfendants  (but  not  as  to 
said  claimants  since  they  did  not  Join  In  said  appeal  and  said 
claimants  having  subsequently  received  a  pardon  from  the  Presi- 
dent because  of  such  reversal):  Protid^d.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim  and 
the  same  shall  be  imlawful.  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

KTHBL  G.  HABfOLTON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU.  S.  3436,  for  the  relief  of 
Ethel  G.  Hamilton. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  and  limi- 
tations of  sections  15  to  20.  both  Inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  compensation  for  employees  of  the  United  State* 
suffering  injuries  while  in  the  performance  of  their  duties  and  for 
other  purposes."  approved  September  7.  1916.  as  amended,  the  United 
States  Employees    Compensation  Commission  be.  and  the  same  Is 

r^^^- ,^i^  « '^^.*?/''1  "'^'■'■''^^  *°  '^"^'^'^^  a"«l  consider  the  claim 
of  Ethel  G.  Hamhton  for  disability  alleged  to  have  been  Incurred 
by  her  on  or  about  November  11.  1937.  while  she  was  employed  at 
the  Veterans'  Administration  faculty.  Biloxi,  Miss.,  and  to  deter- 
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mine  said  claim  upon  Its  merits  under  the  provisions  of  said  act: 
Provide,  That  no  benefits  shall  accrue  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

EPES  TRANSPORTATIOK  CORPORATIOH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3502.  for  the  relief  of  the 
Epes  Traiisportation  Corporation. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas\iry  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorised  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Epes  Transportation 
Corporation,  of  Virginia,  the  sum  of  $6,537.95.  In  full  satisfaction  of 
all  claims  of  ruch  corporation  against  the  United  States,  such  sum 
representing  taxes  (with  Interest  and  penalty)  paid  to  the  United 
States  by  such  corporation  on  account  of  certain  cigarettes  and 
tobacco  products  which  were  withdrawn  from  bonded  warehouse  in 
Wlnston-Salem.  N.  C.  by  such  corporation  for  export  to  foreign 
consignees,  but  which  were  not  exported  due  to  the  fact  that  such 
cigarettes  and  tobacco  products  were  stolen  from  the  trucks  of  such 
corporation  en  route  to  the  intended  exportation  point:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 
or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  t>e  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  stun  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ALFRED  G.  BALLS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3706,  for  the  relief  of  Al- 
fred G.  Balls. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  the 
account  of  Alfred  G.  Balls,  former  special  disbursing  agent.  Alaska 
Railroad.  Anchorage.  Alaska,  in  the  amount  of  $1,995.  which  was 
paid  by  him  to  Phil  O.  Herrlman  as  salary  for  services  rendered 
the  Alaska  Railroad  during  the  period  July  1.  1933.  to  May  31.  1934. 
the  said  sum  having  been  dlt>aUowed  on  account  of  failure  to  report 
tills  position  on  llsU  submitted  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  in 
conformity  with  letter  of  the  President,  dated  July  23,  1932. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

veterans'  ADMINISTRATION 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3749,  to  relieve  certain 
employees  of  the  Veterans'  Administration  from  financial  lia- 
bility for  certain  overpajmaents  and  allow  such  credit  there- 
for as  is  necessary  in  the  accounts  of  certain  disbursing  oflQ- 
cers.  and  for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  employees  responsible  for  the  excess 
or  erroneous  pavments  represented  by  the  sums  ( Including  Interest 
accruals)  herein  stated  be.  and  they  are  hereby,  relieved  of  financial 
liability  therefor  and  the  Comptroller  General  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  allow  credit  in  the  settlement  of  the  accounts  of  the 
foUowlng-namcd  former  disbursing  officers  of  the  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration and  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  disbursing  offlcer.  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. In  such  amounts  not  exceeding  the  sums  (Including  Interest 
accruals)  stated  herein  which  have  been,  or  hereafter  may  be, 
disallowed  as  may  be  necessary  to  relieve  such  disbursing  officers  of 
financial  liability  therefor:  Provided,  That  this  act  shall  not  be  con- 
strued to  bar  recovery  of  the  amounts  herein  fipccifled  from  the 
persons  to  whom  and  through  whom  such  amounts  have  been  paid: 

First.  J.  B.  S-hommer.  Icrmer  dlsbtirslng  officer.  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration WsFhlngton.  D  C.  in  the  sums  of  $3,654.84.  symbol 
99-220  $1680  69.  symbol  11-499;  $75.21.  symbol  11-501;  $3,197.75. 
symbol  11-532;  and  $7,102.47,  symbol  11-666.  which  amounts  were 
expended  during  the  period  from  July  1,  1929,  through  June  30.  1934. 

Second  William  H.  Holmes,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration,  Washington.  D.  C.  in  the  sums  of  $162  70,  symbol 
11-465.  and  $6,853  73,  symbol  11-348,  which  amounts  were  expended 
during  the  period  from  January  1.  1919,  through  June  30.  1929. 

Third.  Norma  E  Hester ly,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. Albuquerque,  N.  Mex..  In  the  sum  of  $154  32.  symbol 
99-101.  which  amount  was  expended  on  September  16.  1931. 

Fourth  C.  A.  Wood,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans'  Admrin- 
Utratlcn,  Atlanta.  Ga..  in  the  sum  of  $4.319  24.  symbol  99-102, 
which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from  November  1, 
1929.  through  June  30.  1933. 

Fifth  D  H.  Geiger.  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration. Augusta.  Oa..  in  the  sum  of  $116.72,  symbol  11-449,  which 
amotint  was  expended  in  June  1934. 


Sixth.  Warren  A.  Minnts.  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, Bay  Pines,  Fla..  In  the  sum  of  $1,045.49,  symbol  99-126. 
which  anrount  was  expended  during  the  period  from  May  1  through 
May  31.   1931. 

Seventh.  H.  H.  Barraclough.  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration.  Boston.  Mass..  in  the  sum  of  $203.54.  symbol  99-106, 
which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from  October  1.  1929, 
through  July  31.  1933. 

Eighth.  Ivan  Carrioo.  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration. Charleston.  W.  Va.  (now  Huntlngfton) ,  in  the  sum  of 
$534.20,  symbol  99-110,  which  amount  was  expended  during  the 
period  September  10.  1930,  through  March  20,  1931. 

Ninth.  John  W.  Reynar.  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. Charlotte.  N,  C  in  the  sums  of  $li>06.51.  symtool 
99-111;  and  $100,  symtxjl  11-374,  which  amounts  were  expended 
during  the  period  from  March  1,  1931,  through  August  31.  1933. 

Tenth.  Cary  Dawson,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans'  Admm- 
Istratlon.  Cincinnati,  Ohio  (now  Dayton.  Ohio),  In  the  sums  of 
$439.25.  symbol  99-113;  and  $60,  symbol  11-400.  which  amoimts 
were  exi>ended  during  the  period  from  September  1,  1927,  through 
April  16.  1935. 

Eleventh.  L.  W.  Looker,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. Cleveland.  Ohio.  In  the  sum  of  $80.29.  symbol  99-114, 
which  amount  was  exF>ended  during  the  period  from  December  1. 
1930.  through  July  29.  1931. 

Twelfth.  Charles  S.  Qawler,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration.  Columbia.  S.  C,  In  the  stims  of  $732.25.  symbol 
9»-115;  and  $3,ST7.98,  symbol  11-403,  which  amounts  were  expended 
dtirlng  the  period  from  May  11.  1927.  through  March  31,  1936. 

Thirteenth.  Lorena  Duncan,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration,  Dallas.  Tex.,  In  the  sum  of  $531,  symbol  99-116, 
which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from  March  1,  1028, 
through  March  31,  1931. 

Fourteenth.  Roy  E.  Waters,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration.  Dallas.  Tex.,  In  the  sum  of  $12,  symbol  11-519, 
which  amount  was  expended  on  July  31,  1932. 

Fifteenth.  W.  Weldon,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration, nines,  m..  In  the  sums  of  $1,270.91,  symbol  99-231; 
and  $50.27.  sjrmbol  11-521.  which  amounts  were  expended  during 
the  period  from  liCarch  1,  1931,  through  Jime  30,  1934. 

Sixteenth.  Noel  Jeffrey,  former  disbursing  officer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. Hlnes,  m..  In  the  sum  of  $311^26,  symbol  99-227,  which 
amount  was  expended  on  June  7,  1930. 

Seventeenth.  E.  L.  Hllnak,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration,  Jefferson  Barracks,  Mo.,  In  the  sum  of  $265.62, 
symbol  99-152,  which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from 
May  1,  1931.  through  November  1,  1932. 

Eighteenth.  E.  D.  Duncan,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration,  Little  Rock.  Ark.,  in  the  sum  of  $863.72.  sjrmbol 
99-128.  which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from  February 
1,  1931,  through  July  31,  1931. 

Nineteenth.  N.  B.  Harrison,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Admliilstratlon,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  in  the  sum  of  $693.01,  symbol 
99-129.  which  amount  was  expended  during  the  i>erlod  from  May 
1  through  May  31.  1931. 

Twentieth.  P.  E.  Haase.  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. Louisville.  Ky..  In  the  sum  of  $348.06.  symbol  99-130, 
which  amount  was  expended  on  April  17,  1931. 

Twenty-first.  Joseph  F.  Routhier,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Vet- 
erans' Administration,  Manila,  P.  I.,  In  the  stun  of  $281.36,  symbol 
99-207.  which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from  Janu- 
ary 1  through  January  31.  1928. 

Twenty-second.  N.  H.  Cobbs,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration,  Manila,  P.  I.,  in  the  sum  of  $66.43,  sjrmbol  09-217. 
which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from  January  1 
through  January  31.  1929. 

Twenty-third.  A.  B.  Oilman,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration,  Manila,  P.  I.,  in  the  sum  of  $59539.  symbol  99-214, 
which  amount  was  expended  durmg  the  period  from  January  1. 

1930,  through  March  31,  1931. 

Twenty-fourth.  T.  H.  Daley,  former  dlsbiirslng  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration,  New  Orleans.  La..  In  the  sum  of  $72.26.  symbol 
11-256.  which  amount  was  expended  In  March  1925. 

Twenty-fllth.  Don  Her,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. New  York.  N.  Y.,  In  the  sums  of  $1,439.37,  s3miboI 
99-138;  and  $192  85.  symbol  11-333,  which  amounts  were  expended 
during  the  period  from  April  1,  1931.  through  October  15.  1934. 

Twenty-sixth.  Marvin  L.  Morris,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Vet- 
erans' Administration,  Oklahoma  City.  Okla..  In  the  sum  of  $388  69, 
symbol  99-139.  which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from 
January  1  through  January  31,  1931. 

Twenty-seventh.  P.  J.  Carney,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration.  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  in  the  sum  of  $640.75.  symbol 
99-141.  which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from  De- 
cember 1,  1928.  through  July  31,  1934. 

Twenty-eighth.  J.  A.  Walker,  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration.  Pittsburgh.  Pa.,  in  the  sum  of  $62184.  symbol  00- 
210.  which  amount  was  expended  on  August  2.  1932. 

Twenty-ninth.  H.  P.  Heisey.  former  disbursing  offlcer.  Veterans' 
Administration.  Richmond.  Va.  (now  Roanoke),  in  the  sum  of 
$184.58.  symbol  99-148,  which  amount  was  expended  during  the 
period  from  February  1,  1928.  through  March  31,  1931 

Thirtieth.  M.  B.  Norvell,  former  disbursing  officer.  Veterans'  Ad- 
ministration. San  Antonio.  Tex.,  in  the  sum  of  $378.97.  symbol  90- 
222.  which  amount  was  exp>ended  during  the  period  from  April  I. 

1931,  through  October  31,  1932. 
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Thlrty-flrst.  L.  S.  McCracken,  former  disbursing  ofBcer.  Veterans' 
Administration.  San  Francisco,  Calif..  In  the  sum  of  $86.  symbol 
11-262.  which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from  No- 
vember 1.  1923.  through  May  31.  1924. 

Thirty-second.  H.  S.  Knapp,  former  disbursing  ofBcer.  Veterans' 
Administration.  Seattle.  Wash.,  In  the  sum  of  $1,194.24,  symbol  99- 
215.  which  amount  was  expended  on  April  23.  1931. 

Thirty-third.  J.  William  Yates.  Jr.,  former  disbursing  ofBcer,  Vet- 
erans' Administration.  Tuscaloosa.  Ala.,  In  the  sum  of  $333.78, 
symbol  99-104.  which  amount  was  expended  during  the  period  from 
May  9.  1929.  through  July  31.  1931. 

Thirty-fourth  Richard  H.  Zohm,  former  disbursing  officer.  Vet- 
erans' Administration,  Wood,  Wis.,  in  the  sums  of  8630.63.  symbol 
99-216;  and  $1,272.28,  s3rmbol  11-430.  which  amounts  were  ex- 
pended for  the  period  from  January  1,  1918,  through  March  15, 
1935. 

Thirty-fifth.  Guy  P.  Allen,  chief  disbursing  officer.  Treasury  .De- 
partment. Washington.  D.  C.  in  the  sums  of  $40585  11.  symbols 
99  280  to  99-292.  incliaslve;  $65  36,  symbol  89-888;  $4,829.59.  symbol 
11-647;  $9.01088.  symbol  11-561;  $133.18.  symbol  11-564;  $160, 
symbol  11-566;  $99.  symbol  11-569;  $858  90,  symbol  11-571;  $10,  sym- 
bol 11-575;  $111  67.  symbol  li-583;  and  $82.36.  symbol  11-559,  which 
amounts  were  expended  during  the  period  from  July  1,  1934.  through 
July  31.  1938.  and  for  which  certifying  officers  are  held  financially 
liable. 

S«c.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treastiry  Is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  pay  to  C.  A.  Blackburn,  finance  officer.  Veterans'  Admin- 
istration, Little  Rock,  Ark.,  the  sura,  of  $187.16,  which  amount  was 
paid  by  him  on  November  7,  1936. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  waa  laid 
on  the  table. 

CAPT.  DAVID  H.  PASSELL  AND  FIRST  LT.  PAUL   E.  LAMASTER 

The  Clerk  called  the  rext  bill,  S.  3763.  for  the  relief  of 
Capt.  David  H.  Passell  and  First  Lt.  Paul  E.  LaMaster. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows.* 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  credit  in  the 
accounts  of  Capt.  I>avid  H.  Passell,  Finance  Reserve,  the  sum  of 
$1,158.21,  less  any  amount  subsequently  recovered,  public  funds  for 
which  he  Is  accountable,  and  which  were  stolen  from  First  Lt. 
Paul  E.  LaMaster.  Field  Artillery  Reserve,  class  "A "  agent  officer  for 
the  said  Captain  Passell.  In  a  pay-roll  robbery  at  the  Twenty-six 
Hundred  and  Sixty-fourth  Company,  Civilian  Conservation  Corps, 
Camp  Carroll,  Mount  Carroll.  111.,  on  March  31.  1939:  Provided. 
That  the  said  Lieutenant  LaMaster  is  hereby  relieved  of  pecuniary 
responsibility  for  the  loss  of  the  said  public  funds  and  the  Comp- 
troller General  of  the  United  States  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
settle  the  final  pay  accounts  of  the  said  Lieutenant  LaMaster  with- 
out deduction  for  the  loss  of  the  said  public  funds. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

JERRY   M'KINLEY   THOMPSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3769,  for  the  relief  of  Jerry 
McKinley  Thompson. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Jerry  McKinley  Thompson,  Portsmouth. 
N.  H.,  Is  hereby  released  from  any  liability  to  the  United  States 
Incurred  by  reason  of  the  receipt  by  him,  through  a  misunderstand- 
ing on  his  part,  of  dual  compensation  from  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment and  the  Department  of  the  Navy  during  the  period  from  June 
16  to  September  15.  of  each  year  from  1929  to  1937.  incliislve.  in  con- 
travention of  section  6  of  the  act  of  May  10,  1916.  as  amended. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

REIMBURSEMENT  OF  CERTAIN  OFFICERS  AND  ENLISTED  MEN  OF  THE 

NAVY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3808.  to  provide  for  the 
reimbursement  of  certain  ofiBcers  and  enlisted  men  or  former 
officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  United  States  Navy  for  per- 
sonal property  lost  in  the  hurricane  and  flood  at  New  London, 
Conn.,  on  September  21.  1938. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sum  or  stuns,  amounting 
In  the  aggregate  not  to  exceed  $8,364.96  as  may  be  required  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  reimburse,  under  such  regulations  as  he 
may  prescribe,  certain  officers  and  enlisted  men  or  former  officers 
and  enlisted  men  of  the  United  States  Navy  for  the  value  of  per- 
sonal property  lost  In  the  hurricane  and  flood  at  the  submarine 
base.  New  London.  Conn.,  on  September  21.  1938:  Provided,  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  per- 
cent thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent 


or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with 
these  claims,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

DIMITREOS   BIZOS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  3004,  for  the  relief  of 
Dimitreos  Bizos. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  administration  of  the  Immigration 
and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  cancel  the  warrant  of  arrest  and  the  order  of  de- 
portation heretofore  issued  against  Dimitreos  Bizos.  Hereafter,  for 
the  purposes  of  the  immigration  and  natiu'allzation  law^.  such 
alien  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  for  all  pur- 
poses to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence  on  August  13, 
.1924. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  after  line  10,  insert  the  following: 

"Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  Greek  quota  for  the  first  year  that  the  said  Creek  quota  is 
available." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

WELENTY  SLUSARZ 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8901,  for  the  relief  of 
Welenty  Slusarz. 

Mr.  MOTT  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected:  and,  under  the 
rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization. 

KURT    SCHENK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  5103.  for  the  relief 
of  Kurt  Schene. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  in  the  administration  of  the  Immigration 
and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  is  hereby  author- 
ized and  directed  to  cancel  the  warrant  of  arrest  and  the  order  of 
deportation  against  Kurt  Schene.  and  that  he  shall  hereafter  be 
deemed  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  for 
permanent  residence  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  August  31,  1924. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  after  line  9,  Insert  the  following:  "Upon  the  enactment 
of  this  Act  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota- 
control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from  the  German  quota  tor 
the  first  year  that  the  said  German  quota  is  available. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  a  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

THADDEUS   KIRCHLECHNER     (THEODORE   METSCH) 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  8293.  to  enable  Thad- 
deus  Kirchlechner  (Theodore  Metsch)  to  remain  permanently 
in  the  United  States. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  any  provision  of  the 
Immigration  laws.  Thaddeus  Kirchlechner  (Theodore  Metsch)  a 
native  of  Germany,  admitted  into  the  United  States  from  Mexico 
during  the  year  1929.  shall  be  permitted  to  remain  In  the  United 
States  permanently  as  though  he  had  in  all  respects  complied  with 
the  immigration  laws  upon  entry,  and  that  the  residence  in  the 
United  States  of  said  Thaddeus  Kirchlechner  (Theodore  Metsch) 
shall  date  from  the  approval  of  this  act. 

The  biU  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

K-MHERINE  M.  DRIER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  3097,  for  the  relief  of 
Katherme  M.  Drier. 

Mr.  GAVAGAN  and  Mr.  SOMERS  of  New  York  objected; 
and.  under  the  rule,  the  bUl  was  recommitted  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  War  Claims. 
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BiIRS.  ROSARIA  TUIOIINELLO  CIMINO 


The  CTerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9693.  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Rosaria  Tumminello  Cimino. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Mrs.  Rosaria  Tumminello  Clmlno.  of 
Cefalu.  Province  of  Palermo.  Italy,  shall  be  admitted  to  the  United 
States  of  America  for  permanent  residence  here  notwithstanding 
any  provision  of  the  immigration  laws  of  the  United  States  now  in 
effect.  That  upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  into  law  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  Is  directed  to  authorize  the  proper  consul  to  issue 
proper  visa  to  Mrs.  Rosaria  Tumminello  Clmlno  without  compliance 
•with  the  usual  requirements. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

1  DR.   HENRY  CLAY   RISNER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  3716.  for  the  relief  of 
Dr.  Henry  Clay  Risner. 

Mr.  COSTELLO  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected;  and,  under 
the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims.  i 

I  ELIZABETH  K.  PEEPLES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9939,  for  the  relief  of 
Elizabeth  K.  Peeples. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  similar  Senate  bill.  S.  4048.  be  submitted  for  the 
House  bill.         I 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill, 
as  follow^s: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  be.  and  they  are  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  allow 
credit  for  retirement  purposes  to  Elizabeth  K.  Peeples  for  all  serv- 
ices rendered  by  her  in  the  public  schools  of  said  District  as  a 
teacher,  administrative  principal,  and  director  of  the  Community 
Center  Department,  for  the  period  between  September  1.  1920.  and 
July  15.  1939.  upon  the  payment  by  her  into  the  teachers'  retirement 
fund  of  the  District  of  Colmnbla  of  such  amount  as  may  be  deter- 
mined by  said  Commis-slcnors  to  be  due  such  fund  for  said  period 
with  Interest  thereon  at  4  percent  per  annum,  compounded. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9939)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

I  JOHN  C.  GIBBS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  4628.  for  the  relief  of 
John  C.  Gibbs. 

There  l>eing  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows:  j 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  John  C.  Gibbs.  of  Hender- 
son County.  N.  C.  the  sum  of  $5  000  as  full  compensation  for  In- 
juries sustained  by  said  John  C.  Gibbs  on  or  about  the  17th  day 
of  July  1918.  in  Buncombe  County,  N.  C  ,  while  working  on  the 
construction  of  the  Azalla  Hospital,  now  Oteen,  N.  C,  and  while 
being  transported  on  a  Government  truck  from  his  boarding  place 
to  his  work,  by  being  thrown  from  said  truck  and  receiving  serious 
Injuries,   from"  which   he   has  suffered   since    that   date. 

With  the  following  Committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  6,  strike  out  "$5,000"  and  Insert  "$1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

WIDOW    OF    WILLIAM    J.    COCKE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  S.  1076,  for  the  relief  of  the 
widow  of  the  late  William  J.  Cocke. 

Mr.  COSTELLO  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected;  and.  under 
the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims. 

J.  J.  GREENLEAP 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  527,  for  the  reUef  of  J.  J. 
Greenleaf. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treaeury  not  otherwise  appropriated  and  in  full  settlement  of 
the  balance  due  from  the  Government  of  the  United  SUtes.  to 
J.  J.  Greenleaf.  of  Richmond.  Ky..  the  stun  of  $14,875  for  services 
rendered  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by  J.  J.  Green- 
leaf pursuant  to  his  employment  to  represent  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  In  certain  litigation,  which  employment  Is  evi- 
denced by  a  letter  addressed  to  him  by  the  Honorable  Homer  S. 
Cummings.  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  SUtes.  on  August  9, 
1935.  which  employment  was  enlarged  by  letter  of  August  23.  1935, 
addressed  to  him  by  George  C.  Sweeney.  Assistant  Attorney  Gen- 
eral: Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be  fined  In  any  svun  not  exceeding 
$1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  line  8,  strike  out  "$14,875"  and  liisert  "$8,126. *• 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

EDWARD  J.  ROSS  AND  LEGAL  GUARDIAN  OF  BETTY  ROSS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2800,  for  the  relief  of 
Edward  J.  Ross,  and  the  legal  guardian  of  Betty  Ross,  a 
minor. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Edward  J.  Ross,  of 
Cathlamet,  Wash.,  the  sum  of  $500,  In  full  settlement  of  all  his 
claims  against  the  United  States  for  expenses  Incurred  as  a  result 
of  injuries  sustained  by  his  minor  child,  Betty  Ross,  and  to  the 
legal  guardian  of  Betty  Ross,  the  sum  of  $1,000.  In  full  settlement 
of  all  her  claims  against  the  United  States  for  personal  injuries 
sustained  as  a  result  of  being  struck  by  a  Civilian  Conservation 
Corps  truck  bperatlng  under  supervision  of  the  Forest  Service  on 
August  4,  1937:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated 
in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be 
unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any 
sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  7,  strike  out  the  word  "his",  and  In  line  8,  after  the 
word  "Incurred",  Insert  "by  him",  and  In  line  10  strike  out 
"$1,000"  and  Insert  "$2,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

LESLIE  EVERETT,  DECEASED 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3280)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  Leslie  Everett,  deceased. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  estate  of  Leslie  Everett, 
deceased,  formerly  State  highway  foreman  for  Hickman  County, 
Ky.,  the  sum  of  $1,500,  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the 
United  States  for  the  death  of  Leslie  Everett,  who  died  September  11, 
lff38.  as  a  result  of  injuries  sustained  on  August  26,  1938,  when  the 
truck  in  which  he  was  riding  was  struck  by  a  truck  operated  by  an 
employee  of  the  Works  Progress  Administration  on  Highway  No.  58 
1'2  miles  east  of  Clinton,  Ky.:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any 
sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  5,  strike  out  "the  estate"  and  Insert  "Ina  May  Everett, 
widow." 

Page  1,  line  9,  after  the  word  "of".  Insert  "her  husband,  the  said." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
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The  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Ina  May  Everett." 

CAKL  HURT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  2278)  for  the  relief  of  Carl 
Hurt. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasxiry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Carl  Hurt,  the  sum  of 
•4.000  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  Government  for 
losses  inctirred  by  him  as  the  result  of  Injxirles  received  from  a 
rock  blown  from  a  quarry  operated  by  the  Public  Works  Administra- 
tion on  the  Settle  and  ScottsvUle  Highway,  in  Allen  Coimty,  Ky., 
on  February  27.  1936:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  ap- 
propriated m  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  accoimt  of 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  giillty 
of  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any 
sum  not  exceeding  11,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  5.  after  the  name  "Hurt",  insert  "of  Allen  County.  Ky." 
Lines  6  and  7.  strike  out  the  word  "Oovemment"  and'  Insert  In 

lieu  thereof  "United  States  " 

Line  9,  strike  out  the  words  "Public  Works"  and  Insert  in  lieu 

thereof  "Works  Progress." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

FRANK  SPEARS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  3992)   for  the  reUef  of 
Prank  Spears. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Prank  Spears,  of  Pulaski 
County.  Ark.,  the  sum  of  M.OOO.  In  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim 
against  the  United  States  for  permanent  personal  Injury  sustained 
on  February  21.  1928,  from  the  explosion  of  a  hlgh-exploslve  shell 
hi  the  Immediate  vicinity  of  Camp  Pike  Reservation.  Ark.:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

JOHN  SECREST  HOME 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  9987)  to  authorize  the 
Attorney  General  to  donate  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to 
H.  S.  Scott,  D.  W.  Collins,  Fred  M.  Gross,  trustees,  Ashland 
District  Council.  Boy  Scouts  of  America,  the  log  house  known 
as  the  John  Secrest  home,  located  on  the  site  of  the  Federal 
Correctional  Institution  near  Ashland.  Ky. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  Senate  bill  4090  be  substituted  therefor. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Attorney  General  be.  and  he  la 
hereby,  authorized  to  donate  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to 
H.  S.  Scott.  D.  W.  Collins.  Fred  M.  Gross,  trustees.  Ashland  District 
Council.  Boy  Scouts  of  America,  that  certain  log  house  known  as 
the  Secrest  house,  located  on  the  land  comprising  the  site  of  the 
Federal  Correctional  Institution  near  Ashland,  Ky..  and  formerly 
occupied  by  John  Secrest.  a  pioneer  In  the  Boy  Scout  movement 
and  one  of  the  first  scoutmasters  In  that  portion  of  Kentucky 
The  house  having  no  value  to  the  Government  for  Institutional 
purposes,  and  tlie  ground  upon  which  It  stands  beiiig  needed  for 


other  buildings.  It  shall  be  removed  within  6"ch  reasonable  time 
as  the  Attorney  General  shall  fix,  and  at  no  expense  to  the  Govern- 
ment. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  9987)  was  laid  on  the  table.  / 

HENRY    J.    WISE 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  4815)   for  the  relief  of 
Henry  J.  Wise. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  eruicted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Henry  J.  Wise  the  sum  of 
♦400  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  be- 
cause of  damages  to  his  automobile  and  personal  Injuries  sustained 
when  a  United  States  mail  truck  collided  with  his  car  on  Novem- 
ber 29,  1936,  at  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  6.  strike  out  the  figures  "400"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"378." 

At  the  end  of  said  bill.  Insert  the  following:  "Provided.  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  thla 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  1 1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

P.AUL   J.   KOHANIK 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  5314)  for  the  relief  of  Paul 
J.  Kohanik. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
^^S^o'SL  °°i  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Paul  J.  Kohanik  the  sum 
of  $6985  Such  sum  shall  be  In  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims 
apainst  the  United  States  for  damages  to  claimant's  automobile 
which  was  in  a  collision  in  the  city  of  Minneapolis,  Minn  on 
December  22.  1935.  with  an  automobile  driven  by  Enrollee  Wield 
Wallace  in  the  ^rvice  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  and  owned 
by  the  United  States  Government:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agenfor  agents,  attorney 
or  attorneys,  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with 
ft't^,^^  .?  t"  '''^'J  ""^  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents  attorney  o? 
»^y^/t^  •  ^  ^^act.  coUect.  withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  Sd  cla!^  an? 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  i^n  viola t^ne 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  ofT^TsdemeaS 
and^pon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  iTan  J  sin  n"l  exc'edmg 

With  the  following  committee  amendment; 

nrf^^^nf^K*  ^-  ^*'"^\*  °"*  *^^  P"*^****  and  insert  "Provided  That 
no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  ner- 

oKo  kI  «  ^  .  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000/^    conviction  thereof 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to 

thiTS'timI  ^^^"''"hM^!^  ^'^""^^  '°  ^  eng;os£ed  and  read  a 
third  time  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table.  moiicn 

J*  L.  FR ET W ELL 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows- 

Treasury  not  otherwise  aDDrfmH«tI^  ^f^\w  °^  ^^^  money  In  the 
estate  of  J  L.  F?ltTeH  th'^'sTrnTM'^B^^''  «<i™i°'«"tor  ?'  ^^« 
sum  shall  be  in  full  settlement  nf  uu^\  ^*  payment  of  such 
States  for  damages  on  account  of  the  death^  against  the  United 
weU  who  was  kuied  on  June  9  1M7  whf^ Hi  *^^  ***''  ^  ^  ^«t- 
-oiicu  ua  June  ».  1937,  when  the  automobUe  In  which 
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he  was  riding  was  In  collision  on  the  Hall  Ridge  public  highway. 
Rabun  County.  Ga..  with  a  truck  owned  by  the  Forest  Service  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Lines  8  and  7.  strike  out  the  language  'M  695.  The  payment  of 
such  sum  sh.Tll  be"  and  insert  in  heu  thereof  ••$1,000." 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  "Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any 
person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  m;sdeme.inor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any 
tsvaa  not  exceeding  •  1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

THEODORE  R.  KING 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  7416)  for  the  relief  of 
Theodore  R.  King. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc .  That  the  United  States  Employees'  Compen- 
sation Commisiion  be.  and  it  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to 
determine  the  merits  of  the  claim  of  Theodore  R.  King  for  injuries 
and  disabilities  alleged  to  have  been  sustained  by  him  on  January  16. 

1937,  while  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  as  special  agent  to  collect 
cotton  statistics  in  Baxter  County.  Ark.,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  compensation  for  employees  of  the 
United  States  8uff€ring  injuries  while  in  the  performance  of  their 
duties,  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  September  7,  1916.  as 
amended,  except  that  the  time  limitations  in  sections  15  to  20. 
Inclusive,  of  said  act  shall  be  and  are  hereby  waived:  Provided.  That 
claim  hereunder  shall  be  filed  within  6  months  after  the  approval 
of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ELIZABE-rH   BTTXTON   HOSPrTAL 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  7668)  for  the  relief  of  Eliz- 
abeth Buxton  Hospital. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Trea.sury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Elizabeth 
Buxton  Hospital,  of  Newjxirt  News.  Virginia,  the  sum  of  $155  30  in 
full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  for  services  rendered  to  Keaston  Church  and  Lacy  Creigh- 
ton  Carrell.  Jr  .  employees  of  the  Port  Eustis  National  Youth  Ad- 
ministration Camp,  and  hospitalization  et  the  Elizabeth  Buxton 
HospiUl  given  Keaston  Church  from  October  30.  1938.  to  Novem- 
ber 7,  1938.  and  to  Lacy  Creighton  Carrell.  Jr..  from  November  6. 

1938.  to  November  15.  1938:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agents, 
attorney  or  altornpys.  en  account  of  services  rendered  In  connec- 
tion with  said  claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or 
agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive 
any  sum  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10 
percent  thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  said  claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  Of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be 
fined  m  any  £ura  not  exceeding  81,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
Beginning  with  the  word  "Prot^ided",  on  page  2.  line  3,  strike  out 
the  remaining  language  of  the  bill  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof: 
'Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act 
In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful, 
any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  vio- 
lating the  provUlcns  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

I  WILLIE  PERRY 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7957,  for  the  relief  of 
Willie  Perry. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Willie  Perry,  a  resident  of  Moro,  Lee 
County,  Ark.,  the  sum  of  $5,200.  Such  siun  shall  be  in  fuU  setUe- 
ment  of  all  claims  of  the  said  Willie  Perry  against  the  United  States 
for  damages  sustained  by  him  as  a  result  of  being  struck  on  Decem- 
ber 4.  1937.  at  a  point  about  6  or  7  miles  west  of  Marianna,  Ark.,  on 
United  States  Highway  No.  79,  by  a  vehicle  In  the  service  of  the 
Land  Utilization  Division  of  the  Farm  Security  Administration. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  3.  strike  out  the  word  "Is"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "be,  and 
he  Is  hereby. " 

Line  6.  strike  out  the  language  '•$5,200.  Such  sum  shall  be"  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  ••$4.000.' 

Line  8.  strike  out  the  word  "damages"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"personal  injuries." 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  "Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. .Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
in  any  sum  not  exceeding   $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

THOMAS  R.   FOX 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8217,  for  the  relief  of 
Thomas  R.  Fox. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  hereby 
directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  to  Thomas  R  Fox,  the  sum  of  $6,448.62,  In  full  settle- 
ment of  any  claim  that  he  may  have,  growing  out  of  his  personal 
injuries  occasioned  by  the  negligence  of  the  driver  of  a  Soil  Con- 
servation Service  automobile  operated  at  the  time  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  including  medical  expenses  and  hospitaliza- 
tion: Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In 
connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  Qontrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 

$1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  3.  strike  out  the  words  "Is  hereby"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and." 

Line  5,  after  the  name  "Fox".  Insert  "of  Paducah,  Ky." 

Line  5,  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$6,448.62"  and  insert  In 
lieu  thereof  "$2,966.62." 

Line  6,  strike  out  the  language  "any  claim  that  he  may  have," 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "all  claims  against  the  United  States." 

Lines  9  and  10.  strike  out  the  language  "Including  medical  ex- 
penses and  hospitalization;"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "on  May  13, 
1938." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

PETER  CAIETTI 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8246,  for  the  relief  of 
Peter  Caietti. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $500  to  Peter 
Calettl,  of  Sacramento,  Calif.,  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  for  personal  damage  and 
Injury  sustained  by  his  minor  son,  Clyde,  on  November  2,  1933. 
when  the  car  which  said  Peter  Calettl  was  driving,  and  in  which 
his  son,  Clyde,  was  an  occupant,  was  struct  by  a  truck  owned  by 
the  United  States  Forest  Service  and  operated  by  an  employee  of 
the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agents, 
attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connec- 
tion with  said  claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents, 
attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any 
sum  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  F>ercent 
thereof  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  said 
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claim,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwlttutandlng.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  thl«  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any 
sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  «,  after  the  word  "California",  Insert  "as  legal  gxiardlan  of 
his  minor  son.  Clyde  Caicttl." 

Lines  8  and  9.  strike  out  the  language  "his  minor  son,  Clyde,"  and 
insert  In  lieu  thereof  "the  said  Clyde  Caiettl " 

Lines  9  and  10.  strike  out  the  language  "which  said  Peter  Caiettl 
was  driving,  and  In  which  his  son.  Clyde,"  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"In  which  the  said  Clyde  Caietti ." 

Line  11.  strike  out  "truck  owned  by  the  United"  and  Insert  In 
lieu  thereof  "Civilian  Conservation  Corps  truck." 

Page  2,  line  1.  strike  out  "States  Forest  Service"  and  Insert  In  lieu 
thereof  "under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  National  Park  Service." 

Beginning  with  the  word  "Provided"  In  line  2.  strike  out  the 
remaining  language  of  the  bill  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof:  "Protnded, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to, 
TTie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Clyde  Caietti.  a  minor." 

DR.  A.  C.  WAOE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8504,  for  the  relief  of 
Dr.  A.  C.  Wade. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade.  Augusta.  Ga., 
the  sum  of  $2,500.  The  payment  of  such  sum  represents  reim- 
bursement for  the  loss  sustained  by  the  said  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade  on 
account  of  the  forfeiture  to  the  United  States  of  a  bond  conditioned 
upon  the  delivery  in  court  of  one  Henry  Anger.  By  reason  of  the 
nonappearance  of  the  said  Henry  Anger,  such  bond  was  declared 
forfeited  in  the  Augusta  division  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  Georgia  on  April  11,  1939.  and  the 
amount  of  the  bond  was  subsequently  paid  by  the  said  Dr.  A.  C. 
Wade.  The  said  Dr.  A.  0.  Wade  expended  several  hundred  dollars  In 
attempting  to  apprehend  the  said  Henry  Anger,  who  is  an  alien, 
and.  on  the  basis  of  evidence  in  the  hands  of  the  Federal  Bvireau  of 
Investigation,  appears  to  have  left  the  United  States. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$2,500"  and  insert 
In  Ueu  thereof  "$1,000." 

Page  2.  at  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  "Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawftil.  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bUl  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

RITFUS   K.   SAKDERLOf 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8946,  for  the  relief  of 
Rufus  K.  Sanderlm, 

^^Tiere  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

B0  «  eriaeted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby.  a^Ithorlzed  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Trea-niry  not  otherwUe  appropriated,  to  Rufus  K.  Sanderlin.  Port 
Worth.  Tex.,  the  sum  of  $71330.  The  payment  of  such  «um  shall 
be  m  full  settlement  of  all  claims  of  the  said  Rufus  K.  Sanderlin 
against  the  United  8tat«s  on  account  of  personal  Injuries  sustained 
by  blm  on  March  3.  1939,  when  hiii  truck  in  which  be  was  parked  on 
the  Randal  Mill  Road  in  Tarrant  County,  Tex  .  was  struck  ^  a  truck 
Is  the  senrlce  of  the  Works  Progress  AdmlniatratioD. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  "Provided.  That  no  part  of  tha  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  aervlces  rendered  in  connection  with  thU  claim,  and 
the  »amc  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwlth- 
■Undlog.    Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 


deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  In  any  stun  not  exceeding  $1,000.'* 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

THEODORE   R.   TROENDLE.  FOR   DAWSON   SPRINGS    CONSTRUCTION    CO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9934.  to  confer  juris- 
diction upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Western 
District  of  Kentucky  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judg- 
ment upon  the  claim  of  Theodore  R.  Troendle,  for  the  Daw- 
son Springs  Construction  Co. 

Mr.  HANCOCK  and  Mr.  MOTT  objected:  and  the  bill, 
under  the  rule,  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

WnXIAM    LAWRENCE    TAN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  S.  3146,  relating  to  the 
citizenship  of  William  Lawrence  Tan. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purjxjses  of  section  6  of  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  In  reference  to  the  expatriation  of  citizens  and 
their  protection  abroad."  approved  March  2.  1907.  as  amended. 
William  Lawrence  Tan,  of  Honolulu.  T.  H..  the  minor  child  of 
Wllma  Alberta  Geary,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  whose  Amer- 
ican cltlzensnlp  was  resumed  on  March  30.  1935.  notwithstanding 
that  he  Is  Inadmissible  for  entry  Into  the  United  States  for  per- 
manent residence  he  shall  not  be  deported. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

AGNES   BRODAHl 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  1360.  for  the  relief  of 
Agnes  Brodahl. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  COSTELLO  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected;  and  the  bill, 
under  the  rule,  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims. 

GEORGE  R.  STRINGER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6210.  for  the  relief 
of  George  R.  Stringer. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
?i^*'T!f*  appropriated,  to  George  R.  Stringer,  of  Bloomlngdale. 
JSf  TT^f  ^"^  °'  »549.05.  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against 
the  United  States  for  a  pav-ment  to  the  postmaster  at  Roachdale. 
Ind..  by  said  George  R.  Stringer  for  the  purchase  of  war-savings 
stamps  on  June  25.  1918.  which  said  amount  was  embezzled  by  the 
said  postmaster  and  said  war-savings  stamps  were  never  delivered 
to  said  George  R.  Stringer:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 

n^fH°P''lf*,f  '^l^'^  '^'-  '"  "*^^^  o'  »0  P«'c«°t  thereof  Shan  Se 
^?  ii'I.'*^"''"^  *^°^  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
^H»?r^  '  "["P^*^";^  »°  connection  with  this  claim,  af^d  the  same 
Shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding 
Jf  1^'^°!'°'""''^  "^^  provisions  of  this  act  sh3l  be  deemeJ^U^ 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In 
any  sima  not  exceeding  $1,000.  "ueu  in 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  moUon  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ALLEN  B.  BOTEK 

■nie  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8301,  for  the  relief  of 
Allen  B.  Boyer. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  biU.  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  and 
?K  '"Ji!"*'''-  •"thorlzed  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  Jtw^o^ev  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwLv  appropriated  to  Allen  B  n^^^  13 
rural  route  Ho    8,  8nohom.«h*^  Wwh     the  «um  erf  Sioo^n'.? 

.1  th.  tlm'e  the  .Umpf  ijr7  pVe^^te^'fir'^'utV.t^iS''''^"'  '^' 
With  the  following  committee  amendment: 
Beginning  with  the  word  "pay"  m  line  4  atnv*  m.*  .».- .    ^ 

to  be  m  the  amount  of  $«00  •      °""°y«»  ^  Are,  such  redemptloa 


The  committee  amendment  wa«  agreed  to. 
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The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

LOTTISK  THORNE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  2969,  for  the  relief  of 
Louise  Thome. 
There  l)eing  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the 
Immigration  laws,  the  Secretary  of  Labor  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  permit  Louise  Thome,  the  wife  of  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
to  remain  permanently  in  the  United  States. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

MRS.   KAMA  TORn   EMERSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6820.  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Hama  Torii  Emerson. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  from  and  after  the  date  of  the  approval 
of  this  act.  Mrs.  Hama  Torii  Emerson,  who  was  admitted  into  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  on  June  27.  1931.  for  a  temporary  stay  and  is 
the  Japanese  wife  of  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  as  an  immigrant  lor  permanent 
residence. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

KETCHXTM,   IDAHO 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  1251,  for  the  relief  of  cer- 
tain settlers  in  the  town  site  of  Ketchum,  Idaho. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  if,  within  3  years  from  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act.  it  shall  be  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  that  any  lot  In  the  town  site  of  Ketchum.  Idaho. 
as  shown  on  the  official  plat  thereof  on  file  in  the  General  Land 
Office,  has  been  held  In  good  faith  in  peaceful,  adverse  possession  by 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  his  ancestors  or  grantors,  for  more 
than  10  years  next  preceding  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  under 
claim  or  color  of  title,  and  that  during  such  time  valuable  Im- 
provements have  txjen  placed  on  such  lot.  or  taxes  levied  on  such 
lot  have  been  paid,  the  Secretary  may.  in  his  discretion  and  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  cause  a  patent  for 
such  lot  to  issue  to  such  citizen,  upon  payment  therefor  of  such 
price  not  less  than  the  minimum  provided  In  sections  2384  and 
2385  of  the  United  States  Revised  Statutes,  as  may  be  fixed  by  the 
SecreUry.  without  requiring  a  showing  of  privity  with  any  persons 
entitled  to  purchase  the  lot  as  a  preemption  under  section  2383, 
United  States  Revised  Statutes:  Provided.  That  notice  of  intention 
to  purchase  the  lot  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  is  posted  for  a 
period  of  30  days  in  the  land  office  for  the  district  in  which  the 
town  site  Is  situated  and  Is  published  once  a  week  for  4  consecutive 
weeks  in  some  newspaper  designated  by  the  Secretary  and  that  no 
valid  protest  is  filed  against  such  purchase. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ENTRYMEN  ON  CERTAIN  INDIAN  RESERVATIONS 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bill.  S.  3101,  for  the  relief  of 
certain  purchasers  of,  and  entrymen  upon,  opened  lands  of 
certain  Indian  reservations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  hereby 
authorized  to  reinstate  any  entry  or  purchase.  In  existence  Decem- 
ber 31  1936  on  the  opened  lands  within  the  ceded  areas  of  the 
Cheyenne  River.  Coem  d  Alene.  Colvllle.  Port  Berthold.  Fort  Peck. 
Pine  Ridge.  Rosebud,  or  Standing  Eock  Indian  Reservations,  or  any 
of  the  Chippewa  lands  In  Minnesota  opened  In  accordance  with  the 
act  of  January  14,  1889  (26  SUt.  842),  that  has  been  canceled  in 
toto  for  failure  of  the  claimant  thereof  to  make  payment  of  the 
purchane  money  and  Interest  due.  or  any  «uch  entry  canceled  in  part 
by  relinquishment,  upon  the  filing  by  the  claimant  In  the  proper 
district  land  oftce  within  80  days  from  the  date  of  the  enactment 
Of  this  act,  an  application  for  retnetatement  accompanied  by  the 
ftUl  amount  of  money  due  under  governing  Jaws;  Provided.  That 
•11  other  requtrvmenU  of  the  laws  under  which  the  entry  or  ptir- 
chase  was  made  have  been  compiled  with. 

The  bill  wa«  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

THOMAS  A.  LAMSIB 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  8,  2768,  authorizing  the 
naturalization  of  Tliomas  A.  Lambie. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc .  That,  notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of 
law,  at  any  time  within  1  year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act.  Thomas  A.  Lambie.  of  Owlngs  Mills.  Md  .  may  be  naturalized 
as  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  by  taking  the  naturalization  oath 
of  allegiance  before  any  court  having  Jurisdiction  of  the  naturali- 
zation of  aliens. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

HENRY  GIDEON  SCHILLER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  8.  2775,  for  the  relief  of 
Henry  Gideon  Schiller. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purposes  of  the  Immigration  and 
naturalization  laws  Henry  Gideon  Schiller,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  shall 
be  considered  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted  at  Noyes.  Minn.. 
June  — .  1931,  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence. 

Sec.  2.  Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act.  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number 
from  the  nonpreference  category  of  the  quota  during  the  cvirrent 
quota  year. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

DEXTER  AND  ELIZABETH  SHIOMI 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2909,  for  the  relief  of 
Dexter  and  Elizabeth  Shiomi. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  in  the  administration  of  the  Immigration 
and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be.  and  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  record  the  lawful  admittance  for  perma- 
nent residence  of  Dexter  an^  Elizabeth  Shiomi . 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

ERNEST  HERMANN  SCHMIDT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9279.  to  enable  Ernest 
Hermann  Schmidt  to  remain  permanently  in  the  United 
States. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  notwithstanding  any  provision  of  the 
Immigration  laws  Ernest  Hermann  Schmidt,  a  native  of  Germany, 
who  entered  the  United  States  from  Germany  at  New  York,  N.  Y.. 
on  January  7,  1929,  shall  be  permitted  to  remain  in  the  United 
States  permanently  as  though  he  had  In  all  respects  compiled  with 
the  Immigration  laws  upon  entry,  and  that  the  residence  in  the 
United  States  of  said  Ernest  Hermann  Schmidt  shall  date  from  the 
approval  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

FLORENCE  SINCLAIR  COOPER  ET  AL. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  1789,  to  authorize  the 
cancelation  of  deportation  proceedings  in  the  case  of  Flor- 
ence Sinclair  Cooper  and  daughter,  Margaret  Lavallie,  and 
Philip  P.  Roy. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Labor  Is  hereby  author- 
ized and  directed  to  cancel  the  deportation  proceedings  Issued 
pursuant  to  sections  19  and  20  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  February 
6.  1917  (39  Stat.  889.  890;  U.  S.  C,  title  8.  sees.  155  and  156),  In  the 
case  of  Florence  Sinclair  Cooper  and  daughter,  Margaret  Lavallie. 
and  Philip  P.  Roy,  any  provision  of  existing  law  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  From  and  after  the  date  of  the  approval  of  this 
act.  Florence  Sinclair  Cooper,  her  daughter,  Margaret  Lavallie,  and 
Philip  P.  Roy  shall  not  again  be  subject  to  deportation  by  reason 
of  the  same  facu  upon  which  the  ouutandlng  proceedings  rest. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

FRED  S.  HOWDROS 

The  Cl^k  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R,  6295,  for  the  relief  of 

Pred  8.  Hondros. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc..  That  the  United  States  Court  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  North  Carolina  In  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
rsatore  citizenship  to  Fred  S.  Uondros. 


9166 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


July  2 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

riRE-LOSS  CLAIMAIVTS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8666,  for  the  relief  of 
certain  claimants  on  account  of  loss  by  fire  for  which  the 
United  States  was  adjudged  liable. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  owners  of  the  foUow- 
Ing  lands  in  Lake  Landing  Township,  Hyde  County,  N.  C,  the 
following  sums,  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  for  damage  and  consequent  loss  sustained  as  a  result  of  the 
forest  fire  or  flres  which  burned  land  and  timber  of  the  Pamlico 
Timber  Corporation,  for  damage  for  which  the  United  States  was 
held  liable  In  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  North  Carolina  on  August  2,  1937: 

R.  B.  Stotesbury.  45  acres.  $700;  E.  B.  Bell,  62  acres.  $1,138:  Eliza- 
beth W.  O'Neal,  100  acres.  11,500:  John  H.  C.  Berry.  400  acres. 
•4.800;  W.  Warren  Watson,  490  acres.  $4,669:  S.  A.  Long  and  L.  A. 
Dudley,  900  acres,  $3,600:  Closs  Olbbs  and  O.  L.  Williams,  4,200 
acres,  $1,500;  Charles  H.  Swlnk,  60  acres,  $525;  Closs  Glbbs,  40 
acres.  $400;  D.  8.  McGowan.  10  acres.  $80;  J.  a.  Weston  heirs,  2 
acres,  $37;  W.  T.  Howard.  28  acres,  $322;  G.  S.  Emory,  55  acres,  $550; 
Emory  heirs,  7  acres.  $120:  J.  W.  Spence  heirs,  90  acres,  $900; 
George  E.  Davis.  33  acres.  $370;  W.  M.  Ross,  4  acres.  $24;  Mrs.  H.  T. 
Weston.  6  acres,  $98;  James  McClaud  heirs.  25  acres.  $309;  Mrs. 
B.  H.  Black,  25  acres,  $125;  Mrs.  L.  L.  Boomer,  25  acres,  $125:  Julian 
S.  Mann,  552  acres.  $2,350:  Julian  S.  Mann  and  Roper  Lumber  Co., 
2.694  acres,  $2,500:  Elizabeth  Pugh  estate.  37  acres.  $296;  Mrs  B.  A. 
Credle,  6  acres,  $300;  Philip  Selby  and  others,  150  acres,  $750:  John 
Midyette.  2  acres,  $50;  State  of  North  Carolina.  1,000  acres.  $5,000; 
In  all,  $33,138. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Is  authorized  and  directed, 
upon  application  filed  within  2  years  after  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  act  by  any  person  not  listed  in  section  1,  to  determine  if 
such  person  suffered  damage  or  loss  oh  account  of  such  lire  or  fires 
and  to  determine  the  amount  of  such  damage.  Upon  such  determi- 
nation, the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  certify  the  name  and 
address  of  such  p)erson  and  the  amount  so  found  by  him  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  there 
upon  pay  to  such  person  the  amount  so  certified,  but  not  more 
than  $5  000  shall  be  paid  under  this  section.  Determinations  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  under  this  section  shall  be  final  and 
shall  not  be  reviewable  by  any  officer  of  the  United  States  or  by 
any  court,  and  payment  In  accordance  with  the  Secretary's  certifica- 
tion shall  be  In  full  settlement  of  the  claim  with  respect  to  which 
the  certification  is  made. 

Sec.  3.  No  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  for  the 
pasrment  of  any  one  claim  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  such  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  2,  line  7,  strike  out  the  the  language  "490  acres,  $4,669;"  and 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof:   "237  acres,  $2,136;   W.  Warren  Watson.  J.  S. 
Mann,  et  al.,  two-thirds  undivided  mterest  in  380  acres  (253  acres) 
$2,533." 

Page  3.  beginning  with  the  word  'upon"  In  line  11.  strike  out  all 
the  language  in  lines  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  11,  12.  13.  14,  15.  and  16. 

Page  3.  line  10.  after  the  word  "damage",  insert  "and  to  report 
such  determinations  to  the  Congress." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

FANWY    KASP 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  biU,  H.  R.  7143.  for  the  relief  of 
Fanny  Karp. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigration 
and  naturalization  laws  the  Secretary  of  Labor  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  cancel  the  warrant  of  arrest  and  the  order  of  de- 
portation against  Fanny  Karp  heretofore  issued  on  the  groxind  that 
admission  to  the  United  States  had  been  fraudulently  gained;  and 
that  she  shaU  hereafter  be  deemed  to  have  been  lawfully  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  permament  residence  at  New  York.  N.  Y. 


With  the  following  committee  amendment: 


Page  1,  line  10.  after  the  words  "New  York",  Insert: 
•Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act   the  Secretary  of  State  shall 
instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  number  from 
the  Polish  quota  for  the  first  year  that  the  said  Polish  quota  is 
available." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and,  passed,  and  a  motion 
to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

AMELIA    MARIA    CAVARZAN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7458.  for  the  relief  of 
Amelia  Maria  Cavarzan. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Labor  Is  hereby  author- 
ized and  directed  to  cancel  the  order  of  arrest  issued  against  Amelia 
Maria  Cavarzan.  This  act  shall  not  be  deemed  to  create  a  record 
of  the  admission  of  the  said  Amelia  Maria  Cavarzan  for  Immigra- 
tion or  naturalization  purposes.  The  said  Amelia  Maria  Cavarzan 
shall  not  hereafter  be  subject  to  a  warrant  of  arrest  or  an  order  of 
deportation  for  the  same  cause  or  causes  upon  which  the  warrant 
of  arrest  was  issued. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

JOHN  NICHOLAS  CHICOURAS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3412,  for  the  relief  of 
John  Nicholas  Chicouras. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  In  the  administration  of  the  Immigra- 
tion and  naturalization  laws,  John  Nicholas  Chicouras.  of  Aberdeen, 
Miss.,  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been  legally  admitted 
to  the  United  States  for  p>ermanent  residence  on  November  25. 
1925,  and  the  Secretary  of  Labor  is  authorized  and  directed  to  per- 
mit said  John  Nicholas  Chicouras  to  reenter  the  United  States. 

Sec.  2.  Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  Instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  num- 
ber from  the  nonpreference  category  of  the  quota  during  the  cur- 
rent quota  year.  f 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table, 

JOSEPH  L.  LIPSHER  AND  ESTHER  MILA  LIPSHER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  2964,  for  the  relief  of 
Joseph  L.  Lipsher  and  Esther  Mila  Lipsher. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin  and  Mr.  COSTELLO  objected; 
and,  under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

JOHN  HORVATH 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bUl,  S.  2995,  for  the  relief  of 
John  Horvath. 

Mr.  MOTT  and  Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey  objected:  and, 
under  the  rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

SAOAO  TAMAKA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  8.  3256,  to  enable  Sadao 

Tanaka  to  remain  permanently  in  the  United  States. 

There  being  no  objection,  th?  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc    That  notwithstanding  any  provision  of  the 

i^^fin^Q-tr-  ^'^''^  Tanaka.  a  native  of  Japan,  admitted  Into 

K  n^v  "^'*  ^f.l^l  °°  November  14.  1932.  for  temporary  residence, 

shall  be  permitted  to  remain  in  the  United  Sta'es  permanently  as 

though  he  had  in  all  respects  complied  with  the  Immigration  laws 

upon  entry,  and  that  the  residence  In  the  United  States  of  the  said 

Sadao  Tanaka  shall  date  from  the  approval  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
tb^^^ble.  r. 

FULTON   COMBS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  2490.  for  the  relief  of 
Pulton  Combs. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  funds  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Fulton  Combs,  the  sum  of 
$2,500  for  personal  injury  and  property  loss  sustained  by  him  In  an 
accident  and  collision  with  a  truck  owned  by  the  Civilian  Conser- 
Tatlon  Corps,  which  occurred  on  Cutshln  Creek,  Leslie  County,  Ky.. 
on  September  3,  1936,  at  about  2:30  o'clock  p.  m..  same  to  be  in  fuU 
settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  Oovernment 
•rising  from  or  out  of  said  accident. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  4,  strike  out  the  word  "funds"  and  insert  "money." 

Line  5,  after  the  name  "Combs",  insert  a  comma  and  the  language 
"of  Hazard  County,  Ky." 

Line  6,  strike  out  the  language  "$2,500  for  personal  Injury  and 
property  loss"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  '$1,500  in  full  settlement  of 
all  claims  against  the  United  States  for  injuries  and  losses." 

Line  10,  strike  out  the  comma  after  the  word  "postmeridian",  and 
strike  out  the  remaining  language  of  the  bill  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof:  "Prcwided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In 
this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to 
or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding 
»1,000." 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costeixo:  On  page  1.  line  6,  after  the 
word  "Hazard",  insert  "Perry," 

The  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  jwissed.  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

THEO.  J.  THOMPSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  3009,  for  the  relief  of 
Theo.  J.  Thompson. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated  and  In  lull  settlement  against 
the  Oovernment,  the  sum  of  $500  to  Theo.  J.  Thompson,  father 
of  June  Thompson,  a  minor  daughter,  for  personal  injuries  caused 
by  the  negligence  of  Works  Progress  Administration  employees  In 
November  1936  at  BoycevlUe.  Wis.:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall 
be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney 
or  attorneys,  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with 
said  claim.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney 
or  attorneys,  to  exact,  collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  Ihls  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on 
account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  simi  not  exceeding 
(1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  6,  strike  out  the  language  "against  the  Government"  and 
insert  In  lieu  thereof  "of   all  claims  against  the  United  States." 

Une  6,  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$500"  and  Insert  in  lieu 
thereof  ••$250." 

Line  7  strike  out  the  word  "father"  and  Insert  In  Jleu  thereof 
"as  legal  guardian." 

Line  7,  suike  out  the  word  "daughter." 

Beginning  with  the  word  "Provided"  In  line  10.  strike  out  the 
remaining  language  of  the  bill,  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof:  "Pro- 
vided. That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  con- 
nection with'thls  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con- 
tract to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time. 
was  read  the  third  time,  ai>d  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bUl  for  the  relief 
of  June  Thompson,  a  minor." 

ESTELLB  M.  CORBETT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7747,  for  the  relief  of 
Estelle  M.  Corbett. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Estelle  M.  Corbett.  secre- 
tary to  Hon.  John  Leslnskl,  Representative  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  from  the  Sixteenth  District  of  Michigan,  the  sum  of 
$2,500  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  and  the  municipal  government  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  for  personal  Injuries  sustained  by  her  on  November  14. 
1939,  when  she  was  struck  near  the  intersection  of  First  and  B 
Streets  SE.,  in  the  city  of  Washington.  D.  C,  as  the  direct  and  proxi- 
mate result  of  the  negligent  operation  of  a  motor  vehicle  owned  by 
the  National  Guard  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  operated  by  a 
member  of  that  organization  while  in  the  performance  of  his 
duties  as  a  member  of  said  organization. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert: 
"That  there  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  be  appropriated, 
from  funds  to  the  credit  of  the  District  of  Columbia  In  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $1,850 
to  be  paid  to  E:stelle  M.  Corbett,  of  Detroit,  Mich.,  in  full  settlement 
of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  and  the  municipal  govern- 
ment of  the  District  of  Columbia  for  personal  Injuries  sustained  by 
her  on  November  14,  1939,  when  she  was  struck  near  the  Intersec- 
tion of  First  and  B  Streets  SE.,  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C, 
by  a  motor  vehicle  owned  by  the  National  Guard  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  operated  by  a  member  of  that  organization  while 
In  the  performance  of  his  duties  as  a  member  of  said  organization: 
Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  con-  - 
nection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con- 
tract to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
$1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

MAY  C.  TAYLOR 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8091,  for  the  relief  of 
May  C.  Taylor. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastuy  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  May  C.  Taylor  the  sum 
of  $497.50,  in  full  settlement  for  salary  due  her  for  duties  performed 
while  employed  by  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  the  following: 
"That  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation  Is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  pay  to  May  C.  Taylor,  of  Newark,  N.  J.,  the  sum  of 
$497.50,  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  Home  Owners' 
Loan  Corpwration  for  salary  due  her  for  duties  performed  while  em- 
ployed by  the  Home  Owners'  Loan  Corporation:  Provided  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this 
claim  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

EDNA   S.    GARDINER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8459.  for  the  reUef  of 
Edna  S,  Gardiner. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
18  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  th« 
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Treasxiry  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $5,000  for  the  relief 
"  of  Edna  S  Gardiner,  widow  of  Frank  K.  Gardiner,  who  died  as  a 
result  of  being  struck  by  a  United  States  mall  truck  on  September 
1.  1939:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amoxint  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  said  claim.  It  shall  be 
unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact, 
collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amount  appropriated 
In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  un- 
lawful, any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  5,  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$5,000"  and  Insert  In  lieu 
thereof  "$3 .000." 

Line  6.  strike  out  the  language  "for  the  relief  of"  and  Insert  In 
lieu  thereof  "to." 

Line  6.  strike  out  the  words  "widow  of"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"of  Denver.  Colo.,  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States  en  account  of  the  death  of  her  husband.". 

Beginning  with  the  word  "Provided",  In  line  8,  strike  out  the 
remamlng  language  of  the  bill  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof:  "Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

RELIEF  or  CERTAIN  DISBURSINC   AGENTS  AND  CERTimNG  OmCERS 

OF   INDIAN   SERVICE 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bill,  S.  3707.  for  the  relief  of 
certain  disbursing  agents  and  certifying  officers  of  the  Indian 
Service,  the  United  States  Veterans'  Administration,  and  the 
Tieasury  Department. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
SUtes  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  allow  credit 
to  certifying  officers  of  the  Indian  Service  and  in  the  accounts  of 
L.  E.  Baumgarten  (deceased),  J.  V.  King,  E.  W.  Jermark.  and  J.  C. 
Cavlll.  disbursing  agents  of  the  Indian  Service;  Richard  H.  Zohm 
disbursing  agent  for  the  United  States  Veterans"  Administration: 
and  G.  P.  Allen,  chief  disbursing  officer  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
for  certain  payments  disallowed  in  the  accounts  of  the  above- 
named  officials  which  were  made  to  and  on  account  of  P.  D.  South- 
worth,  while  serving  as  agricultural  extension  agent  in  the  Indian 
Service  during  the  period  from  March  1933  to  February  1936 
inclusive. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  Isud 
on  the  table. 

M.  B.  m'civern 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  S.  3742.  for  the  relief  of 
M.  E.  McGivem. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  M.  E.  McGivem  the  sum 
of  1465  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  SUtes, 
Including  a  claim  for  refund  of  the  purchase  price  for  the  tract 
described  as  the  southwest  quarter  northeast  quarter  of  section  30. 
township  40  north,  range  5  east  of  the  foxirth  principal  meridian,' 
arising  out  of  transactions  relating  to  lands  situated  within  the 
Lac  du  Flambeau  Indian  Reservation. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

BELSASING  ALL  INTEREST  OF  UNITED  STATES  IN  CERTAIN  LANDS  IN 

CALIFORNIA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H,  R  6752,  to  release  all  the 
Interest  of  the  United  States  in  certain  land  constituting  a 
portion  of  the  right-of-way  granted  to  the  Central  Pacific 
Railway  Co.  under  the  act  of  July  1,  1862,  as  amended  and 
supplemented. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Gavagan)  .  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  all  the  right,  title,  and  Interest  of  th« 
United  States  in  and  to  the  land  hereinafter  described  (constituting 
a  portion  of  the  right  of  way  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the 
Central  Pacific  RaUway  Co.  under  the  act  of  July  1,  1862.  as  amended 
and  supplemented),  is  hereby  conveyed,  relinquished,  and  released 
to  the  trustees  of  Summit  Lodge,  No.  54,  Knights  of  Pjrthlas,  and 
to  their  successors  In  office.     Such  land  Is  described  as  follows: 

All  that  certain  real  property  situated  in  the  town  of  Truckee, 
county  of  Nevada,  State  of  California,  and  more  particularly  de- 
scribed as  follows,  to  wit: 

Parcel  No.  1:  All  that  portion  of  lots  1,  2.  and  3  of  block  "C,"  as 
per  the  official  map  of  the  town  of  Truckee,  county  of  Nevada,  State 
of  California,  described  as  follows: 

Commencing  at  the  southwest  comer  of  lot  1  of  block  "C"  ac- 
cording to  the  official  or  railroad  map  of  said  town  of  Truckee, 
thence  easterly  along  the  south  line  of  said  block  sixty  and  eight- 
twelfths  feet;  thence  northerly  directly  through  lot  3  of  said  block 
and  parallel  with  the  sides  of  said  lot  thirty-seven  and  one-half 
feet;  thence  westerly  sixty  and  eight-twelfths  feet  to  a  point  on 
the  west  line  of  said  lot  1  thirty-seven  and  one-half  feet  distant 
from  the  southwest  corner  of  said  lot;  thence  southerly  thirty-seven 
and  one-half  feet  to  place  of  beginning. 

Parcel  No.  2:  Lots  4  and  5  of  block  "C"  and  that  portion  of  lota 
1,  a,  and  3  of  the  same  block  according  to  the  official  map  of  said 
town  of  Truckee,  particularly  described  as  follows: 

Commencing  at  a  point  on  the  west  line  of  said  lot  1  thirty-seven 
and  one-half  feet  from  the  southwest  corner  of  said  lot  and  block, 
thence  easterly  sixty  and  eight-twelfths  feet  to  a  point  In  lot  3  of 
said  block  thirty-seven  and  one-half  ff«t  from  the  south  line  of 
said  lot  and  block:  thence  southerly  thirty-seven  and  one-half  feet 
from  the  south  line  of  said  lot  and  block  sixty  and  eight-twelfths 
feet  distant  from  the  southwest  corner  of  said  block;  thence  easterly 
sUty-four  and  four-twelfths  feet  to  the  southeast  corner  of  said 
block;  thence  northerly  ninety  feet  to  the  northeast  corner  of  said 
block:  thence  westerly  one  hundred  and  twenty-flve  feet  to  the 
northwest  corner  of  said  block;  thence  southerly  fifty-two  and  one- 
half  feet  to  the  place  of  beginning 

Parcel  No.  3:  Commencing  at  a  point  at  the  intersection  of  the 
south  line  and  the  west  line  of  said  lot  5  of  block  "C"  as  above 
described,  and  being  the  southwest  comer  of  said  lot,  thence  In  r\ 
general  westerly  direction  along  the  south  line  of  said  lot  6  aa 
projected  six  and  seven-tenths  feet;  thence  at  a  right  angle  north- 
erly along  a  line  parallel  with  the  west  line  of  said  lot  5  eighty-seven 
and  eight-tenths  feet;  thence  at  a  right  angle  easterly  six  and 
seven-tenths  feet  to  the  westerly  line  of  said  lot  5;  and  thence 
southerly  along  the  westerly  line  of  said  lot  6  eighty-seven  and 
eight-tenths  feet  to  the  place  of  t}eglnning. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert: 
"That  the  conveyance  by  the  Central  Pacific  Railway  Co  to  the 
trtistecs  of  Summit  Lodge.  No.  54.  Knights  of  Pythias  Involving  cer- 
tain land  In  the  town  of  Truckee,  Calif.,  hereinafter  described  beinir 
a  part  of  the  right-of-way  of  the  Central  Pacific  Railway  Co  granted 
by  an  act  of  Congress  approved  July  1,  1862  (12  Stat  489)  and  an 
act  of  Congress  approved  July  2,  1864  (13  Stat.  356),  is  hereby  vali- 
dated and  confirmed  with  the  same  force  and  effect  as  If  the  land 
involved  therein  had  been  held  by  the  company  in  fee  simple  absolute 
at  the  time  of  the  making  of  the  conveyance: 

"Parcel  No.  1:  Beginning  at  the  southwest  comer  of  lot  1  of  block 
x:  as  said  lotand  block  are  designated  on  that  certain  map  filed  by 
the  Central  Pacific  Railroad  Co.  July  15.  1890.  Nevada  County  rec- 
21^  „fi  F°^°*  ?'  .beginning  being  also  nt  right  angles  northerly 
and  distant  ninety-seven  and  five-tenths  feet  from  the  center  line 
of  the  Central  Paclflc  Railway  Co.'s  originally  located  maS  track  at 
engineer's  station  770  ^  95.0;  thence,  easterly  parallel  to  and  disfant 
ninety-seven  and  flve-tenths  feet  northerly  at  right  aiJ?l^fromS?d 
center  line  of  main  track,  along  the  south  line  of  lotTl    2   an^  Tnt 

£?  ^o'^^oLt  tif'^^^'  ?  fl^y  ""'^  sixty-Lv°en°?n  IhunTed't^ 
feet  to  a  point;  thence,  at  right  angles,  northerly  from  the^at- 
descrlbed  course  thirty-seven  and  flve-tenths  feet  tJa^Tnt  the^ 
at  right  angles,  westerly  and  parallel  to  said  south  line  of  lots Tl* 
and  3.  a  dUitance  of  sixty  and  sixty-seven  one-hundi^t^  Jwt  to  a 
point  in  the  west  line  of  said  lot  1.  a  distance  of  tSrtv^se^n  an  J 
five-tenths  feet  to  the  point  of  beginning,  containing  an  wea  of 
fifty-two  one-thousandths  of  an  acre,  more  or  le^ 
w«^^.^   ^°   ?j  Commencing  at  the  southwest  comer  of  lot  1  of 

n°S?!Lve,;  .nS  ?™',!S„^.'^'°^  eMterl,,  parallel  to  ana  distant 
thence  continuing  along  the  south  line  of  lot«%    *    «r^  k  ^»      .J 

dred  and  twenty-five  feet  to"  She*' rthVit"SSe^'of'^«aTlo^"": 
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thence  at  right  angles  southerly  ttota  the  last -described  course 
along  the  west  line  of  said  lot  1,  a  distance  of  fifty-two  and  five- 
tenths  feet  to  a  point;  thence  at  right  angles  easterly  from  the  last- 
described  course  sixty  and  sixty-seven  one-hundredths  feet  to  a 
point;  thence  at  right  angles  southerly  from  the  last-described 
course  thirty-seven  and  flve-tenths  feet  to  the  point  of  beginning 
and  containing  an  area  of  two  hundred  and  six  one-thousandths  of 
an  acre,  more  or  less. 

"Parcel  No  3 :  A  strip  of  land  sis  and  seven-tenths  feet  wide,  lying 
easterly  of  and  adjacent  to  said  lot  5  of  said  block  "C"  and  extending 
northerly  from  the  easterly  prolongation  of  the  south  line  of  said 
lot  5  of  said  block  "C  eighty-seven  and  eight -tenths  feet,  contain- 
ing an  area  of  fourteen  one-thousandths  of  an  acre,  more  or  less. 

"Provided.  That  such  validation  and  confirmation  shall  not  dimin- 
ish the  right-of-way  to  a  width  of  less  than  50  feet  on  either  side 
of  the  center  of  the  main  track  or  tracks  of  the  Central  Pacific  Rail- 
way Co.  as  now  established  and  maintained:  And  provided  further , 
That  there  shall  be  reserved  to  the  United  States  all  oil,  coal,  or 
other  minerals  in  the  land  and  the  right  to  prospect  for.  mine,  and 
remove  the  same  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  may  prescribe." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

SOPHRANIA  HOLMES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  1284,  for  the  relief  of 
Sophrania  Holmes. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Sophrania  Holmes, 
the  sum  of  13.000  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the 
United  States  for  personal  injuries  received  as  a  result  of  a  col- 
lision with  a  Civilian  Conservation  CorF>8  truck  and  the  private 
car  in  which  Sophrania  Holmes  was  a  passenger  on  November  28, 
1935.  on  Highway  No.  63.  in  Jasper  County,  Tex. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 
Page  1,  line  5.  .u'ter  the  name  "Holnaes",  Insert  a  comma  and  the 
language  "of  Jasper  County.  Tex." 
Line  6.  strike  out  the  sign  and  figures  "$3.000 '  and  insert  In  heu 

thereof    •$179."  ^   ^^ 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  "Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  jnisdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

THOMAS   MIRALIA    AND   BETTY    MIRALIA 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  5116,  for  the  relief  of 
Thomas  Miralia  and  Betty  Miralia. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Thomas  Miralia  and 
Betty  Miralia  the  sum  of  $3,073  In  settlement  of  their  claim  against 
the  United  States  for  injuries  resxilting  from  a  collision  between 
an  Army  truck,  and  driven  by  Richard  Stephens,  an  enroUee  of 
the  Clviilan  Conservation  Corps,  and  a  Graham  sedan  driven  and 
owned  by  Thomas  Miralia. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1  line  6.  strike  out  the  language  "$3,073  in  settlement  of 
their  claim"  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "$1,170.80  in  full  settlement 
of  all  claims."  ^^    ,^„„.. 

Une  7   after  the  word  "collision".  Insert  "on  November  23,  1938. 

Line  8,  strike  out  the  word  "and"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  a 
comma. 

At  the  end  of  the  bill  add:  "Provided.  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unla«-ful.  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  ml.sdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  t)e  fined 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1.(X)0." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 


CLYDE  E.  MALLE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  H.  R.  5562,  for  the  relief  of 
Clyde  E.  Malle. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc  ,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  pav.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
othen^ise  appropriated,  to  Clyde  E.  Malle,  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  the 
sum  of  $260  in  fxill  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the  United 
States  for  use  of  a  play  during  March  and  April  of  1936.  which  he 
prepared  for  the  Works  Progress  Administration  Federal  theater 
project  in  Philadelphia,  and  for  his  services  in  preparing  said  play 
for  presentation. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  3,  after  "Treasury",  Insert  "be.  and  he." 
Page  1.  line  6,  strike  out   •$260"  and  Insert  ■•$114i28." 
Line  7.  strike  cut    'satislactlon  of  his  claim"  and  insert  "settle- 
ment of  all  claims." 

Line  8.  before  'April"  strike  out  "and",  and  after  "April",  Insert 
"and  June." 

Page  2.  after  line  1  insert  the  following:  "Provided.  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  l)e  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

SILAS  YOUNG,  LILLIAN  BROWN,  AND  NATHANIEL  BROWN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7302.  for  the  relief  of 
Silas  Young,  Lillian  Brown,  and  Nathaniel  Brown. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  N.  H.  Brown,  Lenapah,  Okla.,  the  stun 
of  $5,500;  to  Lillian  Brown,  Lenapah,  Okla.,  the  sum  of  $5,000;  and 
to  Silas  Young,  Lenapah,  Okla..  the  sum  of  $5,000.  The  payment  of 
such  sums  shall  be  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the 
United  States  arising  out  of  an  accident  on  April  19,  1935.  near 
Mingo.  Okla.,  when  a  truck  in  the  service  of  the  Civilian  Conserva- 
tion Corps  struck  an  automobile  owned  by  the  said  Nathaniel 
Brown.  Such  accident  resulted  in  personal  injuries  to  the  said 
Nathaniel  Brown.  Lillian  Brown,  and  Silas  Young,  and  in  the  demo- 
lition of  such  automobile. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  the  following: 
"That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  \s  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $750  to  Lillian  Brown,  and  the 
sum  of  $750  to  Silas  Young,  both  of  Lenapah,  Okla..  In  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  against  the  United  SUtes  on  account  of  personal 
injuries  sustained  by  the  said  Lillian  Brown  and  Silas  Young  aris- 
ing out  of  an  accident  on  April  19.  1935.  near  Mingo.  Okla..  when 
a  truck  In  the  service  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  collided 
with  the  automobile  In  which  they  were  riding:  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shaU  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  title. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Ccstello:  Amend  the  title  so  as  to 
read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lillian  Brcwn  and  Silas  Young." 

The  amendment  to  the  title  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PARENTS  OF  CHARLDEAN  FINCH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7425.  for  the  relief  of 
the  parents  of  Charldean  Pinch. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  Noble  Finch  and  Cardie  Finch,  o* 
Atoka,  Okla.,  the  sum  of  $5,000.    The  payn..:nt  of  stich  sum  sbaU 
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b«  In  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  for 
damages  siistained  by  the  said  Noble  Pinch  and  Cardie  Finch  as 
a  result  of  damages  sustained  by  them  by  reason  of  the  death  of 
their  daughter,  Charldean  Finch,  caused  by  Injuries  sustained  when 
she  was  struck,  at  the  intersection  of  C  Street  with  United  States 
Highway  69-75.  In  the  city  of  Atoka.  Okla.,  on  May  11,  1939,  by  a 
truck  In  the  service  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1,  line  3,  strike  out  "is"  and  Insert  "be,  and  he  is  hereby." 
Line  6.  strike  out  "$5,000.    The  payment  of  such  sum  shall  be" 
and  insert  "$3,500." 
Line  9.  strike  out  "as  a  result  of  damages  siistained  by  them." 
Page  2.  line  3.  strike  out  "May"  and  insert  "April." 
After  line  4  insert  the  following:  "Provided,  That  no  part  of  the 
amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing.    Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

J.   E.   OAMBACH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7679,  for  the  relief  of 
J.  E.  Dambach. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $1,423  to  J.  E. 
Dambach  to  compensate  for  doctor  bills,  medicine,  and  loss  of  time 
Incurred  as  the  result  of  a  severe  Injury  sustained  by  him  while 
employed  on  the  farm  of  George  Wall,  Evans  City.  Pa.,  by  a  blest  of 
dynamite  by  Work  Projects  Administration  workmen  who  were 
quarrying  stone  on  the  property  of  said  George  Wall. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  6.  strike  out  "to  compensate"  and  Insert  ".  of 
Evans  City,  Pa.,  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United 
States." 

Line  9.  after  "him",  insert  "on  October  7.  1938." 

Line  10.  strike  out  "Wall"  and  Insert  "Wahl,  Sr." 

Page  2,  line  1,  strike  out  "Work  Projects"  and  Insert  "Works 
Progress." 

Line  3,  strike  out  "Wall"  and  insert  "Wahl,  Sr.:  Provided, 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by 
any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  con- 
nection with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not 
exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CHARLES  H.  AMOS  HANDLE  CO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8318,  for  the  relief 
of  the  Charles  H.  Amos  Handle  Co. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  to  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Charles  H.  Amos 
Handle  Co..  of  Stilwell.  Okla..  the  sum  of  $1,840.  The  CbmptroUer 
General  of  the  United  States  is  authorized  and  directed  to  settle 
the  accounts  of  the  Finance  Officer  of  the  War  Department  imder 
contract  A9  fs  ECW  610.  dated  December  30.  1936,  on  the  basis 
of  such  payment,  and  to  release  the  Charles  H.  Amos  Handle  Co. 
of  any  liability  for  liquidated  damages  to  the  United  States  arising 
out  of  such  contract.  Payment  under  this  act  shall  be  in  settle- 
ment of  all  clalm.s  of  the  company  against  the  United  States  under 
such  contract.  The  company,  by  reason  of  circumstances  beyond 
its  control,  was  imable  to  complete  delivery  under  the  contract 
within  the  time  specified,  and  no  actual  damage  was  sustained 
by  the  United  States  on  accoimt  of  the  delay. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  the  following: 
"That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Charles  H.  Amos  Handle  Co..  of  Stil- 
well, Okla..  the  sum  of  $1,730.15.     The  Comptroller  General  of  the 


United  States  U  authorized  and  directed  to  release  the  Charles  H. 
Amos  Handle  Co.  of  any  liability  for  liquidated  damages  to  the 
United  States  arising  under  contract  A9-fs-ECW-610.  dated  De- 
cember 30.  1936.  Payment  under  this  act  shall  be  in  full  settle- 
ment of  all  claims  of  the  company  against  the  United  States  under 
such  contract.  The  company,  by  reason  of  circumstances  beyond 
its  control,  was  unable  to  complete  delivery  under  the  contract 
within  the  time  specified,  and  no  actual  damage  was  sustained  by 
the  United  States  on  account  of  the  delay:  Provided,  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  thla 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  stun  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

FORT   HALL   INDIAN   IRRIGATION   PROJECT,   IDAHO 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  10033,  to  provide  for 
the  acquisition  of  flowage  rights  and  the  payment  of  certain 
damages  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  the  Port  Hall 
Indian  irrigation  project.  Idaho. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  upon  re- 
ceipt of  advice  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  the  effect  that 
an  appropriate  and  properly  executed  easement  has  been  obtained, 
be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any 
money  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, to  Emory  Poulson,  or  his  heirs,  an  amount  not  exceeding 
$4,500:  Provided,  That  the  foregoing  amount  shall  be  In  ftill  settle- 
ment for  any  and  all  past  and  present  damages  to  the  lands  or 
personal  property  of  the  above-named  Emory  Poulson  in  connec- 
tion with  the  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  the 
Blackfoot  Reservoir.  Gray's  Lake,  and  the  conveyance  channel  from 
Gray's  Lake  to  the  Blackfoot  Reservoir  of  the  Port  Hall  Indian  irri- 
gation project,  Idaho,  and  in  full  payment  for  the  easement  obtained 
from  said  individual,  covering  the  right  to  flood,  impound,  with- 
draw at  will,  water  on.  ever  and  from  all  lands  owned  or  possessed 
by  said  individual  In  connection  with  the  future  operation  of  said 
project;  and  the  acceptance  of  said  sum  by  the  said  Emory  Poulson 
or  his  heirs  shall  act  as  a  quittance  of  any  and  all  rights  or  claims 
that  may  previously  have  existed  against  the  United  States  by 
reason  of  such  construction  and  operation  of  the  said  project: 
Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  such  claim.  It  shall  be 
unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact, 
collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  stmi  of  the  amount  appropriated 
in  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  said  claim,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  'oe  deemed  guilty  of  a  ml.sdemcanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  net  exceeding  $1,000. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2.  line  16.  beginning  with  "That"  strike  out  the  remainder 
of  line  16  and  all  down  to  and  Including  line  3  on  page  3  and  Insert 
the  following:  "That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
l?f^"°°  thereof  shaU  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

CERTAIN  DISBURSING  OmCERS  OF  THE  TREASTJRT  DEPARTMENT    THE 
INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT,   AND   THE   ARMT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  10034.  for  the  relief  of 
certain  disbursing  officers  of  the  Treasury  Department  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  and  the  Army. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  foUows: 

stft*Jhrf?H''H  ^'''•k'^2*  ^^*  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
f^}^l  •  "^^  he  18  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  allow  credU 
iha^e    aSln"s?  the'^^AXr'^^-^*'""'  disbursing  offlcen^SJ 

SSTSo^in^S^Ce^^tSe^nlri^?  ^^^^^  '-»  Se^^^i>'i^^1o^hSS 
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(1>  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  disbursing  officer.  Division  of  Disburse- 
ments. Treasury  Department:  September  1937  accounts,  in  the  sum 
of  $80  19.  on  vouchers  461425.  461426.  461427.  461429.  and  461430: 
March  1935  accounts.  In  the  sum  of  $9.30.  on  voucher  1101528:  April 
1935  accounts,  in  the  sum  of  $4.  on  voucher  1365855;  August  1935 
accounts,  in  the  cum  of  $32  78.  on  vouchers  321442  and  316741; 
February  1936  accounts.  In  the  sum  of  $10.44.  on  voucher  1087731. 

(2)  Roy  F.  Lastly,  former  acting  chief  disbursing  clerk.  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior:  December  1933  accounts,  in  the  sum  of  $10.30. 
on  vouchers  9144  and  19269;  November  1933  accounts.  In  the  stun  of 
50  cents,  on  voucher  15246:  January  1934  accounts,  in  the  sum  of 
$45.56.  on  vouchers  24021.  21881.  and'  23000;  March  1934  accounts,  in 
the  sum  of  S38.10.  on  voucher  32646. 

(3)  J.  L  Summers,  deceased,  former  chief  disbursing  clerk.  Divi- 
sion of  Disbursement.  Treasury  Department:  June  1934  accounts. 
In  the  sum  of  $177.72.  on-vouchers  18923  and  19403. 

(4)  Lieut.  Col.  E.  C.  Morton.  Finance  Department.  United  Slates 
Army:  January  1935  accounts,  in  the  sum  of  $26.89,  on  voucher 
13531. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

PHILIP  A.  PENSION 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  10035.  to  provide  for 
the  reimbursement  of  Philip  A.  Periston,  pharmacist's  mate, 
first  class.  United  States  Coast  Guard,  for  the  value  of  per- 
sonal and  household  effects  lost  and  destroyed  during  the 
hurricane  of  September  21.  1938,  at  New  London,  Conn. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  similar  Senate  bill,  S.  4032,  be  considered  in  lieu  of  the 
House  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  California? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasurv  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Philip  A.  Penston.  pharma- 
cist's mate,  first  class.  United  States  Coast  Guard,  the  sum  of  $1,267. 
in  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the  United  States  for  the 
loss  and  destruction  of  his  personal  and  household  effects  in  the 
hurricane  at  New  London.  Conn.,  on  September  21.  1938;  it  appear- 
ing that  Philip  A.  Penston.  having  been  transferred  from  Coast 
Guard  headquarters  to  duty  aboard  the  Coast  Guard  cutter  Mojave 
at  Miami.  Fla..  had.  pursuant  to  his  orders  and  prior  to  such 
hurricane,  delivered  his  personal  and  household  effects  to  a  Coast 
Guard  contractor  for  packing,  crating,  and  shipment  to  Miami, 
that  he  had  no  control  over  such  effects  at  the  time  of  their  loss  and 
destruction,  and  that  a  Coast  Guard  Board  of  Investigation  found 
that  the  amount  appropriated  by  this  act  is  reasonable  and  Just: 
Prortded,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  accoimt  of  services  rendered  in  con- 
nection With  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  gtaity  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A  House  bill  (H.  R.  10035)  was  laid  on  the  table. 

JOHN  A.  KAMES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  biU,  H.  R.  10036.  for  the  relief  of 

John  A.  Kames. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  .  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authcrired  and  directed  to  pay  to  John  A  Kames  the  sum 
of  $475.  cut  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri- 
ated, as  compensation  for  and  In  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims 
against  the  United  States  on  account  of  the  loss  of  certain  personal 
property,  belonging  to  the  said  Kames.  while  the  latter  was  a  pris- 
oner in  the  United  States  penitentiary  at  Leavenworth,  Kans..  and 
while  the  said  property  was  in  the  custody  of  the  prison  authori- 
ties: ProtTded.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  said  claim.  It  shall  be 
unlawful  for  any  agent  or  agents,  attorney  or  attorneys,  to  exact, 
collect,  withhold,  or  receive  any  sum  of  the  amount  appropriated 
In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  on  account  of  services 
rendered  In  connection  with  said  claim,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  lined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 


With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

On  page  1.  line  11.  after  "Provided",  strike  out  the  remainder  of 
the  bill  and  Insert  the  following: 

"That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess 
of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by 
any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection 
with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

EDWARD  HAGENSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  182,  for  the  relief  of 
Edward  Hagenson. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  sec- 
tions 15  to  20.  both  Inclusive,  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  pro- 
vide compensation  for  employees  of  the  United  States  suflferlng 
Injuries  while  In  the  performance  of  their  duties,  and  for  other 
purposes."  approved  September  7.  1916,  as  amended,  are  hereby 
waived  in  the  case  of  Edward  Hagenson,  formerly  employed  by  the 
Alaska  Railroad;  the  general  manager  of  the  Alaska  Railroad  Is 
authorized  and  directed  to  consider  and  act  upon  any  claim  filed 
with  said  railroad,  within  1  year  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act,  by  said  Edward  Hagenson  for  compensation  under  the  provi- 
sions of  such  act  of  September  7,  1916,  as  amended,  for  disability 
due  to  silicosis.  In  the  consideration  of  such  claim,  any  such  dis- 
ability of  said  Edward  Hagenson  shall  be  held  and  considered  to  be 
diiectly  attributable  to  injury  received  by  him  in  the  performance 
Lf  his  duties  as  an  employee  of  said  railroad. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  1.  line  9,  after  the  word  "Railroad",  Insert  "during  the 
period  1932  to  May  3,  1934." 

Page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word  "to",  Insert  "hear." 

Page  1.  line  11,  strike  out  the  words  "act  upon"  and  Insert  In  Ueu 
thereof  "determine." 

Page  2,  beginning  with  the  word  "In"  In  line  3,  strike  out  the 
remaining  language  of  the  bill  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "Provided. 
That  no  benefits  hereunier  shall  accrue  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  act." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costeixo:  On  page  2.  after  the  word 
"Hagenson",  insert  "or  by  his  heirs,  executors,  or  administrators." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

C.   r.   COOLEY,   ADMINISTRATOR 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  349.  for  the  relief  of 
C.  F.  Cooley,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Charles  P.  Cooley, 
Jr. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money 
In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  C.  P.  Cooley. 
administrator  of  the  estate  of  Charles  P.  Cooley,  Jr.,  the  egun  of 
$496.15,  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States 
for  damages  to  an  automobile  owned  by  and  used  on  official  busi- 
ness by  Charles  F.  Cooley,  Jr.,  while  he  was  employed  as  a  Federal 
prohibition  agent:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appro- 
priated in  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid 
or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shaU  be 
fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

MR.   AND   MRS.   C.   W.  BLACK  AND   MARION   RABREN 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2704.  for  the  relief  of  Mr. 

and  Mrs.  C.  W.  Black,  and  Marion  Rabren. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bin,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
la  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
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Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Mr.  and  Mm.  C.  W.  Black, 
niral  route,  Andalusia.  Ala.,  the  sum  of  $3,500,  and  to  Marlon 
Rabren.  of  Andalusia.  Ala.,  the  sum  of  $3,000.  in  full  settlement 
of  ail  their  claims  against  the  United  States  for  the  death  of  their 
son  and  daughter,  respectively,  who  were  killed  on  June  4,  1939, 
when  the  automobile  in  which  they  were  riding  was  struck  by  a 
ClTllian  Conservation  Corps  truck  on  the  Andalusla-Brewton  High- 
way about  2  miles  south  of  Andalusia,  Ala.:  Provided,  That  no 
part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In  excess  of  10  percent 
thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or 
attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered«ln  connection  with  this 
claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  t>e  fined  in  any  tsxun  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

A.   A.   RAMSAT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3021,  for  the  relief  of 
A.  A.  Ramsay. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $50  to  A.  A.  Ramsay. 
of  Oracle,  Ariz.,  in  full  settlement  of  his  claim  against  the  United 
States  arising  out  of  a  collision  with  a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps 
truck  at  Oracle.  Ariz.,  on  December  17, 1936:  Provtded,  That  no  part 
of  the  amoimt  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof 
shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on 
account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the 
same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined 
In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

VELVIE    W.    SMTTH   AND    THE    LEGAL    GUARDIAN    OF    GLENN    RICHARD 

SMITH 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3059,  for  the  relief  of 
Velvie  W.  Smith,  and  the  legal  guardian  of  Glenn  Richard 
Smith. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Velvie  W.  Smith,  of  Hunt- 
ington, W.  Va.,  the  sum  of  $150  and  to  the  legal  guardian  of  Glenn 
Richard  Smith,  of  Huntington.  W.  Va..  the  sum  of  $5,000.  In  full 
satisfaction  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  arising  out  of 
the  death  of  Emley  Mae  Smith,  who  was  killed  when  a  Work 
Projects  Administration  truck  ran  off  the  highway  and  struck  her 
on  the  right-of-way  of  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad.  In  Huntington. 
W.  Va..  on  October  9.  1939:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount 
appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be 
paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account 
of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same 
shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any 
aiun  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

BODGXRS  TILE  CO. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl.  S.  3062,  for  the  relief  of  the 
Rodgers  Tile  Co. 

^     There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Rodgers  Tile  Co.,  of  Seattle 
Wash.,  the  sum  of  $695.74,  in  full  satisfaction  of  its  claim  against 
the  United  States  for  additional  compensation  for  Installing  tile 
floor  and  wainscoting  in  the  generator  room  of  the  powerhouse  at 
Bonneville  Dam.  xmder  contract  No.  W-«49-eng-683.  dated  Feb- 
ruary 2,  1030:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropri- 
ated in  this  act  in  excels  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or 
delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall 
be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwltbatandlng.  Any 
peraons  violating  the  provisions  of  thU  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeaDor  and  upon  conviction  tbereof  atuOl  be  fined  in  any 
sum  not  Mfiaedlng  $1,000.  ' 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

THOMAS  L.  GARDNEX  T 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  3111.  for  the  relief  of 
Thomas  L.  Gardner. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows : 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Thomas  L.  Gardner,  of  Belton, 
Mont.,  the  sum  of  $75.  in  full  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against  the 
United  States  for  reimbursement  for  the  loss  of  a  horse  hired  by 
the  National  Park  Service  for  use  in  connection  with  emergency 
conservation  work  In  Glacier  National  Park  during  the  summer  of 
1935:  Provided,  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
act  in  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered 
to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  ren- 
dered in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlaw- 
ful, any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  sum 
not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

WILLIAM  A.  WHEELER 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bUl,  S.  3443.  for  the  relief  of 
William  A.  Wheeler. 

Mr.  HANCOCK  and  Mr.  MOTT  objected;  and,  under  the 
rule,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

REIMBURSEMENT   OF   CERTAIN   PERSONNEL,   UNITED   STATES   MARINE 

CORPS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3456)  to  provide  for  the  reim- 
bursement of  certain  personnel  or  former  personnel  of  the 
United  States  Marine  Corps  for  the  value  of  personal  effects 
destroyed  as  a  result  of  a  nre  at  Raritan  Arsenal.  Metuchen. 
N.  J„  on  October  10,  1938. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sum  or  sums,  amountlne 
In  the  aggregate  not  to  exceed  $294.06,  as  may  be  required  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  reimburse,  under  such  regulations  as  he 
may  prescribe,  certain  personnel  or  former  personnel  of  the  United 
States  Marine  Corps  for  the  value  of  personal  effects  destroyed  as  a 
^Qo  ^^^^l  at  Raritan  Arsenal.  Metuchen.  N.  J.,  on  October  10. 
iwa:  Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this 
act  n  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in 
connection  with  these  claims,  and  the  same  shaU  be  unlawful  anv 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  vlolatinK 
the  provisions  Of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mrsdemeanof 
andupon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceed!^ 

The  biU  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

EARL  p.  COLLINS 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  biU  (S.  3587)  for  the  relief  of  Earl  P 
Collms. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasurv  be    and  he 

hn^T/  ?kI  °'^"^'ff„aPP'-oprlated.  to  Earl  P.  Collins,  of  Brattle- 

Se  ul  te^StX^oJV'n  '°- '°  '","  satisfaction  of  his  claim  against 
the  united  States  for  compensation  for  dental  exoenses  and  ner- 
sonal  injuries  Incurred  by  Avis  Collins,  a  minor  dai^ter  as  *«^e 
result  of  a  collision  which  occurred^en  ^e  mick^n  wh.^  IhI 
mc^i\Tf  "h'  ''''''''  ^^r  a  United  sSe?  iKiy'^cko^^iSdK 
SLT ?n  ^r"etSe.S.  K'%nXr^^f93?^o«2r'Rn* '^' 

Jia^m  ?n^°^»,'^*^°''''*  of^aervlccs  rendered  in  connection  with  thll 
Sw-ltSt^^^^^^^^^ 

S:r"eor.hJfirin«anVi^^— ^^^^^^  ---"SS 

thi!!!*tl!i^i''"x°''^''*5  ^  **  "^  ''^^^'^  'to»«.  was  read  the 
S^tJe  UWe       *'**^'*'  "**  •  "^''^^  ^  reconlder  wa.  laid 
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VERNON  C.  BROWN  AND  T.  L.  COPELAND 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3597)  for  the  relief  of  Vernon 

C.  Brown  and  P.  L.  Copeland. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Vernon  C.  Brown  the  sum 
of  $80  35  and  to  P.  L.  Copeland  the  sum  of  $227.75  in  full  settlement 
of  their  claims  for  personal  injuries  and  loss  of  employmrent  arising 
out  of  a  collision  between  an  automobile  being  driven  by  Vernon  C. 
Brown  and  a  truck  owned  by  the  Work  Projects  Administration  and 
driven  by  Bryant  Merrj-man  on  August  1.  1939.  near  Phoenix.  Ariz.: 
Provided.  That  no  part  cf  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connec- 
tion with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  con- 
viction thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  stim  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

HARRY  D.  GANN 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  *S.  3649)  for  the  relief  of  Harry 

D.  Gann. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc .  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he 
Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  In  the 
Treasury  noi  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Harry  D.  Gann.  of  Relds- 
viUe.  N.  C.  the  sum  of  $2,462  64.  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims 
against  the  United  States  for  hospitalization,  medical  services,  and 
personal  injuries  sustained  by  his  two  minor  sons  as  a  result  of  an 
accident  Involving  an  Army  airplane  PB-2A.  Air  Corps.  No.  35-45. 
near  ReidsviUe.  N.  C.  on  September  3.  1938;  Provided.  That  no  part 
of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  in  excess  of  10  percent  there- 
of shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any  agent  or  attorney 
on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with  this  claim,  and 
the  same  shall  be  unlau-ful.  any  contract  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table,     i 

I  GUY  r.  ALLEN 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3748)  for  the  relief  of  Guy  P. 
Allen,  chief  disbursing  officer.  Division  of  Disbursement. 
Treasury  Department. 

There  l)eing  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be.  and  he  U  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  allow  credit 
In  the  February  1937  account  of  Guy  P.  Allen,  chief  disbursing 
officer.  Division  of  Disbursement.  Treasury  Department,  without 
charge  against  the  certifying  offlc«*  of  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior, for  voucher  16^28071.  $149.94. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


LAWRENCE  T.  POST.  G.  T.  ALLEN,  AND  D.  BTTDORTTS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  3916)  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence 
T.  Post.  G.  P.  Allen,  and  D.  Buddrus. 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  be  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  allow  credit 
to  Dr.  Lawrence  T.  Post,  constiltant  in  the  Indian  Service,  and 
to  allow  credit  in  the  accounts  of  G.  P.  Allen,  chief  disbursing  offi- 
cer, and  D  Buddrus.  formerly  cashier  and  certifying  officer  of  the 
Five  Civilized  Tribes  Agency.  Muskogee,  Okla..  for  the  amount  of 
$94  56  representing  per  diem  and  travel  expenses  paid  to  said 
Lawrence  T  Post  for  the  period  June  8  to  Jvuie  21.  1938,  inclusive. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  waa  laid 
on  the  table.    | 

'  DAVIO  JACOBSON 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  lOOM)  for  the  reUef  of 
David  Jacobson.  

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey  and  Mr.  SPRINaER  objected; 
and  the  bill  wm  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization. 


BONIFACIO  ST7SO 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (S.  2757)  for  the  relief  of  Bonifacio 

Suso. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey  and  Mr.  MOTT  objected;  and 
the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

ANCELO  CARLINO 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9033)  for  the  reUef  of 
Angelo  Carlino. 

Mr.  MOTT  and  Mr.  SPRINGER  objected ;  and  the  bill  was 
recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. 

LASZLO  VADNAI  AND  HIS  WIFE.  CLARA 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  biU,  H.  R.  5559,  for  the  relief  of 
Laszlo  Vadnai  and  his  wife.  Clara. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey  and  Mr.  SPRINGER  objected; 
and  the  bill,  under  the  rule,  was  recommitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

DR.   MICHEL  KONNE    AND   PAULINE   LUCIA   KONNE 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9938,  for  the  relief 
of  Dr.  Michel  Konne  and  Pauline  Lucia  Konne. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MOTT  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected:  and  the  bill,  under 
the  rule,  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

WIDOW   or   DONALD   D.    ELLIOTT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8774,  for  the  relief  of 
the  widow  of  Donald  D.  Elliott, 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  cause  to  be 
paid,  out  of  funds  appropriated  for  pay  of  the  Army  current  at 
the  time  of  payment,  to  the  widow  of  Donald  D.  Elliott,  late  a  master 
sergeant  In  the  United  States  Army,  who  died  on  April  14.  1939. 
such  sum  as  would  otherwise  have  been  paid  to  said  widow  as  a 
death  gratuity  under  the  act  of  December  17.  1919  (41  Stat  367). 
had  the  said  Donald  D.  Elliott  died  while  In  a  pay  status  and  while 
holding  the  grade  of  master  sergeant  on  the  day  of  his  death. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

TO  AUTHORIZE  ENLISTED  MEN  TO  ACCEPT  DECORATIONS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9854,  to  authorize  cer- 
tain ofiBcers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  United  States  Navy,  the 
United  States  Marine  Corps,  the  Naval  Reserve,  and  the 
Marine  Corps  Reserve  to  accept  such  medals,  orders,  decora- 
tions, and  presents  as  have  been  tendered  them  by  foreign 
governments. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  following-named  officers  and  enlisted 
men  of  the  United  States  Navy,  the  United  States  Marine  Corps,  the 
Naval  Reserve,  and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  are  hereby  authorized 
to  accept  such  medals,  orders,  decorations,  and  presents  as  have 
been  tendered  them  by  foreign  governments: 

United  States  Navy:  Admiral  Hugh  Rodman,  retired;  Admiral 
Claude  C.  Bloch;  Rear  Admiral  Edward  C.  Kalbfus;  Vice  Admiral 
Adolphus  Andrews;  Rear  Admiral  John  W.  Oreenslade;  Rear  Admiral 
Ernest  J.  King:  Rear  Admiral  William  8.  Pye;  Rear  Admiral  Forde  A. 
Todd;  Rear  Admiral  Walter  B.  Woodson;  Rear  Admiral  Arthur  B. 
Cook:  Rear  Admiral  Ross  T.  Mclntlre.  Medical  Corps:  Rear  Admiral 
Ben  Moreell.  Civil  Engineer  Corps:  Rear  Admiral  Henry  H.  Hough, 
retired;  Rear  Admiral  Russell  Willson;  Rear  Admiral  Lamar  R. 
Leahy,  retired;  Rear  Admiral  Harry  E.  Yarnell.  retired;  Rear  Admiral 
Hayne  Ellis;  Rear  Admiral  Mllo  P,  Draemel;  Rear  Admiral  Christian 
J.  Peoples,  Supply  Corps;  Capt.  William  O.  Spears;  Capt.  Leo  P. 
Welch;  Capt.  John  S.  McCain;  Capt.  Stephen  B.  McKlnney;  Capt. 
Riley  P.  McConnell;  Capt.  Newton  H.  White.  Jr..  retired:  Capt. 
Jules  James;  Capt.  Paul  H.  Bastedo;  Capt.  Charles  H.  Maddox;  Capt. 
George  L.  Weyler;  Capt.  Francis  8.  Craven;  Capt.  Richmond  K. 
Turner;  Capt.  William  W.  Wilson;  Capt.  Daniel  J.  Callaghan;  Capt. 
Montgomery  A.  Stuart.  Medical  Corps;  Capt.  Lucius  W.  Johnson. 
Medical  Corpa:  Capt,  Emory  D  Stanley.  Supply  Corps;  Capt  Julltia 
A.  Purer,  Construction  Corps;  Capt.  Aaron  8  Morrill;  Capt.  William 
H.  Michael,  Medical  Corpp;  Capt.  Elphege  A.  M.  Oendrcau,  Medical 
Corps:  Capt.  DeWltt  C.  Ramsey;  Capt.  Sydney  M.  Krauae:  Com- 
mander William  K.  Harrlli;  Commander  Theodore  I.  Chandler; 
Commander  Prank  I,  Beattv;  Commander  Henry  I,  Thomhttl:  Com- 
mander Julian  D.  Wilson:  Commander  Lealle  C.  Stevens;  Commander 
Ralph  C.  Alexander;  Commander  Bits  M.  Zacharlas;  Commander 
Olenn  B.  Davis;  Commander  Hamilton  V.  Bryan;  Commander  Lloyd 
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J.  Wlltse;  Commander  PaxU  W.  Wilson.  Medical  Corps;  Commander 
Paul  8.  Thelss;  Commander  James  M.  Shoemaker:  Commander  Fred- 
erick L  Benton.  Medical  Corps,  retired:  Commander  Morton  D.  Will- 
cuts,  Medical  Corps:  Commander  John  N.  Laycock,  Civil  Engineer 
Corps;  Commander  James  T.  Mathews,  Civil  Engineer  Corps;  Com- 
mander Edmund  E.  Brady.  Jr..  Construction  Corps:  Conunander 
Pranklln  F.  Lane.  Medical  Corps:  Commander  Andrew  G.  Blsset.  Civil 
Engineer  Corps;  Commander  Carl  H.  Cotter,  Civil  Engineer  Corps; 
Commander  Maurice  M.  Smith.  Supply  Corps;  Commander  Emmet 
P.  Porrestel;  Commander  Herbert  S.  Bear.  Civil  Engineer  Corps;  Com- 
mander William  W.  Schneider.  Civil  Engineer  Corps;  Commander 
Guy  B.  McArthur,  Medical  Corps;  Commander  Erik  G.  Hakansson. 
Medical  Corps:  Lt.  Comdr.  Richard  F.  Whitehead;  Lt.  Comdr.  Elliott 
B.  Strauss;  Lt.  Comdr.  Robert  M.  Morris;  Lt.  Comdr.  Louis  N.  Miller; 
Lt.  Comdr.  Thomas  B.  Brlttaln;  Lt.  Comdr.  Paul  J.  Halloran,  Civil 
Engineer  Corps:  Lt.  Comdr.  AJgert  D.  Alexis.  Civil  Engineer  Corps; 
Lt  Comdr.  William  Vincent  Astor.  Naval  Reserve;  Lt.  Comdr.  Wil- 
liam B.  Brust.  Naval  Reserve;  Lt.  Comdr.  Henry  Nelson.  Naval  Re- 
serve; Lt.  Comdr.  James  D.  Mooney,  Naval  Reserve;  Lt.  Comdr. 
Harold  R.  Parker;  Lt.  Alfred  J.  Bolton;  Lt.  (Jr.  Gr.)  Clarence 
A.  Keller,  Jr.;  Lt.  William  A.  Bernrleder.  Naval  Reserve;  Lt.  Thomas 
T.  Hoopes.  Naval  Reserve:  Lt.  Albert  E.  Snow.  Naval  Reserve;  Lt. 
(Jr.  Gr.)  John  T.  Miller,  Naval  Reserve;  Lt.  (Jr.  Gr.)  Carl  O.  Petersen, 
Naval  Reserve;  and  Pharmacist's  Mate  Horace  A.  Thomson. 

United  States  Marine  Corps:  Ma  J.  Gen.  James  C.  Breckinridge; 
MaJ.  Gen.  William  P.  Upshur;  Brig.  Gen.  Edward  A.  Ostermann: 
Brig.  Gen.  Ross  E.  Rowell;  Col.  Joseph  C.  Fegan;  Colonel  Arthur  T. 
Marlx,  retired;  Col.  Thomas  E.  Watson;  Lt.  Col.  William  E.  Riley; 
Lt.  Col.  Andrew  E.  Creesy;  Lt.  Col.  William  A.  Worton;  James  Roose- 
velt, formerly  lieutenant  «;olonel.  Marine  Corps  Reserve;  Maj.  Gregon 
A.  Williams;  MaJ  Charles  P.  Gilchrist,  retired:  Capt.  Taylor  Branson; 
Capt.  Harold  D.  Harris;  and  Private  First  Class  Lloyd  E.  Stevenson. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  8.  after  the  colon,  add  the  following:  "Provided, 
however,  That  no  medal  tendered  by  a  nation  now  at  war  shall 
be  accepted  by  any  officer  while  such  coiuitry  remains  In  a  state 
of  war." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MUO  STANISIC 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  2760,  for  the  relief  of 
MUo  Stanlsic. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MOTT  and  Mr.  HANCOCK  objected;  and  the  bill, 
mider  the  rule,  was  reconmiitted  to  the  Committee  on  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  dispense  with 
further  proceedings  under  the  call  of  the  calendar. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

A.  S.  TATT 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R. 
1435)  for  the  relief  of  A.  S.  Talt,  with  a  Senate  amendment, 
and  concur  In  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biU. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  5,  strike  out  "$1.500'"  and  insert  "$l.OOO." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

AUTRCO  JOSZPH  WBICHT 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H. 
R.  2358) ,  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  Joseph  Wright,  with  a  Sen- 
ate amendment,  and  agree  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  6.  strike  out  "$660"  and  insert  •'$933." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


GEORGE  t.  SHELDON 


Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3171)  for  the  relief  of  George  L.  Sheldon,  with  a  Senate 
amendment,  and  agree  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  6,  strike  out  "$3,500"  and  insert  "$1,600." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

DALE  W.  AND  GLADYS  M.   GUISE  ET  AL. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R. 
3161)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  and  minor  children  of 
Dale  W.  and  Gladys  M.  Guise,  Sally  C.  Guise,  and  Martha  G. 
and  Arnold  E.  Orner.  with  Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to 
the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  1.  lines  5  and  6,  strike  out  "to  William  Durboraw,  Gettys- 
burg. Pa.,  as  administrator  of  the  estate  of"  and  Insert  "to  the  First 
National  Bank  of  Gettysburg.  Pa.,  as  legal  guardian  of  the  three 
minor  children  of." 

Page  1,  lines  8  and  9,  strike  out  "William  Durboraw,  administra- 
tor" and  insert  "First  National  Bank  of  Gettysburg,  Pa." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  First 
National  Bank  of  Gettysburg.  Pa.,  as  legal  guardian  of  the  three 
minor  chUdren  of  Dale  W.  Guise  and  Gladys  M.  Guise,  both  deceased, 
and  SaUy  C.  Guise,  Martha  G.  and  Arnold  E.  Orner." 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
A  mction  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

BETTY  LOU  FKADY 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5258)  for  the  relief  of  Betty  Lou  Prady,  with  Senate  amend- 
ments, and  agree  to  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  wiU  report  the  title  of  the  bill 
and  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  7.  strike  out  "$5,000"  and  Insert  "$3,000,  and  to 
W.  L.  Frady,  of  Weldon.  Ark.,  the  sum  of  $629.50." 

Page  1,  line  9,  after  "Prady".  Insert  "and  for  expenses  incurred  by 
W.  L.  Prady."  ' 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 
guardian  of  Betty  Lou  Prady  and  W.  L.  Prady." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to.  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "An" act  for  the  legal 
guardian  of  Betty  Lou  Prady  and  W.  L.  Prady." 

CLirrORD  J.  WILLIAMS 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H  R 
7843)    for   the  relief  of  Clififord   J.   Williams,   with   Senate 
amendments,  and  concur  In  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  title  of  the  bill 
and  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Line  3.  strike  out  "Postmaster  General"  and  Insert  "Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  SUtes." 
Strike  out  lines  10  to  12,  inclusive. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland? 
There  was  no  objection. 
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The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

HANNAH  S.  BRAT  IT  AL. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7861)  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claims  of 
Hannah  S.  Bray,  Jane  Bickers,  and  Frances  Bickers,  with  a 
Senate  amendment,  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  title  of  the  bill 
and  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment.  &s  follows: 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hannah  8. 
Bray.  Jane  Bickers,  and  Frances  Bickers." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ESTATE   or  DR.   B.  L.  PTTRSHTTLL  ET  AL. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R. 
658)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Dr.  B.  L.  Pursifull,  Grace 
Pursifull.  Eugene  Pursifull,  Ralph  Pursifull,  Bobby  Pursifull, 
and  Dora  Little,  with  Senate  amendments,  disagree  to  the 
Senate  amendments,  and  ask  for  a  conference. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
KsNNKDY  of  Maryland,  Ramspeck,  and  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

I         MRS.  CLYDE  THATCHER  ET  AL. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R. 
1288)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Clyde  Thatcher  and  her  two 
minor  children,  Marjorle  Thatcher  and  Bobby  Thatcher,  with 
Senate  amendments,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments,  and 
ask  for  a  conference. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Kennedy  of  Maryland,  Ramspeck,  and  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

RCCORDINC  &  COMPUTINO  MACHINZS  CO. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R. 
4031)  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  or  claims 
of  the  Recording  k  Computing  Machines  Co.,  of  Dasrton,  Ohio, 
with  Senate  amendments,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amendments, 
and  ask  for  a  conference. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Kennedy  of  Maryland,  Ramspeck,  and  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

MRS.  GEORGE  C.  HAMILTON  AND  NANETTE  ANDERSON 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanl- 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R. 
4561)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  George  C.  Hamilton  and  Nanette 
Anderson,  with  a  Senate  amendment,  disagree  to  the  Senate 
amendment,  and  ask  for  a  conference. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bUl. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
genUeman  from  Maryland?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Messrs. 
Kennedy  of  Maryland,  Ramspeck,  and  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

WILLIAM  T.  J.  RYAK 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  Committee  on  Claims  be  discharged 


from  further  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3288)  for  the  relief 
of  William  T.  J.  Ryan,  and  that  the  bUl  be  rereferred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland? 

There  was  no  objection. 

RECORDER  OF  DEEDS  BUILDING,  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bUl  (H.  R.  9114)  authoriz- 
ing advancements  from  the  Federal  Emergency  Administra- 
tion of  Public  Works  for  the  construction  of  a  recorder  of 
deeds  building  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, with  Senate  amendments,  and  concur  In  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read  the  title  of  the  bill 
and  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tiUe  of  the  bUl. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  1.  lines  6  and  7.  strike  out  "created  by  the  National  Indus- 
trial Recovery  Act"  and  Insert  "or  its  successor." 

Page  1.  line  7,  after  "Administration",  insert  "or  its  successor." 

Page  1.  line  9.  strike  out  "$500,000"  and  insert  "M50,00C." 

Page  2.  line  2.  after  "Administration",  insert  "or  its  successor." 

Page  2.  line  3.  after  "Administration",  insert  "or  its  successor." 

Page  2.  lines  3  and  4.  strike  out  "the  acquisition,  purchase,  con- 
struction, and  establishment  of." 

Page  2,  lines  6  and  7,  strike  out  "where  was  formerly  the  old  police 
court  building"  and  Insert  "formerly  used  as  the  police  court." 

Page  2,  line  9.  strike  out  all  after  "1940",  down  to  and  Including 
"Commission",  In  line  11. 

Page  2,  lines  13  and  14,  after  "Administration",  Insert  "or  its 
successor." 

Page  2,  line  20,  strike  out  all  after  "Columbia"  down  to  and 
including  "and"  In  line  23. 

Page  3.  line  1,  strike  out  all  after  "act"  down  to  and  including 
"statutes"  in  line  3. 

Page  3,  line  5.  after  "landscaping".  Insert  "transportation  or 
rental  thereof." 

Page  3.  line  10.  strike  out  all  after  "plant",  down  to  and  Includ- 
ing "provided".  In  line  13. 

Page  3.  line  15.  after  "Works",  Insert  "or  its  successor." 

Page  3,  line  18.  after  "thereon",  insert  "at  such  rate  as  is  agreed 
upon  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  and  the  Federal  Emer- 
gency Administration  of  Public  Works,  or  Its  successor." 

Page  3,  lines  22  and  23,  after  "reimbursement",  insert  "wittx 
interest." 

Page  3,  line  23.  strike  out  "on"  and  insert  "not  later  than." 

Page  4,  strike  out  lines  7  to  12,  incliisive. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

SPECIAL  ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  previous  special  order  of  the 
House,  the  gentleman  from  Oeorgla  [Mr.  Coxl  is  recognized 
for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  greatest  concern  of  the  Na- 
tion today  and  the  most  important  problem  before  the  Con- 
gress is  the  issue  of  national  defense.  Following  oiu*  entry 
into  the  first  World  War,  the  Nation  was  shocked  by  the 
revelation  that  more  than  500,000  young  men  examined  under 
the  first  draft  in  1917  were  physically  unfit  for  military 
service.  That  number  constituted  more  than  16  percent  of 
the  number  examined  under  the  first  draft.  We  were  still 
more  shocked  by  discovery  that  25  percent  of  the  young  men 
tested  were  unable  to  read  a  newspaper  printed  in  English  or 
to  write  a  letter  home.  But  we  may  be  shocked  even  more 
presently,  literally,  unless  we  take  immediate  steps  to  qualify 
the  manhood  of  the  Nation — physically,  mentally,  morally, 
and  spiritually — ^for  its  defense. 

I  am  reasonably  convinced  from  previous  statistics,  that  the 
census  Just  taken  will  disclose  the  fact  that  we  still  have  about 
5,000,000  illiterates  in  the  Nation,  almost  5  percent  of  our 
total  population,  although  Germany,  with  its  Fascist  dictator, 
has  reduced  the  illiteracy  of  its  population  to  1  percent,  as  has 
also  Denmark,  Finland,  and  Norway,  victims  of  fascism,  and 
Switzerland,  Scotland,  Ireland,  and  England,  whose  fate  now 
hangs  in  the  balance. 

It  has  been  estimated  that  in  dollars  and  cents,  alone,  the 
I  5  percent  illiteracy  of  the  Republic  costs  us  almost  a  billion 
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dollars  a  year.  In  terms  of  potential  danger  to  our  Institu- 
tions, our  national  safety,  and  our  security  it  is  probably 
infinitely  greater. 

The  Honorable  James  M.  Beck,  an  erstwhile  Member  of  this 
body,  while  serving  in  the  capacity  of  solicitor  for  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  estimated  that  more  than  50  radical  news- 
papers are  printed  in  26  foreign  languages  in  our  land;  and 
that  the  joint  circulation  of  this  radical  press,  combined  with 
,the  radical  publications  of  foreign  lands,  circulated  in  the 
United  States,  totaled  not  less  than  a  million  Issues  a  day. 

In  testimony  presented  before  the  Senate  Military  Affairs 
Committee  in  1919.  it  was  shown  that  at  that  time  thousands 
of  young  men  of  the  age  of  18  lacked  a  grade-school  educa- 
tion ;  that  many  were  illiterate,  that  many  spoke  English  only 
poorly,  conducting  their  daily  intercourse  largely  in  some 
foreign  language,  and  that  many  of  them  would  have  been 
rejected  for  service  in  the  Nation's  defense  forces,  because  of 
their  physical,  mental,  and  moral  deficiencies — most  of  which, 
however,  could  have  been  cured  or  corrected  by  adequate  com- 
pulsory manhood  training. 

However  much  we  may  condemn  Hitler  for  his  military 
activities.  Mr.  Speaker,  however  objectionable  to  us  may  be 
the  deadly  effectiveness  of  the  "blitzkrieg,"  however  much  we 
may  fear  and  repudiate  the  institutions  of  the  Fascist  state, 
we  cannot  deny  that  Hitler  has  awakened  us  from  a  deadly 
complacency,  compelled  us  to  revaluate  the  civilization  that 
we  have  developed  through  the  sacrifices  of  the  fathers,  and 
aroused  us  to  a  recognition  of  the  dangers  that  lie  ahead  for 
representative  democracy  at  the  hands  of  Fascist  dictators, 
proletarian  commissars,  or  "fifth-column"  radicals. 

But  we  should  not  fear  war  at  the  hands  of  Fascist  dictators 
at  this  time.  We  do  not  volimtarily  need  to  enter  the  con- 
flict that  now  rages  in  Europe,  even  though  the  totalitarians 
have  reduced  their  opponents  to  only  one.  We  can  avoid  this 
conflict.  We  can  avoid  it  if  our  leaders  are  determined  that 
we  shall  not  thrust  ourselves  into  it.  We  need  not  become 
Involved  if  our  leaders  will  but  conduct  themselves  in  accord- 
ance with  the  wishes  of  the  great  and  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  American  people  and  keep  within  the  restraints  of 
international  law. 

But  although  I  believe  we  shall  not  become  involved  in  this 
war  on  European  soil.  I  do  believe  that  the  day  of  war  against 
communism  is  steadily  approaching.  Today  affairs  in  Ru- 
mania reveal  the  possibility  of  sudden  change.  That  so  far 
as  we  may  be  properly  concerned  war  will  not  be  waged  upon 
the  battlefields  of  Europe.  It  will  be  waged  on  American 
soil,  for  silently.  Insidiously,  and  surreptitiously  the  evil  forces 
of  communism  are  assembling  even  as  I  speak.  Momentum 
has  been  given  to  their  daily  advance  by  the  opportunities 
accorded  them  to  participate  in  the  operation  and  direction 
of  our  Government,  the  Government  they  seek  to  destroy. 
They  occupy  high  place  in  the  councils  of  the  Nation.  They 
have  been  permitted  to  entrench  themselves  in  every  depart- 
ment of  Government.  They  have  been  able  to  fill  the  ranks 
of  Government  service  with  their  fellow  travelers — kindred 
conspirators  who  await  only  a  crisis  to  strike  down  the  insti- 
tutions we  revere  and  to  accomplish  their  hateful  purpose  of 
destruction. 

I  already  have  stated  on  a  previous  occasion  that  we  are 
estopped  from  pleading  surprise  at  the  belated  discovery  of 
a  "fifth  column"  in  our  midst.  We  have  been  told  and  repeat- 
edly warned  of  its  existence  by  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  our  Committee  to  Investigate  Un-American  Activities  and 
by  his  distinguished  colleagues.  But  we  heeded  them  not. 
What  greater  warning  do  we  need  now?  Do  we  need  to  hear 
the  whistling  of  bcmbs  or  the  shriek  of  sirens  while  "fifth 
columnists"  guide  an  invader  across  the  land? 

Long  ago  when  we  recognized  Russia  we  drew  the  Trojan 
horse  into  our  gates.  Prom  its  eviscerated  interior  deadly 
"fifth  coliminists"  have  poured  forth  to  deride  our  Institu- 
tions, to  mock  our  customs,  and  to  ridicule  our  faith  in  God. 
Through  propaganda  of  every  sort  they  seek  to  destroy  our 
homes,  our  schools,  our  churches,  and  our  Government.  They 
have  entrenched  themselves  in  our  schools,  and  by  textl)ooks 
such  as  those  of  Harold  O.  Rugg  and  others  like  ^im  they 


pour  poisonous  venom  into  the  llfeblood  of  the  Nation. 
Nothing  is  sacred  to  them.  They  are  bent  upon  destruction. 
They  are  determined  upon  the  plunder  of  our  cultural  assets. 

We  have  witnessed  the  hysteria  of  war  growing  upon  our 
people.  The  penumbra  of  war  already  appears  in  adminis- 
trative practices  more  closely  associated  with  the  conduct  of 
war  than  with  the  preservation  of  peace.  Yet  we  need  to  fear 
treason,  and  the  treachery  of  the  "fifth  column"  ever  more 
than  Fascist  invasion. 

America  must  arm.  America  must  arm  for  defense.  Fas- 
cist dictators  have  aroused  us  to  the  weaknesses  of  the  Re- 
public. The  President  has  requested  an  enlarged  military, 
naval,  and  aerial  armament.  Congress  has  granted  every 
request  made  by  the  President  and  acted  favorably  upon  all 
his  recommendations  for  an  effective  increase  in  the  Nation's 
military  equipment.  So  far  we  have  seen  only  slight  results. 
All  our  improved  and  Increased  armament  is  still  potential. 
Perhaps  it  is  too  soon  for  us  to  expect  results.  We  have  but 
begun  the  industrial  expansion  and  adjustment  necessary  to 
produce  the  equipment  we  need.  And  I  cannot  refrain  from 
a  brief  mention  of  the  fact  that  we  have  deprived  ourselves 
of  the  services  of  one  of  America's  great  industrialists  be- 
cause he  has  patriotically  resisted  the  effort  to  compel  him  to 
produce  for  other  nations  while  he  insists  upon  producing  for 
America  alone. 

But  America  must  do  more  than  arm.  We  must  do  more 
than  appropriate  vast  sums  for  the  industrial  expansion 
necessary  to  produce  the  machinery  of  war  and  for  war  ma- 
chines themselves,  important  as  all  that  may  be.  We  must 
draft  Into  defensive  training  the  manhood  of  the  Nation.  We 
must  do  more.  We  must  draft  into  defensive  training  the 
womanhood  of  the  Nation  also.  In  short,  we  must  provide  at 
once  for  the  universal,  compulsory  training  of  the  men  and 
women  of  this  Nation  for  defense.  We  must  draft  the  man- 
power of  the  Nation  for  training  in  the  construction  and  oper- 
ation of  the  greatest  mechanized  armament  the  world  ever 
has  known.    We  must  draft  the  womanhood  of  the  Nation 

for  training  in  all  the  collateral  arts  of  military  operations 

hospitalization,  military  and  civil  dietary  operations,  opera- 
tions for  the  equipment  of  personnel  in  the  field,  the  conduct 
of  many  industrial  processes  t)ehind  the  lines,  the  care  of 
civilian  populations,  and  the  education  and  care  of  the  chil- 
dren of  the  Nation  if  war  should  necessitate  their  concentra- 
tion or  relocation.  For  this  training  all  the  men  and  women 
of  the  Nation  between  the  ages  of  16  and  40  must  be  drafted 
for  compulsory  training.  Slackers  In  the  Nation  mxist  not  be 
permitted  to  cast  upon  the  courageous  and  the  voluntarily 
self-sacrificing  the  burden  of  defense  while  they  remain  too 
busy  reaping  profits  from  the  activities  of  defense  to  par- 
ticipate In  its  conduct.    All  alike  must  serve. 

But  w^must  do  still  more  than  that.  We  must  provide  at 
once  for  the  young  women  of  the  NaUon  who  are  properly 
qualified  and  who  voluntarily  seek  It.  an  Institution  similar 
to  or  comparable  with  our  Military  Academy  and  our  Naval 
Academy  at  West  Point  and  Annapolis,  respectively.  There 
are  as  many  young  women  In  the  Nation  who  seek  training 
in  the  defensive  forces  of  the  NaUon  as  there  are  young  men 
at  present  enrolled  in  our  great  academies  at  West  Point  and 
AnnapoUs.  They  are  as  much  enUtled  to  an  opportunity  to 
train  themselves  for  all  the  collateral  acUvities  of  defense  as 
are  the  young  men  of  the'  Nation  now  receiving  mlUtary  and 
naval  training  at  the  expense  of  the  Republic.  They  should 
no  longer  be  denied  ti:is  opportunity.  The  Nation  will  need 
them  to  assume  the  same  relative  leadership  in  the  conduct 
of  the  collateral  activities  of  war  as  we  expect  of  the  young 
officers  we  graduate  annually. 

Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  President.  Congress  in 
1933  provided  for  the  creation  of  the  C.  C.  C,  a  corps  of 
300.000  unemployed  young  men.  The  President  stated  that 
the  program  he  recommended  for  the  enrollment  of  these 
young  men  In  conservation  camps  throughout  the  Nation 
would  conserve  our  precious  natural  resources,  create  future 
naUonal  wealth,  and  prove  of  great  moral  and  spiritual  value 
not  only  for  the  young  men  but  for  the  whole  country 

As  organized,  the  C.  C.  C.  furnished  a  form  of  employment 
vocaUonal  training,  and  educational  opportunity  for  the  un- 
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employed  youth  of  the  Nation  and  helped  them  to  contribate 
financial  assistance  to  their  families. 

By  the  acts  of  1937  and  1939.  provision  was  made  for  the 
continuation  of  the  program  originally  to  1940,  and  now  1943. 
In  July  1939  the  corps  became  a  unit  of  the  newly  created 
Pedersd  Security  Agency.  In  the  selection  of  the  enroUees 
and  in  the  work  to  which  they  were  assigned,  the  War  De- 
partment, the  Labor  Department,  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, and  the  Interior  Department  all  cooperated.  The 
knowledge  and  machinery  of  the  Army  was  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  handling,  caring  for,  enrolling,  and  preparing  these 
young  men  for  the  work  they  were  to  do  and  for  life  in  camp, 
although  the  enroUecs  did  not  engage  in  any  military  activi- 
ties. Army  officers.  Regular  and  Reserve,  were  stationed  in 
the  camps  to  train  the  persoimel  in  orderly  and  regular 
haMts  of  self-discipline  and  work  application. 

Since  only  11  percent  of  the  enrollees  of  the  C.  C.  C.  had 
been  graduated  from  high  school,  since  only  38  percent, 
slightly  more  than  one-third,  had  been  graduated  from  ele- 
mentary schools,  and  since  many  were  unable  to  read  or 
write,  the  educational  program  of  the  C.  C.  C.  was  based 
presimiptlvely  upon  the  combined  program  of  making  the 
enrollees  better  and  more  useful  citizens  and  fitting  them  for 
some  kind  of  Job  after  their  training  period.  Vocational 
training,  therefore,  including  practical  application  in  the 
field,  was  given  prominent  place  in  the  program.  But  physi- 
cal, cultural,  health,  and  safety  education  was  also  included, 
the  purpose  being  to  build  up  the  physique,  to  teach  new 
habits  of  health,  and  to  develop  character.  Presumptively 
these  young  men  were  given  an  education  that  was  to  make 
them  l)etter  citizens. 

Without  any  intent  to  disparage  what  has  been  accom- 
plished by  the  C.  C.  C,  without  any  intent  to  deprecate  the 
purpose  for  which  the  C.  C.  C.  was  created.  I  doubt  very 
much  if  the  procedure  adopted  could  have  produced  the 
results  desired  or  whether  the  results  desired  have  been 
realized. 

It  may,  of  course,  be  contended  that  the  period  of  enroll- 
ment was  too  short  to  accomplish  so  much  as  was  predicted 
or  hoped  for.  It  may  be  contended  that  the  degree  to  which 
the  experiment  was  successful  compensates  fully  for  the 
efforts  made  and  the  money  spent.  But.  valid  as  such  con- 
tentions might  be.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  challenge  the  methods  In 
effect  in  the  camps  as  conducive  to  the  results  that  reason- 
ably should  have  been  expected. 

I  contend  that  the  spirit  of  the  movement  tended  to  mili- 
tate against  what  should  have  been  primary  objectives. 
From  the  outset  the  psychological  impression  created  in  the 
minds  of  enrollees  as  well  as  their  families  was  not  that 
enrollees  would  be  compelled  to  contribute  even  any  effort 
for  the  benefits  that  were  to  be  conferred  upon  them,  but 
that  as  a  matter  of  right  they  were  entitled  to  this  form  of 
relief  at  the  hands  of  Govenunent.  The  psychological  effect 
was  not  that  of  an  opportunity  created  for  improvement  and 
development  in  the  problems  of  citizenship,  but  rather  relief 
in  the  form  of  food,  clothing,  shelter,  and  cash.  The  result 
In  iimiunerable  cases  has  been  that  instead  of  Inculcating  a 
spirit  of  self-reliance,  self-ccmfidence.  respect  for  authority, 
an  elevated  morale,  a  spirit  of  civic  duty  and  civic  responsi- 
bihty.  we  have  inculcated  a  spirit  of  dependence  and  reliance 
upon  Government  as  the  giver  of  all  good.  Once  the  largess 
of  Govemment  was  experienced  enrollees  sought,  in  thou- 
sands of  instances,  to  return  for  more. 

I  do  not  complain  of  the  small  amount  contributed  by 
Govenunent  to  these  young  men  who  were  enrolled  In  the 
C.  C.  C.  It  was  small  enough,  to  be  sure.  They  needed  op- 
portunity for  improvement,  and  their  families  needed  the 
cash  allowance  deducted  from  their  compensation.  But,  I 
do  complain  of  the  spirit  in  which  the  enterprise  was  con- 
ducted. Instead  of  a  spirit  of  civic  duty  and  civic  responsi- 
bility too  many  thousands  of  enrollees  have  emerged  with  an 
extaalted  demand  for  civic  rights.  The  attitude  that  Gov- 
emment owes  every  man  support,  a  ^ob,  and  protection  has 
been  but  more  deeply  indoctrinated.  It  is  a  false  psychol- 
ogy. It  Is  a  psychology  foreign  to  the  spirit  of  America;  it 
is  a  psychology  contrary  to  the  development  of  free  men  in  a 
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representative  democracy.  It  Is  not  the  spirit  of  our  an- 
cestors, of  independent  pioneers  and  sturdy  frontiersmen. 
It  is  a  weakening  of  the  moral  fiber  of  the  manhood  of  the 
republic.  It  can  culminate  only  in  a  nation  of  dependents 
with  a  vast  percentage  of  the  population  dependent  upon 
doles  and  relief  and  perpetual  governmental  support. 

This  is  not  the  spirit  of  free  enterprise,  of  free  men,  of 
independence.  This  is  not  the  spirit  of  private  ownership, 
of  competitive  enterprise,  of  inventive  genius,  of  eflQciency, 
of  ambition.  This  is  the  deadly  leveling  of  dependence  upon 
Government,  of  governmental  operation,  of  the  communistic 
state.    It  is  not  the  spirit  of  America. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  propose  a  new  philosophy  for  the  enrollees 
of  the  C.  C.  C.  and  the  N.  Y.  A.  I  propose  that  the  young 
men  and  the  young  women  of  the  Nation,  beginning  with 
those  eligible  for  enrollment  in  the  C.  C.  C.  and  continuing 
until  the  age  of  40  shall  be  qualified  by  physical  and  educa- 
tional training  for  all  the  duties  of  citizenship  in  the  repub- 
lic. Experience  proves  that  we  can  qualify  the  men  and 
women  of  this  Nation  physically;  that  we  can  correct  physi- 
cal deficiencies,  that  we  can  develop  habits  of  healthful  liv- 
ing. We  have  the  medical  skill  and  the  medical  genius  to 
assure  to  every  citizen  of  the  Republic  physical  well-being 
and  prolonged  life. 

Certainly  we  have  the  facilities  to  remove  illiteracy — abso- 
lutely and  completely.  We  have  facilities  to  raise  the  stand- 
ards of  education  in  every  department  of  our  educational 
system.  We  can  train  men  and  women  efficiently  and  effec- 
tively not  merely  for  jobs  but  for  Jobs  in  which  the  safety  of 
the  Republic  always  will  be  insured.  Had  we  adopted  a  dif- 
ferent educational  psychology  when  we  created  the  C.  C.  C. 
there  would  be  today  a  vast  potential  civihan  army  capable 
of  adapting  itself  to  the  urgent  demands  of  industry  to  pro- 
duce the  mechanized  armament  of  modern  warfare. 

Instead  of  manhood  discipline  we  substituted  the  psy- 
chology of  adolescent  inducement.  We  weakened ;  we  did  not 
strengthen  the  intellectual,  the  moral  fiber  of  the  citizens  of 
the  Republic.  Condemn  Hitler  as  we  may,  yet  he  has  ex- 
hibited to  the  world  a  nation  whose  youth  possess  courage, 
capacity  for  tremendous  physical  endurance,  eagerness  to 
serve  the  nation,  rigid  discipline.  If  war  comes  upon  us  from 
Germany  it  will  be  this  manhood  of  the  German  Reich  with 
which  we  shall  have  to  contend.  Our  policy  concerning  the 
C.  C.  C.  has  left  us  without  a  manhood  power  and  strength 
that  might  have  been  ours. 

Objection  has  been  made  to  training  young  men  in  time  of 
peace  for  duty  in  time  of  crises.  Objection  particularly  was 
made  against  the  training  and  education  of  the  youth  of  the 
Nation  imder  the  gxiidance  and  direction  of  the  officers  of  our 
Army.  I  have  no  fear  of  the  training  that  the  youth  of  the 
Nation  might  receive  at  the  hands  of  the  officer  personnel  of 
our  Army.  I  do  not  fear  to  trust  the  youth  of  this  Nation 
to  men  who  have  volunteered  for  service  in  the  protection  of 
the  Nation  from  military  aggression.  I  do  fear  to  trust  them 
into  the  hands  of  those  who  are  afraid  to  fight  for  the  preser- 
vation of  the  Nation,  and  whose  political  and  social  psychology 
is  inimical  to  its  welfare.  It  is  my  proposal  to  place  the 
supervision  of  this  new  education  for  the  young  manhood  and 
womanhood  of  the  Nation  under  the  power  of  Congress — rep- 
resentatives of  the  people.  And  if  it  be  impossible  imder  our 
present  laws  to  have  that  supervision  directly  under  the 
Congress  it  can  be  made  effective  indirectly. 

I  do  not  propose  to  disturb  our  present  educational  system 
in  the  least.  Fundamentally,  the  education  of  our  youth 
must  remain  a  function  of  local  government.  My  propossJ 
does  not  conflict  with  that  function.  The  details  of  adjust- 
ment can  readily  be  worked  out.  Nor  do  I  propose  any  Inter- 
ference with  the  system  of  higher  education  as  it  is  now  con- 
ducted in  our  universities  and  colleges — private  or  public. 
My  proposal  is  simply  to  compel  compliance  with  such  com- 
pulsory training  as  the  Congress  may  see  fit  to  prescribe. 
Those  who  may  be  able  to  qualify  through  properly  adjusted 
curricula  or  through  the  selection  of  courses  designed  to  ac- 
complish the  purpose  of  the  law  will  be  accorded  full  credit 
for  their  accomplishments.  Those  who  fall  voluntarily  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the  law  will  be  compelled  to 
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comply  under  the  principles  of  the  compulsory  service  con- 
templated by  the  law. 

The  program  I  propose  is  designed  to  meet  the  present 
threat  to  the  orderly  progress  of  representative  democratic 
civilization.  For  that  purpose  it  necessarily  must  be  com- 
pulsory for  no  volunteer  method  ever  has  proved  adequate 
to  our  national  needs,  and  today  war  Is  being  conducted  upon 
a  magnitude  never  before  conceived  of. 

It  is  my  proposal  that  we  create  and  develop  a  program  of 
national  defense  in  which  the  young  men  and  women  of  this 
Nation  will  be  qualified  to  defend  themselves,  their  homes, 
their  institutions,  and  the  blessings  that  the  civilization  we 
now  enjoy  has  conferred  upon  them.  In  this  world  conflict 
between  totalitarianism  and  communism  on  the  one  hand 
and  representative  democratic  government  on  the  other  we 
shall  need  to  defend  the  institutions  we  revere  and  respect. 
This  war  has  demonstrated  that  we  must  revise  our  concepts 
of  national  defense  and  of  our  methods  of  training  fpr  such 
defense.  But  we  need  even  more  than  training  for  defense. 
We  need  an  educational  development  of  the  womanhood  and 
the  manhood  of  this  Nation  that  will  preserve  the  ideals  for 
which  the  fathers  gave  their  lives. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  propose  to  face  boldly  the  present  threat 
to  the  Institutions  of  the  Republic  ttoth  from  sources  abroad 
and  at  home;  both  from  without  and  within  the  gates  of  the 
Republic.  I  advocate  and  I  strongly  urge  immediate  legisla- 
tion that  will  effecuate  the  defensive  training  under  personnel 
loyal  to  the  Republic  of  the  young  men  and  the  young  women 
of  the  Nation.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.    1 3^eld  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  I  should  like  to  ask  what  assurance 
the  gentleman  can  give  to  the  Congress  and  the  covmtry  if 
this  program  of  compulsory  military  training  of  men  and 
women  is  put  into  effect  it  will  not  be  under  the  control  of 
the  very  Trojan  horses  that  the  gentlemen  so  properly 
condemned? 

Mr.  COX.  I  have  Introduced  a  resolution  which,  if  favor- 
ably considered  by  the  House  and  Senate  and  passed,  would 
have  the  effect  of  protecting  the  youth  of  this  coxmtry  and 
the  Nation  as  a  whole  against  the  dangers  that  you  and  I 
see  Involved  in  the  organization  and  training  of  our  youth 
under  people  of  the  Sidney  Hillman  type. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  If  Sidney  Hillman  Is  in  control,  that 
element  is  in  control  of  the  Government  now.  If  the  pro- 
gram Is  put  into  force  and  effect,  will  they  not  have  control 
of  the  drafting  of  the  manhood  and  womanhood  of  this 
country? 

Mr.  COX.  I  pray  not.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  reluctantly 
reached  the  conclusion  to  support  compulsory  military  train- 
ing. I  know  it  means  a  breaking  down  of  one  of  our  tradi- 
tional policies;  yet  I  find  in  that  a  hope  of  breaking  down  the 
encroachment  of  this  group  to  which  the  gentleman  refers. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION   OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Twenty-fourth 
Ward  Democratic  Committee. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Anderson]? 
There  was  no  objection. 

LnaTATION     OF     OPERATION     OF     STATUTES     OF     LXMTTATIONS     IN 

CERTAIN   CASES 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  4828)  to  amend 
the  law  limiting  the  operation  of  statutes  of  limitations  in 
certain  cases,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  and  agree  to 
the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Line  1,  after  "succeeding".  Insert  "regular.** 
XJne  11,  strike  out  "regular  or  special." 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  HobbsI? 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  understand  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  has 
already  been  presented  to  the  minority  members  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  and  that  they  are  in  accord  with  the 
request  he  presently  makes? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  The  majority  members  of  the  subcommittee 
which  reported  the  bill,  yes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hobbs]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.    Evidently  there  is  not  a  quortim  present. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members  failed 
to  answer  to  their  names: 
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Alexander 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Reed.  ni. 

Andrews 

Drewry 

Kilbum 

Rich 

Arnold 

Durham 

Klrwan 

Risk 

Rail 

Ellis 

Kleberg 

Robinson.  Utah 

Barden,  N.  C. 

Pay 

Koclalkowskl 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Barton.  N.  Y. 

Flaherty 

Kunkel 

Rockefeller 

Bates.  Ky. 

Flannery 

Lambertson 

Rogers,  Okla. 

Bates.  Mass. 

Polger 

Lemke 

Routzohn 

Beam 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Luce 

Sabath 

BoUes 

Ford,  Thomas  F. 

Lynch 

Sandager 

Bolton 

Pries 

McArdle 

Satterfleld 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Pulmer 

McCormack 

Schaerer.  m. 

Brewster 

Gamble 

McDoweU 

Schuet* 

Brown,  Ohio 

Glfford 

McKeoiigh 

Schwert 

Buck 

Gore 

McLaughlin 

Scrugham 

Buckley,  N.  Y. 

Green 

McLean 

Seger 

Burch 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

McLeod 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Burdlck 

Harness 

Maas 

Shanley 

Burgln 

Hart 

Maclejewski 

Sheridan 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Barter.  Ohio 

Magnuson 

Smith,  Wash. 

Casey.  Mass. 

Hawks 

Maloney 

Spence 

Celler 

Healey 

Mansfield 

Steagall 

Chapman 

Hess 

Martin,  Ul. 

Stearns,  N.  H. 

Chlperfleld 

Holmes 

Martin.  Mass. 

Sullivan 

Clark 

Hook 

Mason 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Cluett 

Hope 

Merrltt 

Sweeney 

Coffee,  Nebr. 

Hull 

Mills.  Ark. 

Terry 

cole.  N.  Y. 

Jarrett 

Mitchell 

Thill 

Connery 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Mouton 

Thorkelson 

Corbett 

Jennings 

Myers 

Treadway 

Creal 

Jensen 

Nelson 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Crosser 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Norton 

Wadsworth 

Culkln 

Johnson,  Lyndon 

O'Brien 

Weaver 

Cummtngs 

Jones.  Ohio 

OXeary 

White,  Idaho 

narrow 

Jones.  Tex. 

Oliver 

White.  Ohio 

Delaney 

KefauTer 

ONeal 

Whittlngton 

Dies 

Kelly 

OToole 

Wlgglesworth 

Dingell 

Kennedy,  Martin 

Parsons 

Woodrum,  Va. 

Dl.sney 

Kennedy.  Michael  PXelfer 

Dondero 

Keogh 

Reece,  Tenn. 

The  SPEAKER.    Two  hundred  and  seventy-three  Members 
have  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum. 
Further  proceedings  uider  the  call  were  dispensed  with. 

EXTENSION   OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  lo  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  some  short  editorials. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SPECIAL  ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  previous  special  order,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Oregon  [Mr.  Pierce]  is  recognized  for  30 
mmutes. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  you  all  to  know  that 
this  point  of  order  was  not  made  at  my  request.  However, 
I  am  thankful  to  face  so  many  Members  on  this  occasion,  but 
following  what  I  have  to  say  there  will  be  two  speeches  which 
wiU  be  well  worth  your  while.  The  brUliant  and  eloquent 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin  J  has  1  full  hour 
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allotted  to  him,  and  he  can  yield  for  lots  of  questions,  and  he 
will  be  followed  by  an  equally  brilliant  debater,  the  gentle- 
man from  niinois  [Mr.  DirksenI.  When  jrou  listen  to  these 
two  Representatives  jrou  will  be  repaid  for  coming  out  of 
your  offices  at  this  time.  Nothing  I  have  in  this  paper  or 
nothing  I  may  say  is  so  clearly  worth  the  time  you  spent  in 
leaving  your  offices  and  coming  here.  Nevertheless,  I  am 
glad  on  this  occasion  to  face  so  many  of  you,  and  if  you  are 
just  patient  I  may  yield  back  part  of  my  time  so  I  can  turn 
the  lions  loose  and  see  them  pcalorm  in  discussing,  I  imagine, 
the  current  political  issues. 

Before  I  address  myself  to  the  main  subject  of  my  remarks, 
may  I  say  I  am  thankful  that  the  party  oi  Lincoln,  Blaine, 
McKlnlcy,  and  Theodore  Roosevelt  has  at  last  thrown  the 
mask  away  and  presented  the  real  issue  of  this  campaign  in 
nominating  their  leader?  You  across  the  aisle  have  made 
the  issue  plain  and  clear  in  nominating  £is  your  leader  and 
candidate  for  the  Presidency  the  outstanding  utility  man  of 
the  Nation,  a  man  who  really  stands  for  something — for  com- 
plete monopoly  of  electric-power  distribution  by  the  private 
utilities,  with  holding  companies  in  absolute  control.  We  can 
analyze  it  In  this  campaign  and  see  whether  the  people  of 
this  country  want  to  follow  along  that  line  and  take  him  for 
a  leader  in  the  White  House. 

I  am  well  aware  that  all  of  this  may  be  brushed  aside  and 
the  real  issue  of  the  campaign  which  is  now  so  plain  may  not 
come  up  at  all  on  account  of  the  terrific  strife  across  the 
Atlantic  Ocean.  When  we  think  of  our  cousins  over  there 
fighting,  suffering,  and  dying,  just  to  see  who  will  rule  in 
the  world,  it  seems  terrible.  That  may  be  the  issue  in  this 
campaign,  and  the  utilities  and  the  question  of  private  or 
public  power  and  everything  else  may  be  lost  sight  of  in  the 
discussion  of  the  question  of  defense,  the  question  of  outlin- 
ing where  our  lines  of  defense  are  going  to  be  and  what  we 
are  going  to  do  in  case  of  the  conquest  of  Great  Britain,  if 
that  country  breaks  as  France  has  broken. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man srield? 

Mr.  PIERCE.  I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  was  just  wondering  if  the 
gentleman  while  defining  the  issues  of  this  campaign  is 
thinking  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Oregon,  whom  the  Repub- 
licans also  selected  to  head  the  ticket. 

!dr.  PIERCE.  Our  colleague  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota  knows  that  is  rather  a  tender  point  with  me.  I  am 
personally  a  great  friend  and  admirer  of  that  candidate  on 
the  ticket.  We  in  Oregon  take  great  pride  in  his  standing 
In  the  Senate  and  in  the  Nation.  If  you  had  turned  the 
ticket  around  I  could  have  foimd  some  good  reasons,  plenty 
of  them,  why  it  might  prevail,  but  to  put  him  in  the  shadow 
just  simply  to  cover  up  the  wrongdoings  and  wrong  notions 
of  the  other  candidate  is  not  fair.  You  just  put  him  on 
there  to  make  your  leading  man  more  acceptable.  He 
accepted,  as  a  good  soldier,  to  save  his  party. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  PIERCE.    I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  I  gather  from  what  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  has  said  that  he  also  means  that 
Mr.  Gamer  Is  in  the  shadow  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  I  realize  that  he  has  been;  there  Is  no 
question  about  that.  Every  Vice  President  accepts  that 
place. 

The  gauntlet  was  thrown  down  at  Philadelphia.  Shall 
this  country  turn  over  solely  to  big  business  the  function  of 
delivering  to  the  people  a  product  that  all  must  have?  Shall 
these  huge  profits  be  reserved  for  the  group  In  Wall  Street? 
That  is  the  issue  of  the  campaign.  Read  the  hearings  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
held  in  1935,  when  your  standard  bearer  appeared,  never 
dreaming  of  the  Presidency,  and  opened  up  his  heart  and 
upheld  the  holding  companies,  with  all  their  iniquities,  5. 
6,  8,  10  blocks  each  on  top  of  the  other.  They  organized 
so  they  could  divide  up  the  spoils  and  not  cut  the  rates  for 


delivering  a  product  that  the  people  should  ri^tly  have  at 
cost,  namely,  electricity.  Do  not  forget  that  the  oft- 
repeated  statement  made  In  this  House  is  true,  that  the 
utilities — and  by  that  I  mean  the  private  electric -power 
companies — are  today  capitalized  and  organized  so  as  to 
earn  dividends  on  more  than  $13,000,000,000.  when  we  have 
the  estimate  of  the  Federal  Power  Conmiission  that  the  to- 
tal cost  of  their  properties  could  not  have  exceeded  half 
that.  Therefore,  they  are  playing  for  mighty  stakes,  $6,500,- 
000.000  or  more,  perhaps.  They  want  to  freeze  that  capital- 
ization the  same  as  the  railroad  capitalization  was  frozen 
for  the  railroad  companies  by  the  Transportation  Act  of 
1920. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PIERCE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Did  the  gentleman  say  something 
about  turning  the  Government  over  with  the  cream  all 
skimmed  off?  I  did  not  quite  catch  that.  The  gentleman 
said  something  about  turning  something  back  with  the 
cream  eUl  off. 

Mr.  PIERCE.    Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     What  was  that? 

Mr.  PIERCE.  What  I  mean  by  that  Is  that  the  utilities 
are  raking  off  the  profit  in  delivering  and  selling  electricity 
to  the  people.  That  is  a  public  necessity  and  should  be  de- 
livered to  the  people  at  cost. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  thought  the  gentleman  meant  that 
the  New  Deal  has  skimmed  the  cream  all  off  and  left  us  that 
$45,000,000,000  debt. 

Mr.  PIERCE.    Oh,  no;  I  am  not  j^elding  on  that  point. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    You  have  not  anything  else,  but  we  have. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  The  one  thing  today  that  is  an  absolute 
necessity  Is  electric  power,  and  power  should  be  delivered  to 
the  people  at  cost,  and  the  cost  is  half  or  less  than  half  of 
what  is  now  charged  in  rates.  The  oft-repeated  statement 
that  a  billion  dollars — one  thousand  million  dollars — ^more  Is 
being  collected  from  the  people  than  should  be  collected  is  a 
true  statement.  The  line  of  demarcation,  to  my  mind,  be- 
tween what  should  be  private  and  what  should  be  public 
prop>erty  is  what  constitutes  a  natural  monopoly.  Electric 
current  is  a  natural  monopoly.  There  should  be  but  one  sys- 
tem delivering  It  in  any  town.  Since  It  Is  a  natural  monopoly, 
It  should  be  owned  by  the  people.  There  should  be  only  one 
power  line  delivering  power  in  Los  Angeles,  Chicago,  New 
York,  or  elsewhere,  and  that  should  belong  to  the  people. 
You  cannot  regulate  the  private  utilities,  because  they  regu- 
late the  regulators.  That  is  the  issue  of  the  campaign,  and 
the  gauntlet  that  you  have  thrown  down  at  Philadelphia  we 
will  accept  In  2  weeks  In  Chicago  when  we  present  our  Issues 
for  the  political  campaign.  I  am  hoping,  sincerely  hoping, 
that  this  clear-cut  issue  will  not  be  overlooked  if  this  terrible 
war  is  ended  and  we  consider  our  national  economic  prob- 
lems. 

The  paper  I  have  written  for  my  allotted  time  today  is 
about  a  little  town  on  the  Columbia  River,  Cascade  Locks, 
near  the  Bonneville  Dam.  The  Bonneville  Dam  on  the  Co- 
lumbia River  is  almost  on  a  line  between  the  district  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  (Mr.  AngellI  and  my  district.  The 
dam  and  the  power  plant  are  In  his  district.  The  backed-up 
water  Is  In  my  district  for  miles.  This  village,  with  less  than 
1,000  people,  wanted  to  distribute  Bonneville  power  to  Its  citi- 
zens, and  It  found  the  way  to  do  so.  The  people  were  re- 
sourceful, and  the  story  is  worth  while.  I  shall  read  a  part  of 
it,  and,  inasmuch  as  you  have  been  so  patient  with  me.  after  I 
have  read  a  bit  of  It  and  have  brought  out  some  of  the  points 
I  am  going  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to  put  It  In  the  Record, 
and  than  I  shall  yield  to  the  lions  and  let  them  tear  each 
other  to  pieces  and  we  can  enjoy  seeing  them  perform. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CASCADE  LOCKa  BtAZXS  THT  THAI!/ TOT  STOaT  OF  AM  OUXIOIf  MUNICITAI. 

KLBCTKIC  PLANT 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  periodical  of  national  circu- 
lation recently  commented  on  the  outstanding  results  of  the 
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activity  and  far-sightedness  of  a  small  community  within  and 
adjacent  to  a  city  of  686  people  in  the  Oregon  district  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent  in  Congress.  That  paragraph 
says: 

Distribution  of  current  from  the  Bonneville  power  project  Is 
demonstrating  to  the  people  within  Its  radixis  the  value  of  these 
great  public  undertakings  which  were  Initiated  by  the  New  Deal. 
Citizens  cX  Cascade  Locks,  Oreg.,  where  the  current  from  Bonneville 
has  Just  become  available,  are  finding  that  their  bills  for  electricity 
are  between  30  and  40  percent  less  than  they  have  been  before. 

Municipal  operation  of  electric  light  and  power  facilities 
was  begun  in  Cascade  Locks  less  than  a  year  ago.  The  deter- 
mination and  good  judgment  of  the  citizen  leaders  of  the 
movement  has  resulted  in  the  very  unusual  record  for  any 
new  business  or  the  benefit  of  students  of  public  ownership 
and  of  other  localities  hoping  to  use  the  electric  power  gener- 
ated at  the  great  Government  Bonneville  Dam  project  on  the 
Columbia  River,  I  sLtn  reciting  the  steps  in  the  development  of 
the  Cascade  Locks  system.  This  recital  will,  I  am  stire,  be 
valuable  to  Members  of  Congress  who  pass  on  Bonneville  leg- 
islation and  as  a  guiding  example  as  well  as  an  inspiration  to 
citizen  groups  in  the  Pacific  Northwest  contemplating  some 
form  of  organization  for  the  distribution  of  Bonneville  power 
carried  over  Government  transmission  lines  to  city  gates  and 
to  rural  communities.  These  communities  must,  perforce,  set 
up  their  own  distribution  systems  to  carry  the  current  into 
homes,  local  industries,  and  business  houses,  and  to  the  scat- 
tered farms,  which  add  to  the  financial  perplexity  of  publicly 
owned  distribution  systems. 

TTPKS  OF  DISTSUIUTIOM  STSTCMS 

In  Oregon  public -ownership  advocates  have  under  consid- 
eration three  different  types  of  distribution  systems.  The 
first  is  straight  municipal  ownership,  such  as  Cascade  Locks 
established.  This  may  extend  beyond  the  city  boundaries  and 
serve  outlying  territory  adjacent  to  the  city.  Second,  rtiral 
electrification  projects  organized  outside  city  boundaries  and 
limited  by  Federal  law  to  territory  not  already  covered 
by  private  utility  lines.  Third,  public-utility  districts— 
P.  U.  D.'s — which  may  embrace  city  and  country  and  must  be 
set  up.  under  the  Oregon  law.  by  an  election.  In  the  cam- 
paign preceding  the  election,  the  conflicting  Interests  of  city 
and  country  often  weaken  the  cause  of  public  operation  and 
predetermine  failiue.  It  appears  that  the  rural  electrifica- 
tion program  is  the  one  which  now  appeals  most  strongly  to 
the  rural  communities,  as  they  may  more  easily  set  up  proj- 
ects which  can  later  be  brought  into  a  unified  system  in  con- 
nection with  other  R.  E.  A.'s,  using  a  city  system  as  a  nucleus. 

BONNZVnXB  TXANSMISSION   LtNZS   AND   RESXRVATIONS 

The  first  and  third  sessions  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress. 
spurred  by  the  necessity  of  providing  additional  power  for 
defense  industries,  and  by  the  fact  that  the  power  now  gen- 
erated at  Bonneville  Dam  has  been  almost  entirely  absorbed 
through  contracts  with  existing  private  utilities,  municipal 
plants,  and  the  many  public-utility  districts  in  Washington, 
made  appropriations  specifically  for  transmission  lines  to 
carry  Bonne\111e  current  eastward  through  Oregon  and 
Washington.  Previously,  the  high-powered  transmission 
lines  had  been  constructed  westward  to  the  population  cen- 
ters near  tidewater,  and  into  territory  reaching  toward  large 
private  power  systems  which  may  soon  have  urgent  need  for 
more  current. 

The  Bonneville  Act  provided  a  reservation  of  50  percent  of 
the  generated  current  for  the  use  of  public  power  districts. 
This  was  done  In  order  to  give  such  districts  an  opportunity 
to  perfect  organization  which  was  made  difficult  in  Oregon  by 
certain  weaknesses  in  the  State  organic  act,  but  proceeding 
with  great  speed  in  the  State  of  Washington.  My  bill,  passed 
by  this  last  Congress,  extended  the  reservation  period  from 
January  1.  1941.  to  January  1,  1942.  This  offers  an  incentive 
to  Immediate  action  and  allows  an  opportunity  for  amend- 
ment and  revision  of  the  Oregon  P.  U.  D.  Act  during  the  next 
session  of  the  Oregon  Legislature.  t)eginning  in  January  1941. 

OREGON  Mt7NICIPAL  PLANTS  StTCCXSSrtTI. 

This  brief  factual  history  of  the  Cascade  Locks  municipal 
plant  is  set  forth  step  by  step  in  order  to  make  available  a 
typical  organizing  experience  which  has  been  amazingly  suc- 


cessful for  a  new  venture  undertaken  against  great  odds.  The 
statements  are  drawn  from  correspondence  with  the  manager 
of  the  system,  from  its  audited  statements,  and  from  news- 
paper clippings  kept  in  my  flies  during  the  progress  of  the 
undertaking. 

The  patrons  of  the  municipal  system  at  Cascade  Locks  are 
rejoicing  over  a  reduction  of  40  percent  in  light  and  power 
bills  and  a  net  income  which  has  allowed  the  management  to 
build  up  a  sinking  fund  to  buy  its  own  bonds  before  maturity. 
The  use  of  electrical  equipment  has  been  vastly  increased, 
offering  further  proof  of  my  theory  that  lowered  rates  result 
in  selling  larger  quantities  of  electricity,  actually  producing 
greater  income.  On  several  occasions  during  the  past  few 
years  I  have  presented  to  the  House  stories  of  remarkable 
accomplishments  by  public  power  plants  at  Milton.  Oreg..  in 
my  district,  at  Eugene  and  Canby,  Oreg..  and  at  Tacoma. 
Wash.  To  this  list  I  now  add  the  inspiring  narrative  of 
results  accomplished  since  its  l)eginning  on  July  25.  1939.  by 
the  public  power  plant  of  the  small  city  and  community  of 
Cascade  Locks.  This  shows  the  course  which  may,  and 
probably  must  be.  followed  by  other  communities. 

BONNKVILLK'S    FIKST    MUNICIPAL    CONTRACT HOW     IT    CAME     ABOX7T 

The  Cascade  Locks  contract  was  the  first  contract  for  cur- 
rent negotiated  and  secured  by  the  Administrator  of  the 
Bonneville  project.  The  little  city  is  located  in  the  immedi- 
ate vicinity  of  Bonneville  Dam.  and  has  had  a  remarkable 
growth  since  the  construction  at  Bonneville  was  started.  By 
the  time  the  first  generate ig  units  were  completed  and  ready 
for  operation,  the  people  became  interested  in  city-owned 
power  distribution,  and  formed  a  citizens*  committee  which 
conducted  a  survey  to  determine  the  feasibility  and  practica- 
bility of  such  a  project.  This  survey  Indicated  material  bene- 
fits which  would  accrue  to  the  city.  In  Oregon,  the  State 
hydroelectric  commission  investigates  the  proposed  P.  U.  D.'s 
and  reports  to  the  people  on  their  feasibility.  Cascade  Locks 
petitioned  this  commission  for  a  hearing.  As  a  result  of  that 
petition  the  State  commission  reported  in  July  1938  as  follows: 

If  the  district  could  secure  a  distribution  system  of  the  quality 
contemplated  In  the  estimate,  at  a  cost  of  $35,000.  and  the  estimated 
market  could  be  obtained,  the  system  could  be  operated  at  a  profit. 

The  commission  recommended,  however,  that  the  original 
proposed  district  of  45  square  miles  be  reduced  to  13  square 
miles,  thus  eliminating  uninhabited  portions.  The  proposed 
district  then  would  have  about  320  customers,  would  sell  a 
total  of  307.237  kilowatt-hours  for  an  estimated  revenue  of 
$16,369.37,  not  including  industrial  users,  because  there  were 
none.  It  was  estimated  that  operating  costs  would  be  $7,175 
annually,  and  that  an  immediate  reduction  of  rates  could  be 
effected. 

>tUNICn>AL  OWNERSHIP   DETERMINED   tTPON 

In  the  meantime  the  city  council  had  cropped  the  P.  U.  D. 
proposal  and  had  determined  upon  municipal  ownership  of 
the  distribution  system.  It  invited  Mr.  J.  D.  Ross,  Bonneville 
Administrator,  a  competent  engineer,  and  enthusiastic  public 
power  advocate  to  place  a  value  on  the  West  Coast  Power  Co. 
system  in  the  area,  and  to  employ  a  fiscal  agent  in  disposing 
of  any  bonds  which  might  be  voted  for  the  purchase  of  the 
property.  Mr.  Ross  always  took  the  position  that  public  agen- 
cies proposing  to  engage  in  the  power  business  should  make 
fair  offers  for  property  of  existing  privately  owned  electric 
utilities,  before  entering  into  costly  competition.  The  local 
private  company  served  an  area  adjacent  to  the  city,  but  there 
was  not  the  difficulty  sometimes  experienced  when  public 
ownership  unit  boundaries  differ  largely  from  the  boundaries 
of  the  private  plants.  Naturally,  it  is  easier  to  negotiate  a 
sale  contract  when  the  boundaries  of  the  two  agencies  are  the 
same.  The  private  company  which  was,  as  Is  usual  in  Oregon, 
controlled  by  eastern  holding  companies,  refused  to  give  any 
answer  to  the  proposal  that  they  sell  to  the  city  of  Cascade 
Locks  their  holdings  in  the  Columbia  Gorge.  At  this  time, 
the  franchise  within  the  corporate  limits  of  the  city  expired, 
and  the  city  refused  to  grant  a  new  one  imless  the  company 
would  sell  their  holdings  or  make  reductions  which  would 
allow  the  people  of  the  area  to  benefit  by  the  low-cost  power 
generated  at  Bonneville.    Refusal  by  the  company  resulted  in 
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the  decision  of  the  people  to  go  into  the  power  business  for 
themselves.  The  citizens  then  gave  a  magical  and  truly  elec- 
trical performance  in  the  construction  of  a  backbone  of  their 
distribution  system  throughout  the  city.  Donning  overalls, 
they  built  the  complete  system  between  12  o'clock  Saturday 
noon  and  8  o'clock  Monday  morning.  It  is  said  that  every 
citizen  helped  in  some  way  toward  this  amazing  accomplish- 
ment. This  episode  convinced  the  power  company  that  the 
Citizens  meant  business,  and  it  started  a  campaign  of  dis- 
couragement, hampering  the  project  at  every  turn,  and  adding 
to  its  organization  expenses,  but  as  the  manager  says: 

However,  thla  was  merely  peanut  money  to  what  the  utilities  spent 
In  trj'ing  to  keep  us  out  of  business,  and  it  is  a  dead  mortal  clnch 
that  some  electric  users  throughout  the  country  paid  the  biU. 

Finally  the  security  owners  sensed  the  situation  and 
agreed  to  sell  their  property. 

COURT  BATTLE  NBCESSART 

.  A  long-drawn-out  legal  battle  was  necessary  to  prove  the 
legality  of  the  citizens'  going  into  business  by  way  of  a  reve- 
nue-bond procedure,  and  to  validate  the  bond  issue.  The  case 
was  finally  determined  by  the  Oregon  Supreme  Court  in  favor 
of  the  city.  This  important  test  case  concerned  the  status  of 
of  the  bond  Issue  for  the  purchase  of  the  power  company's 
holdings.  The  proposal  to  finance  the  purchase  by  the  issu- 
ance of  revenue  bonds  sold  at  a  private  sale  set  a  precedent  for 
other  cities.  The  case  was  what  Is  known  as  an  agreed  case, 
without  action.  In  this  manner  a  friendly  suit  was  instituted 
in  the  circuit  court,  with  all  parties  agreed  on  the  points  to  be 
decided.  Preliminary  to  the  suit,  the  city  recorder  refused  to 
sign  a  paper  authorizing  the  issuance  of  the  bonds.  The 
city  immediately  filed  a  suit  against  him  to  force  him  to  sign. 
The  points  at  Issue  were:  First.  Is  the  charter  amendment  and 
resolution  valid  and  binding?  Second,  Is  the  issuance  of 
revenue  bonds  legal  In  the  State  or  Oregon  for  this  purpose? 
Third,  May  the  bonds  be  sold  at  a  private  sale? 

The  circuit  court  held  that  the  city  recorder  could  not  be 
required  to  issue  the  bonds  because  they  had  not  been  adver- 
tised for  sale  under  the  Oregon  bond  law.  The  city  took  the 
position  that  the  revenue  certificates  to  be  Issued  in  the 
financing  of  the  purchase  of  the  private  utility  properties 
were  not  in  the  strictest  sense  of  the  word  "bonds."  and 
therefore  should  not  come  under  the  Oregon  statute  which 
provides  that  all  such  bonds  must  be  offered  at  public  sale. 
The  city  maintained  that  these  certificates  were  just  promises 
to  pay  out  of  the  income  of  the  system  and  had  no  general 
obligation  status  whatsoever  and  therefore  should  not  be 
considered  as  bonds.  The  high  court  upheld  the  lower  court 
ruling  that  the  bonds  must  be  advertised  for  sale  and  must 
not  be  sold  for  less  than  95  percent  of  their  face  value.  It 
also  held  that  the  revenue  certificates  were  not  subject  to  the 
State  constitutional  provision  Umiting  the  bonded  indebted- 
ness of  the  city. 

With  the  supreme  court  decision  rendered,  the  city  did  not 
find  itself  immediately  In  the  power  business,  as  there  were 
many  details  to  be  worked  out  in  connection  with  the  pur- 
chase and  rehabilitation  of  a  run-down  system,  appoint- 
ment of  a  manager,  rate  schedules,  acceptance  of  property 
easements,  rights-of-way.  and  water  rights.  Things  did,  how- 
ever, move  fast  and  on  July  25,  1939.  the  city  took  control  of 
the  west  coast  holdings,  after  2  years  of  fight  in  which  the 
city  neither  asked  for,  nor  gave,  quarter. 

THE  FINANdAL  TRANSACTION 

The  requirement  that  sale  of  bonds  with  which  to  finance 
construction  of  publicly  owned  distribution  systems  must  be 
advertised  was  regarded  by  the  public  power  enemies  as  a 
complete  vindication  of  their  action  in  insisting  upon  legis- 
lation requiring  competitive  bidding  for  public  utility  district 
bonds.  Before  the  forced  resort  to  competitive  bidding.  Cas- 
cade Locks  had  discussed  a  private  sale  of  a  $79,000  block  of 
4Vi  percent  revenue  bonds  at  a  bid  of  0.95.  Every  effort 
was  then  made  by  private  power  companies  to  discredit 
revenue  Iwnds  in  the  financing  of  such  systems.  Certain 
private  financiers  upheld  the  assertion  that  the  revenue  bonds 
would  sell  easily  and  be  a  pood  investment.  They  believed  the 
City  would  never  have  to  revert  to  general  obligation  bonds  to 


meet  their  payments.  The  firm  which  had  agreed  to  pturhase 
these  revenue  bonds  at  a  private  sale  later  bid  on  the  bonds 
offered  at  public  sale. 

The  ad\'ertisement  was  for  an  issue  of  $79,000.  approxi- 
mately $44,000  of  which  was  to  be  paid  for  the  holdings  of 
the  private  company,  with  $35,000  allocated  for  "a  general 
overhauling  and  extension  program  of  the  present  system, 
and  for  working  capital  and  reserves  for  the  new  company." 
The  issue  was  sold  at  a  bid  of  98^  to  yield  i^4  percent,  the 
bonds  to  mature  serially  over  a  period  of  20  years,  but  call- 
able after  3  years.  Because  of  the  public  offering  and  bid 
there  was  not  the  usual  2' 2  P)ercent  financing  fee  necessary. 
The  city  did  pay  $1,100  to  a  fiscal  agent  who  advised  on  all 
financial  procedures.  They  state  that  the  $1,100  was  an  ex- 
cellent investment  because  it  resulted  in  a  saving  of  $9,000 
on  the  purchase  price.  The  total  difference  in  cost  was  not 
great  and  the  disadvantages  of  advertising  were  slight.  De- 
lays were  overcome  by  the  purposeful  activity  of  the  local 
public  power  proponents. 

Because  the  financing  situation  is  one  of  the  most  difficult 
which  public  power  systems  must  face,  I  quote  from  a  state- 
ment made  by  the  manager,  Mr.  Jack  A.  Flancher,  in  refu- 
tation of  false  charges  of  private  utility  propagandists 
against  another  proposed  public  ownership  system: 

We  sold  our  bonds  by  a  plan  and  system  resolution,  whereby 
all  the  moneys  received  by  our  utUity  are  placed  In  funds  for 
certain  specified  things.  No  banker.  I  believe,  would  buy  revenue 
bonds  without  being  pretty  positive  that  he  was  going  to  get  his 
money  back  Our  books  have  been  kept  In  the  strictest  accord- 
ance with  the  rules  laid  down  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
and  they  are  satisfied  that  we  are  handling  our  business  In  s 
btislnesslike  manner  and  are  showing  a  fairly  substantial  growth 
In  business  and  following  sound  operating  policies.  We  have  put 
into  a  bond  account  each  month  a  stipulated  sum,  which  goes 
for  retirement  of  bonds,  and  a  certain  percentage  for  rehabili- 
tation so  that  our  lines  will  be  as  good  when  the  bonds  are  paid 
off  as  they  are  today.  A  certain  percentage  goes  for  reserve,  so 
that  If  any  time  we  should  have  aome  hard  luck,  we  would  have  • 
good  reserve  to  fall  back  on.  In  addition  there  is  a  percentage 
set  up  for  depreciation  and  renewals.  I  think  anyone  will  agree 
that  this  Is  Ju«)t  good,  sound,  business  practice.  Every  month  to 
date  wc  have  met  aU  our  obligations  and  have  had  some  besides. 

The  manager  refers  to  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  bo  It 
may  be  stated  that  the  contracting  parties,  the  private  utility, 
and  the  city  made  a  joint  application  to  that  Federal  agency 
which  made  the  routine  procedure  allowing  the  transfer  from 
the  company  to  the  city. 

THE  DEBT  LOAD  18  LIGHT 

There  is  one  fact  that  cannot  be  too  often  empha.sized,  and 
that  is  the  matter  of  contrasting  debt-reduction  policies  of 
private  and  public  power  companies.  I  have  pointed  out 
through  many  detailed  studies  presented  to  this  House  in 
speeches  that  private  utilities  pyramid  their  debt  structures  by 
new  Issues,  and  are  forced  to  hold  rates  high  In  order  to  pay 
interest  and  dividends  on  these  debt  structures.  The  policy 
of  the  publicly  owned  plants  has  alwajrs  been  more  cautious, 
and  has  resulted  in  lower  consumer  rates  because  the  debts 
have  been  amortized  constantly.  This  has  resulted  in  giving 
the  public  systems  investments  upon  which  they  may  realize 
richly  in  the  future  when  the  loan  has  been  completely  repaid 
and  the  rates  reduced  to  a  sum  sufficient  to  carry  maintenance 
costs.  This  is  the  most  important  consideration  in  connec- 
tion with  publicly  owned  plants. 

Cascade  Locks  bought  the  private  system,  pajrlng  for  it  on 
a  basis  equal  to  $93.30  for  every  customer  served.  The  total 
outstanding  securities  of  the  Cascade  Locks  property  at  the 
start  was  $154  per  consumer,  compared  with  the  national 
private  power  company  average  of  $511.60  per  consumer.  The 
average  cost  of  all  the  municipal  plants  in  the  United  States 
Is  $264  per  consumer. 

Eliminating  the  cost  of  the  generating  station,  this  Initial 
customer  figure  of  $154  is  only  slightly  higher  than  the  best  of 
the  older  municipal  plants  in  the  country.  If  it  were  not  for 
trail-blazing  litigation  and  the  barriers  set  up  by  the  private 
companies.  Cascade  Locks  would  have  started  off  on  an  equal 
footing  with  the  very  best  of  them.  However,  this  slight  cus- 
tomer debt  difference  is  such  a  small  item  that  30  months  of 
rate  saving  on  the  present  basis  will  wipe  it  out.  The  people 
of  Cascade  Locks  have  secured  a  substantial  rate  reduction. 
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and.  in  addition,  are  building  up  a  revenue-producing  equity 
which  will  IncreajBe  with  time. 

As  a  result  of  the  wiser  and  more  honest  financial  pollclet 
of  the  public  plants,  they  have  today  In  the  United  States,  on 
the  average,  outstanding  obligations  amounting  to  only  36  Va 
percent  of  their  original  costs,  while  the  private  companies 
iMve  outstanding  securities  approximately  100  percent  of 
their  book  cost. 

The  public  plants  have  ever  been  the  pathfinders  and  yard- 
sticks.  Bonneville  u  a  yardstick  has  been  the  cause  of  re- 
duced power  rates  in  Oregon.  No  one  can  contemplate  this 
situation  without  being  convinced  of  the  great  advantage  of 
the  publicly  owned  plants,  which  are  not  obliged  to  carry  the 
burden  of  the  private  holding  companies,  with  their  insatiable 
demands  for  tremendous  funds,  some  of  which  are  used  for 
political  manipulations  in  local.  State,  and  Federal  Oovem- 
ments.  Private  utility  indebtedness,  which  they  themselves 
have  erected,  is  a  barrier  which  makes  It  impossible  for  them 
to  distribute  advantageously  the  cheaply  generated  power  of 
Bonneville  Dam. 

THX  TCST  or  BOTTNDIVXaS 

There  is  one  simple  test  of  financial  soundness  which  can 
be  applied  to  any  earning  statement  and  balance  sheet.  This 
test  is  the  ratio  of  outstanding  bonds  and  other  fixed-interest 
securities  to  the  annual  gross  earnings.  A  low  ratio  insures 
soundness  and  success.  In  the  case  of  Cascade  Locks,  this 
ratio  is  2.71  under  a  drastic  rate  cut  which  reduces  revenues 
during  the  recuperative  period  and  accordingly  raises  the 
ratio.  This  ratio  will  decrease  in  time.  With  40  percent 
higher  rates,  all  the  private  companies  in  the  United  States 
have  a  comparative  ratio  of  4  to  3.  For  the  private  companies 
adjacent  to  Cascade  Locks  this  fixed-interest  security  ratio  is 
as  follows: 

Northwestern  Electric . 4.08 

Portland  General  Electric i 6.45 

Pacific  Power  &  Light 6.10 

Puget  Sound  Light  St  Power  Co 7.  74 


Average  of  these  4  ratios 5.84 

Translated  into  simpler  language,  this  means  that  for  every 
$1  of  gross  income  Cascade  Locks  has  $2.71  debt  of  fixed- 
Interest  securities  outstanding.  All  the  private  companies  in 
the  country  have  an  average  of  $4.30  debt  for  such  securities — 
Including  preferred,  but  excluding  common  stock.  The  aver- 
age northwest  regional  figure  for  private  companies  is  $5.84 
per  $1  of  gross  income.  Obviously,  the  smaller  the  amount 
of  fixed-interest  securities  outstanding  per  dollar  of  income, 
the  healthier  the  condition.  This  simple  test  eliminates  all 
the  so-called  objections  raised  by  utility  propagandists.  Any 
ratio  below  3  for  this  type  of  plant  is  very  conservative  and 
soimd. 

OPERATING    REStTLTS EARNINGS 

I  repeat  that  electric  consumption  always  increases  rapidly 
with  substantial  rate  reductions.  The  Cascade  Locks  ex- 
perience bears  out  the  graphical  prediction  I  made  on  this 
floor  in  a  speech  of  July  27,  1937.  The  consumption  at  Cas- 
cade Locks  rose  so  rapidly  that  the  loss  of  revenue  from  the 
rate  reductions  was  wiped  out.  After  11  months  of  operation 
the  returns  were  about  $6,000  ahead  of  the  initial  estimates. 
To  date  the  city  has  met  all  of  its  contract  obligations  on 
time  and  has  built  up  a  surplus.  The  customer-use  possi- 
bilities resulting  from  cheap  power  rates  is  just  starting  in 
this  city. 

The  following  figures  show  the  results  of  5  months  of  oper- 
ation, up  to  December  31.  1939: 

Gross  revenue  for  5  months $12, 156.  31 

Operating  expenses ._ 6.335.18 

Net  before  depreciation _«. 5.801.13 

Depreciation 1,  215.  21 

Net  after  depreciation .    4,585.92 

Interest  charges 5,  548.  68 

Net  income  available  for  taxes,  amortization,  and  sur- 
plus  3, 001. 59 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  operating  expenses  are  only  52.28 
percent  of  the  gross  revenue  compared  with  a  fEiir  public- 
plant  average  c^  56  percent.  The  Cascade  Locks  net  revenue 
available  for  surplus  was  24.7  percent  of  the  gross.     In  5 


months  $1,000  was  paid  on  the  bond  issue,  demonstrating  that 
amortization  on  publicly  owned  plants  can  be  started  early. 
Before  depreciation  and  amortization  of  debt  discount,  the 
debt  service  wa«  covered  2.19  times,  even  under  the  drutlc 
rtte  cut.  Prom  these  net  earnings  the  following  reservation! 
were  made: 

Dtbt  reduction tl.lTS.  00 

Bond-rtservt  soeount..................................       6SS.  00 

R«n«wal-fund  rsMfv* 433.61 

Transferr«d  to  tariMd  ftirpius.. ...... ..................        733.07 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr,  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  PIERCE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Win  the  gentleman  tell  tu 
whether  the  T.  V.  A.  has  verified  all  those  figures? 

Mr.  PIERCE.  These  are  not  T.  V.  A.  figures.  These  fig- 
ures have  been  verified  by  myself  from  the  reports  to  the 
Federal  Commission  and  to  our  Utility  Commission  of  Oregon. 
I  am  not  talking  about  T.  V.  A.  You  are  going  to  hear  plenty 
of  T.  V.  A.  in  this  campaign 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  The  reason  I  asked  that 
question 

Mr.  PIERCE.  That  is  going  to  be  a  real  issue  and  we  are 
going  to  find  out  whether  we  did  pay  Mr.  Willkie  $19,000,000 
too  much  for  the  Tennessee  properties  a  year  ago,  and  who 
sold  it  to  us  and  how  we  came  to  pay  $19,000,000  more  for 
that  property  than  we  ought  to  pay.  You  will  hear  plenty 
about  T.  V.  A. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  further? 

Mr.  PIERCE.  I  am  not  going  to  yield  further  because  I 
want  to  finish  this  statement. 

A    CONTINDOUS    RECORD    OF    SUCCESS 

News  notes  and  captions  in  local  and  Portland  papers 
afford  a  running  account  of  successful  management:  "Cas- 
cade Locks  Makes  Money,  Cuts  Light  Bills";  "More  Power, 
Less  Cost":  "City  Light  to  Buy  Back  Six  Bonds":  "City  Light 
Finances  Reported  Good";  "City  System  Making  Profits." 

It  is  a  continuous  record  of  making  money  and  cutting 
electric  bills  through  low-cost  Bonneville  power.  It  was  this 
record  of  savings  which  led  the  city,  after  3  months,  to  order 
a  material  reduction  in  rates.  During  those  3  months  the 
city  had  sold  206.922  kilowatt-hours  of  electricity  for  $7,- 
294.13.  The  first  bond  of  the  $79,000  issue  had  been  acquired 
by  the  city,  thus  saving  interest  charges,  and  there  was  sufB- 
cient  surplus  to  retire  another  bond.  Like  all  expanding  and 
flourishing  businesses,  they  bought  property  in  the  heart  of 
the  city  and  moved  into  a  small  office  building,  properly 
equipped. 

Customer  consumption  had  in  these  first  3  months  been 
increased  over  40  percent,  accounted  for  by  the  use  of  electric 
stoves,  hot-water  heaters,  and  other  appliances  which  had 
previously  been  considered  impossible  luxuries.  The  operat- 
ing costs,  even  of  a  new  venture,  were  slightly  lower  than 
those  of  the  former  private  utihty  owner. 

The  manager  became  the  general  adviser  of  the  electric 
users,  explaining  to  them  the  advantages  of  utilizing  more 
power,  telling  them  the  actual  cost  per  month  for  every  type 
of  appliance  and  emphasizing  the  savings  under  the  new  rates. 
A  home  with  average  lighting,  radio,  toaster,  washer,  and 
sewing  machine,  paid  $1.80  under  these  new  rates,  as  com- 
pared with  $2.80  under  the  old  plan.  Electric  ranges  cost  only 
$1.30  a  month  as  compared  to  $3.45,  and  the  cost  of  electric 
water  heaters  was  reduced  by  half.  It  was  arranged  so  that 
homes  with  inadequate  wiring  might  be  rewired,  the  cost  paid 
back  over  a  period  of  months,  permitting  the  users  to  take 
immediate  advantage  of  the  low  rates. 

Since  the  earnings  were  acciunulating  in  the  bank  and 
drawing  no  interest,  the  power  committee  of  the  city  council 
decided  to  take  $6,030  of  the  amount  to  buy  in  the  last  six 
serial  $1,000  bonds.  The  bonds  were  placed  in  escrow  so  that 
at  any  time  it  was  necessary  to  have  this  money  returned  to 
these  funds  the  bonds  might  be  sold  and  the  money  made 
available.  They  Cotimated  that  with  the  "dead"  money  put 
to  use.  the  city  Ught  would  make  a  saving  of  $4,962.50.    Other 
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bonds  had  already  been  bought  so  the  total  withdrawn  from 
Interest  paymenU  became  $8,000.  Pretty  shrewd  financing 
for  newcomers  to  the  utility  field. 

■ATM 

When  the  City  Cotincil  of  Cascade  Locks  luthoriied  Mayor 
ICanehester  to  sign  a  contract  with  AdmlnUtrator  Roes  of  the 
Bonneville  project  to  deliver  to  the  city  an  Initial  300  kilo- 
watts of  power,  the  city  became  the  first  regiUar  electric  ctis- 
tomer  of  the  Federal  navigation  and  hydraulic  project  on  the 
Columbia  River.  When  the  city  operation  was  started,  cur- 
rent was  supplied  from  the  Bonneville  Dam  under  its  regular 
tarlfTs  as  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  CommlMlon.  These 
tariffs  are  available  to  every  municipality  within  economic 
transmission  distance  of  the  Bonneville  plant.  Any  mimlcl- 
pftlity  or  public  organization  located  contiguous  to  the  Bonne- 
ville transmission  lines  can  practically  duplicate  the  results 
Accomplished  by  Cascade  Locks. 

Within  3  months  after  taking  over  the  plant  the  city  made 
a  drastic  rat«  cut.  Under  private  ownership,  the  residential 
rates  were  from  7  to  2  cents  per  kilowatt  hour.  The  public 
ownership  rates  put  into  effect  in  the  fall  of  1939  started 
with  4  4  cents  and  broke  quickly  to  1  cent  and  \^  cent. 
Within  6  months  the  average  residential  rate  dropped  from 
4.9  to  3.1  cents  per  kilowatt  hour,  a  reduction  of  over  36  per- 
cent in  unit  price.  The  community  rate  savings,  at  present 
rates,  adopted  in  November  1939  will  be  about  $7,000  per 
year  on  512  average  consumers  or  $13.70  per  consumer  per 
year.  This  rate  saving  tdready  represents  14.7  percent  of 
the  purchase  price,  and  it  will  increase.  Within  6  months, 
imder  this  new  rate,  the  use  of  electric  stoves  increased 
amazingly.  Where  there  were  only  three  stoves  on  the  line 
when  the  city  took  over,  there  are  now  over  60. 

Commenting  upon  the  first  fruits  following  Cascade  Locks' 
creation  of  a  public-power  system,  the  State  Master  of  the 
Oregon  Orange  said: 

This  is  a  remarkable  demonstration  of  what  can  be  done  under 
public  ownership.  Cascade  Locks  is  not  faced  with  the  Job  of  mak- 
ing profits  for  stock  adders  but  they  do  want,  of  course,  to  make 
sufBclent  profits  to  retire  their  upkeep  cost  and  pay  off  their  obliga- 
tions. Farmers  In  Oregon  generaUy  would  rejoice  If  they  could  be 
assured  of  getting  a  reduction  In  the  rates  anything  like  37  Va 
percent. 

The  present  rate  schedule  is  as  follows:  cents 

First  50  kilowatt-hours 4Vi 

Next    50    kilowatt-hours ■■---..- 2 

Next  200  kilowatt-hours _ 1 

Xzceas   kilowatt-hours . ^ 

TAXES 

Under  the  Oregon  law,  public  utility  districts  must  pay 
taxes  the  same  as  if  privately  owned.  Rural  electrification 
projects  pay  taxes  in  accordance  with  State  laws,  like  all 
cooperatives.  Under  the  Oregon  law,  they  pay  property 
taxes  on  their  lines,  and  the  State  unemplosmient  compensa- 
tion tax.  They  are  not  subject  to  the  license  fee  on  business 
corporations  because  they  issue  no  capital  stock.  They  do, 
bowever,  pay  the  annual  corporation  license  fee,  the  mini- 
mum being  $10.  They  are  exempt  only  from  the  State 
income  tax  on  business  corporations.  Municipal  electric 
plants  do  not  pay  taxes,  nor  do  municipal  water  and  sewer 
systems;  nor  are  city  halls  and  other  like  public  investments 
taxed.  These  are  not  the  only  properties  which  are  tax- 
exempt  in  Oregon. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  no  private  utility  ever  pays  taxes. 
They  do  not  send  in  money  from  Wall  Street.  They  have  no 
source  of  tax  funds  except  the  funds  they  take  from  the 
community.  Actually,  the  community  pays  the  taxes  in  its 
electric  rate  and  the  utility  is  the  collector,  charging  a  high 
fee  for  making  the  collection.  The  private  utility  at  Cascade 
Locks  had  a  valuation  of  $109,000.  It  paid  taxes,  amoimtlng 
to  about  $3,000  annually,  on  a  valuation  of  less  than  $50,000. 
This  utility  was  allowed,  under  the  Oregon  law,  to  earn  a 
net  profit  of  7  percent  on  the  $109,000,  above  all  expenses. 
Including  taxes. 

The  public  power  plant  has  saved  the  community,  in  1 
year,  $7,000  in  residential  rates  and  has  earned  for  that  com- 
munity a  substantial  siun  toward  a  community  Investment 


Which  win  pay  dividends  for  all  time.  When  the  debt  is  paid 
out,  in  less  than  20  yean,  the  city  will  own  a  handsome 
property.  It  will  own  its  distribution  system,  debt  free,  and 
be  a  money-maker  for  the  community.  The  consumers  of 
electric  power  are  now  paying  t*Ms  In  their  ratea  juit  u 
they  did  when  the  private  company  owned  the  property.  I 
have  covered  this  whole  subject  very  fully  In  a  spteoh  of 
July  12,  1030.  on  Private  Utility  Expcnditurci. 

rVM.10  OWMMUMir  U  aiONT 

The  letterhead  on  which  the  facta  about  the  Cascade  Locks 
municipal  power  project  was  sent  to  me  reads  as  follows: 

City  light.  CmcmIc  lioeks.  Orsg.;  BonnstllU  Dam  Power;  Nature's 
finest  water;  both  municipally  distributed. 

Yes.  this  city  not  only  owns  Its  light  and  power:  It  owns  its 
water  system,  sewer  system,  its  streets,  its  schools.  Itx  libraries, 
and  Its  public  building.s.  The  State  builds,  owns,  and  main- 
tains the  roads  which  lead  to  that  city.  The  Federal  Oov- 
emment  operates  its  post  office — all  the  essentials  of  a  satis- 
factory life  are  brought  to  the  people  through  public  owner- 
ship. It  Is  reasonable  to  draw  the  public  ownership  line  at 
the  public  utility  which  gives  the  most  satisfaction  and  srields 
the  greatest  profits?  Would  It  be  right  to  forbid  public 
operation  of  electric  utilities  Just  because  an  absentee  Investor 
or  holding  company  of  the  Atlantic  border  demands  the 
profits? 

The  community  of  Cascade  Locks  Is  certainly  to  be  con- 
gratulated on  its  sound  financial  set-up,  on  the  Judgment 
exercised  throughout  its  negotiations  for  acquiring  the  utility, 
on  its  patience  through  the  legal  struggle,  and  certainly  upon 
the  results  accomplished  in  such  a  short  period.  The  success 
has  been  especially  noteworthy  in  the  face  of  the  barriers 
set  up  by  private  utility  interests.  Prom  the  beginning,  its 
courageous  mayor  and  council  have  taken  the  people  into 
their  confidence.  Every  step  of  the  way  has  been  explained 
and  made  clear.  I  am  proud  that  such  an  enterprising 
community  is  in  the  Second  Oregon  district,  which  I  repre- 
sent in  Congress.    [Applause.] 

SPECIAL  ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  special  order  heretofore  made  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]  is  recognized  for 
1  hour, 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield  to  me  to  propound  a  tinanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Yes. 

EXTENSION  OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  LoiUsiana.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
ODnsent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  in  connection 
with  an  opinion  on  the  Bridges  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  from  Missis- 
sippi yield  to  me? 

Mr.  RANKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend 
my  remarks  by  incorporating  in  the  Record  the  Republican 
national  platform  for  1940,  providing  for  a  constructive  pro- 
gram of  Americanism,  preparedness,  peace,  and  prosperity. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
sissippi yield  to  me  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  correction  of 
the  Record? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Yes. 

CORRECTION   OF   VOTE 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  roll  call  43  I  am  listed  as 
voting  in  the  negative.  I  voted  "yea,"  and  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  Record  and  Journal  be  corrected 
accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey? 
There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  DFITER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  to 
me  for  a  unanimous-consent  request? 
Mr.  RANKIN.    Yes. 

EXTENSION   OF   REM.VRXS 

Mr.  DnTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  address  made  by  our  colleague  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana,  Representative  Charles  A.  Halleck,  placing  in  nomi- 
nation the  name  of  Wendell  Lewis  Willkie  as  the  next  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  before  the  Republican  National 
Convention  on  Jime  27,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

WILLKIE    NOMINATED    FOR    PRESIDENT    BY    tTTILITIES — ^REPUBLICAN 

PARTY     "BLITZKRIEGED."     FOLDS     UP POWER     QUESTION     MADE 

CHIEF  ISSUE   IN   COMING   CAMPAIGN 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  not  my  desire  to  hurt  the 
feelings,  Wound  the  sensibilities,  or  intensify  the  humiliation 
of  the  ex-Republicans  in  the  House  who  saw  their  party  fold 
up  and  disappear  in  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  a  few  nights  ago. 
[Laughter.] 

If  I  might  borrow  from  the  lips  of  a  great  statesman,  of  a 
century  past  and  gone,  an  apostrophe  to  liberty,  revise  it,  and 
apply  it  to  the  Republican  Party,  I  would  say  that  in  the  his- 
toric city  of  Philadelphia,  where  the  Republican  Party  raised 
Its  first  voice,  where  its  youth  was  nurtured  and  sustained, 
where  it  once  stood,  in  the  strength  of  its  manhood  and  full 
of  its  original  spirit,  it  made  its  last  feeble  stand  a  few  nights 
ago  by  the  side  of  that  cradle  in  which  its  infancy  was  rocked, 
and  it  fell  at  last  amid  the  proudest  monuments  of  its  former 
glory  and  on  the  very  spot  of  its  origin.     [Applause.] 

The  Republican  Party  is  now  dead,  decapitated,  "blitz- 
krieged"  by  the  Power  Trust,  the  utility  Fascisti,  the  most 
ruthless  and  the  most  corrupt  combination  of  wealth  and 
power  this  country  has  ever  known.  It  is  the  greatest  racket 
of  modern  times.  It  has  gone  further  in  its  "fifth  column" 
methods,  in  its  violation  of  every  law  of  God  and  man,  to 
control  legislatures,  to  corrupt  courts,  to  intimidate  Gover- 
nors, to  rule  commissions,  to  control  Congressmen,  to  sub- 
sidize the  press,  to  deceive  the  public,  to  rob  the  users  of  elec- 
tric energy,  to  plunder  innocent  purchasers  through  watered 
stocks,  and  now  to  "blitzkrieg"  the  Republican  Party,  than  all 
the  other  debasing  influences  in  this  country  combined. 
[Applause.]  It  is  no  longer  the  Republican  Party;  it  is  now 
the  utility  Fascisti.  It  has  chosen  as  its  standard  bearer  a 
leader  of  the  Power  Trust,  the  Mussolini  of  this  utility  Fas- 
cist!, who  wUl  now  attempt  to  carry  the  Republican  banner, 
formerly  borne  by  Abraham  Lincoln  and  William  McKinley. 
I  wonder  how  that  is  going  to  look  to  the  honest.  God-fearing, 
liberty-loving,  conscientious  Republicans  from  one  end  of  this 
country  to  the  other. 

We  are  now  informed  by  their  new  propaganda  machine 
that  this  new  leader  who  was  nominated  a  few  nights  ago 
sprang  forth  upon  the  spur  of  the  moment,  and  that  the 
people  demanded  his  nomination.  What  nonsense.  About  a 
year  ago,  or  a  little  over,  I  made  a  short  statement  on  this 
floor,  which  I  ask  the  Clerk  to  read  in  my  time,  stating  the 
date. 

The  SPE.AKER.    Without  objection,  the  Clerk  will  read. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk.  In  the  House  of  Representatives.  Tuesday, 
May  23,  1939: 

Mr.  Rankin.  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the  press  reports  we  leam  that 
there  is  a  new  candidate  for  I>resident  on  the  Republican  ticket. 
Mr.  Wendell  L.  Willkie.  president  of  the  Commonwealth  &  South- 
ern, who  has  t)een  referred  to  as  the  fashion  plate  of  the  Power 
Trust. 

It  Is  not  surprising  to  find  that  the  utilities  now  demand  con- 
trol of  the  Republican  Party  and  that  one  of  their  moguls  be 
selected  as  its  candidate  for  the  Presidency.  It  Is  a  well-known 
rule  of  the  game  that  he  who  pays  the  fiddler  may  call  the  tune. 

Of  course,  if  he  is  nominated,  little  will  be  said  by  the  Republi- 
can press  about  his  connection  with  the  utilities. 

He  will  probably  be  heralded  as  a  friend  of  the  fanner — the 
farmers'  candidate. 

There  Is  one  thing  about  It.  If  he  should  be  nominated  and 
elected,  the  country  would  then  have  a  President  who  can  teac2i 


the  American  farmers  how  to  water  the  stock  and  shear  the  sheep. 
(Applause.) 

[Applause  and  laughter.] 

Mr.  RANKIN.  You  have  got  him — or  he  has  got  you. 
[Laughter.] 

Unless  the  Republicans  now  decide  to  hold  a  convention 
and  nominate  a  candidate  for  President,  your  party  is  gone; 
the  G.  O.  P.  is  dead. 

Where  were  you  Republicans  who  have  been  talking  about 
the  farmers  during  this  "blitzkrieg"?  I  read  your  platform 
and  I  am  going  to  refer  to  it.  I  read  it  twice.  I  read  the  one 
that  you  wrote,  and  then  the  one  that  was  adopted  after 
Wall  Street  had  it  corrected.  There  is  not  a  word  in  that 
platform  about  rural  electriflcation,  the  one  thing  in  which 
the  farmers  are  most  interested.  [Applause  on  the  Republi- 
can side.]  I  note  that  the  Wall  Street  wing  of  the  Republi- 
cans applauded  that  statement,  because  you  are  opposed  to 
rural  electrification;  you  want  to  destroy  rural  electrification, 
the  greatest  thing  that  has  yet  been  done  for  the  American 
farmers. 

You  have  made  the  issue:  we  gladly  accept  it.  The  power 
question  is  the  major  issue  in  this  campaign.  It  is  the 
greatest  domestic  issue  now  before  the  American  people.  We 
accept  that  challenge,  and  we  will  meet  you  in  every  State 
in  the  Union,  and  when  we  get  through  you  will  probably 
have  Maine  and  Vermont  left,  but  I  doubt  it. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield?     Is  the  gentleman  sure? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Oh,  you  may  have  a  part  of  New  Jersey 
left,  but  not  all  of  it.    I  am  sorry  I  cannot  yield. 

These  peace-loving  Republicans  who  left  here  a  few  days 
ago  with  a  platform  already  prepared  to  keep  this  country 
out  of  war,  and  to  guarantee  that  our  boys  should  never  be 
sent  "to  shed  their  blood  on  foreign  soil,"  went  to  Philadel- 
phia and  introduced  that  plank,  and  even  got  it  adopted  by 
the  platform  committee,  I  believe;  but.  lo  and  behold,  it  did 
not  suit  Wall  Street;  it  did  not  suit  the  House  of  Morgan: 
it  did  not  suit  somebody  high  up  in  the  international  finan- 
cial circles,  and  they  made  you  change  it  and  adopt  one  that 
says  nothing  and  means  nothing. 

I  notice  that  after  that  platform  was  adopted  and  the  can- 
didate was  nominated,  it  was  stated  that  London  was  highly 
gratified;  that  it  meant  we  were  going  into  war  as  soon  as  the 
election  was  over.  I  tuned  in  on  Berlin  and  heard  that  Ger- 
many was  also  gratified;  so  I  began  to  wonder  which  side  of 
the  war  we  were  going  in  on.  But  it  finally  dawned  on  me 
that  Wall  Street  controlled  both  broadcasters  that  are  feed- 
ing us  the  echoes  from  New  York  through  both  London  and 
Berlin,  as  well  as  through  Paris  and  Rome.  They  want  to 
get  us  into  the  war,  even  if  it  is  lost,  in  order  to  unload  their 
losses  onto  this  Government,  as  they  did  before — during  the 
Mellon  regime. 

My  distinguished  friend.  Senator  McNary,  who  had  come 
back  home  in  utter  di.'^gust.  was  called  up  and  pleaded  with 
to  take  the  place  as  next  ex-candidate  for  Vice  President  on 
the  Republican  ticket.  He  finally  consented,  saying,  "I'll  be 
a  good  soldier."  Which  was  like  saying,  "Yes;  I'll  be  a  pall- 
bearer; it  is  a  debt  we  all  have  to  pay." 

They  said  that  would  balance  the  ticket.  I  wonder  if  that 
Is  their  idea  of  balancing  the  Budget?  It  reminds  me  of  the 
old  mess  sergeant  in  the  Army  who  stole  all  the  funds  and 
then  made  some  hash  out  of  dead  mule.  He  said  it  was 
half-and-half  hash;  half  chicken  and  half  mule,  because  he 
said  he  used  one  chicken  and  one  mule  in  making  it. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  McNary  could  no  more  balance  all  the  evils  of  the  Power 
Trust  that  you  are  going  to  have  to  carry  in  this  campaign 
than  the  now  deceased  Repubhcan  elephant  could  have  hung 
to  a  horizontal  bar  by  its  eyebrows. 

By  the  way.  the  Republican  elephant  died  while  this  "blitz- 
krieg" was  in  session  at  Philadelphia.  You  know,  they  took 
the  biggest  elephant  in  America  up  to  Philadelphia  to  show 
him  off,  but  when  he  found  out  what  was  going  on,  as  the  old 
Negro  said.  "He  up  and  died."    Then  they  picked  out  one  in 
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Pittsburgh,  and  he  took  the  hint  and  died  also.  But  that  Is  all 
right;  they  will  not  need  the  elephant  any  more.  They  will 
have  to  use  the  octopus  instead  of  the  elephant  as  a  campaign 
emblem — representing  the  Power  Trust,  that  sprawls  over  the 
Nation  like  a  huge  octopus,  and  runs  its  loathsome  tentacles 
into  every  home  that  uses  electricity,  into  every  business  es- 
tablishment, and  into  every  factory  that  uses  electric  power. 
They  should  turn  the  pictures  of  Lincoln,  McKinley,  and 
Borah  to  the  wall,  and  replace  them  with  the  pictures  of 
Insull.  Hopson,  and  Willkie. 

We  are  glad  to  accept  the  issue.  You  have  been  making  It 
a  long  time,  but  some  of  you  evidently  thought  you  would  get 
away  from  It  when  you  got  to  Philadelphia — from  the  way 
you  booed  the  name  of  Willkie.  We  heard  you ;  we  knew  your 
voices.  We  were  like  the  Irishman  was  when  the  horsefly 
got  after  him  and  he  thought  it  was  a  hornet.  He  said. 
"Ah.  you  have  changed  your  suit,  but  I  know  your  voice." 
[Laughter.]  You  booed  like  everything  when  his  name  was 
mentioned,  but  when  the  word  came  down  from  Wall  Street. 
"You  will  either  take  him  or  you  will  not  get  any  campaign 
funds,"  there  was  a  different  cry;  you  "first  endured,  then 
pitied,  then  embraced." 

The  old-line  Republicans  who  have  fought  the  battles 
throughout  all  these  years  were  discarded,  kicked  out.  Even 
that  great  able  leader  from  the  far  West.  ex-President  Herbert 
Hoover,  made  one  of  the  greatest  speeches  ever  delivered 
before  a  Republican  convention;  and  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
take  the  hide  off  of  us  where  he  thought  it  was  due.  Probably 
we  deserved  some  of  it,  not  all  of  it.  Among  other  things,  he 
urged  you  to  "hold  an  election  and  not  an  auction." 

Poor  fellow ;  he  evidently  did  not  know  that  the  auction  had 
already  been  held.  When  he  found  it  out  he  went  fishing. 
[Laughter.] 

The  distinguished  gentleman  from  Ohio.  Senator  Taft,  my 
good  personal  friend.  Senator  Vandenberg,  of  Michigan,  and 
Mr.  Dewey,  of  New  York — they  were  all  thrown  aside  by  tills 
Power  Trust  Pasclstl  that  had  been  organizing  for  more  than 
a  year  to  nominate  your  candidate.  You  have  made  the 
power  question  the  chief  issue  in  tills  campaign,  and.  as  I 
said,  we  gladly  accept  It. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  has  done  more  for  the  power  con- 
sumers of  America  than  any  other  man  who  has  ever  been 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  if  he  will  accept  the 
nomination  he  will  sweep  the  country  in  the  November  elec- 
tion.    [Applause.] 

Millions  of  farm  homes  are  now  electrified  which  would 
never  have  had  electric  lights  even  If  It  had  not  been  for 
him.  If  tills  Willkie  ticket  should  be  elected  we  know  what 
it  would  do.  It  would  stop  this  program  of  niral  electrifica- 
tion and  those  farms  which  we  have  not  already  reached 
would  be  forever  left  in  the  dark. 

Do  you  know  how  Uils  thing  was  done?  The  power  Inter- 
ests are  collecting  in  overcharges  more  than  $1,000,000,000  a 
year  from  the  light  and  power  consumers,  and  this  great 
Pasclstl,  known  as  the  Power  Trust,  that  is  now  dominating 
so  many  States  In  the  Union,  is  attempting  to  get  control  of 
the  Federal  Government.  The  people  you  were  sent  here  to 
represent  are  paying  these  overcharges — paying  through  the 
nose. 

When  you  find  a  newspaper  that  is  not  subsidized,  directly 
or  indirectly,  you  will  invariably  find  one  that  is  now  sup- 
porting the  Democratic  ticket  and  the  Democratic  candidates. 
All  those  telegrams  that  came  into  the  convention  were  in- 
spired or  prepared  by  this  outfit.  It  Is  the  old  trick,  the 
same  thing  they  did  here  when  they  were  fighting  the  hold- 
ing-company bill.  They  even  had  their  hired  henchmen  to 
pack  the  galleries  of  your  convention.  They  had  people  to 
send  you  telegrams  who  never  beard  of  you  or  Willkie  either 
one,  to  try  to  make  you  believe  it  was  a  spontaneous  upris- 
ing; that  the  people  were  demanding  ttiis  man,  who,  as  I  said, 
has  been  the  front,  the  glamor  boy.  for  the  greatest,  most 
powerful,  and  most  corrupt  combination  of  wealth  and  Influ- 
ence tills  Nation  has  ever  seen. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    I  yield  for  a  question. 


Mr.  McGRANERY.  Did  the  gentleman  observe  that  In  the 
telegrams  that  were  sent  to  the  delegates  at  the  Republican 
convention  the  same  grammatical  errors  were  in  each  of  the 
telegrams,  covering  thousands? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Yes;  I  understand  that  Is  true.  I  under- 
stand the  same  words  were  spelled  wrong  in  a  whole  series  of 
telegrams.  For  Instance,  some  would  spell  Willkie 
"W-i-1-c-h-k-e,"  the  way  liis  father  used  to  spell  It  when  he 
first  came  over  from  Germany. 

This  Is  the  first  candidate  ever  nominated  for  President  by 
either  party  who  never  had  a  relative  in  the  Revolutionary 
War  and  never  had  one  on  either  side  in  the  Qvll  War. 
Without  such  a  combination  as  tills  he  never  could  have  been 
nominated  in  a  single  State  in  the  Union,  much  less  at  a  na- 
tional convention. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  The  gentleman  will  remind  the  House 
that  tills  gentleman  served  in  the  World  War  and  is  an  ex- 
service  man. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  That  Is  right.  So  did  Mussolini.  [Ap- 
plause.] They  were  both  fighting  on  our  side  then.  But  I 
am  talking  about  what  they  have  done  since  the  war. 

I  want  to  show  you  where  the  money  is  coming  from  to  pay 
for  tills  propaganda — and  I  mean  tills  in  all  seriousness. 

I  have  fought  this  battle  of  the  power  consumers  on  this 
floor  for  more  than  10  years. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    For  a  question  only. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  If  I  were  going  to  run  on 
the  Democratic  ticket 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Oh,  that  would  be  Impossible.  I  did  not 
yield  for  such  a  statement. 

I  have  no  personal  feeling  against  Mr.  Willkie.  I  know  him. 
But  I  am  opposed  to  the  tilings  for  wliich  he  stands.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  system  he  represents  and  that  forced  his  nomi- 
nation. I  am  opposed  to  this  gigantic  utility  fascisti  that  is 
trying  to  dominate  the  American  Government  and  the  Amer- 
ican people,  that  is  wringing  from  them  in  ruthless  over- 
charges hundreds  of  millions,  yes,  a  billion  dollars,  a  year 
for  electric  lights  and  power. 

It  is  the  estimate  of  every  man  to  whom  I  have  talked  tliat 
the  campaign  for  tills  nomination  cost  millions  of  dollars. 
Where  did  that  money  come  from?  Oh,  you  investigated  the 
Long  maciiine  in  Louisiana.  You  said  as  "honest  Repub- 
licans" you  demanded  it.  I  am  not  against  you  personally 
because  you  are  Republicans.  I  respect  your  integrity  when 
you  manifest  it.  But  if  you  are  sincere,  you  should  demand 
an  investigation  of  that  affair  at  Philadelptiia.  You  should 
demand  such  an  investigation  just  as  you  demanded  an  in- 
vestigation in  Louisiana,  in  Georgia,  and  in  other  places. 
Why  pass  the  Hatch  Act  to  close  the  mouth  of  every  Federal 
or  State  employee  and  then  turn  your  party  and  your  Govern- 
ment over  to  the  hirelings  of  this  supergovemment  known 
as  the  Power  Trust — the  utility  fascisti? 

Wliy  prosecute  Hopson?  Why  prosecute  one  of  these  hold- 
ing companies  for  using  the  mails  to  defraud  in  unloading 
their  watered  stock,  and  let  the  others  escape?  Why  perse- 
cute one  and  sanctify  another?  As  I  stated,  the  money  tiiat 
goes  into  tills  campaign  will  be  wrung  from  the  power  con- 
sumers from  Maine  to  Mexico.  As  Woodrow  Wilson  said  in 
connection  with  priming  the  old  pump— 

We  always  notice  that  the  water  we  pour  in  Is  the  first  to  come  out. 

They  know  tills  slush  fund  will  come  back  and  that  your 
constituents  will  pay  It — ^tiirough  the  nose. 

I  am  going  to  show  you  what  the  people  of  each  State  pay, 
how  they  are  overcharged,  and  I  am  not  going  to  use  the 
T.  V.  A.  rates  for  comparison.  I  am  going  to  use  the  rates 
of  the  Tacoma,  Wash.,  system,  wiiich  has  alxiut  $26,000,000 
invested.  It  has  paid  that  down  to  where  It  now  owes  only 
alMut  $4,000,000. 

Tacoma  has  the  lowest  electric  rates  in  the  United  States. 
They  are  gradually  paying  out.  Yet  Tacoma  h;-s  tiie  iiighest 
investment  for  the  number  of  people  served  of  any  public 
power  system  in  the  whole  ootmtry.    I  am  going  to  use 
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Tacoma's  rates,  and  I  call  the  attention  of  you  gentlemen 
from  the  various  States  to  the  overcharges  your  people  are 
paying  now.  If  this  ticket  should  win.  they  would  pay  it 
from  now  on.  The  Commonwealth  b  Southern  has  been  try- 
ing to  destroy  rural  electrification  by  spite  lines  in  the  various 
States.  Our  rural  electrification  program,  which  this  very 
outfit  Mr.  Willkie  heads  has  been  trying  to  destroy,  and  all 
Its  aflaiiates  have  been  trying  to  destroy,  would  come  to  a 
standstill.  Your  farmers  then  might  as  well  close  the  door  so 
far  as  the  futm-e  development  of  rural  electrification  is  con- 
cerned— the  greatest  blessing  that  has  ever  been  brought  to 
the  farmers  of  this  Nation  by  any  administration. 

The  Tacoma  system  pays  a  higher  rate  of  taxes  than  is 
paid  by  the  average  private  power  company,  and  then  makes 
a  large  cash  contribution  to  the  city. 

.  This  is  not  a  power-producing  company  you  are  fooling 
with  now — this  Commonwealth  &  Southern.  It  is  a  hold- 
ing company,  a  bleeding  company,  that  sprawls  from  Michi- 
gan to  Alabama.  It  reaches  down  and  sucks  the  economic  life 
blood  out  of  the  power  consumers.  It  is  at)solutely  useless, 
it  exists  in  violation  of  the  common  law,  and  never  could 
have  existed  in  this  country  if  the  State  of  New  Jersey  had 
not  broken  over  in  1889  and  legalized  them  after  they  had 
been  condemned  by  the  British  courts  for  a  thousand  years. 
Under  the  common  law  one  corporation  cannot  hold  stock 
in  another.  The  President  said  of  them  in  1932  that  they 
were  useless  holding  companies  whose  oflBcials  raise  their 
high  salaries  higher,  which  he  branded  as  a  form  of  "thievery 
within  the  law." 

All  the  money  to  sustain  them  comes  out  of  the  masses  of 
the  American  people,  those  who  use  electricity.  Let  us  see 
how  much  this  amounts  to,  let  us  see  where  it  comes  from, 
and.  as  I  stated.  I  am  comparing  these  rates  with  the  Tacoma 
rates  which  we  are  trying  to  put  into  effect  at  Bonneville  and 
Grand  Coulee  on  the  Colimibia  River. 

nxiNois 

Let  us  take  first  the  State  of  Illinois.  The  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen],  I  understand,  is 
going  to  speak  later  today  and  I  just  wonder  if  he  would 
mind  explaining  to  the  people  of  Illinois  why  it  is  that  ac- 
cording to  these  Tacoma  rates  his  people  were  overcharged 
$85,480,273  for  their  electric  lights  and  power  in  the  year 
1938?  -In  1939  it  was  just  as  bad.  What  does  this  mean? 
They  have  reached  down  into  the  pockets  of  every  man  who 
turns  an  electric  switch  in  Illinois.  The  laborer  who  plods 
his  weary  way  home  at  night,  seeking  a  bath,  a  change  of 
clothes,  so  that  he  may  spend  the  evening  with  his  family  in 
peace  and  quiet,  is  denied  the  use  of  those  appliances  that  go 
to  make  his  home  comfortable  and  attractive,  in  order  that 
the  money  may  go  to  maintain  this  supergovemment  that  is 
today  controlling  a  majority  of  the  States  of  this  Union 
directly  or  indirectly,  and  has  now  taken  over  what  was  left 
of  the  Republican  Party. 

There  is  also  the  little  merchant  down  on  the  comer,  strug- 
gling for  a  living,  who  already  pays  more  kinds  of  taxes  than 
almost  any  other  man  alive.  He  is  robbed  of  more  than  100 
percent  in  overcharges  every  time  he  pays  an  electric  bill  in 
order  that  it  may  go  to  sustain  this  great  supergovemment. 
I  will  put  the  rates  in  for  every  community  in  the  State  of 
Illinois  later.  They  can  generate  power  in  Illinois  with 
Illinois  coal  and  distribute  it  without  loss  to  the  power  con- 
sumers of  that  great  State  at  the  T.  V.  A.  rates,  or  at  the 
Tacoma  rates,  and  make  an  adequate  return  on  legitimate 
Investments.  Illinois  is  one  of  the  States  in  which  Mr. 
Willkie's  Commonwealth  &  Southern  operates. 

PENNSTLVAMTA 

Let  us  turn  to  Pennsylvania,  where  this  thing  was  per- 
petrated. We  find  that  although  Pennsylvania  is  rich  in 
water  power,  although  Pennsylvania  is  rich  in  coal,  although 
Pennsylvania  is  rich  in  oil,  although  waterpower  is  being 
sold  wholesale  by  one  private  company  to  another  in  Pennsyl- 
vania at  cheaper  rates  than  it  is  being  sold  wholesale  in  the 
Tennessee  Valley.  3^t  the  people  in  Pennsylvania,  according 
to  these  Tacoma  rates,  where  they  have  such  an  enormous 
investment,  were  overcharged  $105,004,244  for  electric  lights 


and  power  in  1938.    Every  man  who  turns  a  switch,  every  little 
industry,  every  merchant  in  Peimsylvania  has  it  to  pay. 

ICINKESOTA 

I  heard  the  voice  of  the  Governor  of  Minnesota,  and  as  I 
listened  to  him  there  came  ringing  down  through  the  cen- 
turies the  words  of  the  greatest  philosopher  of  all  time: 

But  man.  proud  man. 

Drest  In  a  little  brief  authority. 

Most  Ignorant  of  what  he's  most  asstired. 

His  glassy  essence,  like  an  angry  ape. 

Plays  such  fantastic  tricks  before  high  heaven 

As  make  the  angels  weep. 

He  was  describing  the  Giovernor  of  Minnesota  in  advance. 

Let  us  see  what  is  happening  to  Minnesota.  In  the  State 
of  Minnesota — I  do  not  want  to  get  you  mixed  up  with  Michi- 
gan, because  Michigan  is  worse,  if  possible,  than  Minnesota — 
where  you  would  not  have  had  any  rural  power  at  all  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  Roosevelt  administration.  I  wish  you  could 
read  the  mail  I  get  from  the  farmers  in  Minnesota.  The  peo- 
ple of  Minnesota  were  overcharged  for  electric  lights  and 
power,  according  to  the  Tacoma  rates,  where,  as  I  said,  they 
have  the  greatest  investment  for  the  amount  of  power  pro- 
duced of  any  public  power  system  in  America,  the  people  of 
Minnesota,  in  1938,  paid  tribute  in  the  amovmt  of  $20,335,981 
in  overcharges  for  electric  lights  and  power.  That  is  even 
taking  it  from  the  farmers,  because  we  Democrats  have  electri- 
fied thousands  of  farm  homes  in  that  State.  If  you  had 
nominated  a  good  Republican — I  mean  a  good  Republican — 
and  he  had  been  elected,  he  would  probably  have  gone  along 
with  us,  but  they  shut  the  door  in  your  faces. 

WISCONSIN 

Let  me  say  to  my  smiling  genial  friend  from  Wisconsin 
I  Mr.  ScHAFER]  with  whom  we  all  commiserate,  that  in 
Wisconsin,  where  we  have  also  built  thousands  of  miles  of 
rural  power  lines  reaching  those  farmers  out  there  without 
your  help,  you  men  on  the  Republican  side  before  this  "blitz- 
krieg" have  opposed  rural  electrification,  as  a  rule. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  There  are  a  few  of  you — possibly  a  dozen, 
who  have  gone  along  with  us.  I  hope  to  find  time  to  complete 
a  volume  which  I  have  been  writing  to  show  the  American 
people  what  electricity  is  worth,  what  it  should  cost  them. 
I  had  hoped  to  make  it  short  enough  for  them  to  read  it,  and 
write  it  in  terms  they  can  understand. 

The  people  in  Wisconsin  in  1938  were  overcharged 
$26,144,710. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield  on  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    For  a  question;  yes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  1938  electric  rates  In 
Wisconsin  were  determined  and  regulated  by  the  La  Follette- 
progressive  controlled  Wisconsin  Public  Service  Commission. 
The  La  Pollette  machine  is  a  great  cog  of  the  New  Deal 
political  machine,  so  do  not  blame  Willkie  or  the  Republican 
Party,  but  blame  your  New  Deal  progressive  division  in 
Wisconsin  if  the  people  of  Wisconsin  have  been  overcharged. 
I  believe  the  gentleman's  figures  are  incorrect. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  thank  the  gentleman,  because  if  it  had 
not  been  for  that  it  would  probably  have  been  $40,000,000. 
[Laughter.] 

MICHIGAN 

Now,  let  us  see  about  Michigan.  Wisconsin  and  Michigan 
are  right  close  together.  Let  us  see  what  the  people  of 
Michigan  are  overcharged.  In  1938  the  people  of  the  State 
of  Michigan  were  overcharged  for  electric  lights  and  power 
$49,415,023.    I  do  not  suppose  La  Follettb  did  that,  did  he? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    For  a  question. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Will  the  gentleman  put  into  that  book 
the  fact  that  the  Michigan  residents  pay  in  $263  per  capita 
and  Mississippi  $12  per  capita? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    No;  I  do  not  want  to  exaggerate. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Those  are  Government  figures. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Oh.  no.  I  do  not  think  you  are  over- 
charged to  that  extent. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Yes,  they  are 
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Mr.  RANKIN.  We  are  going  to  give  you  a  chance  to  ex- 
plain to  the  people  at  home.  We  have  the  radio  now  that 
reaches  these  victims,  and  we  are  going  to  lay  these  facts 
before  them. 

We  are  going  to  be  on  that  radio  from  now  on.  We  are 
going  to  give  the  American  people  the  facts.    [Applause.! 

NTW    TOKK 

Now,  let  us  take  the  State  of  New  York,  and  by  the  way, 
there  are  some  things  I  would  like  to  comment  on,  but  I  am 
afraid  of  my  time.  Let  us  take  the  State  of  New  York  where, 
with  all  the  battles  we  have  waged  in  that  State,  in  1938  the 
power  constmiers  of  the  State  of  New  York  were  overcharged 
$179,861,683.  and  yet  there  is  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  there  is 
the  Niagara  River,  and  other  streams  in  that  State;  and,  by 
the  way.  if  they  had  got  their  power  In  New  York  State  at 
the  same  rates  they  are  getting  it  in  Ontario,  which  is  just 
across  the  river,  power  half  of  which  belongs  to  the  people  of 
New  York — If  they  had  got  their  power  at  those  rates  they 
would  have  saved  $176,683,082  a  year.  Do  you  know  what 
that  means?  That  means  that  the  poor  people  in  the  State 
of  New  York,  as  in  your  States,  are  denied  the  use  of  enough 
electricity  to  really  enjoy  it. 

I  am  trying  to  save  you.  You  cannot  hurt  me.  I  know  it 
Is  the  threat  of  Wendell  Willkie's  crowd  that  they  will  destroy 
the  T.  V.  A.  They  do  not  stand  any  more  chance  of  destroy- 
ing the  T.  V.  A.  as  long  as  civilized  America  lasts,  than 
Gov.  Bob  Taylor's  gutta-percha  dog  did  to  catch  an  asbestos 
cat  In  hades.     [Laughter  and  applause.] 

We  are  getting  our  power  today  at  what  It  Is  worth,  while 
the  people  in  your  States  are  not.  They  are  the  ones  who  are 
pa3ring  these  tremendous  overcharges.  For  the  first  time, 
millions  of  farmers  in  this  country  are  getting  power  with 
which  to  light  their  homes  and  to  pump  their  water  and  to 
use  their  refrigerators,  a  luxury  they  never  knew  l)efore  and 
never  would  have  known,  at  least  during  this  generation.  If 
it  had  not  been  for  this  administration;  also  vacuum  cleaners, 
washing  machines,  and  electric  Irons  to  lift  from  the  shoul- 
ders of  the  housewives  the  tremendous  burdens  of  drudgery 
under  which  they  have  struggled  since  the  beginning  of  time, 
and  this  applies  to  the  womenfolks  of  the  toiling  families  in 
the  congested  cities  Just  the  same  as  it  does  on  the  farms. 

ICASSACHtTSXTTS 

But  let  US  take  some  more  of  these  States.  Let  us  come 
down  to  Massachusetts.  Oh,  I  heard  the  voice  of  Massachu- 
setts, with  that  old  New  England  brogue,  holler  "Willkie" 
[laughter];  and  I  turned  to  the  record  and  looked,  and  I 
found  that  the  people  in  Massachusetts,  a  great  State,  one  of 
the  Original  Thirteen  States,  were  overcharged  in  1938. 
$51,278,061.  and  I  wondered  if  they  knew. 

What  they  hope  to  do  is  to  subsidize  the  press  and  monopo- 
lize the  radio  and  keep  us  from  telling  the  American  people 
the  truth  about  what  electricity  Is  worth  and  how  much  they 
are  being  overcharged  and  what  can  be  done  to  supply  It  to 
them  at  reasonable  rates.  But  let  us  move  out  into  the  great 
tribute." 

i  OHIO 

Suppose  we  take  Indiana.    We  find  that  out  there  In  that 

great  State  of  Indiana,  where  they  are  clamoring  for  rural 

electrification,  where  they  are  clamoring  for  cheaper  electric 

rates,  in  1938  they  were  overcharged  $30,325,918.    Have  you 

seen  the  market  today?    That  is  the   price  of  40.000,000 

bushels  of  wheat  on  today's  market.    That  Is  the  price  of 

50,000,000  bushels  of  corn  on  today's  market.    The  people  of 

Indiana  are  called  upon  to  pay  tribute,  for  which  they  get 

nothing  in  return,  that  amotmts  to  hauling  in  40,000,000 

bushels  of  wheat,  or  50,000.000  bushels  of  corn,  piling  it  up  in 

Indianapolis,  and  saying  to  the  utilities.  "Here  is  our  annual 

Middle  West. 

nrDiAN* 

Let  US  go  a  little  further  and  take  Ohio.  Ah,  some  fellow 
from  Ohio,  one  of  our  good  friends,  for  whom  I  have  great 
admiration,  said  the  other  day  that  Cincinnati  had  very  cheap 
rates.  Why?  Because  we  were  threatening  to  build  a  T.  V.  A. 
power  Une  across  the  State  of  Ohio  to  supply  the  farmers 
of  that  State,  and  the  people  In  Cincinnati  were  demanding 
to  be  hooked  on,  and  for  that  reason  the  power  company  that 


serves  Cincinnati  reduced  its  rates  to  less  than  half  of  what 
they  are  charging  In  nearby  towns. 

We  are  publishing  a  rate  book  now  which  gives  the  rates 
in  every  community  in  America,  and  I  am  not  guessing  at 
this,  because  I  have  checked  It  within  the  last  3  days. 

Let  us  see  what  Ohio  Is  paying  in  overcharges.  In  1938  the 
people  of  the  State  of  Ohio  paid  in  overcharges  for  electric 
lights  and  power  $63,968,130.  Sixty-three  million  dollars. 
The  price  of  100,000,000  bushels  of  corn,  the  price  of  80.000.000 
bushels  of  wheat — twice  sis  much  wheat  as  Ohio  makes.  I 
am  trsring  to  bring  this  home  to  you  because  I  do  not  believe 
that  you  gentlemen  realize  what  a  stupendous  robbery  of  the 
unprotected  power  consumers  of  America  is  now  taking  place. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman 3^eld? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Yes;  for  a  question. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Cincinnati.  Is  not  that  the 
home  of  their  favorite  son,  whom  the  Republican  Party  re- 
pudiated the  other  day  at  Philadelphia? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  You  refer  to  Senator  Tatt.  No;  the  Re- 
publican Party  is  still  with  him.  but  the  "blitzkrieg"  got  him. 
[Laughter.] 

MEW    JZRSET 

Take  the  State  of  New  Jersey.  In  New  Jersey  they  were 
overcharged,  in  1938.  $55,574,610. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man jield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    For  a  question. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Will  the  gentleman  also  put 
in  that  book  of  his  the  overcharge  by  the  most  corrupt,  in- 
efficient, and  un-American  national  administration  that  we 
have  ever  had 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Oh,  no;  he  is  not  going  to  bo  elected — ^Mr. 
Willkie  will  never  be  elected — and  that  is  unnecessary.  And 
another  tiling,  I  am  not  going  back  to  attack  the  Harding 
administration.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Yes;  for  a  question. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  To  ask  the  gentleman  If  last  year,  when 
we  all  thought  it  was  fantastic,  if  he  did  not  on  this  floor 
state  that  Wendell  Willkie  was  then  seeking  nomination  for 
President? 

Mr.  RANK3N.    Oh,  yes;  I  read  that  Into  the  Record  today. 

coNNEcncxrr 

Let  us  now  take  up  the  small  State  of  Connecticut.  In  1938 
the  people  of  Connecticut  were  overcharged  $22,494,401.  It  Is 
no  wonder  your  industries  are  moving  away — no  wonder  they 
are  going  to  some  places  where  they  can  get  cheaper  power. 

IOWA 

Let  us  take  Iowa.  Iowa  ought  to  be  one  of  the  richest 
States  in  this  Union,  because  it  has  about  the  richest  land. 
The  people  of  Iowa  are  clamoring  for  rural  electrification. 
Last  year  they  were  overcharged  $17,446,385,  or  the  value  of 
30,000,000  bushels  of  com,  their  greatest  crop. 

KANSAS 

The  people  of  Kansas  were  overcharged  $13,209,420  for 
electricity  in  1938.  Do  you  think  they  want  to  continue  to 
pay  that  tribute  for  all  time? 

KENTUCKY 

The  people  of  Kentucky  were  overcharged  In  1938,  accord- 
ing to  these  Tacoma  rates,  $11,520,461.  Remember,  the 
Tacoma  plant  paid  more  taxes,  according  to  the  power  sold, 
than  do  the  private  power  companies  throughout  the  Nation. 

Power  can  be  produced  in  Kentucky  with  Kentucky  coal,  or 
Kentucky  water  power,  and  distributed  at  the  Tacoma  rates, 
without  loss  on  legitimate  investments. 

LOXnSIANA 

The  people  of  Louisiana  were  overcharged  $7,818,538  in 
1938.  The  same  power  company  that  wrings  these  enormous 
overcharges  from  the  helpless  consumers  in  Louisiana  gen- 
erates electricity  with  Louisiana  gas,  transmits  it  up  into 
Arkansas,  and  sells  it  wholesale  at  2.2  mills  a  kilowatt -hour. 
Ic  could  be  distributed  all  over  Louisiana  at  the  T.  V.  A.  rates, 
or  at  the  Tacoma  rates,  without  loss  to  legitimate  investors. 
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UTSsoina 

The  people  of  Missouri  paid  overcharges  for  electric  light 
and  power  in  1938  amounting  to  $26,520,299.  The  farmers  in 
Missouri  are  begging  for  electricity.  Although  more  of  them 
are  getting  power  as  a  result  of  rural  electrification  than  ever 
before,  there  are  still  thousands  who  are  getting  none  at  all. 

What  does  it  all  mean?  It  means  that  the  American  people 
are  in  bondage  to  the  Power  Trust,  this  huge  octopus,  thi3 
huge  organization  that  dominated  the  other  night  in  the 
nomination  of  a  candidate  for  the  Presidency,  an  organiza- 
tion that  reaches  out  and  takes  from  the  American  people, 
the  helpless  people  of  America,  a  dividend  of  a  billion  dollars 
a  year  in  overcharges. 

Mr.  KEEFE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    For  a  question. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  rate-making  authori- 
ties that  establish  the  rates  the  gentleman  contends  repre- 
sent overcharges  are  in  the  hands  of  public-utility  commis- 
sions in  practically  all  of  these  States? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  And.  as  a  rule,  those  State  commissions  are 
dominated  by  this  same  fascistl.  [Applause  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr.  KEblFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
further? 

Mr.  RANKIN.     Yes. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  The  gentleman  has  referred  to  the  State  of 
New  York,  which  has  been  in  the  hands,  first,  of  Alfred  E. 
Smith,  as  Governor,  then  of  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  as  Gov- 
ernor, and  now  of  Herbert  Lehman,  as  Governor — three  Demo- 
cratic administrations.  Does  the  gentleman  contend  that  the 
utility  commissioners  appointed  by  those  Governors  are  also 
controlled  by  the  Power  Trust? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  gentleman  can  make  it  four  Demo- 
cratic administrations,  because  we  will  elect  another  one  tnis 
year,  and  then  when  we  get  a  Democratic  Congress  that  will 
go  with  us  we  will  develop  the  St.  Lawrence  and  also  establish 
an  authority  on  the  Niagara  River  that  will  protect  the  people 
of  New  York  from  these  overcharges. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  The  gentleman  does  not  contend  we  have  not 
had  a  Democratic  Congress  since  1933.  does  he? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  No;  but  I  contend  that  we  will  have  another 
one  next  year;  prokwbly  a  bigger  majority  than  we  have  now. 
I  like  you  gentlemen  personally,  and  this  applies  especially  to 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  who  just  ad- 
dressed me.  I  have  said  that  the  Republican  Party  in  all  its 
history  had  not  sent  a  better  crowd  of  young  men  to  Congress 
than  the  ones  who  came  in  2  years  ago.  You  have  ability; 
you  have  stamina;  but  3^u  have  muffed  this  one  question,  the 
power  issue,  and  now  you  find  yourselves  with  this  anvil  tied 
about  your  necks.  You  are  not  responsible  for  it ;  you  did  not 
nominate  this  candidate.  My  friend  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Keefk]  did  not  nominate  him,  either. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  KEEFE.    The  gentleman  has  read  some  of  the  papers. 

Mr.  RANKIN.     Yes;  I  knew  in  advance. 

NTW  HAMFSHOX,  MAINX,  AND  VESMOITT 

Now  let  us  take  some  of  these  other  States.  Here  is  New 
Hampshire,  one  of  the  smallest  States  In  the  Union,  over- 
charged $5,517,000;  Maine  overcharged  $7,708,538;  Vermont 
overcharged  $3,622,074.  Those  States  have  natural  water- 
power.  It  is  the  only  natural  resource  they  have  outside  of 
the  soil.  New  England  has  no  coal;  It  has  no  oil;  it  has  very 
little  wood.  This  waterpower  is  about  all  you  have  left;  yet 
this  very  outfit  that  today  is  trying  to  dominate  America  1a 
robbing  the  people  of  New  England  of  this  great  natural 
resource  and  denying  it  to  the  people  of  those  States. 

Mr.  KEEFE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  us  the  overcharge  in 
the  State  of  Mississippi.  If  any? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Yes;  the  overcharges  for  1938  in  Mississippi 
amounted  to  $5,682,532.  according  to  the  Tacoma  rates. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  that.  Will  the 
gentleman  please  answer  this  question — he  did  not  answer 
my  other  one. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    I  want  to  finish  this. 


Mr.  KEEFE.  Will  the  gentleman  please  answer  this:  Can 
the  gentleman  tell  us  what  he  can  do  down  in  Mississippi  any 
more  than  can  be  done  in  New  York  and  all  these  other 
states  to  reduce  that  overcharge,  and  what  is  the  gentleman 
doing  to  take  care  of  his  constituents  in  Mississippi? 

Mr.  RAJJKIN.  Yes;  I  have  taken  care  of  the  situation  in 
my  own  district,  but  there  are  sections  of  the  State  that  are 
less  fortunate.  This  year  the  overcharges  in  my  district  wiU 
be  entirely  eliminated,  saving  the  people  of  the  district  ap- 
proximately $2,000,000.  But  the  Commonwealth  ii  Southern, 
which  is  fimning  Mr.  Willkie  for  President  on  this  new 
ticket,  owns  the  power  facilities  in  the  southeastern  portion 
of  Mississippi,  where  they  charge  outrageously  high  rates  for 
their  electricity. 

We  buy  it  wholesale,  where  I  live,  for  5  mills  and  distribute 
it  at  the  standard  T.  V.  A.  yardstick  rates.  The  Mississippi 
Power  Co.  buys  it  from  another  power  company  at  4.1  mills, 
but  when  they  get  through  delivering  it  to  the  ultimate  con- 
sumer they  overcharge  them  about  100  percent  or  a  little  more. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  say  that  the 
power  company  owns  the  Democratic  Party  in  the  State  of 
Mississippi,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  in  all  of  these  other 
States,  where  they  have  had  Democratic  administrations 
under  able  leadership,  and  have  stopped  the  possibility  of 
cutting  these  overcharges? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  No;  the  Power  Trust  does  not  own  the 
Democratic  Party  in  Mississippi.  With  their  power  to  control 
the  press,  with  the  money  they  spend  around  these  legisla- 
tures and  around  these  local  utility  commissions,  the  only 
way  we  have  ever  found  to  combat  them  was  through  some 
form  of  public  ownership  that  they  cannot  stick  their  fingers 
into.  The  only  people  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  for  in- 
stance, who  are  getting  electricity  at  anything  like  what  it  is 
worth  are  in  those  municipalities  which  own  their  own  plants 
and  which  Wendell  Willkie  cannot  touch.    [Applause.] 

Our  only  hope  for  relief  down  there  was  the  Tennessee 
River.  When  we  came  into  power  in  1933.  this  very  Common- 
wealth b  Southern  was  buying  power  from  your  party,  from 
your  administration  at  Muscle  Shoals,  at  2  mills  per  kilo- 
watt-hour and  selling  it  in  sight  of  the  dam  at  10  cents  per 
kilowatt-hour,  or  a  spread  of  about  5,000  percent.  Our  mu- 
nicipalities now  buy  it  at  about  5  to  7  mills— from  two  and 
one-half  to  three  and  one-half  times  as  much  as  the  power 
company  was  paying  then.  But,  Instead  of  selling  it  to  the 
consumers  at  a  maximum  of  10  cents  a  kilowatt-hour,  they 
sell  it  at  a  maximum  of  3  cents  a  kilowatt-hour  and  scale  down 
to  a  minimum  of  4  mills  a  kilowatt-hour,  and  at  the  same  time 
the  T.  V.  A.  is  paying  for  itself;  we  are  paying  for  our  power, 
and  our  distribution  systems  are  paying  their  way  out. 

OTHOl    8TATIS 

The  overcharges  in  the  State  of  Alabama  in  the  year  1938, 
according  to  the  Tacoma  rates,  were  $10,386,684;  in  Arizona, 
$5,088,034;  Arkansas.  $6,906,584;  California.  $56.942.132— and 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  reduction  of  rates  in  California, 
brought  about  by  the  example  set  by  the  municipal  system  In 
Los  Angeles,  which  gets  its  power  from  Boulder  Dam  the 
overcharges  in  that  State  would  amount  to  more  than  $100  - 
000.000  a  year. 

In  Colorado  these  overcharges  in  1938  amounted  to  $10- 
257,341;  Delaware.  $2,464,079;  Florida,  $17,474,288;  Georgia. 
$14,218,978;  Idaho.  $4,547,572;  Maryland.  $16,608,569-  Mon- 
tana, $6,123,079;  Nebraska.  $8,696,182;  Nevada  $1221231' 
New  Mexico,  $2,362,775;  North  Carolina.  $16,484  940  North 
Dakota,  $3,044,298;  Oklahoma,  $15,464,689;  Oregon  $9  107- 
187;  Rhode  Island.  $9,710,671;  South  Carolina.  $8  175  060: 
South  Dakota.  $3,729,167;  Texas.  $42,230,204;  Utah.$6.ioO.- 
458:  Virginia.  $14,239,162;  Washington.  $14,273,945-  West  Vir- 
ginia. $13,548,099;  Wyoming.  $2,362,961. 

Remember,  that  since  the  creation  of  the  Tennessee  VaUey 
Authority,  and  the  beginning  of  this  administration's  power 
program  we  have  forced  reductions  in  light  and  power  rates 
to  the  ultimate  consumers  throughout  this  country  amount- 
ing to  more  than  $600,000,000  a  year.  And  yet.  according  to 
these  Tacoma  rates,  which  is  perhaps  the  best  example  to 
be  found  in  the  United  States  of  what  electricity  is  really 
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worth,  the  American  people  paid  overcharges  in  1938  amount- 
ing to  $1,130,300,000. 

Our  object  is  to  continue  these  reductions  to  the  27,000,000 
ultimate  constuners  of  electricity  in  this  country  until  we  wipe 
those  overcharges  out.  If  the  opposition  should  succeed,  their 
object  would  be  to  wipe  out  the  reductions  we  have  already 
made,  kill  our  rural  electrification  program,  turn  the  water 
power  of  this  Nation  over  to  selfish  interests,  and  forever 
shut  the  door  of  hope  in  the  faces  of  the  American  people  so 
far  as  Justice  in  electric  light  and  power  rates  are  concerned. 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  going  to  close.  I  feel  very  keenly  on 
this  subject.  I  have  struggled  here  for  more  than  10  years 
to  try  to  bring  Justice  to  the  ultimate  consiuners  of  electricity 
in  every  State  in  the  Union,  and  to  take  the  blessings  of  rural 
electrification  to  the  farmers  in  every  community  in  America. 
In  my  own  district  I  have  succeeded,  but  I  will  never  be  satts- 
fled  until  we  succeed  in  every  city,  every  town,  and  every 
rural  community  throughout  this  broad  land. 

I  want  to  repeat  that  this  is  the  outstanding  domestic  issue 
in  the  coming  campaign.  I  said  at  the  Chicago  convention 
in  1932  that  tills  power  question  would  be  the  greatest  issue 
before  the  American  people  for  the  next  25  years.  Elight 
years  have  gone  by.  It  Is  not  only  the  paramount  issue,  but 
it  has  brought  forth  a  new  party  and  a  new  candidate  for 
President. 

If  we  are  going  to  restore  peace  and  prosperity  to  the  Ameri- 
can people,  we  must  restore  to  them  Justice  and  stop  this 
plundering  of  them  through  alleged  legitimate  means.  The 
time  has  come  when  America  is  going  to  be  looked  to  again 
for  leadership  among  the  natlMis  of  the  earth.  The  peoples 
of  the  rest  of  the  world  are  looking  to  us  now,  but  we  cannot 
assume  that  leadership,  that  moral  and  spiritual  leadership 
for  which  the  world  is  prasring,  if  we  tolerate  corruption  of 
this  kind. 

We  must  stamp  it  out.  Let  us  say  to  all  the  American 
people  and  to  the  rest  of  the  world:  We  are  going  to  give  our 
people  the  benefit  of  their  great  natural  resources;  we  are 
going  to  make  America  a  better,  a  brighter,  a  more  decent, 
a  more  attractive,  and  a  more  prosperous  place  in  which  to 
live.  We  are  going  to  restore  moral  and  spiritual  valiies  In 
America,  that  our  cotmtry  may  go  down  to  the  future  hold- 
ing high  the  torch  and  making  light  the  way  up  which  all 
other  nations  of  the  earth  may  follow  into  a  new  era  of  peace, 
happiness,  progress,  and  prosperity  for  all  mankind.  [Ap- 
plause, the  Members  rising.] 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Rankins'  speech, 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  a  point 
of  order  that  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  yield  for  that  purpose. 

The  SPEJOana.  The  point  of  no  quorum  is  a  constitutional 
question  at  all  times.  Does  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
insist  upon  his  point  of  order? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey.    I  do. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After  counting.! 
One  hundred  and  sixty-three  Members  are  present,  not  a 

quorum. 
Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  a  call  of  the 

House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members  failed 
to  answer  to  their  names: 

[BoU  No.  104] 


Alexander 
Andresen.  A.  B. 
Andrews 
Arends 
Ball 

Barden,  N.  C. 
Barton,  N.  T. 
Bate*.  Ky. 
Bates.  Maaa. 
Beam 
Belles 
Bolton 
Bradley.  Pa. 
Biewster 
Brown.  Oblo 
Buck 

B\ickley.  N.  T. 
Burcb 
Bxirdick 
Bynw,  N.  T. 


Caaey. 

CeUer 

Chapman 

Cblperfleld 

Clark 

duett 

coffee.  Nebr. 

Cole.  ICd. 

Cole.  N.  T. 

Connery 

Corbett 

Ooatello 

Creal 

Cro— er 

Culkin 

Cumminss 

Darrow 

Deianey 

Dies 

DtngeU 


Dltter 

Dondero 

Douglas 

Drewry 

Durham 

E1U5 

Engel 

Pay 

FUh 

Plaherty 

Flannery 

Polger 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Pord.  Thomas  P. 

Gamble 

Olfford 

Goodwin 

Green 

Ball.  Edwin  A. 

BaUeck 


Rameas 

Hart 

Hawks 

Healey 

Beaa 

Holmes 

Book 

Hope 

Borton 

Bull 

Jarrett 

JenklM.  Ohio 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Jennings 

Jensen 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Jones,  Tex. 

KeUy 

Kennedy,  llartla 

Kennedy.  Michael 


Keogh 

Mansfield 

Kerr 

Martin,  ni. 

Kiibum 

Martin.  Mass. 

Klrwan 

Mason 

Kleberg 

Merrltt 

Kocialkowskl 

Mills.  Ark. 

Kunkel 

Mouton 

Lambertaon 

Myers 

I.ea 

Nelson 

Lemke 

Norton 

Luce 

O'Brien 

Lynch 

O'Leary 

UcArdle 

OUver 

McOormaek 

OTieal 

McDoweU 

Oemers 

McKeough 

OToola 

Mclean 

Patton 

McLeod 

PlelXer 

liaas 

Reece,  Tenn. 

MarlejewBkl 

Rich 

Magnuson 

Risk 

Maloney 

Roblnaon.  Utah 

Sumners.  Tex. 

Sweeney 

Taber 

ThlU 

Thorkelson 

Tlnkham 

Tread  way 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Wadsworth 

Weaver 

White.  IdalM 

White,  Ohio 

Whlttlngton 

Wlgglesworth 

WUllams.  Del. 

Winter 

Wood 

Woodrum.  Va. 


BockefeUer 

Rogers,  Okla. 

RoutBOhn 

Sabath 

Sandager 

Satterfleld 

Schaefer.  Ul. 

Schuets 

Schwert 

Scrugham 

Beger 

BhaTer.  Mich. 

Bhanley 

Sheridan 

Blmpeon 

Smith,  m. 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith,  Wash. 

Bpence 

Bteagall 

Bteams,  N.  H. 

Sullivan 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roll  call  265  Members  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Cannon  of  Missoiu^,  further  proceedings 
under  the  call  were  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  the  special  order  of 
the  House  heretofore  entered  the  gentleman  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Angell]  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

CONGRESS  SHOnU)  STAY  Df  SESSION  AND  KEEP  AT  WORK 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  since  the  crisis  developed  in 
the  European  war  I  have  been  one  of  those  of  the  House  who 
has  advocated  that  the  Congress  remain  in  session  until  the 
emergency  is  over.  I  feel  that  the  present  situation  is  such 
that  under  no  circumstances  should  the  Congress  now 
adjourn.  It  is  conceded  by  everyone  in  and  out  of  Congress 
that  national  defense  is  a  paramount  consideration.  We  find 
that  we  are  wholly  unprepared  to  engage  in  a  military  conflict, 
even  here  on  our  own  shores.  While  we  have  a  Navy  that  is 
modem  and  effective,  it  is  not  of  sufficient  strength  to  defend 
our  own  country  and  our  possessions  in  both  oceans  and 
maintain  the  Monroe  Doctrine  against  a  combination  of 
foreign  nations  which  now  is  in  the  process  of  formation. 
The  Congress  is  taking  steps  to  remedy  this  defect.  We  have 
authorized  and  provided  appropriations  for  the  expansion  of 
the  Navy,  air  force  and  military  forces  that  will  be  sufficient 
to  defend  this  country  against  all  comers.  It  will  take,  how- 
ever, several  years  to  carry  into  effect  these  authorizations. 
In  the  meantime,  much  legislation  will  be  required  and  much 
detail  work  made  necessary  in  order  to  insure  that  these  im- 
mense siuns  appropriated  shall  be  judiciously  expended  in 
carrying  forward  the  objectives  for  which  the  fimds  were  ap- 
propriated. The  Congress  cannot  provide  the  legislation  for 
the  authorizations  and  appropriations,  adjourn  and  go  home 
without  being  derelict  in  its  duty.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  vests  in  the  Con- 
gress the  authority  to  raise  and  support  armies,  to  provide 
and  maintain  a  Navy,  to  make  rules  for  the  government  and 
regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces,  to  provide  for  or- 
ganizing the  Army  and  disciplining  the  militia,  to  levy  taxes, 
and  to  appropriate  money  and  to  make  all  laws  which  shall 
be  necesssary  and  proper  for  carrying  into  execution  these 
powers.  The  Congress  Is  vested  with  the  sole  power  for  pro- 
viding for  the  national  defense.  It  should,  therefore,  stay 
on  the  job  and  make  sure  that  the  national  defense,  which 
is  so  lacking  at  the  present  time,  is  restored  to  that  point  of 
efficiency  that  we  may  successfully  defend  ourselves  against 
any  attack  from  any  source. 

It  would  be.  however,  an  ill-advised  course  of  procedure 
for  the  Congress  technically  to  remain  in  session  and  recess 
from  time  to  time  and  fail  to  devote  Itself  to  a  solution  of  the 
many  problems  confronting  It,  If  we  remain  in  session  we 
should  remain  at  work,  as  there  is  an  immense  amount  of 
work  to  do  which  only  the  Congress  can  perform.  First  of 
all,  we  have  many  legislative  problems  having  directly  to  do 
with  the  national  defense  which  may  be  profitably  considered 
at  this  time.  In  addition,  we  have  numerous  domestic  prob- 
lems which  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress  has  failed  to  solve 
and  which  it  should  solve  before  adjourning.  These  can  now 
be  considered  while  Congress  is  in  session.  Among  these 
may  be  mentioned  the  tax  problem.    The  President  has  just 
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submitted  to  the  Congress  a  recommendation  that  a  tax 
measure  be  enacted  having  for  its  purpose  the  capturing  of 
excess  war  profits.  I  am  strongly  of  the  opinion  that  this 
suggested  recommendation  is  sound.  We  should  not  enact 
a  program  that  will  call  into  service  the  manpower  of  our 
country  and  at  the  same  time  permit  those  who  remain  out 
of  the  service  to  amass  large  profits  from  national-defense 
activities.  There  should  be  no  new  group  of  war  millionaires 
come  out  of  our  defense  program.  Furthermore,  the  whole 
tax  structure  should  be  revamped  to  -place  it  on  a  sound, 
scientific  basis,  broadening  the  base,  reaching  sources  of 
revenue  now  untouched,  and  providing  sufficient  revenues 
which  eventually  wUl  restore  the  covmtry  to  a  pay-as-you-go 
basts.  True,  this  cannot  be  accomplished  entirely  at  the 
present  time,  but  a  scientific,  broad,  far-reaching  program 
may  be  inaugurated  which  will  eventually  bring  about  a 
balanced  budget. 

Also,  other  legislation  which  has  been  partially  considered 
but  not  completed,  may  now  profitably  be  considered.  The 
amendments  to  the  Hatch  Act  should  be  enacted  into  law 
before  Congress  adjourns.  The  newly  nominated  Republican 
candidate  for  the  Presidency  has  signified  his  approval  of 
this  act  and  the  administration  which  controls  the  legislative 
program  of  the  Congress  should  see  to  it  that  this  much- 
needed  legislation  is  passed  and  approved  by  the  President 
without  further  delay. 

Amendments  to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  are  pend- 
ing In  the  Senate.  The  Walter-Logan  bill  should  be  con- 
sidered. We  still  have  10.000.000  unemployed.  Aside  from 
national-defense  legislation,  which  will  absorb  some  of  these 
workmen  in  skilled  labor,  no  other  legislation  has  been  en- 
acted which  offers  relief.  The  Social  Security  Act  as  now 
administered  has  proven  ineffective  to  accomplish  its  purpose. 
Large  groups  of  our  old  people  who  are  in  want  and  should  be 
taken  care  of  in  the  social-security  program  are  without 
relief.  The  taxing  featiure  has  not  worked  satisfactorily  and 
the  whole  program  needs  revamping.  These  are  only  a  few 
of  the  many  matters  of  legislation  to  which  the  Congress 
could  devote  itself  at  this  time. 

As  a  part  of  my  remarks  I  ask  permission  to  include  a  poll 
recently  taken  by  Edward  J.  Wall,  director,  American  Opinion 
Forecasts,  Inc..  which  shows  that  the  Nation  as  a  whole  is  in 
favor  of  Congress  remaining  in  session  during  the  emergency 
and  devoting  itself  to  tlie  solution  of  these  problems  which 
now  confront  us. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  poll  is  as  follows: 

(By  Edward  J.  WaU,  director.  American  Opinion  Forecasts.  Inc.) 
New  Yor|c,  N.  Y. — If  a  vote  were  taken  today  throughout  th© 
United  States  on  whether  Congress  should  adjoxirn  or  remain  In 
e«S8lon.  the  resxilt  would  be  more  one-sided  than  any  other  vote 
ever  recorded  by  our  people.  Elghty-flve  out  of  every  one  hundred 
men  and  women  voters  would  say  to  Congress,  "Stay  In  Wash- 
ington!" 

A  poll  Just  taken  throughout  the  country  shows  an  overwhelming 
demand  from  every  section  of  this  country  that  Congress  remain  in 
session.  The  question  asked  was,  "Do  you  want  Congress  to  stay 
right  on  the  Job  In  Washington  because  of  present  world  condi- 
tions, or  do  you  want  Congress  to  adjourn  as  soon  as  possible, 
leaving  everything  to  the  President?"  The  emphatic  answer — 84.8 
percent  of  men  and  women  voters  say  "Stay  on  the  Job";  15.2  per- 
cent of  voters  would  say  "Adjourn." 

The  figures  are  Important  not  only  because  of  what  they  express 
but  also  because  the  vote  was  taken  while  this  question  Is  being 
fought  out  in  Washington,  and  the  comments  from  those  inter- 
viewed proved  beyond  all  doubt  the  covmtry  Ls  determined  to  keep 
Congress  right  In  Washington.     This  table  shows  it: 


Men 

Women 

Total 

Stay  on  Job 

Adjourn 

PtTteiU 

84.6 
15.4 

Peremt 
85 
13 

Peremt 

84.8 
15.  2 

Total 

100.0 

100 

IOOlO 

Women  and  men  would  vote  almost  alike  on  this  question:  In 
fact  the  survey  shows  only  one  Important  difference  and  that  is 
In  the  number  of  women  expressing  no  opinion,  approximately  10 


out  of  every  100.  while  only  5'4  men  out  of  every  100  had  no 
opinion.  But  among  those  men  and  women  expressing  their 
opinions  there  was  a  startling  unanimity,  a  difference  of  less  than 
1  percent. 

It  is  also  Interesting  to  note  that  the  poll  Itself  divides  the 
country  roughly  into  three  sections,  showing  a  marked  difference  of 
opinion.  Dividing  the  coxintry  Into  these  sections,  this  is  the 
result: 


Stay 

Adjoarn 

North  Central  ami  New  England  States 

Percent 

87.7 
8.V6 
79.3 

PtTtrnt 
12.3 

Pacific  and  Mountain  States ........... 

114 

Southern  States      

aa? 

While  the  South  Is  about  4  to  1  against  adjournment,  there  Is  a 
noticeable  tendency  there  to  leave  the  decision  to  the  President, 

If  Congress  follows  the  wishes  of  the  people,  it  will  stay  right 
In  Washington  and  in  session.  The  present  temper  of  the  Ameri- 
can people  will  approve  no  breathing  spell  and  certainly  no  adjourn- 
ment. A  typical  expression  was  "We  need  them  now  or  never." 
Those  favoring  adjournment  often  volunteered  that  they  wanted 
everything  left  to  the  President.  This  sentiment  was  particularly 
noted  in  the  South,  where  nearly  21  percent  of  those  voting  were 
In  favor  of  adjournment. 

Except  in  the  South,  there  was  a  striking  unanimity  of  opinion 
as  the  following  table,  which  includes  the  South,  will  show: 


8t«y  on  Job. 
Adjourn 


Cities 

over 

1,JOQ.OOO 


8S.8 
13.3 


1.500.000 
to  100.0UO 


83.3 
10.8 


100.000 
to2S,0U0 


17.4 


25.000 
to  2,500 


85.0 
U.0 


Under 

2,5UU 


8S.1 
119 


Farms 


8A.  1 
13.9 


Total 


818 
15.3 


A  critical  analysis  of  the  reports  from  which  these  figures  are  com- 
piled discloses  only  one  more  significant  fact,  namely,  that  among 
women  on  the  farm  1  In  8  have  no  opinion,  while  women  through- 
out the  country,  excluding  the  farms,  show  1  In  12.  and  among  all 
men  throughout  the  country  only  1  In  20  have  no  opinion. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  Congress  should  not  only  re- 
main in  session  during  this  emergency  but  it  should  devote 
itself  to  the  job  of  saving  America  by  solving  our  domestic 
problems  as  well  as  providing  for  national  defense.  The 
power  to  do  this  rests  with  the  Congress  alone.  This  is  not 
a  one-man  government.  All  power  over  legislation  is  vested 
in  the  Congress  by  the  Constitution.  The  Congress  cannot 
delegate  it.  The  people  of  America  want  the  Congress  to 
perform  the  duties  vested  in  it.  Only  in  totalitarian  states 
can  the  executive  assume  these  powers.  We,  the  Members  of 
Congress,  are  elected  by  the  people  of  America  to  do  this  job. 
We  cannot  shirk  our  responsibility  by  adjourning  and  going 
home.  There  would  then  be  only  one  elected  official  here  to 
carry  on.  With  Congress  in  session  and  at  work  we  will  be 
In  a  position  to  see  that  America  is  not  only  adequately 
armed  for  defense  but  that  we  may  not  b«  eased  into  war 
through  the  back  door.    [Applause.] 

SPECIAL  ORDER 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  the  special  order  of 
the  House  heretofore  entered,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  DiRKSEN]  Is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
my  time  may  be  extended  to  25  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  consent  request? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  other  special  orders  for  the  day  I 
may  address  the  House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois 
is  recognized  for  25  minutes 

Mr.  DIRKSEN^  Mr.  Speaker.  I  love  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi.  He  has  had  a  tremendous  influence  upon  the 
affairs  of  this  country,  and  he  begeUs  the  respect,  the  devo- 
Uon.  and  the  esteem  of  every  Member  of  this  House  on  both 
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sides.  TTiat  esteem  and  devotion,  however,  are  not  proof 
against  the  fact  that  so  often  he  is  misguided  and  misdirected. 
I  listen  to  him  with  genuine  interest  and  frequently  there 
occurs  to  me  the  story  of  the  old  lady  who  left  a  very  lucrative 
place  to  take  employment  elsewhere.  After  2  weeks  she  came 
back  to  her  previous  employer.  Her  former  employer  said: 
"What's  the  matter  Mandy?  Didn't  you  like  your  new 
place?"  That  new  place,  of  course,  where  they  did  not  feed 
so  well  but  where  there  was  lots  of  formality.  Mandy  said: 
"No,  Missy,  ah  don't.  They's  too  much  shufflin'  of  dishes 
for  the  fewness  of  the  victuals."  And  you  know  there  is 
fewness  of  the  victuals  oftimes  in  what  our  good  friend  from 
Mississippi  says. 

I  am  rather  amazed  at  the  trepidation  that  he  evidences 
today.  I  see  for  the  first  time.  I  think,  since  1933,  a  resur- 
gence of  the  faith  on  our  side.  I  see  shining  countenances, 
and  I  see  an  evidence  of  confidence  as  we  march  like  zealous 
crusaders  in  the  direction  of  November  5.  1940.  I  see  over 
on  the  Democratic  side  some  long  faces.  I  see  that  some  of 
that  old-time  bravado  and  confidence  have  fallen  away  like 
rain  slipping  from  the  hillsides.  I  wonder  why?  I  think  of 
the  language  of  the  Scripture  where  are  recorded  these 
words:  "Why  are  ye  so  fearful,  O  ye  of  little  faith?"  As  we 
move  in  the  direction  of  November  I  see  an  air  of  martyrdom 
over  here.  It  recalls  an  old  chromo  picture  that  used  to 
hang  on  the  walls  of  the  bedroom  in  a  very  humble  home 
where  I  was  bom  in  the  little  town  of  Pekln.  m.  It  showed 
the  last  Christian  martj^s.  It  showed  those  old  men  with 
white  beards  and  white  robes  supplicating  divine  Providence 
as  the  lions  were  trooping  from  their  cells.  As  I  recall  the 
sentiment  inscribed  under  that  chromo  it  was:  "Moratori 
salutamus  " — meaning  "We  who  are  about  to  die,  salute  you." 
[Laughter.] 

As  we  approach  November  5,  1940,  why  all  this  fear?  Why 
all  the  jitters  today,  all  over  one  man  by  the  name  of  Wendell 
Lewis  Willkle,  who  was  tx)rn  humbly  in  the  town  of  Elwood. 
Ind.,  48  years  ago?  See  what  frantic  scrambling  there  is 
today  everywhere  in  the  ranks  of  our  beloved  friends  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle?  When  I  see  it  I  think  of  the  difficulty  they 
are  experiencing  In  the  War  Department  right  now.  Here- 
before  when  they  had  something  urgent  they  marked  it 
"Rush."  but  finally  great  Indifference  set  in  upon  the  per- 
sonnel. Later  on  they  used  the  word  "Expedite,"  and  after 
that  became  a  familiar  term  they  had  to  find  something  else. 

Later  they  put  on  the  word  "Urgent,"  and  now  I  under- 
stand in  the  War  Department  they  are  using  the  word  "Fran- 
tic" on  a  little  slip  that  is  attached  to  stationery  and  letters 
when  they  want  expeditious  action.  So  we  see  something 
of  that  frantic  quality  here  today  as  we  stand  in  the  shadow 
of  a  great  convention  which  was  held  over  at  Philadelphia. 

Let  me  address  myself  for  a  moment  to  my  genial  and 
revered  friend  from  Mississippi,  because  there  recurs  to  me 
today  the  incidents  of  the  13th  of  June  1939.  That  is  just  a 
year  ago.  In  fact,  that  day  is  significant,  because  Wendell 
Willkle  was  nominated  just  exactly  1  yesu-  and  2  weeks  from 
that  date. 

But  on  that  day,  June  13,  1939,  there  was  being  considered 
a  bill  on  the  floor  of  this  House  which  enlarged  the  authority 
of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  and  carried  with  it  an 
appropriation  of  approximately  $76,000,000.  For  what  pur- 
pose? To  pay  Commonwealth  &  Southern  at  a  discount  for 
Its  securities  because  of  the  fact  that  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment put  the  Commonwealth  &  Southern  security  holders 
either  out  of  business  or  in  despair  of  the  last  remnant  of 
value  that  those  securities  possessed.  Yes;  $76,000,000  for 
Commonwealth  L  Southern. 

We  were  fighting  the  bill  over  on  our  side,  standing  up  like 
crusaders  going  down  the  avenue  of  consistency,  even  as  we 
had  done  since  1933  when  I  first  opposed  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority,  and  even  as  I  oppose  it  today. 

But  who  was  standing  in  the  Well  appealing  for  Wendell 
Willkle?  My  friend  from  Mississippi.  [Applause.]  Who 
was  standing  in  the  Well  apjiealing  for  Wendell  Willkie?  Our 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  I  Mr.  Sparkman].  Who 
was  standing  up  here  appealing  for  the  approval  of  an  agree- 


ment?   Why,  none  other,  as  I  remember,  than  the  majority 

leader,  who  said: 

This  Is  nothing  more  than  an  agreement  openly  arrived  at  be- 
tween Mr.  Wlllkie  and  the  authorities  of  Tennessee  Valley  Author- 
ity, and  It  should  be  approved. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  with  the  greatest  of  pleasure. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
that  I  was  not  pleading  for  Wendell  Willkie.  I  was  pleading 
for  him  to  get  his  hands  off  the  necks  of  the  people  of  Ala- 
bama, Mississippi,  and  other  States. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Well,  that  is  rather  thin.  I  would  say, 
because  I  was  in  attendance  at  the  session  on  that  day,  and 
it  looked  so  much  like  an  appeal  for  the  handiwork  of  the 
man  who  is  now  the  crusader  and  the  standard  bearer  of  the 
Republican  Party. 

Having  opposed  him  before,  I  for  one  am  going  to  help 
hold  up  his  hands  by  effort  and  prayer  as  he  marches  down 
the  Avenue  to  victory  on  the  5th  of  November  1940.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

Yes;  what  a  singular  thing  It  is!  What  great  consterna- 
tion and  despair  this  man  has  suddenly  occasioned,  this  man 
whose  physical  and  mental  magnetism  somehow  dissolves  and 
melts  the  chilliness  of  despair  and  the  frostiness  of  defeatism 
that  has  engulfed  the  country  ever  since  the  New  Deal  got 
started  in  1933. 

You  say  he  is  the  product  of  a  "blitzkrieg."  Well,  it  is  our 
"blitzkrieg"  anjrway.  And  when  you  mention  fascism  in  con- 
nection With  "blitzkrieg,"  and  seek  to  put  Wendell  Willkie 
in  that  light,  you  mention  also  that  we  ought  to  investigate 
the  Republican  convention  and  see  how  it  happened.  Well, 
if  it  is  not  an  evidence  of  fascism  when  a  minority  party  con- 
vention must  be  investigated  to  see  how  we  nominated  our 
candidate,  then  I  do  not  know  the  meaning  of  the  term,  and 
God  save  the  country  when  that  happens  in  the  United  States 
of  America. 

Do  not  put  the  brand  of  fascism  or  Hitlerism  on  Wendell 
Willkie.  No.  If  there  is  to  be  any  dirty  work  with  the 
tarred  stick,  we  could,  in  all  humility,  lift  our  eyes  and  look 
down  in  the  direction  of  the  other  end  of  the  Avenue  and 
recite  the  names  of  hundreds  who  belong  to  the  League  of 
Peace  and  Freedom  or  the  League  for  Freedom  and  De- 
mocracy, who  have  been  identified  with  Trojan  threats  and 
communistic  activities. 

If  there  is  any  stone  throwing  to  be  done,  we  can  do  our 
share.  I  will  take  my  stand  with  Willkie.  whose  only  sin  has 
been  success  through  diligence  and  hard  work,  as  against 
any  subversive  philosophy  that  bids  fair  to  destroy  all  the 
things  that  we  hold  dear  in  this  country  today.  He  is  Amer- 
ican to  the  core. 

But  is  it  not  amazing  that  a  nomination  of  one  humble 
citizen  in  Philadelphia,  who  used  to  earn  a  few  bucks  waiting 
on  tables  and  drying  dishes  in  the  kitchens  of  restaurants 
in  South  Dakota,  who  worked  in  the  harvest  fields  of  Kansas, 
and  who  bummed  from  one  place  to  another  for  a  humble 
Job,  a  man  who  was  an  artillery  officer  in  the  World  War,  in 
which  he  served  actively  on  the  front,  should  start  all  this 
row? 

How  strange  that  he  should  suddenly  disturb  the  com- 
placency of  the  New  Deal  Democratic  waters  from  the  At- 
lantic to  the  Pacific  and  from  the  Dominion  to  the  Gulf?  A 
"blitzkrieg"?  Maybe  so,  but  it  is  our  "bUtzkrieg."  He  is  our 
leader,  and  we  propose  to  stand  behind  him  foursquare  as 
we  move  to  restore  the  confidence  and  faith  to  the  American 
people.  That  is  what  is  annoying  you  today.  As  one  talks 
to  chamberpialds,  taxi  drivers,  housewives,  and  men  who 
work  with  their  hands,  professional  men.  and  men  who  till 
the  soil  everywhere,  they  have  been  saying,  "We  would  like 
to  have  this  guy  Willkie."  That  is  really  what  disturbs  you. 
and  that  is  going  to  be  the  issue  in  1940.  and  not  this  tripe 
about  the  Power  Trust. 

Now,  Uncle  John  has  been  telling  us  about  the  rates  and 
the  Power  Trust  gage,  and  he  measures  them,  of  course, 
against  a  fictitious  yardstick  that  has  been  contrived  down 
in  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  where  about  30  percent  of 
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the  $505,000,000  cost  of  that  public  project  will  be  allocated 
to  power  and  the  rest  of  it  to  navigation  and  flood  control. 

It  is  that  kind  of  business  that  has  catapulted  Wendell 
Willkie  Into  the  thinking  and  into  the  conscience  of  the 
American  people,  because  nobody  pursuing  private  endeavor 
in  this  country  can  hold  fast  and  stand  up  against  that  kind 
of  governmental  competition  that  is  based  upon  a  fictitious 
kind  of  formula,  where  about  70  percent  of  the  invested  value 
is  first  rubbed  out,  and  then  they  take  the  remainder  as  a 
predicate  upon  which  to  found  their  rates.  That  is  why 
Wendell  Willkie  was  before  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  and  that  is  why  he  said  to  them,  "Gentlemen.  I  am 
a  trustee.  I  am  a  trustee  for  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
people  and  for  over  $1,500,000,000  of  investment."  That  is 
why  he  had  to  plead  his  cause  before  that  committee  and  ask 
to  be  bought  out  because  he  saw  this  juggernaut  of  govern- 
ment go  along  and  crush  every  security  holder  for  whom  he 
was  a  trustee  and  whose  modest  investment  he  sought  to 
protect  against  the  Federal  "blitzkrieg." 

Yes,  my  friend  from  Mississippi,  that  is  going  to  be  the 
Issue,  not  this  fictitious  issue  of  the  so-called  Power  Trust. 
"Power  Trust  and  Wall  Street ! "  That  is  the  cry.  Well,  drop 
over  here  to  the  House  Library  right  in  the  corner  of  this 
Chamber  and  get  a  copy  of  Who's  Who  for  1929  and  look  up 
Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt.  There  you  will  find  that  at 
that  time  he  was  practicing  law  with  Basil  O'Connor,  brother 
^Df  our  beloved  one-time  leader  in  this  House,  and  there  you 
will  find  that  the  firm  of  O'Connor  &  Roosevelt  was  doing 
business  at  52  Wall  Street.  Yes;  do  not  hang  that  onto  Mr. 
Willkie,  because  we  have  the  answer  when  that  time  comes. 
Moreover,  that  sort  of  demogogy  is  but  a  petty  way  to  demean 
a  great  citizen. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Was  the  Roosevelt  conamercial  venture 
as  successful  as  the  Willkie  one? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  want  to  allude  for  a  moment  now  to 
what  was  said  in  the  United  States  Senate  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Florida,  who  said.  "Oh,  if  Mr.  Willkie  was  for 
national  defense,  why  did  he  not  get  behind  T.  V.  A.,  which 
was  an  instrumentality  of  national  defense?  Why  was  he 
not  pushing  it  away  back  in  January  of  1933,  since  he  became 
president  of  Commonwealth  it  Southern? 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  that  smoke  screen.  Once  upon  a  time 
they  had  a  Senator  in  the  United  States  Senate  by  the  name 
of  Chamberlain.  He  was  a  Democrat,  and  he  was  chairman 
of  an  investigating  committee  after  the  war  that  looked  into 
all  these  defense  properties  to  see  what  they  had  done  down 
111  the  T.  V.  A.  His  report  is  right  here,  and  I  want  to  spike 
right  here  and  now  the  things  the  genial  Senator  from  Florida 
bad  to  say  regarding  the  effectiveness  of  this  whole  T.  V.  A. 
monstrosity  with  respect  to  national  defense.    Here  it  is: 

We  built  a  power  plant  at  Nltro.  W.  Va..  for  $70,000,000;  a  plant 
at  Nashville.  Tenn..  for  $90,000,000.  and  nitrate  plants  at  Sheffield, 
Ala.;  Muscle  Shoals.  Ala.;  Toledo.  Ohio;  PerryvUle,  Md.;  and  Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio,  costmg  $116,000,000,  and  all  of  these  produced  not 
one  pound  of  powder  or  nitrates  for  use  In  the  war.  After  the 
war  these  plants  were  sold  for  a  salvage  value  which  was  a  crime 
against  the  American  taxpayer. 

That  is  the  kind  of  a  defense  program  they  had  at  that 
time.  Millions  of  dollars'  worth  of  plants  that  never  manu- 
factured a  dime's  worth  of  powder  despite  that  huge  Ameri- 
can investment.  Then  when  we  came  along  in  1933,  out  of 
the  things  that  were  left  they  wrote  down  from  $65,000,000, 
as  I  recall,  to  $21,000,000  what  remnants  of  value  were  there. 

On  that  basis  they  started  with  another  $505,000,000  to 
crush  out  the  American  people  who  had  invested  in  the 
enterprises  down  there.  This  is  the  thing  that  the  soul  and 
the  courage  of  Wendell  Willkie  rebels  against  and  for  which 
he  will  bring  courage  and  confidence  and  resolution  to  the 
American  jaeople  as  we  walk  down  the  corridor  of  victory 
from  here  on  out,  and  we  restore  America  to  the  true  Amer- 
ican way  of  life.    [Applause.] 

Something  has  been  said  about  his  transfer  of  party  alle- 
giance. Mr.  Speaker,  day  after  tomorrow  we  will  observe 
the  birthday  of  this  Republic.    On  the  4th  of  July  1776.  re- 


doubtable and  pioneer  souls  gathered  in  Philadelphia  and 
there,  with  a  price  on  their  heads,  they  affixed  their  signa- 
tures to  a  document  called  the  Declaration  of  Independence. 
How  happy  and  how  felicitous  it  is  that  Wendell  Willkie 
should  be  the  nominee  in  that  selfsame  town  164  years  later. 
When  you  go  back  and  examine  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence, do  not  overlook  those  lines  which  speak  of  gov- 
ernments being  instituted  among  men  for  control  and  to 
govern  them  properly,  and  that  they  are  not  changed  for 
Lght  and  transient  causes.  Then  they  said  that  there  comes 
a  whole  train  of  abuses  by  the  king  which  makes  it  neces- 
sary to  sever  with  the  existing  order  and  to  set  up  an  inde- 
pendent government.  Those  intrepid  souls  determined  that 
a  change  was  needed.  The  existing  order  of  things  must 
be  changed.  That  Declaration  of  Independence  is  signed  by 
Robert  Morris,  after  whom  was  named  the  very  hotel  where 
the  Illinois  delegation  had  its  headquarters  during  the 
convention. 

It  was  signed  by  Benjamin  Franklin.  At  the  Ben  Frank- 
lin Hotel,  Gannett.  Taft.  and  Willkie  had  their  headquarters. 
It  was  signed  by  that  stormy  petrel,  Samuel  Adams.  It  was 
signed  by  a  great  many  dissatisfied  pioneers  with  resolute 
hearts,  who  said.  "Obviously  this  thing  is  wrong.  It  has 
taxed  our  patience  so  far  that  now  we  must  rebel  and  restore 
the  faith  of  the  fathers  to  this  country  and  sever  our  ties 
with  the  king.    We  must  build  anew." 

Now  164  years  later  comes  Wendell  Willkie.  I  heard  him 
in  the  Press  Club,  when  some  csmical  person  hurled  the 
words  down  from  the  mezzanine,  "Why  did  you  leave  the 
Democratic  Party?"  He  said.  "I  did  not:  they  left  me." 
[Applause.]  Yes;  that  is  the  answer.  Like  the  early  patriots 
of  Philadelphia  who  broke  with  tradition  to  bring  freedom 
and  a  new  Repubhc,  so  Wendell  Willkie  departs  from  the 
rigidities  of  tradition  to  bring  a  new  faith,  a  new  hope,  and 
a  new  courage  to  the  American  scene. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  wUl  the  gentleman  yield 
right  there? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Alabama. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  While  the  gentleman  Is  shedding  so  much 
light  here,  will  the  gentleman,  in  the  light  of  the  appointment 
of  Stimson  and  Knox,  concede  that  Wendell  Willkie,  whether 
the  party  left  him  or  not.  is  a  better  Republican  today  than 
he  is  a  Democrat? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Who— Wendell  Willkie? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Would  not  the  gentleman  say  that  he  is 
a  better  Republican  than  he  is  a  Democrat? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Oh.  to  my  good  friend  from  Alabama, 
with  whom  I  have  been  out  on  the  hustings,  let  me  say  that 
he  is  a  great  two-fisted  American  and  that  is  enough  for  me. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Unfortunately,  that  U  not  the  question. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    When  he  is  a  great  American  he  can  fit 
anywhere. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    I  release  the  gentleman  from  the  question. 
Mr.  McGRANERY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  to  my  good  friend  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  My  distinguished  friend  from  Illinois 
has  said  that  the  faces  of  the  Democrats  here  express  anx- 
iety and  consternation.  I  suppose  their  faces,  like  my  own. 
do  express  some  sort  of  surprise,  and  regardless  of  party  lines, 
we  Democrats  have  a  deep  affection  for  you  decent  Repub- 
licans on  that  side,  and  when  100  of  the  decent  Republican 
Congressmen  signed  a  round  robin  to  stop  Willkie.  why  this 
change?  Are  we  going  to  hear  from  them  who  signed  the 
petition?     [Laughter  and  applause.] 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  will  say  to  my  friend 

Mr.  DITTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield,  but  I  can  answer,  I  will  let  my 
friend  answer,  although  I  have  the  answer  too. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  was  about  to  make  the  observation  that 
the  information  that  my  friend  has  here,  like  much  of  the 
information  that  he  gives  to  the  House  from  time  to  time, 
is  neither  factual  nor  real    It  is  one  of  those  hypotheses  of 
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the  imagination  upon  which  my  friend  here  delights  to 
foimd  many  of  the  observations  that  he  usually  makes. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  But  my  friend  knows  that  we  must 
rely  on  the  press  and  the  radio,  and  it  was  announced  on 
the  radio  and  written  up  in  the  press,  and  I  think  the  gen- 
tleman from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  KeefeI  will  go  along  with  me. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  will  answer  the  gentleman.  I  know  all 
about  that  petition  that  was  gotten  out  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  were  only  8  names  on  it  and  not  100  [laughter], 
I  have  a  copy  in  my  office  and  I  will  be  glad  to  bring  it  to 
you  if  you  would  like  to  see  it.  Hiere  is  something  garbled 
and  fanciful  about  that  kind  of  information.  It  is  very 
much  like  much  of  the  information  that  will  go  over  the 
country  in  the  course  of  the  campaign. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  s^eld  for 
a  further  observation? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  would  like  to  have  a  little  more  time. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  shall  be  pleased,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  yield 
the  gentleman  5  minutes  of  my  time. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  an  additional  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  [Mr.  Cooper].  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

"There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  May  I  admonish  you  and  may  I  ad- 
monish the  country  that  there  will  be  much  of  that  sort  of 
thin  information  during  the  campaign.  It  reminds  me  a 
great  deal  of  a  chap  who  signed  an  application  for  an  in- 
surance policy  and  among  the  questions  asked  there  were 
the  questions:  "How  old  was  your  mother  when  she  died? 
Of  what  did  she  die?  How  old  was  your  father  when  he 
died?  Of  what  did  he  die?"  Unfortunately  his  father  had 
been  hanged  and  he  did  not  like  to  say  that  in  the  applica- 
tion. So  after  some  study  he  wrote:  "My  mother  was  60 
when  she  passed  away  and  she  died  of  pneumonia.  My 
father  was  55.  and  he  came  to  his  end  while  participating 
in  a  public  function  when  the  platform  gave  way."  [Laugh- 
ter.] Now.  that  is  the  kind  of  beautiful  information  and 
misinformation  that  we  are  going  to  hear  about  in  1940. 
[Laughter  and  applause.] 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  The  gentleman  will  admit,  however, 
that  whether  the  incident  I  have  mentioned  really  happened 
or  not,  the  newspapers  and  the  radio  carried  full  accounts  of 
Members  who  are  now  here  in  the  House  saying  that  100 
Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  had  signed  this 
paper  to  stop  Willkie.  I  have  not  heard  from  any  of  the 
Members  whose  names  have  been  mentioned  in  the  paper, 
and  I  would  like  for  them  to  deny  what  I  have  said,  if  it  is 
not  true. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  They  do  not  have  to  deny  anything  with 
which  they  have  not  been  charged.  I  saw  the  statement  in 
Philadelphia.     

Mr.  McGRANERY.    Their  names  were  in  the  papers. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  And  I  know  about  it,  and  if  you  are  now 
going  to  follow  the  old  New  Deal  custom  of  believing  every- 
thing you  see  in  the  newspapers,  you  should  remember  that 
old  story. 

Let  me  now  say  a  word  about  the  allegation  that  the  Re- 
publican war  chest  will  come  from  the  Power  Trust,  from 
these  "gouging  rates"  in  all  the  States  in  the  Union.  I  wonder 
why  my  good  friend  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]  did  not 
give  us  the  whole  story  about  Commonwealth  L  Southern. 
Mr.  Wendell  Willkie  has  been  nmning  the  show  for  7  years, 
and  what  has  happened?  In  the  first  place  rates  have  been 
cut  in  half.    Get  up  and  deny  that  now,  anyone  who  will. 

Mr.  PIERCE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Does  the  gentleman  want  to  deny  that 
statement? 

Mr.  PIERCE.  The  rates  came  down  when  the  T.  V.  A. 
came  In.  and  never  before. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  And  I  suppose  power  consumption  went 
up  by  100  percent  when  the  T.  V.  A.  came  in  also,  but  the 
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Commonwealth  &  Southern  consumers  are  consuming  twice 
as  much  power  today  as  they  were  when  Wendell  Willkie 
took  hold  and  reduced  the  rates.  Let  me  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Oregon  that  It  is  because  of  Wendell  Willkie 
that  the  humble  folks  of  Tennessee  can  use  electric  curling 
irons  today.  It  is  because  of  him  that  electric  toasters  and 
electric  ice  boxes  and  electric  facilities  of  all  kinds  have  been 
brought  into  the  most  humble  and  obscure  homes  in  Ten- 
nessee and  elsewhere.  Yes;  take  off  your  hat  and  salute  a 
great  American  who  has  brought  the  use  of  electricity  into 
the  homes  and  to  the  firesides  of  humble  people  by  the  hun- 
dreds of  thousands.  Salute  a  great  servant  of  the  people 
who  has  steadily  sought  to  enrich  their  lives  by  bringing  to 
them  the  comforts  of  electricity. 

Mr.  PIERCE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Yes. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Is  it  not  true  that  every  reduction  has  been 
made  since  1933.  since  the  T.  V.  A.? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yesj  since  January  1933.  when  a  good, 
two-fisted,  red-blooded  American  who  fairly  exudes  animal, 
physical,  and  mental  magnetism,  came  up  here  before  the 
committees  of  Congress  and  talked  right  into  the  teeth  of 
Senators  and  Representatives  and  showed  them  that  he  knew 
what  he  was  talking  about.  That  is  the  kind  of  man  who  has 
the  broad  shoulders  and  the  physique  and  the  capacity  to 
discharge  honorably  and  well  the  responsibilities  of  the  Presi- 
dency of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Sj>eaker,  will  the  gentlemsmi  jdeld? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
McGRANERY]  was  talking  about  the  number  of  Republicans 
protesting  against  the  nomination  of  Mr,  Willkie.  Was  there 
anything  wrong  about  that,  and  can  the  gentleman  name 
eight  men  on  the  Democratic  side  who  would  have  the  hardi- 
hood to  protest  against  anything  that  the  White  House 
ordered? 

Mr,  DIRKSEN.  Hardly  so;  at  least  not  publicly  and  with 
that  crescendo  that  could  be  heard. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Yes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  spoke 
about  the  fact  that  Wendell  Willkie  was  a  captain  of  artillery. 
He  did  not  state  that  Wendell  L.  Willkie  entered  the  service 
as  a  private  and  rose  to  a  captaincy  of  artillery.  His  courage 
and  ability  to  lead  were  recognized  in  the  war.  And  does  it 
not  seem  to  the  gentleman  very  significant  that  the  song  of 
the  convention  was  a  hj^mn,  God  Bless  America,  and  it  seemed 
to  the  people  there  and  to  the  people  listening  that  God  would 
bless  America  and  that  we  have  faith  that  Wendell  Willkie 
will  lead  us  out  of  the  depression  and  give  us  work  and  bring 
us  peace  and  prosperity  and  plenty. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  alluding  for  a  moment  to  the 
subject  of  Willkie  and  war,  as  one  who  soldiered  for  22  months 
as  just  an  ordinary  shavetail  in  field  artillery,  I  am  willing 
to  go  along  with  a  captain  of  artillery  who  smelled  the  smoke 
of  the  75-millimeter  gun.  I  feel  reasonably  sure  that  when 
the  opportunity  comes,  he  will  not  make  a  visit  to  Charlottes- 
ville, Va.,  and  stand  up  and,  as  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the 
Nation  so  recently  did,  talk  about  one  people  ramming  a 
stiletto  into  the  back  of  another  people,  thereby  offending  the 
dignity  of  another  nation,  and  bring  about  a  condition  of 
jitters  among  the  people  of  America,  who  even  now  are  im- 
portuning the  Congress  to  stay  on  the  job  for  fear  the  Chief 
Magistrate  would  take  us  into  war.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Yes. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  The  gentleman  is  such  a 
good-natured  partisan  that  all  of  us  are  fond  of  him,  and  have 
a  profound  affection  for  him. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  And  I  am  fond  of  the  gentleman  from 
Washington. 
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Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  But  I  think  the  gentleman 
has  made  an  Innocent  and  an  honest  error  In  describing  the 
year  as  1933  In  which  Mr.  Willkie  first  became  connected  with 
the  Commonwealth  &  Southern.  I  think  he  will  find  that  it 
was  in  1930. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  he  became  president  or  chairman 
of  the  board  in  January*  1933. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  But  he  first  went  as  an 
ofBcial  in  1930. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  But  I  am  talking  about  the  time  when  he 
assumed  real  guiding  authority  of  Commonwealth  &  Southern. 
That  was  in  January  1933. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  I  was  going  to  ask  the  gen- 
tleman this,  if  he  saw  any  connection  with  the  change  in  the 
market  value  of  the  stock  of  the  Commonwealth  li  Southern 
and  that  date? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  My  friend  is  familiar  with  that  old  picture. 
My  friend  knows  what  ran  that  stock  value  down.  My  friend 
knows  what  kind  of  conniving  was  going  on  behind  the  scenes. 
My  friend  knows  the  easy  and  effective  methods  employed  by 
government  to  pressure  those  who  oppose  its  policies. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  I  am  simply  reading  the 
figures  given  by  the  supporters  of  Senator  Tun  at  the  Repub- 
lican Convention. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  You  do  not  have  to  go  that  far.  You  can 
dig  it  right  out  of  the  files  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
In  all  of  its  putrescences  it  stinks  right  here  on  the  doorstep  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  EATON.     Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  intervene  in 
this  love  feast  to  quote  Jim  Farley's  sentiments? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  think  he  ought  to  be  quoted. 
Mr.  EATON.    Mr.  Parley  has  annoimced  the  real  issue  and 
he  has  joined  Willkie.    He  says  the  issue  is  "What  sets  of 

forces,  economic,  and  social,  are  to  conduct  ovu-  Government 

the  historic  American  processes" — that  is  the  Republican  way 
;  [laughter] — "or  some  new  and  somewhat  foreign  methods  of 
concentrated  control?"    That  is  the  New  Deal  way.  and  Jim 
is  for  the  Republicans.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Now.  may  I  allude  once  more,  just  so  that 
the  Record  win  be  straight,  to  one  matter.  Everybody  In  this 
House  knows  that  we  have  a  Federal  Power  Commission.  I 
have  crossed  sabers  with  those  gentlemen  in  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  many  times.  Do  you  not  know  they  are 
clothed  with  authority  to  regulate  wholesale  rates  of  power  as 
power  travels  across  interstate  lines?  Now.  where  is  my 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]  to  talk 
about  the  Power  Trust  and  about  fastening  its  greedy  ten- 
tacles upon  all  State  commissions?  If  that  be  true,  then  he 
must  admit  also  that  in  the  last  5  years  It  must  have  put  its 
hooks  into  the  Federal  Power  Commission's  authority,  or 
otherwise  he  must  confess  here  and  now  that  if  there  is  any- 
thing wrong  in  that  field  it  is  due  to  the  dereliction  of  an 
agency  of  government  under  the  New  Deal  Itself. 

Yes:  there  is  an  answer  for  all  things;  and  so  may  conster- 
nation prevail.  We  sympathize  with  our  brethren  over  on 
the  Democratic  side.  Somehow  we  gird  up  our  loins  with 
sword  and  buckler,  and,  like  zealous  crusaders,  march  into 
the  shining  sun  with  a  resurgent  faith,  as  we  set  Wendell 
Willkie  in  the  White  House.  That  will  be  done.  His  shining 
countenance  Is  his  own  story  as  to  whether  he  Is  a  human  sort 
of  person.  That  warm  smile  is  its  own  platform.  Those 
searching  eyes  are  the  very  epitome  of  courage.  As  he  sallies 
forth  to  appear  upon  the  rostnma  from  one  end  of  the  comitry 
Ao  the  other  and  the  people  partake  of  the  magnetism  and 
plain  speech  of  this  man  without  gxille  or  equivocation,  I  think 
you  can  write  the  answer  right  now  as  to  how  the  American 
people  will  respond  on  the  5th  day  of  November  1940.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

EXTENSION  or  RE3IARKS 

Mr.  Edmiston.  by  unanimous  consent,  was  granted  per- 
mission to  extend  his  own  remarks  on  the  biU  S.  134. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  special  order  hereto- 
fore entered,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Benoes]  is  recog- 
nized for  10  minutes. 


THE  REPUBLICAN  CONVENTION 

Mr.  BE[NDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  will  not  consimae  the  entire 
10  minutes.  I  simply  wanted  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  reply 
to  the  statements  made  by  my  good  friend  and  neighbor 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]  regarding  the 
Republican  National  Convention. 

As  you  all  know,  I  was  a  delegate  from  Ohio,  and  the  52 
delegates  from  Ohio  on  the  first  ballot,  as  well  as  the  last 
ballot,  went  for  Senator  Robert  A.  Taft,  whom  we  felt  was 
as  good  a  man  as  there  was  running  for  President  of  the 
United  States.  We  were  proud  to  stay  with  him  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end.  We  Ohioans  believe  in  Senator  Tatt. 
I  do  not  want  anything  that  I  say  to  be  interpreted  as  in  any 
way  a  reflection  on  Senator  Tatt.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  Sen- 
ator Tifkrr  made  a  good,  clean  fight,  and  Senator  Tatt  I  hope 
will  sometime  be  President  of  the  United  States.  [Applause.] 
But  being  a  delegate  and  being  on  the  floor  of  that  convention 
I  can  say  now  that  I  never  participated  in  a  political  meeting 
that  was  as  free  and  uncontrolled  as  was  the  Republican 
Convention  at  Philadelphia. 

We  Taft  people  went  to  the  convention  pledged.  In  Ohio 
when  you  nm  as  a  candidate  for  delegate  to  a  convention  you 
must  pledge  yoiu-self  to  that  candidate  and  you  must  stay 
with  him  until  you  are  released.  Until  the  last  ballot  it 
looked  as  though  Mr.  Taft  had  a  chance,  and  we  were  proud 
to  stay  with  him.  But  I  want  to  say  this,  that  never  in  my 
experience  did  I  feel  a  surge  of  sentiment  for  a  man  as  I  felt 
the  surge  of  sentiment  for  the  man  who  was  finally  nominated 
coming  from  people  in  all  walks  of  life  from  my  State,  not 
big  people,  not  big  financial  people,  but  the  common  folks  of 
my  community.  Thousands  of  telegrams,  letters,  and  post 
cards  came  in  to  me,  asking  me  to  vote  for  Wendell  Willkie 
when  and  if  Senator  Taft  would  release  me  as  a  delegate  to 
the  convention.  So  that  all  of  this  conversation  about  this 
convention's  being  controlled  in  any  way  or  being  an  auction 
as  was  referred  to  is  nothing  but  pure  hokum  and  bunk;  and 
gentlemen  who  make  such  statements  certainly  were  not 
present  on  the  floor  of  the  convention  to  see  what  was  hap- 
pening. Those  delegates  voted  the  way  they  wanted  to  vote. 
They  were  absolutely  uncontrolled.  Some  of  the  big  bosses 
in  various  other  parts  of  the  country  did  not  go  for  Willkie. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  not  until  the  final  vote  was  cast  and  unUl 
it  was  made  unanimous  did  some  of  the  gentlemen  who  were 
commonly  referred  to  as  party  bosses  and  as  the  old-timers 
come  along  with  Mr.  Willkie. 

I  want  to  make  reference  to  the  statement  that  a  hundred 
Congressmen  signed  an  appeal  against  Mr.  Willkie.  If  any- 
body can  produce  a  petition  signed  by  25  Congressmen  I  will 
give  him  my  salary  from  now  until  the  end  of  the  session. 
You  cannot  produce  such  a  document.  In  fact,  I  am  sure 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  is  correct  when  he  says  that 
fewer  than  10  persons  signed  such  a  statement. 

We  went  to  the  convention  with  our  own  ideas,  each  of  us, 
from  our  own  States;  and  we  came  out  with  a  popular  candi- 
date, a  man  who  captured  the  imagination  of  the  American 
people,  a  man  for  whom  there  was  a  call  to  defeat  this  man  in 
the  White  House  who  made  so  many  promises  to  us  8  years 
ago  and  who  walked  out  on  every  pledge  he  made  In  his  plat- 
form of  1932.  The  people  of  America  wanted  a  leader  in 
whom  they  could  believe,  whom  they  could  trust.  They  were 
sick  unto  death  of  this  New  Deal,  and  you  will  find  when 
the  votes  are  counted  next  November  that  Willkie  will  be 
victorious  not  only  in  the  States  of  the  North,  but  he  will 
carry  many  of  the  Southern  States  as  well,  for  I  have  heard 
the  conversations  of  many  outstanding  Democrats  here  in 
Washington  as  I  discussed  with  them  the  desire  of  their 
people  back  home.  Do  you  not  think  the  people  of  the  South 
are  sick  and  tired  of  this  thing,  as  they  are  in  the  North  and 
the  West,  and  the  East?  Of  course  they  are.  Talk  to  them 
Visit  With  them  and  you  will  understand  why  it  is  that  people 
are  looking  for  leadership  and  looking  for  a  man  who  has  the 
courage  to  attack,  to  face  the  foe.  and  to  make  the  kind  of 
campaign  that  the  hour  needs  and  calls  for. 

I  hope  Mr.  Roosevelt  is  a  candidate  for  a  tliird  term    I  hope 
the  Democrats  wiU  nominate  him  so  that  he  will  run  on  his 
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record;  and  I  say  to  you  that  Wendell  Willkie  will  take  that 
record  apart  and  show  just  exactly  how  this  whole  machinery 
has  worked  during  the  last  8  years. 

In  1932  the  Democratic  candidate  for  the  Presidency  was 
Governor  Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt.  He  came  to  the  Ameri- 
can people  with  a  program  which  was  to  be  put  into  effect 
with  all  possible  speed  to  reestablish  American  institutions  on 
the  sound  basis  which  they  had  occupied  before  1929.  In 
terms  of  vigorous  denunciation,  Candidate  Roosevelt  attacked 
Federal  extravagance.  He  denounced  the  increase  in  our 
Federal  bureaus.     At  Albany,  N.  Y.,  he  told  the  Nation: 

Let  us  have  the  courage  to  stop  borrowing  to  meet  contlnuiiQg 
deficits.  Stop  the  deficits.  Let  vis  have  equal  courage  to  reverse  the 
policy  of  the  Republican  leaders  and  Insist  on  a  sound  currency. 
Any  government,  like  any  famUy,  can  for  a  year  spend  a  little  more 
than  It  earns.  But  you  and  I  know  that  a  continuation  of  that 
habit  means  the  poor  house. 

With  pride  in  his  own  achievements.  Candidate  Roosevelt 
pointed  to  his  work  in  New  York  and  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  on 
October  18.  1932,  he  asked: 

How  does  the  credit  of  the  State  of  New  York  compare  with  the 
credit  of  the  other  47  States  of  the  Union? 

The  answer  he  gave  should  be  historic  in  the  light  of  events 

since  then,  for  he  said: 

This  State  has  the  best  credit  and  the  soundest  structure  of 
government  finance  of  any  State  in  the  Union,  and  I  am  proud 
that  in  this  period  of  depression  we  have  come  through  with  the 
best  balanced  budget  of  any  State  in  the  Union. 

Three  days  later  at  St.  Louis.  Mr.  Roosevelt  declared  that : 

At  the  very  top  of  the  credit  structure  of  the  country,  surpassing 
all  other  groups  in  moral  and  material  Importance,  stand  the  obli- 
gations of  the  Federal  Oovernment.  These  are  paramount  because 
government  is  essential  to  all  ordered  economic  life.  When  they 
go,  everything  goes.  I  believe  these  obligations  are  secure.  They 
suffer  only  to  the  extent  that  government  Is  permitted  to  be  ex- 
travagant, wasteful,  or  HI  managed.  They  suffer  If  the  Federal 
Budget  is  not  balanced,  and  particularly  where  the  deficit  of  1  year 
Is  not  cleared  up  in  the  succeeding  year. 

Continuing,  Mr.  Roosevelt  declared: 

I  called  attention.  In  my  address  at  Pittsburgh  on  Wednesday 
night,  to  the  great  importance  of  Federal  Budget  making  as  the 
foundation  of  the  national  credit.  I  pointed  out  that  the  Hoover 
administration  had  been  responsible  for  deficit  after  deficit;  that 
as  one  disastrous  year  succeeded  another,  no  attruipt  was  made 
to  arrange  the  finances  of  the  country  so  that  at  least  the  mounting 
loss  of  revenues  might  not  be  turned  Into  a  deficit  for  the  next 
year.  It  is  my  pledge  and  promise  that  this  dangerous  kind  of 
financing  shall  be  stopped  and  that  rigid  governmental  economy 
shall  be  forced  by  a  stern  and  unremitting  administration  jxjllcy 
of  living  within  our  Income. 

On  March  4,  1933.  in  his  first  Inaugural  address.  President 
Roosevelt  turned  his  attention  to  the  serious  problem  of  un- 
employment. Speaking  directly  to  the  Nation  of  putting 
people  to  work,  he  declared  that  the  task — 

Can  be  helped  by  Insistence  that  the  Federal,  SUte,  and  local 
governments  act  forthwith  on  the  demand  that  their  costs  be 
drastically  reduced. 

Six  days  later,  talking  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 

President  Roosevelt  said: 

Pot  3  long  years  the  Federal  Government  has  been  on  the  road 
toward  bankruptcy. 

For  the  fiscal  year  1931.  the  deficit  was  $462,000,000. 

For  the  fiscal  year  1932.  It  was  $2,472,000,000. 

For  the  fiscal  year  1933.  it  will  probably  exceed  $1,300,000,000. 

For  the  fiscal  year  1934.  based  on  the  appropriation  bills  passed 
by  the  last  Congress  and  the  estimated  revenues,  the  deficit  will 
probably  exceed  $1,000,000,000  unless  immediate  action  is  taken. 

With  the  utmost  seriousness,  I  point  out  to  the  Congress  the 
profound  effect  of  this  fact  upon  our  national  economy.  It  has 
contributed  to  the  recent  collapse  of  our  banking  structure.  It 
has  accentuated  the  stagnation  of  the  economic  life  of  our  people. 
It  has  added  to  the  ranks  of  the  unemployed. 

Too  often  In  recent  history  liberal  governments  have  been 
wrecked  on  the  rocks  of  loose  fiscal  pwUcy.  We  must  avoid  this 
danger. 

The  record  of  performance,  in  the  light  of  President  Roose- 
velt's promises,  seem  almost  unbebevable.  The  deficit  for  the 
year  1933  was  more  than  $3,000,000,000.  In  1934  it  reached 
almost  $4,000,000  000.  In  1935  it  amounted  to  $3,600,000,000. 
In  1936  it  rose  to  $4,700,000,000.    In  1937  it  was  almost  $3,000,- 


000,000.    In  1938  it  dropped  to  $1,400,000,000,  but  in  1939  it 
rocketed  once  more  to  $3,600,000,000. 

The  mounting  public  debt  of  the  United  States,  which  Mr. 
Roosevelt  so  bitterly  decried  in  1932  and  1933,  moved  from 
$19,487,976,000  in  1932  to  $40,439,532,411  by  1939.  If  the  ac- 
cumulated deficit  of  $5,000,000,000  which  Mr.  Roosevelt  found 
in  1933  was  a  fact  of  the  utmost  seriousness,  adding  to  the 
ranks  of  our  imemployed,  contributing  to  the  collapse  of  our 
banking  structure,  accentuating  the  stagnation  of  the  eco- 
nomic life  of  our  people,  what  must  we  say  of  the  additional 
deficits  that  have  been  accumulated  since  he  took  ofBce? 

The  record  of  promise  and  performance  on  the  other  major 
issues  facing  us  is  no  less  significant. 

On  December  31,  1932,  568,345  men  and  women  were  listed 
in  the  United  States  Civil  Service.  By  June  30,  1939,  the 
figure  had  mounted  to  929,310.  Today  unofBcial  figures  indi- 
cate that  the  number  has  mounted  still  closer  to  a  million. 

A  series  of  alphabetical  agencies,  constituting  the  world's 
greatest  bureaucracy,  has  been  established.  Into  the  dally 
conversation  of  the  Nation  have  crept  such  new  terms  sis: 

A.  A.  A. — Agricultural  Adjustment  Administration. 

C.  A.  A. — Civil  Aeronautics  Authority. 

C.  C.  C. — Civilian  Conservation  Corps. 

C.  C.  C. — Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

C.  S.  B. — Central  Statistical  Board. 

E.  C.  W. — Emergency  Conservation  Work. 

E.  H.  P.  A. — Electric  Home  and  Farm  Authority. 

E.  I.  B. — Export-Import  Bank. 

P.  A.  A. — Pederal  Alcohol  Administration. 

P.  B.  I. — Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 

P.  B.  V.  E. — Pederal  Board  for  Vocation  Education. 

P.  C.  of  T. — Pederal  Coordinator  of  Transportation. 

P.  D.  I.  C. — Pederal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

P.  E.  R.  A. — Pederal  Emergency  Relief  Administration. 

P.  P.  M.  C. — Pederal  Parm  Mortgage  Corporation. 

P.  H.  A. — Pederal  Housing  Administration. 

P.  H.  L.  B.  B.— Pederal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

P.  I.  C.  B. — Pederal  Intermediate  Credit  Banks. 

P.  S.  A. — ^Pederal  Security  Administration. 

P.  S.  C.  C. — Pederal  Surplus  Commodities  Corporation. 

P.  S.  L.  D. — Pederal  Savings  and  Loan  Division. 

P.  S.  L.  I.  C. — Pederal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corpora- 
tion. 

P.  S.  R.  C. — Pederal  Surplus  Relief  Corporation. 

N.  A. — National  Archives. 

N.  B.  C.  C. — National  Bituminous  Coal  Commission. 

N.  E.  C. — National  Emergency  Council. 

N.  I.  R.  A. — National  Industrial  Recovery  Administration. 

N.  L.  R.  B. — National  Labor  Relations  Board. 

N.  R.  A. — National  Recovery  Administration. 

N.  R.  C. — National  Resources  Committee. 

N.  R.  S. — National  Reemploj-ment  Service. 

N.  Y.  A. — National  Youth  Administration. 

P.  A. — Petroleum  Administration. 

P.  C.  C.  A. — Production  Credit  Corporations  and  Associa- 
tions. 

P.  I.  R.  A. — Prison  Industries  Reorgani2atlon  Administra- 
tion. 

P.  W.  A.— Public  Works  Administration. 

R.  A. — Resettlement  Administration. 

R.  E.  A. — Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

S.  A.  B. — Science  Advisory  Board. 

S.  E.  C. — Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 

S.  S.  B. — Social  Security  Board. 

S.  C.  S. — Soil  Conservation  Service. 

T.  V.  A. — Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

U.  S.  E.  S. — United  States  Emplojrment  Service. 

U.  S.  H.  A. — United  States  Housing  Authority. 

U.  S.  T.  B. — United  States  Travel  Bureau. 

W.  P.  A. — Works  Progress  Administration. 

Since  1933,  70  agencies,  most  of  them  new,  have  begun  the 
job  of  administering  the  Nation's  affairs.  At  the  top  of  many 
of  them  were  people  whose  positions  were  identical  with  the 
"master  minds"  whom  Mr.  Roosevelt  had  himself  denounced 
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only  a  few  jrears  ago.  BUlions  of  dollars  have  been  expended 
by  these  agencies  in  their  seizure  of  control  of  the  Nation's 
industrial,  commercial,  and  educational  activities.  Bureauc- 
racy, whose  tendency  to  dominate  the  national  life  had  been 
so  vigorously  denounced,  is  now  in  full  swing.  Mr.  Roose- 
velt's plea  for  "fewer  commissions  and  more  leadership"  has 
been  amended  to  read  "more  commissions  and  less  leader- 
ship." 

In  still  other  spheres  of  action  the  promise  and  perform- 
ance record  reads  like  a  fantastic  contradiction. 

Speaking  of  Oovemment  control  of  business.  Mr.  Roosev^dt 
declared  on  May  7,  1933: 

It  la  wholly  wrong  to  call  the  measures  that  we  have  taken  Oov- 
emment control  of  farming,  control  of  Industry,  and  control  of 
tranaportatlon.  It  is,  rather,  a  partnership  between  Oovemment 
and  farming  and  industry  and  transportation,  not  partnership  in 
profits,  for  the  profits  would  still  go  to  the  citlaens.  but.  rather,  a 
partnership  in  planning  and  a  partnership  to  sec  that  the  plans  are 
carried  cut. 

This  was  In  the  days  when  N.  R.  A.  was  in  its  beginning. 
Today  that  partnership  has  been  abandoned.  In  its  place  the 
President  of  the  United  States  has  invoked  the  Presidential 
wrath  upon  "economic  royalists,"  "predatory  business,"  the 
"malefactors  of  great  wealth."  The  cooperation  and  plan- 
_ning  of  N.  R.  A.  days  has  given  way  to  prosecutions  for  viola- 
tions of  the  Sherman  Antitrust  Act.  I'he  partnership  be- 
tween Government  and  farming  has  become  a  partnership  in 
which  the  Government  partner  dictates  the  terms  of  every 
agreement,  decides  every  policy. 

Addressing  itself  to  the  issues  of  Government  In  business, 
the  Democratic  Party  in  1932  urged  the  "removal  of  Govern- 
ment from  all  fields  of  private  enterprise  except  where  neces- 
sary to  develop  public  works  and  natural  resources  in  the 
common  interest." 

Since  1932  the  Federal  Government,  under  President  Roose- 
velt's leadership,  has  put  Uncle  Sam  into  direct  competition 
with  existing  private  business  on  a  score  of  fronts.  We  have 
manufactured  not  only  light  and  electric  power  in  the  Ten- 
nesi;ee  Valley  Authority,  but  also  clothing,  bedding,  and 
hosiery. 

On  the  basic  issue  of  our  goverrmiental  structure,  Mr. 
Roosevelt  declared  in  1930,  "The  preservation  of  'home  rule' 
by  the  States  is  not  a  cry  of  Jealous  commonwealths  seeking 
their  own  aggrandizement  at  the  expense  of  sister  States.  It 
is  a  fundamental  necessity  if  we  are  to  remain  a  truly  imited 
country." 

Since  1930  things  must  have  changed  greatly  in  Mr.  Roose- 
velt's view,  for  today  the  Federal  Government  has  made  of 
the  States  Uttle  more  than  cringing  suppliants  asking  Fed- 
eral favors  wherever  possible.  Here  is  the  record  of  promise 
and  performance  which  we  must  analjrze  in  1940. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  promised: 

First.  Reduced  Federal  expenditures. 

Second.  Mr.  Roosevelt  regarded  a  growing  deficit  in  1932 
and  1933  as  a  tremendous  burden  upon  employment. 
'     Third.  A  marked  decrease  in  the  number  of  Federal  com- 
missions and  agencies. 

Fourth.  Decrease  In  Government  personnel. 

Fifth.  A  pledge  to  utilize  existing  agencies  and  farm  credit. 

Sixth.  A  pledge  of  cooperation  with  business,  farming,  and 
Industry. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  gave  us: 

First.  The  greatest  deficit  this  country  has  ever  known. 

Second.  He  has  repudiated  this  conception  entirely. 

Third.  The  greatest  increase  in  commissions  and  agencies 
this  Nation  has  ever  known. 

Fourth.  The  largest  increase  in  Government  personnel  in 
any  7-year  period  of  ovn:  history. 

Fifth.  A  complete  negation  of  the  Democratic  platform  of 
1932. 

Sixth.  The  bitterest  crusade  against  businessmen,  the  most 
ruthless  domination  of  agriculture  this  country  has  ever  seen. 

This  is  the  record  for  all  to  read.  The  President  argues 
that  the  contradictioDs  in  his  program  were  necessary. 


The  Nation  has  witnessed  the  results  of  those  contradic- 
tions. Those  results  are  with  us  to  stay;  vast  unemployment 
remaining  at  an  absolutely  static  level  since  1933;  a  tremen- 
dous increase  in  Government  expenditure  already  being  re- 
flected in  new  tax  burdens:  a  restless  undercurrent  of  hatred 
rumbling  through  the  population.  These  are  the  fruits  of  Mr. 
Roosevelt's  contradictions. 

If  we  are  to  enjoy  a  better  har\est  in  the  years  to  come,  it  is 
our  task  now  to  change  our  gardeners. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man 3rleld?  j 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFEK  of  Wisconsin.  I  understand  Roosevelt  Is 
getting  cold  feet:  but  if  he  should  nm  he  will  be  able  to 
retire  to  his  international  banking  business  In  Wall  Street, 
the  business  he  was  In  before  he  went  to  the  White  House. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Why  should  he  not  get  cold  feet?  When 
be  was  elected  in  1932  there  were  some  nine  or  ten  millions  out 
of  wtrk.  Today  there  are  ten  millions  out  of  work  Just  as 
there  were  then,  and  our  country,  instead  of  having  a  debt 
of  some  $24,000  000,000  or  $25,000,000,000  has  a  debt  that  Is 
close  to  the  $50,000,000,000  mark.  This  money  Is  spent,  and 
I  say  to  you  that  when  the  American  people  appreciate  the 
fact,  as  they  will  this  year.  In  connection  with  the  special  tax 

levy,  this  special  tax  that  became  effective  in  part  on  July  1 

and  incidentally  the  Democratic  majority  In  the  House  and 
the  Democratic  leadership  here  in  Washington  were  so  smart 
that  they  held  off  60  percent  of  the  tax  so  that  it  would  not  be 
pa3rable  until  the  1st  of  next  January — but  when  the  Amer- 
ican people  realize  and  appreciate  what  this  tremendous 
debt  and  these  billions  for  defense  is  costing  them,  when  they 
realize  and  appreciate  as  they  wlU  between  now  and  Novem- 
ber that  the  levy  win  be  twenty-fold  what  it  is  now  they  will 
change  administrations.  When  they  come  to  a  realization 
of  the  kind  of  problem  that  the  American  people  of  this  gen- 
eration and  the  next  generation  are  faced  with  l)ecause  of 
this  fraud  which  was  perpetrated  on  them  in  the  campaign 
of  1932  and  ever  since.  I  am  sure  they  wlU  be  anxious  to  vote 
for  a  man  who  Is  a  producer,  a  man  who  will  perform,  a 
man  who  will  give  them  the  kind  of  relief  and  the  kind' of 
government  that  Roosevelt  promised  them  in  1932.  I  am 
sure  we  will  come  out  victorious  in  November,  following  the 
standard  of  WendeU  Willkie  for  President.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  15  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cawwok]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  have  been  reading  the  Re- 
publican platform  and  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  plank  on 
agriculture. 

Mr.  KITCHENS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  KITCHENS.  There  is  an  article  In  Fortune  by  Wen- 
dell L.  WiUkle,  and  it  appears  in  this  month's  Readers  Digest 
wherein  Mr.  Willkie  says  that  the  people  know  promises  to 
one  group  wUl  conflict  with  promises  to  another,  and  for  that 
reason  the  American  people  are  skepUcal  of  poUUcal  plat- 
forms. Would  you  understand  by  that  that  he  does  not 
expect  the  people  to  pay  very  much  attention  to  any  agricul- 
tural provisions  of  the  Republican  platform?  It  is  headed 
"We,  the  People." 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  The  tenor  of  his  utterances 
have  been  so  contrary  to  many  statements  in  the  platform 
that  such  a  conclusion  would  be  plausible. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  just  read  the  Republican  platform 
adopted  at  Philadelphia  and  I  read  the  farm  plank  first  It 
might  surprise  platform  makers  if  they  knew  how  many  of 
those  who  read  platforms  at  all  read  the  farm  plank  first 

I  congratulate  the  party  on  the  declaration  of  its  position 
on  agriculture.  Heretofore  in  every  platform  I  have  ever 
read,  of  either  the  Republican  Party  or  the  DemocraUc  Party, 
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fulsome  promises  have  been  made  the  farmer  and  every 
assurance  has  been  given  of  the  complete  solution  of  the 
agricultural  problem,  and  especially  since  1920  the  usual 
commitment  has  been  to  secure  economic  equality  with  labor 
and  industry.  But  this  platform  promises  nothing.  It  en- 
dorses nothing  that  is  not  already  in  effect  and  it  pledges 
nothing  that  has  not  been  or  is  now  being  tried.  It  is  the 
easiest  of  fulfillment  of  any  plank  that  could  be  drafted,  be- 
cause, if  ever  invoked,  nothing  would  be  required  to  carry  It 
out  except  to  sit  still  and  leave  things  as  they  are.  In  other 
words,  the  agricultural  plank  in  the  1940  platform  proposes 
leaving  things  as  they  are.  And  the  farm  voter  in  Novemebr 
can  take  it  or  leave  it. 

It  is  true  the  third  sentence  starts  off: 

The  Republican  Party  will  put  Into  effect  such  governmental 
policies  as  will  establish  and  maintain  an  equitable  balance  between 
labor.  Industry,  and  agriculture — 

New  if  they  had  stopped  there,  no  finer  commitment  could 
have  been  made — no  proposal  that  would  more  adequately 
and  effectively  solve  the  problems  of  the  American  farmer 
and  bring  prosperity  to  both  the  farmer  and  the  country  at 
large.  But  unfortimately  that  is  not  the  commitment.  Let 
us  read  on: 

The  Republican  Party  will  put  Into  effect  such  governmental 
policies  as  will  establish  and  maintain  an  equitable  balance  between 
labor.  Industry,  and  agriculture  by  expanding  industrial  and  busl- 
neas  activity,  eliminating  unemployment,  lowering  production  costs, 
thereby  creating  increased  consiuner  buying  power  for  agriculture 
products. 

Which  means  exactly  nothing  because  we  know  by  sad 
experience  that  none  of  these  means  are  practicable  or  can 
possibly  achieve  equality  between  agriculture  and  other 
industries. 

It  is  as  if  the  platform  had  said: 

The  Republican  Party  will  establish  and  maintain  an  adeqiiate 
Army  and  Navy. 

A  pledge  all  would  heartily  approve.    But  if  when  we  read 

on  we  found  that  when  completed  the  sentence  read: 

The  Republican  Party  will  establish  and  maintain  an  adequate 
Army  and  Navy  by  developing  the  bow  and  arrow  and  the  rowboat 
to  their  highest  state  of  efficiency. 

We  find  the  pledge  Is  worthless — just  as  the  RepubUcan 
pledge  to  establish  farm  equality  is  worthless. 

But.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  not  a  partisan  speech.  And  as 
disappointing  as  the  farm  plank  in  the  Republican  platform 
is.  the  address  of  the  official  spokesman  appearing  in  this 
morning's  Congressional  Record,  summarizing  the  agricul- 
tural legislation  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress  and  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  is  just  as  disappoint- 
ing— and  for  the  same  reason. 

Both  the  Republican  platform  and  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  are  in  accord.  According  to  both  everything 
has  been  done  that  needs  to  be  done  and  the  farm  problem 
has  been  solved.  And  if  we  accept  either  or  both,  nothing 
remains  to  be  done  but  to  let  present  conditions  take  their 
course  and  take  the  farmer  to  perdition  with  them. 

The  long  and  carefully  prepared  address  in  today's  Record 
lists  six  activities:  Soil  conservation,  low  interest  rates, 
marketing  agreements,  rural  electrification,  commodity 
loans,  and  water  uses,  which  he  says  amply  provide  all  the 
legislative  and  administrative  aids  needed  by  the  farmer.  At 
least  he  proposes  nothing  additional.  Since  September 
hogs  have  dropped  from  11  cents  to  less  than  5  cents  on  the 
farm.  Cotton  is  selling  for  less  than  a  dime  on  the  farm. 
And  wheat  in  the  last  few  weeks  has  dropped  from  $1.13 
to  69  cents  a  bushel.  And  yet  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture thinks  the  farmer  farm  problem  is  solved  and  the 
farmer  should  be  grateful  enough  to  vote  the  Democratic 
ticket  in  November.  All  this  at  a  time  when  union  wage 
scales  and  the  price  of  industrial  products  have  been 
steadily  rising. 

Mr.  Speaker,  soil  conservation,  low  Interest,  marketing 
agreements,  and  all  the  rest  are  beneficial  as  far  as  they  go. 


But  the  farmer  can  have  all  of  them — ^he  can  have  the  best 
soil,  and  the  lowest  rate  of  interest,  and  a  farm  loan,  and  a 
free  Government  pond  on  his  farm,  but  if  he  gets  less  for  his 
products  than  it  costs  him  to  produce  them  and  pajrs  labor 
and  industry  a  constantly  increasing  price  for  their  products. 
It  is  only  a  question  of  time  until  the  sheriff  gets  the  farm. 
The  only  thing  that  will  enable  a  tenant  farmer  to  buy  a 
farm,  and  the  only  thing  that  will  enable  an  owner  to  hold  his 
farm  is  a  price  for  his  products  high  enough  to  pay  interest 
and  taxes  and  cost  of  production.  And  it  cannot  be  done 
with  5-cent  hogs  and  10-cent  cotton  and  59-cent  wheat  when 
he  must  pay  labor,  industry,  and  transportation  more  than  he 
paid  when  he  was  getting  $24  for  hogs.  35  cents  for  cotton, 
and  $2.40  for  wheat. 

But  my  friend  justifies  nickel  hogs  and  dime  cotton  and 
says  the  farmer  ought  to  be  content  with  such  prices  because 
they  are  a  little  higher  than  they  were  in  1932,  the  lowest  ebb 
of  farm  prices  in  the  history  of  the  world.  Such  a  conten- 
tion is  too  puerile  to  merit  attention.  No  such  argument  was 
advanced  against  the  bills  to  increase  freight  rates  In  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  fix  the  price  of  coal  in  the  bitu- 
minous-coal bill,  regulate  the  price  of  oil  in  the  "hot  oil"  bill, 
fix  retail  prices  in  the  fair-trade  bill,  fix  wages  In  the  wage 
and  hour  bill,  enforce  minimum  wages  in  the  Labor  Relations 
Act  or  the  numerous  other  excellent  bills  for  the  benefit  of 
labor,  industry,  and  transportation  which  have  passed  this 
House. 

The  speaker  might  with  equal  logic  have  compared  present 
farm  prices  with  the  prices  in  1832  or  1732  as  1932.  The  real 
question  and  the  only  question  to  be  considered  is  whether 
farm  prices  are  equitable,  whether  they  are  on  a  parity  with 
other  industries,  whether  the  farmer  receives  as  fair  a  price 
for  what  he  sells  and  he  must  pay  for  what  he  buys.  The 
farmer  has  been  repeatedly  promised  parity  prices  by  both 
parties.  Congress  Itself  has  twice  by  solemn  enactment  laid 
down  the  principle  that  he  is  entitled  to  a  parity  price  as  a 
minimum.  ITie  question  is  not  whether  the  farmer  is  get- 
ting 1932  prices.  Nobody  else  is  getting  1932  prices.  The 
question  is  whether  he  is  getting  parity  prices.  Here  is  the 
report  on  that  question  received  from  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  this  morning: 

Comparison  of  farm,  market,  and  parity  prices 


Unit 

June  15,  IMO 

Current 

market 

price 

Commodity 

Parity 
price 

Farm 
prioo 

Farm  price 
as  percent 
of  parity 

Cotton ...„„.„...-. 

Pound 

Bushel 

Bushel.... 

Centt 

15.87 

82.20 

113.20 

CenU 
0.54 
63.  SO 
67.40 

Percent 
60.1 
77.3 
59.6 

CenU 

10.46 
65.00 
75.60 

Com ...       ...    

Wheat 

U.  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 

Let  us  compare  these  farm  figures  with  like  figures  for 
labor  and  industry.  The  last  wage  scales  available  are  for 
1939.    The  disparity  would  be  even  greater  for  1940. 

CoTnparison  of  weekly  earnings  in  building  and  construction,  and 
of  factory  workers  and  parity  wages 


Occupation 


Plumbers 

Elet'tridans 

Stonemasons ... 

Sleamfitters . 

Carpenters 

Painters 

Bricklayers 

Factory  workers 


193y  (June  1) 


Waees 

per  hour 


i.sas 

1.S33 
1.M4 
1.569 
L401 
1.305 
1.003 


Hours 
worked 
per  week 


37. » 
37.0 
38.8 
37.8 
38.7 
30.4 
88.4 


perweeK    ^f  parity 


$57.84 
57.00 
59.91 
00.00 
64.22 
49.09 
03.82 
24.34 


1SS.3 
172.8 
166.1 
170.9 
166.4 
157.0 
147.1 
14Z0 


Esti- 
mated 
parity 
e-JirningB 


$37.24 
83.63 
36.28 
35.34 
3X87 
31.06 
43.38 
17.14 


C.  S.  Bureau  of  Labor  Sutistics. 
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The  trend  of  costs  of  living  during  the  decade  is  indicated 
in  the  following  table  from  the  May  issue  of  the  Monthly 
Labor  Review: 

Indexes  of  retail  food  costs  in  51  large  cities  combined,^  hy  com- 
modity groups,  March  and  February  1940  and  March  1929 

( 1923-25 <= 100 I 


Commodity  croup 

ItMO 

1929 

Mar.  13 

Feb.  13 

Mar.  15 

AI]  Ktwlf            

77.1 

78.1 

101.4 

C«fwii  tnd  tekary  jwodocta 

Mnta 

88.7 
88.3 
81.3 

57.4 
6Z7 

ei.3 

76.0 
«3.7 
«Sl1 
60.3 
64.1 

88.7 
87.8 
82.7 
68.7 
62.9 
61.5 
75.0 
63.6 
6&3 
60.7 
64.6 

98.3 

iiae 

Dairy  products 

Eks.... 

Fruit5iu>d  ^eget»h1e!» 

105.2 
87.4 
86.9 

I^resh 

817 

Cnniwd.              

B*vM»(tes . . ..... 

97.1 
101.3 
110.9 

Fats  and  oils....... 

93.8 

Sugar .            ^ 

73.5 

~  '  .^(tttrppite  costs  of  84  foods  to  ench  city  prior  to  September  1939,  and  of  53  foods 
5inrp  that  date,  weighted  to  represent  total  purchases,  have  been  combined  for  the 
United  States  wiUi  the  use  of  population  weigbts. 
•  Preliminary. 

OfBcial  figures  on  parity  of  Industrial  Income  are  not  avail- 
able, but  the  following  table  from  Productivity,  Wages,  and 
National  Income,  published  by  the  Brookings  Institution, 
shows  the  relative  Income  of  1938  to  the  Income  of  1919  which 
was  at  the  peak  of  World  War  prices  and  far  above  parity: 

j  Distribution  of  income  in  the  manufacturing  iruiustry 


Salaries. 

Ca.'^h  dividends 

EamiiK>s  on  capital. 


1919 


•2.776 
1,353 
1,803 


1938 


$2,814 
1.90S 
3,111 


Pep'eTit 
of  in 
crease 


101  0 
140.7 
111.5 


In  other  words,  labor  and  industry  are  from  101  percent  to 
172  percent  above  parity  wliile  agriculture  is  from  59  percent 
to  77  percent  below  parity,  and  yet  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture considers  the  problem  solved  and  no  further  legisla- 
tion necessary. 

Standardization  of  labor  and  industrial  incomes  and  main- 
tenance above  parity  are  due  solely  to  legislation,  and  fluctua- 
tion of  agricultural  income  and  depression  below  parity  are 
the  result  of  lack  of  legislation. 

I  Farm  prices  have  been  slightly  supported  by  the  parity 
payments  provided  from  appropriations  provided  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  in  the  last  two  Congresses.  How 
Inadequate  these  makeshift  measures  meet  the  need  is  shown 
by  the  following  tabulation  issued  by  the  University  of  Illi- 
nois based  in  its  Bulletm  No.  19,  issued  January  2,  1940.  based 
on  the  United  States  Statistical  Abstract  of  1939: 

Comporatitfe  increa$e$  in  income  directly  due  to  legi$lation 


nunolt 


Artntteuh  Inoome  for  1999 

jAvmgt  IncnaM  by  oongreasionsl  action 

Total  lnn>m«  for  1930 


lUUrosd 
employee 


11,530.96 
336.70 


1,857.66 


Farnwf 


•42S.77 
70.75 


499.53 


The  farmer  may  have  been  a  college  graduate.  The  aver- 
age railroad  employee  seldom  goes  beyond  the  high  school. 
The  railroad  employee  had  nothing  invested  but  a  pair  of 
overalls,  and  worked  30  hours  a  week  without  assistance  from 
his  family.  The  farmer  had  capital  invested  in  land,  build- 
ings, machinery,  and  stock,  and  worked  98  hours  a  week,  and 
every  member  of  his  family  old  enough  to  walk  assisted  him 
in  earning  the  $499.52.  which  represented  not  only  the  wage 
from  the  combined  family  but  the  income  on  his  investment 
as  well.  But  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  considers  itself 
munificent  in  providing  the  $70.75  a  year. 

IHere  the  gavel  fell  J 


Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 

■nie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  now 
since  he  has  additional  time? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  DriTER.  My  distinguished  friend  here  made  an  ob- 
servation to  the  gentleman  from  Missoiui  with  reference  to 
the  skeptical  attitude  of  Mr.  Willkie  on  the  matter  of  plat- 
forms. I  wondered  whether  my  friend  from  Missouri  might 
not  concur  with  me  that  tliat  skepticism  is  very  largely  due 
to  the  feeling  of  the  American  people  which  arises  from  their 
experience  with  the  1932  and  1936  platforms  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  think  that  if  we  examine  the 
platforms  of  both  parties  from  1920  on  down  we  will  be  rather 
inclined  to  take  the  position  that  a  political  platform  is  some- 
thing to  get  in  on  and  of  little  concern  thereafter. 

And.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  the  high-water  mark.  Farm 
prices  are  falling  and  wages  and  industrial  prices  are  rising 
every  day.  The  disparity  every  day  becomes  more  pro- 
nounced. Here  are  five  headlines  from  the  same  page  of 
Sunday's  Washington  Star  summarizing  trends  for  the  week: 

Wheat  prices  slump  2  cents  a  btishel  at  Chicago;  com  down 
3  cents;  rye  declines  more  than  a  cent. 

Cotton  futures  dip  1  to  8  points  after  early  galna.  Liquidation 
In  July  contract  and  hedging  bring  late  slump. 

Washington  living  costs  losing,  prios  average  stays  below  levels 
for  1937  and  1938. 

United  States  Industry  reaches  highest  midyear  marks  In  decade. 

District  of  Columbia  banlc  clearings  far  above  year  ago  during 
June,  6  months'  volume  largest  for  period  since  1830. 

And  this  trend  will  be  accelerated.  All  authorities  and 
commentators  agree  that  the  war  in  Europe  cannot  last  be- 
yond September.  It  may  end  any  day.  And  when  it  does 
farm  prices,  as  pitiable  as  they  are,  will  crash  in  utter  ruin 
unless  legislation  is  provided  to  put  a  floor  imder  farm  prices, 
as  has  already  been  put  under  wages  and  industrial  prices. 
This  is  not  surmise.  It  is  not  speculation.  The  war  must 
end,  and  when  the  war  ends  European  markets  will  be  closed 
to  American  products.  Norwegian.  Danish,  Dutch,  and  Bel- 
gian imports  ceased  with  German  occupation.  The  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  has  just  issued  the  following  bulletin: 

UwTTBB  States  DEPArrMnrr  or  Ac«icultu««, 

Washington.  D.  C.  June  19,  1940. 
rmANCs  ruTH  best  cttstomoi  to*,  pbooucti  or  tmrrB)  statis  tk%u» 

If  France  should  be  cut  off  from  American  markets,  the  United 
SUtes  would  lose  lu  fifth  best  customer  for  farm  products  tb« 
Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  said  today.  Farm  products  were  nearly  30  percent  of 
all  United  States  exports  to  Prance  In  1938  and  over  17  percent  In 
1939.  During  both  years  Prance  was  fifth  among  world  outlets 
for  United  SUtes  farm  products  and  third  in  Etirooe.  after  th« 
United  Kingdom  and  the  Netherlands. 

The  value  of  United  States  agricultural  exports  to  Prance  in  dlffer- 
f-SLl?"  "^  "**^  percent  of  total  farm  ezporu  In  each  year 


Tear 


1929 

I9W 

1996 

1«36 

1937 

19!» 

1999 


Total  value 


fim.onnoo 

47. 657. 000 

&a.a.'Aooo 
«:t.  im.ooo 
ao,s.<(7.aoo 

M.  970  030 

ao.SKooo 


Penvnt 
oTt'.tal 


«.a 

7.3 
7  1 
i  9 

7.6 
4.7 
4.7 


Tlie  outstanding  Item  In  United  States  agricultural  export  trade 
with  France  is  cotton.  Cotton  was  about  70  percent  of  UiUted 
States  farm  exports  to  France  In  1939  and  63  percent  In  1938. 

Since  the  publication  of  this  bulletin  exports  to  Prance 
have  practically  ceased.  And.  regardless  of  who  wins  or  loses 
Europe  will  not  afford  a  market  for  American  products  for 
years  to  come.  The  end  approaches.  And  yet  with  that  cer- 
tainty staring  us  in  the  face,  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
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makes  the  statement  in  this  morning's  Record  complacently 
preening  itself  on  present  farm  conditions  and  with  no  refer- 
ence to  any  possible  activity  for  the  rest  of  the  session. 

Congress  will  remain  in  session  the  remainder  of  the  sum- 
mer. It  will  be  useless  to  incorporate  bombastic  planks  in 
the  Chicago  platform  if  we  sit  idly  by  and  give  no  thought  to 
the  welfare  of  agriculture  beyond  that  indicated  in  this 
speech. 

More  than  1,800  years  ago  the  Master,  with  the  twelve,  as 
they  plodded,  hungry  and  thirsty,  down  the  dusty  roads  of 
Judea  came  upon  the  fig  tree  and  found  thereon  no  fruit. 
And  He  gave  utterance  there  to  one  of  the  greatest  truths  in 
all  the  pages  of  Holy  Writ:  "By  their  fruits  shall  ye  know 
them."  We  Judge  political  parties  as  we  judge  men — not  by 
what  they  say,  not  by  what  they  promise,  not  by  their  plat- 
form commitments,  but  by  what  they  do. 

In  this  supreme  crisis  in  American  history,  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  should  either  meet  to  consider  the  situation  or 
they  should  resign.  The  master  is  coming  down  the  road 
along  about  the  second  Tuesday  in  November.  And  several 
luxuriant  but  barren  fig  trees  on  the  committee  might  well 
take  notice. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Every  Member  with 
whom  I  have  talked,  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  both  Demo- 
crats and  Republicans,  say  that  the  overwhelming  sentiment 
in  their  districts  Is  that  we  remain  here  all  summer,  and  as 
the  gentleman  knows,  I  have  a  resolution  for  remaining  in 
session  all  the  summer,  and  we  certainly  should  be  here  in 
case  of  any  eventuality. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  trust  the  lady  favors  taking 
advantage  of  the  time  while  we  are  here,  with  nothing  else 
to  do,  to  handle  this  pressing  question. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  and  I  feel  we  should 
be  here  and  not  at  home  and  that  we  should  not  adjourn. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Is  the  gentlewoman  doing  any- 
thing to  meet  the  farm  situation? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Always.  I  have  been  in 
favor  of  it,  but  I  believe  in  staying  in  Washington  and  doing 
it  from  here.  We  can  do  more  here  than  if  we  should 
adjourn  and  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  stated  Congress  will 
not  adjourn. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

RESIGNATION  FROM  A  COMMITrH 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  House  the 
following  communication,  which  was  read: 

Bon.  WiLUAM  B.  Bankhxao, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Mr  Deab  Mt.  Spcakcs:  I  hereby  tender  my  resignation  from  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Penslotu. 

Ralph  O.  BBCwtm. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  resig- 
nation Is  accepted. 

LfAVI  or  AB8CNCI 

By  unanlmoiu  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as 
follows: 

To  Mr.  TH0RKKL80N,  for  2  weeks,  on  accoimt  of  offlcial 
business. 

To  Mr.  Whiti  of  Idaho,  for  an  indefinite  period,  on  accoimt 
of  official  business. 

SENATE  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLimONS  REFERRED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and,  under  the 
rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  71.  An  act  to  repeal  the  act  entitled  "An  act  relating 
to  Philippine  currency  reserves  on  deposit  in  the  United 
States:  to  the  Committee  on  Insular  Affairs. 

S.  253.  An  act  to  authorize  the  leasing  of  certain  Indian 
lands  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior; to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 


S.  820.  An  act  providing  for  the  granting  of  leave  to  cer- 
tain employees  of  the  United  States  to  enable  them  to  vote 
at  elections;  to  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service. 

S.  1433.  An  act  to  add  certain  lands  to  the  Sluslaw  Na- 
tional Forest  in  the  State  of  Oregon;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture. 

S.  2171.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  M.  Seller  &  Co;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  2524.  An  act  to  incorporate  The  Military  Order  of  the 
Purple  Heart;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  2758.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wade  Crawford,  formerly 
superintendent  of  the  Klamath  Indian  Agency;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

S.  2880.  An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  on  the 
claim  of  R.  Brinskelle  and  Charhe  Melcher;  to  the  Conunit- 
tee  on  Claims. 

S.  2930.  An  act  to  provide  for  reimbursement  to  the  hold- 
ers of  cotton  pool  participation  trust  certificates,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

S.  2997.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Greenlee  County 
Board  of  Supervisors;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3003.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Ralph  C.  Hardy,  William 
W.  Addis.  C.  H.  Seaman.  R,  J.  Polk,  and  E.  P.  Goudelock; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3143.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chandler  V.  Jensen;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3248.  An  act  to  amend  section  2.  chapter  368.  Forty- 
sixth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  1467.  March  2.  1931.  relating  to 
extra  compensation  of  inspectors  and  employees  of  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service;  to  the  Committee 
on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

S.  3361.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Aron  Pitt  and  Cecilia  Pitt; 
to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

S.  3437.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Franco-American  Con- 
struction Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3497.  An  act  to  require  the  issuance  by  the  General  Ac- 
coimting  Office  of  a  quarterly  certificate  of  settlement  of 
money  accounts  to  United  States  property  and  disbursing 
officers,  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  several  States,  Terri- 
tories, and  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on 
Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

S.  3539.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  M.  Barnes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

S.  3582.  An  act  relating  to  the  status  of  certain  natives 
and  inhabitants  of  the  Virgin  Islands;  to  the  Committee  on 
Insular  Affairs. 

8. 3596.  An  act  to  enable  Eva  Sofia  Blldstein  and  her  minor 
son,  Jorg  Bildstein.  to  remain  permanently  in  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8. 3619.  An  act  relating  to  changes  in  the  administration 
of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  bearing  on  Fed- 
eral recognition,  pay.  allotment  of  funds,  drill,  training,  etc.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8.3703.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vasil  Dlmltroff  Techoff; 
to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

8.  3710.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  H.  Hearon;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3720.  An  act  to  create  and  establish  a  Board  of  Funeral 
Directors  and  Embalmers  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  to 
prescribe  its  powers  and  duties;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

8. 3741.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  P.  Madsen;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3795.  An  act  to  authorize  the  transportation  of  employees 
of  the  Alaska  Road  Commission,  and  to  validate  payments 
made  for  that  and  other  purposes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ex- 
penditures in  the  Executive  Departments. 

S.  3866.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  W.  Coon;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3870.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  authoriz- 
ing the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  furnish 
Potomac  water  without  charge  to  charitable  institutions,  etc., 
in  the  District  of  Columbia."  approved  February  23,  1905; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
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S.  3879.  An  act  to  amend  section  15  (g)  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the  definition  of 
agricultural  commodities:  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

S.  3934.  An  act  authorizing  the  State  of  Michigan,  acting 
through  the  International  Bridge  Authority  of  Michigan,  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of 
bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  St. 
Marys  River,  from  a  point  in  or  near  the  city  of  Sault  Ste. 
Marie.  Mich.,  to  a  point  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  Can- 
ada: to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

S.  3936.  An  act  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  May 
22,  1934,  known  as  the  National  Stolen  Property  Act;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8.3952.  An  act  to  provide  relief  for  and  to  promote  the 
Interest  of  the  landowners  on  the  Uintah  Indian  irrigation 
project.  Utah,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs. 

S.  3962.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Louis  Pucclnelll  Bail 
Bond  Co. :  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  3974.  An  act  to  clarify  section  3709  (U.  S.  C,  1934  ed., 
title  41,  sec.  5) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the 
Executive  Departments. 

8. 3975.  An  act  granting  to  certain  claimants  the  prefer- 
ence right  to  purchase  certain  public  lands  in  the  State  of 
Florida :  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

S.  3990.  An  act  to  transfer  the  essential  language  of  sec- 
tion 518.  title  IV,  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  approved  June  17, 
1930.  Into  the  Judicial  Code  of  the  United  States  and  to  pro- 
vide for  its  reenactment  as  part  of  said  Judicial  Code,  to  take 
effect  the  date  of  its  passage,  including  the  allowance  to  the 
Judges  of  the  United  States  Customs  Court,  Government 
counsel,  and  stenographic  clerks  as  set  forth  therein  for 
traveling  expenses  incurred  for  maintenance  while  absent 
from  New  York  on  oflBcial  business,  and  to  repeal  all  acts  in- 
consistent therewith  to  the  extent  of  such  inconsistency,  and 
for  other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Revision  of  the 
Laws. 

S.  3993.  An  act  to  authorize  employees  of  the  United  States 
to  testify  on  behalf  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  employees 
of  the  District  of  Colimibia  to  testify  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  and  of  the  District  of  Columbia  without  loss  of  salary 
or  annual  leave:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

B.  4007.  An  act  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended,  for  the  purposes  of  extending  the  market- 
ing-quota provisions  thereof  to  lettuce  and  to  melons,  and 
for  other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

S.  4008.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  to  make  loans  for  the  development  of  deposits 
of  strategic  and  critical  minerals  which  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Corporation  would  be  of  value  to  the  United  States  in  time 
of  war,  and  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration to  make  more  adequate  loans  for  mineral  develop- 
mental purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

S.  4011.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  accept  pajmient  of  an  annual  equitable  overhead  charge  in 
connection  with  the  repayment  contract  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Strawberry  Water  Users'  Association  of  Pay- 
son,  Utah,  in  full  satisfaction  of  delinquent  billings  upon  the 
basis  of  an  annual  fixed  overhead  charge,  and  for  other 
Purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 

8.4037.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdicUon  upon  the  United 
States  District  Coiut  for  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Theodore  R.  Troendlv*;  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction 
Co.;  to  the  Conunittefr  on  Claims. 

S.  4042.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  acquisition  of  flowage 
rights  and  the  payment  of  certain  damages  In  connection 
with  the  operatipn  of  the  Fort  Hall  Indian  irrigation  project. 
Idaho:  to  the  Cfmmittee  on  Clainas. 

8. 4045.  An  act  to  authorize  the  acceptance  of  donations  of 
property  for  the  Mammoth  Cave  National  Park,  in  the  State 
of  Kentucky,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Public  Lands. 

S.  4098.  An  act  relating  to  claims  for  refund  of  processing 
and  related  taxes;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 


S.  4107.  An  act  to  transfer  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Arlington 
Farm,  Va..  to  the  jiulsdictions  of  the  War  Dejiartment  and  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

8.4137.  An  act  relating  to  transportation  of  foreign  mall 
by  aircraft:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads. 

8.  J.  Res.  258.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
disposition  of  the  l>equest  of  the  late  Justice  Oliver  Wendell 
Holmes  to  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Library. 

S.  J.  Res.  267.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  acquisition 
by  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  of  data  needed  in  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

S.  J.  Res.  283.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  Col.  Donald  H. 
Connolly  to  hold  the  office  of  Administrator  of  Civil  Aero- 
nautics in  the  Department  of  Commerce;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

ADJOUHNBfXNT 

Mr.  KITCHENS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  accordingly  (at  5  o'clock 
and  50  minutes  p.  m.),  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday,  July  3,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1811.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury transmitting,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  ap- 
proved March  8. 1938  (52  Stat.  107) ,  an  act  to  maintain  unim- 
paired the  capital  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  at 
$100,000,000,  and  for  other  piu-poses.  an  appraisal  of  all  the 
assets  and  liabUities  of  the  said  Corporation  as  of  March  31, 
1940;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

1812.  A  letter  from  the  acting  president,  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners of  the  District  of  Coliunbia.  transmitting  a  suggestion 
for  amendment  to  H.  R.  10101;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

1813.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
June  24,  1940,  submitting  a  report,  together  with  accompany- 
ing papers,  on  reexamination  of  Caliunet  Harbor  and  River, 
m.  and  Ind.,  requested  by  resolution  of  the  Committee  on 
Rivers  and  Harbors,  House  of  Representatives,  adopted  July 
28. 1939;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

1814.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman.  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bUl  to  amend 
section  4  (f )  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
to  provide  for  extra  compensation  for  overtime  of  inspectors 
in  charge  and  radio  inspectors  of  the  Field  Division  of  the 
Engineering  Department  of  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

1815.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  Work  Projects  Admln- 
istraUon.  May  27,  1940;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition 
of  Executive  Papers. 

1816.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United   States 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a   list  of 
papers  by  the  Federal  Works  Agency,  Work  Projects  Admin- 
istration. May  20,  1940;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition 
of  Executive  Papers. 

1817.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting   recommendation   for   disposiUon   of   a   list   of 
papers  by  the  Federal  Security  Agency.  Social  Security  Board 
May  24,  1940;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Execu- 
tive Papers. 

1818.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  lists  of  papers 
by  the  Federal  Security  Agency.  Social  Security  Board   May 
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27,  1940:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive 
Papers. 

1819.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board,  May  28.  1940;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1820.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1821.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmittltng  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior  January  30,  1940; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1822.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  March  11,  1940;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1823.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  lists  of  papers 
by  the  Federal  Works  Agency,  Work  Projects  Administration, 
March  7,  May  23,  and  May  31,  1940;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 


REPORTS    OF   COMMITTEES    ON   PUBLIC   BILLS   AND 
,  RESOLU-nONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xin, 

Mr.  ROMJUE:  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads.  H.  R.  9851.  A  bill  authorizing  special  arrangements 
in  the  transportation  of  mail  within  the  Territory  of  Alaska: 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2736).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


'         ADVERSE  REPORTS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII, 

Mr.  BLOOM:  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  House  Reso- 
lution 539.  Resolution  requesting  the  President  to  send  infor- 
mation to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  (Rept.  No.  2737). 
Laid  on  the  table. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXH,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severaDy  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  DIMOND: 
H.  R.  10159.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  civilian  conservation  corps,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," approved  June  28,  1937,  as  amended;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Labor. 

By  Mr.  JEFFRIES: 
H.R.  10160.  A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the 
United  States."  approved  July  1, 1898,  and  an  act  amendatory 
thereof  and  supplementary  thereto;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LEA: 
H.  R.  10161.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  State  of  California; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  RANDOLPH: 
H.  R.  10162.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2  of  the  act  of  Con- 
gress entitled  "An  act  for  the  suppression  of  prostitution  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,"  approved  August  15,  1935;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 
H.  R.  10163.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construction  of  flood- 
control  works  on  the  Oswego  watershed,  New  York;  to  the 
Committee  on  Flood  ControL 
By  Mr.  COX: 
H.  J.  Res.  577.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  coordina- 
tion of  the  national-defense  activities  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment in  their  application  to  the  education,  training,  and  ap- 
prentice training  of  civilian  personnel  for  national-defense 
purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  McARDLE: 
H.J. Res. 578.  Joint   resolution   creating   a  committee   to 
prevent  profiteering  in  coimection  with  the  tax  measure 


passed  by  Congress  to  finance  the  national-defense  program; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  LEA: 
H.  J.  Res.  579.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  providing  for  the 
election  of  President  and  Vice  President;  to  the  Committee 
on  Election  of  President,  Vice  President,  and  Representatives 
In  Congress. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  CROWTHER: 
H.R.  10164.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  Lyman  S.  Prasier; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FLAHERTY: 
H.R.  10165.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  J.  Harrington; 
to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8968.  By  Mr.  CLASON:  Petition  of  Georgianna  Utter  and 
others,  requesting  Congress  to  give  the  people  the  right  to 
vote  on  whether  or  not  citizens  of  the  United  States  and 
aliens  therein  be  drafted  for  military  service  outside  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere  or  the  Territorial  i>ossessions  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8969.  By  Mr,  COFFEE  of  Washington:  Petition  of  the 
Western  Psychological  Association,  signed  by  Prof.  Ralph  H. 
Gundlach,  secretary,  advising  that  on  June  13,  1940,  they 
urged  passage  of  House  bill  8957.  the  American  standards' 
work  and  assistance  bill,  by  Mr.  Coffee  of  Washington,  and/or 
House  bill  8615,  by  Mr.  MARCANTomo,  of  New  York;  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor. 

8970.  By  Mr.  CROWTHER:  Petition  of  Bernice  J.  Mycik, 
president  of  Harfa  Singing  Society  of  Amsterdam.  N.  Y.,  and 
53  members  of  the  society,  approving  the  policies  of  President 
Roosevelt  in  respect  to  aid  to  the  Allies;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

8971.  By  Mr.  KRAMER:  Resolution  of  the  Hollywood  Post 
of  the  American  Legion,  relative  to  universal  military  service; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8972.  By  Mr.  LAMBERTSON:  Petition  of  R.  O.  Allen  and 
189  other  residents  of  Topeka,  Kans.,  appealing  to  Congress 
to, remain  in  session  and  to  keep  America  out  of  war,  except 
to  repel  invasion,  and  to  provide  for  adequate  and  immediate 
defense  measures;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8973.  Also,  petition  of  L.  E,  McLain  and  14  other  residents 
of  Topeka,  Kans.,  appealing  to  Congress  to  keep  this  country 
from  entering  another  European  war  except  to  repel  inva- 
sion, and  urging  adequate  defense  measures  and  advocating 
Congress  remain  in  session;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

8974.  Also,  petition  of  Andrew  L.  Sowers  and  81  other 
residents  of  Topeka,  Kans.,  appealing  to  Congress  to  keep 
this  country  from  entering  another  European  war  and  ex- 
pressing their  approval  of  a  strong  national -defense  policy; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8975.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of 
Detroit,  Tex.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

8976.  Also,  petition  of  Radu  Havlicek  Lev,  No.  41,  C.  8.  A.. 
Chicago,  111.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  Work  Projects  Administration  appropria- 
tion legislation:  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

8977.  Also,  petition  of  Radu  HavUcek  Lev,  No.  41,  C.  8.  A., 
Chicago,  ni.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  Dies  committee;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rules. 

8978.  Also,  petition  of  Radu  Havlicek  Lev,  No.  41,  C.  8.  A., 
Chicago,  m.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  agriculture  legislation;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agricultiu'e. 
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SENATE 

Wednesday,  July  3,  1940 

!  (Legislative  day  of  Monday.  July  1.  1940) 

.    The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Praser,  assistant  rector,  Church  of  the  Epiph- 
any, Washington,  D.  C.  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  most  gracious  God.  who  In  olden  times  hast 
declared  Thy  will  and  love  for  us  through  Thy  law  and 
prophets,  and  hast  spoken  to  us  through  Thine  only  begotten 
Son:  Grant  us  grace,  we  beseech  Thee,  to  speak  a  good  word 
for  Thee,  ind  ever  glory  in  the  privilege  of  being  called  Thy 
children.    Through  Jesus  Christ,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

SENATOR  FROM  VERMONT 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  I  present  the  credentials  of 
Ernest  W.  Gibson,  formerly  known  as  Ernest  W.  Gibson,  Jr., 
as  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Vermont. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  credentials  will  be  read. 
I        The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

To  the  Pkesident  or  the  Senati:  of  the  Uwrrra  States: 

This  Is  to  certily  that,  pursuant  to  the  power  vested  In  me  by 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  the  laws  ol  the  State 
of  Vermont.  I,  George  D.  Aiken,  the  Governor  of  said  State,  do 
hereby  appoint  Ernest  W.  Gibson,  formerly  known  as  Ernest  W. 
Gibson.  Jr.,  a  Senator  from  said  State  to  represent  said  State  In 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  until  the  vacancy  therein,  caused 
by  the  death  of  Ernest  W.  Gibson.  Is  filled  by  election,  as  provided 
by  law. 

Witness:  fils  Excellency,  our  Governor.  George  D.  Aiken,  and  our 
leal  hereto  affixed  at  Montpelier,  this  a4th  day  of  June,  in  the  year 
of  o\ir  Lord,  1940. 

Is^*^]  Gxoacx  D.  Atken, 

_^  Governor. 

By  the  Governor: 

I  Rawson  C.  Mtrick. 

Secretary  of  State. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  credentials  will  be  placed  on 
ffle. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator-designate  is 
present  and  ready  to  take  the  oath. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  the  Senator-designate  will  pre- 
sent himself  at  the  desk,  the  oath  will  be  administered  to 
him. 

Mr.  GIBSON,  accompanied  by  Mr.  AUSTIN,  advanced  to  the 
Vice  President's  desk.  and.  the  oath  prescribed  by  law  having 
been  administered  to  him,  he  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

the  journal 

On  request  of  Mr.  Harrison,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Monday,  July  1.  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

messages  from   the   president — ^APPROVAL   OF   BILLS  AND    JOINT 

RESOLUTION 

Messages  in  writing  from   the  President  of   the  United 

States  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 

of  his  secretaries,  who  also  announced  that  the  President  bad 

approved  and  signed  the  following  bills  and  joint  resolution: 

On  June  29,  1940: 

S.  2047.  An  act  to  divest  prize-fight  films  of  their  character 
as  subjects  of  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

S.  3927.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  administration  of  the 
Washington  National  Airport,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  260.  Joint  resolution  to  make  emergency  provi- 
sion for  the  maintenance  of  essential  vessels  affected  by  the 
Neutrality  Act  of  1939,  and  for  adjustment  of  obligations  with 
respect  to  such  vessels. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  without  amendment  the  following  bills  and  joint 
resolution  of  the  Senate: 

S.  349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  P.  Cooley,  administrator 
of  the  estate  of  Charles  P.  Cooley.  Jr.; 

S.  993.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  H.  Wootton; 


S.  1009.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Bert  W.  Helmer; 

S.  1251.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  settlers  in  the  towa 
site  of  Ketchum,  Idaho; 

8. 1376.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cothran  Motors,  Inc.; 

S.  1531.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edmund  S.  Dennis; 

S.  1789.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deportation 
proceedings  in  the  case  of  Florence  Sinclair  Cooper  and 
daughter,  Margaret  Lavallie,  and  Philip  P.  Roy; 

S.  1810.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Citizens  State  Bank 
of  Marianna,  Fla.; 

S.  2111.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  granting 
additional  quarantine  powers  and  imposing  additional  duties 
upon  the  Marine  Hospital  Service,"  approved  February  15, 
1893?  as  amended; 

S.  2413.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Arminda  Bauman; 

S.  2595.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lloyd  S.  Harris; 

S.  2704.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr,  and  Mrs.  C.  W.  Black 
and  Marion  Rabren; 

S.  2768,  An  act  authorizing  the  naturalization  of  Thomas 
A.  Lambie; 

S.  2773.  An  act  to  authorize  the  payment  of  compensation 
to  recess  appointees  in  certain  cases; 

S.  2774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Mauri; 

S.  2775.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Gideon  Schiller; 

S.  2799.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  George  Mayfleld; 

S.  2817.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  H.  Churchwell  Wholesale 
Co..  of  Jacksonville.  Fla.; 

S.2909.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dexter  and  Elizabeth 
Shiomi; 

S.2915.  An  act  relating  to  rentals  in  certain  oil  and  gas 
leases  issued  under  authority  of  the  act  of  February  25,  1920, 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  2969.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louise  Thome; 

S.  2988.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bessie  Sharrah; 

S.  3021.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  A.  Ramsay; 

S.  3023.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  E.  Enders  and 
Gertrude  Ray  Enders; 

S.  3039.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  TwUa  Snyder; 

S.  3059.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Velvie  W.  Smith  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Glenn  Richard  Smith; 

S.  3062.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Rodgers  Tile  Co.; 

S.  3101.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  purchasers  of  and 
entrymen  upon,  opened  lands  of  certain  Indian  reservaUons; 

S.  3111.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  L.  Gardner; 

8. 3146.  An  act  relating  to  the  citizenship  of  WUUam  Law- 
rence Tan; 

8. 3256.  An  act  to  enable  Sadao  Tanaka  to  remain  perma- 
nently in  the  United  States; 

S.  3351.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  I.  M.  Cook,  J.  J.  ADen,  and 
the  Radiator  Specialty  Co.; 

S.  3401.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Charles  N.  Barber,  former 
United  States  property  and  disbursing  officer,  Vermont  Na- 
tional Guard,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8.3412.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Nicholas  Chicouras- 

8.  3424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  O.  Elliott  and  Wins- 
low  Farr  Smith; 

S.3436.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ethel  O.  Hamilton: 
8.3456.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement' of  cer- 
tain personnel  or  former  personnel  of  the  United  States  Ma- 
rine Corps  for  the  value  of  personal  effects  destroyed  as  a 

^"?L°o' *  ^^  *^  Raritan  Arsenal,  Metuchen,  N.  J.,  on  October 
10.  1938; 

S.  3502.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Epes  TransportaUon 
Corporation; 

8. 3587.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earl  P.  Collins- 
8.  3597.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  C.  Brown  and  P  L. 
Copeland;  ^^     ' 

8. 3647.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardian  of  Paul 
San  ford,  a  minor; 

S.  3649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  D.  Oann; 

8. 3706.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  G  Balls* 

8.3707.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  agents 
and  certifjing  officers  of  the  Indian  Service,  the  United  States 

«^?S?    A      T/'^^i?°•  ^""^  ^^  Treasury  Department; 
8. 3742.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  M.  E.  McGivem; 
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8.3748.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Guy  P.  Allen,  chief  dis- 
bursing officer.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Depart- 
ment; 

8. 3749.  An  act  to  relieve  certain  employees  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  from  financial  liability  for  certain  overpay- 
ments and  allow  such  credit  therefor  as  is  necessary  in  the 
accounts  of  certain  disbursing  officers,  and  for  other  purposes ; 

8. 3763.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  David  H.  Passell  and 
First  Lt.  Paul  E.  LaMaster; 

8.3769.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jerry  McKinley  Thompson: 
S.3780.  An  act  authorizing  Alabama  Bridge  Commission 
(an  agency  of  the  State  of  Alabama)  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  toll  bridge  and  causeway  between  Dauphin 
Island  and  the  mainland  at  or  near  Cedar  Point,  within  the 
Btate  of  Alabama; 

S.  3794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  Navajo  Indians, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

8.3807.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri 
River  at  or  near  Arrow  Rock.  Mo.; 

8.  3808.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  certain 
officers  and  enlisted  men  or  former  officers  and  enlisted  men 
of  the  United  States  Navy  for  personal  property  lost  in  the 
hurricane  and  flood  at  New  London,  Conn.,  on  September  21, 
1938; 

S.  3899.  An  act  to  defray  the  cost  of  returning  to  the  United 
States  the  remains,  families,  and  effects  of  officers  and  em- 
ployees dying  abroad,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8.3916.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence  T.  Post.  G.  F. 
Allen,  and  D.  Buddrus; 

8.3931.  An  act  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for  the 
Paiker  Dam  and  Reservoir  project,  and  for  other  purposes; 
S.  3972.  An  act  to  authorize  exchanges  of  lands  within  the 
Navajo  Indian  Reservation.  Ariz.; 

S.  3978.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  former  employees 
of  the  National  Reemployment  Service; 

8. 4032.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  Philip 
A.  Penston.  pharmacist's  mate,  first  class.  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  for  the  value  of  personal  and  household  effects  lost 
and  destroyed  during  the  hurricane  of  September  21,  1938, 
at  New  London.  Conn.; 
8.4048.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  K.  Peeples; 
S.  4090.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  do- 
nate on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  H.  8.  Scott.  D.  W. 
Collins.  Fred  M.  Gross,  trustees,  Ashland  District  Council, 
Boy  Scouts  of  America,  the  log  house  known  as  the  John 
Secrest  home,  located  on  the  site  of  the  Federal  Correctional 
Institution  near  Ashland,  Ky.; 

8. 4126.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anne  Howard  Lay;  and 
8.  J.  Res.  222.  Joint  resolution  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia  and  the 
Commonwealths  of  Virginia  and  Pennsylvania  and  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  as  signatory  bodies,  to  enter  into  a  compact 
for  the  creation  of  a  Potomac  Valley  Conservancy  District 
and  the  establishment  of  the  Interstate  Commission  on  the 
Potomac  River  Basin. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  the 
following  bills  of  the  Senate,  severally  with  an  amendment, 
in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

8. 458.  An  act  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Emergency  Offi- 
cers' Retirement  Act  of  May  24,  1928.  to  provisional,  pro- 
bationary, or  temporary  officers  of  the  Army.  Navy.  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  who  served  during  the  World  War; 
S.  527.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  J.  Greenleaf ; 
8. 1114.  An  act  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  District  Court,  Territory  of  Hawaii,  over  the  Midway 
Islands.  Wake  Island,  Johnston  Island,  Sand  Island.  King- 
man Reef.  Kure  Island,  Baker  Island,  Howland  Island,  Jarvis 
Island.  Canton  Island,  Enderbury  Island,  and  for  other 
purposes ; 

S.  2289.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Leesburg  Welding  & 
Garage  Co.; 

S.  2560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marjorie  Buchek; 
8.  2561.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ina  Jones; 


8.3550.  An  act  to  make  unlawful  the  transportation  of 
convict-made  goods  in  interstate  and  foreign  commerce; 

S.  3929.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi 
River  at  or  near  Memphis.  Tenn.;  and 

S.  4097.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates  of 
American  citizens  who  die  abroad. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills  and  joint  resolution,  severally  with  amend- 
ments, in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate; 
S.29.  An  act  to  authorize  the  use  of  certain  faculties  of 
national  parks  and  national  monuments  for  elementary  school 
purposes; 

8. 134.  An  act  providing  for  continuing  retirement  pay, 
under  certain  conditions,  of  officers  and  former  officers  of  the 
Army.  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  of  the  United  States,  other 
than  officers  of  the  Regular  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps, 
who  incurred  physical  disability  while  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States  during  the  World  War,  and  for  other  purposes; 
S.  182.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Hagenson; 
8. 2018.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  NUe  Shaw  and  Edgar  C. 
Bardin; 
S.  2570.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Boyd; 
8. 2717.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Edward  J.  Broggi; 
S.  2800.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Ross,  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Betty  Ross,  a  minor; 

S.  3131.  An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  United  States 
Employees'  Compensation  Act  to  members  of  the  Officers'  Re- 
serve Corps  and  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army 
who  were  physically  injured  in  line  of  duty  while  performing 
active  duty  or  engaged  in  authorized  training  between  dates 
of  February  28,  1925,  and  July  15,  1939,  both  inclusive,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

S.  3280.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Leslie  Everett, 
deceased ; 

8. 3617.  An  act  granting  the  consent  and  approval  of  Con- 
gress to  an  interstate  compact  relsfting  to  control  and  reduc- 
tion of  pollution  in  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin; 

8. 3676.  An  act  to  withdraw  certain  portions  of  land  within 
the  Hawaii  National  Park,  and  to  transfer  the  same  to  the 
jurisdiction  and  control  of  the  Secretary  of  War  for  military 
purposes;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  133.  A  Joint  resolution  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on 
the  Court  of  Claims  or  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States 
for  the  Northern  District  of  Georgia  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks,  of 
Stephens  County.  Ga. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  severailly 
agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  following  bills 
of  the  House: 

H.  R.  1435.  An  act  lor  the  relief  of  A.  S.  Tait; 
H.  R.  2358.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  Joseph  Wright; 
H.  R.  3171.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  L.  Sheldon; 
H.  R.  6424.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  transportation  and 
distribution  of  mails  on  motor- vehicle  routes; 

H.R.  7861.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court 
of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the 
claims  of  Hannah  8.  Bray,  Jane  Bickers,  and  Frances  Bickers; 
H.  R.  8024.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  leasing  of  restricted 
allotments  of  deceased  Indians  in  certain  circumstances,  and 
for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  8499.  An  act  relating  to  adoption  of  minors  by  Indians. 
The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  sev- 
erally agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  follow- 
ing bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  3161.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  and  minor 
children  of  Dale  W.  and  Gladys  M.  Guise,  Sally  C.  Guise,  and 
Martha  G.  and  Arnold  E.  Omer; 

H.  R.  4828.  An  act  to  amend  the  law  limiting  the  operation 
of  statutes  of  limitations  in  certain  cases; 

H.  R.  5258.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Betty  Lou  Frady ; 
H.  R.  6831.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  lease  certain  of  the  public  lands  to  the  Metropolitan  Water 
District  of  Southern  California  for  the  extraction  of  sodium 
chloride  for  water-conditioning  purposes; 
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H.  R.  7843.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clifford  J.  Williams;  and 

H.  R.  9114.  An  act  authorizing  advancements  from  the  Fed- 
eral Emergency  Administration  of  Public  Works  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  recorder-of-deeds  building  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  disagreed 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6884)  to 
encourage  travel  in  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes, 
asked  a  conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Bxtlwinklb, 
and  Mr.  Wolverton  of  New  Jersey  were  appointed  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  dis- 
agreed to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  biU  <H.  R. 
4561)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  George  C.  Hamilton  and  Nanette 
Anderson,  asked  a  conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  dis- 
agreeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr. 
Kennedy  of  Maryland,  Mr.  Ramspeck,  and  Mr.  Thomas  of  New 
Jersey  were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  severally 
disagreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  following 
bills  of  the  House,  asked  a  conference  with  the  Senate  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr. 
Kennedy  of  Maryland,  Mr.  Ramspeck.  and  Mr.  Thomas  of 
New  Jersey  were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference: 

H.  R.  658.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Dr.  B.  L. 
PursifuU,  Grace  Pursifull,  Eugene  Pursifull,  Ralph  Pursifull, 
Bobby  Pursifull.  and  Dora  Little; 

H.R.  1288.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Clyde  Thatcher 
and  her  two  minor  children,  Marjorie  Thatcher,  and  Bobby 
Thatcher;  and 

H.  R.  4031.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the 
claim  or  claims  of  the  Recording  &  Computing  Machines  Co., 
of  Dajton,  Ohio. 

The  message  further  annotmced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate: 

H.R.  719.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis  G.  McDougall; 

H.  R.  1284.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sophrania  Holmes; 

"H.R.  1874.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E.  V.  Maki; 

H.  R.  1999.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  certain 
United  States  commissioners  to  try  petty  offenses  committed 
on  Federal  reservations; 

H.  R.  2278.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Hurt; 

H.  R.  2490.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fulton  Combs; 

H.  R.  3004.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dlmitreos  Bizos; 

H.R. 3009.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  June  Thompson,  a 
minor; 

H.  R.  3768.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis  J.  Banderet; 

H.  R.  3992.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank  Spears; 

H.  R.  4628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  C.  Gibbs; 

H.  R.  4815.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry  J.  Wise; 

H.  R.  4954.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rosa  Paone; 

H.  R.  5040.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur  Joseph  Reiber,  a 
minor; 

H.  R.  5103.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Schene ; 

H.R.  5116.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Miralia  and 
Betty  Miralia; 

H.  R.  5154.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Kliewe; 
H.  R.  5254.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  captain  and  crew 
of  the  fishing  boat  Vnione  No.  1: 

H.  R.  5309.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  L.  Taylor; 
H.R.  5314.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paul  J.  Kohanik; 
H.  R.  5400.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  those  rendering  medical 
and  hospital  services  to  Evyline  Vaughn; 
H.  R.  5562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  E.  Malle; 
H.  R.  5863.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estete  of  James  A. 
Rivera; 

H.  R.  6108.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Reglna  Howell; 

H.  R.  6210.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  R.  Stringer; 

H.  R.  6295.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred  S.  Hondros; 


H.R. 6456.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Toepel,  Robert 
Scott,  Widmer  Smith,  and  Louis  Knowlton; 

H.  R.  6639.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  P.  Kermath; 

H.  R.  6699.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  special  tax  school  dis- 
tricts Nos.  2,  3.  4,  and  5,  Broward  County,  Pla.; 

H.  R.  6740.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  J.  L.  Fret- 
well; 

H.  R.  6752.  An  act  to  release  all  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  in  certain  land  constituting  a  portion  of  the  right-of- 
way  granted  to  the  Central  Pacific  Railway  Co.  under  the  act 
of  Jlily  1.  1862.  as  amended  and  supplemented; 

H.  R.  6820.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Hama  Toril  Emer- 
son; 

H.  R.  6842.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rufus  E.  Fanner; 

H.  R.  7143.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fanny  Karp; 

H.  R.  7276.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  B.  McDougall 
and  Herbert  Maier; 

H.  R.  7302.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lillian  Brown  and  Silas 
Young; 

H.  R.  7416.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  R.  King; 

H.  R.  7425.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  parents  of  Charldcan 
Finch; 

H.  R.  7458.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amelia  Maria  Cavarzan; 

H.  R.  7668.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Buxton  Hos- 
pital; 

H.  R.  7679.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  E.  Dambach; 

H.  R.  7681.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Emelie  Witzenbacher; 

H.  R.  7747.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Estelle  M.  Corbett ; 

H.  R.  7851.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing 
officers  of  the  Division  of  Disbursement.  Treasury  Depart- 
ment; 

H.R.7910.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Betty  Jane  Bear  Robe; 

H.  R.  7957.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Willie  Perry; 

H.  R.  8028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Zoe  Hoyt  Wagner  and 
loF.Hoyt; 

H.  R.  8091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  May  C.  Taylor; 

H.R. 8217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  R.  Fox; 

H.  R.  8246.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  Caietti.  a  minor; 

H.  R.  8293.  An  act  to  enable  Thaddeus  Kirchlechner  (Theo- 
dore Metsch)  to  remain  permanently  in  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  8301.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Allen  B.  Boyer; 

H.  R.  8318.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Charles  H  Amos 
Handle  Co.; 

H.  R.  8353.  An  act  to  change  the  designation  of  the  Port 
Marion  National  Monument,  in  the  SUte  of  Florida  and  for 
other  purposes;  ' 

H.  R.  8459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  S.  Gardiner; 

H.  R.  8504.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade; 

H.  R.  8646.  An  act  to  authorize  the  exchange  of  certain 
patented  lands  in  the  Death  Valley  NaUonal  Monument  for 
Government  lands  in  the  monument; 

H.  R.  8666.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  claimants  on 
account  of  loss  by  fire  for  which  the  United  States  was  ad- 
judged liable; 

H.  R.  8743.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Luther  Haden- 

Emot^-  ^^^^"  ^^  ^^'  ^°^  ^^  ^^"^'  °'  ^®  '^^^^  °'  Donald  D. 
,,^'  ^•^^.^-  ^^  ®^*'  relating  to  lands  of  the  Klamath  and 
«*^  ^^^^  ^"^  ^^  Yahooskin  Band  of  Snake  Indians- 
2oS?tc'  ^"^  ^""^  ^'^'"  ^^^  ""^"^^  °^  R^us  K.  Sanderlin; 
I  u  ,\r  An^act  designating  building  guards  employed 
in  buildings  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Works 
Agency  as  United  States  Building  PoUce.  and  for  other 
purposes;  v/v*^c* 

H.  R.  9130.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred  Shelton- 

H.  R.  9279.  An  act  to  enable  Ernest  Hermann  Schmidt  to 

remain  permanently  in  the  United  States; 
H.  R.  9520.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  Higgins 

postmaster.  Great  Neck,  N.  Y.;  ^^i^^, 

H.R.9561  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to 
Uie  Minnesoto  Department  of  Highways  and  the  counties  of 
Benton  and  Stearns  in  Minnesota,  to  construct,  maintain 
and  operate  a  free  highway  bridge  across  the  Mississippi 
River  at  or  near  Sauk  Rapids.  Minn.;  «^«ai«.iniii 
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H.  R.  9693.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Rosaria  Tumml- 
nello  Cimino; 

H.  R.  9732.  An  act  relating  to  the  issuance  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  of  a  patent  to  the  State  of  Minnesota  for 
certain  lands  In  that  State; 

H.R.  9736.  An  act  to  amend  section  355  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to 
approve  the  title  to  low-value  lands  and  interests  in  lands 
acquired  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  subject  to 
infirmities,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 9828.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  bridges  across  the  Monon- 
gahela  River  in  Allegheny  County.  Pa.; 

H.  R.  9854.  An  act  to  authorize  certain  officers  and  enlisted 
men  of  the  United  States  Navy,  the  United  States  Marine 
Corj)s.  the  Naval  Reserve,  and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve  to 
accept  such  medals,  orders,  decorations,  and  presents  as  have 
been  tendered  them  by  foreign  governments; 

H.  R.  10025.  An  act  granting  pensions  and  increase  of  pen- 
sions to  certain  dependents  of  veterans  of  the  Civil  War; 

H.  R.  10033.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  acquisition  of  flowage 
rights  and  the  payment  of  certain  damages  in  connection 
with  the  operation  of  the  Fort  Hall  Indian  irrigation  project, 
Idaho; 

H.  R.  10034.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing 
officers  of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  Army; 

H.R.  10036.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  A.  Karnes; 

H.  R.  10080.  An  act  to  amend  section  3493  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  formerly  section  404  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937; 
and 

H.  R.  10094.  An  act  to  require  the  registration  of  certain 
organizations  carrying  on  activities  within  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

coMMonrrY  cnEDrr  corporation  assets  and  liabilities 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which,  with 
the  accompanying  report,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

I  The  White  House, 

Washington,  July  1.  1940. 

My  De-ar  Mr.  Ppestdent:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  here- 
with for  the  information  of  the  Congress  a  letter  dated  June 
27.  1940,  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  approved  March  8,  1938 
(52  Stat.  107).  an  act  to  maintain  unimpaired  the  capital  of 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  at  $100,000,000  and  for 
other  purposes,  an  appraisal  of  all  the  assets  and  liabilities  of 
the  said  Corporation  as  of  March  31,  1940. 

On  the  basis  of  such  appraisal  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration has  been  directed  to  deposit  in  the  Treasury  the  sum 
of  $43,756,731.01.  During  the  fiscal  year  1938  it  was  neces- 
sary for  the  Congress  to  appropriate  $94,285,404.73  to  main- 
tain unimpaired  the  capital  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration and  it  was  necessary  for  the  Congress  to  appropriate 
for  the  fiscal  year  1939.  a  further  amount  of  $119,599,918.05 
to  maintain  unimpaired  the  capital  of  the  Corporation. 
There  has  been  appropriated  $213,885,322.78  for  this  purpose, 
and  after  giving  effect  to  the  recovery  of  $43,756,731.01  during 
the  current  fiscal  year,  the  net  expenditures  for  the  last 
3  years  amount  to  $170,128,591.77. 

The  policy  adopted  by  the  Congress  and  incorporated  in  the 
act  approved  March  8. 1938,  providing  for  an  annual  appraisal 
of  the  assets  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  makes  it 
possible  to  include  currently  in  each  annual  budget  the  ex- 
penditures necessary  to  support  the  program  which  that  Cor- 
poration is  engaged  upon  or  the  receipts  which  the  Govern- 
ment receives  from  that  activity. 
Respectfully, 

Pranklih  D.  Roosevelt. 

Hon.  John  Nakci  Garnek, 

President  of  the  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
[Enclosure.] 


report  or  reconstruction  finance  corporation 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  Chairman  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration, transmitting,  pursuant  to  law.  a  report  of  the 
activities  and  expenditures  of  the  Corporation  for  the  month 
of  May  1940.  together  with  a  statement  of  loan  and  other 
authorizations  made  during  the  month,  showing  the  name, 
amount,  and  rate  of  interest  or  dividend  in  each  case,  which, 
with  the  accompanying  report,  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

LEASE    OF    BUILDINGS    AND    GROXTNDS    IN    FOREIGN    COUNTRIES 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting  a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  lease  for  periods  not  exceeding  10  years, 
buildings,  parts  thereof,  and  grounds  in  foreign  countries, 
which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

AMENDMENT  OF  COMMUNICATIONS  ACT  OF   1934 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Chairman  of  the  Federal  Communications  Commission, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  amend  section 
4  (f)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934.  as  amended,  to  pro- 
vide for  extra  compensation  for  overtime  of  inspectors  in 
charge  and  radio  inspectors  of  the  Field  Division  of  the  Engi- 
neering Department  of  the  Federal  Communications  Com- 
mission, which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

DISPOSITION  OF  EXECUTIVE  PAPERS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  letters  from 
the  Archivist  of  the  United  States,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  lists  of  papers  and  documents  on  the  files  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  (3) ;  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board;  the 
Federal  Security  Agency.  Social  Security  Board  (2) .  and  the 
Federal  Works  Agency,  Work  Projects  Administration  (3). 
which  are  not  needed  in  the  conduct  of  business  and  have  no 
permanent  value  or  historical  interest,  and  requesting  action 
looking  to  their  disposition,  which,  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  were  referred  to  a  Joint  Select  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Papers  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  appointed  Mr.  Barkley  and  Mr. 
Tobey  members  of  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

PETITIONS   AND   MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
of  the  Civic  Center  Auxiliary  Club,  protesting  against  steps 
leading  toward  war  and  condemning  any  move  which  would 
lead  to  the  sacrifice  of  American  men  on  foreign  soil,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of  a 
petition  from  Lewis  Norton,  of  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  prajring 
for  the  enactment  of  legislation  to  deport  Harry  Bridges, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of 
a  memorial  from  the  crew  of  the  M.  S.  Jeff  Davis,  signed  by 
R.  J.  Corbin,  T,  P.  Blaney,  and  M.  F.  Crossby,  committee, 
Houston,  Tex.,  remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of  House 
bill  9766,  providing  for  the  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of 
a  petition  from  G.  Wilhelm  Kunze,  national  leader,  German- 
American  Bund.  New  York  City,  N.  Y.,  requesting  a  hearing 
before  a  bill  requiring  registration  of  German -American  Bund 
with  the  Department  of  Justice  is  acted  upon,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of 
a  memorial  from  George  W.  Russell,  of  Augusta,  Maine. 
remonstrating  against  confirmation  of  the  nominations  of 
Henry  L.  Stimson  to  be  Secretary  of  War  and  Frank  Knox 
to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  in  the  nature  of  a 
petition  from  the  United  Business  Men's  Association  of  Phil- 
adelphia, Pa.,  praying  that  as  much  of  the  cost  of  the  defenso 


9206 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  3 


program  as  possible  be  secured  from  current  income,  and  also 
that  as  much  of  the  money  spent  for  relief  as  possible  be 
used  to  fUd  in  the  defense  work,  which  was  ordered  to  he  on 
the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  board  of 
directors  of  the  Pennsylvania  Grade  Crude  Oil  Association, 
Oil  City,  Pa.,  pledging  its  full  support  to  the  national-defense 
program,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Paderewski  Singing  Society,  of  Amsterdam,  N.  Y.,  favoring 
President  Roosevelt's  policies  with  respect  to  aid  to  the  Allies, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  of  the  Lions  Clubs 
of  Cameron  and  Detroit,  Tex.,  and  the  convention  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Association  of  Lions  Clubs,  at  Oil  City,  Pa., 
favoring  the  adoption  of  an  adequate  national-defense  pro- 
gram and  the  suppression  of  all  subversive  activities,  which 
were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens 
of  the  State  of  Michigan,  prasring  for  the  enactment  of  the 
so-called  Townsend  pension  plan,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Michigan,  praying  that  the  United  States  keep  out  of  war, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Michigan, 
praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session  during  the  existing 
emergency,  endorsing  an  adequate  national -defense  program, 
and  the  suppression  of  subversive  activities,  which  was  ordered 
to  He  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WALSH  presented  a  resolution  of  Qulncy  Local.  No. 
366.  Oil  Workers'  International  Union,  of  East  Braintree, 
Mass.,  favoring  the  enactment  of  legislation  to  give  the  Hous- 
ing Authority  the  right  to  carry  on  work  in  localities  neces- 
sary for  industrial  workers  engaged  in  the  defense  program, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

He  also  presented  petitions  nimierously  signed  by  simdry 
citizens  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  prajring  that  all  pos- 
sible £dd,  short  of  war,  be  granted  to  the  Allies,  which  were 
referred  to  the  Conunittee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of  a  petition 
from  the  local  branch  of  the  William  Allen  White  Committee 
to  Defend  America,  signed  by  Lawrence  K.  Miller,  chairman, 
praying  that  all  possible  aid.  short  of  war,  be  granted  to  the 
Allies,  which  was  referred  to  the  Conunittee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

He  also  presented  resolutions  adopted  by  the  Beverly  and 
Worcester  (Mass.)  Branches  of  the  Committee  to  Defend 
America  by  Aiding  the  Allies,  favoring  granting  all  possible 
aid,  short  of  war,  to  the  Allies,  which  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  United 
American  Veterans,  Massachusetts  Department,  Boston, 
Mass.,  stating  "That  the  United  American  Veterans  go  on 
record  as  being  in  favor  of  some  sort  of  a  military  training 
and  education  for  all  males  between  the  ages  of  18  and  45," 
and  so  forth,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

He  also  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of  Norfolk 
and  Watertown.  Mass.,  praying  that  the  United  States  keep 
out  of  war,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  presented  resolutions  of  the  Foreign  Commerce 
Club  of  Boston,  the  Irish -American  Progressive  Association 
of  Massachusetts,  of  Roxbury,  and  the  Massachusetts  Fu- 
neral Directors'  Association,  all  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts, 
favoring  the  adoption  of  an  adequate  national-defense  pro- 
gram, which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  presented  resolutions  of  the  Board  of  Aldermen  of 
the  city  of  Medford.  the  executive  committee  of  the  Republi- 
can Town  Committee,  of  Saugus,  and  Belmont  Post.  No.  165, 
American  Legion,  of  Belmont,  all  in  the  State  of  Massachu- 
setts, favoring  that  Congress  remain  in  session  during  the 
existing  emergency,  which  were  ordered  to  He  on  the  table. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sxmdry  citizens  of  Spring- 
field, Mass.;  praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session  during 
the  present  crisis,  which  was  ordered  to  He  on  the  table. 


He  also  presented  resolutions  of  U.  O.  P.  W,  A..  No.  2 
(C.  I.  O.),  protesting  against  amendment  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  and  the  bill  to  deport  Harry  Bridges, 
which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Jewish  War  Veterans 
of  the  United  States,  Department  of  Massachusetts,  favoring 
the  preservation  of  liberty  and  democracy  in  the  Umted 
States,  which  was  ordered  to  He  on  the  table. 

OUTLAWING  OF  SUBVERSIVl  POLmCAL  ORGANIZATIONS 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  inserted  in  the  Record  and  appropriately  referred  a 
letter  which  I  have  received  from  the  American  Legion  of 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  Post  No.  2,  together  with  a  resolution 
adopted  by  that  splendid  organization. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  and  the  resolution  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  foUows: 

Thx  Amkbicam  Legion,  Salt  Lake  Post,  No.  2, 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  June  21,  1940. 
Hon.  WuxiAM  H.  King, 

United  States  Senator,  Senate  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  King:  We  transmit  herewith  copy  of  resolution 
adopted  by  Salt  Lake  Post.  No.  a.  the  American  Legion,  at  its  reg- 
ular meeting  held  at  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah,  on  Jime  20,  1940,  con- 
cerning certain  legislation  now  pending  before  Congress  outlawing 
the  illegal  and  improper  use  of  political  organizations  for  subver- 
sive purposes.  As  there  indicated,  we  trust  you  wlU  give  your 
full  support  to  the  adoption  of  such  legislation. 

We  will  Appreciate  yovu-  prompt  acknowledgment  of  the  enclosed 
resolution  and  an  indication  as  to  your  attitude  on  the  proposed 
legislation.  ' 

Very  truly  yours, 

(Signed)     B.  K.  Parnsworth, 
Commander,  Salt  Lake  Post,  No.  2,  the  American  Legion. 

(Signed)     Wm.  J.  mcsEZ. 
Adjutant.  Salt  Lake  Post,  So.  2.  the  Ainerican  Legion. 

Resolution  adopted  by  Salt  Lake  Post.  No.  2.  the  American  Legion, 
at  a  regular  meeting  of  the  post  held  at  Salt  Lake  City,  X7tah,  on 
Jxine  20,  1940 

Salt  Lake  Post,  No.  2,  the  American  Legion,  acting  in  con- 
formity with  the  policy  of  the  American  Legion  as  Indicated  by 
resolutions  adopted  at  Its  national  convention  assembled  at  Chi- 
cago. State  of  Illinois.  September  25-28.  1939,  InclUElve,  hereby 
requests  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Members  of  the  United  States  Senate  from  the  State  of  Utah  to 
support  legislation  now  pending  before  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  having  for  its  purpose  the  outlawing  as  political  parties 
groups  sponsored  by  or  affiliated  with  any  foreign  power  or  foreign 
political  regime. 

We  recognize  the  necessity  at  this  time  of  guarding  Jealously  the 
civil  liberties  of  the  citizens  of  the  Republic.  We  believe  it  la 
better  to  suffer  the  evils  of  abiise  of  these  civU  liberties  than  to 
adopt  a  course  of  conduct  which  will  impinge  upon  them  even  in 
the  smallest  degree.  The  protection  of  these  civil  llt)ertle8  Is  an 
obligation  of  every  citizen.  In  times  of  hysteria  or  public  excite- 
ment any  attempt  to  limit  the  free  exercise  of  citizenship  should 
be  carefully  examined. 

However,  it  has  been  definitely  and  surely  established  that  sub- 
versive groups  in  the  United  States  have  used,  and  are  using,  the 
privileges  of  citizenship  In  order  to  destroy  our  system  of  free 
government.  It  is.  tberefore.  tb«  duty  of  every  citizen  to  prevent 
such  Illegal  and  wrongful  devices  and  subterfuges  to  the  end  that 
the  liberties  of  all  loyal  citizens  may  be  protected  and  sustained. 
Liberty  of  conscience,  freedom  of  press,  freedom  of  assembly,  free- 
dom of  speech,  and  the  right  of  suffrage  must  not  become  imple- 
ments of  tboee  wbo  seek  to  destroy  the  American  way  of  life. 

There  has  been  a  notorious  abuse  and  subversion  of  the  right  of 
suffrage.  Communist,  Nazi,  and  Fascist  groups  have  used  the  dis- 
guise of  political  organization  to  further  their  nefarious  objectives. 
They  have  not  been,  and  are  not  now  traditional  political  parties. 
They  have  used  constitutional  facilities  for  the  purpose  of  destroy- 
ing the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  imposing  upon  this 
Nation  a  form  or  forms  of  government  sponsored  by  tyrants  and 
dictators  of  the  Old  World. 

Political  differences  must  and  should  exist  In  a  free  republic,  and 
the  spirit  of  any  lx>na  fide  and  loyal  political  groups  to  organize  as 
a  political  party  must  always  be  protected.  The  use  of  party 
organization,  however,  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  the  govern- 
ment which  gives  this  freedom  of  suffrage  cannot  be  tolerated  by 
loyal  citizens. 

Upon  this  basis  and  for  these  reasons,  this  petition  is  submitted 
with  the  hope  that  proposed  legislation  above-described  wUl  be 
adopted  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

(Signed)     B     K.    FARNSworra. 
Commander,  Salt  Lake  Post,  So.  2. 
(Signed)     Wm.  J.  Hicbss. 

Adjutant. 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


9207 


AMERICAN  DECLARATION  OF  NATIONAL   UNITY 


Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Barbour]  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
incorporated  in  the  Record  at  this  point  and  appropriately 
referred  the  American  declaration  of  national  unity  by  the 
Council  Against  Intolerance  in  America,  of  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Jersey  is  one  of  the  co-chairmen. 

There  l)eing  no  objection,  the  declaration  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

AMERICAN     DECLARATION     OT    NATIONAL     TTNITT 

Independence  Day  has  greater  significance  this  year  than  ever 
before.  Always  an  occasion  of  rejoicing,  it  has  become  a  festival 
of  thanksgiving,  a  call  to  rededlcation,  a  symbol  of  hope. 

For  today,  war  and  tyranny  have  overwhelmed  many  foreign  na- 
tions: disloyal  elements  within  ^ur  borders  undermine  national 
unity  by  fomenting  racial  hatred  and  religious  bigotry;  antidemo- 
cratic forces  seek  to  abrogate  civil,  political,  and  economic  liberties; 
dictatorships  abroad  and  traitors  at  home  assail  the  very  Ideals  of 
freedom  and  equality  on  which  this  Nation  was  founded. 

Three  ideals  and  the  Institutions  derived  from  them,  however,  are 
no  less  precious  to  the  American  people  today  than  in  1776.  They 
are  our  treasured  heritage,  our  most  sacred  trust.  They  still  make 
life  worth  living.  They  are  still  worth  defending.  If  need  l)e,  they 
are  still  worth  dying  for. 

It  te  therefore  fitting  that  on  this  fourth  day  of  July  1940  we 
Americans  renew  the  covenant  of  our  forefathers,  and  reaffirm 
among  ourselves  and  before  all  mankind: 

That  all  men  are  created  equal. 

That  the  freedom  of  Americans — which  assures  liberty  of  con- 
science, of  speech,  of  assembly  and  of  the  press — is  vital  to  the 
defense  of  our  country  against  foreign  and  domestic  foes. 

That  the  equality  of  Americans — which  Includes  all  races,  creeds, 
and  colors — recognizes  the  contributions  of  each  to  upbuilding  the 
Nation,  and  makes  loyalty  to  our  country  the  only  test  of  Christian 
or  Jew,  white  or  Negro,  native  or  forelgn-bom. 

That  on  these  principles  of  freedom  and  equality,  the  American 
people  stand  united,  and  In  defense  of  our  national  unity — whatever 
difficulties  and  dangers  lie  ahead — we,  as  did  our  forefathers,  mutu- 
ally pledge  to  each  other  our  Uves,  our  fortimes,  and  our  sacred 
honor. 

I  "WE   THE   AMERICANS" — PETITION 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  also  for  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Barbour]  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
incorporated  In  the  Record  at  this  point  and  appropriately 
referred  a  petition  presented  by  "We  the  Americans,"  a 
national  organization  for  the  protection  of  constitutional 
government.  Philadelphia.  Pa. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

"Wi  THE  Americans,"  Inc., 
j  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  June  19,  1940. 

A    PETITION 

To  the  Congress  of  the  Uriited  States: 

Whereas  It  is  necessary  that  eternal  vigilance  be  exercised  by  our 
representatives  In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  in  order  that 
cur  American  form  of  government  may  be  preserved  and  to  avoid 
the  danger  of  unconstitutional  actions  by  individual  officials  who 
might  Involve  this  country  In  a  foreign  war;   and 

Whereas  the  world  situation  is  most  critical  and  requires  care- 
ful and  sound  reasoning  by  otir  represenutlves  In  the  Congress; 
Now.  therefore, 

••We  the  Americans."  a  national  organization  for  the  protec- 
tion of  constitutional  government,  and  for  other  purposes,  hereby 
petitions  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  remain  In  continuous 
session  for  the  duration  of  the  war  in  Europe. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

"We  thx  Americans,"  Inc. 
By  Hexbert  J.  Koehleb,  President. 


Attest: 


H.  A.  Renner.  Secretary. 


nation/ L    DAY    OP    PRAYER — PETITION 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  present  and  ask  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  and  appropriately  referred  letter  and  resolution  In 
the  nature  of  a  petition  from  the  Lamoille  County  (Vt.)  Min- 
isters' Association. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  and  resolution  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Second  Congregational  Church  of  Htde  Park.  Vt.. 

June  22.  1940. 
Hon.  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt, 

White  House.  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  PREsrosNT  Rocsevelt:   At  a  recent  meeting  of  the  Lamoille 
CDtmty   (Vt.)   Ministers'  Association  the  foUowlng  resoluUon  was 


Resolved,  That,  in  view  of  the  present  world  situation,  we 
hereby  urge  our  President  to  proclaim  a  national  day  of  prayer 
so  that  both  our  leaders  and  people  may  seek  God's  guidance  and 
strength,  and  that  His  will  may  prevaU. 

We  hope  that  this  resolution  may  receive  your  thoughtful  con- 
sideration. 

Sincerely, 

William  P.  Rogers. 
Secretary,  Lamoille  County  Ministers'  Association. 

REPORT  OF  NAVAL  AFFAIRS  COBIMITTEE 

Mr.  WALSH,  trom  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4165)  to  provide,  in  coopera- 
tion with  the  Port  of  New  York  Authority,  for  the  construc- 
tion in  New  York  Harbor  of  a  graving  drydock  large  enough 
to  accommodate  the  largest  naval  ships  built  or  building, 
reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1943)  thereon. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous, consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  OVERTON: 

A  blU  (S.  4177)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Dr.  John  C. 
Rtzpatrick  and  Katherine  H.  Clagett,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  GURNEY: 

A  bill  (S.  4178)  for  the  relief  of  the  First  National  Steam- 
ship Co..  the  Second  National  Steamship  Co..  and  the  Third 
National  Steamship  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  WALSH: 

A  bill  (S.  4179)  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  a  Na- 
tional Physical  Fitness  Institute,  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

A  bill  (S.  4180)  for  the  rebef  of  James  F.  Desmond;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads. 
By  Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH: 

A  bill  (S.  4181)  to  amend  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended:  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

A  bill  (S.  4182)  authorizing  special  arrangements  in  the 
transportation  of  mail  within  the  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads. 

HOXrSE  BILLS  REFERRED  OR   PLACED  ON  CALENDAR 

The  following  bills  were  severally  read  twice  by  their  titles 
and  referred,  or  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calendar,  as 
indicated  below: 

H.  R.  719.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis  G.  McDougall; 

H.  R.  1284.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Sophrania  Holmes; 

H.  R.  1874.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E.  V.  Maki; 

H.  R.  2278.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Hurt; 

H.  R.  2490.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fulton  Combs; 

H.R.3009.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  June  Thompson,  a 

minor; 

H.  R.  3768.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louis  J.  Banderet; 

H.  R.  3992.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank  Spears; 

H.  R.  4628.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  C.  Gibbs; 

H.  R.  4815.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry  J.  Wise; 

H.  R.  5040.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Arthur  Joseph  Reiber,  a 
minor; 

H.  R.  5116.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Miralia  and 
Betty  Miralia; 

H.  R.  5154.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Kllewe; 

H.  R.  5254.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  captain  and  crew  of 
the  fishing  boat  Unione  No.  1 ; 

H.  R.  5309.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  L.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  5314.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Paul  J.  Kohanik; 

H.  R.  5400.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  those  rendering  medical 
and  hospital  services  to  Evyline  Vaughn; 

H.  R.  5562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  E.  Malle; 

H.  R.  5863.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  James  A. 
Rivera; 

H.  R.  6108.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Reglna  Howell; 

H.  R.  6210.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  R.  Stringer; 

H.  R.6456.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Toepel,  Robert 
Scott,  Widmer  Smith,  and  Louis  Knowlton; 

H.  R.  6639.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  CJeorge  F.  Kermath; 

H.  R.  6699.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  special  tax  school  dis- 
tricts Nos.  2.  3,  4,  and  5,  Broward  Coimty,  Pla.; 
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H.  R.  6740.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  J.  L,  Pret- 
weU: 

H.  R.  6842.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rufus  E.  Farmer; 

H.  R.  7276.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  B.  McDougsJl  and 
Herbert  Maier; 

H.  R.  7302.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  LilliaJi  Brown  and  Silas 
Young; 

H.  R  7416.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  R.  King; 

H.  R.  7425.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  parents  of  Charldean 
Pinch; 

H.  R.  7668.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Buxton 
Hospital; 

H.  R.  7679.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  E.  Dambach; 

H.  R.  7681.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Emelie  Witzenbacher; 

H.  R.  7747.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Estelle  M.  Corbett; 

H.  R.  7851.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  offi- 
cers of  the  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department; 

H.  R.  7957.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Willie  Perry; 

H.  R.  8028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Zoe  Hoyt  Wagner  and 
lo  P.  Hoyt; 

H.  R.  8091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  May  C.  Taylor; 

H.  R  8217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  R.  Pox; 

H.  R.  8246.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  Caietti,  a  minor; 

H.  R.  8301.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Allen  B.  Beyer; 

H.R.8318.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Charles  H.  Amos 
Handle  Co.; 

H.  R.  8459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  S.  Gardiner; 

H.  R.  8504.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade; 

H.  R.  8666.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  claimants  on 
account  of  loss  by  fire  for  which  the  United  States  was 
adjudged  liable; 

H.  R.  8743.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Luther  Haden; 

H.  R.  8946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rufus  K.  Sanderlln; 

H.  R.  9130.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred  Shelton; 

H.R.  9520.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edv^-ard  P.  Hlggins, 
postmaster.  Great  Neck.  N.  Y.; 

H.  R.  10034.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  of- 
ficers of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Department  of  the  In- 
terior, and  the  Army;  and 

H.  R.  10036.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  A.  Kames;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

H.  R.  1999.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction  upon  certain 
United  States  commissioners  to  try  petty  offenses  committed 
on  Federal  reservations;  and 

H.  R.  10094.  An  act  to  require  the  registration  of  certain 
organizations  carrying  on  activities  within  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H;R.  3004.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dimltreos  Bizos; 

H.  R.  4954.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rosa  Paone; 

H.R.  5103.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Schene; 

H.R.  6295.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred  S.  Hondros; 

H.  R.  6820.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Hama  Torii  Emer- 
son; 

H.  R.  7143.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fanny  Karp; 

H.  R.  7458.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Amelia  Maria  Cavarzan; 

H.  R.  8293.  An  act  to  enable  Thaddeus  Kirchlechner  (The- 
odore Metsch)  to  remain  permanently  in  the  United  States; 

H.R. 9279.  An  act  to  enable  Ernest  Hermann  Schmidt  to 
remain  permanently  in  the  United  States;  and 

H.  R.  9693.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Rosaria  Tum- 
minello  Cimino;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 

H.  R.  6752.  An  act  to  release  all  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  in  certain  land  constituting  a  portion  of  the  right-of- 
way  granted  to  the  Central  Pacific  Railway  Co.  under  the  act 
of  July  1,  1862,  as  amended  and  supplemented; 

H.  R.  8353.  An  act  to  change  the  designation  of  the  Fort 
Marion  National  Monument,  in  the  State  of  Florida,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

H.R. 8646.  An  act  to  authorize  the  exchange  of  certain 
patented  lands  in  the  Death  Valley  National  Moniunent  for 
Government  lands  in  the  monimient;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

H.R.  7910.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Betty  Jane  Bear  Robe: 

H.  R.  8922.  An  act  relating  to  lands  of  the  Klamath  and 

Modoc  Tribes  and  the  Yahooskln  Band  of  Snake  Indians;  and 


H.  R.  10033.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  acquisition  of  flow- 
age  rights  and  the  pa3niient  of  certain  damages  in  con- 
nection with  the  operation  of  the  Fort  Hall  Indian  irrigation 
project.  Idaho;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

H.R. 9116.  An  act  designating  building  guards  employed 
in  buildings  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Works 
Agency  as  United  States  Building  Police,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

H.  R.  9561.  An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Minnesota  Department  of  Highways  and  the  coimtles  of  Ben- 
ton and  Steams  In  Minnesota,  to  construct,  maintain,  and 
operate  a  free  highway  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at 
or  near  Sauk  Rapids.  Minn.;  and 

H.  R.  9828.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  bridges  across  the  Mononga- 
hela  River,  in  Allegheny  County,  Pa.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce. 

H.  R.  9854.  An  act  to  authorize  certain  officers  and  enlisted 
men  of  the  United  States  Navy,  the  United  States  Marine 
Corps,  the  Naval  Reserve,  and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve  to 
accept  such  medals,  orders,  decorations,  and  presents  as  have 
been  tendered  them  by  foreign  governments;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs. 

H.  R.  10025.  An  act  granting  pensions  and  Increase  of  pen- 
sions to  certain  dependents  of  veterans  of  the  Civil  War:  to 
the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

H.  R.  10080.  An  act  to  amend  section  3493  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  formerly  section  404  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1937; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

H.  R.  8774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  of  Donald  D. 
Elliott;  and 

H.  R.  9736.  An  act  to  amend  section  355  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to 
approve  the  title  to  low-value  lands  and  interests  in  lands 
acquired  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  subject  to  in- 
firmities, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  calendar. 

AMENDMENT    TO    SECTION    355    Or    REVISED    STATUTES 

Mr.  KING  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed 
by  him,  on  behalf  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9736)  to  amend  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  approve  the 
title  to  low-valued  lands  and  interests  In  lands  acquired  by 
or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  subject  to  infirmities,  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and 
to  be  printed. 

rUNERAL  EXPENSES  OF  THE  LATE  SENATOR  GIBSOIf 

Mr.  AUSTIN  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res. 
290),  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and 
Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  hereby  Is  authorized 
and  directed  to  p&y  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  the 
actual  and  necessary  expenses  incurred  by  the  committee  appointed 
by  the  Vice  President  in  arranging  for  and  attending  the  funeral  of 
Hon.  Ernest  W.  Gibson,  late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Vermont, 
upon  vouchers  to  be  approved  by  the  Committee  to  Audit  and 
Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate. 

FEDERAL-ATO  HIGHWAYS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  action 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  disagreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9575)  to  amend  the 
Federal  Aid  Act,  approved  July  11,  1916.  as  amended  and  sup- 
plemented, and  for  other  purposes,  and  requesting  a  confer- 
ence with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  move  that  the  Senate  Insist  upon  its 
amendments,  agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a  con- 
ference, and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Vice  President  ap- 
pointed Mr.  McKell-ab,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  BAn.KY.  Mr.  Fraziek. 
and  Mr.  La  Follette  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

ADMISSION    TO    SI.    EUZABETHS   HOSPITAL    OF    PERSONS   DOMICILED 

IN  VIRGIN  ISLANDS 
Mr.    KINO.     Mr.   President,    some    time   ago   the    Senate 
passed  the  bill   (H.  R.  9576)    relating  to  the  admission  to 
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Bt.  Elizabeths  Hospital  of  persons  resident  or  domlcfled  in  the 
Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States.  Subsequently  the  pro- 
Tiskms  of  that  bill  were  incorporated  in  one  of  the  appropria- 
tion bills.  Therefore,  It  is  not  necessary  that  House  bill  9576 
be  enacted.  I,  therefore,  enter  a  motion  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  House  be  requested  to  return  the  bill  to  the  Senate. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  motion  will  be  entered,  and, 
without  objection,  the  House  will  be  requested  to  return  the 
bill. 

SENATOR   M'NARY'S  NOMINATION  FOR  THE  VICE-PRESroENCY 

[Mr.  CAPPER  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  editorial  published  in  the  Washington  Post  of 
June  29.  1940,  commenting  on  the  nomination  of  Senator 
McNary  to  be  Republican  candidate  for  Vice  President,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.! 

ARTICLE    BY    SENATOR    GUfTEY    ON    THIRD    TERM    FOR    PRESIDENT 

ROOSEVELT 

[Mr.  ScHWELLENBACH  asked  and  obuined  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  an  article  entitled  "F.  D.  R.  Must  Run 
Again."  written  by  Senator  Guffey  and  published  in  the  July 
Issue  of  Current  History,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

NEBRASKA'S  CHALLENGE  TO  MAKE  DEMOCRACY  WORK — ADDRESS  BY 

ROBERT  LASCH 

[Mr.  NoRRis  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Robert  Lasch,  State  edi- 
tor of  the  Omaha  World-Herald,  on  the  subject  Nebraska's 
Challenge  To  Make  Democracy  Work,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

ARTICLE    BY    REAR    ADMIRAL    YATES    STIRLING    ON    UNITED    STATES- 
BRITISH  ACCORD  WITH  JAPAN 

[Mr.  Vandenberc  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  by  Rear  Admiral  Yates  Stirling,  Jr.. 
United  States  Navy,  retired,  on  the  subject  United  SUtes- 
Brltish  Accord  With  Japan,  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.! 

CONTCrSION   IN   defense ^EDITORIAL   FROM   THE   NEW   YORK   TIMES 

[Mr.  Nye  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  New  York  Times  of  July  1, 
1940,  under  the  heading  "Confusion  in  Defense,"  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

WILL   WE  DO  rr? EDnORIAL   FROM  SATURDAY   EVENING   POST 

[Mr.  Nye  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  under  the  heading  "Will  We  Do  It?" 
published  in  the  Saturday  Evening  Post  of  the  Issue  of  July 
6,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.! 

THE  REPUBLICAN  PLATFORM — EDITORIAL  FROM  HARTFORD  TIMES 

[Mr.  MiNTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  Hartford  Times  entitled  '"nie 
RepubUcan  Platform."  which  s«>pears  in  the  Appendix.! 

DANCER    TO    UNITED    STATES    FROM    "SIXTH    COLUMN" 

[Mr.  Murray  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  published  in  the  Daily  Republic,  of 
MitcheD.  S.  Dak.,  of  June  20.  1940.  entitled  "Sixth,  Not  Fifth, 
Column  Greatest  Danger  to  United  States.  Reports  Watwood," 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

EDITORIAL   FROM  WAUSAU    (WB.)    PILOT  ON   PROGRAM  OF   DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Wausau  (Wis.)  Pilot  of  the 
Issue  of  June  20,  1940.  'inder  the  heading  "United  States 
Program  of  Defense."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

EDTTORIAL    from    MILWAUKEE    JOURNAL    ON    "WHAT'S    WRONG    IN 

WASHINGTON" 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Milwaukee  Journal  of  the 
Issue  of  July  1,  1940,  under  the  heading  'What's  Wrong  in 
Washington."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.! 

boulder    dam conference    report    RECOMMITTED 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
day  before  yesterday  the  pending  business  was  the  conference 
report,  which  la  In  charge  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  IMr. 
PrrTMANl. 
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Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  ask  the  Chair  to  lay  the  report  before 

the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9877)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical 
energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam  providing  for  the  appli- 
cation of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Boulder  Power  Plant  by  the  United  States,  directly 
or  through  agents,  and  for  other  piuT>oses. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  conference 
report  be  recommitted  to  the  committee  of  conference. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MARY  BOYD 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2570) 
for  the  relief  of  Mary  Boyd,  which  were,  on  page  1,  line  6, 
to  strike  out  "$5,000"  and  insert  "$3,500",  and  on  page  1.  lines 
6  and  7.  to  strike  out  "satisfaction  of  her  claims"  and  insert 
"settlement  of  all  claims." 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur 
in  the  House  amendments. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

TRANSPORTATION  OF  CONVICT  GOODS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  3550) 
to  make  unlawful  the  transportation  of  convict-made  goods 
In  interstate  and  foreign  commerce. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  move  the  Senate  disagree  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House,  ask  for  a  conference  with  the  House 
thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  apiwint  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

TTie  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Vice  President  ap- 
pointed^ Mr.  McCarran.  Mr.  Neely,  and  Mr.  Norris  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

EDWARD  HAGENSON 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  182) 
for  the  relief  of  Edward  Hagenson,  which  were  on  page  1. 
line  9.  after  "Railroad",  to  insert  "during  the  period  1932 
to  May  3.  1934";  on  page  1,  line  10,  after  "to",  to  insert 
"hear";  on  page  1,  line  11.  to  strike  out  "act  upon"  and  In- 
sert "determine";  on  page  2,  hne  1,  after  "Hagenson",  to 
Insert  "or  by  his  heirs,  executors,  or  administrators";  and  on 
page  2,  line  3.  to  strike  out  all  after  "silicosis"  down  to  and 
including  "railroad"  in  line  6.  and  insert  "Provided,  That 
no  benefits  hereunder  shall  accrue  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
this  act." 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendments. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

INTERSTATE   COMPACT— OHIO   RIVER    DRAINAGE   BASIN 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  3617) 
granting  the  consent  and  approval  of  Congress  to  an  inter- 
state compact  relating  to  control  and  reduction  of  pollution 
in  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin,  which  were  on  i>age  12, 
after  line  8,  to  insert: 

Sac.  4.  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  or  In  the  compact  herein 
approved  shall  be  construed  as  impairing  or  affecting  the  sovereignty 
of  the  United  States  or  any  of  Its  righte  or  Jurisdiction  In  and  over 
the  area  or  waters  which  are  the  subject  of  such  compact. 

And  on  page  12,  Une  9,  to  strike  out  "4"  and  insert  "6." 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  move  the  Senate  concur  in  the  House 
amendments. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

ESTATE  OF  LESLIE  EVERETT,  DECEASES 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  3280) 
for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Leslie  Everett,  deceased,  which 
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were  on  page  1.  line  5.  to  strike  out  "the  estate"  and  insert 
"Ina  May  Everett,  widow":  on  page  1,  line  9,  after  "of",  to 
Insert  "her  husband,  the  said";  and  to  amend  the  title  so  as 
to  read :  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ina  May  Everett." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  the  Senate  concur  in  the  House 
amendments.  • 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

RETIREMXNT  PAY   OF  CERTAIN  OmCERS  AND  FORMER   OFFICERS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  134)  pro- 
viding for  continuing  retirement  pay,  under  certain  conditions, 
of  officers  and  former  officers  of  the  Army.  Navy,  and  Marine 
Corps  of  the  United  States,  other  than  officers  of  the  Regular 
Army.  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps,  who  incurred  physical  disability 
while  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  during  the  World 
War.  and  for  other  purposes,  which  were  on  page  2,  line  4, 
after  "pay"  to  insert  "and  is  shown  to  have  been  heretofore 
correctly  rated";  on  page  2,  line  10,  to  strike  out  all  after  "Pro- 
vided." down  to  and  including  "1921"  in  line  12  and  insert 
"That  such  person  rendered  active  service  as  a  commissioned 
officer  within  the  period  between  April  6,  1917,  and  November 
11, 1918":  on  page  2,  line  14,  to  strike  out  "directly"  and  insert 
"clearly  shown  by  all  of  the  evidence  to  have  been":  on  page  2, 
line  14,  to  strike  out  "during"  and  insert  "by";  on  page  2,  line 
17,  to  strike  out  all  after  "of"  down  to  and  Including  "evi- 
dence" in  line  18  and  insert  "duty:  Provided  further,  That 
the  Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  is  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  adjudicate  claims  for  emergency  officers' 
retirement  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
May  24,  1928  (Public  Law  No.  506,  70th  Cong.),  subject  to 
limitations  contained  in  section  10  of  the  act  of  March  20, 
1933  (Public  Law  No.  2,  73d  Cong.),  as  modified  by  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act,  in  any  case  where  the  disability  resulted 
from  injury  or  disease  incurred  in  combat  with  an  enemy  of 
the  United  States,  and  where  entitlement  is  established 
based  upon  such  injury  or  disease  the  Administrator  of  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  is  hereby  authorized  to  grant  retirement  with 
pay  as  provided  in  the  said  act  of  May  24,  1928,  notwithstand- 
ing the  failure  of  the  person  to  file  claim  within  the  period 
required  by  said  act  of  May  24,  1928":  and  on  page  2,  line 
19,  to  strike  out  all  after  "Sec.  2"  down  to  and  Including 
"act"  in  line  22. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  move  the  Senate  concur  in  the  House 
amendments. 
.AThe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

ESTATES    OF    AMERICAN    CITIZENS    WHO    DIE    ABROAD 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  4097)  to 
provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates  of  American  citizens 
who  die  abroad,  which  was  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting 
clause  and  insert: 

That  sections  1709.  1710.  and  1711  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended  (U.  S.  C,  title  22,  sees.  75  and  77).  are  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"1709.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  a  consular  officer,  or.  if  no  consular 
officer  is  ptMent,  a  diplomatic  officer,  under  such  procedural  regu- 
lations as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  prescribe — 

"First.  To  take  poflsesslon  and  to  dispose  of  the  personal  estat« 
left  by  any  citizen  of  the  United  States,  except  a  seaman  who  Is  a 
member  of  the  crew  of  an  American  vessel,  who  shall  die  within  or 
Is  domiciled  at  time  of  death  wltliln  his  Jurisdiction:  Provided, 
That  such  procedure  Is  authorized  by  treaty  provisions  or  permitted 
by  the  laws  or  authorities  of  the  country  wherein  the  death  occurs, 
or  the  decedent  Is  domiciled,  or  that  such  privilege  is  accorded  by 
aelAbllsbed  tiMge:  Frovtded  further.  That  the  decedent  shall  leave 
In  the  country  where  the  death  occurred  or  where  he  was  domiciled, 
no  legal  representative,  partner  In  trade,  or  trtistee  by  him  appointed 
to  take  care  of  his  personal  estate.  A  consular  officer  or,  in  his 
absence,  a  diplomatic  officer  shall  act  as  the  provisional  conservator 
of  the  personal  property  within  his  jurisdiction  of  a  deceaMd  citizen 
of  the  United  States  but.  unless  authorized  by  treaty  provisions, 
local  law,  or  usage,  he  shall  not  act  as  administrator  of  such  per- 
sonal property.  He  shall  render  assistance  In  guarding,  collecting, 
and  transmitting  the  property  to  the  United  States  to  be  disposed 
of  according  to  the  law  of  the  decedent's  domicile. 

"Second.  After  having  taken  possession  of  the  personal  property, 
as  provisional  conservator,  to  Inventory  and  carefully  appraise  the 
effects,  article  by  article,  with  the  assistance  of  two  competent 
persons  wlio,  together  witb  aucix  officer,  shall  sign  the  inventory 


and  annex  thereto  an  appropriate  certificate  as  to  the  accuracy  of 
the  appraised  value  of  each  article. 

"Third.  To  collect  the  debts  due  to  the  decedent  in  his  jurisdic- 
tion and  pay  from  the  estate  the  obligations  owed  there  by  tlie 
decedent. 

"Fourth.  To  sell  at  auction,  after  reasonable  public  notice,  unless 
the  amount  Involved  does  not  Justify  such  expendittire.  such  part 
of  the  estate  as  shall  be  of  a  perishable  nature,  and  after  reasonable 
public  notice  and  notice  to  next  of  kin  if  they  can  be  ascertained 
by  reasonable  diligence  such  further  part,  if  any,  as  shall  be  neces- 
sary for  the  payment  of  the  decedent's  debts  incurred  In  such 
country,  and  funeral  expenses,  and  expenses  Incident  to  the  dis- 
position of  the  estate.  If,  at  the  expiration  of  1  year  from  the 
date  of  death  (or  lor  such  additional  period  as  may  be  required  for 
final  settlement  of  the  estate)  no  claimant  shall  appesw,  the  residue 
of  the  estate,  with  the  exception  of  investments  of  bonds,  shares  of 
stocks,  notes  of  indebtedness.  Jewelry  or  heirlooms,  or  other  articles 
having  a  sentimental  value,  shall  be  sold. 

"Fifth.  To  transmit  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sale  (and  any  unsold  effects,  such  as  investments  of 
bonds,  shares  of  stocks,  notes  of  indebtedness.  Jewelry  or  heirlooms, 
or  other  articles  having  a  sentimental  value),  there  to  be  held  In 
trust  for  the  legal  claimant.  If,  however,  at  any  time  prior  to  such 
transmission,  the  decedent's  legal  representative  should  appear  and 
demand  the  proceeds  and  effects  in  the  officer's  hands,  he  shall  de- 
liver them  to  such  representative  after  having  collected  the  pre- 
scribed fee  therefor. 

"The  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States,  or  such  member 
of  the  General  Accounting  Office  as  he  may  duly  empower  to  act  as 
his  representative  for  the  purpose,  shall  act  as  conservator  of  such 
parts  of  these  estates  as  may  be  received  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  or  are  in  its  possession,  and  may,  when  deemed  to  be  In  the 
Interest  of  the  estate,  sell  such  effects,  including  bonds,  shares  of 
stock,  notes  of  Indebtedness.  Jewelry,  or  other  articles,  which  have 
heretofore  or  may  hereafter  be  so  received,  and  pay  the  expenses  of 
such  sale  out  of  the  proceeds:  Provided,  That  application  for  such 
effects  shall  not  have  been  made  by  the  legal  claimant  within  6 
years  after  their  receipt.  The  CkjmptroUer  General  is  authorized,  for 
and  in  behalf  of  the  estate  of  the  deceased,  to  receive  any  balances 
due  to  such  estates,  to  draw  therefor  on  banks,  safe  deposits,  trust 
or  loan  companies,  or  other  like  institutions,  to  endorse  all  checks, 
bUls  of  exchange,  promissory  notes,  and  other  evidences  of  indebted- 
ness due  to  such  estates,  and  take  such  other  action  as  may  be 
deemed  necessary  for  the  conservation  of  such  estates.  The  net 
proceeds  of  such  sales,  together  with  such  other  moneys  as  may  be 
collected  by  him.  shall  be  deposited  into  the  Treasury  to  a  fund 
in  trust  for  the  legal  claimant  and  reported  to  the  Secretary  of 
State. 

"If  no  claim  to  the  effect*  the  proceeds  of  which  have  been  so 
deposited  shall  have  been  received  from  a  legal  claimant  of  the 
deceased  within  6  years  from  the  date  of  the  receipt  of  the  effects 
by  the  General  Accounting  Office,  the  ftinds  so  deposited,  with  any 
remaining  unsold  effects,  less  transmittal  charges,  shall  be  trans- 
mitted by  that  office  to  the  proper  officer  of  the  State  or  Territory 
of  the  last  domicile  in  the  United  States  of  the  deceased  citizen. 
If  known,  or  if  not.  such  funds  shall  be  covered  into  the  general 
fund  of  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts  on  account  of  pro- 
ceeds of  deceased  citizens,  and  any  such  remaining  unsold  effects 
shall  be  disposed  of  by  the  General  Accoimting  Office  in  such  man- 
ner as,  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Comptroller  General,  is  deemed 
appropriate,  or  they  may  t>e  destroyed  if  considered  no  longer  pos- 
sessed of  any  value :  Provided.  That  when  the  estate  shall  be  valued 
In  excess  of  1500,  and  no  claim  therefor  has  been  presented  to  the 
General  Accounting  Office  by  a  legal  claimant  within  the  i>erlod 
specified  in  this  paragraph  or  the  legal  claimant  is  unknown,  before 
disposition  of  the  estate  as  provided  herein,  notice  shall  be  given  by 
publishing  once  a  week  for  4  consecutive  weeks  in  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  the  county  of  the  last  known  domicile  of  the  deceased.  In 
the  United  States,  the  expense  thereof  to  be  deducted  from  the  pro- 
ceeds of  such  estate,  and  any  lawful  claim  received  as  the  result  of 
such  advertisement  shall  be  adjusted  and  settled  as  provided  for 
herein. 

"1710.  For  the  information  of  the  representative  of  the  deceased, 
the  consular  officer,  or.  If  no  consular  ofBcer  is  present,  a  dlplomatto 
officer.  In  the  settlement  of  his  estate  shall  Immediately  notify  hie 
death  In  one  of  the  gaxettes  publUhed  in  the  consular  district,  and 
al|K>  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  that  the  same  may  be  notified  in  the 
State  to  which  the  deceased  belonged:  and  he  shall,  as  soon  as  may 
be.  transmit  to  the  Secretary  of  State  an  inventory  of  tbe  effecte 
of  the  deceased  t«ken  m  before  directed. 

"1711.  When  a  eltlz«-n  of  the  United  States  dies  in  a  foreign  ooun« 
try  and  leaves,  by  any  lawful  testamentary  disposition,  special  dlrec« 
tlons  for  the  custody  and  management,  by  the  consular  officer,  or 
In  his  absence  a  diplomatic  officer,  wlthtn  whose  jurisdiction  the 
death  occurred,  of  the  personal  property  in  the  foreign  country 
which  he  possessed  at  the  time  of  death,  such  officer  shall,  so  f ar  ae 
the  laws  of  the  foreign  country  permit,  strictly  observe  stich  direc- 
tions if  not  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  If  such 
citizen  has  named,  by  any  lawful  testamentary  disposltton,  any 
other  person  than  a  consular  officer  or  diplomatic  officer  to  take 
charge  of  and  manage  such  property.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
officer,  whenever  required  by  the  person  so  named,  to  give  his  offi- 
cial aid  in  whatever  way  may  be  practicable  to  facUltate  the  pro- 
ceedings of  sucli  person  in  the  lawfiU  execution  of  hla  trust,  nn<i 
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so  far  as  the  laws  of  the  country  or  treaty  provisions  permit,  to  pro-  | 
tect  the  property  of  the  deceased  from  any  interference  by  tbe  au- 
thorities of  the  country  where  such  citizen  died.  To  this  end  It 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  consular  officer,  or  If  no  constilar  officer  Is 
present  a  diplomatic  officer,  to  safegxiard  the  decedent's  proi>erty  by 
placing  thereon  his  official  seal  and  to  break  and  remove  such  seal 
only  upon  the  request  of  the  person  designated  by  the  deceased  to 
take  charge  of  and  manage  his  property." 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  move  the  Senate  concur  in  the  House 
amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

I        CLAIM  OF  MRS.  J.  W.  MARKS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (S.  J.  Res.  133)  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of 
Claims  or  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
northern  district  of  Georgia,  to  hear,  determine,  and  render 
judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks,  of  Stephens 
Coimty,  Ga.,  which  were  on  pages  1  tmd  2,  to  strike  out  the 
preamble:  on  page  2,  line  II,  after  "judgment",  to  insert  "If 
any,";  and  on  page  2,  line  12,  after  "may",  to  Insert  "be 
found  to."       1 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  move  the  Senate  concur  in  the  House 
amendments. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

EDWARD  J.  ROSS,  LEGAL  GUARDIAN  OF  BETTY  ROSS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2800) 
for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Ross,  and  the  legal  guardian  of 
Betty  Ross,  a  minor,  which  were,  on  page  1,  line  7,  to  strike 
out  "his";  in  line  8,  after  the  word  "incurred",  to  insert  "by 
him":  and  in  line  10.  to  strike  out  "$1,000"  and  insert  "$2,000." 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur 
in  the  amendments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

I  MARJORIE  BUCHEK 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2560) 
for  the  relief  of  Marjorie  Buchek,  which  was.  on  page  1,  line  6, 
after  the  word  "settlement",  to  insert  "of  all  claims  against 
the  United  States." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

IMA  JONES 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  <S.  2561)  for 
the  relief  of  Ina  Jones,  which  was,  on  page  1,  line  6,  after  the 
word  "settlement",  to  insert  "of  all  claims  against  the  United 
SUtes." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

KXTEWSIOK   OF    JTTRlSDICTIOll    OF    UNITLD    STATES    DISTRICT    COURT 
OVER  CERTAIN  TERRITORIES  AND  ISLANDS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (8.  1114)  to 
extend  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  District  Court, 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  over  the  Midway  Lsland*.  Wake  Island, 
Johnston  Island,  Sand  Island,  Kingman  Reef,  Kure  Island, 
Baker  Island.  Howlan/1  Island,  Jarvls  Island,  Canton  Island. 
BndertMiry  Ultnd.  and  for  other  purpofet,  which  wu.  on 
pace  1.  line  8,  to  strike  out  all  after  "Island",  where  It  appean 
the  second  time,  down  to  and  including  "thereto"  in  line  6 
of  page  2. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House, 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SPEECHES  AND  LETTERS  BT  HON.  HENET  P.  ASHX7RST.  OF  ARIZONA. 

AND  OTHER  DATA 

Bir.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  several  letters  written  by  me, 
certain  speeches  I  have  delivered,  and  bills  introduced  by  me 
which  became  laws. 


There  betag  no  objection,  the  matters  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

In  the  Senate  Monday,  AprU  i.  1940 
TowNSXND  Plan 

Mr.  AsHxntsT.  Mr.  President.  wUl  ttie  Senator  from  California 
yield? 

Mr.  DowNTT,  I  yield.  ^  ^  ^ 

Mr.  AsHURST.  The  able  Senator  said  he  would  be  delighted  to 
speak  a  weelt.  I  am  one  of  many  Senators  who  wovUd  not  be 
wearied  if  he  did  speak  a  week. 

If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me  for  a  reference — It  is  hardly  a 
question — ^I  want  to  Interject  something  toto  his  speech. 

OLD-ACE  PENSION  PLAN 

A  very  able  citizen,  not  residing  In  my  State,  wrote  to  me,  •*! 
understand  you  are  going  to  support  the  TDwnsend  old-age  pension 
plan  as  it  is  to  be  introduced  by  Senator  Downet.  I  would  like  to 
know  what  you  mean.  Can  you  explain  it?"  The  explanation  X 
made  to  that  citizen  was  to  send  him  the  bill,  with  the  statement. 
"The  bill  Itself  Is  the  strongest  argument  I  can  make  for  the  hill." 
He  was  fair  enough  to  reply,  "Having  read  the  bill,  I  am  for  it." 

In  this  life  we  are  beset  by  many  perplexing  things  and  frequently 
we  are  In  doubt  as  to  which  way  to  turn.  One  of  the  rules  of 
moral  philosophy  is  that,  in  the  effort  to  discover  what  Is  right  and 
what  is  wrong,  we  should  search  for  simplicity.  Truth  is  generally 
to  be  Identified  by  Its  extreme  simplicity.  A  complicated  matter, 
crisscrossed  by  many  lines,  difHcult  of  discernment  and  of  analysis, 
may  be  suspected.  The  very  simplicity  of  the  Senator's  liew  Town- 
send  bill  indicates  its  truth  and  Its  strength. 

If  I  am  correct  in  my  antil3rsls  of  the  bill.  It  does  not  cancel  or 
stop  any  issue,  rent,  profit,  or  Income  any  person  receives.  A 
person  may  be  eligible  for  this  pension  at  60  years  of  age.  providevA 
he  or  she  does  not  receive  or  earn  any  salary  or  wages.  Am  I 
correct  In  that? 

Mr.  Downet.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AsHtmsT.  A  boy  12  years  of  age  could  compute  on  the  back 
of  a  postal  card  Just  how  much  each  citizen  owed  and  should  pay 
the  Government  under  the  new  Townsend  old-age  pension  plan. 
Am  I  correct  abo\it  that? 

Mr.  DowNTT.  That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  AsHURST.  Note  the  simpUcity.  Experts  are  sent  from  the 
Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  each  year  so  that  we  may  forsooth 
have  help  in  making  out  our  income-tax  retvims.  Under  existing 
law  the  most  well-intentioned  man  must  have  the  aid  of  an  ex- 
pert in  making  out  his  return.  That  is  what  aruioys  and  p)erplexe8 
the  citizen.  The  American  citizen  is  glad  to  pay  something  to  his 
Government,  but  he  objects  to  the  annoyance  of  being  constantly 
beset  by  a  number  of  perplexing  questions  he  must  answer,  with 
the  fear  that  he  may  be  entrapped,  notwithstanding  he  is  trying 
to  be  fair. 

I  wish  to  commend  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  country  this  new 
Townsend  bill  which  the  Senator  from  California  |Mr.  Downet] 
has  proposed.  Senators  will  be  amazed  at  its  simplicity.  I  re- 
peat, a  12-year-old  boy  with  his  pencil  could  compute  on  the  back 
of  a  postal  card  how  much  any  citizen  owed  the  Government  under 
the  Townsend  pay-as-you-go  plan. 

Moreover,  in  this  bill  Dr.  Townsend  has  hit  upon  a  truth  which 
may  ultimately  prove  to  be  the  solution  of  this  country's  financial 
troubles.  We  may  come  to  it,  and  I  think  we  should.  The  sugges- 
tion is,  no  appropriation  without  a  tax  side  by  side  with  it  to  pay 
the  appropriation. 

Some  wise  man  someday  will  drive  through  Congrees  a  measure, 
or  the  American  people  will  adopt  a  constitutional  amendment, 
providing  that  there  shall  be  no  appropriation  without  a  tax  to 
accompany  It.  That  will  prove  to  be  something  which  will  aid  the 
Government  in  meeting  its  bills  in  the  future.  It  might  prevent 
extreme  Inflation.  Senators  would  find  a  pleasure  in  knowing  that 
when  they  made  an  appropriation  there  would  t>e  a  tax  accompany- 
ing It.    Am  I  correct  in  saying  the  new  bill  so  provides? 

Mr.  Downet.  The  Senator  Is  correct. 

Mr.  AsMtnwT.  I  have  studied  the  new  Townsend  old  age  pension 
plan  to  be  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  California,  for  more  than 
a  months.  I  have  given  it  tbe  best  thought  of  which  I  have  been 
capable,  and  I  hope  tbe  House  wlU  send  it  to  us:  I  suppose  tb« 
House  will  have  to  orlflnate  It.  I  happened  to  know  tbe  Senator 
from  California  when  he  was  a  very  yotiog  boy.  and  I  lnfUet«d  a 
torrent  of  words  on  an  occasion  when  be  was  present  more  than 
S«  yean  ago  in  a  county  courthouse  In  the  West.  I  know  that  he 
Is  a  very  abte  Uwyer,  and  bis  oarser  at  tbs  bar  dcmonstratss  that 
he  has  practiced  law  with  much  nieetm. 

Let  us  assume  a  Senator  whose  salary  Is  $10X>00  a  year:  he  and 
all  other  citizens  would  be  entitled  to  deduct  S3.000  as  their  eaemp* 
tton.  which  would  leave  $1JOOO  taxable  st  3  percent,  and  bU  tax 
would  be  $140  a  year 

There  Is  not  a  Senator,  not  a  Member  of  the  House,  In  my  Judg- 
ment, who  would  not  be  delighted  to  make  that  contribution.  The 
precedent  set  would  be  wholesome. 

Mr.  Clakk  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  I  may  add  further.  If  the 
Senator  will  yield,  to  say  that  this  conception  of  a  grou-lncome  tax 
IB  not  new.  The  State  of  tbe  distinguished  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  MiNTON]  has  a  gross-income  tax  now  and  has  had  for  aome 
time. 
Mr.  Shtfsteao.  Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  Downet.  I  yield. 


/ 


9212 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  3 


Mr.  Shipstiao.  I  might  add  that  the  State  of  Minnesota  for  more 
than  40  years  has  taxed  Its  railroads  on  the  basts  of  gross  earnings, 
and  many  of  our  State  taxes  are  eamiarked  for  certain  pxirposes. 

Mr.  EtowNET.  I  cannot  conclude  my  remarks,  Mr.  President,  with- 
out discussing  somewhat  the  experience  I  had  with  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  (Mr.  Ashxtrst],  to  which  he  adverted  awhile  ago.  and  I 
must  say  that  It  Is  partly  the  example  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Arizona  that  makes  me  want  to  talk  another  week  upon  this 
subject,  though  I  feel  compelled  to  restrict  myself  to  an  additional 
15  minutes. 

Like  the  Senator,  I  come  from  the  great  and  boundless  West.  In 
my  younger  days  I  spent  some  time  around  a  lonely  mining  camp 
near  Wlnnemucca,  which  la  out  on  the  desert  of  Nevada,  where  the 
great  boast  of  the  prospectors  and  the  people  generally  Is  that  one 
of  the  great  statesmen  and  speakers  and  philosophers  of  America 
was  born  there,  to  wit,  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Ashxtrst]. 
I  have  never  told  the  Senator  that  before,  but  many  times  when  I 
have  been  out  in  the  lonely  mining  camps  In  the  deserts  of  Nevada 
I  have  found  the  people  there  still  talking  of  Senator  Ashtjkst. 
Senator  Ashuhst  was  taken  to  Arizona  when  a  mere  child. 
—  JU  one  time,  when  I  was  about  17  or  18  years  of  age.  when  I  had 
been  expelled  from  a  preparatory  school,  my  father  sent  me  out  to 
labor  In  the  world  with  a  surveying  crew,  and  one  day  I  came  into 
the  town  of  Flagstaff.  Ariz.  And  as  I  approached  the  courthouse 
I  saw  a  great  crowd  sxirrounding  the  building  and  there  was  a  great 
air  of  excitement.  As  I  walked  up  to  the  steps  to  see  what  the 
occurrence  was  I  heard  a  booming,  vibrant  voice  coming  out  from 
the  courtroom.  I  asked  one  of  the  bystanders  what  was  up  and  he 
told  me  there  was  a  famous  murder  case  at  trial  and  that  a  young 
district  attorney,  who  was  known  as  the  silver-tongued  orator  of 
Coconino  County,  was  making  an  address  for  the  prosecution.  Even 
then  I  was  Interested  in  oratory,  so  I  decided  to  listen  and  finally 
wormed  my  way  up  Into  a  crowded  window,  and  I  looked  out  Into 
the  courtroom  where  I  could  see  the  judge  upon  the  bench,  the 
unfortunate  defendant,  and  the  Jury,  and  there  addressing  the  Jury 
was  a  great,  broad-shouldered,  fine-looking  young  man,  I  guess  of 
26  or  27.  holding  forth  with  powerful  magnetic  oratory.  The  first 
thing  I  heard  him  say.  Mr.  President,  was  this: 

"Now.  gentlemen  of  the  Jury,  as  I  stated  to  you  when  I  began  this 
arjjument  1  week  ago  | laughter].  I  had  10  points  to  develop.  I  have 
now  covered  the  first  2,  and  I  am  going  to  proceed  to  the  third  one. 
(Laughter.)" 

I  might  say.  Mr.  President,  that  right  there  my  surveying  crew 
lost  an  employee,  because  I  stayed  to  listen  to  all  the  points,  and  I 
lost  nearly  a  month's  salary. 

When  I  was  an  amateur  in  the  Senate  several  months  ago,  in  my 
first  session,  there  had  been  long  and  laborious  arguments,  and 
some  of  the  columnists  had  been  complaining  because  the  Senators 
were  taking  up  so  much  time,  either  stating  what  was  obviously  so, 
or  worse,  what  was  obviously  not  so,  and  I  think  our  most  distin- 
guished orator,  the  Senator  from  Arizona,  who  combines  a  perfect 
facility  of  language  with  a  great  philosophy  and  a  great  poetical 
Imagination,  rose  and  said  there  and  then  that  he  believed  that  any 
Senator,  without  exception,  should  be  able  to  say  all  that  he  had  in 
his  mind  in  the  brief  space  of  15  minutes.  That  took  me  back  to 
those  Flagstaff  days  when  I  had  beard  him  talking  as  a  young 
lawyer. 

Mr,  AsHTTRST.  Mr.  President,  I  would  be  lacking  In  grace  and 
would  be  either  less  than  human  or  more  than  human  if  I  did  not 
thank  the  frenlal  and  able  Senator  from  California,  whom,  as  I  said. 
I  have  known  since  his  boyhood,  and  whom  I  am  proud  to  call  my 
friend. 
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Senator  Ashttist  has  always  had  reverence  for  the  elder  Senator 
Lodge  and  for  other  scholars  in  politics,  like  President  Theodore 
Roosevelt  and  the  late  Senator  Bronson  Cutting.  He  probably 
knows  more  quotations  than  the  three  of  them  together,  but  they 
knew  Greek,  and  Ashtjsst  doesn't.  The  Arlzonlan  is  not  a  Latin 
scholar,  but  he  has  memorized  Innumerable  Latin  quotations.  All 
the  Latin  that  he  knows  he  knows  by  heart.  It  Is  almost  as  dan- 
gerous to  misquote  Latin  as  English  in  his  presence.  He  is  In- 
dustrlotis  and  is  vigilant  about  Arizona  affairs.  One  of  the  points 
In  his  favor  is  that  he  has  refused  to  practice  law  on  the  side. 
AsHTTBST  regards  that  sort  of  thing  as  beneath  his  dignity;  he 
thinks,  also,  it  would  interfere  wjth  his  scholarly  pursuits  and 
with  his  diligence  in  Arizona's  and  the  Nation's  business.  He  could 
roll  in  wealth  if  he  were  willing  to  sell  his  name,  for  his  prestige 
as  chairman  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  cotild  be  made  an 
Important  commercial  asset. 

Washington,  D.  C,  AprU  11.  1940. 
Gen.  Prank  T  HnrES. 

Administrator,  Veterans'  Affairs,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dka«  General  Hikes:  When  H.  R.  12175  was  pending  In  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  Sixty-ninth  Congress.  I  offered  an  amendment  which  was 
adopted  by  the  Senate  and  became  a  part  of  Public  Law  No.  448. 

My  amendment  provided  for  certain  compensation  to  ex-service 
men  suffering  from  tuberculosis  of  a  "compensable  degree."  and,  for 
the  lack  of  a  better  description,  has  come  to  be  known  as  the 
Ashurst  amendment. 

Will  you  please  inform  me  as  to  the  number  of  ex-service  men 
now  receiving  compensation  under  the  provisions  of  my  amend- 
ment, and  also  please  further  advise  me  as  to  the  gross  stun  of 


money  (compensation)  which  to  date  has  been  paid  to  ex-serrlce 
men  under  and  by  virtue  of  this  Ashurst  amendment  and  Its 
subsequent  amendments? 

With  high  esteem,  sincerely  yotirs, 

Henst  F.  AsmnisT. 

VETEKANS*    ADlCrNlST»ATION, 

Washington,  April  17,  1940. 

Hon.  Henet  F.  AjBHtmsT, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Senator  Ashxtrst:  Reference  is  made  to  your  letter  of 
April  11.  1940,  requesting  Information  as  to  the  total  coat  of  pay- 
ing a  statutory  $50  award  to  World  War  veterans  svifferlng  from 
a  tuberculotis  disease  of  a  compensable  degree  which  has  reached 
a  condition  of  complete  arrest. 

There  are  now  on  the  rolls  approximately  41.400  veterans  who 
are  receiving  a  statutory  award  of  $60  for  arrested  tuberculosis, 
and  the  total  cost  of  this  provision  of  the  law  to  date  Is  approxi- 
mately $207,091,000. 

Very  truly  yoxirs, 

Frank  T.  HrNxs. 

Administrator. 

In  the  Senate,  Thursday.  January  4,  1934 
Tax-Exempt  SECUKmES 

Mr.  AsHtrmsT.  My  proposed  amendment  strikes  at  an  evil  In  our 
system  of  taxation  which  is  already  grAt,  and  If  unchecked  will 
grow — indeed  has  grown — to  such  magnitude  as  to  threaten  the 
existence  of  our  institutions. 

The  existence  of  conditions  that  enable  any  municipality  or 
political  subdivision  to  Issue  tax-free  securities  directly  permits 
a  certain  class  of  property  owners  to  partake  of  the  comforts  and 
benefits  of  governments  without  bearing  any  share  of  the  expense 
burden  of  government. 

All  private  property  should  pay  its  Just  proportion  of  the  expense 
of  maintaining  the  Government. 

The  Issuance  of  tax-exempt  securities  permits: 

(1)  A  large  portion  of  property  to  escape  taxation,  thereby  caus- 
ing great  loss  of  revenue. 

(2)  It  Violates  the  sound  tax  principle  of  "ability  to  pay,"  and  It 
unfairly  discriminates  among  taxpayeis. 

(3)  It  discourages  Investment  In  new  enterprises. 

(4)  It  encourages  extravagances  of  governmental  agencies. 

(6)  It  grants  private  subsidies  and  special  prlvUeges,  obnoxious 
to  our  system. 

(6)  By  withdrawing  money  from  private  enterprises  it  increases 
the  rate  of  interest  required  for  all  enterprises  not  carried  on  by  the 
Government,  and  thereby  adds  to  the  cost  of  living. 

(7)  It  creates,  and  quite  naturally,  social  unrest. 

Vigor  and  vision  are  the  supreme  need  of  the  hour,  and  unless 
we  act  with  promptness  on  this  subject,  the  National  Government 
and  some  of  the  States  will  bog  down  and  sink  into  the  grasp  of 
the  all-smothering,   all-destroying   quicksands  of   Insolvency. 

In  the  Senate,  March  30.  1938 
Sea  Powes 

lir.  AsHtTRar.  Mr.  President,  It  was  sea  power  that  saved  Rome 
from  Greece. 

It  was  sea  power  that  saved  Greece  from  Persia. 

It  was  sea  power  that  gave  to  the  Phoenicians  the  command  of 
the  ancient  maritime  world.  Sea  power  built  up  the  far-flung 
commercial  empire  of  Carthage.  Sea  power  made  Athens  ruler  of 
vast  territories,  and  It  was  sea  power  that  made  the  Rome  of 
antiquity  mistress  of  the  civilized  world.  Rome  coxild  not  have 
subsisted  without  her  sea  power,  because  nearly  all  her  wheat  came 
overseas. 

When  Spain  had  great  sea  power  she  dominated  Christendom; 
and  Spain's  decline  began  when  storms  and  British  seamanship 
wrecked  her  great  Armada. 

The  sea  power  of  the  American  Colonies  with  the  sea  power  of 
France  won  the  American  Revolution,  and  the  naval  blockade 
defeated  the  Confederacy. 

miring  the  World  War  the  Allies  would  have  starved  had  It  not 
been  for  sea  power. 

In  the  Senate,  June  15.  1940 
To  Authorize  Loans  for  the  Development  or  STRA-rEcic  and 
Critical  Minerals — Loans  to  Small  Mines 
Mr.  Ashttrst.  Mr.  President,  we  should  read  history  because  we 
learn  from  reading  history  that  we  learn  nothing  from  history. 
Let  us  for  once,  however,  learn  something  from  history.  In  times 
of  antiquity  when  men  went  to  l>attle.  personal  valor  and  esprit  de 
corps  usually  turned  the  tide.  In  thoee  far-off  days,  weapons  were 
of  Iron,  copijer,  zinc,  sometimes  of  bronze,  a  composition  of  copper 
and  tin;  sometimes  of  brass,  a  combination  of  copper  and  zinc: 
sometimes  a  weapon  was  fashioned  of  hardwood,  and  often  a  spear 
head  or  arrow  point  was  made  from  volcanic  glass  called  obsidian; 
and  now  and  then,  forsooth,  a  shield  was  made  from  tough  bull 
hide.  Some  armies  used  catapults  to  hurl  stones  and  some  armies 
were  equipped  with  chariots  with  bladed  wheels.  Those  days  have 
gone.  Chivalry,  personal  courage,  physical  prowess,  and  moral  in- 
dignation then  counted  for  much  and  frequently  determined  the 
destiny  of  nations.    But,  Mr.  President.  In  recent  years  we  have 
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learned  that  the  valor  of  the  brave  Is  of  little  or  no  avail  against 
mechanized  armies  or  renxirseless  engines  pointed  at  human  hearts 
which  are  only  flesh  and  blood.  We  have  recently  seen  Prance, 
with  a  valor  beyond  the  range  of  eiilogy.  walk  the  path  of  duty, 
death,  and  glory.  Valor  availed  nothing  against  mechanized 
annles. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  refer  to  the  labors  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Utah  |Mr  Thomas]  and  the  labors  of  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  |Mr  Mureat)  In  the  efforts  they  have  put  forth 
to  procure  for  the  Nation  strategic,  critical,  and  essential  minerals. 
It  wlU  be  remembered  that  during  the  World  War  we  were  required 
to  depend  upon  importations  from  foreign  countries  for  many 
Strategic  and  critical  minerals. 

In  a  time  of  trouble  we  cannot  depend  upon  supplies  of  strategic 
and  critical  minerals  from  foreign  countries.  The  Creator  in  His 
t>eneficence  and  Judgment  has  deposited  in  the  hUls  of  the  United 
SUtes  nearly  all.  If  not  all.  the  minerals  necessary  for  industry  and 
lor  the  defense  of  the  United  SUtes  if  we  will  but  develop  them. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  been  talk  of  an  adjournment  of  Congress. 
In  the  most  perilous  age  of  the  world's  history,  when  civllizBtion  is 
In  deadly  danger,  there  are  men — ^they  are  not  in  the  Senate,  they 
are  not  in  the  House — who  talk  of  adjourning,  of  running  away  and 
abandomng  duUes.  Let  me  say  to  you.  Mr.  President,  that  those  who 
vote  to  go  home  should  be  kept  there.  We  cannot  add  to  the  effi- 
ciency and  strength  of  the  United  States  by  nmnlng  away  and 
abandoning  the  duties  we  were  elected,  sworn,  and  paid  to  perform. 
There  is  no  remorse  so  inveterate,  so  keen,  as  that  which  comes 
from  the  consciousness  that  we  abandoned  duty  in  a  day  of  national 
distress.  There  U  no  happiness  more  sustaining  and  unselfish  than 
that  derived  from  the  consciousness  that  we  performed  our  duty  in 
a  manner  worthy  of  American  Senators.  Success,  safety,  and  effl- 
dency  fly  upon  high  and  rapid  wing;  they  must  be  seized  as  they 
pua  by;  once  gone  they  may  not  be  overteJcen. 

I  have  announced  that  I  am  a  candidate  for  reelection  to  the 
Senate.  I  am  opposed  by  able  and  worthy  opponents  I  have  sotne 
fencee  In  a  bad  state  of  disrepair;  I  should  like  to  go  home  to  repair 
tbem:  but,  Mr.  President.  I  would  be  unworthy  to  be  heard  here  for 
a  moment  If  I  placed  the  mending  of  my  political  fences  and  the 
care  of  my  political  fortimes  above  the  success,  safety,  and  efficiency 
of  my  coxintry  and  above  the  preparation  and  rearmament  for  Its 
defense. 

If  we  ate  to  assist  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  In  carrying 
out  his  program  of  preparedness,  let  us  take  steps  toward  acquiring 
the  strategic  and  critical  minerals  so  necessary  to  our  national  life. 
I  refer  particularly  to  manganese.  We  have  an  abundance  of 
manganese  if  it  Is  developed.  During  the  World  War  the  ship 
Cyclops,  laden  with  manganese  from  Brazil,  was  sunk  without  trace 
with  over  300  souls  on  board.  Laden  with  manganese  for  the  United 
States,  she  went  down  to  the  airless  meadows  of  the  cavernous  deep. 
Nothing  has  t>een  heard  of  her  since. 

Manganese,  as  every  Senator  knows.  Is  used  to  "sweeten"  pig  iron 
and  to  make  steel.  I  shall  not  tire  the  Senate  by  reciting  the 
long  list  of  the  strategic  and  critical  minerals  necessary  for  our 
defense.  It  Is  not  proposed  to  put  the  Government  into  the  min- 
ing business.  The  Government,  forsooth,  cannot  go  out  and  dis- 
cover a  mine.  It  is  not  equipped  to  do  so.  The  prospectors  and 
miners  of  our  country.  If  given  an  opportunity  to  obUln  credit,  will 
produce  the  necessary  strategic  and  critical  minerals. 

In  the  Senate.  July  28.  1939 

Tto   AtrrHOVzi   Loans    for   the   Development   of   Strategic   and 

CRTncAL  Minerals — ^Loans  to  Small  iinns 

Mr  Ashttrst  Mr  President,  the  amendment  extends  and  enlarges 
the  power  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpwration  so  that  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  may  make  loans  to  small  mines 
and  prospectors  In  the  present  situation  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  may  make  loans  only  to  facilitate  the  explora- 
tion and  development  of  gold  mines,  sliver  mines,  and  tin  mines. 

The  American  prospector  dwells  In  the  future:  he  has  faith  in  the 
futUT«  and  has  faith  in  himself.  He  Is  willing  that  a  couple  of 
burros  may  be  his  companions.  I  wish  I  had  the  time,  as  I  have 
the  Inclination,  to  pay  a  tribute  to  the  burro:  he  conquered  the 
desert  The  prospector  with  his  burro  and  a  grubstake — the  word 
"grubsuke"  Is  a  definite,  valid  locution.  It  is  known  to  the  law— 
searches  for  minerals.  -  .     ^  .wi_ 

His  grubstake  arises  from  the  fact  that  some  friend,  possibly 
some  merchant  or  other  person,  advances  to  the  prospector  sup- 
plies blankets,  powder,  and  other  equipment,  with  the  undersUnd- 
ing  that  as  to  what  the  proepector  may  discover  in  the  way  of 
minerals,  the  man  furnishing  the  grubsUke  shall  be  entitled  to 
whatever  proportion  of  the  "discovery"  the  contract  calls  for.  and 

such  a  contract  is  valid.  .     ^  «     -  *.«-*  -,^- 

Many  able  and  thoughtful  persons  erroneously  l>elleve  that  any 
man  may  go  out  and  through  some  happy  stroke,  without  much 
effort  d^ver  a  rich  mine.  That  might  happen  In  the  realm  of 
fiction  but  such  experience  is  so  rare  in  this  practical  world  that  no 
•ubsuntial  dependence  may  be  placed  upon  it.  The  development 
of  a  mine  is  like  the  gathering  of  waters  to  form  a^g^«^t  ^ver^ 
The  Mississippi  River,  for  example,  does  not  spring  forth  full  pano- 
DUed  like  B^nerva  from  the  brow  of  Jove;  it  comes  from  a  small 
Slplne  spring  here,  a  slender  stream  there,  snow  melt  ng  on  yonder 
hUls.  slradCT  stream  Joining  stream,  multiplied  again  and  again, 
■welling  in  volume  as  it  flows.  untU  it  becomes  a  mighty  river,  fed 
originally  by  a  multitude  of  meandering  streams^ 

Bo  it  is  with  a  great  mine.  The  prospector  80«f<n^  J^^^  ^ 
grubstake;  he  finds  what  appean  to  him  to  be  a  good  prospect.  b« 


finds  "float."    He  stakes  out  his  claim,  he  does  "dlaoovery  work. 
With  strong  arm  and  unerring  eye  he  directs  the  point  of  a  miner  • 
pick  and  develops  his  mining  claim.  ♦  v  «« 

He  may  not  have  adequate  means,  and  his  backers  may  not  nave 
adequate  means  with  which  practicaUy  to  develop  the  discovery, 
but  if  he  can  borrow  $2,000.  $3,000.  or  $6,000  he  may  develop  his 
discovery.  He  may  meet  failure.  But  he  1»— I  was  going  Uj  My 
endowed,  but  I  shall  say  he  is  endued  with  hope  and  zeal.  He  be- 
lieves In  the  mineral  resources  of  his  country;  he  believes  in  his 
luck  and.  with  courage  and  strength,  he  strikes  the  breast  of  tlw 
moxmtaln  and  minerals  gush  forth — sometimes,  not  always.  BmaU 
mines  sometimes  become  great  mines,  and  most  great  mines  wera 
once  small  minee. 

Mr  President,  the  Government  may  not,  In  the  nattire  of  tning^ 
employ  prospectors  and  direct  prospecting.  For  the  discovery  of 
these  critical  and  strategic  minerals  eo  Important  to  industry  and  to 
naUonal  defense  we  cannot  depend  upon  the  Government;  we  must 
depend  upon  the  initlaUve,  the  boldness,  the  energy,  and  the  cour- 
age of  the  prospector. 

Latter-Dat  Saints 
[Remarks  of  Hon.  Hknrt  F.  Ashurst.  of  Arizona,  Tuesday,  Novem- 
ber 11.  1919] 
Mr.  AsHtntsT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  that  the  Senator  from 
Utah.  Mr.  Smoot.  has  spoken  as  he  has.  It  was  time  for  such  a 
speech.  A  matchless  maker  of  epigrams  said  that  when  "once  a 
lie  or  a  counterfeit  statement  gets  into  circulation  it  is  well- 
nigh  impossible  to  overtake  it";  and  therefore  I  believe  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  has  done  a  service  to  hU  country  In  exposing  this 
Infamous  slander  which  has  been  published  brofwlcast  agaUast  so 
many  worthy  people. 

When  I  read  the  article  I  felt  offended  because  there  are  in 
Arizona  a  large  number  of  Mormon  people,  or  people  who  belong 
to  the  Church  of  Jestis  Christ  of  Latter-Day  Saints:  and  I  would 
be  false  to  that  principle  of  fair  play  for  which  I  have  always  pre- 
tended that  I  stood  If  I  failed  at  this  time  to  say  a  word  on  the 
subject. 

It  may  be  that  I  do  not  undersUnd  fully  the  theology  of  the 
Mormon  Church:  but.  Mr.  President,  the  first  church  I  ever  at- 
tended was  a  Mormon  church.  When  there  was  no  other  church 
within  100  miles  of  the  lonely  frontier  cabin  where  my  parenU 
lived,  we  foimd  solace  and  comfort  In  attending  the  Mormon 
church  situated  9  mUes  disunt.  Our  nearest— in  fact,  our  only- 
neighbors  for  years  were  the  Mormon  people.  Better  neighbors  no 
pioneer  ever  had.  I  am  proud  at  the  fctormon  people.  I  am 
proud  of  the  friendship  that  I  have  for  them  and  that  I  bellevj 
they  have  for  me,  and  I  am  able  to  say  here  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  SUtes  that  their  church  has  elevated  many  Intellects 
and  purified  many  hearts  In  my  State. 

As  pioneers  in  a  new  country  the  Mormons  are  unrivaled.  They 
are  sober,  industrious,  frtigal,  honest.  They  are  preemlnenUy 
SUte  builders;  and  today.  If  called  upon  to  name  a  people  who 
could  most  expeditiously  transform  a  desert  Into  splendid  fields 
and  farms,  I  would  unhesitatingly  choose  the  Mormon  people. 
In  many  places  where  once  the  cacti  lifted  thorn  arms  into  the 
brazen  and  heated  air  Mormon  Industry  has  reared  temples,  hoa- 
pltals,  homes,  factories,  and  schools. 

Moreover,  I  never  saw  a  Mormon  I.  W.  W.;  but  I  have  at  some 
ooiuity  courthouses  In  my  SUte  heard  dlsgrunUed.  lazy,  and  indo- 
lent men  who  did  not  belong  to  the  Mormon  Church  sit  on  the 
Steps  of  the  courthouse  and  curse  the  Government,  while  Mor- 
mon citizens  were  going  Into  the  same  county  courthouae  to  pay 
taxes  without  complaint. 

Mr.  Owen.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  Ashurst.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  OwTEN.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  If  it  is  not  a  tenet 
of  the  Mormons  to  teach  and  preach  Industry  and  thrift? 

Mr  Ashurst.  I  am  able  to  sUte  that  Industry  and  thrift  are 
amongst  the  foundation  stones  of  the  Mormon  Church.  Abso- 
lute and  unquestioned  obedience  to  law  Is  a  tenet  of  the  Mormon 
Church  Respect  for  authority  Is  one  of  the  tenete  of  the  Mor- 
mon Church.  We  need  more  of  such  people  In  these  perUous 
times  of  the  Republic;  and.  again.  I  would  be  false  to  every  prm- 
clple  of  Justice  and  to  every  sentiment  of  gratitude  if  I  failed  to 
state  at  this  time  that  when  savage  Indians  galloped  along  by  our 
pioneer  home*,  burning  and  murdering,  plundering  and  scalping  as 
they  went,  it  was  to  the  Mormon  people  that  my  defenaeleas  but 
heroic  parents  went  for  refuge  and  defense. 

Mr  President,  I  say  the  Senator  from  UUh  has  done  well  In 
"scotching"  this  falsehood,  which  has  been  given  such  wide  circu- 
lation. I  believe  the  American  people  are  coming  at  last  fully  to 
xmdersUnd  the  Mormon  people.  Their  temples,  schooU,  fields, 
homes.  Industry,  frugality,  their  morality,  and  their  patriotism 
testify  for  them  In  more  eloquent  terms  than  the  Senator  or  I 
could  speak.  Then,  again,  observe  their  RepresenUtives  in  the 
House  and  in  the  Senate.  Look  at  the  high  class  of  public  eervantt 
they  send  here  I  ask  that  the  Mormons  be  Judged  as  a  people. 
Judged  as  a  religion,  by  their  frulU;  and  If  they  be  Judged  by  their 
fruits  the  verdict  of  the  world  wlU  be  In  their  favor. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  time  should  be  welcomed  In  America 
when  men  shall  not  further  be  assaUed  because  of  their  religion 
or  lack  of  religion.  Men  ought  not  further  be  assailed  or  dis- 
criminated against  because  of  their  particular  view  of  how  to  follow 
the  Master  America  was  built  up,  and  one  of  the  reasons  for  the 
migrations  from  the  old  countries  to  these  shores  was  that  our 
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ancestors  desired  to  find  a  place  to  build  free  and  strong  States 
where  such  Ignoble  sentiments  as  bigotry  could  not  sxirvlve. 

I  do  not  forget  that  the  splendid  domain  of  Arizona,  one  of  the 
Imperial  States  of  this  Union,  came  Into  being  largely  through  the 
brave  exploits  of  the  Mormon  people.  When  Gen.  Stephen  Kearney 
was  beleaguered  near  San  Diego  dxxrlng  the  Mexican  War,  and  it 
seemed  as  though  the  Mexicans  were  going  to  capture  and  annihilate 
him  and  his  entire  command.  It  was  the  Mormon  battalion  that 
marched  all  the  long  way  from  Iowa  into  Tucson,  Ariz.,  and  occupied 
In  then  Mexican  territory  a  donzain  we  now  know  as  the  Gadsden 
Purchase,  which  was  purchased  by  our  Government  in  1854.  When 
the  commanding  cflBcer  of  the  Mormon  battalion.  Lt.  Col.  St.  George 
Cocke,  entered  the  then  Mexican  town  of  Tucson  and  raised  the 
American  flag,  he  issued  a  pronunciamento,  as  follows: 

"We  do  not  war  upon  civilians.  We  make  war  against  men  In 
uniform  only.  The  property  of  individuals  will  be  held  sacred. 
All  civil  rights  will  be  upheld.  Those  who  obey  the  law  and  con- 
form to  order  will  be  protected." 

The  command  remained  there  some  days  to  refresh  itself  and 
then  marched  on  to  the  relief  of  General  Kearney  who,  as  I  said, 
was  beleaguered  and  surrounded  near  San  Diego. 

So,  Mr.  President,  the  Mormon  people,  as  pioneers,  as  State 
builders,  as  statcsnren.  as  people  of  Industry  and  patriotism  In  every 
department  of  life,  compare  well  and  favorably  with  the  general 
mass  of  their  fellow  citizens.  This  much  I  should  have  said;  more 
th&n  this  I  need  not  say. 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  22,  1940. 
Mr.  Frederic  E.  Fox, 

Flagstaff.  Ariz. 

Dear  Mr.  Fox:  Your  letter  of  January  15  received,  advising  that 
you  are  compiling  a  history  of  the  five  Babbitt  brothers. 

It  is  now  more  than  53  years  since  I  first  met  the  Babbitt 
brothers — David.  George,  Charles,  William,  and  Edward.  Within 
a  short  time  after  they  settled  in  northern  Arizona  they,  severally, 
established  character  as  forward-looking,  courageous,  reliable  citi- 
zens, and  down  through  the  years  they  contributed  toward  the 
upbuilding  and  the  dramatic  progress  of  Arizona. 

When  I  was  trying  to  earn  $20  per  month  as  a  cowboy  (I  was 
overpaid)  I  rode  scores  of  days  and  many  hund)-eds  of  miles  under 
the  summer  sun  and  winter  stars  with  Bill  Babbitt.  Bill  was  a 
clean-spoken,  chivalrotis  cowhand. 

The  thundering  herd  would  sometimes  stampede,  and  this  caused 
some  cowhands  to  let  out  profanity  as  they  rode  furiously  and  hard, 
but  Bill  was  serene,  and  silent  as  he  rode,  and  let  out  no  profanity, 
even  of  the  low,  sweet,  soft  kind. 

When  the  chuck  wagon  would  break  down  or  get  lost,  or  the  camp 
cook  would  turn  cranky  and  there  was  nothing  for  supper  but 
"wind  pudding,"'  Bill  was  patient  and  pleasant  and  endured  all 
hardships  with  an  almost  royal  humor. 

Some  years  ago  Bill  went  to  that  vast  realm  where  kings  and 
queens  are  probably  counted  as  deuces  and  the  American  cowboys 
are  probably  counted  as  aces. 

With  kind  regards. 
Sincerely  yotirs, 

HZNRT   F.  ASHTTRST. 

The  F.  B.  I. 

[Remarks  of  Hon.  Henrt  P.  Ashitrst,  of  Arizona.  In  the  Senate  of 
the   United  States,  Thursday,  April  25,  1940) 

Mr.  Ashttrst.  Mr.  President,  the  speeches  Just  delivered  In  the 
Senate  regarding  the  F.  B.  I.  are  timely  and  p.?rtlnent. 

Charging  the  able  senior  Senator  from  Nebraska  |Mr.  Noreis] 
with  attempting  to  smear  somebody  is  about  like  charging  Abe 
Lincoln  with  engaging  in  a  similar  endeavor. 

Mr.  Norris.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  Ashitrst.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Norris.  When  Abraham  Lincoln  lived  he  was  charged  with 
that  and  everjrthlng  else  imaginable  in  the  catt-gory  of  crime  and 
ridicule. 

Mr.  Ashttrst.  No  one  believed  it. 

Mr.  Norris.  They  do  not  now;  they  know  better  now;  but 
many  believed  it  then. 

Mr.  AsHURST.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me.  no  one  believed  it 
then. 

Mr.  President.  It  Is  not  my  function,  certainly  not  my  duty,  to 
make  any  elaborate  defense  of  the  F.  B.  I.  or  of  the  Etepartment 
of  Justice.  Some  1,600  men  make  up  the  persoiinel  of  the  F.  B.  I. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  imagine  that  out  of  1,600  men  there 
could  be  no  weak  member,  no  rotten  bough.  The  greatest  Wis- 
dom, the  greatest  Mind,  the  greatest  Good  on  earth,  in  choosing 
a  cabinet  found  that  He  had  a  denying  Peter,  a  doubting  Thomas, 
and  a  bribe-taking  Judas.  Finite  man  will  labor  in  vain  to  select 
men  in  large  numbers  without  finding  some  weak  one.  There- 
fore, I  do  not  doubt  that  out  of  1,600  men  there  may  be,  and 
doubtless  is.  some  unworthy  man. 

I  speak  now  as  a  whole  regarding  the  work  of  the  F.  B.  I.  I 
shall  not  even  refer  to  the  Detroit  cases,  because  it  la  my  habit 
never  to  discuss  a  matter  pending  in  the  courts.  It  was  wise  on  the 
part  of  the  speakers  who  preceded  me  not  to  descend  Into  the 
details  of  those  cases.  It  is  proper  in  such  circumstances  to  stand 
In  awe  of  Jvistlce  and  let  Justice  speak. 

The  members  of  the  F.  B.  I. — that  Is.  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation — are  trained  men.  In  my  service  as  a  Senator  I 
have  made  but  one  recommendation  to  the  F.  B.  I.  I  did  recom- 
mend that  a  young  gentleman  be  appointed.     He  was  given  an 


examination  and  could  not  pass.  I  requested  a  reexamination. 
Still  he  did  not  pass.  So.  far  from  feehng  any  resentment  against 
Mr.  Hoover,  I  admire  him  rather  for  the  strong  and  sterling 
way  in  which  he  disregarded  what  might  be  called  a  political 
endorsement. 

The  F.  B.  I.  requires  men  of  unusual  tjrpes,  sagacious,  prudent; 
they  must  know  when  to  speak  and  when  to  withhold  speech.  They 
must  know  what  a  criminal  would  do  in  certain  circumstances. 
They  must  even  know  who  would  be  likely  to  commit  a  crime  of  a 
particular  nature.  They  must  be  trained  to  know  what  a  suspected 
person  will  do  in  certain  circumstances.  In  order  to  be  a  successful 
member  of  the  force  of  the  F.  B.  I.,  one  must  understand  physics — 
that  is.  natural  philosophy;  one  must  understand  psychology — that 
is,  the  science  of  human  emotions — to  an  almost  perfect  degree. 

The  persons  against  whom  the  F.  B.  I.  agents  are  operating  con- 
stitute some  of  the  boldest,  most  desperate,  most  cruel,  and  invet- 
erate criminals  ever  known.  Such  criminally  disposed  or  antisocial 
persons  desire  sensations,  wines,  high-powered  cars,  bright  lights, 
ease,  comfort,  luxury,  but  lack  the  ability  to  earn  these  things. 
Therefore  they  seek  to  take  them  by  indirection  and  in  violation  of 
the  law. 

As  to  communism,  I  suppose  one  has  a  right,  under  our  Coiistltu- 
ticn.  to  preach  communism.  Communism  cannot  prevail,  b^-cause 
it  is  contrary  to  the  inborn,  ineradicable  sentiments  of  the  human 
heart.  Deep  in  the  human  Instincts  and  enshrined  in  the  hearts  of 
all  humans  are  three  things  that  may  not  be  repealed  by  any 
government  or  any  law: 

Something  to  possess.  That  desire  cannot  be  repealed.  Therefore 
communism  will  fall  because  it  cannot  wipe  out  the  desire  to 
possess  something  tangible;  some  property. 

Something  in  which  to  believe. 

Someone  for  whom  to  care. 

These  three  things  are  invincible,  and  communism  will  attempt 
In  vain  to  repeal  them.  They  are  part  of  human  life  and  human 
destiny. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Wott]  opened  the  debate.  I 
listened  to  him  with  care,  as  I  listened,  of  course,  with  care  to  what 
was  said  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  |Mr.  Norris]  and  by  the 
Senator  from  Florida  (Mr.  Pepper).  I  agree  with  them  that  a  man 
charged  with  murder  or  any  other  crime  should  be  tried  strictly 
according  to  law.  The  only  hope  we  have  of  maintaining  this  Gov- 
ernment Is  to  assure  the  accused  person,  no  matter  how  lowly,  how 
poor,  how  despised  such  person  may  be,  that  he  will  be  tried  by  the 
same  system  of  government,  the  same  law,  the  same  rule  of  evidence, 
and  possibly  by  the  same  Judge  and  the  same  system  of  Jury  selec- 
tion under  which  the  wealthiest,  most  eminent,  most  learned  citizen 
would  be  tried. 

Mr.  President,  more  than  a  hundred  years  ago— yea;  longer  ago 
than  that — an  eminent  orator — I  leave  it  to  some  stu-er  scholar  to 
discover  whom  It   was — said: 

"If  all  the  men  who  have  fallen  under  American  Justice  and  have 
Biiffered  the  death  penalty  in  America  could  be  resurrected  at  the 
foot  of  the  gallows  and.  after  their  resurrection,  were  to  form  a 
government,  they  would  form  a  government  of  the  same  kind  as 
the  one  under  whose  Justice  they  fell." 

There  is  no  doubt  about  that,  because  it  is  the  fairest  system  ever 
devised  by  man.  Therefore,  of  course.  It  behooves  us  all  to  see  to 
It  that  the  civil  liberty  of  citizens  shall  not  be  swept  away,  and  that 
the  lowliest  and  poorest  citizen,  the  most  meager  in  funds,  shall  b« 
tried  by  the  same  law  as  the  most  opulent  citizen. 

It  is  a  singular  clrctunstance  which.  If  it  were  not  so  poignant  In 
Its  tragedy,  would  be  ironical  to  the  point  of  humor  that  when  a 
cold-blooded,  desperate,  cruel,  and  Inveterate  gangster  is  arrested 
after  spending  a  lifetime  inveighing  against  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  after  spending  much  of  his  ill-gotten  gains  in  an 
attempt  to  subvert  our  system  of  government,  the  first  thing  that 
gangster  does  when  brought  into  court  Is  to  appeal  to  this  very 
Constitution  for  the  preservation  of  his  own  liberty  and  for  a  fair 
trial.  Sirs,  the  document  he  tried  to  destroy,  the  system  against 
which  he  inveighed,  and  against  which  he  bored  from  within  Is  the 
system  to  which  in  his  day  of  trial  and  trouble  he  appeals  for  his 
freedom  and  his  acquittal,  if  he  U  to  have  such.  That  statement 
show.s  the  strength,  the  power,  the  beneficence,  and  the  Justice  of 
the  American  system  of  government  under  our  Constitution. 

As  to  Mr.  Hoover,  let  me  say  that  he  is  a  young  man.  So  far  as 
I  know,  he  is  a  good  man.  He  Is  not  a  great  man.  for  no  man  is 
ever  great  until  he  has  had  much  sorrow,  humiliation  and  disap- 
pointment. No  man  will  be  great,  or  can  expect  to  be  great  until 
he  has  had  full  measure  of  those  chastening  and  refining  influences 
But  measuring  Mr.  Hoover  by  his  accomplishments— of  course  he  Is 
not  without  error— measuring  him  by  what  has  been  done  the 
record  seems  good. 

When  Mr  Cummlngs  was  appointed  Attorney  General  In  1933.  I 
happen  to  know  that  tremendous  pressure  was  brought  to  bear 
upon  him  to  try  to  Induce  him  not  to  retain  Mr.  Hoover  as  the 
Chief  of  the  F.  B.  I.  Mr.  Cummlngs  made  an  investigation,  which 
lasted  nearly  a  year,  and  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Investigation 
made  by  Mr.  Cummlngs  he  deternUned — and  I  think  wisely  deter- 
mined— to  retain  Mr.  Hoover. 

When  Mr  Murphy  succeeded  Mr.  Cummlngs.  the  same  pressure 
was  not  brought  to  bear  on  Attorney  General  Murphy  to  release 
and  discharge  Mr.  Hoover,  but  there  was  some  opinion  that  It 
should  be  done.  Attorney  General  Murphy  retained  Mr  Hoover  as 
Chief  of  the  F.  B  I. 

When  Mr  Jackson  succeeded  Mr.  Murphy  as  Attorney  General— 
I  do  not  now  speak  with  authenticity  or  with  any  real  degree  of 
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accuracy — he  considered  the  question,  and  after  his  Investigation 
he  also  retained  Mr  Hoover  as  the  Director  of  the  F.  B.  I. 

It  would  be  childlike  in  simplicity  to  pretend  that  in  such  a  wide 
Held,  a  fleld  so  pregnant  with  poaslbllltles  for  mistakes,  no  mistake 
has  been  made.  Whenever  you  find  a  public  man  who  has  made  no 
mistakes  you  will  find  one  who  has  t>een  asleep.  I  say  to  my  fellow 
Senators,  when  they  go  out  into  the  field  to  begin  their  campaigns 
for  reelection  they  will  be  charged  with  having  made  mlsUkes. 
Admit  it.  certainly,  for  it  shows  that  you  are  active;  you  are  trying 
to  do  something.  Those  in  the  graveyard  and  those  who  are  asleep 
fvobably  make  no  mistakes.  1  have  no  doubt,  Mr.  Hoover  has  made 
mistakes  I  hope  he  has  not  made  as  many  as  I  have  made;  but  it 
should  not  frighten  one  to  be  accused  of  having  made  a  mistake. 

Mr.  President,  again  referring  to  the  men  required  In  the  F.  B.  I., 
some  Senators  may  have  a  phonographic  brain.  I  congratulate  them 
tf  they  have.  It  is  not,  however,  conclusive  evidence  of  mental 
strength  to  have  a  phonographic  brain,  one  which  can  reproduce 
Uke  a  phonograph.  While  It  happens  to  be  no  sure  evidence  of 
mental  strength,  the  P.  B.  I.  man  must  have  it. 

How  many  Senators  have  a  photographic  eye?  I  congratulate  such 
as  have.  With  the  photographic  eye,  what  you  see  in  a  flash  is 
eogrsTcd  on  your  mind  forever.  If  you  have  such  an  eye,  you  are  a 
remarkable  man.  The  P.  B.  I.  man  must  have  l)Oth  a  photographic 
eye  and  a  phonographic  brain. 

The  F.  B.  I.  man  must  be  cool.  He  must  be  so  deliberate  and  so 
cool  that  he  even  appears  to  be  like  a  gangster  In  temperament. 
Gangsters  are  the  coolest  of  all  men.  There  is  no  excitement  about 
them.  The  flrst  thing  they  learn  about  gangster  warfare  is  to  keep 
cool.     A  false  move  and  the  game  Is  over. 

Mr.  President,  these  men  in  the  F.  B.  I.,  moreover,  must  be  above 
reproach.  They  mxist  have  no  social  ambition;  they  must  have  no 
political  ambition;  and.  above  all,  they  must  have  no  financial 
ambition.  It  Is  not  easy  to  find  men.  certainly  regiments  of  men. 
Who  can  meet  such  a  test,  and  that  is  the  test  they  must  meet, 
otherwise  the  inexorable  law  of  efficiency  soon  will  exclude  them 
from  their  positions  In  the  F.  B.  I. 

As  for  Mr.  Hoover.  I  have  never  had  sip  or  sup  with  him.  We  are 
not  social,  fraternal,  political  companions  or  comrades,  and  when 
1  speak  of  him.  as  I  have  done  iaefore,  I  do  It  because  I  believe  I 
would  exhibit  a  sort  of  cowardice,  I  would  certainly  exhibit  a  sort 
of  timidity,  if  I  did  not  lay  before  the  Senate  and  the  country  these 
oboervations  concerning  Impreflsions  of  the  F.  B.  I.  which  have  come 
to  me  down  through  the  years. 

1  could  tire  the  Senate  by  a  long  and  detailed  account  of  hun- 
<lreds  of  cases  which  have  been  solved  by  the  P.  B.  I.,  cases  so  star- 
tling in  their  nature,  so  remarkable,  that  one  might  imagine  that 
the  P.  B.  I.  men  themselves  were  eiidowed  with  some  sort  of  tele- 
pathic sense,  so  remarkable  and  so  startling  have  been  theh:  achieve- 
ments. I 
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Btsmk  Laws 
ih  thr  sixtt-third  congress 
A  bill  authorizing  the  survey  and  sale  of  certain  lands  in  Coco- 
nino County.  Ariz.,  to  the  occupants  thereof. 

IN  THR  8IXTT -FOURTH  CONGRESS 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Warren  E.  Day. 

A  bill  authorizing  the  adjustment  of  rights  of  settlers  on  a  part 
of  the  Navajo  Indian  Reservation  in  the  State  of  Arizona. 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  storing  and  cleansing  of  commonly 
called  garbaneo. 

A  bill  to  provide  for  an  auxiliary  reclamation  project  In  connec- 
tion with  the  Yuma  project,  Arizona. 

A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  lease,  for  pro- 
duction of  oil  and  gas,  ceded  lands  of  the  Shoshone  or  Wind  River 
Indian  Reservation  in  the  State  of  Wyoming. 

A  bill  providing  that  Indian  schools  may  be  maintained  without 
xestrlctlon  as  to  annual  rate  of  expenditure  per  pupil. 

IN  THE  SntTT-FTTTH  CONGRESS 

A  bill  to  extend  the  time  for  cutting  timber  on  the  CXxxmlno  and 
Tusayan  National  Forests,  Aria. 

A  bill  to  establish  the  Grand  Canyon  National  Park  in  the  State 
of  Arizona.  „ 

A  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  assistant  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  sign  official  pi^rs  and  documents. 

IN  THS  SXZTT-SSVENTH  CONGRESS 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Walter  Runke. 

A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  survey 
and  sale  of  certain  lands  in  Coconino  County,  Ariz.,  to  the  occtipantA 

thereof." 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  completion  of  the  bridge  across  the  Little 
Colorado  River,  near  Leupp,  Ariz. 

IK  THR  StXTT-ZXGHTH   CONGRESS 

A  bin  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  patent  In 
fee  simple  to  the  board  of  regents  of  the  University  of  Arizona  for  a 
certain  described  tract  of  land. 

A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  grant  a  right-of-way 
over  the  Government  levee  at  Y\una.  Ariz. 

IN  THE  SIXTT-NINTH  CONGRESS 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eustacio  B.  Davison. 

A  bill  (authorizing  the  withdrawal  of  certain  public  lands  In 
Arizona  for  use  as  a  municipal  aviation  field  by  the  city  of  Tucson. 


Ariz.)  to  authorise  the  use  by  the  city  of  Tucaon.  ArU..  of  certain 
public  land  for  a  municipal  aviation  field. 

A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Edgar  K.  Miller.  _     ,  ^. 

A  bUl  for  completion  of  the  road  from  Tucson  to  AJo  t1»  Indian 
Oasis.  Ariz. 

in    THE    SEVRNliaiH    CONGRESS 

A  bill  to  authorize  (appropriations  for  the  survey,  construction, 
and  maintenance  of  highways  on  «•  adjacent  to  untaxed  Indian 
lands)  an  appropriation  for  roads  on  Indian  reservations. 

A  bill  to  authoriae  the  use  by  the  county  of  Yxima,  Ariz.,  of  c«- 
taln  public  lands  for  a  municipal  aviation  fleld. 

A  bUl  granting  a  pension  to  Lois  I.  Marsliall.  widow  of  Vice 
President  Marshall. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  A.  Light. 

A  bill  authorizing  the  paving  of  the  Federal  strip  known  aa 
International  Street,  adjacent  to  Nogales,  Ariz, 

A  blU  for  the  relief  of  William  E.  Thackrey. 

A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  C.  R.  Olberg. 

A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  donate  certain  milla- 
ings  In  the  city  of  Tucson,  Ariz. 

A  bill  authorizing  the  construction  of  a  fence  along  the  east 
boundary  of  the  Papago  Indian  Reservation,  Ariz. 

A  bill  authorizing  the  Federal  Power  Commission  to  issue  permit* 
and  licenses  on  Fort  Apache  and  White  Mountain  Indian  Reserva- 
tions, Ariz. 

A  bin  to  authorize  the  construction  of  a  telephone  line  from 
Plagstaff  to  Kayenta  on  the  Western  Navajo  Indian  Reservation, 
Ariz. 

A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  dispose  of  two 
bridges  on  the  San  Carlos  Indian  Reservation  in  Arizona. 

IN  THX  SKVXNTT-8BCOND  CONCUSS 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hamilton  Grounds. 

A  bUl  to  amend  the  United  States  mining  laws  applicable  to  the 
city  of  Prescott  municipal  watershed  in  the  Prescott  National  Forest 
within  the  State  of  Arizona. 

A  resolution  authorizing  an  investigation  of  the  subject  of  the 
utilization  of  the  water  resources  of  the  San  Pedro  River  In  Arizona. 


IN  TH«  8RVENTT-THIRO  CONC 

A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  March  4,  1915.  relaUve  to  desert-land 
entry. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  A.  E   Sholley. 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  selection  of  certain  lands  In  the  State 
of  Arizona  for  the  xise  of  the  University  of  Arizona. 

A  bill  providing  that  no  Indictment  shall  be  Insufficient  because 
of  formal  defects  or  because  of  presence  of  clerks  or  stenographers. 

A  bill  to  provide  punishment  for  killing  or  assaulting  Federal 
officers. 

A  bill  to  limit  the  operation  of  the  statutes  of  limitaUons  In 
certain  criminal  cases. 

A  bin  to  amend  the  act  giving  the  Supreme  Court  authority  to 
prescribe  rules  with  respect  to  proceedings  In  criminal  cases. 

A  bill  to  punish  smuggling  contraband  articles  into  penal  institu- 
tions, inciting  riots  therein,  etc. 

A  bill  to  punish  certain  offenses  committed  against  banks  op- 
erating under  laws  of  the  United  States  or  any  member  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 

A  bill  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  National  Motor  Vehicle 
Theft  Act  to  other  stolen  property. 

A  bill  giving  Supreme  Court  authority  to  make  and  publish  rules 
in  civil  actions  at  law. 

A  bill  permitting  employment  of  certain  counsel  in  case  of  United 
States  against  Welrton  Steel  Co. 

A  bill  permitting  employment  of  certain  counsel  in  cases  of 
United  States  against  Electro  Metallurgical  Co..  New-Kanawba 
Power  Co..  and  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Co. 

A  bill  vesting  courts  with  discretion  relative  to  the  forfeiture  of 
vessels  and  aircraft  seized  for  violations  of  law. 

IN  THE  SEVENTT -FOURTH  CONGRESS 

A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  regulate  the  manner  in 
which  property  shall  be  sold  under  orders  and  decrees  of  any  United 
States  courts." 

A  bill  to  prohibit  the  Interstate  transportation  of  prison-made 
products  In  certain  cases. 

A  bin  to  authorize  the  acquisition  of  land  on  McNeil  Island. 

A  resolution  providing  for  the  celebration  on  September  17,  1937, 
of  the  one  hundred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  adoption  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  of  America  by  the  Constitutional 
Convention, 

A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  a  uniform 
system  of  bankniptcy  throughout  the  United  States." 

A  bill  limiting  the  operation  of  sections  109  and  113  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Code  and  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United 
States  with  respect  to  counsel  in  certain  cases. 

A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  forbidding  the  trans- 
portation of  any  person  In  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  kidnaped 
or  otherwise  unlawfully  detained,  and  making  such  act  a  felqny." 

A  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
transfer  certain  moneys  to  "Poinds  of  Federal  Prisoners." 

A  bill  to  provide  an  official  seal  for  the  United  States  Veterans* 
Administration. 

A  bill  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  determine  and  pay 
certain  claims  against  the  Government  for  damage  to  person  or 
property  in  sum  not  exceeding  $500  in  any  one  case. 
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A  bill  to  amend  section  103  of  the  Code  of  Criminal  Procedirre 
for  the;  Canal  Zone  and  section  542  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure 
for  the  Canal  Zone. 

A  resolution  to  print  additional  copies  of  the  revised  annotated 
Constitution,  and  further  to  revise  the  saroe. 

A  bill  to  supplement  the  act  of  Jxine  25,  1929,  which  authorized 
and  directed  the  Attorney  General  to  Institute  suit  against  the 
Northern  Pacific  Railway  Co.  and  others. 

A  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  a  uniform 
system  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the  United  States." 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Robert  A.  J.  EnglUh.  United  States  Navy. 

A  bin  to  reenact  and  amend  certain  provisions  of  the  various 
national  liquor  laws. 

VS  THE  SEVrNTT-FHTH  CONGBESS 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stanley  A.  Jerman,  receiver  for  A.  J.  Peters 
Co..  Inc. 

A  bill  limiting  the  operation  of  sections  109  and  113  of  the 
Criminal  Code  and  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 
United  States  with  respect  to  counsel  In  certain  cases. 

A  bill  to  authorize  the  transfer  to  the  Attorney  General  of  a 
portion  of  the  Fort  Reno  Quartermaster  Depot  Military  Reservation, 
Okla. 

A  bin  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code  by  providing  punishment  for 
impersonation  of  officers  and  employees  of  Government-owned  and 
Government-controlled  corporations. 

A  bin  to  amend  the  act  authorizing  the  Attorney  General  to 
compromise  suits  on  certain  contracts  of  Insurance. 

A  bill  to  authorize  certain  officers  and  employees  of  Federal  penal 
and  correctional  institutions  to  administer  oaths. 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  additional  Judges  In 
certain  United  States  courts.  (Introduced  by  Senator  AsHtntsT  and 
Senator  Hatch.) 

A  bill  to  authorize  membership  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  in 
the  International  Criminal  Police  Commission. 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  care  and  treatment  of  Juvenile  delin- 
quents. 

IN  THE  SEVENTT-SIXTH   CONGRESS 

A  bill  to  amend  section  224  of  the  Criminal  Code  so  as  to  penalize 
the  making  of  false  claims  for  the  loss  of  Insured  mall  matter. 

A  bin  to  provide  for  the  administration  of  the  United  States 
courts,  and  for  other  purposes. 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  confiscation  of  firearms  in  possession  of 
persons  convicted  of  felony  and  disposition  thereof. 

A  bill  to  authorize  the  temporary  appointment  of  a  special  Judge 
for  the  district  court  of  the  Virgin  Islands. 

A  bill  to  provide  that  records  certified  by  the  Court  of  Claims  to 
the  Supreme  Court,  in  response  to  writs  of  certiorari,  may  Include 
material  portions  of  the  evidence. 

A  bin  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  naval  service."  so  as  to  extend  commissary  privileges  to 
civilian  officers  and  employees  of  the  United  States  at  naval  stations 
beyond  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States  or  In  Alaska. 

A  bUl  to  prohibit  reproductions  of  official  badges,  Identification 
cards,  and  other  Insignia. 

A  bin  to  extend  the  privilege  of  retirement  for  dlsabUlty  to  Judges 
appointed  to  hold  office  during  good  behavior. 

A  bill   to  provide  that  no  statute  of  limitations  shall  apply  to 
offenses  punishable  by  death. 

A  bill  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code  in  regard  to  obtaining  money 
by  false  pretenses  on  the  high  seas. 

A  bill  to  limit  the  operation  of  sections  109  and  113  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Code  and  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United 
States  with  respect  to  counsel  in  certain  cases. 

A  bill  relating  to  certain  lands  of  the  Papago  Indian  Reservation 
in  Arizona. 

A  bin  authorizing  continuance  of  prison  reorganization. 

A  bin  to  amend  the  Code  of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
relating  to  murder  In  the  first  degree. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

The  VICE  PRESroENT.  There  is  no  unfinished  business 
now  pending. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  desired  that  the 
Senate  take  up  the  calendar  at  this  time;  and  in  view  of  the 
absence  of  a  large  number  of  Senators,  I  wish  to  say  that,  by 
agreement  with  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  McNary],  the 
nominations  of  Mr.  Knox  and  Mr.  Stimson  will  not  be  taken 
up  until  next  Monday.  I  make  that  announcement  so  that 
Members  may  be  governed  accordingly.  My  information  is 
that  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  has  just  voted  to  report 
favorably  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Knox. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  does  not  the  Senator 
think  we  ought  to  be  prompt  about  our  action  on  these  nomi- 
nations, one  way  or  the  other,  in  view  of  the  prevailing  emer- 
gency, and  the  fact  that  these  nominations  are  for  the  heads 
of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments,  respectively? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  act  now,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned;  but  it  has  been  suggested  that  a  large 
number  of  Senators  are  absent. 


Mr.  CONNALLY.  A  large  number  of  Senators  ought  to  be 
here. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  the  Senator  will  understand 
that  when  we  recessed  over  the  Republican  convention  there 
was  a  gentleman's  understanding  that  no  business  of  any 
importance  wotild  be  taken  up  during  the  week.  I  try  to 
carry  out  such  understandings,  though  probably  they  ought 
not  to  be  entered  into. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  have  been  re- 
minded and  we  have  proclaimed  that  there  is  an  emergency. 
These  gentlemen  are  nominated  to  be  the  head  of  the  Army 
and  the  head  of  the  Navy,  and  we  sit  aroimd  here  and  wait  a 
week  merely  because  somebody  is  absent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  committee  waited  a  week  before 
they  took  up  the  nominations.  I  suppose  the  Senate  may  be 
excused  for  waiting  3  or  4  days. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  add  that 
I  am  very  happy  over  the  decision  of  the  able  Senator  from 
Kentucky.  A  number  of  Senators  are  absent,  as  they  nat- 
urally would  be  on  account  of  the  Fourth  of  July.  In  antici- 
pation of  their  absence  I  personally  said  to  a  great  many  of 
them  that  I  was  sure  there  would  be  no  transaction  of  busi- 
ness this  week. 

I  do  not  know  of  any  great  emergency  calling  for  imme- 
diate action  on  the  nominations  of  these  able  gentlemen. 
A  postponement  until  Monday  is  not  an  undue  delay;  and  I 
hope  the  Senator  from  Texas  does  not  feel  disturbed  on  thit 
account. 

What  I  rose  to  say  was  that  next  week,  about  the  end  of 
the  week  or  a  little  after  the  middle  of  the  week,  I  assume 
some  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  will  want  to  travel  to 
Chicago.  I  have  been  asked  many  times  if  we  would  have 
sessions  during  the  whole  of  the  week.  I  desire  to  suggest 
that  probably  it  would  be  accommodating  to  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  who  want  to  go  to  Chicago  to  attend  the 
Democratic  convention,  if  the  Senate  could  recess  about 
Thursday,  or  not  later  than  Friday,  in  order  that  they  may 
be  there  in  time. 

If  we  could  come  to  more  or  less  of  an  understanding  on 
the  subject  now,  it  would  be  very  much  to  the  delight  and 
convenience  of  Members  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  I  appreciate  the  suggestion  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon.  I  think  more  time  would  necessarily  be 
required  than  in  the  case  of  the  Republican  convention,  be- 
cause the  distance  to  Chicago  is  greater  than  it  Is  to 
Philadelphia. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Yes;  that  is  what  I  had  in  mind. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  we  might  weU  understand  that 
about  Thursday  we  shall  undertake  to  recess  or  adjourn  for 
a  period  sufficiently  long  to  enable  the  Chicago  convention 
to  nominate  the  next  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President.  I  assume  that  on  Monday  we 
shall  take  up  for  consideration  the  nominations  of  Mr.  Stim- 
son and  Mr.  Knox,  and  that  disposition  will  be  made  of 
them  at  that  time. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  such  an  arrangement  wholly 
conforms  to  my  view  and  my  pleasure.  I  think  we  should 
have  one  further  understanding  in  the  matter.  Shall  we 
meet  2  weeks  from  next  Monday  or  shall  we  meet  on  the 
following  Tuesday  or  Wednesday? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  can  determine  that  matter  a  little 
later.    I  am  not  prepared  now  to  say. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Is  it  the  imderstanding,  then,  that  these 
nominations  will  be  taken  up  next  Monday? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Monday;  yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  certainly  hope  they  will  be,  because 
it  seems  that  the  Navy  Department  and  the  War  Department 
ought  to  be  quickly  staffed.    We  ought  to  put  them  to  work. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  most  of  the  departments  are  at 
work. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  What  is  the  pleasure  of  the 
Senate? 
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AUTHORIZATIOH   FOB    COmCTTTf    ON    HAVAL    ATTADtS    TO    SUBMIT 

REPORTS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs  be  authorized  to  submit  reports  dur- 
ing the  recess  or  adjournment  of  the  Senate  following  today's 
session.  I  thought  the  committee  would  be  ready  to  report 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Knox  before  the  taking  of  a  recess 
by  the  Senate  today,  but  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Walsh  1  informs  me  that  the  committee  will  not  be  able 

to  do  so. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  be  authorized  to  submit  reports  during  the  recess  or 
adjournment  of  the  Senate?    The  Chair  hears  none. 

EXECtrnVE   SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLETY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

j     EXEcxrnvE  messages  referred 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  messages 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the  appropriate  com- 
mittees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

KXECimVE    REPORTS    OP    COMMITTEES 

lii.  SHEPPARD.  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Henry  L.  Stimson, 
of  New  York,  to  be  Secretary  of  War. 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  OfDces  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be  no  further  reports 
of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
calendar.  

POST-OmCI  NOMINATION  RICOMMTrTED 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  nomination  of  Harley  O.  Moorhead.  recom- 
mended for  appointment  as  postmaster  at  Omaha,  Nebr., 
the  first  nomination  on  page  3  of  the  calendar,  be  recom- 
mitted to  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  it  is  so  or- 
dered. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  stmdry  nomina- 
tions of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nom- 
inations of  all  the  other  postmasters  on  the  calendar  be 
confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  remaining 
post-ofiBce  nominations  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  restmie  the  con- 
sideration of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  resumed  the 
consideration  of  legislative  business. 

ORDER    OF    BUSINESS 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  that  my  inquiry  a  moment  ago  about 
action  on  these  nominations  was  not  prompted  by  any  pique 
or  any  desire  to  inconvenience  absent  Senators.  My  posi- 
tion is  that  we  ought  to  stay  here  and  attend  to  the  public 
business.  The  country  wants  us  to  stay  here  and  attend  to 
these  matters.  These  nominations  either  ought  to  be  acted 
upon  favorably  or  they  ought  to  be  rejected;  and  it  ought 
to  be  done  now,  and  not  at  some  other  time. 

I  think  if  we  have  nothing  else  to  do  we  might  go  ahead 
with  the  revision  of  the  tax  laws.  We  are  going  to  have  to 
revise  and  rwonstruct  our  tax  laws,  and  we  ought  to  do  it 
now,  while  the  people  are  willing.  Six  months  from  now  they 
will  have  a  different  attitude  toward  this  whole  program. 


I  shall  not  object.  Because  it  would  not  do  any  good  to 
object ;  but  the  country  want  us  to  stay  here,  and  they  are 
much  more  concerned  with  what  we  do  here  than  with  what 
we  do  somewhere  else.  If  some  Senators  want  to  be  absent, 
let  them  be  excused  and  let  us  go  ahead.  Senators  are 
elected  to  do  business  here.  In  this  Chamber,  and  they  ought 
to  be  here.    IManlfestPtions  of  applause  in  the  galleries.] 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  a  violation  of  the  rules 
of  the  Senate  for  the  occupants  of  the  galleries  to  manifest 
approval  or  disapproval.  The  Chair  may  add  that  while  It  Is 
the  duty  of  Senators  to  be  here,  it  is  not  the  duty  of  the 
citizenship  of  the  country  to  interfere  with  the  Senate  by 
applauding  in  the  galleries. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Stimson  has  been  reported  only  today.  It  could  not  be  taken 
up  today,  except  by  unanimous  consent,  as  every  Member  of 
the  Senate  knows.  Tomorrow  will  be  the  Fourth  of  July,  and 
it  has  been  immemorially  the  custom  of  the  Senate  to  ad- 
journ over  the  Fourth  of  July.  So  the  nomination  could  not 
be  taken  up  before  Friday  at  the  earliest. 

The  nommation  of  Mr.  Knox  has  not  even  been  reported  to 
the  Senate,  and  it  could  not  be  reported,  except  as  I  have 
gotten  unanimous  consent,  until  Friday,  and  it  could  not  be 
taken  up  then  except  by  unanimous  consent.  So  that  the 
delay  In  considering  these  two  nominations  from  Friday  until 
Monday  I  trust  will  not  seriously  interfere  with  the  Navy  and 
War  Departments  and  will  not  cause  our  defense  program  to 
collapse  entirely. 

NOMINATION      OF      FRANK      KNOX — REPORT      OF      NAVAL      AFFAIRS 

COMMITTXS 

As  in  executive  session, 

Mr.  LUCAS  subsequently,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs,  under  authority  previously  granted  on  request  of  Mr. 
BARKLEY,  reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Frank  Knox, 
of  Dlinois,  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

ADJOtJRNMENT  TO  FRIDAY 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn  xmtll 
12  o'clock  noon  on  Friday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  12  o'clock  and  23  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  Senate  adjourned  until  Friday,  July  6,  1940, 
at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive    nominations    received    by    the    Senate    July    3 

(.legislative  day  of  July  1),1940 

Appointment  in  the  Regular  Army 

Lt.  Col.  Oscar  James  Gatchell,  Ordnance  Department,  to  be 

professor  of  natural  and  experimental  philosophy  at  the 

United  States  MiUtary  Academy,  with  rank  from  August  1, 

1940.  vice  Prof.  Clifton  C.  Carter  to  be  retired  July  31  IMCK: 

Appointments  by  Transfer  in  the  Regulae  Army 
to  air  corps 
Second  Lt.  Oliver  Burtis  Taylor,  Infantry,  with  rank  from 
June  12,  1939.  effective  July  26,  1940. 

Promotions  in  the  Regular  Army 
to  be  lieutenant  colonel 

MaJ.  Joseph  Lawton  Collins,  Infantry,  from  June  25,  1940. 

TO   BE   MAJORS 

Capt.  Paul  Edmund  Burrows,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps),  from  Jime  25,  1940. 

Capt.  George  Harold  Brown,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps) ,  from  June  26,  1940. 

Promotions  in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States,  to 
Rank  From  July  1,  1940,  Under  the  Provisions  of  Section 
3  OF  AN  Act  of  Congress  Approved  July  31, 1935,  as  Amended 
BY  an  Act  of  Congress  Approved  June  13,  1940 
(Those  officers  whose  names  are  preceded  by  the  symbol 

(X)  have  been  examined  and  found  qualified  for  promotion; 

all  others  are  subject  to  the  examination  required  by  law.) 
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TO   BE   COLOinCLS 


Xlit.  Col.  Howell  Marion  Estes.  Cavalry. 

:XLt.  Col.  Edwin  Noel  Hardy,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XLt.  Col.  Thomas  Olbbes  Morgan  Oliphant,  Field  Artillery. 

TO  BE  LIEUTENANT  COLONELS 

XMaj.  Walter  Francis  Vander  Hyden.  Ordnance  Department. 

XMaJ.  Ira  Adam  Cnmip.  Ordnance  Department. 

XMaj.  Elbert  Louis  Ford,  Ordnance  Department. 

XMaJ.  Scott  Brewer  Ritchie,  Ordnance  Department. 

XMaJ.  John  Tupper  Cole.  Cavalry, 
Maj.  George  Sampson  Beurket,  Field  Artillery. 

XMaJ.  Stephen  Huntting  Sherrill,  Signal  Corps. 

XMaj.  Charles  Hunter  Gerhardt,  Cavalry. 

XMaj.  Lincoln  Ferris  Daniels.  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Frederick  Augustus  Irving,  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Burnett  Ralph  Olmsted,  Ordnance  Department. 

XMaj.  Herbert  Charles  Holdridge,  Adjutant  General's  De- 
partment. 

XMaj.  Matthew  Bunker  Ridgway,  Infantry. 

xMaj.  Irvin  Edward  Doane,  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Albert  Cowper  Smith,  Cavalry. 

XMaj.  Richard  Mars  Wightman.  Field  Artillery. 

XMaJ.  Percy  Gamble  Black,  Field  Artillery. 

XMaJ.  Charles  Walter  Yuill.  Infantry. 

XMaj.  William  WiUis  Eagles.  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Joel  Grant  Holmes.  Ordnance  Department. 

XMaJ.  Albert  Charles  Stanford,  Field  Artillery. 

XMaJ.  James  Arthur  Code,  Jr.,  Signal  Corps. 
Maj.  William  Sackville,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

XMaj.  Louis  LeRoy  Martin.  Cavalry. 

XMaJ.  John  Allen  Stewart.  Field  Artillery. 

XMaJ.  William  Kelly  Harrison,  Jr.,  Cavalry. 

XMaj.  Leroy  Henry  Lohmann,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

XMaJ.  Ernest  Nason  Harmon,  Cavalry. 

XMaJ.  Norman  Daniel  Cota,  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Christian  Gingrich  Foltz,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

XMaj.  Joseph  Scranton  Tate,  Field  Artillery. 

XMaj.  Robert  Bundy  Ransom,  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Arthur  McKlnley  Harper.  Field  Artillery. 

XMaj.  Carleton  Coulter,  Jr.,  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Aaron  Bradshaw.  Jr.,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

XMaj.  Robert  Newton  Kunz.  Signal  Corps. 

XMaj.  Charles  Solomon  Kilbum,  Cavalry. 

XMaJ.  Willis  Richardson  Slaughter,  Ordnance  Department. 
Maj.  George  Hatton  Weems,  Infantry. 

XMaJ.  Roy  Lindsay  Bowlin,  Ordnance  I>epartment. 

XMaJ.  Charles  Radcliffe  Johnson.  Jr.,  Cavalry. 

XMaj.  William  Claude  McMahon.  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Bertrand  Morrow.  Cavalry. 

XMaJ.  Harry  Russell  Pierce.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

XMaJ.  Francis  Michael  Brennan,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Lawrence  Collamore  Mitchell.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
XMaJ.  Milton  Baldridge  Halsey,  Infantry. 
Maj.  Charles  Love  Mullins,  Jr.,  Infantry. 
XMaj.  Sterling  Alexander  Wood.  Infantry. 
XMaj.  Mark  Wayne  Clark,  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Alexander  Hunkins  Campbell.  Coast  Artillery  Corps, 
XMaj.  David  Sheridan  Rumbough,  Field  Artillery. 
XMaj.  Marvil  Groves  Armstrong.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
XMaj.  Donovan  Swanton,  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Francis  Atherton  Macon,  Jr.,  Adjutant  General's  De- 
partment. 

eMaj.  Laurence  Bolton  Keiser,  Infantry. 
XMaj.  Homer  Caffee  Brovv-n,  Infantry. 
XMaj.  Clare  Hibbs  Armstrong,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
XMaj.  Harris  Marcy  Melasky,  Infantry. 
XMaj.  John  Clement  Whitcomb.  Infantry. 
XMaj.  Wallace  James  Redner,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Paul  Hancock  Brown.  Infantry. 
XMaj.  William  Stuart  Eley,  Infantry. 
XMaj.  Joseph  Pescia  Sullivan,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
XMaJ.  Clarke  Kent  Fales,  Infantry. 
XMaj.  George  Henry  Zautner,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
XMaJ.  Solomon  Poote  Clark,  Field  Artillery. 


xMaj.  Russell  Gilbert  Barkalow.  Field  Artillery. 

XMaj.  William  Fred  Riter,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XMaj.  Herbert  Warren  Hardman,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XMaJ.  Joshua  Dever  Powers,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

XMaj.  Frank  Augustus  Keating,  Infantry, 

XMaj.  Richard  E>avld  Daugherlty,  Finance  Department. 

XMaj.  Joseph  Clark  Addington.  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Allison  Joseph  Barnett.  Infantry. 

XMaj.  Thomas  Leroy  Holland.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XMaJ.  John  Andrew  Porter,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XMaJ.  George  Frederick  Unmacht,  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

XMaj.  George  Pollock  Bush.  Signal  Corps. 

XMaj.  Thomas  Otis  Baker.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XMaj.  William  Settle  Evans,  Field  Artillery. 

XMaJ.  Clarence  Longacre,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XMaj.  Percival  Simon  Holmes,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XMaJ.  Clarence  Lloyd  Middleton.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XMaj.  George  Herbert  Schumacher.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Walter  Moody  Tenney.  Field  Artillery. 

Maj.  Arthur  Shelby  Levinsohn,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Richard  Bartholomew  Moran.  Signal  Corps, 

Maj.  Arthur  Oscar  Walsh.  Finance  Department. 

Maj.  David  McGoodwin  Speed,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Harry  Lauman  Waggoner,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Joseph  Dixon  Hahn,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  August  Christian  Jensen,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Walter  Herbert  Wells,  Infantry. 

Maj,  Murray  Benjamin  Dilley,  Signal  Corps. 

Maj.  LeRoy  Lutes.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Maj.  Royal  Granville  Jenks.  Finance  Department. 

Maj.  Richard  Thomas  Edwards,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
-  Maj.  Alexander  Effray  Whitworth,  Signal  Corps. 

Maj.  David  Andrew  Watt,  Adjutant  General's  Department. 

Maj.  Welcome  Porter  Waltz.  Infantry. 

Maj.  John  Walter  Crissy.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Edwin  Hugh  Johnson,  Infantry. 

Maj.  James  Williston  Callahan,  Jr.,  Philippine  Scouts. 

Maj.  Russel  McKee  Herrington,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Maj.  Lawrence  Aloysius  Quinn.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Lewis  Abram  Pulling,  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Dallas  Royce  Alfonte,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Fred  Matthew  Pogle,  Quartermaster  Corjw. 

Maj.  Charles  Erwln  Rayens,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Charles  Hudson  Jones,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Sidney  Feagln  I>unn,  Field  Artillery. 

Maj.  William  Hones.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Albert  Charles  Chesledon,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Maj.  Breckinridge  At  water  Day,  Field  Artillery. 

Maj.  Joseph  Kennedy.  Field  Artillery. 

Maj.  William  Harold  Joiner.  Ordnance  Department. 

Maj.  George  David  Shea.  Field  Artillery. 

Maj.  Donald  Coe  Hawley,  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Gilmer  Meriwether  Bell,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Jay  Ward  MacKelvie.  Field  Artillery. 

Maj.  Glenn  Dewitt  Hufford.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Francis  Trimian  Bonsteel,  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Albert  Alan  Allen,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Maj.  Paul  Revere  Hudson,  Infantry. 

Maj.  William  Edwin  Barott,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Frank  Nelson,  Cavalry. 

Maj.  George  Ross  Rede,  Field  Artillery. 

Maj.  Ralph  HaU.  Infantry. 

Maj.  John  Homer  Carriker.  Field  Artillery. 

Maj.  Benjamin  Harrison  Hensley,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Jerome  Pickett,  Infantry. 

Maj.  William  Samuel  Rumbough.  Signal  Corps. 

Maj.  Prank  Henry  Barnhart.  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Henry  Theophil  John  Weishaar.  Quartermaster  Corpo. 

Maj.  Henry  Jeffrey  Matchett,  Jnfantry. 

Maj.  Vincent  Staub  Burton.  Infantry. 

Maj.  John  William  Biilger.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Roy  Wright  Voege,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Vernon  Lee  Burge,  Air  Corps  (temporary  lieutenant 
colonel.  Air  Corps) . 

Maj.  Crosby  Nickerson  Elliott,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
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Maj.  Alton  Wright  Howard,  Cavalry. 
Maj.  Frank  Moore  Child.  Infantry. 
Maj.  Hurley  Edward  Fuller.  Infantry. 
Maj.  Larry  McHale,  Field  Artillery. 
MaJ.  John  Paul  Horan,  Infantry. 

Maj.  William  Benjamin  Wright,  Jr.,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
lieutenant  colonel.  Air  Corps). 

Maj.  Richard  Whitney  Carter,  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Wendell  Lowell  Bevan,  Reld  Artillery. 

Maj.  Kenneth  Rownlree.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Maj.  David  Leonard  Neuman,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Maj.  Augustus  Brown  O'Connell,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Hiram  Gilbert  Fry.  Infantry. 

Maj.  George  Archibald  King,  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Benjamin  Bowering,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Maj.  Creighton  Kerr.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Maj.  LeRoy  Murray  Edwards,  Finance  Department. 

Maj.  John  Arthur  McDonald.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Stephen  Burdette  Massey,  Quartermaster  Corps, 

Maj.  Henry  Fred  Grimm,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Maj.  Richard  Terrell  Guthrie,  Field  ArtUlery. 

Maj.  Henry  Linsert,  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

Maj.  Ittai  Albert  Luke,  Ordnance  Department. 

Maj.  Alan  Lockhart  Campbell.  Field  ArtiUery. 

Maj.  Edwin  Wolsey  Grimmer,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Donald  Langley  Dutton,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Maj.  Frederick  Harold  Leroy  Ryder,  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Lloyd  Davidson  Brown,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Christiancy  Pickett.  Field  Artillery. 

Maj.  Luis  Felipe  Cianchini.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Roy  Carter  Hilton,  Infantry. 

Maj.  John  Cooper  Adams,  Field  Artillery. 

TO   BE  MAJOBS 

"XCapt.  Elmer  Daniel  Perrin.  Air  Corps   (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Dale  Vincent  Gaffney,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 

Air  Corps ) . 

XCapt.  Kenneth  Bonner  Wolfe.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 

Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Grant  Heninger,  Field  Artillery. 

XCapt.  Stanley  Powloskl,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  John  Milton  Harman,  Corps  of  Eiigineers. 

XCapt.  Harry  Lincoln  Calvin,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Henry  Berbert.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

XCapt.  Chester  Carroll  Hough.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

XCapt.  Conrad  Palmer  Hardy,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

XCapt.  Clifford  Irving  Hunn.  Cavalry. 

XCapt.  Patrick  Francis  Craig,  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

XCapt.  Chester  Howard  Elmes.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Edward  Vanmeter  Macatee,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Dorr  Hazlehurst,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  John  Vernon  Hart,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 

Corps). 

XCapt.  Wilbur  Fisk  Browder,  Quartermaster  C:orps. 

XCapt.    Richard   Hartnett   Magee,   Air   Corps    (temporary 

major,  Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Henry  Harold  Reily.  Air  Corps   (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Henry  DuPree,  Infantry.   • 

XCapt.  John  Caraway  Arrowsmith,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

XCapt.  Edward  James  Roxbury,  Field  Artillery. 

XCapt.  Donald  I>akin  Lamson.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

XCapt.  Harvey  Thomas  Morgan,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  Elsmere  Joe  Walters,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Harry  Edgar  Hagan,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Frank  Osborn  Dewey,  Cavalry. 

XCsLpt.  Edward  Milan  Taylor,  Reld  Artillery. 

XCapt.  Jesmond  Dene  Balmer,  Field  Artillery. 

XCapt.  Herschel  David  Baker,  Field  Artillery. 

XCapt.    Donald   David    FltEOcrald,   Air   Corps    (temporary 

major.  Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Thomas  Standlfer  Gunby.  Field  Artillery. 

XCapt.  Andrew  Paul  Sullivan,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

XCapt.  Austin  Walrath  Martcnstcin,  Air  Corps  (temporary 

major,  Air  Corps). 


XCapt.  Edwin  Barton  Bobzien.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps).  ^        ^, 

XCapt.  John  D.  Corkille.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 

Corps). 

X  Capt.  William  Ross  Mackinnon.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  DuVal  Crump  Watkins,  Quautermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Levi  L.  Beery.  Air  Corps   (temporary  major.  Air 

Corps) . 

XCapt.  Carlton  Foster  Bond,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps) . 

xCapt.  Robert  MacKenzie  Shaw,  Signal  CXrpa. 

XCapt,  John  DeForest  Barker.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps). 

xCapt.  James  Albert  Dumford.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Engmann  August  Andersen.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Frank  Griffin  Marchman,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

xCapt.  Francis  Hugh  Antony  McKeon.  Infantry. 

XCapt.  Braxton  DeGreves  Butler,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Clifford  Augustus  Smith,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Warren  Rice  Carter,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major,  Air 

Corps). 

XCapt.  Thomas  Francis  Sheehan,  Cavalry. 

XCapt.  Thad  Victor  Foster,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 

Corps). 

XCapt.  Thomas  Joseph  Cross,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  James  Bayard  Haley,  Finance  Department. 

xCapt.  Emerlck  Kutschko,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  Marshall  Eugene  Darby,  Ordnance  Department. 

XCapt.  Peter  Thomas  Wolfe,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  John  Cyrus  Gtotes,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Harold  Ailing  McGinnis.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.    Harry   Arthur  ttlalverson.   Air   Corps    (temporary 

major.  Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Charles  Theodore  Skow,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Morton  Howard  McKinnon,  Air  Corps  (temporary 

major.  Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Elmer  Edward  Adler,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Elmer  Dane  Pangburn,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Nathan  William  Thomas,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

xCapt.  Walter  Bernard  Hough,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  William  Michael  Lanagan.  Air  Corps    (temporary 

major.  Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  George  Piatt  Tourtellot,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 

Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  George  Hendricks  Beverley,  Air  Corps  (temporary 

major.  Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Walter  Kellsey  Burgess,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps). 

xCapt.  Paul  California  Wilkins.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  C^rps) . 

XCapt.  Bnmo  William  Brooks,  (Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Gustavus  Franzle  Chapman,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Norman  Delroy  Brophy,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Raymond  Morrison,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 

Corps). 

xCapt.  Wallace  Gordon  Smith.  Air  Corps  (temporary  majcH", 

Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Charles  Adam  Horn.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Byron  Blihu  Gates,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 

Corps). 

XCapt.  Elmer  Karl  Pettibone,  Quartermaster  (3orps. 

XCapt.  Thomas  Hiigh  Young,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  William  Lewis  Boyd,  Air  Corps   (temporary  maj<». 

Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Delmar  Hall  Dunton.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps) . 

XCsMPt  Orvil  Arson  Anderson.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 

Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Emile  Tisdale  Kennedy.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps). 
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XCapt.  Robert  Benjamin  Hood,  Field  Artillery. 

XCapt.  Roy  Milton  Thoroughman.  Infantry. 

XCapt.  Hugh  Chester  Downey,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 

Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  John  Joseph  Powers.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  John  Canning  Wade,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

XCapt.   George   William   Goddard,   Air   Corps    (temporary 

major.  Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Charles  Wingate  Reed,  Ordnance  Department. 

XCapt.  William  John  McCarthy,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

XCapt.  Guy  Kirksey,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Thomas  Herbert  Chapman,   Air  Corps    (temporary 

major.  Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Robert  Van  Thomas.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Angler  Hobbs  Poster,  Air  Corps   (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Edwin  Sullivan,  Air  Corps    (temporary  major,  Air 

Corps). 

Capt.  Carroll  Ray  Hutchins.  Quartermaster  Corps. 
XCapt.  John  Raymond  Drumm,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Oliver  Kendall Jlobbins,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  John  Fidelis  Connell,  Finance  Department. 
XCapt.  John  Sherman  Gullet,  Air  Corps  (.temporary  major, 
Air  Corps). 

^apt.  Walter  Lenius  Dencker,  Philippine  Scouts. 
XCapt.  Roy  Judson  Caperton,  Finance  Department. 
XCapt.  Paul  Kellam.  Infantry. 

XCapt.  Francis  Camillus  Beebee,  Finance  Department. 
XCapt.  John  Raglan  Glascock,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Isaac  Devaus  Van  Meter,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
XCapt.   Ray  L.   Owens,   Air   Corps    (temporary   major.   Air 
Corps). 

XCapt.  Charles  Benjamin  Leinbach.  Field  Artillery. 
X  Capt.  Henry  Leonard  Kersh,  Field  Artillery. 
XCapt.  Lloyd  Russell  Garrison,  Field  Artillery. 
XCapt.  Raymond  George  Miller.  Field  Artillery, 
XCapt.  Clyde  Milton  Hallam,  Field  Artillery. 
XCapt.  NicoU  Fosdick  Galbraith.  Field  Artillery. 
XCapt.  William  Adrian  Enos,  Finance  Department. 
X  Capt.  Norman  Joseph  Eckert,  Field  Artillery. 
XCapt.  Hugh  Cort,  Field  Artillery. 

XCapt.  George  Vardeman  McPike,  Air  Corps    (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Jasper  Ewlng  Brady.  Jr.,  Infantry. 
XCapt.  George  Good  Cressey,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.   Clarence   Edgar   Crumrine,   Air  Corps    (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) . 

XCapt.  Harry  Kirsner,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
XCapt.  Russell  Hay  Cooper,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major,  Air 
Corps). 

XCapt.  Gaylord  Leon  Phipps,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  Henry  Guy  Woodward,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Clifford  James  Moore.  Quartermaster  Corps. 
XCapt.  John  Ross  Morgan.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 
Corps). 

XCapt.  Roscoe  Caleb  Wriston,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Charles  Edwin  Thomas,  Jr.,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Henry  William  Brandhorst,  Infantry. 
XCapt.  Leonard  Roberts  Smith,  Infantry. 
XCapt.  Stanley  Noble  Partridge.  Quartermaster  Corps. 
XCapt.  James  Burner  Jordan,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

XCapt.  Albin  Nace  Caldwell,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
XCapt.  John  Hamilton  Judd,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
XCapt.  Thomas  Jefferson  Ford,  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 
XCapt.  Charles  Richardson  Smith,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
XCapt.  Raymond  Edward  Shmn,  Infantry, 

Capt.  Kenton  Parkes  Cooley,  Infantry. 


XCapt.  Lester  Erasmus  Gruber.  Finance  Department. 

XCapt.  Fay  Smith,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  Alfred  Nelson  Taylor,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  Jack  Edmund  Rycroft.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

XCapt.  Ben  Robert  Jacobs,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  Jefferson  Buckner  Willis,  Infantry. 

XCapt.  Clyde  Girard  Banks,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Ivan  Downes  Yeaton.  Field  Artillery. 
XCapt.  Thomas  Everett  Winstead,  Infantry. 
XCapt.  Harry  Cullins,  Infantry. 
XCapt.  Alfred  Edwin  McKenney,  Infantry. 
XCapt.  Henry  Bosard  Ellison,  Infantry. 
XCapt.  Joe  Arthur  Hinton,  Infantry. 
XCapt.  William  Paul  Hayes,  Infantry, 
XCapt.  Earl  Monroe  Miner,  Infantry. 
XCapt.  Eugene  Lemuel  Miller.  Infantry. 
XCapt.  Reuben  Ellis  Jenkins.  Infantry. 
X  Capt.  Patrick  Francis  Powers,  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 
XCapt.  Howard  E.  Pulliam.  Infantry. 

XCapt.  Millard  Fillmore  Willet  Oliver.  Finance  Department. 
XCapt.  Thomas  Alfred  Northam,  Infantry. 
XCapt.  James  Robert  Manees,  Infantry. 
XCapt.  Roland  Samuel  Henderson.  Infantry. 
XCapt.  James  Cecilius  White.  Infantry. 
XCapt.  Norman  Drysdale  Gillet,  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 
XCapt.  Jack  Clemens  Hodgson,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Carlisle  Clyde  Dusenbury.  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Lelend  Bolt.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edwin  Vivian  Dunstan.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  John  Harvey  Becque.  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

Capt.  Theodore  Thomas  Teague,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Eugene  Vincent  Elder,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Carter  Weldon  Clarke.  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Ralph  Gordon  Richards,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Paul  LaRue  Neal.  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Ray  Guy  Harris,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major,  Air 
Corps) . 

Capt.  Harry  Earl  Reed.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Kameil  Maertens,  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Cole  Shively,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Clifford  Smith,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Francis  Harold  Vanderwerker,  Judge  Advocate  Gen- 
eral's Department. 

Capt.  James  C^ilver  Cluck.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 
Corps). 

Capt.  Richard  Geter  Rogers,  Quartermsister  Corps. 

Capt.  Robert  Taylor  Strode,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Harold  Charles  Raymond.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Charles  Herbert  Day,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Thomas  Oscar  Foreman,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Harry  Lee  Watts,  Jr.,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Harold  Engerud.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Sidney  CXishman  Page.  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Walter  Talcott  Wilsey.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Albert  James  Hastings.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Seward  Lincoln  Mains.  Jr..  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Herbert  Glendonne  Messer.  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Charles  Kellogg  McAlister,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Thomas  Francis  Keefe.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Edward  Harold  Metzger.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Clinton  Steele  Berrien,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  John  Edward  McCarthy,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Keith  Kirkman  Tatom.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Paul  Revere  Taylor.  Infantry. 

Capt.  William  Noel  Amis,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major,  Air 
Corps). 

Capt.  Alva  Edison  McConnell.  Quartermaster  Corps. 
Capt.  Harold  Hibbard  Carr.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Carley  Lawrence  Marshall.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Henderson  Wilcox  Allen.  Philippine  Scouts. 
Capt.  William  Ernest  Donegan,  Infantry. 
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Capt.  Rugus  Benjamin  Davidson,  Air  Corps   (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Stanley  Milward  Umstead,  Air  Corps   (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Robert  Smith  Williams.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

(^pt.  Roland  Bimn,  Air  Corps   (temporary  major.  Air 
Corps). 

Capt.  Stanton  Thomas  Smith,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Hubert  Albert  Stecker,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Stephen  Edward  Stancisko.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Bklward  Vincent  Freeman,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Norman  Crawford  Caum,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Howard  James  Edmands,  Philippine  Scouts. 

Capt.  Earl  Thomas  McCuUough.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Clarence  Lee  King,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Evers  Abbey.  Air  Ctorps  (temporary  major.  Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Otto  Lucratus  McDaniel.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Allan  Francis  Sullivan,  Infantry.  ^_ 

Capt.  William  CTarkson  Huggins.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Thomas  Walter  Roane,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Herbert  Hunter  Harris,  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Alva  Murphey,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Herbert  Edward  Baker,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  Daniel  Schas,  Infantry. 

Capt.  William  Robert  Schaefer,  Field  Artillery, 

Capt.  Moses  Alexander,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Donald  Dewey  McC^askey.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Allen  Agee  Goodwyn.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Ralph  Elmer  Alexander,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  Howard  Wylie,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Albert  Pierson,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Sylvian  Gaston  Kindall,  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Hancock  Holder,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Joseph  Popenjoy  Bailey^Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Kenneth  Campbell  McGregor,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Rafael  Louis  Salzmann,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Riley  Flnley  Ennis,  Infantry. 

C^apt.  CTarence  Frost  Horton,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  George  Francis  Wooley.  Jr..  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Clarence  Edward  Jones.  Quartermaster  Ctorps. 

Capt.  John  Joseph  Johnson,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Porter  Tate  Gregory,  Coast  Artillery  Corns. 

Capt.  George  Henry  Bardsley,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Ray  Edward  Dingeman,  Ctoast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Harry  Albert  Kuhn.  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

Capt.  Arthur  Edmond  Wilson,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  George  Cobb  Wynne,  Quartermaster  (Dorps. 

Capt.  George  Franklin  Nichols,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Harry  Frederick  Meyers,  Coast  Artillery  Ctorps. 

Capt.  Ola  Aloyslus  Nelson,  Coast  Artillery  Ctorps. 

Capt.  Thomas  North,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  William  Chauncey  Hutt,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
Capt.  Arthur  Nicholas  Ziegler,  Judge  Advocate  General's 
Department. 

Capt.  Henry  Lee  Kinnlson.  Jr.,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Robert  Homer  Soule,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Pardoe  Martin,  Air  Corps   (temporary  major.  Air 

Corps) . 

Capt.  John  Augustus  Hunt,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Raymond  Rudolph  Brown,  Air  Corps   (temporary 

major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  William  Ernest  Griffin,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt  Edwin  Charles  lickman.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Rudolph  George  Schmidt,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Prank  Willard  Bullock,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  David  Lyddall  Hardee.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joseph  EUmer  Monhc^an,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Whitfield  Putnam  Shepard.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Clifton  Tredway  Hunt.  <:X)rps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Helmuth  Ernest  Bdae,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  Sour  lark  Moore,  Btaance  Department. 


Capt.  Aloysius  Joseph  Tagliabue,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Cleon  Lyle  Williams,  Infantry. 

Capt.  David  Ray  Nimocks.  Infantry. 

Capt.  William  Thrower  Fitts,  Jr.,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Predrik  Lorentsen  Knudson,  Jr..  Infantry. 

Capt.  Jesse  Thomas  Harris,  Infantry. 

Capt.  CroweU  Edward  Pease,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Claude  Bertram  Avera.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Newton  Wesley  Jones.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Elden  <3uincy  Faust.  Quartermaster  Ctorps. 

Capt.  Lewis  B^tchell  McBride.  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

Capt.  Arthur  Ellis  Dewey.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Edwin  Ray  McReynolds,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  David  Glenn  Lingle,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 
Corps). 

Capt.  Harry  Van  Horn  Ellis.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Robert  Morris  Webster,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Ralph  HamUton  Tate,  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

Capt.  Harold  Splgelmyre.  (Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Frank  Harl  Curtis,  Infantry. 

Capt.  WiUiam  Stanard  Keller,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Thomas  Harold  Christian,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Paul  Revere  Smith,  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

Capt.  Thearl  Ward  Essig,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Prank  Blanton  Llndley,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Carter  Marion  Kolb,  Quartermaster  Corps, 

Capt.  Harold  Almon  Gardjoie,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Grover  Adlai  Summa,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Sam  Purswell,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Charles  Backes,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 

Corps). 

Capt.  Jesse  Earl  Canary,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Richard  Evans  Glasson  Opie,  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Weckerling,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Porbie  Hiram  Privett,  Infsmtry. 

Capt.  Slgmund  Franklin  Landers.  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Lawrence  Eugene  Heyduck,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Milo  Neil  Clark,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major,  Air 
Corps). 

Capt.  Lewis  Peyton  Jordan,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Frederick  Reinhold  Undritz,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Franklin  Harwood  C^anlett,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  John  DeLorme  Eason,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Richard  Randolph  Winslow,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Charles  Franklin  Hudson,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Harrison  Gage  Crocker,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps).  ^ 

Capt.  John  Myres  Rooks,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Frank  Scott  Frickelton.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Ole  Gunnar  Hoaas,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Robert  Stanley  Beard.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Fernand  George  Dmnont,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Ned  Schramm,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 
Corps) . 

Capt.  Don  McNeal.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Victor  Lafayette  Robinson.  (Quartermaster  Corj>s. 

Capt.  Milton  Edward  Wilson.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Jesse  Anthony  Madarasz,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Edward  Moiris  Robbins.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) , 

Ci4>t.  James  Weston  Hammond,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major,  Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Leonard  Francis  Pello,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Robert  Emmet  Coughlin,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Gaylord  Burnam  Kidwell,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Edwin  Joseph  McAllister,  Infantry. 

Capt.  William  James  Daw,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Otto  Ellis.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  David  Wood  Griffiths,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Arthur  William  Pence.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Leslie  Richard  Groves,  Jr.,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
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Capt.  Frederic  Bates  Butler,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Leverett  Griggs  Yoder,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Harry  Alexander  Montgomery,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Mark  Mayo  Boatner,  Jr.,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  David  Ayres  Depue  Ogden.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Karl  Browne  Schilling,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Elmer  Ellsworth  Barnes,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  William  Wesley  Wanamaker,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Beverly  Carndine  Snow,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Richard  Lee.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Howard  Louis  Peckham,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Charles  Richard  Bathurst,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Wendell  Phillips  Trower,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Robert  Gill)ert  Lovett,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Cornman  Louis  Hahn,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Edwin  Potter  Lock.  Jr.,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  George  Brooke  McRejmolds,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Morris  Williams  Gilland.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  David  Terrill  Johnson.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Randolph  Piersol  Williams.  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Arthur  Joseph  Sheridan.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  James  George  Christiansen.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Benjamin  Franklin  Chadwick,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Heath  Twichell.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Joseph  Jones  Twitty,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Harrison  Shaler.  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Edmund  Wilson  Searby.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Roger  Manning  Wicks,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Robert  Everett  York,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Chester  Krum  Harding,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  William  Clarence  Bennett,  Jr.,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Claude  Henry  Chorpening.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  George  Vernon  Keyser,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Frank  Otto  Bowman,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Joseph  Shirley  Gorlinski,  Corps  of  E^ngineers. 

Capt.  Albert  Riani,  Corps  of  Engineer^. 

Capt.  Orville  Ernest  Walsh,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Peter  Paul  Goerz,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  William  Aylett  Callaway,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Howard  Voorheis  Canan,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Vere  Alfred  Beers,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Doswell  Gullatt,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  John  Bell  Hughes.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Lawrence  Bradford  Bixby.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Harry  Crawford,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  Washington  Webster,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  John  Hamilton  Hinds,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  John  Marks  Moore,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  George  Gage  Eddy.  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Charles  Edward  Morrison,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  William  Powell  Blair,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  James  Epes.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  John  Hinton,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Eric  Spencer  Molitor,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Richard  August  Ericson.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  James  Vincent  Carroll.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Arthur  Emil  Mickelsen,  Signal  Corps.  _  ' 

Capt.  Paul  Boyle  Kelly,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Ernest  Calhoim  Norman.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Christian  Knudsen,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  William  Bobbs  Miller,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Charles  RoUand  Gildart,  Field  Artillery, 

Capt.  Richard  Carrick  Babbitt,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Francis  Bassett  Valentine,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps), 

Capt.  Charles  Edward  Hlxon.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Hammond  McDougal  Monroe,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Bryan  Evans.  Field  Artillery, 

Capt.  Bonner  Prank  Fellers.  Coast  Artillery  Corpt. 

Capt.  John  William  Middleton.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Melton  Adams  Hatch.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Kenneth  Seymour  Stlce.  Signal  Corps, 

Capt.  Francis  Andrew  March  3d.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  George  Maurice  Badger.  Coast  Artillery  Corpt. 


Capt.  John  Sheridan  Winn.  Jr.,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Marion  Van  Voorst.  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Prank  Johnstone  Cunningham.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Thomas  Tipton  Thomburgh,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Hobart  Reed  Yeager.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major,  Air 
Corps). 

Capt.  John  Hiram  Lewis,  Jr..  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Gervals  William  Trlchel,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Vincent  John  Conrad.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Thomas  William  Munford,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  James  Longstreet  Whelchel,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  David  Adams  Taylor,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Edward  Ward  Smith.  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Ronald  Austin  Hicks,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  John  Hadley  Fonvielle,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  John  Bartlett  Sherman,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Elmer  Vaughan  Stansbury,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Joe  David  Moss.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  John  Joseph  Breen.  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Joseph  Kittredge  Baker,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Frederick  Pearson.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Charles  Frederick  Colson,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Albert  Walker  Johnson,  Judge  Advocate  General's 
Department. 

Capt.  Willard  Ames  Holbrook.  Jr..  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Auston  Monroe  Wilson,  Jr..  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Samuel  Powell  Walker.  Jr..  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Robert  Alwin  Schow.  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Harrison  Stokes.  Jr.,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Jesse  Ellis  Graham,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Jerome  David  Cambre,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Eustaquio  Sabio  Baclig,  Philippine  Scouts. 

Capt.  Burrowes  Goldthwaite  Stevens,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Alexander  Thomas  McCone.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Thomas  Marham  Brinkley.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Reginald  Worth  Hubbell.  Infantry, 

Capt.  Donald  William  Sawtelle.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Paul  Wilkins  Kendall,  Infantrj'. 

Capt.  Charles  Henry  Moore,  Jr..  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Went  worth  Freeman.  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Alexander  John  Mackenzie,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Wiley  Vinton  Carter.  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Ira  Piatt  Swift.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Wilbur  Eugene  Dunkelberg,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Arthur  Pulsifer.  Signal  Corps, 

Capt.  Farrin  Allen  Hillard.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Elliott  Wat  kins.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Francis  James  Gillespie.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Jesse  Lewis  Gibney.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  Hale  Vesey.  Infantry. 

Capt.  cnarence  Miles  Mendenhall,  Jr..  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Kester  Lovejoy  Hastings,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  George  McKnight  Williamson.  Jr.,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Howard  Waite  Brimmer,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Walter  Joseph  MuUer.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Harry  Lovejoy  Rogers.  Jr.,  Infantry. 

Capt.  George  Bryan  Conrad.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  Stephen  Murray.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Raymond  Walnwright  Odor.  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Clyde  Welch.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Miner  Welsh  Bonwell.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joseph  Magoffin  Glasgow.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  James  Lawrence  Keasler,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Richard  Bryan  Wheeler,  Infantry, 

Capt.  Thomas  Roswell  Aaron.  Infantry, 

Capt.  David  Albert  Newcomer,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Alfred  Maximilian  Gruenther.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Herbert  Bernard  Loper,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Winiston  BIrkhlmer  Palmer,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Robert  Oibblns  Oard.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Herbert  Maury  Jones.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Orville  Wells  Martin.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Forrest  Eugene  Cookson,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Alexander  Sharp  Bennet,  Field  Artillery. 
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Capt.  George  Sheldon  Price,  Pleld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Wybum  Dwlght  Brown.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Robert  MiUer  Montague,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Charles  Pollard  Jones,  Field  ArtUlery.   . 
Capt,  Anthony  Clement  McAullffe,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Lester  Francis  Rhodes.  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Albert  Rhett  Stuart  Harden.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Don  Gllmore  Shlngler.  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Harlan  Nelson  Hartness.  Infantry, 
Capt.  Louis  Brainard  Ely.  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Julius  Easton  Slack,  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Bertram  Francis  Hayford,  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Ernest  Aaron  Bixby.  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Rot)ert  Rossiter  Raymond.  Jr.,  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Harris  Fulford  Scherer,  Adjutant  General's  Depart- 
ment. 

Capt.  Thomas  Benoit  Hedekin.  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Joseph  Vincil  Phelps.  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Charles  Norton  McFarland.  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Charles  Alvin  Pyle,  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  John  Ray  Hardin.  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Maurice  Place  Chadwick,  Signal  Corps. 
Capt.  Foster  Joseph  Tate.  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Richard  Tobin  Bennison,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
Capt.  Henry  John  Dick  Meyer.  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Elton  Foster  Hammond.  Signal  Corps. 
Capt.  Ernest  Marion  Brannon,  Judge  Advocate  General's 
Department. 

Capt.  John  Wyville  Sheehy.  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Joseph  Bums.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Leslie  Edgar  Jacoby.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  John  Raikes  Vance.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Richard  Powell  Ovenshine,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edwin  Virgil  Kerr,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Thomas  McGregor,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Harrison  Howell  Dodge  Heiberg,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  William  Irwin  Allen.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  James  Edmund  Parker,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  William  Wesson  Jervey,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  George  Raymond  Burgess,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Edward  Lynde  Strohbehn.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Maurice  Keyes  Kurtz.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Leo  Clement  Paquet,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Thomas  Maurice  Crawford,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Eugene  McGinley,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Hugh  Brcwnrigg  Waddell,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Lester  DeLong  Rory,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Isaac  Halden  Ritchie,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  AugusUne  Francis  Shea.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Carlisle  Vlsscher  Allan,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Marion  Patton  Echols.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Francis  Otis  Wood,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Hobart  Hewett,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Waldemar  Sven  Broberg.  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  James  Holden  Phillips.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Frederick  Weed  Drury,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Leander  Dunbar  Syme.  Infantry. 

Capt.  EHlis  Vem  Williamson.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Leroy  Clark  Wilson.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Nathaniel  Alanson  Burnell  2d.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  John  Bartlett  Murphy.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  James  Lowe  Harbaugh.  Jr.,  Judge  Advocate  General's 
Department. 

Capt.  Virgil  Farrar  Shaw.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Michael  Gibson  Smith.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Sjrril  Emerson  Falne,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Arthur  Maxon  Parsons.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Harry  Welling  Barrick.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Howard  Rand  Perry.  Jr..  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edward  Hamilton  Young,  Judge  Advocate  General's 
Department. 

Capt.  Gerald  St  Claire  ICIckle.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Benjamin  Randolph  Farrar,  Infantry. 


Capt.  Henry  Ellis  Sanderson,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Hugh  French  Thomason  Hoffman.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Walter  Scott  Winn.  Jr.,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Willard  Gordon  Wyman,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  John  Leonard  Whitelaw,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edward  Henry  Bowes.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edwin  Malcolm  Sutherland,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joseph  Andrew  Holly.  Infantry. 

Capt.  William  Douglas  McNair,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Charles  Forrest  Wilson,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Robert  Francis  Carter,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Hugh  Garnett  Elliott.  Reld  ArtiUery. 

Capt.   Nathan   Farragut  Twining,   Air  Corps    (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  William  John  Oowe,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  L.  Hoyt  Rockafellow.  Infantry, 

Capt.  Roland  William  McNamee.  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Carpenter  Raaen,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Winfred  George  Skelton,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Lambert  Benel  Cain.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edmund  Bower  Sebree.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Merritt  Brandon  Booth,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Raymond  Clay  Barlow,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Rank  Greene  Davis,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Emmett  James  Bean,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Donald  Allen  Fay,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Charles  Henry  Noble,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Walter  Towle  O'Reilly,  Reld  ArtUlery. 

Capt.  Kenneth  Pierce.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Charles  Henry  Brjran,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  John  Howell  Collier,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Dean  Luce.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  George  Gordon  Elms.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  John  Dimmick  Armstrong,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Ralph  Rancis  Stearley.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Donald  Handley  Nelson,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Edward  Ora  Hopkins.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  James  Verne  Cole,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Clarence  Archibeld  Rank,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Rederick  Bradstreet  Dodge,  Jr.,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Clarkson  Deweese  McNary.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Bernard  Abert  Byrne,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Warren  Wilson  Christian.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  Barrett  Hutchins,  Infantry. 

Capt.  George  Dewey  Rodgers,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  William  Henry  John  Dunham.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Irvin  Alexander.  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Harvey  Madison,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  George  Edward  Bruner,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Thomas  Llewellyn  Waters,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Urban  Niblo.  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Kenneth  Sharp  Olson,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Robert  Montgomery  Springer,  Judge  Advocate  Gen- 
eral's Department. 

Capt.  Russell  John  Nelson.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Charles  Maine  Wolff,  C;oast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Simon  Foss,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edward  Melvin  Starr,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joseph  Sladen  Bradley,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Arthur  Launcelot  Moore,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  William  Crichlow,  Jr.,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Martin  Anthony  Fennell.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Ralph  Harris  Bassett,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Harold  Allen  Brown.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Albert  Sidney  Johnston  Stovall,  Jr.,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Donald  Carson  Hardin,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Wayne  Cliff  ton  Zimmemmn.  Infantry. 

Capt,  John  Thoa  as  Keeley,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joseph  Conrad  Odell,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Josiab  Toney  Dalbey.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Logan  Osbum  Shutt,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Hilton  Edward  Heineke,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Oalen  Magnus  Taylor.  Ordnance  Department. 
Capt.  Daniel  Philip  Buckland,  Cavalry. 
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Capt.  Philip  Mcllvaine  Whitney,  Adjutant  General's  De- 
partment. 

Capt.  John  Morris  Works,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Christian  Hildebrand,  Infantry. 
~     Capt.  Joseph  HoUeman  Warren,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edgar  Mortimer  Gregory,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  John  David  Frederick,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Richard  Ray  Coursey.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Thomas  Gordon  Cranford,  Jr.,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  William  Robert  McMaster,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joseph  Alfred  Cranston,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Horace  Speed,  Jr..  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Fred  William  Makinney,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  William  Benjamin  Kean,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Harold  Robert  Emery,  Infantry. 

Capt.  David  Sanderson  McLean.  Judge  Advocate  General's 
Department. 

Capt.  William  Joseph  Moroney,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Russell  Lowell  Wilbamson,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major,  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Howard  Dohla  Johnston,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Franklin  Leroy  Rash,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edgar  Harvey  Snodgrass,  Judge  Advocate  General's 
Department. 

Capt.  Claude  Birkctt  Perenbaugh,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Adna  Chaffee  Hamilton,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Harold  Stuart  Ruth,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Sterling  Eugene  Whitesides,  Jr.,  Chemical  Warfare 
Service. 

Capt.  Lewis  Stone  Sorley,  Jr..  Infantry. 

Capt.  Albert  Coady  Wedemeyer,  Infantry. 

Capt.  David  Best  Latimer.  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Roswell  Boyle  Hart,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Halvor  Hegland  Myrfih,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Frederick  Brenton  Porter,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Bryan  Sewall  Halter,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Charles  Hardy  Hart.  Jr.,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Adolphus  Rankin  McConnell,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  George  DeVere  Barnes,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Paul  Robert  Menzies  Miller,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Albert  Smith  Rice,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Charles  Leslie  Keerans,  Jr.,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Henry  Spencer  Evans.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Kenneth  Newton  Walker,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Stanley  Hunsicker  Hunsicker.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Neal  Henry  McKay,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Oscar  Leslie  Rogers.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Edgar  Theodore  Selzer,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Albert  Joseph  Lubbe,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  John  Bicknell  Luscombe,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Edward  Alton  Hillery,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Hugh  Sydney  Harpole,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Homer  William  Jones,  Judge  Advocate  General's  De- 
partment. 

Capt.  Everett  Sanford  Davis,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Prank  Egerton  Powell,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
Capt.   Donald   Reuben   Goodrich,   Air   Corps    (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Ernest  Walter  Wilson,  Finance  Department.  • 
Capt.  Francis  Hill  Kuhn,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
Capt.  Claud  Thomas  Gunn,  Finance  Department. 
Capt,  Herbert  Benjamin  Wilcox.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Otto  Max  Jank.  Ordnance  Department. 
Capt.  James  Wilson  Smith,  Philippine  Scouts. 
Capt.  Paul  Americus  Harris,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  Jefferson  Cleveland  Campbell,  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Hugh  Franklin  Conrey,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Edwin  Clark  Maling,  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 
Capt.  O.  D.  Wells,  Infantry. 


Capt.  Frank  Celestine  Meade,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Paul  Wallace  Cole,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Charles  Speir  Lawrence,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  JohnX^orwin  Shaw,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Clarence  Matthew  Tomllnson.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Julian  Buckner  Haddon,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Claude  Delorum  Collins,  Infantry. 

Capt.  William  Eldridge  Moore,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Clem  Oliver  Gunn,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Wilber  Russell  Ellis,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Donald  Weldon  Brann.  Infantry. 

Capt.  George  Bernhard  Anderson,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Walter  John  Wolfe,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Roswell  Emory  Round,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Lester  Frank  Watson.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  William  Edwin  Vecqueray,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Haynie  McCormick,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Albert  Theodore  Wilson,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Cornelius  Emmett  O'Connor,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Hartwell  Matthew  Elder,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Park  Holland,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major,  Air 
Corps) . 

Capt.  John  Gross,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Thomas  Russell  Howard.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Samuel  James  Adams,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Albert  Gillian  Kelly.  Adjutant  General's  Department. 

Capt.  Wayne  McVeigh  Pickels.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Owen  Russell  Marriott,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Frank  Joseph  Vida,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Harold  Patrick  Henry,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Fred  Pierce  Van  Duzee,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Burns  Beall,  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Bartlett  Hess.  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Allen  Francis  Haynes.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Harold  Qaslin  Sydenham.  Infantry. 

Capt.  George  Windle  Read,  Jr.,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Francis  Hudson  Oxx.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Thomas  Henry  Stanley.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Donald  Greeley  White.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  William  Weston  Bessell,  Jr.,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Charles  George  HoUe.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  John  Wylie  Moreland,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Wayne  Stewart  Moore.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Henry  Franklin  Hannis,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Edward  Albert  Routheau,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Godfrey  Douglas  Adamson,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Wilson  Burnett  Higgins,  Corps  of  Engineens. 

Capt.  Frederic  Lord  Hayden,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Warren  Cressman  Rutter,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Harold  Frank  Handy,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Richard  Clare  Partridge,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Edward  John  McGaw,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Harold  Thomas  Miller,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Tyree  Rivers  Horn,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Joseph  Leo  Langevin,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  Hardy  Hill.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Louis  Jacob<Claterbos,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Augxiste  Rhu  Taylor.  Judge  Advocate  General's  De- 
partment. 

Capt.  James  Kenneth  Mitchell,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Frank  Andrew  Henning,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Ewart  Gladstone  Plank.  Corps  of  Engine^s. 

Capt.  James  Malcolm  Lewis.  Field  Artillery.       Tl 

Capt.  Bernard  Linn  Robinson,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  John  Robert  Culleton,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  James  Goodrich  Renno,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Charles  Steinhart  Whitmore,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  James  Hobson  Stratton,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Lee  Armstead  Denson,  Jr.,  Coast  Artillery  Corp*. 

Capt.  Lawrence  Granger  Smith.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Edward  Havlland  Lastayo.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  George  DeGraaf,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
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Capt.  Lathrop  Ray  Bullene,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  James  Alexander  Samouce.  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  William  Wallace  Ford.  Reld  Artillery, 
Capt.  George  Dewey  Vanture,  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Pastor  Martelino,  Philippine  Scouts. 
Capt.  Harry  Earl  Fisher,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  E>onald  Sylvester  Bums,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Donald  James  Leehey,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Joseph  Eugene  Harriman,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  George  Joseph  Loupret,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  Thomas  Amett  Roberts,  Jr.,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Verne  Donald  Mudge,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  John  Loren  Goff .  Coast  Artillery  Corps, 

Capt.  Francis  Henry  Morse,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Edward  Macon  Edmonson,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  Gordon  Holder,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Halstead  Clotworthy  Fowler,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Lyman  Louis  Lemnitzer,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Leslie  Burgess  Downing,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  Ignatius  Brady.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  EXigene  Martin  Link,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  John  States  Seybold,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  William  Harry  Bartlett,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Donald  Breen  Herron,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Edward  Clinton  Gillette,  Jr.,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Russell  Owen  Smith,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Rex  Van  Den  Corput,  Jr.,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Homer  Watson  Ktefer,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  James  Myron  McMillin,  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

Capt.  Joseph  Harris,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  John  George  Howard.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Robert  Hugh  Kreuter,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Laurence  Wood  Bartlett.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Donald  Frank  Stace,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 
Corps ) . 

Capt.  Reynolds  Johnston  Burt,  Jr.,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  John  Dickerson  Mitchell.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Clarence  Henry  Schabacker.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Fred  Lebbeus  Hamilton.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  John  Francis  Cassldy,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  John  Foxhall  Sturman,  Jr.,  Coast  ArtUlery  Corps. 

Capt.  Joseph  Jacob  Billo.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Clarence  Clemens  Clendenen.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  William  Carleton  McPadden,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Eugene  CoUum  Johnston.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  James  Hess  Walker.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Lyman  Lincoln  Judge,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Rank  Needham  Roberts,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Francis  Henry  Lanahan,  Jr.,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Lawrence  Edward  Schick,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Courtney  Parker  Young,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Henry  Chester  Hine,  Jr.,  Cavalry, 

Capt.  William  Price  Withers,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Frederick  Robert  Pitts,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Sherman  Vitus  Hasbrouck.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Crump  Garvin.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Hamilton  Peyton  Ellis,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Thomas  Dresser  "White,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Frederick  Mixon  Harris,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Dwight  Acker  Rosebaum,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Kenneth  Gilpin  Hoge,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Richard  Candler  Singer,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Aladin  James  Hart,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  William  Richter  Tomey.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joseph  Honore  Rousseau,  Jr.,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Lawrence  Joseph  Carr,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Maurice  Wiley  Daniel,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Alexander  Hamilton  Perwein.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Clovis  Ethelbert  Byers,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Oscar  Raymond  Johnston.  Infantry. 

Capt.  George  Andrew  Rehm,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Edward  Carl  Engelhart,  Coast  Artillery  Corps.    - 
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Capt.  Charles  "Whitney  West,  Judge  Advocate  General's  De- 
partment. 

Capt.  Park  Brown  Herrick.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Herbert  Carl  Reuter,  Coast  ArtUlery  Corps. 

Capt.  Harold  Edward  Smyser,  Infantry. 

Capt.  E:sher  Clafiin  Burkart,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Thomas  Eginton  Whitehead,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Alexander  George,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Charles  Kenon  Gailey.  Jr..  Infantry. 

Capt.  Francis  William  Farrell.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Wilmer  Brinton  Merritt,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Harry  Clark  Wisehart,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Charles  Merton  Adams,  Jr..  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Perral  McBlain,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Richard  Mead  Costigan,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Gustave  Harold  Vogel,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Basil  Girard  Thayer,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Edward  Joseph  Sullivan.  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

Capt.  James  Perrine  Barney.  Jr..  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Wilbur  Sturtevant  Nye.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Charles  Harlan  Swartz,  Reld  Artillery. 

Cajt.  Leland  Stuart  Smith,  Adjutant  General's  Depart- 
ment. 

Capt.  Carl  Frederick  Duffner,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Millard  Pierson.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Harlan  Thurston  McCormick,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Ray  Olander  Welch.  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Lament  Davidson,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Julian  Erskine  Rajmiond,  Infantry. 

Capt.  George  Honnen,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Charles  Porter  Amazeen,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Edward  Thomas  Williams,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Frank  Thweatt  Searcy,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Alan  Lockhart  Pulton,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Terence  John  TuUy.  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  William  Earl  Crist,  Infantry. 

Capt_,  Claude  Monroe  McQuarrie.  Infantry. 

Capt.  William  Lemuel  Mitchell.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Escalus  Emmert  Elliott.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  Milton  Cogswell  Shattuck.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joseph  Vincent  de  Paul  Dillon,  Judge  Advocate  Gen- 
eral's Department. 

Capt.  Hayden  Adriance  Sears.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  John  Thomas  Lynch,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  John  Black  Reybold,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  William  Dickey  Long,  Infantry. 

Capt,  Henry  Irving  Hodes,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  William  Joel  Tudor  Yancey,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Leon  Eugene  Lichtenwalter,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Sidney  Rae  Hinds.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Halley  Grey  Maddox,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  John  English  Nelson,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Harold  Todd  TurnbuU,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Hugo  Peoples  Rush.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major,  Air 
Corps). 

Capt.  John  William  Wofford,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Wray  Bertrand  Avera.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Charles  Fox  Ivins.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Walter  Daniel  Buie.  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Taylor  Ward.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  John  Elmer  Reierson.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Henry  Jackson  Hunt,  Jr.,  Infantry. 

Capt.  George  Huston  Bare,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Morris  Haslett  Marcus,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Prank  Zea  Pirkey,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Karl  William  Hisgen,  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  James  Harry  Marsh,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Rancis  Warren  Crary,  Field -Artillery. 

Capt.  John  Baylis  Cooley,  Adjutant  General's  Department. 

Capt.  Selby  Francis  Little,  Reld  Artillery. 
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Capt.  Milo  Glen  Gary,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  Harold  Joseph  Conway,  Ordnance  Department. 
Capt.  Gustin  MacAlUster  Nelson,  Infantry. 
Capt.  Prank  Joseph  Spettel.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Burwell  Baylor  Wilkes.  Jr..  Infantry. 
Capt.  John  Barry  Peirce,  Infantry. 
Capt.  James  Raymond  Ooodall.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  John  Kenneth  Sells.  Cavalry. 
.  Capt.  Douglas  Cameron.  Cavalry. 
Capt.  Arthur  Jennings  Grimes,  Infantry. 
Capt.  Walter  Duval  Webb,  Jr..  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Ernest  Starkey  Moon.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Chester  Arthur  Carlsten,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joseph  Myles  Williams,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Harold  Arthur  Doherty.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Lewis  Eugene  Snell.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Arnold  Hoyer  Rich,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 
Corps). 

Capt.  Charles  Dawson  McAlUster,  Air  Corps   (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Vincent  Joseph  Tanzola.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edward  Albert  Banning,  Field  Artillery, 

Capt.  Frederic  deLannoy  Comfort.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Henry  Laurance  Ingham,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Percy  Earle  LeStourgeon,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Caryl  Rawson  Hazeltine.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Irvin  Albert  Robinson,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Michael  Henry  Zwlcker.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  James  Thorburn  Ciunberpatch.  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Leon  Valentine  Chaplin,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Daniel  Webster  Kent,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Harry  Lynch,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  George  Marion  Davis,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Fay  Warren  Lee,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Melecio  Manuel  Santos.  Philippine  Scouts. 

Capt.  Narciso  Lopez  Manzano.  Philippine  Scouts. 

Capt.  Charles  Emmett  Cheever,  Judge  Advocate  General's 
Department. 

Capt.  Harry  Meyer.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Peter  Anthony  Peringa.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Edward  Barber.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Edward  Hall  Walter,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  David  Albert  Morris,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Juan  Segundo  Moran,  Philippine  Scouts. 

Capt.  Richardson  Selee,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Don  Waters  Mayhue,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps). 
Capt.  Charles  Harold  Crlm,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  John  Harry,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  Harold  Oakes  Bixby,  Signal  Corps. 
Capt.  George  Randall  Scithers.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  John  Henry  Featherston.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  Charles  Andrews  Jones.  Jr.,  Quartermaster  Corps 
Capt.  Hubert  Stanffer  Miller,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Edward  Harold  Coe,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
©apt.  Allan  Eugene  Smith,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Daniel  Burnett  Knight,  Infantry. 
Capt.  Paul  MacKeen  Martin,  Cavalry. 
Capt.  Creswell  Qarrettson  Blakeney,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Louis  Jeter  Tatom,  Signal  Corps. 
Capt.  Louis  Watkins  Prentiss.  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  William  Edmund  Waters.  Reld  Artillery. 
Capt.  Joseph  Kennard  Bush.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Orlando  Clarendon  Mood,  Infantry. 
Capt.  Bert  Nathan  Bryan,  Infantry. 
Capt.  Harvie  Rogers  Matthews.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Louis  Beman  Rapp.  Cavalry. 
Capt.  Edwards  Matthewr  Quigley.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  James  Breakenridge  Clearwater,  Field  Artillery 

Capt.  Luther  Daniel  Wallis.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Wesley  Tate  Guest.  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Duncan  Philip  Frissell.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Henry  Hammond  Duval,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 


Capt.  John  William  Dwyer,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  Alfred  Vepsala,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Edmund  Clarence  Langmead,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Carroll  Heiney  Deitrick.  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Lee  W.  Haney,  Infantry. 

Capt.  David  William  Goodrich,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Franklin  Mitchell,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Wallace  Ellsworth  Niles,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Lewis  Edward  Weston  Lepper,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Edward  Harris  Barr.  Reld  Artillery. 

Capt.  James  Roscoe  Hamilton,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joe  Robert  Sherr,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Henry  Chester  Jones,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Louis  Leopold  Lesser.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Walter  Francis  Jennings,  Cavalry;  ^ 

Capt.  Henry  Louis  Love.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  CYanford  Coleman  Bryan  Warden.  Infantry. 

Capt.  WUliam  Dawes  Williams,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  Thomas  Semmes  Roberts,  Infantry. 

Capt.  McDonald  Donegan  Weinert.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  John  Walker  Childs.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Wilbert  Engdahl  Shallene,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Wilmar  Weston  Dewitt,  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Milliken  Bevans.  Air  Corps  (temporary  maj<» 
Air  Corps).  * 

Capt.  Floyd  Raymond  Brlsack,  Field  ArtlUcry. 

Capt.  Clarence  Everett  Jackson.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edward  Josepi^  Walsh.  Judge  Advocate  General's 
Department. 

Capt.  Haydn  Purcell  Roberts.  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Clilford  CTeophas  DueU,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  Orville  Colhns.  Infantry. 

Capt.  William  Larwill  Carr,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Russell  George  Duff.  Field  ArtUlery. 

Capt.  Ross  Clyde  Brackney,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Roy  Prewett  Huff,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Paul  Hanes  Kemmer,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Richard  Sears.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  John  James  Baker,  Infantry, 

Capt.  George  Louis  Boyle,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Robert  Brice  Johnston.  Quartermaster  Corps 

Capt.  Paul  Ainsworth  Berkey.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Dana  Gray  McBride,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Donald  Boyer  Phillips.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major 
Air  Corps).  ' 

Capt.  William  Wallace  Robertson,  Infantry. 
Capt.  William  Peyton  Campbell,  Finance  Department 
Capt.  Harry  Starkey  Aldrich.  Coast  Artillery  Corps 
Capt.  Hugh  Perry  Adams.  Field  Artillery 
Ai?cS'  T""  ^^^'^^  Archer.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Capt.  Thomas  Edward  Moore.  Field  Artillery 
Capt.  Robert  DuVal  Waring.  Field  ArtiUery  ' 
Capt.  Stephen  Yates  McGlfTert,  Field  Artillery 
Capt.  John  Otis  Hyatt.  Quartermaster  Corps 
Aif  cforp^"^  ^''""^  Merrick,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Capt.  Lee  Roy  Woods.  Jr..  Finance  Department 
Capt.  Rox  Hunter  Donaldson.  Field  ArUllery 

Capt.  Robert  Edwards.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Arthur  Nathaniel  Willis,  Cavalry 

Aif  c'^orp^r^  '^"'"''  '^^''^'  "^^  ^^'^  <temporary  major. 
Co^"")';  ""^^  """^  ^^'^'  ^  ^""^  ^temporary  major.  Air 
Ai?  CorSr"  '^''*''^  ^'^^^^'  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 

Capt.  James  Richmond  Simpson,  Infantry 

Capt.  Philip  Schwartz,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Richard  Brown  Thornton,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
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Capt.  Pacifico  Castor  Sevllla,  Philippine  Scouts. 
Capt.  Charles  Nicholas  Senn  Ballou.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Samuel  Rubin,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  Walden  Sharp  Lewis.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Andrew  Julius  Evans,  Infantry. 
Capt.  Donald  McKechnie  Ashton,  Infantry. 
Capt.  Edward  Alfred  Mueller.  Quartermaster  Corps. 
Capt.  Robert  William  Calvert  Wimsatt,  Air  Corps  (tem- 
porary major.  Air  Corps). 
Capt.  Amado  Martelino,  Philippine  Scouts. 
Capt.  Victor  Zalamea  Gomez,  Philippine  Scouts. 
Capt.  Clayton  Huddle  Studebaker,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Albert  James  Wick,  (Quartermaster  Corps. 
Capt.  Raymond  Taylor  Tompkins,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  George  Alfred  Arnold  Jones.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  George  Evans  Burritt.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  William  Madison  Mack,  Signal  Corps. 
Capt.  Robert  Crane  Hendley,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Walter  Jesse  Klepinger,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Grady  David  Epps.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Frank  Charles  McCoimell.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  Donald  Fowler  Fritch,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps). 
Capt.  James  Madison  Callicutt.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Reginald  Pond  Lyman,  Signal  Corps. 
Capt.  John  Sharpe  Griffith,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 
Capt.  Pio  Quevedo  Caluya.  Philippine  Scouts. 
Capt.  George  Work  Marvin,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Charles  Joseph  Barrett.  Jr..  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Maxwell  Davenport  Taylor,  Field  Artillery. 
-Capt.  Henry  James  Woodbury,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Louis  Jacob  Rumaggi,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Edmund  Clayton  Lynch,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Francis  Jennings  Wilson.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.   Alfred  August   Kessler.  Jr.,   Air  Corps    (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Paschal  Neilson  Strong,  Jr.,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Cortlandt  Van  Rensselaer  Schuyler,  Coast  Artillery 
Corps. 

Capt.  Lawrence  Coy  Leonard,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Mervin  Eugene  Gross,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Robert  Wayne  Raynsford.  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  LeRoy  Judson  Stewart,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Edward  Shelley  Gibson,  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Francis  Uncles.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Giles  Richard  Carpenter.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  David  James  Crawford.  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  William  Field  Sadtler,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Earl  Foster  Thomson,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Charles  Newson  Branham.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Francis  Borgia  Kane,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  William  Stevens  Lawton.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
-  Capt.  Albert  Svihra.  Judge  Advocate  General's  Department. 

Capt.  Granger  Anderson,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Alfred  Eugene  Kastner.  Field  ArtiUery. 

Capt.  Edwin  Paul  Crandell.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Mark  McClure.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.    Benjamin    Wiley    Chidlaw,    Air   Corps    (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Myron  Leedy,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Alba  Carlton  Spalding,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Robert  Landon  Taylor.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Stephen  Cecil  Lombard.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Fred  James  Woods.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Kenneth  Francis  Pughe.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  Smith  McClenaghan.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Francis  Xavier  Mulvihill.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Charles  Hancock  Reed,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Walter  Russell  Hensey,  Jr..  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Orval  Ray  Cook,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 
Corps) . 


Capt.  Perry  McCoy  Smith,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt  James  Wrathall  Spry,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 

Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Gordon  Sherman  Armes,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Frederick  William  Hein,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Charles  Rufus  Smith,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Harold  Alfred  Meyer,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  Earle  Blair,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Harold  Thomas  Molloy,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  James  Dunne  O'Connell,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Oilman  Clifford  Mudgett,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Numa  Augustin  Watson,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Wesley  Woodworth  Yale,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Robert  Wilkins  Douglass,  Jr.,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Oscar  Louis  Beal,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 

Corps) . 

Capt.  Oliver  Wendell  Hughes,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  Vincent  Murphy,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Melville  Fuller  Grant,  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Edward  Rees,  Infantry, 

Capt.  James  Robinson  Pierce,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Lemuel  Mathewson.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  George  Harold  Carmouche,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Thomas  Varon  Webb,  Infantry. 

Capt.  George  Edward  Mitchell,  Jr.,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  Henry  Schildroth,  Infantry. 

Capt.  George  Arthur  Taylor,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Alfred  Lawrence  Price.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Prank  Llewellyn  Beadle.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Gilbert  Hayden,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Thomas  Herbert  Maddocks,  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  David  Marion  Fowler.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edward  Arthur  Kleinman,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Blackshear  Morrison  Bryan,  Jr.,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  John  Lawson  Ballantyne,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Hilbert  Milton  Wittkop,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Donald  Quitman  Harris,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  John  Percy  Kennedy.  Jr.,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Townsend  Grifllss,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major.  Air 
Corps) . 

Capt.  William  Andrew  Wedemeyer,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Edwin  Carlo  Greiner.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Oliver  Perry  Newman,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Ronald  (jorrie  MacDonald.  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Huphes  Stodter,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Thomas  Edward  Lewis,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Stewart  Tiffany  Vincent,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Paul  Henry  Mahoney.  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Clyde  Fry.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Austin  Folger  Gilmartin,  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Harrison  Dickie,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Charles  Llewellyn  Gorman,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Joseph  Perry  Catte.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Albert  Carroll  Morgan,  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  LaValle  Graves,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Herbert  William  Kruger.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  Earl  Watters,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Leo  Henry  Dawson,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Milton  John  Smith,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major,  Air 
Corps). 

Capt.  Carl  Budd  Wahle,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Leonard  Loyd  Hilliard.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Lester  Vocke,  Field  ArtiUery. 

Capt.  James  Fish.  3d.  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Leon  Dicks,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Lester  Mavity  Rouch,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Herman  William  Fairbrother,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Thomas  Edward  Meyer,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Thomas  Jefferson  Randolph,  Cavalry. 
Capt.  Harry  Edwin  Magnuson,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
Capt.  LaRoy  Sanders  Graham.  Infantry. 


9228 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  3 


Capt.  Francis  Lavelle  Ready,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  David  Hottenstein,  Judge  Advocate  General's  Depart- 
ment. <r 

Capt.  Ray  Brooks  Floyd,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Ray  Eugene  Marshall,  Infantry. 
"Capt.  Harland  Fremont  Burgess,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Karl  Clifford  Prank,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Clyde  Anderson  Burcham,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Randall  James  Hogan,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Robert  Nicholas  Young,  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Frederick  Phillips,  Air  Corps  (temporary  ma- 
jor. Air  Corpsl . 

Capt.  Douglas  Valentine  Johnson,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Frederick  Williams  Watrous,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Charles  Elford  Smith,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Raymond  Edward  Culbertson,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Maynard  Harper  Carter,  Infantry. 

Capt.  LeGrande  Albert  Diller,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  Parker  Hollis,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Isaac  Davis  White,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Louis  Edward  Roemer.  Chemical  Warfare  Service. 

Capt.  Max  Hosmer  Gooler,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joseph  Howard  Harper,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Newton  Farragut  McCurdey.  Adjutant  General's  De- 
partment. 

Capt.  John  Julius  Dubbelde,  Jr.,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joe  Ford  Simmons,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Clarence  Turner  Hulett.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Daniel  Powell  Poteet,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Ord  Gariche  Chrisman,  Finance  Department. 

Capt.  Gerson  Kirkland  Heiss,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Ransom  George  Amlong.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Paul  Lawrence  Martin.  Field  ArtiDery. 

Capt.  Walter  Howard  DeLange,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Robert  Kelsey  Haskell,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Ralph  Adel  Snavely,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Claude  Armenius  Thorp,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Rowland  Reid  Street,  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Marqulss  Whistler,  Field  Artillery, 
Capt.  James  Howard  Leusley.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Alo3^us  EJugene  OTTaherty,  Jr.,  Infantry. 
Capt.  Robert  Boyd  Williams,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 
Capt.  Glenn  Hunter  Palmer,  Signal  Corps. 
Capt.  Royal  Bertrand  Lord,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Kenner  Fisher  Hertford,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Steven  Livesay  Conner,  Ordnance  Department. 
Capt.  Miles  Reber,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Charles  West  Stewart,  Jr.,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  William  Francis  Merwin  Longwell.  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  John  Rutherford  Noyes,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Lyle  Rosenberg,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  William  Randolph  Winslow,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  William  Newton  Leaf,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  David  Morris  Dunne,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Frank  McAdams  Albrecht.  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Theodore  Morrison  Osborne,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Capt.  Robert  Farnsworth  Hallock.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Stuart  Alfred  Beckiey,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Harold  David  Kehm.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  John  Wesley  Warren,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps). 
Capt.  Einar  Bernard  Gjelsteen,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  William  Elgle  Carraway,  Infantry. 
Capt.  John  Mark  Pesek.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Herbert  Bronson  Enderton,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  John  Battle  Horton.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Joseph  Leander  Hardin.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Carter  Bowie  Magruder.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  William  Joseph  D'Espinosa,  Ordnance  Department. 
Capt.  Wilbur  Ray  Pierce,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Donald  Henry  Galloway,  Cavalry. 
Capt.  Howard  William  Serlg,  Signal  Corps. 


Capt.  Patrick  Weston  Timberlake.  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Clyde  Kenneth  Rich.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  David  Larr,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Laurence  Carbee  Craigie,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Philip  Roy  Dwyer,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Allen  Lloyd  Keyes,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Damon  Mott  Gunn,  Judge  Advocate  General's  De- 
partment. 

Capt.  Charles  Metz  Seebach.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Harry  McKenzie  Roper,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  James  Henry  Workman,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Charles  Wesley  Gettys,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Henry  James  Pitt  Harding.  Infantry. 

Capt.  William  Shepard  Biddle,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  George  Francis  Heaney,  Jr.,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  John  Humphrey  Evans,  Infantry. 

Capt.  William  Remsburgh  Grove,  Jr.,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  George  Lewis  Dewey,  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Frederick  Torrence,  Jr.,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Douglass  Gordon  Pamplin,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Charles  White  Lawrence,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Michael  Buckley,  Jr.,  Field  ArtiDery. 

Capt.  Benjamin  Stern.  Signal  Corps. 

Capt.  Wallace  Evan  Whitson,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Rex  Eugene  Chandler,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Russel  J.  Minty.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major,  Air 
Corps), 

Capt.  Sheffield  Edwards,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  John  Roper  Burnett,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Raymond  Stone,  Jr.,  Adjutant  General's  Department. 

Capt.  John  Joseph  Binns,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Walter  Bumside.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  James  Francis  Joseph  Early,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Howard  John  Vandersluls.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Ulysses  John  Lincoln  Peoples,  Jr.,  Ordnance  Dejiart- 
ment. 

Capt.  Richard  B.iggs  Evans,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Alden  Rudyard  Crawford,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Rochester  Flower  McEldowney,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Thomas  Merritt  Lowe,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps). 

Capt.  Kevin  O'Shea,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Carl  Douglas  Silverthome.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Louis  William  Haskell,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  David  Myron  Schlatter,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Charles  Trovilla  Myers,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 
Capt.  EXigene  Ware  Ridings,  Infantry, 
Capt.  Charles  Woodford  Cowles,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Kenneth  Eugene  Webber.  Rnance  Department. 
Capt.  Alexander  Davidson  Reid.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Leslie  Page  Holcomb.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major 
Air  Corps) .  .»         -     . 

Capt.  Charles  Vinson  Bromley,  Jr.,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  John  William  Harmony.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Philip  Harrison  Enslow.  Field  ArtiDery. 

Capt.  Ernest  Byron  Thompson,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Elwyn  Donald  Post,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Franklin  Kress  Gurley.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Wilfrid  Henry  Hardy.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps), 

Capt.  Leslie  Martin  Grener,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Joseph  Smith.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major  Air 
Corps). 

Capt.  Kenneth  Shearer  Sweeny,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Joseph  Harold  Hicks.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major 
Air  Corps) . 
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Capt.  Guy  Haines  Stubbs,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  Ralph  Christian  Bing.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Clinton  John  Harrold,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
Capt.  Russell  Emerson  Bates,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  Earl  Shuman  Gruver,  Ordnance  Department. 
Capt.  Warren  Cole  Stout,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  David  Barbour  Barton.  Signal  Corps. 
Capt.  William  Augustus  Davis  Thomas.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Eugene  Lsnich  Harrison.  Cavalry. 
Capt.  Bernard  Aye  Tormey.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Joseph  Ingham  Greene.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Valentine  Roy  Smith.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Joseph  Anthony  Cella.  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  James  Boyce  Carroll.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  John  Ellsworth  Adkins.  Jr.,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Cecil  Ward  Nist,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  Chaffee  Oliver.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  James  Eugene  Bernard  Mclnerney,  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment. 
Capt.  Francis  Arthur  Garrecht.  Jr..  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Prank  Dom,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Charles  Edward  Woodruff,  Jr.,  Infantry. 
Capt.  Donald  McLean,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Capt.  Paschal  Hoover  Ringsdorf,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  Stuart  Lee  Cowles,  Field  Artillery. 
Capt.  John  Maurice  Weikert,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  George  Pierce  Howell.  Infantry. 
Capt.  Warren  Alfred  Robinson,  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Hensel  Pitzer,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Dean  Stanley  Ellerthnrpe.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  George  Conrad  Mergens,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Horton  Vail  White.  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Edward  Bowen.  Jr..  Infantry. 

Capt.  Austin  Curtis  Cunkle.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Francis  Townsend  Dodd.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Charles  Carlton  Cavender,  Adjutant  General's  De- 
partment. 

Capt.  George  Stanley  Smith.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  William  Campbell  Lucas.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Harvey  Keene  Palmer,  Jr..  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Wendell  Gunner  Johnson.  Infantry. 

Capt.   Howard   Edward  Crane   Breitimg.   Coast   Artillery 
Corps, 

Capt.  Paul  Kenneth  Porch,  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  George  Salsman.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Lyman  OT)ell  Williams,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Temple  Graves  Holland,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Alejandro  D.  Garcia.  Philippine  Scouts. 

Capt.  Paul  Cyril  Serff,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Lawrence  Leroy  Skinner.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Edward  Forstall  Adams.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Thomas  Sherman  Timberman.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Cyril  Quentin  Marron,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  Herman  Krueger.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  Louis  John  Storck.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Santiago  Garcia  Guevara.  Philippine  Scouts. 

Capt.  Donald  Cameron  Tredennlck,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Capt.  David  Sherman  Babcock.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  James  Jewett  Carnes,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Joseph  Winfleld  Boone,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Hugh  Chauncey  Johnson.  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Michael  Fitzmaurice.  Air  Corps   (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  John  Owen  Colonna,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Capt.  Charles  Calvin  Higgins,  Infantry. 

Capt.  George  Craig  Stewart.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Louis  Peter  Leone,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  Leroy  Dulaney,  Infantry. 

Capt.  James  Clarke  Carter.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Robert  McKee  Smith,  Ordnance  Department. 

Capt.  Hoyt  Sanford  Vandenberg,  Air  Corps   (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps). 


Capt.  Lawrence  Varsi  Castner.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Henry  Granville  Fisher,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Hal  Clark  Granberry.  Infantry. 

Capt.  Ralph  Mundon  Neal.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Stewart  Warren  Towle.  Jr.,  Air  Corps   (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Edwin  Britain  Howard.  Infantry. 

Capt.  John  Paul  Evans,  Infantry. 

Capt.  WUliam  Harold  Schaffer,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Allen  Dwight  Raymond.  Jr..  Infantry. 

Capt.  Walter  CorneUus  White,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  Glen  Clifford  Jamison.  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) . 

Capt.  James  Robert  Lindsay,  Jr.,  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Roy  Madison  Foster,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt.  Jose  Emilio  Olivares,  Philippine  Scouts. 

Capt.  Wayne  Latta  Barker.  Coast  Artillery  Ckjrps. 
Appointments  and  Promotions  in  the  Navy 
marine  corps 

Maj.  Curtis  W.  Legette  to  be  a  lieutenant  colonel  in  the 
Marine  Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1940. 

Capt.  James  E.  Jones  to  be  a  major  in  the  Marine  Corps 
from  the  14th  day  of  August  1939. 

Capt.  Charles  F.  Cresswell  to  be  a  major  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  14th  day  of  August  1939. 

Capt.  Samuel  K.  Bird  to  be  a  major  in  the  Marine  Corps 
from  the  1st  day  of  November  1939. 

Capt.  Martin  S.  Rahiser  to  be  a  major  in  the  Marine  Corps 
from  the  1st  day  of  April  1940. 

The  following-named  captains  to  be  majors  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1940 : 

Adolph  Zuber  Francis  H.  Brink 

Robert  E.  Hogaboom  James  Snedeker 

First  Lt.  Charles  A.  Miller  to  be  a  captain  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1939. 

The  following-named  first  lieutenants  to  be  captains  in  the 
Marine  Corps  from  the  14th  day  of  August  1939: 

Ralph  K.  Rottet  Robert  E.  Hommell 

Samuel  R.  Shaw  Frank  C.  Tharin 

Robert  S.  Fairweather  Samuel  F.  Zeller 

Henry  W.  Buse.  Jr. 

The  following-named  second  lieutenants  to  be  first  lieuten- 
ants in  the  Marine  Corps  from  the  3d  day  of  June  1940: 

Paul  R.  Byrum  Hewitt  D.  Adams 

James  C.  Bennett  James  R.  Bromeyer 

The  following-named  citizens  to  be  second  lieutenants  In 
the  Marine  Corps  from  the  25th  day  of  June  1940: 

Virgil  W.  Banning,  a  citizen  of  North  Dakota. 

John  H.  Blue,  a  citizen  of  Louisiana. 

William  F.  Frank,  a  citizen  of  Colorado. 

Harry  H.  Gaver.  Jr..  a  citizen  of  Maryland. 

John  W.  Hughes,  a  citizen  of  Vermont. 

Alan  R.  Miller,  a  citizen  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

William  E.  Pierce,  a  citizen  of  Greorgia. 

Gene  N.  Schraeder,  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvania. 

Homer  W.  Sharpenberg,  a  citizen  of  West  Virginia. 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

Vera  G.  Howell  to  be  postmaster  at  Greensboro,  Ala.,  In 
place  of  V.  G.  Howell.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 22.  1939. 

James  A.  Johnson  to  be  postmaster  at  Tuskegee  Institute, 
Ala.,  in  place  of  J.  B.  Washington,  deceased. 

CALIFORNIA 

May  C.  Baker  to  be  postmaster  at  Paradise,  Calif.,  In  place 
of  M.  C.  Baker.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  2, 

1940. 

Mark  E.  Geeting  to  be  postmaster  at  Placentia,  Calif..  In 
place  of  Talbot  Bielefeldt.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  22,  1940. 

FLORIDA 

James  O.  Parker  to  be  postmaster  at  Mayo.  Fla.,  in  place 
of  H.  M.  Edwards,  transferred- 
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GEORGIA 

Bernard  Franklin  to  be  postmaster  at  Calhoun.  Ga.,  in 
place  of  B.  Y.  Dickey,  deceased. 

ILLINOIS 

Chrystal  W.  Beckett  to  be  postmaster  at  Golden,  HI.,  in 
place  of  C.  W.  Beckett.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  8.  1939. 

INDIANA 

Norman  R.  Billieu  to  be  postmaster  at  Westport,  Ind.,  in 
place  of  O.  F.  Bandeen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19,  1940. 

IOWA 

Charles  J.  Cash,  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Anamosa,  Iowa, 
in  place  of  C.  J.  Cash,  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1.  1940. 

Benjamin  Roy  Bogenrlef  to  be  postmaster  at  Hinton.  Iowa, 
in  place  of  B.  R.  Bogenrief.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
July  1.  1940. 

Oliver  Van  Syoc  to  be  postmaster  at  Milo,  Iowa,  in  place 
of  Oliver  Van  Syoc.  Incumbent's  conmiission  expired  July  1, 
1940. 

Cecilia  R.  Mead  to  be  postmaster  at  Oto,  Iowa,  in  place 
of  L.  W.  McCleerey,  removed. 

KANSAS 

Fairfax  Barnes  to  be  postmaster  at  Oswego.  Kans.,  in  place 
of  J.  C.  Carpenter,  deceased. 

Paul  E.  Tubbs  to  be  postmaster  at  Turon,  Kans.,  in  place 
of  I.  J.  CcJopy,  deceased. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Susan  P.  Twiss  to  be  postmaster  at  Three  Rivers.  Mass., 
in  place  of  S.  F.  Twiss.  Incumbent's  conmiission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 

MINNESOTA 

Eric  Lind  to  be  postmaster  at  Chisago  City,  Minn..  In  place 
of  Eric  Lind.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  25 
1940. 

MONTANA 

Mary  S.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Hot  Springs.  Mont.,  in 
place  of  M.  C.  DeMers.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
22.  1938. 

NEBRASKA 

Weaver  Jennings  Holliday  to  be  postmaster  at  Stuart, 
Nebr..  in  place  of  W.  J.  Holliday.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  June  1,  1940. 

NEW  JERSEY 

John  J.  Sanders  to  be  postmaster  at  Allentown,  N.  J.,  in 
place  of  J.  J.  Sanders.  Incmnbent's  commission  expired  June 
25.  1940. 

Herbert  Schneider  to  be  postmaster  at  Riverside,  N.  J.,  in 
place  of  Herbert  Schneider.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  16,  1940. 

NKW  YORK 

Thomas  P.  English  to  be  postmaster  at  Elmsford,  N.  Y.,  in 
place  of  T.  P.  English.  Incmnbent's  conmiission  expired  Jan- 
uary 20,  1940. 

Americo  Masucci  to  be  postmaster  at  Sparldll,  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  Americo  Masucci.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
20.  1940. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

William  P.  Van  Hoy  to  be  postmaster  at  Yadkinville.  N.  C, 
in  place  of  C.  N.  Dobbins.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  4,  1940. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Ernest  J.  Collette  to  be  postmaster  at  Grand  Porks.  N.  Dak.. 
In  place  of  M.  T.  Ness.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  25.  1940. 

Gladyce  J.  Schultz  to  be  postmaster  at  Tappen,  N.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  J.  M.  Buck,  removed. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Charles  R.  Graham  to  be  postmaster  at  Millmont,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  C.  G.  Kleckner.  Incumbent's  commission  exiMred 
July  1.  1940. 


Harry  P.  Rieser  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Leesport.  Pa.,  in 
place  of  C.  B.  Rothenberger.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  13,  1936. 

Milton  R.  Luft  to  be  postmaster  at  Wjromissing,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  M.  R.  Luft    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  20, 1940. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Helen  E.  Becker,  to  be  postmaster  at  Turton.  S.  Dak..  In 
place  of  H.  E.  Becker.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  28,  1940. 

James  L.  Simpson  to  be  iwstmaster  at  Veblen.  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  J.  L.  Simpson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  16.  1940. 

TEXAS 

Leon  W.  Rutland  to  be  postmaster  at  Commerce,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  D.  N.  Hargrave,  deceased. 

UTAH 

David  John  Black  to  be  postmaster  at  Blandlng,  Utah,  in 
place  of  W.  Z.  Black,  deceased. 

VERMONT 

William  H.  Lang  to  be  postmaster  at  Beecher  Falls.  Vt. 
Office  became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

VIRGINIA 

Louise  J.  Taylor  to  be  postmaster  at  Beaverdam,  Va..  in 
place  of  L.  J.  Taylor.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
24,  1940. 

Anne  L.  Bowman  to  be  postmaster  at  Bonny  Blue,  Va.,  in 
place  of  L.  M.  Raybmn,  resigned. 

Walter  E.  Groves  to  be  postmaster  at  Buckroe  Beach.  Va. 
OfiBce  became  Presidential  July  1.  1938. 

Ashby  W.  Mayo  to  be  postmaster  at  Scottsville,  Va.,  in  place 
of  S.  R.  Gault,  deceased. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Grace  Loving  to  be  postmaster  at  Eccles.  W.  Va..  in  place 
of  Levi  Gay.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  23 
1940. 

WISCONSIN 

Quiren  M.  Groessl  to  be  postmaster  at  Algoma,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  Q.  M.  Groessl.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
19,  1940. 

Nellie  Drew  to  be  postmaster  at  Footville,  Wis.,  in  place  of 
Nellie  Drew.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  July  1,  1940. 

Harry  L.  WiUiams  to  be  postmaster  at  Hazel  Green,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  H.  L.  Williams.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  25,  1940. 

Charles  V.  Porter  to  be  postmaster  at  Menomonie.  Wis.,  in 
place  of  C.  V.  Porter.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
1,  1940. 

Charles  I.  Nixon  to  be  postmaster  at  Ontario,  Wis.,  in  place 
of  Edward  Stackman.  retired. 

Fred  V.  Stephen  -^o  be  postmaster  at  Shulkburg,  Wis.  in 
place  of  F.  V.  Stephan.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  19,  1940.  ^ 


CONFTRMA'nONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  July  3  (leg' 

islative  day  of  July  1)   1940 

Postmasters 
california 
Harry  S.  Sumners.  Artesia. 
Royal  F.  Hiebert,  Central  Valley. 
Editlj  Irvin,  Clearwater. 
Ira  H.  Arbuckle.  Clovis. 
Velma  Betty  Doheney.  Hynes. 
Percy  W.  Helena.  Los  Altos.  * 

Gertrude  Ford.  Pacific  Palisades. 
George  P.  Erwin.  Sanitarium. 
Josephine  Zucca.  Selby.  i 

Hazel  E.  Avise,  Walnut  Creek. 


IOWA 


August  C.  Soer.  Victor. 
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KANSAS 

Edward  P.  Funke,  Bums. 
Rollie  O.  Tobias,  Liberal. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

J.  Walter  Brown,  Brimfleld. 

MICHIGAH 

George  W.  Leonard,  Delton. 
Ferdinand  J.  Longe,  Sebewaing. 

I  MONTANA 

Ora  M.  Freeman,  Lima. 
Thomas  E.  Devore,  Whitehall. 

NEBRASKA 

George  M.  Gaskill.  Albion. 
Charles  R.  Larson,  Bertrand. 
Erwin  E.  Gardner,  Curtis. 
Richard  M.  Britt,  Doniphan. 
William  Nelson,  Spencer. 

NEW  YORK 

Sidney  A.  Herzig.  Beaver  Falls. 
Helen  B.  Brown.  Gilbertsville. 
Victor  Vergata,  Greenvale. 
Glen  H.  Smith.  Mexico. 
Anna  W.  Cohan,  Palmer. 
Oren  O.  Hunter,  Parish. 
Thomas  Q.  Quinlan.  Pavilion. 
Clarence  A.  Lockwood.  Schroon  Lake. 
Howard  Bell.  Woodstock. 

NORTH   CAROLINA 

Oliver  L.  HolTman.  Mount  Holly. 
Leon  A.  Mann.  Newport. 
James  C.  Parrls,  Valdese. 

I  NORTH    DAKOTA 

Sophie  Ovedia  Doyle.  Belfield. 
Kathryn  I.  Seaborn,  Dickey. 

OKLAHOMA 

Oscar  Speed,  Sayre. 

UTAH 

Robert  H.  Barton.  Layton. 

VIRCnOA 

Alden  D.  Rader,  Stuarts  Draft. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

WEDNESDAY,  JULY  3,    1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery.  D.  D..  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

O  Light  of  God.  fall  on  life's  common  ways  where  human 
lives  are  thronging  in  toU  and  weakness.  Let  understanding 
and  courage  come  with  the  realization  that  religion  is  an 
experience  of  comfort,  rest,  and  security;  thus  can  discontent 
be  driven  out  and  the  shadows  of  the  future  lifted;  impress 
us  that  physical  ease  is  not  civilization.  Inspire  our  people 
to  take  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount  and  translate  its  principles 
of  honesty,  purity,  and  unselfishness  into  good  citizenship. 
Under  God  let  the  world  of  strife  be  shut  out  and  the  brother- 
hood of  man  shut  in.  O  Master  of  the  lonely  way,  show  this 
drooping,  bleeding  world  anew  the  wonders  that  make  men 
free.  Deepen  in  us  the  most  earnest  concern  for  peace,  for 
suffering  humanity,  and  for  a  passion  for  human  freedom 
and  for  social  justice.  O  crown  us  with  conviction  and  not 
bigotry,  with  self-respect  and  not  vanity,  and  with  meekness 
and  power  We  pray  that  cur  strength  may  be  as  the  strength 
of  ten  because  our  hearts  are  pure.  Grant  that  any  burdened 
one  may  bear  patiently  the  cross  of  grief  and  pain.  Let  come 
the  wisdom  and  the  peace  of  God  to  dwell  with  our  Speaker 
and  the  Congress.  In  the  name  of  our  ever-living  Saviour. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 


MESSAGES    FROM    THE    PRESIDENT 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  were  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Latta, 
one  of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the  House  that  on 
the  following  date  the  President  approved  and  signed  bills 
of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

On  July  2.  1940:  ^.  . 

H.  R.  1167.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  Black  Hills  Methodist 

Hospital,  of  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.: 

H.  R.  1846.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Malachy  Ryan; 

H.  R.  2946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Naoma  Kinder,  a  minor; 

H.R.  3925.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Evelyn  L.  Ratcliffe; 

H.R.4148.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  S.  Arthur,  as 
executrix  of  the  estate  of  Richard  M.  Arthur,  deceased; 

H.R. 4185.  An  act  to  repatriate  native-bom  women  resi- 
dents of  the  United  States  who  have  heretofore  lost  their 
citizenship  by  marriage  to  an  alien; 

H.R.  4412.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Beatrice  Lois  Rucker; 

H.  R.  5424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E.  J.  McCardle; 

H.R.  5569.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Stuart  Bastow; 

H.  R.  5823.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Morrissey  Construction 
Co.; 

H.  R.  6207.  An  act  to  amend  section  2810  (a) ,  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  to  exclude  petroleum  stills  from  the  require- 
inent  of  registration; 

H.  R.  6408.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  dam  and  dike  for  preventing 
the  flow  of  tidal  waters  into  North  Slough  in  Coos  County, 

Oreg.; 

H.  R.  6443.  An  act  to  permit  certain  aliens  whose  childhood 
was  spent  in  the  United  States,  if  eligible  to  citizenship,  to 
become  naturalized  without  filing  declaration  of  intention; 

H.  R.  6686.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  T.  Jack  Neal; 

H.  R.  6730.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Edward  P.  Glenn,  Jr.; 

H.  R.  6737.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  D.  Green; 

H.  R.  7865.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  for  the  regulation  of 
the  practice  of  dentistry  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for 
the  protection  of  the  people  from  empiricism  in  relation 
thereto,  approved  June  6,  1892,  and  acts  amendatory  thereof; 

H.  R.  7880.  An  act  for  relief  of  Edna  Emery; 

H.  R.  7914.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Simon  A.  Brieger,  as 
legal  representative  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Gerald  Brieger, 
a  deceased  minor; 

H.  R.  8172.  An  act  to  amend  section  5  of  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  June  26,  1906.  relative  to  the  Alaska  salmon  fishery; 

H.R. 8252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Owen; 

H.R. 8285.  An  act  to  limit  the  importation  of  products 
mEide.  produced,  processed,  or  mined  under  process  covered 
by  imexpired  valid  United  States  patents,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

H.  R.  8414.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  E.  Molster,  for- 
mer disbursing  clerk  for  the  Department  of  Commerce  and 
the  National  Recovery  Administration;  J.  L.  Summers,  de- 
ceased, former  chief  disbursing  clerk,  Division  of  Disburse- 
ment, Treasury  Department;  and  Guy  P.  Allen,  chief 
disbursing  officer.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  De- 
partment; 

H.  R.  8910.  An  act  providing  for  the  extension  of  nonquota 
status  to  Frederick  Beck; 

H.  R.  8919.  An  act  to  authorize  the  setting  aside  of  an  area 
within  the  Canal  Zone  to  preserve  and  conserve  its  natural 
features  for  scientific  study,  for  providing  and  maintaining 
facilities  for  such  study,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R.  9063.  An  act  authorizing  the  Administrator  of  the 
Federal  Works  Agency  to  transfer  certain  property  in  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  to  the  city  and  county  of  San  Francisco 

for  street  purposes; 

H.  R.  9299.  An  act  to  amend  section  10  of  chapter  5  of 
Public  Act  No.  436,  Seventy-third  Congress,  approved  June  19, 
1934; 

H.  R.  9391.  An  act  to  amend  section  40,  National  Defense 
Act,  as  amended,  relating  to  the  organization  of  the  Reserve 
Officers'  Training  Carps,  so  as  to  provide  for  an  exception  witli 
respect  to  the  University  of  Alaska; 

H.R. 9850.  An  aict  to  expedite  the  strengthening  of  the 
national  defense; 
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H.  R.  9509.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Ohio  River 
at  or  near  Shawneetown,  Bl.; 

H.  R.  9594.  An  act  to  amend  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Do- 
mestic Allotment  Act,  as  amended,  the  Agricultural  Adjust- 
ment Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9618.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Susque- 
hanna River  at  or  near  the  city  of  Harrisbiu^,  Pa.; 

H.  R.  9633.  An  act  to  enlarge  and  extend  the  power  and 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Education  over  degree-conferring 
Institutions  operating  within  the  District  of  Columbia; 

H.  R.  9791.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Un- 
employm.ent  Compensation  Act; 

H.  R.  9804.  An  act  to  amend  and  clarify  section  6,  subsec- 
tion 2,  of  the  act  approved  June  1.  1938,  known  as  "Juvenile 
Court  Act  of  the  District  of  Columbia,"  and  for  other 
purposes; 

H.  R.  9899.  An  act  extending  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority  ever  certain  air-mail  services,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9907.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  recording  and  releas- 
ing of  liens  by  entries  on  certificates  of  title  for  motor  vehicles 
and  trailers,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9920.  An  act  authorizing  the  county  of  Lawrence, 
Ohio,  to  acquire  and  oi)erate  as  a  unit  certain  privately  owned 
toll  bridges  across  the  Ohio  River  adjoining  such  county; 

H.  R.  9927.  An  act  declaring  a  forfeiture  of  certain  land 
heretofore  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the  board  of  com- 
missioners of  the  Orleans  Levee  District,  in  the  city  of  New 
Orleans,  State  of  Louisiana,  for  levee  and  street  purposes; 
and 

H.  R.  10009.  An  act  to  amend  section  13  (d)  of  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act. 

ORDER  or  BUSINESS 

Mr.  RATBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  this  time  in  order 
to  make  a  imanimous-consent  request  and  to  make  an 
explanation. 

It  is  the  idea  that  when  we  adjourn  today  we  will  adjourn 
until  tomorrow  and  before  I  take  my  seat  I  will  make  a  unani- 
mous-consent request  that  when  we  adjourn  tomorrow  we 
adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

I  understand  the  gentleman  from  New  York  fMr.  Reed] 
desires  to  interrogate  me. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  suggest  that,  for  the  benefit  of 
those  present  who  may  have  plans  for  over  the  week  end,  we 
might  have  some  idea  of  the  status  of  affairs  for  the  coming 
week. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  FV)r  next  week,  of  course,  Monday  is  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  day.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  have  any 
legislation  or  not.  When  they  get  through,  then  the  so-called 
Mexican  claims  bill  will  be  taken  up  for  completion.  I  think 
there  remain  30  minutes  of  general  debate  on  that  bill,  and 
then  we  will  proceed  to  dispose  of  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  MANsriELDl  Informs  me 
that  they  must  come  back  for  a  separate  vote  on  the  so-called 
Mundt  amendment  to  the  stream -pollution  bill.  A  great 
many  Members — and  I  say  this  to  both  sides  of  the  House — 
are  talking  to  me  about  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
bill,  or  an  increase  in  their  power.  Yesterday  when  the  roll 
was  called  273  Members  answered.  That  is  more  than  150 
Members  short  of  the  complete  membership.  I  doubt  very 
seriously.  I  will  say  to  those  who  are  interested  in  that  mat- 
ter, if  it  would  be  a  wise  thing  to  bring  it  up  next  week.  I 
might  say  that  when  the  minority  leader  was  here  and  before 
we  adjourned  he  and  I  spoke  about  the  adjournment  for  next 
week  over  the  Democratic  convention.  As  I  remember  it,  we 
were  talking  about  adjourning  on  Tliursday  over  to  the  fol- 
lowing Monday  week.  Of  course,  that  makes  a  very  short 
week  if  we  do  that.  There  is  another  thing  that  is  Impor- 
tant, and  this  has  not  yet  been  determined,  and  I  know  a 


great  many  Members  are  tremendously  Interested  In  It.  The 
people  who  have  in  charge  the  so-called  Hatch  bill  have  been 
very  fine  in  not  insisting  on  calling  it  up  suddenly,  but  before 
we  had  the  adjournment  for  the  Republican  convention  it 
was  tentatively  agreed  that  it  would  come  up  next  week. 
Whether  or  not,  with  250  or  235  Members  present,  those  in 
charge  of  that  bill  will  want  to  call  it  up  I  dp  not  know. 
I  am  committed  to  allow  it  to  come  up  next  week  if  they 
insist.  However,  I  think  it  would  be  the  better  part  of  judg- 
ment if  they  allowed  it  to  go  over  until  after  the  convention, 
when  the  Members  will  be  here. 

Now,  that  is  all  I  know  of  that  may  come  up  next  week. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  My  understanding  was  that  the  Hatch 
bill  was  to  come  up  on  next  Tuesday. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.     That  has  been  the  hope. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Then  imless  other  arrangements  are 
made,  it  will  be  called  up  on  Tuesday? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Yes;  but  I  may  say  this:  Unless  we  get 
through  with  the  Mexican  claims  bill  in  time  to  take  up  Judge 
Mansfield's  matter,  which  will  be  a  question  of  only  1  hour 
if  all  the  time  is  used.  I  would  like  to  bring  that  up  first  on 
Tuesday.  If  it  is  insisted  upon,  I  am  willing  for  the  Hatch  bill 
to  follow  that. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  there  are  a 
great  number  on  this  side  who  are  absent  because  there  is 
nothing  to  do  here.  If  the  Hatch  bill  is  to  come  up  on  Tues- 
day, they  will  be  here  and  we  would  like  an  opportunity  to 
notify  them. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  that  by  to- 
morrow. I  hope,  and  certainly  by  Friday,  It  can  be  definitely 
determined  whether  the  Hatch  bill  is  coming  up  and  the 
Office  of  each  Member  will  be  notified  if  It  is. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  There  will  be  no  effort 
made  to  adjourn  Congress,  will  there? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  There  wiU  be  an  effort  made  to  adjourn 
Congress  over  the  Democratic  convention  the  same  as  we  did 
over  the  Republican  convention. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  But  not  to  adjourn 
permanently,  not  a  sine  die  adjournment? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  have  been  home  for  5  d&ys,  looked  at 
my  cattle,  and  looked  over  my  crops.  I  am  perfectly  resigned 
to  stay.  I  can  warm  this  chair  leather  just  as  long  as  any- 
body and  be  perfectly  satisfied  about  it.     [Applause.] 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  There  Is  a  great  inter- 
national crisis  and  we  should  not  adjourn  sine  die. 

ADJOXTRNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  tomorrow  It  adjourn  to  meet 
on  Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 
There  was  no  objection. 

KG  LYWCHIHGS  IH  AMERICA 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  In  this  dark  hour  In  the  world's 
destiny,  when  the  dogs  of  war  are  snarling,  barking,  or  biting 
In  almost  every  nation  on  earth,  there  is  one  and  only  one 
preeminent  consideration  in  every  mind — preparation  for 
peace  by  national  defense. 

But  I  do  not  think  it  amiss  to  mention  with  pride,  Joy.  and 

graUtude  to  Providence  a  victory  upon  another  fighting  front 

in  the  war  against  crime.  * 

There  has  been  no  lynching  in  the  United  States  In  1940 

The  last  lynching  was  on  April  1. 1939.    Four  hundred  and 

fifty-eight  days  have  come  and  gone  since  then,  without  mob 
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violence.    Pour     hundred     and     fifty-eight     victory     days. 
[Applause.] 

Every  Member  of  Congress.  I  am  sure,  feels  as  I  do.  that 
this  achievement  should  be  noted,  not  in  self-satisfaction  and 
restful  complacency,  but  as  a  challenge  to  renewed  and  in- 
creased effort  to  keep  our  national  escutcheon  permanently 
clean  of  the  stain  of  mob  murder.     [Applause.] 

This  fact  is  also  certified  In  humble  gratitude  to  Almighty 
God  for  His  inspiration  and  leadership  in  this  conquering 
Struggle  for  righteousness. 

We  cannot  be  too  oft  reminded  that  lynching  is.  as  it  should 
be — definitely  on  the  way  out.  In  the  first  year  for  which 
accurate  records  were  kept— 1892 — there  were  231  persons 
lynched  in  the  United  States.  In  1939  there  was  one.  And 
he  was  a  white  man.  I  know  that  some  authorities  charge 
that  there  were  three,  but  I  have  investigated  each  one  of 
these  three  alleged  lynchings  and  solemnly  certify  that  there 
is  no  evidence  to  substantiate  the  charge  in  two  of  the  three 
cases.  In  my  speech  on  this  floor  on  January  10.  1940. 1  gave 
the  unvarnished  facts.  Suffice  it  to  say  now  that  one  was  a 
murder  committed  by  two  men.  Every  so-called  antilynching 
bill  has  defined  lynching  as  killing  by  a  mob  composed  of  three 
or  more  persons.  Murder  by  two  men  is  not  lynching. 
In  another  of  the  three  cases  a  body,  long  dead,  was  found. 
There  was  no  evidence  whatsoever  of  any  mob  violence.  It 
may  or  may  not  have  been  a  lynching.  The  third  case  un- 
questionably was  a  lynching  by  a  mob  compo.sed  of  four  or 
five  men.  The  victim  was  white.  But  whether  there  was 
one  or  two  or  three  lynchings  in  1939,  the  record  proves  be- 
yond the  shadow  of  a  doubt  that  this  crime  is  being  utterly 
eradicated.  It  is  being  eradicated  by  the  only  force  that  can 
eradicate  it.  namely,  enlightened  local  infiuence.  Local  self- 
government  has  wrought  this  miracle. 

It  seems  to  me  that  even  in  times  like  these,  when  civiliza- 
tion is  almost  forgotten,  when  humanity  is  drowning  in  a 

sea  of  blood,  and  when  every  exertion  should  be  bent  toward 
keeping  the  gates  of  wrath  from  closing  the  way  of  hope,  this 
record  of  achievement  is  worthy  of  the  attention  of  Congress. 

God  bless  America,  and  every  effort  that  is  being  made  to 
make  her  a  better  land  in  which  to  live. 

God  bless  America,  and  rededicate  us  all.  with  renewed  zeal 
and  high  hope,  to  the  continuing  fight  for  peace  in  America, 
as  well  as  for  America.     [Applause.] 

IHere  the  gavel  fell.l 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude therein  a  short  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr.  Mitchell  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

I     EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  three  particulars:  First,  to  insert 
in  the  Record  a  speech  delivered  by  me  over  the  radio  on 
democracy  and  defense;  second,  to  Include  my  minority 
report  on  the  bill  H.  R.  5939;  and  third,  to  extend  my  re- 
marks by  including  a  statement  entitled  "The  Record  Closes" 
by  Ralph  P.  Burkheart.  I  am  informed  by  the  Government 
Printing  Office  that  this  will  take  1%  pages  at  a  cost  of  $79. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  two  particulars. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend iny  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a 


graduaUon  address  I  made  a  number  of  years  ago  on  the 
subject  of  universal  empire. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOEHNE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein 
three  short  tables  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  the  Census 
of  Manufactures,  and  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  for  a  double  purpose: 
First.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in 
the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a  survey  of  the  historical 
work  done  by  the  W.  P.  A.  in  America;  and.  secondly,  I  desire 
to  extend  my  remarks  by  Including  therein  a  speech  by  the 
Honorable  Charles  ,G.  Binderup  on  the  subject  Will  Democ- 
racy Survive? 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  address  delivered  by  Phillip  D.  Reed,  chairman  of  the 
board  of  the  General  Electric  Co.,  before  the  United  States 
Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION   TO  ADDRESS   THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  10  minutes  today  after  the  disposition 
of  the  special  order  that  has  been  heretofore  entered. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SCmPPLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  an  editorial  from  a  Grafton  (W.  Va.)  news- 
paper. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  SchzfflerI? 

There  wsts  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOTTSB 
Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  10  minutes  today  following  the  address 
by  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Dondero]. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  HxnshawJ? 
There  was  no  objection. 

COMPtTLSORY  MILITARY  TRAININa 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute  at  this  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  HinshawJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  imderstand  that  the  Sen- 
ate Committee  on  Military  Affairs  has  been  considering  this 
morning  the  Burke -Wadsworth  bill  providing  for  compulsory 
military  training  and  a  selective  draft  for  that  purpose.  If 
I  may  do  so,  I  would  like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  the  thought  that  it  may  be  advisable  to 
Include  In  either  that  bill,  if  jwssible,  or  In  a  companion  bill, 
a  means  of  providing  a  moratorium  for  the  benefit  of  those 
who  are  going  to  be  included  In  that  training  program. 
Many  of  these  people  are  purchasing  homes  or  are  aiding 
their  parents  in  the  purchase  of  homes  and  they  may  have 
other  Indebtednesses  which  can  hardly  be  supported  by  the 
proposed  pay  of  $5  a  month.  I  suggest  that  those  who  are  in 
charge  of  this  legislation  give  that  matter  earnest  considera- 
tion in  order  to  alleviate  a  very  serious  condition  which  may 
arise  among  those  who  may  be  so  drafted. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSX 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  on  Tuesday  next,  at  the  conclusion  ol  business  in  order 
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for  the  day  and  after  any  other  special  orders  heretofore 
entered.  I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  15 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  HomcAiv]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  two 
editorials  from  local  papers. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  AngellI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION    TO   ADDRESS   THE   HOUSE 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  BollesI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  with  poignant  grief  that 
I  was  absent  yesterday  afternoon  and  failed  to  listen  to  the 
language  of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin  1 
when  he  traveled  the  labyrinthian  maze  of  sequipedalian 
verbiage  to  an  unknown  destination. 

It  reminds  me  of  the  story  of  a  Negro  in  Tupelo,  Miss.,  who 
was  going  home  one  stormy  night  with  a  slab  of  white  meat 
and  a  sack  of  hominy  grits.  There  was  much  thunder  and 
very  little  lightning.  So  he  got  off  his  mule,  got  down  on  his 
marrow  bones,  and  he  said,  "O  God.  if  it  is  all  the  same  to  you, 
give  me  more  light  and  less  noise."    [Laughter  and  applause.l 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
special  orders  heretofore  entered  for  today,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  15  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bender  1? 

There  was-  no  objection. 
rirjixiu  AinnvKRSABT  or  the  AomssioN  of  the  state  of  idaho 

_,..-^  INTO   THE   UNION 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Sj)eaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Idaho  [Mr.  DworshakJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker.  50  years  ago  today,  on 
July  3,  1890.  President  Harrison  signed  the  bill  providing  for 
the  admission  of  the  State  of  Idaho  into  the  Union,  adding  a 
forty-third  star  to  our  flag.  The  Territory  of  Idaho  had  been 
created  by  act  of  Congress  March  3.  1863. 

Last  evening  I  read  with  much  interest  the  Congressional 
Records  of  50  years  ago  containing  accounts  of  the  discussions 
and  debates  incident  to  consideration  of  the  statehood  bills  in 
both  House  and  Senate.  The  Territory's  population  at  that 
time  wEis  about  90,000,  and  a  question  was  raised  by  some  con- 
gressional opponents  over  provisions  of  the  State  constitution 
which  had  been  adopted  in  November  of  1889  relating  to 
requirements  for  qualified  electors. 

The  Honorable  Fred  T.  Dubois,  then  Territorial  Delegate 
from  Idaho,  after  making  an  impressive  presentation  of 
factual  Information,  declared: 

Idaho,  in  its  material  embodiment,  is  large  enoxigh.  rich  enough, 
and  prolific  enough  to  serve  as  a  theater  for  the  activities  of  a  great 
American  community  for  more  centuries  than  mortal  beings  are 
warranted  to  think  or  dream  about.  Partly  by  her  comjnon  in- 
heritance In  the  beneficent  forces  of  nature  and  partly  by  a  bounti- 
ful endowment  all  her  own,  she  is  able  to  tender  to  the  custodians  of 
the  national  welfare  every  reasonable  guaranty  and  prospect  that 
she  will  be  no  laggard  in  the  never-ceasing  onward  race. 

The  citizens  of  the  Gem  State  today  are  celebrating  this 
golden  anniversary  of  statehood  with  pride  in  the  achieve- 
ments cf  those  sturdy  pioneers  who  gave  us  a  heritage  of 
tnie  Americanism.  Their  inspiration  has  made  it  possible  to 
keep  faith  with  that  pledge  to  the  Union  made  50  years  ago. 

Today  Idaho  has  a  population  of  about  565.000,  but  it  has 
attained  high  rank  by  virtue  of  its  rich  mineral,  timber,  and 
agricultural  resources.    More  recently  there  has  been  recog- 


nition of  the  Importance  of  the  vast  recreational  possibilities 
of  her  majestic  moimtains  and  streams,  as  well  as  her  highly 
desirable  climate,  and  increasing  numl)ers  of  Americans 
annually  visit  this  wonderland. 

These  material  resources  are  essential,  but  far  more  valu- 
able is  the  intelligent  appUcation  of  our  human  resources. 
The  pioneers  of  a  half  centiur  ago  displayed  vision  and  re- 
sourcefulness in  laying  the  groundwork  of  a  great  Common- 
wealth. Considerable  progress  has  been  recorded,  but  much 
remains  to  be  done  in  the  wise  utilization  of  our  resources  and 
in  promoting  the  welfare  of  our  citizens.  The  challenge  to 
this  and  subsequent  generations  is  to  discharge  their  responsi- 
bilities of  citizenship,  to  forge  ahead  to  greater  accomplish- 
ments, and  to  add  luster  to  their  legacy. 

Today  I  have  arranged  to  have  a  flag  flown  over  the  Capitol 
at  Washington  in  commemoration  of  50  years  of  statehood  for 
Idaho  and  in  tribute  to  those  valiant  Americans  who  made 
possible  Idaho's  admission  into  the  Union.     [Applause.l 

VACATING    PROCEEDINGS    BY   WHICH    BILL    PASSED 

Mr.  PADDIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  proceedings  by  which  the  bill  S.  3926  passed  the  House 
yesterday  be  vacated  and  that  further  action  on  the  bill  be 
indefinitely  postponed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania?  ^ 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION   OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  KITCHENS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  statement  made  by  one  Wendell  L.  Willkie  in  f\)rtune  Maga- 
zine of  April  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas?  ^ 

There  was  no  objection.  ^  • 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  an  address  delivered  by  me  on  the  Wagner  Act  and  the 
amendments  thereto. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Utah? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 

telegram  and  several  excerpts  from  letters,  congressional 
hearings,  and  judicial  opinions. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Delegate  from  Alaska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PtTLMER  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

PATENTS  FOR   LANDS   HELD   TTNDER    COLOR   OF   TITLE VETO   MESSAGE 

FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES    (H.  DOC.  NO.  863) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  veto 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  H.  R.  T736,  entitled 
"A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue 
patents  for  lands  held  under  color  of  title." 

The  proposed  legislation  directs  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior, upon  payment  of  $1.25  per  acre,  to  issue  patents  to 
public  lands  in  Monroe  County,  Mich.,  which  have  been  held 
in  good  faith  and  in  peaceable,  adverse  ix>ssession  by  citizens 
of  the  United  States  and  their  ancestors  or  grantors  for  more 
than  20  years. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has  advised  me  that  the 
lands  which  would  be  affected  by  this  legislation,  if  approved, 
are  prospectively  valuable  for  oil  and  gas.  The  proposed 
legislation  does  not  provide  for  a  reservation  to  the  United 
States  of  the  mineral  deposits  in  the  lands. 

While  the  long-continued  occupancy  of  these  lands  entitles 
the  claimants  to  equitable  consideration,  I  do  not  think  the 
United  States  should  issue  patents  to  the  lands,  except  with 
a  reservation  to  it  of  the  oil  and  gas  and  other  mineral  deposits 
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therein,  together  with  the  right  to  prospect  for,  mine  and 
remove  the  same,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

FRANKLIN  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  3.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  message  and 
the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  PubUc  Lands  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr  DeROUEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 
Mr"  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  regrettable,  indeed, 
that  "the  President  felt  called  upon  to  veto  this  bill.  The 
equities  are  all  with  those  few  individuals,  residents  of  Monroe 
county,  Mich.,  who.  through  no  fault  of  their  own.  will  te 
called  upon  to  pay  toll  because  of  an  arbitrary  general  law 
which  was  never  intended  to  apply  to  their  lands. 

I  am  a  thorough  believer  in  conservation  and  reserving 
to  the  Government  its  natural  resources.    This  proposed  law 
however,  does  not  conflict  with  this  theory.    I  have  not  had 
an  op^nunity  to  study  the  reasons  for  the  veto.    However 
the  veVo  message  just  read  Indicates  that  there  may  be  oU 
or  minerals  underlying   the  few  acres  of   land  ^n  Monroe 
county  covered  by  this  bill.    This  is  a  possibility,  and  not  a 
probabimy     Be  that  as  it  may.  the  Govermnent  presumed 
{hat  it  had  patented  these  lands  the  same  as  the  rest  of 
Sonr^  county.     U  a  few  acres  here  ^^d  there    Uirough 
technical  mistake,  were  not  formaUy  conj;ey^/°/^^„f  J^I 
pants  and  owners,  it  does  not  seem  right  or  just  that  the 
present  occupants  of  these  small  parcels  of  land,  sprinkled 
Sve^  several  townships,  should  be  prevented    rom  ever  ac- 
quiring title  to  their  land.     M  the  President's  veto  is  ad- 
Se^  to    it  will  mean  that  the  owners  of  these  lost  lands 
wU^ever  be  able  to  acquire  complete  title.     For  mstance.  a 
TaLer  owr^   100  acres  of  land  in  Monroe  County.     Pos- 
LXin  the  center  of  the  farm  somewhere,  f  or  3  acres  ha^e 
nev^r  been  patented  by  the  Government  to  ^he  farmer  or  Ws 
nredecessors      Therefore,    there    is    no    way    whereby    that 
farmer  c^n  ever  completely  own  this  small  patch  in  the  mid- 
Se^f  his  own  farm     This  affects  his  title,  makes  it  impos- 
Sble  for  him  to  give  clear  UUe  to  his  farm,  and  makes  it 
toS)sLble  for  him  to  mortgage  his  farm  to  a  Government 
Sfg  agency,  for  the  sole  reason  that  he  cannot  show  per- 

^"l\^i:!%urif'?SeTeX"r:'or  the  House  and  Senate  could 
devot?the^ime  to  this  matter,  and  understood  it  ^  I  unde. 
stand  it  the  bUl  would  be  passed  over  the  veto.    However,  i 
r^Uze  tWs  is  a  small  matter,  not  of  national  importance     I 
appreciate  that  it  is  practically  impossible  to  pass  a  bill  of 

thTSnd  over  the  President's  veto.  J^/lJ^JJ^^^^iSi; 
there  is  not  much  left  to  be  done  about  it^  The  biU  will  go 
back  to  the  committee  and  that  ends  the  matter 

I  shall,  however,  introduce  a  new  bill,  reserving  the  oU  and 
minera  rights,  as  required  in  the  veto  message,  and  I  hope 
Sat  the  iuY  t;.  amended  will  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 

™must  not  forget  that  after  consideration  the  Riblic 
Lands  committee  of  the  House  favorably  reported  the  bill 
unanimously:  that  the  House  passed  the  bill  unammously 
mat  the  senate  Public  Lands  Committee  favorably  reported 
Se  b  11  u^nimously;  and  that  the  Senate  after  an  explana- 
tion of  the  bill  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  passed  the  bill 
SSanSiously  The  objection  ^ai-d  by  the  President  was  not 
^iieeested  by  the  representatives  of  the  Department  of  the 
inferior  either  to  the  Public  Lands  Committee  of  the  House 
or  the  like  committee  of  the  Senate.  ,  .     ,    ,    w^^oir. 

By  virtue  of  the  privilege  granted  to  me,  I  include  herein 
excerpts  from  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Public 
Lands  of  the  House: 
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water  front  and  extended  back.  •«='">*  fJ^^J'^.^i^jYan'S  valyS?  m 
so  that  the  settler's  claim  was  a  very  narrow  suip  ol  lana  vary  ^ 

depth  up  to  IVj  miles  and  more.  territory   Into 

In   1819   the  Government  surveyed  much   of  Uilfl  wmwr^^ 
townships  and  ^tlons.    These  French  claimants  were  ajreaayir^ing 
on  their  claims  and  In  possession  of  ^»^e«fj°^8'  ^T^!^  "ty 

"a ?nt  Cth™  iw'en,  who  were  »«tl«l  to  .uch  benefits  to* 

po^TonTtie?and.  but  'ailed  ,»S'>S''">^JSS.  P^^^ 
that   is.  these   original   settlers  neglected   to  do  that   wnicn  woui 

^^SJ^?eSnf''<Scip^fi  "ofthS^landt  and  their  predeces.sors  m 
tit]?  op'^nly  claS^nd  believed  said  lands  to  be  the^  own.  By 
reason  of  this  failure  to  file  said  proof  more  than  100  Fears  ago  there 
^flf remain  small  pieces  and  narrow  strips  of  landthroughout  Men- 
roe  Countv-remnants  of  these  old  French  cla^f^^— ^""^f,^^^.^  ^^^l 
the  F^der^  Government  has  apparently  never  issued  patents  The 
bnun^ries  and  descriptions  of  these  French  claims  have  long  since 
S^n  abandSSi  a^  Sic  township  and  section  descriptions,  as  pro- 
?^^  by  the  Government  survey  In  1819,  are  now  foUowed  In 
describing  lands  in  Monroe  County.  „,hr«itt^  tn  the 

Abstractors-  and  county  surveyors'  maps  ^«f«,^"^"iJf*JieSs*OT 
committee  indicating  that  there  were  ^^  }^f^l^^^J^^^^^}!^^Z 
parcels  of  this  "lost  land"  in  said  county  lor  which  f «  P«^"!gf " 
ever  been  issued  by  the  Government.  Some  of  these  small  Pje^f s J? 
fand  are  right  in  the  middle  of  a  farm  for  the  remainder  of  which 
the  Government  issued  patents  years  ago. 

The  people  of  Monroe  County  are  not  migratory  and  much  of  the 
county  iTstiil  occupied  by  many  of  the  descendant*  ««  these  origin^ 
FYpnch  settlers  These  people  have  lived  on  the  land.  Unproved  it. 
^S  the  taxe"and^lle^d  that  they  had  perfect  title  to  the  land 

'^"I'^lSMfprl^^aTng^Jbstracts  of  title  to  land  in  the  county  the 
Bbove  condition  was  first  discovered.  The  Federal  Government  had 
narted  with  title  to  aU  so-called  public  lands  In  Michigan  many  years 
ago  and  in  1928  did  not  know  that  this  unpatented  land  ^'^Isted  In 
Monroe  County  untU  the  matter  was  called  to  the  Government  s 
attention  by  the  Monroe  County  abstractors  . 

As  a  result  of  this  condition,  on  February  16.  1929  (45  Stat.  1188), 
the  Con-ress  enacted  a  law  providing  for  the  issuance  of  patents  on 
theselands  in  Michigan  held  under  color  of  Utle.  Thte  law  expired 
5  years  after  its  enactment.  *_♦.,*. 

At  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this  law  there  was  on  the  statute 
bocks  the  act  of  December  22,  1928  (45  Stat.  1069) .  provid  ng  for  the 
sale  of  public  lands  that  had  been  held  under  colorof  title,  etc. 

The  bill  H.  R.  7736  is  an  exact  copy  of  the  act  of  February  16.  1929. 
and  the  only  purpose  of  the  bUl  is  to  extend  the  privileges  granted 
under  said  act  for  an  additional  period  of  5  years.         ,      ^  ^  , 

The  act  of  February  18,  1929,  was  drafted  in  the  Land  Commis- 
sioner's Office  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  epecinc 
purpose  of  doing  Justice  to  these  Michigan  farmer*. 

Owners  of  land  in  Monroe  County  who  attempted  to  mortgage 
their  land  to  the  Glovernment.  or  sell  it  and  guarantee  perfect  title, 
took  advantage  of  the  act  of  February  16.  1929.  during  the  5  years 
it  was  m  force.  Other  landowners  who  had  no  occasion  to  in^'cstl- 
eate  the  title  to  the  land— which  they  presumed  they  owned— ^lld 
not  get  the  benefit*  of  the  act  of  February  16.  1929.  The  proof 
before  the  committee  was  to  the  effect  that  these  landowners  who 
had  occupied  and  cultivated  this  land  for  generations  could  not 
be  convinced  that  they  did  not  own  the  land  and.  therefore,  that 
this  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  aU  of  them  did  not  come  in  under 
the  law  and  pay  $1.25  an  acre  and  the  cost  of  making  the  showing 
to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  required  by  the  law  _  „„^ 

The  committee  was  advised  by  a  representative  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  that  5  persons  have  made  aPP"cation  to  secure 
"atents  to  their  land  and  in  compliance  with  the  inst^^^l^^  °J 
the  Department  have  filed  application  under  the  act  o*  I>l«m^ 
22    1928  (45  Stat.  1069).     Only  one  of  these  cases  has  cached  the 
Dolnt  of   final   decision  before  the  Department.     That   Is  the  case 
S?  Mrs   AnSr  Nickel   (G.  L.  O.  07054)   a  widow,  who  Is  the  owner^ 
as  She  presumed,  of  54.58  acres  of  land,  her  title  originating  in  these 
French  claims  and  for  which  no  patent  has  ever  been  l«f"ed  by  the 
Government      Mrs.  Nickel  compiled  with  the  act  of  December  22. 
1928   in  every  particular  and  pursued  the  course  laid  down  by  the 
Interior  Department  to  a  conclusion.    The  Department  of  the  In- 
terVor  unde^r  date  of  November  4.   1939.  advised  the  attorney  for 
Mrs  Nickel  fully  in  the  premises  and  concluded  as  follows: 
^^From  the  evidence  presented  It  Is  believed  that  the  applicant  has 
madeT  sufficient  showing  to  entitle  her  to  a  preference  right  to 
S^urchase  the  land  applied  for  under  the  act  of  December  22    1928. 
The  ISt?  have  been  appraised  at  the  rate  of  WO  per  acre,  making  a 
toUl  appraised  price  for  the  two  lots  of  $1,641.60.  „„*,^ 

^e  applicant  Is  hereby  allowed  30  days  from  ™ceipt  of  noti<^ 
hereof  within  which  to  deposit  the  price  of  the  land  In  this  office. 
?aiUngTn  wSic^  or  of  other  action  or  appeal,  she  wUl  forfeit  her 
right  to  the  land  under  this  application."  „„„»„  +„ 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  Department  ordered  this  woman  to 
r,«i  *i  Ml  60  to  the  Govermnent  within  30  days,  or  be  foreclosed 
From  ev^n  Sk  ng  aSvIntage  of  the  act  of  December  22  1928^  The 
S?Srtm?nt.  however,  has  considerately  granted  a  stay  to  Mrs. 
Nickel  pending  the  outcome  of  this  proposed  legislation. 
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In  these  circumstances  the  Representative  In  Ckjngress  from  the 
district  In  which  this  land  Is  situated  appealed  to  the  Department 
or  the  Interior  and,  after  conferences  with  the  Department,  Intro- 
duced the  bill  H.  R.  7736. 

•  •  •  •      _  •  •  • 

Hearings  were  held  before  the  committee  and  a  representative 
from  the  Department  appeared  and  explained  the  position  of  the 
Department. 

The  conunlttee  Is  of  the  opinion  that  the  bill  should  be  enacted 

1.  The  Federal  Government  Is  not  asserting  title  to  these  'lost 
lands"  to  be  affected  by  this  legislation. 

2.  These  small  tracts  of  land  dotting  different  farms  throughout 
Monroe  County  are  parts  of  parcels  that  have  been  claimed,  occu- 
pied, improved,  and  on  which  the  present  occupants  and  their 
predecessors  in  title  have  paid  taxes  for  more  than  100  years.  In 
short,  these  occupants  presimaed  that  they  were  the  owners  of  said 
lands'  during  all  this  time  and  in  this  belief  the  Government  ap- 
parently supported  them,  or  at  least  in  no  way  questioned  their 
UUe. 

3.  The  apparent  cause  of  the  present  title  difficulty  Is  undoubtedly 
due  to  an  oversight  on  the  part  of  the  original  claimants  in  that 
they  failed  to  properly  describe  the  land  assigned  to  them  by  the 
Government  and  to  file  the  formal  proof  in  the  proper  land  office 
and  this,  more  than  100  years  ago. 

4.  It  would  seem  inequitable  and  unjust  to  compel  occupants  of 
the  land  like  the  widow  Nickels  to  pay  $30  an  acre  at  this  time  in 
order  to  secure  patents  from  the  Government. 

5.  The  act  of  December  22,  1928  (45  Stat.  1069),  referred  to  in 
the  recent  letter  from  the  Department  of  the  Interior  contemplates 
the  purchase  from  the  Government  of|  land  throiighout  the  United 
States  where  the  conditions  are  such,  and  the  equities  are  such, 
that  a  present  appraisement  of  the  land  will  do  Justice  to  the 
Government  and  to  the  citizen. 

6.  The  enactment  of  this  law  follows  a  precedent  rather  than 
establishing  one.  As  a  practical  matter  this  bill  places  upon  the 
statute  books  no  new  law.  but  does  revive  the  act  of  February 
16.  193^,  for  1^  period  of  5  years. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  committee's  position  is  sound,  and 
Justice  requires  that  the  relief  provided  in  this  proposed  law 
should  be  given.    This  veto  message  is  most  unfortunate. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

AxaniMXjrt  or  tariff  act  of  1930 — vkto  msssage  fbom  thx 

PRZSnENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES    (H.  DOC.  NO.  864) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  fur- 
ther veto  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives:^ 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  H.  R.  6328,  to 
amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  by  section  34  (c) 
of  the  Customs  Administrative  Act  of  1938  (U.  8.  C,  1934 
ed.,  Supp.  IV.  Utle  19.  sec.  1001,  par.  1529  (a)). 

The  bill  under  consideration  involves  two  separate  subjects. 

The  first  proposal  is  that  paragraph  1529  (a)  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs 
Administrative  Act  of  1938,  be  further  amended  by  Inserting 
"1022"  after  the  figure  "1006."  This  would,  in  effect,  restore 
to  certain  mats  of  cocoa  fiber  the  classification  for  duty  pur- 
poses which  they  were  given  until  a  recent  court  decision 
holding  otherwise,  and  I  have  no  objection  to  this  proposal. 

The  second  proposal  is  that  no  duties  collected  prior  to 
June  26,  1938,  under  paragraph  1115  (b)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  shioll  be  refunded,  unless  the  claimant  establishes  that 
he  bore  the  burden  of  such  duties.  No  reason  appears  dis- 
cernible why  one  small  group  of  claims  should  be  singled  out 
for  the  imposition  of  such  a  requirement  when  no  such  con- 
dition is  exacted  from  claimants  for  refund  of  duties  er- 
roneously paid  imder  any  other  paragraph  of  the  Tariff 
Act.  Moreover,  the  fixing  of  June  26,  1938.  as  the  date  back 
of  which  duties  collected  could  not  be  refunded  would  result 
in  discrimination  as  between  shippers  of  the  same  commod- 
ities covered  by  this  paragraph. 

Since  the  effect  of  this  proposal  would  be  to  introduce  a 
palpable  Inequality  of  treatment  as  between  claimants 
against  the  Government,  I  am  Impelled  to  disapprove  the 
bill. 

Pkanklzn  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  July  3.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  JoumaL 


Mr.  CULLEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  message  and 
the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
and  ordered  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  a  motion  to  i-econslder  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

ADOLPH  ERNEST  HELMS — VETO  BtESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF 

THE  UNITED  STATES    (H.  DOC.  NO.   868) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  further 
veto  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5156)  for  the  relief  of  Adolph  Ernest  Helms. 

This  legislation  would  cancel  pending  deportation  proceed- 
ings against  Adolph  Ernest  Helms,  a  citizen  and  native  of 
Germany,  and  admit  him  to  permanent  residence  in  the 
United  States  but  would  expressly  provide  that  he  may  not 
become  a  naturalized  citizen  unless  and  until  he  leaves  the 
United  States  and  reenters  in  a  lawful  way. 

This  legislation  is  anomalous  and  different  in  its  provisions 
from  other  bills  of  this  type.  It  seems  highly  questionable 
whether  a  person  who  is  to  be  considered  Ineligible  to  become 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  should,  nevertheless,  be  ad- 
mitted to  permanent  residence  In  this  country.  If  a  p)erson 
is  to  be  so  admitted,  he  should  be  permitted  to  apply  for  nat- 
uralization if  he  so  desires.  If  he  is  not  regarded  as  a  fit  sub- 
ject for  naturalization,  no  restson  is  discernible  why  he  should 
be  admitted  to  permanent  residence. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  considerations,  I  am  unable  to 
approve  tills  legislation  in  its  present  form. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 
The  White  House.  July  3.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  bill  and  the 
message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  and  ordered  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

SALOMON  GEORG  KAUFMAN — VETO  MESSAGE    FROM  THE   PRESIDENT 
OF   THE   UNITED   STATES    <H.   DOC.   NO.    865) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  further 
veto  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  retiun  herewith,  without  my  approval,  the  bill  H.  R. 
7563,  which  would  provide  that  Salomon  Georg  Kaufman 
and  his  wife,  formerly  of  Germany,  and  their  child,  a  native 
of  the  Netherlands,  shall  be  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence,  notwithstanding  any  provision  of 
the  immigration  laws. 

It  will  be  observed  that,  unlike  some  other  bills  of  this 
class,  it  does  more  than  merely  waive  the  requirements  of 
the  Quota  Act  but  would  also  set  aside  the  limitations  of  all 
immigration  statutes  in  respect  to  this  alien  and  his  family. 
It  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  advisable  to  grant  an  exception 
of  such  a  broad  scope  in  an  instance,  as  is  the  case  here,  in 
which  the  proper  administrative  authorities  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  determine  as  to  whether  any  member  of  this 
family  would  be  barred  by  any  substantive  provision  of  the 
Immigration  laws  other  than  the  Quota  Act. 

In  the  light  of  these  considerations.  I  find  mjrself  unable 
to  approve  this  legislation  in  its  present  form. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  3.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  bill  and 
the  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naturalization 
and  Immigration  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 
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C.  %.  REACH— VETO  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESDENT  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES   (H.  DOC.  HO.  867) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  further 
veto  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives:  ,  „  „  ,cio  fnr  the 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  H.  R.  2513,  for  the 

reUef  of  C.  B.  Reagh.  ♦,.<-« 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  pay  the  sum  of  $500  to  C.  B. 
Reagh  of  Belden.  Miss.,  in  settlement  of  his  claims  agamst 
the  United  States  for  losses  sustained  on  account  of  Personal 
injuries  received  by  his  minor  son,  R«»>^^^.  ^^«^;  J^J"  ^ 
JSs  struck,  on  May  6.  1937.  by  a  motor  vehicle  m  the  service 
Of  the  Civilian  ConservaUon  Corps. 

The  record  in  this  case  indicates  that,  upon  careful  In- 
vestigation by  the  War  Department,  it  has  determmed  that 
Sere  was  no  negligence  whatever  on  the  P^n  ^^^^  pperator 
of  the  Government  vehicle.  The  Pa3^^^\  P^°P^„^^,\  ^^^ 
fore,  would  be  in  the  nature  of  a  pure  gratuity  on  the  part 

of  the  Government.  Ti,.,-,-.^-,  * 

«4  i«c  -«  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

Thi.  White  House,  July  3,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  objections  of  the  President  wlU  be 

"^Sf  Rki^PE^r  m.'Sr,  I  move  that  the  bill  and 
me^ge  t^e^e^ed  to  me  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered 

to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

LESTER   R.   TAYLOR-VETO    MESSAGE   f^^   ^JJ^"^^    °'   ™ 
UNITED  STATES   (H.  DOC.  NO.  869) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  tbe  following  further 
veto  meiage  from  the  President  of  the  United  States: 

''V^trhXft^'^^tSo^u?^  approval.  H.  R.  U7B.  for 

ntthe  piTp^i  of  SJbm  to  pay  to  I-sterR^  Taylor  o, 
SturgL  S  ^k  the  sum  of  $792.68  in  settlement  of  Ws  claims 
flaSn  the  united  States  for  injuries,  hospital  care,  and  other 
ex^S^  suffered  and  incurred  when  his  son,  Jerry  Taylor  a 
mmoT^as  stnick  by  a  Government  truck  operated  in  connec- 
Son  wiOi  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  on  June  14   193JL 

-^he  record  in  this  case  indicates  that,  upon  careful  Invratl- 
ga^n  bTtLeWaJ  Department,  it  has  determined  that  tHePj 
w^no  negligence  whVtever  on  the  part  of  the  operator  of 
Sf  (S^vernment  vehicle.  THe  payment  proposed,  therefore 
would  i'n  the  nature  of  a  pure  gratuity  on  the  part  of  tHe 
Government.  |  Frahklih  D.  Roosevkli. 

The  White  House,  July  3.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 

^^S^'^^'sPE^  M^r'Sr.  I  move  that  the  bill  and 
thf me'^f  tl^'^ferred  S^  Committee  on  Claims  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Tht  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  toUcrwlng  further 
veto  mSge^m  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes: 

^VretumTereliSr^Suf^'aPProval.  H.  R.  6M5.  «J- 
th^Tand  ~^the^«rH^  Of  Uj^J-^^  -  ,^! 

SuLi^f  jS^e  51!  1933.  at  Third  Street  «.d  Mame  Avenue. 
Washington,  D.  C. 


The  truck  in  question  was  at  the  time  of  the  accuJent  to 

the^LtodTof  and  under  the  control  and  operation  of  agents 

S  thrSSrict^f  Columbia  NaUonal  On^rd.^na^^sonj^ 

^nJi^on^ectly  connected  with  the  ^usin^^er^^^and^no^^ 

under  the  supervision  of  any  agency  of  the  Wa^.^^^™!^ 

won  any  mission  connected  with  the  business  of  t^e  United 

States     In  situations  of  this  character  affecting  equipment 

^2  to  itoe  National  Guard  of  the  several  States  it  has  been 

^  gen^r^rule  that  claims  for  damages  or  for  injuries  mci- 

Snt  to  the  equipment  loaned  to  the  ffveral  Stat^  are  not 

proper  charges  against  the  ^^^^^  of  the  United  Stete^  but 

rather  the  responsibUity  of  the  indl^'idual  States^  ^^^'^'rjl^^ 

rule  the  District  of  Columbia  National  Guard  would  have  the 

same  status  as  any  State  National  Guard. 

congress  has  recognized  this  principle  by  P^o^^f  5°^  .the 
annua!  maintenance  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  out  of  funds  of  the  District. 

wSie  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  giving  my  approval  to  the 
leeisation  in  its  present  form.  I  understand  that  the  claim  is 
a^ritoriL  one,  and  I  would  have  no  objection   there  ore 
to  legislation  that  would  provide  for  its  payment  from  District 

^^^'  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  3.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr  RAMSPECK-  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  biU  and 
the  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  moUon  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


CALENDAR  WEDNESDAY  BUSINESS 


The  Clerk 


The  SPEAKER.    This  is  calendar  Wednesday, 
will  call  the  committees.  

The  Clerk  called  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the 
Executive  Departments. 

Mr    RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  further  call  of  the  committees  may  be  dispensed 

with 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Texas? 
There  was  no  objection.  ^  ^».    „ 

The  SPEAKER.    Under  the  previous  order  of  the  House. 

the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Shannon!   is  recognized 

for  30  minutes. 

THE  fourth  or  JULY 

Mr    SHANNON.     Mr.  Speaker,  this  Is  to  be  a  Pourth  of 
July   speech.     I   am    afraid   we  have   been   getting   out   of 
thThaWtof  remembering  that  there  was  a  document  known 
2  tS?  SJilaration  of  Independence  with  which,  and  upon 
which,  as  a  cornerstone,  we  began  our  national  existence.    I 
to^  that  the  most  significant  things  we  do  In  th^  later 
y^  upon  the  anniversary  of  the  day  that  gave  us  freedom 
mor"  Sa  c^nmry  and  a  half  ago  is  to  shoot  off  skyrockeU 
and  Chinese  firecrackers.     We  have  almost  forgotten  what 
Uwas  aU  about.   I  remember  though  In  the  days  of  my  youth 
tonkin  my  own  home  town,  that  we  used  to  gather  at  the  old 
faSrounds  at  the  edge  of  town  and  delegate  some  young 
iSS^SiTi  good  voice  to  take  book  in  hand  and  read  every 
toe  of  that  immortal  document  and  every  signature  to  it 
and  I  can  recall  the  rapt  attention  of  the  good  citizena  of 
that  day  as  they  Ustened  to  its  patriotic  periods. 

But  I  am  afraid  that  a  good  deal  of  water— and  much  of 
it  of  a  very  muddy  and  snag-ridden  variety-has  passed  under 
OUT  national  mill  since  those  good  old  days.  Thomas  Jefler- 
^  tJieTeat  statesman  who  wrote  that  document  and  who 
Sacefidl?  extended  the  borders  of  our  Nation  toward  the 
w^m  ocean,  has  been  almost  forgotten,  or  remembered 
I^ften  with  a  partisan  sneer.  Today,  we  are  told,  we  are 
^terii  upon  a  new  era-the  old  things  must  be  ignored- 
we  ar?faciSg  a  newer  destiny-we  have  become  a  world  power 
mej  are  teUing  us,  and  we  must  go  forth  and  prove  our 
power. 
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I  do  not  read  the  destiny  of  America  In  any  such  terma.    I 

recall  the  words  of  Jefferson  with  reference  to  the  spirit  which 

I  he  Infused  Into  the  Nation— that  we  represent  the  last  word 

if  in  a  free  and  independent  nation — that  our  Nation  was 

founded  in  freedom  and  inspired  with  the  hope  of  equality 

and  happiness  and  liberty  for  all  our  people. 

J^  LIT  Va  TUm  BACK  THl  PAGES 

And  so.  today,  let  me  turn  back  the  pages  of  our  history 

for  a  brief  moment,  and  let  us  see  if  that  high  conception  of 

our  national  ideals  enunciated  not  only  by  Jefferson  but  by 

Washington  and  Franklin  and  Adams  and  Madison  and 

Monroe,  and  by  all  of  the  great  fathers  of  our  Republic,  was  a 

mere  illusion. 

There  comes  to  my  mind  at  this  moment  another  celebra- 

I  tlon  of  Independence  Day  that  occurred  a  long  time  ago,  and 

a  speech  that  was  made  by  the  man  who  wrote  the  Declara- 

'     ~~--  tlon,  then  President  of  the  Nation  that  he  had  helped  to 

J  found.    The  occasion  was  the  Fourth  of  July.  1806.    A  copy 

^  of  the  speech  Jefferson  made  on  that  occasion  has  not  been 

preserved,  but  In  a  letter  that  he  wrote  to  his  friend.  Mr. 

Thomas  Digges.  extending  him  an  invitation  to  be  present  at 

the  celebration  he  forecasts  the  substance  of  his  speech.    It 

was  a  significant  utterance  and  one  that  comes  to  us  today 

as  forcefully  as  if  the  speaker  were  here  today  in  this  hall. 

He  said: 

I  will  be  happy  to  see  you  on  the  Fourth  of  Jxily  and  to  Join 
with  you  In  congratulations  on  the  anniversary  of  the  day  which 
divorced  us  forever  from  the  follies  and  crimes  of  Europe.  We,  too, 
■haU  encoimter  folllea,  but  U  great,  they  will  be  short,  and  if  long, 
they  will  be  righted.  For  Americans  we  have  but  one  national 
birthday — the.  Fourth  of  July — the  day  upon  which  this  Nation 
was  born.  That  was  America's  first  great  holiday  of  liberty,  and 
if  It  were  ever  possible  for  that  fact  to  be  forgotten  which  was  oj^r 
-^  Nation's  basic  foundation,  that  day  it  will  fall  as  other  governments 
I  have  in  the  past. 

THS   FOLLIES   AMD  CKIMKS  OV   WAS 

Ponder  those  words  of  Jefferson's  for  a  few  minutes.  He 
referred  to  the  follies  and  crimes  of  Europe — meaning  the 
I  wars  of  the  Napoleonic  era.    He  minced  no  words.    Wars  to 

him  were  really  and  literally  crimes.  But  if  he  could  desig- 
nate the  European  wars  of  his  day  as  crimes,  what  would  he 
have  said  of  the  mechanized  wars  of  this  day?  Then,  at  least, 
men  fought  with  men  in  the  open  field  and  there  was  much 
to  be  said  of  courage  and  skill  and  even  of  the  humanities  of 
war.  But  what  words  could  the  author  of  the  Declaration 
have  found  to  voice  his  horror  of  the  kind  of  warfare  that 
is  going  on  over  there  in  Europe,  where  valiant  is  never  the 
word,  and  where  from  the  clouds  high  above  and  belching 
steel  machines,  death  is  hurled  upon  innocent  old  men, 
women,  growing  boys,  babies  in  arms,  nurses  in  hospitals, 
and  children  in  the  schools?  If  Jefferson  saw  follies  and 
crimes  over  there  in  his  day  what  would  he  have  said  of  the 
shambles  of  European  battlefields  of  today  where  the  plea 
-L^  of  humanity  and  mercy  is  never  heeded  and  where  the  hope 
expressed  by  Jefferson  in  his  declaration — the  pursuit  of 
happiness — is  heard  no  more? 

Let  me  at  the  outset  make  myself  clear  upon  one  subject 
that  seems  to  be  uppermost  in  the  minds  of  our  people 
today — that  of  war  I  do  hate  war  as  a  means  of  settling 
disputes  between  nations.  The  wars  of  today  are  not  the 
wars  of  yesterday.  If  ever  there  was  the  word  glory  to  be 
attached  to  feats  of  war — to  courageous  charges  and  heroic 
defenses — that  word  can  no  longer  be  applied  to  the  mecha- 
nized slaughter  that  Is  going  on  over  there  in  Europe  today. 
The  armies  are  helmeted  robots.  The  artillery  is  composed 
of  juggernaut  tanks  that  roll  over  and  crush  human  bodies. 
^Tmd  of  winged  vessels,  flying  beyond  reach  in  the  air,  that 
rain  down  bombs  from  the  skies  upon  men  and  women  and 
children,  hospitals  and  churches,  art  galleries,  and  places  of 
earthly  beauty. 

KKKP   THAT  WABTAaZ   ROM    ABOaOCA 

Whatever  glory  of  war  ever  existed  has  departed  forever. 
The  men  who  plan  and  conduct  these  new  devastations  they 
call  wars  are  of  a  new  and  inhuman  type.  Courting  no  dan- 
ger themselves,  they  scatter  danger,  destruction,  death,  dis- 
ease, and  famine  across  the  fair  fields  of  harmless  and  peace- 
ful countries.    It  is  purely  a  Eiiropean  system.    It  has  no 


place  here.  We  have  no  place  there.  [Applause.!  The  hope 
still  cimgs  to  my  heart  that  our  America  still  believes  in 
himianity,  in  religion,  in  comradeship,  in  freedom,  and  in  the 
pursuit  of  happiness. 

And  that  is  all  I  wish  to  say  in  this  Fourth  of  July  speech 
about  my  personal  opinions.  I  think  they  are  well  known.  I 
have  not  tried  to  conceal  them.  But,  lest  my  candor  be  mis- 
construed. I  want  to  say  and  to  say  firmly  and  with  deepest 
conviction  that  I  consider  it  the  duty  of  every  American  to 
keep  that  sort  of  warfare  from  our  shores,  and  to  do  every- 
thing within  our  power  to  protect  ourselves  and  our  country 
from  invasion  and  from  every  effort,  no  matter  by  whom,  to 
transidant  the  desiwtic  ideals  that  are  responsible  for  condi- 
tions over  there  in  Europe  and  Asia  upon  American  soil  or 
ever  finding  a  foothold  on  the  American  Continent. 

I  believe  that  I  can  safely  assert  that  such  Is  my  interpreta- 
tion of  Americanism,  and  that  upon  that  doctrine  I  mean  to 
take  my  stand  and  form  my  opinions.  Let  me  see  if  I  am 
warranted  in  believing  that  such  is  the  destiny  of  our  Re- 
public and  no  other.  At  the  risk  of  retreading  old  ground,  let 
me  bring  to  you  again  the  voices  of  the  men  whom  we  have 
been  taught  to  revere  as  the  men  who.  in  the  words  of  Lincoln, 
"brought  forth  this  Nation,  conceived  in  liberty  and  dedicated 
to  the  proposition  that  all  men  are  created  equal." 

"THX  NTW  DISTINT" — A  SHAM  CATCHWORO 

I  Will  be  brief.  The  words  that  I  will  recall  were  few.  They 
came  from  men  who  fought  for  our  freedom,  who  sat  down 
when  we  had  obtained  it  and  planned  for  a  great  Nation  set 
upon  firm  foundations.  They  were  words  that  were  Inspired 
and  every  occasion  that  brought  them  forth  was  an  epoch  in 
the  life  of  America.  The  building  of  this  Nation  was  no 
haphazard  affair — its  steps  were  carefully  mapped  out — its 
progress  sincerely  and  devotedly  planned.  And  we  sit  here 
today  in  the  full  enjoyment  of  national  peace  and  happiness 
just  t)ecause  it  was  all  done  that  way.  So,  let  me  say,  that 
we  should  not  be  deceived  by  catchwords  about  a  new  destiny. 
Our  destiny  was  mapped  out  for  us  long  ago — the  destiny  of 
the  world's  greatest  democracy — the  destiny  of  a  nation  that 
became  the  refuge  of  the  afflicted  and  the  hope  and  the  home 
.  of  the  stricken  from  every  land. 

We  hold  these  truths  to  be  self-evident- 
Said  that  immortal  Declaration — 

that  an  men  are  created  equal,  that  they  are  endowed  by  their 
Creator  with  certain  unalienable  rights,  that  among  these  are  life, 
liberty,  and.  the  pursuit  of  happiness,  that,  to  secure  these  rights, 
governments  are  Instituted  among  men.  deriving  their  Just  powers 
from  the  consent  of  the  governed. 

There  is  the  cornerstone.  Has  it  been  uprooted  by  any- 
thing that  is  happening  over  there  today — I  mean  uprooted 
here  in  our  own  country?  Do  we  not  believe  still  In  every  word 
of  that  fundamental  doctrine  of  Americanism?  Do  you  be- 
lieve that  such  a  doctrine  is  outmoded,  or  that  our  duty  still 
is  to  protect  here  upon  our  shores  and  within  our  borders  that 
doctrine  in  all  its  purity  and  not  risk  its  annihilation  in  a 
barbarian  warfare  upon  a  foreign  shore  against  men  and 
machines  that  could  understand  not  one  word  of  the  high 
humanities  that  Declaration  inspires? 

So  let  us  resolve  ever  to  defend  our  liberties  and  our  pre- 
cious Declaration  of  them  with  "millions  for  defense  but 
not  one  cent  for  tribute"  to  any  foreign  despot  or  dictator 
of  their  machines  of  slaughter.  Our  duty  is  here.  Washing- 
ton told  us  so  when  our  country  was  at  its  perilous  crossroads 
and  I  hope  that  his  words  have  not  been  forgotten,  or  his 
warning  belittled  by  overzealous  ambitions  or  misconception 
of  national  duty. 

WASHnrcToifB  woKos  »mo  T«tr«  tooat 

The  name  of  American,  which  belongs  to  you  In  yo\u  national 
capacity — 

Wrote  Washington  In  that  last  warning  he  gave  to  the 
Nation  he  had  served  so  well — 

must  always  exalt  the  Just  pride  of  patriotism  more  than  any  ap- 
pellation derived  from  local  discriminations.  With  slight  shades  of 
difference,  you  have  the  same  religion,  manners,  habits,  and  po- 
litical principles.  Tou  have  In  a  common  cause  fought  and  tri- 
umphed together.  The  Independerce  and  liberty  you  possess  are 
the  work  of  Joint  counsels  and  joint  efforts,  of  common  danger*. 
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_    . _^j     •     •     •     Ttie  ereat  rule  of  conduct  for 

S""£^-^S^to~*S^  nation..  l..^%ft.ndlng  our  commercial 
J^latloi^?^  have  with  them  as  Uttle  political  connection  as  p<^- 
Blble  •  •  •  Europe  has  a  set  of  primary  interests  which  to  us 
have  none  or  a  very  r^ote  relation.  Hence,  she  must  be  engaged 
ST  frequent  controversies,  the  causes  of  which  are  ew*'ntlally  forel^ 
to  cu?  concerns.  Hence,  therefore,  it  must  be  unwise  for  us  to 
topl^tToS-selves  by  artificial  ties  in  the  ordinary  vicissitudes  of 
he?  duties,  or  the  ordinary  combinations  and  coUlslons  of  her 
friendships  or  enmities. 

I  am  aware  that  it  has  become  the  custom  in  some  quar- 
ters to  look  upon  these  great  words  of  our  first  President 
slishtingly— as  fitted  to  his  period  but  outmoded  in  this  era 
of  destiny  and  expansion.  We  did  forget  them  20  years  ago. 
and  learned  the  bitter  truth  of  every  word  that  Washington 
uttered  with  the  dead  we  left  in  Flanders  and  the  wrecked 
Uves  that  we  brought  back  home,  and  the  peace  that  we 
thought  we  had  made  to  end  aU  wars,  with  dire  results  we 

know  today.  ^       i.      j  j     rn^^r. 

No:  those  words  of  Washington  are  not  outmoded.  They 
were  beacons  that  lighted  us  down  the  decades  that  fol- 
lowed him.  They  were  reiterated  J^y  Je«!'-^"„^,^f^ JJ^S 
and  Monroe.  They  inspired  Lincoln  in  the  hope  that  such 
a  nation,  conceived  in  liberty  and  dedicated  to  the  ProposiUon 
that  aU  men  are  created  equal,  shall  long  e"<^ure.  They 
came  to  life  again  in  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  which  breathed 
a  warning  to  all  European  empires  that  this  American  Con- 
tinent was  not  destined  for  their  exploitations. 

THI   COMPASS  WAS  SCT  IN   MONBOKS   DAT 

Let  US  recall  on  this  Uberty  anniversary  the  words  of  that 
rt^rtne  uttered  in  Monroe's  seventh  annual  Presidentia 
m^^ge  in  S  which,  in  spite  of  partisan  attack,  is  stjll 
S  im^dded  in  the  American  policy  Monroe  wro  e  In 
mT  ace  oT  the  threats  of  the  unholy  holy  alUance  that  was 
scheming  to  establish  foreign  govemmenU  in  South  America, 
these  calm  and  decisive  words: 

The  occasion  has  been  Judged  proper  '«  asserting    ^^   »  P'^ 

cl^  in  which   the   rights  ^I)^„^f„^^  VtU  ,ree^nd  mde^nde" 

^"H\\!Jn'whlcS't5S"h"e  SumcSran/malnt^n'^ie  heSeforth 
condition  "Ji'ch  they  ^J^*  ^^  ^  j^ture  colonization  by  any 
not  to  be  considered  as  s.^^'J^  f j^J%„^  ^j  the  European  powe«, 

?a"n^d';,?irto"^e°'^a;.lSS^^^^^^^^ 

ft^empffn  2e°lT  p^rto%x"teSrSeVsTsU%o  any  portion  of  this 

JemTsphere  as  dangerous  to  our  p<ace  and  safety. 

Tpfferson  at  the  time,  wrote  to  Madison  to  the  same  effect, 
and  even  quoted  from  Washington's  farewell  warnings.    He 

said: 

The  question  ^^-^^^yJ^:^^^l%lZ  Sf  mynSnt^mpStSn 
most  momentous  which  has  ^If' f^^^^'^^g^  ruitlon— this  sets  our 
Since  that  of  '^f *P^"^,^"^^urse^tie^onroe  Doctrine)  which  we  are 
compass  and  points  the  course  ^^"f'"  ,  g^  us.  Our  first  and 
to  steer  through  the  ocean  of  time  opening  on  u^^  ^^  ^^^ 

KsTf^  Eu^o?^"S  Sc°o"n3.  nev"^'^'  ^er  Europe  to  meddle  with 
els-Atlantic  affairs. 

And  now  let  me  Just  append  a  statement  of  that^good  lawyer 
and  careful  Republican.  Elihu  Root,  on  this  topic,  in  an 
aSdrei  before  Uie  American  Society  of  International  Law 

he  said* 

AS  the  Panicu^ar  -caslons  wbjcy^^^^^^^ 
Doctrine)  have  slipped  ^ack  into  h^ry   i  «  conduct  for 

grown  contlnuaUy  a  more  vlta^  !°Vicflns  Never  for  a  moment 
lach  succeeding  generation  of  Amcr*^ffi*_en  In  charge  of  foreign 
have  the  responsible  ?,nd  i°V«nfS^  Snslder  theiS^Wes  bound  to 
affairs  of  the  United  States  failed  Jo  ''^^X  ^Snlon  of  the  people 
rtSeTnrt^"s^a?e?fa?eTIoXlS.n^very  j5st  appUcaUon  of  it 
as  new  occasion  has  arisen.  

AMXBICA  NEED  LOOK  NO  rURTHia 

NOW.  there,  my  friends,  i^  ,"jy  Fourth  of  July  sp^h^  At 
the  risk  of  being  thought  o^^-fashioi^d  and  retroacUve.  i 

ES^to^^rei^rr^^^^^^ 

Sfmo^atic  ideaL    I  do  not  think  we  have  to  look  any  fur- 
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ther  for  a  definition  of  true  Americanism  for  sure  K^des  to 
^  duUes  in  every  pre.sent  emergency  than  what  we  can 
find  in  these  calm  and  dignified  words  that  shaped  the  mitiai 
p?Uc  as  of  our  Nation,  and  that  should  still  remain  °ur  beacon 
Ughts.  Looking  forward  is  always  good  counsel  but  when  we 
do  so  we  should  take  a  good  long  look  back  and  see  what  we 
have  passed  through,  what  perUs  we  have  escaped,  what  the 
^pubTreally  means,  and  what  we  must  do  to  preserve  it  In 
its  originality-the  greatest  democracy  the  world  has  ever 
known.     Jefferson  once  said: 

There  were  only  two  great  democraclea-Prance  and  the  United 

Today  Prance  Is  gone-a  slave  under  an  invader's  heel. 
But  America  remains.  Let  it  not  be  the  last  of  the  great 
democracies.     [  Applause.  1 

EXTEKSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr  CURTIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  MundtI 
may  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  include  therein 

an  editorial.  ^^  .     -  .v.^ 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Nebraska? 
There  was  no  objection.  „«„c««f 

Mr   MICHENER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  coi^nt 

to  Include  in  the  remarks  I  made  today  some  excerpts  from 

a  committee  report.  .    . 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection.  ,«„.e»  „„h 

Mr.  Brooks  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 

extend  his  own  remarks  In  the  Record. 
The  SPEAKER  pro   tempore   (Mr.  Duncan).    Under  the 

previous  order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 

[Mr.  DoNDERO]  is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 

THE  FOURTH  OF   JULY 

Mr  DONDERO.    Mr.  Speaker,  tomorrow  morning  we  will 
celebrate  the  one  hundred  and  sixty-fourth  birthday  of  the 
signing  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence  of  the  United 
states.     I  wonder  when  we  awaken  tomorrow  whether  we 
will  be  thinking  about  the  pleasures  of  the  day  or  whether  our 
memories  will  turn  backward  down  through  the  years  to  the 
»cene  that  took  place  at  Independence  Hall  in  the  city  of 
Philadelphia,  to  the  men  who  were  there  and  to  the  principles 
which  they  were  giving  to  the  world.    If  we  are  good  Ameri- 
cans we  wUl  refresh  our  memories  on  what  those  men  did 
July  4  1776     Had  their  cause  failed  they  would  all  have  suf- 
fered 'an  ignominious  death.    What  courage  and  faith  they 
had  in  the  problem  which  lay  before  them.    I  wonder  if  we 
have  the  same  faith  and  the  same  courage  to  espouse  the 
cause  which  they  gave  to  the  world  164  years  ago. 

A  few  days  ago  with  bared  head  and  a  reverent  atUtude. 
but  With  gratitude  and  pride  for  American  citizenship.  I  stood 
within  that  cradle  of  American  freedom  at  old  Independence 
Hall  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  where  the  Declaration  of 
Independence  and  the  Constitution  were  signed. 

In  that  chamber  is  the  chair  used  by  Washington  as 
nresident  of  the  Convention  that  created  the  Constitution— 
the  Uttle  desk,  on  which  the  Declaration  of  Independence  and 
the  Constitution  were  signed,  the  very  inkwell  and  the  chaurs 
used  by  the  delegates. 

AS  one  stands  in  that  historic  place,  one  visions  the  scene 
and  the  men  who  brought  forth  a  new  conception  of  gov- 
ernment on  this  earth,  namely,  the  right  of  man  to  govern 
himself    They  labored  to  lift  the  weights  from  the  shoulders 
of  mankind.    Failure  meant  death  to  every  one  of  the  56  men 
who  signed  that  immortal  document,  the  Declaration  of  In- 
dependence. ...    .^ 
We  pay  tribute  to  their  memory  and  express  our  gratitude 
for  the  legacy  of  a  free  Republic  which  we  received  from 
them,  by  celebrating  the  one-hundred  and  sixty-fourth  annl- 
versair  of  the  day  on  which  they  made  their  heroic  decision 

What  faith  and  courage  they  must  have  had  in  their  cause 
to  draft  and  sign  the  birth  certificate  of  our  Republic.    In 
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tlM  light  of  tlHf  hour,  I  fOBMtioMf  woDdMr  if  m  ta*tt  jtiftlfUd 
UMtr  eouflii*  »o4  tMith.  ^       ^  ..^..^ 

U  tf  Ml  old  etiMom  to  brtof  gifts  on  « lovfd  one'fttrthdaf . 
■•Itevtoff  tlwt  we  ftll  lovi  Mid  rtvtrt  our  eountrj,  wh*t  f iiu 
do  w«  brtnt  to  b«r  on  b«r  n»t»l  dajr?  That  qtjMtlon  promptf 
th«  Mktof  of  Another.  What  gifU  trc  ftpproprlate  on  thU 
d»y?  Not  money,  not  glory,  not  honor,  not  power;  these  are 
attrlbutee  that  belong  to  her  now. 

What,  then,  ihould  we  bring,  my  feUow  countrymen?  We 
should  bring  ourselves,  our  loyalty,  our  patriotism,  our  serv- 
ices, and  our  love  for  this  our  native  land.  On  this  day  of  all 
days  we  should  pledge  anew  our  faith  and  dedicate  ourselves 
to  our  country,  for  here  is  the  last  refuge  of  a  free  people. 

These  are  the  gifts  we  can  bring  to  the  land  we  call  home. 
We  can  and  we  must  insist  that  the  alien  and  the  stranger 
within  our  gates  shall  do  likewise.  As  loyal  citizens  we  can 
make  siu-e  that  he  who  seeks  the  protection  and  generosity  of 
our  laws  shall  obey  them  or  move  out.  So  let  us,  on  our 
Nation's  birthday,  bring  gifts  of  loyalty,  patriotism,  and 
obedience,  without  which  even  this  Government,  great  as  it  is. 
cannot  long  endure. 

Members  of  the  House,  let  me  say  In  closing,  may  the  clock 
of  time  never  point  to  the  hour  or  the  day  when  Americans 
can  no  longer  celebrate  the  birthday  of  our  Republic. 
Ood  bless  America, 
It  Is  our  borne,  sweet  home. 

Breathes  there  a  man 

With  soul  so  dead. 
Who  never  to  himself  hath  said. 

This  Is  my  own,  my  native  land? 

[  Applause.  1 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an  address 
delivered  by  Dr.  Francis  E.  Townsend. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Duncan)  .    Is  there  objec- 

Uon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  special  order  hereto- 
fore made,  the  Chair  recognizes  the  genUeman  from  Califor- 
nia [Mr.  HiNSHAW]  for  10  minutes. 

I  TORPEOO-BOAT  SALE   BAN 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  some  weeks  ago  we  were 
notified  through  the  press  that  The  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  had  been  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, a  very  peculiar  circumstance  in  itself,  to  sell  certain 
nearly  completed  torpedo  boats  to  Great  Britain.  An  alert 
constituent  of  mine  has  sent  to  me  a  release  by  the  Asso- 
ciated Press  under  date  of  June  24  purporting  to  be  the  text 
of  the  White  House  statement  announcing  that  President 
Roosevelt  had  ordered  a  halt  in  the  negotiations  for  the  sale 
of  20  torpedo  boats.  That  editorial  goes  on  to  state  the  law 
to  which  our  friend  and  colleague  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case!  had  previously  called  our  attention  and 
which  declares  it  a  criminal  offense  to  make  this  kind  of  sale. 
Further  along  in  the  editorial  is  the  statement: 

Lewis  Compton.  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  also  gave  the 
President  a  memorandum  In  which  he  set  forth  five  military  ad- 
vantages the  Navy  would  have  received  if  the  proposed  sale  of 
the  torpedo  boats  had  been  possible  under  the  law.  Military  ad- 
vantages to  the  Navy,  the  Acting  Secretary  said.  Included  the  fol- 
lowing :  

(1)  The  Navy  would  receive  boats  which  would  carry  21-lncli 
standard  United  States  Navy  torpedoes  instead  of  18-lnch  tor- 
pedoes—a type  of  weapon  obsolete  in  the  United  States  Navy  and 
not  now  in  production,  and  with  only  a  limited  supply  on  hand. 

Then  it  goes  on  to  describe  the  fact  that  21-inch  torpedoes 
have  a  warhead  of  about  double  the  weight  of  that  carried  by 
the  smaller  weapon,  thus  doubling  the  fire  power. 

In  paragraph  5  of  that  statement  it  says: 

Due  to  the  fact  that  the  18-lnch  torpedo  is  ot)solete  in  the  United 
States  Navy,  and  due  to  the  further  fact  that  there  is  a  limited 
supply  of  his  tjrpe  of  weapon  on  hand,  it  would  be  necessary,  if  we 
retained  the  boats  with  the  18-lnch  tubes,  to  retool  up  our  already 
overloaded  sources  of  supply  for  the  standard  21 -Inch  torpedo  In 
order  to  manufacture  reserve  supplies  of  the  18-lnch  weapon. 

Mr.  Speaker,  one  thing  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  shoiild  ask  the  new  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  who,  I  un- 
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dmUnd,  wm  bt  Mr,  frtnli  Kno%,  to  to  And  out  ^  M  WM 
that  thiM  ihlpf  wert  •quippeA  with  If-lnch-torpfdo  ttM 
in  the  flrit  pUuj«.  wh«n  If-lnch  torpodow  wort  •^ffjfotitO' 
kt«.  They  certainly  mtiit  have  been  obwioto  at  thf  timo 
theee  boate  were  ord<»red.  and  If  not,  then  they  have  only 
recently  become  to.  because  these  boat*  have  not  been  on 
order  very  long.  It  looks  to  me  a»  though  lomebody  ought 
to  have  himself  looked  Into  by  thie  Congrew  for  ordering  18- 
Inch-torpedo  equipment  on  these  boaU.  The  fact  that  Mr. 
Lewis  Compton.  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  has  given  that 
as  an  excuse  for  his  proposal  to  sell  these  torpedo  boats  to 
Great  Britain  clearly  indicates  that  someone  U  entirely  in- 
competent, and  that  a  thoroughgoing  shake-up  is  not  only 
highly  desirable,  but  imperatively  necessary  in  order  to  avoid 
the  possibUity  of  ordering  perhaps  13V2-inch  guns  for  our  new 
battleships  when  16-inch  shells  are  standard. 

I  shall  not  go  further  into  this  subject  at  this  time,  but  It 
seems  to  me  that  somebody  is  very  definitely  in  error,  and 
somebody  should  be  called  to  accotmt  for  ever  having  ordered 
boats  equipped  with  obsolete  18-inch  torpedo  tubes  in  the 

first  place. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker.  wiU  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Certainly. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  would  like,  if  I  could,  to  get 
the  exact  date  when  these  20  boats  were  put  on  order. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  would  be  glad  to  have  that  date  my- 
self, and  also  the  circumstances  surrounding  the  purchase. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  understand  it  was  last  year, 
after  the  war  had  started  all  over  the  world. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    I  believe  so. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Why  were  they  ordering  tor- 
pedo boats  that  were  out  of  date? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  They  ordered  them  with  18-lnch  torpedo 
tubes,  when  the  standard  size  is  21  inches.  I  cannot  figure 
that  out,  and  I  think  the  Congress  is  enUtled  to  know  the 
reason.  If  these  are  the  Scott-Paine  type  boats  I  think  I 
can  flgtire  out  the  answer,  but  we  should  have  an  investiga- 
tion of  the  whole  subject  and  no  whitewash. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  am  wondering  how  much 
more  of  our  equipment  recently  placed  on  order  is  out  of  date 
like  those  torpedo  boats. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  would  like  to  know  that,  too.  I  under- 
stand that  our  37-millimeter  antitank  guns  will  not  penetrate 
modem  tank  armor  and  that  consequently  the  228  of  such 
guns  that  we  have  on  hand  are  obsolete  today,  and  yet  we 
expect  to  obtain  delivery  on  a  considerable  number  in  addi- 
tion to  that,  over  the  next  6  months  or  so.  There  may  be  a 
number  of  these  things  that  could  well  be  looked  into  by  the 
new  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  the  new  Secretary  of  War,  in 
order  to  make  certain  that  the  equipment  now  on  order  shall 
not  be  obsolete  before  delivery. 

I  yield  back  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

The  statement  follows: 

STATEMENT  ON  TOSPKDO  BOAT  BALK  BAN 

Washington.  ..une  24— The  text  of  the  White  House  sUtement 
announcing  that  President  Roosevelt  had  ordered  a  halt  in  negotia- 
tions for  sale  of  20  torpedo  boats  was  as  follows: 

The  President  today  authorized  the  Navy  Department  to  put  an 
end  to  pending  negotiations  with  the  Electric  Boat  Co.  by  which  the 
Department  would  have  accepted  deferred  delivery  on  20  experi- 
mental motor  torpedo  boats — boats  which  the  British  Government 
wanted  to  purchase,  and  which.  If  the  negotiations  bad  been  suc- 
ocMtfulIy  concluded,  the  Electric  Boat  Co.  would  have  sold  to  the 
British. 

The  President's  declaion  putting  a  stop  to  the  negotiations,  how- 
ever, was  reached  by  him  as  soon  as  he  received  an  Informal  opinion 
prepared  by  the  Attorney  General.  In  this  opinion  the  Attorney 
General  advised  the  President  that  the  sale  and  delivery  of  motor 
torpedo  boats  by  an  American  builder  to  a  belligerent  government 
"would  seem  to  be  prohibited  by  section  8  o*  title  V  at  the  act  of 
June  IS,  1917,"  which  provides: 

"Enirlng  a  war  in  which  the  United  BUtes  is  a  neutral  nation  ;t 
shall  be  unlawful  to  send  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States 
any  vessel  built  as  a  vessel  of  war  with  any  Intent  or  under  any 
agreement  that  such  vessel  shall  be  delivered  to  a  belligerent  naUon 
or  with  the  reasonable  cause  to  believe  that  the  said  vessel  shaU  or 
wUI  be  employed  in  the  service  of  any  such  belligerent  nation  after 
its  departure  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States." 

Lewis  Compton.  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  also  gave  the  Presi- 
dent today  a  menwrandum  in  which  be  set  forth  five  military  advan- 
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produetum  Imd  with  only  •  UmiU4  ^WPV^^J^  }^'JS^  U'SSt 
{LgadoM  have  ft  wurhMd  of  About  cloubU  ^  wetftot  of  ttoat 
iSnSaZf  tbo  0SMUOT  weapon,  thus  doubUnc  ttoe  ftr*  power,  Tt* 
SfTof  IhlTaiiSrtorpedttwta  doubU  that  of  tb.  .ma  fcr  om.  ft»d 
tb^pMd  of  t»»  ai-lncbweapon  U  considerably  greaur  than  tbe 

"('aT  By'^iSfp^tlng  deferral  deltverle.  «d  ««rdertn^  the  produc- 
tlon  not  only  6f  hiSls  but  of  engine,  will  be  •«^l«/«*«»;,^^*  P^'i^" 
Son  of  engines  being  the  bottleneck  In  a  small  boat-building  pro- 
oua  exactly  as  they  are  In  the  case  of  aircraft  production. 

(3)  The  Navy  Department  would  be  able  to  effect  betterments  and 
Improvements  both  in  hull  design  and  engine  performance. 

(4)  No  appreciable  amount  of  time  would  be  lost,  because  during 
the  6  months  it  would  take  to  construct  the  replacement  b<»ts  the 
Navv  would  be  engaged  in  running  competitive  tests  on  the  English 
S^ASSlca'dX^  boats  iH^er  to  detennlne  an  v^^toate  t^rpe 
for  mass  production.  It  would  also  require  this  le^f  ^  of  time  to 
develop  tactical  uses  and  doctrme  as  weU  a.  for  the  training  of 

'*^)^Due  to  the  fact  that  the  18-lnch  torpedo  ^^  obsolete  in  the 
United  SUtes  Navy  and  due  to  the  further  fact  that  there  is  a  limited 
Bunnlv  of  this  type  of  weapon  on  hand.  It  would  be  necessary.  If  we 
reuSned  tie  boJu  with  the  18-lnch  torpedo  tu»)e8^^re^l  up  our 
Sreadv  overloaded  sources  of  supply  for  the  standard  21-lnch  tor- 
^  m  order  to  manufacture  reserve  supplies  of  the  18-inch  weapon^ 

A?tl^  Secretary  Compton  said.  In  view  of  the  AUorney  General  a 
opinion  the  Navy  Department  had  requested  the  President's  author- 
Itv  to  stoD  nendlng  negoUations  with  the  Electric  Boat  Co. 
%?de?lL5,  however  that  the  original  action  of  the  N»vy  Dej^- 
ment,  acceding  to  the  request  that  the  Navy  accept  deferred  de^lv- 
^es  on  the  boats,  "was  In  no  way  surreptitious  and  was  predicated 
enUrely  on  what  was  considered  to  be  by  those  competent  to  Judge 
to  the  mlltlary  advantage  of  the  United  States  Navy." 

Had  it  been  possible  under  the  law  to  carry  out  the  original  pro- 
noeal  Mr  Compton  Insisted,  the  "original  objectives  sought  in  the 
Speiimental   smaU-boat   program"   in   no   way  would   have   been 

^"'■KePresldcnt  concurred  In  the  Attorney  General's  opinion. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  special  order  of  the 
House  heretofore  entered,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bnroral  is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 


AMXtlCAlf  rREEDOM — STILL  OUR  MOST  PRECIOUS  HERITACB 

Mr  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Fourth  of  July  is  the 
greatest  national  holiday  in  the  American  calendar.  TJiis 
is  a  magnificent  day  in  the  history  of  a  civilization  which  has 
no  equal  anywhere  on  the  face  of  the  globe,  for  nothing  can 
destroy  the  enthusiasm  and  hope  which  are  synonymous  with 

America.  .  ^,     „  j 

In  the  last  decade  it  has  become  fashionable  for  pseudo 
Uberals  to  laugh  at  those  of  us  who  choose  to  "wave  the  flag. 
We  have  been  derided  and  mimicked  by  young  men  who 
regard  themselves  as  superior  to  the  feeling  of  patriotism. 
Today  this  attitude  Is  gone  with  the  wind.  On  this  Fourth 
of  July  no  American,  no  matter  what  may  be  his  political 
views,  no  matter  what  may  be  his  racial  o^gln  can  prevent 
himself  from  being  proud  that  he  lives  in  the  United  States 
of  America  in  the  year  1940. 

We  have  our  problems;  we  have  our  troubles;  and  It  would 
be  a  fooUsh  man  who  sought  to  minimize  their  Importance. 
Tot  the  last  decade  we  have  been  passing  through  a  series 
Of  tremendous  economic  catastrophes.  They  have  taxed  our 
strength.  They  have  cost  us  billions  in  terms  of  dollars.  No 
one  knows  how  much  they  have  cost  us  in  terms  of  humMi 
suffering.  Yet  we  know  that  the  spirit  of  America  has  not 
wavered  In  the  face  of  the  blows  we  have  received.  Therels 
sun  present  In  our  land  the  courage,  the  bravery.  Uie  energy, 
and  the  loyalty  which  have  made  this  Nation  of  ours  the 
greatest  in  the  records  of  human  history. 

Look  about  you  in  the  world  today.  Everywhere  we  see 
darkness  and  chaos.  In  Asia  savage  warfare  rages  on  un- 
known fronts.  The  soldiers  of  Japan  make  war  upon  Oiose 
Who  are  their  brothers  in  blood,  skin,  ^"^  even  in  their  ba^c 
cultures  In  the  Balkans  farmers  tend  their  flocks  and  look 
fearfully  toward  the  skies  for  enemy  bombers  which  may 
spring  from  the  clouds  without  a  moment's  warning.  Central 
Europe  is  a  tinder  box.  which  may  burst  into  flame  at  any 
instant.  In  every  town  and  hamlet  of  the  British  country- 
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•Ulf  fottnf  bori  lad  flflj  •«  Pr*<JJ2?'J2t  !ll^^to  r*!!^ 
CM  4rMli.  Old  mm  mA  wobmii  ttei«  ttidr  fpm  w  r««g- 
Sf  ^friiStlul  prouetton  or  bombproof  ^^^V^J^ 

rtMOfl  acfOM  the  hom  tn  tormi  of  twman  progrtii.  twit 
SlfliilMadoned  aU  preUneo  of  croatlnf  human  vaUiw  wb^ 
will  endure  beyond  tbe  n«rt  dajr^i  n^WftPor.  »Wont  rt- 
Uini  an  attitude  of  tewlon.  movtoi  about  Uke  roboU,  refui- 
ing  to  think  of  what  the  morrow  majr  brtnt.  ^  ^.    .     ^ 

It  Is  a  harrowlnt  picture.  And  it  U  not  enough  that  we 
in  America  say  to  ourselvee.  "Thank  Ood  that  we  live  here  In 
our  own  country."  We  are  fortunate.  We  are  grateful  to 
Providence  for  the  privilege  of  Uvlng  within  the  protective 
arms  of  our  great  country.  But  we  must  learn  from  the 
experience  of  those  less  lucky  than  ourselves  the  lessons  of 
preparedness.  ^   ,,     .,         _, 

This  Fourth  of  July  must  be  a  day  of  rededlcaUon  It 
must  be  a  day  when  all  the  citizens  of  America  rise  to  their 
feet  to  reaffirm  their  loyalty  to  the  traditions  which  have 
made  this  land  of  ours  what  it  Is.  As  we  look  across  the  seas 
we  know  what  It  Is  that  we  have  retained  In  these  United 
States  which  our  fellow  nations  have  lost.  More  than  any 
other  people  on  earth,  we  are  free.  We  are  free  to  think,  to 
act  to  speak,  to  write,  to  do  as  we  choose  to  a  greater  extent 
than  any  other  band  of  men  Uvlng  In  our  generation.  Of 
course,  we  are  bound  by  the  necessities  of  life.  We  must 
work  We  must  earn  our  livelihoods.  We  must  take  orders- 
all  of  us.  from  the  wealthiest  landowner  In  the  Nation  to  the 
humblest  worker,  must  take  our  orders.  In  that  sense,  no 
man  is  free.  But  in  the  right  of  freedom  of  expression  we 
are  more  wealthy  than  the  owner  of  the  richest  factory  In 
all  Europe.  ^  ^        .     , 

Both  of  our  great  political  parties  have  accepted  as  basic 
certain  fundamental  principles.  To  Republicans  and  Demo- 
crats alike  the  Bill  of  Rights  is  sacred  ground.  So  long  as 
America  remains  worthy  of  its  name  those  rights  guaranteed 
by  our  Constitution  will  continue  to  remain  inviolate.  When 
once  a  political  party  challenges  the  validity  of  our  basic 
freedom,  this  Nation  will  cease  to  be  America.  But  by  the 
grace  of  God,  we  trust  and  pray  that  our  people  wlU  never 
alter  the  human  guaranties  which  form  our  most  precious 
heritage — freedom  for  all  men. 

Our  people  face  a  danger  on  this  Fourth  of  July  in  the  year 
1940  Everywhere  In  the  world  the  poison  of  hatred  which 
has  fouled  the  air  of  Europe  and  Asia  Is  pervading  the  at- 
mosphere. True  Americans  must  fight  this  disease.  Whether 
It  caU  Itself  fascism  or  communism,  whether  it  take  the  form 
of  Berlin  or  Leningrad,  despotism  and  tyranny  are  stdl  the 
same.  They  crush  the  human  soul.  They  destroy  books, 
art  music.  And  with  the  death  of  all  that  has  been  so  pain- 
fully created  by  the  minds  of  men  since  the  dawn  of  culture 
there  dies  the  spark  of  human  kindness  which  makes  life 
worth  the  living. 

Here  in  our  own  Nation  we  have  constructed  a  household 
reared  upon  freedom  and  anchored  in  the  Arm  gramte  of 
tolerance-tolerance  to  all  men  who  love  our  country,  toler- 
ance to  aU  men  who  come  to  us  seeking  the  right  to  live  in 
peace  and  happiness.  Live  and  let  live  in  Ainerica  means  live 
and  help  live.  Perhaps  we  are  Idealists  In  this  great  and 
abundant  land.  But  our  Ideals  are  not  the  barren  abstract 
Ideals  of  the  philosopher.  We  seek  to  practice  them  In  the 
daily  activities  of  our  lives. 

Those  ideals  are  under  fire  today.  Yet  to  me  they  remain 
the  most  noble  element  of  our  American  civilization.  We 
must  labor  to  rebuild  them,  to  reaffirm  them,  to  train  a  new 
generation  which  will  understand  them  and  revere  them  as 
did  our  fathers  and  their  fathers  before  them. 

Education  Is  the  safeguard  of  democracy  now  and  forever. 
It  is  our  solemn  duty  to  educate  the  rising  generation  to  a 
realization  of  the  meaning  of  true  democracy.  It  is  not 
enough  to  teach  the  glib  externals  of  American  citizenship, 
our  boys  and  girls  may  recite  with  quick  fluency  the  names 
of  the  principal  actors  in  the  national  drama.  We  must  not^ 
we  dare  not-^top  at  this  if  we  are  to  preserve  the  democratic 
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system  which  we  love.  Our  children  and  their  children  to 
follow  them  must  understand  the  meaning  of  American  ideal- 
ism. It  is  our  task  to  convince  them  that  human  life  is  not 
cheap;  to  make  them  understand  that  each  of  us,  no  matter 
what  may  be  his  color,  his  creed,  or  his  origin,  stands  in  the 
sight  of  America  as  a  human  being  worthy  of  all  that  life  has 
to  offer.  The  right  to  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happi- 
ness must  not  be  dismissed  by  our  Nation  if  it  is  to  remain 
the  citadel  of  man's  freedom  when  we  are  gone. 

To  the  fathers  and  mothers  of  today  there  comes  the  oppor- 
tunity to  play  a  glorious  role  in  the  determination  of  the 
future.  We  are  destined  to  aid  the  process  of  restoring  the 
inspiration  of  American  history.  This  generation,  with  its 
ever-present  temptation  to  rely  upon  others  for  assistance, 
needs  more  Abraham  Lincolns.  We  need  young  men  and 
women  who  will  see  visions,  who  will  discover  new  frontiers 
of  science,  thought,  and  invention. 

Xbe  New  Deal  for  the  past  7  years  and  more  has  destroyed 
the  incentive  of  our  people.  Republicans  are  not  alone  in 
their  assertion  that  huge  segments  of  our  population  have 
been  pauperized  by  the  program  created  at  Washington. 
Social  workers,  who  come  into  daily  contact  with  thousands 
of  families  each  year,  will  testify  to  the  creation  of  a  new 
attitude  of  shiftless  indifference  in  thousands  of  young  people. 
They  have  come  to  tell  us,  "Why  look  for  work?  I  know  I 
can't  find  any.  I'll  sit  home  and  let  the  Government  take 
care  of  me.  If  they  refuse,  we'll  vote  those  who  oppose  us 
out  of  office  and  put  in  men  who  will  do  what  we  tell  them." 

There  can  be  no  future  for  a  Nation  afiOicted  with  this 
mortal  disease  of  self-destruction.  Happily,  there  are  in  oiu- 
country  millions  more  who  refuse  to  resign  themselves  to 

^  this  fate.    They  know  that  if  they  take  heart,  if  they  will  it, 
we  shall  once  more  become  a  nation  of  busy  factories,  tre- 
mendous industries,  the  America  which  we  shall  again  rebuild. 
On  this  Fourth  of  July  there  are  idle  hands  in  America. 
But  there  are  brave  and  free  minds  too.    There  are  minds 

,^hich  recall  that  the  problems  we  face  are  problems  made  by 
men.  We  know  that  our  factories  are  the  most  productive 
In  the  world:  that  our  nattural  resources  from  the  Atlantic 
to  the  Pacific  are  still  the  largest  imdeveloped  reservoir 
known  to  man;  that  we  can  produce  in  abundance.  Men 
have  created  the  problem  of  unemployment,  and  those  prob- 
lems which  men  can  create,  men  of  good  will  and  courage  can 
solve. 

We  must  be  grateful  on  this  holiday  of  our  freedom  that 
we  in  America  have  still  the  right  to  make  our  own  decisions 
on  the  manner  in  which  we  shall  meet  our  problems.  No 
dictator  seeks  to  direct  our  thoughts.  No  tyrant  writes  the 
editorials  which  all  of  us  must  read.  We  bend  no  knee  to 
an  arrogant  overlord;  otu:  "good-byes"  to  our  friends  still 
mean  "God  be  with  you" —  we  need  not  hail  the  superman. 

Perhaps  sopieone  in  the  infinite  wisdom  of  a  great  genius 
might  be  able  to  solve  every  human  problem  with  a  stroke 
of  the  pen.  Our  Nation  is  committed  to  the  belief  that  no 
one  man  may  be  trusted  with  such  powers.  We  prefer  to 
muddle  through  by  our  own  free  wits.  A  great  student  of 
government  once  wrote: 

It  Is  better  to  govern  oneself  badly  tlian  to  be  governed  weU 
by  a  master.  When  the  master  governs  well,  all  Is  good,  but  his  suc- 
cessor may  be  evil,  and  freedom  is  at  an  end. 

Americans,  wherever  they  may  be  throughout  the  world, 
must  rally  to  their  flag  on  this  Fourth  of  July.  Cur's  is  not 
the  cause  of  oppression:  it  is  not  the  love  of  conquest;  it  is 
not  the  will  to  hate.  We  have  might;  we  have  strength. 
Within  our  armies  lies  the  potential  force  of  a  resolute 
nation  of  130,000.000  men.  women,  boys,  and  girls  who  thrill 
to  the  sound  of  America.  Our  cannons  can  roar.  Our 
planes  can  darken  the  skies  with  their  wings.  We  glory 
in  our  power.  But  we  do  not  thrust  ourselves  upon  the  earth 
like  the  ancient  Colossus.  Men  need  not  fear  us;  for  Amer- 
ica knows  her  place  in  the  sim. 

Today,  it  is  our  duty  to  lead  the  world  in  reestablishing 
the  lost  hopes  and  ideals  of  the  Bible. 

The  Fourth  of  July  sounds  no  call  to  war  in  our  ears. 


It  brings  us  before  the  nations  of  the  earth  pleading  with 
them  to  consecrate  themselves  once  more,  as  one  greater 
than  ourselves  consecrated  Himself  almost  2,000  years  agcv— 
to  the  Brotherhood  of  Man  and  the  Fatherhood  of  God. 

The  world  has  forgotten  tolerance,  kindness,  justice,  and 
love  today.  In  America,  we  must  educate  a  generation  which 
will  grow  to  stalwart  manhood  courageously  and  honorably 
to  teach  the  world  these  forgotten  truths. 

Let  us  thank  these  who  founded  this  Nation  for  teaching 
us  to  be  free  men:  men  who  are  stiU  able  to  think  of  freeing 
those  of  our  brothers  in  other  lands,  the  lessons  of  American 
liberty  in  a  year  of  darkness. 

JULY  4,   1940 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  listened  with  a 
great  deal  of  interest  to  the  flne  and  able  address  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bender]. 

Tomorrow  marks  the  birthday  of  this  great  Republic.  I 
want  to  say  on  this  occasion,  for  I  understand  we  will  not  be 
in  session  tomorrow,  that  with  World  War  developments  we 
must  not  forget  the  serious  and  critical  condition  in  which 
this  Republic  finds  itself  at  this  period  of  time.  Today  after 
IVz  years  of  experiments,  most  of  them  borrowed  from  Mos- 
cow. Russia,  we  have  an  unemployment  problem;  we  have 
other  domestic  problems  that  are  more  serious  than  any  that 
have  ever  confronted  this  Government  of  ours  during  its 
entire  history.  Millions  of  men  are  out  of  work;  millions  of 
young  people  who  have  grown  up  within  the  last  few  years 
who,  on  accoimt  of  wrong  governmental  policies,  have  been 
denied  the  opportunity  that  comes  to  a  free  people  to  earn 
wages  and  to  make  a  living. 

DOMESTIC   PROBLEMS  CBITTCAL 

I  was  reminded  very  forcibly  of  that  fact  when  T  had  a 
visitor  in  my  office  this  morning.  The  mother  of  a  young 
immarried  man  32  years  of  age  came  in  to  plead  with  me  to 
secure  a  job  for  this  young  man.  The  father  is  employed. 
Months  and  months  have  gone  by  during  which  period  of 
time  he  has  tried  to  find  something  to  do.  His  case  is  tjTJi- 
cal  of  thousands — yes,  millions — of  people  all  over  the  length 
and  breadth  of  this  land. 

infEMPLOTMEirr  problem 

I  do  not  say  it  in  a  spirit  of  vindictiveness,  but  I  say  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  all  of  the  experiments  and  all  of  the 
waste  of  money  for  the  past  7 ''2  years  by  the  administration 
have  gone  for  nought  as  far  as  doing  something  for  the  Amer- 
ican people  is  concerned,  and  we  are  now  where  we  started 
over  7  years  ago.  If  that  policy,  is  to  continue,  if  the  results 
of  those  experiments  are  to  be  adopted,  they  will  Increase  the 
ranks  of  those  who  cannot  find  work  and  eventually  wreck 
the  bulwark  of  liberty  which  the  people  on  July  4,  1776,  pro- 
nounced and  presented  to  the  world. 

DECLARATION   OF  INDEPENDENCE 

It  would  do  us  all  good  to  read  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence, written  by  Thomas  Jefferson.  I  just  give  you  a  brief 
quotation.    He  said: 

We  hold  these  truths  to  be  self-evident,  that  all  men  arc  cre- 
ated equal;  that  they  are  endowed  by  their  Creator  with  certain 
unalienable  rights:  that  among  these  are  Ule.  liberty,  and  the 
pursuit  of  happiness.  That  to  secure  these  rights,  governments 
are  Instituted  among  men.  deriving  their  jtist  powers  from  the 
consent  of  the  governed. 

This  declaration  tomorrow  will  have  a  double  meaning. 
Rrst,  it  will  be  a  challenge  to  those  who  have  been  in  con- 
trol of  our  Government  for  almost  8  years  and  whose  rec- 
ord is  one  of  failure.  Second,  it  will  be  a  challenge  to  the 
people  of  this  country  to  think  about  World  War  conditions 
and  think  of  the  philosophy  of  the  Old  World  which  is 
about  to  prevail,  which  turns  back  the  clock  of  history  a 
few  hundred  years  and  reduces  the  peoples  of  Europe  to  the 
point  where  they  are  vassals  and  where  the  progress  of 
mankind  began.    [Applause.! 
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It  has  well  been  said,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  dangers  to 
America  are  from  within  and  not  from  without.     During 
past  years  we  have  had  disloyal  elements  in  this  country. 
They  have  sought  to  undermine  our  system  of  government. 
They  are  opposed  to  the  Declaration  of  Independence  and  its 
declaration  in  favor  of  human  rights  and  freedom  and  all  of 
the  advantages  that  go  to  a  free  people.   We  have  been  desig- 
nating this  class  of  people  who  oppose  American  insUtutions 
as  Communists.    It  has  now  become  fashionable  to  refer  to 
them  as  "fifth  columnists."    The  name  by  which  they  are 
known  makes  no  particular  difference,  but  it  is  high  time  that 
people  who  believe  in  the  ConsUtution  of  the  United  SUtes 
declare  themselves  and  act  accordingly.    We  have  had  too 
much  of  Russia  and  Stalin  and  communism  and  less  of  the 
doctrines  of  Americanism.   This  new  philosophy  that  the  Gov- 
ernment owns  the  people  and  that  people  should  be, regi- 
mented and  reduced  to  a  state  of  serfdom  Is  an    ism    inat 
may  well  be  looked  over  carefully  on  the  Fourth  day  of  July. 
With  World  War  developments  during  the  past  year,  our 
philosophy  holds  an  added  significance.    We  may  soon  be- 
come the  last  land  which  recognizes  the  supremacy  of  the 
individual.    Time  has  settled  many  world-war  questions  which 
have  greatly  concerned  the  American  people.     However,  it 
has  not  setUed  the  quesUon  of  national  defense.    For  many 
years  the  pacifists  have  dominated  in  many  quarters  the 
thought  and  actions  of  our  people.     This   great   army  of 
pacifists  has  advocated  that  we  have  noarmy  for  our  pro- 
tection and  no  navy  for  our  defense     They  have  cnticiz^ 
those  who  would  vote  for  appropriations  to  build  airplanes 
and  train  pUots  to  man  them,  for  appropriaUons  to  strengthen 
the  Army  and  to  expand  the  Navy. 

WE    NEED   ADEQUATE    NATIONAL    DEFENSE 

Over  a  period  of  years  I  have  fought  this  false  ideal  and 
this  false  theory.  I  have  said  before,  and  I  say  now,  that  I 
do  not  subscribe  to  the  silly  doctrine  of  "Peace  at  any  price^^ 
My  record  shows  that  I  have  supported  legislation  that  would 
help  build  adequate  air  forces,  an  adequate  army  and  an 
adequate  navy.  I  am  proud  of  that  record.  I  think  that  I 
express  the  hope  of  miUions  of  my  fellow  countrymen  when 
I  say  that  an  adequate  defense  program  is  the  one  gr«it  need 
at  this  Ume  and  that  the  best  way  for  the  United  States  to 
command  the  respect  of  foreign  countries  is  to  be  Prepared 
to  defend  its  honor  and  its  institutions,  If  we  are  ever  attacked 
by  enemies  from  abroad.  ^    -^ 

We  are  opposed  to  sending  American  soldiers  to  European 
batUefields.  and  people  of  good  judgment  do  not  believe  that 
such  a  course  wiU  be  necessary.  A  program  of  prepared- 
ness ought  to  make  it  unnecessary. 

Let  1^  make  no  mistake  about  the  way  we  celebrate  the 
birthday  of  our  Nation,  and  let  us  freely  admit  that  as  the 
world  changes  from  day  to  day  those  changes  have  their 
effect  upon  our  country. 

DAVID   LAWEENCE   ABTICLB 

I  have  before  me  a  "Newsgram"  from  the  United  States 
News  under  date  of  July  5.    This  is  a  PaPer  published  by 
David  Lawrence,  one  of  our  outstanding  political  writers 
tSs  IteSi dlls  attenUon  to  the  fact  that  the  war  abr^d 
n«y  bToverin  the  near  future.    It  may  be  that  there  will 
to^o  Alli^  and  that  the  tendencies  of  today  will  become 
^tt?^  QuS'iorS     What  WiU  be  the  attitude  of  our  Govern- 
me^fand   our   country   toward   a    possible    new   order   to 
SSope?     This  and  many  other  questions  are  suggested  by 
S^  Item  that  I  have  before  me.    Will  there  be  an  economic 
WW  ^d  what  poUcy  will  the  leaders  of  our  Nation  take? 
?^o  ^ot  here  enumerate  the  many  suggested  possbiUties 
contained  In  this  Newsgram,  but  I  do  say  that  it  is  a 
thought-provoking  one.    Now  is  the  time  for  people  In  high 
offlSiVpSrn  to  refrain  from  too  much  talk  ^^do  more 
minkinTalong   construcUve   Unes^    I  f  ^^^^^^^^Hew 
reading  of  this  document  because  July  4,  1940  marks  a  new 
5S?^toe  in  the  history  of  America.    For  the  first  time  since 
jS  y  4   1776.^e  foundations  of  our  Government  are  threat- 
eSS  and  the  security  and  safety  of  our  people  stand  to  be 
questioned  and  menaced. 


May  the  light  of  trath  prevail  and  direct  us  along  the 
Unes  that  wUl  lead  to  safety  and  to  the  prescrvaUon  of  our 
American  Institutions. 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  un^- 
mous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  Include  an  edi- 
torial from  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection.  It  is  so 

ordered. 
There  was  no  objection.  ^      •     .         «, 

Mr  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  in- 
cluding an  appropriate  editorial  from  the  July  1.  1940.  issue 
Of  Father  Coughlin's  SocUl  Justice,  entitled  "Aping  John 

Bull."  ^^        ^.    ^.    , 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  two  arUcles  from  the  Associated  Press  with  reference 
to  the  reslgnaUon  of  Secretary  of  War  Woodring. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  Include 
therewith  a  short  article; 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection.  It  is  so 

ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  by  inserting  the  first  speech  I  made 
on  un-American  activities,  subversive  acUvlties,  communism, 
fascism,  and  nazi-ism  in  this  country  in  1934. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 

ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Mr  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
eriolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the  f oUowlng  UUes.  which  were 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H  R  6831.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  lease  certain  of  the  pubUc  lands  to  the  Metropolitan  Water 
District  of  Southern  California  for  the  extraction  of  sodium 
chloride  for  water-conditioning  purposes; 

H  R  8024  An  act  to  provide  for  the  leasing  of  restricted 
allotments  of  deceased  Indians  In  certain  circumstances,  and 
for  other  purposes;  .         ,      ,  w 

H.  R.  8499.  An   act   relating   to   adoption   of   minors   by 

Indians;  and  ^     .  ^  ,      w 

H.  R.  10106.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Revenue  Act  of  1937.  as  amended. 

ADJOTTRNMENT 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Florida.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 

House  do  now  adjourn.  .,.,..      ^  ^, 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  1  0  clock  a^  41 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow.  Thurs- 
day July  4.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


PUBLIC  -prtiA  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BROOKS:  ,    „    _,  , 

H  R  10166  A  bill  to  expedite  the  trial  of  all  crimes  of  a 
disloyal  character,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HARRINGTON: 
H  R  10167   A  bill  to  permit  the  American  legion  to  use  cer- 
tain Federal  property  during  its  convention  at  ^^^rd.  Iowa, 
from  August  23  to  31. 1940;  to  the  Conumttee  on  PubUc  Build- 
ings and  Grotmds. 
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By  Mr.  MOTT: 
H.  R.  10168.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  display  of  the  Ameri- 
can flag  on  every  ix>st  office  in  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 
By  Mr.  HAVENNER: 
H.J. Res. 580.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  admission 
into  the  United  States  of  a  limited  number  of  refugee  children 
from  Great  Britain;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private  bUls  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  KRAMER: 
H.  R.  10169.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Salomon  Georg  Kauf- 
mann.  his  wife.  Doris  Kaufmann.  nee  Stem,  and  their  child 
John  Michael  Peter  Kaufmann;  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  MAY: 
H.  R.  10170.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Malcolm  Harris  and 
Rosa  M.  Harris;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mrs.  OT)AY: 
H.R.  10171.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Meier  Langermann,  his 
wife.  Friederike,  and  son,  Joseph;  to  the  Committee  on  Imjni- 
gration  and  Naturalization. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXll.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8979.  By  Mr.  SCHIFFLER:  Petition  of  O.  H.  Meade,  post 
commander.  Bartlett  Clemens  Post,  No.  37.  the  American 
Legion.  Fairmont.  W.  Va.,  urging  Congress  to  remain  in  ses- 
sion during  the  present  emergency;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

8980.  By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey:  Petition  of  Mrs. 
Alberta  F.  Gee.  Wyckoff.  N.  J.,  containing  the  signatures  of 
approximately  60  persons  in  Wyckoff  and  Midland  Park. 
N.  J.,  petitioning  for  an  embargo  on  shipments  of  war  ma- 
terials to  Japan;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  July  4,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The    Chaplain,    Rev.    James    Shera    Montgomery,   D.    D., 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou,  our  everlasting  portion  and  the  Lord  of  lords,  in 
these  hallowed  moments  it  is  given  us  to  realize  the  courage, 
the  devotion,  and  the  noble  character  of  our  forefathers.  We 
pray  Thee  to  give  us  the  might  of  a  growing  faith  in  Thy 
providence,  reminding  us  that  "except  the  Lord  build  the 
house,  they  labor  in  vain  who  built  it."  We  praise  Thee  for 
those  champions  of  liberty,  truth,  and  justice.  May  their 
spirits  live  today  in  the  ideals  of  our  Republic  as  they  bow 
over  us  in  sacred  benediction.  Prom  the  unseen  heights  of 
Thy  throne  Thou  didst  guide  their  broken  columns  as  they 
Struggled  to  bring  order  out  of  chaos,  service  out  of  selfish- 
ness, and  freemen  out  of  the  throes  of  political  tyranny.  Oh, 
may  our  heroic  past  interpret  to  us  our  patriotic  duty  to 
redouble  our  devotion  and  our  enthusiasm  for  our  homeland. 
O  Lord  God.  do  Thou  stand  in  the  midst  of  all  earthly  scenes 
and  direct  the  upward  movements  of  this  weary  world.  Oh. 
lead  us  all  up  the  hills  of  time  until  Christendom  conquers 
and  civilization  triumphs.  In  the  name  of  the  worlds 
Redeemer  we  pray.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

FOURTH  or  JTTLY,   1940 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  iinanlmous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  LEWas  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  very  rarely.  I  believe, 
has  either  branch  of  the  Congress  met  on  the  Fourth  of  July. 
Today  the  House  of  Representatives  has  met.  not  to  transact 
any  business  but  merely  to  adjourn  over  until  next  Monday, 
in  order  to  comply  with  the  constitutional  requirement  that— 

Neither  Hoxise,  during  the  session  of  Congress,  shall,  without  the 
consent  of  the  other,  adjourn  for  more  than  3  days. 

But  this  brief  session  affords  the  opportunity  to  consider 
the  significance  of  that  fateful  occasion  164  years  ago  which 
Independence  Day  commemorates. 

The  Declaration  of  Independence  made  that  day  was  signed 
by  men  fully  aware  of  the  dangers  which  they  incurred,  of 
the  peril  that  if  their  cause  did  not  prevail  each  and  all  of 
them  were  doomed  to  a  felon's  or  a  traitor's  death.  I  won- 
der how  often  we  look  over  that  great  Declaration.  It  is 
worth  while.  I  believe,  to  consider  it  very  often,  to  weigh  what 
it  means  to  us  and  how  much  it  meant  to  those  who  took  their 
lives  and  their  liberties  in  their  hands  to  declare,  preserve, 
and  maintain  independence  and  freedom  for  America.  God 
grant  that  in  the  grim  days  ahead  of  us  we  may  all  prove 
worthy  of  the  priceless  heritage  transmitted  to  us  by  the 
signers  of  the  immortal  Declaration. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  read  at  this  point 
the  Declaration  of  Independence. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEIWIS  of  Colorado  (reading) : 

In  Concsbs.  July  4,  1776. 

TH«    TJNANIMOtrs    DECLAEATION    OT    TH«    THIBTirK     UNmO    6TATZS    OF 

AMraiCA 

When  in  the  Course  of  human  events.  It  becomes  necessary  for 
one  people  to  dissolve  the  political  bands  which  have  connected 
them  with  another,  and  to  assxune  among  the  powers  of  the  earth, 
the  separate  and  equal  station  to  which  the  Laws  of  Nature  and 
of  Nature's  God  entitle  them,  a  decent  respect  to  the  opinions  of 
mankind  requires  that  they  should  declare  the  causes  which  Impel 
them  to  the  separation. We  hold  these  truths  to  be  self- 
evident,  that  all  men  are  created  equal,  that  they  are  endowed  by 
their  Creator  with  certain  unalienable  RighU,  that  among  these 
are  Life.  Liberty  and  the  pursuit  of  Happiness. — That  to  secure 
these  rights,  Govemmenta  are  Instituted  among  Men.  deriving  theti 
Just  powers  from  the  consent  of  the  governed. — That  whenever  any 
Form  of  Government  becomes  destructive  of  these  ends,  it  Is  the 
Right  of  the  People  to  alter  or  to  abolish  it,  and  to  Institute  new 
Government,  laying  its  foundation  on  such  principles  and  organiz- 
ing Its  powers  in  such  form,  as  to  them  shall  seem  most  likely  to 
effect  their  Safety  and  Happiness.    Prudence,  Indeed,  will  dictate 

that  Governments  long  established  should  not  be  changed  for  light 
and  transient  causes;  and  accordingly  all  experience  hath  shewn, 
that  mankind  are  more  disposed  to  suffer,  while  evils  are  sufferable, 
than  to  right  themselves  by  abolishing  the  forms  to  which  they  are 
accustomed.  But  when  a  long  train  of  abuses  and  usurpations, 
pursuing  Invariably  the  same  Object  evinces  a  design  to  reduce 
them  under  absolute  Despotism,  It  Is  their  right.  It  Is  their  duty,  to 
throw  off  such  Government,  and  to  provide  new  Guards  for  their 
future  security. — Such  has  been  the  patient  sufferance  of  these 
Colonies;  and  such  Is  now  the  necessity  which  constrains  them 
to  alter  their  former  Systems  of  Government.  The  history  of 
the  present  King  of  Great  Britain  is  a  history  of  repeated  In- 
juries and  usurpations,  aU  having  In  direct  object  the  establish- 
ment  of   an   absolute  Tyranny   over   these   States.     To   prove   this, 

let  Facts  be  submitted  to  a  candid  world. He  has  refused 

his  Assent  to  Laws,  the  most  wholesome  and  necessary  for  the 

public  good. He  has  forbidden  his  Governors  to  paae  Laws  of 

immediate  and  pressing  importance,  unless  suspended  in  their 
operation  till  his  Assent  should  l>e  obtained;  and  when  so  sus- 
pended, he  has  utterly  neglected  to  attend  to  them. He  has 

refused  to  pass  other  Laws  for  the  accommodation  of  Urge  districts 
of  people,  unless  those  people  would  relinquish  the  right  of  Rep- 
resentation  in   the   Legislature,   a   right    inestimable   to   them    and 

formidable   to   t3rrants   only. He   has  called   together    Icglsla- 

latlve  bodies  at  places  unu-sual,  uncomfortable,  and  distant  from 
the   depository   of   their   public   Records,   for   the  sole   purpose  of 

fatiguing   them   Into   compliance    with   his   measures. He    has 

dissolved    Representative    Houses    repeatedly,    for    opposing    with 

manly  firmness  his  Invasions  on  the  rights  of  the  people. He 

has  refused  for  a  long  time,  after  such  dissolutions,  to  cause  others 
to  be  elected;  whereby  the  Legislative  powers.  Incapable  of  Annihi- 
lation, have  returned  to  the  People  at  large  for  their  exercise;  the 
State  remaining  In  the  mean  time  exposed  to  all  the  dangers  of 
Invasion  from  without,  and  convulsions  within. He  has  en- 
deavoured to  prevent  the  population  of  these  States;  for  that  pur- 
pose obstructing  the  Laws  for  Natxiralization  of  Foreigners;  refus- 
ing to  pass  others  to  encourage  their  migrations  hither,  and  raising 
the  conditions  of  new  Appropriations  of  Lands. He  has  ob- 
structed the  Administration  of  Justice,  by  refusing  his  Assent  to 
Laws  for  establishing  Judiciary  powers He  has  made  Judges 
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dependent  on  hte  Will  alone,  for  the  tenure  of  ttoetr  office^ and  the 
amount  and  payment  of  their  salaries. He  haserected  a  mul- 
titude of  New  CrtDces,  and  sent  hither  swarms  of  Officers  to  naraas    ^ 

our  people,  and  eat  out  their  substance. He  has  kept  among 

X18    intlmes  of  peace.  Standing  Armies  without  the  Consent  <rf  our    , 
iS^lslaturer —UehBB  affected  to  render  the  MlUtary  Independ- 
ent of  and  superior  to  the  Civil  power. ^He  has  combing  with 

others  to  sublet  us  to  a  Jurisdiction  foreign  to  om  "institution^ 
and  unackno-irledged  by  our  laws;  glvtog  hte  Assent  to  th>elr  Acts 
of  pretended  LegtaUUon :— For  quartering  large  bo<"«Lf. •^»? 
troops  among  us:— For  protecting  them,  by  a  mock  Trial,  from  , 
punSiment  for  any  Murders  which  they  should  commit  on  the 
Inhabitants  of  these  State*:— POr  cutting  off  our  Trade  with  all 
SJ^^^o^t^e  worTd:-Por  imposing  Taxe«  on  u«  wi.jout  our  Con- 
Sat— For  depriving  us  in  mtny  cases,  of  the  benefits  of  Tt'"  ^F  I 
S^:_V?!r  tSnsporting  us  beyond  Sea.  to  be  Uled  ^^  P'^**"^^^ 
offenses  —For  abolishing  the  free  System  of  English  Laws  In  a 
SefKh^urmg  ProvincTestabllshing  therein  an  Arbitrary  govem- 
SLnt^\^d  e^nlarglng  ite  Boundaiies  so  a.  to  render  it  at  once  an 
^^pl^and  m  msfrument  for  Introducing  the  «une  absolute  rule 
?^^fh-i  nolonies  — For  taking  away  our  Charters,  abolishing 
S^r^rva^bul-^wTannit^ng  fundamenUIly  the  Forms  of 

SJ  S^er^ments:-Por  suspending  our  °'^- J^/»j!^^-^,  *Sl 
cltuirur  thcm^lv««  Inverted  with  power  to  legUlate  for  "»  |n  aU 
«S«^hata^er  —He  has  abdicated  Government  here,  by  declaring 

ST^uT^^  ?^otectlon  and  waging  War  against  us -He  has 

rtunderS  our  seas  ravaged  our  Ooasts.  burnt  our  towns,  and  de- 
ESTvS  ttieTvwTf  our  people He  te  at  this  time  transport- 
s'lt«e  Armies  of  foret^  Mercenaries  to  compleat  the  works  of 
Sith  desoUUon  and  ty^nny.  already  begun  with  clrcunistances 
S??ieuTi  perfldTacaSly  ^ralleled  in  the  most  barbarov«  ages^ 

ot,H  VrTtniiv  unworthv  the  Head  of  a  clvUlzed  nation. He  has 

''^^J  \,ll  o^Tflllow  Citl^ns  taken  Captive  on  the  high  Seas  to 
'^t'^^^^tieiSZ^to  beLme  the  executioners  of 
SSL  f^ndfand  Brethren,  or  to  fall  themselves  by  the^ 
Sfnds— -— He  has  excited  domestic  insurrections  amongst  us. 
^S^  end«;5oured  to  bring  on  the  fcahabltants  of  om  ftx>ntler»^ 
Se  mercUess  Indian  Savag«,  whose  known  rule  of  Jf^^f"- ^»«  ^ 
irndtsUnguUhed  dertructiou  of  all  ages,  sexra  and  ~ndltion6_  to 
i^^  staee  of  these  Oppressions  We  have  Petitioned  for  R-edrMs 
S^erSet  bumble  t^:  Our  repeated  Petitions  Ja^^^" 
i^_L-*rmiv  bv  reoeated  injxiry.  A  Prince,  whose  character  is 
SST^kS  bv  eveS^cTwhlchmay  define  a  Tyrant,  Is  unfit  to  be 
^?^rn^^  a  f  J^^eSple  Nor  have  We  been  wanting  in  atten- 
Uons  to  oS  Brtmsh'^Sthren.  We  have  warned  them  from  time 
Jo^e  Of  attempt,  b,  their  leglsUtuie  to  extend  an  ^wa^"^- 
fthie  iurisdiction  over  us.  We  have  reminded  them  of  the  cir- 
^^si^c^  of  our  emlg^itlon  and  settlement  here.  We  have  ap- 
^l?to'TheJr°n^tllTj'ustice  and  magnanimOy^^a^d  we^t^ave  «n- 
iT^  -.  ^w.._  K.O  *v>«  tifm  ni  our  common  kinorea  to  aii»vo^  xxicfct, 
Sl^tJoTs  ilSJl  woiSd  mevTt^y  interrupt  our  connecUons 
l^rt^S«Dorden«  TheTtoo  have  been  deaf  to  the  voice  of  Justice 
Ini  S^SSSS^ty  We  mu«t.  therefore,  acquiesce  in  the  neces- 
JftJ    w^  dT<!SS«  our  Sepa^tlon,  andhold  them^  ^  we  hold 

SJriFof  mankind,  Enemle.  in  War.  in  Peace  Friends. — 

WeOierefore  the  BepresentaUTe.  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ir^  in  S.n^i  C^n^TAsBembled,  appealing  to  the  Supreme 
iudgi  of^e  "^rW  "fSTlie  mrUtude  of  our  In^^ns^^j^^  ^,! 
nuC  and  bv  Authority  of  the  good  People  of  the«!  Colonies,  «)i- 
SSSt;   nublteh   and   deSare.  That  these   United  Colonies  are,   and 

?ii  ^th^^tj.  and^ings  which  Independent  SUtes  may  of  right 
aU  ott^ Acts  and  Tlim^wm^  ^claration.  with  a  firm  re- 

fiSn^T^  th^e  p^t'^lon'^ff  m^ne  Providence,  we  mutuaUy  pledge 
5?^  other  Sir  Uves.  our  Fortunes  ff  d,^^»f*=^i«°'^L^  ^^. 
John  Hnncock    Button  Gwinnett,  Lyman  Hall,  oeorge  wa* 
'''^"ton^S^ram  Hooper.  Joseph  Hew«.  John  P^^^^^^J^ 
RutledKe     ThomaTHeyward.    Jr..    Thomas    Lynch,    Jr.. 
SSm^lddVeton.  Samuel  Chase.  William  Paca.  -^omas 
SS«     C^e.    CaiToU    of    Carrollton,    0*o^«    ^ythe, 
Ri^h^   Henry   Lee,  Thomas   Jefferson,   Benjamin   Har- 
fli^n^ioSi?  nSob.  Jr..  Francis  Llghtfoot  Lee.  Car- 
[«  Braxton.  Robert  Morris,  Benjamin  Rush,  BenJamUl 
Ft^kl"    John   Morton.    George    Clymer.    James    Smith. 
SSve  Taylor    James  Wilson,  George  Ross.  Caesar  Rod- 
ST^cW^e    Read,    Thomas    McKean,    William    Floyd, 
?Wllp^vui.S^>rancls  Lewis.  Lewis  Morris,  Richard 
of    w^t.     iT^HrT  withersDOon    Francis   Hopklnson.   John 
SS^*^S«£^  cT-l^^S-BarUett.  Wil^'am  WlUpple. 
Samiiel    Adams.   John   Adams,   Robert   Treat   Paine    E3- 
^*^»»   f^rrT^Stephen    Hopkins.    William    Ellery.   Roger 
She^?^SmSr  HStlngS,n.  WUUam  WUllams.  Oliver 
Wolcott.  Matthew  Thornton, 
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Mr  Sneaker  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my^mS^^itfinclude  therein  an  editorial  from  today's 
New  York  Times  enUtled  "Fourth  of  July— 1940. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  editorial  ^erred  to  follows: 

rOUBTH    or    JXTLT — IMO 

The  Fourth  of  Jruly  is  a  welcome  hoUday.  It  is  »!«>  ,»°!»«*fJ?; 
el^lnd  this  year  tea  good  year  In  which  to  recall  what  else  it  U. 
STvL  try^  lut  oursJW  in  the  place  of  the  men  who  voted  In 
favor  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence  In  July  1776.  ^^^^^^^ 

S^eVery  elation  that  a  mUltary  man  would  take  Into  account 
thS  ^tlcm  v^-as  desperate  and  their  declaration  rash  At^ 
%^rv  moment  when  they  were  voting  their  "self -evident  truths 
^creTay  l^or  near  New  York  Harbor  a  Brltteh  "pedltlonary  f^ce 
0?  noWSilps  and  transports,  carrying  25.000  >^ell-equlpped  regu- 
2r  ildlSr  TO  oppose  thlTarmy.  wtxlch  had  been  ot^^^^^_ 
Se^Uon  of  independence  out  of  American  heads.  ,General  Wash- 
Stonhwl  15,000  mUltia,  few  of  them  with  any  soldierly  ^alntog 
o^^eSeritnce.  and  nearly  aU  of  them  accustomed  to  going  home 

'^StmTiSe' wU'the  lo«  Of  Long  Island  and  Manl^ttan^e 
reSeat  Uxrough  the  Jerseys,  the  horrible  winter  at  VaUey  Forge 
STtreiSn^Benedlct  Arnold,  and  the  more  than  one  occasion 
when^^nron  contemplated  retiring  with  hte  troops  bej-ond 
Sl^leghlni^as  the  sole  alternative  to  surrender^  ^^^^^  ^^2 
Sew  up  and  signed  the  Declaration  stood^a  laU-  chance  of  having 
to  punrtuate  It  with  their  worldly  goods  and  their  personal  Uberty. 
and  perhaps  to  endorse  It  vrtth  their  blood.  «.-*♦*«  #„. 

Under  these  circumstances  the  Declaration  was  not  written  f» 
the  edtflcatlon  of  school  chUdren.  It  might  easUy  have  been  a  tast 
win  and  testament.  It  was  not  made  good  without  perU,  suffering, 
and  the  willingness  of  humble  soldiers  of  the  line  to  go  i^^^VJ. 
barefoot  cold,  and  ragged,  and  to  risk  wounds  and  death.  When 
rSw  r^ired  of  thl^.  they  xiled  for  llberty-and  that  was  no 
figure  of  speech.  They  knew  what  liberty  was  because,  as  the 
S^SatJon^ltes,  an  -'absolute  tyranny"  ^  ,^J^'^8  .J^r  C? 
them  of  It.     It  was  as  real  to  them  as  bread  and  butter.     They 

had  a  passionate  enthusiasm  for  It.  ^ 

We  areluckier  than  they  were,  and  luckier  than  most  present-day 

Europ^n  countries,  since  no  "absolute  tyrant"  te  now  occupying 

I   SSr  t?Story  or  sending  fleets  and  armies  against  us^  ^e  are  luckier 

because  we  have  more  time.     But  let  us  remember  that  we  may 

n^r^ve  very  much  time.     If  we  do  not  love  Uberty  as  much  a. 

i    they  did   are  not  resolved  to  rtek  and  sacrifice  as  much  to  keep  It. 

1    do  not  despise  tyrants  as  they  did.  the  time  may  come  when  the 

I  words  of  the  Declaration  will  be  a  bitter  mockery. 

Mr  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  5  minutes  that  I  may  make 
further  comment  on  the  remarkable  document  we  have  just 

heard  read.  ,  .       . 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  MURDOCK  of  AriMna.  Mr.  Speaker,  having  Just 
Ustened  to  that  immortal  state  paper,  the  Declaration  of 
Independence,  it  seems  superfluous  to  say  anything  after  the 
reading  of  this  remarkable  document.  I  know  that  all  of  us 
are  thinking  today  of  the  work  of  the  men  of  164  years  ago 
in  the  preparation  of  this  great  and  significant  statement  and 
I  have  asked  for  this  time  that  I  might  make  a  few  observa- 
tions which  have   occurred  to  me  in  my  study  of  early 

American  political  history.  

We  have  heard  many  contrasts  between  writers  and  writ- 
ings We  have  heard  contrasts  between  certain  famous 
documents.  Sometimes  it  is  the  Declaration  of  Independence 
contrasted  with  a  similar  great  state  paper  of  the  Old  World; 
and  what  a  rich  field  of  study  if  we  had  time  to  go  into  it. 

For  instance.  I  would  like  nothing  better  than  to  make  a 
little  comparison  of  the  American  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence and  the  French  Declaration  of  the  Rights  of  Man.  In 
their  philosophy  they  are  very  similar.  If  they  differ  in  any 
respects  we  must  bear  in  mind  the  fact  that  the  Frenchmen 
had  13  years  more  in  which  to  study  the  matter,  gathering 
much  no  doubt  from  Thomas  Jefferson.  You  will  recall  that 
the  French  Declaration  of  the  Rights  of  Man  was  formulated 
In  the  year  1789.  a  generation  after  Jefferson  wrote  this 
memorable  paper  In  1776.  .  ^  ^         ^ 

Sometimes  we  contrast  the  Declaration  of  Independence 
with  that  of  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  and  to  contrast 
them  we  use  certain  terms  as.  for  Instance,  we  speak  of  the 
Declaration  as  a  cornerstone  and  we  speak  of  the  Constitution 
as  a  foundation.  That  makes  a  good  contrast.  Sometunes 
we  speak  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence  as  the  abstract 
of  title  to  our  American  freedom.  If  that  is  a  good  figure 
to  use,  then  we  ought  to  speak  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  as  the  title  deed  of  American  freedom. 

I  like  to  think  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence  as  the 
forerunner,  the  prelude  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
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states.  In  onr  philosophy  of  government  It  is  a  cornerstone, 
but  it  Is  more  than  a  cornerstone.  It  embodies  and  fore- 
shadows those  important  constitutional  principles  of  govern- 
ment which  were  later  reversed  and  incorporated  in  the  fun- 
damental law  of  our  land.  So  that  if  you  read  the  govern- 
mental evils  complained  of  in  the  Declaration  with  discerning 
eye,  you  can  see  what  is  not  to  be  basic  in  our  governmental 
structure,  for  the  exact  opposite  is  to  be  the  American  way. 

The  first  part  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence  an- 
nounced a  philosophy  of  government  which  was  indeed  revo- 
lutionary for  those  days.  The  latter  part  of  the  Declaration, 
as  we  have  just  heard  it  read,  is  a  bill  of  indictment  against 
the  evils  of  the  government  by  the  English  King.  Notice 
those  indictments,  and  what  the  fathers  pointed  out  as  things 
that  ought  not  to  be  done,  as  I  said  before,  by  reversing  each 
item  you  will  have  a  forecast  of  things  that  ought  to  be  done 
and  how  they  should  be  done.  I  cannot  recall  the  exact 
words  of  these  items  or  the  exact  order  in  which  they  were 
read  to  us,  but  will  try  to  enumerate  a  few  of  them: 

He  has  made  Judges  dependent  upon  his  will  alone  for  the  tenure 
of  their  office  and  the  amount  of  pa3n3ient  of  their  salaries. 

Reverse  that  and  see  what  we  are  to  have.  We  shall  have 
quite  the  opposite  imder  our  new  Constitution  which  is  to 
be  established  later;  a  judicial  system  free  and  independent 
from  such  arbitrary  executive  control.  And  we  have  it. 
For  our  Federal  judges  we  have  life  tenure,  adequate  salaries, 
removal  only  for  misbehaviour,  and  that  sort  of  thing. 

He  has  dissolved  legislative  bodies  repeatedly  for  opposing  with 
manly  firmness  his  Invasion  of  people's  rights. 

The  King  of  England  not  only  dissolved  the  Parliament 
in  an  earlier  time,  but  he  dissolved  colonial  legislatures  of 
the  royal  colonies.  However,  from  this  charge  in  the  Decla- 
ration one  may  predict  that  when  we  create  the  Constitution, 
we  shall  say  that  the  Executive  shall  not  have  the  power  to 
send  the  legislative  body  home.  The  same  rule  holds  whether 
in  the  Nation  or  in  a  State.  No  Governor  of  a  State  has  the 
right  to  dissolve  a  State  legislature  however  much  he  may 
disagree  with  it  or  however  much  he  may  dislike  it.  No 
President  of  the  United  States,  except  in  one  circumstance, 
is  given  power  to  dissolve  the  national  lawmaking  body,  no 
matter  how  he  may  disagree  with  it  or  dislike  its  action. 

Again  it  said: 

He  has  called  representative  bodies  to  meet  at  places  Inconvenient 
and  distant  from  public  depositories  with  the  purpose  of  fatiguing 
them  Into  compliance  with  his  demands. 

When  we  create  a  new  Constitution,  we  shall  have  a  specific 
place  at  which  the  legislative  body  of  the  Nation  shall  meet 
and  at  stated  times,  and  not  be  dependent  entirely  upon  the 
call  of  the  Executive. 

Again  it  is  said: 

He  has  endeavored  to  prevent  the  population  of  these  States  by 
raising  the  conditions  of  new  appropriations  of  land. 

The  reversal  of  this  policy  has  given  our  Nation  by  con- 
stitutional authority  a  most  liberal  immigration  and  naturali- 
zation policy,  and  coupled  with  that  a  generous  land-grant 
policy  by  which  the  land-hungry  people  of  the  Old  World 
have  been  able  to  spread  from  sea  to  shining  sea — from  the 
gray  Atlantic  to  the  sun-kissed  Pacific — in  conquering  the 
wilderness  as  they  marched  toward  the  West. 
Another  indictment  of  the  King's  government  was: 
He  has  kept  among  tis  standing  armies  In  times  of  peace. 

In  opposition  to  this  it  is  an  outstanding  constitutional  pro- 
vision with'  us  that  no  soldiers  shall  be  quartered  in  private 
homes  without  the  consent  of  the  owners.  Closely  connected 
with  this.  Jefferson  charges  that  the  King  has  "pretended  to 
make  the  military  power  superior  to  the  civil  power."  Par 
different  from  this  evil  is  the  general  constitutional  provision 
through  America,  and  the  explicit  constitutional  mandate, 
that  the  civil  power  shall  always  be  superior  to  the  military 
power.  It  is  one  of  the  chief  characteristics  of  American 
Government  that  the  highest  authorities  in  the  land  are  civil 
rather  than  military  officials. 

We  might  go  on  at  some  length,  but  one  more  of  Jefferson's 
Indictments  of  the  King's  political  evils  and  its  constitutional 


remedy  must  sufBce.  Jefferson  complained  that  the  King 
had  deprived  Americans  of  the  benefit  of  trial  by  Jury.  As 
in  the  preceding  half  dozen  cases,  exactly  the  opposite  was 
established  by  constitutional  law  and  the  right  of  trial  by 
jury  was  made  a  fixture  in  our  judicial  system. 

These  are  only  a  few.  There  are  many  other  respects  in 
which  the  Declaration  of  Independence  foreshadows  what 
we  were  later  to  have  in  our  basic  law.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  Darden  of  Virginia  asked  and  was  given  permission 
to  revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

PERMISSTON  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  8  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]? 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to 
object,  if  the  request  is  for  over  5  minutes  I  will  object. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  limit  my  request  to  5 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  '.o  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  FOURTH  OF  JULY — STEPHEN  FOSTER 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  always  celebrate  the  Fourth 
of  July  as  the  birthday  of  the  Nation  and  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  the  anniversary  of  the  deaths  of  three  of  our 
former  Presidents — Thomas  Jefferson  and  John  Adams,  both 
of  whom  died  on  July  4.  1826,  and  James  Monroe,  who  died  on 
July  4.  1831.  We  also  recall  the  fact  that  it  is  the  anniver- 
sary of  the  birth  of  former  President  Calvin  Coolidge.  who 
was  born  on  July  4.  1872. 

It  is  also  the  birthday  of  one  of  America's  leading  literary 
lights.  Nathaniel  Hawthorne,  who  was  bom,  I  believe,  on  July 
4.  1804. 

Another  significant  fact  is  that  it  Is  the  anniversary  of  the 
birth  of  another  leading  American  who  will  live  perhaps 
as  long  as  any  of  these,  Stephen  Foster,  who  wrote  the  popular 
songs  of  the  Nation  a  hundred  years  ago.  songs  that  stir  the 
human  heart  today  just  as  much  as  they  did  then.  If  not  more. 

Stephen  Foster  was  bom  on  the  day  Thomas  Jefferson  and 
John  Adams  died.  July  4. 1826.  More  than  any  other  man  of 
his  day,  he  shaped  the  thoughts  of  the  American  people 
through  the  songs  he  wrote,  chief  among  which.  I  would  say. 
are  Suwannee  River,  My  Old  Kentucky  Home,  and  Old  Black 
Joe. 

We  praise  the  man  who  fights  our  battles:  we  honor  the 
man  who  makes  our  laws;  we  remunerate  the  man  who  con- 
trols our  finances;  but,  in  my  humble  judgment,  there  Is 
none  who  deserves  more  praise,  more  credit,  or  more  com- 
mendation at  the  hands  of  enlightened  humanity  than  he 
who  touches  the  golden  harp  of  song  and  stirs  with  love  and 
hope  the  languid  souls  of  listening  men. 

It  could  not  be  expressed  better  than  in  the  words  of  our 
old  friend.  Edgar  Guest,  the  present  poet  laureate  of  the 
common  people,  when  he  said  that — 

Music  Is  the  tonic  of  the  tired  and  weary  mind. 

It  is  comfort  for  the  lonely  and  It's  pictures  for  the  blind; 

It  Is  sympathy  and  laughter.  It  Is  faith,  and  mirth  and  prayer. 

It  Is  kindness  In  Its  brightest  dress  and  is  welcomed  everywhere. 

It  strengthens  hearts  coiirageous.  and  it  urges  men  along; 
The  tide  of  battle  often  has  been  altered  by  a  song. 
No  race  can  live  without  it;  It  Is  heard  from  pole  to  pole. 
For  music  Is  the  utterance  and  expression  of  the  soul. 

We  catch  It  by  the  cradle  in  the  mother's  lullaby. 
The  sweetest  form  of  music  that  Is  heard  beneath  the  sky. 
The  youth  must  sing  at  wooing,  and  the  soldier  on  the  Oerd 
Will  march  to  death  xmdaunted  with  music  for  a  shield. 

We  sing  our  Nation's  anthems,  as  a  pledge  that  we  are  one; 
We  sing  of  future  glories  and  of  struggles  we  have  won. 
And  our  race  goes  bravely  forward,  head  erect  and  clean  and  strong. 
In  the  fellowship  of  music  and  the  brotherhood  of  song. 

[Applause.] 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


9247 


EXTENStOW  OF  REMARKS 

Mr  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  ccmsent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  short  editorial  from  the  ChrisUan  Science  Monitor, 
and  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a  portion  of  an  arUcle 
by  Mark  Sullivan  in  the  Washington  Post. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  PittengerI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Blr  CLEVENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an 
editorial  from  the  Sunday  Chicago  Tribune.  __^    -  .w. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  ol  UJe 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Ci.evencer]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION   TO   ADDRESS   THE   HOUSl 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  5  minutes.  ^    *  *k- 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  RekdI? 
There  was  no  cbjection. 

Mr  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  have  sat  here 
listening  to  the  Inspirtng  messages  on  this  4th  day  of  July, 
for  some  reason  or  other  I  have  felt  an  Impulse  to  say  Just 
a  few  words  on  this  occasion. 

As  I  have  sat  here  I  have  tried  to  visualize  in  my  imagina- 
tion what  occurred  in  Philadelphia  164  years  ago.  I  cansee 
in  my  mind's  eye  old  Independence  Hall.  I  can  see  a  gr^t 
milUng  crowd,  strange  people,  Quakers  with  their  large  hats, 
the  IXitch  the  Swedes,  and  other  nationalities  gathered 
around  that  old  citadel  of  Uberty.  I  can  hear  them  on  the 
street  comers  inquiring,  "I  wonder  what  ttiey  are  doing  In 
there:  I  wonder  if  they  dare  do  it."  and  millmg  around  there 
for  hours  during  the  critical  moments  wondermg  what  was 
going  to  happeZ    I  can  see  that  small  boy  coming  out  of  the 

front  of  that  building.  ^    ^  w     .»,     i^  «,««  thP 

Lifting  my  eyes  I  can  see  up  in  the  belfry  the  old  man.  the 
grandfather  of  that  boy,  and  as  the  boy  comes  out  a  great 
hush  falls  over  that  crowd.  It  is  a  tense  moment  in  the  h^ 
tory  of  the  world.  Then  the  boy  cups  his  hands  to  his  Ups 
and  shouts  to  the  old  man  in  the  belfry :  "Ring.  Grandpa ;  ring 
for  liberty!"  Then  I  can  see  the  old  man  graspmg  that  rope 
and  ringing  that  old  bell,  sending  out  its  messages  to  human- 
ity Then  the  couriers  start  out  through  the  swamps  and 
the  wilderness  to  the  Uttle  lone  cabins,  carrying  the  message 
that  the  deed  Is  done;  independence  has  been  declared. 

Not  long  after  that  we  ;>ee  a  pioneer  going  to  his  log  cabin 
out  through  the  woods  and  the  swamps  with  his  musket,  the 
wife  remaining  home,  later  to  melt  up  the  pewter  plates  for 
bullets,  act  as  nurse  and  as  doctor  and  as  defender  of  the 

home  against  prowling  Indians.  

Then  as  I  sat  here  today  I  visualized  Washington  carrying 
on  the  great  work;  half-fed,  half-starved  soldiers  fighting 
en  and  on.  losing  battle  after  batUe  but,  eventually,  winning 

the  war  I 

What  a  glorious  heriUge  is  ours!  What  a  wonderful 
thought  it  was  when  those  men  who  escaped  from  tyranny 
to  tSs  country,  finally  after  they  had  finished  their  lo«  cabms 
felt  that  great  thought  bursting  upon  their  souls,  I  am  a 
man  I  face  the  wilderness.  I  am  3.000  miles  from  tyranny. 
T^  a  man."  And  the  next  logical  thought  was  "I  am  a 
fr^man,"  and  they  declared  their  freedom  164  years  ago 

*°Sf  us  bow  our  heads  In  gratitude  for  that  heriUge  _  I^t 
us  leave  nothing  undone  that  will  preserve  that  heriUge 
^mS^ed  for  future  generations  yet  unborn.  [Applause.] 
Thank  you. 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  short  art,icle  by 
Mark  Sullivan  in  the  Washington  Post. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr  GEARHART.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 

to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  in  the  API^^^^^^^^^^t 

therein  an  address  delivered  by  Mr.  Cari  B.  Robblns.  president 

of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection.  .,*,«„„    «Tac 

By   unanimous   consent.   Mr.   Murdock   of    Arizona   was 

granted  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks. 

INTERNATIONAL   EXCHANGE 

Mr.  CASE  Of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection.  tt«„.^      th. 

I  Mr.  Case  of  South  Dakota  addressed  the  House.  His 
remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

EXTENSION   OF  REMARKS 

Mr  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  on  the  DeclaraUon 
of  Independence  and  Uncle  Sam's  international  banker  and 
war-profiteer  botUeneck  through  which  the  purchases  of 
munitions,  implements  of  war,  and  war  suppUes  by  foreign 
governments  are  required  to  pass. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon.  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection.  

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unammous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  briefly  in  the  Appendix. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon.  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objecUon. 

Mr  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unammous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein 
certain  excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  short  editorial  relating  to  national -defense  work  in  the 
Interior  of  Alaska. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record 
and  to  include  short  excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


SENATE  ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills  of 
the  Senate  of  the  following  tiUes: 

S.  349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  P.  Cooley.  administrator 
of  the  estate  of  Charles  P.  Cooley.  Jr.; 

S  1009.   An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Bert  W.  Helmer; 

S  1376.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cothran  Motors,  Inc.; 

S  1789  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deportation 
proceedings  in  the  case  of  Plorence  Sinclair  Cooper  and 
daughter.  Margaret  Lavallie,  and  PhiUp  P.  Roy; 

S2111  An  act  to  amend  the  act  enUtled  "An  act  granting 
additional  quarantine  powers  and  imposing  additional  duUes 
upon  the  Marine  Hospital  Service,"  approved  February  15, 
1893.  as  amended; 

S  2413   An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Arminda  Bauman; 

S.  2704.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  C.  W.  BUck 
and  Marion  Rabren; 

S.  2768.  An  act  authorizing  the  naturalization  of  Thomas 

S.2773.  An  act  to  authorize  the  payment  of  compensation 
to  recess  appointees  In  certain  cases; 

S  2774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Mauri; 

S  2775  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Gideon  SchUler; 

S.2909.  An  act   for   the   reUef   of   Dexter   and  Elizabeth 

S  2915.  An  act  relating  to  rentals  in  certain  oil  and  gas 
leases  issued  under  authority  of  the  act  of  Pebruary  25.  1920. 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S  2969.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louise  Thome; 

S.3021.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  A.  Ramsay; 
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S.  3059.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Velvie  W.  Smith,  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Glenn  Richard  Smith; 

S.  3062.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rodgers  Tile  Co.; 

S.  3101.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  purchasers  of,  and 
entrymen  upon,  open  lands  of  certain  Indian  reservations; 

S.  3111.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  L.  Gardner; 

S.  3146.  An  act  relating  to  the  citizenship  of  WUUam  Law- 
rence Tan; 

S.  3256.  An  act  to  enable  Sadao  Tanaka  to  remain  per- 
manently in  the  United  States; 

3.3412.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Nicholas  Chicouras; 

S.  3436.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ethel  G.  Hamilton; 

S.  3456.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  cer- 
tain personnel  or  former  personnel  of  the  United  States 
Marine  Corps  for  the  value  of  personal  effects  destroyed  as 
a  result  of  a  fire  at  Raritan  Arsenal.  Metuchen,  N.  J.,  on  Octo- 
ber 10,  1938; 

S.  3502.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  Epes  Transportation 
Corporation ; 

S.  3587.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earl  P.  Collins; 

S.  3597.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  C.  Brown  and  F.  L. 
Copeland; 

S.  3647.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardian  of  Paul 
Sanford,  a  minor; 
S.  3649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  D.  Gann; 
S.  3706.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  G.  Balls; 
S.  3707.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  agents 
and  certifying  oflBcers  of  the  Indian  Service,  the  United  States 
Veterans'  Administration,  and  the  Treasury  Department; 
S.  3742.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  E.  McGivern; 
S.  3748.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  dis- 
bursing oflBcer.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Depart- 
ment; 

S.  3769.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jerry  McKinley  Thompson; 

S.  3780.  An  act  authorizing  Alabama  Bridge  Commission 
(an  agency  of  the  State  of  Alabama)  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  toll  bridge  and  causeway  between  Dauphin 
Island  and  the  mainland  at  or  near  Cedar  Point,  within  the 
State  of  Alabama; 

S.  3807.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri 
River  at  or  near  Arrow  Rock,  Mo.; 

S.  3808.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  cer- 
tain oflBcers  and  enlisted  men  or  former  oCBcers  and  enlisted 
men  of  tlie  United  States  Navy  for  personal  property  lost  in 
the  hurricane  and  flood  at  New  London.  Conn.,  on  September 
21.  1938: 

S.  3899.  An  act  to  defray  the  cost  of  returning  to  the  United 
States  the  remains,  families,  and  effects  of  officers  and  em- 
ployees dying  abroad,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3916.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence  T.  Post,  G.  F. 
Allen,  and  D.  Buddrus; 

S.  3931.  An  act  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for  the 
Parker  Dam  and  Reservoir  project,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3972.  An  act  to  authorize  exchanges  of  lands  within  the 
Nivajo  Indian  Reservation.  Ariz.; 

S.  3978.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  former  employees 
of  the  National  Reemployment  Service; 

S.  4048.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  K.  Peeples; 

S.  4090.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  donate 
en  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  H.  S.  Scott.  D.  W.  CoUins. 
Fred  M.  Gross,  trustees.  Ashland  District  Council,  Boy  Scouts 
of  America,  the  log  house  known  as  the  John  Secrest  home, 
located  on  the  site  of  the  Federal  Correctional  Institution 
Dear  Ashland,  Ky.;  and 

S.  4126.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anne  Howard  Lay. 

AOJOURNMEMT 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and 
40  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House,  under  its  previous  order,  ad- 
journed until  Monday.  July  8,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


July  5 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC.. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1824.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Postmaster  General,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  a  proposed  biU  for  the  rebef  of  Albert  Gold- 
man and  Charles  Lovelius;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

1825.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  which  would  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  or  any  of  his  authorized  repre- 
sentatives to  lease  buildings,  parts  of  buildings,  and  grounds 
in  foreign  countries  for  periods  not  exceeding  10  years;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

REPORTS   OF   COMMnTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XJll, 

Mr.  BUL WINKLE:  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  283.  Joint  resolution 
authorizing  Col.  Donald  H.  Connolly  to  hold  the  office  of  Ad- 
ministrator of  Civil  Aeronautics  in  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce ;  without  amendment  <  Rept.  No.  2738) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII. 

Mr.  DONDERO  introduced  a  bill  (H  R.  10172)  for  the  relief 
of  Elizal)eth  Squire;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8981.  By  Mr.  CARTER:  Resolution  of  the  Democratic  Vet- 
erans of  California,  recommending  that  the  United  States 
Government  immediately  throw  some  form  of  military  protec- 
torate over  the  French  and  Dutch  possessions  or  islands;  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8982.  By  Mr.  POLK:  Petition  of  James  Craver  and  152 
ether  American-spirited  citizens  of  Owensville.  Clermont 
County,  Ohio,  urging  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
think  and  speak  of  peace  and  to  avoid  all  commitments  which 
would  Involve  us  in  war  now  raging  in  Europe  and  Asia;  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

8983.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  N.  B.  Hanna,  Fife 
Lake.  Mich.,  and  others,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  House  bill  8264.  referred  to  as 
the  General  Welfare  act;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

8984.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Business  Men's  Associa- 
tion of  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  petitioning  considering  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  the  national-defense  program  cost; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

898i  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  International,  Harrlsburg, 
Pa.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8986.  Also,  petition  of  the  Alabama  Writers'  Conclave,  Troy. 
Ala.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 


SENATE 

Friday,  July  5,  1940 

The  Reverend  Duncan  Fraser,  assistant  rector.  Church  of 
the  Epiphany.  Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  Lord.  Jesus  Christ,  who  didst  say  imto  Thine  Apostles. 
"Peace  I  leave  with  you;  My  i)eace  I  give  unto  you":  Regard 
not  our  sins  but  the  faith  of  Thy  people,  and  grant  to  this 
Nation  that  peace  and  unity  which  is  according  to  Thy  wilL 
In  Thine  own  name  we  ask  it.   Amen. 


1940 
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TH»  JOtniHAt 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Wednesday.  July  3.  1940.  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Jouomal  was  approved. 

MESSAGES  rSOM  THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
SUtes  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  lAtU.  one 
of  his  secretaries. 

UXSSACZ  FKOM  THE  HOTTSE — ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGWED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  RepresentaUves.  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  Its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  Speaker 
had  affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and 
they  were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

S.  349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  F.  Cooley.  administrator 
of  the  estate  of  Charles  F.  Cooley,  Jr.; 

8  1009.  An  act  granUng  a  pension  to  Bert  W.  Helmer; 

S.  1376.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cothran  Motors,  Inc.; 

S  1789.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelaUon  of  deportation 
proceedings  In  the  case  of  Florence  Sinclair  Cooper  and 
daughter,  Margaret  LavaUie.  and  Philip  P.  Roy; 

S  2111.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  enUUed  "An  act  granting 

addiUonal  quarantine  powers  and  imposing  additional  duti^ 
upon  the  Marine  Hospital  Service,"  approved  February  15, 

1893,  as  amended: 

S  2413   An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Arminda  Bauman. 

8.  2704.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  C.  W.  Black 
and  Marion  Rabren:  -  -». 

8. 2768.  An  act  authorizing  the  naturalization  of  Thomas 

A.  Lambie;  ^  ..^ 

S.  2773.  An  act  to  authorize  the  payment  of  compensation 
to  recess  appointees  in  certain  cases; 

8  2774   An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Mauri; 

8  2775.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Gideon  Schiller; 

S.  2909.  An   act   for   the  reUef   of   Dexter   and   Elizabeth 

S°29i5.  An  act  relating  to  rentals  in  certain  oU  w^d  g»f 
leases  issued  under  authority  of  the  act  of  February  25.  1920. 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S  2969.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louise  Thome; 

8. 3021.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  A.  A.  Ramsay; 

S.  3059.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Velvie  W.  Smith,  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Glenn  Richard  Smith; 

8  3062.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Rodgers  Tile  Co.; 

8  3101  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  purchasers  of.  and 
entrymen  upon,  open  lands  of  certain  Indian  reservations; 

8  3111.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  L.  Gardner; 

B.  3146.  An  act  relating  to  the  citizenship  of  William  Law- 

8.  3256.  'An  act  to  enable  Sadao  Tanaka  to  remain  per- 
manently In  the  United  States; 

S  3412   An  act  for  the  reUef  of  John  l«cholas  Chicouras; 

S  3436   An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Ethel  O.  Hamilton; 

8  3456  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  cer- 
taS'^'ioiSelor  former  personnel  of  t^e  United  Stat^ 
Marine  corps  for  the  value  of  personal  effects  destroyed  as 
a  result  of  a  fire  at  Raritan  Arsenal.  Metuchen.  N.  J.,  on  Octo- 

*^S.^3602^.^An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Epes  Transportation 

Corporation;  .  „  ^  „•  „ 

8.  3587.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earl  P.  Collms. 
S.  3597.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of. Vernon  C.  Brown  and  F.  L. 

^TsS?.'  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  legal  guardian  of  Paul 
Sanford.  a  minor; 

S  3649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  D.  Gann, 

a  3706  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  G.  Balls; 

s  3707"  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  certain  disbursing  agents 
and  certlfytri  officers  of  the  Indian  Service,  the  Ui^ted  States 
Ve?er^r!s'  ASLlnistration.  and  the  Treasury  Department; 

8. 3742.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  E.  McGivem; 

S.3748.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Guy  P.  Allen.  cWcfJJj- 
bursing  officer.  Division  of  Disbursement.  Treasury  Depart- 
ment; 


S.  3769.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jerry  McKinley  TTiom^n. 

8.3780.  An  act  authorizing  Alabama  Bridge  Comxni^on 
(an  agency  of  the  State  of  Alabama)  to  construct,  naff^^ 
and  Wate  a  toll  bridge  and  causeway  between  Dauphm 
Island  and  the  mainland  at  or  near  Cedar  Pomt.  within  the 
state  of  Alabama;  ^  ._„  „„j 

S.3807.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  «h^«°«^«J^ 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri 
River  at  or  near  Arrow  Rock.  Mo.;  «  *  «#  ^, 

S.  3808.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  «t- 
tain  officers  and  enlisted  men  or  former  officers  and  enllstea 
men  of  the  United  States  Navy  for  personal  property  lost  to 
the  hurricane  and  flood  at  New  London.  Conn.,  on  September 

21    1938' 

S  3899.  An  act  to  defray  the  cost  of  returning  to  the 
United  States  the  remains.  famiUes.  and  effects  of  officers  and 
employees  dying  abroad,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3916.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Lawrence  T.  Post.  Q.  F. 

Allen,  and  D.  Buddrus;  ,     j    *  .  *k.i» 

S  3931.  An  act  for  the  acquisiUon  of  Indian  lands  for  the 
Parker  Dam  and  Reservoir  project,  and  for  other  purpos^; 

8. 3972.  An  act  to  authorize  exchanges  of  lands  within  tne 
Navajo  Indian  ReservaUon,  Ariz.; 

S.  3978.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  cerUin  former  employees 
of  the  National  Reemplojrment  Service; 

S  4048   An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  K.  Peeples; 

S  4090  An  act  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  donate 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  H.  8.  Scott.  D.  W.  CoUins. 
Pred  M  Gross,  trustees.  Ashland  District  CouncU,  Boy  Scouts 
of  America,  the  log  house  known  as  the  John  Secrest  home, 
located  on  the  site  of  the  Federal  Correctional  InsUtuUon 
near  Ashland.  Ky.; 

S.  4126.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anne  Howard  lAy, 

H  R  6831.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  lease  certain  of  the  public  lands  to  the  MetropoUton  Water 
District  of  Southern  California  for  the  extracUon  of  sodium 
chloride  for  water-conditioning  purposes;  .  .  .  ^ 

H  R  8024  An  act  to  provide  for  the  leasing  of  restricted 
allotments  of  deceased  Indians  in  certain  circumstances,  and 

for  other  purposes;  w_  t- 

H.R.8499.  An  act  relating  to  adoption  of  minors  by  In- 

dl  ADS  *  ftXld 

H.  k  10106.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Revenue  Act  of  1937.  as  amended. 

PETTTIOIfS 

Mr  HALE  presented  peUUons  of  simdry  citizens  of  the 
SUte*  of  Maine,  praying  that  aU  avaUable  resources  of  the 
United  States  for  war  purposes  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
Great  Britain  and  France,  which  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

RESOLUTIONS   or   ASSOaATKD  IKDTJSTRIKS   OF  VDllfOlIT 

Mr  GIBSON.  Mr.  President.  I  present,  for  appropriate 
reference  resolutions  adopted  by  the  Associated  IndustJies  of 
Vermont  at  its  annual  meeting  on  June  20.  1940.  at  Wood- 
stock Vt  urging  passage  of  the  Smith  amendments  to  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act.  amendments  to  the  Wages  and 
Hours  Act.  and  the  Walter-Logan  bill.  I  ask  that  the  resolu- 
tions be  printed  In  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolutions  were  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  EducaUon  and  Labor  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

mDUSTET-S       PLEDGE— ENDOBSEMXNT      BT       ASSOCIATB)       INDUBTMIS       OF 

VXBMONT 

Industry  recognizes  the  gravity  of  the  dcfenBe  problem  which 
*„~i.  ThA  Natlo^  and  the  demands  which  will  be  made  upon  tha 
S??and  «pSy  o?  in^y  It  recognizes  that  the  situation  caU, 
Sr  tSte  l3f ^wer  of  America's  genius  In  industrial  management 

•^iTr^oreThTs 'illation  endorees  the  pledge  of  the  National 
A«o^lat\on  of  Manufacturers  of  the  knowledge  and  experience  and 
theutmost  energy  of  ito  members  to  the  task  ahead. 

It  c^mi^  it^lf  to  this  effort,  abhorring  war  and  urging  every 
p<wlbir^(St  to  avoid  It  compatible  with  the  naUonal  honor  and 

**U*lredKe8  continued  opposition  of  Industry  to  pronteerlng.     No 
man  or^up  should  us^  the  national  emergency  to  serve  his  or 
Its  selfish  ends. 
Adopted  June  20.  IMO. 


"\ 
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■zsoLTrnoK 

It  Is  the  sense  of  this  meeting  that  Congress  should  remain  in 
continuous  session  during  the  existing  emergency  and  should  give 
early  consideration  to  Wagner  Act  changes,  the  Walter-Logan  blU 
to  impose  standards  on  Government  administrative  agencies,  for 
changes  in  the  wage-hour  law,  and  modification  of  all  legislation 
which  will  tend  to  hinder  or  obstruct  the  capacity  and  efficiency 
of  industry  to  provide  the  needs  for  adequate  defense  and  national 
preparedness. 

Adopted  by  Associated  Industries  of  Vermont  June  20.  1940. 


WAGNTR  ACT  AMINDMENTS 

T^at  the  Associated  Industries  of  Vermont  endorse  the  action  by 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  recommending  Senate 
action  during  this  session  on  the  Smith  blU  amending  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  and  that  the  Senators  from  Vermont  be 
advised  of  this  endorsement. 

Adopted  June  20.  1940. 

UNIVEESAL  TwrTTTTAPY  TRAINING — RESOLUTION   OF   EX-MEMBERS  OF 

SQUADRON   A 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Mr.  President.  I  present  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Association  of  Ex-Members  of  Squadron  A. 
urging  the  adoption  of  universal  compulsory  military  train- 
ing in  the  United  States.  I  ask  that  the  resolution  be  printed 
in  the  Record  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

There  being  no  objection  the  resolution  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

To  the  Members  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

At  a  special  meeting  of  the  Association  of  Ex -Members  of  Squad- 
ron A  held  June  25.  1940,  the  following  resolutions  were  unani- 
mously adopted  by  the  association,  all  of  whose  members  have  seen 
active  service  in  the  National  Guard  of  the  State  of  New  York  and 
many  in  the  Spanish- American  and  World  Wars: 

"Whereas  the  nature  of  the  present  international  conflict  makes 
It  imperative  for  this  Nation  to  adopt  immediately  aU  necessary 
measures  to  strengthen  its  defenses;  and 

"Whereas  every  citizen  must  earn  his  right  to  citizenship  and 
the  freedom  it  affords  by  preparing  without  delay  for  national 
emergency  service:  Therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved  by  the  members  of  the  Association  of  Ex-Members  of 
Squadron  A,  at  a  special  meeting  held  the  25th  day  of  June  1940 — 

"First.  That,  pending  the  adoption  of  the  principle  of  universal 
compulsory  military  training  the  initial  protective  force  of  the 
United  States,  consisting  of  the  Regular  Army  and  the  National 
Guard,  be  brought  to  full  strength  and  be  fully  equipped  In  accord- 
ance with  the  War  Department  tables  of  organization  now  in  effect. 

"Second.  That  the  principle  of  universal  compulsory  military 
training  be  adopted  and,  in  time  of  war,  universal  selective  service, 
as  the  only  measures  that  will  sufQce  for  the  protection  of  the 
United  States. 

"Third.  That  all  necessary  governmental  action  appropriate  to 
these  ends  be  taken  as  early  as  possible. 

"Fourth.  That  copies  of  these  resolutions  be  sent  to  the  Presi- 
■'  dent  and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States." 

Knowlton  Dusham. 

President. 
Abel  I.  SMrni,  Secretary. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  ANDREWS: 

S.  4183.  A  bill  authorizing  the  naturalization  of  Luis  Perez 
Perez:  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 

S.  4184.  A  bill  extending  for  the  taxable  year  1939  the  time 
within  which  employer  contributions  to  State  unemployment 
funds  may  be  paid  for  the  purpose  of  the  credit  provided  by 
section  1601  of  the  Federal  Unemployment  Tax  Act;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

HOUSE   BILL  REFERRED 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  bill 
(H.  R.  9732)  relating  to  the  issuance  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  of  a  patent  to  the  State  of  Minnesota  for  certain 
lands  in  that  State,  which  was  read  twice  by  its  title  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 

ADDITIONAL     EXPENSES     OF     SPECIAL     COMMITTEE     INVESTIGATING 
CAMPAIGN   EXPENDITURES 

Mr.  HILL  (for  Mr.  Gillette)  submitted  the  following  reso- 
lution (S.  Res.  291)  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate: 

Resolved.  That  the  special  committee  authorized  by  Senate 
Resolution   212,   Seventy-sixth   Congress,   to  Investigate   the   cam- 


nalen  expenditures  of  the  various  Presidential  candidates.  Vice 
pSenuS^candidates,  and  candidates  for  the  United  States  Sen- 
atTand  facts  relating  thereto.  Is  authorized  to  expend  from  the 
rontlngent  fund  of  the  Senate  $50,000  In  addiUon  to  the  amounts 
heretofore  authorized  for  the  same  purpose. 

AMERICA  NEEDS  PREPAREDNESS,  NOT  POLITICS— ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR 

BYRNES 

[Mr  Harrison  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  radio  address  on  the  subject  America  Needs 
Preparedness.  Not  PoUtics.  deUvered  by  Senator  Byrnes  on 
July  3.  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  FUTURE  IS  OUR  OWN — ADDRESS  BY  SECRETARY  ICKES 

[Mr.  Lucas  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
Ickes  on  July  4.  1940.  at  Washington's  Fourth  of  July  celebra- 
tion, the  subject  being  The  Future  Is  Our  Own,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

REPORT  ON  MUNICIPAL  UCHT  PLANT  ELECTION  AT  OELWEIN.  IOWA 

[Mr.  NoRRis  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  report  by  the  Municipal  League  of  Oelwein, 
Iowa,  on  the  municipal  light  plant  election  held  there  on 
April  25.  1940;  and  also  a  statement  by  Judson  King,  director 
of  the  National  Popular  Government  League,  on  the  activities 
of  private  'ilectric  light  plants  in  the  effort  to  control  munici- 
palities, which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  RICHARD  L.  NEUBERGER  ON  LAND  OF  HOPE  AND  PROMISE 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Idaho  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Richard  L. 
Neuberger,  of  Portland,  Oreg.,  on  the  subject  Land  of  Hope 
and  Promise,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ORDER  DISPENSING  WITH  CALL  OF  CALENDAR 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Routine  morning  business  is 
closed.    The  calendar,  under  rule  vm,  is  in  order. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  calling  of  the  calendar  be  dispensed  with. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

CORRECTION  IN  ENROLLMENT  OF  A  SENATE  BILL 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  submit  a  concurrent  resolution  for  the 
purpose  of  correcting  an  enrolled  bilL  I  ask  that  it  be  read, 
and  that  it  then  be  considered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  concurrent  resolution  will  be 
read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  concurrent  resolution  (S. 
Con.  Res.  53) .  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Representatives  concurring). 
That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized 
and  directed,  in  the  enrollment  of  the  bill  (S.  1114)  to  extend  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  District  Court.  Territory  of  Ha- 
waii, over  the  Midway  Islands,  Wake  Island,  Johnston  Island.  Sand 
Island,  Kingman  Reef.  Kure  Island,  Baker  Island,  Howland  Island, 
Jarvls  Island,  Canton  Island.  Enderbury  Island,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, to  make  the  following  changes,  namely:  On  page  1.  lines  7 
and  8.  of  the  engrossed  bill,  after  "Howland  Island",  insert  "and." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  extend  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  District  Court.  Territory  of  Hawaii,  over  the 
Midway  Islands,  Wake  Island,  Johnston  Island.  Sand  Island,  King- 
man Reef,  Kure  Island.  Baker  Island.  Howland  Island,  and  Jarvls 
Island,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  will  simply  state,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Senate,  that  the  House,  in  amending  the  meas- 
ure by  striking  out  Canton  Island  and  Enderbury  Island,  failed 
to  strike  them  out  in  the  title,  and  also  in  striking  out  those 
islands  failed  to  include  the  word  "and"  before  the  words 
"Jarvis  Island."  The  purpose  of  the  conciurent  resolution  is 
to  correct  those  errors. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  concurrent  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concurrent  resolution  was 
considered  and  agreed  to. 

EXECUTIVE    SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 
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EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  messages 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  submitting  a  nomina- 
tion and  a  convention,  which  were  referred  to  the  appropriate 
committees.  .    ,  «      * 

(For  nominaUon  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE   REPORTS   OF   A  COMMITTEE 

Mr  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominaUons  of  sundry 

postmasters.  .      ^  _*.      # 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be  no  further  reports  of 
committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
calendar. 

HOMDIATIOKS  PASSOtD  OVEH 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  imder  the  agreement  here- 
tofore made,  the  first  nominations  on  the  calendar  will  go 

over  until  Monday.  «„».,«.  i 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objecUon?    The  Chair 

hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomi- 
nations of  postmasters  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

•Jhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tions of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

That  concludes  the  calendar. 

ADJOX7RHMKNT  TO  MONDAY 

Mr  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  adjourn  until  12  o'clock  noon  on  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  12  o'clock  and  7  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  adjourned  until  Monday,  July  8,  1940,  at 
12  o'clock  meridian. 

I  NOMINA-nON 

Executive  nomination  received  by  the  Senate  July  5, 1940 

Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal 
Col  Glen  E  Edgerton,  Corps  of  Engineers.  United  States 
Army  for  appointment  as  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal, 
provided  for  by  the  Panama  Canal  Act.  approved  August  24, 
1912,  Vice  Brig.  Gen.  Clarence  S.  Ridley,  United  States  Army, 
resigned. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  July  5,  1940 

Postmasters 
'  arkansas 

Harry  D.  Landers,  Harrisburg. 
Manila  Mills,  Lepanto. 

CONNECnCXTT 

Wallace  M.  Hart,  West  Cornwall. 

FLORISA 

Mildred  A.  EntwlsUe,  Warrington. 

I  HAWAII 

Solomon  C.  Burke,  Honokaa. 

MARYLAND 

Leonard  Wilson.  Milllngton. 

OKLAHOMA 

Virgle  W.  Ramsey,  Allen. 

I  PENNSYLVANIA 

ChrisUan  S.  Uchllter,  Salisbury. 

south  CAROLINA 

Wayne  C.  Johnson,  Easley. 

TEXAS 

Raymond  A.  Stewart.  Galveston. 
Daniel  B.  Wood,  Olney. 


YiRcnaA 

Ella  A.  Lambert,  Amonate. 

Mary  Sue  Clark,  Catawba  Sanatorium. 

WASHINGTOM 

Roy  E.  Carey,  Hartline. 

WISCONSIN 

Leo  A.  Eiden,  Deer  Park. 
Walter  H.  Sprangers,  Waldo. 


SENATE 

Monday,  July  8,  1940 

Rev.  Duncan  Eraser,  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the  Epiph- 
any. Washington.  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  who  hast  brought  us  again  to  the  beginning 
of  a  new  week,  and  art  always  ready  to  bestow  upon  those 
who  seek  a  new  life  in  Thee:  Grant,  we  beseech  Thee,  a  new 
life  to  this  Nation,  that,  setting  aside  every  sin  that  doth  so 
easily  beset  us,  we  may,  ^/ith  confidence,  nm  the  race  that  is 
set  before  us,  united  in  our  love  of  Thee,  and  in  mutual  serv- 
ice to  one  another.    Through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley.  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Friday.  July  6, 
1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal  was  approved. 

CALL  OF   THE  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Asburst 

Austin 

Bailey 

Bartwur 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davis 


Downey 

Ellender 

Prazler 

Oeorgs 

Oerry 

Gibson 

Gillette 

Green 

Ouffey 

Gumey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

HUl 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson,  CalU. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

King 

La  Pollette 


Lodge 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

McKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

MUler 

Mlnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrla 

Nye 

CMaboney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

RadcUffe 

Reed 

Reynolds 

Biissell 

Schwartz 


SchwellenlMtch 

Sbeppard 

Shlpstead 

Slattery 

Smathers 

Smith 

Taft 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

Tobey 

Townaend 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Wal8l> 

Wbeeier 

White 

Wiley 


Mr  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr  'bankheadI.  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr  BbowtiI. 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Donahey].  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  lie  J, 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Stewart],  and  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Truman]  are  unavoidably  detained  from 

the  Senate.  ^      ^       t.        ^^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eghty-nine  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 


MESSAGE      FROM 


THE      HOUSE — ^ENROLLED      BILLS      AND      JOINT 
RESOLUTIONS  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Cal- 
loway one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  Speaker 
had  affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  bills  and  joint  reso- 
lutions, and  they  were  signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

S  134  An  act  providing  for  continuing  reUrement  pay. 
under  certain  conditions,  of  officers  and  former  olficers  of  the 
Army  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  of  the  United  States,  other 
than  officers  of  the  Regular  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps, 
who  incurred  physical  disabiUty  while  in  the  service  of  the 
United  SUtes  during  the  World  War,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S  182   An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Edward  Hagenson; 

s'  993.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  H.  Wootton; 
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S.  1251.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  settlers  in  the  town 
site  of  Ketchum,  Idaho; 

S.  1531.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edmund  S.  Dennis ; 
S.  1810.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Citizens  State  Bank 
of  Marianna,  Fla.; 
S.  2560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marjorle  Buchek; 
S.  2561.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ina  Jones; 
S.  2570.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Boyd; 
S.  2595.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lloyd  S.  Harris; 
S.  2799.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  George  Mayfleld; 
S.  2800.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Ross,  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Betty  Ross,  a  minor; 

S.  2817.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  H.  Churchwell  Whole- 
sale Co..  of  Jacksonville,  Pla.; 
-    S.  2988.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bessie  Sharrah; 

S.  3023.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  E.  Eiiders  and 
Gertrude  Ray  Eiiders; 
S.3039.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Twila  Snyder; 
S.  3280.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ina  May  Everett; 
S.  3351.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  I.  M.  Cook,  J.  J.  Allen,  and 
the  Radiator  Specialty  Co.; 

S.  3401.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  N.  Barber,  former 
United  States  property  and  disbursing  ofiBcer,  Vermont  Na- 
tional Guard,  and  for  other  purposes ; 

S.  3424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  O.  Elliott  and 
Winslow  Parr  Smith ; 

S.  3617.  An  act  granting  the  consent  and  approval  of  Con- 
gress to  an  interstate  compact  relating  to  control  and  reduc- 
tion of  pollution  in  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin ; 

S.  3749.  An  act  to  relieve  certain  employees  of  the  Vet- 
erans' Administration  from  financial  liability  for  certain  over- 
payments and  allow  such  credit  therefor  as  is  necessary  in 
the  accounts  of  certain  disbursing  ofiBcers,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

S.  3763.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  David  H.  Passell  and 
First  Lt.  Paul  E.  LaMaster; 

S.  3794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  Navajo  Indians,  and 
for  other  purposes ; 

S.  4032.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  Philip 
A.  Penston,  pharmacist's  mate,  first-class.  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  for  the  value  of  personal  and  household  effects  lost 
and  destroyed  during  the  hurricane  of  September  21,  1938,  at 
New  London,  Conn.; 

S.  4097.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates  of 
American  citizens  who  die  abroad: 

H.  R.  1435.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  S.  Tait; 
H.  R.  2358.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  Joseph  Wright; 
H.  R.  3161.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  First  National  Bank 
of  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  as  legal  guardian  of  the  tiiree  minor  chil- 
dren of  Dale  W.  Guise  and  Gladys  M.  Guise,  both  deceased, 
and  Sally  C.  Guise,  Martha  G.  and  Arnold  E.  Orner; 
H.  R.  3171.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  L.  Sheldon; 
H.  R.  4828.  An  act  to  amend  the  law  limiting  the  operation 
of  statutes  of  limitations  in  certain  cases; 

H.  R.  5258.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardian  of 
Betty  Lou  Frady  and  W.  L.  Prady; 

H.  R.  6424.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  transportation  and 
distribution  of  mails  on  motor-vehicle  routes; 

H.  R.  7843.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clifford  J.  Williams; 
H.  R.  7861.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hannah  S.  Bray.  Jane 
Bickers,  and  Frances  Bickers; 

H.  R.  9114.  An  act  authorizing  advancements  from  the  Fed- 
eral Emergency  Administration  of  Public  Works  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  recorder  of  deeds  building  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  J.  Res.  133.  Joint  resolution  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the 
Court  of  Claims  or  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  Northern  District  of  Georgia  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks,  of 
Stephens  County,  Ga.;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  222.  Joint  resolution  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia  and  the 
Commonwealths  of  Virginia  and  Pennsylvania  and  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  as  signatory  bodies,  to  enter  into  a  compact 
for  the  creation  of  a  Potomac  Valley  Conservancy  District 


and  the  establishment  of  the  Interstate  Commission  on  the 
Potomac  River  Basin. 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram 
In  the  nature  of  a  petition  from  the  Muscle  Shoals  Defense 
League  of  America,  signed  by  W.  O.  Graham,  president,  and 
Harry  J.  Frahn,  secretary.  Sheffield,  Ala.,  praying  that  the 
principal  offices  and  headquarters  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  be  transferred  from  Knoxvllle.  Tenn..  to  Shef- 
field, Ala.,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Eureka 
Noe  Valley  Union  Auxiliary  Club,  protesting  against  steps 
leading  toward  war  and  condemning  any  move  which  would 
lead  to  the  sacrifice  of  American  men  on  foreign  soil,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  petition  of  simdry  citizens 
of  Brooklyn,  N.  Y..  praying  that  a  day  be  set  aside  for  prayer 
and  repentance,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  National 
Retail  Credit  Association,  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  pledging  alle- 
giance and  support  to  the  country  and  the  flag,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  the  memorial  of  the  Consti- 
tutional Government  League,  of  Seattle,  Wash.,  signed  by 
E.  H.  Rettlg,  president,  remonstrating  against  confirmation 
of  the  nominations  of  Henry  L.  Stimson.  to  be  Secretary  of 
War.  and  Prank  Knox,  to  he  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  memorial  of  sundry  citi- 
zens of  Brooklyn,  N.  Y..  remonstrating  against  confirmation 
of  the  nominations  of  Henry  L.  Stimson  to  be  Secretary  of 
War,  and  Prank  Knox  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Lions 
Club,  of  Elkhart,  Kans.,  favoring  the  adoption  of  an  adequate 
national-defense  program  and  the  suppression  of  all  sub- 
versive activities,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  LODGE  presented  memorials  numerously  signed  by 
sundry  citizens  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  remonstrating 
against  involvement  of  the  United  States  in  foreign  wars, 
which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  WALSH  presented  a  resolution  of  Branch  No.  9.  Na- 
tional Association  of  Post  Office  Laborers,  Boston,  Mass., 
protesting  against  involvement  of  the  United  States  in  foreign 
wars,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. 

He  also  presented  memorials,  numerously  signed  by  sundry 
citizens  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  remonstrating  against 
involvement  of  the  United  States  in  foreign  wars,  which  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Sabillasville,  Md..  praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session 
during  the  existing  emergency,  and  endorsing  an  adequate 
national-defense  program,  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Bethesda -Chevy  Chase 
Lions  Club.  Maryland,  favoring  the  adoption  of  an  adequate 
national-defense  program  and  the  suppression  of  all  sub- 
versive activities,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens 
of  the  State  of  Michigan,  praying  that  the  United  States 
keep  out  of  war,  which  was  ordered  to  be  on  the  table. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Dowagiac. 
Mich.,  praying  that  Congress  remain  in  session  during  the 
existing  emergency,  endorsing  an  adequate  national-defense 
program,  and  the  suppression  of  subversive  activities,  which 
was  ordered  to  Le  on  the  table. 

NATIONAL     PREPAREDNESS RESOLUTIONS     OF    KOSCIUSKO      (MISS.) 

ROTARY  CLUB 

Mr.  BILBO  presented  resolutions  of  the  Kosciusko  (Miss.) 
Rotary  Club,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  membership  of  the  Koecliisko  RoUry  Club  of  Ko«- 
clusko.  Miss.,  feels  that  the  people  of  this  covin  try  and  our  National 
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Government  are  now  experiencing  the  gravest  crisis  of  our  entire 
national  life  by  reason  of  the  threats  of  foreign  aggression,  the  cur- 
tailment of  our  world  trade  and  activities,  and  the  suppression  of 
our  ideals  of  individual  righU,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happi- 
ness: and 

Whereas  we  feel  that  in  this  time  of  i>erll  it  is  the  solemn  duty 
of  every  man,  woman,  and  child  of  our  great  land  to  back  and  give 
support  to  oxir  national  administration  in  Its  efforts  to  place  our 
country  in  a  state  of  preparedness  for  any  eventiiahty.  that  we  may 
thereby  be  enabled  to  show  to  the  whole  world  that  we  will  not  tol- 
erate any  curtailment  or  Infringement  upon  the  civil  rights  guaran- 
teed to  us  by  the  law  of  the  land  and  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  of  America:  Be  it  therefore 

Resolved.  That  by  these  resolutions  we  desire  to  go  on  record  as 
according  our  entire  support  to  our  Oovenunent  In  Its  preparedness 
program  and  we  pledge  ourselves  to  render  any  assistance  of  which 
wm  may  be  capable  in  this  great  undertaking;  be  it  further 

Reaolved.  That  we  urge  upon  those  in  authority  the  fullest  efforts 
toward  stamping  out  any  and  all  subversive  elements  within  our 
territory  which  are  opposed  to  our  form  of  government  or  the 
abridgement  of  our  national  liberties;  that  we  have  no  patience  with 
any  so-called  "fifth  column,"  communism,  or  any  element  which 
•eeka  the  destruction  of  our  present  conception  of  government;  that 
we  believe  such  activities  should  be  eliminated  In  their  inception 
before  they  have  an  opportunity  to  take  root  and  develop  into  a 
aerloua  menace;  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  In  making  adequate  preparation  we  advocate  the 
principle  of  military  training  for  aU  able-bodied  men  of  proper  age 
In  order  that  our  country  may  at  all  times  have  an  adequate  reeerve 
of  manpower  available,  capable,  and  effective:  be  it  fvirther 

ReacAxxd,  That  m  this  time  of  perU  it  behooves  every  cltlssen  to 
devote  his  fuU  time  and  effort  toward  preparing  our  country  for 
emergencies,  and  to  that  end  we  do  not  feel  that  the  present  wage 
end  hour  law.  which  restricts  labor  to  a  40-hour-a-week  schedule,  is 
conducive  toward  preparedness  and  efficiency,  and  it  is  our  thought 
that  this  law  should  be  so  changed  or  repealed  so  as  to  eliminate 
this  objectionable  feature;  be  it  fvuoher 

Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions  be  transmitted  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  to  each  of  our  Senators  and  the 
Representative  from  this  congressional  district. 
Adopted  and  passed  this  19th  day  of  Jtme  IMO. 

USOLimON  OF  DANTZL  BKALL  POST.  NO.  18,  AMERICAN  LEGION 

Mr.  BILBO  presented  a  resolution  of  Daniel  Beall  Post,  No. 
18.  American  Legion,  of  Holmes  County,  Miss.,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Whereas  the  ITnlted  States  is  faced  with  conditions  fratight  with 
the  most  serious  eventualities  of  its  history  as  a  Nation;  and 

Whereas  potential  foes  from  within  and  from  without  threaten 
to  xindermine  and  eventually  destroy  oxir  democratic  form  of  govern- 
ment; and 

Whereas  such  a  government  Is  the  only  one  that  guarantees  pro- 
tection and  freedom  to  its  individual  citizens  and  an  equal  indi- 
vidual opportunity  in  Ufe  regardless  of  race,  creed,  or  color;  and 

Whereas  we  cherish  and  hold  sacred  the  principles  upon  which 
this  Oovemment  is  founded:  and 

Whereas  the  time  has  come  when  every  person  enjoying  the 
benefits  and  protection  of  the  United  States  of  America  shotild  be 
required  to  make  known  his  national  loyalty  and  devotion:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  Daniel  Beall  Post.  No.  18,  of  the  American  Legion: 

(1)  That  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United  States  of 
America  should  now  and  immediately  forego  and  forget  any  political 
party  or  personal  consideration  in  plans  lor  the  development  of  an 
adequate  national  defend: 

(2)  That  such  laws  should  be  Immediately  enacted  and  siKh 
steps  taken  as  may  be  necessary  to  call  to  the  services  of  the  Nation 
In  the  development  of  an  adequate  national  defense  all  Industrial 
ability  or  facilities  regardless  of  present  or  previous  poUtical  differ- 
ences or  party  lines; 

(3)  That  immediate  steps  be  taken  to  moblllae  and  equip  with 
the  most  modern  and  adequate  equipment  an  army,  navy,  and  air 
force  sufficient  to  meet  any  national  emergency  that  may  arise; 

(4)  That  such  steps  l)e  taken  to  coordinate  all  efforts  to  build  up 
our  national  defense  so  as  to  eliminate  all  red  tape  and  attain  the 
highest  possible  speed,  consistent  with  accuracy  and  good  Judgment; 

(5)  That  any  and  all  parts  of  the  so-called  Johnson  Act  which 
may  in  any  way  prohibit  or  hinder  full  svipport  and  aid  to  the 
allied  nations  in  the  way  of  equipment,  munltlona.  or  economic 
assistance  by  the  United  States  be  repealed; 

(6)  That  Immediate  steps  be  taken  to  apprehend  and  mete  out 
severe  pxinishment  to  all  persons  In  the  United  States  of  America 
gtaity  of  national  disloyalty,  sabotage,  or  "fifth  column"  activities; 

(7)  That  such  a  universal  military  training  act  be  passed  that 
will  not  only  train  the  American  youth  for  intelligent  and  efficient 
national  defense  but  will  develop  in  them  a  sincere  loyalty  and 
devotion  to  the  United  States  of  America; 

(8)  That  this  poet  cooperate  in  every  way  possible  with  those  In 
authority  In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  resolution:  and 

(9)  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions  be  sent  to  Senators  Pat  Ha«- 
■IBOM  and  T.  O.  Bnao,  a  copy  to  Congressman  W.  M.  WHrmNCTON, 
a  copy  to  National  and  State  American  Legion  headqxiarters,  and 
a  copy  to  the  Lexington  Advertiser  for  publication. 

/ 


These  resolutions  were  submitted  to  and  adopted  by  the  Daniel 
Beall  Post,  No.  18,  of  the  American  Legion  In  regular  sesBlcn  this, 
the  21st  day  of  June  1940. 
RxsoLunoNs  or  citizens  or  wakx  couwty  (k.  c.)  and  vicinitt 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  presented  resolutions  adopted  at  a  meet- 
ing of  citizens  of  Wake  County  (N.  C.)  and  vicinity,  which 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  present  European  war  has  raised  very  difficult  prob- 
lems for  the  American  Nation  In  both  its  foreign  relations  and  to  Its 
domestic  problems;  and 

Whereas  under  our  democratic  system  of  government  It  la  proper 
and  fitting  that  citizens  of  the  United  States  make  known  to  their 
President  and  to  their  representotives  In  Congreae  their  attitude  and 
desires  In  this  crisis;  and 

Whereas,  we.  a  group  of  citizens  of  Wake  Coimty  (N.  O.)  ana 
vicinity,  are  Imbued  with  the  patriotic  desire  to  promote  the 
welfare  of  our  country  and  of  the  world  at  large:  Be  It 

Resolved,  That  it  is  our  belief  and  desire  that  our  Government 
shotUd  pursue  the  following  policies  in  the  present  emergency : 

1.  That  every  effort  should  be  made  to  prevent  our  country's 
becoming  a  belligerent  In  the  war,  and  that  we  ought  not  to  send 
our  men  to  fight  In  Europe  or  in  European  waters. 

2.  That  it  is  the  sentiment  of  this  meeting  that  our  country  should 
Immediately  and  vigorously  prepare  for  lu  adeqiiate  defense  against 
any  enemy  or  combination  of  enemies. 

3.  That  we  approve  our  Government's  efforts  to  promote  the  8<h1- 
darlty  of  the  New  World  and  favor  something  In  the  nature  of  a 
league  of  nations  for  the  Western  Hemisphere,  which  might  later 
serve  as  a  model  for  the  remainder  of  the  world. 

4.  That  while  meeting  the  threat  from  abroad  we  should  not 
abandon  and  shotUd  continue  efforts  to  improve  the  lot  of  the  com- 
mon man  in  this  country. 

6.  That  In  the  present  critical  situation  we  should  make  every 
effort  to  visualize  clearly  and  to  promote  the  Interests  of  our  own 
coimtry.  for  we  believe  that,  to  the  long  run,  we  can  thereby  best 
serve  the  entire  world. 

6.  That  in  otir  Justifiable  efforts  to  stamp  out  subversive  move- 
ments to  our  covmtry.  we  should  take  great  caure  to  preserve  those 
rights  and  privileges  which  are  guaranteed  in  our  Bill  of  Rights  and 
which  are  the  heritage  of  every  American  citizen.  We  should  do 
everything  to  our  power  to  avoid  sacrifictog  those  very  liberties  we 
are  seeking  to  protect.  *      «.». 

7.  That  these  resolutions  are  passed  without  reference  to  tne 
current  political  campaign  for  we  believe  that  loyalty  and  patriotism 
to  our  country  are  above  parties  and  politics. 

8.  That  copies  of  these  resolutions  be  sent  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  to  the  North  Carolina  Members  of  both 
Houses  of  Congress. 

REPORTS    or    COMMITTEES 

Mr.  TYDINGS,  from  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  In- 
sular Affairs,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3940)  to 
authorize  the  incorporated  town  of  Sitka.  Alaska,  to  purchase 
and  enlarge  certain  public  utilities  and  for  such  purpose  to 
issue  bonds  in  the  sum  of  $200,000  in  excess  of  present  stat- 
utory debt  limit,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted 
a  report  (No.  1944)  thereon. 

Mr.  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (8.  3008)  to  authorize  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  dispose  of  certain  public  vessels, 
and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  1945)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  were  referred 
the  following  bills,  reported  them  each  with  amendments  and 
submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  10030.  A  bill  increasing  the  number  of  naval  avia- 
tors In  the  line  of  the  Regular  Army  and  Marine  Corps, 
and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  1947) ;  and 

H.  R.  10100.  A  bill  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  cMistruction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  1946) . 

ASSISTANT  CLERK,  COMXITTES  ON  MINES  AND  MINING 

Mr.  BYRNES.  From  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  I  report  back  favor- 
ably, without  amendment.  Senate  Resolution  287,  submitted 
by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Guffey]  on  June 
22,  1940,  authorizing  the  employment  of  an  assistant  clerk 
by  the  Committee  on  Mines  and  Mining.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  its  present  consideration. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  considered 
and  agreed  to.  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Mines  and  Mining  is  hereby 
authorized  to  employ  for  the  remainder  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Con- 
gress an  assistant  clerk,  to  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Senate  at  the  rate  of  11,800  per  annum. 
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FTTNERAL   EXPENSES  OF  THE  LATE   SENATOR   GIBSON 


Mr.  BYRNES.  Prom  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  Elxpenses  of  the  Senate,  I  report  back  favor- 
ably, without  amendment.  Senate  Resolution  290,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  its  present  consideration. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  290) ,  sub- 
mitted by  Mr.  Axtstin  on  July  3.  1940,  was  considered  and 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Re9olv€d,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  hereby  Is  authorized 
and  directed  to  pay  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  the 
actual  and  necessary  expenses  incrirred  by  the  committee  appointed 
by  the  Vice  President  in  arranging  for  and  attending  the  funeral  of 
Hon.  Ernest  W.  Gibson,  late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Vermont, 
upon  vouchers  to  be  approved  by  the  Committee  to  Audit  and 
Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate. 

ADOmONAL     EXPENSES     OF     SPECIAL     COMMrrTEE     IWVESTIGATINC 
CAMPAIGN   EXPENOITTJRES 

Mr.  BYRNES.  From  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  Expanses  of  the  Senate,  I  report  back  favor- 
ably, with  an  amendment.  Senate  Resolution  291,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  its  present  consideration. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  resolution  (S.  Res.  291),  submitted  by  Mr.  Hill  (for 
Mr.  Gillette)  on  July  5,  1940. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  reported  by  the 
committee  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  1,  line  6,  it  Is  proposed  to 
strike  out  "$50,000"  and  insert  in  Ueu  thereof  "$40,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  as  amended  was  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  special  committee  authorized  by  Senate  Reso- 
lution 212.  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  to  Investigate  the  campaign 
expenditures  of  the  various  Presidential  candidates,  Vice-Presi- 
dential candidates,  and  candidates  for  the  United  States  Senate, 
and  facts  relating  thereto,  is  authorized  to  expend  froni  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate  $40,000  in  addition  to  the  amounts 
heretofore  authorized  for  ^he  same  purpose. 

BILLS  introduced 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BAILEY: 

S.  4185.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lt.  Col.  Gordon  Smith;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  CAPPER: 

S.  4186.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anthony  Borsellino;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  VANDENBERG: 

S.  4187.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
issue  patents  for  lands  held  imder  color  of  title;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 
By  Mr.  GUFPEY: 

S.  4188.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George  S.  Wolbert,  receiver 
of  the  Neafle  Si  Levy  Ship  &  Engine  Building  Co.;   to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  NEELY: 

S.  4189.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  reconditioning  and  opera- 
tion by  the  Maritime  Commission  of  certain  vessels  in  its 
laid-up  fleet  for  the  carrying  to  foreign  ports  of  coal,  wheat, 
lumber,  and  other  commodities  produced  in  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

S.  4190.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  sell  and 
convey  to  the  town  of  Marmet,  W.  Va..  two  tracts  of  land  to 
be  used  for  municipal  purposes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho: 

S.  4191.  A  bill  to  promote  a  program  of  water  conserva- 
tion and  to  facilitate  the  investigation  of  means  and  methods 
for  the  prevention  or  reduction  of  water  losses  caused  by 
seepage  from  Irrigation  and  canals,  and  for  related  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 
By  Mr.  MEAD: 

S.  4192.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construction  of  flood-control 
works  on  the  Oswego  Watershed,  New  York;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Commerce. 


CHANGE  OF  REFERENCE 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Wheeler,  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  was  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  4171)  for  the  establishment  of  the  Port  Peck  Na- 
tional Recreational  Area,  in  the  State  of  Montana,  and  for 
other  puriHJses;  and  it  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

AlCENDMENT     OP      RAILROAD      UNEMPLOYMENT      INSURANCE      ACT 

amendment 

Mr.  GURNEY  submitted  an  amendment  in  the  natiu-e  of  a 
substitute  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  3920) 
to  amend  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insxirance  Act,  ap- 
proved June  25.  1938.  as  amended  June  20,  1939,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT    OF    DISTRICT    OF   COLUMBIA    REVENUE    ACT   OF    1939 

INDEFINITE   POSTPONEMENT  OF   A  BILL 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  recently  the  Senate  passed  the 
bill  (S.  4161)  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Revenue 
Act  of  1939,  and  about  the  same  time  the  House  passed  an 
identical  bill,  which  was  transmitted  to  the  Senate  and  sub- 
sequently passed  by  this  body. 

I  am  Informed  that  the  Senate  bill  has  not  been  transmit- 
ted to  the  House  of  Representatives.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  vote  on  the  passage  of  Senate  bill  4161  be  re- 
considered and  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

COMMITTEE   SERVICE 

On  motion  of  Mr.  McNary,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  it 
was 

Ordered.  That  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  IMr. 
ToBEY]  be  excused  from  further  service  on  the  Committee 
on  Claims  and  that  he  be  assigned  to  service  on  the  Commit- 
tee on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs;  that  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley]  be  excused  from  further  service  on 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  and  that  he  be 
assigned  to  service  on  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs;  and 
that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gibson]  be  assigned 
to  service  on  the  Committees  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
Civil  Service,  Claims,  Commerce,  and  Library. 

LEESBURG  WELDING  St  GARAGE  CO. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2289), 
for  the  relief  of  the  Leesburg  Welding  &  Garage  Co..  which 
was  to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treastu7  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  the  Leesburg  Welding  &  Oarage  Co..  of 
Leesburg.  Pla..  the  sum  of  $1,017.08.  in  fuU  satisfaction  of  Its  claims 
against  the  United  States  for  payment  for  certain  materials  fur- 
nished and  services  rendered,  at  the  request  of  officials  of  the 
Works  Progress  Administration,  In  connection  with  the  Venetian 
Garden  project,  official  project  No.  65-^5-295.  in  Leesburg.  Fla.. 
during  the  period  November  1,  1936,  to  February  15,  1937:  Pro- 
vided. That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  in 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re- 
ceived by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
in  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  lined  In  any  sxun  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    I  move  the  Senate  concur  in  the  House 
amendment. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

HAWAn  NATIONAL  PARK  LAND 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  3676) 
to  withdraw  certain  portions  of  land  within  the  Hawaii  Na- 
tional Park  and  to  transfer  the  same  to  the  jurtsdiction  and 
control  of  the  Secretary  of  War  for  military  purposes,  which 
were,  on  page  1,  line  3,  after  the  word  "That",  to  Insert 
"within";  on  page  2,  Une  15.  to  strike  out  all  after  "less" 
down  to  and  including  "and",  in  line  16,  and  Insert  "there 
shall  be  withdrawn";  on  the  same  page,  line  18,  to  strike  out 
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"Is**;  and  In  line  19,  after  the  word  "war**,  to  insert  "so  much 
thereof  as  may  be  agreed  upon  between  the  Secretaries  of 
War  and  the  Interior.'* 

Mr.  6HEPPARD.  I  move  that  the  Senate  conctir  In  the 
amendments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BRIDGE  ACROSS  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  NEAR  UZMPHIS,  TKNK. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  RepresenUtives  to  the  bill  (S.  3929)  to 
extend  the  times  for  commencing  and  completing  the  con- 
struction of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  move  that  the  Senate  disagree  to  the 
amendment  of  the  House,  ask  a  conference  with  the  House 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and 
that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

Ttie  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Vice  President  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Bailey.  Mr.  Shxppard,  and  Mr.  McNary  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

EDWARD  J.  BROGCI 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2717) 
for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Broggi,  which  were,  on  page  1, 
line  3,  to  strike  out  "is"  and  insert  "be,  and  he  is  hereby", 
and  In  line  6.  to  strike  out  "$200"  and  insert  "$11530." 

Mr.  GIBSON.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  ta 

KEEP  OUT  OP   WAR ADDRESS  BT  SENATOR   WHEELER 

[Mr.  Bone  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  address  delivered  by  Senator  Wheeler  before  the 
American  Anti-War  Cnisade  of  the  Keep  Out  of  War  Con- 
gress, at  the  Auditoriimi  Theater.  Chicago,  lU.,  Jvme  30,  1940, 
on  the  subject  Keep  Out  of  War,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

NATIONAL  TTNITT ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  REYNOLDS 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Appendix  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  July  1. 
1940.  upon  the  subject  of  national  unity,  which  appears  in 
the  Api>endix.] 

CHAIXKIfGE  TO  THE  FATTHrUL — ^ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  PEPPER 
[Mr.  Wtt.t.  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  address  delivered  by  Senator  Pepper  before  the 
Interfaith  Conference,  in  the  Temple  of  Religion,  New  York 
World's  Fair,  on  Sunday;  June  30,  1940,  which  appears  in  the 
Apjjendix.l 

STATEICENT  CONCERNINC  BOOK  WRITTEN  BY  JAMES  H.  R.  CROMWELL 

[Mr.  Smathers  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  statement  explaining  certain  statements  ap- 
pearing in  a  book  written  by  James  H.  R  Cromwell,  of  New 
Jersey,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

WAR  OR  PEACE  IN  AMERICA  f ^ADDRESS  BY  JAMES  D.  MOONEY 

[Mr.  Nye  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  address  by  James  D.  Mooney,  vice  president  of 
the  General  Motors  Corporation,  at  the  University  Club. 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  on  June  1,  1940,  on  the  subject  War  or  Peace 
in  America?  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

TOTAUTARIANISM   AND   ADMINISTRATIVE    ABSOLUTISM — ADDRESS   BY 

JULIUS   C.   SMITH 

[Bylr.  Bailey  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  swldress  by  Julius  C.  Smith,  member,  special 
committee  on  administrative  law.  American  Bar  Association, 
at  the  University  of  Florida,  Gainesville,  Pla.,  before  the 
Florida  Law  Institute,  entitled  "Totalitarianism  and  Admin- 
istraUve  Absolutism,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  DR.  RICHARD  A.  KAHN  ON  LOCATT-W ALTER  BttL 

[Mr.  Burke  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  address  delivered  by  Dr.  Richard  A.  Kahn,  of  the 
Catholic  University  of  America,  on  the  so-called  Ix)gan- 
Walter  bill,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 


ARTICLK  BT  PROFESSCMt  BORCHARD  OH  STATE  INSBlUlTt  FOR  ERROaa 

OF  CRIMINAL  JTRSTICX 

[Mr.  La  FoLLrm  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  by  Edwin  Borchard,  professor  of  law, 
Yale  University,  enUtled  "Stete  Indemnity  for  Errors  of  Crim- 
inal Justice."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

NEEDLESS  NOTES — EDITORIAL  PROM  MINNEAPOLIS  MORNING  TRIBUWI 

tMr.  Nye  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
RECORD  an  editorial  from  the  Minneapolis  Morning  Tribune 
of  July  6,  1940,  enUtled  "Needless  Notes."  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

THE  WIDE  HORIZON — ^ARTICLE  FROM  NEW  YORK  TIMES 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  from  the  New  York  Times  by  G.  H.  Arch- 
ambault.  entitled  "The  Wide  Horizon,"  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

WHAT     PREPAREDNESS     INVOLVES — EDITORIAL     FROM     MXLWAUKXB 

JOURNAL 

[Mr.  WiLEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorisd  from  the  Milwaukee  Journal  of  July 
6.  1940,  entitled  "What  Preparedness  Involves,"  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

ADJUSTMENT  OF  LIMITATIONS  ON  PROFITS  OF  CERTAIN  CONTRACTORS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2464) 
to  amend  the  act  of  March  27, 1934  (48  SUt.  505) .  as  amended 
(49  Stat.  1926;  34  U.  S.  C,  Supp.  IV,  496;  sec.  14  of  Public, 
No.  18,  76th  Cong.) ,  to  adjust  the  limitations  on  the  profits 
of  certain  contractors  with  the  United  States."  which  were, 
on  page  1,  to  strike  out  all  after  line  8  down  to  and  including 
"thereof",  in  line  23  of  page  2,  and  insert  "net  loss  on  all 
such  contracts  or  subcontracts  for  the  construction  and/or 
manufacture  of  any  complete  naval  vessel  or  portion  thereof 
completed  by  the  particular  contractor  or  subcontractor 
within  any  income  taxable  year,  such  net  loss  shall  be  allowed 
as  a  credit  in  determining  the  excess  profit,  if  any.  during 
the  next  succeeding  4  income  taxable  years;  that  if  there  is 
a  net  loss,  or  a  net  profit  less  than  12  percent,  as  aforesaid  on 
all  such  contracts  or  subcontracts  for  the  construction  and/or 
manufacture  of  any  complete  aircraft  or  portion  thereof  com- 
pleted by  the  particular  contractor  or  subcontractor  within 
any  income  taxable  year,  such  net  loss  or  deficiency  in  profit 
shall  be  allowed  as  a  credit  in  determining  the  excess  profit, 
if  any,  during  the  next  succeeding  4  income  taxable  years; 
and  that  the  method  of  ascertaining  the  amoimt  of  excess 
profit  initially  fixed  upon  shall  be  determined  on  or  before 
June  30.  1939,  In  the  case  of  contracts  or  subcontrswts  for 
the  construction  and/or  manufacture  of  any  complete  air- 
craft or  portion  thereof,  and  shall  be  determined  on  or  before 
August  31.  1940,  in  the  case  of  contracts  or  subcontracts  for 
the  construction  and/or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval 
vessel  or  portion  thereof";  and  page  3,  to  strike  out  all  of 
section  2. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  amendments  of  the  House  with  an  amendment,  which 
I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  to  the  amendments  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert: 

That  the  first  proviso  of  section  3  (b)  of  the  act  of  ICarch  27,  1934 
(48  Stat.  505;  34  U.  8.  C.  496),  as  amended  by  the  act  of  June  25, 
1936  (49  Stat.  1926;  34  U.  8.  C,  Supp.  V,  496),  and  by  section  14  of 
the  act  of  April  3.  1939  (53  Stat.  560;  34  U.  S.  C,  Supp.  V.  496) ,  and 
as  made  applicable  to  contracts  for  aircraft  or  any  portion  thereof 
for  the  Army  by  section  14  of  such  act  of  April  3,  1939,  Is  hereby 
further  amended  to  read  as  follows :  "Provided,  That  If  there  is  a  net 
loss  on  all  such  contracts  or  subcontracts  completed  by  the  par- 
ticular contractor  or  subcontractor  within  any  Income  taxable  year, 
such  net  loss  shall  be  allowed  as  a  credit  in  determining  the  eww 
profit  if  any,  during  the  next  succeeding  4  income  taxable  yean; 
and  that  the  method  of  ascertaining  the  amount  of  excess  profit 
toitially  fixed  upon  shall  be  determined  on  or  before  September  30, 
1940." 
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8«c.  2.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  applicable  to  all  con- 
tracts and  subcontracts  for  aircraft  or  any  portion  thereof  for  the 
Army  or  the  Navy  entered  Into  after  the  approval  of  this  act;  and 
Jot  complete  naval  vessels  or  any  portion  thereof  completed  In  any 
Income  taxable  year  after  the  approval  of  this  act. 

Sec.  3.  Nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  repeal  or  modify  the 
provisions  of  the  act  of  June  28.  1940  (Public.  No.  671,  76th  Cong.), 
entitled  "An  act  to  expedite  national  defense,  and  for  other  ptir- 
poses." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
to  the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  Senate 
bill  2464. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  there  has  been  a  conflict  in 
the  law  relating  to  the  offsetting  of  losses  in  the  income-tax 
returns  of  contractors  for  naval  vessels  and  manufacturers  of 
airplanes.  This  amendment  proposes  to  put  both  the  builders 
of  naval  vessels  and  the  manufacturers  of  aircraft  on  the  same 
basis.  Briefly  it  permits  the  offsetting  of  losses  over  a  period 
of  4  years  and  retains  the  limitation  upon  profits  which  has 
been  fixed  in  recent  legislation  adopted  by  the  Congress.  The 
law  as  it  now  stands  permits  airplane  manufacturers  to  offset 
their  losses,  as  well  as  the  deficiencies  in  profits  fixed  by 
law,  over  a  period  of  4  years  with  their  gains  over  a  period  of 
4  years.  The  presen.  law,  however,  does  not  permit  the  build- 
ers of  naval  vessels  to  offset  their  deficiency  in  profits  against 
their  gains. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  This  provision 
would  put  both  in  the  same  position  of  offsetting  only  their 
losses  over  a  period  of  4  years.  I  now  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Does  that  mean  losses  from  contract 
other  than  Government  contracts? 

Mr.  WALSH.  No.  The  law  is  confined  solely  and  alone  to 
Government  contracts.  The  manufacturers  must  make  a 
special  return  on  Government  contracts  because  of  the  origi- 
nal Vinson-Trammell  law,  which  fixed  a  limitation  of  10  per- 
cent on  profits  to  shipbuilders  and  12  percent  on  profits  to  air- 
plane manufacturers.  The  law  this  year  has  reduced  that 
profit  to  7  and  8  percent. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  What  I  mean  is,  can  the  shipbuilders 
offset,  as  against  profits  they  make  on  naval  vessels  or  vessels 
lor  the  Maritime  Commission,  losses  they  have  suffered  on 
building  for  private  parties? 

Mr.  WALSH.    They  cannot. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    Certainly. 

Mr.  KING.  Is  this  a  bill  which  has  just  come  over  from  the 
House  of  Representatives? 

Mr.  WALSH.  It  is  a  Senate  bill  which  has  been  amended 
by  the  House.  The  bill  as  amended  by  the  House  retains  the 
old  rates  of  profit  of  10  and  12  percent.  It  was  drafted  before 
the  Senate  committee  and  the  Senate  approved,  and  the 
House  later  approved,  a  reduction  in  those  rates  to  7  and  8 
percent. 

Mr.  KING.  Is  the  Senator  reporting  the  bill  from  the 
Committee  on  Finance  or  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs? 

Mr.  WALSH.    The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  KING.  Ought  not  the  bill  to  have  gone  before  the 
Committee  on  Finance?  That  committee  deals  with  the 
question  of  profits. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Our  jurisdiction  comes  from  the  fact  that 
when  the  Vinson-Trammell  bill  was  before  the  Congress  in 
1934.  it  for  the  first  time  put  a  limitation  upon  the  profits 
of  shipbuilders,  partly  due  to  the  agitation  in  the  Congress 

in  favor  of  giving  all  shipbuilding  contracts  to  the  navy  yards, 
and  complaints  made  about  the  excess  profits  that  ship- 
builders were  making.  At  that  time  a  limit  was  placed  upon 
the  profits  of  shipbuilders.  Later  the  law  was  extended  to 
include  airplane  manufacturers;  and  that  is  the  only  law 
that  puts  any  limitation  upon  the  profits  of  anybody  doing 
business  of  any  kind  with  the  Government.  It  is  confined 
solely  and  alone  to  the  returns  which  have  been  made  since 
1934  by  shipbuilders  and  airplane  manufacturers. 

Mr.  KING.  It  does  not  extend,  then,  in  futuro?  It  relates 
to  ex  post  facto  transactions? 


Mr.  WAU5H.  No;  the  modification  and  change  made  in 
this  bill  applies  only  to  future  contracts,  not  to  past  ones; 
but  the  law  has  been  in  operation,  with  the  old  rates,  since 
1934. 

Mr.  KING.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  we  note  in  the  press 
and  elsewhere  that  demands  are  being  made  for  general  leg- 
islation under  the  terms  of  which  encouragement  may  be 
given  to  private  capital  to  invest  in  the  industries  which 
are  necessary  for  war  purposes,  it  seems  to  me  there  should  be 
some  measure  analagous  to  the  one  to  which  the  Senator 
refers.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  we  ought  to  defer  con- 
sideration of  this  matter  until  that  whole  subject  is  taken 
up.  as  it  must  be  and  will  be  within  a  short  time,  perhaps, 
by  the  Finance  Committee? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  think  it  would  be  very  unfortunate  if  that 
were  done,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a  law  has  recently  been 
enacted  which  reduces  the  profits  that  may  be  made.  What 
this  amendment  proposes  to  do  is  to  put  both  kinds  of  manu- 
facturers in  the  same  position.  For  some  reason  airplane 
manufacturers  have  not  had  applied  to  them  the  same  prin- 
ciple that  applies  to  shipbuilders. 

Let  me  illustrate.  Talcing  for  ptirposes  of  illustration  a 
$100,000,000  contract,  and  assuming  the  rate  to  be  10  percent 
under  existing  law  if  either  an  airplane  manufacturer  or  a 
shipbuilder  lost  $10,000,000  one  year  and  the  next  year  made 
$20,000,000,  they  would  not  be  required  to  pay  into  the  Treas- 
ury any  excess  profits  as  the  $10,000,000  loss  in  1  year  could  be 
offset  the  next  year.  However,  if  each  of  these  manufac- 
turers made  a  profit  of  only  $5,000,000  the  first  year  and 
$20,000,000  the  second  year,  the  shipbuilder  would  have  to 
turn  into  the  Treasury  as  excess  profits  under  the  Vinson- 
Trammell  Act  $10,000,000,  while  the  airplane  manufacturer 
would  have  to  turn  in  only  $5,000,000.  as  the  shipbuilder 
under  existing  law  cannot  set  off  deficiencies  in  profit. 

This  bill,  with  amendment,  I  now  propose,  treats  both  of 
them  alike  and  permits  them  to  offset  their  losses  against 
their  profits  for  a  period  of  4  years.  It  does  not  permit  them 
to  make  claim  for  10-percent  gains  If  they  do  not  make  10- 
percent  gains. 

Let  me  say  that  I  am  making  this  motion  at  the  suggestion 
of  and  in  cooperation  with  the  House  Conmiittee  on  Naval 
Affairs,  who  drafted  the  amendment  to  the  Senate  bill  before 
the  reduction  in  rates  was  made.  If  this  bill  is  enacted  with- 
out the  proposed  amendment,  leaving  aside  now  the  question 
of  putting  them  on  a  parity,  we  shall  go  back  to  the  10-  and 
12-percent  limitations  on  profits  when  we  have  already  re- 
duced them  to  7  and  8  percent  in  certain  cases. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAUSH.     Yes. 

Mr.  KING.  If  this  bill  should  be  enacted  into  law,  and  the 
Finance  Committee,  in  the  consideration  of  this  subject  in  its 
broad  aspect,  should  make  some  change  in  its  treatment  of  it, 
would  there  be  any  reactions  or  repercussions  disadvantageous 
to  the  interests  to  which  the  Senator  now  refers? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Not  at  all;  and  undoubtedly,  if  the  world 
condition  should  become  worse  than  it  is.  and  we  should  be- 
come involved  in  the  European  war— which  we  all  hope 
will  not  happen— there  would  be  an  extension  of  this  bill  or 
some  form  of  profit  limitation,  in  my  opinion,  to  all  con- 
tracts made  by  the  Government,  which  has  been  urged  and 
advocated. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     There  is  some  confusion  in  the  minds  of 

Senators— and  that  includes  my  own  mind— with  respect  to 
the  scope  of  this  amendment.  Is  the  emergency  such  as  to 
make  it  imwise  to  let  this  matter  go  over  imtll  tomorrow 
morning,  in  order  that  Senators  may  look  into  it? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  have  no  objection  at  all  to  that  course: 
but  I  repeat  that  the  sole  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  put  both 
the  manufacturer  of  airplanes  and  the  private  shipbuilder 
on  an  excess-profits-tax  parity.  A  claim  is  being  made,  par- 
ticularly by  the  manufacturers  of  airplanes,  that  we  ought  not 
to  Uke  away  from  them  their  allowances  for  deficiencies  in 
profits;  we  ought  to  allow  them  to  offset  their  deficiencies  in 
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profits  against  their  gains;  but  the  Treasury  Department  is  nl 
the  opinion  that  this  is  the  wiser  and  better  provision. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts and  also  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  I  do  not  see 
that  this  bill  involves  any  infringement  upon  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  because  the  bill  deals  merely 
with  the  matter  of  determining  the  profits  to  be  made  by 
airplane  manufacturers  and  shipbuilders  in  determining  what 
constitutes  the  7  and  8  percent,  respectively. 

Mr.  WALSH.  And  the  limitetion  was  originally  adopt«d. 
in  my  opinion,  because  of  agitation,  when  we  were  not  build- 
ing so  rapidly  and  so  numerously  as  now.  to  the  effect  that  aJl 
ships  and  all  airplanes  ought  to  be  built  in  Government-owned 
factories. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  WALSH.  It  was  a  concession  to  the  group  who  were 
pressing  that  position  that  the  limitation  upon  the  profits 
of  private  shipbuilders  was  made. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  that  the  law  originally  en- 
acted provided  for  maximum  profits  of  10  percent  and  12 
percent. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Ten  percent  for  shipbuilders  and  12  percent 
for  airplane  manufacturers. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Now  we  have  reduced  those  figures  to 
7  and  8  percent,  respectively. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Seven  percent  when  the  contract  is  awarded, 
upon  a  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee  basis,  and  8  percent  when  it  Is 
awarded,  either  upon  a  competitive  basis  or  upon  a  fixed-price 
basis. 

Mr.  BARKL£Y.    That  is.  7  percent  when  there  is  a  nego- 
tiated cost-plus-a-fixed-fee  contract,  and  8  percent  when  there 
is  a  competitive  or  fixed-price  contract. 
Mr.  WALSH.    The  Senator  is  correct. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    And  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena- 
tor— which  is  offered  here  on  the  floor,  and  which  none  of  us 
have  had  a  chance  to  consider  except  by  having  it  read — 
provides  some  of  the  details  by  which  7  and  8  percent  profit 
may  be  determined,  and  also  whether  the  manufacturers  may 
claim  offsets  by  reason  of  losses. 
Mr.  WAUSH.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  understand  that  the  7  and  8  percent 
profits,  respectively,  apply  only  to  Government  contracts. 
Mr.  WALSH.    Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    They  have  no  relationship  to  the  profits 
that  any  concern  may  make  for  building  airplanes  or  ships 
lor  private  industry. 
Mr.  WALSH.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  any  losses  sustained  because  of  pri- 
vate construction  of  ships  or  aircraft  cannot  be  offset  against 
gains  made  in  the  manufacture  of  Government  ships  or  air- 
craft.   Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Senator  is  absolutely  correct. 
The  difference  between  the  two,  imder  the  amendment 
adopted  by  the  House,  may  be  illustrated,  as  follo^-s:  Assume 
that  the  first  year  both  made  $5,000,000;  the  second  year  both 
lost  $10,000,000;  the  third  year  both  made  $20,000,000,  and  the 
fourth  year  both  made  $15,000,000.  The  aircraft  manufac- 
turer, because  he  is  allowed  to  take  deficiencies  in  profit  as  well 
as  losses  into  consideration  when  computing  excess  profits 
tmder  the  Vinson-Trammell  Act.  would  not  be  required  to 
turn  into  the  Treasury  as  excess  profits  any  money,  while  the 
shipbuilder,  under  these  condiUcns.  would  be  required  to  turn 
in  $5,000,000  as  excess  profits  as  he  is  not  permitted  to  allow 
for  deficiencies  in  profit. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  me  would  put  aircraft  manu- 
facturers and  shipbuilders  on  the  same  basis  and  neither  of 
them  would  be  allowed  to  take  into  consideration  deficiencies 
in  profits  when  computing  their  excess-profits  tax  under  the 
Vinson-Trammell  Act. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  matter  is  a  little  involved,  and  I  sug- 
gest that  it  go  over. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  request  is  a  perfectly  proper  one,  and  I 
am  glad  to  comply  with  it. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 
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Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts a  question.  I  think  this  is  a  rather  involved  matter. 
Has  inquiry  be«i  made  of  Mr.  Blnudsen  as  to  its  effect  on 
the  program  for  national  defense? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes;  his  representative  appeared  before  the 
committee,  not  on  this  particular  amendment  but  on  the 
question  of  reducing  the  profits  from  12  and  10  percent  to 
8  and  7  percent;  and  he  was  heard  at  length  upon  that 
matter. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Is  it  the  Senator's  opinion  that  this 
amendment  will  not  slow  up  the  national-defense  program 
at  all? 

Mr.  WALSH.  That  is  our  (pinion.  Of  course,  it  is  possi- 
ble that  there  may  be  a  little  sulking  by  some  shipbuilders. 
but  we  have  no  definite  evidence  to  justify  any  such 
conclusion. 

Mr  HARRISON.  As  the  Senator  knows,  we  have  heard  a 
great  deal  about  excess-profits  taxes;  and  I  may  say  that  I 
believe  every  Member  of  the  Senate  is  strongly  for  an  excess- 
profits  tax.  Senators  may  differ  whether  such  a  tax  ought 
to  be  applied  to  the  industries  which,  because  of  the  national- 
defense  program,  will  make  excess  profits,  or  whether  it 
should  be  applied  to  every  corporation  and  every  individual 
that  is  making  a  normal  profit  and  deriving  no  benefit  from 
aD  this  expenditiue.  In  other  words,  it  is  a  big  question, 
and  one  on  which  the  experts  of  the  Treasury  Department 
have  not  agreed;  and.  as  I  imderstand.  the  gentlemen  who 
are  in  charge  of  the  national -defense  program  do  not  wholly 
agree  as  to  the  amount  of  profit  that  is  allowed  by  virtue  of 
the  provisions  of  existing  law. 

I  thought  the  whole  question  should  be  studied  as  an 
entirety. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  agree  with  the  Senator.  When  the  ques- 
tion of  the  general  principle  of  an  excess-profits  tax  is  taken 
up,  a  review  of  the  application  of  the  tax  should  be  studied, 
I  agree,  but  I  think  it  would  be  unfortunate  if  we  did  not 
amend  the  present  law  so  as  to  make  it  apply  equally  to  both 
airplane  manufacturers  and  private  shipyards. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  have  merely  this  idea,  that  Congress  Is 
strongly  for  the  national -defense  program,  and  we  do  not 
want  to  go  so  far  as  to  retard  that  program. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  think  due 
regard  and  respect  should  be  given  to  the  opinions  of  those 
to  whom  he  has  referred,  but  so  astute  are  some  of  these 
Interests  that  without  the  general  membership  of  the  Congress 
knowing  it  the  rate  of  profits  to  airplane  manufacturers  on 
naval  planes  was  increased  about  a  year  ago  from  10  percent 
to  12  percent.  Members  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs 
were  surprised  to  find  that  in  some  Army  bill  action  was 
taken  which  resulted  in  an  increase  from  10  to  12  percent 
in  the  profits  of  airplane  manufacturers  of  naval  planes.  The 
Navy  authorities  had  no  knowledge  and  have  since  reported 
that  10  percent  was  causing  no  trouble  in  placing  orders. 

We  have  been  moved  to  the  action  new  proposed  by  the 
fact  that  evidence  was  presented  to  us  indicating  that  the 
profits  of  private  shipbuilders  and  aircraft  manufactiu'ers 
varied,  in  the  year  1938.  from  14  percent  to  28  percent.  So 
we  felt  that  the  time  had  come,  considering  the  tremendous 
amount  of  business  these  industries  are  getting  from  the 
Government,  and  the  sentiment  of  the  people  against  large 
mimitions  profits,  to  modify  the  limit  of  profits,  in  view  of 
the  further  fact  that  we  felt  that  the  aircraft-manufacturing 
industry  was  no  longer  an  infant  industry,  as  it  was  thought 
to  be  in  the  days  gone  by. 

I  suggest  that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  consider  the 
matter  discussed  here  and  confer  with  me  about  It  tomorrow. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  The  gentlemen  in  charge  of  this  pro- 
gram would  make  a  strong  impression  upon  me  if  they  would 
make  their  views  known.  I  want  to  see  the  matter  looked  into 
carefully.    Of  course  I  do  not  want  to  see  anyone  gouged. 

Mr.  WALSH.  So  far  as  this  amendment  is  concerned,  that 
is  finished,  unless  we  repeal  the  law.  The  law  today  fixes  the 
limitation  of  profit,  as  was  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, at  7  percent  In  the  case  of  certain  types  of  contracts, 
and  8  percent  in  the  case  of  other  types  of  contracts.    All  the 
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amendment  does  is  to  put  both  these  industries  in  the  same 
position  in  reference  to  offsetting  losses  and  gains  against 
each  other  over  a  period  of  4  years. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  has  consented  to  allow  the 
matto"  to  go  over. 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  am  very  glad  to  do  so. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  matter 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  routine  morning  business  has  been  concluded.  Tlie 
calendar  under  rule  VUI  is  in  order. 

ORDER  DISPENSING  WITH  CALL  07  CALENDAR 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  call  of  the  calendar  be  dispensed  with. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

/  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  ROTTSE 

""^  K  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  without  amendment  each  of  the  following  luHs 
of  the  Senate: 

S.  3720.  An  act  to  create  and  establish  a  Board  of  Funeral 
Directors  and  Embalmers  for  the  District  of  Colimibia  and  to 
prescribe  Its  powers  and  duties;  and 

8.  3870.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  author- 
izing the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Coliunbia  to  furnish 
Potomac  water  without  charge  to  charitable  institutions, 
etc..  in  the  District  of  Columbia,"  approved  February  23,  1905. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7233)  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition, 
control,  and  use  of  surplus  real  property  acquired  by  Federal 
agencies,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  August  27,  1935 
(Public.  No.  351,  74th  Cong.),  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  insisted 
upon  its  amendments  to  the  bill  (S.  3550)  to  make  unlawful 
the  transportation  of  convict-made  goods  in  Interstate  and 
foreign  commerce,  disagreed  to  by  the  Senate;  agreed  to  the 
conference  asked  by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  thereon;  and  that  Mr.  Stjmners  of  Texas,  Mr. 
HoBBs.  Mr.  Satteriteld,  Mr.  Guyer  of  Kansas,  and  Mr. 
Hancock  were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference. 

The  message  informed  the  Senate  that  Mr.  Robinson  of 
Utah  had  been  appointed  a  manager  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9877) 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate  and 
to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated  at 
Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the  application  of  revenue  from 
said  project,  authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder  power 
plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or  through  agents,  and 
for  other  purposes,  vice  Mr.  White  of  Idaho,  resigned. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  con- 
sider executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  COICMITTEKS 

B^.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  OflBces  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  simdry 
postmasters. 

Mr.  WAGNER,  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency, reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  William  H.  Hus- 
band, of  Ohio,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  for  a  term  of  6  years  from  July  22.  1940  (reap- 
pointment). 

IN  THE  ARMT 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs.  I  report  favorably  sundry  Army  nominations, 
which  were  received  by  the  Senate  on  the  3d  instant.  These 
nominations  are  entirely  of  routine  character  and  total  over 
1,500  in  number,  and  because  of  the  large  amount  of  printing 


involved,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  for  present  consideration 
and  confirmation. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  nominations  are  confirmed  en 
bloc. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  President  may  be  at  once  advised  of  the  con- 
firmations and  that  these  names  be  not  again  printed  in 
the  Congressional  Record,  but  that  proper  reference  be  made 
to  the  pages  on  which  the  nominations  appeared. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  President  will  be  immediately  noti- 
fied. 

For  Army  nominations  confirmed,  see  pages  9217.  et  seq.. 
Congressional  Record  of  July  3,  1940.) 

HKNRT  L.  STUCSON 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  If  there  be  no  further  re- 
ports of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  first  nomination 
on  the  calendar. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Henry  L.  Stim- 
son,  of  New  York,  to  be  Secretary  of  War. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  when  the  President  of  the 
United  States  sent  to  the  Senate  the  nomination  of  Hon. 
Henry  L.  Stimson  to  be  Secretary  of  War.  the  nomination 
was  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  invited  Mr. 
Stimson  to  appear  before  It  In  order  to  obtain  his  views  on  the 
national  defense  and  in  order  that  any  member  of  that  com- 
mittee or  any  visiting  Senator  might  ask  him  any  questions 
deemed  appropriate. 

On  the  second  day  of  this  month  Mr.  Stimson  appeared  be- 
fore the  committee  and  made  a  statement  on  the  national 
defense  and  on  his  conception  of  the  position  of  Secretary  of 
War,  after  which  he  was  questioned  by  members  of  the  com- 
mittee and  by  other  Senators,  not  members,  whom  the  com- 
mittee was  pleased  to  see  present. 

Mr.  Stimson  stated  at  the  outset  that  our  Army  exists  to 
protect  from  attack  the  territory  and  the  rights  of  the  United 
States. 

He  stated  that  we  have  no  desire  for  aggression  and  that  no 
one  wishes  to  send  American  troops  beyond  our  borders  unless 
such  action  Is  absolutely  necessary  to  the  protection  of  the 
United  States. 

He  added  that  he  did  not  believe  that  the  United  States 
could  be  safely  protected  by  what  he  termed  "a  purely  passive 
or  defensive  defense,"  that  he  did  not  tielieve  we  would  be 
safe  from  invasion  if  we  should  sit  down  and  wait  for  the 
enemy  to  attack  our  shores,  and  that  our  forefathers  had  no 
such  belief.  He  contended  that  the  purpose  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  was  to  preserve  our  land  and  our  institutions  from 
Invasion  by  keeping  potential  enemies  away  from  this  hemi- 
sphere. 

He  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  growth  in  the  range 
Of  modem  weapons  has  made  It  necessary  continually  to  In- 
crease the  distance  which  must  Intervene  between  our  shores 
and  a  possible  enemy;  that  our  line  of  defense  has  been 
pushed  far  out  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  embracing  Puerto 
Rico.  Bermuda,  Newfoundland,  and  northeastern  Canada,  be- 
cause a  powerful  enemy  securing  a  base  at  any  of  these  places 
could  launch  a  devastating  air  attack  on  our  eastern  seaboard. 

He  emphasized  the  fact  that  all  these  outlying  places,  ex- 
cept Puerto  Rico,  are  Involved  in  the  present  war  and  might 
be  demanded  by  Germany  in  the  event  of  a  German  victory: 
that  Newfoundland  is  not  even  a  self-governing  dominion  but 
Is  a  Crown  colony  of  Great  Britain,  which  Great  Britain 
might  be  forced  to  surrender  to  a  triumphant  opponent. 

Also  he  pointed  out  that  Canada,  a  part  of  the  British  Em- 
pire and  our  immediate  neighbor,  would  be  liable  to  the 
attacks  of  a  conqueror  of  Great  Britain,  thus  making  3,000 
miles  of  unarmed  American  boundary  a  potential  threat  of 
land  invasion  for  our  country. 

It  was  his  further  statement  that  for  the  first  Ume  In  mod- 
em history  the  world  is  confronted  by  a  group  of  nations  with 
a  foreign  poLcy  of  systematized  aggression  against  more 
peaceful  neighbors. 
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He  described  this  condition  as  a  new  peril  to  the  world  of 
very  grave  proportions,  as  a  violation  of  all  the  principles  of 
international  law,  of  all  the  traditions  and  principles,  moral, 
legal,  and  economic  which  we  cherish  in  America. 

It  was  his  assertion  that  it  is  not  reasonable  to  anticipate 
that  any  peace  patched  up  with  this  group  of  aggressive  na- 
tions can  be  anything  more  than  the  briefest  kind  of  truce: 
that  every  reader  of  the  press  has  been  warned  by  recent 
reports  of  the  coming,  sooner  or  later,  of  the  forceful  pressure 
of  this  group  of  nations  upon  the  republics  of  this  hemisphere. 
Mr.  Stimson  said  further  that  a  military  defeat  of  the 
United  States  by  this  group  of  nations  would  not  have  merely 
transient  results;  that  the  world  has  known  many  con- 
querors in  Its  history  who  have  passed  away:  that  they  have 
been  overthrown  by  opponents  from  without  or  by  revolution 
from  within;  that  those  conquerors  were  not  armed  with 
modern  weapons  and  with  a  S3rstematic  method  of  holding 
down  their  conquered  nations  by  the  effective  agencies  of 
modem  science;  that  Genghis  Khan  and  Attlla  the  Hun  did 
not  possess  tanks,  airplanes,  or  modem  guns  and  could  not 
enforce  their  rules  on  their  victims  by  a  secret  police  like 
the  Gestapo;  that  the  patriotic  uprising  of  our  American 
forefathers  would  not  have  been  easily  successful  against  a 
dictator  possessing  all  the  expensive  tanks,  airplanes,  and 
artillery  in  the  country,  and  who  also  had  a  monopoly  of  the 
coimtry's  sjrstem  of  communication. 

And  then  he  asserted  what  the  whole  country  so  gravely 
has  realized  TTlthin  the  last  few  weeks,  namely,  that  we  can- 
not afford  to  fall  in  our  effort  at  defense. 

He  added  with  telling  force  that  the  modem  conqueror, 
once  he  gets  into  power,  will  last  for  a  long  time. 

He  referred  again  to  the  imprecedented  peril  with  which 
this  country  Is  faced.  He  said  he  was  one  of  the  many  people 
who  after  the  first  World  War  labored  earnestly  for  disarma- 
ment and  for  the  establishment  among  the  nations  of  a 
system  which  should  be  based  upon  a  reign  of  law  rather  than 
of  force:  that  he  regarded  it  as  a  world  tragedy  that  such 
efforts  resulted  in  failure,  but  that  the  facts  had  to  be  faced, 
and  that  we  must  begin  again  at  the  foundation,  namely,  the 
defense  of  America  and  its  traditions  of  law.  order,  and  peace. 
He  expressed  the  belief  that  our  Govemment  has  been 
wise  in  its  determination  to  build  up  our  national  strength 
to  a  size  and  character  unequaled  in  our  history. 

He  stated  that  we  all  recognized  the  shortcomings  of  our 
present  powers  of  defense;  that  the  President  has  recom- 
mended and  Congress  has  passed  appropriations  for  a  great 
increase  in  land  armament  and  in  the  size  of  our  existing 
fleet;  that  he  was  in  hearty  sympathy  with  those  actions, 
but  that  the  making  of  such  appropriations  does  not  ipso 
facto  produce  either  the  munitions  or  the  fleet;  that  their 
creation  can  be  accomplished  only  by  the  cooperation  of 

many  other  factors  and  conditions. 

To  what  he  considered  as  two  of  these  factors  he  referred 
in  some  detail,  namely,  the  element  of  time  and  the  element 
of  national  unity  and  determination. 

The  element  of  time,  he  said,  was  Iwth  vital  and  pre- 
carious, l)ecause  the  preparation  of  a  great,  unarmed  demo- 
craUc  nation  to  meet  the  emergency  of  a  possible  war 
involves  a  total  reorganization  of  its  economy  and  the  pro- 
duction of  an  enormous  quantity  of  Intricate  munitions  and 
armaments  of  a  character  with  which  its  factories  and  busi- 
nesses are  unacquainted,  this  requiring  an  incredible  amount 

of  time.  He  observed  that  we  got  some  inkling  of  this  23 
years  ago.  but  that  the  conditions  governing  the  task  today 
are  entirely  different  from  what  they  were  then. 

He  proceeded  to  say  that  then  we  were  able  to  train  at  our 
leisure  and  to  arm  ourselves  at  our  leisure;  that  we  pur- 
chased the  arms  which  we  actually  used  almost  entirely 
from  Prance  and  Britain;  that  during  the  time  of  our  prepa- 
ration we  were  protected  by  the  overwhelming  sea  power 
of  those  two  nations  and  by  the  unbroken  defense  line  of 
Prance;  that  today  the  French  defense  line  has  been  broken; 
that  France  has  been  conquered,  and  that  the  sea  power  of 
Great  Britain  seems  to  be  trembling  in  the  balance. 


Continuing  on  this  phase  of  the  subject,  he  said  that  today 
the  time  which  we  will  have  for  our  rearmament  is  very 
largely  dependent  on  the  preservation  of  Great  Britain's 
control  of  the  North  Atlantic;  that  under  these  condiUons 
any  assistance  which  we  can  safely  give  toward  the  preserva- 
tion of  that  sea  power  in  the  North  Atlantic  is  a  step  most 
important  and  vital  to  our  own  preparation  for  an  effective 
system  of  defense;  that  the  President  and  Congress  recog- 
nized this  fact  when  the  former  recommended  and  the  latter 
enacted  last  autumn  the  repeal  of  the  automatic  arms  em- 
bargo; that  he  believes  the  President  and  Congress  are 
right  and  that  he  has  publicly  so  stated  on  a  number  of  occa- 
sions; that  the  situation  today  is  much  more  critical  than 
It  was  last  autumn,  and  that  the  time  which  can  be  saved 
by  the  existence  of  British  sea  power  is  much  more  pr  »cIous 
to  us  now  than  then. 

Proceeding  to  the  consideration  of  the  second  factor  in  his 
view  vitally  necessary  to  successful  rearmament,  he  said  that 
this  second  factor  consisted  in  the  arousal  of  a  national  spirit 
which  will  grasp  the  emergency  and  be  willing  to  make  the 
sacrifice  and  the  effort  involved  in  carrying  out  the  program 
in  the  shortest  possible  time;  and  that  the  first  and  most 
effective  step  toward  the  arousal  of  such  a  spirit,  as  well  as 
toward  the  carrying  out  of  the  program  itself,  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  the  prompt  enactment  of  a  statute  establishing  a 
system  of  selective  compulsory  training  and  service.  He  gave 
It  as  his  view  that  such  a  statute  is  imperatively  required 
at  this  moment  to  secure  the  men  necessary  to  meet  the  re- 
quired strength  of  our  present  peacetime  Military  Establish- 
ment; that  there  has  been  a  practical  faUure  of  the  ordinary 
methods  of  recruiting  during  the  last  41/2  months  to  bring  the 
Regular  Army  to  Its  peacetime  strength;  that  this  statute  is 
also  imperatively  needed  to  raise  the  men  necessary  for  the 
larger  program  of  emergency  defense,  including  the  air  force, 
which  the  President  recently  recommended  and  which  Con- 
gress has  already  authorized. 

He  asserted  that  the  passage  of  such  a  statute  would  at 
once  bring  home  to  every  citizen  the  critical  nature  of  the 
emergency  which  threatens  us  and  the  need  of  his  own  per- 
sonal support  in  meeting  it;  that  such  a  statute  woiild  pro- 
foundly benefit  the  morale  of  the  Nation,  would  promote  its 
unification  in  this  time  of  danger,  and  thus  would  be  a  power- 
ful stimulus  toward  speeding  up  the  effort  to  rearm. 

He  alluded  to  the  fact  that  he  had  been  a  close  personal 
witness  of  such  an  effect  by  such  a  statute  by  reason  of  having 
become  a  member  of  the  Seventy-seventh  Division  in  the 
World  War,  a  division  which  was  raised  in  the  city  of  New 
York  under  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1917.  He  related 
that  in  point  of  racial  origin  that  division  was  probably  the 
most  varied  in  the  United  States;  that  the  battalion  which 
he  commanded  In  that  division  contained  men  of  some  30 
different  racial  stocks:  that  the  growth  of  the  spirit  of  na- 
tional unity  and  of  the  common  spirit  of  service  which  be 
personally  witnessed  in  that  division  and  which  eventually 
made  that  division  one  of  the  most  successful  combatant 
units  of  the  American  Army  In  France  has  been  an  Inspira- 
tion to  him  throughout  his  life. 

Nearing  the  end  of  his  opening  statement  Mr.  Stimson  said 
that  he  had  given  this  outline  of  his  views  in  order  that  his 
beliefs  and  the  spirit  he  would  try  to  put  into  the  work  of 
the  national  defense  might  be  known. 

He  Stated  it  was  his  belief  that  we  are  facing  a  grave 
national  emergency  fraught  with  the  possibility  of  immediate 
peril. 

Replying  to  charges  by  certain  critics  that  he  was  a  war 
monger  or  an  interventionist,  he  said  that  for  the  last  12 
years,  ever  since  he  became  Secretary  of  State — in  which 
position  he  served  from  1929  to  1933 — he  had  been  continually 
active  for  peace  between  the  nations  and  had  devoted  much 
of  his  time  to  the  problem  of  peace. 

He  stated  that,  if  confirmed,  he  would  devote  himself 
strictly  and  exclusively  to  the  duties  of  Secretary  of  War. 

Following  his  initial  statement,  Mr.  Stimson  was  ques- 
I  tloned  at  some  length  by  members  of  the  committee  and  by 
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visiting  Senators,  but  the  substance  of  bis  Introdactary  dis- 
cussion was  not  discredited. 

I  have  given  almost  literally  what  Mr.  Stimson  said  in  his 
general  statement  before  the  committee,  because  it  is  my 
Judgment  that  in  this  way  the  Senate  can  best  obtain  an 
intimate  view  of  his  attitude  toward  the  national  defense  and 
the  position  of  Secretary  of  War. 

It  is  true  that  he  is  one  of  the  most  prominent  members 
of  the  Republican  Party  and  has  served  with  marked  dis- 
tinction and  outstanding  efficiency  as  a  Republican  Secretary 
of  War  and  as  a  Republican  Secretary  of  State. 

It  is  true  that  he  possesses  exceptional  ability  and  a  pro- 
found devotion  to  the  principle  of  democracy. 

It  is  not  on  these  grounds  alone,  however,  that  his  appoint- 
ment shoiild  be  confirmed. 

For  it  is  true  that  numbers  of  other  men  in  both  the  great 
political  parties  have  held  positions  equally  exalted  and  are 
his  equals  in  intellect  and  hold  the  principle  of  democracy  in 
equal  reverence. 

The  value  and  the  significance  of  his  appointment  by  a 
Democratic  President  in  what  may  prove  to  be  one  of  the 
most  tragic  periods  in  the  annals  of  this  Nation  lie  in  the 
fact  that  It  is  notice  to  the  world  of  the  fundamental  unity 
of  the  American  people. 

Such  notice  could  not  have  come  at  a  more  appropriate 
time. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  in  tendering  Cabinet  assignments  to 
Henry  L.  Stln:ison  and  Prank  Knox,  members  of  a  party  not 
his  own,  in  a  crisis  imperiling  the  America  we  know  and  love, 
has  shown  a  steadfast  and  a  true  Americanism. 

Henry  L.  Stimson  and  Frank  Knox,  in  accepting  these  as- 
signments under  such  conditions  at  the  hands  of  a  President 
belonging  to  a  party  not  their  own,  have  shown  a  similar 
loyalty  to  American  ideals. 

The  defense  of  this  Nation  is  the  defense  of  human  freedom. 
In  the  cause  of  that  defense  all  parties,  factions,  sections, 
creeds,  and  races  become  a  brotherhood  that  will  never  sur- 
render; a  brotherhood  that  will  never  die. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  briefly  to  state 
the  reasons  which  control  my  vote  in  connection  with  the  con- 
firmation of  Hon.  Henry  L.  Stimson  as  Secretary  of  War.  The 
statement  will  clearly  Indicate  why  I  sh£UT>ly  distingiiish  be- 
tween the  Stimson  case  and  that  of  Col.  Frank  Knox,  the 
nominee  for  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

In  both  instances  I  specifically  exclude  from  my  verdict  any 
poUtical  considerations.  They  would  be  unworthy  of  us  in  the 
crisis  in  which  we  find  ourselves.  I  wish  to  deal  solely  with 
the  life-and-death  factors  which  relate  to  the  imperative  need 
that  we  shall  keep  the  United  States  out  of  the  war  abroad 
and  the  effect  which  these  nominations  may  have  upon  these 
factors.  This  objective  transcends  politics,  friendship,  or  any 
other  considerations.  I  may  say  parenthetically  that  Colonel 
Knox  is  one  of  my  oldest  and  most  deeply  cherished  friends — 
a  citizen  of  Indisputable  devotion  to  his  country. 

I  can  confine  myself  to  a  discussion  of  the  Stimson  case 
because  it  will  carry  over  an  obvious  conclusion  in  the  Knox 
case  insofar  as  the  Stimson  factors  are  involved. 

Mr.  Stimson.^ke  Colonel  Knox,  is  an  eminent  American 
With  a  brilliant  record  of  previous  public  service.  His  patriot- 
ism, his  conscience,  his  integrity,  and  his  capacities  are  above 
reproach.  His  earnest  devotion  to  what  he  believes  to  be  the 
best  welfare  of  his  country  in  the  present  dark  moment  in  Its 
history  ought  to  be  unquestioned.  He  has  my  deepest  respect. 
None  of  these  things  is  in  issue  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

I  am  concerned  solely  with  what  Mr.  Stimson's  confirmation 
as  Secretary  of  War  implies  in  respect  to  the  war  policies  of 
this  Government.  If  the  Stimson  viewpoint  is  an  interven- 
tionist viewpoint  which  would  urge  policies  that  do  not  stop 
"short  of  war" — as  the  favorite  phrase  describing  our  national 
objective  has  it — then  a  vote  to  confirm  him  in  the  presence 
of  such  proofs  is  a  vote  reflecting  a  congressional  willingness 
to  accept  such  ominous  policies.  We  might  be  morally  fore- 
closed from  subsequently  complaining  against  the  event  itself. 
We  might,  as  a  r^ult,  either  shackle  our  own  subsequent  free- 
dom of  action  or  tragically  mislead  the  European  powers  with 


which  we  deeply  sympathize  into  reliance  upon  an  ultimate 
aid  which  might  not  be  forthcoming. 

Speaking  for  myself.  I  am  unable  and  unwilling  to  be  put  in 
the  position  of  endorsing  any  policies  which,  in  my  own 
opinion,  could  invite,  if  not  actually  precipitate,  our  early 
entry  Into  the  European  war.  That.  Mr.  President,  is  precisely 
the  sittiation  which  I  face  in  the  Senate  at  this  moment. 

I  concede  to  the  Chief  Executive  the  normal  right  to  select 
his  own  official  family.  It  is  scarcely  to  be  expected  that  his 
selection  would  be  the  same  as  mine.  But  I  am  unable  to  con- 
sider the  circumstances  in  the  Stimson  case  as  normal.  I 
am  unable  to  disassociate  the  Senate's  action  on  a  nominee  for 
Secretary  of  War  in  this  emergency  from  Senate  endorsement 
of  the  peace  or  war  policies  of  the  nominee.  He  will  succeed 
a  Secretary  of  War  who  appears  to  have  been  separated  from 
the  Cabinet  because  he  did  not  see  eye  to  eye  with  the  Presi- 
dent regarding  the  way  the  War  Department  ought  to  be  run 
and  the  way  our  foreign  policy  ought  to  function  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Allied  cause  in  Europe.  Therefore  it  follows  that 
the  choice  of  his  siiccessor  must  be  intended  to  harmomze 
with  the  mind  of  the  Chief  Executive  and  to  personify  the 
American  attitudes  which  lie  ahead.  Thus  it  becomes  vital  to. 
explore  certain  explicit  statements  made  by  Mr.  Stimson  in 
respect  to  foreign  policy  just  24  hours  before  he  was  appointed 
Secretary  of  War.  The  sequence  is  too  striking  to  be  ignored. 
If  I  cannot  approve  his  statements,  then,  under  the  circum- 
stances, I  cannot  approve  his  nomination. 

I  now  come  to  the  statements  themselves. 

By  the  courtesy  of  the  Senate  Military  AfTalrs  Conunittec, 
of  which  I  do  not  have  the  honor  to  be  a  member,  I  was  per- 
mitted to  quiz  Mr.  Stimson  about  these  statements  when  he 
appeared  as  a  witness  last  Tuesday.  I  regret  to  say  that  he 
could  not  clear  them  up,  at  least,  not  to  my  own  satisfaction; 
and,  despite  my  clear  and  unequivocal  sympathy  with  the  vic- 
tims of  aggression  abroad.  I  believe  it  is  my  duty  to  give  our 
noninvolvement  in  the  war  abroad  the  benefit  of  every  doubt. 

Mind  you,  this  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question  whether 
or  not  we  should  "help  Britain  short  of  entering  the  war 
ourselves,"  limited  by  our  own  defense  needs,  our  own  laws, 
and  om-  international  engagements.  It  does  not  involve  our 
incorrigible  purpose  to  enforce  the  Monroe  Etoctrine.  Under 
the  actions  of  Congress  during  the  last  9  months,  I  accept 
these  objections  and  go  forward  with  them.  But  the  questi<m 
now  pending  goes  infinitely  further.  It  crowds  its  way  into 
the  deepest  pits  of  war  itself.  It  Involves  policies  which,  if 
adopted  "immediately" — and  Mr.  Stimson's  recommendation 
is  that  they  be  adopted  "immediately" — would  immediately 
threaten  to  bring  the  war  to  the  United  States  and  to  fling 
us  in.  That  is  the  point  at  which  I  cannot  and  shall  not 
go  along.  Regardless  of  their  sympathies  and  their  willing- 
ness to  give  arm's  length  help  to  those  with  whom  they  sym- 
pathize, the  American  people  want  no  actual  American  in- 
volvement in  the  war,  unless  the  defense  of  our  own  home- 
land and  its  essential  outposts  is  at  stake.  They  certainly  do 
not  want  it  "immediately."  and  they  certainly  would  over- 
whelmingly oppose  any  policies  which  would  either  tovite  any 
such  calamity  or  hasten  it  by  a  single  hour. 

But  what  is  Mr.  Stimson's  view?  Just  24  hours  before  he 
was  appointed  Secretary  of  War— and  the  time  element  is 
utteriy  significant^Mr.  Stimson  pubUcly  recommended  that 
we  shall  immediately — 

^I^^Z.°^^^^ ,°^  J^'^  ^  ^^^  ^'■'"sb  and  French  naval  aod 
merchant  marine  for  aU  repairs  and  refueling  and  other  service*. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  wiU-  the  Senator  give  the 
date  of  that  statement? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    It  was  the  day  before  he  was  nomi- 
nated to  be  Secretary  of  War. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    But  wliat  was  the  date? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  I  cannot  give  the  Senator  the  exact 
date. 

Mr.  TAPT.  He  was  nominated  on  the  20th  of  June,  and  I 
think  the  statement  was  made  on  the  18th  of  June 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    On  the  18th  of  June. 

Mr.  Stimson  hunself  admits  that  this  is  an  "imneutral 
act."    That  is  his  phrase.    He  quesUons,  rather  vaguely,  in 
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his  examination,  whether  it  is  or  is  not  an  act  of  war.  Be- 
yond certain  well-defined  and  highly  restricted  permissions. 
it  is  clearly  a  violation  of  our  own  international  engagements, 
if  it  contemplates  any  reality  of  aid,  as  it  obviously  does.  In 
my  own  view,  it  would  be  a  direct  invitation  to  bring  the  war 
to  "all  our  ports."  I  am  opposed  to  any  such  Invitation  or 
result.  I  have  no  interest  in  arguing  the  intricacies  and 
techniques  of  international  law  in  this  connection.  I  sym- 
pathize with  those  who  say  that  we  dare  not  rely  upon  inter- 
national law  when  today's  conquesting  dictators  have  reduced 
it  to  a  shambles.  But  this  is  not  a  question  of  our  "reliance" 
on  international  law.  It  is  a  question  of  our  own  status, 
imder  our  own  previous  interpretations  of  oiir  own  rights  and 
obligations,  if  and  when  we.  too,  ignore  and  violate  and 
abandon  international  law. 

It  is  a  practical  question.  What  happens  if  we  open  "all 
om-  ports" — Mr.  Stimson's  phrase — to  belligerent  ships  for  all 
repairs  and  refueling  and  other  services?  It  seems  to  me  that 
under  our  own  definitions  we  join  the  t>elligerents  and  we 
invite  the  consequences.    In  effect,  we  have  gone  to  war. 

If  we  are  going  into  this  war,  Mr.  President,  let  it  be  the 
deliberative  judgment  of  the  whole  American  Congress;  and 
let  It  be  total  war — which,  however,  may  God  forbid. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDEJrr  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  I  prefer  to  finish  my  statement, 
when  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  yield  to  the  Senator.  But 
Mr.  Stimson.  in  his  testimony,  was  not  even  clear  that  any 
congressional  function  at  all  would  be  involved  in  the  deter- 
mination of  this  policy  against  which  I  complain:  and  he 
certainly  did  not  dissent  from  accepting  the  hazard  which  I 
believe  to  be  Imphcit  in  his  proposition. 

Even  on  the  basis  of  his  own  thesis,  namely,  that  he  wants 
to  keep  British  opposition  to  Hitler  alive  long  enough  to  give 
us  time  to  prepare  ourselves  for  ultimate  eventualities,  if 
any — and  that,  by  the  way.  is  clearly  to  our  self-interest — 
even  on  the  basis  of  his  own  thesis  it  seems  to  me  that  his 
proposition  is  wrong,  because.  In  practice,  it  would  precipi- 
tate rather  than  postpone  our  own  crisis.  We  certainly  can- 
not keep  out  of  this  war  by  bringing  it  to  "all  our  ports." 

I  call  particular  attention  to  the  fact — and  it  is  highly  sig- 
nificant of  the  different  attitude  of  Colonel  Knox — that  the 
pending  nominee  for  Secretary  of  the  Navy  disagrees  with 
the  pending  nominee  for  Secretary  of  War.  I  find  Knox 
making  this  statement: 

I  should  think  we  wo\ild  have  to  intern  every  British  warship 
that  comes  Into  our  ports. 

While  that  Is  not  literally  true,  since  belligerent  ships  have 
certain  extremely  temporary  and  limited  rights  of  sanctuary, 
yet  it  reflects  the  general  viewpoint  which  I  urge  as  our  own 
necessity  unless  we  are  ready  for  war  itself. 

The  menace — to  us — in  departing  from  basic  Insulations 
and  detachments  to  keep  America  out  of  actual  involvement 
In  this  fast-moving  tragedy  abroad  is  sternly  demonstrated 
in  another  phase  by  paralleling  Mr.  Stimson's  advice  with 
the  facts  of  this  war  during  the  fortnight  since  the  advice  was 
given.  Mr.  Stimson  said  we  should  immediately  "throw  open 
all  our  ports  to  the  British  and  French  naval  and  merchant 
marine."  A  few  days  later  France  collapsed.  Then  a  few 
more  days  later  the  British  attacked  the  French  fleet  in  their 
north  African  port.  It  was  one  of  the  major  battles  of  the 
war.  Under  the  Stimson  policy,  that  iMittle  could  have  been 
fought  in  New  York  Harbor  or  any  other  American  port. 

Mr.  Stimson  presented  a  second  proposition  in  that  his- 
toric broadcast  24  hours  before  the  President  embraced  him. 
He  said  we  should  send  "planes  and  other  mimitions" — which, 
mind  you.  are  unconditional  contraband  of  war — to  Britain 
and  Prance  "if  necessary  in  our  own  ships  and  under  convoy." 

That.  Mr.  President,  would  mean  the  complete  negation  of 
our  own  existing  law — and  I  mean  the  amended  law  upon 
which  the  President  and  a  great  congressional  majority  are 
standing  in  respect  both  to  neutrality  and  to  aid  for  the  Allies 
short  of  war.  It  would  strike  down  every  principle  upon 
Which  we  have  predicated  our  own  detachment  ever  since 


hostilities  began.  It  would  load  American  ships,  which  are 
prohibited  by  our  own  law  from  any  participation  in  such 
traffic,  with  American  mimitions.  which  are  unconditional 
contraband  in  any  language,  and  send  them  into  foreign 
combat  zones,  where  our  own  law  prohibits  them  from  going, 
convoyed  by  the  American  Navy,  which  obviously  would  be 
intended  to  resist  atUck.  I  can  think  of  nothing  more  flag- 
rantly provocative.  Even  if  an  enemy  were  scrupulously  to 
observe  all  requirements  of  inquiry  and  search,  it  would  clearly 
have  the  right  of  challenge  and  capture  under  the  indicated 
circumstances:  and  the  presence  of  an  American  naval  con- 
voy could  imply  only  that  the  American  Navy  would  resist  the 
exercise  of  this  right.  That  would  be  war — and  we  would  be 
in  it. 

I  can  think  of  no  way  in  which  we  could  more  deliberately 
ask  for  trouble,  or  be  surer  of  just  such  an  incident  as  would 
leave  the  American  Congress  with  no  real  freedom  of  action 
and  no  alternative  but  to  say  "yes"  when  subsequently  be- 
sought by  the  Executive  for  a  declaration  of  war.  I  am  un- 
willing and  unable  to  put  mj^self  in  any  such  position:  and  I 
do  not  believe  the  American  people,  despite  their  overwhelm- 
ing sentiments  and  anxieties  in  behalf  of  what  is  known  as  the 
Allied  cause,  are  willing  to  be  put  in  any  such  position. 

Again  I  call  attention  to  the  significant  fact  that  the  i)end- 
ing  nominee  for  Secretary  of  the  Navy  disagrees  with  the 
pending  nominee  for  Secretary  of  War  upon  this  score.  Colo- 
nel Knox  is  quoted  as  follows  when  speaking  against  convoys: 

It  would  mean  war.  A  convoyed  ship  Is  subject  to  attack  without 
criticism. 

We  are  not  afraid  to  fight.  We  are  not  too  proud  to  fight, 
n  any  alien  conqueror  were  to  mistake  our  prudence  for 
resignation  and  submission,  he  would  be  sadly  disillusioned 
If  the  defense  of  the  Americas  becomes  the  stake.  This  Is  a 
totally  different  question.  It  confines  itself  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  an  American  status  which  does  not  precipitate  us 
against  our  conscious  will  into  a  present  war  which  few 
among  us.  despite  our  sentiments,  are  willing  to  have  America 
enter.  Eternal  and  relentless  vigilance  is  the  price  of  our 
immunity  and  of  our  relative  peace.  There  is  a  line  we  must 
not  cross  unless  and  until  we  are  deliberately  and  consciously 
ready  and  willing  to  cross  it  in  full  force  and  with  every 
resource  at  om*  command. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  no  idea  that  the  presence  of  Mr. 
Stimson  at  his  desk  as  Secretary  of  War  would  automati- 
cally precipitate  eventualities.  That  Is  not  the  point.  He 
has  made  it  plain  to  the  Senate  committee  that  he,  too, 
wishes,  if  possible,  to  avoid  involving  America  in  actual  con- 
filct  overseas  unless  he  conceives  it  to  be  essential  to  our  na- 
tional defense.  I  expressly  exclude  myself  from  any  criticism 
which  would  define  him  as  a  warmonger.  But  I  cannot 
accept  his  naive  suggestion  that  his  views  on  these  subjects 
are  of  no  moment  because,  as  he  says.  It  will  be  the  President 
and  not  he  who  decides  policies,  and  that  he  Is  only  an  ad- 
ministrator. He  is  also  an  advisor  to  the  President,  par- 
ticularly intended  and  expected  to  give  advice  regarding  war 
and  defense.  He  will  rightfully  be  a  very  persuasive  adviser 
because  of  his  high  credentials.  Therefore,  his  viewpoint 
on  intervention  becomes  critically  important.  His  state  of 
mind  becomes  controlling.  It  is  a  symbol.  I  would  not  guess 
at  his  state  of  mind.  I  would  not  resolve  my  doubts  against 
him  in  the  presence  of  specific  proof  of  willingness  to  go  far 
beyond  so-called  methods  short  of  war.  That  is  the  dif- 
ference— at  least  respecting  these  specific  issues — between 
this  case  and  that  of  Colonel  Knox.  Mr.  Stimson  has  given 
us  the  specific  proof.  He  volunteered  it  to  the  American  peo- 
ple over  the  radio  24  hoiu-s  before  he  was  suddenly  chosen 
by  the  President  to  be  Secretary  of  War.  He  does  not  shun 
methods  that  would  swiftly  take  us  into  war.  Indeed,  in  one 
vital  instance  he  asks  for  these  methods  immediately. 

The  Stimson  and  Knox  hearings  were  held  simultaneously. 
I  could  not  attend  both.  I  do  not  know  the  full  Knox  record. 
My  vote  in  his  case  will  depend  upon  the  disclosures  in  this 
debate.  At  least,  however,  as  regards  my  specific  objections 
to  the  Stimson  policies.  I  can  say  that  the  Knox  attitudes  in 
these  particular  instances  agree  with  my  own,  despite  some  of 
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his  general  Interventionist  enthusiasms  in  other  directions. 
I  am  frank  to  say  that  the  verdict  of  the  distinguished  chair- 
man of  ttie  Naval  Affairs  Committee  will  have  great  weight 
with  me  upon  this  score  becaixse  his  general  anti-interven- 
tion views  entirely  parallel  my  own. 

But  the  Stlmson  case  is  different.  It  rests  squarely  upon 
indisputable  evidence. 

I  cannot  separate  my  vote  on  Mr.  Stlmson  from  a  vote  on 
what  Mr.  Stlmson  represents  In  this  moment  of  desperate 
importance  to  the  peace  and  security  of  the  United  States. 
I  cannot  give  him  a  vote  of  confidence  in  what  he  thus  repre- 
sents.   Therefore  I  cannot  give  him  a  vote  of  confirmation. 

Mr.  VANDENBERQ  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  when 
I  was  speaking  earlier  in  the  afternoon  I  referred  to  two  par- 
ticular propositions  which  Mr.  Stimson  has  submitted  by  way 
of  recommendations  as  to  the  national  program  he  would 
pursue  if  he  had  his  way.  In  each  instance  questions  of  in- 
ternational law  are  involved.  I  took  the  trouble  to  submit 
both  questions  to  the  greatest  living  American  authority  on 
the  subject,  John  Bassett  Moore.  I  have  Mr,  Moore's  reply 
In  memorandum  form.  I  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord, 
and  I  ask  that  it  be  placed  immediately  following  my  pre- 
vious remarlEs  upon  this  matter. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memorandum  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Rxc(»u),  as  follows: 

Sacaponack,  Lono  Islams.  N.  T..  July  5.  1940. 
Tbe  Honorable  AxTHini  H.  Vandxnbxbo, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
IfT  Dear  Senator  Vandenbcrg:  I  am  availing  myself  of  my  first 
opportunity  to  answer  your  telegram  of  July  3.  The  first  question 
concei-nlng  wblcb  you  Inquire  Is  wbctber  we  co\ild,  without  violat- 
ing ouj  duties  as  a  neutral  under  international  law,  "throw  open  all 
ovir  ports  to  the  British  and  French  Naval  and  Merchant  Marine 
for  aU  repairs  and  refueling  and  other  services."  Since  your  tele- 
gram was  sent,  this  question  seems  to  have  been  answered  by  the 
British  so  far  as  concerns  French  naval  shljs,  with  which,  according 
to  reports  In  the  press,  the  British  have  been  so  dealing  that  they 
will  not  again  reach  the  high  seas,  much  less  the  ports  of  the  United 
States.  In  other  respects  the  question  answers  itself,  unless  the 
entire  law  of  neutrality,  as  many  persons  here  seem  to  desire,  has 
also  ceased  to  exist. 

The  question  whether  a  country  may.  without  violating  Its  duties 
as  a  neutral,  be  at  one  smd  the  same  time  both  neutral  and  unneu- 
tral, or,  in  other  words,  be  both  a  participant  in  the  war  and  not  a 
participant  in  It,  by  the  simple  process  of  calling  itself  neutral, 
hardly  seems  to  be  susceptible  of  serious  dlscvisslon.  Among  the 
neutrality  proclamations  of  the  United  States,  that  which  was  Issued 
by  President  Grant  on  August  22,  1870.  on  the  outbreak  of  war 
between  France  and  the  North  German  Confederation  and  its  allies 
has  been  tatccn  as  a  model.  The  full  text  of  this  proclamation  Is 
printed  at  pages  1007-1010.  Volume  7  of  my  Digest  of  International 
Law.  Among  the  things  It  prohibits  Is  the  "flttmg  out  and  arming, 
or  attempting  to  fit  out  and  arm,  or  procuring  to  be  fitted  out  and 
armed,  or  knowingly  being  concerned  in  the  furnishing,  fitting  out. 
or  arming  of  any  ship  or  vessel  with  Intent  that  such  ship  or  vessel 
•baU  be  employed  in  the  service  of  either  of  the  said  belligerents." 
These  and  analogoiis  inhibitions  are  amplified  and  detailed  in  sub- 
lequent  clauses  of  the  proclamation. 

Probably  the  duties  of  a  neutral  government  were  never  better 
expressed  than  In  the  instructions  which  President  Roosevelt,  on 
the  outbreak  of  war  between  Riissia  and  Japan  in  1904,  caused  to  be 
issued  to  "aU  officials  of  the  Government,  civil,  military,  and  naval," 
in  which  it  was  enjoined  upon  them  "to  abstain  from  either  action 
or  speech  which  can  legitimately  cause  irritation  to  either  of  the 
combatants"  and  to  this  he  added' the  following  admonition: 

"It  Is  always  unfortunate  to  bring  Old  World  antipathies  and 
Jealousies  Into  our  life,  or  by  speech  or  conduct  to  excite  anger  and 
resentment  toward  our  Nation  in  friendly  foreign  lands;  but  in  a 
Government  employee,  whose  official  position  makes  him  In  some 
sense  the  representative  of  the  people,  the  mischief  of  such  actions 
Is  greatly  increased.  A  strong  and  self-confident  nation  should  be 
peculiarly  careful  not  only  of  the  rights  but  of  the  susceptibility 
of  Its  neighbors;  and  nowadays  all  the  nations  of  the  world  are 
neighbors  one  to  the  other.  Courtesy,  moderation,  and  self-re- 
straint should  mark  international,  no  less  than  private.  Intercourse." 
So  far  as  concerns  the  supply  of  arms  and  ammunition  to  a  bellig- 
erent. International  law  has  always  permitted  the  private  citizens 
of  a  neutral  country  to  sell  and  ship  them  to  a  belligerent,  subject 
to  the  exercise  of  the  belligerent  right  to  capture  them  on  the  high 
seas  and  condemn  and  appropriate  them.  The  proclamation  of 
President  Grant,  to  which  I  have  already  referred,  recited  that,  while 
the  laws  of  the  United  States  did  not  Interfere  with  "the  free 
expression  of  opinion  and  sympathy,"  or  with  the  open  manufacture 
or  sale  of  arms  or  munitions  as  above  stated,  they  nevertheless  im- 
posed "upon  all  persons  who  may  be  within  their  territory  and 
Jurisdiction  the  duty  of  an  Impartial  neutrality"  during  the  exist- 
ence of  the  war  to  which  the  proclamation  related. 

In  P^Bbruary  1936  Senator  Jorhson,  of  California,  presented  to  the 
Oommtttee  on  Foreign  ReUtlons  a  statonent  of  mine  wtilch  was 


published  under  the  title  Tending  Neutrality  Proposal*— Their  False 
Conceptions  and  Misunderstandings."  As  It  dlsctisses  generally  the 
subject  of  neutrality  and  contains  various  passages  directly  bearing 
upon  your  present  telegram.  I  enclose  a  copy  of  a  reprint  of  It. 
which  was  made  at  the  time  for  general  circulation. 
Sincerely  yours, 

John  Basssit  Moors. 
[Enclosure.] 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  the  appointment  of  Col.  Henry 
L.  Stlmson  is  an  unusual  appointment  at  an  unusual  time. 
We  all  realize  from  its  nature  that  the  appointment  of  Colo- 
nel stlmson  was  made  at  a  jiarticular  time  for  a  particular 
purpose.  It  was  not  an  appointment  to  fill  a  voluntary 
vacancy.  It  was  an  appointment  to  fill  an  enforced  vacancy 
as  the  result  of  the  firing  of  Gov.  Harry  Woodring. 

Governor  Woodring  certainly  was  qualified  by  party  aflUia- 
tion  to  be  in  the  Cabinet.  Certainly  he  was  loyal  to  the 
administration  through  7  years  of  experience  as  an  official. 
He  is  a  former  Governor  of  his  State,  and  a  man  against 
whom  I  am  sure  no  one — at  least,  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen- 
ate— has  said  a  word  of  condemnation.  In  plain  American 
language,  he  was  fired.  He  was  fired  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  for  reasons  which  the  President  himself  knows. 
His  letter  of  resignation,  which  was  not  voluntary,  was  not 
made  public  because  it  was  "too  personal,"  according  to  the 
White  House. 

In  the  newspapers  there  appeared  a  statement  attributed 
to  Governor  Woodring  which  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss  at  any 
length.  I,  of  course,  cannot  say  that  it  is  true,  because  I  was 
not  present  when  it  is  said  to  have  been  made,  but  it  has  not 
been  denied  by  the  Governor.  This  is  the  statement — it  has 
been  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  before,  but  I  think  it  is 
worth  while  to  put  it  in  the  Rscord  here: 

There  Is  a  comparatively  small  clique  of  international  financiers 
who  want  the  United  States  to  declare  war  and  get  Into  the  Euro- 
pean mess  with  everything  we  have,  including  our  manpower.  They 
don't  like  me  because  I  am  against  stripping  our  own  defenses  for 
the  sake  of  trying  to  stop  Hitler  3,000  miles  away.  Eventually  they 
will  force  me  to  resign. 

Those  are  the  very  important  words  of  a  responsible  mem- 
ber of  the  President's  Cabinet,  and  to  this  day  no  denial  of 
their  truth  has  been  made  by  anyone.  Therefore  one  must 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Woodring  was  pushed  out  of 
the  Cabinet  because  he  would  not  take  orders,  because  he 
would  not  "strip  our  own  defenses  for  the  sake  of  trying  to 
stop  HiUer  3,000  miles  away,"  according  to  the  press.  He  is 
quoted  as  saying  that  a  small  clique  is  interested  in  actual 
Involvement,  sending  boys  to  Europe,  and  that  he  was  not  for 
that  policy  and  that  he  would  be  fired. 

Two  weeks  ago  I  said  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  that  the 
difference  was  that  Governor  Woodring  wanted  to  aid  the 
Allies  in  everything  short  of  war  wittiin  the  law,  and  that 
was  not  satisfactory  to  the  administration,  and  therefore  he 
was  forced  from  the  Cabinet;  and  the  natural  conclusion  is 
that  if  he  was  forced  from  the  Cabinet,  his  successor  as 
Secretary  of  War  would  be  one  who  would  do  what  the  ad- 
ministration wanted  done.    If  not,  why  change? 

WHT    WAS   WOOOXIKO   nXKD? 

Why  was  Governor  Woodring  fired?  He  was  fired  because 
he  would  not  "go  along."  Certainly  the  President  would 
appoint  someone  who  would  "go  along"  with  his  viewpoint. 
That  is  just  common-sense  logic.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
know  anything  behind  the  scenes  to  know  that.  We  know 
the  fact  is  that  at  this  particular  time  the  President  wanted 
in  his  Cabinet  those  who  would  foUow  exclusively  his  view- 
point on  foreign  affairs.  Colonel  Knox  said  before  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee  that  he  and  the  President  had  discussed 
the  subject  and  they  were  in  agreement.  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  Colonel  Stimson  discussed  it  with  the  Presi- 
dent; but  the  fact  is  that  Harry  Woodring  was  fired  and  in 
his  place  was  named  Henry  L.  Stimson.  Why  was  an  inter- 
ventionist named? 

THX  PRXSmCIfT  AMD  TUB  SUTRXICS  COURT 

Of  course,  this  is  a  minor  point,  and  I  do  not  Intend  to  dis- 
cuss It  long;  but  shortly  after  I  came  to  the  Senate  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  sent  to  the  Senate  a  message  in 
which  he  discussed  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 
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He  was  going  to  change  the  whole  face  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
Now.  let  us  be  honest:  He  was  going  to  "pack"  the  Supreme 
Court.  How  was  he  going  to  pack  it?  By  replacing  on  the 
Supreme  Court  all  those  who  had  passed  the  age  of  70.  That 
was  the  way  by  which  he  would  accomplish  the  change. 
Colonel  Stimson  is  approximately  73.  I  am  not  sa3ring  that 
he  is  beyond  the  age  of  service;  but  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  as  an  excuse  for  asking  us  to  change  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  made  this  statement  in 
his  message,  and  I  quote  him: 

Modem  complexities  call  also  for  a  constant  Infusion  of  new 
blood  In  the  courts,  just  as  It  Is  needed  In  executive  functions  of  the 
Government  and  In  private  business. 

May  I  repeat  that? 

Modem  complexities  caU  also  for  a  constant  Infusion  of  new  blood 
In  the  courts — 


And  this  is  the  point  I  want  you  to  get — 


just  as  it  is  needed  in  executive  functions  of  the  Oovemment  and 
In  private  business. 

Yet  the  President  appoints  a  man  who  is  beyond  the  age 
of  70,  not  in  the  place  he  mentioned  in  this  message,  but  in 
the  place  that  he  uses  as  a  comparison,  where  young  blood 
is  needed.  Certainly  the  Secretary  of  War  would  be  an 
executive  function  of  government.  Let  me  say  that  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  President  in  regard  to  men  70  years  of  age; 
but  it  is  quite  unusual  that  he  reverses  himself  to  appoint 
Colonel  Stimson  in  spite  of  this  reason  he  advanced  for  his 
reorganization  of  the  Judiciary.  This  is  what  he  said,  and  I 
again  quote  the  President: 

A  lowered  mental  or  physical  vigor  leads  men  to  avoid  an  exami- 
nation of  complicated  and  changed  conditions.  Uttle  by  little,  new 
facts  become  blurred  through  old  glasses  fitted,  as  It  were,  for  the 
needs  of  another  generation — 

Those  are  the  words  of  the  President,  speaking  about  those 
who  have  passed  the  age  of  70.  and  let  me  again  note  that 
Colonel  Stimson  is  approximately  73  years  of  age. 

I  continue  with  the  quotation  from  the  President: 

Older  men.  assuming  that  the  scene  is  the  same  as  it  was  In  the 
past,  cease  to  explore  or  Inquire  Into  the  present  or  the  future. 

And  then  he  goes  on  to  make  this  statement: 

A  constant  and  systematic  addition  of  younger  blood  wUl  vitalize 
the  courts  and  better  equip  them  to  recognize  and  apply  the  essen- 
tial concepts  of  justice  in  the  light  of  the  needs  and  the  facts  of 
an  ever-changing  world. 

THE  PRESmEMT  HEVESSES  POSmON 

But  did  the  President  foUow  that  philosophy  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  Colonel  Stlmson?  No;  he  completely  reversed 
himself;  and  at  an  unusual  time,  when  we  need  the  vigor  and 
drive  of  which  he  speaks,  he  appoints  a  man  far  beyond  the 
age  of  Which  he  complained,  and  on  account  of  which  he 
wanted  to  change  the  entire  judicial  structure  of  the  United 

states. 

If  the  President  was  sincere  when  he  made  that  statement, 
why  does  he  today,  by  his  appointment  of  this  man,  fly  right 
in  the  face  of  the  statement  he  made  when  he  wanted  to 
change  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States?  He  carmot 
be  right  both  times.  He  can  decide,  in  his  own  conscience. 
Which  time  he  was  right;  or  is  it  Just  nice  to  be  different, 
depending  upon  the  circumstances  that  are  involved? 

As  I  say,  however,  that  is  a  minor  feature  in  the  discussion 
of  Colonel  Stimson.  There  are  very,  very  many  more  impor- 
tant things  in  this  unusual  appointment  of  Colonel  Stimson. 
I  shall  discuss  Colonel  Stimson's  record.  Later  on  I  shaU  tell 
you  what  President  Roosevelt  himself,  when  he  was  Governor 
of  New  York  said  about  Colonel  Stimson.  Was  Colonel  Stim- 
son a  different  man  then?  We  shall  let  the  President  decide 
which  time  he  was  telling  the  people  the  real  truth  about  the 

What  is  the  record  of  Colonel  Stlmson?  I  shall  not  go  back 
too  far  because  I  might  get  back  in  the  age  of  the  "blurred 
glasses"  of  which  the  President  speaks.  But  what  is  the 
record  of  Colonel  Stimson  on  the  World  War?  Let  us  see  il 
he  has  been  belUcose  all  his  Me.  Let  us  see  what  his  record 
has  been  relaUve  to  the  havolvement  of  America  in  wars 


abroad.   Let  us  see  what  his  viewpoint  is  on  Intervention,  not 
today,  but  through  25  years  of  interest  in  involvement. 

NATIONAL  SaCUUTT    I.KACX7K 

We  all  know  of  the  work  of  the  National  Security  league 
preceding  the  last  World  War.  I  think  it  was  the  thirty-first; 
this  is  the  thirty-second  world  war;  but  in  the  last  World  War 
we  found  the  National  Security  League  of  New  York  City 
becoming  a  very  strong  arm  in  propagandizing  America  for 
our  involvement  in  that  conflict  in  1917.  It  was  used  and 
known  by  Wellington  House,  and  by  Masterman.  and  by 
Parker,  and  others,  as  a  very  Important  part  in  the  propa- 
ganda drive  to  get  America  involved  in  the  World  War.  Colo- 
nel Stimson  was  in  the  National  Security  League;  so  it  is  not 
Just  because  of  late  conversion  that  Colonel  Stimson  has  been 
interested  in  the  involvement  of  American  boys  in  the  battles 
across  the  sea. 

The  activities  of  the  National  Security  League  have  been 
recalled  by  many  writers  of  the  pre-war  days.  It  was  swamped 
with  lavish  contributions,  according  to  Millis.  Professor 
Peterson  speaks  of  its  use  in  getting  the  country  ready  for  war 
spirit. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  am  wondering  whether  this  Is  the  Na- 
tional Security  League  the  oflBcers  of  which  were  recom- 
mended for  prosecution  by  the  House  of  Representatives  after 
an  investigation  the  report  of  which  covered  two  large  vol- 
umes. If  my  recollection  serves  me  correctly,  after  an  inves- 
tigation by  a  congressional  committee,  there  was  a  recom- 
mendation that  the  officials  of  that  league  be  prosecuted. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  would  not  be  at  all  surprised.  I  cannot 
answer  the  Senator  because  I  do  not  know,  but  I  do  know  that 
Colonel  Stimson  was  active  and  an  active  speaker  for  the 
National  Security  League  in  order  to  involve  America  in  the 
war  hi  1917.  At  that  time,  no  doubt,  he  said,  "Help  the 
Allies  with  everything  short  of  manpower."  No  doubt  he  said 
that  at  that  time,  as  he  does  today. 

It  is  the  same  old  call  of  1916,  and  it  means  the  same  finish 
imless  we  are  on  guard.  The  same  slogans  brushed  up  are 
used;  the  same  reasons  for  involvement  are  given.  We  are 
supposed  to  have  short  memories  and  forget. 

The  colonel  was  active  for  conscription  in  1916,  before 
America  entered  the  World  War.  Before  we  went  into  the 
war  Colonel  Stlmson  was  an  active  Interventionist,  and  active 
for  conscription,  and  asked  for  compulsory  military  training. 
The  records  of  his  speeches  and  comments  so  prove. 

COUDEKT  AND  STIMSON  TRAVEL  IN  WXST 

Here  Is  an  interesting  point.  I  have  discussed  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  who  Frederic  R.  Coudert  was.  He  was  the 
man  who  recently  called  a  meeting  which  was  responsible 
for  the  Committee  To  Defend  America  by  Aiding  the  Allies. 
Much  of  his  record  has  been  placed  in  the  Concressiomai. 
Record,  and  more  will  be,  but  I  wish  to  remind  those  who  are 
now  listening  to  me  that  Frederic  Coudert  was  the  legal 
adviser  of  the  British  Embassy  preceding  our  entrance  and 
during  the  Involvement  of  America  In  the  World  War.  That 
Is  who  Frederic  Coudert  was.  Why  do  I  mention  that  in 
connection  with  Colonel  Stlmson  at  this  time?  It  Is  because 
of  the  fact  that  the  New  York  Times  records  that  Colonel 
Stimson  and  Frederic  Coudert  traveled  over  the  western 
part  of  the  United  States  to  get  America  ready  for  the  World 
War  in  1917,  and  an  examination  of  the  files  of  the  New  York 
Times  will  so  indicate. 

Why  did  they  travel  in  the  western  part  of  the  United 
States?  Why  did  Frederic  Coudert.  who  was  on  the  pay  roll 
of  the  English  Government,  travel  with  Henry  L.  Stimson 
in  the  West  preceding  our  entrance  into  the  World  War?  Was 
it  because  Sir  Gilbert  Parker  had  reported  to  the  English 
Government  that  the  West  was  not  ready  for  war  "as  yet," 
and  that  they  needed  a  lot  of  work  in  the  West  in  order  to  get 
the  western  part  of  the  United  States  ready  for  actual  in- 
volvement, for  toterventlon  in  the  war?  Therefore  we  find 
Colonel  Stimson  traveling  in  the  western  part  of  the  United 
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states  before  our  entrance  into  the  World  War,  with  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  British  Government,  one  who  today  is  very 
active  in  the  United  States  for  our  intervention  in  this  war. 
They  were  traveling  in  the  West  In  order  to  get  America  in- 
terested in  going  into  the  World  War,  not  In  1940,  but  in  1917, 
Mr.  President,  those  things  are  forgotten  by  many,  but  they 
show  a  trend.  They  show  the  record  of  a  man  who  is  today 
appointed  in  unusiial  circumstances,  in  an  important  time,  to 
the  Cabinet  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

ADVOCATED  8ENDINO  TBOOPS 

Do  my  colleagues  realize  that  Colonel  Henry  Stimson,  the 
man  who  was  appointed  by  President  Roosevelt  to  his  Cabinet, 
advocated  sending  our  American  boys  to  Europe  before  we 
went  into  the  war  in  1917?  Oh.  it  may  be  said  that  that  is 
just  a  statement,  but  I  ask  Senators  to  refer  to  his  speech 
before  New  York  University,  prior  to  our  declaration  of  war 
in  1917,  and  they  will  see  that  Colonel  Stimson  said,  according 
to  newspaper  reports,  at  that  time  that  it  was — to  quote 
him— "our  duty  to  send  troops  abroad."  That  was  before 
America  actually  was  involved  in  that  terrible  and  costly  ad- 
venture in  the  wars  of  Europe.  So  again  I  say,  Colonel 
Stiinson's  record  is  not  one  of  peace,  but  is  one  of  war.  I  shall 
amplify  that  as  I  proceed  diuing  the  discussion  of  the  nomi- 
nation. But  I  think  the  Senate  should  have  these  facts  In 
order  to  know  the  background  of  the  man  who,  out  of  all 
the  eligible  and  able  people  of  this  country,  the  President 
has  appointed  to  be  Secretary  of  War. 

STIMSON  AGAINST  FXACZ  PS0P06AL 

While  I  myself  was  young  at  the  time.  I  have  since  brushed 
up  my  inind  a  little  on  the  history  of  the  time  of  the  World 
War.  but  many  of  my  colleagues  will  recall  that  in  1916  Presi- 
dent Wilson  advocated  establishing  peace  in  Europe.  In 
December  1916  he  caused  a  peace  proposal  to  be  sent  by  Sec- 
retary of  State  Lansing  to  the  countries  at  war.  President 
Wilson  made  that  effort.  But  whom  do  we  find  opposing  his 
peace  proposal  at  that  time?  Do  we  find  Colonel  Stimson? 
Yes;  we  do  find  Colonel  Stimson.  The  next  day  after  Presi- 
dent Wilson  had  initiated  a  peace  objective  in  Europe  to  stop 
the  conflict  thai  raging,  even  before  we  were  In  the  war. 
what  was  Colonel  Stlmson's  viewpoint?  I  quote  from  the 
New  York  Times  of  December  22,  1916,  and  in  so  doing  I  wish 
to  say  that  the  New  York  Times  in  the  article  showed  only 
three  men  who  opposed  President  Wilson's  trying  to  establish 
peace  in  Europe  in  1916.  Two  of  those  three  are  now  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  to  Defend  America  by  Aiding  the 
Allies,  and  the  third  Is  Maurice  Leon,  who  stated  that  we  have 
an  obligation  to  enter  the  present  war.  Colonel  Stimson  was 
one  of  these  three  men  who  objected. 

Let  me.  for  the  Cokgrjessiowal  Ricord,  read  the  words  of 
Colonel  Stimson  protesting  against  President  Wilson's  peace 
message  in  1916.    This  is  what  Colonel  Stimson  said: 

I  believe  tbat  tbe  President  has  made  a  grave  mistake.  In  his 
mwnge  be  states:  "The  objects  which  the  Btatesmen  of  the  bel- 
Uferents  on  both  sides  have  in  mind  in  this  war  are  virtually  the 
•ame."  In  other  words,  that  there  is  no  real  Issue  in  the  war.  I 
caanot  conceive  an  error  more  profound. 

This  Is  Colonel  Stimson  speaking,  not  of  this  war,  but  he 
uses  the  same  language  as  to  this  war  that  he  used  as  to  the 
war  in  1917.    This  is  what  Colonel  Stimson  said: 

I  do  not  beUeve  there  ever  were  Issues  more  fundamental  in 
any  war  of  history. 

Get  that.  That  referred  to  the  war  of  1917.  Is  his  judg- 
ment any  better  today? 

I  do  not  believe  there  ever  were  issues  more  fundamental  In 
any  war  of  history. 

Today  he  says  this  war  has  the  same  fundamental  moral 
Issues,  of  which  he  spoke  in  almost  identical  words  in  1916. 
Then  Colonel  Stimson  continued: 

Nor  Is  there  In  the  world  a  nation  more  deeply  interested  than 
America  to  have  thoee  Issues  rightly  decided. 

"Rightly  decidsd."  The  President  asked  a  peace  confer- 
ence; he  wanted  the  countries  to  sit  down  around  the  table 
and  discuss  peace,  but  Colonel  Stimson  was  against  that;  ha 
wanted  it  rightly  decided.     In  other  words  he  wanted  a 


war  to  the  finish.  No  other  conclusion  can  lofdcally  follow. 
Why  would  it  not  have  been  better  to  decide  it  rightly  around 
a  peace  table  2  years  before  the  final  armistice?  Then  he 
said: 

There  is  no  nation  whoee  Ideals.  Institutions,  and  Interests  would 
be  more  vitally  affected  than  America  if  the  "^dood  and  Iron" 
policy  of  Bismarck  should  become  an  established  creed  among  the 
nations  of  the  earth. 

I  ask  Senators  to  read  Colonel  Stlmson's  viewpoint  for 
Intervention  in  this  war  and  compare  it  with  the  statement 
he  made  in  1916,  when  he  was  opposing  President  Wilson, 
who  was  trying  to  get  a  peace  conference  and  settle  these 
Issues,  which  were  not  settled  at  Versailles,  and  today  are 
plaguing  the  nations  of  the  world. 

We  all  know  that  if  the  issue  could  have  been  settled  aroimd 
a  peace  table,  thousands  of  lives,  jres.  millions,  would  have 
been  saved,  and  the  world  would  not  have  been  suffering 
today  the  economic  collapse  it  is  now  experiencing  and  has 
experienced  for  10  years.  But  Colonel  Stimson  protested 
against  President  Wilson's  efforts,  because  he  said  that  we 
should  decide  it  rightly,  not  by  peace,  but,  by  the  logic  of  his 
statement,  by  war  to  the  finish. 

When  he  sits  in  the  Cabinet  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States — and  I  do  not  think  anyone  doubts  he  will  sit  there, 
we  know  he  will,  we  know  that  without  question — the  people 
will  have  a  right  to  know  the  background  of  Colonel  Stimson. 
and  when  he  sits  in  the  Cabinet  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  will  he  be  one  who  will  protest  against  any 
peace  offensive,  and  say  that  this  war  should  go  through 
until  it  is  rightly  decided,  a  war  to  the  finish?  He  protested 
in  1916  against  President  Wilson's  move  and  I  have  no  doubt 
in  the  world  that  he  wants  this  a  war  to  the  finish  in  1940. 
I  could  continue  to  discuss  that,  but  I  have  no  desire  to  hold 
the  Senate  by  any  lengthy  discussion  of  that  point. 

Colonel  Stimson  traveled  through  the  West  with  a  paid 
English  representative  in  order  to  drum  up  sentiment  In 
America  in  that  war.  Whether  he  did  It  sincerely,  whether 
he  did  it  honestly  Is  not  the  question.  The  point  Is  that  he 
did  travel  through  the  west  with  a  counselor  of  the  EngUsh 
Embassy  to  get  sentiment  to  Involve  America  in  the  war  In 
1917,  the  war  which  caused  thousands  of  American  boys  to 
be  killed  on  the  battlefields  of  Europe.  Those  boys  from  the 
United  States,  and  thousands  more  are  today  suffering  as 
the  result  of  that  war. 

Yes,  let  us  hurriedly  dismiss  that  if  we  can.  However,  It 
was  shown  that  Colonel  Stimson  was  active  for  intervention 
by  us  then.  25  years  ago;  whether  his  pvuipose  was  sincere  or 
insincere  is  not  the  question.  His  record  shows  that  he 
favors  intervention,  his  record  shows  he  favors  involvement, 
his  record  shows  his  interest  In  European  affairs  that  in- 
volved America  itself  in  the  war. 

emCSOIf  AKD  MTCABAGtTA 

The  next  point  I  desire  to  discuss  is  that  of  Colonel  Stim- 
son and  Nicaragua.  Of  course,  some  Senators  feel  that  we 
should  not  bring  these  things  up.  Let  those  things  be  for- 
gotten. This,  however,  is  no  time  to  let  such  things  be 
forgotten,  when  perhaps  the  lives  of  American  boys  are  at 
stake. 

Here  we  are  discussing  whether  we  shall  confirm  an  ap- 
pointee to  the  Cabinet  of  the  United  States,  a  man  who  actu- 
ally passes  upon  decisions  of  the  President,  or  at  least  with 
whom  the  President  consvUts  with  respect  to  such  decisions 
We  all  know  that  Colonel  Stimson  was  sent  to  Nicaragua  in 
1927.  Our  activity  in  that  country  Is  one  of  the  black  marks 
in  American  history.  What  was  SUmson  sent  there  for?  I 
quote  from  the  Congrxssional  Rbcord  of  that  time,  volume  74 
part  4.  page  4530,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Peench.  Colonel  Stimson.  before  he  became  Secretary  of 
State  was  sent  to  Nicaragua  by  President  Coolldge  to  assist  In 
working  out  seme  sort  of  sUble  government  about  4  years  aso 
We  are  aU  famUlar  with  that.  ^  ^ 

Yes,  America  is  very  famibar  with  Colonel  Stimson  setting 
up  a  stable  government  in  Nicaragua  in  1927  and  thereafter 
I  regret  to  say  our  activity  there  is  one  of  the  extremely  black 
marks  of  American  history.    Colonel  Stimson,  when  he  was 
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sent  down  In  1927,  agreed  to  do  what?  What  was  agreed? 
Not  that  the  Nicaraguan  army  or  that  Nicaraguan  guards 
should  be  in  charge  of  the  elections  in  Nicaragua,  but  that 
the  United  States  marines  would  be  sent  down  there  to  see 
that  elections  were  taken  care  of  properly,  and  that  the  right 
government  would  be  in  control.  That  was  the  agreement 
with  the  government  at  that  time.  But  Senators  may  say, 
"Of  course,  that  had  been  done  before."  Of  course  it  had. 
But  Colonel  Stimson  acquiesced  in  it,  and  established  the 
control  of  Nicaragua  as  truly  as  ansrthing  was  established. 
And  later  when  he  became  Secretary  of  State  he  continued 
the  policy  of  keeping  the  United  States  marines  in  Nicaragua 
in  order  that  the  Nicaraguan  people  might  have  good  gov- 
ernment— good,  depending  upon  the  view  of  the  administra- 
tion :  good,  if  the  investments  were  protected. 

Why  do  I  mention  these  things.  Because  today  we  are 
confronted  with  the  proposition  that  perhaps  in  South  Amer- 
ica, perhaps  In  Central  America,  there  may  be  other  revolu- 
tions similar  to  that  in  Nicaragua  in  those  days.  We  hope  not, 
but  it  is  a  possibility.  Will  Colonel  Stimson  again  advocate 
the  sending  of  United  States  marines  to  those  countries  in 
order  that  there  might  be  stable  government  in  South  America 
and  in  Central  America?  His  record  shows  that  he  favored 
such  action.- 

Mr.  President,  It  is  not  I  who  says  these  things,  but  the 
former  majority  leader  of  the  Senate,  the  late  Senator  Joe 
Robinson,  of  Arkansas.  On  February  24,  1931.  he  placed  a 
letter  in  the  Congressional  Recoro  which  read,  in  part,  as 
follows:  I 

Mr.  Stimson  Is  a  partisan  politician;  otherwise  he  woiild  not  make 
the  United  States  Government  ridiculous  in  the  eyes  of  the  world 
by  trying  to  blow  hot  and  cold  with  one  and  the  same  breath. 

Senator  Robinson's  words  are  "make  the  United  States 
Government  ridiculous  in  the  eyes  of  the  world."  We  know 
about  Nicaragua  and  we  know  about  the  agreement  that  was 
entered  into  with  respect  to  the  elections  there.  I  do  not 
want  to  present  my  viewpoint  about  it  at  this  time.  Let  us 
take  the  viewpoint  of  the  chairman  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  of  the  United  States  Senate  and  see  what  he  said. 
Speaking  in  1931,  here  is  what  the  Senator  from  Nevada  said: 

I  am  taiklng  about  the  Secretary — 

Mr.  President,  in  this  statement  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
refers  to  the  policy  of  Colonel  Stimson.  I  shall  not  take  the 
time  of  the  Senate  to  read  all  of  his  remarks.  However,  I 
do  wish  to  read  a  portion  of  them. 

1  am  talking  about  the  Secretary — 

What  Secretary?  Colonel  Stimson — 
and  I  will  now  conclude.  The  troops  did  not  go  where  American 
citizens  were  alone  to  protect  them;  they  went  where  there  were  no 
American  citizens  and  where  there  was  nothing  but  fighting  forces 
of  the  Chamcrro  Government,  and  those  opposed  to  It,  for  the 
purpose  of  creating  aones  which  had  the  effect.  If  they  were  not 
intended  to  have  the  effect,  of  absolutely  protecting  the  revolu- 
tionary government  of  Chamorro. 

That  is  what  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  PrrrMANl 
said  about  the  conduct  of  Colonel  Stimson  in  Nicaragua; 
that  troops  were  sent  there  not  to  protect  American  citi- 
zens but  for  what  purpose? 

For  the  purpose  of  creating  zones  which  had  the  effect.  If 
they  were  not  Intended  to  have  the  effect,  of  absolutely  protect- 
ing the  revolutionary  government  of  Chamorro. 

Today  if  there  is  any  outstanding  problem  for  America 
It  is  south  of  the  border.  And  we  are  naming  a  man  to  the 
Cabinet  who  has  this  record  with  respect  to  Nicaragua.  We 
know  that  our  hope  for  good  will  In  America  is  not  imperial- 
ism or  intervention  such  as  that  used  in  Nicaragua, 

Senators  may  say  that  American  investments  were  in- 
volved. Let  me  read  a  statement  from  the  New  Haven 
Journal  Courier  as  follows: 

According  to  the  estimates  rendered  In  answer  to  a  request 
from  Congressman  Cochban,  the  American  investment  as  of  Jan- 
uary 1  1932.  in  Nicaragua  was  »15.648,700;  the  cost  of  mainte- 
nance of  marines  In  that  country  since  1927.  above  the  expeiise 
to  maintain  them  here,  had  been  •6,076.034.  Thus,  to  safeguard 
American  business  investments,  the  United  Statw  Oovernment 
has  spent  two-fifths  of  the  total  of  those  investments. 


Did  Colonel  Stimson  go  to  Nicaragua  to  establish  American 
imperialism  In  Nicaragua  and  to  force  the  collection  of  Ameri- 
can bonds  and  American  investments? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  GiLLrrr»  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota? 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  would  be  willing 
to  return  to  the  statement  he  made  concerning  the  National 
Security  League  and  the  connection  that  has  with  the  dis- 
cussion in  the  Senate  today.  Does  the  Senator  connect 
Colonel  Stimson  with  the  National  Security  League? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  did  connect  him  with  that  league  at  that 
time;  yes. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.    In  what  manner? 

Mr.  HOLT.  He  was  a  member  of  the  National  Security 
League  at  that  time,  and  was  one  of  its  speakers  in  1916. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  He  was  a  member  of  the  league  and  one 
of  Its  speakers? 

Mr.  HOLT.  Yes.  I  wish  I  could  repeat  the  words  used 
by  the  late  distinguished  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  the  great 
Robert  La  Follette,  in  speaking  of  the  National  Security 
League.  But  if  Senators  want  to  see  a  group  of  typical 
doUar-a-year  men  they  ought  to  check  the  National  Security 
League  as  it  was  composed  at  that  time. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  for  a  moment 
to  refer  to  the  hearings  of  the  House  of  Representatives  in 
1918,  on  House  Resolution  469  and  House  Resolution  476,  be- 
ginning on  December  19.  1918,  and  printed  by  the  Govern- 
ment Printing  Office?  The  hearings  were  held  with  respect 
to  the  National  Security  League  before  a  special  committee 
of  the  House  of  Representatives.  Sixty-ttfth  Congress,  third 
session,  to  investigate  and  make  report  as  to  the  officers,  mem- 
bership, financial  support,  expenditures,  general  character, 
activities,  and  purposes  of  the  National  Security  League,  a 
corporation  of  New  York,  and  of  any  associated  organizations. 

Then  if  the  Senator  will  further  permit 

Mr.  HOLT.    Yes;  I  shall  be  glad  to. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  should  like  to  Insert  here  a  list  of  their 
national  officers,  to  be  found  on  pages  4  and  5  of  the  hearings. 
1918: 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  SO 
ordered. 

The  list  is  as  follows: 

omcEBs  or  the  national  sbcuwtt  leacttb 

Officers  of  the  National  Security  League  as  listed  under  the  bylaws 
of  that  organization  and  recorded  on  pages  4—5  of  the  Hearing^  on 
the  National  Security  League.  1918: 

Honorary  president:  Joseph  H.  Choate. 

Honorary  vice  president:  Alton  B.  Parker. 

President:   Robert  Bacon. 

Vice  presidents:  S.  Stanwood  Menken.  George  Wharton  Pepper. 
Erie  Plsher  Wood,  George  von  L.  Meyer.  Wlllet  M.  Spooner,  Luke  E. 
Wright. 

Secretary:  Herbert  Barry. 

Treasurer:   E.  H.  Clark. 

Board  of  directors:  Charles  E.  Lydecker  (chairman),  Franklin  Q. 
Brown,  H.  H.  Chamberiin.  C.  Willing  Hare,  W.  C.  Church.  H.  B. 
Harris,  Chase  Mellen.  Lawrence  Abbott. 

Executive  committee:  8.  Stanwood  Menken,  chairman;  John  P. 
Stevens.  New  York:  Ralph  D.  Mershon,  New  York;  WUllam  H.  WUey. 
New  York;  O.  Crelghton  Webb,  New  York;  Henry  A.  Wise  Wood.  New 
York;  Raymond  B.  Price,  New  York;  Arthur  Woods,  New  York; 
Robert  P.  Perkins,  New  York;  Robert  L.  Bacon,  New  York;  Karl  H. 
Behr.  New  York;  Evan  HolUster,  New  York;  Alexander  Laughiui. 
Pennsylvania;  Percy  H.  Clark.  Pennsylvania;  George  M.  Brown. 
Missouri;  D.  J.  Haff,  Missouri;  Philip  B.  Stewart,  Colorado;  Osbomo 
A  Day.  Connecticut;  Guy  Murchle,  Massachusetts;  August  H.  Vogel, 
Wisconsin;  W.  H.  Hobbs.  Michigan;  John  Grler  Hlbben,  New  Jersey. 

Executive  secretary:  Henry  L.  West. 

Branch  director:  Mrs.  A.  J.  George. 

Detailed  information  on  some  officers  of  the  National  Security 
League  given  on  pages  4  and  5  of  the  committee  report,  1919. 

The  officers  of  the  league  and  their  connections  with  large  cor- 
porations are  as  significant  as  that  of  the  large  contributors  to  the 
National  Security  League. 

S.  Stanwood  Menken,  representative  of  large  corporations  and  for 
many  years  attorney  for  the  London  Globe  Insxirance  Co..  London. 
England. 

Alexander  J.  Hemphill,  140  Broadway,  New  York,  chairman  of 
the   finance   committee;    director   in   over   20   large   corporations. 
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among  them  the  Ouaranty  Trust  Co..  Adams  Express  Ck).,  Ameri- 
can Security  Co.,  California  Railroad  &  Power  Co..  Fidelity  &  Cas- 
ualty Co.,  the  Electric  Bond  &  Share  Co..  Hudson  Manhattan 
Railroad  Co.,  United  States  Oas  A  Electric  Cixporatlon.  Utah 
Security  Co..  and  many  other  corporations. 

FranUin  Q.  Brown,  director  of  National  Security  League.  33  Pine 
Street,  New  York;  director  in  American  Beet  Sugar  Co.,  American 
Light  St  Traction  Co..  Augusta-Aiken  Railway  &  Electric  Co..  Co- 
lumbia Railway.  Gas  &  Electric  Corporation;  also  director  In  Elec- 
tric Properties  Corporation,  Lima  Locomotive  Works,  and  Plerre- 
Marquette   Railway   Co. 

Robert  Bacon,  member  cf  executive  committee  of  the  National 
Security   League,   one  of  the   directors   of  the   United   States  Steel 

Corporation,  whose  war  profits  are  over  1400,000,000  more  than 
they  were  In  the  year  1914. 

H.  B.  Harris,  director  In  the  National  Security  League.  New  York; 
director  of  the  American-Russian  Chamber  of  Commerce;  director 
In  the  Haitian-American  Corporation,  and  many  others. 

Frederick  H.  Coudert.  New  York,  member  of  the  executive  com- 
mittee of  the  National  Security  League:  vice  president  of  the 
Chapultepec  Land  Improvement  Co..  the  Equitable  Trust  Co.,  Fed- 
eration of  the  French  Alliances  in  the  United  States.  National 
Surety  Co.  of  New  York.  Pennsylvania  &  Delaware  Oil  Co. 

Franklin  Remington.  233  Broadway,  New  York,  secretary  of  the 
National  Security  League  until  recently;  director  of  the  Great 
Western  Chemical  Co.,  the  Western  Power  Corporation.  Employees 
Mutual  Losurance  Co..  and  many  other  large  corporations. 

CHICAGO  omens — ^national  tnuuaiTi  lkacxts 

Following  are  the  officers  of  the  Chicago  branch  of  the  National 
Sec\irlty  League  as  listed  on  page  1258  of  the  hearings,  January  29. 
1919: 

National  officers:  Honorary  president,  Ellhu  Roof,  honorary  vice 
president,  Alton  B.  Parker;  president,  Charles  E.  Lydecker. 

Honwary  officers:  President.  Hon.  J.  M.  Dickirwon;  vice  presidents. 
Col.  George  T.  Buckingham,  Charles  L.  Dering.  E:mil  C.  Wetten,' 
Edward  N.  Hurley,  Harry  A.  Wheeler.  John  J.  Mitchell.  Cyrus  H. 
McCormlck. 

Active  officers;  President.  Harry  H.  Merrick;  vice  presidents,  John 
W.  Thomas.  Frederick  D.  Coimtias.  George  W.  Dixon,  Irving  Wash- 
ington. Edgar  A.  Bancroft.  James  A.  Patten.  John  F.  Smulskl,  Wil- 
liam Wrigley.  Jr..  William  B.  Austin.  Franc  E.  Gardner;  secretary, 
Homer  J.  Buckley;  treasurer,  R.  J.  McKay. 

Finance  committee:  F.  D.  Countlss,  chairman;  John  J.  Mitchell 
William  Wrigley.  Jr..  Albert  W.  Harris,  John  J.  AbtxJtt.  David  a! 
Noyes.  Frederick  H.  Rawson,  Prank  G.  Hibbard,  WUliam  C.  Cum- 
mlngs.  Alhert  H.  Loeb. 

Ways  and  means  committee:  Leonard  A.  Busby;  Ruf\is  C.  Dawes- 
George  W.  DUon;  R.  T.  Crane,  Jr.;  D.  F.  KeUy;  Cyrtis  H.  McCor- 
mlck; John  S.  MUler;  John  J.  Mitchell;  La  Verne  W.  Noyes;  John 
T.  Stockton;  B.  E.  Sunny;  John  W.  Thomas;  A.  Stamford  White; 
William  Wrigley,  Jr. 

Executive  committee,  1918-19:  Chairman,  Edgar  A.  Bancroft; 
vice  chairman,  John  T.  Stockton;  Clifford  Arrick;  William  B. 
Austin;  Edgar  A.  Bancroft;  Col.  George  T.  Buckingham;  Leonard 
A.  Btisby;  Frederick  W.  Bentley;  Homer  J.  Buckley:  Otto  C.  Butz; 
Perkins  B.  Bass;  Judge  Bernard  Barassa;  Mrs.  Joseph  T.  Bowen; 
Frederick  D.  Countlss;  Rufus  C.  Dawes;  George  W.  Dixon;  Hon. 
J.  M.  Dickinson;  Charles  L.  Dering;  Marquis  Eaton;  J.  J.  Ellas;  Dorr 
E.  Felt;  Franc  E.  Gardner;  Robert  J.  Graf;  John  M.  Glenn;  William 
Gardner  Hale;  Thomas  D.  Knight:  D.  F.  KeUy;  H.  H.  Latham; 
Peter  H.  Lambros;  Nelson  N.  Lampert;  Harry  H.  Merrick;  R.  J. 
McKay;  John  S.  Miller;  Cyrus  H.  McCormlck;  Amoe  C.  Miller; 
Wilbur  L.  Messer;  Joseph  W.  Moses;  La  Verne  W.  Noyes;  Foster  8. 
Nlms;  John  W.  OXeary:  Joseph  E.  Otis;  Max  Pam;  John  R.  Palan- 
dech;  ESTiest  W.  Palmer;  Gordon  Ramsay:  F.  C.  Rock;  George  M. 
Reynolds;  Harrison  B.  Riley;  John  T.  Stockton:  John  F.  Smulskl; 
John  A.  ^xx)r;  Frank  L.  Shepard;  B.  E.  Sunny;  James  F.  Steplna; 
Prank  H.  Scott;  Felix  J.  Streyckmans;  John  W.  Thomas;  Lucius 
Teter;  Miss  Harriet  Vlttum;  Emll  C.  Wetten;  Irving  Washington; 
A.  Stamford  White;  William  Wrigley,  Jr. 

General  committee:  J.  Ogden  Armotir,  W.  R.  Abbott,  Dr.  Anthony 
Bianklnl.  Hon.  Jesse  Baldwin,  Abraham  Bowers,  Charles  E.  Byrne, 
Mrs.  Jacob  Bauer.  C.  A.  Bonniwell,  Rufus  Chapln.  Stanley  Clague. 
R.  L.  Crampton.  Miss  Susannah  Cocroft,  Mrs.  Frederick  Countlss. 
Anton  J.  Cermak.  Clarence  Darrow.  Hon.  Harry  P.  Dolan.  T.  E. 
Donnelley,  Mrs.  Rufus  C.  Dawes.  Bishop  Samuel  Fallows,  George  B. 
Foster,  C.  O.  Frlsble.  John  Fltzpatrlck,  Robert  C.  Fay.  Charles  W. 
Folds,  Mrs.  B  A.  Fessenden.  V.  A.  Oerlnger.  Edward  E.  Gore.  B.  H. 
Helde.  Thomas  Dean  Holgate.  John  P.  Hopkins,  Peter  Hoffman, 
Charles  M.  Hayes.  Vincent  Joewln.  Harry  P.  Judson.  Robert  8.  lies, 
Samuel  Insxill.  Rt.  Rev.  Francis  Kelly.  Frank  O.  Logan.  E.  F.  Lap- 
ham.  Carl  R.  Latham,  Thoe.  K.  Long,  Harry  Llpsky,  William  R. 
Moss.  George  W  Miller.  Edwin  A.  Mimger,  Frank  A.  Mitchell,  George 
A  McKlnlock.  W.  D.  McJunkln,  Arthur  Meeker.  Charles  Munroe. 
George  H.  Mead.  Miss  Dixie  Merrick.  Rivers  McNeUl,  Wilbur  D. 
Nesblt.  Bishop  Thomas  Nicholson.  Victor  Olander.  Judge  Harry 
Olson.  George  W.  Perkins.  J.  L.  Plotrowskl.  Joseph  T.  Ryeraon.  Dr. 
Ma^-tln  M.  Rltter,  Julius  Rosen wald.  Robert  Isham  Randolph, 
Walter  J.  Raymer.  Pred  L.  Rossbach.  Robert  C.  Ross.  Mrs  Raymond 
Robins.  Roger  C,  Stillivan.  Edward  P.  Swift.  Col.  Gordon  Strong. 
Robert  M.  Sweitzer.  Otto  Schultz.  John  G.  Shedd.  MaJ.  Edgar  B. 
Tolman.  John  R.  Thompson.  Dr.  John  Thompeon.  Fred  W.  Upham, 
Mrs.  Pred  W.  Upham,  Rev.  E.  J.  Vattman,  John  WUkie.  Nlnian 
Welch. 


The  list  of  contributors  to  the  National  Security  League  makes 
Interesting  reading  also  and  may  be  found  on  pages  2051-3067  at 
the  hearings  and  pages  4  and  5  of  the  committee  report. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  As  can  be  seen  by  the  volume  I  hold  In  my 
hand,  the  investigation  assumed  formidable  proportions. 
There  was  quite  an  extensive  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
National  Security  League  in  1918  and  1919.  When  the  in- 
vestigation was  concluded  it  was  found  that  the  league  was 
grading  Members  of  Congress  according  to  their  patriotism. 
Some  were  90-percent  patriots,  some  were  75-percent  patriots, 
and  some  were  only  15-percent  patriots,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Their  patriotism  I  assume  depended  on  how 

many  dollars  had  come  from  them. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  think  that  perhaps  weighed  heavily  in 
the  scale.  At  the  end  of  the  investigation — if  the  able  Senator 
will  indulge  me  a  moment 

Mr.  HOLT.     Proceed. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  On  page  16  of  the  second  volume  we  find 
these  words: 

national    SaCTTUTT    LKACUS   and   TTNinCTTXD    WKALTB 

The  National  Security  League  and  like  organizations  In  their 
political  activities  constitute  a  serious  menace  to  representative 
government.  Ordinarily  their  real  purpose  is  concesded.  and  their 
appeal  is  made  to  the  public  on  some  principle  In  harmony  with 
dominant  sentiment.  Usually,  as  In  this  Instance,  they  have  access 
to  almost  iinllmlted  wealth — 

Confirming  the  statement  Just  made  by  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia— 

and  borrow  respecUbUlty  by  the  use.  In  honorary  positions,  of 
the  names  of  men  of  national  prominence.  If  their  real  purpose 
were  apparent,  the  danger  would  be  relieved. 

Men  In  public  life  are  given  by  them  to  imderstand  that  they 
must  be  subservient  to  the  demands  of  such  Institutions:  and 
upon  their  failure  to  do  so.  they  will  be  held  up  to  pubUc  scorn  and 
hiimlllatlon  by  false  accusations  Under  such  circumstances  the 
best-intentloned  candidate  for  office  realizes  that  he  has  one  of  two 
alternatives — he  must  be  either  subservient  to  the  demands  of  these 
camouflaged  organizations  or  be  put  on  the  defensive  by  false 
charges.  Such  activities  on  the  part  of  organizations  similar  to  the 
National  Security  League  have  a  tendency  to  compel  obedience  to 
the  wishes  of  special  interesu  rather  than  obedience  to  a  real  con- 
cern for  the  welfare  of  the  people.  This  condition  Is  not  at  all 
fanciful,  since  its  baneful  effects  have  been  fully  demonstrated  by 
the  activities  of  the  National  Security  League. 

I  am  reading  from  a  report  made  by  distinguished  Members 
of  Congress — ^Ben  Johnson;  Pat  Harrison,  now  a  distlngviished 
Senator,  then  a  Member  of  the  House;  E.  W.  Saunders;  T.  H. 
Caraway,  later  a  distinguished  Senator;  C.  F.  Reavis;  and 
E.  E.  Browne. 

Let  me  continue : 

The  fight  made  by  the  National  Security  League  upon  the  loyalty 
of  men  of  the  highest  patriotism  was  so  glaringly  unjust  and  so 
patently  false  that  It  failed  of  Its  purpose. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  using  the  words  of  a  committee  of 
Members  of  Congress.    These  are  not  my  words. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Reference  is  made  to  the  committee  In  which 
Colonel  Stlmson  was  very  active,  as  I  have  previously  stated. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Yes;  as  I  understand  it.  Colonel  Stimson 
was  a  member  of  the  league  and  one  of  its  prominent  speakers. 
Let  me  read  further: 

But  the  failure  was  due  to  an  error  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  th« 
league,  and  not  because  of  the  lack  of  vldoiis  purpose. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  think  the  Senator  Is  in  error.  Colonel  Stim- 
son was  not  a  member  of  the  committee.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  is  now  reading  what  purports  to  be  a  report  by  a 
congressional  committee  of  the  House.  Colonel  SUmson  was 
not  a  member  of  that  committee. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Colonel  Stlmson  was  not  a  member  of  the  con- 
gressional committee,  but  he  was  active  in  the  NaUonal  8e- 
cmrity  League,  to  which  reference  Is  made  by  the  congres- 
sional committee. 

Mr.  KING.  I  know,  but  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  is 
reading  what  purporU  to  be  a  report  by  a  congressional  com- 
mittee of  the  House. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    That  is  true. 
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Mr.  KING.  TTie  Senator  from  West  Virginia  Interpolated 
the  words  "in  which  Colonel  Stimson  was  very  active."  That 
would  imply  that  Colonel  Stimson  was  a  member  of  the  con- 
gressional committee. 

Mr.  HOLT.    No;  I  do  not  mean  that. 

Mr.  KING.  Obviously  the  Senator  did  not  mean  it.  but 
that  was  the  implication, 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  mean  the  league  which  the  committee  is  dis- 
cussing as  being  a  group  of — why  did  not  the  committee 
simply  say  "scoundrels"? 

Let  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  proceed  with  the  reading. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  As  I  understand,  the  Senator  maintains 
that  Henry  L.  Stlmson  was  a  member  of  the  National  Security 
League. 

Mr.  HOLT.    And  one  of  its  outstanding  speakers. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  And  one  of  its  outstanding  speakers.  It  Is 
true,  as  the  Senator  from  Utah  says,  that  Colonel  Stimson 
was  not  a  member  of  the  congressional  committee. 

Mr.  HOLT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Let  me  continue  the  reading: 

In  times  of  war.  organizations  avowing  patriotism,  such  as  the 
National  Security  League  did.  will  receive  many  adherents  and  for 
that  reason  the  league  secured  a  membership  of  nearly  90.000  people 
throughout  the  United  States.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  league, 
therefore,  to  exercise  the  greatest  care  and  caution  In  its  publicity 
matter,  where  t^e  good  names  of  men  were  Involved. 

Section  1  of  the  Federal  act.  generally  known  as  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act.  approved  June  26.  1910.  Is  as  follows: 

"The  term  'political  committee,'  under  the  provisions  of  the  act. 
shall  include  national  committees  of  all  political  parties,  the  na- 
tional congressional  campaign  committees  of  all  political  parties, 
and  all  committees,  associations,  or  organizations  which  shall  In 
two  or  more  States  Influence  the  result,  or  attempt  to  influence 
the  result,  of  an  election  at  which  Representatives  In  Congress  are 
to  be  elected." 

Sections  5  and  6  of  the  act.  as  amended  by  an  act  approved  Au- 
gust 19,  1911.  require  that  such  political  committees  as  are  defined 
in  section  1  shall  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
at  Washington,  D.  C.  certain  Itemized  statements  which  shaU  be 
verified  by  oath. 

And  now.  Mr.  President,  follows  the  final  statement  of  that 
congressional  committee: 

In  the  Judgment  of  your  committee  the  National  Security  League 
has  violated  the  provisions  of  that  act.  the  penalty  for  which  Is  a 
line  of  not  more  than  SI, 000,  or  imprisonment  not  longer  than  1 
year,  or  both. 

THI    INTAMOtJS    NATIONAL    SBCUKITI    LEACtTB 

That  w£«  the  judgment  of  the  congressional  committee 
upon  the  infamous  National  Security  League.  So  far  as  I 
know,  no  prosecutions  were  begim.  Perhaps  the  members  of 
the  league  were  too  powerful  to  be  prosecuted.  However,  the 
Judgment  of  the  committee  was  that  they  should  be  prose- 
cuted and  punifihed  for  violation  of  the  laws  of  the  United 
States. 

I  have  some  personal  knowledge  of  this  matter,  because 
a  certain  plutocrat,  Mr.  Emerson  McMillan,  of  40  Wall  Street, 
contributed  more  than  $5,000  to  send  speakers  into  my  con- 
gressional district  in  order  to  defeat  me  in  1918.  The  in- 
famous and  vicious  National  Security  League — an  organization 
unworthy  of  America,  unworthy  of  our  institutions,  unworthy 
of  our  Constitution  and  our  liberties — invaded  our  congres- 
sional districts  with  un-American,  pro-European  propaganda 
to  defeat  American-minded  Americans  who  believed  in  the 
Washington,  Jefferson,  and  Jackson  foreign  policy.  Some  of 
the  men  associated  with  it  may  be  innocent.  If  so.  they  had 
better  clear  themselves  of  those  who  were  really  guilty,  and 
who  may  have  dragged  them  into  the  situation. 

Blr.  HOLT.  Has  the  Senator  ever  heard  of  Colonel  Stim- 
son making  any  statement  in  condemnation  of  the  League? 

COL.  HCNET  L.  nTMBOM  AW  IKTOVIHTIOHMT 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  am  not  familiar  with  any  such  state- 
ment. Colonel  Stimson  seems  to  want  to  involve  us  In  Europe, 
and  he  has  earned  the  Utle  of  Interventionist.  That  is 
enough  for  me.  I  cannot  vote  for  intervention  In  the 
quarrels,  real-estate  titles,  and  boundaries  disputes  in  Europe. 
Why  leave  our  own  to  stand  on  foreign  ground  and  battle  for 
the  fortunes  of  kings,  emperors,  and  empires  over  there?  We 
face  unsolved  problems  In  America  which  demand  all  our  at- 
tenUon  here.    We  may  soon  be  menaced  by  real  danger  from 


within,  unless  we  solve  our  own  domestic  problems  in  the  near 
future. 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  spoke  about  Colonel  Stimson 
having  the  title  of  "Interventionist."  That  is  not  his  most 
famous  title.  Colonel  Stimson  is  known  as  Col.  Henry  L. 
"Wrong  Horse"  Stimson.  The  title  originated  in  the  fact 
that  he  recognized  the  wrong  revolutionary  government  in 
Central  America.  It  was  given  to  him  while  Col.  Stimson  was 
Secretary  of  State.  So  the  title  "Interventionist"  is  only  his 
1939-40  title.  His  real  title  is  Col.  Henry  L,  "Wrong  Horse" 
stimson. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  for  bringing  up  the 
matter  to  which  he  has  referred,  because  I  was  not  familiar 
with  it. 

Coming  back  to  the  question  of  Nicaragua,  as  I  have  stated. 
Colonel  Stimson  was  active  in  having  the  United  States 
Marines  in  Nicaragua.  What  for?  To  protect  $15,000,000 
of  investment  of  American  money.  It  meant  the  lives  of 
many  American  boys  who  were  killed  down  there  to  protect 
an  investment  of  $15,000,000, 

What  did  the  late  J.  Hamilton  Lewis,  a  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois,  have  to  say  about  the  activity  in  Nicaragua? 
No  one  could  equal  the  eloquence  cf  the  words  of  Senator 
Lewis,  so  I  shall  read  them.  This  Is  what  he  said  about  a 
condition  for  which  Colonel  Stimson  created  the  background. 
This  is  Senator  Lewis  of  Illinois  speaking: 

I  beg  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  fact  that  there  can 
be  no  Jtistificatlon  tendered  from  any  source  within  the  spirit  of  our 
Constitution  nor  the  principles  of  our  Government,  within  the 
theory  for  which  this  America  is  established,  to  excuse,  far  less  to 
Justify,  the  theory  upon  which  this  GKjvernment  has  launched  these 
American  soldiers  and  sent  down  to  distant  foreign  lands  Its  young 
men — ^the  heroic  members  of  its  marines,  as  pledges  with  their  lives 
as  additional  security  to  private  bankers,  whose  money,  being  lent 
upon  an  adventure  In  that  co\intry  for  excessive  Interest,  under 
conditions  of  most  exaggerated  premltims — and  this,  our  Nation,  to 
lend  the  lives  of  Its  sons  as  this  human  pledge  for  the  securing  of 
this  money.  Thus  we  risk  them  where  In  the  conflict  they  must  die 
and  be  brought  back  In  cofllns  to  the  bemoaning  house  of  misery 
and  agony  of  their  homes.  And  as  to  the  reason  why  they  were  In 
Nicaragua,  and  where  they  were  set  upon.  It  mvist  be  answered  that 
It  was  by  those  who  felt  they  were  Justified  in  repelling  an  aggres- 
sion froifc  strangers,  our  people,  sir,  up  to  the  present  time  all  we 
get  from  our  Government  as  explanation — with  the  expiration  of 
nearly  24  hours — is  the  fact  that  these  men  were  engaged  In  re- 
pelling what  they  claim  was  an  Invasion  or  assault  by  those  of 
Nicaragua  who  are  charged  In  Nicaragua  with  being  "Irregulars." 

Charged  by  whom?    By  those  who  advocated  the  policies  of 
Colonel  Stimson. 
Let  me  continue,  in  the  words  of  Senator  Lewis: 

In  other  words,  let  us  be  to  the  point — we,  of  the  United  States, 
have  assumed  to  establish  a  political  administration  in  a  distant 
foreign  country,  in  Central  America,  particularly  in  Nicaragua,  in 
order  that  one  political  administration  shall  be  maintained  there 
as  against  its  rivals,  because  our  favorite,  chosen  as  such,  is  under 
some  pledge  that  it  will  guarantee  the  payment  of  the  debts  which 
have  been  incurred  in  Nicaragua  in  behalf  of  American  private 
banking  Interests  of  the  United  States.  We  pledge  the  lives  of  our 
young  men  and  of  our  soldiers  as  collection  agencies  In  behalf  of 
these  private  Interests  until  these  American  young  men  are  mur- 
dered, and  their  mangled  bodies  brought  back  to  their  loved  ones, 
to  whom  the  only  reply  America  can  make,  when  her  American 
citizens  are  thus  disposed  of  In  such  ruthless,  cruel,  and  Inhuman 
manner,  is  that  they  have  lent  their  children  to  sustain  an  admin- 
istration of  a  distant  country  In  power,  because  the  officials  of 
that  political  power  have  promised  to  secure  the  return  of  money 
of  private  Interests  which  has  been  lent  within  that  land. 

If  these  private  bankers  desire  to  lend  their  money  to  these 
countries,  that  is  for  them.  Then  let  them  take  such  steps  to 
protect  their  secvirltles  as  our  American  bankers  are  only  permitted 
If  they  lend  anywhere  in  the  United  States  or  Europe — to  the 
courts  of  the  country,  or  whatever  source  of  help  they  may  seek 
by  private  means.  But  let  us  end  this  using  the  children  of 
America  as  extra  pledges  to  the  security  of  the  private  bankers,  the 
forfeit  of  the  pledge  being  the  lives  of  these  sons  of  our  land.  Mr. 
President,  thereafter  we  may  move  once  again  toward  reviving  the 
friendship  of  South  and  Central  America  and  thus  Justify  the  policy 
of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  reestablish  that  friendship  which  we 
sought  to  extend  them  in  the  hope  that  reciprocity  might  avaU, 
which  In  trade  or  In  kindliness  would  greatly  profit  us. 

Those  were  the  words  of  Senator  Lewis  about  sending 

marines  to  Nicaragua,  an  activity  wliich  was  continued  from 

1  1029  to  1933  as  a  result  of  the  policy  of  Colonel  Stimson,  who 
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went  down  there  In  1927  as  Ambassador  Extraordinary,  rep- 
resenting the  executive  branch  of  our  Government,  and  of 
others  preceding  him. 

SENATOR    CLASS    COMMXNTS   ON    STIMSOK 

Now  let  me  read  something  else  said  about  Colonel  Stim- 
son.  I  want  not  the  words  of  Rtjsh  D.  Holt  alone  used, 
but  I  want  the  words  of  men  who  served  in  the  Senate  while 
Colonel  Stimson  was  in  charge  of  these  matters.  I  have 
already  read  the  words  of  the  late  Senator  Lewis,  of  Illinois. 
Now  let  me  read  the  words  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Glass],  who  is  still  a  distinguished  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  Here  are  the  words  of  Senator  Glass 
about  Secretary  Stimson,  the  man  whose  nomination  to  the 
Cabinet  of  the  President  as  Secretary  of  War  we  are  now 
considering: 

Mr.  President,  I  wonder  whether  the  Senators  who  have  Just 
epoken  have  not  learned  that  ovir  Secretary  of  State  is  a  law  unto 
himself. 

The  Secretary  of  State  was  Colonel  Stimson. 

It  wUl  be  recalled  that  a  few  years  ago  the  Senate,  without  a 
dissenting  voice,  passed  a  resolution  expressing  the  conviction  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  shoxild  discontinue  his  utterly  lawless  exercise 
of  a  function  not  appertaining  In  any  sense  or  degree  to  that  De- 
partment, the  matter  of  approving  or  disapproving  foreign  loans. 

I  desire  to  emphasize  what  the  senior  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Glass]  said  about  Colonel  Stimson  when  he  re- 
ferred to  Secretary  Stlmson's  "utterly  lawless  exercise  of  a 
function."  If  confirmed  to  the  ofiBce  to  which  he  has  been 
nominated,  would  he  do  that  again? 

I  continue  the  words  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Glass]  about  Colonel  Stimson: 

He  snapped  his  fingers  in  the  face  of  the  Senate,  and  the  very 
next  day  promulgated  additional  so-called  rules  and  regulations 
under  which  the  State  Department  wo\ild  continue  exercising  that 
lawless  function,  with  the  result  that,  with  the  approval  of  the 
State  Department,  the  portfolios  of  banks  from  one  end  of  this 
country  to  the  other  were  filled  with  worthless  foreign  securities, 
which  today  are  a  tremendous  contribution  to  the  existing  depres- 
sion and  the  curtailment  of  credit  tmder  which  ws  are  suffering. 

I  think  that  Is  worth  repeating.  This  is  what  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  (Mr.  Glass]  charged  Colonel  Stimson  with 
doing  while  he  was  Secretary  of  State:  t 

He  snapped  his  flngers  in  the  faes  of  tb«  Senate,  and  tbc  very 
next  day  promiilgaUd  additional  so-called  rules  and  regulations 
under  which  the  State  Department  wotild  continue  exercising  that 
lawless  function,  with  the  result  that,  with  the  approval  of  the 
State  Department,  the  portfolios  of  banks  from  one  end  of  this 
cctintry  to  the  other  were  filled  with  worthless  foreign  secxxrlties. 

•  Colonel  Stimson,  according  to  the  Senator  from  ^^ginia, 
approved  the  selling  in  this  country  of  worthless  foreign 
securities  which  has  been  the  cause  of  great  loss  to  American 
investors. 

Continuing  the  words  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia: 

I  venture  to  predict  right  now  that  we  may  adopt  by  a  unanimotis 
vote  of  the  Senate  the  proposal  presented  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas,  and  somewhere  in  some  appropriation  act  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  find  a  sum  that  wlU  bie  available  to  him  to  use  the 
marines  already  In  Nicaragua  for  the  purpose  of  controlling  the 
election  there.  The  Senate  need  not  be  siirprlsed  if  that  should 
occtir. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  has  said  that  while  Colonel 
Stimson  was  a  member  of  the  CaUnet  he  took  the  law  into 
his  own  hands  and  exercised  a  lawless  function. 

How  do  we  know,  if  his  nomination  to  be  Secretary  of  War 
in  the  Cabinet  were  confirmed,  that  he  would  not  again  snap 
his  fingers  at  the  Senate  and  refuse  to  pay  any  attention  to 
the  law  of  the  country?  His  record,  according  to  the  Senator 
from  Virginia,  Is  that  he  cares  nothing  for  the  law  when  it 
stands  in  his  way.  I  do  not  make  the  statement,  but  the  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  did  make  that  statement  that 
Colonel  Stimson  actually  snapped  his  fingers  in  the  face  of 
the  Senate  and  actually  violated  the  law  by  a  lawless  exercise 
of  the  functions  of  Government. 

APPBOTED  FOREIGN  LOANS  ROtB 

What  is  meant  by  approving  the  sale  of  foreign  bonds?  I 
think  every   community   in   America   knows;    thousands   of 


American  investors  know.  The  New  York  Times,  on  the  7th 
day  of  June  1930.  speaking  about  Stimson  and  foreign  loans, 
said: 

STIMSON   APPROVES  LOAN   HXRS 

Washington.  D.  C,  June  6. — Formal  approval  has  been  given  by 
the  State  Department  to  the  application  of  a  syndicate  of  bankers, 
headed  by  J.  P.  Morgan  &  Co..  to  float  In  the  United  States  al>out 
one-third  of  the  $300,000,000  German  reparations  loan  of  1930.  The 
Department  stated  today  that  it  would  make  no  objection  to  the 
flotation  of  the  American  share  of  the  loan,  which  on  its  face  value 
is  tlOO.000,000.  although  the  actual  dollar  value  is  only  about 
$83,000,000. 

The  Department  of  State  approved  the  selling  of  $100,- 
000,000  of  German  bonds.  Who  was  in  charge  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  at  that  time?  Col.  Henry  L.  Stimson.  Who 
was  in  charge  of  the  ssmdicate  that  sold  these  bonds  to  the 
American  people?  J.  P.  Morgan  ii  Co.  Who.  again,  may  I 
ask,  was  the  Secretary  of  State  that  had  charge  of  that  mat- 
ter? Henry  L.  Stimson,  the  man  whom  the  President  now 
wishes  to  have  in  his  Cabinet. 

Let  me  quote  the  words  of  the  President  himself  in  1932 
about  the  sale  of  these  bonds  in  America.  I  quote  his  words 
because  they  show  that  the  President  is  appointing  to  his 
Cabinet  a  man  who,  he  knows,  w&s  in  charge  of  the  approval 
of  the  flotation  of  such  foreign  loans  in  this  country.  I  quote 
the  words  of  President  Roosevelt  at  that  time: 

Many  of  the  banks  and  most  of  their  agents  were  complete 
novices  In  world  finance  and  even  in  knowledge  of  foreign 
countries.  Some  legitimate  loans  were  made,  others  to  tottering 
governments  as  well  as  to  every  sort  of  unsound  foreign  enterprise. 
Whether  or  not  some  of  these  bankers  knew  all  the  facts,  the  public 
did  not.  A  novice  public  sent  bUllons  of  dollars  into  foreign  coun- 
tries. The  banking  houses  were,  and  are,  satisfied  with  the  silence 
of  the  national  administration  for  they  got  their  commissions. 

Who  was  silent?  The  State  Department.  Who  was  in 
charge  of  the  State  Department?  Col.  Henry  L.  Stimson. 
The  present  President  of  the  United  States  indicted  Colonel 
Stimson  for  remaining  silent  while  foreign  loans  were  being 
floated  in  America,  and  American  investors  were  gouged  to 
the  extent  of  htmdreds  of  millions  of  dollars. 

I  continue  the  quotation  from  President  Roosevelt: 

The  foreign  investment  business  t>ecmme  so  general  that  even  ths 
best  financial  minds  lost  perspective;  even  supposedly  reputaMt 
investment  bankers  cooperated  with  forslfn  intsrssts  to  mak* 
suckers  of  American  investors. 

"Make  suckers  of  American  Investors"  when  the  American 
Department  of  State  under  Colonel  Stimson  approved  the 
flotation  of  foreign  loans  In  this  country. 

I  desire  to  read  further  from  President  Roosevelt: 

Unfortunately  our  national  administration  did  not  lift  a  finger  to 
point  out  the  dangers  of  any  of  these  particularly  vicious  courses  at 
financial  exploitation. 

Who  "did  not  lift  a  finger"  in  the  national  administration? 
Who  was  in  charge  of  the  Department  of  State?     Secretary 

Stimson.  Did  not  President  Roosevelt  know  it?  He  must 
have  known  it,  yet  in  1932  he  said  that  they  "did  not  lift  a 
finger  to  point  out  the  danger." 

He  says  further  about  the  administration  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  at  that  time: 

It  knew  the  losses  to  come  from  unsound  promotions  and 
watered  stock.  It  knew  that  many  of  the  foreign  loans  were 
utterly  unsound.  It  knew  what  the  cotuequences  might  be  from 
those  Investment  trusts  which  were  flctltioiis,  speculative  devices. 

What  was  meant  by  "it"?  Who  was  "It"?  The  national 
administration.  Who  was  in  charge  of  the  foreign-loan 
department?  The  Department  of  State.  Who  was  Secre- 
tary of  State?  Colonel  Henry  Stimson;  and  President  Roose- 
velt said  that  it  knew  these  things  were  being  done  but  did  not 
lift  a  single  finger  against  them.  Thtit  is  the  man  whom 
we  are  proposing  to  confirm  to  the  position  of  Secretary  of 
War  In  the  Cabinet  of  the  President,  who  had  said  those 
things  Just  noted.  Was  he  wrong  in  condemning  the  sale  of 
these  worthless  bonds?  No;  but  is  he  wrong  in  naming  to 
the  Cabinet  the  man  who  was  in  charge  of  the  Department 
of  State  that  approved  these  foreign  loans?     I  say  yes. 

Today  would  he  raise  his  finger  In  objection  if  such  a 
thing  were  involved?    I  feel  that  he  would  not. 
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BOOSCVSLT  COMMENT  ON  STIMSON 

I  have  quoted  what  many  Senators  have  said  about 
Colonel  Stimson:  and  I  should  like  to  have  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  particularly  on  this  point.  I  want  the  Sen- 
ate to  listen  to  what  President  Roosevelt  himself  said.  This 
Is  not  Rush  Holt  speaking  about  Colonel  Stimson.  This 
is  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  speaking  of  Colonel  Stimson.  the 
man  he  is  now  naming  Secretary  of  War;  so  the  President 
cannot  say  that  he  did  not  know  anything  about  him.  This 
is  what  President  Roosevelt  said  in  1930  in  New  York.  This 
is  the  headline  in  the  New  York  Times: 

Roosevelt  scores  attack  by  Stimson  as  h3rprocrlsy. 

Did  you  know  that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
was  appointing  a  hyprocrite  as  Secretary  of  War?  I  do  not 
say  that  President  Roosevelt  in  1930  called  Henry  L.  Stim- 
son a  hyprocrite.  I  do  not  know  the  need  of  a  h3T?ocrite  in 
the  Cabinet  today,  although  the  Cabinet  has  the  most  tm- 
usual  collection  of  human  beings  that  was  ever  established 
under  one  tent.     [Laughter.] 

Frankly,  you  may  go  to  the  Zoo  and  you  cannot  find  as 
many  species  of  different  traits  as  you  can  find  down  there 
in  Morgenthau,  Hopkins,  Ickes,  others,  and  now  Stimson. 
When  Colonel  Knox  comes  up  for  confirmation  I  intend  to 
discuss  what  Colonel  Knox  thinks  of  the  Cabinet.  But  may 
I  repeat  what  President  Roosevelt  said: 

Roosevelt  scores  attack  by  Stimson  as  hypocrisy.  . 

The  President  knows  Stimstm  is  a  hypocrite.  He  charged 
him  in  Brooklyn  with  being  a  hypocrite.  Now  he  names  him 
to  the  Cabinet.  Of  course,  that  is  his  appointment.  It  Is 
not  Rush  Holt's.  He  was  not  satisfied  with  accusing  Stimson 
Of  hypocrisy  In  1930;  but  after  specifically  referring  to  Henry 
L.  Stimson  as  a  hypocrite  once,  this  is  what  he  said  the 
following  night.  I  want  the  Senate  to  get  this.  Here  is 
President  Roosevelt,  then  Governor  Roosevelt,  speaking  of 
Colonel  Stimson  and  some  of  the  other  Cabinet  members 
who  were  campaigning  against  Mr,  Roosevelt's  nomination 
as  governor  He  specifically  refers  to  Colonel  Stimson.  and 
this  is  what  he  said;  thU  U  not  Rush  Holt,  this  is  President 
Roosevelt  speaking  of  his  newly  beloved  Cabinet  member: 

They  bsvt  shoeksd  tbs  consclenoe  of  the  fslr-mlndsd  and  thought- 
ful people  of  this  8Ut«. 

May  I  repeat  that?  This  Is  the  man  who  is  being  named  as 
Secretary  of  War  by  President  Roosevelt,  and  this  is  what 
President  Roosevelt  says  about  him: 

They  have  shocked  the  conscience  of  the  fair-minded  and  thought- 
ful people  of  this  State. 

But  Colonel  Stimson  has  gone  to  the  mourners'  bench,  and 

is  now  pure. 

I  am  not  through  with  what  the  President  thinks  of  Colonel 
Stimson.  This  is  not  Rush  Holt  speaking.  This  is  what  the 
President  said.  You  know.  Colonel  Stimson  went  up  to  New 
York  to  speak.  That  was  when  the  President  asked  Cabinet 
members  to  show  their  credentials  when  they  came  into  the 
State. 

Perhaps  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  TMr.  Smith  1 
knows  about  that  speech,  when  the  President  asked  Cabinet 
members  to  show  their  credentials,  and  asked  what  right  they 
had  to  come  into  the  State  to  defeat  candidates;  but  I  shall 
not  discuss  that  subject  here  today.  After  calling  Stimson 
a  hypocrite,  and  after  saying  that  he  had  shocked  the  con- 
science of  the  fair-minded  and  thoughtful  people  of  the 
Sute — he  did  not  want  Henry  Stimson  up  around  New  York; 
he  wanted  him  back  in  Washington — this  is  what  he  said  to 
Colonel  Stimson: 

stay  at  your  post  in  Washington,  and  bend  your  efforts  and  spend 
your  time  solving  the  problems  which  the  whole  Nation  U  facing 
imder  your  administration. 

Will  Colonel  Stimson  stay  in  Washington  now?  He  would 
not  stay  here  when  the  President  was  after  him  the  last  time 
he  was  a  member  of  the  Cabinet. 

Let  me  repeat  that.  This  is  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  speak- 
ing of  Henry  L.  Stimson.    He  said  to  him  then: 

stay  at  your  poet  in  Washington — 


I  am  quoting  him — 
and  bend  your  efforts  and  spend  your  time  solving  the  problems 
which  the  whole  Nation  is  facing  under  your  administration. 

He  must  not  have  done  so,  to  cause  the  President  to  make 
that  statement.  But,  leaving  that  point,  I  want  to  discuss 
another  subject. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  When  the  Senator  referred  to  these  vari- 
ous statements,  I  was  wondering  if  perhaps  we  cannot  afford 
to  disregard  all  these  statements  in  view  of  the  overshadowing 
issue  of  intervention.  On  that  issue — the  issue  of  interven- 
tion— perhaps  the  two  great  minds  merge. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Well.  I  do  not  know.  After  what  Colonel  Knox 
said  about  the  President,  and  then  the  President  naming  him 
to  the  Cabinet,  there  must  be  some  issue  on  which  their  minds 
merge.  I  do  not  know  what  it  is.  I  cannot  answer  that; 
but  2  weeks  ago  I  told  the  Senate  what  Colonel  Knox  thought 
of  the  President,  and  then  the  President  appointed  him  to 
that  office.  As  I  said  then,  certainly  the  President  would  not 
appoint  to  his  Cabinet  a  man  who  would  not  tell  the  truth. 
If  Colonel  Knox  said  this  about  the  President,  it  must  be  the 
truth;  and,  of  course,  he  must  have  swallowed  awfully  hard  at 
that  time.     [Laughter.] 

I  am  going  back  now  to  1934.  I  am  trying  to  bring  these 
things  up  to  date  as  fast  as  I  can,  because,  as  I  say,  I  do  not 
want  to  hold  the  Senate  unduly.  I  want  to  discuss  Colonel 
Knox  a  little  later  on;  but,  speaking  in  1934,  we  find  this  in  the 
New  York  Times  of  November  27,  1934: 

stimson  *  *  *  agrees  Anglo-American  ties  are  stronger  than 
treaties. 

Then  he  goes  ahead  to  say  that  we  should  have  "mutual 
cooperation  between  England  and  the  United  States  of 
America,"  In  that  phrase  Is  the  reason  why  Colonel  Stim- 
son has  been  named  as  SecreUry  of  War.  The  President 
wants  cooperation  between  England  and  the  United  States 
of  America.  That  Is  what  Colonel  Stimson  advocated  in 
1934.  and  has  advocated  for  26  years  In  this  cotmtry.  Co- 
operation in  war  as  In  peace  Is  desired  by  some.  Some  men  in 
this  cotmtry  are  not  quite  sure  that  we  are  not  still  an  English 
colony.  Colonel  Stimson  goes  to  England  to  be  dined  and 
wined  almost  every  year,  and  accepts  distinguishing  remarks 
from  the  Scottish  Guards  and  other  official  groups,  as  the 
records  will  show;  but  I  shall  not  discuss  his  English  feeling, 
except  to  say  that  you  can  hardly  pick  up  a  book  written  on 
English-American  relations,  about  parallel  policy,  about  co- 
operation between  England  and  the  United  States,  that  does 
not  note  that  Stimson  Is  one  of  the  paramount  Anglo  spokes- 
men in  the  American  continent.  His  whole  record  has  been 
one  of  Interest  in  the  continuation  of  the  influence  of  Eng- 
land. As  late  as  the  12th  day  of  Jime  of  this  year  the  Lon- 
don Times,  speaking  editorially,  named  only  two  Republicans 
in  its  editorial  praise  of  the  President;  and  who  were  the  two 
Republicans  that  the  London  Times  named?  Colonel  Knox 
and  Henry  L.  Stimson. 

A  week  before  the  President  of  the  United  States  ap- 
pointed these  two  men  to  the  Cabinet,  the  only  two  Repub- 
licans named  by  the  London  Times  as  being  close  friends  of 
the  English  viewpoint  were  Colonel  Knox  and  Henry  L. 
Stimson.  A  week  later  they  were  appointed  to  the  Cabinet. 
I  referred  to  the  matter  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and 
aroused  the  indignation  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr. 
Lucas]  ;  and  after  watching  the  Chicago  machine  in  action 
I  must  have  said  something  pretty  bad  if  it  aroused  his 
indignation,  because  he  has  shown  no  indignation  toward 
the  Chicago  machine.  I  shall  not  discuss  that  subject  at 
this  time,  however;  I  shall  discuss  It  a  little  later;  but  he 
became  very  indignant  because  I  said  that  England  was  satis- 
fled  with  the  appointment  of  Colonel  Knox  and  Henry  L. 
Stimson.  ^ 

CNOLANS'S  COMMENT  ON  STIMSON 

I  quote  from  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  June  21. 
Certainly  the  Herald  Tribune  is  not  a  pro-Oerman  newspaper. 
I  have  never  heard  it  called  such:  but  this  is  what  it  said. 
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This  is  from  the  Herald  Tribune  Bureau  in  London: 

The  appointment — 

Now.  get  this:  Colonel  Stimson  said  he  was  not  an  Inter- 
venUonist.    London  thinks  so.    May  I  quote  it? 

London,  June  20. — The  appointment  of  Henry  L.  Stimson  and 
Col.  Frank  Knox  in  place  of  Harry  H.  Woodrlng  and  Charles  Edison 
was  welcomed  here  tonight  as  a  sign  that  the  United  States  policy 
was  "crystallizing"  in  the  direction  of  intervention. 

I  want  to  repeat  that    It  is  said  that  Colonel  Stimson  is  no 

Interventionist.    Here  is  the  view  from  London  on  June  20  of 

this  year: 

Tht'  appointment  of  Henry  L.  Stimson  and  Col.  Prank  Knox  in 
place  of  Harry  H.  Woodrlng  and  Charles  Edison  was  welcomed  here 
tonight  as  a  sign  that  the  United  States  poUcy  was  "crystallizing" 
in  the  direction  of  intervention. 

"  'Crystallizing*  in  the  direction  of  intervention!"  Of  course 
it  was  crystallizing,  when  the  President  of  the  United  States 
goes  out  of  the  great  Democratic  Party  into  the  great  Repub- 
lican Party  and  picks  two  men  who.  the  London  newspapers 
themselves  say,  are  interventionists,  and  believe  in  inter- 
vention. 

Let  me  continue  this  quotation.  This  Is  what  the  dispatch 
said.  The  British  are  not  going  to  say  anything  about  it. 
Why?    Get  this: 

Further  comment  could  not  be  obtained  In  responsible  British 
rlrcles.  chiefly  because  they  were  reluctant  to  speak  on  American 
policy. 

There  is  shrinking  here  from  any  prono\incement  which  might  be 
considered  as  "propaganda."  and  almost  all  estimates  of  American 
fwlicies  nowadays  might  come  under  that  head. 

In  other  words,  they  said,  "Boys,  we  like  that  appointment, 
but  we  cannot  say  anything  about  it  publicly."  That  is  what 
It  meant.  Get  that.  They  are  shrinking  from  any  pronounce- 
ment which  might  be  considered  as  propaganda,  because 
they  want  America  to  think  that  England  is  leaving  them 
alone.  Lord  Lothian  said,  "Nobody  over  here  is  spreading  any 
English  propaganda."  The  only  two  men  who  believed  that 
there  was  no  propaganda  over  here  were  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  and  Lord  Lothian. 

This  is  what  the  article  says..  I  am  still  quoting  from 
London : 

Mr.  Stimson  is  regarded  as  the  apostle  of  a  strong  foreign  policy. 
He  is  the  most  experienced  statesman  in  the  Republican  Party. 

I  have  heard  a  lot  about  the  Republicans,  but  I  have  never 
heard  them  insulted  like  that.  This  is  what  it  says  about 
going  ahead: 

-  Overriding  everything  else  in  Importance,  however.  In  the  opinion 
of  Americans  here,  is  the  fact  that  these  two  appointees  are  Repub- 
licans; that  is  to  say,  there  are  signs  that  a  coalition  administration 
Is  not  out  of  the  question  and  that  foreign  policy  has  become  an 
agreed  matter  in  the  United  States. 

The  Daily  Mall  says  that  President  Roosevelt's  employment 
of  Colonel  Stimson  is  "a  warning  that  the  United  States  really 
does  mean  business."  What  do  they  mean  when  they  say 
that  the  United  States  really  does  mean  business?  Senators 
know  what  it  means;  we  all  know  what  it  means.  It  means 
the  business  of  sending  American  boys  to  Europe,  regardless 
of  the  h3T?ocrisy  of  those  who  are  now  saying  we  are  not  going 
to  do  so.  They  said  the  same  thing  before.  They  will  do  it 
again. 

Do  not  fool  yoiu-selves.  Unless  this  intervention  foreign 
policy  of  America  is  stopped,  we  are  going  into  this  war,  and 
Members  of  the  Senate  who  are  now  sasrlng  that  they  will 
not  vote  for  war  will  find  an  incident  by  which  they  can 
excuse  their  voting  for  war. 

This  is  what  the  News  Chronicle  says  in  a  headline: 

Roosevelt  moves  for  a  more  pro-Ally  Ministry. 

These  are  not  American  signs;  these  are  English. 
I  read  now  from  the  Daily  Herald: 
Roosevelt  puts  pro-AUy  champions  into  Cabinet. 

Here  is  another  one  from  the  Daily  ELspress.  This  is  im- 
portant : 

United  States  will  have  war  Cabinet;  key  Jobs  are  given  to  friends 
of  the  Alllea. 


England  seems  to  know  what  these  appointments  mean, 
even  if  some  Members  of  the  Senate  do  not. 
This  is  what  the  Daily  Express  says: 

United  States  wlU  have  war  Cabinet.  Key  Jobs  are  given  to  friend* 
of  the  Allies. 

Here  Is  another  one: 

Hitler  haters  join  United  States  Cabinet. 

Those  are  not  from  United  States  papers;  those  are  from 
the  controlled  English  press.  They  know  that  it  is  a  United 
States  war  Cabinet.  But  some  men  in  the  Senate  in  smug 
complacency  excuse  their  own  consciences  by  saying  that 
these  men  are  not  interventionists.  England  admits  they  are. 
England  admits  its  is  a  pro-war  Cabinet,  and  calls  it  a  coalition 
Cabinet. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  a  few  weeks  ago  Colonel  Breck- 
enridge,  speaking  over  the  air,  in  a  debate,  advocated  war. 
Yes,  he  wanted  to  send  the  boys  over,  then  and  there.  That 
will  be  recalled.  Col.  Henry  Breckenridge  wanted  war.  He 
seems  to  be  satisfied  with  these  nominations.  This  is  what  he 
said: 

The  nominations  are  magnificent. 

This  is  a  man  who  advocates  a  declaration  of  war,  and  a 
man  who  knows  these  men  personally  and  knows  them  as 
individuals,  and  as  ofiBcials  and  who  speaks  of  their  appoint- 
ments as  "magnificent."  Of  course,  they  are  magnificent  to 
Colonel  Breckenridge  and  all  those  who  want  America  to  de- 
clare war.  because  they  know  that  the  record  of  Colonel  Stim- 
son for  25  years  has  been  one  of  bellicosity,  and  one  of  inter- 
vention in  activities  outside  of  our  borders.  Of  course,  the 
appointments  are  magnificent  to  those  men. 

This  is  what  he  said  further: 

The  issues  today  are  above  party,  and  these  two  men  are  proving 
the  truth  of  it. 

This  article  proceeds  to  say  that  It  not  only  brought  the 
applause  of  Colonel  Breckeru^dge,  but  It  brought  the  support 
of  the  lawyers  representing  J.  Pierpont  Morgan  &  Co.,  who 
are  active  for  intervention,  as  the  records  show,  and  of  many 
other  interventionists.  Every  interventionist  in  the  United 
States  is  for  the  confirmation  of  Knox  and  Stimson. 

I  should  like  to  have  any  Member  of  the  Senate  name  one 
Interventionist  who  is  not  for  the  confirmation  of  Stimson 
and  Knox  to  the  Cabinet.  [Pause.  1  I  wait  to  see  if  there  is 
anyone  who  knows  an  interventionist  who  Is  not  for  their 
confirmation.  [Pause.]  I  do  not  know  of  any,  and  it  seems 
that  the  Senate  does  not  know  of  any.  Yet  it  is  said,  "Oh, 
they  do  not  mean  intervention;  not  at  all."  Yet  they  have 
received  the  applause  of  the  papers  that  want  us  in  war;  they 
have  received  the  applause  of  the  men  who  want  us  in  war; 
they  have  received  the  applause  of  the  foreign  press  which 
wants  us  in  war;  and  they  have  received  the  support  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  who  Is  not  and  has  not  been 
neutral.  They  have  had  his  support  because  the  President 
wants  a  greater  intervention  policy  in  the  United  States. 

The  papers  have  said,  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago,  that 
Governor  Woodring  would  not  go  along  in  stripping  our  de- 
fenses in  order  that  the  Allies  should  be  helped,  and  he  was 
removed  from  office  because  of  that,  and  today  we  find  that 
the  situation  is  that  in  his  place  is  a  man  who  is  Interested 
In  doing  anything  necessary  for  England's  victory  even  to 
the  acts  of  war  on  our  part. 

I  wish  now  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  what 
Colonel  Stimson  advocated  on  the  18th  day  of  June  this 
year.  Part  of  it  has  already  been  stated,  but  I  see  no  dan- 
ger in  repetition.  This  is  what  Colonel  Stimson  advocated 
2  days  before  he  was  appointed  Secretary  of  War: 

Plrst.  we  should  repeal  the  provisions  of  our  ill-starred  so- 
called  neutrality  ventvjre  which  has  acted  as  a  shackle  to  our 
true  Interests  for  over  5  years. 

That  is  No.  1.  He  wants  us  to  repeal  the  Neutrality  Act, 
That  means  to  allow  American  ships  to  go  Into  the  war 
zone  and  be  sunk.  That  means  allowing  Americans  In 
the  war  zones.     Why?     Others  can  answer  as  well  as  I  can. 
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Second,  we  should  throw  open  all  of  our  ports  to  the  British  and 
French  naval  and  merchant  marine  for  aU  repairs  and  refueling  and 
other  services. 

Anyone  who  knows  ansrthing  about  international  law  or 
has  any  common  sense  knows  that  opening  the  ports  of  a 
nation  for  the  repair  of  vessels  is  a  direct  violation  of  inter- 
national law  and  is  considered  an  act  of  hostility.  That  is  the 
second  thing  Colonel  Stimson  wants  done. 

Third,  we  should  accelerate  by  every  means  In  our  power  the 
sending  of  planes  and  other  munitions  to  Britain  and  France  on  a 
scale  which  would  be  effective,  sending  them,  if  necessary,  In  our 
own  ships  and  under  convoy. 

Everyone  knows  that  is  an  act  of  war.  He  wants  us  to 
send  munitions,  which  are  contraband  of  war,  in  American 
ships,  to  the  war  zone  in  Europe.  Then  can  it  be  said  tliat 
he  is  not  interested  in  Intervention?  Anyone  who  believes 
that  Colonel  Stimson  Is  not  interested  In  intervention  must 
have  something  wrong  with  his  mind,  must  have  been  affected 
with  a  New  Deal  disease  which  blinds  many  people  after  they 
are  exposed  to  it. 

He  wants  us  to  send  American  vessels  to  belligerent  nations 
anywhere  loaded  with  munitions  of  war.  Can  it  be  said  that 
a  man  like  that  should  be  placed  in  the  Cabinet  when  America 
wants  to  stay  out  of  war?  Then  he  wants  to  go  to  South 
America  again.    This  is  what  he  said : 

Fourth,  we  should  refrain  from  being  fooled  by  the  evident  bluff 
of  Hitler's  so-called  "fifth  colxunn"  movements  in  South  America. 

Senators  will  remember  his  Interest  in  Nicaragua.  He 
wanted  to  go  down  there,  and  did  go  down  there,  and  Ameri- 
can marines  paid  with  their  lives  because  we  wanted  to  go 
into  South  America  and  Central  America. 

Fifth,  in  order  to  assist  the  home  front  of  Britain's  defense  we 
should  open  our  lands  as  a  refuge  for  the  children  and  old  people 
of  Britain  whose  liability  to  suffering  from  air  raids  In  Great  Britain 
Is  a  constant  inducement  to  surrender  to  terms  which  she  would 
otherwise  resist. 

I  do  not  want  these  older  people  and  children  brought 
over  here  for  that  reason.  I  want  them  brought  over  here, 
if  they  are  to  be  brought  over,  for  their  protection;  because 
they  did  not  make  the  war.  Yet  they  will  be  the  ones  who 
will  suffer  as  a  result  of  it.  He  only  wants  these  older  peo- 
ple and  children  sent  to  America  so  that  the  morale  of  Eng- 
land will  be  upAield  when  some  bomb  drops  and  kills  unfor- 
tunate children  of  the  men  fighting.  There  is  an  angle 
which  has  not  been  discussed.  It  is  not  that  he  is  interested 
from  the  humanitarian  standpoint  in  bringing  these  chil- 
dren out  of  England,  where  they  will  be  killed,  but  he  wants 
them  brought  out  in  order  that  it  may  bolster  the  morale 
of  England.  If  we  are  to  bring  them  out.  I  want  to  bring 
them  out  because  I  do  not  believe  those  children  and  elders 
should  be  killed. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  will  recall  that 
Colonel  Stimson's  New  Haven  speech  was  made  before  Prance 
had  sued  for  peace.  The  Senator  will  also  notice  that  in 
Colonel  Stimson's  New  Haven  speech  he  specifically  men- 
tioned that  only  children  from  Great  Britain  were  to  be 
evacuated.  Does  the  Senator  know  of  any  reason  why  Colo- 
nel Stimson  should  have  specified  that  only  British  children 
should  be  evacuated,  and  not  French  children,  Belgian  chil- 
dren. Dutch  children,  and  other  children  who  are  sufferers 
from  this  terrible  war? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Missouri.  I  cannot 
see  any  difference.  A  child  is  a  child  to  me,  whether  he  is 
bom  in  Germany,  whether  he  is  bom  In  France,  or  whether 
he  is  bom  in  Great  Britain.  I  am  not  one  who  feels  that 
It  satisfies  my  conscience  simply  because  I  do  not  like  the 
government  of  a  certain  country,  to  let  children  of  that 
country  stay  in  the  country  to  be  killed.  I  do  not  want  to 
draw  such  a  line  as  Colonel  Stimson  wants  to  draw  between 
the  children  of  Great  Britain  and  those  of  other  nations. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  At  the  time  Colonel  Stimson 
made  the  New  Haven  speech  France  was  still  a  combatant. 


Colonel  Stimson  proposed  to  evacuate  English  children 
and  leave  the  French  children  to  their  fate. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  thank  the  Senator.  Of  course,  that  would 
be  the  effect. 

I  have  tried  to  show  that  Colonel  Stimson  has  been  an 
Anglomaniac  for  25  years.  He  has  been  wined  and  dined  by 
the  British  nobility  for  the  last  20  years.  If  Senators  do  not 
believe  so  let  them  go  to  the  papers  and  they  wUl  notice 
that  whenever  Colonel  Stimson  went  to  England  those  who 
want  a  more  parallel  policy  with  the  United  States  were  the 
ones  who  wined  and  dined  him. 

What  I  say  is  no  indictment  of  his  sincerity.  What  I  have 
shown  is  that  he  is  prejudiced,  not  that  he  is  insincere. 

His  prejudice  has  been  bsised  on  his  interest  in  a  particular 
country,  and  as  he  said,  "It  is  more  important  than  even 
treaties  themselves." 

I  may  add  this  about  the  children.  Yes,  the  poor  children 
of  France  were  not  only  in  danger  of  bombs  being  dropped 
on  them,  but  they  were  in  danger  from  tanks,  in  danger  of 
actual  infantry  fire,  and  Colonel  Stimson  did  not  advocate 
bringing  those  little  children  of  Prance  over  to  America. 
But  he  wants  to  bring  over  the  children  of  England.  I 
repeat  what  he  wrote,  because  I  think  It  is  significant  of 
why  Colonel  Stimson  wants  to  bring  the  children  over  from 
England.    Here  is  his  exact  language: 

In  order  to  assist  the  home  front  of  Britain's  defense  we  should 
op)en  our  lands  as  a  refuge  for  the  chUdren  and  old  people  of 
Britain  whose  liability  to  suffering  from  air  raids  in  Great  Britain 
Is  a  constant  inducement  to  surrender  to  terms  which  she  woxild 
otherwise  resist. 

Just  think  of  that.  He  does  not  propose  to  bring  them  over 
in  order  to  save  their  lives,  but  bring  them  over  because  then 
they  will  not  be  in  the  way.  so  they  will  not  stand  in  the  way 
of  maintaining  a  strong  morale. 

Then  for  Senators  to  stand  on  this  floor,  as  they  will,  and 
say  that  Colonel  Stimson  is  not  for  intervention  is  to  fiy  in 
the  face  of  his  record  for  a  quarter  of  a  century.  He  had 
shown  that  bellicose  attitude,  as  I  have  proved,  preceding  the 
World  War.  He  showed  it  as  Secretary  of  State,  and  he  has 
shown  it  in  this  war.  He  was  one  of  the  most  active  for 
intervention. 

Senators  may  say,  "Of  course,  Colonel  Stimson  does  not  be- 
lieve that  we  should  go  into  war";  but  this  is  what  he  said  in 
speaking  before  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee  in  1939. 

Senator  Johnson  of  California.  Now  I  am  asking  you  the  ques- 
tion, then,  Would  you  consider  that  we  should  take  part  and  Join 
with  Great  Britain,  France,  and  Russia  in  protecting  them? 

That  is  a  direct  question  from  the  Senator  from  California, 
and  here  is  what  Colonel  Stimson  said: 

Mr.  Stimson.  Not  unless  the  situation  became  dangerous  enough 
so  as  to  indicate  that  we  would  be  the  next  victim.  Then  I  would 
take  part  mighty  quick.    I  would  take  part  before  they  were  beaten. 

Senator  Johnson  of  California.  Take  part  with  anybody? 

Mr.  Stimson.  I  would  get  as  many  friends  on  the  side  that  I  was 
on  as  I  could  pKisslbly.  provided  they  could  shoot  straight. 

He  would  take  part  before  they  were  beaten.  That  is  what 
he  said  in  1939.  And  certainly  today  there  is  only  one  last 
country  between  complete  Hitler  victory  in  Europe  and  what 
Colonel  Stimson  speaks  of,  and  that  is  England.  When  is  he 
going  to  take  part?  On  his  own  word  before  the  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee  of  the  United  States  Senate  he  is  going  to 
take  part  before  they  are  beaten.  In  other  words,  he  is  going 
to  take  part  as  soon  as  he  feels  it  is  possible  for  us  to  get 
into  it. 

And  what  does  that  mean?  That  means  now.  Do  not 
fool  yourselves.  Senators.  Do  not  try  to  fool  yourselves  in 
respect  to  this  matter.  Do  not  try  to  cover  up  your  con- 
sciences on  this  matter.  Colonel  Stimson  said  he  would  take 
part  before  they  are  beaten,  and  there  is  no  other  time  before 
they  are  beaten  except  right  now.  That  is  the  reason  for 
his  appointment  to  the  Cabinet. 

FAVORS  USX  OF  NAVT  FOB  ENGLAND 

I  quote  from  one  of  Colonel  Stimson's  letters  which  appears 
In  the  record  of  the  hearings  of  1939.  as  follows: 

We  cannot  ignore  the  fact  that  at  almost  any  moment  an  armed 
attack  may  be  aimed  by  the  Fascist  group  of  powers  against  the 
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Yltal  safety  of  any  one  of  the  two  peace-loving  nations  upon  which 
today  rests  In  large  part  the  safety  of  our  own  civUizatioi>— Great 

Britain  and  Prance  ^  .^     ,  ^, 

Such  an  attack  would  almost  Inevitably  Involve  both  or  those 
nations  and  from  present  appearances  would  be  cooperated  In  by 
all  three  of  the  Fascist  powers.  In  that  event  only  one  course  coxUd 
be  depended  on  ultimately  to  save  the  present  hard-earned  civiliza- 
tion upon  which  our  own  national  welfare  rests. 

Today  the  aggressive  group  is  more  powerful  In  the  air  and  on  the 
land  than  even  France  and  Britain  combined,  and  It  is  probably  suf- 
ficiently strong  at  sea  to  pin  down  the  British  and  French  fleets  to 
European  waters,  leaving  exposed  to  the  powerful  Japanese  fleet  the 
whole  western  Pacific  Ocean,  Including  the  eastern  speaking  domin- 
ions of  Australia.  New  Zealand,  and  even  western  Canada,  as  well 
a&  the  naval  base  at  Singapore,  which  is  the  key  to  the  protection  of 
those  regions. 

What  would  he  do?    Let  me  quote  what  Colonel  Stlmson 

would  do.    He  further  said  in  his  letter: 

The  defense  against  such  Joint  action  in  Europe  and  Asia  by  the 
Vtesclst  powers  can  only  be  secmrely  accomplished  by  the  conunon 
action  of  the  naval  power  of  the  three  large  democracies,  including 
the  United  States. 

I  want  to  make  that  clear,  and  I  want  to  emphasize  it. 
Colonel  Stimson  is  going  to  fight  Germany  and  the  dictators. 
Here  is  what  he  said  in  his  own  words,  not  what  he  told 
somebody  else,  but  in  his  own  words: 

The  defense  against  such  Joint  action  in  Europe  and  Asia  by  the 
Fascist  powers  can  only  be  securely  accomplished  by  the  common 
action  of  the  naval  power  of  the  three  large  democracies,  Including 
the  United  States. 

So  Senators  can  see  that  Colonel  Stimson  even  a  year  ago 
advocated  using  our  United  States  Navy  to  defeat  Germany. 
And  then  to  say  that  he  is  not  an  interventionist,  to  say  that 
he  is  not  for  intervention,  is  idle.  How  in  the  world  can  we 
not  be  involved  if  we  are  going  to  use  the  United  States  Navy 
to  whip  Germany?  We  do  not  need  a  declaration  of  war  if 
we  try  that.  We  will  then  be  In  it  immediately.  That  is  what 
the  colonel  said.  He  made  clear  that  he  felt  that  we  should 
absolutely  use  ovu"  fleet,  and  let  the  European  democracies 
have  our  bases.  Then  how  can  one  say  that  he  is  not  inter- 
ested in  intervention?  Of  course,  one  could  continue  at 
great  length  about  Colonel  Stimson's  record  preceding  the 
World  War,  his  record  in  South  and  Central  America,  his 
record  as  Secretary  of  State,  his  prejudicial  leaning  to  one 
belligerent  in  this  war,  and  his  statements  as  the  result  of 
this  war,  besides  his  activities — they  all  point  to  one  thing, 
and  one  thing  alone,  and  that  is  intervention  in  this  war. 
They  point  to  it  as  clearly  as  anything  could  be  pointed  to. 

Of  course,  the  whole  situation  can  be  determined  only  by 
one  thing,  and  that  is-  by  the  viewpoint  of  the  individual  him- 
self. The  record  shows  that  his  attitude  is  one  of  interven- 
tion. The  records  shows  that  he  was  appointed — and  time 
will  prove  this — as  the  result  of  his  intervention  policy.  The 
President  of  the  United  States  wanted  a  Secretary  of  War  who 
would  go  along  in  anything  that  he  wanted  to  do  in  the  way 
of  involvement  In  this  war,  and  he  could  not  obtain  that 
promise,  he  could  not  obtain  that  assurance  from  Governor 
Woodrlng.  who  was  then  a  member  of  his  Cabinet,  and  had 
been  for  years,  and  so  Governor  Woodring  was  put  out  and 
in  his  place  was  placed  an  outstanding  spokesman  of  inter- 
vention in  this  country,  Colonel  Stimson  himself. 

The  whole  record  is  here.  America  is  establishing  a  war 
Cabinet.  It  is  establishing  a  war  Cabinet,  and  yet  some  indi- 
viduals are  trjring  to  preach  peace.  They  are  preaching  peace, 
perhaps,  but  their  action  is  toward  war.  Today  the  Secretary 
of  War  has  been  given  increased  power,  and  that  increased 
power  will  be  used  for  involvement  and  intervention,  and 
there  is  but  one  reason,  and  one  alone,  why  the  President  of 
the  United  States  left  his  party  and  went  out  to  pick  a  man 
of  another  party;  why  he  fired  a  member  of  his  Cabinet,  the 
first  and  only  member  of  the  President's  Cabinet  who  has  been 
fired.  There  Is  only  one  reason  for  such  action,  and  one 
reason  alone,  and  that  is  that  America  Is  on  the  way  to  war. 
And  the  only  thing  that  will  stop  it  is  the  common  sense  and 
good  Judgment  of  Congress,  because  the  Cabinet  is  pro- 
war.  As  a  British  newspaper  said,  "The  war  Cabinet  has 
been  created." 

Mr.  President,  these  are  not  idle  fears.  This  is  not  idle 
talk.    The  record  will  prove  it.    The  memoirs  of  the  future 


Downey    • 

Lodge 

Schwellenbach 

Ellender 

Lucas 

Sheppard 

Frazler 

Lundeen 

Bhipstead 

George 

ilcCarran 

Blattery 

Gerry 

McKellar 

Bmathera 

Gibson 

McNary 

Smith 

OUlette 

Maloncy 

Taft 

Green 

Mead 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Guffey 

MUler 

TtMwaM,  Okla. 

Gumey 

Utnton 

TlMaMa.Utab 

Bale 

Murray 

Tobey 

Harrison 

Neely 

Townsend 

Hatch 

NorrU 

Tydlnga 

Hayden 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Herring 

CMahoney 

Van  Nuya 

mil 

Overton 

Wagner 

Hoi  man 

Pepper 

Walsh 

Holt 

Plttxnan 

Wheeler 

Hughes 

Radcllffe 

White 

Johnson,  Calif. 

R«ed 

Wiley 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Reynolds 

King 

RusseU 

LaFoUette 

flchvarts 

Will  prove  that  America  Is  going  interventionist,  much  to 
my  regret.  And  when  I  say  America  is  going  interventionist, 
I  say  so  not  because  of  the  statements  of  elected  legislators, 
but  of  these  appointees  who  advocate  a  policy  of  Involve- 
ment, while  preaching  peace. 

Therefore  I  feel  that  confirmation  of  the  nomination  of 
Colonel  Stimson  would  be  an  attack  against  the  peace  and 
welfare  of  America,  and  I  shall  not  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Cliief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 

Adams 
Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Bailey 

Barbour 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark,  Idaho 

Clark,  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davis 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-nine  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

GOVERNOR  OF  THK  PANAMA  CAHAL 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  be  allowed  to  report  from  the  Committee 
on  Interoceanic  Canals  the  nomination  of  CoL  Glen  E.  Edger* 
ton.  Corps  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  for  appoint- 
ment as  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal.  I  also  ask  for  the 
immediate  consideration  of  the  nomination. 

I  should  like  to  explain  to  the  Senate  that  Gen.  Clarence 
S.  Ridley,  who  for  the  past  several  years  has  served  with 
such  distinction  and  eflQciency  as  Governor  of  the  Panama 
Canal,  has  been  transferred  to  other  duty;  and  Colonel 
Edgerton,  who  has  been  engineer  of  maintenance  and  Vice 
Governor  of  the  Cfuial  for  the  same  period  of  time,  has  been 
appointed  Governor  in  the  stead  of  General  Ridley.  Inas- 
much as  the  continuity  of  this  office  is  of  the  very  utmost 
importance,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  be  permitted  to 
make  the  report,  and  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  for  Its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
report  being  received?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  report 
is  received.  Is  there  objection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
nomination?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  nominee  is 
confirmed. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  President  be  iinmediately  notified. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  President  will  be  immediately 
notified. 

NATIONAL   DKTKNSE    AND    IMMIGRATION 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  read  one  of 
the  most  impressive  editorials  I  have  had  the  opportunity  to 
examine  for  some  months  past.  I  was  greatly  impressed  by 
the  editorial,  because  it  expresses  precisely  my  attitude  in 
reference  to  international  affairs  insofar  as  our  becoming 
Involved  in  the  present  confiict  in  Europe  is  concerned. 

At  this  time  I  shall  not  consume  the  time  of  the  Senate  by 
reading  the  entire  editorial,  but  I  respectfully  commend  It 
to  the  attention  of  Senators. 

The  editorial  is  entitled  "The  Third  World  War."  It  Is 
from  the  pen  of  Mr.  Maurer,  the  chief  editorial  writer  of  the 
New  York  Daily  News,  and  was  reprinted  In  the  columns  of 
the  Washington  Times-Herald  of  sresterday. 
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At  this  time  I  wish  to  taring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
the  ckxing  paragraph  of  that  very  able  editorial,  which  reads: 

Then  uppmn  to  be  no  hope  tbMt  the  American  people  learned 
from  their  fli*t  World  War  experience  that  they  cannot  setUe  the 
prohlemfi  of  Kurc^>e.  We  appear  to  be  on  the  verge  of  trying  It  once 
more. 


Unfortunately,  I  Interpolate, 

•Tbc  taolatlon  caiiae  seems  to  be  almost  as  completely  lost  as  tbe 
cause  of  Ftanee  In  this  war.  So  tbe  best  the  LsoiatlonlKte  can  hope 
lor  Ls  that  after  a  aeoond  World  War  misadventure  tlie  American 
people  will  learn  and  Inwardly  digest  the  lesson  thereof,  and  that 
wben  the  third  World  War  cornea  along  ttoey  wfll  have  seoae  enough 
to  stay  out  of  tt. 

Mr.  President,  I  send  tlje  editorial  to  the  desk,  and  ask  that 
it  be  printed  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Rkcom. 

The  PRESEDINQ  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so 

ordered. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  partially  In  pursuance  of 
that  editorial,  I  have  before  me  a  resolution.  The  resolution 
was  sent  to  me  by  a  committee  on  resolutions  at  a  meeting 
held  in  Wake  County,  at  the  capital  of  my  State,  Raleigh. 
N.  C.  the  home  of  my  distinguished  colleague  the  senior  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  BailetI.  At  this  time  I  wish 
to  read  this  resolution  in  order  that  some  understanding  of 
the  interest  of  the  American  people  may  be  had  by  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  Ixxly,  particularly  in  reference  to  my  State  of 
North  Carolina. 

The  resolution  was  sent  to  me  several  days  ago.  On  receipt 
of  the  resolution  I  communicated  with  the  signers  thereof, 
and  told  them  that  it  would  be  a  very  great  pleasure  for  me 
to  bring  It  to  the  attention  of  the  Members  of  this  body,  and 
that  it  would  be  embodied  In  the  Congressional  Record.  I 
ask,  not  that  It  be  printed  In  the  Appendix  of  the  Record,  but 
that  it  be  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record,  under  "Resolu- 
tions." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  wish  to  read  the  resolution. 

Whereas  the  present  Etiropean  war  haa  raised  very  difflciUt  prob- 
lems for  the  Ani^rlcan  Nation  In  both  Its  foreign  relations  and  In 
Its  domestic  problems;  and 

Whereas  under  our  democratic  system  of  government  it  Is  proper 
and  fltUng  that  citizens  of  the  United  States  maJce  known  to  their 
President  and  to  their  RepreaenUtlvea  in  Congress  their  attltiide 
and  deairea  in  this  crisis;  and 

Whereas  we,  a  group  of  clttoens  of  Wake  Oninty  and  vicinity, 
N.  C.  are  imbued  with  the  patriotic  desire  to  promote  the  welfare 
ct  our  country  and  of  the  world  at  large :  Be  It         -^- 

neaolved.  That  it  is  our  belief  and  desire  that  our  Oovemment 
ahouifd  punue  the  following  policies  in  the  present  emergency: 

1  That  even*  effort  should  be"  made  to  prevent  otir  coxmtrys 
becoming  a  belligerent  In  the  war.  and  that  we  ou^t  not  to  send 
our  men  to  fight  in  Burope  or  In  European  waters. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  digress  for  a  brief  comment.  If  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  that  while  the  greater  number  of 
the  people  of  my  State  of  North  Carolina,  and  I  believe  of 
the  Nation — though  I  may  be  in  error  as  to  that — are  entirely 
In  favor  of  the  United  States  providing  some  form  of  aid 
to  the  Allies,  but  they  are  not  desirous  of  pursuing  such  a 
course  to  the  extent  of  precipitating  any  Incident  which 
might  involve  us  in  war.  I  believe  that  90  percent  of  the 
people  of  North  Carolina,  and  likewise  90  percent  of  the 
pecvle  of  tlie  Nation,  particularly  the  mothers,  are  vigorously 
and  violently  opposed  to  sending  their  sons  abroad  to  par- 
ticijjate  in  the  quarrels  of  Europe  which  have  been  proceeding 
for  more  than  300  years  as  the  outcome  of  their  warlike 
desires  and  of  efforts  to  change  and  adjust  territorial  boun- 
daries. 

The  second  resolving  clause  reads  as  f<^ows: 
2.  T^at  It  Is  the  senUment  of  this  meeting  that  our  country 
^fcniilri  Immediately  and  vigorously  prepare  for  its  adequate  defense 
lyalnst  any  enemy  or  combination  at  enemies. 

I  r^jieat  that  portion  of  clause  2  wbicti  reads: 
prepare  for  Its  adequate  defense  against  any  cneny  or  oamblnft- 
Uon  of  enemies. 

I  therefore  am  plessed  to  assome.  from  the  wcardiag  and 
oblective  oT  the  reaolution,  that  North  Carolinians  and  the 
Lxzxvi nt 


American  people  generally,  f<K-  that  matter,  arc  not  desirous 
of  aiming  with  a  view  to  attempting  to  bring  about  the  con- 
QiKst  of  any  other  country  in  the  world,  nor  are  they  in  favor 
of  arming  and  preparing  for  the  purpose  of  serMling  our  sons 
abroad  and  carrying  on  in  uniform  in  an  eflcul  to  settle  the 
quarrels  of  the  Old  Worid. 

■nie  third  and  fourth  resolving  clauses  reads: 

8.  That  we  approve  our  GkDV«emment's  efforts  to  promote  the 
solidarity  of  the  New  World  and  favor  something  in  the  nature  o« 
a  lei^ue  of  nations  for  the  Western  HemUphere,  which  might  later 
serve  as  a  model  for  the  remainder  of  the  world.  ^^ 

4  That  whUe  meeting  the  threat  fitMB  abroad  we  showd  bos 
abandon  an*  ahodUl  eonthnie  eSorts  to  tn|irove  the  lot  oC  the 
common  BMfi  la  thte  countzy. 

I  digress  there  to  say  that  I  trust  In  the  expenditure  of  the 
aN>roximately  $14,000,000,000,  which  we  will  have  appropri- 
ated for  building  up  the  national  defense  and  in  providing 
armed  forces,  we  will  not  in  anywise,  if  it  possibly  can  be 
avoided.  Interfere  with  the  continued  progress  <rf  the  masses 
of  this  country  or  of  the  Nation  as  a  whole,  and  that  none 
of  their  rights  will  be  interfered  with  under  the  program. 

The  fifth  resolving  clause  reads: 

6.  That  in  the  present  critical  situation  we  should  make  every 
Mort  to  vlsiiallee  clearly  and  to  promote  the  interests  of  our  own 
country,  for  we  believe  that,  to  the  long  run,  we  can  thereby  best 
serve  the  entire  world. 

I  hope  that  the  world  wHI  Usten  to  that  friendly  and  timely 
advice,  because  of  all  times,  Mr.  President,  when  we  should 
give  attention  to  our  internal  affairs  and  to  the  enemy  within, 
now  is  the  time. 

The  sixth  resolving  clause  reads: 

6.  Ttait  In  our  Justifiable  efforts  to  stamp  out  subvenrtve  move- 
ments In  oiu-  country  we  should  take  great  care  to  preserve  thoae 
rights  and  privileges  which  are  guaranteed  in  our  BiU  of  Rlghta 
and  which  are  the  heritage  of  every  American  cltiaen.  We  should 
do  everything  In  our  power  to  avoid  sacrificing  those  very  liberties 
we  are  seeking  to  protect. 

I  believe  that  we  all  are  In  high  accord  with  the  objectives 
of  paragraph  6  of  the  resolution. 
The  seventh  resolving  clause  reads: 

7.  That  these  resolutions  are  passed  without  reference  to  the 
current  political  campaign  for  we  believe  that  loyalty  and  patriot- 
ism to  our  country  are  above  parties  and  politics. 

They  should  be.  Our  country  should  remain  first  and  up- 
permost in  the  minds  of  the  American  people,  particularly  at 
this  critical  hour,  regardless  of  any  political  controversy  or 
oncoming  campaign. 

Finally  the  eighth  resolving  clause  reads: 

8  That  copies  at  these  resolutions  be  aent  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  to  the  North  Carolina  Uembers  of  both 
Houses  of  Congress. 

C.  C.  OH'HJWIM*, 

Mrs.  Chscucs  O.  Doax. 

WnXIAM    JOSLIK, 

Mrs.  O.  F.  MoCraht, 
AiXTK  p.  RoBTirsow,  Jr., 
Committee  on  Resoiutiont. 

All  of  whom  are  known  to  me  as  honorable,  outstanding 
citizens  of  character,  residing  in  the  cajrital  city  of  my  State. 

Signed  by  the  committee  on  resolutions  and  dated  July  1, 
1940.  Wake  County  Courthouse,  where  the  meeting  was  held. 
Raleigh,  N.  C.  ^     ^ 

The  nuBber  voting  in  favor  of  the  resolution  was  Us;  those 

voting  "no"  were  28. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  now  to  make  some  observations 
concerning  another  subject,  namely,  the  enforcement  of  the 
knmigiatkm  laws  of  the  United  States. 

While  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  has  been 
transferred,  as  we  all  know,  from  the  £»eparUnecit  of  Latior 
to  the  Department  of  Justice,  where,  for  many  reasons.  I  am 
glad  indeed  it  has  been  established,  and  the  indications  are 
ttiat  the  lax  and  lenient  practices  of  the  former  Department — 
that  is  to  say.  the  Deipartment  of  lAbcff — may  be  superseded 
by  a  more  sound  and  eonstructive  policy  in  the  administra- 
tion and  enforcement  of  the  immigration  laws  of  the  United 
etates.  It  may  be  well  to  review  •ome  of  the  evils  attending  the 
administration  of  the  law  by  the  Labor  Department  if  we  are 
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to  ftvold  the  pitfalls  which  led  to  the  condition  which  resulted 
In  the  transfer  of  this  Important  fimction  of  the  Government 
from  one  Department  to  the  other  by  the  President,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Members  of  this  body  and  of  the  other  House, 
constituting  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  I  think  the 
President  was  justified,  and  is  to  be  applauded  for  his  action,  in 
asking  for  the  transfer  of  that  important  division  of  our  Gov- 
ernment to  the  Department  of  Justice,  where.  I  believe,  it 
will  be  more  properly  and  more  promptly  administered  in  all 
respects  than  theretofore  it  was  under  the  direction  of  the 
present  Secretary  of  Labor. 

In  full  realization  of  the  fact  that  this  country  was  settled 
by  immigrants,  including  religious  and  political  refugees  from 
other  lands,  and  that  every  generation  of  the  American  people 
from  that  of  our  founding  fathers  down  to  the  present  day 
has  taken  pride  in  the  fact  that  we  have  been  able  to  offer  a 
haven  of  refuge  for  the  oppressed  people  of  the  Old  World,  we 
should  not  overlook  the  fact  that  the  era  of  expansion  and 
development  of  our  country  along  geographical  lines  may  have 
drawn  to  a  close  and  that  henceforth  the  arrival  of  every  new 
immigrant  must  be  viewed  with  an  increasing  regard  for  the 
best  interests  of  our  coimtry  as  a  whole  rather  than  the  indi- 
vidual immigrant's  desire  to  escape  from  the  deplorable  con- 
ditions abroad  or  to  improve  his  economic  condition  by  becom- 
ing a  part  of  our  national  life. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  for  many  years  past  there 
have  been  those  who,  upon  reasonable  grounds,  have  con- 
tended that  from  the  evidence  before  them  and  from  the 
experience  of  the  past  our  immigration  laws  have  been  ad- 
ministered for  the  benefit  of  the  applicant  for  admission  to 
this  country,  for  the  benefit  of  the  immigrant,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  alien,  and  that,  on  the  other  hand  and  to  the  contrary, 
they  have  not  been  administered  for  the  benefit  of  the  coun- 
try itself,  which  should  have  our  first  consideration,  our  first 
care  and  thought. 

The  people  of  the  United  States,  through  their  chosen 
representatives  in  the  Senate  and  the  Hovise  of  Representa- 
tives, came  to  the  conclusion  20  years  ago  that  the  unre- 
stricted immigration  of  aliens  into  this  country  should  be 
terminated  and  in  addition  to  a  strenerthenlng  of  the  qualita- 
tive standards  for  the  admission  of  aliens,  which  had  pre- 
viously existed,  a  quantitative  restriction  was  imposed  through 
the  quota  system.  This  system  was  greatly  improved  in  1924 
through  the  enactment  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  that  year, 
which  not  only  established  the  national  origins  plan  for  the 
determination  of  immigration  quotas,  but  also  inaugurated 
the  immigration  visa  system,  under  which  the  administration 
of  the  quotas  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  American  consular 
oCBcers  throughout  the  world,  who  were  given  the  power  to 
stop  inadmissible  immigrants  at  their  foreign  source  and  to 
stop  all  immigrants  at  their  foreign  source  when  the  quotas 
become  filled. 

That,  indeed,  was  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  At  that 
time,  Mr.  President,  if  the  Government  had  put  its  finger 
upon  the  question  which  interests  us  today — the  question  even 
of  the  admission  of  aliens  into  this  country  imder  the 
quotas — and  for  a  given  number  of  shears  had  stopped  the  im- 
migration of  aliens  into  this  country,  we  should  not  be 
bothered  as  we  now  are  with  the  11.000,000  unemployed,  the 
26,000,000  American  citizens  employed  only  part  time,  perhaps 
the  expenditure  involved  now  in  maintaining  2,700,000  per- 
sons on  the  W.  P.  A.  rolls,  the  upkeep  of  300.000  young  men 
in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  and  perhaps  at  this  hour  we  should 
not  have  before  us  the  problem  of  providing  employment  for 
the  750,000  young  boys  and  girls  who  are  graduating  from 
our  high  schools  and  colleges  annually  in  this  country,  for 
whom  we  cannot  find  employment,  and  concerning  whom  it 
Is  said  that  only  one  out  of  every  three  within  the  next  3  to  5 
years  will  be  able  to  secure  emplo3rment.  That  is  a  situation 
which  I  contend  is  disgraceful;  a  situation  which  should  be 
remedied  by  now  bringing  about  the  enactment  into  law  of 
a  bill  which  I  have  introduced  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  which  would  stop  all  immigration  into  this  country 
for  the  next  10  years,  or  certainly  imtil  such  time  as  every 
unemployed  and  employable  American  citizen  is  provided 
with  an  American  Job.  i 


At  the  present  time,  as  you  know,  Mr.  President,  we  are 
concerned  not  only  with  tmemployment  but  likewise  with 
un-American,  subversive  interests  in  this  country  which  are 
calling  for  legislation  that  wlU  weed  them  out,  deport  those 
guilty  of  such  actions,  and  cxah  their  subversive  activities. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  recite  the  evils  which  led  to  the  enact- 
ment of  the  1924  act.  They  are  recalled  to  most  of  us  by  the 
recollection  of  the  races  of  vessels  to  American  ports  in  an 
effort  to  unload  their  human  cargoes  before  the  quotas  should 
be  exhausted,  or  by  the  sad  plight  of  aliens  who  had  pulled 
up  all  stakes  and  severed  all  ties  with  their  home  countries  in 
order  to  proceed  to  the  United  States,  only  to  be  found  to 
be  excludable  upon  arrival  and  inspection  by  the  immigration 
authorities  at  a  port  of  entry. 

Mr.  President,  our  immigration  oflScials  throughout  the 
country  as  a  whole,  and  the  employees  of  the  Inunlgration 
and  Naturalization  Service,  are  doing  a  great  work.  I  have 
found  that  to  be  the  fact  at  several  of  the  ports  which  I  have 
visited  from  time  to  time.  Only  last  week  I  spent  several 
days  in  New  York,  during  which  time  I  provided  myself  with 
the  opportunity  of  visiting  the  Ellis  Island  Immigration  Sta- 
tion. There  I  heard  several  boards  examine  and  inquire  into 
the  cases  of  innumerable  immigrants  from  foreign  shores  who 
had  come  here  with  the  intention  of  remaining  permanently. 
I  was  impressed  with  the  care  which  the  members  of  the 
respective  boards  gave  to  every  single  case.  I  was  very 
pleasantly  impressed  with  the  fine  consideration  which  they 
gave  to  the  application  of  every  immigrant  who  has  been 
detained  there  pending  final  decision  upon  his  case.  To  those 
men  I  desire  to  pay  the  tribute  which  I  have  just  paid. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  principally  to  prevent  the  hardships 
resulting  in  such  cases  under  the  old  system  that  the  present 
consular  immigration  visa  system  was  inaugurated.  It  is  well 
that  that  system  was  inaugurated,  for  the  reasons  I  have  just 
enumerated,  in  cases  in  which  unfortunates  in  other  lands 
seeking  the  freedom  of  this  country  woiild  pull  up  stakes, 
sever  all  ties  with  the  country  of  their  birth,  and  come  here 
only  to  find  that  i)erhaps  they  could  not  pass  the  phjrsical  and 
mental  examination,  or  comply  with  the  otljer  requirements 
of  our  laws. 

The  immigration  visa  or  immigration  certificate  ssrstem  was 
considered  and  debated  in  Congress  for  nearly  100  years  be- 
fore it  was  finally  enacted  into  law.  It  was  not  the  product 
of  snap  judgment,  nor  was  it  the  result  of  hastily  conceived 
legislative  action.  It  was  the  result  of  cool  and  deliberate 
thought,  tempered  with  a  sympathetic  regard  for  aliens  who 
might  seek  to  transport  themselves  to  this  country  without 
the  necessary  qualifications .  for  admission,  as  I  have  just 
explained.  It  was  the  result  of  many  trials  and  errors  in 
dealing  with  the  problem  of  immigration.  No  government 
ever  conceived  and  produced  a  measure  with  greater  care  for 
the  best  interests  of  its  own  citizens  and  more  sympathy  for 
and  understanding  of  the  problems  of  immigrants. 

Unfortunately,  however,  to  the  responsible  heads  of  the 
Department  of  Labor  the  history  of  our  immigration  laws  was 
an  unlearned  lesson.  Through  a  misconstruction  and  a  mis- 
application of  the  history  and  substance  of  the  law,  gross 
evils  reared  their  ugly  heads  above  the  confusion  and  turmoil 
of  that  Department  during  the  past  7  years,  before  the  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization  Service  was  transferred  to  the  De- 
partment of  Justice.  Finally,  in  an  effort  to  avert  a  national 
scandal,  the  President  of  the  United  States  stepped  in  and 
stemmed  the  tide  of  nullification  and  nonenforcement  of  the 
law.  which  was  running  strongly  against  the  preponderant 
and  overwhelming  sentiment  of  our  people  that  something  be 
done  about  enforcing  our  immigration  laws,  because  only  with- 
in the  past  several  years  have  the  American  people  become 
conscious  of  the  violation  of  those  laws  in  this  country. 

These  are  strong  statements,  but  they  do  not  exaggerate  the 
facts,  as  I  shall  later  show  by  written  evidence.  To  be  more 
specific,  a  few  of  the  evils  to  which  reference  has  been  made 
may  be  mentioned. 

Instead  of  enforcing  the  deportation  laws  of  the  United 
States  without  fear  or  favor,  as  any  competent  and  efBcient 
administrative  officer  should  have  done  but  those  in  office 
did  not  do.  an  alien-coddling  policy  was  adopted  by  the  Secre- 
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tary  of  Labor,  under  which  warrants  of  deportation  of  alien 
criminals  and  law  violators  and  iindesirables  were  suspended 
in  several  thousand  so-called  hardship  cases  involving 
aliens  who  for  the  most  part  were  wholly  undesirable,  but 
who  had  acquired  certain  family  ties  in  this  country  after 
having  succeeded  in  effecting  illegal  entrance,  often  by  fraud 
and  misrepresentation,  and  frequently  by  committing  such 
infamous  crimes  as  forgery  and  perjury. 

In  that  connection,  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  state  that  we 
had  the  subject  of  deportable  aliens  before  this  body  in  the 
form  of  what  the  Department  of  Labor  was  pleased  to  term 
"hardship  cases."  At  that  time,  several  years  ago,  I  went  to 
the  Department  rf  Labor;  and  there,  without  difficulty,  I  took 
from  the  files  some  several  hundred  cases  that  had  been 
dubbed  "hardship  cases,"  descriptive  of  alien  criminals  whom 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  wanted  to  remain  in  this  country 
despite  the  fact  that  they  had  violated  ovu"  laws  to  the  nth 
degree.  I  looked  into  those  cases  with  some  care,  and  con- 
sumed several  days  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  bringing 
individual  cases  to  the  attention  of  the  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate. I  f  oimd  that  in  hundreds  of  cases  which  I  recited  upwn 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  the  individuals  concerned  were  per- 
jurers and  thieves  and  highwaymen,  and  had  committed  al- 
most every  crime  specified  upon  the  statute  books  of  this 
country. 
Ilie  records  of  some  of  those  cases  I  have  in  my  office  today. 
The  failure  to  deport  with  firmness  and  promptness  this 
motley  horde  of  national  gate  crashers  was  the  key  which 
(^>ened  a  veritable  Pandora's  box  of  other  evils.  Having 
been  given  the  benefit  of  a  suspension  of  deportation  proceed- 
ings, thereby  tasting  the  fruits  of  nonenforcement  of  our 
laws,  the  aliens,  their  families,  friends,  and  attorneys,  pro- 
ceeded to  request  a  slice  of  the  cake  of  nullification.  Thus 
the  preexamination  procedure  was  Iwrn. 

Under  this  extralegal  procedure  an  alien  who  had  entered 
the  United  States  in  an  Illegal  manner  could  be  preexamlned 
by  the  immigration  authorities  of  the  Immigration  and  Natu- 
ralization Service  In  order  to  ascertain  In  advance  whether 
he  would  be  admitted  lawfully  into  this  country  should  he 
condescend  to  depart  for  some  coxmtry  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere and  apply  for  admission  at  a  port  of  entry  after 
having  procured  a  suitable  immigration  visa  from  an  American 
consular  officer  m  such  foreign  country.  Of  course,  a  feeble 
effort  to  Justify  this  procedure  was  made  on  the  groimd  that 
it  saved  the  taxpayers  the  expense  of  deporting  such  an  alien 
from  this  country. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  about  the  slinamest  excuse  I  have 
ever  heard  of  in  my  life,  because  if  those  several  thousand 
criminal  aliens  who  had  entered  this  country  illegally  and 
who  had  violated  viciously  our  laws  had  been  deported  at 
the  expense  of  the  American  Government,  the  American 
Government  certainly  wotild  have  saved  a  large  portion  of 
the  $17,000,000  which  the  taxpayers  of  the  United  States  are 
paying  annually  to  support  the  criminals  who  are  crowding 
our  penitentiaries  and  State  penal  institutions. 

It  was  soon  found,  however,  that  no  country  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  wanted  to  take  a  chance  on  such  aliens  by  ad- 
mitting them  in  order  that  they  could  apply  to  our  consular 
officers  for  immigraUon  visas.  What  if  the  immigration 
visas  should  be  refused?  That  was  the  quesUon  uppermost 
in  the  minds  of  those  interested.  Such  country  would  be  left 
holding  the  bag  with  a  very  undesirable  alien  inside  of  it. 
Canada  particularly,  to  which  most  of  such  aliens  foimd  it 
to  be  most  convenient  for  them  to  proceed,  would  take  no  such 
chance. 

The  Department  of  Labor  was  not  to  be  deterred  by  such 
a  small  thing  as  this,  however.  They  were  already  in  this 
slimy  business  up  to  their  knees,  and  they  now  plunged  in 
up  to  their  necks.  They  worked  out  an  agreement — they 
preferred  to  call  It  an  imderstanding,  since  International 
agreements  are  known  in  some  quarters  as  treaUes,  and 
treaUes  require  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  SUtes  in  order  to  niake  them  effective— under  which 
they  agreed  or  understood  that  each  such  alien  Canada 
would  admit  for  the  purpose  of  applying  at  an  American 


consular  office  In  that  country  for  an  Immigration  visa  would 
be  guaranteed  a  retxim  to  the  United  States.  In  other  words, 
these  undesirable  aliens  would  go  there  up<Mi  the  advice  of 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  and  seek  readmission  into  this  coun- 
try by  way  of  a  visa  to  be  issued  by  Canada;  and  if  Canada 
could  not.  in  view  of  the  smell  of  the  criminal  alien,  admit 
him,  then  it  was  suggested  that  we  would  admit  him  here 
without  embarrassment  to  Canada  and  without  regard  to 
their  having  to  maintain  him  as  we  had  nmintained  him  for 
years.  If  the  alien  should  be  granted  an  immigration  visa, 
he  would  be  admitted  lawfully  as  an  immigrant;  but  if  the 
immigration  visa  should  be  refused  by  the  consular  officer, 
the  alien  would  be  accepted  back  into  the  United  States 
without  an  Immigration  visa  euid  would  resimie  the  status 
he  had  in  this  country  prior  to  his  departure. 

The  aliens  who  went  to  Canada  to  obtain  immigration 
visas  from  American  consular  officers  in  that  country  obvi- 
ously were  immigrants  imder  our  law.  They  had  admitted 
their  immigrant  status  by  applying  for  immigration  visas. 
Their  readmission  into  the  United  States  was  therefore 
illegal  unless  they  presented  valid  inunigration  visas,  since 
section  13  (a)  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  1924 — section  213a, 
title  8,  United  States  Code  Annotated,  entitled  "Persons  not 
to  be  admitted" — specifically  states  that — 

No  Immigrant  shall  be  admitted  to  the  United  States  imleas 
he  (1)  has  an  unexpired  Immigration  visa  or  was  born  subsequent 
to  the  Issviance  of  an  immigration  visa  of  the  accompanying  parent, 
(2)  Is  of  the  nationality  specified  In  the  visa  In  the  Immigration 
visa,  (3)  is  a  nonquota  immigrant  if  speclfled  In  the  visa  in  the 
immigration  visa  as  such,  and  (4)  Is  otherwise  admissible  under 
the  immigration  laws. 

In  addition  to  violating  subdivision  (1)  of  section  13  (a), 
subdivision  (4)  of  that  section  was  also  violated  in  such  cases, 
since  the  reason  for  the  failure  of  an  immigrsmt  to  obtain 
the  Immigration  visa  from  the  American  consular  officer 
would  more  than  likely  have  been  that  he  was  not  admissible 
into  the  United  States  under  the  immigration  laws.  The 
Department  of  Labor  liad  therefore  reached  the  point  of  ad- 
mitting, or  promising  to  admit,  aliens  who  not  only  were 
without  the  immigration  visas  required  by  law  but  who  were 
ineligible  to  receive  immigration  visas  because  they  were  In- 
admissible to  the  United  States  under  the  various  excluding 
provisions  of  the  immigration  laws  relating  to  the  unde- 
sirable classes. 

Thus  the  cart  came  to  be  placed  before  the  horse,  and  the 
admirable  immigration  visa  system  established  by  Congress 
in  an  effort  to  stop  undesirable  immigrants  at  their  foreign 
source  was  so  perverted  that  it  was  being  used  to  stop  the 
undesirable  immigrants  inside  of  the  United  States.  Instead 
of  applying  for  an  immigration  visa  at  an  American  consular 
office  an  alien  had  a  better  chance  of  getting  into  the  United 
States,  especially  if  he  was  inadmissible  in  a  lawful  manner, 
by  entering  illegally  and  availing  himself  of  the  questionable 
preexamination  procedure. 

It  is  known  that  in  some  cases  aliens  who  had  entered  the 
United  States  unlawfully,  or  for  a  lawful  temporary  period 
after  which  they  remained  unlawfully,  applied  for  the  privi- 
leges of  the  preexamination  procedure  In  order  to  evade  not 
only  the  quota  restrictions  of  our  immigration  laws  but  also 
the  other  qualitative  restrictions  of  those  laws.  The  pre- 
examination procedure  was  an  inducement  to  aliens  to  enter 
illegally  in  the  hope  of  availing  themselves  of  this  nullifica- 
tion pie. 

This  can  be  better  illustrated,  however,  by  passing  to  the 
next  step  in  this  sordid  procedure  and  considering  the  further 
startling  evils  to  which  such  nonenforcement  of  the  law  had 
led,  namely,  the  seventh  proviso  evil.  Before  proceeding  with 
a  discussion  of  the  seventh  proviso,  on  which  I  shall  dwell  at 
length  finally,  I  wish  again  to  make  my  position  clear  to  this 
body  and  to  the  American  people.  When  I  employ  the  word 
"alien"  I  speak  of  the  Individual  who  comes  from  foreign 
shores  to  this  coimtry,  who  is  not  an  American  citizen,  and 
who  has  been  here  year  in  and  year  out  for  many  years,  en- 
joying the  fruits  of  this  Nation,  and  the  protection  of  its  flag, 
but  who  has  never  been  sufficiently  interested  to  make 
application  for  American  citizenship.    In  employing  the  word 
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"alien"  I  do  not  have  In  mind  those  fine  men  of  high  caliber 
or  those  excellent  women  of  high  standing  who  have  pre- 
ferred our  country  to  their  own.  I  have  the  greatest  respect 
for  those  who  come  here  from  foreign  shores,  both  men  and 
women.  I  admire  their  ambition  to  become  affiliated  with 
our  people  and  to  become  citizens  of  our  country.  In  employ- 
ing the  word  "alien"  I  speak  only  of  those  who  have  come 
here  Illegally  and  who  have  remained  here  illegally;  those 
who  arrived  here  legally  and  have  remained  illegally; 
those  who  came  here  legally  or  illegally  and  have  remained 
here  for  years  without  ever  attempting  to  make  application 
for  American  citizenship,  without  showing  that  they  are 
actually  sincerely  desirous  of  becoming  a  part  of  this  great 
country  which  comprises  more  than  130.000.000  people.  I 
realize  that  some  of  our  finest  men,  some  of  our  greatest 
patriots,  statesmen,  businessmen,  and  industrialists — men 
associated  with  the  development  of  our  country — have  been 
of  the  nimiber  who  volunteered  to  accept  homes  in  oiu:  land, 
and  to  them  we  have  extended  our  welcome,  and  to  them  we 
have  provided  our  praise. 

In  this  hour  of  great  problems  and  trials  and  tribulations 
of  the  world  I  call  to  mind  this  subject,  because  the  American 
jjecple  are  interested  in  weeding  out  the  alien  criminals,  the 

undesirables,  and  sending  them  back  to  the  countries  whence 
they  came. 

Of  course,  that  provides  us  with  another  problem.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  totalitarian  governments  are  anjrthing 
but  friendly  to  us — one  of  those  totalitarian  governments 
having  swallowed  Czechoslovakia,  old  Hungary,  part  of 
Poland,  all  fit  Holland  and  Belgium,  and  that  Germany  is 
now  Joined  by  Italy,  and  that  the  axis  powers  now  control 
Prance — I  dare  say  that  we  would  now  experience  great  diflB- 
culty  in  prevailing  successfully  upon  the  dictators  of  those 
countries  to  receive  back  their  nationals  whom  we  have  found 
to  be  undesirables  and  criminals,  as  probably  they  were  before 
they  ever  reached  these  shores. 

So  there  is  a  problem  which  must  be  met,  perhaps,  by  the 
Congress.  Why?  Because  with  thousands  upon  thousands 
of  aliens,  noncitizens,  criminals,  and  undesirables  roaming  the 
land,  we  do  not  have  the  facilities  or  the  space  in  our  Federal 
penitentiaries  to  house  them.  The  Commissioner  of  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization  stated  before  a  Senate  Committee 
on  Immigration  several  years  ago  that  statistics  in  the  posses- 
sion of  his  department  revealed  that  more  than  20,000  alien 
criminals  were  roaming  the  country  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific. 

Mr.  President,  if,  as  I  hope,  under  the  direction  of  the  able 
Attorney  Generahof  the  United  States,  those  who  are  cooper- 
ating with  him  in  the  particular  division  of  the  Government 
Ehall  be  successful  in  rounding  up  these  undesirables  who 
are  participating  in  subversive  activities,  alien  criminals,  then 
there  must  be  some  place  to  put  them.  What  shall  we  do 
with  them?  I  have,  offhand,  a  suggestion  that  we  provide 
detention  camps  for  them  in  the  vicinity  of  certain  Federal 
Institutions,  where  are  now  located  the  necessary  adminis- 
trative forces.  Perhaps  these  alien  criminals  would  be  so 
obnoxious  and  so  imdesirable  to  the  people  of  the  respective 
States  wherein  the  Federal  institutions  referred  to  are  located 
that  possibly  detention  camps  might  have  to  be  provided  on 
islands  outside  continental  United  States.  Certainly  no  one 
In  this  country  wants  to  be  associated  with  alien  criminals. 
Certainly  no  one  in  this  country  wants  to  continue  to  pay 
taxes  for  the  maintenance  of  criminal  nationals  of  other  coun- 
tries. Certainly  we  should  no  longer  coddle  alien  criminals 
whom  we  have  coddled  for  years.  Certainly  we,  as  a  nation, 
looking  to  our  own  preservation  and  benefit,  should  no  longer 
put  up  with  these  subversive  individuals  who  are  attempting 
to  destroy  our  Govenmient.  Certainly  we  should  not  permit 
alien  criminals  and  other  aliens  who  are  Interested  in  sabo- 
tage and  espionage  to  remain  in  our  midst.  They  are  not 
entitled  to  the  same  consideration  to  which  criminal  citizens 
are  entitled.  Alien  criminals,  those  who  would  destroy  our 
Government,  are  not  entitled  to  imprisonment  within  the 
confines  of  the  continental  United  States,  and  therefore  I 


suggest  that  we  inaugurate  and  construct  detention  csunps 
on  islands  outside  continental  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  go  further  in  explaining  to  the 
Members  of  this  body  and  to  the  American  people,  through 
the  columns  of  the  Congressional  Record,  my  attitude  in 
reference  to  this  matter.  Some  of  the  closest  friends  I 
have  are  American  citizens  of  foreign  birth  who  made 
application  for  American  citizenship  and  have  become  Ameri- 
can citizens.  I  am  proud  and  happy  to  state  that  I  know  of 
no  better  citizenry  anywhere  In  the  broad  expanse  of  our 
great  country  than  personal  friends  of  mine  who  have  be- 
come American  citizens  and  who  have  become  great  leaders. 
In  addition  to  them.  I  call  to  mind  without  difficulty  innum- 
erable other  persons  with  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  have  an 
acquaintanceship,  who  were  once  aliens  but  now  are  among 
the  finest  citizens  we  have.  Let  it  be  known  that  there  is 
no  distinction,  and  no  distinction  shall  in  my  mind  ever  be 
drawn,  and  no  distinction  should  ever  be  countenanced,  be- 
tween the  American  citizens  who  have  become  citizens  by 
their  desire  and  request,  sind  those  of  us  who  fortunately 
were  bom  within  the  shadows  of  the  great  hills  of  our  own 
country. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  personally  innumerable  persons  who 

came  from  foreign  shores  who  are  now  making  application 
for  American  citizenship.  For  one  I  say  that  with  open  arms 
I  shall  welcome  them  to  citizenship  in  our  land.  But  I  do 
not  want  to  permit  to  remain  here  alien  criminals  who  have 
come  here  illegally,  and  who  have  remained  here  illegally; 
and  this  is  the  time  of  all  times  to  interest  ourselves  in  their 
deportation  to  their  respective  lands,  or  to  have  them  placed 
in  detention  camps.  Now  is  the  time  to  do  that,  in  view  of 
the  interest  we  have  displayed  in  reference  to  national  unity 
and  national  defense. 

I  may  add  in  passing  that  foreigners  who  have  made  appli- 
cation for  American  citizenship  are  more  anxious  than  any- 
one else  that  we  weed  out  the  alien  criminal.  Why?  The 
answer  is  a  perfectly  natural  one.  Because  when  they  ob- 
tain American  citizenship  they  do  not  want  reflection  to  be 
cast  upon  them  by  undesirables  from  their  native  lands  or 
from  any  other  foreign  lands. 

I  have  received  hundreds  of  communications  as  the  result 
of  broadcasts  made  by  me  over  the  radio,  from  those  who 
have  made  application  for  American  citizenship,  and  they 
are  more  desirous  than  American  citizens  themselves  to  see 
that  this  house  is  cleansed,  so  that  there  will  not  be  the 
shghtest  reflection  cast  upon  them.  I  congratulate  them 
upon  their  attitude,  and  I  think  they  are  entirely  right  in 
taking  that  position. 

THE  SEV  LM 1 H  -PHOVISO  BUX 

Mr.  President,  the  seventh-proviso  evil  is  quite  important 
tn  discuss  in  order  that  the  Department  of  Justice  may  escape 
the  pitfalls  that  await  them  unless  they  know  what  was  done 
by  the  Labor  Department  under  the  seventh  proviso.  It  so 
happened  that  in  preexamining  an  alien  in  order  to  advise 
him  whether  it  would  be  worth  his  while  to  go  out  of  the 
United  States  and  seek  an  immigration  visa  with  which  to 
apply  for  lawful  admission  as  an  immigrant,  it  was  sometimes 
found  that  there  were  grounds  of  exclusion  existing  in  the 
alien's  case,  which  would  preclude  him  from  obtaining  an 
immigration  visa  from  an  American  consular  officer,  and 
which  would  likewise  preclude  such  an  aUen  from  being 
lawfully  admitted  even  if  he  should  succeed  in  deceiving  the 
consular  officer  and  obtain  an  immigration  visa  in  an  irregu- 
lar manner. 

The  best  justification  for  the  pre-examination our  cart- 

before-the-horse  procedure— if,  indeed,  there  could  be  any 
justification  at  all  for  It,  would  seem  to  have  been  that  it 
enabled  the  immigration  authoriUes  to  weed  out  the  imde- 
sirable elements  among  our  illegally  resident  alien  popula- 
tion and  deport  them.  But  that  was  not  the  fact,  as  the  pre- 
examination  procedure  was  not  estabUshed  with  any  Idea  or 
Intent  that  the  alien  concerned  would  be  deported.  The  pre- 
examination  idea  was  conceived  with  a  view  to  making  ex- 
amination of  the  Immigrant  applicant  upon  his  native  shores 
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before  coming  to  the  United  States.  It  was  a  procedure  for 
getting  an  alien  lawfully  into  our  country  if  possible,  and  not 
one  for  getting  undesirable  aliens  out.  It  was  a  procedure 
designed  wholly  for  the  benefit  of  the  alien,  and  not  for  the 
benefit  of  the  country.  National  self-interest  majestically 
yielded  to  the  individual  interests  of  aliens  and  their  repre- 
sentatives, friends,  and  attorneys  In  the  United  States.  The 
statutes  themselves  were  curried  with  a  fine-toothed  comb  In 
an  effort  to  find  any  loophole  which  would  be  large  enough  to 
take  In  all  the  undesirable  classes  of  deportable  aliens.  Some 
legal  light — I  do  not  know  who  he  was — found  what  is  known 
as  the  seventh  proviso  in  section  3  of  the  Immigration  Act  of 
February  5,  1917.  He  dressed  it  up  In  a  brand-new  skirt  of 
interpretation  and  put  It  to  work  in  these  cases. 

The  seventh  proviso,  which  follows  the  list  of  excluded 
classes  of  aliens  enumerated  In  section  3  of  the  act  mentioned, 
reads  as  follows: 

Provided  further.  That  aliens  petumlng  after  a  temporary  absence 
to  an  unrelinquished  United  States  domlcUe  at  7  conaecutive  years 
may  be  admitted  in  tlie  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  and 
under  ruch  condition*  as  he  may  prescribe. 

In  other  words,  an  alien  who  had  resided  in  this  country  for 
7  years  consecutively  and  who  went  out  of  the  covmtry  and 
then  attempted  to  come  back,  might  be  admitted  In  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  and  under  such  conditions 
as  the  Secretary  of  Labor  might  then  prescribe  for  his 
admissioo. 

Mr.  President,  why  oould  not  this  provision  of  law  be  so 
construed  as  to  make  it  applicable  to  aliens  who  had  resided 
In  the  United  States  Illegally  for  7  years?  That  is  what  the 
Department  of  Labor  then  began  to  consider.  The  seventh 
proviso  provided  that  one  who  had  lived  here  for  7  years— I 
believe  the  authors  of  the  proviso  had  in  mind  an  alien  living 
here  legally  for  7  consecutive  years — might  be  readmitted  to 
the  country.  The  Labor  Department,  in  order  to  keep  crimi- 
nal aliens  here— and  If  they  could  not  be  kept  here,  if  they 
were  deported,  to  send  them  to  Canada  and  bring  them  back 
here did  what?  It  put  one  of  its  legal  scouts  to  work  scurry- 
ing the  statutes  of  the  country  to  ascertain  how  alien  crimi- 
nals could  be  kept  here,  so  that  they  might  continue  to  be 
supported  by  the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  The  legal  scout 
found  the  seventh  proviso.  That  legal  scout,  with  his  keen 
snout  for  a  loophole  to  evade  the  immigraUon  laws  of  the 
United  States,  particularly  the  seventh  proviso  of  the  law  of 
1917  said.  "It  is  my  opinion  that  this  proviso  can  be  so  in- 
terpreted and  construed  as  to  readmit  to  this  country  one  who 
has  resided  here  for  7  years,  regardless  of  whether  or  not  he 
entered  legally." 

So  Mr  President.  If  the  seventh  proviso  could  be  so  con- 
strued, it  would  confer  upon  the  Secretary  of  Labor  the  dis- 
cretionary power— illegal.  I  say— to  admit  such  aliens  under 
any  conditions  she  might  deem  or  dream  to  be  appropriate. 
It  matters  not  that  for  a  period  of  more  than  15  years  since 
Its  enactment  this  proviso  had  been  construed,  as  I  construed 
it  a  moment  ago,  to  apply  only  to  aliens  who  had  established 
a  lawful  domicile  In  the  United  States.  Such  lawful  domicile 
could  not  be  established  unless  the  alien  had  entered  our 
borders  legally.  While  there  was,  of  course,  no  doubt  that 
Congress  had  in  mind  a  lawful  domicile  when  the  proviso  was 
enacted,  still  Congress  neglected  so  to  state,  and  thus  the 
application  of  the  proviso  to  an  unlawful  domicile  was 
inaugurated. 

There  are  no  court  decisions  holding  that  this  proviso  re- 
lates to  a  domicile  unlawfully  acquired.  Why  should  there 
be  any?  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  immigration  authorities 
decide  that  such  is  the  proper  construction  of  the  law,  how 
will  any  case  ever  get  into  the  courts?  Stirely  no  aUen  will 
contest  such  a  ruling  in  his  favor.  American  citizens  who 
are  Interested  In  the  enforcement  of  our  immigration  laws 
have  no  right  to  Intervene  in  such  matters  in  order  to  see 
that  the  laws  are  properly  construed  and  enforced.  There  are 
some  court  decisions  to  the  effect  that  domicile  In  the  United 
States  cannot  be  predicated  upon  an  Ulegal  entry.    In  the 


case  of  the  UnUed  States  v.  Parisi  <24  Fed.  Supp.  414)  Federal 
Judge  Chestnut  stated  that  a — 

DomlcUe  within  the  United  States  cannot  be  properly  based  on  an 
entry  which  Is  unlawful  under  the  immigration  laws. 

In  the  case  of  Kaplan  v.  Todd  (267  U.  S.  228)  the  Suprexne 
Court  held  that  an  alien  could  not  be  dwelling  In  the  United 
States  without  having  been  lawfully  admitted  for  permanent 
residence;  but  these  cases  also  can  be  construed  away  if  there 
is  a  will  so  to  do,  since  there  was  no  clear-cut  Issue  In  them 
regarding  the  true  meaning  and  scope  of  the  seventh  proviso 
In  section  3  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  1917.  and  since  our 
legislators  did  not  embody  in  that  i;mx)vIso  words  to  the  effect 
that  a  domicile  of  7  years  must  of  necessity  have  been 
obtained  by  an  immigrant  who  had  legally  entered. 

To  me,  Mr.  President,  It  is  utterly  Inconceivable  that  Con- 
gress could  ever  have  intended  that  the  seventh  proviso  would 
be  applicable  in  the  case  of  an  alien  who  had  entered  the 
United  States  In  an  Illegal  manner,  because  he  was  ineligible 
to  enter  In  a  lawful  manner,  and  that  by  hiding  out  for  a 
period  of  7  years  he  could  become  eligible  for  lawful  entry  in 
the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor.  Under  the  strained 
interpretation  of  the  meaning  and  scope  of  the  seventh  pro- 
viso, the  Department  of  Labor  assumed  the  actual  authority 
to  deal  with  the  cases  of  aliens  illegally  in  the  United  States, 
who  were  ineligible  under  the  law  for  entry  in  a  lawful  man- 
ner, and  exercised  the  Imaginary  discretionary  power  to  waive 
all  kinds  of  grounds  of  exclusion  in  such  cases  in  order  that 
aliens  might  depart  from  the  United  States,  procure  siUtable 
immigration  visas  somewhere  else,  and  be  admitted  as  immi- 
grants for  permanent  residence,  although  under  our  laws 
they  would  not  be  admissible  as  permanent  residents. 

In  some  cases  aliens  who  applied  for  preexamination  were 
found  to  be  excludable  on  one  of  the  grounds  mentioned  in  the 
law.  They  were  told  that  they  were  not  eligible  for  admis- 
sion under  the  discretionary  authority  In  the  seventh  proviso 
because  they  had  not  lived  Ulegally  in  the  United  SUtes  for 
the  necessary  period  of  7  consecutive  years,  but  that  if  they 
kept  on  violating  the  law  by  remaining  In  the  country  Illegally 
imtil  the  7  years  had  passed  they  might  come  back  and  ask 
for  seventh-proviso  action  in  order  to  have  all  their  sins 
washed  away  and  their  status  purified  by  the  seventh  proviso. 
Such  a  perversion  of  our  immigration  laws  by  public  servants 
sworn  to  enforce  them  can  scarcely  be  conceived  or  realized. 
However,  in  order  to  make  the  realization  effective,  refer- 
ence may  be  made  to  the  Ust-*nd  I  am  coming  to  it— of 
more  than  700  criminal  aliens  who  were  waived  Into  the 
United  States  by  the  I>epartment  of  Labor  under  the  seventh 
proviso.  Think  of  it.  The  Department  of  Labor,  under  the 
direction  and  in  the  discretion  of  the  present  Secretary  of 
Labor,  readmitted  to  this  country  700  criminal  aliens  who 
had  been  apprehended,  and  whom  we  wanted  to  deport,  but 
whom  the  Secretary  of  Labor  did  not  want  deported. 

One  of  these  aliens  was  previously  deported  from  the  United 
States  because  of  his  membership  In  the  Communist  Party. 
He  reentered  UlegaUy,  thereby  committing  a  felony,  for  which 
he  has  never  been  prosecuted.  The  seventh  proviso  was  in- 
voked to  wash  him  clean;  he  was  sent  to  Mexico  to  procure 
an  immigration  visa.  While  his  case  was  under  consideration 
at  an  American  consular  office  in  that  country  he  was  read- 
mitted into  the  United  States  without  an  immigration  visa. 
He  will,  of  course,  be  deportable  under  the  SnUth  bill,  which 
became  the  Registration  Act  of  1940  upon  its  approval  by  the 
President  a  few  days  ago  and  which  provides  for  the  registra- 
Uon  and  fingerprinting  of  aliens  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President.  I  was  naturally  highly  elated  when  that  bill 
was  signed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  enacted 
into  law,  because  for  more  than  5  years  I  have  advocated  in 
this  body  and  also  before  the  people  of  America  by  way  of 
i^)eeches  on  the  platform  and  broadcasts  over  the  radio  meas- 
ures which  would  enable  this  country  to  protect  itself  against 
certain  influences  by  requiring  the  registration  and  finger- 
printing of  every  noncitlzen  or  alien  as  Is  done  In  other  coun- 
tries that  have  been  more  diligent  about  such  matters  than 
have  we,  but,  unfortunately  for  me.  I  was  never  able  to  secure 
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favorable  action  upon  my  bill.  When  I  learned  that  Mr.  1 
Howard  Smith,  the  able  Member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives from  the  State  of  Virginia,  had  introduced  a  bill  of  that 
kind  with  other  provisions  I  was  elated,  particularly  when  I 
learned  that  the  bill  would  come  through  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee over  there,  as  it  did  here;  and  when  it  was  enacted  into 
law  I  was  pleased  because  I  knew  that  the  very  thing  I  had 
fought  for  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  throughout  the 
broad  expanses  of  this  Nation  at  last  had  been  realized.  I 
was  nappy,  Mr.  President,  because  I  knew  certainly  that  in 
this  emergency,  of  all  times,  we  needed  to  ascertain  who  were 
our  friends  and  who  were  our  enemies,  where  our  noncitizens 
were  residing,  whence  they  came,  when  they  came,  how  they 
came,  where  they  landed,  whether  legally  or  illegally,  and,  if 
they  landed  legally,  whether  or  not  they  remained  and  are 
now  here  legally.  Now  that  that  bill  will  soon  go  into  opera- 
tion by  reason  of  the  administrative  portions  thereof  on  Sep- 
tember 1,  I  shall  feel  that  my  country  has  been  made  more 
safe. 

In  passing  I  might  add  that  at  the  present  time  we  on  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate  are  now  holding 
public  hearings  upon  a  bill  designed  to  bring  about  com- 
pulsory registration  for  military  selective  service;  ^nd  I  recall 
that  the  bill  requires  that  every  male  individual  in  the  con- 
fines of  the  United  States  and  its  Territories  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  65,  American  citizen  or  alien,  shall  register  for 
such  selective  training  service.  I  hope  that  the  paragraph  or 
section  reqiiiilng  likewise  aliens  to  register  will  not  be  elimi- 
nated upon  the  theory  or  the  ground  or  the  arguments  that 
we  already  have  a  mandatory  registration  and  fingerprinting 
law  applsang  to  them. 

I  recognize,  as  does  the  able  senior  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Vandenberc],  who  does  me  the  honor  to  listen  so  atten- 
tively, that  the  Smith  bill  is  not  a  perfect  bill;  indeed,  very 
few  bills  are  perfect;  and  that  in  January  there  will  be  some 
suggestions  by  way  of  amendment  through  additional  bills 
placed  before  the  Members  of  this  body  for  their  attention 
designed  to  strengthen  that  law,  for  we  know  that  aliens 
who  are  in  this  country  Illegally  are  not  going  voluntarily  to 
present  themselves  at  post  offices  or  elsewhere  for  registra- 
tion, knowing  that  the  probabilities  are  that  they  will  be 
forthwith  deported.  So  additional  legislation  with  a  view  to 
strengthening  the  Smith  Act — and  congratulations  to  Flepre- 
sentative  Smith — wiU  then  be  introduced. 

Mr.  President,  some  of  the  aliens  on  the  list — and  I  have 
the  information  from  the  State  Department  at  my  request 
over  the  signature  of  an  official  of  the  State  Department,  so 
that  there  can  be  no  question  about  it — have  long  been  public 
charges  in  the  United  States  and  are  still  drawing  relief  at 
the  expense  of  the  taxpayers  of  this  country.  They  are,  of 
course,  excludable  imder  the  law,  but  the  excluding  groimds 
in  their  cases  have  been  waived  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
under  a  perverted  construction  of  the  seventh  proviso,  as  I 
have  Just  explained.  Other  aliens  on  the  list  are  afflicted 
with  a  loathsome  or  dangerous  contagious  disease ;  some  have 
tuberculosis,  which  in  itself  is  a  ground  of  exclusion.  But 
the  great  majority  of  the  aliens  are  criminals  of  the  worst 
tyjje — thieves,  embezzlers,  smugglers,  rapists,  perjurers,  forg- 
erers,  and  the  like.  Are  they  any  more  desirable  because  they 
happen  to  have  relatives  in  the  United  States? 

They  come  In  the  same  category  and  classification  as 
thousands  of  alien  criminals  who  liave  been  kept  in  this 
country  for  years  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  under  the  guise 
of  classifsring  them  as  "hardship  cases."  which  several  years 
ago  I  brought  to  the  attention  of  this  body,  as  gathered  from 
the  flies  of  the  Department  of  Labor  Immigration  and  Natu- 
ralization Division. 

While  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  is,  on  the  one 
hand,  engaged  in  tracking  down  criminals  in  this  country, 
it  is  fervently  to  be  hoped  that  the  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation Service,  on  the  other  hand,  will  stop  setting  aside  oxir 
immigration  and  deportation  laws  in  order  to  let  more  alien 
criminals  into  this  coimtry.  We  already  have  enough  of 
them;  we  already  have  too  many  of  them;  and  we  will  find 
certainly  within  a  few  years  that  we  baye  too  many,  and 


then  we  will  prick  up  our  ears  and  think  about  this  thing  as 
concretely  and  as  enthusiastically  as  we  did  a  few  days  ago 
about  the  registration  and  fingerprinting  measure,  although 
a  short  time  prior  to  its  enactment  many  people  doubted  that 
we  would  be  so  cruel  as  to  fingerprint  the  poor  little  aliens  in 
our  midst,  when  many  of  these  poor  little  aliens  were  all  the 
time  boring  from  within  while  we  remained  the  big  sap  of 
the  world,  as  we  have  always  remained  insofar  as  aliens  of 
this  character  are  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  both  these  arms  or  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment are  now  under  one  head,  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States,  Mr.  Jackson,  the  chief  law  officer  of  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  the  Government.  If  he  is  unable  to  reverse 
the  interpretation  of  the  seventh  proviso  adopted  by  the 
Labor  Department,  he  is.  at  least,  able  to  exercise  his  discre- 
tion more  circumspectly  and  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  that 
discretion  which  has  marked  the  administration  of  the  law 
by  the  Department  of  Labor. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  understood  that  the  pre-examlnation 
procedure  of  the  Department  of  Labor  has  been  discontinued 
by  the  Department  of  Justice.  At  least.  I  recall  having  ob- 
served an  article  in  one  of  the  local  newspapers  several  days 
ago  in  reference  to  that  by  way  of  an  interview  which  came 
from  the  Attorney  General. 

The  Smith  bill,  as  I  said  a  moment  ago.  made  this  step  nec- 
essary upon  its  enactment,  since  the  second  paragraph  In 
section  30,  title  m.  of  that  bUl.  which  became  the  Registra- 
tion Act  of  1940.  as  mentioned  a  moment  ago.  when  it  was 
approved  by  the  President  on  June  28.  1940,  reads  as  follows: 

Any  alien  seeking  to  enter  the  United  States  who  does  not  present 
a  visa  (except  In  emergency  cases  defined  by  the  Secretary  of  State), 
a  reentry  permit,  or  a  border-crossing  identification  card  sbaU 
be  excluded  from  admission  to  the  United  States. 

It  Will  no  longer  be.  by  any  stretch  of  the  imagination, 
legally  permissible  for  the  Immigration  and  Natiu'alization 
Service  to  do  what?  To  promise  to  accept  an  illegally  resi- 
dent alien  back  into  the  United  States  without  a  visa,  as  was 
promised  prior  to  the  admission  of  aliens  back  into  the  United 
States  by  the  present  Secretary  of  Labor. 

Mr.  President,  in  reference  to  that  subject,  let  me  say  that 
I  had  heard  of  this  violation,  as  I  claim,  of  our  immigration 
laws  by  our  Secretary  of  Labor.  I  had  heard  that  our  present 
Secretary  of  Labor  had  been  misconstniing  the  seventh 
proviso  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  1917  by  permitting  alien 
criminals  to  leave  ^his  country  to  go  to  Canada  or  Mexico 
and  get  a  reentry  visa  and  come  back  into  this  country, 
whereas  if  application  initially  had  been  made  by  them  under 
the  immigration  laws  they  would  not  have  been  permitted  to 
come  here.  I  could  not  conceive  of  a  high  executive  of  the 
Government  assuming  to  place  upon  the  seventh  proviso  of 
that  act  the  interpretation  which  was  placed  upon  it  by  the 
Secretary  of  Labor.  I  was  actually  appalled  when  I  learned 
what  had  been  done,  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  we  have 
in  this  country  more  crime  than  is  found  in  any  other  coun- 
try upon  the  face  of  the  earth;  that  we  have  in  this  country 
more  alien  criminals  than  are  to  be  found  in  any  other 
country  upon  the  face  of  the  earth;  in  the  face  of  the  fact 
that  we  have  too  many  criminals  of  our  own,  without  main- 
taining and  coddling  the  alien  criminals  of  other  lands;  but 
it  was  done.  So  I  took  up  the  matter  with  the  Department  of 
State. 

Mr,  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Yes;  I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  was  interested  In  the  observation  made  by 
the  Senator  that  the  present  Secretary  of  Labor  permitted 
alien  criminals  who  had  come  to  the  United  States  to  go  to 
Canada  or  to  some  other  country,  and  then,  I  suppose,  after 
they  had  obtained  a  passport  or  a  visa,  received  them  back 
into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Yes;  permitted  them  to  reenter.  I  wlU 
say  to  the  able  Senator  from  Utah,  whom  I  know  to  be  very 
much  Interested  in  this  subject  and  its  relation  to  subversive 
activities,  that  I  am  informed  that  it  was  understood  that 
there  was  an  agreement,  or.  rather,  an  tmderstanding — be- 
cause an  agreement  would  have  been  considered  a  treaty,  and 
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the  Senate  would  have  had  to  pass  upon  the  treaty — that  if 
the  other  coim  tries  concerned  did  not  permit  ■the  aliens  to 
come  across  their  borders,  we  would  take  them  back.  In  other 
words,  there  was  an  imderstanding  to  the  effect  that  if  the 
countries  referred  to  would  not  permit  visas  to  be  issued  to 
the  criminals  delivered  to  them  to  come  back  into  this  coim- 
try. we  would  take  them  back,  thus  spcuring  embarrassment 
and  expense  to  the  countries  to  which  they  had  gone. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  further  inquire  whether  the  crimes  of 
which  these  persons  were  guilty  were  malum  in  se  or  merely 
malimi  prohibitimi?  I  can  conceive,  possibly,  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Labor  permitting  a  person  to  leave  the  United  States 
and  afterward  reenter  it  who  had  violated  some  act  which  was 
not  malum  in  se,  but  was  merely  malum  prohibitum;  some 
ordinance  or  some  act  which  did  not  involve  moral  turpitude. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Certainly,  as  the  Senator  knows,  an  alien 
coming  into  the  United  States  illegally  is  classed  as  a  felon. 
lliat  is  the  classification  under  which  such  aliens  falL 

In  answer  to  the  Senator's  question,  I  desire  now  to  bring 
to  his  attention  the  names  of  some  of  the  aliens  to  whom  I 
refer;  and  I  shall  recite  the  crimes  of  which  they  were  con- 
victed. I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  what  I  am  about  to 
bring  to  his  attention  is  not  hearsay.  I  did  not  want  to  make 
any  statement  in  regard  to  what  I  had  heard,  or  what  some- 
body had  told  me  which  he  had  heard  from  somebody  else;  so 
I  obtained  this  information  officially  frpm  the  State  Depart- 
ment. I  paid  several  personal  visits  to  that  Department;  smd 
in  order  to  have  my  interest  of  an  official  nature  in  the  form 
of  a  record.  I  directed  a  communication  in  confirmation  of 
personal  statements  I  had  made  and  conversations  I  had  had 
over  the  telephone. 

Mr.  KING.  Then  the  Senator  means  that  the  persons  who 
left  the  United  States  had  been  guilty  of  felonies,  and  that 
they  went  to  some  foreign  country,  obtained  visas  and  came 
back  again,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  they  had  been 
branded  as  criminals  by  reason  of  having  committed  felonies 
rather  than  violations  of  some  tmimportant  regvilation? 

B4r.  REYNOLDS.  Quite  so;  and  that  was  permitted  to  be 
done  under  what  I  claim  to  be  a  legal  misinterpretation  of 
the  statute  itself. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  before  me  and  I  now  read  from  a 
letter  upon  the  letterhead  of  the  Department  of  State,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C.  This  letter  is  dated  J:me  1.  1940.  In  the  left- 
hand  corner  it  says: 

Address  ofDclal  communications  to  the  Secretary  of  State.  Wash- 
ington. D  C. 

In  type  directly  beneath  the  seal: 

In  reply  refer  to  VD  160.07/172. 

Mt  Dear  Senator  Rztnouis:  With  further  reference  to  your 
letter  of  April  29.  1940.  I  enclose  herewith  in  accordance  with  your 
request  a  list  of  aliens  whose  admission  Into  the  United  States  has 
been  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  under  the  seventh  proviso 
to  section  3  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  February  6,  1917. 

With  which  I  am  confident  the  Senator  from  Utah  Is  fully 
familiar,  because  I  understand  that  the  able  Senator  took  a 
very  active  part  in  those  matters  when  we  were  bringing 
about  the  enactment  of  that  necessary  legislation. 

The  groxuds  of  exclualon  which  were  waived  In  each 

Mind  you — 

The  grounds  of  exclusion  which  were  walred  to  each 

Waived  by  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  I  add — 
•re  indicated  opposite  each  name  on  the  list  and  explained  to  the 
footnotes  at  the  end  of  the  list,  which  Is  cumulative  to  thU  dste, 
and  practically,  although  not  entltrely.  oo«nplet«.  

The  fllo  numbt-r  of  the  Department  of  Labor  to  any  of  ths  ca«e« 
listed  win  be  furnlahed  upon  your  request. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Ptar  the  Secretary  of  State:  ^ 

Pf ■■■  ■■winng  I>OlfO, 

I  Assistant  Secretary. 

Enclostire: 

List  of  aliens. 

That  18  where  we  become  vitally  interested.  We  want  to 
•ee  what  the  Secretary  of  Labor  has  been  doing.  We  are 
pointing  out  these  things  In  order  that  the  Department  of 


Justice,  under  whose  direction  this  law  will  be  administered 
from  now  on,  shall  not  encounter  any  hazards  or  pitfalls. 
Here  is  the  list.   I  read: 

List  of  aliens  whose  admission  toto  the  United  SUtes  has  been 
authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  and  the  grounds  of  exclusion 
which  have  been  waived  In  each  case  under  the  Department  of 
Labor's  Interpretation  of  the  discretionary  authority  contained 
In  the  seventh  proviso  to  section  3  of  the  Immigration  Act  ol 
February  5,  1917. 

I  repeat,  and  I  emphasize,  and  I  recall  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senators  who  do  me  the  hoiwr  to  listen,  that  the  crimes 
of  those  whose  names  I  shall  read,  respectively  and  at  length, 
were  waived  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor.  They  follow.  I 
shall  first  read  the  alien's  name,  and  then  I  shall  read  the 
grounds  of  exclusion,  the  grounds  that  were  waived,  and  then 
I  shall  leave  to  the  sound  judgment  of  the  American  people 
whether  or  not  I  have  been  right  during  the  past  5  years, 
from  day  to  day  and  from  week  to  week,  in  demanding  that 
our  representatives  In  the  Government  deport  alien  criminals 
who  are  trying  to  destroy  our  Government,  the  same  alien 
criminals  who  unquestionably  will  indulge  in  sabotage  and 
espionage. 


LIST   or    ALIENS    WHOSE   ADMTSSIOK   INTO   THE   UNITED   STATES    HAS 

AUTHORIZED  BT  THE  SECRETAaT  OT  LABOR  AND  THE  GROUNDS  OF  EXCLU- 
SION WHICH  HAVE  BEEN  WAIVED  IN  EACH  CASE  UNDER  THE  DEPARTMENT 
or  LABOR'S  INTERPRETATION  OF  THE  DISCRETIONAKT  AUTHOBITT  CON- 
TAINED IN  THB  SEVENTH  PROVISO  IN  SECTION  3  Or  THS  IMMIGRATION 
ACT  OF  FEBRUART  6,   1917 

Nicola  Palombella,  perjury.* 
■  Herman  Jurlstlcansky.  perjxiry  and  forgery." 

Manuel  Gonzalez,  smuggling. 

Btanlslaw  Hronclch,  perjury.* 

Francesco  Adelfio,  perjury.* 

Matteo  Manzl,  perjury »  and  marriage  license  fraud. 

Pletro  Glacoponello.  perjury  »  and  forgery.* 

Salvatore  Barbarino,  perjury.* 

Peter  Vogel,  theft. 

Solomon  Bereshkofsky,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Fred  Buslad.  perjury  '  and  registration  fraud. 

Eugenlo  Zappa,  perjury.* 

Albin  Anton  Wolt,  perjury  In  deportation  proceedings. 

Vlncenzo  Cosentlno,  perjury.* 

Giuseppe  Campo.  perjury  and  forgery." 

Bernardo  Staffetta,  perjury.* 

Victor  C.  Da  Sllva,  perjury.* 

Antonio  Prestiglacomo,  perjury  and  forgery." 

Lulgl  Castagna,  perjury  and  forgery." 

Anna  S.  Hoffman,  perjury  and  forgery." 

Manlio  Bandel.  perjtiry.* 

Nlcolo  Kanyer,  perjury.* 

Joseph  PUslch,  perjury.* 

Leib  Glttleman,  perjury.» 

Pletro  Perrandlno,  perjury.* 

George  Bugarlu,  perjury  and  forgery  (reentry  permit  and  nat- 
uralization frauds) . 

Harry  E.  Hussel,  perjury." 

Francesco  Saplenza,  perjury." 

Demetrlos  Neohorltls,  perjury  (facts  not  stated). 

Raphael  Punk,  perjury  and  forgery.^ 

Helen  Reiner  Burger,  perjury  and  forgery." 

Henrlette  M.  Kantor,  perjury  and  forgery." 

Antonio  Bgargllardlch.  perjury.* 

Antonio  Scares  Carlnha.  perjury  and  forgery  (reentry  permit  and 
naturalization  frauds). 

Btanlslaw  Matuszewskl,  perjury*  and  lUlteracy. 

Max  Grossman,  perjury.' 

Antonio  Alello.  perjury  (Immigration  fraud). 

Francesco  Buslnelll.  perjury.* 

Giuseppe  Sclacca,  perjury.* 

Olno  Bearzatto,  perjury.' 

Wasyl  Fedklw,  perjury.* 

Angelo  Oddo.  perjury  and  Incestuous  marriage  and  cohabitation 
to  the  State  of  New  York. 
Angelo  IniKX5entl.  perjury.* 
Bernard  J.  Sprlngett.  theft. 

Richard  Carl  Rlgge.  perjury." 

Jose  Victorlo  Garcia  y  Angelo,  perjury  and  lorgery." 
Nasslf  Mahfooz.  perjury.' 

Slmche  Storch.  perjury' 
Julia  de  Marchl.  forgery.* 
Diego  Lanza,  perjury  and  forgery.' 


'  Naturalization  fraud  to  obtaining  flrrt  or  second  papers  UlegaUy 
wbUe  to  United  StaUs  lllegaUy.  ^       ^      .. 

s  Immigration  visa  fraud,  followed  by  Ulegal  entry  and  naturaliza- 
tion fraud  In  obtaining  first  or  second  papers,  or  both  first  and 
•econd  papers. 

« American  passport  fraudulently  obtained  and  used  to  enter  tb« 
1    United  SUtes  UlcgaUy. 
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Lena  O.  Hendel,  perjury.* 

Hermann  Kass,  pierjury.* 

Katarzyna  Kot.  perjury.* 

Walter  KleLn,  perjiu7.=' 

Zofla  Dzierwa,  perjxiry  and  forgery.* 

Vasileff  Atanasoff,  perjiiry  (lacts  not  stated). 

Giuseppe  Giovanni  Olceli.  perjury  (reentry  permit  and  naturall- 
Batlon  frauds). 

Josef  Hirschowltz,  perjury  and  forgery." 

Sergio  Parco.  perjury.' 

Jaccb  Stelner.  perjury.* 

Giuseppe  Sucato.  perjury  and  forgery." 

Joan  Peieslu.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Edith  T.  Ctortese,  theft. 

Andrew  Duda,  perjury.' 

Pletro  dl  Glacinto.  perjviry  and  forgery  (visa,  reentry  permit,  and 
natiirallzatlon  frauds). 

Anton  Kuvac,  perjury.' 

Giuseppe  LucarelU.  perjury  and  forgery  (visa,  reentry  permit,  aiKl 
naturalization   frauds). 

Alexander  Szucs,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Josel  Urjeszewlcz,  perjury  and  forgery." 

Chalm  Kaplan,  perjury  and  forgery.' 

Herman  Prokers.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Francesco  Batlgnani,  perjury.' 

Charles  F.  Murchlson.  smuggling. 

Giovanni  Lublcich,  perjury.' 

Mauro  Gullo,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Ruben  Bruck.  p>erjury.' 

Jacob  Lelbowltz,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Desldero  Mazzella.  perjury.' 

Abraham  Kotler,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Angell  Oalllano.  perjury  (reentry  permit  and  naturalization 
frauds) . 

Max  Natenson,  perjury  and  forgery* 

Giovanni  Albano,  perjury  (facts  not  stated). 

Antonio  Cicotto,  perjury.' 

Carlo  di  Pinto,  perjury  and  forgery  (visa  and  immigration  frauds) . 

Endrea  Branoff.  perjury.* 

David  Tucker,  theft.  [^ 

Corrado  Rutlgliano,  perjury.* 

Crazio  Mlgllorata,  perjury  (reentry  permit  and  naturalization 
frauds). 

Evan  Stoyanoff,  theft  (Dyer  Act,  automobile). 

John  Obradovtc,  perjviry  and  forgery.* 

Ernest  O.  Custer,  theft. 

Wojciech  Pusdo,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Avigust  K.  P.  Koch,  theft. 

Pablo  Urlbe,  perjury  ( Unmlgratlon  fraud). 

Krystlna  Pyrcz,  perjiory  and  forgery.* 

Giuseppe  Belviso,  perjury.' 

Bernardo  Canale.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Edouard  Vermelren.  theft. 

Gertrude  K.  Grelsel.  perjury  (visa  and  reentry  permit  frauds). 

Marco  A.  O.  Hronclch.  perjxiry.' 

Joseph  Weber,  perjury  (facts  not  stated). 

Silvio  Pastine,  perjury  and  conspiracy  (registration  and  nattirall- 
sat  Ion  frauds). 

Carmellna  R.  Zacchlno,  perjury.* 

Giuseppe  Panlco,  perjury.' 

Peria  Kaufman,  forgery  (visa  and  immigration  frauds). 

Joseph  Belich,  perjury.' 

Mandel  Sztern.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Joseph  Bedostl,  perjury  (reentry  permit  and  naturalization 
frauds ) . 

Chuna  Ruben  Apelbaum,  perjtuy.* 

Gloglo  Pecoraro,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Herman  Bukrlnsky.  perjury.' 

Aaron  Miller  (Muller),  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Franco  Varlsco,  perjury  and  forgery.» 

Giuseppe  Casola,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Rodolfo  Scopaz.  perjury.' 

Ramon  de  la  Torre,  burglary. 

Daniel  A.  Sobrelro,  perjury  (registration  fraud). 

Kasryl  Szatman,  perjury.* 

Zarko  Popov,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Crescenzo  Albano,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Sam  Storch,  perjury.' 

Harry  C.  H.  Gartner,  perjury.* 

Letterlo  Dona  to,  perjury  and  subornation  of  perjtiry  In  registra- 
tion fraud. 

Olosue  Cossaro,  perjury.* 

Sam  Fatigatl,  perjury.* 

Estelle  Welner,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Harry  Grundhand.  perjury.' 

Marco  Oagllone.  perjury.* 


1  Naturalization  fraud  in  obtaining  first  or  second  papers  illegally 
irhile  in  United  States  Illegally. 

>  Immigration  visa  fraud,  followed  by  illegal  entry  and  naturaliza- 
tion fraud  in  obtaining  first  or  second  papers,  or  both  first  and 
■econd  papers. 

'  American  passport  fraudulently  obtained  and  used  to  enter  the 
United  States  Illegally. 

*  American  pa5sjx>rt  fraudulently  obtained  and  used  to  enter  the 
United  States  illegally,  followed  by  naturalization  fraud  in  obtaining 
first  or  second  papers,  or  botti  first  and  second  papexs. 


Lorenz  Rathje,  bigamy. 

Victor  R.  Stewart,  theft. 

Ezlo  de  Vecchl,  perjury.* 

Giuseppe  Patlnella,  perjury  (reentry  permit  fraud). 

Matija  Sega,  perjury.' 

Joseph  Sabbath  (Urjasovlclus),  perjxiry  (visa  and  Immigration 
frauds). 

Silvio  Plcarelli.  perjury.* 

AndreJ  Baran,  perjury.* 

August  A.  Meyer,  perjxiry.* 

Giovanni  Hronclch.  perjxiry.* 

Ruth  Wlnkelsteln  Radin,  perjxiry.* 

Mario  Lamerba.  perjury.' 

Benny  Schmukler,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Joseph  Dlttlger,  perjxiry.' 

Polyxenl  Tsoukalos,  forgery  (coxinterfeit  visa  traxid). 

Francisco  Camara,  perjxiry  and  forgery.* 

Sarah  Gomez,  perjury.* 

Ciemente  Barrcs,  perjury  and  forgery* 

Bojka  Popova  Mllankov,  perjxiry  and  forgery.* 

George  Bengaxln.  perjxiry  (reentry  permit  and  natxirallzatlon 
frauds) . 

Giovanni  B.  Toffolo,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Berta  Kraemer,  perjxiry  and  forgery  (visa  and  immigration 
frauds) . 

Joseph  Herschmann,  perjxiry  and  forgery  (visa  and  Immigration 
frauds). 

Antonio  Pravenzano.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Eugene  Zappa,  perjury.' 

Esther  Klug  Wiener,  perjxiry  (sec.  220,  U.  S.  Code). 

Leo  Usher  Ackerman.  perjxiry.* 

Alexander  E.  Barran.  perjxiry  (Immigration  and  registration 
frauds) . 

Corrado  Arradlo,  perjxiry  and  forgery  (reentry  permit  and  nat- 
tirallzatlon  frauds). 

Maria  Covl,  perjxiry.* 

Giovanni  Notarcx  perjxiry  and  forgery.* 

Antonio  Giacoponello,  perjxiry.^ 

Ivan  Ivancev,  perjury.* 

Eric  Schafer.  perjury.' 

John  N.  Chicoxiras,  perjxiry.* 

Patrick  J.  Rellly.  perjxiry  (registration  and  naturalization  frauds). 

Giovanni  Caruso,  perjury.' 

Constantlne  F.  Polls,  obtaining  money  under  false  pretenses. 

Joseph  Vesellza.  perjxiry.* 

Glxiseppe  Tomlnovich,  jaerjxiry.* 

Edward  Cereghino,  perjury.* 

Gltta  Rubin  Ferman,  perjxiry.* 

Oscar  John  Feldshau.  perjxiry  in  United  States  Navy  enlistment 
application. 

Nicola  Publlano,  perjxiry  (visa,  passport,  immigration,  and  nat- 
uralization frauds) . 

Stoyan  Atanasoff,  perjury.* 

Gerhard  H.  Nordenbrock,  theft. 

Oswald  Oetruer.  perjury  In  application  for  extension  of  tempo- 
rary stay  In  United  States. 

Bessie  H.  Waldman,  perjury.* 

Henry  Booth,  theft. 

Gaetano  Pafximl,  perjxiry.* 

Adolf  Bayko,  perjury  In  Canadian  naturalization  and  United 
States  Immigration  proceedings. 

Rachel  Schildkraut.  perjxiry  (Immigration  visa  fraud). 

Paolo  Scarola,  jjerjury  and  forgery.* 

Gerlando  Mlrasola,  perjxiry  and  forgery.* 

Johan  Bodrog,  p>erjxiry.» 

Theodor  Rosenberg,  perjxiry.* 

Benjamin  Benjamlnoff,  perjxiry.* 

Max  Weinrlb,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Ralmondo  Bentlvegna.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Joseph  Rosenweln,  perjxiry  (Immigration  visa  fraud). 

Brxuo  Pontello,  perjxiry  (facts  not  stated). 

Efrajem  Braun.  perjxiry  and  forgery.* 

Jozefa  Braska.  perjury,  and  prevloxisly  deported  (immigration  visa 
fraud). 

Julbert  De  Rxiiter,  fraud  in  connection  with  the  Illegal  manufac- 
txire  of  liquors. 

Louis  Kotyuk.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Mariano  Mlrtl,  perjxiry.* 

inijah  Opatowskl,  perjury.* 

Macek  Lechtensztejn,  perjxiry.* 

Agata  Szot,  perjury.' 

William  H.  Taylor,  perjviry.* 

Thomas  Sweeney,  perjury  and  forgery  (visa  and  ImmlgraUoo 
frauds) . 

Frederick  V.  Mauro,  perjxiry  (registration  fraud). 

Ballnl  Recsanszkl.  perjury.* 

William  E.  Tomlinson,  perjxiry.* 

Peter  J.  Straetmans.  perjury  (facts  not  stated). 

Sebastian  Romero,  perjury  (In  deportaUon  proceedings). 

*  Naturalization  fraud  In  obtaining  first  or  second  papers  illegallT 
while  in  United  States  Illegally. 

« Immigration  visa  fraud,  followed  by  Illegal  entry  and  naturaliza- 
tion fraud  In  obtaining  first  or  second  papers,  or  both  first  and 
second  papers. 

'American  passport  fraudulently  obtained  and  used  to  enter  the 
United  SUtes  Ulegally. 
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Anton  Rogovlc.  perjxiry.* 

Refugio  Munoz.  prevloxis  deportation  as  a  prostitute. 

Robert  S.  Storm,  perjury,  •everal  oflenaes,  and  liltely  become  pub- 
lic charge. 

Simon  Penlowycz,  j>erJxiTy.» 

Giuseppe  Salvatore  Prestla,  perjury  (registration  traxid). 

Magdalcna  Kulifay,  perjury  and  forgery,* 

Steven  Moshluk.  perjury  (facta  not  stated). 

Alfred  J.  WUlis.  theft. 

Irene  V.  Cote,  theft. 

Carlo  File,  perjxiry.* 

Serafim  Carvelho,  perjury.* 

Joaaph  Vaaelesky,  rep>eated  theft  and  other  crlmM. 

Andrea  Turco.  perjury  (facts  not  stated). 

Francesco  CasteUl.  perjxiry  (reentry  permit  and  natxirallzatlon 
frauds). 

Adam  Dzjamba,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Domenloo  Zuccaro.  perjury  and  forgery*  .      .     ..       _. 

Carmen   R.   de   Garcia,   perjury   and   forgery    (immigration  Visa 

Alessandro  Mattloda.  perjury  and  forgery  (ImmlgraUoci  visa 
fraud). 

Marie  K.  Skadra,  perjury.*  

Francesco  Paradlno,  perjxiry  (Immigration  Tlsa  fraud) . 

Henry  8.  Harrington,  theft.  

Thomas  E.  Jones,  perjury  (previously  excluded  as  a  procurer  ol 

prostitutes). 

Rudolf  Breede.  theft.  .       w*  .   , ~n-#  «« 

Salvatore  dl  MarUno.  fraud  and  con^lracy  in  obtaining  relief  In 

United  States.  ^  _  ...  ,        . .♦.„„  ^.„ 

Morru  Goldberg,  fraud  and  uttering  counterfeit  ImmlgraUon  vl». 
ICenta  Goutis.  Ulegal  entry  with  immigration  visa  obtained  by 

fraud  and  perjury. 

Patrick  F  de  Coste.  perjury.*  ..  -„  ..v 

Angelo  Callpano.  perjxiry  (reentry  permit  fraud). 

Antonio  Campos,  perjury  and  forgery.'  ^     ^  _^     ,,  

j^F^nteinFo.  theft  (convicted  In  New  Tork  of  stealing  ga«>- 

llne  from  automobile). 

Veronica  Wojclk,  perjury.*  .     ..    ,  .      *     ».--.^^„«  ^^*% 

Jack  L.  Knudsen,  perjury  and  fraudulent  claim  to  American  dU- 

aenship  in  order  to  obtain  employment. 

Andrea  Sosa,  likely  to  become  public  charge.  ^ut^^^^ 

Ascenclon  Salinas,  perjury  (registration  fraud)  "d  illiteracy. 
Eulallo  Moreno,  perjury  (registration  fraud)  '^^  lU^^^y^^^rtpa 
Bernard  S.  A.  Studentkowskl.  perjury  (Unmlgratlon  and  registra- 

**°GuS3S!o  Li  Pera.  forgery  (uttering  counterfeit  immigration  visa 

in  entering  Illegally). 

Anthony  Alcamo,  perjury  (facts  not  stated).  

Antonio  DOUveUtTraneco.  perjury  and  forgery  (Immigration  visa 

Francis  A   Qulder,  theft  (2  convictions).  .,__  ..x 

Elisa  Del  S  Lupinl.  perjury  and  forgery  (immigration  visa  ftaud). 
SSnlo  de  l^daVas.  perjury  and  forgery  (Immigration  visa 

fraud ) .  _        . . 

Marja  Lemanskl.  perjury  (immigration  visa  fk«ud). 

f^IlcitaB  Morales,  public  charge.  -_  ,<» 

Katerlna  Dubetz.  perjxiry  and  forgery  (Immigration  visa  fraud). 

Jan  Grosko,  theft. 

William  K.  McDormand.  theft. 

Andrea  Sosa,  public  charge. 

Marie  M.  C.  Beauvals,  public  charge.  w^ntrr  ner- 

Emll  Mllost.  perjury  (immigration,  registration,  and  reentry  per 

Lulgi    Itortmi,    perjviry    (immigration   visa   and   reentry  permit 

^Colfiuelo  A.  De  La  Cruz,  perjury  and  forgery  (Immigration  visa 

Franclszek  Machnlk.  perjury  and  'ofK**^-* 

Edwin  W.  Thomasson.  perjury  (marrlage-Uoense  fraud). 

Herman  Feinman,  perjury.*  _  _  *  ..^ 

Giuseppe  Rlcheda,  perjviry  (facts  not  stated) .  4^„,™-*Jon 

^llce    Musci.    perjury     (Canadian    passport    and    Immigration 

Anselo  Oallfano.  perjury  (facta  not  stated) .  ,„«.*i~,  „nrt 

Chlrles  J.  Nahid.>«-jury  (Immigration  visa  and  Immigration  port 

^"^A^ila  Nahid,  perjury  (immigration  visa  and  ImmlgraUon  port 

frauds).  ^ 

Domenico  Monastlerl.  perjxiry.*        _^  .    ., 

William  Lypen.  perjury  (facts  not  stated) .  banking 

W.  Robert  Montgomery,   violation  of  New  Tork  State   oanxing 

^Alfredo  CoppoteUi.  perjury  and  forgery  (Immigration  frauds). 


WUllam  A.  Vagt,  rape. 
Arthur  SantJtngelo.  larceny. 
Nora  Hennelly,  forgery.* 

Juan  Basurto,  theft  and  llUteracy.  /.«.„.«-««« 

Despina  A   A.  Kermetzoglous.  perjury  and  forgery  (Immigrmtlon 
visa  and  Immigration  frauds) . 
John  D.  Higglns,  public  charge. 
Fortunato  Flore,  pubUc  charge  and  Illiteracy. 
Leon  Vanooteghem.  perjury  (reentry  permit  ft*"«»)-     ^  ^, . .,_ 
Joseph  R.  E>unn,  pubUc  charge  and  assisted  aUen  (passage  paid  Dy 

°^p^don  PetratoB,  previous  attack  of  insanity.  puUlc  etiaxge, 
previously  deported. 

Concepcion  Flores,  theft. 

Sara  Rivera,  public  charge. 

Alberts  C.  Olmedo,  public  charge. 

Gullermo  Gonzalez,  theft. 

Leonard  David  Abreau.  theft.  ,».-«•*  f-.,vi\ 

Francesco  V.  Giuffre,  perjury  and  forgery  (reentry  P«railt  frtUQ). 

Esperanza  Q.  de   Morales,  perjury    (registration  fraud).  

John  L.  Plnchxis,  perjxiry  (Immigration  visa  and  Immigration 
frauds). 

Ramon  Gomez,  Illiteracy. 

Mrs.  Ramon  Gomez,  likely  become  public  cnarg*. 

Frank  A.  Walden,  perjury.*  _«._*^.- 

Edith  M.  Nye,  pauper,  likely  become  public  charge,  and  assistea 
alien  (passage  paid  by  others). 

SebasGuerra,   physically   defective  and   likely   become   pubUc 

Carl  A.  R.  Anderson,  contributing  to  dellnqviency  of  minor. 
Joseph  Brajuha,  perjury*  -.«„„.» 

Frank  Kovach.  perjxiry  and  forgery    (ImmlgraUon  visa  fraud). 
Mary  PavUlne  Kavifman,  likely  become  public  charge. 
Alfred  Thomas  Kaufman,  likely  become  public  charge. 
John  L.  ONeill,  perjury  and  forgery  (immigration  visa  fraud). 
Ooldle  Novossel,  perjxiry  and  forgery.* 
Isldro  Ruiz,  perjury   (immigration  fraud). 

Nikola  Miskov,  perjury.'  .,„    ..v 

Ghana  Brodsky,  perjury  and  forgery  (inunigratlon  visa  «*"<!)• 
Calogero  Bernardo,  perjury  and  forgery  (Immigration.  natvuuUaa- 
tlon,  and  reentry  permit  frauds). 

Guadalupe  Martinez,  Ukeiy  become  pubUc  charge. 
Juan  Martinez,  likely  become  public  charge. 
Juan  Raya,  likely  become  public  charge. 
Mathllde  Raya,  likely  become  public  charge. 
Fernando  Vela,  likely  become  public  charge. 
Soledad  Tapla,  likely  become  pubUc  charge. 

Anna  Voelker,  tuberculosis.  

y^tTiT*"""  Magfdewskl.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Marya  Chmxira,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Francesco  Napoll,  physically  defective.  Illiterate,  and  likely  become 

public  charge.  .....__   ^v 

Carlos  De  Jesus,  perjury  (reentry  permit  fraud). 

na  Dellow,  theft.  _*      *__    ..v 

Alice  Rubensteln,  i>erjury  and  forgery  (ImmlgraUon  visa  rraud). 

Lulglo  Flor  Del  Tos.  perjxiry  and  forgery.'  _.       ,        ^v 

Mary  McCombe,  perjury  and  forgery  (immigration  visa  fraxid). 

Joseph  Csanyl.  perjury  (immigration  visa  fraud). 

Juan  Rivas,  Illiterate.  ^.        _       ,       ^ 

Giuseppe  CasoU.  perjvuy  and  forgery  (Unmlgratlon  visa  fraud, 
naturalization  fraud),  carrying  concealed  weapons,  and  vtoUttag 
State  prohibition  laws.  ..__.. 

Antonio  Oaudio.  perjxiry  (registration  fraud)  • 

Christophoros  Divarls.  perjxiry  and  forgery  (registration  and  nat- 
arallzatlon  frauds) . 

At&naslo  Rodriguez,  Illiteracy. 

Glttel  Mart,  perjury  (ImmlgraUon  visa  fraud). 

Guadelupe  Contreras.  bigamy. 

Joao  da  C.  Gomes,  perjury  in  deportation  proceedings. 

Antonio  Joaquim.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

CamUle  Letendre.  physically  defective  and  Ukely  become  public 

charge. 

lenaclo  Castillo,  theft.  .  ..^  .     ^  .. 

Rjnlfacla  Archuleta,  physically  defecttve  and  likely  become  pub- 

""^EW^o^Leo.  larceny,  carrying  concealed  weapons,  and  faUure  to 

^^MlSSe  D.  Gregorlo,   theft,  perjury,  and  forgery    (Immlgratton 

visa  fraud).  „     ^  ,    *._^ 

Manuel  Sxjstalta.  physically  defective. 
Faxistino  Sustalta,  perjury  In  deporUtlon  prooeedinga. 
Sabatlnl  Leo,  perjxiry  and  forgery.' 
John  Mann,  perjury  In  deportaUon  proceedings. 
Juan  Cabrera,  perjury  (ImmlgraUon  fraud).  ,.^  ,     ^ 

Crlstlna  Plates,  perjury  (immigration  fraud),  also  likely  become 

^"Luigi*'E?S5a.  perjury  and  forgery  (immigration  visa  fraud). 
J.  A.  Tetreault,  theft. 
Peter  Borovlna,  likely  become  public  charge. 


'  Naturalization  fraud  in  obtalnhag  first  or  second  papers  illegally 

^^rmlS-?t^nTsa'^a"iT?5fowed  by  illegal  entry  -J  nat^^l^ 
tlon  fSxS  in  obtaining  first  or  second  papers,  or  both  first  and 

"*^°>Se?i"<5S'pas8port  fraudulentiy  obtained  and  used  to  enter  the 
United  SUtes  Ulegally. 


'  Naturalization  fraud  in  obtaining  first  or  second  papers  illegally 

'^rm,g°arnTsa'1ra"iWu.we.,  b,  m.g.1  «>.ry  ^"?-'>»: 
tion  fraxid  in  obtaining  first  or  second  papers,  or  both  first  and 

"^^  ASe?i*c^n"passport  fraudulenUy  obtained  and  used  to  enter  tbe 
United  States  illegally. 
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Joao  M.  de  Ollvelra.  perjviry  (Immigration  visa  fraud). 
John  Benedetto,  perjxiry  In  registration  proceedings. 
Hercule  Le  May.  likely  become  public  charge. 
Aubrey  Cannmg.  ptayslcally  defective  and  Ukely  become  public 
charge. 
Jow  A.  Garcia.  likely  become  public  charge. 
Mary  Pellius  Garcia,  likely  become  public  charge. 
Margarita  Oarcia.  likely  become  public  charge. 
Santo  C.  Campana,  public  charge — on  relief. 

Juan   Valdez.   perjury   In   deportation   proceedings    (deported    3 
times). 

Theodore  Steinberg,  perjury  (immigration  visa  fraud). 
Ctiawa  Ghana  Steinberg,  perjury  (immigration  visa  fraud). 
Natalia  W.  de  Armenta,  likely  become  public  charge. 
Pedro  de  Armenta,  likely  become  public  charge. 
Leopold  A.  Lindsay.  p)erjury  (convicted  of  claiming  American  citi- 
zenship in  order  to  obtain  emplojrment. 

Jose  O.  Ooeloe,  likely  become  public  charge. 
Jose  M.  Munoz,  illiteracy. 
Frank  Ogrisseg,  bigamy. 
Claudio  Leal,  illiteracy. 
Pas  Leal,  likely  become  public  charge. 
Eduard  Silberg,  perjury  (Immigration  visa  faud). 
Gulllermo  Centxorlon.  tuberculosis. 

Weronlka  Urbanek.  perjury  and  forgery  (facts  not  recorded). 
Gio  B.  Polo,  perjury   (immigration  visa  fraud). 
James  L.  Campbell,  perjury.' 
Kamlla  Plglll,  perjiu^r  and  forgery.* 
Peter  Naum,  perjury  in  deportation  proceedings. 
Marjorle  C.  Coulter,  tuberculosis. 
Glacomo  Cichero.  perjury  in  deportation  proceedings. 
Candelarla  Bencomo.  Illiterate  and  likely  become  public  charge. 
Natalia  Nunez  de  Navarrette,  perjury  in  immigration  proceedings. 
Veronica  Grlcunas.  perjiiry  and  forgery.* 
John  Logghe,  perjury.> 

Manuel  Moncado.  perjury  In  deportation  proceedings   (pardoned 
Xor  burglary) . 

Aleksa  Cvetoevlc,  perjury  and  forgery  (reentry-permit  fraud). 
Giovanni  Vltulli,  forgery  (facts  not  recorded). 
Carmine  Dl  Benedetto,  perjury   (registration  and  naturalization 
frauds). 

Attllo  Plcano.  perjury  and  forgery  (immigration  fraud.) 
Mendl  Leibick.  perjury  and  forgery  (immigration  visa  fraud). 
Maria  Stoika.  forgery  (passport  and-reentry-permlt  frauds). 
Nicola    Azzollnl,    perjury     (reentry    permit    and    naturalization 
frauds ) . 

Felicitas  Castoreno,  perjury  in  deportation  proceedings. 
Joseph  Ballen.  perjvuy.* 

Felippo  Abela.  contributing  to  the  dellnqxiency  of  a  female  minor 
chUd. 

Lazor    Rublnsznajder,    perjury    and    forgery    (Immigration    visa 
fraud). 

Rene  W.  Bresett,  tuberculosis. 
Patrick  Kane.  Illiteracy. 
Giuseppe  W.  Palma.  illiteracy. 

Stefano  C.  Grano.  perjvuy  in  deportaUon  proceedings. 
Pasquale  Mastrolannl.  perjury.* 
Arthur  Andrade  Angel,  perjury  (Immigration  fraud). 
Salvador  Bracamonte,  likely  become  public  charge. 
Jan-KuUk.  perjury  and  forgery  (Immigration  visa  fraud). 
Ursula  Muniza.  perjury  and  forgery.' 
Salvatore  Messina,  perjury  (registration  fraud). 
Helen  B.  Perry,  mentally  defective  and  likely   become   public 
charge. 

Hersulano    Espinoza,    perjxiry    and    forgery     (inunigratlon    visa 
fraud) 
Alexander  Sykes,  larceny. 
^    Felix  Contreras,  perjxiry  (registration  fraud)  and  initeraey. 
Mariannina  d'Amore  Bartolo,  perjury  (inunigratlon  visa  fraud) 
Giulio  Cons,  miteracy. 
Umberto  Giovanni,  perjxa^.* 

Giovanni  dl  MegUo,  perjury   (Immigration,  reentry  permit,  and 
Baturalization  frauds) . 
Luke  Gannon,  illiteracy. 
Hans  A.  Bungel.  larceny. 
Lorn  C.  Sears,  bvirglary. 
Marcos  PortUlo,  theft. 
Clemente  P.  Falco.  perjury  and  forgery.* 
Ponciano  Diaz,  illiteracy. 

Victoria  R.  de  Puentes,  perjury  and  forgery  (immigration  fraud). 
Jeanne  Langer.  perjxiry  and  forgery  (reentry  permit  fraud). 
Cataldo  Leo.  perjury  (immigration  fraud). 
Pranas  Bulavas.  perjury  and  forgery  (Immigration  visa  fraud). 
Calogero  Zaccaria,  perjury.' 

Nkx>U  Tondo.  perjury  (reglstraUon  fraud)  and  tbett  and  wijlt 
and  battery. 

Dorothy  M.  Simpson,  perjury  In  deportation  proceedings. 
Giuseppe  Galano,  perjury  (immigration  fraud). 
George  P.  Heame.  perjury   (false  claim  of  American  citizenship: 
sentenced  to  Atlanta  Penitentiary  for  1  year  and  1  day). 


>  Naturalization  fraud  In  obtaining  first  or  second  papers  illegally 
Willie  In  United  States  illegally. 

*  American  passport  fraudulently  obtained  and  used  to  enter  the 
United  States  Illegally. 


I       Manoel  J.  Perreira.  perjury  (immigration  visa  fraud). 
^       Mario  de  J.  Corona,  likely  become  public  charge. 

Bernard  Healey.  previous  attack  of  Insanity  and  immigration  fraud. 

Tomas  N.  Xavier.  perjury  (immigration  fraud). 

Johann  Herold.  reentry  permit  fraud. 

Alice  Doucette,  perjury  and  forgery  (Immigration  visa  fraud). 

Giuseppe  Brucoli,  perjury  and  forgery. 

Elie  Hadziangelou.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Norena  B.  MacKinnon,  tuberculosis. 

Caterina  Dezelich,  perjury  and  forgery  (immigration  visa  fraud). 

Christophoros  Dlvarls,  perjury »  and  registration  fraud:  previously 
deported. 

Minna  Blumensteln  Slutzkln.  conviction  xmder  section  23  (b)  of 
Immigration  Act  of  1924. 

Heinrlch  Oehlke.  perjury.' 

Aleido  Domlnguez,   perjury  (immigration  fraud). 

Salvador  Elizondo.  perjury   (registration   fraud). 

Jolln  Pvu-ltano.  perjury  and  forgery   (facts  not  stated). 

Erasmo  Colozzi,  illiteracy. 

Alexander  Adler.  perjury.* 

Harry  Schlusberg.  perjury  and  forgery* 

Antonio  Rodrlgues.  perjury  and  forgery  (immigration  visa  fraud). 

Domenlc  Capaldl.  perjury  and  forgery   (Immigration   visa  fraud). 

Walerja  Rljanowska.  perjxiry  and  forgery  (immigration  visa 
fraud ) . 

John  Tlchy.  physically  defective. 

Niko  Mlskov.   perjury.' 

Enrico  Kollch.  perjury.' 

Nicola  Rlnaldl.  likely  become  public  charge. 

John  Kopas.  perjury  and  forgery." 

Romany  H.  Wertz.  previous  attack  of  insanity 

Eleanora   Slwek.   perjury   and   forgery.* 

Sora-Rywa  Mostczenik.  perjury  and  forgery  (inunigratlon  Tlaa 
and  deportation  fraud).  «»    *    \  »  «— 

Lilian  S.  Brownblll,  public  charge  bond  case. 

Antonio  JT  da  Silva.  perjury  and  forgery  (Immigration  visa  fraud). 

Vasilios  Frondakis,  likely  become  public  charge 

Susanne  Rosen,  perjury  (Immigration  visa  fraud). 

William  May  McCann.  perjury  ( ttorder-croasing  fraud). 

Jf.  ^  L    Vinlkas.  perjury  and  forgery   (Immigration  visa  fraud). 

Olulio  Cons,  perjury  (illiteracy  previously  waived  for  this  alien). 

Christian  Canton,  likely  become  public  charge 

Francesco  Dl  Donna,  perjury.' 

Winnifred  T.  Jordan,  likely  become  public  charge 

John  Jordan,  likely  become  public  charge. 

TJto    Jlmlnez,    physically    defective    and    likely    become    public 

mltTra^^  Perrotta,  perjury   (ImmlgraUon  visa  and  reentry-per- 

Tomas  S.  Salinas,  perjury  (immigration  visa  fraud). 
Manuel  Taboada.  perjury  (registration  fraud) 
Cristina  Giordano,  perjury.' 

Emilia  M.  M.  Slordia,  perjury  and  forgery   (Immigration  fraud) 
Antonio  Corporales,  perjury  and  forgery'      ^"*™"»""*'°  iraua). 
Charles  J.  Nahld,  perjury  (two  instances,  one  listed  previously), 
ch^e      °°'""^'*°'  Physically  defective  and  likely  become  public 

Juan  Mendiola.  burglary   (conviction)   and  iUiteracr 

Leonard  C.  Moffatt.  theft. 

Joequlm  Gomes,  perjury  and  forgery   (ImmlgraUon  visa  fraud). 

Agatha  M.  Takavonls,  perjury  and  forgery*  "—/. 

Jean  C.  Mummah,  bigamy. 

Steve  Adamlc.  theft. 

Civita  Mazzella.  likely  become  public  charge. 

Pearl  Bennett,  likely  l>ecome  public  charge 

William  F.  Craig,  likely  become  public  charge 

Domenlco  Ronzettl.  perjury  in  registry  proceedln» 

MarU  Garcia,  perjury  (facU  not  stated).  ^^ 

Ernest  H.  Stahl.  receiving  stolen  property 

Oaetano  Scotti,  bigamy. 

Shulik.  Chertein.  incest  and  likely  public  charge, 

Enrico  Paone.  likely  become  public  charge 

William  P  Tap.  likely  become  public  chwge 

Helena  Wojtarowlcz.  perjury  and  forgery » 

Edwardo  Pallottl.  perjury  (registration  fraud) 

Julia  Bodle.  perjury  (deportation  proceedings) 

Paraska  Powanda.  perjiuy ' 

2!'JI^*"o''m  physically  defective  and  Ukely  become  public  charge. 

SrP«°rrt'.  pf  .!^  "*•  ^V"^  "°^  '°'8ery  (immigration  visa  friud). 
Wccardo  PlgUolia.  perjury  (immigration  fraud). 
Victor  Copp.  bigamy.  ' 

Luigi  Grancelli.  perjury  (immigration  fraud) 
^i^raham   J.   Roaenfeld.    perjury   and   forgery    (Unmlgailon    visa 

Time  Kopenhagen.  perjury  and  forgery  (immigration  vlaa  fraud) 

Maria  Mazzollnl,  perjury  and  forgery.' 

Aug\isto  de  Miranda,  perjury  (Immigration  fraud). 

Anselmo  Cocco.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

'Naturalization  fraud  in  obtaining  first  or  second  papers  UlegaUy 
while  in  United  States  illegally.  »"»ts«u7 

•  American  passport  fraudulenUy  obtained  and  used  to  enter  tha 
United  States  lUegaily.  ^  "***'  ^* 
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Anna  D.  Dickie,  physically  defective  and  likely  become  ptibUe 

charge. 

Helen  Molsldes,  perjury  and  forgery  (vlaa  fraud). 
Bonfigllo  Mosconl.  perjury  and  forgery.* 
Sebastlano  AmbroQslo,  perjury  (facts  not  stated) . 
Epamlnondas  Kapoglannls.  perjury  (facts  not  stated). 
Marcelino  Alba,  perjury  (registration  fraud),  conviction  of  break- 
ing and  entering,  and  illiteracy. 

Eugenia  8.  de  Palencla.  perjury  (registration  fraud) . 
Bernardino  Rossi,  perjury* 

Joseph  DuboU  and  two  children.  lilLely  l>ecome  public  chargea. 
Kurt  Benkivltz.  subornation  of  perjury. 

Carl  Wllhelm  Smolka.  larceny  and  bvirglary  (convicted  five  times). 
Mary  Z.  Shargablan.  bigamy. 

Augustus  L.  St.  James,  previous  attack  of  Inmnlty  (public-cbarge 
bond  autbortaed). 

Christ  Jurkoff.  perjvuy  (facts  not  stated) . 

Henry  J.  Foley,  larceny. 

Lilian  Wall,  bigamy. 

Pasquale  Maiello,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Giovanni  Cusumano,  perjury.' 

Apostal  Lushanovlc,  perjury  (reentry-permit  fraud)   and  bigamy. 

Thomas  Moore,  perjury.' 

Roberto  de  la  Rosa,  likely  become  public  charge. 

Joseph  L.  Plasse.  larceny  ( conv.'^tion ) . 

Nicholas  Schneider,  grand  larceny  (conviction) . 

Amerigo  DomesUco,  perjury    (reentry-permit  and  naturalization 
frauds). 

Armando    Agaodo.    perjury     (registration    and    naturalisation 
frauds ) . 

Anlello  Amalfltano.  naturalization  fraud. 

Gordon  A.  Campbell,  fraud  in  registering  as  a  voter  in  Florida. 

Giovanno  Strano.  perjury  (registration  fraud). 

Bantoe  Marchan.  likely  become  public  charge. 

Francisco  J.  Barboza.  perjtiry  and  forgery.' 

Dominic  Sandrelll.  theft  and  breaking  and  entering. 

Eric  F.  Lerch,  theft. 

Milbxu^   G.   H.  Shier,   perjury   and   forgay    (Immigratlon-Yisa 
fraud) . 

Efthalla  J.  Saitas.  reentry-permit  fraud. 

Edward  Milnthorpe.  perjury  (immigration  fraud). 

Ramon  Gomez,  perjury  and  forgery  (immigration  visa  fraud). 

David  J.  Raymond,  likely  become  public  charge. 

Carmelo  Leotta,  perjury  (registration  and  naturalization  frauds). 

Antonio  Lubich,  perjury.* 

Arron  Shore,  theft. 

Encarnacion  Torres,  smuggling. 

Maria  C.  Kwaany,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Michele  Juliana,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Anna  Ezykowicz,  perjury  and  forgery* 

Glacomo  Monastero.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Jack  F.  Malta,  larceny. 

Felice  Tarrlcone,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Otuseppe  Oolantonio,  perjury.' 

■meet  Allard.  perjury  (Immigration  fraud). 

ICarianna  CinkaU,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

liatteo  M.  Buralch,  perjury.* 

Timothy  Healy.  perjury  (facts  not  stated). 

Jeanne  D.  Breton,  likely  become  public  charge. 

Joaeph  Bercok,  perjury  and  forgery.*  ,^   ^  , 

Angelo  Fort,  perjury  (reentry-permit  and  naturalization  frauds). 

Glullo  Muttlnelll.  theft. 

Giovanni  Vallar.  perjury.* 

Giuseppe  Lorusso,  forgery.* 

Antonio  G   Rios,  perjury  (registration  fraud). 

Giuseppe  Pinto,  llllleracy. 

Joseph  Kvartek.  perjury.' 

Katharine  Just,  perjury  and  forgery*  ..       _.     » 

Pletro  Marsala,  forgery  (uttering  counterfeit  immigration  visa). 

Jose  P.  Castaneda,  illiteracy. 

Ben  Gold,  forging  head-tax  refund  certificate. 

Francesco  de  Masi,  perjury.' 

George  Zemlan,  forgery.* 

Mora  Klckham.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

JOae  Wheeler,  criminal  aasanlt. 

■ra  M.  Blackwell.  public  charge  (has  been  on  relief  for  years). 

Ramon  P.  Gonzalez,  perjury.'  

Innocenzo     Zanlunghl,     perjury     and     forgery     (reentry-permit 

fraud).  .,  , 

Maria  Zanlunghl.  perjury  and  forgery.' 

Beadoso  Casanova,  convicted  of  attempted  burglary. 

Jose  Salinas,  perjury  (immigration  fraud). 

Anna  C.  Dl   Uberto,   physically   defective,   likely  become  puWic 
charge,  and  Uxnerj  in  inunlgratl<m  rim  fraud. 


'  Naturalization  fraud  in  obtaining  first  or  second  papers  Ulegally 
while  m  United  States  lllegaUy.       ^  ^  „,       ,       . .  „.*„«n« 

« Immigration  visa  fraud,  followed  by  illegal  entry  and  naturaliza- 
tion fraud   in  obtaining  first  or  second  papers,  or  both  first  and 

''^AmerlS^'passport  fraudulently  obtained  and  used  to  enter  the 
United  States  lUegally.  ♦      ,w- 

•  American  paasport  fraudulently  obtained  and  \is«d  to  enter  the 
United  SUtes  illegally,  foUowed  by  natural  laation  fraud  in  obtaining 
first  or  second  papers,  or  both  first  and  second  papen. 


Nldrolas  Kusmanich,  perjury  and  forgery  (Immigration  visa  and 
foreign-passport  fratjd). 

Cenobio  Herrera,  prostitute  procxirer  (previously  deported) . 

Effle  Hamil.  perjviry.' 

Giuseppe  Nacinovlch,  perjury.'  ^^ 

Teodoro  Leon,  burglary,  perjury,  and  subomatian  of  perjury. 

Ladone  Parascandalo,  reentry  permit  and  naturalization  frauds. 

Gaspare  Glullano,  p>erjury  and  forgery.* 

Angelo  Vecchio,  jjerjury  (facts  not  stated). 

Teodulo  Flores,  perjury  (immigration  fraud)  and  illiteracy. 

Gabriel  Gomez,  larceny  and  likely  become  public  charge. 

Sebastlano  Monticciolo.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Mary  8.  Maddock,  likely  become  public  charge. 

Joao  Femandes,  perjury  (reentry  permit  fraud). 

Vincenzo  Mutolo.  p«1ury  (facts  not  stated). 

Felix  B.  Moreno,  physically  defective. 

Manuel  Trueira,  perjury  (reentry  permit  fraud). 

Paul  Stone  (Stolnitzky),  perjury,  physically  defective,  and  likely 
become  public  charge. 

Alexander  Arpajian,  perjury  (facts  not  stated). 

Francesco  Incorvala.  illiteracy. 

Biaglo  Chlabrera,  perjury.' 

Hardenberg  Bonjer,  burglary  (two  convictions). 

Giuseppe  Mazzilll,  perjury,* 

Luigi  Dl  Cesare,  perjury.' 

Leo  Brousseau,  perjury  and  forgery  (inunigratlon  visa  fraud) . 

Edgar  Brousseau.  perjury  and  forgery   (Immigration  visa  fraud). 

Anna  Kujawa,  perjury.* 

Aldo  L.  Mazzoni,  theft  and  perjury. 

Biaglo  Patrizio,  perjury   (Immigration  visa  fraud). 

Oluseppa  Ceccl,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Michael  Fedorko,  forgery.* 

Peltro  Lorusso,  forgery.* 

Oscar  8.  Johnson,  conspiracy  and  extortion. 

Archibald  Edward  McClarty.  theft. 

Lawrence  Arthur  McClelland,  rape. 

James  Theodore  Johnson,  aiding  and  abetting  ahoplifttng. 

Fernando  Plni,  perjury.* 

Thomas  Edward  Coogan,  perjury  (visa  fraud). 

John  L.  Anthony,  theft. 

Francesco  Collo,  manslaughter. 

George  Arthur  Ingoldby.  perjury." 

Antonio  Attlsani.  perjury  and  forgery." 

Daniel  Harry  Berliner,  perjury.* 

Carmelo  Roman,  perjury.* 

Karl  Bder.  perjury.* 

Frledrlch  Schlirf,  perjury.* 

Llpman  Kufheiser,  perjury.* 

Lillian  J.  Flake,  theft  (two  convictions). 

Joseph  Ichtertz,  theft. 

Szcaepan  Adamczyk,  bigamy. 

Shepsel  Kushelewich,  forgery  (visa  fraud). 

Joseph  Mlchaud,  perjury  and  forgery  (visa  fraud). 

Russell  H.  MarUn,  theft. 

Frederlch  L.  H.  Aml}erger.  embealement  and  manslaughter. 

Anton  Glavlclch,  perjury.' 

Salvatore  Mandala,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Camllle  Neuenschwander,  perJiU7.* 

Peter  Oluech.  perjury* 

Sergio  Di  Terllzzi,  perjury  (visa  fraud). 

Leonard  J.  Martel,  perjury  (immigration  fraud) 

Herman  Salinger,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Joseph  H.  Kendal,  perjury  and  forgery  (visa  fraud). 

John  Kuila,  theft. 

James  Bush,  perjury  (visa  fraud). 

Zalel  Strassler,  perjury  (visa  fra\id). 

Carlos  Santanlello,  perjury.* 

Anton  Weir,  perjury*  

Julja  Sankowska  Krause.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Rozalja  Blus,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Santo  Tedesco,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Antonlno  Dinolfo,  perjury  and  forgery." 

Glusepjje  Casala.  perjury  and  forgery." 

Giuseppe  C.  Tramontln.  perjviry.' 

Angelo  S.  Scarola.  perjury.* 

Francesco  Pafuml.  perjury.* 

Stasys  Gaucas,  perjury  and  fotgery.^ 

Eugene  Grach,  perjury.' 

Leo  Eckermann.  perjury  and  forgery." 

Carlo  Rcsta,  perjury* 

Joseph  Rxittera.  perjury.* 

Calogero  Sgaragltoo.  perjtiry  and  forgery." 

Becalel  Arfa,  perjury* 

Agaplto  Dl  Plro,  perjury.* 

Giovanni  Notaro,  perjury  and  forgery." 

Antcnlo  Tercovich.  perjury.* 


'  Naturallzatton  fraud  in  obtaining  first  or  second  paper*  illegally 
while  In  United  States  illegaUy. 

*  Immigration  visa  fraud,  followed  by  illegal  entry  and  naturallaa- 
tlon  fraud  hi  obtaining  first  or  seomd  papers,  or  both  first  and 
second  papers. 

» American  passport  fraudtilently  obtained  and  used  to  enter  the 
United  States  Illegally. 


92S1 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  8 


Isldor  KatzenelleBbogen.  perjury  and  forgery  (visa  fraud);  special 
act  later  passed  by  Congress  to  admit  this  alien. 

.oseph  Klrinclch.  perjury.* 

Boris  Ginsburg,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Samuel  Engler.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Giorgio  Buone.  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Mlctaele  Tagllch,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Salvatore  Delvlno,  perjury  and  forgery.* 

Mendella  GUkas.  perjury* 

Domenlco  Tomabene.  perjury.* 

Desidero  Palermo,  perjury.' 

Isldor  Flnkelateln.  perjury.' 

Domingo  Alvarez  Morals,  aodomy.  larceny,  and  receiving  stolen 
good«. 

Engelbert  Prels,  deported  In  1923  a*  a  Communist. 

Mr.  President,  these  aliens  were  indicted  for  virtually  every 
crime  on  the  statute  books,  including  theft  and  smuggling.  I 
call  attention  to  the  list  at  this  time  in  order  that  the  Amer- 
ican people  may  know  that  under  a  misinterpretation  of  the 
seventh  proviso,  alien  criminals,  violators  of  our  laws,  were 
permitted  to  reenter  the  county. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  gladly  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  is  well 
aware  of  the  fact  that  I  am  in  agreement  with  the  aims  and 
purposes  of  his  work  through  the  years  on  the  immigration 
question.  I  wish  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  Order 
No.  H66,  on  the  calendar.  Senate  Resolution  168,  which  pro- 
vides for  an  investigation  of  the  immigration  of  aliens  into 
the  United  States.  Repeatedly,  I  have  tried  to  have  this  reso- 
lution considered,  and  repeatedly  it  has  been  objected  to 
when  reached  on  the  unanimous  Consent  Calendar. 

The  question  which  now  arises  in  my  mind,  and  on  which 
I  should  like  to  have  the  opinion  of  the  able  and  patriotic 
Senator  from  North  Carolina,  is:  Did  the  recent  transfer  of 
the  Immigration  Bureau  from  the  Department  of  Lalwr  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  obviate  or  make  uimecessary  the  fur- 
ther consideration  of  this  resolution  to  investigate  the  crim- 
inal aliens  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Certainly  not. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  I  wish  to  be  advised  whether  the  Senator 
believes  the  resolution  should  be  brought  up  and  the  purpose 
of  it  still  effectuated, 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  It  certainly  should  be  effectuated,  and  I 
think  that  Congress  should  make  an  appropriation  in  a  sum 
sufficient  to  pay  any  expenses  which  might  be  incurred  in 
making  the  full  and  complete  and  exhaustive  investigation,  to 
be  conducted  by  the  committee,  which  the  Senator's  resolu- 
tion would  initiate. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  An  appropriation  was  authorized  by  the 
Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of 
the  Senate  in  the  sum  of  $10,000,  and  I  was  not  inclined  to 
debate  the  amount.  I  was  of  the  opinion  that  if  we  could  get 
the  investigation  under  way,  it  might  be  concluded  within 
that  figure,  and  if  not,  suiHcient  progress  would  be  made  to 
justify  further  appropriations.  I  serve  notice,  if  I  may.  that 
at  the  first  opportunity  I  shall  call  the  resolution  up  for 
consideration. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  say  unhesitatingly  that  merely  by  the 
presentation  of  the  resolution  itself  the  Senator  has  evi- 
denced that  he  is  far-sighted.  He  has  unquestionably  made 
a  step  in  the  right  direction,  which  is  forward.  I  believe  that 
$10,000  would  be  sufficient  to  launch  the  investigation,  and  I 
am  absolutely  certain  that  after  it  had  been  launched  under 
the  direction  of  the  able  Senator  from  Oregon,  Congress  itself, 
as  well  as  the  American  people,  wotild  realize  that  the  things 
revealed  as  a  result  of  the  investigation  were  well  worth  the 


1  Naturalization  fraud  in  obtaining  first  or  second  papers  illegally 
while  In  United  States  Illegally. 

*  Immigration  visa  fraud,  followed  by  Illegal  entry  and  naturaliza- 
tion fraud  In  obtaining  first  or  second  papers,  or  both  first  and 
second  papers. 

'  American  passport  fraudulently  obtained  and  used  to  enter  the 
United  States  Illegally. 

*  American  passport  fraudulently  obtained  and  used  to  enter  the 
United  States  Illegally,  followed  by  naturalization  fraud  In  obtaining 
first  or  second  papers,  or  both  first  and  second  papers. 


$10,000  expended,  and  that  more  would  be  approixiated  later 
for  the  same  purpose. 

Of  all  times,  now  is  the  time  when  we  should  make  an 
investigation  of  the  immigration  problem  in  general,  first, 
because  we  have  but  recently  passed  a  registration  and  finger- 
printing act  which  is  designed  for  the  registration  of  all  aliens 
In  the  United  States,  whether  they  entered  legally  or  illegally, 
so  that  we  may  ascertain  how  many  are  here  and  where 
they  are. 

Mr.  Dies,  the  able  chairman  of  the  special  committee  of 
the  House,  once  stated  in  an  interview  in  Chicago  that  he  was 
of  the  opinion  that  there  were  7.000.000  aliens  in  the  United 
States.  Mr.  Houghteling.  Commissioner  of  Immigration, 
stated  that  in  his  opinion  there  are  about  3.600.000  in  this 
country.  No  one  knows  how  many  there  are.  and  we  will  not 
know  how  many  there  are  after  the  administration  of  the 
Smith  Act,  because  many  hundreds  of  thousands  no  doubt 
will  evade  registration,  knowing  that  upon  apprehension,  or 
submission,  for  that  matter,  action  would  be  taken  to  deport 
them. 

The  second  reason  why  the  resolution  should  be  adopted 
and  an  investigation  begun  at  once  is  that  there  is  pending 
before  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs  a 
bill  which  it  is  said  is  for  the  development  of  Alaska,  that 
vast  Territory  of  about  544,000  square  miles,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  58.000  people,  about  thirty-five  or  forty  thousand  of 
whom,  as  I  recall,  are  Eskimos.  Some  interests  wanted  us 
to  open  up  Alaska  to  100,000  refugees  so  as  to  develop  that 
Territory. 

Mr.  HUGHES.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Does  it  not  occur  to  the  Senator  that  since 
we  have  transferred  to  another  department  the  control  of 
immigration,  and  also  have  considered  measures,  some  of 
which  have  passed  and  some  of  which  are  pending,  to  regu- 
late the  entry  of  foreigners  and  their  deportation,  the  Senate 
should  wait  until  we  see  what  effect  those  measures  will  have, 
and  how  they  work,  before  we  begin  to  investigate  something 
which  is  already  provided  for? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  thank  the  Senator  immensely  for  the 
inquiry,  but  I  am  distressed  to  have  to  disagree  with  him.  for 
the  reason  that  we  have  enacted  about  one  one-hundredth  as 
much  legislation  in  reference  to  subversive  activities,  "filth 
columns."  limitation  of  immigration,  and  deportation  of  alien 
criminals  as  we  should  have  enacted,  or  at  least  as  I  would 
have  enacted  had  I  a  lone  hand  in  bringing  about  the  enact- 
ment of  such  laws. 

For  instance,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  pending 
a  bill  which  would  stop  all  immigration  into  this  country  for 
the  next  10  years,  until  such  time  as  every  American  citizen 
who  is  employable  has  been  employed.  I  insist  upon  the  en- 
actment of  that  bill  for  the  benefit  of  American  laboring 
men.  11.000,000  of  whom  are  out  of  work  at  this  time, 
25.000.000  of  whom  are  working  only  part  time.  2.700.000  of 
whom  are  on  W.  P.  A.  and  would  like  to  be  engaged  In  private 
industry:  as  well  as  for  the  benefit  of  300.000  young  men  in 
the  C.  C.  C.  camps  who  would  like  to  find  remunerative 
emplojmient  outside,  and  750.000  fine  boys  and  girls  who  last 
June  were  graduated  from  our  high  schools,  colleges,  and 
universities,  many  thousands  of  whom  cannot  now  find  em- 
ployment. That  Is  one  bill  I  want  passed,  and  I  have  in- 
numerable others,  and  I  can  think  of  more  and  more  which 
should  be  passed  for  the  benefit  of  this  country. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
another  question? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  very  happy  to  have  the  Senator 
direct  a  question  to  me.  and  I  shall,  if  possible,  answer  it. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  whether, 
In  view  of  present  conditions  and  in  view  of  our  hope  that 
many  of  our  unemployed  may  obtain  emplojmient,  he  does 
not  think  a  great  many  will  be  employed  by  industries  which 
have  become  very  busy  because  of  national -defense  prepara- 
tions. Would  not  such  a  bill  as  the  Senator  mentions,  which 
would  shut  off  immigration  from  any  nation,  be  rather  dras- 
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Uc.  and  would  it  not  be  perhaps  offensive  to  other  countries 
with  whom  we  desire  to  retain  peaceful  relations? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  do  not  think  so  at  all.  because  other 
countries  personally  consider  what  is  best  for  themselves, 
and  they  say.  "To  hell  with  any  other  country.  What  we  are 
Interested  in  is  our  own  people  and  our  own  coimtry." 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  <Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  always  Interested  in  hearing  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  speak  on  this  subject,  because 
he  has  such  a  fund  of  information  and  has  given  so  much 
study  to  it.  Does  not  the  Senator  think,  however,  that  the 
recent  legislation  which  Congress  enacted,  originating  in  the 
House  of  Representatives,  but  wholly  rewritten  in  the  Sen- 
ate by  the  addition  of  requirements  that  all  aliens  in  the 
United  States  shall  be  fingerprinted  and  registered,  will  go  a 
great  way  toward  solving  some  of  our  problems  relating  to 
aliens? 

Blr.  REYNOLDS.  Unquestionably,  and  I  say  to  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  that  I  am  very  happy  he  rose  at  this 
time,  because  I  wanted  the  opportunity  of  extending  to  the 
people  of  Texas  my  congratulations  upon  their  having  sent 
him  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  and  I  wish  to  say 
now  from  the  floor  of  the  Senate — and,  inspired  by  the  pres- 
ence in  the  chair  of  the  great  representative  from  Kentucky. 
I  trust  my  words  will  reach  the  ears  of  every  man  and  every 
woman  who  is  qualified  to  vote  in  the  State  of  Texas — that 
It  is  my  hope  and  my  sincere  desire  that  they  will  vote,  in 
the  coming  election,  for  that  champion  of  American  rights, 
that  great  American  patriot,  the  junior  Senator  from  Texas, 
who  has  done  as  much  for  the  American  laboring  man  and 
the  American  people  as  any  other  man  ever  did,  and  who  did 
as  much  for  our  national  defense  as  any  other  Member  of  this 
body,  or  any  other  legislative  body  ever  did.  when  he  cham- 
pioned Howard  Smith's  bill,  originating  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  which  came  to  the  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee of  this  body,  from  which  it  was  reported  and  then  passed 
by  the  Senate.  As  a  result  of  my  personal  interest  in  t^e 
people  of  Texas  and  the  people  of  this  Nation,  I  hope  the 
people  of  Texas  will  send  the  junior  Senator  back  to  the 
Senate,  so  that  he  may  continue  to  fight  for  the  American 
people  and  the  American  Nation,  for  he  is  one  who  thinks 
first  of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  then,  after  they 
are  provided  for  in  his  great  charity,  he  thinks  of  the  people 
of  the  whole  world. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  Presidoat,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOU>S.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  merely  wish  to  say  to  my  friend  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  that  I  am  also  runring  for  the  Senate 
this  year.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  know  that  my  distinguished  friend 
likewise  supported  the  registration  and  fingerprinting  bill, 
and  I  congratulate  him,  and  I  congratulate  the  people  of  his 
State,  and,  loving  him  as  I  do,  having  a  deep  and  sincere 
affection  and  admiration  for  his  courage  and  willingness 
always  to  see  the  light,  I  hope  likewise  that  the  grand  people 
of  the  great  State  of  Indiana  will  never  ttffn  their  hearts 
from  him.     (Laughter.] 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  The  Senator  is  certainly  welcome.  I 
Shall  expect  the  same  treatment  from  the  Senator  from 
Indiana,  and  I  shall  expect  the  same  from  the  Senator  from 
Texas  when  4  years  from  now  I  aeek  to  be  returned  to  the 
Senate  of  the  United  Stotes.  [Laughter.]  I  do  not  want 
those  Senators  to  forget  that. 

I  now  yield  again  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  words  fall  me  to  express 
my  gratitude  for  the  accolade  which  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  has  bestowed  upon  my  distinguished  friend  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Mnmnv]  and  also  on  my  humble 
fdf .    I  wlab  to  remind  the  Senator,  however,  that  only  today 


another  subciMnmittec  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  held 
a  hearing  on  the  so-called  bund  bill,  requiring  the  registration 
with  the  Attorney  General  of  all  organizations  having  foreign 
affiliations  or  carrying  on  political  or  military  activities,  and 
wearing  uniforms.  Under  that  bill  all  organizations  in  that 
category  must  register  with  the  Attorney  General  and  file 
their  bylaws  and  constitutions,  if  they  have  any.  so  that  the 
United  States  Government  may  have  an  opportunity  to  check 
up  on  the  activities  of  all  so-called  American  institutions 
which  have  an  American  front  and  an  alien  background.  I 
wanted  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  to  know  that  we  are 
going  right  along  in  the  same  direction. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  very  happy  to  hear  that,  and  I 
know  that  the  American  people  win  be  glad  to  learn  of  it 
We  have  too  long  coddled  alien  criminals  and  undesirables  and 
those  who  are  affiliated  with  subversive  organizations. 

I  may  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Texas  in  con- 
nection with  and  parallel  with  the  bill  which  his  committee 
Is  now  considering,  that  about  3  weeks  ago  I  submitted  a 
resolution  which  would  outlaw  in  this  coimtry  the  Communist 
Party,  nazi  bunds,  and  any  organizations  with  Fascist 
tendencies. 

In  addition  to  that  I  stibmitted  a  resolution  which  would 
prohibit  any  labor-imion  organization  from  having  as  its 
agent  or  as  an  officer  or  as  a  representative,  any  alien  or 
anyone  who  was  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party,  the  Nazi 
Bund,  or  any  other  similar  organization,  or  any  American 
citizen  who  had  been  convicted  of  a  felony  and  was  thereby 
deprived  of  American  citizenship. 

So,  if  I  may  be  laardoned  for  using  every-day  parlance,  the 
bill  to  which  the  Senator  from  Texas  referred  is  "right  up  my 
alley."  I  want  to  see  the  measures  I  have  sjKinsored  passed. 
I  have  no  pride  of  authorship,  but  if  any  of  my  measures  can 
be  passed  I  want  to  see  them  passed.  But  if  some  other  bill, 
such  as  the  Howard  Smith  fingerprinting  bill,  is  considered, 
I  shall  support  it  as  enthusiastically  as  I  would  support  my 
own  bills.  I  am  trjring  to  do  my  part  to  preserve  America  for 
Americans. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  before  me  a  very  able  address  de- 
livered by  Mr.  William  Green,  President  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor.  When  I  was  in  New  York  last  week 
Investigating  subversive  activities,  the  "fifth  colimins,"  Trojan 
horses,  and  looking  over  the  alien  enemies,  and  watching  cases 
tried  at  Ellis  Island  Immigration  Station.  I  was  in  the  office 
of  Mr.  Herbert  Moore.  Mr.  Moore  is  president  of  the  Trans- 
Radio  News  Corporation.  He  was  showing  me  around  his 
place  and  how  they  gathered  the  news  by  ticker,  and  as  I 
looked  at  one  of  the  tickers  there  came  over  the  wire  in  type- 
printed  form  an  item  to  the  effect  that  President  William 
Green  had  made  a  statement  in  reference  to  those  persons  in 
our  country  who  would  destroy  our  form  of  government.  It 
was  a  short  paragraph.  When  I  returned  to  Washington  I 
sent  for  a  copy  of  Mr.  Green's  statement,  and  I  am  glad  I  did. 
I  read  the  entire  text  of  his  siddress  and  I  was  inspired  and 
encouraged  by  it.  He  made  it  at  the  graduating  exercises  of 
the  National  Police  Academy  conducted  by  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation.  I  shall  read  a  portion  relating  to  the  par- 
ticular subject  which  has  been  mentioned  by  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Connallt]  .  I  read  it  not  only  for  the  reason 
that  the  Senator  from  Texas  brought  up  the  subject,  but  for 
the  reason  that  I  have  introduced  bills  which  would  outlaw 
the  Conununlst  Party,  the  Nazi  bund,  which  would  prohibit 
the  employment  by  the  Goverrmient  of  aliens  and  members 
of  the  Communist  Party  or  the  Nazi  bund.  I  know  that  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor  does  not  want  Communists  in 
its  ranks. 

Here  is  what  Mr.  Green  said,  and  I  was  very  happy  to  read 
it,  but  I  was  not  surprised  that  Mr.  Green  had  made  such  a 
statement,  knowing  him  as  I  do  and  as  I  have  for  a  number  of 
years.  I  have  always  possessed  a  great  admiration  for  htm. 
This  is  what  he  said: 

There  is  no  more  room  for  criminals  and  racketeers  in  the  labor 
movement  of  this  cotintry  tban  there  Is  In  the  poUos  foroas  of  ottr 
cities,  SUtes,  and  Nation. 

William  Green  said  that 
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The  American  Federation  of  Labor  is  not  a  police  organization: 
It  is  a  fraternal  body  of  trade  unions.  We  do  not  have  the  facili- 
ties, the  equipment,  the  staff,  or  the  legal  authority  necessary  to 
investigate,  try,  and  punish  vnongdoers  who  may  have  crept  into 
our  movement.  That  is  the  function  of  the  police,  the  law-enforce- 
ment authorities,  and  the  courts. 

I  call  upon  you,  as  representative  police  ofBcials  from  every  sec- 
tion of  the  Nation,  to  perform  this  function  and  stamp  out  racket- 
eering wherever  it  may  exist  in  union  organizations  Just  as  fear- 
lessly as  you  would  stamp  out  racketeering  in  bvisiness  or  in  any 
other  walk  of  life. 

As  President  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  I  assure  you 
of  the  assistance  and  support  in  that  endeavor  of  our  State  federa- 
tions of  labor  In  every  State  and  of  our  central  labor  councils  in 
more  than  810  cities.  These  local  organizations  of  ours  are  officered 
by  a  fine  group  of  honorable  American  citizens.  It  would  pay  you 
to  learn  to  know  them  better,  for  they  will  be  glad  to  help  you  and 
cooperate  with  you  in  any  public-spirited  undertaking. 

As  a  final  word  on  this  subject  let  me  say  this:  If  you  meet  a 
situation  in  the  elimination  of  wrongdoing  where  you  believe  I 
can  be  of  help  to  you.  call  on  me  promptly,  and  I  ass\ire  you  that 
I  will  do  everything  that  lies  within  my  power  to  further  the  cause 
of  Justice. 

In  these  days  of  world  upheaval  there  falls  upon  the  law-enforce- 
ment branch  of  our  Government  a  new  and  difficult  duty.  In  addi- 
tion to  your  regiilar  Job  of  keeping  the  peace,  you.  the  police  offi- 
cials of  our  country,  are  now  confronted  with  the  novel  problem- 
novel,  at  least,  in  America — of  defending  our  Nation  against  traitors 
in  our  midst. 

1  hold  these  truths  to  be  self-evident: 

Listen,  please.  Senators — 

1.  That  the  various  brands  of  totalitarianism  which  have  engulfed 
Continental  Europe — whether  their  label  be  Nazi.  Communist,  or 
Fascist — are  hostile  to  America  and  to  everything  which  Americans 
hold  dear.     They  are  contradictory  to  our  form  of  government. 

2.  That  these  enemies  of  America  have  conquered  free,  democratic 
nations  and  instituted  a  reign  of  terror  over  almost  an  entire  con- 
tinent not  alone  by  force  of  arms  but  by  a  carefully  planned  cam- 
paign of  organized  treachery. 

Which  I  assert  to  be  through  the  Trojan  horses,  which  as 
enemies  within  various  countries  have  been  galloping  every- 
where over  there,  and  also  through  "fifth  columnists." 

3.  That  here  In  America  the  totalitarian  nations  of  Europe  have 
established  thriving  branches  and  are  encouraging  their  followers 
to  weaken  the  morale  of  the  United  States  in  every  way  they  can. 

4.  That  such  traitorous  activities  must  be  stopped  by  every  legal 
means  in  the  interests  of  national  safety  and  national  defense. 

Toward  this  end.  I  advocate  that  the  Commimist  Party  and  the 
Nazi  bund  in  this  country  be  outlawed  by  Congress. 

All  praise  to  William  Green,  president  of  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor. 

I  claim  no  personal  familiarity  with  police  methods.  I  under- 
stand they  have  been  thoroughly  modernized.  I  have  been  In- 
formed that  in  addition  to  the  first  principles  of  persuasion — pow- 
erful as  they  may  be — present-day  crime  detectors  have  acquired  a 
full  complement  of  scientific  equipment  and  a  wide  range  of  psycho- 
logical processes  of  deduction.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  or  in 
anyone  else's  that  these  new  developments  in  the  field  of  law  en- 
forcement have  been  highly  effective.  And.  I  might  add.  in  my 
opinion  a  large  share  of  the  credit  for  making  police  work  so  much 
more  efficient  In  this  country  is  due  to  my  friend,  J.  Edgar  Hoover, 
and  the  splendid  record  achieved  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investi- 
gation under  his  direction. 

Mr.  Green  Is  deserving  of  great  and  unstinted  praise,  for 
he  has  done  more  to  provide  inspiration  for  the  youngsters  of 
our  country  and  done  more  to  throw  fear  into  the  very  souls, 
if  they  have  any,  of  these  criminals,  than  any  other  one  man 
or  aggregation  of  men  we  have  ever  had  in  our  midst. 

Mr.  Green  continues: 

But  when  it  comes  to  dealing  with  treachery  and  "fifth  column" 
activities  modem  techniques  will  be  of  no  use  to  the  policeman 
unle.ss  he  is  backed  by  the  full  power  of  the  law. 

On  May  1,  In  Moscow,  the  Communist  Internationale  Issued  a 
May  Day  manifesto  for  the  instruction  and  enlightenment  of  Com- 
munist agents  and  followers  in  North  and  South  America.  This 
manifesto  accused  Great  Britain,  France,  and  the  United  States  of 
•■imperialism."  It  also  urged  Communists  in  the  Americas  to  cam- 
paign for  peace  and  for  maintenance  of  civil  liberties  here. 

Only  a  few  hours  later.  Communist  paraders  in  several  American 
cities  displayed  brand-new  placards  carrying  out  the  instructions 
from  Moscow.  The  placards  read  'The  Tanks  are  not  coming."  and 
"Defend  civil  liberties."  There  also  were  a  few  placards  de- 
nouncing the  F.  B.  I.  The  Communists  were  shrewd  enough  to  soft- 
pedal  the  "imperialism"  charge  in  this  country.  They  emphasized 
it,  however,  in  Cuba,  in  Central  America,  and  in  South  America 
where  such  propaganda  was  calculated  to  inflame  public  opinion 
In  our  neighboring  republics  against  the  United  States.  And.  lo 
and  behold,  the  Nazi  organizations  in  these  ccAintrles  worked,  hand 
In  glove  with  the  Communists  la  spreading  such  false  propaganda. 


In  the  face  of  such  evidence  of  treachery,  I  feel  that  we  are  in- 
viting danger  by  p.^rmlttlng  the  Communist  Party  and  the  Nazi 
bund  to  continue  to  operate  openly  or  secretly  In  this  country 
against  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

All  Of  us  agree  with  William  Green  when  he  says  that  we 
should  wipe  from  our  portion  of  the  North  American  Conti- 
nent  every  Communist  and  Nazi  organization. 

Mr.  Green  continues: 

The  American  Federation  of  Labor  U  a  thoroughly  American  or- 
ganization. We  have  never  been  hoodwinked  by  Communist,  Nazi, 
or  Fascist  propaganda.  We  have  never  com|}romised  with  the  foes 
of  the  United  States,  and  we  never  will. 

I  say,  thank  God  for  that. 

When  the  President  of  the  United  States  asked  us  to  support  the 
transfer  of  the  Bureau  of  Immigration  and  Naturalization  from  the 
Department  of  Labor  to  the  Department  of  Justice  so  that  the 
Government  could  deal  with  "fifth  column"  activities  more  effec- 
tively, we  cheerfully  gave  our  approval  despite  our  standing  policy 
of  opposing  any  curtailment  of  the  authority  of  the  Department  of 
Labor. 

When  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  recently  adopted  meas- 
ures to  purge  Communists  and  Nazis  from  relief  rolls  and  to  keep 
an  official  check  on  the  whereabouts  and  activities  of  resident 
aliens,  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  interposed  no  objections. 

Mr.  HUGHES.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  yield  to  my  distinguished  friend. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Did  the  Senator  notice  in  one  of  yester- 
day's newspapers  that  a  Communist  petition  in  New  York 
City  had  been  signed  by  two  members  of  the  police  force  of 
New  York  City  and  by  several  other  city  oflBcials? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  appalled  to  know  that.  It  is  dlfB- 
cult  for  me  to  conceive  of  an  American  citizen,  particularly 
one  in  an  official  capacity  whose  duty  it  is  to  provide  protec- 
tion to  the  American  people  in  the  neighborhood  in  which  he 
resides,  being  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party,  which  is 
opposed  to  everything  for  which  our  democratic  form  of 
government  stands. 

Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  my  discussion  of  the 
Nazis  and  the  Communist  Party,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  an  editorial  from  the 
New  York  Daily  Mirror  of  July  6,  1940,  entitled  "Time  for 
'Rough  on  Rats'— A  Case  of  Smash  or  Be  Smashed." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

(Prom  the  New  York  DaUy  Mirror  of  July  6,  IMO] 

TIMS   rOB   "SOUGH    ON    BATS" 

It  took  a  bomb  to  wake  up  this  city  to  the  dangers  of  the  Com- 
mimlsts.  Fascists,  and  Nazis  in  America.  It  cost  the  lives  of  two 
able  members  of  the  bomb  squad  to  convince  the  police  depart- 
ment that  alien-minded  rats  are  a  far  greater  menace  than  the 
"punks,  pimps,  and  touts'"  that  Mayor  LaOuardia  has  pledged  him- 
self to  exterminate.  We  hope  that  the  skilled  legal  minds  of  Dis- 
trict Attorneys  Dewey,  O'Dwyer,  and  Sullivan  will  turn  to  smashing 
these  groups  that  fight  with  bombs  on  orders  from  Europe. 

A  CASS  or  "SMASH  OB  BE  SMASHED" 

The  bomb  that  rocked  the  fair  and  killed  two.  perhaps  four,  de- 
tectives, was  the  first  that  has  killed  anybody  in  20  years  in  the 
New  York  area.  Last  time  was  in  1920,  when  a  bomb  exploded  in 
front  of  the  Wall  Street  offices  of  J.  P.  Morgan  ft  Co.,  during  noon 
rush  hour  and  kUled  33  people. 

But  bombs  are  only  the  crude  and  spectacular  symptoms  of  a  far 
tieepei  and  greater  danger  to  the  American  system  of  democracy. 

Bombs  are  no  more  the  most  dangerous  weapons  of  anarchy  than 
Fourth  of  July  fireworks  are  the  most  powerful  weapons  of 
democracy. 

Like  the  bombs  that  exploded  under  the  Nazi  consulate  and  In 
the  offices  of  the  E>ally  Worker  2  weeks  ago,  the  time  bomb  at  the 
fair  was  certainly  planted  by  some  agent  of  an  alien  group. 

It  Is  quite  possible  that  all  three  bombs  were  planted  by  the 
same  person,  and  that  the  ones  under  the  Nazis  and  in  the  lap  of 
the  Worker  might  easily  have  been  planted  by  either  Nazis  or 
Communists.  You  note  that  neither  of  those  two  bombs  actxially 
killed  anybody. 

But  they  had  served  a  more  insidious  purpose:  they  made  Amer- 
icans bomb  conscious;  they  stirred  up  hates  and  fears  and  svis- 
piclons. 

They  created  the  kind  of  confxxslon  that  breeds  riots;  the  class 
warfare,  the  strife  between  races  which  sapped  the  strength  of 
France  and  left  only  disunity  and  treachery. 

Very  well.  If  they  want  to  incite  us  to  violence,  let  us  vent  our 
violence  on  them. 

Smash  every  Communist,  Fascist,  and  Nazi  organization.  Let 
this  State  take  the  lead  In  making  membership  in  any  of  these 
organizations  treasonable  and  pumshable  by  death  in  t»m»  of  war, 
by  long  imprisoxunent  in  time  of  peace. 
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Outlaw  the  bund  and  the  Communist  Party:  the  leaders  of  both 
organizations  are  now  convicted  criminals.  It  Is  fantastic  to  think 
that  Communist  Browder  Is  permitted  to  rtm  for  President. 

It  la  shocking  to  think  that  the  Bund  is  permitted  to  keep  pub- 
lishing a  paper  which  calls  Itself  the  Free  American.  It  is  shocking 
to  think  that  the  Communists  are  permitted  to  go  on  publishing 
the  Dally  Worker.  Why  should  Americans  permit  destructive 
doctrines  to  be  peddled  on  tax-paved  streets,  carried  by  tax-sup- 
ported railroads?  "Freedom  of  treason"  is  not  in  the  BiU  of  Bights. 
altsbnattve:  the  tate  or  fbance 

The  publications  of  all  alien-financed  or  controlled  groups  should 
be  driven  from  the  country  Immediately. 

Members  of  these  groups  should  be  driven  from  the  country,  on 
pain  of  prison  if  they  remain. 

There  is  an  alternative:  "Take  it  easy,"  as  France  did.  But  look 
what  happened  to  France. 

POSnCASTKRS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  pending  action  on  the  nom- 
inations of  Mr.  Stimson  and  Colonel  Knox.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  nominations  of  postmasters  on  the  calendar 
be  confirmed  en  bloc.       

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations of  postmasters  are  conflnned  en  bloc. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  had  hoped  that  we 
might  dispose  of  the  nomination  under  consideration  today, 
but  it  is  obvious  that  we  cannot  obtain  a  vote  on  it  this 
afternoon.  I  hope  that  early  tomorrow  we  may  be  able  to 
conclude  the  consideration  of  Mr.  Stimson's  nomination,  as 
weU  as  that  of  Colonel  Knox.  Therefore.  I  now  move  that 
the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  twnorrow.  We 
shall  proceed  tomorrow  in  executive  session. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  (at  5  p.  m.)  the  Senate  took 
a  recess  unUl  tomorrow.  Tuesday,  July  9.  1940.  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  JvXy  8.  1940 

Panama  Canal 
Col.  Glen  E.  Edgerton  to  be  Governor  of  the  Panama  Canal. 

APPODfTMINTS.   PHOMOnONS.   AND   TRANSFERS  IN   THE   REGULAR 

I  Armt 

(Note— The  nominations  of  persons  named  for  appoint- 
ment. promoUon.  or  transfer  in  the  Regular  Army,  which 
were  received  on  the  3d  instant,  were  confirmed  en  bloc, 
today  The  names  of  the  persons  confirmed  will  be  found  in 
the  Congressional  Record  of  July  3,  1940,  beginning  on  page 
9217,  under  the  caption  "Nominations.") 

Postmasters 

INDIANA 

James  C.  McKillip,  Charlestown. 
Maurice  C.  Ingerman,  Milton. 

KANSAS 

Edward  Tacha.  Jennings. 

NEW   YORK 
WlUlam  C.  Sharp.  Greenwich. 
John  R.  Houck,  Tully. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Charles  C.  Potts,  Highlands. 
Thomas  Mortimer  Harris,  Ixmisburg. 
Walter  P.  Bridgers.  Warsaw. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

I        Monday,  July  8,  1940 
•nje  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon,  and  was  caDed  to  order 

by  the  Speaker.  ^  ^     ^ , 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 

the  following  prayer: 

Father  of  mercies,  teach  us  to  love  Ttxy  sacred  word,  and 
may  we  find  our  Saviour  there;  Joined  in  one  spirit,  let  us 
ever  walk  with  Him.  We  thank  Thee  that  our  times  areln 
Thinp  hands.   Let  the  wounds  and  the  suflerings  of  Him  who 


died  that  we  might  live  admonish  us  and  gently  woo  us  on 
to  God.  Enable  us  to  conserve  all  the  powers  we  possess  for 
the  better  and  the  nobler  pursuits  of  life.  Impress  us  that 
there  are  no  errors  in  Thy  eternal  scheme,  and  that  Thy 
gtwdness  and  mercy  will  follow  us  all  our  days.  Under  all 
circumstances,  hearing  the  call  of  our  country,  inspire  us  to 
obey  the  voices  of  our  better  selves,  so  shall  we  have  the 
approval  of  our  fellows  and  hear  the  "WeU  done"  of  our 
Father  in  Heaven.  We  rejoice  that  beneath  the  spreading 
heavens  there  is  a  good  God.  and  He  who  clothes  the  lilies 
and  feeds  the  ravens  will  clothe  and  feed  His  people,  too.  In 
the  name  of  the  everlasting  Christ.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday,  July  4,  1940, 
was  read  and  approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon  its  amend- 
ments to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9575)  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the 
Federal  Aid  Act,  approved  July  11,  1916.  as  amended  and 
supplemented,  and  for  other  purposes,"  disagreed  to  by  the 
House;  agrees  to  the  conference  asked  by  the  House  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  McKellar,  Mr.  Hayden.  Mr.  Bailey.  Mr.  Frazier,  and  Mr. 
La  Follette  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the  Senate  disagrees  to 
the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  biU  (S.  3550)  entitled 
"An  act  to  make  unlawful  the  transportation  of  convict-made 
goods  in  interstate  and  foreign  commerce,"  requests  a  con- 
ference with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  therecm,  and  appoints  Mr.  McCarran,  Mr.  Neely,  and 
Mr.  Norris  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  a 
concurrent  resolution  of  the  following  title,  in  which  the  con- 
currence of  the  House  is  requested: 

8.  Con.  Res.  53.  Concurrent  resolution  authorizing  changes 
in  the  enrollment  of  Senate  bill  1114,  concerning  jurisdicUon 
over  certain  islands. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  bills  and  joint  resolution  of 
the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  134.  An  act  providing  for  continuing   retirement  pay, 
under  certain  conditions,  of  officers  and  former  officers  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  of  the  United  States,  other 
than  officers  of  the  Regular  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps, 
who  incurred  physical  disability  while  In  the  service  of  the 
United  States  during  the  World  War,  and  for  other  purposes; 
S.  182.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Hagenson; 
S.  2560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marjorle  Buchek; 
S.  2561.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ina  Jones; 
S.  2570.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Boyd; 
S.  2800.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Ross,  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Betty  Ross,  a  minor; 

S.  3280.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Leslie  Everett, 
deceased; 

S.  3617.  An  act  granting  the  consent  and  approval  of  Con- 
gress to  an  interstate  compact  relating  to  control  and  reduc- 
tion of  pollution  in  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin; 

S.  4097.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates  of 
American  citizens  who  die  abroad;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  133.  Joint  resolution  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on  the 
Court  of  Claims  or  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States 
for  the  Northern  District  of  Georgia  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks,  of 
Stephens  County.  Ga. 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the  Senate  had  ordered 
that  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  request  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  return  to  the  Senate  the  bill  (H.  R.  9576) 
entitled  "An  act  relating  to  the  admission  of  St.  Eliza- 
beths Hospital  of  persons  resident  or  domiciled  In  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States." 

The  message  also  annoimced  that  the  Senate  had  resolved 
that  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  9877)  enUtled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary 
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of  the  Interior  to  promxilgate  and  to  put  Into  effect  charges 
for  electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for 
the  application  of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the 
operation  of  the  Boulder  Power  Plant  by  the  United  States 
directly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes,"  be  re- 
committed to  the  committee  of  conference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Vice  President  had 
appointed  Mr.  Barklet  and  Mr.  Tobett  members  of  the  joint 
select  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  as  provided  for 
In  the  act  of  February  16,  1889,  as  amended  by  the  act  of 
March  2,  1895,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  and  provide  for 
the  disposition  of  useless  papers  in  the  executive  depart- 
ments," for  the  disposition  of  executive  papers  in  the  fol- 
lowing departments  and  agencies: 

1.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

2.  Federal  Security  Agency. 

3.  Federal  Works  Agency. 

4.  Railroad  Retirement  Board. 

rURNISHING     OF    FACTUAL     iNrORMATION     ON     PREPAREONISS     FC« 

NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  privileged  reso- 
lution and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 
House  Resolution  542 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  la  hereby  re- 
quested, il  not  Incompatible  with  the  public  Interest,  to  furnish 
the  House  of  Representatives  at  such  time  as  may  be  convenient 
prior  to  the  adjournment  of  the  present  session  of  Congress  such 
factual  information  as  may  be  definitely  available  showing  admin- 
istrative action  on  the  program  of  preparedness  for  national  defense. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  the  reading  of 
the  report  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  what  is  the  request? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  resolution  just  read 
was  offered  some  days  ago  In  the  House  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  That  committee,  I  believe  by 
unanimous  vote,  has  made  an  adverse  report  on  it,  as  did  the 
War  Department,  and  in  the  absence  of  the  chairman  I  have 
been  asked  to  call  this  up. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Who  introduced  the  reso- 
lution? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  believe  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Hall].  There  is  an  adverse  report  from  both  the  War 
and  Navy  Departments. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  wonder  if  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  knows  it  is  coming  up  at  this  time? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  assume  he  does,  because  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  is  out  of  the  city,  and 
he  asked  me  to  present  it  at  this  time.  The  committee  is 
asking  that  the  resolution  be  tabled. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    Would  the  gentleman 
mind  withdrawing  his  request  for  a  few  minutes? 
.    Mr.  THOMASON.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  withdraw  the  request 
for  the  moment. 
risposmoN.   control,   and   use   of   surplus   real   property 

ACQXTIRED    BY    FEDERAL    AGENCIES 

Bir.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  7233)  to  amend 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to 
provide  for  the  disposition,  control,  and  use  of  stirplus  real 
property  acquired  by  Federal  agencies,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses.' approved  August  27, 1935  (Public,  No.  351,  74th  Cong.), 
and  for  other  purjwses,"  with  Senate  amendments  thereto 
and  agree  to  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  3,  strike  out  "an"  and  Insert  "the  first  section  of 
the  • 

Page  1.  line  8,  strike  out  all  after  "amended"  down  to  and  in- 
cluding "or"  in  line  3,  on  page  2,  and  insert  "by  inserting,  before 
the  period  at  the  end  thereof,  a  colon  and  the  following:  'Pro- 
vided, That  if  no  bids  which  are  satisfactory  as  to  price  and." 

Page  2.  line  10.  strike  out  "At  the  end  of  the  act  add"  and  Insert 
"Such  act  of  Augxist  27,  1935,  is  fiirther  amended  by  adding  at  the 
vaa  tbaeol." 


Page  2,  line  12,  strike  out  "Is"  and  insert  "are." 
Page  2,  line  13,  strike  out  "amount"  and  insert  "amounts." 
Page  3.  line  24.  strike  out  "so." 

Page  4,  line  1,  after  "buildings"  Insert  "of  his  determination  as  to 
whether  such  building  is  an  historic  building  of  national  slgnlfl- 
cance." 

Page  4.  line  3,  strike  out  "building"  and  Insert  "buUdmg."  " 
I^e  4,  strike  out  lines  4  to  12,  inclusive,  and  Insert : 
"Sic.  3.  Sections  1  to  4.  inclusive,  of  such  act  of  August  27.  1935. 
are  amended  (a)  by  striking  out  the  words  'Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury' wherever  they  appear  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  words 
Tederal  Works  Administrator';  (b)  by  striking  out  the  words  'Direc- 
tor of  Procurement'  wherever  they  appear  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words  'Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings':  (c)  by  striking 
out  the  words  'Procurement  Division'  wherever  they  appear  and  m- 
lertlng  In  lieu  thereof  the  words  'Public  Buildings  Administration.'  " 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  LanhaxI? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  will  the  gentleman  tell  us  what  the  amendments  are? 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  bill  which  has  passed 
both  the  House  and  Senate  and  has  to  do  with  the  disposi- 
tion, control,  and  use  of  surplus  real  property  acquired  by 
Federal  agencies.  The  amendments  placed  in  the  bill  by  the 
Senate  are  purely  clerical  and  do  not  affect  the  purposes  of 
the  bUl. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Lanhak]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

FURNISHING     OF    FACTUAL    INFORMATION     ON     PREPAREDNESS    FOt 

NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  move  that  House 
Resolution  542  be  tabled. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  does  not  the  committee  want  the 
country  to  know  what  the  President  has  done  with  all  the 
money  that  we  have  given  him  for  war  purposes  in  the  last 
4  or  5  years?  It  would  seem  strange  to  me  if  the  public  did 
not  want  to  know. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  is  not  the  question.  This  is  a 
question  of  asking  the  President  to  disclose  slU  war  secrets, 
whatever  they  may  be.  It  Is  not  a  question  of  checking  up 
on  the  money.  The  committee  has  unanimously  made  this 
recommendation  and  also  the  War  and  Navy  Departments. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  unanimously 
adopted  a  bill,  the  so-called  national-defense  bill,  to  which 
an  amendment  was  attached  making  it  mandatory  for  the 
President  to  report  on  the  whole  matter  at  the  beginning  of 
any  subsequent  reguls"  or  special  session.  The  Senate  ac- 
cepted the  House  amendment.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  that  is  all  that  should  be  practically  re- 
quired at  this  time. 

Mr.  RICH.  It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  know  what  the 
President  has  been  spending  this  money  for.  He  says  we 
are  not  prepared.  The  Nation  ought  to  know  when  and 
where  he  spent  seven,  eight,  or  ten  billion  dollars.  We  ought 
to  get  something  for  our  money. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  RICH.    It  certainly  has. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  resolution 
be  tabled. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  STEARNS  of  New  Hampshire.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record 
and  include  therein  an  editorial  from  the  Keene  Evening 
Sentinel,  of  Keene,  N.  H..  with  reference  to  New  Hampshire's 
good  friend  and  neighbor.  Dr.  Plumley,  of  Vermont. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Hampstilre? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  conkent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

•niere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  address  myself  today 
to  an  analysis  of  why  Congress  Is  in  session  at  this  time. 

Usually  the  session  of  Congress,  before  election,  is  termi- 
nated so  that  the  Members  may  get  home,  build  their  political 
fences,  and  thus  have  a  chance  to  tell  their  constituents  why 
they  should  be  reelected. 

The  fundamental  reason  why  Congress  Is  in  session  at  this 
time  is  because  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try want  to  be  kept  out  of  war.  By  having  Congress  in  session 
and  In  possession  of  the  po«?er  to  control  the  declaration  of 
war.  the  large  majority  of  the  people  feel  that  Congress  will 
heed  the  mandate  of  the  people  and  really  keep  this  country 
in  pjeace. 

This  is  a  serious  obligation  to  those  of  us  who  are  old- 
fashioned  enough  to  stUl  beUeve  that  the  "will  of  the  people 
is  the  law  of  the  land"  and  do  not  yet  subscribe  to  the  super- 
man philosophy  of  the  New  Deal. 

If  the  foregoing  deduction  as  to  why  Congress  is  in  session 
Is  correct,  then,  I  ask  in  all  seriousness,  why  should  any  politi- 
cal party  hesitate  to  adopt  a  plank  in  its  platform  that  is 
straightforward,  honest,  and  sincere  in  regard  to  peace,  as 
the  Republican  Party  has  already  done? 

Statesmanship  is  common  sense  and  common  justice.  Com- 
mon sense  and  common  justice  require  that  each  and  every 
one  of  us  heed  this  most  evident  mandate  of  the  people  and 
work  for  peace  and  preparedness.  By  staying  in  session  we 
hope  to  accomplish  these  objectives.    [Applause.] 

i  GOVERNMENT   SPENDING 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  still  365  days  in  a  year, 
24  hours  in  a  day.  60  minutes  in  an  hour,  or  525.600  minutes 
in  a  year.  The  New  Deal  has  not  changed  our  calendar  as 
yet.  Last  year  the  New  Deal  went  in  the  red  $3,741,249,136, 
the  third  largest  deficit  in  the  Nation's  history  in  peacetime. 
This  means  that  you  are  $7,118.07  in  the  red  every  minute.  I 
just  figured  it  out.  The  way  the  New  Deal  is  starting  to  spend 
money  in  this  year  of  the  administration  beginning  July  1 
under  the  guise  of  national  defense  is  terrible.  It  is  deceptive, 
it  is  dishonest,  because  aU  the  money  does  not  go  for  pre- 
paredness. It  goes  for  New  Deal  folly.  New  Deal  waste,  and 
Inefficiency.  The  New  Deal  is  going  to  carry  on  the  very 
things  the  New  Deal  has  been  advocaUng  for  7  years— 7  years 

of  deficits. 

The  deficits 

,0«o                     $2,245,453,000 

1OT4 '             '  _    — 3.255.393,000 

IMS ~    -  3.782.966.000 

laaa "          II    --    4,952.929.000 

iaa7 "                             ~~II  __    3,252,540,000 

IMS **      II        I-   1.449,626,000 

,^ "*                  3,600.514,000 

1940lIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII 3,  741,  249,  000 

26,  280.  670, 000 

The  most  ruthless  expenditure  of  money  in  the  world's  his- 
tory—waste, extravagance,  inefficiency.  This  waste  will  have 
to  be  paid  by  future  generations.  The  administration  want^ 
you  to  believe  the  new  tax  bill  is  for  naUonal  defense.  It  is 
for  the  waste  of  the  past  7  years  and  you  will  have  to  have 
more  taxes  to  pay  for  this  waste  and  extravagance.  What 
are  you  going  to  do  to  put  10,000,000  people  back  to  work? 
Willkie  will  do  It.    [Applause.] 

LHere  the  gavel  fell.l 

CITY  OF  ©ETROrr.  MICH. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 
XiXXXVI 684 


Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  figures  which  have 
just  been  presented  to  me  by  the  Redford  Record  in  regard 
to  the  census  of  the  city  of  Detroit,  Mich.,  are  correct— and 
I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  their  accuracy— a  most  unusual 
situation  has  presented  itself.  The  city  of  Detroit  has 
gained  approximately  50.000  people  In  the  last  10  years.  Of 
these  50,000  people.  46,777  have  moved  into  the  twenty- 
second  ward  of  that  city,  which  is  in  my  congressional  dis- 
trict, the  Seventeenth  Congressional  District  of  Michigan, 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent.  More  than  90  percent 
of  the  entire  increase  in  the  population  of  the  fourth  city 
of  the  United  States  has  been  due  to  people  moving  into 
my  congressional  district.  The  population  of  Detroit  in  1930 
was  1,568.662,  and  In  1940  it  U  1,618,549,  an  increase  of 
49.887.  This  must  testify  to  the  splendid  qualities,  the  ad- 
vantages, and  the  desirability  of  that  district,  in  which  people 
can  reside  and  have  a  happy  home.    [Applause.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  LEWIS  Of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  a  petition  signed  by  three  residents  of  my  district, 
and  I  further  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  therein  separately  a  letter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  brief  statement  I  made  over  the  radio  last  night. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  two  different  places  on  the  sub- 
ject of  pollution  and  to  Include  therein  simdry  newspaper 
comments,  letters,  and  statements  received  on  the  subject 
of  iJoUution  control. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  article  from  the  Christian  Science  Monitor. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GOODWIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  brief  article  appearing  in  the  Cedar  Rapids  Gazette. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  Include  therein 
a  brief  editorial  on  "fifth  column"  activities  from  the  Oska- 
loosa  (Iowa)  Herald. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
the  text  of  a  resolution  I  am  introducing. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 
There  was  no  objection. 

BOULDER  DAM 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  wishes  to  make  a  statement 
With  reference  to  a  bill  now  pending  in  conference  (H.  B. 
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&877)  commonly  known  as  the  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  biH.  It 
appears  that  the  conferees  are  very  anxious  to  try  to  reach 
an  agreement  on  this  matter.  The  gentleman  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Whitb]  is  absent.  I  have  a  telegram  from  him  ofTerlng 
his  resignation  as  a  member  of  the  committee  of  conference. 
In  view  of  the  circumstances,  the  Chair  designates  the  gen- 
tleman from  Utah  [Mr.  Robinson]  as  a  conferee  on  the  part 
of  the  House,  and  the  resignation  of  the  gentleman  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Whttb]  is  accepted.  The  Clerk  will  notify  the 
Senate  of  the  action  of  the  Speaker  of  the  House. 

PAYMXNTS  TO  STATE  AND   TERRITCRIAL   SOLDIERS'  HOMES 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9875) 
to  provide  that  payments  made  to  States  or  Territories  to  aid 
In  the  maintenance  of  disabled  veterans  in  State  and  Terri- 
torial homes  shall  be  used  solely  for  such  purpose,  and  con- 
sider the  same. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bUl. 
—  The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  eruicted,  etc..  That  the  first  paragraph  of  section  1  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  aid  to  State  or  Territorial  homes 
for  the  support  of  disabled  soldiers  and  sailors  of  the  United  States," 
approved  Augvist  27.  1888.  as  amended  (D.  S.  C  1934  ed.,  Supp.  V, 
title  24.  sec.  134),  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  sentence :  "All  such  payments  shall  be  deposited  in  a  spe- 
cial fund  and  shaU  be  used  solely  to  aid  In  the  maintenance  of 
disabled  soldiers  and  sailors  admitted  to  such  homes." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

REPUBLICAN  PARTY  LYNCHED! 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  several  days  ago  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hobbs]  made  a  state- 
ment on  this  floor  that  I  feel  impelled  to  correct.  He  said 
there  had  not  been  a  lynching  in  the  United  States  during 
the  year  1940. 

I  am  sure  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  was  thoroughly 
sincere  In  making  that  statement,  but  I  want  to  call  his 
attention  to  the  fact  that  we  had  one  of  the  greatest  demon- 
strations of  mob  violence  in  history  when  the  Power  Trust 
lynched  the  Republican  Party  at  Philadelphia  a  few  days 
ago.     [Laughter  and  applause.] 

EXTENSION  or   REMARKS 

Mr.  WCXDDRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  tmani- 
mous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  includ- 
ing an  address  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Si)eaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  short  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  two 
recent  radio  speeches. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

District  Day 

The  SPEAKER.    This  Is  District  of  Columbia  day. 

rURNlSHING  OF  POTOMAC  WATER  WITHOIJT  CHARGE  TO  CHARITABLE 

INSTITUTIONS 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  xmanimous  consent 
for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill   (S.  3870)   to 


amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  furnish  Potomac  water 
without  charge  to  charitable  institutions,  and  so  forth.  In  the 
District  of  Columbia."  approved  February  23.  1905. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bUl. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
what  does  this  bill  seek  to  do? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  answer  to  the  inquiry 
of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania — and  I  was  going  to 
seek  recognition  to  explam  briefly  the  provisions  of  the 
measure — I  will  state  that  under  the  District  of  Columbia 
Code,  as  approved  February  23.  1905,  Potomac  River  water  is 
furnished  to  churches  free  of  charge.  This  bill  would  amend 
that  act  to  include  charitable  Institutions  which  do  not  have 
inmates.  It  Is  simply  an  amendment  to  that  act.  An  or- 
ganization such  as  the  boys'  clubs  would  be  helped. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  for  the  immediate  considera- 
Uon  of  the  biU? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  second  sentence  of  the  first  section 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Commissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  furnish  Potomac  water  without  charge  to 
charitable  institutions,  etc..  in  the  District  of  Columbia."  approved 
February  23.  1905  (D.  C.  Code.  Utle  30.  sec.  1403).  Is  amended  by 
Inserting  therein  after  the  word  "churches"  the  following:  "and 
to  charitable  Institutions  which  do  not  have  Inmates." 

Mr.  RANDOLPH,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  for  recognition  on 
the  bUl. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  desire  to  discuss  the  provisions  of  the 
pending  legislation  because,  in  answer  to  the  inquiry  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  I  explained  that  the  measure  is 
a  very  simple  one  and  is  meritorious,  and  I  am  sure  the  House 
will  pass  it.  I  take  this  time  to  say  to  the  membership  of  the 
House  that  In  connection  with  the  figures  just  announced  on 
the  standings  of  various  cities  as  to  population.  It  is  shown 
that  Washington,  D.  C.  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  has  had 
the  largest  percentage  of  increase  In  population  in  the  last 
10  years  of  any  of  the  cities  of  the  United  States,  and  I  do 
feel  that  regardless  of  the  reasons  for  this  increase  [laughter] 
I  believe  all  Members  of  this  House,  regardless  of  which  side 
of  the  aisle  they  sit  on,  are  in  agreement  that  we  desire  to  see 
the  city  of  Washington  as  it  grows  in  population  also  grow 
in  beauty  and  strength  and  in  the  affection  of  the  American 
people.  I  think  it  is  highly  Important  these  days  that  the 
one-hundred-and-thirty-million-odd  American  men.  women, 
and  children  of  our  Republic  should  increasingly  realize  that 
the  Capital  of  the  United  States  is  a  capital  which  serves  as 
a  center  and  as  a  means  and  as  an  expression  of  the  thoughts 
of  all  the  liberty-loving  citizens  of  this  Nation. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Members  today  to  the  fact  that 
we  who  represent  various  sections  of  the  country  are  Inter- 
ested not  alone  in  the  increased  population  of  our  own  States 
and  of  our  own  districts,  as  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  DoNDERo]  has  just  called  attention  to  in  stating  that  his 
district  has  had  a  good  increase,  but  here  in  the  Nation's 
Capital,  when  there  comes  an  Increase  in  population,  let  us 
hope  and  let  us  trust  and  let  us  believe  that  the  Capital  con- 
tinues as  a  finest  expression  of  the  faith  of  a  great  America. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

»4r.  RANDOLPH.    Yes. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  noticed  this  morning  on  I  Street  between 
Fourteenth  and  Fifteenth  Streets,  that  they  are  cutting  down 
some  very  beautiful  oak  trees,  from  30  to  40  or  50  years  old. 
Of  course,  I  realize  they  are  going  to  widen  the  street  and 
that  they  are  cutUng  those  trees  down  In  order  to  facilitate 
the  progress  of  automobUes.  Sometimes  I  wonder  whether  we 
are  not  destroying  a  great  deal  of  the  beauty  of  Washington 
for  a  greater  efficiency  in  commercialism.  Who  is  responsi- 
ble for  this  destrucUon  of  beautiful  trees?  The  authorities 
of  Washington  should  be  very  careful  that  they  do  not  per- 
mit commercialism  to  enter  Into  the  city  of  Washington  to 
the  extent  that  it  will  destroy  her  beauty. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania raises  an  important  quesUon.    I  do  think  that  the 
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officials  who  govern  the  District  of  Columbia  should  carefully 
consider  any  changes  made  so  that  we  may  not  mar  the 
beauty  here.  At  the  same  time  we  can  bring  about  a  proper 
utilization  of  our  present  facilities. 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Si)eaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man jrleld? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    Yes. 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  Could  the  gentleman  Inform 
the  House  just  what  is  being  done  to  stop  the  proposed  under- 
pass on  Sixteenth  Street  and  Massachusetts  Avenue? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  am  very  glad  the  genUeman  from 
Michigan  has  raised  that  question. 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  Because  in  constructing  that 
they  are  certainly  going  to  ruin  a  great  many  trees,  and  I 
do  not  believe  that  it  wiU  faclUtate  the  traffic  very  much. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  do  not  believe  they  will  facilitate  traf- 
fic very  much  by  an  underpass  there,  and  requests  have  been 
made  that  the  Commissioners  give  these  people  a  thorough 
hearing. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

BOARS  or  FUNERAL  DIRECTORS  AWD  EMBALMERS 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3720)  to  create 
and  establish  a  Board  of  Funeral  Directors  and  Embalmers 
for  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  to  prescribe  its  powers  and 
duties.  

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  bill  is  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  public 
health  there  is  hereby  created  the  Board  of  Funeral  Directors  and 
Kmbalmers  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

DU'lMlilONS 

Sk.  2.  As  used  In  this  act,  the  term—  ,  ^.    ^  ,  -. 

(a)  -Boftrd'  shall  mean  the  Board  of  Funeral  Directors  and  Em- 
balmers of  the  District  of  Columbia  created  by  this  act. 

(b)  "Funeral  director"  shall  be  construed  to  mean  a  person  wno 
engages  In  the  business  or  profession  of  directing  or  supervising 
funerals  for  profit,  or  the  disposition  of  dead  human  bodies,  or  a 
person  who  uses.  In  connecUon  with  a  business,  the  word  or  term 
funeral  director",  "undertaker**,  "mortician",  or  any  other  word  or 
term  from  which  can  be  Implied  the  business  of  funeral  directing  or 
the  holding  out  to  the  public  that  one  Is  a  funeral  director. 

(c)  "Embalmer"  shall  be  construed  to  njean  a  person  who.  for 
preservation  purposes,  disinfects,  or  attempts  to  disinfect  Uie  dead 
human  body  or  any  part  thereof,  by  the  application  of  chemicals 
externally  or  by  the  Injection  of  chemicals  Into  such  body,  or  any 

'^Jd)  "pSieral  director  and  embalmer"  shaU  be  construed  to  mean 
any  person  who  Is  qualified  to  act  both  as  a  funeral  director  and 
an  embalmer  and  who  Is  engaged  In  the  business  or  profession  of 
fxineral  directing,  and  the  bxislness  or  profession  of  embalming. 

le)  "Funeral  home"  shall  be  construed  to  mean  a  place  of  business 
equipped  for  the  care  and  preparaUon  for  burial  or  transpcrutlon 
of  dead  human  bodies.  *».     «  „_.4   «* 

(f)  "Commissioners"  shall  be  construed  to  mean  the  Board  of 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(a)  "Person"  shall  be  construed  to  mean  a  natural  person. 

8bc  3  There  is  hereby  created  the  Board  of  Funeral  Directors 
and  Embalmers  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec  *  The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  ap- 
point ai  members  of  said  Board  six  persons  who  shall  have  been 
actively  engaged  at  a  place  of  business  In  the  District  of  Columbia 
In  the  business  or  profession  of  funeral  directing  or  embalming  for 
a  minimum  of  5  consecutive  years  immediately  preceding  their 
appointment,  a  physician  licensed  to  practice  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  a  representative  from  the  faculty  of  any  one  of  the 
medical  schools  located  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  each  member 
of  said  Board  shall  be  not  less  than  25  years  of  age.  of  good  moral 
character  and  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  In  addition  thereto. 
the  health  officer  of  the  District  of  Columbia  or  a  member  of  the 
SSsonnel  Of  tJTe  Health  Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
designated  by  said  health  officer,  shall  serve,  ez  officio,  as  a  member 
of  said  Board  and  sbaU  also  be  secretary-treasurer  of  said  Board  and 
ShaU  Klve  bond  for  the  faithful  performance  of  his  dutl«j  in  such 
Siount  L  the  Board  may  deem  necessary,  but  without  added  com- 
pensation for  his  Eervices  as  such.  The  Commissioners  shall  appoint 
tteftrst  members  of  said  Board  within  30  days  from  the  enactment 
of  thlB  act  Four  members  of  the  Board  originally  appointed  by  the 
Commissioners  shall  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  1  y^-JI}^^?}" 
members  shaU  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  2  years.    Thereafter,  the 


term  of  the  members  of  said  Board  shall  be  for  2  years  and  untU 
their  successors  are  appointed  by  the  Commissioners  and  JbAV9 
qualified.  Members  to  fill  vacancies  shaU  be  appointed  by  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  unexpired  term.  The  Commissioners  may  reinove 
any  member  of  the  Board  at  any  time  for  neglect  of  duty  or  other 
Just  cause.  The  members  of  said  Board  shaU  serve  without 
compensation.  ,  .  . 

Sxc.  5.  Each  member  of  the  Board,  before  entering  upon  his 
duties,  shall  take  tind  subscribe  to  an  oath  before  the  secretary  of 
the  Board  of  Commissioners  that  he  wUl  faithfully  and  Impartially 
discharge  the  duties  of  his  office.  ,  ^  ,       w.     _♦ 

Sec.  6.  (a)  The  Board  shall  meet  In  the  District  of  Col\imbla  at 
least  once  each  year  on  the  second  Tuesday  of  the  month  of  Janu- 
ary of  each  year  and  may  hold  other  meetings  at  such  time  as  .t 
deems  necessary;  and  the  time  and  place  of  said  meetings  shall  be 
fixed  and  determined  by  the  Board  In  Its  rules  and  regulations  At 
the  January  meeting,  which  shall  be  known  as  the  annual  meeting, 
the  Board  shaU  elect  from  among  Its  members  a  president  and  a 
vice  president.  Five  members  of  said  Board  shaU  constitute  a 
quortim  for  the  transaction  of  business  at  any  meeting:  If,  however, 
such  quorum  shaU  not  be  present  at  any  regularly  called  meeting. 
the  members  present  may  adjourn  such  meeting  from  time  to  time 
until  such  quorum  la  present.  The  Board  Is  hereby  authorlised  and 
empowered  to  make,  and  from  time  to  time  may  alter,  such  rules  and 
regulations,  not  Inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  thU  act,  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
as  it  deems  necessary  for  the  conduct  of  Its  business  and  for  tba 
proper  execution  and  enforcement  of  the  provisions  of  this  act. 
The  Board  shall  adopt  a  common  seal  and  from  time  to  time  may 
alter  the  same  if  It  Is  deemed  proper;  the  courts  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  shall  teke  Judicial  notice  of  such  seal. 

(b)  The  Board  shaU  keep  a  record  of  its  proceedings.  It  snau 
keep  a  register  of  licensees  and  apprentices,  showing  the  name  of 
each  licensee  or  apprentice,  the  name  and  location  of  his  place  of 
occupation  or  business,  and  other  information  considered  advisable 
by  the  Board  to  effectuate  the  purpose  of  this  act.  The  books  and 
records  of  the  Board  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  matters  therein 
contained,  shall  constitute  public  records,  and  shall,  at  aU  reason- 
able times,  be  open  for  public  inspection.  .^  ..  »■ 

Sec  7  (a)  The  secretary- treasurer  shall  perform  such  duties  as 
the  Board  by  its  rules  and  regulations  shall  prescribe.  The  B<»rd 
may  appoint  one  or  more  Inspectors  whose  duties  shall  be  deter- 
mined by  the  Board,  and  the  salary  and  necessary  expenses  of  sucb 
Inspector  or  Inspectors  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  funds  received  by 
the  Board  and  no  part  of  such  ctMnpensatlon  shaU  be  paid  otherwise 
by  the  District  of  Colimabla. 

(b)  The  secretary-treasurer  Is  hereby  authorized  and  empowered 
to  employ  and  fix  the  salary  of  such  clerical  assistants  as  he  may. 
from  time  to  time,  deem  necessary  subject  to  the  approval  of  tha 
Board;  the  compensation  of  such  employee  or  employees  shall  be 
paid  out  of  the  funds  received  by  the  Board  and  no  part  of  such 
compensation  shall  be  paid  otherwise  by  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(c)  The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  pro- 
vide for  the  ui^  of  the  Board,  such  office  space  as  shall  be  rea- 
sonably necessary  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  and  to  effectuate 
the  purposes  of  this  act.  The  corporation  counsel  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  shall  act  as  coimsel  for  the  Board  but  without  added 
comijensatlon  for  his  services  as  such. 

(d)  The  Board  Is  hereby  authorized  and  empowered  to  receive, 
and  the  Anatomical  Board  of  the  District  of  Columbia  (32  Stat. 
174  ch  638,  sec.  9)  Is  hereby  authorized  to  deliver,  under  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  act  creating  said  Anatomical  Board  of 
the  Dtetrlct  of  Columbia,  to  said  Board,  a  sufficient  nimiber  of 
dead  human  bodies  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  said  Board  to  con- 
duct the  examinations  In  funeral  directing  and  embalming  provided 

for  in  this  act.  ^  ,  j,      *. 

Sbc  8.  The  Board  shall  hold  an  examination  In  funeral  directing 
and  an  examination  In  embalming  not  less  frequently  than  once 
a  year  and  at  such  other  times  as  the  Board  may  by  rule  or  special 
order  determine.  The  Board  shall  publish  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  of  each  examination  not  less  than  30  days  before  the  date  of 
said  examination  in  one  or  more  dally  newspapers  of  general  cir- 
culation In  the  District  of  Colvunbla. 

Sec  9.  On  and  after  60  da3rs  from  the  enactment  of  this  act  no 
person  shall  in  the  District  of  Columbia  carry  on  the  business  or 
profession  or  discharge  any  of  the  duties  of  a  funeral  director  or 
an  embalmer.  as  defined  In  this  act.  unless  there  has  been  Issued 
to  him  by  the  Board  of  Funeral  Directors  and  Embalmers  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  a  license  or  licenses  therefor  In  full  force  and 
effect  at  the  time,  and  unless  he  shaU  have  otherwise  compiled 
with  the  provisions  of  this  act.  Such  license  or  licenses  shall  be 
signed  by  the  president  and  the  secretary-treasurer  of  the  Board, 
to  which  license  shall  be  affixed  the  seal  of  said  Board,  and  such 
license  or  licenses  shall  be  nontransferable  and  nonassignable;  and 
such  license  or  licenses  shall  be  conspicuously  displayed  In  the 
place  of  business  conducted  by  the  licensee  or  where  the  Ucensea 
Is  employed. 

rXTKTOUiL    nniECTORS 

Sbc  10.  Within  60  days  from  the  enactment  of  this  act,  every 
person  registered  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act  with  the  Health 
Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  an  undertaker  and  actu- 
ally engaged  In  such  business  at  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this 
act  at  a  fixed  place  or  establishment  equipped  as  a  funeral  home 
and  desiring  to  continue  those  activities  of  an  undertaker  defined 
In  this  act  as  funeral  director  shall  furnish  proof  satisfactory  to 
the  Board  that  he  was  so  registered  and  so  engaged  In  such  bu^- 
ness      Such   proof   having   been   made  to  the  satisfaction   of  tba 
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Board,  the  Board  shall  cause  the  name  of  such  person  to  be  regis- 
tered as  a  funeral  director  In  a  book  provided  for  that  purpose  and 
kept  by  the  secretary-treasurer  of  the  Board,  and  upon  the  pay- 
ment of  a  fee  of  110  the  Board  shall  Issue  to  such  person  a  license 
to  engage  In  the  business  or  profession  of  funeral  directing  in  the 
District  of  Ck>luinbia.  All  UcenBes  issued  shall  date  from  the  1st  day 
of  July  In  each  year  and  expire  on  the  30th  day  of  June  following. 
Every  license  issued  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be 
renewed  annually  on  or  before  the  Ist  day  of  July  of  each  year  upon 
the  payment  of  an  annual  renewal  fee  of  tlO. 

Sec.  11.  After  the  enactment  of  this  act  any  person  desiring  to 
engage  In  the  District  of  Ck)luinbia  In  the  business  or  profession  of 
funeral  directing,  as  defined  in  this  act,  who  was  not  so  engaged  at 
the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  or  any  person  so  engaged  at 
the  time  of  the  enactment  at  this  act  who  failed  to  avail  himself 
of  the  provisions  of  section  10  of  this  act,  shall  present  himself 
before  the  Board  for  a  license  to  practice  funeral  directing.  Such 
person  shall  submit  proof  satisfactory  to  the  Board  that  he  is  not 
less  than  21  years  of  age,  that  he  is  of  good  moral  character  and 
free  from  any  habits  liable  to  Interfere  with  the  performance  of 
his  duties,  and  that  he  is  a  graduate  from  a  recognized  high  school 
or  Its  equivalent.  Such  person  shall  also  submit  proof  satisfactory 
to  the  Board  that  he  has  had  not  less  than  2  years'  practical  experi- 
ence as  an  apprentice  with  a  licensed  funeral  director  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  and  that  he  was  registered  as  an  apprentice  with 
the  Board  of  Funeral  Directors  and  Embalmers  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  at  the  time  he  started  to  serve  his  apprenticeship  and 
that  such  apprenticeship  was  served  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  section  13  of  this  act.  Such  person  shall  be  examined  by 
the  Board  as  to  the  proper  sanitation  and  disinfection  of  the  cloth- 
ing and  bedding  of  persons  dying  from  conununlcable  diseases  and 
the  premises  in  which  they  died;  as  to  laws  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia relative  to  death  certificates,  removals,  burials,  burial  per- 
mits, and  Interstate  shipment  of  dead  bodies;  and  as  to  the  proper 
care,  preparation  for  burial,  and  burial  of  dead  human  bodies,  and 
such  other  subjects  as  the  Board  deems  necessary  and  proper.  Each 
such  applicant  for  a  license  to  engage  in  the  business  or  profession 
of  funeral  directing  shall  submit  formal  application,  supporting 
data,  photograph,  and  shall  pay  an  examination  fee  of  125  which, 
U  the  applicant  passes  or  fails  the  examination  herein  authorized, 
shall  not  be  returnable. 

Sec.  12.  When  the  Board  shall  find  that  the  applicant  for  a  license 
to  practice  the  bvislness  or  profession  of  funeral  directing  as  de- 
fined In  this  act  possesses  the  qualifications  prescribed  in  this  act, 
and  when  the  applicant  shall  have  passed  the  examination  pre- 
scribed by  the  Board,  the  Board  shall  caxiae  the  name  of  such  ap- 
plicant to  be  registered  In  a  book  to  be  provided  for  that  purpose 
and  kept  by  the  secretary-treasurer  of  the  Board,  and  upon  the  pay- 
ment of  the  license  fee  of  $10,  the  Board  shall  issue  to  such  person 
a  license  to  engage  in  the  business  or  profession  of  funeral  directing 
in  the  District  of  Columbia.  All  licenses  issued  shall  date  from  the 
1st  day  of  July  in  each  year  and  expire  on  the  30th  day  of  June 
following.  Every  license  issued  under  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  be  renewed  annxiaily  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  Jxily  of  each 
year  upon  the  payment  of  an  annual  fee  of  810. 
-Sec.  13.  Before  any  person  shall.  In  the  District  of  Ooltimbla,  serve 
as  an  apprentice  funeral  director,  such  person  shall  register  with 
the  Board  as  such  an  apprentice  of  a  funeral  director  licensed  under 
the  provisions  of  this  act  and  actually  engaged  in  the  business  or 
profession  of  funeral  directing  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
Board  shall,  by  its  rules  and  regulations,  prescribe  the  manner  In 
which  such  registration  shall  be  made,  and  the  duration  thereof,  the 
fee  to  be  charged  for  such  registration  and  any  annual  renewal 
thereof,  which  fee  shall  not  exceed  $5  per  jrear,  and  the  terms  and 
conditions  under  which  funeral  director  apprenticeships  shall  be 
served. 

Sbc.  14.  Within  60  days  from  the  enactment  of  this  act  every 
person  registered,  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  act,  with  the 
Health  Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  an  undertaker 
and  actually  engaged  In  such  business  at  the  time  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  act  at  a  fixed  place  or  establishment  equipped  as  a 
funeral  home  and  desiring  to  continue  those  activities  of  an  under- 
taker defined  in  this  act  as  embalmer  shall  furnish  proof  satis- 
factory to  the  Board  that  he  was  so  registered  and  so  engaged  in 
such  business.  Such  proof  having  heen  made  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Board,  the  Board  shall  cause  the  name  of  such  person  to  tte 
■  registered  as  an  embalmer  in  a  book  to  be  provided  for  that  purpose 
and  kept  by  the  secretary-treasurer  of  the  Board,  and  upon  the 
payment  of  a  fee  of  |10  the  Board  shall  issue  to  such  person  a 
license  to  engage  in  the  business  or  profession  of  embalming  in 
the  District  of  Coliimbia.  All  licenses  issued  shall  date  from  the 
1st  day  of  July  in  each  year  and  expire  on  the  30th  day  of  June 
following.  Every  license  Issued  under  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  be  renewed  annually  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  July  of  each 
year  upon  the  payment  of  an  annual  renewal  fee  of  $10. 

Sec.  15.  After  the  enactment  of  this  act  any  person  desiring  to 
engiige,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  In  the  business  or  profession 
of  «a!ibalmlng  as  defined  in  this  act,  or  any  person  so  engaged  at 
the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  who  failed  to  avail  himself 
of  the  provisions  of  section  14  of  this  act,  shall  present  himself 
before  tiie  Board  for  a  license  to  practice  embalming.  Such  p>erson 
shall  submit  proof  satisfactory  to  the  Board  that  he  is  not  less  than 
21  years  of  age  and  that  he  is  of  good  moral  character  and  free 
from  any  habits  liable  to  interfere  with  the  performance  of  his 
duties.    Such  person  shall  also  submit  proof  that  he  is  a  graduate 


of  a  recognized  high  school  or  its  equivalent:  that  he  Is  a  graduate 
of  an  approved  college  of  embalming  whose  course  of  instruction 
is  not  less  than  9  months,  comprising  not  less  than  840  hours  of 
study;  that  he  has  had  not  less  than  2  years  of  practical  experience 
as  an  apprentice  with  a  licensed  embalmer  in  the  District  of 
Colxmibia;  that  he  was  registered  as  an  apprentice  with  the  Board 
of  Funeral  Directors  and  Embalmers  at  the  time  he  started  to  serve 
his  apprenticeship  and  that  such  apprenticeship  was  served  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  section  17  of  this  act.  Such  person 
shall  be  examined  by  the  Boafd,  theoretically  and  practically,  in 
anatomy,  embalming,  embalming  fluids,  sanitation,  disinfection,  the 
care  and  preparation  of  dead  bodies  for  biirial  and  the  shipment 
of  same,  laws  and  regulations  pertaining  to  communicable  diseasea, 
and  such  other  subjects  as  the  Board  deems  necessary  and  proper. 
Each  applicant  for  a  license  to  engage  In  the  business  or  profession 
of  embalming  to  be  issued  after  examination  shall  submit  formal 
application,  supporting  data,  photograph,  and  shall  pay  an  exami- 
nation fee  of  $25,  which,  if  the  applicant  passes  or  falls  the  ex- 
amination herein  authorized,  shall  not  be  returnable. 

Sac.  16.  When  the  Board  shall  find  that  the  applicant  for  a 
license  to  practice  the  business  or  profession  of  embalming  as 
defined  in  this  act  possesses  the  qualifications  therefor  prescribed  in 
this  act,  and  when  the  applicant  shall  have  passed  the  examination 
prescribed  by  the  Board,  the  Board  shall  cause  the  name  of  such 
applicant  to  be  registered  in  a  book  to  be  provided  for  that  purpo.se 
and  kept  by  the  secretary-treasurer  of  the  Board,  and  upon  the 
payment  of  the  license  fee  of  $10,  the  Board  shall  Issue  to  such 
person  a  license  to  engage  in  the  business  or  profession  of  embalm- 
ing in  the  District  of  Colximbia.  All  licenses  issued  shall  date  from 
the  1st  day  of  July  in  each  year  and  expire  on  the  30th  day  of  June 
following.  Every  license  Issued  under  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  be  renewed  annually  on  or  l)efore  the  1st  day  of  July  of  each 
year  upon  the  payment  of  an  annual  fee  of  $10. 

Sec.  17.  Before  any  person  shall,  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
serve  as  an  apprentice  en'balmer,  such  person  shall  register  with 
the  Board  as  such  an  apprentice  of  an  embalmer  licensed  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act  and  actually  engaged  in  the  business  or  pro- 
fession of  embalming  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  Board 
shall,  by  Its  rules  and  regtolatlons.  prescribe  the  manner  in  which 
such  registration  shall  be  made,  the  duration  thereof,  the  fee  to  be 
charged  for  such  registration  and  any  annual  renewal  thereof, 
which  fee  shall  not  exceed  $5  p)er  year,  and  the  terms  and  conditions 
under  which  the  embalmer  apprenticeships  shall  be  served. 

Sk.  18.  The  Board  may,  subject  to  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
It  may  by  its  rules  and  regulations  prescribe,  grant  nonresident 
privileges  to  funeral  directors  or  embalmers  licensed  by  any  State 
or  Territory  of  the  United  States,  provided  such  State  or  Territory 
extends  the  same  privileges  to  licensed  fimeral  directors  or  em- 
balmers of  the  District  of  Columbia.  Such  privileges  shall  not 
Include  the  establishment  of  a  place  of  business  in  the  District  of 
Coltmibla  for  the  purpose  of  engaging  in  the  business  or  profession 
of  funeral  directing  or  embalming  nor  the  acceptance  of  employ- 
ment as  a  funeral  director  or  embalmer  with  a  DL<5t,rict  of  Columbia 
funeral  director  or  embalmer  until  duly  licensed  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sxc.  19.  A  fimeral  director  or  embalmer  who  dcatres  to  obtain  a 
license  without  examination  by  virtue  of  a  license  Isiiu  i1  to  him  by 
any  State  or  Territory  shall  submit  proof  satisfactory  to  the  Board 
that  he  is  over  21  years  of  age  and  is  of  good  moral  character;  that 
he  was  licensed  to  practice  funeral  directing  or  embalming  in  the 
Jurisdiction  whence  he  comes  under  conditions  that  would  have 
permitted  him  to  have  obtained  a  license  in  the  District  of  Colxmi- 
bia;  that  he  practiced  under  authority  of  said  license  for  not  less 
than  5  consecutive  years  immediately  preceding  the  date  of  appli- 
cation, and  that  he  intends,  if  licensed  by  the  Board  of  Funeral 
Directors  and  Emtmlmers,  to  engage  in  such  business  or  profession 
in  the  District  of  Colvunbia.  He  also  shall  submit  proof  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Board  that  the  Jurisdiction  whence  he  comes  grants, 
without  examination,  to  licentiates  of  the  District  of  Columbia  of 
the  same  class,  licenses  to  practice  fimeral  directing  or  embalming 
within  its  Jurisdiction.  Such  proof  having  been  made  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Board,  the  Board  shall  cause  the  name  of  such  person 
to  be  registered  as  a  funeral  director  or  embalmer,  or  both,  in  a 
book  provided  for  that  purpose  and  kept  by  the  secretary-treasurer 
of  the  Board,  and  upon  the  payment  of  the  fee  of  $10  per  license 
shall  Issue  a  license  or  licenses  to  such  person.  Every  license  issued 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  renewed  annually  on 
or  before  the  Ist  day  of  July  of  each  year  upon  the  payment  of  an 
annual  fee  of  $10. 

Sic.  20.  The  Board  is  hereby  authorized  and  empowered  to  In- 
vestigate any  alleged  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  or  any 
aUeged  vlolaUon  or  violations  of  the  rules  and  regulations  herein 
authorized  to  be  promulgated  by  the  Board;  to  summon  alleged 
violators  for  hearing  before  the  Board,  to  subpena  witnesses  or 
take  the  testimony  of  any  person  by  deposition;  to  administer 
oaths  to  witnesses  before  the  Board;  to  compel  testimony  of  and 
from  witnesses;  to  require  the  production  of  books,  records,  pa- 
pers, and  documents  by  subpena  or  otherwise;  and  to  aid  In  the 
prosecution  of  any  aUeged  violaUon  of  this  act  or  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  herein  authorized  to  be  promulgated  by  the  Board.  In 
case  of  the  refiisal  of  any  person  to  comply  with  any  subpena 
Issued  hereunder  or  to  testify  to  any  matter  regarding  which  he 
may  lawfully  be  interrogated,  the  District  Court  of  the  United 
States  for  the  District  of  Coltmabia,  or  any  judge  thereof  on 
application  of  any  member  of  the  Board.  shaU  issue  an  order  re- 
quiring such  person  to  comply  with  such  subpena  and  to  testify 
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or  either,  and   any  failure  to  obey  such  order  of  the  court  may 
be  punished  by  the  court  as  a  contempt  thereof. 

Sk.  21.  All  fees  and  charges  payable  under  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  paid  to  the  secretair-treasurer  of  the  Board  and 
by  him  deposited  as  directed  by  the  Board.  The  Board  shall  pay 
from  the  fund  thus  esUblished  all  of  the  expenses  of  the  Board, 
including  such  as  may  be  incident  to  investigation  and  criminal 
prosecution.  Disbursements  authorized  by  the  Board  shall  be 
made  by  check  signed  by  the  secretary-treasurer  of  the  Board. 
The  Board  is  hereby  empowered  to  refund  any  fee  or  charge,  or 
portion  thereof,  erroneously  paid  or  collected  under  this  act.  At 
the  close  of  each  fiscal  year  any  and  all  funds  of  the  Board  In 
excess  of  the  sum  of  $1,000  shaU  be  paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  to  the  credit  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  It  shaU 
be  the  duty  of  the  auditor  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  audit  the 
accounts  of  the  Board  at  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year  and  make  a 
report  thereof  in  writing  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  said  auditor  shall  have  free  access  to  all  t>ooks  of 
accounts,  papers,  and  records,  of  the  said  Board. 

Sec.  22.  The  Board  is  liereby  authorized  and  empowered  to  re- 
fuse to  issue  or  to  refuse  to  renew  or  to  suspend  or  revoke  any 
license  or  registration,  after  full  beariz^,  for  any  one  or  more  of 
the   following    reasons : 

(a)  Obtaining  or  attempting  to  obtain  a  license  or  registration 
by  fraudulent  misrepresentation. 

(b)  Conviction  of  a  felony  as  shown  by  a  certified  copy  of  the 
record  of  the  court  of  conviction. 

(c)  Violations  of  the  laws  and  regulations  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  relating  to  the  burial  or  disposal  of  dead  human  bodies 
or  the  provisions  of  this  act  or  of  the  rules  and  regulations  pro- 
mulgated under  authority  of  this  act. 

(d)  Upon  proof  satisfactory  to  the  Board  that  a  funeral  director 
or  an  embalmer  has  employed  someone  not  legally  registered  or 
licensed  in  any  position  or  for  any  work  for  which  a  license  or 
registration  is  herein   required. 

Before  any  license  or  registration  shall  be  suspended  or  revoked 
for  any  of  the  reasons  contained  in  this  section  the  holder  thereof 
shall  be  given  notice  in  writing  of  the  charge  or  charges  against 
him  and  shall  at  a  day  specified  in  said  notice,  which  shall  be  at 
least  5  days  after  the  service  thereof,  be  given  a  full  hearing  before 
the  Board  and  the  opportunity  to  produce  testimony  in  his  own 
behalf.  ^     ^ 

Sec.  23.  Upon  the  revocation  or  suspension  by  the  Board  of  any 
license  Issued  by  the  Board,  an  appeal  may  be  taken  from  such 
action  of  the  Board  to  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  within  30  days  from  the  day  such  license 
Is  formally  revoked  or  suspended  by  the  Board. 

Sec.  24.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  not  apply  to  registered 
apprentices  of  a  duly  licensed  funeral  director  or  embalmer  while 
serving  their  apprenticeships  under  and  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  sections  13  and  17.  respectively,  of  this  act,  or  to  any 
duly  established  and  incorporated  school  of  medicine  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  or  to  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  United 
States  or  the  District  of  Columbia  In  the  discharge  of  his  official 
duties. 

Sec.  25.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
upon  conviction  thereof  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
$500  or  by  Imprisonment  for  not  more  than  1  year,  or  by  both  such 
fine  and  imprisonment. 

Sec  26.  The  Board  shall  report  annually  to  the  Commissioners 
on  or  before  the  third  Monday  in  January  its  proceedings  under 
the  provisions  of  this  act  for  the  preceding  fiscal  year  with  recom- 
mendations for  such  further  legislation  as  may  be  necessary. 

Sec  27  The  word  "he"  and  the  derivatives  thereof,  wherever  the 
same  occurs  in  this  act,  shall  be  construed  so  as  to  include  the 
word  "she"  and  derivatives. 

Sec  28  If  any  section,  subsection,  sentence,  clause,  phrase,  or 
requirement  of  this  act  Is,  for  any  reason,  held  to  be  unconstitu- 
tional, such  decision  shaU  not  «?rect  the  validity  of  the  remaining 
sections,  subsections,  sentences,  clauses,  phrases,  or  requirement.* 
thereof  The  Congress  of  the  United  States  hereby  declares  that 
It  would  have  passed  this  act  and  each  section,  subsection,  ren- 
tence  clause,  phrase,  and  requirement  thereof  irrespective  of  the 
fact  that  any  one  or  more  sections,  subsections,  sentences,  clauses, 
phrases  or  requirements  be  declared  unconstitutional  or  invalid. 
Sec  29  Ail  acts  or  laws  or  any  parts  thereof  inconsistent  with 
the  provisions  of  this  act  are  hereby  expressly  repealed. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 

on  the  table.  ..».    ^  *_.  * 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    Mr.  Speaker,  that  concludes  the  District 

of  Columbia  for  this  afternoon. 

IffEXICAN   CLAIMS 

The  SPEAKER.  The  unfinished  business  is  the  bill 
S.  326,  the  so-called  Mexican  claims  bill. 

Mr.  BEAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
there  Is  no  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  TTie  gentleman  from  Illinois  makes  the 
point  of  order  that  there  is  no  quorum  present.  Evidently 
there  is  not. 


Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 
The   Clerk   called   the   roll,   and   the   following   Members 
failed  to  answer  to  their  names: 


Alexander 

Allen.  Pa. 

Arnold 

Ball 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Bates,  Ky. 

Boiand 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Buck 

Burch 

Byron 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Casey,  Mass. 

Celler 

Chapman 

Clark 

Claypool 

Cluett 

Creal 

Culkln 

Cununings 

D'Alesandro 

Darden.  Va. 
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Darrow  Larrabee 

Dies  Luce 

Dlngell  McCormack 

Drewry  McOranery 

Durham  McLeod 

Ellis  M**" 

Engel  Maclejewski 

Evans  Magnuson 


Ferguson 

Pernandea 

Fltzpa  trick 

Flannery 

Folger 

Ford,  Leiand  M. 

OifTord 

Green 

Harness 

Healey 

Hook 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Keogh 

Kilbum 

Kleberg 


Mansfield 

Marcantonio 

Martin.  HL 

May 

Merritt 

Mitchell 

Monklewica 

Mouton 

Nelson 

Norton 

O'Connor 

O'Neal 

Osmers 

OToole 

Peterson,  Wa. 


Risk 

Rockefeller 

Backs 

Sandager     ^ 

Sasscer 

Scrugham 

Seger 

Sheridan 

Smith.  Va. 

Spence 

Starnes,  Ala. 

Steams,  N.  H. 

Sullivan 

ThiU 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Thorkelson 

Voorhls,  Calif. 

White,  Idaho 

White,  Ohio 

Wood 

Youngdahl 


The  SPEAKER.  Three  hundred  and  forty-three  Members 
have  answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

By  imanimous  consent,  further  proceedings  under  the  call 
were  dispensed  with. 

TRANSPORTATION    OF    CONVICT-MADE     GOODS    IN    INTKRSTATK    AND 

FOREIGN  COMMERCE 

Mr  8UMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (S.  3550)  to 
make  unlawful  the  transportation  of  convict-made  goods  in 
interstate  and  foreign  commerce,  with  House  amendments, 
Insist  upon  the  House  amendments,  and  agree  to  the  confer- 
ence asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  appoints  the  following  conferees:  Mr.  Bmotma  of 
Texas.  Mr.  Hobbs.  Mr.  Satterfield,  Mr.  Guyeh  of  Kansas, 
and  Mr.  Hancock. 

MEXICAN  CLAIMS 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  stetc  of 
the  Union  for  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  326)  for 
the  payment  of  awards  and  appraisals  heretofore  made  in 
favor  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  on  claims  presented 
imder  the  General  Claims  Convention  of  September  8.  1923, 
United  States  and  Mexico. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  S.  326.  with  Mr.  Rankin  In  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  ask  the  amount  of 
time  which  has  been  consiuned? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  At  the  end  of  the  debate  on  Monday, 
May  20,  when  this  measure  wsts  imder  consideration,  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Bloom]  had  consumed  44 
minutes  and  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Pish]  had 
consumed  45  minutes.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Bloom]  has  remaining  16  minutes  and  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Fish]  has  15  minutes. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  KeefeI. 

Mr.  KEEPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  consideration  of  this  so- 
called  Mexican  Claims  Commission  bill.  S.  326. 1  want  to  state 
that  there  is  not  a  single  claim  from  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
Involved  in  this  matter.  I  therefore  have  no  personal  Interest 
in  it,  nor  has  any  Representative  from  my  State. 

I  was  rather  intrigued  by  the  legal  questions  that  arose 
out  of  this  particular  bill.  When  the  debate  was  first  had.  I 
was  inclined  to  be  against  the  provisions  of  the  bill  and  what 
it  proposed  to  do.  I  want  to  state  that  after  thorough  exami- 
nation of  what  the  bill  proposes  and  the  law  and  facts  behind 
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It,  I  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  an  uncon- 
scionable thing  to  defeat  this  bill. 

Now,  let  us  see  just  exactly  what  it  proposes  to  do.  It 
appears  from  the  record  that  there  are  122  claimants  whose 
claims  have  been  litigated  and  passed  upon,  representing  112 
individuals  and  10  corporations,  coming  from  22  different 
States  throughout  the  Union.  These  people  all  had  claims 
that  were  valid  against  the  Government  of  Mexico.  I  am 
going  to  cite  the  claim  of  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Co., 
because  that  is  the  largest.  It  represents  the  status  of  all 
these  claims,  and  what  may  be  said  in  reference  to  it  may  be 
said  in  reference  to  all  of  the  other  claims. 

The  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Co.  In  1921  contracted  to  sell 
to  the  Government  of  Mexico,  which  was  then  operating  the 
Mexican  railways.  91  second-hand  locomotives,  which  they 
reconditioned  and  delivered  to  the  Government  of  Mexico. 
The  contract  provided  for  this  reconditioning  of  the  locomo- 
tives and  their  delivery  on  the  Mexican  side  of  the  border, 
and  the  Mexican  Government  agreed  to  a  down  payment  of 
$1,000,000  and  to  pay  the  balance  of  the  purchase  price  In 
payments  of  $50,000  per  month,  with  interest. 

The  railroad  company  carried  out  the  terms  of  its  contract 
with  the  Government  of  Mexico.  The  Mexican  Government 
made  two  monthly  payments,  leaving  a  balance  of  approxi- 
mately $1,400,000.  with  interest. 

After  those  first  two  monthly  payments  were  made  the 
International  situation  between  this  Government  and  Mexico 
became  chaotic  and  payments  were  suspended.  Between 
1921  and  1923  the  railroad  company  was  actively  engaged  in 
negotiations  seeking  the  payment  of  the  balance  of  their 
claim  against  the  Mexican  Government.  Those  negotia- 
tions were  In  progress,  and  I  have  had  the  benefit  of  exami- 
nation of  the  correspondence  and  letters — which  time  will 
not  permit  me  to  read  at  this  time — showing  the  active  char- 
acter of  those  negotiations  right  up  to  the  time  this  treaty 
was  negotiated  on  September  8,  1923.  That  treaty  required 
the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Co.  and  all  other  claimants  to 
file  their  claims  with  this  Commission.  I  want  to  point  out 
to  those  people  who  have  been  wibbly-wobbly  on  this  par- 
ticular bill  that  after  a  study  of  the  entire  situation  I  cannot 
see  how  any  person  can  come  to  any  conclusion  but  that  this 
treaty  comp)elled  claimants  having  legitimate  claims  against 
the  Government  of  Mexico  to  surrender  those  claims  into  the 
hands  of  the  United  States  Government.  The  treaty  itself 
provides  in  its  interpretation  by  the  State  Department  that 
no  Individual  could  prosecute  or  espouse  his  claim  before  this 
Commission,  ana  that  the  claim  had  to  be  prosecuted  and  had 
to  be  espoused  in  the  name  of  the  Government  itself  as  a 
diplomatic  matter.  In  fact,  the  claims  as  docketed  before 
the  Commission  itself  were  in  the  name  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  in  behalf  of  the  respective  claimants. 

The  Illinois  Central  was  barred  from  further  consideration 
of  Its  claim  in  private  negotiation  with  the  Government  of 
Mexico  and  duly  filed  its  claim  with  the  Commission.    Its 
claim  was  fully  espoused  by  the  United  States  Government. 
The  Commission  passed  upon  its  claim  and  awarded  that 
claim  to  the  railroad  company  as  well  as  to  these  other  claim- 
ants.   It  then  became  the  claim  of  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment, and  the  United  States  Government  prevented  the 
Illinois  Central  Railroad  Co.  and  these  other  claimants  from 
doing  a  single  thing  about  the  collection  of  their  claims.    As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  representatives  of  the  Mexican  GoYcm- 
ment  came  here  and  wanted  to  settle  their  claim  with  the 
Illinois  Central  Railroad  Co.,  offered  a  check  of  $100,000  down 
payment  on  a  new  agreement,  but  they  were  prevented  by  an 
opinion  of  the  State  Department  from  making  any  settlement 
on  that  basis  as  the  State  Department  itself  claimed  that  this 
claim  became  the  claim  of  the  United  States  Government.    I 
say  that  under  those  circumstances  if  you  will  examine  the 
facts  and  the  law  relative  to  this  suit  and  not  be  carried  away 
by  any  false  argimient  that  this  is  the  claim  of  a  corporation, 
as  I  was  perhaps  when  it  first  came  up,  you  will  find  that 
common  decency,  conmion  justice,  and  fair  dealing  require 
that  these  claimants  can  collect  their  money  in  no  other  way. 
They  should  be  paid,  and  this  bill  should  pass.     [Applause.  1 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 


Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  [Mr.  VorysI. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  been  over 
this  subject  so  often  that  it  is  an  old  story  to  some  of  us,  but 
to  some  of  you  who  perhaps  have  not  paid  close  attention 
before  certain  things  need  to  be  said. 

This  bill  creates  a  new  precedent  in  the  history  of  our 
country.  For  the  first  time  in  our  history  it  is  proposed  that 
the  United  States  Government  shall  pay  the  claims  of  its 
citizens  against  a  foreign  country.  We  are  to  pick  out  $3,- 
000.000  of  certain  classes  of  Mexican  claims  and  pay  them  in 
full,  some  of  them  with  Interest;  whereas,  we  are  to  leave 
850  claimants  in  other  classes  about  whom  nothing  has  been 
heard.  Special  claimants  against  Mexico  under  another 
treaty  got  2.06  cents  on  the  dollar.  We  make  no  such  agree- 
ment with  respect  to  the  oil  claims  as  this  bill  makes  with 
respect  to  the  claims  that  fall  within  its  scope;  nor  do  we  give 
such  preferential  treatment  to  the  claims  against  Panama 
where  we  have  precisely  the  same  sort  of  treaty.  No  such 
legislation  has  been  passed  to  cover  the  Spanish  claims 
amounting  to  $14,000,000;  and  Russian  claims  amounting  to 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  have  had  no  such  treatment. 
The  Brazilian  claims  have  received  no  such  treatment. 

We  are  to  do  one  of  two  things  if  this  bill  passes.  Either  we 
are  setting  up  a  special  preferred  class  out  of  all  of  our  citizens 
who  have  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  due  them  from 
foreign  governments,  or  we  are  saying  to  these  American  citi- 
zens that  our  Government  will  pay  all  of  their  claims.  We 
should  reject  this  theory  altogether,  for  if  we  pass  this  bill 
we  shall  be  adopting  a  precedent  that  will  cost  us  billions  of 
dollars. 

The  reason  advanced  for  the  establishment  of  such  a 
precedent  as  this  is  because  it  is  claimed  these  people  were 
cut  off  from  certain  rights  under  this  treaty,  or  by  the  State 
Department.  One  merely  has  to  read  the  treaty,  article  IX. 
to  find  there  Is  not  a  word  in  there  that  constitutes  a  legal 
obligation  of  our  Government  to  pay  these  claims.  There  is 
no  claim  by  the  State  Department  that  any  legal  obligaUon  is 
created.  If  there  were  a  legal  obligation  this  legislation  would 
not  be  necessary,  because  this  is  an  authorization;  and  if 
authorization  already  existed  we  would  not  need  to  pass  this 
authorization  bill. 

Mr.  SHORT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORT.  If  this  bill  is  enacted  into  law  the  citizens  of 
the  United  States  will  be  forced  to  pay  an  American  railroad 
company  for  locomotive§  that  were  delivered  to  the  Mexican 
Government. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    Tliat  Is  correct. 
Mr.  SHORT.    Is  that  a  part  of  the  good-neighbor  policy? 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    That  is  the  version  of  it  that  is  sug- 
gested here. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Will  the  gentleman  teU  me 
why  they  waited  20  years  to  coUect  this  bill  or  to  file  this 
claim? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  As  far  as  the  Illinois  Central  Rail- 
road is  concerned,  they  have  not  slept  on  their  rights  Un- 
derstand, they  have  a  just  claim  against  the  Government  of 
Mexico  and  they  tried  to  collect,  just  as  thousands  of  other 
American  citizens  have  just  claims  against  the  Government 
of  Mexico.  But  there  are  thousands  of  others  who  have  ad- 
mittedly just  claims  against  the  Spanish  Government  I 
have  a  constituent  who  has  an  admittedly  just  claim  against 
the  Spanish  Government.  The  State  Department  uses  Its 
good  offices  to  attempt  to  get  the  money  for  them  as  for 
other  American  citizens.  But  what  Is  proposed  here  is  that 
the  State  Department  shall  pay  the  debts  of  Mexico  100 

**^t.^^^^  ^°"*'-  ^^^°  ^«  *^  ^o^  that  they  are  not 
worth  100  cents  on  the  doUar. 

^r  ^^^^^K,^-  Ch^^an,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.     I  yield. 
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Mr.  KITCHENS.  Does  the  gentleman  know  whether  the 
United  States  Government  has  collected  the  money  with 
which  to  pay  these  debts? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Oh.  they  have  not  collected  any 
money.  If  they  coUect  the  money,  article  EX  of  the  treaty 
provides  that  they  shall  immediately  pay  these  claimants. 

Mr.  KITCHENS.  And  until  the  money  is  collected  there 
is  no  need  for  making  the  American  people  pay  the  debt,  is 

there? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  There  certainly  is  not.  There  cer- 
tainly is  no  Justification  for  such  procedure. 

Mr.  KITCHENS.  So  far  as  the  gentleman  knows,  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  is  doing  all  it  can  to  col- 
lect the  money  to  pay  these  claims,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  would  not  say  they  were  doing  all 
they  could.  They  are  taking  many  steps,  but  I  do  not  feel 
that  our  Government  has  used  as  much  diplomatic  pressure 
as  it  should.  Our  Government,  however,  is  taking  the  same 
steps  for  these  people  that  they  take  for  all  other  claimants 
against  foreign  governments;  and  these  people  are  in  no 
different  position  legally  from  other  claimants. 

Everyone  who  has  studied  this  matter  concedes  that  there 
is  no  legal  obligation.  If  there  were,  no  legislation  would  be 
necessary.  It  Is  said  that  we  have  a  moral  obUgation  be- 
cause we  entered  into  this  treaty  and  because  these  people 
were  urged  by  the  State  Department  not  to  proceed  in  direct 
action.  We  have  exactly  the  same  moral  obligation  to  thou- 
sands of  claimants  who  have  claims  against  other  govern- 
ments, to  850  Mexican  claimants  who  wUl  not  be  taken  care 
of  in  this  legislation.  We  have  no  more  moral  obligation  to 
this  group  than  we  have  to  many  others. 

Mr.  KEEPE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
ccnsin. 

Mr.  KEEl-'E.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  under  the  terms  of  this 
tieaty  a  private  claimant  was  absolutely  prohibited  from 
prosecuting  his  claim  individually  against  the  Mexican  Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  That  is  not  the  fact,  and  if  the 
gentleman  will  read  the  testimony  he  will  find  that  the 
Illinois  Central  had  the  power,  after  this  treaty  went  Into 
effect,  to  go  ahead  and  carry  out  the  settlement  that  was 
proposed,  but  the  State  Department  said  that  they  could  not 
go  ahead  under  the  treaty.  It  Is  just  as  if  a  judge  would  say, 
"You  can  make  a  settlement  out  of  court  or  you  can  insist 
on  your  rights  in  court,  but  you  cannot  do  both."  The  tes- 
timony of  the  counsel  for  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Co. 
concedes  it  had  the  right  to  do  one  or  the  other.  The  fact 
that  it  chose  to  do  one  does  not  mean  it  did  not  have  the 
right  to  proceed  with  a  private  settlement. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  I  hold  in  my  hand  copy  of  the  letter  from 
the  State  Department  addressed  to  the  agent  of  the  Mexican 
Government  who  came  here  for  the  specific  purpose  of 
endeavoring  to  negotiate  settlement  with  the  Illinois  Central 
Railroad  Co..  in  which  the  State  Department  specifically 
states  that  they  have  no  such  power  to  make  a  settlement, 
that  the  claim  had  been  turned  over  to  the  United  States 
Government  and  any  settlement  that  was  made  would  have 
to  be  made  through  diplomatic  channels.  They  were  pre- 
vented from  settling. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  ThomasonI. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  interested  in  the 
statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Keefe]  when  he  said  that  he  had  been  vigorously  opposing 
this  bill  xmtil  he  studied  it  and  investigated  the  facts,  when 
he  came  to  the  very  definite  conclusion  that  the  bill  had 
merit.  When  I  read  the  speech  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  AxtstinI  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  I  found  he  made  exactly  the  same  statement,  that  he 
had  been  opposing  this  bill  imtil  he  studied  it.  I  come  now 
In  this  brief  time  allotted  me  to  assert  that  any  Member  of 
this  House  who  studies  this  hill  carefully,  together  with  the 


treaty  upon  which  It  Is  based,  will  give  it  his  active  support. 
I  will  even  go  further  and  say  that  but  for  the  prejudice  and 
the  feeling  that  seems  to  have  been  developed  in  connection 
with  the  Illinois  Central  claim,  this  bill  would  have  passed 
the  House  by  imanimous  consent. 

The  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  VorysI  says  this  would  be 
establishing  a  dangerous  precedent.  In  view  of  the  history  of 
this  matter,  and  the  fact  that  diplomatic  relations  between 
the  United  States  and  Mexico  had  been  severed,  and  in  view 
of  the  further  fact  that  President  Harding,  acting  through 
his  able  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Kellogg,  and  that  very  bril- 
liant lawyer  who  was  Under  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Cotton, 
when  they  entered  into  this  solemn  treaty  and  agreement, 
if  this  Government  now  refuses  to  pay  its  honest  debts.  It 
would  be  setting  a  dangerous  precedent.    [Applause.l 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  happen  to  live  in  El  Paso,  on  the  Mexi- 
can border.  I  have  more  than  350  miles  of  the  Mexican 
border  along  the  Rio  Grande  in  my  district;  therefore  I  speak 
with  some  personal  knowledge  of  the  situation.  I  hold  no 
brief  for  the  IlUnois  Central  Railroad,  because  It  has  friends 
on  this  floor  to  speak  for  it.  I  am  pleading  for  the  112  Indi- 
viduals, scattered  throughout  22  States,  whose  claims  have 
been  approved  by  this  Government  and  who  have  only  their 
representatives  here  to  speak  for  them.  A  large  number  of 
them  live  in  my  own  city  and  district. 

American  citizens  have  been  shot  in  my  own  city  by  stray 
bullets  coming  from  Juarez  when  the  revolution  was  going  on 
there.  American  citizen.-?  residing  in  my  district  but  doing 
business  in  Mexico  have  suffered  physical  Injury  in  their  revo- 
lutions down  there,  and  also  sustained  heavy  financial  losses 
through  no  fault  of  their  own.  They  were  innocent  of  any 
wrongdoing.  They  sought  redress;  and  our  State  Depart- 
ment, acting  in  conjunction  with  the  Department  of  State 
of  the  Republic  of  Mexico,  entered  into  a  solemn  agreement 
to  settle  these  claims.  Our  citizens  could  not  collect  from 
the  Mexican  Government,  and  this  method  was  their  only 
recourse.  The  only  thing  in  this  world  they  could  do  was  to 
come  before  this  Commission  and  prove  their  claims,  which 
they  have  done  in  a  legal  and  prop)er  way.  This  wsts  an  Im- 
partial commission  appointed  by  President  Harding  and  Sec- 
retary of  State  Kellogg.  The  awards  were  made  after  a  fair 
and  judicial  hearing.    This  bill  is  both  equitable  and  Just. 

The  gentleman  from  Arkansas  asked  the  question  if  we 
were  not  paying  this  money  ourselves  and  then  looking  to 
Mexico  for  payment.  Of  course,  we  have  not  paid  the  more 
than  $400,000  that  has  been  allotted  to  Mexican  citizens. 
But  this  is  a  treaty  and  solemn  promise  to  adjudicate.  Our 
citizens  have  no  other  recourse.  Many  of  the  individual 
claimants  are  getting  old  and  In  need  of  their  money.  They 
have  waited  for  nearly  20  years,  and  this  bill  ought  to  pass. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  PISH.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  balance  of  the  time 
on  this  side  to  myself. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  not  a  new  proposal.    This  Mexican 
claims  bill  has  been  kicking  around  Congress  for  years  and 
years.    It  would  not  have  gotten  this  far  if  it  had  not  been  for 
one  of  the  most  efficient  and  astute  lobbies  that  has  been 
around  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  in  the  last  20  years. 
The  State  Department  itself  says  that  this  legislation  would 
not  be  in  accord  with  the  program  of  the  President.    It  is 
here  simply  because  the  Illinois  Central  has  a  claim  for 
$2,000,000  out  of  the  $3,000,000  involved  in  the  bill.     This 
lobby  Is  backed  by  able  Representatives  in  Illinois,  some  of 
whom  have  told  me  that  this  claim  is  lousy,  but  "we  live  on 
the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  and  we  have  to  support  the  bilL 
We  do  not  think  it  has  any  merit  to  it  whatever,  but.  of  course, 
you  understand  our  reasons." 
Mr.  McKEOUGH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.   I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 
Mr.  McKEOUGH.    May  I  say  that  I  live  on  the  Illinois  Cen- 
tral right-of-way  and  I  am  not  going  to  support  this  bilL 
Mr.  PISH.    The  gentleman  is  a  little  more  courageous  than 
some  others.    Perhaps  the  gentleman  does  not  have  as  many 
voters  as  some  others  have. 
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Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  an  unfair  statement  for  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  to  make,  and  be  knows  better  than 
that. 

Mr.  FISH.    I  heard  the  gentleman's  speech. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    And  I  admitted  that  I  live  on  the  railroad. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  not  referring  to  the  gentleman,  I  am  re- 
ferring to  some  Members  who  have  told  me  in  the  very  words 
that  I  used  that  they  did  not  want  to  vote  for  it  under  any 
circumstances,  but  that  the  railroad  runs  through  their  dis- 
trict and  it  would  be  unwise  politically  if  they  did  not. 

Bffr.  DIRKSEN.  Now  will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  FISH.    Yes;  I  yield  for  a  brief  question. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Is  it  not  true  that  every  bill  that  exceeds 
the  Budget  also  carries  with  it  that  same  stereotyped  recom- 
mendation, that  It  is  not  in  accord  with  the  President's  pro- 
gram? 

Mr.  PISH.  I  defy  the  gentleman  to  show  one  member  of 
this  administration,  and  of  the  State  Department  particularly, 
which  is  naturally  vitally  interested  in  the  creation  of  such  a 
vicious  precedent,  who  will  state  that  he  is  for  it.  There  is 
not  a  member  of  the  State  Department  who,  imder  any  cir- 
cumstances, would  dare  to  say  that  he  is  for  this  bill  creating 
such  a  dangerous  and  vicious  precedent,  which  opens  wide  the 
Treasury  doors  for  future  raids,  not  of  $3,000,000  but  of  $300,- 
000,000,  and  maybe  $1,000,000,000,  which  we  would  be  bound 
to  pay  if  you  ever  permit  the  establishment  of  such  a  prece- 
dent. I  again  say  there  is  not  a  man  in  the  State  Department 
from  the  Secretary  down  who  would  ever  dare  approve  this 
kind  of  legislation. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    Yes;  I  yield  for  a  brief  question. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  This  bill  is  the  same  one  that 
has  been  filed  all  along.  Is  it  not? 

Mr.  FISH.  Identically.  Its  advocates  did  not  dare  bring 
this  bill  up  2  years  ago  in  the  closing  days  of  the  session,  be- 
cause Mr.  Snell,  the  minority  leader,  knew  what  it  was  and 
was  prepared  to  battle  it  to  the  end.  It  has  a  way  of  turning 
up  at  the  end  of  a  session,  due,  I  presiune,  to  the  pressiu-e 
of  the  lobby. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  There  Is  no  change  in  the 
bill? 

Mr.  FISH.    Not  a  word  of  change. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  There  is  no  change  to  make 
a  man  change  his  vote,  imless  he  is  looking  for  votes  from 
the  Illinois  Central? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  have  already  given  my  views  on  that. 

I>t  me  quote  now  the  words  of  a  very  distinguished  Member 
of  the  Senate,  the  Senator  from  Colorsuio  [Mr.  AdamsJ,  who 
is  utterly  Impartial  and  not  affected  by  this  biU.  He  does  not 
live  on  the  Mexican  border  line,  and  he  does  not  have  the 
Illinois  Central  running  through  his  district.  He  made  a  very 
careful  study  of  the  whole  proposition  and  analyzed  it  in 
every  possible  way.  He  had  more  time  to  analyze  it  than  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin,  oizr  new  Member,  who  Just  told 
us  that  he  had  changed  his  view.  Senator  Adams  said  this 
in  the  Senate: 

Mr.  President,  there  Is  no  obligation  legally.  There  Is  no  obliga- 
tion morally.  If  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  wants  to  vote  to 
give  private  claimants  against  the  Mexican  Government  three  or 
four  mUllon  dollars,  the  Senate  may  take  the  responsibility  for  It; 
but,  in  my  judgment,  it  is  impossible  to  deduce  from  the  terms 
of  the  convention  or  the  operations  of  the  Commission  an  obliga- 
tion, legal  or  moral. 

Tliat  statement  was  made  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Colorado,  who  studied  the  operations  of  the  Commis- 
sion and  the  wording  of  the  convention. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Shawlby],  a  member 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  and  a  very  dis- 
tinguished member,  too,  would  have  liked  to  be  here  today  to 
speak  on  this  issue.  In  his  absence,  however,  he  has  turned 
over  to  me  certain  papers,  including  letters  from  two  of  the 
most  distinguished  international  lawyers  in  America,  John 
Bassett  Moore  and  Edwin  M.  Borchard,  men  whose  names  are 
known  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  this  land.    He 


wrote  them  about  this  bill  to  find  out  what  they  thought  of 
it.  I  hold  here  a  letter  from  Edwin  M.  Borchard,  the  well- 
known  professor  of  international  law  at  Yale,  addressed  to 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  SHAioxrl.  It  reads  as 
follows: 

I  have  read  the  blU  for  the  payment  of  claims  against  Mexico. 
Z  do  not  know  whether  It  bad  already  been  enacted  by  the  House. 

If  It  has  not.  I  should  think  there  were  an  infinite  number  of 
argtmients  against  the  passage  of  such  a  bill.  The  claimants  are 
simply  unfortunate  In  having  Mexico  as  their  debtor,  but  equally 
tuifortunate  are  those  American  claimants  who  have  Russia  or 
Spain  as  their  debtor.  It  seems  to  me  that  unless  the  Government 
wishes  to  exercise  largesse  and  simply  pay  out  money  to  get  it  into 
circulation,  those  Americans  who  have  claims  against  Mexico  are  in 
no  better  position  than  those  who  have  claims  against  other  coun- 
tries. In  fact,  in  many  respects  they  are  lees  entitled  to  con- 
sideration. 

Their  claims  were  decided  under  a  protocol  which  dispensed  with 
the  local-remedy  rule  by  which  they  were  relieved  of  the  obligation 
of  showing  that  they  had  even  attempted  to  apply  for  a  local  remedy. 
Many  of  these  claims,  therefore.  I  am  confident,  would  not  have 
standing  in  international  law.  The  General  Claims  Commission 
merely  sat  as  a  reviewing  body  to  review  the  legitimacy  of  a  demand. 
Just  as  If  they  were  a  superior  Mexican  court,  not  necessarily  an 
international  court.  The  precedent  that  this  payment  would  estab- 
lish, in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  is  no  national  quid  pro  quo.  Is. 
1  think,  somewhat  unfortunate.  The  United  States  does  not  owe  this 
money  in  equity  but  simply  would  step  into  the  shoes  of  an 
insolvent  debtor.  Mexico,  from  whom  the  collection  of  these  claims, 
is.  at  the  moment,  highly  problematical. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  If  a  precedent  is  set  by  pay- 
ing this  claim,  will  it  not  cost  the  taxpayers  of  this  Govern- 
ment hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  eventually? 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  is  unquestionably  correct.  Any 
Member  of  Congress  has  a  perfect  right  to  go  home  and  try 
to  defend  himself  after  he  votes  for  the  payment  of  this 
$3,000,000  owed  by  the  Mexican  Government,  but  it  is  only 
the  beginning.  If  we  pay  these  claims  and  establish  this 
precedent  claimants  will  come  to  the  Congress  asking  for  not 
$3,000,000  but  $300,000,000  and  maybe  $1,000,000,000  before  we 
are  through  with  it. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  FISH.   I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mhinesota. 

Mr.  PnTENGER.  Did  the  gentleman  hear  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI  and  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  DiRKSEN]  some  time  ago  explain  the  purposes  of  this 
bill? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  have  been  on  the  committee  that  has  had 
this  bill  under  consideration  for  the  last  10  years. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  They  reached  a  conclusion  absolutely 
opposite  to  that  of  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  have  studied  this  matter  a  long  time.  I  think 
It  is  unconscionable.  This  biU  should  never  be  here.  In  my 
opinion,  it  is  nothing  but  a  political  racket.  Further,  I  say 
it  is  a  political  steal  and  raid  on  the  Treastmr.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  go  back  to  my  district  and  try  to  defend  my  vote  for 
giving  certain  people  $3,000,000  owed  them  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Mexico.    [Applause.l 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  What  is  the  answer  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  to  the  explanaUon  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI? 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr  BU)OM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  remaining  time, 
which  I  believe  is  5  minutes,  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Wadsworth]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  is  rec- 
ognized for  6  minutes. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Fish]  has  characterized  this  bill  in  pretty 
extreme  terms  and  has  assigned  to  some  unnamed  Members 
of  the  House  of  RepresentaUves  unworthy  motives.  I  shaU 
not  indulge  In  that  type  of  argument.  Did  I  believe  this  bUl 
to  be  a  steal,  I  would  most  certainly  not  support  it  and 
whether  the  Illinois  Central  runs  through  my  district  or  not 
makes  no  difference  whatsoever  with  respect  to  my  opinion 
of  this  measure.    IncidentaUy,  it  does  not  run  through  my  dis- 
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trlct.  If  that  Is  of  any  Importance  whatsoever  to  the  Mam- 
bers  of  the  House  here  present.    [Laughter.] 

Much  has  lieen  said  here  already  about  the  establishment 
of  a  precedent,  and  allusions  have  been  made  to  moneys 
confessedly  owed  to  American  citizens  by  the  Government 
of  Russia,  to  the  failure  of  the  Brazilian  Government  to  back 
up  Its  bonds — I  think  that  is  one  of  the  cases  mentioned — 
to  the  oil  seizures  in  Mexico,  and  various  other  claims  of  one 
sort  or  another  that  American  citizens  might  well  bring 
against  foreign  governments,  but  in  none  of  those  cases  was 
a  treaty  such  as  this  treaty  entered  into  between  the  United 
States  Government  and  the  foreign  government. 

Mr.  VORY8  of  Ohio.    B4r.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 
Mr.  WADSWORTH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman  is  mistaken  In  that 
Statement.  We  had  a  similar  provision  in  the  old  Mexican 
treaty  of  1868;  we  had  the  same  provision  in  a  special 
treaty,  and  we  have  one  in  the  treaty  with  Panama  contain- 
ing the  same  language  as  arUcle  IX,  upon  which  the  claims 
are  based  here. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  The  Panama  case  was  not  cited  by 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  in  his  speech.  The  cases  which 
he  did  cite  are  not  covered  by  treaties  of  this  kind,  and  yet 
he  says  they  are  on  all  fours  with  this;  they  are  not. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  said  that  this  treaty  did  not  de- 
prive any  of  these  American  claimants  of  their  rights;  that 
they  could  have  gone  ahead  and  pressed  their  claims  against 
the  Mexican  Government  as  individual  American  citizens.  A 
reading  of  a  certain  article  of  this  treaty  shows  the  complete 
inaccuracy  of  that  statement.  Article  Vin  of  the  convention 
provides  that  claims  not  so  filed  with  the  Commission  should 
"be  considered  and  treated  as  fully  settled,  barred,  and 
thenceforth  inadmissible."  This  crowded  out  every  American 
claimant  from  Individually  presenting  his  claim.  He  had  to 
come  in  under  the  United  States  Government  tent.  If  he 
did  not  do  so  in  1  year  or  6  months,  whichever  it  was,  after 
the  reaching  of  this  agreement,  he  was  barred  forever  after- 
ward from  pressing  his  claim  against  the  Mexican 
Government. 

Now.  a  treaty  Is  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  and  it  is  just 
as  binding  on  an  individual  American  citizen  as  it  is  upon  the 
officials  of  the  American  Government.  So  these  men  were 
rendered  absolutely  helpless.  They  had  to  come  under  the 
Government  tent.  The  Government  of  the  United  States,  if 
the  spirit  of  this  thing  is  to  be  Uved  up  to,  became  the  creditor 
in  Its  dealings  with  the  Mexican  Govenmient,  and  the  treaty 
provided  for  a  balancing  of  the  account  between  the  two  gov- 
ernments, not  between  the  two  sets  of  claimants,  Americans 
on  the  one  side  and  Mexicans  upon  the  other. 

As  I  read  this  thing,  and  I  cannot  pretend  to  be  an  author- 
ity on  international  law— I  suspect  that  Mr.  Borchard  never 
read  this  treaty,  judging  by  the  letter  which  he  wrote  to  the 
gentleman  from  ConnecUcut  [Mr.  ShanleyI  as  read  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Pish]  .    He  does  not  point  out 
that  this  treaty  stands  out  distinct  as  compared  with  the  ordi- 
nary treaty  for  the  arbitration  of  claims  as  t>etween  govern- 
ments or  as  between  the  naUonals  of  several  governments. 
As  I  do  study  this  thing  I  cannot  escape  the  conclusion  that 
in  common  fairness  to  the  American  citizens  whose  claims 
have  been  adjudged  to  be  just,  whose  claims  have  been  han- 
dled by  the  United  States  Government  to  the  exclusion  of 
their  handling  them  themselves,  which  Government  is  to 
strike  a  balance  with  the  Mexican  Government,  these  Ameri- 
can claims  should  be  paid.    These  people  have  been  waiting 
for  years  and  years.    No  one  on  this  floor  will  quesUon  the 
justness  of  their  claims.    The  claim  as  a  whole  is  lodged 
against  the  Mexican  Govenunent,  and  its  prosecution  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  American  Government.    It  is  the  duty  of  the 
American  Government  to  collect.    It  is  the  only  agency  that 
is  permitted  to  collect  under  the  terms  of  this  treaty.    These 
individuals,  be  they  the  nUnois  Central  Railroad  or  John 
Smith,  never  can  collect.    It  is  only  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  that  can  collect,  and  in  view  of  the  power  vested 
in  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  perform  this  func- 


Uon,  It  seems  Uiat  the  time  has  come  at  last.  If  it  shall  ever 
come,  when  these  poor  Americans  should  be  given  decent 
treatment. 

To  my  mind,  this  is  not  a  steal,  and  I  am  not  afraid  to  go 
back  to  the  people  who  Uve  in  the  Thirty-ninth  Congressional 
District  of  New  York  and  say  why  I  voted  for  this  bill.  [Ap- 
plause.! 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  expired.  All  time  has  expired,  and  the  Clerk  will 
read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted.,  etc..  That  the  principal  amounts  of  all  awards  In 
favor  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  against  the  United  Mexican 
States   heretofore  made   by   the  Commissions   established   by   the 
General  Claims  Convention  of  September  8.  1923.  United  States  and 
Mexico,    and    extensions    thereof,    on    claims    presented    under    said 
convention,  plus  Interest  stipulated  in  any' such  award  and  accru- 
ing up  to  the  date  of  such  award,  and  the  principal  amounts  of  all 
appraisals  of  such  claims  in  favor  of  citizens  of  the  United  States 
heretofore  made  by  the  Commissioners  appointed   by  the  United 
States  and  Mexico  for  said  purpose  pursuant  to  the  protocol   of 
April  24.  1934.  and  agreed  upon  in  their  report,  plus  Interest  stipu- 
lated m  any  such  appraisal  and  accruing  up  to  the  date  of  said 
report,  shall  be  paid  immediately  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  the  person  or  persons  entitled  to  the  same,  and  that, 
appropriations  for  such  payment  of  all  such  awards  and  agreed 
appraisals,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise   ap- 
propriated, be.  and  hereby  are.  authorized :   Provided,  That  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  shall  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  aU 
such  awards  and  appraisals,  whereupon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury shall  determine  the  amounts  to  be  paid  on  each  In  conformity 
with  this  act,  and  shall  designate  the  person  or  persons  entitled  to 
receive  such  payments:  Provided  further,  That,  when  the  person  or 
persons  entitled  to  receive  any  such  payments  have  received  same 
on  any  such  award  or  appraisal,  such  person  or  persons  wlU   be 
deemed  to  have  consented  to  all  of  the  provisions  of  this  act,  and 
all  of 'the  rights  and  Interests  of  such  person  or  persons  in  and  to 
such  award  or  appraisal,  and  the  respective  claim  to  which  it  per- 
tains, will  be  deemed  to  have  been  fully  satisfied  and  paid,  and 
said  award  or  appraisal,  and  the  claim  to  which  same  pertains,  and 
aU  of  the  rights  and  Interests  of  such  person  or  persons  in  respect 
thereto,  shall  be  held  to  have  been  assigned  to  the  United  States 
to  be  enforced  by  and  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  against  the 
United  Mexican  States:  i4nd  provided  further.  That  awards  and  ap- 
praisals authorized  to  be  paid  by  this  act  shall  be  included  in  th« 
final  settlement  between  the  Governments  of  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  United  Mexican  States  under  the  said  conven- 
tion of  September  8,  1923;   and  the  payment  of  any  award  or  ap- 
praisal under  this  act  shaU  not  be  construed  as  the  satisfaction, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  of  any  such  award  or  appraisal,  or  as  extin- 
guishing or  diminishing  the  habiUty  of  the  United  Mexican  States 
for  the  satisfaction  In  full  of  such  awards  and  appraisals,  but  shaU 
be  considered  only  as  an  advance  by  the  United  States  untU  aU  of 
said  awards  and  appraisals  have  been  paid  off  and  satisfied  In  full 
to  the  United  States  by  the  United  Mexican  States. 

Mr.  BEAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  the  following  motion, 
which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr  Beam  moves  that  the  Committee  do  now  rise  and  report  the 
bill  back  to  the  House  with  the  recommendation  that  the  enacting 
clause  be  stricken 

Mr.  BEAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  great  stress  has  been  laid  by 
the  proponents  of  this  measure  upon  the  fact  that  when  the 
lUinois  Central  Railroad  and  the  other  claimants  submitted 
their  claims  to  arbitration,  as  requested  by  the  Government, 
they  were  foreclosed  and  estopped  from  trying  to  proceed  with 
the  collection  of  their  respective  claims.  This,  however,  is  not 
the  fact,  as  supported  by  the  evidence  in  the  case;  and  in  this 
regard  I  read  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Vernon  Poster,  gen- 
eral solicitor  of  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  in  respect  to  tliat 
question.  I  quote  from  his  testimony  appearing  on  page  37 
of  the  hearings,  which  is  as  follows: 

They  said  "If  you  propose  to  do  anything  of  that  sort*  you  will 
have  to  do  one  of  two  things.  You  wUl  have  to  waive  your  right  to 
have  any  aid  from  the  United  SUtes  and  abandon  this  claim  before 
the  Commission  In  its  entirety,  and  we  will  consent  to  the  petition 
beine  dismissed,  or  we  wUl  dismiss  it  in  any  event;  or.  as  a  corollary 
to  ^at  If  you  do  not  do  that,  you  wlU  have  to  cease  aU  private 
negotiations."  WeU.  of  course,  having  had  this  unfortunate  expe- 
rience before  of  having  sent  the  locomotives  down  there  and  they 
made  the  one  payment,  we  were  faced  with  the  thought  they  would 
txy  to  malte  one  payment  again  and  then  we  would  be  forever  barred. 

In  other  words,  the  Government  gave  them  the  choice  of 
pursuing  their  claim  in  their  own  capacity  if  they  so  desired, 
but  from  their  prior  experience  it  was  obvious  to  them  that  as 
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an  individual  corporation  tbey  could  not  accomplish  their 
purpose. 

This  thought  Is  further  suggested  in  the  printed  brief  of 

.  Mr.  O.  M.  Pitzhugh.  attorney  for  H.  O.  Venable.  claimant  for 

^  the  amoimt  of  $140,000.    Speaking  on  the  same  proposition. 

the  following  appears  in  page  5  of  his  printed  brief,  which  I 

quote: 

But  the  State  Department  of  the  American  Oovemment  refused 
to  approve  such  a  settlement  except  on  condition  that  the  railroad 
company  valve  the  right  thereafter  to  have  the  aid  of  our  Govern- 
ment on  that  claim  If  Mexico  should  default. 

In  Other  words,  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  and  all  the 
other  claimants  wanted  to  avail  themselves  of  the  power,  pres- 
tige, and  influence  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
and  they  were  unwilling  to  proceed  on  -their  own  prerogative. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BEAM.  No;  I  am  sorry;  I  have  not  the  time.  Referring 
to  the  speech  of  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Waosworth],  I  desire  to  say  that  no  proponent  of  the 
measure  has  denied  the  fact  that  18  difTerent  appropriations 
aggregating  $3,425,000  have  been  passed  by  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  in  the  prosecution  of  these  claims  in  behalf 
01  its  citizens.  No  proponent  of  this  measure  has  denied  the 
fact  that  only  124  claims  are  involved  in  this  pending  bill, 
while  850  claims  of  the  same  type  and  character  are  foreclosed 
and  denied.  No  one  has  disputed  the  fact  that  there  are  now 
pending  against  the  Government  of  Mexico  American  claims, 
adjudicated  and  determined  but  still  imsatisfled,  aggregating 
between  $300,000,000  and  $400,000,000.  Why  should  we  pick 
out  124  privileged  claims,  giving  them  a  preferred  status,  and 
Bay  to  the  taxpayers  of  the  Nation  you  have  to  pay  for  them. 
It  is  not  fair,  it  is  not  Just,  it  is  not  equitable. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  cannot  conceive  by  the  broadest  scope  of 
the  imagination  anything  more  academic  or  more  ironical 
.  than  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  at  this  crucial  period 
In  the  history  of  the  world  giving  consideration  to  legislation 
of  this  character  pregnant  with  probabilities  so  devastating 
and  demoralizing  to  the  economic  well-being  of  America  as 
are  embodied  and  contained  in  this  measure  before  you  at  the 
present  time. 

With  brave  and  determined  men  fighting  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  freedom  and  liberty  for  millions  of  people  throughout 
the  world;  with  the  democracy  of  the  world  imperiled  and 
our  own  peace  and  secinity  perhaps  in  Jeopardy;  instead  of 
devising  ways  and  means  of  Increasing  and  enlarging  our 
national  defense  and  rendering  our  country  impregnable  to 
any  foreign  attack,  we  take  the  time  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  in  the  closing  days  of  the  session  in  debating 
upon  this  measure,  whose  only  design  is  to  precipitate  and 
Inlng  about  the  most  colossal  raid  upon  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  in  the  history  of  our  Government. 

When  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  by  the  passage 
of  this  measure  calls  upon  the  taxpayers  of  the  Nation  to 
pay  the  bill  for  95  locomotives  sold  by  the  Illinois  Central 
Railroad  to  the  Mexican  Oovemment,  at  a  profit,  and  123 
other  privileged  claimants,  I  fear  the  ultimate  result  and 
consequences  of  this  unwarranted  and  imjust  taxation  upon 
the  morale  of  our  citizens  at  this  crucial  period  of  our  national 
history. 

I  beseech  you  in  the  name  of  the  farmers  of  America,  In 
behalf  of  the  great  mass  of  toQers  throughout  the  land,  and 
all  patriotic  citizens  of  our  Nation,  whose  shoulders  are  now 
becoming  weary  with  the  tremendous  tax  burdens  they  are 
DOW  bearing,  and  in  the  trjring  and  imoertain  days  ahead,  will 
be  greatly  enlarged  and  increased  by  appropriations  necessary 
to  preserve  our  national  Integrity  and  maintain  our  coimtry 
at  peace  with  the  world. 

In  the  name  of  the  taxpayers  of  America,  this  bill  must  be 
defeated.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  uiinods 
has  expired. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  motion. 


Mr.  Chairman,  the  argimient  by  some  gentlemen  opposing 
this  bill,  that  it  is  a  steal,  is  unworthy  of  the  pentlemen  who 
make  the  charge.  It  is  a  characterization  sometimes  used 
by  those  whose  causes  will  not  wash.  This  bill  is  not  a  steal, 
and  the  gentlemen  who  make  those  statements,  if  they  knew 
the  facts,  if  they  had  read  and  studied  the  provisions  of  this 
bill  and  the  terms  of  the  treaty  upon  which  it  is  based,  would 
not  have  the  hardihood  to  look  into  the  faces  of  the  mem- 
bership of  this  House  and  make  such  an  unfoimded,  imjusti- 
fled  charge. 

There  has  been  some  feeling  generated  in  this  debate.  I 
have  none  myself.  I  am  actuated  solely  by  what  I  conceive 
to  be  right  and  wrong  with  reference  to  this  bill.  I  do  not 
have  a  single  constituent  who  gets  a  dime  of  this  money. 
If  one  will  stop  and  lay  aside  his  prejudice  and  passion,  and 
calmly  and  dispassionately  consider  this  resolution,  he  will 
reach  but  one  conclusion,  and  that  is  that  the  bill  Is  meri- 
torious. It  has  twice  passed  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 
It  has  never  been  voted  upon  in  the  House. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Chairman.  w£Q  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  LU'i'HEK  A.  JOHNSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  I  want  to  say  that  in  the  service  I  have 
had  in  the  House  of  Representatives  with  the  gentleman  from 
Texas.  I  have  never  found  him  supporting  bills  that  were 
not  meritorious  and  entitled  to  support.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  thank  the  genUeman  from 
Minnesota,  and  so  far  as  the  claim  of  the  Illinois  Central  is 
concerned,  which  has  been  criticized  because  of  its  large 
amoimt,  the  gentleman  who  has  Just  spoken  knows  that  the 
smallest  bill  which  ever  passed  this  House  was  introduced  by 
me  in  behalf  of  a  poor  old  colored  man  for  $5,  and  it  was 
on  account  of  his  son  who  had  died  in  the  service  of  the  Navy. 
It  was  necessary  to  pass  a  bill  in  order  to  ret  this  $5  for  the 
old  man.  The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  PrrrxNGEiiJ 
was  a  member  of  the  Claims  Committee  who  reported  that 
bill.  He  knows  there  was  no  political  influence  involved.  It 
was  simply  a  question  of  right  and  wrong,  Just  as  is  involved 
in  this  measure. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  There  were  claims  allowed  In  favor  of 
Mexican  citizens  against  our  Government.  Can  the  gentle- 
man tell  the  membership  whether  or  not  the  Government  has 
paid  those  claims? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    They  have  not  been  paid. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Does  it  not  follow  from  that  that  the 
claims  of  American  citizens  against  the  Mexican  Government 
that  are  here  sought  to  be  paid  are  the  basis  of  the  refusal 
or  failure  of  our  Government  to  pay  the  Mexican  claimants? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  The  gentleman  is  right. 
There  are  two  sets  of  claims.  The  claims  of  Mexican  citizens 
against  our  Government  and  claims  of  our  citizens  against 
the  Mexican  Government.  Under  the  Commission  set  up 
claims  of  citizens  of  both  countries  were  to  be  passed  upon  by 
the  Commission  and  the  Government  paying  the  larger  siun 
would  collect  from  the  other  country  the  difference  between 
the  aggregate  awards  of  each  group  of  citizens. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Is  it  not  fair  to  say  that  our  Government 
has  taken  the  claims  of  its  citizens  and  used  them  to  pay  its 
obligation  to  Mexican  citizens? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  think  that  is  a  fair  con- 
clusion. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  the  House 
whether  or  not  the  agreement  did  not  provide  that  the  claims 
of  one  country  should  be  deducted  from  the  claims  of  the 
other? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON. 

Mr.  COCHRAN, 
the  balance? 


Certainly. 
And  then  the  other  country  should  pay 
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Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    That  is  true. 
Mr.  COCHRAN.    Now,  did  not  the  Mexican  Government 
owe  more  than  the  United  States  Government? 
Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Surely. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Well,  does  that  not  put  it  in  a  different 
light  than  was  brought  out  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
tMr.  Hallick]? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  No;  the  gentleman  is  mis- 
taken. The  terms  of  the  treaty,  as  I  interpret  it.  is  this:  That 
the  Commission  will  hear  the  claims  of  Iwth  sets  of  claimants, 
and  after  those  claims  have  been  adjudicated,  then  each 
Government  will  pay  to  their  citizens,  and  the  Government 
that  pays  most  will  collect  from  the  other  Government  the 
difference. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.   I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  know  of  any  other 
instance  where  an  agency  trsring  to  make  collection  sissumed 
payment  of  the  obligation  before  he  had  collected? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  say  this  treaty  so  provided. 
Whether  there  had  ever  been  any  other  treaty  in  the  world 
like  it  or  not  makes  no  difference;  that  is  what  this  treaty 
provides,  and  this  bill  seeks  to  carry  out  the  terms  of  that 
treaty. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia.  { 

Mr.  COX.  I  would  like  to  say  that  I  have  heard  this  bill 
criticized  as  "a  steal."  Because  of  that  I  took  the  pains  to 
examine  It  rather  thoroughly,  and  If  I  have  competence  and 
imderstanding  to  know  what  is  right  and  just,  then  this  bill  is 
a  righteous  measure  and  ought  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  thank  the  gentleman.  The 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Cox]  is  one  of  the  ablest  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  He  has  a  brilliant  and  analytical  mind 
and  is  a  fair-minded  man.  This  is  also  true  of  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Kbefb],  and  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Austin  I,  who  were  both  first  opposed  to  the  bill,  but  after 
study  of  it  were  convinced  that  it  was  meritorious.  And  the 
same  conclusion  will  be  reached  by  anyone  who  will  familiarize 
himself  with  the  bUl  and  the  terms  of  the  treaty  upon  which 
It  is  based,  and  will  lay  aside  whatever  passion  and  prejudice 
he  may  have.  (Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.    All  time  has  expired.    The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  BeamI. 
•     The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Beam)  there  were  ayes  60  and  noes  62. 
Mr.  BEAM.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  demand  tellers. 
Tellers  Were  ordered,  and  the  Chair  appointed  Mr.  Bloom 
and  Mr.  Beam  to  act  as  tellers. 

The  Committee  again  divided;   and  the  tellers  reported 
there  were  ayes  68  and  noes  93. 
So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

Mr.  RICH.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offeml  by  Mr.  Rich:  On  page  2.  Hne  6.  after  the  word 
"States'.  Insert  "after  these  sums  have  been  deposited  with  the 
United  States  Treasury  by  the  Government  of  Mexico." 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  reserve  a 
point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  interested  in  and  willing 
to  protect  American  interests  in  America,  but  I  do  not  believe 
in  going  to  the  extent  that  if  American  interests  invest  their 
money  in  foreign  countries,  make  deals  with  citizens  of  foreign 
countries  to  do  certain  things,  the  American  Government  and 
the  American  taxpayers  back  in  my  district  have  got  to  bail 
them  out  of  a  bad  bargain  and  pay  their  bills.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  anything  the  American  people  would  shudder  at  more 
than  the  thought  that  we  were  going  to  protect  our  American 
citizens  in  every  deal  they  made  with  a  citizen  of  another 
country,  and  say  to  them  in  this  instance  that  they  could  go 
Into  Mexico,  sell  their  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise  and 
If  they  could  not  collect,  that  we  would  protect  them  against 


lo6s  and  that  Uncle  Sam  will  pay  the  bill.    What  can  be  more 
ridiculous  than  that? 

Mr.  KEEFE.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.  I  cannot  yield  for  a  minute,  then  I  will  yield 
to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  were  going  to  sell  woolen  goods  to  the 
people  of  Mexico  I  would  expect  my  credit  department  to  look 
into  the  standing  of  my  prospective  customers  to  the  extent 
that  I  would  know  whether  they  were  worth-while  debtors. 
And  if  I  shipped  merchandise  to  them  amd  was  tmable  to  get 
my  money  I  am  telling  you  I  would  not  have  the  gall  or  the 
nerve  to  come  back  here  and  ask  Congress  to  get  my  money 
from  your  taxpayers  because  I  was  not  businessman  enough 
to  get  it  out  of  those  fellows  myself  when  I  sold  them  the 
merchandise. 

I  do  not  believe  the  American  Government,  the  American 
taxpayers,  the  American  people  are  going  to  say  to  any  rail- 
road company  or  individual  manufacturer  in  this  country  that 
he  or  it  sells  merchandise  to  the  citizen  of  a  foreign  country 
and  is  unable  to  get  his  money  the  Government  would  do  it 
for  him,  that  Uncle  Sam  would  go  down  Into  an  empty  Treas- 
ury deeper  and  deeper  and  heap  that  Indebtedness  on  the 
backs  of  generations  of  children  yet  unlwrn — to  pay  the  debts 
owed  certain  business  concerns  in  this  country  who  by  their 
own  efforts  and  judgment  did  not  take  the  precautionary 
measures  to  get  the  money  when  they  made  the  deal.  It  Is 
not  good  business  for  Congress  to  do  so. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  RICH.     I  yield,  briefly. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  This  bill  Is  simply  an  effort 
to  force  the  American  taxpayers  to  pay  the  bad  debts  ol 
Mexico,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  RICH.  Yes;  you  are  correct.  It  is  ridiculous  for  our 
Government  to  pay  the  bad  debts  of  any  nation.  It  is  ridicu- 
lous for  this  Government  to  pay  the  bad  debts  of  foreign 
individuals.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  that 
we  should  not  pay  these  debts  until  the  Mexican  Government 
places  the  money  in  Uncle  Sam's  Treasury.  Then  let  the 
Treasury  pay  it  out.    That  is  one  way  to  get  the  money. 

Mr.  KEEFE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Is  the  gentleman  aware  of  the  fact  that  some 
of  these  claims  do  not  fall  within  the  category  of  ordinary 
commercial  transactions  but  arise  through  acts  of  banditry 
and  aggression  committed  by  Mexicans  upon  American  soil? 

Mr.  RICH.  Most  of  them  were  committeed  in  Mexico. 
We  are  not  responsible  for  the  Mexican  Government  any 
more  than  we  are  responsible  for  the  governments  of  Europe 
and  what  Is  going  on  in  Europe  today.  I  say.  "Stay  out  of 
Europe,  let  them  settle  their  own  quarrels."  I  say,  "Stay  cut 
of  Mexico  and  let  Mexico  run  its  Oovemment  and  its  busi- 
ness the  way  they  think  it  ought  to  be  nm."  It  is  none  of  our 
business  how  they  run  it  as  long  as  they  do  not  interfere  with 
our  rights. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Ohio.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  total  of  the 
claims  adjudicated  in  favor  of  Mexican  citizens  under  this 
treaty  against  the  United  States  Government  is  only  $400,000, 
approximately?  Yet  against  that  we  are  seeking  to  compel 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  offset  an  obligation  of 
more  than  $3,000,000. 

Mr.  RICH.    The  gentleman  is  absolutely  right. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  my  amendment  Is  adopted.  The 
Members  should  support  it,  because  there  is  no  use  trying  to 
pay  these  claims  with  money  that  Is  not  collected.  Be  just 
to  our  taxpayers.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.]  

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona  and  Mr.  DIRSKEN  rose. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  recognizes   the  gentleman 
from  Arizona,  a  member  of  the  committee,  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  heard  the 
statement  made  a  moment  ago  by  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Texas  [Mr.  Luthxr  A.  Johnson],  that  these  claims 
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arise  under  a  treaty  and  that  the  provisions  of  a  treaty  par- 
take of  the  natiu-e  of  constitutional  provisions.  This,  there- 
fore, is  a  sacred  binding  obligation  upon  us  as  Members  of 
Congress  to  pass  some  such  law  to  carry  out  this  treaty.  As 
Congressmen  we  took  an  oath  to  upiiold  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  and  that  is  done  on  our  part  by  the  way  we 
vote  in  this  Chsunber.  Since  treaties  are  a  part  of  the  Con- 
stitution, we  cannot  keep  our  oath  of  office  and  by  our  vote 
here  ignore  or  go  contrary  to  a  treaty. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  heard  a  great  deal  said  about  mer- 
chandise being  sold'  down  in  Mexico  and  later  a  claim  pre- 
sented to  Uncle  Sam  in  payment  for  it.  I  want  to  point  out 
that  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  and  others  were  exactly 
right  in  sajring  that  many  of  these  claims  in  this  bill  arose  by 
reason  of  acts  of  banditry.  You  will  recall  that  only  a  gen- 
eration ago  btindits  came  into  our  country  from  Mexico  and 
did  a  great  deal  of  damage,  causing  loss  of  life  and  property 
on  our  side  of  the  border.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Thomason]  a  moment  ago  told  us  how  he  stood  on  the  top  of  a 
high  building  in  £1  Paso  and  saw  war  and  revolution  going  on 
across  the  border.  In  southern  Arizona  there  are  several 
cities  on,  or  nearly  astride,  the  international  line.  Therefore 
the  same  thing  applies  along  the  border  of  Arizona  even  to  a 
greater  degree  than  in  Texas.  The  Southern  Pacific  Railroad 
tracks  run  right  along  the  border  at  the  town  of  Naco  and 
at  other  places  in  Arizona  and  trains  have  been  within  the 
range  of  gunfire  from  Mexican  troops  fighting  on  the  other 
side.  This  explains  some  of  my  numerous  requests  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  handling  military  items. 

Hundreds  of  my  i)eople  have  come  out  of  Mexico  stripped 
of  all  their  property.  I  have  seen  them  come  into  the  border 
towns  of  Douglas,  Bisbee,  Nogales,  and  other  towns  in  Arizona, 
having  previously  spent  a  lifetime  and  fortune  in  building  up 
property  in  Mexico.  They  were  American  citizens,  mind  you, 
and  they  lost  all  they  had  in  revolutions  in  Mexico.  As  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  said,  some  of  these  are  included  in  this 
claim.  It  may  be  that  all  claims  have  not  been  adjudicated- 
It  may  be  that  there  are  others  to  be  adjudicated,  but  I  want 
to  say  that  all  of  these  border  States  have  suffered.  Perhaps 
I  have  about  a  dozen  constituents  involved  in  the  pending  bill. 
There  ought  to  be  more.  I  do  know  that  hundreds  of  my  con- 
stituents in  the  State  of  Arizona  have  had  lawful  claims  for 
a  quarter  century  against  Mexico  for  the  loss  of  property, 
which  claims  have  not  been  settled. 

We  want  the  good-neighbor  policy  to  prevail.  Our  Govern- 
ment through  its  State  Department  takes  this  course.  It  is 
not  good  business  for  us  to  say  to  Mexico,  "We  are  going  to 
give  you  all  the  concessions.  Our  businessmen  will  come  in 
and  develop  your  resources,  then  at  any  time  you  wish  you 
can  declare  a  revolution  and  take  their  property  without  pro- 
test." If  we  pass  this  bill  and  do  this  act  of  justice  to  Ameri- 
can claimants  on  our  side  of  the  line,  it  will  have  a  wholesome 
and  salutary  effect  on  our  officials  in  their  attitude  toward  our 
relations  with  our  southern  neighbor  to  cause  them  to  see  to 
It  that  when  American  capital  is  invested  down  there  that 
capital  will  be  duly  protected. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  speaking  for  any  railroad.  I  do 
not  live  along  the  Illinois  Central  and  I  know  very  little  about 
the  railrotul's  claim.  I  am  speaking,  however,  for  American 
businessmen  who  make  investments  in  Mexico  in  good  faith. 
I  feel  they  are  entitled  to  full  protection.  I  speak  also  for 
hundreds  of  people,  mostly  of  a  religious  faith,  who  migrated 
to  Mexico  30  or  40  years  ago  and  were  driven  out  some  25 
years  ago  by  the  Mexicans  in  revolt.  These  are  the  people 
who  ought  to  be  considered,  and  I  ask  favorable  consideration 
for  the 'pending  bill  and  a  voting  down  of  the  pending 
amendment. 

[Here  the  gavel  felLl 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  reidy  to  the  argument  of  my 
philosophical  and  shrewd  business  friend  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich],  who  seeks  to  put  these  claims  on 
the  same  basis  as  a  straight  commercial  claim.  The  diffi- 
Oilty  with  that  is,  first  of  all,  you  have  a  different  back- 


groimd,  and,  sectmdly.  these  are  founded  upon  and  are  settled 
by  the  conclusions  of  a  treaty. 

If  you  will  go  back  to  that  period  between  1910  and  1920. 
you  will  find  there  were  depredatKxis  on  the  border  running 
from  the  Mexican  side  to  our  side.  Tliey  had  virtually  sus- 
pended diplomatic  relations.  "Iliey  were  killing  off  people. 
All  sorts  of  violence  was  taking  place  on  the  Mexican  border, 
and  one  of  the  economic  results  was  that  the  customs  were 
suspended  so  that  there  were  no  monesrs  accruing  to  the 
Treasiiry  of  the  United  States  as  a  result  of  customs  fees. 
Taking  this  whole  cumulative  situation  of  violence  on  the 
Mexican  border,  they  decided  they  could  bring  it  all  to  an 
end,  restore  a  happy  and  a  felicitous  feeling  to  both  nations, 
and  restore  a  resumption  of  intercourse  between  both  nations 
by  entering  into  a  claims  convention,  and  they  concluded  a 
treaty.  All  claims  that  came  within  the  purview  of  that 
period  of  years  was  resolved  by  the  provisions  of  this  treaty 
under  article  IX,  by  which  they  are  to  ascertain  the  amount 
of  money  due  Mexican  citizens  from  our  country  and  due  our 
citizens  from  the  Mexican  side,  offsetting  one  against  the 
other,  and  then  paying  In  gold,  either  in  Washington.  D.  C, 
or  In  Mexico  City,  the  difference.  That  is  all  there  is  to  It. 
Since  it  is  ascertained  by  a  treaty,  obviously,  it  departs  en- 
tirely from  the  settlement  of  a  strictly  commercial  transac- 
tion. That  is  the  answer  to  my  good  friend  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  RichI,  and  it  is  the  best  answer  I 
know  of  as  to  why  the  amendment  he  proposes  to  the  pending 
bill  at  present  should  be  voted  down  by  an  overwhelming  and 
emphatic  majority. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  imanlmous  consent 
that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Blooii]? 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate  close 
in  5  minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

•Jlic  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Rich)  there  were — ayes  67,  noes  67. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  demand  tellers.  That  is  too 
close  to  be  comfortable. 

TeUers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chairman  appointed  as  tellers, 
Mr.  Rich  and  Mr.  Bloom. 

The  Committee  again  divided,  and  the  tellers  reported  that 
there  were — ajres  92,  noes  94. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  bill  has  boiled  down 
to  a  very  simple  proposition,  whether  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  wants  by  their  votes  to  bail  out  the  Govem- 
ent  of  Mexico  and  pay  to  our  claimants  money  owed  by  the 
Republic  of  Mexico.  If  that  is  the  desire  of  Congress,  of 
course,  they  have  a  right  to  do  it.  and  do  it  for  any  other  for- 
eign nation  after  they  have  put  this  bill  through.  The  reason 
the  State  Department  win  not  approve  it  is  that  they  know 
this  will  create  the  most  vicious  and  dangerous  precedent 
that  could  possibly  be  established.  They  know  that  from 
now  on  there  will  be  one  raid  after  another— perhaps  the 
word  "steal"  Is  a  little  bit  too  strong,  but  "raid"  certamiy  is 
not — It  will  cause  one  raid  after  another  upon  the  Treasury 
Of  the  United  States  if  we  ever  establish  this  precedent  today 
by  our  votes.  I  again  say  that  this  bUl  would  never  have 
reached  the  House  in  the  last  4  or  5  years  if  it  had  not  been 
for  this  lobby — the  most  effective,  the  most  efficient,  the  most 
tireless  and  Industrious  lobby  that  I  have  known  anything 
about  in  20  years.  If  a  lobby  can  thrust  this  bill  upon  the 
House  and  have  the  House  create  this  precedent,  then  Lord 
have  mercy  upon  the  Treasiur  of  the  United  SUtes,  because 
the  Congress  will  not.  It  creates  by  this  raid  a  precedent 
that  opens  wide  the  Treasury  doors  to  all  future  and  part 
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claimants  against  foreign  nations  who  will  ask  Congress  to 
bail  out  all  foreign  nations  and  underwrite  their  debts. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  PISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
lobbyists  on  this  matter  are  so  thick  they  lobby  each  other? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  do  not  want  to  go  any  further  into  that, 
because  if  I  do  I  may  say  some  unhappy  things;  but  It  is  the 
worst  bill  I  have  known  in  20  years  that  has  come  before  the 
Congress  for  their  votes  and  would  establish  a  dangerous 
and  ruinous  precedent. 

Mr.    LUTHER    A.    JOHNSON.    Mr.    Chairman,    will    the 

gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PISH.    I  yield  to  my  colleague  on  the  committee. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Is  it  not  true  that  this  bill  is 
sponsored  by  Senator  Morris  Sheppard  and  has  twice  passed 
the  Senate  and  has  never  been  voted  upon  in  the  House,  and 
does  the  gentleman  think  that  a  lobby  extends  over  both 

Chambers? 

Mi.  FISH.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  limit  whatever  to 
that  lobby.  It  may  even  extend  beyond  the  Senate  and  the 
House,  but  so  far  as  Senator  Sheppard  and  the  gentleman 
himself  are  concerned.  I  naturally  have  the  highest  regard 
for  the  gentleman's  integrity  and  for  that  of  Senator  Shep- 
PARD.  who  are  sponsoring  this  bill  in  the  Senate  and  the  House, 
but  that  does  not  mean  that  this  lobby  has  not  been  working 
like  a  mole  day  in  and  day  out,  and  night  in  and  night  out,  to 
try  to  get  this  legislation  up  in  Congress.  They  have  worked 
in  this  way  for  10  years  and  when  I  tried  to  stop  it  in  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  asked  for  reconsideration 
of  the  snap  vote  of  the  committee  because  I  was  out  of  the 

«mmittee  room  temporarily,  in  the  Chairman's  room  at  the 
ne,  I  could  not  get  it. 

Now,  what  is  it  all  about?    Three  million  dollars  that  we 
are  to  pay  to  bail  out  Mexico.    Two  million  dollars  for  the 
Illinois  Central.    For  what?    For  a  claim  30  years  old.  with 
whiskers  on  it.     For  what?     For  second-class  or  second- 
hand locomotives  or  engines;   not  brand-new  engines,  but 
second-hand  engines.    Now.  after  30  years  and  the  strenuous 
efforts  by  an  expert  lobby,  we  are  supposed  to  put  our  stamp 
of  approval  on  it.    That  is  why  it  is  here,  and  I  am  not  going 
to  challenge  anybody's  right  to  vote  because  that  is  what  you 
arc  here  to  do.    You  are  here  to  legislate  any  way  you  want 
to,  and  it  will  not  hurt  my  opinion  of  any  Member  how  he 
votes  except  I  want  the  Members  to  know  about  this  particular 
item  for  second-hand  locomoUves,  30  years  old,  that  we  are 
supposed  to  pay  for  in  order  to  bail  out  for  the  RepubLc  of 
Mexico,  that  has  been  spitting  in  our  faces  for  years  and 
refuses  to  arbitrate  and,  Uterally.  attacks  Secretary  Hull  in 
every  effort  he  makes  to  get  some  settlement  of  the  expro- 
priated or  seized  lands  in  Mexico  right  at  the  present  time.    So 
the  whole  thing  boils  down  to  one  thing:  Are  we  to  pay  the 
debts  of  Mexico  to  our  own  citizens?   I  have  as  much  sympathy 
for  these  claimants  as  any  Member  of  the  House,  and  they 
are  generally  just  claims  against  Mexico,  but  not  against  the 
United  States  Treasury.    I  would  like  to  see  them  paid  as 
much  as  anybody  in  the  House,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  put 
my  stamp  of  approval  on  creating  any  such  vicious  and  dan- 
gerous precedent  that  would  open  wide  the  Treasury  door  this 
year  and  hereafter,  not  for  $3,000,000,  but  for  hundreds  and 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars,  and  not  one  person  in  au- 
thority in  the  State  Department  approves  or  dares  to  approve 
any  such  ruinous  principle  as  that  laid  down  in  this  bill. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out 
the  last  word. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate  on 
this  section  and  all  amendments  thereto  close  in  10  minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  boiled  down  to  one 
simple  Uttle  fact,  this  bill  provides  something  like  this:  All 
the  United  States  Government  did  in  this  transaction  was  to 
provide  a  means  for  the  collecting  of  debts  owing  to  United 


States  nationals  by  Mexicans  and  the  Mexican  Government. 
You  may  call  it  a  collecting  agency  if  you  wish.  It  is  hardly 
that.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  United  States  Government 
even  meant  to  go  that  far  in  setting  up  this  arrangement, 
but  at  any  rate  here  is  the  basic  and  the  underlying  fact  in 
this  whole  matter.  There  was  no  other  way  for  the  American 
citizens  to  collect  their  bills  except  an  arrangement  of  this 
kind.  The  Government  set  this  arrangement  up  and  said. 
"We  will  do  what  we  can  to  facilitate  the  collection  of  these 
debts  from  Mexico."  That  is  all  the  obligation  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  had  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  PISH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FISH.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  In  all  reason  this  claim 
that  the  Illinois  Central  is  trying  to  collect  was  written  off 
by  the  Illinois  Central  years  ago,  and  we  are  just  handing 
them  out  some  velvet? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Practically  speaking,  probably  so. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Where  is  the  proof  of  that  fact? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  know  something  about  these  claims. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  gentleman  is  just  speculating  without 
any  information  about  it. 

Mr.  FISH.    I  knew  about  this  claim  20  years  ago. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  think  that  statement  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Fish]  is  unfair.  The  gentleman  does 
not  know  whether  it  is  written  off  or  not. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Let  us  go  a  Uttle  bit  further.  Sup- 
pose I  employed  one  of  you  here  to  collect  accounts  which 
I  had  outstanding  and  you  failed  to  bring  in  any  money. 
What  would  you  tell  me  if  I  demanded  that  you  pay  out  of 
your  own  pocket  the  sums  which  you  tried  to  collect  for  me? 
You  would  tell  me  plenty,  would  you  not? 

But  the  proposal  before  us  is  even  more  absurd  than  this. 
As  stated,  it  was  only  by  the  arrangement  of  setting  up  a 
claims  commission  under  the  jurisdiction  of  our  Government 
that  it  was  possible  for  our  nationals  to  collect  their  ac- 
coimts  from  Mexico.  Fundamentally  the  purpose  of  this 
Commission  was  to  collect  from  Mexico  and  to  pay  over  to 
our  citizens  such  sums  as  it  collected.  This  was  the  sole  and 
only  function  of  this  Commission.  Then,  having  failed  in 
making  the  desired  collections,  the  United  States  claimants 
jump  onto  their  own  Government  and  ask  our  taxpayers  to 
pay  the  stuns  this  Commission  failed  to  collect  from  Mexico. 

How  any  Congressman  who  supports  this  measure  can  go 
back  to  his  district  and  try  to  defend  his  action  is  hard  for 
me  to  imderstand. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  And  when  the  treaty  was  agreed  to, 
were  not  the  claimants  foreclosed  from  further  asserting  their 
claims  directly  against  the  Government  of  Mexico,  and  this  is 
the  only  recourse  they  have? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  The  State  Department  Informed  me 
about  10  minutes  ago  that  that  is  not  their  version  of  this. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio,  And  furthermore  that  is  not  the 
version  of  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad,  as  shown  by  their 
own  coimsel,  who  said  that  they  had  a  choice  of  two  things. 
He  said  the  State  Department  told  him: 

You  will  have  to  waive  yoiir  right  to  have  any  aid  from  the 
United  States  or  abandon  this  claim  before  the  Commission  In  its 
entirety,  and  we  wUl  consent  to  the  petition  being  dismissed,  or 
we  will  dismiss  it  in  any  event;  or  as  a  corollary  to  that,  if  you 
do  not  do  that  you  will  have  to  cease  all  private  negotiations. 

They  had  the  choice  of  going  ahead  alone  or  with  the 
Government. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  The  presumption  was  by  all  con- 
cerned when  this  arrangement  was  established,  that  the 
money  would  have  to  be  paid  first  by  the  Mexicans  and  then 
handed  over  to  our  American  citizens,  and  I  do  not  think 

that  can  be  denied. 

Mr,  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  op- 
position to  the  pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  before  the  gentleman  begins 
will  he  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Yes. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  would  like  to  read  something  from  the  rec- 
ord to  show  that  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Smith]  is  not  exactly  accurate  according  to  the 
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opinion  of  the  State  Department.  Before  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  the  following  colloquy  occurred  between  Mr. 
Hackwortb.  the  legal  adviser  of  the  State  Department,  and 
me: 

Mr.  Bloom.  Would  you  mind  an  Interruption  there?  Of  «mrae. 
the  Secretary  of  State.  If  this  Commission  should  report  this  blU 
favorably,  would  approve  of  It.  He  does  not  disapprove  of  any 
action  we  take.     He  has  no  objection  to  \is  doing  that? 

Mr.  Hackwostr.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Bloom.  There  Is  no  reason  he  has  at  the  present  time  why 
we  should  not  pass  this  bill  favorably? 

Mr.  Hack  WORTH.  Mo,  sir;  not  as  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  Hackworth  Is  the  legal  adviser  of  the  State  Department, 
He  made  the  further  statement  at  that  time: 

We  have  taken  over  the  claims  and  are  prosecuting  them  as 
Oovemment  claims  on  behalf  ot  our  nationals.  The  Oovemment 
is  the  creditor. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A-  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  supplementing 
what  the  chairman  of  our  committee,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Bloom],  has  read  from  the  hearings  in  re- 
spect to  what  Mr.  Hackworth,  legal  adviser  to  the  State  De- 
partment, said  concerning  the  claims  becoming  the  claims  of 
the  Government  rather  than  the  claims  of  the  Individuals,  I 
want  to  deny  most  emphatically  the  charge  made  by  some 
that  Secretary  Hull  made  an  adverse  report  on  this  resolution. 
Prior  to  the  time  that  the  Commission  had  gone  out  of  exist- 
ence, the  State  Department  did  report  adversely,  but  Secre- 
tary Hull  said  that  after  the  Ufe  of  the  Commission  expired 
and  after  these  claimants  had  had  to  wait  for  a  great  many 
years  to  collect  their  claims,  he  made  no  reconmiendation 
one  way  or  the  other  with  reference  to  it.  Whereas  prior  to 
that  time  there  had  been  an  adverse  report,  I  call  attention 
to  this  further  statement.  Some  of  those  speaking  against 
the  bill  have  said  that  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  had  the 
right  to  prosecute  their  claim,  as  they  would  like,  but  there 
is  in  the  record  a  statement  of  the  State  Department  that 
these  claimants  no  longer  have  the  claims:  that  they  became 
the  claims  of  the  Oovemment  of  the  United  States.  The 
Illinois  Central  Railroad  as  such  sought  to  have  a  settlement 
with  the  Government  of  Mexico.  A  representative  of  the 
road  and  a  representative  of  the  Mexican  Government  came 
to  Washington,  an  offer  of  settlement  having  been  made  to 
the  railroad  by  the  Mexican  Government,  and  they  came  to 
consult  the  State  Department  as  to  whether  or  not  a  settle- 
ment could  be  made  between  the  road  and  the  Mexican  Gov- 
ernment. The  files  of  the  State  Department  disclose  a  copy 
of  a  letter  dated  March  17,  1926.  signed  by  Henry  W.  Ander- 
son, agent  of  the  United  States,  to  Benito  Plores,  agent  for 
the  United  Mexican  States.  He  says,  after  conferring  with 
the  Secretary  of  State,  that  that  could  not  be  done;  that  the 
settlement  could  not  be  made  with  the  Illinois  Central  Rail- 
road and  the  Mexican  Government,  because  the  claims  no 
longer  were  the  claims  of  the  individuals,  but  were  th^laims 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  against  the  Mexican 
Government. 

TRiat  Is  the  milk  in  the  coconut,  and  that  Is  the  real  test  of 
It,  and  this  claim  under  that  treaty  became  a  claim  of  the 
Government,  and  under  the  treaty  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  collect  It  and  pay  the  claimants  the  awards  made 
in  their  favor.  All  that  we  ask  in  this  bill  is  to  carry  out  the 
terms  of  the  treaty,  which  is  Just  and  eqiiitable,  and  the  Wll 
is  not  subject  to  the  attacks  that  have  been  made  upon  it  nor 
to  the  interpretations  nor  the  insinuations  that  have  been 
thrust  against  it.  The  bill  simply  does  justice  to  the  claim- 
ants, who  have  long  been  denied  the  money  that  is  due  them 
under  awards  made  by  a  Government  agency,  and  no  one 
need  fear  voting  for  this  bill  and  then  facing  their  constitu- 
ents, because  when  you  vote  for  it  you  will  only  do  what  is 
right  as  between  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  its 
citizens.  To  vote  against  the  bill  would  be  denying  to  these 
claimants  the  rights  that  are  theirs,  and  it  would  t)e  an  un- 
just procedure  upon  the  part  of  the  Government  to  take 
away  from  the  claimants  the  right  to  collect  claims  and  then 
to  deny  them  the  money  which  is  justly  theirs,  and  which 
has  been  awarded  them  after  due  and  legal  process  set  up  by 
our  Government  under  the  treaty  with  Mexico.    [Applause.] 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
has  expired.  All  time  has  expired.  Under  the  rule  the  Com- 
mittee will  rise. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  Rankin.  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported  that 
that  Committee  has  had  under  consideration  the  bill  S.  326, 
and  he  reported  the  same  back  to  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the  previous  question  is 
ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  third  reading  of  the  Senate  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time  and  was  read 
the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  nSH.    Mr,  Speaker,  I  have  a  motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  the  gentleman  opposed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  PISH.    I  am,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Pish  moves  to  recommit  the  bQl  8.  326  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  with  instructions  to  that  committee  to  report  the 
same  back  forthwith  with  the  following  amendment:  "Page  2, 
line  6,  after  the  word  'States',  Insert  'after  these  sums  have  been 
deposited  with  the  United  States  Treasury  by  the  Oovemment  of 
Mexico.'  " 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON, 
of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  It. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  An  identical  amendment  was 
voted  upon  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]. 

The  SPEAKER.  That  was  an  amendment  which  was 
offered  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  Chair  will  state.  The 
House  takes  no  judicial  notice  of  action  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  or  the  rejection  of  an  amendment  in  the  Committee. 
The  point  of  order  is  overruled. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  PishI. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  PisH)  there  were — ayes  103,  noes  88. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the 
vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum  is  not  present,  and  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  Is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After  counting.  1 
Two  hundred  and  thlry-slx  Members  are  present,  a  quorum. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  197,  nays 
125.  not  voting  109.  as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  166] 

YEAS— 1»7 

Oerlaeh 
Oeyer,  Calif. 
Olbbs 


Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  a  jxAni 


ADen.  La.  Cole.  N.  T 

Andersen.  H.  Carl  Connery 
Anderaon.  Calif.     Cooley 
Anderson,  Mo. 


Anirell 

Harden.  N.  C. 

Barry 

Bates.  Mass. 

Beam 

Beck  worth 

Bender 

Blackney 

Boehne 

BoUes 

Bolton 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Brewster 

Brown,  Qa. 

Bryson 

Buckler,  Minn. 

Burgln 

Byrne.  N.  Y. 

Camp 

Carlson 

Case.  S.  Dak. 

Clason 

Clevenger 

Cochran 

Cbffee.  Nebr. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

COle.Md. 


Corbett 

Costello 

Cravens 

Crawford 

Crosaer 

Crowe 

Crowther 

Curtis 

D'Alesandro 

Dunn 

Dworshak 

Eaton 

Edmiston 

EUis 

Faddis 

Fay 

Penton 

Ferguson 

Pish 

Flaherty 

Flannery 

Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Pulmer 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Gartner 

Oavagan 

Oearbart 


Goodwin 

Graham 

Gross 

Guyer.  Kans. 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Hancock 

Hare 

Hart 

Hartley 

Healey 

Hennings 

Hess 

Hill 

Hoffman 

Houston 

Hunter 

Jacobsen 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Jennings 

Johnson,  W.  Va. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Md. 


Kennedy.  Michael 

Kerr 

Kinzer 

Klrwan 

Kitchens 

Kramer 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

Lanham 

Larrabee 

Leavy 

Lemke 


Lewis,  Colo. 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Lynch 

McArdle 

McDowell 

McKeough 

McLaushlln 

McMillan.  Clara 

Mahon 

Mansfield 

Mason 

BAills.  Ark. 

Monroney 

Moeer 

Mott 

Mimdt 

Nichols 

NorreU 


1940 


O'Brien 

OT)ay 

OXeary 

Oliver 

Pace 

Patman 

Pearson 

Peterson.  Oa. 

Pfeiler 

Pierce 

Plumley 

Polk 

Powers 

Rabaut 

Rankin 

Reed.  NY. 

Rees.  Kans. 

Rich 

Richards 


Allen,  ni. 

Andresen,  A.  H. 

Arends 

Austin 

Barnes 

Bland 

Bloom 

Boykin 

Brooks 

Brown.  Ohio 

Bul  winkle 

Burdlck 

Byms,  Tenn. 

Carter 

Cartwrlght 

Chlperfleld 

Church 

Cooper 

Courtney 

Cox 

Davis 

Dempaey 

Dlrksen 

Disney 


Douglas 
Doxey 

Duncan 

Kberharter 

EUlott 

Flannagan 

Polger 


Alexander 

Allen.  Pa. 

Andrews 

Arnold 

Ball 

Barton,  NY. 

Bates,  Ky. 

Bell 

Boland 

Boren 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Buck 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Burch 

Byron 

Caldwell 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Casey.  Mass. 

Oeller 

Chapman 

Clark 

Claypool 

Cluett 

Collins 

Colmer 

Creal 

Culkln 
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Rodgcrs.Pa. 


Rosers.  Okla. 

Romjue 

Ryan 

Sabath 

Saascer 

Satterfleld 

Schafer.  WU. 

Schilller 

Schwert 

Seccombe 

Secrest 

Bhafer,  Mich. 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Sheridan 

Short 

amith.  Conn. 


Smith.  Maine 

Smith,  Ohio 

Smith.  Wash. 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

South 

Steams.  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sullivan 

Sunuier,  m. 

Sutphln 

Sweeney 

Sweet 

Tarver 

Tenerowlca 

Terry 

Tlbbott 

Treadway 

Van  Zandt 

Vinson,  Ga. 


NAYS— 125 


Oathings 

Oehrmann 

Gilchrist 

OUlie 

Oore 

OOiHtt 

Grant,  Ala. 

Grant,  Ind. 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Owynne 

Harrington 

Barter.  N.  Y. 

Barter.  Ohio 

Havenner 

Hawks 

Hendricks 

Hliuhaw 

Hobbs 

Holmes 

Hope 

Hull 

Izac 

Jarman 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson,  III. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Johnaon.LutherA 

Johnson,  Lyndon 

Johnson,  Okia. 

Kee 


Keefe 

Kefauver 

KeUer 

KUday 

Kleberg 

Knuteon 

Koclalkowskl 

Landis 

LeCompte 

McAndrewB 

McCormack 

McGregor 

|lf/»f,«>>n 

McMillan.  John 

Maloney 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Massingale 

Mlchener 

Miller 

Mills.  La. 

Murdock,  Ariz. 

Mtirdock.  Utah 

Murray 

Parsons 

Patrick 

Patton 

Plttenger 

Poage 

Ramspeck 

Raybxim 

Reece,  Tenn. 


Vorys,  Ohio 

Wallgren 

Ward 

Warren 

Welch 

Whelchel 

Wlgglesworth 

Williams,  Del. 

Williams,  Mo. 

Winter 

Wolcott 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Wolverton,N.  J. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Youngdahl 

Zimmerman 


Reed.m. 
Robertson 
Robinson.  Utah 
Robslon.  Ky. 
Routzohn 
Rutherford 
Schaefer,  111. 
Schuetz 
Shepijard 
Simpson 
Smith,  m. 
Snyder 
Sparkman 
L.  Spence 
Springer 
SteagaU 
Talle 

Thomas.  Tex. 
Thomason 
Tlnkham 
Tolan 

Vincent,  Ky . 
Wadsworth 
Walter 
Weaver 
West 
Wheat 
Whlttlngton 
Woodrum.  Va. 


Cui: 


NOT  VOTING— 109 
Hook 


illen 
Cummlngs 
Darden,  Va. 
Darrow 
Delaney 
DeRouen 
Dlcksteln 
Dies 
DlngeU 
Dltter 
Doughton 
Drewry 
Durham 
Edelsteln 
Elston 
Engel 

Bnglebrlght 
Evans 
Femande* 
Fltzpstnck 
Ford,  Leland  M 
Ford,  Miss. 
Fries 
Glfford 
Green 

I  Hall.  Leonard  W, 
Balleck 
Harness 


Horton 

Jones,  Tex. 

Kennedy,  Martin 

Keogh 

Kilbum 

Lea 

Luce 

Ludlow 

McGehee 

McGranery 

McLeod 

Maas 

Maclejewskl 

Magnuson 

Jtlarcantonlo 

Martin.  lU. 

Martin,  Mass. 

May 

Merrltt 

Mitchell 

Monklewlcs 

Mouton 

Myers 

Nelson 

Norton 

O'Connor 

O'Neal 


Oemers 

OToole 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Randolph 

Risk 

Rockefeller 

Sacks 

Sandager 

Schulte 

Scrugham 

Seger 

Smith,  Va. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Starnes.  Ala. 

Sunmers,  Tex. 

Taber 

Taylor 

Thill 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Thorkelson 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Vreeland 

White,  Idaho 

White,  Ohio 

Wood 


So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 
On  this  vote: 

Mr   Maclejewskl  (for)  with  Mr.  Ball  (against) . 

Mr.  Keogh  (for)  with  Mr.  Halleck  (against). 

Mr    ThUl    (for)    with  Mr.  Martin  of  Dllnota    (against). 

Mr   Kilbum  (for)  with  Mr.  Arnold  (against). 

Mr    Scrugham    (for)    with    Mr.   Monkiewlcz    (against). 

Mr    Allen  of  Pennsylvania   (for)   with  Mr.  McGehee   (against). 

Mr.  osmers   (for)    with  Mr.  Cannon  of  Florida   (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Cullen  with  Mr.  Luce. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Dltter. 

Mr.  Colmer  with  Mr.  Glfford. 

Mr.  Darden  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Culkln. 

Mr.  Boland  with  Mr.  McLeod. 


Mr.  O'Neal  with  Mr.  Alexander. 

Mr.  Burch  with  Mr.  Taber. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr.  Maas. 

Mr.  May  with  Mr.  Darrow. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Harness. 

Mr.  Doughton  with  Mr.  Martin  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  starnes  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Rockefeller. 

Mr.  Fernandez  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Durham  with  Mr.  Elston. 

Mr.  Collins  with  Mr.  Horton. 

Mr.  Martin  J.  Kennedy  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  DeRouen  with  Mr.  Engel. 

Mr.  Creal  with  Mr.  Leonard  W.  Hall.  .    _ 

Mr.  Cummlngs  with  Mr.  Seger. 

Mr.  Nelson  with  Mr.  Barton  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Sunmers  of  Texas  with  Mr.  Vreeland. 

Mr.  Ludlow  with  Mr.  Sandager. 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Andrews. 

Mr.  Ford  of  Mississippi  with  Mr.  Thorkelson. 

Mr.  Pltzpatrlck  with  Mr.  Leland  M.  Ford. 

Mr.  Dies  with  Mr.  Cluett. 

Mr.  Delaney  with  Mr.  Bnglebrlght. 

Mr.  DlngeU  with  Mr.  V^Thite  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Claypool  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Randolph  with  Mr.  Mouton. 

Mr.  Wood  with  Mr.  Evans. 

Mr.  Bell  with  Mr.  Merrltt. 

Mr.  McGranery  with  Mr.  Schulte. 

Mr.  Boren  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mr.  Smith  of  West  Virginia  with  Mr.  Dlcksteln. 

Mr.  Edelsteln  with  Mr.  Pries. 

Mr.  Hook  with  Mr.  Byron. 

Mr.  Cannon  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Magnuson. 

Mr.  Celler  with  Mr.  Peterson  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Buckley  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Sachs. 

Mr.  Casey  of  Massachusetts  with  Mr.  Lea. 

Mr.  O'Toole  with  Mr.  Myers. 

Mr.  Chapman  with  Mr.  Caldwell. 

Mr.  Buck  with  Mrs.  Norton. 

B4r.  Jones  of  Texas  with  Mr.  O'Connor. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  voted  under  a  misappre- 
hension.   I  desire  to  change  my  vote  from  "aye"  to  "no." 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  in  the  gallery  and  failed 
to  get  down  to  the  Chamber  In  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  fails  to  qualify. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  voted  "aye."  I  wish  to  change 
my  vote  to  "no." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  instruction  of 
the  House,  I  report  back  the  bill,  S.  326,  with  an  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  6,  after  the  word  "States",  insert  the  following: 
"after  these  sums  have  been  deposited  with  the  United  States 
Treasiiry  by  the  Government  of  Mexico." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  amended  bill. 

The  bill  as  amended  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time 
and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

LEAVI  OP  ABSENCI 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted,  as 
follows : 
To  Mr.  Scrugham,  for  1  week,  on  account  of  Important 

business. 

To  Mr.  Parsons,  indefinitely,  on  account  of  a  death  in  the 
family. 

ADMISSION  TO  ST.  ELIZABETHS  HOSPITAL  OF  PERSONS  RESIDENT  Df 

THE  VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  request 
from  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

That  the  Secretary  be  directed  to  request  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives to  return  to  the  Senate  the  bill  (H.  R.  9576)  entitled 
"An  act  relating  to  the  admission  to  St.  Elizabeths  Hospital  of  per- 
sons resident  or  domicUed  in  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United 
States." 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  the  request  wUl  be 
granted. 
There  was  no  objection. 
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EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  short  state- 
ment by  the  Secretary  of  State. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

"niere  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent  Mr.  Kilday  and  Mr.  Shanley  were 
granted  permission  to  revise  and  extend  their  own  remarks. 

Mr.  PLANNERY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  poem  written  by  a  con- 
stituent and  personal  friend  of  mine,  son  of  a  distinguished 
publishing  and  literary  family,  Mr.  John  V.  Heflfeman. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  by  inserting  a  radio  address  made  by 
Mr.  Pulton  Lewis,  Jr.,  at  Philadelphia  on  the  subject  of  July 
4.  1776. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include 
therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Marshall  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  an  editorial  from  the  Detroit  Free  Press 
\  The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  a  speech  I  made  on  the  Fourth  of  July 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  July  1.  I  put  an 
address  In  the  Record  but  overlooked  putting  in  the  outline 
at  the  beginning.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  may 
be  inserted  at  the  proper  place  in  the  printing  of  the  speech 
in  the  permanent  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered 

There  was  no  objection. 

order   or  BUSINESS 

Blr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  inquire  of  the  majority 
leader  If  he  has  any  more  business  to  transact  today  and  if 
he  will  indicate  the  program  for  the  week? 

Mr.  RAYBXJRN.  There  is  no  further  business  on  the  cal- 
endar for  today. 

On  tomorrow  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Mansfield] 
will  bring  in  a  nlotion  to  instruct  the  conferees  on  the  so- 
called  stream-pollution  bill.  This  will  take  about  an  hour. 
Following  that  we  will  take  up  the  rule  on  the  Hatch  bill  and 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  rule  and  the  bill.  That  is 
the  progrsmi  for  the  week. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS  SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  trtily 
enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles,  which  were 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  1435.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  S.  Talt; 

H.R.2358.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  Joseph  Wright; 

H.R.  3161.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  First  National  Bank 
of  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  as  legal  guardian  of  the  three  minor 
children  of  Dale  W.  Guise  and  Gladys  M.  Guise,  both  de- 
ceased, and  Sally  C.  Guise.  Martha  G.  and  Arnold  E.  Omer; 

H.  R.  3171.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  L.  Sheldon; 

H.  R.  4828.  An  act  to  amend  the  law  limiting  the  operation 
of  statutes  of  limitations  in  certain  cases; 

H.  R.  5258.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardian  of 
Betty  Lou  Frady  and  W.  L.  Prady; 

H.  R.  6424.  An  act  to  pro\ade  for  the  transportation  and 
distribution  of  mails  on  motor-vehicle  routes; 


H.  R  7843.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cliflford  J.  Williams: 

H.R.  7861.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hannah  S.  Bray,  Jane 
Bickers,  and  Frances  Bickers;  and 

H.R.  9114.  An  act  authorizing  advancements  from  the  Fed- 
eral Emergency  Administration  of  Public  Works  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  recorder  of  deeds'  building  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills 
and  joint  resolutions  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

8. 134.  An  act  providing  for  continuing  retirement  pay,  un- 
der certain  conditions,  of  officers  and  former  officers  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  of  the  United  States,  other 
than  officers  of  the  Regular  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps, 
who  incurred  physical  disability  while  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States  during  the  World  War,  and  for  other  purposes: 

S.  182.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Hagenson; 
S.  993.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  H.  Wootton ; 

S.  1251.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  certain  settlers  in  the  town 

site  of  Ketchum,  Idaho; 

S.  1531.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edmund  S.  Dennis: 

S.  1810.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Citizens  State  Bank  of 

Marianna,  Fla.; 

S.  2560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marjorle  Buchek; 

S.  2561.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Ina  Jones; 

S.  2570.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Boyd; 

S.  2595.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lloyd  S.  Harris: 

S.  2799.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  George  Mayfield: 

S.  2800.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Ross,  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Betty  Ross,  a  minor; 

S.2817.  An  act  for  the  reliel  of  J.  H.  Churchwell  Whole- 
sale Co.,  of  Jacksonville,  Fla.; 

S.  2988.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bessie  Sharrah; 

S.  3023.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  E.  Enders  and 
Gertrude  Ray  Enders; 

S.  3039.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Twlla  Snyder; 

S.  3280.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ina  May  Everett; 

S.  3351.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  I.  M.  Cook,  J.  J.  Allen  and 
the  Radiator  Specialty  Co.; 

S.  3401.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  N.  Barber,  former 
United  States  property  and  disbursing  officer,  Vermont  Na- 
tional Guard,  and  for  other  piu-poses; 

S.3424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  O.  Elliott  and 
Wmslow  Parr  Smith; 

S.  3617.  An  act  granting  the  consent  and  approval  of  Con- 
gress to  an  interstate  compact  relating  to  control  and  reduc- 
tion of  pollution  in  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin; 

S.  3749.  An  act  to  relieve  certain  employees  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  from  financial  liability  for  certain  overpay- 
ments and  anow  such  credit  therefor  as  is  necessary  in  the 
accounts  of  certain  disbursing  officers,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; 

S.  3763^An  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  David  H.  PasseU  and 
First  Lt.  Paul  E.  LaMaster; 

S.  3794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  Navajo  Indians, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

S^  4032.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  Philip 
A.  Penston,  pharmacist's  mate,  first  class.  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  for  the  value  of  personal  and  household  effects  lost 
and  destroyed  during  the  hurricane  of  September  21    1938 
at  New  London.  Conn.; 

S.  4097.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates  of 
American  citizens  who  die  abroad; 

S.  J.  Res.  133.  Joint  resolution  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the 
Court  of  Clauns  or  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  Northern  District  of  Georgia  to  hear,  determine  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Mrs.  J.  W  Marks  of 
Stephens  County.  Ga.;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  222.  Joint  resolution  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia  and  the 
Commonwealths  of  Virginia  and  Pennsylvania  and  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  as  signatory  bodies  to  enter  Into  a  compact 
for  the  creation  of  a  Potomac  Valley  Conservancy  District 
and  the  establishment  of  the  Interstate  Commission  on  the 
Potomac  River  Basin. 
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BILLS  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  did  on  Saturday,  July  6,  1940, 
present  to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  bills  of  the  House 
of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  6831.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior to  lease  certain  of  the  public  lands  to  the  Metropolitan 
Water  District  of  Southern  California  for  the  extraction  of 
sodium  chloride  for  water-conditioning  purposes; 

H.  R.  8024.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  leasing  of  restricted 
allotments  of  deceased  Indians  in  certain  circumstances,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8499.  An  act  relating  to  adoption  of  minors  by  In- 
dians; and 

H.  R.  10106.  An  act  to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia  Reve- 
nue Act  of  1937.  as  amended. 

I  ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 

now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  3  o'clock  and  3 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Tues- 
day, July  9.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


I     COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE  ON  INTERSTATE  AND  FOREIGN  COMMERCE 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  Tuesday,  July  9. 
1940.  Business  to  be  considered:  Hearing  on  H.  R.  9706,  to 
amend  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
1826.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV  a  letter  from  the 
Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  transmitting  a  copy  of  a  pro- 
posed bill  for  the  relief  of  former  certifying  and  disbursing 
officers  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  was  taken  from  the 
Speaker's  table  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 


ADVERSE  REPORTS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  THOMASON:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  House 
Resolution  542.  Resolution  requesting  the  President  to 
transmit  to  the  House  a  report  with  respect  to  the  progress 
which  Is  being  made  in  carrying  on  the  national-defense 
program  (Rept.  No.  2739).    Laid  on  the  table. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn,  pubUc  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  DIMOND: 

H.  R.  10173.  A  bill  authorizing  a  preliminary  examination 
and  survey  of  Salmon  Creek  in  the  vicinity  of  Juneau,  Alaska; 
to  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control. 
By  Mr.  HILL: 

H.R.  10174  (by  request).  A  bill  to  provide  funds  for  the 
national  defense:  to  make  intangible  personal  property  to 
bear  its  fair  share  of  taxes;  to  halt  tax  evasion  by  citizens 
of  the  several  SUtes  who  secrete  wealth  In  other  States  In 
the  form  of  intangible  property;  to  accelerate  the  circula- 
tion of  wealth  and  to  encourage  the  employment  of  it  in  pro- 
ductive enterprise;  to  stimulate  agricultural  and  industrial 
production  and  general  business  by  supplying  the  people  a 
wider  distribution  of  wealth  and  an  increase  of  mass  pur- 
chasing power:  to  provide  for  the  proper  administration  of 
this  act:  to  provide  penalties  for  the  violation  of  this  act;  and 
lor  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  LANHAM: 

H.  R.  10175.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  lease  for  periods  not  exceeding  10  years  buildings, 
parts  thereof,  and  grounds  in  foreign  countries:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Buildings  and  Gnnmds. 
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By  Mr.  MICHENER: 
H.  R.  10176.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  issue  patents  for  lands  held  under  color  of  title;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Jjands. 
By  Mr.  LUDLOW: 
H.  Con.  Res.  85.  Concurrent  resolution  to  promote  peace; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXll,  private  bUls  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  KRAMER: 
H.R.  10177.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  Katzensteln; 
to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  RANDOLPH: 
H.  R.  10178.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anna  Lee  Hogan;  to 
the  C(Mninittee  on  Claims. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

8987.  By  Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota:  Petition  of  Henry 
White  Wing,  president.  Peter  Thin  Elk.  secretary,  and  350 
other  signers,  adopting  the  resolutions  proposed  at  a  meeting 
of  the  Grass  Moimtain  district  of  the  Black  Hills  Claims  and 
Treaty  Council,  on  June  21,  1940.  praying  and  appealing  for 
exemption  from  the  operations  of  the  Wheeler-Howard  Act, 
except  as  to  sections  1,  2,  14,  and  15;  to  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs. 

8988.  By  Mr.  CULLEN:  Petition  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  Brooklyn  Real  Estate  Board,  opposing  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 92,  as  amended  May  15,  1940.  as  they  feel  that  this 
measure  represents  an  attempt  to  establish  Federal  title  to 
all  submerged  lands  now  held  or  granted  by  the  States;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Public  lands. 

8989.  By  Mr.  FISH:  Petition  of  167  residents  of  the  dty  of 
Poughkeepsie,  Dutchess  County,  N.  Y.,  to  keep  America  out 
of  war,  that  appropriations  be  made  for  the  purchase  of  air- 
planes, submarines,  and  other  modem  defensive  weapons  only, 
and  requesting  that  the  Congress  remain  in  session  during 
the  present  emergency:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8990.  By  Mr.  GRAHAM:  Petition  of  the  Edith  Cavell  Post, 
No.  2,  British  Empire  War  Veterans  Association  of  Beaver 
Covmty.  Pa.,  pledging  our  wordly  possessions  and  our  very 
lives  in  defense  of  our  adopted  country,  the  United  States  of 
America,  and.  to  the  end  that  her  flag  shall  remain  unsullied 
and  her  sacred  institutions  preserved  for  us  and  our  posterity, 
we  offer  our  aid  and  pledge  our  undivided  support  to  the 
American  Legion,  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and  our 
Government,  be  it  National,  State,  or  local,  In  imearthlng 
and  exposing  every  form  of  Trojan  horse  or  "fifth  column" 
which  may  make  any  attempt  to  import  into  our  coimtry  any 
brand  of  "ism"  except  Americanism;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8991.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the 
board  of  directors  of  the  Brooklyn  Real  Estate  Board,  opposing 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  92,  as  amended  May  15.  1940.  which 
would  establish  Federal  title  to  all  submerged  lands  now  held 
or  granted  by  the  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public 

Lands. 

8992.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Hatters.  Cap.  and  Milli- 
nery Workers  International  Union,  representing  40.000  mem- 
bers residing  throughout  the  country,  urging  the  extension  of 
every  possible  aid  to  the  democratic  forces  abroad  now 
defending  ideals  and  institutions  similar  to  our  own,  and  also 
favoring  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

8993.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Maritime  Union  of 
America,  pledging  its  full  support  and  cooperation  in  building 
the  national  defense  of  our  country  so  that  it  will  be  second 
to  none:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8994.  Also.  petiUon  of  the  Forty  Plus  Club  of  New  York, 
expressing  its  wholehearted  support  of  the  national-defense 
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program  and  extending  Its  facilities;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

8995.  Also,  petition  of  the  MUitary  Order  of  the  Loyal 
Legion  of  the  United  States,  commandery  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  expressing  its  full  accord  with  the  official  program 
of  the  Federal  Government  for  building  up  the  national 
defense  against  external  and  internal  threat  to  the  security 
of  our  land;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

8996.  Also,  petition  of  the  Empire  State  Travel  Association, 
opposing  the  new  regulation  promulgated  which  makes  it 
necessary  for  Canadian  citizens  entering  the  United  States  to 
have  a  passport  and  visa;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 

8997.  Also,  petition  of  John  Jacob  Astor  Unit,  No.  26,  of 
the  Steuben  Society  of  America,  urging  that  Congress  remain 
In  session  and  that  America  be  kept  out  of  foreign  entangle- 
ments; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

8998.  By  Mr.  KEOGH:  Petition  of  the  Brooklyn  Real  Estate 
Board,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  opposing  Senate  Joint  Resolution  92, 
as  amended  May  15,  1940;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public 
Lands. 

8999.  Also,  petition  of  the  Conqueror  Lodge.  No.  559,  Brook- 
lyn, N.  Y.,  Knights  of  Pythias,  favoring  immediate  and  full 
material  aid  to  Great  Britain  and  its  Allies,  short  of  war;  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9000.  Also,  petlUon  of  the  Military  Order  of  the  Loyal  Le- 
gion of  the  United  States,  commandery  of  the  State  of  New 
York.  New  York  City,  favoring  national  defense  against  ex- 
ternal and  internal  threat  to  the  security  of  our  land;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9001.  Also,  petition  of  the  Awoclatlon  of  Ex-Members  of 
Squadron  A,  New  York  City,  favoring  the  adoption  of  the 
principle  of  universal  compulsory  military  training;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9002.  By  Mr.  KRAMER:  Resolution  of  the  California  Baby 
Chick  Association  relative  to  Senate  bill  3227;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture. 

9003.  Also,  resolution  of  the  board  of  directors,  Califomia 
state  Chamber  of  Commerce,  relative  to  preparation  to  meet 
any  emergency  which  might  arise  out  of  current  conditions 
in  the  world;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9004.  By  Mr.  MERRTTT:  Resolution  of  the  Hill  Post.  No. 
39.  Catholic  War  Veterans,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  requesting  that 
Senate  bill  4132,  to  outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  be  enacted, 
and  that  House  Joint  Resolution  555  be  defeated;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

9005.  Also,  resolution  of  the  American  Committee  for  the 
Defense  of  Lithuania,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  requesting  our  Gov- 
ernment to  withdraw  the  recognition  extended  In  November 
1933  to  the  Soviet  Union;  that  this  committee  appeals  to  the 
Government  to  protect  our  s^uth.  citizens,  and  residents  from 
the  subversive  activities  and  propaganda  conducted  by  Com- 
munist newspapers,  organizations,  and  agencies  directed 
against  our  institutions;  and.  that  we  pledge  our  whole- 
hearted moral  and  material  aid  and  sympathy  to  the  suffering 
peoples  of  Lithuania,  lAtvia,  and  Estonia;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9006.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Richmond  Hill  South  Uons 
Club,  New  York,  requesting  Congress  remain  in  session  during 
this  period  of  uncertain  developments  in  Europe;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 


9007.  By  Mr.  PFEIFER:  Petition  of  the  Brooklyn  Real  Es- 
tate Board.  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  opposing  the  adoption  of  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  92,  as  amended  May  15,  1940;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Public  Lands. 

9008.  By  Mr.  SCHWERT:  Resolution  of  the  Board  of  Su- 
pervisors of  Erie  County,  State  of  New  York,  pertaining  to 
their  desire  to  assist  the  Federal  Government  in  hastening  its 
preparedness  program  by  making  available  for  this  purpose 
large  tracts  of  land  owned  by  the  county  of  Erie;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9009.  By  Mr.  SUTPHIN:  Petition  of  the  Board  of  Chosen 
Freeholders  of  Monmouth  County,  N.  J.,  urging  that  the 
residents  of  Monmouth  County  present  a  imlted  front  In  sui>- 
porting  the  Government  of  the  United  States  In  establishing 
an  adequate  defense  and  proper  preparedness;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

9010.  By  Mr.  THOMASON:  Resolution  of  the  Rotary  Club 
of  Van  Horn.  Tex.,  signed  by  John  T.  Heath,  president,  and 
Julius  Sadowsky,  secretary;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

9011.  By  the  SPEAKER:  PetlUon  of  Phlllpp  Schubkegel,  of 
Chicago,  HI.,  and  others,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9012.  Also,  petition  of  the  Third  Judicial  Circuit  Bar  Asso- 
ciation. D.  Brown,  secretary,  Phenix  City,  Ala.,  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  Walter- 
Logan  bin ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

9013.  Also,  petition  of  the  Free  Economy  Association  of 
Portland.  Oreg..  J.  D.  Menzel,  president,  petitioning  considera- 
tion of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  our  monetary,  land, 
and  tax  policies;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

9014.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Association  of 
Machinists.  San  Francisco  Lodge.  No.  68.  Califomia,  petition- 
ing consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the 
national -defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

9015.  Also,  petition  of  the  Pennsylvania  Grade  Crude  Oil 
Association.  Oil  City.  Pa.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resoluUon  with  reference  to  the  national -defense  program;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9016.  Also,  petition  of  the  Civic  Center  Auxiliary  Club. 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9017.  Also,  petition  of  the  Alabama  State  Department.  Dis- 
abled American  Veterans,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  petitioning  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national- 
defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9018.  Also,  petition  of  the  General  Ministerial  Assembly  of 
Church  of  God.  Anderson,  Ind.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9019.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Retail  Credit  Associa- 
tion, St.  Louis,  A.  H.  Hert.  secretary,  petitioning  consideration 
of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national -defense 
program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9020.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Clubs,  Elkhart.  Kans., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 
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OF     AMERICA 


Conpssional  TRecord 

PROCEEDINGS    AND    DEBATES    OF    THE    j6^^    CONGRESS,    THIRD    SESSION 


SENATE 

Tuesday,  July  9,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday.  July  8,  1940) 
The  Senate  met  in  executive  session  at  12  o'clock  meridian, 

on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Rev.    Duncan    Praser.    assistant    rector,    Church    of    the 

Epiphany,  Washington.  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Lord,  our  Governor,  whose  glory  is  in  all  the  world,  we 
commend  this  Nation  to  Thy  merciful  care.  that,  being  guided 
by  Thy  Providence,  we  may  dwell  secure  In  Thy  peace.  Grant 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  President  of  this 
Senate,  and  all  others  in  authority  wisdom  and  strength  to 
know  and  to  do  Thy  will.  Pill  them  with  the  love  of  truth 
and  righteousness;  and  make  them  ever  mindful  of  their 
callmg  to  serve  this  people  in  Thy  fear.  Through  Jesus 
Christ,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

As  in  legislative  ses.slon, 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  legislative 
day  of  Monday.  July  8,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

CALL   OF   THE   ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Bailey 

Barbour 

Barkley 

Bllbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Cbandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davis 


Downey 

Ellender 

Prazler 

George 

Oerry 

Olbeon 

Gillette 

Green 

Gufley 

Gurney 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

HIU 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Jobtuson.  Colo. 

iKlng 

La  Follette 


Lodge 

Lucas 
Lvmdeen 
McCarran 
McKe'.lar 
McNary 
Maloney 
Mead 
-  MUler 
Minton 
Murray 
Neely 
Norrls 
Nye 

CMahoney 
Overton 
•  Pepper 
Plttman 
Radcllffe 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Russell 
Schwartz 


Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Ships>tead 

Slattery 

Smathers 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Tobey 

Townsend 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


Mr.  MINTON.    I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama   [Mr.   BankheadI.   the   Senator  from   Michigan    IMr. 
BrownI,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Donahey],  the  Sena- 
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tor  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  LeeI.  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Trum.\nJ 
are  unavoidably  detained  from  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ninety  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

message    FROM    THE    HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  returned  to  the  Senate, 
in  compliance  with  its  request,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9576)  relating 
to  the  admission  to  St.  Elizabeths  Hospital  of  persons  resi- 
dent or  domiciled  in  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States. 

The  message  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  the 
bill  (S.  326)  for  the  payment  of  awards  and  appraisals 
heretofore  made  in  favor  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  on 
claims  presented  under  the  General  Claims  Convention  of 
September  8,  1923.  United  States  and  Mexico,  with  an 
amendment,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 

Senate. 

The  message  also  armounced  that  the  House  had  passed  a 
bill  (H.  R.  9875)  to  provide  that  payments  made  to  States 
or  Territories  to  aid  in  the  maintenance  of  disabled  veterans 
in  State  or  Territorial  homes  shaU  be  used  solely  for  such 
purpose,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

ENROLLED   BILLS   SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they 
were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

S.2289.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Leesburg  Welding  & 
Garage  Co.;  and 

H.  R.  7233.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  disposition,  control,  and  use  of  surplus  real 
property  acquired  by  Federal  agencies,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," approved  August  27,  1935  < Public,  No.  351.  74tb  Cong.) , 
and  for  other  purposes. 

During  the  executive  session  the  following  legislative  busi- 
ness, by  unanimous  consent,  was  transacted  as  in  legislative 
session: 

INTERSTATE      COMMERCE      ACTS      ANNOTATED.      1940      SUPPLEMENT 

(S.  DOC.  NO.  202) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  Chairman  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
transmitting,  pursuant  to  (S.  Res.  259)  authorizing  the 
preparation  of  a  supplement  to  the  document  on  the  Com- 
pilation of  Federal  Laws  Relating  to  the  Regulation  of  Car- 
riers Subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  (submitted  by 
Mr.  Tydings,  and  agreed  to  May  28,  1940),  a  manuscript 
supplement  bringing  as  closely  to  date  as  practicable  Senate 
Document  No.  166,  Seventieth  Congress,  first  session,  and 
Senate  Document  No.  139,  Seventy-third  Congress,  second 
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session,  which,  with  the  accompanying  document,  were  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce,  and,  under 
the  terms  of  the  resolution,  ordered  to  be  printed. 

PETITION   AND   MEMORIAL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  petition 
of  several  citizens  of  Weehawfeen.  N.  J.,  praying  that  the 
United  States  keep  out  of  war,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of 
a  memorial  from  the  Legion  of  American  Mothers,  Helen 
Hamilton,  chairman,  Oakland,  CaUf.,  remonstrating  against 
confirmation  of  the  nominations  of  Henry  L.  Stimson,  of  New 
York,  to  be  Secretary  of  War.  and  Frank  Knox,  of  Illinois,  to 
be  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table.  I 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  WHEELER,  from  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Com- 
merce, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  10014)  to  amend 
the  Transportation  Act,  1920,  as  amended,  reported  it  with- 
out amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1948)   thereon. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  each 
without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

S.  3163.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  national  cemetery  in  the 
"vicinity  of  Portland,  Oreg.  (Rept.  No.  1949) ;  and 

S.  4706.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
facilities  in  Marjorle  Park,  Davis  Island.  Tampa.  Fla..  and 
for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No.  1950). 

ENROLLED    BILLS    AND   JOINT   RESOLUTIONS   PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  presented  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolu- 
tions : 

On  July  5,  1940: 

S.  349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  F.  Cooley.  administrator 
of  the  estate  of  Charles  F.  Cooley.  Jr.; 

S.  1009.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Bert  W.  Helmer; 

S.  1376.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cothran  Motors,  Inc.; 

S.  1789.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deportation 
proceedings  in  the  case  of  Florence  Sinclair  Cooper  and 
daughter,  Margaret  Lavallie,  and  Philip  P.  Roy; 

S.  2111.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  granting 
additional  quarantine  powers  and  imposing  additional  duties 
upon  the  Marine  Hospital  Service."  approved  February  15, 
1893,  as  amended; 

S.  2413.  An  act  granting  a  pension  to  Arminda  Bauman; 

S.  2704.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  C.  W.  Black 
and  Marlon  Rabren; 

S.  2768.  An  act  authorizing  the  naturalization  of  Thomas  A. 
Lambie; 

S.  2773.  An  act  to  authorize  the  payment  of  compensation 
to  recess  appointees  in  certain  cases; 

S.  2774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Mauri; 

S.  2775.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Gideon  Schiller; 

S.  2S09.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dexter  and  Elizabeth 
Shiomi; 

S.  2915.  An  act  relating  to  rentals  in  certain  oil  and  gas 
leases  issued  under  authority  of  the  act  of  February  25,  1920, 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  2969.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louise  Thome; 

S.  3021.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  A.  Ramsay; 

S.  3059.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Velvle  W.  Smith,  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Glenn  Richard  Smith; 

S.  3062.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rodgers  Tile  Co.;  ' 

S.  3101.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  purchasers  of,  and 
entrj-men  upon,  open  lands  of  certain  Indian  reservations; 

S.  3111.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  L.  Gardner; 

8.3146.  An  act  relating  to  the  citizenship  of  William  Law- 
rence Tan; 

S.  3256.  An  act  to  enable  Sadao  Tanaka  to  remain  perma- 
nently in  the  United  States; 

S.  3412.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  John  Nicholas  Chicouras; 

S.  3436.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ethel  G.  Hamilton; 


S.  3456.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  cer- 
tain personnel  or  former  personnel  of  the  United  States 
Marine  Corps  for  the  value  of  personal  effects  destroyed  as 
a  result  of  a  fire  at  Raritan  Arsenal,  Metuchen,  N.  J.,  on 
October  10.  1938; 

S.  3502.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Epes  Transportation 
Corporation ; 

S.  3587.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earl  P.  Collins: 

S.  3597.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  C.  Brown  and  F.  L. 
Copeland; 

S.  3647.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardian  of  Paul 
Sanford,  a  minor; 

S.  3649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  D.  Gann; 

S.  3706.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Alfred  G.  Balls; 

S.  3707.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  agents 
and  certifying  officers  of  the  Indian  Service,  the  United  States 
Veterans'  Administration,  and  the  Treasury  Department; 

S.  3742.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  E.  McGivern; 

S.  3748.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  disburs- 
ing officer.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department: 

S.  3769.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jerry  McKinley  Thompson: 

S.  3780.  An  act  authorizing  Alabama  Bridge  Commission 
(an  agency  of  the  State  of  Alabama)  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  toll  bridge  and  causeway  between  Dauphin 
Lsland  and  the  mainland  at  or  near  Cedar  Point,  within  the 
State  of  Alabama ; 

S.  3807.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri 
River  at  or  near  Arrow  Rock,  Mo.; 

S.  3808.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  cer- 
tain officers  and  enlisted  men  or  former  officers  and  enlisted 
men  of  the  United  States  Navy  for  personal  property  lost  in 
the  hurricane  and  flood  at  New  London,  Conn.,  on  September 
21. 1938; 

S.  3899.  An  act  to  defray  the  cost  of  returning  to  the  United 
States  the  remains,  families,  and  effects  of  officers  and  em- 
ployees dying  abroad,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3916.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence  T.  Post.  O.  F. 
Allen,  and  D.  Buddrus; 

S.  3931.  An  act  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for  the 
Parker  Dam  and  Reservoir  project,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3972.  An  act  to  authorize  exchanges  of  lands  within  the 
Navajo  Indian  Reservation,  Ariz.; 

S.  3978.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  former  employees 
of  the  National  Reemployment  Service: 

S.  4048.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  K.  Peeples; 

S.  4090.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  donate 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  H.  S.  Scott,  D.  W.  Collins, 
Fred  M.  Gross,  tnostees.  Ashland  District  Council.  Boy  Scouts 
of  America,  the  log  house  known  as  the  John  Seer  est  home, 
located  on  the  site  of  the  Federal  Correctional  Institution  near 
Ashland.  Ky.;  and 

S.  4126.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anne  Howard  Lay. 
On  July  8.  1940: 

S.  134.  An  act  providing  for  continuing  retirement  pay, 
under  certain  conditions,  of  officers  and  former  officers  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  of  the  United  States,  other 
than  officers  of  the  Regular  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps, 
who  incurred  physical  disability  while  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States  during  the  World  War,  and  for  other  pur[)oses; 

S.  182.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Hagenson; 

S.  993.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  H.  Wootton; 

S.  1251.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  settlers  in  the  town 
site  of  Ketchum,  Idaho; 

S.  1531.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edmund  S.  Dennis; 

S.  1810.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  Citizens  State  Bank 
of  Marianna,  Fla.; 

S.  2560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marjorie  Buchek; 

S.  2561.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ina  Jones: 

S.  2570.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Boyd; 

S.  2595.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lloyd  S.  Harris; 

S.  2799.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  George  Mayfleld: 

S.  2800.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Edward  J.  Ross,  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Betty  Ross,  a  minor; 
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8. 2817.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  J.  H.  Churchweil  Whole- 
sale Co..  cil  Jacksonville.  Fla.; 

S.  2988.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Bessie  Sharrah; 
S.3023.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Clarence  K  Enders  and 
Gertrude  Ray  Enders; 

8. 3039.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Twlla  Snydar; 
S.  3280.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Ina  May  Everett; 
8. 3351.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  I.  M.  Cook,  J.  J.  Allen,  and 
the  Radiator  Specialty  Co.; 

a  3401.  An  act  for  the  rehef  of  Charles  N.  Barber,  former 
United  States  property  and  disbursing  officer,  Vermont  Na- 
tional Guard,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.3424.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  O.  EUiott  and 
Winslow  Farr  Smith; 

S.  3617.  An  act  granting  the  consent  and  approval  of  Con- 
gress to  an  intersute  compact  relating  to  control  and  reduc- 
tion of  pollution  in  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin; 

S.  3749.  An  act  to  relieve  certain  employees  of  the  Vet- 
erans* Administration  from  financial  Lability  for  certain  over- 
paymenU  and  allow  such  credit  therefor  as  is  necessary  hi 
the  accounts  of  certain  disbursing  officers,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

S.  3763.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Capt.  David  H.  PasseU  and 
Fhrst  Lt.  Paul  E.  LaMaster; 

S.  3794.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  Navajo  Indians,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

S.  4032.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  Phmp 
A.  Penston,  pharmacist's  mate,  first-class,  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  for  the  value  of  personal  and  household  effects  lost 
and  destroyed  during  the  hurricane  of  September  21.  1938.  at 
New  London,  Conn.; 

S.  4097.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates  of 
American  citizens  who  die  abroad; 

S.J.  Res.  133.  Joint  resolution  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on  the 
Court  of  Claims  or  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  Northern  Di-Jtrict  of  Georgia  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks,  of 
Stephens  County.  Ga.;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  222.  Joint  resolution  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia  and  the 
Commonwealths  of  Virginia  and  Pennsylvania  and  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  as  signatory  bodies,  to  enter  into  a  compact 
for  the  creation  of  a  Potomac  Valley  Conservancy  District 
and  the  establishment  of  the  Interstate  Commission  on  the 
Potomac  River  Basin. 

BILLS   mTRODTTCro 

Bills  were  IntrodiKed,  read  the  first  time,  and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  ICr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 

8.4193.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Mendez   (Anthony 
Sayer) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 
By  Mr.  DOWNEY: 

S.  4194.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  issuance  of  immigration 
visas  to,  and  the  admission  into  the  United  States  of,  children 
from  certain  European  countries;  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration. 

S.  4195.  A  bill  providing  for  an  integrated  system  of  super- 
safety  highways  in  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  MiUtary  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  WALSH: 

8. 4196.  A  bin  estobUshhag  overthne  rates  for  compensation 
for  employees  of  the  field  services  of  the  Navy  Department 
and  the  Coast  Guard,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs. 

HOITSI  BILL  RXrKRKXD 

The  bin  (H.  R.  9875)  to  provide  that  payments  made  to 
States  or  Territories  to  aid  In  the  maintenance  of  disabled 
veterans  In  State  or  Territorial  homes  shall  be  used  solely 
for  such  purpose  was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

ItTTA  OK   RKKB  MLOSKKT CHANCE  OF  RKFERKNCE 

Mr.  MUTTON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  discharged  from  the  con- 


sideration of  House  bill  554,  for  the  relief  of  Met«  De  Rene 
McLoskey. 

I  have  spoken  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr. 
George]  .  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  having  the  Wll 
in  charge,  and  it  is  entirely  satisfactory  to  him  that  the  com- 
mittee be  discharged,  and  that  the  bill  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  have  no  objection.  If  the  Senator  has 
spoken  to  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  have  done  so.  I  spoke  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  about  the  matter  today,  and  it  is  entirely  agree- 
able to  him. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  Commit- 
tee on  Finance  is  discharged  from  the  further  consideration 
of  House  bill  554.  and  the  bill  is  reierred  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

TTTLl  TO  LOW-VALUE  LANDS  OF  THf  UNITi:©  STATES-^MII^MINT 

Mr.  BILBO  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9736)  to  amend  section  355  of 
the  Re\'ised  Statutes,  as  amended,  to  authorize  the  Attorney 
General  to  approve  the  title  to  low-value  lands  and  interests 
in  lands  acquired  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  subject 
to  infhrolties,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

INDEFENDEMCE    DAY    ADDRESSES    AT    HEW   YORK    WORLD'S    FADI 

[Mr.  Austin  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  address  by  Harvey  D.  Gibson,  chairman  of  the 
board.  New  York  World's  Fahr.  1940;  the  address  by  Mess- 
more  Kendall,  chairman,  committee  on  patriotic  activities; 
the  remarks  of  General  Nolan  tatroduclng  Lt.  Gen.  Robert 
Lee  Bullard.  retired:  the  address  by  General  Bullard:  the 
address  by  Senator  Austin;  and  the  address  by  Rear  Admiral 
C.  H.  Woodward,  all  dehvered  on  Independence  Day  at  the 
New  York  World's  Fair,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.  1 

ADDRESS     BY     SENATOR     O'MAHONEY     ON     SIGNIFICANCE     OF     THE 

MONOPOLY  COMMITTEE 

[Mr.  EtowNEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  hi 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Senator  O'MAHONEY  be- 
fore the  National  Townsend  Club  convention  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  on  July  1.  1940,  which  appears  to  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR   MURRAY   BEFORE   CONVENTION  OF  AFFZLIATEO 

YOUNG  DEMOCRATS 

[Mr.  Murray  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  him  before  the  convention 
of  the  Affiliated  Young  Democrats,  Inc.,  New  York  City, 
Thursday,  June  27,  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

PAH    AMERICANISM    OR    WAR — ADDRESS    BY   SENATOR    CHAVXS 

I  Mr.  Chavez  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  deliverea  by  him  on  July  8,  1940  on 
the  subject  America  Must  Choose— Pan  Americanism  or  War, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.  1 

ADDRESS    BY    JAPANESE    AMBASSADOR    AT    WORLD'S    FAIR    JAPAN   ©AT 

BANQXTXT 

[Mr.  Thomas  of  Utah  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  the  address  delivered  by  Hon.  Kensuke 
Horinouchi,  Japanese  Ambassador  to  the  United  States,  at 
the  world's  fair  Japan  Day  banquet,  at  the  Hotel  Astor, 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  Jime  28,  1940,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

PARTICIPATION  IN  THE  WA« 

IMr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  letter  from  Joseph  L.  Carlton,  Esq..  of  Winston- 
Salem.  N.  C,  regarding  possible  participation  in  the  war, 
which  appears  to  the  Appendix.] 

FINLAND'S    CANDLE ARTICLE    FROM    THE    OREGONIAM 

IMr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  from  the  PorUand  Oregonian  entiUed  •Fin- 
land's Candle,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

messages  from  the  PRESIDENT APPROVAL  OF  BILLS 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
SUtes  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 
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of  his  secretaries,  who  also  announced  that  on  July  8.  1940, 
the  President  had  approved  and  signed  the  following  bills: 

S.  2915.  An  act  relating  to  rentals  in  certain  oil  and  gas 
leases  issued  under  authority  of  the  act  of  February  25,  1920, 
as  amended,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  3436.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ethel  G.  Hamilton; 

S.  3456.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  certain 
personnel  or  former  personnel  of  the  United  States  Marine 
Corps  for  the  value  of  personal  effects  destroyed  as  a  result 
of  a  flre  at  Rarltan  Arsenal,  Metuchen,  N.  J.,  on  October  10, 
1938; 

S.  3780.  An  act  authorizing  Alabama  Bridge  Commission 
(an  agency  of  the  State  of  Alabama)  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  toll  bridge  and  causeway  between  Dauphin 
Island  and  the  mainland  at  or  near  Cedar  Point,  within  the 
State  of  Alabama; 

S.  3807.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missouri 
River  at  or  near  Arrow  Rock,  Mo.; 

S.  3808.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  certain 
officers  and  enlisted  men  or  former  officers  and  enlisted  men 
of  the  United  States  Navy  for  personal  property  lost  in  the 
hurricane  and  flood  at  New  London,  Conn.,  on  September  21, 
1938; 

S.  3899.  An  act  to  defray  the  cost  of  returning  to  the  United 
States  the  remains,  families,  and  effects  of  officers  and  em- 
ployees, dying  abroad,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  3931.  An  act  for  the  acquisition  of  Indian  lands  for  the 
Parker  Dam  and  Reservoir  project,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  HENRY  L.  STIMSON  -  | 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  When  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
yesterday  afternoon  it  was  in  executive  session.  The  ques- 
tion then  before  the  Senate  was  the  confirmation  of  the  nom- 
ination of  Mr.  Stimson  to  be  Secretary  of  War.  ] 

Mr.  TAFT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  With  the  greatest  personal  regret,  I  intend  to 
vote  against  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Stimson,  and  desire  to 
state  briefly  the  reasons  that  have  led  me  to  that  conclusion. 

In  my  opinion,  the  greatest  issue  before  the  American  peo- 
ple today,  except  our  own  preparedness  for  defense,  is  the 
question  whether  we  shall  go  to  war  with  Germany  and  Italy 
in  the  absence  of  any  attack  on  this  Nation  by  Germany  or 
Italy.  I  realize  that  this  issue  has  not  been  clearly  stated 
nor  frankly  faced  by  the  people  of  this  country,  because 
most  of  those  who  reaUy  favor  our  Intervention  in  the  war 
have  not  admitted  the  logical  conclusion  of  their  own  argu- 
ments. This  is  not  true  of  everyone.  A  petition  urging  a 
declaration  of  war  was  recently  signed  by  30  prominent  citi- 
zens, including  Mr.  Frank  Kent,  one  of  the  leading  column- 
ists of  the  United  States;  but  many  of  the  strongest  interven- 
tionists still  keep  up  the  pretense  that  they  are  trying  to 
avoid  war.  The  favorite  demand  is  for  all  possible  aid  to  the 
Allies  "short  of  war."  The  argument  is  that  the  best  and 
almost  the  only  certain  way  of  defending  America  is  to  aid 
the  Allies.  William  Allen  White's  committee  is  a  committee 
to  defend  America  by  aiding  the  Allies.  I  wonder  whether  he 
is  going  to  change  the  name,  now  that  there  are  no  Allies, 
and  France  has  gone  Fascist. 

Of  course,  if  the  argument  is  sound  that  the  best  way  to 
defend  America  is  to  aid  England,  then  we  should  go  the 
whole  way,  and  declare  war  at  once  on  Germany  and  Italy. 
Those  who  advocate  intervention  usually  try  to  protect  them- 
selves by  arguing  that  there  is  no  use  in  our  declaring  war  at 
the  moment,  because  we  cannot  assist  the  British  today  by 
such  a  course.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  however,  we  probably 
could  assist  the  British  materially  by  declaring  war.  We 
could  render  them  naval  aid,  both  in  the  North  Sea  and  in 
the  Mediterranean,  even  without  sending  the  bulk  of  our 
fleet  to  Exirope.  We  could  take  over  many  of  the  activities  in 
which  their  fleets  are  engaged  throughout  the  world,  and  re- 
lease British  ships  for  the  defense  of  England.  On  Saturday 
Mr.  Walter  Uppmann,  the  new  apostle  of  establishing  a 
Fascist  government  in  the  United  States,  published  an  article 


In  which  he  took  the  position  that  the  defeat  of  Great 
Britain  would  leave  us  completely  defenseless,  and  that  any 
I>erson  who  opposes  active  assistance  to  the  British  in  con- 
ducting the  war  is  opposing  preparedness.  Every  argument 
that  he  makes  for  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Stimson  is  just  as 
good  an  argument  for  an  immediate  declaration  of  war 
against  Germany  and  Italy. 

The  President  himself,  in  a  series  of  speeches  protesting 
his  intention  to  keep  the  country  out  of  war,  has  favored 
policies  likely  to  lead  to  war,  and  has  left  himself  clear  to 
advocate  a  declaration  of  war.  His  Chicago  speech  of  No- 
vember 16,  1937,  declared  his  belief  that  we  should  quaran- 
tine the  aggressor  nations.  On  January  24.  1939,  he  advo- 
cated, intervention  in  Europe  through  methods  short  of  war, 
to  defend  religion,  democracy,  and  good  faith  throughout  the 
world.  His  address  of  January  3,  1940,  implies  a  right  and 
duty  to  intervene  in  foreign  wars  because  of  the  character  of 
government  adopted  by  some  of  the  belligerents.  His  recent 
speeches  show  a  willingness  to  stir  up  animosity  against  this 
country  In  many  other  countries  with  whom  we  are  at  peace, 
and  show  a  complete  recklessness  with  regard  to  provoking 
those  countries  to  war.  The  action  of  our  Government  in 
permitting  the  sale  to  England  of  naval  airplanes  and  motor- 
boats  ordered  for  the  Navy  is  almost  a  participation  in  the 
war,  even  though  legally  it  is  not  an  act  of  war. 

Mr.  Stimson  advocates  a  policy  which  amounts  to  war  and 
would  certainly  lead  to  war.  The  day  before  he  was  ap- 
pointed, he  made  a  speech  at  New  Haven  in  which  he  advo- 
cated, first,  the  repeal  of  the  cash-and-carry  provisions  of 
the  Neutrality  Act,  and  sending  American  munitions  in 
American  ships  to  England  under  convoy  of  our  own  Navy; 
second,  throwing  open  all  our  ports  to  the  British  and  French 
Navies  and  merchant  marine  vessels  for  repairs,  refueling,  and 
other  naval  services.  He  devoted  most  of  his  speech  to  the 
argument  that  we  must  allow  the  British  Navy  to  use  our  ports 
as  bases  in  order  that  it  may  more  effectively  carry  on  the 
war  against  Germany.  In  his  appearance  before  the  com- 
mittee Mr.  Stimson  stated  that  since  June  19  he  had  learned 
that  the  British  bases  were  not  so  subject  to  attack  by  the 
Germans  as  he  thought,  and  that  he  was.  therefore,  willing 
to  put  off  this  particular  action  on  our  part  as  long  as  the 
British  could  use  their  own  bases.  But  this  is  what  he 
actually  said  in  that  speech; 

Today  so  long  as  that  British  sea  power  still  exists,  the  Atlantic 
still  remains  for  us  a  protection  instead  of  a  channel  for  the 
approach  of  our  enemies.     •     •     • 

In  Other  words,  if  the  British  Fleet  should  be  defeated,  the 
Atlantic  would  be  simply  a  channel  to  approach  America. 

If  assured  of  our  supplies  and  of  the  use  of  our  naval  bases.  It 
could  in  all  probability  continue  to  command  that  ocean  and  our 
own  fleet  could  devote  Itself  to  Its  present  mission  of  holding  the 
Pacific  for  us  against  the  manifest  dangers  which  may  face  vu 
there. 

Such  corporation  could  be  made  effective  and  could  probably  do 
Its  work  without  the  necessity  of  sending  any  American  soldiers 
abroad.  On  the  other  hand.  If  no  such  cooperation  were  given  and 
if  the  British  Fleet  were  rendered  helpless  or  fell  Into  Oerman 
power  our  men  would  soon  be  fighting  for  their  own  and  our  lives 
on  American  soil.     •     •     • 

I  say  with  the  utmost  earnestness  that  America  today  is  standing 
at  the  parting  of  two  ways:  In  this  moment  of  world  perU  she  can 
cling  to  the  dreams  of  a  mistaken  fiction  of  neutrality  no  longer 
applicable  to  her  Interests  or  her  safety:  she  can  leave  the  British 
Fleet  to  Its  fate  and  face  the  consequences  of  a  future  which  may 
leave  her  virtually  defenseless  to  a  Fascist  attack.     •     •     • 

Or  she  can  frankly  realize  that  now  as  for  many  years  past  o\ir 
own  Immediate  safety  depends  In  part  upon  the  continuance  of 
British  sea  power,  and  she  can  lend  her  resources  to  make  our 
Joint  sea  power  effective  for  that  purpose. 

By  that  action  she  can  help  to  insure  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment will  not  under  the  stress  of  the  dire  attacks  to  which  It  will 
soon  be  subjected.  In  a  moment  of  desperation,  try  to  purcha.se  the 
preservation  of  Its  own  Island  home  by  a  submission  to  Hitler's 
terms. 

A  careful  reading  of  Mr.  Stimson's  speech  shows  that  his 
argimient  really  applies  just  as  strongly  today  regardless  of 
the  supposed  improvement  In  the  British  position.  Granting 
his  premises,  we  should  be  at  war  today.  Regardless  of  his 
protestations,  he  can  only  believe  that  war  with  Germany  and 
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Italy  Is  an  immediate  necessity,  if  he  believes  the  statements 
which  he  himself  made  In  that  speech.  The  truth  is  that 
the  course  advocated  by  Mr.  Stimson.  and  certainly  receiving 
sympathetic  approval  from  the  President,  logically  demands 
immediate  declaration  of  war  against  Germany  and  Italy. 
In  my  opinion,  the  real  reason  why  these  gentlemen  do  not 
openly  advocate  a  declaration  of  war  is  that  they  are  afraid 
that  pubUc  opinion  in  the  United  States  does  not  support  such 
a  frank  position,  and  it  does  not. 

•nie  concealment  of  the  real  purpose  of  the  intervention- 
ists is  justified  by  them  on  the  ground  that  public  opinion 
can  only  be  gradually  educated  to  support  a  war  policy. 

I  quite  agree  that  public  opinion  is  not  necessarily  always 
right,  and  I  believe  we  should  consider,  and  consider  now.  the 
argument  for  war.  It  cannot  be  lightly  dismissed.  I  dis- 
agree with  It,  but  I  recognize  its  strength.  It  Is  based  on  the 
theory  that  If  the  British  are  defeated  we  shaU  be  immedi- 
ately subjected  to  attack  by  Germany  and  Italy,  and  there- 
fore our  own  defense  requires  that  we  join  in  the  war  to 
maintain  the  power  of  the  British  Fleet  over  the  seas,  at  least 
until  we  have  enlarged  our  defense  forces. 

And  we  must  face  the  fact  that,  no  matter  what  we  do  now, 
no  matter  how  much  we  desire  to  remain  at  peace,  we  may 
be  drawn  into  the  war.  If  the  field  of  war  should  shift  to 
America  we  would  be  compelled  to  participate,  for  we  cannot 
permit  the  establishment  of  any  German  base  within  reach 
of  this  country.  But  I  disagree  with  the  arguments  which 
are  urged  in  favor  of  our  Joining  in  a  war  in  Europe  or  Asia 
which  has  not  involved  an  attack  on  America. 

It  is  not  a  light  thing  to  go  to  war  at  any  time,  and  cer- 
tainly not  under  modern  conditions.  There  is  still  plenty  of 
death  and  permanent  disability  and  suffering  resulting  from 
the  World  War,  plus  a  tremendous  financial  burden,  but  it 
would  be  nothing  compared  to  the  loss  if  we  should  become 
involved  in  this  war.  No  one  can  say  how  many  years  that 
war  might  last.  It  might  take  20  years  to  subdue  Germany 
even  if  we  should  retain  control  of  the  seas.  Those  who  ad- 
vocate war  or  assistance  to  Britain  equivalent  to  war  usually 
state  that  it  should  not  involve  our  sending  troops  abroad, 
although  Mr.  Stimson  only  says  that  his  proposals  could 
probably  be  effective  without  the  necessity  of  sending  Ameri- 
can soldiers  abroad.  No  one  can  say  that  war  would  not  in- 
volve sending  troops  abroad.  Today,  perhaps,  it  would  be 
foolish  to  send  troops  to  the  continent  of  Europe,  but  if  this 
should  become  a  world  war  there  are  many  places  where 
American  troops  might  be  of  tremendous  value,  and  once 
involved  in  war  we  could  not  refuse  to  send  them. 

The  idea  that  we  can  help  democracy  by  going  to  war 
seems  to  me  fantastic.  Nothing  is  so  destructive  of  govern- 
ment, particularly  forms  of  democratic  government,  as  war. 
Our  going  to  war  would  be  more  likely  to  destroy  American 
democracy  than  to  destroy  dictatorships  in  the  totaliUrian 
coimtries. 

The  strongest  argument  for  our  taking  part  in  the  war  is 
that  if  the  British  should  be  defeated  we  should  be  immedi- 
ately subjected  to  attack  by  the  Germans.  I  do  not  minimize 
the  seriousness  of  the  situation  that  would  be  produced  by  a 
German  victory.  While  I  do  not  think  there  would  be  a 
Oerman  attack  on  the  United  States,  because  I  see  no  reason 
for  it.  nevertheless  it  Is  a  possibility  in  the  future  which  we 
cannot  ignore.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Germans  could 
effectively  attack  the  United  States  even  if  they  should  de- 
strov  the  British  Fleet  or  capture  part  of  it.  Our  Navy 
would  be  the  strongest  In  the  world,  and  the  idea  that  it 
must  remain  In  the  Pacific  is  contrary  to  all  principles  of 
naval  strategy  which  we  have  been  taught  for  the  past  20 
years.  But  we  should  find  ourselves  in  a  world  where  ruthless 
force  had  been  triumphant  over  every  principle  of  justice, 
and  where  the  possibility  of  its  continued  triumph  would 
always  be  before  the  peoples  of  the  world.  We  should  have 
to  expend  a  very  large  sum  every  year  on  armament,  and 
that  would  involve  some  reduction  in  our  standard  of  living. 
We  should  have  to  dominate  the  Caribbean  Sea  and  aailst 
the  defense  of  Canada.    But  if  we  do  this  and  develop  our 


preparedness  program  as  it  should  be  developed.  I  do  not 
believe  we  shall  ever  face  an  actual  attack  on  this  country 
by  European  or  Asiatic  nations. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  we  become  involved  in  this  war.  if 
we  admit  that  Germany  is  a  perpetual  enemy,  I  see  no  reason 
to  think  that  we  will  ever  see  any  real  peace  during  our  life- 
time. We  will  be  Involved  in  the  same  expense  for  prepared- 
ness, and  we  will  be  involved  in  a  much  larger  expense  of 
money  and  lives  in  carrying  on  continuous  warfare.  We 
would  become  a  totalitarian  state  and  subject  ourselves  to 
exactly  the  same  kind  of  tyranny  which  we  oppose  in  Ger- 
many today.  It  seems  to  me  clear  that  the  proper  defense 
of  America  should  be  undertaken  on  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific 
Oceans.  If  we  admit  that  those  are  our  borders  to  be  de- 
fended, then  we  can  hope  to  remain  at  peace.  If  we  admit 
that  our  boundary  Is  the  English  Channel,  then  we  would 
be  certain  to  be  involved  in  warfare  for  years  to  come. 

It  is  said  that  our  foreign  trade  would  be  destroyed,  but  I 
do  not  see  the  reason  for  that  result— so  long  as  we  are  at 
peace.  It  is  said  that  we  would  be  conquered  by  a  wave  of 
totalitarian  ideas,  which  we  will  be  too  lacking  in  intellect  to 
resist.  I  see  no  reason  why  we  cannot  remain  a  democratic 
nation  even  if  the  totalitarian  ideas  prevail  in  other  parts  of 
the  world — so  long  as  we  remain  at  peace.  The  extra  ex- 
Ijense  for  armament  can  be  met  by  a  reduction  of  domestic 
expense  and  an  increased  taxation  which  will  still  permit  the 
operation  of  a  system  of  free  enterprise  witWn  our  boundaries. 
For  these  reasons  I  am  convinced  that  our  best  interests 
require  a  policy  which  does  not  Involve  Intervention  in 
Europe.  It  is  hard  for  many  of  us  to  consider  these  questions 
solely  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  American  people,  when 
we  have  such  an  Intense  sympathy  for  England  and  a  desire 
for  Enghsh  success.  I  earnestly  pray  for  that  success,  but 
surely  we  must  consider  first  the  Interest  and  welfare  of 
130.000.000  Americans,  who  came  to  this  country  largely  to 
escape  the  conflicts  of  Europe  and  have  an  Intense  yearning 
to  remain  at  peace. 

I  voted  for  the  repeal  of  the  arms  embargo,  and  I  believe 
our  markets  should  remain  completely  open  to  the  British. 
The  very  capacity  to  produce  munitions  and  Implements  of 
war  which  we  need  for  our  own  protection  can  be  available 
to  the  British.  In  fact,  probably  that  is  one  of  the  most 
effective  forms  of  aid  we  can  render.  It  has  always  been 
permitted  by  international  law  and  cannot  be  regarded  by 
anyone  as  an  intervenUon  in  Europe,  particularly  while  we 
maintain  our  cash-and-carry  policy. 

Mr.  Stimson  has  been  appointed  Secretary  of  War.  On  the 
witness  stand  he  attempted  to  claim  that  as  Secretary  of  War 
he  was  concerned  only  with  preparedness  and  in  no  way  with 
foreign  policy.  That  position  does  not  recognize  the  real  im- 
portance of  the  President's  Cabinet.  On  all  questions  involv- 
ing intervention  in  Europe  the  advice  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
will  be  sought,  and  he  will  be  compelled  by  his  position  to 
give  It.  In  fact,  when  I  asked  him  whether  he  had  any 
argument  to  present  in  support  of  his  position  that  he  could 
immunize  himself  as  Secretary  of  War  against  participation 
in  other  policies  he  admitted  that  he  could  not  so  immunize 
himself.  In  view  of  the  position  he  has  already  taken,  it  is 
a  reasonable  conclusion  that  his  advice  will  always  be  In 
favor  of  intervention,  even  though  intervention  takes  the 
form  of  acts  of  war  on  ovir  part  against  Germany  and  Italy. 
He  has  also  taken  always  an  aggressive  attitude  toward  Japan, 
and  would  apparently  be  likely  to  advocate  intervention  in 
Asia  as  well  as  in  Europe.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  can- 
not bring  myself  to  vote  in  favor  of  Mr.  Stimson's  confirma- 
tion. I  am  myself  convinced  that  such  a  vote  would  be  a 
vote  leading  to  intervention  in  the  European  war.        • 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3^eld  for 
a  question,  for  information? 
Mr.  TAFT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  recall  reading  a  dispatch  from  Phila- 
delphia a  few  days  Ijcfore  the  Republican  convention  in  which 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  was  quoted  as  having  said  that  he 
would  vote  for  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Stimson  and  Mr.  Knox 
unless  the  hearing  which  was  to  be  held  the  following  week 
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developed  some  fact  which  might  change  his  opinion  about  it. 
I  am  wondering  whether  the  Senator  was  misquoted  or 
whether  something  happened  subsequently  which  changed  his 
opinion  regarding  Mr.  Stimson. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  will  understand  that  I  do  not 
remember  exactly  what  happened  in  Philadelphia  [laughter], 
but  I  might  well  have  made  such  a  statement.  If  so.  what 
changed  my  opinion  was  the  reading  of  the  speech  of  June  18. 
which  I  had  not  read,  and  which  I  read  in  connection  with 
the  hearings.  It  was  Mr.  Stimson 's  speech  of  June  18, 1  think, 
which  determined  the  actual  position  he  occupied.  I  had 
not  read  that  speech  before  returning  from  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  He  had  made  the  speech  practically  a 
week  before  the  Senator  made  his  statement  which  was 
quoted.    I  am  not  impunging  the  Senator's  motives  at  alL 

Mr.  TAPT.    I  was  busy  at  the  time.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Not  busy  enough,  however. 

__  Mr.  TAFT.     I  collected  all  the  speeches  of  Mr.  Stimson 

^  Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  says  he  does  not  recall  every- 
thing that  happened  in  Philadelphia.  He  recalls  vividly  the 
blitzkrieg  that  was  operated  there  during  the  week  of  the 
convention. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  collected  all  those  speeches,  but  I  put  them 
in  a  folder  to  be  read  later.  I  did  not  read  them  until  after 
the  convention,  and  I  did  not  know  Mr.  Stimson  had  gone  to 
the  extent  to  which  he  had  gone. 

Mr.  BARKT/FrV.  What  happened  after  the  Senator  made 
the  statement  that  he  would  vote  for  confirmation  was  that 
he  read  a  speech  which  had  been  made  previous  to  his 
statement. 

Mr.  TAFT.    That  is  correct. 

EXTENSION    OF    BENEFITS    OF    THE    UNITED    STATES    EMPLOYEES' 

COMPENSATION    ACT 

As  in  legislative  session. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
(S.  3131)  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  United  States  Em- 
ployees' Compensation  Act  to  members  of  the  Officers'  Reserve 
Corps  and  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army  who 
were  physically  injured  in  line  of  duty  while  performing 
active  duty  or  engaG;ed  In  authorized  training  between  dates 
of  February  28,  1925.  and  July  15.  1939.  both  inclusive,  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  were,  on  page  2,  line  4,  after  the 
word  "inclusive",  to  insert  "when  such  injury  or  death  results 
from  an  accident  Involving  a  military  hazard  such  as  flying 
In  military  aircraft,  participation  in  military  drills,  target 
practice  and  tactical  exercises,  and  in  injury  cases  where 
such  injury  has  resulted  in  permanent  partial  or  permanent 
total  disability";  on  page  3,  line  7,  to  strike  out  all  after 
"status:"  dovm  to  and  including  "Act:"  in  line  11;  and  in 
line  17,  after  the  word  "approval"  to  Insert  "and  the  8-year 
period  of  limitation  in  section  lO-O  of  the  Federal  Employees' 
Compensation  Act  of  September  7,  1916.  shall  be  computed  for 
purposes  of  this  act,  from  the  date  of  approval  thereof." 

Mr.  HILL.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  ' 

SUPERHIGHWAY   SYSTEM   AND   ADMISSION   OF    EUROPEAN    REFUGEES 

As  in  legislative  session, 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
introduce,  for  appropriate  reference,  at  this  time  two  bills, 
one  providing  for  an  integrated  system  of  superhighways  in 
the  United  States  for  military  and  other  purposes,  which  is 
self-explanatory;  and  one  providing  for  the  issuance  of  immi- 
gration visas  to,  and  the  admission  into  the  United  States  of, 
children  under  16  years  of  age  from  Great  Britain  and  other 
countries  in  Europe. 

In  connection  with  this  bill  I  should  like  briefly  to  call  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  a  very  tragic  and  unhappy  condi- 
tion now  existing  in  FVance,  arising  from  the  internment  in 
that  country  of  a  very  large  number  of  soldiers  of  the  unsuc- 
cessful Spanish  Army,  who  fled  from  Spain  to  FYance  and 
who  are  there  now  interned  and  who  face  possible  death  from 
the  German  or  Italian  Governments. 


Interned  now  in  FVance  there  Is  also  what  is  termed  the 
"international  army"  or  the  "international  brigade,"  made  up 
of  soldiers  from  Poland,  Czechoslovakia,  and  other  Euroj>ean 
countries  who  went  to  FYance  to  fight  against  fascism.  I  am 
informed  that  the  Government  of  Mexico  is  willing  freely  to 
admit  all  these  ex-soldiers  without  any  conditions,  but  I  am 
also  informed  that  only  by  the  interposition  of  the  United 
States  Government  in  helping  to  perfect  some  arrangement 
with  the  Italian  Government,  the  German  Government,  and 
the  French  Government,  and  the  offering  of  American  ships, 
can  hope  be  afforded  that  this  hiunanitarian  plan  will  be 
successfully  worked  out. 
Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  the  Senator's  bill  provide  any  method 
for  working  out  a  progra'm  by  which  the  United  States  could 
assist  Mexico  in  carrying  out  such  an  arrangement,  if  it  could 
be  made,  and  provide  a  place  of  refuge  for  these  unfortunate 
people? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  will  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Nebraska  that  my  bill  does  not  cover  that  at  all.  I  think  the 
appropriate  action  would  have  to  be  taken  by  and  that  it  lies 
entirely  within  the  hands  of  the  Chief  Executive,  and  I  hope 
that  the  Chief  Executive  will  proceed  very  vigorously  to  do 
whatever  can  be  done. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  the  Senator  will  further  yield,  I  feel  a 
very  deep  sympathy  for  these  people.  As  vigorously  as  any 
people  In  the  world  they  have  demonstrated  by  their  conduct, 
it  seems  to  me.  that  they  are  opposed  to  fascism  and  nazi- 
Ism.  They  have  shown  that  by  their  willingness  to  fight  on 
the  battlefields  to  carry  out  their  ideas.  There  are  between 
three  and  six  thousand  of  these  people  now  held  in  Prance,  I 
understand.  Germany  and  Italy  claim  that  they  are  all  Ger- 
man or  Italian  subjects.  Undoubtedly  some  of  them  come 
Within  that  category— some  are  German,  some  are  Italian, 
some  are  Polish,  some  are  Czechoslovakia!! — but  under  the 
rule  of  Hitler  or  Mussobnl,  if  these  people  are  surrendered  to 
Hitler  and  Mussolini,  in  all  probability  they  will  all  be  shot, 
whether  they  are  German  citizens  without  any  question,  or 
whether  they  come  from  Czechoslovakia,  or  some  other  coun- 
try which  Hitler  has  captured  and  taken  over. 

If  I  am  correctly  informed,  the  Government  of  Mexico 
has  agreed  to  take  all  these  people  and  provide  a  refuge  for 
them  If  they  can  be  transported  from  Prance  to  Mexico,  and 
the  question  arises.  How  can  they  be  tran-sported?  The  pro- 
posal the  Senator  advocates,  and  which  I  think  is  very  noble 
in  Its  purpose,  is  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
transport  these  people  if  It  can  be  done.  To  do  that  It  will  be 
necessary,  under  the  circumstances.  It  seems  to  me.  to  get 
the  consent  of  Hitler  and  Mussolini  and  to  arrive  at  an  agree- 
ment or  understanding  with  them  that  they  will  permit 
American  ships,  if  American  ships  are  to  be  used,  to  transport 
these  refugees  to  Mexico.  Whether  such  an  understanding 
could  be  reached  or  not  I  do  not  know,  and  I  express  no 
opinion  with  respect  to  it.  I  have  some  doubt  whether  Hitler 
would  consent  to  it.  He  claims  these  people  are  either  Italian 
or  German  subjects  and  that  in  taking  part  in  the  controversy 
in  Spain  they  were  fighting  against  Germany  and  Italy,  and 
I  suppose  he  naturally  feels  a  desire  to  shoot  them  or  to  pun- 
ish them,  as  under  his  law  they  could  be  punished,  because, 
if  the  statements  just  made  are  true,  he  considers  the  persons 
mentioned  as  being  traitors  to  Germany  and  to  Italy. 

I  know  considerable  disagreement  existed  in  our  own  coun- 
try with  respect  to  the  controversy  in  Spain.  It  seems  to  me 
a  good  deal  of  that  disagreement  has  now  disap[>eared.  I 
confess  that  my  sympathy  was  always  with  the  Loyalist 
Army,  which  was  defeated.  The  people  in  question  were  sol- 
diers in  the  Loyalist  Army.  Unless  something  is  done  to 
relieve  them  from  their  present  situation,  they  are  prolMtbly 
headed  straight  for  death. 

I  do  not  see  how  Congress  could  pass  any  law  which  would 
change  the  situation.  I  do  not  believe  any  law  is  necessary. 
It  seems  to  me  that  there  would  be  no  diflflculty  if  an  under- 
standing could  be  reached  whereby  our  private  shipowners, 
if  they  were  willing  to  do  so.  would  bring  these  people  over 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


9313 


to  Mexico,  if  Hitler  and  Mussolini  would  not  object.  Then 
they  could  be  brought  over  without  any  trouble.  I  do  not 
know  that  we  could  pass  any  statute  which  would  help  the 
situation. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  do  not  think  we  could. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  sincerely  hope  that  some  method  may  be 
agreed  upon  by  which  the  lives  of  these  people  can  be  saved, 
because  whether  we  agree  with  them  or  not,  they  stand  before 
the  world  today  as  brave  soldiers  who  were  willing  to  back 
up  their  belief  and  opposition  to  Hitler  and  Mussolml  by  riiik- 
ing  their  lives  in  the  Spanish  controversy. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  thank  the  distinguished  Senator.  He 
has  so  fully  covered  the  subject  that  I  will  not  remark  upon 
it  any  further. 

The  PFIESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
bills  will  be  received  as  in  legislative  session,  and  appropriately 
referred. 

(For  bills  introduced  by  Mr.  Downey,  see  under  the  appro- 
priate heading  of  "Bills  introduced"  Senate  bills  4194  and 
4195.  which  were  referred,  respectively,  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.) 

HENRY  L.  STIMSON 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  nomination 
of  Henry  L.  Stimson,  of  New  York,  to  be  Secretary  of  War. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  most  heartily  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]  in  his  declaration  that  the 
question  Involved  in  the  pending  appointment  is  one  of  in- 
tervention or  nonintervention,  I  am  somewhat  amazed  at 
the  ease  with  which  some  Members  of  this  body  entertain 
the  feeling  that  the  President  has  a  right  to  name  whomso- 
ever he  may  choose  to  name  to  his  official  family.  I  am  not 
ready  to  agree  with  those  who  so  maintain.  After  all,  there 
is  a  constitutional  provision  calling  for  Senate  confirmation 
of  Cabinet  appointments.  The  writers  of  the  Constitution 
were  not  given  to  superfluous  langtiage.  There  must  have 
been  seme  reasoning  behind  that  constitutional  provision. 
That  is  the  reason  I  am  provoked  even  by  the  mere  thought 
of  the  chance  of  the  appointment  to  the  Cabinet  of  policy- 
makers who  would  run  contrary  to  what  is  considered  the 
accepted  American  policy. 

I  think  there  has  never  been  cuch  need  as  now  exists, 
not  only  for  a  clear  enunciation  of  what  is  American  policy, 
but.  more  than  that,  for  it  to  be  made  so  clear  to  all  Ameri- 
cans that  they  may  have  assurance  that  there  has  not  been 
a  departure  from  the  policy  which  has  prevailed  through  all 
the  years  and  which  has  given  America  such  complete  se- 
curity against  danger  from  abroad. 

No  one  has  better  declared  the  American  foreign  policy 
than  Henry  Clay,  who  after  all  was  only  repeating  the  dec- 
larations previously  made  by  Washington,  by  Jefferson,  by 
Madison,  and  by  others. 

Dr.  Charles  Beard.  In  his  most  recent  book,  has  brought 
to  light  Clay's  declaration  of  what  was  American  foreign 
policy.  The  declaration  grew  out  of  the  request  of  Hungary 
for  help  at  the  hands  of  the  United  States  in  her  conflict 
with  Austria.  Clay's  response  was  simply  this,  that  by  giving 
official  aid  to  Hungary  we  would  abandon  "our  ancient 
policy  of  amity  and  nonintervention"  and  that  by  taking 
such  a  step  we  would  also  Justify  European  monarchs  in 
surrendering  their  policy  of  forbearance,  and  in  turning 
upon  us  in  an  hour  of  weakness  and  exliaustion  for  the  pur- 
pose of  crushing  us  "as  the  propagandists  of  doctrines  de- 
structive of  the  peace  and  good  order  of  the  world."  Clay 
went  on  to  say: 

By  the  policy  to  which  we  have  adhered  since  the  days  of  Wash- 
ington •  •  •  we  have  done  more  for  the  cause  of  liberty  In 
the  world  than  arms  could  effect;  we  have  shown  to  other  nations 
the  way  to  greatness  and  happiness.  •  •  •  Far  better  Is  It  for 
ourselves,  for  Hungary,  and  the  cause  of  liberty,  that,  adhering  to 
cur  pacific  system  and  avoiding  the  distant  wars  of  Europe,  we 
should  keep  our  lamp  burning  brightly  on  this  western  shore,  as 
a  light  to  all  nations,  than  to  hazard  Its  utter  extinction  amid 
the  ruins  of  fallen  and  foiling  republics  in  Europe. 

Mr.  President,  those  are  worth-while  words  in  this  particu- 
lar hour  when  some  Americans  would  seemingly  have  America 


hazard  her  liberty  "amid  the  ruins  of  fallen  and  falling  re- 
publics in  Europe"  today. 

What  does  Mr.  Stimson,  whose  nomination  is  pending  be- 
fore the  Senate  at  this  time,  think  should  be  our  policy? 
Others  have  too  clearly  portrayed  Mr.  Stimson's  thought  on 
this  matter  to  warrant  any  repetition  on  my  part.  We  know 
that  Mr.  Stimson  hides  behind  the  theory  that  as  Secretary 
of  War  he  would  not  be  a  shaper  of  American  policy,  that  it 
would  be  only  for  him  in  his  official  capacity  to  cause  the 
Army  to  be  in  such  a  state  of  preparedness  that  it  could 
pm-sue  any  policy  which  the  policymakers  might  lay  down. 

In  his  testimony  before  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee Senator  Bridges  asked: 

I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Stimson  whether  or  not  he  believes  that 
the  Secretary  of  War— the  post  of  SecreUry  of  War — is  a  policy- 
making post,  or  whether  or  not  the  Secretary  of  War  would  be 
within  his  jurisdiction  to  in  any  way  outline  policies  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  Stimson  responded: 

I  am  very  glad  that  you  asked  that  question.  Senator.  I  touched 
upon  it  when  I  spoke  of  the  duties,  just  a  minute  ago.  of  the 
Secretary  of  War.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  policy.  Policy  Is 
determined  by  other  branches  of  the  Government,  and  It  Is  his 
duty  to  prepare  for  the  troubles  that  may  be  brought  about  by  their 
determinations. 

Mr.  President,  that  testimony  by  Mr.  Stimson  rather  clearly 
reveals  that  he  would  intervene  in  the  European  war  if  only 
certain  conditions  could  be  made  to  prevail. 

In  that  hearing  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  MintonJ 
said: 

I  was  going  to  ask.  Mr.  Stimson,  whether  you  thotight  the  defense 
of  this  country  requires  our  intervention  In  the  war  in  Europe. 

Mr.  Stimson.  I  do  not  think  so  tcday. 

I  place  emphasis  on  the  "today." 

I  think  that  it  will,  however,  depend  upon  what  you  call  inter- 
vention. I  think  It  does  Involve  the  taking  of  steps  which  can  be 
counted  on  as  necessary  to  protect  the  defenses  of  the  I7nlted 
States. 

Senator  Minton.  Do  you  think  that  that  entalU  the  sending  at 

troops  to  Europe? 
Mr.  BnuaoM.  I  do  not  today;  no. 

And  again  I  emphasize  Mr.  Stimson's  "today."  Why  does 
Mr.  Stimson  think  It  would  not  entail  the  sending  of  troops 
today?  The  following  is  his  own  language: 

I  do  not  think  you  could  land  any  troops  In  Europe  today. 

Then  alone  for  the  reason  that  he  believes  we  could  not 
land  troops  in  Europe  today  we  should  not  intervene,  but  If 
only  the  means  and  the  ways  could  be  found  to  land  troops 
there  it  might  alter  the  situation  considerably. 

Mr,  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr,  WHEELER,  Of  course,  Mr.  Stimson's  whole  attitude 
has  been  that  we  should  take  stejw  which  he,  as  a  great 
international  lawyer  and  a  former  Secretary  of  State,  knows 
are  not  "acts  short  of  war"  but  arc  acts  of  war. 

Mr.  NYE.    Quite  so. 

Mr,  WHEELER.  The  significant  thing  Is  that  'mmediately 
after  he  makes  the  speech  he  is  invited  to  become  a  member 
of  the  Cabinet.  I  am  sure  Mr.  Stimson  would  not  have  taken 
a  position  in  the  Cabinet  if  he  had  felt  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  disagreed  with  his  views;  and  certainly  I 
cannot  conceive  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  taking 
him  into  the  Cabinet  if  the  President  did  not  agree  with  Mr. 
stimson's  views. 

Ordinarily  the  President  of  the  United  States  ought  to  he 
permitted  to  have  in  his  Cabinet  anyone  he  wishes.  How- 
ever, it  seems  to  me  that  there  is  involved  a  question  of 
policy  In  which  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  vitally 
interested  and  in  which  the  people  of  the  United  States  are 
particularly  Interested.    I  refer  to  the  question  of  war  or 

peace. 

As  a  propagandist  outside  the  Cabinet  and  outside  official 
life,  Mr.  Stimson's  voice  probably  would  not  carry  very  much 
weight;  but  as  Secretary  of  War,  a  member  of  the  Cabinet, 
a  high-ranking  Government  official  to  whom  the  people 
should  look  up,  he  would  be  in  a  powerful  position  to  try  to 
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mold  public  sentiment  In  favor  of  his  views,  namely,  to  inter- 
vene and  to  take  steps  which  he  knows  are  steps  which  mean 
war. 

Under  those  circumstances,  as  I  have  said,  I  cannot 
bring  myself  to  vote  for  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Stim- 
son's  nominaUon.  I  am  not  voting  against  him  because  he 
Is  a  Republican.  I  am  not  voting  against  him  because  he 
has  criticized  every  social  advance  which  has  been  made  In 
the  past  few  years.  I  am  not  voting  against  him  because  he 
Is  73  years  of  age.  even  though  his  duties  as  Secretary  of 
War  would  be  more  arduous  than  those  of  members  of  the 
Supreme  Court.  However,  I  believe  that,  regardless  of  party. 
Members  of  the  Senate  who  believe  that  we  should  not  get 
Into  war  ought  to  vote  against  confirmation  of  the  nomina- 
tion of  a  man  who  has  constantly  advocated  steps  to  get  us 
into  the  war. 

Some  time  ago  I  said  In  a  radio  address  that  It  la  all 
right  to  talk  about  acts  "short  of  war."  but  if  one  gets  his 
shirt  tall  caught  In  the  wringer  he  cannot  pull  it  out  if 
someone  continues  to  turn  the  wringer.  Consequently,  I. 
shall  vote  against  confirming  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stim- 
son,  and  I  shall  vote  against  confirming  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Knox  for  the  same  reasons. 

In  a  speech  before  a  bankers'  convention  in  the  city  of 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  Colonel  Knox  said  we  should  do  every- 
thing to  "k^ep  the  battle  going."  The  "we"  must  refer  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States  and  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  What  does  he  mean  by  "keeping  the  battle 
going"  in  Europe?  Do  the  American  people  want  to  keep 
the  battle  going  between  any  two  governments  of  the  world? 
Instead  of  trying  to  keep  the  battle  going,  our  Government 
ought  to  be  trying  to  bring  about  peace  between  nations. 

Mr.  Knox's  whole  attitude  in  his  newspaper  columns  has 
been  for  doing  practically  the  same  things  which  are  advo- 
cated by  Mr.  Stimson,  although  he  has  not  been  as  bold 
about  it  as  has  Mr.  Stimson. 

I  shall  not  vote  against  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Knox 
because  he  has  criticized  every  single  thing  the  President 
has  stood  for.  I  shall  not  vote  against  him  because  he  has 
ridiculed  Jim  Parley.  I  shall  not  vote  against  him  because 
he  has  ridiculed  Secretary  Hull  and  said  he  was  weak.  I 
shall  not  vote  against  him  because  he  has  ridiculed  Secretary 
Perkins.  I  shall  not  vote  against  him  because  he  has  ridi- 
culed the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  every  other  Secre- 
tary. I  shall  not  vote  against  him  because  he  was  a  de- 
feated candidate  on  the  Republican  ticket,  who  criticized  in 
the  most  bitter  terms  everything  the  administration  has 
done.  He  has  criticized  the  administration  more  bitterly 
than  have  any  of  those  who  were  sought  to  be  purged  in 
the  last  campaign  because  they  did  not  go  along  100  percent 
With  the  administration. 

Never  has  any  man  criticized  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  such  bitter  terms  as  has  Colonel  Knox.  I  shall  not 
vote  against  him  even  for  that  reason,  although  I  do  not  agree 
with  his  bitter  criticism.  I  think  the  tone  of  his  criticism 
Indicates  that  he  is  not  fitted  to  guide  the  Navy  of  the  United 
States  In  times  of  hysteria.  He  has  denounced  every  single 
social  reform  which  has  been  made;  and  now  we  find  the 
new  dealers  clasping  liim  to  their  bosom,  although  a  few 
weeks  ago.  if  one  of  us  did  not  agree  100  percent  with  every 
speech,  every  suggestion,  and  every  act  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  it  was  thought  that  we  ought  to  be  purged 
and  run  out  of  the  Democratic  Party.  We  should  be  de- 
nounced as  reactionaries,  as  having  sold  out  to  Wall  Street. 
Now  the  new  dealers  have  taken  Colonel  Knox  to  their  bosom, 
and  they  ask  everyone  else  to  do  the  same  thing.  They  love 
him.  and  say  he  Is  all  right,  because  he  wants  to  get  us  into 
the  war. 

I  say  the  time  has  come  when  Senators,  regardless  of  party 
affiliation,  ought  to  have  the  courage  and  backbone  to  stand 
up  and  be  cotmted.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  intend  to 
vote  against  the  nominations  of  both  tJiese  men.  As  I  say, 
I  do  not  agree  with  their  political  philosophy,  but  that  fact 
would  not  infiuence  me.  I  have  not  agreed  with  the  political 
philosophy  of  a  great  many  persons.    However,  my  vote  is 
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not  governed  by  such  considerations.  I  shall  vote  against 
them  because  of  their  attitude  toward  war.  Ninety-eight 
percent  of  the  American  people  want  to  keep  this  coimtry  out 
of  war;  and  it  will  not  be  reassuring  to  the  American  people, 
or  create  unity  In  this  country,  to  put  these  men  In  the  Cabi- 
net at  a  time  when  we  ought  to  be  trying  to  unify  sentiment 
wholeheartedly  back  of  the  country  and  to  build  up  a  peace 
program  in  which  the  people  of  the  country  will  have  con- 
fidence. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  most  happy  to  have  yielded 
to  the  Senator  to  place  in  the  Record  a  very  clear  statement 
of  what  ought  to  be  the  point  around  which  we  should  rally 
to  determine  the  merits  of  the  pending  appointment.  In  my 
mind  there  is  absolutely  no  doubt  about  Mr.  Stimson;  and  I 
believe  the  same  thing  Is  true  of  Mr.  Knox.  They  are  ready 
to  stick  out  the  American  "neck"  farther  than  It  has  already 
been  stuck  out  in  Involvement  in  the  European  conflict.  Such 
a  policy  might  very  readily  reeult  ultimately  In  what  Clay 
prophesied— the  utter  extinction  of  liberty  from  the  face  of 
this  earth  if  we  do  not  stay  at  home  and  mind  our  own  busi- 
ness, of  which  we  have  so  very  much  to  mind. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  NYE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  In  addition  to  the  point  sxiggested  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Wmkiler]  there  Is  a  question  In 
my  mind  from  another  point  of  v^ew  as  to  the  advisability  of 
the  nomination  of  Colonel  Stimson.  Much  has  been  said  of 
late  with  reference  to  good  will.  In  my  opinion,  this  admin- 
istration has  done  much  In  the  past  7  years  to  bring  about 
good  will  in  this  hemisphere.  Our  business  Is  In  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  and  we  should  devote  our  time  to  It.  Consider- 
ing the  racial  characteristics  of  the  people  whose  good  will 
we  seek,  I  am  wondering  whether  or  not  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Stimson  would  promote  the  good  will  which  we  so  much 
desire.  Knowing  the  official  history  and  action  of  Colonel 
Stimson,  I  am  wondering  whether  or  not  the  countries  to  the 
south  of  us  would  actually  accept  our  professions  of  good  will, 
for,  after  all,  actions  speak  louder  than  words.  Knowing  the 
racial  characteristics  of  the  people  south  of  the  border,  it 
seems  to  me  they  would  say,  "Yes;  we  believe  in  the  good- 
will efforts  of  the  Roosevelt  administration;  but  what  are  we 
to  think  now,  when  we  investigate  the  actions  of  Mr.  Stimson. 
who  has  been  appointed  to  deal  with  matters  affecting  Latin 
America?"  I  am  wondering  about  the  pxDssible  effect  on  the 
conference  to  be  held  at  Habana  within  the  near  future,  when 
the  Latin-American  countries  begin  to  think  about  the  past 
actions  of  a  member  of  the  President's  Cabinet.  I  hope  the 
new  Secretary  of  War  will  cooperate  with  the  President  and 
Secretary  of  State  in  creating  good  will  with  Latin  America. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  makes  an  important 
point  about  the  possible  reaction  in  the  Latin-American  Re- 
publics, whose  friendship  we  are  so  anxious  to  retain.  In  a 
few  minutes  I  shall  deal  at  greater  length  with  that  subject, 
particularly  Mr.  Stimson's  record  in  Nicaragua. 

Mr.  Stimson  very  obviously  does  more  than  detest  the  very 
idea  of  trying  to  practice  a  neutrality  that  seeks  to  fortify 
our  own  country  against  being  drawn  into  other  people's  wars. 
I  do  not  need  today  to  argue  the  theories  which  Mr.  Stimson 
has  enunciated  on  the  question  of  neutrality.  I  am  rather 
Inclined  to  hew  close  to  the  line  to  which  the  President  of 
the  United  States  hewed  so  closely  for  so  long  a  time  when  he 
defended  the  cause  of  isolation  on  the  ground  that  isolation 
was  nothing  more  than  an  effort  to  save  ourselves,  to  isolate 
ourselves  against  war.  But  Mr.  Stimson  thinks  that  the  ques- 
tion of  going  to  war  is.  on  certain  occasions,  a  comparatively 
minor  consideration  and  thus  expressed  himself  in  1935. 

The  proceedings  of  the  American  Society  of  International 
Law  at  its  conference  in  1935  at  page  121  reveal  a  portion  of 
Mr.  Stimson's  speech.  Obviously  he  did  some  editing  of  it 
after  it  was  made  and  before  It  was  printed,  but,  as  It  Is 
printed.  I  quote  from  It  to  the  Senate: 

In  the  first  place,  when  the  average  man  speaks  of  neutraUty 
he  often  confuses  It  with  Impartiality.  Of  course,  a  greater  mis- 
take could  hardly  be  made. 

When  a  serious  war  breaks  out  anywhere  in  the  world  we  are 
likely  to  be  gravely  hurt  whatever  we  do.     Whether  we  ahall  allow 
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ourselves  to  be  drawn  intj  the  actual  fighting  or  not,  la  then  of 
comparatively  minor  Importance.  All  we  can  do  then  Is  to  con- 
sider whether  the  additional  Injury  which  will  be  done  us  by  enter- 
ing the  war  will  oCTset  the  evUs  which  will  be  done  to  us  by  some 
of  the  combatants  If  we  do  not  step  forward  and  defend  ourselves 
against  them.  The  theory  that  we  can  save  ourselves  entirely  by 
Isolation  is  today  an  economic  fantasy,  worthy  of  the  ostrich  who 
thinks  he  is  hidden  when  he  buries  his  head  in  the  sand. 

Those  who  heard  this  address  tell  me  that  this  line  was 
added,  but  it  does  not  appear  in  the  printed  proceedings — 
Fortunately  be  Is  so  poised— 

Meaning  the  Isolatidfilst — 

Fortunately  he  Is  so  poised  that  one  can  conveniently  kick  him 
In  the  appropriate  place. 

Mr.  President.  I  submit  that  this  and  other  evidence  that 
has  been  laid  before  the  Senate  clearly  reveal  that  here  is  a 
man  utterly  impatient  with  any  cause  that  is  contrary  to  an 
immediate  readiness  to  step  into  foreign  wars  whenever  some- 
one may  think  that  ultimately  our  own  defense  and  our  own 
liberty  may  be  at  stake. 

Mr.  Stimson  has  said  that,  as  SccreUry  of  War,  he  is  not 
to  be  a  policymaker.  That  will  not  matter  the  least  to  Mr. 
Stimson:  he  makes  policy  without  authority.  He  has  done 
it  and  done  it  handily  before.  At  a  time  such  as  this  when 
some  men  are  espousing  a  foreign  policy  that  finds  them 
shaking  their  fists  at  every  power  upon  the  earth  though 
they  have  nothing  In  their  fists  to  fight  back  with  if  that 
shaking  should  Invite  a  fight.  It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  have 
in  the  Cabinet  less  of  the  kind  of  attitude  which  is  so  largely 
contributing  to  our  increased  need  for  more  and  ever  more 
national  defense.  In  an  hour  when  we  ought  to  be  reach- 
ing out  and  Inviting  and  winning  good  will,  instead  we  are 
slapping  and  punching  wherever  a  disliked  nose  may  put  Itself 
in  evidence.  After  all.  however,  little  as  we  may  like  some 
portions  of  this  earth  and  some  peoples  and  some  leaderships, 
we  are  going  to  have  to  get  along  with  them,  whether  we  like 
It  or  not.  We  have  always  had  to  do  that,  more  or  less,  and 
we  are  going  to  have  to  continue  to  do  it  throughout  the  life 
of  our  Nation.  I  presume,  and  we  will  get  along  much  better 
with  this  world  if  we  will  conduct  oiu-selves  along  lines  In 
keeping  with  a  policy  which  calls  upon  us  more  largely  to 
mind  our  own  business. 

Referring  now  to  Mr.  Stimson's  ability  to  shape  foreign 
policy  without  authority.  I  desire  to  read  to  the  Senate  an 
article  by  an  author  and  lecturer,  Mr.  Lawrence  Dennis, 
published  by  the  McClure  Newspaper  Syndicate  under  date  of 
July  7  this  year.  I  should  like  to  add  that  Mr.  Lawrence 
Dennis  was  formerly  in  the  United  States  Diplomatic  Serv- 
ice in  Nicaragua  at  a  very  Interesting  period,  at  a  time  when 
Mr.  Stimson  was  moving  without  authority.  I  shall  read  the 
article  in  Its  entirety. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESmiNa  OFFICER  (Mr.  CHANDLfs  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  3rield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  was 
a  Member  of  the  Senate  at  that  particular  time,  but  I  fought 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  a  considerable  period  of  time 
to  get  the  marines  out  of  Nicaragua.  Finally  an  election 
was  held  in  Nicaragua,  and  I  flew  there  shortly  after  the 
inauguration  of  Mr.  Hoover  in  this  country.  I  hap- 
pened to  be  the  first  civilian  who  had  flown  there.  We  had 
always  thought  of  the  Nlcaraguans  as  a  great  many  others 
had.  as  being  the  same  kind  of  people  as  we  are  and  having 
the  same  high  ideals.  The  real  reason  why  we  sent  the 
marines  into  Nicaragua — and  Mr.  Dennis  wjis  in  Nicaragua 
at  the  time— was  that  the  flnancial  interests  in  the  city  of 
New  York  wanted  them  there  to  protect  them  from  the 
dictator  who  was  in  power. 

I  may  say  that  after  the  new  President  and  the  new  crowd, 
the  so-called  progressives  and  liberals,  came  into  power,  the 
element  that  had  wanted  to  get  the  marines  out  of  Nicaragua, 
the  new  President  of  Nicaragua  said  to  me.  "Senator,  we 
want  to  keep  the  marines  here."    I  said  to  him,  "You  and 


those  associated  with  you  have  been  fighting  the  marines 
and  wanting  them  to  get  out."  He  said.  "That  is  right,  but 
now  we  have  won,  we  want  to  keep  the  marines  here,  because 
if  we  do  not  the  other  crowd  will  overthrow  us." 

We  will  have  to  be  careful  and  not  to  let  the  very  same 
thing  take  place  In  other  Central  and  South  American  coun- 
tries. We  like  to  think  of  the  South  American  countries  as 
being  democracies  like  our  own.  That  Is  not  true,  of  course; 
there  are  dictators  in  many  of  those  coimtries,  and  when 
something  happens  and  an  attempt  is  made  to  overthrow  one 
of  those  dicUtors.  he  will  probably  come  here  and  say  to  the 
United  States  Government,  "For  pity's  sake  send  marines 
down  here  or  send  an  army  here  and  keep  me  in  power."  We 
want  to  be  careful  that  we  do  not  get  into  the  position  of  try- 
ing to  protect  dictators  in  South  America  who  may  run  over 
their  people  and  persecute  them.  They  may  say.  "The  Japs 
are  going  to  overthrow  us,  the  Italians  are  going  to  overthrow 
us.  the  Russians  are  going  to  overthrow  us,  or  the  Nazis  or  the 
Fascists  or  someone  else."  and  they  may  call  upon  us  to  go 
down  and  try  to  maintain  them  In  power.  Perhaps  we  ought 
to  do  that,  but  I  say  we  are  not  going  to  make  friends  of  South 
Americans  by  interfering  too  much  in  their  affairs.  I  want 
to  see  nazl-Ism.  communism,  and  all  the  other  "isms"  kept  out 
of  there,  but  I  do  not  want  to  have  the  United  States  take  those 
countries  over,  because  it  would  only  involve  us  in  difficulty 
and  trouble;  it  would  not  bring  any  trade  and  would  not  do  us 
any  good  from  an  economic  standpoint,  as  our  action  in  send- 
ing marines  to  Nicaragua,  to  Haiti,  and  other  places  has  dis- 
tinctly shown.  Yet.  if  we  follow  the  policy  of  Mr.  Stimson.  we 
will  be  sending  marines  there  on  the  slightest  provocation. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  thank  the  Senator,  especially  for  his  contribu- 
tion as  respects  Mr.  Dennis  as  an  authority.  This  very  article 
bears  Immediately  upon  the  pending  appointment,  and  I  am 
going  to  read  it  in  Its  entirety.    It  is  as  follows: 

INTERVINTIONIST    WrTH    A    EECORD 

(By  Lawrence  Dennis,  author  and  lecturer;  formerly  United  States 

Diplomatic  EJervice) 

A  dogmatic  man  of  73  may  be  expected  to  run  true  to  his  record 
and  convictions.  Henry  L.  Stimson's  major  dogma  through  the  years 
has  been  that  the  United  States  should  not  miss  opportunities  to 
intervene  In  foreign  wars.    And  now  he  Is  Secretary  for  War. 

The  chief  episodes  in  Mr.  Stimson's  interventionist  record  are 
Nicaragua  In  1927  and  Japan  in  1931.  In  Nicaragua  he  had  a  suc- 
cess in  Japan  a  fallvire.  His  success  in  Nicaragua  made  him  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  cost  the  lives  of  116  United  States  Marines  and  of 
some  3,000  Nlcaraguans  In  a  4-year  war  which  took  an  American 
expeditionary  force  of  over  5.000  marines  and  bluejackets  to  flght. 
His  failure  to  get  Britain  and  the  United  States  into  a  war  with 
Japan  In  1931  doubtless  saved  tens  of  thousands  of  American  and 
British  lives.  American  patriots,  mothers,  wives,  and  children  should 
now  be  praying  for  the  failure  of  "Wrong  Horse  Harry's"  next  design 
for  American  Intervention  in  a  foreign  broil.  Germany.  Italy,  and 
Japan  wUl  be  tougher  nuts  than  Nlcaraguans  for  the  American  fight- 
ing man,  though  not  for  Stimson's  legalistic  mind  and  crusading  (in 
a  Washington  desk  chair)  spirit. 

Mr.  Stimson  as  a  legalist,  a  moralist,  and  a  propagandist  of  com- 
mercial international  interests,  stands  for  all  that  has  been  most 
foolish  and  proved  most  disastrous  in  foreign  relations  for  both 
America  and  Britain  over  the  past  quarter  of  a  century.  It  was  this 
Ideology  that  prevented  a  realistic  policy  in  Mexico  after  the  over- 
throw of  Diaz  In  1910,  with  results  costly  to  otir  relations  there.  It 
was  this  same  ideoloffy  that  got  us  into  war  In  AprU  1917  and  got 
Britain  and  France  Into  war  in  September  1939. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  jrleld  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  when  Colonel 
Stimson  was  Secretary  of  State,  very  precipitate  and  Ill- 
advised  actions  of  his  with  regard  to  a  great  republic  in  South 
America,  namely,  Brazil,  earned  him  the  soubriquet  of  "Wrong 
Horse  Fiarry,"  which  he  still  carries? 

Mr.  NYE.    The  Senator  is  quite  right. 

I  return  to  a  reading  of  Mr.  Dennis'  article: 

Mr  stimson  was  of  no  use  in  carrying  out  the  military  phases  of 
the  Nicaragua  Intervention.  A  tired  old  attorney  who  can  work 
only  with  legal  papers  and  only  for  a  few  hours  at  a  time,  he  wiU 
now  be  of  litUe  use  in  connection  with  any  purely  military  problems 
America  may  have  to  face  as  a  result  of  his  interventionist  policy. 
But  for  committing  Amertcan  soldiers  to  fighting  on  foreign  shores 
without  a  congressional  declaration  of  war,  for  tricking  Congre« 
and  the  American  people  mto  a  war  they  don't  want,  and  for  making 
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put  a  case  for  such  Intervention  based  on  misrepresentation  of  facta 
and  disregard  for  the  plainest  Imperatives  of  the  Constitution,  no 
better  legal  mind  or  moral  propagandist  could  have  been  mobilized 
by  our  war-minded  President.  Moreover,  his  powerful  personal 
claque,  carefully  cultivated  In  each  of  the  48  SUtes.  has  long  been 
accustomed  to  indorse  by  phone,  wire,  cable,  mail,  and  political 
pressure  the  plans  of  "Mr   Secretary." 

This  writer  was  United  States  charge  d'affaires  In  Nicaragua  from 
August  1926  to  the  beginning  of  1927.  I  am.  therefore,  qualified 
by  the  possession  of  much  unpublished  Information  to  discuss 
both  Mr.  Stlmson  as  a  diplomat  and  Mr.  Stimsons  intervention- 
ist record  in  Nicaragua.  In  the  8  months  of  1926-27.  during  which 
I  was  m  charge  of  the  American  Legation  in  Managua.  I  carried 
out  with  full  approval  the  Instructions  of  our  State  Department 
to  get  Adolfo  Diaz  designated  President  of  Nicaragua  so  Washing- 
ton could  recognize  him;  I  presided  over  an  imsuccessful  peace 
conference  held  aboard  an  American  warship  between  the  Managua 
Government  and  the  rebels,  who  caHed  themselves  the  legal  gov- 
ernmpnt;  and  I  sent  the  Inaccurate  telegram,  as  Instructed  by 
Washmgton.  saying  that  American  marines  were  needed  to  protect 
American  lives  and  property  in  Nicaragua. 

On  my  return  to  Washington  in  early  April  1927  I  was  at  once 
rushed  Into  the  palsied  presence  of  old  Secretary  Kellogg  and 
his  hard-boiled  Under  Secretary  of  State.  R.  E.  Olds,  both  of  whom 
compl>mented  me  on  my  handling  cf  the  Nicaraguan  situation. 
But  they  said  that  the  Nicaraguan  developments  had  become  so 
grave  that  it  required  the  talents  of  the  biggest  man  they  could 
find.  Accordingly,  President  CooUdge  had  drafted  Mr.  Stlmson  to 
go  to  Nicaragua  as  his  personal  representative  to  make  peace — 
something  Admiral  Latimer  with  the  Special  Service  Squadron 
and  I  with  the  Legation  had  failed  to  achieve.  The  admiral  and 
I.  when  asked  our  opinions,  had  told  Washington  that  our  only 
alternatives  were:  (1)  To  let  the  Nicaraguans  fight  it  out.  with 
every  probability  that  the  rebels  would  win  and  oust  our  puppet 
President;  or  (2)  to  take  over  all  Nicaragua  with  a  force  of  5.000 
marines,  which  we  said  would  probably  Involve  a  lorg-drawn-out 
war  similar  to  oiir  4-year  pacification  of  the  Philippines  after  the 
Spanish-American  War.  Washington  turned  from  Its  professional 
fighting  men  and  diplomat  to  the  high-priced  Wall  Street  cor- 
poration lawyer  who  was  supposed  to  possess  a  magic  formula  for 
making  peace  %lth  legal  words  and  legal  contracts. 

Stlmson  reached  Nicaragua  in  early  May  1927.  Under  a  Marine- 
arraneed  truce,  he  entered  at  once  Into  negotiations  with  Presi- 
dent Diaz  and  Rebel  General  Moncada.  The  latter  saw  no  reason 
to  quit  with  victonj-  in  sight.  Stlmson  told  him  that  Washington, 
having  recognized  Diaz,  could  not  allow  our  picked  man  to  be 
ousted.  Moncada  quickly  came  to  the  point.  If  the  honorable 
special  emissary  of  the  White  House  would  put  it  In  writing,  so 
Moncada  could  prove  to  his  generals  that  American  armed  forces 
would  be  vised  against  the  rebels  to  force  compliance  with  the 
Stlmson  terms,  he,  Moncada.  would  lay  down  his  arms  and  try  to 
get  his  men  to  do  likewise,  fully  realizing  the  futility  of  a  little 
Nlrara<ruan  Armv  defylnR  the  mJphty  United  States. 

Stlmson  to  avoid  a  return  to  Washington  in  failure,  reluctantly 
put  this  threat  in  writing.  When  he  advised  Washington  by  cable 
In  a  code  message  that  he  was  doing  so.  Secretary  Kellogg  shot  back 
Instructions  not  to  do  it.  But  Stlmson  had  already  proceeded  and. 
going  over  KeUogg's  head  to  President  Coolidge,  was  upheld.  Mean- 
while. Just  after  the  ultimatum  had  been  delivered,  against  Kel- 
logg's  instructions,  the  State  Department  permanent  officials  had 
publicly  denied  Its  delivery,  assuming  that  Stlmson  had  not  ex- 
ceeded his  authority. 

Once  Moncada  and  his  generals  had  signed  on  the  Stlmson  dotted 
line,  the  Wall  Street  attorney  wired  back  to  a  waiting  America  that 
he  had  brought  peace  to  Nicaragua.  Shortly  thereafter,  one  of 
Moncada's  generals.  Sandlno  by  name,  refused  to  lay  down  his 
arms  to  Yankee  imperialism,  as  he  called  It,  with  a  reulting  loss  of 
the  3.000  Nicaraguan  and  116  American  lives.  But  this  minor 
sequel,  engaging  over  5.000  American  naval  forces  in  the  Nicaraguan 
Jungle  for  several  years,  was  not  allowed  to  tamlsh  the  luster  of 
Stlmson's  peace.  Sandlno  was  merely  labeled  a  bandit.  Actually, 
he  was  an  exalted,  if  focilsh.  patriot  and  no  more  a  bandit  than 
George  Washington  or  Garibaldi. 

Stlmson  had  no  legal  authority  and  President  CooUdge  had  not  a 
shadow  of  constitutional  right,  without  a  congressional  declaration 
of  war  or  sanction,  to  authorize  Stlmson  to  pledge  the  armed 
-forces  of  the  United  States  to  a  war  on  Nicaraguans  on  Nica- 
raguan soil  in  enforcement  of  Stlmson's  ultimatum.  Several  Sen- 
ators. Including  Borah,  said  publicly  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  was  properly  Impeachable  for  this  excess  of  authority. 
Stlmson,  as  Secretary  of  State,  made  out  a  Philadelphia  lawyer's 
case  for  his  Presidential  client.  The  difficulty  was  met  largely  by 
euphemisms  and  name  calling.  It  was  not  a  war  but  cooperation 
with  the  Nicaraguans  to  put  down  banditry.  Sandino  was  not  a 
rebel  but  a  bandit. 

With  that  precedent,  how  easy  it  would  be  now  for  Mr.  Stlmson 
to  call  an  American  expeditionary  force  to  Europe  a  mere  matter 
of  cooperating  with  the  British  In  stamping  out  the  banditry  of 
Hitler  et  al.  Stimson  will  be  no  good  for  the  military  aspects  of 
the  enterprise,  but  his  record  proves  him  an  expert  at  putting  over 
a  foreign  war  by  the  President  without  congressional  authorization. 
He  can  put  It  over  In  a  legal,  propaganda,  and  moral  way.  The  task 
of  putting  It  over  In  a  practical  way.  of  course,  will  fall  to  younger 
fighting  men  and  executives,  the  age  limit  even  for  generals 
being  64. 


Mr.  President.  I  submit  that  information  of  that  nature, 
coming  from  such  splendid  authority,  rather  well  portrays 
what  we  may  expect  from  an  administration  of  the  OfiBce  of 
Secretary  of  War  by  Mr.  Stimson,  the  kind  of  administration 
we  may  expect  at  a  time  when  we  ought  to  be  praying  for  the 
directly  opposite  sort.  This  is  an  hour,  we  must  agree,  that 
commands  of  America  her  utmost  in  providing  an  adequate 
national  defense.  Not  only  is  this  call  upon  us  by  reason  of 
what  is  alleged  to  be  a  backwardness  on  the  part  of  Congress 
in  affording  defense  through  the  years:  the  largest  demand 
upon  us  today  for  national  defense  gpows  out  of  a  conduct 
of  foreign  policy  that  has  been  insulting  to  every  power  upon 
the  earth,  and  that  might  ultimately  Invite  need  for  a  larger 
defense  than  is  ours. 

This  is  a  time  to  be  asking  for  the  filling  of  such  places  as 
there  are  in  the  President's  official  family  by  men  who  are 
avowedly  determined  that  this  country  is  not  going  to  be 
drawn  into  other  people's  wars;  certainly  not  by  men  of  the 
caliber  of  Mr.  Stimson.  who  has  found  so  many  fine  reasons 
why  we  ought  to  go  to  war. 

NILE  SHAW  AND  EDGAR  C.  BAROCV 

As  in  legislative  session, 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  iS. 
2018)  for  the  relief  of  Nile  Shaw  and  Edgar  C.  Bardin.  which 
were,  on  page  1,  line  3.  to  strike  out  "is"  and  insert  "be.  and  he 
is  hereby";  in  line  6.  to  strike  out  "$3,626.50"  and  insert 
"$2,000";  and  in  line  7.  to  strike  out  "$3,107.35"  and  insert 
"$2,000."   

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  In  the 
amendments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

FACILITIES    FOR     ELEMENTARY-SCHOOL    PXniPOSES 

As  in  legislative  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
(S.  29)  to  authorize  the  use  of  certain  facilities  of  national 
parks  and  national  monuments  for  elementary-school  pur- 
poses, which  were,  ip  line  5.  after  the  word  "in",  to  insert 
"Indian  reservations";  in  line  10.  after  the  word  "such",  to 
insert  "Indian  reservations":  and  to  amend  the  title  so  as  to 
read:  "An  act  to  authorize  the  use  of  certain  facilities  of  In- 
dian reservations,  national  parks,  and  national  monuments 
for  elementary-school  purposes." 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

HENRY  L.  STIMSON 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  nomination 
of  Henry  L.  Stimson,  of  New  York,  to  be  Secretary  of  War. 

Mr.  BONE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President.  I  feel  that  we  should  have  a 
quorum  present,  and  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Downey 

Lodge 

Bchwellenbach 

Andrews 

Blender 

Lucas 

Bheppard 

Ashurst 

Prazler 

Lundeen 

Shlpstead 

Aiistln 

Oeorse 

McCarran 

Slattery 

Bailey 

Oerry 

McKellar 

Smathers 

Barbour 

Gibson 

McNary 

Smith 

Barkley 

Gillette 

Maloney 

Stewart 

Bilbo 

Green 

Mead 

Taft 

Bone 

Guiley 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bridges 

Gurney 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bulow 

Hale 

Murray 

ThomM.  Utab 

Burke 

Harrison 

Neely 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Hatch 

Norrla 

Townsend 

Byrnes 

Hayden 

Nye 

Tydlngs 

Capper 

Herring 

CMahoney 

Vandenberg 

Caraway 

Hill 

Overton 

Van  Nuys 

Chandler 

Hoi  man 

Pepper 

Wagner 

Chavez 

Holt 

Pitt  man 

Walsh 

Clark.  Idaho 

Hughes 

Radcllfle 

Wheeler 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reed 

Whlt« 

Connally 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

Wiley 

Danaher 

King 

Russell 

Davis 

LaFoUetta 

eohwarta 

i 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Ninety  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quonun  is  present. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  an  easy  task  to  voice 
opposition  to  the  confirmation  of  any  citizen,  certainly  as 
distinguished  a  citizen  as  either  of  the  gentlemen  whose 
names  are  now  before  us.  They  have  been  selected  by  the 
President,  and  it  is  upon  rare  occasions  that  this  body  rejects 
such  a  nomination.  Recently  we  have  done  it  in  the  case  of 
Judicial  appointmenls;  therefore  it  is  not  a  novel  procedure 
In  the  United  States  Senate. 

It  is  not  an  easy  task,  but  rather  a  somewhat  embarrassing 
one,  to  object,  and  therefore  one  must  search  his  own  con- 
science and  his  own  attitude  of  mind  to  be  sure  that  he  finds 
a  soimd  and  legitimate  reason  for  such  an  objection.  I  rise 
to  voice  my  objection  to  confirmation  of  Colonel  Knox,  and 
I  base  it  upon  what  I  consider  sound  and  tenable  grounds. 
I  have  not  reached  this  attitude  of  mind  without  mature 
reflection. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  imposes  upon  the 
Senate  of  the  United  Slates  the  duty,  however  unpleasant,  of 
passing  judgment  upon  men  who  are  nominated  by  the  Presi- 
dent for  appointment  to  various  hl«h  public  offices.  Whether 
we  like  it  or  not  we  cmnot,  we  may  not,  escape  the  perform- 
ance of  that  duty.  It  being  a  constitutional  duty,  it  has 
more  significance  than  many  people  attach  to  it,  because  it 
actually  makes  the  Senate  a  part  of  the  appointing  power. 
Brilliant  and  able  men  have  long  since  reached  that  conclu- 
sion, and  I  think  it  is  one  which  may  not  easily  be  challenged. 
If  the  Constitution  does  not  mean  that  in  practical  effect,  the 
language  should  be  stricken  from  the  Constitution  as  an 
utterly  futile  gesture. 

Under  our  representative  system,  when  a  man  Is  elected  or 
appointed  to  an  office,  we  elect  or  appoint  his  viewpoint. 
When  a  man  elected  or  appointed  to  an  office  undertakes  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  that  office,  he  necessarily  brings  to  bear 
upon  the  discharge  of  his  duties  his  own  judgment  about  what 
should  be  done  or  what  should  not  be  done  in  given 
circumstances. 

So  long  as  Gtod  Almlphty  makes  men  what  they  are,  that 
utterly  human  personal  clement  will  of  necessity  enter  into 
the  picture.  If  a  man  has  certain  beliefs  which  he  honestly 
cherishes  he  would  be  untrue  to  himself,  and  he  would  be  a 
reproach  to  the  man  who  appointed  him,  knowing  those 
views,  unless  he  attempted  to  carry  them  into  execution. 

It  is  ridiculous  to  suggest  that  a  member  of  the  Cabinet  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  has  no  infiuence.  If  that 
were  true,  the  Cabinet  ought  to  be  abolished.  I  think  it  must 
have  been  in  the  minds  and  the  hearts  of  the  framers  of  our 
form  of  government,  and  in  the  hearts  and  minds  of  those 
who  have  perpetuated  it.  that  the  men  whom  the  President 
names  to  his  Cabinet  should  Ije  something  more  than  mere 
automatons.  It  has  always  been  my  sincere  conviction  that 
they  were  named  by  the  President  to  be  advisers;  to  sit  with 
him  in  a  cofnfldential  advisory  capacity,  and  to  bring  to  bear 
upon  the  problems  of  that  terrifying  office  their  own  sound 
Judgment;  to  try  to  steer  the  Presidency  itself  upon  a  course 
that  would  not  either  wreck  that  high  office  or  injure  the 
coxmtry.  Believing  that.  I  could  not  tn  good  conscience  as  a 
Senator,  as  a  Member  of  this  body,  vote  for  or  against  con- 
firmation of  a  nominee  without  trying  to  understand  his 
viewi>oint.  and  if  I  did  not  share  that  viewpoint,  and  I  be- 
lieved that  it  was  a  dangerous  viewpoint,  I  would  be  a  recre- 
ant Senator  if  I  did  not  express  by  my  vote  my  own  honest 
conviction  upon  that  subject.  If  that  is  not  true,  then  the 
vote  Itself  is  an  idle  gesture. 

I  confess  myself  much  in  the  dark  over  some  of  the  nuances 
and  shadings  of  this  particular  jricture. 

I  have  read  many  editorial  observations  by  Colonel  Knox, 
and  as  a  labor  of  love  I  have  tried  to  follow  the  editorial 
policy  of  his  great  newspaper. 

I  have  observed  over  recent  jrears  that  Colonel  Knox  has 
repeatedly  indicted  the  Democratic  Party  and  its  representa- 
tives as  enemies  of  good  government.  In  their  legislative 
program;  as  having  set  out  upon  a  course  coldly,  purposely 
calculated  to  undo  most  of  the  worthwhile  things  in  this  Re- 
public.   Personally  I  have  felt  that  his  criticisms  were  not 


as  restrained  as  they  should  have  been.  Only  time  will  prove 
to  posterity  whether  his  observations  are  right  and  his  dire 
prophesies  are  to  be  realized.  Perhaps  we  are  too  dose  to 
the  picture  to  dare  sit  in  judgment  on  the  pattern  of  argu- 
ment he  has  woven.  But  it  is  suflicient  to  say  that  he  has 
indicted  in  language  that  sizzles  practically  every  major 
objective  of  this  administration.  He  has  without  restraint 
indicted  it  as  a  perversion  of  good  government  Were  we 
to  accept  that  appraisal  of  our  own  acts  we  would  have  to  ad- 
mit that  we  were  utterly  wrong  from  the  very  beginning,  and 
that  the  administration  of  which  we  are  a  part,  is  an  enemy 
of  the  Republic.  I  am  not  iM^pared  to  do  that,  Mr.  President. 
When  I  voted  for  the  utilities  bill  in  1935  I  believed  in  tt. 
When  I  voted  for  other  legislative  proposals.  I  did  so  be- 
cause I  believed  In  them,  and  if  I  had  not  I  would  have  voted 
the  other  way.  even  though  I  should  have  been  the  only 
Senator  to  have  so  voted. 

Some  very  fine  and  purposeful  party  leaders  have  upon 
occasion  rather  sharply  criticized  certain  votes  of  our 
brethren  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  because  those  votes  did 
not  square  with  the  current  program  of  the  New  Deal,  I  am 
not  going  to  amplify  that  statement,  for  everyone  here  under- 
stands precisely  what  I  am  talking  about.  I  am  not  going 
to  sit  in  judgment  myself  upon  any  of  the  votes  or  the  acts 
of  my  fellow  Senators.  I  am  not  sufficiently  worthy  to  entitle 
me  to  do  that.  But  every  member  of  this  body  reserves 
unto  himself  the  right  to  feel  in  his  own  heart  that  the  vote 
of  his  brother  was  perhaps  not  exactly  the  right  vote. 

But  some  of  the  criticism  has  been  sharp  and  pointed. 
Perhaps  the  erring  brother  merely  forsook  for  the  moment 
the  straight  and  narrow  pathway  of  party  rectitude,  for  the 
purpose  of  dalliance  with  some  sort  of  political  faith  the 
description  of  which  would  be  forbidden  on  the  floor. 

But  here  we  are  confronted,  all  of  us.  with  the  necessity 
of  taking  Into  the  innermost  bosom  of  the  party  family  a 
man  who  has  indicted  us,  and  even  Indicted  our  Republican 
brethren  on  the  other  side  who  strayed  from  the  pathway 
of  pure  and  vmdefiled  republicanism,  because  they  were 
misled  by  Democrats  into  voting  for  some  of  these  New  Deal 
propositions. 

A  number  of  Members  of  this  body  have,  in  a  moment  of 
weakness,  t>een  inclined  to  talk  to  me  and  tell  me  of  their 
bewilderment,  to  tell  me  of  their  inability  to  understand  why 
we  should  cheerfully,  kindly,  or  otherwise,  indict  one  of  our 
own  brothers  for  occasionally  straying  from  the  fold,  but 
proceed  without  a  moment's  hesitation  to  accept  as  one 
of  the  pinnacle  figures  in  the  administration  a  man  who  has 
bitterly  assailed  everything  we  have  done  in  language  which 
I  can  in  no  wise  employ  because  of  my  limited  vocabulary. 
I  should  like  to  describe  the  colonel's  perfervld  editorials  upon 
New  Deal  proposals,  but  I  can  find  no  words  in  ray  vocabulary, 
either  singly  or  In  combination,  that  by  the  grace  of  inflection 
or  poetic  license,  can  serve  my  purpose,  and  therefore  I  shall 
not  imdertake  the  teisk.  Now  Democrats  will  proceed  to  bless 
this  bitter  excoriation  of  themselves.  If  they  vote  to  confirm 
their  critic.    No  form  of  self-Indictment  could  be  stronger. 

Let  me  repeat  that  I  can  have  no  objection  to  these  two 
gentlemen  on  personal  grounds,  because  I  know  nothing  to 
the  personal  discredit  of  either  of  them.  They  are  probably 
as  fine  and  high  type  private  citizens  as  you  might  find  in  the 
Republic.  I  content  myself  with  repeating  what  I  said  in  the 
beginning,  that  when  they  are  appointed  to  this  ofDce  you  ap- 
point their  viewpoint,  and  therefore  it  becomes  important  to 
understand  that  viewpoint.  If  the  viewpoint  itself  can  lead 
them  Into  the  commission  of  some  act,  or  lead  them  to  advise 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  adopt  a  course  which  In 
itself  might  be  disastrous,  then  it  becomes  vitally  important 
to  know  what  sort  of  an  adviser  sits  at  the  eltx)w  of  the  Presi- 
dent. Obviously  these  nominees  are  not  going  to  agree  with 
anything  that  the  President  has  in  mind  as  a  domestic  pro- 
gram, and  I  cannot  imagine,  nor  can  I  imagine  that  anyone 
else  by  the  wildest  flight  of  his  imagination  can  possibly 
contemplate  that  the  President  had  in  mind  an  adviser  on 
domestic  problems  when  he  appointed  either  Colonel  Knox  or 
General  or  Colonel  Stimson. 
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Therefore  the  President  must  have  had  in  mind  some  other 
purpose.  What  that  is  is  locked  within  his  breast,  and  is  his 
own  business,  and  I  am  not  going  to  challenge  it  or  indict  it. 
As  a  co-partner  in  the  constitutional  process  of  appointment, 
I  am  concerned  with  what  these  men  think  about  this  inter- 
national situation.  What  Colonel  Knox  thinks  has  been  ex- 
pressed in  his  statements,  and  as  a  man  thinketh  in  his  heart 
"~8o  is  he.  He  would  be  a  peculiar  individual,  he  would  not  be 
worth  the  powder  to  blow  him  across  the  street  unless  he 
would  translate  his  own  honest  impulses  into  action  the  mo- 
ment he  was  in  a  position  to  do  so. 

Mr.  President,  above  all  things  in  this  world  right  now  I 
fear  the  impact  of  war  upon  this  Republic.  It  is  a  deadly 
fear  that  gnaws  at  my  vitals,  because  I  believe  and  I  know 
that  if  this  country  ever  enters  another  great  world  war  the 
impact  of  that  war  upon  our  social  and  economic  system  will 
be  utterly  disastrous.  So  I  sununon  to  my  aid  a  few  witnesses, 
who  feel  as  I  do. 

I  am  doing  this  because  I  think  the  supreme  question  now 
before  the  American  people  is  whether  or  not  this  country 
shall  prepare  fully  to  defend  itself  and  to  remain  out  of  the 
war,  because  we  cannot  win  a  war  any  more.  Total  war 
drags  down  the  alleged  and  so-called  victor  into  the  same 
Indescribable  ruin  which  overwhelms  the  vanquished. 

David  Lloyd  George,  who  is  soon  to  become  a  member  of 
the  British  Cabinet,  said  only  a  short  time  ago: 

The  nations  of  Europe  are  today  feverishly  engaged  In  preparing 
themselves  for  the  final  suicide  of  war — for  that  insensate  carnage 
for  which  they  are  headed.  No  calm  reasoning,  no  sane  reflection, 
seems  able  to  deflect  them  from  the  path  of  death. 

Statesmen  of  these  countries  are  slipping  helplessly  and  Inevita- 
bly down  the  slope  which  wlU  land  their  people  in  grim  final 
disaster. 

On  May  15.  1938.  Secretary  of  War  Harry  Woodring,  who 
is  now  to  be  supplanted  by  one  of  the  gentlemen  whom  I  am 
discussing,    had    this    to    say    before    the    Kansas   Bankers' 

Association: 

For  the  world  to  continue  to  rely  solely  on  a  constant  expansion 
of  its  military  forces  and  a  constant  addition  to  its  military  might 
can  lead  only  to  one  conclusion — war  and  social  revolution. 

I  do  not  want  anyone  to  asstune  that  I  am  either  adopting 
or  rejecting  these  suggestions.  I  am  merely  putting  them  in 
the  Record  so  that  posterity — if  none  of  us  is  sufficiently 
interested — may  read  what  these  authorities  have  to  say  re- 
garding war. 

Here  is  an  editorial  from  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
December  26.  1936.  written  at  a  time  when  there  was  a  little 
more  calm  and  dispassionate  contemplation  of  the  possibili- 
ties pregnant  in  the  present  situation.  The  Star  said  this 
editorially: 

The  world  has  struggled — Indeed,  it  is  still  struggling — out  of  the 
morass  of  the  last  Great  War.  Another  such  conflict  will  wipe 
civilization,  as  it  is  known  today,  from  the  face  of  the  earth. 

When  we  were  conducting  the  munitions  investigation  in 
this  body,  Eugene  Grace,  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co..  came 
before  our  committee.  At  that  time  I  made  it  a  practice  to 
ask  everyone  situated  somewhat  as  Mr.  Grace  is  situated  in 
the  world  of  business  whal  he  thought  would  happen  to  this 
country  if  we  should  participate  in  another  great  world  war. 
Mr.  Grace  had  this  to  say  in  answer  to  that  question — and 
let  me  say  parenthetically  that  It  was  substantially  the  answer 
of  J.  Pierpont  Morgan,  former  Secretary  of  War  Pat  Hurley, 
and  a  dozen  other  men,  including  some  of  the  du  Ponts  who 
appeared  before  the  coirmiittee. 

On  February  26,  1935,  Mr.  Grace  said — 

-  It  is  tm thinkable  to  me  that  we  must  subject  civilization  to  an- 
other conflict  similar  to  the  one  we  had  back  in  1914  to  1918.  Jtist 
an  anticipation  of  it  is  too  horrible  to  even  think  of. 

On  January  15,  1938,  Herbert  Hoover,  in  a  public  state- 
ment, warned  that  American  democracy  might  not  survive 
another  war,  and  that  we  would  emerge  from  such  a  struggle 
in  despotism  itself. 

On  August  4,  1937,  William  Dodd,  American  Ambassador  to 
Germany,  in  a  public  statement  said  that  another  world  war 
would  probably  destroy  civilization. 


On  March  10, 1938,  a  little  more  than  2  jrears  ago.  Secretary 
of  War  Woodring.  in  an  address  to  members  of  the  Com- 
mercial Club  in  Chicago,  stated  that  another  world  war  would 
"prove  universally  disastrous — to  victor,  to  vanquished,  and 
to  neutral,"  and  that  such  a  war  would  endanger  civilization 
itself. 

In  an  editorial  on  January  26,  1938,  the  Washington  Post, 
referring  to  the  disordered  condition  of  the  world,  pointed 
out  that  the  winds  of  disaster  blow  stronger  and  stronger 
and  that  if  world  chaos  spreads,  with  its  inevitable  con- 
comitant and  Increasing  barbarism,  no  nation  on  earth  and 
no  people  will  be  spared. 

On  September  8,  1936,  Cordell  Hull,  Secretary  of  State, 
in  an  open  statement,  said  that  a  new  general  war  would 
set  loose  forces  beyond  control — forces  which  might  easily 
bring  about  virtual  destruction  of  modem  political  thought 
and  all  its  achievements,  and  possibly  a  veritable  shattering 
of  civilization  itself. 

On  March  22.  1939,  Francis  B.  Sayre,  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State,  in  a  radio  address,  stated  that  a  war  to  defend 
democracy,  even  though  victorious,  may  end  by  crushing  it. 

On  March  19.  1937,  Secretary  Cordell  Hull,  commenting 
on  the  armament  programs  then  under  way  in  various  parts 
of  the  world,  stated  that  in  his  Judgment  such  programs 
would  lead  to  an  economic  catastrophe  in  the  near  future 
unless  they  were  abandoned. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  trespassed  upon  the  time  of  the 
Senate  to  read  these  things  because  I  want  the  Senate  to 
understand  that  the  fear  which  I  entertain  in  my  own  heart 
is  not  an  illusory  thing.  It  is  a  very  real  thing.  It  is  very 
real,  not  only  in  the  hearts  and  minds  of  the  writers  and 
statesmen  whom  I  have  quoted  but  in  the  hearts  of  millions 
of  Americans  who  will  be  the  ine.itable  victims  of  another 
war.  Therefore,  it  becomes  important  to  know  whether  or 
not  there  are  any  trends  present  which  may  in  themselves 

lead  to  incidents  or  events  which  are  a  part  and  parcel  of 
the  easy  pathway  to  war. 

Five  years  ago  in  this  body  I  took  advantage  of  the  good 
nature  of  the  Senate  to  discuss  at  great  length  what  is  com- 
monly called  the  doctrine  of  "freedom  of  the  seas."  We 
abandoned  that  doctrine  in  a  statutory  way  in  the  past  5 
years,  and  I  think  we  did  it  because  we  were  convinced  that 
it  is  the  most  dangerous  doctrine  this  Government  could 
embrace  in  these  troubled  times.  It  is  the  doctrine  which 
says  that  neutral  nations — all  nations — have  access  to  all 
Paris  of  the  seas  as  public  highways.  It  is  a  groundwork 
doctrine  of  international  law.  Every  text  writer  on  the  sub- 
ject has  seen  fit  to  expatiate  at  great  length  on  this  doctrine 
of  freedom  of  the  seas.  It  is  the  theory  that  any  man  may 
use  the  seas  to  ship  anything  he  pleases  to  any  country  on 
earth,  even  though  he  might  run  the  gantlet  of  a  cordon  of 
battleships,  a  submarine  blockade,  or,  in  these  latter  days, 
a  blockade  from  the  air.  Upon  this  floor  time  after  time 
in  recent  years  we  have  heard  able  Senators  say  that  the 
United  States  went  to  war  in  1917  because  Germany  disre- 
garded our  rights  as  a  neutral  and  sunk  our  vessels,  many  of 
them  without  warning,  and  that  our  neutral  rights  were  thus 
horribly  violated  and  outraged.  That  has  repeatedly  been 
asserted  as  the  leading  cause  of  our  entrance  into  the  war. 
Our  ships  in  war  zones  were  sunk,  and  in  we  went. 

Do  Senators  doubt  that  that  was  the  motivating  cause? 
If  so.  we  shall  have  to  expunge  from  the  records  of  the  Senate 
speech  after  speech  of  its  most  able  and  distinguished  Mem- 
bers; and  I  am  not  prepared  to  suggest  that,  because  they 
were  not  deceiving  the  American  people.  They  have  properly 
given  that  cause  as  a  justification  for  our  entry  into  the  war. 
In  1916  and  1917  the  theory  was  that  an  American  business- 
man had  a  right  to  send  his  vessel  across  the  seas  to  neutral 
ports  and  to  have  free  access  to  the  seas  without  being  blowih 
out  of  the  water  by  a  German  submarine.  When  Germany 
denied  us  the  exercise  of  that  right,  that  in  itself  was  a 
justification  for  war.  when  the  ships  were  simk  and  Ameri- 
can citizens  went  to  a  watery  grave  on  ships  which  flew  the 
American  flag  at  their  mastheads. 
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I  do  not  think  any  Member  of  this  body  will  take  exception 
to  that  postulate.  So  when  we  calmly,  coldly,  objectively,  and 
dispassionately  surveyed  the  whole  picture,  after  reading  the 
innumerable  books  which  have  been  written  on  the  subject 
by  men  who  have  with  microscopic  accuracy  examined  the 
whole  picture,  we  concluded  that  the  doctrine  of  freedom  of 
the  seas  was  the  most  bloody  and  dangerous  doctrine  any  na- 
tion ever  attempted  to  espouse.  Why?  Because  in  modera 
times  no  nation  under  the  sun  has  ever  exhibited  a  shred  of 
respect  for  international  law  when  its  back  was  to  the  wall 
and  it  was  fighting  for  the  preservation  of  its  national  life.  If 
any  Senator  present  knows  of  any  modern  nation  which  has 
ever  evinced  any  respect  for  international  law  in  time  of 
war.  I  wish  he  would  now  rise  and  point  it  out  to  me;  for 
I  have  searched  the  books  with  passionate  earnestness  to 
find  a  single  case  In  which  any  great  nation  struggling  for  its 
Lfe  in  a  bloody  war  did  anything  other  than  utterly  cast 
into  outer  darkness  every  shred,  every  jot,  and  every  tittle 
of  international  law.  So  to  say  that  we  may  safely  rely  on 
international  law  is  to  say  that  we  can  buUd  a  permanent 
foundation  of  national  well-being  on  a  thing  as  iUusory  and 
phantomlike  as  the  vagrant  winds  of  the  heavens. 

We  protested  to  Great  Britain.  We  protested  to  Germany. 
What  did  they  do?  For  generations,  international  law  had 
set  up  certain  categories  of  materials  which  were  considered 
noncontraband:  but  England  promptly  junked  them,  and 
put  300  items  on  her  contraband  list,  and  said,  "If  you  ship 
any  one  of  them,  even  to  nearby  neutrals,  we  will  stop  your 
vessels,  impound  them,  put  prize  crews  on  them,  and  take 
them  into  our  ports  under  convoy  of  cruisers."  She  did  so. 
Germany  was  unable  to  do  so  because  she  was  encircled  with 
the  iron  band  of  England's  Navy.  She  said.  "We  cannot  do 
that,  but  we  will  stop  them  in  another  way.  We  wiU  blow 
them  out  of  the  water." 

It  was  a  bloody  game  while  it  lasted,  but  such  a  ghastly  per- 
formance could  go  only  so  far  without  inciting  war.  And  war 
came  because  our  rights  as  a  neutral  under  international 
law  were  flouted  and  our  property  and  the  lives  of  our  citizens 
destroyed.    And  all  this  under  so-called  international  law. 

That  picture  led  us  to  forego  certain  rights  in  war  zones, 
and  we  did  this  by  passing  the  so-called  neutrality  law  with 
its  cash-and-carry  provision.  If  any  Senator  has  the  desire 
further  to  pursue  this  particular  phase  of  American  history, 
I  suggest  that  he  read  Senator  McAdoo's  book.  Crowded 
Years,  in  which  he  describes  what  a  glorious  game  blockade 
running  came  to  be.  It  was  like  rum  running  or  dope  ped- 
dling. A  man  would  obtain  possession  of  some  old  hulk,  some 
old  "hooker"  which  had  been  lying  in  a  harbor  for  years,  with 
her  hull  rusted  and  her  engines  almost  ready  to  drop  through 
the  bottom.  He  would  give  her  a  Uttle  dab  of  paint,  put  a 
little  oil  on  the  engines,  and  start  out.  The  first  trip  across 
paid  for  her.  Two  or  three  trips  across  and  he  was  a  rich  man. 
Why?  Because  tonnage  rates  zoomed  up  to  stratospheric 
heights.  Of  course,  no  sane  insurance  company  would  write 
insurance  on  that  kind  of  dangerous  traffic,  but  good  old 
Uncle  Sara,  who  by  that  time  had  lost  his  shirt  and  was  get- 
ting ready  to  lose  all  the  rest  of  his  raiment,  rushed  to  the 
rescue  of  the  boys  in  this  dangerous  traffic,  and  put  on  the 
statute  books  a  law  like  that  put  on  the  books  the  other  day, 
the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  of  1914,  which  said,  "Uncle  Sam 
will  underwrite  all  losses  in  this  business." 

Let  the  Iwats  be  sunk;  the  Government  Treasury  is  illim- 
itable and  will  foot  the  bills.  What  happened?  When  ships 
went  down  and  word  came  that  Americans  had  gone  to  a 
watery  grave,  you  know  what  happened.  Millions  of  Amer- 
icans, then  not  having  before  them  the  vast  bloody  pano- 
rama of  history  of  the  last  40  years,  said,  "We  will  stop  it 
if  we  have  to  go  to  war;  we  will  not  longer  tolerate  this 
violation  of  our  rights;  we  will  not  suffer  having  Ameri- 
cans 'sunk  without  trace'  on  the  high  seas."  And  to  war 
we  went. 

We  fought  at  least  two  great  wars  over  this  same  doc- 
trine of  freedom  of  the  seas.  When  we  got  through  with 
those  wars  there  was  not  a  line  in  the  treaties  of  peace 


resulting  therefrom,  which  laid  at  rest  this  vexatious  and 
dangerous  issue,  although  it  had  been  the  real,  fundamental 
cause  of  these  two  costly  and  bloody  wars.  That  is  how 
smart  our  diplomats  were.  That  is  the  oblique  fashion  in 
which  diplomats  shape  international  law.  which  is,  in  part, 
made  up  of  treaties,  but  which  is  as  illusory  as  anything 
that  can  be  imagined,  with  no  substance  and  no  reality. 
The  only  place  it  is  real  is  on  the  pages  of  books  written  by 
men  who  have  seen  fit  to  describe  its  application,  if  ever 
it  is  applicable.  It  disappears  in  wartime,  when  it  is  most 
needed. 

I  want  to  go  back  and  call  attention  to  a  published  state- 
ment from  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  House  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  on  May  3  of  this  year: 

Chairman  Soi.  Bloom,  oi  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee, 
said  today  that  the  new  neutrality  act  lias  kept  America  out  of 
war,  averted  loes  of  American  life  and  property,  and  maintained 
commerce 

In  a  formal  statement  on  the  6-month  aruiiversary  of  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt's  signing  of  the  revised  act  which  lifted  the  arms 
embargo.  Representative  Bloom  said  it  also  had  permitted  the 
United  States  to  keep  its  national  defense  modernized  without 
the  necessity  of  spending  huge  sums  for  equipment— 


And  so  forth. 

•     •     •     It  was  said — 


/ 


He  stated — 
that  the  United  States  was  vmwise  In  withdrawing  Its  ships  from 
embattled  areas.  We  were  accused  of  abandoning  the  freedom  of 
the  seas.  The  wisdom  of  the  act  in  this  respect  has  been  demon- 
Btrat«d.  Other  neutral  nations  have  sent  ships  into  the  war  zones 
and  these  ships  have  been  sunk,  with  great  loss  of  life.  The 
United  States  has  not  lost  a  single  ship.  American  citizens  have 
not  perished  In  attacks  upon  American  ships.  This  fact  alone 
vindicates  the  wisdom  of  the  Neutrality  Act. 

If  the  Senate  will  bear  with  me  I  will  go  through  the 
record.  I  call  attention  to  what  the  President  of  the  United 
States  himself  had  to  say  about  the  doctrine  of  freedom  of 
the  seas.  He  said  it  indirectly  through  Secretary  Hull.  To 
a  message  of  July  14.  1939.  which  the  President  sent  to  the 
Congress,  he  appended  a  statement  on  peace  and  neutrality 
by  the  Secretary  of  State.  Cordell  Hull.  Among  the  state- 
ments of  Secretary  Hull,  which  the  President  endorsed,  is 
the  following: 

Furthermore,  under  the  proposals  that  have  been  made  Ameri- 
can nationals  would  be  divested  of  all  right,  title,  and  interest 
In  these  and  other  commodities  before  they  leave  our  shores, 
and  American  citizens  and  ships  would  be  kept  out  of  danger 
zones. 

Controversies  which  would  Involve  the  United  States  are  far 
more  likely  to  arise  from  the  entrance  of  American  ships  or 
American  citizens  in  the  danger  zones,  or  through  the  sinking  on 
the  high  seas  of  American  vessels  carrying  commodities  other  than 
those  covered  by  the  arms  embargo.  In  the  recommendations 
formulated  by  the  Executive  as  a  substitute  for  the  present  legis- 
lation It  was  especially  urged  that  provisions  be  adopted  which 
would  exclude  American  nationals  and  American  ships  from  zones 
where  real  danger  to  their  safety  might  exist,  and  which  would 
divest  goods  of  American  ownership,  thereby  minimizing  to  the 
fullest  extent  the  danger  of  American  Involvement. 

That  is  plain  enough,  is  it  not?    I  desire  to  emphasize  the 

last  line  and  will  repeat  it: 

Thereby  minimizing  to  the  fuUest  extent  the  danger  of  American 
Involvement. 

Mr.  President,  the  truth  of  that  statement  has  been  demon- 
strated, it  seems  to  me.  to  the  satisfaction  of  every  thinking 
human  being.  It  Is  because  our  ships  did  not  go  Into  war 
zones  and  because  we  did  not  rely  on  so-called  international 
law,  which  in  reality  has  no  existence,  that  this  country  so  far 
has  been  kept  out  of  war. 

Five  years  ago  I  stood  on  this  floor  for  3  or  4  hours  and 
emphasized  what  international  law  would  mean  as  a  provoker 
of  war.  To  rely  on  it  would  be  to  go  back  to  the  formula  of 
freedom  of  the  seas,  a  doctrine  whose  history  is  literally  writ- 
ten in  pages  of  blood.  It  is  a  doctrine  that  dragged  America 
Into  war  twice.  I  could  name,  if  I  had  the  time,  many  vol- 
umes written  by  the  most  brilliant  minds  in  the  western  world 
pointing  out  that  defense  of  the  doctrine  of  the  freedom  of  the 
seas  dragged  America  into  these  wars.    Listen  to  Admiral 
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Sims,  who  commanded  our  fleet  during  the  World  War.    He 

was  the  man  who  went  over  to  Britain  and  suj>ervisecl  and 
superintended  our  entire  naval  operations  during  that  bloody 
conflict.  He  was  sj)eaking  of  the  traffic  that  led  men  to 
Insist  upon  this  Government  underwriting  their  ventures 
through  Government  insurance  and  encouraging  them  to 
engage  in  every  way  in  a  traffic  wholly  lawful  under  interna- 
tional law,  which  we  abandoned  to  that  extent  by  our  neu- 
trality law. 

Once  in  a  while  we  hear  some  publicist  say  that  anti- 
war folk  have  suggested  that  munition  makers  dragged  us 
into  the  World  War.  It  was  general  traffic,  whether  it  was 
munitions,  wheat,  cotton,  or  what  not,  that  got  us  into  that 
war.  It  was  the  destruction  of  American  lives  on  ships 
flying  the  American  flag  and  operating  in  war  zones,  that 
got  America  into  the  war.  If  that  is  not  true,  then,  we  will 
have  to  unwrite  all  the  history  of  the  World  War.  Re- 
ferring to  the  situation  confronting  this  country  in  1916, 
Admiral  Sims  said: 

Thus  the  encrmotis  pressure  of  the  golden  stream  of  war  profits 
made  us  Insist  upon  our  right  to  make  money  out  of  the  vital 
needs  of  nations  fighting  for  their  lives,  and  to  Insist  upon  being 
protected  in  this  trad?. 

He  added: 

The  point  of  the  whole  business  Is  this:  We  cannot  keep  out 
of  war  and  at  the  same  time  enforce  the  freedom  of  the  seas — 
and  that  is  the  right  to  make  profits  out  of  countries  in  a  death 
struggle.  If  a  war  arises,  we  must  therefore  choose  between  two 
courses,  between  great  profits  with  grave  risks  of  war,  on  the  one 
hand,  or  smaller  profits  and  less  risk,  on  the  other. 

He  was  talking  at  that  time  about  American  ships  carry- 
ing this  general  commerce.  The  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  Congress,  being  realists,  and  thoroughly  dry 
behind  the  ears,  decided  to  hereafter  keep  American  ships 
cut  of  this  sort  of  business  so  far  as  the  war  zones  were 
concerned.  Thus  the  so-called  cash-and-carry  idea  was 
adopted  which  was  the  wisest  and  sanest  provision  which 
this  body  ever  wrote  Into  law,  for  it  has  so  far  been  the 
great  bulwark  that  has  kept  America  from  being  plunged 
again  into  a  bloody  conflict,  through  loss  of  ships. 

Last  year  in  the  Merry-Oo-Round  column,  there  appeared 
a  story  about  Mr.  O'Connor,  a  Representative  from  Mon- 
tana, going  down  to  see  the  President,  and  Mr.  O'Connor  Is 
quoted  as  asking  the  President.  "How  can  you  reconcile  repeal 
of  the  embargo  with  keeping  this  country  out  of  war?" 

I  now  read  the  brief  quotation;  it  is  very  interesting.  If  it  is 
not  accurate,  if  it  does  not  actually  quote  the  President,  It 
certainly  "ties  in"  with  his^wn  statement  which  he  sent  to 
us,  which  adopted  the  statement  of  Secretary  Hull  and  which 
he  endorsed. 

"But.  Mr.  President,"  asked  O'Connor,  "how  can  you  reconcUe 
repeal  of  the  embargo  with  keeping  this  country  out  of  war?" 

The  President's  answer  to  this  was  another  question.  "Jim,  what 
do  you  think  got  us  into  the  last  war?" 

"As  I  see  It,  two  things  were  responsible.  Entangling  credit 
alliances  and  the  sinking  of  our  ships." 

"Very  weU."  retorted  Roosevelt.  "The  neutrality  bill  guards 
against  the  sinking  of  our  ships  by  excluding  them  from  combat 
areas,  and  the  Senate  has  banned  credits  through  an  amendment.') 

I  should  hesitate  to  use  that  sort  of  a  quotation  unless  It 
were  verified  by  the  President,  except  for  the  fact  that  the 
President  himself  has  put  the  stamp  of  approval  upon  that 
doctrine  by  O.  K.'ing  the  statement  of  Secretary  Hull. 

I  now  quote  Mr.  Rajrmond  Clapper  on  May  7  of  this  year. 
I  am  only  going  to  read  a  few  lines  of  this  article.  He  said, 
in  one  of  his  articles: 

When  Germany  tried  to  exclude  our  ships  from  the  danger  zone 
In  the  first  World  War,  we  went  Into  the  war.  This  time  we  volun- 
tarily imposed  an  even  more  severe  restriction  upon  ourselves  In 
the  belief  that  It  would  minimize  the  danger  of  our  becoming 
Involved. 

Let  me  digress  to  say  that  that  Is  precisely  what  the  Presi- 
dent says  through  Secretary  Hull,  to  the  effect  that  we  have 
completely,  and  to  the  greatest  extent  possible,  minimized  the 
possibility  of  our  getting  into  war. 


Again  quoting  Mr.  Clapper: 

Whatever  may  come  to  pass,  the  Neutrality  Act  would  seem  to 
have  Justified  its  purpose  thus  far.  Shipping  lines  may  have  lost 
some  profitable  war  business.  Yet  most  of  the  displaced  ships 
have  gone  into  service  on  other  runs.  And  up  to  now  no  Amer- 
ican ship  has  been  sunk.  Why?  Because  the  seas  are  safe  for 
neutrals?  No.  Neutrals  have  had  more  ships  sunk  than  the 
British,  although  not  as  much  in  tonnage.  More  thaiv  200  neutral 
ships  have  been  sunk.  The  reason  none  of  them  was  an  American 
ship  was  because  our  Neutrality  Act  kept  American  ships  out  of 
danger  zones. 

Not  only  have  American  ships  been  spared.  American  lives 
have  been  spared.  Except  for  the  Athenia.  sunk  west-t>ound  the 
night  war  was  declared,  Americans  have  been  safe — largely  be- 
cause under  the  Neutrality  Act  we  have  not  permitted  Americans 
to  travel  on  belligerent  ships  except  by  special  permission. 

We  may  not  continue  to  tie  so  fortunate,  yet  that  la  the  record 
up  to  now.     And  the  war  is  8  months  old. 

Consider  the  situation  when  the  first  World  War  was  Just  9 
months  old. 

Let  me  digress  at  this  point  to  say  that  this  war  Is.  I 
think,  now  between  8  and  9  months  old,  so  Mr.  Clapper's 
application  of  facts  is  applicable. 

To  resvime: 

Twenty-five  years  ago.  on  May  7.  1915.  the  Lusitania  went  down 
Read  Walter  Mlllls  In  The  Road  To  War.  Of  159  American  pas- 
sengers aboard,  124  were  lost.  Besides  munitions,  destined  for 
England,  the  Lusitania  carried  129  children,  of  whom  94  went 
down.  Americans  included  sightseers,  passengers  bound  for 
Europe  to  see  the  fun. 

That  tragedy  set  off  American  agitation  for  going  into  the  war. 
Successive  Incidents  increased  the  cry  for  war.  The  Wilson  ad- 
ministration defended  the  right  of  American  citizens  to  travel  on 
belligerent  ships.  High  officials  here  may  have  had  a  conviction 
that  it  was  necessary  for  the  United  States  to  go  Into  the  first 
World  War  to  save  the  British  Empire.  But  the  case  for  war 
gained  its  popular  support  through  American  Indignation  over 
the  loss  of  American  lives  in  submarine  sinkings. 

Thanks  to  the  Neutrality  Act.  the  issue  is  being  kept  this  time 
to  the  fundamental  question.  It  is  not  complicated  by  mass  fury 
over  the  loss  of  American  lives  In  EXiropean  waters. 

No  nation  should  go  into  war  except  upon  the  clear  ground  of 
national  self-interest.  It  may  be  more  difficult  to  take  this 
Nation  into  war  without  the  aid  of  Inflammatory  incidents  to 
arouse  popular  passion.  But  the  at>6ence  of  such  Incidents,  thanks 
largely  to  the  Neutrality  Act.  gives  us  time  to  think.  If  the  case 
for  intervention  cannot  stand  on  Ita  own  feet  before  the  American 
people,  well-informed  and  intelligent  as  they  are,  then  it  can 
scarcely  be  a  stifflciently  conclusive  case  to  warrant  the  sacrifices 
that  war  requires 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  BONE.     Yes:  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  When  the  Senator  mentions  the  Lusitania. 
It  may  be  well  to  remember  that  when  the  war  broke  out  the 
British  liner  Lusitania  became  a  British  auxiliary  cruiser,  on 
their  naval  list:  yet  she  was  permitted  to  carry  passengers. 
Including  American  passengers,  though  she  was  an  auxiliary 
cruiser.  It  may  be  well  to  remember,  too.  that  she  was  a 
British  ship,  though  most  of  our  fellow  citizens  seem  to  think 
the  Lusitania  was  an  American  ship;  and  we  find  that  im- 
pression in  conversation  on  the  streets  today. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  realize  that  that  is  true.  There  was  extant 
at  that  time  a  popular  idea  that  the  Lusitania  was  an  Ameri- 
can ship:  and,  of  course.  Americans  were  violently  inflamed 
by  the  sinking  of  the  Lusitania.  I  seriously  doubt  whether 
there  is  in  this  body  a  man  who  does  not  sincerely  and  hon- 
estly and  wholeheartedly  believe  that  the  sinking  of  Ameri- 
can ships  would  again  be  the  one  thing  that  would  most 
quickly  send  us  into  the  hell  of  war. 

I  am  emphasizing  this  matter  because  I  have  a  purpose  In 
doing  so.  I  am  now  going  to  examine  the  testimony  of 
Colonel  Knox  and  tell  you  what  he  thinks  about  this  same 
doctrine  of  "freedom  of  the  seas"  and  international  law. 

I  should  also  like  to  quote  at  considerable  length  Mr. 
Charles  Warren,  former  Assistant  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States:  but  out  of  a  spirit  of  charity  for  my  brethren 
I  am  not  going  to  do  It,  because  I  do  not  want  to  take  too 
much  time  In  presenting  my  own  vie^xTJoint. 

It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  Mr.  Warren's  conclusions  agree 
with  those  I  have  expressed,  that  there  Is  no  such  thing  as 
International  law  in  wartime,  that  it  ceases  to  exist,  and 
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that  any  suggestion  that  It  can  be  relied  on  Is  like  trying  to 
lay  one's  hands  on  a  ghost.  It  is  like  a  fire  department 
which  is  notified  of  a  fire,  but  merely  says,  "Well,  we  are 
sleeping  at  this  moment.  Let  the  fire  burn.  We  will  come 
out  and  squirt  some  water  on  it  when  the  ashes  are  cold." 
Just  how  long  would  you  tolerate  that  kind  of  a  fire  depart- 
ment? And  who  would  be  bold  enough  to  say  that  that  is 
the  sort  of  a  fire  department  he  wants?  Would  you  make 
him  mayor  of  the  city?  Would  you  appoint  him  a  member 
of  the  city  counsel,  when  he  insisted  that  he  wanted  to  rely 
on  a  fire  department  that  was  useless  when  a  fire  was 
blazing? 

The  relevancy  of  this  argument  more  clearly  appears 
from  the  testimony  of  Colonel  Knox,  because  when  Colonel 
Knox  was  before  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  of  which 
I  am  a  member,  I  Interrogated  him  at  considerable  length 
on  his  attitude  toward  this  doctrine  of  freedom  of  the  seas. 
I  wanted  to  find  out  whether  he  believed  in  a  flre  depart- 
ment that  actually  put  out  fires,  or  whether  he  believed  In 
a  fire  department  that  rowdies  smashed  up  while  a  building 
was  burning  down.  So  I  am  going  to  read  the  record  of  the 
testimony,  which  is  on  the  desk  of  every  Senator. 

We  entered  into  a  general  colloquy  about  wartime  traffic 
and  the  use  of  American-flag  ships  going  into  war  zones, 
and  that  led  to  specific  questions:  Let  me  read  some  ques- 
tions and  the  answers. 

Senator  Bonx.  That  is  precisely  what  would  happen.  Colonel.  If 
you  repealed  that  part  of  the  Neutrality  Act  which  forbids  American 
vessels  going   into   zones  teenung  with   submarines. 

We  had  been  discussing  this  business  of  ships  getting 
blo^^-n  up. 

Colonel  Kj*ox.  That  would  depend  upon  the  attitude  that  the  ad- 
ministration would  take. 

•  •••••• 

Senator  Bone.  Well,  we  fought  two  wars  over  this  freedom  of  the 
seas  business  and  it  is  not  establlsbed  now.  Is  it? 

Colonel  Knox.  No. 

Senator  Bone.  Was  there  a  line  in  any  one  of  the  treaties,  the 
Treaty  of  Ghent  or  the  treaties  that  grew  out  of  the  World  War. 
that  established  and  laid  at  rest  this  question  of  the  freedom  of 
the  was? 

Colonel  Knox.  I  don't  know.  sir. 

Senator  Bone.  Well.  I  will  teU  you  now  that  there  was  not,  and 
so  we  fought  two  bloody  wars  over  an  issue  that  still  remains 
tinsettled. 

Colonel  Knox.  That  Is  true. 

Senator  Bone.  And  I  take  it  that  yotir  view  is  that  we  should 
again  make  the  problem  even  more  difficult  by  wiping  out  the  one 
iMUTler  to  American  vessels  being  sunk,  which,  as  sure  as  you  and 
I  are  in  this  room.  Colonel,  would  lead  to  war;  men  going  down  to 
a  watery  grave,  with  the  American  flag  at  the  masthead,  would  do 
more  to  inflame  public  opinion  toward  war  tlian  anything  else. 

Again  coming  back  to  this  question : 

Senator  Bonx.  Under  International  law  there  Is  no  barrier  to  a 
neutral  vesael  going  into  belligerent  waters. 

Oo  back  to  Admiral  Sims'  doctrine,  and  he  said  that  if  we  were 
going  to  protect  that  doctrine  it  meant  war,  it  meant  that  you 
wotild  have  to  convoy  thoee  ships. 

Colonel  Knox.  That  is  an  act  of  war. 

Senator  Bone.  Precisely,  and  that  Is  the  only  way  they  could  get 
through. 

And  then  we  got  cflf  into  a  discussion  of  the  rescue  ships, 
some  tearing  Red  Cross  labels,  and  I  suggested  to  Colonel 
Knox  that  they  were  not  carrying  munitions  of  war  or  con- 
traband, and  the  Colonel  said: 

That  Is  true. 

I  again  Interrogated  him,  as  follows: 

Are  you  aware  that  during  the  World  War  Great  BrlUln  and 
Prance  put  practicaUy  every  known  object  of  commerce  on  their  list 
of  contraband? 

Colonel  Knox.  Yes;  I  am  aware  of  that. 

Senator  Bone.  Well,  there  isn't  anything  known  to  mortal  men 
that  could  be  shipped  over  there  today  that  wouldn't  be  oonua- 
band  of  war.  and  therefore  every  ship  carrying  that  stuff  would  be 
Immediately  subjected  to  an  attack  by  the  veswta  of  the  belligerent 
powrn«     Now,  do  you  want  us  to  run  that  risk? 

Colonel  Knox.  I  want  us  to  repeal  the  Neutrality  Act  for  other 
reasons  than  that. 
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Senator  Bone.  But  sinking  our  vessels  is  the  thing  that  dragged 
us  into  the  World  War  and  you  want  to  repeal  the  neutrality  law 
for  other  reasons.  Do  you  want  to  walk  away  entirely  from  the 
most  highly   provocative  factor  of  ail? 

Colonel  Knox.  No. 

Senator  Bone.  I  want  to  know  your  state  of  mind  about  that. 

Colonel  Knox.  I  would  assume  that  no  administration  would 
want  to  get  us  into  war,  and  would  prevent  provocative  acts. 

Senator  Bone.  You  recall  that  we  had  a  campaign  in  1916  about 
getting  into  the  war.  and  nobody  wants  to  go  into  a  war,  and 
when  war  was  declared  we  were  assured  that  we  would  merely  send 
a  token  regiment  over  there,  that  we  would  not  send  troops. 

Colonel   Knox.  Yes. 

Then  he  suggests  that  he  Is  familiar  with  the  fact  that 
when  war  was  declared  there  was  a  general  impression  that 
troops  would  not  be  sent  to  Europe,  and  he  says  that 
statements  of  that  kind  were  made  at  the  time. 

Then,  in  attempting  to  defend  his  idea  about  repesding 
the  Neutrality  Act,  which  carries  with  it  the  repeal  of  the 
prohibiUon  against  American  vessels  going  into  the  zones 
teeming  with  submarines  of  belligerent  powers,  we  went  back 
to  the  discussion.    I  said: 

Senator  Bone.  If  we  went  back  to  that,  and  ships  were  sunk, 
flying  the  American  flag,  would  that.  In  your  mind,  be  a  Justifica- 
tion for  war? 

Colonel  Knox.  No. 

Senator  Bone.  What  would  you  do  about  It? 

Then  Colonel  Knox  referred  to  what  he  calls  "vital  Ameri- 
can rights"  which  we  have  surrendered  under  the  Neutrality 
Act.  one  of  them  being  the  right  to  freely  traverse  danger 
zones  in  belligerent  waters.  Then  I  interrogated  him  as 
follows : 

Senator  Bone.  Don't  you  think  that  the  people,  dxirlng  the  World 
War.  who  went  into  zones  knowing  they  were  teeming  with  subma- 
rines must  have  fully  understood  they  were  taking  a  long  risk? 

Colonel  Knox.  They  did. 

Senator  Bone.  And  yet  we  made  that  the  reason  for  entering 
war — the  fundamental  reason. 

Colonel  Knox.  That  is  why  we  amended  the  law  this  time  so 
that  wouldn't  occur. 

Senator  Bone.  But  you  suggest  we  Junk  aU  that  and  go  back  to 
the  same  old  hazardous  game? 

That  is  to  say,  rely  on  International  law. 

Colonel  Knox  said,  as  appears  on  page  54: 

I  believe  that  it  is  unwise  for  tis  to  abridge  a  liberty  which  we 
have  enjoyed  from  the  time  our  Government  was  organized  in  order 
to  accomplish  that.  I  think  that  can  be  accomplished  without  that 
legal  infringement  of  our  rights. 

The  "right"  he  refers  to  is  the  right  of  some  fellow  to  send 
an  American  vessel  Into  a  war  zone  where  it  will  be  simk. 
Even  though  you  have  no  stake  in  it,  your  son  has  no  stake 
in  it,  the  sons  of  millions  of  Americans  have  no  interest  or 
stake  in  that  vessel,  yet  they  are  to  be  drawn  or  sucked  into 
a  war  to  vindicate  the  private  shipper's  right,  which  Colonel 
Knox  calls  "a  vital  American  right."  An  army  of  boys  would 
have  to  vindicate  that  sort  of  a  "right"  and  the  exercise  of 
that  right  with  their  lives  and  their  blood.  That  is  the  hon- 
estly expressed  viewpoint  of  Colonel  Knox,  who,  if  confirmed, 
will  sit  at  the  elbow  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  and 
advise  him  on  international  matters  in  these  uncertain  hours 
when  a  false  move  may  mean  war.  Imagine  the  immediate 
possibility  of  "incidents"  occuring — deadly  and  highly  pro- 
vocative incidents.  Let  our  ships  be  blown  up,  and  we  are  on 
the  road  to  war.  and  nothing  would  stop  us  in  such  a  course. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Do  I  understand  the  able  Senator  to  say 
that  Colonel  Knox  revealed  his  position  to  be  that  he  wished 
us  to  go  back  to  the  situation  In  which  we  were  when  we 
entered  the  first  World  War? 

Mr.  BONE.  Colonel  Knox  frankly  says  that  he  wants  to 
Junk  every  line  of  the  Neutrality  Act  and  go  back  to  and 
rely  upon  international  law.  knowing  full  well  that  intema- 
tlcnal  law  could  not  protect  American  vessels  in  a  war  zone; 
that  they  would  be  sunk  one  after  another,  and  we  would  be 
in  war  as  fast  as  we  could  get  into  it.  America  would  again 
blaze  with  wrath. 
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X  asked  Colonel  Knox  this  question: 

Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  now  that  Oerman  submarines 
wouldn't  sink  the  vessels  now  as  they  did  in  1915  and  1916? 
Ck)lonel  Knox.  They  would. 

I  admire  his  candor.  But  think  of  a  man  urging  that  we 
now  discard  our  cash-and-carry  neutrality  law  which  is 
the  one  thing  which  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  the  cliairman  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  which  the  chairman  of  our  own 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  assure  us  has  protected  us 
in  all  these  8  or  9  months  of  bloody  warfare.  He  wants  to 
cast  it  away  like  a  worthless  bubble.  That  he  would  urge 
svich  a  course  upon  the  President  seems  too  clear  for  dispute. 
Colonel  Knox  is  a  man  with  firm  convictions,  or  I  misjudge 

his  type. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3^eld? 

Mr.  BONE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Then  perhaps  the  title  or  description  I 
sometimes  see  about  these  two  gentlemen,  that  they  are  inter- 
ventionists, may  be  justified. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  do  not  know  what  their  purpose  is.  I  am 
confining  this  argument  to  the  fact  that  Colonel  Knox  wants 
to  throw  away  the  fire  hose  when  the  building  is  burning. 
Either  he  is  right  or  the  President  is  right.  They  cannot 
both  be  right.  The  President  says  the  thing  that  has  kept  this 
country  out  of  war — speaking  tlirough  the  typewriter  of  Sec- 
retary Hull — the  one  thing  that  has  so  far  kept  us  out  of  war 
is  the  fact  that  under  our  neutrality  law  American  vessels  are 
keeping  out  of  war  zones  where  they  would  surely  be  sunk. 
Colonel  Knox  says  the  President  is  dead  wrong.  If  he  says 
the  President  is  dead  wrong,  certainly  he  could  not  object  to  a 
Senator  questioning  his  judgment  or  the  wisdom  of  his  posi- 
tion, or  fearing  his  influence  in  such  a  vital  matter. 

I  asked  Colonel  Knox  this  question: 

Do  you  believe  that  the  American  nature  has  changed  since  then, 
or  Is  It  still  the  same  old  American  nature? 

Colonel  Knox.  It  is  stlU  the  same  old  American  nature. 

Senator  Bone.  And  we  could  expect,  in  the  normal  coiirse  of 
events,  precisely  the  same  reaction  from  the  130.000,000  Americans — 
war.  stop  these  fellows,  they  are  Interfering  with  a  right  which  Is  a 
traditional  right,  a  right  recognized  through  the  ages. 

Now,  one  other  thing.  Do  you  know  any  belligerent  power  In  the 
World  War  that  res(>ected  international  law? 

Colonel  Knox.  Not  even  ourselves. 

Imagine  that.  Of  course,  he  is  not  a  lawyer,  but  what 
would  be  thought  of  a  lawyer  who  insisted  upon  absolute 
reverence  for  and  naive  reliance  upon  a  theory  of  law  when 
he  says  in  the  same  breath  that  even  his  own  countrymen 
do  not  respect  it  and  no  belligerent  power  respects  it?  What 
sort  of  ducks  and  drakes  are  we  making  of  this  whole  pattern 
of  life  in  America,  not  to  say  legislative  pattern,  when  a  man 
who  is  to  be  the  adviser  of  the  highest  oflBcer  of  this  Gov- 
ernment tells  us  that  we  must  hereafter  rely  upon  a  theory 
that  no  one  respects  or  obeys.  Fortunately,  we  have  an  ex- 
ample of  a  deadly,  deadly  danger.  A  few  nights  ago  I  was 
Ijing  in  my  bedroom  listening  to  the  radio,  and  a  flash  came. 
"United  States  warship  Barry  sunk  by  a  German  submarine." 
The  folks  in  my  apartment  house  jumped  up  and  said,  "My 
God!  That  means  war."  Search  your  hearts  and  state 
whether  you  could  find  anything  but  a  quiver  of  fear  when 
you  heard  that  news.  I  venture  that  every  man  in  this  body 
realized  that  here  was  a  hideous  threat  against  peace;  that  at 
last  war  was  coming  to  America.  Do  you  remember  the 
Maine?  Let  a  German  submarine  torpedo  an  American  bat- 
tleship and  see  how  long  we  stay  out  of  war.  What  more 
argument  do  we  need?  How  shall  we  justly  appraise  the 
viewpoint  of  a  man  who  would  throw  away  a  life  preserver, 
who  would  cut  a  fire  hose  when  a  building  is  burning  and 
little  children  are  in  the  building?  Shall  we  juggle  with  the 
lives  of  an  army  of  men  who  will  die  if  war  comes? 

I  asked  him: 

Why  do  you  want  to  rely  on  It  (International  law)  when  It  is 
*  frail  reed? 

Then  I  asked  him  if  he  was  familiar  with  the  quoted  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Sol  Bloom,  of  the  House  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee. 


The  colonel  also  wants  all  "aid  to  the  Allies  short  of  war." 
That  is  another  interesting  aspect  of  the  present  situation, 
which  we  canvassed. 

I  do  not  know  whether  my  colleagues  have  read  his  testi- 
mony. If  they  will  take  the  trouble  to  read  it  they  will 
find  not  only  this  theory  advanced  by  Colonel  Knox  of 
reljrlng  upon  something  which  has  no  existence,  but  they 
will  also  find  him  making  a  statement  which  should  clarify 
the  "aid  to  the  Allies"  picture  for  the  American  people  more 
than  any  other  statement  made  recently. 

A  few  days  ago  I  took  the  liberty  of  rising  on  this  floor 
and  saying  that  we  should  clarify  this  war  picture  for  the 
American  people  in  order  to  allay  and  still  some  of  the  fear 
that  was  being  generated  by  speeches  and  radio  and  press 
commentators.  In  hundreds  of  publications  In  this  coun- 
try. Including  that  of  Colonel  Knox,  there  has  been  the  cry 
of  "all  aid  to  the  Allies  short  of  war."  Some  of  the  edi- 
torial comment  has  been  so  unfortunately  phrased  as  to 
leave  in  the  public  mind  the  idea  that  we  were  somehow  hold- 
ing back  and  not  giving  the  Allies  all  aid  short  of  war.  I 
wanted  to  put  the  matter  to  rest,  and  to  whom  might  I  better 
ask  the  question  than  the  man  who  is  to  be  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy?  Colonel  Knox  is  an  able  editor.  He  should  know. 
So  I  asked  Colonel  Knox  to  describe  to  the  committee  this 
process  of  giving  aid  to  the  Allies  and  to  tell  us  where  it  had 
fallen  down.  I  shall  read  just  a  little  of  the  testimony.  I 
think  the  American  press  would  do  this  country  and  all  of 
its  citizens  a  great  service  if  they  would  reprint  this  portion 
of  Colonel  Knox's  testimony.    It  is  very  brief. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  Senator  has  referred  to  the  slogan 
we  have  heard  about  "aid  to  the  Allies."    Which  ally? 

Mr.  BONE.    Colonel  Knox  answers  about  the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Which  ally?  The  AlUes  are  fighting 
each  other  now,  so  which  ally  are  we  to  aid? 

Mr.  BONE.  I  will  admit  that  the  present  plcttire  is  so 
kaleidoscopic,  so  weird,  that  it  defies  description.  Allies 
have  become  enemies. 

One  does  not  have  to  go  to  the  gallery  of  the  Louvre,  or 
wander  through  Paris  or  old  France,  to  realize  what  a  peculiar 
pattern  of  life  has  bsen  woven  in  that  unhappy  country ;  and 
the  same  may  be  said  as  to  almost  every  European  coimtry. 
I  am  a  great  lover  of  history.  I  have  read  the  story  of 
Prance  written  by  Thomas  Watson  years  ago.  I  have  read 
Carlyle's  French  Revolution.  I  have  a  sizable  library  of 
French  history,  and  I  still  find  interest  in  the  story  of 
Charles  Martel.  the  Hammer  of  Tours,  of  Charles  the  Bold. 
Conde  Vauban,  Turrene.  and  Louis  Le  Grand,  and  all  the 
glories  and  the  depths  of  iniquity  of  the  French  court.  The 
same  conditions  prevailed  in  all  the  other  courts  of  Europe. 
For  2.000  years,  since  the  day  when  Varus  took  his  Roman 
legions  into  the  dark,  gloomy  forests  of  what  is  now  modem 
Germany,  and  there  saw  them  consumed  in  the  withering 
fire  of  the  Army  of  Arminius,  that  segment  of  Europe  has  been 
a  bloody  cockpit. 

I  took  the  liberty  of  asking  Colonel  Knox  if  he  knew  of  any 
period  in  European  history,  in  all  that  sweep  of  time,  twenty 
centuries,  when  Europe  was  in  repose  for  any  length  of  time, 
and  he  admitted  that  he  knew  of  no  period  when  there  was 
any  repose  there.  The  nationalistic,  racial,  and  religious 
differences  have  made  Europe  one  living  and  breathing 
human  hell  for  2.000  years,  and  it  is  worse  now,  because  there 
are  so  many  more  people  in  Europe  than  there  have  ever  been 
before.    Problems  multiply  with  the  increase  of  population. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Smathers  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Washington  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  A  short  time  ago  I  ran  across  the  Minerva 
survey  of  wars,  conflicts,  rebellions,  and  armed  clashes  of  one 
kind  or  another  which  had  occvured  in  Europe  and  concerning 
Europe  and  Its  colonies.  The  number  of  conflicts  given  in 
that  survey  was  450  in  the  last  448  years,  2  more  conflicts 
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than  1  a  year  since  Christopher  Colimibus  discovered  America. 
If  we  are  going  to  save  Europe  by  war.  we  had  better  build 
stone  barracks  over  there  and  stay  there  permanently. 
Europe's  troubles  are  Europe's,  not  Ameri^^.  Let  them 
settle  their  own  quarrels,  real-estate  titles.  •WRHSoundary  dis- 
putes. I  am  not  concerned  about  Europe.  Asia,  and  Africa; 
I  am  concerned  about  America  and  American  interests- 
nothing  more  than  that  and  nothing  less  than  that. 

Mr.  BONE.  Of  course.  I  doubt  if  any  student  of  European 
history  can  be  found  bold  enough  to  say  that  we  should  under- 
take to  recast  the  European  picture.  The  present  situation  is 
one  which  would  melt  a  heart  of  stone.  I  have  great  com- 
passion in  my  heart  for  the  people  of  Europe.     They  have 

the  misfortune  to  be  bom  on  a  wretched  continent,  but  I 
do  not  want  to  see  my  own  country  destroyed  in  an  attempt 
to  resurrect  Europe  from  the  slotigh  of  despond  into  which 
it  has  fallen.  I  emphasize  this  fact  because  I  know  war  wiU 
destroy  our  country.  Everyone  wiftiin  the  sound  of  my  voice 
knows  that  the  moment  war  begins  certain  laws  wiU  go  on 
the  statute  books.  What  those  statutes  will  be  was  brought 
out  in  the  hearings  before  the  Munitions  Committee.  Those 
proposed  statutes  will  set  up  a  dicUtorship  in  America. 

If  we  fight  totalitarianism  by  force,  the  first  price  we  shall 
pay  is  the  destruction  of  our  own  democracy.  If  any  Sena- 
tors have  any  doubt  of  that  statement  let  them  read  the  bills 
to  which  I  referred.  We  go  to  the  rescue  of  some  other  nation 
and  we  sacrifice  everything  that  we  tell  the  world  we  are 
fighting  for.  Shall  we  destroy  the  thing  we  love?  There 
is  not  a  Senator  here  who  does  not  know  that  this  coimtry 
will  be  a  dictatorship  the  moment  war  starts,  and  yet  we  rise 
day  after  day  and  damn  and  execrate  the  whole  theory  of 
dictatorial  government.  Yet  modem  total  war  requires  that 
sort  of  government.    That  is  why  I  fear  It. 

Let  us  now  see  what  Colonel  Knox  has  in  mind  about  "aid  to 
the  Allies  short  of  war."    Let  us  examine  Colonel  Knox: 

Senator  Bone.  Colonel  Knox,  you  have  stated  that  the  aid  short 
of  war  which  vou  envision  would  be  necessary,  was  the  aid  that  our 
private  manufacturers  could  give  France  and  England;  am  I  correct? 

Colonel  Knox.  Yes;  that  Is  correct. 

I  hope  the  American  press  will  quote  Colonel  Knox  on  this 
matter  of  aid  to  the  Allies. 

Senator  Bonk.  Now,  so  that  the  chronological  order  may  be  prop- 
erly presented,  you  recaU  that  that  part  of  the  Neutrality  Act  which 
forbade  the  sale  of  munitions  of  war  to  belligerents  was  promptly 
repealed  right  after  the  declaration  of  war;  that  is  correct,  la  It  not? 

Colonel  KNOX.  Yes. 

Senator  Bonk.  Do  you  know  now.  as  a  publisher,  any  bar.  legal 
or  otherwise,  that  has  stood  in  the  way  of  a  free  and  unlimited  sale 
of  munitions  of  war  by  private  manufacturers  in  this  country  to 
England  and   France? 

Colonel  KNOX.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any. 

Senator  Boni.  The  aid  short  of  war  to  which  you  made  reference 
has  been  freely  extended,  so  far  as  American  private  faculties  per- 
mit? 

Colonel  Knox.  I  think  you  are  correct. 

Senator  Bonx.  There  has  t>een  no  single  barrier  Interposed? 

Colonel  KNOX.  That  Is  true. 

Senator  Bonx.  For  some  reason,  I  do  not  know  what  reason,  there 
has  been  an  impression  left  In  the  minds  of  the  public  by  certain 
publishers  that  there  waa  some,  to  the  public  invisible,  barrier  to 
the  free  sale  of  munition*  of  war  to  the  Allies. 

Colonel  Knox.  No.  _^    *w  * 

Senator  Bone.  WIU  you  state,  for  the  ptirpose  of  the  record,  that 
no  such  thing  has  existed  since  the  beginning  of  war? 

Colonel  Knox.  That  Is  correct. 

Senator  Bone.  That  is  your  xinderstandlng? 

Colonel  Knox.  It  Is.  ^      .     ^    ....  w  *  **.       . 

Senator  Bone.  Everybody  In  Congress  understands  It.  but  there  is 
a  grow  misconception  In  the  public  mind.  That  fact  has  been 
obacured  In  the  press  of  the  country.  As  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 
I  know  of  no  t>amer  that  has  existed  in  the  free  and  unlimited  sale 
of  every  kind  of  munitions  of  war  to  Prance  and  England  practically 
since  the  outbreak  of  the  war. 

Let  me  add  that  no  barrier  has  existed  to  the  sale  of  any 
sort  of  commodities  to  the  Allies.  After  war  started  they, 
of  course,  had  to  ship  such  freight,  including  war  munitions, 
in  their  own  vessels. 

Before  the  outbreak  of  the  war  there  was  no  barrier  there 
on  the  sale  of  food  or  munitions  or  anything  else,  so  that 
England  and  Prance  have  always  had  access  to  everything 
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we  marketed,  and  could  produce,  at  any  time  stretching  back 
over  the  years. 
I  continue  to  read: 

Senator  Bone.  Therefore,  If  there  has  been  any  delay.  It  h«« 
been  due  to  the  InabUity  of  American  manxifacturers  to  supply  the 
demands  of  both  Prance  and  E^ngland. 

Colonel  Knox.  And  partially,  I  suspect,  because  of  mechanical 
difficulties. 

Senator  Bonk.  Well,  mechanical  difnciiltles  of  tooling  up  fac- 
tories. 

Colonel  Knox.  Yes. 

Then  the  colonel  goes  on  to  add: 

Then  I  think  there  was  a  lot  of  delay  Incurred  In  getting  ade- 
quate supplies  to  the  AUles  through  their  own  metho<ls  of  purchase. 
Which  were  very  slow  and  very  costly.  I  am  talking  wholly  from 
What  has  been  told  me  by  plane  manufacturers.  One  of  the  diffi- 
culties Included  the  purchasing  commission  that  has  been  here 
from  England  and  France. 

I  referred  to  the  fact  that  seme  of  our  mall  seems  to  carry 
the  suggestion  that  there  has  been  some  sort  of  a  barrier 
somewhere  against  the  sale  of  food  and  clothing  and  muni- 
tions of  war.  Colonel  Knox  suggested  Immediately  that  he 
knew  of  no  such  barrier,  and  that  it  has  no  existence  in  fact. 

Now.  that  ought  to  be  sufficient  to  lay  at  rest  any  question 
about  this  matter,  but  I  probed  the /colonel's  mind  a  l.ttle 
further,  and  I  said  this: 

Senator  Bone.  Are  you  prepared  to  say  to  us  now  that  you  think 
that  the  private  interests  of  this  country,  whom  you  have  defined 
as  the  agencies  through  which  the  "short  of  war"  help  should  be 
given,  have  defaulted  in  any  way  In  this  program? 

Colonel  Knox.  I  don't  know,  sir;  I  don't  know. 

Senator  Bonk.  WeU,  you  have  been  writing  editorials  about  this 
"short  of  war'  aid.  and  I  wandered  Just  how  you  would  define  any 
course  of  conduct  beyond  what  has  been  already  accomplished  in 

Colonel  Knox.  There  Is  nothing  that  I  can  suggest  that  hasn't 
been  done,  except  this.  Let  me  make  this  qualification,  and  this  is 
more  or  less  on  hearsay  evidence.  I  have  talked  with  a  number  of 
munitions  and  airplane  manufacturers,  and  they  lay  a  large  portion 
of  the  blame  for  failure  to  get  more  supplies  to  the  Allies  before 
this  crisis  arose  upon  the  AUles*  shoulders. 

Senator  Bone.  Then,  there  can  be  no  blame  attaching  to  either 
this  country  in  a  governmental  way  or  the  business  interest!? 

Colonel  Knox.  That  Is  right.  »,„„i^.™ 

Senator  Bonk.  U  there  be  blame,  it  must  rest  upon  the  shoulders 
of  those  who  failed  properly  to  handle  the  situation  on  the  other 
tide  of  the  Atlantic? 

Colonel  Knox.  That  is  right. 

I  am  not  going  to  read  any  more  of  it.  Sufficient  to  say 
that  Colonel  Knox  said  that  if  England  and  Prance  did  not 
get  all  they  wanted  in  the  way  of  aid,  it  was  their  own  fault. 

That  only  clarifies  that  one  particular  part  of  the  picture. 
The  real  danger  in  this  thing  is  that  Colonel  Knox,  now  to 
be  a  confidential  adviser  of  the  President,  says  we  must  throw 
away  the  one  thing  which  the  President  and  our  own  brethren 
here  in  the  Senate  solemnly  assert  has  kept  us  out  of  war. 
He  would  restore  the  "vital  right"  of  American  vessels  to  enter 
war  zones  for  trade.  He  would  swing  wide  open  the  gates  of 
opportunity  for  a  few  men,  bent  on  profits,  to  Incontinently 
thrust  130,000,000  of  us  Into  war  In  an  attempt  to  vindicate 
such  a  right — a  "vital  right"  is  his  characterization. 

The  President  repels  such  an  idea.  The  chairman  of  the 
House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  RepresentaUve  Sol  Bloom. 
has  repudiated  this  dangerous  doctrine.  The  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  the  able  Senator 
from  Nevada  I  Mr.  Pittmam]  shares  their  views,  because  he 
said  repeatedly  on  the  floor  of  this  body  that  the  thing  which 
has  kept  us  out  of  war  was  the  fact  that  our  ships  did  not 
go  into  the  war  zone,  and  that  our  action  in  this  regard  is 
sound  and  salutary.  Yet  we  are  urged  by  our  own  vote  on 
Colonel  Knox  to  repudiate  what  we  have  done.  We  voted 
this  cash-and-carry  provision  on  the  statute  books.  Why  in 
the  name  of  Heaven  should  we  vote  it  off  again,  by  a  process 
of  indirection?  Let  us  be  consistent.  If  you  were  hiring  a 
man  you  would  not  hire  one  who  fimdamentally  disagreed 
with  your  theory  of  running  your  business.  What  the  Presi- 
dent approves  is  the  very  thing  that  Mr.  Knox  decries  as 
wholly  bad. 
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Mr.  President.  I  have  said  those  things  which  are  in  ray 
heart,  and  that  is  the  reason  I  cannot  vote  for  the  conflrma- 
tlon  of  Mr.  Knox.  Though  he  were  my  own  father  I  could  not 
vote  for  him.  I  have  nothing  in  the  world  against  him  per- 
sonally. Probably  were  I  privileged  to  know  him  as  an  indi- 
vidual I  would  care  deeply  for  him,  l)ecause  I  have  learned  to 
have  a  great  affection  for  people  with  whom  I  have  been  so 
frequently  in  disagreement,  but  I  could  not  vote  for  him  for 
such  a  post  of  adviser  in  these  terrible  times,  when  he  enter- 
tains that  sort  of  view.  This  war  business  is  more  important 
than  anything  else.  I  would  surrender  every  other  view  I 
have  if  that  were  the  price  of  keeping  my  country  out  of  war. 
I  would  not  want  to  carry  to  my  grave  the  last  thought  that 
I  had  done  something  that  might  have  remotely  contributed 
to  plunging  my  country  into  war.  When  we  realize  that  war 
would  destroy  us,  why  should  we  vote  for  a  man  whose  every 
impulse  is  to  remove  the  most  vital  safeguard  that  stands  in 
_the  way?  Senators  do  not  have  to  take  my  word  about  this 
safeguard.  The  President  said  as  much.  Senators  have 
heard  it  stated  a  hundred  times  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  shall  not  challenge  the  wisdom  or  judgment  of  the  Presi- 
dent in  appointing  Mr.  Knox.  The  challenge  is  to  us.  We  are 
also  part  of  the  appointing  power.  Senators  do  not  have  to 
.  consent  to  the  appointment  of  a  man  if  they  honestly  disagree 
with  his  views  on  public  policy.  If  it  is  wrong  for  me  to  vote 
"nay"  on  this  question,  then  that  part  of  the  Constitution 
concerning  "advice  and  consent"  should  be  stricken  out  and  I 
should  not  have  to  face  the  necessity  of  voting  "yea"  or  "nay" 
on  the  nomination  of  a  man  with  whose  views  I  am  in  such 
thorough  disagreement. 

I  cannot  escape  the  responsibility  resting  on  my  own 
soul.  I  cannot  put  the  stamp  of  approval  on  the  viewpoint 
entertained  by  Colonel  Knox.  Were  he  my  warmest  friend 
I  might  cherish  his  friendship  as  something  beautiful  and 
lovely,  but  I  do  not  have  to  approve  his  viewpoint.  I  have 
stood  here  for  5  years  saying  that  above  everything  else  I 
would  fight  to  preserve  the  one  thing  which  so  far  has  kept 
us  out  of  this  war.  Yet  I  might  vote  to  destroy  what  I  cherish 
by  voting  for  a  man  who  wants  to  remove  the  last  barrier, 
which  our  ;President  says  is  the  best  insurance  against  our 
entry  into  war.  Let  me  read  the  final  sentence  from  the 
mes.sage  of  the  President.  I  say  the  message  of  the  President. 
It  was  Secretary  Hull,  who  would  be  a  fellow  Cabinet  member 
of  Colonel  Knox,  who  said  this,  but  the  President  said: 

I  am  In  hearty  agreement  with  it. 

The  Hull  statement — 

I  am  appending  a  statement  from  the  Secretary  of  State  which 
has  my  full  approval. 

Speaking  of  the  "cash  and  carry"  provisions  of  the  neu- 
trality law,  which  have  kept  American  vessels  out  of  war 
zones.  Secretary  Hull,  with  the  blessing  and  approval  of  our 
President,  says  this  provision  has  minimized  "to  the  fullest 
extent  the  danger  of  American  involvement." 

This  is  the  insurance  we  are  asked  to  discard  by  Colonel 
Knox. 

Secretary  HuH  approves  keeping  American  ships  out  of  war 
zones,  where  they  would  surely  go,  under  international  law, 
and  he  says  that  this  is  a  policy  which  minimizes  to  the  fullest 
extent  the  danger  of  American  involvement.  That  is  all  I 
need  to  Justify  my  vote.  That  is  the  statement  of  my  own 
President,  whom  I  supported  ardently.  He  believed  it  when 
he  said  it.  I  believe  it  now.  Therefore  I  shall  vote  "nay"  on 
the  confirmation  of  the  nominations  of  these  men  with  whose 
views  I  disagree,  not  l)ecause  of  any  feelings  toward  them,  but 
because  of  a  deep,  passionate,  and  abiding  love  of  my  own 
country,  and  the  terrifying  fear  in  my  own  heart  that  this 
country  may  be  involved  in  war  if  we  make  a  mistake  now.  I 
would  do  anything  in  reason  to  keep  my  country  out  of  war. 
If  I  have  to  choose  l)etween  some  other  covmtry  and  my  own 
country,  I  will  not  be  like  'he  infidel  who  denies  the  faith.  I 
will  choose  my  own  country.  I  will  not  surrender  it  for  any 
country  on  earth. 

When  we  took  on  the  protection  of  one-half  the  known 
world,  the  whole  Western  Hemisphere,  we  took  on  a  terrify- 


ing engagement  for  any  nation  of  130.000.000  people.  When 
we  build  85  battleships  and  a  vast  number  of  cruisers  and 
submarines,  and  pay  the  bill,  we  shall  know  what  it  means  to 
protect  half  the  world.  We  shall  not  have  to  be  in  war  to 
understand  its  implications.  We  ought  to  get  down  on  our 
knees  and  pray  to  Almighty  God  that  the  Republic  be  fortified 
to  stand  the  financial  shock  of  taking  care  of  that  sort  of  a 
problem. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  not  have  taken  the  time  of  the 
Senate  to  express  these  views  except  that  I  feel  so  passion- 
ately about  this  war  business.  I  think  it  transcends  in  impor- 
tance every  other  issue  before  the  American  people.  The 
views  I  express  are  well  known  to  the  people  of  my  State  and 
I  merely  reassert  them  here. 

We  owe  a  duty  to  posterity.  We  came  into  a  beautiful 
world,  but  we  can  leave  our  part  of  it  a  broken  and  battered 
thing.  If  we  make  the  deadly  mistake  of  letting  our  country 
get  into  war,  we  shall  make  our  very  names  a  by-word  for 
hissing  and  a  sign  of  reproach  to  the  boys  and  girls  coming 
on,  because  we  shall  destroy  the  thing  which  has  been  built 
from  widows'  sighs  and  orphans'  tears.  Every  boy  who  laid 
down  his  life  on  the  battlefield  to  preserve  the  Republic  will 
have  made  the  sacrifice  in  vain.  The  spirit  of  every  boy  whose 
life's  blood  drained  out  on  the  battlefield  to  preserve  govern- 
ment of  the  people,  by  the  people,  and  for  the  people  would 
rise  to  rebuke  unworthy  descendants  who  allowed  this  sort 
of  thing  to  happen.  Ck)vernment  of  the  people,  by  the  people, 
and  for  the  people  will  perish  if  we  are  so  stupid  as  to  allow 
ourselves  to  be  dragged  in.  If  we  should  allow  a  dictatorship  to 
arise  in  America,  how  many  Senators  think  that  the  Republic 
would  come  back  in  their  time?  It  would  mean  street  barri- 
cades, liquidations,  and  generations  of  misery  and  suffering. 
That  is  the  price  of  war;  and  yet  some  men  talk  glibly  of 
rushing  into  that  sort  of  hell. 

Mr.  President,  I  apologize  for  taking  this  time,  but  tempus 
fugit.  I  may  not  have  the  opportunity  to  stand  here  and  pro- 
test very  long.  We  are  now  going  down  the  primrose  pathway 
of  dalliance  with  international  evils  so  rapidly  that  it  makes 
us  dizzy  to  contemplate  our  course.  So  while  there  Is  yet  time, 
while  a  Member  of  Congress  may  stand  in  his  place  and  speak 
a  word  of  protest,  I  rise  to  do  so.  for  it  will  be  too  late  when 
war  comes  along  with  dictatorship.  I  have  always  supported 
our  program  of  national  defense  and  I  went  beyond  that  pro- 
gram in  demanding  even  more,  because  for  several  years  the 
danger  signals  have  been  flying.  If  war  comes,  let  it  not  be 
an  avoidable  war.  but  one  in  defense  of  our  own  legitimate 
sphere  of  activities  and  one  in  defense  of  our  own  homeland. 
By  my  vote  I  would  discourage  any  other  viewpoint,  and  thla 
is  said  with  no  animus  in  my  heart  and  with  the  utmost 
charity  toward  those  who  differ  with  me. 

Blr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  it  Is  a  matter  of  sincere  re- 
gret to  me  that  I  feel  compelled  to  vote  against  confirmation 
of  the  nomination  of  Hon.  Henry  L.  Stimson  to  be  Secretary 
of  War.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have  been  obliged  to  vote 
against  a  nomination  for  President  .Roosevelt's  Cabinet. 

Mr.  Stimson's  patriotism,  personal  integrity,  and  abilities 
are  above  reproach.  I  have  the  sincerest  respect  and  ad- 
miraUon  for  Mr.  Stimson;  but  his  appointment  and  confirma- 
tion to  the  post  of  Secretary  of  War  raise  a  question  of  public 
policy  which  transcends  any  personal  or  political  considera- 
tions. 

I  feel  that  my  vote  on  confirmation  either  approves  or 
disapproves  Mr.  Stimson's  declarations  urging  immediate 
intervention  in  the  present  European  war.  I  can  place  no 
other  interpretation  upon  the  statements  made  by  Mr.  Stim- 
son in  his  radio  broadcast  within  48  hours  before  his  appoint- 
ment as  Secretary  of  War  by  the  President. 

In  that  broadcast,  among  other  statements,  he  declared 
that  the  United  States  should  "immediately  throw  open  all 
our  ports  to  British  and  French  naval  and  merchant  marine 
for  repairs  and  refueling  and  other  services."  In  my  judg- 
ment, that  would  come  close — very  close — to  being  an  act  of 
war. 

Jn  the  same  broadcast  Mr.  Stimson  declared  that  the 
United  States  should  send  planes  and  other  munitions  to 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


9325 


Britain  and  Prance,  "if  necessary  In  our  own  ships  and  under 
convoy."  United  States  warships  convoying  unconditional 
contraband  to  a  belligerent  would  clearly  invite — almost 
Insure — attack  by  the  opposing  belligerent. 

It  would  he  difficult  to  conceive  a  policy  more  certain  to 
lead  to  an  attack  upon  the  Navy  of  the  United  States — an 
attack  which  would  leave  no  practical  alternative  for  Con- 
gress except  to  declare  war  when  subsequently  asked  by  the 
Executive  to  do  so.  What  Mr.  Stimson  proposed  in  his  broad- 
cast are  not  steps  short  of  war,  but  steps  into  war. 

It  is  highly  significant  that  within  a  few  hours  after  the 
broadcast  calling  for  intervention  was  made,  the  President, 
to  lise  plain  language,  "fired"  the  then  Secretary  of  War, 
Harry  H.  Woodring.  of  my  native  State  of  Kansas,  and  named 
Mr.  Stimson  in  his  place.  It  is  common  knowledge  that  Mr. 
Woodring  was  opposed  to  intervention  in  the  European  war. 
Mr.  Stimson's  broadcast  plainly  labels  him  as  in  favor  of 
intervention. 

That  view  is  held  by  a  great  many  citizens  of  my  State 

of  Kansas. 

I  have  received  many  letters  and  telegrams  from  farm 
groups,  businessmen,  and  others  protesting  against  the  nomi- 
nation now  before  us.    Here  Is  one  which  is  typical  of  many: 

McPkebsom,  Kans.,  June  29,  1940. 
Hon.  Akthttv  CAPPiai. 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Dea«  Senatoe  CAPPa:  I  do  not  approve  President  Roosevelt  s 
dismissal  of  former  Secretary  of  War  Harry  Woodring  for  he  is  a 
capable  man  for  any  position. 

The  app>olntmen.t  of  Frank  Knox  and  Henry  L.  Stimson  as  Sec- 
retary of  Navy  and  Secretary  of  War.  respectively.  Is  a  smart  move 
to  put  the  blame  on  both  parties  for  the  President's  actions — a 
move  toward  enUnglement  In  the  European  war.  The  people  of 
Kansas  and  these  United  States  disapprove  that  action.  There- 
fore, the  people  do  not  approve  their  confirmation  by  the  Senate. 

I  remain. 

Very  trtily  yours. 

PAm.  A.  Ramset. 

Mr.  President.  If  I  should  vote  to  confirm  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Stimson  under  these  circumstances,  I  should  be  approv- 
ing his  proposal  that  the  United  States  Navy  convoy  United 
States  vessels  carrsring  planes  and  mimltlons  to  a  belligerent 
European  nation.  I  should  be  approving  what  I  regard  as 
an  act  of  war  which  inevitably  would  result  in  our  going  to 
war.  either  declared  or  imdeclared. 

Mr.  President.  I  cannot  and  will  not  cast  that  vote.  With 
deepest  regret  I  must  vote  against  confirmation  of  the  nomi- 
nation of  Mr.  Stimson  to  be  Secretary  of  War. 

Mr.  GILLETTE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Calif otnia.  Blr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Not  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting  the 
absence  of  a  quorum.  I  shall  speak  for  only  a  very  short 
time,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  impose  on  my  colleages. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  was  about  to  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum.  Under  the  circvunstances  I  think  a 
quorum  should  be  present. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  courtesy,  but 
I  prefer  not  to  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
Senator  is  about  to  say;  but  it  was  reported  continuously 
and  officially  that  in  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  there  was 
a  vote  of  9  to  5  In  favor  of  confirmation  of  the  nomination 
of  Colonel  Knox.  I  desire  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum 
in  order  that  the  whole  Senate  may  see.  if  it  be  necessary, 
that  possibly  the  vote  was  9  to  6,  or  perhaps  9  to  7.  That  is 
my  reason  for  desiring  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  reiterate  that  I  appre- 
ciate the  courtesy  of  the  Senator  and  the  purpose  he  has 
just  announced.  Had  I  been  present,  I  should  have  voted 
in  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  against  a  favorable  report 
on  the  nomination  referred  to.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  not 
ask  for  a  quorum  at  this  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California,  Very  well.  I  shall  defer  to 
the  wishes  of  the  Senator. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President.  It  is  not  my  Intention  to 
detain  the  Senate  by  covering  ground  which  has  been  covered 
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again  and  again  in  the  course  of  this  discussion  by  my  dis- 
tinguished colleagues,  who  are  far  more  able  to  present  the 
matter  than  I  am. 

It  is  not  my  desire  to  question  any  action  of  the  Chief 
Executive  of  the  United  States.  Neither  do  I  conceive  it 
to  be  my  function  as  a  Member  of  this  body  to  question  this 
particular  action  of  the  Chief  Executive.  In  my  opinion, 
however,  there  is  considerable  misconception  as  to  the  exact 
question  which  is  before  the  Senate  for  decision.  It  appears 
in  the  public  press;  it  appears  in  editorial  columns;  it  has 
appeared  from  time  to  time  in  discussion  on  this  floor,  spoken, 
I  think,  carelessly.  The  question  before  the  Senate  is  not 
whether  the  Senate  shall  confirm  the  appointment  of  Henry 
L.  stimson  and  the  appointment  of  Frank  Knox.  No  power 
can  appoint  either  of  these  men  to  a  position  in  the  Cabinet 
of  the  President  of  tlie  United  States  except  through  the 
machinery  laid  down  in  the  Constitution.  By  that  instru- 
ment the  Chief  Executive  is  clothed  with  the  sole  power  of 
nominating  men  for  considered  appointments.  The  Presi- 
dent has  sent  to  the  Senate  the  nomination  of  Henry  L. 
stimson  and  the  nomination  of  Col.  Frank  Knox.  There  is 
no  power  in  the  governmental  machinery  of  the  United  States 
that  can  deprive  the  President  of  the  right  to  submit  those 
nominations.  If  the  nominations  do  not  reach  the  appoint- 
ment stage,  the  President  may  send  other  nominations,  and 
still  other  nominations,  and  yet  other  nominations,  without 

end. 

The  Constitution  clothes  the  Senate,  and  clotlies  me  as  a 
Member  of  the  Senate,  with  a  particular  duty  in  this  regard. 
The  Constitution  says  that  the  President  may  nominate  and 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  may  ap- 
point his  Cabinet  and  other  officers.  The  President  has 
taken  the  action  It  Is  his  to  take.  It  Is  not  for  me  or  any 
other  Member  of  the  Senate  to  question  that  right;  it  is  his 
right  under  the  Constitution  to  nominate  any  man  he  sees 
fit  to  nominate,  send  the  nomination  to  the  Senate  for  our 
consideration,  and  ask  us  to  advise  and  consent  to  It.  If  we 
do.  then  he  may  make  the  appointment,  but  he  cannot  make 
the  appointment  until  we  have  acted. 

I  am  not  standing  on  this  floor  to  question,  in  any  way,  the 
right  of  the  President  to  nominate,  but,  as  a  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Iowa,  I  have  a  duty  on  my  mind,  I  have  a  duty  on  my 
heart,  I  have  a  duty  on  my  conscience,  as  to  whether  or  not 
I  will  consent  and  advise  to  the  appointment  of  either  of  these 
gentlemen  to  the  Cabinet  positions  to  which  they  have  been 
nominated. 

A  little  over  a  year  and  a  half  ago  I  stood  right  where  I  now 
stand  when  there  was  before  the  Senate  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Harry  Hopkins  to  the  position  of  Secretary  of  Commerce. 
I  had  had  some  personal  relations  with  Mr.  Hopkins  which 
were  somewhat  less  than  pleasant,  but  I  stood  on  this  floor 
and  advocated  that  we  should  give  the  President  our  advice 
and  our  consent  to  the  appointment  of  Secretary  Hopkins  to 
the  portfolio  of  Conmieree.  Why?  As  I  said  then,  and  re- 
peat now.  I  have  opposed  with  all  the  power  that  the  Almighty 
has  given  me  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  legislative  branch 
or  the  executive  branch  to  infringe  on  the  duties  and  fimctions 
of  the  judicial  branch,  for  I  flrmly  believe  that  the  coordinate 
action  of  the  separate  branches  of  our  Government  as  created 
by  the  founding  fathers  is  essential.  I  oppose  now,  as  I  op- 
posed then,  any  attempt  by  the  legislative  to  infringe  or  inter- 
fere with  the  rights  of  the  Chief  Executive  to  act  in  the  mat- 
ters which  concern  him.  If  there  is  any  power  that  ought 
to  rest  in  the  President,  it  is  the  power  to  nominate  for  place 
in  his  official  family  men  in  whom  he  has  confidence,  who  are 
In  accord  with  his  purposes,  his  policies,  his  goal,  his  efforts, 
his  administration;  he  ought  to  have  that  right,  and  I  would 
be  the  last  person  on  earth  to  interfere  with  it. 

Why.  then,  did  the  constitutional  fathers  impose  on  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  the  power  that  is  given  us  under  that 
provision  of  the  Constitution  to  which  I  have  referred?  It 
was  given  us  for  a  purpose.  I  have  been  at  some  pains  to 
read,  as  voluminously  as  I  have  had  the  time  and  opportunity 
to  do,  the  discussion  of  learned  commentators  along  this  line. 
'  They  uniformly  present  two  matters:  One  is  that  the  power 
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given  to  the  Senate  might  act  as  a  deterrent  or  might  prevent 
a  Chief  Executive  making  a  nomination  that  would  be  unpoi>- 
Ular  or  unjustified.  That  particular  factor  is  not  pertinent 
to  the  question  now  before  the  Senate;  whatever  deterrent 
clement  there  may  be  is  beside  the  point,  because  the  nomi- 
nation is  here. 

The  other  consideration  which  has  been  discussed  over  and 
■over  again,  is  that  the  power  to  prevent  an  appointment  being 
made  until  the  Senate  has  advised  and  consented  to  it  would 
operate,  should  operate,  and  must  operate  so  that  the  Chief 
Executive  could  not  run  away  with  the  nominating  power  and 
take  action  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the 
Members  of  the  United  States  Senate,  would  not  be  consonant 
with  the  national  welfare  and  security. 

That,  Mr.  President,  is  the  situation  that  faces  us  today. 
The  President  has  sent  to  the  Senate  two  nominations.  Now 
action  is  dependent  on  us,  as  he  cannot  make  the  appoint- 
ments without  our  action.  Do  not  let  anybody  say  that  we 
refused  to  confirm  or  that  we  overrode  him.  He  has  not 
appointed  and  he  cannot  appoint  until  we  give  him  our  advice 
and  our  consent;  and  that  is  the  question  that  will  be  pre- 
sented here  this  afternoon. 

-  In  my  position  as  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Iowa  and  a 
Member  of  ttiis  body  am  I  going  to  vote  to  give  my  consent 
and  my  advice  to  the  appointment  of  these  two  men  to  the 
Cabinet.  I  go  back  to  the  proposition  I  made  a  few  moments 
ago,  that  the  President  has  a  right,  and  should  have  a  right, 
to  have  surrounding  him  in  appointive  oflBce  men  who  are 
In  sympathy  with  him  and  in  accord  with  him  in  the  func- 
tions, the  powers,  the  responsibilities  and  the  duties  that  are 
his.  I  would  not  interfere  with  that  right  in  any  way  in  the 
world.  It  is  not  a  question  of  whether  the  selection  is  one 
which  I  would  make;  it  is  a  question  of  the  selection  of  man 
with  whom  the  President  wants  to  work.  In  this  particular 
case  is  that  the  situation?  In  the  Senate,  Mr.  President, 
there  have  been  read  many  quotations  from  the  men  whose 
nominations  are  before  us,  which  show  that  they  are  not 
only  not  in  accord  with  the  policies  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  his  purposes,  his  goal,  and  his  endeavors,\but 
that  they  have  opposed  them  in  season  and  out  of  season, 
week  in  and  week  out.  year  in  and  year  out,  from  the  public 
platform,  in  the  public  press,  and  in  editorial  columns.  He 
certainly  did  not  select  them  for  that  reason. 

For  what  purpose  were  they  selected?  Is  there  anyone 
who  thinks  that  the  President  selected  them  for  a  political 
purpose,  as  has  been  suggested  in  some  of  the  newspaper 
columns?  I  do  not  think  so  meanly  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  man  in  official 
life  who  would  be  so  despicable  as  to  play  a  game  of  pussy 
wants  a  corner  with  the  national  security  or  a  game  of  parti- 
san squat  tag  with  the  interests  and  welfare  of  the  American 
Nation.  I  do  not  believe  it.  Then,  why  did  he  send  the 
nominations  to  the  Senate?  Why  did  he  go  oujside  the 
100,000,  yea,  the  500,000  able,  keen  Democrats,  members  of 
his  party  who  are  in  accord  with  all  he  stands  for,  and  select 
two  men  who  are  known  all  over  the  United  States  and  inter- 
nationally as  the  outstanding  interventionists  of  the  Republi- 
can Party?  Other  Senators  have  a  right  to  ask  themselves 
why.  and  I  have  a  right  to  ask  myself  why.  I  shall  not  go 
over  the  too  ramiliar  ground  of  the  manner  in  which  these 
men  have  expressed  themselves  except  to  call  attention  to 
two  statements  that  appear  in  the  evidence.  One  is  in  the 
testimony  of  Henry  L.  Stimson  in  which  he  refers  to  the  need 
lor  the  use  of  the  element  of  time: 

Today  the  time  which  we  will  have  for  our  rearmament  Is  very 
largely  dependent  upon  the  contlniiance  of  Great  Britain's  control 
of  the  North  Atlantic.  Under  these  conditions  any  assistance  which 
we  can  safely  give  toward  the  continuance  of  that  sea  power  m 
the  North  Atlantic  Is  a  step  most  important  and  vital  to  our  own 
Interest  In  preparation. 

I  quote  from  Mr  Knox: 

It  Is  for  us  to  put  at  the  disposal  of  the  British  all  of  the  muni- 
tions and  supplies  needed  to  keep  the  battle  going. 

A  contest  of  ideologies?  Support  for  the  democracies? 
No;  but  keep  the  battle  going;  keep  them  fighting.  Not  to 
win — neither  of  these  men  ever  expressed  any  interest  in 


seeing  them  win— but  keep  the  battle  going  as  a  measure  of 
defense  for  ourselves. 

Mr.  President.  I  promised  the  eminent  Senator  who  now 
graces  the  chair  [Mr.  Smathers  in  the  chair]  that  I  would 
not  talk  longer  than  10  minutes.  I  have  used  9  minutes  of 
that  time.  I  desire  to  state  in  closing  that  there  is  not  a 
man,  woman,  or  child  In  the  United  States  who  does  not 
believe  that  he  or  she  knows  the  purpose  of  the  selection  of 
these  men  for  nomination  to  the  Cabinet  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States.  Are  they  mistaken?  I  do  not  believe 
they  are  mistaken;  but,  even  granting  that  they  are  mistaken, 
there  is  the  situation  as  it  will  be  construed  all  over  the  world. 
That  Is  the  situation  which  is  in  the  minds  and  hearts  of  the 
people. 

I  recently  returned  from  a  visit  to  the  State  of  Iowa.  I 
talked  over  the  fences  with  the  fanners  there.  I  went  into 
the  business  places  of  my  constituents.  I  find  that  every 
one  of  them  is  disturbed  to"  the  core  of  his  being  over  the  fact 
that  Europe  is  on  the  bloody  butcher  block  right  at  this 
minute,  and  is  wondering  what  action  we  will  take. 

What  action  will  you  take?  What  action  will  I  take? 
Will  we  question  the  President's  right  to  nominate?  No; 
but  you  as  United  States  Senators,  and  I  as  a  United  States 
Senator,  have  a  duty  to  the  public  to  see  that  no  action  is 
taken  that  has  only  one  plausible,  only  one  reasonable,  only 
one  fair  deduction  as  to  its  purpose.  That  duty  is  not  to 
take  the  further  step  that  will  permit  the  appointment.  We 
do  not  propose  to  override  the  President;  no.  We  cannot 
override  the  President.  He  has  done  his  duty,  and  no  one 
but  the  President  had  power  to  submit  the  nomination;  but 
the  appointment  cannot  be  made  unless  we  consent  to  it, 
imless  we  advise  it.  I  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  I  as  a  rep- 
resentative of  my  State  of  Iowa,  will  never  sit  in  the  Senate 
and  give  my  consent  and  my  advice  that  will  permit  an 
appointment  that  will  be  construed  and  must  be  construed, 
in  America  and  abroad,  as  a  step  toward  our  involvement  in 
war. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator permit  me  to  stiggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr,  TYDINGS.    There  is  a  pretty  good  attendance  now. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Downey 

Lodge 

Schwellenbach 

Andrews 

Ellender 

Lucas 

Bheppard 

Ashurst 

Prazler 

Lundeen 

Shlpj^tead 

Austin 

George 

McCarran 

Slattery 

Bailey 

Gerry 

McKellar 

Smathers 

Barbour 

Gibson 

McNary 

Smith 

Barlcley 

OUlette 

Maloney 

Stewart 

Bilbo 

Green 

Mead 

Taft 

Bone 

Gulley 

MUler 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bridges 

Gumey 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

BvUow 

Hale 

Murray 

Thomas.  Utah 

Burke 

Harrison 

Neely 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Hatch 

Norrls 

Townsend 

Byrnes 

Hayden 

Nye 

Tydlngs 

Capper 

Herring 

Oltohoney 

Vandenberg 

Caraway 

Hill 

Overton 

Van  Nuys 

Chandler 

Holman 

Pepper 

Wagner 

CliaTez 

Holt 

Plttman 

WalAh 

Clark.  Idaho 

Hughes 

Radclltfe 

Wheeler 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reed 

White 

Connally 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Reynolds 

Wiley 

Danaher 

King 

RxisseU 

Davis 

La  Pollette 

Schwartz 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Ninety  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  when  a  Senator  proposes 
to  vote  against  the  confirmation  of  two  outstanding  Ameri- 
cans as  members  of  the  Cabinet  of  a  President,  when  imder 
ordinary  conditions  he  would  be  happy  to  vote  for  their  con- 
firmation, it  becomes  necessary  to  state  the  reasons  why  such 
a  course  is  wise. 

Neither  Colonel  Stimson  nor  Colonel  Knox  needs  any  words 
of  mine  to  prove  his  capacities,  his  Americanism,  his  patriot- 
ism, his  Integrity,  or  to  show  that  he  possesses  the  attributes 
which  make  up  good  citizenship.    Those  things  are  not  in- 


volved in  this  case.  What  Is  involved  in  this  case  Is  a  definite 
point  of  view  toward  the  future  which  might  possibly  have 
dire  consequences  for  this  Government  and  for  its  people  if 
pursued  to  its  logical  conclusion. 

Today  in  America,  in  the  face  of  wars  in  Europe  and  Asia, 
there  are  evolving  two  schools  of  thought.  One  school  of 
thought  feels  that  it  would  be  wise  for  the  United  States  to 
Join  with  the  democracies  which  are  still  in  existence  and 
fight  the  totalitarian  or  aggressor  nations.  There  is  much  to 
commend  this  point  of  view  from  the  standpoint  of  argument. 
It  is  pointed  out  by  those  who  hold  to  this  theory  that  If 
America  stays  out  now,  the  time  will  come  when  the  totali- 
tarian or  aggressor  nations  will  combine;  and  then,  bereft  of 
all  possible  aid  from  other  nations,  we  may  be  called  upon 
to  bear  the  brunt  of  a  combined  attack  by  these  adversaries. 
Of  course,  that  is  mere  speculation.  No  one  knows  how  long 
the  totalitarian  nations  will  be  together,  nor  how  soon  they 
will  fall  apart,  nor  when  conquest  may  divide  them. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  many  cases  those  who  advocate  this 
course  are  not  quite  as  candid  as  are  those  who  feel  that  it 
would  be  unwise  for  this  country  at  the  present  time  to  become 
involved  in  the  war  either  in  Asia  or  in  Europe.  Many  of 
them  belong  to  a  group  advocating  what  is  known  as  aid  to 
the  Allies  short  of  war.  Certainly  as  a  government,  as  dif- 
ferentiated from  a  free  people,  aid  to  the  Allies  short  of 
war  is  not  neutrality.  When  you  are  neutral,  you  do  not 
aid  any  one  who  is  engaged  in  a  controversy  or  a  conflict. 
I  take  it.  therefore,  that  aid  to  the  Allies  short  of  war 
means  not  that  the  Grovemment  should  aid.  but  that  our 
citizens  are  free  to  aid.  in  that  they  may  sell  to  the  belligerent 
powers  anything  the  belligerent  powers  desire  to  buy  from 
us  so  long  as  they  pay  cash  for  it.  and  so  long  sis  they  take  it 
home  in  their  own  ships. 

Therefore  we  do  not  need  a  committee  to  do  that,  for  that 
is  already  permissible  under  the  existing  laws  of  the  United 
States.  There  Is  no  possible  aid  which  our  people  can  give 
to  the  belligerent  nations,  if  they  are  able  to  purchase  goods 
and  take  them  home  in  their  own  ships,  which  is  not  being 
given  now  by  the  producers,  the  farmers,  and  the  manufac- 
turers of  goods  in  the  United  States.  So  it  seems  to  me  that 
we  cannot  escape  the  conclusion  that  aid  to  the  Allies  short 
of  war  quite  ofen  means  not  private  aid  by  businesses  or  by 
individuals,  but  aid  by  government,  either  direct  or  indirect. 
The  method  of  securing  aid  up  to  the  present  has 
been  indirect,  through  the  medium  of  having  our  Government 
take  articles  designed  for  its  Army  or  Navy  and  turn  them 
in  to  some  private  manufacturer,  l)ecause  they  are  obsolete 
or  outmoded  or  not  modern,  and.  on  the  promise  that  they 
will  be  replaced  with  new  and  modem  equipment,  the  manu- 
facturer then  resells  the  articles  to  the  Allies,  and  in  that 
way  the  Allies  are  aided.  Indeed,  from  personal  conversation, 
as  well  as  from  letters,  I  know  that  many  members  of  the 
Committee  to  Aid  the  Allies  Short  of  War — not  all  of  them, 
but  many— favor  taking  all  the  planes  and  all  the  ships  which 
in  their  own  words  can  "reasonably  be  taken,"  whatever  that 
may  mean.  and.  through  the  intermediary  of  a  private  corpo- 
ration, using  them  to  aid  the  Allies  in  this  struggle.  That, 
briefly,  is  the  position  of  those  who  advocate  either  interven- 
tion or  aid  to  the  Allies  in  one  form  or  another. 

The  other  school  of  thought  realizes  that  there  is  a  great 
deal  m  some  of  the  arguments  made  by  the  opposition.  They 
realize  that  we  do  not  live  In  a  safe  world;  that  even  if  we 
do  not  intervene  now  war  may  come  to  our  shores;  that  it 
may  come  to  South  America ;  that  Canada  may  be  lost  in  the 
game  at  the  peace  table,  or  l)efore  the  peace;  and  that, 
whether  we  will  it  or  not,  the  conflict  may  come  to  us  anyway. 
However,  the  fact  that  there  is  an  ocean  on  our  east  and  an 
ocean  on  our  west  makes  us  feel  that  perhaps  even  then  we 
might  stay  out  of  the  struggle.  But  even  if  we  should  stay  out 
of  the  European  war  for  the  present  there  is  the  possibility 
that  eventually  it  may  come  to  our  shores.  Thus  we  have  the 
cleavage  between  those  who  feel  certain  it  will  come,  and 
therefore  urge  that  we  should  join  in  the  struggle  while  we 
have  yet  someone  to  fight  by  our  side,  and  those  who  feel  that, 
even  if  it  shall  come,  if  we  remain  here  and  prepare  we  will 
be  in  a  better  position  to  safeguard  the  toterests  of  our  people 


and  our  governmental  institutions  by  remaining  out  now  and 
preparing  and  waiting  for  the  war  to  reach  us.  That,  briefiy. 
represents  as  I  see  it  the  two  conflictmg  general  points  of 
view. 

Colonel  Stimson  and  Colonel  Knox  both  believe  in  the  flrst 
point  of  view.  They  may  differ  in  degree;  they  may  differ 
as  to  methods;  but  both  of  them  favor  aiding  the  Allies  now. 
These  conclusions  bring  us  face  to  face  with  the  question. 
Suppose  we  should  intervene  now.  suppose  we  should  em- 
brace the  view  of  the  interventionists,  those  who  advocate 
Joining  the  struggle  now,  while  England  is  still  holding  off  the 
totalitarian  or  aggressor  nations;  what  would  happen  if  we 
were  to  intervene?  Would  we  be  a  decisive  factor?  Would 
we  win  the  war  for  the  cause  of  democracy?  Could  we  by 
any  Imaginable  chain  of  events  throw  enough  Into  the  scales 
in  time  to  bring  victory  to  the  democracies?  Let  us  examine 
that  picture  first,  and  see  whether  it  would  be  wise  for  us  to 
go  down  that  roadway. 

In  the  last  World  War  we  declared  war  on  April  6,  1917. 
The  war  in  Europe  had  been  preceding  for  more  than  2  years 
when  we  got  Into  It.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  closer  to 
3  years  than  2.  We  had  all  that  time  to  see  the  European 
war  developing.  Many  munitions,  many  arms,  were  being 
manufactured  In  this  coimtry;  indeed,  the  Allies  used  the 
United  States  as  a  great  producing  agency  to  supply  their 
military  forces  with  the  vital  necessities  with  which  only  war 
can  be  made.  Yet.  after  the  war  had  gone  on  for  nearly 
3  years,  by  April  6,  1918,  12  months  after  we  finally  entered  it 
as  a  belligerent,  how  much  were  we  able  to  achieve?  We  had 
only  300,000  men  on  the  other  side  in  a  year,  and  those  300,- 
000  men  were  to  a  large  extent  not  fighting  troops,  but 
S.  O.  8.,  Service  of  Supply,  and  other  incidental  forces,  who 
were  being  organized  behind  the  line  so  that  when  the  fighting 
men  came  over  the  supplies  would  go  to  the  front  where  the 
men  would  be  engaged.  The  point  is  that  In  1  year,  when  we 
were  not  threatened  at  all,  when  we  had  a  free  hand  to 
prepare,  we  were  able  to  transport  only  300,000  men  across 
the  water  by  April  6,  1918. 

It  was  not  until  the  summer  of  1918,  from  15  to  16  months 
after  we  entered  the  war,  that  fighting  men  in  great  numbers 
were  transported  to  European  battlefields.  Even  when  they 
got  over  there,  15  months  after  we  entered  the  struggle,  in 
many  cases  they  had  neither  the  arms  nor  the  munitions  with 
which  to  fight,  except  as  they  were  obtained  from  either 
English  or  French  sources.  The  artillery  of  many  American 
divisions  was  supplied  to  them  by  the  French  Government. 
The  maciiine  guns  of  most  all  the  American  divisions,  includ- 
ing my  own,  were  supplied  to  the  American  troops  by  the 
British  Government.    So  I  might  go  on  with  the  pictiu-e. 

As  for  airplanes,  there  used  to  be  a  standing  joke  m  the 
American  Army  about  our  air  force.  Whenever  a  single 
airplane  was  in  view  in  the  sky,  the  men  at  the  front  would 
look  up  at  it  and  say,  "Look!  our  whole  air  force  is  attacking 
Germany  this  afternoon."  We  had  no  airplanes,  in  fact, 
until  the  war  was  over,  insofar  as  American  manufacture  was 
concerned. 

These  are  things  we  remember;  they  are  facts;  these  brief 
little  pictures  of  what  actually  happened  in  1917  and  1918. 
There  are  men  on  this  fioor  who  served  overseas  or  in  the 
Army  in  this  country,  and  they  know  that  what  I  have  said 
is  true.  That  was  the  picture  1  year  after  war  was  declared. 
That  was  the  picture  16  months  after  war  was  declared.  It 
was  not  until  September  1918  that  the  volume  of  arms  and 
munitions  and  men  was  sufficient  so  that  the  last  great  drive 
was  made  which  resulted  in  victory  for  the  Allies. 

What  is  the  picture  today?  Could  we  do  better  now  if  we 
were  to  Intervene  either  directly  or  Indirectly,  gradually,  step 
by  step,  than  we  did  22  years  ago?  Let  us  look  at  that 
picture. 

A  few  days  ago  General  Marshall,  the  Chief  of  Staff,  ap- 
peared before  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of  the  Senate. 
He  asked  for  the  appropriation  of  some  $34,000,000,  as  I  recall- 
He  wanted  that  money  so  as  to  build  plants  in  which  to  make 
powder  for  the  shot  and  shell  which  might  be  used  by  the 
American  Army  if  we  should  become  involved  in  the  struggle. 
The  money  was  provided  quickly;  the  bill  passed  this  body 
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and  is  now  the  law.  and  perhaps  the  plants  are  now  in  the 
course  of  construction. 

This  question  was  asked  General  Marshall: 

How  long  will  It  be.  General,  before  these  plants,  by  all  the 
speed-up  system  you  can  evolve  and  evoke,  turn  out  the  powder  In 
sufficient  quantities  to  be  oX  lise  should  we  get  Into  wax? 

The  General  answered: 

It  will  be  14  months  from  today — 

-And  this  is  only  a  month  ago-— 

before  aU  of  these  forces,  private  and  public,  can  turn  out  stilBclent 
powder  to  serve  1.000,000  soldiers  In  combat. 

It  would  therefore  be  13  months  from  today,  July  9,  1940. 
which  would  make  it  August  9.  1941.  roughly,  before  we  would 
have  enough  powder  to  supply  a  million  troops  in  war.  There 
is  nothing  secret  about  that,  for  I  asked  General  Marshall. 
"Do  foreign  governments  know  about  this.  General?"  To 
which  he  replied.  "No  doubt  they  do;  for  we  do  business  in  a 
democratic  atmosphere.  They  know  how  much  money  we 
appropriate  and  what  it  is  appropriated  for."  So  I  feel  no 
compunction  in  telling  this  incident  to  the  Senate  and  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  .  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  believe  we  have  been  informed  that 
we  have  been  selling  powder 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  would  rather  not  discuss  the  powder 
situation  now.  It  Is  a  long  story.  It  is  worth  discussing, 
but  I  do  not  want  to  be  led  away  from  my  train  of  thought, 
if  the  Senator  will  pardon  me. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  simply  wanted  to  check  up  on  the 
information  I  had  received. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator's  information  is  incorrect. 
In  a  word,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  after  the  war  we 
had  no  powder  plants  at  all.  public  or  private,  equipping  the 
Army  with  ammunition.  One  of  the  big  powder  manufac- 
turers in  the  United  States  wanted  to  close  down  his  plant,  but 
officers  of  the  Ordnance  Department  begged  him  to  keep  his 
plant  open.  They  tried  to  get  him  some  South  American 
and  Central  American  orders  with  which  he  could  keep  his 
plant  running.  In  response  to  the  appeal  from  the  Ordnance 
Department  in  heaven's  name  to  keep  his  plant  operating, 
this  powder  manufacturer  kept  his  plant  in  operation  at  a  loss 
of  $300,000  for  1  year  in  order  that  his  machinery  would  not 
be  idle  and  his  personnel  would  not  be  dispersed.  At  any 
rate  It  would  take  13  months  before  we  would  have  enough 
powder  with  which  to  supply  a  million  soldiers,  and  who  in  the 
name  of  common  sense  wants  to  go  to  war  short  of  13 
months  if  the  Army  is  not  to  have  enough  powder  with  which 
to  fight. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  discussed  the  question  of  powder 
on  the  theory  that  it  would  take  13  months  to  supply  a  million 
men  with  the  powder  necessary.    Is  the  Senator  now  talking 

about  powder  we  supply  for  both  the  Army  and  the  Navy? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  from  Illinois  raised 
that  question.  Powder  used  by  the  Navy  is  a  different  kind  of 
powder,  to  begin  with,  than  that  used  by  the  Army.  Further- 
more, the  Navy  does  not  use  a  great  quantity  of  powder  com- 
pared with  the  amount  used  by  the  Army.  The  Navy  has 
ample  powder.  It  has  a  special  powder  plant  of  its  own 
at  Indianhead.  Md..  and  because  it  uses  it  only  rarely,  the 
Navy  is  equipped  with  pcwder.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  for  raising  that  point. 

I  am  dealing  now  only  with  the  Army,  and  I  do  not  suggest 
these  facts  in  criticism  of  anyone,  because  there  was  no  effort 
made  in  the  country,  there  was  no  effort  made  in  the  Con- 
gress, or  in  any  other  place,  to  appropriate  public  moneys 
to  enlarge  private  powder  plants  until  the  present  emergency 
arose.  I  am  simply  stating  the  situation  so  as  to  get  the 
picture  before  the  country,  and  not  in  a  spirit  of  criticism 
at  all,  for  certainly  no  one,  from  the  humblest  citizen  to  the 
most  exalted,  would  escape  criticism  if  it  were  sought  to  be 
made.    The  situation  was  due  to  a  state  of  thought;  it  was 


due  to  a  sUte  of  mind  in  this  country.  The  country  was  not 
interested  in  developing  powder  in  private  plants  until  this 
emergency  arose.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  no  one  will  sup- 
pose that  I  am  trjring  to  be  partisan  or  political  in  this  dis- 
cussion, because  that  is  far  from  my  mind. 

That  is  the  situation  with  respect  to  powder.  What  is  the 
situation  with  respect  to  arms,  what  is  the  situation  with 
respect  to  planes,  what  is  the  situation  with  respect  to  pilots, 
what  is  the  situation  with  respect  to  tanks  and  with  respect 
to  engineer  equipment,  and  what  is  the  situation  with  respect 
to  Signal  Corps  equipment?  I  might  go  down  the  whole  list 
and  discuss  the  situation  with  respect  to  each  item.  I  shall 
shortly  read  a  statement  of  the  situation  affecting  some  of 
these  categories.  But  simply  to  illustrate,  let  me  say  that 
if  we  were  to  go  to  war  tomorrow  morning  on  land,  as  dif- 
ferentiated from  on  sea,  we  would  have  very  little  in  the  way 
of  a  Ismd  force  with  which  to  go  to  war,  in  comparison  with 
the  modem  armies  of  belligerent  nations  today. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mead  in  the  chair) .  Does 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  do  not  want  to  divert  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land from  his  train  of  thought,  if  he  wants  to  address  him- 
self more  directly  to  the  pending  nomination.  However,  he 
has  raised  a  very  interesting  question  with  respect  to  powder 
and  munitions  and  materiel  which  we  must  have,  which 
brings  to  mind  the  thought  that  when  we  provide  the  him- 
dreds  of  millions  of  dollars  and  even  billions  of  dollars  which 
the  Government  must  appropriate  to  provide  these  things, 
it  ought  to  be  done  in  such  a  way  that  when  the  emergency 
is  over  we  will  have  the  plants,  we  will  have  the  factories, 
so  that  they  can  remain  in  a  stand-by  condition  and  be  ready 
in  any  future  emergency. 

Of  course,  the  Senator  knows  that  in  the  case  of  a  powder 
plant  which  is  privately  built  and  owned,  perhaps  with  the  aid 
of  money  borrowed  from  the  Government,  when  the  emer- 
gency is  over,  when  there  are  no  longer  orders  from  the 
United  States  Government,  the  private  concern  will  hardly 
be  in  a  position  to  keep  the  plant  in  a  stand-by  condition. 
I  think  the  Government  ought  to  build  such  plants,  and  then 
lease  them,  if  need  be,  for  a  dollar  a  year,  to  private  operating 
companies. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  be  di- 
verted from  the  subject  I  was  discussing. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  do  not  want  to  divert  the  Senator,  but  It  is 
a  very  important  matter. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  a  few  days 
ago  I  was  speaking  in  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  to  a 
representative  of  Mr.  Knudsen's  committee,  who  said  they 
are  attempting  now.  wherever  they  can  do  so,  to  biUld  plants 
in  the  manner  suggested  by  the  Senator.  They  cannot  do 
it  in  every  case,  but  where  it  is  possible  and  will  not  result  In 
too  long  a  delay,  that  is  the  plan  now  being  followed. 

I  have  gone  into  the  situation  with  respect  to  powder.  I 
do  not  need  to  go  into  the  situation  with  respect  to  airplanes 

or  pilots,  because  I  think  that  those  who  serve  on  the  Mili- 
tary Affairs  Committee  and  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  of 
the  Senate  know  from  what  they  have  heard  there,  and  from 
information  in  the  press,  that  a  considerable  time  will  elapse 
before  we  can  approach  a  state  of  preparedness  in  the  air 
and  on  the  grotmd  supporting  the  air,  which  will  be  compa- 
rable to  that  cf  the  belligerent  nations  now  engaged  in  war. 

Let  me  for  a  few  moments  refer  to  manpower.  Our  stand- 
ing Army  a  short  while  ago  was  approximately  200.000  men. 
We  gradually  have  increased  its  size,  so  that  now  it  is  author- 
ized to  have  a  strength  of  375,000  men.  An  enlistment  cam- 
paign has  been  put  on  by  the  Navy,  by  the  Marine  Corps,  and 
by  the  Army  to  get  the  number  of  men  authorized  by  Con- 
gress. Have  the  recruits  come?  Is  the  Army  up  to  the  figure 
of  400,000  and  the  Navy  up  to  its  authorized  strength?  No. 
In  spite  of  the  most  intensive  campaigns,  by  means  of  mov- 
ing pictures,  by  means  of  radio,  and  through  the  press,  by 
letters  to  high-school  graduates,  by  means  of  booklets,  the 
Navy  and  the  Army  and  the  Marine  Corps  are  having  tre- 


mendaus  difficulty  In  getting  even  the  moderate  increase  in 
recruiting  necessary  In  order  to  fill  the  very  modest  program 
laid  out.  in  view  of  present  world  conditions. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    On  the  Fourth  of  July  at  the  World's  Fair 
in  New  York  I  made  a  statement  similar  to  that  which  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  is  now  making,  and  my  statement 
was  published  so  that  it  came  to  the  notice  of  The  Adjutant 
General  of  the  Army.    This  morning  I  was  called  by  him  and 
advised  that  I  had  been  misinformed;  that  the  figures  were 
inaccurate.    He  asked  where  I  obtained  them,  and  I  told  him 
I  had  obtained  them  in  the  hearing  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  of  the  Senate  recently.    He  then  told  me  that  the 
voluntary  enlistments  during  the  first  6  months  of  this  year 
had  been  completely  satisfactory. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    Did  he  give  the  Senator  the  figures? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    He  did.    My  memory  of  figures  is  so  poor 
that  i  state  the  number  with  reservation.    My  recollection  is 
that  he  stated  that  one-hundred-and-flfty-foiu-thousand- 
three-hundred-and-some-odd  enlistments  had  occurred  dur- 
ing 6  months,  which  is  very  much  more  than  I  had  previously 
stated,  m  view  of  what  had  occurred  in  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee.    Thereupon  I  asked  if  he  would  please  furnish  me 
in  writing  both  figiues,  the  gross  increase  and  the  net  increase, 
and  in  what  units.    That  information  will,  I  presume,  be 
forthcoming  tomorrow.    But  according  to  his  statement  the 
enlistments  to  fill  the  quota  under  the  voluntary  plan  in  the 
first  6  months  hav^e  proved  to  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Vermont  for  his 
observation.  However,  even  if  he  is  quoting  from  memoiy 
correctly,  let  me  say  that  that  pictoire  is  not  at  all  a  com- 
forting one.  if  it  takes  6  months  to  get  a  mere  150.000  men 
into  the  Army,  when  armies  today  should  be  numbered  by  the 
mUlions.  The  German  Army  numbers  four,  five,  or  six  million. 
The  army  of  Great  Britain  numbers  at  least  2.000.000  or 
more:  and  the  army  of  France  numbered  four  or  five  million. 
Even  when  we*  get  50.000  more  in  6  month's  enlistments  we 
will  only  have  400.000.  half  of  whom  will  be  comparatively 
new  troops.  The  point  I  wish  to  make  is  that  even  in  6  months 
we  have  been  able  to  obtain  only  150,000  recruits  in  the  Army, 
if  the  Senator's  figures  as  he  recalls  them  from  memory  are 
accurate.  It  is  said  that  time  Is  an  important  element.  I  be- 
lieve it  is,  and  so  does  every  Senator,  and  every  other  citizen 
in  this  country.  U  time  Is  important— and  we  are  always 
hearing  that  we  are  racing  against  time — certainly  300.000 
voluntary  enlistments  a  year,  stnmg  out  from  January  to 
December,  are  not  keeping  up  with  tune  very  well. 
I  know  the  Senator  would  like  to  see  enlistments  come  more 

rapidly  than  they  have  been  coming.  The  point  is  that  such 
enlistments  are  not  preparedness.    Even  if  we  get  200,000  new 

men,  what  can  we  do  with  400,000  men,  half  of  whom  are 
new.  and  for  many  of  whom  we  have  not  the  equipment,  and 
cannot  possibly  obtain  it  for  some  time?  What  will  they  avail, 
scattered  as  they  are  all  over  the  PhUippines,  Hawaii,  Alaska, 
the  Panama  Canal  Zone,  Puerto  Rico,  and  other  places? 
What  will  those  400.000  men  avail  against  the  seasoned,  disci- 
plined, trained  armies  of  Europe,  against  which  we  would  have 
to  contend? 

Let  me  read  a  few  further  facts  about  national  defense,  to 
paint  the  background  before  arriving  at  the  conclusion  which 
I  think  is  inescapable  from  the  facts. 

The  United  States  anticipates  the  need  of  3.922  antiaircraft  guna 
of  various  types  In  times  of  emergency. 

But— 

It  has  a  total,  old  and  new.  of  only  1.477. 
None  of  these  Is  the  new  and  cfflclent  90-mm.  gun. 
The  Army  needs  1.423  of  the  37-mm.  antiaircraft  guns.    It  has  15; 
won't  get  any  more  for  at  least  6  months. 

That  is  a  little  sidelight. 
Here  is  another  one: 

"There  are  three  things  necessary  for  air  defense,"  said  Gen. 
George  C.  Marshall,  United  States  Army.  Chief  of  Staff,  "pursuit 
planes,  antiaircraft  gtins,  and  the   warning  devices  or  detectors 


which  wUl  give  notice  to  pursuit  aviators  and  to  gun  crews  so  that 
they  wlU  be  prepared  to  meet  the  approaching  hostile  aircraft." 
•  •••••• 

For  the  Initial  defense  only,  the  Army  declares  it  must  have 
immediately  available  1350  of  these  devices. 

But— 

It  has  an  aggregate  of  404. 

It  requires  273  directors,  but  has  only  168. 

It  wants  276  height  Anders,  but  can  muster  but  142. 

It  says  801  sound  locators  are  needed,  but  can  only  mobilize  194. 

At  the  present  rate  of  manufacture  It  may  be  2  years  before  these 
Instruments  can  be  put  in  service. 

Here  is  another  one: 

"The  Signal  Corps."  says  a  United  States  Army  circular,  "keeps  the 
different  units  of  the  Army  In  constant  touch,  during  battle  and 
campaign,  through  radio,  telegraph,  telephone,  messengers,  and 
other  communications  means." 

Although  It  still  must  be  supplemented  by  other  means,  radio,  of 
course,  has  become  the  vital  link  of  liaison  between  various  units 
of  the  field  and  their  supporting  troops.  In  any  engagement,  a 
series  of  networks — to  the  Artillery,  to  the  Air  Corps,  between  divi- 
sions and  small  units,  to  general  headquarters — are  set  up  by  the 
Signal  Corps. 

Army  technicians  have  developed  a  number  of  distinctive  types 
of  2-way  radios.  They  think  that  In  three  particular  classiflca- 
tlons  there  always  should  be  4,388  Installations  on  hand  and  ready 
for  use. 

BUtr— 

The  Army  has  a  toUl  of  1.225  of  all  of  these  classifications. 
It  is  3.163  short. 

It  will  take  a  considerable  length  of  time  to  supply  that 
defect. 

I  have  a  statement  on  clothing.  We  shall  require  5,000,000 
yards  of  clothing  to  take  care  of  the  troops.  We  have  no 
surplus  on  order.  It  will  take  a  long  while  to  manufacture 
the  cloth.    TTiat  is  just  a  side  light. 

An  army  fights  on  its  stomach;  and  when  we  get  these  men 
we  must  have  field  kitchens  so  that  they  may  eat  if  they  are 
to  march  and  fight:  but  the  Army  has  on  hand  only  756  of 
these.  It  needs  4.244  more.  Considerable  time  would  be 
required  to  obtain  them. 

Another  statement  says: 

The  famous  French  "75."  modernized,  is  the  basic  gun  of  the 
Field  Artillery.  The  War  Department  calculates  It  needs  1,439  of 
them,  in  shape  for  Immediate  use.  to  resist  any  sudden  Invasion  of 
the  continental  United  States. 

Last  year  It  had  141  modernized  guns. 

It  has.  all  told,  something  like  700  guns.  Including  the  unimproved 
type  which  can  only  Are  3°  to  the  right  or  left  of  center  without 
changing  position. 

My  recollection  is  that  2  years  would  be  required  to  supply 
that  deficiency. 

Another  statement  says: 

The  United  States  Army  figures  that  Its  Regulars  require  28.850 
motor  vehicles  at  peacetime  strength.  It  lacks  approximately 
1.850  vehicles. 

There  are  very  few  for  the  National  Guard.  We  need  such 
vehicles.  Many  of  them  are  armored  cars,  which  are  different 
from  automobiles,  and  would  require  considerable  time  to 

build. 

I  shall  not  read  all  these  items.  I  have  statements  on 
almost  every  line  of  Army  endeavor.  The  time  required  to 
supply  the  deficiency  Is  usually  from  1  year  to  2  years. 

We  cannot  go  into  a  war  and  stay  out  of  a  war  at  one  and 
the  same  time.  We  cannot  stay  out  of  the  war  with  one  foot 
and  at  the  same  time  go  into  the  war  with  the  other  foot.  If 
we  feel  that  we  ought  to  save  democracy  by  joining  the  Allies 
while  they  are  still  fighting;  if  that  is  the  thing  for  us  to  do; 
if  time  is  precious ;  if  we  must  fight  while  England  is  there  to 
fight  with  us,  then  let  us  declare  war  and  go  the  "whole  hog." 

But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  we  consider  that  in  our  best  in- 
terests, the  best  way  to  safeguard  the  Nation,  preserve  peace, 
and  take  care  of  our  CJovemment  and  its  people  is  to  stay  out 
of  the  war,  then  let  us  quit  moving  two  or  three  steps  ahead, 
one  step  back,  two  steps  ahead,  and  one  step  backward  again, 
always  Inching,  step  by  step,  little  by  litUe,  voluntarUy  and 
involuntarily,  closer,  closer,  and  closer  to  war.  If  this  country 
is  to  go  into  war,  let  it  decide  to  go  into  war,  and  not  be 
dragged  down  the  roadway  of  war  against  its  wiU.  step  by  step, 
until  it  can  no  longer  retreat,  retire,  or  retrace  its  steps. 
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That  Is  what  la  Involved  In  these  2  nominations,  and 
nothing  else.  Not  very  long  ago  those  who  advocated  aiding 
the  Allies  "short  of  war"  were  in  hearty  approval  of  stripping 
the  Navy  of  its  best  planes,  and  the  Army  of  some  of  its 
planes,  and  turning  them  over  to  the  Allies.  More  than  that, 
they  wanted  to  take  the  mosquito  fleet  of  some  23  boats, 
brand  new,  most  modem,  the  finest  in  the  world,  necessary 
for  our  own  defense,  and  turn  them  over  to  the  Allies. 

If  those  500  or  600  Army  and  Navy  planes  and  23  mosquito 
boats  would  enable  England  to  defeat  Hitler  and  save  us 
from  the  great  catastrophe  which  threatens  us,  that  is  one 
thing;  but  is  there  a  man  in  his  right  senses  who  believes 
that  400,  500,  or  600  antiquated  planes  and  22  boats  50  feet 
long  represent  the  balance  of  ixjwer  in  the  struggle  which  Is 
now  taking  place  on  the  English  Channel?     That  is  silly. 

Some  of  my  good  friends  tell  me  that  moral  support  will 
win  the  day.  We  must  give  the  Allies  spiritual  and  moral 
support.  My  Ood!  The  widows,  women,  old  men.  and  chil- 
dren of  10  countries  fall  to  their  knees  every  night  and  pray 
to  Almighty  God  for  deliverance  from  the  holocaust  and 
the  destruction  and  misery  which  are  all  around  them. 
Spiritual  support?  Of  course;  but  wars  are  the  most  un- 
spiritual  things  in  which  men  ever  engage.  When  two  men 
get  together,  each  with  a  cannon  or  a  gun,  they  do  not  even 
think  about  religion.  They  think  about  self-preservation. 
"Destroy  the  other  man  before  he  can  destroy  you." 

So  of  what  avail  would  it  be  to  take  a  few  planes  from 
our  Navy  and  our  Army,  and  23  boats  no  longer  than  this 
room  is  wide,  and  send  them  to  the  Allies,  and  say  that  that 
is  aid  to  the  Allies?  If  it  were  determinative,  if  it  were 
decisive,  if  by  any  reasonable  stretch  of  the  imagination  it 
could  turn  the  tide,  then  perhaps  on  some  grounds  it  might 
be  Justified ;  but  to  have  our  Government  strip  our  own 
defenses  of  the  best  planes  it  has  in  some  cases,  planes 
which  will  not  be  replaced  for  6  or  8  or  10  months  or  a 
year,  leaving  in  many  cases  planes  inferior  to  those  which 
are  being  taken  away  and  sent  to  Europe,  is  another  thing. 

There  are  those  who  predict  that  if  Hitler  defeats  Eng- 
land we  shall  then  have  to  take  him  on  over  in  this  hemi- 
sphere; but  they  are  not  willing  to  advocate  a  declaration  of 
'War  now,  as  the  logic  of  their  position  demands.  None  of 
them  is  advocating  going  to  war.  They  are  advocating 
/  so-called  aids  short  of  war,  a  term  which  is  a  misnomer. 
If  we  must  face  Hitler,  as  has  been  said,  then  in  God's  name 
let  us  keep  what  we  need,  our  first  line  of  defense,  the  best 
things  we  have,  and  add  to  th?m  as  rapidly  as  possible  to 
face  the  dire  threat  which  it  is  said  is  sure  to  be  a  part 
of  our  future. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  saeld? 
_        Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  In  support  of  the  Senator's  charge  of 
Inconsistency  in  the  Government  moving  two  or  three  steps 
forward  and  one  step  backward.  let  me  call  attention  to  a 
heading  in  tonight's  newspaper,  "Japs  demand  United  States 
apology." 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  am  about  to  come  to  that. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  At  the  same  time,  I  wish  to  call  attention 
to  a  statement  in  a  letter  I  have  received  from  Portland, 
Oreg..  that  ships  are  still  loading  scrap  iron  for  Japan,  as 
they  have  been  loading  scrap  iron  for  the  last  several  years. 
Here  in  a  newspaper  item  is  a  list  of  the  ships  in  a  Colum- 
bia River  harbor  now  loading  scrap  iron  for  Japan  with 
which  the  Japanese  will  make  Iwttleships  to  enforce  the 
demand  for  an  apology  from  us.  Without  trespassing  upon 
the  Senator's  time  further,  I  should  like  this  little  news 
Item  printed  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  \)e 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

SHIPS    SLATED    TO    LOAD    HERE WHEAT    CARGOES    TO    BE    TAKEW 

The  motor^hip  Clevedon  and  steamer  Kentucky  will  both  be 
back  in  Portland  late  this  month  to  load  cargoes  of  wheat  for 
Shanghai.  China,  under  the  direction  of  States  Steamship  Co.. 
operator  of  the  Clevedon  and  owner  of  the  Kentucky,  according  to 
Pr'day    announcement. 

Both  ships  are  en  route  home  from  oriental  voyages,  the  for- 
mer having  Just  delivered  a  cargo  of  salt  from  San  Francisco  to 
Mojl,  and  the  latter  having  taken  flour  and  general  freight  to 


Tslngtaa     The  Clevedon  Is  expected  to  load  at  Kerr,  Glfford  ele- 
vator, and  the  Kentucky  at  Vancouver. 

Other  ships  scheduled  to  load  bulk  cargoes  here  soon  are  the 
Greek  steamer  Penelopi,  due  in  port  next  Monday  from  Vladi- 
vostok; the  Japanese  motorship  Kozui  Maru.  due  in  the  river  in 
mid-July;  the  Spanish  steamer  Maria  del  Carmen,  due  at  Long- 
view  next  Wednesday,  and  one  or  more  of  three  vessels  chartered 
tills  week  for  scrap-iron  cargoes  from  the  Pacific  coast  to  Japan. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  President,  whether  one  is  a  so-called  isolationist  or  an 
interventionist  or  believes  in  neutrality  or  "aid  short  of  war," 
or  whatever  his  view  may  he,  be  must  realize  that  today  the 
main  thing  for  the  country  to  do  Is  to  prepare,  to  prepare,  to 
to  prepare,  to  prepare,  not  as  we  are  preparing  in  the  more  or 
less  leisurely,  democratic  way  of  ours,  but  intensively.  We 
ought  to  have  three  sliif  ts  in  every  navy  yard,  we  ought  to  have 
three  shifts  on  every  shipway,  we  ought  to  have  three  shifts 
in  every  school  where  mechanics  are  being  trained.  If  the 
danger  is  one-tenth  so  great  as  most  people  think  it  is.  and  as 
some  of  our  experts  say  it  is,  then  we  are  certainly  making 
preparation  in  a  most  lackadaisical  way.  Are  we  going  to 
repeat  the  mistakes  of  1917  and  1918?  This  time  there  will 
be  no  French  to  supply  us  with  artillery;  there  will  be  no 
English,  perhaps,  to  furnish  us  machine  guns;  this  time  we 
have  got  to  provide  them  for  ourselves. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Can  the  Senator  explain  the  state  of  mind 
of  a  large  number  of  our  people  who  apparently  want  us  to 
go  into  the  war,  according  to  their  statements,  and  yet  at  the 
same  time  object  to  the  Senator  and  to  me  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  stating  what  the  real  condition  of  our  national  defense 
is?  How  does  the  Senator  explain  it?  Is  it  that  they  are  so 
completely  dlsregardful  of  the  protection  of  the  youth  of  this 
coimtry  that  they  would  have  us  go  into  a  European  war 
unprepared? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  will  answer  the  Senator,  because  he  sug- 
gests a  very  interesting  point.  My  opinion  is  that  today  the 
average  American  citizen  has  no  conception  whatsoever  of 
the  requirements  necessary  to  develop  an  arn^y,  a  navy,  and 
an  air  force  with  which  to  fight  a  modem  war. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  srleld? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  finish  the  sentence.  Today  the 
average  American  citizen  has  the  feeling  that  If  we  were  to 
declare  war  tomorrow.  In  about  60  days  we  would  be  all 
ready  to  do  the  job.  It  would  more  likely  be  16  months  or 
two  years  and  a  half  before  we  would  be  in  the  condition  in 
which  he  thinks  we  would  be  within  60  das^s.  When  Injus- 
tices are  done  to  small  nations,  when  cruelties  are  perpe- 
trated, when  oppression  takes  place,  the  natural  instinct  of 
our  citizens  Is  to  fight  wrong,  to  fight  injustice,  to  hate  force, 
to  sympathize  with  misery,  and  to  deplore  the  killing  of 
women  and  children.  That  instinct  expresses  Itself  in  the 
feeling  that  we  ought  to  go  in  and  stop  such  crimes  and  out- 
rages, when  it  is  not  realized  by  our  people  that  it  would  be 
13  months  from  this  hour  before  we  could  even  make  the 
powder  with  which  to  supply  a  mere  million  men. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  do  not  mean  to  detract  from  Congress  or 
the  sincerity  of  Congress,  but,  out  of  fairness  to  the  people, 
it  has  been  my  humble  observation  that  the  people  have 
been  a  little  more  aroused  and  a  little  more  alert  about  this 
whole  situation  than  the  Congress  has  been. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  Senator  com- 
pletely as  to  that.  Let  me  say  that  I  could  read  a  long  list 
of  things  which  we  must  have  for  our  Army  and  Navy  and 
air  force  but  which  we  have  not;  and  I  am  satisfied  the  averaRe 
person  does  not  realize  that  to  be  so.  I  feel  embarrassed  In 
rising  on  the  fioor  and  referring  to  the  defects  In  our  national 
defense,  and  only  the  knowledge  that  other  governments, 
through  their  military  and  naval  attaches,  are  aware  of  tlie 
situation,  that  there  is  nothing  secret  about  It.  and  that  much 
of  the  information  is  in  public  hearings  enables  me  to  over- 
come my  reluctance  to  pointing  out  some  of  the  defects  In 
our  defense  and  to  stating  that,  in  spite  of  all  we  can  do,  in 
spite  of  all  the  money  we  can  appropriate.  It  will  be  13 
months  from  the  10th  of  July  1940  before  we,  with  all  the 


private  and  public  plants  we  can  build,  can  manufacture 
enough  powder  to  supply  an  army  of  a  million  men.  That 
Is  a  sobering  thought.  Then,  when  we  realize  that  we  will 
not  have  airplane  ammunition  and  antiaircraft  ammimition 
for  another  6  months,  and  we  will  not  have  the  antitank  guns 
or  an  adequate  supply  of  artillery  for  2  years,  we  begin  to 
understand  that  an  American  soldier  cannot  meet  a  well- 
trained  and  equipped  German  soldier  and  with  his  bare  fists 
hope  to  overcome  him. 

The  magnificent  French  Army,  four  and  a  half  million  men, 
with  the  Maginot  line  on  the  east  fiank,  a  line  built  through 
the  years,  but  lacking  in  planes,  lacking  in  tanks,  but,  in 
spite  of  the  reports,  not  lacking  in  valor,  has  laid  down  Its 
arms.  I  do  not  t)elieve  half  the  stories  that  the  French  Army 
was  "rotten,"  that  it  was  weak,  that  It  was  of  no  accoimt. 
I  believe  It  was  outmatched  with  the  equipment  with  which 
wars  are  won,  and  after  trying  with  their  hearts  and  their 
brawn  and  their  bodies  to  stop  the  gigantic  German  on- 
slaught for  days  and  weeks  at  a  time,  the  morale  and  spirit  j 
of  the  French  soldiers  were  broken  when  they  realized  that 
their  Government,  in  the  time  of  preparation,  had  failed  to 
provide  them  with  the  things  which  alone  can  win  a  war. 

Take  Mr,  Reynaud.  the  last  French  Premier  before  the 
German  victory.  Mr.  Reynaud,  as  shown  by  the  records  of 
the  French  Senate,  time  and  time  again  in  days  of  peace 
begged  France  for  mechanized  divisions,  begged  France  for 
more  airplanes,  asked  the  Senate  for  larger  appropriations, 
and,  thanks  to  his  tireless  and  unceasing  energy,  the  French 
did  have  a  few  mechanized  divisions. 

Winston  Chtxrchill,  In  the  House  of  Parliament  on  at  least 
20  occasions,  and  outside  Parliament  in  books  and  on  the 
public  platform,  begged  the  English  people  over  and  over 
again  to  prepare  for  the  rearming  Germany,  but  all  to  no 
avail.  The  week  ends  went  on  just  the  same;  the  regular 
6-  or  8-hour  day  continued;  the  lackadaisical  way  of  doing 
things,  the  leisure,  which  is  such  a  charming  part  of  the 
normal  English  life,  continued.  What  is  the  price  they  are 
paying  today?  The  possibility  that  the  British  Empire  may 
be  divided  and  dismembered,  as  now  the  French  Empire  lies 
in  ruin.  That  is  the  picture.  If  France  could  not  stop  Ger- 
many, if  England  could  not  stop  Germany,  both  of  which 
at  least  prepared  for  years,  what  could  be  done  by  our  little 
Army,  fine  though  It  be,  but  poorly  equipped— 200,000  men, 
now  increased  by  150,000  new  troops — without  adequate 
eqtiipment.  as  I  have  in  part  shown?  If  we  should  Intervene, 
what  kind  of  intervention  would  it  be;  and  what  conse- 
quences would  It  bring  to  the  United  States  of  America  if 
In  that  pitiable  condition  we  were  to  intervene? 
Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  In  a  moment  or 
two. 

Do  not  misimderstand  me.  I  am  not  unsjTnpathetic  to- 
ward the  democracies;  I  have  no  cold  heart  to  turn  toward 
England  and  France;  on  the  contrary,  they  have  my  sym- 
pathy and,  indeed,  some  little  atom  of  the  worries  and 
despair  of  their  own  people  has  been  translated  to  my  own 
being  as  the  weeks  have  unrolled.  I  realize  what  kind  of  a 
world  we  may  live  in  if  certain  events  should  transpire,  but 
all  my  wishing  to  change  them  will  not  change  them.  The 
only  thing  that  will  change  them  will  be  a  determined  de- 
mocracy here  ready  to  make  sacrifice,  ready  to  train  a  suffi- 
cient nimiber  of  men,  to  build  up  Its  Army  and  Its  air  force. 
We  can  do  nothing  else  In  the  immediate  future  but  remain 
neutral;  we  can  do  nothing  else  certainly  before  the  end  of 
this  year,  and  by  that  time  the  Indications  over  In  Europe 
will  be  clear.  If  a  U  the  other  democracies  lose,  if  the  struggle 
is  to  come  over  here,  and  if  we  need  to  do  all  we  can  to 
preserve  ourselves,  then  we  certainly  are  not  going  about  it 
very  intensively.  Wars  cannot  be  fought  with  gvms  that 
have  merely  been  ordered,  or  with  men  who  have  not  been 
trained.  That  simply  cannot  be  done;  and  all  the  spiritual 
support  and  all  the  moral  support  in  the  world  is  not  worth 
a  single  bullet  to  the  man  who  Is  actually  at  the  front  and 
has  not  that  bullet. 
I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 


Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  was  interested  in  the  obser- 
vation made  a  moment  ago  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Pepper],  in  which  he  said  that  In  his 
opinion  public  sentiment  was  In  advance  of  the  Congress 
upon  the  preparedness  program.  I  think  perhaps  In  cer- 
tain sections  of  the  coimtry  that  observation  is  correct; 
but  I  want  to  say  that  It  is  easy  enough  to  change  public 
sentiment  overnight,  as  we  have  seen  public  sentiment 
change  in  this  country  from  the  time  Mr.  Hitler  and  his 
legions  ruthlessly  Invaded  Holland  and  other  lowland  coun- 
tries of  Europe.  At  the  same  time,  changing  public  senti- 
ment does  not  meet  the  conditions  about  which  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  has  been  talking. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     The  Senator  is  exactly  right  about  that. 
Mr.  LUCAS.     Furthermore,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator. What  would  the  people  of  this  country  have  done  1 
year  ago  If  the  Congress  had  sought  to  appropriate  five, 
six.  seven,  or  eight  billion  dollars  for  national  defense? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  In  my  opinion,  if  that  course  had  been 
advocated  a  year  ago,  unless  it  had  been  preceded  by  a  cam- 
paign of  information  such  as  I  have  outlined  in  part  here, 
most  of  it,  if  not  all  of  it,  would  have  been  overwhelmingly 
defeated  not  only  by  the  people  but  by  the  Representatives  of 
the  people  in  Congress,  because  up  until  a  year  ago  I  do  not 
think  there  was  a  man  in  Congress — certainly  if  there  had 
been  he  would  have  been  something  of  a  seer — who  could 
remotely  visualize  that  Germany  would  conquer  Holland  and 
Belgium  and  France  all  within  a  period  of  about  5  weeks. 
Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator  agree  with  me  that  If  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  in  1938,  just  prior  to  the  primary 
and  the  general  election,  had  adopted  a  program  of  appropri- 
ating five,  six,  seven,  or  eight  billion  dollars  for  national 
defense,  not  a  single  man  would  have  been  returned  to  Con- 
gress who  advocated  such  a  program? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  should  not  like  to  prophesy,  but  I  think 
the  inference  of  the  Senator's  question  will  speak  for  itself. 
Mr.  President,  what  have  I  been  attempting  to  do  on  the 
floor?  I  have  been  attempting  to  show  what  will  happen 
to  this  country  If  by  any  means,  by  direct  intervention  or  by 
indirect  intervention  superinduced  by  persons  in  a  position 
to  superinduce  it,  this  coimtry  should  be  drawn  Into  a  war 
against  the  wishes  of  those  In  a  position  to  know  its  real  state 
of  preparedness.  What  would  that  mean?  It  would  mean 
that  we  could  contribute  no  real  help  to  either  Great  Britain 
or  France  or  anybody  else,  except  by  the  Navy,  for  a  period  of 
from  1  to  2  years  from  this  date.  There  is  nothing  of  a 
material  nature  that  we  could  throw  into  the  scales;  and  if  in 
the  meantime  Great  Britain  should  be  defeated,  as  she  con- 
ceivably might  be,  we  should  then  be  m  the  war  without  the 
aid  of  Great  Britain,  and  find  ourselves  then  in  the  position 
that  Great  Britain  is  in  today,  when  France  has  l)een  taken 
from  her  side  as  an  ally. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    Not  until  I  finish  this  thought.    Then  I 
will  yield. 

There  Is  one  thing  more  that  I  should  like  to  say  in  this 
debate,  without  any  refiection  on  any  foreign  government,  that 
ought  to  be  a  part  of  the  thinking  of  every  American  today 
when  he  considers  what  course  his  country  Is  going  to  take. 

A  few  years  ago  Russia  and  Germany  were  looked  upon  as 
having  clashing  ideologies  or  philosophies  of  government. 
The  Russians  were  looked  upon  as  the  "reds"  or  the  extreme 
Communists. 

The  Germans  were  looked  on  as  somewhat  of  a  new  Insti- 
tution to  take  care  of  property.  That  was  the  common  Ameri- 
can conception  of  those  two  governments.  They  were  looked 
upon  as  natural  antagonists,  and  the  thought  was  that  they 
would  inevitably  clash  in  war.  They  are  both  one-man  gov- 
errunents.  What  happened?  Instead  of  clashing  in  war, 
those  two  so-called  divergent  philosophies  Joined  together  in 
advance  and  divided  up  Poland.  But  2  years  ago  It  looked  as 
if  Germany  and  Russia  would  be  sure  to  clash.  Indeed,  Hitler 
said,  "Drang  nach  Osten,"  the  "march  to  the  east."  did  he 
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not? — and  he  openly  intimated  from  the  platform  that  Oer- 

many's  destiny  was  to  the  east.  But.  instead  of  going  to  the 

east  in  conflict  with  Russia,  we  saw  Germany  and  Russia 
divide  up  Poland,  which,  incidentally,  Germany  conquered  in 
17  days  from  the  day  of  invasion. 

That  was  a  strange  thing.  We  knew  that  Italy  was  an  ally 
of  Crermany,  did  we  not?  But  Italy  was  not  in  the  picture 
then.  At  the  appropriate  time,  however,  Italy  was  drawn  into 
the  picture;  and  now,  while  there  are  plenty  of  grounds  for 
disagreement,  while  there  is  a  conflict  of  interest,  we  see 
Russia  and  Germany  and  Italy  with  a  Icind  of  an  understand- 
ing and  plan  that  so  far  has  not  conflicted,  while  each  reaches 
out  and  takes  in  more  and  more  territory. 

Here  of  late  there  has  been  a  new  force  creeping  Into  the 
scene  in  the  Far  East.  Realizing  that  the  moment  looks  pro- 
pitious, we  find  that  another  great  nation,  Japan,  is  begin- 
ning to  coordinate  her  program  of  China  and  French  Indo- 
china and  the  Dutch  East  Indies  with  that  of  Germany  and 
Russia  and  Italy.  It  is  said — I  do  not  know  whether  or  not 
it  is  authentic — that  there  are  consultations  back  and  forth 
between  these  governments,  and  that  there  is  a  general  agree- 
ment, and  so  long  as  each  stems  out  in  a  direction  which  does 
not  t>asically  conflict  with  the  direction  taken  by  the  other 
there  is  not  much  room  for  conflict.  Perhaps  in  the  end  some 
of  them  may  fall  out  and  start  a  war  among  themselves;  but 
for  the  moment  all  four  of  them  are  working  together,  and  all 
four  of  them  are  evolving  into  pretty  much  the  same  general 
type  of  government.   Keep  that  fact  in  mind. 

Suppose  we  were  to  intervene,  where  would  we  send  our 
fleet — over  to  aid  Great  Britain?  What  would  happen  in  the 
Par  East  while  our  fleet  was  over  in  North  Atlantic  waters? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
jrield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  And  if  some- 
thing did  happen  in  the  Par  East  while  our  fleet  was  over  aid- 
ing the  British,  what  would  we  do?  Leave  our  fleet  over  there 
or  bring  it  home  again — scuttle  and  run  and  leave  the  British 
and  have  the  British  ciirsing  us  for  coming  home  and  taking 
care  of  our  own  interests  rather  than  joining  in  the  war  with 
them? 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  let  me  suggest  to 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  that  the  nominee  now  imder  dis- 
cussion. Colonel  Stimson,  in  his  New  Haven  speech  answered 
'the  Senator's  quest.on  as  to  what  should  be  done  with  the 
United  States  Fleet  by  saying  that  it  should  be  used  to 
convoy  munitions  to  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Well,  even  stronger  than  that,  in  a  letter 
to  the  New  York  Times  published  on  March  6.  IMS,  Colonel 
Stimson  said — it  is  a  short  sentence: 

The  defense  against  such  Joint  action  In  Europe  and  Asia  by  the 
Fascist  powers  can  only  be  aecurely  accomplished  by  the  common 
action  of  the  naval  power  of  the  three  large  democracies,  including 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  challenge  the  truthfulness 
and  the  accuracy  of  that  statement? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Well.  I  have  been  talking  here  for  an  hour 
trying  to  challenge  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  I  have 
made  any  headway.    [Laughter  and  applause  in  the  galleries.! 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  ^Mr.  Mkao  in  the  chair) .  The 
occupants  of  the  galleries  are  not  permitted  by  the  rules  of 
the  Senate  to  indulge  in  any  demonstrations. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Understand  that  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  Colonel  Stimson  is  doing  anytliing  impatriotic,  or  doing 
anything  he  has  not  a  right  to  do.  He  thinks  that  is  the  best 
course  for  his  coimtry.  I  tried  to  show  by  these  facts  about 
our  national  defense  that  we  would  not  be  in  a  position  to 
intervene  effectively,  even  if  that  course  were  wise;  and  it  is 
quite  possible  that  cur  Allies  might  be  defeated  before  we 
could  come  to  their  aid,  and  then  certainly  we  would  draw 
the  attack  of  the  totalitarian  nations. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yes;  I  yield. 


Mr.  PEPPER.    80,  if  I  tmderstand  the  argument  of  the  able 

Senator,  it  is  that  because  we  are  weak  we  must  not  aid  the 

British  Fleet,  which  is  the  only  possibility  of  our  being  strong 
enough  to  defend  ourselves. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Because  we  are  weak  we  ought  not  to  aid 
the  British  Fleet?  As  I  recall,  the  French  were  trying 
to  aid  the  British  Fleet  about  a  month  ago:  and.  as  I  recall, 
the  British  were  not  trying  to  aid  the  French  Fleet  about  a 
week  ago.  So  in  that  action,  when  the  English,  and  perhaps 
justifiably,  sent  the  French  Fleet  to  the  bottom,  the  real  truth 
comes  out,  that  nations  in  time  of  war,  like  individuals,  con- 
sider self-preservation  the  first  law  of  nature.  If  the  English 
could  do  that  with  their  French  ally,  I  am  going  into  any 
war  along  with  Great  Britain  in  the  light  of  realities,  and 
with  my  eyes  wide  open.  I  do  not  say  whether  the  English 
did  right  or  wrong;  that  is  for  them  to  Judge.  We  have  no 
part  in  that  war.  I  am  not  here  to  denounce  them.  I  sym- 
pathize with  them.  I  say  there  appears  to  be  a  measure  of 
Justification.  I  feel  sorry  for  the  French.  But  we  know  that 
the  primary  job  of  Great  Britain  is  to  take  care  of  Great 
Britain,  of  France  to  take  care  of  France,  of  Japan  to  take 
care  of  Japan,  of  Germany  to  take  care  of  Germany,  and  of 
Russia  to  take  care  of  Russia,  and  I  am  going  to  be  a  realist 
SO  long  as  I  am  walking  around  in  a  realistic  world. 

If  we  were  to  intervene,  and  the  British  were  not  able,  even 
with  our  naval  help,  to  repulse  an  attack  by  the  totalitarian 
powers,  then  surely  we  would  be  at  war.  Britain  would  per- 
haps be  forced  to  do  the  same  thing  France  has  been  forced 
to  do;  she  might  be  required  to  turn  over  her  fleet.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  and  I  do  not  l>elieve  she  would.  I  believe 
her  ships  would  go  down  with  their  guns  blazing,  or  that  the 
ships  would  come  to  Canada.  But  in  war  we  cannot  believe, 
we  have  to  know.  When  we  send  men  out  to  flght  a  foe,  we 
have  to  know  how  strong  he  is.  how  he  will  fight,  the  arms 
with  which  he  is  equipped,  and  we  have  to  have  as  much 
determination  to  drAe  him  backward  as  he  has  to  keep  us 
in  our  place.  We  cannot  know  those  things  3.000  miles  away. 
because  any  country  put  In  the  position  in  which  Great 
Britain  is  today  would  naturally  clutch  at  any  aid  very 
tenaciously  and  very  strongly  if  she  thought  it  would  be  a 
means  of  saving  her  from  the  disaster  which  might  be  in 
store. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  How  does  the  able  Senator  distinguish  the 
advice  he  is  now  giving  his  country  from  the  advice  the 
statesmanship  of  every  country  which  has  coUapsed  gave, 
with  the  result  which  the  world  has  seen? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  Is  he 
in  favor  of  declaring  war  on  Germany  now? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  answer  as  I  have  reiterated  heretofore— 
no. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Then,  what  would  the  Senator  have  us 
do  that  is  not  already  being  done? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  For  one  thing,  I  would  have  the  Congress 
pass  a  law  which  would  authorize  somebody  speaking  for  the 
United  States  Government  to  make  Mr.  Henry  Ford,  or  any- 
body else,  make  airplanes  for  Britain  or  for  anybody  else  the 
Government  said  they  should  be  made  for. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  It  would  be  going  quite  far  afield  to  have 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  pass  a  law  ccmpelling  an 
American  manufacturer  to  make  arms  for  a  foreign  country. 
I  certainly  feel  that  if  we  should  go  that  far,  we  might  as  well 
declare  war  and  take  the  whole  cake  at  one  bite,  because 
we  would  very  soon  be  eating  the  last  bite,  anyway. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield 
furtiier? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield- 
Mr.  PEPPER.    Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  the  best 
chance  Great  Britain  has  to  win  this  war  is  to  have  air  su- 
periority over  Germany? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  not  worried  about  Great  Britain 
winning  the  war.  I  hope  she  wiU  win  it.  What  I  am  worried 
about  is  the  United  States  of  America.  [Applause  in  the 
galleries.] 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  insist  that  the  Chair  en- 
force the  rule  against  demonstrations  in  the  galleries.  If 
the  nile  cannot  be  enforced,  a  motion  will  be  made  that  the 
galleries  be  cleared.  Occupants  of  the  galleries  know  the 
rules  of  the  Senate.  They  know  that  it  is  a  violation  of  the 
rules  to  engage  in  demonstrations  of  any  sort,  and  I  insist 

that  the  rule  shall  be  observed. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  ask  the  Sen- 
ator to  desist  for  a  moment.  The  Chair  admonishes  the 
occupants  of  the  galleries,  realizing  that  they  fully  appreciate 
the  fact  that  they  are  the  guests  of  the  Senate;  that  they 
must  observe  the  rules:  that  they  must  remain  in  order.  If 
they  do  not.  the  Chair  will  order  the  galleries  cleared.  The 
doorkeepers  are  admonished  to  enforce  the  rules. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  for  the  sake  of  the  Record. 
I  do  not  want  to  appear  quite  as  caUous  as  my  remarks 
understandably  might  make  me  appear.  Of  course,  I  care 
for  the  preservation  of  democracy  in  Britain,  and  I  wish 
the  Britons  well,  and  I  hope  they  wiU  resist  Invasion.  What 
I  wanted  to  say  was  that  in  this  body  our  primary  concern 
should  be  to  determine  how  we  can  shape  our  course  so 
that  no  matter  what  may  happen,  come  hell  or  high  water, 
this  country  and  its  people  may  be  placed  in  the  most  ad- 
vantageous position  we  can  possibly  place  them  in. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  that  I  do  not 
share  in  the  admonition  to  the  occupants  of  the  galleries. 
Let  them  manifest  any  enthusiasm  or  disapproval  they  may 
care  to  express,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  because  we  are  all 
In  a  goldfish  bowl  anyway,  and  we  like  to  be  otjserved. 

What  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  in  my  second  question 
was.  Does  he  think  that  if  Great  Britain  should  win  the 
war.  the  United  States  would  be  in  any  danger? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    No. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Then  why  is  not  that  the  first  question? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    It  is  the  first  question. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  If  air  superiority  were  given  to  the  British, 
the  Senator  would  no  doubt  admit  that  they  would  win  the 
war.  Then  the  Senator  is  applauded  for  saying  that  we  are 
not  interested  in  England  winning  the  war. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator's  question  brings  to  my  mind 
an  illustration.  There  is  a  gangster  loose,  we  will  say  for 
want  of  a  location,  with  no  reflection  on  the  place,  in  Chi- 
cago. Dl.  ( Laughter.]  We  will  assume  that  he  is  devastating 
that  locality. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  mean  no  reflection  on  Chicago.  It  is 
a  great  city.  Let  us  say,  a  city  as  large  as  Chicago,  but  not 
Chicago. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  might  take  Baltimore.  [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  cannot  use  that  city,  because  I  live  In 
the  State  of  Maryland,  and  It  would  spoil  my  Illustration.  We 
will  assume  a  gangster  is  loose  in  Chicago.  111.,  or  let  us  as- 
sume he  does  not  live  in  that  State  but  has  come  there  to 
operate.  Let  us  assume  the  Senator  says  to  me,  "Do  you 
know  the  police  are  hunting  that  gangster  in  Chicago,  111? 
Why  don't  you  go  out  there  and  help  them  hunt,  because,  if 
they  do  not  succeed  in  catching  him,  he  might  conceivably 
take  a  train  and  go  to  Havre  de  Grace,  Md.,  and  make  trouble 
for  you  there?"  I  say.  "First  of  all,  I  am  not  in  Chicago  and 
cannot  arrange  to  spend  my  time  in  Chicago" — any  more 
than  we  can  arrange  to  send  oui  Army  to  Europe  when  It  Is 
not  equipped  and  prepared.  "Further  than  that,  because  I 
am  afraid  the  police  may  not  get  the  gangster,  I  shall  buy 
flrearms  and  do  all  I  can  to  put  my  family  in  a  position  of 
safety  in  the  event  the  gangster  should  kill  all  the  policemen 
in  Chicago.  Knowing  I  cannot  do  anything  about  it,  cannot 
give  any  aid  because  of  one  circiunstance  or  another.  I  shall 
get  all  the  flrearms  I  can  and  teach  my  family  how  to  take 
care  of  themselves  In  the  event  the  gangster  comes  to  Havre 
de  Grace."    That  is  the  analogy. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  Senator  has 
already  told  the  Senate  that  it  would  be  13  months  before  we 
could  possibly  get  ready  to  defend  ourselves. 


Mr.  TYDINGS.     And  I  think  it  will  be  13  months  before 

Mr.  Hitler  can  get  ready  to  come  over  here. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  If  Britain  should  be  crushed  in  a  month, 
does  the  Senator  think  it  would  be  13  months  before  the 
issue  would  l>ecome  acute  for  the  United  States? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  if  England  should  not  be 
crushed  for  2  years,  if  finally  the  totalitarian  powers  should 
predominate  on  this  globe,  it  is  perfectly  inevitable,  even  5f 
we  were  not  drawn  into  the  war,  that  there  would  be  not 
only  a  trade  war  but  a  war  of  ideas  and  of  philosophies  to 

which  in  the  end  we  would  be  bound  to  be  a  party. 

The  difference  between  the  Senator  and  me  is  not  a 
fundamental  one.  He  and  I  both  want  to  preserve  democracy. 
Our  sympathies  are  with  the  Allied  form  of  government  and 
way  of  life,  rather  than  with  the  totalitarian  powers.  The 
difference  between  the  Senator  and  me  is  that  while  he  says 
he  does  not  want  to  declare  war  now,  but  that  he  wants  to 

make  Henry  Ford  make  automobiles  for  the  English 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Airplanes,  for  Great  Britain. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  I  felt  as  the  Senator  does  about  this 
situation  I  would  rather  declare  war  now.  I  would  rather  go 
over  with  what  I  have,  if  I  felt  as  blue  about  the  situation  as 
the  Senator  does,  and  aid  the  Allies  and  flght  it  out.  Merely 
because  we  could  not  do  that  even  if  it  were  wise  is  one  of 
the  reasons  why  I  cannot  go  along  with  the  Senator.  Even 
if  we  had  the  equipment,  I  am  not  saying  I  would  then  go 
along,  but  so  long  as  we  have  not  the  equipment,  I  do  not 
have  to  make  the  choice, 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  so  long  as  the 
British  Fleet  and  the  American  Fleet  remain  intact  there  is 
any  danger  of  either  Japan  or  Hitler  or  anylwdy  else  invading 
the  Western  Hemisphere? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Yes,  I  do;  and  when  we  got  off  on  this 
subject,  if  the  Senator  will  recall,  I  had  just  pictured  that 
Russia  and  Germany  had  joined  and  divided  up  Poland. 
Then  I  had  pictured  that  Italy  had  joined  in  that  action,  and 
it  appeared  that  Japan  was  working  in  concert  with  them. 
If  they  should  rvm  out  of  territory  to  conquer  or  to  satisfy 
their  appetite,  it  is  possible  that  those  foreign  nations, 
through  a  chain  of  circumstances  which  we  ourselves  might 
inadvertently  set  in  motion,  might  altogether  take  the  United 
States  of  America.  That  is  not  beyond  the  realm  of  possi- 
bility at  all.         ^ 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  possibility  I  surmised  was  that  with  the 
fleets  of  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  standing  to- 
gether, I  do  not  know  of  any  naval  force  in  the  world  that 
could  invade  this  hemisphere. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  trouble  with  the  Senator's  argument — 
and  I  believe  he  will  agree  with  me— is,  how  do  we  know  that 
Great  Britain  is  going  to  withstand  invasion  by  the  Germans? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  am  supposing  that  Britain  will  not  lose 

the  war. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  That  is  just  the  point;  If  Great  Britain 
does  not  lose  the  war,  then  what  we  do  with  the  fleet  will  not 
amount  to  anything  anyway. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Because  they  wiU  be  ready  to  aid  us. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr,  PEPPER.  So  then  our  safety  is  tied  in  with  the  main- 
tenance of  the  British  Fleet  and  the  British  Government. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Oh,  the  Senator  from  Florida  has  made  a 
loophole  for  himself  and  is  trying  to  get  out  before  I  can  get 
hold  of  him.  The  Senator  said  "if  BriUin  won  the  war."  He 
was  assuming  that  our  fleet,  together  with  the  English  Fleet, 
could  resi.st  all  other  nations. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     That  is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Very  well.  But  I  say  suppose  Britain 
should  not  win  the  war. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  If  Britain  should  not  win  the  war,  we  could 
not  in  5  years  build  a  fleet  that  would  give  us  half  safety 
against  the  existing  naval  and  military  forces  of  the  world, 
and  the  Senator  knows  it. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Then,  if  the  Senator's  premise  is  sound, 
if  Britain  should  win  the  war,  we  would  be  in  no  danger.  We 
agree  on  that  point,  do  we  not? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Quite. 
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Mr.  TYDINGS.  "Hie  Senator  says  he  would  not  declare 
war  on  Germany  to  help  Britain  win  it.  Am  I  right  on  that 
point? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  did  say  that  at  the  present  time  I^would 
not  declare  war  on  Germany. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Very  well.    What  can  we  do  then? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  There  are  a  great  many  things  we  can  do. 
One  of  them — to  go  back  to  that  point — is  that  we  can  turn 
every  automobile-manufacturing  plant  in  the  United  States  of 
America  that  is  net  engaged  in  making  airplanes  to  building 
airplanes,  and  we  can  say  to  General  Motors  and  Chrysler  and 
Ford  and  all  the  rest  of  them,  "You  are  going  to  build  air- 
planes and  sell  them  to  Great  Britain,"  because  if  Britain  has 
air  superiority  Germany  cannot  win  this  war.  If  the  British 
Fleet  is  maintained  intact,  Germany  cannot  Jeopardize  the 
safety  of  our  continent. 

idi.  TYDINGS.     If,  if,  if! 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  let  me  finish.  The  safety  of 
this  continent  depends  upon  the  maintenance  of  the  British 
Fleet.  The  amount  of  money  the  American  taxpayer  must 
spend  for  armament  in  America  is  partly  determined  by 
whether  Britain's  air  force  and  fleet  are  maintained  or  col- 
lapse. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  the  French  had  only  had  so  many  more 
mechanical  tanks:  if  the  French  had  only  had  10,000  air- 
planes; if  the  British  had  only  had  10,000  airplanes:  if  the 
French  had  not  gone  forward  from  the  little  Maginot  line 
to  the  support  of  Belgium  and  Holland;  if  there  had  not  been 
any  break  through  in  Holland;  if  the  French  had  not  given 
up;  if  the  French  had  not  turned  over  their  fleet  to  the  Ger- 
mans, when  the  French  had  solemnly  agreed  with  the  English 
that  that  would  not  be  done;  if  the  English  had  not  destroyed 
port  of  the  French  Fleet  at  Gran;  if  the  British  had  not 
destroyed  the  battle  cruiser  Richelieu  this  afternoon ;  if  Japan 
was  not  movmg  in  the  Pacific;  and  if  the  English  hold  out 
against  Germany — and  if  after  that  their  fleet  still  is  intact — 
oh.  what  a  great  bridge  of  "ifs"  over  which  to  carry  the  safety 
of  130,000.000  Americans! 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Are  we  Jeopardizing  the  defense  of  America, 
are  we  in  any  way  Impairing  our  own  facilities  by  doing  that 
which  I  have  suggested,  by  making  and  selling  airplanes  to 
Britain?    What  sacrifice  are  we  making  by  doing  that? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    No  one  is  objecting  to  that. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Then,  the  Senator  from  Maryland  agrees 
that  that  would  be  a  good  thing? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    We  are  doing  it  already. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Mr.  Ford  is  not  making  them,  is  he? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  should  not  want  to  compel  Mr.  Ford  to 
make  them. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  see. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  Ford  may  do  whatever  he  wants  to  do. 
I  may  not  agree  with  what  he  thinks,  perhaps.  I  do  not  agree 
with  many  people,  and  many  people  may  not  agree  with  me. 
But  if  we  are  to  compel  manufacturers  to  make  only  certain 
thmgs,  then  let  us  go  the  whole  hog  and  out -Hitler  Hitler. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  If.  in  order  to  defend  America,  it  is  necessary 
to  compel  people  to  do  certain  things,  is  the  Senator  agree- 
able to  doing  that? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  we  are  going  far  afield.  I 
should  rather  discuss  naval  and  military  strategy. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  One  more  question.  The  Senator  from 
Maryland  has  been  bemoaning  the  feeble  effort  of  this  Gov- 
ernment to  do  things.  What  supreme  proposals,  what  dy- 
namic proposals  does  the  Senator  from  Maryland  make  that 
woiild  speed  up  the  whole  procedure  and  accelerate  it?  I 
should  like  to  hear  what  the  Senator  would  do. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  shall  be  delighted  to  teU  the  Senator.  If 
I  had  authority  today  I  would  cut  every  bit  of  red  tape  that 
surrounds  the  preparedness  program. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  What  does  the  Senator  mean  by  that?  Let 
us  be  specific  with  respect  to  that  program. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  wants  me  to 
do  that. 


Mr.  PEPPER.  I  asked  the  Senator  the  question.  I  want 
to  know  what  the  Senator  proposes  the  Congress  shall  do 
to  defend  America  the  way  he  thinks  it  ought  to  be  done. 
I  will  vote  for  it  if  the  Senator  will  propose  such  a  thing. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  refer  again  to  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee,  of  which  my  friend  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  who  was  present  a  moment  ago.  is 
chairman.  Only  3  or  4  months  ago  in  that  committee  I 
proposed  a  25-percent  increase  in  the  Navy.  Think  of  It. 
Three  or  four  months  ago  I  made  that  proposal.  My  col- 
leagues on  that  committee  will  recollect  that.  I  see  several 
of  them  here.  The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Johnson  1 
Is  one.  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  BtrdI  is  another. 
They  know  that  in  the  committee  I  tried  to  get  an  authori- 
zation for  a  25 -percent  increase  in  the  Navy.  Why  did  we 
not  put  that  increase  through  then?  Because  those  who 
came  from  the  Navy  Department  in  effect  said  that  they 
were  under  Injunction  not  to  ask  for  more  than  11 -percent 
increase.  And  lo  and  behold,  after  4  months  had  gone  by 
we  put  through  the  other  14-percent  increase,  and  lost  4 
months  in  construction  of  naval  vessels,  which  are  going  to 
be  our  first  line  of  defense. 

That  is  one  way  I  tried  to  act  to  cut  down  the  delay,  the 
unconscionable  delay.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Florida  that  the  situation  is  serious.  I  do  not  want  to  be 
hypercritical  and  make  broad  sweeping  statements,  but  I 
say  that  I  believe  that  the  time  is  rapidly  coming,  in  fact,  I 
believe  it  arrived  several  weeks  ago,  when  we  must  expedite 
m  every  way  we  can,  and  far  beyond  what  we  have  done  up 
to  the  present  time,  the  entire  armament  program.  We 
must  expedite  enlistments.  If  we  cannot  get  enough  men 
by  enlistment,  if  we  cannot  get  more  than  150.000  men  a 
year,  and  we  want  an  army  of  400,000,  we  have  to  find  ways 
and  means  to  get  the  personnel. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  WUl  the  Senator  support  universal 
service? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Of  course,  I  will  support  it  If  there  is  no 
other  way  to  get  the  troops  necessary  to  protect  this  country. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  How  long  is  the  Senator  wiUing  to  wait 
until  we  see  whether  we  get  enough  troops  by  voluntary 
enlistment? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  not  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  I  am  only  one  individual  Senator.  If  I  were  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  I  would  not  wait  at  all.  Does  that 
answer  the  Senator's  question?  Does  not  the  Senator  know 
that  such  a  proposal  could  not  be  put  through  without  the 
aid  of  this  administration  being  thrown  In  the  balance? 
What  is  the  use  of  fooling  ourselves? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  If  the  administration  recommends  It.  will 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  vote  for  it? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  thought  I  answered  that  question  a 
moment  ago. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  That  is  one  thing  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land would  do? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Yes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  What  else  would  the  Senator  do  to  acceler- 
ate our  preparedness  effort? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  would  not  talk  so  much  about  meddling 
In  foreign  affairs,  and  talk  more  about  home  defense. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  is  having  a  little  difficulty  In 
being  specific.  Before  he  finishes  I  wish  he  would  give  the 
Congress  a  program  so  we  can  do  something  about  it. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  that  is  chUdish  argxmient. 
It  seems  to  me.  I  tried  here  on  the  Senate  floor  only  a  month 
ago  to  get  a  tax  bill  written  that  would  raise  the  money  to 
help  pay  for  this  program,  did  I  not?  I  did  not  hear  the 
Senator  froni  Florida  support  me  In  that  effort. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  from  Texas  offered  a  bill,  and 
did  the  Senator  from  Maryland  hear  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Florida  after  the  conference  report  on  that 
bill  was  adopted? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  There  was  not  a  word  said  about  Uxes  on 
the  floor  here  then.  I  have  been  making  talks  every  Mon- 
day morning  about  It.  and  put  up  charts  so  Senators  could 
see  them,  and  finally  my  good  friend  the  Senator  from 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


9335 


Mississippi  [Mr.  Harrison  1  was  kind  enough  to  say — per- 
haps he  was  flattering  me,  but  he  said  casually  one  day: 

MlUard.  I  think  those  talka  of  yovirs  are  beginning  to  bear  some 
fruit  There  Is  a  movement  now  to  have  a  tax  bill  designed  to 
raiae  •600,000.000  or  $700,000,000. 

Who  else  advocated  taxes  here  on  the  floor,  besides  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  on  Finance? 
Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  from  Texas. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  Who  else?  The  Senator  from  Texas  is 
on  the  Committee  on  Finance,  is  he  not?  The  Senator  did 
help.  Other  Senators  have  different  means.  Does  the 
Senator  call  that  cutting  red  tape?  I  would  have  had  the 
tax  bill  on  the  books  now. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  defense  program  is  not  being  held  up 
for  lack  of  money,  is  it? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  would  quit  political  action  and  raise  the 
money. 
Mr.  PEPPER.  There  are  no  bills  being  unpaid,  are  there? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  Everyone  is  scared  to  death  about  a  Ger- 
man invasion.  There  is  no  program  brought  here  that 
Congress  does  not  put  through  in  a  week.  There  has  been 
absolutely  no  dissenting  vote  here;  everything  that  has  been 
sent  up  has  l)een  approved.  It  is  not  my  duty  to  evolve 
the  policies  for  this  Government.  The  Senator  realizes  that 
my  program  would  not  get  very  far.  I  tried  to  build  up 
the  Navy  25  percent  some  4  months  ago,  and  the  adminis- 
tration was  not  in  favor  of  it  then.  Now,  4  months  later, 
the  administration  is  in  favor  of  It.  I  tried  to  get  a  tax 
bill  written  2  months  ago,  and  the  administration  was  not 
in  favor  of  It.  A  week  later  it  was  in  favor  of  some  in- 
creased taxation,  and  2  weeks  later  it  was  in  favor  of  a 
billion  dollars  more.  The  bill  went  to  conference,  and  we 
got  word  finally,  after  4  months  had  gone  by,  that  we  would 
finally  have  a  tax  bill. 

Before  the  Senator  asks  me  any  more  questions,  let  me 
ask  him  what  has  he  done  to  effectuate  the  program  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  has  suggested?  Let  us  come  into 
court  with  clean  hands. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  No;  I  will  not  j^eld  now.  This  is  a  two- 
way  street  here,  and  I  want  to  have  this  matter  out.  I  will 
take  care  of  myself,  and  let  the  Senator  from  Florida  take 
care  of  himself. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  certainly  would  not  want  the  virtue  of 
the  issues  that  we  are  discussing  to  be  determined  by  the 
relative  merits  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Florida. 

The  question  is  not  what  either  of  us  has  done  that  is  so 
laudable.  The  question  is  what  the  country  and  the  Congress 
can  do  to  effectuate  a  preparedness  program. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  That  Is  Just  what  I  have  been  talking 
about. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  from  Florida  stood  on  this 
floor  and  advocated  a  seven-pwint  program  which  was  more 
vigorous  and  would  assure  a  more  effective  preparedness  pro- 
gram than  anything  the  Senator  from  Florida  has  yet  heard 
from  the  Senator  from  Maryland.  I  challenge  him  to  lay 
his  program  alongside  that  of  the  Senator  from  Florida  and 
let  the  Congress  and  the  coimtry  determine  which  one  would 
get  action  first  and  t)est. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  only  point  about  the  Senator's  pro- 
gram is  that  he  has  got  nowhere  with  any  of  his  seven  points, 
and  I  have  got  100  percent  with  both  my  points. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  in  preparedness;  but  the  seven- 
point  program  reminds  me  of  what  the  old  politicians  used  to 
say:  "You  can  always  believe  in  three  things  and  be  elected 
to  office:  One,  large  appropriations;  two,  no  taxes;  and  three, 
the  American  flag.    They  can  never  lick  you  on  those." 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  would  rather  not  yield,  because  I  do  not 
wish  to  prolong  this  debate  by  useless  questions.  However. 
I  do  not  wish  to  t>e  discourteous  to  the  Senator.  I  will  yield 
again. 


Mr.  PEPPER.  This  will  be  the  last  inquiry.  If  the  Sen- 
ator win  examine  those  seven  points.  I  think  perhaps  he  will 
not  repeat  the  accusation  he  has  just  implied,  that  they  are 
glittering  genersditles. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    What  points  have  been  accomplished? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  first  point  was  to  give  the  President 
full  wartime  power  to  prepare  to  defend  America. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  President  has  had  full  wartime  power 
for  7  years. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    The  Senator  knows  that  that  Is  not  so. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Very  well.     What  is  the  second  point? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Another  phase  of  that  program  was  to  au- 
thorize the  President  to  take  Into  custody  and  confine  any 
alien  in  this  country  whose  freedom  woidd.  in  his  opinion, 
jeopardize  the  defense  program.  Is  that  a  glittering  gen- 
erality? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  How  many  aliens  has  the  President  taken 
into  personal  custody  since  that  power  was  conferred  on  him? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  President  has  not  had  such  power, 
because  Congress  has  never  passed  such  a  law. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Then  the  Senator  Is  not  really  putting 
his  program  over,  as  I  put  mine  over. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  thought  the  Senator  was  going  to  dis- 
cuss the  specific  nature  of  the  program.  If  the  Senator  will 
reme;nber  the  attitude  he  took  when  the  seven-point  pro- 
gram was  offered,  it  was  that  It  would  confer  dictatorial 
power  and  authority  on  the  President. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yes;  I  remember  it  well. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  And  the  Senator  was  not  in  favor  of  such 
a  step.  So  he  does  not  want  to  defend  America  in  that  way. 
and  he  does  not  offer  any  program  of  his  own  to  speed  up 
the  program  now  in  progress. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  wish  to  continue 
this  personal  controversy  with  the  Senator.  The  Senator  is 
a  good  representative  of  his  State.  He  is  a  man  of  his  own 
opinion.  He  does  the  best  he  can.  and  so  do  I;  and  I  do  not 
want  to  reflect  on  him. 

The  Senator  says  we  have  accomplished  nothing.  We  have 
a  25-percent  increase  in  the  Navy,  have  we  not? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Yes;  and  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  administration  a  70-percent  increase  is  in 
progress. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  from  Maryland  was  first  In 
this  body  to  advocate  such  an  increase.  We  have  a  tax  bill 
of  $1,000,000,000  to  pay  for  it,  have  we  not?  We  also  have  a 
new  tax  bill  written. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  the  Senator  refer  to  the  tax  bill  of 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  IMr.  Harrison]  and  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  IMr.  ConnallyI?  To  what  bill  does  the 
Senator  refer? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  sashing  that  we  have  a  tax  bill.  It 
is  not  my  tax  bill,  but  I  think  I  can  say  without  conceit  that 
I  believe  I  had  some  little  part  in  helping  to  get  a  tax  bill 
started  in  this  body  and  in  the  other  body.  So  I  can  show 
some  little  constructive  efforts  which  have  borne  fruit. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Tlie  Senator  had  much  to  do  with  the 
tax  bill. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  wish  to  conclude.    I  will  ask  the  Sena- 
tor to  be  brief. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  cooperate  with  the  Senator 
in  concluding.  I  hope  we  may  get  away  from  the  tax  bill, 
conscription,  and  all  the  side  issues,  and  return  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Senate,  so  that  we  may  obtain  a  vote  on 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stimson.  The  Senator  from  Mary- 
land has  delivered  a  very  Interesting  address 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  And  he  projKises  to  talk  for  as  long  as 
he  desires.     I  ask  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  please  to 

Uke   his   seat   so   that   I   may  conclude   with   all   possible 
dispatch. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  do  not  wish  to  irritate  the  Senator 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  shall  be  the  judge  of  when  I  speak  and 
how  long  I  shall  speak. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  appreciate  that.     I  was  hoping 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  This  debate  has  been  prolonged  because 
I  have  wanted  to  be  kind  and  tolerant.  I  have  gone  far 
afield,  and  I  do  not  feel  that  I  am  now  called  upon  further 
to  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  merely  wished  to  say  to  the  Senator 
that  if  I  can  cooperate  with  him  in  courteously  yielding  or 
refusing  to  yield  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Florida, 
to  whom  he  has  been  extremely  courteous,  I  wish  to  offer  my 
services  In  that  connection.  I  did  not  mean  In  any  way  to 
irritate  the  Senator  from  Maryland  by  suggesting  that  we 
get  back  to  the  question  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  is  very  tolerant  and  kindly. 
If  occasionally  I  exhibit  a  little  heat,  he  knows  that  it  is 
not  from  lack  of  affection  or  regard  for  him,  because  I 
have  both  in  quantity. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  painted  the  picture.  All  the  byroads 
up  which  we  have  gone  in  this  debate  in  response  to  the  ques- 
tions of  the  Senator  from  Florida  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  essential  facts  in  the  case.  The  naked  truth  is  that  on 
land  we  are  woefully  imprepared.  First,  I  should  say  that  on 
sea  we  are  splendidly  prepared.  With  the  exception  of  a 
modem  air  force,  more  modem  planes,  our  Navy  is  the  finest 
afloat.  Its  personnel  and  its  morale  are  of  the  very  best; 
but  on  land  we  are  pitifully  unprepared.  Part  of  that  has 
been  due  to  our  traditional  policy  to  have  a  small  Army,  rely- 
ing on  our  Navy;  but  the  point  Is  that  if  we  were  to  go  into 
the  war  now,  we  probably  could  not  throw  any  decisive  factor 
Into  the  balance.  If  we  were  to  go  into  the  war  we  might  find 
that  Great  Britain,  as  much  as  the  Senator  from  Florida  and 
I  would  like  to  see  her  survive,  would  go  down,  and  we  might 
even  see  the  British  Fleet  in  the  same  position  in  which  the 
French  Fleet  now  is.  If  that  should  happen,  we  should  be 
left  alone,  with  no  allies. 

So  I  cannot  believe  that  at  this  juncture,  in  our  present 
state  of  unpreparedness,  we  ought  to  induct  into  the  Cabinet 
men  whose  definite  plulosophy  is  one  of  intervention. 

On  the  first  day  of  the  hearings  I  thought  that  Colonel 
Knox  was  pretty  much  of  an  interventionist  in  the  light  of 
facts  which  an  able  committee  brought  out;  and,  in  answer 
to  specific  questions,  he  gradually  restricted  his  intervention 
aspirations  and  ideas  until  on  the  last  day  I  did  not  think 
there  was  much  difference  between  Colonel  Enox  and  myself 
on  that  point.  However,  I  feel  that  basically,  emotionally, 
and  inspirationally  the  colonel  would  like  to  go  to  the  aid  of 
the  Allies;  and  inasmuch  as  it  is  proposed  to  place  him  at  the 
head  of  a  Department  which  has  recently  to  some  extent  been 

stripped  of  some  of  its  necessary  equipment,  I  do  not  believe, 
much  as  I  like  him,  much  as  I  admire  him,  much  as  I  respect 
him,  that  the  thing  should  be  judged  on  the  general  lines  upon 
which  nominations  are  usually  judged. 

I  want  to  see  to  it  that  this  country  shall  not  be  driven 
inch  by  Inch  Into  war.  So  far  as  my  vote  Is  concerned,  I 
intend  to  cast  it  to  keep  America  out  of  war,  certainly  so  long 
as  it  is  unprepared. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  prefer  not  to  yield. 

Finally,  if  we  are  drawn  into  this  war,  the  picture  of  the 
totalitarian  nations  banded  together,  as  well  they  might  be. 
putting  us  in  a  position  in  which  we  should  invite  their 
attack,  is  one  which  we  ought  to  avoid  if  we  can. 

For  all  these  reasons,  without  reflecting  on  either  of  the 
nominees  in  the  slightest  degree,  and  even  though  I  admire 
and  like  Colonel  Knox.  I  shall  cast  my  vote  against  confirma- 
tion of  the  nominations  of  both  these  men. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE   HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  without  amendment  ♦^he  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res. 
283)  authorizing  Col.  Donald  H.  Connolly  to  hold  the  office  of 
Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  in  the  Department  of 
Commerce. 


BERT  W.  HBLMER — VETO  MESSAGE   (S.  WX.  KO.  2SS> 

As  Is  legislative  session. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mxao  in  the  chair)  laid 
before  the  Senate  the  following  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  read,  and,  with  the  accom- 
panying bill,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions  and 
ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  S.  1009, 
"granting  a  pension  to  Bert  W.  Helmer." 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  AiTairs  to  place  on  the  pension 
roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension 
laws,  the  name  of  Bert  W.  Helmer.  late  of  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard,  and  pay  him  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per 
month. 

This  veteran  filed  an  application  in  August  1934  for  pen- 
sion on  account  of  tuberculosis  alleged  to  have  resulted  from 
his  service  in  the  United  States  Coast  Guard.  He  is  not 
entitled  to  pension  for  the  reason  that  the  disability  was 
Incurred  prior  to  the  approval  of  the  act  of  July  2,  1930.  "An 
act  to  apply  the  pension  laws  to  the  Coast  Guard." 

Aside  from  any  question  of  merit  in  this  or  other  similar 
cases,  approval  of  this  bill  is  objectionable  for  the  following 
reasons:  First,  it  would  give  preferential  treatment  to  this 
claimant  over  others  whose  claims  are  equally  meritorious: 
second,  it  would  arbitrarily  fix  a  rate  of  pension  without  the 
usual  administrative  investigation  and  appraisal  of  the  degree 
of  disability  and  service  connection;  and,  third,  it  would 
perpetuate,  without  change,  a  rate  of  pension  which  would 
not  take  cognizance  of  any  change  in  the  disability  status  of 
the  veteran. 

Frawklin  D.  R00SEVEI.T. 
The  White  House,  JtUy  9,  1940. 

'  HENRY  L.  STIMSON 

The  Senate  resiamed  the  consideration  of  the  nomination 
of  Henry  L.  Stimson.  of  New  York,  to  be  Secretary  of  War. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  within  a  few 
hcnrs  after  the  nominations  of  Colonel  Stimson  and  Colonel 
Knox  were  sent  to  the  Senate.  I  stated  upon  this  floor  that 
it  was  my  intention  to  vote  against  the  confirmation  of  both 
of  them,  not  because  I  had  any  doubt  as  to  the  patriotism  of 
either,  not  because  I  doubted  the  high  character  of  either, 
not  because  either  was  a  Republican,  and  not  because  they 
were  both  reactionaries  along  political  lines. 

I  do  not  desire  to  detain  the  Senate  unnecessarily  by  re- 
stating what  I  stated  on  that  occasion.  I  desire  only  to  say 
that  the  testimony  before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  in 
the  case  of  Colonel  Stimson,  and  before  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  in  the  case  of  Colonel  Knox,  has  abundantly  jus- 
tified the  statement  which  I  made  on  that  occasion,  that 
Colonel  Stimson  and  Colonel  Knox  are  both  interventionists. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  read  the  record  before  both  committees, 
there  has  been  no  dispute  as  to  the  facts  going  to  make  up 
the  record  of  Colonel  Stimson  and  of  Colonel  Knox.  They 
admit  the  facts.  They  admit  the  theory.  They  adn.  t  the 
positions  which  they  have  maintained  in  the  past,  and  which 
they  are  now  maintaining.  They  only  quibble  about  the  use 
of  the  term  "interventionist." 

I  insist  that  the  testimony  of  Colonel  Stimson  before  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee,  and  of  Colonel  Knox  before  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee,  is  in  each  case  a  perfect  portrait 
drawn  by  the  skillful  hand  of  an  interventionist — in  each  case 
by  his  own  hand.  They  may  deny  that  the  policies  which 
they  have  advocated,  and  which  neither  has  recanted  except 
to  a  very  minor  extent  in  the  case  of  Colonel  Knox,  constitute 
Intervention. 

Mr.  President,  when  it  is  said  that  Colonel  Stimson  recom- 
mends the  use  of  the  United  States  Navy  in  convoying  muni- 
tions to  a  belligerent;  when  It  Is  said  that  Colonel  Stimson 
recommends  turning  over  United  States  naval  vessels  to  bel- 
ligerents, he  may  deny  as  much  as  he  pleases  the  applicability 
of  the  term  "interventionist."    The  fact  still  remains  that  he 
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Is  In  favor  of  committing  the  United  States  to  a  course  of 
war— war  not  next  year,  not  war  2  years  from  now,  but  war 
the  very  moment  his  reconmiendations  are  carried  Into  effect. 
The  poet  said: 

Tou   may   break,  you  may  shatter   the   vase   If   you  wUl. 

But  the  acent  of  the  roaes  will  hang  round  It  ■tUl. 

And  Colonel  Stimson  and  Colonel  Knox  may  deny  as  much 
as  they  please  the  use  of  the  term  "Interventionist."  but  the 
fact  remains  that  the  policies  which  they  have  recommended 
and  still  recommend  constitute  intervention,  and  constitute  a 
course  designed  to  Uke  the  United  States  into  war. 

Mr.  President,  the  suggestion  has  been  made  here  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Sheppahd],  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  for  whom  I  have  very  great  respect  and  affection, 
that  the  purpose  of  the  appointment  of  Colonel  Stimson  and 
Colonel  Knox  is  to  present  an  appearance  of  national  soli- 
darity. The  suggestion  has  been  made  that  it  is  a  coalition 
Cabinet.  It  is  no  such  thing.  The  opposition  to  Colonel 
Stimson  and  Colonel  Knox  does  not  come  because  they  are 
Republicans.  Heaven  knows,  during  the  past  7  years  we  have 
confirmed  enough  persons  In  the  Cabinet  who  were  not  Demo- 
crats. [Laughter. ]  On  the  first  day  of  the  first  special  session, 
on  the  day  the  President  was  sworn  into  oflBce  on  the  4th  of 
March  1933,  we  confirmed  Secretary  Ickes,  Secretary  Wal- 
lace, and  Secretary  Perkins,  none  of  whom  had  ever  claimed 
to  be  a  Democrat.  It  was  done  without  a  dissenting  voice, 
without  the  slightest  semblance  of  dispute  or  debate;  and  so 
far  as  Colonel  Knox  and  Colonel  Stimson  being  Republicans 
is  concerned,  there  would  not  be  a  single  dissenting  voice  on 
the  fioor  of  the  Senate  today  as  to  their  confirmation. 

It  is  said  that  these  nominations  are  In  the  interest  of 
naUonal  soUdarity,  a  coalition  Cabinet.  Mr.  President,  let 
us  see  what  a  coalition  Cabinet  is.  Under  a  government  em- 
ploying the  ministerial  system — which  we  do  not  have — a 
coalition  Cabinet  is  one  bnnging  together  the  various  par- 
ties, at  least  two  or  more  of  the  various  parties  in  the  coun- 
try, for  a  common  purpose.  The  idea  of  a  coalition  Cabinet 
presupposes  that  the  representatives  coming  to  the  Cabinet 
shall  be  the  representatives  by  authority  of  the  parties  which 
they  are  supposed  to  represent. 

In  the  last  war  we  all  recall  that  when  the  British  formed 
a  coalition  Cabinet,  before  Mr.  Bonar  Law,  the  leader  of  the 
opposition,  entered  the  coalition  Cabinet  there  was  a  meeting 
of  the  conservative  members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  who 
authorized  and  directed  Mr.  Law  as  their  representative  to 
enter  the  coalition  Cabinet.  He  and  other  members  of  the 
various  parties,  as  the  representatives  and  by  the  authority 
of  their  parties,  laid  aside  party  lines  and  entered  the  Cab- 
inet and  pursued  a  common  purpose.  At  the  end  of  the  war, 
when  the  Conservative  Party  instructed  Mr.  Bonar  Law  to 
withdraw  from  the  coalition  Cabinet,  from  the  Lloyd  George 
Cabinet,  Mr.  Bonar  Law  withdrew,  and  the  Cabinet  fell.  In 
the  present  war.  Mr.  Atlee,  leader  of  the  Labor  Party,  only 
entered  a  coalition  Cabinet  by  authority  of  the  great  party, 
which  he  led.  In  other  words,  a  coalition  Cabinet  presup- 
poses a  responsible  representation. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Will  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Missouri 
advise  me  who  has  said  that  this  is  a  coalition  Cabinet? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  has  been  repeatedly  said  on 
this  floor  and  off  this  fioor.  It  has  been  put  out  by  the  bally- 
hooers  in  favor  of  the  confirmation  of  Colonel  Knox  and 
Colonel  Stimson. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  confirmation  of  the 
nominees,  though  I  have  not  been  one  of  the  ballyhooers; 
but  I  have  never  understood  in  the  slightest  sense  that  this  is 
a  coalition  Cabinet,  if  I  imderstand  what  the  term  "coalition 
Cabinet"  means;  and  certainly  Colonel  Knox  does  not  under- 
stand that  it  is  a  coalition  Cabinet,  because  he  explained  that 
very  thoroughly. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
heard  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  committee 

Mr.  LUCAS.     I  did  not. 
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Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  He  stated  that  these  appoint- 
ments were  in  the  interest  of  national  solidarity.  I  am  com- 
ing to  that  in  just  a  minute,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  that  does  not  mean  a 
political  coalition. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Well,  that  was  the  implication. 
If  the  Senator  from  Illinois  and  the  Senator  from  Texas  will 
permit  me,  I  will  come  to  that  point  in  just  a  moment. 

Mr.  President,  the  purpose,  the  only  purpose  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  these  two  gentlemen — who,  so  far  as  any  party 
ties  are  concerned,  apparently  do  not  represent  anybody 
except  themselves — is  not  a  coalition  Cabinet,  not  a  Cabinet 
In  the  interest  of  national  solidarity,  but  a  war  Cabinet. 
Why  else  should  two  distinguished  gentlemen  be  selected,  the 
two  outstanding  advocates  in  the  whole  Republican  Party, 
and  possibly  in  the  whole  United  States  of  intervention,  of 
measures  inevitably  and  directly  leading  to  war,  except  to 
set  up  a  Cabinet  which  would  be  known  as  being  willing  to 
carry  out  such  policies?  Why  should  Colonel  Stimson.  the 
leading  interventionist  of  the  country,  succeed  Harry  Wood- 
rini,  known  to  all  men  to  be  the  leading  noninterventlonist 
member  of  the  Cabinet  for  the  past  several  years,  except  for 
the  purpose  of  establishing  the  very  policies  wliich  Colonel 
Knox  and  Colonel  Stimson  have  advocated  and  made  their 
own? 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  wish  to  advise  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
that  Colonel  Knox's  own  newspaper,  the  Chicago  Daily  News, 
had  in  large,  black  type  clear  across  the  front  ptige  this 
headline: 

Coalition  for  United  States. 

Knox,  Stimson,  nominated  for  Cabinet  posts. 

Roosevelt  chooses  two  Republicans  In  action  without  precedent. 

That  is  the  headline  on  the  front  page  of  Colonel  Knox's 
own  newspaper. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  President.  It  Is  for  this  reason  that  with  very  great 
regret  I  find  myself  unable  to  vote  for  the  confirmation  of 
either  Colonel  Stimson  or  Colonel  Knox.  As  I  said  the  other 
day.  I  have  known  Colonel  Knox  for  a  great  many  years,  and 
have  the  very  highest  respect  for  his  character,  his  ability, 
and  his  patriotism;  and  I  am  happy  to  say  that  for  many 
years  I  have  enjoyed  his  friendship.  I  am  not  acquainted 
with  Colonel  Stimson.  but  I  have  a  high  regard  for  his 
patriotism  and  his  ability  and  standing.  But  for  the  reason 
that  the  confirmation  of  the  nominations  of  these  two  gen- 
tlemen will  Inevitably  be  taken,  as  their  nominations  already 
have  been  taken,  abroad  and  in  this  country,  as  the  con- 
stitution of  a  war  Cabinet,  one  geared  for  intervention,  I 
find  myself  completely  unable  to  vote  for  the  confirmation  of 
either  one. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  on  account  of  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour  I  shall  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to 
discuss  at  any  length,  from  my  point  of  view,  the  issue 
raised  by  the  nomination  which  is  now  before  the  Senate. 
It  is  quite  apparent  that  the  issue  Is  clearly  drawn.  We  have 
advanced  very  far  into  interfering  in  foreign  affairs. 

I  do  not  question  the  patriotism  of  any  man  who  dis- 
agrees with  some  of  us  who  deplore  the  Intervention  we  have 
already  taken.  We  have  not  been  neutral.  We  admit  that 
we  are  not  neutral.  We  say  that  we  are  going  to  go  as  far  as 
we  can  without  going  to  war;  that  we  will  do  everything 
short  of  war.  Applying  that  to  men  as  to  nations  means 
the  same  to  me  as  if  we  would  say  to  a  man,  "I  will  kick 
you  in  the  shins,  I  will  spit  in  your  face,  but  I  will  not 
fight." 

Americans  have  a  reputation  far  different  from  that.  I 
do  not  think  America  Is  afraid  to  fight  when  there  is  occa- 
sion for  it,  but  I  cannot  help  remembering,  having  read 
history,  how  well  we  did  in  150  years,  starting  with  a  little 
strip  along  the  Atlantic  and  becoming  the  most  powerful 
nation  in  the  world,  and  the  envy  of  the  world,  by  minding 
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our  own  affairs.  Our  people  came  here  to  escape  the  re- 
ligious persecutions  and  the  political  prejudices  and  up- 
heavals and  wars  of  Eiirope.  They  came  here  to  find  sanctu- 
ary, and  they  were  protected  here  under  our  Constitution. 
We  became  great  because  we  were  true  to  our  confession  of 
faith,  until  we  began  to  go  back  to  the  things  from  which 
our  people  from  the  beginning  escaped,  and  started  to  ex- 
periment again,  to  go  back  to  the  political  travesties  of 
Europe. 

I  question  the  point  of  view  but  not  the  patriotism  or  the 
honesty  of  Mr.  Stimson  or  Mr.  Knox.  Honest  men  may 
differ.  Those  of  us  who  are  called  isolationists  have  been 
maligned  because  we  have  stuck  to  the  old  fundamental 
doctrine  which  we  have  followed  so  long  in  foreign  policy. 
which  has  made  the  United  States  what  it  is  today,  because 
we  believe  that  the  place  to  defend  American  institutions  is 
on  American  soil,  where  they  first  found  life  on  this  earth. 
Those  who  want  to  go  back  and  intervene  in  the  politics  and 
the  wars  of  Europe  I  have  no  doubt  are  as  patriotic  as  we 
are.  I  do  not  want  to  malign  them,  but  I  cannot  agree  with 
them. 

I  have  never  had  bad  neighbors,  but  if  I  did  I  would 
not  go  out  in  front  of  their  houses  and  call  them  names. 
1  notice  that  a  man  who  goes  around  among  his  neighbors 
and  tells  them  how  to  run  their  business,  and  finds  fault 
with  the  way  in  which  they  run  their  business,  always  neg- 
lects his  own.  A  man's  first  duty  is  to  attend  to  his  own 
business,  and  to  take  care  of  his  own  family.  Our  first 
duty  is  to  take  care  of  the  United  States  and  its  people, 
to  protect  ourselves  and  to  protect  them,  by  military  force 
if  necessary,  and  by  our  lives  if  necessary,  against  the 
shambles  ruining  and  degrading  Europe,  the  result  of  cen- 
turies of  religious  and  political  conflicts. 

Doctrines  and  problems  from  which  our  people  from  the 
very  beginning,  from  the  descendants  of  those  who  came  over 
on  the  Mayflower,  came  here  to  escape,  we  will  avoid  so 
long  as  we  keep  from  meddling.  The  last  experiment  we 
made  has  not  yet  been  paid  for  nor  Its  malignant  results 
appraised.  We  were  told  we  were  going  over  in  a  holy 
crusade,  a  holy  crusade  to  make  a  new  world,  to  save 
democracy.  In  that  experiment  we  went  to  the  aid  of  the 
Czar  of  Russia,  with  his  imperial  government,  and  of  the 
Emperor  of  Japan,  fighting  for  democracy.  When  we  had 
finished,  we  first  found  out  what  the  game  was  about  when 
the  secret  treaties  came  out.  which  showed  how  the  other 
powers  had  under  the  table  dealt  the  cards  to  divide  the 
world  among  themselves.  Then  we  knew  they  were  not 
fighting  for  democracy  at  all,  but,  as  Woodrow  WUson  said 
after  the  war  was  over  in  a  speech  at  St.  Louis,  he  discovered 
that  the  World  War  was  fought  for  trade,  and  conunerce,  and 
land,  and  oil  fields. 

Two  or  three  years  ago  we  discovered  the  secret  treaties 
had  been  in  the  State  Department  since  1917,  yet  President 
Wilson,  who  led  us  into  that  crusade,  when  he  came  back 
from  his  first  trip  to  Paris,  said  to  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  that  he  did  not  know  anything  about 
the  treaties  until  his  first  trip  to  Paris;  but  they  had  been 
here  for  more  than  2  years,  placed  in  the  State  Department 
by  Mr.  Balfour, 

Now  here  we  are.  the  sons  of  every  race  In  Europe,  the 
descendants  of  people  who  came  here  to  escape  the  persecu- 
tions of  Europe  and  the  troubles  of  Europe.  This  country 
has  been  a  refuge,  so  far.  for  the  poverty-stricken  and  the 
persecuted  races  and  peoples  of  every  country.  They  have 
been  protected  here.  They  could  come  with  their  own 
language,  with  their  children,  and  build  their  homes,  and 
they  could  become  citizens.  They  could  sing  the  songs  they 
sang  in  the  old  country,  and  no  one  interfered  with  them. 
They  could  worship  CJod  according  to  the  dictates  of  their 
conscience,  in  the  kind  of  a  church  in  which  they  wor- 
shipped in  the  old  country.  It  did  not  make  any  difference 
what  creed  or  what  race  they  came  from,  they  all  had  the 
same  protection  from  our  courts  and  our  Constitution. 
There  have  been  waves  of  religious  and  political  prejudice 
here,  but  they  made  no  headway,  because,  no  matter  who 


the  people  were,  they  were  protected  in  their  right  to  the 
pursuit  of  happiness,  to  freedom  of  speech,  freedom  of 
assembly,  freedom  of  worship.  Have  American  institutions 
cost  the  recent  generations  so  little  that  they  consider 
them  cheap?  Their  fathers  paid  a  heavy  price  in  toil, 
thrift,  self-denial  to  build  our  country  and  foster,  encourage, 
and  preserve  them. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  on  dangerous 
ground  when  we  forget  oxir  glorious  past,  that  we  are  on  safe 
ground  when  we  follow  the  road  of  keeping  out  of  the  coils  of 
Europe,  under  the  advice  of  our  first  President,  George  Wash- 
ington, and  of  Jefferson,  Monroe,  Andrew  Jackson,  and 
Grover  Cleveland.  We  followed  that  advice  from  the  time 
we  were  small  until  we  became  great.  I  sometimes  think  that 
now  we  are  worthy  of  being  great.  Can  we  so  remain?  We 
can  remain  great,  by  being  true  to  our  confession  of  faith, 
our  national  political  confession  of  faith,  which  our  founders 
wrote  in  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  and  later  the 
Constitution. 

A  nation  which  remains  true  to  its  confession  of  faith — 
like  a  man — cannot  go  far  wrong.  But  we  have  been  impor- 
tuned since  the  last  World  War,  propagandized  with  the  idea 
of  the  inevitablity,  as  we  are  told,  of  getting  into  the  next 
world  war,  which  is  now  upon  us.  The  propaganda  has  been 
very  well  organized,  and  has  been  persistent,  to  instill  into 
the  minds  of  our  j)eople  the  idea  that  whenever  there  is  a 
war  in  any  part  of  the  world  we  must  necessarily  go  in.  That 
is  a  new  doctrine.  That  is  the  internationalist  doctrine. 
That  is  not  the  doctrine  of  one  who  pays  first  attention  to  the 
salvation  and  the  safety  of  his  own  country.  Of  course,  we 
abhor  these  dictatorial  forms  of  government  which  mean 
political  slavery.  People  who  do  not  know  history,  do  not 
know  that  old  forms  have  been  resurrected  from  the  political 
garbage  dump  heaps  of  the  past,  and  painted  up  and  given  new 
names,  and  sold  to  the  gullible  as  new  methods  and  processes 
for  economic  and  political  salvation  for  the  human  race. 

The  question  is:  Are  we,  with  what  little  defense  means  we 
have,  to  venture  upon  another  experiment,  to  do  missionary 
work  with  bomb  and  bayonet  all  over  the  world,  when,  as  I 
believe,  we  have  plenty  to  do  to  look  after  our  own  affairs  and 
to  protect  our  own  shores?  We  have  20,000.000  people  on 
relief  who  we  should  put  back  to  work.  They  are  in  that  con- 
dition as  a  result  of  our  experiment  in  the  last  war.  The 
cost  of  that  experiment  has  not  been  calculated  to  this  day. 
It  cost  the  Federal  Government  $5,000,000,000  to  fight  the 
so-called  Civil  War  for  4  years,  and  for  the  3  years  of  recon- 
struction. We  know  now  that  the  last  World  War  experi- 
ment has  cost  us  $50,000,000,000  up  to  date,  and  I  do  not 
know  how  much  it  will  cost  us  In  the  future  by  reason  of  the 
depression  that  was  caused  by  the  collapse  of  our  national 
economy,  which  is  still  with  us.  Then  we  have  the  expenses 
of  pensions,  and  the  costs  of  operating  hospitals  all  over  the 
country,  hospitals  filled  with  ruined  victims,  thousands  with 
mutilated  bodies,  many  insane. 

If  we  could  save  Europe  that  would  be  one  thing.  Europe 
is  going  to  pieces.  Europe  is  conducting  its  wars  on  paper 
money,  and  is  rapidly  ruining  its  credit  and  its  currencies. 
Last  winter  there  were  millions  of  hungry  men  and  women 
in  Europe,  and  next  winter  there  will  be  ten  times  as  many. 

What  can  we  do  to  save  Europe?  Europe  must  save 
itself.  The  United  States  must  save  itself.  I  cannot  agree 
with  those  who  want  to  interfere  with  war  in  Europe  on 
the  assumption  that  we  are  the  richest  Nation  in  the  world, 
and  that  we  can  save  the  world  simply  by  spending  money. 
The  strength  of  a  nation  depends  upon  the  moral  character 
of  its  citizenship,  upon  its  production,  upon  its  courage  and 
willingness  to  labor  and  toil,  and  not  to  waste.  We  are  a 
wasteful  Nation.  We  waste  almost  as  much  in  times  of 
peace  as  other  people  do  in  times  of  war. 

We  speak  of  going  to  war  to  save  democracy.  War  does 
not  save  democracy.  Mechanized  war  destroys  democracy. 
War  is  the  greatest  enemy  of  democracy  in  these  modem 
days,  because  it  brings  national  bankruptcy,  and  national 
bankruptcy  brings  hunger,  unemployment  and  famine  and 
suffering,  and  tha^  is  the  best  soil  in  which  to  grow  dis- 
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order,  discontent,  and  revolution.  Instead  of  saving  democ- 
racy I  am  afraid  the  World  War  will  end  all  democracy  that 
Is  left  in  Europe. 

I  do  not  believe  the  democratic  form  of  governments  of 
Europe  or  the  constitutional  form  of  government,  such  as 
ciiTS.  can  be  maintained  and  siistained.  defended  and  pre- 
served on  a  bankrupt  national  economy. 

I  do  not  question  the  honesty  or  the  patriotism  of  those 
who  ever  since  the  last  World  War  have  been  prepared  to 
get  us  into  the  World  War  that  is  now  in  progress.  But  have 
they  every  stopped  to  think  that  if  we  get  into  this  world  war, 
and  we  may  prolong  the  war  for  5  years,  it  may  destroy  what- 
ever democracy  is  left?  Are  they  perfectly  sure  that  no  mat- 
ter who  wins  in  this  war  there  will  be  any  democracy  left? 

We  told  the  boys  we  sent  Into  the  last  World- War  experi- 
ment that  they  were  going  on  a  great  crusade  to  make  an  en- 
tirely new  order  of  society.  Cannot  the  statesmen  who  in  good 
faith  are  now  trying  to  get  us  into  the  world  war  be  a  little 
bit  more  honest  with  the  boys  who  would  be  sent  overseas  in 
the  event  we  enter  the  war?  Are  you  absolutely  suie  that 
there  will  be  a  better  order  in  Etu-ope?  Are  you  absolutely 
sure  that  it  will  restore  to  the  world  a  more  idealistic  derqo- 
cratic  society?  Did  you  ever  stop  to  think  that  it  may  ruin 
whatever  democracy  and  civilization  is  left,  including  our 
own? 

I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  correctly  quoted  or  not.  but 
at  least  some  years  ago  Mr.  Churchill,  of  England,  was  quoted 
as  sasring  that  because  the  United  States  entered  into  the 
last  World  War  the  war  was  prolonged  for  a  year  longer  than 
it  would  have  otherwise  lasted,  and  resulted  in  a  worse  treaty 
of  peace  than  would  have  been  made  had  a  negotiated  treaty 
been  entered  into. 

The  people  of  England  are  fighting  for  their  lives  in  good 
faith,  and  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
TvDiNGS]  when  he  said  that  every  nation,  no  matter  how 
good  its  people,  no  matter  what  its  form  of  government,  when 
it  is  fighting  in  a  war  fights  for  its  own  salvation,  and  it  will 
do  whatever  it  finds  necessary  to  do  to  save  its  life,  and  I  do 
not  blame  it.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  interventionists,  who 
evidently  want  to  drive  us  into  this  world  war.  although  they 
have  not  had  the  courage  to  come  out  openly  and  say  it  to 
this  day.  The  writing,  however,  is  on  the  wall  as  plainly  as 
though  it  were  written  there  by  the  hand  of  God  Almighty 
Himself,  that  that  is  what  they  mean.  I  cannot  agree  with 
them. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  I  cannot  vote  for  the  confirmation  of 
Mr.  Stimson.  I  do  not  question  his  patriotism  or  his  hon- 
esty, or  his  ability. 

Much  is  said  about  unity.  There  cannot  be  imity  among 
130.000,000  people  on  a  question  so  vital  as  that,  studying  it  in 
the  light  of  the  history  of  the  past,  and  we  have  no  light  to 
guide  our  future  except  the  light  of  the  past. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be  printed  in  connec- 
tion with  my  remarks  an  editorial  from  the  newspaper  called 
The  Wanderer,  of  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[From  the  St,  Paxil  Wanderer  of  June  27,  19401 
rcAK  or  nrvASiON 
In  hl8  address  before  the  House  of  Commona  on  June  18.  Prime 
MlnlBter  Churchill  briefly  stated  the  facts  of  the  colossal  military 
disaster  which  overtook  Prance.  He  then  estimated  the  chances  of 
invasion  of  England.  l»th  from  the  sea  and  from  the  air.  If  his 
words  were  reassuring  to  the  people  of  the  British  Isles  they  cer- 
tainly ought  to  be  reassuring  to  the  people  of  this  country.  Ameri- 
cans are  now  being  bombarded  with  the  fear  that  when  Hitler  has 
finished  off  France  and  England  he  wlU  marshall  his  Jorces  to  con- 
quer South  and  North  America.  Many  Americans  are  succumb- 
ing to  this  fear.  A  panic  of  fear  is  running  through  the  country. 
President  Roosevelt  unfortunately  is  feeding  Its  flames.  The  fear 
hysteria  Is  giving  him  another  opportunity  to  spend  some  five  to 
ten  billions  of  dollars  prior  to  the  November  elections. 

With  regard  to  an  Invasion  from  the  sea.  Prime  Minister  Chvirchill 
said:  "Now  we  must  remember  that  even  5  divisions,  even 
lightly  equipped,  would  require  200  to  250  ships,  and  with  modem 
air  reconnaissance  and  photography.  It  would  not  be  easy  to  collect 
such  an  armada  and  marshaU  It  across  the  seas  with  any  powerful 
naval  force  to  escort  It  with  any  possibility  that  It  would  not  be 
Intercepted   long    before  It   reached   the   coast   and   the   men   aU 


drowned  In  the  sea.  or  at  the  worst,  blown  to  pieces  with  their 
equipment  when  they  were  trying  to  land." 

Americans  ought  to  ponder  these  words.  TTiey  come  from  a  man 
who  Is  an  expert  In  naval  affairs.  If  such  are  the  difficulties  an  In- 
vading force  would  face  in  trying  to  span  less  than  a  hundred 
miles  of  sea.  what  would  be  the  difflculties  in  trying  to  reach 
American  shores  over  3.000  miles  of  water?  The  men  of  the  Navy 
at  Washington  are  not  giving  the  American  people  the  full  facts  as 
to  the  difficulties  that  would  be  Incurred  by  a  foreign  Invading 
armed  force.  They  see  a  chance  now  to  get  billions  of  dollars  to 
spend  which  under  normal  conditions  of  mind  they  would  not  get. 

Prime  Minister  Churchill  then  touched  on  the  chances  of  In- 
vasion from  the  air.  While  not  underrating  the  power  and  number 
of  the  German  air  forces,  he  showed  what  difficulties  would  be  en- 
countered by  an  Invasion  from  the  air,  and  concluded:  "It  seems 
quite  clear  that  no  Invasion  on  a  scale  beyond  the  capacity  of  our 
ground  forces  to  crush  speedily  Is  likely  to  take  place  from  the  air 
until  our  air  force  has  been  definitely  overpowered."  In  propwr- 
tlon  as  the  distance  from  air  bases  to  enemy  military  objectives  in- 
creases the  difficulties  of  Invasion  by  air  Increase.  Even  Hitler 
knew  this,  and  hence  against  all  rights  and  treaties  Invaded  the 
Netherlands  and  Belgium  In  order  to  have  air  bases  from  which  to 
operate  closer  to  England. 

Sinister  forces  are  at  work  In  order  to  draw  the  American  people 
into  a  war  which  Is  not  of  their  making  and  with  which  they  have 
nothing  to  do.  The  American  people  want  peace.  To  have  It,  It  Is 
necessary  to  keep  cool  and  rational. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion  there  is  a 
sharp  distinction  between  the  case  of  Mr.  Stimson,  nominee 
for  Secretary  of  War,  and  that  of  Colonel  Knox,  nominee  for 
Secretary  of  the  Navy.  Both  of  the  nominees  are  able  and 
patriotic  citizens;  and  I  am  wiUing  to  pass  over  their  some- 
what extreme  views,  frequently  expressed,  in  reference  to  the 
extent  to  which  governmental  aid  ^ould  be  given  to  the 
AlUes. 

I  am  unwilling,  however,  to  advise  the  President  to  put  at 
the  head  of  the  War  Department  a  citizen  who  advocates 
policies  that,  in  my  Judgment,  would  Invite,  if  not  actually 
precipitate,  our  entry  into  the  European  war.  The  country  is 
opposed  to  war,  the  President  has  declared  himself  against 
war,  yet  Mr.  Stimson  on  his  own  statements  is  one  of  the 
strongest  interventionists  in  the  Nation,  and  has  been  boldly 
outspoken  in  developing  the  wsu*  spirit  in  America. 

Mr.  Stimson's  public  declaration  before  his  nomination  as 
Secretary  of  War,  and  which  he  does  not  deny,  precludes  my 
giving  my  consent  and  advice  to  his  confirmation.  Two  days 
before  his  nomination  Mr.  Stimson  recommended  that  this 
country  should  immediately  throw  open  all  its  ports  to  the 
British  and  French  naval  and  merchant  marines  for  all  re- 
pairs, refueling,  and  other  services.  Mr.  Stimson  himself  ad-  / 
mits  that  this  is  an  unneutral  act.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  an 
act  of  war,  an  invitation  to  bring  the  European  war  to  our 
own  ports. 

In  contrast  with  this  statement  of  Mr.  Stimson  is  the 
statement  of  Colonel  Knox  before  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs.    I  quote: 

I  shotild  think  we  would  have  to  intern  every  belligerent  war- 
ship that  comes  into  our  ports. 

Mr.  Stimson  also  said,  two  days  before  his  nomination,  that 
we  should  send  planes  and  other  munitions  (admittedly  con- 
trabands of  war)  to  Britain  and  Prance,  If  necessary  in  our 
own  ships  and  under  convoy.  Such  a  course  of  action  would, 
in  my  opinion,  permit  American  ships  filled  with  mimitions 
to  go  into  foreign  combat  zones,  where  our  own  laws  now 
prohibit  them  from  going.  He  would  even  go  further,  and 
permit  them  to  be  convoyed  by  the  American  Navy,  which,  of 
course,  would  be  making  otu-  naval  vessels  subject  to  immedi- 
ate attack,  and  we  would  be  participating  immediately  in  the 
European  war.  Other  statements  made  by  Mr.  Stimson  in- 
dicate his  conviction  that  we  should  have  entered  the  war 
some  time  ago. 

In  view  of  the  evidence  in  these  two  cases,  and  my  own 
strong  opposition  to  any  action  by  our  Government  that 
would  tend  to  involve  us  in  the  European  war,  I  cannot  con- 
sent and  advise  the  President  to  place  Mr.  Stimson  in  the  im- 
portant post  of  Secretary  of  War. 

As  to  Colonel  Knox,  I  shall  vote  for  his  confirmation,  for 
he  has  denied  entertaining  any  such  war-provocating  senti- 
ments and  his  views  with  respect  to  speeding  up  our  naval- 
vessel  and  aircraft-building  program,  so  as  to  provide  our 
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country  with  an  Impregnable  defense  are  In  accord  with  the 
sentiments  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  had  Intended  to  make 
some  brief  observations,  as  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  do,  con- 
cerning the  nomination  now  pending  before  the  Senate.  I 
had  purposed  to  do  so  largely  because  most  of  the  addresses — 
In  fact,  all  of  them  except  the  address  delivered  by  the  able 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Sheppard] — have  been  made  in 
opposition  to  the  nominations  of  Mr.  Stimson  and  Colonel 
Knox.  However,  it  is  very  desirable  that  we  conclude  the 
consideration  of  this  nomination  and  vote  before  we  adjourn 
for  the  day.  Therefore  I  shall  not  detain  the  Senate  with 
-    any  extended  remarks  on  the  subject. 

It  seems  that  the  bulk  of  the  opposition  to  Colonel  Stimson 
grows  out  of  the  fact  that  on  the  18th  of  June  he  made  a 
speech  in  which  he  expressed  certain  views,  among  them 
being  the  view  that  he  would  repeal  the  neutrality  law  now 
on  the  statute  books.  I  do  not  recognize  any  fundamental 
difference  between  the  views  of  a  man  who  would  repeal  a 
law  now  on  the  statute  books  and  the  views  of  those  who 
voted  against  putting  it  in  the  statutes  in  the  original  situa- 
tion. So  I  do  not  think  his  nomination  should  be  rejected 
because  if  he  were  a  member  of  the  legislative  body  he  would 
vote  to  repeal  the  Neutrality  Act. 

In  his  address  on  the  18th  of  June  he  conveyed  the  opinion 
that  it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  the  United  States  and 
our  defense  to  open  up  our  ports  to  the  repair  and  refueling 
of  British  ships.  As  I  have  read  the  testimony  of  Colonel 
Stimson,  his  entire  speech,  and  his  attitude  in  the  speech  on 
the  18th,  were  based  upon  his  conception  of  the  defense  and 
the  best  interests  of  the  United  States.  Many  men  of  honest 
judgment  and  views  differ  as  to  the  best  way  of  defending 
'     ,  the  United  States. 

In  his  speech  he  also  suggested  that  we  might  convoy  muni- 
tions to  the  belligerent  nations  of  Europe.  I  myself  cer- 
tainly disagree  with  that  view.  No  matter  how  strongly 
Colonel  Stimson  entertains  it,  he  could  not  execute  it  as  Sec- 
retary of  War.  Nobody  could  execute  it  as  Secretary  of  War. 
--"  Nobody  could  execute  it  as  Secretary  of  the  Navy  unless 
'  -the  Congress  itself  should  pass  legislation  authorizing  and 
directing  that  that  course  be  pursued. 

In  a  world  of  chaos  and  confusion,  such  as  that  in  which 
we  are  living  today,  it  is  perfectly  natural  for  honest  and 
patriotic  men  to  disagree  alwut  the  best  course  to  pursue  in 
defending  our  own  rights  and  our  own  country;  and  yet  it  is 
hardly  fair  to  say  that  because  men  disagree  as  to  the  best 
method  of  defending  our  own  country  and  guarding  against 
future  dangers  they  are  to  be  denied  the  opportunity  of  serv- 
ice to  our  country.  Such  disagreements  cut  through  all 
strata  of  our  society.  They  cut  through  political  lines.  They 
cut  through  religious  differences.  They  cut  through  all 
grades  of  our  society  and  our  population.  On  any  street 
corner  in  America  heated  argimients  may  be  found  in  prog- 
ress— probably  at  this  very  hour — over  what  is  the  best  course 
to  be  pursued  by  the  United  States  in  protecting  our  interests. 

It  has  been  my  feeling,  and  it  is  now  my  feeling,  that  we 
ought  not  to  be  swept  off  our  feet  by  emotion.  We  have  our 
emotions  and  our  prejudices.  We  have  our  deep-rooted  con- 
ceptions of  the  rights  of  men  and  of  liberty;  yet  we  cannot 
afford,  as  Members  of  the  Senate  and  as  responsible  officers 
of  the  Government,  to  allow  ourselves  to  be  swept  aside  from 
the  performance  of  ovur  duty  merely  by  emotion.  We  must 
mix  judgment  and  discretion  with  emotion. 

Thirty  years  ago  Colonel  Stimson  was  Secretary  of  War 
under  President  Taft.  He  was  an  able  Secretary  of  War, 
and  he  has  maintained  his  familiarity  with  the  War  Depart- 
ment from  that  time  until  this.  He  was  Secretary  of  State 
under  Mr.  Hoover.  He  was  an  able,  conscientious,  and,  I 
may  say,  outstanding  Secretary  of  State.  I  have  heretofore 
said— and  I  believe  it  will  bear  repetiUon— that  if  some  of  his 
recommendations  and  views  had  been  carried  out  by  other 
nations  during  his  incumbency  as  Secretary  of  State,  the 
world  might  not  be  foimd  in  Its  present  tragic  situation. 

Whatever  Mr.  Stimson's  views  may  have  been  as  a  private 
citiaen,  no  doubt  without  any  contemplation  that  he  would  be 


again  called  into  public  service,  as  he  says  In  his  testimony, 
I  have  faith  to  believe  that  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties  as 
head  of  the  War  Department  he  will  have  single-mindedness 
of  purpose  in  undertaking  to  build  up  our  defenses  to  guard 
our  Nation  and  our  hemisphere  in  the  protection  of  all  the 
rights  which  Americans  regard  as  sacred. 

Whether  or  not  there  should  be  a  coalition  Cabinet  is  im- 
material. Whatever  may  be  our  views  as  to  the  merits  of  the 
European  war.  they  seem  to  me  to  be  immaterial  and  beside 
the  point.  Nobody  disputes  or  doubts  Mr.  Stimson's  ability, 
his  integrity,  or  his  patriotism.  If,  because  of  their  differ- . 
ences  of  opinion,  we  are  to  deny  to  outstanding  Americans  the 
opportunity  to  serve  their  country  we  might  even  say  that 
that  distinction  ought  to  be  carried  even  to  the  voters,  and 
that  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  vote  for  or  against  men 
who  are  candidates  for  public  ofBce  because  their  opinions  do 
not  happen  to  agree. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  nomination  of  Colonel  Stimson 
will  be  confirmed  by  the  Senate  in  the  interest  of  American 
unity,  not  because  there  are  not  thousands  of  Democrats  in 
the  country  who  are  qualified  to  be  Secretary  of  War,  but 
because  in  these  days  our  defense  program  is  not  partisan. 
It  is  neither  Democratic  nor  Republican.  If  war  should  over- 
take us — which  God  forbid  it  should  ever  do — it  would  be 
neither  a  Democratic  nor  a  Republican  war,  but  an  American 
conflict  in  defense  of  our  rights  and  our  institutions. 

If  such  be  our  hope  and  aspiration,  certainly  it  seems  to  me 
that  we  do  not  endanger  our  safety,  our  peace,  or  our  defense 
by  inviting  into  the  Cabinet  of  a  Democratic  President  an  out- 
standing Republican  who  has  spent  most  of  his  life  in  the 
interest  of  peace,  advocating  peace,  and  working  for  peace, 
not  only  in  our  country  but  throughout  all  the  nations  of  the 
world. 

I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  confirmation  of  Mr. 
Stimson's  nomination. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonun. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Schwellpnbacli 

Sheppard 

Shipstead 

Slattery 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Oltla. 

Thomas.  t7tah 

To  bey 

Townsend 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-five  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 
nomination  of  Henry  L,  Stimson  to  be  Secretary  of  War? 
On  that  question  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  demanded  and 
ordered.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  NYE  (when  Mr.  Prazixr's  name  was  called) .  My  col- 
leage  [Mr.  Frazier]  is  paired  on  this  question  with  the  senior 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  B.^nkheadJ.  If  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  were  present.  I  am  advised  that  he  would  vote  "yea." 
If  my  colleague  were  present,  he  would  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  KING  (when  Mr.  George's  name  was  called),  Tlie 
senior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George]  was  compelled  to 
leave  the  Chamber  because  of  a  previous  engagement  which 
he  could  not  avoid.  He  authorized  me  to  state  that  if  present 
he  would  vote  "yea."  He  also  authorized  me  to  state  that 
his  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell], 
if  present,  would  vote  "yea." 


Adama 

DavU 

Lodge 

Andrews 

Downey 

Lucas 

Ashurst 

EUender 

Lundeen 

Austin 

Gerry 

McCarran 

Bailey 

Olbson 

McKellar 

Barbour 

GUlette 

McNary 

Barkley 

Green 

Maloney 

Bilbo 

Guffey 

Mead 

Bone 

Gumey 

MiUer 

Bridges 

Hale 

Minton 

Bulow 

Harrison 

Murray 

Burke 

Hatch 

Neely 

Byrd 

Hayden 

Norrta 

Byrnes 

Herring 

Nye 

Capper 

HUl 

O'Mahoney 

Caraway 

Holman 

Overton 

Chandler 

Holt 

Pepper 

Chavez 

Hughes 

Plttman 

Clark,  Idaho 

Johnson.  Calif. 

RadcUfle 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Reed 

Connally 

King 

Reynolds 

Danaher 

La  Pollette 

Schwartz 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma  (when  Mr.  Lees  name  was 
called).  My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Lee  I  is  absent  on  public  business.  Were  he  present  he 
would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Glass].  I 
am  Iriformed  that  if  present  he  would  vote  "yea."  If  I  were 
at  liberty  to  vote.  I  should  vote  "nay."    I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri  (when  Mr.  Trtjmans  name  was 
called) .  My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Trum.\n]  is  unavoidably  detained  on  important  public  busi- 
ness.   I  am  not  advised  how  he  would  vote  if  present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (when  Mr.  Wacher's  name  was 
called).  The  present  occupant  of  the  chair  announces  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  his  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  York  (Mr.  Wagner].  If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote 
"yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  HILL.  My  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Bankheao]  is  absent  on  important  public  business. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  Brown]  and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
SxATHERSl  are  both  unavoidably  detained  from  the  Senate. 
If  present,  they  would  both  vote  "yea."  The  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Donahey]  is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  BYRD.  My  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Glass  1  is  necessarily  detained.  If  present,  he 
would  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  56,  nays  28,  as  follows: 


Adams 

Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

BaUey 

Barbour 

Barkley 

BUbo 

Bridges 

Burlw 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Caraway 

Chandler 


Bone 

Bulow 

Capper 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Mo. 

Danaher 

GUlette 


Chaves 

Connally 

Davis 

Downey 

SUender 

Oenry 

Gibson 

Oreen 

Guffey 

Gumey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 


Bolman 
Holt 

Johnson,  CaUf 
Johnson.  Colo. 
La  FoUette 
Lundeen 
McCarran 


TEAS— 56 

Herring 

Hill 

Hvighes 

King 

Lodge 

Lucas 

McKellar 

McNary 

Maloney 

Miller 
Minton 
Neely 
Norrls 

NAYS— 28 
Murray 
Nye 
Reed 
Smith 
Taft 

Thomas,  Idaho 
Tobey 


O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttman 

Radcllffe 

Reynolds 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Slattery 

Stewart 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

White 


Townsend 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

WUey 


NOT  vonNG — la 

Bankhead  Frazler  liee  Smathers 

Brown  George  BusseU  Trviman 

Donahey  Glass  Shlpstead  Wagner 

So  the  nomination  of  Henry  L.  Stimson  to  be  Secretary 
of  War  was  confirmed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  President  be  notified  immediately  of  the  action  of 
the  Senate  in  confirming  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stimson 
to  be  Secretary  of  War. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  notified. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  view  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour  we 
shall  not  attempt  to  take  up  the  nomination  of  Colonel  Knox 
to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy  until  tomorrow,  but  I  ask  that  the 
remaining  nominations  on  the  executive  calendar  be  acted  on 
at  this  time. 

piTBLic  trriLrms  commission 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  report  favorably  from  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Riley  E. 
Elgen  to  be  a  member  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
of  the  District  of  Columbia.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Elgen  is  out  of  ofDce,  and  that  the  Commission  Is  without  a 
chairman,  and  that  a  majority  of  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  recommended  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Elgen, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  Mr.  Elgen's  nomination  be  con- 
sidered at  this  time. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  has  the  committee  reported 
favorably  on  the  nomination? 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  committee  reported  favorably  on 
the  nomination. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  nomination?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  without  objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Presi- 
dent be  Immediately  notified. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

EXECUTIVE   MESSAGES   REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  messages 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the  appropriate  com- 
mittees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

IN  THE  NAVY 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs,  I  report  favorably  sundry  nominations  of  persons  for 
promotion  In  the  Navy,  which  were  made  by  the  President 
today.  These  nominations  are  entirely  of  routine  character 
and  total  several  hundred,  and  because  of  the  large  amoimt  of 
printing  involved,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  present  con- . 
slderation  and  confirmation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  nominations?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  the  nominations  are  confirmed. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  President  be  at  once  advised  of  the  confirmations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICJER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  President  will  be  immediately 
notified. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  reported 
favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry  officers  for  promotion, 
and  citizens  for  appointment  as  second  lieutenants  In  the 
Marine  Corps. 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Sur- 
veys, reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Evelsni 
Adams  Whyte,  of  California,  to  be  recorder  of  the  General 
Land  0£Sce  [reappointment]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there  be  no  further  re- 
ports of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  next  nomination 
on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

FEDERAL  HOME   LOAN   BANK  BOARD 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  William  H. 
Husband  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
ination is  confirmed. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nomina- 
tions of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nom- 
inations of  postmasters  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations are  confirmed.     That  concludes  the  calendar. 

MESSAGE    FROM    THE   HOUSE ENROLLED    BILLS    SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Cal- 
loway, one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  Speaker 
had  aCaxed  his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and 
they  were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

S.  2717.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Broggi; 

S.  3676.  An  act  to  withdraw  certain  portions  of  land  within 
the  Hawaii  National  Park  and  to  transfer  the  same  to  the 
jurisdiction  and  control  of  the  Secretary  of  War  for  mihtary 
purposes; 

S.  3720.  An  act  to  create  and  establish  a  Board  of  Funeral 
Directors  and  Embalmers  for  the  District  of  Coliunbia  and 
to  prescribe  its  powers  and  duties;  and 
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S.  3870.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  author- 
izing the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
furnish  Potomac  water  without  charge  to  charitable  institu- 
tions, etc.,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,"  approved  February 
23.  1905. 

^  RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6  o'clock  p.  m.)  the 
Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Wednesday,  July  10, 
1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


Roy  Pfaff 

Joseph  R.  Redman 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the  Senate  July  9  ilegiS' 

lative  day  of  July  8).  1940 

Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service 

The  following-named  persons  for  appointment  as  Foreign 
Service  cCacers,  unclassified,  vice  consuls  of  career,  and  sec- 
retaries in  the  Diplomatic  Service  of  the  United  States  of 
America: 

Leonard  J.  Cromie,  of  Connecticut. 

W.  William  Duff,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Richard  E.  Gnade,  of  Pennsylvania. 

John  M.  McSweeney,  of  Massachusetts. 

Claude  G.  Ross,  of  California. 

Robert  Rossow,  Jr.,  of  Indiana. 

John  W.  Tuthill,  of  Massachusetts. 

Andrew  B.  Wardlaw,  Jr.,  of  South  Carolina. 

Praser  Wilklns,  of  Maryland. 

Elwood  Williams  3d.  of  New  York. 

Federal  Board  for  Vocational  Education 
Dr.  Clarence  Pee,  of  North  Carolina,  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Federal  Board  for  Vocational  Education  for  the  3 -year  term 
expiring  July  17,  1943. 

Coast  Guard  or  the  United  States 

TO  BE  lieutenants,  TO  RANK  AS  SUCH  FROM  THE  DATES  OPPOSITB 

THEIR  NAMES 

Lt.  (Jr.  Gr.)  Alvin  H.  Giffln,  July  1.  1939. 
Lt.  (Jr.  Gr.)  Joe  Q.  Lawrence,  July  1,  1939. 
Lt.  (Jr.  Or.)  James  A.  Alger.  Jr.,  July  1,  1939. 
Lt.  (Jr.  Gr.)  Albert  J.  Carpenter.  July  16,  1939. 
Lt.  (Jr.  Gr.)  Willard  J.  Smith,  August  5,  1939. 
Appointments  in  the  Regular  Army 
dental  corps 
To  be  first  lieutenants  with  rank  from  date  of  appointment 
John  Robert  McEvoy  Pearson  White  Brown 

Andrew  Bainter  Anderson        Robert  Lincoln  Coombs 
Raymond  Joseph  Talbot  Richard  Durham  Darby 

James  Maxwell  Murphy  Frederick  Robert  Krug 

Appointments,  by  Transfer,  in  the  Regular  Army 
TO  quartermaster  corps 

MaJ.  Chauncey  Aubrey  Bennett,  Field  Artillery,  with  rank 
from  Augiist  1,  1935. 

Maj.  Edwin  Turner  Bowden.  Infantry,  with  rank  from  Au- 
gust 1, 1935. 

TO  chemical  warfare  servici 

First  Lt.  Lloyd  Elmer  Fellenz,  Infantry,  with  rank  from 
June  12,' 1937. 

TO  air  corps 

Second  Lt.  John  Christian  Habecker,  Cavalry,  with  rank 
from  June  12,  1939,  effective  July  26.  1940. 

Promotions  in  the  Navy 

The  following-named  captains  to  be  rear  admirals  in  the 

Navy,  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1940 : 

Isaac  C.  Kidd  Sherwoode  A.  Taffinder 

Roland  M.  Bralnard  Alexander  Sharp 

The  following-named  commanders  to  be  captains  in  the 

Navy,  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1940: 

Wilbur  J.  Ruble  Charles  J.  Parrish 

Walter  E.  Doyle  Oliver  L.  Downes 


Paulus  P.  Powell 
Henry  A.  Seiller 
Carleton  F.  Bryant 

The  following-named  lieutenant  commanders  to  be  com- 
manders in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names: 
George  F.  Mentz,  August  1.  1939. 
Fred  A.  Hardesty.  August  l.  1939. 
Abel  C.  J.  Sabalot,  September  23.  1939. 
Rockwell  J.  Townsend,  September  23.  1939. 
Jerome  F.  Donovan.  Jr.,  J>ecember  8,  1939. 
Dixwell  Ketcham,  Decen^ber  8,  1939. 
James  R.  Tague,  December  29,  1939. 
James  E.  Dyer,  January  1,  1940. 
Steven  W.  Callaway,  February  1.  1940. 
Charles  H.  Murphy,  April  1,  1940. 
Charles  C.  Hartman,  May  1.  1940. 
Roy  W.  M.  Graham,  May  29.  1940. 
William  G.  Tomlinson,  June  1.  1940. 
Martin  J.  Gillan,  Jr.,  June  1,  1940. 
Charles  D.  Edmunds.  June  26.  1940. 

The  following-named  lieutenant  commanders  to  be  com- 
manders in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1940: 
Myron  A.  Baber  William  Hibbs 

Austin  K.  Doyle  Wade  DeWeese 

Willard  M.  Downes  Thomas  H.  Binford 

William  E.  Miller  John  L.  Murphy 

Charles  L.  Surran  Charles  Wellborn,  Jr. 

James  H.  Doyle 

The  following-named   lieutenants   to  be  lieutenant   com- 
manders in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  November 
1939: 
Roy  W.  Lajeunesse  Waldo  Tullsen 

Charles  A.  Ferriter  Thomas  C.  Thomas 

William  P.  McGirr  Joe  W.  Stryker 

Paul  A.  Hartzell  Eugene  E.  Paro 

The  following-named  lieutenants  to  be  lieutenant  com- 
manders in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  8th  day  of  December 
1939: 
Lermond  H.  Miller  Roland  B.  Vanasse 

Alwin  D.  Kramer  Raymond  R.  Lyons 

Herbert  P.  Rice  John  F.  Goodwin 

Carleton  C.  Hoffner  Adol  ph  Hede 

William  L.  Turney  Reuben  T.  Thornton,  Jr. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  to  be  lieutenant  com- 
manders in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names: 

Joseph  M.  Carson.  December  29.  1939. 
William  8,  Howard,  Jr.,  December  29,  1939. 
Charles  F.  Chillingworth,  Jr..  January  1.  1940. 
Percy  H.  Lyon,  June  1,  1940. 
Walter  C.  Ford.  June  26.  1940. 
Frank  W.  Fenno,  Jr..  June  26,  1940. 
William  O.  Floyd.  June  26.  1940. 
James  S.  Russell.  June  26.  1940. 
Jesse  L.  Phares.  June  26,  1940. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  to  be  lieutenant  com- 
manders in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1940: 
Paul  D.  Stroop  Clarence  Broussard 

Jesse  S.  McClure  Karl  F.  Poehlmann 

Edward  N.  Dodson.  Jr.  Everett  H.  Still 

Robert  W.  Cavenagh  Francis  L.  Black 

John  B.  McLean  William  L.  Anderson 

John  F.  Newman.  Jr.  Wendell  F.  Kline 

Ensign  Fred  D.  Michael  to  be  a  lieutenant  (junior  grade) 
in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  4th  day  of  June  1939. 

The  following -named  ensigns  to  be   lieutenants   (Junior 
grade)  in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  3d  day  of  June  1940: 
Russell  H.  Wallace  William  F.  Bringle 

Kenneth  W.  Patrick  /         William  R.  Stevens 

Roger  B.  Woodhull  John  C.  Patty.  Jr. 

Frank  N.  Shamer  Fillmore  B.  Gilkeson 

Frank  W.  Taylor  Joseph  F.  Dalton 

Earl  W.  Cassidy  Theodore  M.  Peterson 

Thomas  D.  Davies  George  L.  Street  3d 


Harold  S.  Bottomley,  Jr. 
Charles  S.  Minter,  Jr. 
Howard  W.  Baker 
Eli  Roth 
Walter  J.  Barry 
William  S.  Stewart 
Robert  B.  Erly 
Robert  H.  Wescott.  Jr. 


William  L.  Pey,  Jr. 

Anthony  P.  Zavadll,  Jr. 

Kenneth  E.  Hanson 

Robert  V.  Tate 

John  R.  Wadleigh 

John  A.  Thomas 

Howard  W.  Nester,  Jr. 

John  F.  Morse 

Harry  H.  Barton 

•nie  following-named  medical  Inspectors  to  be  medical  di- 
rectors in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  1st 
day  of  July  1940: 

Harold  L.  Jensen  Thomas  C.  Anderson 

Ogden  D.  King  Jesse  W.  Allen 

John  P.  Owen 

Tlie  following-named  surgeons  to  be  medical  inspectors  in 
the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  commander,  from  the  date  stated 
opposite  their  names: 

Wendell  P.  Blake,  July  1.  1939. 

Pred  M.  Rohow,  July  1.  1939. 

GUbert  E.  Gayler.  July  1,  1940. 

William  R.  Manlove.  Jr..  July  1.  1940. 

James  P.  Hays.  July  1.  1940. 

John  M.  Brewster.  July  1.  1940. 

The  following-named  dental  surgeons  to  be  dental  surgeons 
in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  1st  day  of 
July  1940: 

George  M.  Frazler 

Alfred  W.  Chandler 

Albert  Knox 

Paymaster  Edwin  A.  Eddiegorde  to  be  a  pay  Inspector  in 
the  Navy,  with  rank  of  commander,  from  the  1st  day  of  July 
1940. 

The  following-named  passed  assistant  paymasters  to  be 
paj-masters  in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  com- 
mander, from  the  date  stated  opposite  their  names: 

Clinton  J  Thro.  June  26.  1940. 

Walter  W.  Honaker,  July  1,  1940. 

Assistant  Paymaster  J.  Harry  Hayes  to  be  a  passed  assistant 
paj-master  In  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant,  from  the 
1st  day  of  October  1939. 

Civil  Engineer  Ralph  D.  Spalding  to  be  a  civil  engineer  in 
the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  3d  day  of  June 

1937. 
The  following  lieutenants  (junior  grade)   to  be  assistant 

civil  engineers  in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  (Jun- 
ior grade)  from  the  3d  day  of  June  1940: 
Mark  H.  Jordan 
Herbert  J,  Hartman 
Carpenter  Harold  L.  Carpenter  to  be  a  chief  carpenter  in 

the  Navy,  to  rank  with  but  after  ensign,  from  the  Ist  day  of 

March  1940. 
The  following  to  be  assistant  surgeons  in  the  Navy,  with  the 

rank  of  lieutenant  (Junior  grade),  from  the  15th  day  of  July 

IMO: 
John  W.  Thomas  Harry  P.  Lenhardt 

Charles  J.  Allen  David  C.  Stoner 

Milo  A.  Youel  Neville  C.  Bowers 

Alfred  E.  Cronklte  Melville  M.  DriskeU 

Vernon  W.  H.  Campbell  Samuel  8.  Spicer 

George  M.  Davis.  Jr.  Frank  T.  Norria 

Rodney  D.  Chamberlain  George  H.  Moseley 

Thomas  C.  Ryan  Henry  T.  (Gannon 

Charles  G.  Butler  Simon  W.  Eycr 

John  W.  Plalz  Paul  D.  Hurley 

Lloyd  B.  Kingsbery  Raymond  W.  Owens 

Hardy  Ulm  John  J.  Head 

Thomas  L.  Greason  John  F.  Shronts 

James  H.  Abernethy  John  E.  CJorman 

John  P.  Roach  David  P.  Hightower 

Paul  T.  Moore  Richard  B.  Williama.  Jr. 

Vinton  Hall  James  G.  Kurfees 

John  W.  Derbyshire  Lester  M.  Pox 

Owen  J.  Deuby  Vayle  8.  Brlden 

Herschel  E.  Richardson  James  H.  Higgins 


Robert  A.  Welch  Bernard  G.  Geutlng 

Richard  B.  Brodrick  Charles  P.  Hudson 

Deane  S.  Marcy  Jesse  H.  Suitor 

Mark  R.  Rhea  Leonard  A.  Becker 

The   following-named   ensigns   to  be   lieutenants    (Junior 
grade)  In  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  3d  day  of  June  1940: 
David  B.  BeU  Edward  P.  Madley 

William  L.  Brantley  Roger  W.  Mehle 

Richard  G.  Colbert  John  L.  Mehlig 

David  C.  Crowell  Cliarles  H.  Meigs 

Thomas  D.  (Cunningham  Peter  G.  Molteni,  Jr. 

John  P.  Currie  John  L.  Nielsen 

Frederick  E.  Dally  Walter  L.  Phaler 

Daniel  B.  Deckelman  John  D.  Reese.  Jr. 

Carl  R.  Doerflinger  Franklin  S.  Rixey 

John  C.  Dyson  George  M.  Rouzee 

Frank  M.  Eddy  Lewis  A.  Rupp 

Jesse  D.  Elliott.  Jr.  !i£aurice  W.  Shea 

Clifton  W.  Flenniken.  Jr.  WilUam  R.  Smith,  Jr. 

Alexander  Groves  Archie  H.  Soucek 

Richard  Holden  Edward  D.  Spruance 

John  G.  Hughes  Lewis  D.  Tamny 

Frederick  E.  Janney  Albert  O.  Vorse.  Jr. 

Dwight  L.  Johnson  Donald  M.  White 

Dayle  W.  Lyke  Pay  E.  WUsie 

John  R.  Madison 

The  following-named  lieutenant  commanders  to  be  lieu- 
tenant commanders  in  the  Navy  from  the  date  stated  op- 
posite their  names  to  correct  the  date  of  rank  as  previously 
nominated  and  confirmed: 

Oliver  P.  Naquin,  September  23,  1939. 
Thomas  H.  Tonseth.  September  23,  1939. 
William  L.  Benson,  September  23.  1939. 
Waldeman  N.  Christensen.  September  23,  1939. 
Fred  R.  Stickney,  September  23,  1939. 
Warren  P.  Mowatt.  September  23,  1939. 
Willis  H.  Pickton.  November  1.  1939. 
Douglas  E.  Smith,  December  8,  1939. 
William  G.  Beecher,  Jr.,  December  29,  1939. 
The  following-named  lieutenants  to  be  lieutenants  in  the 
Navy  from  the  date  stated  opposite  their  names  to  correct 
the  date  of  rank  as  previously  nominated  and  confirmed: 

Earl  T.  Hyfieman,  September  23.  1939. 

John  R.  Van  Evera.  September  23.  1939. 

Jack  I.  Bandy.  September  23.  1939. 

Travis  R.  Leverett.  September  23.  1939. 

George  R.  Beardslee.  October  1,  1939. 

Thomas  P.  Williamson.  October  1.  1939. 

WUUam  B.  Perkins,  October  1.  1939. 

Alvin  W.  Slayden.  November  1,  1939. 

Herbert  J.  Campbell.  November  1,  1939. 

George  W.  Kehl,  November  1.  1939, 

Charlton  L.  Murphy,  Jr.,  November  1.  1939. 

Nicholas  J.  Nicholas,  November  1.  1939. 

The  following -named  lieutenants  to  be  lieutenant  com- 
manders in  the  Navy  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names: 

Clarence  C.  Ray.  December  8,  1939. 

John  M.  Taylor,  June  26,  1940. 

James  H.  Ward,  July  1.  1940. 

Charles  A.  Buchanan,  July  1,  1940. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  (Junior  grade)  to  be  lieu- 
tenants in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names: 

Albert  A.  Welllngs,  August  1,  1939. 

Clayton  R.  Simmers,  August  1.  1939. 

Scott  K.  Gibson,  September  1,  1939. 

Levering  Smith,  September  1,  1939. 

Thomas  M.  Fleck.  September  1,  1939. 

Edwin  C.  Woodward,  September  23.  1939. 

Charles  M.  Sugarman.  September  23.  1939. 

WilUam  T.  Zlnk.  Jr..  October  1.  1939. 

Daniel  L.  Carroll,  Jr.,  December  8.  1939. 

Frank  M.  Parker,  December  29.  1939. 

James  L.  Kemper.  December  29.  1939. 
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Frederic  N.  Howe.  January  1,  1940. 

Ralph  C.  Johnson,  January  1,  1940. 

Burdette  E.  Close,  February  1.  1940. 
-  Allen  B.  Adams,  Jr.,  February  1,  1940. 

Mason  J.  Hamilton.  February  1,  1940. 

James  G.  Craig,  Jr.,  February  12,  1940. 

William  H.  Groverman,  Jr.,  February  20,  1940. 

William  W.  Vanous.  April  1.  1940. 

George  W.  Pressey,  April  13,  1940. 

Robert  P.  Walker,  May  1.  1940. 

Theodore  S.  Lank.  May  1,  1940. 

Thomas  G.  Warfleld.  June  1,  1940. 

Jack  W.  Wintle.  June  21. 1940. 

Charles  P.  Brindupke,  June  26,  1940. 

Alton  E.  Parker,  June  26,  1940. 

Arthur  H.  Vorpahl.  June  26.  1940. 

Malcolm  E.  Garrison.  Jime  26,  1940. 

Charles  E.  Phillips.  June  26,  1940. 

Charles  W.  Musgrave,  June  26.  1940. 

Frederick  Wolsieffer.  June  26.  1940. 

Mark  E.  Dennett.  June  26.  1940. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  (junior  grade)  to  be  lieu- 
tenants in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1940: 

John  W.  Ramey  John  F.  Fairbanks,  Jr. 

Albert  E.  Gates.  Jr.  James  D.  CoUett 

Norman  J.  Sampson  Charles  B.  Lanman 

Lindsey  Williamson  Reader  C.  Scott 

John  S.  Fahy  Edgar  G.  Chase 

Robert  C.  Leonard  Herbert  L.  Jukes 

Samuel  P.  Moncure  Charles  E.  Perkins 

The  following-named  ensigns  to  be  lieutenants  (junior 
grade)  in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  3d  day  of  June  1940: 

William  P.  Mack  Guy  E.  CNeil,  Jr. 

Thomas  McC.  Adams  John  B.  Carroll 

Fletcher  Hale.  Jr.  Edwin  C.  Finney 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

Max  B.  Wells  to  be  postmaster  at  Ashford,  Ala..  In  place  of 
M.  B.  Wells.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  2,  1940. 

William  Lee  English  to  be  postmaster  at  Elba,  Ala.,  in  place 
of  W.  L.  English.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  25. 
1940. 

ARKANSAS 

George  H.  Grafton  to  be  postmaster  at  Hughes,  Ark.,  in 
place  of  R.  L.  Cooper,  removed. 

CALIFORIOA 

James  W.  Barr  to  be  postmaster  at  Big  Creek,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  J.  W.  Barr.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
22,  1940. 

Eugene  Francis  OTX)nnell  to  be  pastmaster  at  Hollister, 
Calif.,  in  place  of  E.  F.  CDonnell.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  May  10,  1940. 

Vernon  H.  Adams  to  be  postmaster  ,at  Livingston,  Calif., 
In  place  of  C.  A.  Ottmann.  Incimibent's  commission  expired 
February  14.  1940. 

Thomas  Budd  Van  Home,  Jr..  to  be  postmaster  at  Reseda, 
Calif.,  in  place  of  T.  B.  Van  Home,  Jr.  Incumbent's  com- 
mission expired  June  2.  1940. 

Mary  A.  Black  to  be  postmaster  at  Terminal  Island.  Calif., 
In  place  of  M.  A.  Black.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  23.  1940. 

COLORADO 

Charles  A.  Fitzsimmons  to  be  postmaster  at  Leadville,  Colo., 
In  place  of  J.  W.  McMahon.  deceased. 

coNNEcncxrr 
John  F.  Fields  to  be  postmaster  at  Fitchville.  Conn.,  in 
place  of  J.  F.  Fields.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  July 
1,  1940. 

FLORIDA 

Grace  E.  Moon  to  be  postmaster  at  Crystal  River,  Pla.,  in 
place  of  C.  A.  Miller,  retired. 


IDAHO 

Vernon  Lance  to  be  postmaster  at  Eden,  Idaho,  in  place  of 
L.  H.  Perkins,  deceased. 

ILLINOIS 

Claude  Wilson  Pyle  to  be  postmaster  at  Sidell.  111.,  In  place 
of  C.  W.  Pyle.     Incumbent;s  commission  expired  June  20,  1940. 

Palmer  E.  Cogdal  to  be  postmaster  at  Tallula,  111.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

INDUNA 

Flossie  M.  Taylor  to  be  postmaster  at  Maywood,  Ind.,  In 
place  of  Henry  Wyrick.  deceased. 

IOWA 

Samuel  J.  Gray  to  be  postmaster  at  Blencoe.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  S.  J.  Gray.  Incumbent's  conmiission  expired  Jan- 
uary 23,  1940. 

Hattie  Bandy  to  be  postmaster  at  Redfleld.  Iowa,  in  place 
of  Hattie  Bandy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
24,  1940. 

LOUISIANA 

Albert  G.  Boudreaux  to  be  postmaster  at  Thibodaux.  La., 
in  place  of  A.  G.  Boudreaux.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired June  16.  1940. 

MAINE 

Sewell  H.  MacDaniel  to  be  postmaster  at  Kezar  Falls, 
Maine,  in  place  of  A.  D.  Chase,  removed. 

MARYLAND 

Claude  B.  Doing  to  be  postmaster  at  Lansdowne.  Md.,  in 
place  of  J.  H.  Reinhardt.  retired. 

BIASSACHUSETTS 

William  F.  McNamara  to  be  postmaster  at  Clinton,  Mass., 
in  place  of  P.  H.  Mclntyre,  retired. 

MICHIGAN 

Myron  P.  Hancock  to  be  postmaster  at  Holt,  Mich.,  In 
place  of  H.  E.  Gunn.  retired. 

BONNESOTA 

Carl  A.  Smaby  t*j  be  postmaster  at  Halstad,  Minn..  In 
place  of  C.  A.  Smaby.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  20,  1940. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Mrs.  Dewey  M.  Collins  to  be  postmaster  at  Boyle.  Miss., 
in  place  of  Mrs.  D.  M.  Collins.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired June  18,  1939. 

NEBRASKA 

Agnes  E.  Sullivan  to  be  postmaster  at  O'Neill.  Nebr.,  in 
place  of  A.  E.  Sullivan.  Incumbent's  conmiission  expired 
June  1,  1940. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Maude  M.  Warner  to  be  postmaster  at  Hancock,  N,  H., 
In  place  of  C.  B.  Ware,  retired. 

NEW  YORK 

Alice  Vaughn  Beebe  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Chatham, 
N.  Y.,  in  place  of  A.  Y.  Mulligan,  resigned. 

Gerald  Carmichael  to  be  postmaster  at  Eastport,  N.  Y., 
In  place  of  Gerald  CarmichaeL  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired May  8.  1939. 

Albert  Werner  to  be  postmaster  at  Gardenville.  N.  Y..  In 
place  of  Albert  Werner.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  13.  1940. 

Asahel  G.  Harvey  to  be  postmaster  at  Hudson.  N.  Y.,  In 
place  of  A.  G.  Harvey.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
August  27,  1939. 

John  L.  Cass  to  be  postmaster  at  PalenvUle,  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  Arthur  Congdon.  removed. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

John  E.  Creech  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Flat  Rock,  N.  C,  in 
place  of  J.  E.  Creech.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
19,  1940. 

Clifton  C.  Munday  to  be  postmaster  at  Taylorsville,  N.  C, 
In  place  of  M.  R.  Ingram.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  19. 1940. 
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OHIO 


Helen  M.  Maag  to  be  postmaster  at  Poster,  Ohio,  In  place 
of  John  Maag,  retired. 

Thomas  C.  Washington  to  be  postmaster  at  Grafton.  Ohio, 
in  place  of  T.  C.  Washington.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired May  20.  1940. 

Garnet  W.  Resmard  to  be  postmaster  at  Moimt  Pleasant, 
Ohio,  in  place  of  C.  J.  Mitchell,  retired. 

OKLAHOMA 

John  L.  McClung  to  be  postmaster  at  Wewoka,  Okla.,  in 
place  of  B.  G.  Carter,  resigned. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Edna  T.  Brodhead  to  be  postmaster  at  Delaware  Water  Gap, 
Pa.,  in  place  of  E.  T.  Brodhead.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired June  28,  1940. 

William  Boyle  to  be  postmaster  at  Linwood,  Pa.,  in  place  of 
J.  P.  Connolly,  deceased. 

Samuel  T.  Hershey  to  be  postmaster  at  Paradise,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  E.  R.  Diller.  resigned. 

Claude  E.  Minnich  to  be  postmaster  at  Wiconisco.  Pa.,  in 
place  of  C.  E.  Minnich.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  July 
22,  1939.  I 

'  TEXAS 

William  Milton  Chitwood  to  be  postmaster  at  Hebbronville, 
Tex.,  in  place  of  T.  N.  Draper,  removed. 

WASHINGTON 

Edward  B.  Gibson  to  be  postmaster  at  Eastsound,  Wash., 
in  place  of  M.  E.  Stowers.  retired. 

WISCONSIN 

Edward  H.  Joosten  to  be  postmaster  at  Junction  City.  Wis., 
in  place  of  Paul  Bernhagen.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired February  9.  1939. 

Thomas  M.  Crawford  to  be  postmaster  at  Readstown,  Wis., 
in  place  of  T.  M.  Crawford.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired July  1.  1940. 

Earl  8.  Judkins  to  be  postmaster  at  Wood,  Wis.,  in  place  of 
F.  G.  Dillon,  resigned. 

WYOMING 

Arthur  R.  Fish  to  be  postmaster  at  Wheatland.  Wyo.,  in 
place  of  A.  R.  Fish.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  2, 
1940. 


CONFIRMA-nONS 

I 

Executive    nominations   confirmed   by   the   Senate   July   9 
(legislative  day  of  July  8),  1940 
War  Department 
Henry  L.  Stimson  to  be  Secretary  of  War. 

I  District  or  Columbia 
Riley  E.  Elgen  to  be  a  member  of  the  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Promotions  in  the  Navy 
(Note. — All  nominations  of  persons  named  today  for  pro- 
motion in  the  Navy  were  confirmed.    Their  names  appear 
in  today's  proceedings  under  the  caption  "Nominations.") 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
William  H.  Husband  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board. 

I  Postmasters 

I  ALABAMA 

Vera  O.  Howell.  Greensboro. 

James  A.  Johnson,  Tuskegee  Institute. 

FLORIDA 

James  O.  Parker.  Mayo. 

ILLINOIS 

Clinton  S.  Warrick.  Donovan.  / 

Chrystal  W.  Beckett.  Gtolden. 

Amos  C.  Westphal,  Herscher. 

George  S.  Thornton.  Oquawka. 

Theodore  P.  Wadett.  Thornton. 

Henry  F.  Schneider,  Waterloo. 


IOWA 

Mlna  N.  Umbehaun,  Arnolds  PariL 
Arthur  A.  Dingman.  Aurella. 
Gertrude  M.  Kueter,  Bellevue. 
Jacob  Van  Houte,  Boyden. 
Charles  J.  Murphy.  Chester. 
John  F.  Alexander.  Conrad. 
Claude  G.  Herman,  Dunkerton. 
Walter  W.  Jacobs,  Guttenberg. 
Alden  F.  Palmqulst,  Hartley. 
Frank  C.  Hentges,  Le  Mars. 
Louis  E.  Maxfleld,  Malcolm. 
John  M.  Stephenson,  MediapoUs. 
Oliver  Van  ^oc,  Milo. 
Forest  Davis,  Moulton. 
Chris  G.  Wiemer,  Radcliffe. 
Claude  A.  Baber,  Rudd. 
Ulysses  G.  Pedersen,  Schaller. 
Kathleen  A.  Nettell,  Shellsburg. 
Nelle  Cullen,  Sioux  Rapids. 
Joseph  A.  Clark,  Sloan. 
Walter  L.  Hurd,  Stanhope. 

LOmSIANA 

Frank  M.  Caldwell,  Robeline. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Susan  F.  Twiss,  Three  Rivers. 

NEBRASKA 

Harley  G.  Moorhead,  Omaha. 

NEW  HAICPSHTRX 

Joseph  P.  Collins,  Concord. 

NEW  MEXICO 

Hazel  F.  Patton,  Maxwell. 
John  A.  Foreman,  Tatum. 

NEW  YORK 

Americo  Masucci,  Sparkill. 

UTAH 

David  John  Black,  Blandlng. 

VERMONT 

William  H.  Lang,  Beecher  Palls. 

WE.ST  VIRGINIA 

J.  Leo  Holsberry,  Rainelle. 

WISCONSIN 

Quiren  M.  Groessl,  Algoma. 
Nellie  Drew,  Footville. 
Harr  L.  Williams,  Hazel  Green. 
Charles  V.  Porter,  Menomonie. 
Charles  I.  Nixon,  Ontario. 
Fred  V.  Stephan,  Shullsburg. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  July  9,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery.  D.  D.,  of- 
fered the  following  prayer: 

O  sacred  Head,  with  grief  and  shsune  weighed  down,  look 
upon  us  with  Thy  favor  and  vouchsafe  to  us  Thy  grace. 
Dissolve  our  hearts  in  thankfulness  and  may  we  rejoice  in 
the  sinner's  dying  Friend.  We  pray  that  each  succeeding  day 
may  bring  us  in  closer  relationship  with  Thy  truth,  for  in 
Thee  our  hope  finds  satisfaction  and  battles  on  through  the 
contradictions  of  life.  We  thank  Thee,  dear  Lord,  for  the 
cup  of  mercy  which  Thou  hast  forever  filled.  Bless  us  with 
the  sense  of  pardon,  with  Its  sweet  peace  and  joy;  bless  the 
altars  of  our  homes  with  that  love  which  will  not  let  us  go. 
When  the  splendor  of  the  west  Is  lingering  in  the  summer 
sky,  help  us  to  see  beyond  the  farther  distances  flowing  into 
the' sunset  which  is  the  dawn  and  the  milestones  of  earth  are 
past  forever.    In  Christ  Jesus,  our  Lord.    Amen. 
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The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
aj^roved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  disagrees  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  3929)  entitled  "An  act  to 
extend  the  times  for  commencing  and  completing  the  con- 
struction of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near 
Memphis,  Tenn,"  requests  a  conference  with  the  House  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  Bailey,  Mr.  Sheppard.  and  Mr.  McNary  to  be  the  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  follow- 
ing titles: 

S.  2289.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Leesburg  Welding  L 
Garage  Co.; 

S.  2717.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Broggi;  and 

S.  3676.  An  act  to  withdraw  certain  portions  of  land  within 
the  Hawaii  National  Park  and  to  transfer  the  same  to  the 
jurisdiction  and  control  of  the  Secretary  of  War  for  military 
purposes. 

ZNFORMATION  ON  DESTROYTRS.  TORPEDO  BOATS,  AND  OTHER  VESSELS 
SOLD  TO  ANY  BELLIGERENT  NATION 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  behalf  of  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  I  present  a  privileged  report 
and  ask  that  the  report  be  read. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  read  the  resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  536 
Resolved.  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  is 
hereby,  requested,  if  not  Incompf.tlble  with  the  public  Interest,  to 
Inform  the  House  of  Representatives  how  many  destroyers,  torpedo 
boats,  and  other  war  vessels  of  the  United  States  Navy  have  been 
sold  directly  or  Indirectly  to  any  belligerent  nation,  and  by  what 
authority. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  read  the  report. 
j         The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

AOVEKSE   REPORT     (TO   ACCOMPAKT    H.    RES.    S36) 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  reso- 
lution (H.  Res.  536),  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  be, 
and  he  Is  hereby,  requested.  If  not  Incompatible  with  the  public 
Interest,  to  inform  the  House  of  Representatives  how  many  de- 
stroyers, torpedo  boats,  and  other  war  vessels  of  the  United  States 
Navy  have  been  sold  directly  or  indirectly  to  any  belligerent  nation, 
and  by  what  authority,  having  ^ad  the  same  under  consideration, 
report  it  back  to  the  House  anc^ recommend  that  the  resolution  do 
not  pass. 

The  action  of  the  committee  is  based  upon  the  following  letter 
to  the  chairman  of  the  committee  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
II  Navy,  which  letter  contains  the  Information  requested  In  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  letter  be  read. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  IMr.  Vinson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Washington.  D,  C,  July  5,  1940. 
The  Chaikman,  OoMMrrrEz  on  Naval  Attaibs, 
House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  P\irther  reference  is  made  to  your  letter 
dated  June  20,  1940,  transmitting  House  Resolution  536,  requesting 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  Inform  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives concerning  the  sale  of  certain  vessels  of  war  to  belliger- 
ent nations. 

No  destroyers,  torpedo  boats,  or  other  war  vessels  of  the  United 
States  Navy  have  been  sold  directly  or  indirectly  to  any  belligerent 
nation. 

Sincerely  yours, 

C.  W.  NiMrra, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  fact 
the  letter  contains  the  information  called  for  in  the  resolu- 
tion, I  move  that  the  resolution  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an 


editorial  from  the  Gaelic  American  on  the  subject.  Is  United 
States  a  British  Protectorate? 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr,  Sweeney]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
letter  by  myself  and  reply  by  the  Acting  Secretary  of  War. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Ltidlow]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Anderson  of  Missouri  asked  and  was  given  permission 
to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

warning   TO   THE   UNITED   STATES 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Pierce]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  my  request,  there  is  being 
sent  to  each  Member  of  the  House  through  the  post  office  a 
little  pamphlet  written  by  a  man  in  my  district.  Mr.  Pred 
Fletcher,  a  lawyer,  a  scholar,  and  a  student.  It  is  a  warning 
to  the  United  States.  This  is  an  analysis  of  Hitler's  Mein 
Kampf.  I  ask  those  of  you  who  have  not  had  the  patience 
nor  the  time  to  read  that  German  bible  to  give  this  pamphlet 
a  few  minutes  of  study,  because  Mr.  Fletcher  does  set  forth 
the  philosophy  of  that  amazing  and  terrible  man — Hitler. 
His  book,  which  my  constituent  has  analyzed,  tells  what  he 
planned  to  do  and  is  doing. 

I  do  not  agree  with  all  the  conclusions  of  my  friend 
Fletcher  as  to  the  action  our  Nation  should  take  to  combat 
the  menace,  but  I  think  his  pamphlet  will  inform  those  who 
have  not  clearly  grasped  the  import  of  the  philosophy  back 
of  Hitler's  frightfulness. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  as  a 
part  thereof  an  editorial  from  the  Umatilla  County  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Pierce]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McGregor.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
resolution  adopted  by  certain  members  of  the  faculty  of  Ohio 
Wesleyan  University. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  McGregor]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KUNKEL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  radio 
address  delivered  by  me. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  KunkelI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  address  by  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut, 
the  Honorable  Thomas  Raymond  Ball,  at  Natchaug  Grange, 
Chaplin,  Conn.,  on  July  5.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  IMr.  Austin]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  speech  on  the  Monroe  Doctrine  by  Kenneth  Cock,  of  Glen- 
wood,  Iowa. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Jensen]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an  ad- 
dress by  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Stearns]. 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Hawks  1? 
There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  addrkss  the  house 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  Rich]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  yesterday  I  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  we  went  in  the  red  at  the  rate  of  $7,118  a  min- 
ute last  year.  This  year  since  July  1  we  have  increased  the 
rate  of  going  in  the  red  to  $42,693  a  minute,  according  to  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Morgenthau  on  July  2.    This  is  horrible. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  platform  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  in  1932.    And  I  quote: 

We  favor  maintenance  of  the  national  credit  by  a  Federal  Budget 
annually  balanced. 

Since  this  administration  has  been  in  power,  since  that 
platform  was  written,  they  have  not  balanced  the  Budget 
once.  It  has  been  out  of  balance  every  year  anywhere  from 
$1,500,000,000  to  $4,000,000,000.  No  woodpecker  ever  put  more 
holes  in  a  tree  than  the  Democratic  Party  has  put  in  that 
plank  of  the  platform  of  1932,  If  you  do  not  get  out  and  kill 
the  woodpeckers  in  the  New  Deal  Democratic  Party,  we  are 
going  to  have  so  many  holes  in  this  Nation  we  will  not  be  able 
to  float  any  longer.    [Applause.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

I   narragansett  bay  cruisk 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Keefe  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
short  editorial  from  Social  Justice  on  the  action  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Michigan  in  regard  to  expelling  Communists. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION    to    address    THE    HOUSE 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute,  and  I  also  £usk  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
include  therein  some  editorials. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  GnroRD  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
In  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  New  York  Journal-American. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  article  by  General  Rivers,  retired,  of  the  Army. 

The  SPEAEIER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GOODWIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  therein 
a  radio  address. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  June  17  I  asked  in  the  House, 
"Why  risk  our  involvement  in  war  by  maintaining  American 
cruisers  and  destroyers  at  lisbon,  Portugal,  in  the  midst  of 
the  war  zone?  Suppose  a  German  or  Italian  submarine  takes 
a  potshot,  mistaldng  them  for  Allied  warships?" 

The  war  hysteria  engendered  by  the  fake  radio  report  on 
Sunday  that  the  American  destroyer  Barry  had  been  sunk  Is 
indicative  of  what  would  happen  if  one  of  our  warships  should 
be  mistakenly  attacked  and  sunk  by  warring  powers. 

I  protested  against  such  a  policy  3  weeks  ago.  and  I  now 
emphasize  and  reiterate  that  protest. 

This  hoax  brought  home  to  the  American  people  the  tre- 
mendous risk  to  which  the  administration  is  submitting 
America  by  this  policy  of  maintaining  our  warships  in  war 
zones  with  no  American  flags  painted  on  their  sides,  no  spot- 
lights being  used  on  the  flag  at  night,  or  without  any  other 
clear  identifications  except  the  flag  to  distinguish  them  from 
British  destroyers  while  in  European  waters. 

There  should  be  a  thorough  investigation  by  the  adminis- 
tration or  the  Congress  of  this  false  S  O  S,  as  prior  to  that 
we  had  three  fake  radio  reports  of  attacks  by  German  sub- 
marines on  belligerent  vessels  in  American  waters.  It  Is  time 
that  this  kind  of  alarmist  propaganda  should  be  exposed  and 
stopped.     [Applause.] 

WATER -POLLUTION  CONTROL 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  privileged  motion, 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
Tlie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Mansfield  moves  that  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
at  the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
bill  S.  685  be.  and  they  are  hereby,  instructed  to  discontinue  their 
Insistence  upon  the  retention  In  the  House  amendment  of  subsec- 
tions (d)   (1)  and  (d)   (2)  of  section  2.  reading  as  follows: 

"(d)  (1)  After  date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  no  new  sources  of 
pollution,  either  by  sewage  or  Industrial  waste,  shall  be  permitted 
to  be  discharged  Into  the  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States  and 
streams  tributary  thereto  until  and  unless  approved  by  the  Divi- 
sion; and 

■'(2)  The  discharge  of  new  sources  of  water  pollution  without 
review  and  approval  of  the  Division  as  required  under  the  foregoing 
provisions  is  hereby  declared  to  be  against  the  public  policy  of  the 
United  States  and  vo  be  a  public  and  common  nuisance.  An  action 
to  prevent  or  abate  any  such  nuisance  may  be  brought  in  the  name 
of  the  United  States  by  any  United  States  attorney,  and  it  shall  be 
the  duty  of  such  attorney  to  bring  such  an  action  when  requested 
tcrdo  so  by  the  Division,  the  Surgeon  General,  and  any  duly  con- 
stituted interstate  agency  dealing  with  control  of  water  pollution, 
any  State  agency  dealing  with  control  of  water  pollution,  any  "State 
health  authority,"  or  any  Incorporated  municipality.  Such  action 
shall  be  brought  as  an  action  In  equity  and  may  be  brought  In  any 
court  of  the  United  States  having  Jurisdiction  to  hear  and  deter- 
mine equity  cases." 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  for  the  past  4  years  or  longer  the  Committee 
on  Rivers  and  Harbors,  as  well  as  the  Congress,  has  been 
confronted  with  the  problem  of  trying  to  work  out  a  stream- 
pollution  bill.  What  is  known  as  the  Barkley  bill.  S.  685.  was 
passed  by  the  Senate  a  little  over  a  year  ago.  Pour  months 
ago  the  bill  was  passed  by  the  House,  but  very  materially 
amended. 

The  Senate  bill  provided  for  loans  and  grants  to  mu- 
nicipalities and  to  industries  to  put  in  works  for  the  abate- 
ment of  pollution  in  all  the  cities  and  all  the  industries  that 
were  discharging  pollution  Into  the  streams  of  the  united 
States.  In  the  House  everything  was  stricken  out  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  the  House  bill  substituted,  in  which  no 
grants  were  allowed  but  loans  were  provided  for  at  a  low 
rate  of  Interest,  to  be  made  through  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation.  On  the  floor  of  the  House,  as  I  am 
advised— I  was  not  here,  being  in  the  hospital  at  the  time— 
what  is  known  as  the  Mundt  amendment  was  accepted  and 
made  a  part  of  the  bill.  That  Is  the  portion  you  have  just 
heard  read  in  the  motion  I  presented  a  moment  ago. 
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The  conferees  have  had  several  meetings  on  this  bill.  The 
Senate  conferees  have  declined  up  to  this  time  to  accept  this 
Mundt  amendment.  The  public  health  service  of  practically 
all.  if  not  all,  of  the  States  are  opposed  to  it:  industry  gener- 
ally is  opposed  to  it;  the  Walton  League  and  other  associations 
of  a  like  nature  are  all  favoring  it. 

I  think  it  extremely  doubtful  that  the  Senate  conferees 
will  accept  the  amendment.  I  also  think  it  extremely  doubt- 
ful that  the  Senate  would  accept  it  if  the  conferees  did. 
However,  that  is  neither  here  nor  there.  I  do  not  believe  we 
can  reach  an  agreement.  The  question  now  is,  Will  the 
House  want  to  instruct  its  conferees  to  not  insist  upon  it 
further,  or  do  they  want  the  matter  to  stand  as  it  is.  with 
the  probability  that  the  bill  will  go  dead  on  the  calendar  at 
the  expiration  of  the  term? 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
'  The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Under  the  rules  of  the  House,  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  pending  motion,  how  much  time  is  granted? 

The  SPEAKER.  One  hour  is  granted  for  the  consideration 
of  the  conference  report  and  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  DonderoI.  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  this  matter  was  be- 
fore the  House  on  the  1st  day  of  March  of  this  year.  I  took 
occasion  to  point  out  to  the  House  that  in  the  course  of  some 
20  years  65  different  bills  had  been  presented  to  the  Congress 
on  stream  pollution,  and  not  a  single  bill  had  been  passed, 
with  the  exception  of  1  which  had  to  do  with  the  pollution 
of  coastal  waters  by  oceangoing  liners  or  oil-burning  ships; 
not  a  single  piece  of  legislation  has  been  enacted  to  affect 
the  inland  waters  of  the  United  States  or  her  territorial 
possessions. 

The  question  of  stream  pollution  Is  not  new  to  the  United 
States.  For  nearly  50  years  we  have  discussed  stream  pollu- 
tion, and  that  is  all  we  have  done  about  it.  We  have  never 
passed  any  legislation  to  enforce  the  object  of  keeping  the 
waters  of  the  United  States  pure  and  clean;  we  have  just 
talked  about  it. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  We  passed  a  bill  with  respect  to  oil 
pollution. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  have  mentioned  that.  It  was  in  1921 
or  1924  that  such  a  bill  was  passed. 

So.  on  the  1st  day  of  March  of  this  year,  we  did  pass  a 
stream -pollution  bill,  which  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  reason- 
able and  a  very  sensible  approach  to  this  very  troublesome 
problem.  This  is  not  a  minor  matter.  Stream  pollution 
in  the  United  States  is  one  of  the  major  inland  problems  of 
this  country,  and  unless  something  is  done  about  it  very  soon 
we  may  have  an  epidemic  in  this  country  of  very  large  pro- 
portions; but  it  is  a  hopeful  sign  to  know  that  the  question 
of  sewage  treatment,  both  Industrial  and  domestic,  has  been 
advanced  in  this  land  from  a  point  in  1904  when  only  3 
percent  of  our  sewage  was  treated  to  the  point  where  30  per- 
cent had  been  treated  up  to  1930.  and  from  1938  to  the 
present  time  we  find  that  60  percent  of  the  sewage,  both  in- 
dustrial and  domestic,  Is  now  bsing  treated  in  this  country. 

Until  very  recently,  and  without  any  legislation  of  a  drastic 
nature,  we  find  that  in  the  Ohio  River  Valley,  where  stream 
pollution  undoubtedly  is  at  its  worst  stage  because  of  large 
Industrial  plants,  and  density  of  the  population  is  very  great, 
428  cities,  towns,  and  other  political  units  have  corrected 
their  stream-pollution  problem  by  cooperation  between  Fed- 
eral and  State  Governments.  I  say  this  is  a  very  hopeful  and 
encouraging  sign. 

We  come  now  to  the  problem  before  the  House  and  the 
question  that  we  must  decide.  The  question  is  whether  or  not 
we  are  going  to  accept  this  bill  as  we  passed  it  on  the  1st 
day  of  March  or  whether  we  are  going  to  recede  by  eliminat- 
ing the  so-called  Mundt  amendment  in  order  to  preserve  the 
rest  of  the  biU  as  passed  by  the  House,  which  also  provides 
for  loans  to  municipalities  and  political  subdivisions  through 
the  R.  F.  C.  at  a  very  low  rate  of  interest. 


What  is  the  Mundt  amendment;  what  does  it  do.  and  how 

drastic  is  it?    Let  me  read  two  or  three  lines  of  it  to  refresh 

your  memory.    The  Mundt  amendment  was  adopted  by  a 

very  sizable  majority  in  the  committee  when  it  was  under 

consideration  in  this  House  before.    This  is  what  It  provides: 

No  new  sources  of  pollution,  either  by  sewage  or  industrial 
waste,  shall  be  permitted  to  be  discharged  Into  the  navigable  waters 
of  the  United  States  and  streams  tributary  thereto  until  and  unless 
approved  by  the  Division. 

The  Division  refers  to  the  Division  set  up  In  this  bill  to 
handle  stream -poUution  problems.  Now,  what  is  the  sense  of 
trying  to  abate  a  nuisance  on  a  river,  now  established,  and 
then  permit  new  pollution  to  be  started  on  the  same  stream? 
It  seems  to  me  it  is  neither  common  sense  nor  reasonable. 
It  is  the  height  of  inconsistency. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  wUl  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.     Yes. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the 
use  of  the  word  "new"  as  it  is  used  there.  Does  the  bill  as 
written  provide  only  for  existing  conditions  and  not  for 
the  future?  Is  that  why  it  is  necessary  to  speak  of  "new" 
pollution? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  The  Mundt  amendment  is  directed  par- 
ticularly to  preventing  new  sources  of  pollution  of  our  waters. 
That  means  new  factories,  new  industries,  villages,  towns, 
and  cities,  as  I  understand  It  and  interpret  it. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  do  not  know  enough  about 
the  terms  of  the  bill,  but  would  not  the  bill  cover  existing 
and  future  conditions?  Does  the  bill  relate  only  to  the 
existing  status? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  think  It  relates  to  the  existing  status, 
and  the  Mundt  amendment  Is  aimed  at  future  sources  of 
pollution.  This  Is  to  prevent  new  sources  of  pollution,  with- 
out the  approval  of  the  Division  which  is  set  up  In  the  bill. 
If  that  Board  says  that  a  new  industry  or  political  unit  may 
pollute  a  stream,  it  can  do  It  even  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Mundt  amendment,  but  it  means  that  new  problems  or 
new  pollution  which  are  presented  to  the  Nation  of  stream 
pollution  shall  first  be  approved  or  passed  on  by  this  Board. 

Mr.  CARTER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Yes. 

Mr.  CARTER.  Does  the  phrase  "new  sources"  apply  to 
enlarged  factories;  that  Is.  where  a  factory  already  in  ex- 
istence makes  an  addition  to  its  plant? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  think  it  may  be  broad  enough  to  in- 
clude that,  and  I  think  It  should  include  it,  because  there 
would  be  no  sense  or  reason  and  neither  would  there  be 
consistency  in  spending  money  and  making  loans  to  abate 
established  nuisances  and  permit  new  nuisances  to  nullify 
or  counteract  the  very  thing  that  you  have  done  by  spending 
money  to  correct.  It  does  not  seem  reasonable  to  me.  It  is 
not  even  common  sense. 

Mr.  HOPE.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.     Yes. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Do  I  understand  that  If  the  Mundt  amend- 
ment is  not  continued  in  the  bill  that  there  will  be  no  way 
under  this  legislation  of  meeting  the  problem  of  new  sources 
of  pollution? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    That  is  exactly  the  problem. 

Mr.  HOPE.  And  there  is  nothing  in  the  present  bill  that 
will  enable  any  agency  to  deal  with  new  sources  of  pollution? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  believe  the  gentleman  is  correct.  It 
gives  this  Board  which  is  set  up  in  this  Division  the  right  to 
deal  with  new  sources  of  pollution. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.     Yes.  "^ 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  If  the  Mundt  amendment  is  not  adopted 
new  pollution  will  be  treated  exactly  as  existing  polluUon  Is 
under  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOPE.  That  Is  the  purpose  of  my  inquiry — to  see  if 
there  is  any  way  of  dealing  with  new  pollution  without  the 
Mundt  amendment. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Yes;  you  can  treat  new  pollution  as  ex- 
isting pollution,  but  you  do  nothing  to  stop  it.  Not  only  is 
the  pollution  '^f  our  streams  involved,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 


wildlife,  fish  life.  sanlUtion.  and  public  health  are  all  in- 
volved and  bound  up  in  this  problem. 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Yes. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Do  I  imderstand  that  there  Is  no 
power  in  the  State  courts  to  enjoin  pollution  as  a  common 
nuisance  at  the  present  time?  The  gentleman  says  that  if 
this  Mundt  amendment  does  not  prevail  notliing  can  be  done 
about  new  pollution.  I  would  think  that  a  State  court  could 
enjoin  it  as  a  nuisance. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  quesUon  that  very  much,  if  the  pollu- 
tion is  of  a  navigable  stream  over  which  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  exclusive  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  DUnols.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  In  a  world  where  there  is  so  much 
pollution  and  where  pollution  has  its  rights,  why  discriminate 
against  new  pollution  in  differentiation  from  old? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Old  pollution,  of  course,  is  being  eradi- 
cated or  corrected  as  fast  as  possible  by  cooperation  on  the 
part  of  the  State  and  the  States  under  compact  with  the 
Federal  Government.  The  purpose  of  the  Mundt  amend- 
ment Is  to  stop  new  pollution  and  to  augment  what  we  are 
tnring  to  do  under  present  and  existing  laws. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.    Does  it  mean  dealing  more  dras- 
ticaUy  with  the  dynamic  than  it  does  with  the  old? 
The  SPEAKER.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 
Mr.  MANSFIELD.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  ElstonI. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  this  is  a  very  critical 
hour  for  the  millions  of  persons  who  are  the  victims  of  con- 
taminated streams.  Although  we  vote  today  upon  the  in- 
structions that  we  are  to  give  to  our  conferees,  actually  we 
are  voting  upon  the  question  of  whether  or  not  we  are  to  have 
any  legislation  at  all  on  this  very  important  subject. 

The  fundamental  principles  of  this  bill  are  not  in  dispute 
between  the  House  and  the  Senate. 
Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  ELSTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Why  does  the  gentleman  say  we  are  voting 
on  whether  we  will  have  any  legislation  at  all? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  think  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Mawstold]  gave  the  reason.  He  stated  he  did  not  believe  that 
if  the  bill  were  considered  again  in  the  Senate  it  would  pass 
with  the  Mundt  amendment. 

Mr.  RANKIN.   Well,  let  us  let  them  vote  on  it  and  see. 
Mr.  ELSTON.    I  think  too  much  is  at  stake  for  us  to  take  a 
chance  on  the  Senate  doing  that. 
Mr.  DONDERO.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 
Mr.  ELSTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  think  the  House  would  be  interested  in 
knowing  what  is  the  objection  to  the  Mundt  amendment. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  want  to  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  that  while  the  Mundt  amendment  does  not  appear 
on  its  face  to  be  objectionable,  it  is  imnecessary,  and  if  in- 
sisted ujxan  may  be  the  means  of  preventing  the  passage  of 
legislation  which  Is  of  vital  importance.  I  do  not  feel  that 
we  can  afford  to  insist  upon  the  Mundt  amendment.  If  we 
do.  and  this  bill  goes  back  to  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate 
votes  it  down  because  it  will  not  accept  the  amendment,  we 
will  have  no  legislation  whatever  on  the  subject  of  stream 
pollution.  Conditions  have  reached  such  a  stage  in  this 
country,  particularly  in  the  Ohio  Valley,  that  it  is  absolutely 
essential  that  we  have  some  legislation  on  this  important 
subject.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Mundt  amendment  is 
essential.  I  say  that  for  this  reason:  The  Mundt  amendment 
only  seeks  to  enjoin  future  pollution.  It  is  within  the  power 
of  the  State  courts  now  to  enjoin  not  only  futtu-e  pollution 
but  to  enjoin  present  pollution. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
further? 

Mr.  ELSTON.    I  am  sorry.    I  do  not  have  time. 
We  not  only  have  the  power  within  the  States  to  enjoin 
the  nuisance  of  water  pollution,  but  we  have  criminal  statutes 


in  most  States  which  make  it  an  offense  to  pollute  a  stream. 
It  is  within  the  power  of  our  States  to  correct  the  situation 
without  giving  further  power  to  the  Federal  Government. 
Therefore  we  do  not  need  the  Mundt  amendment. 

I  think  both  the  friends  and  opponents  of  this  amendment 
are  attaching  entirely  too  much  significance  to  its  importance. 
If  we  leave  it  out  entirely  we  will  get  some  legislation  which 
is  very  much  needed.  If  later  on  we  find  that  we  are  not 
able  to  cope  with  the  situation  with  existing  law  we  can  then 
pass  more  drastic  enforcement  legislation. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Dondero]  stated  a  few 
moments  ago  that  he  thought  it  would  not  be  possible  to  ob- 
tain injunctions  in  the  State  courts,  because  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment only  has  jurisdiction  over  navigable  streams.  I  am 
sorry  that  I  cannot  agree  that  this  is  correct.  Incidentally, 
his  suggestion  reminds  us  that  there  is  a  very  serious  question 
as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  Mundt  amendment.  It  is 
my  Impression  that  the  Constitution  provides  that  the  Fed- 
eral Government  has  jurisdiction  over  a  navigable  stream 
only  so  far  as  navigation  is  concerned.  It  does  not  have 
jurisdiction  so  far  as  stream  pollution  is  concerned  unless  we 
want  to  stretch  our  imaginations  so  far  that  we  can  say  that 
the  pollution  of  a  stream  interferes  with  navigation.  Under 
these  circumstances  there  is  a  grave  question  about  the  con- 
stitutionality of  this  amendment.  Aside  from  the  consti- 
tutional question  we  are  face  to  face  today  with  the  fact  that 
if  we  insist  upon  the  Tiirndt  amendment  we  are  not  going 
to  receive  any  legislation  at  all,  and  I  do  not  believe  we  can 
take  that  much  of  a  chance  with  the  lives  and  health  of  mil- 
lions of  people. 

I  was  very  much  interested  in  the  statement  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  [Mr.  DondeboJ  made  about  conditions 
in  the  Ohio  Valley.  I  would  like  to  take  Just  a  moment  to 
further  elaborate  on  that  point. 

The  drainage  basin  of  the  Ohio  Valley  includes  about 
200.000  square  miles.  It  comprises  parts  of  14  States.  The 
population  of  that  basin  is  about  17,000.000  people.  Raw, 
untreated  sewage  from  localities  containing  about  6,000,000 
people  flows  into  the  Ohio  River  and  its  tributaries  every  day. 
In  addition  thereto,  there  is  treated  sewage  from  areas  con- 
taining two  and  one-half  million  additional  persons.  More 
than  6,000,000  persons  are  supplied  with  water  from  the  Ohio 
River  and  its  tributaries.  The  Ohio  River  now  is  not  like  it 
used  to  be.  The  time  was  when  the  natural  flow  of  the  river 
would,  to  a  certain  extent,  purify  the  water.  Now  it  is  a 
series  of  navigation  dams. 
The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 
Mr  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentleman 
two  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  EHjSTGN.  There  are  more  than  50  of  those  dams  at 
the  present  time.  At  times  the  pools  formed  by  these  dams 
are  nothing  more  nor  less  than  cess  pools.  The  Public  Health 
Service  has  found  that  it  is  safe  to  chemically  treat  drinking 
water  containing  5,000  colon  bacteria  per  cubic  centimeters. 
To  go  beyond  that  is  dangerous.  In  the  city  of  Cincinnati 
for  example.  In  1935  the  average  rose  to  10.330.  In  August 
1930  it  was  raised  to  28,840.  more  than  5  times  the  number 
considered  by  the  medical  profession  to  be  safe.  The  average 
for  the  entire  year  was  10,580.  indicating  the  extreme  danger 
of  permitting  our  streams  to  remain  contaminated. 

The  friends  of  the  Mundt  amendment  seem  to  consist 
largely  of  those  who  belong  to  sportsmen's  organizations, 
such  as  the  Izaak  Walton  League.  I  have  no  quarrel  with 
the  objectives  of  that  league  or  of  any  other  sportsmen's 
organizations,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  sportsmen  should  be 
sportsmen  enough  to  consider  the  health  and  the  safety  of 
human  beings  rather  than  the  Interests  of  men  who  fish 
or  hunt  ducks  a  few  days  in  the  year.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Ohio  is  becoming  so  contaminated  that  even  the  ducks 
avoid  it,  although  they  used  to  stop  there  on  their  way 
north  and  south. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  1  additional  min- 
ute to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 
Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  EUSTON.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  suggest  to  the  gentleman  that  the 
Intake  for  the  waterworks  of  his  home  city  is  now  located 
15  miles  above  the  city  and  on  the  Kentucky  side  in  order 
to  try  to  avoid  pollution. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Yes;  and  I  may  say  that  the  city  of  Cin- 
cinnati has  spent  millions  of  dollars  to  provide  pure  drinking 
water  for  its  citizens  but  there  is  a  limit  to  which  even  the 
most  expensive  treatment  plants  may  go.  Just  across  the 
river  from  Cincinnati  in  the  district  represented  by  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Spence]  I  am  informed  they 
have  not  been  able  to  spend  the  mon^y  that  Cincinnati  has 
yet  they  are  compelled  to  obtain  their  drinking  water  from 
that  part  of  the  Ohio  River  into  which  the  sewers  of  Cincin- 
nati empty.  They  are  therefore  suffering  even  more  than 
those  who  live  in  Cincinnati. 

I  hope  we  will  not  insist  that  the  Mundt  amendment  remain 
in  this  bill.  Let  us  get  some  legislation  that  will  at  least 
begin  to  curb  the  most  serious  menace  to  life  and  health 
existing  in  the  Nation  today.  Later  on  if  we  need  to  amend 
the  legislation  by  the  Mundt  amendment  perhaps  then  will 
be  the  time  to  consider  it.  [Applause.]  I  hope  the  Members 
of  the  House  will  not  be  actuated  in  their  votes  by  the  pleas 
of  sportsmen's  organizations,  such  as  the  l2aak  Walton 
League,  that  we  insist  upon  the  Mundt  amendment  or  no 
legislation  at  all.  Obviously,  the  Izaak  Walton  League  is 
interested  only  in  those  who  can  take  a  few  days  off  a  year 
for  fishing  or  for  hunting  ducks.  We  must  consider  the 
Interest  of  those  who  are  forced  to  drink  contaminated  water 
365  days  in  the  year.  In  his  testimony  before  the  Rivers  and 
Harbors  Committee  the  general  manager  of  this  league,  when 
aiked  as  to  Its  membership,  stated.  "We  have  about  25,000 
members  in  good  standing.  We  have  about  100,000  who  call 
themselves  members  of  the  Izaak  Walton  League,  but  they  are 
just  a  little  slow  in  paying  their  dues."  Many  of  the  mem- 
bers of  this  organization  do  not  depend  for  their  water 
supply  upon  polluted  streams,  nor  does  the  protest  of  this 
organization  necessarily  reflect  the  views  of  the  entire  mem- 
bership. Even  if  it  did  its  entire  paying  and  nonpaying 
membership  is  only  20  percent  of  the  population  of  a  city  the 
size  of  Cincinnati,  and  Cincinnati  is  only  one  of  many  cities 
seriously  affected  by  water  contamination. 

Some  legislation  is  imperative  if  we  are  to  begin  the  cor- 
rection of  the  greatest  menace  to  life  and  health  existing  in 
America  today.  The  bill  which  we  have  passed  is  the  result 
of  28  years  of  study  by  the  United  States  Public  Health  Serv- 
ice. It  is  similar  in  many  respects  to  a  bill  passed  by  the 
Seventy-fifth  Cof^ress  and  vetoed  for  a  technicality  with 
respect  to  administration  which  has  now  been  corrected.  It 
is  admitted  on  all  sides  that  it  is  a  good  bill.  The  only  ap- 
preciable difference  of  opinion  is  on  the  Mundt  amendment. 
Sportsmen's  organizations  want  the  Mundt  amendment  be- 
cause they  feel  it  will  help  to  purify  polluted  streams.  The 
millions  of  persons  who  reside  in  polluted  areas  want  the  bill 
because  they  believe  it  will  rid  our  waterways  of  pollution. 
Consequently,  they  all  are  seeking  the  same  thing.  Persons 
whose  health  and  lives  are  in  jeopardy  are  pleading  that  the 
House  not  insist  upon  the  Mundt  amendment,  knowing  full 
well  that  our  insistence  will  kill  all  legislation  for  p)erhaps  a 
long  period  of  time  and  allow  pollution  to  continue  unabated. 

It  follows  as  a  matter  of  logic  that  if  steps  are  taken  to  pro- 
tect human  life,  and  they  can  be  under  this  bill  without  the 
Mundt  amendment,  the  lives  of  the  fish  in  the  streams  will 
likewise  be  protected.  I  need  not  argue  to  the  Members  of  this 
House  that  it  is  of  infinitely  greater  importance  to  protect 
human  life  than  to  accede  to  the  demands  of  those  who  are 
tliinking  only  of  wildlife.  It  is  not  contended  by  those  inter- 
ested in  the  preservation  of  wildlife  that  this  bill  without  the 
Mundt  amendment  will  be  injurious  to  such  life.  Their  con- 
tention is  that  with  the  Mundt  amendment  the  enforcement 
provisions  of  the  law  in  the  hands  of  Federal  agencies  will 
bring  about  greater  protection.  I  doubt  this,  but  is  that  not 
beside  the  point  today?  We  are  face  to  face  now  with  the 
sole  question — shall  there  be  any  legislation  upon  the  subject 
at  this  session? 

It  is  rather  illogical  to  argue  that  States  and  cities  will  take 
advantage  of  the  provisions  of  this  bill  and  will  make  loans 


from  the  Federal  Government  to  construct  sewage  disposal 
plants  and  then  permit  industries  to  contaminate  the  water- 
ways from  which  such  cities  must  derive  their  water  sup- 
ply. Persistent  violators  can  and  undoubtedly  will  be  prose- 
cuted. If  it  should  develop,  after  the  law  has  been  in  opera- 
tion, that  the  States  are  unable  to  cope  with  those  who  may 
continue  to  pollute  oiir  streams.  I  am  confident  that  there 
would  be  no  hesitation  on  the  part  of  Congress  to  enact  such 
provisions  as  are  contained  in  the  Mundt  amendment.  I  am 
sure  you  realize  that  if  cities  and  industries  make  loans,  they 
are  not  going  to  tolerate  persistent  violations  on  the  part  of 
a  few.  The  zeal  with  which  the  States  have  entered  into  the 
interstate  compact  agreements  which  have  l)een  authorized 
by  Congress  in  order  that  legislation  of  this  type  might  be 
put  into  effect,  is  a  clear  indication  that  the  States,  individu- 
ally and -collectively,  are  anxious  to  cooperate  with  the  Federal 
Government  in  order  to  make  more  effective  laws  which  are 
designed  to  eliminate  water  pollution. 

I  hope  the  House  will  not  adopt  a  "dog  in  the  manger"  atti- 
tude on  a  matter  of  such  vital  importance.  I  can  readily 
appreciate  that  some  of  the  friends  of  the  Mundt  amendment 
will  say  "why  is  it  not  jiist  as  much  the  responsibility  of  the 
Senate?  Why  cannot  the  same  result  be  obtained  if  the 
Senate  will  agree  to  the  Mundt  amendment?"  With  this 
philosophy  I  have  no  quarrel,  but  this  attitude  will  be  of  little 
consolation  to  those  who  suffer  in  the  event  the  Senate  does 
not  agree  with  us.  As  matters  now  stand,  if  we  insist  upon 
the  Mundt  amendment  and  the  Senate  does  not  concur,  there 
may  be  no  legislation.  If  we  now  concur  with  the  Senate 
conferees  we  know  we  will  have  on  our  statute  books  legisla- 
tion adequate  to  deal  with  a  serious  problem.  Let  us  take 
the  only  certain  course.  We  cannot  afford  to  gamble  humaa 
hves  uc)on  the  uncertainty  of  favorable  Senate  action. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  make  just  one  ob- 
servation about  this  bill.  It  occurs  to  me  that  in  the  last 
100  years  the  fight  to  stop  the  defiling  and  polluting  of  Amer- 
ican streams  has  been  a  rear-guard  action.  There  has  not 
been  any  place  where  they  could  take  a  position  and  say, 
"Prom  this  point  on  we  can  evolve  a  program  of  restoration 
in  the  country  and  restore  some  of  the  natural  resources  and 
the  wildlife."  Pollution  is  one  of  these  progressive  things 
that  continues  year  in  and  year  out.  Being  a  rear-guard 
action  neither  the  State  nor  the  Federal  Government  has 
ever  accomplished  much  in  that  field.  There  Is  only  one 
sensible  and  logical  way  to  go  about  it,  and  that  is  to  freeze 
the  so-called  pollution  condition  in  the  country  and  say, 
"This  far  and  no  farther."  We  set  up  a  stop  sign.  Having 
dealt  with  the  question  of  new  pollution  we  can  ultimately 
address  ourselves  to  the  question  of  restoring  clean  streams, 
outdoor  life,  and  the  natural  resources  that  were  once  one  of 
the  great  values  of  this  country. 

I  think  the  Mundt  amendment  Is  predicated  on  common 
sense,  for  there  is  absolutely  no  logic,  no  sense  at  all  about  a 
program  that  seeks  first  of  all  to  lend  money  out  of  the  Fed- 
eral Treasury  to  meet  existing  pollution  with  the  right  hand 
and  then  condone  new  pollution  with  the  left  hand. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
I  will  yield  him  an  additional  minute. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  with  pleasure. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  What  is  the  view  of  the  gentleman  with 
regard  to  the  great  preparedness  program  we  are  undertak- 
ing? We  are  encouraging  industries,  practically  every  in- 
dustry in  the  United  States,  to  double  and  quadruple  their 
present  output.  That  will  bring  new  pollution,  because  they 
are  all  polluting  the  streams  to  a  certain  extent.  What 
effect  will  it  have  on  the  national-defense  program? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  would  say  that  only  by  the  thinnest  and 
most  tenuous  kind  of  logic  can  you  ever  hook  up  this  proposi- 
tion of  national  defense  with  stream  pollution.  We  are 
making  national  defense  a  sort  of  cloak  to  cover  a  multitude 
of  sins.  For  one.  I  do  not  go  along  with  a  notion  of  that  kind. 
Too  often  and  too  long  have  the  American  people,  and  Ameri- 
can industries,  and  American  enterprise  followed  the  line  of 


least  resisUnce.  It  is  like  the  family  that  throws  its  garbage 
and  tin  cans  out  behind  some  bush  or  tree  in  summer  because 
the  foliage  screens  it.  That  Is  all  right  in  the  simimer  when 
the  foliage  is  on  the  trees,  but  In  the  winter  there  stands 
exposed  in  all  Its  naked  ugliness  all  of  the  garbage  pUe.  That 
is  the  attitude  wc  have  exercised  heretofore  In  connection 
with  this  question  of  pollution. 

The  thing  to  do  is  to  resolutely  take  a  stand  and  say  to  all 
industry  everjrwhere :  "You  can  find  some  other  way  of  taking 
care  of  coal  mine  waste  waters,  industrial  waste,  city  sewage, 
and  all  the  other  things  that  flow  into  the  streams  of  America 
today  and  contaminate  them." 

Let  us  not  follow  the  line  of  least  resistance  any  longer. 
Let  us  give  some  direction  to  this  question  of  pollution  control, 
stop  new  sources  under  the  Mundt  amendment  and  then  at 
some  subsequent  time  address  ourselves  to  the  larger  question 
of  restoring  the  beauty  and  the  utility  of  the  outdoors  of 
America.     (Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    How  does  the  time  sUnd.  Mr.  Speaker? 

The  SPEAKER.  Thirty-five  minutes  remain  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Bi^amdI. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  certain 
quotations. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  BlahdI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Mundt  amendment  is  to  be 
found  in  the  bill  S.  685  on  pages  17  and  18.  beginning  with 
line  11  on  page  17  and  ending  with  line  6  on  page  18. 

It  reads  as  follows: 

(d)  (1)  After  date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  no  new  sources  of 
pollution,  either  by  sewage  or  Indxistrlal  waste,  shall  be  permitted 
to  be  discharged  Into  the  navigable  waters  of  the  United  SUtes  and 
streams  Uibutary  thereto  until  and  unless  approved  by  the  Divi- 
sion: and 

(2)  Ttie  discharge  of  new  sources  of  water  jXJllutlon  without 
review  and  approval  of  the  Division  as  required  under  the  foregoing 
provisions  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  against  the  public  policy  of  the 
United  States  and  to  be  a  public  and  common  nuisance.  An  action 
to  prevent  or  abate  any  such  nuisance  may  be  brought  in  the  name 
of  the  United  States  by  any  United  States  attorney,  and  It  shall  be 
the  duty  of  such  attorney  to  bring  such  an  action  when  requested 
to  do  so  by  the  Division,  the  Surgeon  General,  and  any  duly  con- 
stituted Inter-State  agency  dealing  with  control  of  water  pollution, 
any  State  agency  dealing  with  the  control  of  water  pollution,  any 
State  health  authority,  or  any  Incorporated  municipality.  Such 
action  shall  be  broiight  as  an  action  in  equity  and  may  be  brought 
in  any  court  of  the  United  States  having  Jurisdiction  to  hear  and 
determine  equity  cases. 

A  motion  has  been  made  that  the  House  conferees  discon- 
tinue to  insist  on  this  amendment.  The  effect  would  be  to 
reject  that  amendment.  For  nearly  22  years  I  have  been  at- 
tempting to  secure  legislation  in  this  House  which  would  do 
away  with  pollution.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr. 
DoNDERO]  is  correct,  only  one  bill  has  been  passed  in  that 
period  of  22  years.  The  reason  why  other  legislation  has  not 
been  written  upon  the  statute  books  is  that  the  proponents 
of  pollution  legislation  have  urged  too  drastic  remedies,  and 
always  upon  a  rock,  such  as  the  Mundt  amendment,  pollution 
legislation  has  been  wrecked. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen],  as  I  recall, 
once  said  that  he  would  present  a  picture  which  would  mean 
more  than  many  words.  Let  me  present  such  a  picture.  I 
live  on  the  shores  of  Hampton  Roads.  There  is  probably  no 
body  of  water  in  the  United  States  that  is  in  greater  need  of 
correction  from  pollution.  It  is  increasing.  Contributing  to 
that  pollution  are  the  cities  of  Norfolk.  Portsmouth,  the  terri- 
tory adjacent  Nansemond  River  and  the  James  River,  the 
cities  of  Newport  News,  Hampton,  Phoebus,  and  intermediate 
territory.  Among  the  contributing  agencies  may  be  found  the 
Federal  Government  which  has  Fortress  Monroe  at  Point 
Comfort.   There  are  also  the  Hampton  Roads  naval  base,  and 
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other  agencies.    I  am  unable  to  say  to  what  extent  these 
Federal  agencies  are  now  taking  care  of  their  pollution. 

Realizing  the  condition  that  exists  at  Hampton  Roads  we 
have  been  trying  for  years  to  effect  a  remedy.  When  it  first 
became  apparent  some  years  ago  that  the  oyster  planting 
grounds  were  being  affected,  a  fight  was  made  which  involved 
the  legal  right  of  the  city  of  Newport  News  to  dump  its  sewage 
into  Hampton  Roads.  A  suit  was  brought  for  damages,  and 
as  I  recall  an  Injunction  was  sought.  That  fight  went  to  the 
Court  of  Appeals  of  Virginia  and  subsequently  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States.  In  decisions  rendered  by  those 
courts,  and  I  think  In  other  suits  at  other  times,  it  was  held 
that  the  mtmicipality  had  the  right  under  ancient  law  and 
under  the  Constitution  to  deposit  its  sewage  in  that  body  of 
water  and  in  the  navigable  waters.  Realizing  that  something 
must  be  done,  a  careful  survey  has  been  made  at  great  expense 
to  find  a  remedy. 

Plans  were  proposed,  and  it  was  estimated  that  it  would 
cost  (8,000,000  to  relieve  the  conditions  there.  This  heavy 
burden  would  have  to  be  borne  by  the  communities  around 
that  body  of  water.  The  cost  now  would  probably  be  greater. 
The  city  and  adjoining  communities  went  to  the  Legislature 
of  Virginia  and  sought  to  have  created  one  or  more  sanitary 
districts.  Such  a  district  was  created.  Bonds  were  to  be 
issued  for  the  money  needed  to  relieve  the  situation.  It  was 
contemplated  that  there  should  be  installed  sewage  plants  for 
the  treatment  of  raw  sewage.  This  procedure  required  an 
election,  which  was  held.  Some  of  the  localities.  Including 
my  own  community,  voted  in  favor  of  the  establishment  of 
the  district  and  the  issuance  of  bonds,  which  would  have 
helped  to  correct  the  evil.  Other  localities  did  not  vote  that 
way.  The  result  was  that  the  proposal  did  not  carry.  We 
still  have  pollution  and  must  again  go  to  the  general  assembly 
for  enabling  legislation. 

The  Mundt  amendment  provides  that  after  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  act  no  new  soiuxe  of  pollution,  either  by 
sewage  or  industrial  plants,  shall  be  permitted  to  be  deposited 
into  navigable  waters.  In  other  words,  under  a  reasonable 
interpretation  of  that  amendment,  no  house  may  be  connected 
with  an  existing  sewer  that  deposits  its  waste  in  Hampton 
Roads.  Certainly  this  cannot  be  done  without  the  consent  of 
Federal  agencies.  We  are  penalized  and  yet  we  have  been 
doing  everything  we  could  to  remedy  conditions  and  to  pro- 
vide instrumentalities  that  would  speed  the  time  after  which 
no  sewage  would  be  deposited  into  Hampton  Roads. 

Mr.  Speaker,  shall  we  be  penalized,  shall  our  industrial 
growth  stop,  shall  the  progress  of  our  cities  stop,  though  we 
have  done  all  we  could  and  have  not  been  able  to  comply  and 
through  no  fault  of  our  own? 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentleman  2 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  our  behet  that  we  may  In  a 
few  years  be  able  to  secure  the  creation  of  that  sanitary  dis- 
trict. If  this  bill  passes  even  without  the  Mundt  amendment, 
we  may  yet  borrow  money  to  help  us  out.  The  bill  without  the 
Mundt  amendment  will  be  a  start.  The  picture  I  have  painted 
applies  in  many  sections  of  the  country.  I  join  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  in  asking  that  you  let  us  proceed  with  such 
legislation  as  we  are  able  to  secure  now.  and  do  not  wreck  pol- 
lution legislation  again  upon  the  rock  of  drastic  procedure 
such  as  we  have  here.  By  the  process  of  evolution  we  may 
take  care  of  the  existing  conditions  and  avoid  the  creation  of 
new  sources  of  pollution.  Let  us  recede  from  this  amendment 
and  make  a  start  after  twenty-some  years  of  talk.  [Applause.] 
Under  the  leave  granted  to  me  to  extend  my  remarks.  I  wish 
to  present  the  existing  situation  more  fully  than  I  can  In  7 
minutes. 

The  Mundt  amendment  will  impose  unreasonable  burdens 
on  existing  communities  and  established  industries. 

Under  the  Mtmdt  amendment  every  new  attachment  to  an 
existing  line  of  sewer  discharging  in  navigable  water  or  a 
tributary  thereof  would  constitute  an  additional  source  of 
pollution.  This  would  paralyze  progress  In  existing  com- 
munities. 
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Under  the  Mundt  amendment  every  new  addition  to  an 
established  industry  would  be  a  violation  of  the  law  if  it  con- 
tributed in  the  slightest  to  the  pwUution  of  a  tributary  to  a 
waterway,  however  remote. 

The  amendment  takes  effect  on  enactment  of  the  bill.  It 
does  not  provide  any  time  within  which  adjustments  may  be 
made  to  take  care  of  situations  which  have  developed  through 
decades.  It  is  true  the  bill  leaves  approval  with  the  Division 
of  Water  Pollution  Control,  but  it  provides  no  measure 
whereby  the  Division  may  determine  the  question.  It  would 
require  every  home  owner  or  other  person  discharging  pol- 
lution into  a  navigable  stream  or  its  tributary  to  make  appli- 
cation to  the  Division.  It  may  be  that  the  Mundt  amendment 
contains  meritorious  features.  If  so,  they  should  be  worked 
out  as  an  amendment  later. 

What  may  be  considered  as  a  tributary  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  act  is  not  determined.  How  far  removed  may  the 
tributary  be  from  the  main  stream  is  not  specified.  There 
is  nothing  to  control  the  exercise  of  arbitrary  or  unreasonable 
authority.  If  the  members  of  the  Izaak  Walton  League  wish 
to  be  helpful  they  should  assume  a  reasonable  attitude  toward 
these  problems  and  not  a  policy  of  rule  or  ruin.  If  we  did 
nothing  else  but  create  a  Division  of  Water  Pollution  Control 
In  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service  and  started  the 
machinery  moving  for  water-pollution  control,  we  will  have 
made  great  progress.  With  a  question  as  important  as  this, 
affecting  all  parts  of  the  United  States,  we  should  not  under- 
take to  make  the  law  perfect.  That  can  be  done  as  we  gain 
experience.  I  concur  fully  in  the  statement  of  Dr.  Herman  G. 
Baity,  professor  of  sanitary  engineering,  division  of  public 
health.  University  of  North  Carolina.  Chapel  Hill,  N.  C,  who 
said  in  a  paper  read  before  the  public  health  engineering  sec- 
tion of  the  American  Public  Health  Association  at  the  sixty- 
eighth  annual  meeting  in  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  October  8,  1939: 

All  persons  and  agencies  interested  in  the  stream-conservation 
problem  are  mutually  agreed  that  there  exists  In  this  country  a 
pollution  situation  that  Is  most  underslrable  and  uneconomical; 
that  such  conditions  are  so  widespread  as  to  constitute  a  major 
national  concern;  and  that  such  remedial  and  preventive  measures 
should  be  taken  as  to  protect  the  public  he^th,  preserve  public 
.  decency,  conserve  the  wild-life  resources,  and  promote  the  use  of 
natural  waters  for  wholesome  recreational  purposes.  It  Is  ironical 
and  unfortunate  that  some  of  these  agencies,  whose  interests  and 
objectives  are  common,  should  differ  so  widely  and  fight  so  bitterly 
over  ways  and  means  of  accomplishing  desirable  ends.  The  greatest 
contribution  that  can  be  made  to  the  cause  would  be  the  encour- 
agement of  a  dispassionate  consideration  of  the  opposing  points  of 
view  and  a  reconciliation  of  differences. 

If  we  would  write  into  law  those  Uiings  upon  which  we  all 
agree,  provide  machinery  acceptable  to  all,  and  omit  those 
things  which  cause  cur  difference,  we  shall  have  made  a  start. 
The  evolutionary  processes  of  that  legislation  will  resolve 
many  of  our  dllTerences  and  reduce  the  others  to  a  minimiun 
which  time,  I  have  no  doubt,  would  solve.  The  greatest  pres- 
ent difference  as  I  see  it  is  the  impatient  desire  to  enforce  by 
mandate.  That  is  the  rock  on  which  all  attempts  to  obtain 
legislation  have  been  wrecked  in  my  22  years  of  service  in 
this  House. 

I  quote  again  from  Dr.  Baity  on  this  subject.    He  says: 

EInforcement  by  mandate:  To  the  provoked  and  Impatient  the 
correction  of  public  evils  by  mandate  has  the  appeal  of  being  quick 
and  effective.  Regulation  appears  on  the  surface  to  be  a  simple 
device  for  curing  all  ills.  Critics  proclaim:  "There  ought  to  be  a 
law."  Perhaps  it  will  be  well  to  remember  other  tiroes  in  our 
national  life  when  similar  evils  have  been  observed,  and  when  the 
laws  designed  to  provide  the  perfect  panacea  proved  to  be  unen- 
forceable and  disappointing.  Moreover,  those  who  have  had  occa- 
sion to  Invoke  the  police  power  of  government  in  dealing  with  the 
public  have  long  ago  learned  that  the  mailed  fist  is  less  productive 
than  the  velvet  glove.     Public  psycnology  reacts  adversely  to  arbl- 

\  trary  force.  Persuasion,  education,  and  cooperation  are  more  effec- 
tive instrtiments  than  the  "big  stick,"  and  the  power  of  law  should 
be  held  in  reserve  for  exercise  only  when  milder  measures  fail 
The  Lonergan.  Clark,  and  Mxmdt  types  of  legislation  provide  for 
actions  in  equity  to  be  brought  in  the  Federal  courts  and  instruct 
United  States  attorneys  to  institute  such  actions  when  requested  to 

•  do  so  by  the  Secretary  of  War  or  any  one  of  the  district  boards 
These  bills  appear  to  remove  all  existing  authority  of  the  States 
over  sewage  and  waste-treatment  plants  and  place  their  operation 
directly  under  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  except 
for  those  waters  ruled  not  to  be  navigable. 

Although  these  bills  carry  provisions  for  cooperation  with  Stata 
•igencles,  for  advisory  services  of  other  Federal  agencies,  for  the  col- 


lection and  dissemination  of  information,  and  fcr  Federal  financial 
assistance,  it  is  feared  by  many  that  the  emphasis  upon  drastic 
control  by  court  action  wotild  result  in  inadequate  investigations 
of  actual  streanr  requirements  and  of  the  economy  and  applicability 
of  treatment  processes.  Precipitate  action  without  complete  Infor- 
mation would  result  not  only  in  mental  anguish  but  In  the  gross 
waste  of  public  ana  private  fluids.  Enforcement  of  the  provisions  of 
these  measures  with  respect  to  new  or  additional  pollution  would 
tend  to  hinder  Industrial  development  and  municipal  growth,  and 
might  preclude  the  extension  of  sewers  to  presently  unsewered  and 
Insanitary  communities.  In  any  case,  such  measures  would  be 
concerned  with  pollution  alone  and  would  neglect  consideration  of 
the  many  other  related  and  inseparable  problems  of  water  con- 
servation and  use. 

In  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Kenneth  A.  Reid,  general  manager 
of  the  Izaak  Walton  League,  Chicago,  111.,  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rivers  and  Harbors  on  March  3,  1939.  he  said,  when 
discussing  various  bills  pending  before  the  committee: 

There  is  only  one  issue  involved  in  all  of  these  bills.  That  issue 
is  the  matter  of  enforcement.  Whether  a  bill  shall  provide  for 
control  of  pollution  or  merely  for  study  and  Investigation  of  the 
subject.  Other  differences  that  occur  in  the  bills  are  minor  details. 
Enforcement  is  the  only  important  consideration. 

He  contends: 

All  of  these  bills  are  purely  study  bills  which  depend  entirely  on 
voluntary  action  en  the  part  of  polluters.  We  contend  that  they 
would  not  only  be  ineffective  In  correcting  pollution,  but  that  the 
passage  of  one  of  them  would  constitute  a  victory  for  polluters 
rather  than  for  pure  streams,  as  they  are  masquerading  under  the 
title  of  "water-pollution  control"  bUls.  but  provide  no  control  what- 
ever. It  is  significant  in  this  connection  that  polluting  industries 
support  these  Innocuous  bills. 

The  argtmient  of  the  Izaak  Walton  League,  as  thus  pre- 
sented, proceeds  upon  an  initial  fallacy  which  permeates  all 
of  their  reasonings.  They  classify  polluters  generally  as 
criminals.  That  is  not  the  case  and  repeated  decisions  of 
courts,  even  including  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  have  held  otherwise.  None  are  so  blind  as  they 
who  will  not  see;  and  these  gentlemen  refuse  to  see  that 
the  conditions  to  be  remedied  are  economic  conditions  cre- 
ated through  a  long  period  of  industrial,  municipal,  and 
commercial  development  which  should  be  progressively  and 
gradually  corrected  by  processes  which  will  permit  the  sur- 
vival of  these  industrial,  municipal,  and  commercial  agents, 
who.  in  accordance  with  general  practices  and  recognized 
law  have  created  conditions  which  they,  along  with  others, 
would  like  now  to  see  removed.  Just  so  long  as  the  Izaak 
Walton  League  and  similar  organizations  refuse  to  face  the 
facts  but  proceed  upon  their  present  false  philosophy,  they 
are  an  obstacle  to  progress.  I  would  submit  for  Mr.  Reid's 
consideration  that  many  of  us  who  are  trying  to  relieve 
these  conditions  are  not  concerned  with  victory  or  defeat 
for  any  organization  or  group,  but  anxious  for  a  solution 
which  we  believe  the  processes  of  governments  through  the 
centuries  show  can  only  be  reached  by  evolution.  Since  the 
Izaak  Walton  League  and  similar  organizations  have  made 
no  progress  for  20  years,  but  seen  pollution  grow  worse  from 
year  to  year,  why  not  use  a  little  common  sense  and  try  out 
for  a  few  years,  at  least,  the  remedies  that  we  suggest. 
Surely,  that  League  and  those  organizations  must  recog- 
nize that  others  can  be  as  honest  as  they,  and  that  many 
who  differ  with  them  are  no  less  sincere  than  they. 

As  an  illustration  of  the  extreme  and  unreasonable  posi- 
tion of  the  representatives  of  this  league,  I  call  attention  to 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Reid.  page  56  of  House  Hearings  of 
March  3  and  6,  1939: 

I  think  I  could  answer  your  quesUon  about  the  broke  munici- 
palities in  this  way:  The  Izaak  Walton  League  has  consistently 
urged  on  the  administration  that  the  allocation  of  Federal  ftmda 
for  public  works,  or  emergency  work  of  any  kind,  that  the  inclu- 
sion of  one  simple  principle  in  allocating  those  funds  wovUd 
greatly  simplify  the  matter  and  would  be  eminently  fair-  and 
that  is  that  unless  and  until  the  municipality  that  has  a  sewage 
system  either  has  an  adequate  sewage-treatment  plant  or  bona- 
flde  plana  for  installing  one.  It  would  not  be  eligible  for  Federal 
fimds  for  any  other  purpose.  If  we  had  had  such  a  ruling  as  that  we 
would  not  have  any  mimlclpal  sewage  problem  today,  with  the 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  that  have  been  spent  on  swim- 
ming pools,  playgrounds.  Brown  Memorials,  and  Smith  Parkways 
and  what  not. 

In  Other  words,  whatever  the  demand  or  need  for  other 
purposes,  however  emergent  those  purposes  and  needs  might 


be,  however  much  the  municipality  might  be  able  financially 
to  provide  the  funds  required  of  it  for  a  new  school  or  other 
improvements  needed,  and  yet  however  impossible  it  might  be 
to  provide  a  plant  for  sewage  treatment,  however  impossible 
it  might  be  for  topographical  or  geographical  reasons  to  pro- 
vide the  money  for  such  a  plant,  or  however  expensive  or  im- 
possible to  prepare  plans  for  that  purpose,  yet  the  Izaak  Wal- 
ton League  urges  that  that  conmiunity  should  be  denied  all 
funds  for  public  works  or  emergency  work  of  any  kind  unless 
and  until  that  municipality,  though  financially  unable  to  do 
so,  either  has  an  adequate  sewage-treatment  plant  or  bona 
fide  plans  for  Installing  one. 

Mr.  Reid  says  that  the  Izaak  Walton  League  has  25.000 
members  in  good  standing  and  about  100,000  that  call  them- 
selves members,  but  they  are  slow  in  paying  their  dues.  I 
wish  to  remind  members  that  after  all  only  25.000  persons  are 
speaking  through  them.  It  is  surprising  that  they  think  they 
speak  with  so  much  authority.  If  legislation  is  to  be  deter- 
mined according  to  the  relative  size  of  the  groups  supporting 
that  legislation,  then  this  law  should  pass.  I  hope  that  those 
who  are  interested  in  fighting  pollution  along  whatever  rea- 
sonable lines  may  promise  success  will  organize.  If  they  do 
so.  we  will  win. 

In  the  case  of  municipaUties  on  Hampton  Roads,  the  finan- 
cial biu-den  of  correcting  the  conditions  is  large.  A  report 
made  in  1934  estimated  the  cost  to  be  $8,370,000.  of  which 
$7,616,000  is  for  immediate  construction  and  $734,000  for 
future  consideration.  The  cost  now  may  exceed  this  sum. 
Many  contributing  areas  such  as  Norfolk.  Portsmouth.  South 
Norfolk.  Newport  News.  Hampton,  Phoebus,  and  the  adjoining 
counties  are  involved.  The  Federal  Government  contributes 
some  of  the  waste  and  refuse.  The  solution  of  the  problem 
involves  a  large  financial  outlay.  Sanitary  districts  must  be 
created.  Bonds  must  be  issued.  The  expense  must  be  divided 
equitably  among  the  areas  affected.  Coordination  of  activity 
must  t>e  secured.  Existing  sewage  facilities  must  be  altered. 
Engineering  obstacles  must  be  overcome.  Sewage-treatment 
plants  must  be  provided.  These  conditions  cannot  be  cor- 
rected in  a  few  months  even  if  we  secure  the  money,  and 
provide  the  machinery.  Yet  the  Mundt  amendment  makes 
it  possible  for  the  governmental  agencies  to  say  that  not 
another  house  may  be  connected  with  existing  sewers,  not  an- 
other industry  shall  be  established  if  it  increases  the  pollution 
in  the  slightest  degree,  not  another  activity  may  be  added  to 
the  ccmmimity,  if  thereby,  the  contribution  of  waste  in  the 
water  is  increased.  The  proposal  is  so  unreasonable  and  so 
arbitrary  that  it  defeats  the  objects  which  its  proponents 
claim  they  seek.  The  House  should  recede  on  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana   [Mr.  Halleck]. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  has  been  pointed  out, 
the  whole  problem  of  stream  pollution  has  been  bothering 
the  country  And  all  of  us  for  a  long  time.  Bills  have  been 
introduced.  They  have  been  considered  by  the  House  and 
the  Senate.  In  order  that  we  may  act  intelligently  upon  the 
proposition  here  before  us  I  think  we  ought  to  review  some 
of  the  history. 

This  particular  bill  was  enacted  by  the  Senate.  It  came 
over  to  the  House  and  it  was  considered  by  the  committee. 
Certain  committee  amendments  were  written  into  the  bill. 
Then  on  the  floor  of  the  House  the  so-called  Mundt  amend- 
ment was  written  into  the  bill  by  a  vote  of  something  like 
2  to  1.  That  represented  the  judgment  of  the  House.  There 
has  been  controversy  as  to  the  form  the  bill  should  take. 
Generally  speaking,  the  Senate  bill  is  a  kind  of  study  measure, 
designed  to  bring  about  cooperative  voluntary  effort  looking 
toward  the  elimination  of  stream  pollution. 

There  was  before  the  committee  and  placed  on  the  calen- 
dar here  the  Mundt  bill,  that  would  have  introduced  a  larger 
element  of  force  into  the  matter  of  the  elimination  of  stream 
pollution.  That  bill  was  not  reported  by  the  committee. 
The  committee's  bill  did  come  on  for  consideration  and  I 
understood  that  the  majority  of  the  proponents  of  the  bill 
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were  in  agreement  with  the  Mundt  amendment.    The  Mundt 
amendment  is  limited  solely  to  pollution  hereafter  occurring. 

To  my  mind  it  Is  a  very  modest  beginning  to  this  whole 
proposition.  Now,  the  bill  goes  to  conference  with  the 
Mundt  amendment  written  in  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 
Why  have  not  the  conferees  of  the  Senate  taken  that  amend- 
ment to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  be  acted  on  by  the  Senate? 
Why  do  they  say  to  us,  "You  take  that  amendment  back  to 
the  House  and  get  the  House  to  recede?"  That  is  not  my  idea 
of  the  way  to  do  business  here.  First  of  all  the  Senate  ought 
to  have  the  right  to  pass  upon  this  amendment.  Why  should 
we  recede  from  our  position  after  the  action  was  taken,  not 
by  conferees,  not  by  a  committee  of  the  House,  but  by  the 
majority  of  the  House  itself?  Someone  says  we  will  not  get 
any  legislation  if  we  do  not  recede  from  our  position.  Well, 
personally,  that  sort  of  an  argument  has  never  made  very 
much  of  an  impression  on  me.  If  we  were  right  in  wilting 
the  Mimdt  amendment  into  this  bill  on  March  1,  then  I  say 
the  amendment  is  still  right  and  we  ought  to  stand  on  that 
amendment.     I  Applause.  J 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Harter]. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  in  favor  of  sus- 
taining the  House  action  taken  on  March  1  in  voting  for  the 
Mundt  amendment.  In  this  matter  of  the  pollution  of  navi- 
gable waters  and  control  of  existing  conditions  it  is  most  un- 
fortunate that  many  local  communities  find  themselves  in 
such  a  phght  today.  We  know  their  troubles  are  real.  But 
the  solution  of  local  problems  is  not  in  the  defeat  of  the 
Mundt  proposal. 

If  we  are  going  to  conserve  national  resources.  If  we  are 
going  to  prevent  the  defiling  of  waters  that  are  still  unpol- 
luted, we  can  do  it  with  the  Mundt  amendment.  This  amend- 
ment, which  was  accepted  by  the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Com- 
mittee when  S.  685  was  passed  by  the  House  on  March  1.  does 
not  disturb  existing  pollution.  Many  of  us  would  like  to  put 
a  stop  to  that,  but  the  Mundt  amendment  merely  says  it  is 
time  to  call  a  halt.  It  states  that  new  sources  of  pollution 
shall  be  illegal  unless  approved  by  the  United  States  Public 
Health  Service. 

Much  confusion  and  misunderstanding  has  arisen  over  the 
Mundt  amendment.  Its  language  is  simple  and  easily  tmder- 
stood.  It  provides  that  "after  date  of  enactment  of  this  act, 
no  new  sources  of  pollution,  either  by  sewage  or  industrial 
waste,  shall  be  permitted  to  be  discharged  into  the  navigable 
waters  of  the  United  States  and  streams  tributary  thereto 
until  and  unless  approved  by  the  Division,"  which  is  the 
water-pollution-control  authority  set  up  in  the  Barkley  bill 

itself.  You  will  note  that  the  prohibition  against  new  sources 
of  pollution  apply  only  to  sewage  or  industrial  waste,  and 
there  are  no  restrictions  against  incidental  types  of  pollution, 
occasional  pollution,  farm  wastes,  additional  units  of  existing 
sources  of  pollution,  and  the  like. 

Through  this  amendment  we  have  the  opportunity  to  really 
do  something  constructive  by  preventing  the  future  contam- 
ination of  the  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States  and 
tributary  streams  which  are  not  subject  to  pollution  at  the 
present  time.  It  is  difficult  to  understand  why  there  should 
be  serious  objection  to  a  conservation  measure  of  this  kind. 
We  are  spending  millions  of  dollars  in  preventing  soil  erosion, 
in  endeavoring  to  remedy  some  of  the  neglectful  and  harmful 
practices  of  this  and  former  generations.  We  are  not  through 
this  amendment  placing  additional  burdens  upon  existing  in- 
dustrial plants:  they  are  established,  and  their  pollution 
doubtless  will  continue  unless  they  voltmtarily  take  steps  to 
improve  existing  conditions.  This  it  is  their  moral  duty  to  do. 
But  we  do  serve  notice  upon  all  that  there  cannot  be  con- 
structed new  sources  of  pollution,  either  by  sewage  or  Indus- 
trial waste,  unless  the  public  necessity  therefor  is  affirmed  by 
proper  Ooverrmient  authority. 

The  amendment  is  needed.  It  Is  unfortunate  that  such  a 
provision  of  law  was  not  enacted  many  years  ago.  In  agree- 
ing to  accept  S.  685  with  the  Mimdt  amendment,  the  real 
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conservationists  have  leaned  over  backward  in  effecting  a 
compromise.  Any  attempt  to  sabotage,  soften,  or  delete  this 
amendment  would  be  most  pleasing  to  tbose  who  want  to  use 
every  public  water  course  as  their  private  sewers. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  s^eld  3^^  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  SpenceI. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  come  from  a  district  that 
I  believe  is  more  affected  by  water  pollution  than  any  other 
district  in  the  United  States.  This  district  lies  across  the 
river  on  the  Kentucky  side  from  the  city  of  Cincinnati  and 
extends  down  the  river  to  Louisville.  The  Ohio  River  is 
highly  improved  for  the  purposes  of  navigation.  It  is  locked 
and  damned.  It  consists  of  a  series  of  poois.  There  is  a 
pool  commencing  about  5  miles  below  Cincinnati  and  extend- 
ing 7  or  8  miles  above  Cincinnati.  Into  this  pool  goes  the 
Industrial  waste  and  the  domestic  sewage  of  approximately 
800.000  people,  and  out  of  it  comes  the  water  supply  of  the 
city  of  Cincinnati  and  of  the  cities  I  represent  on  the  other 
side  of  the  river. 

It  is  true  that  the  city  of  Cincinnati  is  a  rich  city.  It  has 
established  a  great  water-purification  plant.  Many  of  the 
cities  I  represent  are  unable  by  reason  of  their  size  and  finan- 
cial abiUty  to  treat  the  water  as  the  city  of  Cincinnati  has 
done,  and  we  are  compelled  to  use  that  water  with  insuflBcient 
treatment.  This  is  a  deplorable  condition.  It  is  a  condition 
that  is  much  more  important  to  the  people  than  the  opc>or- 
tunity  of  hunting  ducks  or  fishing,  because  it  involves  the 
health  and  the  happiness  and  even  the  lives  of  the  people  of 
the  Ohio  Valley. 

I  do  not  believe  you  can  reasonably  approach  this  matter 
as  the  Mundt  amendment  attempts  to  solve  it.  The  cities, 
we  can  assume.^being  responsive  to  the  will  of  the  people, 
want  to  clean  up  the  rivers  out  of  which  comes  their  water 
supply.  How  can  the  Mundt  amendment  operate  with  regard 
to  conditions  caused  by  the  cities  of  the  United  States? 

The  pertinent  part  of  the  amendment  is  as  follows: 

After  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act.  no  new  sources  of  pollu- 
tion, either  by  sewage  or  industrial  waste,  shall  be  permitted  to  be 
disctiarged  into  the  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States  and 
streams  tributary  thereto  mhUI  and  \inless  approved  by  the 
Division. 

Almost  all  of  the  industrial  waste  in  the  great  centers  of 
population  in  our  country  goes  into  the  sewers  of  the  cities. 
The  only  way  you  can  stop  the  flow  of  this  waste  into  the 
rivers  is  by  enjoining  the  operation  of  the  sewers  of  the 
cities.  Certainly  this  could  not  be  done.  No  court  in  the 
land  would  consider  a  petition  for  that  purpose.  What  does 
one  have  to  do  under  this  amendment  before  he  can  establish 
an  industry?  He  has  to  go  before  the  Division  of  Water 
Pollution  Control  in  the  city  of  Washington  and  get  a  permit 
to  organize  his  corporation  to  build  his  plant.  It  is  the  most 
dangerous  concentration  of  power  at  the  seat  of  government 
that  has  ever  been  proposed.  A  bureau  in  Washington  would 
control  the  industries  of  the  United  States.  Under  the  com- 
mon law  an  individual  could  abate  a  private  nuisance  or  a 
public  nuisance  if  it  peculiarly  affected  him.  The  States  and 
their  subdivisions  have  the  right  to  bring  suits  to  abate  pub- 
lic nuisances.  These  nuisances  in  the  great  industrial  areas 
cannot  be  abated  by  order  of  court  without  destroying  the  in- 
dustries. Almost  all  the  cities  are  limited  in  their  tax  rate, 
limited  in  their  indebtedness,  and  limited  in  their  expendi- 
tures. The  only  way  the  intolerable  condition  that  exists  in 
the  Ohio  Valley  can  be  relieved  is  by  Grovemment  assistance 
in  form  of  loans  at  low  rates  of  interest,  and  over  long 
periods.  That  is  what  the  act  without  the  Mundt  amend- 
ment provides.  It  also  provides  for  compacts  between  the 
States  having  a  common  interest  for  the  purpose  of  eliminat- 
ing the  pollution  of  the  waters.  Drastic  measures  have  been 
tried  and  failed  to  accomplish  their  purpose.  If  the  House 
insists  on  the  amendment,  I  am  confident  it  will  result  in  no 
legislation  being  passed.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1  minute  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Reed]. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  favor  the  si^rit 
and  the  objective  of  the  Mimdt  amendment.    We  would  all 


like  to  see  pollution  done  away  with.  But  I  agree  with  the 
last  speaker  and  also  with  the  gentleman  from  Texas  that  this 
is  perhaps  a  very  inopportune  time  to  bring  in  an  amendment 
of  this  character,  investing  this  amount  of  power  in  another 
bureaucracy  here  in  Washington. 

In  the  first  place,  this  amendment  will  make  it  practically 
impossible  for  new  industries  to  locate  without  going  through 
a  lot  of  red  tape,  which  will  make  their  situation  very  diffi- 
cult. In  the  case  of  oil  wells,  I  can  visualize  that  some  of  the 
refuse  of  those  that  are  already  established  may  l>e  going  into 
navigable  streams,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  as  a  rule  the  new 
wells  that  are  going  down  are  dangerous  as  far  as  pollution  is 
concerned.  However,  they  are  faced  with  this  question,  he- 
cause,  although  most  of  the  water  that  comes  from  these  oil 
wells  where  they  use  a  new  process  of  pumping  in  the  water 
is  drained  into  the  ground,  they  are  going  to  come  in  con- 
flict With  this  Federal  power  vested  in  the  Mundt  amendment. 
I  believe  that  right  now,  in  a  time  of  national  preparedness, 
we  ought  to  move  with  caution.     [  Applause.  1 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  MundtI. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  first  of  all  to  express 
my  appreciation  to  the  chairman  of  the  c<Mnmittee,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas,  Judge  Mansfifld.  for  the  very  fair  and 
very  fine  manner  in  which  he  has  handled  this  legislation  and 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  has  distributed  the  time  to  debate 
this  particular  measure.  Unfortunately,  I  find  myself  in  dis- 
agreement with  his  present  position  from  the  standpoint  of 
wishing  to  recede  from  the  action  previously  taken  by  the 
House,  but  I  am  gratified  by  the  fact  that  a  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  of  the 
House,  as  the  bill  was  brought  before  us  on  March  1,  Joined 
with  the  Meml)ers  of  the  House  who  were  interested  in  a 
measure  sponsored  by  the  conservationists  and  agreed  on  a 
compromise  form  of  legislation.  That  legislation  is  S.  685,  as 
amended,  on  page  17.  section  (d) .  by  the  amendment  which  I 
introduced. 

You  will  recall  that  early  in  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress  we 
were  confronted  with  two  types  of  legislation  on  the  matter 
of  pollution.  One  was  sponsored  by  conservation  groups 
which  would  have  done  something  al>out  the  existing  prob- 
lem of  pollution,  would  have  set  up  a  series  of  esisy  steps 
whereby  the  pollution  problem  as  it  now  exists  could  be 
abated.  The  other  was  S.  685,  originally  introduced  in  the 
Senate  and  the  authorship  of  which  is  claimed  by  the  Cin- 
cinnati Chamt)er  of  Commerce.  Whether  or  not  they  are 
correct  in  their  assumption,  I  do  not  know,  but  they  claim 
the  authorship  of  that  original  legislation  which  was  far 
from  a  pollution -control  measure.  In  fact,  they  even  had 
it  titled,  "The  Water  Pollution  Act." 

I  think  it  is  interesting  to  quote  a  passage  from  S.  685 
in  its  original  form,  because  we  are  confronted  today  with 
a  mighty  serious  and  far-reaching  decision,  and  that  decision 
is  simply  this;  Is  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  going 
to  reaffirm  its  position  as  being  opposed  to  pollution  as  a 
public  practice  and  establishing  safeguards  against  new 
sources  and  new  forms  of  pollution,  or  are  we  going  to 
recede  and,  by  implication,  place  the  official  stamp  of  approval 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  reprehensible  practices 
of  polluters?  Now,  this  bill  as  first  introduced  had  this 
unique  and  intriguing  paragraph  which  was  included  in  the 
original  version  of  S.  685.  I  quote  from  section  6  of  the 
original  bill: 

Any  person — 

Not  a  corporation,  not  a  municipality,  but  an  individual — 

Any  person  discharging  or  building  works  which  will  discharge 
untreated  or  inadequately  treated  sewage  or  waste  in  character  or 
quality  sufficient  to  be  deleterious  to  the  navigable  waters  of  the 
United  States  or  streams  tributary  thereto  Is  hereby  declared  to 
be  eligible  to  Federal  aid  In  the  form  of  grants  in  aid." 

Think  of  it!  This  bill  as  originaHy  Introduced  and  as  orig- 
inally worded  by  its  authors  would  actually  have  placed  a 
premium  upon  pollution  by  offering  grants  from  the  public 
treasury  to  any  individual  who  engaged  In  the  practice  of 
pollution.    This  was  the  bUl  we  had  to  start  with.    And  as  it 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


9355 


passed  the  Senate,  S.  685  provided  these  cash  Government 
rewards  to  persistent  polluters. 

That    bill   has    been    gradually    corrected    and    gradually 
amended  and  some  of  its  more  vicious  aspects  taken  out, 
imtil  now  we  are  presented  with  S.  685  with  that  language  no 
longer  in  it.  but  still  granting  aids  and  loans  to  people  en- 
gaged in  pollution  practices. 
Mr.  LEAVY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MUNDT.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  LEAVY.    If  the  Mundt  amendment  were  taken  out  of 
this  bill,  then  we  would  have  nothing  but  the  creation  of  a 
new.  independent  agency  that  sits  in  an  advisory  capacity. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  That  is  exactly  correct,  and  it  would  cost 
the  taxpayers  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars  a  year  to  study 
a  problem  we  have  been  studying  for  150  years  in  America 
and  have  done  nothing  about.  It  would  cost  the  taxpayers  a 
quarter  of  a  million  dollars  to  study  jwllution  and  at  the  same 
time  we,  as  the  representatives  of  the  people,  would  be  saying 
we  will  do  nothing  whatsoever  to  discourage  new  sources  of 
unknown  pollution  in  virgin  streams. 

Now.  It  seems  to  me,  as  a  matter  of  consistency,  that  if  the 
time  has  come,  and  it  surely  has.  when  we  should  pass  some 
poUuUon  legislation;  if  the  time  has  come,  and  it  surely  has, 
when  we  should  encourage  State  compacts;  if  the  time  has 
come  when  we  are  going  to  appropriate  $250,000  a  year  to 
set  up  a  bureau  to  deal  with  pollution,  then  certainly  the 
time  has  come  when  we  should  put  some  prohibitions,  some 
restrictions,  and  some  regulations  against  new  sources  of 
pollution  which  might  be  dumped  into  the  public  waters  of 
America. 

Let  us  be  honest  with  ourselves  and  with  the  public.  Either 
this  Congress  endorses  and  encourages  the  pagan  practice  of 
pollution  or  it  does  not.  If  it  does,  let  us  not  kid  the  public 
by  voting  $250,000  a  year  to  study  its  elimination,  but  let  us 
frankly  surrender  our  public  waters  to  private  polluters. 
However,  if  this  Congress  opposes  indiscriminate  pollution  as 
I  think  it  does,  let  us  be  equally  frank  and  honest.  Let  us 
reaffirm  our  support  of  the  Mundt  amendment.  Let  us  vote 
"no"  against  receding  from  our  action  of  March  1.  Let  us 
take  action  against  new  sources  of  pollution  while  studying 
the  best  approach  to  the  solution  of  existing  pollution  evils. 
Surely  no  sincere  enemy  of  pollution,  no  genuine  supporter 
of  a  program  to  rid  our  streams  of  death-dealing  pollutants; 
no  real  advocate  of  clean  streams,  pure  waters,  and  public 
health,  can  object  to  my  amendment  to  restrict  the  expan- 
sion of  unregulated  pollution.  I  expect  polluters  to  oppose 
my  measure,  but  I  urge  all  of  you  interested  in  cleaning  up 
the  malodorous  Ohio  River  or  any  other  poison-laden  stream 
to  support  my  amendment  which,  for  the  first  time  in  Ameri- 
can history,  puts  this  Government  on  record  against  promis- 
cuous and  unrestrained  pollution. 
Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MUNDT.    Yes. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  The  bill  as  written  now  with  the  Mimdt 
amendment  is  the  bill  that  the  Izaak  Walton  League  and  the 
outdoor  enthusiasts  want. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  That  is  correct  That  is  the  compromise 
measure  on  which  they  have  agreed.  We  conservationists 
wanted  considerably  more,  but  we  have  agreed  on  this  as  a 
fair  and  reasonable  compromise. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  It  is  not  as  far  as  they  would  like  to  go,  but 
it  is  the  best  that  we  can  get  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  That  is  correct.  I  think  I  said  when  debat- 
ing this  bill  on  March  1  that  we  came  in  here  asking  for  a 
loaf  and  were  offered  a  stone.  We  are  compromising  with  a 
few  slices  of  bread.  The  national  conservation  organizations, 
every  one  of  them,  are  in  favor  of  the  Mundt  amendment, 
and  they  believe  that  the  passage  of  S.  685  without  that 
amendment  would  be  a  backward  step  instead  of  a  forward 
step.  The  public-health  agencies,  the  State  Health  Depart- 
ments of  Indiana,  Ohio,  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Wyoming, 
Kentucky,  and  Illinois  have  endorsed  the  amendment.  Dr. 
McCormack.  of  Kentucky,  himself,  the  head  of  the  depart- 
ment of  public  health  in  that  State,  has  endorsed  the  Mundt 
amendment.    Surgeon  General  Parran,  of  the  United  States 


Public  Health  Service,  has  endorsed  it,  Secretary  Ickes  has 
endorsed  it,  and  I  urge  sincerely  that  Members  vote  "no" 
against  the  motion  to  recede.  Let  us  present  this  to  the 
Senate  and  see  whether  or  not  the  criticism  that  is  made 
that  the  Senate  will  vote  in  favor  of  pollution  and  against 
conservation  is  just.  I  am  inclined  to  doubt  it.  I  believe 
that  the  Members  of  the  Senate  will  prove  to  be  just  as  sin- 
cere in  their  conservation  desires  as  the  Members  of  the 
House.  I  deny  the  assxunption  that  the  Senate  will  let  the 
polluters  of  America  write  its  legislation  for  them  now  that 
the  facts  are  understood. 
Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MUNDT.    Yes. 

Mr.  MASSINGALK  I  am  wondering  whether  the  commit- 
tee considered  a  real,  effective  piece  of  legislation  against  pol- 
lution. Of  course,  it  is  within  the  power  of  the  Congress  to 
prevent  further  and  additional  pollution  in  Government- 
controlled  streams.  Why  is  it  not  within  the  power  of  the 
Congress  also  to  abate  by  legislative  act  existing  nuisances? 
Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  very  glad  that  the  gentleman  has  asked 
that  question,  because  the  bill  that  I  originally  introduced  in 
the  Seventy-sixth  Congress  did  that,  and  the  cry  was  made 
against  that  by  the  polluters  and  by  some  conscientious  ob- 
jectors that  it  was  "too  drastic,"  and  we  receded  from  that, 
said  that  we  would  withdraw  that  legislation;  but  let  us  at 
least  quarantine  at  this  time  against  an  extension  of  the  dis- 
ease. And  now  today  we  again  hear  it  said  that  this  is  "too 
drastic"  because  it  will  stop  new  sources  of  pollution  which 
are  not  presently  operating.  If  you  are  going  to  start  at  all 
to  eliminate  pollution,  we  cannot  start  any  more  slowly,  any 
more  easily,  than  to  say  that  we  are  going  to  prohibit  new 
sources  and  types  of  pollution.  If  we  are  to  do  less  than  that, 
we  will  be  surrendering  our  streams  to  the  polluters  alto- 
gether. I  am  sure  this  House  will  not  do  that,  and  I  am 
sure  the  Senate  will  also  refuse  to  make  such  an  abdication 
to  avarice. 

Mr.  DONDERO.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MUNDT.    Yes. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Even  if  new  pollution  is  started,  it  can 
be  continued  if  they  will  get  a  permit  from  the  board  set 
up  in  the  bill.  It  does  not  mean  that  a  new  industry  cannot 
start. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Not  at  all.  It  simply  means  that  before 
pollution,  detrimental  to  the  public  health  and  to  the  public 
interests,  can  be  diunped  into  the  public  waters  of  America, 
they  must  secure  from  the  United  States  Public  Health  Serv- 
ice in  the  Division  of  Water  Pollution  control  set  up  in  the 
bill  a  permit  in  order  to  do  that  type  of  thing. 
Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MUNDT.    Yes. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  want  to  inquire  about  the  effect  of 
the  gentleman's  amendment  on  existing  conditions.  Suppose 
a  mill  now  existing  wants  to  put  an  additional  shift  on. 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  the  gentleman's  amendment,  and 
also  what  would  be  the  effect  of  his  amendment  on  the 
construction  of  a  hotel  or  an  apartment  house  in  a  city? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  My  amendment  would  have  no  effect  what- 
ever on  that,  because  those  are  extensions  of  existing  forms 
and  sources  of  pollution  and  not  a  new  source,  nor  coiild  it  be 
considered  a  i^ew  soiu-ce  of  pollution  by  any  stretch  of  the 
imagination. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  the  Mundt  amend- 
ment is  retained,  the  particular  language  wilting  that  into 
the  law  could  be  adjusted  by  the  conferees? 

Mr.   MUNDT.    Yes;    or  amended   in   the   Senate,   if   any 
further  clarification  is  needed,  which  I  doubt. 
Mr.  HALLECK.     Yes. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  That  is  correct.  I  plead  with  this  body 
not  to  take  a  backward  step,  not  by  implication  and  by  reced- 
ing from  a  2  to  1  vote  which  we  had  on  March  1,  to  tell 
the  polluters  of  America  that  this  body  gives  them  open 
sesame  to  pollute  the  streams  of  America  without  restriction 
of  any  kind  whatsoever.  We  have  heard  opponents  here  say 
this  afternoon  "I  believe  in  the  amendment;  I  voted  for  it 
last  time;  I  think  it  is  a  good  thing,  but  we  are  afraid  the 
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Senate  will  not  approve  it."  Let  us  give  the  Senate  an  oppor- 
tunity to  vote  on  it.  They  have  never  had  an  opportunity 
to  do  so.  Then  if  they  reject  it,  there  is  still  sufiBcient  time 
to  get  together  in  conference  and  work  out  some  other  solu- 
tion on  which  the  House  will  vote.  But  let  us  by  all  means 
insist  that  before  appropriating  money  to  study  the  problem 
of  pollution  we  include  in  the  bill  a  provision  against  aggra- 
vating and  increasing  the  very  problem  we  are  to  spend  tax 
money  to  help  solve.  Give  the  Senate  an  opportunity  to  vote 
on  this  forward-looking  measure.  I  am  confident  the  Senate 
will  not  let  the  conservationists  of  America  down. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota  has  expired. 

Mr.  MANSFIET.D.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  jield  myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  statements  have  been  made  several  times  that 
this  bill  without  the  Mundt  amendment  is  nothing  more  than 
a  survey.  That  is  entirely  erroneous.  It  provides  loans  both 
to  industries  and  to  municipalities  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
in  treatment  works  to  treat  sewage  and  pollution  generally. 
That  is  the  main  purpose  of  the  bill.  They  are  not  able  with- 
out this  help  to  put  in  these  treatment  plants.  You  can  pass 
all  the  drastic  legislation  you  can  imagine,  but  that  does  not 
put  money  into  their  hands  with  which  to  do  this  work. 
Practically  every  State  in  the  Union  has  a  pollution  law  now 
along  the  terms  of  the  Mundt  amendment.  Not  one  has  ever 
succeeded  in  abating  pollution,  but  in  6  years,  through  loans 
made  through  the  P.  W.  A.,  more  pollution  was  abated  than 
had  been  abated  in  more  than  100  years  previous  to  that  time 
under  those  diastic  laws.  That  is  the  reason  why  many  peo- 
ple in  the  United  States  thought  that  we  ought  to  get  up  a 
new  plan  and  try  it  out  and  see  if  it  will  work.  Industries  and 
municipalities  all  over  the  United  States,  practically  every 
large  industry  imaginable,  has  agreed  to  cooperate,  and 
wherever  it  is  possible,  to  abate  pollution,  through  loans  that 
could  be  made  to  them  at  2 '/2 -percent  interest,  through  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation;  that  they  will  gladly 
avail  themselves  of  the  opportimity,  and  put  on  such  regula- 
tions as  the  Public  Health  Service  may  require. 

Now,  here  is  one  bad  feature  about  the  Mundt  amendment. 
It  leaves  it  in  the  hands  of  a  dozen  different  agencies  all  over 
the  United  States  to  institute  these  proceedings  in  court.  In 
one  State  they  may  have  one  rule.  In  another  they  may  have 
another.  There  is  nothing  to  say  what  constitutes  pollution. 
There  is  nothing  to  say  what  constitutes  new  pollution.  It 
will  be  left  to  a  dozen  decisions  of  courts  and  it  may  be  20 
years  before  it  will  be  finally  settled  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States.  The  court  reports  of  the  United  States  are 
full  of  decisions  on  these  matters  pertaining  to  pollution. 
Suites  that  now  have  the  most  drastic  laws — I  will  give  3«3U 
an  instance  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  I  have  received 
more  complaint  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  than  any 
other  State  in  the  Union  about  pollution.  They  have  tried  for 
3rears  to  enforce  their  law  there.  It  is  impossible.  It  never 
has  l)een  done.  We  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  it  ever 
will  be  done. 

Mr.  SPENCE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  clUes  are  limited  In 
their  indebtedness,  limited  in  iuch  a  way  that  they  cannot 
build  these  interceptory  sewers  and  disposal  plants  without 
our  help? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    There  is  no  question  about  that. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELJD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Of  course,  the  Mundt  amendment  would 
not  stop  the  making  of  loans  to  municipalities  in  order  to  help 
them  abate  the  nuisance? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.-  Not  at  aU.  I  menUoned  that  in  answer 
to  the  charge  that  the  bill  was  nothing  more  than  a  survey. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Does  not  the  gentleman  feci  that  with  my 
amendment  as  a  part  of  the  bill,  which  can  protect  industries 
against  new  sources  of  pollution  and  new  types  of  pollution. 


there  would  really  be  encouragement  for  existing  polluters  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  loan  provisions  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  am  sorry,  but  I  did  not  understand 
the  gentleman's  question. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  If  my  amendment  prevails  and  new  sources 
and  new  types  of  pollution  are  inhibted.  does  not  the  gentle- 
man think  that  will  encourage  existing  polluters  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  loan  provisions  of  the  bill,  because  they  will 
then  have  some  protection  against  unfair  and  imjust  pol- 
luters? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  My  judgment  Is  that  you  are  not  going 
to  do  anything  to  abate  pollution  unless  you  can  assist  the 
polluters  in  doing  it  themselves. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Yes;  and  I  am  In  favor  of  assisting  them, 
not  only  assisting  them,  but  encouraging  them  by  giving  them 
protection  against  new  types  of  pollution. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  The  bill  without  the  Mundt  amendment 
gives  all  the  encouragement  in  the  world. 

Mr.  LEAVY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEIAVY.  If  those  who  would  create  any  new  source 
of  pollution  would  secure  permission  of  the  division  they  would 
not  be  subject  to  court  review  at  all.  would  they? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Well,  I  do  not  know  Just  how  the 
amendment  reads. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  The  language  seems  to  be  very  clear  upon 
that,  and  it  is  only  new  sources  of  pollution  that  are  created 
without  review  that  will  Income  subject  to  court  procedure. 
I  am  referring  to  paragraph  2  under  subsection  (d>. 

Mr.  SPENCE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  pact  bill  that  we 
recently  approved  in  this  House  by  imanimous  consent  pro- 
vides for  the  abatement  of  stream  pollution  by  action  of  the 
States? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  That  is  true.  Only  last  week  a  bill  was 
passed  approving  a  compact  between  certain  States  on  the 
Ohio  River. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  A  compact  approved  by  the  States  involved 
growing  out  of  their  effort  to  eliminate  stream  pollution. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  With  respect  to  the  question  raised  by  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  about  diversity  of  interpretation. 
Is  it  not  true  of  all  legislation?  It  must  all  be  interpreted. 
The  law  books  are  full  of  Interpretations  of  every  conceivable 
kind  of  legislation  that  has  gone  through  the  Congress.  So 
that  ought  not  to  operate  as  an  argimaent  against  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Mundt  amendment. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Does  not  the  gentleman  realize  that  It 
would  cause  a  delay  of  many  years? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  doubt  that. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  What  is  "new  pollution"?  What  is 
"pollution"?  The  Mimdt  amendment  does  not  define  what 
"poUution"  is.  All  these  matters  by  the  terms  of  the  bill  are 
left  to  the  Public  Health  Service  to  determine.  But  the  ques- 
tion of  pollution  under  the  Mundt  amendment  is  left  entirely 
In  doubt  and  has  got  to  be  left  to  the  decisions  of  the  court 
hereafter  for  determination  as  to  what  It  means. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  true  with  respect  to  all  legislation 
when  final  interpretation  is  had, 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  But  the  bUl  for  other  purposes  now 
gives  authority  for  determining  what  constitutes  pollution 
and  the  extent  of  the  purification  of  water,  and  everything  of 
that  kind,  to  the  Public  Health  Service. 

Mr.  ELSTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  imder  the  provisions  of 
the  Mundt  amendment  it  would  be  possible  for  the  United 
States  Government  to  enjoin  even  a  State  or  the  mimicipali- 
tles  within  a  State? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  The  gentleman  is  more  of  a  lawyer  than 
I,  but  I  think  he  is  correct. 

Mr.  STEFAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  wlU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  STEFAN.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  greater  authority 
in  the  House  on  streams  than  the  gentleman  from  Texas.  As 
I  understand  it.  the  Mundt  amendment  would  not  proliibit 
any  of  these  loans  to  which  the  gentleman  refers. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Not  at  all.  It  leaves  that  open  and 
intact. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  all  of  the  conserva- 
tionists—the Izaak  Walton  Leaguers,  and  so  forth— are  for 
this  amendment,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  would  help 
eliminate  pollution,  would  the  gentleman  from  Texas  mind 
stating  the  greatest  objection  he  has  to  the  amendment? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  For  one  thing,  it  divides  authority  for 
its  enforcement.  The  bill  without  the  Mundt  amendment 
places  enforcement  entirely  under  the  Public  Health  Service. 
The  Mundt  amendment  would  place  enforcement,  so  far  as 
new  pollution  is  concerned,  in  the  various  authorities  through- 
out the  country.  There  is  that  undesirable  division  of  au- 
thority. It  should  all  remain  under  the  Public  Health  Service, 
as  the  bill  originally  placed  it. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  has  expired,  all  time  has  expired. 

Mr.    MANSFIELD.     Mr.    Speaker.    I    move    the    previous 
question. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  not  being  able  to  obtain  time 
to  speak  on  the  motion  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend 
my  own  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  interests  of  my  constitu- 
ents and  the  welfare  of  a  great  industry  in  Alaska  impells 
me  to  express  the  hope  that  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  I  Mr.  Mansfield  1.  not  to  insist  further  on  the 
Mundt  amendment  contained  in  this  bill,  be  adopted  and 
that  the  Mundt  amendment  be  thereby  eliminated.  The 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  pointed  out  the  weakness  and 
the  danger  inherent  in  the  Mundt  amendment  through  lack 
of  definition  and  through  failure  to  prescribe  a  unified  and 
orderly  procedure.  The  amendment  speaks  of  "pollution" 
but  there  is  nothing  therein  to  define  pollution  or  to  say 
just  how  far  a  stream  may  be  said  to  be  polluted  by  the  dis- 
turbance of  its  bed  or  the  introduction  into  its  waters  of 
sand  or  gravel  or  other  natural  materials  that  are  not  phys- 
ically harmful  or  deleterious.  And  so  the  placer  mining 
operators  in  Alaska,  having  in  mind  the  general  definition 
of  the  word  "pollution"  and  the  further  general  tendency  of 
Government  bureaus  to  place  the  largest  possible  construc- 
tion upon  terms  embraced  in  laws  falling  within  the  admin- 
istration of  those  bureaus,  and  the  drastic  and  sometimes 
totally  unexpected  constructions  which  are  thus  placed 
upon  words,  or  phrases,  or  sections  of  acts  of  Congress,  are 
greatly  apprehensive  lest  the  term  "pollution"  as  stated  in 
the  Mundt  amendment  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  include 
the  results  of  the  normal  and  ordinary  operations  of  tliat 
industry  and,  therefore,  will  be  gravely  hurtful  and  perhaps 
disastrous  to  the  continued  and  successful  operation  of 
placer  mining  in  Alaska. 

This  type  of  mining  consists  of  the  sluicing  or  washing  of 
the  gravels  of  creek  and  river  beds  for  the  recovery  of  the 
small  particles  of  native  gold  and  other  precious  metals,  or 
nonprecious  metals,  such  as  tin  or  tin  ore,  contained  therein. 
Many  of  the  streams  of  Alaska  contain  gold  or  silver  or 
platinum  or  tin-bearing  gravels;  and  these  gravels  are 
worked  in  several  ways:  By  pick  and  shovel  and  by  sluice 
box.  by  hydraulic,  and  by  dredge,  and  thus  the  gold,  silver, 
platinum,  tin,  and  other  precious  and  nonprecious  metals 
are  saved.  In  all  of  Alaska  the  industry  gives  direct  employ- 
ment to  perhaps  4.000  men  and  indirect  employment  to 
several  thousand  more.  The  output  of  gold  and  other 
precious  and  useful  metals  of  the  placer  operations  of 
Alaska  amount  to  about  $15,000,000  per  year,  a  large  part 
of  which  is  paid  out  in  wages  to  those  employed  in  the 
Industry. 


The  amendment  referred  to  forbids  what  Is  called  new 
sources  of  pollution,  either  by  sewage  or  industrial  waste,  to 
be  discharged  into  the  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States 
and  streams  tributary  thereto  "until  and  unless  approved 
by  the  division."  It  seems  possible — perhaps  probable — that 
the  operation  of  placer  gravels  which  ali^ays  results  in  the 
impregnation  of  the  flowing  waters  of  the  creeks  and  rivers 
where  such  operations  are  carried  on  with  fine  silt  much 
of  which  is  held  in  suspension  for  many  miles,  will  be  called 
pollution  resulting  from  industrial  waste,  and  so,  if  this 
amendment  is  adopted,  before  a  single  cubic  foot  of  new 
ground  may  be  worked  by  the  placer  miners  of  Alaska,  it 
will  be  necessary  for  each  operator  to  secure  the  approval 
of  the  division  of  water-pollution  control  created  by  the  act. 
It  is  of  the  very  essence  and  nature  of  placer  mining  that 
new  ground  be  continuously  worked  and  the  materials  con- 
tained therein  be  extracted.  Every  year,  and  indeed,  every 
month,  every  week,  every  day,  and  every  hour,  and,  perhaps, 
every  minute  during  each  mining  season  new  bodies  of  gravel 
are  dredged  or  hydraulicked  or  otherwise  washed,  and  thus  it 
would  be  easy  for  some  bureaucrat  to  say  that  every  minute's 
operations  would  constitute  a  new  source  of  "pollution,"  by 
"industrial  waste." 

A  statement  made  a  few  minutes  ago  by  the  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota  I  Mr.  Mundt  1  indicates  that  in  drafting 
the  Mundt  bill  and  the  Mundt  amendments  he  had  no  thought 
of  attempting  to  prevent  any  "pollution"  except  such  as 
might  be  deleterious  to  human  health  or  objectionable  from 
a  sanitary  standpoint,  and  yet  the  division  that  will  have 
charge  of  the  administration  of  this  bill,  if  it  becomes  an  act, 
is  only  too  likely  to  arrogate  to  itself  all  possible  power  and 
thus  to  include  in  its  jurisdiction  every  bit  of  placer  mining 
or  other  mining  in  which  the  waters  of  streams  are  necessarily 
used. 

The  Yukon  River  is  more  than  2,000  miles  long  and  it  has 
innumerable  branches  and   tributaries,   on  many  of  which 
placer-mining  operations  are  now  carried  on.     While  it  may 
be  that  under  the  terms  of  the  act  the  present  operations 
may  continue  without  securing  the  approval  of  the  division, 
it  seems  certain  that  no  new  operations  may  be  undertaken, 
and  no  additional  ground  may  be  acquired  and  worked  under 
the  present  operations,  unless  the  division  approves  it  in 
advance.    The  burden  thus  sought  to  be  imposed  upon  the 
industry  is  a  heavy  one.    Probably  the  operators  who  work 
on  an  extremely  large  scale  with  an  investment  of  millions 
will  be  able  without  grave  loss  to  employ  the  necessary  law- 
yers, and  engineers,  and  accountants,  and  experts,  and  geolo- 
gists, and  all  of  the  others,  in  the  city  of  Washington  or  else- 
where, to  support  and  maintain  the  applications  for  approval 
of  new  work  made  by  those  operators;  but  those  who  are  less 
well  financed,  the  man  who  must  operate  on  a  total  invest- 
ment of  ten,  or  fifty,  or  even  one  hundred  thousand  dollars 
can  never  afford  compliance  with  the  burdensome  red  tape 
which  is  bound  to  surround  the  application  for  and  the  grant- 
ing of  approval  of  the  division.    There  is  no  short  and  easy 
way  likely  to  be  followed  in  the  administrative  set-up.    I 
assume  that  if  the  bill  passes,  a  placer  operator  who  wishes 
to  work  a  few  thousand,  or  a  few  million,  cubic  yards  of 
gravel  on  one  of  the  tributaries  of  an  Alaskan  river,  or  one  of 
the  branches  of  such  tributaries,  will  first  necessarily  make 
his  application  for  the  approval  of  the  division.     And.  of 
course,  the  division  will  not  grant  such  approval  offhand. 
Very  likely  a  notice  must  be  given  to  all  who  may  be  con- 
cerned in  the  proposed  operation.    That  is  to  say,  to  all  of 
those  who  live  near  or  who  operate  further  downstream  and 
perhaps  anywhere  in  the  valley  of  the  river  in  which  the 
operation  is  carried  on;  and  I  further  assume  that  after  such 
notice  is  given  hearings  will  be  had  and  at  those  hearings  it 
will  be  necessary  to  prove  that  the  so-called  pollution  will 
really  not  be  injurious  to  anyone,  and  to  support  his  case  the 
operator  at  such  hearing  must  have  the  assistance  not  only 
of  lawyers,  but  of  engineers,  accountants,  and  of   various 
classes  of  experts.    The~BUrden  thus  imposed  upon  the  oper- 
ator who  Is  not  a  millionaire  is  likely  to  be  Insuperable. 

I  am  not  directly  concerned,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Mundt  amendment,  except   as  to  mining   in 
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Alaska  and  particularly  with  respect  to  placer  mining  and, 
therefore,  I  take  no  part  of  the  debate  which  has  had  to  do 
with  the  pollution  of  streams  in  the  main  body  of  the  United 
States  through  industrial  operations  or  through  the  empty- 
ing of  sewage  therein.  It  is  easy  to  understand  and  sympa- 
thize with  the  concern  of  those  who  wish  to  correct  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  the  present  evil  conditions  and  even 
by  drastic  measures  to  prevent  any  extension  of  those  con- 
ditions in  the  future.  But  it  is  never  justifiable  through 
carelessness  In  draftsmanship  or  through,  as  in  this  case, 
entire  lack  of  definition  to  nm  the  risk  of  ruining  a  great 
Indiistry  just  in  order  to  correct  evils  existing  elsewhere. 
That  type  of  procedure  can  only  be  compared  with  the  doc- 
trine that  it  is  always  necessary  to  bum  down  a  house  in 
order  to  get  rid  of  the  mice. 

Whatever, may  be  the  result  of  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  [Mr.  MAirsnzLD],  and  even  if  that  motion 
should  be  voted  down  and  thus  the  House  conferees  be 
required  to  insist  upon  the  Mundt  amendments,  I  earnestly 
nope  that  the  House  and  Senate  conferees  will  in  confer- 
ence, by  definition  or  by  suitable  words  of  exception,  exclude 
from  the  scope  and  operation  of  the  Mundt  amendment  all 
placer  mining  In  Alaska  or  elsewhere. 

The  laws  of  Alaska  at  the  present  time  are  ample  to  pre- 
vent any  "pollution"  of  streams  either  through  placer  min- 
ing or  otherwise.  The  courts  are  always  open  to  entertain 
suits  of  those  who  are  injured  by  any  kind  of  operations 
which  affect  the  character  of  a  stream.  Tliere  is  absolutely 
no  need  of  such  drastic  legislation  as  is  proposed  by  the 
Mundt  amendment  to  take  care  of  the  rights  of  those  who 
may  be  affected  by  the  operation  of  this  industry  in  Alaska. 
The  miners  of  Alaska  now  take  suflBcient  risks  and  now 
undertake  sufficient  burdens  without  being  required  to  spend 
their  time  and  their  money  and  their  thought  upon  com- 
pliance with  another  and.  In  this  case,  as  to  them,  a  bur- 
densome and  a  useless  Federal  bureau. 

If  the  motion  should  be  voted  down,  it  will  be  easy 
enough.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  conference,  to  insert  in  the  Mundt 
amendment  a  provision  that  silt,  soil,  and  gravel  thrown 
Into  streams  by  ordinary  placer  mining  operations  in  Alaska 
and  containing  no  extraneous  matter  which  is  offensive, 
poisonous  or  deleterious  to  health  should  not  be  considered 
as  pollution  of  the  streams  within  the  meaning  of  the  act. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record  on  this 
biU.  

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 
.     There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  opposed  to  any  modifi- 
cation or  change  as  regards  the  so-called  Mundt  amendment. 
There  can  be  no  compromise.  The  House  has  previously 
expressed  itself  and  should  now  hold  the  line.  If  the  Senate 
insists  upon  the  half-baked,  insipid,  and  ineffective  proposals 
made  heretofore,  then  it  appears  we  will  have  no  bill,  and  I 

do  not  know  but  what  we  will  be  just  as  well  off.  The  bill  to 
have  any  real  value  must  prevent  future'  new  pollution,  and 
at  the  same  time  should  reduce  as  rapidly  as  possible  ex- 
isting contamination.  No  undue  hardship  will  be  placed  upon 
existing  industries,  mines,  and  municipalities.  All  future 
sources  of  pollution  will  be  prevented  by  the  proposal  now 
being  debated.  The  House  conferees,  if  they  "stand  by  their 
guns,"  will  force  the  acceptance  of  this  valuable  amendment. 
Let  the  Senate  at  least  vote  upon  the  question. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  at  this  point,  hav- 
ing been  unable  to  obtain  time  on  the  motion. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  outset  permit 
me  to  say  that  I  have  enjoyed  membership  on  the  Rivers  and 
Harbors  Committee,  particularly  because  of  the  wise  coimsel 
and  able  guidance  of  our  excellent  and  distinguished  chair- 
man, Judge  Mansfisld.    He  has  at  all  times  been  more  than 


fair  in  his  consideration  of  all  problems,  and  I  want  to  take 
this  opportimity  to  pay  tribute  to  him.  I  am  sorry  indeed 
that  I  cannot  agree  with  the  motion  to  recede  and  concur. 

Several  months  ago  this  House  passed  the  stream-pollution 
bill  and  with  it  the  so-called  Mundt  amendment,  which  had 
for  its  purpose  the  making  of  a  beginning  in  the  problem  of 
keeping  pure  our  streams,  rivers,  and  water  supply.  It  does 
not  affect  any  existing  industrial  pollution;  it  in  no  way 
affects  or  restricts  the  activities  of  cities  or  towns  which  do 
not  now  have  water- treatment  of  sewage -disposal  plants. 
On  the  contrary,  it  turns  its  back  on  existing  conditions  but 
does  state  definitely  that  from  here  on  no  new  sources  of 
pollution  will  be  tolerated. 

This,  it  seems  to  me,  is  a  sensible,  logical,  and  reasonable 
approach  to  a  condition  which  is  admittedly  bad  and  which 
requires  the  best  in  cooperative  efforts  of  not  only  all  of  in- 
dusti-y  but  of  all  civic  and  conservation  bodies,  as  well  as  the 
public  generally. 

Water  pollution  has  been  discussed  since  the  beginning  of 
this  century,  and  until  recently  those  who  opposed  pure- 
stream  legislation  were  sufficiently  powerful  to  defeat  all  na- 
tional proposals  in  an  outright  manner. 

Conservationists,  on  the  other  hand,  have  been  willing 
and  ready  to  compromise  and  cooperate,  as  is  evidenced  by 
their  acceptance  of  the  Barkley  bill  with  the  Mundt  amend- 
ment. This  amendment  does  not  distiu-b  existing  pollution, 
as  I  have  said  before,  but  only  states  that  new  sources  shall 
be  Illegal  unless  approved  by  the  United  States  Public  Health 
Service.  It  therefore  simply  calls  a  halt  and.  In  my  opinion, 
makes  futile  the  Barkley  bill  without  this  excellent  provision 
offered  by  the  able  gentleman  from  South  Dakota. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Bender)  there  were — ayes  61,  noes  99. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the 
ground  there  is  not  a  quonmi  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After 
counting.]  Two  hundred  and  eleven  Members  are  present; 
not  a  quorum. 

The  doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
will  notify  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas,  155.  nays 
198,  answered  "present"  2,  not  voting  76,  as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  167) 
YEAS— 155 


Allen.  La. 

Anderson,  Mo. 

Arends 

Austin 

Ball 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Bates.  Ky. 

Beam 

Beckworth 

Bender 

Bland 

Bloom 

Borcn 

Boykln 

Brewster 

Brooks 

Bryson 

Bulwlnkle 

Burdlck 

Byms.  Tenn. 

Carlson 

Cart  Wright 

Cochran 

Colmer 

Cooley 

Cooper 

Costello 

Courtney 

Crawford 

Crowe 

Darden.  V». 

Dempsey 

Disney 

Doxey 

Duncan 

Durham 

Edelsteln 

Elltott 

Bston 


Englebright 

E\'Hns 

FaddU 

Fay 

Pttzpa  trick 

Flaherty 

Folger 

Ford.  Miss. 

Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Garrett 

Gathlngs 

Geyer.  Calif. 

Gore 

Ooesett 

Grant.  Ala. 

Gregory 

Grlfflth 

Guyer,  Kans. 

Hart 

Hartley 

Hendricks 

Hess 

Hobbs 

Holmes 

Hope 

Houston 

Jacobsen 

Jarman 

Jarrett 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Johns 


Kennedy.  Michael  Richards 


Keogh 
Kerf 

Kllday 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Koclalkowskl 

fAnham 

Larrabee 

Lea 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Lynch 

McAndrews 

McConnack 

McGregor 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Mansfield 

Marshall 

May 

Mills.  La. 

Monklewlcz 

Nichols 

Norrell 

OTieal 

Osmers 

OToole 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 


JohnaonXutherA.  Pearson 
Johnson.  Lyndon  Peterson,  Oa. 
Johnson.  Okla.      Poage 
Johnson.  W.  Va.     Ramspeck 
Jones.  Tex.  Rayburn 

Kefauver  Beed.  N  Y. 

Keller  Re«s,  Kans. 

Kelly  Rich 


Rogers,  Mass. 

Sabath 

Sasscer 

Satterfleld 

Schuetz 

Seger 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  Ohio 

Smith.  Va. 

Snyder 

South 

Sparkman 

Spcnce 

Starnes,  Ala. 

Steams.  N.  H. 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Sutphln 

Terry 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Thomason 

Tlnkham 

Tolan 

Tread  way 

Vincent,  Ky. 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

West 

Whlttlngton 

Williams.  Del. 

Williams.  Mo. 

Winter 

Wood 

summer  man 
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Allen,  ni. 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Andrews 

Angell 

Barnes 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Bates.  Mass. 

Blackney 

Boland 

BoUes 

Bolton 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Brown.  Oa. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Buckler,  Minn. 

Burgtn 

Byron 

Camp 

carter 

Cafe.  S    Dak. 

Chlperfield 

Chxirch 

Clason 

Claypool 

Clfvenger  ' 

Cluett 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Coffee,  Wash. 

Cole.  Md. 

Cole.  N  Y. 

Connery 

Corbett 

Cox 

era  vena 

Croaaer 

Crowther 

Curtis 

D'Alesandro 

Davis 

Dtngell 

Dlrksen 

Dondero 

Douglas 

Dunn 

Dworshak 

Eaton 

Eberharter 

Pen  ton 


Ferguson 

Flab 

Flannagan 

Plannery 

Prlea 

Fulmer 

Gamble 

Gartner 

Oearhart 

Gehrmann 

Oerlach 

Glbbs 

Gifford 

GlUte 

Goodwin 

Graham 

Grant.  Ind. 

Gross 

G  Wynne 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Halleck 

Hancock 

Hare 

Harrington 

Barter.  N.  Y. 

Harter.  Ohio 

Havenner 

Hawks 

Healey 

Hennlngs 

Hill 

Hoffman 

Hook 

Horton 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jeffries 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Jennings 

Jensen 

Johnson.  Dl. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Keefe 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Klnzer 

I  ANSWERED 


Hlnalbaw 


Klrwan 

Knutaon 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

Landls 

Leavy 

LeCompte 

Lemke 

Leslnxkl 

Luce 

Ludlow 

McArdle 

McDowell 

McGranery 

McLaughlin 

McLean 

McLeod 

McMillan.  Clara 

McMillan.  John  L 

Marcantonlo 

Martin .  Iowa 

Martin 

Mason 

Masslngale 

Mlcbener 

Mills.  Ark. 

Monroney 

Moser 

Mott 

Mundt 

Murdock 

Murdock 

Murray 

Myers 

O'Brien 

O'Connor 

Oliver 

Pace 

Pierce 

Pittenger 

Plumley 

Polk 

Powers 

Rabaut 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Reece.  Tenn 

Reed.ni. 

Robertson 

Robmson.  Utah 

PRESENT"— 2 

Woodruff.  Mich. 


Ariz. 
Utah 


Robslon.  Ky. 
Bockefeller 
Rodgers.  Pa. 
Rogers.  Okla. 
Romjue 
Rutherford 
Sandager 
Schafer.  Wis. 
8chlfll»r 
Schwert 
Seccombe 
Secrest 
Shafer.  Mich. 
Sheridan 
Short 
Simpson 
Smith.  Conn. 
Smith,  ni. 
.Smith.  Wafh. 
Smith.  W.  Va. 
Springer 
Stefan 
Sumner.  Dl. 
Sweeney 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Tarver 

Tenerowlcz 

ThlU 

Tliomas.  N.  J. 

Tlbbott 

Van  Zandt 

Vinson.  Oa. 

Vorys).  Ohio 

Vreeland 

Wadsworth 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Welch 

Wheat 

Whelchel 

Wlgglesworth 

Wolcott 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Wolverton.  N.  J. 

Woodrum.  Va. 

Youngdahl 


NOT  VOTING — 76 


Alexander 

Allen.  Pa. 

Arnold 

Barry 

Bell 

Boehne 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Buck 

Buckley.  N.  1 

Burch 

Byrne.  N.  Y. 

Caldwell 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Casey.  Mass. 

Celler 

Chapman 

Clark 

Collins 


Creal 

Culkln 

Cullen 

Cummlngs 

Darrow 

Delaney 

DeRouen 

Dlcksteln 

Dies 

EMtter 

Doughton 

Drewry 

Edmiston 

Ellis 

Engel 

Fernandez 

Ford.  Lcland  M. 

Oavagan 

Gilchrist 


Green 

Harness 

Kee 

Kennedy,  Martin 

KUbxirn 

Kramer 

McGehee 

McKeough 

Maas 

MacleJeWGkl 

Magnuson 

Martin.  lU. 

Merrltt 

MUler 

Mitchell 

Mouton 

Nelson 

Norton 

ODay 


O'Leary 

Parsons 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Pfelfer 

Risk 

Routzohn 

Ryan 

Sacks 

Schaefer,  111. 

Schulte 

Scrugham 

Somers.  N.  Y. 

SteagaU 

Sullivan 

Taylor 

Thorkelson 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

White.  Idaho 

White.  Ohio 


So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  the  vote: 

Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York  (for)  with  Mr.  Schulte  (against), 

Mr.  Woodruff  of  Michigan  (for)  with  Mr.  Alexander  (against). 

Mr.  Kllbum   (for)    with  Mr.  Allen  of  Pennsylvania   (against). 

Mr.  Cannon  of  Florida  (for)   with  Mr.  Maas  (against). 

Mr.  Leland  M.  Ford  (lor)  with  Mr.  Culltln  (against) . 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Burch  with  Mr.  Dltter. 

Mr.  Doughton  with  Mr.  Hameai. 

Mr.  Fernandez  with  Mr.  Engel. 

Mr.  Boehne  with  Mr.  Miller. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr    White  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  McGehee  with  Mr    Gilchrist. 

Mr.  Magnuaon  with  Mr    Darrow. 

Mr.  Steagall  with  Mr.  Routzohn. 

Mr.  Cullen  with  Mr.  Thorkelson. 

Mr.  Oavagan  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Martin  of  ninoU  with  Mr.  Barry. 

Mr.  Mouton  with  Mr.  Creal. 

Mr.  EdmUton  with  Mr.  Ryan. 

Mr.  Kramer  with  Mr.  O'Leary. 

Mr.  Arnold  with  Mr.  Pfelfer. 


/ 


Mr.  White  of  Idaho  with  Mr.  BeU. 

Mr.  Buck  with  Mr.  McKeough. 

Mr.  Parsons  with  Mr.  Dlcksteln. 

Mr.  Scrxigham  with  Mr.  Delaney. 

Ur.  Sachs  with  Mr.  Maclejewskl. 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Nelson. 

Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Merrltt. 

Mr.  Martin  J.  Kennedy  with  Mr.  Schaefer  of  nUnola. 

Mr.  Collins  with  Mrs.  Norton. 

Mr.  Sullivan  with  Mr.  Chapman. 

Mr.  Dies  with  Mr.  DeRouen. 

Mr.  Cannon  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Casey  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr    Ellis  with  Mrs.  ODay. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr.  Peterson  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Buckley  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Ke*. 

Mr.  Somers  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Cumminga. 

Mr.  Celler  with  Mr.  Caldwell. 

Mr.  ENGLEBRIGHT  changed  his  vote  from  "nay"  to  "yea." 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota.  Mr.  Alexander.  Were 
he  present,  he  would  vote  "nay."  I  voted  "yea."  Therefore 
I  withdraw  my  vote  of  "yea"  and  vote  "present." 

The  doors  were  opened. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ARGENTINE       FELICITATIONS       ON       ANNIVERSARY       OF       AMEXICAH 

INDEPENDENCE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  com- 
munication from  the  Secretary  of  State: 

Washinoton.  July  6.  1940. 

Mt  Deak  Mk.  Speaker:  The  American  Ambassador  at  Buenoa 
Aires  has  Informed  me  that  on  July  4.  deputies  representing  the 
four  principal  political  parties  In  the  Argentine  Chamber  of  Depu- 
ties Joined  in  paying  tribute  to  the  anniversary  of  the  Independence 
of  the  United  Slates  upon  the  motion  of  Sefior  Vlncente  Solano 
Lima.  National  Democrat,  of  Buenos  Aires,  who  proposed  that  the 
Chamber  of  Deputies  should  stand  as  a  tribute  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  and  that  the  president  of  the  chamber  should 
send  the  corresponding  conununlcatlon.  Agreement  on  behalf  of 
the  Antl  Personal  ista  Party  was  expressed  by  Senor  Adolf o  Lanus  In 
an  address  In  support  of  democratic  Institutions.  Sefior  Jose  Luis 
Cantlllo.  speaking  for  the  Radical  Party,  stated  that  the  present,  of 
aU  times,  called  lor  their  warm  support  for  such  a  motion.  Sefior 
J.  V.  Gonzalez,  Socialist  deputy,  spoke  In  support  of  the  motion  on 
behalf  of  his  party.  At  the  InvlUtlon  of  the  Chair,  the  Chamber 
of  Deputies  and  the  public  In  the  galleries  stood  as  a  tribute  to 
American  Independence  Day. 
Sincerely  yovu-s, 

CoROELL  Hinx. 

[The  Members  applauded.] 

The  SPEAKER.  In  connection  with  the  letter  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  State,  the  Chair  lays  before  the  House  the  following 
English  translation  of  the  resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

[Translation] 

JtiLT  4,  1940 — 9:59  p.  m. 
The  Speaker  of  the  Hottse  op  Representatives  of  the  UNnxD 
St.\tes  op  America.  Washington. 
The  Chamber  of  Deputies  of  the  Argentine  nation  resolved  in 
todays  session  to  pay  homage  of  sympathy  to  the  people  and  the 
Congress  of  the  great  American  Nation  because  of  the  glorious 
date  of  Its  Independence  which  created  Immortal  models  for  the 
exercise  of  free  Institutions  in  all  America.  I  greet  the  Speaker 
With  my  most  distinguished  consideration. 

Aguiar, 
President  o/  the  Chamber  o/  Deputies  of  the  Arffentine. 

Carlos  G.  Bonorino, 
Zavaula  Carbo. 

Seretaries. 

[The  Members  applauded.! 

Mr.  BLOOM.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  resolution  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

HOtTSX  RESOLUTION    647 

Whereas  there  have  long  existed  hlatorlcal  ties  of  friendship 
between  the  United  States  of  America  and  Argentina;  and 

Whereas  these  ties,  based  on  the  respect  and  admiration  of  two 
free  and  independent  nations,  happily  grow  firmer  day  by  day:  and 

Whereas  on  July  4.  1940.  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  of  the  Argen- 
tine Congress  graciously  paid  tribute  to  the  anniversary  of  the 
independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  and  to  this  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  Sutes  of  America; 

and  .  ^.      __^ 

Whereas  today.  July  9.  1940.  marks  the  anniversary  of  the  Dec- 
laration of  Independence  of  the  ArRentine  Republic,  a  memorable 
day  in  the  progress  of  democratic  Imtltutlona;  therelore  be  It 
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Resolved.  That  this  House  pay  tribute  to  the  Chamber  of  Deputies 
of  Argentina  and  to  the  great  Argentine  Nation  on  this  their  anni- 
versary of  the  signature  by  a  group  of  28  patriots  In  the  city  of 
Tucuman  on  July  8,  1816.  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence  of  the 
United  Provinces  of  the  Rio  de  la  Plata:   and  be  It  f\irther 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  through 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  His  Excellency  the  Ambassador  of  Argen- 
tina at  Washington  for  transmission  to  the  Chamber  oX  Deputies 
of  the  Argentine  Republic. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  Bloom  J. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  July  4, 1940,  deputies  repre- 
senting the  four  principal  political  parties  in  the  Argentine 
Chamber  of  Deputies  joined  in  pajring  tribute  to  the  anni- 
versary of  the  independence  of  the  United  States  upon  the 
motion  of  Sefior  Vincente  Solano  lima.  National  Democrat  of 
Buenos  Aires,  who  proposed  that  the  Chamber  of  Deputies 
should  stand  as  a  tribute  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
and  that  the  President  of  the  Chamber  should  send  the  cor- 
responding communication.  Agreement  on  behalf  of  the 
Anti  Personalista  Party  was  expressed  by  Senor  Adolfo  Lanus 
in  an  address  in  support  of  democratic  institutions.  Sefior 
Jose  Luis  Cantillo.  speaking  for  the  Radical  Party,  stated  that 
the  present,  of  all  times,  called  for  their  warm  support  for 
such  a  motion.  Senor  J.  V.  Gonzalez,  Socialist  Deputy, 
spoke  In  support  of  the  motion  on  behalf  of  his  party.  At 
the  invitation  of  the  Chair,  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  and  the 
public  in  the  galleries  stood  as  a  tribute  to  American  Inde- 
pendence Day. 

It  occurs  to  me  that  on  this  day.  July  9, 1940,  the  Argentine 
is  celebrating  the  anniversary  of  the  Congress  of  Tucum&n 
which  met  in  the  city  of  Tucuman  on  July  9, 1816,  and  pledged 
itself  to  a  declaration  of  independence  for  the  United  Prov- 
inces of  the  Rio  de  la  Plata. 

On  March  8,  1822.  President  Monroe  sent  to  the  Congress 
a  message  in  which  he  renewed  his  sympathy  for  the  cause 
of  Buenos  Aires,  and  the  Congress  voted  the  recognition  of 
Argentine  independence  imanimously.  The  United  States 
was  then  the  first  country  after  Portugal  to  recognize  Argen- 
tina and  I  am  pleased  to  say  that  the  friendly  relations  then 
established  have  ever  since  been  maintained  between  the 
Government  of  Argentina  and  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  adoption  of  the  resolution.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  Fish]. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  very  fitting  that  we  should 
commend  and  congratulate  our  sister  republic  of  the  Argen- 
tine on  the  one  hundred  and  twenty-fourth  anniversary  of 
its  independence. 

Argentma  is  one  of  the  largest,  the  richest,  and  the  most 
powerful  of  the  Latin-American  republics.  In  these  days,  as 
the  nations  of  the  Old  World  are  going  to  the  right  and  to 
the  left  into  autocracies  and  dictatorships,  we  of  this  Con- 
gress should  be  very  happy  to  send  a  word  of  greeting  down 
to  this  great  Republic,  and  to  congratulate  Argentina  on  its 
armiversary  of  independence,  to  wish  her  long  life,  freedom, 
and  prosperity,  and  to  send  our  best  wishes  to  our  sister 
Republic  through  His  Excellency,  the  Argentine  Ambassador 
in  Washington.  Senor  Don  Felipe  A.  Espil.  Ambassador  Espil 
is  one  of  the  ablest  and  most  popular  of  the  diplomats  now 
living  in  the  city  of  Washington,  and  his  charming  American 
wife  is  equally  well  liked.     [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution.   The  Chair  demands  a  division. 

The  House  having  divided,  the  Speaker  said:  "On  this 
vote  the  yeas  are  350,  nays  none,  and  the  resolution  is  unani- 
mously adopted." 

AT7THORIZIMG    COL.     DONALD    H.    CONNOLLY    TO    HOLD    OFFICE    OF 
ADJCNISTRATOR  OF  CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  immediate  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution 


The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  resolution. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bul  winkle  I? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, will  the  gentleman  explain  what  this  resolution  is? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Administrator  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  has  resigned,  and  it  has  been 
decided  to  appoint  as  Administrator  an  officer  in  the  Regular 
Army,  Col.  Donald  H.  Connolly,  a  man  of  great  reputation, 
very  efficient  and  capable,  both  in  training  and  in  the  other 
work  that  will  be  necessary  in  this  oflBce.  For  this  reason 
and  In  order  that  he  may  hold  his  rank  in  the  Army,  It  is 
necessary  for  the  Congress  to  authorize  him  to  take  this 
appointment. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Does  this  have  a  unanimous  report? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  It  has  a  unanimous  report  from  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  And  the  minority  Members  understand 
the  gentleman  is.  calling  it  up  at  this  time? 

Mr.  BLT.WINKLE.    Yes;  they  do. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [  Mr.  Bul  winkle  1  ? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  joint  resolu- 
tion, as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section 
1222  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C  title  10.  sec.  576).  Col.  Don- 
ald H.  Connolly,  t)eing  a  commissioned  officer  on  the  active  list. 
Corps  of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  is  authorized  to  hold  the 
office  of  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  In  the  Department  of 
Commerce  without  loss  of  or  prejudice  to  his  status  as  a  conxmls- 
sioned  officer  on  the  active  list  of  the  United  States  Army  and  If 
appointed  to  such  civil  office  he  shall  receive  in  addition  to  his  p«y 
and  allowances  as  such  commissioned  officer  an  amount  equal  to 
the  difference  between  such  j)ay  and  allowances  as  such  commis- 
sioned officer  and  the  salary  prescrit>ed  by  law  for  such  civU  office. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  include  therein 
an  address  by  Hon.  Franklin  W.  Hancock,  Jr.,  member  of 
the  Home  Loan  Bank  Beard. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  California  I  Mr.  Buck] 
be  permitted  to  extend  his  remarks  three  times  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimoiLs  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  include  therein 
a  short  editorial  on  Senator  McNary. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

extension  of  act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities 
Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules.  I  call  up  House  Resolution  514. 
The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  514 
Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution 
It  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  S.  3046,  an  act  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and 
employees  In  the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the 
provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  political 
activities."  approved  August  2.  1939.  That  after  general  debate, 
which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed 
4  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
the  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendments  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment  the  Com- 
mittee shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bUl  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 


Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Fish],  and  I  now  yield  myself 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution  makes  in  order  the  considera- 
tion of  S.  3046,  better  known  as  the  Hatch  amendments  to 
the  original  Hatch  Act.  This  bill  extends  the  same  protec- 
tion to  those  employed  in  the  States,  who  are  paid  in  whole 
or  In  part  from  Federal  fxmds,  as  the  orlgia«l  Hatch  bill 
extended  to  those  Federal  employees  who  were  not  covered 
by  the  civil-service  regulations.  The  amendments  provide 
that  not  only  Federal  employees,  who  are  now  covered  by 
the  original  bill,  but  employees  in  the  States  who  are  paid 
in  whole  or  in  part  with  Federal  funds,  may  vote  as  they 
please.  Tliey  cannot  be  coerced  or  threatened  with  loss  of 
their  jobs  because  of  the  manner  in  which  they  vote  or  the 
candidate  for  whom  they  vote.  In  addition,  if  these  amend- 
ments are  adopted,  it  will  no  longer  be  possible  to  assess 
Federal  employees  with  dues  for  campaign  purposes. 

The  bill  as  originally  passed,  which  I  believe  embraces 
something  more  than  200.000  Federal  employees  who  are  not 
apipointed  by  State  agencies,  has  brought  about  a  situation, 
as  reflected  by  my  mail,  that  has  given  these  people  a  new 
outlook  on  life  and  on  the  political  picture.  It  is  a  veritable 
Bill  of  Rights  for  them.  I  do  not  know  of  one  employee  in 
the  Federal  service  who  would  give  up  the  protection  afforded 
him  by  the  Hatch  Act  and  go  back  to  the  chaotic  and  op- 
pressive condition  that  has  existed  in  many  States  for  many 
years. 

The  Congress  has  seen  fit  to  pass  and  the  President  to 

approve  legislation  which  was  deemed  desirable  from  the 
standpoint  of  giving  employees  of  the  Federal  Government 
the  protection  afforded  them  by  the  original  Hatch  Act. 
Most  certainly,  then,  it  is  fitting  and  proper  to  give  those 
public  employees  in  the  various  States,  who  occupy  much  the 
same  status  as  the  Federal  employees,  the  same  protection. 
There  should  be  no  discrimination,  no  class  legislation,  and 
I  am  confident  it  is  not  the  desire  of  this  House  that  there 
should  be. 

This  legislation  is  based  upon  honesty  and  integrity  in  the 
political  structure  of  our  Nation;  it  is  intended  to  extend 
further  the  intention  expressed  by  this  Congress  last  year 
that  public  moneys,  paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States,  shall  not  be  forcibly  collected  to  foster  political  ma- 
chines or  selfish  political  ambitions.  It  does  not  prevent  any 
person,  except  those  paid  from  relief  funds,  from  making  a 
voluntary  contribution  if  that  person  so  desires.  It  does 
strike  directly  at  "bossism"  and  political  dictatorship. 

This  legislation,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  prevent  the  extreme 
application  of  the  spoils  system,  which  covmtenances,  even 
demands,  that  through  the  devious  channels  of  ruthless  ma- 
chine politics,  the  taxpayers'  money  shall  finance  partisan 
political  activities. 

Every  poll,  every  survey  made  since  the  passage  of  the 
original  Hatch  Act  reveals  that  more  than  75  percent  of  the 
people  of  the  Nation  favor  the  original  law  and  Its  protec- 
Uve  inclusion  of  the  thousands  of  State  employees,  whom 
these  amendments  seek  to  cover. 

Consideration  of  this  legislative  proposal  should  and  must 
transcend  partisan  politics;  It  should  and  does.  I  am  certain, 
tower  far  above  the  individual  political  fortunes  of  any  of 
us.  Let  us,  then,  consider  it  from  that  standpoint — purely 
on  the  basis  of  the  reestablishment  by  both  political  parties 
of  decency,  common  honesty,  and  true  democratic  principles 
in  the  conduct  of  their  campaigns  and  the  people's  gov- 
ernmental affairs. 

This  is  not  a  revolutionary  or  novel  idea.  It  is  simply  a 
return  to  the  principles  of  government  and  political  pro- 
cedure which  have  been  enimciated  by  this  Nation's  greatest 
leaders. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    I  will  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  3  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Since  the  greatest  danger  to  our  democracy 
now  lies  in  the  domination  of  the  public  utilities 


Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Mr.  Speaker 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Wait  a  minute,  I  am  going  to  ask  the 
gentleman   about   the  amendment  I  propose   to   offer. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Ask  a  question  about  the  amendment 
and  I  will  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  want  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  will 
support  an  amendment  to  prevent  these  hirelings  of  public 
utilities  that  are  supposed  to  be  publicly  regulated  from  also 
going  out  and  making  speeches  and  using  money  and  other 
influences  to  control  elections  in  this  country. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  that  the  purpose  of  the  original  bill  and 
the  amendments  is  to  free  the  employees  of  the  Federal 
Government.  This  bill  hsis  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
private  Individuals  except  that  a  private  Individual  cannot 
coerce,  intimidate,  or  threaten  anyone  in  order  to  secure  his 
vote. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  But  It  permits  employees  of  the  public 
utilities  to  continue  to  dominate  politics  in  this  country. 
Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  yield  further. 
Now,  who  is  opposed  to  this  type  of  legislation  and  who  Is 
for  it?  The  press  quotes  the  President  of  the  United  States 
as  being  one  who  is  for  It.  I  notice  the  press  also  quotes  the 
gentleman  who  has  permitted  his  name  to  go  before  the  Re- 
publican Convention  and  be  selected  as  their  candidate  for 
the  Presidency  as  being  for  this  type  of  legislation. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Why,  of  course,  but  I  dare  say  he  would 
not  want  us  to  curb  the  emplosrees  of  the  utlLties.    [Laughter.] 
Mr.  DEMPSEY.    The  majority  leader  of  the  Senate  and 
the  minority  leader  of  the  Senate  favor  this  legislation.    I 
am  siu-e  the  leadership  of  this  House  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  favor  this  type  of  legislation. 
Mr.  HOUSTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 
Mr.  DEMPSEY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 
Mr.  HOUSTON.    Under  the  proposed  amendments  would  It 
be  unlawful  for  a  State  organization  or  a  State  administra- 
tion to  assess  or  solicit  funds  from  a  State  agency  that 
participates  in  Government  funds? 
Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Yes. 
Mr.  HOUSTON.    It  would  be  unlawful? 
Mr.  DEMPSEY.    It  would  be  unlawful  but  they  can  con- 
tribute if  they  desire  to  do  so  voluntarily. 
Mr.  HOUSTON.    But  they  cannot  assess  them. 
Mr.  DEMPSEY.     Absolutely,  they  cannot  assess  them. 
There  are  people  who  oppose  this  legislation,  who  are  honest 
in  their  belief,  and  I  have  all  the  respect  In  the  world  for  them. 
Then  we  have  the  other  type  of  person  who  opposes  this 
legislation  because  he  believes  that  the  party  In  power  has  the 
right  to  the  spoils  that  go  with  that  power.    With  that  I 
disagree.    I  think  it  is  wrong  to  assess  employees  against 
their  will,  who  are  working  for  the  Federal  Government.    I 
think  it  is  wrong  to  dismiss  an  employee  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment because  he  dares  to  vote  for  the  candidate  of  his 
own  choosing. 

Now,  a  short  time  ago  I  heard  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Texas  make  a  marvelous  speech  on  the  floor  of  the 
House.  He  spoke  about  the  law  of  nature  which  he  has  ob- 
served so  carefully.  I  have  always  been  delighted  to  listen 
to  the  gentleman.  He  pointed  out  the  greatness  of  the  law  of 
nature,  stating  that  he  observes  such  things  and  tries  to  fol- 
low In  that  pathway. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  2  additional 

minutes. 

,  If  all  the  people  of  this  country  were  of  the  same  character 
as  the  great  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  there 
would  be  no  occasion  for  the  Hatch  Act.  While  he  views  and 
watches  and  tries  to  uphold  the  things  that  God  is  for  and 
wants,  there  are  others  who  try  to  emulate  the  devil.  Those 
are  the  people  at  whom  the  Hatch  Act  is  aimed.  ILatighter 
and  applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  gives  rights  to  certain  people  In  this 
country.  I  have  seen  women  on  sewing  projects  getting  $35 
a  month  and  being  assessed  $2  or  $3  of  their  wages  when 
they  had  little  children  that  were  not  getting  enough  milk 
and  bread. 
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Mr.  HARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Speaker,  would  the 
gentleman  mind 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  I  have  not  yielded.  Mr.  Speaker,  al- 
though I  will  3rleld  to  the  gentleman  for  a  question.    . 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.    I  was  tnring  to  ask  one. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    I  am  snelding  for  a  question. 

Mr.  BARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Would  the  gentleman 
mind  reciting  the  instance  where  that  took  place,  in  what 
State,  and  what  kind  of  a  set-up  brought  that  about? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Well,  that  was  in  the  W.  P.  A.  and  has 
been  entirely  cured  by  the  ortginal  Hatch  Act.  There  has 
been  no  more  scandal  In  W.  P.  A.  since  the  Hatch  Act  was 
passed,  and  that  is  what  cleaned  it  up.  I  can  go  State  by 
State  through  the  United  States  if  I  desired,  but  I  do  not 
wish  to  reflect  on  any  State  or  any  people.  I  hope  to  help 
clean  up  a  condition  that  exists,  and  which  is  generally 
known  to  exist.    Tliat  is  all  that  I  am  seeking  to  do. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Mexico  has  expired. 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  jrleld  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Knutson]. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  passed  from  the 
subject  of  water  pollution  to  political  pollution.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  photostatic  copy  of  an  order  blank  for  advertising 
space  in  the  Democratic  Book  of  1940.  The  number  of  this 
particular  application  has  been  deleted,  because  we  have  no 
desire  to  see  the  recipient  persecuted  by  the  income-tax 
people,  the  wage  and  hour  people,  the  social-security  people, 
and  all  of  the  other  New  Deal  evils  that  now  afflict  the  body 
politic.    I  shall  read  a  few  excerpts  from  this  application: 

THE  DEMOCRATIC  BOOK  OT  1940 

Make  checks  payable  to  Democratic  National  Committee,  Na- 
tional Press  Building.  Washington,  D.  C.  Hotel  Biltmore  '  New 
York  City. 

I  wonder  if  that  name  should  not  be  spelled  with  an  "M." 
That  is  a  good  place  for  the  Democrats  to  have  their  Intake — 
the  Hotel  Biltmore  or  "Milkmore."    Then  it  goes  on  and  says: 

The  Democratic  National  Committee  accepts  this  order  under  the 
following  conditions:  This  order  Is  not  binding  on  the  Democratic 
National  Committee — 

I  am  not  surprised  at  that,  because  nothing  is — 

tintll  accepted  In  writing  by  a  duly  authorized  officer  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  upon  acceptance  In  writing  shall  become  a  binding  and 
enforceable  agreement  between  the  advertiser  and  the  Democratic 
National  Committee.  Advertiser  Is  to  pay  for  all  drawings,  photo- 
graphs, and  engravings  used  In  the  space  hereby  ordered,  and  the 
committee  retains  the  right  to  edit  all  copy. 

I  suppose  the  advertiser  might  forget  to  glorify  the  New 
Deal,  so  the  committee  reserves  the  right  to  correct  the 
omission  or  the  oversight.    To  continue: 

All  alterations  of  this  order  must  be  written  on  the  original  and 
duplicate  to  be  binding  and  valid — 

And  so  on.  Now  we  come  to  the  most  interesting  part. 
Here  are  some  of  the  prices: 

Black  and  white:  Pull  page.  $2,500;  preferred  position  25  percent 
extra.     Pull  color  page.  $3,125;  no  preferred  position. 

Bdr.  ANDERSON  of  Missoiul.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    Not  now. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Has  Mr.  Willkie's  company 
got  an  ad  there? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    To  continue  with  the  prices: 

Preferred  positions:  Back  cover  In  full  color.  $8,500. 

Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  more  than  one  would  pay  for  a 
page  in  the  Sattirday  E\'ening  Post,  the  Ladies'  Home  Journal, 
and  the  Woman's  Companion  combined.  That  is  the  price 
for  a  back  cover,  full-color  page  in  this  Democratic  book. 
Then  for  the  inside  back  cover  in  full  color  they  ask  $5,000, 
and  for  the  Inside  front  cover  in  color,  $6,000.  Of  course] 
all  of  this  space  will  be  taken  by  Government  contractors; 
that  is.  contractors  who  are  doing  business  with  the  Govern- 
ment, the  cost  of  which  will  be  passed  on  to  the  people.  Now 
here  is  some  mechanical  information: 

Standard  process  colors — no  metallic  colors. 


I  presume  that  means  that  there  is  neither  gold  nor  silver 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  ink  with  which  this  publica- 
tion is  printed. 

Color  pages  and  covers  same  size  as  black  and  white  page*. 

Then  here  Is  something  interesting:  r 

Bleed  cover  pages  15  percent  extra. 

That  Is  rather  an  appropriate  word,  "bleed."    Of  course, 
they  are  all  being  bled.    Then  It  says: 
No  bleed  pages  Inside. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota has  expired. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  the  gentleman  to  yield 
me  a  little  more  time. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  gentleman  2  minutes 
more. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  No  bleed  pages  on  the  Inside.  That  is 
rather  misleading,  because  I  find  that  the  inside  back  cover 
in  full  color  costs  $5,000.  If  that  is  not*  bleeding,  then  I  do 
not  know  what  the  term  means. 

Then,  to  continue: 

Engravings:  Halftones  should  be  120-llne  screen  for  best  repro> 
ductlon. 

Mr.  Speaker,  ordinary  newspapers  use  85-llne  screen,  but 
this  seems  to  be  an  extraordinarily  fine  job.  In  other  words, 
they  are  going  to  bleed  you  with  a  stiletto  or  some  fine  Instru- 
ment rather  than  use  a  hacksaw  or  a  meat  ax.  I  presume 
the  faithful  are  out  now  soliciting  advertising  at  the  point 
of  a  gun  for  this  publication,  and  we  shall  all  wait  the  appear- 
ance of  this  wonderful  book  with  a  great  deal  of  interest.  I 
am  sure  that  it  contains  all  the  information  that  the  heart 
could  desire.  I  believe  the  Republicans  could  learn  some- 
thing from  this  priceless  publication. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    Yes;  for  a  brief  question. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS.  I  note  that  the  RepubUcans  have  voted 
for  this  bill  all  the  way  through  except  when  it  came  to  the 
Bankhead  amendment  In  the  Senate  where  they  limited  con- 
tributions to  $5,000.  and  only  one  Republican  voted  for  that. 
Can  the  gentleman  tell  me  why? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Because  we  thought  that  figure  was  too 
high. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota has  expired. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  I  notice  that  Mr.  Willkle  has  announced 
that  no  contribution  in  excess  of  $5,000  will  be  accepted  by 
his  campaign  committee  in  th*  coming  campaign. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  W  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
sota has  expired. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Michbnkr]. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  rule  gives  plenty  of 
time  to  discuss  this  matter,  and  the  way  the  thing  starts  out 
there  will  be  much  partisan  political  Ulk  indulged  in.  Of 
course,  following  my  usual  custom,  I  shall  not  do  that. 
[Laughter.] 

This  rule  makes  in  order  the  Hatch  bill,  S.  3046,  with  4 
hours  of  general  debate,  and  then  the  bill  Is  thrown  open  to 
amendment  under  the  general  rules  of  the  House. 

The  gentleman  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  DEMPsrrl.  co- 
author of  the  bill  with  Senator  Hatch  of  New  Mexico',  has 
explained  in  a  general  way  the  purpose  of  the  bilL  How- 
ever, I  hope  you  will  bear  with  me  while  I  read  a  part  of 
Senator  Hatch's  explanation  when  the  bill  was  before  the 
Senate.  It  Is  In  the  Congressional  Record  of  March  5, 
1940.  and  is  as  follows: 

At  the  last  session.  Congress  passed  a  law  (the  Hatch  Act) 
which,  among  other  things,  prohibited  political  activity  on  the 
part  of  employees  of  the  Federal  Government,  with  certain  excep- 
tions. The  purpose  of  the  pending  measure  is  to  extend  exactly 
the  same  provision  to  employees  in  the  SUtes  whose  employment 
Is  made  possible  by  the  tise  of  Federal  funds  or  appropriations 
from  the  Federal  Treasury. 

We  have  tried  to  approach  the  task  mindful  of  the  dUferencv 
between  the  Federal  Government  and  the  several  States,  and 
mindful  of  o\u-  obligation  to  protect  the  fiuuls  wliich  the  Gov- 


ernment it«elf  appropriates,  as  well  as  the  rlghU  of  the  States  and 
of  the  employees  who  are  technically  State  employees  from  a 
leealistic  standpoint,  but  nevertheless  arc  perhaps  in  a  greater 
sense  Federal  employees,  for  their  employment  could  not  be  were 
It  not  for  the  aid  given  from  the  Federal  Treasury. 

In  approaching  this  task,  we— referring  to  the  Senate  com- 
mittee—have  tried  to  follow  as  nearly  as  possible  the  exact  lan- 
giiage  of  the  act  we  passed  last  year — 

That  is.  the  original  Hatch  Act — 
which    in  turn,  was  the  exact  language  of  the  rule  of  the  ClvU    i 
Service  Commission,  which  has  been  in  effect  for  more  than  50 
ftmn.  I 

I  want  to  accentuate  that.  The  original  Hatch  Act  was  in 
the  language  of  the  cinl-ser\ice  law  for  more  than  50  years. 
There  is  nothing  new  about  it:  nothing  new  in  principle,  only 
it  applied  to  non-civil-service  Federal  employees  the  same  as 
the  civil-service  law  applied  to  civil-service  employees. 

And  that  language  was  originally  chosen  because  it  had  t>eea 
In  effect  In  this  country  so  long  and  was  so  thoroughly  understood. 

Now,  that  is  a  part  of  Senator  Hatch's  explanation  of  this 

bill. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  would  rather  not.  My  time  is  so  lim- 
ited. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.    I  simply  wanted  to  ask  the  gentleman 

one  question  on  that  feature  of  it. 

Mr  MICHENER.    Well,  for  a  question. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  The  point  is,  if  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, for  example,  gave  the  State  of  Missouri  some  money 
for  building  highways  and  a  contract  were  let  at  some 
country  point  and  the  men  in  the  neighborhood  were  work- 
ing on  this  job.  and  they  have  a  precinct  meeting,  those  men 
could  not  participate  in  that  precinct  pohtical  meeting  without 

forfeitUig  their  jobs? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  gentleman  is  opposed  to  the  bill. 
It  Is  very  easy  to  conjure  up  fantastic  examples.  The  mis- 
chief aimed  at  here  Is  hard  to  reach.  After  aU.  the  effective- 
ness of  any  law  depends  much  upon  the  reasonableness  of  the 
administration  enforcing  it.  My  friend  from  Missouri  is  ono 
of  the  most  able  Members  of  the  House,  and  I  hope  he  will 
consider  the  bill  in  its  broader  aspects  and  help  us  write 
a  law  that  is  fair  and  just. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.    Would  It  not  apply  to  those  men? 

Mr.  MICHENER.    I  am  not  sure  that  it  would. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     Will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  ques- 

Uon? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  would  rather  not.  I  only  have  5  min- 
utes. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  insist. 
My  time  is  very  limited. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman 
as  a  lawyer  one  question. 

Mr.  MICHENER.     I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  insist, 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    Just  for  one  question. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Very  welL  The  gentleman  from  New 
York  always  asks  worth-while  questions,  but  sometimes  diffi- 
cult to  answer. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  As  one  of  the  best  constitutional 
lawyers  in  this  House— and  I  say  that  with  all  sincerity- 
do  you  think  that  Congress  has  the  right  to  say  to  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States,  If  he  is  on  the  Federal  pay  roll,  that 
he  cannot  express  himself  publicly  on  a  political  question? 
Under  the  Constitution  can  we  do  that? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Under  the  Constitution  the  Govern- 
ment may  attach  such  conditions  to  the  spending  of  Federal 
money  as  the  Congress  sees  fit.  This  bill  has  to  do  only 
With  the  political  activities  of  those  compensated  from  Fed- 
eral funds.  It  is  only  another  manifestation  of  that  power 
of  limitation.  I  do  not  believe  any  constitutional  question 
is  involved. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Then  you  say  we  have  a  constitu- 
tional right  to  do  that? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  do.  The  Congress  has  a  right  to  pro- 
\ide  how  the  money  shall  be  spent  in  a  building  program. 
We  have  the  right  to  provide  in  an  appropriation  bill  the 


persons  who  may  work  on  the  job.  We  can  even  fix  the 
age  of  the  persons  who  work  on  a  project  financed  by  the 
Government,  and  all  that  kind  of  thing.  So.  in  my  judg- 
ment, the  gentleman  has  suggested  no  constitutional  ques- 
tion. Civil-service  employees  compensated  from  Federal 
funds  have  been  prevented  from  engaging  in  political  cam- 
paigns for  years.  The  constitutionality  of  that  control  is 
not  even  doubted. 

The  Congress  has  vastly  more  power  over  elections  than 
it  has  ever  sought  to  exercise.  I  do  not  believe  that  there 
is  sufficient  doubt  of  constitutionality  to  justify  voting 
against  this  meritorious  measure. 
Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  MICHENER.  I  want  to  discuss  some  other  things, 
but  I  see  that  my  time  is  about  expired. 

The  SPEAKER.    Did  not  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
yield  the  gentleman  additional  time. 

Mr.  FISH.  Yes:  I  will  be  glad  to  do  it.  I  did  yield  it, 
but  I  do  not  believe  the  gentleman  understood  It. 
The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  so  understood. 
Mr.  MICHENER.  In  spite  of  the  dire  predictions  of  the 
opponents  of  the  original  Hatch  Act,  that  law  has  worked 
well.  None  of  the  things  that  the  opponents  insisted  would 
happen  has  happened.  Indeed,  the  Hatch  law  makes  it 
impossible  for  the  political  boss  to  corral,  herd,  and  vote 
W.  P.  A.  workers  and  other  employees  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment throughout  the  States  of  the  Union.  That  law  is 
an  emancipation  procljunation  for  the  honest,  worthy  citi- 
zen who  finds  himself  receiving  financial  aid  from,  or  is  in 
the  service  of,  his  Government.  No  longer  can  he  be  com- 
pelled to  work  in  the  political  vineyard  of  the  reigning 
political  administration.  In  no  way  Is  he  deprived  of  his 
constitutional  rights.  In  fact,  the  Hatch  law  protects  those 
constitutional  rights  for  him. 

The  debates  on  the  original  Hatch  Act  are  replete  with 
nauseating  Incidents  of  political  coercion  and  browbeating 
of  those  receivmg  compensation  from  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. The  present  debate  will  not  develop  any  such  inci- 
dents affecting  Federal  employees,  because  the  Hatch  Act 
accomplished  something.  Who  then  would  say  that  this  act 
should  be  repealed?     Of  course,  none  of  us. 

Those  vehemently  opposing  this  bill  are  largely  the  same 
persons  who  opposed  the  original  Hatch  bill  and,  mark  you 
again,  they  will  cite  no  incidents  wherein  the  law  now  on 
the  statute  books  has  not  been  effective  and  beneficial.  I  use 
the  word  "beneficial '  In  the  generic  sense:  that  is.  It  has 
benefited  the  worker  and  it  has  made  for  free,  honest,  and 
pure  elections. 

Now,  if  the  present  Hatch  law,  which  applies  only  to  Fed- 
eral employees,  has  worked  well  and  Is  a  good  thing  for  the 
country  and  the  employees,  why  should  the  principle  not  be 
extended  to  employees  of  States  who  receive  their  compensa- 
tion in  whole  or  in  part  from  the  Federal  Government?  This 
law  will  bring  political  freedom  and  liberty  to  many  of  these 
employees  rather  than  deprive  them  of  any  constitutional 
rights. 

Now.  I  am  sure  that  there  are  those  here  who  In  their  op- 
posiUon  to  destroying  political  bossism  will  take  shelter 
under  the  old  States'  rights  cloak.  I  have  much  sympathy 
with  those  of  that  philosophy.  We  have  too  much  centrali- 
zation of  government  in  Washington  and  the  biu-eaucrats  are 
reaching  out  their  long  arms  into  our  States,  our  counties,  our 
municipalities,  and  our  homes.    It  is  true  that  during  the 

last  7  years  our  country  has  been  pretty  well  regimented,  reg- 
ulated, and  controlled  from  Washington.  I  am  just  as  much 
opposed  to  that  as  anybody  can  be.  However,  this  system  is 
now  operating  and  the  purpose  of  the  bill  now  before  us  is  to 
protect  those  States  and  their  citizens  who  are  directly  con- 
trolled by  bureaus  or  money  sent  from  Washington.  Most  of 
those  opposing  this  biU  do  not  oppose  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment making  these  grants  and  contributions  to  States  and 
local  communiUes.  Well,  if  the  Federal  Government  Is  con- 
trolling the  politics  of  States  and  localities  by  \irtue  of  con- 
tributions to  those  agencies,  and  if  this  bill  will  lessen  this 
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domination,  even  though  it  does  not  destroy  it  entirely,  then 
..    we  should  all  be  for  this  bill. 

Tell  me  why  the  Federal  Government  should  furnish  the 
money  to  build  highways  in  the  States  and  then  permit  the 
administrators  of  the  highways  in  the  States,  who  spend  the 
Federal  money,  to  build  up  a  political  machine  not  only  to 
elect  highway  commissioners  and  highway  o£Bcials  but  also 
to  dominate  and  control  the  entire  political  set-up  in  a  whole 
State.  "Hie  original  Hatch  Act  put  a  stop  to  the  Federal 
employees  of  a  State  dominating  and  controlling  politics  in 
the  State.  Etoes  it  seem  fair  for  the  Federal  Government  to 
furnish  the  money  to  permit  a  State  highway  department  to 
dominate  the  political  life  of  the  State  when  that  privilege 
is  taken  away  from  the  Federal  group?  Oh,  no;  money 
•  should  not  control  the  political  elections  In  any  State.  Of 
course,  this  money  is  not  appropriated  to  the  States  for  po- 
litical pvirposes,  but  the  State  political  machine  is  ofttimes 
the  indirect  result  of  the  Federal  money  appropriated.  The 
State  highway  commissioner  has  the  right  to  locate  roads, 
the  right  to  employ  hundreds  of  engineers,  supervisors,  and 
other  subordinates.  What  is  wrong  about  preventing  him 
from  using  this  authority  for  pernicious  political  purposes? 

It  win  be  said  in  this  debate  that  this  legislation  is  not 
only  wrong  in  principle  but  that  it  is  only  needed  In  a  few 
places.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  the  Federal  Government  is 
going  to  spend  the  money  that  it  is  spending  in  the  several 
States,  it  has  the  perfect  right  to  place  such  limitations  as 
it  sees  fit  on  the  spending  of  this  money.  One  Member 
has  suggested  that  this  bill  would  not  be  here  were  it  not  for 
a  condition  obtaining  in  New  Mexico,  where  the  authors  of 
the  bill  reside.  If  reports  are  true,  this  bill  certainly  is  needed 
In  New  Mexico  and  possibly  in  many  other  States.  It  is 
always  the  wounded  bird  that  flutters.  Possibly  New  Mexico 
Is  spectacularizing  conditions  which  we  know  axe  prevalent 
in  many  other  sections  of  the  country.  Should  we  close  our 
eyes  to  these  conditions,  or  should  we  meet  them  head-on? 

When  we  reach  the  5-minute  rule  in  the  consideration  of 
this  bill  those  who  would  destroy  the  measure  will  offer 
prolific  amendments.  If  you  are  in  favor  of  remedying  the 
conditions  aimed  at  by  this  new  Hatch  bill,  then  you  should 
vote  against  these  sabotaging  proposals. 

Tlie  people  of  this  country  understand  in  a  general  way 
what  the  Hatch  law  is,  and  they  favor  that  type  of  legisla- 
tion. They  believe  in  clean  politics  and  are  not  going  to 
quibble  about  technicalities  when  it  comes  to  getting  results. 
This  is  another  step  in  the  right  direction,  and  I  predict  that 
If  these  amendments  are  adopted  they  will  meet  with  the 
same  general  approval  accorded  to  the  original  Hatch  Act, 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  srleld  5  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  California  [Mr.  GeyerJ. 

POLL  TAXIS  AND  PERNICIOTTS  POLTTICS 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  this  rule  passes, 
I  propose  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  bill  it  makes  in  order, 
and  this  amendment  will  have  to  do  with  the  poll  tax.  I 
hope  we  can  discuss  this  thing  rather  dispassionately  and  not 
Indulge  in  personalities.  I  am  sure  we  are  not  so  much  inter- 
ested in  personalities  as  we  are  in  correcting  a  situation  which 
I  believe  to  be  very  xm-Amerlcan;  that  is,  the  charging  of  a 
fee  before  one  is  allowed  to  vote. 

The  purpose  of  the  Hatch  amendments  Is  to  prevent  per- 
nicious political  activities. 

The  abolition  of  poU  taxes  as  a  prerequisite  to  voting  in 
Federal  elections  is  also  necessary  If  we  are  to  curb  corrupt 
practices  during  elections.  In  eight  States  in  the  United 
States  payment  of  a  poll  tax  is  required  for  voting  in  Federal 
elections.  Frequently  such  taxes  are  paid  for  by  persons 
Other  than  the  voters  as  an  inducement  for  voting  for  certain 
candidates.  Experience  proves  that  existing  legislation  pro- 
hibiting such  practices  has  failed  to  prevent  them.  It  Is 
therefore  necessary  in  order  to  insure  the  honesty  of  elec- 
tions that  the  Congress  forbid  the  requirement  that  poll  taxes 
be  paid  as  a  prerequisite  for  voting  in  Federal  elections. 


HOW  POLL  TAZXS  WOSK 

In  these  eight  Southern  States  the  people  have  to  pay  for 
the  right  to  vote:  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Georgia,  Mississippi. 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and  Virginia.  The  amount 
of  the  poll  tax  varies  from  $1  to  $2,  but  in  some  States  it  is 
cumulative.  That  is,  if  a  voter  fails  to  exercise  his  franchise 
in  a  particular  year,  he  must  pay  2  years'  taxes  the  following 
year  before  he  can  go  to  the  polls  to  vote.  In  Georgia  a  man 
who  has  not  paid  his  poll  tax  for  7  years  will  have  to  pay 
$15.50  for  the  right  to  vote.  In  Alabama  this  bill  may  nm 
as  high  as  $36.  And  so  hundreds  of  thousands  of  sharecrop- 
pers, tenant  fanners,  and  city  workers  have  gotten  behind 
with  their  poll  taxes.  Because  of  their  low  incomes  they 
cannot  afford  to  buy  the  right  to  vote.  The  result  has  been 
that  powerful  cliques  have  gained  and  kept  political  domina- 
tion by  the  manipulation  and  control  of  elections.  The  demo- 
cratic guaranties  of  the  Constitution  are  thus  nullified. 

Here  Is  how  the  poll  tax  works  in  the  eight  Southern 
States:  Months  before  the  election  people  pay  their  poll  tax. 
On  the  poll-tax  receipt  is  recorded  the  voter's  name,  age,  sex, 
and  color.  Then  when  he  goes  to  the  polls  on  election  day 
he  takes  his  poll-tax  receipt  and  hands  it  to  the  proper  of- 
ficial and  casts  his  ballot. 

VOTES  ARE  BOUGRT 

But  What  happens?  Political  machines  come  along  and 
openly  buy  receipts.  They  go  to  the  tax  collector,  who  writes 
thousands  of  fictitious  poll-tax  receipts  for  them.  Then,  on 
election  day,  the  macliine  politicians  call  in  their  henchmen 
and  get  them  to  vote  in  as  many  different  places  as  possible. 
When  the  fictitious  tax  receipts  are  made  out  the  politicians 
say,  "We  will  make  200  of  them  for  persons  between  23  and  25 
years  of  age.  200  of  them  for  individuals  about  30,  200  of 
them  for  those  about  40,  and  some  for  those  who  are  older." 
Then  the  proper  poll-tax  receipt  is  given  to  a  man  between 
20  and  25  years  of  age  who  also  has  the  other  qualifications 
listed.  The  fictitious  voter  is  loaded  with  others  in  cars  that 
go  from  one  polling  place  to  another  and  along  he  goes,  stop- 
ping here  to  vote  as  John  Doe  and  there  as  Henry  Smith. 

I  have  in  my  files  a  sworn  affidavit  which  reads  as  follows: 

In  1936  I  was  interested  In  the  election  of  a  local  candidate  in 
Knoxville.  Tenn.  One  evening  a  man  active  In  local  politics  ap- 
proached me  and  offered  me  a  block  of  poll-tax  receipts  for  my  use. 
He  had  a  large  number  of  receipts,  apparently  several  hundred.  He 
counted  off  about  50  for  me. 

The  receipts  had  no  names  entered  on  them,  the  names  of  regis- 
tered voters  to  be  filled  In.     They  were,  however,  properly  signed. 

After  some  consideration  of  what  such  activity  would  Involve.  I 
decided  against  the  use  of  the  receipts  and  handed  them  back  to  him. 

It  is  a  common  thing  for  emplojrers,  whether  landowners  or 
heads  of  manufacturing  plants,  to  lend  their  employees  money 
to  pay  the  poll  tax.  or  in  some  instances  to  pay  the  tax  out- 
right, and  then  see  that  these  workers  vote  for  the  candidate 
supported  by  the  employer.  Ballots  are  not  secret  in  some  of 
the  poll-tax  States,  but  bear  an  identifying  number  so  that 
workers  know  that  they  will  be  discovered  if  they  do  not  vote 
as  they  were  expected  to  do. 

On  many  occasions  the  tax  collector  In  a  county  will  Ignore 
back  poll  taxes  due  from  a  person  and  restore  the  voter's  name 
to  the  polling  list  merely  upon  payment  of  the  current  tax  if 
he  knows  he  will  vote  the  "right"  way. 

I  have  heard  of  a  case  where  a  single  individual  was  armed 
with  130  poll-tax  receipts  which  had  been  paid  for  by  candi- 
dates for  county  oflBces  and  given  to  him  that  he  might  dis- 
tribute them  to  those  who  thus  gained  the  right  to  vote.  At 
the  same  time  he  reminded  them  that  this  precious  privilege 
was  given  to  them  with  only  one  condition— "be  sure  you 
vote  right." 

In  these  ways  the  poll  tax  is  used  to  manipulate  elections 
Illegally. 

PAST  Expzamtci 

Many  more  States  than  the  eight  Southern  States  at  one 
time  or  another  required  a  poll  tax  for  the  right  to  vote.  But 
as  time  went  on  these  other  States  abolished  them. 

In  1821  the  State  of  New  York  found  that  the  poll  tax  led  to 
fraud  and  corruption,  and  so  they  got  rid  ol  it. 


As  early  as  1819.  in  the  Maine  constitutional  convention,  it 
was  said  that: 

Pecuniary  qualifications  of  electorates  have  been  productive  of 
litUe  benefit;  sometimes  of  Injuries  They  are  too  often  relaxed  and 
strained  to  meet  the  purF>oses  of  the  day.- 

And  so  it  was  never  establi-shed  in  Maine. 

It  Is  interesting  to  note  that  all  the  States  which  were  able 
to  remove  the  poll-tax  requirement  for  voting  through  legis- 
lative enactment  have  done  so — North  Carolina  in  1920.  Penn- 
sylvania in  1933,  Louisiana  in  1934.  and  Florida  in  1938. 

CONQRZSSIONAL  ACTION  NnrESSART 

In  the  remaining  eight  poll-tax  States  the  provision  has 
been  frozen  into  the  State  constitution  and  requires  congres- 
sional action  in  order  to  remove  it. 

The  poll-tax  statutes  have  reduced  the  percentage  of  voters 
in  the  eight  poll-tax  States  to  one-fourth  of  those  eligible  to 
vote.  The  great  poverty  among  the  masses  of  workers  on  the 
land  and  in  the  mills  and  factories  of  these  eight  Southern 
States  makes  $1  something  tremendously  real.  The  cumula- 
tive features  of  the  poll-tax  laws  make  it  almost  impossible 
for  workers  and  farmers,  tenants  and  sharecroppers,  to  catch 
up  with  their  back  taxes  once  they  have  fallen  behind  in  their 
poll-tax  payments.  And  so  the  situation  exists  where  the  per- 
centage of  adult  citizens  who  vote  in  the  poll-tax  States 
averages  24  percent  compared  with  the  average  of  66  percent 
for  the  non-poll-tax  States. 

And  because  so  many  of  the  people  have  been  prevented 
from  exercising  their  voting  privileges,  they  cannot  remove 
the  poll-tax  statutes.  For  instance  they  had  a  referendum 
in  Arkansas  in  1938  to  abolish  the  poll  tax.  Payment  of  the 
poll  tax.  of  course,  was  a  prerequisite  to  voting  in  this  refer- 
endum. Only  13.1  percent  of  the  adult  citizens  of  Arkansas 
cast  ballots.  Consequently  7  percent  of  the  voting  population 
were  able  to  preserve  the  poll-tax  requirement  in  this  State. 

Therefore,  it  is  necessary  that  Congress  forbid  the  require- 
ment that  poll  taxes  be  paid  as  a  prerequisite  for  voting  at 
Federal  elections  in  order  to  insure  the  honesty  of  such  elec- 
tions. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  the  balance  of  my 
time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  is  recog- 
nized for  8  minutes. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  fair  rule.  I  do  not 
believe  there  will  be  any  opposition  to  It.  It  provides  for 
free,  full,  and  fair  discussion  of  the  Hatch  bill  and  for  4 
hoiu^  of  general  debate.  I  tnist  there  will  be  no  dilatory 
tactics  or  obstructionist  methods  used  to  delay  further  con- 
sideration of  the  bill.  The  House  I  am  sure  would  like  to 
finish  the  debate  this  afternoon  and  proceed  under  the 
5-minute  rule  tomorrow  and  see  if  we  can  not  dispose  of  the 
bill  by  tomorrow  night.  The  House  has  a  right  after  all 
these  months  to  pass  their  judgment  upon  and  work  their 
wUl  on  the  Hatch  bill. 

The  gentleman  from  California  who  has  just  spoken  has 
raised  an  important  and  rather  extraordinary  Issue.  I  know 
and  realize  full  well  that  it  Is  loaded  with  political  dynamite. 
I  would  not  have  raised  the  issue  at  this  time  myself. 

There  is  too  much  not  only  djmamite,  but  too  much  per- 
sonal animosity  in  it,  because  it  affects  too  many  Members 
from  half  a  dozen  Southern  States.  It  is  rather  extraordinary 
at  least  to  us  in  the  North  that  the  great  Democratic  Party 
that  prides  itself  on  having  given  birth  to  the  democratic 
ideal  and  conception  of  government  that  all  jjeople  should 
have  a  voice  and  vote  In  shaping  the  destinies  of  their  own 
government,  should  tolerate  in  some  7  or  8  States  of  the 
South  a  poll  tax  tliat  disfranchises  approximately  7,000.000 
voters.  American  citizens,  more  than  half  of  whom  are  white 
citizens.  Probably,  if  the  truth  were  known,  these  poll  taxes 
were  put  into  effect  originally  to  disfranchise  the  colored 
people;  and  they  have  succeeded  in  disfranchising  about 
3,500.000  of  them  in  the  Southern  States.  At  the  same  time, 
however,  they  have  disfranchised  an  even  greater  number 
of  the  poor  whites^ 


My  conception  of  democracy  Is  the  right  of  the  people  to 
rule,  and  my  idea  is  that  all  people,  no  matter  whether  they 
are  white  or  colored,  whether  they  are  rich  or  poor,  whether 
they  own  property  or  do  not,  should  have  an  equal  voice  in 
government  and  an  equal  right  to  cast  their  ballots  in  all 
the  States  of  the  Union. 

But  we  find  in  certain  Southern  States  that  large  num- 
bers of  American  citizens  are  disfranchised  by  means  of 
the  poll  tax  and  In  certain  congressional  districts  only  five, 
six.  or  seven  thousand  voters  elect  a  Member  of  Congress. 
That  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  part  and  parcel  of  our 
democratic  system  or  in  accord  with  our  free  American 
institutions.  After  all,  as  we  Members  of  Congress  sit  here 
today,  democratic  Institutions  are  under  attack  throughout 
the  world  and  dictatorships  have  sprung  up  all  over  the 
Old  World,  and  our  answer  to  those  dictators  should  be  to 
make  democracy  work  in  America.  We  should  extend 
democracy  and  democratic  institutions  by  giving  all  the 
people  of  this  country  an  equal  right  to  vote  in  every 
congressional  district  in  the  United  States,  regardless  of  race, 
color,  or  creed.  I  feel  compelled  to  speak  on  this  issue  and 
I  do  it  as  far  as  I  am  able  without  wishing  to  tread  on 
anybody's  toes  or  to  hurt  anybody's  feelings  or  to  raise  a 
vexing  issue,  but  I  would  be  derelict  if  I  did  not  speak  on 
this  occasion  as  long  as  It  has  been  raised. 

The  fifteenth  amendment  to  the  Constitution  was  pro- 
claimed by  my  grandfather  as  Secretary  of  State  in  the  Grant 
administration  and  reads  as  follows: 

The  right  of  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  to  vote  shall  not 
be  denied  or  abridged  by  the  United  States  or  by  any  State  on 
account  of  race,  color,  or  previous  condition  of  servitude. 

The  prior  amendment,  the  fourteenth  amendment,  reads 
as  follows: 

No  state  shall  make  or  enforce  any  law  which  shall  abridge 
the  privileges  or  Immunities  of  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

Certainly  one  of  the  privileges  and  Immunities  of  all  our 
citizens  is  the  right  to  vote.  The  poll-tax  laws  were  put  into 
effect.  I  am  inclined  to  believe,  to  disfranchise  the  colored 
people,  but  they  have  disfranchised  far  more  of  the  poor 
white  people  In  certain  Southern  States.  I  am  In  sympathy 
with  the  amendment  that  the  gentleman  from  California  lias 
proposed.  How  far  we  should  go  toward  putting  it  In  this 
bill  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  propose  to  Jeopardize  in  any 
way  the  Hatch  bill  by  loading  it  down  with  amendments 
that  might  prevent  its  passage. 

The  reason  for  the  Hatch  bill  is  very  simple.  We  In  Con- 
gress have  appropriated  not  millions  of  dollars  but  billions 
of  dollars  for  W.  P.  A.,  A.  A.  A.,  and  other  governmental 
agencies.  We  have  created  an  army  of  Federal  and  State 
employees  who  are  paid  either  wholly  or  partially  by  Federal 
funds  which  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  has  voted. 
It  Is  our  duty  to  place  as  many  safeguards  around  the  ballot 
box  If  we  want  to  protect  and  defend  our  free  Institutions 
and  if  we  want  our  democratic  Institutions  to  survive.  We 
all  know  from  experience  that  the  employees  on  the  Federal 
pay  roll  and  those  who  are  paid  partially  by  Federal  ftmds 
get  Into  the  hands  of  the  i>artisan  spoilsmen.  The  political 
spoilsman  has  just  one  piu-pose  In  view;  that  is,  to  try  to 
corral  as  many  votes  as  he  possibly  can  to  keep  himself  in 
power.  That  is  the  main  reason  we  are  forced  to  meet  this 
issue  today  and  we  cannot  escape  the  responsibility. 

We  Members  of  Congress  have  appropriated  this  money 
by  the  billions  of  dollars;  therefore,  in  order  to  protect  the 
sanctity  of  the  ballot  box,  the  very  heart  of  democracy,  the 
cornerstone  of  our  free  institutions,  we  have  to  safeguard 
these  Federal  and  State  employees  who  are  partially  paid 
out  of  Federal  funds  f'-om  being  controlled  and  delivered 
by  the  spoilsmen  and  having  their  liberty  of  political  action 
taken  away  from  them  by  being  coerced.  Intimidated,  and 
forced  to  vote  for  one  candidate  as  against  another,  either  In 
the  primaries  or  on  election  day. 

It  seems  to  me  we  are  striking  a  blow  in  the  defense  of  free 
institutions,  the  ballot  box.  and  of  democracy  Itself  by  afford- 
ing protection  in  this  bill  to  those  citizens  on  the  pay  roll  of 
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the  Government,  sasrlng  to  them,  "Prom  now  on  you  will  not 
be  coerced  or  Intimidated  by  anyone,  and  3^u  can  vote  for 
any  candidate  you  care  to  in  the  primaries  or  at  any  election." 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  20  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Smith]. 

THE  HIGHEB  SPOET8MAN8HIP  IN  POUTICS 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  new  Meml)er 
here  and  one  with  an  extraordinarily  high  regard  for  the 
quality  of  performance  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  I 
thought  I  had  a  right  to  expect  that  out  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee  of  the  House,  whether  by  majority  rejport  or 
minority  report,  we  would  get  in  sobd  substance  and  in  form 
dignified  and  sedate  whatever  can  be  said  against  this  Hatch 
biU. 

THI    MINORTTT    REPORT    DISAPPOINTnTO 

To  me  this  minority  report  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  is 
the  most  astonishing  oflBcial  report  I  have  seen  during  my  6 
years  in  State  and  National  ixilitlcs.  It  is  to  me  indeed  the 
most  saddenmg  document  that  I  have  seen  come  from  a 
public  body.  I  do  not  say  that  merely  because  I  regard  it  as 
being  completely  wrong-headed,  for  after  all  we  have  to  allow 
each  other  as  we  allow  ourselves  a  wide  margin  of  error.  But 
from  the  Judiciary  Committee  I  thought  we  had  a  right  to 
expect  that  even  when  we  are  wrong-headed  we  would  have 
a  temperate  rather  than  dogmatic  discussion  of  important 
issues.  This  is  the  most  logically  intemperate  report  I  have 
seen  come  from  a  CMnmittee  of  this  House.  I  wish  I  had 
time  to  discuss  the  document  paragraph  by  paragraph.  It 
ought  to  be  done  for  the  sake  of  the  logical  self-respect  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  Why  the  heat  about  a  simple, 
honest  effort  to  make  elections  honest?  Could  it  be  that 
eight  Democrats — not  a  Republican  signed  the  report — are  so 
unbiased  as  to  have  a  monopoly  upon  constitutional  reason- 
ableness? 

But  in  a  time  so  short  I  want  to  lift  what  I  have  to  say 
about  the  merits  of  this  bill — the  rule  itself  is  foregone — 
from  the  level  of  legalism,  about  which  I  know  little  and  in 
which  I  profess  to  know  less  to  the  level  of  good  sportsman- 
ship. I  want  to  let  the  light  from  western  windows  blow  in 
upon  some  dogmas  that  this  report  likes  to  dignify  as  prin- 
ciples of  government. 

The  only  conclusions  I  draw  from  this  minority  report 
which  undertakes  to  state  the  solid  grounds  against  this  Hatch 
bill  are  two.  One  of  them  is  that  you  can  say  anything  with 
language.  It  is  an  amazing  thing  about  language:  you  can 
say  anything  with  it.  The  other  one  is  that  the  sajing  of  it 
does  not  make  it  so,  not  even  if  the  speaker  arrogates  to  him- 
self an  intimate  knowledge  of  the  laws  of  nature  or  a  monopoly 
upon  wisdom  of  the  divine.  It  still  is  Just  something  said  in 
language:  whether  true  or  false  depending  upon  something 
else,  and  not  upon  the  mere  saying  of  It. 

As  I  read  that  minority  report,  I  was  reminded  of  the 
experience  I  had  some  months  ago  in  the  northern  woods  of 
Wisconsin  when  I  was  spending  the  night  with  an  old  trapper. 
About  9  o'clock  in  the  evening  we  heard  a  noise  out  at  the 
wood  pile  and  he  said,  "You  know,  that  sounds  like  a  bear,"  but 
he  did  not  do  anything  atxjut  it.  In  another  hour  we  heard 
the  same  noise,  somewhat  intensified,  and  he  said,  "You  know, 
I  believe  that  is  a  bear";  but  he  sat  still  for  a  long  time  talking! 
Al»ut  midnight,  that  strange  mystic  hour  when  the  veil  be- 
tween the  frail  present  and  the  eternal  future  grows  thin, 
spooks  sputter,  and  goblins  growl,  we  heard  this  same  noise! 
much  intensified.  The  old  trapper  said,  "I  tell  you,  that  is  a 
bear."    He  got  up  leisurely  and  lighted  his  lantern  and  we 

walked  out  together  to  the  wood  pile,  and  sure  enough it 

was  not  a  bear.  Read  this  Hatch  bill  with  your  eyes  open  to 
present  abuses  of  political  power,  and  see,  for  all  the  noise 
raised  by  the  minority  report,  that  this  Hatch  Act  is  not  a 
bear. 

But  I  wish  now  to  lift  the  discussion  of  the  act  to  a  con- 
structive level.  We  commit  ourselves  today  in  voting  upon 
this  nile,  and  tomorrow  in  voting  upon  the  bill,  as  to  the 


high  matter  of  improving  the  rules  of  the  great  American 
game  of  politics.  We  seek  to  make  effective  in  politics  by 
means  of  this  extension  of  the  Hatch  Act  our  American  sense 
of  sportsmanship  in  the  field  of  political  action. 

Sportsmanship.  That  is  what  has  saved  the  Constitution, 
not  dogmas  about  it.  Sportsmanship.  That  is  what  makes 
the  two-party  system  work  with  us,  though  it  creak  in  Mexico 
and  break  down  in  many  other  countries.  America  lasts 
only  so  long  as  this  spirit  of  sportsmanship  continues  to  grace 
the  American  two-party  system. 

TWO  KiKoe  or  sportsmanship 

But  there  are  two  kinds  of  sportsmanship,  the  lower  and 
the  higher.  The  lower  we  have  always  had  In  large  measure. 
The  higher  we  are  slowly,  very  slowly,  attaining.  It  is  of 
this  higher  sort  of  sportsmanship  that  I  want  partictilarly  to 
speak,  but  only  after  a  word,  if  you  will  heas  with  me,  on 
this  lower  kind  of  sportsmanship. 

THE  LOWER  SPORTSMANSHIP 

The  lower  sportsmanship  is  to  lose  one's  case  with  good 
humor  after  fighting  with  all  one's  might  for  his  cause.  Even 
this  kind  of  sportsmanship  is  unknown  in  many  parts  of  the 
world  today.  The  dictators  take  the  kingdom  of  power  by 
violence  because  they  cannot  stand  to  see  others  win  in  peace. 
The  temptation  to  bully  also  proves  for  a  few  politicians,  even 
in  America,  a  strain  too  great  for  their  democratic  stamina. 
Poor  sports  may  seem  to  submit  to  an  election,  but  behind 
the  scenes  be  buying  votes  or  bullying  their  employees.  That 
is  a  little  higher  than  dictatorship,  I  su[HX>se,  but  it  is  much 
lower  than  democratic  decency. 

It  is  a  form  of  political  sportsmanship,  any  losing  of  one's 
case  without  violence.  The  higher  sportsmanship,  however, 
has  to  do  not  with  losing  but  with  the  manner  of  winning. 
The  American  people  were  spoiled  against  poor  sportsman- 
ship and  sensitized  to  higher  sportsmanship  in  the  very  be- 
ginning of  this  Republic, 

Two  great  men,  who  in  many  countries  then  and  in  most 
countries  now,  would  have  cut  each  other's  throats,  taught 
us  Americans  how  to  remain  democratic  through  thick  and 
thin.  These  men  were  Alexander  Hamilton  and  Thomas  Jef- 
ferson. How  hard  they  fought,  how  bitterly  at  times  they 
hated  each  other.  Each  had  his  day  of  success,  but  neither 
would  ever  have  harmed  a  hair  of  the  other's  head.  Each 
loved  his  country,  and  each  was  man  enough  to  see  his  coun- 
try's need  of  the  other.  Their  common  country,  this  America 
of  ours,  became  great  enough  from  the  beginning  thus  to 
harbor  enemies,  to  stomach  opposition,  and  to  turn  party 
contradiction  to  patriotic  purposes,  provided  the  political 
process  itself  could  be  kept  cleanly  operative. 

Hamilton  and  Jefferson  taught  us  by  example  that  in  the 
American  way  of  life  opposition  itself  is  a  standard  form  of 
cooperation.  It  was  the  greatest  lesson  they  or  anybody  else 
had  to  teach.    It  was  the  greatest  lesson  that  we  had  to  learn. 

THE    HIGHER    SPORTSMANSHIP 

It  Is  this  lesson  taught  by  both  Jefferson  and  Hamilton 
which  is  forgotten  by  those  among  us  whose  conduct  made 
necessary  the  first  Hatch  Act,  and  now  makes  necessary  this 
second  Hatch  Act.  The  opponents  of  this  bUl  forget  that  the 
American  theory  is  that  both  great  political  parties  are  equally 
indispensable.  As  early  America  could  not  afford  to  be  with- 
out either  Hamilton  or  Jefferson,  so  the  country  today  cannot 
afTord  to  be  ^^ithout  either  of  the  traditions  which  these  men 
founded. 

If  equally  mdlspensable.  each  party  must,  of  course,  be 
afforded  equal  opportunity  to  live  and  equal  opportunity  to 
win  elections.  The  Hatch  measure,  first  and  last,  seeks  only 
to  protect  equality  of  opportunity  for  the  party  out  of  power 
by  preventing  the  party  in  power  from  doing  what  no  decent 
party  should  do  but  which  practice  allows,  using  public  money 
for  partisan  effect.  It  is  rotten  sportsmanship  as  it  is  sordid 
citizenship  to  compromise  this  equality  of  opportunity  against 
the  party  out  of  power. 

Everyone  knows,  who  has  reflected  upon  this  matter  for 
even  a  moment  in  patriotic  mood,  that  the  party  in  power 
has  already  some  advantage,  simply  because  it  is  in  power. 


I  know,  for  Instance,  that  I  start  with  an  advantage  over  any 
man  who  runs  against  me  as  Congressman  at  Large.  So  with 
every  man  In  office.  The  party  in  power  has  the  public  eye: 
it  can  catch  the  public  ear;  it  thus  has  free  pubUcity  to  begin 
with.  This  natural  advantage  should  surely  make  incum- 
bents ashamed  to  snatch  also  advantages  artificial  and 
unsportsmanlike. 

It  is  this  kind  of  dishonest  advantage  which  the  Sheppard 
committee  reported  certain  States  to  have  taken  of  the 
W  P.  A.  in  1936.  It  is  this  kind  of  unsportsmanhke  advan- 
tage which  Senator  Hatch  wishes  to  stop.  His  first  bill  out- 
lawed this  advantage  in  strictly  Federal  jobs.  But  there  are 
several  hundred  thousand  jobs  in  the  States,  paid  for  in  whole 
or  in  part  by  Federal  money;  and  it  is  holders  of  these  jobs 
which  the  present  Hatch  bill  proposes  to  sterilize  of  political 
poison.  Poor  sports  never  understand  how  a  party  in  power 
could  voluntarily  surrender  advantages  to  the  opposing  party. 
Politicians,  however,  are  mostly  good  sports,  and  sportsmen 
hate  unfair  advantage  when  they  come  to  see  it  for  what  it  is. 

DEMOCRATS  THE  PROMOTERS  OF  THE  ACT 

So  it  happens  that  Senator  Hatch,  a  Democrat,  proposed 
this  legislation.  So  it  happens  that  Senator  Barkley.  Demo- 
cratic fioor  leader  in  the  Senate,  fought  it  through  that  body. 
So  it  happens  that  the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico.  Repre- 
sentative DEiiPSEY.  my  colleague,  a  Democrat,  furthers  this 
legislation  with  his  legion  of  honor  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. So  it  happens  that  I,  a  Democrat,  am  at  this 
moment  urging  you  to  vote  this  rule  and  then  to  supiport  this 
effort  at  fair  play.  So  it  happens  that  President  Roosevelt 
had  joined  other  Democratic  Party  leaders  in  publicly  recom- 
mending this  display  of  good  sportsmanship.  Contrary  to  the 
Christian  Science  Monitor  editorial  of  July  6.  which  my  good 
colleague  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  I  Mr.  Hope]  inserted  in 
the  Record  yesterday,  responsible  Democratic  leadership  did 
not  have  to  be  "blitzkrieged"  into  decency  by  a  power  magnate 
turned  into  a  powerful  politician  overnight.  Of  course  we 
Democrats  want  to  win  this  election,  but  we  do  not  want  to 
win  it  the  dirty  way.  We  want  to  win  it  in  a  way  that  will 
keep  elections  worth  winning  in  the  future.  That  is  what  I 
mean  by  the  higher  sjwrtsmanship  in  politics — so  to  win,  or 
lose,  as  to  keep  the  game  agoing,  efficiently  and  decently. 

In  a  two-party  system,  for  the  party  in  power  to  use  jobs 
publicly  paid  for  to  prosper  its  partisan  advantage  is  clearly 
outrageous  to  any  generous  conscience;  for  we  have  not  then 
a  two-party  system  at  all,  but  in  perilous  respects  a  totalita- 
rian one.  It  is  like  a  game  of  chess  In  which  you  take  all  the 
titled  pieces  and  leave  to  srour  opponent  only  the  lowly 
pawns.  This  practice  would  ruin  any  game,  and  this  prac- 
tice is  clearly  permcious  in  the  game  of  politics.  The  Hatch 
Act  simply  so  brands  it,  and  proposes  to  outlaw  it  accordingly. 

THOMAS  JEFTEnSON   FATHERED  THE  PRINCIPI^ 

Good  taste  and  a  sense  of  sportsmanship  ought  to  prevent 

any  such  practice.    As  long  ago  as  President  Jefferson,  the 

good  sportsman  In  politics,  there  came  an  order  from  the 

Presidency  saying  that  a  public  official  should  not  under 

him— 

Attempt  to  influence  the  votes  of  others  nor  take  any  part  In  the 
business  of  electioneering,  that  being  deemed  inconsistent  with  the 
spirit  of  the  Conrtltutlon  and  his  duties  to  It. 

Shades  of  mercy  upon  those  who  read  all  of  the  rest  out  of 
the  court  of  reason  and  out  of  the  law  of  nature  and  out  of 
the  favor  of  God  because  we  would  enact  something  so  new 
and  radical  that  it  Is  as  old  and  as  reasonable  as  Jefferson. 
Jefferson  had  the  whole  thing  clear  in  principle  and  put  it  In 
practice  besides. 

That  is  the  whole  case  for  the  Hatch  Act,  stated  and 
ordered  long  ago  by  the  Sage  of  Monticello.  I  admit  it  im- 
fortunate  that  we  must  now  legislate  what  we  should  have 
inherited  from  him  as  good  sportsmanship;  but  bad  taste 
cannot  be  allowed  to  prevail  below  a  certain  level,  not  even 
in  the  name  of  a  cult  of  otiose  constitutionalism.  Those  who 
snitch  on  freedom  must  have  their  freedom  curtailed  so  that 
the  freedom  of  others  may  be  safeguarded.    No  others  are 


touched  by  this  act.  save  to  be  protected  from  such  as  these. 
Tlie  Hatch  proposal  simply  defines  as  pernicious  and  forbids 
as  contrary  to  law  this  thing  which  Jefferson  correctly  de- 
scribed as  "inconsistent  with  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution." 

JAMES    MADISON   ANSWERED  OtJR  CONSTITUTIONAL  COLTISTS 

Those  who.  with  Jefferson,  say  this  should  be  done,  but. 
against  Jefferson,  say  it  should  not  be  done  by  the  Federal 
Government  are  making  public  spectacles  of  themselves  l)e- 
fore  this  Nation  in  1940.  They  cannot  hide  the  shame  t)ehind 
the  cloaks  of  the  fathers.  Such  a  cult  of  complacency  was 
accursed  by  Jefferson  and  is  still  accursed,  "inconsistent  with 
the  spirit  of  the  Constitution!"  It  is  the  very  States  that 
have  most  outraged  good  taste  and  honest  citizenship  that 
would  now  shout  "State  rights"  and  continue  to  perpetrate 
the  deepest  wrong  against  the  democratic  state  Itself.  The 
Federal  Government  exists,  among  other  reasons,  for  this 
very  reason,  to  prevent  State  rights  from  becoming  national 
wrongs.  Iliis  is  a  question  settled  long  ago  so  far  as  Federal 
power  to  corrupt  goes.  We  propose  to  settle  it  now  so  far  as 
the  power  to  correct  goes.  Those  who  howl  about  the  cor- 
rupting infiuence  of  Federal  money  ought  to  be  shouting  for 
the  Federal  power  to  correct  the  corruption.  The  extension 
of  Federal  power  is  already  an  accomplished  and  an  abiding 
fact.  What  we  now  need  is  as  much  Federal  power  to  correct 
as  history  has  furnished  to  corrupt. 

What  needs  to  be  done  should  be  done  by  whatever  agency 
can  do  it  most  effectively.  That  is  the  deepest  principle  of 
any  constitutionalism  that  is  dynamic  enough  to  live  in  the 
world  today.  That  is  the  division  of  labor  indeed  that  has 
always  prevailed  between  the  States  and  the  Nation — consti- 
tutional cultists  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding — and  it  is 
the  principle  that  was  intended  to  regulate  the  leeway  left  by 
our  fathers  under  the  not  too  definite  separation  of  powers. 
The  fathers  separated  the  powers  but  left  to  the  prowess  of 
their  sons  the  working  of  that  separation  so  as  to  get  gov- 
ernment and  not  stagnation. 

The  leeway  left  by  the  fathers  was  intended  by  them  to 
afford  fiexibility  between  the  States  and  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. When  we  extend  the  Federal  power  to  where  It  can 
corrupt  the  machinery  of  election — and  that  is  a  historic  fact 
now  to  be  accepted — and  then  refuse  to  extend  the  power  to 
correct  the  corruption,  we  are  talking  not  constitutional  law 
but  constitutional  anarchy.  All  this  was  most  clear  to  that 
cautious  constitutional  father,  James  Madison: 

If  the  people  should  In  the  future  become  more  partial  to  the 
Federal  than  to  the  State  governments,  the  change  can  only  result 
from  such  manifest  and  Irresistible  proofs  of  better  administration, 
as  win  overcome  all  their  antecedent  propensities,  and  In  that  case 
the  people  ought  not  svirely  to  be  precluded  from  giving  most  of 
their  confidence,  where  they  may  discover  It  most  due. 

That.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  the  story  against  the  Jeremiahs  of 
States'  rights  cultism.  That  is  the  story  of  every  advance  in 
national  power  from  the  settlement  of  slavery  to  the  founding 
of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation.  Starting  with  jealous 
States  who  broke  up  the  Confederation  and  almost  ruined 
prospect  for  any  America  at  all,  we  have  moved  cautiously 
but  surely  for  the  establishment  of  a  national  power  adequate 
to  deal  with  whatever  ought  to  be  done  but  is  not  being  done; 
and  we  have  moved  along  the  groove  marked  by  Madison's 
powerful  words — "manifest  and  irresistible  proofs  of  better 
administration."  Those  who  think  that  politics  ought  to  be 
jungle  behavior  may  be  entitled  to  some  respect  for  their 
frankness.  But  those  who  say  that  pobtics  ought  to  be  puri- 
fied but  insist  that  nobody  shall  do  the  purging  save  the  poor 
sports  themselves  or  those  under  their  thumbs — such  apolo- 
gists for  moral  mediocrity  and  administrative  ineffectiveness 
may  be  left  to  the  pomposity  of  their  own  pusiUanimous 
preachments. 

Do  you  remember  the  resolution  of  the  city  fathers  of 
Podunkville:  (1)  that  they  would  build  a  new  courthouse, 
(2)  that  they  would  build  it  of  material  from  the  old,  but  (3) 
that  they  would  not  tear  down  the  old  until  the  new  was  ready 
to  use?  The  minority  report  figures  out  something  very  much 
like  that,  to  the  effect  that  the  demand  for  Federal  correction 
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of  Federal  corruption  shows  that  the  correction  is  about  to 
take  place  without  our  doing  anything  about  it  federally  at 
all  Away  with  such  mystic  rationalization  of  civic  com- 
placency. 

THZ    ACT    LAXCELT    SZIX-ENrOBCINO 

The  Hatch  Act  is  dead  right.  That  is  its  great  advantage. 
But  it  has  another  advantage:  It  will  require  little  Federal 
power  for  moderately  successful  enforcement.  It  Is  one  of 
those  fortunate  things  which,  bom  of  good  sportsmanship, 
will  enlist  sportsmanship  to  make  it  effective.  In  the  en- 
forcement of  any  law  one  good  sport  is  worth  a  hundred 
policemen.  With  the  partisan  use  of  public  money  branded 
"pernicious,"  the  party  out  of  power  will  so  publicize  pro- 
spective perniciousness  as  to  minimize  its  actual  perpetration. 
I  have  seen  the  principle  already  working  in  this  way  in  our 
Illinois  primary  of  this  very  year.  It  is  a  case  of  virtue  pay- 
ing its  own  way  when  such  a  law  becomes  largely  self- 
enforcing.        J  ■ 

THE    ACT   IS    A    SCHOOLMASTER    TO   BRING    ITS    TO   CIVIL    SERVICE 

There  Is.  moreover,  poetic  justice  as  well  as  good  sense, 
in  leaving  to  the  United  States  Civil  Service  Ccwnmission, 
as  this  bill  does,  the  question  as  to  who  has  been  guilty  of 
the  practices  defined  as  pernicious — of  course,  the  courts 
have  the  last  say  here,  as  elsewhere — it  is  poetic  justice 
because  the  law  itself  points  to  a  day,  I  hope  not  distant, 
when  the  higher  sportsmanship  will  require  us  to  forego  the 
advantage  of  patronage  altogether  in  partisan  struggles  for 
pohtical  place.  That  means  the  coming  of  real  civil  serv- 
ice; that  means  eflBciency  at  last  and  such  economy  as  is 
compatible  with  new  and  heavy  governmental  responsi- 
bilities. Meantime,  the  justice  is  not  merely  poetic  in  its 
promise  but  substantial  in  its  effect.  The  Civil  Service 
Commission  has  long  experience  in  determining  just  this 
thing:  for  it  is  our  standard  Federal  agency  to  save  the 
most  skilled  Federal  workers  from  political  domination  and 
to  prevent  them  in  turn  from  officially  influencing  political 
outcomes. 

\  The  Hatch  bill  only  requires  federally  paid  employees  in 

^  the  States  still  out  from  under  civil  service  to  observe  the  rules 
in  force  when  they  presently  come  imder  the  merit  system 
In  the  several  States.  Let  us  regard  it,  then,  on  the  remedial 
^side.  £is  primarily  the  schoolmaster  to  bring  aU  public  em- 
ployment. Federal  and  State,  to  the  merit  basis.  The  Hatch 
bill  can  largely  stop  corruption;  civil  service  alone  can 
finrnish  correction.  The  two  should  advance  together,  the 
House  now  passing  this  Senate  bill  and  the  Senate  now  pass- 
ing the  Ramspeck  civil-service  bill  sent  over  from  this  House. 

When  we  add  thus  to  the  lower  sportsmanship  of  losing 
with  good  grace  this  higher  sportsmanship  of  winning  only 
with  good  grace,  we  shall  have  advanced  the  prospects  of 
American  democracy  in  dajrs  dark  for  democracy  everywhere 
else.  Let  us  back  up  our  deepest  patriotism,  not  our  shal- 
lowest partisanship,  in  the  effort  offered  by  this  rule  to  win 
through  to  the  higher  level  of  politics:  the  sportsmanship 
of  losing  graciously  and  of  winning  justly. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
has  expired. 

-    Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
(S.  3046)  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and  employees  in  the 
several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  provisions 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  political 
activities."  approved  August  2,  1939. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  S.  3046,  with  Mr.  McCormack  in  the 
chair. 


The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bfll. 

By  unanimous  consent  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  was 
dispensed  with. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  2  hours 
to  be  controlled  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  2 
hours  by  the  ranking  minority  member.  The  chairman  of 
the  committee  is  opposed  to  the  bill,  and  I  assume  that 
somebody  who  is  in  favor  of  the  bill  will  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  making  an  explanation  of  it. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Yes. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  usual  custom  under  the  rule  is  for 
2  hours  on  a  side,  and  that  means  the  Republican  side  and 
the  Democratic  side,  and  the  gentleman  in  charge  of  the  2 
hours  is  presumed  to  take  care  of  those  people  on  his  side 
who  want  to  speak  for  or  against  the  bill. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  We  have  not  anybody  over  here 
who  wants  to  speak  for  this  thing. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  If  nobody  wants  to  speak  I 
yield  25  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama    [Mr. 

HOBBSl. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  Mexico. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  To  say  to  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  that  I  for  one  propose 
to  speak  for  the  bill  on  this  side,  and  I  think  there  are  many 
others.  I  would  like  to  hear  some  of  these  who  are  opposed 
to  the  bill  if  there  are  any  such  people. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  25  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  HobbsI. 

Mr.  HOBES.  Mr.  Chairman,  full  well  do  I  know  that  the 
voice  of  anyone  speaking  reason  on  this  issue  is  like  the 
voice  of  one  crying  in  the  wilderness.  He  will  not  be  heard. 
Tills  is  now  a  moot  question.  Therefore,  I  hate  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  in  debating  a  question  that  is  already 
settled.  It  is  like  the  old  story  of  the  caucus  of  the  animals. 
They  got  together  to  decide  the  future  of  the  animal  world. 
How  to  vote  was  the  first  question.  Very  few  of  them  could 
understand  the  others,  so  they  ruled  out  the  viva  voce 
method.  After  much  argument  it  was  agreed  that  voting 
should  be  done  by  lifting  their  tails.  Of  course,  this  dis- 
franchised the  goats  because  their  tails  were  already  lifted. 
[Laughter.] 

So  it  is  in  this  matter.  [Laughter  and  applause.  1  So 
many  people  have  already  voted  that  there  Is  not  any  use  in 
talking  to  the  Republican  side.  Naturally  they  wish  to  do 
what  they  can  to  embarrass  the  Democrats,  and  they  think 
this  is  the  way  to  do  it.  The  distinguished  professor  from 
Chicago  has  just  demonstrated  the  fact  that  he  is  one  of  the 
greatest  speakers  in  America,  one  of  the  greatest  psycholo- 
gists in  all  the  worid,  a  lecturer  worthy  of  the  utmost  atten- 
tion upon  the  subject  of  clarity  in  the  use  of  the  English 
language.  (Laughter  and  applause.]  When  he  tells  us  that 
the  minority  views  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  members  who 
espouse  it  are  mere  words,  I  grant  that  he  is  right,  for  words 
are  the  vehicles  of  civilized  men  in  waging  their  warfare. 

But  I  say  to  the  distinguished  gentleman  in  all  kindliness — 
and  we  all  love  him  and  esteem  him  highly  in  his  realm— that 
his  confession,  with  which  he  began  the  speech  to  which  I 
have  listened  twice,  once  over  the  radio  and  again  here  today 
[laughter),  that  he  did  not  know  anything  about  legal  phases 
of  this  subject  does  him  credit.  I  have  entirely  too  much 
confidence  in  his  Integrity  and  truthfulness  to  contradict. 
[Laughter.] 

How  he  can  so  misjudge  the  Hatch  bUl  was  a  mystery  to 
me  when  I  heard  him  over  the  radio.  To  talk  about  good 
sportsmanship  In  connection  with  this  bill  is  the  height  and 
length  and  breadth  of  absurdity. 

The  first  reason  that  I  am  against  this  infamous  thing  is 
that  it  is  just  exacUy  the  reverse  of  what  his  word  picture 
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painted.  I  am  against  this  Infamous  Hatch  bill  because,  as 
I  said  to  a  Pulitzer  prize  winner  out  in  the  lobby  one  day 
when  he  jumjjed  on  me  In  the  presence  of  several  other 
friends  of  the  press  and  asked  me.  "Is  this  Hatch  bill  that 
has  been  in  your  committee  so  long  an  egg  or  a  doorknob? 
In  other  words.  Is  It  going  to  hatch?"  I  replied,  "Well,  it 
surely  cannot  be  a  doorlcnob,  for  doorknobs  don't  stink." 
[Laughter.] 

Understand  me  clearly.  I  do  not  say  that  the  intent  of 
the  distinguished  author,  nor  of  any  proponent  of  this  bill  is 
to  accomplish  this  purpose.  I  am  not  a  prophet  nor  the  son 
of  a  prophet,  and  Solomon's  dog  has  never  nipped  my  leg, 
much  less  bitten  me  hard.  I  claim  to  be  nothing  but  what 
I  am.  a  country  boy  from  Alabama  who  has  great  difficulty 
in  finding  his  way  around  in  this  big  city.  I  Laughter.]  But  I 
am  going  to  tell  you  the  low-down  truth  about  this  thing. 
This  is  what  this  bill  means  and  what  it  will  do:  It  will  turn 
over  to  the  ring  politicians  in  America,  not  only  control  of 
elections,  not  only  control  of  who  shall  vote,  but  also  of  how 
they  shall  vote. 

Now.  let  us  look  at  this  thing  for  just  a  minute.  You 
imderstand,  I  am  not  talking  about  words  now.  I  am  not 
saying  a  word  about  the  Constitution.  I  am  not  saying  a 
word  that  is  in  our  minority  report,  although  that  is  as  true 
as  gospel.  What  the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  Brother 
Smith,  said  is  true  as  gospel  if  there  were  any  predicate  or 
foundation  for  what  he  said  in  the  bill  being  debated;  but 
there  is  not.  All  of  us  believe  in  good  sportsmanship  and  a 
man  would  be  a  cowardly  crook  who  did  not.  I.  for  one, 
appreciate  deeply  the  transcendent  intellectuality  of  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Illinois  iMr.  Smith  1,  but  I  do 
not  appreciate  his  insinuation  and  innuendo  that  those  of 
us  Who  oppose  this  bill  are  cowardly  crooks. 

This  bill  will  turn  over  to  the  machine  politicians  in  this 
Nation,  particularly  in  the  cities,  the  right  to  dominate  all 
elections  and  to  say  how  every  mother's  son  of  those  whom 
they  can  bluff  by  threat  of  arrest  and  conviction  of  pernicious 
political  activity  shall  act  and  vote. 

Now,  let  us  get  down  to  brass  tacks. 

Mr.   ZIMMERMAN.     Mr.  Chairman,  will   the   gentleman 

jrield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    I  am  glad  to  yield,  briefly. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  A  gentleman  from  a  large  midwestern 
city  recently  told  me  that,  if  the  Hatch  biU  passed,  that 
city  could  absolutely  control  and  dominate  the  politics  of 
that  State,  and  that  the  rural  sections  of  that.  State  would 
have  nothing  to  say  about  it. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    I  thank  the  gentleman  for  that  contribution. 

Now.  let  us  get  down  to  brass  tacks.  I  want  you  to  get 
this.  If  you  forget  everything  else  that  I  say,  please  re- 
member this.  Who  is  giUlty  of  pernicious  political  activity  in 
our  family  quarrels — our  primaries?  Those  who  vote  for  me 
or  those  who  vote  against  me?  Now,  who  is  going  to  be 
prosecuted  as  being  guilty  of  pernicious  political  practice?  I 
will  tell  you  this,  there  is  nobody  who  ever  got  out  and  tore 
his  shirt  for  me  who  was  in  my  opinion  guilty  of  a  political 
pernicious  practice. 

No.  sir.  It  is  that  blankety-blankety-blank  who  opposed  me 
who  is  going  to  jail  If  I  have  the  say-so.  The  ones  who  are 
going  to  jail  are  our  opponents  in  the  primary.  We  will  not 
bother  about  the  Republicans,  for  they  do  not  amount  to  as 
much  as  a  wart  on  a  dog's  tail.    [Laughter  and  applause.] 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  yield.  I  am  always  delighted  to  yield  to  my 
distinguished  colleague  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Yes;  and  I  asked  the  gentleman  to  yield 
in  order  that  the  thing  he  attempted  to  do  will  be  doubly 
done  and  that  the  enUre  House  as  well  as  the  country  will 
have  their  attention  called  to  the  statement  which  he  has 
just  made  as  to  the  way  they  do  things  in  a  State  where  they 
have  one  party.  I  just  want  to  join  with  the  man  in  empha- 
sizing to  the  country  what  we  In  the  States  where  there  are 
two  parties  have  to  contend  with  here  in  Congress. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  appreciate  the  gentleman's  calling  atten- 
tioD  to  that.    I  beheve  sincerely  that  since  the  last  Repub- 
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lican  administration  In  Alabama  which  disgraced  the  State 
and  your  proud  party — and  I  say  that  advisedly  and  would 
be  glad  to  debate  that  issue  with  the  gentleman  or  any  other 
man  anj-where — from  that  day  to  this  I  am  saying  to  you 
that  the  purest  politics  in  all  the  United  States  of  America 
are  In  Alabama,  and  that  the  only  corruption  and  crooked- 
ness we  have  ever  known  has  come  from  the  Republican 
Party.  And  as  long  as  we  Democrats  handle  the  affairs  of 
that  great  State  pobtically  they  will  be  clean. 

I  have  no  desire  to  cast  any  aspersion  upon  the  many  dis- 
tinguished members  of  the  Republican  Party.  Your  national 
committeeman,  Lonnie  Noojin,  Is  one  of  the  finest  men  living, 
and  I  have  the  highest  respect  for  him.  There  are  other 
Alabama  Republicans  just  as  fine.  But  what  I  mean  to  say 
is  that  in  Alabama  we  do  not  have  to  worry  about  November. 
We  settle  our  little  family  rows  In  May.  and  then  we  are 
through.  What  I  am  saying  is  that  the  ones  who  are  apt 
to  be  arrested  in  Alabama,  and  in  Illinois,  and  In  every  other 
State,  for  alleged  violations  of  this  law  are  those  who  do  not 
vote  according  to  the  wishes  of  the  bosses.  Those  who  dare 
thwart  the  will  of  the  bosses  will  be  the  ones  you  will  visit, 
in  jails  under  this  Hatch  bill. 

I  repeat,  therefore,  that  this  bill  turns  over  to  the  corrupt 
rings  and  political  bosses  the  politics  of  America. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.     Certainly,  sir.  I  am  delighted  to  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  Merely  for  information  will  the 
gentleman  be  so  kind  as  to  tell  me  what  proportion  of  his 
fellow  citizens  vote? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Just  a  minute.  I  want  to  answer  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  I  ask  that  as  a  matter  of  informa- 
tion. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Whether  the  gentleman  knows  or  not  I  am 
delighted  to  tell  him  that  I  join  him  in  his  ignorance,  because 
I  do  not  know.  If  the  gentleman  knows  he  has  the  advantage 
of  me.  But  I  will  say  that  my  firm  conviction  and  belief  is 
that  in  the  only  elections  which  we  have  in  which  there  is  any 
real  contest,  in  our  Demccratic  primaries,  at  least  as  large  a 
percentage  of  voters  vote  as  do  in  the  gentleman's  State  of 
Illinois. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    I  am  delighted  to  yield  now. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  last  two  United  States  Senators  that 
were  bought  by  the  utilities  and  sent  down  here  were  one 
from  Ilimols,  bought  by  the  Insull  crowd  and  sent  down 
here,  and  another  from  Michigan  by  the  name  of  Newberry; 
and  the  Republican  Senate  threw  them  both  out  because 
they  were  sent  here  corruptly. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  With  the  highest  respect  for  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  and  the  most  cordisd  regard,  I  must  de- 
cline to  yield  further,  and  finish  my  statement. 

The  thought  I  want  to  get  over  to  you  is  that  those  who  are 
going  to  jail  are  those  who  vote  wrong  in  the  opinion  of  the 
bosses.  You  leave  absolutely  in  the  hands  of  those  who  are 
now  in  authority  the  right  to  prosecute  whomsoever  they  see 
fit.  And  you  know,  as  ordinary,  common-sense  human 
beings — and  you  do  not  leave  your  brains  outside  when  you 
come  Into  this  Hall— you  know  that  I  am  speaking  the  truth. 
The  ones  who  are  going  to  get  it  in  the  neck  as  a  result  of 
this  law,  like  the  turkey  at  Thanksgiving,  are  those  who  vote 
wrong  In  the  opinion  of  the  bosses.  That  is  exactly  what  this 
will  do,  whether  so  intended  or  not. 

Not  only  is  that  true,  but  this  bill  places  in  the  hands  of 
every  unscrupulous  official  the  weapon  he  may  use  to  destroy 
his  opponent  in  any  campaign.  All  he  will  have  to  do  is  to 
have  an  affidavit  for  the  arrest  of  the  candidate  opposing 
him  made  just  before  the  election,  on  the  charge  of  violat- 
ing the  Hatch  Act,  then  circulate  the  report  that  his  op- 
ponent Is  In  Jail  charged  with  pernicious  political  practice. 
The  official  Is  in  power.  He  not  only  can  have  such  an 
arrest  made,  but  he  can  probably  keep  his  opponent  In  jail 
until  the  election  is  over.    Nor  would  it  be  possible  to  prove 
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malicious  prosecution  or  false  imprisonment  against  the 
incumbent,  who  has  now  been  reelected,  because  no  one 
knows  what  is  pernicious  political  practice  under  the  Hatch 
Act  nor  who  comes  under  it. 

Every  practice  condemned  clearly  by  this  bill  is  already 
condemned  by  other  law.  Vagueness  is  the  only  real  con- 
tribution to  the  body  of  our  law  by  this  bill.  Our  relief 
appropriation  bills  carry  the  same  provisions  as  the  Hatch 
bill  does  for  the  protection  of  W.  P.  A.  workers  and  persons 
on  relief. 

The  Corrupt  Practices  Acts  and  the  regular  criminal  codes 
cover  every  offense  involved  in  this  bill,  save  one.  But  this  is 
new.  When  you  have  a  W.  P.  A.  project  painting  the  walls 
and  ceiling  of  the  courthouse  in  Red  Level.  Mo.,  or  Prog  Level, 
Ala.,  the  janitor  is  paid  by  the  county.  So  is  every  other 
county  employee.  You  understand,  they  need  never  have 
heard  of  Washington.  They  need  not  know  that  the  Federal 
Government  exists.  They  are  paid  by  the  county  exclusively. 
If  any  person  so  employed  in  any  administrative  position 
spreads  papers  on  the  floor  to  keep  the  paint  from  the  walls 
and  ceiling  from  spattering  on  the  floor,  he  comes  under  the 
Hatch  bill.  You  will  not  gain  that  news  from  the  newspapers. 
1  have  read  them  all.  They  all  appear  to  believe  that  this 
bill  applies  only  to  persons  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  with 
Federal  money.    That  is  not  true. 

If  such  a  county  employee,  in  the  scope  of  his  empl03anent. 
In  connection  with  any  activity  financed  in  whole  or  in  part 
by  loans  or  grants  made  by  the  United  States  or  any  depart- 
ment or  agency  thereof,  uses  his  official  authority  for  the 
purpose  of  affecting  the  election  or  the  nomination  of  any 
candidate  for  Federal  ofSce,  he  has  violated  this  bill. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  am  delighted  to  yield  to  the  distinguished 
minority  member  of  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  The  gentleman  has  in  mind  the  original 
wording  of  the  bill,  but  not  the  bill  that  is  before  us  today. 
The  prohibition  applies  only  to  employees  of  any  State  or 
Federal  agency  whose  principal  occupation  is  In  connection 
With  a  Federal  project.  That  would  not  include  the  poor 
carpenter,  janitor,  or  whoever  it  was  the  gentleman  was 
talking  about. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  remember  that  after  I  made  similar  re- 
marks in  our  committee  the  wording  of  section  12  (a)  was 
changed,  but  the  inten^retation  of  the  words  "principal  em- 
ployment" as  used  in  section  12  (a)  will  be  made  by  the 
political  boss.  But  the  case  I  cited  would  come  under  section 
2.  not  under  section  12  (a).  You  amended  one  section  but 
not  the  other. 

Here  is  the  new  thought  in  this  bill.  Not  only  does  this 
bill  take  away  a  man's  job  for  pernicious  political  activity 
but  It  blacklists  him  so  that  he  cannot  be  employed  anywhere 
for  18  months  thereafter.  He  could  not  even  be  a  watchman 
on  a  tower  in  a  forest,  a  hundred  miles  from  the  nearest 
polling  place;  although  he  might  be  in  another  State,  and 
would  be,  of  course,  wholly  removed  from  circulation. 

That  may  be  freedom  of  speech,  that  may  be  freedom  of 
action,  that  may  be  guaranteeing  the  American  citizen  all 
the  rights  that  the  Bill  of  Rights  was  written  to  give  him, 
but  I  do  not  think  so;  and  neither  do  you.  in  the  cloakroom. 
But  they  believe  in  hunting  him.  so  they  take  their  pack 
of  dogs  and  put  them  on  this  poor  devil  going  from  State  to 

State,  wherever  he  finds  a  job.  and  root  him  out  of  it.  The 
great  Government  of  the  United  States  is  asked  to  lend  its 
support  to  that  merry  chase. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Smith]  told  you  only 
that  it  was  not  a  bear.  He  did  not  tell  you  what  it  was.  and 
I  have  too  much  respect  for  the  rules  of  this  House  and  for 
the  ladies  present  to  tell  you  what  it  is. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  want  to  say  just  a  word  about  one  or  two 
Other  matters.  I  understand  that  a  poll-tax  amendment  is 
going  to  be  offered  to  tliis  bill  by  our  friend  the  gentleman 
from  California  I  Mr.  GeyerI.  I  hope  you  will  not  vote  for 
that  amendment  if  it  is  offered.  It  is  not  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  authors  of  this  bill,  it  is  not  in  the  bill  as  now 
written,  so  neither  side,  those  who  propose  and  those  who 


oppose  this  bill,  are  for  It.  I  am  asking  you  now  in  advance, 
before  it  is  offered,  do  not  do  that.  I  do  not  believe  you  will. 
I  know  you  are  going  to  do  whatever  the  gentleman  from  New 
Mexico  I  Mr.  Dempsey  ]  asks  and  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  New 
Mexico  (Mr.  Dempsey]  not  to  support  that  amendment.  I 
wish  I  had  time  to  go  into  that  matter  fully.  I  have  not.  I 
am  just  making  this  appeal  to  you.  for  God's  sake  do  not  lose 
yoiu-  poise,  do  not  let  the  poison  and  animus  behind  such  an 
amendment  run  away  with  you;  do  not  kill  democracy  in 
America  and  the  last  vestige  of  States'  rights  by  seeking  to 
punish  those  with  whom  you  disagree  as  to  how  they  run 
their  internal  affairs. 

Tliere  is  one  other  thing  I  want  to  say.  and  that  is  alxiut 
the  amendment  which  would  guarantee  to  those  who  are 
charged  with  crime  under  this  bill  a  jury  trial.  I  asked  my 
good  friend  the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Dempsey] 
if  he  was  going  to  strike  that  amendment  out  and  he  said  he 
could  not  support  it;  he  was  going  to  try.  Trying  by  him  un- 
der these  circumstances  is  equivalent  to  doing,  so  it  will  be 
stricken  out  if  he  says  so.  unless  many  of  "you  vote  differently 
upon  that  issue  from  the  way  you  will  on  the  bill  itself.  Our 
forefathers  wnmg  from  the  unwilling  hand  of  Eling  John  &% 
Runnymede  a  guaranty  of  trial  by  jury. 

At  that  time  the  court  of  star  chamber  was  the  order  of 
the  day.  and  an  Englishman,  no  matter  how  long  his  fore- 
bears had  lived  in  merry  England,  could  be  snatched  up  in 
any  part  of  the  realm,  dragged  to  London,  where  the  court 
of  star  chamber  sat,  and  there  before  three  judges,  without 
any  right  to  get  witnesses,  without  any  right  of  jury  trial,  or 
any  other  right,  would  be  adjudged  guilty  and  sentenced, 
sometimes  to  be  hanged,  drawn,  and  quartered  If  the  judges 
saw  fit.  Our  forefathers  rebelled  against  that  kind  of  pro- 
cediu-e.  and  they  got  in  the  Magna  Carta  a  guaranty  which 
Englishmen  have  prized  from  that  day  to  this.  I  will  include 
in  the  Record,  by  imanimous  consent,  a  few  excerpts  from 
the  praise  of  jury  trial  by  some  of  the  leading  legal  minds  of 
the  world,  from  men  who  have  lived  and  died  with  it,  and 
whose  experience  has  taught  them  to  revere  it. 

John  P.  Dillon  (1831-1914),  New  York: 

TUAL  BT  JUBT 
It  (the  trial  by  jury)  Is  a  ciierlshed  right.  It  Is  protected  from 
legislative  overthrow  by  the  National  and  by  all  oiir  State  Constitu- 
tions. It  Is  a  historical  and  essential  part  of  the  free  Instltuttoris 
of  England.  It  equally  belong.s  to  our  own  free  Institution.^.  It 
springs  out  of  them  and  tends  to  support  and  perpetuate  them. 
It  Is  my  nrm  conviction  that  the  love  of  liberty,  of  liberty  regulated 
by  law.  and  a  general  and  habitual  reverence  for  and  ot>edlence 
to  the  Ccr^stltutlon  and  the  laws,  are  the  only  ties  which  can  surely 
hold  together  our  vast  Republic.  These  are  the  sources  cf  our  great- 
ness and  the  foundation  of  our  hopes.  Let  us  never  forget  the  truth 
so  nobly  expressed  by  Burke:  "Justice  Is  Itself  the  great  sundlng 
policy  of  civil  society:  and  any  eminent  departure  from  It.  under 
any  circumstances,  lies  under  the  suspicion  of  being  no  policy  at 
all." 

Hon.  Joseph  Neilson,  chief  justice  of  the  city  court  of 
Brooklyn,  from  address  at  Saratoga,  August  1,  1875: 

THE  GROWTH  OF  PRINCIPLES 

At  the  seashore  you  pick  up  a  pebble,  fashioned  after  a  law  of 
nature,  in  the  exact  form  that  best  resists  pressure,  and  worn  as 
smooth  as  glass.  It  Is  so  perfect  that  you  take  It  as  a  keepsake. 
But  could  you  know  its  history  from  the  time  when  a  rough  frag- 
ment of  rock  fell  from  the  overhanging  cliff  Into  the  sea.  to  be  taken 
possession  of  by  the  undercurrents,  and  dragged  from  one  ocean 
to  another,  perhaps  around  the  world,  for  a  hundred  years,  until  in 
reduced  and  perfect  form  It  was  cast  upon  the  beach  as  you  find  it, 
you  would  have  a  fit  Illustration  of  what  many  principles,  now  In 
familiar  use.  have  endured,  thus  tried,  tortured,  and  fashioned 
during  the  ages.  We  stand  by  the  river  and  admire  the  great  Ixxly 
of  water  flowing  so  sweetly^on;  could  you  trace  it  back  to  its  source, 
you  might  find  a  mere  rtvulet,  but  meandering  on.  Joined  by  other 
streams  and  by  secret  springs,  and  fed  by  the  rains  and  dews  of 
heaven,  it  gathers  volume  and  force,  makes  its  way  through  the 
gorges  of  the  mountains,  plows,  widens,  and  deepens  Its  channel 
through  the  provinces,  and  attains  Its  present  majesty.  Thus  It  is 
that  our  truest  systems  of  science  had  small  beginnings,  gradual 
and  countless  contributions,  and  Anally  took  their  place  In  use.  as 
each  of  you.  from  helpless  childhood  and  feeble  boyhood,  have 
grown  to  your  present  strength  and  ouiturlty.  No  such  system 
cculd  be  txjrn  in  a  day.     •     •     • 

It  took  a  long  time  to  learn  the  true  nature  and  ofBce  of  gov- 
ernments; to  discover  and  secure  the  principles  commonly  indicated 
by   such   terms   as    "Magna   Carta."    the   "BUI    of   Rlghu."    "Habeas 
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corpus."  and  the  "right  of  trial  by  Jury":  to  found  the  family  ties 
S^h  member  of  It.  so  that  the  music  of  the  domestic  hearth 
mlgm  fl^  on  without  discord:  the  household  gods  so  securely 
Dliuited  that  "Though  the  wind  and  the  rain  might  enter,  the 
kUiE  could  not";  to  educate  noise  into  music  and  music  ln..o 
melody;  to  Infuse  Intc  the  social  code  and  into  the  law  a  spirit  of 
Chrinian  charity,  something  of  the  benign  temper  of  the  New  Tes- 
tament, so  that  no  man  could  be  persecuted  for  conscience  sake,  so 
that  there  should  be  an  end  of  human  sacrifice  for  mere  faith  or 
opinion;  the  smouldering  fires  at  the  foot  o'  ^^^^  ^^^^^  P^VJIh; 
now  thank  God  as  efTectually  as  If  all  the  waters  that  this  night 
flood  the  rivers  had  been  poured  In  upon  them.  ^V, ^]^  *  ;°°| 
time  to  learn  that  war  was  a  foolish  and  cruel  method  of  settling 
international  differences  as  compared  with  arbitration:  to  learn  that 
Diracy  was  less  profitable  than  a  liberal  commerce;  that  unpaid  labor 
was  not  as  good  as  well  requited  toll:  that  a  splenetic  old  woman 
falling  Into  trances  and  shrieking  prophecies,  was  a  fit  subject  for 
the  asylum  rather  to  be  burned  as  a  witch.  It  took  a  long  time 
after  the  art  of  printing  had  been  perfected  before  we  learned  the 
priceless    value,   the   sovereign   dignity    and    usefulness    of    a    free 

^^mit  these  lessons  have  been  taught  and  learned,  taught  for  the 
most  part  by  the  prophets  of  our  race,  men  living  In  advance  of 
their  age  and  understood  only  by  the  succeeding  generations.  But 
you  have  the  Inheritance. 

I  beg  of  you  not  to  crucify  justice  and  its  administration  in 
America  by  denying  to  the  humblest  citizen,  even  if  he  does 
vote  wrong  according  to  the  opinion  of  the  boss,  the  right  of 
trial  by  jury.  Our  forefathers  thought  that  right  worth  dying 
for  Shall  we  hold  it  not  worth  voting  for?  They  put  it  in  the 
ConsUtution  of  Uie  United  States.  Of  course,  that  does  not 
matter.  As  I  understood  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  I  Mr  Smral.  those  are  just  words.  I  am  saying  that 
they  are  more  than  words;  they  are  living  fire;  and  you  men 
and  you  ladles  cannot  sit  here  comfortably  In  your  seats  and 
deny  to  Americana  charged  with  a  violation  of  the  law  under 
this  act  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  without  being  burned  in 
your  hearts  by  that  fire. 

Your  conEClcnce  will  not  let  you  say.  "I  did  the  right  thing, 
I  am  going  to  leave  you  to  the  mercy  of  the  boss  and  the 
machine."  He  will  not  know  It,  but  you  will.  You  ouRht  not 
to  vote  that  way.  Every  mother's  son  In  America  is  entitled 
to  that  much  consideration,  at  least,  to  have  his  cause  heard 
and  decided  by  a  jury  of  •'12  good  men  and  true."     [Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l  ,    .  ,^  ,a     .  „»»- 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes 
to  the  genUeman  from  Iowa  I  Mr.  GwynneI. 

Mr  GWYNNE  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss 
the  merits  or  demerits  of  this  bill  except  to  say  that  I  am  In 
favor  of  It.  I  should  like  to  point  out  rather  briefly  just 
what  the  bill  does,  giving  you  my  opinion,  at  least,  as  to  what 
the  biU  means.  I  do  this  with  no  thought  of  influencing  the 
vote  of  any  Member  here,  but  I  believe  if  each  Member  wUl 
examine  each  section  of  this  bill  he  will  find  they  are  not 
open  to  the  objections  that  you  have  often  heard  made 
'  In  the  original  Hatch  Act,  you  remember,  we  Prohibited 
in  one  of  the  sections  any  administrative  officer  of  the  Federal 
Government  from  using  his  official  authority  to  interfere  wath 
the  election  of  a  Federal  official.  In  section  2  of  this  blU  we 
simply  extend  that  prohibition  to  any  administrative  officer 
of  a  State  or  subdivision  or  agency  of  a  State  who  ^con- 
nected with  an  activity  that  receives  money  from  the  Federal 

Government.  .     ,^  .    _.    ;_„,., 

What  is  meant  by  misuse  of  official  authority?  It  simply 
means,  to  give  a  few  easy  examples,  that  If  the  Governor  of 
your  State  should  refuse  to  extradite  a  person  or  should 
extradite  him.  his  decision  depending  upon  how  that  man 
voted  or  if  a  district  attorney  should  dismiss  an  indictment 
in  return  for  a  promise  to  vote  as  he  directed,  or  If  some  indi- 
vidual Who  had  authority  to  let  a'  contract  should  let  the 
contract  or  refuse  to  let  it  because  of  the  manner  in  which 
somebody  voted,  that  would  be  a  misuse  of  official  authority. 
That  is  all  that  is  provided  in  that  section.  Are  you  op^sed 
to  that'  Do  you  think  that  restriction  placed  upon  the  State 
officials  who  are  getting  money  in  part  from  the  Federal 
Government  is  unfair  or  unjust  or  in  any  way  interferes  with 
any  of  your  essenUal  Uberties?  ^^  ^  ^^w   *     ^ 

You  recaU  that  the  original  Hatch  Act  provided  that  em- 
ployees covered  by  that  act  might  express  their  views  pri- 
vately or  pubUciy  on  all  poUUcal  subjects.    This  bill  amends 
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and  broadens  that  privilege  so  that  they  may  express  their 
views  pubUcly  and  privately  on  poUtical  subjects  and  in  re- 
gard to  candidates;  in  other  words,  their  right  to  speak  is 
extended  by  this  bill.    You  do  not  oppose  that,  do  you? 
Mr.  BENDER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  GWYNNE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 
Mr.  BENDER.    Does  that  give  an  employee  the  privilege  of 
speaking  from  a  public  platform? 
Mr.  GWYNNE.     Yes.  it  does. 
Mr.  BENDER.    At  a  political  gathering? 
Mr.  GWYNNE.    No,  not  at  a  political  gathering.    As  I  un- 
derstand, it  means,  to  give  an  example,  that  if  the  district 
attorney  in  my  district  should  tonight  hire  time  on  the  radio 
and  make  a  speech  for  or  against  my  candidacy  for  Congress, 
he  would  not,  in  my  judgment,  violate  this  law. 
Mr.  RANKIN.    Oh,  yes,  he  would. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    Let  me  say  that  I  have  the  authority  of  a 
ruling  by  the  former  Attorney  General.  Mr.  Murphy  himself, 
which  I  shall  be  pleased  to  call  to  your  attention. 
Mr.  NICHOLS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  GWYNNE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma. 
Mr.  NICHOLS.     I  am  just  wondering  whether  if  an  em- 
ployee of  a  Federal  agency  under  the  provisions  of  this  section. 
W.  P.  A.  or  P.  W.  A.,  or  some  other  agency  of  the  Government, 
standing  on  a  street  corner  some  evening  in  discussion  with 
5  or  6  or  25  other  people,  engaging  in  an  argiunent  in  favor  of 
the  candidacy  of  someone  seeking  office,  he  would  not  violate 
the  provisions  of  this  section. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman 
to  the  fact  that  tho.se  parts  of  the  original  Hatch  law  which 
had  to  do  with  people  on  W.  P.  A.  are  not  in  any  way  amended 
by  tliis  law.  It  is  my  understanding,  however,  that  the  action 
the  gentleman  describes  would  not  violate  the  law, 
Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr,  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.   GWYNNE.    I  yield  to  the   gentleman   from   North 

Carolina.  ^. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  In  connection  with  the  statement  the 
gentleman  made  with  reference  to  the  district  attorney  mak- 
ing a  political  speech  In  behalf  of  the  gentleman's  candidacy 
for  reelection  to  Congress.  I  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to 
the  language  on  page  14  In  Unes  4  and  5,  which  is  as  follows: 

No  such  officer  or  employee  shall  take  any  active  part  In  political 
management  or  in  political  campaigns. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  In  the  case  the  gentleman  has  used  as  an 
iUustratlon.  would  not  the  district  attorney  be  taking  an 
active  part  in  a  poUtical  campaign  if  he  spoke  on  the  radio  In 
the  gentleman's  behalf? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  I  believe  not  In  the  case  I  cited  if  he  did 
it  not  as  a  part  of  a  political  campaign. 

Let  me  read  a  statement  made  by  the  Attorney  General, 
which  I  believe  expresses  the  thought  I  have  been  trying  to 
express : 

CivU-servlce  employees  are  required  by  the  clvll-scrvlce  rules  to 
confine  their  oplnlon.s  on  political  subjects  to  private  expression. 
Prom  the  corresponding  provision  of  the  Hatch  law,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  word  "privately"  was  omitted.  Accordingly,  as  stated 
by  tlie  President — 

You  recall  that  the  President  commented  on  that  very 
thing  when  he  signed  the  bill — 

In  his  message  to  Congress  approving  the  Hatch  blU,  non-clvll- 
wrrice  ^plofees  would  not  violate  the  act  "if  t^ey  should  merely 
Sm-S  their  opinion  or  preference  publicly-^rally.  by  radio  or  In 
wruS-wltbout  doing  lo  as  part  of  an  organized  political  cam- 
paign." 

Now  that  is  the  test.  A  man  may  speak  anywhere,  any 
Ume.  and  as  he  pleases,  under  this  law.  but  he  cannot  do  It 
as  part  of  an  organized  political  campaign.  ,  ^    „     - 

Mr  COOLEY.  Suppose  the  State  director  of  W.  P.  A. 
were  "to  take  the  radio  in  behalf  of  the  candidacy  of  a  cer- 
tain person:  for  instance,  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  and 
make  a  speech  in  behalf  of  your  candidacy,  urging  all  the 
neoDle  of  the  district  to  vote  for  your  reelection  to  Congress, 
d^s  the  gentleman  mean  to  suggest  that  that  would  not  be 
a  violation  of  tills  act? 


I 
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Mr.  GWYNNE.    That  is  what  I  mean  to  suggest. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Why  would  it  not  apply  to  the  State 
director  of  W.  P.  A.? 

M-.  GWYNNE.  Because  this  law  gives  any  person  the 
right  to  express  his  own  views.  If  he  did  that  as  a  part  of  an 
organized  campaign,  if  he  spoke,  for  example,  on  radio  time 

that  was  paid  for  by  a  political  party 

— Mr.  COOLEY.  Well,  what  is  the  purpose  of  the  act?  If  it 
is  not  the  purpose  to  prevent  an  oflBcer  such  as  a  State  direc- 
tor of  W.  P.  A.  from  intimidating,  coercing,  and  influencing 
imduly  the  voting  privileges  of  the  people  employed  by 
him 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  The  whole  purpo.se  of  this  act  is  not  to 
Interfere  with  anybody's  right  of  free  speech.  The  purpose 
of  the  act  is  to  prevent  these  people  from  participating  ac- 
tively in  politics  as  part  of  a  political  machine. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  How  could  a  man  be  more  active  than  going 
out  on  the  stump  in  behalf  of  his  candidate  for  Congress? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  That  is  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral and  I  certainly  think  he  Is  right.  The  test  would  sim- 
ply be  this,  if  the  gentleman  will  give  me  his  attention.  It 
might  sometimes  be  a  close  question  whether  or  not  the  ex- 
pression of  opinion  was  or  was  not  a  part  of  an  organized 
political  campaign.  That  is  the  thing  this  bill  is  hitting 
against. 

Mr.  SPENCE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  I  am  wondering  why  it  was  put  in  the  bill 
that  all  such  persons  shall  retain  the  right  to  vote.  Has 
Congress  the  right  to  deprive  a  man  of  the  vote  under  the 
sections  of  the  Constitution  which  state  that  the  right  of 
franchise  shall  not  be  abridged  by  reason  of  race,  color,  or 
previous  condition  of  servitude  or  because  of  sex? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  th^e  is 
nothing  in  the  Constitution  giving  everyone  the  right  to 
vote.  There  is  no  question  in  my  judgment  about  the  right 
of  Congress  to  limit  th6  right  to  vote.  We  do  it  in  our 
registration  laws,  do  we  not? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Was  not  that  just  put  in  there  to  show 
him  what  was  still  left  to  him? 

Mr.  SPENCE.  I  doubt  very  seriously  that  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  can  take  away  the  right  of  a  man  to 
vote  who  otherwise  is  qualified,  because  of  some  activity  of 
his.  or  can  take  away  his  right  under  the  Constitution  to 
express  his  opinions. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gen- 
tleman 5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  When  the  Constitution  states  that  freedom 
of  speech  shall  not  be  abridged  and  that  the  right  of  people 
to  assemble  and  petition  for  redress  of  grievances  shall  not 
be  abridged. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  I  must  decline  to  yield  further,  because 
any  question  about  the  right  to  vote  is  academic,  becauie, 
certainly,  this  bill  does  not  take  away  the  right  to  vote  and 
you  can  read  this  bill  all  the  way  through  and  you  will 
find  there  is  nothing  in  it  that  interferes  with  the  right  of 
anybody  to  speak  his  own  mind  as  long  as  he  is  speaking 
his  own  mind  and  is  not  speaking  as  a  part  of  a  Republican 
or  a  Democratic  machine.    Now.  that  is  the  test. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  I  cannot  yield  now.  but  if  I  get  a  little 
more  time  I  shall  be  pleased  to  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Remember  that  the  original  Hatch  Act  provided  that 
Federal  employees  could  not  take  active  part  in  politics.  Now. 
Section  3  of  this  bill  extends  that  prohibition  to  certain 
employees  of  States.  It  does  not  extend  the  prohibition  to 
all  the  employees  of  a  State.  Rrst.  it  covers  only  those 
activities  being  carried  on  by  a  State  which  are  financed  in 
whole  or  in  part  by  Federal  money,  and.  in  the  second  place, 
it  does  not  cover  every  employee  on  that  activity.  It  simply 
covers  an  employee  whose  principal  employment  has  to  do 
with  that  particular  activity. 


Now.  these  State  employees  of  the  executive  department  are 
prohibited  from  three  things.  First,  they  must  not  use  their 
official  authority  to  interfere  in  any  election;  second,  they 
must  not  coerce  or  advise  any  other  employee,  under  this  act, 
to  make  contributions  for  a  political  purpose.  The  right, 
however,  to  make  a  voluntary  contribution  to  a  candidate 
or  for  a  political  purpose  is  not  interfered  with. 

Finally,  they  must  not  take  an  active  part  in  political 
management  or  in  a  political  campaign*  In  substance,  that 
is  all  there  is  to  that  section.  Do  you  think  there  is  anything 
particularly  wrong  about  that?  All  it  seeks  to  do  is  to  say 
that  those  people  who  are  employed  on  jobs,  part  of  the 
finances  of  which  is  furnished  by  the  Federal  Government, 
shall  devote  their  time  to  the  job  and  .shall  not  engage  In  any 
political  activity  In  behalf,  perhaps,  of  the  person  who  ap- 
pointed them. 

Following  that,  the  rest  of  the  bill  has  to  do  with  the  ma- 
chinery for  enforcing  that  provision.  It  provides  that  the 
Federal  agency  that  has  reason  to  believe  that  this  law  is  being 
^violated  will  call  that  to  the  attention  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  and  there  will  be  a  hearing  at  which  the  State 
and  its  agency  may  appear.  If  the  Commission  decides  that 
the  law  has  been  violated  they  notify  the  State  agency.  They 
cannot,  of  course,  compel  the  State  to  dismiss  the  man.  but 
if  the  States  does  dismiss  him  within  30  days,  that  is  the  end 
of  it.  If  it  does  not  dismiss  him  within  30  days  the  Federal 
Government  imposes  a  penalty,  and  the  only  penalty  is  that 
the  State  will  have  deducted  from  the  funds  payable  to  the 
State  a  sum  equal  to  twice  the  yearly  salary  of  the  offending 
employee. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    Yes. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Has  the  gentleman  found  any- 
thing in  the  bill  anywhere  which  would  put  a  man  in  jail 
without  a  jury  trial? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Absolutely  not.  The  only  penalty  for  this 
part  of  the  bill  is  that  he  may  lose  his  job. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  If  there  is  a  fine  imposed.  It 
can  only  be  imposed,  and  if  there  is  any  imprisonment  im- 
posed, that  can  only  be  imposed  after  he  has  been  duly  con- 
victed and  that  means  a  trial  by  jury,  does  it  not? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
has  again  expired. 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  I  yield  5  minutes  more  to  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  That  is  correct,  on  the  question  of  penalty. 
If  an  administrative  officer  uses  his  official  authority  wrong- 
fully, there  is  a  fine  of  $1,000  and  a  year  in  prison,  but  for 
the  employee  that  is  covered  by  this  action  I  have  described 
the  only  penalty,  that  he  could  lose  his  position.  The  only 
penalty  on  the  State  agency  is  that  it  may  lose  twice  the  yearly 
salary  of  the  offending  employee. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.     Yes. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Will  the  gentleman  explain  to  me. 
and  I  am  quite  puzzled  over  this  situation,  how  this  bill  will 
affect  the  average  W.  P.  A.  worker? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  The  gentleman  must  remember  that  there 
are  other  sections  of  the  original  Hatch  Act  that  are  not 
amended  by  this  bill,  which  cover  that  general  situation. 
There  is  no  amendment  here  that  affects  the  W.  P.  A.  worker. 
Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  But  I  have  in  mind  a  painter  on  a 
P.  W.  A.  project  or  any  project  to  which  Government  funds 
have  been  contributed  or  loaned,  such  as  the  building  of  a 
bridge  or  any  public  improvement.  How  is  that  worker  on 
that  public  improvement  affected  by  this  bill?  I  have  in 
mind  a  carpenter,  a  plumber,  a  painter. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  The  W.  P.  A.  worker  is  not  affected  at  all. 
Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Not  the  W.  P.  A.  worker.  Let  us 
say  the  Government  contributes  or  lends  a  certain  amount 
of  money  for  the  erection  of  a  bridge.  How  is  the  carpenter 
or  the  stone  mason  or  the  bricklayer  or  other  employee  on 
that  project  affected  by  this  bill,  not  the  W.  P.  A.  worker. 


1940 

Mr  GWYNNE.  1  see  what  the  gentleman  means.  Here  is 
a  carpenter  who  is  employed  on  this  project,  the  money  for 
which  is  advanced  In  part  by  the  Federal  Government. 

If  it  is  his  principal  employment,  then  he  comes  under  tne 
biU  He  must  observe  three  things.  First  he  must  not  use 
his  official  authority  to  interfere  with  an  election.  That 
would  not  mean  much,  of  course.  In  the  case  of  a  carpenter, 
because  he  would  not  have  official  authority  that  he  could 
use.  Second,  he  must  not  coerce  or  attempt  to  coerce  any 
fellow  employee  to  contribute  to  a  campaign  fund,  and.  third, 
he  must  not  take  an  acUve  part  in  poUUcal  management  or 
in  a  political  campaign. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  In  Other  words,  he  caimot  canvass 
for  any  candidate? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.   HENDRICKS.    Mr.   Chairman,  wUl   the   gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    Yes. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS.  As  I  understood  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  I  Mr.  CooleyJ  in  asking  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa  a  question,  it  was  whether  it  would  be  permissible  for 
an  administrator  to  make  a  speech  over  the  radio  In  the  in- 
terest of  somebody's  campaign,  and  I  believe  the  gentleman 
said  that  it  would  be  all  right  so  long  as  he  did  not  do  It  In 
connection  with  some  organization. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  HENDRICEM.  Suppose  a  relief  client  attempted  to 
do  the  same  thing,  what  about  that? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    Nothing  prevents  anybody  expressing  his 

own  views.  .    ,.     ^         ^.^ 

Mr  HENDRICKS.    In  other  words,  if  a  relief  cUent  wanted 

to  make  a  speech  and  pay  for  it  himself,  it  would  be  all 

right?  ,  .  ,  x»-    1 

Mr  GWYNNE.     There  are  other  provisions  of  the  law 

Mr!  HENDRICKS.    That  is  something  that  I  have  never 

been  able  to  clear  up. 

Mr  GWYNNE.  The  gentleman  must  remember  that  tne 
first  sections  of  the  original  Hatch  bill  contained  far  more 
drastic  provisions  in  respect  to  the  W.  P.  A.  worker.  He  could 
not  even  contribute  to  a  campaign. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS.    Oh.  yes;  I  know  that. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.     WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.     I  yield. 

Mr  HINSHAW.  On  the  defense  program  that  is  coming 
up  there  will  be  very  large  sums  of  Government  money  ex- 
pended for  Government  material.  Does  the  employee  of  a 
firm  who  has  a  contract  with  the  Government  for  the  fur- 
nishing of  defense  materials  come  under  this  bill? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  He  does  not,  except  there  is  a  secUon 
later  in  the  bill  which  covers.  In  part,  that  situation.  It  is  on 
page  24      I  just  refer  the  gentleman  to  it.     It  explains  itself. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr!  GWYNNE.    I  yield. 

Mr,  HEALEY.  In  the  opinion  of  the  gentleman,  would  it 
be  a  violaUon  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  if  one  of  those 
persons  covered  should  sign  a  nominaUon  petiUon  of  a  can- 
didate for  public  office? 

Mr  GWYNNE.  I  presume  it  would.  I  may  say  for  the 
benefit  of  everyone  that  the  Attorney  General  sometime 
ago  made  a  ruling  on  the  original  Hatch  Act  and  pointed 
out  some  things  that  in  his  judgment  constituted  taking 
part  in  politics  and  other  things  that  did  not.  I  think  if  I 
just  read  that  it  may  answer  the  question  as  quickjy  as  any- 
thing. 

It  has  be«n  ruled  that  the  foUowlng  acte  are  taking  active 
part  in  political  campaigns: 

1  Holding  office  In  a  pollUcal  party  or  a  political  club. 

2  Attending    a    political    convention    as    delegate    or    alternate. 
3.  Serving  on   committees  of   a  poUUcal  party  or  political  club, 

but  not  belonging  to  the  club. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentle- 
man 2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  GWYNNE  (continuing  reading) : 

4  Distributing  campaign  or  printed  matter  In  support  of  any 
candidate. 
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6.  Serving  at  party  headq\iarters  or  as  watchers  at  the  polls  or 
otherwise  assisting  a  party  or  candidate  In  any  primary  or  elec- 
tion campaign. 

6.  Being  a  candidate  for  elective  office. 

7.  Soliciting  funds  toe  a  pollUcal  organization  or  campaign  t\ind. 

I  am  not  so  sure  that  signing  a  peUUon  would  be  taking  an 
active  part  in  a  campaign.  I  think  circulating  the  petition 
would,  however. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Prom  those  offenses  enumerated  it  appears 
that  it  is  not  included  in  any  of  the  offenses. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  I  realize  it  Is  difficult  to  draw  the  line 
between  what  is  taking  part  in  a  campaign  and  what  U  not. 
Many  questions  will  come  up  under  this  law  that  wUl  have 
to  be  determined  as  they  arise. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    WIU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    I  yield.  ^^      ,^  ^^     ^, 

Mr  RANKIN,  The  real  danger  there  Is  this:  If  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Iowa  is  disturbed  about  what 
comes  under  the  law.  how  does  he  think  the  millions  of  voters 
back  at  home,  who  never  saw  the  law,  wUl  feel?  It  would 
just  be  "duck  soup"  for  those  pollUcal  bosses  who  will  want 
to  browbeat  them  into  staying  away  from  the  polls. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Let  me  say.  in  answer  to  that,  we  have 
had  for  many  years  a  provision  prohibiting  civil-service  em- 
ployees from  taking  an  acUve  part  in  poliUcal  campaigns. 
They  have  worked  out  what  they  can  do  and  what  they  can- 
not do.  ^  w        .r^i  Jl 

Mr.  RANKIN.  But  they  were  Instructed  by  the  Civu 
Service  Commission.  Here  you  are  dealing  with  thirty  or 
forty  million  voters.  Here  is  a  large  crew  of  men,  we  wiU 
say.  working  on  a  project.  How  easy  it  will  be  for  some 
"flannel-mouthed"  boss  to  go  to  them  and  point  his  finger 
at  them  and  say,  "Now,  if  I  hear  a  word  out  of  you,  you  get 
off  of  this  job."  What  will  be  the  result?  There  may  be 
thousands  or  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  who  will  be 
intimidated  to  the  point  that  they  will  not  even  go  to  the 
polls. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Bender  1. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  heard  a  number  of 
references  made  to  political  organizations  in  big  cities  and 
the  terms  "boss"  and  "political  leader"  used  many  times.  Our 
problem  in  America  is  largely  that  of  getting  people  to  vote 
and  being  acUve  poUtically.  Pobtical  leaders  do  not  discour- 
age voting.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  leader  in  politics,  either 
Republican  or  Democrat,  who  is  not  anxious  to  have  as  many 
people  vote  in  the  primary  or  election  as  possible.  The  point 
I  wish  to  make  is  this:  It  is  extremely  difficult  sometunes  to 
get  a  man  to  run  for  precinct  committeeman  in  a  community 
where  there  are  no  jobs  involved.  Once  interested,  It  is  very 
hard  to  get  that  person  to  retain  his  interest  in  poliUcs.  I  am 
trying  to  make  up  my  mind  on  this  bill.  I  want  to  vote  for 
things  that  are  wholesome  in  politics,  as  every  one  of  you  do, 
whether  you  are  Republicans  or  Democrats,  I  am  sure. 

Are  you  going  to  make  it  more  or  less  attractive  for  the 
officeholder  to  vote?  After  you  help  obtain  a  job  for  a  worker, 
what  happens  to  that  person  after  he  is  on  the  pay  roll?  In 
the  city  of  Cleveland  not  so  very  long  ago  there  was  an  issue 
voted  on  that  had  no  poUtics  in  it;  no  partisanship.  It  was 
a  matter  of  voting  for  a  levy  to  carry  on  the  city's  services, 
and  much  to  my  amazement  we  discovered  that  over  30  per- 
cent of  the  people  on  the  city  pay  roll  whose  jobs  were  involved 
did  not  take  the  trouble  to  go  to  vote.  They  would  not  go  to 
vote  because  of  fear  of  possible  violation  of  some  civil-service 

rule. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr  RANKIN.  Let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  that 
m  my  State  and  in  my  district  when  I  have  opposition  in  the 
hottest  campaign  we  can  possibly  wage  we  carmot  get  50  per- 
cent of  the  registered  qualified  voters  to  go  out  and  vote  in  the 
congressional  primaries.  I  am  afraid  that  this  kind  of  legis- 
laUon  will  discourage  more  people  from  going  to  the  poUs 
and  that  it  wiU  make  it  far  more  difficult  to  keep  our  Gov- 
ernment close  to  the  people. 
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Mr.  BENDER.  I  wish  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle 
would  discuss  this  bill  from  that  point  of  view. 

What  does  this  bill  propose?  I  just  heard  a  Member  on  my 
side  of  the  aisle,  who  is  a  member  of  this  conmiittee  and  whom 
I  respect  as  an  expert,  admit  there  was  a  question  in  his  mind 
as  to  what  the  bill  provided  and  how  far  the  bill  would  go. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentle- 
man 5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  would  like  to  get  your  answers  to  these 
questions:  Whom  does  this  bill  affect?  How  far  does  it  go? 
Where  does  it  stop?  And  what  is  intended  by  the  language  in 
the  bUl? 

Mr.   CRAWFORD.     Mr.    Chairman,    will    the    gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  So  far  as  the  gentleman  imderstands 
the  bill,  can  he  say  whether  anyone  will  be  affected  by  this 
bill  other  than  those  on  pay  rolls  where  the  money  is  fur- 
nished by  the  Federal  Government? 

Mr.  BENDER.  As  I  understand,  in  addition  to  the  persons 
who  are  on  the  regular  State  pay  rolls  who  receive  a  part  of 
their  pay  from  the  Federal  Government,  any  person  who  is 
doing  a  special  job  for  the  Government,  a  cor>tractor  who 
employs  others,  he  and  those  he  employs  are  also  subject  to 
this  measure. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  reason  I  raised  the  question  was 
because  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Rankin]  said 
a  little  while  ago.  as  I  understood  him,  something  like 
30.000.000  or  40.000,000  voters  would  be  affected  if  this  bill 
passed.  Did  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  mean  that?  And 
I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  if  he  will  yield  to  permit  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  to  answer? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  5^eld;  certainly. 
=-Mr.  RANKIN.  I  do  not  know  that  I  used  those  figures. 
What  I  meant  to  say  was  that  hundreds  of  thousands  would 
be  intimidated  because  they  would  not  know  what  the  provi- 
sions of  the  bill  were.  Much  damage  can  be  done  over  the 
radio.  Some  of  these  radio  commentators  who  broadcast 
every  night — if  one  of  them  were  to  make  a  speech  throwing 
doubt  around  the  right  of  the  people  to  vote,  and  the  danger 
of  violating  some  law,  and  make  that  speech  the  day  before 
election,  he  might  easily  keep  three  or  four  million  people 
from  voting  because  of  their  fear  of  violating  some  law  or 
some  regulation. 

Mr.  BENDER.  We  are  all  here  as  a  result  of  politics  and 
because  we  take  part  in  politics.  If  the  organizations  that 
control  politics  are  unwholesome  it  is  our  fault.  If  they  are 
good,  it  is  to  our  credit.  If  they  are  no  good,  someone  ought 
to  come  along  and  change  the  leadership  of  the  organiza- 
tions. But  I  resent  the  wholesale  indictment  of  men  just  be- 
cause they  engage  in  pobtlcs  and  work  in  the  field  of  politics. 
[Applause.]  I  resent  very  much  these  expressions  that  are 
voiced  here  and  elsewhere  criticizing  people  engaged  in  poli- 
tics and  referring  to  them  in  a  manner  that  makes  politics  so 
undesirable  for  the  very  citizens  to  enter  who  should  be  in 
politics.  It  is  an  all-too-common  experience  in  both  our  pri- 
maries and  in  our  elections  that  we  cannot  get  the  vote  out; 
we  cannot  get  the  people  to  interest  themselves  in  jxjlitics. 
We  are  not  going  to  help  matters  any  by  penalizing  the  per- 
sons who  do  the  active  work  and  attacking  them  in  this  way. 
If  you  have  anything  to  say  regarding  that  individual  or  any 
individual  man  or  party  that  is  doing  wrong,  then  say  it;  but 
do  not  condemn  the  whole  American  system  of  politics  by 
questioning  or  challenging  the  people  who  are  active  in  the 
political  affairs  of  this  country. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  As  I  understand  it,  the  bill  we  passed  at  the 
l&st  session  affected  only  Federal  employees,  but  this  bill  pro- 
poses to  apply  to  State  employees  the  same  rules  the  other 
bill  applied  to  Federal  employees;  that  is.  that  a  man  who  is 
employed,  part  of  whose  salary  is  paid  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, is  not  permitted  to  participate  in  political  activity. 
It  seems  to  me  that  any  such  infringement  upon  such  civil 


liberties  of  a  citizen  is  an  unconstitutional  infringement  upon 
his  rights. 
Mr.  McGRANERY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  It  has  been  said  in  the  explanation  of 
this  bill  that  violation  of  the  act  carries  as  a  penalty  only 
dismissal  of  the  employee.  I  notice  on  page  13,  section  10, 
howe\^sr.  a  double-penalty  clause  in  the  bill. 

Just  as  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  how  far  this  bill  goes.  Section  10  provides  that  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  in  addition  to  and  not  in  sub- 
stitution for  any  other  provision  of  law.  In  other  words, 
dismissal  is  not  the  end.  Conviction  may  mean  something 
more  than  dismissal. 

Mr.  HARE.    Will  the  gentleman  jield? 
Mr.  BENDER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina. 

Mr.  HARE.  The  last  statement  of  the  gentleman,  to  my 
mind,  goes  to  the  crux  of  this  bill.  I  want  to  supplement 
the  statement  with  this  thought :  If  you  destroy  the  incentive 
of  the  American  people  to  take  part  in  politics,  then  you  de- 
stroy democracy  as  a  whole.  Is  that  in  accordance  with  the 
ideas  of  the  gentleman?  , 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gen- 
tleman 5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  frankly  puzzled  about 
the  whole  business.  I  do  not  particularly  fancy  Members 
whom  I  know  to  be  part  of  political  organizations,  getting  up 
here  and  making  rash  statements  about  the  rank  and  file  of 
the  party  who  are  willing  to  do  political  work  in  the  ptirty, 
many  of  them  without  any  reward.  I  want  to  make  politics 
as  attractive  as  I  possibly  can  to  every  citizen  everywhere. 
[Applause.]  In  making  it  attractive  to  all  i>ersons  we  will 
have  a  better  party,  we  will  have  a  better  Ghovernment. 

The  thing  that  appeals  to  me.  Professor  Smith,  is  this: 
In  your  original  statement — and  I  followed  you  very  closely — 
you  talked  about  the  two-party  system.  Among  your  associ- 
ates in  universities,  schools,  and  colleges,  how  many  people 
did  you  find  actually  interested  in  one  party  or  the  other? 
You  know  that  in  this  Government  when  we  want  to  get 
something  done  it  is  done  through  one  or  the  other  party, 
in  order  to  achieve  anything  in  the  way  of  political  reform. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BENDER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  With  reference  to  the  discourage- 
ment of  people  in  politics.  I  would  estimate  that  not  more 
than  one-half  of  1  percent  of  the  voters  of  America  are  in- 
volved in  this  bill  at  all,  certainly  not  1  percent.  Now,  to 
have  less  than  1  percent  of  the  people  engaged  in  politics 
setting  a  standard  of  indifiference  to  politics  in  a  great  many 
other  people,  and  that  is  the  complaint  I  hear  about  the 
party  system,  is  the  sort  of  thing  this  Hatch  bill  prevents  and 
that  will  do  more  to  enlist  the  interest  of  the  group  the  gen- 
tleman speaks  of.  the  99  percent  of  the  people,  in  politics, 
because  they  will  believe  it  is  an  operation  in  which  they  have 
a  chance  to  t>e  heard  and  to  be  effective.  That  is  really  the 
secret  of  my  interest  in  it.  I  believe  we  should  prevent  a 
very  small  minority  of  people  in  politics  from  so  corrupting 
the  process  that  other  citizens  will  be  indifferent. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  appreciate  the  contribution  of  the  gen- 
tleman, but  the  gentleman  has  not  answered  my  question, 
and  I  wish  he  would  answer  it.  Today  your  political  organi- 
zations are  voluntary  organizations,  and  if  they  are  corrupt, 
then  it  is  the  fault  of  the  people  who  belong  to  that  party. 
If  they  are  dissatisfied  with  that  1  percent,  then  surely  the 
99  percent  can  change  the  condition  that  is  complained  of. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  That  is  exactly  what  we  are  doing 
in  this  act.  We  are  proceeding  to  that  precise  thing,  in  my 
opinion. 

Mr.  BENDER.  As  I  see  it,  you  are  by  legislation  attempting 
to  do  something  that  your  people  are  not  willing  to  do  by 
taking  hold  of  the  organization  that  is  theirs  for  the  asking, 
if  they  will  only  participate  and  if  they  will  only  contribute 
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of  their  time  and  services  In  taking  hold  of  that  organiza- 
tion If  you  say  that  the  organization  is  run  by  a  lot  of 
people  who  want  jobs,  then  why  are  there  not  more  people 
in  this  country  Interested  In  poUUcs  or  in  the  organization 
who  are  not  Interested  in  jobs? 

Mr  BARNES.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr  BENDER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Bir.  BARNES.  Referring  to  the  college  professors  and  the 
college  groups  who  are  supposed  to  be  leaders  in  thought  in 
this  country  and  who  should  take  an  active  part;  in  poUtics. 
let  us  assume  those  professors  have  as  a  part  of  their  class- 
room some  N.  Y.  A.  students  who  are  being  taught,  for  in- 
stance, in  the  University  of  Cliicago.    Do  they  come  under 

this  act?  _^ 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  cannot  answer.    I  am  not  an  expert  on 

the  subject. 

Mr  BARNES.    I  think  those  professors  are  under  the  act 
and  cannot  participate  in  politics,  therefore  they  would  not  be 
able  to  express  their  opinion. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  iVi  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Maryland  I  Mr.  SasscerI. 

Mr  SASSCER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  listened,  as  all  of 
US  have,  with  interest  and  attention  to  the  debate.  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  from  what  we  have  read  in  the  pubhc 
press  and  from  the  discussion  that  has  transpired  from  time 
to  time  that  if  the  words  "pernicious  poliUcal  activities"  were 
removed  from  the  atmosphere  of  this  bill  there  would  not  be 
25  votes  for  it  in  the  House.  Under  a  hysteria  of  removing 
pernicious  poliUcal  activity,  we  strike  through  and  practically 
change  our  system  of  government.  I  say  that  because  prece- 
dent is  the  best  Judge  by  which  we  can  determme  future 
application. 

A  short  Ume  ago  under  this  same  guise  of  removing  per- 
nicious poUtical  activities  and  under  the  thought  that  we  will 
prevent  the  heads  of  departments  from  bearing  down  on  em- 
I>loyees  and  removing  certain  things  to  which  everybody  is 
opposed,  we  enacted  the  old  Hatch  Act.  which  I  am  proud 
to  say  I  did  not  vote  for.    Under  its  application  what  did  we 
do  in  connecUon  with  the  removal  of  pernicious  activities? 
First  of  all,  you  said  that  this  great  group  of  Federal  em- 
ployees, people  in  the  middle  brackets  of  Ufe,  good  American 
citizens,  cannot  go  out  and  express  an  opinion.    They  say, 
"You  can  express  your  opinion,"  but  the  rulings  have  been, 
and  these  people  have  been  led  to  believe  by  the  departments 
that  they  cannot  exercise  their  American  right  of  going  out 
and  participating  to  some  degree  in  the  selecUon  of  those 
who  may  represent  them.    StiU  we  say  that  is  removing  per- 
nicious political  influence.    And  again,  not  the  heads  of  de- 
partments, not  those  who  might  have  some  influence  through 
promotion  over  persons  under  them,  but  the  great  mass  of 
Federal  employees,  cannot  belong  back  home  in  a  little  town 
to  a  club,  semicivic  or  semipolitical.  If  they  are  going  to  hold 
any   office  of  such   as   fourth  vice  president,   even  though 
that  particular  organization  might  be  directed  toward  the 
betterment  of  that  particular  section. 

I  have  written  to  the  different  departments  for  various 
interpretations.  I  have  written  to  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice from  time  to  time  as  numerous  people  have  contacted  me 
in  the  Federal  Government  asking  whether  or  not  they  may 
do  this  or  that  in  their  particular  community. 

We  found  out  that  under  the  old  bill  they  cannot  freely 
exercise  their  rights  as  American  citizens  by  being  officers  in 
some  organization— civic,  labor,  veterans,  or  what  not— be- 
cause If  some  public  oflBcial  may  have  in  his  course  of  action 
been  unfriendly  or  stood  for  things  for  which  they  did  not 
stand,  or  perchance  favored  them,  and  if  the  particular 
organization  goes  on  record  poUUcally  by  passing  a  resolution 
commending  that  oflBcer  for  what  he  has  done  or  for  what  he 
has  not  done,  then  those  Government  employees  are  engaged 
in  pernicious  political  activities  and  subject,  possibly,  to 
losing  their  jobs  or  being  prosecuted. 

May  I  say  also  that  there  was  not  a  word  in  the  old  act 
about  the  little  municipalities;  still  the  Interpretation  of  the 
last  Hatch  Act  was  such  that  if  out  here  over  the  Une  in 


Maryland,  in  a  small  community  made  up  probably  75  or  80 
percent  of  Government  employees,  many  of  them  retaining 
their  votes  in  your  States,  interested  in  the  welfare  and 
growth  of  their  community,  and  not  tied  up  in  business  and 
worn  out  at  night  after  coming  home,  without  compensation 
serving  as  coimcUmen  In  their  particular  town,  working  for 
the  benefit  of  that  community,  if  such  Federal  employees  were 
urgeid  by  their  feUow  citizens  to  run  for  municipal  office,  an 
office  for  which  no  salary  was  paid,  they  could  not  do  so. 
They  are  Indulging  In  pernicious  activity  and  either  have  to 
resign  their  jobs  in  Washington  or  get  off  the  town  councU 
and  no  longer  take  part  in  local  elecUons.    That  is  what 
precedent  has  shown  has  happened  in  the  matter  of  inter- 
pretation and  application  of  the  law.    It  has  thrown  confu- 
sion in  the  minds  of  Government  employees  to  the  extent  that 
in  walking  down  to  the  primaries  many  of  them  are  cautious 
and  afraid  to  stop  on  the  street  and  talk  to  a  friend  who  may 
be  standing  there  for  fear  that  somebody  may  call  up  their 
department  and  say  that  they  were  arguing  politics  on  the 
comer.    Can  we  honestly  say  to  ourselves  that  such  legisla- 
tion is  accompUshing  the  object  It  attempts  or  professes  to 
accomplish?  i_ 

Under  this  bill  we  go  a  step  iurther  and  go  right  down  into 
every  community  in  the  State  and  reach  men  working  on 
State  roads,  men  belonging  possibly  tg  Democratic  or  Re- 
publican clubs,  men  who  for  years  have  been  interested  in 

the  development  of  their  sections.  We  here  In  the  Federal 
Congress,  although  we  do  generously  say  that  you  can  still 
vote— it  was  kind  to  keep  that  in  the  bill^say,  "You  can  vote, 
but  you  cannot  engage  in  any  activities,  although  you  can 
express  your  opinion."  Express  it  to  whom?  To  yourself  in  a 
closet?  No;  you  get  out  and  attempt  to  express  it  to  your 
neighbors  and  you  lose  your  job  by  this  act  of  the  Federal  Con« 
gress.  Shall  we  reach  right  down  into  the  counties  and  into 
the  States  and  take  away  our  basic  State  rights,  and  take 
away  from  citizens  on  State  pay  rolls  in  which  there  Is  some 
Government  contribution  their  right  to  participate  even  in 
their  State  affairs?     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l  ,^    »     ,     *. 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Springer]. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  all  of  us  recall  the  orig- 
inal Hatch  bill  which  was  before  the  House  last  year  and  was 
passed.  There  comes  before  us  at  this  time  the  amendments 
which  are  proposed.  At  the  outset  of  what  I  have  to  say 
regarding  these  proposed  amendments  I  want  to  compliment 
and  congratulate  the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico  (Mr. 
DEMPsrf  ]  on  his  foresight  in  presenting  this  splendid  piece 

of  legislation  to  this  body. 

The  purpose  cf  these  amendments  Is  to  promote  clean 
politics  in  our  country.  The  original  Hatch  Act  applies  to 
those  who  are  on  the  Federal  pay  roll  in  the  city  of  Washing- 
ton and  elsewhere  whose  entire  remuneration  is  paid  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States;  the  original  act  applies  to 
those  on  W  P.  A.,  and  others,  whose  sole  occupation  is  with 
respect  to  and  in  the  agencies  of  the  Federal  Government. 
These  amendments  seek  to  go  out  into  our  respective  States 
and  prevent  those  whose  principal  occupation  is  on  projects 
which  are  financed  in  part  or  in  whole  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment from  taking  an  active  part  and  in  participating  in 
political  campaigns.  , 

May  I  say  that  I  believe  that  prohibition  is  right.  All  of 
us  have  witnessed  those  who  have  been  on  the  Federal  pay 
roll  participating  very  actively  in  political  campaigns.  I 
recall  campaigns  in  my  own  State,  as  do  many  others  on 
this  floor  from  the  State  of  Indiana,  and  from  many  other 
States  where  men  and  women  on  the  Federal  pay  rolls  in 
Washington  have  come  back  into  our  States  and  have  taken 
a  very  active  part  In  political  campaigns.  I  sometimes  think 
of  the  influence  such  persons  have  upon  the  average  voter 
in  our  community.  The  average  voter  has  a  very  great  respect 
for  tho«=e  who  are  in  whole  or  in  part  employed  by  the  Federal 
Government;  they  respect  those  who  are  in  the  Federal  em- 
Dlovment  It  appears  that  they  have  a  dominant  influence 
over  the  people.  Not  only  do  we  have  those  things  to  con- 
tend with,  but  we  have  the  added  fact  that  the  people  of  the 
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United  States  of  America  are  paying  the  salaries  of  those  who 
go  out  and  participate  in  political  campaigns.  The  people 
pay  the  salaries  of  those  employees  while  they  engage  in 
political  activities  in  our  country.    This  is  entirely  wrong. 

I  want  to  mention  the  particular  point  brought  up  by  my 
very  distinguished  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Sasscer]  during  this  debate  with  respect  to  matters 
within  his  own  State  and  in  the  area  just  outside  the  District 
of  Columbia.  That  point  is  taken  care  of  entirely  in  section 
16  of  the  bill,  which  is  now  before  the  House.  I  read  from 
section  16: 

;  Whenever  the  United  States  Civil  Service  Commission  determines 
that  by  reason  of  special  or  uniosual  circumstances  which  exist  in 
any  municipality  or  other  political  subdivision,  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  the  National  Capital  in  the  States  of  Maryland  and 
Virginia  or  in  municipalities  the  majority  of  whose  voters  are  em- 
ployed by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  it  is  In  the  domestic 
interest  of  persons  to  whom  the  provisions  of  this  act  are  applicable, 
and  who  reside  in  such  municipality  or  political  subdivision,  to 
permit  such  persons  to  take  an  active  part  in  political  management 
or  in  political  campaigns  Involving  such  municipality  or  political 
subdivision — 

Listen  to  these  words — 
the  Commission  Is  authorized  to  promulgate  regulations  permitting 
such  persons  to  take  an  active  part  In  such  political  management 
and  political  campaigns  to  the  extent  the  Commission  deems  to  be 
In  the  domestic  interest  of  such  persons. 

Therefore  the  fear  which  the  gentleman  from  the  State  of 
Maryland  has  expressed  is  provided  for  under  section  16  of 
this  bill  which  is  now  before  the  House  and  upon  which  action 
will  soon  be  taken.  There  are  some  other  reasons  which  I 
desire  to  present  to  this  body  as  an  added  argument  for  the 
passage  of  these  amendments. 

Mr.  SASSCER.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  I  beg  the  gentleman's  pardon,  but  I  have 
only  a  few  minutes  remaining. 

We  sometimes  think  of  the  extension  of  Federal  power; 
all  of  us  reflect  upon  that  great  and  vast  extension  of  Federal 
power  in  this  country;  when  that  extension  of  power  reaches 
the  point  where  fraud  and  corruption  are  involved,  or  where 
there  is  an  imminent  liability  of  fraud  and  corruption,  is  it 
not  the  duty  of  our  Federal  Government  to  curb  and  suppress 
that  very  great  power,  and  to  eliminate  the  pending  danger? 
I  think  this  appeals  with  force  and  effect  to  everyone  within 
the  hearing  of  my  voice.  Does  it  not  then  become  the  duty 
of  our  Federal  Government  to  curb  and  limit  that  power  to 
which  it  has  submitted  itself? 

We  have  that  situation  existing  before  us  at  this  very 
time  and  I  believe,  as  one  of  the  Members  of  this  House, 
it  Is  necessary  to  take  such  action  as  may  be  necessary  to 
curb  those  ills  and  those  abuses  to  which  that  extension  of 
power  has  taken  us  in  the  holding  of  our  elections  in  this 
Nation.  The  people  demand  that  our  elections  be  clean  and 
fair — entirely  free  from  domination. 

Just  a  little  while  ago  mention  was  made  by  my  distin- 
guished colleague  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  HobbsI 
in  his  splendid  address  before  the  House  in  which  he  referred 
to  those  who  would  be  jailed  under  these  amendments  in  case 
of  a  violation  thereof;  he  emphatically  stated  that  those  who 
failed  to  vote  as  the  "so-called  boss"  dictated  would  be  the 
voters  who  would  suffer  under  the  act.  When  these  amend- 
ments are  passed  and  become  the  law,  the  people  who  are 
employed  upon  Federal  projects  as  their  principal  employ- 
ment will  enjoy  freedom  from  political  domination;  they  may 
then  vote  as  they  may  choose.  I  am  confident  there  will 
never  be  a  majority  of  our  j>eople  on  the  Federal  pay  roll 
In  this  country.  Again,  may  I  say,  the  boss,  who  is  under 
Federal  employment,  is  governed  fully  by  the  provisions  of 
the  original  Hatch  Act.  Let  that  "boss"  dare  dominate  and 
control  those  individuals  who  are  under  his  supervision:  he 
then  comes  within  the  provisions  of  this  act.  and  the  "boss,"  let 
me  say  to  my  very  dear  and  good  friend  from  Alabama,  would 
be  the  fellow  who  would  suffer  the  penalty  and  he  would  be 
the  one  we  would  meet  when  we  visit  the  county  Jail.  Yet  let 
Us  remember  when  these  amendments  have  been  enacted  into 
law.  the  people  to  whom  it  applies  will  rcflpect  it,  and  the 
▼lolatloiu  will  be  very  few  indeed. 
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This  amendment  to  the  original  Hatch  Act  gives  the  little 
fellow— the  fellow  in  the  highway  department  back  home— an 
opportunity  to  vote  as  he  desires  to  vote.  It  provides  for 
clean  politics.  It  takes  him  away  from  a  theory  of  poUtics 
by  which  he  could  be  called  upon  and  forced  to  manage 
political  campaigns;  it  removes  the  temptation  from  the  so- 
called  political  "boss"  to  compel  those  Federal  employees, 
who  come  within  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  to  do  things  which 
he  would  not,  perhaps,  personally  desire  to  do  in  a  political 
campaign.  This  bill  when  passed  will  give  those  voters  the 
right  to  vote  as  they  please,  as  free  Americans,  without  domi- 
nation, and  it  extends  to  the  voters  the  right  and  privilege 
of  going  to  the  ballot  box  and  casting  their  vote  as  they  may 
freely  choose.  This  is  our  right  as  Americans.  These  amend- 
ments protect  that  right.  The  people  of  our  Nation  demand 
this  protection.  Let  us  not  falter — let  us  give  our  people  this 
inalienable  right.  [  Applause.  1 
IHere  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Texas.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  7  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  I  Mr.  HareI. 

Mr.  HARE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Hatch  bill  which  passed 
the  Congress  last  year  made  it  unlawful  for  any  person  receiv- 
ing a  salary  direct  from  the  Federal  Government  to  become 
imduly  active  in  the  interest  of  any  candidate  or  in  any 
political  campaign.  Since  then  provision  has  been  added 
making  it  imlawful  for  such  persons  to  be  coerced  in  making 
contributions  to  political  campaigns.  The  bill  now  before  us 
undertakes,  among  other  things,  to  make  the  same  provisions 
of  law  applicable  to  persons  who  may  be  employed  by  a  State, 
county,  or  municipality,  if  such  person  is  paid  directly  or 
indirectly  from  grants  or  loans  to  such  State,  county,  or 
municipality  by  any  agency  of  the  Federal  Government. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  proponents  of  the  bill  to  be  a  measure 
to  prevent  corruption  in  politics.    If  this  were  the  sole  pur- 
pose there  would  be  no  objection  whatsoever  by  anyone  to  its 
passage.    I  am  one  who  believes  that  this  feature  is  only 
incidental  and  that  the  real  purpose  on  the  part  of  many  of 
the  proponents  is  more  subtle  and  calculated  to  be  more 
dangerous  to  the  life  of  our  Republic  than  the  alleged  ir- 
regularities or  corruptions  found  in  different  sections  of  the 
country.    There  can  be  no  objection  to  that  provision  of  the 
bill  which  makes  it  unlawful  for  the  class  of  people  referred 
to  to  make  contributions  to  a  candidate  or  political  party, 
but  the  same  provision  should  apply  to  all  classes  of  people. 
I  think  it  should  be  unlawful  to  make  contributions  to  any 
candidate  for  oflBce  and  it  should  be  equally  unlawful  for  any 
candidate  to  receive  such  contributions  when  they  are  made 
for  the  purpose  or  intention  that  a  subsequent  favor  would  be 
asked  or  requested  of  the  candidate  If  elected.    I  think  when 
a  man  receives  such  contributions  he  virtually  agrees  to  re- 
turn the  favor  when  an  opportunity  affords.    But  such  Ir- 
regularities or  improprieties  are  already  covered  under  what  is 
known  as  the  Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act  artd  If  there 
should  be  a  greater  specification  required  as  aUeged  by  the 
arguments  in  support  of  this  bill  the  amendments  should 
be  made  to  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  and  not  to  the  Political 
Activity  Act.  but  I  will  discuss  this  feature  a  little  later  on. 
We  will  find  out  before  this  bill  is  passed  that  the  underlying 
reason  for  its  passage  is  for  the  Federal  Government  to  get 
control  of  the  election  and  suffrage  laws  of  the  States  and 
we  should  never  forget  that  the  question  of  suffrage  and  the 
privileges  Incident  thereto  are  matters  heretofore  conceded  to 
be  exclusive  prerogatives  of  the  several  States  and  the  people 
therein,  and  the  concession  dates  back  to  the  ratification  of 
the  Constitution.     They  are  matters  which  have  been  con- 
sidered and  passed  upon  time  and  again  by  the  highest  judi- 
cial tribunal  of  our  country  and  invariably  it  has  been  decided 
that  they  are  among  the  rights  and  powers  never  delegated  to 
the  Congress  or  the  Federal  Government  but  reserved  for  the 
several  States  and  the  people.    They  have  exercised  these 
rights  and  privileges  for  more  than  a  century  and  a  half  with- 
out having  to  be  coerced  or  dictated  to  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment.   No  doubt  there  has  been  some  individual  corrup- 
tion In  the  political  machinery  In  all  or  most  of  the  States, 
but  the  same  is  true  in  business  and  other  circles,  but  the 
refining  pot  for  such  Irregularities  is  found  in  the  discharge 
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of  the  responsibilities  of  citizenship  and  not  in  the  arm  of 
the  Federal  Government  which  undertakes  to  paralyze  and 
destroy  the  conscious  responsibilities  of  the  people  to  gov- 
ernment. When  you  destroy  or  paralyze  the  people's  con- 
ception of  their  obligations  to  their  government  you  will  no 
longer  have  a  government  by  the  people,  but  you  will  have  a 
dictator  government  or  dictator  individual  in  the  place  of  It. 
and  the  freedom  and  liberties  of  the  people  are  gone,  and 
when  once  lost  they  are  never  regained.  There  is  not  an  in- 
stance in  the  history  of  the  country  where  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  once  acquired  a  right  or  privilege  from  the  peo- 
ple, either  by  delegation  or  acquiescence,  where  such  right  or 
privilege  has  been  returned. 

There  c^  be  no  objection  to  legislation  that  has  for  its 
purpose  the  purification  of  politics.  Where  there  is  corrup- 
tion and  it  is  known  there  should  be  punishment  of  some 
kind,  because  corruption  in  political  machinery  or  in  any 
public  activity  is  an  offense  against  society,  and  the  offender 
should  be  punished.  Pernicious  political  activity  has  never 
been  considered  as  an  offense  against  society.  It  has  never 
been  looked  upon  or  considered  as  corrupt  or  immoral.  The 
original  Pernicious  Political  Activity  Act  was  not  designed  to 
punish  anyone  for  an  offense  against  society,  but  was  designed 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  good  will,  devotion,  and 
loyalty  of  the  citizenry  of  this  country  to  their  flag  and  to 
their  Government. 

Years  ago  it  was  discovered  that  when  a  person  employed 
In  the  Government  service,  under  a  classified  lifetime  status, 
became  unduly  politically  active  among  the  people  he  served 
and  Incurred  the  displeasure  of  those  who  did  not  happen  to 
agree  with  him,  such  displeasure  was  not  only  registered 
against  him  but  was  registered  against  his  employer— the 
Government.     It  was  not  because  the  employee  had  done 
anything  corrupt  or  morally  wrong,  but  his  conduct  became 
pernicious  when  he  became  so  active  and  outspoken  in  his 
efforts  to  Influence  people  to  his  way  of  thinking  and  he 
became  so  distasteful  to  them  that  their  distaste  for  him  was 
registered  In  the  lack  of  loyalty  and  devotion  to  their  Govern- 
ment.   Therefore,  the  flrst  pernicious  political  activity  law 
was  passed  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  loyalty  and 
devotion   of   the   citizens   to   their   flag   and   Government. 
This   bill   is   labeled   a    "pernicious   political   activity   bill." 
but  In  order  to  get  public  support  the  proponents  are  em- 
phasizing  immorality   and   corruption  in  politics,  the   idea 
being  that  If  the  bill  can  beccmie  a  law  it  can  then  be  con- 
strued   and    interpreted    by    Its    administrators    and    those 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  enforcing  It  to  cover  a 
thousand  and  one  things  never  dreamed  of.    Right  now.  If 
this  law  were  in  effect  and  the  agricultural  teachers  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  of  this  land  should  attempt  to 
explain  the  merits  of  the  farm  program  inaugurated  under 
our  administration  they  could  be  charged  with  pernicious 
political  activity  by  saying  they  were  trying  to  reelect  a 
Democratic  President  and  a  Democratic  Congress.    A  county 
agent  addressing  a  group  of  farmers  trying  to  explain  the 
Intricacies  and,  I  may  say,  the  unexplainable  ramifications  of 
the  specifications  and  rulings  set  up  imder  this  program 
could  also  be  charged  with  pernicious  political  activity  in 
an  effort  to  reelect  a  Democratic  President  and  a  Democratic 
Congress,  although  there  is  nothing  corrupt,  immoral,  or 
even  pernicious  In  his  conduct  or  activity. 

Yes;  you  may  go  further  than  this  and  say  that  every  farmer 
who  receives  a  soU-conservatlon  check  or  a  farm-parity  check 
after  entering  Into  an  agreement  or  contract  with  the  Gov- 
ernment to  regulate  his  farming  operations  In  accordance 
with  the  farm  program  may  he  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  law  and  then  subject  to  the  penalties  If  he  should  try  to 
give  his  Interpretation  to  his  neighbor  and  Induce  him  to 
support  his  political  party  or  some  candidate  In  which  he  may 
be  Interested. 

As  a  matter  of  fact.  If  this  bill  Is  enacted  Into  law,  It  may 
be  construed  so  as  to  close  the  mouths  of  thousands  of  cotton- 
mill  operatives  of  the  country  in  case  the  mill  In  which  they 
arc  employed  secures  a  Government  contract  to  manufacture 
a  certain  quantity  of  cloth  and  the  operatives  are  paid  from 
the  money  obtained  by  their  employer  from  the  Government. 


In  my  congressional  district  there  are  six  colleges  In  which 
every  member  of  the  faculty  will  be  estopped  from  explainmg 
the  merits  of  the  Democratic  Party  as  contrasted  with  those 
of  the  Republican  Party  for  the  reason  that  these  colleges 
receive  funds  from  the  Federal  Government  tlu-ough  the 
National  Youth  Administration. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  original  purpose  of  the  author  of  the  bill 
may  have  been  sincere  in  trying  to  enact  legislation  that  would 
in  a  measure  prevent  corruption  in  politics.    The  Idea  and 
puiTXJse  is  one  that  can  be  endorsed  by  everyone,  but  It  has 
long  been  conceded  that  you  cannot  legislate  pure  thinking 
and  clean  acting  by  passing  a  resolution.   Something  has  been 
said  about  administrative  officers  in  our  party  being  politically 
corrupt.    I  do  not  know  whether  It  is  true  or  not.  but  If  they 
are,  they  ought  to  be  weeded  out.  even  If  the  party  has  to 
suffer  as  a  consequence,  because  no  political  party  In  this 
country  should  be  permitted  to  survive  with  open  and  known 
corruptions  among  its  leaders  and  administrative  officers.    I 
yield  to  no  one  a  stronger  desire  for  purity  in  politics,  but 
the  passage  of  a  law  by  Congress  will  not  prevent  corruption. 
It  has  been  stated  here  this  afternoon  there  is  not  a  corrupt 
practice  referred  to  In  this  bill  but  what  is  not  already  covered 
by  an  existing  law.    The  people  of  the  country  alone,  not  leg- 
islation, will  purify  politics.   If  I  should  be  guilty  of  accepting 
bribes  or  contributions  from  people  who  expected  to  have  them 
returned  by  favors  rendered  after  election  or  votes  cast  in 
Congress,  I  should  be  defeated,  and  any  other  man  guilty  of 
such  conduct  should  be  defeated.    I  cannot  speak  for  other 
districts,  but  I  have  confidence  enough  in  the  political  honesty 
and  the  political  integrity  of  the  people  in  my  district  that, 
if  they  knew  or  even  thought  I  was  guilty  of  such  conduct.  I 
would  not  have  any  more  chance  of  coming  back  to  Congress 
than  the  proverbial  snowball  would  have  of  remaining  in 
Hades. 

That  is.  If  the  people  In  my  district  were  convinced  that  my 
campaign  was  being  financed  by  someone  who  expected  to 
be  favored  or  selfishly  rewarded  afterward,  they  would  not 
call  on  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  or  the  Pernicious  Political 
Activity  Act  tor  help.  They  would  take  care  of  that  situation 
on  election  day.  They  would  not  only  give  me  my  deserts 
under  a  situation  of  this  kind,  but  they  would  do  it  for  any 
other  man.  As  long  as  the  sentiment  Is  maintained  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  for  clean  and  upright  politics,  they  will 
handle  corrupt  practices  and  Irregularities  at  the  proper  time 
and  In  the  proper  way. 

No;  this  bill  has  resolved  Itself  Into  one  supported  and  pro- 
moted by  those  who  believe  in  the  continued  concentration 
of  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Federal  Government.  The  ques- 
tions raised  here  this  afternoon  show  conclusively  that  one 
of  the  main  purposes  of  this  bill  is  for  the  Federal  Government 
to  take  control  of  the  election  machinery  In  all  of  the  States. 
I  listened  to  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Geyer],  who 
preceded  me  a  short  while  ago.  as  he  stood  in  the  well  of  the 
House  and  pleaded  for  the  people  of  my  State,  as  he  claimed, 
saying  they  are  deprived  of  their  right  to  vote  on  account 
of  the  poll-tax  law.  I  will  venture  the  statement  there  were 
not  a  dozen  men  in  my  congressional  district  who  offered  to 
vote  In  the  last  general  election  and  were  denied  because  they 
had  not  paid  their  poll  tax.  I  am  not  arguing  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  poll  tax  is  a  good  or  bad  law.  The  point  I  am 
trying  to  make  Is  that  It  Is  up  to  the  people  of  South  Carolina 
to  say  whether  they  want  a  poll  tax  or  whether  they  do  not 
want  it.  and  it  is  not  a  prerogative  of  Congress  or  the  Federal 
Government. 

I  agree  the  administrative  functions  of  our  Government 
should  grow  and  extend  In  proportion  as  our  social,  eco- 
nomic, and  political  problems  enlarge  and  become  more 
Intricate,  but  the  acquisition  and  the  exercise  of  new  powers 
by  the  Federal  Government  with  the  surrender  of  such  pow- 
ers by  the  people  and  the  States  is  a  matter  that  should 
receive  the  most  deliberate  consideration  of  the  Congress. 
This  gradual  and  everlasting  exercise  of  powers  by  the  Fed- 
eral Oovernment,  not  contemplated  In  the  beginning,  may 
prove  to  be  a  sleeping  paralysis  where  the  States  and  the 
people  wUl  find  themselves  absolutely  paralyzed  in  an  effort 
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to  exercise  their  original  functions  and  opportunities  In  gov- 
ernmental affairs.  It  should  be  remembered  that  the  Ameri- 
can ideal  underlying  our  whole  governmental  fabric  is  not 
something  that  changes  with  the  wind  or  change  of  political 
administrations.  These  ideals  are  written  in  blood  and, 
therefore,  cannot  easily  be  erased.  They  were  bought  and 
paid  for  with  a  supreme  sacrifice  at  Bunker  Hill.  Valley 
Forge.  Kings  Mountain.  Eutaw  Springs,  and  Yorktown.  The 
American  ideal  is  written  in  the  tradition  and  the  history  of 
this  Nation  for  200  years,  and  the  recent  magnified  propa- 
ganda that  the  American  youth  is  entitled  to  a  new  baptism 
of  American  ideals  is  another  step  calculated  to  destroy  the 
defense  of  this  country  from  within.  There  are  no  new 
ideals  in  Americanism.  There  seem  to  be  new  ideas,  and  to 
my  mind  they  seem  to  be  a  threat  or  a  danger  to  the  ideals 
of  the  people,  especially  when  we  take  into  consideration  the 
fact  that  these  new  ideas  are  now  being  promulgated  and 
disseminated  by  men  and  women  who  do  not  know  by  ex- 
perience or  inheritance  the  A  B  C  of  Americanism. 

If  it  can  be  done  by  legislation.  I  am  in  favor  of  passing  a 
law  that  will  put  every  man  behind  the  bars  who  may  be 
found  guilty  of  dishonesty  and  corruption  in  politics;  but  I 
am  not  in  favor  of  closing  the  mouths  of  the  people  of  the 
country  on  such  a  pretext  as  provided  for  in  this  bill,  because 
the  safety  of  this  Republic  and  the  safety  of  our  democracy 
Is  contingent  upon  the  right  of  the  people  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tions that  affect  their  security — questions  that  affect  their 
social  and  economic  life.    To  me  it  is  elementary  to  say  that 
when  you  take  from  the  people  the  right  to  express  their 
Ideas  or  discuss  among  themselves  their  social,  economic,  or 
political  problems  you  destroy  their  incentive  to  exercise  their 
responsibilities   as    citizens;    and   when    the    people    of    this 
Republic  get  to  the  point  they  do  not  take  any  interest  in 
politics  or  are  not  allowed  to  take  any  interest  in  politics, 
their  freedom  and  their  liberties  are  gone  and  they  can 
kiss   democracy   good-bye   and   prepare   to   be   slaves   to   a 
dictatorship  the  balance  of  their  lives,  and  bequeath  to  their 
children  and  grandchildren  an  unwelcomed  servitude  for  all 
succeeding  generations.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  really  believe  that 
every  honest  and  reasonably  intelligent  man  in  this  country 
feels  and  knows  that  the  future  of  our  democratic  form  of 
government  is  dependent  upon  the  sincere  and  honest  interest 
manifested  in  politics  by  the  people.    One  of  the  greatest  and 
most  valid  criticisms  of  our  democracy  today  is  that  people 
do  not  take  enough  interest  in  politics.    If  this  bill  is  passed 
and  enforced,  thousands  and  millions  of  people  will  then  have 
a  right  to  say  that  since  they  are  not  permitted  to  take  any 
part  in  politics  they  will  not  bother  with  it.  and  we  will  soon 
have  the  political  dictators  running  the  entire  coimtry. 

From  the  days  of  Thomas  Jefferson  down  to  the  present  day 
the  people  of  the  Nation 'have  been  urged  to  study  the  prob- 
lems of  their  State  and  Nation  in  order  that  they  may  in- 
telligently register  their  will  at  the  ballot  box  in  selecting 
their  representatives;  but  this  bill,  in  effect,  imdertakes  to 
reverse  the  order  and  tell  many  of  them  they  shall  take  no 
Interest  in  politics  in  the  exercise  of  their  responsibilities 
toward  their  Government.  It  is  equivalent  to  saying  to  the 
States  and  many  of  the  people  therein,  "You  have  failed  in 
the  discharge  of  your  duties  and  you  are  no  longer  competent 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  citizenship."  It  is  an  insult  to  the 
integrity,  intelligence,  and  character  of  the  American  people. 
However.  I  would  not  want  to  appear  as  a  pessimist  in  this 
matter,  because  it  may  be  that  this  war  on  democracy  may 
yet  prove  to  be  a  blessing  in  disguise.  It  may  cause  the 
American  people  to  arouse  themselves  and  begin  once  more 
to  exercise  their  individual  prerogatives  and  discharge  their 
individual  responsibilities  in  directing  the  affairs  of  State. 
If  the  Federal  Government  continues  for  the  next  decade  as 
It  has  for  the  last  decade  to  encroach  upon  the  rights  of  the 
individual  States  and  the  rights  of  the  people,  I  can  vision 
the  time  when  such  States  may  rise  in  their  might  and  exer- 
cise their  right  to  amend  our  Constitution  in  such  a  way  as 
to  restore  to  the  people  and  the  States  the  powers  to  which 
they  know  they  are  rightly  entitled.  It  would  not  be  secession 
and  it  would  not  be  revolution.  It  would  be  an  orderly, 
legal,   and    constitutional    recovery    of    power    acquired    by 
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the  Federal  Government  through  legislation,  coercion,  or 
BCQUicsccncc 

Suppose  the  States  should  decide  to  repeal  the  sixteenth 
amendment— the  income-tax  law— in  order  that  they  may 
have  this  source  of  income  for  their  own  revenues :  and  they 
are  going  to  need  it.  We  can  very  easily  see  what  might 
happen  to  the  Federal  Government.  Of  course,  I  do  not 
expect  to  see  this  happen,  but  only  cite  It  as  an  example  as 
to  what  could  happen.  It  is  by  no  means  unthinkable  that 
following  a  continued  trespass  upon  the  rights  of  the  States 
and  the  people  they  may  finally  decide  to  exercise  their  con- 
stitutional powers  and  initiate  amendments  to  the  Constitu- 
tion that  will  have  far-reaching  effects  upon  the  future  powers 
Of  the  Federal  Government.  It  might  be  well  for  the  Con- 
gress, therefore,  to  stop.  look,  and  listen  before  enacting  legis- 
lation that  may  eventually  contribute  in  a  measure  to  its 
undoing. 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  1  Mr.  Hancock  1 . 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  were  all  very  much 
interested  and  moved  by  the  pathetic  picture  of  the  Janitor 
In  Alabama  drawn  for  us  by  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Alabama  I  Mr.  HobbsI.  However,  the  picture  was 
grossly  overdrawn,  as  I  suspect  was  his  picture  of  purity  in 
politics  in  Alabama.  In  the  first  place,  the  school  authorities 
he  mentioned  could  not  under  the  law  browbeat  and  perse- 
cute that  janitor  in  the  way  described  by  the  distinguished 
gentleman.  The  very  opening  sentence  of  the  present  Hatch 
Act  reads  as  follows: 

It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  Intimidate,  threaten,  or 
coerce,  or  to  attempt  to  Intimidate,  threaten,  or  coerce,  any  other 
person  for  the  purpose  of  Interfering  with  the  right  of  such  person 
to  vote  as  he  may  choose. 

That  is  the  present  law.   The  State  and  local  employees  on 

Federal   projects  have   plenty  of   safeguards  against   being 

railroaded  under  this  bill.     First  of  all.  a  charge  must  be 

made  against  them,  and  they  must  be  given  a  right  to  be 

heard  and  tried  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission.     They 

may  introduce  new  evidence  and  have  a  rehearing  if  they  are 

not  satisfied  with  the  first  result.    They  may  go  Into  court 

and  be  tried  by  a  judge,  or  they  may  demand  a  jury  trial. 

They  have  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  circuit  court  of  appeals, 

and  they  may  even  go  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 

States  under  a  writ  of  certiorari.     No  such  persecution  as 

described  by  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  is  possible  under 

the  present  law  or  under  the  proposed  law. 

I       It  is  not  necessary  for  us  to  spend  very  much  time  in  de- 

I   bating  this  bill,  because  we  all  know  It  Is  going  to  l>e  passed: 

I  and  it  is  going  to  be  passed  because  the  people  of  the  United 

States  wish  that  it  shall  be  passed.    They  intend  that  the 

! .  next  election  shall  not  be  bought  and  shall  not  be  dictated, 

and  they  demand  that  we  take  every  possible  precaution  to 

!   make  it  a  fair  and  free  election.    They  are  acutely  conscious 

I  that  we  are  facing  a  grave  emergency,  with  dangers  Ihreatea- 

!  ing  us  from  within  and  without. 

The  coming  national  Presidential  election  overshadows 
everything  else  in  the  public  mind.  People  nowadays  are  not 
particularly  concerned  about  the  political  background  of  the 
candidates  for  high  office.  They  do  not  care  whether  they 
are  lawyers,  editors,  manufacturers,  bankers,  farmers,  or  pub- 
lic-utility executives.  I  Laughter.  1  They  want  a  man  big 
enough  to  do  a  big  job,  and  they  want  a  fair  election  without 
the  misuse  of  money  or  the  browbeating  of  Federal  employees 
of  the  United  States  by  those  who  control  their  jobs. 

I  think  there  is  some  misunderstanding  as  to  what  this 
bill  does. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HANCOCK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman's 
interpretation  of  part  of  section  2  on  page  12  of  the  bill. 
That  Is,  "any  person  employed  In  any  administrative  pbsltlon 
by  the  United  States  in  connection  with  any  activity."  Now. 
suppose  a  State  or  county  employee  worked  all  week  on  some 
job  that  is  connected  with  some  Federal  grant  and  then  on 
Saturday  when  the  election  comes  they  put  him  on  some 
other  job.    He  would  not  be  covered  by  this  bill,  would  he? 
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Mr  HANCOCK.  I  suppose  we  will  have  to  rely  on  the  in- 
terpretation to  be  put  on  this  langiiage  by  the  Attorney 
General.  He  will  be  guided  by  the  precedent*  already  esub- 
lished  in  Interpreting  the  civil-service  rules.  Any  answer  I 
might  give  would  be  purely  speculative  and  of  no  value. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Would  not  this  necessarily  result  in  the 
shifting  of  State,  county,  or  city  employees  from  one  job  to 
another,  depending  on  when  the  election  was  held? 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    Well,  the  particular  section  to  which  the 
gentleman  refers  applies  only  to  administrative  positions. 
Mr.  KEFAUVER.    It  is  section  2— "any  person  employed  in 

any  administrative  position."    But  when  they  shift  them 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Any  person  employed  in  any  administra- 
tive posIUon.  That  is  the  language  and  the  particular  pro- 
vision mentioned  by  the  gentleman  does  not  apply  to  work- 
Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Does  not  the  gentleman  think  that  if 
this  Is  good  for  a  certain  length  of  time,  there  should  be  some 
protecUve  clause  that  they  shall  be  so  employed  for  30  or  60 
days  after  their  employment  ceases? 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  I  do  not  see  how  the  genUeman  could 
object  to  that  provision,  no  matter  who  is  affected  by  it.  It 
prohibits  the  use  of  official  authority  for  the  purpose  of  inter- 
fering with  or  affecting  the  election  or  nomination  of  any 
candidate  for  President,  and  so  forth. 
[Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gentle- 
man 5  additional  minutes. 

Mr   HANCOCK.    It  is  doubtless  true  that  there  are  many 
imperfections  in  this  bill.    There  are  many  ambiguities.    It 
repeats  and  overlaps  a  great  deal  of  legislation  already  on 
the  books. 
Mr.  SHERIDAN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HANCOCK.   Just  let  me  go  on  for  a  minute,  please.   If 
I  am  fortunate  enough  to  be  returned  to  Congress  and  reap- 
pointed to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  I  intend  to  make 
an  effort  to  create  some  sort  of  a  commission  to  rewrite  our 
election  laws  and  codify  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act,  the  two 
Hatch  bills,  the  various  penal  statutes  affecting  political  activ- 
ities and  the  provisions  on  the  subject  that  are  in  one  of  the 
relief  bills  passed  last  year.    But  what  we  are  trying  to  do 
here  is  nothing  new.  strange,  or  startling.    We  have  had  sim- 
ilar laws  even  before  the  original  Hatch  Act  was  passed.    We 
are  merely  extending  the  protecUon  that  other  Federal  em- 
ployees have  to  the  State  and  local  employees  whose  principal 
occupation  Is  in  connection  with  Federal  projects.   That  is  all 
we  arc  doing.    It  is  not  a  very  large  group  of  people  which  will 
be  affected.    We  have  a  perfect  right  to  do  it  and  it  is  no 
interference  with  anyone's  civil  rights  or  with  States'  rights. 
Of  course,  you  all  know  that  the  civil-service  employees  are 
barred  from  active  participation  in  politics. 

This  may  surprise  some  of  you.  A  Presidential  order 
directed  to  the  State,  Treasury.  War,  Navy.  Interior,  Agricul- 
ture, and  Commerce  Departments  and  various  others  reads 
like  this: 

Presidential  appointees  are  forbidden  by  statute  to  tise  their 
official  authority  or  influence  to  coerce  the  political  action  of  any 
person  or  body,  to  make  any  contribution  for  a  political  object  to 
any  other  officer  of  the  United  States,  or  to  solicit  or  receive  con- 
tributions for  political  purposes  from  other  Federal  officers  or 
employees,  or  to  discriminate  among  their  employees  or  appU- 
canta  for  political   reasons.  ^  .     ^  w  i. 

Otherwise,  a  Presidential  appointee  will  be  allowed  to  take  such 
a  part  in  political  campaigns  as  Is  taken  by  any  private  citizen 
except  that  he  will  not  be  permitted — 

1.  To  hold  a  position  as  a  member  or  officer  of  any  political 
committee  that  solicits  ftuids. 

a.  To  display   such   obtrtislve   partisanship   as  to  cause   public 

KCftndRl 

3   To  attempt  to  manipulate  party  primaries  or  conventions. 
4.  To  use  his  position  to  bring  about  Ills  selection  as  a  delegate 
to  conventions. 

6.  To  act  as  chairman  of  a  political  convention. 
6  To  assume  the  active  conduct  of  a  political  campaign. 

7.  To  tise  his  position  to  Interfere  with  an  election  or  to  affect 
the  result   thereof. 

Tliat  is  the  law  now.  That  law  was  in  effect  before  the 
Hatch  Act.  I  have  read  it  from  a  pamphlet  Issued  by  the 
United  States  Civil  Service  Commission  in  1936. 


Do  not  be  shocked  or  frightened  by  the  alarmist  talk  you 
have  heard  today  and  will  hear  again  tomorrow  that  this 
bill  Is  going  to  deprive  men  of  their  clvU  rights.  If  it  has 
any  effect  at  all.  and  we  hope  it  will,  It  wUl  be  to  purify 
politics.  I  do  not  regard  this  as  a  perfect  measure.  I  real- 
ize it  will  be  difficult  to  interpret,  but  we  are  going  to  pass 
this  bill,  and  we  are  going  to  pass  it  Because  the  folks  back 
home  insist  on  it  and  are  almost  unanimously  in  favor  of 
the  objective  it  seeks  to  reach.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  Inquire  as 

to  how  the  time  stands? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
GuYER]  has  1  hour  and  3  minutes  remaining.  The  gentle- 
man from  Texas  has  1  hour  20  Va  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  Is  now  5  o'clock,  and 
we  have  a  number  of  Members  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  who 
are  insisting  on  making  a  point  of  no  quorum.  I  hope  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  will  move  that  the  Committee  rise. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  appreciate  that  the  Members 
are  tired. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Ludlow  1. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  May  10  last,  in  address- 
ing the  House  on  the  Hatch  bill,  I  annoxinced  that  when  the 
bill  came  before  the  House  I  would  move  to  amend  it  by 
adding  the  following  section: 

Nothing  In  this  act  shall  t)e  construed  to  alter  or  amend  any  pro- 
visions of  the  Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act  of  1925.  or  any  amend- 
ments thereto,  as  to  the  amoimt  of  money  that  any  candidate  for 
Senator.  Representative,  Delegate,  or  Resident  Commissioner  may 
expend  In  his  own  campaign  under  the  provisions  of  that  act. 

Since  that  time  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  has  adopted 
the  essential  part  of  this  proposed  amendment  in  the  follow- 
ing language: 

Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  alter  or  amend  any  pro- 
visions ol  the  Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act  of  1925,  or  any  amend- 
ments thereto 

This  amendment  carries  out  the  purpose  I  intended,  and 
I  thank  the  committee. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  phUosophy  back  of  the  Hatch  bin  is  a 
sound  philosophy,  which  has  my  undiluted  sympathy  and  all 
the  support  I  am  capable  of  bringing  to  it.  It  is  based  on  a 
principle  that  ought  to  be  emblazoned  in  characters  of  living 
light  in  every  department  and  ramification  of  the  public  serv- 
ice from  Maine  to  California.  That  principle  is  that  a  pubUc 
office  is  a  pubhc  trust.  Those  who  believe  In  the  Hatch  bill 
believe  that  public  servants  should  perform  the  duties  of  their 
offices  faithfully,  honorably,  and  well.  They  subscribe  whole- 
heartedly to  the  maxim  that  "he  serves  his  party  best  who 
serves  his  country  best."  and  their  objecUve  is  to  do  all  they 
can  to  promote  honest,  clean,  and  decent  government. 

This  proposed  amendment  has  the  approval  of  Senator 
Hatch  and  I  understand  that  it  Is  acceptable  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Mexico,  RepresentaUve  Dempsey.  who  has 
charge  of  the  Hatch  bill  in  the  House.    After  the  Hatch  bill 
passed  the  Senate,  when  it  could  not  be  recalled  and  amended, 
a  doubt  arose  in  the  minds  of  some  very  good  lawyers  in  tiiat 
body  as  to  whether  it  would  have  the  effect  to  repeal  the  limi- 
tations which  the  Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act  places  on  the 
amoimts  candidates  for  the  United  States  Congress  may  spend 
In  their  campaigns  and  leave  the  door  open  for  unUmited 
expenditures.    An  amendment  was  prepared  by  these  Sena- 
tors  and  I  was  invited  to  introduce  it  in  the  House.    This 
amendment  would  make  certain  that  the  present  maximum 
limits  of  expenditures  are  retained,  $25,000  in  the  case  of  a 
Senator  and  $5,000  in  the  case  of  a  Representative,  Delegate, 
or  Resident  Commissioner. 

I  am  not  a  lawyer  and  I  am  not  qualified  to  pass  upon  the 
subtleties  of  legal  interpretations,  but  some  very  able  lawyers 
have  at  least  a  doubt  as  to  whether  the  enactment  of  the 
Hatch  biU  without  this  amendment  would  not  have  the  effect 
to  repeal  by  implication  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Cor- 
rupt Practices  Act  relating  to  expenditures  of  candidates,  i 
am  sure  no  one  wants  to  see  tliose  provisions  repealed.  In 
the  past  we  have  witnessed  the  scandal  of  candidates  for  seats 
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In  another  body  attaining  their  objectives  by  the  use  of  enor- 
mous slush  funds.  We  do  not  want  to  see  any  repetitions  of 
the  colossal  expenditures  that  have  been  tantamount  to  the 
sale  of  congressional  seats  on  the  auction  block.  Further- 
more, the  sections  of  the  Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act  that 
would  be  safeguarded  by  my  amendment  contain  certain  pro- 
tective pro\'isions  that  are  valuable  to  candidates  in  properly 
conducted  elections,  such  as  the  right  to  spend  money  for 
travel,  subsistence,  stationery,  assessments,  and  so  forth, 
without  having  the  same  counted  in  a  statutory  limitation  on 
expenditures.  The  amendment  I  propose  may  not  be  neces- 
sary but  that  is  a  question  on  which  lawyers  differ.  It  can- 
not possibly  do  any  harm,  and  I  am  glad  that  it  is  acceptable 
to  the  proponents  of  the  bill. 

The  provisions  of  the  Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act  which 
Will  be  protected  by  my  amendment  from  repeal  by  impUca- 
tlon  if  the  Hatch  Act  passes  are  as  follows: 

Sec  309  (a)  A  candidate.  In  his  campaign  for  election,  shall  not 
make  expenditures  In  excess  of  the  amount  which  he  may  lawfully 
make  under  the  laws  of  the  State  in  which  he  is  a  candidate,  nor 
in  excess  of  the  amount  which  he  may  lawfully  make  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title. 

(b)  Unless  the  laws  of  his  State  prescribe  a  less  amount  as  the 
maximum  limit  of  campaign  expenditures,  a  candidate  may  make 

expenditures  up  to —  ^       „        ^  *». ,... 

(1)  The  sum  of  »1 0.000  If  a  candidate  for  Senator,  or  the  sum 
of  »2.500  if  a  candidate  for  Representative.  Delegate,  or  Resident 

Commissioner;  or  ^^  .     ^  ^  wi„i^«„ 

(2)  An  amount  equal  to  the  amount  obtained  by  multiplying 
3  cenU  by  the  total  nimiber  of  votes  cast  at  the  last  general  election 
for  aU  candidates  for  the  office  which  the  candidate  seeks,  but  in 
no  event  exceeding  $25,000  if  a  candidate  for  Senator  or  »5.000  If  a 
candidate  for  Representative,  Delegate,  or  Resident  Commissioner. 

(c)  Money  expended  by  a  candidate  to  meet  and  discharge  any 
assessment,  fee.  or  charge  made  or  levied  upon  candidates  by  the 
laws  of  the  State  in  which  he  resides,  or  expended  for  his  necessary 
personal  traveling,  or  subsistence  expenses,  or  for  stationery,  post- 
age vsrrltlng.  or  printing  (other  than  for  use  on  billboards  or  in 
newspapers),  for  distributing  letters,  circulars,  or  posters,  or  for 
telegraph  or  telephone  service,  shall  not  be  included  in  determining 
whether  his  expenditures  have  exceeded  the  sum  fixed  by  paragraph 
(1)   or   (2)    of  subdivision   (b)    as  the  limit  of  campaign  expenses 

Sec  310  It  Is  unlawful  for  any  candidate  to  directly  or  Indirectly 
promise  or  pledge  the  appointment,  or  the  use  of  his  Influence  or 
support  for  the  appointment  of  any  person  to  any  public  or  private 
position  or  employment,  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  support  In 

his  candidacy.  -      *     _  w- 

Sic.  311.  It  Is  unlawful  for  any  person  to  make  or  offer  to  make 
any  expendit\ire.  or  to  cause  an  expenditure  to  be  made  or  offered, 
to  any  person,  either  to  vote  or  withhold  his  vote,  or  to  vote  for  or 
against  any  candidate,  and  It  is  unlawful  for  any  person  to  solicit, 
accept,  or  receive  any  such  expenditure  in  consideration  of  his 
vote  or  the  withholding  of  his  vote. 

In  conclusion  I  want  to  extend  my  warm  and  sincere 
compliments  to  the  able  Representative  from  New  Mexico 
for  his  great  service  to  the  cause  of  good  government  in 
promoting  this  measure.  The  gentleman  from  New  Mexico. 
John  J.  Dempsey.  has  made  a  most  creditable  record  for  him- 
self and  has  written  his  name  high  on  the  roll  of  honor,  for  if 
It  had  not  been  for  his  tireless  efforts  and  unflagging  devotion 
this  very  meritorious  measure  would  never  have  reached  the 

statute  books. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the 

Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly,  the  Committee  rose:  and.  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  McCormack.  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported 
that  that  Committee  having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
S.  3046,  the  Hatch  bill,  had  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 

CALENDAR    WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  business  in  order  on  tomorrow.  Calendar  Wednesday, 
may  be  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION    OP    REMARKS 

Mr.  GRIFFITH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  to  include 
therein  a  short  table  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  poem  recently  received  in  connection  with  the 
Fourth  of  July. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EDELSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  add.— ss  by  Rear  Admiral  Clark  H.  Woodward,  of 
the  United  States  Navy,  at  Tammany  Hall  Society  on  the  27th 

of  June  last. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein 
an  address  by  the  Librarian  of  Congress  entitled  "The  Li- 
brarian and  the  Democratic  Process." 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  Wall  Street  Journal. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a 
radio  speech  I  delivered  on  June  22. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  LATE  W.  LAIRD  HENRY 

Mr.  WARD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  for  the  purpose  of  making  an 
announcement. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  make  an  announce- 
ment of  the  death  on  July  5  of  Judge  W.  Laird  Henry.  Sr.. 
of  Cambridge.  Md..  former  Member  of  Congress  and  former 
member  of  the  court  of  appeals. 

Judge  Henry  was  elected  to  Congress  In  1893  at  the  age  of  29 
to  represent  the  First  Congressional  District  of  Maryland, 
serving  the  unexpired  term  of  the  late  Robert  F.  Brattan.  He 
was  not  a  candidate  to  succeed  himself. 

The  First  District  of  Maryland  and  the  Nation  have  lost  a 
great  citizen,  honored  and  respected  by  all  who  knew  him. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  permission  to  have  printed  in  the  Con- 
gressional Record  an  article  from  the  Daily  Banner,  Cam- 
bridge, Md.,  concerning  Judge  Henry's  life. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Ward]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  article  referred  to  follows: 
[From  the  Cambridge  (Md.)   DaUy  Banner  of  July  5,  19401 
Judge   W.   Laird  Henht   Died  This   Morning   at   Cambridge   Hos- 
pital— Death     of     Well-Known     Jurist     Came     as     Shock     to 

commttnttt was  active  in  coitntt  altairs 

In  the  death  of  the  Honorable  Winder  Laird  Henry,  which  oc- 
curred at  the  Cambridge-Maryland  Hospital  this  morning  at  25 
minutes  after  12  o'clock,  there  passed  away  n  gentleman  who  had 
been  actively  Identified  with  the  growth  and  development  of  Cam- 
bridge and  Dorchester  County  for  more  than  50  years.  A  quiet, 
cultured,  educated  gentleman  who  left  an  Impress  of  kindliness, 
a  human  touch  of  real  understanding  and  sympathy  with  all  of 
those  who  »ere  associated  with  him  in  any  capacity,  whether  pro- 
fessional, buslneys,  social,  or  otherwise. 

Judge  Henry  was  one  of  the  few  people  In  the  world  of  today 
who  had  been  able  to  retain,  through  the  stress  of  the  times, 
that  calmness  of  demeanor,  the  simplicity  of  manner,  the  quiet 
reserved  understanding  that  enabled  him  to  see  through  the  prob- 
lems that  were  presented  to  him  and  to  do  those  things  that 
were  necessary  for  the  protection  of  those  interests  that  were 
entrusted  to  his  care,  and.  at  the  same  time,  to  deal  honorably, 
uprightly,  fairly,  and  consclentously  with  all  of  those  who  were 
interested  parties  In  the  various  matters. 

death   REGRETTED 

There  Is  no  man  In  this  community  whose  death  will  be  more 
sincerely  regretted  because,  all  of  his  life  he  was  courteous  and  fair 
In  all  of  his  transactions  and  sought,  always,  at  all  times,  only  to 
honorably  and  Justly  protect  the  uusts  that  had  been  Imposed 
upon  han. 
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While  he  was  75  years  of  age  last  December,  he  was  one  of  thoae 
men  who  do  not  grow  old.  The  passing  of  time  did  not  dim  his 
Tlews  upon  life,  did  not  narrow  his  outlook  upon  the  world,  did 
not  occasion  his  living  In  the  past;  but.  Instead,  he  lived  in  the 
present  and  the  future;  he  enjoyed  the  things  of  life,  and  he 
looked  with  Indulgent  eyes  upon  the  problems  of  the  world  to- 
day, never  losing  hia  faith  In  the  rising  generations,  but  fre- 
quently stating  that  each  generation  has  its  own  problems  with 
which  to  deal  and  that,  usually,  each  solves  them  as  weU  as  the 
preceding  one  and.  Judging  from  the  advances  that  have  been 
and  are  being  made,  probably  a  little  better. 

BOkM  IN    1864 

He  was  bom  at  Hambrocks  on  December  20,  1864,  and  was  the 
■on  of  the  late  Daniri  11.  and  Susan  Elizabeth  Goldsborough  Henry. 
His  early  education  was  obtained  in  the  public  schools  of  Cam- 
bridge and  at  an  early  age  he  engaged  in  the  mercantile  business 
but  soon  left  that  to  enter  the  newspaper  business.  He  published 
for  a  number  of  years  the  Cambridge  Chronicle,  which  under  his 
leadership,  was  one  of  the  leading  weeklies  of  Maryland.  The 
Chronicle  and  the  DaUy  Banner  were  merged  May  19,  1889,  and 
from  that  time  on  Judge  Henry  devoted  his  time  to  the  practice 
of  law.  His  office.  In  the  early  days  of  his  profession,  was  located 
In  offices  In  the  Spring  Valley,  now  occupied  by  Mr.  Trice.  Judge 
Henry  had  purchased  these  offices  from  the  late  Judge  Henry 
Lloyd,  they  having  been  Judge  Lloyd's  offices  before  his  elevation 
to  the  bench. 

The  Judge  had  always  lived  an  active  life.  While  never  very 
robust  m  the  greater  part  of  his  life  he  had  always  enjoyed  good 
health,  which  he  regarded  as  one  of  the  greatest  blessings  that 
could  be  enjoyed  by  anyone. 

MEMBER  OF  LXOTD  GUARDS 

As  a  young  man  he  was  a  member  of  the  Lloyd  Guards,  one  of 
the  military  companies  of  early  Cambridge,  and  he  enjoyed  very 
much  meeting  with  former  companions  In  the  guards  and  ex- 
changing reminiscences  of  those  days.  He  developed  an  Interest  in 
politics  at  an  early  age  and  never  lost  that  interest  during  his 
lifetime.  He  served,  while  a  yoimg  man,  on  campaign  committees, 
was  a  member  of  the  central  committee  and  was  enthusiastically 
allied  with  one  of  the  other  factions  of  the  Democratic  Party  In 
all   the   camptalgns.  ^     *».   * 

Becaiise  of  this  Interest  In  politics  and  the  many  friends  that 
he  had  made  all  over  the  State  as  the  result  of  attending  various 
political  conventions  It  was  not  surprising  that  he  should  have 
been  selected  to  fUl  a  vacancy  in  Congress  when  he  was  only  29 
years  old.  he  having  been  nominated  and  elected  to  fill  out  the 
short  term  of  the  late  Robert  Brattan. 

NAMED  LAND  COMMISSIONES 

When  Gov.  Austin  L.  Crothers  was  elected  In  1907  he  named 
Judge  Henry  Land  Commissioner  of  Maryland  and.  a  little  later, 
when  Judge  Henry  Page  died,  he  named  him  chief  Judge  of  the 
first  Judicial  district,  a  position  which  he  held  untU  the  election 
of  1909  when  he  was  defeated  for  renomlnatlon  by  the  late  Chief 
Judge  John  R.  Pattlson.  When  Gov  PhUllps  Lee  Goldsborough 
was  elected  in  1911  he  named  Judge  Henry  a  member  of  the  public 
service  commission,  a  position  which  he  filled,  as  he  had  all 
others  with  credit  alike  to  himself  and  the  appointing  powers. 

When  he  retired  from  the  Public  Service  Commission  he  reopened 
his  law  offices  In  Cambridge  and  has  been  actively  engaged  in  prac- 
Uce  since  that  time.  The  law  firm  was  composed  of  himself  and 
his  son  W  Laird  Henry.  Jr..  who  became  associated  with  him  upon 
his  admission  to  the  bar  In  1921,  a  year  or  so  after  his  return  from 
Prance  where  he  had  been  actively  engaged  in  the  air  services  of  the 
United  States  during  the  World  War. 

RESIGNED  TO  ENTER   P.   S.  C. 

Judge  Henry  was  one  of  the  directors  and  counsel  to  the  old  Cam- 
bridge Water  Co  but  resigned  this  connection  when  he  went  on  the 
Public  Service  Comrr.lsslon.  He  had  t>een  a  director  in  the  Dor- 
chester National  Bank  and  became  a  director  in  the  Eastern  Shore 
Trust  Co  upon  the  merger  of  the  two  banks.  He  was  vice  president 
of  the  company  and  upon  lU  reorganization  Into  the  County  Trust 
Co  of  Maryland  he  became  its  first  vice  president  and  had  been  a 
member  of  the  executive  committee  for  several  yean.  He  had  been 
a  director  and  counsel  of  the  Cambridge  Manufacturing  Co.  for 
more  than  20  years  anO  was  active  in  the  reorganization  of  that 
company's  affairs  making  a  number  of  trips  to  Ricimiond  and  other 
places  In  the  working  out  of  the  plans. 

For  several  years  he  was  a  member  of  the  vestry  of  Great  Chop- 
tank  Parish  and  was  a  director  and  president  of  the  Cambridge- 
Maryland  Hospital  for  nearly  20  years,  finally  tendering  his  resigna- 
tion in  order  that  younger  men  might  be  given  the  opportunity  of 
becoming  interested  and  active  in  the  management  of  that  institu- 
tion which  a'as  always  very  dear  to  him. 

MANY    AUXX    PASS    AWAT 

Rapidly  the  men  of  Judge  Henry's  kind  are  passing  away.  Men 
who  are  courteous  and  thoi^htful  for  all  of  those  with  whom  they 
come  Into  contact,  considerate  of  the  poor  and  htimble  as  well  as 
the  rich  and  prosperous,  chivalrous  to  all  women  of  whatever  degree. 
Men  who  seem  to  have  been  blessed  with  the  ability  to  look  with  a 
broad  mind  upon  the  shortcomings  of  their  feUow  men,  to  appre- 
ciate the  weakness  of  the  flesh,  not  to  ask  the  impossible  of  any  but 
to  view  With  charity  the  actions  of  their  fellow  men.  men  who  do 
not  know  how  to  be  other  than  real  gentlemen  under  all  circum- 


stances and  who  refuse  to  allow  petty,  small  considerations  to  in- 
fluence their  actions  and  who  Indignantly  refuse  to  be  parties  to 
anything  that  attempts  to  undermine  or  misrepresent  their  fellow 
beings.    Surely  one  of  God's  noblemen  has  passed  on  to  his  reward. 

LIVED    ON    mCH    STREET 

For  46  years  he  has  lived  at  No.  13  High  Street,  and  only  recently 
he  Stated  that  he  had  lived  there  so  long  that  he  would  hardly  know 
how  to  go  elsewhere. 

He  is  stu-vlved  by  one  son.  Winder  Laird  Henry,  Jr.;  his  wife,  who 
was  Mrs.  Mattle  Adkins  Henry,  to  whom  he  was  married  December 
7.  1894,  having  died  about  20  yetu-s  ago.  He  is  also  survived  by  two 
sisters.  Miss  Charlotte  O.  Henry  and  Mrs.  William  Dunbar  Gould,  II, 
Cherry  Grove,  Talbot  County,  and  by  one  brother,  Robert  O.  Henry, 
Myrtle  Grove,  near  Easton,  Md. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  e 
short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

leave  of  absence 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as 
follows: 

To  Mr.  Martin  J.  Kennedy  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Keogh), 
for  1  week,  on  account  of  illness. 

To  Mr.  Cellbr,  indefinitely,  on  account  of  illness. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title,  which  was 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  7233.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  disposition,  control,  and  use  of  surplus  real 
property  acquired  by  Federal  agencies,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," approved  August  27, 1935  (Public,  No.  351,  74th  Cong.) , 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills  of 
the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  2289.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Leesburg  Welding  li 
Oarage  Co.; 

S.  2717.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Broggi; 

S.  3676.  An  act  to  withdraw  certain  portions  of  land  within 
the  Hawaii  National  Park  and  to  transfer  the  same  to  the 
jurisdiction  and  control  of  the  Secretary  of  War  for  military 
purposes; 

S.  3720.  An  act  to  create  and  establish  a  Board  of  Funeral 
Directors  and  Embalmers  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  to 
prescribe  its  powers  and  duties;  and 

S.  3870.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  author- 
izing the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  fur- 
nish Potomac  water  without  charge  to  charitable  institutions, 
etc.,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,"  approved  February  23,  1905. 

BILLS   PRESENTED    TO    THE   PRESIDENT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  did  on  the  following  dates  present 
to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  bills  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles: 

On  July  8,  1940: 

H.  R.  1436.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  8.  Tait; 

H.  R.  2358.  .An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  Joseph  Wright; 

H.  R.  3161.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  First  National  Bank 
of  Gettysburg.  Pa.,  as  legal  guardian  of  the  three  minor  chil- 
dren of  Dale  W.  Guise  and  Gladys  M.  Guise,  both  deceased, 
and  Sally  C.  Guise,  Martha  G.  and  Arnold  E.  Orner; 

H.  R.  3171.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  L.  Sheldon; 

H.  R.  4828.  An  act  to  amend  the  law  limiting  the  operation 
of  statutes  of  limitations  in  certain  cases; 

H.  R.  5258.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardian  of 
Betty  Lou  Prady  and  W.  L.  Frady; 

H.  R.  6424.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  transportation  and 
distribution  of  mails  on  motor- vehicle  routes; 

H.  R.  7843.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clifford  J.  WilUamB; 

H.  R.  7861.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hannah  S.  Bray,  Jane 
Bickers,  and  Frances  Bickers;  and 
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H  R  9114   An   act   authorizing   advancements   from   the 
Federai  Emergency  Administration  of  PubUc  Works  for  the 
construction  of  a  recorder  of  deeds  building  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes. 
On  July  9.  1940: 

H  R  7233.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  '  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  disposiUon.  control,  and  use  of  surplus  real 
property  acquired  by  Federal  agencies,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." approved  August  27.  1935  (PubUc,  No.  351.  74th 
Cong.),  and  for  other  purposes. 

ADJOUKNICENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do 

now  adjourn.  ..,,,,.       j  o 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  5  o  clock  and  3 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow.  Wednes- 
day, July  10. 1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 
coMMrrrEX  on  military  affairs 
There  wlU  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  of  the  House  in  room  1310,  New  House  Office  Building, 
at  10:30  a.  m..  July  10,  1940,  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R. 
10132  "To  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the  United 
States  through  a  system  of  selecUve  compulsory  military 
training  and  service." 

COMMimK  ON  MERCHANT  MARINE   AND   FISHERIES 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries  of  the  House  at  10  a.  m..  Thursday, 
July  25  1940  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  10092,  relaUve  to 
the  use' of  laid-up  fleet  for  export  of  certain  commodities. 
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REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts:  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
H.  R.  9688.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  advancement  on  the 
retired  list  of  any  officer  of  the  Navy  or  Marine  Corps  retired 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  13  or  15  (e)  of  the  act  of 
June  23.  1938;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2741).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  KELLER:  Committee  on  the  Library.  House  Joint 
Resolution  550.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  use  and 
disposition  of  the  bequest  of  the  late  Justice  Oliver  Wendell 
Holmes  to  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2742).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1827  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  Department  of  Commerce,  for  the  fiscal  year 
1941  in  the  amount  of  $2,750,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  872);  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1828  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  War.  trans- 
mitting a  letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  United  States 
Army  dated  June  26.  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers,  on  a  preliminary  examination 
and  survey  of  Bronx  Kills  and  Harlem  River,  N.  Y..  author- 
ized by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  August  26.  1937; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

1829  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  War.  trans- 
mitting a  letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  United  States 
Army  dated  June  26,  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers,  on  reexamination  of  Rantan 
River.  N.  J.,  requested  by  resolution  of  the  Committee  on 
Rivers  and  Harbors.  House  of  Representatives,  adopted  Feb- 
ruary 9,  1939;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

1830.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  War.  trans- 
mitting a  letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  United  States 
Army,  dated  June  26.  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers,  on  a  preliminary  examination 
of  New  Pass.  Fla..  connecting  Sarasota  Bay  with  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved 
June  20.  1938;   to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

1831.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  War.  trans- 
mitting a  letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  United  States 
Army,  dated  June  26.  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers,  on  a  preliminary  examination 
of  Bureau  Creek  and  tributaries.  Illinois,  authorized  by  the 
Flood  Control  Act  approved  August  28.  1937;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Flood  Control. 

1832.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Henry  Martin  Coflman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public 
Land& 


ADVERSE  REPORTS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xin. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia:  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
House  Resolution  536.  Resolution  calling  on  the  President 
for  information  concerning  the  sale  directly  or  indirectly  of 
naval  vessels  to  any  belligerent  nation  iRept.  No.  2740) .  Laid 
on  the  table. 

PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  DALESANDRO: 
H.  R.  10179.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  March  16.  1926.  pro- 
viding for  a  Board  of  Public  Welfare  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  EBERHARTER: 
H.  R.  10180.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Motor  Carrier  Act  of  1935. 
designated  as  Part  11  of  the  Act  to  Regulate  Commerce,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 
H.R.  10181.  A  bill  to  amend   the  TariCT  Act  of   1930,  as 
amended  by  section  34   (O    of  the  Customs  Administrative 
Act  of  1938  (U.  S.  C.  1934  ed..  Supp.  IV.  title  19,  sec.  1001. 
par.  1529  (a) ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  SASSCER: 
H.  R.  10182.  A  bill   'establishing   the  United   States  Naval 
Academy  police,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  West  Virginia: 
H.R.  10183.  A   bill   authorizing   the   Secretary   of  War   to 
convey  to  the  town  of  Marmet,  W.  Va..  two  tracts  of  land  to 
be  used  for  municipal  purposes,  and  prescribing  the  terms 
and  conditions  thereof;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  WHELCHEL: 
H.  R.  10184.  A  bill  authorizing  the  issuance  of  a  special 
postage  stamp  in  honor  of  Miss  Moina  Michael  in  recognition 
of  her  origination  of  Poppy  Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 
By  Mr.  BREWSTER: 
H.R.  10185.  A  bill  providing  for  the  utilization  of  beryl- 
lium and  other  strategic  metals  for  national- defense  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  TENEROWICZ: 
H.  J.  Res.  581.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  admission 
into  the  United  States  of  a  limited  number  of  refugee  chil- 
dren from  Poland  and  other  occupied  European  countries  for 
the  duration  of  the  European  war ;  to  the  Committee  on  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  TAYLOR: 
H.  J.  Res.  582.  Joint  resolution  making  an  appropriation  to 
enable  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  to  establish 
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the  marine  and  war-risk  Insurance  fund;  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  FAY: 
H.  R.  10186.  A   biU   for   the  relief  of  the   alien.   Jacques 
(Giacomo)    Medvedieff;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  GRIFFITH: 
H.  R.  10187.  A  bill  to  correct  the  naval  record  of  Miller 
Frederick  Simmons;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HOBBS: 
H.  R.  10188.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Willie  M.  Maye; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

H.  R.  10189.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  H.  Bibb;  to  the 
Conrunittee  on  Claims. 

H.R.  10190.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  T.  Dulin;  to 
the  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

By  Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland: 
H.R.  10191.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anthony  BorselUno; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 
H.  R.  10192.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  R.  Brown;  to  the 

Committee  on  Naval  Affairs.  

By  Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI: 
H.R.  10193.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Michel  Konne  and 
PauUne  Lucia  Konne;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee: 
H.  R.  10194.  A  bill  for  the  rehef  of  the  late  John  L.  Sum- 
mers, former  disbursing  clerk.  Treasury  Department;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

I  PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXU,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9021.  By  Mr.  SUTPHIN:  Petition  in  the  nature  of  a  letter 
to  the  editor  of  the  Asbury  Park  Press  of  Lorenzo  Harris,  an 
officer  of  the  Prorressive  Colored  Democratic  Association  of 
New  Jersey,  endorsing  President  Roosevelt  for  a  third  term;  to 
the  Committee  on  Election  of  President,  Vice  President,  and 
Representatives  in  Congress. 

9022.  By  Mr.  WHmTNGTON:  Petition  of  Daniel  Beall 
Post,  No.  18.  of  the  American  Legion.  Lexington,  Miss.,  in 
behalf  of  adequate  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

9023.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  S.  Hutter.  of  Forest 
Park,  ni-.  and  others,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

9024.  Also,  petition  of  the  Mission  Union  Auxiliary  Club, 
IKtltioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9025.  Also,  petition  of  the  Department  of  Indiana  Sons  of 
Union  Veterans  of  the  Civil  War.  Muncie.  Ind.,  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  na- 
tional-defense program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9026.  Also,  petition  of  the  Miscellaneous  Employees'  Union, 
Local  No.  110.  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration 
of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national-defense 
program:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9027.  Also,  petition  of  the  Iowa  City  Lions  Club.  Iowa  City, 
Iowa,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
,ence  to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 

Military  Affairs. 

9028.  Also,  petition  of  Philadelphia  Lodge,  No.  1472.  the 
Order  Sons  of  Italy  in  America,  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  na- 
tional-defense program;  to  the  Comnilttee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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WEDNESDAY,  JULY   10,   1940 
^    (Legislative  day  of  Monday,  July  8,  1940) 

The  Senate  met  in  executive  session  at  12  o'clock  meridian, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Fraser.  assistant  rector,  Church  of  the 
Epiphany,  Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  God,  the  foimtain  of  wisdom,  whose  statutes  are  good 
and  gracious  and  whose  law  is  truth,  we  beseech  Thee  so  to 
guide  and  bless  the  Members  of  this  Senate  that  they  may 
ordain  for  our  governance  only  such  things  as  please  Thee, 
to  the  glory  of  Thy  name  and  the  welfare  of  Thy  people. 
Through  Jesus  Christ,  "Itiy  Son,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THX  JOUKNAL 

As  in  legislative  session. 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklet,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  legislative 
day  of  Tuesday.  July  9,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

CALL  OP  THX  KOLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.   The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Downey 

UMlve 

Bchwellenbacb 

Andrews 

Eliender 

Lucas 

Sheppard 

Asbiirst 

Prazler 

Lxindeen 

Shlpetead 

Austin 

OeoTige 

McCarran 

Blattery 

BaUey 

Gerry 

McKellar 

Smathers 

Barboxir 

Gibson 

MrNary 

Smith 

Barkley 

Gillette 

Maloney 

Stewart 

BUbo 

Green 

Mead 

Taft 

Bone 

Gufley 

MlUer 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Bridges 

Gumey 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bulow 

Bale 

Murray 

Tlwmas.  Utah 

Burke 

Harrison 

Neely 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Hatch 

Norrts 

Townsend 

Bymea 

Hayden 

Nye 

Tydlngs 

Capper 

Herrlnc 

O'Mahoney 

Vandenberg 

Caraway 

Hill 

Overton 

Van  Nuys 

Cbandler 

Holman 

Pepper 

Walsh 

Chaves 

Holt 

Pittman 

Whe«ler 

Clark.  Idaho 

Hughes 

Radcllffe 

Whlt« 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Reed 

WUey 

Connally 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

nanaber 

King 

Russell 

DavU 

LaPoUette 

Rrliwartz 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  BankhkadI,  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Brown], 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  DonaheyI.  the  Senator  frwn 
Virginia  [Mr.  Glass!,  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Lxxl, 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  TRtnuANl,  and  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner  1  are  necessarily  absent  from  the 
Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-nine  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

CLAIMS    OF    VmTKD    STATES    CITIZEKS    AGAINST    GOVERNMENT    OF 

MEXICO 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate  met  In  executive 
session  this  morning  following  a  recess  taken  last  evening. 
The  Chair  is  advised  that,  as  in  legislative  session,  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  Pittman]  would  like  to  take  up  for  con- 
sideration a  matter  coming  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives.   Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     I  object.  | 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Objection  Is  heard.  ' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  subsequently  said:  The  Chair  has 
been  advised  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr.  Chavez  1 
that  he  has  withdrawn  his  objection  to  action  being  taken  on 
a  House  amendment  in  which  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Pittman]  is  interested. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  as  In  legislative  session,  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  the  bill  (S.  326)  for  the  payment  of  awards  and  appraisals 
heretofore  made  in  favor  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  on 
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claims  presented  under  the  General  Claims  ConvenUon  of 
September  8.  1923,  United  States  and  Mexico. 

Mr  PITTMAN.  T  move  that  the  Senate  disagree  to  tne 
amendment  of  the  House,  ask  a  conference  with  the  House 
thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

-  The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Vice  President  ap- 
pointed Mr.  PiTTMAN.  Mr.  George.  Mr.  Connally.  and  Mr. 
Johnson  of  California  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

TRANSACTION  OF  LEGISLATIVE  BUSINESS 

During  the  executive  session  the  foUowing  legislative  busi- 
ness, by  unanimous  consent,  was  transacted  as  in  legislative 
session: 

tJNITED     STATES     UNIVERSITT      OF      PENNSYLVANIA     BICENTENNIAL 

COMMISSION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  appoints  the  junior 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  GotfeyJ,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Davis  1.  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
IMr  Hughes],  and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Bar- 
BOUKl  members,  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  of  the  United 
States  University  of  Pennsylvania  Bicentennial  Commission, 
estabUshed  by  Senate  Joint  Resolution  214  (Public  Res.  No. 
86,  76th  Cong.) ,  approved  June  20.  1940. 
REPORT  OF  national  MUNITIONS  CONTROL  BOARD  (H.  DOC.  NO.  876) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
signed  by  the  Secretary  of  State.  Chairman,  and  other  mem- 
bers Of  the  National  Munitions  Control  Board,  submitting,  in 
compUance  with  law.  a  report  of  the  operations  of  the  Board 
lor  the  period  January  1  to  June  30.  1940.  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

(The  original  report  above  referred  to  was  submitted  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  for  printing.) 

FINAL  HOMESTEAD  PROOF  OF  HENRY  MARTIN  COFFMAN 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
proposed  legislation  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  accept  the  final  homestead  proof  submitted  by  Henry 
Martin  Coflman.  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was 
referred  to  the  Conunittee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

J.  J.  CREENLEAF 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  527)  for 
the  relief  of  J.  J.  Greenleaf . 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  move  that  the  Senate  disagree  to  the 
amendment  of  the  House,  ask  a  conference  with  the  House 
thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Vice  President  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Burke.  Mr.  Brown,  and  Mr.  Townsend  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

PETITIONS   AND  MEMORIALS 

Th&VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Lions  Clubs  of  District  42,  in  convention  as- 
sembled at  Watch  Hill,  R.  I-  favoring  enlargement  of  the 
powers  of  the  so-called  Dies  committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  also  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
so  that  they  may  be  able  to  investigate  all  organizations  or 
Individuals  engaged  in  inciting  or  fomenting  un-American 
practices  in  the  Nation,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
annual  convention  of  the  National  Editorial  Association  in 
New  York  City,  favoring  the  prompt  adoption  of  measures 
to  provide  for  universal  compulsory  military  training  in 
peacetime  and  compulsory  universal  military  service  in  time 
of  war.  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Lions  Clubs  of  District  42,  in  convention  assembled  at  Watch 
Hill,  R.  I.,  favoring  the  adoption  of  an  adequate  national- 
defense  program  and  the  suppression  of  all  subversive  activi- 
ties in  the  Nation,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
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Mr.  HOLT  presented  a  resolution  of  Post  No.  54,  American 
Legion,  of  Princeton,  W.  Va..  favoring  the  enactment  of 
pending  immigration  legislation  and  protesting  against  the 
enactment  of  the  bill  (S.  409)  to  protect  American  labor  and 
stimulate  the  employment  of  American  citizens  on  Ameri- 
can jobs,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion. 

He  also  presented  resolutions  of  Volney  Wilson  Post,  No. 
1212,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  of  Parkersburg.  and  Voiture 
No.  1073.  La  Societe  des  40  Honmies  et  8  Cheveaux  (an  or- 
ganization within  the  American  Legion),  in  the  State  of 
West  Virginia,  favoring  the  prompt  enactment  of  legislation 
to  suppress  all  subversive  activities  in  the  Nation,  which 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  unanimously  adopted  by  the 
Fairmont  (W.  Va.)  Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce,  protesting 
against  discontinuance  of  the  air-mail  pick-up  service  at 
Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Post  OfiBces  and  Post  Roads. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Men's  Club  of 
Hedgesville,  W.  Va..  favoring  all  measures  for  the  national 
defense  and  protection  of  the  Nation,  which  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  Adkin  District  Post,  No. 
38,  American  Legion,  of  Gary,  W.  Va..  favoring  a  session  of 
Congress  during  the  existing  emergency  in  the  interest  of  the 
national  defense,  and  also  that  all  subversive  activities  in 
the  Nation  be  suppressed,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

He  also  presented  the  petitions  of  A.  A.  Mountain  Post, 
No.  5:  Himtington  Post,  No.  16,  of  Huntington:  Boyce  Houscr 
Post,  No.  41,  and  Bartlett  Clemens  Post.  No.  37,  all  of  the 
American  Legion;  the  Rotary  Club,  of  Weston,  the  Lions 
Club,  of  Weston,  and  Col.  John  Evans  Chapter  of  the  Na- 
tional Society,  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution,  of 
Morgantown,  all  in  the  State  of  West  Virginia,  praying  that 
Congress  remain  in  session  during  the  existing  emergency, 
which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

REPORTS  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Sur- 
veys, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  2644)  to  set  aside  cer- 
tain land  in  the  State  of  Oregon  for  a  summer  camp  for  Boy 
Scouts,  reported  It  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report 
(No.  1951)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  4119)  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  certain  land  in 
the  De  Soto  National  Forest  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  use 
for  military  purposes,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  1952)  thereon. 

ENROLLED  BILL   PRESENTED 

Mi-s  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  on  July  9,  1940.  that  committee  presented  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  the  enrolled  bill  (S.  2289) 
for  the  relief  of  the  Leesburg  Welding  ti  Garage  Co. 

BILLS   AND   JOINT   RESOLUTION   INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time.  and.  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH: 

S.  4197.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Clallam  County.  Wash.;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  DAVIS: 

S.  4198.  A  bill  to  amend  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  give  protection  to  certain  mortgagors  who 
are  required  to  render  military  or  naval  service  during  any 
national  emergency;  to  the  Committtee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

By  Mr.  BARBOUR: 

S.  4199.  A  bill  to  increase  the  number  of  cadets  at  the  United 
States  Military  Academy;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

S.  4200.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  number  of  midshipmen  at 
the  United  States  Naval  Academy;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 


By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 

S.  4201.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone  Code  with  respect 
to  the  appointment  of  district  judge,  district  attorney,  and 
marshal,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

(Mr.  Lodge  introduced  Senate  bill  4202,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  appears  under  a 
separate  heading.) 

By  Mr.  McKELLAR: 

S.  J.  Res.  285.  Joint  resolution  making  an  additional  ap- 
propriation for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national  de- 
fense; to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

ADDRESS   BY  SENATOR   WHEELER   IN   OPPOSITION   TO  INTERVENTION 

IN   WAR 

[Mr.  Bone  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  by  Senator  Wheeler  before  the 
Peace  Action  Committee  of  Missouri,  at  the  St.  Louis  Mu- 
nicipal Auditorium.  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  July  2.  1940.  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

FOURTH   OF   JULY   ADDRESS   BY   SENATOR    SHIPSTEAD 

[Mr.  Walsh  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Senator  Shipstead  in 
Northfield,  Minn.,  on  July  4.  1940,  the  subject  being  The 
Fourth  of  July,  the  Nation's  Birthday,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

WHY  I   AM  AN  AMERICAN ADDRESS   BY   J.   REUBEN  CLARK,   J«. 

[Mr.  Thomas  of  Utah  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  radio  address  on  the  subject  Why  I 
Am  an  American,  delivered  by  Hon.  Reuben  Clark.  Jr., 
at  Salt  Lake  City,  May  29.  1940.  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

PLAIN  ECONOMICS — ARTICLE  BY  JOHN  T.  FLYNN 

[Mr.  LUNDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  article  headed  "Plain  economics."  by 
John  T.  Flynn.  published  in  the  Washington  (D.  C.)  News 
of  Wednesday,  July  10,  1940,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 


GREENLAND  FROM   1898  TO  NOW — ARTICLE  BY  ROBERT  A.  BARTLETT 

[Mr.  LtTNDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  entitled  "Greenland  From  1898  to 
Now."  written  by  Robert  A.  Bartlett,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  BY  WB8TBR<X)K  PCCLES  ON  THE  ANNENBERO  CASE 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  article  by  Westbrook  Pegler  imder  the 
heading  "The  Annenberg  case."  published  in  his  column 
Fair  Enough  in  the  Washington  Post  of  July  10,  1940,  which 
appears  in  the  Apipendix.l 

QUO  VADIS? — EDITORIAL  IN  THE  SATURDAY  EVENING  POST 

[Mr.  Nye  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  editorial  entitled  "Quo  Vadis,"  published  in 
the  Saturday  Evening  Post  of  July  13.  1940.  which  appears 
In  the  Appendix.! 

IDAHO — THE  ROCKY  ROAD   TO  STATEHOOD 

[Mr.  Thomas  of  Idaho  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  liistorical  sketch  of  Idaho,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

[.AMERICAN  INDUSTRY   SPEEDS  UP  TO  MEET  TOTALITARIAN  PACE 

'(Mr.  McKellar  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  Associated  Press  article  published  in  the 
Washington  (D.  C)  Sunday  Star  of  July  7.  1940.  on  the 
subject  American  Industry  Speeds  Up  To  Meet  Totelitkrian 
Pace,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THIRD    TERM   FOR    PRESIDENT    ROOSEVELT 

[Mr.  GuFFEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  open  letter  published  by  the  Philadelphia 
Record  under  the  heading  "You  are  drafted,  Mr.  President," 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  In  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta.  one 
of  his  secretaries. 

SELECTIVE  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SKRVId 

As  In  legislative  session, 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  for  a  brief  moment  I  desire 
to  refer  to  that  part  of  our  preparation  for  national  defense 
which  is  represented  by  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  for  selec- 
tive military  training  and  service.  A  question  occurred  in 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee  this  morning  with  respect  to 
the  element  of  time.  The  question  was  asked,  What  is  the 
hurry?  I  desire  to  answer  that  to  some  extent  by  showing 
that  time  is  of  the  very  essence  of  our  preparedness. 

Prom  all  the  evidence  we  get  in  committee  and  outside  of 
committee,  notably  in  the  distinguished  address  delivered  by 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  TydingsI  yesterday,  we  are 
persuaded  that  we  cannot  perfect  or  anywhere  near  perfect 
our  Military  and  Naval  Establishments  within  a  period  of 
years.  So  that  what  some  of  us  regard  as  an  unprecedented 
peril  to  this  country  at  the  instant  time  is  the  utter  impossi- 
bility of  creating  machinery,  that  is  the  physical  thing  con- 
stituting our  defense,  and  also  the  utter  impossibility  of 
enhsting  the  necessary  personnel  to  man  such  machinery  in 
a  short  period  of  time. 

That  means  to  the  people  of  this  country,  as  evidenced  by 
what  I  am  going  to  point  out.  that  we  ought  to  begin  now; 
that  we  should  not  postpone;  that  we  should  not  delay;  and 
without  depriving  anybody  of  the  opportunity  to  express  his 
views,  and  taking  everybody's  views  as  bona  fide,  and  giving 
full  weight  and  consideration  to  them,  we  should  progress  as 
rapidly  as  the  circumstances  will  permit  to  a  solution  of  the 
questions  relating  to  national  defense. 

In  order  to  show  to  what  extent  public  opinion  Is  In  ad- 
vance of  the  Congress  with  respect  to  the  element  of  time, 
and  as  applied  specifically  to  the  personnel  of  the  Army.  I 
desire  to  read  a  card,  copies  of  which  have  come  to  me  by  the 
thousands  from  the  State  of  Vermont,  from  every  part  of  the 
State  of  Vermont,  and  from  persons  engaged  in  all  kinds  of 
activities.    It  is  as  follows: 

Because  I  believe  that  America  faces  the  greatest  danger  in  Its 
history,  and  because  this  danger  forces  us  to  put  tlie  fully  trained 
manpower  of  the  Nation  behind  the  defensive  equipment  Just 
voted  by  Congress.  I  urge  the  Immediate  adoption  of  a  selective 
miUtary-Bervlce  law  for  all  ages  as  the  only  efficient  and  demo- 
cratic way  of  manning  our  national  defenses  and  protecting  our 
men  against  the  needless  slaughter  of  an  Ul-equlpped  and  unprt- 
pared  defense. 

Sincerely  yours. 

This  card  happens  to  come  from  Barton.  Vt.,  but  the  cards 
came  In  such  numbers  to  my  office  that  we  could  not  store 
them,  and  they  have  had  to  go  unresponded  to.  save  as  I  am 
now  by  this  means  responding  to  them  and  acknowledging 
the  receipt  of  them,  and  the  fact  that  I  give  due  regard  to 
them,  together  with  all  the  other  evidence  which  Is  being 
taken  in  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  and  all  the  other  evi- 
dence that  I  can  gain  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and 
elsewhere. 

Mr.  President,  those  cards  are  being  received,  and  they  can- 
not be  answered  otherwise  than  in  this  way.  Their  presence 
here  is  evidence  of  a  widespread,  a  deeply  rooted  persuasion 
by  the  people  of  my  State  that  we  should  proceed  as  rapidly 
as  feasible  and  proper  in  the  passage  of  a  selective  miUtary 
service  law.  You  will  observe  that  the  signers  of  the  cards 
have  not  been  specific.  They  have  declared  for  a  principle; 
and  that  is  characteristic  of  Vermonters.  I  shall,  of  course, 
adhere  to  that  in  my  service  for  them  in  the  committee  and 
in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  also  to  have  noted  in  the  Record 
the  fact  that  I  have  received  numerous  petitions  reading  as 
follows: 
To  the  President  and  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

We  the  undersigned  American  citizens,  meettag  at  Mlddlebury, 
Vt    July  5    1940,  l)elieve  that  our  security  and  our  way  of  life  are 
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serloxisly  menaced  at  this  moment.     We  therefore  \irge  the  fol- 
lowlns  program:  ,  , 

(1)  Continued  »nd  effective  aid  to  Great  Britain  to  Insure  her 
survival  In  this  war  of  democracy  against  the  totalitarian  powers. 

(2)  Modincatlon  of  any  American  laws  which  may  hinder  such 

(3)  Quick  passage  of  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  for  universal 
military  training,  with  any  necessary  revisions. 

(4)  Passage  of  such  legislation  as  may  be  necessary  to  p>ermit 
our  citizens  to  volunteer  for  military  service  with  Britain. 

(5)  Speedy  confirmation  of  the  appointments  of  Secretary  Stim- 
Bon  and  Secretary  Knox  as  outward  evidence  of  the  unity  of  all 
Americans  in  the  cause  of  American  defense. 

(6)  Whatever  legislation  may  be  needed  to  faclllUte  the  removal 
to  the  New  World  of  refugee  children  for  the  duration  of  the  war. 

I  also  have  a  similar  petition  from  the  town  of  Wolcott, 
Vt.,  which  I  should  like  to  have  noted  in  the  Record,  although 
I  do  riot  care  to  have  the  names  printed. 

Mr.  President,  I  conclude  with  the  request  that  these  peti- 
tions be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.    Without    objection.    It    Is    so 

ordered.  _,  ,^« 

Mr.  BURKE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BURKE.  At  the  hearing  before  the  Committee  on 
Mibtary  Affairs  this  morning  on  the  bill  to  which  the  Senator 
Is  addressing  hi.«  remarks,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Vermont  made  a  statement  which  Impressed  me  as  being  en- 
tirely correct.  He  said.  In  answer  to  some  questions,  that  In 
his  Judgment  the  people  of  the  country  were  far  ahead  of 
Congress  in  realizing  the  importance  of  prompt  action  upon 
a  measure  for  selective  compulsory  military  training. 

In  that  connection.  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  a  careful  compilation  shows  that  the  press  of  the 
country,  as  expressed  in  its  editorial  policy,  endorses  the 
general  principle  of  this  bill  and  substantiates  the  position 
taken  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont  to  the  extent  of  about  90 

percent. 

As  an  example  of  that,  let  me  read  just  one  short  excerpt 
from  the  Beatrice  (Nebr.)  Daily  Sun: 

Universal  mlUtary  training  for  all  yoting  men  would  be  Justified 
as  an  established  policy  by  the  benefits  It  gives  the  individual,  even 
If  imrelated  to  the  national  defense.  •  •  •  So  long  as  we  recog- 
nize the  possibility,  however  remote,  that  armed  defense  may  be 
resorted  to.  jtistlce  to  those  who  may  be  caUed  upon  to  provide  the 
defense  demands  that  they  have  preliminary  Uaining  for  their 
duties. 

That  is  the  thought  which  seems  to  have  found  lodgment  in 
the  hearts  and  consciences  of  the  people  over  the  country, 
that  in  fairness  to  those  who  may  some  time — we  hope  never, 
but  may — be  called  upon  to  engage  in  the  defense  of  this 
country,  we  owe  them  the  duty  of  providing  the  training  now 
while  there  is  time. 

If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to  do  so,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  there  may  be  inserted  In  the  Record  at  this 
point  brief  excerpts  from  editorials  appearing  in  some  of  the 
leading  newspapers  of  the  country. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection?     The  Chair 

hears  none. 
The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

nnjurD  EDrroRS  join  coast  Errroiis  in  tjhging  mxD  fob  rMB«a)iATK 

LAW  FOR   SELECTIVE  COMPULSORY    MILITARY   TRAINING 

A  dlRCSt  Of  editorial  comment  in  dally  newspapers  throughout  the 
United'  States  on  selective  compulsory  military  training  and  service, 
as  provided  for  In  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill,  reveals  that  Inland 
editors,  as  well  as  coast  publishers,  are  87  percent  tmltcd  in  urging 
Immediate  action  by  Congress. 

Heretofore  It  has  been  supposed  that  public  realization  of  the 
danger  of  war  and  sentiment  for  naval  and  military  expansion  were 
keener  in  the  Coast  States  than  in  the  Inland  section.  It  Is  now 
mdlcated  by  a  survey  of  editorials  by  the  Military  Training  Camps 
Association  which  is  sponsoring  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill,  that  the 
inland  States  are  Just  as  ahve  to  the  perils  of  a  Hitler  "bUtzkrieg"  as 
are  the  more  exposed  States. 

Of  hundreds  of  editorials  studied  and  collated,  about  13  percent 
are  either  mildly  or  strongly  opposed  to  the  Immediate  enactment 
of  •  law  for  selective  comptilsory  training,  but  admit  that  com- 
pulsory service  will  be  necessary  after  war  is  declared.  Most  of 
the  favorable  comment,  however,  points  out  that  it  wUl  be  too  late 
to  train  an  adequate  army  and  expand  the  existing  land  and  naval 
forces  after  this  country  becomes  actx^ally  involved  in  war. 

Brief  excerpts  from  editorials  In  some  of  the  newspapers,  both  In 
support  of  and  In  opposition  to  compulsory  training,  are  given 
below: 
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Akron  (Ohio)  Beacon -Journal:  "Three  months  ago  It  was  un- 
thinkable that  compulsory  mlUtary  service  would  ever  be  invoked 
except  in  case  of  war.  •  •  •  Today  It  has  the  approval  of 
President  Roosevelt  and  many  of  the  very^same  people  who  con- 
sidered It  crass  militarism  a  short  time  ago." 

Augusta  (Ga.)  Chronicle:  "It  Is  folly  to  think  that  In  an  era 
when  two  or  three  miUion  men  are  thrown  Into  a  single  battle  that 
the  necessity  of  our  country  should  rest  upon  the  shoulders  of  an 
army  of  less  than  half  a  million  men.  •  •  •  We  must  have  mil- 
lions trained  and  ready  •  •  •  How  is  this  manpower  to  be 
trained?  There  is  only  one  known  method,  and  that  is  some  form 
of  compulsory  mlJitary  training." 

Albany  (Oa.)  Herald:  "The  idea  that  every  citizen  should  be  made 
to  give  a  year  or  more  out  of  his  lifetime  to  serving  In  the  armed 
forces  of  the  Nation  U  not  one  which  can  be  sufflclently  sugar- 
coated  to  be  made  pleasant  to  the  people  of  this  Nation.  •  •  • 
We  hope  that  compulsory  military  training  will  not  become  neces- 
sary, but  we  believe  that  if  It  does  this  Nation  will  adopt  it  In  the 
spirit  of  sacrifice  without  grumbling." 

Albuquerque  (N.  Mex.)  Journal:  "There  undoubtedly  Is  a  rising 
tide  m  the  United  States  today  In  favor  of  compulsory  military 
training,  but  It  is  doubtful  If  public  opinion  will  support  legislation 
at  the  present  time.  Volunteer  enlistments  can  fill  the  require- 
ments In  enlargement  of  the  armed  forces  to  the  size  now  contem- 
plated. Until  this  falls,  or  the  war  menace  becomes  more  dangerovis, 
the  United  States  can  well  pass  up  compulsory  military  training." 

Alexandria  (Ind.)  Times-Tribune:  "Compulsory  Ualnlng  In  the 
essentials  of  military  operations,  and  especially  as  they  relate  to  the 
handling  of  mechanized  equipment  and  supplies  for  the  fighting 
forces,  appears  as  one  of  the  certainties  of  the  not  far -distant  future 
In  the  United  States." 

Amsterdam  (N.  Y.)  Recorder:  "We  are  In  thorough  sympathy 
with  organization  of  the  whole  manpower  of  the  Nation.  •  •  • 
It  Is  apparent  that  a  great  deal  of  thought  has  been  devoted  to  the 
(compulsory  training)  program,  for  while  every  eligible  man  and 
woman  in  the  country  would  be  assigned  to  specific  duties  and 
trained  for  them,  care  has  been  taken  to  assure  a  minimum  of  indus- 
trial dislocation." 

,  Annapolis  (Md.)  Capital:  "Tf  the  United  States  Is  to  drift  still 
closer  to  war,  and  It  has  been  drifting  rapidly  In  that  direction  In  re- 
cent months,  universal  military  conscription  will  probably  again  be 
applied.  •  •  •  But  any  indication  that  this  country  wiU  be 
compelled  to  resist  invasion  of  this  hemisphere  will  lead  to  clamor 
for  universal  governmental  command  of  all  Tesources.  human  and 
material." 

Annlston  (Ala  )  Star:  "As  much  as  anyone  else,  we  hate  the  Idea 
of  compulsory  military  training;  but  In  the  light  of  conditions  that 
obtain  In  the  world,  it  appears  necessary.  The  only  power  a  great 
army  respects  is  an  army  Just  as  great." 

Antlgo  (Wis.)  Jciu-nal:  "Universal  military  training  has  gained 
more  ground  in  the  last  few  days  than  it  has  in  the  past  10 
years.  •  •  •  The  situation  in  Europe  should  therefore  be  a 
lesson  to  us:  and  from  the  activity  that  has  already  been  started, 
we  are  apparently  going  to  profit  from  It." 

Appleton  (Wis  )  Post-Crescent:  "We  support  It,  Irrespective  of  po- 
tential enemies,  for  the  wonderful  good  It  would  do  to  the  health, 
morals,  and  the  manhood  of  our  youth.  •  •  •  Military  training 
Is  cleanliness  ana  efficiency  It  is  Independence  and  self-reliance. 
It  hasn't  a  single  draw-back,  not  a  black  mark.  And  some  day  It 
may  be  used  to  the  salvation  of  the  Nation." 

Ashevllle  (N.  C.)  Citizen:  'If  the  United  States  Is  to  be  able  to 
oppose  their  aggressions  effectively,  we  will  have  to  discard  ?ome 
of  our  traditions.  We  must  be  prepared  at  a  moment's  notice  to 
throw  all  that  we  have  in  wealth  and  manpower  against  them  If 
they  seek  to  seize  our  possessions." 

Atlanta  (Ga.)  Constitution:  "We  know  of  nothing  to  be  eald 
against  compulsory  mlhtary  training  for  the  United  States  except 
Its  cost.  Experience  might  well  prove  more  expensive  to  save 
money  than  to  Fpend  It.  •  •  •  Ullltary  training  In  a  democ- 
racy teaches  discipline  and  responaibillty.    It  makes  better  citizens. 

physically  and  morally.     Only  In  peace  does  a  nation  have  time  to 

prepare  for  war.  If  war  comes,  we  shall  have  to  fight,  whether  we 
wish  it  or  not.  The  question  is  whether  our  men  go  trained  and 
prepared  or  as  mere  raw  material  for  enemy  guns." 

Attleboro  (Mass.)  Sun:  "There  Is  a  widespread  demand  In  a  world 
Where  the  makers  of  war  seem  to  almost  rule  the  planet  lor  com- 
pulsory military  training." 

Baltimore  (Md  )  Evening  Sun:  "If  we  are  to  expand  our  defense 
forces  as  planned.  It  is  obvious  that  we  cannot  rely  on  volun- 
teers. •  •  •  There  are  not  enough  volunteers  to  do  the 
Job.  •  •  •  If  these  are  times  that  try  men's  souls  and  strain 
their  emotions,  they  are  also  times  which  test  democracy's  capacity 
for  unity,  sacrifice,  and  competent  effort." 

Baltimore  (Md.)  Morning  Sun:  "The  Constitution  gives  the  Fed- 
eral Government  plenary  powers  to  provide  for  the  national  de- 
fense. •  •  •  We  have  a  defense  problem  of  the  greatest  mag- 
nitude. •  •  •  We  must  have  trained  reserves  ready.  •  •  • 
Such  a  necessary  program  cannot  be  manned  by  any  system  of  vol- 
untary enlistments.  •  •  •  National  service,  like  taxes,  must  be 
asked  of  all  of  us.  Indeed,  such  national  service  is  a  form  of  taxa- 
tion. In  that  the  Government  must  have  it  if  it  is  to  endure." 

Baton  Rouge  (La.)  Advocate:  "Registration  for  compulsory  serv- 
ice, military  or  civil,  appears  to  be  a  primary  and  vital  step  toward 
the  national  self-discipline  which  we  must  acquire  and  without 
delay,  if  we  are  to  meet  successfully  the  regimented  nations  of  the 
world." 


Bay  City  (Mich.)  Times:  "Those  who  are  looking  upon  the 
proposal  for  compulsory  military  training  •  •  •  In  the  United 
States  as  something  foreign  to  our  traditions  are  quite  correct  as 
far  as  pexctlme  service  Is  concerned.  But  its  advocates  hold  that 
what  Is  lawful  In  war  Is  also  legal  In  preparing  for  war.  If  that  is 
accepted  as  true,  the  compxxlsory  Idea  Is  well  supported  by  our 
history." 

Beatrice  (Nebr.)  Dally  Sun:  "•  •  •  Universal  military  train- 
ing for  all  voung  men  would  be  Justified  as  an  established  policy  by 
the  benefits  it  gives  the  Individual,  even  If  unrelated  to  the  national 
defense.  •  •  •  So  long  as  we  recognize  the  possibility,  how- 
ever remote,  that  armed  defense  may  be  resorted  to.  Justice  to  those 
who  may  be  called  upon  to  provide  the  defense  demands  that  they 
have  preliminary  training  for  their  duties." 

Berlin  (Wis.)  Journal:  "Compulsory  military  training,  or  universal 
training,  embracing  certain  age  groups  generally.  Is  a  thing  this 
coimtry  must  now  consider.  •  •  •  Such  training,  because  It 
would  fall  equally  on  all  Individuals  within  the  age  groups,  would 
be  fair  " 

Bismarck  (N.  Dak.)  Tribune:  "A  month  ago  the  Bismarck  Tribune 
felt  It  might  be  extreme  In  suggesting  compulsory  military  service 
for  American  youth.  On  the  contrary,  it  found  the  people  here 
supported  the  Idea.  •  •  •  The  BUmarck  Tribune  is  an  Inde- 
pendent paper.  •  •  •  The  point  Is  that  sound  Americanism 
and  a  proper  national-defense  policy  know  no  partisanship." 

Bordentown  (N.  J.)  Register:  "There  Is  a  definite  trend  to  unl- 
tctmU  military  training  for  our  American  youth,  Ervery  sane  parent 
In  the  United  States  realizes  that  a  young  man  who  has  spent  from 
8  to  «  months  In  a  mlllUry  camp  has  better  physical  stamina  to 
meet  either  the  normal  civilian  requirements  of  later  life,  or  the 
more  severe  test  of  military  service  In  an  emergency." 

Boston  (Mass.)  Christian  Science  Monitor:  "If  the  United  States 
had  a  background  of  universal  military  training  there  would  be 
available  several  million  trained  reserves.  The  necessity  now  is  to 
prepare  such  a  body  of  citizen  reserves  as  rapidly  as  pcesible.  The 
United  States,  through  Congress,  ought  to  adopt  now  a  compulsory 
universal  service  act  along  the  general  lines  proposed  by  the  Mili- 
tary Training  Camps  Association  In  conjunction  with  the  War 
Department  " 

Boston  ( Mass  )  "Herald :  "  'Compulsory  military  service,  has  been  an 
odious  expres.sion.  But  various  conceptions  have  been  vanishing 
not  because  we  have  modified  our  ideals  but  because  the  world 
which  Is  closing  In  on  us  Is  not  the  world  of  even  150  days  ago.  A 
proposal  which  we  would  have  dismissed  Instinctively  and  angrily 
even  a  month  ago  must  now  be  debated  In  cold  blood." 

Boston  (Mass  )  Herald:  "The  bill  for  selective  compulsory  mili- 
tary training  and  service  which  Senator  Burke  has  Introduced 
should  have  the  closest,  most  conscientious,  most  sympathetic  at- 
tention of  every  American,  whether  a  pacifist  or  a  fire-eater,  an  in- 
terventionist or  an  isolationist.  There  is  a  preponderant  senti- 
ment in  the  country  for  something  of  this  kind.  The  character  of 
the  sponsors  makes  ridiculous  any  assertion  that  this  Is  an  at- 
tempt to  pervert  democracy,  to  regiment  us,  and  get  us  Into  war. 
The  measure  Is  protective  and  preventive,  and  the  motives  are 
patriotic." 

Buffalo  (N.  Y.)  Courier-Express:  "We  believe  that  trained  forces, 
freed  for  civilian  occupations  in  peacetime  but  prepared  at  all 
times  for  the  serious  business  of  the  soldier,  are  much  to  be  pre- 
ferred to  the  creation  of  an  Immense  standing  Army.  Compulsory 
mllltarj-  training,  however.  Is  not  something  of  the  immediate  in 
this  country." 

Carlisle  (Pa  )  Sentinel:  "A  bill  to  establish  such  a  system  of 
training  and  service  is  built  on  the  right  lines;  thoroughly  demo- 
cratic in  the  sense  that  It  calls  on  all  alike;  thoroughly  fair  In  the 
fcnse  that  It  does  not  seek  to  put  the  burden  wholly  on  the  young." 
CentervUle  (Iowa)  loweglan:  "America  can  continue  to  rely  In 
the  present  emergency  as  It  has  In  the  past,  to  a  considerable  extent 
on  Its  voluntary  preparation  for  military  service.  We  have  had  this 
through  enlistment  in  the  National  Guard,  through  attendance  at 
universities  and  colleges  giving  military  training,  by  attending  citi- 
zens' military  training  camps,  by  Joining  such  organzatlons  as  the 

National  Rifle  A.ssoclatlon.  and  In  other  ways." 

Cincinnati  (Ohio)  Enquirer:  "It  takes  a  long  time  to  create  a 
large  army  by  conscription.  And  there  Is  much  to  be  said  for 
taking  the  preliminary  steps  promptly.  Apart  from  Its  value  as 
national  defense,  universal  military  service  has  certain  definite 
uses.  Compulsory  military  service  Is  a  democratic  means  of  pro- 
viding for  the  better  defense  of  our  homeland." 

Champaign  (111.)  News  Gazette:  "Universal  military  training 
would  not  cnly  greatly  benefit  young  men  physically  but  wotild 
mean  training  In  arms  Invaluable  In  case  of  an  emergency  In  which 
this  Nation  was  called  upon  to  defend  Itself.  The  advantages  of 
universal  training  far  outweigh  any  disadvantages." 

Charleston  (S.  C.)  News  and  Courier:  'Lot  us  have  the  compul- 
sory military  training.  The  News  and  Courier  has  always  been  for  It. 
The  News  and  Courier  would  advocate  some  form  and  period — 
not  too  much — of  compulsory  military  service  for  all  youth,  whether 
a  threat  of  war  was  present  or  not." 

Charleston  (W.  Va  )  Dally  Mall:  "We  must  face  our  defense  prob- 
lems realistically,  and  that  obviously  calls  for  universal  compulsory 
training.  If  we  are  to  have  any  program  outside  of  the  existing 
military  establishment." 

Chattanooga  (Tenn.)  Times:  "•  •  •  The  experience  of  this  Na- 
tion, sln<Je  the  first  day  it  required  the  services  of  soldiers,  has  been 
that  an  adequate  defensive  force  cannot  be  obtained  by  volimtary 
enlistment.    And  even  if  that  method  sufficed  to  raise  an  army  of 


a  million  men,  the  result  would  not  be  representative  of  the  coxuitry 
as  a  whole.  Such  an  army  would  not  be  a  democratic  army.  •  •  • 
Without  trained  men  we  shall  have  spent  billions  of  dollars  for 
nothing.  And  the  only  way  to  train  men  In  sufficient  numbers  and 
In  the  spirit  of  democracy  Is  to  call  them  up  In  the  name  of  the 
people  from  every  station  In  American  life." 

Chicago  (Dl.)  Dally  News:  "There  Is  no  worth-while  opposition  to 
proper  military  training  for  yoimg  Americans,  and  never  was.  Poli- 
ticians have  mistaken  for  public  opinion  the  vocal  outbursts  of  the 
few  pacifists  and  reds  who  have  harried  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  ever  since 
the  last  war." 

Chicago  (111.)  Tribune:  "This  country  has  need  for  a  bigger  army 
than  It  has  today,  but  before  it  needs  conscripts  It  needs  the  mod- 
ern weapons  with  which  they  must  fight  and  knowledge  on  the 
part  of  Army  officers  of  how  these  weapons  are  employed.  Prance 
fell  not  for  lack  of  men  but  for  lack  of  modern  weapons.  Until 
our  Regular  Army  gets  the  weapons  •  •  •  and  learns  to  fight 
In  1940  fashion,  with  1940  cooperation  between  the  various  arms, 
and  1940  speed  of  movement,  there  will  be  no  teachers  for  •  •  • 
conscripts.  When  the  Army  has  caught  up  with  the  military  times 
we  can  begin  to  think  seriously  of  a  program  of  universal  military 
training." 

Chilton  (Wis.)  Times-Journal:  "It  must  be  admitted  that  uni- 
versal military  training  Is  Inconsistent  with  the  Ideals  of  Ameri- 
can democracy.  •  •  •  Better  a  system  of  voluntary  training 
provided  under  Government  auspices." 

Clarksvllle_<Tenn.)  Chronicle:  "Compulsory  service  for  our  yotmg 
men  Is  a  sensible  program.  The  simple  fact  that  this  country  u 
fast  realizing  that  we  must  build  up  a  powerful  military  machine 
if  we  are  to  live  In  a  dictatorial  world." 

Clinton  (S.  C.)  Samson  Independent:  "We  are  Inclined  to  favor 
compulsory  military  training,  not  only  because  of  the  present 
world  conditions,  but  because  we  believe  It  worth  while,  even  If 
we  never  went  to  war." 

Columbus  (Ind.)  Republican:  "The  whole  Idea  is  contrary  to 
American  tradition  and  repugnant  to  most  Americans,  or  at  any 
I  ate,  has  been  until  now.  But  there  Is  no  question  that  young 
people  of  today  need  more  discipline  and  more  purposefulness." 

Columbus  (Ga.)  Ledger:  "America  cannot  take  too  many  precau- 
tions to  safeguard  the  Nation  and  maintain  democracy.  •  •  • 
Compulsory  military  training  as  we  view  It  does  not  mean  sending 
our  youth  off  to  battle,  but  merely  a  step  In  preparedness  that  would 
Insure  us  an  effective  and  trained  arm  of  defense  If  the  time  ever 
came  when  we  would  need  It." 

Coshocton  (Ohio)  Tribune:  "Universal  compulsory  military  train- 
ing does  not  fit  Into  our  needs,  certainly  e,t  this  time.  On  the  con- 
trary It  would  be  a  positive  distraction  from  our  main  requirements 
in  national  defense — airplanes,  pilots,  an  expanded  navy  and  naval 
personnel,  modernization  of  naval  bases.  Increase  In  mechanical 
equipment  for  the  Army.  But  tinl\er8al  compulsory  military  train- 
ing would  be  more  than  a  dlsti'actlon.  It  would  take  funds  which 
had  far  better  be  ured  In  the  Improvements  Just  enumerated." 

Cumberland  (Md.)  News:  "Americans  are  so  nimble  minded  that 
they  can  Jump  In  a  few  weeks  from  an  Isolationist  policy  to  con- 
templation of  some  form  of  compulsory  military  service  for  young 
men.  •  •  •  If  the  worst  fears  for  Europe  are  realized,  not  only 
a  compulsory  training  period  but  also  universal  service  under  a 
draft  law  may  become  necessary." 

Dallas  (Oreg.)  Chronicle:  "Military  training  never  hurt  anyone. 
It  will  provide  healthfxol,  body-building  activities  for  American 
young  men." 

Dallas  (Tex.)  Times  Herald:  "Its  monetary  cost  would  be  enor- 
mous. So  far,  the  readiness  with  which  our  young  men  have  come 
forward  to  enlist  in  the  various  branches  of  the  service  has  not  in- 
dicated a  need  for  compulsion.  •  •  •  Technically  trained  men 
ore  needed  in  the  Army  but  It  Is  possible  without  compulsory  train- 
ing. The  man  power  that  serves  men  behind  the  lines  cannot  be 
neglected." 

Dallas  (Tex.)  News:  "The  safest  procedure  for  this  country  now 
would  be  universal  and  compulsory  training  •  •  •  with  reserve 
duty  made  mandatory  for  a  prejscribed  period  after  active  service. 

The  News  reached  this  conclusion  under  the  compulsion  ol  events 

abroad,  realizing  that  military  training  upsets  a  tradition  of  more 
than  150  years  to  which  this  newspaper  has  fully  subscribed." 

Dansvllle  (N.  Y.)  Breeze:  "Nothing  should  stand  In  the  way  of 
protecting  the  Nation,  and  youths  certainly  should  not  and  will  not 
be  expected  to  go  to  war  without  training.  •  •  •  There  Is  no 
reason  in  common  sense  why  the  youth  who  willingly  go  to  the 
Government  for  assistance  In  earning  a  living  should  not  learn  the 
rudiments  of  military  science." 

Dayton  (Ohio)  Herald:  "With  war  racing  with  the  speed  of  planes 
and  tanks,  even  democratic  people  must  think  faster  than  they  ever 
have  before.  It  Is  apparent  that  America  must  arm  Itself  to  the 
teeth  to  defend  Its  freedom,  and  that  requires  men,  millions  of 
well-trained,  resoiu-ceful  men.  And  as  we  think  (of  becoming  a 
totalitarian  nation)  let  us  remember  that  democracy.  If  It  is  to 
survive,  must  fortify  Itself  to  face  a  rough,  tough  world." 

Daytona  Beach  (Fla.)  Sun:  "Shall  the  arms  burden.  In  short, 
designed  to  protect  all,  be  carried  by  all  In  proportion  and  In  manner 
called  for  by  ability?  That  would  seem.  In  principle,  to  be  the 
democratic  way.  in  the  World  War  compulsory  service  was  im- 
mediately adopted  as  the  only  equitable  and  effective  way  to  face 
the  situation.  It  Is  not  too  soon  to  begin  considering  whether  or 
not  today's  world  demands  that  we  come  at  last  to  the  European 
system  of  universal  militarization." 


9388 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  10 


1940 


Dentaon  (Tn.)  Herald:  The  American  people  have  never  taken 
vtU  to  compulaory  mUltary  training.  The  British  have  taken 
the  same  attitude.  Consequently  the  United  States  and  Great 
BriUin  have  entered  every  war  In  which  they  have  been  engaged 
unprepared.  It  is  utter  foHy  for  a  great  nation  to  wait  until  war 
has  been  declared  before  starting  to  buUd  Its  army." 

Dennlson  (Ohio)  Paragraph:  "The  idea  of  compulsory  military 
training  for  the  youth  of  America  gains  strength  proportionate  to 
Hitler's  drive  through  France.  The  establishment  of  siich  a  system 
will  be  the  country's  best  answer  to  the  charge  of  Mussolini  that 
the  world's  democracies  are  'decrepit.'  Congress  and  the  country 
should  face  the  Issue  now.  One  fact  that  helpa  to  make  democracies 
'decrepit" — 11  they  are — lies  In  their  slowness  to  reach  major 
decisions."  _^ 

Devils  Dake  (N.  Dak.)  Journal:  "If  the  worst  fears  for  Europe  are 
realized,  not  only  a  compulsory  training  period  but  also  universal 
service  under  a  draft  law  may  become  necessary." 

Duquoln  (Dl.)  Evening  Call:  "To  call  in  peacetime  for  compulsory 
military  service,  no  matter  In  what  form  it  is  disguised,  is  one  more 
step— and  a  long  step— in  taking  this  country  down  the  long,  hard, 
terrible  road  the  nations  of  Europe,  victor  and  vanquished  alike,  are 
following."  ,  ^      . 

El  wood  (Ir.d.)  Can  Leader:  The  most  elementary  lesson  to  be 
learned  from  the  war  In  Europe  and  from  the  strategy  and  tactics 
of  the  "blitzkrieg"  is  that  there  may  be  no  time  for  millUry  training, 
especially  if  the  initial  force  is  inadequate  after  a  war  has  begtm. 
Congress  will  be  blind  to  the  most  glaring  lesson  of  the  present  war. 
and  negligent  in  its  duty,  unless  it  provides  now  at  least  for  setting 
up  the  machinery  for  military  training.  Compulsory  training  is  a 
form  of  insurance  which  has  become  essential  in  the  present  emer- 
gency." 

Eugene  (Dreg.)  Register  Guardian:  "The  nature  of  modem  war 
makes  universal  military  training  almost  imperative.  •  •  • 
Those  who  argue  that  'when  we  are  invaded  it  is  time  enough  to 
prepare'  speak  out  of  sheer  Ignorance  of  modern  war." 

Payetteville  (N.  C.)  Observer:  "The  burden  should  be  spread 
among  many  shoulders  by  a  universal  military  service  law  which 
would  require  at  least  1,000.000  young  Americans  to  undergo  military 
service  for  a  period  of  at  least  6  months  each  year." 

Florence  (8.  C  )  News:  The  Morning  News,  while  strongly  opposed 
to  compulsory  service  as  a  permanent  policy  as  being  utterly  incon- 
sistent with  American  Ideals  and  the  American  way  of  life,  is  at  the 
same  time  In  full  sympathy  with  such  a  legislative  move  for  the 
purpose  of  coping  with  the  present  emergency." 

Gary  (Ind.)  Tribune:  "In  the  past,  compulsory  military  training 
has  been  a  moot  question  •  •  •  The  answer  usually  was  that 
we  had  no  need  of  a  large  force  of  trained  men.  •  •  •  The 
same  answers  can't  be  given  now.  It  Is  not  a  question  of  being 
warlike  but  of  being  ready  to  meet  an  aggressive  nation — or  a  com- 
bmatlon  of  aggressors.  We  should  consider  seriously  the  advisa- 
bility of  instituting  compulsory  training." 

Greenfield  (Mass.)  Recorder:  "For  the  time  being,  however.  It  Is 
generally  believed  that  volunteer  enlistments  will  strengthen  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  air  services  sufBclently  to  meet  the  emergency." 

Greenville  (S.  C.)  News:  "If  this  country  recognizes  the  need  for 
training  a  great  civilian  army  reserve  for  the  long-term  future, 
universal  military  training  is  the  only  answer." 

Hamilton  (Ohio)  Journal:  "Compulsory  training  for  youth  sounds 
distasteful.  But  is  there  a  txitter  way  in  these  trying  times  to 
guard  against  attack  and  at  the  same  time  instill  In  the  mmds  of 
people  that  this  Is  a  time  when  our  responsibilities  to  our  country 
are  important,  and  that  without  a  democratic  government  our 
hemes,  our  businesses,  ovir  mode  of  living  all  will  vanish?" 

Houston  (Tex.)  Post:  "It  is  doubtful  if  the  United  States  can 
avoid  compulsory  military  service  under  present  conditions.  We 
can  reject  the  idea  entirely  only  when  some  of  the  world's  most 
powerful  nations  are  willing  to  lay  down  their  arms  and  return  to  a 
more  peaceful  method  of  settling  International  difficulties,  and  at 
this  moment  that  day  seems  very  far  distant" 

lola  (Kans.)  Register:  "We  see  no  particular  reason  to  shrink  from 
the  thought  of  universal  military  service  for  American  youth. 
•  •  •  If  we  niust  have  vmlversal  compulsory  military  service  In 
this  country  In  order  to  live  In  this  military  world  of  today,  let's 
have  exactly  that.     Let's  train  men  how  to  flght." 

Indianapolis  (Ind.)  Star:  "This  country  is  100  percent  for  pre- 
paredness, but  for  preparedness  in  the  American  way,  •  •  •  If 
there  Is  need  for  personnel,  why  not  appeal  to  the  people,  not  order 
them?" 

Jackson  (Miss.)  News:  "Officers  of  the  Mississippi  National  Guard 
adopted  lesolutions  declaring  that  (Congress  should  immediately 
provide  for  compulsory  military  training.  •  •  •  It  might  as 
well  start  now  as  later.  •  •  •  Every  able-bodied  man  ought  to 
be  trained  to  bear  arms  in  defense  of  his  Nation," 

Kalispell  (Mont.)  Monitor:  "In  the  face  of  what  has  happened 
and  is  now  going  on  in  Europe,  we  feel  that  compulsory  military 
training  Is  one  of  the  first  phases  of  preparedness  that  should  be 
adopted." 

Kansas  City  (Kans.)  Kansan:  "The  country's  defense  needs  are 
going  to  call  for  some  form  of  compiilsory  military  training.  But 
wars  are  no  longer  fought  by  military  units  alone.  This  is  the  age 
of  total  war.  and  if  It  should  ever  come  to  us.  all  resources  and 
activities  will  have  to  be  devoted  to  It.  It  sets,  no  txjunds  to  the 
power  of,  Congress  to  use  men  In  an  army.  It  can  take  men  and 
risk  their  lives;  it  can  take  them  for  the  much  milder  purpose  of 
traimng." 

Kansas  City  (Mo.)  Tlmeg:  "The  first  step  is  authorizing  the  use 
of  the  largest  possible  amounts  of  relief  funds  for  preparednesa. 


Then,  as  events  require,  a  further  Just  and  equal  principle  may  be 
applied  through  universal  training." 

Kinston  (N.  C.)  Free  Press:  "Let's  postpone  compulsory  mllltarf 
serrlce  until  there  Is  evidence  that  the  traditional  patriotism,  ex- 
hibited and  demonstrated  in  volimtary  service  when  needs  arise,  is 
no  longer  motivating  the  hearts  and  souls  of  the  men  of  this 
country." 

Knoxville  (Tenn.)  Joximal:  "It  In  our  democracy  we  have  some- 
thing worth  fighting  to  preserve,  then  It  Is  worth  while  that  the 
fight  be  made  intelligently  and  effectively  when  It  comes.  That 
can  mean  only  one  thing — proper  txaining  of  American  citiaens: 
all  of  them.  Universal  service  is  the  only  way  to  insure  this  result."* 
Little  Rock  (Ark.)  Gazette:  "While  the  need  is  keenly  realized 
for  equipping  and  modernizing  the  Army  and  Navy  on  the  ma- 
terial side,  it  must  equally  be  recognized  that  the  United  States 
cotild  not  put  a  million  young  civilians  into  xiniform  and  have  an 
army  of  a  million  soldiers  in  a  few  weeks,  or  even  a  few  months. 
Universal  conscription  would  provide  •  •  •  the  hard  and  fast 
military  training  that  United  States  Army  recruits  now  receive." 

Los  Angeles  (Calil.)  Times:  "A  year  ago,  had  anyone  dared  make 
them,  proposals  for  such  staggering  arms  expenditures  and  defense 
taxation  as  we  are  now  not  only  accepting  without  protest  but 
actually  urging  would  have  been  howled  down  in  a  chorus  of  in- 
dignation. And  yet  most  of  us  will  now  admit  that  It  would  have 
been  better  for  us  il  we  had  not  lost  that  time  for  preparation." 
Lowell  (Mass.)  Citizen:  "There  Is  no  evidence  of  a  general  readi- 
ness on  the  part  of  yovmg  America  to  volunteer  for  military  serv- 
ice; on  the  contrary,  there  is  rather  more  than  is  comfortable  of 
the  Idea  that  national  defense  is  not  an  inescapable  adjunct  of 
American  citizenship.  •  •  •  That's  what  these  pacifists  and 
youth  coddlers  have  got  us  into." 

Manhattan  (Kans.)  Chronicle:  "Perhaps  before  many  months 
have  passed,  the  American  public  vrtll  speak  out  In  favor  of  (com- 
pulsory) training,  and  the  Congress  will  adopt  such  a  program.  If 
It  becomes  the  will  of  the  people,  then  let  it  be  done,  but  it  should 
not  be  sold  "wrapped  up"  to  the  American  people.  We  wonder  how 
many  of  those  favoring  it  realize  Just  what  training  is?" 

Memphis  (Tenn.)  Commercial  Appeal:  "It  (compulsory  service) 
will  be  adopted  eventually  because  realism  is  beginning  to  dominate 
In  this  Nation.  •  •  •  Selective  compulsory  military  service 
will  require  sacrifice,  but  not  out  of  proportion  to  the  national 
need.  •  •  •  Military  traming  Is  a  great  leveling  process  In 
which  the  gold  Is  separated  from  the  dross." 

Merlden  (Conn.)  Journal:  "Military  power  seems  now  to  count 
more  than  justice  or  promises  made  in  treaties.  When  a  strong 
little  nation  like  Holland  can  be  beaten  down  in  5  days.  It  is  time 
for  even  a  great  nation  to  polish  up  its  weapons  and  learn  to  shoot." 
Mlllvllle  (N.  J.)  Republican:  "'Military  training  cannot  be  dis- 
missed as  jingoistic  or  war-mongerlng.  "Those  who  enjoy  the  bless- 
ings of  democracy  must  be  prepared  to  protect  and  preserve  them." 
Milwaukee  (Wis.)  Journal:  "War  asks  better  preparation  than 
paddling  canoes  and  kmdling  fires  without  matches.  Why  deny 
our  young  men  this  insurance  in  a  world  in  which  we  are  sur- 
rounded on  every  side  by  the  apostles  of  force?" 

Mollne  (111.)  Dispatch:  "There  can  be  no  objection  to  a  demand 
that  every  American  regardless  •  •  •  do  whatever  he  can  to 
guarantee  our  security.  Recently  this  newspaper  recommended 
compulsory  military  training  tor  all  able-bodied  young  men.  •  •  • 
It  Is  a  good  thing  to  have  every  potential  soldier  trained  in  advance, 
by  compulsion  if  necessary." 

Monett  (Mo.)  Times:  "What  about  compulsory  military  service? 
We  should  have  an  army  and  It  should  not  be  les-s  than  a  million 
men.     Such  an  army  cannot  be  raised   by  voluntary   recruitment. 

•  •  •  First,  there  should  be  a  general  registration  of  all  of 
America"s  manpower.  Then  •  •  •  the  Government  could  decide 
how  many  men  it  would  need  and  what  age  bracket  they  should  be," 

Monroe  (Wash.)  Monitor:  "With  all  the  branches  of  the  military 
service  short  on  enlistment,  we  go  on  record  as  being  whole- 
heartedly for  a  compulsory  form  of  military  training." 

Montgomery  (Md  )  Independent:  "By  compulsory  military  train- 
ing, if  merely  for  the  sake  of  physically  developing  our  men,  not  to 
mention  the  rich  lesson  in  discipline  of  which  there  is  so  little 
today,  we  can  retain  our  position  of  physical  supremacy  throughout 
the  entire  world." 

Moultrie  (Ga.)  Observer:  "A  year  ago  anyone  who  suggested  com- 
pulsory military  training  In  the  United  States  would  have  been 
regarded  as  one  of  our  wildest  radicals.  •  •  •  we  never  dreamed 
that  we  would  soon  be  Imitating  (governments  that  had  conscrip- 
tion). Maybe  it  will  blow  over  and  the  skies  will  clear  up.  We 
sincerely  hope  this  will  happen  before  we  lnaug\irate  compulsory 
military  service." 

.  Murfreesboro  (Tenn.)  Journal:  "President  Roosevelt  said  that 
he  approved  •  •  •  a  proconscrlptlon  editorial.  "Every  citizen  is 
bound  to  serve  and  defend  the  state  as  far  as  he  is  capable.  Society 
could  not  otherwise  preserve  itself'  was  the  way  the  idea  was  ex- 
pressed by  an  outstanding  (French)  Jurist  of  the  (1793)   period." 

Nashville  (Tenn.)  Teimesseean:  "Volunteers  are  enrolling  for 
military  service.  •  •  •  but  that  is  a  slow  and  uncertain  method 
oi  getting  soldiers.     •     •     •    Before  the  days  Of  the  "blitzkrieg"' 

•  •  •  there  might  have  been  some  excuse  for  a  leisurely  ap- 
proach to  the  problem  of  national  defense.  •  •  •  Universal 
military  service  Is  well  within  the  democratic  tradition.  •  •  •  It 
discriminates  against  no  class  or  station.  If  we  are  to  become 
strong  without  delay,  we  must  follow  the  only  methods  which  glw 
nmxilts." 

Nashville  (Tenn.)  Banner:  "Preparedness  Is.  for  a  non totalitarian 
state,  the  finest  peace  insurance.     •     •     •     Adequate  preparedness 
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requires  not  only  machines  but  men.  It  requires  an  army  and  such 
millions  of  trained  men  as  could  immediately  augment  that  army 
should  need  arise." 

New  Orleans  (La.)  Item:  "There  can  be  no  question  that  the 
Individual  who  has  had  military  training  stands  a  better  chance 
for  health,  life,  and  safety  than  the  untrained  man  or  boy.  in 
peace  as  well  as  war.  •  •  •  Time  is  the  essence  of  this  situation. 
•  •  •  The  whole  world  knows  what  compulsory  military  service 
means.    The  enactment  of  an  equitable  law  along  these  lines  is 

worth  a  million  speeches." 

New  Orleans  Times-Picayune:  "This  newspaper  shares  the  belief 
now  finding  Nation-wide  expression  that  this  Republic,  for  Its  own 
safety,  must  now  adopt  a  system  of  compulsory  military  training." 
NeviTXJrt  (R.  I.)  News:  "For  those  who  find  the  idea  of  compulsory 
military  training  In  peacetime  hard  to  accept.  It  might  be  proper 
at  this  time  to  quote  from  an  opinion  in  World  War  days  of  tha 
United  States  Supreme  Court.  "Compelled  military  service,'  the 
Court  held,  'is  neither  repugnant  to  a  free  government  nor  in  con- 
flict with  the  constitutional  guaranties  of  individual  liberty.  In- 
deed, it  may  not  be  doubted  that  the  very  conception  of  a  just 
government  and  Its  duty  to  the  citizen  includes  the  duty  of  the 
citizen  to  render  military  service  in  case  of  need  and  the  right  of 
the  government  to  compel  it.' " 

Newton  (N.  J.)  Herald:  "During  the  World  War,  thousands  of 
young  Americans  lost  their  lives  because  of  lack  of  training.  It  Is 
not  possible  to  give  men  a  few  weeks"  training  and  pit  them  against 
well-trained,  fully  equipped  troops,  and  hope  to  prevent  unneces- 
sary sacrifice  of  lives." 

New  York  Herald  Tribune:  "Three  months  ago  the  mere  Intro- 
duction of  a  bill  to  esUbllsh  universal  service  In  the  United  States 
would  have  been  pohtlcally  unthinkable.  The  fact  that  Senator 
BcRKE  could  lay  before  the  Senate  the  bill  sponsored  by  the  Military 
Training  Camps  Association,  calling  for  the  registration  of  40,{K)0.- 
000  American  men  and  rendering  all  of  them  between  21  and  45 
legally  liable,  as  needed,  for  8  months'  service,  represents  an  enor- 
movis  advance.  With  the  purposes  of  the  bill  this  paper  Is  wholly 
to  sympathy.  We  are  convinced  not  only  that  the  Nation  should 
have  the  power  to  call  on  every  citizen  In  Its  own  defense,  but  that 
this  common  obligation  should  be  made  plain  to  all,  and  made 
plain  now.  by  some  such  measure  as  this  one." 

New  York  News:  "We  think  the  logic  Is  all  on  the  side  of  Sen- 
ator Edward  R.  Bprke  (Democrat),  of  Nebraska,  who  Introduced  the 
compulsory  mllitar>'  training  bill  In  the  Senate  the  other  day.  Sen- 
ator BuRKi:  remarked  in  a  radio  debate  the  other  night  that  there  Is 
no  substitute  for  the  strength  to  throw  an  aggressor  out  of  the  coun- 
try, or  to  keep  him  from  ever  getting  Into  that  country.  We  see 
nothing  for  It  but  to  adopt  universal  military  training  of  American 
men  for  1  year  or  2  years — meaning  every  American  man  physically 
capable  of  taking  such  training,  the  Job  to  begin  when  he  is  19. 
It  will  be  a  fundamental  change  for  this  country  to  undergo.  But 
we  are  convinced  that  It  will  be  a  change  for  the  better." 

Oneonta  (N.  Y.)  Star:  "While  the  days  and  weeks  go  marching 
on  the  people  of  the  United  SUtes  are  agreed  that  we  must  build 
an  Army  and  Navy.  •  •  •  but  we  are  not  doing  very  much 
about  it.  We  need  to  start  a  program  of  immediate  military  train- 
ing for  the  first  men  who  would  be  called  to  support  our  standing 
Army,  which  Is  woefully  small  for  a  world  like  today's.  The  United 
States  must  prepare."" 

Ontario  (Orog  )  Argus:  "This  newspaper  never  before  entertained 
the  thotight  that  the  time  would  come  when  it  would  voice  ap- 
proval of  a  program  of  compulsory  military  training  for  American 
boys.  But  times  have  changed.  So,  too.  have  the  ideas  of  this 
publication.  So  long  as  there  Is  a  threat  In  the  world  to  the  con- 
tinuation of  American  liberties,  so  long  It  will  be  necessary  for 
Americans  to  defend  them.  So  long  as  defense  Is  needed,  so  long 
will  training  be  required.  That  training  should  be  compulsory  and 
all-inclusive." 

Owensboro  (Ky.)  Messenger:  "Americans  are  called  upon  to 
weigh  and  act  upon  the  most  momentous  issue  that  ever  faced 
them.  At  any  moment  this  country  may  become  the  sole  torch 
bearer  of  western  civilization.  But  America,  too.  Is  vulnerable. 
•  •  •  Our  greatest  need  is  trained  manpower.  Compulsory 
military  training  should  be  Instituted  at  once."" 

Palestine  (Ohio)  Leader:  "Wliatever  may  have  been  true  In  the 
past,  compulsory  military  training  is  Ineffective  unless  it  has  been 
started  In  time  of  peace.  Congress  will  be  blind  to  the  most  glar- 
ing lesson  of  the  present  war  and  negligent  in  Its  duty  unless  it 
provides  now  for  military  training." 

Peoria  (111.)  Journal:  "There  are  In  the  United  States  several 
hundred  thousand  young  men  who  ought  to  be  in  the  United 
States  Army.  They  are  men  who  could  easily  be  taught  the  busi- 
ness of  soldiering  so  that  this  country  would  have  a  backlog  of 
personnel  to  handle  the  material  which  our  national-defense  pro- 
gram is  to  create." 

Perth  Amboy  (N.  J.)  News:  "You  cannot  get  prepared  overnight. 
Compulsory  military  training  has  always  been  a  subject  of  con- 
troversy In  this  country.  There  will  be  opposition  on  the  part  of 
parents  who  didn't  raise  their  boys  to  be  soldiers.  But.  In  the 
event  of  war.  these  young  men  would  have  a  much  better  chance 
of  surviving  It.  If  they  knew  something  about  the  business  and 
had  been  trained  for  It." 

Philadelphia  (Pa.)  Bulletin:  "The  idea  that  every  man  has  a  duty 
and  a  privilege  In  protection  of  his  home  and  country  will  eventu- 
ally be  translated  into  a  practical  law." 

Philadelphia  (Pa.)  Evening  Ledger:  "What  is  the  use  of  all  these 
ships,  all  these  intricate  machines  for  the  Army,  all  of  the  50,000 
airplanes  to  be  bxiilt  every  year,  if  we  are  not  prepared  to  man  and 
operate   them?    •    •    •    Every  piece  of   mechanical   equipment 


must  be  understood  by  the  men  who  must  make  them  function. 
This  applies  to  the  simplest  gun.  the  largest  tank,  the  heaviest 
cannon.  Every  plane  needs  not  one  pilot,  one  combat  crew,  but 
many.     All  must  know  something  of  the  Job  of  all  the  others, 

•  •  •  We  have  the  men.  We  are  spending  billions  to  produce 
ships,  equipment,  and  planes.  Now  It  Is  up  to  Congress  to  make 
some  provision  for  training  the  millions  of  men  needed  to  make  our 
defense  plan  work.  It  will  not  work  without  them.  And  training 
cannot  be  delayed  until  after  hostilities  begin."' 

Phoenix  (Ariz  )  Republic:  "We  have,  of  course,  abandoned  the 
Idea  of  an  efficient  army  fiylng  to  arms  overnight.  Fighting  men 
are  no  longer  besieging  the  recruiting  offices.  Compulsory  military 
service  became  less  cbjectk  nable  as  the  perils  of  the  European 
democracies  seemed  to  inciease.  •  •  •  Later  an  editorial  In 
the  New  York  Times  urging  compulsory  training  was  given  the 
approval  of  the  President  and.  after  that,  of  the  press  generally."' 

Pompton  Lakes  (N.  J.)  Ledger:  "No  one  here  believes  in  sending 
our  men  to  Europe;  but  we  do  want  them  to  find  trained  men  when, 
after  resting  up  a  year  or  so,  they  tackle  us  through  Mexico." 

Port  Jervis  (N.  Y.)  Union:  "Is  It  too  much  to  ask  our  young 
people  to  give  a  year  of  their  time  to  their  country  to  be  ready  to 
protect  It  If  it  is  necessary?  The  conditions  that  were  found  at 
the  drafting  In  the  last  war  ought  to  be  a  lesson  to  America  to  be 
prepared  with  able-bodied  young  men  ready  to  start  out  at  short 
notice."" 

Portland  (Maine)  Express:  "Sentiment  In  favor  of  immediate 
adoption  by  the  United  States  of  the  principle  of  compulsory  mili- 
tary  training    appears   to   be    gaining    headway   daily.     It    should! 

•  •  •  America  has  the  force  potential.  And  for  her  own  security 
she  must  convert  it  into  an  actual  force  of  trained  men — men  not 
only  willing  but  trained  and  able  to  serve,  if  and  when  the  call 
should  come."" 

Poughkeepsle  (N.  Y.)  Eagle:  "Everybody  agreed  on  an  arms  pro- 
gram? Yes.  Action.  Let's  go.  To  propose  any  (compulsory)  train- 
ing plan  for  peacetime  operation  would  at  any  time  In  American 
history  have  produced  a  storm  of  opposition.  Today  even  those 
who  oppose  It  give  it  the  gravest  consideration." 

Poughkeepsle  (N.  Y.)  Star:  "A  little  good  old-fashioned  discipline, 
be  it  imposed  within  the  confines  of  a  rigorous  home  life  or  by 
means  of  universal  military  training,  can  do  no  harm  to  an  Indi- 
vidual, irrespective  of  his  background.  The  major  problem  appears 
to  be  unification  and  training,  not  of  a  few  isolated  hundreds  of 
thousands,  but  of  the  citizens  of  America." 

Plymouth  (Wis.)  Review:  "In  no  other  program  are  we  demon- 
strating the  characteristic  weakness  of  democracies  more  than  our 
efforts  to  secure  national  defense.  •  •  •  Xhe  Senators  are  still 
afraid  they  might  lose  a  few  pacifist  votes." 

Raleigh  (N.  C.)  Times:  "It  is  doubtful  that  anyone  taking  the 
C.  M.  T.  C,  courses  regrets  it.  And,  should  war  come,  the  bene- 
ficiaries of  this  instruction  will  be  in  a  position  to  adapt  them- 
selves quickly  to  military  life.  •  •  •  The  draftee  will  be  put 
through  Fuddenly  rigorous  training,  and  in  this  predicament  he 
might  well  wish  that  he  had  undergone  previous  military  trainmg 
toughening  him  for  his  new  duties." 

Ridgeway  (Pa.)  Record:  "If  we  are  going  to  fight  a  war,  let's  be 
prepared  for  It.  Compulsory  military  training  savors  of  dictator- 
ship, but  if  America  is  to  live  as  a  democracy  we  must  be  prepared 
to  fight  for  It." 

GreenvUle  (S.  C.)  News:  "An  Important  first  need  is  that  of 
military  training  of  sufficient  young  men  of  military  age  to  enable 
the  Nation  to  call  into  service.  If  need  be,  a  well-trained  army  of 
much  greater  size  than  the  existtog  force." 

Rockford  (111.)  Repxbllc:  '"We  In  America  should  face  the  facts. 
We  are  vulnerable.  Speed,  in  this  age  of  the  blitzkrieg,  is  the  es- 
sence of  liberty.  It  is  imperative  that  practical  steps  be  taken 
We  need  trained  manpower.  Compulsory  military  service  would  be 
a  terrific  wrench  on  the  American  population,  but  It  should  be 
Instituted." 

St.  Louis  (Mo.)  Post-Dispatch:  "The  Burke  bill  Is  sponsored  by 
the  Military  Training  Camps  Association,  and  so  would  seem,  on 
the  surface  at  least,  to  lepresent  Informed  opinion  in  the  field  of 
national  defense." 

St.  Louis  (Mo.)  Star-Times:  "The  all-Important  Issue  before  the 
United  States  Is  self-preservation.  Against  that  consideration  and 
no  other  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  must  be  appraised.  If  the 
answer  Is  affirmative,  then  the  lawmakers  should  not  filnch  from 
enactment  of  this  bill.  Nor  should  they  be  stayed  by  the  sonorous 
charges  that  it  Is  antidemocratic.  It  is  in  the  best  democratic 
tradition  to  demand  that  all  men  share  according  to  their  abilities 
In  the  protection  or  free  Institutions,  providing  that  civilian  stand- 
ards are  restored  ts  soon  as  the  danger  is  passed." 

Salem  (Ohio)  News:  "But  it  is  blind  not  to  see  that  the  only  way 
to  preserve  what  is  worth  cherishing  Is  to  do  promptly  and  deci- 
sively what  seriously  needs  to  be  done." 

Salem  (Oreg.)  Journal:  "It  must  become  apparent  to  any  think- 
ing person  that  if  we  are  to  have  the  manpower  necessary  for  ade- 
quate defense,  we  must  enforce  compulsion  of  military  training." 

Salem  (Oreg.)  Statesman:  "Most  any  veteran  of  the  World  War 
will  testify  that  military  training  and  experience  did  not  make  him 
a  militarist  •  •  •  there  is  actually  no  valid  argument  against 
It  Military  tranlng  hurts  no  one;  it  promotes  democracy  through 
fraternity,  rather  than  building  a  caste  system;  It  helps  to  build 
citizenship;  it  helps  to  build  bodies,  and  to  some  boys  It  Is  fun, 
but  they  know  that  real  war  Isn't." 

Sandusky  (Ohio)  News:  "Military  sentiment  In  this  country  Is 
growing  at  a  surprising  rate.  Recent  opinion  polls  indicate  that 
85  percent  of  the  people  think  we  are  not  safe  from  war." 
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Sanford  (N.  C.)  Herald:  "Military  training,  almost  anyone  will 
•dmit.  Is  almost  universally  beneficial  from  the  standpoint  of 
physical  fitness.  It  would  be  an  untold  Improvement  to  our  na- 
tional health  If  every  able-bodied  man  In  the  United  States  today 
had  a  certain  amount  of  such  training.  If  we  ever  go  to  war.  our 
present  trained  armed  forces  are  pitifully  small  beside  the  tre- 
mendous manpower  that  will  be  demanded.  Therefore  this  man- 
power should  have  at  least  minimum  military  training  and  knowl- 
edge." 

San  Angelo  (Tex.)  Standard:  "Should  the  United  States  immedi- 
ately Invoke  compulsory  military  training?  That  question,  asked 
of  San  Angeloans  a  year  ago,  would  have  drawn  a  chorus  of  'noes.' 
Yesterday    the   chrous   said.    'Yes.'    and   in   no   unmistakable   tone. 

•  •  •  Compulsory  military  training  is  the  most  vital  factor  in 
the  preparations  for  war.  Britain's  fate  is  the  best  argument  for 
action  now,  regardless  of  how  foreign  to  the  old  American  way  It 

may  be." 

San  Bernardino  (Calif.)  Telegraph:  "Even  the  professional  pac- 
ifists whose  livelihood  depends  upon  getting  together  a  group  so 
stupid  as  to  be  willing  to  pay  for  assurances  of  a  false  secxirlty  will 
encounter  tough  sledding.  •  •  *  Compulsory  military  service 
means  only  that  our  young  men  wovild  be  able  to  defend  themselves 
and  their  country  if  needs  be.  It  does  not  mean  It  would  neces- 
sarily make  militarists  of  them." 

Santa  Rosa  (Calif.)  Press-Democrat:  "A  growing  movement  Is 
under  way  for  compulsory  military  training  In  the  United  States. 

•  •  •  The  day  of  peace  idealists,  no  matter  how  worthy  their 
object,  seems  shattered.  If  we  are  going  to  survive  In  a  world  of 
force  and  violence,  we.  too,  must  have  force  of  arms  to  protect  our- 
selves. Any  parent,  no  matter  how  he  or  she  might  grieve  over  send- 
ing a  son  away  to  war.  woxild  rather  have  that  son  adequately 
trained  to  defend  himself  than  to  send  him  untrained  against 
legions  of  expert  warriors." 

Schenectady  (NY.)  Union  Standard:  "There  are  two  steps,  which. 
In  our  opinion.  shotUd  be  taken  immediately.  Step  No.  1  is  com- 
pulsory military  service.  Step  No.  2  is  the  mobilization  of  the 
country's  indxistrlal  resotnces." 

Seattle  (Wash.)  Post-Intelllgencer:  "Everyone  hop^  that  war 
can  be  avoided.  But  the  fact  must  be  faced  that  the  liberties  we 
enjoy  were  won  by  battle  and  may  have  to  be  defended  the  same 
way.  We  will  have  a  better  chance  of  avoiding  war  If  we  are 
prepared  for  that  eventuality.  And  with  universal  training  we  wUl 
have  an  Infinitely  better  chance  of  avoiding  defeat  in  war,  with  its 
horrific  Implications." 

Sheridan  (Wyo.)  Press:  *Tn  otnr  opinion.  mUltary  training  is  a 
very  definite  advantage  for  any  boy.  physically  and  mentally,  and 
any  boy  who  has  a  chance  to  get  It  Is  fortunate." 

Sioux  Palls  (S.  Dak.)  Argus:  "The  compxUsory  system  should  be 
avoided  If  It  can.  It  smacks  too  much  of  the  intense  regimentation 
at  the  nations  that  are  strictly  mUltarlstic  and  whose  sole  ptirpose 
In  life  seems  to  be  to  prepare  for  aggression." 

Spokane  (Wash.)  Spokesman-Review:  "The  necessity  for  insti- 
tuting a  system  of  universal  military  training  •  •  •  has  been 
so  clear  from  the  start  of  our  vast  preparedness  undertaking  that  it 
seemed  strange  the  plan  was  not  suggested  at  the  same  time  that 
Congress  was  asked  to  authorize  imprecedented  expansion  of  arma- 
ments." ,      .  . 

Springfield  (Ohio)  News:  "The  young  man  who  volunteers  to 
fight  may  happily  need  only  to  volunteer  to  train.  Even  this  train- 
ing may  have  to  be  made,  like  service  in  war,  a  universal  rvUe.  In 
the  paying  too.  the  day  of  conscription  Is  at  hand." 

Staunton  (Va.)  Leader:  "'Compulsory  military  training  Is  un- 
democratic. Illiberal.'  say  some.  Are  Switzerland.  Finland,  Holland, 
Belgium.  Prance,  and  now  England  undemocratic,  illiberal?  It  is 
necessary  for  America  to  become  militarized  to  the  extent  of  main- 
taining a  huge  army  and  navy,  and  the  only  fair,  democratic,  effec- 
tive way  to  do  It  is  by  conscription." 

SteubenviUe  (Ohio)  Star:  "As  the  war  crisis  of  1917  proved,  prepa- 
ration of  an  army  cannot  be  performed  in  a  few  months.  Soldier- 
lug,  even  then,  was  beginning  to  call  for  specialists.  Today,  a 
soldier  who  has  not  learned  his  trade  is  hopelessly  handicapped. 
Conscription,  in  the  United  States  and  everywhere  else,  is  one  of  the 
unpleasant  facts  of  a  world  at  the  mercy  of  unpleasant  individuals." 

Syracuse  (N.  Y.)  Herald:  "The  trouble  U  that  today  the  voluntary 
system  simply  isn't  working.  Unless  It  begins  to  work  on  a  large 
scale  in  the  very  near  future,  some  form  of  universal  military  service 
Is  inevitable.  If  the  voluntary  system  fails,  as  Is  now  Indicated,  we 
favor  the  step." 

Swensbcro  (Ky.)  Inquirer:  "It  Is  imperative  that  this  country  take 
Immediate  jpractical  steps.  Our  greatest  need  Is  trained  manpower. 
Compulsory  military  training  should  be  Instituted  at  once.  Now  is 
the  time  to  start.  We  can  prepare  for  war  in  peacetime." 
•  Teaneck  (N.  J.)  Times:  "Our  humble  opinion  is  that  people  are 
proving  themselves  alert  to  the  conditions  that  confront  us  and 
intelligently  aware  of  the  dangers  we  face.  Preparations  mxist  In- 
clude compulsory  military  training  for  all  our  physically  fit  men 
within  the  proper  age  limits  In  the  quickest  possible  time,  or  every- 
thing else  we  do  and  every  dollar  we  spend  will  merely  represent 
wasted  effort  and  money." 

Texarkana  (Tex.)  Gazette:  "Indications  are  that  the  United  States 
will  be  compelled  to  adopt  a  system  of  compulsory  military  training 
as  a  measure  of  national  defense,  dictated  by  new  conditions  in 
which  the  whole  world  Is  an  armed  camp." 

Topeka  (Kans.)  Capital:  "Some  readers  may  ask,  'Are  you  opposed 
to  military  preparation?'    To  that  w«  emphatically  answer,  'No.'    We 


are  not  even  absolutely  opposed  to  universal  compulsory  military 
service;  It  may  become  necessary." 

Troy  (NY.)  Record:  "Any  constitution  must  set  up  a  government 
able  to  defend  Itself.  It  must  have  power  to  use  every  resource. 
Including  property  and  human  lives.  Our  Constitution  does  this." 
Tucson  (Ariz.)  Star:  "More  than  6  months  ago  the  Star  said  that 
In  case  of  a  German  victory  we  would  have  to  Impost  universal 
military  training." 

Tulsa  (Okla.)  World:  "It  Is  only  sensible  for  a  peaceful  nation  to 
take  logical  steps  to  prepare  Itself  to  turn  back  the  threat  of  aggres- 
sion. It  is  only  fair  for  the  Nation  to  expect  universal  contributions 
to  that  effect." 

Tupelo  (Miss.)  Journal:  "No  nation  In  the  world  can  defeat  us. 
(But)  even  a  brutal,  inferior  group,  such  as  the  Nazis,  can  defeat 
us  unless  we  are  trained  and  unless  we  have  modern  defense 
equipment.  We  hope  that  America  will  move  with  unprecedented 
speed  In  the  training  of  every  one  of  her  citizens  and  in  the  pro- 
duction of  defense  Instruments." 

Union  City  (Tenn.)  Messenger:  "Now  be  It  said  to  the  credit  of 
the  Nation,  since  danger  faces,  a  suggestion  of  compulsory  military 
training  Is  received  with  almost  universal  approval.  And  why  not? 
Better  to  adopt  a  military  policy  than  to  be  caught  tmprepared  to 
defend  and  protect  our  Nation  and  Its  institutions." 

Urlchsville  (Ohio)  Chevron:  "We  shall  have  a  military  draft  law 
In  this  country,  with  large  nimibers  of  men  erunlled  In  train- 
ing. Oxir  people,  greatly  shaken  by  recent  world  events,  are  deter- 
mined to  make  oxir  country,  at  least,  and  otir  hemisphere,  IX  poa- 
slble.  secure  from  Invasion." 

Waltham  {Mass  )  Tribune:  "Senator  Barkltt  prophesied  that  no 
bill  for  compulsory  military  training  wotild  be  passed  at  this  ses- 
sion of  Congress.  That  is  a  safe  prophecy;  on  the  eve  of  a  political 
campaign  no  party  will  advocate  the  abandonment  of  a  policy 
which,  with  one  major  and  one  minor  exception,  has  been  main- 
tained since  the  foimdatlon  of  the  Government.  Unless  the  United 
States  becomes  directly  Involved  in  war.  there  are  little  probabilities 
of  any  conscription  plan.  The  plan  which  was  so  signally  success- 
ful In  the  World  War  will  probably  be  adopted." 

Washington  (D.  C.)  Star:  "Favorable  reaction  In  Congress  to  the 
selective  compulsory  military  training  bill  sponsored  by  the  Mili- 
tary Training  Camps  Association  of  the  United  States  Is  a  most 
encouraging  indication  that  the  legislators  finally  have  made  up 
their  minds  to  deal  with  this  urgent  problem  before  adjourn- 
ment. The  British  put  into  effect  a  system  of  compulsory  military 
training,  but  by  that  time  the  war  wtis  so  close  at  hand  that  there 
was  no  time  in  which  to  raise,  train,  and  equip  an  effective  army. 
The  grievous  consequences  of  that  blunder  are  all  too  clear  today, 
and  It  is  simply  Inconceivable  that  this  country  should  make  the 
same  mistake." 

Washington  (D.  C.)  Post:  -Should  the  United  States  have  to  de- 
fend Itself  with  arms  In  the  future.  It  could  expect  no  undisturbed 
period  in  which  to  prepare.  It  would  need  an  army  of  trained  men 
Immediately.  Such  an  army  can  be  prepared  In  only  one  way — 
through  routine  compulsory  military  training." 

Washington  (D  C.)  Evening  Star:  "Plainly,  the  almost  incredible 
success  of  the  Nazi  campaign  is  based  primarily  on  two  factors — 
first,  superior  equipment,  and.  second,  troops  who  were  better 
trained  in  the  use  of  that  equipment.  The  French  soldiers  were 
trained — well  trained— but  not  in  the  type  of  war  they  were  forced 
to  fight.  •  •  •  In  the  United  States  we  are  beginning  the  task 
of  iissemblinig  the  instruments  of  modern  war.  But  In  the  equally 
Important  matter  of  preparing  an  adequate  reserve  of  trained  man- 
power we  are  doing  next  to  nothing.  As  one  reads  of  the  collapse 
of  France,  of  Marshal  Petaln's  sorrowful  admission  that  the  Republic 
felt  for  three  reasons — lack  of  equipment,  lack  of  manpower,  lack 
of  determination — It  Is  difficult  to  believe  that  we.  as  a  nation,  can 
be  so  Indifferent  to  our  own  weakness.  But  the  fact  remains  that 
np  vigorous  effort  Is  being  made  by  the  admlnl.stratlon  or  by  con- 
gretfslonal  leaders  to  set  up  a  system  of  compulsory  military  training 
h^t'ed  on  the  selective  draft,  the  only  fair  and  effective  way  in  which 
th*  necessary  number  of  trained  men  can  be  secured." 

Washington  (N.  C)  Progress:  "Repugnant  as  is  the  Idea  of  com- 
puffory  military  training  for  American  youth,  the  state  of  world 
affairs  suggests  the  wisdom  of  such  a  departure  for  this  coun- 
try. •  •  •  And  the  sooner  we  get  started  on  this  jKsllcy  the 
better." 

West  Palm  Beach  (Pla.)  Post:  "Whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  a  ma- 
jority of  Americans  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  a  victory  for 
Hitler  does  constitute  a  threat  to  this  country.  •  •  •  It  ex- 
plains why  Congress  can  vote  billions  for  national  defense,  with 
scarcely  a  murmur  of  disapproval.  It  reveals  why  even  a  proposal 
for  universal  military  training  was  received  by  the  country  as  a 
matter  of  course." 

Wlnston-Salem  (N.  C.)  Journal:  "A  training  system  wh!ch  would 
te^ch  bovs  how  to  perform  some  manual  or  technical  Job,  efficiently 
(lerelop  their  self-reliance  and  sense  of  discipline,  and  keep  them 
put  of  mischief  would  go  far,  not  only  toward  solving  our  military 
defense  problem  but  also  otir  crime  and  vice  problems." 

Wichita  (Kans.)  Beacon:  "There  Is  coming  an  increased  realiza- 
tion of  the  necessity  of  compulsory  military  training.  Behind  all 
the  guns  and  cannon  and  warships  and  airplanes  there  must  be 
trained  men  if  the  defense  of  this  Nation  Is  to  be  effective.  •  •  • 
The  sooner  this  Nation  adopts  some  form  of  national  military  train- 
ing the  more  effective  will  be  the  national-defense  program." 

Yonkers  (N.  Y.)  Statesman:  "If  military  training  for  youth  la 
Chosen  by  America,  that,  too.  will  be  universal,  allowing  In  either 
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case  exceptions  which  the  constituted  authorities  may  find  reason- 
able. Any  other  method  of  handling  this  matter  woxild  be  follow- 
ing the  totalitarian  way,  not  the  American  way." 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  yield  to  me  before  he  takes  his  seat? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  One  of  the  factors  bearing  upon  the 
imminence  or  necessity  of  universal  service,  of  course,  is  the 
degree  of  success  or  failure  which  the  Army  and  the  Navy  are 
experiencing  in  respect  to  voluntary  enlistments. 

As  I  understood  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Vermont 
yesterday  when  he  interrupted  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  TydincsI.  he  indicated  that  there  is  some  dispute  as  to 
whether  or  not  enlistments  are  now  proceeding  at  an  adequate 
and  satisfactory  rate.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that 
he  anticipated  receiving  authentic  information  upon  that 
subject.  I  ask  him  if  he  now  has  it,  because  I  think  it  is  very 
important. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  looking  for  that 
information,  but  it  has  not  arrived.  If  the  Senator  will 
permit  a  further  answer  which  is  really  not  responsive,  I 
should  like  to  make  this  statement: 

In  the  first  place,  we  must  have  comparables  in  order  to 
make  a  comparison.  The  figures  which  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  has,  and  which  I  quoted  at  the  World's  Fair,  re- 
lated to  the  first  5  months  of  the  year,  showing  a  net  gain  of 
between  14.000  and  15,000  men.  The  gross  accretion  was 
stated  to  be  approximately  37.000;  but  taking  into  account 
the  mortalities  that  occur  through  expiration  of  enlistment 
and  other  causes,  the  net  accretion  was  said  to  be  between 
14.000  and  15.000  for  the  first  5  months.  The  figures  given 
to  me  by  General  Adams,  The  Adjutant  General,  were  for  the 
first  6  months.  I  do  not  silppose  the  slack  is  all  taken  up 
In  the  sixth  month,  but  it  may  be.  So  we  cannot  yet  draw 
a, conclusion  from  the  divergence  in  these  figures:  but  there 
should  be  this  further  consideration  of  the  figures,  namely, 
that  these  are  the  first  enlistments.  They  are  the  response 
of  those  who  are  enthusiastic  and  patriotic,  and  are  apt  to 
step  out  quickly.  If  we  are  dealing  with  a  quota  for  a  much 
larger  army,  and  have  to  take  our  voluntary  enlistments  from 
the  last  6  months,  the  18  months,  and  so  on,  I  think  it  is  a  fair 
assumption  to  make  that  the  stimulus  for  voluntary  enlist- 
ment will  thin  out  as  we  proceed  with  the  larger  demand. 

Mr.  VANDENBEIRG.    Will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  able  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
(Mr.  Lodge)  presented  figures  from  The  Adjutant  General  a 
few  weeks  ago  upon  which  I  based  the  same  conclusion  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  evidently  reached  as  a  conclusion, 
namely,  that  voluntary  enlistments  are  behind  the  quota.  As 
I  recall,  those  figures  showed  an  enlistment  of  8.000  men  in 
the  Army  in  30  days,  whereas  the  quota  for  July  and  August 
would  be  in  the  neighborhood  of  18,000.  So  I  assumed  we 
were  correct  in  saying  that  voluntary  enlistments  are  not 
even  now  keeping  up  with  the  quota.  But  my  understanding 
of  the  Senator's  statement  yesterday  was  that  the  War  De- 
partment denies  that  assumption. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Oh.  yes;  definitely. 

Mr.  VANDE3»JBERG.  And  says  that  the  voluntary  enlist- 
ments are  up  to  the  quota. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Definitely.  The  Adjutant  General  stated  to 
me  that  the  enlistments  were  satisfactory,  and  that  he  did 
not  like  to  have  my  statement  get  out.  because  its  effect 
might  be  derogatory,  might  slow  down  the  spirit  of  volunteers 
who  are  yet  to  be  summoned;  and  if  I  have  made  a  mistake,  I 
am  trying  to  correct  it. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  thing  which  bothers  me  is  that  I 
do  not  see  how  the  statement  of  The  Adjutant  General  can 
be  paralleled  with  The  Adjutant  General's  statement  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  If  I  may  interrupt.  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  to  a  statement  in 
this  morning's  press  by  no  less  an  authority  than  Lt.  Gen. 
Hugh  A.  Drum,  in  which  he  said  that  the  haphazard  methods 


we  have  been  following  are  Incapable  of  creating  an  adequate 
force  for  defense. 

Mr,  VANDENBERG.  Does  he  deal  with  the  specific  ques- 
tion? It  seems  as  though  we  should  have  an  authentic 
answer  as  to  whether  voluntary  enlistments  today  are  fur- 
nishing an  adequate  quota. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  think  we  should  have  the  answer,  and  I  am 
trying  to  get  it. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Does  the  Senator  know  whether  the  Army 
favors  the  conscription  bill  at  the  present  time? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  another  question.  I  asked  specifi- 
cally of  General  Adams  whether  he  favored  this  principle, 
and  he  said  that  he  did,  that  he  did  not  want  me  to  under- 
stand that  his  criticism  of  my  statement  was  an  indication 
of  opposition  to  the  principle  of  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill. 
I  believe  the  Army  does  not  accept  it  in  the  very  terms  it 
now  contains;  that  it  Is  their  purpose  to  present  amendments, 
and  I  believe  that  the  differences  will  be  composed,  and  that 
a  bill  will  come  out  which  will  be  an  improvement. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont, in  order  to  make  the  record  clear,  that  my  understand- 
ing is  that  the  Army  favors  this  proposition  as  a  principle  to 
be  utilized  as  a  method  in  case  of  emergency,  but  I  likewise 
understand  that  the  present  task  of  the  Army  Is  to  take  the 
scattered  forces  of  the  Army  over  this  country  and  make  them 
into  nine  fighting  divisions,  equipped,  insofar  as  is  possible. 
In  a  modern  way,  and  to  have  those  divisions  ready  for  call 
on  24 -hour  notice;  and  that  In  addition  to  that  policy  there 
will  be  seme  skeleton  companies,  composed,  for  example,  of  a 
captain  and  a  lieutenant  or  two,  a  couple  of  sergeants  and  a 
couple  of  corporals,  and  that  the  new  recruits  will  be  put  into 
those  skeleton  companies  for  training;  that  if  all  of  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Army  personnel  were  put  Into  the  fighting 
divisions,  so-called,  there  would  not  be  any  oflBcers  and  non- 
ccms  available  at  this  time  to  train  a  conscripted  army,  even 
If  we  were  to  start  conscription  tomorrow  morning.  They 
have  just  so  much  capacity  for  training,  and  during  the  time 
they  are  organizing  these  9  or  10  or  12  fighting  divisions, 
ready  to  go  forward  at  a  moment's  notice,  they  could  not  take 
the  personnel  from  those  divisions  to  develop  personnel  from 
other  sources  in  order  to  train  and  equip  a  conscript  army, 
even  if  we  had  conscription. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President.  If  that  is  offered  as  a  reason 
for  postponement,  I  wish  to  make  the  comment  that  first 
there  must  be  registration,  which  will  take  time  of  itself. 
Second,  there  must  be  an  administrative  set-up  created,  and 
that  will  take  time.  Third,  the  poverty  of  officers  for  teach- 
ing is  not  so  great  as  is  claimed.  I  think,  and  under  the 
selective  feature  of  the  proposed  law,  the  law  could  be  put 
into  operation  gradually  and  developed  from  day  to  day. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  What  I  was  attempting  to  show.  In  the 
observation  I  was  making,  was  that  those  who  are  prone  to 
feel  that  the  Army  should  have  conscription  now.  and 
wonder  why.  when  the  men  are  not  coming,  they  do  not  ask 
for  conscription,  overlook  the  fact  that  at  this  moment  it 
would  create  a  problem  which  would  accentuate  the  present 
difficulty  rather  than  aid  in  a  solution.  I  was  not  saying 
that  the  Army  did  not  favor  setting  up  the  machinery  and 
eventually  doing  what  the  Senator  suggests,  but  they  do  not 
want  to  do  it  now  because  of  the  reasons  I  have  outlined. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  We  expect  to  give  the  Army  an  opportunity 
fully  to  develop  its  views  about  this  matter. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
have  placed  in  the  Record,  following  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  I  Mr.  Austin  1  and  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  I  Mr.  Burke],  a  statement  entitled  "A  Declaration 
Against  Conscription." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  &s  follows: 

A  DECLA«ATIOH  AGAINST  CONSCIUPTIOK 

The  American  people  are  today  being  deluged  by  propaganda  for 
military  conscription  in  peacetime.  Sincere  and  distinguished  a* 
many  of  the  proponents  of  conscription  may  be,  and  plausible  aa 
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many  of  their  ccntentlons  may  Eeem.  we.  the  undersigned,  urge  the 
American  people  and  their  represenUtives  In  Congress  to  deliberate 
with  sober  caution  before  permitting  such  an  unprecedented  inno- 
▼atlon  to  become  a  part  of  our  national  life. 

In  our  Judgment  military  conscription  in  peacetime  smacks  of 
totalitarianism,  and  we  are  convinced  that  its  adoption  would  be 
highly  dangerous  to  the  spirit  and  traditions  of  American  democ- 
racy. The  reasons  upon  which  we  support  this  conviction  are  as 
f  ollowa : 

First,  the  essential  Idea  underlying  military  conscription  la  the 
major  premise  of  every  dictatorship  and  all  totalitarianism.  It  Is 
the  assumption  that  the  Individual  citizen  is  but  a  pawn  In  the 
hands  of  unlimited  state  power.  Conscription  has  always  been 
abhorrent  to  free  men  because  it  la.  In  effect,  a  seizure  of  a  mans 
body,  time,  and  service  by  force  and  under  threat  of  heavy  penalty. 
For  generations  millions  of  Europeans  have  fled  their  native  coun- 
tries and  become  loyal  and  devoted  American  citizens  in  order  to 
enjoy  among  other  things,  out  freedom  from  conscription.  Uni- 
versal military  service  has  been  and  is  today  the  chief  weapon  by 
which  dictators  suppress  free  conscience  among  their  people,  in- 
culcate them  with  the  false  ideals  of  chauvinistic  nationalism,  and 
indoctrinate  them  with  belief  In  the  superiority  of  brute  force  over 
morals  and  Ideas.  The  adoption  of  conscription  among  Americans 
will  be  the  opening  wedge  for  the  totalitarian  dogma  that  individual 
citizens  are  pawns  of  the  state  from  birth  until  death,  without  any 
rights  which  those  in  positions  of  power  are  bound  to  respect. 
Americans  must  not  delude  themselves  with  the  belief  that  their 
democracy  will  remain  unscathed  If  we  adopt  the  essentially  anti- 
democratic processes  which  have  worked  such  havoc  abroad. 

Second,  we  consider  that  peacetime  conscription  is  In  itself  a  fla- 
grant negation  of  democracy.  We  reject  as  transparent  sophistry 
the  contention  that  conscription  under  the  name  of  "selective  serv- 
ice" Is  democratic  and  that  voluntary  military  service  is  undemo- 
cratic The  "equahty  that  conscription  makes  for  is  akin  to  the 
"equality"  which  prevails  among  regimented  galley  slaves.  It  Is 
no  more  democratic  than  any  other  form  of  Involuntary  servitude. 
Our  American  conception  of  democracy  signifies  vastly  more  than 
mere  equality,  for  it  also  Includes  the  great  concepts  of  liberty  and 
freedom  for  the  individual.  PMrthermore,  we  deny  that  conscrip- 
tion can  be  Justified  by  the  assertion  that  it  prevails  In  such  de- 
mocracies as  England.  Sweden,  and  Switzerland.  The  conditions  we 
face  In  United  States  are  in  many  respects  widely  different  from 
and  not  comparable  to  those  prevailing  in  ESoropean  nations.  For 
this  reason  valid  conceptions  of  American  democracy  and  military 
service  must  be  derived  from  American  history  and  tradition,  not 
from  contemporary  European  practices.  In  our  view,  peacetime 
conscription  and  American  democracy  are  quite  Incompatible. 

Third,  the  adoption  of  military  conscription  in  peacetime  would. 
be  a  radical  departure  from  historic  American  tradition.  Never  be- 
fore  in  American  history  has  it  been  thought  necessary  to  resort  to 
peacetime  conscription  for  purposes  of  defense.  This  fact  has  been 
one  of  the  truly  glorious  traditions  of  our  American  democracy;  in 
common  with  most  Americans  we  take  profound  pride  In  It.  and 
we  deny  that  the  time  has  now  come  to  abandon  this  feature  of 
our  national  life  because  of  the  events  in  Europe,  the  gravity  of 
which  we  well  recognize.  We  are  confident  that  the  defense  pur- 
pooes  enumerated  In  the  Constitution — "to  execute  the  laws  of  the 
Union,  suppress  instirrectlons,  and  repel  Invasion" — can  still  be  met 
and  effectively  discharged  without  resort  to  peacetime  conscription. 
As  ardently  concerned  for  the  safety  of  our  beloved  Republic  as  any 
advocate  of  universal  service  can  poasibly  be,  we  reject  the  sugges- 
tion that  to  preserve  American  democracy  we  must  embrace  the 
worst  feature  of  the  totaUtarlan  regimes.  We  deny  that  free  Amer- 
icans must  now,  in  the  name  of  freedom,  submit  to  peacetime  con- 
scription and  thereby  become  regimented  vassals  of  the  national 
state. 

Finally,  we  oppose  conscription  because  of  the  disruption  it  will 
cause  in  our  American  way  of  life,  and  also  because  we  question  its 
necessity  and  wisdom  as  a  defense  measure.  The  military  regimen- 
tation of  the  entire  manpower  of  our  nation  will  inevitably  result 
In  widespread  dislocation  In  business,  industry,  agriculture,  and 
higher  education:  and  it  may  prove  unnecessary  and  ineffectual 
from  a  military  standpoint.  Conscrlpticn  would  have  been  unnec- 
essary in  1917  if  we  had  been  raising  a  force  for  the  defense  of  our 
territory  rather  than  an  army  of  5,000.000  men  for  service  In  Europe. 
Today  the  asserted  need  is  for  substantial  expansion  In  our  Army. 
Navy,  and  Air  Corps.  If  the  personnel  need  is  for  highly  trained 
permanent  forces  sufficient  in  number  to  man  expertly  the  new 
weapons  as  they  are  produced,  we  contend  this  need  can  best  be 
met  by  voluntary  enlistments  under  pay  schedules  sufficiently  at- 
tractive to  Induce  the  required  nxmabers  to  enroll.  By  such  a  pro- 
cedure It  may  well  be  that  the  required  enlistments  could  be  ob- 
tained before  the  new  weapons  themselves  are  ready.  This  solution 
for  the  asserted  need  would  seem  to  us  to  be  vastly  preferable  to 
the  alternative  of  organizing  huge  forces  of  partially  trained  civil- 
ians. It  would  be  free  of  totalitarian  semblance,  as  it  would  be  In 
keeping  with  our  democratic  traditions  and  conceptions.  Moreover. 
It  would  be  based  on  a  recognition  of  the  military  lesson  being 
taught  on  European  battlefields — that  comparatively  small  forces  of 
highly  trained  soldier  mechanics,  properly  equipped,  can  defeat 
many  times  their  number  of  partially  trained  civilian  conscripts 
regardless  of  how  courageous  the  latter  may  be. 

For  these  reasons,  and  for  others,  we  appeal  to  all  our  fellow 
Amorlcans  who  have  a  zealous  regard  for  the  preservation  of  their 
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democratic    Institutions    to    Identify    themselves    with    the    cause 
represented  In  this  declaration.  _  ,   ^  „    .„ 

Rev   Ralph  C.  Abele,  St.  Louis.  Mo.;  Prof.  Freeman  H.  Allen. 
Colgate  University,  Hamilton,  N.  Y.;  Rev.  Paul  J.  Allured, 
Klnde   Mich  :  Rev.  R.  M.  Atkins,  Flint.  Mich.;  Prof.  Zonla 
Baber  Chicago,  111.;  Prof.  Charles  8.  Bacon,  Chicago,  111.; 
Cyrus  LeRoy  Baldrldge,  New  York  City;  Dr.  Harry  Elmer 
Barnes.  Ccoperstown,  N.  Y  :  Prof.  Albert  Barnett.  Scarritt 
College.  Nashville.  Tenn.;  Rev.  Norman  B.  Barr.  Chicago, 
111  •    Mrs.   Helen  Marston   Beardsley.   Los  Angeles.   Calif.; 
Dr.  John  Barrow,  Berea  College,  Berea,  Ky  ;  Prof.  Howard 
K  Beale,  University  of  North  Carolina,  Chapel  Hill,  N  C; 
Rev.  Canon  Bernard  Iddlngs  Bell,  Providence.  R.  I  ;  Rev. 
Sbelton  Hale  Bishop,  New  York  City:   Alice  Stone  Black- 
well,  Cambridge.  Mass  ;   Frederick   H.  Blair,  Los  Angeles. 
Calif.:  Rev.  Ralph  E.  Blount.  Oak  Park,  111.;  Rev.  Bdward  H. 
Bonsall,  Jr.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Prof.  Edwin  Bcrchard,  Yale 
University,  New  Haven.  Conn.;  Rev.  Dr.  Charles  F  Boss.  Jr  . 
Chicago.  111.;  Prof.  W.  Russell  Bowie.  Union  Theological 
Seminary,  New  York  City;  Harold  Leonard  Bowman.  Chi- 
cago, Dl.;  Prof.  Edward  S.  Uoyer,  James  Mlllikin  University, 
Decatur,  111.;  Fred  O.  L.  Boyer,  Hamilton.  Ohio;  Dorothy 
Dunbar  Bromley.  New  York  City;  Rev.  Dr.  Edwin  A.  Brown, 
Cincinnati.   Ohio;    Hugh    Elmer    Brown.    Evanston.    111.; 
Zaidee  Brown.  Upper  Montclair.  N.  J.;   F.  W.  Burnham, 
Richmond,  Va  :    Harold  8.   Buttenhelm,  Madison.  N.    J.; 
Benjamin   Cadbury,   Moorestown.   N.  J.;    Mrs.   A.   Morris 
Carey.  Baltimore.  Md.;  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Charles  L.  Carhart, 
Chevy  Chase,  Md.;   Rev.  J.  Henry  Carpenter.  Brooklyn, 
N.   Y.;    Rev.   Harold   F.    Carr,    Flint.    Mich.;    Richard    B. 
Carter,  West  Newton.  Mass.;  Prof,  Adelaide  Case.  Colum- 
bia University,  New  York  City;  Prof.  J.  McKeen  Cattell. 
Garrison.   N.    Y.;    Dean  W.   O.   Chambers,    State    College. 
Pa.;  Rev.  A.  Burns  Chalmers,  Northampton,  Mass.;  Harold 
A.  Chance,  Philadelphia,  Pa  ;    Rev.  Don  M    Chase.  San 
Francisco,  Calif  ;   Sarah  Cleghom,  Manchester.  Vt  :  Prof. 
Frank  W.  Clelland.  Atlanta.  Ga.;  David  L.  Clendenin.  New 
York    City:    Prof.    J.    Herschel    Coffin.    Whittier    CoUege, 
Whlttler.  Calif.;  Mrs.  E.  A.  Codman.  Boston.  Mass.:   Rev. 
Dr.  Albert  Buckner  Coe.  Oak  Park.  Ill,;   Prof    Morris  R. 
Cohen.  New  York  City;  Prof.  Norman  P.  Coleman.  Mac- 
alester  College,  St.  Paul.  Miim.;   Rev.  George  L.  Collins, 
Madison.  Wis,;  Dean  E,  N.  Comfort,  University  of  Okla- 
-  homa.  Norman.  Okla.;  Rev.  Hbert  M.  Conover.  New  York 
City;  Paul  M.  Cope,  Atlantic  City.  N.  J.;  Mrs.  J,  Sergeant 
Cram,  New  York  City;  Rev.  Dr.  Henry  H.  Crane.  Detroit. 
Mich.;  Prof.  Earl  Cranston.  University  of  Redlands.  Red- 
lands.  Calif.;  Dr.  Abraham  Cronbach.  Cincinnati.  Ohio; 
Prof,  Bdward  E,  Curtis.  Wellesley,  Mass  :  Frances  G   Cur- 
tis, Manchester.  Mass.;  Rev,  Wolcott  Cutler.  Charlestown, 
Mass.;   Prof.  Jerome  Davis.  West  Haven.  Conn.;   Dorothy 
Day.  editor.  The  Catholic  Worker,  New  York  City;   Rev. 
Dr.  Albert  Edward  Day.  Pasadena.  Calif.;   Prof.  John  W. 
Darr.  Scrlpps  College,  Claremont,  Calif,;   Rev.  E.  LeRoy 
Dakln,    Milwaukee,    Wis.;    Dorothy    Detzer,    Washington. 
D.    C;    Babette    Deutsch,    New    York    City;    Prof.    John 
Dewey.   New  York  City:   Prof,  Dorr  Diefendorf.  Madison. 
N.  J.;  Harriet  A.  Dillingham,  Santa  Barbara,  Calif  :  Alice 
L.   Dodge,   New   York   City;    Frances   Doherty.   Madison. 
N,   J.;    John  M,   Duncan.  Petersburg.   Va.;    Prof.  Huntley 
Dupre,    Western    Reserve    University,    Cleveland.    Ohio; 
Prof.   Horace    A.    Eaton,    Syracuse   University.   Syracuse, 
N,  Y,:  Mrs,  Emily  L.  Eaton,  Syracuse,  N,  Y.;  Mrs,  Rose 
K,  Edelman,  Brooklyn.  N.  Y.;  Christopher  R,  Eliot,  Cam- 
bridge. Mass.;  Mrs.  Ellen  Colt  Elliott.  SUnford  University, 
Calif,;    Rev.    Dr.    Phillips    P.    Elliott,    Brooklyn.    N,    Y.; 
Prof.    Charles    A.    Ellwood,    Duke    University,    Durham, 
N.   C;    Jane   Evans.    Cincinnati,   Ohio;    Allan   Farquhar, 
Sandy  Spring,  Md.;   Mary   Farquharson.  Seattle.  Wash.; 
Rev.  Victor   G.  Fllnn.   Brooklyn.   N.  Y.;    WUllam   Floyd, 
New  York  City;  Mrs.  J.  Malcolm  Forbes.  Milton,  Mass.; 
Rev,  Dr,  Harry  Emerson  Posdlck.  New  York  City;  Mar- 
garet Gage.  New  York  City;    Mrs.  Ruth  Gage-Colby.  St. 
Paul,    Minn.;    President    BueU    G,    Gallagher.    Talladega 
College.  Talladega.  Ala,;  Mrs.  Mary  T.  L,  Gannett.  Roch- 
ester. N.  Y.;   Dr.  Merrltt  P.  Garland.  Haverhill,  Mass.; 
Rev.  Harding  W,  Gaylord,  Farmington.  Maine:   Rev,  Dr. 
A   C,  Goddard.  Rome,  N.  Y,;  Mrs,  A.  M,  Goldstein.  Waco, 
Texas:    Rev.   Rot)ert   Cowan  Grady,  Cleveland,   Ohio;    C. 
Hartley    Grattan,    New   York   City;    Rev.    Dr.    W.    E.   J. 
Gratz.  Chicago,   ni ;    Prof.  G.  H.  Graves,  Purdue  Uni- 
versity,  West   Lafayette.   Ind.;    Harold   S.   Gray.    Saline, 
Mich.;    Rev.    Dr,    Theodore    Alnsworth    Greene.    Dublin. 
N  H,;  Richard  B,  Gregg.  South  Natlck.  Mass.;  Prof.  C.  H. 
Hamlin.  Atlantic  Christian  College,  Wilson.  N,  C;   J.  J. 
Handsaker,  Portland.  Greg,;  Prof.  George  W.  Hartmann, 
Columbia    University.    New    York    City;    Prof.    Georgia 
Harkness.     Garrett     Biblical     Institute.     Evanston.     III4 
Stanley  G.  Harris.  Jr..  Seattle.  Wash.;  Prof.  E,  L.  Harsh- 
barger.  Bethel  College,  North  Newton,  Kans.:  Rev,  Charles 
Hart.  Mount  Vernon,  N.  Y,;  Prof.  Hugh  Hartshorne.  Yale 
University.  New  Haven,  Conn,;    J.  8,  C.  Harvey.  Radnor. 
Pa.;  William  B,  Harvey.  Westtown,  Pa.;  Harold  A.  Hatch. 
Sharon,  Conn,;   I,  A.  Hirschmann,  New  York  City:   Rev. 
Dr.  John  Hayues  Holmes.  New  York  City;  Qulncy  Howe, 


New  York  City;  Clarence  V.  Howell,  New  York  City:  Paul 
H.  Hudaon,  Upper  Montclair.  N.  J.;  B.  W,  Huebsch.  New 
York  City;    Dr.  Jessie  Wallace  Hughan.  New  York  City; 
Rev.  Harold  Stone  Hull.  Pasadena.  Calif.;   Rev.  Dr.  Allan 
A     Hunter.    Hollvvrood.    Calif.;    Rev.    E>r,    Stanley    Arm- 
strong Hunter.  Berkeley.  Calif.;    Paul  Hutchinson.  Chi- 
cago. 111.;  Rev.  Dr.  Finis  S.  Idleman.  New  York  City:  Mi. 
and   Mrs.   Philip  E.   Jacob.  Princeton.  N.  J,:    William   C. 
James.  Berkeley.  Calif,:    Mr.  and   Mrs.  Cornelius   Jansen, 
Pasadena.  Calif.:  Rev,  Dr.  Ray  Freeman  Jenney,  Syracuse, 
N.  Y.;   Rev.  Harold  V.  Jensen.  Seattle.  Wash,;   Bede   A. 
Johnson.  Los  Angeles.  Calif.;    Edwin  C.  Johnson.  New 
York  City;  Rev.  G.  R.  Johnson.  Durham.  N,  H  ;   Bishop 
Paul  Jones.  Yellow  Springs.  Ohio:  Prof,  Rufus  M,  Jones, 
Haverford    College.    Haverford,    Pa,:     Rev.    Allen    Keedy, 
Shenandoah.  Iowa;  Rev.  Harold  R.  Keen.  Hebron.  Conn.; 
Dean  Frederick  D.  Kershner.  Butler  College,  Indianapolis, 
Ind  ;  Edward  8,  King.  Raleigh,  N.  C;  Dr.  William  P,  King, 
Nashville,    Tenn,;     President    Willis    J,    King,    Gammon 
Theological  Seminary.  Atlanta.  Ga.;   Harry  L,  Kingman, 
Berkelr'y,    Calif,;    Rev.    Dow    Kirkpatrick.    Atlanta,    Ga.; 
Rev,  Dr,  Albert  J.  Kissling,  Jackscnville,  Pla.;  Rev,  H.  P. 
Krehbiel,  Newton.  Kansas;  Dr.  Mary  R.  Lakeman,  Swamp- 
scott,  Mass.;   Rev.  Dr.  William   E,   Lampe,   Philadelphia, 
Pa,;    Rev.    Leon   Rosser   Land,   New   York   City;    Carl    J. 
Landes.    Chicago.  Ill,;    Rev.  Dr.  John   Howland  Lathrop. 
Brooklyn.  N.  Y,;   Bishop  W.  Appleton  Lawrence,  Spring- 
field, Mass.;  Henry  W.  Leeds.  Atlantic  City.  N.  J.;  Caesar 
8,  Ledbetter.  Charleston.  8.  C;  Frederick  J,  Libby.  Wash- 
ington. D.  C;   Mrs,  Lola  Maverick  Lloyd.  Winnetka.  111.; 
Rev.  John  Lerlie  Lobingier,  Boston,  Mass,;   Rev.  Dr,  Sid- 
ney  Lovett,   Yale   University.   New   Haven,   Conn,;    Prof. 
Halford  E.  Luccock,  Yale  University,  New  Haven.  Conn.; 
Prof,   Eugene   W.   Lyman.   Union   Theological   Seminary, 
New  York  City;  Prof,  Helen  Merrell  Lynd.  Sarah  Lawrence 
CoUege,  BronxvUle,  N.  Y.;  Prof.  Robert  S.  Lynd,  Columbia 
University,  New  York  City;   Robert  W.  MacGregor,  Reed 
College.  Portland,  Oreg,;  Rev.  Oscar  Maddaus,  Manhasset, 
N   Y.;  Elev,  Dr.  Charles  A.  Maddry,  Richmond,  Va,;  Horace 
Mann.  Richmond,  Mass.;  Benjamin  C.  Marsh,  Washing- 
ton, D,  C;  Prof.  Kirtley  F.  Mather,  Harvard  University, 
Cambridge.  Mass.;   Milton  8,  Mayer.  University  of  Chi- 
cago. Chicago,  111.;   M.iry  S,  McDowell,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.; 
Rev.  William  McFadden,  West  Lafayette,  Ind,;  Rev.  Dr. 
D,    P.    McGeachy,    Decattir.    Ga.;    Rev.    Dr.    Elmore    M. 
McKee.    New   York   City;    Prof.   Charles   McKinley.    Reed 
College.  Portland.  Greg.;   William  Ayer  McKinney,  Chi- 
cago. 111.;   Rev.  Dr.  N.  C.  McPherson.  Jr..  Atlanta,  Ga.; 
President    O.    Myking    Mehus.   Winona    State    Teachers 
Collf'ge.    Winona.    Minn.;    President    W.    O.    Mendenhall, 
Whittier   College.   Whittier.  Calif,;    Rev.  Dr.  William   S, 
Meyer,    Ponca    City,   Okla.;    Orle  O.   Miller,   Akron.   Pa.; 
Bert  O.  Mitchell.  Seattle,  Wash,;  Bishop  Walter  Mitchell, 
Phoenix.  Ariz,;  Rev,  Dr.  A.  J,  Muste,  New  York  City;  Rev. 
Arthur    Newell   Moore,   Houlton,   Maine;    Mrs.    Ethel    P. 
Moors.    Brookline.    Mass.;    Rachel    Conrad    Nason,    West 
Hartford,  Conn,;  Rev,  Dr.  J.  Pierce  Newell.  Superior.  Wis.; 
John  R.  Nichols,  Pocatello,  Idaho;  Rev.  Charles  C.  Noble. 
Glens  Falls,  N.  Y.;  Dean  8.  A.  Nock.  Kansas  State  College. 
Manhattan,    Kans.;     Waldemar    Noll.    Berea.    Ky,;     Mrs. 
Victor  P.  Noyes.  Glttlngs,  Md,;  Helena  M.  Nye.  Stanford 
University,  Calif.;   Frank  Olmstead,  Leonla.   N.  J,;   Mrs. 
Mildred  Scott  Olmsted,  PhUadelphla,  Pa.;   Rev.  Howard 
B    Osborne.  Bridgeport.  Nebr,;   Prof.  Harry  A.  Overstreet. 
Hew  York  City;    Rev.  George  L.  Paine.  Boston.  Mass., 
President   Albert  W.  Palmer.  Chicago  Theological  Sem- 
inary. Chicago,  ni.;  Carl  Patterson.  Chester  Hill.  Ohio: 
Mrs.   Marie  Pautz,   Los   Angeles.   Calif,;    Prank   C.   Pettlt. 
Woodstown.   N.   J.;    Rabbi   David   Phlllpson.   Cincinnati. 
Ohio:    Mrs.    Henry    HiU    Pierce.    New    York    City;    Dean 
Charles   W.    Pipkin,    Louisiana   State   University,   Uni- 
-verslty.  La.;    Kenneth  W,  Porter.  Vassar  College.  Pough- 
keepsie.  N.  Y,;  Rev,  Dr,  Edwin  McNeill  Poteat.  Cleveland. 
Ohio.   Richard  W,  Pousette-Dart.  Valhalla,  N.  Y.;   Presi- 
dent  Roscoe   PulUam.  Southern   Illinois  State  Normal 
University.  Carbondale.  Hi.;  Rev.  W.  P,  Reagor.  Oakland, 
Calif.;  Prof.  Harris  F,  Rail.  Evanston.  Ul.;  A,  R.  Rathert, 
Bralnerd.  Minn,;   Prof.  Walter  Ra u ten st ranch,  Columbia 
University,  New  York  City:  J.  W.  Reed,  Portland.  Greg,; 
Rev.  Royal  H.  Relsner.  Long  Beach,  Calif.;   Bishop  Wil- 
liam P.  Remington,  Pendleton,  Oreg.;  Rev.  E.  K.  Resler. 
Strong.    Kans.;    Ray    C.    Roberts.    Seattle,    Wash.;    Prof. 
George    L.    Robinson,    Chicago.    111.;    Prof.    Fred    Rodell, 
Yale   Law  School.  New   Haven,   Conn.;    Prof.  Herbert   W. 
Rogers.    Lafayette    College,    Easton,    Pa.;    George    Knox 
Roth.  Los  Angeles.  Calif.;   Constance  Rumbough.  Nash- 
ville. Tenn,;  Dean  Elbert  Russell.  Duke  University.  Dur- 
ham. N.  C;   Arthur  H.  Sargent,  Ellsworth,  Maine;  Porter 
Sargent.  Boston,  Mass.;  Mrs.  J,  Paul  Satterthwaite,  West- 
fleld.  N.  J,:   Rev.  John  Nevln  Sayre,  Orangeburg,  N,  Y.; 
J    Henry   Scattcrgood.  Philadelphia,  Pa  :    Rev,  Dr,   Paul 
E,  Scherer.  New  York  City;  Rev.  Alfred  Schmalz.  Darien, 
Conn.;  Prof.  Waldo  Schumacher.  Eugene.  Oreg.;  Rev.  Dr. 
Prank  J.  Scribner,   New   York   City;    Gale  Seaman,   Los 
Angeles,  Calif.:  Elizabeth  Sessions,  Hampden.  Mass.;  Rev. 
Dr.  Charles  M.  Sheldon.  Topeka.  Kans.;   Mrs,  Robert  E. 
Simon,    New    York    City;    E.    W.    Smiley.    Warren.    Pa.; 


Mrs.  Ida  B,  Wise  Smith,  Evanston.  HI,;  J.  J.  Smith.  New 
Concord.  Ohio;  Don  E.  Smucker.  Chicago.  El.;  Prof. 
Theodore  G.  Soares,  Altadena.  Calif,;  Guy  W.  Solt,  Phila- 
delphia. Pa,;  Rev,  Dr.  Frederick  K.  Stamm,  Brooklyn. 
N,  Y.:  Dr.  Joseph  Stokes,  Mcorestown,  N.  J,:  Rev,  Thomas 
W.  Sumners,  Houston,  Tex,;  Rev.  Dr.  Alfred  W.  Swan. 
Madison.  Wis.;  Prof.  Arthur  L.  Swift,  Jr.,  Union  Theo- 
logical Seminary.  New  York  City;  Rev.  John  M,  Swomley. 
Jr„  Harrisburg.  Pa  :  Alva  W.  Taylor.  Nashville.  Tenn.: 
Katharine  TerriU.  New  York  City;  Norman  Thomas.  New 
York  City;  Leon  Thomson,  Lincoln,  Nebr.;  Rev.  Dr. 
Ernest  Fremont  Tittle.  Evanston,  111.;  Prof.  Arthur  J. 
Todd,  Northwestern  University.  Evanston.  Ill,;  Rev,  Prank 
M.  Toothaker.  Compton.  Calif,;  Prof.  Edward  L.  Tullls, 
Rapid  City.  8,  Dak,;  Prof.  Harold  S,  TutUe.  College  of  the 
City  of  New  York.  New  York  City;  Rev.  Dr.  Robert  Leon- 
ard Tucker.  Columbus.  Ohio;  WlHlam  A.  Tyler,  Ogden. 
Utah;  Oswald  Garrison  VUlard.  New  York  City;  Marian 
Dec.  Ward,  Cambridge,  Mass.;  Dr.  Carleton,  Washburne. 
Winnetka.  Ill,;  Mrs.  Margaret  P.  Welch.  Boston.  Mass,; 
Oliver  C.  West.  BronxvUle,  N.  Y.;  Ruth  West.  Spokane. 
Wash,;  Rev.  Eliot  White,  Roselle.  N.  J,;  Prof.  Henry  N. 
Wieman,  University  of  Chicago,  Chicago,  m,;  Rev.  George 
L.  Wlllets,  Caldwell,  N.  J.;  Howard  D.  WlUlts,  Portland. 
Oreg.;  Theresa  L.  Wilson,  St.  Johns  School.  Mountain 
Lakes.  N.  J.;  Rev.  and  Mrs.  Elwin  L.  Wilson,  Biddeford. 
Maine:  Richard  Wood,  Philadelphia,  Pa,;  Prof.  Thomas 
Woody,  University  of  Pennsylvania,  Philadelphia,  Pa.; 
Rev,  Harold  Worden  Wylle,  Clinton,  N.  Y,-  Dr.  Howard 
E,  Yarnall,  State  College,  Pa.;  President  Wliriam  L.  Young. 
Park  College,  Parkville,  Mo. 

NOMINATION  OF   MRS.   EVELYN  ADAMS   WHYTE — RECOMMITTAL 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  on  yesterday,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys,  I  reported  favorably 
the  nomination  of  Mrs.  Evelyn  Adams  Whyte,  of  Cali- 
fornia, to  be  recorder  of  the  General  Land  OfBce — ^reap- 
pointment. There  seems  to  have  been  some  misunderstand- 
ing in  reference  to  the  nomination  and  as  to  the  oflBce  itself. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomination  be  recom- 
mitted to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

FRANK  KNOX 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  first 
nomination  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Prank  Knox, 
of  Illinois,  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  in  the  debate  which  has  been 
proceeding  in  the  Senate  during  the  last  2  days  in  relation 
to  the  nomination  of  Colonel  Knox  and  Colonel  Stimson, 
and  on  other  occasions,  we  have  heard  much  said  about 
the  isolationist  viewpoint.  Columnists  have  bastardized  its 
meaning  by  their  peculiar  bent  of  mind.  Before  discussing 
the  matter  of  Colonel  Knox's  nomination,  I  wish  briefly  to 
say  a  few  words  on  a  subject  which  is  often  misquoted,  mis- 
stated, and  misunderstood,  to  wit,  isolation. 

The  current  of  history  is  gaining  daily  added  momentum. 
We  have  Just  heard  a  discussion  in  relation  to  the  subject 
of  preparedness,  the  question  of  drawing  our  youth  into 
the  Army  by  force.  Six  months  ago  the  discussion  of  such 
a  subject  would  have  been  out  of  order.  But,  as  I  have  said, 
the  current  of  history  Is  moving  swiftly. 

Not  only  do  words  and  phrases  have  their  meanings 
changed,  but  overnight  nations  are  obliterated  and  changed. 
New  methods  come  into  use  in  every  field  of  human  activity. 
Life  is  indeed  literally  "on  the  fiy." 

Consequently  there  is  no  place  in  a  national -preparedness 
program  for  "ostrich  minds."  Such  folks  should  be  taken 
from  the  controls  of  government.  We  need  men  at  the 
controls  who  can  and  will  build  America  strong. 

The  dictionary  defines  "isolationist"  as  one  who  would 
have  his  country  remain  politically  aloof  from  other  coim- 
tries.  I  repeat,  "politically  aloof  "  In  other  words,  he  is 
one  who  agrees  with  the  original  idea  of  Washington.  He 
would  have  his  country  beware  of  entangling  alliances. 
Washington,  it  will  be  remembered,  spoke  very  clearly  on 
this  subject,  but  I  want  it  understood  that  Washington 
suggested  that  we  engage  in  free  intercourse  with  nations, 
free  commerce  with  all  nations. 

In  his  day  Washington  recognized  that  Europe  had  differ- 
ent ideas  of  life  and  living,  different  political  ideas,  that 
Europe  consisted  of  a  group  of  nations  entangled  by  treaties. 
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by  hatreds,  by  prejudices.  So  he  suggested  that  we  have  no 
entangling  alliances.  Let  me  make  it  clear  that  if  we  had 
not  followed  this  injunction,  we  today  would  be  involved  in 
the  European  conflict.  In  other  words,  if  we  had  entered 
Into  treaties  in  relation  to  our  defense,  in  relation  to  the  war 
that  is  now  spreading  fast  over  the  world,  we  would  be  called 
upon  to  defend  not  ourselves  but  others.  We  would  be  called 
upon  to  engage  in  war  in  case  our  ally  were  attacked.  Then 
what  would  the  situation  be?  What  would  we  fight  with? 
The  distinguished  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  TydikcsI 
yesterday  again  brought  a  message  to  our  country  which  I 
hope  every  hamlet  will  be  made  aware  of.  He  showed  that 
we  could  not  fight.  So  clearly  did  he  demonstrate  it  that 
there  should  be  no  question  at  all  about  our  intervening  or 
mixing  up  in  any  quarrel,  at  least  until  we  are  ready. 

Let  us  make  it  doubly  clear  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
isolationist  doctrine  which  prohibits  the  flow  of  commerce  be- 
tween the  nationals  of  this  coimtry  and  other  countries  at 
war.  American  nationals  today  are  selling  airplanes  and 
munitions  and  supplies  to  Britain,  and  note  this,  to  any  other 
nation  that  can  come  to  our  ports  and  pay  for  such  articles. 
Not  only  the  isolationist  but  everyone  else  who  does  not 
want  to  get  America  into  war  stands  for  the  doctrine  that 
this  counCry  as  a  political  entity  must  not  sell  munitions  or 
contraband  goods  to  any  combatant. 

I  said  that  this  country  must  not  sell  such  goods.  That 
does  not  prohit't  the  naUonals  of  this  country,  corporations, 
or  Institutions  from  selling,  but  this  country  must  not  sell. 
Why?  Because  If  this  country  sold  them  it  would  not  only 
violate  the  statute  law  of  this  Nation  but  it  would  violate  in- 
ternational law.  and  it  would  be  equivalent  to  intervention. 
It  would  mean  war. 

So  we  revert  to  the  original  Idea,  that  an  isolationist  is  one 
who  does  not  want  this  country  to  mix  up  with  other  nations 
in  other  hemispheres  In  their  political  affairs  and  wars.  He  is 
one  who  wants  no  entangling  alliances  with  nations  in  other 
hemispheres.  Why?  Because  we  know  that  is  the  road  to 
war,  and  war  would  mean  what  we  heard  described  very 
clearly  and  graphically  yesterday  on  the  Senate  floor.  It 
would  mean  the  ruin  of  every  democratic  principle  we  have,  at 
least  temporarily.  It  would  probably  mean  the  submergence 
on  this  continent  of  all  democratic  concepts,  as  they  are  sub- 
merged in  Prance.  Besides,  it  would  mean  loss  of  life,  de- 
struction of  property,  and  probable  loss  of  the  great  American 
values. 

An  isolationist  is  one  who  does  not  want  America  to  become 
Involved  in  the  quarrels  of  other  nations.  Now  let  us  make  it 
clear  again  so  there  will  be  no  opportvmity  for  anyone  to 
misunderstand.  The  United  States  of  America  as  a  nation, 
under  the  isolationist  theory,  should  not  enter  into  political 
arrangements,  or  treaties,  with  nations  in  other  hemispheres 
lest  such  agreements,  arrangements,  or  treaties  involve  us  in 
Europe's  or  Asia's  quarrels.  But,  I  reiterate,  this  does  not 
prohibit  any  of  our  people  from  themselves  selling  for  cash 
anything  they  possess  to  any  of  the  combatant  nations,  nor 
does  it  prohibit  any  war-minded  citizen  in  this  country  from 
Joining  as  an  individual  the  forces  now  flghting  in  other  lands. 
He  can  do  more  than  that.  If  any  citizen  himself  desires  to 
get  into  war  he  can  give  of  his  own  property.  He  can  give  his 
own  life.  But  the  isolationist  would  prohibit  this  Govern- 
ment from  tying  up  with  foreign  nations  130,000.000  people 
who  compose  this  Government,  when  such  action  might  result 
In  war. 

Again  let  us  make  it  clear  that  an  isolationist  is  not  a 
pacifist.  He  is  ready  to  fight  if  any  of  America's  rights  are 
invaded.  The  isolationist  stands  four-square  for  prepared- 
ness and  defense.  He  says  to  the  world,  "America  for  Ameri- 
cans— the  American  hemisphere  for  Americans,"  and  he 
stands  four-square  for  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

All  America  is  isolationist-minded  according  to  recent  polls. 
All  America  would  send  aid  "within  the  law"  to  the  Allies,  but 
all  America  would  not  send  her  ships  or  her  men,  to  fight  on 
European  soil,  in  Europe's  war,  unless  such  a  war  should 
become  America's  war. 


In  this  stand  all  America  shows  her  common  sense,  her 
horse  sense.  In  the  first  place,  we  are  unprepared.  We  can 
not  fight  battles  nowadays  with  pea  shooters  because  the  other 
fellow  will  not  fight  with  such  weapons. 

As  this  seems  to  be  the  sentiment  of  all  America,  it  would 
clarify  the  situation  If  the  President  of  the  United  States  were 
to  declare  our  foreign  policy  to  be  as  stated  above,  and  declare 
It  unequivocally  to  conform  to  99  percent  of  the  sentiment  of 
this  coimtry.  It  would  not  be  a  milksop  way  of  putting  It,  It 
would  be  a  strong  American  way  of  putting  It. 

America  does  not  want  war,  but  America  will  prepare  her- 
self so  that  if  she  is  attacked,  or  her  rights  and  her  sphere  of 
action  invaded,  she  will  then  be  able  to  defend  herself.  We 
must  be  ready  then  to  put  into  action  the  saying  that  the 
"best  defense  is  an  offense." 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  said,  there  has  been  much  mis- 
understanding about  the  word  "isolationist."  It  has  been  due 
in  no  small  part  to  some  of  our  columnist  friends.  There  is 
as  much  misunderstanding  about  the  word  "isolationist"  as 
there  has  been  about  the  word  "liberal." 

Polks  who  have  been  liberal  with  other  people's  money, 
folks  who  have  been  careless  with  American  values,  folks  who 
have  dug  up  antiquated  ideas  and  outmoded  schemes  have 
been  called  liberals. 

Folks  who  have  softened  America  even  as  France  was  made 
soft,  who  have  taught  that  loafing.  chiseUng,  and  grafting 
should  be  indulged  have  been  called  liberals. 

Tes,  all  the  folks  who  advocate  dressed -up  outmoded 
methods,  antiquated  tactics,  red-tape  processes,  caste  con- 
trols have  been  called  liberals. 

But,  Mr.  President,  are  they?  They  have  not  brought 
about  greater  freedom,  in  political  matters.  A  good  many 
of  them  thought  they  were  doing  so,  even  as  Prance  thought 
so. 

Mr.  President,  the  folks  who  believe  in  political  isolation,  as 
Washington  believed  in  it,  have  felt  that  in  our  own  land 
there  should  be  greater  opportunity  for  the  individual  to 
develop,  and  less  regimentation.  They  have  not  believed  In 
the  caste  system  which  has  prevailed  under  so-called  liberal 
regimes.  France  had  antiquated  minds  looking  after  her 
interests,  that  is  why  she  is  a  vassal  state  today.  We  do  not 
want  such  minds  looking  after  America's  interests.  We  want 
to  be  strong  within.  We  want  the  inventive  minds  to  have  a 
chance.  We  want  the  great  genius  that  has  been  dormant 
In  America  to  express  itself  again. 

Up  through  the  years  America  waxed  strong,  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  individual  knew  that  he  himself  had  to  do  the 
work  of  buildmg.  because  there  was  not  available  the  Gov- 
ernment pap  which  may  be  had  under  so-called  liberal 
leadership. 

America  must  awaken  to  her  dependence  on  self  and  build 
herself  anew.  She  must  go  forth  to  meet  the  responsibilities 
of  the  present.  She  must  get  rid  of  the  rut-ist  mind,  the  mind 
that  becomes  set,  and  remains  set.  We  have  had  too  much 
of  that  in  our  armed  forces.  We  have  not  had  enough  men 
like  Billy  Mitchell  who  had  vision — to  do  what?  To  protect 
America.  No,  the  rut-ist  mind,  the  ostrich  mind,  has  no  place 
in  American  defense.  We  must  adventure  again,  explore 
again,  and  get  rid  of  antiquated,  outmoded  thoughts,  actions, 
and  methods.  Let  the  crusading  spirit  be  awakened  again  in 
America  and  we  will  build  its  defense. 

As  I  said  the  other  day  when  speaking  in  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber in  relation  to  Billy  Mitchell,  "I  pray  God  that  his  spirit 
may  enliven  and  give  vision  to  the  men  who  control  the 
safety  of  our  America." 

There  have  been  at  the  controls  of  our  Government  too 
many  men  with  ostrich  minds,  men  calling  themselves  liberals. 
There  have  been  too  few  isolationists — men  who  would  build 
America  strong. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  listened  to  the  arguments  in  rela- 
tion to  the  nomination  of  Colonel  Knox,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  issue  is  flatly  presented  in  this  way:  What  effect 
upon  the  country  would  the  appointment  of  Colonel  Knox 
have?  Would  the  appointment  mean  war,  peace,  more  pre- 
paredness, more  defense,  more  safety? 


We  all  recognize  that,  unless  there  is  some  vital  objection, 
nominations  submitted  by  the  Executive  of  the  Nation  ordi- 
narily are  confirmed  by  the  Senate  as  a  matter  of  course. 
The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  OxllettcI  yesterday  presented 
clearly  the  obligations  of  the  Senate  and  the  President  in 
this  matter.   Each  has  a  constitutional  field. 

The  objections  we  have  heard  so  far  are  not  that  Colonel 
Knox  is  a  Republican  but  that  he  thinks  as  the  President 
does  in  relation  to  intervention,  or  aid  to  the  Allies.  To  me 
the  fact  that  he  is  a  Republican  should  enhance  his  value. 

Lincoln  realized  that  a  difference  of  opinion  in  his  Cabinet 
made  for  strength.  He  wanted  independent  minds.  After 
listening  to  the  editorials  by  Colonel  Knox  which  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  West  Virginia  I  Mr.  Holt  J  put  into 
the  Rkcoro  a  few  days  ago,  I  am  sure  Colonel  Knox  has  an 
Independent  mind,  such  a  mind  as  is  needed  in  the  Cabinet 
of  the  President. 

These  editorials  of  Colonel  Knox  indicate  clearly  a  grasp 
upon  New  Deal  policies  and  their  effect  upon  the  Nation. 
They  also  show  a  keen  character  analysis  of  our  political 
leaders. 

After  years  of  business  baiting,  this  administration  has 
now  turned  to  industry  to  grind  out  its  defense  program;  and 
It  seems  logical  that  now,  after  a  woeful  lack  of  defense 
preparation,  the  administration  should  seek  the  type  of  lead- 
ership represented  by  men  like  Colonel  Knox. 

This  brings  us  to  the  real  objection  which  has  been  raised 
relative  to  this  appointment,  the  objection  that  Colonel  Knox 
thinks  as  the  President  does  in  relation  to  the  war  situa- 
tion, or.  as  it  was  phrased  yesterday,  that  his  appointment 
would  create  a  war  Cabinet.  Much  1ms  been  said  on  the  fioor 
of  the  Senate  which  would  indicate  that  possibly  Mr.  Stim- 
son's  views  too  closely  parallel  certain  administration  views 
which  might  cause  America  to  intervene.  I  can  find  no  such 
degree  of  parallelism  between  the  views  of  the  President  and 
those  of  Colonel  Knox.  An  analysis  of  all  the  testimony 
thus  far  presented  does  not  appear  to  bear  out  the  conclu- 
sion that  Colonel  Knox  is  an  interventionist.  I  should  say 
that  Colonel  Knox  is  a  "preparedist."  a  man  who  would 
prepare.  I  trust  that  before  I  have  concluded  I  shall  show 
why  I  think  he  should  become  a  part  of  the  "picture." 

The  testimony  bears  out  the  conclusion  that  Colonel  Knox 
Is  sympathetic  toward  the  Allies — now  England,  and  what 
England  represents.  I  heard  him  say  In  the  committee  room 
words  to  this  effect:  "I  would  see  that  England  receives  muni- 
tions and  all  the  things  she  needs;  not  that  I  love  England 
so  much,  but  that  there  is  need  for  a  wall  to  stand  between 
this  Nation  and  the  forces  of  destruction  while  we  are  prepar- 
ing." In  substance,  those  were  his  words.  In  that  respect 
he  shares  the  views  of  almost  99  percent  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  who  feel  that  England's  Navy  has  been  and 
will  continue  to  be  a  line  of  defense  for  America  against  the 
Nazi.  Fascist,  and  Communist  revolution. 

Colonel  Knox  has  stated  that  he  is  not  in  favor  of  violating 
the  law  of  this  country  or  international  law.  or  doing  things 
which  might  be  construed  as  intervention  or  an  act  of  war. 
He  is  in  favor  of  seeing  that  England  obtains  all  the  legiti- 
mate and  humanitarian  aid  it  is  possible  for  us  to  give  her 
within  the  law.  As  has  already  been  indicated,  the  phrase 
"within  the  law"  is  very  important.  In  other  words,  he 
woiild  have  England  able  to  buy  in  this  country  airplanes, 
contraband  material,  and  everything  she  needs  from  the  na- 
tionals— not  the  Government — of  this  country,  provided  she 
pays  for  them.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  smy  other  combatant 
nation  has  the  same  rights,  as  I  have  stated. 

We  now  revert  to  the  principal  issue.  What  effect  upon 
the  coimtry  would  the  appointment  of  Colonel  Knox  have? 
It  seems  likely  that  the  appointment  of  Colonel  Knox  would 
have  a  healthy  effect.  This  powerful  and  energetic  Chicagoan 
retains  his  valuable  capacity  for  getting  things  done.  He 
retains  his  capacity  for  leading  the  "strenuous  life"  which  he 
learned  from  his  one-time  chief.  Col.  Teddy  Roosevelt.  Make 
no  mistake  about  it;  he  will  need  all  his  tremendous  reserve  of 
vitality  and  all  his  capacity  for  strenuous  living  to  perform 
the  tremendous  Job  which  will  be  presented  to  him. 


When  wo  think  of  this  man's  api>ointment.  let  us  remember 
that  he  is  the  man  who  joined  with  Teddy  Roosevelt  to  ride 
up  San  Juan  Hill.  These  are  days  when  we  need  men  who 
can  speak  softly,  but  who  carry  a  "big  stick."  I  pray  that 
he  may  be  a  great  instrumeniallty  in  providing  this  Govern- 
ment with  such  a  "big  stick." 

I  do  not  necessarily  agree  with  Colonel  Knox's  demand  that 
we  should  have  a  two-ocean  Navy,  although  I  do  believe  that 
our  Navy  could  be  infinitely  better  along  some  of  the  lines  he 
has  advocated.  I  believe  that  In  the  interest  of  national 
solidarity  Colonel  Knox  will  at  least  be  able  effectively  to  preai 
for  the  creation  of  an  invulnerable  armada,  an  armada  whose 
activities  would  be  more  closely  integrated  with  our  air  arm. 
I  do  not  necessarily  concur  in  every  phase  of  Colonel  Knox's 
foreign  policy,  but  I  am  impressed  by  his  dynamic  plan  for 
the  formation  of  an  aviation  unit  to  recruit  10,000  volunteer 
pilots.  This  plan  was  launched  weeks  ago,  and  was  put  over 
almost  immediately. 

I  am  impressed  by  the  fact  that  Colonel  Knox  combines 
the  practical  experience  of  a  hard-hitting  business  execu- 
tive— which  we  have  been  lacking  for  the  past  7  years — with 
the  practical  experience  of  a  one-time  soldier.  Colonel  Knox 
is  no  theorist.  The  Government  has  been  shot  through  with 
theorists.  When  the  United  SUtes  entered  the  World  War, 
Colonel  Knox  enlisted  In  the  Army.  He  became  a  major  on 
the  western  front.  When  he  was  mustered  out.  in  1919.  he 
retained  a  colonel's  commission  In  the  Three  Hundred  and 
Sixty-fifth  Field  Artillery  Reserve  for  the  next  decade  and  a 
half. 

Such  a  man  can  be  a  constructive  force  in  aiding  the  Gov- 
ernment to  keep  out  of  war  and  to  secure  preparedness.  He 
is  a  man  of  ability  and  experience,  and  apparently  his  selec- 
tion results  from  that  very  fact.  I  say  "apparently"  because 
some  persons  claim  that  these  selections  were  made  because 
of  political  reasons.  I,  for  one,  am  reluctant  to  believe  that 
anyone  would  play  politics  in  such  responsible  appointments 
in  trying  times  such  as  these.  I  know  that  if  Colonel  Knox 
should  fail  to  do  his  part  in  securing  preparedness  for  the 
country,  he  personally  would  be  condemned,  and  the  Presi- 
dent would  be  condemned.  If  he  should  secure  preparedness 
for  this  country,  everyone  can  afford  to  bestow  praise  where 
praise  is  due. 

My  concern  Is  not  with  the  political  implications  of  this 
appointment.  I  realize  that  Colonel  Knox  is  faced  with  a 
tremendous  task.  The  extent  of  the  task  is  undoubtedly 
greater  because  Colonel  Knox  will  have  to  start  almost  from 
scratch.  I  realize  also  that  it  has  been  charged  that  no  man 
will  be  able  completely  to  accomplish  what  is  now  demanded. 
As  a  consequence,  it  may  be  that  Colonel  Knox  will  be  placed 
in  the  position  of  pulling  someone  else's  chestnuts  out  of  the 
fire,  so  that  if  he  should  fail  the  blame  would  be  laid  at  his 
doorstep  rather  than  that  of  the  administration.  I  hesitate 
to  make  such  an  indictment.  I  prefer  to  believe  that  the 
Chief  Executive  is  making  a  conscientious  effort  to  reach  out 
and  obtain  men  of  a  different  political  persuasion  to  do  a 
job  which  they  may  be  better  equipped  to  do  than  men  of  his 
own  political  faith.  My  sole  interest  in  this  appointment  is 
to  see  that  Colonel  Knox  will  give  leadership,  so  that  our 
country  may  be  properly  looked  after  and  safeguarded. 

I  met  Colonel  Knox  for  the  first  time  in  the  campaign  of 
1936.  I  am  satisfied  that  when  he  becomes  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  he  will  use  his  head.  That  is  more  than  can  be  said  for 
some  Government  officials,  who  should  have  been  using  their 
heads  m  recent  years.  He  will  not  be  merely  a  figure  head. 
He  will  probably  reach  out  and  obtain  the  ideas  of  men  who 
do  not  belong  to  the  Navy  clique.  He  will  obtain  men  with 
inventive  ideas,  men  with  vision.  I  should  not  be  surprised 
to  see  him  anticipate  much  of  what  is  now  being  considered 
in  Europe,  and  make  our  ships  more  nearly  immune  to  attack 
by  torpedoes  and  bombs.  He  will  consider  new  methods,  new 
ways — and  probably  less  expensive  ways — to  defend  this  coun- 
try.   He  will  not  be  asleep  on  the  Job. 

In  my  opinion,  the  country  needs  men  with  such  qualities. 
I  believe  that  Colonel  Knox  is  a  man  of  common  sense.  I  am 
sure  he  would  not  want  to  get  this  country  into  war.    He 
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knows  that  we  are  unprepared.  He  knows  war,  because  he 
was  in  two  wars.  He  also  knows  what  war  would  do  to  this 
country.  I  also  believe  he  recognizes  the  significant  fact  that 
the  greatest  aid  which  could  be  given  to  England  would  be  for 
America  to  stay  out  of  the  war,  so  that  England,  now  fighting 
tne  battle  alone,  may  buy  in  this  country  her  arms,  munitions, 
and  other  goods. 

I  At  any  rate,  I  am  glad  to  observe  that  the  Chief  Executive 
has  finally  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  if  he  is  to  get  any- 
thing done  he  must  obtain  Republicans  to  do  it.  His  recog- 
nition of  this  fact  confirms  what  great  sections  of  the  country 
recognized  in  1938,  and  what  all  the  country  will  recognize 
and  afiarm  in  November  1940. 

Mr.  President,  if  I  believed  for  one  moment  that  this  ap- 
pointment was  an  attempt  to  foist  an  Impossible  job — made 
impossible  by  our  present  woeful  lack  of  preparedness — upon 
a  Republican  so  that  he  might  then  be  blamed  for  a  failure 
to  complete  our  defense  program.  I  could  not  sanction  the 
appointment.  If  the  appointment  were  made  with  the  idea 
that  through  it  there  might  result  an  unholy  coalition  pre- 
determined and  bent  on  war,  I  could  not  support  it.  How- 
ever. I  cannot  believe  such  things;  and  I,  for  one,  prefer  to 
credit  the  Chief  Executive  with  good  faith.  It  i&  inconceiv- 
able to  me  that  in  these  trying  times  anyone  could  act  on 
such  matters  in  ansrthing  but  good  faith.  TTie  President 
wants  Colonel  Knox  and  Mr.  Stimson  as  members  of  a  pre- 
paredness Cabinet.  He  needs  such  men  to  do  a  man-sized 
job. 

Mr.  President,  in  general  it  seems  to  me  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  Col.  Prank  Knox  is  a  sound  move  in  bolstering 
confidence  In  the  administration  of  our  vast  national-defense 
program.  How  important  that  is!  The  American  people 
need  a  restoration  of  confidence,  coupled  with  the  desire  to 
go  to  work,  as  suggested  yesterday  by  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  TydingsI,  not  simply  for  40  hours  a  week, 
but  to  go  to  work  unitedly,  as  a  nation,  with  one  great 
object  In  mind — to  be  so  prepared  that  anyone  thinking 
about  tackling  us  would  fear  the  "big  stick." 

Colonel  Knox  should  bring  to  the  Navy  Department  both 
his  practical  insight  into  service  needs  and  his  executive 
experience  as  an  outstanding  businessman.  He  is  a  first- 
class  fighting  man.  and  he  is  able,  trained,  and  energetic. 
Mr.  President.  I  believe  that  national  defense  must  be 
neither  Republican  nor  Democratic.  If  there  is  any  com- 
petition t)etween  our  major  political  parties  with  reference 
to  defense,  it  should  be  the  honest  competition  of  each 
party  attempting  to  render  the  fullest  measiure  of  leader- 
ship and  patriotic  service. 

Our  approval  or  disapproval  of  the  selection  of  these  two 
Cabinet  officials  must  be  based  solely  on  America's  best 
interests.  I  believe  that  Colonel  Blnox's  selection  will  serve 
those  interests. 

Mr.  President,  these  are  dark  days.  Out  of  the  shadows 
must  emerge  great  leadership — leadership  which  transcends 
political  expediency,  leadership  which  calls  lustily  for  non- 
partisan American  action  on  important  issues.  I  believe 
Colonel  Knox  can  supply  such  leadership. 
Mr.  LODGE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    (Mr.  Hatch  in   the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon? 

Mr.  LODGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Bulow 

ConnaUy 

Green 

Andrews 

Burke 

Danaher 

Ouffey 

Astaurst 

Byrd 

Davis 

Gumey 

Austin 

Byrnes 

Downey 

Hale 

Bailey 

Capper 

Hlender 

Harriaon 

Bar  boor 

Cai-away 

Prazier 

Hatch 

Bartcley 

Chandler 

George 

Hayden 

BUbo 

Chavez 

Gerry 

Herring 

Bone 

Clark.  Idaho 

OibooQ 

HUl 

Bridgea 

Clark.  Mo. 

omett* 

Holman 

Holt 

liead 

Beynoldi 

HughM 

Uiller 

Russell 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Mlnton 

Schwartz 

Johnnnn.  Colo. 

Murray 

SchweUenbach 

King 

Meely 

Sbeppard 

LaFoUette 

Norrls 

Shlpstead 

XiOdge 

Nye 

Slattery 

Lucas 

OlCaboaey 

Smathera 

Lundeen 

Overton 

Smith 

McCarran 

Pepper 

Stewart 

McKellar 

Ptttman 

Taft 

McNary 

BadrJIffe 

Tbomas.  Idaho 

Maioney 

Seed 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 
Tobey 

Townsend 

Tydlngs 

Vaztdenbers 

Van  Nuya 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-nine  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

SELECTlOlf  or   PERSOKNM.   FOR  EHLARGED  ARMT 

As  In  legislative  session, 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  today  Introducing  a  bill 
which  has  as  its  stated  purpose  to  procure  a  highly  selected 
personnel  for  a  Regular  Army  of  750,000  men.  The  bill 
provides  for  a  compulsory  registration  of  all  males  between 
the  ages  of  21  and  25,  from  which  number  would  be  selected 
enough  men  to  bring  the  Regular  Army  up  to  a  strength  of 

750.000. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
at  that  point? 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Is  the  Senator's  bill  compulsory? 

Mr.  LODGE.     Yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Under  it  all  men  from  21  to  25  would 
be  registered,  and  from  them  there  would  be  selected  a  suJDB- 
cient  number  to  recruit  the  Army  up  to  the  strength  sug- 
gested by  the  Senator? 

Mr.  LODGE.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Why  stop  at  25  years  of  age?  I  know 
of  many  very  patriotic  people  who  are  older  than  that  and 
who,  seemingly,  are  interested  in  military  affairs. 

Mr.  iODGE.  The  reason  I  have  placed  a  limitation  of 
from  21  to  25  is  in  order  to  avoid  the  delay  which  is  inci- 
dent to  any  wholesale  registration.  If  there  were  a  require- 
ment to  register  all  those  between  the  ages  of  18  and  65, 
it  would  take  a  much  longer  time  than  if  those  from  20  to  45 
were  registered,  and,  of  course,  the  registration  of  those  from 
21  to  25  would  take  less  time.  I  want  to  get  men  to  meet  the 
present  situation. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  from  Texas  has  no  desire 
to  quarrel  with  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  I  want 
to  say  for  myself,  however,  that  while  I  hope  we  will  never 
have  war.  In  the  next  war,  if  it  should  oome,  I  shall  not  con- 
sent to  the  sending  of  all  the  boys  to  war  to  be  shot  to 
pieces,  and  leaving  at  home  a  lot  of  the  old  boys  who  ought 
to  be  right  by  their  side  if  we  should  have  a  war.  [Applause 
in  the  galleries.  1 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  will  suspend 
for  a  moment.  Under  the  rules  of  the  Senate  all  demon- 
strations, applause,  and  conversation  on  the  part  of  the 
occupants  of  the  galleries  are  prohibited.  Visitors  in  the 
galleries  are  here  as  guests  of  the  Senate,  and,  as  guests 
of  the  Senate,  they  will  observe  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 
The  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  LOEXjE.  I  continue  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thank  the  Chair  for  his  admonition 
to  the  galleries,  but  it  looks  as  if  every  time  I  get  any 
approval  somebody  has  got  to  disapprove  the  approval. 
[Laughter.] 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  that  the 
boys  have  not  had  their  chance  in  life.  If  when  they  get  out 
of  high  school  they  are  thrown  into  the  Army  and  then  sent 
to  the  battlefield,  they  will  never  have  their  chance.  I  am  in 
favor  of  raising  the  age  limits,  when  it  becomes  necessary  to 
raise  them,  so  as  to  take  in  some  of  the  old  fellows  in  some 
of  the  higher  brackets  who  are  sort  of  loose  with  their  mouths 
and  strong  for  patriotism,  provided  somebody  else  will  do  the 
fighting. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  100  percent,  not 
only  as  to  those  in  the  higher  brackets  but  I  should  like,  if 
the  Burke  bill  ever  comes  up,  to  strike  out  the  provision  for 
the  exemption  of  Members  of  Congress.    I  would  take  in 


everybody.  But  this  bill  Is  merely  a  limited,  specific,  short- 
view  proposition  to  bring  the  Army  up  to  a  respectable 
strength  now.  It  is  not  a  general  proposal  to  establish  a  mili- 
tary policy  over  a  long  period  of  years.  Of  course,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  is  entirely  correct.  We  ought  to  distribute 
the  burden  so  £is  to  cover  everybody,  rich  and  poor  alike,  old 
and  young,  and  make  it  as  sweeping  as  we  jjossibly  can;  but 
to  meet  the  immediate  situation  in  which  the  Army  is  not 
able  to  get  soldiers,  we  want  to  avoid  delay,  and.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  all  know  that  the  men  who  are  best  fitted  to  go  out 
and  operate  military  weapons  are  the  men  in  their  early 
twenties.  There  can  be  no  argument  about  that. 
I  continue  my  description  of  the  bill. 
As  I  have  said,  it  provides  for  a  compulsory  registration 
of  all  males  between  the  ages  of  21  and  25.  from  which  would 
be  selected  enough  men  to  bring  the  Regular  Army  up  to  a 
strength  of  750,000.  If  the  Army  attains  its  expected  total 
of  375,000  under  existing  law,  this  would  leave  a  total  to  be 
procured  by  my  bill  of  375,000  more. 

The  bill  contains  provisions  for  the  creation  of  a  reserve 
from  those  who  have  served  under  its  terms.  It  provides  for 
service  for  1  year  in  time  of  peace,  and  for  a  continuation 
of  service  during  war. 

Men  would  become  liable  for  military  service  by  lot  with 
selection  on  the  basis  of  fitness  for  service. 

There  is  no  exemption  for  public  officials  contained  in 
the  bill. 

I  think.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  a  unanimity  of  professional 
opinion  that  the  United  States  needs  an  efficient  army  which 
is  immediately  available  for  field  service,  such  an  army,  of 
course,  to  be  used  entirely  for  our  own  defense.  The  times 
call  for  placing  the  emphasis  on  mechanized  armies  fully 
equipped  and  highly  trained. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LODGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  says  an  army  that  is  only 
to  be  used  "for  our  own  defense."  Is  that  what  the  bill 
provides? 

Mr.  LOEKjE.  No:  that  is  my  own  view.  In  my  opinion,  the 
United  States  Army  and  Navy  should  only  be  used  for  the 
defense  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  In  no  event  outside  the  United  States? 
Would  the  Senator  stop  at  the  seashore? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Oh,  no;  certainly  not.  I  use  the  word  "de- 
fense" in  the  general  comprehensive  sense  of  defending 
America  and  its  essential  outposts;  and,  of  course,  if  we  see 
somebody  coming  at  us,  naturally  we  go  out  and  stop  them. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  would  defend  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  would  he  not? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  would  defend  what  I  described  here  the 
other  day  as  the  base  area,  which  is  North  America.  Central 
America,  and  the  coasts  of  the  Caribbean. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  would  not  go  down  to 
South  America? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  doubt  whether  I  would  see  much  point  In 
fighting  for  the  Falkland  Islands,  off  the  tip  end  of  South 
America. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    How  about  Colombia,  which  adjoins  the 
Panama  Canal? 
Mr.  LODGE.    That  is  different. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  is  getting  over  into  South 
America  now. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Yes;  that  Is  correct.  That  Is  what  I  said;  I 
said  the  coasts  of  the  Caribbean. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  What  about  Greenland?  Would  the 
Senator  regard  that  as  in  the  Western  Hemisphere? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Not  only  would  I  regard  Greenland  as  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere  but  also  Iceland. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Iceland,  or  Ireland?  [Laughter  In  the 
galleries.  1 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Again  the  Chair  must  cau- 
tion the  occupants  of  the  galleries  that  no  laughter,  no  signs 
of  either  approval  or  disapproval  are  permitted  imder  the 
rules  of  the  Senate. 
Mr.  LODGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 


Mr.  CONNALLY.    The  Senator  said  that  he  would  use  the 
Army  and  Navy  only  for  the  defense  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  LODGE.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thought  we  had  already  announced 
here,  by  solemn  legislative  act,  that  we  would  not  permit  the 
transfer  of  any  territory  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  from 
one  non-American  ix)wer  to  another.  It  might  be  necessary 
for  us  to  maintain  that  doctrine,  and  I  am  for  maintaining 
it,  with  all  the  armed  and  naval  forces  we  have  and  with  all 
of  our  resources.  If  we  are  to  maintain  that  doctrine,  it 
might  become  necessary  for  us  to  use  the  Army  for  something 
other  than  purely  North  American  self-defense,  but  for 
offensive  operations  as  against  those  who  might  attack  terri- 
tories in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  I  did  not  want  the  Sena- 
tor to  maneuver  himself  into  a  position  in  which  we  would 
have  an  army  which,  when  it  got  down  the  road  a  certsUn  dis- 
tance, would  have  to  stop  because  there  w£is  a  traffic  sign 
there  and  it  could  not  go  any  farther. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Oh,  no.  I  am  much  obliged  to  the  Senator. 
Not  only  am  I  Immensely  fiattered  that  he  should  take  so 
much  interest  in  my  proposition,  but  I  really  appreciate  his 
solicitude  that  I  shall  not  be  lured  into  an  improper  p>osItion. 

There  is  no  real  conflict  that  I  can  see  between  us.  I  used 
the  word  "defense"  in  a  general  sense.  Call  it  "the  preserva- 
tion of  the  United  States"  or  any  word  you  want  to  use;  but 
I  do  not  want  to  draw  the  sword  except  for  an  American 
cause.    Let  me  put  it  that  way. 

As  I  was  saying,  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  times  call  for 
placing  the  emphasis  on  mechanized  armies  that  are  fully 
equipped  and  highly  trained,  rather  than  on  the  development 
of  huge  mass  armies  with  relatively  little  mechanization.  If 
we  have  learned  any  lesson  from  the  terrible  war  in  Europe.  I 
think  it  is  that  a  modern  army  simply  cannot  be  created 
after  war  is  begtm,  and  that  if  we  do  not  actually  possess 
military  strength  at  the  outbreak  of  the  war  we  shall  not  be 
given  time  to  develop  it. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
will  be  interested  to  know  that  Col.  Frederick  Palmer,  who 
testified  before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  the  other  day, 
said  that  only  a  small  percentage  of  the  great  German  Army 
was  mechanized. 

Mr.  LODGE.  In  this  particular  case  I  used  the  word 
"mechanized"  in  its  broadest  sense,  to  include  motorized 
equipment  and  all  the  mechanical  appliances.  Of  course,  if 
tanks  alone  are  to  be  counted  as  mechanization,  the  state- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  is  correct.  If  trucks  and 
motor  transport  are  counted  as  mechanization.  I  should 
imagine  that  almost  all  of  the  German  soldiers,  certainly  a 
great  many  of  them,  were  transported  in  motors. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  from  this  authority, 
who  was  an  eye-witness  to  the  operations  on  the  front  quite 
recently,  that  this  small  percentage  of  the  great  German 
Army  was  mechanized. 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  think  that  statement  is  very  interesting. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Referring  to  the  statement  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana.  I  wonder  if  he  meant  that  the  German 
Army,  when  it  invaded  France  and  Belgium,  had  a  limited 
number  of  tanks.  I  recall  reading  that  several  thousand — 
perhaps  10,000 — tanks  were  taken  into  France  and  into  Bel- 
gium In  the  advance  of  the  German  Army.  It  seems  to  me 
that  if  we  regard  tanks  as  a  part  of  the  mechanized  system, 
the  German  Army  was  pretty  well  mechanized. 

Mr.  LODGE.  It  is  a  question  of  percentage.  A  mechanized 
division  contains  about  10.000  men;  and  if  you  have,  let  us 
say,  10  divisions,  that  is  100,000  men.  Out  of  an  army  of  sev- 
eral million,  of  course,  that  is  not  a  very  large  percentage 
measured  from  the  standpoint  of  men;  but  judging  it  tiy  its 
effect  on  the  battlefield  and  Its  relative  Importance  from  a 
tactical  standpoint,  of  course,  it  is  very  much  greater. 
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The  general  statement  still  holds  true,  however,  that  in  a 
■war  in  which  machinery  plays  a  large  part — whether  it  is 
tanks,  or  whether  it  is  trucks,  or  whether  it  is  electrical 
devices  for  recording  the  range  of  artillery,  or  whether  it  is 
photography,  or  whether  it  is  electric  welding,  or  whether  it 
is  any  one  of  a  hundred  different  occupations  that  are  essen- 
tial to  the  daily  routine  of  a  modem  army — those  things  can- 
not be  improvised  on  short  notice;  and  when  I  use  the  term 
"mechanized"  here,  I  use  it  in  its  broadest  possible  sense  to 
describe  our  whole  civilization.  We  have  a  mechanized  civil- 
ization in  time  of  peace,  and  that  gives  us  a  mechanized  army 
in  time  of  war;  and  that,  I  submit,  is  something  that  we 
cannot  Improvise  on  short  notice. 

Mr.  President,  prolonged  studies  by  the  War  Department 
have  long  fixed  750.000  as  the  number  of  men  who  in  all  prob- 
ability would  be  sufficient,  in  conjunction  with  the  Navy,  to 
defend  America  and  its  essential  outposts.  This  is  only  a  little 
larger,  let  me  say,  than  the  late  Belgian  Army.  Congress  has 
approved  this  study,  and  has  appropriated  funds  to  procure 
the  weapons  and  equipment  for  an  army  of  this  size ;  and  this 
equipment,  as  we  all  know,  is  supposed  to  be  ready  by 
December  1941  or  early  in  1942. 

It  is  obvious  that  this  equipment  is  worthless  without  men 
who  know  how  to  operate  and  fight  it.  There  has  been,  how- 
ever, a  reluctance  to  procure  the  men.  The  plain  fact  is 
that  we  cannot  have  an  army  without  men.  To  date,  Con- 
gress has  appropriated  funds  for  an  army  of  375,000,  such 
-an  army  to  be  recruited  by  voluntary  enlistment.  It  is  a 
matter  of  common  knowledge  that  for  numerous  reasons 
men  are  not  enlisting  in  large  numbers.  The  Army,  at  the 
last  report  I  received,  was  experiencing  difficulty  in  obtaining 
the  men  for  an  army  of  280,000.  What  the  result  will  be  in 
its  efforts  to  grow  to  375,000  by  voluntary  means  can  only  be 
conjectured;  but  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
statement  in  the  press  today  by  Lt.  Gen.  Hugh  Dnrni,  who 
surely  is  an  authority  of  the  highest  standing,  that  the 
present — and  I  quote — "haphazard  method"  will  never  pro- 
duce men  adequate  for  the  Army. 

It  seems  to  me  clear  that  the  voluntary  system  is  not 
working.  Paced  with  this  fact,  some  persons  suggest  that 
men  now  on  the  rolls  of  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  and 
other  Government  relief  agencies  be  placed  in  the  military 
service.  To  my  mind,  to  single  out  boys  for  combat  service 
simply  because  they  are  of  moderate  financial  means  is  un- 
democratic and  unjust.  The  only  fair  way  is  to  raise  the 
necessary  troops  from  all  elements  of  the  iwpulation,  rich 
and  poor  alike. 

My  bill  calls  for  only  375,000  men  in  addition  to  what  the 
Army  now  has.  That  is  a  figure  which  is  so  small  in  com- 
parison with  the  population  of  the  country  that  it  would 
create  no  dislocation  whatever  and  would  make  it  possible 
for  the  selections  to  be  made  almost  entirely  from  men  who 
are  without  dependents.  As  I  said  to  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  it  would  avoid  the  tremendous  delay  which  is  in- 
evitable if  we  try  to  have  a  registration  that  embraces  the 
entire  male  population. 

It  is  my  hope  that  by  developing  a  standing  army  of 
750,000  we  may  avoid  the  necessity  for  a  mass  draft  and 
conscription  of  the  total  manpower  of  the  country  later  on. 
Ideally  speaking,  a  relatively  small  army  consisting  of  men 
who  are  temperamentally,  physically,  and  mentally  quali- 
fied for  the  military  life  is  superior  to  a  much  larger  Iwdy 
recruited  in  a  wholesale  higgledy-piggledy  fashion,  and  In- 
cluding many  individuals  who  are  not  adapted  to  the  mili- 
tary life.  We  must  not,  in  our  bill,  take  in  so  much  that  we 
put  weapons  into  the  hands  of  the  "fifth  columnists"  in  this 
country.  When  we  give  a  man  military  training  and  make 
him  the  power  that  he  tjecomes  by  virtue  of  that  training,  I 
think  we  ought  to  know  something  about  him;  and  we  ought 
not  to  do  it  on  a  wholesale,  rough-and-ready  basis. 

I  point  out  that  the  army  which  Germany  was  allowed  to 
have  after  the  Versailles  Treaty  was  limited  to  100,000  men. 
The  'Allies  prohibited  Germany  from  having  general  con- 
scription. What  was  the  result?  The  result  was  that  every 
rear-rank  private  in  the  German  Army  was  a  man  oS.  offi- 


cer material;  and  all  of  those  men.  I  am  advised,  are  officers 
today. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  be  kind  enough 
to  develop  the  last  point  just  a  bit  further,  if  he  will.  It  is  a 
most  interesting  point,  and  I  think  highly  significant  to  the 
purposes  he  explains  to  us. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Has  the  Senator  In  mind  the  difference 
between  a  professional  standing  army  and  a  wholesale 
conscription? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  had  in  mind  particularly  how  the  offi- 
cer material  was  created  by  the  replacement  of  100,000  men 
periodically,  and  their  extraordinary  selectivity  in  the  first 
place. 

Mr.  LODGE.  What  they  did  is  what  I  have  covered  in 
the  title  of  the  bill,  provide  a  highly  selected  personnel. 
They  were  limited  to  an  army  that  was  very  small,  by  all 
previous  standards,  but  they  exercised  the  greatest  care  In 
enlisting  men  in  that  army,  so  that  every  man  they  took 
into  the  army  and  trained  was  a  man  of  the  utmost  merit. 
They  continued  along  that  line,  never  having  anything  but 
the  highest  quality,  which  gave  them  a  nucleus,  the  results 
of  which  are  apparent  to  the  world  today. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LODOE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  not  heard  all  of  the  Senator's  explana- 
tion of  his  bill.  Are  there  provisions  in  the  bill  as  to  the 
method  of  selection,  and  providing  a  proper  method  for 
determining,  under  the  selective  plan,  who  wotild  be  suit- 
able and  who  would  not  be  suitable  for  military  service? 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  a  very  difficult  task  if  there 
were  devolved  upon  a  board  the  duty  of  determining  the 
selection,  those  who  are  to  be  brought  into  the  Army  and 
those  who  are  to  be  excluded. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  ihat  Is  a  very 
important  question.  The  way  I  approach  It  is  by  providing 
for  registration  of  young  men.  and  then  for  selection  by  lot 
from  such  registration.  Then  those  who  have  been  selected 
by  lot  will  receive  tests  to  determine  their  fitness  for  service. 

Of  course,  the  findings  of  local  boards  would  be  of  great 
importance  in  a  matter  of  that  kind,  because  while  a  man's 
physical  qualifications  can  be  described,  and  he  can  be  given 
intelligence  tests,  there  is  a  certain  knowledge  of  a  man  in 
his  community  which  a  local  board  could  impart.  In  brief, 
that  is  the  provision  I  have  made  for  that  particular  feature. 

Let  me  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the  bill  is  not  introduced 
with  any  idea  of  taking  a  long  view.  It  is  introduced  with 
the  specific  purpose  of  meeting  the  present  situation.  We 
have  provided  for  the  weapons,  and  we  all  know  we  should 
have  men  for  the  weapons,  and  we  are  not  getting  men. 
This  is  an  attempt  to  meet  that  practical  situation  right  now. 
In  July  1940.  I  do  not  try  in  this  bill  to  set  up  a  system  of 
military  training  for  all  boys  when  they  reach  a  certain  age. 
However  desirable  that  may  be — and  there  is  much  to  be 
said  for  it — the  first  duty  confronting  us  is  to  build  up  our 
.  defenses  in  this  particular  year  1940. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  be  permitted  to  introduce  the 
bill,  as  in  legislative  session,  for  reference  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  bill 
will  be  received,  as  in  legislative  session,  and  referred  as  re- 
quested by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  bill  (8.  4202)  to  procure  a  highly  selected  personnel 
for  a  Regular  Army  of  750,000.  was  read  twice  by  its  title  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

THE  RATIONAL  OEFEHSE — HESSACB  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT    (H.  DOC. 

NO.  874) 

Mr.  LUCAS  obtained  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  As  in  legislative  session,  the 
Chair  will  ask  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  permit  the  Chair 
to  lay  before  the  Senate  a  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  Slates. 
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Mr.  McNARY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonun. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  wUl  call  the  rolL 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Downey 

Lodge 

Schwellenbach 

Andrews 

Ellender 

Lucas 

Sheppard 

Ashurst 

Frazlcr 

Lundeen 

Ships  tead 

Austin 

George 

McCarran 

Slattery 

Bailey 

Gerry 

McKellar 

Bmathera 

Barbour 

Gibson 

McNary 

Smith 

Barkley 

Gillette 

Maloney 

Stewart 

Bilbo 

Green 

Mead 

Taft 

Bone 

Ouffey 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bridges 

Gumey 

Minton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bu!cw 

Hale 

Murray 

Thomas,  Utah 

Burke 

Harrison 

Neely 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Hatch 

Norrls 

Townsend 

Byrnes 

Hayden 

Nye 

Tydlngs 

Capper 

Herring 

Olifahoney 

Vandenberg 

Caraway 

HUl 

Overton 

Van  Nuys 

Chandler 

Holman 

Pepper 

Walsh 

Chavez 

Holt 

Plttman 

Wheeler 

Clark.  Idaho 

Hughes 

Radclifle 

White 

Clark.  Mo. 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reed 

Wiley 

CcnnaUy 

John-ion.  Colo. 

Bejmolds 

Danaher 

Klnj; 

BuaaeU 

Davis 

La  ?'oIlett« 

Schwartz 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Eighty-nine  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas  1  has  been  recognized, 
but  the  Chair,  as  in  legislative  session,  was  about  to  lay  before 
the  Senate  a  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
The  clerk  will  read  the  message. 

The  message  was  read,  as  follows: 

1: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

As  President  of  the  United  States  and  as  Commander  in 
Chief  of  its  armed  forces.  I  come  again  to  the  representatives 
of  the  people  in  Congress  assembled,  to  lay  before  them  an 
extraordinary  estimate  of  funds  and  authorizations  required 
for  the  national  defense. 

In  my  opinion,  it  is  necessary  now  that  the  people  of  this 
Nation  and  their  representatives  in  Congress  look  at  the  prob- 
lem of  the  national  defense  with  utterly  dispassionate  real- 
ism. Never  have  we  as  a  nation  attempted  to  define  the 
word  "defense"  in  terms  of  a  specific  attack  at  a  certain  place 
at  a  certain  time  or  with  specified  land  and  sea  forces.  In 
the  long  sweep  of  the  century  and  a  half  since  our  defenses 
have  been  concentrated  and  unified  under  the  Constitution,  it 
has  been  a  prime  obligation  of  the  President  and  Commander 
in  Chief  promptly  to  advise  the  Congress  with  respect  to  any 
world  circumstances  calling  for  either  increased  or  diminished 
defense  needs. 

Prom  time  to  time  during  the  last  7  years.  I  have  not  failed 
to  advise  the  people  and  their  representatives  of  grave  dangers 
threatening  the  United  States  and  its  people,  and  the  institu- 
tions of  democracy  ever3rwhere.  Prom  time  to  time  I  have 
availed  myself  of  opportunities  to  reassert  and  to  implement 
the  right  of  all  the  nations  of  the  American  hemisphere  to 
freedom  from  attack  or  control  by  ar\y  non-American  power. 

A  year  and  a  half  ago.  on  January  4,  1939.  in  my  address  to 
the  Congress,  I  referred  to  the  fact  that  I  had  felt  it  neces- 
sary on  previous  occasions  to  warn  of  disturbances  abroad, 
and  the  need  of  putting  our  own  house  in  order  in  the  face 
of  storm  signals  from  across  the  seas.  On  that  day  I  said 
that  a  war  which  threatened  to  envelop  the  world  in  flames 
had  been  averted,  but  that  it  had  become  increasingly  clear 
that  peace  was  not  assured.  I  said  then  that  all  about  us 
raged  undeclared  wars,  military  and  economic.  I  said  then 
that  all  atKiut  us  were  threats  of  new  aggression,  military  and 
economic.  I  said  then  that  the  storms  from  abroad  directly 
challenged  three  institutions  indispensable  to  Americans — 
religion,  democracy,  and  international  good  faith. 

Unhappily,  many  Americans  believed  that  those  who 
thought  they  foresaw  the  danger  of  a  great  war,  were  mis- 
taken. Unhappily,  those  of  us  who  did  foresee  that  danger 
were  right. 

A  week  later,  on  January  12.  1939.  I  submitted  a  program 
considered  by  me  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and 
Navy,  and  by  my  advisers  to  be  a  minimum  program  for  the 
necessities  of  defense,  saying  that  every  American  was  aware 


of  the  peaceful  intentions  of  this  Government  and  of  this 
people,  and  that  every  American  knew  that  we  have  no 
thought  of  aggression  and  no  desire  for  further  territory. 
The  Congress  granted  that  request  for  the  minimum  program 
then  deemed  necessary. 

At  the  beginning  of  September  the  storm  broke,  and  on  the 
21st  of  that  month,  in  a  message  to  the  extraordinary  session 
of  the  Congress,  I  said  that  this  Government  must  lose  no 
time  or  effort  to  keep  this  Nation  from  being  drawn  into  the 
war,  and  I  asserted  my  belief  that  we  would  succeed  in  these 
efforts.  We  have  succeeded.  I  believe  we  shall  continue  to 
succeed. 

In  September  last  I  increased  the  strength  of  the  Army. 
Navy.  Coast  Guard,  and  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
within  statutory  authorizations  made  by  the  Congress.  In 
January  1940  I  submitted  a  Budget  to  the  Congress  which 
Included  provision  for  that  expansion  of  personnel,  as  well  as 
estimates  for  the  national  defense,  amounting  to  approxi- 
mately $2,000,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1941. 

On  May  16,  in  a  message  to  the  Congress,  I  pointed  out 
that  the  swift  and  shocking  developments  of  that  time  fStced 
every  neutral  nation  to  look  to  its  defenses  in  the  light  ff  new 
factors  loosed  by  the  brutal  force  of  modem  offensive  war. 
I  called  attention  to  the  treacherous  use  of  the  "fifth  column," 
by  which  persons  supposed  to  be  peaceful  visitors  were  actu- 
ally a  part  of  an  enemy  unit  of  occupation,  and  called  espe- 
cial attention  to  the  necessity  for  the  protection  of  the  whole 
American  Hemisphere  from  control,  invasion,  or  domination. 

1  asked  at  that  time  for  a  sum  totaling  $1,182,000,000  for  the 
national  defense. 

On  May  31,  1940,  I  again  sent  a  message  to  the  Congress 
to  say  that  the  almost  incredible  events  of  the  then  past 

2  weeks  in  the  European  conflict  had  necessitated  another 
enlargement  of  our  military  program,  and  at  that  time  I 
asked  for  $1,277,741,170  for  the  acceleration  and  development 
of  our  military  ^nd  naval  needs  as  measured  in  both  machines 
and  men. 

Again  today,  in  less  than  2  months'  time,  the  changes  in  the 
world  situation  are  so  great  and  so  profound  that  I  must 
come  once  again  to  the  Congress  to  advise  concerning  new 
threats,  new  needs,  and  the  imperative  necessity  of  meeting 
them.  Free  men  and  free  women  in  the  United  States  look 
to  us  to  defend  their  freedom  against  all  enemies,  foreign 
and  domestic.  Those  enemies  of  freedom  who  hate  free  in- 
stitutions now  deride  democratic  governments  as  weak  and 
ineflacient. 

We,  the  free  men  and  women  of  the  United  States,  with 
memories  of  our  fathers  to  inspire  us  and  the  hopes  of  our 
children  to  sustain  us,  are  determined  to  be  strong  as  well 
as  free.  The  apologists  for  despotism  and  those  who  aid  them 
by  whispering  defeatism  or  appeasement  assert  that  because 
we  have  not  devoted  our  full  energies  to  arms  and  to  prepara- 
tion for  war  that  we  are  now  incapable  of  defense. 

I  refute  that  imputation. 

We  fully  understand  the  threat  of  the  new  enslavement  in 
which  men  may  not  speak,  may  not  listen,  may  not  think. 
As  these  threats  become  more  numerous  and  their  dire  mean- 
ing more  clear,  it  deepens  the  determination  of  the  American 
people  to  meet  them  with  wholly  adequate  defense. 

We  have  seen  nation  after  nation,  some  of  them  weakened 
by  treachery  from  within,  succumb  to  the  force  of  the  aggres- 
sor. We  see  great  nations  still  gallantly  flBhting  against 
aggression,  encouraged  by  high  hope  of  ultimate  victory. 

That  we  are  opposed  to  war  is  known  not  only  to  every 
American  but  to  every  government  in  the  world.  We  will 
not  use  our  arms  in  a  war  of  aggression;  we  will  not  send  our 
men  to  take  part  in  European  wars. 

But  we  win  repel  aggression  against  the  United  States  or 
the  Western  Hemisphere.  The  people  and  their  representa- 
tives in  the  Congress  know  that  the  threats  to  our  liberties, 
the  threats  to  oiu*  security,  the  threats  against  our  way  of 
life,  the  threats  to  our  institutions  of  religion,  of  democracy, 
and  of  international  good  faith  have  increased  in  number  and 
gravity  from  month  to  month,  from  week  to  week,  and  almost 
from  day  to  day. 
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It  U  because  of  these  rapid  changes,  it  Is  because  of  the 

'  grave  danger  to  democratic  institutions,  and,  above  all,  it  is 

because  of  the  united  will  of  the  entire  American  people  that 

"  I  come  to  ask  you  for  a  further  authorization  of  $4,848,171,957 

for  the  national  defense.  ,      ^  ,.        *v.  * 

Let  no  man  in  this  country  or  anywhere  else  believe  that 

because  we  in  America  still  cherish  freedom  of  religion,  of 

speech  of  assembly,  of  the  press— that  because  we  maintain 

our  free  democraUc  poliUcal  institutions  by  which  the  Nation 

after  full  discussion  and  debate  chooses  its  representatives 

and  leaders  for  itself— let  no  man  here  or  elsewhere  believe 

that  we  are  weak. 

-^      The  United  States  Is  the  greatest  industrial  nation  in  the 

world.     Its  people,  as  workers  and  as  businessmen,  have 

proved  that  they  can  unite  in  the  national  interest  and  that 

-  they  can  bring  together  the  greatest  assembly  of  human  skiUs, 

of  mechanical  production,  and  of  naUonal  resources  ever 

known  in  any  nation. 

The  principal  lesson  of  the  war  up  to  the  present  tmie  Is 
that  partial  defense  is  inadequate  defense. 
If  the  United  States  is  to  have  any  defense,  it  must  have 

total  defense. 

We  cannot  defend  ourselves  a  Uttle  here  and  a  httle  there. 

We  must  be  able  to  defend  ourselves  wholly  and  at  any  time. 

Our  plans  for  national  security,  therefore,  should  cover 

total  defense.    I  believe  that  the  people  of  this  country  are 

willing  to  make  any  sacrifice  to  attain  that  end. 

After  consultation  with  the  War  and  Navy  Departments 
and  the  Advisory  Commission  of  the  Council  of  National  De- 
fense, I  recommend  a  further  program  for  the  national 
-    defense.    This  contemplates  the  provision  of  funds  and  au- 
thorizations for  the  material  requirements  without  which  the 
manpower  of  the  Nation,  if  called  into  service,  cannot  effec- 
Uvely  operate,  either  in  the  production  of  arms  and  goods  or 
their  utilization  in  repelling  attack- 
In  broad  outline,  our  immediate  objectives  are  as  follows: 
First.  To  carry  forward  the  naval  expansion  program  de- 
.     signed  to  build  up  the  Navy  to  meet  any  possible  combinaUon 
of  hostile  naval  forces. 

Second.  To  complete  the  total  equipment  for  a  land  force  of 
approximately  1.200.000  men,  though  of  course  this  total  of 
men  would  not  be  in  the  Army  in  time  of  peace. 
Third  To  procure  reserve  stocks  of  tanks,  guns,  artillery. 
.  ammunition,  and  so  forth,  for  another  800,000  men  or  a  total 
of  2.000.000  men  if  a  mobilization  of  such  a  force  should 
become  necessary. 

Fourth.  To  provide  for  manufacturing  facilities,  public  and 
private,  necessary  to  produce  critical  items  of  equipment 
required  for  a  land  force  of  2.000.000  men.  and  to  produce 
the  ordnance  items  required  for  the  aircraft  program  of  the 
Army  and  Navy— guns,  bombs,  armor,  bomb  sights,  and 
ammunition. 

Fifth.  Procurement  of  15,000  additional  planes  for  the 
Army  and  4.000  for  the  Navy,  complete  with  necessary  spare 
engines,  armaments,  and  the  most  modem  equipment. 

The   foregoing   program   deals   exclusively  witli   materiel 
requirements.     The  Congress  Is  now  considering  the  enact- 
ment of  a  system  of  selective  training  for  developing  the 
necessary  manpower  to  operate  this  materiel  and  manpower 
to  fill  Army  noncombat  needs.    In  this  way  we  can  make 
certain  that  when  this  modem  materiel  becomes  available, 
it  will  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  troops  trained,  seasoned,  and 
ready,  and  that  replacement  materiel  can  be  guaranteed. 
I  take  this  occasion  to  report  the  excellent  progress  being 
'^    made  for  the  procurement  of  the  equipment  already  ordered 
under  authorization  by  the  Congress.    Every  week  more  and 
more  Is  being  delivered.    The  several  branches  of  the  Gov- 
ernment are  working  In  close  cooperation  with  each  other 
and  with  private  manufacturers. 

We  are  keeping  abreast  of  developments  in  strategy,  tactics, 

and  technique  of  warfare,  and  build  our  defenses  accordingly. 

The  total  amount  which  I  ask  of  the  Congress  in  order  that 

this  program  may  be  carried  out  with  all  reasonable  speed  is 

$2.161.441i>57.  which  it  is  estimated  would  be  spent  out  of 
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the  Treasury  between  now  and  July  1, 1941.  and  an  additional 
$2  686  730,000  for  contract  authorizations. 

So  great  a  sum  means  sacrifice.  So  large  a  program  means 
hard  work— the  participation  of  the  whole  country  in  the 
total  defense  of  the  country.    This  NaUon  through  sacrifice 

and  work  and  unity  proposes  to  remain  free.  

Franklin  D.  Roosevilt. 

The  Whttb  Hoxtse.  July  10.  1940. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Schwellenbach  In  the 
chair) .  Without  objection,  the  message  of  the  President  will 
be  ref3rred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

MESSAGE    FROM    THE    HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2751)  to  repeal  sections  3711,  3712.  and  3713  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  which  relate  to  the  purchase  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  of  coal  and  wood  for  public  use,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
a  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  73)  authorizing  the 
printing  of  the  proceedings  at  the  unveiling  of  the  painting 
depicting  the  signing  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
as  a  document,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

FRANK  KNOX 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  nomination 
of  Frank  Knox,  of  Illinois,  to  be  Secretary  of  the  NavT. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  presume  that  what  I  shall 
say  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  this  afternoon  will  make  little 
or  no  difference  in  connection  with  the  final  vote  on  the 
confirmation  of  the  nomination  of  Col.  Frank  Knox,  who 
has  been  nominated  by  the  President  to  be  Secretary  of  the 
Navy.  However,  it  seems  to  me  that  in  view  of  the  charges 
which  have  been  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  this 
man  is  an  interventionist  and  a  warmonger,  and  desires  to 
precipitate  the  Nation  into  war.  at  least  I  should  do  him 
justice  by  correcting  tbe  record  In  the  United  States  Senate, 
even  though  it  may  not  influence  a  single  vote. 

There  is  perhaps  another  reason  why  I  should  not  delay 
the  vote  upon  the  confirmation  of  Colonel  Knox's  nomina- 
tion. Yesterday  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  we  heard  con- 
demnation because  of  delay,  red  tape,  and  indecision  on  the 
part  of  certain  governmental  agencies  in  dealing  with  our 
tremendous  defense  program.  Yet  the  nomination  of  Col- 
onel Knox  was  sent  to  the  Senate  on  June  20,  just  3  weeks 
ago.  and  we  are  just  now  getting  around  to  the  point  of 
voting  either  to  confirm  or  reject  the  nomination.  We  have 
required  1  week  longer  to  reach  a  decision  upon  this  very 
important  appointment,  in  an  hour  of  emergency,  than  Ger- 
many required  to  overrun  the  entire  nation  of  Poland. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate  for  only  a  versr short  time.    During  my  incumbency 
In  office  represenUng  the  State  of  Illinois  I  have  never  heard 
a  measure  dealing  with  our  national-defense  program  or 
our   foreign   policy   discussed   without    hearing   from    some 
source  the  statement  that  what  we  were  doing  in  the  way 
of  changing  the  Nation's  foreign  policy  or  aiding  our  na- 
tional defense  was  placing  America  on  the  road  to  war.    I 
have  heard  that  expression  in  the  United  States  Senate,  and 
over  the  radio.    I  have  seen  it  in  the  press,  and  I  have  heard 
It  on  street  comers,  until  I  sometimes  wonder  how  I  have 
been  able  to  keep  my  feet  on  the  ground  and  not  join  the 
chorus  of  those  who  cry,  "On  the  road  to  war,"  or  "Down 
the  road  to  war,"  or  "This  means  war."    That  cry  has  been 
going  on  in  this  country  for  the  past  two  years  or  more ;  and 
jret  today  America  is  still  at  peace,  notwithstanding  the  ut- 
terances of  many  who  were  no  doubt  sincere  in  their  belief 
that  what  the  administration  was  doing  at  certain  times 
was  a  step  toward  war. 

During  the  neutrality  debates  a  year  ago  I  distinctly  recall 
that  more  than  one  Senator  and  more  than  one  newspaper 
editor,  through  the  news  items  and  editorial  coliunns.  stated 


that  if  we  should  repeal  the  arms  embargo  it  would  be  the 
first  step  toward  entering  the  present  E^uropean  war.  All 
through  those  debates  that  school  of  thought  was  presented 
to  the  American  people  with  such  force  that  letter  after  letter 
came  to  my  office  from  mothers  of  sons  who  believed  that  if 
we  should  repeal  the  arms  embargo  immediately  the  sons  of 
America  would  be  marching  in  the  streets,  going  off  to  war. 

Mr.  President,  we  recall  that  when  we  walked  through  the 
corridor  of  this  building  to  hear  the  President's  message  de- 
livered at  the  extraordinary  session  last  year,  a  group  of 
patriotic  ladies  surrounded  Senators  as  they  passed  through 
the  corridor  and  displayed  all  types  of  slogans  urging  us  not 
to  repeal  the  arms  embargo  because  it  would  mean  immediate 
war.  Yet.  notwithstanding  the  propaganda  which  went  out 
over  the  coimtry  at  that  time,  we  did  repeal  the  arms  em- 
bargo, and  in  addition  we  formulated  and  placed  upon  the 
statute  books  the  cash-and-carry  plan. 

Throughout  these  debates  we  have  not  heard  a  single  word 
about  the  argument  which  was  made  a  year  ago  with  re- 
spect to  the  repeal  of  the  Embargo  Act.  Every  Senator  who 
has  discu^ed  our  possible  entry  into  the  war  has  used  the 
Neutrality  Act  which  we  passed  a  year  ago  as  a  basis  for  his 
argument.  He  has  advised  the  Senate  and  the  public  that 
It  is  probably  the  real  reason  why  we  are  not  in  the  war  at 
this  particular  time. 

I  recall  that  many  Senators  voted  against  tne  Neutrality 
Act  because  they  placed  the  impKjrtance  of  repeal  of  the 
arms  embargo  above  that  of  the  cash-and-carry  plan;  but  to 
my  knowledge  not  one  word  has  been  said  in  the  debates  on 
the  confirmation  of  these  two  men  as  to  what  would  have 
happened  to  the  counti^y  if  we  had  not  repealed  the  Arms 
Embargo  Act.  At  this  particular  moment  the  entire  case  of 
a  Senator  who  voted  against  the  repeal  of  the  embargo  and 
against  the  cash-and-carry  plan  rests  upon  the  latter,  and 
not  the  former. 

In  the  present  discussion  we  hear  the  words  "warmongers" 
and  "interventionists."  We  hear  Senators  saying  that  if 
Colonel  Knox  becomes  a  member  of  the  Cabinet  he  will 
attempt  to  take  the  country  into  war. 

Mr.  President,  yesterday  the  able  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
TaftI,  referring  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  the 
various  speeches  he  has  made  from  time  to  time  upon  this 
very  question,  quoted  from  three  or  four  speeches,  or  at  least 
quoted  the  titles  of  them,  leaving  the  impression  with  the 
country — as  the  Repulicans  have  constantly  done — that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  wants  war.  I  challenge  that 
statement.  Anyone  who  cares  to  take  the  time  to  read  care- 
fully the  speech  which  the  President  of  the  United  States 
made  in  October  1937.  in  the  city  of  Chicago,  when  he  was 
dedicating  a  new  bridge,  will  surely  understand  and  appre- 
ciate the  prescience  and  statesmanship  of  President  Roose- 
velt when  he  made  that  great  speech. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  I  am  right  all  the  time.  If 
anyone  can  show  me  wherein  I  am  in  error,  I  am  always 
willing  to  admit  my  mistake,  and  to  go  along  with  a  policy  or 
program  which  I  believe  to  be  right.  I  have  always  tried  to 
be  big  enough  to  do  so.  When  the  President  of  the  United 
States  made  that  speech  in  the  city  of  Chicago  I  said  he  was 
wrong.  I  thought  it  was  a  bold  and  daring  thing  to  do.  I  did 
not  think  he  was  right,  and  I  did  not  have  any  hesitancy  in 
so  expressing  my  views.  But.  Mr.  President.  President  Roose- 
velt was  so  uncannily  correct  In  his  analysis  of  the  world 
situation  at  that  particular  time  that  I  take  off  my  hat  to  him. 
In  view  of  the  remarks  made  yesterday  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  TaftI,  let  me  read  exactly  what  the  President 
said  on  that  occasion. 

Among  other  things,  he  said: 

It  seems  to  be  unfortunately  true  that  the  epidemic  of  world 
lawlcssnesB  Is  spreading.  When  an  epidemic  of  political  disease 
starts  to  spread,  the  community  approves  and  Joins  in  a  quarantine 
of  the  patients  In  order  to  protect  the  health  of  the  community 
■gainst  the  spread  of  the  disease. 

It  Is  my  determination  to  pursue  a  policy  of  peace. 

That  last  statement  is  always  omitted.  Those  who  are 
constantly  condemning  the  President  of  the  United  States  for 
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being  an  aggressor  and  wanting  to  get  the  Nation  into  war 
never  use  anything  except  the  paragraph  which  I  have  just 
read;  but  I  ask  the  Senate  and  the  country  to  listen  to  what 
President  Roosevelt  said  In  1937,  after  he  made  that  state- 
ment: 

It  Is  my  determination  to  pursue  a  policy  of  peace  and  to  adopt 
every  practicable  measure  to  avoid  Involvement  In  war.  It  ought  to 
be  Inconceivable  that  In  this  modem  era.  and  In  the  face  of  experi- 
ence, any  nation  could  be  ao  foolish  and  ruthless  as  to  run  the  risk 
of  plunging  the  whole  world  Into  war  by  invading  and  violating,  in 
contravention  of  solemn  treaties,  the  territory  of  other  nations  that 
have  done  them  no  real  harm  and  which  are  too  weak  to  protect 
themselves  adequately.  Yet  the  peace  of  the  world  and  the  welfare 
and  security  of  every  nation  is  today  being  threatened  by  that 
very  thing. 

That  was  said  in  October  1937.  All  over  this  country  there 
rang  from  the  lips  of  those  who  were  Roosevelt  haters,  from 
those  who  disapproved  of  his  foreign  policy,  charges  that  he 
was  using  this  message  at  that  time  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  America  into  war. 

He  fiuther  said: 

No  nation  which  refuses  to  exercise  forbearance  and  to  respect  the 
freedom  and  rights  of  others  can  long  remain  strong  and  retain 
the  confidence  and  respect  of  other  nations.  No  nation  ever  loses 
Its  dignity  or  good  standing  by  conciliating  its  differences,  and  by 
exercising  great  patience  with,  and  consideration  for,  the  rights  of 
other  nations 

War  Is  a  contagion  whether  it  be  declared  or  undeclared.     •     •     • 

If  civilization  is  to  survive,  the  principles  of  the  Prince  of  Peace 

must  be  restored.     Shattered  tnist  t)etween  nations  must  be  revived. 

This  is  the  President  still  speaking: 

Most  Important  of  all,  the  will  for  peace  on  the  part  of  peace-loving 
nations  must  express  Itself  to  the  end  that  nations  that  may  be 
tempted  to  violate  their  agreements  and  the  rights  of  others  wUl 
desist  from  such  a  cause.  There  must  be  positive  endeavors  to 
preserve  peace. 

He  closes  by  saying: 

America  hates  war.  America  hopes  for  peace.  Therefore.  America 
actively  engages  In  the  search  for  peace. 

Mr.  President.  I  unhesitatingly  say  that,  in  my  humble 
opinion,  from  that  day  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  acted  in  the  spirit  of  that  last  declaration  and  has 
actively  engaged  in  the  search  for  peace.  His  utterances, 
even  in  the  message  which  is  before  the  Senate  at  this  very 
moment,  prove  that  to  be  so. 

I  make  the  prophecy  that  history  will  record  the  un- 
erring judgment  of  this  man,  who,  as  no  other  individual 
in  this  country,  saw  the  approach  almost  3  years  ago  of  the 
present  world  calamity.  He  was  attempting  by  that  speech 
to  fire  the  imagination  of  the  American  people  to  such  a 
point  that  he  might  recommend  even  at  that  time  the  tjrpe 
and  kind  of  preparation  for  defense  on  which  we  are  work- 
ing feverishly  and  furiously  at  this  very  moment.  But  the 
American  people  were  in  no  mood  for  that.  Mr.  President, 
6  months  ago  had  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  at- 
tempted to  put  through  a  $5,000,000,000  progr&m  for  national 
defense,  the  senior  Senator  from  Illinois  would  not  have 
voted  for  it,  and  there  could  not  have  been  found  a  dozen 
Senators,  I  dare  say,  on  this  floor  who  would  have  sup- 
ported such  a  defense  policy  even  6  month:}  ago  when  so 
many  of  us  thought  that  the  war  between  Germany  and 
Prance  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  "phoney"  war. 

In  the  discussion  of  the  question  of  neutrality,  which  was 
argued  last  year,  and  since  that  time  the  statement  that 
we  were  on  the  road  to  war.  made  constantly  over  and  over 
again,  has  created  in  this  country,  in  my  judgment,  more  war 
hysteria  than  any  one  thing  that  has  been  done. 

Mr.  President,  what  did  the  President  of  the  United  States 
say  in  his  message  to  the  Congress  when  we  met  In  ex- 
traordinary session  for  the  piUTWse  of  passing  the  neutrality 
bill,  when  men  were  crying  out  at  that  particular  time, 
"The  President  is  trying  to  get  us  into  war;  whatever  he 
does  means  war;  this  fellow  Roosevelt,  in  the  White  House, 
is  not  a  peaceful  man.  he  1a  a  warrior."  Very  well,  let  us 
see  what  he  said  upon  that  occasion.    He  said: 

Let  no  man  or  group  In  any  walk  of  life  assume  exclusive  pro- 
tectorate over  the  future  well  being  of  America,  because  I  oonoelv* 
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that  reeardless  of  party  or  section,  the  mantle  of  peace  and  of 
S?riot1S[  IS  wide  enough  to  cover  us  air  I^t  no  group  assume 
the  exclusive  label  of  the  peace  bloc.     We  all  belong  to  it. 

Yes  Mr.  President,  we  all  belong  to  the  peace  bloc,  as  the 
President  of  the  United  States  said  in  the  noble  and  inspiring 
message  which  he  sent  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  at 

that  time.  ,  ,    ^       ^  w    *u,. 

What  does  he  say  in  the  message  which  was  just  read  by  the 
clerk  of  the  Senate  with  respect  to  this  very  matter?  May  I 
read  one  paragraph  which  I  noted  in  scanning  this  message 
hastily  a  few  moments  ago?  On  the  road  to  war.  Some  have 
said  that  the  Democratic  Party  is  a  war  party  and  that  the 
Republican  Party  is  the  party  of  peace.  We  all  belong,  in  my 
humble  opinion,  to  the  peace  bloc.  Mr.  President,  listen  to 
what  the  Presidnt  has  just  said— this  is  hot  off  the  griddle: 
That  we  are  opposed  to  war  is  known  not  only  to  every  American, 
but  to  every  government  In  the  world.  We  will  not  use  our  arms  In 
a  war  of  aggression,  we  will  not  send  our  men  to  take  part  In 
European  wars. 

That  ought  to  be  fairly  satisfactory.  Mr.  President,  to  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  insofar  as  the  President  is  concerned 
because  he  is  directly  connected  with  what  we  are  doing  at 
this  particular  moment  in  the  confirmation  of  Col.  Prank 
Knox  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  If  Colonel  Knox  is  an 
interventionist  and  a  warmonger,  then.  Roosevelt  is  an  in- 
terventionist and  a  warmonger,  notwitlistanding  the  constant 
utterances  for  peace  that  he  has  made  in  more  than  one 
message  to  the  United  States  Congress  and  from  the  platform 
upon  many  occasions. 

Mr.  President.  I  want  it  understood  that  I  in  nowise  reflect 
upon  the  integrity  or  the  sincerity  of  purpose  of  any  Member  of 
this  legislation  body.  I  grant  every  man  the  right  to  solve 
these  problems  according  to  the  dictates  of  his  own  con- 
science: that  is  all  I  expect  for  myself.  It  is  certainly  that 
we  all  belong  to  the  peace  bloc,  and  the  only  difference  is, 
perhaps,  the  method  of  approach. 

I  think  that  in  the  Senate  we  all  are  alert  to  the  danger 
which  exists  to  civilization  in  the  Old  World.  We  see  at  this 
moment  the  Ught  burning  rather  low  in  practically  all  of 
Europe  and  in  certain  parts  of  Asia  as  well  as  Africa.  I  do 
not  believe  that  any  United  States  Senator  will  say  that  what 
is  going  on  in  Europe  is  not  a  menace  to  the  democratic  civi- 
lization of  the  New  World  and  especially  of  these  United 
States  of  America:  that  is  proved  beyond  a  shadow  of  doubt, 
because.  Mr.  President,  we  have  seen  in  the  last  60  days  unity 
of  thought,  unity  of  purpose,  and  unity  of  action  in  the 
United  States  Senate  which  cannot  be  compared  with  any- 
thing in  the  past  since  the  last  great  World  War.  I  ask  with 
the  utmost  sincerity  why  is  it  that  Senators,  regardless  of 
their  views  as  to  England  or  Germany  or  France  or  any  other 
nation  across  the  sea,  are  now  advocating  almost  fervently 
and  passionately  the  program  of  defense  which  means  bil- 
lions of  dollars  of  cost  to  the  taxpayers  of  America?  Why  is 
It  that  practically  every  Senator  in  the  last  3  or  4  weeks  has 
voted  for  every  defense  measure  that  has  come  before  the 

Mr.  President,  have  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happi- 
.  ness  as  guaranteed  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
suddenly  become  imperiled?  Is  the  security  of  the  citizen 
"threatened?  Is  the  American  way  of  living  in  danger?  Are 
these  fundamental  possessions  handed  down  to  us  by  our 
forefathers  amidst  blood  and  tears  imperiled  in  some  way? 
If  so.  is  it  not  our  duty  to  ascertain  from  what  ominous 
source  the  danger  appears? 

Why  are  we  doing  all  of  this?  Why  is  the  country  aroused 
at  this  particular  moment  as  it  has  not  been,  perhaps,  since 

le  Civil  War? 

Is  it  Poland,  which  was  overrun  by  the  ruthless  German 

machine  in  14  days,  that  we  fear? 

Is  it  Czechoslovakia  and  Austria,  which  were  taken  over 
by  the  German  Reich  in  a  bloodless  war? 

Is  it  little  Denmark,  which  only  wanted  to  live  out  its  des- 
tiny in  peace  and  quietude,  that  we  fear? 

Is  it  Norway,  whose  neutrality  had  not  been  violated  for 
over  a  hundred  years  until  Hitler  went  In? 
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Is  it  Holland  that  we  fear— a  peace-loving  nation  which 
for  147  years  never  drew  the  sword? 
Certainly  it  is  not  Belgium. 

Is  it  Prance,  now  prone  on  her  knees,  and  powerless  under 
the  iron  heel  of  the  most  ruthless  dictator  in  the  history  of 
civilization? 

Whom  do  we  fear?  Is  it  England?  Are  we  making  these 
preparations  for  fear  of  England,  with  her  back  to  the  wall, 
fighting  the  last  great  fight  for  democracy  upon  the  other 
side  of  the  ocean?  Do  we  fear  England?  E>o  we  believe  that 
England  somehow  will  turn,  and  train  her  guns  and  men  and 
her  ships  toward  America's  shores  and  invade  us?  We  have 
lived  with  Canada  in  peace  for  over  a  hundred  years.  We 
have  lived  with  Great  Britain  and  all  her  possessions  in  peace 
for  over  a  hundred  years.  Is  it  Britain  that  we  fear  at  this 
hour?  If  it  is.  why  did  we  not  become  excited  a  year  ago.  and 
then  appropriate  billions  upon  billions  when  England  was  at 
her  peak  with  her  army  and  her  navy,  the  best — at  least  the 
Navy — that  the  world  knows  anything  about? 

No.  we  do  not  fear  any  of  those  countries.    If  England 
now  held  the  position  on  the  international  stage  she  had 
1  year  ago.  with  her  fleet  intact,  with  peace  and  security  on 
the  isle  as  it  was  then,  we  would  not  be  here  considering  the 
confirmation  of  Colonel  Knox   and  Colonel   Stimson.    We 
would  be  just  continuing  along  the  same  path  that  we  traveled 
in  the  past.    No,  Mr.  President;  the  one  fear  that  we  have — 
and  anyone  who  is  honest  must  admit  it — is  the  spread  of 
the  totalitarian  germ  from  Europe  to  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere.    Of  course,  we  do  not  care  what  tsrpe  of  government 
they  have  over  across  the  way.  but  we  do  care  what  kind  of 
a  government  comes  in  here  through  "fifth  column"  tactics, 
through  subterfuge,  and  subversive  movements,  to  destroy  our 
God-given  rights  transmitted  to  us  by  the  founding  fathers. 
Mr.  President,  let  it  be  understood  that  I  hold  no  brief 
for  England.    I  have  no  special  affection  for  the   English 
people.    I  know  they  drove  a  hard  bargain  at  Versailles.     I 
know  that  there  were  punitive  and  disciplinary  measures  in 
that  treaty  which  never  should  have  been  there;  but  we  can 
not,  at  this  particular  moment,  assess  the  blame  of  the  past. 
We  must  look  the  world,  as  it  is.  coldly  in  the  face,  and  look 
it  in  the  face  with  a  view  of  determining  what  is  best  for  our 
own  national  defense  and  the  future  welfare  of  130.000.000 
people. 

Yes,  the  only  way,  Mr.  President,  by  which  the  totalitarian 
germ  can  he  kept  from  spreading  is  to  continue  to  have  In 
this  country  the  unity  of  thought  and  purirose  and  action 
that  we  have  seen  here  on  the  floor  of  the  United  States 
Senate  in  connection  with  all  of  the  defense  movements  that 
we  have  put  through  in  the  Senate.  I  undertake  to  say  that 
that  is  what  was  in  the  President's  mind  when  he  asked 
Colonel  Knox  to  become  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

On  July  4.  the  President  of  the  United  States  wTote  a  letter 
to  the  Council  Against  Intolerance  in  America,  and  in  that 
message  he  said,  among  other  things: 

Nothing  could  be  more  nttlng  In  this  troubled  year  of  1940  than 
that  we,  as  Americans,  should  supplement  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence with  a  declaration  of  national  unity.  The  adhesion  of 
every  man  and  woman  to  such  a  declaration  would  Insure,  as  naught 
else  would,  the  perpetuation  of  those  free  institutions  which  have 
been  the  source  of  all  of  our  greatness  as  a  Nation  and  our  happi- 
t^esB  as  individuals. 

Air.  President,  the  stream  of  thought  running  through  that 
Message  to  the  Council  Against  Intolerance  in  America  was 
the  same  stream  of  thought  that  coursed  through  the  brain 
of  President  Roosevelt  when  he  asked  for  the  appointment  of 
Col.  Prank  Knox  to  become  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  When 
the  call  for  duty  came,  what  did  Knox  do?  What  did  he 
say?  Here  is  the  statement  that  he  issued,  as  is  shown  in  the 
records  of  the  proceedings  before  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs: 

Colonel  Knox  made  the  following  statement.  Listen  to 
this.  I  wish  every  Senator  could  hear  this  statement,  espe- 
cially those  who  have  judged  this  man  in  advance.  I  chal- 
lenge any  Individual  who  wants  to  be  entirely  fair  and  impar- 
tial to  read  the  record  made  before  the  Committee  on  Naval 
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Affairs,  and  i  do  not  see  how  a  single  man  who  does  so  can 
vote  against  his  confirmation. 
He  said  this: 

National  defense  Is  not  •  partiaan  question.  It  should  hsv«  the 
united  support  of  the  people  regardless  of  party.  (Xmgress  In  the 
past  few  weeks  has  acted  with  substantial  unanimity  on  every 
national -defense  proposal. 

The  administration  of  the  Navy  Department  is  in  no  sense  political. 

'"nie  administration  of  the  Navy  Department  is  in  no  sense 
poUUcal." 

i  The  Navy  knows  no  party.  At  a  time  of  tremendous  naval  ezpan- 
sU>n  it  is  vital  that  its  management  shall  be  wholly  nonpolUical. 
Ttle  President  has  asked  me  to  serve  as  Secretary  of  the  Navy  on 
that  basis  and  on  that  t>asls — 

On  that  basis — 

I  have  accepted. 

I  firmly  bel*eve  that  In  a  time  of  danger  to  our  country  each  of  u~' 
mtist  do  whritever  he  can  to  meet  that  danger.  As  good  citizens  we 
must  serve  in  whatever  capacity  is  prescribed  for  us. 

We  are  in  danger  now  because  we  are  Inadequately  prepared.  The 
I>resident  has  said  I  can  help  him.  If  I  can  help  him  prepare  us  for 
any  emergency  I  must  do  so.  What  happens  to  me  is  unimportant. 
If  I  ckhould  be  cast  into  the  discard  a  few  months  later,  the  only 
questions  I  must  answer  to  myself  are  these:  "Did  I  do  my  duty? 
D.d  I  do  it  well?" 

It  was  not  months  later  that  he  was  cast  into  the  discard. 
It  was  only  a  day  or  two  afterward  when  he  was  read  out  of 
the  Republican  Party  by  John  Hamilton  and  his  coterie  of 
sycophants  up  at  the  Philadelphia  convention. 

Mr.  President,  that  statement  was  made  by  a  man  who  for 
45  years  promoted  the  principles  of  the  Republican  Party  in 
this  Republic.  That  statement  of  patriotism  was  made  by  a 
man  who  was  the  candidate  for  Vice  President  on  the  Repub- 
lican ticket  4  years  ago.  Tliat  statement  was  made  by  a  man 
who  was  a  delegate  at  large  from  the  State  of  Illinois  to  the 
Republican  convention  recently  held  in  the  city  of  Phila- 
delphia. Notwithstanding  that  background  of  Republican- 
ism, notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he  is  recognized  as  one  of 
the  15  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  in  this  country,  or  at 
least  he  was  until  the  recent  Republican  convention,  this  man. 
In  my  judgment — and  I  say  It  from  a  heart  chisled  with  sin- 
cerity— placed  his  patriotism  and  service  to  his  country  above 
partisanship  when  he  made  that  acceptance. 

What  had  he  to  gain,  other  than  the  approbation  of  his  own 
conscience,  when  he  made  that  great  decision,  Mr.  President? 
Today  he  stands  in  the  eyes  of  many  as  an  individual  without 
a  party,  but  a  man  who,  in  my  opinion,  will  live  In  this  coun- 
try, as  a  result  of  his  high  patriotic  ideals,  when  party  labels 
are  long  forgotten. 

Politics?  It  was  not  a  matter  of  politics  with  Prank  Knox. 
Of  course  I  know  that  Prank  Knox  has  been  against  the 
Democratic  Party.  Do  I  know  it?  I  ought  to;  I  live  in  Illi- 
nois. I  know  that  he  does  not  believe  in  a  number  of  things 
that  this  administration  has  done.  I  know  all  about  the 
ctdltorial  policy  which  he  followed  in  1936  against  this  ad- 
ministration. But  domestic  issues  sink  into  insigniflcance 
at  this  particular  moment,  when  the  world  is  on  flre  and 
when  patriots  are  needed.  Mr.  President. 

At  the  recent  Springfleld,  El.,  convention  of  the  Republican 
Party  Prank  Knox  was  present.  TTiat  convention  put  a  plank 
in  its  platform  which  said,  "The  Democratic  Party  stands  for 
war  and  internationalism,  and  the  Republican  Party  stands 
for  peace  and  Americanism."  They  placed  the  mantle  of 
peace  and  Americanism  upon  their  poUtical  shoulders,  and 
laid  the  blood  of  the  sword  upon  the  brow  of  the  Democratic 
Party.  Frank  Knox  would  have  no  part  of  that  pusillani- 
mous piece  of  political  diatribe,  and  he  went  back  to  Chicago 
the  next  day  and  wrote  an  editorial  condemning  that  very 
thing.  We  all  l)elong  to  the  peace  bloc.  Mr.  President;  and 
the  party  which  attempts  to  inject  into  politics  this  question 
Of  defense,  before  it  gets  through,  will  be  doomed  to  defeat. 

Mr.  President,  if  I  wanted  to  play  poUtics  at  this  particular 
moment  with  this  appomtment.  no  one  in  the  Senate  would 
have  a  better  opportunity  of  doing  it,  and  a  more  justifiable 
one.  if  I  may  put  it  in  that  way.  If  I  wanted  to  play  mean, 
puny  politics  in  connection  with  this  appointment,  I  could  do 


it,  because  2  days  after  I  was  nominated  as  United  States 
Senator  in  the  primary  in  Illinois  in  1938,  a  flaming  editorial 
appeared  in  Prank  Knox's  paper,  the  Chicago  Daily  News,  be- 
hind whose  editorial  policy  he  stands,  opposing  my  election  in 
the  fall  and  he  told  the  State  what  a  great  fellow  my  opponent 
was. 

Politics!  If  I  could  not  rise  in  a  great  emergency  of  this 
kind  above  political  consideration,  I  would  expect  to  lose 
whatever  respect  and  confidence  the  people  of  my  State  have 
bestowed  upon  me  in  sending  me  to  the  United  SUtes  Senate. 
As  one  who  is  required  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  to  vote  either  for  confirmation  or  against,  I  am  a  party 
to  this  action,  and  I  wish  to  rise  to  the  high  plane  of  patri- 
otism on  which  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  Prank 
Knox  stand  at  this  particular  moment.  In  doing  that  I  do 
not  want  others  to  believe  that  I  am  reflecting  on  thefa-  Judg- 
ment, upon  what  they  may  do;  that  is  their  own  business. 
But  I  have  a  very  strong  feeling  about  this  whole  matter,  in 
view  of  the  record  of  the  past.  Roosevelt  will  long  be  remem- 
bered as  rising  above  what  Knox  tried  to  do  to  him  in  1936, 
issuing  to  him  a  challenge  of  patriotism;  and  Frank  Knox 
was  big  enough  to  forget  the  past  and  accept  that  challenge 
of  patriotism.  The  Senator  from  Illinois  wants  to  be  in  the 
same  category,  so  far  as  this  great  question  of  national  defense 
is  concerned. 

It  is  said  Frank  Knox  is  a  war  monger,  that  he  is  an  inter- 
ventionist. What  is  an  interventionist?  Prank  Knox  gave 
as  clear  a  definition  of  what  an  interventionist  is  before  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  as  Mr.  Webster,  or  Mr.  Hyde,  the 
writer  on  international  law,  has  given.  Hyde,  in  his  work  on 
international  law,  says: 

Intervention  Is  sometimes  by  a  written  notice  to  the  country 
intended  to  be  coerced  or  by  an  international  congress  or  confer- 
ence, but  coercion  actual  or  intended  is  essential  to  constitute  an 
act  of  intervention,  and  the  term  is  usually  understood  as  importing 
an  armed  interference. 

What  did  Knox  say  about  that?  In  the  Senate  committee 
hearing,  on  July  3.  the  Senator  from  Illinois  read  into  the 
hearing  a  statement  made  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Montana  on  June  20.  and  requested  Colonel  Knox  to  define 
the  term  "interventionist"  as  he  understood  it.    He  said: 

I  conceive  in  broad  terms  "Interventionist"  means  intervening  by 
force,  and  I  am  against  that. 

I  said  further: 

If  I  understand  It  correctly,  you  say  now  to  the  committee  and 
the  country  that  an  interventionist,  in  your  opinion,  is  one  who 
advocates  the  intermingling  in  a  foreign  debacle  such  as  is  going  on 
now  through  the  force  of  arms? 

Colonel  Knox  replied,  "That  is  right." 

I  further  said,  "And  you  are  unalterably  opposed  to  It, 
as  you  have  testified,  time  and  time  again  before  the 
committee?" 

Colonel  Knox's  reply  was  "Yes." 

On  June  20  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Missouri  (Mr. 
ClabkI  made  a  statement  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  which 
I  wish  to  read  into  the  Recobo  at  this  pariicular  time.  He 
made  this  statement  about  Stimson  and  Knox: 

Both  of  them  have  Justly  earned  the  high  regard  of  the  Amer- 
ican people.     Both  of  them  are  men  of  ability.     Both  of  them  are 
men  of  high  character.     I  do  not  doubt  the  patriotism  of  either 
one  of  them,  althotigh  I  very  violently  disagree  with  some  of  their 
views.     Each  one  of  them  has  a  right  to  his  own  opinion.     But, 
Mr.    President,    I    shaU    vote    against    their    confirmation    because 
they  are  both  interventionists,  not  secretly,  not  clandestinely,  but 
i    openly.     The  writings  and  speeches  of  both  of  them  conclusively 
■  show  that  they  favor  a  policy  of  American  intervention.    They  are 
I  for  war  or  for  acts  which   amotmt  to  war  and   are  certain   to 
;   precipitate  war. 

i  Mr.  President,  I  want  first  to  commend  the  distinguished 
I  Senator  from  Missouri  when  he  said  what  he  did.  that  be 
wished  it  distinctly  understood  that  his  vote  would  not  be 
cast  because  he  believed  for  a  moment  that  either  of  these 
men  has  been  in  treasonable  or  semitreasonable  correspond- 
ence with  any  foreign  power,  or  subjected  to  the  Improper 
influence  of  any  foreign  power,  or  because  he  was  objecting 
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to  their  political  views,  or  to  the  fact  that  both  are  ultra- 
reactionaries  in  their  politics. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  a  frank  statement,  it  Is  a  statement 
which  is  not  based  upon  speculation  and  conjecture,  it  is 
a  statement  which  does  not  convict  anyone  upon  innuendo. 
It  is  a  frank  statement  as  to  why  the  Senator  is  against 

these  men. 

I  propose  to  take  the  allegations  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri briefly  and  prove  conclusively  to  any  fair-minded  per- 
son and  prudent  man  who  wants  to  decide  the  issue  on 
the  record  that  Prank  Knox  is  not  an  interventionist;  fur- 
thermore, that  he  has  said  nothing  which  amounts  to  an 
act  of  war,  or  which  amounts  to  an  act  which  could  pre- 
cipitate us  into  the  war. 

Mr.  President.  I  dislike  very  much  to  burden  the  Senate, 
but  I  honestly  believe  that  a  grave  injustice  has  been  done 
to  Colonel  Knox  throughout  the  country  by  statements 
which  have  been  made  to  the  effect  that  he  is  a  warmonger 
and  an  interventionist,  and  is  likely  to  precipitate  us  into 
war.  that  he  had  a  feeling  we  should  intervene  and  send 
our  boys  to  Europe  to  fight  as  combatants  on  land  or  on  the 
sea  or  in  the  air  in  the  European  war.  Before  our  commit- 
tee he  used  a  speech  which  he  made  at  Cleveland  last  year 
as  a  basis  of  the  entire  philosophy  of  his  foreign  jwlicy,  not 
only  then,  but  in  the  days  to  follow,  so  far  as  his  editorial 
policy  was  concerned.    He  started  out  by  saying: 

I  am  one  of  those  who  refuse  to  believe  we  wUl  actively  par- 
ticipate in  this  new  war— certainly  not  to  the  extent  of  sending 
an  army  overseas.  And  If  we  do  not  do  that,  all  these  trumped 
up  fears  of  a  wartime  dictatorship  and  the  destruction  of  both 
our  democratic  institutions  and  our  free-enterprise  economy  are 
fantastically  unreal. 

•  •••••• 

With  the  wisdom  that  comes  from  experience,  we  know  that 
the  phrases,  "a  war  to  preserve  democracy,"  or  "a  war  to  end  aU 
wars"  were  afterthoughts — rhetorical  incitements  to  our  war  spirit. 
We  will  not  fall  for  this  form  of  incitement  so  readily  again.  We 
are  far  more  in  the  mood  to  heed  the  wise  words  of  Washington 
who,  in  his  Farewell  Address,  adjured  us  In  disputes  with  other 
nations  to  think  of  our  own  country  first.  So  much  for  the  con- 
trast of  our  state  of  mind  In  1917  and  in  1939. 

Again  an  editorial  dated  September  7,  1939.  was  inserted 
in  the  Record,  an  editorial  entitled  "Keeping  Us  Out  of 
War."    In  that  he  said,  among  other  things: 

We  must  keep  out  of  this  war.  It  comes  first  as  a  whisper  of 
a  half-believed  hope  in  the  hearts  of  millions. 

We  must  keep  out!  It  finds  expression  in  the  columns  of  the 
newspapers,  on  the  air.  and  from  the  rostrvmi.     This  cry  knows  no 

partisanship.  ,  ,      ^t    **. 

We  must  keep  out!  It  wells  up  from  the  whole  people — North, 
South,  East,  and  West.  It  comes  from  the  factory  and  the  farm. 
From  the  young  and  the  old.     From  the  poor  and  the  rich. 

And  it  thunders  at  the  door  of  the  White  House,  where  sits  the 
man  In  whose  hands  rests  very  largely  the  decision. 

Last  Sunday  night  that  man.  in  reassiirlng.  stirring  terms, 
reiterated  this  universal  hope  when  he  said: 

"I  hope  the  United  States  will  keep  out  of  this  war.  I  believe 
that  it  will.  And  I  give  you  assurances  that  every  effort  of  yovir 
Government  wiU  be  directed  toward  that  end." 

You  know,  Mr.  President,  that  this  hope  can  only  be  realized 
if  you  have  at  your  back  the  united  people  of  the  country. 

Mr,  President,  that  is  the  basis  of  my  plea  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  in  connection  with  this  appointment. 

We  know  that  you  know  this  for  two  reasons.  First,  because  In 
the  same  speech  from  which  we  have  Jvist  quoted  you  urged  that 
partisanship  and  selfishness  be  adjourned:  and  second,  because  it 
was  precisely  in  this  way  that  you  met  the  crisis  of   1933. 

Again,  in  an  editorial  of  November  3.  1939,  entitled  "The 
Time  to  Think  Is  Now,"  he  said,  among  other  things: 

What  can  be  demonstrated.  In  fact  has  been  repeatedly.  Is  that 
those  who  advocated  repeal  are  as  vigorously  opposed  to  the  United 
States  entering  the  war  as  are  the  champions  of  an  embargo. 
There  is  no  war  party  in  the  United  States. 

That  follows  out  the  message  the  President  read  to  the 
Congress  last   year   when   we   met   here   in   extraordinary 

session. 

Again,  in  an  editorial  that  was  introduced  into  the  Record. 
dated  April  11,  entitled  "The  Scroll  Unfolds,"  Prank  Knox 
said: 

Why  do  our  public  men.  disregarding  the  mviltlpUed  evidence* 
that  American  sympathy  is  overwhelmlxigly  with  those  who  fight 


aRainst  such  dictatorships  as  those  of  Hitler  and  Stalin,  seek  after 
the  applause  of  the  timid  few  who  tremble  before  the  ruthlessness 
of  a  bloody-handed  tyrant,  and  would  shush  every  utterance  that 
told  in  simple  words  of  American  abhorrence  of  the  Slalln-HlUer 
alliance  and  Its  brutal  Inhumanity,  injustice,  and  rapine,  prac- 
ticed at  the  expense  of  those  who  cannot  defend  themselves? 

We  are  not  called  upon  to  fight.  We  do  not  expect  to  have  to 
fight  God  grant  that  it  Is  not  because  we  are  afraid  to  fight- 
that  way  lies  war.  But  national  sell-respect  calls  upon  us  to 
speak  as  we  have  always  spoken,  without  fear,  when  our  national 
sensibilities  have  been  deeply  touched.  Has  that  fearlessness  for 
the  right  gone  out  of  us? 

I  could  read  other  editorials  by  Prank  Knox  written  up  to 
the  very  day  he  appeared  before  the  committee  and  testified, 
which  carried  along  the  same  philosophy  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  with  respect  to  the  present  European  war. 

This  is  what  he  said  about  the  Monroe  Doctrine: 

Shall  we  permit  the  practical  transfer  of  political  and  military 
control  over  Islands  in  the  Caribbean  Sea  to  pass  from  French  Into 
German  hands? 

The  Monroe  Doctrine,  about  the  only  clearly  defined  foreign 
policy  we  have,  negatives  such  a  change. 

The  safety  of  the  Panama  Canal,  the  uninterrupted  operation  of 
which  is  vital  to  our  national  dcfe.ise,  forbids  it. 

Congressional  action,  not  10  days  ago,  specifically  declares  against 
svch  a  change  in  sovereignty. 

It  is  clear  that  we  must  act — and  act  promptly. 

•  •••••• 

Furthermore,  in  the  new  world  created  by  new  and  undreamed 
of  dangers,  we,  here  in  the  Americas,  must  begin  to  think  heml- 
spherically. 

Our  danger  is  a  common  danger  and  our  defense  mvist  be  a 
mutual  defense.  In  what  better  way  could  be  begun  this  new  mode 
of  thought  than  meeting  the  first  tangible  danger  by  common 
action? 

Again  speaking  of  unity  of  purpose  and  unity  of  thought. 

In  the  hearings  on  the  question  of  sending  boys  across  the 
sea  to  pull  out  of  the  fire  the  chestnuts  of  some  foreign  nation, 
what  Colonel  Knox  said  was  definite  and  certain.  Of  course, 
it  seems  to  me  that  all  this  talk  about  sending  boys  to  Europe 
is  more  or  less  childish,  because  I  do  not  know  where  we  could 
send  them  at  the  present  time.  We  would  have  to  lease  a 
field  from  Hitler  en  which  to  have  them  land,  or  on  which 
they  could  fight  somewhere,  because  England  has  more  men 
than  she  can  take  care  of  at  the  present  time.  What  Eng- 
land needs  is  materials  and  supplies,  not  men. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Holt],  on  page  20 
of  the  proceedings  in  questioning  Colonel  Knox,  said: 

Senator  Holt.  You  would  not  favor  sending  any  of  our  boys  to 
Europe  under  any  circumstances  in  the  present  crisis? 

Colonel  Knox.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Holt.  Even  if  the  vital  interests  of  the  United  States  can 
best  be  served  by  sending  our  boys  over  there? 

Colonel  Knox.  Let  me  say  this  again,  so  there  will  be  no  doubt 
about  it.  My  position  has  consistently  been  from  the  first  that  we 
ought  to  aid  them  in  a  moral  and  economic  way,  never  in  man- 
power. 

Senator  Holt.  If  the  moral  and  economic  way  would  not  be  suffi- 
cient for  them  to  win.  would  you  feel  that  we  should  go  the  rest  of 
the  way? 

Colonel  Knox.  No. 

Senator  Holt.  You  do  not? 

Colonel  Knox.  No. 

Then,  again,  on  page  24  of  the  proceedings,  when  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  California  I  Mr.  Johnson]  was  ques- 
tioning Colonel  Knox,  the  following  colloquy  took  place: 

Senator  Johnson.  The  term  "short  of  war."  as  you  understand 
It — I  am  not  speaking  as  to  how  others  understand  it,  but  as  you 
understand  It — "short  of  war"  wlU  mean  doing  anything  you  can 
do  to  aid  the  Allies,  as  you  express  it.  and  stopping  when  you  reach 
the  point  where  it  may  be  necessary  for  our  own  military  assistance? 

Colonel  Knox.  Yes:   that  is  correct. 

Senator  Johnson.  Now.  you  would  not  go  to  war  xmder  any  clr- 
ctunstances  in  this  particular  misadventure  that  la  occurring  In 
Europe,  would  you? 

Colonel  Knox.  That  Is  right. 

Senator  Johnson.  You  never,  on  any  occasion,  would  attempt  to 
send  our  boys,  as  we  term  It.  abroad  In  a  Eiiropean  controversy? 

Colonel  Knox.  That  Is  right. 

Mr.  President,  on  the  same  day  I  had  occasion  to  examine 
Colonel  Knox  as  to  what  he  thought  a  warmonger  was.  be- 
cause he  had  been  charged  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and 
throughout  the  press  of  the  country  with  being  one.    I  read 
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to  him  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  upon 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  when  he  said: 

These  two  appointments  ought  to  be  particularly  pleasing  to  the 
warmongers,  to  those  who  think  we  ought  to  go  to  war;  to  those 
who  think  that  isolation  means  putting  our  heads  In  the  sand. 

I  asked  Colonel  Knox  to  elaborate  and  expand  upon  that 
statement  if  be  cared  so  to  do,  and  he  said  this: 

Colonel  Knox.  As  I  understand  the  term.  It  implies  a  man  who 
seeks  to  Involve  his  country  Into  war,  who  thinks  war  is,  under  the 
ctrcumstancee,  desirable.    That  is  not  my  position. 

Senator  Lucas.  A  warmonger  and  an  Interventionist,  then,  prac- 
tically mean  one  and  the  same  thing? 

Colonel  Knox.  Practically. 

So.  Mr.  President,  Senators  who  will  take  the  speeches, 
or  the  editorials,  or  the  statements  made  by  Colonel  Knox 
before  the  Senate  committee  and  analj-ze  them  fairly  and 
impartially  will  be  compelled  to  give  him  the  benefit  of  the 
doubt  upon  the  question  of  intervention  and  warmongering. 
They  will  be  compelled  to  vote  for  confirmation  upon  this 
occasion.  Of  course,  if  Senators  are  prejudiced  against  him, 
it  would  make  no  difference  what  type  or  kind  of  evidence 
he  might  give ;  but  if  they  are  open  to  conviction,  as  American 
jurors  should  be  in  a  great  case  of  this  kind,  when  unanimity 
of  thought  and  action  is  so  necessary  for  the  preservation  of 
the  Nation,  it  seems  to  me  that  they  should  be  big  enough 
to  give  this  man  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  upon  the  question 
of  the  confirmation  of  his  nomination. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  charged,  at  least  by  insinuation  and 
innuendo,  that  Colonel  BLnox  had  holdings  in  South  America 
and  had  made  commitments  to  foreign  governments  before 
he  was  nominated  by  the  President.  That  is  emphatically 
denied  in  the  record.  Not  only  that,  but  he  took  the  neces- 
sary precaution  to  dispose  of  every  share  of  stock  he  had — 
and  the  amount  was  negligible — in  any  corporation  in  this 
country  that  was  involved  in  the  making  of  implements  and 
munitions  of  war.  In  other  words,  he  comes  before  the  United 
States  Senate  upon  this  record  with  absolutely  clean  hands, 
as  a  patriot,  wanting  to  serve  his  country  in  time  of  need. 

Mr.  President,  In  conclusion  let  me  say  that  I  shall  vote 
for  the  confirmation  of  Prank  Knox.  He  has  the  experience, 
the  drive,  and  the  capacity  to  speed  full  steam  ahead  in  one 
of  our  crucial  periods.  He  will  get  things  done  in  this  emer- 
gency regardless  of  red  tape  and  delay.  If  the  Senate  re- 
fused to  confirm  this  man,  I  say  with  the  utmost  sincerity 
that  Adolf  Hitler  and  Benito  Mussolini  would  be  the  two 
real  victors  in  this  battle.  It  would  give  them  comfort  and 
encouragement.  Yes;  it  would  inspire  and  hearten  the  Nazi 
and  Fascist  agents  in  tills  country  to  continue  their  dastardly 
and  diabolical  "fifth  column"  tactics  that  we  know  exist 
within  this  Nation. 

Yes,  Mr.  President,  he  has  been  in  two  wars.  He  was  in 
the  war  of  1898  with  Teddy  Roosevelt  and  his  Rough  Riders. 
Colonel  Knox  was  in  the  last  war,  doing  duty  overseas. 

Mr.  President,  that  record  has  been  made;  It  is  one  of 
honor  and  respect;  yet,  regardless  of  the  heroic  deeds  he  may 
have  performed  in  line  of  duty  In  those  two  great  emer- 
gencies. I  honestly  feel  that  what  Prank  Knox  is  doing  at 
Uiis  particular  time  is  just  as  high  and  noble  and  patriotic 
as  any  service  he  has  ever  performed  in  his  long  public  life 
as  a  citizen  and  a  soldier  of  this  great  Republic. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  I  have  listened 
with  special  Interest  to  the  vigorous,  eloquent,  and  con- 
vincing address  of  the  able  senior  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Lucas  1  in  support  of  the  confirmation  of  the  nomina- 
tion of  Col.  Frank  Knox,  Yesterday  I  would  have  voted 
against  confirmation  because  I  honestly  believed  that  he 
was  selected  to  form  a  war  Cabinet.  Today  I  shall  vote  to 
confirm  his  nomination. 

In  addition  to  the  able  Senator's  unanswerable  argument, 
I  have  been  tremendously  heartened  and  reassured  by  one 
small  sentence  in  the  President's  message  just  read  to  the 
Senate  in  which  he  said: 

We  wlU  not  use  our  arms  in  a  war  of  aggression;  we  wlU  not 
send  our  men  to  take  part  In  European  wars. 

As  I  interpret  this  important  sentence,  the  despised,  so- 
called  isolationists  have  won  a  notable  victory.    On  this  his- 


toric day  the  nonlnterventionists  welcome  the  President  Into 
their  ranks. 

Harry  Woodring.  a  courageous  statesman,  the  beloved  for- 
mer Governor  of  my  native  State  of  Kansas,  and  one  of  the 
greatest  Secretaries  of  War  who  ever  sat  in  a  President's 
Cabinet,  has  not  preached  preparedness  and  nonintervention 
in  vain. 

Last  night  Governor  Woodring  spoke  these  significant 
words  in  a  great  gathering  to  welcome  him  home.  I  read 
from  the  Times  Herald,  quoting  Secretary  Woodring: 

If  reaction  from  my  leaving  the  War  Department  as  a  known 
nonlnterventlonlst  has  caused  modification  of  some  policies  and 
sobered  some  of  those  provocative  and  meddling  advisers  of  the 
administration  who  would  strip  our  own  defenses,  then  I  tegret 
that  I  had  only  one  set  of  guts  to  sacrifice  on  the  altar  of  public 
service. 

Many  of  us  in  the  Senate  say  "Amen"  to  that  notable 
statement  by  Secretary  Woodring. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  appreciate  very  much  what  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  has  said  in  regard  to  my  remarks.  I  do  not 
quite  follow  him  about  having  everyone  coming  into  the 
isolationist  camp. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  did  not  say  that.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  said  the  noninterventionist  ranks.  I  did  not  say 
anything  about  Isolationist  camp. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  have  never  been  able  to  find  anyone  on 
the  floor  of  the  United  States  Senate  in  making  a  pubhc 
utterance,  neither  have  I  ever  found  anyone  in  the  corridors 
of  the  Capitol,  nor  have  I  ever  found  any  Senator  in  the 
lobby,  with  whom  I  have  discussed  the  European  war,  who 
wanted  to  intervene.  I  challenge  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado to  make  a  careful  analysis  and  an  exhaustive  study  of 
the  speeches  that  have  been  made  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  a  number  of  excerpts  from  which  I  have  just 
read.  I  contend  that  the  President  has  been  the  champion 
of  the  peace  bloc. 

He  foresaw  with  an  unerring  eye  the  calamity  which  his 
descended  on  the  world  at  the  present  time,  and  he  was  one 
of  the  few  who  did.  He  was  unable  to  convince  me  that  he 
was  right.  He  was  imable  to  convince  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  that  he  was  a  right  at  the  time  in  predicting  what 
is  now  going  on  throughout  the  world. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  In  answer  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois.  I  will  say  that  I  have  read  every  word  the 
President  has  spoken  on  this  great  subject;  but  actions  have 
spoken  louder  and  more  eloquently  than  words.  Actions 
prior  to  the  present  time  have  convinced  me  of  the  view  I 
have  held,  that  intervention  is  a  very  dangerous  policy  of  the 
present  administration. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  certainly  do  not  disagree  with  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  upon  the  question  of  intervention.  I 
have  never  given  anyone  the  slightest  intimation  that  I 
was  for  it  in  any  manner,  shape,  or  form;  and  all  my  utter- 
ances during  the  past  3  or  4  years  will  bear  out  that  state- 
ment. I  want  the  Senator  to  know  that  I  am  grateful  for 
his  change  of  viewpoint  in  connection  with  this  matter,  be- 
cause I  am  tremendously  interested  in  it.  I  honestly  feel, 
from  the  bottom  of  my  heart,  that  Prank  Knox  has  really 
accepted  this  appointment  as  a  call  to  duty  in  a  time  of  great 
emergency  and  stress.  Certainly  nothing  in  the  record  could 
convince  any  fair  and  reasonable  man  that  Colonel  Knox  is 
an  interventionist. 

I  thank  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  for  the  same  reason  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  rose,  but  to  take  an  entirely  opposite 
View.  I  know  that  no  votes  will  be  changed.  I  have  no  such 
result  in  mind;  but  I  do  feel  that  the  Record  should  be  made 
very  clear  and  complete  as  to  these  appointments. 

I  hold  no  personal  ill  will  in  any  degree  against  Colonel 
Knox;  but  I  feel  that  his  appointment  as  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  would  be  dangerous.  I  feel  that  I  have  a  constitutional 
duty  to  oppose  the  confirmation  of  nominations  of  those  who 
I  believe  would  be  dangerous  to  the  peace  and  welfare  of  my 
country. 
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A  man  may  be  appointed  to  the  Cabinet  for  a  number  of 
-reasons.  First,  did  he  give  money  to  the  campaign?  Many 
members  of  the  Cabinet  in  the  past  have  been  appointed 
Xor  that,  reason  and  that  reason  alone.  I  am  sure  that 
Colonel  Knox  is  not  in  that  class.  He  may  be  called  upon  to 
^buy  a  campaign  book  in  1940,  when  he  is  in  the  Cabinet, 
but  so  far  he  has  not  contributed  to  the  campaign  fund  and 
Is  being  rewarded  therefor.  He  has  not  been  appointed  for 
faithful  party  service. 

The  second  reason  a  man  may  be  named  to  the  Cabinet 
Is  that  he  may  have  specific  qualifications  in  a  particular 
department  which  would  make  him  an  extraordinary  Cabi- 
net official.  Colonel  Knox  said — and  correctly — that  he  has 
had  no  experience  whatever  in  the  Navy,  in  building  naval 
vessels,  or  in  naval  affairs. 

:  COLONEL    KNOX    ON    DOMESTIC    AFTAIBS 

We  must  bear  in  mind  that  this  is  an  important  appoint- 
ment in  a  particular  emergency.  Therefore  we  must  look 
for  some  other  reason  why  he  might  be  named  to  the  Cabi- 
net. I  do  not  say  the  reasons  mentioned  are  my  reasons 
for  such  an  appointment.  Let  us  consider  his  viewpoint  on 
domestic  issues.  How  has  Colonel  Knox  stood  on  domestic 
issues?  Was  he  appointed  for  that  reason?  I  shall  let 
the  Senate  be  the  judge.  I  myself  will  not  make  the  deci- 
sion. I  wish  to  read  what  Colonel  Knox  has  said — not  what 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  Rush  Holt,  is  saying,  but 
what  Colonel  Knox  has  said: 

Mr  Roosevelt  Is  a  strange  figure  in  the  American  scene.  He 
has  squandered  the  savings  and  future  earnings  of  not  merely  a 
part  of  our  people  but  all  our  people.  He  has  broken  practically 
every  pledge  he  has  eve^^  made  to  the  people. 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  new  Cabinet  member.  Let 
me  repeat  what  I  have  previously  said  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  Surely  the  President  would  not  appoint  a  man  who 
would  not  speak  the  truth.  He  must  want  a  man  who  has 
good  judgment,  because  we  need  men  of  good  judgment  in 
the  Cabinet.     This  is  what  Colonel  Knox  said: 

Mr.  Roosevelt  Is  a  strange  figure  in  the  American  scene.  He 
has  squandered  the  savings  and  the  future  earnings  of  not  merely 
n  part  of  our  people — but  all  our  people.  He  has  broken  practi- 
cally every  pledge  he  has  ever  made  to  the  people.  He  has  driven 
the  p)eople  into  another  depression  at  a  cost  of  10.000.000  jobs  and 
at  a  loss  of  some  $30,000,000,000  in  the  market  value  of  securities 
owned  by  approximately  12.500.000  stockholders.  He  has  weak- 
ened the  banking  structure  of  the  Nation  where  some  48.000,000 
of  our  people  have  deposited  their  savings.  He  has  weakened  the 
Insurance  companies  with  their  66.000,000  policyholders.  He  is 
using  the  social-security  funds  for  the  daily  running  expenses  of 
his  administration  and  as  security  for  the  appropriated  savings 
Is  dropping  I  O  Vs  into  special  funds  in  the  United  States  Treasury. 

This  is  the  new  Cabinet  official,  who  I  am  sure  is  a  truth- 
ful man.    Speaking  about  the  President,  he  said: 

He  has  openly  taunted  the  people  about  their  constitutional 
rights,  and  he  has  ridiculed  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
states  by  adding  to  its  membership  a  conmion  scold,  and  a  Ku 
Kluxer  to  boot. 

The  reason  why  I  am  reading  this  is  that  we  want  to 
know  why  Colonel  Knox  is  appointed  at  this  particular  time, 
and  we  want  to  see  if  his  viewpoint  on  domestc  affairs  dove- 
tails with  that  of  the  President  so  that  the  President  desired 
to  name  him.    Colonel  Knox  continues: 

The  President,  though  posing  as  both,  is  neither  a  true  Demo- 
crat nor  a  true  liberal — 

I  want  some  Democrats  who  are  for  the  colonel  to  de- 
fend the  President  against  such  an  attack.  This  Is  what 
Colonel  Knox  said: 

The  President,  though  posing  as  both,  is  neither  a  true  Demo- 
crat nor  a  true  liberal,  but  an  aristrocratlc  dilettante — 

That  is  a  word  which  I  had  to  look  up  in  the  dictionary. 

I  did  not  know  what  the  word  "dilettante"  meant.    Perhaps 

some  Senators  do  not  know  what  it  means.     I  looked  it  up 

in   the   dictionary.     According   to  Webster's   dictionary,   a 

.  dilletante  is: 

A  dabbler  In  art  matters:  a  superficial  amateur. 
I  am  not  saying  this.     This  is  the  statement  of  a  man 
who  the  President  feels  has  enough  judgment  to  be  in  his 


Cabinet.    He  would  not  be  in  mine,  but  the  President  wants 
him  in  his  Cabinet.     He  says  that  the  President  is — 

An  aristocratic  dUettante  with  radical  leanings  and  an  inordinate 
appetite  for  personal  power.  He  has  sought  and  received  at  the 
hands  of  a  craven  Congress — 

He  loves  us.     [  Laughter.  1 

He  has  sought  and  received,  at  the  hands  of  a  craven  Congress, 
personal  powers  over  the  economic  life  of  the  American  people 
which  he  admits  are  inherenUy  dangerous  to  our  liberties  and 
which   are   comparable   only   to  the   personal   powers   of   Europe's 

dictators 

By  his  misguided  efforts  at  price  fixing,  wags  fixing,  and  other 
monopolistic  practices,  and  by  his  philosophy  of  scarcity  he  de- 
layed for  2  long  years  our  natural  recovery,  which.  Indeed,  bpgan 
only  after  the  Supreme  Court  had  declared  these  efforts  uncon- 
stitutional. 

He  has  upset  our  monetary  stabUity,  clipped  our  currency,  and 
diluted  our  gold  reserve  with  silvy. 

By  arbitrary  grants  of  Federal  funds  he  has  corrupted  the 
sovereignty  of  the  States  and  undermined  the  home  rule  of  local 
governments. 

For  the  benefit  of  Senators  who  may  have  entered  the 
Chamber  since  I  started  to  speak,  let  me  say  that  I  am 
reading  what  Colonel  Knox  said  about  the  President. 

He  has  erected  a  multitude  of  alphabetical  agencies  and  sent 
among  us  swarms  of  bureaucrats  to  harass  vis  and  devour  our 
earnings. 

Without  solving  either  the  problem  of  unemployment  or  the 
problem  of  relief  he  is  wasting  the  people's  substance  In  extrava- 
gant and  unnecessary  experiments,  thus  placing  an  excessive  strain 
of  taxes  and  an  excessive  biirden  of  debt  not  oijly  upon  us  but  our 
Children. 

In  his  efforts  to  secure  reelection  he  has  set  up  a  Nation-wide 
Tammany  machine,  lending  aid  and  comfort  to  the  most  vlclotis 
elements  In  the  local  politics  of  our  great  cities. 

While  preaching  benevolence  and  extolling  freedom,  he  has 
heartlessly  authorized  or  permitted  his  henchmen  to  try  to 
frighten  or  coerce  the  poor  and  the  unprotected  into  giving 
him  their  votes. 

In  urging  the  enactment  of  laws  which  he  knew  to  be  of  doubt- 
ful constitutionality,  he  has  ignored  the  true  spirit  of  his  oath 
of  office  that  he  would,  to  the  best  of  his  ability,  preserve,  protect, 
and  defend  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Let  me  make  this  emphatically  clear.  I  am  sure  that  the 
President  would  appoint  a  man  who  would  tell  the  truth. 
Colonel  Knox  has  said  that  the  President  would  not  pay  any 
attention  to  his  oath.    This  is  what  Colonel  Knox  says: 

He  has  callously  repudiated  not  only  his  own  preelection  promises 
but  the  solemn  pledgee  of  his  party  and  the  covenant  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  with  the  holders  of  Its  bonds. 

In  his  reckless  disregard  of  our  basic  liberties  and  his  ill-con- 
sidered Impatience  with  our  form  of  goveriunent.  nothing  will  check 
him  save  a  crushing  defeat  at  the  pells. 

In  a  few  moments  I  intend  again  to  Introduce  Colonel 
Knox  to  the  various  members  of  the  Cabinet.  I  have  found 
some  new  quotations  about  them. 

COLONIX  KNOX  CALLS  PRESIDENT  A  "TOKT" 

This  is  a  clipping  from  a  speech  in  Boston,  the  home  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Massachusetts: 

PRESIDENT     A     "TORT,"     COLONEL     KNOX     ASSERTS PXTBLISHEK,     IN     FIRST 

SPEECH  AS  AN  AVOWED  CANDIDATE,  CALLS  NEW  DEAL  "SMOKE  SCREEN  " — 
CHARGES  ABUSE  OF  POWER — "NEVER  HAD  PATIINC«  WITH  IDEA  THAT 
ROOSEVELT   MEANS   WELL,"    HE  SAY3   AT   BOSTON 

Boston.  February  12. — Col.  Prank  Knox.  In  his  first  address  as 
an  avowed  candidate  for  the  Republican  Presidential  nomination, 
charged  the  New  Deal  tonight  with  abusing  power  and  the  public 
trust. 

He  hurled  back  at  administration  leaders  the  charge  of  "Tory- 
ism" and  asserted  that  President  Roospvelt  sought  "to  undermine 
the  confidence  of  the  p>eople  in  business  leadership  to  the  end 
that  they  may  place  their  trust  In  political  leadership" 

Colonel  Knox.  Chicago  and  Manchester,  N.  H.,  publisher,  spoke 
at  the  tincoln  Day  meeting  of  the  Middlesex  Club. 

Just  before  the  meeting,  reporters  asked  him  if  he  were  a  can- 
didate. 

"Yes.  I  filed  this  morning  in  Springfield,"  he  repUed,  referring 
to  the  Illinois  State  primary 

For  his  platform.  Colonel  Knox  referred  reporters  to  his  speeches 
of  the  past  month  In  which  he  has  denounced  the  New  Deal  as 
"autocratic"  and  as  destroying  fundamental  principles  of  the 
Constitution. 

"I  never  did  have  any  patience  with  this  idea  that  the  New  Deal 
Is  all  'phony'  but  that  Roosevelt  means  well."  Colonel  Knox  said. 

Colonel  Knox,  in  his  speech  tonight,  asserted  that  the  President, 
by  taking  over  legislative  powers,  had  broken  a  balance  of  power 
Which  the  Constitution  established  to  protect  individual  freedom. 


"History,"  he  added,  "makes  It  clear  that  complete  power  in  the 
hands  of  one  man  or  one  group  of  men  is  the  prelude  to  an  era  of 
arbltrar)-  and  capricious  government;  therefore  I  am  against  the 
government  of  men  which  has  been  set  up  by  Mr.  Roosevelt.  I  am 
In  favor  of  a  return  to  a  goremment  of  laws. 

"I  am  convinced  the  men  and  women  who  now  seek  to  perpetu- 
ate the  liberties  guaranteed  to  them  by  the  Constitution  are  the 
true  liberals  of  the  time  To  me.  the  New  Deal  is  essentially  a 
Tory  movement,  and  Mr.  Roosevelt,  seeking  encroachment  upon  the 
liberties  of  the  people  behind  a  smoke  screen  of  fsilse  liberalism,  is 
the  arch-Tory  of  them  aU." 

As  I  say.  I  want  to  see  why  Colonel  Knox  was  nominated. 
I  want  to  see  if  he  was  nominated  because  of  his  viewpoint 
on  domestic  affairs.      ^ 

This  is  from  a  speech  which  Colonel  Knox  made  in  Los 

Angeles.    He  was  so  sure  of  his  position  that  he  did  not  want 

to  t>e  misunderstood.    Here  is  what  he  said,  and  I  quote 

him  again: 

With  a  full  sense  of  the  meaning  of  my  words,  I  ask.  Are  such 
acts  In  accord  with  the  sacred  oath  taken  not  only  to  defend 
and  to  protect  but  to  preserve  the  Constitution? 

Then  he  becomes  literary  for  a  moment  and  asks: 
Upon  what  food  does  this,  our  Caesar,  feed? 

Speakiixg  of  the  President —  -      -  , 

What  madness  has  seised  upcm  him?  Does  he  not  see  how 
dangerously   cloee   this   comes  to   conspiracy   to   break   down   our 

Institutions  of  government? 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  be  sure  that  no  Democrat  will 
think  I  am  saying  these  things.  I  do  not  believe  them;  but 
Colonel  Knox,  a  very  truthful  man  and  now  named  by  the 
President  as  a  member  of  his  Cabinet,  has  called  the  Presi- 
dent a  conspirator  to  break  down  our  institutions  of  govern- 
ment. Of  course,  I  am  sure  that  when  the  Senate  confirms 
Colonel  Knox  it  will  stamp  its  imprimatur  on  that  statement 
and  say  it  is  correct. 

Now.  what  does  Colonel  Knox  think  about  it?  Let  me  read 
further.  I  read  this  once  before,  but  I  think  it  is  worth 
rei)eating. 

CoUectlvists  of  every  sort  are  supporting  Mr.  Rooeevelt.  That  is 
natural.  For  at  the  root  of  his  phUosophy  lies  the  view,  shared 
alike  by  Communists  and  Fascists,  that  conditions  have  suddenly 
changed,  fundamentally,  and  that,  in  consequence.  Individual  lib- 
erty under  democracy,  as  hitherto  practiced  In  this  country,  is  ho 
longer  either  desirable  or  feasible. 

Colonel  Knox  said  further: 

Many  people  are  confused  about  Mr.  Roosevelt — 

I  admit  some  of  us  are  confused:  I  will  go  that  far — 

Many  people  are  confused  about  Mr.  Roosevelt  because  his 
tactics  are  confusing,  and  are  meant  to  be  confusing.  He  knows 
very  well  where  he  is  going.  It  is  toward  a  kind  of  coercive 
coUectivism— call  it  socialism  or  national  socialism,  or  what  you 
wlU.    But,  as  a  matter  of  tactics — 

I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  this  is  Colonel  Knox  speaking; 
It  is  not  Rush  Holt. 

But,  as  a  matter  of  tactic 


Speaking  of  the  President — 

he  will  not  avow  this  aim.     And  to  reach  it  he  Is  ready  to  nod, 
smile,  agree,  assert,  evade,  deny,  distort,  distract — 

I  am  not  half  way  through  yet  riaughter] — 
daUy,  retreat,  startle,  dazzle,  juggle,  sidestep,  and  circumvent. 

He  says  the  President  in  order  to  reach  his  aim  "is  ready 
to  nod,  smile,  agree,  assert,  evade,  deny,  distort,  distract, 
dally,  retreat,  startle,  dazzle.  Juggle,  sidestep,  and  circum- 
vent."   

I  continue  the  quotation: 

Our  leader,  incidentally,  is  a  showman.  He  likes  to  astonish.  He 
Uke*  to  keep  people  guessing. 

He  kept  Prank  Knox  guessing  for  6  months  before  he  gave 
him  this  appointment — 

He  has  a  taste  for  the  novel,  the  dramatic,  the  grandiose.  He 
Is  strongly  attracted  by  such  vast  notions  as  harnessing  the  tides  at 
Passamnquoddy,  planting  a  thousand -mile  belt  of  trees  In  the  wlnd- 
w«st«m  pralrlaa,  tugging  a  gigantic  ship  canal  across  Florida. 


Tliat  was  before  the  Congress  stepped  in  the  way.  Colonel 
Knox  knows  whom  the  President  gathers  around  him.  I 
again  quote  from  Colonel  Blnox: 

In  the  past  It  has  been  customary  for  a  President  to  gather 
around  him.  as  his  advisers  after  election,  outstanding  members  of 
bis  party — men  who  helped  nominate  him  and  who  fought  for  him 
In  his  campaign.  But  "our  leader"  has  turned  his  party  Into  a 
one-man  affair.     He  has  brushed  aside  the  outsunding  Democrats. 

Now,  there  seem  to  be  no  outstanding  Democrats  fit  to 
be  Secretary  of  the  Navy — 

His  general  staff  consists  of  Prof.  Rexford  Ouy  Tugwell,  a  sly 
social  revolutionary:  Henry  Wallace,  a  farm-Journal  editor  with  a 
messianic  complex;  Harold  Ickes,  a  reformer  who  Imagines  he  is 
the  only  honest  man  in  the  world  | laughter):  Jim  Farley,  an  un- 
scrupulous Tanmiany  bcss;  John  Lewis,  a  ruthless  and  axnbltioua 
labor  leader — 

I  must  not  forget  Miss  Perkins — 

Miss  Perkins  and  Harry  Hopkins,  social  workers  with  a  hlsts  against 
businessmen. 

I  desire  a  little  later  on  to  indicate  what  Colonel  Knox 
thinks  of  the  men  he  is  going  to  sit  with  in  the  Cabinet.  I 
want  to  introduce  them  to  each  other  so  that  they  will  know 
each  other  better.  I  shall  refer  to  that  in  a  moment;  but  let 
me  go  ahead  with  Colonel  Knox'  words  about  the  President: 

Yes;  "our  leader"  knows  where  he  is  going.  He  Is  devoted  to  the 
cause.  He  is  disposing  the  forces.  He  is  timing  the  attacks. 
Anything  that  increases  his  personal  power,  or  that  tends  to  break 
down  the  mdependence  of  individuals  or  groups  that  might  op- 
pose him,  he  favors.  The  C.  C.  C.  a  larger  Army  and  Navy,  a 
swollen  Federal  bureaucracy.  Federal  social-security  laws.  Federal 
relief.  Federal  public  works,  a  managed  currency — managed  by 
him — and  huge  personal  funds  to  spend  as  he  Ukes — power  over 
money,  power  over  people— these  fit  his  aim. 

Meanwhile,  anyone — 

I  do  not  think  very  many  Members  of  the  Senate  would 
say  this — 

Meanwhile,  anyone  who  brings  him  an  attractive  scheme  to  flatter 
the  momentary  hates  or  fears  of  the  crowd,  or  to  intensify  class 
feeling,  or  to  take  money  from  those  who  are  earning  it  and  give  it 
to  those  who  are  not,  or  to  attract  attention  dramaticaUy  to  "our 
leader,"  or  to  spend  large  sums  under  hU  personal  direction,  is 
assured  of  a  sympathetic  audience. 

I  shall  refer  to  a  couple  of  more  quotations  about  the  Presi- 
dent. I  have  many  others,  but  I  do  not  desire  to  take  the 
time  of  the  Senate  to  read  them  all,  and  I  am  sure  the  Presi- 
dent and  Colonel  Knox  will  become  better  acquainted  as 
they  meet  in  the  Cabinet  gatherings.  Here  is  something  else 
Colonel  Knox  has  said : 

When  will  the  President  find  out  that  he  cannot  Indefinitely  be 
all  things  to  all  men?  He  cannot  effectively  boast  of  his  democ- 
racy, while  at  the  same  time  reaching  out  for  unprecedented  per- 
sonal powers — powers  which  in  other  hands,  as  he  has  himself 
ingenuously  admitted,  would  endanger  the  people's  liberties.  He 
cannot,  while  practicing  collectivism,  pose  as  the  savior  of  capital- 
ism. He  cannot  appear  one  day  as  a  radical,  the  next  as  a  con- 
servative— and  ex|>ect  anyone  to  take  him  seriously. 

The  colonel  must  have  taken  him  seriously  when  the 
President  called  him  In  and  asked  him  to  become  a  member 
of  the  Cabinet.  But  I  will  continue  reading  what  Colonel 
Knox  thinks  of  the  President.  This  is  the  last  quotation 
at  this  time: 

A  characteristic  of  the  autocrat,  as  Kipling  pointed  out,  is  that 
he  promises  right,  but  brings  wrong.  So  was  it,  only  too  lately, 
abroad.    So  has  It  been,  all  too  lately,  here. 

For  President  Roosevelt  Is  without  doubt — 

I  want  the  Senate  to  note  this  statement.  This  is  the 
new  beloved  member  of  the  Cabinet  speaking: 

For  President  Roosevelt  is  without  doubt  the  greatest  autocrat 
in  the  history  of  this  country. 

After  all  this,  the  President  must  have  had  a  pretty  large 
throat  for  swallowing.  But  let  me  continue.  This  is  not 
Rush  Holt  speaking:  it  is  Frank  Knox: 

Behind  the  pleasant  voice  and  the  gay  smUe  Is  the  grasping  band. 

Mr.  President,  you  can  determine  for  yourself  what  he 
means  by  that.  I  shall  not  do  so  at  this  time,  because  cer- 
tainly I  do  not  want  to  delay  any  more  than  I  have  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Senate.    I  think,  however,  it  would  be  unwise 
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not  to  introduce  the  different  members  of  the  Cabinet  to 
Colonel  Knox  in  the  language  of  Colonel  Knox  himsell.  He 
Is  going  to  sit  in  the  Cabinet  room  with  Secretaries  HuU 
Morgenthau.  WaUace.  Ickes.  Parley.  Perkins.  Hopkins,  and 
Jackson.  He  is  going  to  sit  also  with  Secretary  Stimson. 
He  has  not  said  much  about  Secretary  Stimson.  but  I  will 
quote  some  of  the  things  he  has  said  about  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  President's  Cabinet.  They  should  make  it  in- 
teresting when  they  all  sit  down  at  the  same  table. 

KNOX  APPaAISES  CABINTT 

I  now  give  a  thumbnail  sketch  of  the  Cabinet  as  seen  by 
the  newest  Cabinet  officer.  Col.  Prank  Knox.  First,  here  is 
what  he  said  about  Secretary  Hull— I  am  not  responsible  for 
these  statements: 

Mr.  Hull  18  honest  and  well-meaning  but  weak.  He  wlU  never 
rank  among  cur  great  Secretaries  of  State. 

/  Will  Colonel  Knox,  when  he  attends  his  first  Cabinet  meet- 
ing, say.  "How  are  you.  Mr.  Secretary?  I  am  glad  to  meet  you. 
but  you  win  never  be  one  of  our  great  Secretaries  of  State"? 
I  want  to  provide  a  little  background  so  that  they  may  intro- 
duce each  other  as  Colonel  Knox  goes  into  his  first  Cabinet 

nieeting.     '  ^  ^  ^ 

Next,  he  will  meet  Secretary  Morgenthau.    Here  is  what  he 

said  about  Secretary  Morgenthau: 

'  Henry  Morgenthau  is  out  of  his  depth. 

When  Colonel  Knox  goes  to  his  first  Cabinet  meeting,  will 
he  say.  "How  are  you.  Mr.  Secretary  Morgenthau?  I  am  glad 
to  meet  you.  but  you  are  just  out  of  yovu:  depth"? 

Referring  to  members  of  the  Cabinet  having  a  meeting. 
Colonel  Knox  said: 

Somebody,  probably  not  Mr.  Morgenthau.  had  a  bright  idea. 

In  other  words,  Henry  Morgenthau  was  not  very  smart; 
Mr.  Knox  did  not'give  him  credit  for  having  any  bright  ideas 

at  that  time. 

Then  Colonel  Knox  will  meet  Secretary  Wallace,  and  I  will 
only  repeat  what  I  said  a  moment  ago.  He  said  that  Mr, 
Wallace  was  "a  farm-journal  editor  with  a  Messianic  com- 

This  will  be  a  good  one  when  he  goes  up  to  meet  "old  Ick" 
down  there  at  the  Cabinet  meeting— Secretary  Ickes.  That 
will  really  l>e  a  good  one.  because  this  is  what  he  said  about 
him: 

Harold  Ickes,  a  reformer  who  Imagines  he  Is  the  only  honest  man 
In  the  world. 

I  am  sure  that  when  he  goes  up  to  meet  Secretary  Ickes  In 
the  Cabinet  he  wUl  say.  "How  are  you.  Honest  Harold?"  And 
then  he  calls  him  a  "stalwart  of  invective." 

I  do  not  think  Jim  Parley  will  be  in  the  Cabinet  very  long, 
from  all  indicaUons.  I  do  not  say  this,  but  this  is  what  the 
new  Secretary  of  the  Navy  thinks  of  Jim  Parley,  as  I  men- 
tioned a  moment  ago.  He  said  he  was  "an  unscrupulous 
Tammany  boss."  I  disagree.  He  said  of  Miss  Perkins— now. 
this  will  be  lovely  when  he  meets  Miss  Perkins — he  said  Miss 
Perkins  is  "a  social  worker  with  a  bias  against  businessmen." 
.  He  also  used  the  same  expression  about  Harry  Hopkins,  but 
he  said  Harry  Hopkins  is  "a  social  spiritualist."  [Laughter.] 
Well,  I  think  he  is  just  about  right  on  that,  only  I  do  not  think 
the  statement  is  quite  direct  enough.  You  should  hear  what 
I  call  him. 

This  is  what  he  said  about  the  Attorney  General.  When  he 
calls  him  up  on  the  telephone  to  get  an  opinion  I  am  sure  it 
will  be  very  lovely,  because  he  said  this  about  Bob  Jackson: 

Secretary  Jackson  is  "a  get-while-the-getting-is-good  boy." 
[Laughter.] 

That  is  an.  There  are  only  two  other  members  left — Sec- 
retary Stimson  and  Secretary  Knox;  but  I  am  sure  the 
members  of  the  Cabinet  will  get  along  better  after  I  have 
introduced  them  to  each  other. 

Let  us  see  who  else  there  is.  Of  course,  as  Secretary  of 
the  Navy.  Colonel  Knox  will  have  to  deal  with  Tom  Corcoran. 
The  Members  of  the  Senate  know  that;  do  they  not?  Some- 
times you  have  to  deal  with  Mr.  Corcoran.  This  is  what 
Colonel  Knox  said  about  Tom  Corcoran.  He  said  he  is  "head 
man  among  the  whispering  brigade";  and  a  moment  ago  I 
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mentioned  the  fact  that  I  am  sure  at  one  of  these  receptions, 
when  he  sits  down  with  the  Supreme  Court,  he  will  meet  Mr. 
Justice  Black,  and  this  is  what  he  said  about  Justice  Black. 
I  mentioned  it  a  moment  ago.    He  said  he  is— 

A  common  scold  and  a  Ku  Kluxer,  to  boot. 

[Laughter.] 

So  it  will  be  very  lovely  when  these  men  sit  dC3wn  together 
at  the  Cabinet  meetings.  I  will  leave  it  to  the  Senate,  after 
reading  those  things,  to  decide  whether  or  not  Colonel  Knox 
was  appointed  because  of  his  viewpoint  on  domestic  affairs. 
He  must  have  been  appointed  because  of  his  viewpoint  on 
foreign  affairs.  He  does  not  like  our  State  Department 
adviser.     This  Is  what  he  sasrs  about  him: 

Mr.  Bullitt — 

Of  course,  he  is  the  one  who  does  most  of  the  advising.  He 
says: 

Mr  Bullitt  himself  would  be  the  last  to  challenge  the  validity  of 
that  Judgment  In  the  light  of  his  experience  in  Moscow.  He  must 
now  have  accepted  the  appointment  to  the  vacant  Embassy  at 
Paris  with  a  sense  of  deep  relief.  For  in  3  years  he  has  not  been 
able  to  effect  a  settlement  of  vital  Russo-American  questions  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  earn  the  plaudits  of  his  country.     •     •     • 

The  reason  for  the  failure  Is  obvious.  The  Russians  expected 
more  of  Mr.  Bullitt,  by  virtue  of  his  alleged  sympathy  with  their 
cause,  than  they  would  have  expected  from  a  disinterested  or 
avowedly  unsympathetic  ambassador. 

Of  the  conduct  of  the  State  Department,  he  said: 

In  his  negotiations  with  foreign  powers,  Mr.  Roosevelt  has  not 
been  fortunate.  He  muffed  his  chance  with  France  and  Britain  In 
the  spring  of  1933.  Two  months  later  he  laughingly  broke  up  the 
London  Economic  Conference,  and  with  It  the  worlds  hopes  of 
n)eedy  recovery  from  the  depression.  He  has  done  nothing  about 
the  war  debts.  His  off-and-on  effort*  at  dollar-pound  stabilization 
have  got  nowhere.  Under  him,  our  foreign  trade,  and  Indeed  our 
foreign  relations  In  general,  have  fallen  to  a  new  low.  His  Russian 
policy  is  a  fizzle.     His  far-eastern  policy  Is  a  naught. 

The  State  Department  under  Roosevelt  Is  not  exactly  a  tower  of 
strength.    Mr.  Hull  is  honest  and  well-meaning,  but  weak. 

He  will  never  rank  among  our  great  Secretaries  of  State.  The 
President's  diplomatic  appointments  have  been  equally  feeble.  Mr. 
Bingham  In  London  and  Mr.  Strauss  In  Paris  have  been  notable 
chiefly  for  their  Ul  health,  which  has  Incapacitated  them  for  months 
on  end.  Mr.  Bullitt,  first  in  Moscow,  now  In  Paris.  Is  a  Jolly  ama- 
teur a  playboy.  Mr.  Bowers.  In  Madrid,  spant  most  of  his  time 
writing  books.  Since  the  clvU  war  broke  out  In  Spain,  with  ita 
many  complications  for  the  United  SWtes,  he  has  been  cruising 
safely  on  an  American  warship  In  the  Bay  of  Biscay. 

Ii4r  Roosevelt  was  a  member  of  the  memorable  Wilson  adminis- 
tration, which,  in  trying  to  keep  \is  out  of  war,  got  us  Into  it. 
He  Is  by  nature  an  experimenter.  He  likes  to  try  new  things.  He 
Is  no  more  bound  by  precedent  than  by  his  own  statemenU. 
Caution,  with  him.  Is  something  to  be  thrown  to  the  winds.  His 
hand  on  the  tiller  of  a  UtUe  sailboat  may  be  skillful  enough.  But. 
Judging  by  the  zigzag  course  he  has  steered  In  the  last  a'j  years, 
his  hand  on  the  tiller  of  the  ship  of  state  Is  amazingly  erratic.  It 
is  bad  enough  to  have  for  President  In  time  of  peace  a  man  who  la 
overconfident.  Incautious,  self-willed,  vmcertaln.  and  unreliable. 
In  time  of  war  It  would  be  disastrous. 

But,  now.  let  us  see.  Let  us  get  down  to  the  real  reason  for 
the  appointment  of  Colonel  Knox. 

Colonel  Knox  was  appointed  because  of  his  views  on  foreign 
affairs.  This  book  called  The  American  White  Paper  is  sup- 
posed to  have  administration  sponsorship.  It  is  supposed  to 
be  the  real  viewpoint  of  the  administration  on  foreign  affairs. 
Colonel  Knox  once  before  was  called  to  the  White  House; 
and  it  says: 

Colonel  Knox  was  called  by  the  President  to  the  White  House  to 
act  as  "mere  window  dressing." 

Is  he  today  being  called  to  the  Cabinet  to  act  as  "mere 
window  dressing"?  Of  course,  others  can  answer  that  ques- 
tion as  well  as  I  can. 

PORZICN   AITAIRS 

But.  going  into  his  viewpoint  on  the  subject  of  foreign 
affairs,  let  me  say  frankly  that  after  Colonel  Knox  got  through 
testifying  he  almost  agreed  with  us  isolationists;  and  I  am 
still  an  isolationist.  I  am  not  ashamed  of  it — not  at  aU.  Let 
me  quote  the  words  of  Colonel  Knox  himself;  not  his  inter- 
pretation, but  his  words  on  foreign  affairs.  This  is  what  he 
said: 

The  primary  dtity  of  those  charged  with  the  conduct  of  our  rela- 
tions with  the  rest  of  the  world  Is  the  protection,  at  whatever  cost, 
of  the  vital  lutereste  of  the  United  SUtea. 


If  these  vital  Interests  can  best  be  served  by  aloofness  from  any 
participation  in  the  crucial  stru^le  now  In  progress  In  Europe, 
then  we  should  remain  aloof  and  inactive. 

If.  however,  otir  vital  Interests  are  involved  and  we  will  be  criti- 
cally and  perhaps  dlsastrouidy  affected  by  a  defeat  of  the  Allies, 
and  a  victory  for  Oennany.  then  Indifference  to  the  outcome  and 
pursuit  of  a  policy  of  rigid  Isolation  not  only  Is  cowardly  and 
despicable,  but  is  as  well  a  betrayal  of  our  vital  Interests. 

I  questioned  Colonel  Knox  about  that.  I  said.  "Would  not 
the  defeat  of  England  affect  our  vital  interests?"  He  said. 
"Most  assuredly."  I  asked  him  If  the  defeat  of  the  Allies 
would  not  affect  our  vital  interests,  and  he  said  it  would.  In 
his  own  statement  he  said  that  if  the  vital  interests  of  the 
United  States  wore  so  affected,  we  should  not  remain  aloof  and 
he  said  the  vital  interests  of  the  United  States  should  be  pro- 
tected at  ftny  cost.  I  asked  him,  "Including  war?"  He  said. 
"Including  war,  most  certainly,  to  protect  the  vital  interests": 
and  he  said  that  our  vital  interests  were  at  stake  in  the  war 
in  Europe,  and  then  later  hedged  on  his  statement. 

In  his  testimony  he  said  we  had  given  all  the  aid  we  could 
to  the  Allies;  but  he  made  this  statement  in  his  newspaper, 
and  I  think  it  is  important.  He  tried  to  explain  what  it  meant, 
but  to  me  it  states  in  plain  English  what  it  means.  This  is 
what  he  said: 

Here  Is  no  qualified  declaration;  here  Is  no  limited  pledge  of 
assistance  to  those  who  are  fighting  the  battle  of  freedom.  All  that 
we  have,  that  they  need  to  win  that  fight,  will  be  given. 

Let  me  repeat  the  last  sentence: 

All  that  we  have,  that  they  need  to  win  that  fight,  will  be  given. 

"All  that  we  have"  means  boys.  That  is  what  it  means.  It 
means  first  to  send  them  all  the  materials  necessary;  and 
then,  if  they  are  not  enough,  it  means  and  it  can  unquestion- 
ably mean  only  one  thing.  "All  that  we  have"  means  all,  and 
"all  that  we  have"  means  our  troops,  regardless  of  whether  he 
■ays  that  he  would  not  send  troops  across  the  ocean;  and  we 
can  find  that  viewpoint  expressed  elsewhere.  There  is  an  out- 
standing point  in  that  statement;  but  Senators  talk  about  a 
si>eecri  he  made  in  Cleveland  and  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
has  referred  to  it.  Let  me  quote  another  speech  that  he  made 
in  Cleveland;  not  the  one  he  gave  to  the  committee,  but  the 
one  I  looked  up  and  got  in  his  own  book.  This  is  what  he  said, 
speaking  at  Cleveland: 

May  I  say  in  passing  the  thing  that  perhaps  will  shock  you.  We 
hope,  and  some  of  us  earnestly  believe,  that  if  another  EuroiJean  war 
comes  we  can  hold  ourselves  aloof  and  not  be  dragged  Into  Its  tur- 
moil. Its  suffering,  and  its  cost  of  treasure  and  life.  I  share  that 
hope,  but  It  is  without  great  conviction  because  what  is  happening 
In  Europe,  obvious  to  anyone  who  chooses  to  see.  Is  a  death  grapple 
between  two  principles  of  government,  the  principle  of  democracy 
and  principle  of  dictatorship.  This  is  what  I  have  in  mind  to  say: 
li  may  come  to  some  of  you  with  a  shock,  that  if  that  conflict  is 
Joined,  If  that  battle  begins  and  there  Is  peril  that  the  democracies 
of  Europe  are  going  under 

KNOX  SATO  "WE  WIIX  BI  HC" 

Let  me  interpolate  here  that  there  is  not  a  man  in  the 
Senate  who  does  not  think  there  is  peril  of  the  democracies 
going  under.  We  know  there  is  peril  of  the  democracies  going 
under;  but  this  is  what  Colonel  Knox  said: 

It  may  come  to  some  of  you  with  a  shock,  that  if  that  conflict  Is 
Joined,  If  that  battle  begins  and  there  Is  peril  that  the  democracies 
of  Europe  are  going  under,  we  will  be  In  that  war  on  the  side  of 
democracy,  whether  we  choose  to  be  or  not. 

That  is  Colonel  Knox. 

Let  me  continue,  and  then  I  will  comment  on  this  state- 
ment.   These  are  the  words  of  Colonel  Knox: 

We  cannot  see  the  democratic  principles  go  down  without  a  cer- 
tain knowledge  that  having  defeated  those  principles  in  the  Old 
World  the  victors  there  wlU  cross  the  ocean  to  challenge  them 
here. 

We  will  be  in  the  war.  he  says,  If  the  challenge  is  against 
the  democracies,  and  they  are  in  peril;  and  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  a  man  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  today  who  will  not 
say  that  the  democracies  are  in  peril. 

Tliose  are  the  words  of  the  colonel  on  foreign  affairs  in 
Cleveland,  just  as  much  as  the  words  that  were  read  before. 
And  what  else  did  he  advocate?  Not  only  did  he  declare 
that  this  war  was  a  war  of  liberty,  and  that  the  vital  interests 


of  America  were  tied  up  in  It,  but  he  advocated  in  his  news- 
paper the  extension  of  credit  to  the  allied  nations.  Let  me 
quote  his  exact  words: 

If,  as  is  entirely  possible,  we  lend  other  and  more  positive  assist- 
ance to  the  AUles.  through  modifications  of  credit  reqiiirements,  tlie 
supply  of  munitions  and  foodstuffs,  when  AUled  credit  Is  ex- 
hausted— 

Get  this— 

and  then  financial  assistance.  It  win  not  be  because  we  love  Eng- 
land as  our  mother  country,  nor  out  of  gratitude  to  Prance  because 
of  something  that  happened  150  years  ago.  but  wholly  because  it  Is 
against  our  vital  Interests  to  have  Germany  emerge  from  this  war 
with  complete  domination  of  both  land  and  sea  In  the  Eastern 
Hemisphere. 

AOVOCATCS  BXPBAL  OP  JOHNSON  ACT 

The  last  part  is  not  important;  but  he  does  say  that  we 
would  lend  financial  assistance  to  the  Allies,  and  he  spe- 
cifically said  so  in  his  newspaper;  and  I  asked  him  in  the 
committee  whether  he  did  not  favor  the  repeal  of  the  John- 
son Act. 

Here  is  the  exact  statement: 

Senator  Holt.  Colonel,  you  have  never  advocated  the  extension 
of  credit  to  England  and  to  France,  according  to  your  statement; 
Is  that  correct? 

Colonel  Knox.  No;  that  isn't  correct. 

Senator  Holt.  You  have  advocated  it? 

Colonel  Knox.  I  have  not.  I  said  I  had  no  objection  to  it  if  they 
were  In  desperate  straits,  and  needed  our  help  to  tliat  extent. 

Senator  Holt.  Wouldn't  that  be  an  advocacy  of  credit? 

Colonel  Knox.  It  would. 

Senator  Holt.  And  you  would  favor.  If  they  need  our  money, 
extending  credit  to   them? 

Colonel  Knox.  If  they  are  In  a  desperate  situation.  aiKl  some  of 
our  money  would  help  them  to  resist  and  prolong  a  war,  and 
give  us  a  better  opportunity  to  get  ready  ourselves,  I  would  be 
willing  to  give  them  the  money;  I  wouldn't  lend  it  to  them. 

Then  later  he  said  that  he  did  not  know  that  It  was 
necessary.  But  his  paper  has  been  harping  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Johnson  Act,  to  make  Uncle  Sam  "Uncle  Sap"  once 
again.  The  repeal  of  the  Johnson  Act  is  one  thing  in  which 
some  are  Interested.  He  wants  to  repeal  that  act  and  allow 
these  defaulting  nations  once  again  to  come  here  and  get 
money  from  us  to  fight  the  war  over  In  Europe,  with  America 
needing  all  the  money  it  can  get  right  here,  with  the  thousands 
and  millions  of  unemployed  and  many  others  not  on  relief 
upon  whom  we  could  spend  the  money  for  our  betterment. 

ADVOCATES  REPEAL  OF  NEtrrBAUTT  ACT 

He  also  advocated  the  repeal  of  the  Neutrality  Act,  not  Just 
the  repeal  of  part  of  it,  but  the  repeal=of  the  Neutrality  Act. 
What  did  that  mean?  It  meant  sending  our  ships — it  could 
mean  nothing  else — into  the  war  zone.  He  said  that  could  be 
controlled  by  Executive  order.  But  he  knows  definitely,  as  we 
all  do.  that  Executive  order  does  not  stop  the  transportation 
of  supplies  to  nations  in  war,  as  was  the  case  in  the  last  war. 
as  was  so  ably  said  by  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Bone]  yesterday.  Colonel  Knox  advocated  repeal  of  the 
Neutrality  Act,  and  repeal  means  allowing  our  ships  to  go 
into  the  war  zone,  possibly  to  be  sunk. 

I  asked  him  if  that  did  not  mean  allowing  American  citi- 
zens to  travel  anywhere  at  their  own  risk,  and  he  said  "Yes." 
Here  is  the  testimony: 

Senator  Holt.  You  agree  with  the  sentiment  of  allowing  Ameri- 
cans to  go  anywhere  any  time  on  any  ship? 
Colonel  Knox.  That  is  an  inherent  right. 
Senator  Holt.  Do  you  agree  with  that  right? 
Colonel  Knox.  We  abridged  that  right  by  act  of  legislation. 
Senator  Holt.  Do  you  think  we  should  go  back  to  that? 
Colonel  Knox.  We  should  repeal  the  neutrality  law. 

Allowing  American  citizens  to  go  anywhere  at  their  own 
risk,  and  then  have  one  of  them  killed,  and,  as  I  stated  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  at  other  times,  from  that  would  be 
the  spark  that  would  cause  a  declaration  of  war  Itself. 

A  moment  ago  I  spoke  about  the  vital  Interests,  and  this 
Ls  what  Colonel  Knox  had  said  as  to  how  far  we  should  go 
to  protect  our  vital  interests.  He  said  that  our  vital  In- 
terests were  at  stake  in  the  war  in  Europe.  That  is  what  he 
said: 

The  primary  duty  of  those  charged  with  the  conduct  of  our 
relations  with  the  rest  of  the  world  Is  the  protection  at  whatever 
cost  of  the  vital  interests  of  the  United  States. 
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"At  whatever  cost."  In  those  three  words  lies  many  a 
coffin.  In  those  three  words  lies  possible  war.  whether  they 
say  so  or  not.  He  himself  said  that  vital  interests  were  tied 
up  in  the  war,  and  he  said  we  should  protect  those  interests 
at  "whatever  cost."  Of  course,  he  did  make  a  number  of 
statements  which  I  was  very  glad  to  hear.  I  think,  frankly, 
we  made  a  more  definite  isolationist  out  of  him  than  he  was 
when  the  hearings  opened.  But  his  past  record  has  been 
consistent,  regardless  cf  the  statements  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois,  and  he  has  been  an  interventionist  as  I  define  inter- 
vention. Speaking  of  intervention,  some  think  it  possible  to 
intervene  in  a  contest  by  standing  in  a  window  and  throwing 
rocks  at  people  on  the  outside,  and  not  expect  to  get  into  a 
fight.    You  cannot  safely  be  halfway  in  and  halfway  out. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President 

The  PFIESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  In  connection  with  the  doctrine  of  the  free- 
dom of  the  seas.  I  wish  to  read  a  line  or  two  from  a  colloquy 
before  the  committee  dealing  with  the  question  of  the  use 
of  belligerent  waters  by  our  own  vessels: 

Senator  Bone.  Colonel,  may  I  ask  what  part  do  you  believe  the 
sinking  of  our  vessel  played  In  getting  us  into  the  World  War? 

Colonel   Knox.  A  great   deal. 

Senator  Bone.  It  was  a  major  factor,  was  it  not? 

Colonel  Knox.  I  think  it  was. 

Senator  Bone.  So  that  when  a  vessel,  flying  the  American  flag, 
entered  waters  teeming  with  submarines,  she  was  in  immediate 
danger  of   being   sunk? 

Colonel  Knox.  That  is  true. 

In  the  face  of  that  record  Colonel  Knox  wants  these  vessels 
to  again  enter  belligerent  waters,  and  his  argument  in  that 
behalf  is  that  to  surrender  that  right  is  to  surrender  a  vital 
American  right,  and  he  characterizes  a  vital  American  right 
as  a  right  worth  sustaining  by  war.  I  think  that  record  is 
plain  enough,  even  for  the  gentleman  whom  he  identifies  as  a 
"craven  Congressman." 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  this  is  an  exact  quotation  about 
the  repeal  of  the  Neutrality  Act.  This  is  the  exact  language 
of  Colonel  Knox: 

It  has  repeatedly  said,  since  the  repeal,  that  the  whole  law  should 
never  have  been  enacted  and  should  best  be  repealed  now. 

He  speaks  about  the  Daily  News  supporting  repeal.  The 
actual  repeal  itself  was  supported  by  that  paper. 

"a  rEARIXnXT  GRAVE  DECISION" 

Before  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  he  said  we  were 
doing  everything  we  could  to  help  the  Allies;  that  there  was 
nothing  else  to  be  done;  we  were  giving  all  the  aid  we  could 
possibly  give;  but  this  is  what  he  said  on  the  28th  day  of 
May  1940  in  his  paper,  speaking  about  the  destruction  of 
Leopold's  army  in  Belgium  and  the  invasion  of  Prance.  These 
are  Colonel  Knox's  own  words: 

When  that  hour  strikes— 

If  anyone  wants  the  whole  statement.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
put  it  in  the  Record,  but  he  speaks  about  the  hour  in  which 
those  nations  now  called  Allies  would  fail — 

When  that  hour  strikes — and  nothing  but  a  miracle  can  prevent 
It — only  a  cowardly  shrinking  from  facing  the  truth,  a  weak  and 
Imbecile  refusal  to  confront  stark  reality  would  explain,  but  not 
condone,  a  failure  of  the  leadership  of  America  to  teU  the  American 
people  that  a  fearftiUy  grave  decision  must  be  made. 

I  wish  to  repeat  that.  Perhaps  I  had  better  read  the  first 
two  paragraphs  so  that  there  will  be  no  question  about  it. 
This  is  what  he  said: 

We  are  looking  today  upon  the  threatened  collapse  of  European 
civilization. 

It  is  literally  impossible  to  exaggerate  the  seriousness  of  the 
Allied  situation  produced  by  the  unconditional  surrender  of  King 
Leopold's  army  in  Belgium,  which  leaves  the  left  wing  of  the 
French  and  British  Army  in  Flanders  open  to  the  swift  onslaught  of 
Hitler's  tanks,  armored  cars,  and  bombers. 

News  of  the  utter  destruction  or  the  surrender  of  the  encircled 
armies,  betrayed  by  the  treachery  of  a  weak  king-commander,  and 
cut  off  from  supplies  of  ammunition  and  food,  cannot  be  long 
delayed. 

When  that  hour  strikes — and  nothing  but  a  miracle  can  prevent 
It — only  a  cowardly  shrinking  from  facing  the  truth,  a  weak  and 


imbecile  refusal  to  confront  stark  reality  would  explain,  but  not 
condone,  a  failure  of  the  leadership  of  America  to  teU  the  American 
people  that  a  fearfully  grave  decision  must  be  made. 

What  did  he  mean  by  a  fearfully  grave  decision?  Before 
the  committee  he  said  that  we  have  given  all  the  aid  we  can. 
There  is  only  one  implication  from  that  statement  about  a 
fearfully  grave  decision.    He  said  then: 

If  we  become  convinced  that  France  and  Britain  will  be  defeated 
without  our  assistance,  are  we  going  to  help  them,  or  are  we  to 
stand  by  and  permit  Germany  to  become  dominant  on  both  land 
and  sea  In  Eiirope? 

That  is  the  important  part.  He  said  that  we  had  given 
every  assistance  possible,  and  then  he  said: 

If  we  become  convinced  that  Prance  and  Britain  will  be  defeated 
without  our  assistance,  are  we  going  to  help  them,  or  are  we  to 
stand  by  and  permit  Germany  to  become  dominant  on  both  land 
and  sea  in  Exuope? 

If  we  have  done  everything  we  can.  what  did  he  mean  by 
helping  them  more?  There  is  only  one  avenue  left  along 
which  to  help  them,  and  that  means  sending  boys.  That  is 
the  only  avenue  left  if  we  continue  to  go  in  further.  Is  that 
the  fearfully  grave  decision  of  which  he  speaks? 

Of  course,  it  is  not  yet  proper  to  say  that  we  will  send  boys 
over  there,  just  as  the  Senator  from  Dlinois  said  that  no  one 
wanted  to  send  boys  across.  As  late  as  February  and  March 
1917  the  very  men  who  got  this  country  into  the  World  War 
were  telling  the  people  of  this  country  that  they  were  not 
going  to  war  in  Europe.  What  did  Secretary  Lansing  say  in 
1915?  That  the  people  were  not  educated  to  go  into  the  war 
at  that  time.  Then  in  1916  he  made  statements  saying  that 
we  were  not  going  into  the  war. 

Some  of  us  said  last  fall  that  the  repeal  of  the  arms  em- 
bargo was  a  step  toward  war.  We  did  not  say  it  was  a 
declaration  of  war;  we  said  it  was  a  step  toward  war,  as  it 
was.  The  President  himself  had  said  at  Chautauqua,  quite 
truly,  that  it  was  a  day  by  day  decision  that  would  lead  us 
into  war.  and  the  day  by  day  decisions  have  all  been  in  the 
direction  of  intervention  and  involvement  in  the  war. 

APPOINTMENT    OT   ADVOCATX  OF   WA« 

The  people  are  not  quite  enough  "educated"  to  get  this 
country  into  war;  it  is  too  close  to  an  election  to  get  them 
Into  war;  but  there  are  some  men  in  this  country  who  want 
us  to  go  to  war.  Why  did  the  President  of  the  United  States 
appoint  as  chief  economist  to  the  National  Defense  Council 
Mr.  Stacy  May,  shortly  after  Stacy  May  made  the  statement 
that  we  should  declare  war  against  Germany? 

Why  was  such  an  individual  appointed  at  that  time?  The 
man  who  is  economist  of  the  Council  of  National  Defense  went 
on  record  publicly  asking  for  a  declaration  of  war  against 
Germany. 

There  is  no  need  to  try  to  be  smug  and  hide  behind  the 

facts.    There  is  a  movement  to  take  us  into  war.    The  same 

old  slogan  is  t)eing  used.    The  only  reason  why  we  have  not 

come  closer  to  it  today  than  some  of  us  feel  we  seem  to  be  is 

the  fact  that  no  actual  overt  incident  affecting  America  has 

occurred  which  would  take  us  into  war,  but  let  an  overt  mci- 

I  dent  happen  which  affects  America,  let  a  spark  occur  that 

I  would  set  off  the  dynamite,  and  we  would  see  how  close  we 

I  really  are  to  war.    Today  some  persons  are  trying  to  break 

;  down  the  defense  against  such  overt  incidents  occurring.    You 

do  not  always  go  into  war  by  choice ;  you  may  go  into  war  even 

if  you  desire  not  to  go  into  it.    Why  create  possibilities?    If 

you  send  ships  overseas,  and  they  are  sunk,  if  you  open  the 

avenue  so  one  of  them  could  be  sunk,  war  would  probably 

result.    There  is  no  one  within  the  sound  of  my  voice  who 

does  not  know  that  if  an  overt  incident  were  to  occur  America 

might  become  inflamed  toward  war  overnight.    America  has 

not  developed  to  that  point  yet,  but  do  not  fool  yourselves;  do 

not  believe  that  the  sentiment  is  not  being  spread  by  an 

interventionist  group  for  such  a  reaction. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota? 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  yield.  \ 


Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  other  night  a  public-forum  discussion 
occurred.  One  of  the  speakers  was  Colonel  Breckenridge. 
The  colonel  proceeded  to  declare  war  right  then  and  there. 
He  said.  "If  I  had  the  power  to  declare  war,  I  would  declare 
war  tonight."  As  I  understand,  be  Is  not  very  far  away  from 
the  administration. 

WAK  ADVOCATX  SATS  "AFFOIMTMrMT   MACHIWCKNT" 

Mr.  HOLT.  Let  me  say  what  Colonel  Breckenridge  said 
about  the  appointment  of  Colonel  Knox.  He  said.  "His  ap~ 
pointment  is  magnificent."  The  man  of  whom  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  speaks,  when  questioned  about  the  appoint- 
ment of  Colonel  Knox  in  New  York  the  day  following  the 
appointment,  made  the  statement  that  Knox's  appointment 
was  magnificent.  Of  course,  it  is  magnificent  to  all  those 
who  would  involve  us  in  intervention.  I  should  like  to  have 
a  single  Senator  rise  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  name 
one  interventionist,  one  individual  who  has  asked  for  a  decla- 
ration of  war,  who  has  protested  against  the  appointment  of 
Colonel  Knox  or  the  appointment  of  Colonel  Stimson.  Why 
is  it  that  they  say,  "These  appointments  are  magnificent"? 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas!  referred  to  the  fact 
that  some  one  spoke  of  the  Cabinet  as  being  a  war  Cabinet. 
Let  me  say  that  the  English  themselves  seem  to  know  that. 
This  data  was  given  to  the  Senate  Monday  by  me.  In  dis- 
cussing Colonel  Stimson's  appointment  day  before  yesterday 
I  stated  in  the  Record  that  we  all  know  that  his  appointment 
was  made  because,  as  Colonel  Knox  said.  "The  viewpoints  are 
In  accord  with  those  of  the  President."  They  have  discussed 
the  question  with  the  President,  and  they  agree  on  the  ques- 
tion of  foreign  policy  as  it  affects  the  Navy.  Does  the  Presi- 
dent want  to  repeal  the  Neutrality  Act?  Does  he  desire  the 
destruction  of  the  Johnson  Act?  Does  he  feel  our  vital  In- 
terests are  at  stake  now?  If  so  does  he  feel  that  we  should 
intervene  at  whatever  cost  when  our  vital  interests  were 
affected? 

Let  us  realize  one  thing.  It  is  said,  "No;  we  have  not  made 
a  declaration  of  war  yet."  I  hope  we  never  do.  But  step  by 
step  we  are  taking  actions  that  are  bringing  us  close  to  the 
brink,  and  it  is  too  dangerous  to  play  on  the  avenue  to  war. 
I  know  and  you  all  know  that  the  appointment  of  Colonel 
Stimson  and  the  appointment  of  Colonel  Knox  to  be  mem- 
bers of  the  President's  Cabinet  was  a  gesture  toward  inter- 
vention, when  the  Allies  and  others  needed  to  have  their 
morale  bolstered  by  America. 

I  do  not  condemn  the  nominees  personally  when  I  say  that. 
They  have  their  viewpoint.  But  I  do  not  think  their  view- 
point expresses  the  viewpoint  of  America,  which  wants  to  stay 
out  of  this  war,  and  does  not  want  to  experiment  and  play 
around  in  Europe  at  the  expense  of  the  bojrs  of  America. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  shall  use  the  same  judgment 
that  the  Senator  from  Illinois  used.  He  said  he  was  going 
to  resolve  the  question  of  doubt  in  favor  of  Colonel  Knox. 
I  am  going  to  resolve  the  question  of  doubt  in  favor  of  the 
American  boys,  the  boys  who  would  have  to  die  as  the  result 
of  a  policy  of  Intervention — a  jxilicy  which  Is  not  publicly 
stated  but  privately  made. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  quesUon  is.  Will  the 
Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the  nomination  of  Frank  Knox 
to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 

Adama 

Andrews 

Aahunt 

Austin 

Bailey 

Barbour 

BarklCT 

BUbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Bymej 


Capper 

Gillette 

Johnson,  Colo 

Caraway 

Green 

King 

Chandler 

Guffey 

LsFoUetts 

Chavez 

Gumey 

Lodge 

Clark.  Idaho 

Hale 

Lucas 

Clark.  Uo. 

Harrison 

Lundecn 

Connally 

Hatch 

McCarran 

Danaher 

Hayden 

McKellar 

I>avu 

Herring 

McNsry 

Downey 

Hill 

Maloney 

Kllender 

Holman 

Mead 

Ocorge 

Holt 

Miller 

Oerry 

Hughes 

Mlnton 

Gibson 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Murray 

Neely 

Radcllffe 

Shtpstead 

Tobey 

Norrls 

Reed 

Smith 

Townsend 

Nye 

Reynolds 

Stewart 

Vandenberi 

CMaboney 

Russell 

Taft 

VanNuys 

Overton 

Schwartz 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Walsh 

Pepper 

Bchwellenbach 

Thomas,  Ok!a. 

White 

Plttman 

Sheppard 

Thomas.  Utah 

WUey 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-four  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is.  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the 
nomination  of  Frank  Knox  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy?       / 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays.  ' 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  8HIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Glass].  I 
am  Informed  that  if  present  and  voting  he  would  vote  "yea." 
If  I  were  at  liberty  to  vote  I  should  vote  "nay."  I  withhold 
my  vote. 

Mr.  LUCAS  (when  Mr.  Slattery's  name  was  called).  My 
colleague  I  Mr.  Slattery]  is  unavoidably  detained  on  im- 
portant public  business.    If  present,  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  MEAD  (when  Mr.  Wagneb's  name  was  called).  My 
colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner] 
is  unavoidably  absent.  If  he  were  present  he  would  vote 
"yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  PRAZIER.  On  this  question  I  have  a  pair  with  the 
senior  Senator  from  Alabama  tMr.  BankheadI.  If  the  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  were  present  he  would  vote  "yea."  If  I 
were  at  liberty  to  vote  I  should  vote  "nay."  I  withhold  my 
vote. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Ok- 
lahoma [Mr.  Lee]  is  absent  on  account  of  public  business. 
Were  he  present  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  HIT  J  I.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Bankheao]  Is  absent  on  im- 
portant public  business. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  On  this  question  I  am  paired  with  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr.  TydingsI,  who  Is  unavoidably 
detained.  If  he  were  present  and  voting  he  would  vote 
"nay."  If  I  were  at  liberty  to  vote  I  should  vote  "yea." 
I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  BYRD.  My  colleague,  the  senior  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Glass]  is  unavoidably  absent.  Were  he  present 
he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Truman]  Is 
necessarily  absent.  I  am  not  advised  how  he  would  vote  if 
present. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  Wheeler]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  SmathersL  These  Senators  are  necessarily  ab- 
sent. If  the  Senator  from  Montana  were  present  and  voting 
he  would  vote  "nay";  and  if  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
were  present  and  voting  he  would  vote  "yea." 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Brown]  Is  unavoidably  detained.  If  present,  he  would  vote 
"yea." 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  TMr.  Donahey]  Is  unavoidably  de- 
tained. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  66,  nays  16,  as  follows: 

TEAS— «6 


Adams 

Davis 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Radcllffe 

Andrews 

Downey 

King 

Reynolds 

Ashurst 

Ellender 

Lodge 

Russell 

Austin 

George 

Lucas 

Bchwellenbach 

Bailey 

Gerry 

McKellar 

Sheppard 

Barbour 

Gibson 

McNary 

Stewart 

Barkley 

Green 

Maloney 

Taft 

Bilbo 

Oxiffey 

Mead 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bridges 

Gumey 

MiUer 

Thomas,  Utah 

Burke 

Hale 

Mlnton 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Harrison 

Murray 

Townsend 

Byrnes 

Hatch 

N^ly 

VandenboT 

Caraway 

Hayden 

Norrls 

Walth 

Chandlor 

Herring 

CMahoney 

White 

Chavez 

Hill 

Overton 

WUey 

Oonnslly 

Holman 

Pepper 

Hughes 

Plttman 
NATS— 1« 

1 

Bone 

Clark,  Mo. 

LaPoUette 

B«ed 

Bulow 

GUlette 

Lundeen 

Smith 

Capper 

Holt 

McCarran 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Clark,  Idaho 

Johnson,  Calif.      Nye 

Van  Nuys 
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Bankhead 

Brown 

Donahey 

Frazler 
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NOT  VOTING— 14 


Glass 
Lee 

Schwartz 
Shlpetead 


Slattery 
Smathcrs 
Truman 
Ty  dings 


Wagner 
Wheeler 


So  the  nomination  of  Frank  Knox,  of  Illinois,  to  be  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  was  confirmed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  President  be  immediately  notified  of  the  confirmation 
of  Colonel  Knox's  nomination. 

The  PRESIDING  omCER.  Without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  immediately  notified. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry  citizens  for 
appointment  in  the  Foreign  and  Diplomatic  Service  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

POSTB4ASTERS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  that  the  remaining  nominations  on 
the  calendar  be  stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  postmasters 
be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
nominations  of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

IN  THE  MARINE  CORPS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
in  the  Marine  Corps. 
-     Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  ask  that  the  nominations  in  the  Marine 
Corps  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
inations in  the  Marine  Corps  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

AUTHORITY     FOR     COMMITTEES     TO     REPORT     DURING      RECESS     OR 

ADJOURNMENT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  legislative  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Appropriations  Committee  and  other  Senate  com- 
mittees be  authorized  to  submit  reports  during  any  recess 
or  adjournment  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

COMPOSITION  OF  NAVY  AND  NAVAL  CONSTRUCTION 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2051,  House  bill 
10100.  to  establish  the  composition  of  the  United  States 
Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  naval  vessels, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs,  w^ith  amendments. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  formal 
reading  of  the  bill  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  it  be  read 
for  amendment,  the  amendments  of  the  committee  to  be 
first  considered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is 
SO  ordered. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  offer  a  brief  ex- 
planation of  the  bill. 

This  is  the  fourth  naval  bill  which  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs  has  reported  to  the  Senate  this  year. 

The  first  bill  authorized  an  expansion  of  approximately  11 
percent,  and  increased  the  authorized  number  of  naval  air- 
planes to  4.500. 

The  second  bill  Increased  the  number  of  naval  airplanes  to 
10.000.  authorized  the  creation  of  facilities  to  train  16.000 
naval  a\iatx)rs.  and  authorized  the  construction  of  additional 
naval  air  bases,  both  continental  and  overseas. 

The  third  bill  authorized  the  speeding  up  of  naval  ship- 
building and  the  procurement  of  naval  airplanes.    It  author- 


ized the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  negotiate  contracts  for 
vessels  and  planes,  and  removed  the  statutory  limitation  with 
respect  to  the  cost  of  vessels  and  nav^  construction  projects. 
The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  in  its  report  recommend- 
ing the  passage  of  the  first  naval  expansion  bill,  the  11  per- 
cent increase  bill,  stated: 

It  is  true  that  we  would  be  more  secure  If  we  maintained  a  fleet 
In  the  Pacific  and  a  fleet  In  the  Atlantic,  each  superior  to  any 
which  covUd  be  brought  against  it.  In  the  future  we  may  have  to 
consider  the  possibility  of  building  and  maintaining  two  fleets. 

That  statement  was  written  in  the  early  part  of  the  present 
session  before  the  situation  in  Europe  became  so  alarming 
from  the  standpoint  of  our  own  security  as  it  is  today.  The 
bill  now  before  the  Senate  would  authorize  the  building  In 
the  immediate  future  of  such  an  increase  in  our  Navy  as 
would  enable  us  to  have  a  fieet  in  the  Atlantic  and  a  fieet  in 
the  Pacific. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  says  the  result  to  which 
he  refers  is  to  be  achieved  in  the  near  future.  Can  the  Sen- 
ator indicate  when  we  may  hope  to  complete  the  program  to 
which  he  now  addresses  himself? 

Mr.  WALSH.     Not,  possibly,  before  1946. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.    So  up  until  1946  it  would  not  be  a 
bad  idea,  would  it,  to  maintain  in  the  Far  East  a  diplomatic 
attitude  as  reasonably  friendly  as  possible? 
Mr.  WALSH.    I  agree  with  the  Senator. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  total  authorizations  for  the  Navy, 
including  tho.se  in  this  bill,  will  be  approximately  $10,000,- 
000.000.  will  they  not? 

Mr.  WALSH.    Yes,  and  I  will  come  to  that  directly. 
Mr.  President,  the  authorized  under-age  tonnage  of  the 
Navy  today  is  1.724,480  tons.     This  bill  proposes  an  increase 
of  approximately  70  percent  in  that  tonnage;   namely,  an 
increase  of  1,325.000  tons. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
Mr.  KING.  I  desire  to  ask  whether  or  not  the  appropri- 
ations which  heretofore  have  been  made  at  the  present  ses- 
sion and  the  last  session  and  the  previous  session  are  not 
sufScient  to  occupy  fully  the  facilities  which  the  Govern- 
ment has  and  which  it  may  acquire  before  it  enters  upon 
the  program  which  the  bill  now  under  consideration  calls  for? 
Mr.  WALSH.  It  is  my  information  that  the  money  already 
appropriated  will  necessitate  the  use  of  all  the  private  and 
public  shipbuilding  facilities  this  country  now  has.  We  have 
already,  in  addition  to  those  facilities,  appropriated  substan- 
tial sums  of  money  to  enlarge  existing  facilities. 

Mr.  KING.  Then,  if  I  may  make  a  further  inquiry,  the 
appropriation  which  is  authorized  by  this  bill  will  probably 
not  be  drawn  upon  for  1  or  2  years? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  understand  a  request  is  to  be  made  for  an 
appropriation  from  the  present  Congress  to  provide  addi- 
tional facilities  which  will  make  possible  commencing  next 
year  the  building  of  some  of  the  ships  provided  for  by  the 
pending  bill. 

Mr.  KINO.    Does  the  Senator  refer  to  facilities  provided 
in  the  bill  which  is  now  imder  consideration? 
Mr.  WALSH.    Yes. 

I  may  briefly  state  what  the  pending  bill  provides: 
First.  It  increases  the  authorized  composition  of  the  United 
States  Navy  in  underage  combatant  vessels  by  1,325,000  tons. 
Second.  It  authorizes  an  appropriation  of  $150,000,000  for 
essential  equipment  and  facilities  at  either  private  or  naval 
establishments  for  building  or  equipping  any  complete  naval 
vessel  or  portion  thereof  heretofore  authorized,  or  authorized 
by  this  bUl. 

Third.  It  authorizes  an  appropriation  of  $65,000,000  for 
essential  equipment  and  facilities  for  the  manufacture  of 
ordnance  material  or  munitions  at  either  private  or  naval 
establishments. 
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Fourth.  It  authorizes  an  appropriation  of  $35,000,000  for 
the  expansion  of  facilities  for  the  production  of  armor  at 
either  private  or  naval  establishments. 

Fifth.  It  authorizes  the  President  to  acquire  and  convert 
or  to  undertake  the  construction  of — 

(a)  Patrol,  escort,  and  miscellaneous  craft  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  supplement  the  tonnages  heretofore  authorized  or 
authorized  by  this  bill. 

(b)  One  hundred  thousand  tons  of  auxiliary  vessels. 
Sixth.  It  provides  that  no  vessel,  ship,  or  boat — except 

ships'  boats — now  in  the  United  States  Navy  or  being  built 
for  the  Navy  shall  be  disposed  of  by  sale  or  otherwise  except 
as  is  now  provided  by  law. 

Seventh.  It  increases  the  number  of  useful  naval  airplanes 
from  not  more  than  10,000  to  a  total  of  15,000,  and  provides 
that  this  total  may  be  exceeded  if,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
President,  this  number  is  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  needs  of 
the  national  defense. 

I  now  call  attention  to  costs.  The  estimated  cost  of  the 
construction  of  the  vessels  authorized  by  this  bill  is  $3,760,- 
000,000:  the  cost  of  additional  shipbuilding,  armor,  and  ord- 
nance facilities  is  $250,000,000.  making  the  estimated  total 
cost  of  the  bill,  exclusive  of  planes,  $4,010,000,000. 

Now,  as  to  the  estimated  cost  of  airplanes.  The  estimated 
cost  of  procuring  the  additional  planes  authorized  by  this 
bill — and  that  is  optional,  of  coiu:se — is  $600,000,000.  So  the 
total  estimated  cost  of  this  bill,  if  all  the  authorizations  are 
translated  into  appropriations,  is  $4,610,000,000. 

The  estimated  costs  of  procuring  the  additional  planes, 
ordnance  equipment,  and  personnel,  and  the  estimated  cost  of 
constructing  the  additional  aviation  facilities  authorized  by 
the  act  approved  June  15,  1940,  are  as  follows: 

(a)  For  additional  planes.  $1,150,000,000. 

(b)  For  addiUonal  shore  facilities,  $410,000,000. 

(c)  For  training  of  pilots,  $90,000,000. 

(d)  For  prociu-ement  and  training  of  additional  person- 
nel. $300,000,000. 

(e)  For  ordnance  equipment,  bombs,  torpedoes,  ammuni- 
Uon.  and  so  forth.  $300,000,000. 

Making  a  toUl  of  $2,250,000,000. 

Tlie  additional  appropriations  required  to  complete  the 
large  number  of  vessels  now  under  construction  are  $2,800,- 
000,000. 

The  gross  total  is  $9,660,000,000. 

So  if  for  every  vessel  now  being  constructed  and  every  naval 
plane  heretofore  authorized  the  necessary  appropriations  are 
made,  and  all  the  planes  authorized  by  this  bill  and  all  the 
increases  in  the  Navy  authorized  by  this  bill  are  translated 
into  appropriations,  the  total  cost  to  this  country  between 
now  and  1946,  which  is  the  earliest  time  when  this  program 
can  be  completed,  will  be  $9,660,000,000. 

The  Navy  Department  is  authorized  to  spend,  approxi- 
mately, $10,000,000  during  the  next  6  years  for  the  construc- 
tion of  naval  vessels  and  naval  airplanes  and  for  additional 
shore  facilities.  This  figure  of  $10,000,000  is  in  addition  to 
the  annual  maintenance  appropriation  which  wiU  be  required, 
and  it  is  also  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  replacement  of  naval 
vessels  and  naval  aircraft  which  will  become  over -age  or  obso- 
lete during  the  next  6  years.  In  other  words,  these  figures 
do  not  include  the  maintenance  cost  that  will  continue  from 
year  to  year.  Furthermore,  they  have  nothing  to  do  with  and 
do  not  relate  to  the  replacement  of  vessels  which  will  become 
otjsolete  and  require  replacement  in  the  future. 

As  the  Senate  knows,  whether  a  naval  vessel  is  over-age  or 
under-age  is  determined  by  law.  and  the  Navy  Department, 
without  any  further  authorization,  can  come  before  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  and  ask  for  a  replacement  of  battle- 
ships, cruisers,  destroyers,  submarines,  or  aircraft  which  have 
become  over-age  by  reason  of  having  been  in  use  for  a  given 
number  of  years — 26  years  in  the  case  of  battleships.  20 
years  in  the  case  of  cruisers,  16  years  In  the  case  of  destroyers, 
and  13  years  in  the  case  of  submarines. 

Mr.  GEORGE!.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  allow  me 
to  ask  him  a  question? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 


Mr.  GEORGE.  Do  the  figures  given  by  the  Senator  relate 
only  to  the  authorization  made  for  the  Navy? 

Bilr.  WALSH.    That  is  aU. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  They  do  not  include  ansrthlng  for  the 
Army? 

Mr.  WAUSH.    Nothing  whatsoever. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Not  even  for  the  Air  Service? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Not  even  for  the  Air  Service  of  the  Army. 
They  relate  simply  to  vessels  and  aircraft  for  the  Navy  and 
Marine  Corps,  solely  and  alone,  and  to  the  establishment 
also  of  naval  bases  and  the  increasing  of  the  facilities  for 
constructing  naval  vessels  and  aircraft  at  expanded  navy 
jrards  and  expanded  private  yards. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Hie  recommendations  submitted  in  the 
President's  message  today  are,  of  course,  additional  to  the 
amount  which  the  Senator  has  mentioned? 

Mr.  WALSH.    Yes.     These  are  additional  authorizations. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Unless  the  Senator  intends  to  cover  the 
subject  later.  I  should  like  to  Inquire  about  the  number  of 
personnel  now  in  the  Navy  and  how  much  of  an  increase  will 
be  required  by  the  completion  of  the  program  now  under 
way.  I  also  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  tell  us  whether, 
in  his  opinion,  conscription  will  be  required  to  build  up  the 
personnel  of  the  Navy? 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  present  personnel  of  the  Navy  Is.  for 
the  Regular  Navy,  10,817  officers  and  139,060  enlisted  men. 
The  number  of  retired  officers  on  active  duty — men  who  have 
been  retired,  and  have  been  called  back  because  of  the  emer- 
gency—is 527.  In  the  Naval  Reserve  there  are  15,216  officers 
and  40,204  men.  The  Reserve  personnel  on  active  duty,  how- 
ever, is  but  2,437  officers  and  4,886  men.  This  number  In- 
cludes aviation  cadets  and  Fleet  Reserve  and  Naval  Reserve 
men.  So  the  number  of  officers  now  on  active  duty  is  ap- 
proximately 13,000.  The  number  of  enlisted  men  on  active 
duty  is  approximately  143,000  or  144,000.  The  appropriation 
bill  of  this  year  authorized  an  increase  in  the  enlisted  per- 
sonnel to  170,000. 

The  Senator  asks  me  what  will  be  the  increase  in  the 
personnel.  I  can  answer  him  only  indirectly.  The  increase 
that  we  are  proposing  is  an  increase  of  70  percent  in  the  size 
of  our  Navy;  so  it  would  follow  that  there  would  be  a  70- per- 
cent increase  in  the  number  of  enlisted  men  and  in  the  number 
of  officers.  I  imderstand  that  approximately  17,000  officers 
and  226,500  men  are  required  for  the  Navy  now  built  and 
building.  I  assume  that  a  70-percent  increase  In  officers  and 
men  over  the  figures  given  will  be  required  for  the  expansion 
authorized  by  the  present  bill. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  srield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  should  like  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  to  section  8  of  the  pending 
bill. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Pardon  me:  In  the  figures  I  gave  the  Senator 
from  California,  I  gave  him  only  the  nimiber  of  officers  and 
enlisted  men  in  the  Navy.  I  should  have  added  the  niunber 
of  officers  and  enlisted  men  in  the  Marine  Corps;  and  I  will 
add  those  now,  so  that  they  may  be  connected. 

In  the  regular  Marine  Corps  there  are  1.336  officers,  139 
warrant  officers,  and  26,450  enlisted  men.  In  the  Marine 
Corps  Reserve  there  are  1.128  officers,  17  warrant  officers,  and 
15,000  enlisted  men.  Of  aviation  cadets  there  are  42.  The 
number  of  retired  officers  on  active  duty  is  89,  and  6  warrant 
officers.  The  number  of  Reserve  officers  on  active  duty  is 
270,  1  warrant  officer,  and  94  enlisted  men. 

That  means  a  total  of  approximately  27,000  men  now,  but 
in  the  appropriation  bill  of  this  year  provision  was  made  for 
increasing  that  number  by  9,000,  so  that  we  shall  have  in  the 
Marine  Corps  an  enlisted  personnel  of  approximately  36.000. 

Mr.  EXDWNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut yield  to  me  while  I  point  out 

Mr.  DANAHER.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California. 
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Mr.  DOWNEY.  T  merely  want  to  point  out  to  the  Senator 
that  my  question  also  asked  him  to  discuss  his  opinion  of  the 
necessity  of  increasing  the  personnel  in  the  Navy  through 
some  sort  of  conscription  plan,  such  as  we  are  discussing  for 
the  Army. 

Mr.  WAIiSH.  The  Navy,  unlike  the  Army,  has  had  prac- 
tically no  trouble  in  enlistments,  and  that  is  true  also  of  the 
Marine  Corps.  For  some  reason  or  other,  which  I  assume 
Senators  have  detected  in  their  applications  for  appointment 
to  the  Naval  Academy,  there  seems  to  be  much  more  willing- 
ness to  enlist  in  the  Navy  than  in  the  Army.  I  have  observed 
it,  as  we  all  have,  in  our  applications  for  both  academies.  I 
have  observed,  as  probably  all  Senators  have  ol>served,  that 
the  number  of  applicants  for  appointment  to  the  Naval  Acad- 
emy is  at  least  three  or  four  times  as  great  as  for  the  Military 
Academy;  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  have  observed — it  is 
only  personal — rather  a  reluctance  on  the  part  of  our  young 
men  to  enlist  in  the  Army.  That,  however,  is  only  personal 
observation,  and  perhaps  conversation,  rather  than  figures 
or  statistics.  I  judge,  from  the  figures  presented  here,  that  I 
am  probably  mistaken  in  that  conclusion;  but  that  situation 
at  least  does  not  apply  to  the  Navy,  and  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  doubt  whatever  that  we  can  get  all  the  enlistments  that 
the  Navy  needs;  and,  of  course,  its  needs  increase  as  new 
ships  are  commissioned.  The  present  number  of  170,000 
enlisted  men  authorized  for  the  Navy  in  the  next  fiscal  year 
will  be  ample,  in  my  opinion;  but  the  new  vessels  that  are 
coming  forth  and  being  conmiissioned  each  year  will  require 
Increased  personnel,  and  we  are  training  men  now  for  that 
purpose. 

The  serious  problem,  the  real  problem,  is  the  matter  of 
pilots  for  airplanes.  As  the  Senator  knows,  in  the  previous 
bill  which  came  from  this  committee  provision  was  made  for 
increasing  our  aviation  schools,  so  that,  instead  of  having 
only  one  school,  that  at  Pensacola,  we  shall  have  several 
others  for  training  purposes;  and  instead  of  training  150  a 
month,  we  hope  to  turn  out  400  trained  pilots  per  month. 
The  time  for  training  has  been  reduced  from  a  year  to  about 
8  months.  Also,  the  Navy  proposes  to  reduce  the  require- 
ments for  admission  to  the  aviation  training  schools  from  a 
full  college  requirement  to  2  years  of  college,  and  that  will 
be  quite  an  advantage. 

I  am  pleased  to  say  that  so  far  as  the  Navy  Is  concerned 
th^re  is  no  question  about  filling  up  our  needs,  and  there 
seems  to  be  a  rather  popular  appeal  for  the  Navy.  Of  course, 
as  the  Senator  knows,  for  an  ambitious  boy  there  is  very 
much  greater  opportunity  for  advancement  in  the  Navy  than 
in  the  Army.  A  young  man  who  is  mechanically  inclined, 
and  goes  to  the  Navy  schools,  can  rapidly  increase  his  com- 
pensation from  the  $31  a  month  he  gets  in  the  beginning  up 
to  $80,  $90.  $100.  $120,  or  even  as  high  as  $150  a  month,  and 
that  is  an  inducement;  and  a  large  number  of  the  young  men 
are  not  only  going  to  the  Navy  schools,  taking  advantage  of 
all  the  educational  facilities  we  have,  but  they  are  taking 
correspondence  courses  and  attending  classes  on  the  ships 
with  their  officers  and  showing  a  disposition  to  advance  them- 
selves and  progress. 

Since  I  have  been  in  contact  with  the  Navy,  I  think  I  have 
been  more  Impressed  with  the  personnel  of  the  enlisted  men 
than  with  anything  else  in  the  Navy,  even  more  than  with  the 
cflBcers;  and  that  is  saying  a  good  deal,  because  I  think  the 
Navy  has  a  very  high  quality  of  personnel.  But  Senators 
would  be  proud  of  the  enlisted  personnel  in  the  Navy  if  they 
knew  them  as  I  happen  to  know  them,  and  as  the  officers 
speak  of  them. 

Only  yesterday  I  made  a  trip  down  the  river  on  one  of  the 
mosquito  fleet  boats,  the  only  one  we  have  here.  It  is  at 
the  na\T  yard,  and  I  am  sure  Senators  would  be  interested 
to  go  down  and  see  it.  I  took  the  trip  down  to  Mount  Vernon 
in  this  boat,  which  ordinarily  goes  at  the  rate  of  about  27 
knots  and  can  speed  up  to  45  or  47  knots.  The  boat  was 
manned  entirely  by  enlisted  men. 

There  was  an  officer  in  command,  but  all  the  mechanical 
work  of  nmning  the  boat  was  done  by  the  enlisted  men;  and 


I  assimie  probably  they  are  paid  a  substantial  wage,  perhaps 
ninety  or  one  hundred  dollars  a  month. 

I  caimot  speak  too  highly  of  the  enlisted  men  of  the  Navy. 
I  have  never  heard  an  officer  speak  of  them  who  has  not 
spoken  in  the  most  eulogistic  terms  of  their  devotion,  their 
zeal,  their  Intelligence,  and  their  pride  in  their  positions. 
Officer  after  officer  has  said  to  me,  "We  just  could  not  exist 
without  the  spirit  of  the  enlisted  men."  That  is  why  I  have 
a  great  deal  of  confidence  in  the  personnel  of  our  Navy;  and 
after  all,  as  I  have  said  before  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  it 
is  not  steel  that  wins  naval  battles;  it  is  the  capacity,  the 
ability,  the  spirit,  and  the  courage  of  the  men  who  man  the 
guns. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  interpolate  a  few 
words  there,  the  statement  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
has  made  is  very,  very  encouraging;  and  our  Navy  is  a  very 
bright  spot  in  our  national  defense.  I  think  we  are  all  very 
happy  over  it;  and  we  here  in  the  Senate  give  a  great  deal  of 
credit  to  the  chairman  of  our  Naval  Affairs  Committee  for 
the  very  able  way  in  which  the  affairs  of  the  Navy  have  l)een 
carried  on. 

May  I  ask  the  Senator  a  further  question?  I  assume  that 
the  remarks  he  has  made  as  to  the  personnel  of  the  Navy 
apply  equally  to  the  Marine  Corps, 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes.  In  the  Marine  Corps,  however,  ad- 
vancement is  not  as  rapid  as  it  is  in  the  Navy.  There  is  a 
real  problem  there.  It  has  not  the  opportunity  for  advance- 
ment that  exists  in  the  Navy.  The  members  of  the  Marine 
Corps  are  soldiers,  and  they  have  only  the  advancement  that 
the  Army  has,  and  it  is  very  limited.  Their  wages  on  the 
average,  as  the  Senator  knows,  are  less  than  those  of  men 
in  the  Navy — as  more  of  them  are  in  the  lower-pay  grades. 
They  are,  however,  supplied  with  their  clothes.  The  marine 
must  look  spick-and-span.  In  this  country  he  is  a  good  deal 
on  dress  parade,  and  a  man  who,  besides  his  duties  as  a 
soldier,  acts  as  guard,  and  so  forth. 

But  we  have  provided,  in  one  of  the  bills  before  the  com- 
mittee— a  bill  which  I  shall  later  take  up — to  increase  the 
number  of  first-class  privates  in  the  Marine  Corps  from  40 
percent  to  50  percent.  We  increased  it  2  years  ago  from  25 
to  40  percent,  and  we  increase  it  in  this  bill  from  40  to  50 
percent;  and  we  are  also  providing  for  the  same  wages  to  be 
paid  young  marines  who  are  working  on  planes,  doing  the  me- 
chanical work  on  planes,  that  are  paid  to  naval  enlisted  men. 
That  will  be  some  inducement,  but  I  have  been  very  much  dis- 
turbed about  the  fact  that,  for  example,  when  I  was  on  the 
west  coast  and  inspected  the  fleet,  and  when  I  have  been  at 
other  places,  I  have  asked  the  guard  of  marines  who  ex- 
tend the  courtesy  of  honoring  guests  who  come  to  the  ves- 
sels of  the  fleet,  to  raise  their  hands,  those  who  would  seek 
reenlistment,  and  I  have  been  very  much  surprised  to  find 
that  very  few  of  them  reenlist. 

That  is  a  disadvantage,  and  yet  it  is  somewhat  of  an 
advantage.  By  reason  of  their  occupation  and  the  nature  of 
their  work,  in  time  of  war.  as  the  Senators  know,  they  are  the 
ones  who  must  leave  the  ships  and  go  ashore  and  hegxn 
the  attack  ashore.  They  must  be  the  soldiers  on  board  the 
vessels  of  the  Navy;  and  that  kind  of  service  requires  young 
men,  while  in  the  Navy  a  man  may  be  35  or  40  years  of 
age,  and  be  mechanically  inclined,  and  be  just  as  useful  as 
if  he  were  21  or  24  years  of  age. 

So  the  turn-over  in  the  Marine  Corps,  while  it  is  very  rapid, 
has  that  one  single  advantage,  and  I  have  personally  in- 
terested myself  in  flnding  some  way  to  induce  these  men  to 
remain  longer,  and  to  provide  for  some  system  of  promo- 
tion, which  I  hope  we  will  be  able  to  work  out. 

Senators  will  be  interested  to  know,  too,  that  the  Navy 
DeTDartment  recently,  much  against  my  judgment — I  was  not 
consulted,  of  course — increased  the  period  of  enlistment  to  6 
years  from  4  years.  I  was  reluctant  to  think  it  was  a  wise 
move.  I  was  afraid  it  would  result  in  a  decrease  in  en- 
listments, taking  6  years  from  a  boy's  life,  from  18  to  24,  being 
a  pretty  valuable  gift  to  his  country.  But  there  has  been  no 
diminution  in  enlistments. 


Mr.  DOWNEY.  Does  that  relate  to  the  Marine  Corps,  or 
the  Navy? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Just  to  the  Navy,  I  think.  So  enthusiastic 
was  I  about  the  enlisted  men  and  their  devotion  to  duty  and 
their  capacity  that  in  making  a  speech  not  long  ago  before 
the  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution,  when  referring  to 
the  personnel  of  the  Navy  and  the  enlisted  men,  I  said  to 
them: 

Tou  never  should  meet  an  enlisted  man  on  the  street  without 
going  up  and  shaking  his  hand  and  thanking  him  that  he  was  for 
t31  a  month  giving  6  years  of  his  life  in  training  to  protect  you  and 
me,  our  lives,  our  homes,  our  fortunes,  our  institutions. 

In  the  Marine  Corps  the  personnel  is  quite  different  from 
that  in  the  Navy.  The  Marine  Corps  personnel  is  a  finer 
phsrsical  group.  The  marines  are  all  fine  appearing,  solid, 
substantial  physical  types,  and  their  training  is  the  training 
of  a  soldier.  I  would  say  that  man  for  man,  from  the  physical 
standpoint,  the  Marine  Corps  would  make  a  better  showing 
and  a  better  appearance,  but  I  do  not  think  they  are  any 
better  in  their  love  of  their  work,  their  devotion  to  duty,  than 
the  enlisted  men  in  the  Navy,  or  as  good. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  WAISH.    Certainly. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Does  a  first-class  marine  receive  $31  a 
month? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Yes;  he  gets  that  as  a  reward  of  merit.  Very 
few  of  them  get  that  until  after  they  have  been  in  the  service 
for  some  time.  They  begin  at  $21  and  then  they  can  go  up 
to  $36.  Up  to  last  year  only  25  percent  of  the  privates  could 
be  privates  first  class,  then  it  was  raised  to  40  percent,  and 
this  3^ar  it  is  being  increased  to  50  percent,  as  an  inducement 
to  the  men  to  render  meritorious  service.  Twenty-one  dol- 
lars is  pretty  low  pay. 

I  wish  to  tell  a  story  about  some  enlisted  men.  Before  I 
had  the  position  I  now  occupy,  or  before  I  was  known  as 
occupying  this  position.  I  was  on  a  boat  in  Newport  with  some 
friends  and  wanted  to  go  over  to  visit  a  destroyer  where  there 
was  an  officer  whom  I  knew,  and  whom  I  wanted  to  visit.  I 
hailed  a  naval  barge  that  was  passing,  told  them  who  I  was, 
and  asked  if  they  would  take  me  over.  I  got  on  the  barge  and 
was  taken  to  the  ship.  When  I  left  the  barge  I  threw  $2  at 
the  four  men  on  the  barge  for  their  kindness  in  taking  me 
over.  Two  or  three  days  afterward  the  commanding  officer 
sent  me  the  $2.  The  boys  had  turned  it  in,  because  it  was 
against  the  regulations  to  accept  such  a  gift.  Of  course.  I 
could  send  them  cigarettes,  as  I  did  afterward.  But  I  thought 
that  was  indicative  of  a  high  sense  of  honor  and  of  character 
and  loyalty,  and  it  impressed  me  very  much.  I  could  give 
many  such  illustrations. 

Seventy  to  eighty  percent  of  the  enlisted  men  in  the  Navy 
send  home  to  their  folks  money  out  of  their  scanty  pay.  So 
we  have  every  reason  to  feel  proud  of  our  Navy.  I  am  very 
happy  to  say  these  things  publicly,  because  I  think  our 
people  have  a  natural  affection  for  these  Navy  men,  and  I 
like  to  have  them  know  it  is  not  misplaced,  that  the  Navy 
is  deserving  of  the  best  that  can  be  said  of  it. 

As  I  have  said  before,  so  far  as  the  officers  are  concerned, 
there  is  no  body  of  men  in  the  United  States,  in  any  pro- 
fession, who  study  more  and  are  required  to  study  more  to 
improve  themselves,  and  to  pass  examinations  which  recur 
every  7  years,  than  the  naval  officers.  There  are  the  medical 
and  the  legal  professions  and  the  ministry,  but  no  other 
profession  requires  the  exacting  hours  of  work  and  study 
the  Na\'y  requires.  Man  after  man  at  the  Navy  Post  Grad- 
uate School  has  told  me  that  he  has  not  known  a  single  night 
he  was  free,  except  occasionally  Saturday  night.  The  inten- 
sity of  their  studies  is  very  remarkable.  I  have  been  very 
much  impressed. 

No  man  completes  his  work  or  his  effort  to  improve  him- 
self in  the  Navy  until  he  gets  to  the  grade  of  admiral,  then 
he  fcrids  his  arms  and  takes  it  easy,  as  he  probably  is 
entitled  to. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  further  comment? 
Mr.  WALSH,    I  am  very  glad  ta 


Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  first  wish  to  say  that  what  the  Senator 
has  said  has  been  intensely  interesting  to  me.  and  I  believe 
to  most  of  the  Senators  present. 

I  have  recently  been  informed  that  in  the  Army  only 
about  10  percent  of  the  privates  become  what  they  call  first- 
class  privates,  entitled  to  $30  a  month.  I  would  suggest  that 
if  the  Army  could  somewhat  follow  the  principle  now  being 
suggested  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
and  increase  the  percentage  of  first-class  privates  along  the 
lines  indicated  by  the  Senator,  it  would  be  a  very  wise  thing. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  think  so,  too.  There  is  this  difference 
between  the  Army  and  the  Navy.  The  naval  officers  live 
with  their  men.  They  are  all  on  shipboard  together.  They 
come  in  contact  morning,  noon,  and  night.  They  do  not 
mess  together,  but  there  is  a  friendliness  and  an  intimacy 
that  does  not  interfere  with  discipline,  but  makes  for  a 
common  bond. 

I  was  surprised  not  long  ago  to  have  someone  tell  me  that 
he  had  picked  up  some  Marines  coming  from  Quantico,  who 
were  thumbing  for  a  ride.  They  told  him  they  had  never 
yet  had  an  officer  refuse  to  give  them  a  ride,  that  their  officers 
bring  them  back  to  the  post  frequently.  This  treatment  out- 
side of  the  post  shows  a  good  spirit.  The  moment  an  officer 
gets  out  on  the  highway,  he  is  no  longer  an  officer,  so  far  as 
associating  with  the  men  is  concerned. 

I  wish  to  say  one  other  thing,  and  I  say  it  only  for  our 
consideration,  and  not  in  criticism.  I  suspect  there  is  a 
feeling  that  the  inadequacy  of  the  Army  and  the  lack  of 
modem  mechanism  and  complete  preparation,  for  which  we 
are  all  to  blame,  has  had  a  deterrent  effect  on  enlistments  In 
the  Army.  I  suspect  that  from  things  which  have  been  said 
to  me.  I  do  not  repeat  them  in  criticism,  but  I  am  trying  to 
make  a  contrast  between  the  two  services. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  O'Mahonby  in  the  chair) . 
Does  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  should  like  to  direct  the  Senator's  at- 
tention to  section  8  of  the  bill,  and  with  that  section  before 
the  Senator,  I  wish  to  read  two  sentences  from  the  conmiittee 
report  dealing  with  that  particular  section.  The  committee 
advises  us: 

Ten  thousand  airplanes  la  the  number  reqxilred  for  our  Navy 
now  buUt  and  building. 

TTie  concluding  sentence  of  the  committee  report  dealing 
with  section  8  states: 

The  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  an  authorization  for 
15,000  useful  naval  airplanes  is  justified  at  this  time. 

That  the  total  of  15,000  Includes  the  10,000  referred  to  in 
the  report? 

Mr.  WALSH.    Yes. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    That  Is  correct? 

Mr.  WALSH.    Yes. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  The  committee  having  concluded  that 
an  authori2ation  of  15,000  is  justified  at  this  time,  will  the 
Senator  please  explain  the  remaining  Ismguage  of  the  sec- 
tion, which  reads: 

Provided.  That  if.  In  the  Judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
the  total  number  of  airplanes  authorized  herein  is  not  sufficient 
to  meet  the  needs  of  the  national  defense,  he  may.  with  the 
approval  of  the  President,  make  such  plans  for  procurement  as  the 
situation  may  demand. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  know  of  no  other  bill, 
though  my  research,  I  admit,  has  been  scant,  that  contains 
such  a  clause,  and  I  should  be  happy  if  the  Senator  would 
explain  whether  that  is  the  language  of  the  committee,  and 
what  they  intend  by  it. 

Mr.  WALSH.  One  of  the  difficulties  we  have  had  with  all 
of  these  bills,  including  the  one  before  us.  was  not  to  have  the 
construction  program  get  too  far  away  from  the  Congress.  I 
think  that  is  what  the  Senator  has  in  mind.  We  have 
guarded  that  situation  very  much  in  the  legislation.  I 
Uiought  at  times  that  if  we  kept  making  these  sweeping  au- 
thorizations, the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  might  as  well  go 
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out  of  business,  there  would  be  nothing  for  us  to  do.  that  all 
the  Navy  would  have  to  do  would  be  to  go  and  get  the  money. 
So  an  effort  has  been  made  to  limit  the  number  of  payments. 
In  one  other  bill,  at  least.  simUar  language  Is  used,  and  the 
Navy  construe  their  authorization  to  be  the  number  indicated, 
the  same  language  being  employed. 

The  reason  for  the  legislation  is  that  there  was  an  assump- 
tion that  Congress  might  adJoum  for  6  months,  and  if  there 
really  was  a  crisis  developing  in  this  country,  or  a  threatened 
crisis  of  much  more  severity  than  we  anticipate  now,  this 
sweeping  power  should  be  given  to  the  President. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Sentor  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  The  power,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator,  is 
not  being  given  to  the  President.  But.  above  all.  the  Senator 
does  not  expect  that  the  15.000  planes  herein  authorized  will 
be  built  during  the  next  6  months,  does  he? 

Mr.  WALSH.  No.  The  proviso  reads,  **with  the  approval 
of  the  President." 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Yes.  I  understand  it  says  "with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  "President."  But  it  goes  on  to  say  that  if  the 
judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  to  the  effect  that 
this  authorization  is  not  sufficient,  he  may.  with  the  approval 
of  the  President,  make  plans  for  additional  procurement. 

The  Congress  certainly  is  perfectly  acquiescent  in  granting 
naval  defense  appropriations,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  WALSH.    Yes. 
'      Mr.  DANAHER.    And  it  is  expected,  of  course,  that  this 
new  bill  will  be  passed? 
Mr.  WALSH.    Yes. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     And  by  it  we  are  increasing  the  authori- 
zation from  10.000  planes,  which  we  do  not  even  now  have, 
to  15.000  planes,  which  we  will  not  have  in  6  months. 
Mr.  WALSH.     That  Is  true. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Is  there  any  reason  why  we  should  not 
Strike  out  the  language  beginning  with  "Provided."  in  section 
8.  on  the  ground  that  if  and  when  there  be  a  need  demon- 
strated, the  Congress  will  readily  acquiesce  and  give  the 
Navy  whatever  it  requires? 

Mr.  WALSH.  That  proviso  was  added  in  the  House.  We 
accepted  it  in  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate.  It 
was  inserted  in  the  House  because  the  Army  has  exactly  the 
same  authority  to  build  unlimited  numbers  of  planes  for  2 
years.  We  have  sinned  on  the  side  of  being  too  liberal.  I 
do  not  desire  to  make  comparisons,  but  we  have  had  a  good 
deal  of  difficulty  in  holding  back  the  Navy  from  demanding 
the  extreme  authorizations  that  have  been  granted  to  the 
Army,  the  Navy's  coworker  in  the  field  of  national  defense. 
I  personally  have  no  objection  to  that  language  going  out 
of  the  bill.  We  cannot  build  before  another  session  more 
than  15.000  planes.  But  I  wish  to  say  that  whenever  we 
have  inserted  a  number,  as  in  this  case,  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment has  construed  that  number  to  be  the  limitation. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  point  out  to  the  Senator  that.  In 
the  very  sincere  judgment  of  several  earnest  Senators,  there 
has  been  much  justifiable  criticism  of  an  attitude  of  mind  on 
the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Na\T  whose  nomination  was 
confirmed  only  this  afternoon.  Now  we  find  language  to  the 
effect  that  if.  in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
the  total  number  of  airplanes  is  not  sufficient  to  meet  the 
needs  of  the  national  defense,  certain  things  shall  be  done. 
Let  me  point  out  to  the  Senator  that  there  is  no  definition 
provided  of  the  term  "national  defense."  Let  me  point  out 
further  that  when  we  passed  Public,  No.  671,  less  than  a 
month  ago.  we  talked  then  in  terms  of  defense  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  President,  there  Is  a  difference,  and  I  submit  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  himself  that  he  demonstrated 
his  own  views  on  the  subject  of  what  is  national  defense  in  a 
splendid  speech  he  made  here  a  few  days  ago.  What  may  be 
the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  now  Incumbent, 
as  to  national  defense  and  what  may  be  necessary  for  the 
defense  of  the  United  States  may  easily  take  two  very  dif- 
ferent and  widely  divergent  lines  and  may  be  judged  from 
two  very  different  and  opposed  points  of  view. 


Mr,  WALSH.  Of  course,  there  is  always  the  further  step 
of  proving  before  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  the  need 
and  the  requirement  in  order  to  get  the  necessary  amount  of 
money.  The  committee,  of  course,  also  had  that  in  mind. 
Furthermore,  it  is  to  be  assumed  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  whoever  he  may  be.  will  be  reasonable  and  will  not 
enter  upon  an  expensive  and  extravagant  program  of  build- 
ing planes  which  are  not  absolutely  needed  for  national 
defense.  The  President  himself  spoke  about  50.000  planes, 
as  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  knows. 

I  have  felt  that  the  Congress  at  this  time  ought  not  to  put 
itself  in  such  a  position  that  the  Navy  Department  or  the 
War  Department  could  accuse  it  of  being  responsible  for  not 
building  up  the  national  defense.  One  former  Cabinet  officer 
has  attempted  to  place  some  blame  on  the  Congress  without 
justification. 

Of  course,  he  is  a  candidate  for  office,  and  that  may  explain 
why  he  takes  such  a  position.  But  I  have  felt  that  we  ought 
not  to  put  the  Congress  in  such  a  position  that  someone 
could  say,  "We  asked  for  this,  and  Congress  did  not  give  it  to 
us.  The  Congress  is  therefore  responsible.  We  wanted  these 
vessels,  and  Congress  did  not  give  us  the  appropriation  for 
which  we  asked." 

Before  adjournment  I  shall  try  to  have  a  complete  record 
of  all  that  has  been  done  by  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee 
during  the  time  I  have  been  chairman  of  it,  going  back  to 
1934,  and  during  the  time  when  the  late  Senator  Trammell 
was  chairman,  to  show  that  we  have  provided  everything 
for  which  the  Navy  has  asked. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts that,  as  I  recall,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Connecticut  made  a  speech  about  2  or  3  weeks  ago  in  which 
he  bemoaned  the  fact  that  we  had  not  made  greater  military 
and  naval  appropriations.  Now  he  wants  to  strike  out  the 
proviso  which  would  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
with  the  approval  of  the  President,  to  secure  additional 
planes.  Before  he  could  obtain  them  he  would  have  to  get 
the'  Appropriations  Committee  to  provide  the  money,  of 
course. 

The  country  wants  this  program  speeded  up.  We  all  want 
it  speeded  up.  I  do  not  think  the  proviso  ought  to  go  out 
of  the  bill.  For  God*s  sake,  let  us  let  the  Navy  proceed  and 
build  these  planes;  and  if  10.000  planes  are  not  enough,  let 
us  provide  15.000  or  25,000.  if  it  is  necessary  for  the  defense 
of  the  country.  The  Secretary  bf  the  Navy  and  the  Presi- 
dent are  not  going  to  have  those  planes  built  unless  they 
think  it  is  necessary,  and  the  Congress  is  not  going  to  give 
them  the  money  unless  it  thinks  it  is  necessary.  I  am  not  In 
favor  of  hampering  or  hog-tying  or  hobbling  the  Navy  and 
the  War  Department.  I  think  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  should  be  rejected  and  that  the  proviso 
should  stay  in  the  bill. 

I  commend  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  He  has 
always  been  in  favor  of  an  adequate  navy.  For  myself.  I 
have  always  been  classed  as  a  big  naN^y  man.  A  year  and  a 
half  ago  I  spoke  in  this  Chamber  and  pointed  out  that  sooner 
or  later  we  would  have  to  have  a  two-ocean  navy,  a  navy 
which  could  dominate  the  Atlantic — we  cannot  depend  on 
the  Canal  entirely — and  another  navy  capable  of  dominating 
the  Pacific.  Then,  when  we  get  that  sort  of  a  Navy,  If  we 
want  to  make  faces  at  Europe,  we  can  do  it;  and  If  we  want 
to  tell  the  Japs  what  we  think  of  them,  we  can  do  it.  I 
understand  that  this  bill  gives  us  a  two-ocean  navy. 

Mr.  WALSH.  This  bill  provides  what  the  Senator  has 
advocated  and  what  I  advocated  3  years  ago,  a  proposal  which 
was  received  with  very  much  criticism  at  the  time. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Yes,  there  was  criticism  all  over  the 
country.  But  it  is  not  criticized  now.  Our  people  today 
want  a  two-ocean  navy.  This  bill  will  give  us  a  two-ocean 
navy,  and  for  God's  sake  let  us  go  on  and  get  It,  and  not  tie 
the  Navy  and  the  Army  in  the  matter  of  appropriations. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts 3^eld  for  a  moment  again? 
Mr.  WAUSH.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  point  out  that  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  has  frankly  and  honestly  admitted  that  we  do 
not  have  10.000  planes  now  for  the  Navy.  This  very  bill  will 
increase  the  authorization  limit  to  15.000  planes,  and  that  Is 
quite  all  right.  We  are  all  in  favor  of  that,  because  it  is  co- 
incident with  and  collateral  to  the  program  which  is  outlined 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  stated 
"we  will  not  get  the  15,000  planes  in  the  next  6  months."  We 
will  not  get  them  in  18  months,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  But  the 
Congress  will  be  back  here,  and  if  and  when  plans  needed 
for  additional  aircraft  expansion,  for  naval  expansion,  or 
any  other  expansion,  are  required,  the  whole  situation  can  be 
submitted  to  the  Congress,  and  the  Congress  will  then  be 
able  to  be  in  a  position  prop)erly  to  evaluate  the  program  and, 
of  course,  will  provide  the  money  if  the  Navy  Department 
needs  it. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  for  his  courtesy. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  will  finish  the  discussion  of 
this  question  by  reading  for  the  information  of  the  Senate  the 
composition  of  the  Nax^  when  this  program  is  completed.  It 
Is  very  interesting : 

Composition  of  Navy  when  program  Is  completed:  When  the  ves- 
sels authorized  by  the  present  bill  are  completed  In  1946  or  1947, 
the  United  States  Navy  will  be  composed  of  vessels  approximately 
as  follows: 

Battleships ., '. « 35 

Aircraft  carriers 20 

Cruisers « 88 

Destroyers . 378 

Submarines 180 


Total.. 701 

We  have  now  301  vessels  in  commission  and  72  out  of  com- 
mission. Only  150  of  these  vessels  are  under-age.  We  have 
about  137  vessels  building.  Then  those  in  this  bill,  which 
would  be  completed  by  1947.  would  give  us  a  total  of  701  ves- 
sels, which  will  be  almost  100  percent  increase  over  the  pres- 
ent naval  strength  as  of  March  1,  this  year. 

Of  the  above,  the  following  vessels  will  be  over-age  in  1947: 

Battleships 13 

Aircraft  carriers 2 

Cruisers . 10 

Destroyers 4. ; - : 123 

Submarines 74 


Total 222 

One  of  the  difficulties  of  the  naval  program  Is  that  all  the 
time  vessels  are  becoming  over-age  and  have  to  be  replaced. 

The  following  combatant  vessels  were  under  construction 
on  July  5,  1940.    These  are  the  latest  figures: 

Battleships . 10 

Aircraft  carriers - 5 

Cruisers .^ —  21 

Destroyers „ . - 61 

Submarines 40 


Total _ _ 137 

I  think  that  completes  the  information. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  very  much 
interested  and  I  congratulate  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

What,  if  anything,  is  the  Navy  doing  toward  putting  on 
more  than  one  shift?  We  talk  about  building  ships  for  1946, 
but  if  we  were  to  have  a  war  in  1942  or  1943  those  ships  would 
not  be  of  much  utility.  Why  does  not  the  NavT  require  the 
contractors  to  nut  on  a  double  shift,  or  why  do  we  not  put 
on  double  shifts  in  our  navy  jrards?  We  have  many  navy 
yards,  have  we  not? 

Mr.  WALSH.  In  some  Instances  It  is  being  done,  but  only 
In  connection  with  essential  vessels  and  certain  essential 
items. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  They  are  all  essential,  or  we  ought  not 
to  spend  any  money  for  them. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  am  now  giving  my  own  opinion.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  answer  of  the  Navy  Department  would  be, 
except  that  it  has  not  yet  been  done. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    It  ought  to  be  done.  ^ 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  agree  with  the  Senator,  but  one  of  the 
difficulties  is  the  overtime. 
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Mr.  CONNALLY.   I  am  talking  about  two  or  three  shifts. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Draftsmen,  designers,  and  specialists  of  vari- 
ous kinds  are  very  difficult  to  obtain.  In  fact,  we  are  draining 
personnel  from  our  private  yards  into  our  navy  yards  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  specially  skilled  and  highly  trained  ex- 
perts. We  can  obtain  enough  common  labor,  but  one  of  tho 
difficulties  is  to  obtain  enough  specialists  to  carry  on  certain 
types  of  work.- 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  In  accord  with  his 
view.  I  know  that  the  Navy  Is  contemplating  taking  such 
steps  as  fast  as  possible,  but  one  of  the  handicaps  Is  that 
which  I  have  mentioned.  Furthermore,  persons  are  being 
trained  in  schools  to  qualify  them  for  this  specialized  work. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Some  of  the  personnel  may  require  such 
training;  but  the  best  training  on  earth  is  to  put  a  man  to 
work  at  a  job.  He  then  learns  it.  I  certainly  think  the  Army 
and  the  Navy  ought  to  put  on  at  least  two.  and  if  possible, 
three  shifts  a  day.  Several  million  men  are  unemployed 
throughout  the  country,  and  we  are  still  pursuing  the  old  way 
of  building  ships. 

Mr.  WALSH.  What  the  Senator  suggests  is  being  done,  but 
not  to  the  sweeping  extent  which  the  Senator  from  Texas, 
myself,  and  others  would  like  to  see. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    It  ought  to  be  done. 

Mr.  WALSH.  There  are  some  difficulties,  and  time  is  re- 
quired to  develop  and  work  out  the  program. 

However,  I  understand  that  it  is  the  purpose  and  Intention 
of  the  Navy  Department  to  do  as  the  Senator  suggests.  As 
the  Senator  knows.  In  a  previous  bill  speeding  up  construc- 
tion we  have  given  the  Navy  Department  unlimited  authority 
in  that  direction.  We  provided  that  overtime  should  not  be 
paid  on  jobs  for  which  ptersons  could  be  found  to  do  the  work. 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  agrees  with  that  policy. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WALSH.  That  policy  is  now  a  matter  of  law.  I  thank 
the  Senator  for  his  observation. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  do  his  best  to 
wake  up  some  of  the  sleepy  old  admirals  and  put  them  to 
work. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  notice  that  the  schedule  which  the 
Senator  read  calls  for  180  submarines  by  1946. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  that  enough  submarines  for  a  two- 
ocean  navy? 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  bill  was  drafted  by  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment on  the  basis  and  theory  that  that  number  would  be  suf- 
ficient, but  we  are  now  developing  a  small  70-foot  motor  torr 
pedo  boat  and  other  small  boats.  There  is  one  now  at  the 
navy  yard,  and  I  think  It  Is  leaving  tomorrow.  It  would  be 
well  worth  while  for  every  Senator  to  see  it.  It  is  thought 
that  such  vessels  would  to  some  extent  take  the  place  of 
submarines. 

The  President  has  a  very  excellent  idea  in  this  connection. 
He  does  not  believe  so  much  in  a  large  number  of  big,  clumsy, 
slow-moving  ships  as  in  an  overwhelming  number  of  small, 
speedy  vessels.  I  concur  in  his  view  in  that  respect.  I  was 
informed  that  Germany  now  has  operating  400  fast-moving 
mosquito-fleet  vessels.  Their  speed  is  only  33  knots,  as 
against  our  speed  of  45  knots.  Yesterday  I  rode  down  to 
Mount  Vernon  in  one  of  the  boats,  part  of  the  way  at  45  knots. 

That  type  of  vessel  is  a  very  remarkable  new  development. 
It  first  appeared  in  the  Mediterranean  2  years  ago  under 
the  Italians,  at  the  time  of  their  fight  with  Ethiopia.  Per- 
haps the  Senator  read  the  story,  which  Indicated  how  sur- 
prised the  British  were  to  find  a  cluster  of  torpedo  boats 
running  all  around  them.  Of  course,  they  did  not  open  fire 
on  them,  but  the  demonstration  was  a  revelation  at  any 
rate.  It  Is  said  that  Germany  has  400  such  boats  In  op- 
eration. 

A  couple  of  evenings  ago  I  either  read  or  heard  on  the 
radio  a  remarkable  story  of  destruction  of  commercial  vessels 
by  such  fast-moving,  speedy  boats.  The  same  naval  officer 
who  gave  me  the  information  about  the  400  boats  told  me 
tha^t.  since  1938  Germany  had  had  6,000  men  employed  in 
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building  this  single  type  of  vesseL  Having  been  deprived 
under  the  treaty  of  the  opportunity  to  build  large  cruisers 
and  battleships,  she  has  concentrated  on  submarines  and 
smaller  vessels. 

The  Senator  has  raised  a  question  which  I  cannot  answer. 
I  can  only  say  that  this  is  the  Navy  Department's  bill.  I 
think  there  Is  a  movement — which  I  am  disposed  to  favor — 
toward  an  overwhelming  number  of  small.  swift>moving  craft 
which  carry  a  few  torpedoes,  and  which  can  go  out  of  our 
harbors  and  prevent  any  raids  being  made  or  any  attempts 
to  land  on  our  shores,  supplementing  the  fleet  itself  at  some 
distance  from  land.  I  think  the  Senator  has  raised  a 
question  which  I  should  Lke  to  look  into. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  the  importance  of  the  small 
boats,  and  yet  they  are  surface  boats.  They  are  frail  They 
are  bound  to  be  frail. 

Mr.  WALSH.    And  they  will  not  last  very  long. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  They  will  not  last  very  long.  They  must 
be  frail,  because  they  are  only  about  70  feet  long. 

Mr.  WAUSH.     I  think  most  of  them  are  wooden  boats. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  view  of  the  effective  depredations 
which  have  been  made  by  submarines,  both  in  the  World 
War  and  in  this  war,  I  think  we  should  not  neglect  that 
phase  of  the  matter.  The  submarines  are  able  to  slip  up 
on  their  prey.  That  does  not  appeal  to  me  as  a  sportsman- 
like way  to  fight,  but  still  we  must  deal  with  conditions  and 
not  with  theories.  It  rather  struck  me  that  180  submarines 
for  two  oceans  is  a  small  number.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that 
I  am  not  an  expert  on  cither  submarines  or  surface  craft, 
but  it  seems  to  me  important  that  there  should  be  enough 
submarines,  sis  a  part  of  our  Navy,  to  meet  all  requirements 
in  any  sort  of  naval  warfare. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Amplifsring  what  the  Senator  says,  when 
we  learn,  as  the  statistics  show,  that  Italy  alone  has  over  100 
submarines,  the  number  seems  small. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    It  seems  to  me  small. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  am  somewhat  surprised  to  find  that  the 
able  Senator  from  Kentucky,  who  knows  so  much  about  gen- 
eral legislation,  is  so  familiar  with  technical  naval  terms  and 
has  so  much  technical  knowledge  of  the  Navy.  I  required  a 
long  time  to  obtain  what  knowledge  I  have,  and  I  am  sur- 
prised to  see  that  the  Senator's  questions  Indicate  a  famil- 
iarity with  the  subject  equal  to  that  of  any  member  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  learned  much  on  the  subject  of 
naval  construction  from  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  interested  in  the  observations  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  As  the  Senator  may  recall — I 
have  forgotten  whether  or  not  he  was  on  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  at  that  time — for  several  years  I  was  a  member  of 
the  Naval  Affairs  Committee.  I  believed  that  those  in  charge 
of  the  Navy  were  a  little  too  inert,  a  little  too  old-fashioned, 
and  I  was  so  out  of  patience  with  them  that  I  resigned  from 
the  committee,  having  other  assignments,  of  course. 

The  point  I  wish  to  make  is  that  we  had  an  investigation  as 
to  the  efOcacy — indeed,  the  imperative  necessity— of  sub- 
marines. I  had  Admiral  Sims  and  Rear  Admiral  Pullam 
appear  before  the  committee.  The  head  of  the  Navy — I  shall 
not  mention  his  name — and  others  were  resistant  to  the 
proposal  that  the  Navy  should  have  a  considerable  number 
of  submarines  and  airplanes. 

Mr.  WALSH.    Was  this  after  the  World  War? 

Mr.  KING.  This  was  immediately  after  the  World  War. 
Admiral  Sims  testified  as  to  the  importance  of  submarines, 
and  challenged  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  British  Fleet 
had  to  flee,  as  the  Senator  will  recall,  and  take  refuge  in  Scapa 
Plow  after  the  battle  of  Skagerrak  because  the  submarines 
were  too  much  of  a  menace.  Notwithstanding  the  great  fleet 
which  the  British  had.  they  had  to  flee  and  take  refuge  at 
Scapa  Flow.  Admiral  Sims  stated  that  one  of  the  impera- 
tive needs  of  the  Navy  was  the  submarine,  and  that  we  must 
build  more  submarines. 

I  offered  a  resolution  to  create  a  bureau  of  submarines  and 
a  bureau  of  airplanes.    It  did  not  meet  with  favor  in  the 


Navy  Department.  The  Navy  Department  offlcials  were 
"sold"  on  the  battleship  and  the  big  cruiser,  and  they  were 
indifferent  to  the  new  method  of  warfare;  namely,  the  sub- 
marine and  the  airplane. 

I  am  glad  to  see  that  there  has  been  an  awakening,  and 
that  we  are  beginning  to  appreciate  the  fact  that  we  must 
have  submarines.  They  are  an  indispensable  part  of  the 
Navy. 

I  rose  particularly  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  whether  or 
not  recent  investigations  have  demonstrated  that  the  battle- 
ship and  the  battle  cruiser  are  playing  as  important  a  part 
In  naval  warfare  as  it  was  believed  they  were  called  upon 
to  perform  a  number  of  years  ago.  before  we  had  the  sub- 
marine and  the  airplane. 

Mr.  WALSH.  There  has  been  no  real  test  as  yet.  The 
battleship's  value  would  depend  to  a  great  extent  upon  the 
result  of  an  open  flght  between  two  fleets  at  sea.  If  that 
occurred,  I  am  convinced  from  my  investigations  of  the 
subject  that  the  battleship  would  be  found  indispensable  if 
the  opposing  fleet  had  battleships. 

As  I  have  said  before,  the  battleship  is  a  fortress  at  sea. 
An  airplane  carrier  is  a  landing  field  at  sea.  The  battle- 
ship has  the  heaviest  guns  that  can  be  carried;  it  has  the 
longest  range  guns;  and  it  Is  like  moving  a  fort  that  is  on 
land,  in  a  harbor,  out  into  the  middle  of  the  sea.  When  the 
attack  comes  the  battleship  is  the  most  deadly  and  destruc- 
tive of  all. 

If  other  fleets  did  not  contain  battleships  it  might  not  be 
necessary  for  our  fleet  to  contain  battleships;  but.  however 
powerful  and  effective  our  fleet  might  be,  if  the  enemy  had 
a  battleship  or  two  It  could  raise  havoc,  because  It  could 
stand  far  away  from  the  reach  of  our  guns,  and  pour  its 
flre  into  our  fleet,  and  destroy  it. 

Mr.  KING.  I  noticed  in  the  newspapers  a  few  nights  ago 
that  in  the  case  of  a  French  battleship  in  the  harbor  of 
Oran.  or  perhaps  at  Alexandria — I  have  forgotten  which— 
a  brave  Englishman  in  a  little  motorboat  took  a  depth  bomb 
and  discharged  it  under  the  stern  of  the  battleship,  and  so 
riiined  it  that  it  partially  sank. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  understand  that  the  ship  was  aground, 
and  could  not  move. 

I  will  ask  the  members  of  the  committee  whether  I  am 
correct  in  the  statement  which  was  made  before  our  com- 
mittee that  no  battleship  yet  has  been  destroyed  by  a  bomb 
dropped  from  the  air.  The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  I  Mr. 
Gerry  J  says  I  am  correct  in  that  statement.  We  went  into 
that  subject.  Cruisers  have  been  so  destroyed.  The  armor 
plate  on  the  battleship  and  its  defenses  against  airplane  and 
bombing  attacks  are  very  great.  Of  course,  the  weakest  of 
all  our  vessels  from  the  standpoint  of  their  own  defense  are 
the  airplane  carriers,  because  they  are  lightly  constructed, 
carry  a  heavy  load,  and  have  great  speed. 

I  should  say  that  up-to-date  events  show  that  we  cannot 
discard  the  battleship. 

Mr.  KING.  I  rose  primarily  to  support  the  view  expressed 
by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  as  to  the  importance  of  the 
submarine.  I  cannot  forget  the  very  clear  and  concise  and 
strong  testimony  of  Admiral  Sims,  who  was  one  of  the  great- 
est naval  men  of  his  day.  I  do  not  know  whether  we  have 
his  equal  now  or  not. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  detected  in  the  early  days — not  so  much 
recently,  especially  with  the  lessons  of  the  World  War — a 
disposition  on  the  part  of  the  men  who  went  up  through  the 
Navy  and  became  admirals  to  have  an  affection,  which  I 
suppose  was  natural,  and  a  fondness  for  the  weapons  they 
themselves  used.  Most  admirals,  of  course,  came  from  the 
fleet,  where  battleships  are  considered  supreme,  and  there- 
fore there  was  a  little  reluctance  on  their  part  to  accept  the 
value  of  the  submarine,  or  even  the  airplane.  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  that  is  all  gone  now. 

Mr.  KING.  Admiral  Sims,  of  course,  was  overseas,  as  the 
Senator  knows.  He  had  charge  of  our  fleet,  and  I  think  he 
brought  new  life  into  the  British  Navy,  and  the  result  of 
bis  fine  work  made  an  important  contribution  to  the  ending 
of  the  war. 
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Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  In  confirmation  of  what  the  Senator 
frcnn  Massachusetts  said  about  the  value  of  the  battleship 
and  heavy  armor,  were  not  all  those  aspects  vindicated  in  the 
recent  battle  between  the  English  Fleet  and  the  French 
Fleet?  Were  not  the  French  vessels  put  out  of  business  by 
the  heavy  armament  and  the  heavy  artillery  of  the  British 
Fleet? 

Mr.  WALSH.    The  Senator  from  Texas  is  absolutely  right. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  They  were  not  put  out  of  business  by 
the  airplane. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  A  few  minutes  since,  when  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  so  graciously  yielded  to  me,  we  did  not 
have  at  hand  the  exact  number  of  planes  which  the  Navy 
now  has;  but  the  committee's  report  sets  forth  In  two  para- 
graphs exactly  what  the  situation  is.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  that  part  of  the  report  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  for  ready  reference. 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  shall  be  very  happy  to  have  that  done. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Planes:  One  thousand  seven  hundred  and  eighty-six  useful  naval 
airplanes  were  on  hand  on  June  1,  1940.  Of  this  number  approxi- 
mately 1.367  were  useful  combatant  planes. 

The  committee  were  Informed  that  the  Navy  Departi^ent's  air- 
plane-procurement program  contemplated  approaching  the  present 
authorized  limit  by  July  1.  1942. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  ask  now  to  have  action  taken  on  the 
amendments  reported  by  the  committee.  There  are  only  a 
few  of  them.  Then  there  are  two  or  three  other  measures, 
which  will  take  only  a  short  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendments  reported 
by  the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs 
was,  on  page  2.  line  23,  after  the  word  "authorized",  to  strike 
out  "$50,000,000"  and  insert  "$65,000,000",  and  in  line  25, 
after  the  word  "material",  to  strike  out  "at  either  private  or 
naval  establishments,  which  shall  include  the  authority  to 
purchase  land  at  such  locations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
with  the  approval  of  the  President  may  deem  best  suited  to 
the  purpose,  erect  buildings  thereon,  and  acquire  the  neces- 
sary machinery  and  equipment,  and  $20,000,000  for  the  ex- 
pansion of  facilities,  which  shall  include  the  authority  to 
acquire  land  and  erect  buildings  for  the  production  of  armor 
at  either  private  or  naval  establishments"  and  insert  "or 
munitions  at  either  private  or  naval  establishments,  and 
$35,000,000  for  the  expansion  of  facilities  for  the  production 
of  armor  at  either  private  or  naval  establishments.  The 
authority  herein  granted  for  essential  equipment  and  fucili- 
ties,  and  for  the  expansion  of  facilities,  shall  include  the 
authority  to  acquire  lands  at  such  locations  as  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  with  the  approval  of  the  President  may  deem  best 
suited  to  the  purpose,  erect  buildings,  and  acquire  the  neces- 
sary machinery  and  equipment",  so  as  to  make  the  section 
read:  | 

Sec.  3.  There  Is  hereby  authorlaed  to  be  appropriated,  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  Slates  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
purposes  of  this  Act.  Including  not  to  exceed  $150,000,000  for 
essential  equipment  and  facilities  at  either  private  or  naval  estat>- 
llshments  for  building  or  equipping  any  complete  naval  vessel 
or  portion  thereof  herein  or  heretofore  authorized,  $65,000,000  for 
essential  equipment  and  facilities  for  the  manufacttire  of  ord- 
nance material  or  munitions  at  either  private  or  naval  establish- 
ments, and  $35,000,000  for  the  expansion  of  facilities  for  the  pro- 
duction of  armor  at  either  private  or  naval  establishments.  The 
authority  herein  granted  for  essential  equipment  and  facilities, 
and  for  the  expansion  of  facilities,  shall  Include  the  authority 
to  acquire  lands  at  such  locations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Navr 
with  the  approval  of  the  President  may  deem  best  suited  to  the 
purp>cse,  erect  buUdlngs,  and  acquire  the  necessary  machinery  and 
equipment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Ilie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  3.  line  24.  after  the 
word  "Patrol",  to  insert  "escort,  and  miscellaneous",  and  in 


line  25.  after  the  word  "exceed",  to  strike  out  "$25,000,000" 
and  insert  "$50,000,000",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  6.  The  President  of  the  United  States  is  hereby  further 
authorized  to  acquire  and  convert  or  to  undertake  the  construc- 
tion of — 

(a)  Patrol,  escort,  and  miscellaneous  craft  at  a  total  cost  not 
to   exceed    $50,000,000;    and 

(b)  One  hundred  thousand  tons  of  auxiliary  vessels  of  such 
size,  type,  and  design  as  he  may  consider  best  suited  for  the 
purposes  of  national  defense. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4.  line  14,  after  the 
word  "boat",  to  insert  "(except  ships'  boats)",  and  in  line 
17,  after  the  word  "scrapped",  to  strike  out  "without  the 
consent  of  the  Congress"  and  insert  "except  as  now  provided 
by  law",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sbc.  7.  No  vessel,  ship,  or  boat  (except  ships'  boats)  now  in 
the  United  States  Navy  or  being  built  or  hereafter  built  therefor 
shall  be  dlspxwed  of  by  sale  or  otherwise,  or  be  chartered  or 
scrapped,  except  as  now  provided  by  law. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  That  completes  the  com- 
mittee amendments.  The  bill,  as  amended,  is  now  before 
the  Senate  for  disposition, 

Mr.  WALSH.    Mr.  President,  I  have  nothing  more  to  say. 

COMMON    SENSE    NATIONAL    DEFENSE,    NOT    MADNESS    AND    HTSTESXA 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  before  any  action  is  taken 
on  the  bill,  I  wish  to  say — and  I  am  not  reljring  upon  my  own 
judgment  in  the  matter;  I  have  talked  to  many  exp>erts — 
that  it  is  my  belief  that  if  we  took  the  appropriation  for  some 
of  these  great  capital  ships  and  used  It  In  the  construction  of 
airplanes  and  submarines  and  small,  swift  surface  craft  we 
should  be  greatly  strengthening  the  defense  of  America. 

AOMOLAL    SIMS    AND    BATTLESHIPS 

I  cannot  forget  the  statement  Admiral  Sims  made,  which 
has  been  referred  to  so  many  times,  that  the  safest  place  for 
battleships  In  the  next  war  is  just  as  far  up  the  Mississippi 
River  as  possible.  I  still  believe  he  knew  what  he  was  talk- 
ing about. 

SECRETARY    EDISON    AND  THE    NAVT 

I  remember  that  not  long  ago  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
of  the  United  States  gave  us  a  report  in  which  he  admitted 
that  our  ships  were  not  ready  for  battle,  and  that  they  would 
have  to  be  rebuilt  and  somewhat  reconstructed  in  order  to 
meet  the  menace  of  the  warplane.  I  do  not  want  to  enter 
into  any  debate  about  the  matter,  and  I  am  sure  It  is  not 
necessary,  but  I  want  to  be  on  record  on  this  subject. 

The  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Dowwrvl  spoke  about 
the  bright  spot.  I  believe  he  referred  to  the  Navy  as  the 
bright  spot. 

Mr.  WALSH.    The  personnel  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  And  the  personnel;  and  we  are  glad  about 
that.  We  are  happy  about  that;  but  let  us  see  to  it  that  the 
air  force  of  America  Is  not  our  blind  spot. 

For  25  years  I  have  advocated  a  separate  department  of  the 
Air  Sernce  in  the  United  States.  I  introduced  the  first  bill 
on  the  subject  in  1919.  and  I  was  supported  in  it  by  Brig. 
Gen.  Billy  Mitchell,  the  greatest  of  them  all.  We  still  have 
the  Air  Service  split  up  and  scattered  around  among  these 
great  services.  They  are  doing  very  well,  of  course;  but  the 
French,  the  Italians,  the  great  British  Empire,  the  German 
Reich,  and  Japan  all  have  separate  departments  of  the  Air 
Service — all  of  them. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  SERVICE 

We  should  have  a  separate  department  of  the  Air  Service. 
We  are  coming  to  that  in  the  not  distant  future.  Why  not 
now?  Why  always  have  hindsight;  why  not  a  little  vision 
and  a  little  foresight? 

THE   GREAT   MADNESS 

Mr,  President,  we  are  appropriating  $10,000,000,000  for  the 
Navy,  more  billions  for  the  Army  and  the  Air  Service  until 
we  approach  $20,000,000,000  in  this  great  madness.  So  far 
as  1940  and  1941  are  concerned,  these  huge  sums  will  avail 
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OS  nothing.  It  will  all  end  In  a  great  financial  debacle — no 
real  planning— no  blueprints  for  the  future — only  fumbling 
in  the  past.  I  am  for  common-sense  national  defense.  I  am 
not  for  madness  and  hysteria — that  will  not  take  us  any- 
where. I  cannot  rid  myself  of  the  feeling  that  we  are  build- 
ing for  offensive  warfare — not  for  defense,  but  offense.  I  am 
against  that  sort  of  building. 

We  must  heed  the  lessons  of  the  second  World  War  in 
Europe.  The  war  plane  has  all  but  driven  the  surface  navy 
off  the  sea.  We  ought  to  be  able  to  see  that  by  now.  The 
only  real  sea  defense  is  to  achieve  supremacy  of  the  air  and 
then  the  Navy  can  operate  and  function,  but  without  that 
air  supremacy  the  Navy  is  driven  into  hiding. 

In  view  of  the  statements  which  have  been  made  today, 
I  believe  that  swifter,  smaller  vessels  filling  our  harbors  and 
swarming  the  sea  about  our  coasts  would  constitute  a  great 
measure  of  safety.  I  beUeve  in  that.  I  am  not  sure  that 
I  Should  want  to  dispense  with  all  our  battleships,  but  I  am 
afraid  we  are  overdoing  that  part  of  our  naval  defense.  I  am 
afraid  we  are  still  back  in  the  days  of  yesterday  a  little  too 
much. 

EBICSSON  AND  THK  MONTrOR 

I  remember  reading  that  when  Ericsson  came  to  the  Navy 
With  his  Monitor,  the  Navy  scoffed  at  it.  The  President  had 
to  rescue  the  situation.  We  must  look  into  the  future.  We 
must  try  to  have  a  little  vision.  Certainly  we  ought  to  study 
the  lessons  of  this  war.  the  great  second  World  War.  I  think 
the  airplane  has  shown  the  world  a  new  picture  of  warfare. 

Certainly  we  must  not  rely  on  one  form  of  defense.  I  am 
not  advocating  that:  but  I  think  we  should  emphasize  the 
Air  Service  more  than  we  have.  We  should  unify  it,  take  it 
away  from  the  Jealousy  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  and  the 
Marine  Corps  and  the  Coast  Quard.  and  all  that  sort  of  thing, 
and  put  it  in  one  great  department.  I  absolutely  agree  with 
the  able  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King!  when  he  talks  about 
the  submarine.    Certainly  the  sut)marine  justified  itself  in 

the  first  World  War,  and  it  is  very  destructive  now. 

MORZ  WAS  PLAmCS,   LXSS  STTPEROREAONACCHTS 

I  am  not  relying  upon  my  judgment  as  a  layman  but  on 
talks  I  have  had  with  admirals,  generals,  and  our  eagles  of 
the  air  who  have  been  kind  enough  to  give  me  information. 
If  I  had  my  way  about  it  I  should  like  to  turn  one  or  two  of 
these  superdreadnaughts  into  just  as  many  airplanes,  sub- 
marines, and  sea  sleds  as  the  money  would  provide  for — more 
war  planes,  more  submarines,  and  more  faster  and  smaller 
vessels  that  will  increase  the  safety  of  our  country. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  previously  had  a  colloquy 
with  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  with  reference  to  the 

language  on  page  4,  line  23,  and  I  move  as  an  amendment 
that  the  proviso  beginning  at  that  place  be  stricken  out. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  proviso 
beginning  in  line  23  on  page  4.  down  to  and  including  line  2, 
on  page  5. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  is  open  to  further 
amendment.  If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to  be  pro- 
posed, the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amend- 
ments and  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  10100)  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

DrCOURAGEMXNT  OF  TRAVEL  IN  THE  UNITEO   STATES 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  ^Mr.  O'Mahoney  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  action  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives disagreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6884)  to  encourage  travel  in  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  requesting  a  conference  with 
the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon. 

Mr.  BILBO.  At  the  request  of  and  on  behalf  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Commerce  llkib-.  Bailey],  I  move 


that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its  amendment,  agree  to  the 
request  of  the  House  for  a  conference,  and  that  the  Chair 
appoint  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  OflQcer  ap- 
pointed Mrs.  Caraway.  Mr.  Bilbo,  and  Mr.  VAifDEWBERc  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

USE  OF  OBSOLETE  NAVAL  VESSELS  AS  TARGETS 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2056,  Senate  bill 
3008. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (S.  3008)  to  authorize  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  dispose  of  certain  public  vessels,  and  for 
other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs  with  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  and  to  insert  the  following: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  with  the  approval  of  the  Presi- 
dent, be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  use  as  targets  for  experi- 
mental firings  vessels  of  the  United  States  Navy  stricken  from  the 
Navy  Register  pursuant  to  the  act  of  Aui^st  5.  1882  (22  Stat  296; 
34  U.  S.  C,  sec.  491)  :  Provided.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shaU 
first  determine  that  the  interests  of  the  Government  would  be  best 
served  thereby:  Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
shall  make  an  annual  report  to  the  Congress  of  aU  vessels  disposed 
of  under  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  there  should  be  a  brief  ex- 
planation of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WALSH.  A  reading  of  the  bill  states  its  purpose.  It 
provides: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  with  the  approval  of  the  Presi- 
dent, be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  use  as  targets  for  experi- 
mental firings  vessels  of  the  United  States  Navy  stricken  from  the 
Navy  Register  pursuant  to  the  act  of  August  5.  1882  (22  Stat.  296; 
34  U.  S.  C,  sec.  491)  :  Proinded.  That  the  Sscretary  of  the  Navy  shall 
first  determine  that  the  Interests  of  the  Government  would  be  best 
served  thereby:  Provided  further.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
shall  make  an  annual  report  to  the  Congress  of  all  vessels  disposed 
Of  under  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Under  the  act  of  1882  a  board  sits  in  Judgment  and  de- 
termines what  vessels  are  obsolete  and  cannot  be  repcUred, 
or  are  no  longer  useful.  Then  it  requires  that  they  should 
be  offered  for  sale  and  sold  at  auction.  This  measure  would 
permit  vessels  which  are  half  burned,  or  are  useless,  when 
a  certificate  is  filed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  with 
the  approval  of  the  President,  to  be  used  for  target 
purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CONSTRUCTION   OF   GRAVING   DRYDOCK   IN   NEW    YORK    HARBOR 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2048,  Senate 
bill  4165. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (S.  4165)  to  provide.  In  cooperation  with  the 
Port  of  New  York  Authority,  for  the  construction  in  New 
York  Harbor  of  a  graving  drydock  large  enough  to  accom- 
modate the  largest  naval  ships  built  or  building,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  with 
an  amendment,  on  page  3.  line  3.  to  strike  out  "size"  and 
insert  "site",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  hereby  au- 
thorized to  consider  such  proposals  as  may  he  made  by  the  Port  of 
New  York  Authority  to  provide  an  adequate  site  in  New  York 
Harbor  or  Its  vicinity  and  to  construct  or  cause  to  be  constructed 
thereon  a  graving  drydock  and  facilities  appurtenant  thereto,  under 
the  powers  and  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  said  authority  by  the 
compact  of  April  30,  1921,  between  the  State  of  New  York  and  the 
State  of  New  Jersey  (42  Stat.  174) ,  consented  to  by  the  Sixty-seventh 
Congress  of  the  United  States  (42  Stat.  174),  to  purchase,  construct, 
lease  and/or  operate  a  drydock  in  the  port  of  New  York  district 
and  under  the  powers  conferred  on  said  authority  by  the  compre- 
hensive plan  for  the  development  of  the  port  of  New  York,  adopted 
under  and  pursuant  to  the  aforesaid  compact  by  the  States  of  New 
York  and  New  Jersey,  which  comprehensive  plan  was  consented  to 
by  the  Sixty-seventh  Congress  of  the  United  States  (42  SUt.  822), 
and,  in  the  event  that  a  proposal  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  at 
the  Navy  is  received,  to  submit,  subject  to  approval  of  the  President, 
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to  the  Congress,  an  estimate  for  an  appropriation  of  an  amount 
equal  to  one-half  the  cost  of  said  drydock  and  facilities  appurtenant 
thereto,  including  the  cost  of  any  land  acquired  therefor,  but  in 
any  event  not  to  exceed  $7,000,000,  which  shall  be  available  for  the 
purposes  and  subject  to  the  limitations  hereinafter  stated. 

Sbc.  2.  The  location  of  the  proposed  drydock  and  Its  appurte- 
nances shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Sbc.  3.  Any  amount  appropriated  under  the  authority  contained 
In  this  act  shall  be  available  only  for  the  construction  of  a  graving 
drydock  with  dimensions  and  structtiral  strength  sufficient,  in  the 
opinion  of  tlie  Secretaiy  of  the  Navy,  to  accommodate  the  largest 
naval  or  merchant  vessel  built  or  buUdlng,  together  with  an  ade- 
quate site  therefor,  and  shop,  transportation,  weight  handling,  and 
other  incidental  appurtenances  and  facilities,  according  to  designs 
and  general  plans  and  specifications  to  be  submitted  with  said  pro- 
posal by  the  Port  of  New  York  Authority  (hereinafter  called  the 
port  authority)  as  a  part  thereof. 

Sec.  4.  (a)  Any  amount  appropriated  under  the  authority  con- 
tained in  this  act  shall  be  available  for  payments  on  account  of  a 
contract  to  be  negotiated  and  entered  into  between  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  and  the  port  authority  for  the  purposes  herein  stated. 

(b)  The  contract  so  negotiated  shall  require  the  port  authority  to 
construct  or  cause  to  be  constructed  the  graving  drydock  and  to 
provide  the  appurtenances  and  facilities  contemplated  by  the  ac- 
cepted proposal,  to  be  completed  and  ready  for  use  within  such  a 
time  as  may  be  specified  In  said  contract  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  without  risk  or  expense  to  the  United  SUtes.  except  as  herein 
provided,  and  in  accordance  with  plans  and  specifications  to  be  ap- 
proved by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  or  at  his  direction  by  the  Chief 
of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks. 

(c)  Prom  and  after  the  time  said  graving  drydock  and  drydock 
facilities  are  ready  for  use.  priority  service  shall  be  given  iu  the 
drydock,  or  by  means  of  other  drj-dock  facilities  of  the  operator 
thereof  acceptable  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  to  naval  and  other 
public  vessels  of  the  United  States  and  to  commercial  vessels  owned 
by  the  United  States  or  by  any  corporation  of  which  the  majority 
of  the  stock  is  owned  by  the  United  States.  The  charges  for  docking 
such  vessels  shall  be  the  actual  direct  operating  costs  plus  a  pre- 
determined allowance  for  profit  and  overhead  charges,  which  over- 
head charges  shall  not  Include  any  interest  or  amortization  upon 
the  amount  appropriated  by  the  United  States  under  this  act  and 
paid  to  the  port  authority  on  account  of  the  contract  to  be  nego- 
tiated and  entered  Into  between  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  the 
port  authority  as  aforesaid, 

(d)  In  time  of  war  or  national  emergency,  as  declared  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  the  United  States  shall  have  exclu- 
sive priority  for  the  use  of  said  graving  drydock  and  appurtenances. 

(e)  The  said  graving  drydock  and  appurtenances  shall  be  owned 
by  the  port  authority,  but  may  be  leased  to  such  private  operator 
or  operators  as  may.  In  the  Judgment  of  the  commissioners  of  the 
port  authority,  be  best  suited  to  operate  and  maintain  said  drydock. 
The  drydock  shall  be  maintained  continuously  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Sec.  5.  There  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

Sbc.  6.  All  acts  and  parts  of  acts  inconsistent  and  In  conflict  with 
the  provisions  of  this  act  are  hereby  suspended  during  the  period 
in  which  such  provisions  of  this  act  are  in  effect  to  the  extent  of 
such  inconsistency  or  conflict. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  there  are  so  few  Senators 

present  that  I  think  this  bill  should  go  over  until  tomorrow. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  have  it  go  over.  It 
is  imderstood  the  measure  will  be  the  first  business  for  to- 
morrow in  case  the  Senate  takes  a  recess? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Yes. 

DE  SOTO  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  unfinished  business  be  temporarily  laid  aside  and  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Senate  bill  4119.  which 
is  an  emergency  defense  measure,  which  has  been  reported 
unanimously  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys, 
and  has  the  unqualified  approval  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture and  the  War  Department.  The  purpose  is  to  transfer 
65,000  acres  from  the  De  Soto  National  Forest  to  the  War 
Department,  upon  the  request  of  the  War  Department  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  (S.  4119)  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  certain  land 
in  the  De  Soto  National  Forest  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for 
use  for  military  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Survejrs,  with  an  amendment, 
on  page  1.  line  9.  after  the  word  "select",  to  strike  out  the 
period  and  insert  a  colon  and  the  following:  "Provided,  That 
in  the  event  the  area  transferred  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  cease  to  be  used  for  military  purposes,  it  shall 


revert  to  its  former  national-forest  status",  so  as  to  make  the 
bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  upon  request  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer 
to  the  Secretary  of  War,  for  military  purposes,  such  tracts  of  land, 
not  in  excess  of  65.000  acres,  contiguous  to  the  Camp  Shelby  State 
Military  Reservation,  Miss.,  and  now  Included  within  the  limits  of 
the  De  Soto  National  Forest,  Miss.,  as  the  Secretary  of  War  may 
select:  Provided,  That  In  the  event  the  area  transferred  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  6f  this  act  shall  cease  to  be  used  for  military 
purposes,  it  shall  revert  to  its  former  national-forest  status. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  malce  an 
inquiry.     Is  this  property  located  in  Mississippi? 

Mr.  BILBO.    It  is. 

Mr.  McNARY.    It  is  owned  by  the  Government? 

Mr,  BILBO.     Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  bill  provides  for  a  transfer  from  one 
agency  to  another? 

Mr.  BTLBO.     Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.    It  does  not  involve  any  consideration? 

Mr.  BILBO.     No. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

COL,   DONALD  H.  CONNOLLY 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Presiding  OflBcer  of  the  Senate  be  authorized  to  affix 
his  signature  to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  283,  which  has  been 
passed  by  the  House  and  is  on  the  Speaker's  desk,  but  he  can- 
not sign  it  until  it  goes  back  into  the  House  after  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Hatch  bill.  It  is  important  that  this  be  done 
so  that  the  President  may  appoint  CoL  Donald  H.  Coimolly 
Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

ADMISSION  OF  CERTAIN  PERSONS  TO  ST.  ELIZABETHS  HOSPITAL 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  the  amendments  adopted  by  the 
Senate  to  H.  R.  9576.  relating  to  the  admission  to  St.  Eliza- 
beths Hospital  of  persons  resident  or  domiciled  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States,  were,  in  identical  language,  in- 
corporated as  a  part  of  section  3  of  the  "Emergency  Relief 
Appropriation  Act,  fiscal  year  1941,"  which  has  become  a  law. 

Therefore.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote  on  the 
passage  of  H.  R,  9576,  together  with  the  vote  ordering  the 
engrossment  of  the  amendments  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill,  and  the  votes  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendments, 
may  be  respectively  reconsidered,  and  that  the  amendments 
be  disagreed  to. 

If  the  consent  is  given,  the  bill  may  be  passed  without 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Utah?  TTie  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

RECESS  * 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until 
12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  22  minutes 
p,  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Tliursday, 
July  11,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


CONFIRMA-nONS 

Executive   nominations  confirmed   by   the   Senate  Jul^   10 
(legislative  day  of  July  8) ,  1940 

Navy  Department 

Frank  Knox  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
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Promotions  in  the  Navy 

MARINi;  CORPS 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel 

Curtis  W.  Legettc 

To  be  majors 
James  E.  Jones  Adolph  Zuber 

Charles  P.  Cresswell  Robert  E.  Hogaboom 

Samuel  K.  Bird  Francis  H".  Brink 

Martin  S.  Rahiser  James  Snedeker 

To  be  captains 

First  Lt.  Charles  A.  Miller       Henry  W.  Buse,  Jr. 
Ralph  K.  Rottet  Robert  E.  Hommell 

Samuel  R.  Shaw  Prank  C.  Tharin 

Robert  S.  Pairweather  Samuel  P.  Zeiler 

To  be  first  UevieTiants 
Paul  R.  Bsrrum  Hewitt  D.  Adama 

James  C.  Bennett  James  R.  Bromesrer 

To  be  second  lieutenants 
Virgil  W.  Banning  Alan  R.  Miller 

John  H.  Blue  William  E.  Pierce 

William  P.  Prank  Gene  N.  Schraeder 

Harry  H.  Gaver.  Jr.  Homer  W.  Sharpenberg 

John  W.  Hughes 

Postmasters 

INDIANA 

Norman  R.  Blllieu.  Westport. 

IOWA 

Charles  J.  Cash.  Jr.,  Anamosa. 
Benjamin  Roy  Bogenrief ,  Hinton. 

KANSAS 

Fairfax  Barnes,  Oswego, 
Paul  E.  Tubbs,  Turon. 

LOtnSIANA 

Henry  E.  BZnight.  Fterriday. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

William  P.  McNamara.  Clinton. 

MICHIGAN 

Myron  P.  Hancock,  Holt. 

MINNESOTA 

Theodore  H.  Lchrke,  Balaton. 

Mary  E.  Snyder,  Canton. 

Eric  lind,  Chisago  City. 

Lloyd  W.  Ohman,  Deer  Creek. 

Clifford  J.  Fitzgerald.  Dilworth. 

Elmer  Reseland,  Fertile. 

Herman  Prajola,  Gilbert. 

Stephen  Singer,  Goodridge. 

Raymond  P.  Nolan,  Janesville. 

Marcia  Rvissell  Tyssellng,  Stewartville. 

NEBRASKA 

Weaver  Jennings  Holllday.  Stuart. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Ralph  M.  Dysart,  BeUwood. 
Ralph  L.  Bell.  Burgettstown. 
Catherine  M.  Golden,  Lykens. 
William  M.  Cramer.  Mifflin. 
Delia  Dina  Fomataro,  Russellton. 
John  B.  Brennen.  Wilcox. 

TEXAS 

Leon  W.  Rutland.  Commerce. 

VIRGINIA 

Loiiise  J.  Taylor,  Beaverdam. 
Anne  L.  Bowman,  Bonny  Blue. 
Walter  E.  Groves,  Buckroe  Beach. 
Ashby  W.  Mayo.  Scottsvllle. 

WEST  VIRGINIl 

Bennle  D.  Wiley,  Athens. 
Oscar  R.  Conaway.  Barrackville. 


Rupert  B.  Mapel,  Fannington, 
Reuben  Williams,  Glen  Rogers. 
Anna  P.  Cole,  Himdred. 
Arthur  Jackson,  Littleton. 
Alva  O.  Shelton.  Peach  Creek. 
Rose  B.  Crabbe,  Ranson. 
Maurice  C.  Carpenter,  Reedy. 
Charles  C.  DuLowe.  Jr..  Whitesville. 
Benjamine  H.  Oxley.  Yawkey. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  July  10,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Herschel  M.  Reed,  pastor  of  the  Greenfield  Christian 
Church,  Greenfield.  Ind..  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Our  most  gracious  Heavenly  Father,  we  are  grateful  to 
Thee  because  we  are  citizens  of  this,  a  great  country.  We 
pray  this  morning  that  Thou  wilt  guide  the  actions  and  the 
decisions  of  this  group,  upon  whose  shoulders  rest  such  tre- 
mendous responsibilities.  Wilt  Thou,  our  Father,  have  a  vote 
in  their  decisions,  and  grant  that  in  the  hours  that  are  so 
heavy  upon  us  we  may  not  fail  to  look  to  Thee,  because  we 
know  that  when  nations  forget  Thee  they  fall.  So  wilt  Thou 
guide  the  actions  of  this  body,  and  wilt  Thou  bless  each  and 
every  one.  that  they  may  serve  Thee  and  serve  their  country, 
to  the  end  that  there  may  be  experienced  by  us  all  eternal 
freedom,  which  we  prize  so  highly,  and  the  love  of  American 
citizenship,  that  Is  to  us  so  great  because  that  privilege  was 
given  us  by  men  who  sought  freedom  to  worship  Thee.  Wilt 
Thou  bless  this  body.  In  the  name  of  Jesus  Christ,  Thy  Son, 
our  Saviour,  our  hope.   Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier.  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  amendments 
of  the  House  to  bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  29.  An  act  to  authorize  the  use  of  certain  facilities  of 
national  parks  and  national  monuments  for  elementary- 
school  purposes; 

S.  2018.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nile  Shaw  and  Edgar  C. 
Bardin;  and 

S.  3131.  An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  United  States 
Employees'  Compensation  Act  to  members  of  the  Officers'  Re- 
serve Corps  and  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army 
who  were  physically  injured  in  bne  of  duty  while  performing 
active  duty  or  engaged  in  authorized  training  between  dates 
of  February  28,  1925,  and  July  15.  1939.  both  Inclusive,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

MARINE    AND    WAR-RISK    INSURANCE 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  for  the  present  consideration  of  the  Joint  reso- 
lution (H.  J.  Res.  582)  making  an  appropriation  to  enable 
the  United  States  Maritime  Coounlssion  to  establish  the 
marine  and  war -risk  insurance  fund. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Joint  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  TABER.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  I  understand,  this  is  a  bill  to  provide  a  revolving  fund  of 
$40,000,000  to  take  care  of  the  operations  of  the  Bland  Act, 
which  was  passed  here  a  couple  of  weeks  ago.  I  wonder  if 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  will  not  explain  the  bill  some-' 
what,  so  the  Members  may  know  about  it. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Briefly.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936  was  amended  by  the  act  of 
June  29.  1940,  authorizing  the  United  States  Maritime  Com- 
mission to  provide  marine  insurance  and  reinsurance  for 
American  vessels  and  their  cargoes  and  crews.  It  authorizes 
a  revolving  fund.  This  $40,000,000  is  the  beginning  of  that 
revolving  fund,  and  it  will  likely  be  the  only  amount  re- 
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quired  to  be  appropriated.  The  purpose  of  It  is  to  provide 
insurance  on  American  vessels  and  cargoes  and  crews  which 
cannot  be  secured  in  the  ordinary  insurance  market. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  Is  not  this  another  New  Deal  adwnture,  set- 
ting up  the  Government  in  the  insurance  business  in  com- 
petition with  private  industry?  I  realize  there  are  times 
when  there  are  hazards  and  probably  Government  insurance 
is  wanted  that  Lloyd's  will  not  come  over  here  and  do  some 
insuring,  but  the  fact  is  that  we  in  this  act  of  1940  have  set 
the  Government  up  in  the  insurance  business. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  No;  the  gentleman  is  not 
right. 

Mr.  RICH.    I  am  right. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  The  gentleman  is  very  posi- 
tive in  his  opinion,  and  doubtless  nothing  I  can  say  would 
change  his  ideas. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  As  I  understand,  this  is  the  situation:  The 
American  companies  at  the  time  of  the  World  War  were  able 
to  provide  hardly  anything  in  the  nature  of  insurance.  We 
had  this  type  of  insurance  on  a  much  broader  scale  at  that 
time,  and  it  was  operated  so  that  it  covered  other  than  Ameri- 
can bottoms.  This  is  confined  to  American  bottoms.  To 
start  with,  we  have  an  insurance  capacity,  as  far  as  the  ves- 
sels are  concerned,  of  approximately  $4,500,000  on  any  given 
vessel,  and  approximately  $5,000,000  on  any  cargo,  exclusive 
of  this  Government  insurance.  It  has  been  customary  for 
Lloyd's  to  carry  most  of  this  insurance  in  the  past,  but  they 
are  limited  at  the  present  time.  They  have  $45,000,000  de- 
posited here.  This  does  not  put  the  Government  in  com- 
petition with  private  business,  but  only  supplements  it. 

Mr.  WOODRLTkd  of  Virginia.  If  the  gentleman  will  per- 
mit, the  law  specifically  provides  that  the  Maritime  Commis- 
sion shall  not  take  advantage  of  this  Government  insurance 
if  they  can  get  private  insurance  coverage. 

Mr.  TABER.    That  is  correct. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Joint  resolution,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  to  enable  the  United  States  Maritime  Com- 
mission to  efltabliiih  the  marine  and  war-risk  Insurance  fund  as 
authorized  by  and  in  accordance  with  title  n  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act.  1936.  ob  amended  by  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  amend 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936.  as  amended,  to  provide  for  marine 
war-rlfk  insurance  and  reinsurance  and  for  marine-risk  Insurance. 
and  for  other  purposes."  approved  June  29,  1940.  there  is  liereby 
appropriated,  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, the  sum  of  ♦40.000.000,  of  which  not  to  exceed  $150,000 
may  be  expended  by  the  Commission  for  personal  services  In  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  traveling  expen-ses,  printing 
and  binding,  and  other  necessary  administrative  expenses:  Protnded, 
That  expenses  Incurred  in  the  temporary  employment  of  experts  In 
marine  Insurance,  including  attorneys.  In  connection  with  the  Inves- 
tigation and  settlement  of  claims  shaU  not  be  considered  as  admin- 
istrative expenses  hereunder. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PROCEEDINGS    AT    UirVEnJNG    OF    PAINTINC    OF    SIGNING    OF    THE 
CONSTITTTTION    OF    THE    XJWITED    STATES 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the  Committee  on  Print- 
ing, I  report  back  favorably  tRept.  No.  2744)  a  resolution, 
and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Conctirrent  Resolution  73 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives  (the  Senate  concur- 
ring) .  That  the  proceedings,  held  In  the  rotxmda  of  the  United 
States  Capitol  at  the  unveUlng  of  the  painting  depicting  the  scene 
of  the  signing  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  be  printed, 
with  Ulustrations.  in  such  form  and  style  as  may  be  directed  by 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing,  as  a  House  document;  and  thmt 


2,000,000  copies  be  printed,  of  which  500.000  copies  shall  be  for  the 
use  of  the  Senate  and  1,500,000  copies  shall  be  for  the  use  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Line  7,  strike  out  "two  million"  and  Insert  "five  hundred  thou- 
sand." 

Line  8.  strike  out  "five  hundred"  and  Insert  "one  hundred  and 
twenty-flve." 

Line  9.  strike  out  "one  million  five  hundred"  and  Insert  "three 
hundred  and  seventy-five." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
The  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  suggested  program  for  National  Aviation  Day. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  tlie 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TRANSCONTINENTAL    FLIGHT   OF   STRATOLINER 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  frcm  West  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  yesterday  there  crossed 
the  continent  a  T.  W.  A.  stratoliner  from  California  to  New 
York.  The  flight  was  made  in  approximately  12  hours'  time, 
at  an  altitude  of  about  17,000  feet,  and  with  an  average  speed 
of  between  240  and  250  miles  an  hour. 

Thus  another  noteworthy  achievement  is  added  to  the 
thrilling  and  progressive  transportation  story  of  this  Nation. 

We  in  the  United  States  of  America  lead  the  world  in  the 
advancement  of  civil  aviation.  Fortunate  are  we,  as  citi- 
zens of  this  Republic,  to  possess  a  great  air-transport  indus- 
try in  times  of  peace;  and  if  in  times  of  war  this  country 
faces  peril,  we  will  be  able  to  call  on  this  growing  network 
of  air  lines  from  the  standpoint  of  more  adequate  national 
defense. 

Onward  and  upward  are  the  flight  orders  of  America. 
[  Applause.  1 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

SMALL -BUSINESS  MEN'S  ASSOCIATIONS 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAiCER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  introduced  this  mom- . 
ing  a  resolution  (H.  Res.  548)  authorizing  the  appointment 
of  a  special  House  committee  to  conduct  a  research  survey 
of  the  problems  of  independent  small-business  enterprises 
and  their  relationship  to  reemployment  and  the  national- 
defense  program.  I  hope  the  resolution  will  receive  consider- 
ation, for  I  believe  such  an  investigation  is  of  real  importance 
for  more  reasons  than  one. 

I  have  introduced  this  resolution  for  several  reasons.  In 
the  first  place — because  it  is  the  intention  of  the  President 
and  the  Democratic  Party  to  assist  the  honest-to-God  small- 
business  man  who,  unfortunately,  is  being  used  now  as  a 
cat's-paw  by  some  racketeers  and  Republican  politicians  who, 
under  the  new  power-interest  party  will  stop  at  nothing  to 
utilize  every  avenue  of  publicity  in  charging,  despite  the 
progress  that  has  been  made  imder  the  Democratic  admin- 
istration, that  the  small-business  man  has  been  forgotten. 

I  have  in  my  possession  several  bulletins  issued  by  the  Na- 
tional Small  Business  Men's  Association,  with  headquarters 
in  New  York,  Chicago,  and  several  other  cities,  which  so- 
called  association  is  now  being  used  by  the  big  interests  and 
the  Republican  Party  to  circulate  lies  and  falsehoods  for  the 
purpose  of  injuring  the  administration.  An  honest  investi- 
gation of  this  so-called  businessmen's  association,  whose 
publicity  releases  do  not.  strange  to  say.  carry  the  signatures 
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of  its  offlcers— OT,  Indeed,  any  other  names — ^wtU  disclose  the 
fact  that  a  few  racketeers  heading  this  organization  are 
being  financed  by  the  Republican  Party.  I  have  been  re- 
liably informed  that  over  $50,000  has  already  been  turned 
over  to  them  for  the  spreading  of  false  propaganda  even 
against  this  Congress  and  the  administration  of  our  great 
President.  Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt. 

All  the  resolution  alms  to  accomplish  is  to  obtain  actual 
facts  as  to  how  the  small-business  man  may  be  aided  and 
assisted  and  most  assertedly  not  principally  to  investigate  the 
bunk  National  Small  Business  Men's  Association. 

The  extent  to  which  the  Republicans  will  go  is  made  evi- 
dent by  the  full-page  advertisement  appearing  in  today's 
issue  of  the  Washington  Star.  Two  of  the  three  signers  are 
former  members  of  Congress,  namely.  John  O'Connor,  of 
New  York,  and  Samuel  B.  Pettengill.  of  Indiana.  The  latter 
gentleman,  though  at  one  time  elected  as  a  Democrat,  is,  I 
know,  in  the  employ  of  the  Dawes  Oil  Co..  and  is  being  used  as 
a  publicity  man  for  the  Republican  Party. 

In  fact,  even  during  the  time  he  served  in  Congress,  I  was 
satisfied  as  to  his  tie-up.  which,  since  he  is  out  of  Congress, 
has  been  definitely  established.  The  less  I  say  as  to  my 
former  colleague.  Mr.  O'Connor,  who  called  my  attention  to 
the  advertisement,  the  better.  I  asked  him.  however,  whether 
he  paid  for  the  advertisement,  and  he  replied  in  the  negative, 
and  knowing  that  Mr.  Pettengill  did  not  pay  for  it,  I  would 
like  to  know  just  who  did  foot  the  bill  and  how  much  has 
been  allowed  them  by  the  Republicans. 

If  the  Republicans,  by  utilizing  the  names  of  former  Dem- 
ocratic Members  of  Congress  in  the  dissemination  of  this 
false  propaganda,  hope  to  gain  the  election,  they  have  an- 
other guess  coming.  The  people  know  how  and  by  whom 
Mr.  Willkie  was  nominated  and  for  what  purpose,  and  they 
are  far  too  smart  to  follow  the  dictates  of  the  Wall  Street 
power  and  banking  interests.  The  latter  gentry  are  the  very 
ones  that,  by  general  discrimination  and  by  deliberate  and 
willful  violation  of  the  Antitrust  Act.  are  responsible  for  the 
condition  of  the  small-business  men  of  the  country.  And  it 
U  they  who  have  denied  them  aid  in  any  way  to  save  them 
from  destruction.  Tlieir  vmfair  tactics  will  not  only  be  re- 
sented but  will  be  condemned  by  the  American  people  who 
have,  with  the  exception  of  the  Wall  Street  manipulators, 
the  utmost  confidence  in  President  Roosevelt,  who  has  ac- 
complished so  much  in  the  last  7  years  and  who  saved  these 
same  big  bankers  and  industrial  leaders  from  destruction 
by  the  crash  of  the  Republican  Hoover  administration. 
Today  every  financial  report  discloses  that  thousands  of 
large  corporations  have  made  more  in  1939  and  1940  than 
at  any  time  in  their  entire  history,  and  that  these  profits  are 
being  made  at  the  expense  of  the  small-business  man  whom 
we  are  going  to  try  to  honestly  aid.  so  that  in  the  future  no 
private  secret  agreements  can  be  entered  into  to  their 
detriment. 

The  resolution  covers  10  major  phases  into  which  I  desire 
the  committee  to  conduct  Its  inquiry: 

First.  The  extent  and  character  of  the  problems  of  small- 
business  men. 

Second.  Their  relationship  to  employment. 

Third,  llieir  relationship  to  national  defense. 

Fourth.  The  extent  to  which  these  problems  and  those  of 
small  farm  owners  may  be  interrelated. 

Fifth.  Tlieir  causes,  relationship,  and  effects  upon  the  gen- 
eral economic  conditions  of  the  country. 

Sixth.  The  comparative  status  of  the  financial  resources 
of  Independent  small  businesses  as  a  class  today,  compared 
with  25  years  ago. 

Seventh.  The  present  need  for  equity  capital  on  the  part 
of  small-business  enterprises,  its  available  sources  through 
private  channels,  the  chief  causes,  if  any,  that  tend  to 
restrain  the  fiow  of  private  capital  into  such  enterprises. 

Eighth.  What  means,  if  any.  may  be  devised  under  demo- 
cratic procedure,  for  the  presenting  annually  to  and  keep- 
ing the  Congress  advised  on  the  true  national  small-busi- 
ness viewpoint  on  governmental  affairs. 


Ninth.  To  examine  Into  any  or  all  small -business  organ- 
izations and  associations  professing  or  purporting  to  repre- 
sent small-business  enterprises  and  to  determine  their 
means  and  method  of  financial  support  and  the  identity  of 
their  financial  backers  or  contributors;  and 

Tenth.  All  other  questions  in  relation  thereto  that  would 
aid  Congress  in  remedial  legislation. 

KXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Martin  J.  Kennedy  1 
may  be  permitted  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Record  in 
two  particulars:  First,  by  inserting  an  address  by  the  Rev- 
erend Thomas  B.  Cannon,  Society  of  Jesus,  on  the  Story  of 
the  Jesuit  Missions:  and.  secondly,  by  inserting  a  radio  ad- 
dress by  Mr.  Frederick  E.  Hassler.  of  New  York  City;  and,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be  permit- 
ted to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  inserting  a  radio 
address  of  George  E.  Emenwein,  of  the  United  States  Fed- 
eration of  Postal  Clerks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  New  York? 
There  was  no  objection. 

BOXTLDER  CANYON  PROJECT  ADJTTSTMENT  ACT 

Mr.  HHIi,  acting  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Irriga- 
tion and  Reclamation,  submitted  a  conference  report  and 
statement  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  9877),  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for 
electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for 
the  application  of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing 
the  operation  of  the  Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United  States 
directly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was 
referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  printed. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  BUCEXER  of  Minnesota.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  and 
to  include  therein  a  poem  printed  in  one  of  the  newspapers 
of  my  district. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  in  reference  to  House  Joint 
Resolution  520. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  on  two  subjects,  one  a  let- 
ter from  the  Regional  Forester  of  my  district,  addressed  to  me, 
and  in  the  other  extension  to  include  some  excerpts  on  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Willkie. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  include  an  edi- 
torial from  the  Omaha  World-Herald  entitled  "When  France 
Awoke."         

•nie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

W.  p.  A.  ICURALS 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  call  to  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  the  country  a  situation  that  has  developed 
in  the  W.  P.  A.,  which  Indicates  that  the  investigation  we  have 
had  was  not  as  thorough  as  it  ought  to  have  been.  The  head- 
ing of  the  newspaper  article  states.  Four  protests  charge 
W.  P.  A.  murals  are  communLstic,  and  these  protests  come 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-HOUSE 


9425 


from  the  Women's  International  Aeronautics  Association,  the 
Flatbush  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  Floyd  Bennett  Post  of 
the  American  Legion.  They  declare  that  the  Wright  Brothers 
at  Kitty  Hawk  are  shown  in  Russian  peasant  costiunes  and 
that  prominently  displayed  is  a  "red"  statue  of  Joseph  Stalin, 
with  a  fallen  aviator  at  his  feet. 

I  am  glad  that  Colonel  Somervell,  the  W.  P.  A.  Administra- 
tor at  New  York  City,  has  at  last  started  out  to  clean  up  this 
situation.  It  is  a  situation  that  has  been  a  disgrace  to  the 
American  Government  for  a  long  time.     [Applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  OF  RE3CARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  an 
editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WINTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  sjjeech  delivered  by 
John  H.  Connaughton,  general  counsel  for  the  National  Vege- 
table Growers. 

Tlie  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

NEWARK   (N.  J.)   AIRPORT 

Mr.  VREELAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VREELAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  June  7  I  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  the  un- 
equitable, imfair,  and  unjust  closing  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Authority  of  the  Newark  Airport  in  New  Jersey,  and  the  re- 
moval therefrom  by  the  major  air  lines  to  LaGuardia  Field, 
In  New  York.  I  pointed  out  at  that  time  the  advantages  of 
the  Newark  Airport  over  the  LaGuardia  Field,  since  which 
time,  and  according  to  the  public  press,  the  air  lines  which 
were  forced  to  remove  by  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Authority  have  admitted  to  a  loss  of  approximately  20  per- 
cent of  their  air-line  business,  due  to  weather  conditions,  fog, 
and  inaccessibility  by  air  of  the  LaGuardia  Field  under  such 
inclement  weather  conditions,  as  well  as  the  inadvisability  of 
use  because  of  inaccessibility  to  air  lines  at  the  New  York 
field  by  New  Jersey  residents. 

It  is  most  gratifying  to  note  the  air  lines,  realizing  their 
error,  are  again  contemplating  and  will,  in  all  probability, 
start  the  use  of  Newark  Airport  within  a  week,  provided  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  will  admit  their  error  and  allow 
the  opening  of  the  field. 

Also  located  at  port  of  Newark,  N.  J.,  is  another  expenditure 
on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government  and  of  taxpayers' 
money,  as  represented  by  the  old  Army-Navy  base  of  World 
War  days.  In  1917  the  Federal  Government,  recognizing 
Port  Newark's  4.000  feet  of  northern  water  front  and  its  easy 
accessibility  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and  yet  its  safety  behind 
the  coast  defense  of  the  port  of  New  York,  constructed  the 
largest  Army  base  and  shipyard  on  the  Atlantic  coast. 
Twenty  thousand  men  were  employed  in  this  area  during  the 
war,  and  constructed  118  steel  ships.  Ten  thousand  more 
men  were  employed  at  the  Army  base  adjacent  to  this  area. 
There  still  stand  at  that  plot  25,000  creosoted  piles,  repre- 
senting an  investment  by  the  Federal  Government  of  ap- 
proximately $500,000.  This  area  is  served  by  3  railroads, 
is  adjacent  to  the  Newark  Airport,  within  20  minutes  by  truck 
of  the  port  of  New  York  and  New  York  City,  Is  within  a  short 
distance  of  the  Federal  Shipbuilding  Co.,  now  constructing 
many  destroyers  for  the  United  States  Navy,  and  is  in  many 
other  ways  a  perfect  location  for  the  erection  of  the  Navy's 
contemplated  dry  dock  on  the  North  Atlantic  coast  as  appro- 
priated by  this  Congress  this  year. 

I  have  this  day  Introduced  a  resolution  calling  on  the  Navy 
Department  to  negotiate  with  the  city  of  Newark  for  the  use 
of  the  port  of  Newark  for  that  purpose  and  to  thereby  realize 
on  the  $500,000  investment  now  there  and  to  save  the  tax- 


payers that  much  on  an  additional  expenditure  at  some  other 
location.    I  hope  it  wiU  be  given  favorable  consideration, 

EXTENSION  OF  REUARKS 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  some  excerpts  from 
books  on  economics. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  letter  therein. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  address  by  James  Scott 
Kemper,  president  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
United  States,  delivered  June  30,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  GILLIE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
indefinite  leave  of  absence  for  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Springer]  who  has  been  called  home  on 
account  of  the  serious  illness  of  his  mother. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

political  racketeering 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute,  and  to  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Sabath],  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Rules,  called  attention  to  what  he  considered  to  be  some 
racketeering  activity.  Any  Member  of  the  House  who  Is 
interested  in  real  expert  racketeering  along  political  lines 
should  read  the  article  by  Mr.  Flynn  in  the  current  number 
of  Collier's  Weekly,  telling  about  the  activities  of  the  Kelly- 
Nash  machine  in  the  city  of  Chicago,  the  home  city  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Sabath  1.  The  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  so  often  talks  about  utility.  If  you  want  to  get 
some  real 

Mr.  RANKIN  rose. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  A  point  of  order,  Mr.  Speaker;  the  gen- 
tleman Is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    But  the  gentleman  referred  to  me. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  No;  I  referred  to  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi.  The  gentleman  represents  4.000  people  down 
there,  and  my  district  has  80,000  votes;  but  you  read  that 
Collier's  Weekly  article,  if  you  want  some  real  mformation 
about  how  funds  collected  from  vice  gambling  by  Democratic 
officeholders  is  used  for  political  purposes.  How  much  of  that 
money  will  be  used  at  the  Democratic  convention  next  week? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan has  expired. 

DEMOCRATIC  PLATFORM  OF  1932 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  attention  to  the  plank  In 
the  Democratic  platform  of  1932  about  undue  bureaucracy. 
Mr.  Speaker,  you  promised  to  elimmate  departments  and  con- 
solidate bureaus.  Let  me  read  this  plank  of  the  platform, 
I  quote: 

We  advocate  an  immediate  and  drastic  reduction  of  Government 
expenditures  by  abolishing  useless  conunlssions  and  ofQces.  con- 
solidating departments  and  bureaus,  and  eliminating  extravagances 
to  accomplish  a  saving  of  not  less  than  25  percent  in  the  cost  of 
Federal  Government — 

And  so  forth.  What  has  been  the  result?  You  have  estab- 
lished more  bureaus  and  put  on  the  Government  pay  roll  more 
people  than  were  ever  on  the  Government  pay  roll  at  any  one 
particular  time,  not  excepting  the  World  War. 
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Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RICH.    No;  I  cannot  yield  at  this  time. 

The  number  of  Government  employees  December  31,  1932, 
was  568,345.  and  December  31.  1939.  the  nimiber  of  Governr 
ment  employees  amounted  to  932.305.  so  that  instead  of  de- 
creasing Government  bureaus  and  Government  employees  25 
percent  you  have  increased  employees  60.9  percent  and  estab- 
lished more  bureaus  twice  over  than  any  three  other  past  ad- 
ministrations. No  woodpecker  ever  put  more  holes  in  a  plank 
than  the  Democratic  Party  has  shot  into  that  plank.  Where 
Is  there  any  honesty  in  promising  to  do  a  thing  in  a  party 
platform  and  then  doing  exactly  the  opposite?  Will  the 
American  people  always  be  fooled?  Will  the  politician  con- 
tinue to  humbug  the  American  voter?  I  say  "No";  the  people 
will  protest  these  promises  in  November.  "You  can  fool  some 
of  the  people  some  of  the  time,  but  you  cannot  fool  all  the 
people  all  the  time."  America  will  repudiate  a  dishonest 
politician.  In  November  America  will  do  it.  They  will  win 
with  Willkie. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  expired. 

STJRPLUS-PROnrS  TAX 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Thomas  F.  Ford  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks 
appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  incorporate  a  resolution  of  the 
State  federation  of  labor. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PITTENOER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  in  connection  with  the 
P.  W.  A.  and  to  insert  a  short  editorial  from  the  Evening  Star 
of  yesterday. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Marshall  was  granted  permis- 
sion to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  an 
address  by  Gen.  Charles  O.  Dawes,  former  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,  delivered  by  him  on  June  19.  1940,  on  the 
subject  of  preparedness. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PURCHASE   or   COAL   AND   WOOD   FOR    PUBLIC   USE  IN  THE   DISTRICT 

OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  2751)  to 
repeal  sections  3711,  3712.  and  3713  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
which  relate  to  the  purchase  in  the  District  of  Columbia  of 
coal  and  wood  for  public  use,  and  for  other  purposes  with 
a  Senate  amendment,  and  agree  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  Eimendment,  as  follows: 

Pa^e  1.  lines  9  and  10.  strike  out  "Public,  No.  453,  Seventy-fifth 
Congress"  and  Insert  "52  Stat.  139." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mlctiigan? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  explain  what  this  is  all  about? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  When  this  bill  passed  the  House  there 
was  reference  made  to  the  public  law  number.  The  Senate 
amendment  cites  the  statute  rather  than  the  number  of  the 
public  law.    That  is  all  there  is  to  It. 


Mr.  MICHENER.    It  is  a  mere  formality,  correcting  the 
citation? 
Mr.  COCHRAN.    That  is  alL 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  ACT  TO  PREVENT  PERNICIOUS  POLITICAL  ACTIVITIES 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  further  consideration  of  the 
bill  (S.  3046)  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and  employees  in 
the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  provisions 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  political 
activities,"  approved  August  2,  1939. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bUl  S.  3046.  with  Mr.  McCormack  in  the 
chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  7  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Rankin  i. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  one  thing  I  am  afraid  of 
about  this  bill  is  that  it  will  be  used  as  a  club  to  intimidate 
uninformed  voters  to  keep  them  away  from  the  polls. 

I  am  for  clean  politics,  I  am  for  clean  elections,  and  I  prac- 
tice what  I  preach.  [Applause!  I  am  rather  of  the  opinion 
that  you  are  going  a  long  way  here  toward  totalitarianism  in 
intimidating  the  voters  of  this  country,  closing  the  mouth  of 
everyone  who  deals  with  a  governmental  agency — State  or 
Federal — and  leaving  the  hired  henchmen  of  the  utilities 
unrestrained.  I  expect  to  offer  an  amendment  to  make  this 
law  apply  to  the  employees  of  public  utilities;  and  if  the 
friends  of  the  Power  Trust  vote  it  down,  then  I  shall  vote 
against  the  bill. 

I  notice  in  the  paper  this  morning  a  headline  which  says 
that  Mr.  Wendell  Willkie,  the  new  candidate  for  President, 
comes  out  and  condemns  the  investigation  of  the  utilities' 
telegraphic  campaign  at  the  Philadelphia  convention. 

Mr.  RICH.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  No;  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  yield.  I  am  not 
surprised  that  Mr.  Willkie,  who  comes  out  in  favor  of  this 
bill  as  it  is  written,  does  not  want  the  same  rule  applied  to 
those  employees  and  those  hired  henchmen,  those  "fifth 
coumnists"  of  public  utilities  that  carried  on  the  "blitzkrieg" 
at  Philadelphia  a  few  nights  ago.  He  wants  to  close  the 
mouth  of  everyone  who  deals  with  his  State  or  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, but  leave  the  corrupt  hirelings  of  this  utility 
fascist!  free  to  do  to  the  American  people  what  they  did  to 
the  Republican  Party  at  Philadelphia. 

One  of  the  most  unusual  things  I  have  ever  known  was  the 
way  former  President  Hoover  was  treated  at  that  convention. 
I  said  then,  and  I  say  now,  that  Mr.  Hoover  made  the  greatest 
speech  ever  delivered  before  a  Republican  convention.  He 
might  as  weU  have  been  speaking  out  here  in  Statuary  Hall. 
For  some  reason,  in  some  mysterious  manner,  it  seems  that 
the  "fifth  column"  had  got  in  its  work.  I  am  told  by  people 
who  were  there  that  the  condition  of  the  loud  speaker  was 
such  that,  although  we  heard  his  speech  all  over  the  country, 
they  could  not  hear  it  in  the  convention  hall  well  enough  to 
understand  him.  In  addition  to  that,  although  it  was  July — 
and  when  you  warm  an  old-guard  Republican  above  32°  P., 
he  commences  to  smother — yet  they  turned  on  the  heat 
during  Mr.  Hoover's  speech  in  the  convention,  I  am  told,  and 
made  it  so  uncomfortably  hot  that  those  peoj^e  who  wanted 
to  hear  him  could  not  do  so  with  any  degree  of  comfort 

That  was  one  of  the  demonstrations  of  the  "fifth  column" 
technique  used  by  this  utility  Fascisti.  I  will  point  out  more 
later. 

You  Old  Guard  Republicans  from  Michigan,  Illinois,  and 
Pennsylvania  who  are  prating  about  clean  politics  and  then 
opposing  this  provision  to  curb  the  most  corrupt  influence 
America  has  ever  seen  are  merely  keeping  the  word  of  prom- 
ise to  the  ear  and  breaking  it  to  the  hope  oX  the  honest  voters 
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you  are  supposed  to  represent.  In  1920,  when  these  predatory 
interests  bought  a  seat  in  the  United  States  Senate  for  a  man 
by  the  name  of  Newberry  from  Michigan,  I  heard  Mr.  New- 
berry say  that  his  campaign  expenses  in  the  Republican  pri- 
mary amounted  to  $196,000.  It  was  so  rotten  that  the  Senate 
threw  him  out.  You  do  not  touch  a  man  like  that.  You 
refuse  to  vote  to  curb  those  corrupt  influences,  although  your 
party  Is  the  latest  victim  of  their  "fifth  column"  tactics, 
having  paid  the  death  penalty  at  Philadelphia. 

Remember  the  people  of  Michigan  are  paying  "through  the 
nose"  to  maintain  this  Power  Trust  Fascisti,  this  supergov- 
ernment,  that  through  these  useless  holding  companies  is  try- 
ing to  get  control  of  every  State  government,  every  legislature, 
every  public  service  commission,  and  is  now  trying  to  get  con- 
trol of  the  Federal  Government.  In  1938  the  people  of  Michi- 
gan were  overcharged  $40,030,420  for  electricity,  according  to 
the  T.  V.  A.  rates;  $49,415,023,  according  to  the  Tacoma, 
Wash.,  rates;  and  $47,596,533,  according  to  the  Ontario  rates, 
just  across  the  border. 

Again  the  utilities  in  Illinois,  imder  the  leadership  of 
Samuel  Insull,  whom  Wendell  Willkie  succeeded  as  the  Hitler 
of  the  Power  Trust,  bought  a  seat  in  the  United  States  Senate 
for  a  man  named  Smith,  a  few  years  ago.  They  si>ent  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  dollars  to  control  that  election.  But 
the  Senate  treated  him  just  as  it  did  Newberry;  It  threw 
him  out,  or  refused  to  let  him  take  his  seat. 

Remember  that  in  1938  the  people  of  Illinois  were  over- 
charged for  electric  lights  and  power  $69,915,257,  according 
to  the  T.  V.  A.  rates;  $85,480,273,  according  to  the  Tacoma 
rates;  and  $79,735,032,  according  to  the  Ontario  rates.  The 
utilities  in  Illinois  could  afford  to  buy  a  seat  in  the  Senate 
if  they  could  get  away  with  it. 

They  had  a  vote-buying,  ballot-stuffing  contest  In  Pennsyl- 
vania between  a  man  by  the  name  of  George  Wharton 
Pepper — I  had  not  heard  of  him  in  years  until  he  showed  up 
on  the  floor  of  the  Philadelphia  convention  the  other  night — 
and  a  man  by  the  name  of  William  S.  Vare,  a  few  years  ago. 
Vare  was  the  Republican  boss  from  Pennsylvania.  He  sat 
right  there  in  the  front  row  in  the  Sixty-seventh  Congress 
and  told  a  Member  from  Pennsylvania,  "You  will  not  come 
back  to  the  next  Congress  because  you  did  not  vote  the  way 
I  told  you."  And  he  kept  his  promise;  the  man  was  retired — 
he  was  not  renominated.  Vare  and  Pepper  put  on  an  old- 
fashioned  Republican  campaign.  Pepper's  crowd  spent  $500,- 
000  trying  to  get  him  nominated,  and  the  Vare  crowd  spent 
about  $900,000,  with  the  result  that  Vare  was  declared  nomi- 
nated by  about  $400,000  majority.  The  Repubbcan  Governor 
of  Pennsylvania,  for  whom  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Rich)  probably  voted,  sent  Vare's  commission  down 
here  with  this  notation,  "Partly  bought  and  partly  stolen." 

The  Senate  refused  to  seat  Vare. 

About  that  time  the  Republican  administration  sent  the 
marines  to  Nicaragua,  as  they  said,  "to  see  that  they  held 
honest  elections"  down  there.  One  progressive  Republican 
Senator,  who  has  since  quit  the  party,  said,  "Why  in  the 
heck  didn't  they  send  them  to  Philadelphia  or  Pittsburgh?" 

Of  course.  Pepper  and  Vare  did  not  put  up  all  that  money. 
The  utilities  put  up  most  of  it,  if  not  all  of  it.  Why  not? 
They  had  $100,000,000  worth  of  real  estate  that  was  escaping 
taxation  in  Pennsylvania — large  oflBce  buildings  that  they 
were  using  or  collecting  rent  on.  They  were  getting  out  light. 
Besides  the  record  shows  that  In  1938  the  electric-light  and 
power  consumers  in  Pennsylvania  paid  overcharges  amount- 
ing to  $72,513,570.  according  to  the  T.  V.  A.  rates.  $105,004,244 
according  to  the  Tacoma  rates,  and  $76,835,607  according  to 
the  Ontario  rates.  Although  electricity  can  be  generated  by 
Pennsylvania  coal,  oil.  or  water  power  and  distributed  all 
over  the  State  at  the  T.  V.  A.  rates,  the  Tacoma  rates,  or  the 
Ontario  rates  without  loss  on  legitimate  investments. 

But  this  bill  does  not  reach  these  corruptionists.  You  are 
leaving  them  footloose  and  free  to  participate  in  the  coming 
campaign. 

If  you  Republicans — if  there  are  any  left — would  hold  a 
convention  and  nominate  Herbert  Hoover  for  President  on  the 
Republican  ticket,  he  would  get  twice  as  many  votes  as 


Wendell  Willkie  in  every  single  State  In  the  Union.  And  the 
Democrats  would  beat  both  of  them.    (Applause.] 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.    Would  the  gentleman  vote  for  him? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  gentleman  asks  me  if  I  would  vote  for 
Herbert  Hoover  against  Wendell  Willkie?  If  they  were  the 
only  two  candidates.  I  would  have  to  vote  for  Hoover. 

They  tell  you  that  they  made  us  pay  from  ten  to  twenty 
million  dollars  more  than  that  property  was  worth  In  the 
Tennessee  Valley,  and  offer  that  as  an  evidence  of  Mr.  Win- 
kle's ability.  I  know  we  paid  all  it  was  worth,  and  probably 
more.  I  was  consulted  in  advance  and  I  said,  'Yes;  let  us  get 
their  loathsome  hands  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people  of 
northern  Mississippi  and  northern  Alabama  and  Tennessee." 
If  a  thug  comes  into  your  office  and  puts  a  gun  to  your  head 
and  says,  "Give  me  part  of  the  money  in  your  cash  drawer 
or  I  will  take  it  all,"  you  are  going  to  give  him  what  he  asks 
for. 

We  had  to  take  it  because  the  power  companies  were  rob- 
bing the  people  of  Tennessee  of  over  $7,000,000  a  year,  the 
people  of  Alabama  $7,000,000,  and  the  people  of  Mississippi 
$4,600,000  a  year  in  overcharges  for  electric  lights  and  power* 

Understand  this  same  Commonwealth  L  Southern  still 
has  its  hands  in  the  pockets  of  the  people  of  south  Mississippi 
and  of  central  and  southern  Alabama.  But  the  people  in 
the  area  where  these  facilities  were  purchased  will  save  at 
least  $10,000,000  a  year  on  their  rates,  and  at  the  same  time 
pay  these  properties  out  in  a  few  years. 

But  the  Power  Trust  still  has  its  hands  in  the  pockets  of 
the  people  in  every  other  State  in  the  Union  and  is  taking 
from  them  about  $1,000,000,000,  or  more,  in  overcharges  every 
year,  for  which  they  get  nothing  in  return.  These  over- 
charges are  in  addition  to  reasonable  retiirns  on  legitimate 
investments. 

Between  September  12,  1926,  and  June  30,  1933.  the  Com- 
monwealth ii  Southern,  of  which  Wendell  Willkie  was  presi- 
dent, was  buying  practically  the  entire  output  of  electricity 
at  M'.'scle  Shoals.  That  was  during  the  Republican  adminis- 
tration. During  that  time  it  purchased  2,367,043,931  kilo- 
watt-hours, for  which  it  paid  $4,818,476.73,  or  an  average  of 
2.04  mills  a  kilowatt-hour. 

During  the  first  11  months  of  the  fiscal  year  1940  the 
T.  V.  A.  sold  3.347,059,822  kilowatt-houTS  of  electricity,  whole- 
sale, for  $13,816,700.62,  or  an  average  of  4.13  mills  a  kilowatt- 
hour — or  more  than  twice  as  much  per  kilowatt -hour  as  the 
Republican  administration  sold  this  power  at  wholesale  to  this 
Commonwealth  b  Southern  from  1926  to  1933. 

During  the  time  the  Commonwealth  &  Southern  was  buying 
this  power  at  2.04  mills  a  kilowatt -hour  it  was  selling  it  to  the 
residential  consumers  in  that  area  at  the  following  rates: 

First  30  kilowatt-hours  a  month,  10  cents  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Next  170  kilowatt -hours  a  month,  8  cents  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Next  300  kilowatt-hours  a  month,  7  cents  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Next  350  kilowatt-hours  a  month,  6  cents  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Excess,  5  cents  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Today  this  same  power,  for  which  the  Government  is  getting 
4.13  mills  a  kilowatt-hour  wholesale,  instead  of  2.04  mills  a 
kilowatt-hour,  is  being  sold  to  the  residential  consumers  at 
the  T.  V.  A.  yardstick  rates,  which  are  as  follows: 

First  50  kilowatt-hours  a  month,  3  cents  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Next  150  kilowatt-hours  a  month,  2  cents  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Next  200  kilowatt-hours  a  month,  1  cent  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Next  1,000  kilowatt-hours  a  month,  4  mills  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Excess,  7 ''2  mills  a  kilowatt-hour. 

The  residential  rates  at  Taccma,  Wash.,  are  as  follows: 

First  20  kilowatt-hours  a  month,  4  Vi  cents  a  kiloWatt-hom". 

Next  400  kilowatt-hours  a  month,  1  cent  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Excess,  one-half  cent  per  kilowatt-hour. 

The  average  Ontario  residential  rates  are  as  follows: 

First  50  kilowatt-hours  a  month,  1.8  cents  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Excess  7.2  mills  a  kilowatt-hour. 

Any  intelligent  person  can  take  his  own  light  bill  and  figure 
cut  his  overcharges  for  himself. 

When  one  realizes  what  this  means  to  the  average  house- 
holder then  he  can  understand  why  we  agreed  to  the  settle- 
ment with  the  Commonwealth  L  Southern,  of  which  Wendell 
Willkie  was  president,  in  order  to  get  their  hands  out  of  the 
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pockets  of  the  people  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  area.  We  simply 
had  to  accept  their  proposition  or  continue  to  be  robbed  in 
this  manner  for  all  time  to  come.  We  chose  the  lesser  of  the 
two  evils.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TABER.  Does  not  the  gentleman  think  that  if  we 
could  have  a  "blitzkrieg"  every  day  just  like  the  one  we  have 
just  listened  to  that  it  would  elect  the  full  Republican  ticket 
in  November? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     We  do  not  need  even  that.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  always  interesting  to  listen  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi,  but  we  over  on  the  Republican  side 

are  much  concerned  as  to  the  state  of  his  health.  Certainly 
there  is  something  wrong  when  he  shows  so  much  concern 
for  the  welfare  of  the  Republican  Party.  Why  should  he  be 
worried  about  our  impending  defeat,  as  he  calls  it?  Is  not 
that  the  thing  he  as  a  Democrat  wants?  Why  does  he  mourn 
rather  than  rejoice?  Does  he  really  mean  what  he  said? 
And  why  Is  it  that  he  does  not  get  the  record  straight? 

What  Willkle  said,  according  to  the  paper,  was  that  "they 
might  investigate  forever  so  far  as  he  was  concerned."  The 
gentleman  talks  about  this  bill  and  says  he  feels  it  will  intimi- 
date the  voters  if  it  becomes  a  law.  He  certainly  is  not  think- 
ing of  the  voters  in  Michigan  or  in  any  of  the  Northern  States. 
I  notice  from  the  Record  that  in  the  district  represented  by 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  there  were  cast  at  the  last 
election  4,384  votes.  [Laughter.]  All  of  the  Congressmen 
from  Mississippi  received  a  grand  total  of  35,441. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  appeal  to  the  Chair  to 
enforce  the  rule. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  declines  to  3^eld.  The 
Chair  suggests  in  view  of  the  fact  that  two  Members  have 
asked  that  the  rules  be  enforced  that  those  desiring  to  inter- 
rogate the  Member  in  control  of  the  floor  address  the  Chair 
so  that  the  Chair  in  turn  may  ask  the  Member  on  the  floor 
whether  he  will  yield.  The  Chair  recognizes  that  this  is 
unusual,  because  the  practical  angle  would  demand  that 
the  Member  on  the  floor  meet  the  situation,  but  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Chair  has  been  twice  specifically  requested  to 
enforce  the  rules,  the  Chair  asks  all  Members  to  cooperate 
by  addressing  the  Chair  first. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  will  proceed. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Going  back  a  moment.  The  total  vote 
in  Mississippi  for  all  Congressmen,  7  of  them  I  think,  was 
35,441.  Now,  1  Republican  received  in  the  Povuth  Michigan 
District  49,279  votes,  and  there  was  cast  in  that  distftct  a 
total  of  83,191  votes.  If  there  was  any  intimidation  ansrwhere 
around,  it  must  have  been  down  South  somewhere.  It  must 
be  that  some  people  down  in  Mississippi  do  not  vote.  I  wonder 
why.    Intimidation? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  win  the  gentleman  yield? 
*■  The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     Not  just  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  declines 
to  jrield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  There  may  be  a  reason  for  the  gentle- 
man's tirade  against  the  utility  companies:  I  do  not  know. 
However,  I  do  know  from  the  record  the  fact  that  the  people 
of  Mississippi  pay  in  per  capita  $12.38  and  that  the  folks  of 
Michigan  contribute  $263.48  per  capita  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. I  notice  that  the  gentleman's  constituents,  the  peo- 
ple of  Mississippi,  get  a  return  per  capita  of  $127.23.  while  in 
Michigan  we  get  a  per  capita  return  of  but  $129.80.  or  only 
$2.57  more  per  capita  in  Michigan  than  in  Mississippi. 

The  gentleman  spoke  about  corruption.  I  admit,  and  we 
an  must  admit,  that  all  political  parties  have  at  times  been 
corrupt.  But  there  is  this  distinction,  and  it  is  a  vital  one,  in 
my  opinion  at  least,  so  far  as  corruption  is  concerned  be- 


tween the  Republican  and  the  Democratic,  or,  more  prop- 
erly, the  New  Deal  parties.  We  Republicans,  if  we  have  been 
corrupt,  and  when  we  have,  assimiing  that  we  have,  have  at 
least  used  our  own  money.  We  have  never  by  virtue  of  Fed- 
eral statutes  collected  money  from  the  workers  and  tax- 
payers, as  was  done,  according  to  the  report  of  the  Senate 
Democratic  committee,  in  the  last  campaign,  and  then  used 
that  money,  relief  money,  money  that  was  voted  to  buy 
Clothing,  shelter,  and  food  for  the  poor  and  the  unfortunate, 
to  buy  votes.  Can  you  think  of  anything  more  corrupt  than 
that?  I  notice  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  agrees 
With  me.  It  is  unthinkable  that  these  righteous,  lily-white 
gentlemen  over  here  would  take  relief  funds,  would  take 
money  from  the  poor,  the  crippled,  the  blind,  and  the  lame 
to  buy  votes.  You  talk  about  intimidation!  A  little  less 
hypocrisy,  you  may  say,  would  be  a  fine  thing. 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gentle- 
man 5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  should  like  more  time. 
A  week  would  not  be  enough  to  tell  about  the  political  sins 
of  the  majority  party.  A  week  would  not  be  long  enough. 
The  gentleman  from  Illinois,  the  chairman  of  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee, has  been  here  the  longest  of  any  man  in  the  House, 
and.  by  the  way,  I  want  to  again  call  his  attention  to  that 
article  in  Collier's  Weekly  where  it  tells  about  his  home  city 
of  Chicago  in  which  this  great,  free,  and  untrammeled  con- 
vention is  going  to  be  held  next  week — that  is.  if  the  President 
permits.  I  suppose  you  are  going  out  there  to  get  your  orders. 
To  do  the  will  of  the  "big  boss."  Collier's  Weekly  tells  how  the 
Kelly-Nash  machine  out  there  has  violated  the  laws  of  the 
city,  the  State,  and  the  Nation  by  collecting  funds  from  vice, 
gambling,  and  all  those  things  and  contributing  it  to  the  elec- 
tion of  the  New  Deal  and  Democratic  candidates.  Now,  read 
it.  because  Collier's  is  financially  responsible,  and  if  it  Is  lying. 
sue  tiiem  for  libel.  Malce  them  eat  it.  Those  statements  are 
not  made  on  the  floor  of  the  House  where  the  question  of 
privilege  protects  from  suit  for  slander.  There  is  something 
you  cannot  get  aroimd  and  as  the  old  farmer  said,  "It  is  black 
on  white."  Set  your  teeth  into  It  and  make  them  retract,  if 
It  is  not  true.   Make  them  take  it  back. 

As  I  was  about  to  ask,  can  any  Member  on  the  Republican 
side  recall  when  Republicans  or  Republican  organizations,  in 
violation  of  Federal  statutes  by  the  sale  of  campaign  books 
and  by  the  sale  of  printed  matter  on  which  the  President's 
signature  was  written,  obtained  campaign  funds?  Is  there 
anything  as  crooked  as  that  in  our  record?  Is  there  anything 
as  reprehensible  as  that?  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey,  Dr.  Eaton,  in  all  your  long  career  as  a  minister  of  the 
gospel,  did  ever  a  sinner  come  to  you  with  a  confession  of  a 
crime  as  repulsive  as  that?  Can  you  think  of  anything  like 
that? 

Mr.  EATON.    No;  I  cannot  recall  any. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  This  country  of  ours  has  been  asleep  too 
long.  You  folks  will  remember  how  in  pre-revolutionary  days 
Rip  Van  Winkle  went  up  into  the  Catskill  Mountains  and  fell 
asleep  and  after  some  20  years  awakened.  The  American 
people  have  only  been  asleep  for  about  7  years,  going  on  8 
years  now,  but  they  are  awakening.  They  are  learning  what 
has  happened  to  them.  I  notice  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania who  takes  such  great  delight  in  reading  the  Scripture 
smiling,  but  does  he  recall  that  old  incident  where  Samson 
went  to  get  his  hair  cut?  He  listened  to  Delilah  just  the 
same  as  our  people  have  listened  to  this  charmer  down  here, 
and  we  have  had  our  hair  cut  a  plenty. 

However,  we  are  aroused  by  the  shock  of  what  has  hap- 
pened in  Europe,  by  the  destruction  of  nation  after  nation 
over  there,  by  the  alteration  of  the  boundaries  of  those  coun- 
tries, and  by  the  enslavement  of  their  people.  We  have  dis- 
covered that  like  Samson  we  have  sold  ourselves  into  slavery. 
He  spent  his  last  days,  until  the  very  final  one,  when  he 
pulled  down  the  whole  temple  upon  himself  in  slavery.  Is 
that  what  you  are  going  to  do  at  Chicago?  Pull  dou-n  the 
American  Government  and  destroy  our  Nation  to  satisfy  the 
ambitions  of  a  Roosevelt?     The  Lord  only  knows. 
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Yes.  we  are  awake,  and,  God  willing,  we  are  going  to  do 
something  about  it.  We  began  over  at  Philadelphia  and  we 
are  going  on  through  tmtil  November,  In  spite  of  what  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  may  have  to  say  about  it. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Can  the  gentleman  yield  now? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  cannot  now. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    We  have  waited  for  you  to  say  something. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Well,  there  are  some  people,  you  know, 
who,  having  ears  they  hear  not,  and  having  eyes  they  see  not, 
and  some  people  do  not  even  understand,  wliich  is  not  our 
re5p>onsibility.  we  cannot  help  it.  and  I  do  not  know  of 
anything  we  can  do  about  it.  or  we  would  have  done  it  long 
ago. 

Yes,  we  have  accepted  without  question  all  these  blessings 
which  our  country  and  our  people  have  enjoyed  for,  lo,  these 
many  years,  but  now  the  day  of  reckoning  has  come.  No 
longer  are  we  listening  to  the  gentleman  down  here,  the 
master  magician,  who  has  pulled  the  white  rabbits  and  all 
the  other  tricks  out  of  the  hat.  We  have  discovered  now  to 
our  sorrow  and  grief  that  after  all  a  man  must  work  if  ho 
would  eat,  and  the  destructive  influence  of  this  administra- 
tion will  be  routed  out  on  a  subsequent  date  from  the  fioor 
of  the  House.    (Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  just  read- 
ing in  this  rule  that  debate  was  to  be  confined  to  the  bill.  I 
have  not  raised  the  point  heretofore,  but  may  I  say  that  we 
have  a  very  important  bill  before  us  and  we  have  had  a  show- 
ing on  both  sides.  After  this  I  shaU  ask  gentlemen  on  each 
Side  to  confine  the  debate  a  little  bit  more  closely  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  3  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  RiCHl. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  know  we  want  clean  politics. 
We  want  honest  politics.  That  is  what  this  Hatch  bill  is  sup- 
posed to  give  us.  We  know  that  if  we  take  politics  away  from 
governmental  employees  and  do  not  intimidate  them  we  will 
probably  elect  honest  officials. 

For  some  reason  or  other,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Democratic 
Manual  was  sent  to  me.  How  they  ever  made  such  a  terrible 
mistake  as  to  send  any  New  Deal  literature  to  me  I  cannot 
understand.  This  came  In  the  envelope  of  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri,  Mr.  Clarencz  Canmom.  and  It  was  edited  at  the 
Instance  of  James  A.  Farley. 

I  looked  this  manual  over  this  morning,  but  I  cannot  find 
in  It  any  statement  to  the  effect  that  they  will  tell  the  truth 
or  that  they  will  carry  out  the  planks  they  put  in  the  platform 
at  the  Democratic  convention  In  Chicago  next  week. 

I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  a  number  of  planks  they  put 
in  the  platform  of  1932. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  must  ask  the 
gentleman  to  confine  his  remarks  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  want  to  show  you  that  we  need  clean  politics; 
that  is  what  the  bill  is  for.  If  we  have  the  Hatch  bill  enacted 
into  law  they  cannot  do  what  they  did  at  the  national  con- 
vention in  1932.  Paid  Government  workers  will  not  be  In- 
timidated any  longer  at  conventions  or  at  the  polls.  They 
put  a  lot  of  planks  in  that  platform,  and  let  me  show  you  what 
the  woodpeckers  have  done  to  those  planks.  They  have  pecked 
them  so  full  of  holes  that  you  cannot  see  the  planks  any  more. 
The  Democrats  had  planks  for  national  economy,  plank  for 
tax  reduction,  plank  for  a  balanced  Budget,  plank  for  anti- 
bureaucracy,  plank  for  unemployment  cure,  and  plank  for 
prosperity.  Where  are  all  these  planks  now?  Full  of  holes, 
shot  to  pieces;  the  woodpecker  picked  them  to  pieces. 

The  situation  is  Just  this,  Mr.  Chairman:  If  you  make  a 
plank  and  put  It  Into  your  platform,  you  ought  to  carry  It 
out.  Do  an  honest  job.  You  ought  to  see  that  it  is  fulfilled, 
and  that  the  word  of  a  national  political  piariy  is  just  as  good 
and  just  as  honorable  as  any  promise  you  would  make  In 
business  or  any  standard  you  would  set  up  in  your  own  home 
in  trying  to  regulate  it.  So  I  believe  you  should  at  tliis 
Democratic  convention  get  the  Democratic  Party  to  obey  the 
planlcs  they  put  in  the  platform  and  give  to  Uie  American 
people.    Why  be  dishonest?    Why  not  do  as  you  say  you  will 


do?    The  New  Deal  wrecked  the  platforms  of  the  Democratic 
Party  of  1932  completely. 

I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  a  few  moments 
ago  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  made  the  statement  that 
in  the  Republican  convention  in  Philadelphia  you  could  not 
hear  the  speech  of  Herbert  Hoover  in  the  convention  hall. 
That  is  a  falsehood,  no  truth  in  the  statement,  because  I  was 
sitting  at  the  back  of  the  platform  and  I  could  hear  every 
word  of  that  speech  very  audibly.  Order  was  perfect  and 
no  disturbance  of  any  kind.  It  was  a  masterpiece,  as  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  said  it  was,  in  common  sense  and 
Statesmanship.  It  told  the  American  people  the  truth.  Her- 
ber  Hoover  is  one  of  the  greatest  Americans  this  country  has 
ever  known,  but  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  would  not 
support  a  man  like  that.    He  is  following  after  the  New  Deal, 

and  he  will  go  down  the  line  100  percent  when  the  time  comes 
for  the  New  Deal,  Roosevelt,  and  ruin.    We  want  Willkle. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  we  ot«ht 
to  have  more  Members  here.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  McCormack)  .  The  Chair  will  count. 
(After  counting.]  One  hundred  and  fifty-nine  Members  are 
present,  a  quorum. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  2  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  OToole], 

Mr.  OTOOLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  to  me,  this  bill  Is  one  of ' 
the  greatest  pieces  of  hypocrisy  I  have  seen  since  I  have  been 
a  Member  of  tills  body.  There  is  not  a  man  in  this  House 
who  at  some  time  in  his  political  life  has  not  gone  before  a 
Rotary  Club,  a  Kiwanis  Club,  or  the  graduating  class  of  a 
high  school  and,  with  all  the  pontifical  bearing  he  could  mus- 
ter, said  that  it  is  the  duty  of  every  American  to  take  part 
in  politics.  Now  you  come  here  and,  with  hypocrisy  in  your 
soul,  try  to  legislate  people  out  of  their  constitutional  rights. 
It  is  the  right  of  every  man.  regardless  of  his  position,  to  have 
something  to  say  about  the  Government  of  his  country. 

I  know  the  profound  admiration  that  certain  Members  of 
this  House  have  for  political  machines.  I  know  hew  the 
Republicans  have  nominated  a  Tammany  Hall  Democrat 
from  the  Grover  Cleveland  Club  In  New  York  as  their  Presi- 
dential candidate,  and  I  know  that  they  recognize  that  poli- 
tics is  the  game  that  you  make  it.  If  you  want  to  make  it  a 
dirty  occupation  and  a  dirty  way  of  making  a  living,  It  can 
be  dirty;  but  if  you  want  to  make  It  a  clean  way,  it  Is  up  to 
you.  Perhaps  the  sponsors  of  this  bill  In  the  other  body 
recognize  more  about  the  seamy  side  of  politics  and  are  more 
familiar  with  it  than  those  who  are  against  the  bill. 

I  plead  for  honesty  in  government.  I  plead  with  you  not 
to  deprive  thousands  of  governmental  employees — State,  mu- 
nicipal, or  Federal — of  the  right  to  take  part  in  the  Gov- 
ernment.   [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  I  Mr.  RobsionI. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Chairman,  ladies  and 
gentlemen,  I  supported  the  original  Hatch  Act  of  date. 
August  2,  1939,  which  was  necessary  to  protect  Federal  em- 
ployees from  intimidation  and  coercion  by  those  in  charge  of 
them,  the  assessment  of  them  for  campaign  funds  and  the 
protection  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  Nation. 

I  favor  the  Hatch  bill  now  before  us  in  order  to  protect 
State  employees  from  such  coercion,  intimidation,  and  sissess- 
ment  of  those  State  employees  whose  salaries  or  wages  in 
whole  or  In  part  are  paid  from  Federal  funds,  and  workers 
on  so-called  State  projects,  the  funds  of  which  are  provided 
in  whole  or  in  part  by  Federal  appropriations. 

These  measures  are  designed  to  cut  out  coercion,  intimi- 
dation, favoritism,  and  politics,  and  make  the  Federal  work- 
ers as  well  as  the  workers  on  State  projects  free  to  support 
and  vote  for  the  persons  they  desire.  It  grieves  me  to  know 
that  in  this  great  democracy  such  measures  are  necessary  to 
prevent  the  corruption.  Intimidation,  and  coercion  of  our 
citizens,  and  especially  our  needy  citizens.    We  show  deep 
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eobcem  for  the  democracies  across  the  sea.    Over  there  the 
people  are  coerced  with  the  bayonet.     Here  In  the  United 
States,  according  to  the  reports  and  evidence,  we  have  coer- 
cion by  threatening  to  withhold  from  our  needy  people  food, 
clothing,  and  shelter  if  they  are  unwilling  to  surrender  their 
freedom  and  their  rights  to  vote  as  their  consciences  dlcUte. 
The  use  of  money  for  corrupt  purposes  In  elections  has 
been  condemned  In  this  country  throughout  the  years.    We 
have  pftssed  stringent  laws  to  keep  private  cltlsens  and  corpo- 
rations from  using  their  money  to  coerce  and  Intimidate  the 
voters.    It  has  been  pointed  out  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
today  that  In  some  few  SUtes  some  yean  afo  •  few  hundred 
thouMtid  dollars  were  used  In  several  States  to  ctrry  each 
one  of  those  States.    Such  action  must  be  condemned,  and 
it  was  condemned  by  the  refusal  of  the  United  States  Senate 
to  wftt  those  who  were  the  beneflclarles  of  these  corrupt 
practices.    It  Is  Immeasurably  worse  when  we  reach  down 
into  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  Nation  and  take  the 
tax  money  from  the  widows  and  orphans,  the  rich  and  the 
poor,  and  use  it  for  partisan  political  purposes  and  to  intimi- 
date, coerce,  and  corrupt  the  voters  of  this  country,  and  how 
can  we  And  words  to  condemn  those  In  charge  of  the  activi- 
ties  of   our   Government   using   the   taxpayers'    money   tc 
threaten  and  browbeat  needy  men.  women,  and  children  to 
surrender  their  rights  as  American  citizens,  and  to  Indulge  In 
favoritism  and  partiality? 

MX.    KOOSEVELT'S    ADMINISTSATION    KZSPONSIBUC 

Now,  these  conditions  about  which  we  complain  and  which 
cause  every  honest  and  decent  citizen  in  the  Nation  to  bow 
his  head  in  shame  can  be  laid  directly  at  the  door  of  Mr. 
Roosevelt  and  his  administration,  and  a  subservient  Congress 
that  has  supinely  submitted  to  the  President's  demands. 
During  the  last  7  V2  years  subservient  Congresses  at  the  behest 
of  the  President  have  turned  over  to  him  more  than  $20,000.- 
000.000  in  so-called  blank  checks  to  be  used  almost  as  he 
pleased.  These  billions  have  been  handed  cut  to  various 
groups  in  the  48  States,  and  many  of  these  billions  were  used 
to  build  political  machines  and  for  partisan  political  purposes. 
Every  State  received  millions  upon  millions  of  dollars.  Some 
States  received  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  in  a  single 
year.  These  ntiillions  wielded  powerful  political  Influences  In 
each  of  the  several  48  States. 

There  has  never  been  such  a  saturnalia  of  corruption. 
There  has  never  been  such  a  waste  of  the  taxpayers'  money,  or 
BO  much  of  intimidation  and  coercion  as  grew  out  of  the  dis- 
tribution of  these  billions  of  dollars.  There  has  never  been 
anything  to  compare  with  it  in  this  or  any  other  country  in 
the  world's  history.  These  are  not  the  statements  of  un- 
friendly partisan  critics  of  the  administration.  These  state- 
ments are  borne  oUt  by  ofBcial  statements  and  records  made 
by  Democrats,  new  dealers,  antinew  dealers,  and  the  press 
Of  the  country. 

KEirrUCKIAKS  COKBCSD   AND   INnMSDATO) 

Kentucky  is  a  typical  State  in  the  use  of  taxpayers*  money 
to  corrupt,  coerce,  browbeat,  and  intimidate  voters.  Two  dis- 
tinguished Democrats  of  Kentucky  were  seeking  the  Demo- 
cratic nomination  in  our  State  in  1938  for  United  States  Sen- 
ator. Let  me  read  you  a  few  lines  from  a  letter  written  by  the 
manager  of  one  of  these  Democrats  who  were  seeking  the 
"  nomination.  What  has  this  great  Democrat  to  say  in  a  letter 
to  President  Roosevelt  on  May  23,  1938? 

For  the  first  time  In  ova  observation,  the  Works  Progress  Admin- 
istration, which  was  conceived  and  established  to  feed  the  famUles 
of  the  unemployed.  Irrespective  of  the  politics,  race,  or  creed  of 
those  to  be  served,  through  Its  directing  heads.  Is  seeking  what? 
To  drive  hungry  and  destitute  people  to  vote  for  a  certain  candidate 
for  office.  Meetings  and  conferences  have  been  held  In  practically 
every  county  in  the  State  by  key  men  in  places  of  Importance  with 
the  Works  Progress  Administration,  at  which  definite  Instructions 
were  given  selected  agents  that  no  one  should  be  placed  on  Federal 
relief  except  on  the  advice  of  campaign  managers  of  the  candidate. 
Furthermore,  these  same  agents  have  been  required  to  Inform  aU 
those  Individuals  seeking  Federal  assistance  that  unless  they  are 
for  the  candidate  for  Senator  whom  the  heads  of  the  relief  admin- 
istration ore  supporting,  there  wlU  be  neither  relief  funds  nor  Jobs 
for  them. 
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That  is  not  a  Repubbcan  speaking.  That  Is  a  distinguished 
Democrat  and  Judge  of  Kentucky.  This  Democrat  says  fur- 
ther in  his  letter: 

It  Is  unthinkable  that  any  relief  agency  of  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment  engaged  In  a  charitable  and  a  humanitarian  task  would  be  de- 
lltierately  prostituted  by  politicians  for  the  benefit  of  a  man  seeking 
pubUc  office.  The  Work  ProjecU  Administration  in  Kentucky  has 
been  converted  into  an  out-and-out  political  machine.  Those  with 
starving  mouths  to  feed  are  forced  to  aurrender  their  one  remaining 
privilege  of  choosing  for  whom  tb«y  shall  vote:  otlisrwlM.  tb«y  and 
tbtU*  dependenu  must  go  hungry  and  naksd. 

Whose  money  was  being  uied  to  accomplish  this  coercion 
Mid  Intimidation?  It  was  not  the  money  of  the  candidates  or 
their  backers.  It  was  the  taxpayers'  money.  Yes;  with  the 
taxpayers'  own  money — taking  It  from  the  rich  and  poor,  from 
the  widows  and  orphans  alike,  to  browbeat,  coerce,  corrupt, 
and  Intimidate  the  people  of  Kentucky  themselves.  This  let- 
ter also  points  out  that  many  persons  were  put  on  the  W.  P.  A. 
and  other  rolls  not  to  render  service  to  the  people  of  Kentucky 
or  the  Nation,  but  to  travel  about  over  the  State  and  perform 
political  services  for  a  certain  candidate — their  salaries  and 
expenses  paid  by  the  taxpayers.  Instead  of  being  helpful  to 
the  people  of  Kentucky  and  especially  the  needy  people,  they 
were  busy  in  attempts  to  corrupt,  intimidate,  and  coerce  them. 
Many  affidavits  were  secured  and  published  showing  that  the 
W.  P.  A.  trucks  with  foremen  and  bosses  of  the  W.  P.  A.  were 
used  to  gather  up  needy  people  and  carry  them  to  the  county 
courthouses  to  have  these  needy  persons  to  change  their  regis- 
trations and  exacting  promises  from  them  to  vote  for  a  certsUn 
man. 

A  certain  political  organization  was  set  up  In  Kentucky  to  go 
among  the  W.  P.  A.  workers  to  collect  money  from  these  poorly 
paid  persons  to  help  finance  these  campaigns.  These  per- 
sons were  warned  to  get  cash  and  take  no  checks  except 
"payable  to  cash."  so  that  they  could  not  be  traced.  The 
State  administrator  in  a  letter  ordered  one  of  his  State  direc- 
tors In  charge  of  organizing  and  collecting  this  money  to 
destroy  his  records.  Many  of  these  cases  of  sand-bagging 
these  poor,  needy  workers  came  to  me  personally.  Among 
these  I  recall  a  lady  living  in  one  of  my  counties  and  working 
on  the  W.  P.  A.  for  $30  per  month.  She  had  a  huskuind  con- 
fined to  his  bed  with  TB  and  her  four  young  children.  The 
support  of  this  husband  and  the  children  and  their  education 
depended  upon  her  meager  salary.  These  politicians  de- 
manded of  her  $10  out  of  her  $30  as  her  campaign  contribution 
for  one  of  these  candidates.  She  had  pledged  this  money  for 
medicine,  food,  and  clothing  for  her  husband  and  children 
and  could  not  make  the  contribution.  Soon  after  the  primary 
was  over  she  was  let  out  with  the  statement  that  she  had 
failed  to  cooperate.  It  is  admitted  that  she  was  a  very  indus- 
trious, capable  worker. 

The  purpose  of  the  Hatch  Act  of  Augtist  1939  and  the  pur- 
pose of  this  act  is  to  protect  our  needy  people  from  favoritism, 
coercion,  and  intimidation,  and  to  prevent  their  being  required 
to  give  of  their  meager  wages  or  salaries  provided  by  the  tax- 
p>ayers  of  this  Nation  to  finance  politicians  or  any  party  or 
faction  of  a  party.  The  average  fair-minded  Kentuckian  re- 
volted against  such  practices.  This  relief  money  does  not 
belong  to  the  politicians.  It  was  intended  to  go  to  the  needy 
without  regard  to  party  affiliations,  race,  creed,  or  color.  If 
the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  political  officeholders  receiving 
large  salaries  and  expense  accoimls  had  been  eliminated  at 
least  a  million  of  the  needy  people  of  this  country  that  have 
been  denied  jobs  and  relief  could  have  been  helped. 

Let  us  pass  this  wholesome  measure  and  thereby  declare 
ourselves  for  clean  politics.  Let  us  administer  this  money 
taken  from  the  taxpayers  impartially  for  the  relief  of  the 
needy.  Let  the  small  wages  and  salaries  received  by  those 
needing  jobs  and  relief  be  free  from  assessment  by  politicians. 
Let  us  cut  out  attempts  to  corrupt,  intimidate,  and  coerce  our 
citizens  so  that  they  may  stand  up  as  freemen  and  exercise 
their  priceless  privilege  as  American  citixens.  [Applause.] 
The  ballot  must  be  free.  Our  forefathers  gave  freely  of  their 
lives  and  of  their  fortunes  to  create  a  great,  free  nation  on  this 
side  of  the  Atlantic.    I  do  not  propose  to  sit  idly  by  and  see  a 
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lot  of  politicians  for  their  own  selfish  purposes  and  through 
partisan  politics,  coercion,  and  intimidation,  consume  the  tax- 
payers' money  and  at  the  same  time  take  away  the  liberties 
and  freedom  of  the  American  people. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky has  expired. 

Mr.  OUYER  of  Kansas.    I  srleld  the  gentleman  3  minutes 

more. 

vnrm  sTATn  anrATB  orrs  svst 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  This  corrupt  use  of  the  tax- 
payers' money  and  the  attempts  to  corrupt,  intimidate,  and 
coerce  the  citizens  of  this  country  became  so  flagrant  that 
a  eomtnlttee  of  United  States  Senators,  composed  largely  of 
Democrats,  investigated  conditions  In  Kentucky,  New  Mex- 
ico, and  other  States,  and  this  committee  fully  confirmed 
all  that  had  been  said  about  the  mUuie  of  the  taxpayeri' 
money  and  the  mlstrentmcnt  of  needy  citizens.  They  found 
that  the  W.  P.  A.  rolls  increai>cd  in  Kentucky  em  the  pri- 
mary-election day  approached  and  Increased  in  the  Nation 
as  the  regular  election  day  approached  and  the  years  In 
which  a  national  election  was  held.  These  relief  roll»  fell 
off  after  the  election  and  in  the  middle  of  winter.  There 
was  left  no  room  for  doubt  that  the  taxpayers'  money  was 
being  used  in  large  amounts  to  build  and  maintain  political 
machines.  | 

This  investigation  also  developed  the  fact  that  the  tax- 
payers' money  appropriated  by  Congress,  the  millions  of 
dollars  turned  over  to  the  States  for  old-age  pensions  and 
other  p>ensions  and  to  construct  highways,  buildings,  and 
other  projects,  all  of  the  expense  of  which  was  contributed 
to  by  the  Federal  Grovernment.  was  used  to  build  and  main- 
tain political  machines  in  the  States.  This  ran  into  mil- 
lions of  dollars  annually,  and  the  political  machines  in  the 
States  turned  their  attention  to  the  use  of  these  large  sums 
of  money  and  the  jobs  for  political  purposes. 

The  administration-backed  candidate  for  United  States 
Senator  in  Kentucky  and  his  friends  boldly  declared  that 
the  old-age-pension  money  and  other  sums  furnished  to  the 
State  were  being  used  by  the  State  crowd  to  coerce  voters 
to  vote  for  the  man  backed  by  the  State  crowd  for  the  nom- 
ination for  United  States  Senator.  It  was  said  by  the  na- 
tional administration  candidate  that  the  old  people  of  Ken- 
tucky, receiving  less  on  an  average  than  $9  a  month,  were 
forced  to  change  their  registration  and  cast  their  vote  ac- 
cording to  the  wishes  of  the  State  administration  or  be 
denied  old-age  pensions  or  be  removed  from  the  pension 
rolls.  Many  affidavits  were  submitted  and  published  on  this 
subject;  and  those  employed  on  these  State-controlled  proj- 
ects but  financed  wholly  or  In  part  with  Federal  money 
were  forced  to  vote  as  the  State  machine  dictated.  To  my 
own  personal  knowledge,  these  Federal  funds  were  used  to 
aid  both  factions  in  Kentucky,  needy  old  people  were  prom- 
ised pensions,  needy  people  were  promised  jobs  if  they  reg- 
istered and  voted  right;  and  it  was  not  confined  merely  to 
national  and  State  elections.  These  huge  sums  of  money 
and  jcbs  were  used  to  corrupt,  intimidate,  and  coerce  voters 
In  city,  county,  and  district  elections,  and  In  one  particular 
case  known  to  me  these  funds  and  jobs  were  used  in  a 
coimty  wet-and-dry  election.  All  in  all,  it  reached  that 
point  in  Kentucky  where  it  was  spoken  of  frequently  that 
we  no  longer  had  elections  but  public  auctions,  and  it  was 
the  United  States  Treasury  against  the  State  treasury. 

It  has  been  the  great  American  ideal  that  governments  exist 
for  the  benefit  of  the  governed  and  by  and  with  their  consent. 
We  call  that  democracy.  The  ballot  box  is  the  place  where 
the  American  people  give  their  consent.  It  is  here  that  they 
select  their  public  servants — not  masters.  It  is  here  they  ap- 
prove or  disapprove  of  policies  of  government.  The  t^allot 
box  must  be  kept  clean  and  pure.  It  must  be  free  of  coercion 
and  intimidation.  No  great  nation  has  ever  fallen  by  reason 
of  attacks  from  the  outside  if  it  Is  sound  inside.  They  fall 
from  within  first.    This  Nation  cannot  be  successfully  as- 


sailed from  without  If  we  remain  true  to  the  principles  and 
Ideals  of  this  Nation  within. 

The  purpose  of  this  Hatch  blU  Is  to  take  the  hands  of  the 
spoilsmen  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  and  from  the 
throats  of  the  voters  and  especially  the  needy  voters  of  this 
country,  so  that  they  may  go  to  the  polls  unafraid  and  vote 
their  honest  sentiments  and  chart  their  own  destinies  and 
preserve  the  principles  and  Ideals  of  the  founding  fathers. 
We  need  not  fear  so  long  as  the  Nation  has  clean  elections 
and  they  are  free  from  attempts  to  corrupt,  coerce,  or  In- 
timidate. 

These  billions  of  dollars  sent  to  the  States  mean  tremendous 
power.  We  must  not  sit  Idly  by  here  and  permit  selfish  men 
to  use  these  billions  to  perpetuate  bureaucratic  control  and 
their  own  selfish  Interests.  Last  year  we  put  the  halter  on  the 
Federal  officeholders  who  Indulged  In  these  practices  inimical 
to  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  this  country.  The  bill  before 
us,  the  new  Hatch  bill,  puu  a  halter  on  State  officeholders  and 
agents  whose  salaries  or  wages  In  whole  or  In  part  are  paid, 
out  of  the  Federal  Treasury,  the  people  who  are  handling' 
these  billions  of  dollars  that  are  being  spent  In  the  States. 
This  bill  reaches  out  and  says  to  these  politicians.  Federal 
or  State,  in  whose  hands  has  been  placed  this  tremendous 
power,  that  It  cannot  be  used  to  corrupt,  Intimidate,  or  coerce 
the  voters  of  this  country. 

These  billions  were  appropriated  to  help  the  needy  and  to 
Improve  our  country.  The  direct  and  indirect  obligations  of 
this  country  exceed  $50,000,000,000.  We  are  developing  a 
great  program  of  national  defense  costing  billions  of  dollars. 
There  will  be  additional  burdens  placed  upon  the  backs  of  the 
taxpayers  of  the  Nation.  Congress  should  see  to  it  that  no 
part  of  these  taxes  is  used  to  promote  the  political  fortunes  of 
any  person,  any  party,  or  any  group,  or  any  faction. 

We  owe  it  to  the  needy  people,  to  the  taxpayers,  and  to  the 
American  people  to  pass  this  bill.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico  IMr.  DempseyI. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  so  many  misstatements 
have  been  made  about  the  provisions  of  this  bill  that  it  would 
take  a  much  longer  time  than  10  minutes  to  explain  the  en- 
tire scope  of  the  legislation.  This  bill  simply  extends  the 
provisions  of  the  original  Hatch  Act  to  those  State  employees 
who  are  paid  in  full  or  in  part  from  Federal  funds.  The  en- 
tire purpose  is  to  provide  this  additional  group  of  public 
employees  with  the  same  safeguards  and  protection  accorded 
Federal  workers  by  the  original  law.  The  distinguished  gen- 
tleman from  Alabama  [Mr.  HobbsJ  yesterday  said  that  if  a 
janitor  was  employed  at  a  little  schoolhouse  and  a  W.  P.  A. 
project  was  set  up  providing  for  the  painting  of  that  school- 
house,  and  that  janitor  should  put  paper  on  the  fioor  to  cover 
it  so  that  it  would  not  be  stained  by  dropping  paint,  he  would 
come  within  the  provisions  of  the  act.  That  is  ridiculous.  I 
cannot  understand  why  a  man  should  make  a  statement  of 
that  kind,  and  certainly  I  would  not  be  critical  about  my 
friend  from  Alabama — and  he  is  my  friend — except  to  say 
this :  When  he  cuts  it,  he  surely  cuts  It  thick,  and  he  has  the 
ability  to  cut  it  smooth  at  the  same  time.  No  person  comes 
within  the  purview  of  this  act  who  is  not  receiving  directly 
ftmds  from  the  Federal  Government.  I  contend  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Members  of  this  House  and  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  when  they  vote  appropriations 
from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  so  safeguard  those 
funds  that  they  will  be  expended  for  the  purposes  for  which 
they  are  appropriated,  and  not  diverted  into  campaign  funds. 
Having  been  bom  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  I  have  had 
some  experience  with  political  set-ups.  I  also  had  some  expe- 
rience in  New  York.  I  lived  In  Missouri  for  a  time,  and  In 
Oklahoma,  but  now  I  have  the  good  fortune  to  live  in  the 
State  of  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Yes, 


9432 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


July  10 


ld40 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


9433 


Mr.  BULWINKLE.  On  page  13,  section  12,  of  the  bill,  we 
find  the  following  language: 

No  officer  or  employee  of  any  State  or  local  agency  whose  prin- 
cipal employment  Is  in  connection  with  any  activity  which  is  11- 
nanced  In  whole  or  In  part  by  loan*  or  grants  made  by  the  United 
Btates  or  by  any  Federal  agency. 

Will  the  gentleman  please  explain  how  far  that  goes? 
^  Mr.  DEMPSEY.    It  goes  just  as  far  as  that  says.    I  think 

that  is  a  very  splendid  provision. 
Mr.  BULWINKLE.     All  right. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Let  me  answer  the  gentleman's  question. 

~~  '       For  instance,  we  will  say  an  engineer  in  a  city  is  appointed  by 

the  city  authorities. 

A  W.  P.  A.  project  Is  set  up  in  that  city.    He  spends  a  month 

■V  on  that  project,  but  that  is  not  his  principal  employment. 

That  is  only  a  small  part  of  his  employment.    He  in  no  way 

^  comes  under  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    But  this  says  "whose  principal  employ- 

-   ment  is  in  connection  with  any  activity."    It  does  not  say  it 

*  has  to  be  the  activity.   You  can  take  a  county  attorney,  where 

"^•-^      the  county  has  a  W.  P.  A.  fund,  and  that  county  attorney  may 

have  a  part  of  his  work  with  it.   You  may  mean  it  the  way  you 

say  it.  but  this  does  not  read  that  way. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  I  think,  if  the  gentleman  will  read  other 
provisions  of  the  act,  he  will  find  the  interpretation  he  is  sug- 
gesting does  not  apply,  at  all.  Yesterday  when  one  of  the 
Members   of   the   House  was  speaking,   this  question  was 

asked 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    Let  me  ask  the  gentleman 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  yield.  I  want  to 
finish  if  I  can.  I  will  be  glad  to  yield  when  I  have  made  my 
statement. 

Yesterday  this  question  was  asked:  In  the  construction  of 
'  --    highways,  where  the  Federal  Government  participates  with 
the  State,  would  the  men  who  work  for  the  contractors  be 
7^-    permitted  to  attend  a  precinct  meeting?    Every  Member  of 
this  House  knows  that  the  contracts  are  let  by  competitive 
bidding  to  a  contractor.    Workers  on  his  pay  roll  are  in  pri- 
vate employment,  not  in  the  employ  of  either  the  State  or  the 
Federal  Government.    The  contractor  in  no  way  comes  under 
the  provision  of  this  bill,  nor  does  a  single  individual  working 
for  that  contractor.    The  only  man  who  does  come  under  it 
in  connection  with  the  project  is  the  Federal  inspector  for  the 
Public  Roads  Administration. 
-.  Mr.  COCHRAN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  say  that  the 
other  oflBcials  of  the  highway  commission  of  a  State,  where 
there  are  hvmdreds  of  them,  are  in  no  way  affected  by  the 
provisions  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  say  they  are  com- 
pletely under  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  The  highway  engi- 
neers in  the  States  which  receive  these  grants  from  the 
Federal  Government — that  is  their  principal  occupation,  to 
spend  that  money,  and  they  do  come  within  the  purview  of 
the  biU. 
Mr.  COCHItAN.  Not  only  them  but  the  State  inspectors. 
Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  A  moment  ago  the  gentleman  said  only 
the  United  States  engineers. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Oh,  I  did  not  say  engineer  at  any  time. 
I  said  the  contractor  or  his  men  in  no  way  came  under  the 
purview  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  But  say  all  inspectors  in  the  highway 
department? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  All  inspectors  in  the  highway  department, 
which  is  expending  funds  of  the  Public  Roads  Administra- 
tion, would  come  imder  -the  provisions  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  They  are  using  them  in  my  State  today 
In  a  senatorial  primary. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  That  is  the  great  necessity  for  this 
amendment — the  very  thing  you  are  talking  about.  We  are 
voting  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  to  build  roads.  In- 
stead of  building  roads,  we  are  building  up  campaign  funds. 


That  Is  exactly  what  we  are  doing  with  the  money,  and  the 
very  thing  this  legislation  is  intended  to  stop. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Has  the  thought  come  into  the  gentle- 
man's mind  at  all  as  to  what  might  happen  to  this  bill  when 
it  goes  into  conference?  The  House  has  stricken  out  every- 
thing after  the  enacting  clause  and  substituted  new  language. 
Does  not  the  gentleman  think  the  best  thing  to  do,  in  order 
to  make  sure  we  will  get  a  law,  is  to  pass  the  bill  as  it  was 
passed  by  the  Senate,  so  that  it  will  go  to  the  President  and 
we  may  get  some  advantage  In  some  of  the  primaries?  Watch 
out  it  does  not  find  a  resting  place  in  conference. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  If  the  bill  does  not  leave  here  in  good 
form,  yes;  but  I  think  the  bill  in  some  way  is  improved  as 
compared  with  the  form  in  which  it  left  the  Senate.  For 
instance,  there  is  a  provision  that  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama spoke  about  yesterday  relating  to  the  dismissal  of  an 
employee  or  the  susp)€nsion  for  a  period  of  18  months  of  an 
employee  who  has  been  found  guilty  of  pernicious  political 
activity.  The  gentleman  from  Alabama  has  placed  in  the 
bill  a  clause  which  makes  it  necessary,  if  the  employee  de- 
mands it.  to  provide  a  jury  trial.  Never  in  the  history  of  this 
Government,  as  far  as  I  know,  has  it  been  necessary  to  give  a 
pian  a  jury  trial  when  he  is  dismissed  from  public  employ  for 
cause,  even  though  that  cause  be  based  upon  prohibited  po- 
litical activity.  Now.  what  does  the  Hatch  bill  provide? 
What  does  the  author  of  the  bill  desire?  He  says  if  a  man  is 
charged  with  pvohibited  political  activity,  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  will  investigate.  If  the  Commission  finds  suffi- 
cient reason  to  give  him  a  hearing,  he  is  given  one. 

If  it  is  determined  at  this  hearing  that  he  is  guilty  of  the 
offense,  the  man  can  then  appeal  to  the  district  court.  The 
district  judge  finds  not  only  on  law  but  on  fact,  and  if  he 
finds  the  commission  erred,  the  man  is  not  discharged  from 
his  employment.  If  the  court  finds  that  the  man  is  guilty, 
there  is  nothing  in  this  bill  that  requires,  without  alterna- 
tive, the  dismissal  of  that  man  or  his  separation  from  the 
service.  The  State  has  that  right,  and  the  State  can  say. 
"We  propose  to  retain  him  in  his  present  position."  When 
they  do  the  Federal  Government  says  to  the  State,  "All  right. 
You  are  going  to  be  penalized  for  that  to  the  extent  of  twice 
the  amount  of  that  man's  annual  salary."  We  are  not  going 
to  do  like  the  gentlemen  of  the  House  voted  to  do  for  the 
Social  Security  Board — have  them  fine  a  State,  as  they  did 
the  State  of  Ohio.  $1,300,000.  There  is  no  discussion  around 
here  about  that,  but  the  minute  we  try  to  clean  up  a  putrid 
political  situation  there  is  immediate  condemnation  from 
some  sources.  Many  of  the  people  who  are  voicing  criticism 
around  here  and  who  oppose  this  bill  come  from  States  where, 
the  records  show,  the  grossest  violations  of  the  law — at  least 
of  the  moral  code  of  ethics — ^have  occurred. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Does  the  gentleman  realize  that  this  b 
a  criminal  act? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  There  is  one  part  of  it  that  is  intended 
to  be  criminal  law.  That  is  the  part  which  provides  penalties 
for  coercion  and  intimidation  of  voters  and  similar  Infrac- 
tions.   In  such  cases  a  jury  trial  is,  of  course,  provided. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Where  do  they  get  a  jury  trial  except 
on  making  demand?    They  have  to  file  a  petition  for  it. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Well,  they  get  it.     Any  person  charged 

with  crime  may  ask  for  and  be  granted  a  jiur  trial.    I  was 

talking  primarily,  however,  about  persons  Involved  in  cases 

under  the  legislation  where  no  criminal  penalty  is  provided. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the 
Committee  do  now  rise. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose:  and  the  Speaker  havln? 
resumed  the  chair.  Mr.  Starnes  of  Alabama.  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  re- 
ported that  that  Committee  having  had  under  consideration 
the  bill  S.  3046 — the  Hatch  bill — had  come  to  no  resolution 
thereoiL 
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A  message  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of 
his  secretaries. 

The  SPEAKE31  laid  before  the  House  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was  read, 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

As  President  of  the  United  States  and  as  Commander  In 
Chief  of  its  armed  forces.  I  come  again  to  the  representatives 
of  the  people  in  Congress  assembled,  to  lay  before  them  an 
extraordinary  estimate  of  fimds  and  authorizations  required 
for  the  national  defense. 

In  my  opinion,  it  is  necessary  now  that  the  people  of  this 
Nation  and  their  representatives  in  Congress  look  at  the  prob- 
lem of  the  national  defense  with  utterly  dispassionate  realism. 
Never  have  we  as  a  nation  attempted  to  define  the  word 
"defense"  in  terms  of  a  specific  attack  at  a  certain  place  at 
a  certain  time  or  with  specified  land  and  sea  forces.  In  the 
long  sweep  of  the  century  and  a  half  since  our  defenses  have 
been  concentrated  and  unified  under  the  Constitution.  It  has 
be€n  a  prime  obligation  of  the  President  and  Commander  in 
Chief  promptly  to  advise  the  Congress  with  respect  to  any 
world  circimistances  calling  for  either  increased  or  diminished 
defense  needs. 

Prom  time  to  time  during  the  last  7  years  I  have  not  failed 
to  advise  the  people  and  their  representatives  of  grave  dan- 
gers threatening  the  United  States  and  its  people,  and  the 
institutions  of  democracy  everywhere.  From  time  to  time  I 
have  availed  myself  of  opportunities  to  reassert  and  to  Im- 
plement the  right  of  all  the  nations  of  the  American  Hem- 
isphere to  freedom  from  attack  or  control  by  any  non-Amer- 
ican power. 

A  year  and  a  half  ago,  on  January  4,  1939.  in  my  address  to 
the  Congress,  I  referred  to  the  fact  that  I  had  felt  it  necessary 
on  previous  occasions  to  warn  of  disturbances  abroad,  and 
the  need  of  putting  our  own  house  in  order  In  the  face  of 
storm  signals  from  across  the  seas.  On  that  day  I  said  that 
a  war  which  threatened  to  envelop  the  world  in  flames  had 
been  averted,  but  that  It  had  become  Increasingly  clear  that 
peace  was  not  assured.  I  said  then  that  all  about  us  raged 
undeclared  wars,  military  and  economic.  I  said  then  that 
all  about  lis  were  threats  of  new  aggression,  military  and 
economic.  I  said  then  that  the  storms  from  abroad  directly 
challenged  three  institutions  indispensable  to  Americans — 
religion,  democracy,  and  internaticmal  good  faith. 

Unhappily,  many  Americans  t)elieved  that  those  who 
thought  they  foresaw  the  danger  of  a  great  war  were  mis- 
taken. Unhappily,  those  of  us  who  did  foresee  that  danger 
were  right. 

A  week  later,  on  January  12.  1939.  I  submitted  a  program 
considered  by  me  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and 
Na\'y  and  by  my  advisers  to  be  a  minimiun  program  for  the 
necessities  of  defense,  sasring  that  every  American  was  aware 
erf  the  peaceful  intentions  of  this  Government  and  of  this 
people,  and  that  every  American  knew  that  we  have  no 
thought  of  aggression  and  no  desire  for  further  territory. 
The  Congress  granted  that  request  for  the  minimum  program 
then  deemed  necessary. 

At  the  beginning  of  September  the  storm  broke,  and  on 
the  21st  of  that  month,  in  a  message  to  the  extraordinary  ses- 
sion of  the  Congress.  I  said  that  this  Government  must  lose  no 
time  or  effort  to  keep  this  Nation  from  being  drawn  into  the 
war,  and  I  asserted  my  belief  that  we  would  succeed  in  these 
efforts.  We  have  succeeded.  I  believe  we  shall  continue  to 
succeed. 

In  September  last.  I  increased  the  strength  of  the  Army, 
Navy.  Coast  Guard,  and  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
within  statutory  authorizations  made  by  the  Congress.  In 
January  1940  I  submitted  a  budget  to  the  Congress  which 
Included  provision  for  that  expansion  of  personnel,  as  well  as 
estimates  for  the  national  defense,  amounting  to  approxi- 
mately $2,000,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1941. 
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On  May  16,  in  a  message  to  the  Congress.  I  pointed  out  that 
the  swift  and  shocking  developments  of  that  time  forced 
every  neutral  nation  to  look  to  its  defenses  in  the  light  of 
new  factors  loosed  by  the  brutal  force  of  modem  offensive  war. 
I  called  attention  to  the  treacherous  use  of  the  "fifth  column." 
by  which  persons  supposed  to  be  peaceful  visitors  were  actu- 
ally a  part  of  an  enemy  unit  of  occupation,  and  called  espe- 
cial attention  to  the  necessity  for  the  protection  of  the  whole 
American  Hemisphere  from  control,  invasion,  or  domination. 
I  asked  at  that  time  for  a  sum  totaling  $1,182,000,000  for  the 
national  defense. 

On  May  31.  1940.  I  again  sent  a  message  to  the  Congress, 
to  say  that  the  almost  incredible  events  of  the  then  past  2 
weeks  In  the  European  conflict  had  necessitated  another  en- 
largement of  our  military  program,  and  at  that  time  I  asked 
for  $1,277,741,170  for  the  acceleration  and  development  of 
our  military  and  naval  needs  as  measured  in  both  machines 
and  men. 

Again  today,  in  less  than  2  months'  time,  the  changes  in  the 
world  situation  are  so  great  and  so  profound  that  I  must 
come  once  again  to  the  Congress  to  advise  concerning  new 
threats,  new  needs,  and  the  imperative  necessity  of  meeting 
them.  Free  men  and  free  women  in  the  United  States  look 
to  us  to  defend  their  freedom  against  all  enemies,  foreign  and 
domestic.  Those  enemies  of  freedom  who  hate  free  institu- 
tions now  deride  democratic  govenmients  as  weak  and  in- 
efficient. 

We.  the  free  men  and  women  of  the  United  States,  with 
memories  of  oiu-  fathers  to  inspire  us  and  the  hopes  of  our 
children  to  sustain  us.  are  determined  to  be  strong  as  well  as 
free.  The  apologists  for  despotism  and  those  who  aid  them 
by  whispering  defeatism  or  appeasement,  assert  that  because 
we  have  not  devoted  our  full  energies  to  arms  and  to  prepara- 
tion for  war  that  we  are  now  incapable  of  defense. 

I  refute  that  imputation. 

We  fully  understand  the  threat  of  the  new  enslavement  in 
which  men  may  not  speak,  may  not  listen,  may  not  think. 
As  these  threats  become  more  numerous  and  their  dire  mean- 
ing more  clear,  it  deepens  the  determination  of  the  American 
people  to  meet  them  with  wholly  adequate  defense. 

We  have  seen  nation  after  nation,  some  of  them  weakened 
by  treachery  from  within,  succumb  to  the  force  of  the  ag- 
gressor. We  see  great  nations  still  gallantly  fighting  against 
aggression,  encouraged  by  high  hope  of  ultimate  victory. 

That  we  are  opposed  to  war  is  known  not  only  to  every 
American,  but  to  every  government  in  the  world.  We  will 
not  use  our  arms  In  a  war  of  aggression;  we  will  not  send  our 
men  to  take  part  in  European  wars. 

But,  we  will  repel  aggression  against  the  United  States  or 
the  Western  Hemisphere.  The  people  and  their  representa- 
tives In  the  Congress  know  that  the  threats  to  our  liberties, 
the  threats  to  our  security,  the  threats  against  our  way  of 
life,  the  threats  to  our  Institutions  of  religion,  of  democracy, 
and  of  international  good  faith,  have  increased  in  number  and 
gravity  from  month  to  month,  from  week  to  week,  and  almost 
from  day  to  day. 

It  is  because  of  these  rapid  changes;  It  Is  because  of  the 
grave  danger  to  democratic  institutions;  and,  above  all.  It  is 
because  of  the  united  will  of  the  entire  American  people  that 
I  come  to  ask  you  for  a  further  authorization  of  $4,848,171,957 
for  the  national  defense. 

Let  no  man  in  this  coimtry  or  anywhere  else  believe  that 
because  we  in  America  still  cherish  freedom  of  religion,  of 
speech,  of  assembly,  of  the  press;  that  because  we  maintain 
our  free  democratic  political  institutions  by  which  the  Nation, 
after  full  discussion  and  debate,  chooses  its  representatives 
and  leaders  for  Itself — ^let  no  man  here  or  elsewhere  believe 
that  we  are  weak. 

The  United  States  is  the  greatest  industrial  Nation  in  the 
world.  Its  people,  as  workers  and  as  businessmen,  have 
proved  that  they  can  unite  in  the  national  interest  and  that 
they  can  bring  together  the  greatest  assembly  of  himian 
skills,  of  mechanical  production,  and  of  national  resources, 
ever  known  In  any  nation. 

The  principal  lesson  of  the  war  up  to  the  present  time  Is 
that  putial  defense  Is  inadequate  defense. 
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If  the  United  States  Is  to  have  any  defense.  It  must  have 
total  defense. 

We  cannot  defend  ourselves  a  little  here  and  a  little  there. 
We  must  be  able  to  defend  ourselves  wholly  and  at  any  time. 

Our  plans  for  national  security,  therefore,  should  cover 
total  defense.  I  believe  that  the  people  of  this  country  are 
willing  to  make  any  sacrifice  to  attain  that  end. 

After  consultation  with  the  War  and  Navy  Departments 
and  the  Advisory  Commission  of  the  Council  of  National  De- 
fense. I  recommend  a  further  program  for  the  national  de- 
fense. This  contemplates  the  provision  of  funds  and  authori- 
zations for  the  material  requirements  without  which  the  man- 
power of  the  Nation,  if  called  into  service,  cannot  effectively 
operate,  either  in  the  production  of  arms  and  goods,  or  their 
Utilization  in  repelling  attack. 

In  broad  outline  our  immediate  objectives  are  as  follows : 

1.  To  carry  forward  the  naval-expansion  program  de- 
signed to  build  up  the  Navy  to  meet  any  possible  combination 
of  hostile  naval  forces. 

2.  To  complete  the  total  equipment  for  a  land  force  of 
approximately  1.200.000  men,  though  of  course  this  total  of 
men  would  not  be  in  the  Army  in  time  of  peace. 

3.  To  procure  reserve  stocks  of  tanks,  guns,  artillery,  am- 
munition, and  so  forth,  for  another  800.000  men,  or  a  total 
of  2,000.000  men  if  a  mobilization  of  such  a  force  should  be- 
come necessary. 

4.  To  provide  for  manufacturing  facilities,  public  and 
private,  necessary  to  produce  critical  items  of  equipment  re- 
quired for  a  land  force  of  2.000.000  men,  and  to  produce  the 
ordnance  items  required  for  the  aircraft  program  of  the 
Army  and  Navy — ewns,  bombs,  armor,  bomb  sights,  and 
ammimltion. 

5.  Procurement  of  15.000  additional  planes  for  the  Army 
"^nd  4.000  for  the  Navy,  complete  with  necessary  spare  en- 
gines, armaments,  and  the  most  modem  equipment. 

The  foregoing  program  deals  exclusively  with  materiel  re- 
quirements. The  Congress  is  now  considering  the  enactment 
of  a  system  of  selective  training  for  developing  the  necessary 
manpower  to  operate  this  materiel  and  manpower  to  flU 
Army  noncombat  needs.  In  this  way  we  can  make  certain 
that  when  this  modem  materiel  becomes  available,  it  will  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  troops  trained,  seasoned,  and  ready, 
and  that  replacement  materiel  can  be  guaranteed. 

I  take  this  occasion  to  report  the  excellent  progress  being 
made  for  the  procurement  of  the  equipment  already  ordered 
under  authorization  by  the  Congress.  Every  week  more  and 
more  is  being  delivered.  The  several  branches  of  the  Gov- 
ernment are  working  in  close  cooperation  with  each  other 
and  with  private  manufacturers. 

We  are  keeping  abreast  of  developments  in  strategy, 
tactics,  and  technique  of  warfare,  and  build  our  defenses 
accordingly. 

The  total  amount  which  I  ask  of  the  Congress  In  order 
that  this  program  may  be  carried  out  with  all  reasonable 
speed  is  $2,161,441,957.  which  it  is  estimated  would  be  spent 
out  of  the  Treasury  between  now  and  July  1,  1941,  and  an 
additional  $2,686,730,000  for  contract  authorizations. 

So  great  a  sum  means  sacrifice.  So  large  a  program  means 
hard  work — the  participation  of  the  whole  eoimtry  in  the 
total  defense  of  the  country.  This  Nation  through  sacrifice 
and  work  and  unity  proposes  to  remain  free. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  Whtte  Hottsb.  July  10.  1S40. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  this 
will  complete  the  program  of  national  defense.  These  are 
tremendous  sums  added  to  what  has  already  been  authorized 
and  appropriated. 

I  take  this  minute  In  order  to  say  a  thing  that  has  been 
rather  on  my  heart  for  some  time.  The  United  States  of 
America,  In  my  opinion — and  I  think  I  speak  the  heart  of 
America  when  I  say  this,  the  heart  of  America  from  the  head 
of  the  Government  down — intends  that  not  one  dollar  of 


this  money  shall  ever  be  used  to  equip  an  army  of  aggression, 
because  we  covet  not  one  foot  of  soil  over  which  the  flag  of 
any  other  nation  flies  today.  And  may  I  say  further  that 
as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I  still  feel  that  I  speak  the 
heart  of  America  from  the  head  of  the  Government  down, 
that  not  one  dollar  of  this  money  shall  ever  be  used  to  equip 
and  send  American  boys  to  fight  on  European  soil. 
[Applause.] 

EXTENSION  OF  ACT   TO  PREVENT  PERNICIOUS   POLmCAL   ACTIVITIES 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  further  consideration  of 
the  biU  S.  3046. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3046)  to  prevent  pernicious  polit- 
ical activities,  with  Mr.  Starnes  of  Alabama  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  inquire 
how  the  time  stands? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  has  1  hour 
and  1  minute  remaining.  The  gentleman  from  Kansas  has 
37  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself 
30  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  is  recognized 
for  30  minutes. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  my  opinion, 
if  I  may  be  privileged  to  speak  it,  considering  all  our  circum- 
stances the  bill  now  before  the  Committee  is  perhaps  the 
most  important  biJl  that  has  been  considered  by  this  Congress 
in  25  years  at  least.  I  am  certain  that  I  am  not  considering 
this  bill  from  a  partisan  standpoint,  and  I  am  not  consider- 
ing it  from  the  standpoint  of  any  of  the  factions  within  any 
party.  We  are  assembled  here  today  at  a  time  when  demo- 
cratic government  is  in  peril  the  whole  world  over,  including 
our  own  country. 

Democracy  is  a  government  by  the  people.  Do  not  forg'Jt 
that.  In  order  for  a  government  by  the  people  to  function 
two  things  are  absolutely  necessary:  There  must  be  govern- 
mental machinery  through  which  a  democracy  can  function, 
and  there  must  be  a  governmental  capacity  on  the  part  of 
the  people  capable  of  operating  a  democratic  system  of  gov- 
ernment. This  bill  strikes  deeply  into  the  vitals  of  each  of 
these  requirements.  There  is  not  the  slightest  question  about 
that.  These  are  sound  propositions  on  wtiich  everyone  ought 
to  agree. 

Democracy  in  America  is  in  danger  from  what  we  are 
doing  to  democracy.  In  Europe  the  conflict  is  between  de- 
mocracy and  that  tjrpe  of  government  functioning  from  the 
top  downward,  designated  as  totalitarian  government.  The 
danger  to  democracy  in  America  is  not  from  that  type  of 
government  but  from  another  type  which  also  functions  from 
the  top  downward — a  Federal  bureaucracy. 

An  interesting  thing  is  that  democracy  in  the  world  seems 
to  be  under  attack  by  that  thing  which  in  each  situation 
could  do  the  most  hurt  to  democracy.  In  this  bill  democracy 
is  under  attack  by  the  Congress,  many  Members  of  which 
have  been  deploring  the  development  of  Federal  bureaucracy. 

We  are  not  discussing  persons  but  a  system  of  government. 
ITie  individuals  who  make  up  this  rapidly  developing  bureauc- 
racy are  fine  American  citizens.  They  are  doing  the  work 
assigned  to  them.  They  are  not  originating  this  new  power. 
Congress  is  doing  it.  They  are  not  declaring  to  the  world  that 
our  democracy  is  so  complete  a  failure  that  our  States  can- 
not be  entrusted  with  the  control  of  their  State  employees  and 
State  elections.    Congress  is  doing  it. 

Before  we  go  any  further,  suppose  we  examine  briefly  our 
structure  of  government. 

The  statements  of  our  friends  that  we  began  this  noble 
experiment  on  this  continent  are  entirely  erroneous.  The 
facts  are  that  through  the  long  processes  of  time  the  democ- 
racy of  the  Anglo-Saxon  peoples  has  been  in  process  of  de- 
velopment.   When  we  established  our  governments  in  Amer- 
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lea — flrst  the  colonies  and  then  the  States — the  plan  of  those 
governments  was  that  of  a  democracy,  the  very  nature  of 
which  placed  responsibility  in  the  main  in  the  small  com- 
munities which  were  close  to  the  people,  because  it  was  to 
be  and  was  the  people's  government.  When  you  examine 
the  governmental  structure  of  our  States  you  see  there  the 
possibility  of  popular  control,  because  most  of  the  business 
of  the  States  is  carried  on  through  cities,  and  counties,  small 
units  of  government  where  the  democrat,  the  person,  the 
human  being,  elect  the  chief  o£Bcers  and  has  a  chance  to 
have  his  influence  felt,  a  chance  of  control.   It  is  close  to  him. 

When  you  examine  progress  in  democratic  systems  of  gov- 
ernment you  find  that  all  progress  in  those  systems  from  the 
time  they  were  established  has  been  in  that  direction  which 
puts  power  to  govern  and  necessity  to  govern  closer  and 
closer  to  the  individual.  That  is  common  sense.  It  is  an 
absolute  necessity. 

It  has  got  to  be  closer  and  closer  to  the  people  because  the 
people  are  the  Government.  It  has  got  to  be  closer  and  closer 
to  the  people  in  order  that  the  people  may  have  the  responsi- 
bilities of  and  may  deal  with  the  problems  of  government  and 
increase  thereby  their  capacity  to  govern  by  dealing  with  the 
problems  of  government.  I  do  not  suppose  anybody  will 
question  any  of  those  statements  I  have  made  thus  far.  If 
they  are  sound  this  bill  is  unsound. 

What  does  this  Hatch  bill  propose  to  do  in  the  particulars 
that  have  been  under  discussion?  It  is  a  most  remarkable 
bill  and  the  thing  that  is  most  remarkable  to  me  is  to  see  my 
friends  on  the  Republican  side  who  have  been  criticizing 
bureaucracy  and  the  centralization  of  government  and  those 
who  have  been  talking  about  State  rights,  favoring  this  bill. 

The  same  is  true  of  those  on  the  Democratic  side.  We  get 
up  here  and  talk  about  preserving  democracy  in  the  world,  yet 
right  here  we  are  doing  the  thing  which  we  know  by  common 
sense  and  the  experience  of  people  in  the  realm  of  government 
Is  removing  governmental  power  away  from  the  people  and 
centering  It  here  In  Washington  at  the  place  where  you  say 
it  ought  not  to  be.  That  Is  a  remarkable  thing.  We  all  love 
our  friend  from  New  Mexico,  Mr.  Dempsey,  but  the  gentleman 
and  the  rest  of  you  have  never  once  discussed  the  big  feature 
In  this  bill,  and  that  is  what  you  are  doing  to  the  necessary, 
the  indispensable  functioning  machinery  of  our  democratic 
system  of  government. 

We  all  agree  that  there  should  not  be  political  corruption, 
but  that  Is  not  the  big  question.  The  big  question  in  ttiis  pro- 
posed legislation  is.  Will  you  remove  the  responsibility  of  the 
people  to  govern  from  their  commimities  up  here  to  Wash- 
ington? Will  you  put  it  within  the  power  of  a  bureaucratic 
organization  to  deal  with  a  State  election,  even  a  primary 
election  in  a  local  community,  as  is  proposed  by  this  bill? 

If  this  legislation  is  necessary.  It  is  only  because  the  States 
cannot  be  entrusted  to  take  care  of  their  own  elections  and 
Of  their  own  offlcials.  That  is  the  implied  charge  contained 
in  this  bill.  There  is  no  governmental  responsibility  more 
important  or  more  completely  within  the  governmental  ca- 
pacity of  the  States  unless  It  be  true,  as  this  bill  implies,  that 
our  democracy  cannot  govern. 

If  the  States  cannot  be  entrusted  to  control  the  elections 
of  their  officials,  as  this  liill  Implies.  It  Is  true,  as  the  enemies 
of  democracy  claim,  that  our  democracy  ought  to  be  at>olished. 
It  is  utterly  ridiculous  for  anybody  to  talk  about  having  any 
respect  for  our  States  In  connection  with  his  advocacy  of  this 
bill,  and  I  say  that  the  only  reason  which  you  can  ofTer  to 
your  people  when  you  go  back  to  them  as  to  why  you  voted 
for  this  bill  is  the  excuse  that  you  do  not  think  your  State 
and  your  people  can  be  entrusted  with  preserving  the  purity 
of  their  elections.  You  tell  your  people  and  you  tell  the  world 
how  in  this  critical  hour,  when  democracy  Is  on  trial,  when 
many  people  are  questioning  it,  when  the  friends  of  democracy 
ought  to  demonstrate  their  confidence  in  it  and  adopt  those 
governmental  pohcies  calculated  to  preserve  and  strengthen 
It,  you  declare,  "We  do  not  believe  the  people  of  a  State  can 
be  trusted  with  the  protection  of  the  purity  of  their  own 
local  elections." 


This  bill  does  not  abolish  any  power  to  coerce  a  vote.  It 
shifts  the  power  from  those  whom  the  people  can  control  and 
punish  to  a  Federal  agency  whose  personnel  the  people  can- 
not punish  or  control. 

You  are  going  to  turn  over  to  a  Federal  bureaucracy  the 
power  to  coerce  the  people  of  my  State.  I  know  what  I 
am  talking  about.  You  put  it  in  the  power  of  a  Federal 
officer,  a  part  of  a  bureaucratic  machine,  to  go  into  the 
State  of  Texas,  for  instance,  and  bump  ofif  the  pay  roll  a 
State  employee  in  the  State  of  Texas  because  of  local  political 
activities.  There  is  no  one  who  can  challenge  that.  TTiat  is 
where  you  are  putting  the  power.  You  are  not  protecting 
anybody.  You  are  moving  the  power  of  control  from  the 
people  of  the  States,  who  elect  their  public  officers,  to  some- 
body from  Washington  who,  under  this  bill,  could  go  into 
my  State  and  say  to  my  people:  "You  put  that  man  off  the 
pay  roll  and  if  you  do  not  we  will  fine  you  2  years  of  his 
salary."  What  are  you  going  to  do  about  it?  The  poor 
devil  involved  goes  off  the  pay  roll  that  minute  under  the 
provisions  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  if  my  statement  is  not 
true. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    Charges  must  be  preferred. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Yes;  by  somebody  connected 
with  the  Federal  orgranization. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  And  he  must  be  found  guilty  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Yes,  by  another  part  of  the  same 
agency.  I  cannot  yield  further.  A  bureau  In  Washington 
makes  the  charges  and  conducts  the  Investigation.  A  bureau 
in  Washington  makes  a  finding  and  demands  of  ttie  State 
or  employing  community  that  It  discharge  this  employee — Its 
own  employee — and  if  it  does  not  It  fines  the  State  2  years' 
salary  for  not  taking  him  off.  and  there  is  no  one  can  contro- 
vert that  statement. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  If  I  have  made  an  incorrect 
statement. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  want  to  correct  the  gentleman. 
Your  complaint  comes  from  the  State  or  local  agency  and 
it  is  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Civil  Service  Conmiission. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Oh.  no;  it  is  not. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.     Read  the  bilL 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  The  State  does  not  have  a  thing 
to  do  with  it  except  to  do  what  it  is  told  to  do.  That  is  the 
truth  about  the  matter.    Read  the  bill  yourself. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.     I  have  read  it. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  The  complaint  is  made  by 
somebody  connected  with  a  Federal  activity;  then  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  makes  an  investigation;  they  tell  the 
State  to  turn  him  loose  and  If  It  does  not  turn  him  loose  it  Is 
fined  2  years'  salary.  There  Is  no  one  can  controvert  that 
who  has  read  the  bill. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  No.  I  want  to  talk  to  those  who 
have  been  hollering  their  heads  off  here  about  developing 
bureaucracy  in  this  country  and  yet  are  supporting  this 
bill.  Tliis  bill  is  the  farthest  reach  of  bureaucratic  powers 
into  the  vitals  of  democratic  institutions  and  in  favor  of 
bureaucracy  that  has  been  proposed  in  this  Government 
since  the  beginning  of  the  Government.  I  say  to  you  people 
who  have  been  complaining  about  the  destruction  of  our 
democracy  and  the  substitution  therefor  of  a  bureaucratic 
Government,  this  thing  Is  not  proposed  by  the  bureaucracy 
Itself.  It  Is  proposed  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
give  to  a  Federal  agency  the  power  to  coerce  and  dominate  a 
sovereign  State  in  a  matter  of  its  most  intimate  and  vital 
governmental  responsibility. 

Tell  it  what  It  has  to  do  with  regard  to  Its  own  employees 
and  its  own  elections  and  tell  Its  citizens  what  they  have 
to  do  or  lose  their  State  and  community  Jobs. 

You  think  of  that,  you  think  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  the  Members  of  which  are   talking   about 
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democracy  and  professing  concern  that  somebody  may  do 
something  to  our  democracy,  adopting  a  program  and  sup- 
porting a  bill  that  carries  with  it  a  declaration  to  the  world 
Jthat  we  do  not  bebeve  the  ipeople  can  be  trusted  to  govern 
themselves. 

This  is  the  attack  on  our  democracy:  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment goes  out  into  the  States  and  gets  more  money  from 
the  States  by  taxation  and  the  sale  of  bonds  than  is  spent 
for  Federal  purposes.  Then  a  part  of  that  money  is  sent 
back  to  the  States  for  various  projects  with  an  attached 
power  of  control.  Then  Congress  comes  along  and  says  to 
these  bureaus:  "We  will  enact  a  law  and  give  you  the  power 
to  use  this  money  to  blackmail  the  States  to  compel  the 
States  to  submit  to  your  demands.  You  can  tell  a  State 
that  if  it  does  not  fire  one  of  its  employees  whose  dis- 
missal is  demanded  by  a  Federal  agency  we  will  take  2 
years  of  his  salary  away." 

What  do  you  think  about  that?  If  you  can  do  it  to  con- 
trol an  election  and  to  determine  whom  the  States  may 
employ  and  whether  an  employee  of  a  State  may  keep  his 
Job.  you  can  do  it  to  control  schools;  you  can  do  it  to 
control  every  power  that  a  State  exercises.  You  are  endors- 
ing that  policy  of  government  when  you  pass  this  bill. 
You  are  setting  a  precedent.  Nothing  has  been  proposed 
like  this  since  the  organization  of  the  Government.  No 
more  serious  charge  has  been  made  by  Hitler,  Mussolini, 
Stalin,  or  the  "fifth  column"  against  the  governmental 
dependability  and  capacity  of  the  people  than  is  contained 
in  this  bill.  Talk  about  a  people  being  able  to  govern,  being 
able  to  operate  a  democracy  and  then  denying  to  them  a 
duty  and  a  responsibility  so  intimate  as  their  elections  and 
the  right  to  determine  their  own  employees  is  the  height 
of  absurdity. 

You  send  into  your  States  a  Federal  agency  to  control 
with  reference  to  State  employees  and  State  elections,  and 
then  go  hollering  your  heads  off  about  this  development  of 
Federal  bureaucracy.  We  are  discussing  governmental 
power.  In  the  allocation  of  governmental  power  it  is  not 
only  what  may  be  done  in  a  particular  respect  but  what 
may  be  done  with  the  power  thus  located  which  statesmen 
must  consider.  The  most  remarkable  thing  perhaps  about 
the  whole  matter  is  the  lack  of  evidence  of  any  hesitancy  to 
use  the  control  of  this  money  to  exercise  a  power  over  the 
States  denied  to  the  Federal  Government  by  the  Constitution 
which  we  are  sworn  to  defend.  It  is  admitted  by  Senator 
Hatch,  whom  we  all  respect,  that  it  cannot  be  done  through 
the  Constitution.  My  distinguished  friend  will  admit  the 
same  thing.  The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  protects 
the  States  in  their  right  to  control  their  own  elections  in  their 
precincts  and  to  select  and  retain  their  own  employees  and 
protect  these  employees  from  being  dependent  upon  any 
Federal  agency  for  the  retention  of  their  jobs.  This  is  not 
merely  contrary  to  our  written  Constitution  but  it  is  con- 
trary to  common  sense  to  have  an  agency  of  government  like 
a  State  that  the  public  interest  requires  should  be  respon- 
sible to  the  people  and  yet  is  denied  complete  responsibility 
and  power  in  the  selection  of  its  own  agents  through  whom 
that  responsibility  must  be  discharged. 

-  You  cannot  go  through  the  Constitution.  Everybody  ad- 
mits it ;  that  is  the  remarkable  thing,  talking  alxiut  the  Con- 
stitution, talking  about  the  reserved  rights  of  the  States, 
and  what  do  you  propose  to  do?  You  would  break  through 
the  constitutional  barrier  if  you  could.  That  is  evident.  You 
cannot  get  through.  So  what  do  you  do?  I  quote  from  the 
Congressional  Rkcoro,  Senate  proceedings,  March  5,  1940, 
page  2339: 
Mr.  Hatch — 

Regarding  control  over  State  elections — 

There  are  several  groimds  upon  which  we  may  enatt  this  type  of 
legislation. 
-^   The  Senator — 

Mr.  MnrroN — 

Mked  me  the  specific  questloo  what  power  the  Fedend  Oovenunent 
had  to  control  directly  State  elections  when  no  Federal  officer  was 


Involved.    I  answered  that  question.  •*none";  but  we  do  have  control 
over  the  funds  we  appropriate  from  the  Treasury.     •     •      • 
•  •••••• 

Mr.  MmroN.  The  Senator  has  admitted  that  we  have  no  control 
over  the  conduct  of  a  State  election.  Does  the  Senator  contend 
that  the  Federal  Government  may  use  some  power  that  it  does 
have  In  order  to  coerce  a  State  and  State  employees  and  State 
electors  in  a  field  in  which  the  Federal  Government  has  no  power 
at  all  to  act? 

Pages  2340  and  2341:  ' 

Mr.  Hatch.  Section  3  of  the  bill  which  I  had  started  to  disciisa 
Is  the  one  which  affects  directly  the  employees  of  the  States  in 
vast  numbers,  and  provides,  In  substance,  that  they  shall  not 
engage  In  political  activities.  That  provision,  Mr.  President,  was 
the  one  which  gave  us  difficulty  In  drafting.  •  •  •  au  we  had 
to  do,  of  course,  was  to  copy  the  language  of  the  existing  law,  the 
clvU-service  rule,  or  adopt  new  language  making  such  prohibi- 
tion. •  •  •  We  do  not  have  such  means  with  reference  to  the 
States.  The  Congress  of  the  United  States  could  not  say  that  it 
a  particular  man  did  the  prohibited  act  he  must  be  discharged, 
and  then  proceed  to  discharge  him  or  have  him  discharged.  There 
is  no  such  power  as  that.  -  There  was  the  question  of  how  far  the 
Congress  should  go  with  s^ch  legislation.     •     •     • 

•  •  •  We  adopted  the  theory  of  first  forbidding  political 
activities  of  State  employees  as  we  have  forbidden  them  on  the 
part  of  our  own  employees,  •  •  •  not  to  punish  the  State 
but  to  procure  compliance  with  the  nonpolltical  provision  of  the 
law,  which,  I  take  It,  the  Senator  from  Indiana  Is  going  to  Eay 
is  a  method  and  means  of  coercing  the  States  and  forcing  them 
to  comply  with  standards  which  we  set  up. 

You  lead  these  bureaus  around  behind  the  Constitution, 
you  men  sworn  to  defend  it,  and  make  a  rear  attack  on  the 
Constitution  that  you  are  sworn  to  defend.  You  make  a  rear 
attack  upon  the  reserved  rights  of  the  States  and  upon  the 
liberty  of  speech  and  action  of  these  citizens.  Talk  to  me 
about  preserving  democracy  and  the  right  of  the  people  to 
govern!  Of  course,  there  are  things  to  the  States  that  ought 
to  be  done.  If  there  was  not  there  would  be  no  need  for  a 
State  government.  But  when  did  you  discover  that  because 
a  thing  connected  with  a  State  government  ought  to  be  done 
you  ought  to  have  a  Federal  bureaucracy  do  it?  When  did 
anybody  discover  that  every  time  there  is  some  business  to 
be  attended  to  in  a  State  you  have  to  holler  for  Uncle  Sam 
to  come  and  do  it? 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  gentleman  asked  when  we  discov- 
ered that.  We  discovered  it  when  the  Federal  Government 
commenced  to  do  these  things  in  the  States  which  should  be 
done  in  the  States,  but  which  have  been  done  by  the  Federal 
Government  and  the  bureaus  almost  entirely  within  the  last 
10  years. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Fifteen  years  ago  I  directed  the 
attention  of  this  House  to  the  development  of  this  bureauc- 
racy, and  I  am  going  to  put  those  statements  in  the  Record. 
But  because  this  was  done  that  ought  not  to  have  been  done, 
you  come  along  and  you  say,  "You  have  been  pikers  at  this 
Job;  we  will  show  you  how  to  do  it."  You  could  not  get 
through  the  Constitution;  you  are  barred.    You  say.  "If  you 

will  foUow  us.  Mr.  Bureau,  we  will  show  you  a  route  around 
the  Constitution  where  you  can  attack  these  States  from  the 

rear  and  compel  a  sovereign  State  to  yield  to  the  dictation  of 
a  Federal  bureau,  or  take  the  money  from  them."  That  is 
what  you  are  doing. 

When  you  get  out  on  the  stump  this  fall,  and  we  get  out  on 
the  stump  this  fall,  this  bill  will  come  up  to  confront  every 
man  who  is  appealing  to  the  American  people  to  give  democ- 
racy in  this  country  the  right  to  exist.  If  the  people  of  a 
State  cannot  be  entrusted  govemmentally  with  things  so 
Intimate  and  so  important  as  the  election  of  their  own  public 
officials  and  the  control  of  their  own  employees,  in  the  name 
of  common  sense,  why  do  you  want  a  government  by  the 
people?  Who  is  going  to  answer  that?  I  am  talking  to  you 
as  Americans,  as  the  responsible  representative  of  a  sovereign 
people,  not  as  somebody  that  is  being  bossed  by  somebody  on 
the  Republican  side  or  on  the  Democratic  side.  There  has 
been  a  good  deal  of  talk  here  from  the  Republican  side  about 
having  some  "rubber  stamps"  on  this  Democratic  side.    Well. 
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we  do  have  a  few;  we  have  too  many.  But  it  looks  to  me  as 
if  you  are  going  to  demonstrate  that  3^u  do  not  have  "rubber 
stamps'  over  there,  but  you  do  have  wooden  ones.  People  are 
supposed  to  vote  with  their  heads. 

The  thing  Just  does  not  make  sense.  It  Just  does  not  make 
sense  to  be  up  here  talking  about  a  democracy,  taking  about 
the  power  of  the  people  to  govern,  when  really  we  are  declar- 
ing to  the  world  that  in  the  greatest  democracy  on  earth  the 
people  cannot  govern.  You  Just  take  that  and  think  about 
IL  This  bill  declares  to  the  nations  of  the  earth  that  the 
people  in  the  States,  in  their  local  communities,  cannot  gov- 
ern and  you  are  compelled  to  send  in  a  Federal  bureaucracy  to 
coerce  the  State.  You  cannot  keep  this  sort  of  thing  up 
and  preserve  democracy  in  this  country.  Tlie  only  way  you 
can  preserve  democracy  is  to  keep  the  people  in  responslbUity. 
It  is  a  tragic  thing  that  Is  about  to  happen  in  this  House. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  appreciate  the  situation.  Your  candi- 
date for  President  has  endorsed  this  biU,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  has  endorsed  the  bill,  and  we  are  told 
that  the  leadership  on  both  sides  is  for  the  bill.  I  am  doing 
my  best  to  discharge  my  responslbUity.  I  beUeve  in  a 
democracy,  in  the  right,  and  in  the  capacity  of  the  people  to 
govern  but  only  if  they  are  kept  in  governmental  responsi- 
bility. If  ever  there  was  a  time  on  the  face  of  this  earth 
when  individuals  in  resr>onsibility.  like  you  and  myself  are 
in  responsibility,  should  be  willing  to  be  guided  by  the  best 
Judgment  that  Ciod  Almighty  has  given  us.  instead  of  being 
dictat«l  to  by  somebody  else,  that  time  is  now.  The  people 
of  this  country  are  thinking  as  they  have  never  thought 
before. 

I  have  Just  got  back  from  home.  The  people  of  this  coun- 
try want  another  chance  to  try  to  preserve  democracy  and 
free  government  in  this  country.  The  people  are  getting 
tired  of  somebody  coming  down  from  Washington  and  telling 
them  what  they  can  do  or  cannot  do.    (Applause.! 

The  men  out  on  W.  P.  A.  aspire  for  something  better  for 
their  children  than  to  have  to  follow  in  their  footsteps. 
These  million  people  on  the  Federal  pay  roll — If  this  thing 
keeps  on  and  every  person  keeps  climbing  on  that  raft  out 
in  the  water,  the  first  thing  we  kiK>w  the  whole  thing  will  sink 
and  they  will  all  be  In  the  water.  These  Federal  employees 
know  that.  This  having  the  State  and  Federal  Governments 
working  at  the  same  Job  has  got  to  quit.  There  Is  a  limit  be- 
yond which  the  expense  of  government  cannot  go. 

The  people  want  this  sort  of  business  stopped.  I  have 
talked  with  my  people.  The  people  of  this  country  are  willing 
to  do  the  job.  in  a  free  country.  You  have  the  responsibility 
of  leadership  and  you  preach  the  doctrine  of  defeatism  again 
from  this  forum  and  tell  them  they  cannot  even  control  their 
own  elections. 

I  want  to  tell  you  It  is  a  pretty  serious  thing  we  are  doing 
in  this  country  now.  What  are  we  going  to  do  about  it? 
l«t  us  see  what  we  are  fixing  to  do.  We  have  a  great  form 
of  government  in  America.  Unquestionably,  we  have  got 
the  greatest  possible — ^we  have  the  most  perfect  possible  for 

the  functioning  of  a  great  democracy  that  ever  developed 

in  the  world.  First,  you  have  the  i>eople;  above  the  p>eople 
the  small  units  of  government;  above  the  small  units  of  gov- 
ernment the  States;  and  above  that  the  Federal  organiza- 
tion. 

When  these  13  independent  States  as  a  Nation  took  coun- 
sel with  reference  to  their  situatiim  they  decided  that  they 
needed  a  common  agency  to  look  after  their  diplomatic  mat- 
ters; that  they  needed  a  common  agency  to  deal  with  their 
Army  and  their  Navy;  that  they  needed  one  system  of 
weights  and  measures,  and  a  few  other  things  like  that; 
and  they  created  this  Federal  organization  to  act  for  them 
in  these  matters.  There  never  was  any  purpose  to  make  It 
a  government  of  general  resronslWllties. 

The  people  cannot  operate  so  big  a  system  of  government 
dealing  with  general  government  responsibUities  and  they 
had  sense  enough  to  know  It.  and  so  they  provided  that  only 
those  powers  which  they  specifically  delegated  to  this  central 
organizaUon  should  that  central  OTganization  have,  and  they 
reserved  all  the  other  powers  to  themselves  and  to  the  people. 


Now.  I  do  not  mention  this  as  one  who  makes  a  fetish  of 
the  Constitution,  but  I  mention  it  as  a  logical,  sensible  ar- 
rangement of  governmental  powers. 

What  are  we  trying  to  do?  We  are  trying  to  make  this 
Government  function  from  the  top  down.  We  are  trying  to 
send  a  Federal  bureaucrat  into  my  State  and  yours  to  deal 
with  a  State  election.  We  are  attempting  by  this  biU  to  au- 
thorize a  Federal  bureaucrat  to  go  down  there  and,  in  a 
measure,  determine  who  is  to  be  employed  by  the  State. 

We  are  giving  to  this  great  Federal  organization  the  power 
to  go  down  to  that  State  and  say  to  your  State  and  my  State — 
think  of  it — ^you  people  who  come  from  these  SUtes — think 
what  you  are  authorizing  them  to  do— to  go  down  to  your 
State  and  say,  "If  you  do  not  fire  this  State  employee,  we 
will  fine  you  2  years  of  his  salary."  Now,  that  is  what  you 
are  voting,  and  go  back  there  and  Wah,  blah  to  your  people 
about  how  much  sense  you  think  they  have  got,  and  about 
our  great  democracy.  And  today  you  are  going  to  cast  a  vote 
which  declares  to  the  world  you  do  not  believe  what  you  are 
saying. 

What  is  the  use  of  the  States  if  we  caimot  trust  them  to 
take  care  of  their  State  elections  and  determine  who  is  to  do 
their  work?  Now.  just  ask  that  in  your  own  minds.  What  is 
the  use  of  paying  the  expense  of  a  State  government  if  the 
State  government  cannot  be  entrusted  to  take  care  of  its  own 
elections  and  its  own  employees.  If  we  keep  on  doing  this 
sort  of  thing  and  saying  this  sort  of  thing  to  the  people  of  the 
cotmtry,  they  are  going  to  say  that  there  is  not  any  use,  and 
there  will  not  be  any  use  for  this  reason. 

When  you  continue  to  take  these  powers  from  these  States, 
our  only  agencies  through  which  democracy  can  function, 
they  will  continue  to  lose  power,  to  function,  and  that  is  how 
we  are  destroying  the  States  and  this  democracy.  We  are 
taking  from  these  States  specific  powers,  one  after  another, 
and  every  time  we  take  a  power  from  the  States,  under  a  law 
of  nature  that  power  to  do  that  thing  departs  from  that  State 
and  we  leave  that  State  weaker  and  weaker  and  weaker  with 
reference  to  the  discharge  of  its  other  remaining  duties  imtil 
finally  it  cannot  do  the  job.  In  proportion  as  you  take  these 
powers  away  from  the  smaU  units  of  government  where  the 
people  have  responsibility,  where  they  have  the  necessity  to 
govern,  the  people  lose  the  capacity  to  govern,  because  that 
same  universal  law  of  God  Almighty  will  not  permit  power  to 
remain  anywhere  where  it  is  not  used,  and  the  day  wUl  come 
when  you  will  undertake  to  send  some  of  these  powers  back 
into  the  States  sind  they  will  not  be  govemmentally  able  to 
receive  them  and  that  wUl  be  the  end.  Are  we  so  blind  that 
we  cannot  see  this  or  are  we  so  indifferent  that  It  Is  of  no 
concern  to  us? 

And  who  will  be  responsible?  We  wiU  be  responsible.  We 
are  doing  the  trick  now.  We  are  destroying  these  States 
now.  We  are  destroying  the  governmental  capacity  of  the 
people  now.  We  are  destroying  this  democracy  now.  I  do 
not  care  who  advocates  this  thing.  I  try  to  be  loyal  to  my 
party,  but  in  this  hour  of  my  Nation's  peril,  when  I  know 

that  democratic  Institutions  are  under  challenge  everywhere. 

so  help  me  God.  I  am  not  going  to  do  that  which  I  think  will 
destroy  my  country.     [Applause.]     Tills  is  a  solemn  hour  for 

US  here  in  this  House.  No  responsibility  equal  to  ours  ha.s 
rested  on  anybody  in  this  country  In  50  years  at  least.  Will 
we  measure  up  to  It?  It  Is  an  individual  responsibility  and 
an  individual  challenge.  There  Is  not  a  human  being  in  this 
House  who  does  not  know  that  this  proposed  legislation,  this 
authorization  of  a  bureaucratic  power  to  do  this  thing,  is 
against  the  fimdamentals  of  democracy  and  is  against  the 
Increase  of  the  capacity  of  the  people  to  govern;  and  when- 
ever the  problems  of  this  Government  get  laiiger  than  the 
governmental  capacity  of  the  people,  then  government  turns 
from  that  people  and  lays  its  hands  on  a  bureau  or  a  Hitler 
or  forae  other  nondemocratic  agency.  You  know  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
has  expired. 

Mr.  SUMNERfi  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself 
10  minutes  more. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Bflr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Yes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Here  is  the  thought  that  occurs  to  me:  I 
think  I  share  this  guilt  with  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 
The  States  have  already  admitted  their  incapacity  to  take 
care  of  their  problems,  because  they  come  as  suppliants  to 
the  Government  and  ask  for  money  to  discharge  their  func- 
tions. Can  they  very  well  escape  the  burdens  and  accept  only 
the  benefits?  Must  they  not  come  under  such  restrictions 
as  are  necessary  to  see  to  it  that  there  is  no  misuse  of  the 
funds  that  they  may  receive  from  the  Federal  Government? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    I  agree  with  what  is  in  the 
gentleman's  mind.    I  think  the  States  originally  are  respon- 
sible, but  they  are  your  people. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    And  yours. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    And  mine— you  bet  your  life, 
and  I  am  standing  here,  as  I  believe,  protecting  not  merely 
the  interest  of  this  generation,  and  their  opporttmity  to  gov- 
ern themselves  but  of  the  generations  that  are  to  come. 
•    Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.     Yes. 

Mr.  MAY.  We  must  remember  in  connection  with  the 
question  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  that 
the  Federal  Government  does  not  have  a  dollar  in  the  world 
except  what  it  gets  out  of  the  people  of  the  States. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  am  going  to  say  something 
about  that  right  now.  I  agree  thoroughly  that  the  States  are 
remiss  in  the  first  instance,  and  I  recall  when  first  I  was  here 
how  my  State  was  urging  me  and  urging  others  to  take  the 
liberties  of  the  people,  the  governmental  opportunities  of  the 
people  which  our  ancestors  had  given  their  lives  on  a  hundred 
battlefields  to  obtain,  and  bring  them  here  and  sell  them  at 
the  door  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States;  but  the  State 
Is  not  the  entity,  a  thing  apart  from  our  people.  We  are 
talking  about  the  people  and  the  responsibility  is  ours,  and 
the  question  is,  Shall  we  go  on  and  on  and  on  until  we  reach 
the  destination  you  know  and  I  know  we  are  heading  for,  or 
will  we  stop  here  now  and  attempt  at  least  to  not  go  further 
In  that  direction?    Stop  the  retreat. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  trouble  is  that  we  cannot  undo  the 
things  that  have  been  done  in  the  last  8  years  and  we  have 
to  reckon  with  a  condition  rather  than  a  theory. 

Mr.  FTTZPATRICK.    But  does  not  the  gentleman  think 
that  this  is  the  first  step  to  destroy  democracy  and  bring 
a  dictatorship  to  this  country? 
Mr.  MASON.     The  first  step? 
Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    It  Is  the  starting. 
Mr.    BREWSTER.    Mr.    Chairman,    will    the    gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  As  soon  as  I  make  a  statement. 
This  thing  did  not  start  8  years  ago.  I  examined  this  matter 
a  good  many  years  ago.  I  quote  from  a  statement  I  made 
15  years  ago  in  which  I  pointed  out  then  that  we  were 
engaged  in  a  concentration  of  governmental  power  and  the 
development  of  a  bureaucracy  which  would  bring  peril  to 
this  country: 

Contrary  to  our  traditions,  to  our  philosophy  of  government, 
contrary  to  all  the  things  we  profess  to  believe  and  against  all  the 
warnings  of  history,  we  are  placing  the  three  powers  of  govern- 
ment— legislative,  executive,  and  Judicial — into  the  hands  of  the 
same  personnel,  not  one  of  whom  is  elected  by  the  people. 

In  1932  I  made  a  speech  before  the  American  Bar  Asso- 
ciation in  which  I  made  a  similar  statement.  I  shall  put 
some  excerpts  in  the  Record. 

I  quote  the  following  from  the  speech  I  made  before  the 
American  Bar  Association.  October  14.  1932: 

When  we  look  about  us  today,  conscious  of  that  responsibility, 
we  cannot  be  happy  In  any  sense  of  duty  well  performed.  With 
a  rapidity  unequaled  in  the  history  of  governments,  we  are  chang- 
ing the  distinctive  characteristics  of  our  system  from  a  representa- 
tive government,  the  thing  which  we  inherited,  to  a  bureaucratic 
government,  in  many  respects,  of  all  systems,  the  most  extrava- 
gant, most  susceptible  to  tyranny  and  corruption,  and  the  most 
<teBtructlve  of  the  governmental  capacity  of  the  people. 

VIOLATING  NATUBAI.  ULW MOVING  TOWARD  BXntXAUCKACT 

Save  one,  our  most  basic  philosophy  of  government  finds  ez- 
pfwnlon  in  the  three  separate,  coordinate  branches  of  government — 
legislative,  executive,  and  judicial.  It  is  the  fashion  of  our  ora- 
tors to  have  much  to  say  about  the  wisdom  and  natural  harmony 


of  that  arrangement,  and  the  necessity  to  preserve  this  separa- 
tion, but  when  we  come  to  examine  the  direction  in  which  our 
policies  are  moving  ua.  we  find  that  we  are  constantly  consoli- 
dating these  powers  of  government,  and  that.  too.  in  an  appointed 
personnel.  They  are  given  the  power  to  make  rules,  which  Insofar 
as  the  average  individual  Is  concerned,  have  all  the  force  of  law, 
the  power  to  construe  these  rules,  and  the  power  to  enforce  them: 
all  the  powers  a  king  ever  had. 

This  is  not  all.  With  a  rapidity  which  makes  the  heart  sick, 
we  are  reducing  the  States  from  the  station  of  sovereignty  to  that 
of  vassalage  to  a  great  Federal  bureaucracy. 

With  even  greater  rapidity,  by  moving  power  to  govern  and 
necessity  to  govern  from  the  smaller  units  of  government,  where 
the  average  private  citizen  has  the  greatest  power  to  govern  and 
necessity  to  govern,  we  are  destroying  the  governmental  capacity 
of  the  private  citizen.  We  are  destroying  his  self-reliance,  his 
consciousness  of  responsibility,  his  pride  of  position,  and  making 
him  a  mendicant  at  the  door  of  the  Federal  Treasury.  There  is 
nothing  more  destructive  than  nonuse.  Nature  will  not  waste  its 
energies.  Cease  to  use  the  arm,  it  loses  the  power  to  do.  Fish  in 
the  Mammoth  Cave  have  no  eyes.  Cease  to  exercise  the  power  to 
govern,  and  the  power  to  govern  departs. 

KXCEssrrr  or  states  to  govern 

The  right  of  the  States  to  govern  was  never  Important,  but  the 
necessity  of  the  States  to  govern  In  those  matters  which  fall 
within  their  governmental  capacity  Is  of  ftmdamental  Importance. 
Oo  to  the  various  Federal  agencies  today  and  what  do  you  see? 
Go  to  the  agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  dispensing  credit 
and  gratuities:  there  you  see  the  private  citizen,  the  municipality, 
the  other  divisions  of  the  States;  you  see  the  banks,  the  railroads, 
other  corporations;  and  you  see  sovereign  States  arguing  and 
pleading  with  appointed  persons  for  the  privilege  of  borrowing 
money  contributed  in  taxes  by  their  citizens  and  money  raised 
by  mortgaging  the  tax-paying  resovirces  of  their  citizens  for  years 
to  come.  Whether  these  beggars,  these  mendicants,  these  once 
sovereign  States  get  a  part  of  this  money  or  not  depends  upon 
what  these  appointed  persons  decide  to  do  about  It. 

Mr.  Chairman,  ours  is  a  joint  responsibility.  This  develop- 
ment was  in  full  operation  15  years  ago.  This  is  not  a  par- 
tisan matter.  No  party  is  solely  responsible  for  what  has  hap- 
pened, but  we  are  responsible  for  what  is  happening  now, 
today,  here  in  this  Chamber.  The  people  after  the  World 
War  were  indifferent,  and  things  drifted  along.  There  is  a 
community  of  responsibility  and  now  there  is  a  community  of 
duty.  

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  followed  the  gentleman's  argument 
with  a  good  deal  of  interest.  Would  it  result  in  logical  effort 
to  wipe  out  the  entire  civil-service  system? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  am  not  wiping  it  out.  I  am 
now  trying  to  wipe  out  this  bill. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Will  the  gentleman  agree  that  would 
be  the  logical  end  of  his  argiunent? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Oh,  no.  I  am  talking  about  this 
bill. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  And  I  am  asking  about  the  philosophi- 
cal end  of  it. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Oh.  the  philosopher  is  not  here, 
and  I  do  not  want  to  mix  in  anything  like  that. 

May  I  call  your  attention  again  to  this  speech  made  in 
1925? 

There  is  no  use  complaining  of  bureaucracy  so  long  as  the  total 
of  governmental  responsibility  concentrated  in  Washington  is  be- 
yond the  capacity  of  a  government  of  the  representative  type  to 
discharge. 

When  the  capacity  of  the  ordinary  machinery  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment becomes  overloaded,  these  bureaus  are  the  only  agencies 
to  which  the  overload  can  be  shifted.  When  these  bureaus  have 
transferred  to  them  such  powers  of  government  as  It  is  necessary 
now  to  place  in  them,  and  they  exercise  those  powers  without  effec- 
tive supervision  by  elected  agents  of  the  people,  as  is  now  the  case, 
we  have  a  great  Federal  bureaucracy  far  toward  Its  full  development, 
regardless  of  what  the  Constitution  provides. 

Is  there  anybody  In  position  to  know  the  facts — Democrat,  Re- 
publican. Socialist,  or  what  not — who  does  not  know  that  the  total 
jof  governmental  responsibility  concentrated  at  Washington  is  be- 
yond human  capacity  to  discharge  through  any  agency  susceptible 
of  popular  control? 

RKACTIONART    MOVEMENT 

Gentlemen,  the  present  direction  of  movement  is  not  progress. 
It  Is  reaction:  I  do  not  care  what  sort  of  brand  the  individual 
puts  upon  himself  who  advocates  It.  I  lay  down  this  proposi- 
sion,  sound  In  theory,  soiuid  In  governmental  philosophy,  and 
established  by  history,  that  after  the  completion  of  the  formative 
period  of  a  popular  government,  aU  true  governmental  progress, 
by  the  very  nature  of  that  system  of  government,  must  be  in  that 
direction  which  moves  governmental  power  away  from  the  central 
established  by  history,  that  after  the  completion  of  the  formative 
period  back  toward  the  people  Into  those  govenuuental  agencies 
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more  directly  and  more  completely  xinder  popular  control.  The 
reasons  for  that  are  not  founded  in  theory;  they  are  founded  In 
necessity.  We  face  that  necessity  now.  This  is  not  left  to  the 
wtn  of  statesmen.  It  Is  fixed  in  the  economy  of  nature.  Popular 
government  Is  not  an  accident.  It  Is  neceasary  for  hiunan  de- 
velopment, and  nothing  necessary  for  human  development  Is  left  to 
chance.  Human  respect  for  nature's  plan  Is  secured  by  natural 
laws  which  human  beings  must  respect  or  pay  the  penalty.  We 
are  paying  the  penalty  not  only  here  but  in  the  States. 

DCBTKOTING    STATB    EPTICIXNCT 

We  are  not  only  destroying  the  efflclency  of  our  system  of 
government  at  the  Federal  end  by  an  overloaded  governmental 
machinery  but  we  are  destroying  the  efficiency  of  the  States.  If 
we  want  to  destroy  the  State.-  as  vlrUe.  efficient  agencies  of  popu- 
lar government,  there  could  be  no  more  effective  method  than 
our  present  policy  of  taking  from  them  the  necessity  to  discharge 
the  powers  that  rest  naturally  within  the  scope  of  their  govern- 
mental Jurisdiction.  That  is  what  we  are  doing  and  doing  largely 
by  State  and  popular  surrender  as  distinguished  from  Federal 
usurpation  That  Is  a  most  remarkable  fact.  Can  anybody  ques- 
tion that  the  States  are  losing  their  dignity,  their  independence, 
their  importance,  and  their  vigor  as  sovereign  units  of  govern- 
ment when  he  sees  them  bereft  of  responsibUity,  begging  at  the 
door  of  the  Federal  Treastiry?     That  Is  not  a  beautiful  figure. 

That  Is  not  all.  We  are  not  only  destroying  the  efficiency  of 
the  FMeral  Government  by  the  overload,  and  the  vigor  and  gov- 
ernmental capacity  of  the  States  by  this  process,  but  we  are 
doing  a  far  greater  harm  than  that.  By  taking  governmental  re- 
sponsibilities from  those  units  of  government  that  are  dose  to  the 
people  we  are  taking  from  the  private  citizens  the  necessity  of  a 
more  direct  grapple  with  the  problems  of  their  Government,  which 
problems  and  the  necessity  to  work  them  out  In  good  providence 
come  to  develop  them  for  the  bigger  responsibilities  of  tomorrow. 

STSTEM    DKPENDCNT    tTPON    COTEainCZI«TAL    CAPACTTT    OT    CmZZm 

If  this  system  of  government  is  to  endure,  it  must  depend  for  its 
strength  In  the  crises  that  are  to  come  not  so  much  upon  Its  laws 
or  upon  the  written  provisions  of  Its  Constitution,  or  even  upon 
the  capacity  of  men  in  official  position,  but  upon  the  virtue  and  the 
governmental  capacity  of  its  private  citizenship.  The  present  policy 
of  creating  a  feeling  of  dependence  upon  a  great  central  govern- 
ment Is  not  calculated  to  develop  such  a  citizenship.  It  Is  the 
•ense  of  responsibility  that  sobers  Judgment,  that  develops  civic 
▼Irtue:  it  is  the  strength  which  comes  from  the  struggle,  from  the 
grapple  with  the  difficulties  incident  to  the  operation  of  a  system 
of  popular  government  which  gives  capacity.  Nor  can  the  lesson, 
taught  by  the  penalty  impoaed  for  mistakes  made,  be  dispensed 
with.  How  can  we  hope  to  develop  a  cltlaenshlp  capable  of  dealing 
with  the  greater  difficulties  of  tomorrow  when  we  are  constantly 
moving  the  power  and  responsibility,  the  necessity  to  govern,  away 
from  the  people,  away  from  those  units  of  government  wherein  the 
private  citizen  has  the  more  direct  control  and  the  larger  share 
ot  responsibility?  We  have  ttimed  oiu-  backs  on  the  lessons  of 
history  and  are  trying  to  operate  otir  system  of  government  from 
the  top  downward.  In  violation  of  the  laws  of  its  nature,  and  In 
Tlolation  of  the  laws  of  human  nature  as  well. 

I  do  not  care  what  the  form  of  that  government  Is:  I  do  not 
care  what  the  fjollilcal  philosophers  aay,  if  you  Injure  the  govern- 
mental capacity  of  the  people  you  strike  at  the  foundation  of  gov- 
ernmental strength  and  at  the  ability  of  the  people  to  protect  their 
right  against  governmental  and  private  oppression.  We  have  not 
only  to  stop  concentration  but  we  have  to  begin  an  InteUigent 
decentralization  of  governmental  responsibility. 

I  am  making  the  same  speech  this  minute.  If  you  want 
to  destroy  the  States,  you  cannot  do  It  more  effectively  and 
you  cannot  adopt  a  better  means  than  to  take  from  them  the 
necessity  of  doing  these  things  that  are  within  the  govern- 
mental capacity. 

That  is  what  we  are  doing,  and  doing  largely  by  State  and 
popular  surrender  as  distinguished  from  Federal  usurpation. 

Today  it  is  congressional  leadership  of  Federal  usurpation. 
Today  you  cry:  "Those  of  us  who  have  been  complaining 
about  Federal  usurpation,  we  show  you  the  route  around  the 
Constitution.  You  cannot  get  through  the  constitutional  bar- 
rier, but  you  just  follow  us.  We  have  got  a  slick  way  to  do 
it.  We  will  just  tell  these  States  if  they  do  not  come  across 
and  let  us  boss  them  we  will  fine  them."  The  Congress  is 
approving  that  policy  by  this  bill.  Is  it  not  remarkable  that 
you,  with  yoiu-  philosophy  of  government  and  with  all  the 
things  that  are  happening  to  democracies  in  the  world,  would 
consider  for  a  split  second  leading  the  attack  of  bureaucracy 
upon  your  State  and  its  power  to  control  State  elections? 

I  will  tell  you.  this  will  face  you  all  the  days  of  your  life. 
Nobody  ever  proposed  such  a  thing  as  this  before.  This 
Congressional  thing  I  am  talking  about.  We  are  endorsing 
it.  What  can  you  say  about  the  bureaus  in  the  future  doing 
these  things?  You  say.  "Come  along.  You  have  been  a 
bunch  of  pikers.  I  will  show  you  how  to  get  in  the  back  door. 
Vou  cannot  control  these  States  through  any  constitutional 


power,  but  you  follow  me  and  I  will  show  jrou  how  you  can 
do  so.  I  will  show  you  how  you  can  tell  my  State  you  have 
got  to  flre  that  man.  I  will  show  you  how  you  can  pursue  a 
State  employee  and  make  him  afraid  of  somebody  up  here 
In  Washington." 

Talk  about  pernicious  political  activity.  When  we  have 
advanced  a  little  further  in  this  development  of  bureaucracy 
in  America,  do  you  believe  that  anybody  connected  with  a 
government  determined  to  perpetuate  itself  in  office  will 
discover  much  pernicious  activity  among  those  who  are  try- 
ing to  keep  them  in  office? 

Why  do  we  not  use  common  sense?  You  know,  the  most 
pernicious  activity  in  the  world  is  that  of  those  trying  to  get 
those  in  power  out  of  power.  You  are  putting  it  into  the 
power  of  bureaucracy  to  go  into  your  State  and  if  a  man  is 
not  voting  right  tump  him  off.  How  many  bump-offs  will 
there  be  before  everybody  gets  to  voting  right?  You  are  a 
smart  bunch.  Talk  about  control.  You  are  removing  this 
power  to  coerce  the  voter  from  those  whom  the  people  can 
control;  those  whom  they  elect  and  can  depend  upon — to 
somebody  that  they  do  not  elect  and  cannot  control — and  you 

know  it.    It  is  the  most  astonishing  thing 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mi.  Chairman,  I  will  take  10 
more  minutes. 

I  appreciate  your  attention.  I  know,  absolutely,  that  if  the 
coimtry  had  time  to  look  beneath  the  surface,  to  see  what  this 
bill  really  does,  it  would  not  be  permitted  to  sail  under  the 
false  colors  of  preventing  pernicious  political  activity.  People 
have  been  deceived  by  the  tiUe  of  this  bUl.  It  Is  our  duty  to 
see  what  the  thing  is.  That  is  our  business.  That  is  what  our 
people  sent  us  here  for.  You  cannot  run  this  Government 
with  a  bunch  of  back-seat  drivers,  like  those  putting  pressure  / 
on  the  individual  Members  of  this  House,  not  in  an  hour  like 
this.  Do  not  be  afraid  your  people  will  not  stand  by  you 
if  you  vote  against  this  bill  when  you  go  home  and  tell  them 
what  you  have  done,  because  the  people  of  America  are 
getting  tired  of  having  somebody  In  Washington  tell  them 
whether  they  may  do  it  every  time  they  want  to  take  a  long 
breath.  People  want  to  govern  themselves  one  more  time. 
They  are  in  the  right  humor  to  do  it.  They  are  willing  to  pay 
the  price.  By  this  bill  you  say  "You  cannot  do  it.  You  cannot 
even  nm  your  elections." 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  briefly. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  would  say  there  is  something  more  In- 
volved than  purity  of  politics;  rather  the  preservation  of 
the  two-party  system,  because  it  is  the  last  effort  on  the  part 
of  Congress  to  grope  for  the  preservation  of  that  system. 
Mussolini  said  in  1934.  "TTie  first  attribute  of  the  corporate 
state  is  one  political  party."  Here  we  are  today  writing  a 
bill  in  the  hope  that  we  can  hold  on  to  the  two-party  system 
because  your  administration  has  pushed  us  so  far  In  the 
direction  of  the  corporate  state.  Tliat  is  what  I  think  is  in- 
volved here. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Now.  you  are  a  pretty  smart  gen- 
tleman.   I  want  to  show  you  how  little  sense  you  are  using  on 
that.    You  are  putting  it  into  the  power  of  the  party  in  power 
to  scare  the  life  out  of  every  State  employee  in  your  State. 
That  is  how  smart  you  are.    I  am  telling  you  the  truth  and 
you  know  it  when  you  stop  to  think  about  it. 
Mr.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Well.  Just  briefly. 
Mr.  CHURCH.    You  have  already  given  power  to  the  Fed- 
eral Oovemment  to  control  them  because  of  the  money  given 
out  by  the  Federal  Government. 
Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Now.  I  cannot  yield  further. 
Mr.  CHURCH.    This  bill  means  control  against  bribery  or 
unfair  use  of  that  money. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Yes;  and  you  propose  to  ex- 
tend bribery  further  by  bribing  the  State  into  surrender  uf 
control  over  its  elections  in  order  to  get  the  money. 
Mr.  CHURCH.    This  bill  prevents  the  bribery. 
Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    No;  you  are  bribing  them,  and 
browbeating  them,  and  blackmailing  them,  saying   to  the 
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states  that  if  they  do  not  come  across  here  in  accordance 
with  the  views  of  somebody  in  Washington,  if  they  question 
the  infinite  wisdom  of  the  Washington  bureaucrats  as  to 
What  they  ought  to  do.  we  will  make  you  regret  it. 

And  then,  take  that  poor  little  fellow  on  the  State  pay 
roll.  In  the  bill  you  exempt  the  governors  and  the  elected 
fellows,  but  here  is  a  poor  little  fellow  working  for  a  living 
and  he  is  not  voting  Just  "right."  Who  Is  going  to  pass  on 
it  in  the  first  instance?  Washington.  Washington  has  him 
removed;  one  or  two  are  enough,  and  the  rest  will  not  have 
to  be  bothered  with.  Now,  you  know  that  just  as  well  as  you 
know  anything  about  practical  politics. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  But  the  right  to  vote  as  one  pleases  Is 
a  right  preserved  by  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Oh,  yes!  And  who  administers 
It,  who  administers  the  voting  laws?  The  outfit  that  is  try- 
ing to  stay  in  office. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  The  Civil  Service  Commission  and  the 
courts. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Yes;  and  the  courts.  What  can 
this  little  fellow  who  is  ousted  from  his  job  do?  The  gentle- 
man from  New  York  has  a  great  remedy  for  him.  He  said 
the  other  day  that  the  poor  little  devil  could  go  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  That  is  the  last  resort  of  both  great  and 
small. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  He  can  go  to  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  and  have  himself  restored — this  poor 
man  working  at  an  ordinary  State  job  who  has  already  had 
his  pay  stopped. 

Mr.  OTOOLE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  OTOOLE.  Does  not  the  gentleman  from  Texas  feel 
that  If  this  bill  becomes  a  law  it  will,  like  the  prohibition 
law.  be  more  honored  in  the  breach  than  in  the  observance; 
that  it  will  create  disrespect  for  all  law? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  understand  what  the  gentle- 
man is  driving  at.  Here  is  an  interesting  thing  I  want  to  call 
to  your  attention.  You  do  not  have  a  chance  to  pass  a  Fed- 
eral law  until  you  get  the  people  stirred  up  to  the  point  where 
you  do  not  need  it.    That  is  a  strong  statement. 

I  mean  to  make  it  strong.  You  have  got  to  have  a  con- 
dition of  public  opinion  that  is  getting  ready  to  do  the  job 
in  the  local  governments  if  let  alone  for  a  little  while  before 
you  can  get  enough  public  opinion  to  scare  these  fellows 
here  into  voting  for  a  Federal  law.  I  do  not  like  to  bring 
up  things  that  I  have  talked  about  on  other  occasions,  but 
take  the  antilynching  bill  for  instance.  When  there  were 
230  lynchings  in  the  country  there  was  not  a  demand  for  a 
Federal  law,  but  in  the  last  Congress,  when  there  had  been 
but  3  lynchings  in  a  year,  some  20  bills  were  introduced. 
Sentiment  was  so  strong  the  matter  was  ipetitioned  out  of 
the  committee  and  passed  by  a  vote  of  2  to  1;  and  in  the 
last  12  months,  when  there  has  not  been  a  lynching  in  the 
United  States,  if  it  had  not  been  that  the  Senate  had  more 
sense  than  we  have,  you  would  have  passed  it.  The  States 
and  their  communities  would  have  been  robbed  of  the  credit 
and  everybody  would  have  been  hollowing  'See  what  Uncle 
Sam  has  done." 

The  tragedy  of  this  concentrated  Federal  responsibility  Is 
that  it  weakens  the  States.  Responsibility  is  what  makes  a 
responsible  people  but  the  very  minute  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment steps  in  the  States  step  out.  There  is  a  revolution  in 
this  country  against  corruption  in  public  office,  but  now  you 
come  in  and  instead  of  letting  that  revolution  force  its  way 
back  into  the  States,  into  the  local  communities  where  the 
people  everywhere  are  starting  to  clean  house,  instead  of 
letting  them  do  the  job  and  get  strong  from  their  efforts, 
more  capable  of  sustaining  a  democracy,  the  author  of  this 
bill  or  those  favoring  it  Jump  in  here  and  want  to  rob  them 
of  the  glory,  the  confidence,  and  the  strength  with  which 
nature  would  have  rewarded  them  by  passing  the  Hatch  bill. 
.Then  the  people  back  home  will  give  up  and  say,  "I  guess 


we'd  better  let  them  do  It;  I  guess  we  could  not  do  it  anyway," 
And  thus  progresses  the  destruction  of  a  great  democracy. 

If  we  are  to  preserve  democracy  we  must  let  the  people  do 
the  job  of  governing.  I  repeat  what  I  said  a  little  while  ago, 
American  democracy  Is  in  danger.  American  democracy  has 
its  back  to  the  wall  fighting  against  the  absorption  of  all 
power  by  a  great  Federal  bureaucracy  and  the  Congress  is 
opening  up  the  way  around  and  is  directing  the  rear  attack. 
Democracy's  back  is  to  the  wall  In  America.  You  keep  this 
thing  up  and  even  If  Mr.  Hitler  could  get  over  here  there 
would  not  be  much  left  for  him  to  do.  You  cannot  preserve 
a  democracy  unless  you  preserve  the  governmental  capacity 
of  a  people  able  to  operate  it;  and  you  cannot  preserve  that 
capacity  by  taking  from  the  people  in  the  small  units  of 
government  the  necessity  to  do  those  things  that  fall  directly 
within  their  governmental  capacity.  I  lay  that  down  as  a 
proposition  sound  in  reason  and  absolutely  established  by 
history.  I  am  making  the  best  fight  I  can.  I  am  not  re- 
sponsible for  result.  I  know  I  am  right.  I  do  not  think  the 
historian  will  pay  any  attention  to  me.  and  I  do  not  give  a 
hoot,  but  if  he  did  I  would  have  no  concern  as  to  his  verdict. 

I  stand  here  before  you  gentlemen  who  speak  the  judgment 
of  the  Nation  in  the  most  critical  hour  of  democracy  in  the 
history  of  the  world  and  I  plead  with  you  not  to  send  out  to 
the  world  the  expression  of  judgment  of  the  United  States 
that  the  people — your  people — cannot  be  entrusted  with  the 
responsibility  of  preserving  piu-e  elections  in  their  State.  If 
they  cannot,  the  end  of  this  democracy  already  has  been 
reached.  There  is  not  any  excuse  for  this  legislation  except- 
ing on  that  theory. 

I  thank  you.     [Applause,  the  Members  rising.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  jrield  2  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  respond  with  some 
timidity  to  the  learned,  scholarly,  and  shall  I  say  ingenious 
argument  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas.  Obviously,  I  can- 
not speak  with  authority  on  how  they  conduct  elections  in 
States  where  they  have  but  a  single  party,  but  I  think  I  can 
speak  with  some  authority  about  my  own  State,  where  the 
two-party  system  still  prevails.  May  I  say  that  everyone 
who  has  spoken  thus  far  in  the  manner  of  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  thoroughly  underestimates  the  resiliency,  the 
robustness,  and  the  independence  of  the  American  voter. 
You  give  the  authority  as  couched  in  the  language  of  this  bill, 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  people  in  my  State,  whenever  a 
politician  or  a  machine  seeks  to  push  them  around,  will  stand 
up  and  resolutely  tell  them  to  go  to  hell,  because  they  do  not 
have  to  do  it.     [Applause.] 

The  voters  will  enforce  this  bill.  That  is  the  answer.  My 
good  friend  from  Alabama  yesterday  talked  at  great  length 
about  how  the  machines  will  dominate  and  administer  this 
bill.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  echoed  the  same  sentiment 
today.  But  I  am  satisfied  that  if  this  goes  on  the  statute  book 
the  American  voter  who  will  be  illegally  assessed  in  contra- 
vention to  the  spirit  of  the  bill,  or  whose  freedom  of  choice  in 
elections  is  the  subject  of  interference  by  a  political  boss,  will 
stand  squarely  behind  his  statutory  rights  and  will  take  care 
of  the  enforcement  of  the  bill.  That  is  the  answer  to  the 
very  ingenious  but  altogether  inconclusive  argiunent  that  has 
been  advanced  here  today  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 
[Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  jrleld  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  VreelandI. 

Mr.  VREELAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  most  difficult  to  get 
up  before  this  Committee  and  follow  the  eminent  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  and  take  perhaps  the 
opposite  viewpoint  to  him  on  some  of  the  points  involved  in 
this  bill.  During  the  year  I  have  been  on  that  committee  I 
have  learned  to  love  and  respect  our  chairman  and  to  realize 
that  his  cool  judgment  and  cool  thinking  are  sometimes  best 
In  the  long  nm;  but  even  at  that  good  lawyers  sometimes 
disagree. 

Some  question  has  been  raised  on  the  part  of  certain  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  as  to  just  where  I  stand  on  this  i>artlcular 
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bill.  I  think  I  owe  it  to  myself  and  to  those  who  have  raised 
the  question  to  have  it  straight  in  the  minds  of  those  who  do 
question  the  fact  that  I  have  always  been  for  the  principles 
of  this  bill  and  am  now  for  the  bill.  I  have  never  been  against 
it.  As  a  member  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  I  have  tried 
at  all  times  to  respect  the  rules  of  the  committee  with  refer- 
ence to  not  revealing  that  which  happens  in  executive  session. 
Unfortunately  some  word  has  gotten  out,  and  I  have  been 
criticized  in  the  public  press  about  statements  with  reference 
to  some  action  taken  in  the  conmaittee.  As  long  as  someone 
else  has  perhaps  violated  that  rule,  may  I  tell  you  now  why 
I  voted  as  I  did  on  some  of  the  procedure  in  committee? 

As  this  bill  came  from  the  Senate,  after  consideration  by 
that  body,  there  was  a  ^section  in  the  bill  I  want  to  read  to 
you,  if  I  may. 

Section  12  of  the  Senate  bill  provided  that 

No  oflBcer  or  employee  of  any  State  or  local  agency  who  exerclsea 
any  funcUon  In  connection  with  any  activity  which  Is  financed  in 
whole  or  in  part  by  loans  or  grants  made  by  the  United  States. 

Let  us  consider  that  wording  for  a  minute: 

No  officer  or  employee  of  any  State  or  local  agency  who  exerclae* 
any  function  In  connection  with  any  activity  which  le  financed  In 
whole  or  In  part  by  loans  or  grant*  made  by  the  United  SUtes. 

Let  us  take  an  exaggerated  example  of  that  situation.  A 
police  officer  walking  down  the  street  sees  a  stone  fall  into  a 
W.  P.  A.  ditch,  and  to  keep  it  from  hitting  a  man  on  the  head 
he  siezes  that  stone  and  puts  it  on  the  bank.  Now,  that 
officer  would  come  within  the  purview  of  this  law  because  he 
Is  exercising  a  function  in  connection  with  an  activity.  In 
my  opinion,  that  wording  was  carrying  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  the  control  of  Washington  too  far  down  into 
municipalities  and  States. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Federal  Government  has  entirely 
too  much  control  at  the  present  time  over  our  local  situation. 
But  the  Judiciary  Committee  has  amended  the  bill  and  it  was 
not  until  the  committee  amended  it  I  felt  the  bill  should  be 
reported  to  the  House.  Incidentally  I  was  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee  which  considered  the  bill  and  studied  it.  I 
voted  to  report  it  with  amendments  to  the  full  committee  and 
I  voted  to  report  it  to  the  House.  Section  12  of  the  bill  now 
reads.  Including  an  amendment  offered  by  my  good  friend 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gwynni]  : 

No  officer  or  employee  of  any  State  or  local  agency  whose  principal 
ec\ployment  la  in  connection  with. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VREELAND.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  section  2  does  not 
substantially  read,  with  regard  to  administrative  employees 
of  a  county  or  municipality,  just  as  section  12  read  before  the 
Hancock  or  Gwynne  amendment? 

Mr.  VREELAND.  The  gentleman  is  correct.  May  I  paint 
the  picture  of  a  situation  that  happened  In  a  community  close 
to  mine  Just  prior  to  an  election  where  the  administrator  of 
a  particular  department  stood  at  the  door  and  told  the  em- 
ployees that  unless  they  contributed  their  10  percent  to  the 
party  then  in  power  some  heads  would  be  rolling  in  the  dust. 
That  is  the  situation  that  has  to  be  cleared  up,  and  if  the 
States  cannot  clear  it  up,  so  far  as  Federal  elections  are 
concerned,  it  is  our  Job  down  here  to  do  it. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Ramspeck]. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  with  great  reluc- 
tance that  I  And  myself  today  opposing  my  distinguished 
and  beloved  friend  from  Texas,  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  and  my  friend  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
BoBBs],  as  well  as  my  able  colleague  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
^■asl.  who  is  a  member  of  this  distmguished  committee; 
but  it  seems  to  me  the  philosophy  expounded  here  by  the 
gentlemen  from  Alalwuna  and  Texas  Is  the  philosophy  of 
locking  the  barn  door  after  the  horse  has  been  stolen. 

In  my  judgment,  this  bill  does  not  extend  the  power  of 
the  Federal  Govenmient  in  the  States.  On  the  contrary  and 
to  the  opposite,  in  my  judgment,  it  wUl  prevent  a  thing  that 


IS  now  entirely  possible,  and  In  some  cases  has  happened: 
that  is.  the  ordering  of  the  conduct  of  State  agencies  by 
Federal  bureaus  in  Washington  because  they  have  control  of 
the  funds. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  talk  this  afternoon  about 
the  people  and  the  Government.  Who  is  the  Government 
and  who  are  the  people?  There  are  4.500,000  people  in  the 
United  States  who  hold  public  positions,  local,  county.  State, 
and  Federal.  There  are  130,000.000  people  who  pay  the 
bill  and  do  not  have  any  such  jobs.  This  bill  is  designed  to 
protect  the  130.000,000  people  from  those  who  would  manipu- 
late the  4,500,000  for  the  purpose  of  controlling  the  Govern- 
ment m  the  local  communities,  in  the  States,  and  in  this 
NaUon.  That  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  and  that  will  be  the 
effect  of  the  bill.  It  will  not  give  the  bureaucrats  in  Wash- 
ington, if  you  want  to  call  them  that,  any  authority  which 
they  do  not  have  today.  I  make  this  statement,  may  I  say 
to  you,  not  on  the  basis  of  any  theory,  because  my  practical 
experience  in  contact  with  governmental  units  encompasses 
not  only  the  legislative,  the  judicial,  and  the  administrative 
branches  of  the  Government,  but  includes  service  in  city, 
county,  and  State  and  Federal  Governments  during  a  period 
of  33  years.  I  know  what  Government  Is.  I  know  what 
poUtics  is.  I  know  how  the  game  is  played.  I  know  that  as 
long  as  anybody  can  control  the  Job  of  an  employee  he  is 
going  to  tell  him  how  to  vote,  and  he  does  tell  him  how  to 
vote.  This  bill  is  designed  to  stop  that  practice.  It  is  de- 
signed to  protect  the  employees  of  the  States,  the  counties, 
and  the  cities  in  their  right  to  exercise  their  ballot  as  they 
please  without  anybody  being  able  to  tell  them  how  to  do  it. 
That  is  why  I  am  supporting  this  legislation. 

I  say  to  you  in  all  frankness  that  I  would  prefer  to  see  the 
method  different.  I  would  prefer  t^  see  the  merit  system 
established  in  local  government  so  that  employees  could  be 
protected  In  that  way  rather  than  through  the  method  which 
this  bill  proposes.  But  I  am  going  to  take  the  opportimity 
that  Is  at  hand. 

May  I  say  to  you  that  this  is  not  a  precedent,  as  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  said  it  was.  because  in  the  Social  Security 
Act  Congress  said  to  the  State  agencies  set  up  to  comply  with 
that  act,  "You  must  select  your  employees  under  a  merit 
system."  Therefore,  we  have  the  precedent  for  it.  Any  of  us 
who  have  dealt  with  these  agencies  where  Federal  grants 
are  made  to  the  States  know  that  even  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  has  upheld  the  right  of  the  Federal 
Goveniment.  when  it  gives  money  to  a  State,  to  tell  that 
State  how  to  spend  it.  and  they  do  it  every  day  In  every  one 
of  the  agencies  where  the  Federal  Government  grants  money 
to  State  agencies.  The  Federal  Government  may  tell  them 
how  they  may  spend  It. 

I  remember  in  1929,  when  I  was  a  member  of  the  Georgia 
Legislature,  a  committee  of  which  I  was  a  member  was  con- 
sidering the  conduct  of  the  agricultural  department  of  the 
State  university.  It  developed  that  the  Federal  Government 
had  made  them  change  some  professors  in  that  college  and 
reassign  them,  and  change  the  curriculum.  This  was  accom- 
plished by  threats  to  hold  up  the  Federal  funds  provided  by 
an  act  of  Congress.  Precedent?  Why,  the  precedent  was 
started  way  back  in  the  early  days  of  the  service  of  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  and  that  is  the 
point  where  the  argument  ought  to  have  been  made.  We 
are  tnring  here  to  prevent  these  agencies  from  controlling 
the  vote  of  the  State  and  local  employees  In  our  States.  We 
are  trying  to  prevent  anybody  from  controlling  them  and  to 
make  them  free.  That  is  why  I  support  this  legislation. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  such  time 
as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
BordickJ. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  will  do  more  to 
break  down  the  two-party  ss^tem  in  the  United  States  than 
any  act  we  could  design  for  that  purpose.  In  my  judgment, 
the  weakness  of  our  democracy  lies  In  the  fact  that  by  custom 
and  through  the  rules  of  Congress  this  two-party  system  Is 
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perpetuated.  If  this  bill  will  do  what  I  think  It  will.  I  am 
most  enthusiastically  for  it.  Since  I  have  confidence  that 
the  result  will  verify  my  prediction,  I  will  vote  for  it. 

Under  this  two-party  system  those  in  power  cannot  build 
a  strong  organization  without  the  political  aid  of  those  who 
hold  political  positions  under  the  Government.  It  is  a  natu- 
ral thing  for  those  holding  jobs  to  speak  and  Influence  the 
body  of  voters  to  retain  in  power  the  party  responsible  for  i 
their  position.  F\irthermore,  employees  in  the  Government, 
no  matter  which  party  is  responsible  for  their  appointment, 
become  naturally  interested  in  serving  the  people  and  inter- 
ested, therefore,  in  the  program  of  their  party.  An  employee 
who  is  not  interested  in  his  work,  and  his  party,  and  its  aims 
and  purposes  cannot  be  found  in  any  democracy.  These  em- 
ployees make  up  a  formidable  array  in  political  campaigns. 
Under  this  bill  these  employees  will  not  dare  venture  out  in 
the  political  arena  to  defend  what  they  believe  to  be  for  the 
best  interests  of  the  country.  The  party  in  power,  therefore, 
is  much  more  liable  to  defeat. 

Under  our  two-party  system,  the  party  out  of  power  always 
tries  to  get  in.  and  it  cannot  be  said  that  they  do  not  have  also 
a  formidable  array  of  office  seekers  who  are  always  willing  to 
fight  desperately  to  get  into  office.  They  know  that  under 
this  system  they  will  get  all  the  "gravy"  if  their  party  wins. 
Under  this  bill  these  "outs"  when  "in"  will  likewise  be  elimi- 
nated from  any  further  political  activity,  and  the  party  to 
which  they  belong  will  be  much  more  easily  defeated. 

As  long  as  we  cling  to  this  two-party  sy.stem,  this  proposal 
should  become  a  law  and  through  it  the  people  who  do  the 
voting  will  be  aided  materially  in  at  least  changing  parties 
often.  When  it  becomes  easy  to  remove  a  party,  the  voters 
themselves  will  no  doubt  try  to  build  a  party  which  Is  pledged 
to  serve  the  people.  Such  a  party  can  be  built  then  because 
no  i>arty  has  any  chance  to  perpetuate  Itself  through  the 
political  influence  of  officeholders  of  the  party  in  power,  and 
the  second  party,  which  is  out  of  power  and  wants  to  get  in 
power,  will  meet  the  same  fate  as  its  predecessor.  In  this 
way  the  voters  may  have  an  opportunity  to  build  something 
different  along  party  lines  than  to  be  compelled  to  follow  the 
dictates  of  one  or  the  other  of  the  two  great  parties. 

The  voters  have  very  little  to  say  what  candidates  shall 
be  selected  by  political  conventions.  Conventions  can  be 
steam-rollered,  ballyhooed  by  artificial  public  opinion,  and 
when  the  two  conventions  are  over,  the  people,  if  they  vote 
at  all.  are  compelled  to  take  one  or  the  other  of  the  candi- 
dates named  in  a  political  convention. 

We  see  how  this  two-party  system  works  here  in  Congress 
when  this  Congress  gets  into  action.  Is  there  any  funda- 
mental difference  between  many  Republicans  of  the  East 
and  some  Democrats  from  the  South?  They  vote  exactly 
alike.  Is  there  any  fundamental  difference  in  the  views 
which  I  hold  and  the  views  held  by  many  Democrats?  We 
vote  exactly  alike  on  all  matters  of  Importance.  Yet  when 
the  election  comes  around  I  am  supiposed  to  defeat,  or  at 
least  assist  in  defeating,  the  gentleman  from  Montana,  who 
holds  views  similar  to  my  own.  merely  because  he  is  a  Dem- 
ocrat. I  must  do  this  as  a  Republican,  even  though  I  aid  in 
electing  a  Republican  who  is  diametrically  opposed  to  every 
political  view  I  have.  This  is  what  your  two-party  system 
does.  Why  should  the  people  not  have  the  right  to  vote  for 
men  and  principles  instead  of  blindly  voting  along  strict 
two-party  lines? 

I  will  venture  this  prediction,  that  until  the  voters  will 
vote  for  men  and  principles,  regardless  of  party  lines,  they 
will  never  experience  any  government  for  wliich  they  are 
directly  responsible.  The  party  bosses  will  feed  us  the  can- 
didates, and  we  can  vote  for  one  or  the  other  of  their  selec- 
tion or  not  vote  at  all.  That  is  not  democracy.  If  this  bill 
passes.  It  will  he  a  step  In  the  right  direction.  The  people 
may  be  able  to  break  up  this  tight-laced  two-party  system 
and  have  a  voice  in  not  only  independent  voting  but  in  the 
selection  of  candidates  of  their  own  choice.  For  that  reason, 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  will  vote  for  the  bill  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee.   [Applause.] 


Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  3^eld  to  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Richards  1. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  war  in  Europe,  which 
may  conceivably  disorganize  the  whole  world,  has  made  a 
vivid  and  indelible  impression  upon  the  American  people. 
They  are  taking  stock  and  want  to  know  what  we  have  done  to 
prevent  the  tragedy  of  Europe  engulfing  this  country.  They 
have  seen  the  insatiable  ambition  of  dictators,  coupled  with 
military  power  perfected  to  the  last  degree,  run  roughshod 
over  practically  every  democratic  nation  in  Europe.  They 
have  seen  the  peaceful  dreams  of  the  idealist  thrown  Into  the 
scrap  heap  and  the  immortal  doctrine  of  the  Prince  of  Peace 
held  up  to  be  scoffed  at.  They  have  witnessed  the  downfall  of 
the  peaceful  neighbor  and  have  seen  his  lands  overrun  by  the 
pirate  armed  to  the  teeth.  They  have  seen  nations  lulled  into 
a  false  sense  of  security  by  promises,  later  only  to  be  broken, 
and  peace  treaties  signed  only  to  be  proved  scraps  of  paper. 
They  have  felt  in  their  own  hearts  the  agony  of  the  millions 
of  people  driven  from  the  homes  of  their  birth  and  from  the 
acres  where  their  ancestors  have  lived  for  centuries.  They 
have  seen  the  peaceful  and  unprepared  nation  go  down  to 
ignominious  defeat  at  the  hands  of  the  nation  prepared  with 
every  known  terrible  instrument  of  modem  warfare. 

Is  It  any  wonder,  then,  that  the  American  people  are 
demanding  that  Congress  stay  in  session  until  every  neces- 
sary step  has  been  taken,  until  definite  plans  have  been  out- 
lined to  the  end  that  what  has  happened  to  the  downtrodden 
in  Europe  will  not  happen  here.  Our  country  may  in  a  few 
months  be  the  last  citadel  of  liberty  in  the  world,  and  it  is  my 
solemn  belief  that  Congress  should  stay  in  session  and  will 
stay  in  session  as  long  as  there  is  anything  left  undone  in 
our  common  desire  to  prepare  this  country  against  assault 
from  without  or  treason  from  within.  We  have  had  our 
lesson,  and  I  trust  there  is  no  one  here  willing  to  Jeopardize 
the  future  welfare  of  this  country  by  Inaction  now.  or  who  is 
so  blind  as  to  not  profit  by  what  we  see  around  us. 

The  ideal,  the  true  ideal,  of  a  democratic  country  and  a 
democratic  people  is  peace.  The  Christian  ideal  is  peace. 
Though  in  the  early  history  of  this  country  she  may  have 
been  guilty  of  acts  of  aggression  of  which  we  are  not  now 
proud,  for  almost  a  hundred  years  our  policy  has  been  founded 
on  respect  for  the  rights  of  all  peoples.  Never  during  this  time 
have  we  refused  to  arbitrate  our  differences  with  any  nation. 
Never  have  we  espoused  the  cause  of  force  and  aggression. 
Never  have  we  placed  brute  force  above  ideals  of  himianity. 
But  there  comes  times  in  the  affairs  of  men  and  nations  when 
a  definite  stand  must  be  taken,  when  the  world  must  know 
that  we  are  willing  to  fight  and  intend  to  fight  for  the  Ideals 
we  believe  in.    Holy  Writ  teaches  us: 

If  any  provide  not  for  Ills  own.  more  especially  those  of  his  own 
house,  he  hath  denied  the  faith  and  is  worse  than  an  infidel. 

If  there  was  anything  that  impressed  the  American  soldier 
of  the  last  World  War  more  than  the  horrors  of  war  Itself 
and  the  utter  folly  of  war,  it  was  that  flesh  and  blood  alone, 
no  matter  how  brave  or  how  patriotic,  cannot  stand  up 
against  the  prepared  soldier  and  the  prepared  army  provided 
with  all  modern  means  of  warfare  and  destruction.  Since  I 
first  came  to  Congress  I  have  preached  preparedness,  not  by 
choice  but  from  necessity.  I  have  addressed  this  House  on 
more  than  one  occasion  on  this  subject.  I  believed  then  in 
preparedness,  I  believe  in  it  now,  and  I  will  continue  to  ad- 
vocate a  strong  national-defense  system  for  this  country  until 
this  world  becomes  imbued  enough  with  Christian  Ideals  to 
settle  differences  around  the  coimsel  table;  and  I  fervently 
hope  tiiat  this  dream  of  universal  peace  and  good  will  will 
not  forever  remain  in  the  far  horizon,  but  will  come  to  make 
its  home  among  the  children  of  men.  Then,  and  then  only, 
can  we  beat  our  swords  into  plowshares.  Then,  and  then 
only,  will  there  be  wars  no  more. 

I  long  ago  learned  that  if  a  bully  is  running  rampant  on  the 
street  that  he  will  never  cease  his  bullying  until  someone 
calls  his  number.  To  successfully  call  his  number  he  must  be 
met  at  his  own  game,  and  that  game  is  not  played  under  the 
rules  of  chivalry.    There  have  been  times  when  bandits  and 


gangsters  have  disorganized  whole  communities  In  our  own 
Nation.  It  would  have  been  folly  for  our  law-enforcing  offi- 
cers to  go  out  to  meet  and  capture  them  with  their  bare  fists. 
To  suppress  them  It  was  necessary  to  meet  bullets  with  bullets, 
knife  with  knife,  and  machine  gun  with  machine  gun.  It  is 
only  in  this  way  that  law  and  order  can  be  preserved  within 
a  country,  and  it  is  only  in  this  way  that  a  peaceful  nation 
can  demand  respect  of  those  who  rule  by  force  and  inter- 
national lawlessness. 

But.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  owe  one  thing  to  Hitler— even  with 
all  the  widows  and  orphans  he  has  made  and  all  the  tears  that 
have  been  shed  for  his  glory.  Hitler  and  his  army  chiefs  have 
shown  us  what  it  takes  to  win  a  war  in  this  day  of  mechaniza- 
tion and  machinery.  If  we  had  made  all  of  the  appropria- 
tions that  we  are  now  called  upon  to  make,  in  the  name  of 
national  defense  2  or  3  years  ago.  it  is  entirely  possible,  in 
the  light  of  recent  events,  that  we  would  have  had  to  scrap 
them  all  and  begin  over  again  now.  Just  as  the  battle  be- 
tween the  Merrimac  and  the  Monitor  revolutionized  sea  war- 
fare and  overnight  scrapped  the  usefulness  of  wooden  ships, 
so  have  the  ruthless  invasions  of  Hitler  shown  that  all  old 
concepts  of  military  organization,  equipment,  and  training 
must  go  by  the  board.  We  have  had  conclusive  evidence  that 
just  as  machinery  in  our  ordinary  day  life  here  in  America 
has  largely  supplanted  manpower,  just  as  one  machine  in 
peacetime  Is  now  doing  what  25  men  used  to  do.  1  tank  or 
1  airplane  is  filling  the  place  of  a  hundred  or  a  thousand 
soldiers  on  the  battlefront. 

Tills  is  no  time  to  get  hysterical;  there  is  no  cause  to  become 
panicky;  this  Is  the  occasion  for  cool  deliberate  reasoning  and 
cool  deliberate  planning  to  meet  the  happenings  of  a  world 
gone  mad.  It  is  Just  hard  common  sense  that  this  coimtry 
should  prepare,  not  for  war  but  to  preserve  peace  for  our 
country.  In  the  world  of  today,  the  word  of  the  United 
States  will  be  heeded  only  in  proportion  to  our  evident  ability 
to  back  up  our  words  and  warnings  with  force.  If  my  two 
sons  are  needed  by  their  country  in  future  wars,  I  owe  it  to 
them  and  the  thousands  of  other  mothers'  sons  not  to  send 
them  out  to  the  battlefield  with  naked  hands. 

Now,  let  us  look  over  what  has  been  done  lately  for  our 
national  defense;  let  us  consider  the  matter  without  partisan- 
ship or  political  rancor.  Most  Democrats  and  Republicans 
here  love  this  country  and  will  fight  for  it.  but.  gentlemen, 
you  will  remember  that  only  2  or  3  years  ago.  when  prepared- 
ness plans  were  advanced  before  this  Congress,  many  Repub- 
lican brethren  and  a  few  Democrats  charged  those  of  us  who 
supported  these  plans  with  warmongering.  Remember,  too, 
that  Hitler  has  accused  every  democratic  nation  in  Europe, 
l>efore  he  overran  them,  of  being  warmongers  whenever  they 
expressed  any  fear  of  him  or  showed  any  intention  of  prepar- 
ing themselves  against  him.  The  warmonger  accusation  Is 
the  strongest  form  of  propaganda  used  by  those  who  do  not 
want  to  see  an  anticipated  victim  prepare  to  defend  himself. 

Let  us  take  stock;  let  us  see  how  our  Army,  Navy,  and  air 
force  stack  up  today.  Figures  will  show  that  we  are  not  so 
weak  now,  and  Providence  gave  us  the  great  oceans  as  pro- 
tection while  we  grow  strong.  Before  making  this  speech,  I 
consulted  many  experts  on  the  subject  here,  from  the  War 
Department  and  the  Navy  Department. 

I  WAVT 

It  Is  my  considered  judgment  that  we  have  the  most  efficient 
and  powerful  Navy  in  the  world  today,  and  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  (Mr.  Vinson]  has  the  same  opinion.  Our  Navy  far 
exceeds  anything  that  Germany.  Italy,  Prance,  or  Japan  have. 
It  is  as  strong  and  as  powerful  as  Great  Britain's  Navy  now. 
even  though  we  may  not  have  quite  so  many  small  units. 
President  Roosevelt  has  been  accused  on  some  sides  of  being 
responsible  for  the  fact  that  we  are  not  prepared  in  every 
department  of  the  defense  arms  of  oiu:  Government.  But 
allow  me  to  call  tc  your  attention  that  when  President  Roose- 
velt was  Inaugurated  as  President  in  1933  he  began  then,  and 
has  never  ceased  since,  to  emphasize  to  the  Congress  and  the 
American  people  that  a  strong  Navy  is  essential  to  our  wel- 
fare.   Since  1933  the  Navy  has  been  built  up  step  by  step 


until  we  can  hold  our  own  with  any  in  the  world.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  during  President  Hoover's  4  years  in  the 
White  House,  not  one  single  battleship  was  launched  by  the 
American  Navy.  It  will  be  remembered  that  during  Presi- 
dent Harding's  administration,  as  a  resxUt  of  the  Washington 
conference,  we  scrapped  some  of  the  best  ships  we  had  in  the 
name  of  peace,  and  built  none,  while  some  other  nations  were 
scrapping  only  blueprints.  In  1933  we  had  sunk  to  the  rating 
of  a  second-rate  naval  power;  today  we  are  the  strongest  in 
the  world.  Since  1933  this  administration  has  constructed  a 
total  of  111  ships,  divided  into  the  following  categories:  Three 
airplane  carriers,  11  cruisers,  26  submarines.  7  auxiliary  ships, 
62  destroyers,  and  2  gunboats.  Further,  the  Navy  has  today 
68  additional  units  under  construction,  as  per  authorization 
by  Congress  in  1934  and  1938.  Here  are  the  units  being  laid 
now  under  the  authorization:  Battleships,  6  of  35.000  tons; 
2  of  45.000  tons— it  takes  4  years  to  build  a  great  battleship, 
and  the  new  ones  mentioned  should  be  completed  within  the 
next  2  years;  two  of  them  are  about  three-fourths  com- 
pleted now — one  airplane  carrier,  20,000  tons;  6  cruisers, 
from  6.000  to  10,000  tons  each;  26  destroyers,  ranging  from 
1.600  to  13Ck)  tons  each;  14  submarines,  1.500  tons;  and  12 
auxiliary  craft. 

Let  us  remember,  too,  that  during  this  Congress,  funds 
were  appropriated  to  cover  past  authorization  for  the  building 
of  the  following  naval  units:  2  battleships,  1  aircraft  carrier. 
2  cruisers.  8  destroyers,  60  submarines,  and  5  auxiliary  ships. 
These  have  been  laid  down  in  recent  weeks,  but  real  work  has 
hardly  commenced.  In  the  light  of  events  in  Europe,  this 
Congress  has  also  decided  to  authorize  3  additional  aircraft 
carriers  of  24.000  tons  each  and  from  6  to  10  cruisers  of  vary- 
ing tonnage;  and  in  addition  to  that,  21,000  tons  for  sub- 
marines. 

A  little  figuring,  therefore,  will  show  that  the  Navy  now 
has  a  total  of  106  ships,  either  under  construction  or  author- 
ized, in  addition  to  the  units  already  prepared  to  go  to  the 
battle  lines. 

It  is  further  tmderstood  that  upon  the  advice  of  Admiral 
Stark,  Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  the  President  and  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  will  request  of  Congress  authorization  to 
Increase  our  fleet  an  additional  70  percent.  The  fall  of  the 
demcratlc  nations  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  makes  it 
imperative  that  we  prepare  ourselves  to  defend  the  Atlantic 
alone  against  all  comers.  It  can  be  seen  that  if  we  place  the 
bulk  of  our  fleet  in  the  Atlantic,  we  lay  ourselves  wide  open 
to  possible  enemies  in  the  Pacific,  and  Japan,  by  recent  actions 
and  utterances,  is  gradually  convincing  the  American  people 
that  she  is  a  potential  enemy.  It  may.  therefore,  become 
necessary  for  us  to  have  a  gigantic  fleet  In  both  the  Atlantic 
and  the  Pacific.  If  this  program  Is  completed,  we  will  then 
be  able  to  take  on  any  power  or  any  combination  of  powers 
i  that  may  come  against  us.  Our  natural  Une  of  defense  In 
the  Pacific  Ocean  extends  from  Alaska  to  the  Aleutian 
Islands,  Hawaii,  and  Samoa  Islands  to  the  Panama  Canal. 
Our  naval  defense  stations  in  that  circle  are  being  provided 
with  air  bases  and  sufficient  up-to-date  antiaircraft  equip- 
ment. On  the  Atlantic  coast,  navy  yards  are  being  expanded 
and  coast  antiaircraft  defenses  improved.  On  the  coast  of 
Puerto  Rico  is  now  being  built  one  of  the  strongest  naval 
bases  in  the  world.  That  island,  along  with  our  other  Carib- 
bean possessions,  is  essential  to  the  defense  of  the  Panama 
Canal,  which  is  the  life  line  of  our  commerce.  In  addition 
to  that,  the  Navy's  Job  is  to  see  that  no  aggressor  nation  gains 
a  footing  by  force  on  South  American  or  Central  American 
soil. 

The  Navy  also  has  between  2,500  and  3.000  ut>-to-date 
planes  in  service  in  its  air  branch.  These  planes  and  the 
pilots  to  fly  them  are  among  the  best  in  the  world.  Still 
we  need  10.000  more  up-to-date  planes  In  the  Navy  and  will 
have  them  shortly.    The  Navy  Is  O.  K.  now. , 


ASMT 


Our  Regular  Army  today  has  an  authorized  enlistment  of 
285,000.  though,  under  the  volunteer  system  we  have  only 
reached  about  250,000  enlistment.  The  authorized  enlist- 
ment will  necessarily  be  increased  shortly  to  400,000.    It 
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should  be  remembered  that  in  this  day  of  mechanized  war- 
fare 400.000  men  will  take  the  place  of  a  million  in  the 
wars  of  a  few  years  ago.  A  great  many  people  seem  to  think 
that  when  we  speak  of  our  Army  we  only  refer  to  the  Regular 
Army.  The  Regular  Army  Itself  is  backed  up  by  the  National 
Guard,  the  Reserve  offlcers.  the  Reserve  Officers'  Training 
Corps,  and  the  Citizens'  Military  Training  Corps. 
Our  National  Guard  is  made  up  of  about  250,000  enlisted 

men  and  offlcers.  We  have  120,000  Reserve  offlcers  now,  and 
we  have  many  more  in  training  under  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  system. 
We  have  5,500  military  planes  of  all  types;  some  of  them  are 
obsolete  now. 

As  compared  to  the  figiires  given,  it  might  be  well  to 
remember  that  at  the  beginning  of  the  World  War  our  Regular 
Army  hardly  consisted  of  more  than  80,000  men  and  offlcers. 
Our  National  Guard  had  8,323  commissioned  offlcers  and 
119.087  enlisted  men.  The  Army  only  had  13  experimental 
airplanes  at  that  time.  We  had  practically  no  guns  and 
artillery.  The  total  expenditures  for  military  purposes  for 
the  year  1914  was  $114,500,814.39. 

It  must  be  never  lost  sight  of  that  wars  these  days  require 
the  finest  type  of  machinery  of  destruction  that  can  be 
built,  and  this  country  is  blessed  in  that  we  are  the  most 
highly  developed  industrialized  country  in  the  world.  We 
have  inventive  genius,  industrial  geniiis,  administrative 
genius,  and  the  most  intelligent  labor  in  the  world.  No 
other  nation  can  ccmpete  with  us  in  mechanical  equipment 
and  progressive  manufacturing  methods.  This  is  the  only 
nation  in  the  world  that  could  within  a  few  months  be 
geared  up  to  mass  production  of  any  known  instrument  or 
machine.  This  Congress,  realizing  this,  has  already  provided 
for  $600,000,000  to  ue  spent  for  the  purchase  of  the  finest 
automatic  rifles,  armored  tanks,  motorized  artillery,  ammuni- 
tion, and  other  up-to-date  instruments  of  war.  Further  en- 
actment of  laws  for  Army  expansion  are  to  follow.  Only  this 
morning  the  President  requested  of  Congress  an  additional 
authorization  and  appropriation  of  over  $4,000,000,000  to 
complete  and  sustain  our  Military  Establishment  in  the  future. 
The  request  will  no  doubt  be  granted. 

Our  Army  staff  seems  to  reaize  that  there  must  be 
reorganization  of  our  land  forces  from  the  groimd  up. 
Gen.  George  C.  Marshall.  Chief  of  Staff,  has  already  begun 
organization  of  a  new  Army  corps,  patterned  after  Germany's 
Panzer  mechanized  divisions.  The  corps  will  consist  of  two 
armored  divisions  totaling  18,000  men.  1.400  tanks.  13.000 
semiautomatic  rifles,  and  600  pieces  of  artillery.  This  new 
corps  will  be  a  model  for  others  to  come  later. 

Even  though  fully  realizing  that  this  is  a  machine  age  for 
both  war  and  peace,  we  must  realize,  too.  that  behind  it  all 
must  be  trained  up-to-date,  intelligent  manpower.  War 
•today  may  not  need  so  many  men.  but  those  selected  must 
be  the  best.  If  we  now  need  an  Army  largely  made  up  of 
mechanized  units,  we  also  need  an  Army  of  intelligent  and 
traified  mechanics  to  run  It. 

C.  C.  C.  mLITABT  TRAINIMO 

\  Realizing  that  the  time  could  come  when  we  would  need 
tee  youth  of  our  country  to  defend  us  from  aggression,  I 
introduced  a  bill  here  on  February  1.  1939.  which  would  pro- 
vide 1  hour  a  day  training  in  military  tactics  and  drill  for 
the  boys  in  our  C.  C.  C.  camps.  I  have  spoken  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  on  more  than  one  occasion  in  favor  of  this  bill, 
and  I  am  still  of  the  honest  opinion  that  the  bill  should  be 
passed.  I  have  never  yet  been  able  to  fully  understand  why 
my  bill,  in  the  hearings  before  the  committee,  was  strenuously 
opposed  by  the  War  Ejepartment  and  the  Director  of  the 
C.  C.  C.    I  have  not  given  up  the  fight  yet. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  stm  fully  aware  that  the  C.  C.  C.  set-up  is 
not  an  ideal  set-up  for  the  military  training  of  the  youth  of 
oiu"  country.  Under  ordinary  circumstances  and  conditions 
it  might  not  be  wise  to  use  this  great  organization  for  that 
purpose.  I  would  not  destroy  for  anything  in  the  world  the 
great  peacetime  achievements  of  the  C.  C.  C.  but  I  assert  here 
and  now  that  the  C.  C.  C.  with  its  enrollees  receiving  no  mili- 
tary training  is  evidence  of  a  peace-loving  nation  gone  to 


sleep.  During  the  past  7  years,  over  2,000.000  of  our  young 
men  have  been  enrolled  in  C.  C.  C.  camps.  The  cost  to  the 
Government  per  enrollee  is  $1,000  per  year.  The  annual  cost 
per  soldier  in  the  Regular  Army  averages  only  $853.33.  The 
C.  C.  C.  camp  enrollees,  other  than  war  veterans,  range  be- 
tween 17  and  23  years  of  age.  These  boys  are  within  the  ages 
to  be  called  first  to  the  service  in  case  of  our  involvement  in 
war.  Why  not  give  them  and  the  coimtry  the  advantage  of 
this  training?  We  now  have  approximately  275,000  enrollees 
in  our  C.  C.  C.  camps.  The  average  length  of  service  In  the 
C.  C.  C.  Is  10  months.     If  we  had  given  these  boys  1  hour 

military  training  per  day  during  their  service,  we  would  have 
had  a  nucleus  of  over  2,000,000  young  men  already  partly 
trained  in  the  rudiments  of  warfare.  Every  soldier  must  be 
first  trained  in  ordinary  tactics  and  drill  before  he  is  ready  for 
assignment  to  a  specialized  branch  of  the  service,  such  as  ar- 
tillery, air  force,  tank  service,  and  so  forth.  We  would  thus 
have  saved  this  Government  over  $2,000,000,000  preliminary 
training  costs  in  case  we  become  involved  in  war. 

I  do  not  mean  that  the  original  purposes  of  the  C.  C.  C. 
must  be  abandoned — these  camps  have  done  a  great  work  in 
soil  conservation,  forestry,  and  national  and  State  parks. 
This  work  should  continue  to  be  their  primary  duty,  and  the 
1  hour  per  day  military  training  which  my  bill  suggests 
would  not  detract  one  whit  from  the  work  they  are  now  domg. 
In  fact,  the  increased  efficiency  of  the  enrollees.  because  of 
this  hmited  military  training  and  the  added  discipline  it 
would  bring,  would  enhance  the  value  and  the  volume  of  his 
work  in  the  conservation  field.  I  do  propose  that  the  camps 
should  serve  a  twofold  purpose — one,  conservation;  the  other, 
a  link  in  our  national  defense  system. 

It  must  be  rememl)ered,  too,  that  this  military  training  for 
C.  C.  C.  enrollees  would  not  cost  our  sorely  harassed  taxpayers 
an  additional  dollar.  The  camps  are  already  there,  the  uni- 
forms are  there,  the  food  is  there,  the  Reserve  officers  to 
train  them  are  there,  and  the  physically  fit  manhood  of  our 
country  Is  there.  All  that  will  still  be  needed  are  the  rifles, 
and  the  United  States  Army  now  has  enough  obsolete  military 
rifles  to  take  care  of  that  need. 

CCMKRALS  AND  AOMISALS 

One  of  the  great  obstacles  France  and  England  faced  in 
their  plans  to  prepare  for  modem  warfare  was  some  of  the 
very  generals  and  admirals  they  dejiended  upon  to  carry  out 
these  defense  plans.  These  offlcers  were  trained  for  old- 
fashioned  warfare,  they  were  wedded  to  old  principles  and  ob- 
solete tactics;  they  were  too  conservative  and  could  not  ad- 
Just  themselves  to  this  day.  The  admiral  who  still  contends 
that  only  the  battleship  makes  a  great  Navy  Is.  himself,  ob- 
solete: the  general  who  still  contends  that  infantry  alone  is 
the  backbone  of  the  Army  has  qualified  himself  oiily  for  re- 
tirement. 

It  remains  to  be  seen  whether  oiu"  own  admirals  and  gen- 
erals have  become  too  wedded  to  Navy  and  Army  tradition 
to  face  facts  as  they  are  today.  Unless  they  present  evidence 
to  the  contrary,  they  should  be  relegated  to  the  trash  heap 
along  with  their  fossilized  ideas.  In  fairness,  though.  I 
should  say  that  General  Marshall.  Chief  of  Army  Staff.  Gen- 
eral Arnold,  and  Admiral  Stark,  Chief  of  our  Navy,  have 
shown  that  they  are  fully  awake  to  the  potentialities  of 
modern  warfare  and  the  needs  of  modem  defense. 

An  POWZH 

Air  power  is  the  greatest  new  development  of  this  war. 
Hitler's  achievements  can  be  traced  more  to  predominant  air 
power  than  to  anything  else.  Without  a  great  number  of 
fighter  and  bomber  airplanes,  our  great  Navy  and  our  grow- 
ing Army  will  \)e  practically  useless.  We  have  now  atMUt 
3.200  up-to-date  flying  planes  with  our  naval  force  and  about 
2,500  with  our  Army.  Industry  in  our  country  is  now  manu- 
facturing planes  at  the  rate  of  700  per  month.  Before  the 
end  of  1940,  this  production  should  amount  to  at  least  1,200 
per  month.  Construction  expansion  is  going  on  in  practi- 
cally every  plant  in  the  country.  Plants  not  up-to-date  are 
being  reequipped  with  tools  and  machinery.  Industrial 
genius  in  our  country,  and  there  is  none  Isetter  anywhere,  has 
set  its  shoulders  to  the  wheel,  and  there  need  be  no  fear  that 
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we  are  not  definitely  on  the  road  to  mass  production  of  this 
essential  branch  of  our  national-defense  program.  Henry 
Pord.  General  Motors.  Packard,  Chrysler,  and  other  auto- 
mobUe,  airplane,  and  motor-manufacturing  concerns  have 
offered  their  services  and  have  been  awarded  contracts  by  the 
Government.  The  goal  of  50,000  planes  set  by  President 
Roosevelt  is  not  an  Idle  dream.  To  man  these  planes  we 
must  have  experienced  pilots  and  mechanics.  The  Army  Air 
Corps  and  the  Naval  Air  Corps  and  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Commission  have  given  the  full-speed-ahead  sign  for  the 
selection  and  training  of  these  men.  Summing  It  all  up.  I  am 
convinced  that  no  nation  in  the  world  could  attack  the  im- 
mediate shores  of  this  country  with  success  even  now.  With 
what  has  been  done  and  with  what  will  be  done.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  we  will  in  the  near  future  be  adequately  armed 
on  land,  on  sea,  and  in  the  ah:.  We  have  hi  the  White  House 
and  at  the  head  of  the  State  Department  two  men  who  had 
the  vision  and  the  courage  months,  even  years,  ago  to  warn 
this  country  and  the  American  people  that  we  must  be  pre- 
pared if  we  are  to  retain  our  lil)erties  and  demand  respect 
from  potential  foes.  The  wishes,  the  dreams,  and  the  plans 
of  a  democracy  are  always  based  on  peace.  This  is  as  it 
should  be.  But  the  tragedy  of  it  all  is  that  democracies  often 
do  not  see  danger  from  outside  powers  until  the  danger  is 
upon  them.  Then  It  Is  too  late.  We  have  learned  our  lesson 
from  Austria.  Norway,  Denmark,  Poland,  Czechoslovakia. 
Holland,  and  Belgium.  They  waited  until  it  was  too  late, 
and  today  they  are  under  the  heel  of  the  conqueror.  The 
rights  of  men  and  the  liberties  of  the  individual  citizen  are 
things  now  spoken  of  In  Europe  only  in  a  hushed  voice.  The 
dead  on  a  hundred  fields  of  battle  in  Europe  cry  aloud  to  us. 
"Prepare!"  The  little  child  in  Belgium  beating  on  its  dead 
mother's  breast  cries  to  us.  "Prepare!"  The  echo  from  every 
hill  and  vale  in  Prance  pleads  with  us.  "Prepare!"  England, 
with  all  her  faults,  still  the  cradle  of  hberty.  with  her  back 
to  the  wall  and  her  children  and  women  dying  on  every  hand, 
cries  to  us.  "Prepare!"    We  must  heed  these  warnings. 

No;  we  cannot  be  blamed  that  England  and  Prance  and 
the  others  were  not  prepared.  We  are  not  responsible  for 
their  errors  and  faults,  but  If  we  have  learned  our  lesson 
we  will  heed  their  warning  now.  There  is  little  that  we 
can  do  for  them,  because  the  very  things  they  need  and  want 
we  have  not.  They  still  have  money,  they  still  have  men, 
and  still  billions  of  gold  and  credit  In  this  country  to  buy 
supplies  and  machinery  of  war.  We  are  now  providing  them 
with  every  airplane  and  all  oUier  military  equipment  that 
we  can  possibly  spare.  It  may  not  tum  the  Ude.  but  in 
letting  them  have  this  equipment  we  are  not  only  helping 
them  In  their  battle  against  aggression,  Imt  also  are  help- 
ing ourselves  by  development  of  our  defense  machinery  and 
the  gaining  of  time  in  which  we  can  get  ready. 
i  MomoB  oocrmzm 

B«r.  Chairman,  Congress  recently  reasserted  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  by  almost  unanimous  vote.  By  that  reassertion. 
we  have  pledged  ourselves  to  keep  dicUtors  and  nations 
hostile  to  the  democratic  form  of  government  out  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  We  have  added  more  coastline  to  be 
defended,  more  nations  to  l>e  protected,  and  more  oceans  to 
be  patroled.  There  should  be  full  realization  here  and 
everywhere  that  we  Intend  to  fight  if  necessary  to  preserve 
freedom  for  this  country  and  for  this  hemisphere.  Presi- 
dent Monroe  announced  this  doctrine  to  the  world  over  12 
decades  ago.  It  was  respected  then  by  other  nations, 
though  we  were  weak  then.  We  demand  that  it  be  re- 
spected now  because  we  are  strong — strong  not  only  in  the 
worldly  sense,  but  In  the  righteousness  of  our  cause  as  well. 

If  we  do  not  want  to  see  Trojan  horses  in  the  United  States, 
we  must  keep  them  out  of  this  hemisphere. 

rOUaCN    ATTAIBS    OOmciTTKK 

Ladles  and  gentlemen  of  the  House,  as  a  member  of 
the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  I  doubly  feel  the  weight  of 
responsibility  resting  on  the  shoulders  of  all  Members  of 
Congress  today.  It  Is  through  this  Committee  that  any 
resolution  or  declaration  of  war  must  come.  I  trust  that  in 
the  trjring  days  ahead  I  may  never  he  called  upon  to  vote 


to  send  our  boys  to  the  horrors  of  the  battlefield:  but  I  am 
firmly  convinced  that,  if  we  really  intend  to  prevent  war.  we 
must  be  strong  enough  to  demand  and  preserve  peace,  par- 
ticularly in  this  hemisphere. 

EwnciBB  wrrHiK 

Before  closing,  allow  me  to  comment  briefly  on  one  other 
great  danger  to  our  beloved  country.  For  years  and  years 
we  have  opened  our  hospitable  shores  to  immigrants  from 
all  over  the  world.  They  have  come  here  by  the  thousands 
and  by  the  millions.  They  have  found  freedom  and  happi- 
ness and  sustenance  here.  Many  have  become  good  citi- 
zens and  we  are  proud  of  them.  But  literally  thousands  of 
them  have  proven  that  they  came  here  to  get  what  they 
could  and  give  nothing.  They  accept  benefits  but  assume 
no  responsibility.  Our  fiag  Is  a  dirty  rag  to  them.  We  now 
have  about  4,000.000  aliens  in  this  country.  From  these 
come  the  potential  "fifth  columnists":  they  will  be  the  first 
to  attempt  to  betray  this  country. 

Congress  has  been  gradually  tightening  up  on  our  Immi- 
gration laws,  but  they  are  not  tight  enough  yet.  The  law 
recently  passed  requiring  aliens  to  be  registered  and  finger- 
printed is  a  good  start.  The  recent  placing  of  immigration 
administration  under  the  Department  of  Justice  was  a  good 
move. 

Hitler,  to  win  his  victories,  has  counted  mainly  on  two 
factors— overwhelming  instruments  of  war  and  treason  In 
the  camp  of  his  victims.  Treason  can  come  from  only  those 
who  do  not  love  and  revere  the  flag  they  live  under.  So 
we  must  prepare  against  enemies  within  and  without.  It  is 
a  big  job,  but  we  can  do  it.  We  are  on  the  road  now.  Our 
Army.  Navy,  and  air  force  must  be  built  up.  but  the  job 
should  not  be  done  hysterically  or  spasmodically.  Our  plans 
should  be  sound,  our  purposes  definite,  oiu-  goal  clear.  When 
we  reach  that  -goal  we  must  not  go  to  sleep  again,  for  In 
these  trying  times  as  never  before  eternal  vigilance  is  the 
price  of  liberty. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  each  Member  may  have  5  legislative  days  in 
which  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Record  on  this  matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chah-  suggests  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  that  that  request  must  be  made  in  the  House. 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  3  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Gifford]. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  want  to  reemphasize  a 
few  words  spoken  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Smith  1 
on  yesterday: 

Each  party  must,  of  course,  be  afforded  equal  opportunity  to  Uve 
and  equal  opportimlty  to  win  elections.  The  Hatch  measure,  flrst 
and  last,  seeks  only  to  protect  equality  of  opportunity  for  the  party 
out  of  power  by  preventing  the  party  In  power  from  doing  what 
no  decent  party  should  do  but  which  practice  allows,  using  public 
money  for  partisan  effect. 

I  think  that  Is  important,  because  It  seems  to  acknowledge 
that  the  party  in  power  did  what  no  decent  party  should  have 
done.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Smith]  is  honest, 
and  he  cannot  stand  for  what  the  investigations  disclosed. 

Further  on  he  says: 

Let  us  back  up  our  deepest  patriotism,  not  our  shallowest  parti- 
sanship. In  the  effort  afforded  by  this  rule  to  win  through  to  the 
higher  level  of  politics:  The  eportsmanshlp  of  losing  graciously  and 
of  winning  Justly. 

I  thank  the  gentleman  for  those  words.  I  think  they  were 
well  chosen.  All  the  ridicule  which  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama tried  to  pour  upon  him  because  of  his  great  conunand  of 
language  could  not  lessen  the  effectiveness  of  those  carefully 
selected  words  of  condemnation  and  the  piersuasive  appeal. 
It  was,  indeed,  an  acknowledgment  of  the  pernicious  activi- 
ties of  his  own  party  in  power. 

I  want  to  repeat  what  others  have  called  to  mind,  that  we 
do  not  live  in  Alabama  or  other  States  where  we  might  be 
elected  by  perhaps  about  3.000  votes.  They  flght  only  among 
themselves  apd  neither  faction  perhaps  has  the  advantages 
of  full  contxdl  of  funds  such  as  have  been  used  by  Democrats 
against  Rejoubllcans  so  shamelessly  In  other  States. 

This  morning  I  listened  to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Rankin]  again  talk  about  three  United  States  Senators 
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sent  here  by  the  Power  Trust,  according  to  his  viewpoint. 
He  has  told  the  story  often. 

As  I  have  said  before,  some  day  I  may  take  the  time  to  tell 
you  about  Boston  Democrats.  I  might  tell  you  about  New 
Orleans  Democrats  and  about  Kansas  City  Democrats,  and 
I  could  teU  about  so  many  of  them  that  the  few  Republicans 
they  can  find  to  parade  before  us  will  be  as  nothing  com- 
pared with  the  great  numbers  of  Democrats  tarred  with  so- 
called  pernicious  political  activity. 

I  regret  that  I  cannot  follow  the  chairman  of  this  com- 
mittee. Fundamentally,  he  is  probably  right;  but  his  Demo- 
cratic Party  has  failed,  miserably  failed.  Conditions  brought 
about  by  his  party  are  so  thoroughly  bad  that  they  make  me 
vote  for  this  bill  in  spite  of  my  desire  to  agree  with  him  on 
fundamentals.  During  the  last  7  years  I  have  watched  him 
vote  for  many  measures  that  do  not  square  with  his  fun- 
damentals. Democracy  ought  to  be  what  it  apparently  is 
not.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  3^eld  the  re- 
mainder of  my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr. 

MiCHENER  ] . 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  is  recog- 
nized for  9  minutes. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  now  after  3  o'clock. 
This  matter  has  been  thoroughly  debated  for  2  days.  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  much  anybody  can  add  to  the  general 
debate.  It  is  expected  to  complete  this  bill  and  vote  on  it 
tonight.  The  time  one  takes  in  general  debate,  therefore, 
requires  us  to  remain  here  just  that  much  longer  tonight. 
I  expressed  my  views  at  the  beginning  of  the  debate  and  am 
not  going  to  take  any  more  time,  nor  am  I  going  to  yield  back 
any  time.    Let  us  read  the  bill  for  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan has  expired;  all  time  has  expired.    The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  U  emicted.  etc..  That  section  2  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities,"  approved  Augxist  2,  1930, 
In  amended  to  re^  as  follows; 

"Sec  2  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  (1)  any  person  employed  in 
any  administrative  position  by  the  United  States,  or  by  any  de- 
partment. Independent  agency,  or  other  agency  of  the  United 
States  (incltidlng  any  corporation  controlled  by  the  United  States 
or  any  agency  thereof,  and  any  corporation  all  of  the  capital  stock 
of  which  Is  owned  by  the  United  States  or  any  agency  thereof), 
or  (2)  any  person  employed  In  any  administrative  position  by  any 
State,  by  any  political  subdivision  or  municipality  of  any  State, 
or  by  any  agency  of  any  State  or  any  of  its  political  subdivisions  or 
■  municipalities  (including  any  corporation  controlled  by  any  Stat« 
or  by  any  such  political  subdivision,  municipality,  or  agency,  and  any 
corporation  all  of  the  capital  stock  of  which  Is  owned  by  any 
State  or  by  any  such  political  subdivision,  municipality,  or  agency). 
In  connection  with  any  activity  which  is  financed  in  whole  or  in 
part  by  loans  or  grants  made  by  the  United  States,  or  by  any  such 
department.  Independent  agency,  or  other  agency  of  the  United 
States,  to  use  his  ofDcial  authority  for  the  purpose  of  interfering 
with,  or  affecting,  the  election  or  the  nomination  of  any  candidate 
for  the  office  of  President.  Vice  President,  Presidential  elector. 
Member  of  the  Senate.  Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
or  Delegate  or  Resident  Commissioner  from  any  Territory  or  insular 
pooaession." 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

"That  section  2  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  activities,'  approved  August  2,  1939,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"  'Sbc.  2.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  (1)  any  person)  employed  in  any 
administrative  position  by  the  United  States,  or  by  any  depart- 
ment. Independent  agency,  or  other  agency  of  the  United  States 
(including  any  corporation  controlled  by  the  United  States  or  any 
agency  thereof,  and  any  corporation  all  of  the  capital  stock  of 
which  is  owned  by  the  United  States  or  any  agency  thereof)  .or  (2) 
any  person  employed  in  any  administrative  position  by  any  State, 
by  any  political  subdivision  or  municipality  of  any  State,  or  by  any 
agency  of  any  State  or  any  of  its  political  subdivisions  or  munici- 
palities (including  any  corporation  controlled  by  any  State  or  by 
any  such  political  subdivision,  municipality,  or  agency,  and  any 
corporation  all  of  the  capital  stock  of  which  is  owned  by  any  State 
or  by  any  such  political  subdivision,  municipality,  or  agency),  in 
connection  with  any  activity  which  is  financed  in  whole  or  in  part 
by  loans  or  grants  made  by  the  United  States,  or  by  any  such  de- 
partment, independent  agency,  or  other  agency  of  the  United 
States,  to  use  his  official  authority  for  the  purpose  of  Interfering 
with,  or  affecting,  the  election  or  the  nomination  of  any  candidate 
for    the    office    of    President,    Vice    President,    Presidential    elector. 


Member  of  the  Senate,  Membsr  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  or 
Delegate  or  Resident  Commissioner  from  any  Territory  or  Insular 
possession.' 

"Sec.  2.  The  third  sentence  of  section  9  (a)  of  such  act  of 
August  2,  1939,  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  "All  such  persons 
shall  retain  the  right  to  vote  as  they  may  choose  and  to  express  their 
opinions  on  all  political  subjects  and  candidates. ' 

"Sec.  3.  Section  10  of  such  act  of  Augtist  2.  1939,  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"  'Sec.  10.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  in  addition  to  and 
not  in  8Ut)stitutlon  for  any  other  provision  of  law.' 

"Sec.  4  Such  act  of  August  2,  1939.  is  further  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sections : 

"  'Sec  12  (a)  No  officer  or  employee  of  any  State  or  local  agency 
whose  principal  employment  Is  in  connection  with  any  activity 
which  Is  financed  in  whole  or  in  part  by  loans  or  grants  made  by 
the  United  States  or  by  any  Federal  agency  shall  (1)  use  his  official 
authority  or  influence  for  the  purpose  of  interfering  with  an  elec- 
tion or  a  nomination  for  office,  or  affecting  the  result  thereof,  or 
(2)  directly  or  indirectly  coerce,  attempt  to  coerce,  command,  or 
advise  any  other  such  officer  or  employee  to  pmy,  lend,  or  con- 
tribute any  part  of  his  salary  or  compensation  or  anything  else  of 
value  to  any  party,  committee,  organization,  agency,  or  person  for 
political  purposes.  No  such  officer  or  employee  shall  take  any 
active  part  In  political  management  or  In  political  campaigns.  All 
such  persons  shall  retain  the  right  to  vote  as  they  may  choose 
and  to  express  their  opinions  on  all  political  subjects  and  candi- 
dates. For  the  piorposes  of  the  second  sentence  of  this  subsection, 
the  term  "officer  or  employee"  shaU  not  be  construed  to  Include  (1) 
the  Governor  or  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  any  State  or  any 
person  who  is  authorized  by  law  to  act  as  Governor,  or  the  mayor 
of  8.ny  city;  (2)  duly  elected  heads  of  executive  departments  of  any 
State  or  municipality  who  are  not  classified  under  a  State  or 
municipal  merit  or  civil -service  system;  (3)  officers  holding  elective 
ofBces. 

"'(b)  If  any  Federal  agency  charged  with  the  duty  of  making 
any  loan  or  grant  of  funds  of  the  United  States  for  use  in  any 
activity  by  any  officer  or  employee  to  whom  the  provisions  of  sub- 
section (a)  are  applicable  has  reason  to  believe  that  any  such 
officer  or  employee  has  violated  the  provisions  of  such  subsection, 
it  shall  make  a  report  with  respect  thereto  to  the  United  States 
Civil  Service  Commission  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Com- 
mission"). Upon  the  receipt  of  any  such  report,  or  upon  the  re- 
ceipt of  any  other  Ir formation  which  seems  to  the  Commission  to 
warrant  an  investigation,  the  Commission  shsdl  fix  a  time  and 
place  for  a  hearing,  and  shall  by  registered  mail  send  to  the  officer 
or  employee  charged  with  the  violation  and  to  the  State  or  local 
agency  employing  such  officer  or  employee  a  notice  setting  forth 
a  summary  of  the  alleged  violation  and  the  time  and  place  of  such 
hearing.  At  such  hearing  (which  shall  be  not  earlier  than  10 
days  after  the  mailing  of  such  notice)  either  the  officer  or  employ** 
or  the  State  or  local  agency,  or  both,  may  appear  with  couiui^ 
and  be  heard  After  such  hearing,  the  Commlaalon  shall  deter- 
mine whether  any  violation  of  such  subsection  has  occurred  and 
whether  such  violation.  If  any,  warrants  the  removal  of  the  officer 
or  employee  by  whom  It  was  committed  from  his  office  or  employ- 
ment, and  shall  by  registered  mall  notify  such  ofBcer  or  employee 
and  the  appropriate  State  or  local  agency  of  such  determination. 
If  In  any  case  the  Commlsaton  finds  that  such  officer  or  employee 
has  not  been  removed  from  his  office  or  employment  within  30 
days  after  notice  of  a  determination  by  the  Commission  that  stich 
violation  warrants  bU  removal,  or  that  he  has  been  so  removed 
and  has  subaeqtiently  (within  a  period  of  18  nsonths)  been  ap- 
pointed to  any  office  or  employment  in  any  State  or  local  agency 
In  such  State,  the  Commission  shall  make  and  certify  to  the  ap- 
propriate Federal  agency  an  order  requiring  it  to  withhold  from 
its  loans  or  grants  to  the  State  or  local  agency  to  which  such  noti- 
fication was  given  an  amount  equal  to  2  years'  compensation  at 
the  rate  such  officer  or  employee  was  receiving  at  the  time  of  such 
violation:  except  that  in  any  case  of  such  a  sul>sequent  app>oint- 
meat  to  a  position  in  another  State  or  local  agency  which  receives 
loans  or  grants  from  any  Federal  agency,  such  order  shall  require 
the  withholding  of  such  amount  from  such  other  State  or  local 
agency:  Provided.  That  in  no  event  shall  the  Con>mis8ion  require 
any  amount  to  be  withheld  from  any  loan  or  grant  pledged  by  a 
State  or  local  agency  as  security  for  its  bonds  or  notes  if  the  with- 
holding of  such  amount  would  Jeopardize  the  payment  of  the 
principal  or  interest  on  such  bonds  or  notes.  Notice  of  any  such 
order  shall  be  sent  by  registered  mall  to  the  State  or  local  agency 
from  which  such  amount  Is  ordered  to  be  withheld.  The  Federal 
agency  to  which  such  order  Is  certified  shall,  after  such  order  be- 
comes final,  withhold  such  amount  In  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  such  order.  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (c),  any  deter- 
mination or  order  of  the  Commission  shall  become  final  upon  the 
expiration  of  30  days  after  the  n>alllng  of  notice  of  such  determina- 
tion or  order. 

"'(c)  Any  party  aggrieved  by  any  determination  or  order  of  the 
Commission  under  subsection  (b)  may,  within  30  days  after  the 
mailing  of  notice  of  such  determination  or  order,  institute  proceed- 
ings for  the  review  thereof  by  filing  a  written  petition  In  the  dis- 
trict court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  In  which  such 
officer  or  employee  resides:  btrt  the  conunencement  of  such  pro- 
ceedings shall  not  operate  as  a  stay  of  such  determination  or  order 
unless  (1)  it  Is  specifically  so  ordered  by  the  court,  and  (2)  such 
officer  or  employee  is  suspended  from  his  office  or  employment  dur- 
ing the  pendency  of  such  proceedings.     A  copy  of  such  petition 
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shall  forthwith  be  serred  upon  the  Oommlsslon,  and  thereupon 
the  Conuniaslon  shall  certify  and  file  In  the  court  a  transcript  of 
the  record  upon  which  the  determination  or  the  order  complained 
of  was  made.  The  review  by  the  court  shaU  be  on  the  record  entire, 
iBCtudlng  all  of  the  evidence  taken  on  the  hearing,  and  the  court 
rtMll  affirm  the  determination  and  order  of  the  Commission  if, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  court,  they  are  supported  by  the  preponder- 
ance of  the  evidence;  If,  in  the  opinion  of  the  court,  any  such 
determination  and  order  be  not  so  supported,  the  court  shall  make 
such  orders  and  render  such  Judgment  as  the  ends  of  Jvistlce  may 
require:  Provided,  That  any  person  at  the  time  of  filing  his  petition 
for  review,  may  demand  a  trial  by  Jury,  and  In  any  such 
event  trial  by  Jury  shall  be  granted,  and  such  trial  shall 
be  de  novo.  If  application  Is  made  to  the  court  for 
leave  to  adduce  additional  evkleiKse,  and  it  is  shown  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  court  that  such  additional  evidence  may  ma- 
terially affect  the  result  of  the  proceedings  and  that  there  were  rea- 
sonable grounds  for  failure  to  adduce  such  evidence  In  the  hearing 
before  the  Commission,  the  coxut  may  direct  such  additional  evi- 
dence to  be  taken  before  the  Commission  In  such  manner  and  upon 
such  tetms  and  conditions  as  to  the  court  may  seem  proper.  The 
Commission  may  modify  its  findings  of  fact  or  its  determination  or 
order  by  reason  of  the  additional  evidence  so  taken  and  shall  file 
with  the  court  such  modified  findings,  determination,  or  order, 
and  any  such  modified  findings  of  fact,  if  supported  by  sub- 
stantial evidence,  shall  be  conclustve.  The  court  shall  affirm  the 
Commission  s  determination  or  order,  or  Its  modified  determination 
or  order,  if  the  court  determines  that  the  same  is  In  accordance  with 
law.  If  the  court  determines  that  any  such  determination  or  order, 
or  modified  determination  or  order.  Is  not  in  accordance  with  law, 
the  court  shall  remand  the  proceeding  to  the  Commission  with  direc- 
tions either  to  make  such  determination  or  order  as  the  court  shall 
determine  to  be  In  accordance  with  law  or  to  take  such  further  pro- 
ceedings as.  In  the  opinion 'of  the  court,  the  law  requires.  The 
Judgment  and  decree  of  the  court  shall  be  final,  subject  to  review  by 
the  appropriate  circuit  court  of  appeals  as  in  other  cases,  and  the 
Judgment  and  decree  of  such  circuit  court  of  appeals  shall  be  final, 
subject  to  review  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  on 
certiorari  or  certification  as  provided  In  sections  239  and  240  of  the 
Judicial  Code,  as  amended  (U.  S.  C,  1934  edition,  title  28,  sees.  346 
and  347).  If  any  provision  of  this  subsection  Is  held  to  be  Invalid 
as  applied  to  any  party  with  respect  to  any  determination  or  order 
Of  the  Commission,  such  determination  or  order  shall  thereupon 
become  final  and  effective  as  to  such  party  in  the  same  manner  as 
If  such  provision  had  not  been  enacted. 

*"(d)  The  Commission  Is  authorlxed  to  adopt  such  reasonable 
procedure  and  rules  and  regulations  as  it  deems  necessary  to  execute 
Its  ftuictions  under  this  section. 

"■(e)  The  provisions  of  the  first  two  sentences  of  subsection  (a) 
ofthls  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  officer  or  employee  who  exer- 
dsas  no  functiotM  in  connection  with  any  activity  of  a  State  or  local 
agency  which  is  financed  in  whole  or  in  part  by  loans  or  grants 
made  by  the  United  States  or  by  any  Federal  agency. 

"  '(f )  Ftor  the  purposes  of  this  section— 

•"(1)  The  term  "State  or  local  agency"  means  the  executive 
branch  of  any  State,  or  of  any  municipality  or  other  political 
subdivision  of  such  State,  or  any  agency  or  department  thereof. 

"•(2)  The  term  "Federal  agency''  includes  any  executive  depart- 
ment, independent  astabUsbment.  or  other  agency  of  the  United 
SUt«s  (except  •  member  bank  of  tbe  Federal  Beaerre  System). 

"'Sac  13.  (a)  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  political 
activity,  and  It  shall  hereafter  be  unlawful,  for  any  p«-3on,  directly 

or  indirectly,  to  make  contributions  in  an  aggregate  amount  in 
excess  of  S6.000.  during  any  calendar  year,  or  in  connection  with  any 
campaign  for  nomination  or  election,  to  or  on  behalf  of  any 
candidate  for  an  elective  Federal  office  (including  the  offices  of  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  and  Presidential  and  Vice  Presidential 
•lectors),  or  to  or  on  behalf  of  any  committee  or  other  organization 
engaged  in  furthering,  advancing,  or  advocating  the  nomination  or 
election  of  any  candidate  for  any  such  office  or  the  success  of  any 
national  political  party, 

"  "The  term  "person"  Includes  an  individual,  partnership,  commit- 
tee, association,  corporation,  and  any  other  organization  or  group  of 
persons.  The  term  "contribution"  Includes  a  gift,  subscription,  loan, 
advance,  or  deposit  of  money,  or  anything  of  value,  and  includes  a 
contract,  promise,  or  agreement,  whether  or  not  legally  enforceable, 
to  make  a  contribution, 

"  It  is  further  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  political  activity,  and  it 
shall  hereafter  be  unlawful  for  any  person.  Individual,  partnership, 
committee,  association,  corporation,  and  any  other  organization  or 
group  of  persons  to  purchase  or  buy  any  goods,  commodities,  adver- 
tising, or  articles  of  any  kind  or  description  where  the  proceeds  of 
such  a  purchase,  or  any  portion  thereof,  shall  directly  or  Indirectly 
Inure  to  the  benefit  of  or  for  any  candidate  for  an  elective  Federal 
pace  (including  the  offices  of  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
Frsalileotlal  and  Vice  Presidential  electors)  or  any  political  com- 
mittee or  other  political  organization  engaged  in  furthering,  advanc- 
ing, or  advocating  the  nomination  or  election  of  any  candidate  for 
any  such  office  or  tbe  success  of  any  national  political  party. 

"Any  person  who  is  engaged  in  a  pernicious  political  activity  In 
violation  of  any  provision  of  this  section  shall  upon  conviction 
thereof  be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000  or  Imprisoned  for  not  more 
than  5  years.  In  all  cases  of  violations  of  this  section  by  a  partner- 
ship, committee,  association,  corporation,  or  other  organization  or 
group  of  persona,  the  officers,  directors,  or  managing  heads  thereof 


who  knowingly  and  willfully  participate  In  such  notation,  shall  be 
subject  to  punishment  as  herein  provided. 

"'(b)  Nothing  In  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  permit  the 
making  of  any  contribution  which  Is  prohibited  by  any  provision 
of  law  In  force  on  the  date  this  section  takes  effect.  Nothing  In 
this  act  shall  be  construed  to  alter  or  amend  any  provisions  of  the 
Fedwal  Corrupt  Practices  Act  of  1926,  or  any  amendmenu  thereto. 
Sec.  14.  For  the  purposes  of  this  act,  persons  employed  in  the 
government  of  the  District  of  ColumbU  shall  be  deemed  to  be  em- 
ployed m  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  except  that  for  the  purposes  of  the  second  sentence  of  sec- 
tion 9  (a)  the  Commissioners  and  the  Recorder  of  Deeds  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  officers  or  employees 

SEC.  15.  The  provisions  of  this  act  which  prohibit  persons  to 
Whom  such  provisions  apply  from  taking  any  active  part  in  political 
inanagement  or  in  political  campaigns  shall  be  deemed  to  prohibit 
the  same  activities  on  the  pari  of  such  persons  us  the  United  States 
ClvH  Service  Commission  has  heretofore  determined  are  at  the  time 
this  section  takes  effect  prohibited  on  the  part  of  employees  In  the 
classified  civil  service  of  the  United  States  by  the  provisions  of  the 
clvil-servlce  rules  prohibiting  such  employees  from  taking  any  active 
part  in  political  management  or  in  political  campaigns 

"  Sec.  16.  Whenever  the  United  SUtes  Civil  Service  Commission 
determines  that,  by  reason  of  special  or  unusual  circumstances 
which  exist  In  any  municipality  or  other  political  subdivision  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  the  National  Capital  In  the  States  of  Maryland 
and  Virginia  or  In  municipalities  the  majority  of  whose  voters  are 
employed  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  It  Is  in  the 
domestic  Interest  of  persons  to  whom  the  provisions  of  this  act 
are  applicable,  and  who  reside  In  such  municipality  or  political 
subdivision,  to  permit  such  persons  to  take  an  active  part  in  political 
management  or  In  political  campaigns  Involving  such  municipality 
or  political  subdivision,  the  Commission  Is  authorized  to  promulgate 
regulations  permitting  such  persons  to  take  an  active  part  In  such 
political  management  and  political  campaigns  to  the  extent  the 
Commission  deems  to  be  in  the  domestic  interest  of  such  persons, 

"  'Sec.  17.  Nothing  In  the  second  sentence  of  section  12  (a)  of  this 
act  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  or  prohibit  any  officer  or  employee 
of  a  State  or  local  agency  (as  defined  in  section  12  (f))  from  con- 
tinmng.  untu  the  election  In  connection  with  which  he  was  nomi- 
nated, to  be  a  bona  fide  candidate  for  election  to  any  public  office 
and  from  engaging  In  any  political  activity  in  furtherance  of  his 
candidacy  for  such  public  office,  if  (1)  he  was  nominated  before 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act,  and  (2)  upon  his  election  to 
such  public  office  he  resigns  from  the  office  or  employment  in  which 
he  was  employed  prior  to  his  election.  In  a  SUte  or  local  agency  (as 
defined  In  section  12  (f ) ) .  -e      /  v— 

"  'Sec.  18.  Nothing  In  the  second  sentence  of  section  9  (a)  or  In 
the  second  sentence  of  section  12  (a)  of  this  act  shall  be  construed 
to  prevent  or  prohibit  any  person  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
act  from  engaging  in  any  political  activity  (1)  In  connection  with 
any  election  and  the  preceding  campaign  If  none  of  the  candidates 
la  to  be  nominated  or  elected  at  such  election  as  representing  a 
party  any  of  whose  candidates  for  Presidential  elector  received  volsa 
in  the  last  preceding  election  at  which  PiesldentUl  electors  were 
srtected,  or  (2)  in  connection  with  any  question  which  Is  not 
specifically  Identified  with  any  National  or  State  political  party. 
For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  questions  relating  to  con«>tttu- 
tional  amendments,  referendums,  approval  at  municipal  ordi- 
nances, and  others  of  a  similar  character,  shall  not  be  dcMMd  to 
be  specifically  identified  with  any  National  or  SUte  political  party. 

"  'Sbc  19.  As  used   in   this  act,   the   term   "State"   means  any 

state.  Territory,  or  possession  of  the  United  States.' 

"8«c.  6.  (a)  No  person  or  firm  entertng  into  any  contract  with 
the  United  States  or  any  department  or  agency  thereof,  either  for 
the  rendition  of  personal  services  or  furnishing  any  material,  sup- 
plies, or  equipment  to  the  United  States  or  any  department  or 
agency  thereof,  or  selling  any  land  or  building  to  the  United 
States  or  any  department  or  agency  thereof.  If  payment  for  the 
performance  of  such  contract  or  payment  for  such  material,  sup- 
plies, equipment,  land,  or  building  Is  to  be  made  in  whole  or  In 
part  from  fluids  appropriated  by  the  Congress,  shall,  during  the 
period  of  negotiation  for,  or  performance  under  such  contract  or 
furnishing  of  material,  supplies,  equipment,  land,  or  buildings, 
directly  or  indirectly,  make  any  contribution  of  money  or  any 
other  thing  of  value,  or  promise  expressly  or  impliedly  to  make 
any  such  contrtbutlon.  to  any  political  party,  committee,  or  can- 
didate for  public  office  or  to  any  person  for  any  political  purpose 
or  use;  nor  shall  any  person  knowingly  solicit  any  such  contribu- 
tion from  any  such  person  or  firm,  for  any  such  ptirpose  during 
any  such  period.  Any  person  who  violates  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  fined  not  noore  than 
$5,000  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years. 

"(b)  Nothing  In  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  permit  any 
action  which  Is  prohibited  by  any  provision  of  law  in  force  on  the 
date  this  section  takes  effect. 

"Sec.  6.  Such  act  of  August  2,  1939,  is  ftulher  amended  by  add- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  section: 

"  'Sec.  20.  No  political  committee  shall  receive  contributions  ag- 
gregating more  than  $3,000,000,  or  make  expenditui-es  aggregating 
more  than  $3.000.(XX)  dviring  any  calendar  year.  For  the  purposes 
of  this  section,  any  contributions  received  and  any  expenditures 
made  on  behalf  of  any  political  committee  with  the  knowledge  and 
consent  of  the  chairman  or  treasurer  of  such  committee  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  received  or  made  by  such  committee.    Any  vlolatioa 
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of  this  section  by  any  political  committee  shall  be  deemed  also  to 
be  a  violation  of  this  section  by  the  chairman  and  the  treasvirer  of 
such  committee  and  by  any  other  person  responsible  for  such 
violation.' " 

Mr.  DE2>^SEY  (interrupting  the  reading  of  the  amend- 
ment).  Mr.  Clialrman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  further 
reading  of  the  amendment  be  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  RANKIN,  Mr.  Chairman,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, does  that  mean  that  amendments  may  be  offered  to  any 
part  of  the  amendment? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman's  understanding  is  cor- 
rect. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  Mexico? 

There  was  no  objection.        

Mr.  DEMPSEY  and  Mr.  RANKIN  rose. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  FOr  what  purpose  does  the  gentleman 
from  New  Mexico  rise? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  New  Mexico,  a  member  of  the  committee.  The  Clerk 
will  report  the  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  IiCr.  Dempskt  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment: Page  17,  beginning  with  the  word  "and",  in  line  14,  strike 
out  down  to  and  including  "de  novo",  in  line  23.  and  insert  In  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  "and  shall  extend  to  questions  of  fact  and 
questions  of  law." 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  strikes 
out  that  provision  providing  for  a  jury  trial  for  an  employee 
accused  of  pernicious  political  activity.  It  gives  the  em- 
ployee a  hearing  before  the  Civil  Service  Commission.  If 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  finds  him  guilty  he  can  appeal 
to  the  District  Court  on  either  the  questions  of  law  or  the 
questions  of  fact. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  I  imderstand  this  amendment  would  put 
the  bill  in  the  shape  it  was  when  it  left  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  It  will  put  the  bUl  in  the  shape  It  was 
when  it  left  the  subcommittee,  and  also  when  it  left  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Furthermore,  would  not  this  amendment 
bring  this  procedure  in  line  with  the  usual  procedure 
throughout  the  Government  service  and  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  and  the  theory  of  the  Logan- Walter  Act? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Yes;  that  Is  true. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Chairman,  w  Jl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the  amendment  pro- 
viding for  a  trial  by  jury  was  not  put  in  by  those  who  favored 
the  bill,  was  it? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  It  was  put  in  I  think  to  destroy  the  bill, 
and  that  is  what  it  would  do  if  a  jury  trial  were  to  be  given 
to  an  employee  not  charged  with  a  criminal  offense  punish- 
able by  fine  or  imprisonment.  This  amendment  has  to  do 
with  those  employees  who  are  charged  only  with  violation  of 
regulations  governing  their  emplosment,  not  with  a  crime. 
Under  my  amendment  they  are  given  the  same  treatment  that 
is  accorded  to  civil-service  employees,  and  if  one  is  fotmd 
guilty  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  he  may  appeal  to  the 
district  court  on  either  the  facts  or  the  law.  If  the  district 
court  disagrees  with  the  Commission,  the  matter,  of  course, 
Is  reversed. 

The  amendment  I  have  offered  is  in  keeping  with  the  fun- 
damental purpose  of  the  original  Hatch  Act  and  the  legisla- 
tion now  imder  consideration — that  is,  to  safeguard  and 
protect  the  public  employee,  whether  Federal  or  State — the 
so-called  little  fellow — who  receives  remuneration  from  the 
Federal  Treasury.  It  is  intended  to  shield  him  from  politi- 
cal persecution  and  at  the  same  time  to  prevent,  through 
that  employee,  a  diversion  of  Federal  Treasury  fimds  into 
political  campaign  and  machine  channels. 

This  amendment  leaves  the  employee  amply  safeguarded. 
It  does  differentiate,  and  properly,  between  those  who  are 


merely  charged  with  violation  of  regulations  under  which 
they  are  employed  and  those  who  violate  the  criminal  sec- 
tions of  this  law.  I  never  have  heard  the  charge  made  that 
civil-service  employees  are  discriminated  against  because 
no  jury  trial  is  provided  in  event  of  charges  being  brought 
against  them.  Why  then  should  the  non-civil-service  em- 
ployee be  accorded  a  jury  trial,  unless  he  is  charged  with  tlie 
commission  of  a  crime?  This  bill  gives  him  the  right  to  » 
court  review — something  the  civil-service  employee  does  not 
have.  Let  us  not  be  confused  about  this  matter  because  of 
attempts  to  befog  it. 

Much  has  been  said  here  about  bureaucrats  going  into 
your  district,  or  your  State,  or  my  State.  When  I  first  came 
to  Washington  I  had  some  trouble  with  bureaucrats  for  about 
6  months.  I  really  could  not  understand  why  their  attitude 
was  as  it  was  or,  in  some  instances,  still  is.  So  I  checked 
into  the  situation  and  I  have  had  no  trouble  for  a  long 
period  of  time.  What  I  do  now  is  to  find  out  what  Member 
of  the  Senate  or  the  House  appointed  the  bureaucrat  and 
I  go  to  his  office  and  work  on  that  individual.  The  bureau- 
crats with  whom  we  are  having  trouble  are  those  who  were 
placed  in  positions  in  payment  for  political  service.  They 
are  the  people  who  cause  the  trouble.  Many  of  them  are 
incompetent  to  do  the  job  to  which  they  were  appointed, 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  As  I  understand  the  gentleman's  amendment 
he   proposes  to   give   to   the   Civil   Service   Commission   the 

same  functions  that  would  deprive  the  employee  of  a  trial 

by  jury. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  No:  wait  a  minute.  It  gives  to  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  the  same  authority  the  Commission  now 
has  where  civil-service  employees  are  involved,  but  in  addi- 
tion it  gives  the  employee  affected  the  right  to  have  his  case 
reviewed  by  the  district  court  on  both  the  facts  and  the  law. 

Mr.  MAY.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  though,  it  does  not  allow 
the  accused  employee  the  right  of  a  trial  by  jury. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  It  is  strange  to  me  that  the  gentleman- 
from  Kentucky,  for  whom  I  have  great  respect,  takes  the 
stand  he  does.  Most  certainly  he  cannot  be  blind  to  the 
fact  that  little  employees  of  the  Federal  Grovemment  have 
been  dismissed  because  they  vote  as  they  want  to,  and  with- 
out hearing  or  trial  by  anybody. 

Mr.  MAY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Not  for  a  minute. 

There  has  been  no  trial  or  hearing  granted  when  people 
have  been  dismissed  because  they  exercised  their  right  to 
vote.  There  has  been  no  appeal  when  they  refused  to  con- 
tribute and  because  of  that  refusal  were  dismissed.  For 
political  activity  you  attempt  to  take  a  man  out  of  service, 
but  this  bill  does  not  take  him  out  of  service.  If  the  State 
says,  "No;  we  refuse  to  remove  this  man,"  the  only  thing  the 
Federal  Government  can  do  is  what  the  bill  provides,  and  that 
is  to  say.  "All  right;  then  we  will  assess  you  twice  that  man's 
salary  for  1  year."  This  is  not  the  case  with  the  Social 
Security  set-up,  where  the  State  of  Ohio  was  assessed  a  fine 
of  more  than  a  million  dollars.  Why  all  this  talk  about  some 
person,  an  ofiBcial,  if  you  please,  some  supervisor,  who  at- 
tempts to  coerce  them  and  attempts  to  interfere  in  political 
matters? 

Mr.  MAY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  am  not  talking  about  firing  some  fellow  who 
holds  a  small  job.  I  am  talking  about  the  fundamental  prin- 
ciple of  law  involved  in  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  by  every 
citizen  of  tills  coimtry.  In  my  State  constitution  It  is  guar- 
anteed, and  in  the  Federal  Constitution  it  is  guaranteed. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  surprised  that  my  friend  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Dempsey],  than  whom  there  is  no  finer  man 
in  this  House,  does  not  know  his  own  bill.  I  say  that  ad- 
visedly. I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  he  does  not  know  it, 
but  I  do  mean  to  say  that  Jupiter  nodded  if  he  knows  it. 
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We  will  be  gracious  and  say  he  has  forgotten.  This  whole 
bill  is  nothing  but  an  amendment  to  the  act  passed  last 
year,  which  is  a  criminal  statute  and  provides  for  a  fine 
of  not  exceeding  $1,000  and  imprisorunent  for  not  more  than 
12  months  for  any  violation  of  the  first  seven  sections  of  the 
act.  Therefore,  when  you  amend  one  of  those  sections  of  that 
act  you  do  not  change  the  criminal  penalty.  That  is  still  in 
there  and  still  obtains  as  the  basic  "mud  sill"  of  this  whole 
legislation. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  the  original  Hatch 
Act  the  penalty  of  a  $1,000  fine  and  2  years'  imprisonment 
applied  only  to  that  section  which  had  to  do  with  misuse  of 
official  authority  and  that  the  penalty  in  the  act  and  In  the 
amendment  for  an  employee  who  was  subject  to  dismissal  is 
simply  dismissal? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  do  not  so  construe  it,  and  I  know  that  in 
the  debate  in  committee  it  was  not  so  construed.  I  know 
that  that  was  one  of  the  motivating  causes  actuating  the 
committee  in  adopting  my  smiendment  to  preserve  the  right 
of  jury  trial.    There  cannot  be  any  question  about  it. 

Even  if  your  contention  be  correct,  for  it  is  Just  as  much 
a  punishment  for  crime  to  take  away  a  man's  job  and  put  him 
on  the  blacklist  for  18  months  as  it  Is  to  fine  him.  I  would 
rather  be  fined  and  imprisoned  for  12  months,  than  be  fired 
and  hounded  during  the  period  of  the  duration  of  the  black- 
list. Shades  of  Uncle  Tom's  Cabin!  Now,  a  vindictive  Gov- 
ernment is  going  to  put  a  pack  of  its  bloodhounds  on  the  trail 
of  these  slaves  to  the  rule  of  the  bosses  whose  will  this  act 
will  make  supreme. 

I  say  it  is  obligatory  upon  us  to  treat  every  citizen  fairly, 
and  to  observe  our  oaths  to  uphold  the  Constitution.  Yet. 
in  this  bill,  if  the  Dempsey  amendment  be  adopted,  an  em- 
ployee may  be  convicted,  fired,  and  blacklisted  for  18  months 
thereafter,  without  a  right  to  even  ask  for  a  jury  trial  though 
that  right  is  guaranteed  him  by  the  Constitution.  Never 
before  in  the  history  of  the  Government  has  there  been  a 
blacklist  established  by  law  until  now. 

The  victims  of  this  outrageous  piece  of  legislation  ought  to 
have  a  chance  to  submit  their  cause  to  the  adjudication  of  a 
fair  and  impartial  jury. 

I  want  to  read  to  you  a  few  excerpts  which  I  have  taken 
from  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  listmg  the  causes  of 
the  American  Revolution. 

He  has  obstructed  the  administration  of  Justice  by  refusing  hia 
•aeent  to  laws  for  establishing  judiciary  powers. 

He  has  made  judges  dependent  on  his  will  alone,  for  the  tenure 
of  their  offices,  and  the  amount  and  pa3rment  of  their  salaries. 

He  has  combined  with  others  to  subject  us  to  a  jurisdiction 
foreign  to  our  Constitution,  and,  unacknowledged  by  our  laws. 
giving  his  assent  to  their  acts  of  pretended  legislation. 

Now.  here  is  another  ground  for  our  revolution : 

For  depriving  us  in  many  cases  of  the  benefits  9f  trial  by  jury. 
For  transporting  us  beyond  seas  to  be  tried  for  pretended  of- 
fenses. 

In  other  words,  ta  Washington. 

For  abolishing  the  free  sjrstem  of  English  laws  In  a  neighbor- 
ing province,  establishing  therein  an  arbitrary  government,  and 
enlarging  its  boundaries  so  as  to  render  it  at  once  an  example 
and  fit  instrument  for  Introducing  the  same  absolute  rule  Into 
Colonies. 


Now,  I  quote  the  following  from  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States: 

AsTicLK  m.  Section  n.  3.  The  trial  of  all  crimes,  except  in  cases 
cf  impeachment,  shall  be  by  Jury;  and  such  trial  shall  be  held  in  the 
State  where  the  said  crimes  shall  have  been  committed;  but  when 
not  committed  within  any  State  the  trial  shall  be  at  such  place  or 
places  as  the  Congress  may  by  law  have  directed. 


AMZWDICSlfT  TZ 

In  all  criminal  prosecutions  the  accused  shall  enjoy  the  right  to  a 
speedy  and  public  trial  by  an  impartial  Jury  of  the  State  and  district 
v.hereln  the  crime  shall  have  been  committed,  which  district  shaU 
have  been  previously  ascertained  by  law.  and  to  be  Informed  of  the 
natttre  and  cauw  of  the  accusation;  to  be  confronted  with  the  wlt- 
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nesses  against  him;  to  have  compulsory  process  for  obtaining  wit- 
nesses in  his  favor,  and  to  have  the  assistance  of  couiuel  for  his 
defense. 

AUENDMENT  TO 

In  suits  at  common  law.  where  the  value  In  controversy  shall 
exceed  $20.  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  shall  be  preserved,  and  no  fact 
tried  by  a  jury  shall  be  otherwise  reexamined  in  any  court  of  the 
United  States  than  according  to  the  rules  of  the  common  law. 

In  the  name  of  justice,  how  can  you  take  the  right  of  trial 
by  jury  from  the  people  you  are  supposed  to  repi-esent? 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  Is  no  occasion  for  any  mlsunderstand- 
mg  as  to  wliat  is  bemg  done  here  and  what  will  be  done  by 
the  proposed  amendment.  As  I  stated  before,  there  is  noth- 
ing in  this  bill  which  provides  any  punishment  for  any  person, 
so  far  as  criminal  punishment  is  concerned,  without  proper 
trial.  If  you  will  take  the  original  Hatch  bill  you  will  find 
that  the  first  seven  sections  have  to  do  with  miscellaneous 
matters  with  reference  to  the  W.  P.  A.,  and  among  others 
there  is  a  provision  prohibiting  any  administrative  officer  in 
the  Federal  Government  from  using  his  official  authority 
wrongfully.    Then  comes  section  8  which  reads  as  follows: 

Any  person  who  violates  any  of  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this 
.'.ct  shall  upon  conviction  thereof  be  fined  not  more  than  a  thousand 
dollars  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  1  year  or  both. 

Then,  next,  section  9.  This  is  the  section  of  the  original 
act  which  prohibited  Federal  employees  from  taking  an 
active  part  in  politics.  The  penalty  provided  for  their  viola- 
tion of  that  part  of  the  act  is  contained  in  section  9A,  para- 
graph (2) : 

Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  imme- 
diately removed  from  the  position  or  office  held  by  him.  and  there- 
after no  part  of  the  funds  appropriated  by  any  act  of  Congress  for 
such  position  or  office  shaU  be  used  to  pay  the  compensation  of 
such  person. 

In  this  bill  the  committee  has  followed  the  same  procedure 
as  far  as  the  penalty  provisions  are  concerned.  The  par- 
ticular thing  we  have  under  discussion  now  is  that  part  of  the 
bill  which  refers  to  an  employee — 

Whose  principal  employment  is  in  connection  with  any  activity 
which  Is  financed  in  whole  or  in  part  by  loans  or  grants  made  by 
the  United  States  or  by  any  Federal  agency. 

There  is  no  criminal  penalty  provided  for  any  employee  if 
he  violates  that  section.  The  only  thing  he  has  to  fear — and  I 
admit  it  is  something  to  fear — is  that  he  will  be  discharged 
from  his  employment. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  Punishment,  of  course,  is  the  basis  of  any  penal 
statute.  How  much  more  punishment  is  it  to  me,  if  I  am  an 
employee  of  the  Federal  Government  or  a  State  government, 
drawing  $100  salary  per  month,  if  I  am  fired  for  5  months  or 
18  months,  than  if  I  am  fined  $10? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  The  only  point  I  am  making  now  is  that 
this  does  not  provide  for  any  criminal  punishment  as  we  im- 
derstand it.  For  example,  almost  every  State  has  a  work- 
men's compensation  law.  People  come  in  there  and  try  their 
cases  before  the  tribunal  provided  by  law.  They  do  not 
have  an  appeal  de  novo  and  cannot  demand  a  jury  triaL 
This  procedure  follows  exactly  the  theory  we  were  contending 
for  in  the  Walter-Logan  bill,  which  called  for  a  fair  trial  be- 
fore some  tribunal  with  an  appeal  thereafter  to  a  coiut  which 
had  authority  to  review  the  law  and  had  authority  to  set 
aside  the  verdict  and  finding  if  not  sustained  by  substantial 
evidence. 

I  submit  that  the  provision  contained  in  this  bill,  and  which 
will  be  in  the  law  if  the  amendment  now  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Mexico  I  Mr.  Dempsey]  is  not  adopted,  will 
not  be  in  accordance  with  the  procedure  adopted  in  most  of 
the  States  of  the  Union  and  will  not  be  in  accordance  with 
the  procedure  heretofore  adopted  in  regard  to  appeals  from 
the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

There,  as  you  know,  a  person  may  be  separated  from  his 
employment  and  he  has  an  appeal,  but  he  has  no  appeal  with 
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a  right  to  Jury  trial.  We  are  doing  nothing  here  except  what 
we  have  done  all  along  the  line  in  cases  similar  in  their 
nature. 

Mr.  HOBBS.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  QWYNNE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  The  gentleman  does  not  think,  does  he,  that 
it  is  a  comparable  illustration  to  cite  the  Walter-Logan  bill, 
which  merely  provides  for  appeal  from  administrative  tri- 
bunals in  the  exercise  of  their  duties,  which  relate  merely  to 
details  of  administration  in  accordance  with  the  laws  we 
write?  Does  not  the  distinguished  gentleman  realize  that 
this  is  essentially  a  criminal  statute,  punishing  for  pernicious 
political  activity,  which  is  at  least  a  misdemeanor? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  No  criminal  punishment  is  provided.  This 
bill  simply  provides  that  if  a  man  is  found  to  have  violated 
the  law  he  may  be  removed  from  oflQce.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  two  words. 

Of  course,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  vote  against  this  bill,  which 
I  consider  to  be  almost  ridiculous.  Certainly  I  shall  oppose 
the  Dempsey  amendment.  It  is  a  little  hard  for  me  to  under- 
stand the  argument  that  is  being  made  in  support  of  the 
Dempsey  amendment,  in  the  United  States,  where  the  per- 
sonal rights  of  the  people  are  the  things  we  hold  dearer  than 
-anything  else. 

This  is  a  quibble  as  to  whether  or  not  if  a  man  is  to  be 
punished  under  this  act  it  is  a  criminal  punishment.  Cerr 
tainly  no  one  will  argue  with  me  that  it  is  not  a  personal 
right  of  his  which  is  being  interfered  with.  You  are  passing 
this  bill  to  make  politics  pure  and  holy.  The  test  is,  find  a 
man  who  has  done  something  wrong  or  who  has  failed  to  do 
something  that  somebody  thinks  he  should  have  done,  and 
for  that  and  for  no  other  reason  you  discharge  him.  Not 
only  do  you  discharge  him  but  you  mark  him  with  having 
been  guilty  of  pernicious — that  is  a  pretty  severe  word — 
pernicious  activity  of  some  kind.  Thus  you  take  from  him  a 
personal  right,  his  right  to  hold  his  Job  as  long  as  he  is  capable 
of  discharging  the  duties  of  that  Job.  How  well  he  is  doing 
the  work  Is  not  the  test  under  this  bill;  it  is  simply  whether 
or  not  somebody  thinks  he  has  done  something  he  should 
not  have  done,  something  disconnected  with  his  work  entirely. 
We  hear  men  stand  in  the  well  of  this  House  and  say  you  are 
kicking  this  man  out  of  Government  employment  or  some 
other  kind  of  employment  in  order  to  clean  up  the  employ- 
ment, and  you  say  you  are  doing  that  to  protect  democracy. 
Then  you  deny  him  the  right  to  be  heard,  by  whom?  By  a 
jury.  A  terrible  thing,  is  it  not?  What  is  the  matter  with 
Jury  trial?  Are  you  afraid  of  it?  You  are  certainly  not 
afraid  that  a  Jury  in  your  county  Is  going  to  do  sometliing 
wrong,  are  you? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.     No. 

No,  Mr.  Chairman;  of  course  the  bill  is  going  too  far.  The 
distmguished  gentleman  from  Texas  made  one  of  the  ablest 
arguments  I  have  ever  heard  made  against  this  bill.  I  wish 
it  were  within  my  power  to  go  as  deeply  into  this  question  and 
tsUk  as  convincingly  against  it  as  he  does.  You  are  striking 
at  the  very  heart  of  American  liberty  and  freedom  in  this 
bill. 

You  struck  at  it  in  the  original  Hatch  Act  which  should 
never  have  passed,  and  should  never  have  been  placed  on  the 
statute  tx)oks. 

When  my  friend  from  Alabama  said  yesterday  that  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  New  Mexico  was  going  to  oflfer 
an  amendment  to  take  this  right  of  trial  by  Jury  out  of  this 
bill  I  could  not  believe  it.  I  could  not  believe  that  the  author 
of  the  original  bill  in  the  House  would  stand  here  before  you 
and  advocate  such  a  thing.  If  I  were  to  support  this  amend- 
ment I  would  be  ashamed  to  go  home  and  look  my  free  con- 
stituents in  the  face  when  I  would  have  to  say  to  them  that  I 
voted  for  and  supported  an  amendment  which  would  deprive 
them  of  their  Constitution-given  right  of  a  trial  by  jury.  I 
do  not  believe  this  House  will  adopt  the  amendment. 
[Applause.] 


Mr.  KEEFE.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  pro 

forma  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  one  would  Judge  from  listening  to  the  argu- 
ment of  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Alabama  that 
something  new  and  unusual  had  been  written  into  this  bill 
and  that  now  a  great  threat  at  democracy  is  involved  because 
of  an  attempt  to  take  away  the  right  of  trial  by  Jury. 

I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  laws  in  the  State  of 
Alabama,  but  I  do  know  something  about  them  In  some  other 
States  and  I  wanted  to  ask  the  distingiiished  gentleman  from 
Alabama  how  It  is  that  the  thing  operates  in  the  case  of  any 
removal  statute.  If  a  proceeding  is  instituted  to  remove  a 
police  ofBcer  in  my  State  he  has  a  trial  before  the  fire  and 
police  commission  without  any  Jury  and  if  he  is  convicted  by 
that  commission  he  his  a  right  of  appeal  to  the  court  which 
bears  the  evidence  on  a  certiorari  proceeding. 

If  a  school  teacher  has  a  complaint  filed  against  her,  her 
charges  are  heard  liefore  the  school  board,  and  the  school 
board,  upon  the  evidence,  sitting  as  a  board,  issues  a  removal 
order.  She  again  has  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  court  through 
certiorari  proceedings,  and  there  is  no  Jury  trial  involved  at 
all.  In  the  District  of  Columbia  itself,  who  has  the  removal 
power  of  your  police  and  firemen  in  the  District?  It  is  vested 
in  a  Iward  that  has  the  power  to  appoint  and  the  power  to 
remove  such  oflBclals.  Those  are  Jobs,  are  they  not,  and  there 
is  not  a  Jury  trial  involved  any  place  along  the  line,  and  for 
very  good  reasons.  I  could  cite  instance  after  instance,  in 
State  after  State,  where  in  removal  proceedings — and  that  is 
all  this  is — the  question  of  Jury  trial  is  never  Involved.  A 
Governor  of  a  State  may  be  removed  by  impeachment  by 
the  legislature.  Elective  oflQcials  in  my  State  and,  perhaps, 
in  your  State  can  be  removed  by  a  removal  body  who  pass 
upon  evidence,  with  the  right  to  go  into  court  without  a  Jury 
trial  and  with  the  right  of  the  court  to  pass  upon  the  ques- 
tions of  law,  and,  in  many  cases,  upon  the  sufficiency  of  the 
facts  adduced  at  the  hearing. 

Where  Is  there  something  new  or  novel  in  the  suggestion 
of  the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico  that  the  same  procedure 
that  is  universal  throughout  this  country  in  the  matter  of 
removal  proceedings,  should  be  written  into  this  law?  I 
would  like  to  have  the  gentleman  answer  me. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  would  be  most  happy  to.  I  deny,  sir, 
most  vehemently  that  this  bill  is  a  mere  ouster  or  removal 
bill. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Then  if  the  gentleman  denies  that,  while 
we  are  on  the  subject  I  call  his  attention  to  the  very  word- 
ing of  the  bill  itself  on  page  15: 

After  such  hearing,  the  Commission  shall  determine  whether 
any  violation  of  such  subsection  has  occurred  and  whether  such 
violation.  If  any,  warrants  the  removal  of  the  officer  or  employee. 

And  so  forth.  This  is  the  identical  language  that  is  found 
In  removal  statutes  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
this  land.  It  is  the  identical  language  that  provides  for 
removal  of  public  officers  and  is  the  same  language  found  in 
State  removal  statutes. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Now  will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  KEEFE.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  did  not  say  that  i^  was  not  a  removal 
statute^     I  said  that  It  was  not  merely  a  removal  statute. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  What  else  is  there  involved  except  a  removal 
in  this  particular  section? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  If  the  gentleman  will  allow  me  to  give  my 
answer 

Mr.  KEEFE.  I  will  be  very  happy  to.  because  I  wanted  to 
ask  the  gentleman  that  question  when  he  had  the  floor. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  You  will  find  that  this  bill  amends  section 
2  of  the  original  Hatch  Act.  Section  2  of  the  original  act,  of 
course,  precedes  section  8  thereof,  which  is  the  general  penal 
section.  Therefore  the  penal  section  in  the  original  Hatch 
Act  applies  to  section  2  thereof  as  it  will  be  amtnded  by  this 
act.  But  I  care  not  whether  this  be  construed  as  a  criminal 
statute  or  not.  If  it  be  purely  civil,  in  any  case  under  it 
wherein  more  than  $20  is  involved,  the  victims  are  entitled 
to  Jury  trials  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 


I  cannot  see  to  save  my  life  why  you  bring  up  civil-service 
and  ouster  proceedings  arising  in  private  or  similar  employ- 
ment, where  the  ousting  authority  has  been  paying  the  sal- 
ary in  connection  with  this  criminal  statute.  Such  cases 
have  no  more  to  do  with  this  bill  than  the  price  of  wheat  on 
the  moon. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  I  think  the  gentleman  has  answered  and  has 
done  so  out  of  my  time  and  I  now  want  to  make  this  state- 
ment. I  am  not  referring  to  the  civil-service  procedure,  I 
am  referring  to  the  fact  that  the  removal  statutes  in  every 
State  provide  substantially  the  same  method  of  removal  as 
is  provided  in  this  law,  provided  you  strike  out  that  Jury-trial 
provision. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  And  the  position  we  take  is  that  we  have  no 
control  over  a  State  nor  over  the  laws  of  a  State.  If  a  State 
provides  by  its  law  for  ouster  without  trial  by  jury  that  is 
no  precedent  that  we  may  invoke  to  justify  our  denial  of 
the  right  of  trial  by  jury  as  guaranteed  by  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
amendment.  It  occurs  to  me  that  some  of  our  good  friends 
in  this  debate  have  strained  at  an  academic  gnat  and  swal- 
lowed a  political  camel  whose  humps  are  mountain  high  with 
all  sorts  of  abuse.  Much  is  said  here  al)out  these  fellows  who 
have  the  administration  of  these  funds,  part  of  which  are 
contributed  by  the  Federal  Government,  not  having  a  Jury 
trial  if  they  get  caught  doing  something  they  ought  not  to  do. 
As  has  been  suggested  and  said  by  my  able  friend  the  gentle- 
man from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  KeefkI,  removal  statutes,  and  in 
many  States  they  are  called  ouster  statutes,  provide  for  the 
summary  removal  of  an  unfaithful  official,  an  elected  official, 
when  found  guilty,  and  that  without  trial  by  Jury.  The  state- 
ment has  been  made  that  if  more  than  $20  is  involved,  a 
party  litigant  must  have  a  trial  by  Jury.  Such  is  not  the  law. 
In  respect  to  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  it  has  been  held 
that  in  condemnation  proceedings  for  the  condemnation  of 
property  even  though  the  value  of  It  extends  up  to  $100,000, 
no  Jury  trial  can  be  had.  Just  what  Jury  trials  have  some 
of  these  poor  men  had  who  worked  on  P.  W.  A.  projects,  and 
who  were  thrown  out  of  their  jobs  by  some  petty  political 
boss  because  they  would  not  make  political  contributions  or 
vote  according  to  the  way  the  political  whip  was  cracked?  I 
hold  in  my  hand  the  front  page  of  a  recent  issue  of  the 
Knoxville  Journal,  published  in  my  city,  and  headed  "More 
W.  P.  A.  workers  blame  shake-down  for  job  loss,"  and  here 
is  a  picture  of  one  of  the  fellows  who  had  to  cough  up  a 
dollar  out  of  his  meager,  paltry  pay.  Here  Is  the  picture 
of  the  family:  His  wife  is  lying  in  bed  with  a  newborn  child, 
and  there  are  six  more  standing  by.  Just  what  sort  of  a 
jury  trial  does  a  fellow  like  that  have  when  his  foreman 
shakes  him  down  and  fires  him  because  he  does  not  cwne 
across?  In  that  connection  those  men  who  shook  those 
fellows  down  have  been  indicted  in  the  Federal  court  and 
some  have  pleaded  guilty,  and  others  have  been  tried  and 
convicted  and  sentenced  to  prison  terms. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bin  is  for  the  protection  of  the  poor 
and  the  needy.  This  bill  is  to  prevent  the  playing  of  politics 
with  human  misery.  This  bill  is  to  stop  men  from  lay- 
ing the  heavy  hand  of  political  oppression  on  some  poor 
fellow  who  feels  holding  to  his  coattails  the  hands  of  his 
hungry  children  and  his  helpless  wife  when  he  is  about  to 
lose  his  job.  I  wish  that  we  could  put  ourselves  in  the  shoes 
of  a  fellow  like  that,  the  man  who  is  thus  beset  by  poverty 
and  by  woe  on  the  one  hand  by  his  wife  and  children  and 
by  the  coercion  of  a  political  boss  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  HARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Not  now.  Somebody  has  said  here  that 
he  would  hate  to  go  home  and  look  at  some  of  his  con- 
stituents after  voting  for  this  amendment.  I  am  not 
ashamed  to  go  home  and  look  at  my  constituents  after  I 
have  supported  this  amendment  and  this  bill  in  its  entirety. 
even  though  I  have  to  look  at  some  of  them  through  bars 
in  jail  where  they  properly  are.     [Laughter.]     I  think  it  is 


a  good  bill  and  ought  to  be  passed,  and  this  amendment 
ought  to  be  adopted.  You  know  some  of  our  friends  have 
gone  on  here  so  long  with  these  relief  fimds,  that  they  think 
they  have  acquired  a  proscriptive  right  to  use  them  for  polit- 
ical ends.  There  was  an  old  fellow  in  my  country  who  had 
been  stealing  hogs  all  of  his  life.  Finally  they  caught  him 
and  indicted  him  and  convicted  him.  The  prosecutor  finally 
said,  "Now,  Bill,  we  were  boys  together,  and  our  children  go 
to  school  together,  and  our  wives  belong  to  the  same  church, 
and  if  you  will  sign  this  agreement  not  to  steal  any  more 
hogs,  I  will  turn  you  loose."  Bill  said,  "Jim,  111  be  darned 
if  I  will.  I  am  not  going  to  sign  away  my  liberties  in  any 
such  manner  as  that."     [Laughter.] 

This  act  is  the  expression  of  the  enlightened  and  outraged 
public  opinion  of  the  people.  The  facts  that  demand  its 
passage  constitute  a  black  chapter  in  the  history  of  this 
country.  It  is  designed  to  protect  the  public,  to  safeguard 
the  needy.  The  man  who  by  political  power  has  the  control 
of  the  right  of  a  poor  man  and  his  family  to  eat,  be  clothed, 
and  sheltered  to  a  large  and  dangerous  degree  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  dictate  the  vote  of  that  poor  man  thus  dependent  on 
his  favor.  One  of  the  indictments  of  George  the  Third  was 
that  he  made  judges  dependent  on  his  will  for  the  pajrment 
of  their  salaries  and  the  tenure  of  their  offices.  If  a  judge 
can  thus  be  coerced,  how  much  more  can  a  man  on  relief 
or  on  a  Government  job  t>e  put  on  the  spot  and  his  vote 
controlled?  What  right  has  anyone  clothed  with  a  little 
brief  authority  to  prostitute  it  for  political  ends;  to  build  a 
machine  held  together  by  the  cohesive  power  of  public 
plunder;  and  to  drive  the  poor  and  helpless  to  contribute 
from  their  meager  earnings  and  thus  by  this  imholy  coercion 
rob  the  Government  and  oppress  the  poor?  Let  us  pass  the 
bill  and  stop  the  racket. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  debate  upon  the  Dempsey  amendment,  and 
all  amendments  thereto,  close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CJ^AIRMAN.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  an 
amendment  at  the  desk. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  will  not  affect  the  gentleman's 
amendment.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  in  discussing 
the  matter  of  the  Jury  trial  and  the  whole  question  of  pen- 
alties in  connection  with  this  bill,  we  are  perhaps  overlooking 
the  main  beneficence  of  the  bill  itself.  Insofar  as  the  Hatch 
Act  is  effective  in  actual  practice,  it  is  not  primarily  because 
of  the  penalties  assessed,  Including  removal,  threatened.  I 
have  had  some  experience  with  the  first  Hatch  Act  in  the 
State  of  Illinois,  and  I  have  seen  public  officials  who  hitherto 
neglected  during  campaigns  the  duties  of  their  office,  now 
out  of  prudence  staying  with  the  duties  of  their  office.  They 
hesitated  "to  stick  their  necks  out"  so  long  as  the  Hatch  bill 
was  in  force,  for  fear  that  the  opposing  faction  or  party 
would  use  it  to  political  purposes  against  them  or  their  party. 

The  greater  effectiveness  of  the  Hatch  bill  will.  I  think, 
grow  out  of  the  fact  that  in  a  two-party  S3^stem  we  are  hesi- 
tant to  perform  functions  that  we  know  we  ought  not  to 
perform  when  there  are  other  i>eople  watching  our.  conduct. 
people  who  will  use  it  to  political  disadvantage  of  our  party  or 
ourselves.  More  than  with  most  laws,  the  Hatch  Act  is  self- 
enforcing. 

With  reference  now  to  the  question  of  removal,  whether 
you  call  it  pimishment  or  not,  may  I  call  attention  to  this 
fact:  Much  talk  about  this  Jury  question  seems  to  presume 
that  people  who  hold  political  office  have  some  right  to  the 
political  office,  independent  of  the  performance  of  the  duties 
of  the  office  itself.  There  is  no  invasion  of  the  rights  of  citi- 
zenship in  removal  from  any  office  or  Job  of  anybody  for  doing 
something  pernicious  and  sometliing  quite  beyond  the  duties 
of  the  office  which  he  holds.  Ihe  only  removal  that  is 
threatened  in  this  case  is  of  people  neglecting  their  duties 
and  doing  instead  what  is  so  far  from  duty  as  to  be  here 
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branded  pernicious.  Consequently,  the  removal,  punishment 
or  not,  of  course,  invalidates  no  citizenly  rights.  The  penalty 
Involved  in  this  is  merely  the  punishment  that  a  man  brings 
on  himself  when  he  accepts  ofiQce  upon  the  pains  of  per- 
forming the  duties  of  the  office  and  then  proceeds  to  do  some- 
thing else  instead  of  performing  the  duties.  To  declare  that 
a  man  is  entitled  to  a  Jury  trial  in  such  a  case  Is.  to  say  the 
least,  disingenuous. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  nilnois.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  The  gentleman  has  talked  about  office- 
holders. WiB  the  gentleman  address  himself  to  the  employee, 
the  man  who  works  for  a  drainage  district  or  for  an  Irrigation 
district,  which  happens  to  have  a  loan  from  the  Giovernment? 
Will  the  gentleman  address  himself  to  that  man  who  is  dis- 
charged from  his  position  and  not  permitted  to  have  a  job  for 
18  months,  simply  because  he  goes  out  and  takes  part  in  your 
election?  Will  you  address  yourself  to  that  man  and  talk  a 
little  about  the  employee  and  not  about  the  man  who  holds 
the  Job? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  That  is  exactly  the  man  I  have 
been  talking  about,  if  he  abuses  his  office  as  herein  de- 
scribed. This  bill  proposes  to  stop  misuse  of  public  funds  by 
whomsoever.  It  proposes  to  stop  it  by  simply  letting  the  citi- 
zen give  up  the  Job  to  which  he  has  not  any  rights  when  he 
ceases  to  perform  its  duties. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN.  Is  it  your  contention  that  you  cannot 
grant  an  officeholder  removal  under  constitutional  form  of 
government,  and  is  it  constitutional  form  of  government  that 
a  man  is  not  entitled  to  a  trial  by  Jury? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Illinois.  The  constitutional  form  of  gov- 
ernment expects  a  man.  I  hope,  to  perform  the  duties  for 
which  he  Is  publicly  paid — and  not  something  else  instead. 
Whatever  provision  we  here  make,  under  the  Constitution, 
for  his  removal,  when  he  fails  of  his  duty,  is  constitutional 
enough  for  me. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Ume  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
has  expired.    All  time  has  expired  on  this  amendment. 

The  pro  forma  amendments  were  withdrawn. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 

DCMPSET]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Dempsiy)  there  were  ayes  108  and  noes  79. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  for  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair  appointed  Mr.  Dempset 
and  Mr.  Nichols  to  act  as  tellers. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the  tellers  reported 
there  were  ayes  131  and  noes  82. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  a  further  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  off«-ed  by  Ifr.  Dempskt:  Page  30,  line  12,  strike  out 
the  quotation  marlLS. 

Page  20  beginning  In  line  13  strike  out  down  to  and  Includtog 
line  18  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section — 

"(1)  tbe  term  'person'  Includes  an  IndlTldvud.  partnership,  com- 
mittee, assocatlon,  corporation,  and  any  other  organization  or 
group  of  persons; 

"(2)  the  term  'contribution'  includes  a  gift,  subscription,  loan, 
advance,  or  deposit  of  money  or  anything  of  value  and  Includes  a 
contract,  promise,  or  agreement,  whether  legally  enforcible  to  ma,^m 
a  contribution." 

Page  21.  line  7.  strike  out  the  period,  insert  a  colon  and  the  fol- 
lowing language  : 

"Provided.  That  nothing  in  this  sentence  shall  be  construed  to 
Interfere  with  the  usual  and  known  bvislneea,  trade,  or  profession 
of  any  candidate." 

Page  21.  line  8.  strike  out  "any  person  who  is  engaged  In"  and  in 
Ueu  thereof  insert: 

"(d)  Any  person  who  engages  In." 

Page  21.  line  17.  strike  out  "(b)"  and  Insert  "(e)." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  ta 


Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  on  the  amendment  Just  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  purpose 
of  the  amendment  is  to  make  clear  that  the  bill  is  not  in- 
tended to  limit  Federal  offices  to  people  who  had  no  business 
or  occupation.  The  paragraph  to  which  it  is  added,  in  the 
minds  of  many  of  us,  was  open  to  the  Interpretation  that  it 
would  have  been  unlawful  for  anyone  to  buy  "goods,  com- 
modities, advertising,  or  articles  of  any  kind  or  descrii>- 
tion"  from  anyone  who  was  a  candidate  for  an  elective 
Federal  office. 

The  language  of  the  bill  is: 

Where  the  proceeds  of  such  a  purchase,  or  any  portion  thereof, 
shall  directly  or  Indirectly  Inure  to  the  benefit  of  or  for  any  candi- 
date for  an  elective  Federal  office. 

That  would  seem  to  have  made  it  unlawful  for  anyone  to 
have  bought  groceries  from  a  grocer,  wheat  from  a  farmer, 
advertising  from  a  printer,  or  articles  of  any  kind  from  any- 
one who  was  a  candidate  for  an  elective  Federal  office,  under 
threat  of  5  years  imprisonment  and  a  fine  of  $5,000.  Ob- 
viously, if  that  was  the  correct  Interpretation  it  would  have 
limited  running  for  Federal  office  to  persons  who  had  no  busi- 
*  ness,  who  had  other  means  of  support,  or  who  would  abandon 
their  businesses  while  a  candidate. 

No  one  contends  that  was  the  Intention  of  the  bill.  An 
interpretation  suggested  by  some  Is  that  the  language  was 
meant  to  cover  sales  only  where  the  proceeds  were  directly 
used  In  the  candidacy  of  the  candidate.  It  would  be  difficult, 
however,  to  divide  the  personality  of  the  candidate.  When 
would  he  be  farmer,  grocer,  or  businessman  selling  in  his  nor- 
mal occupation,  and  when  would  he  be  candidate?  Naturally, 
he  would  use  the  proceeds  from  his  normal  occupation  in  de- 
frajring  some  of  his  expenses  as  a  candidate. 

The  intent  of  the  bill  is  to  curb  and  prevent  pernicious  po- 
litical activity,  not  normal  business  activity.  To  prevent  the 
possibility  of  an  unintended  construction,  the  amendment 
just  adopted  was  worked  out.  It  provides  that  the  paragraph 
shall  not  be  construed  to  interfere  with  the  nonnal  and  known 
trade,  business,  or  profession  of  a  candidate  for  an  elective 
Federal  office. 

A  number  of  Members  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  were 
concerned  with  the  language  as  it  stood  and  should  be  cred- 
ited With  working  out  the  language  of  the  amendment.  They 
include  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Graham],  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BrowkI.  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Owynne],  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Vrieland],  and  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Han- 
cock]. The  acceptance  of  the  amendment  by  the  author  of 
the  bill  and  its  adoption  by  this  body  is  appreciated. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Ducpsxt:  Page  26.  line  3,  after  the 
period.  Insert  'The  terms  used  In  this  section  shall  have  the  mean- 
ing assigned  to  them  in  section  302  of  the  Federal  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Act  of  1925.  and  the  penalties  provided  in  such  act  shaU  api>ly 
to  violations  of  this  section." 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  Is  on  the  amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dsmpstt:  On  page  26  strike  out  all 
of  line  4. 

•nie  CHAIRMAN.    T^e  question  is  on  the  amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VREELAND.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  ICr.  Vkszlamo:  On  page  20.  line  12,  after 
the  words  "national  pollUcal  party",  insert  "This  subaectkm  shaU 
not  apply  to  contributions  made  to  or  by  a  SUte  or  local  committee 
or  other  State  or  local  organization." 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  Is  on  the  amendment. 
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The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  SuMNERs  of  Texas)  there  were — ayes  93,  noes  74. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Sttmners  of  Texas:  On  page  13,  be- 
ginning with  line  18,  strike  out  aU  of  section  12. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment 
seeks  to  strike  out  of  this  bill  the  provision  dealing  with  State 
employees.  The  matter  has  been  thoroughly  discussed.  I 
feel  I  ought  to  offer  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  If  we  strike  out  what  is  suggested  in  the 
gentleman's  amendment,  do  we  not  strike  out  the  heart  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  You  strike  out  that  part  of  the 
bill  that  ought  never  to  have  been  in  it.  If  that  is  the  heart 
of  it,  that  is  what  I  am  after. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Raivkin :  Page  21.  after  line  7,  insert: 
•It  is  further  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  p>oIltlcal  activity,  and 
It  shall  hereafter  be  unlawful,  for  any  officer  or  employee  of  a 
public  utility  holding  company  registered  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commlffilon  under  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935.  or  of  any  6ul>sidiary  company  thereof,  (1)  to  take  any 
active  part  In  political  management  or  In  political  campaigns,  or 
(2)  to  use  his  authority  or  Influence  as  such  offlcer  or  employee  for 
the  purpose  of  interfering  with  an  election  or  a  nomination  for 
o<Bce.  or  affecting  the  results  thereof,  or  (3)  directly  or  indirectly 
to  coerce,  attempt  to  coerce,  command,  or  advise  any  other  such 
officer  or  employee  to  pay.  lend,  or  contribute  any  part  of  his  salary 
or  com()ensatlon  or  ansrthing  else  of  value  to  any  party,  committee, 
organization,  agency,  or  person  for  political  purposes." 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  the  amendment  is  not  germane  to  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  New  Mexico  makes 
the  point  of  order  that  the  amendment  is  not  germane  to  the 
bill.  Does  the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico  desire  to  be 
heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  JDEMPSEY.    No:  I  think  not. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
desire  to  be  heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Yes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  be  glad  to  hear  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  In  my  opinion  this  amend- 
ment is  germane.  If  you  are  really  in  earnest  about  wanting 
clean  politics,  about  wanting  to  stop  corruption  In  politics  in 
America,  you  cannot  do  anything  to  that  end  more  directly 
than  to  stop  the  corruption  of  the  public  utilities,  their  repre- 
sentatives, their  agents,  and  their  henchmen. 

Mr.  McLEAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  GROSS,     wm  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  be  very  glad  to  hear 
from  the  gentleman  on  the  point  of  order  that  has  been 
raised. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  the  gentleman  is  not  addressing  himself  to  the  point 
of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  will  proceed 
In  accordance  with  the  existing  ardei  to  address  the  Chair 
on  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  addressing  myself  to 
the  Chair  on  the  point  of  order. 

lliis  is  a  bill  presumably  to  clean  up  politics,  to  try  to 
bring  about  honest  elections  in  this  country;  this  is  a  Ull 


allegedly  to  try  to  stop  corruption  in  politics,  the  corruption 
of  elections.  It  is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge,  and  every 
man  within  the  sound  of  my  voice  knows  there  has  been  more 
corruption  at  the  hands  of  public  utilities  recently  than  there 
has  been  at  the  hands  of  all  the  Government  employees  com- 
bined. I  submit  that  if  this  bill  means  what  it  says,  if  this 
measure  Is  to  be  passed  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about 
honest  elections  and  stopping  corruption  in  politics,  the  one 
thing  we  should  do  Is  to  put  a  stop  to  these  utilities  not  only 
corrupting  elections  but  controlling  conventions  as  well  as 
primaries. 

Mr.  MICHENER  rose. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  MICHENER]  desire  to  address  the  Chair  on  the  point  of 
order? 

Mr.  MICHENER,    If  the  Chair  desires  to  hear  me. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  always  glad  to  hear  from 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  an  act  to  extend 
to  certain  officers  and  employees  In  the  several  States  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities,"  approved  Au- 
gtist  2,  1939.  Only  such  matters  are  relevant  and  germane  In 
the  way  of  amendment  as  are  iivcluded  within  the  title  of  the 
act. 

This  act  deals  with  whom?  It  does  not  deal  with  electric- 
light  companies;  it  does  not  deal  with  railroad  companies;  It 
does  not  deal  with  fertilizer  manufacturers;  therefore  any 
amendment  offered  extending  the  act  to  any  one  of  these 
several  agencies  which  I  have  mentioned  would  not  be  ger- 
mane and  would  not  t>e  in  order. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  is  ad- 
dressing the  Chair  on  the  point  of  order,  and  the  Chair  feels 
that  the  gentleman  should  confine  his  remarks  to  the  Chair 
and  not  yield  at  this  point. 

The  Chair  calls  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan to  section  13,  on  page  20.  In  view  of  what  the  gentleman 
states  in  reference  to  the  title,  the  Chair  may  say  that  we 
have  to  look  to  the  body  of  the  bill  itself,  and  the  Chair  calls 
the  attention  of  the  gentleman  that  section  13  declares  to  be 
a  pernicious  political  activity  certain  acts  which  relate  to 
Individuals,  covered  by  the  first  paragraph  of  section  13  and 
in  the  third  paragraph  of  section  13,  having  to  do  with  an- 
other group. 

The  Chsdr  would  like  to  have  the  gentleman's  views  as  to 
whether  or  not,  the  bill  covering  more  than  one  subject,  a 
third  subject  of  a  related  nattu-e,  an  amendment  of  this  sort, 
would  be  germane. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  Chair  Is  undoubtedly  correct  In  that 
suggestion,  but  the  section  to  which  the  Chair  refers  only  has 
reference  to  contributions.  The  agencies  included  in  the 
Rankin  amendment  receive  no  compensation  or  contribu- 
tions from  the  Government. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  also  calls  attention  to  the 
third  paragraph,  which  has  to  do  with  any  person.  Individual, 
partnership,  committee,  association,  corporation,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Yes;  those  individuals  or  groups  receive 
contributions  in  an  Indirect  way.  This  bill  does  not  deal  with 
any  person  or  any  group  or  any  class  of  persons  excepting 
such  groups  or  classes  as  receive  their  pay  or  compensation 
wholly  or  in  part  from  the  Federal  Government;  therefore. 
If  the  Rankin  amendment  is  germane,  you  can  just  as  well 
extend  this  bill  to  automobile  manufacturers  or  to  any  other 
Industry.  This  bill  deals  with  those  receiving  compensation 
from  the  Government.  If  those  industries  received  their  pay 
or  their  compensation  In  whole  or  In  part  from  contritmtlons 
of  the  Federal  Government,  then  the  gentleman's  amend- 
ment would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Mr.  Chairman,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  Is  ad- 
dressing the  Chair  on  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  nothing  further 
to  suggest  unless  I  may  answer  some  f  tnlher  questiona. 


9454 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


July  10 


mk 


The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Diuc- 
BXN I  will  state  his  point  of  order. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Mr.  Chairman,  at  the  time  of  the  reading 

of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  RawkinJ  there  was  so  much  confusion  In  the  Chamber 
that  I  know  a  great  many  Members  did  not  grasp  its  import. 
May  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be  again  reported  before 
the  argiiment  on  the  point  of  order  proceeds? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  Clerk  will  again 
rejKjrt  the  Rankin  amendment. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  again  reported  the  Rankin  amendment. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  upon  hearing  the  amend- 
ment read  again  I  want  to  accentuate  what  I  said.  It  might 
be  just  as  reasonable  to  include  within  the  list  of  those  pro- 
scribed by  the  gentleman's  amendment — the  attorney  in 
Tupelo,  Miss.,  who  represents  the  utilities  in  Tupelo  but  who 
receives  no  compensation  from  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  There  are  no  Power  Trust  attorneys  In 
Tupelo. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota  and  Mr.  COX  rose. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  ready  to  rule.  However, 
the  Chair  would  be  very  glad  to  hear  from  the  gentleman  from 
South  Dakota  and  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  on  the  point 
of  order.  Does  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  desire  to 
address  the  Chair  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  CASE  of  Soutli  Dakota.  Yes.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  the  point  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan in  regard  to  the  subject  matter  of  the  amendment  is  perti- 
nent because  the  language  of  the  amendment  proposed  deals 
with  the  activities  that  are  described  in  section  12,  and  if  this 
amendment  were  germane  it  would  be  germane  to  section  12 
rather  than  to  section ,  13,  which  deals  primarily  with  the 
subject  of  contributions  and  not  with  the  subject  of  partici- 
pation in  campaigns.  A  great  deal  of  the  amendment  is  de- 
voted to  the  subject  of  participation  In  campaigns,  which  Is 
covered  In  section  12. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  be  glad  to  hear  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  en  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman  has  in  part 
touched  upon  what  I  had  in  mind.  It  occurs  to  me  that  the 
bill  proposes  to  lay  a  restriction  on  individuals  or  the  agents 
or  employees  of  individuals  who  receive  some  character  of 
favor  from  the  Government.  In  this  particular  case,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi,  by  the  amendment  which  he  offers, 
undertakes  to  reach  out  and  extend  the  Federal  power  to  the 
regulation  of  the  conduct  of  people  who  have  no  connection, 
direct  or  remote,  with  the  Government,  and  who  are  in  no 
wise  agents  or  employees  of  individuals  who  receive  such 
favors. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  should  like  to  be  heard 
for  just  a  moment  in  answer  to  the  gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  on  the  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN,    The  Chair  is  ready  to  rule. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Very  well,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  McCormack)  .  The  Chair  is  in  com- 
plete agreement  with  so  much  of  the  observations  of  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Michener]  as 
relates  to  the  amendment's  not  being  germane  if  the  bill 
were  confined  to  one  group.  The  Chair  would  have  no  hesi- 
tancy in  ruling  if  the  bill  confined  itself  and  its  operations  to 
employees  of  a  State  or  of  any  political  subdivision. 

However,  the  Chair  Is  very  much  concerned  by  the  provi- 
sion of  section  13.  which  brings  in  another  class,  declaring 
it  to  be— 

A  pernicious  political  activity     •     • 
or  indirectly,  to  make  contributions.     ' 


for  any  person,  directly 


Then  in  the  third  paragraph  of  section  13  there  Is  brought 
In  another  class: 

It  is  further  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  political  activity  •  •  • 
for  any  person,  individual,  partnership,  committee,  association,  cor- 
poration, and  any  dther  organization  or  group  of  persons  to  pur- 
chase or  buy  any  goods,  commodities,  advertising,  or  articles  of  any 
kind  or  description  where  the  proceeds  of  such  a  piuchase,  or  any 
portion  thereof,  shaU  directly  or  indirectly  inure  to  the  benefit  of 
or  for  any  candidate  for  an  elective  Federal  ofllce.     •     •     • 


There  Is  a  well-recognized  rule  of  the  Hotise,  which  has 
been  passed  upon  on  many  occasions,  that  where  a  bill  con- 
fines itself  to  one  stibject,  another  subject,  even  If  related, 
would  not  be  germane,  but  where  a  bill  covers  two  or  more 
subjects  a  related  subject  would  then  be  in  order. 

The  Chair,  naturally,  recognizes  the  power  In  the  argu- 
ment made  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  and  others  on 
the  merits  of  the  amendment,  but  it  is  not  the  responsibility 
of  the  Chair  in  passing  upon  a  point  of  order  to  pass  upon 
the  merits  of  an  amendment.  What  the  results  of  an 
amendment  may  be  is  not  properly  a  matter  for  the  Chair  to 
pass  on. 

This  being  a  related  matter,  and  the  bill  covering  two 
or  more  groups,  it  seems  to  the  Chair  that  another  group 
could  be  included  therein,  which  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  undertakes  to  do.  For  the 
reasons  stated,  therefore,  the  Chair  overrules  the  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  parliamentary  In- 
quiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Would  It  be  proper  to  include  in  this 
bill  another  group  which  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Federal 
Government  and  where  the  compensation  of  the  group  is 
not  received  directly  or  indirectly  from  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  is  a  matter  the  Chair  would  pass 
upon  If  it  were  presented  to  the  Chair.  The  Chair  is  sure 
that  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  himself  appreciates  that 
the  Chair  would  be  giving  gratuitous  advice  if  he  under- 
took to  answer  the  gentleman's  inquiry. 

The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  that  every  Member 
of  the  House  will  vote  for  this  amendment.  It  is  offered  in 
good  faith.  It  is  very  necessary  if  we  are  to  check  political 
corruption  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  because 
I  believe  he  is  probably  one  man  who  ought  to  fall  in  line, 
above  all  others. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  I  merely  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  if 
he  would  be  willing  to  include  the  moving-picture  industry 
in  his  amendment. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  that 
If  he  has  the  courage  to  offer  such  an  amendment  I  shall 
give  it  serious  consideration.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  JOHNS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin 
for  a  question. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  If  this  amendment  applies  to  all  public  util- 
ities, would  that  include  the  employees  of  the  R.  E.  A.? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  They  are  already  covered.  You  need  not 
worry  about  them.  You  have  already  tied  up  the  R.  E.  A. 
and  the  T.  V.  A.  and  all  the  other  governmental  agencies,  so 
you  need  not  worry  about  them  at  all,  but  this  will  put  a  stop 
to  these  utilities  or  their  agents  corruptly  influencing  or  trying 
to  influence  elections  or  controlling  conventions.  If  it  had 
been  in  effect  before  the  Philadelphia  convention,  the  chances 
are  they  would  have  nominated  a  candidate  of  their  own 
choice. 

Now.  if  you  really  want  clean  politics,  if  you  really  are 
trying  to  clean  up  politics  in  this  country,  if  you  really  want 
decent  elections,  and  honest  conventions,  if  you  really  want 
to  stop  the  most  pernicious  political  activity  this  country  has 
ever  known,  then  support  this  amendment.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]. 

•nie  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Rankin)  there  were — ayes  83,  noes  129. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair  appointed  as  tellers 
Mr.  Rankin  and  Mr.  Dempset. 
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The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the  tellers  reported  that 
there  were — ayes  84,  noes  120. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  OEYER  of  California.  Bdr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Orrxa  of  California:  On  page  13, 
strike  out  lines  16.  Id,  and  17,  inclusive,  and  insert  the  following: 

"Sac.  4.  (a)  Such  act  of  August  2,  1939,  Is  further  amended  by 
adding  after  section  1  the  following  new  section: 

'"Sec.  1.  (a)  It  is  unlawful  for  any  person,  whether  or  not  act- 
Ing  under  the  authority  of  the  laws  of  a  State  or  subdivision  thereof, 
to  require  the  payment  of  a  poll  tax  as  a  prerequisite  for  voting 
or  registering  to  vote  at  any  election  for  a  President  or  Vice  Presi- 
dent or  Presidential  elector  or  Member  of  the  Senate  or  Member  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  Slates.'  " 

And  after  the  figure  4  In  line  15  insert  (b). 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  a  point  of  order 
against  the  amendment  that  it  is  not  germane  to  that  section 
of  the  bill  or  those  sections  of  the  bill  to  which  it  is  addressed 
nor  to  any  section  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Will  the  gentleman  reserve  his 
point  of  order? 

Mr.  HOBBS.     I  will  not. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.    The  gentleman  will  not? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    No,  sir. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.    I  would  like  to  be  heard  on  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 
desire  to  be  heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  would  be  delighted  to  be  heard  If  the 
Chair  wishes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  would  like  to  hear  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  point  of  order,  it  seems 
to  me.  is  so  patently  well  taken  as  not  to  require  argument. 
This  is  a  bill  the  avowed  purpose  of  which  is  to  prevent  per- 
nicious political  activity  on  the  part  of  those  in  authority 
or  employees  who  have  anything  to  do  with  projects  financed 
in  whole  or  in  part  by  loans  or  grants  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. It  is  perfectly  manifest  that  this  amendment  is 
an  attempt  to  overthrow  our  dual  system  of  government  by 
restraining  the  States  from  exercising  their  indisputable 
right  to  control  their  own  elections  and  to  make  their  own 
laws.  There  is  no  provision  of  law  whatsoever  that  even 
remotely  attempts  to  justify  such  an  outrageous  rape  of 
the  sovereign  powers  of  the  States. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the 
point  of  order  the  gentleman  is  not  confining  himself  to 
the  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  believes  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama  is  addressing  himself  to  the  point  of  order  and  the 
Chair  will  hear  the  gentleman  from  California  later. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  And  therefore,  Mr.  Chairman,  inasmuch  as 
the  amendment  relates  to  the  exercise,  by  a  so-called  sover- 
eign State,  still  thought  by  some  to  be  sovereign  of  its  own 
power  to  legislate  for  the  people  of  the  State  with  respect  to 
its  own  election  machinery,  I  submit  that  it  is  so  patent  as  to 
require  no  argument  that  this  amendment  is  not  germane  to 
any  portion  of  the  bill. 

I  read,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Georgia  (Mr.  Gibbs],  this  quotation  from  the  case  of 
Breedlove  v.  Suttles  (302  U.  S.  277) : 

To  make  payment  of  poll  taxes  a  prerequisite  of  voting  is  not  to 
deny  any  privilege  or  Immunity  protected  by  the  fourteenth  amena- 
ment.  Privilege  of  voting  is  not  derived  from  the  United  SUtes, 
but  is  conferred  by  the  State  and  save  as  restrained  by  the  fifteenth 
and  nlneteeth  amendments  and  other  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Constitution,  the  State  may  condition  suffrage  as  it  deems  appro- 
priate. 

Then  follows  a  number  of  other  citations  and  this  lan- 
guage: 

The  privileges  and  immunities  protected  are  only  those  that  arise 
from  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  not 
those  that  spring  from  other  sources. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  really  see  no  purpose  in  prolonging  this 
argument,  unless  the  Chair  has  some  question  in  mind  that 


I  might  be  able  to  answer.  If  so.  I  would  be  very  happy  to 
try  to  do  so. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  wIU  ask  the  gentleman  ques- 
tions later,  possibly.  The  Chair  will  hear  the  gentleman  from 
California. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  call  attention 
of  the  Chair  to  the  decision  just  made  on  the  Rankin  amend- 
ment. I  think  this  is  a  parallel  case.  In  addition  to  that.  I 
point  out  that  the  bill  before  us  has  as  its  purpose  the  purifi- 
cation of  politics,  and  stops  the  pollution  of  representative 
government  at  its  source.  The  poll  tax  puts  the  dollar  sign 
on  the  right  to  vote,  in  violation  of  section  2  of  the  Fourteenth 
Amendment,  which  reads  as  follows,  in  part: 

But  when  the  right  to  vote  at  any  election  for  the  choice  of 
electors  for  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United  States. 
Representatives  In  Congress,  the  executive  and  Judicial  officers  of 
a  State,  or  the  members  of  the  legislature  thereof,  is  denied  to  any 
of  the  male  inhabitants  of  such  State,  being  21  years  of  age,  and 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  or  in  any  way  abridged,  except  for 
participation  in  rebellion,  or  other  crimes,  the  basis  of  representa- 
tion therein  shall  be  reduced  in  the  proportion  In  which  the  num- 
ber of  such  male  citizens  shall  bear  to  the  whole  number  of  male 
citizens  21  years  of  age  in  such  State. 

My  amendment  prohibits  the  purchase  of  a  vote  by  denying 
the  right,  first,  to  demand  poll-tax  receipt,  before  the  voter 
can  vote.  The  evidence  before  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary of  this  House  on  this  very  point  shows  the  practice  of 
buying  poll-tax  receipts  en  bloc,  that  is,  paying  the  tax  for 
another,  is  common.  This  amendment  prohibits  further 
political  activity. 

AMENOMEKT  TO  HATCH  ACT  TO  ABOLISH   POIX  TAXIS 

This  amendment  has  been  endorsed  by  A.  P.  of  L.,  C.  I.  C, 

railway  brotherhoods,  Y.  W.  C.  A.,  National  Negro  Congress, 
and  others. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  is  very  simple.  It  prohibits 
the  charging  of  a  price  for  the  privilege  of  exercising  the 
American  right  of  casting  one's  ballot. 

This  applies  only  to  the  election  of  national  oflBceholders, 
President,  Vice  President,  Presidential  electors.  Members  of 
the  Senate  or  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

It  will  give  the  ballot  to  the  low-income  groups  in  the.  eight 
Southern  States  that  are  still  following  the  old  Roman  system 
that  was  in  operation  when  Mary  and  Joseph  presented  to  the 
world  the  Babe  of  Bethlehem. 

My  good  friend  from  Alabama  TMr.  Hobbs]  was  unable  to 
answer  a  question  propounded  yesterday  by  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Smith].    I  will  now  answer  it. 

The  percentage  of  voters  to  the  total  population  for  the 
yesir  1934  in  Alabama  was  10.15  percent.  The  percentage  of 
voters  for  the  40  States  that  charge  no  head  tax  as  a  pre- 
requisite for  voting  was  31.24  percent — 10  as  against  31.  This 
is  for  the  primary  election. 

Now,  let  us  look  at  some  general-election  figures.  In  1936 — 
a  Presidential  election — adult  population. 

Percent  of  poll-tax  States 

Virginia 25.  7 

Arkansas . 18.  5 

Texas 26.  2 

South  Carolina 14.1 

Percent  of  non-poll-tax  State* 

West  Virginia  _ __ _._ _      92 

IbCissourl 80 

New  Mexico 04 

North  Carolina 75 

About  64  percent  of  the  white  voters  in  these  States  are  dis- 
franchised. Is  this  democracy?  Can  any  Member  of  this 
body  who  believes  in  our  Government  refuse  to  support  this 
amendment?  Let  us  do  our  saving  of  democracy  right  here 
at  home,  or  rather  let  us  get  it  ourselves  first. 

We  have  78  Representatives  from  these  poll-tax  States.  If 
we  enforced  our  fourteenth  amendment  and  cut  down  our 
vote  as  provided  therein,  do  you  know  how  many  we  would 
have  from  the  poll-tax  States?  Only  13 — 13  instead  of  78  by 
the  1936  figures. 

Our  friend  from  Alabama  asks  us  not  to  punish  our  col- 
leagues. Now  I  do  not  blame  any  Representative  for  not 
wanting  the  political  equilibrium  disturbed  in  his  district. 
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especially  if  he  has  been  here  so  many  years  as  to  be  chalnnan 
of  his  committee.  I  claim  that  no  feudal  lord  was  more  secure 
behind  his  stone  walls  than  the  Congressman  fortified  behind 
his  poll-tax  barricade. 

Even  Hitler,  Mussolini,  and  Stalin  are  not  more  secure  In 
tenure  of  ofBce  under  their  one-party  system  than  is  the 
Representative  from  a  one -party  State  if  reenforced  by  the 
poll-tax  restrictions  on  the  ballot. 

The  other  387  of  us  must  consider  labor,  the  unemployed, 
the  slimi  dweller,  the  sharecropper,  and  racial  minorities, 
for  these  groups  may  reward  or  punish  at  the  polls  in  our 
States. 

The  only  punishment  that  may  come  to  these  Representa- 
tives from  non-poU-tax  districts  will  come  to  those  who  have 
been  forgetting  these  classes  and  refuse  to  change.  I  am  siire 
the  politically  astute  will  easily  make  the  proper  adjustment 
in  his  thinking  and  in  his  voting  if  such  adjustments  are 
necessary.  Surely  we  cannot  be  wavering  as  to  our  proper 
duty  as  between  asking  our  colleagues  to  make  such  an  ad- 
justment, and  the  denying  to  this  vast  army  of  people  the 
right  to  vote. 

They  will  tell  you  it  is  a  local  matter.  Did  they  say  that 
when  ihey  asked  us  to  tax  all  the  people  for  the  benefit  of  the 
T.  V.  A.? 

Were  my  people  concerned  when  the  lord  high  executioner 
of  the  W.  P.  A.  came  out  of  Virginia,  or  the  leader  against 
the  wage-hour  law  came  from  Georgia?  Was  it  the  concern 
of  the  people  of  Illinois  when  the  State  of  Tennessee  furnished 
the  leader  of  the  fight  to  kill  the  slum -clearance  program? 
Was  it  a  local  matter  only  when  the  impetus  to  weaken  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act  sprang  from  the  "cradle  of 
democracy,"  Virginia? 

Let  the  opponents  of  this  amendment  answer  these  ques- 
tions before  they  say  the  poll  tax  is  of  local  concern  only.  Let 
us  have  a  real  democracy  here  in  the  United  States.  Let  us 
give  people  the  right  to  adjiist  their  wrongs  in  the  American 
way — at  the  ballot  box — so  there  will  be  no  temptation  to 
settle  them  some  other  way.  How  long  before  the  trodden 
worm  will  finally  turn?  Let  us  cast  our  vote  for  democracy 
and  scuttle  autocracy. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  is  prepared  to  rule. 

Mr.  HOBBS  rose. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  For  what  purpose  does  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  rise? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  To  advance  an  additional  reason  to  the  ar- 
gimient  already  made.  It  violates  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  feels  that  he  should  rule 
upon  the  effect  of  the  amendment  offered  in  respect  to  its 
being  germane  to  the  bin. 

The  Chair  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to  the 
citations  and  excerpts  from  a  Supreme  Court  decision  which 
the  gentleman  from  Alabama  referred  to.  The  Chair  dis- 
tinguishes clearly  between  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  GrjfERl  and  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  RankinI. 
The  Chair  is  of  opinion  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  California  is  in  no  way  related  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  pending  bill;  that  is.  in  no  way  related  so  as 
to  make  the  amendment  germane  in  accordance  with  and 
under  the  rules  of  the  House.  The  amendment  relates  to 
the  franchise  of  the  voters  in  the  several  States,  and  the  bill 
under  consideration  so  far  as  the  Chair  can  observe,  and  the 
Chair  has  read  it  carefully,  in  no  way  enters  that  field.  For 
the  reasons  stated,  and  principally  and  wholly  upon  the 
ground  that  the  amendment  is  not  related  to  the  bill  under 
consideration,  and  wholly  eliminating  the  constitutional  ques- 
tion or  any  other  question,  the  Chair  holds  that  the  amend- 
ment is  not  germane,  and  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
HomiAN]  offers  an  amendment  which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Cleik  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  HomcAw:  Page  12.  line  24.  after  the 
comma,  loliowin^  the  word  "States",  inaert  "or  (3)  any  labor  or- 


ganization or  any  official  or  employee  thereof,  and,  after  the  word 
"authority",  at  the  end  of  said  line  24.  Inaert  "or  any  of  the  funds 
of  any  labor  organization." 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  three  amendments  that  I  have  at  the  desk,  which 
are  all  for  the  same  purpose,  may  be  considered  at  this  time, 
and  that  I  may  have  5  minutes  on  each  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  obJecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  other  two 
amendments  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Page  20.  line  15.  after  the  word  "persons",  strike  out  the  period. 
Inaert  a  comma  and  the  words  "including  labor  organizations  and 
the  officers  and  employees  thereof." 

Page  1.  line  2  of  the  Utle,  after  the  word  "Ooltunbla".  Insert 
"and  to  labor  organizations  and  the  officials  and  employees  thereof." 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  may  have  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee.  I  shall  not  use  a  third  of  the  time 
allotted  to  me. 

Mr.  RANKIN.     Mr.  Chairman,  may  we  have  order? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  And  I  want  to  thank  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  RankhtI. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  jield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  cannot  yield  now.  We  have  been  talk- 
ing about  doing  away  with  pohtical  corruption.  This  bill  is 
for  that  purpose.  The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  offered 
an  amendment  which  would  have  prevented  individuals  and 
employees  in  a  certain  line  of  business  from  taking  any  part 
in  political  campaigns. 

In  my  judgment  that  was  not  a  good  amendment  for  the 
reason  that  it  denied  a  civil  right  of  the  Individual  to  an 
unnecessary  degree.  There  is  this  distinction  between  the 
amendment  which  he  offered  and  the  one  which  I  am  offer- 
ing. These  amendments — there  are  three  of  them^Kjne  to 
the  title,  one  to  each  of  two  sections  of  the  bill,  offered  at 
one  time  so  as  to  avoid  the  point  of  order  raised  against  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi,  are 
all  directed  toward  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  use  of  the 
fimds  of  a  labor  organization  as  distinguished  from  the 
funds  of  the  members  of  that  organization,  for  any  political 
purpose.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  applied  to  the  individuals.  These  amendments 
do  not  apply  to  members  of  a  union.  They  apply  only  to 
the  funds  of  a  union,  used  by  the  officials  of  the  union,  by 
the  employees  of  the  union. 

The  reason  for  these  amendments  is  plain.  If  we  are  to 
have  Federal  corporations  preventing  contributions  for 
political  purposes,  if  we  are  to  limit  political  contributions 
made  by  Individuals,  is  there  any  reason  why  contributions 
from  organizations  which,  with  the  aid  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment— I  mean  aided  by  the  Senate  Civil  liberties  Com- 
mittee, the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  in  collecUng 
not  $1,000,000  but  approximately  $10,000,000  a  year  from  the 
workers  of  this  country,  organizations  which  have  made  po- 
litical contributions  of  as  much  as  $700,000  in  1  year,  should 
not  be  limited  in  their  contributions? 

Now,  here  is  the  report  of  the  special  committee  appointed 
to  investigate  campaign  expenditures  of  Presidential.  Vice 
Presidential,  and  senatorial  candidates  in  1936,  pursiiant  to 
Senate  Resolution  225.  On  page  127  of  that  report — and  do 
not  forget,  this  committee  was  appointed  by  a  Democratic 
Vice  President  and  the  policy  of  the  committee  was  controlled 
by  Democratic  Senators,  so  there  is  no  political  discrimina- 
tion as  against  the  Democratic  or  New  Deal  Party,  and  there 
can  be  none  in  this  report. 

Here  is  a  part  of  that  report. 

The  following  recapitulation  shows  total  contributions,  and 
so  forth: 

The  committee  desires  to  point  out  that  the  labor  contrl- 
buticms  referred  to  in  the  following  tabulation  do  not  in- 
clude contributions  by  individual  local  unions  to  various 
local  organizations,  such  as  county  political  committees. 
These  compilations  are  from  records  as  filed  in  detail  with 
the  Clerk  of  the  House. 
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Recapitulation  of  labor  organization  campaign  contribu- 
tions, campaign  of  1936,  to  the  Democratic  National  Com- 
mittee, $129,000.  direct  cash  contribution.  Advertising  books 
of  the  Democratic  National  Convention  of  1936,  $7,500. 

For  the  moment  I  will  skip  the  others. 

The  total  is  $770,324.35.  all  contributed  to  the  New  Deal. 

Then  there  is  also  a  loan  in  there  to  the  Democratic  Com- 
mittee of  $50,000,  which  I  understand  has  since  been  repaid. 
From  a  political  standpoint,  how  can  any  Republican  refuse  to 
end  such  an  advantage  enjoyed  by  the  New  Dealers?  Is  it  not 
enough  that  they  have  had  the  Federal  Treasury  to  draw 
upon?  Should  they  not  be  satisfied  with  the  amounts  which 
they  have  been  able,  during  the  past  few  years,  to  chisel  from 
the  relief  appropriations?  Can  they  not  be  satisfied  with  the 
sale  of  the  President's  signature  on  campaign  books?  Has 
not  the  political  trough,  out  of  which  they  have  been  feeding 
upon,  been  wide  enough,  deep  enough,  and  long  enough  to 
satisfy  the  most  greedy  and  shameless  poUtical  pap  sucker? 
Is  there  any  reason  why  one  single  Republican  should  now  by 
his  failure  to  vote  for  this  amendment  again  permit  them  to 
sell  John  L.  Lewis  a  part  of  the  New  Deal  administration? 

Is  there  any  reason  in  the  wide  world,  if  we  are  to  prevent 
contributions  by  corporations,  why  we  should  not  prevent  a 
contribution  of  $770,000,  all  made  to  the  Democratic  Party — or 
more  properly  to  the  New  Deal  campaign  fund?  You  Demo- 
crats will  recall  the  embarrassment  that  followed  those  con- 
tributions. Here  was  a  man  whose  organization  contributed 
some  $440,000  to  the  New  Deal  campaign  fund.  Was  it  a 
free-will  offering?  Perhaps  the  New  Deal  campaign  commit- 
tee so  regarded  it.  but,  much  to  the  embarrassment  of  the 
Democratic  Party,  after  the  election  was  over  along  comes 
Lewis,  and  by  the  statements  which  he  made  and  by  his  con- 
duct here  in  the  House  and  at  the  White  House,  he  virtually 
claimed  that  he  had  bought  a  part  of  the  administration — an 
abcurdlty  on  the  face  of  it;  but  he  was  able  to  make  that 
claim  because  we  had  not  prevented  the  making  of  such 
contributions. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.     Briefly. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Did  not  Mr.  Lewis  at  the 
Republican  convention  in  Philadelphia  plead  failure  of 
consideration — that  he  had  not  gotten  value  received? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  was  not  there:  but  I  will  say  this,  if  he 
did.  he  certainly  was  most  ungrateful,  for  any  man  who  can 
buy.  for  even  a  million  dollars,  control  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  over  a  period  of  3  or  4  years,  favored  as  he 
has  been — I  say  for  even  a  million  dollars — he  made  a 
good  bargain,  if  the  corrupting  of  an  administrative  board 
can  ever  be  considered  a  good  bargain.  John  Lewis  and  his 
C.  I.  O.  would  not  be  anywhere  if  he  had  not  had  the  support 
of  the  N.  L.  R.  B.  in  his  organizing  campaigns.  That  is  a 
known  fact.  For  every  dollar  his  organization  contributed  it 
received  the  value  of  ten. 

Now.  we  are  talking  about  political  corruption 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.     Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  I  am  in  perfect  agreement  with  you  In 
what  you  are  saying.  I  would  like  to  say  also  that  the  gar- 
ment workers  contributed  large  siuns  of  money  in  1938. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Yes;  I  know. 

Let  me  quote  from  a  newspajper  article  showing  that  fact. 
The  article  Is  as  follows: 

"POOt"  CLOTHING  WORKESS  HELP  A  MCH  POLITICIAN — WI'KB  TOLD  THIT 
LIVK  nv  SLUMS,   BtTT  NTEOLZ  BOTS   KASILT   HAND  T7P   "BO    GRAND" 

Pollowlng  are  the  amounts  of  funds  contributed  by  the  "im- 
poverished" Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of  America.  controUed 
by  Sidney  Hillman.  one  of  the  big  three  of  the  C.  I.  O.,  to  the  various 
Roosevelt  campaign  funds  in  1936,  as  compiled  by  the  special  United 
States  Senate  committee  from  the  unions  own  reports: 

June  25.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  League IS.  000. 00 

July  21.  To  American  Labor  Party 4.000.00 

Aug.  27.  To  American  Labor  Party 2. 137.  80 

Aug.  29.  To  American  Labor  Party 1.  800.  00 

Sept.  25.  To  American  Labor  Party 120.00 

Oct.  a.  To  American  Labor  Party 100. 00 


Oct.  5.  To  American  Labor  Party 

Oct.  6.  Tb  American  Labor  Party 

Oct.  7.  To  American  Labor  Party 

Oct.  13.  To  American  Labor  Party 

Oct.  14.  To  American  Labor  Party 

Oct.  16.  To  Labor's  Non-Partisan  League 

Oct.  22.  To  American  Labor  Party 

26.  To  American  Labor  Party 

28.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  League 

Oct.  30.  To  American  Labor  Party 

Nov.  3.  To  American  Lalx>r  Party 

Nov.  3.  Loan  from  Amalgamated  Bank  to  American  Labor 

Party 

Nov.  10.  Same  as  alx)ve . ■_ 

Nov.  18.  Same  as  above . 

Nov.  19.  Ck}ntributlon  from  Amalgamated  Bank  to  Ameri- 
can  Labor  Party 

Undated.  To  Minnesota  Parmer-Labor  Party 

Undated.  From  Sidney  Hillman  to  Democratic  National 
Committee 


Oct 
Oct 


$1,000  00 

500.00 

1.000  00 

253.50 

1,605.00 

5.000.00 

371.  75 

6.000.00 

8.000.00 

4.  843.  84 

8,000.00 

7,600.00 
1,000.00 
1,500.00 

25.000.00 
4.  350.  00 

500.00 


,     Total 82,261.89 

Here  Is  another: 

"SWEATSHOP"   HELP  POT7CXD  COLD   IN  PRBSIbENT'S  LAP — DtTDINSKT,   WHO 
GAVX  MORE  TO  SPANISH   "RED,"   HAL  TI^CM   BETTER  DORIS   DtTKE'S  CIFT 

Following  are  the  amounts  of  funds  contributed  by  the  "Impov- 
erished" International  Ladles  Garment  Workers,  controlled  by  David 
Dublnsky.  one  of  the  Big  Three  of  the  C.  I.  O.,  to  the  various  Roose- 
velt campaign  funds  in  1936  as  compiled  by  the  special  United  States 
Senate  committee  from  the  union's  own  reports: 

June  25.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  League $5.  000.  00 

July  21.  To  American  Labor  Party 5.000.00 

Aug.  29.  To  American   Labor   Party 5.000.00 

Sept.  10.  To  American  Labor  Party ^ 1.150.00 

Sept.  22.  To  American  Labor  Party... . 3,000.00 

Sept.  25.  To  American  Labor  Party 200  00 

Sept.  30.  To  American  Labor  Party 300.00 

Oct.  24.  To  American  Labor  Party 5.000  00 

Oct.  27.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan   League 5,000.00 

Oct.  27.  To  American  Labor  Party 5.  COO.  00 

Oct.  29.  To  American  Labor  Party 7,792.00 

Oct.  30.  To  American  Labor  Party 1,843.86 

Nov.  3.  To  American  Labor  Party 6,000.03 

Nov.  18.  To  American  Labor  Party 100.00 

Undated.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  League  for  use  In  New 

Jersey 2.500.00 

Undated.  To    Labor's    Non-Partlsan    League    for    use   In 

Pennsylvania 2.  600.00 

Undated.  To   Labor's   Non-Partlsan    League    for   use    in 

Illinois 2.000.00 

Undated.  To  Minnesota  Farmer  Labor  Party 6,000.00 

Total 61,  385.  85 

And  still  another: 

"STARVING"  MINERS  CAVE  BIG  EORTTTNE  TO  RICH  ROOSEVELT MEN  WHOSE 

LEAOEKS  SAT  THET  ARE  STARVING  RIVAL  DO  FONTS,  MORGAN,  AND  EOCK- 
EFELLER 

Following  are  the  amounts  of  funds  contributed  by  the  "Impov- 
eristied"  United  Mine  Workers  of  America,  controlled  by  John  L. 
Lewis,  leader  of  the  Big  Three  of  the  C.  I.  O..  to  the  various  Roose- 
velt campaign  funds  in  1936  as  compiled  by  the  special  United  States 
Senate  committee  from  the  union's  own  reports: 


Apr.    1.  For    advertisement    In    Democratic    Convention 
Book 

Apr.  30.  For  copies  of  Democratic  Convention  Book 

May  29.  To  Labor's  Non-Partisan  League 

Aug.  12.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  League 

Aug.  15.  To  Roosevelt  Nominators'  Division 

Sept.  1.  To  Roosevelt  Nominators'  Division 

Sept.  21.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  League 

Sept.  28.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  League 

Sept.  29.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  League 

Sept.  30.  To  Roosevelt  Nominators'  Division 

Oct.  1.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  League 

Oct.  5.  To  Labor's  Non-Partisan  League 

Oct.  6.  To  Progressive  National  Committee 

Oct.  8.  To  Democratic  National  Committee 

Oct.  12.  To  Labor's  Non-Partisan  League 

Oct.  16.  To  Labor's  Non-Partisan  League 

Oct.  IB.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  League 

Oct.  28.  To  Democratic  National  Committee 

Oct.  31.  Loan  to  Democratic  National  Committee  (still 

unpaid) 

Nov.  3.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  League 

Dec.  3.  To  Democratic  National  Committee.. — 

Undated.  To  Labor's  Non-Partisan  League  for  use   in 

Pennsylvania -- 

Undated.  To   Labor's  Non-Partlsan   League  for   use   in 

Luzerne  County,  Pa — 

Undated.  To  Labor's  Non-Partlsan  league  for  use   In 

3  Pennsylvania  counties -_— — — — 


$5.  000.  00 

1.250.00 

5.000.00 

10,  000  00 

185.00 

295.00 

18. 850  00 

18, 850  00 

10. 000  00 

50.000.00 

100.00 

18,850.00 

35.000  00 

50.  000  00 

18.850.00 

9.  128.00 

18. 850  00 

60.000.00 

50,  000  00 

20.000.00 

100.00 

la,  500. 00 

7,600.00 
8,600.00 
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Undated.  To  Pennsylvania  Democratic  State  CXmunlt- 

tee $4C.  000.  00 

Undated.  For  campaign  buttons 3,  091.4S 

Undated.  For  advertisement  in  J.  David  Stem's  Ptilla- 

delphla  Record 800.00 

Undated.  For  campaign  pamphlets 2,  697.  97 

Undated.  For  campaign  postage 8,631.51 

Undated.  To  Congressman  McLaughlin 620.00 

Undated.  To  Democratic  Senatorial  Committee 6,000.00 

'  TtotAl 470.348.91 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  If  the  gentleman  will  look  at 
the  contribution  from  the  Du  Fonts  to  the  Republican  Party, 
he  will  find  that  labor  is  a  piker  when  it  comes  to  making 
contributions.     It  is  in  that  same  book. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  know. 

The  exact  amoimt  of  money  contributed  by  the  Du  Fonts 
.and  of  all  others  who  contributed  to  the  Republican  Party 
"Ib  shown  in  this  report.  If  you  win  examine  it  you  will  note 
that  they  contributed  of  their  own  funds;  they  contributed 
money  which  belonged  to  them,  money  which  was  their  indi- 
vidual property. 

These  labor  organizations  contributed  the  fimds  which 
they  held  in  trust  for  their  members,  funds  which  had  been 
collected  through  the  check-off,  through  the  fear  of  the  loss 
of  Jobs,  tf  pajrment  was  not  made;  from  men  who  could  ill- 
afford  to  make  those  contributions.  Another  thing  the  Du 
Fonts  and  others  who  contributed  to  the  Republican  Party 
made  a  gift  to  promote  a  cause  in  which  they  believed. 
Money  which  these  labor  organizations  contributed  for  politi- 
cal purposes  was  all  too  often  contributed  to  an  organization 
and  for  a  purpose  in  which  the  men  who  earned  that  money, 
the  man  from  whom  it  was  taken,  had  neither  faith  nor 
confidence. 

These  amendments  extend  and  carry  out  the  announced 
purpose  of  this  bill.  The  purpose  of  the  bill,  as  announced  in 
the  papers,  is  to  prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  the  improper  use  of 
money,  of  influence  in  political  campaigns.  If  the  purpose  of 
this  bill  be  as  annoimced  by  those  sponsoring  and  supporting 
It,  to  prevent  the  influencing  or  the  purchasing  of  nomina- 
tions or  elections;  of  buying,  through  the  use  of  money  or  of 
Influence,  the  ofiBce  of  President,  of  Vice  President,  of  Con- 
gressmen, and  of  Senators,  then  there  is  no  reason  why  a  labor 
organization  should  be  permitted  to  contribute  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars  toward  the  purchasing  of  public  oflBclals, 
or  if  you  prefer,  toward  the  election  of  public  ofBcials  who  will 
do  their  will. 

Experience  demonstrates,  and  the  records  show,  that  for 
the  purpose  of  controlling  legislation.  John  L.  Lewis  and  labor 
organizations,  according  to  this  report  of  the  Senate  com- 
mittee, spent  more  than  $770,000. 

Republicans  know  that  that  money  was  spent  to  defeat 
their  candidates.  Democrats  know  that  it  was  spent  to  elect 
new  dealers  and  that  some  of  these  organizations  used  their 
Influence  to  defeat  Democrats.  Republicans,  if  they  want 
equal  opportunity  to  present  their  views  to  the  voters  next 
November,  should  vote  for  these  amendments.  They  should 
not  handicap  themselves  by  the  failure  to  adopt  these  amend- 
ments. They  should  not  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  this 
bill  contributors  to  their  political  enemies  while  voting  to  limit 
contributors  to  their  own  party. 

Republicans  should  at  least  insist  upon  competing  upon  an 
actusd  basis.  Republicans  and  Democrats  who  announce  that 
they  beUeve  in  clean  politics  should  by  their  vote  on  these 
amendments  demonstrate  their  sincerity.  These  amend- 
ments are  a  test  of  the  sincerity  of  those  who  state  that  they 
wish  to  place  the  oflBce  of  President,  of  Vice  President,  of 
Members  of  Congress,  beyond  the  reach  of  those  who  believe 
that  such  offices  can  be  purchased.  These  amendments  are 
a  challenge  to  the  courage  of  every  Member  of  this  House 
who  says  that  he  wants  to  do  away  with  contributions  to  po- 
litical parties  which  lead  toward  corruption. 

If  you  wish  to  do  something  toward  furthering  the  cause 
Of  clean  poUtics,  here  is  your  opportunity.    If  you  fear  re- 


taliation through  the  political  activities  of  certain  labor  or- 
ganizations, let  me  say  to  you  that  the  organization  which 
would  seek  to  buy  you  today  will  cut  your  political  throat 
tomorrow. 

Let  me  say  to  you  that  if  through  fear  of  the  votes  of  a 
labor  organization  jrou  vote  against  these  amendments,  you 
have  not  the  slightest  assurance  that  that  organization  will 
support  you;  that  it  will  not  give  aid  to  your  political  oppo- 
nent. And  remember  this,  that  those  who  use  money  to  cor- 
rupt the  voters  are  fickle  bosses.  More  than  that,  they  are 
tyrants,  and  the  moment  you  cease  to  do  their  bidding,  an 
order  for  your  jwlitlcal  execution  will  follow. 

This  reasoning  applies  as  well  to  independent  Democrats  as 
it  does  to  Republicans. 

Let  me  repeat,  here  are  amendments  which  place  you 
squarely  on  the  spot.  They  test  your  sincerity,  your  courage, 
your  independence.  Here  is  your  opportunity  to  take  a  long, 
long  step  to  free  all  political  parties  from  the  domination  of 
labor  racketeers. 

The  whole  record  is  here.  As  I  understand  it,  corporations 
are  now  limited  in  the  amoimt  which  they  may  contribute, 
and  we  propose  In  this  bill  to  liimt  the  contributions  of  indi- 
viduals. Why  not  limit  the  contributions  of  labor  organiza- 
tions, which  are  making  politics  a  part  of  their  business? 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  we  have  the  amend- 
ments again  reported? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection  the  Clerk  will  again 
report  the  amendments  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan,  which  will  be  considered  en  bloc. 

There  was  no  objection. 

llie  Clerk  again  read  the  amendments. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendments 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  HoFTMAM)  there  were — ayes  50,  noes  86. 

So  the  amendments  were  rejected. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Ramspbck:  On  page  19,  line  10,  after 
the  perlcd.  insert: 

"The  Civil  Service  Commission  shall  have  power  to  require  by 
subpena  the  attendance  and  testimony  of  witnesses  and  the  pro- 
duction of  all  documentary  evidence  relating  to  any  matter  pend- 
ing before  the  Commission.  Any  member  ol  the  Commission  may 
sign  subpenas,  and  members  of  the  Commission  and  its  examiners 
when  authorized  by  the  Commission  may  administer  oaths  and 
affirmations,    examine    witnesses,    and    receive    evidence. 

"Such  attendance  of  witnesses  and  the  production  of  such  docu- 
mentary evidence  may  be  required  from  imy  place  In  the  United 
States  at  any  designated  place  of  hearing.  In  case  of  disobedience 
to  a  subpena.  the  Commission  may  Invoke  the  aid  of  any  court  of 
the  United  States  In  requiring  the  attendance  and  testimony  of 
witnesses  and  the  production  of  documentary  evidence. 

"Any  of  the  district  cottrts  of  the  United  States  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  which  such  Inquiry  Is  carried  on  may.  In  case  of 
contumacy  or  refusal  to  obey  a  subpena  Issued  to  any  person. 
Issue  an  order  requiring  such  person  to  appear  before  the  Com- 
mission, at  to  produce  documentary  evidence  if  so  ordered,  or  to 
give  evidence  touching  the  matter  in  question;  and  any  failure 
to  obey  such  order  of  the  court  may  be  punished  by  such  court 
as  a  contempt  thereof. 

"The  Commission  may  order  testimony  to  be  taken  by  deixieltlon 
in  any  proceeding  or  investigation  pending  before  the  Commission 
at  any  stage  of  such  proceeding  at  investigation.  Such  deposi- 
tions may  be  taken  before  any  person,  designated  by  the  Com- 
mission and  having  power  to  administer  oaths.  Such  testimony 
shall  be  reduced  to  writing  by  the  person  taking  the  deposition, 
or  vmder  his  direction,  and  shall  then  be  subscribed  by  the  de- 
ponent. Any  person  may  be  compelled  to  appear  and  depose 
and  to  produce  documentary  evidence  before  the  Commission  as 
hereinbefore  provided. 

"No  person  shall  be  excused  from  attending  and  testifying  or 
from  producing  documentary  evidence  or  In  obedience  to  a  sub- 
pena on  the  ground  that  the  testimony  or  evidence,  documentary 
or  otherwise,  required  of  him  may  tend  to  Incriminate  him  or 
subject  him  to  a  penalty  or  forfeiture  for  or  on  account  of  any 
transaction,  matter,  or  thing  concerning  which  he  Is  compelled 
to  testify,  or  produce  evidence,  documentary  or  otherwise,  before 
the  Commission  In  obedience  to  a  subpena  Issued  by  it:  Provided, 
That  no  jjerson  so  testifying  shall  be  exempt  from  prosecution  and 
punishment  for  perjury  committed  In  so  testifying." 


Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  a  point 
of  order  against  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  As  near  as  I  can  gather  from 
the  reading  of  the  amendment,  it  proposes  that  the  procedtu-e 
prescribed  for,  and  the  powers  therein  granted  to,  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  shall  apply  generally  and  without  specific 
limitation  to  the  provisions  of  the  pending  bill.  I  may  have 
misunderstood  the  reading  of  the  amendment,  but  that  is 
the  way  I  understood  it. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  no  question 
about  the  fact  that  the  authority  conferred  by  this  amend- 
ment could  be  used  in  other  matters.  It  also  relates,  however, 
to  the  investigations  and  the  hearings  required  to  be  made 
by  this  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  would  like  to  ask  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia  a  question.  The  first  sentence  of  the 
amendment  reads: 

The  Civil  Service  Commission  shall  have  power  to  require  by 
eubp>ena  the  attendance  and  testimony  of  witnesses  and  the  pro- 
duction of  all  documentary  evidence  relating  to  any  matter  pending 
before  the  Commission. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  That  is  correct,  Mr.  Chairman.  It  goes 
beyong  the  scope  of  this  bill,  but  I  point  out  that  the  Com- 
mission is  directed  in  this  bill  to  investigate  complaints  made 
imder  this  act;  and  the  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  give 
them  the  power  of  subpena,  which  they  do  not  now  have 
under  the  civil-service  law,  to  comply  with  the  directions  of 
this  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Texas  insist 
upon  the  jwint  of  order? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  compelled 
to  insist  upon  the  point  of  order.  It  may  be  that  this  would 
be  proper  legislation  when  properly  considered,  but  to  pro- 
pose an  amendment  as  comprehensive  as  this  without  an 
opportunity  on  the  part  of  the  Members  to  study  it  compels 
-me  to  insist  upon  the  point  of  order.  For  this  reason  alone 
I  insist  upon  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  be  heard 
upon  the  point  of  order? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  will  hear  the   gentleman 

briefly. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  I  point  out  to  the  Chair  that  for 
the  amendment  to  be  germane  to  the  bill  under  consideration, 
the  power  of  subpena  given  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
and  the  right  to  invoke  the  aid  of  the  courts  ought  to  be 
limited  to  the  matters  contained  in  this  bill.  I  suggest  that 
because  it  is  not  so  limited,  it  is  not  germane  to  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  is  prepared  to  rule. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  admits  that  the  amendment 
goes  beyond  the  provisions  of  the  pending  bill.  The  amend- 
ment, of  course,  is  not  germane  for  that  reason. 

The  Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  DUNCAN.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Duncan:  Page  13.  line  17.  after  the 
word  ••sections"  add  a  new  section  to  be  known  as  section  12,  to 
read  as  follows: 

"Sec  12  No  person  shall  be  appointed  (1)  to  any  adminis- 
trative position  by  the  United  States  or  by  any  department,  inde- 
pendent agency,  or  other  agency  of  the  United  States  (Including 
any  corporation,  all  of  the  capital  stock  of  which  is  owned  by 
the  United  States  or  any  agency  thereof),  or  (2)  be  appointed  to 
any  administrative  agency  of  any  State  or  any  of  its  political 
subdivisions  or  municipalities  (Including  any  corporation  con- 
trolled by  any  State  or  by  any  such  political  subdivision,  munici- 
pality, or  agency,  and  any  corporation,  all  of  the  capital  stock  of 
which  is  owned  by  any  State  or  by  any  such  political  subdivisions, 
municipality,  or  agency),  where  the  United  States  contributes  any 
sum.  directly  or  indirectly,  toward  the  payment  of  the  salary  of 
such  position,  within  a  p)erlod  of  18  months  after  such  person 
shall  have  been  a  member  of  any  political  committee  created 
pursuant  to  any  provision  of  law.  or  of  any  campaign  committee 
for  any  candidate  for  the  office  of  President.  Vice  President, 
Prealdentlal  elector.  Member  of  the  Senate,  Member  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  or  £>elegate  or  Resident  Commissioner  from  any 
Territory  or  insular  posaesaions.  or  as  Judge  or  clerk  of  election 
where  names  of  candidates  for  the  above-named  offices  have  been 


on  the  ballot  used  In  such  election,  or  any  person  who  shall  have 
contributed  any  sum  or  sums  In  money  or  In  services  of  value 
to  any  political  committee,  campaign  committee,  or  person  who 
shall  be  a  candidate  for  the  office  of  President,  Vice  President, 
Presidential  elector,  Member  of  the  Senate,  Member  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  or  Delegate  or  Resident  Commissioner  from  any 
Territory  or  insular  possessions,  or  any  person  who  shall  have 
actively  campaigned  for  any  person  who  has  been  a  candidate  for 
any  of  the  above-named  offices. 

"Before  any  person  shall  be  apfMlnted  to  any  position  as  herein 
defined  such  person  shall  file  a  statement  with  the  appointing 
authority,  duly  verified  by  affidavit,  stating  that  such  person  has 
not  been  guilty  of  any  of  the  acts  defined  herein." 

Mr.  DUNCAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  when  the  original  Hatch 
bill  was  up  last  year.  I  contributed  my  feeble  efforts  to  bring 
about  its  defeat.  My  efforts,  of  course,  did  not  appeal  to 
anybody.  With  the  collusion  of  a  few  Democrats  and  a  lot 
of  Republicans  it  became  a  law.  At  that  time  I  felt  it  was 
undemocratic  and  un-American,  and  I  feel  the  same  way 
about  it  today.  The  amendments  to  the  Hatch  Act  now  t)e- 
fore  us  attempt  to  bring  within  its  provisions  State  em- 
ployees. This  is  not  only  undemocratic  and  un-American 
but  it  is  unfair  and  discriminatory;  it  is  an  attempt  on  the 
part  of  this  Congress  to  do  indirectly  what  you  all  know  you 
have  no  right  under  the  Constitution  to  do  directly.  It  is  an 
attempt  to  take  away  from  a  small  portion  of  the  employees 
of  a  State  or  municipality  the  rights  enjoyed  by  others  get- 
ting their  salaries  from  approximately  the  same  source  with 
the  exception  of  a  few  dollars.  I  say  it  Is  discriminatory 
because  it  attempts  to  abridge  the  right  of  these  employees 
to  go  out  and  make  a  speech  they  may  want  to  make  in 
behalf  of  a  political  party  or  an  Individual  In  whom  they 
believe.  I  believe  it  is  un-American.  I  believe  it  is  discrim- 
inatory because  it  separates  and  sets  apart  a  few  employees 
in  the  State  as  against  others. 

When  I  offered  this  amendment  I  wanted  to  test  your  good 
faith.  You  who  are  going  to  vote  for  this  bill,  I  want  to 
test  your  sincerity,  your  honesty  of  purpose.  You  say  you 
want  clean  politics.  One  of  the  peculiar  things  I  have  ob- 
served throughout  all  the  propaganda  that  has  been  dis- 
tributed over  this  country  by  a  Republican  press  which  wants 
this  bill  has  been  the  great  cry  that  it  takes  politics  out  of 
relief.  Every  man  and  every  woman  in  this  House  today 
knows  that  In  the  relief  bill  passed  last  year  and  also  In  the 
one  passed  this  year  a  direct  provision  was  written  in  takins 
politics  out  of  relief.  No  man  of  you  who  has  any  degree  of 
honesty  wants  to  compel  any  person  to  contribute  to  a  cam- 
paign or  to  force  him  to  vote  other  than  he  wants  to,  to  use 
coercion.  On  the  other  hand,  any  fair-minded  man  or 
woman  is  not  going  to  attempt  to  take  away  from  either  a 
Federal  or  a  State  employee  the  right  to  stand  up  and  advo- 
cate the  thing  or  the  person  Lhey  believe  in. 

I  say  to  you  that  if  it  is  wrong  to  play  politics  from 
within,  it  is  wrong  to  play  politics  from  without.  Why 
is  it  any  more  of  a  crime  for  a  man  or  woman  who  holds 
a  Government  job  or  State  Job  to  go  out  and  defend  that 
Job  and  defend  the  party  or  the  Government,  of  which  they 
are  a  part,  than  for  a  man  or  woman  on  the  other  side  of 
the  political  fence  or  in  the  other  faction  to  go  out  and 
exert  every  form  of  political  influence  known  to  politicians 
to  take  their  job  away?  I  submit  to  you  as  fair-minded 
men  and  women  of  this  committee  that  if  one  is  wrong  the 
other  is  wrong. 

Mr.  Chairman,  these  gentlemen  over  here  would  not  be 
interested  in  that,  of  course,  because  during  the  past  few 
weeks  sifter  the  mushroom  grows  up,  they  have  gained  con- 
siderable hope  and  confidence  that  they  may  possibly  elect 
a  President  of  the  United  States  and  control  this  House, 
but  I  may  say  in  that  connection  that  sunshine  causes 
mushrooms  to  wither  and  die  as  soon  as  it  hits  them.  They 
would  not  be  for  anything  like  this  because  they  want  to 
go  out  and  use  every  device  known  to  politics  in  this  land, 
and  they  are  ptist  masters  at  it,  and  do  all  of  those  things, 
gather  in  all  the  money  they  can  get  from  the  corporations, 
the  Power  Trust,  and  others  who  are  interested  in  their  cause, 
but  they  would  not  be  interested  in  this  because  those  men 
I  and  women  who  serve  on  committees,  who  go  out  and  make 
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gpeeches  for  them,  would  not  be  eligible  under  my  amend- 
ment to  hold  office  for  18  months  after  they  have  gone 
through  the  cleansing  process,  after  they  have  been  washed 
white  from  all  the  effects  of  pernicious  political  activity. 
(Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell] 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  frtrni  Missoiul   [Blr, 

DukcahJ. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  perfectly  obvious  from  the  gentleman's 
remarks  that  his  amendment  is  not  offered  in  good  faith. 
He  offered  the  amendment,  then  for  5  minutes  proceeded  to 
show  us  Its  absurdity.  If  the  amendment  should  be  seriously 
considered  and  passed  by  this  Committee  It  would  mean  that 
nobody  could  ever  run  for  office  or  accept  appointment  to  any 
Government  posiUon  until  18  months  after  he  had  ceased 
all  participation  In  politics.  At  least,  that  was  the  Impres- 
sion I  had  when  I  heard  the  proposed  amendment  read  a 
moment  ago. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  Is  directed  to  two  things.  We  are 
trying  to  stop  the  misuse  of  official  authority  to  control  the 
votes  of  men  on  the  pay  roll  of  the  United  States  and  we  are 
trying  to  save  them  from  being  gouged  for  campaign  funds 
whether  local  or  national.  The  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  Is  not  In  accord  with  the  principles 
of  this  bill  and  Is  not  designed  to  improve  it  or  help  it  to 
final  passage.  I  hope  you  will  vote  down  the  ridiculous 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri   [Mr. 

DtTNCANl. 

-  "nie  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Duncan  ) .  there  were — ayes  44,  noes  104. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

-  The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Smfth  of  Virginia:  Page  13,  Une  10, 
add  a  new  paragraph  at  the  end  of  section  9  as  follows: 

"(c)  No  provision  of  this  act  shaU  prohibit  an  employee  of  the 
Federal  Oovermnent  or  any  State  Ooyemment  from  (1)  participa- 
tion In  local  elections  either  IndlvlduaUy  or  as  a  member  of  a 
citizen's  association  or  other  civic  organization;  (2)  sponsoring  can- 
didates, principles,  and  improvements  for  local  election  or  determi- 
nation at  the  polls:  (3)  aeefcing  election  to  office  In  the  local  govern- 
ment." 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  minor 
amendment  to  which  I  hope  there  will  be  no  opposition. 
There  is  no  partisanship  In  it  and  there  are  no  politics  in  it. 
The  amendment  is  offered  to  correct  a  wrong  that  has  been 
inadvertently  done  people  working  for  the  Government  who 
predominate  in  communities  near  Washington  and  elsewhere. 
They  are  deprived  under  the  Hatch  Act  from  participation 
in  their  local  elections.  For  Instance,  in  some  communities 
there  are  so  many  Government  employees  that  imless  a  Gov- 
enunent  employee  can  run  for  the  school  board,  using  that  as 
an  example,  we  are  deprived  of  some  of  the  very  best  material 
In  that  community  for  our  local  officials. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Vlrgtola.  I  j^eld  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  Mexico. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  I  think,  that  what  the  gentleman  has  in 
mind  has  been  taken  care  of  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  will  be  glad  to  say  why  it  hsis 
not  been  taken  care  of  in  the  bill.  The  provision  in  the  bill 
which  is  designed  to  take  care  of  this  situation  does  not, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  take  care  of  it  because  it  leaves  these 
people  at  the  mercy  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission.  They 
cannot  participate  unless  they  are  exempted  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission. 

Mr.  DEMPSEY.  Has  that  not  been  the  condition  for  many 
years  and  have  they  not  by  Executive  order  done  the  very 
thing  that  this  bill  stetes  they  can  do? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  want  to  correct  that  condition. 
~      Mr.  DIRKSEN.     Will  the  gentleman  s^eld? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois. 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.    The   gentleman's   amendment,   however, 
is  not  limited  to  Washington  and  its  environs? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Yes. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    It  applies  all  over  the  country. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    Yes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  the  danger  of  the  second  proviso 
of  the  gentleman's  amendment.  Let  us  take  a  local  election 
involving  a  county  judge  who  appoints  the  members  of  the 
election  board  and  those  who  serve  as  judges  and  clerks  of 
election.  What  you  do  is  to  contribute  to  the  setting  up  of  a 
political  machine  that  may  affect  the  result  of  a  Federal 
election.  That  is  exactly  what  it  will  do  in  every  metro- 
politan center  in  the  country. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia,    There  are  not  enough  Govern- 
ment employees  in  the  sections  to  which  the  gentleman  refers 
to  have  that  effect. 
Mr.  RANDOLPH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Contrary  to  the  observation  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois,  most  of  the  people  the  gentleman  seeks 
to  aid  are  individuals  \^o  serve  at  a  sacrifice.  There  is  no 
salary  attached  in  most  instances? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virgima.  They  are  practically  all  non- 
salaried  positions.  We  are  in  that  situation  where  the  very 
best  material  in  communities  in  the  neighborhood  of  Wash- 
ington do  not  have  the  opportunity  to  participate  in  their 
local  affairs. 

I  am  told  that  a  condition  like  that  prevails  in  Boulder 
City,  which  is  a  city  of  something  like  5,000  population,  where 
practically  all  the  residents  are  Federal  emplosrees.  How  are 
they  going  to  elect  their  local  officials?  How  are  they  going 
to  get  their  best  people  to  serve  if  their  best  people  are  dis- 
franchised and  prohibited  from  serving  their  communities 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Hatch  Act? 

Now,  going  back  to  the  civil-service  proposition,  here  is 
what  happened  under  the  civil  service.  It  used  to  be  that  the 
Civil  Service  Commission,  if  it  saw  fit,  could  grant  that  relief 
to  communities.  I  had  this  experience.  I  presented  the  same 
proposition  from  Arlington  County  and  from  the  city  of 
Alexandria  at  the  same  time,  vmder  the  same  conditions,  and 
With  the  same  argument,  and  asked  for  the  same  relief.  They 
granted  it  in  ArLngton  County  and  refused  it  in  the  city  of 
Alexandria.  We  just  do  not  want  to  be  left  under  any  such 
arbitrary  situation  as  that. 

Mr.  SCRAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  After  next  January  we  will 
have  a  new  Civil  Service  Commission,  which  will  not  function 
the  way  the  gentleman  described. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    I  have  served  with  them  in  both 
Democratic  and  Republican  administrations,  and  I  do  not  see 
much  difference.    [Applause.] 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  trust  this  amendment  will  not  be  adopted. 
Part  of  the  amendment  is  bad,  as  has  been  suggested  by  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  (Mr.  DibksenI.  The  net  result 
would  be  that  it  would  allow  people  under  this  act  to  par- 
ticipate in  city  elections  all  over  the  country.  The  good  part 
of  the  gentleman's  amendment  Is  already  In  the  bill,  in  sec- 
tion 16.  Similar  provisions  have  heretofore  been  enforced 
by  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  and  they  have  been  made 
to  apply  to  towns  in  Maryland  and  Virginia  such  as  Ta- 
koma  Park.  Kensington,  Garrett  Park,  and  so  forth. 

There  is  an  additional  provision  in  the  YAU  to  which  I 
refer  you,  section  18.  ii^ich  would  allow  employees  covered 
by  this  act  to  participate  In  some  local  matter  pertaininc 
strictly  and  entirely  to  their  own  municipality,  and  which 
was  not  and  could  not  be  hooked  up  to  partisan  Democr.?.tlc 
or  partisan  Republican  politics.  For  that  reason,  I  trust 
that  this  amendment  will  not  be  adopted. 
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Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man 3rield7 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  What  suggestion  does  the  gen- 
tleman make  for  relief  under  the  situation  I  mentioned, 
where  the  same  proposition  Is  presented  to  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  for  two  communities  at  the  same  time  and  one 
is  granted  and  the  other  is  refused?  In  other  words,  you 
leave  it  in  the  hands  of  an  arbitrary  body  to  determine  the 
very  vital  richts  of  these  citizens. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  The  law  is  adequate.  If  the  operation 
Of  the  law  by  some  commission  is  not  fair  and  just,  that  is 
something  else  again. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Yes;  but  why  should  the  CivU 
Ser\'ice  Commission  have  ansrthing  to  do  with  the  exercise  of 
people's  political  rights?  That  is  not  what  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  was  set  up  for. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  If  we  adopt  the  amendment  the  gentle- 
man offers  It  will  simply  mean  that  a  large  part  of  the  opera- 
tion of  this  bill  throughout  the  country  will  be  seriously  in- 
terfered with. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Just  specify  how  this  amendment 
will  hurt  your  bill.  How  is  it  going  to  hurt  your  bill?  There 
Is  nothing  partisan  about  it  and  it  affects  a  very  few  people, 
except  in  the  area  next  to  Washington.  How  Is  It  going  to 
hurt  your  bill?    Just  specify. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  If  I  understood  the  amendment  correctly. 
It  is  not  restricted  to  municipalities  adjoining  Washington. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  It  is  not  confined  to  them,  but 
I  would  be  glad  to  accept  an  amendment  that  would  con- 
fine it  to  them. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  I  understand  it  applies  all  over  the  coun- 
try, which  is,  as  I  say.  the  bad  part  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KELLER.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Would  the  gentleman  be  willing  to  grant 
rights  to  the  people  of  Maryland  and  Virginia  that  he  would 
deny  to  the  people  of  Iowa  and  Illinois? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  No.  Of  course,  we  realize,  and  the  bill 
realizes  it,  too.  that  there  are  some  small  communities 
around  Washington  where  the  population  is  made  up  almost 
entirely  of  people  working  for  the  Government,  and  necessity 
compels  the  making  of  an  exception  there  so  that  these 
people  may  manage  their  own  little  city.  That  is  taken  care 
of  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Why  not  give  that  same  right  to  the 
people  of  Iowa.  Illinois,  Kentucky,  and  the  rest  of  the  States? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Because  the  fundamental  purpose  of  this 
bill  is  to  keep  these  employees  out  of  partisan  politics. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Out  of  national,  but  not  out  of  local  poll- 
tics,  surely. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  No.  In  that  connection  I  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  gentleman  to  section  18  of  the  bill,  which  gives 
the  citizens  of  any  town  the  right  to  participate  in  those 
things  which  are  strictly  local  and  strictly  municipal,  but 
they  cannot  be  mixed  up  in  partisan  matters. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GWYNNE.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois as  to  whether  an  exception  ought  to  be  made  Is  simply 
this:  We  already  make  a  constitutional  exception  in  the 
case  of  the  people  of  the  city  of  Washington,  and  do  not 
even  give  them  the  right  to  vote.  That  is  the  answer, 
certainly. 

Mr.  KELLER.    That  Is  not  the  question  here  at  all. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  You  are  simply  adding  one  more  excep- 
tion here  to  an  exception  that  already  constitutionally  exists. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Is  the  gentleman  willing  to  deny  it  to 
Illinois? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  would  just  as  leave  resist  that  provision 
as  any  other. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Smith]. 


The  question  was  taken:  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Smtth  of  Virginia)  there  were — ayes  43,  noes  112. 
So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Havknnzb:  Page  21.  after  line  7,  insert: 
"It  Is  further  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  political  activity,  and 
it  shall  hereafter  be  unlawful  for  any  offlcer.  employee,  or  agency 
of  a  public-utility  holding  company  registered  with  the  8ecurltle« 
and  Exchange  Commission  under  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com- 
pany Act  of  1935.  or  of  any  subsidiary-  compwiny  thereof,  to  contrib- 
ute any  money  derived  either  directly  or  indirectly  from  payments 
made  by  rate  payers  for  public-utility  services  to  any  candidate  for 
an  elective  Federal  office  (Including  the  offices  of  President  of  the 
United  States  and  Presidential  and  Vice  Presidential  electors)  or 
to  any  representative  or  agent  of  such  a  candidate,  or  to  any 
political  party,  political  committee,  or  other  political  organization 
engaged  in  furthering,  advocating,  or  advancing  the  nomination 
or  election  of  any  candidate  for  such  office,  or  the  success  ol  any 
national  political  party." 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  would 
specifically  prohibit  the  expenditure  of  moneys  collected  from 
the  ratepayers  of  America  by  public-utility  corporations  for 
the  purpose  of  Influencing  elections. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Are  not  the  contents  of  the  gentleman's 
amendment  already  the  law  of  the  land? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.    I  do  not  think  so, 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Corporations  are  now  prohibited  from 
making  campaign  contributions. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  have 
tried  very  earnestly  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  Congress 
to  find  some  statute  of  this  kind  that  was  effective  and  I  have 
been  unable  to  find  one. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  I  would  suggest  the  gentleman  read  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Act  and  certain  sections  of  the  penal  stat- 
utes, beginning  at  section  208. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  convinced  that 
there  is  not  now  statutory  authority  to  carry  out  the  pur- 
pose of  the  amendment  which  I  have  offered. 

The  amendment,  Mr.  Chairman,  strikes  at  the  greatest 
source  of  p>olitical  corruption  in  the  history  of  modern  gov- 
ernment. If  we  prohibit,  by  law,  the  expenditure  of  public- 
utility  funds  for  political  purposes,  we  shall  have  taken  the 
greatest  step  ever  taken  toward  the  ideal  of  purity  of  elec- 
tions. There  is  nothing  so  repugnant  to  the  American  sense 
of  decency  as  the  outrageous  expenditure  of  the  money  col- 
lected from  the  people  of  America  for  light,  heat,  and  water, 
and  the  necessities  of  life  in  order  to  control  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  Nation.  As  one  distinguished  American  states- 
man said  not  many  years  ago — and  incidentally  he  was  a 
member  of  the  minority  party  here  today,  the  public  utility 
corporations  are  picking  the  people's  pockets  to  poison  their 
minds. 

This  amendment  will  outlaw  this  pernicious  practice  and 
I  urge  Its  adoption,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  California  IMr.  HavennerI. 

llie  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Havenner)  there  were — ayes  59.  noes  109. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  DINGELL.    Mr.-  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  DnrcELL:   Page  26.  line  3.  after  the' 
word  "violation".  Insert  a  new  section  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  21.  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  as  In  any  way 
affecting  educational,  religious,  eleemosynary,  philanthropic,  or 
cultural  institutions,  establishments,  and  agencies,  together  with 
the  officers  and  employees  thereof." 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  what  Is  known  as 
the  Brown  amendment,  and  which  was  adopted  In  the  Sen- 
ate. It  alms  primarily  to  protect  academic  freedom  and  to 
eliminate  any  Interference  with  certain  schools  and  land- 
grant  colleges.  I  think  the  so-called  Brown  amendment  haa 
much  merit.  Many  of  our  schools  and  universities  which 
directly  or  indirectly  receive  a  certain  amount  of  Federal 
money  are  apt  to  be  jeopardized  by  the  mere  expression  of 
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some  underling  connected  with  the  school  or  university.  I 
think  it  is  a  very  dangerous  situation  to  contemplate.  I  think 
that  this  amendment,  without  much  ado  or  discussion,  oiight 
to  be  agreed  upon  because  there  Is  no  harm  in  it,  and  I  can 
see  much  good.  I  am  sorry  that  I  have  not  the  time  to  make 
any  lengthy  reference,  such  as  is  contained  in  Senator 
Brown's  discourse  delivered  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  but  I 
would  refer  Members  to  the  Congressional  Record,  page  2621, 
which  illustrates  very  graphically  and  clearly  the  merits  of 
this  amendment.  I  think  that  the  school  teachers  in  every 
city  and  town  in  every  State  in  the  Union  will  be  proscribed 
from  inculcating  or  teaching  political  economy.  Their  ex- 
pressions may  be  misinterpreted  and  they  might  be  charged 
with  partisanship  or  pernicious  political  activity  and  the 
school  or  imiversity  to  which  they  are  attached  penalized  by 
the  loss  of  its  grant  from  the  Federal  Government.  There 
is  nothing  partisan  in  my  amendment,  and  I  think  both  sides 
of  the  aisle  could  very  well  afford  to  restore  this  provision  to 
the  bill.  Without  this  amendment  the  teachers  of  America 
in  certain  schools  face  a  restriction  which  is  tantamount  to 
"muzzling."  It  is  the  first  step  toward  applying  shackles  to 
our  educational  freedom.  To  me  it  is  as  important  as  the 
freedom  of  speech  and  of  the  press. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  Of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  DINGELL.    Gladly,  to  my  friend  from  Utah. 

Mr.  MURDCXTK  of  Utah.  Merely  to  make  the  suggestion 
that  I  think  the  amendment  is  a  very  meritorious  one  and 
should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  hist  valuable 
opinion.  ^ 

Mr.  HANCCX:K.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  was  con- 
sidered in  the  committee  and  rejected.  There  is  no  more 
reason  why  the  teachers  and  the  preachers  and  the  social 
workers  of  this  country,  living  wholly  or  partly  on  Federal 
funds,  should  be  allowed  to  engage  in  pernicious  political 
practices  than  why  anybody  else  should.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  think  there  are  very  strong  reasons  for  providing  safeguards 
to  protect  our  children  in  the  Sunday  schools  and  in  the 
public  schools  and  institutions  from  political  indoctrination. 
Tlie  bill  will  not  interfere  with  the  teaching  of  economics, 
unless  the  professor  becomes  active  in  a  political  campaign 
and  his  "economics"  become  stump  speeches.  The  proposed 
amendment  was  rejected  almost  unanimously  by  the  com- 
mittee and  it  ought  to  be  turned  down  here. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
SASscn  1  has  an  amendment,  which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  by  Mr.  S.vsscnt  to  S.  3046:  Strike  out  all  of  section 
16.  on  page  22,  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"Sec.  22.  By  reason  of  special  or  unusual  clrcumstancefl  which 
exist  In  incorporated  cities,  towns,  and  villages,  any  part  of  which 
Is  within  50  miles  of  the  District  of  Columbfla  line,  no  provision  of 
this  act  shall  prohibit  any  employee  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  any  other  person  to 
whom  this  act  Is  applicable  residing  In  such  city,  town,  or  village, 
from  taking  part  in  political  management  or  in  p>olltlcal  campaigns 
Involving  such  city,  town,  or  viUage.  nor  from  holding  office  in  said 
city,  town,  or  village:  Provided.  That  the  compensation  from  said 
municipal  office  shall  not  be  in  excess  of  9600  per  annum." 

Mr.  SASSCER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  with  as  much  sin- 
cerity in  respect  to  this  amendment  as  anyone  who  has  ever 
addressed  this  House.  I  ask  you  to  give  me  your  attention 
for  a  moment,  and  I  shall  briefly  explain.  When  the  last 
Hatch  Act  was  passed,  it  was  not  intended  that  it  should 
apply  to  small  municipalities  here  close  to  the  District  of 
Columbia,  or  In  fact  possibly  anywhere  where  the  oflScers 
serve  with  little  or  no  compensation.  A  situation  arises  which 
Is  crucial  and  critical  to  the  environments  of  Washington, 
where  these  towns — some  of  them — have  80  or  85  percent  of 
their  citizens  made  up  of  Federal  employees.  Therefore,  in 
order  to  correct  that  situation  the  author  and  sponsors  and 


those  in  favor  of  the  bill,  realizing  that  a  peculiar  situation 
existed  in  these  localities,  wrote  section  15  into  the  act, 
which  permits  the  people  in  those  towns  who  work  in  the 
Gtovemment,  to  serve  their  little  communities  after  they  get 
home  at  night,  in  most  instances,  without  compensation. 

This  amendment  merely  does  two  things.  We  have  in  the 
bill  established  the  policy  of  exempting  these  small  com- 
munities which  are  made  up,  as  I  said,  practically  of  Govern- 
ment employees  who  serve  for  nothing.  The  bill,  however, 
leaves  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 
All  I  am  asking  the  House  to  do  is  to  do  all  the  way  what 
you  partially  do  in  the  bill.  Instead  of  leaving  it  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  to  determine  what 
is  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Washington,  or  leaving  it  to  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  to  decide  whether  special  or  unusual 
circiunstances  exist,  and  promulgate  rules  in  connection  with 
the  elections  in  these  24  little  towns  adjacent  to  Washington, 
to  just  exempt  them  all  the  way,  as  you  intended  to  do  imder 
the  original  Hatch  Act. 

The  difference  between  my  amendment  and  that  of  my 
colleague  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smtth]  is  simply  this:  It  meets 
the  objection  made  that  it  is  Nation-wide  in  its  scope  and 
may  get  into  a  big  city  political  machine.  I  put  50  miles 
in  the  amendment  because  on  the  water  front  in  lower  Mary- 
land there  is  one  particular  case  that  Is  Involved.  The 
distinguished  ph3^ician  of  this  House,  Dr.  Calver,  is  mayor  of 
that  town.  There  are  numerous  other  instances  of  fine 
public  servants,  who.  on  account  of  the  pernicious  activity 
phase  of  the  Hatch  Act,  which  did  not  intend  to  go  that 
far,  had  to  resign  and  could  not  serve  their  towns  for  noth- 
ing. So  I  am  simply  asking  to  do  all  the  way  what  you 
partially  do  in  section  15,  and  not  leave  it  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.   SASSCER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  limiUtlon  of  50  mnes,  which  the 
gentleman  carries  in  his  amendment,  would  extend  beyond 
the  environs  of  Baltimore.  Is  there  any  reason  why  it 
should  be  more  than  25  miles  to  reach  these  towns  that  are 
predominantly  made  up  of  Government  employees? 

Mr.  SASSCER.  I  am  willing  to  make  it  40  miles.  North 
Beach,  the  town  to  which  I  had  reference,  is  probably  30 
miles  away. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Of  course  you  could  not  reach  every- 
where. 

Mr.  SASSCER.  Baltimore  City  would  not  be  under  this 
amendment,  because  we  say  where  the  compensation  is  under 
$«00  for  the  office.    I  am  willing  to  make  it  40  miles. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SASSCER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Sections  15  and  16  were  inserted  in  this  bill 
at  the  request  of  the  United  States  Senators  from  Maryland 
to  meet  the  situation  the  gentleman  has  described  here.  I 
understand  this  language  is  entirely  adequate  to  meet  that 
situation. 

Mr.  SASSCER.  It  Is  adequate,  with  this  exception,  that  it 
leaves  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission  to  decide  whether  un- 
usual circimastances  exist,  and  it  does  not  define  what  is  "the 
immediate  environs  of  Washington."  Chicago  is  close  to 
Washington  as  compared  with  California.  North  Beach,  30 
miles  away,  may  be  not  in  the  immediate  environs  compared 
to  Hyattsville.  We  are  not  in  any  particular  controversy.  I 
think  everybody  is  in  accord.  I  am  just  asking  to  do  what  we 
are  intending  to  do  and  not  leave  it  to  the  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  strike  out  "50 
miles"  and  insert  "40  miles." 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
SassckrI. 


The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Sasscer)  there  were  ayes  76  and  noes  119. 
So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
Mr.  RAMSPECK.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  &£r.  RaicsPBCK:  On  page  19,  Une  10,  after 
the  period.  Insert: 

"The  Civil  Service  Commission  shaU  have  power  to  require  by 
BUbpena  the  attendance  and  testlniony  of  witnesses  and  the  pro- 
duction of  all  documentary  evidence  relating  to  any  matter  pend- 
ing, as  a  result  of  this  act,  before  the  Commission.  Any  member 
of  the  Commission  may  sign  subpenas.  and  memt>ers  of  the  Com- 
mission and  its  examiners,  when  authorized  by  the  Commission, 
may  administer  oaths  and  affirmations,  examine  witnesses,  and 
receive  evidence. 

"Such  attendance  of  witnesses  and  the  production  of  such  docu- 
mentary evidence  may  be  required  from  any  place  In  the  United 
States  at  any  designated  place  of  hearing.  In  case  of  disobedience 
to  a  subpena.  the  Commission  may  invoke  the  aid  of  any  cotirt  of 
the  United  States  In  requiring  the  attendance  and  testimony  of 
witnesses  and  the  production  of  dociunentary  evidence. 

"Any  of  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  which  such  Inquiry  is  carried  on  may.  in  case  of  con- 
ttmiacy  or  refusal  to  obey  a  subpena  issued  to  any  person.  Issue  an 
order  requiring  such  person  to  appear  before  the  Commission,  or 
to  produce  documentary  evidence  if  so  ordered,  or  to  give  evidence 
touching  the  matter  In  question;  and  any  failure  to  obey  such 
order  of  the  court  may  be  punished  by  such  court  as  a  contempt 
thereof. 

"The  Conunission  may  order  testimony  to  t>e  taken  by  deposition 
In  any  proceeding  or  investigation  which,  as  a  resvUt  of  this  act. 
Is  pending  before  the  Commission  at  any  stage  of  such  proceeding 
or  Investigation.  Such  depositions  may  be  taken  before  any  per- 
son designated  by  the  Commission  and  having  power  to  administer 
oaths.  Such  testimony  shall  be  reduced  to  writing  by  the  person 
taking  the  deposition,  or  under  his  direction,  and  shall  then  be 
subscribed  by  the  deponent.  Any  person  may  be  compelled  to 
app?ar  and  depose  and  to  produce  documentary  evidence  before  the 
Commission  as  hereinbefore  provided. 

"No  person  shall  be  excused  from  attending  and  testifying  or 
from  producing  documentary  evidence  or  in  obedience  to  a  subpena 
on  the  ground  that  the  testimony  or  evidence,  documentary  or 
otherwise,  required  of  him  may  tend  to  Incriminate  him  or  subject 
him  to  a  penalty  or  forfeiture  for  or  on  account  of  any  transaction, 
matter,  or  thing  concerning  which  he  is  compelled  to  testify,  or 
produce  evidence,  doctimentary  or  otherwise,  before  the  Commis- 
sion in  obedience  to  a  subpena  issued  by  it :  Provided,  That  no  per- 
son so  testifying  shall  be  exempt  from  prosecution  and  punishment 
for  perjviry  committed  in  so  testifying." 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  just  want  to  say  a 
word  about  this.  The  Civil  Service  Commission,  under  this 
law,  is  charged  with  an  enforcement  job  which  they  did  not 
seek  and  do  not  crave;  but  they  have  no  power  of  subpena, 
and  if  you  want  them  to  do  the  job  under  this  act  they  musti 
have  power.  It  is  now  limited  to  things  arising  under  this 
act.  and  gives  them  the  power  to  subpena  persons  and  docu- 
ments so  that  they  can  get  evidence  relating  to  violations  that 
are  charged. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs  on  the  committee 
amendment  as  amended. 

The  committee  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Under  the  rule  the  Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  McCormack,  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported 
that  that  Committee  having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(S.  3046  >  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and  employees  in  the 
several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  provisions  of 
tlie  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activi- 
ties." approved  August  2. 1939.  Pursuant  to  House  Resolution 
514  he  reported  the  bill  back  to  the  House  with  an  amendment 
adopted  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the  previous  question  is 
ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read 
the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BALL.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  motion  to  recommit. 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  the  gentleman  opposed  to  the  bill? 
Mr.  BALL.    I  am. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  qualifies.    The  Clerk  will 
report  the  motion  to  recommit. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Ball  moves  to  recommit  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  recom- 
mit. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  SuMNERS  of  Texas)  there  were — ayes  103.  noes  182. 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  passage  of 
the  bill  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  243.  nays 
122,  not  voting  66,  as  follows: 


(Roll 

No.  1681 

YEAS— 243 

Allen,  ni. 

Englebright 

Jonkman 

Rich 

Allen,  La. 

Faddis 

Kean 

Rockefeller 

Allen,  Pa. 

Penton 

Keefe 

Rodgers,  Pa. 

Andersen.  H.  Carl  Ferguaon 

Klnzer 

Rogers.  Maai. 

Anderson,  Calif. 

PUh 

Klrwan 

Routzohn 

Anderson,  Mo. 

Flaherty 

Knutson 

Rutherford 

Andresen,  A.  H. 

Flannery 

Kramer 

Ryan 

Andrews 

Gamble 

Kunkel 

Sabath 

AngeU 

Gartner 

Lambertson 

Sandager 

Arends 

Oathlnga 

LandU 

Schafer,  Wta. 

Austin 

Gearhart 

Lanham 

Schlffler 

Barton.  N.  Y. 

Oehrmann 

Larrabee 

Seccombe 

Bates.  Mass. 

Gerlach 

Lea 

Secrest 

Beckworth 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

Leavy 

Seger 

Bender 

Glfford 

LeCompte 

Shafer,  Mich. 

Blackney 

Gilchrist 

Lemke 

Shanley 

Bloom 

Gillie 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Short 

Boehne 

Goodwin 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Simpson 

BoUes 

Gore 

Luce 

Smith.  Conn, 

Bolton 

Go.ssett 

Ludlow 

Smith,  m. 

Boren 

Graham 

McCormack 

Smith.  Maine 

Bradley,  Mich. 

Grant,  Ind. 

McDowell 

Smith,  Ohio 

Brewster 

Griffith 

McGregor 

Smith,  Wash. 

Brooks 

Gross 

McLaughlin 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Guycr.  Kans. 

McLean 

Stearns.  N.  H. 

Burdick 

Gwynne 

McLeod 

Stefan 

Byrne.  N.  Y. 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Mnhon 

Sumner,  m. 

Byrns.  Tenn. 

Hall,  Leonard  W, 

Maloney 

Sutphin 

Carlson 

Halleck 

Marshall 

Sweeney 

Carter 

Hancock 

Martin.  Iowa 

Sweet 

Case,  8  Dak. 

Barter.  N.  Y. 

Martin,  Mass. 

Taber 

Chlpei  field 

Barter,  Ohio 

Talle 

Church 

Hartley 

Massingale 

Terry 

Clason 

Havenner 

Michener 

Thin 

Clevenger 

Hawks 

Miller 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Cluett 

Bealey 

Mills.  La. 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Cochran 

Hennlngs 

Monklewlcz 

Thomason 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Hess 

Monroney 

Tlbbott 

Cole.  Md. 

Hill 

Mott 

Tinkham 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Hlnshaw 

Mouton 

Tolan 

Colmer 

Hoffman 

Mundt 

Tread  way 

Cooper 

Holmes 

Murdock.  Aril. 

Van  Zandt 

Corbett 

Hope 

Murdock.  Utah 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Costello 

Horton 

Murray 

Vreoland 

Crosser 

Houston 

O'Brien 

Wad.Tworth 

Crowther 

HuU 

Oliver 

Wallgren 

Curtis 

Hunter 

Osmers 

Walter 

Davis 

Jacobsen 

Pearson 

Ward 

Dempsey 

Jarman 

Pfelfer 

Welch 

Dlcksteln 

Jarrett 

Pierce 

Wheat 

Dlrksen 

Jeffries 

Plttenger 

Whelchel 

Disney 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Plumley 

Whitttngton 

Ditter 

Jenks.  N  H. 

Poage 

Wlggleawortb 

Dondero 

Jennings 

Polk 

Williams.  Del. 

Douglas 

Jensen 

Powers 

Winter 

Doxey 

Johns 

Ramspeck 

Wolcott 

Dworshak 

Johnson,  m. 

Randolph 

Wolfenden,  Pa. 

Etjerharter 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Wolverton.  N.  J. 

Edclstein 

Johnson,  Okia. 

Reed.  ni. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Elliott 

Jones,  Ohio 

Reed.  NY. 

Youngdahl 

Elston 

Jones,  Tex. 

Rees,  Kana. 

NAYS— 123 

Ball 

Brown.  Oa. 

Cooley 

Edmlston 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Bryson 

Courtney 

Evans 

Barnes 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Cox 

Fay 

Barry 

Bulwinkle 

Cravens 

Fltzpatrtck 

Bates.  Ky. 

Burgln 

D'Alesandro 

Flannagan 

Beam 

Caldwell 

Darden.  Va. 

Fries 

Bell 

Camp 

Dingell 

Fulmer 

Bland 

Cartwrtght 

Dxincan 

Oarrett 

Boland 

Claypool 

Dunn 

Gavacan 

Boykln 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

OlMw 
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Grant.  Ala. 

Kleberg 

OTocls 

Smith.  Va. 

Gregory 

Koctalkowskl 

Pace 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Hare 

Leslnskl 

Patman 

Snyder 

Barringtoxi 

Lynch 

Patrick 

South 

Hart 

McAndrews 

Fatten 

Sparkman 

Hwadrtcto 

McArdle 

Peterson.  Oa. 

Bpence 

McOranery 

Rabaut 

SteagaU 

Book 

McKeou«h 

Rankin 

Sumners.  Tex. 

Izae 

McMillan.  Clara 

Raybum 

Tarver 

JohnaonXirthCTA.  McMillan.  John  L.  Richards 

Tenerowlcz 

JohhsoQ.  Lyndon 

Mansfield 

Robertson 

Vincent,  Ky. 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Marc&ntonlo 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Vinson.  Oa. 

Kefauver 

May 

Romjue 

Warren 

Keller 

Mills.  Ark. 

Sacks 

Weaver 

KeUy 

Uotet 

Sasscer 

West 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Myers 

Satterfleld 

WllUams,  Mo. 

Kennedy.  Michael  Nelson 

Schueta 

Wood 

Keogh 

Nichols 

firhwert 

Woodrum.  Va. 

Kerr 

Norrell 

Shannon 

Zimmerman 

Kllday 

OXeary 

Sheppard 

Kitchens 

O'Neal 

Sheridan 

NOTVOnNG— e6 

Alexander 

Crowe 

Pord.  Thomas  ¥. 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Arnold 

Culkln 

Green 

Risk 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Cullen 

Harness 

Robinson.  Utah 

Buck 

Cummlnga 

Kee 

Robslon,  Ky. 

Buckler,  Minn. 

Darrow 

Kermedy,  Martin 

Schaefer.  IlL 

Burch 

Delaney 

Kllbum 

Bchulte 

Byron 

DeRouen 

McGehee 

Scrugham 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Dies 

}J(UAa 

Springer 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Dough  ton 

MacleJewsU 

Btarnes.  Ala. 

Casey.  Majs. 

Drewry 

Magnuson 

Sullivan 

Celler 

Eaton 

Martin,  m. 

Taylor 

Chapman 

Ellis 

Merrttt 

Thorkelson 

Clark 

En  gel 

Mlt^heU 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Collins 

Femandes 

Norton 

White.  Idaho 

Connery 

Polger 

O'Connor 

White,  Ohio 

Crawf  0  d 

Ford.  Le^and  U. 

O'Day 

Creal    • 

Pord.  M.88. 

Parsons 

So  the  bUl 

was  passed. 

The  Clerk  annoiinced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Byron   (for)   with  Mr.  Martin  J.  Kennedy  (a«aln«t>. 

Mr.    Martin   of   nUnols    (for)    with    Mr.    Ciillen    (against). 

Mr.  DeRouen   (for)   with  Mr.  Arnold   (against). 

Mr.  Kllbum  (for)  with  Mr.  Scrugham  (against), 

Mr.  Schaefer  of  nUnols   (for)    with  Mr.  Green    (against). 

Mrs.   O'Day    (for)    with   Mr.    Maclejewskl    (against). 

Mr.  Celler  (for)   with  Mr.  SchvUte   (against). 

Mr.  Eaton   (for)    with  Mr.  Robinson  of  Utah   (against). 

Mr.  Alexander  (for)  with  Mr.  Crowe  (against). 

Mr.  Cannon  of  Florida    (for)    with  Mr.   Buck    (against).  

Mr.     Casey     of     Massachusetts     (for)     with     Mr.     Thomas    T.    Ford 
(against). 
Mr.Crawford  (for)  with  Mr.  Folger  (against). 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Doughton  with  Mi.  CTulkln. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Leland  M.  Ford. 

Mr.  CoUlns  with  Mr.  Springer. 

Mr.  Fbrd  of  Mississippi  with  Mr.  Enpel. 

Mr.  Burch  with  Mr    Robslon  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  Starnes  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Harness. 

Mr.  McGehee  with  Mr.  Mass. 

Mr.  Dies  with  Mr   Darrow. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Peterson  oX  Florida  with  Mr.  Thorkelson. 

Mr.  Parsons  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Femandes  with  Mr.  Buckler  of  Minnesota. 

Mr.  White  of  Idaho  with  Mr.  Kee. 

Mr.  Magnuson  with  Mr.  Cannon  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  Chapman  with  Mr.  Delaney. 

Mr.  Ellis  with  Mrs.  Norton. 

Mr.  Creal  with  Mr.  O'Connor. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  CTununlngs. 

Mr.  Connery  with  Mr.  Merritt. 

Mr.  Sullivan  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Cartwright  changed  his  vote  from  "yea"  to  "nay." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BEAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois.  Mr.  McKeouch,  was  unavoidably  detained.  Had 
he  been  here,  he  would  have  voted  "nay"  on  the  bill  Just 
passed. 

KX'TCNSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanlmous 
consent  that  all  Members  may  have  5  legislative  days  within 
which  to  extend  their  own  remarks  on  the  bill  just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ADJOURNMEHT  OVEH 

Mr.  RAYBURN.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  privileged  resolu- 
tion. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Concurrent  Resolution  M 
Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatixxs  (the  Senate  concurring) , 
That  when  the  two  Houses  adjourn  on  Thursday.  JxUy  11.  1940.  they 
stand  adjourned  untU  12  o'clock  meridian,  Monday.  July  22.  1»40. 

The  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

CLERK  OF  THE  HOX7SB 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  privileged  resolu- 
tion. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  '' 

House  RescAutlon  662 
Resolved,  That  notwithstanding  the  recess  or  the  adjournment  of 
the  Hoxise  until  July  22.  1940.  the  Clerk  of  the  House  Is  hereby 
authorized  to  receive  messages  from  the  Senate,  and  the  Speaker 
be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  sign  any  enrolled  bUls  or  Joint 
resolutions  duly  passed  by  the  two  Houses  and  which  have  been 
examined  by  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills  and  foimd  trtily 
enrolled. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

DESIGNATION  OF  SPEAKER  PRO  TEMPORE 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  designates  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  RaybuknI  to  preside  over  the  House  tomorrow 
as  Speaker  pro  tempore. 

EXTENSION  OF  REICARKS 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include 
therein  a  resolution  I  Introduced  in  the  House  today. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude therein  a  resolution  by  the  National  Guard  Association 

of  Connecticut. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Recoib  and  to  Include 
therein  an  address  by  Hon.  Francis  Biddle.  Solicitor  General 
of  the  United  States,  before  the  Philadelphia  Forum  on  March 
7  this  year  entitled  "America's  Maturity." 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecticaa,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objecticm. 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Rbcc«o  and  to  Include  therein 
a  short  article  from  today's  Washington  Times-Herald  entitled 
"Britons  Call  Americans  Yellow." 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PROGRAM  FOR  TOMORROW 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute,  to  make  an  inquiry 
of  the  majority  leader. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  tMr.  MarthiI  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  has 
been  considerable  questioning  as  to  what  the  program  will  be 
for  tomorrow.  The  membership  would  like  to  know  what 
we  have  scheduled. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  There  will  be  a  bill  from  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  making  an  appropriation  for  an  additional 
dam  in  the  Tennessee  Valley. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  It  has  been  definitely  de- 
termmed  to  call  that  up? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Yes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  understood  there  was 
some  opposition  to  that  matter. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  My  first  impression  was  it  was  going  to 
be  unanimous,  but  I  think  some  opposition  has  developed. 
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Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The  bill  is  going  to  be 
called  up. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Bfr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Would  tt  be  ix>ssible  to  have  that  go  over 
untU  the  30th? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  May  I  make  this  statement  to  the  gentle- 
man. I  sat  in  the  hearings  on  this  bill  yesterday  for  awhile. 
Mr.  Knudsen.  Mr.  Stettlnius.  and  Mr.  Dimn,  who  is  one  of 
the  great  electrical  engineers  of  the  country,  and  who  had 
a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority, 
usually  in  op]x>sition  to  it,  were  present,  and  they  made  the 
statement,  as  I  remember,  and  I  can  be  corrected  by  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  or  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
if  I  am  in  error,  that  it  was  one  of  the  most  essential  links  in 
our  whole  defense  program,  that  it  was  vitally  necessary  that 
additional  power  be  had  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  in 
order  to  manufacture  aluminum  to  build  airplanes. 

Further,  it  was  stated  that  days  count,  and  that  it  would 
take  until  the  winter  or  early  in  1942  to  finish  it.  It  was 
stated  that  it  is  essential  to  be  finished  by  that  time  in  order 
to  catch  the  spring  flood. 

Those  are  some  of  the  arguments  of  the  defense  council  for 
the  bin  and  its  early  condderation.  They  stated  that  even 
90  days'  delay  in  the  passage  of  the  bill  might  delay  the  whole 
project  for  12  months. 

Mr.  PADDIS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Where  does  the  Appropriation  Committee 
at  this  time  get  the  authorization  or  legislation  necessary  to 
bring  this  matter  out? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  gentleman  will  have  to  ask  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  or  some  member  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee.  I  assume  it  has  the  authority  to  make  this  ap- 
propriation or  they  would  not  have  done  it. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  authority  for  the 
steam  plant  which  is  proposed. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    The  gentleman  does  not  know  absolutely? 

The  SPEAKER.  In  the  opinion  of  tlie  Chair,  those  matters 
might  well  be  threshed  out  tomorrow. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.) 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  TMr.  KmrrsoNl? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like  to  have  a  little 
more  Information  from  the  majority  leader.  Does  the  bill 
that  will  come  before  us  tomorrow  provide  for  steam  plants 
In  the  T.  V.  A.  or  does  it  cover  only  an  additional  dam? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    It  is  an  additional  dam. 

Mr.  TABER.  Both.  It  provides  for  a  dam  on  the  Holston 
River  and  for  a  steam  plant  to  produce  120.000  kilowatts,  the 
idea  being  to  take  care  of  the  peak  loads  so  that  the  dry  sea- 
sons will  not  affect  them  and  they  will  have  adequate  power. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    I  will  go  into  that  tomorrow. 

'  EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  Snyder.  Mr.  Hoffman,  and  Mr.  Grant  of  Alabama 
asked  and  were  given  permission  to  extend  their  own  remarks 
in  the  Record. 

Mr.  GIBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  res- 
olution from  an  American  Legion  post  in  Georgia. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  GibbsJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  CONNERY.    Mr.  Speaker,  the  warning  bell  in  the  cor- 
ridor in  which  my  office  is  located  being  out  of  order,  I  did 
not  have  sufficient  time  to  get  here  to  vote  on  the  Hatch 
bill.    Had  I  been  present  I  would  have  voted  yea. 
LXXXVI SM 


Mr.  OTOOLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York,  Mr.  Celler.  has  asked  me  to  announce 
that  he  is  ill  in  New  York  and  unable  to  be  present.  If  pres- 
ent, he  would  have  voted  in  the  affirmative  on  the  Hatch  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from 
Washington,  Mr.  Magnuson.  is  unavoidably  absent.  If  pres- 
ent, he  would  have  voted  "yea"  on  the  Hatch  bill. 

KXTKKSIOM  OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  DiNCELL  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  HOOK.  M: .  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
letter  from  a  labor  union  in  my  district. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

COMMITTEE  ON  MILITARY  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  C08TELL0.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  may  be  permitted  to 
sit  during  the  session  of  the  House  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

REGISTRATION    AND    RECm^ATTON    OF    INVESTMENT    COMPANIES    AND 

INVESTMENT   ADVISERS 

Mr.  SABATH,  from  the  Conunittee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 
following  privileged  resolution,  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

House  Resolution  553 

Resolved,  That  Immediately  up>on  adoption  of  this  resolution  It 
shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  10065.  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  registration  and 
regulation  of  Investment  companies  and  Investment  advisers,  and 
for  other  purposes.  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  con- 
fined to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  2  hours,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Ck)m- 
merce.  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-mlnut« 
rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment, 
the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  blU  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion  excep*  one  motion  to 
recommit. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  an 
article  by  the  Aviation  Defense  Association. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  two  brief  statements  relative  to  highways. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ANTAL  OR  ANTHONY  OR  TONY  ZAICEK  OR  ZAICZEX 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  request  of  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  and  by 
instruction  of  that  committee,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6056)  for  the 
relief  of  Antal  or  Anthony  or  Tony  Zaicek  or  Zaiczek,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  titie  of  the  biU. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Line  9,  strike  out  aU  after  "warrant"  down  to  and  Including 
"SUtes"  In  line  11. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  I  will  make  an  explanation  to  the  House, 
if  I  may.  Mi'.  Speaker. 
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This  is  a  bill  to  allow  an  alien  to  stay  permanently  in  the 
United  States.  The  biU  was  reported  out  by  the  committee, 
passed  by  the  House,  and  passed  by  the  Ssnate. 

In  the  House  an  amendment  was  added  that  the  alien 
could  never  become  a  citizen.  The  Senate  struck  out 
that  amendment.  This  request  is  to  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  What  was  the  reason  the 
House  adopted  the  amendment  In  the  first  place? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Some  gentleman  inserted  an  amendment 
in  the  bill,  as.  of  course,  he  has  a  right  to  do  if  the  House 
agrees  to  it.    There  is  no  argiunent  about  that. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not 
believe  this  matter  should  be  brought  up  at  this  time,  I 
must  ask  that  the  request  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  POAGE.    I  withdraw  the  request.  Mr.  Speaker. 

EXTENSION  OF  REM.\RKS 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
include  therein  certain  official  tables. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
Include  in  the  remarks  I  made  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
certain  tables  and  a  newsj)aper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  a 
letter  by  our  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  I  Sir. 
Guyer]  on  the  subject  of  do  Congressmen  pay  taxes.  I 
further  ask  unanimous  consent  to  include  in  another  ex- 
tension of  my  remarks  a  short  editorial  from  the  Pontiac 
Daily  Press,  in  my  congressional  district,  entitled.  "Ambition 
Which  Didn't  Quibble." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  table  on  our  trade  with  South  America. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
Include  therein  the  words  of  an  exceptionally  fine  song 
entitled  "God  Keep  America."  which  was  written  and  com- 
posed by  Martin  Brandon.  J.  V.  DeCimber.  and  Woody  ^ 
Drejrfuss,  program  director  of  radio  station  WISN,  of  Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  GILLIE.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana,  Mr.  Springer,  who  was  called  home  today 
on  account  of  the  serious  illness  of  his  mother,  thus  missing 
his  first  roll  call  in  2  years,  has  asked  me  to  announce  that 
had  he  been  here  he  would  have  voted  "yea"  on  the  passage 
of  the  bill  under  consideration  today. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  OXe.\rt]  for  1  week  to 
act  as  chairman  of  the  Democratic  organization  of  Richmond 
County,  N.  Y..  for  Red  Cross  drive. 

SENATE  ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  SPEAKER  annotmced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills 
and  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 
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8.29.  An  act  to  authorize  the  use  of  certain  facilities  of 
Indian  reservations,  national  parks,  and  national  monu- 
ments for  elementary  school  piiTposes. 

S.  2018.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nile  Shaw  and  Edgar  C. 
Bardin. 

S.  3131.  An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  United  States 
Employees'  Compensation  Act  to  members  of  the  Officers- 
Reserve  Corps  and  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the 
Army  who  were  physically  injured  in  line  of  duty  while  per- 
forming active  duty  or  engaged  in  authorized  training  be- 
tween dates  of  February  28,  1925,  and  July  15.  1939,  both  in- 
clusive, and  for  other  purposes, 

S.  J.  Res.  283.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  Col.  Donald  H. 
Connolly  to  hold  the  office  of  Administrator  of  Civil  Aero- 
nautics in  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  6  o'clock  and 
25  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Thursday,  July  11,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

COMMITTEE    ON    MERCHANT    MARINE    AND    FISHERIES 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries  of  the  House  at  10  a.  m..  Thursday. 
July  25.  1940,  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  10092.  relative  to 
the  use  of  laid-up  fleet  for  export  of  certain  commodities. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1833.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  National  Munitions 
Control  Board,  transmitting  the  fifth  report  of  the  National 
Mimitions  Control  Board  for  the  period  January  1,  1940.  to 
Jime  30.  1940  (H.  Doc.  No.  876) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  illustrations. 

1834.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  emergency  supplemental  estimates  of 
appropriations  for  the  further  strengthening  of  national 
defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941,  totaling 
$2,161,441,957,  cash,  plus  contract  authorizations  totaling 
$2,686,730,000;  consisting  of  $1,662,265,417  cash  and  $2,249,- 
730,000  contract  authorizations  for  the  War  Department;  and 
$499,176,540  cash,  and  $437,000,000  contract  authorizations 
for  the  Navy  Department  (H.  Doc.  No.  875) ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


REPORTS    OP    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBUC    BILL6    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xin, 

Mr.  TAYLOR:  Committee  on  Appropriations.  House  Joint 
Resolution  582.  Joint  resolution  making  an  appropriation  to 
enable  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  to  establish 
the  marine  and  war-risk  insurance  fund:  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2743).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  JARMAN:  Committee  on  Printing.  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  73.  Concurrent  resolution  authorizing  the  print- 
ing of  the  proceedings  at  the  unveiling  of  the  painting  depict- 
ing the  signing  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  as  a 
document  (Rept.  No.  2744).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HILL:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses.  H.  R.  9877.  A  bill  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  elec- 
trical energy  at  Boulder  power  plant,  and  for  other  purposes. 
(Rept.  No.  2745).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DIMOND:  Committee  on  the  Territories.  H.  R.  8474. 
A  bill  to  further  amend  the  Alaska  game  law;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2746).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
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Mr.  DIMOND:  Committee  on  the  Territories.  H.  R.  9571. 
A  bill  to  authorize  the  incorporated  town  of  Sitka.  Alaska,  to 
purchase  and  enlarge  certain  public  utilities  and  for  such 
purpose  to  issue  bonds  in  the  sum  of  $200,000  in  excess  of 
present  statutory  debt  Umlt;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2747) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union, 

Mr.  SABATH:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution  553. 
ResoluUon  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  10065,  a  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  registration  and  regulation  of  investment  com- 
panies and  investment  advisers,  and  for  other  purposes;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2748).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar,  i 


PUBLIC  Bn.Tfi  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  EDELSTEIN: 

H.  R.  10195.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  exemption  from  Jury 
duty  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States  of  any  person  who 
shall  have  taken  2  or  more  consecutive  weeks  of  Federal  mili- 
tary or  naval  training  in  the  preceding  year;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TAYLOR: 

H.  J.  Res.  583.  Joint  resolution  making  an  additional  ap- 
propriation for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national  de- 
fense; to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
By  Mr.  SHEPPARD:  ( 

H.  J.  Res.  584.  Joint  resolution  for  the  return  of  the 
Wright  airplane  to  the  United  States  of  America,  to  be 
placed  on  permanent  exhibition  under  such  conditions  as 
may  be  Jointly  approved  by  Mr.  Wright  and  the  Congress; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 
By  Mr.  SABATH: 

H.  Res.  548.  Resolution  creating  a  select  committee  to  con- 
duct  a   research  and  survey  into   the   problems   of  small- 
business  enterprises  and  their  relation  to  reemployment  and 
national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  FISH: 

H.  Res,  549.  Resolution  calling  on  the  President  for  infor- 
mation concerning  sale  and  shipment  of  surplus  Army 
supplies  to  the  Allies;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

H.  Res.  550.  Resolution   requesting   information   from   the 
President  concerning  any  existing  secret  pact,  agreement,  or 
understanding  between  the  United  States  and  Soviet  Russia; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  VREELAND: 

H.  Res.  551.  Resolution  authorizing  the  Navy  Department 
to  negotiate  with  the  city  of  Newark,  N.  J.,  for  the  use  of 
Port  Newark  as  a  drydock  and  base;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  CROWE: 
H.  R.  10196.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Prank  P.  Boyd;  to  the 
Ccnunittee  on  Claims. 

By  BIT.  LeCOMPTE: 
H.  R.  10197.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Amee  Turner; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee: 
H.  R.  10198.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  BeU  Lyons;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9029.  By  Mr.  EDELSTEIN:  Petition  of  the  American  Labor 
Party,  Eighth  Assembly  District,  New  York  City,  protesting 
against  the  provisions  of  House  bill  5138;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 


9030.  By  Mr.  HAVENNER:  Memorial  of  the  Associated  Mas- 
ter Barbers  of  America.  Chapter  151,  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
urging  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  enact  legislaUon 
designating  barbers'  services  as  surplus  and  creating  an 
agency  to  allocate  moneys  appropriated  by  Congress,  car- 
marked  for  stabilization  of  the  barber  profession,  said 
moneys  to  be  distributed  to  relief  cUents  to  the  form  of 
stamps  to  be  expended  only  with  those  engaged  in  the  pro- 
fession and  licensed  to  practice  under  the  State  laws 
and  regulations  governing  the  profession  in  the  SUtes  in 
which  such  stamps  are  distributed;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

9031.  By  Mr.  LEA:  Petition  In  the  nature  of  a  protest  of 
the  Marine  Cooks  and  Stewards  Association  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, against  nonagreement  on  their  demand  for  an  8-hour 
day  as  approved  by  Congress  under  the  act  of  1892;  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor. 

9032.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  G.  A.  Knobel.  of  New 
York,  petitioning  consideration  of  his  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  prayer  and  repentcnce,  seeking  dependence  on  Ood; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

9033.  Also,  petition  of  the  Woman's  Christian  Temperance 
Union  of  Kenyon,  Minn.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  Senate  bill  280,  concerning  block- 
booking  and  blind  selling;  to  the  Committee  on  IntersUte  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

9034.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of  district  42,  Auburn, 
R.  I.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  the  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

9035.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Workers  Order, 
Branches  Nos.  79  and  224,  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  House  bill 
9858.  immigration  legislaUon;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization. 


SENATE 

Thursday,  July  11,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  July  8,  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Fraser.  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the 
Epiphany,  Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  the  Supreme  Governor  of  all  things,  whose 
power  no  creature  is  able  to  resist,  to  whom  it  belongeth  justly 
to  punish  and  to  show  mercy,  save  and  deliver  us,  we  humbly 
beseech  Thee,  from  the  hands  of  all  enemies  of  this  Nation, 
that  we.  being  armed  with  Thy  defense,  may  be  preserved 
evermore  from  all  perils  from  within  and  without,  to  glorify 
Thee,  who  art  the  only  giver  of  all  victory.  Through  the 
merits  of  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THE  JOTTRNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklby.  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  legislative 
day  of  Wednesday,  July  10,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and 
the  Journal  was  approved. 

ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION  SIGNED  DURING  RECESS 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  10th  instant. 
After  the  recess  of  the  Senate  on  yesterday  the  President 
pro  tempore  affixed  his  signature  to  the  enrolled  joint  reso- 
lution (S.  J.  Res.  283)  authorizing  Col.  Donald  H.  Connolly  to 
hold  the  office  of  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  in  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  which  had  been  signed  previously 
by  the  Speaker  of  the  House. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
submitting  nominations  were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of  his  secretaries. 
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CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adaou 

Andrews 

Asburst 

Bailey 

Bankhead 

Barbour 

Barkley 

BUbo 

Bone 

Bridges 

Billow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark.  Idaho 

Clark.  Uo. 

Connally 


Danaher 

Dayls 

Downey 

Ellender 

Prazler 

George 

Oerry 

Olbson 

Gillette 

Glass 

Oulley 

Oumey 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herring 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Hughes 


Johnson.  Calif. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

King 

La  Follette 

Lodge 

Lundeen 

McKellar 

licNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

Miller 

Minton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

Olfahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Plttraan 

Radcllffe 


Reed 

Reynolds 

Russell 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbacb 

Sheppard 

Shipstead 

Smith 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas.  Utah 

To  bey 

Townsend 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Walsb 

White 

Wiley 


Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  Brown),  the  Senator  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  DonaheyI. 
the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  LMr.  Green],  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  I  Mr.  Lee],  the  senior  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Lucas  1,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran],  the 
junior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SlatteryI.  the  Senator, 
from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  SmathersI.  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Truman],  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner], 
and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler]  are  neces- 
sarily absent  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Austin]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-four  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  the  bill  (S.  3046)  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and 
employees  in  the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  perni- 
cious political  activities,"  approved  August  2.  1939.  with  an 
amendment,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  a 
Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  582)  making  an  appropriation 
to  enable  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  to  estab- 
lish the  marine  and  war  risk  insurance  fund,  in  which  it 
requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  a  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  86).  in  which  it 
requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate,  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives  (the  Senate  concur- 
Ting),  That  when  the  two  Houses  adjourn  on  Thursday.  July  11, 
1940.  they  stand  adjourned  untU  12  o'clock  meridian.  Monday. 
July  22,  1940. 

ENROLLED   BILLS   SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  affixed 
his  signatvire  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  were 
signed  by  the  Vice  President: 

S.  29.  An  act  to  authorize  the  use  of  certain  facilities  of 
Indian  reservations,  national  parks,  and  national  monuments 
for  elementary-school  purposes; 

S.  2018.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nile  Shaw  and  Edgar  C. 
Bardin:  and 

S.  3131.  An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  United  States 
Employees'  Compensation  Act  to  members  of  the  Officers' 
Reserve  Corps  and  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army 
who  were  physically  injured  in  line  of  duty  while  performing 
active  duty  or  engaged  in  authorized  training  between  dates 
of  February  28.  1925.  and  July  15,  1939,  both  inclusive,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

HOUSE  JOINT  RXSOLXrnON  RETERRED 

The  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  582)  making  an  appropria- 
tion to  enable  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  to 


establish  the  marine  and  war  risk  Insurance  fund  was  read 
twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. 

PRINTING   or  PROCEEDINGS   AT  UNVEILING  OF   PAINTING   DEPICTOtO 
SIGNING  OF   CONSTITUTION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate 
a  concurrent  resolution  coming  over  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, to  which  he  invites  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  HaydehI.  The  concurrent  resolution  will 
be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con. 
Res.  73).  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives  (the  Senate  concur- 
ring). That  the  proceedings  held  In  the  rotunda  of  the  United 
States  Capitol  at  the  unveiling  of  the  painting  depicting  the  scene 
of  the  signing  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  be  printed, 
with  illustrations,  in  such  form  and  style  as  may  be  directed  by  the 
Joint  Ccmmlttee  on  Printing,  as  a  House  document;  and  that 
500.000  copies  be  printed,  of  which  125.000  copies  shall  be  for  the 
use  of  the  Senate  and  370.000  copies  shall  be  for  the  use  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the  reso- 
lution. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

EXTENSION  OF  BENEFITS  OF  EMERGENCY  OFFICERS*  RETIREMENT  ACT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  458) 
extending  the  benefits  of  the  Emergency  Officers'  Retirement 
Act  of  May  24,  1928,  to  provisional,  probationary,  or  tempo- 
rary officers  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast 
Guard  who  served  during  the  World  War.  which  was.  on 
page  1.  line  3,  to  strike  out  all  after  "1928".  down  to  and 
including  "War",  in  line  9.  and  insert  "(Public.  Numbered  506. 
Seventieth  Congress),  subject  to  the  limitations  contained  in 
section  10  of  the  act  of  March  20.  1933  (Public.  Numbered  2. 
Seventy-third  Congress)  as  now  or  hereafter  amended." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
House  amendment.  , 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  ask  that  an  explanation  of  the  meas- 
ure be  placed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  explanation  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

WORLD   WAR   PROVISIONAL   OmCCRS     <S.    458) 

Synopsis  of  pertinent  facts  as  shown  in  the  pamphlet  or  Senate  Mili- 
tary Committee  print — "World  War  Provlaional  Officers."  AprU  7, 
1939.  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  flret  session 

Prior  to  our  entry  Into  the  World  War  the  Oovemment  contem- 
plated the  emergency  expansion  of  our  armed  forces.  For  this  pur- 
pose ranks  of  provisional  ofBcers  in  the  Army,  probationary  officers 
In  the  Marine  Corps,  and  temporary  officers  in  the  Navy  were  cre- 
ated. By  the  words  used  in  designating  such  commissions,  it  is 
Indicated  that  they  were  created  because  of  and  for  the  duration  of 
the  emergency.  Later,  the  more  general  designation  of  emergency 
officer  was  adopted. 

These  men  were  among  the  first  to  volunteer  for  military  service 
when  this  country  entered  the  war.  Yet  this  eagerness  to  serve,  later 
resulted  in  certain  legal  penalties  to  the  extent  that  there  are  still 
approximately  10  of  these  disabled  former  officers  who  are  barred 
from  the  retirement  facilities  of  either  regular  or  emergency  officers. 
On  the  other  hand,  they  are  also  barred  from  the  status  of  an  en- 
listed man,  aU  of  whom  received  adjusted -compensation  oertlflcatea 
as  a  result  of  World  War  service. 

After  they  had  left  the  service,  disabled  emergency  officers  were 
provided  retirement  by  Congress,  in  the  Disabled  Emergency  Officer's 
Retirement  Act  of  May  24,  1928.  But  on  February  28.  1929.  the 
Comptroller  General  denied  provtsional,  probationary,  and  tempo- 
rary officers  who  were  disabled  in  the  service,  any  benefits  under 
this  act,  when  he  ruled  that  they  had  not  served  as  emergency 
officers. 

The  actual  evidence  now  available  In  the  Senate  pamphlet,  how- 
ever. Indicates  that  they  were  in  fact,  officers  for  the  "duration  of 
the  emergency,"  and  that  they  so  considered  themselves.  The 
majority  of  them  never  applied  for  nor  received  permanent  commis- 
sions in  the  Regular  Establishment.  Specific  details  are  In  follow- 
ing pages. 

Congress  has  recognized  the  need  for  corrective  legislation.     And 
S.   458.   for   this   purpose,   has  been    sponsored   in   the    Senate   by 
Senator  Morris  Sheppabd.  chairman  of  the  Committee  for  Military 
Affairs.     In   the  House   It   was  sponsored   by  Representative   Dow       ^ 
HARTm.  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Retirements  in  the  Com-       * 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs. 

At  the  public  hearing  on  8.  458,  In  the  above-mentioned  Sub- 
committee on  Retirements,  June  18,  1940,  Edward  E.  Odom.  solicitor, 
and  representative  of  the  Veteraiu'  Administration.  Included  tb« 


f(dlowlng  In  bis  testimony:  "It  Is  the  present  opinion  of  the  Admin- 
istrator that  theae  disabled  officers  should  be  entitled  to  the  same 
treatment  or  benefits  accorded  other  disabled  (emergency)  officers. 
It  effects  about  10  men.  at  a  cost  of  $6,000  yearly." 

In  conclusion,  regardless  of  technicalities,  reasonable  faimeas 
provides  hope  that  these  few  disabled  former  provisionals  will  be 
entitled  to  the  same  treatment  accorded  other  disabled  offlcers  of 
the  World  War.  Otherwise  it  would  seem  to  be  a  rather  doubtful 
example  for  those  who  should  respond  to  the  call  of  the  President, 
and  volunteer.  In  the  present  eniergency  resulting  from  the  second 
World  War.  A  humane  and  analytical  study  of  the  facts  Is  wel- 
comed, to  reveal  the  Inherent  justice  of  this  legislation. 

CONCRXSS  CRKATKS  RAITK  OT  PROVISIOIf  AL  OmCKR 

The  War  Department  contemplated  the  rapid  expansion  of  our 
armed  forces  prior  to  our  entrance  Into  the  World  War.  Accodingly. 
Congress  passed  the  National  Defense  Act  of  Jvme  3,  1916  (39  SUt. 
181  >.  which  provided  for  the  commissioning  of  provisional  secona 
lieutenants,  whether  the  War  Department  then  considered  these 
proTlslon.ils  as  part  of  the  emergency  forces,  or  an  Integral  part  of 
the  permanent  Regular  Establishment,  seems  to  have  been  indi- 
cated by  the  sutwequent  rulings  of  the  Judge  Advocate  Oeneral  on 
May  31.  1917.  and  December  6.  1917.  "There  is  no  authority  in  law 
for  the  retirement  of  a  provisional  second  lieutenant  found  in- 
capacitated for  service  by  reason  of  a  dlaabUlty  incurred  In  the  line 
of  duty."  There  were  also  doubts  as  to  the  promotion  of  these 
officers,  as  evidenced  by  a  memorandum  to  the  Chief  of  Staff.  Augiist 
27.  1917.  the  first  paragraph  of  which  follows:  "This  office  Is  asked 
for  its  opinion  as  to  whether  there  is  any  legal  objection  to  approv- 
ing the  proposal  contained  In  the  following:  The  Secretary  of  War 
dftwls  that  no  vacancy  occurring  in  the  grade  of  captain  m  the  line 
of  the  Army  be  filled  by  the  pronaotion  of  a  provisional  first  lieuten- 
ant so  long  as  there  are  first  lieutenants  In  some  other  arm  of  the 
UlM  Who  dealre  to  transfer.  Opjwrtunlty  to  transfer  shotild  be 
flnt  offered  to  flrat  lieutenants  in  order  of  length  of  commissioned 
service."    This  was  changed  later. 

OeiGINAL    COMMISSIONS    MODIFIZD    BT    LAW 

The  above  conditions  under  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3. 
IJie.  were  modified  In  the  Selective  Draft  Act  of  May  18.  1917  (40 
But.  76),  and  July  9.  1918  (40  Stat  852) .  But  1  month  later.  Oen- 
eral Order  73.  War  Department.  August  7.  1918.  states  in  paragraph  4: 
"And  hereafter  during  the  period  of  the  existing  emergency  pro- 
Tlaional  and  temporary  appointments  in  the  grade  of  second  lieu- 
tenant and  temporary  promotions  In  the  Regular  Army  will  be  dis- 
continued." The  act  of  June  4.  1920  (41  SUt.  771).  officlaUy  con- 
firmed the  foregoing  discontinuance  of  any  further  provisional  ap- 
pointments or  retirements.  And  the  Judge  Advocate  General  had 
ruled  that  they  may  not  be  retired  upon  an  application  made  after 
leaving  the  service.  In  comparison  with  the  foregoing.  Congress 
did  provide  for  disabled  emergency  offlcers  after  they  had  left  the 
service,  in  the  Disabled  Emergency  Officer's  Retirement  Act  of  May 
34.  1928.  But  on  February  28,  1929,  the  Comptroller  Oeneral  denied 
disabled  provisional  officers  the  benefits  of  this  act  when  he  held 
that  provisionals  had  not  served  as  emergency  offlcers. 

COMPARISON   or   PSOVIStONAL   AND   EMERGKNCT   STATUS 

The  actual  evidence  now  available,  however.  Indicates  that  pro- 
▼Islonals  were  In  fact  "offlcers  for  the  duration  of  the  emergency," 
and  that  they  so  considered  themselves.  The  majority  of  them  never 
applied  for  nor  received  permanent  commissions  in  the  Regular 
Army. 

On  page  20  of  the  Senate  pamphlet,  the  Veterans'  Administration 
shows  that  of  the  total  numlwr  of  provisional  officers  commlssloued 
after  the  declaration  of  war,  3,167  came  from  civU  life,  and  2,744 
were  separated  from  the  Service  prior  to  January  1.  1922.  In  fact. 
75  percent  of  these  left  in  1919,  as  soon  after  the  emergency  as  prac- 
tical. 

Ninety-five  percent  of  them  gave  as  their  reasons,  "desire  to 
reenter  school  or  coUege;  desire  to  take  up  a  profession;  desire  to 
reenter  business." 

The  facts  show  that  they  did  not  "consider  the  Army  as  their 
career." 

After  we  had  entered  the  war  they  were  concerned  only  with  the 
representations  that  it  was  "an  honor  to  obtain  a  provisional  oom- 
misElon."  and  that  they  would  "get  active  combat  service  in  France 
sooner." 

As  to  certain  Ind'^flnlte  "advantages  of  provisional  offlcers"  fre- 
quently quoted  In  the  past,  the  evidence  Indicates  not  only  disad- 
vantages but.  In  some  cases,  penalties  for  those  who  were  so  eager 
as  to  volunteer  for  this  type  of  commission  at  the  beginning  of 
the  World  War. 

1.  As  the  terms  Implied,  these  commissions  were  definitely  pro- 
visional, probationary,  or  temporary.  They  could  be  and,  in  fact, 
were,  terminated  as  promptly  as  that  of  any  other  emergency 
officer,  if  he  did  not  in  a  positive  manner  "demonstrate  satisfac- 
torUy  his  suitability  and  moral,  professional,  and  physical  fitness." 

a.  The  World  War  actuaUy  ended  before  this  conditional  or  trial 
period  of  2  years  had  elapsed.  Thus  the  majority  of  these  men 
had  entered  and  left  the  service  without  a  permanent  commission. 

3.  They  did  not  have  the  prlvUege  of  retirement  facilities  under 
the  act  of  June  3,  1916.  after  which  and  prior  to  July  9.  1918.  prac- 
tically all  of  the  provisionals  had  been  commissioned.  Nor  did 
they  have  the  privilege  of  "6  months'  pay  to  the  widow  or  child. 
In  the  case  of  death."  The  latter  was  not  enacted  until  December 
17.  1919.  when  the  large  majority  of  the  men  had  returned  to 
dvU  life. 


4.  As  to  approximately  3.300  provisional  offlcers  who  wished  to 
obtain  permanent  commissions,  there  were  over  6,000.  or  two  and 
one-half  times  more  emergency  officers  who  were  granted  the  privi- 
lege of  permanent  commissions  in  the  Regular  E^stabllshment. 
Again,  the  provisionals  who  received  permanent  commissions  could 
do  so  only  by  reverting  to  their  lower  provisional  ranks.  80  percent 
of  which  were  first  and  second  lieutenants,  and  none  higher  than 
that  of  captains.  But  many  emergency  officers  retained  their 
World  War  rank  with  permanent  conunisRlona.  some  of  them  in 
the  grades  of  captain,  major,  lieutenant  colonel,  and  colonel.  In 
additional  considerations,  those  under  the  grade  of  major  wer» 
granted  adjusted-compensation  certificates. 

Whereas  certificates  were  issued  to  some  200  or  300  provisionals 
In  error,  and  they  were  required  to  return  the  money  borrowed  on 
the  certificates  with  Interest  at  4>4  percent  compounded  yearly. 

STTMMABT 

Summarizing  the  foregoing  factors,  it  seems  that  provisionals 
were  effected  adversely  either  as  regular  or  emergency  offlcers. 

For  purposes  of  any  benefits  as  to  adjusted  compensation  or 
present-day  retirement  facilities,  they  were  not  emergency  offlcers. 
Yet  under  the  act  of  June  3.  1916,  before  It  was  amended,  and 
during  the  time  most  of  the  provisionals  accepted  their  commis- 
sions, they  were  not  regular  officers  in  the  legal  sense,  because  they 
were  not  entitled  to  retirement.  The  act  of  July  9,  1918,  actuaUy 
changed  the  legal  status  of  most  provisionals  after  they  had  ac- 
cepted their  "contracts." 

VIEWS  OF  THS  PRESIDENT 

It  Is  the  mistaken  impression  of  some  that  the  President  has  dis- 
approved of  legislation  for  provisionals  who  were  disabled  in  World 
War  service.  In  S.  3267.  Seventy-fourth  Congress,  and  S.  1040, 
Seventy -fifth  Congress,  the  disapproval  of  the  President  concerned 
the  principle  of  adjusted-compensation  certificates  for  provisionals. 

VIEWS  or  WORU>  WAR  OVTICERS  AND  ENLISTED  MEN 

This  legislation  has  been  recommended  by  the  American  Legion, 
the  Disabled  American  Veterans,  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and 
other  service  organizations,  by  resolutions  in  their  national 
conventions. 

PETTTION  AND  MEMORUL8 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram 
in  the  nature  of  a  petition  from  the  Citizens  Keep  America 
Out  of  War  Committee,  signed  by  William  J.  Grace,  chairman, 
Chicago.  111.,  praying  that  the  United  States  keep  out  of  war 
and  that  Congress  remain  in  session  during  the  present  Inter- 
national crisis,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  LODGE  presented  memorials  of  3.000  citizens  of  Law- 
rence, Mass.,  remonstrating  against  involvement  of  the 
United  States  In  the  European  war,  which  were  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

RESOLXmONS    OF    ORA    E.    PAXTL    POST,    NO.    24.    AMERICAN    LEGION, 
VERMONT,  RELATIVE  TO  ADJOURNMENT  OF  CONGRESS 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  consent  to  present  reso- 
lutions of  Ora  E.  Paul  Post,  No.  24,  American  Legion,  Depart- 
ment of  Vermont,  adopted  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  post.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  resolutions  may  be  printed 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolutions  were  ordered  to  Ue 

on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

It  is  hereby  resolved  by  the  members  of  the  Ora  E.  Paul  Post. 
Mo.  34,  of  the  American  Legion.  Department  of  Vermont,  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  should  not  adjourn,  but  remain  in 
session  during  the  existence  of  the  present  grave  international  sit- 
uation, and  It  be  further  resolved  that  a  copy  of  these  resolutions 
be  forwarded  by  our  adjutant  to  each  member  of  our  oongressional 
delegation  and  to  the  adjutant  of  the  Department  of  Vermont. 


RESOLUTION   OF   NATIONAL  AUXILIARY.   UNITED  SPANISH   WAR   VKT- 
ERANS,  UTAH SUBVERSIVE  ACTIVITIES  IN  THE  NATION 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  inserted  in  the  Record  a  letter  which  I  have  received 
from  a  patriotic  organization  in  my  State  known  as  the 
National  Auxiliary,  United  Spanish  War  Veterans,  Depart- 
ment of  Utah,  of  Salt  Lake  City,  setting  out  a  copy  of  a  reso- 
lution adopted  at  their  annual  convention. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

National  AtnoLiAET. 
Unitxd  Spanish  War  Vetebans, 

Depaxtment  op  Utah. 
Salt  Lake  City.  Utah,  July  J,  1940. 
Hon.  WnxiAM  H.  King, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Six:  The  following  is  a  copy  of  our  resolution  adopted  at  oar 
annual  convention: 

"Be  it  resolved  by  the  Department  of  Utah,  Auxiliaries  to  the 
United  Spanish  War  Veterans,  in  convention  assembled  at  Provo, 
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Utah,  June  15,  1940:  That  we  renew  oxir  allegiance  to  the  United 
States  of  America  and  wUl  support,  obey,  and  defend  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States. 

•That   we    wish    to    go   on    record    as    opposed   to    any    and    all 
tin-American  activities. 

"That  we  favor  the  enactment  of  such  laws  as  will  control  sub- 
versive activities  of  aliens  by  deportation  or  otherwise. 

"That  this  resolution  be  spread  upon  the  minutes  of  this  conven- 
tion and  a  copy  be  sent  to  the  Utah  Senators  and  Representatives." 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Mrs.  D.  M.  Kemt, 
Department  President. 

Attest: 

Elsiz  L.  Austin, 

Department  Secretary. 

REPORT  OF  THI  APPROPRIATIONS  COMMITTEE — TENNESSEE  VALLFT 

AtTTHORITY 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  10th  instant, 
Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  to 
which  was  referred  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  285)  mak- 
ing an  additional  appropriation  for  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to 
expedite  the  national  defense,  reported  it  without  amendment 
and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1953)  thereon. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  SHEPPARD,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  6823)  for  the  relief  of 
Wilson  A.  Kramer,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  1954)  thereon. 

Mr.  OVERTON,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations, 
to  which  was  referred  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  582) 
making  an  appropriation  to  enable  the  United  States  Mari- 
time Commission  to  establish  the  marine  and  war  risk  insur- 
ance fund,  repwrted  it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1955)  thereon. 

Mr.  ASHURST,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  2691)  to  designate  the  week 
of  October  9  to  October  16  each  year  as  National  American- 
Scandinavian  Educational  Week,  reported  it  with  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  BYRNES,  from  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  to  which  was  referred 
the  resolution  (S.  Res.  277)  increasing  the  expenditures  and 
directing  the  filing  of  its  report  and  recommendations  in  the 
matter  of  the  investigation  of  the  .onservation  of  wild-animal 
life,  reported  it  with  an  amendment. 

REPORTS  ON   DISPOSITION  OP  ZXECDTIVE   PAPERS 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  from  the  Joint  Select  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers,  to  which  were  referred,  for 
examination  and  recommendation,  35  lists  of  records  trans- 
mitted to  the  Senate  by  the  Archivist  of  the  United- States, 
which  appeared  to  have  no  permanent  valtie  or  historical 
Interest,  submitted  reports  thereon  pursuant  to  law. 

KNROLLED  BILLS  AND   JOINT   RESOLXTTION   PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  presented  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  joint 
resolution: 

On  July  10,  1940: 

S.  3676.  An  act  to  withdraw  certain  portions  of  land  within 
t^e  Hawaii  National  Park  and  to  transfer  the  same  to  the 
Jurisdiction  and  control  of  the  Secretary  of  War  for  military 
purposes; 

S.2717.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Broggi; 

S.  3870.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  author- 
izing the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  furnish 
Potomac  water  without  charge  to  charitable  institutions,  etc., 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,"  approved  February  23,  1905:  and 

S.  3720.  An  act  to  create  and  establish  a  Board  of  Funeral 
Directors  and  Eml)almers  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
to  prescribe  its  powers  and  duties. 
On  July  11,  1940: 

S.  J.  Res.  283.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  Col.  Donald  H. 
Connolly  to  hold  the  office  of  Administrator  of  Civil  Aero- 
nautics In  the  Department  of  Commerce. 


REPORT   OF   SPECTAL    COMMITTEE   ON   CONSERVATION   OF  WILDLIFI 
RESOURCES — LIMIT  OF  EXPENDITURES 

Mr.  PTTTMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  present  consideration  of  Senate  Resolution  277,  which 
was  reported  a  little  earlier  today  from  the  Committee  to 
Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate 
with  an  amendment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  resolution  (S.  Res.  277)  increasing  the  expenditures  and 
directing  the  filing  of  report  and  recommendations  in  the 
matter  of  the  investigation  of  the  conservation  of  wild-animal 
life,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Ccnnmittee  to  Audit 
and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate  with  an 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was.  in  line  5,  before  the  words  "in  addi- 
tion to",  to  strike  out  "$6,000"  and  insert  "$5,000." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  as  amended  was  agreed  to,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  special  committee  authorized  and  directed  by 
Senate  Resolution  246.  agreed  to  April  17,  1930,  to  Investigate  the 
conservation  of  wlld-anlmal  life,  hereby  Is  authorized  to  expend 
from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  In  furtherance  of  such  pur- 
poses. $5,000  In  addition  to  the  amounts  heretofore  authorized  for 
such  purposes;  and  the  said  committee  Is  hereby  directed  to  flle  with 
the  Senule  as  soon  as  practicable  its  report  and  recommendations. 

WAR   AND   THE   NATIONAL   DEFENSE 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  call  attention  of 
the  Senate  briefly  to  some  of  the  appeals  I  have  received  in 
my  mail  in  the  past  few  days. 

From  my  good  friend  John  Vesecky,  of  Salina.  Kans.. 
national  president  of  the  Farmers  Union.  I  received  a  six- 
point  program  which  I  intend  to  place  in  the  Record  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate.  Mr.  Vesecky,  speaking  for  the 
Farmers  Union,  holds  that  a  balance  between  agriculture 
and  industry  should  be  part  of  any  national -defense 
program. 

"The  American  farmer  is  ready  to  defend  his  home  and 
country  with  his  life,"  says  Mr.  Vesecky.  "but  the  homes  and 
country  must  be  ours  to  defend  and  enjoy." 

Through  most  of  my  correspondence  these  days  runs  the 
main  thought  that  Congress  should  stay  in  session  during  this 
emergency,  and  that  the  national -defense  program  should 
not  include  sending  American  boys  and  young  men  overseas 
to  fight  in  a  European  war.  I  am  glad  to  note  that  President 
Roosevelt  finally  has  come  to  this  conclusion,  as  mdicated  in 
his  message  to  the  Congress  on  Wednesday.  I  hope  he  will 
steadfastly  maintain  that  position.  Speaking  for  myself,  let 
me  say  once  more  that  I  shall  continue  to  do  everything  I 
can  to  keep  the  United  States  out  of  Europe's  conflicts.  I 
will  not  vote  to  send  American  boys  across  the  seas  to  fight 
in  foreign  wars.  Furthermore,  I  am  strong  for  a  tax  program 
that  will  protect  the  American  people  against  the  war 
profiteers.  We  must  make  it  Impossible  to  create  millionaire 
profiteers  in  this  war,  as  was  done  in  the  World  War. 

I  am  strong  for  President  Roosevelt's  national-defense  pro- 
gram. However,  I  find  very  strong  disapproval  of  the  idea  of 
compulsory  military  service  in  time  of  peace.  The  selective- 
service  draft  in  time  of  war  is  recognized  as  fair  and  equitable 
and  necessary:  but,  as  I  say,  I  find  a  great  deal  of  opposition 
to  compulsory  military  service  in  time  of  peace.  I  might  add 
that  I  feel  the  same  way  alwut  the  matter.  Why  turn  this 
country  into  an  armed  camp?  Is  it  necessary  for  us  to  import 
the  Hitler  system  into  America? 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  part  of  my  remarks,  a  few  typical  letters, 
resolutions,  and  so  forth,  I  have  received  from  Kansas  groups 
who  are  deeply  mterested  in  the  subject  of  war  and  national 
defense. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

FAKMOts     UmoN     PRESEirrs     Six -Point     PaocmAic     TO     Rspubucan 

ComiNTION 

Presenting  the  statement  of  the  National  Farmers  Union  to  the 
resolutions  committee  of  the  Republican  convention.  President  John 
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Ves3cky  oxitlincd  a  shc-potnt  program  for  the  preserratlon  of  the 
tamlly-dzed  farms. 

•"We  believe  that  In  a  country  such  as  ours  It  Is  a  disgrace  and  a 
crime  to  compel  any  class  of  our  citizens  to  supply  the  necessities 
of  life  to  other  classes  at  less  than  parity  or  the  cost  of  producing 
such  necessities."  said  Mr.  Vesecky.  "Our  farm  program  should  be 
•o  amended  as  to  give  our  farmers  their  fair  share  of  the  national 
Income  and.  as  far  as  possible,  to  do  this  without  recourse  to  nnriMftl 
appropriations." 

The  slx-pomt  program  called  for: 

1.  Rehabilitation  of  down-and-out  farmers;  strengthening  of  the 
Farm  Security  Administration  with  ample  funds  for  the  Tenant 
Purchase  Division. 

a    Debt  adjustment  and  refinancing. 

S.  Income  certificate  domestic-allotment  plan  legislation. 

4.  Extension  of  stupl  us -removal  program. 

5.  Fullest  assistance  to  otir  farmers,  especially  the  low-income 
farmers,  for  building  sound  cooperatives. 

6.  Antiwar:  "opposed  to  sendlLg  our  boys  across  the  ocean  to  fight 
In  foreign  wars." 

He  added  that  "any  workable  plan  of  national  defense  must  take 
Into  consideration  the  necessity  of  giving  our  people  security  in 
their  homes  and  In  the  exercise  of  their  rights  and  privileges  as 
American  citizens.  We  do  not  beheve  that  It  Is  necessary  nor  good 
policy  to  curtail  needed  assistance  to  the  poor  and  underprivileged 
on  oiir  farms  and  In  our  cities  In  order  to  make  more  money  avail- 
able for  armaments. 

"The  American  farmer  is.  as  a  rule,  ready  to  defend  his  home  and 
country  with  his  life."  said  Mx.  Vesecky,  "but  the  homes  and  country 
must  be  ours  to  defend  and  to  enjoy." 

Fbamktobt,  Kans.,  June  27,  1940. 
Daxlt  Indkx, 
Kansas  Union  Fasmx*, 
Congressman  Lambertson, 
Senator  Cappbb. 

Deas  Sns:  The  Hopewell  Farmers  Union,  Local  No.  809,  passed  a 
resolution  that  read  as  follows:  "We,  the  members  of  the  Hopewell 
Vtamers  Union  local,  oppose  any  Intervention  or  sucb  acts  In  for- 
eign affairs  tbat  mlgnt  lead  the  United  States  into  tlie  present  war." 

Glcn  L.  Leupold,  Secretary. 

Navt  IfOTHSBs'  Clubs  or  Amouca. 

JAYHAWK  Club.  No.  83, 
Topeka,  Kana.,  July  B,  1940. 
Senator  Aithttk  Cappib. 

Wathington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senatos  Cafpix:   The  members  of  our  club  send  you  our 
petition,   hoping   that    It   may  be   of   bclp   In   keeping   Congress   m 
session  through  the  duration  of  this  war  crisis. 

We  have  sons  In  the  United  States  Navy,  and  we  pray  that  they 
may  never  have  to  be  in  a  war. 
Yoiirs  sincerely, 

Mrs.  Lkla  Bkake,  Adjutant. 

Signed  by:  Mrs.  Amanda  Prazler,  1230  Kansas  Avenue;  Mrs.  Lela 
Brake.  1334  Kansas  Avenue:  Mrs.  Anna  England,  1330  Kansas 
Avenue:  Mrs  S.  V.  KlnOald,  Route  No.  4.  Topeka,  Kans  :  Mrs.  B.  M. 
Butters,  Route  No.  1.  Mayetta,  Kans.;  Mrs.  F.  W.  Stevens.  1007 
Strait.  Topdca,  Kans.;  Mrs.  Hazel  Taylor.  1251  Topeka.  Topeka, 
Kans ;  Mrs.  A.  M.  Kaberllne,  512  North  Chandler.  Topeka,  Kans.; 
Mrs.  L.  R.  Baker,  400  Franklin  Avenue:  Mrs.  Veda  L.  Brewster,  3431 
West  First  Avenue.  Topeka:  Mrs.  Frank  Miller.  410  East  Seventh 
Street;  Mrs  Harold  Rankin,  R.  R.  8,  Topeka;  Mrs.  P.  H.  Prlsby.  1517 
West  Sixth  Street,  Topeka;  Mrs.  Fred  Lynn,  426  Chandler  Street, 
Topeka;  Mrs.  Lena  Barncord,  428  Chandler  Street,  Topeka;  Mrs. 
Addle  Balrd.  541  Forest  Avenue;  Mrs.  Bessie  Dunn.  2627  Minnesota 
Avenue:  Mrs  Anne  Stowlg.  1634  Mulvane  Street:  Mrs.  Hope  Wells, 
712  Lane  Street;  Mrs  Blanche  Koch,  306  Courtland  Avenue;  Mrs. 
Mae  Price,  4045  West  Twenty-first  Street,  Topeka;  Mrs.  Oeraldlne 
Meyers,  1310  West  Tenth.  Topeka;  Mrs.  W.  H.  West,  1233  High  Street, 
Topeka. 

WicBrrA,  Kans.,  June  30.  1940. 
Senator  AsTinnt  Cappib, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Deak  Si«  :  We.  the  undersigned  members  of  North  Wichita  Friends 
Church,  are  very  much  concerned  about  the  umversal  military 
training  bill  which  Is  now  before  Congress.  We  feel  that  this 
marks  the  spread  of  militarism  and  is  the  beginning  of  the  destruc- 
tion of  democratic  Ideals  in  otir  great  and  free  country.  We  feel 
that  this  program  is  un-American  and  unnecessary  and  has  grown 
out  of  an  unreasoning  wave  of  fear  and  uncertainty  which  Is 
sweeping  our  country.  For  these  reasons  we  would  like  to  petition 
you  to  work  against  and  vote  against  this  bill. 
Sincerely. 

John  Harvey.  103  West  Twenty-first;  A.  E.  Wooten,  1S07 
North  St.  Paul:  E.  H  Cox,  1740  North  Oreen  Street:  Hazel 
Cox.  1740  North  Oreen:  Ruth  Gorman.  1545  North  St. 
Frances:  W.  M.  C(4eman.  301  West  Twenty-third  Street, 
Wichita.  Kans.;  Myrta  Bcklor.  2808  East  Thirteenth: 
Helen  Lincoln.  1510  PennsylvaiUa:  Nola  Coleman.  301 
West  Twenty-third:  Minnie  Bowles,  2205  North  Market: 


T.  J.  Cox.  342  Sherman;  Carrie  Sumger.  1024  Pratt:  Mary 
Pierce,  2007  Burton;  Homer  Goat,  S42  Sherman;  Ouy  W. 
Harvey,  103  West  Twenty-first:  Versa  R.  Harvey,  103  West 
Twenty-first;  Clara  Jones,  340  North  Millwood:  B.  R. 
Dawson,  340  North  MUlwood;  Meta  Ruth  Ferguson,  445 
South  Oak. 

MoNTKosc.  Kans..  June  30,  1940.  - 
Hon.  Aktrttb  Capper, 

United  States  Senator,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Deas  MX.  Cafpek:  We,  the  undersigned,  believe  In  a  strong  defense 
from  invasion  but  ask  you  as  our  Senator  In  Congress  to  do  all  In 
your  power  to  prevent  our  boys  from  being  sent  abroad  to  help 
fight  European  wars. 

Mrs.  Zola  Johnson.  Republic,  Kans.;  Mrs.  Abigail  Erkenbrock, 
Republic.  Kans.;  Robert  E  Reed,  Mankato,  Kans.;  Gay- 
lord  Rotbchlld.  Mankato.  Kans.;  Thomas  Dahl,  Webber, 
Kans.;  Mrs.  Lloyd  Reed.  Mankato.  Kans.;  Doris  Graham. 
Mankato.  Kans.;  Lloyd  Reed.  Mankato,  Kans.;  E.  S.  Eioth- 
chlld,  Mankato.  Kans.;  Norman  Rothchlld.  Mankato, 
Kans.;  Dale  Taylor,  Webber,  Kans.;  Warren  Reed,  Man- 
kato, Kans.:  Russell  Reed.  Mankato.  Kans.;  Fred  Russell. 
Mankato,  Kans.;  Fred  Webber,  Webber.  Kans.;  A.  B. 
Young,  Webber,  Kans.;  Mrs.  Art  Lyne,  Webber,  Kans.;  Art 
Lyne,  Webber.  Kans.;  Mrs.  Carrie  Thomas,  Webber,  Kans.; 
Mrs.  Harold  Harding.  Webber,  Kans.;  C.  E.  Barrett,  Santa 
Fe  agent.  Webber,  Kans  ;  Blaine  Warren,  Webber.  Kans.; 
Norman  Herrmann,  Webber,  Kans.;  Harry  Eustice.  Con- 
cordia. Kans.:  P.  B.  TaylcH-.  Webbo-.  Kans.,  Bdmon  Mont- 
gomery, Mankato,  Kans.;  Irvln  Osborne,  Mankato,  Kans.; 
David  Dahl,  Montrose,  Kans. 

Trx  Genxbal  CoNrESKNCi  or  trx 
MENNONrrx  Critbch  op  North  Amxxica, 

Newton,  Kans..  July  1.  1940. 
The  Honorable  Arthur  Capper, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dkab  Mk.  Capper;  Lest  silence  give  the  impression  of  indifference, 
may  I  say,  on  behalf  of  the  General  Conference  of  the  Mennonlte 
Church  of  North  America,  that  we  deplore  resort  to  armed  violence 
and  are  in  full  accord  with  your  every  effort  to  maintain  strict 
neutrality  and  good  will  with  regard  to  warring  nations  east  and 
west.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  must  work  tx)th  ways,  otherwise  it  is 
doomed. 

Further,  compulsory  military  conscription  Is  the  acknowledged 
cornerstone  of  militarism  and  dictatorship,  hence  It  is  anything 
but  compatible  with  true  liberty  and  American  democracy. 

Be  assured  that  we  are  In  full  accord  with  your  every  effort  to 
promote  peace  and  good  will  both  at  home  and  abroad,  and  to  that 
Christian  end  may  you  have  Divine  guidance. 
Yours  very  truly, 

C.  E.  Krembiel. 
Conference  President. 

MtTLBERST  Union  Oospel  Team. 

Mulberry,  Kana..  July  6,  1940. 
Senator  Arthur  Capper, 

Senate  Chamber,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Inasmuch  as  the  Senate  and  House  have  a  bill  before  them  relat- 
ing to  compulsory  military  training,  and  whereas  we  have  volun- 
tary training,  and  Inasmuch  as  this  Nation  is  a  democracy  and  also 
a  Christian  nation,  and  as  we  do  not  believe  in  copying  after  the 
Old  World:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  you  use  your  own  influence  and  the  power  of  your 
higli  offlciais  against  this  bill. 

Mulberry  Gospel  Team, 
Veld  a  Fritts.  Secretary. 
L.  M.  HAMn.TON,  President. 

HnMrrAGE,  Mo.,  June  27. 1940. 
Dear  Senator  Capper, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington.  D.  C: 

We  listen  to  and  enjoy  your  evening  broadcast  so  much;  and 
whereas  the  strife  and  warfare  in  Europe  now  threatening  to  engulf 
the  entire  Eastern  Hemisphere  leads  to  unsettled  conditions,  un- 
easiness, unrest,  uncertainty  In  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  more 
particularly  the  United  States  of  America,  It  now  appears  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  of  America  must  proceed  with  all 
dispatch  to  prepare  for  national  defense,  and  at  the  same  time 
proceed  with  caution  and  utmost  neutrality,  in  order  that  this  coun- 
try may  not  become  involved  In  this  great  calamity. 

We,  the  Republican  Woman's  Club  of  Hickory  County,  request 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  remain  in  session  at  the 
Cepltol  In  Washington.  D.  C,  until  the  crisis  is  passed.  We  are 
writing  you  at  this  time  to  encourage  you  to  live  up  to  the  splen- 
did promise  you  have  repeatedly  made — that  you  will  not  vote  to 
send  our  boys  across  to  fight  Europe's  battles  again.  We  wish  to 
Impress  that  Congress  should  not  adjourn  but  stay  on  the  Job  and 
protect  us  from  foreign  propaganda.  On  behalf  of  the  members  of 
our  club  and  due  to  world  conditions  and  as  American  cltlsens  and 
voters  of  Hickory  County,  we  urge  that  Congress  remain  In 
as  long  as  there  Is  danger  of  entimglement  In  Europe. 
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We  are  relying  on  Congress  to  keep  us  away  from  dictatorship. 
We  feel  that  ovir  safety  lies  In  our  Senators  and  Representatives. 
The  soldiers  and  citizens  each  have  an  Important  work  to  do,  but 
no  less  and  i>erhap8  more  important  is  the  work  and  policy  of  our 
Ctovernment  as  formulated  by  the  duly  elected  representatives,  who 
alone  have  the  constitutional  right  to  vote  on  the  vital  Issue  of  war 
and  peace  for  the  United  States.  We  are  asking  you,  and  hope  we 
arc  not  Intruding  on  yotir  time  by  asking  you,  to  please  do  all  you 
can  m  our  behalf;  for  If  ever  Congress  Is  needed  in  Washington. 
It  surely  Is  now.  This  is  not  our  war.  Please  continue  to  work  for 
the  best  Interest  of  our  fellow  countrymen  and  keep  us  out  of 
European  conflict. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Oebttz  Lee  Walker, 
Secretary,  Hickory  County  Woman's  Republican  Club. 

Montrose.  Kans.,  June  26,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthttr  Capper. 

Senate  of  United  States,  Washington.  D.  C. 
DcAK   Senator:    We.   the  undersigned,   believe   In   strong   defense 
from  Invasion  but  ask  you  as  our  Senator  in  Congress  to  do  all  In 
your  power  to  prevent  our  boys  from  being  sent  abroad  to  help 
fight  European  wars. 

Inga  J.  Dahl;  Mrs.  C.  P.  Edgar,  Webber,  Kans  :  Minnie  Edgar. 
Webber,  Kans.;  Garnet  Davidson.  Webber,  Kans.;  Mrs. 
Inrln  Osborne,  Webber,  Kans.;  Mrs.  O.  E.  Ross,  Webber, 
Kans.;  Mrs.  David  Dahl.  Mankato.  Kans.;  Gwendolyn 
Rothchlld.  Mankato.  Kans.;  Mrs.  Charley  Caskey,  Webber. 
Kans.;  Mrs.  Ella  Dahl,  Webber,  Kans  ;  Mary  Dahl.  Mont- 
rose, Kans.;  Lena  Dahl.  Montrose,  Kans.;  Mrs.  Myrtle 
Daasdaon,  Webber.  Kans.;  Mrs.  Ruth  Rothchlld.  Mont- 
roM.  Kans.:  Mrs.  Edith  V.  Reed.  Montrose,  Kans.;  Alma 
J.  Dahl.  Montrose.  Kans.;  Alta  M.  Dahl,  Montrose.  Kans.; 
Haakon  Dahl.  Montrose,  Kans.;  Erllng  Dahl.  Montrose, 
Kans. 


A  prrmoM  to  the  psEsnmcr  aitd  ms:  congress  or  the  xmnrD  sTAm 
We.  the  undersigned  citizens  of  the  United  States,  exercising 
th*  right  granted  us  by  the  Constitution,  do  hereby  petition  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  prepare  a  national  defense  strong 
enough  to  repel  all  invaders,  but  never  under  any  clrciimstances,  to 
wnd  soldiers  to  Europe  to  engage  In  war. 

C.  P.  Stentz,  1534  Mulvane,  Topeka,  Kans.;  O.  P.  Walters,  411 
East  Ninth  Street.  Topeka.  Kans.;  GalUard  Russum.  SOI 
Jefferson.  Topeka,  Kans.;  Lewis  L3mch,  827  Madison 
Street.  Topeka.  Kans.;  E.  Warner.  1039  North  Jackson, 
Topeka.  Kans.;  P.  B.  Kurtz.  220  East  Hampton.  Topeka, 
Kans.;  Mrs.  E.  C.  Russum.  901  Jefferson.  Topeka,  Kans.; 
Youette  Russum.  901  Jefferson.  Topeka.  Kans.;  Mrs. 
Wilbur  Stewart.  1900  Hudson,  Topeka,  Kans.;  Mrs.  D.  C. 
Wofllck;  Mrs.  M.  O.  Boyer,  823  Madison.  Topeka.  Kans.; 
M.  O.  Boyer,  823  Madison.  Topeka.  Kans.;  D.  H.  Phllllpe. 
202  Satland,  Topeka.  Kans  ;  Evel3m  Horalik,  823  Madison, 
Topeka.  Kans.;  L.  C.  Shoemaker.  1116  Madison,  Topeka, 
Kans.;  Clarence  Read.  2418  Blaryland.  Topeka.  Kans.; 
Faye  Patch.  509  East  Tenth.  Topeka.  Kans.;  Glenn 
Brown.  114  East  Ninth.  Topeka.  Kans.;  Mrs.  W.  J.  Hodgers, 
834  Madison.  Topeka.  Kans  ;  C.  C.  Busey,  Jr.,  1005  Con- 
stitution. Emporia,  Kans.;  Mrs.  C.  C.  Busey,  Jr..  1005  Con- 
stitution, Emporia.  Kans.;  Mr.  H  E.  Chappell.  421  East 
Eighth,  Topeka,  Kans.;  Mrs.  H.  E.  ChappeU,  421  East 
Eighth.  Topeka.  Kans.;  11.  N.  Pender.  606  Waynl.  Topeka, 
Kans.:  Emma  Groening.  405  East  Eighth,  Topeka.  Kans.; 
Howard  Miller,  512  West  Eighth.  Topeka,  Kans.;  Mrs.  R. 
B.  Parkinson.  1026  Van  Buren.  Topeka,  Kans.;  Laurence 
O.  Turk,  1031  Clay  Street;  John  W.  Benda.  634  Emmett. 

ZiAOtES  or  THX  OSAMO  ARMT  OT  THE  REPTBUC, 

National  SHRnrs  Commission, 
San  Diego,  Calif.,  July  1.  1940. 
Bon.  Senator  CArrcs.  If.  C. 

United  Statei  Senate,  Wuhlngton,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dear  Senator  :  Accept  sincere  congratulations  for  the  firm 
stand  you  exprrMcd  yesterday  in  debate,  a  stand  in  whlcb  so  many 
bers  In  California  Join  you,  as  opposed  to  the  unrestricted  mili- 
tary training  of  the  youth  of  our  country  at  a  time  when  Industry 
needs  the  chance  to  respond  to  the  need.*  of  the  hotir— production 
of  arms  necessary  to  properly  supply  the  several  branches  of  our 
national  defense.  Will  be  glad  at  any  time  to  receive  copies  of 
jour  speeches  that  I  may  present  same  to  others  interested. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

Ifrs.  Clara  N.  Sawteb. 


PETITION    TO    THE    CONGRESS    Or    THE    UNITBD    STATES 

Stand  firm  against  all  efforts  to  send  American  youth  to  the  Old 
World  to  fight  the  battles  of  foreign  nations. 

Permit  no  "loosening  up"  of  the  Neutrality  Act  merely  for  tbe 
benefit  of  warmongers  and  profiteers.  Bnact  and  enforce  adequate 
legislation  to  take  the  profits  out  of  war. 

Set  our  own  house  in  order  and  rush  our  program  for  national 
defense  to  completion  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  but  in  an 
bonest  and  businesslike  manner. 


Stop  playing  politics  and  place  the  welfare  of  otir  own  beloved 
country  and  maintenance  of  peace  within  its  borders  as  our  first 
and  highest    objectives.  ^^     . 

P.  A.  Bardwell.  401  North  Steuben,  Chanute.  Kans.:  Ida  M. 
Bardwell,  401  North  Steuben,  Chanute.  Kans.;  Charles  A. 
Bardwell.  401  North  Steuben.  Chanute.  Kans.;  Clara 
Hoch,  401  North  Steuben.  Chanute.  Kans.;  Charlotte 
Holcomb,  15  South  Gretchen.  Chanute.  Kans.;  Charles  H. 
Bardwell.  311  North  Grant,  Chanute.  Kans.;  Cora  R. 
Bardwell,  311  North  Grant,  Chanute,  Kans  ;  Mattie  Peter- 
son, 405  North  Steuben.  Chanute.  Kans.;  Betty  Rose 
Peterson,  405  North  Steuben,  Chanute,  Kans. 

Lions  Club, 
Elkhart,  Kans.,  July  I,  1940. 

ELKHART   LIONS   CLCTB    RCSOLTTTIONS 

Whereas  the  slogan  of  the  International  Association  of  Lions 
Clubs  is  "Liberty.  Intelligence,  oiu"  Nation's  safety";  and 

Whereas  the  Lions  Club  of  Elkhart,  Kans.,  Is  vitally  Interested  In, 
and  deeply  concerned  for,  the  safety  of  tbe  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica: and 

Whereas  the  United  States  of  America  Is  now  facing  the  gravest 
crisis  in  its  existence;  and 

Whereas  there  are  in  the  United  States  of  America  many  subversive 
factors  tending  to  undermine  the  Constitution  and  abrogate  the 
Bill  of  Rights  on  which  our  country  was  founded:  and 

Whereas  the  fundamental  principle  on  which  LionLsm  is  founded 
Is  our  country's  security:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Lions  Club  of  Elkhart,  Kans.,  offer  our  collec- 
tive and  Individual  service  to  the  proper  authority  in  the  United 
States  of  America,  pledging  ourselves  to  use  due  diligence  in  the 
exercise  of  our  rlghu  and  the  rights  of  others  under  this  Constitu- 
tion and  Bill  of  Rlghu  to  the  end  that  subversive  elements  and 
Influences  of  agents  of  foreign  powers,  paid  or  otherwise,  who  ar« 
working  against  our  democracy  t>e  eradicated:  and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  the  Lions  Club  of  Elkhart,  Kans..  urge  the  Immedi- 
ate enactment  of  such  legislation  as  may  be  necessary  to  Inflict 
drastic  punishment  on  any  citizen  or  any  alien  working  In  the  in- 
terest of  any  foreign  power,  who  may  willfully  engage  in  any 
activity  whose  purpose  Is  to  defeat  or  overthrow  our  democratic 
form  of  government;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Lions  Club  of  Elkhart,  Kans.,  stand  resolutely 
for  freedom  of  speech,  freedom  of  press,  freedom  of  thought,  and 
Individual  liberty,  that  to  this  end  we  believe  in  adequate  and  sub- 
stantial preparedness,  to  keep  the  United  States  safe  In  a  world 
being  consumed  by  war;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Lions  Club  of  Elkhart.  Kans.,  heartily  endorse 
the  work  of  the  Dies  congressional  Investigating  committee  and  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  and 
urge  that  their  power  be  broadened  and  that  ample  appropriations 
be  made  to  enable  them  to  combat  all  subversive  activities,  thereby 
further  guaranteeing  our  Nation's  safety:  and  be  It  further 

Resolved.  That  duly  authenticated  copies  of  these  resolutions  be 
sent  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  Senate,  to  the  Speaker  of  the  United  States  House  of 
Representatives,  and  each  Memtwr  of  Congress  from  the  State  of 
Kaniw 

Signed  by  the  president  of  the  Lions  Club  of  Elkhart.  Kans.,  and 
attested  by  tbe  secretary  this  1st  day  of  July  1940. 

Lions  Cltts  or  Blkhakt.  Kans.. 
T.  H.  Harpord,  President. 


Attest: 


Shelbt  Gamble,  Secretary. 


TorwxA,  Kans.,  Juji*  29,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthttr  Capper, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:  Tbe  board  of  directors  of  tbe  Topek* 
Association  of  Life  Underwriters.  In  session  today,  tmanlmotisly 
voted  that  we  go  on  record  urging  you  to  use  your  influence  to 
keep  Congress  In  session  tintU  tbe  state  of  emergency  now  exist- 
ing is  in  a  more  settled  condition. 
Very  truly  yours. 

Board  or  DtaacTots  or  thb  Tomu  Assocunon 
or  Lite  Unpss writers, 
ByAacM  HotTOM,  President. 

TUM  AutajCAM  AmsTB  PsoTBcmrm  AssociAnoif, 

New  York  City.  June  28.  1940. 

Dear  Senator  Capper:  We  are  heartily  in  accord  with  the  views 
and  stand  taken  by  you  and  your  colleagues,  Senators  Wheeler, 
Holt,  Lundeen,  Nye,  Shipstbao,  Walsh,  Clark — both  Clark*— 
Bone,  and  other  great  Americans  wbo  think  in  terms  of  America 
first,  last,  and  all  the  time. 

We  agree  with  Colonel  Lindbergh,  tbe  late  Gen.  Bmedley  But- 
ler. Gen.  Hugh  S.  Johnson,  Rev.  Cbas.  B.  Cougblln,  Boake  Carter, 
etc. 

We  must  return  to  a  policy  of  strict  neutrality  and  noninvolve- 
ment. 

If  tbe  President  does  not  want  to  follow  In  the  footsteps  of 
Woodrow  Wilson,  be  still  has  time  to  make  bis  place  In  history 
secure  by  following  tbe  able  advice  of  the  above  Senators. 

Louis  Belmorb. 
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Lake  Charles,  La.,  June  28.  1940. 
Senator  Arthttr  Capper, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper:  This  Is  simply  a  letter  of  appreciation  for 
your  sane  and  altogether  wise  attitude  during  the  crisis  precipitated 
by  tbe  war  abroad.    Certainly  this  is  the  time  for  calm  Judgment 
and  sane  thinking  if  we  are  not  to  be  rushed  Into  war. 

There  setms  to  be  a  growing  certainty  that  President  Roosevelt 
Is  simply  biding  his  time  xmtil  after  election  (if  be  is  reelected) 
to  make  an  effort  to  stampede  this  country  into  the  European 
war.  Of  course.  I  am  sure  you  understand  that  the  war  psychol- 
ogy now  rampant  along  tbe  Atlantic  coast  is  not  representative  of 
America. 

We  will  continue  to  rely  on  you  to  do  all  possible  to  keep  this 
cotmtry  out  of  war. 
Sincerely  yours, 

B.  Brumpielo. 

McPhebson.  Kans.,  June  17,  1940. 
Dear  Sirs:  I  am  opposed  to  our  Government  sending  our  youth 
to  Europe  to  be  slaughterLd  In  trying  to  settle  a  European  contro- 
versy. I  am  In  favor  of  a  program  of  defense  preparedness  sufficient 
to  protect  us  from  Invasion  from  any  nation.  I  am  willing  to  make 
any  sacrifice  necessary  in  defense  of  our  flag,  our  Constitution,  our 
territorial  integrity,  and  our  free  Institutions. 

Mrs.  Alma  Qutllen.  Mrs.  Vendla  Larson,  Mrs.  Grace  Wallace, 
Mrs.  Minnie  Hultberg,  Mrs.  Jim  Fosha.  Mrs.  LUllan  Tipton, 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  J  F  Parr,  E.  G.  Adams,  Mrs.  Mabel  Irons, 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Thomas  Hanley. 

M>RCRSON   CXJTTNTT   COUNCIL   OT   CHRISTIAN    EDUCATION,    IN   OOOnBA- 

noM  tWRH  na  xansas  oovncxl  or  christun  education 

INKAM,  Kams,  July  3,  1940. 
Senator  Capper, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Capper  :  I  Rm  sorry  to  bear  that  Congress  considers 
to  ensct  a  law  for  conscripted  military  service  of  men  and  women. 
X  am  sure  you  will  agree  with  me  that  that  is  not  In  accordance  witb 
tbe  true  American  spirit  of  liberty  and  freedom.  I  believe  that 
many  people  in  Kansas  and  elsewhere  are  opposed  to  such  a  program. 
Personally  I  believe  it  to  be  opposed  to  religious  liberty  and 
Christ's  teachings.  I  urge  you  to  use  all  your  Influence  against 
such  a  program,  because  such  a  program  has  been  the  downfall  of 
other  nations.  Also  I  would  urge  that  Congress  does  use  Its  influ- 
ence to  end  tbe  war  In  Europe  soon  In  negotiated  peace  and  without 
further  slaughter. 

Thank    you    for   your   past   efforts   toward   peace    and    a    great 
American  people. 
Sincerely. 

John  E.  Kaufman  . 

'  Pharr.  Tex.,  July  2,  1940. 

Dear  Mr.  Capper:  Am  writing  you  at  this  time,  of  course,  like 
everyone  else.  We  are  facing  a  world  crisis;  our  hearts  are  heavy. 
We  are  with  you  100  percent.  Mr.  Capper,  in  trying  to  keep  us  out 
of  war.  It  surely  isn't  our  war  to  fight;  we  took  plenty  medicine 
In  the  World  War.  When  we  gave  our  blood  and  our  money  and 
fought  the  war  for  them,  all  we  get  back  Is  dirt  and  criticism,  so. 
Mr.  Capper,  we  all  hope  you  will  do  all  In  your  power  to  ke?p  this 
Nation  at  peace.  We  are  vwth  you  100  percent  for  peace.  Mr. 
Capper,  do  all  you  can  within  your  power,  whlcb  we  know  3rou  are 
doing,  and  keep  United  States  a  peaceful  nation  and  not  have  us 
drawn  In  tbls  terrible  conflict.  So  we  are  with  you  In  this  awful 
llgbt  we  must  win;  our  prayers  must  be  answered. 

Mrs.  J.  THisa. 

'  National  MAarriME  Union  op  Amisjca, 

Mew  York,  N.  Y.,  July  i,  1940. 
Scnstor  Artisttr  Capper, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washinffton.  D.  C. 
DBAS  Senator  Capper:  Last  nlgbt,  I  lUtencd  wltb  •  great  deal  of 
Interest  to  tbe  broadcast  of  tb«  American  Pbrum  of  tbe  Air,  In 
which  you  participated. 

I  With  to  commend  you.  on  bebalf  of  tbe  membership  of  tbs 
national  Maritime  Union,  for  expressing  the  sentiments  of  tbe  vast 
majority  of  the  American  people.  In  your  opposition  to  tbe  plan 
for  compulsory  military  training. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Joscm  OuBRAM,  President. 


The  Crosbt  Bros.  Co.. 

Toj)eka.  Kans.,  June  21,  1940. 

Hon.  Artkvr  CkrvBt. 

The  United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  We.  the  undersigned  loyal  Americans  and  employees  of 
The  Crosby  Bros.  Co.,  Topeka,  Kans..  take  this  means  of  expressing 
to  you,  our  represenUtlve  In  Washington,  our  hopes  and  earnest 
desires  as  concerns  the  well-being  of  our  people  and  the  safe- 
guarding of  our  beloved  country  in  tbls  hour  of  grave  peril  to  tbe 
entire  human  race. 

We  ask  that  you  do  not  vote  for  a  declaration  of  war  except  to 
repel  Invasion. 

Fight  with  everything  at  your  command  for  adequate  and  im- 
mediate defense  measures. 

i 


Vote  to  keep  the  Congress  in  session  untn  we  know  that  tbls. 
our  country,  is  safe  from  all  who  would  seek  to  destroy  It. 
Most  respectfully  yours. 

R.  O  Allen.  623  Mulvane;  N.  Peterson,  1115  FraEler  Street; 
Florence  Roller.  2401  Kentucky;  Wm.  A.  Montgomery, 
GrantvUle,  Kans.;  Josephine  Warren,  528  Swygart;  Fran- 
ces A.  Meyers.  1923  High:  M^rguerelh  L.  Perrv,  1410  Lake- 
side Drive;  Margaret  CahUl.  822  West  Eighth;  B.  H. 
Hill,  1420  Oakley  Avenue;  Ruby  Jones,  914  Michigan; 
Ethel  Rhoades,  1029  Oakland:  Olive  Jardon,  936  Jewell; 
Evalyn  PurneU.  1728  Buchanan;  Anna  M.  Abel.  2208 
Kenllworth  Court;  May  M.  Bell.  2235  KenUworth  Court; 
Dell  Moore.  309  East  Fifth  Street;  Lorraine  McClenny, 
428  Locust;  Marjcrle  Amsbacy.  1123  Monroe;  Barbara 
Balrd.  1328  West  Seventeenth;  Ethel  C.  Ellis,  317  Green- 
wood; Etorothy  King,  1042  High;  Mrs  Flavel  Blanken- 
ship,  1635  Polk;  Oda  Helbert,  1115  High  Avenue;  Ger- 
aldlne  Ready,  1938  Sims;  Charles  Crosby,  Jr..  3149  West 
Fifteenth;  Ruth  Schaake,  308  West  Eighth;  Mrs.  Harold 
A.  Lepper,  2112  Huntoon;  Mrs.  R.  E.  Fritz,  1200  Oak- 
ley; Olive  Johnson,  417  Lincoln;  Lucy  Curtis,  919  West 
Eighth  Street:  Mary  Deits.  211  Ea«t  Eighth  Street  To- 
peka, Kans.;  Betilah  Jardon.  1608  Lincoln,  Topeka,  Kans.; 
Edna  Dlckerson,  523  Buchanan;  Topeka.  Kans.;  Irene 
Hudson.  1118  Grove.  Topeka,  Kane;  Dorothy  Finn,  35 
Qulnton,  Topeka.  Kans,;  A.  O.  Trotter.  1226  Jewell.  TO- 

?Bka.  Kans.;  Olga  Clay,  1310  West  Fourteenth  Street, 
opeka,  Kans.;  Helen  Osborne,  212  Tyler  Street;  Mrs. 
A.  O  Trotter  1226  Jewell;  Mrs  Jessie  P  Taylor.  926  North 
Jackson,  Topeka,  Kans.;  Mrs.  Louise  Remsbarger,  1217 
McVlcar:  Mildred  Woody.  2600  Maryland;  Genevieve 
Shaw,  728  Jewell;  Ella  L.  Jones,  1034  Topeka  Avenue; 
Pauline  Wlllett,  724  Western;  Louise  Weeks.  812  Madi- 
son; John  A.  Anderson,  608  Kansas  Avenue:  Clarence 
A.  Brown.  936  College;  Leonard  A.  Burton.  2003  West 
Tenth  Avenue;  Uom  Murray,  1162  Lane  Street;  Amos 
Howard.  709  East  Eighth  Street;  L.  T.  Longstaff.  1018 
Monroe:  Norman  W  Mott,  714  Swiss;  Lewter  E  Retber, 
201  Country  Club  Drive:  Lawrence  J  Redman.  626  Lake 
Street;  Lillian  M.  Mott.  714  Swiss;  Jefcsle  Granger,  1260 
Lane;  Nona  Atkinson.  1123  Monrovia:  Ida  F  Paul  1271 
College;  Mrs.  Pred  B.  Gullck,  424  Topeka;  Dorothy  Slnel. 
3014  Lincoln;  Lydla  Oelser,  204  Taylor;  Mrs.  Edward  D 
Courtney.  1014  East  Eighth  Avenue;  W.  B,  Stewart, 
1827  McVlcar;  Jerone  Fry.  504  Davlcs;  Geo.  W.  Hus- 
band, 1101  West  Tenth;  Myrtle  D.  Coon,  2237  Oblo 
Street;  G.  B  Frlcker.  517  Wrst  Eighth;  M  A  Wall.  1636 
Tyler  Street:  Catherine  Petrik.  2142  Adams:  Erma  L. 
Fsase,  701  Chandler  Street;  Martha  Paaley,  179  Holman 
Street;  Mrs.  Jerome  C.  Fry,  604  Da  vies  Street;  Mrs. 
Wallace  N.  Lindsay,  2211  Maryland;  Clara  Etzcl.  Route  4; 
Meryle  Hefllng,  2240  Maryland;  Alona  Harbaugb.  2305 
Harrison;  Dorothy  Zimmerman.  315  West  Morse;  Betty 
Kimball,  2012  North  Monroe;  Patricia  O'Malley,  1115 
West  Tenth;  Helen  Na.sh.  709  Lavirrcncc  Street;  Louise 
Isler.  1114  West  Eighth;  Myra  Hov,'ard.  618  Chandler; 
Jessie  Metzger,  Route  8;  Faye  Husted.  631  Randolph: 
Lettle  L.  Kemper,  1271  Western:  Mollle  Schutte.  128 
South  Broadmoor;  Mildred  Stark,  404  West  Eleventh; 
W.  A.  Gregory.  708  Topeka  Avenue,  apartment  8;  Clyde 
G.  Fuhtran,  Rural  Route  1.  Topeka;  LeRoy  Jones,  1000 
Poplar  Street;  Reginald  Spaunhursi,  612  Chester;  Henry 
A.  Young.  405  Western  Avenue;  Clayton  C.  Jones.  1817 
Fillmore;  Leonard  A.  Jones,  914  Michigan;  Hulda  E. 
Thoes,  Topeka  Avenue;  Luclle  E  Brlggs.  1328  MacVlcar, 
Topeka.  Kans.;  Jess  Lewis,  315  Kendall,  Topeka,  Kans.; 
Vallorle  Contune,  1016  Lincoln,  Topeka.  Kans.;  Dorothy 
West,  1405  Ksnsas  Avenue.  Topeka,  Kann  ;  Elsie  Plum- 
met, 610  West  Ninth.  Topeka,  Kans.;  Anna  Mc- 
Hugb,  Route  1,  Topeka,  Kans.;  B.  F.  Younger,  623 
Polk  Street,  Topeka,  Kans.;  Martha  Brunker,  1276 
Tyler,  Topeka.  Kans.;  Gerald  P.  Deppe,  1311  Bu- 
gene  Street;  Alice  Hackett,  210  Bast  Eleventh 
Street;  Esther  C.  Jass.  R.  P.  D,  Wo,  9;  Ruth  Dsvls,  1009 
Huntoon:  Thelma  Shlnn,  1399  Topeka:  Bmma  Hopkins, 
1016  Qulncy;  Margaret  Porsell.  736  Jewell;  Riu  Hoist, 
314  Broadmoor;  Edith  A.  Robinson.  1111  Tyler;  Sue 
Weber,  1036  Tsylor;  Bemlce  Lavey,  931  Jefferson;  Isa- 
belle  Glotzbach,  004  Monroe;  Jane  Leatberman,  637 
MacVlcar;  Orpba  Bryan-Burke,  Apartment  104,  The 
Bleamlno:  Kftherine  Gamaud.  1307  Mulvane:  John  A. 
Mead,  827  Greenwood;  C.  G  Wanner.  1216  West  Sixth; 
P.  L.  Rogers,  113  North  Western;  C,  W.  Redman,  636 
Lake;  Emmett  E.  Strlcklen,  613  Burr;  T.  P.  Rice.  810 
West  Sixth  Street;  Marie  Lewis,  906  Jefferson;  Edna 
Moran,  1619  Clay;  Fred  Redman.  626  Lake;  Llta  Rut- 
ledge.  1910  Washburn;  John  A.  Carlson.  1026  Watson; 
Y.  Merwlck,  1183  High;  Myron  Harrold.  1313  Jackson; 
John  Holzmelster.  116  North  Franklin;  Dr.  H.  B.  Gillette, 
1354  Mulvane  Street:  Gladys  Grimes,  1618  Hudson  Boule- 
vard; Mrs.  Florence  Flneh,  1007  Zarfleld;  Henry  Kasten, 
1277  Lincoln;  Edna  Staples,  1015  Van  Buren;  May 
Jones,  309  West  Tenth  Street;  Grover  V.  Holler,  2401 
Kentucky  Street:  Elsie  Haag,  1013  Topeka;  Aileen  Mc- 
Cune.  &23>/x  West  Sixth;  Ethel  H.  Rigby.  613  Tyler 
Street;  Grace  Alton,  625  Home  Street:  Edna  E.  Sproul, 
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723  Tyler;  Mabel  Conger.  822  West  Eighth:  Eleanor 
Lovey.  921  Jefferaon:  Lola  Jacobs.  211  Topeka;  Lou  Ella 
Magnus.  612  Polk:  Helen  McQulldin.  1622  Topeka:  Roae 
L.  Kerwan.  510  West  Fifth  Street:  Carrie  C.  Sturgls. 
1317  North  Qulncy:  Virginia  Weekes.  Route  No.  1;  Mary 
Klrlin.  635  Van  Buren:  Dorothy  Chalmers,  1101  Frazler; 
Josephine  Barrett.  329  Fillmore:  Mrs.  Alta  Smith.  1621 
Western:  Mrs.  Lola  Jlllson.  107  East  Eleventh:  Mrs. 
Anna  Gfeller.  1328  Tyler:  Mrs.  Ida  Carlson.  2225  Hazel- 
ton  Court:  Charlotte  Dreblng.  1029  North  Qulncy  Street: 
Mabel  P.  Rankin.  1269  Western:  Oleatha  McHcndry. 
435  Lane:  Mrs  Helen  Dexter.  440  Bellevue:  Mrs.  Effle  M. 
Smyth,  2145  Maryland;  Stella  L.  Busey,  1508  Polk;  Elsie 
M.  Glanz.  115  West  Twelfth;  Frank  E.  Leatherman.  725 
Fillmore  Street;  R.  W.  Talbut.  'r  Crosby  Bros  Co  ;  Ann 
L.  Robinson,  1344  Garfleld;  Martha  Roberts,  Haskell 
Institute.  Lawrence.  Kans.;  Mrs.  Bess  Webber,  1005 
Topeka  Boulevard;  Anne  Elaine  SpiUers,  418  West 
Seventh  Street;  A.  A  Sears,  726  Bvichanan  Court;  W.  C. 
Keys.  327  Broadmoor;  Betty  Snell.  714  West  Thirteenth; 
O.  H.  Plsk.  709  West  Eleventh:  Trula  B.  Robinson. 
1112  Harrison  Street;  Cornelia  Co'eman,  1810  Fillmore: 
Madge  M.  Jackson,   1120  Lane  Street;    Laura  Williams. 

'  1231  North  Jefferson;   Mrs.  Prank  Luthey.  132  Medford; 

I  Alice  Carver.   1177  Conege:   La  Vona  McCune.  522 '^   West 

I  Sixth;  Georgia  Age.  1025  Jackson  Street:  Ruby  D.  Wolfe. 

506   West   Sixth;    Muriel  Leech,    1819   West  Twenty-flrst 

'  Street. 

ICKMORIAL   ADDRESS   BY   SENATOR   LTTWDEEN   ON   THE   LATE   SENATOR. 
MAGNXrS  JOHNSON,  OF  MINNESOTA 

[Mr,  LuwDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  a  memorial  address  delivered  by  him  on  the 
occasion  of  exercises  dedicating  a  memorial  monument  to 
the  late  United  States  Senator  from  Minnesota.  Magnus 
Johnson,  at  Dassel,  Minn.,  June  30,  1940,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS     BY     SENATOR     WILEY     BEFORE     GET-TOGETHER     CLTJB.    OF 

HARTFORD.  CONN. 

I         [Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
'   the  Record   an  address  delivered  by  him  March   18,   1940. 
before  the  Get-Together  Club,  of  Hartford,  Conn.,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS    BY    HON.    HARRY    H.    WOODRING    ON    THE    SUBJECT    VIEW- 
:  POINTS   ON   THE   NATIONAL   ISSUES 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Hon.  Harry 
H.  Woodrlng  on  the  subject  Viewpoints  on  the  National 
Issues,  delivered  at  Topeka.  Kans.,  July  10,  1940,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

I  HIGHWAYS  IN  WAH 

[Mr.  Hayden  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  a  portion  of  an  article  by  Thomas  P.  Henry, 
President  of  the  American  Automobile  Association,  under  the 
heading  "Highways  in  war,"  published  in  the  Military  Engi- 
neer for  March-April,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

EXPERT     training     OR     UNIVERSAL     SERVICE? — ARTICLE     BY     MAJ. 

GEORGE    FIELDING    ELIOT 

[Mr.  Lodge  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  Maj.  George  Fielding  Eliot  entitled 
"Expert  Training  or  Universal  Service?"  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

SELECTIVE  compulsory  BULITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE — STATE- 
MENT BY  GRENVILLE  CLARK 

[Mr.  Burke  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  by  Grenville  Clark,  Chairman  of  the 
National  Emergency  Committee  of  the  Military  Training 
Camps  Association  of  the  United  States,  in  regard  to  the 
Burke- Wadsworth  bill  for  selective  compulsory  military  train- 
ing and  service,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

COafPULSORY    TRAINING — EDITORIAL    FROM   RUTLAND    (VT.)    HERALD 

[]\fr.  Gibson  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  .printed  in 
the  Appendix  an  editorial  on  Compulsory  Training,  pub- 
lished in  the  Rutland  (Vt.)  Herald  of  July  2,  1940,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

DEDICATION  OF  AMERICAN  FLAG  AT  OFFICE  OF  CAROLINA  PROCESS  CO. 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  from  the  Mount  Holly  News  of  July  4. 


1940,  entitled  "American  Flag  Dedicated  in  Impressive  Serv- 
ice at  Caroima  Process  Co.,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

"AMERICAN    CONTINUES    TO    SUPPORT    MEXICO" — EDITORIAL    FROM 
APPLETON  POST  CRESCENT 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  ieave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Appleton  (Wis.)  Post  Cres- 
cent of  June  5.  1940.  entitled  "America  Continues  to  Support 
Mexico."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

NATIONAL  ADVERTISING  AND  THE  CONSUMER ADDRESS  BY  RAYMOND 

RUBICAM 

[Mr.  LtmoEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  on  the  subject.  What  Does  National 
Advertising  Owe  the  Consumer,  delivered  to  the  Business  Con- 
sumer Relations  Conference  recently  held  in  New  York  City, 
by  Raymond  Rubicam.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

CONSTRUCTION   OF  CRAVING   DRYDOCK  IN   WW   YORK  HARBOK 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4165) 
to  provide,  in  cooperation  with  the  Port  of  New  York  Author- 
ity, for  the  construction  in  New  York  Harbor  of  a  graving  dry- 
dock  large  enough  to  accommodate  the  largest  naval  ships 
built  or  building. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  is  one  committee  amend- 
ment which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  3.  line  3.  after  the  word  "ade- 
quate", it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "size"  and  insert  "site." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  engross- 
ment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  prefer  that  the  bill  be  not 
passed  without  an  explanation.  Apparently,  the  Senate  is 
willing  and  able  to  pass  it;  but  I  desire  an  explanation  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  WAUSH.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  provides  for  the  con- 
struction in  New  York  Harbor  of  a  graving  drydock  of  suffi- 
cient size  and  capacity  to  accommodate  the  largest  naval 
or  merchant  vessels  built,  building,  or  proposed. 

There  are  at  present  only  four  naval  drydocks  on  the  east 
ccast  of  the  United  States  that  can  construct  or  repair  a 
modern  45, 000- ton  battlesliip.  They  are  in  South  Boston, 
New  York,  Philadelphia,  and  Norfolk.  Only  three  of  these 
docks  can  take  the  proposed  45,000-ton  battleships,  and  the 
dock  at  New  York  is  not  one  of  them.  South  Boston.  Phila- 
delphia, and  Norfolk  have  drydocks  of  a  size  which  will  enable 
them  to  accommodate  45,000-ton  battleships.  The  fact  that 
we  are  now  venturing  into  the  field  of  building  45,000-ton 
battleships  necessitates  building  a  drydock  of  such  size  as  will 
permit  building  and  repairing  this  iyjpe  of  naval  vessels. 

An  unusual  arrangement  has  been  made  with  the  New  York 
Port  Authorities  with  respect  to  this  particular  drydcck.  The 
United  States  Government  is  to  pay  $7,000,000  toward  the 
construction  and  building  of  the  drydock.  The  Port  Authori- 
ties of  New  York  are  to  pay  $7,000,000.  The  management  and 
control  of  the  dock  will  be  under  the  Port  Authorities  of  New 
York.  It  will  be  used  both  for  merchant  vessels  and  for 
building  and  repairing  large  naval  vessels,  battleshipxs. 

At  the  present  time  large  merchant  vessels  are  obliged  to 
go  to  Boston  or  Philadelphia  from  New  York  in  order  to  have 
the  proper  equipment  for  repairs  and  servicing.  The  port 
authorities,  as  I  said,  are  to  have  the  management  and  con- 
trol of  the  dock.  It  is  to  be  used  for  both  merchant  vessels — 
for  which,  of  course,  a  fee  will  be  paid — and  for  naval  vessels. 
The  Navy  Department,  however,  is  to  have  preferential  rights 
In  the  use  of  the  drydock,  and  is  to  pay  reduced  charges  for 
its  occupation  of  the  dock  for  repairing  naval  vessels. 

Briefly  stated,  that  is  all  there  is  to  say  about  the  bill. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH.     Yes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Am  I  to  understand  from  the  Sena- 
tor's statement  that  this  will  be  the  only  drydock  which  can 
accommodate  one  of  the  new  45,000-ton  battleships? 

Mr.  WALSH.  No.  The  South  Boston  dock,  which  was 
authorized  2  years  ago,  and  for  which  some  money  was  ap- 
propriated last  year,  is  being  built,  and  will  be  able  to  do  that. 
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Tl»e  drydocks  at  Norfolk  and  at  PhlladeljAia  are  able  to  do 
that.  They  are  Government-owned  naval  drydocks.  There 
18  no  drydock  of  such  size  In  New  York  Harbor;  and,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  naval  authorities,  there  is  special  need  for  such 
a  dock  in  and  atwut  New  York  Harbor.  This  would  be  the  only 
drydock  that  could  repair  and  service  large  merchant  vessels 
and  large  naval  vessels.  Large  merchant  vessels  now  must  go 
from  New  York  to  Boston  or  Philadelphia  to  be  serviced  as 
needed. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  May  I  ask  the  Senator,  for  my  own 
Information  on  the  same  general  subject,  whether  a  46,000-ton 
battleship  can  go  through  the  Panama  Canal? 

Mr.  WALSH.    Yea;  but  It  Is  a  very  tight  squeeze. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Almost  too  tight.  Is  it  not? 

Mr.  WAIiSH.    Almost  too  tight;  I  agree  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  able  Senator  If 
there  is  a  drydock  on  the  Pacific  coast  which  can  accommo- 
date a  45,000-ton  battleship. 

Mr.  WAUSH.  The  Hunter's  Point  drydock  at  San  Fran- 
cisco can  service  45,000-ton  battleships,  and  also  the  one  in 
the  State  of  Washmgton. 

Mr.  McNARY.    At  Bremerton? 

Mr.  WALSH.  At  Bremerton;  yes.  They  are  both  of  the 
size  required  for  the  largest  vessels  afloat.  New  York,  of 
course,  being  one  of  the  very  largest  maritime  and  commercial 
centers,  ought  to  have  a  large  drydock. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  of  course  the  ques- 
tion of  construction  facilities  is  mtimately  related  to  the 
entire  defense  program.  I  simply  wish  to  call  attention,  In 
passing,  to  the  fact  that  there  are  upon  the  Great  Lakes 
shipbuilding  facilities  which  apparently  are  being  entirely 
Ignored  in  the  present  undertaking. 

There  are  on  the  Great  Lakes  23  shipbuilding  ways  and  16 
drydocks.  The  facilities  for  reaching  the  open  sea  could 
accommodate  submarine  chasers,  motor  torpedo  vessels,  many 
patrol  vessels,  and  various  auxiliary  craft.  Insofar  as  the 
Great  Lakes  shipbuilding  facilities  were  used,  there  would  be 
proportionate  relief  to  the  facilities  upon  the  coast. 

I  am  making  this  statement  in  the  hope  that  it  will  come 
to  the  attention  of  the  Navy  Department  in  connection  with 
the  problem;  and  I  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  an  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Daily  Tribune  discussing 
these  facilities  and  this  opportunity. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objecUon,  the  editorial 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  editorial  is  as  follows: 

(Ftom  the  Chicago  Dally  Tribune  of  July  0,  1940) 

CEEAT  LAKES  SHIFT AROS 

Navy  yards  and  private  shipbuilding  ways  on  the  Atlantic  and 
Pacific  coasts  are  already  crowded  close  to  capacity  with  naval  and 
commercial  craft.  Most  of  the  vessels  provided  by  the  most  recent 
naval  bUls  will  constitute  only  a  paper  navy  for  years  to  come  be- 
cause of  lack  of  facilities  for  building.  As  usual,  the  Roosevelt 
administration  has  shown  Itself  more  adept  at  voting  money  than 
at  obtaining  useful  results  from  Its  exi>endlture. 

In  this  defense  emergency  the  shipbuilding  facilities  of  the 
Great  Lakes  form  a  considerable  asset  which  the  Navy  has  to  dat« 
neglected.  There  are  on  the  Lakes  23  shipbuilding  ways  and  16 
drydocks.  Tlie  latter  can  be  used  In  an  emergency  for  building  pur- 
poses, although  most  of  their  facilities  are  required  for  repair  of 
exisUng  commercUl  craft,  which  perform  such  essential  function** 
as  Uansportlng  the  bulk  of  the  Iron  ore  for  the  Nation's  steel  mills. 

The  building  ways  would  permit  construction  of  more  than  23 
naval  craft  at  one  time,  since  most  of  them  are  of  a  size  to  accom- 
modate large  Lake  steamers.  The  outlets  of  the  Great  Lakes  limit 
the  size  of  ocean  craft  built  at  the  Inland  ports.  The  locks  wiU 
take  vessels  up  to  250  feet  long,  drawing  14  feet. 

Thxis.  while  the  ways  on  the  Great  Lakes  woiUd  ivccommodate 
wlpa  as  large  as  cruisers,  not  even  destroyers,  which  are  more  than 
800  feet  long,  could  be  gotten  to  the  sea.  In  an  emergency,  of 
course,  the  World  War  practice  of  building  ships  In  two  sections 
for  transit  through  the  locks  could  be  adopted  again.  Ships  so 
buUt  were  found  to  be  perfectly  seaworthy. 

The  greatest  utUlty  of  the  Great  Lakes  shipyards,  however  Is 
for  the  construction  of  the  multitude  of  smaU  craft  necessary  to 
the  functioning  of  the  fleet.  These  include  submarine  chasers 
motor  tori>edo  vessels,  tugs,  patrol  vessels,  and  various  auxiliary 
crtft.  By  concentrating  such  construction  In  the  Great  Lakes  area 
the  Udewater  planta  would  be  lett  free  to  build  the  larger  naval 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Thomas  of  Utah  In  the 
chair) .  The  bill  is  still  before  the  Senate  and  open  to  further 
amendment.  If  no  further  amendment  be  proposed,  the  ques- 
tion Is  on  the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

mCRKASE  IN  NI7KBXR  OF  NAVY  AND  MARINI  COBPS  AVIATORS 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  10030,  Calendar  No. 
2052,  a  bill  increasing  the  numlaer  of  naval  aviators  in  the 
line  of  the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  stale  the  Utle 
of  the  bill 

The  LkciSLATivk  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  10030)  increasing  the 
number  of  naval  aviators  in  the  line  of  the  Regular  Navy  and 
Marine  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  \s  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs,  with  amendments. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  formal 
reading  of  the  bill  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  It  be  read  for 
amendment,  the  amendments  of  the  committee  to  be  first 
considered. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  was  about  to  observe  that  wc 
ought  to  have  the  bill  read,  and  an  explanation  should  be 
made  of  It.  The  trouble  Is  that  we  are  passing  bills  in  a  sort 
of  hysterical  or  emotional  frame  of  mind;  and  apparently  we 
can  pass  almost  anything  at  this  time. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  shall  be  pleased  to  explain  the  bill;  but 
this  is  the  customary  request  to  dispense  with  the  formal  read- 
ing of  the  bill  and  proceed  first  with  committee  amendments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts?  The  Chair  bears 
Done. 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  shall  now  be  glad  to  explain  the  biU. 

In  1035  the  Senate  launched  upon  a  new  program  for  the 
purpose  of  increasing  the  number  of  naval  aviators.  It  com- 
menced training  young  college  men,  who  were  to  be  sent  to 
the  Naval  Aviation  School  at  P^nsacola  for  1  year,  and  then 
were  to  serve  for  3  years  longer  as  aviators  in  the  Navy.  They 
were  to  be  known  as  aviation  cadets.  Over  4  years  have 
elapsed  since  the  first  class  was  received.  The  young  men 
who  have  spent  their  time  in  the  service  in  the  Navy  have 
made  a  very  creditable  record.  It  would  be  difficult  for  any- 
body to  distinguish  between  a  naval  aviator  who  is  a  cadet  and 
an  aviator  in  the  Regtilar  Service  who  is  a  graduate  of  the 
Naval  Academy. 

As  the  time  approached  last  year  for  the  release  from  active 
service  of  the  first  class,  the  fourth  year  having  expired,  an 
act  was  passed  extending  the  time  of  service  4  years  more, 
and  also  recognizing  a  just  complaint  which  had  been  made 
by  these  young  men  that  they  were  known  only  as  cadets, 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  those  who  had  spent  3  or  4  years  In 
the  service  were  more  mature  and  more  experienced  and  had 
had  longer  service  in  naval  aviation  than  some  of  the  regular 
aviators  of  the  Navy  who  were  commissioned  as  ensigns  and 
as  lieutenants. 

Therefore  in  the  act  we  authorize  these  cadetx  to  be  pro- 
moted  to  the  rank  of  commissioned  officers  in  the  Naval 
Reserve.  The  young  men  were  given  ttie  right  to  leave  the 
naval  service  at  the  end  of  the  4  years  or  to  reenroll  In  the 
reserve  force  for  another  4-year  period. 

The  members  of  the  committee  of  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  be  chairman  and  I  were  desirous  that  those  who  wished 
should  be  inducted  into  the  regular  naval  service.  For  some 
reason  or  other  at  that  time  the  Navy  did  not  desire  that  these 
young  men  be  inducted  into  the  regular  naval  service,  but  still 
desired  to  continue  them  as  cadets  or  as  Reserve  officers. 

The  arrangement  made  for  the  training  of  these  young  men 
was  unusual  also.   They  were  not  to  receive  the  full  pay  of  a 
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regular  naval  aviator  who  had  a  commission  In  the  Navy. 
Their  pay  was  somewhat  less  than  that  of  regvUar  navai  avia- 
tors, but  provision  was  made  that  upon  their  release  from 
^j^  active  service  at  the  end  of  4  years  they  should  be  given  a 
cash  bonus  which  represented  approximately  the  difference 
between  what  they  received  as  cadets  and  what  they  would 
have  received  as  naval  ofiBcers.  So  that  at  the  end  of  4  years 
a  young  man  could  take  his  accumulated  salary,  if  it  may  be 
called  that,  leave  the  naval  service,  and  go  into  private  avia- 
tion, as  a  considerable  number  of  them  have  done,  and  some 
of  the  best  pilots  now  in  the  private  air  transportation  lines 
are  from  this  group  of  cadets. 
'^  The  bill  seeks  to  make  it  compulsory  for  the  Navy  Depart- 

ment to  take  some  of  these  Reserve  aviators  into  the  regular 
service.  If  these  young  men  desire,  a  number  of  them  can 
now.  after  meeting  the  physical  requirements  and  meeting  the 
educational  and  other  requirements,  be  inducted  into  the 
regular  naval  service  with  commissions  and  rank  as  regular 
naval  ofiQcers. 

There  is  a  reserve  naval  aviation  base  in  Washington,  and 
one  in  Boston,  and  there  are  several  throughout  the  country. 
Many  young  men  who  are  in  the  Naval  Reserve  spend  Satur- 
days and  Sundays  in  learning  to  pilot  planes,  and  the  Gov- 
ernment furnishes  them  planes.  They  are  a  very  valuable 
adjunct  to  the  naval  air  service.  The  bill  permits  some  of 
those  who  desire  to  do  so.  who  are  well  trained  and  are  now 
Reserve  aviators,  to  be  inducted  at  once  into  the  regvilar  naval 
service. 

They  have  an  opportunity  of  entering  the  service  for  4  years 
and  then  leaving  the  service,  if  they  choose  to  do  so  there- 
after. The  first  opportunity  they  have  is  to  come  in  and  be 
regular  naval  oflBcers,  assuming  their  record  in  satisfactory  to 
the  Navy,  and  that  they  are  physically  qualified,  and  qualified 
^^  by  experience.     The  second  opportimity  is  that  they  may 

join  as  officers  for  a  4-year  period.  A  very  great  concession 
is  made  in  the  bill  to  those  who  choose  to  give  up  4  years  of 
time  from  their  private  lives  and  Join  the  air  service  of  the 
Navy,  a  bonus  of  $500  being  provided  for  each  year  they  serve 
In  the  Navy  in  the  capacity  of  officers  in  the  Naval  Air  Service. 

A  naval  Reserve  officer  now  in  private  life  can,  if  he  meets 
the  exacting  requirements,  say,  "I  will  enter  the  service  for 
4  years  on  the  conditions  you  have  named.  I  do  not  want 
to  be  a  regular  naval  officer,  but  I  will  go  in  for  4  years,  in 
view  of  the  emergency,  and  in  return,  besides  my  pay.  at  the 
end  of  4  years  I  will  expect  the  Government  to  give  me  $500 
for  each  year,  or  $2,000." 

Mr.  President,  that  is  a  plan  worked  out  in  an  attempt  to 
induce  persons  in  private  life  to  come  into  the  naval  aviation 
service  for  a  period  of  time,  the  Government  offering  them 
the  inducement  of  a  bonus  of  $500  instead  of  remaining  in  as 
permanent  officers.  It  is  expected  that  a  reasonable  number 
of  these  trained  Reserve  pilots  will  take  advantage  of  either 
one  of  these  alternative  proposals,  and  that  the  Navy  will 
have  little  difficulty  in  obtaining  a  sufficient  ntunber  of  yoimg 
men  to  take  up  pilot  training. 

Very  briefly,  that  is  the  whole  story  in  reference  to  the 
^^  proposed  legislation.     As  the  bill  designates,  it  is  an  attempt 

to  increase  the  number  of  naval  aviators  in  the  line  of  the 
•  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  srield? 

Mr.  WALSH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  something  in 
the  earlier  part  of  his  observations  about  compulsorily  bring- 
ing them  into  the  Navy.  I  was  wondering  whether  there  was 
a  provision  in  the  bill  compelling  the  Navy,  even  though  It 
needed  no  aviators,  even  though  it  had  an  adequate  number, 
to  accept  these  men  in  the  Navy  as  officers. 

Mr.  WALSH.  No.  I  think  I  very  inappropriately  used  the 
•  word  "compulsory."  What  I  meant  to  say  was  that  the  bill 
opens  the  door  for  the  Navy  to  do  something  which  it  cannot 
do  now.  No  Reserve  officer  can  come  into  the  naval  air  serv- 
ice as  a  regular  naval  officer  under  existing  law.  I  assume 
the  Navy  Department  will  send  out  invitations,  and  I  think 
I)erhaps  they  have  already  done  so,  inviting  all  Reserve  offi- 


cers to  take  advantage  of  this  opportimity  of  entering  the 
regular  service. 

Mr.  KING.  As  I  understand  the  Senator,  then,  there  is 
nothing  in  the  bill  which  will  compel  the  Navy  to  add  a  large 
number  of  pilots,  unless  they  are  required, 

Mr.  WALSH.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  KING.  There  are  thousands  of  them  who  take  the 
training,  but  the  Navy  would  not  be  compelled,  after  they  had 
completed  their  training,  to  place  them  in  the  Navy  as  officers. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Not  at  all,  and  it  is  not  expected  that  more 
than  200  a  year  will  be  taken  into  the  Regular  Service  in  this 
manner.  The  Naval  Aviation  Reserve  Corps  is  not  a  large 
corps.  It  is  an  important  adjunct  to  the  Navy,  and  it  has 
been  more  or  less  experimental,  but  at  this  time,  with  the 
greater  necessity  for  an  increased  nimiber  of  aviators,  it  is 
very  important  to  get  into  the  Regular  or  Reserve  force  every 
aviator  who  is  already  trained  and  experienced. 

Mr.  KING.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  one  other 
question.  Because  I  am  putting  this  in  interrogative  form,  I 
hope  the  Senator  will  not  get  the  impression  that  I  am 
critical.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  the  emoluments  and 
advantages  which  are  granted  will  lead  to  some  criticism  on 
the  ground  that  a  preference  is  given  in  this  branch  of  the 
service  over  other  branches  of  the  service? 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  think  the  suggestion  and  idea  contained  in 
the  bill,  which  wsis  presented  to  the  committee  by  the  Navy 
Department,  comes  from  legislation  already  enacted  for  the 
Army.  I  personally  feel  that  it  is  rather  unfortimate  that 
the  Army  and  Navy  legislation  is  not  in  the  hands  of  one 
committee.  I  think  I  have  introduced  at  every  session  15  or  20 
bills  whose  purpose  is  to  put  the  Navy  in  the  position  in  which 
the  Army  is,  and  I  am  sure  the  War  Department  is  having 
bills  introduced  for  the  same  purpose.  The  best  example  of 
that  was  an  Army  bill  passed  in  1939,  about  which  none  of  us 
knew  tmtil  a  few  days  ago,  increasing  the  profit  to  airplane 
manufacturers  from  10  percent  to  12  percent.  That  provision 
was  contained  in  an  Army  bill,  and  even  the  members  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  did  not  know  about  it, 
and  the  Navy  Department  did  not  know  about  it,  until  it  was 
actually  law.  It  was  included  in  some  Army  bill,  yet  it  was 
made  applicable  to  planes  built  by  the  Navy. 

I  make  that  suggestion  only  because  I  have  at  times  felt 
that  it  would  he  helpful  if  matters  relating  to  both  services 
were  handled  by  one  committee;  and  we  have  before  us  an 
iUustration.  In  other  words,  the  inducement  should  be  the 
same  as  to  both  services. 

Mr.  KING.    Exactly. 

Mr.  WALSH.  That  Is  probably  what  prompted  the  Sen- 
ator's question. 

Mr.  KING.    Exactly. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Navy  has  resisted,  up  to  now,  the  mat- 
ter of  inducting  these  cadets  into  the  regular  service.  I  under- 
stand the  Army  gets  about  800  aviators  a  year  from  the 
cadet  system,  and  they  are  given  commissions  in  the  Army 
Air  Corps.  But  not  until  this  bill  is  passed  will  aviation 
cadets  and  Reserve  officers  be  given  the  opportunity  to  be 
inducted  into  the  Regular  Navy.  The  first  4  years  expired 
only  a  year  ago.  The  Navy's  attitude  was  not  hostile  in 
any  way,  but  they  wanted  to  distinguish  between  aviators 
who  had  graduated  from  the  Naval  Academy  and  those  who 
came  into  the  service  from  colleges. 

Let  me  say  again  that  these  young  men  who  come  from 
colleges  are  excellent  aviators.  The  only  suggestion  I  have 
heard  made — and  it  Is  a  very  minor  one — is  that  they  are 
not  always  so  amenable  to  discipline,  because  they  come 
from  college  life  with  all  the  buoyancy  and  enthusiasm  of 
college  life  as  compared  with  the  men  who  come  from  the 
Naval  Academy. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  jrleld? 

Mr.  WALSH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  was  much  Interested  in  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  Senator  that  there  ought  to  be  one  head  over  both 
the  Army  and  the  Navy.  A  numl)er  of  years  ago  when  I  was 
a  member  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  before  I  resigned 
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from  that  committee,  I  Introduced  a  blD— and  I  offered  simi- 
lar bills  on  several  occasions — providing  for  the  consolidation 
ot  all  the  activities  for  national  defense,  the  War  Depart- 
ment, the  Navy  Department,  and  the  Air  Force  under  one 
head.  I  Introduced  a  bill  creating  a  Department  of  National 
Defense,  providing  for  a  Secretary  of  National  Defense,  and 
an  administrative  secretary  for  the  Army,  an  administrative 
secretary  for  the  Navy,  and  an  administrative  secretary  for 
the  air  force;  consolidating  all  these  activities  into  a  De- 
partment of  National  Defense,  under  one  head.  If  that  liad 
been  accomplished,  in  my  opinion,  greater  uniformity  and 
greater  efficiency  would  have  resulted,  and  there  would  have 
l>een  infinitely  greater  savings  than  are  now  possible  under 
the  present  tripartite  division. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  when  I  first  came  to  the 
Senate  I  had  a  similar  idea,  and  I  think  I  introduced  a 
bill  somewhat  similar  to  that  mentioned  by  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  providing  for  three  assistant  secretaries,  and 
one  head  over  all  our  national  defenses. 

If  there  are  no  further  questions,  I  ask  that  the  com- 
mittee amendments  be  acted  upon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
conunittee  amendments. 

The  first  amendments  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs 
were  in  section  2.  page  1,  line  8,  after  the  word  "Corps", 
to  strike  out  "Reserves"  and  to  insert  "Reserve";  in  line  9, 
after  the  words  "necessary  and",  to  strike  out  "except  as 
hereinafter  provided";  on  page  2,  Une  1,  after  the  words 
"officers  of",  to  insert  "the  line  of";  in  the  same  line,  after 
the  words  "Navy  and",  to  Insert  "the";  in  line  2,  after  the 
word  "accordingly.",  to  strike  out  "officers  so  appointed  shall, 
upon  appointment,  occupy  the  same  grade,  with  the  same 
precedence  therein  now  occupied  by  them  in  the  Naval  or 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  as  the  case  may  be:"  and  to  insert 
"These  officers  shall  be  appointed  to  the  same  grade  oc- 
cupied by  them  in  the  Naval  or  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  as 
the  case  may  be,  at  the  time  of  such  appointment  and  shall 
take  precedence  in  such  grade  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visicms  of  section  8  (e)  of  this  Act";  in  line  22,  after  the 
word  "requirements:",  to  strike  out  "And  provided";  on 
page  3.  after  the  word  "completed",  to  strike  out  "2  or 
more  years"  and  to  insert  "not  less  than  1  year";  in  line 
2,  after  the  word  "of",  to  strike  out  "continuous";  in  the 
same  line,  after  the  word  "service",  to  strike  out  "other 
than  training  duty";  in  line  3.  after  the  word  "Reserve", 
to  strike  out  "immediately  preceding  the  date  of  approval 
of  this  act";  and  at  the  end  of  the  section  to  insert  a 
colon  and  the  following  language:  "And  provided  further, 
•niat  in  computing  the  pay  of  officers  appointed  under  the 
authority  of  this  act,  credit  for  longevity  shall  be  given 
them  for  all  service,  including  service  as  aviation  cadets, 
with  which  they  have  heretofore  been  credited",  so  as  to 
make  the  section  read: 

Sk.  2.  The  President  of  the  United  States  Is  authorized  to  ap- 
point to  the  line  of  the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  con«ent  of  the  Senate,  as  many  naval  aviators 
of  the  Navy  and  Marine  Ckirps  Reserve  as  he  may  deem  necessary 
and  the  authorized  number  of  commissioned  officers  of  the  line 
of  the  Navy  and  the  Marine  Corps  is  increased  accordingly.  These 
offlcera  shaU  t>e  appointed  to  the  same  grade  occupied  by  them 
In  the  Naval  ot  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  as  the  cass  may  be,  at  the 
time  of  such  appointment  and  shaU  take  precedence  In  such 
grade  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  8  (e)  of  this 
act:  ProvitUd,  That  they  shaU  first  establish  their  moral,  physical, 
mental,  and  professional  qualifications  In  accordance  with  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  prescribe: 
Provided  further.  That  officers  so  appointed  shall,  on  June  30  of 
the  calendar  year  in  which  they  are  appointed,  have  completed  not 
!•■•  than  18  months  of  continuous  active  service  next  foUowlng 
the  completion  of  their  duty  as  aviation  cadets  undergoing  train- 
ing and  shall,  on  June  30  of  the  calendar  year  In  which  appointed, 
be  less  than  26  yean  of  age:  Provided  further.  That  during  a 
period  of  6  months  from  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  waive  the  foregoing  age 
requirement  and  contlnuoxis-servlce  requirements:  Profided  fur- 
ther. That  during  a  period  of  6  months  from  the  date  of  approval 
of  this  act  those  naval  aviators  who  have  not  undergone  train- 
ing as  aviation  cadets  but  who  have  completed  not  less  than 
1  year  of  active  aervice  other  than  training  duly  in  the  Naval  or 


Marine  Oorpe  Reserve  may  alao  be  so  appointed  rpfanne«  of  their 
age.  Officers  appointed  under  the  authority  of  this  proviso  shaU, 
upon  appointment,  be  additional  nimibers  In  the  grade  to  which 
appointed  and  In  any  grade  to  which  they  may  thereafter  be 
promoted:  And  prot>ided  further.  That  in  computing  the  pay  of 
officers  appointed  under  the  authority  of  this  act.  credit  tor  lon- 
gevity shall  he  given  them  for  all  service.  Including  service  am 
aviation  cadets,  with  which  they  have  heretofore  been  credited. 

Tlie  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

ICELAND.    GREENLAND.    AND    TOT    UNrTBD    STATIS — LrTTlR    FROM 
VILHJALltmt    STKFAN5SON 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  read  to  the 
Senate  a  brief  letter  which  I  have  received  from  the  noted 
explorer.  Mr.  Vllhjalmur  Stefansson,  in  connection  with  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  Iceland  is  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. Yesterday  the  Junior  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Cow- 
nally]  discussed  the  question  of  whether  or  not  we  ought  to 
defend  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  at  that  time  I  re- 
peated the  contention  I  have  made  here  before,  that  we 
ought  above  all  to  be  prepared  to  defend  our  base  area,  and 
that  is  North  America,  Central  America,  and  the  coast  and 
islands  of  the  Caribbean.  The  coast  of  the  Caribbean,  of 
course,  includes  part  of  South  America.  The  question  arises, 
of  course,  where  we  should  draw  the  eastern  boundary  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere.  At  the  time  I  discussed  the  ques- 
tion I  had  a  map  hanging  on  the  wall  and  for  the  purpose  of 
the  discussion  I  used  the  thirtieth  parallel  of  longitude, 
which  takes  in  most  of  Greenland  but  does  not  include  Iceland. 

This  is  what  Mr.  Stefansson,  who,  I  think,  is  a  real  au- 
thority on  the  subject,  says: 

1.  The  President  has  been  quoted  to  the  effect  that  Greenland  la 
In  the  Western  Hemisphere,  from  the  Monroe  Doctrine  angle.  Now, 
Greenland  extends  farther  east  than  Iceland. 

I  think  that  L*;  something  which  many  of  us  do  not  realize. 

For  the  1937  map  of  the  Geodaetlsk  Instltut,  Copenhagen,  shows 
that  a  line  drawn  south  from  the  northeastern  tip  of  Greenland 
passes  about  60  miles  east  of  the  most  easterly  point  of  Iceland. 
Therefore,  all  of  Iceland  Is  farther  west  than  some  parts  of  Green- 
land. 

2.  If  we  decide  upon  a  hemisphere  defense  In  the  North  Atlantic, 
and  if  we  decide  to  take  our  stand  at  our  side  of  the  main  or 
broadest  ocean  channel,  then  Iceland,  geographically.  Is  our  frontier 
In  Its  quarter.  For  the  sea  Is  only  about  180  miles  wide  between 
Iceland  and  Greenland  but  Is  more  than  600  miles  wide  between 
Iceland  and  Scotland,  more  than  600  miles  wide  between  Iceland 
and  Norway.  There  are,  of  course,  the  Faroes  In  between  Iceland 
and  Europe:  but  they  are  tiny,  they  do  not  have  very  good  harbors, 
and  they  do  have  about  the  worst  weather  of  the  North  Atlantic. 

Then  he  says  as  his  third  point: 

3.  By  implication  at  least,  the  State  Department,  under  Secretary 
William  H.  Seward,  took  the  position  72  years  ago  (perhaps  earlier?) 
that  Iceland  would  come  under  the  Monroe  Doctrine  geographically. 
For,  In  1868,  the  Department  published  A  Report  on  the  Resources 
of  Iceland  and  Greenland,  compiled  by  Benjamin  Mills  Pelrce, 
wherein  you  find  on  page  1  that  "•  •  •  it  (Iceland)  belongs  to 
the  Western  Hemisphere  and  Is  an  Insular  dependency  of  the  North 
American  continent." 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  letter  be 
printed  In  the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

The  letter  is  as  follows: 

New  Yobk,  June  22.  1940. 
The  Honorable  Henkt  Cabot  Lodgk,  Jr.. 

United  States  Senator  from  Massachuaetta,  WoMhtngton,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Lodge:  Tour  letter  of  June  20  asks  permlaslon  to 
publish  through  the  Congressional  Record  what  I  wrote  you  June 
19.  That  letter  contains  some  tilings  which  do  not  bear  on  what 
Interests  you.  whether  Iceland  shoiUd  or  should  not  be  looked  upon 
as  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere.  I  restate  the  case,  and  I  ahaU 
be  glad  to  have  you  use  this  letter  In  any  way  you  like.  The  main 
points  are: 

1.  The  President  has  been  quoted  to  the  effect  that  Oreenland  la 
In  the  Western  Hemisphere  from  the  Monroe  Doctrine  angle.  Now 
Greenland  extends  farther  east  than  Iceland,  for  the  1937  nuip  of 
the  Geodaetlsk  Instltut,  Copenhagen,  shows  that  a  line  drawn 
south  from  the  northeastern  tip  of  Greenland  passes  about  60 
miles  east  of  the  most  easterly  point  oS  Iceland.  Therefore,  all  of 
Iceland  Is  farther  west  than  some  parts  of  Greenland. 

2.  If  we  decide  upon  a  hemisphere  defense  in  the  North  Atlantic, 
and  If  we  decide  to  take  our  stand  at  our  side  of  the  main  or  broad- 
est ocean  channel,  then  Iceland,  geograpliicaUy,  is  our  frontier  in 
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Its  quarter.  For  the  sea  fs  only  about  180  miles  wide  between  Ice- 
land and  Greenland  but  is  more  than  500  miles  wide  between  Iceland 
and  Scotland,  more  than  600  miles  wide  between  Iceland  and  Nor- 
way. There  are.  of  course,  the  Faroes  in  between  Iceland  and 
Europe,  but  they  are  tiny,  they  do  not  have  very  good  harbors  and 
they  do  have  about  the  worst  weather  of  the  North  Atlantic.  Besides 
the  Iceland-Faroe  gap  Is  wider  than  the  one  between  Iceland  and 

Greenland.  ^      ^        j. 

3    By  implication  at  least,  the  State  Department,  under  Secretary 

William  H.  Seward,  took  the  position  72  years  ago  (perhaps  earlier) 

that  Iceland  would  come  under  the  Monroe  Doctrine  geographically. 

.  '  For  in  1868  the  Department  published  A  Report  on  the  Resources 

"   cf    Iceland    and    Greenland,    compiled    by    Benjamin    Mills    Pelrce, 

'   Where  you  find  on  page  1  that it   (Iceland)    belongs  to 

the  Western  Hpmlsphere,  and  Is  an  insular  dependency  of  the  North 
American  Continent." 

Seward  wanted  the  United  States  to  have  Iceland  and  Greenland 
for  about  the  reasons  he  gave  for  wanting  Alaska.  One  of  these 
was  a  defense  reason,  that  Iceland  and  Greenland  dominate  the 
North  Atlantic  somewhat  as  Alaska  dominates  the  North  Pacific. 

It  will  be  understood  that  I  write  this  letter  strictly  from  geo- 
graphical and  historical  points  of  view,  with  no  thought  of  tendering 
political  or  military  advice. 

Vn.BJALMtTB  STEFANSSON. 

INVITATION    TO    DELEGATES   TO   DEMOCRATIC    CONVENTION   TO    VISIT 

WISCONSIN 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  there  came  over  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  a  few  moments  ago  a  concurrent 
resolution  providing  for  adjournment  of  t'.ie  Senate  until  the 
22d  of  this  month.  Before  the  Senate  takes  action  on  that 
resolution  I  wish  to  express  to  my  Democratic  brethren  an 
invitation  to  visit  "the  little  bit  of  heaven"  which  lies  a  little 
north  of  Chicago,  my  own  beloved  State  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  President,  shortly  there  will  convene  in  Chicago  a  group 
cf  Democrats  who  will  nominate  men  for  the  Presidency  and 
the  Vice  Presidency  of  the  United  States. 

Of  course,  this  group  will  listen  to  "their  master's  voice," 
and  that  voice  will  determine  the  nominations. 

Physically  this  group  will  welter  and  swelter  in  Chicago's 
heat,  and  after  the  convention  adjourns  they  will  be  in  need 
of  rest  and  recreation — something  that  can  build  them  up  for 
the  campaign.  The  Lord  knows  they  will  need  the  build-up. 
becau.se  the  gentlemen  who  were  nominated  in  Philadelphia 
are  going  to  be  the  next  leaders  of  this  Nation. 

But  I  did  not  rise  particularly  to  give  Senators  that  infor- 
mation, of  which  they  are  well  aware;  but  I  rose  to  say  that 
Immediately  north  of  Chicago  there  is  the  Nation's  greatest 
dairy  land  and  one  of  the  Nation's  greatest  vacation  lands — 
Wisconsin — "all  this  and  heaven,  too."  The  north  half  of 
the  State  of  Wisconsin  from  the  Mississippi  to  Lake  Michi- 
gan— in  fact,  all  of  the  State — has  been  dotted  by  Nature 
with  a  myriad  of  lakes  and  rivers  and  streams,  and  in  these 
waters  are  found  the  muskie,  northern  PMke,  wall-eyed  pike, 
the  croppy,  and  bass.  Here  also  is  found  the  brook  trout  and 
the  German  brown  trout.  Here,  Mr.  President,  the  tired 
politician  could  recuperate  from  his  disappointments;  and 
here  nature,  with  its  natural  beauty  unmarred  by  man,  still 
exists  to  smooth  over  the  scars  obtained  in  the  convention, 
-f  Mr.  VANDENBERQ.  I  was  absent  from  the  Chamber  when 
the  Senator  began  his  remarks.  Is  the  Senator  discussing 
Michigan?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  WILEY,  I  was  not  discussing  Michigan.  I  was  speak- 
ing about  heaven — Wisconsin — that  State  which  lies  west  of 
Michigan.  I  am  surprised  at  the  lack  of  perception  of  my 
Michigan  colleague.  This  is  an  invitation  to  tired  New  Deal 
Democrats,  after  they  conclude  their  business  in  Chicago  to 
come  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin  and  recuperate  in  the  north 
"Woods. 

Mr.  VANDENBERQ.    I  do  not  want  even  tired  Democrats. 

,  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  WILEY.  We  prefer  tired  Democrats  to  none  at  all. 
We  love  them,  in  spite  of  their  mistaken  ways.  We  are  ask- 
ing them  to  come  up  and  enjoy  "a  little  bit  of  heaven"  in 
Wisconsin,  where  there  are  rolling  hills  covered  with  flowers, 
hardwoods,  and  pines.  Here  one  can  bathe  and  fish  in  the 
lakes  and  streams,  loaf  and  rest,  and  forget  the  wrongs  of 
man  and  the  "fears  of  coming  events" — a  Republican  victory. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield. 


Mr.  CHANDLER.  The  only  tired  Democrat  I  have  heard 
of  is  Wendell  Willkie.  [ Laughter.  1  Neither  Michigan  nor 
Wisconsin  got  him.  He  went  to  Colorado.  I  remind  the 
Senator  that  Alf  Landon  went  to  the  same  place  4  years  ago. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  glad  to  have  the  prognostications  of  the 
distingtiished  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I  am  hoping  that  a 
few  months  later  he  will  be  able  to  see  "the  light,"  now  so 
plain  on  the  horizon,  to  practically  everybody,  everywhere — 
the  light  of  a  Republican  victory. 

So  far  as  Mr.  Willkie  being  tired  is  concerned,  "You  ain't 
seen  nothin'  yet."  Wait  until  he  gets  Into  action.  The 
country  needs  the  dynamic  energy  and  vision  of  this  "builder," 
a  man  who  can  perform  as  well  as  promise. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  being  diverted  from  my  purpose.  My 
purpose  is  to  invite  the  Democrats  up  into  heaven  for  a  little 
rest.  They  certainly  have  done  enough  evil  to  merit  a  rest 
therefrom.  In  Wisconsin  one  can  prepare  the  body  and  the 
mind  to  become  efiBcient  to  meet  the  problems  ahead. 
Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAIBH.    I  rise  to  ask  a  favor  of  the  new  member  of 
the  Naval  Affairs  Committee.    I  ask  that  he  suspend  his 
remarks  until  one  or  two  more  amendments  to  the  pending 
bill  may  be  agreed  to,  so  that  I  may  leave  the  Chamber  to 
attend  a  committee  meeting. 
Mr.  WILEY.    I  shall  take  only  a  moment  more. 
I  have  spoken  to  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  beauties 
of  nature  in  Wisconsin — of  lakes  and  streams,  woods  and 
flower-bedecked  hillsides,  moonlight  nights,  healthful  sun- 
shine, and  cooling  showers.    But  there  Is  something  else;  for 
in  this  pictiu-e  will  be  found  "genuine  folks."  with  kind 
hearts — folks  who  have  built  pleasant,  comfortable  lodges 
where  one  can  sleep  and  eat  very  reasonably.    These  folks 
strive  to  give  cheer  and  radiate  helpfulness  and  kindness. 
Here  also  the  tired  politician  will  be  fed  with  tales  of  the 
old  "Pinery  Days,"  tales  of  adventiure — and,  what  is  more, 
with  Wisconsin's  best  cheese. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WILEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Are  we  to  be  fed  only  on  tales  of  the 
past?    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  asks  whether  or 
not  he  is  to  be  fed  only  on  tales  of  the  past.  We  might  feed 
them  on  "twice-told  tales"  of  democratic  failures,  but  we 
shall  not.  God  knows,  alter  the  Democrats  get  through  in 
Chicago,  they  will  need  strength,  Wisconsin's  cheese,  and  the 
prayers  of  us  sdl.     [Laughter.] 

In  Wisconsin  the  tired  politician  can  be  fed  on  Nature's 
food,  Wisconsin's  great  dairy  products.  Here  he  will  find 
hunks  of  cheese,  butter  that  is  butter,  milk  that  is  milk,  which 
will  put  iron  in  his  system.  That  means  red  corpuscles.  It 
will  put  the  flush  of  health  on  his  cheeks,  and  put  "pep"  all 
through  him. 

Wisconsin  would  like  to  put  some  sane  ideas  into  the  New 
Deal  Democrats;  but  as  they  still  think  the  New  Deal  is  the 
only  thing,  they  can  come  to  Wisconsin  after  the  convention 
to  rest  and  recup)erate.  We  will  call  off  politics  and  let 
Nature  takes  its  course  in  trying  to  "reform  the  reformers." 

Wisconsin,  Nature's  dairy  land  and  vacation  land,  welcomes 
Democrats  and  their  friends  for  the  recuperation  they  need. 

INCREASE  IN   NUMBER  OF  NAVY   AND  MARINE  CORPS  AVIATORS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10030)  increasing  the  nimiber  of  naval  aviators  in  the  line  of 
the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  committee  amend- 
ment will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was.  In  section  4,  on  page  3.  line  24. 
after  the  word  "offlcers,"  to  Insert  "nurses."  and  on  page  4, 
line  10,  after  the  words  "warrant  officers,"  to  insert  "nurses." 
so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

8bc.  4.  All  officers,  nurses,  warrant  officers,  and  enlisted  men  of  the 
United  States  Naval  Reserve  or  United  States  Marine  Corps  Reaerve, 
who.  if  called  or  ordered  into  active  naval  or  military  service  by  the 
Federal  Government  for  extended  naval  or  military  service  in  excess 
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of  30  days.  euSn  disability  or  death  In  line  of  duty  from  disease 
or  Injury  while  so  employed  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  In  the 
active  naval  service  during  such  period,  and  they  or  their  bene- 
ficiaries shall  be  In  all  respects  enUtled  to  receive  the  same  pensions. 
compensaUon.  retirement  pay.  and  hospital  benefits  as  are  now  or 
g^ay  hereafter  be  provided  by  law  or  regulation  for  officers,  warrant 
<^oers,  nurses,  and  enlisted  men  of  corresponding  grades  and 
length  of  aemoe  of  the  Regular  Navy  or  Marine  Corps:  Provided 
That  if  a  person  who  is  eligible  for  the  benefits  prescribed  by  this 
act  be  also  eligible  for  pension  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
June  23.  1937  (50  Stat  305),  compensation  from  the  United  States 
Employees  Compensation  Oommisslon  under  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 304  of  the  Naval  Reserve  Act  of  1938  (52  Stat.  1181).  or  retired 
pay  under  the  provision  of  section  310  of  the  Naval  Reserve  Act  of 

1838  (52  But.  1183),  he  ah&U  elect  which  benefit  he  shall  receive. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  7,  on  page  5,  after 
line  14,  to  insert  a  proviso,  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

8k.  7.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized,  in  his  diwretlon, 
to  distribute  the  enlisted  personnel  of  the  Marine  Corps  among  the 
various  grades  In  such  numbers  as  he  deems  to  be  to  the  best 
mteresU  of  the  naval  service:  Provided.  That  not  more  than  50 
percent  of  tlie  authorized  number  of  privates  in  the  Marine  Corps 
shall  have  the  rank  of  private,  flrst-class. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  8,  on  page  5,  line  22, 
after  the  words  "in  line  1-,  to  strike  out  the  comma  and 
"page  1177"  and  Insert  "of  said  section";  in  Une  25,  to  strike 
out  "adding"  and  insert  "inserting  after  the  word  'days'  in 
Une  28,  page  1177,";  on  page  6,  at  the  beginning  of  line  2.  to 
strike  out  "proviso"  and  insert  "provisos";  on  page  6.  line  2, 
to  strike  out  "ATid  provide"  and  Insert  "Provided  further"; 
at  the  end  of  line  6,  to  Insert  "Provided  further.  That  all 
periods  during  which  chief  warrant  officers  have  held  com- 
missions in  the  Naval  Reserve  shall  be  included  in  computing 
their  pay  as  provided  in  the  act  of  February  16,  1929  (45  Stat. 
1186)";  on  page  6,  line  15.  after  "line  8",  to  insert  "page 
1184";  and  on  page  7,  line  15.  to  strike  out  "report"  and  insert 
"reporting",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sac.  8.  The  Naval  Reserve  Act  of  1938,  approved  June  25,  1938 
(52  Stat.  1175).  as  amended.  Is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Section  7,  title  I.  by  inserting  after  the  words  "commissioned 
officers"  in  line  1  of  said  section  the  words  "exclusive  of  chief  war- 
rant officers",  by  inserting  after  the  word  "midshipmen",  in  lines  8 
and  13.  page  1177.  the  words  "chief  warrant  officers",  and  by  Insert- 
ing after  the  word  "days"  In  line  28.  page  1177,  the  follovrlng  pro- 
Tlaoe:  "Provided  further.  That  no  chief  warrant  officer  promoted  to 
other  commissioned  grade  or  warrant  officer  promoted  to  chief  war- 
zant  officer  or  other  commissioned  grade  shall  suffer  any  reduction 
of  pay  by  reason  of  such  promotion:  Provided  further.  That  all 
periods  dtirlng  which  chief  warrant  officers  have  held  commissions 
In  the  Naval  Reserve  shall  be  Included  In  computing  their  pay  as 
provided  in  the  act  of  February  16.  1929  (45  Stat.  1186)"; 

(b)  SecUon  309.  title  III.  by  deleting  the  word  "thirty".  In  line  6 
of  said  section,  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "twenty"; 

(c)  Section  812,  title  III.  delete  the  second  proviso  beginning  on 
line  8.  page  1184.  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "Provided 
further.  That  hereafter  all  officers  of  the  Naval  Reserve  and  the 
Marine  Corps  Reserve  who  may  be  advanced  to  a  higher  grade  or 
rank  in  time  of  peace  or  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act,  shall  be  allowed  the  pay  and 
allowancee  of  the  higher  grade  or  rank  from  the  dates  of  rank  as 
stated  in  their  commissions,  as  distinguished  from  the  dates  of  com- 
mission, or  dates  of  acceptance  of  commission,  and  the  dates  of  rank 
as  stated  In  their  commissions  shall  be  conclusive  for  all  purposes." 

(d)  Section  313,  title  m,  by  inserting  after  the  word  "Navy",  in 
line  6  of  said  section,  a  comma  and  the  words  "Including  drills  per- 
formed on  Sunday." 

(e)  "Src  311.  In  time  of  peace,  officers  of  the  Naval  Reserve  shall 
take  precedence  according  to  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  may  prescribe:  Provided.  That  when  mobilized  with  the 
Regular  Navy  for  war  or  a  national  emergency,  each  officer  of  the 
Naval  Reserve  shall  take  precedence  next  after  that  officer  of  the 
Regular  Navy  of  the  same  rank  or  grade  whose  length  of  service  In 
such  rank  or  grade  on  the  date  of  the  declaration  of  such  national 
emergency  or  war  is  one-half  or  the  nearest  one-half  of  that  of  the 
Reserve  officer:  Provided  further,  That  a  Naval  Reserve  officer  ap- 
pointed after  the  declaration  of  the  war  or  national  emergency  shall 
take  precedence,  upon  reporting  for  active  duty,  next  after  the 
officer  of  the  Regular  Navy  of  the  same  rank  or  grade  whose  length 
Of  service  in  such  rank  or  grade  on  the  date  the  Reserve  officer  re- 
ports for  active  duty,  is  one-half  or  the  nearest  one-half  of  that  of 
the  Reserve  oflker." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESmiNa  OPnCER.  Tliat  completes  the  commit- 
tee amendments. 


The  bill  is  still  before  the  Senate  and  open  to  further 
amendment.  If  there  be  no  further  amendment  to  be  pro- 
posed, the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amend- 
ments and  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  H.  R.  10030  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

BOULDER  DAM— CONFERENCl  REPOST 

Mr.  PTTTMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  a  second  confer- 
ence report  on  House  bill  9877.  relating  to  the  Boulder  Dam 
Act,  apd  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present  consideration 
of  the  report. 

The  FRESIDINO  OPFICEafl.    The  report  wiU  be  read. 

The  legislative  cleik  read  as  follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9877) 
authorising  the  Secretary  of  the  interior  to  promulgate  and  to  put 
Into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam. 
providing  for  the  application  of  revenues  from  said  project,  author- 
izing the  operation  of  the  Boulder  Power  Plant  by  the  United  States 
directly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met.  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recom- 
mend to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Seoate  recede  from  its  amendments. 

Krr  PrmcAw, 
Hiram  W.  Johnson. 
Alva  B.  Adaics, 

HZNST  P.   ASHUaST, 

Chas.  L.  McNait. 

Managera  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
Kntjte  Hiix. 
J.  W.  Robinson, 
Chas.  Hawks.  Jr.. 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Route. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  report?    The  Chair  hears  none. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  let  me  briefly  explain  the 
report. 

Several  days  ago  a  report  was  made  by  the  conferees.  It 
will  be  remembered  that  both  Senators  from  New  Mexico 
opposed  the  report.  The  bill  was  worked  on  for  2  years  by 
representatives  of  the  seven  Colorado  River  Basin  States 
which  were  interested,  and  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
The  Governors  of  the  seven  States  appointed  commissioners. 
Those  commissioners,  after  2  months  of  work,  recently  agreed 
on  a  bill.  The  bill  on  which  they  agreed  is  the  bill  reported 
in  this  conference  report. 

The  bill  on  which  they  agreed,  and  which  the  Government 
approved,  was  introduced  simultaneously  in  this  body  and  in 
the  House  of  Representatives.  It  passed  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives first.  This  body  then  took  up  the  House  bill,  the 
Senate  bill  being  on  the  calendar,  and  passed  the  House  till 
with  three  eonendments,  which  were  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  ChavezI  at  the  time  the  bill  was  under 
consideration. 

The  bill  went  to  the  House,  and  the  House  asked  for  a  con- 
ference. We  had  a  conference,  and  the  Senate  receded  from 
two  amendments,  and  the  House  receded  from  its  objection 
to  the  third  amendment,  with  a  modification. 

The  amendments  in  that  form  were  unsatisfactory  to  the 
Senators  from  New  Mexico.  The  bill  was  debated  one  night. 
Just  before  we  recessed  on  account  of  the  Republican  con- 
vention in  Philadelphia.  As  chairman  of  the  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate,  I  asked  that  the  conference  report  be 
recommitted  to  the  conferees,  and  that  was  done.  The  con- 
ferees met.  The  conferees  on  belialf  of  the  House  were  em- 
phatically opposed  to  any  amendment  of  the  bill.  In  fact, 
they  gave  it  as  their  opinion,  in  their  argument  against  the 
amendments,  that  the  conference  report  would  be  defeated 
in  the  House  if  the  amendments  were  left  in. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  Were  the  conferees  representing  the  House  im- 
animous  in  their  attitude? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    They  were. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  information  I  have  is  that  the  House 
conferee  from  the  State  of  Utah  was  not  in  favor  of  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    The  Senator  is  absolutely  mistaken. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  is  the  information  I  have  received. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Not  only  did  the  Representative  from 
Utah  vote  against  all  the  amendments,  but  he  made  one  of 
the  arguments — a  new  argument,  by  the  way,  because  he  was 
a  new  conferee. 

There  was  some  opposition  to  the  conference  report  ^mong 
the  Senate  conferees.  However,  after  a  majority  of  the  Sen- 
ate conferees  had  agreed  to  recede  from  the  amendments, 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  then  made  it  unani- 
mous by  all  signing  the  report.     It  is  a  unanimous  report. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  the  other  night,  when  the 
conference  report  was  under  consideration.  I  supported  one 
of  the  amendments  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  with 
B  modification.  I  did  not  think  then,  and  I  do  not  now  think, 
that  the  modification  injured  the  amendment.  However,  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  thought  it  did. 

Mr.  President,  this  conference  report  deals  with  a  bill  which 
is  of  vast  importance  to  the  seven  Colorado  River  Basin 
States.  It  is  also  of  great  importance  to  the  United  States 
Government.  A  readjustment  of  the  old  Boulder  Canyon 
Act,  which  was  passed  in  1928,  has  become  necessary  by  reason 
of  the  changed  conditions  in  the  West  with  regard  to  the  cost 
of  power.  We  now  have  the  Bonneville  project  and  others. 
The  Bonneville  project  allocates  a  certain  amount  to  naviga- 
tion— about  a  third.  I  t>elieve.  The  Government  bears  that 
part  of  the  cost.  It  is  not  chargeable  to  the  power  generated 
there.  Therefore,  that  power  may  be  sold  cheaper  than  the 
power  generated  at  Boulder  Dam.  While  there  was  an  allo- 
cation of  $25,000,000  for  flood  control,  the  power  had  to  pay 
the  interest  on  that  money. 

Again,  back  in  1928,  the  interest  rates  on  money  were  very 
much  higher.    Those  excessive  interest  rates  have  become  a 
burden  upon  the  power,  requiring  a  higher  cost  per  kilowatt- 
^our  to  the  consumer. 

~^The  bill  therefore  is  designed  to  bring  the  old  BoiUder 
Canyon  Act  into  line  with  the  recent  Government  interest 
rates.  The  result  will  be  to  reduce  costs  considerably  and 
allow  a  reduction  in  the  rate  for  power. 

The  Government  Is  mterested  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  it 
assures  the  repayment  of  the  Government's  money,  while 
there  might  be  some  doubt  about  it  if  the  rates  were  too 
high;  for,  then,  the  power  would  come  in  competition  with 
steam. 

The  three  lower  States  are  interested  in  it  because  it 
reduces  the  cost  of  power  to  their  people.  The  four  upper 
States  Tare  interested  in  it  because,  through  this  bill,  they 
Immediately  get  some  money  derived  from  the  sale  of  power 
from  Boulder  Dam  for  the  purpose  of  Investigating  and 
developing  reclamation  and  power  projects  in  the  four  States. 
If  we  do  not  pass  this  bill  they  will  not  get  a  cent  for  50 
years;  if  we  pass  this  bill  they  will  commence  to  get  money 
Immediately  for  the  investigation  and  development  of  their 
projects. 

I  have  tried  in  every  way  I  could  to  bring  about  a  com- 
promise of  this  matter  because  I  realize  the  very  great  im- 
portance of  passing  this  proposed  legislation  now.  It  took 
us  over  5  years  to  agree  on  the  Boulder  Canyon  Act  by  reason 
of  the  fact  that  there  were  seven  States  involved.  We  have 
been  working  on  this  bill  for  2  years.  Finally,  by  reason  of 
the  Governors  of  the  seven  States  appointing  commission- 
ers to  consider  the  matter,  this  bill  was  agreed  on. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  able  Senator  from  Nevada,  in 
charge  of  the  conference  report,  has  stated  the  purposes  of 
the  bill.  The  Senate  will  remember  that,  after  years  of 
conflict,  the  co-called  Boulder  Dam  bill  was  passed  about  12 


years  ago,  Arizona  not  agreeing.  Will  the  Senator  advise 
me  if  I  am  correct  in  my  contention  that  this  present  bill 
does  not  commit  Arizona  to  entering  the  so-called  Colorado 
River  compact? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    It  does  not. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  In  the  original  bUl,  which  authorized 
the  construction  of  Boulder  Dam.  the  Congress  recognized 
that  vast  tracts  of  land  and  potential  power  sites  t)elonging 
to  the  States  of  Nevada  and  Arizona,  respectively,  would  be 
withdrawn  from  those  States  and  therefore,  as  a  partial 
equitable  remuneration  for  such  withdrawals  and,  in  lieu  of 
the  taxes  the  States  of  Arizona  and  Nevada,  respectively, 
could  have  levied  and  collected,  a  certain  percent  of  the 
avails  of  the  sales  of  hydroelectric  energy  should  be  paid  to 
these  two  States 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  was  37  percent,  to  be  divided  between 
them. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Thirty-seven  percent,  to  be  divided  be- 
tween the.  States  of  Arizona  and  Nevada,  but  Congress  now 
proposes  that  $300,000  each  year  shall  be  paid  to  each  of  the 
States  of  Arizona  and  Nevada. 

Thus  far  there  have  been  no  avails  to  divide  between  these 
two  States.  Under  the  conference  report  of  this  pending 
bill,  the  sum  of  $300,000  each  year  will  be  paid  to  each  of 
the  States  of  Arizona  and  Nevada  in  commutation  of  the 
IS^*  percent  of  "excess"  revenues  given  each  of  these  two 
States  by  the  original  Boulder  Dam  Project  Act. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  While  the  Senator  is  appraising  the  advan- 
tages which  his  State  and  Nevada  obtained  because  of 
having  some  land  upon  either  side  of  the  dam,  he  ought  to 
take  into  account  the  fact  that  Utah,  Colorado,  and  Wyo- 
ming, and  New  Mexico  furnish  all  the  water  but  get  no 
compensation. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  yield  to  me  further? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  who  desires  to 
answer. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  fvuthest  thing  from  my  mind  now 
is  to  enter  into  a  debate  on  the  Boulder  Dam  bill.  As  a 
result  of  that  contest  I  bear  scars  on  my  breast,  as  my 
colleague  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  HaydenI  bears  them 
on  his  breast;  but  our  tempers  have  not  been  soured;  we 
were  vanquished  in  a  fight  which  lasted  10  years;  it  was  a 
fair  fight;  we  gave  as  many  sturdy  blows  as  we  received.  We 
have  no  desire  to  rake  the  ds^ing  embers  of  the  heated  past, 
but  I  say,  with  respect  to  the  proportion  of  water  each  State 
contributed  to  the  Colorado  River,  that  years  ago  I  spoke  in 
the  Senate  for  hours  at  a  time  without  hesitation  or  remorse, 
pointing  out 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  remember  the  Senator  did  so. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Pointing  out  at  that  time  that  the  State 
of  California  did  not  furnish  even  1  percent  of  the  normal 
flow  of  the  waters  of  the  Colorado  River,  and  that,  except 
for  flash  streams,  California  did  not  furnish  enough  mois- 
ture to  the  Colorado  River  to  fill  a  fountain  pen.  Those, 
however,  are  bygone  days;  Boulder  Dam  is  an  actuality. 
For  the  information  of  some  of  my  constituents  who  have 
inquired  as  to  the  purpose  of  this  bill,  I  say  it  does  not 
commit  Arizona  to  the  Colorado  River  compact.  I  want  to 
make  it  clear  that  it  does  not  disturb  the  present  equities 
as  to  the  Upper  Basin  States. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    That  is  true. 

I  hope  I  am  correct. 

The  Senator  is  absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  President 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  So  far  as  being  committed  to  the  compact 
is  concerned,  the  Senator  should  be  proud  that  Arizona  has 
not  committed  itself  to  anything  in  connection  with  Boulder 
Dam  except  the  fact  that  they  will  get  $300,000  a  year.  So 
far  as  New  Mexico  is  concerned,  we  dislike  to  get  into  this. 


Mr.  ASHURST. 
Mr.  PITTMAN. 

CHAVEZ. 

PITTMAN. 


Mr 
Mr 
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We  were  committed  originally,  hence  we  would  like  to  get 
our  share  just  like  Arizona. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  think  if  this  bUl  passes 
there  is  no  way  by  which  the  State  of  New  Mexico  can  be 
kept  out  of  the  proceeds  of  Boulder  Dam.  If  this  bill  passes, 
I  think  the  four  upper  States  will  get  several  million  dollars 
from  the  proceeds  of  power  at  Boulder  Dsun.  I  do  not  want 
to  argue  that  they  should  not  receive  it,  but  they  will  receive 
It,  and  I  am  really  glad  of  it.  I  supported  the  provision  in 
the  Boulder  Canyon  Act  which  provided  a  fund  for  the  four 
upper  States,  but,  through  some  toadvertence,  the  money  was 
not  to  be  paid  until  50  years  hence.  That  is  too  long  for  most 
of  us  to  wait. 

This  conference  report  brings  the  bill  back  In  the  form  in 
which  it  passed  the  House  and  m  wliich  it  was  introduced 
in  the  Senate.  There  have  been  no  changes  from  that  form. 
I  honor  and  applaud  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  for  offer- 
ing the  amendments  to  the  bill.  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  merit  in  them.  The  amendment,  however,  that  mentioned 
the  San  Juan  project  was  quite  an  unusual  thing,  as  I  said  the 
other  night.  The  Boulder  Canyon  Act  and  this  measiu-e  pro- 
posing to  amend  it  deal  with  probably  20  or  30  projects  or 
proposed  projects  in  the  7  States.  They  may  be  projects 
someday.  We  have  one  in  Nevada  that  I  might  Uke  to  have 
mentioned  by  name,  although  it  is  a  very  small  project.  A 
Representative  from  Utah  in  the  other  House  said  that  Utah 
had  two  projects  which  they  would  like  to  have  mentioned 
by  name  in  the  bill.  Really,  I  could  not  conceive  that  the  bill 
would  be  mjured  by  mentioning  projects,  stnd  I  saw  consid- 
erable reason  for  mentioning  the  particular  project,  but  when 
the  argument  was  made  over  there  that  everyone  wanted 
mentioned  projects  affecting  his  State,  they  changed  their 
mind,  and  said  they  could  not  stand  for  this  amendment. 

I  will  not  say  that  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  used  force 
at  the  Interior  Department,  because  it  is  rarely  necessary  to 
use  force  with  the  Interior  Department,  but  he  rather  con- 
vinced the  Interior  Department  that  the  San  Juan  project 
should  be  investigated  immediately.  There  was  some  fear 
intimated  on  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  that 
there  would  be  no  investigation  of  the  San  Juan  project  for 
a  long  time.  While  I  did  not  have  the  pleasure  of  hearing 
the  argument  of  the  Senator  in  the  committee,  I  have  seen  in 
the  hearings  that  the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  has 
stated,  as  I  interpret  his  language,  that  he  Is  going  to  proceed 
immediately  with  the  investigation  of  that  project.  I  under- 
stand that  the  Interior  Department  has  also  unequivocally 
stated  that  if  this  bill  is  passed,  and  there  is  available  no 
fimd  with  which  to  do  the  work,  it  will  obtain  a  deficiency 
appropriation  to  start  immediately  the  investigation  of  this 
project. 

So  I  think  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  accomplished 
something.  I  think  he  has  accomplished  probably  as  much 
as  he  would  have  accomplished  if  the  amendment  had  been 
adopted  or  even  more. 

Therefore.  I  ask  that  the  conference  report  be  agreed  to. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  briefly  to  discuss  the 
conference  report,  not  with  a  desire  to  delay  action  by  the 
Senate,  but  because  I  feel  that  I  am  in  duty  bound  to  do 
for  my  State,  even  at  this  late  date,  what  the  Senators  from 
Arizona  for  years  have  done  for  theirs.  They  have  taken 
care  of  the  interests  of  the  State  of  Arizona.  My  purpose  is 
to  try  to  take  care  of  the  interests  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 
I  am  proud  of  the  friendship  of  the  two  Senators  from 
Arizona.  In  my  opinion  they  represent  their  State  as  ably 
and  as  effectively  as  any  State  is  represented  in  this  body. 
I  have  stated  before  the  constituency  of  the  State  of  Arizona 
that  either  one  of  the  two  Senators  from  Arizona  is  worth 
not  merely  $10,000  a  year  but  a  million  dollars  a  day  to  the 
State  of  Arizona,  and  I  mean  it.  It  is  about  time,  however, 
for  New  Mexico  also  to  be  taking  care  of  its  own.  esp)eclally 
when  it  is  a  question  of  what  is  left  after  California  and 
Nevada  and  Arizona  "get  theirs,"  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  even  to  this  date  Arizona  has  not  been  committed  to 
anything  that  has  to  do  with  Boulder  Dam  except  getting  the 
benefits  of  the  project. 
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Mr.  President,  In  the  famous  Dartmouth  College  case 
Daniel  Webster,  arguing  before  the  Supreme  Court,  stated  in 
effect  that  Dartmouth  was  a  small  college,  that  Dartmouth 
was  a  poor  college,  that  Dartmouth  did  not  have  any  political 
influence,  but  he  said.  "Nevertheless,  we  still  love  Dartmouth." 
It  is  In  that  spirit  that  I  rise  to  represent  the  interest  which 
the  State  of  New  Mexico  has  in  this  piece  of  legislaUon,  plus 
the  fact  that  in  my  opinion  the  action  of  the  Senate  and  of  a 
standing  committee  of  this  body  should  have  some  respect  in 
Congress. 

This  bill  was  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Irrigation 
and  Reclamation,  ably  presided  over  by  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  on  my  right  I  Mr.  Ashitrst]  ;  and  after  complete  hear- 
ings the  committee  unanimously  inserted  some  amendments 
that  would  take  not  a  thing  from  the  contents  of  the  bill,  but 
would  do  that  which  we  love  to  talk  about,  protect  States' 
rights.  That  is  all  that  the  amendments  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  import.  They  do  not  take  one  penny  away  from 
the  State  of  CaLfornia.  They  do  not  take  one  penny  away 
from  Arizona.  They  do  not  takf,  one  penny  away  from  Ne- 
vada or  any  other  State;  but  they  do  this:  Whether  we  get 
1  cent  or  10  cents  or  half  a  million  dollars  or  a  million  dollars, 
the  sovereign  people  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico  should  de- 
termine what  shall  be  done  in  the  State  of  New  Mexico  with 
that  money,  which  belongs  to  New  Mexico  and  not  to  any 
other  State. 

New  Mexico  is  not  complaining  of  the  fact  that  Arizona  is 
getting  $300,000  a  year.  New  Mexico  is  not  complaining  that 
Nevada  is  getting  $300,000  a  year.  I  still  think  it  is  Nevada's 
business  and  it  is  Arizona's  business  what  they  should  do 
with  that  money.  So  is  there  anything  unreasonable  in  the 
claim  that  the  Senate  should  stand  by  a  little  amendment 
that  was  favorably  acted  on  by  the  Senate  committee  and 
adopted  by  the  Senate,  protecting  New  Mexico  along  the  same 
lines? 

A  great  deal  could  be  said  on  the  Boulder  Dam  bin.  I  shall 
repeat  what  I  stated  some  few  days  ago :  After  years  of  effort, 
the  Boulder  Dam  project  became  a  fact  as  far  as  law  was 
concerned.  Prior  to  that  time,  prior  to  the  passage  of  the 
bill,  which  the  Senators  from  Arizona  opposed — and  which, 
if  I  had  been  in  this  body  at  the  time,  I  would  have  opposed- 
conferences  were  held.  The  irony  of  the  matter  is  that  when 
the  compact  was  signed — the  compact  which  was  arrived  at 
at  a  conference  presided  over  by  former  President  Hoover, 
was  held  at  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.— New  Mexico,  Utah,  Wyo- 
ming, and  Colorado  were  sacrificed  on  the  altar  of  expediency 
so  that  southern  California  could  get  cheap  rates. 

I  do  not  blame  California  one  bit,  I  am  blaming  those  who 
represented  New  Mexico,  Colorado,  Utah,  and  Wyoming  at 
the  time  because  they  could  not  see  the  matter  in  the  same 
light  in  which  the  two  Senators  from  Arizona  saw  it,  and 
thereby  try  to  protect  the  interests  of  those  upper-basin 
States. 

Almost  all  of  the  water  that  goes  into  Boulder  Dam  comes 
from  Utah,  Wyommg,  Colorado,  and  New  Mexico.  Whether 
or  not  we  get  a  project,  the  largest  amount  of  water  we  can 
utilize  in  New  Mexico  out  of  what  belongs  to  us  is  some 
350,000  acre-feet.  We  send  into  Boulder  Dam  every  year, 
across  the  Arizona  line  in  San  Juan  County,  N.  Mex., 
2,400.000  acre-feet  of  water.  The  Senate  adopted  a  little 
mite  of  an  amendment  which  would  give  us  nothing  but  a 
few  crumbs,  and  the  Senate  conferees  receded  from  that 
amendment. 

Mr.  President,  for  years  California  has  been  getting  cheap 
power.    We  do  not  envy  California  at  all. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  What  reason  was  given  for  receding  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate  conferees?  I  am  not  familiar  with 
the  matter. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  As  I  understand,  the  reason  given  was  that 
the  House  conferees  would  not  agree  to  the  Senate  amend- 
ment because  it  mentioned  one  particular  project,  the  only 
possible  project  within  the  State  of  New  Mexico.    I  am  going 
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to  discuss  that  matter  In  a  few  minutes,  and  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate  to  the  Senate  hearings.  But  referring  to 
the  results  of  the  passage  of  the  original  Boulder  Dam  Act, 
the  four  upper-basin  States  furnish  the  water.  Colorado  and 
Nevada  divided,  under  the  law,  37  percent  of  the  revenue. 
California  got  cheap  rates  and  more  water,  and  the  upper- 
basin  States  did  not  get  a  thing. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Yes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  wants  to  be  per- 
fectly accurate.  All  of  the  proceeds  of  power  were  first  to  be 
applied  to  paying  back  the  Government  investment  with 
Interest. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    The  amortization;  yes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  If  there  was  any  surplus  above  what  wm 
necessary  to  pay  the  Government,  then  we  were  to  get  37 
percent  of  the  surplus. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  said  that  was  the  case  under  the  law. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  We  were  a  little  afraid  there  would  not  be 
any  surplus  a  little  later. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Anyway,  that  is  the  law.  Arizona  and 
Nevada  were  to  get  37  percent  of  the  revenue  If  there  was  a 
surplus.  California  was  to  get  some  water  facilities,  or  use  of 
water,  plus  the  benefit  of  the  power.  Practically  all  of  it  goes 
to  the  State  of  California,  and  they  are  the  ones  who  pay  the 
revenue  we  are  talking  about. 

For  years  after  that  efforts  were  made  by  some  persons  to 
modify  the  law  so  as  to  get  cheaper  rates  In  southern  Cali- 
fornia. They  would  have  conferences;  they  would  induce  rep- 
resentatives from  my  State  and  the  other  States  to  get  to- 
gether in  an  effort  to  modify  the  law  so  as  to  get  more  benefits. 
But,  in  order  to  convince  the  upper  basin  States  that  it  was 
good  for  them,  they  inserted  some  provisions  by  which  a  cer- 
tain amount  was  to  be  used  for  investigation  by  the  upper- 
basin  States.  That  was  to  be  distributed,  according  to  the  bill. 
In  an  equitable  way.  Then,  after  a  certain  period,  they  were 
to  receive  so  much  for  14  years,  $500,000  each  year,  again  to 
be  divided  equitably  by  the  upper-basin  States,  and  then  pro- 
ceed to  the  debt  period,  and  thereafter  to  be  divided  equitably 
by  all  of  the  States,  including  the  three  lower-basin  States, 
California,  Nevada,  and  Arizona. 

There  were  some  meetings  at  Phoenix  and  some  meetings 
at  some  place  in  Wyoming  and  elsewhere.  Then  there  were 
hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclama- 
tion, and  I  wish  to  read  to  the  good  Senators  who  have  had 
sufficient  patience  to  remain  here  and  listen  to  me  about  what 
this  New  Mexico  proposition  is,  pure  and  simple,  what  hap- 
pened at  the  hearings,  and  what  made  the  committee  unani- 
mously report  the  amendments. 

After  the  hearings  started  I  got  in  touch  with  our  water 
authorities  in  New  Mexico  and  asked  Gov.  A.  T.  Hannett, 
formerly  Governor  of  the  State,  who  is  now  assistant  attorney 
general,  tnring  to  protect  the  little  right  we  have  in  this 
matter,  and  our  State  engineer,  Mr.  McClure,  to  come  to 
Washington  and  testify.  They  both  testified  before  the  com- 
mittee, and  it  was  after  they  testified  that  the  Committee  on 
Irrigation  and  Reclamation  of  the  Senate  unanimously  re- 
ported the  amendments  favorably  to  this  body,  and  not  a 
single  objection  was  raised  in  this  body  to  the  amendments. 

I  first  read  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  John  C.  Page. 
Commissioner  of  the  Bvu-eau  of  Reclamation,  as  follows: 

Senator  AsHtrisr.  State  your  name  and  your  position. 

Mr.  Pack.  John  C.  Page,  Commissioner  of  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

Senator  Ashttkst.  How  long  have  you  held  that  position? 

Mr.  Pack.  Since  1937. 

Senator  Ashxtkst.  Senator  Chav^,  you  may  proceed  with  any 
questions  that  you  have. 

Senator  Chaviz.  Mr.  Page,  prior  to  the  money  being  obtained  by 
the  appropriation  of  the  special  bill  appropriating  $50,000  for  the 
Investigation  of  the  San  Juan,  did  the  Reclamation  Bureau  make 
any  studies  of  the  posaibUlties  or  feasibilities  of  a  project  on  the 
San  Juan  River  for  a  transmountaln  diversion  dam? 

Mr.  Pack.  Nothing  of  any  consequence.  We  did  make  a  prelim- 
inary reconnaissance.  We  thoxight  that  something  could  be  devel- 
oped there,  but  money  was  not  available  to  make  a  complete  In- 
vestigation. 


Senator  Chavb.  After  the  Bureau  bad  allocated  this  money  under 
the  appropriation,  did  you  make  an  investigation  and  a  survey  of 
the  possibilities  of  the  transmountaln  diversion  dam? 

Mr.  Paob.  We  made  a  rather  complete  investigation  of  the  thing 
to  connection  with  the  general  Rio  Grande  toveatlgatlon.  sponsored 
by  the  National  Resources  Planning  Board.  At  that  time  we  made 
estimates  on  the  cost  of  the  work,  the  physical  features  that  would 
be  Involved  In  making  that  transmountain  diversion  from  the  San 
Juan  to  the  Rlo  Chama,  and  Included  that  in  the  report  of  the  Na- 
tional Resources  Planning  Board  as  an  over-all  picture  on  the  Rlo 
Grande. 

Senator  Cbatxz.  Did  that  toclude  an  Investigation  of  the  needs  of 
the  San  Juan  County  people  themselves.  Including  the  Navajo 
Indians? 

Mr.  Pack.  I  think  that  took  into  aooount  all  prospective  uses  of 
the  San  Juan,  with  the  expectation  that  probably  some  conserva- 
tion work,  storage,  or  something  of  that  kind,  would  be  necessary 
before  there  was  water  exported.  That  Is.  It  would  be  necessary 
to  augment  the  low-water  supply  before  an  exportation  was  possible 
during  that  low-water  season.  That  did  not  ripen  into  what  we 
consider  now  as  the  final  answer.  That  is,  there  are  quite  a  number 
of  questions  still  left  unsolved  In  connection  with  the  San  Juan- 
Rlo  Chama  diversion,  but  that  principle  of  protecting  the  Navajo 
and  white  settlers  In  the  San  Juan  was  given  consideration  at  that 
time. 

Senator  Chavbs.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  general  needs  of  a 
water  supply  In  the  Rlo  Grande  area,  especially  from  th^  Colorado 
Itoe  down  to  the  Rlo  Grande  Irrigation  project  at  Elephant  Butte? 

I  want  Senators  to  listen  to  this: 

Mr.  Pags.  The  water  supply  of  the  Rlo  Grande  Is  entirely  used, 
there  is  no  excess  water,  no  possibility  of  additional  development, 
as  we  see  it.  on  the  Rlo  Grande  unless  water  is  Imported.  Prom 
our  preliminary  reconnaissance  this  San  Jtian-Rlo  Chania  seems  to 
be  the  best  and  only  way  In  which  New  Mexico  can  use  Its  shar* 
of  the  Colorado  River  water. 

Mr.  Page  himself  was  there  telling  us  that  we  need  the 
water  in  the  Rio  Grande.  We  have  within  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  2,400,000  acre-feet,  and  when  we  beg  for  a  meagerly 
350,000  acre  feet,  the  Senate  conferees  recede  from  the  Sen- 
ate amendments.  If  my  friends  from  Arizona,  and  my 
friends  from  Nevada,  and  my  friends  from  California,  and 
even  my  friends  from  Colorado,  realized  the  necessity  and 
the  logic  and  the  need  of  that  water  in  New  Mexico,  they 
would  not  have  receded  from  the  Senate  amendments. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  able  Senator  referred  to  the  fact 
that  I  presided  over  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Recla- 
mation. My  presiding  arose  from  the  circumstance  that  the 
able  chairman  of  the  conmiittee  was  detained  on  other  mat- 
ters, and  could  not  be  present  to  preside. 

The  climate,  the  culture  of  the  people,  the  geography,  the 
physics,  are  quite  similar  between  Arizona  and  New  Mexico. 
The  relation  between  the  Senators  ftom  New  Mexico  and  the 
Senators  from  Arizona  is  of  the  most  cordial  character,  and 
I  but  mildly  state  the  fact  when  I  say  that  my  admiration 
for  the  Senators  from  Nfew  Mexico,  for  their  zeal  and  their 
ability  with  respect  to  protecting  their  State  regarding  the 
waters  of  the  Colorado  River,  is  great. 

Mr.  President,  I  give  assurances  that  If  I  believed  that  the 
bill  we  are- now  considering  or  any  other  bill  destroyed  any 
rights  New  Mexico  possessed,  I  would  not  vote  for  it.  Each 
of  the  Senators  from  New  Mexico  is  an  able  lawyer,  and  I  can 
well  understand  their  commendable  zeal  and  foresight  in  try- 
ing to  see  to  it  that  nothing  shall  become  a  law  which  might 
by  some  future  circumstance  affect  their  State  adversely. 
However,  after  a  careful  reading  of  the  conference  report  on 
the  bill  I  cannot  see  wherein  they  are  Injured.  They  have  the 
same  amount  of  water,  the  same  rights,  they  had  before  the 
conference  report  was  signed.  When  the  Colorado  River 
compact  was  drawn,  and  subsequently  agreed  to  by  six  of  the 
seven  States  of  the  Colorado  Basin,  including  New  Mexico,  the 
waters  of  the  Colorado  River  were  apportioned,  so  much 
water  to  the  lower  basin,  which  comprised  Arizona,  Neveda, 
and  California,  and  so  much  to  the  upper  basin  States,  which 
embrace  Wyoming.  Colorado,  Utah,  and  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  there? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  the 
floor,  I  am  speaking  at  his  sufferance. 
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Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question 
at  that  particular  point.  It  is  a  fact  that  under  the  compact 
7,500  000  acre-feet  should  go  to  the  upper  basin  States,  but 
unless  New  Mexico  gets  $50,  or  a  million  dollars,  how  are  we 
to  get  1  foot  of  water  to  which  we  are  entitled  out  of  this 
7,500,000  acre-feet? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Here  are  the  able  Senators  from  Utah, 
the  able  Senators  from  Colorado,  and  the  able  Senators  from 
Wyoming,  upper  basin  States.  They  might  make  the  same 
statement.  I  am  not  overstating  the  fact  when  I  assert  that 
no  State  is  better  represented  in  the  Senate  than  are  those 
States  of  the  so-called  upper  basin.  They  must  take  their 
chances  on  securing  an  appropriation,  and,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  if  they  agree  on  an  appropriation,  the  other  States  in 
the  West  would  assist. 

Manifestly  we  may  not  name  projects  In  a  bill  of  this  sort. 
I  was  willing  to  do  so  if  it  could  be  done,  to  facilitate  the 
Senators  from  New  Mexico,  for  whom  I  have  a  great  affection. 
But  if  we  named  a  project  in  New  Mexico,  how  then  could  we 
refuse  to  name  a  project  in  the  State  of  Wyoming? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    May  I  answer? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Certainly. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  New  Mexico  stood  in  a  peculiar  position, 
because  it  was  testified  before  the  committee,  and  it  is  a  fact, 
that  the  only  possible  place  where  we  can  have  a  project  is 
on  the  San  Juan  River,  and  nowhere  else.  So  we  have  only 
one  place. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  have  known  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  since  his  babyhood. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  have  observed  with  pride  his  growth 
and  development,  from  an  earnest,  scholarly  youth,  into  a 
real  statesman.  He  but  reflects  upon  himself  when  he  limits 
science  and  emprise  and  says  there  is  only  one  place  in  New 
Mexico  where  this  water  could  be  used.  With  all  the  marvel- 
ous discoveries  in  science,  with  instruments  in  geophysics, 
with  this  dazzling  age  before  us,  and  the  rich  soils  there,  and 
water  having  the  proclivity  to  run  down  hill,  the  able  Senator, 
with  all  his  knowledge  and  understanding,  says  there  is  only 
one  place  In  New  Mexico  where  the  water  could  be  used. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Will  the  Senator  listen  to  me  now? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Certainly. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  read  from  the  hearings: 

Senator  Chavez.  What  other  sources  of  water  supply  are  there  In 
San  Juan  County,  outside  of  the  tributaries  of  the  San  Juan? 

Mr.  Pace.  I  think  there  are  none  that  could  be  counted  on  for 
any  material  amount  of  water.  They  seem  to  be  the  only  source 
from  which  you  can  get  water  enough  to  make  It  worth  while. 

That  was  the  Commissioner  of  Reclamation.  I  know  New 
Mexico,  and  the  Senator  from  Arizona  knows  New  Mexico. 
If  there  is  one  little  bit  of  a  stream  and  nothing  else  within 
a  thousand  miles,  where  else  are  you  going  to  get  water  supply 
except  from  that  little  stream,  the  San  Juan  River? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  arose  to  give  assurance 
that  if  even  in  a  remote  excursion  of  my  imagination  I  be- 
lieved that  this  bill  would  injure  the  rights  of  any  upper- 
basin  state  or  any  other  State,  I  would  not  have  signed  it. 
I  have  reached  the  envied  estate  where  I  am  not  required  to 
Sign  papers  that  do  an  Injustice.  There  is  no  contingency 
in  life  that  is  going  to  Induce  me  to  sign  a  paper — this  is 
not  a  boast — which  will  cause  great  Injustice  to  another 
state. 

I  remember,  as  I  was  presiding  over  the  Committee  on 
Reclamation,  that  the  able  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kwcl 
came  before  the  committee  and  argued  well,  as  he  always 
argues,  with  a  clearness  of  intellect  that  has  made  him  one 
of  the  outstanding  figures  In  American  public  life.  But  we 
were  unanimously  against  him. 

Mr.  KINO.    You  were  wrong. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  We  may  have  been  wrong.  I  did  not 
think  so.  Between  the  State  of  Arizona  and  the  State  of 
Utah  the  most  cordial  relationship  exists.  Our  sympathies, 
if  we  have  any  ssmnpathies  in  the  matter,  are  with  Utah, 
which,  as  the  able  Senator  from  Utah  says,  contributes  much 


water  to  the  Colorado  River.  Surely  I  need  not  give  assur- 
ances to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  I  would  not  do  his  State 
an  injustice.  I  have  admiration  for  his  learning  and  his 
brilliancy  of  argument.  I  simply  did  not  believe  the  amend- 
ment was  wise  or  necessary.  I  was  once  willing  to  go  so  far 
as  to  name  a  project  in  New  Mexico.  I  did  It,  I  suspect, 
largely  out  of  my  affection  for  the  two  Senators  from  New 
Mexico. 

I  assure  the  Senators  from  New  Mexico  that,  in  my  judg- 
ment, they  win  discover  upon  a  closer  investigation  that  their 
State  is  not  injured;  that  it  stands  side  by  side  with  the  States 
of  Wyoming.  Colorado,  and  Utah. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  for  yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  want  to  thank  the  Senator  from  Arizona, 
for  I  know  his  sincerity  of  purpose.  I  know  that  he  does  not 
want  to  hurt  New  Mexico,  but  I  know  that  New  Mexico  would 
be  more  satisfied  if  it  gets  the  benefits  it  wants— the  benefits 
which  the  Senator  from  Arizona  speaks  of.  New  Mexico 
would  like  to  see  what  the  benefits  would  be. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator,  If  he  will  listen 
to  me,  to  the  amendment,  and  those  people  who  like  to  bring 
up  States'  rights;  I  want  them  to  say  whether  the  amend- 
ment injures  the  bill  in  any  way,  shape,  or  form,  or  whether 
it  only  does  what  we  have  in  mind  to  do — to  use  what  belongs 
to  New  Mexico  as  New  Mexico  sees  fit. 

I  only  ask  that  Arizona  shall  use  her  $300,000  a  year  as  she 
sees  fit;  that  Nevada  shall  use  her  $300,000  a  year  as  she  sees 
fit.  We  are  not  complaining  that  Colorado,  Utah,  or  any 
other  State  do  what  they  please  and  what  they  see  fit  to  do. 
All  we  ask  by  this  amendment  is  that  this  small  State  be 
allowed  to  exercise  its  sovereignty  as  It  sees  fit,  and  do  with 
what  belongs  to  them  as  they  see  fit. 

Here  is  the  amendment; 

Any  moneys — 

Not  moneys  that  belong  to  another  State — 
Any  moneys  accruing  for  projects  In  New  Iidezlco — 

Not  in  Utah,  not  In  Colorado,  not  In  Wyoming,  not  in 
Nevada,  not  in  California^ 

and  appropriated  pursuant  to  the  authorizations  contained  In  this 
subsection  shall  be  available  for  (I) — 

Por  what? — 

the  completion  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  of  a  survey  of  the 
transmountaln  diversion  project  en  the  San  Juan  River  in  the  State 
of  New  Mexico. 

And  no  possibilities  of  having  it  used  anywhere  else. 

And  (2)  for  the  construction  of  such  project;  and  such  project 
shall  be  so  designed — 

We  went  so  far  In  drawing  this  amendment  that  we  wanted 
it  designed  so  it  would  meet  the  needs,  in  fair  play  and  in 
justice,  of  anyone  who  was  entitled  to  one  gallon  of  that 
water — 

so  as  adequately  to  protect  the  present  and  prospective  uses  of  the 
water  In  the  State  of  Colorado  and  In  San  Juan  County,  N.  Mex.. 
including  those  of  the  Navajo  Trlt)e  of  Indians,  and  after  provid- 
ing for  such  needs,  any  water  from  such  project  remaining  available 
for  xise  shall  be  used  as  the  State  of  New  Mexico  may  determine. 

I  want  to  tell  Senators  why  we  are  doing  that.  I  have  great 
faith  in  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation.  I  know  that  they  have 
a  wonderful  history.  But  they  have  worked  along  a  certain 
line.  They  have  certain  standards.  And  I  do  not  want  them 
to  have  the  final  say  as  to  whether  a  project  is  feasible  in  New 
Mexico  when  the  money  belongs  to  us,  because  under  their 
standard  they  might  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  Is  not 
feasible,  but,  nevertheless,  we  in  New  Mexico  may  have  a 
State  engineer  who  may  say,  "Well,  If  we  built  It  this  way — 
while  it  might  not  comply  with  the  standards  and  the  ideas 
of  bureaucratic  Washington,  nevertheless  we  can  build  a 
project  over  here  and  make  a  living  for  the  people  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico." 

Is  there  ansrthing  unfair  about  that?  Would  any  Senator 
here  want  any  bureau  In  Washington,  including  the  Reclama- 
tion Bureau,  finally  to  determine  what  shall  be  done  in  the 
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state  of  South  Carolina  or  Arizona  or  Blississippi  or  Michi- 
gan or  elsewhere?  Especially,  as  the  money  belongs  to  us, 
why  should  not  we  have  something  to  say  about  that?  Is 
there  anjrthing  unfair  about  that  amendment? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  need  not  advise  the  able  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  that  Commissioners  of  Reclamation  may  recom- 
'  mend  or  they  may  decline  to  recommend.  The  able  Senator 
knows,  of  course,  that  no  matter  what  the  Ccxnmissioner 
«of  Reclamation  may  recommend  or  fail  to  recommend,  Con- 
gress is  the  autliorlty  in  the  matter.  Congress  has  the  power 
to  authorize  projects  where  Congress  chooses,  notwithstand- 
ing what  the  honorable  Commissioner  of  Reclamation  may 
report  or  fail  to  report. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes;  but  I  have  had  this  experience,  that 
Congress  may  pass  a  bill  and  then  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 
tion or  some  Deisartment  of  the  Government  makes  an 
adverse  report  and  sends  it  to  the  President,  and  possibly 
the  bill  may  not  be  signed  by  the  President. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  am  sure  the  able  Senator  from  Arizona 
has  studied  the  bill.  It  is  my  interpretation  of  the  bill  that 
the  bill  itself  gives  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  absolute 
and  complete  power,  and  it  would  take  a  special  act  of 
Congress  to  go  back  and  change  the  present  bill. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  That  might  be,  but  Congress  neverthe- 
less has  the  power  to  authorize  projects  anywhere  Congress 
chooses.  I  am  not  going  to  be  drawn  into  a  legal  argim:ient 
with  the  able  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch].  I 
have  served  with  him  on  the  Judiciary  Committee  so  long 
that  I  have  no  disposition  to  get  into  an  argvmient  with  him 
on  legal  matters.  I  have  learned  to  respect  his  opinion  so 
highly  that  I  seek  no  controversy  with  him.  But  I  am  sure 
the  able  Senator  will  agree  with  me  that  if  the  Congress 
desired  to  take  certain  action,  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
future  Congresses  from  doing  Just  what  they  please  with 
respect  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  as  a  practical  proposition, 
how  many  bills  does  the  Senate  pass  which  are  not  favorably 
reported  by  some  department?  How  many  times  have  bills 
been  turned  down,  over  and  over,  or  vetoed,  not  because  Con- 
gress did  not  pass  them,  but  because  some  Government  bureau 
said,  "No"?  That  happens  every  day  in  the  week,  and  we 
see  It.  And  I  still  want  to  feel  that  South  Carolina,  that 
Arizona,  that  Louisiana,  that  New  Mexico  should  have  some- 
thing to  say  about  whatever  little  mite  belongs  to  them — at 
least  should  have  something  to  say  about  it.  Why  leave  the 
complete  veto  power  in  a  Government  bureau,  in  bureaucrats? 

The  amendment  does  not  hurt  the  bill.  The  amendment 
does  not  interfere  with  California  getting  $100,000,000  ad- 
vantage through  the  Boulder  Dam.  The  amendment  does 
not  interfere  with  Nevada  getting  $300,000  a  year.  The 
amendment  does  not  interfere  with  Arizona  getting  $300,000 
a  year.  The  amendment  does  not  interfere  with  lower  power 
rates  in  southern  California.  AU  we  ask  is  fair  play  and 
Justice  from  this  body. 

We  are  always  talking  about  States'  rights.  I  still  maintain 
that  that  is  a  fundamental  principle  which  should  be  con- 
^sidered  in  this  day  and  age.  I  still  maintain  that  this  body 
should  realize  that  throwing  away  this  amendment  is  a  step 
in  the  direction  of  abolishing  States'  rights,  and  that  perhaps 
In  the  not  distant  future  the  same  proposal  may  be  applied 
to  some  other  State.  This  is  a  question  which  means  more 
than  the  actual  few  benefits  which  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
might  receive.  We  maintain  that  we  have  an  interest  in 
Boulder  Dam.  We  maintain  that  the  revenue  should  be 
divided  In  a  way  which  would  take  care  of  the  interests  of 
all  the  States  Involved.  We  do  not  want  to  interfere  with 
what  any  other  State  might  do  with  its  share,  but  we  do  ask 
that  New  Mexico  be  allowed  to  do  what  it  pleases  with  its 
Share. 

'  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  While  the  Senator  is  on  the 
subject  of  States'  rights.  I  should  like  to  ask  him  whence 
does  the  water  come  which  he  would  divert  under  his  amend- 
ment? What  is  the  source  of  the  water  which  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  would  divert  under  the  provisions  of  his 
amendment? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Knowing  where  it  comes  from 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     Where  does  it  come  from? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  shall  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator 

from  Colorado  to  his  satisfaction.    "The  amendment  reads: 

For  the  construction  of  such  project;  and  such  project  shall  be 
designed  ao  as  to  adequately  protect  the  present  and  prospective 
uses  of  water  in  the  State  of  Colorado  and  in  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Mez. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Prom  what  State  does  the 
water  come? 

Mr,  CHAVEZ.    Part  of  it  comes  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Does  not  all  of  it  come  from 
the  State  of  Colorado? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     No. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Does  not  all  the  water  which 
the  Senator  would  divert  come  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     No. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Has  an  agreement  been 
reached  between  Colorado  and  New  Mexico  as  to  the  use  of 
that  water? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes;  and  Mr.  Stone,  the  representative  of 
the  State  of  Colorado,  who  appeared  before  the  committee, 
helped  draw  that  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Stone  has  no  right  to 
agree  to  anything  on  behalf  of  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Ml.  CHAVEZ.  But  there  is  already  a  compact  between 
Colorado  and  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  As  to  the  use  of  this  partic- 
ular water? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  As  to  the  construction  of 
compensating  reservoirs? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  my  understanding.  We  did  not 
want  to  take  advantage  of  Colorado,  so  we  inserted  Colorado, 
so  that  Colorado  might  be  fully  protected  in  what  she  is 
entitled  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico has  an  entirely  different  understanding  of  this  whole 
matter  from  that  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    This  language  is  certainly  clear. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  language  does  not  mean 
anything. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    The  language  Is — 

For  the  construction  of  such  project;  and  such  project  shall  be 
designed  so  as  to  adequately  protect  the  present  and  prospective 
uses  of  water  in  the  State  of  Colorado  and  In  San  Juan  Cotmty, 
N.  Max. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  But  no  agreement  has  been 
reached  between  Colorado  and  New  Mexico  as  to  the  use  of 
this  water. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  only  information  I  have  is  from  Com- 
missioner Stone.  We  did  not  want  to  take  anything  away 
from  Colorado  or  any  other  State. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  neither  the  Boulder 
Canyon  Act  nor  this  act  prevents  any  State  from  taking 
water  out  of  any  river  within  its  boundaries,  at  its  own 
expense,  and  for  any  purpose  it  wishes? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Yes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     That  is  expressly  provided. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  is  iny  understanding. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  In  this  Wll  we  are  dealing  only  with  a 
fund. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  We  do  not  take  any  rights  away  from  the 
States.  Five  years  prior  to  1928  we  had  the  same  argument 
about  who  furnishes  the  water.  We  knew  well  enough  that 
the  Government  could  not  build  any  dam  on  the  river  unless 
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all  the  States  should  agree,  because  otherwise  we  should  have 
a  debate  here  for  a  long  time. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  SUtes  did  not  all  agree,  but  the  dam 
was  built. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Six  of  them  agreed.  The  Senator's  State 
agreed. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  We  divided  the  water,  one-half  for  the 
upper  States  and  one-half  for  the  lower  States.  The  water 
we  are  using  at  Boulder  Dam  is  our  half,  no  matter  where  it 
comes  from. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes;  and  unless  we  build  some  projects  in 
my  State  we  shall  not  receive  our  share.  That  is  why  we 
should  like  to  build  these  small  projects. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Commissioner  of 
Reclamation  testified  that  he  would  immediately  investigate 
the  project  in  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     If  the  project  is  feasible  it  wUl  be  built. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  the  Commissioner  finds  that  It  is  not 
feasible,  does  the  Senator  think  the  Commissioner  should  have 
the  say  as  to  what  we  should  do,  or  what  money  we  might 
receive? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  sponsors  of  the  project  may  come  to 
Congress  if  they  desire  and  ask  for  an  appropriation  for  the 
project. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  My  Intentions  for  the  State  of  Nevada  are 
the  best ;  but  I  still  maintain  that  so  far  as  any  benefits  to  be 
received  by  the  State  of  Nevada  are  concerned.  Nevada  should 
depend  more  on  the  Senator  from  Nevada  than  on  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico. 

AOJouHNMnrr  to  jitly  22,  1940 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  House  has  sent  over  a  concurrent 
resolution  providing  for  an  adjournment  until  Monday,  July 
22,  1940.  The  House  Is  waiting  for  us  to  act  on  It.  Does  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  object  to  having  the  concurrent 
resolution  laid  before  the  Senate  so  that  the  Senate  may 
act  upon  it,  and  Senators  may  understand  the  program? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  that  House  Concurrent  Resolution 
86  be  laid  before  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  lays  before  the 
Senate  House  Concurrent  Resolution  86.  which  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives  (the  Senate  concurring) , 
That  when  the  two  Houses  adjovim  on  Thursday.  July  11,  1940.  they 
stand  adjourned  untU  12  o'clock  meridian.  Monday.  July  22,  1940. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  the  adoption  of  the  concurrent 
resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  concurrent  resolution. 
The  concurrent  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
3^eld  to  me  for  just  a  moment? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Many  Senators  have  asked  what  the  pro- 
gram, following  the  22d.  is  to  be.  so  far  as  we  can  now 
anticipate  it.  Efforts  had  been  made  to  adjourn  until  the  29th 
instead  of  the  22d,  because  in  all  probability  it  will  be  the  mid- 
dle of  the  following  week  before  Senators  can  return  to  Wash- 
ington, and  the  probability  is  that  a  quorum  would  not  be 
present  during  that  week.  I  have  consulted  with  the  minority 
leader,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  McNary],  and  we  have 
reached  a  tentative  understanding  that  no  important  business 
will  be  transacted  during  the  week  of  the  22d.  Very  Ukely  we 
shall  have  3 -day  recesses,  from  Monday  the  22d  until  the 
foUowing  Thursday,  and  then  until  the  foUowing  Monday,  so 
that  Senators  may  make  their  plans  according  to  that 
schedule.  I  felt  that  the  Senate  was  enUtled  to  that  in- 
lormatioQ. 


BOULDER  DAM — COWriRENCt  RKPORT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9877)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate 
and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated 
at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the  application  of  revenues 
from  said  project,  authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder 
Power  Plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or  through  agents, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  there  is  only  one  source  of  water 
from  which  we  can  receive  any  benefits.  Much  has  been 
said  as  to  the  7.500,000  acre-feet  which  the  upper-basin  States 
are  supposed  to  receive.  We  have  only  one  source  of  water 
supply. 

I  wish  to  read  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Page,  Commis- 
sioner of  Reclamation: 

Senator  Chavez.  What  other  sources  of  water  supply  are  there 
in  San  Juan  County,  outside  of  the  tributaries  of  the  San  Juan? 

Mr.  Pace.  I  think  there  are  none  that  could  be  counted  on  for 
any  material  amount  of  water.  They  seem  to  be  the  only  source 
from  which  you  can  pet  water  enough  to  make  It  worth  while. 

Senator  Chavez.  This  Anlmas-La  Plata  project  that  has  been 
discussed  here  Is  only  a  small  Item? 

Mr.  Pace.  Yes;  and  that  Is  pretty  well  covered  by  a  compact,  and 
pretty  well  used.  The  storage  on  the  La  Plata  will  help  the  situa- 
tion.    It  has  already  rlpeped  into  an  Interstate  compact. 

Senator  Chavez.  That  can  only  be  used  by  the  people  who  are 
now  using  that  water? 

Mr.  Page.  Yes. 

Senator  Chavez.  And  will  not  provide  additional  acreage  or  an 
additional  supply  for  anything  else? 

Mr.  Pace.  There  seems  to  be  no  posslbUlty  of  developing  any 
additional  area.  *-  -©        / 

Senator  Chavez.  Are  there  any  projects  contemplated  at  or  near 
Aztec  in  San  Juan  County? 

Mr.  Page.  I  cannot  answer  that  positively,  but  none  of  any  con- 
sequence that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Chavez    Then  In  short,  the  only  possibility  to  get  addi- 
tional water  in  the  Rio  Grande  VaUey  would  be  through  a  storage 
transmountaln  diversion? 
Mr.  Page.  Under  the  present  Investigation,  that  U  the  fact 
Senator  Chavez.  And  the  San  Juan  Is  the  only  source  of  water 
supply  from  which  New  Mexico  could  get  Its  proportionate  share  of 
the  7,500.000  acre-feet  that  Is  allotted  under  the  original  compact? 
Mr.  Page.  That  seems  to  be  the  only  opportunity  we  found 
Senator  Chavez.  So.  you  feel  New  Mexico,  as  far  as  your  end  of 
It  is  concerned.  Is  on  the  right  road  to  get  that  water,  if  It  is  at  all 
feasible  or  proper? 
Mr.  Page.  Definitely  so;  yes. 

Senator  AsHtmsr.  Did  you  wish  to  Interrogate  Mr.  Page  on  any 
other  matter,  Just  now? 

Senator  Chavez.  That  is  about  alL 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  read  some  further  testimony 
from  the  committee  hearings.  Mr.  A.  T.  Hannett,  former 
Governor  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  who  is  now  assistant 
attorney  general,  and  in  charge  of  trying  to  protect  what 
little  is  left  under  the  Boulder  Dam  Act.  appeared  before 
the  committee  and  testified  at  the  hearing,  at  which  the 
Senator   from   Arizona    [Mr.   AshttrstI    presided.      I  read: 

Senator  Ashxtkst.  Will  you  please  give  the  reporter  your  full 
name  and  occupation  for  the  record? 

Mr.  Hannett.  Arthur  T.  Hannett.  lawyer;  post-office  box  497, 
Albuquerque.  N.  Mex.;  special  assistant  attorney  general;  attorney 
before  the  United  States  Supreme  Court;  also  attorney  general 
for  a  good  many  years,  25  or  26  years. 

Senator  Ashurst.  Governor,  you  may  proceed  to  make  any  state- 
ment that  you  wish. 

Mr.  Hannett.  As  you  gentlemen  all  well  know,  this  particular 
bill  has  been  debated  over  a  period  of  years  by  the  States  in- 
volved. The  four  upper-basin  States  formed  an  organisation — 
more  or  less  of  an  organization — and  employed  an  electrical  en- 
gineer of  national  reputation  by  the  name  of  Sands,  also  Mr. 
Tipton,  of  Colorado,  a  hydraulic  engineer,  to  advise  us  on  the 
practical  effect  that  this  bUl  would  have  on  the  various  States 
and  the  revenues  produced  fr6m  the  sale  of  electric  energy  at 
Boulder  Dam,  and  from  that  report  deduced  certain  conclusions 
California,  with  its  experts,  differed  on  many  of  those  conclusions 
We  held,  as  I  said,  numerous  meetings,  and  the  final  meeting 
was  held  at  Phoenix,  Ariz. 

New  Mexico  and  its  representatives  felt  at  all  times  that  under 
the  original  bill  the  rlghu  and  Interests  of  the  upper-basin  States 
were  inadequately  protected.  We  feel  that  that  is  true  as  to  t.hi^ 
proposed  bill. 
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Under  the  terms  at  the  bill,  as  we  see  It — 
I  should  like  to  have  Uie  Senate  listen  particularly  to 
this  testimony — 

Under  the  terms  of  the  bill,  as  we  see  It.  based  upon  the  report 
of  Mr.  Sands  and  Bdr.  Tipton,  the  State  of  California  will  benefit, 
over  the  period  of  time,  not  less  than  flOO.OOO.OOO,  probably 
•150.000.000.  That  Is  not  •  nebulous  thing.  It  is  capable  of  being 
figured  out  In  dollars  and  cents.  The  States  of  Nevada  and 
Arizona  will  benefit  definitely,  without  any  question,  substantially 
$300,000  each  year.  Under  the  bill,  as  we  see  it.  as  far  as  the 
State  of  New  Mexico  and  the  other  upper-basin  States  are  con- 
cerned, there  Is  Dothlng  deflnlte  as  to  what  any  State  is  going 
to  get. 

That  was  tbe  reason  for  the  amendment  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

as  hare  gone  along;  we  have  been  a  compact  State,  and  we  have 
along  with  the  four  upper-basin  States,  and  our  relations 
havt  been  very  pleasant,  but  we  feel  that  this  bill  should  have 
made  scxne  definite  provision  as  to  what  New  Mexico  was  going  to 
derive.  If  anjrthlng.  As  It  stands  now,  as  we  conceive  it,  we  have 
nothing  under  the  old  bill,  and  we  think  the  old  bill  was 
ineqiul  table. 

Wb  think  the  new  bUl  is  Inequitable.  We  think,  under  Mr.  Sands' 
report.  It  shows  that  Instead  of  getting  »500.000  a  year  we  should 
receive  $1,000,000  a  year.  That  report  was  available  to  xis  at  a 
meeting  in  Denver,  and  it  was  available  at  the  Phoenix  meeting, 
together  with  Mr.  Tipton's  report.  At  that  time  each  of  the  four 
upper-basin  States  were  in  accord  and  backing  up  Mr.  Sands' 
report,  and  It  Is  our  firm  belief  that  it  was  a  fair.  able,  and  honest 
report.  Utah  was  particularly  vigorous  in  denouncing  the  bill,  and 
Wyoming,  likewise,  and  Colorado  to  some  lesser  extent. 

When  we  met  In  Phoenix.  Utah's  position  had  been  reversed  and 
Colorado's  position  very  much  modified.  Wyoming  and  New  Mexico 
fizmlly  stood  as  opponents  to  the  bill. 

[At  this  point  Mr.  Chavez  yielded  to  Mr.  OvraTON.  on  whose 
request  House  Joint  Resolution  582  was  considered  and 
passed,  which  proceedings  appear  at  the  end  of  Mr.  Chavkz's 
remarks.  ] 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  continue  reading  from 
the  testimony  of  Governor  Hannett  of  New  Mexico,  on  the 
pending  bill,  before  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Recla- 
mation. I  have  previously  stated  that  the  benefits  to  be 
derived  by  New  Mexico  were  insignificant.  I  have  stated  here- 
tofore also  the  State  of  California  and  the  other  lower-basin 
States  were  to  get  millions  of  dollars  of  benefits.  I  now  re- 
sume the  quotation  from  Governor  Hannett : 

Senator  McCAiXAif.  Wyoming  and  New  Mexico  were  opposed  to 
the  bUl?  ^^^ 

Mr.  Haijnxtt.  Wyoming  and  New  Mexico  were  opposed  to  the  bill, 
I  do  not  claim  to  have  any  technical  knowledge  either  as  a  hydraulic 
engineer  or  as  an  electrical  engineer,  but  from  the  discussions  that 
we  had.  and  from  the  study  that  I  made  of  Mr.  Sand's  report — both 
our  Senators  have  It — I  still  believe  that  that  woiild  have  t>een  an 
equitable  basis  for  the  distribution  cf  this  fund,  that  Is  the  upper- 
basin  States  should  have  had  the  $1,000,000  a  year  Instead  of  the 
$600,000.  considering  the  benefits  that  have  been  definitely  pegged 
down  to  Arizona,  Nevada,  and  California.  As  It  stands  now  we  have 
an  undivided  interest  in  a  fund  which  wUl  be  spent  by  a  Govern- 
ment agency.  Whether  there  will  ever  be  a  substantial  develop- 
ment In  New  Mexico  out  of  that  ftmd  is  problematical. 

It  has  always  been  our  position  that  whatever  New  Mexico  Is  to 
derive  out  of  this  should  be  pegged  down  like  Nevada's  rights  are 
pegged  down,  and  CalLfomla's  rights  are  pegged  down.  After  all, 
the  share  we  get,  compared  to  the  benefits  of  California,  for  in- 
stance, is  trifling.  When  I  say  California  will  receive  $100,000,000. 
that  is  the  mlnimiun.  My  gueee  Is  it  Is  probably  somewhere  between 
$130,000,000  to  $150,000,000.  based  on  Mr  Sands'  report,  a  large  part 
Of  which  te  highly  technical,  and  I  am  not  In  a  poeltion  to  discuss 
the  technical  details. 

Senator  Cbav^  Oovemor,  may  I  interrupt  you  right  ther«?  The 
Mr.  Sands  you  refer  to  is  an  engineer  of  national  reputation 
throxighout  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Hannttt.  I  understand  he  has  a  national  reputation.  He  was 
selected  by  Judge  Stone  and  Mr.  Tipton,  and  we  four  upper-basin 
States  paid  them  the  honorarium  that  they  asked.  While  I  under- 
stand they  differed  widely  In  some  of  their  findings  with  California 
engineers,  I  have  no  reason  to  question  the  fairness  nor  the  In- 
te^ty  of  the  California  engineers  nor  the  good  faith  or  the  integrity 
of  Mr.  Sands.  Perhaps  somewhere  between  the  figures  of  each  lies 
the  truth.    I  do  not  know;  I  am  not  an  engineer. 

I  think  that  covers  what  I  desire  to  say,  unless  there  are  sobm 
qusrttona. 

Senator  Chavkz.  Governor,  you  mentioned  that,  under  the  Sands 
report.  $1,000,000  a  year  Instead  of  $500,000  a  year  would  appear 
mora  equitable  to  the  upper-basin  States. 

Mr.  HANwrTT.  That  was  the  thought  ar^  the  belief  of  all  four 
upper-basin  States  at  the  Phoenix  meeting. 

Senator  Chavez.  And  you  further  contend,  as  a  representative  of 
th«  New  Mexico  water  Interests,  that  whatever  amount  it  might  be 


should  be  set  up  definitely  In  the  legislation  so  that  New  Mexico 
may  know  just  exactly  what  it  Is  going  to  get? 

Mr.  Hannett.  That  has  always  been  our  hope. 

Senator  Chavb.  Wbether  It  is  part  of  the  $600,000,  or  part  of  the 

$1,000,000? 

Mr.  Hamkxtt.  Be  It  ever  so  smaU.  we  think  we  ought  to  know 
what  It  is,  and  that  we  are  g^olng  to  get  It. 

Hiat  is  all  this  amendment  would  do;  it  would  merely  pro- 
vide what  we  would  get  and  how  it  should  be  used. 

Senator  Chav^.  And  that  the  legislation  should  contain  wording, 
or  be  clarified  to  such  an  extent  that  the  New  Mexico  water  authori- 
ties could  decide  as  to  what  to  do  with  their  little  mite? 

Mr.  Hannett.  That  is  exactly  right. 

And  that  is  exactly  what  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  contained. 

Senator  Chavb.  Now,  what  particular  projects,  if  any.  did  the 
New  Mexico  authorities  have  In  mind  with  reference  to  this  legis- 
lation? 

^  Mr.  Hannttt.  We  have  three  projecta  In  mind:  The  Navajo  In- 
dian Tribe  In  San  Juan  County,  an  area  that  can  be  developed; 
there  Is  a  small  area  along  the  San  Juan  River  in  San  Juan  County, 
and  some  development  on  the  Animas  and  La  PlaU.  The  project 
that  we  feel  is  of  the  greatest  Importance  to  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
Is  what  is  generaUy  known  as  the  San  Juan-Chama  diversion. 

Senator  Chavzz.  Is  there  any  source  of  water  supply  there  by 
which  New  Mexico  can  avail  Itself  of  any  rights  it  might  have 
under  the  compact  outside  of  the  San  Juan? 

Mr.  Hannett.  No.  ' 

Senator  Chavez.  That  la  the  only  one? 

Mr.  Hannett.  Yes. 

Senator  Hatch.  That  is  the  San  Juan-Chama  diversion? 

Mr.  Hannett.  Yes. 

Senator  Chavkz.  What  is  the  situation.  Governor,  with  reference 
to  the    water   supply   in    the    Rio   Grande    now    between,    say,    the 

boundary  of  Texas  on  the  south  and  the  boundary  of  Colorado  on 
the  north? 

Mr.  I^nnett.  The  water  supply  has  been  inadequate.  Texas 
sued  tne  State  of  New  Mexico. 

We  are  fighting  for  what  little  water  we  have  in  New 
Mexico  now.  We  had  to  come  clear  to  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States;  and  when  we  asked  for  the  protection 
of  a  little  mite  that  might  help  what  little  we  have  over  there, 
the  Senate  conferees  receded  on  that  amendment.  I  do  not 
doubt  their  good  faith  at  all,  but  they  have  dcme  a  grave  in- 
justice to  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  Hannett.  The  water  supply  has  been  inadequate.  Texas 
sued  the  State  of  New  Mexico.  We  had  a  long  and  expensive  litiga- 
tion. It  has  been  inadequate  at  times.  We  finally  entered  into  a 
compact,  and  during  the  negotiations  for  this  compact  the  States 
of  Texas.  Colorado,  and  New  Mexico  entered  Into  an  agreement 
for  a  Joint  investigation.  A  large  stan  of  money  was  spent  by 
the  States  and  the  Federal  Government  on  what  is  known  as  the 
joint  Rio  Grande  investigation.  New  Mexico  asked  that  the  feaal- 
bllity  and  practlcajaillty  of  the  San  Juan  diversion  and  of  the 
transmountaln  diversion  into  the  Rio  Grande  be  Investigated,  and 
a  large  sum  of  money  was  devoted  out  of  that  sum  to  this  Investi- 
gation, and  It  was  found  to  be  feasible  and  practical. 

Along  the  same  lines,  testimony  was  submitted  by  our  State 
engineer,  Mr.  Thomas  M.  McClure.  Testimony  was  sub- 
mitted by  Dr.  Woehike,  of  the  Indian  Bureau,  concerning  the 
rights  of  the  Navajo  Indians  in  San  Juan  County.  N.  Mex. 
But  the  appeal  I  want  to  make  to  this  body  is  this:  It  is  fair, 
and  it  is  just.  I  know  that  we  are  not  getting  what  we  are 
entitled  to.  I  know  that  California  and  Nevada  and  Arizona 
are  getting  the  bulk  of  the  benefit;  but  we  do  ask  you.  in  all 
sincerity,  that,  whatever  we  get,  you  allow  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  to  do  as  it  pleases  with  its  share. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  proceed  very  much  longer. 
I  ask  imanimous  consent  that  the  complete  statements  of 
Governor  Hannett;  Mr.  Page;  Mr.  Thomas  M.  McClure,  SUte 
engineer  of  New  Mexico;  and  Dr.  Woehike,  of  the  Indian 
Bureau;  and  a  letter  from  me  to  Mr.  Page  and  his  answer  be 
inserted  in  the  RBCoas  at  the  end  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Without  objecUon,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

(See  exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield' 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ariaona? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  desire  to  make  an  observation  or  two  to 
connection  with  this  matter  and  see  if  we  cannot  arrive  at  a 
practical  understanding  of  the  situation  as  it  faces  us. 
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I  am  m  this  position:  If  the  Senator's  amendments  had 
been  included  in  the  conference  report,  I  would  have  cheer- 
fully voted  for  the  conference  report.  I  can  see  no  harm  or 
injury  to  any  other  State  that  would  come  about  by  Includ- 
ing his  amendments.  Upon  the  other  hand,  the  failure  to 
enact  them,  in  my  judgment,  does  not  refiect  in  any  adverse 
manner  on  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  for  this  reason: 

If  these  provisions  were  contained  in  the  bill,  after  all,  it 
is  a  mere  authorizing  act.  It  does  not  carry  one  cent  of 
money.  So,  in  order  to  carry  out  the  purposes  which  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  In  mind,  whether  his  amend- 
ments are  in  the  bill  or  are  not  in  the  bill,  an  appropriation 
by  Congress  would  first  be  required  to  begin  Immediate  inves- 
tigations to  determine  the  feasibility  and  practicability  of 
diverting  water  from  the  San  Juan  over  into  the  Chama  and 
thfn  into  the  Rio  Grande.  Let  me  add  further  that  of  my 
own  personal  knowledge  I  am  satisfied  that  additional  water 
for  irrigation  is  the  greatest  benefit  that  can  possibly  come 
to  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  a  question  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    Certainly. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Suppose  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  were 
to  decide  that  the  project  which  they  had  been  investigating 
was  not  feasible  either  from  an  engineering  or  from  an  eco- 
nomic standpoint,  what  would  New  Mexico  get  then,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  so 
firmly  convinced  that  an  increased  supply  of  water  Is  abso- 
lutely essential  for  the  Rio  Grande  Valley  in  New  Mexico, 
and  I  am  so  firmly  convinced  that  the  only  source  of  getting 
that  water  Is  from  the  San  Juan  watershed,  that  beyond 
question  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  it  must  and  will  be 
done.  Exactly  how  to  do  it  is  something  else,  but  in  the  long 
run  for  a  certainty  the  water  must  be  brought  out  of  the 
San  Juan  drainage  basin  over  into  the  Rio  Grande  Valley. 
Irrigation  has  been  practiced  in  that  valley  for  as  long  a  time, 
if  not  longer,  than  anywhere  else  in  the  United  States.  They 
know  how  to  use  the  water.  The  present  water  supply  is 
inadequate.  An  additional  supply  must  be  obtained  in  that 
way;  and  if  it  were  necessary  to  do  it  in  an  unusual  way,  still 
the  public  interest  would  require  that  the  water  be  brought 
from  one  drainage  basin  into  the  other. 

If  that  Is  the  case,  the  only  way  to  find  that  out  is  by  first 
using  some  money  to  make  an  engineering  investigation. 
Conditions  change.  What  turned  out  to  be  perfectly  prac- 
ticable in  building  Boulder  Dam  would  have  been  utterly  out 
of  place  20  or  30  years  ago;  and  so  it  is  on  many  other  irri- 
gation-project investigations  that  must  be  made.  We  are 
living  in  a  new  and  a  Uve  world,  where  better  ways  of  doing 
things  are  constantly  foimd.  I  say  that  this  transmountaln 
diversion  in  New  Mexico  is  a  thing  which  has  to  be  done  and 
a  way  will  be  found  to  do  it. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  just  the  point.  We  think— anyway, 
Ecme  of  the  people  of  New  Mexico  have  faith  that  they  can 
also  think,  as  well  as  the  people  here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  But  let  us  get  at  the  practical  pnnxjsltion. 
AH  that  there  Is  In  the  bill  is  a  promise.  If  and  when  the 
bUl  passes,  a  million  and  one-half  dollars  contributed  by  the 
consimiers  of  power  in  southern  California  will  be  put  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  subject  to  appropriation  by 
Congress.  The  first  thing  to  do  then  is  to  get  an  appropria- 
tion to  do  this  work.  I  say  to  the  Senator  this  is  my  honest 
Judgment,  as  a  friend  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  as  one 
deeply  interested  in  the  development  of  every  water  resource 
that  we  possibly  can  in  the  United  States,  primarily  to  ac- 
quire vested  rights  ahead  of  uses  in  old  Mexico  by  developing 
projects  in  the  United  States.  I  want  to  see  the  work  started 
everywhere  within  the  Colorado  River  Basin.  Following  up 
that  idea,  I  have  conferred  with  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
and  I  have  here  a  letter  which  I  desire  to  read  into  the 
RkcoRD  which  promises  that  immediately  this  bill  becomes  a 
law  estimates  will  be  submitted,  so  that  there  can  be  enacted,  I 


l)efore  the  present  Congress  adjourns,  an  appropriation  to 
carry  out  the  work. 

If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  will  read  the  letter  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  shaU  be  glad  to  have  that  done. 
Mr.  HAYDEN.    It  is  addressed  to  me,  based  upon  an 
inquiry  I  made: 

UNrrED  States  Dkpaktment  or  the  Intbeicw. 
„       „        ^  Washington,  July  8,  1940. 

Hon.  Carl  Hatdek, 

United  States  Senate. 
Mr  Deah  Senator  Hayden:  Some  discussion  has  arisen  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  plans  for  development  in  the  Upper  Basin  States, 
to  be  financed  from  the  Colorado  River  development  fund,  will  be 
prepared.  Much  work  needs  to  be  done  in  this  basin  and  immedi- 
ately on  passage  of  the  proposed  Boulder  Dam  Adjustment  Act  it 
Is  planned  to  submit  a  Budget  estimate  for  $320,000.  to  be  divided 
equally  among  the  States  of  Colorado.  New  Mexico.  Utah,  and 
Wyoming. 

That  would  be  $80,000  in  each  State — 

It  is  particularly  important  that  work  be  pushed  In  determining 
the  feasibility  of  using  the  maximum  water  in  the  Upper  Basin 
States  permitted  by  the  Colorado  River  compact.  It  is  therefore 
hoped  that  such  a  Budget  estimate  wlU  receive  favorablo 
consideration. 

Sincerely  jrotira. 

Ebext  K.  Bttblew. 
First  Assistant  Secretary  and  Budget  Officer. 

That  money  should  be  available  within  30  or  40  days  to 
put  engineering  parties  in  the  field  in  New  Mexico,  in  Wy- 
oming, in  Colorado,  and  in  Utah  to  go  to  work  this  fall,  and 

work  as  long  as  they  can.  If  the  altitudes  are  too  high,  they 
may  have  to  drop  the  work  in  midwinter,  but  they  will  be 
ready  to  continue  early  In  the  spring. 

What  will  be  the  result  if  we  do  not  adopt  the  conference 
report?  Just  take  the  practical  side  of  it.  The  money  then 
will  not  be  transferred  from  the  consumers  of  power  in  Los 
Angeles  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.  A  million 
and  a  half  doUars  will  not  be  available  for  appropriation  by 
Congress. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  think  they  are  more  anxious  to  pass  the 
bill  than  we  are.  because  we  are  not  getting  anything. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  am  just  stating  the  facts— that  if  this 
bill  becomes  a  law,  that  money  will  then  be  transferred  to 
the  Federal  Treasury.  It  will  be  a  special  fimd.  It  will  not 
be  money  raised  from  the  taxpayers. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  think  It  is  right 
to  have  the  State  of  New  Mexico  determine  whether  it  is  a 
feasible  thing  or  not,  because  It  does  not  come  from  the 
taxpayers,  because  it  comes  from  a  fund  that  will  have  been 
created  by  the  power  derived  from  some  water  source  in  the 
State  of  New  Mexico  in  which  the  people  of  New  Mexico 
have  an  interest. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  understand;  and  If  that  provision  were 
in  the  conference  report  I  would  cheerfully  vote  for  It,  because 
I  can  see  no  harm  done  to  any  other  State;  but  it  is  not 
there. 

We  are  faced  with  this  practical  proposition:  We  have  a 
conference  report  here.  If  we  adopt  it.  immediately,  and  the 
bill  is  signed  by  the  President,  the  million  and  a  half  dol- 
lars will  be  transferred  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States.  Then  a  Budget  estimate  will  be  submitted,  and  an 
appropriation  of  $320,000  will  be  made  to  put  surveying 
parties  out  to  work  this  fall  and  winter.  We  will  get  imme- 
diate action  on  money,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  there  will  be 
no  question  about  obtaining  the  money.  I  can  pledge  the 
Senator,  as  a  member  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations which  has  something  to  do  with  appropriations  of 
this  character,  that  he  shall  have  my  most  hearty  support 
in  seeing  tliat  before  this  Congress  adjourns  the  very  thing 
that  he  wants  done  shall  be  done,  which  will  convert  a 
promise  Into  a  reality. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Yes;  I  fully  understand  that,  and  I  appre- 
ciate what  the  Senator  from  Arizona  has  said  with  reference 
to  getting  an  appropriation  for  the  investigation;  but  the 
fund  will  still  continue  to  increase.  If,  after  they  spend  this 
money  that  the  Senator  from  Arizona  and  I  are  going  to  help 
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to  appropriate,  the  Recfaunatlon  Bureau  find  that  this  thins 
la  not  feasible  either  from  an  engineering  itandpoint  or  from 
an  economic  itandpoint,  what  U  New  Mexico  going  to  get  In 
the  future? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Let  uc  look  at  the  matter  In  thla  way: 
There  will  be  $500,000  a  year  going  Into  thlf  fpeclal  fund, 
and  New  Blexico's  share  of  that  $500,000  will  be  what? 
$100,000  a  year? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  do  not  know.  I  wanted  to  have  it  divided 
equally.    Then  we  would  know  what  we  are  going  to  get. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  it  were  divided  equaUy.  it  would  be 
$125,000  a  year  for  each  of  the  four  upper-basin  States. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  One  hundred  and  twenty-five  thousand  dol- 
lars a  year  would  have  to  accumulate  for  about  how  many 
decades  and  generations  before  It  would  be  possible  to  build 
a  substantial  project  in  New  Mexico  to  divert  water  from  the 
San  Juan  River? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  But  at  least  we  would  know  what  we  were 
going  to  have.  As  it  is  now,  we  do  not  know  whether  we  are 
going  to  get  a  penny  or  anything  else;  and  in  our  opinion — 
I  am  sincere  about  this 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  want  to  compliment  the  Senator  upon 
the  way  in  which  he  has  presented  this  case  in  behalf  of  his 
State;  but  speaking  for  all  who  are  anxious  to  see  final  ac- 
tion, I  want  to  assure  him  that  so  far  as  we  are  concerned, 
all  of  us,  we  shall  do  everything  possible  to  see  that  his 
wishes  are  carried  out,  sind  immediately,  not  by  a  promise, 
but  by  actually  putting  the  cash  to  work. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Of  course,  the  cash  will  be  all  right.  The 
only  thing  I  want  is  to  see  that  that  cash  is  spent  by  some- 
one who  has  an  interest  in  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

I  am  not  worried  about  the  Senate.  I  know  I  have  the  con- 
fidence of  my  colleagues  and  that  New  Mexico  will  have  its 
day  in  court  "before  the  Conunittee  on  Appropriations.  But 
after  we  appropriate  the  money,  who  is  to  determine  whether 
it  is  to  be  spent  in  the  State  of  New  Mexico,  or  the  State  of 
Wyoming,  or  elsewhere?    That  is  why  I  object  to  this. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  very  frequently  have  the 
same  diflQculty  to  meet  in  my  own  State  of  Arizona.  There 
are  those  who  sincerely  believe  that  enormous  quantities  of 
water  are  available  in  the  Colorado  River,  and  can  be  used  to 
irrigate  great  areas  of  land  in  Arizona,  and  they  insist  upon 
the  right  of  the  State  of  Arizona  to  acquire  that  water.  Yet, 
as  a  practical  matter,  the  only  place  where  we  will  ever  get 
money  enough  to  build  such  great  projects  is  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States,  and  that  is  the  true  situation  in  New 
Mexico.  The  money  will  have  to  come  from  a  Federal  source. 
New  Mexico  is  not  rich  enough  to  build  this  project  by  itself. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  why  we  want  New  Mexico  to  have 
something  to  say  about  it. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Nor  is  Arizona  ever  going  to  have  money 
enough  to  build  great  projects  without  the  utmost  help  from 
the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  But  we  can  use  the  funds  made  available 
by  this  bill  to  demonstrate  their  feasibility. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  am  as  thoroughly  convinced  as  that  I 
stand  here  that  water  will  be  diverted  out  of  the  headwaters 
of  the  San  Juan  River  into  the  Rio  Grande. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  We  would  like  to  have  something  to  say 
about  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  said  about  all  I  care  to  say  regard- 
ing the  matter.  I  maintain  that  we  have  been  reasonable 
with  this  body.  I  still  feel  that  the  report  of  the  Committee 
on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  was  a  good  report,  based  upon 
sound  reasons  and  based  upon  conclusions  arrived  at  after  a 
complete  hearing.  I  still  think  that  this  is  a  matter  which 
affects  the  future  rights  of  my  State  and  that  we  are  not  ask- 
ing very  much  when  we  say  that  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  should  be  defeated,  and  that  the  bill  should  be 
allowed  to  go  back  to  conXerence  to  see  if  we  cannot  work  out 
gomethlng  else* 


I  have  extreme  confidence  In  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  the 
Senator  from  Arizona,  and  the  Senator  from  California,  but 
whether  we  like  It  or  not.  due  to  the  geographical  location  of 
the  Individual  States,  their  interests  are  entirely  different 
from  those  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico.  We  were  handi- 
capped notwithstanding  their  sincerity  of  purpose.  Notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  the  committee  reported  the  amend- 
ments unanimously  and  the  Senate  voted  them  into  the  b.U 
without  objection,  there  was  no  proponent  on  the  conXerence 
of  one  of  the  States  greatly  Interested  in  the  measure. 

I  know  the  Senators  meant  to  do  what  was  right,  but, 
after  all,  they  do  represent  other  States  than  New  Mexico  and 
we  feel  that  New  Mexico  should  have  been  represented,  and 
should  be  represented,  even  if  it  is  necessary  to  increase  the 
number  of  conferees.  I  hope  the  Senate  will  defeat  the 
motion. 

EzHiBrr  A  * 

STATEMENT  OF  JOHN  C.  PAGE,  COMMISSIONE*  OF  BTJEEAU  OF  RSCUUIATION 

Senator  Ashttrst.  State  your  name  and  your  position. 

Mr.  Pace.  John  C.  Page.  Commissioner  of  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

Senator  Asttdsst.  How  long  have  you  held  tbat  position? 

Mr.  Page.  Since  1937. 

Senator  Ashurst.  Senator  Chates,  you  may  proceed  with  any 
questions  that  you  have. 

Senator  Chav^.  Mr.  Page,  prior  to  the  money  t>eing  obtained  by 
the  appropriation  of  the  special  bUl  appropriating  S50.000  for  the 
Inveetlgatlcn  of  the  San  Juan,  did  the  Reclamation  Bureau  make 
any  studies  of  the  possibilities  or  feasibilities  of  a  project  on  the 
San  Juan  River  for  a  transmountaln  diversion  dam? 

Mr.  Page.  Nothing  of  any  consequence.  We  did  make  a  prelimi- 
nary reconnaissance.  We  thought  that  something  could  be  devel- 
oped there,  but  money  was  not  available  to  make  a  complete  investi- 
gation. 

Senator  Chavez.  After  the  Bureau  had  allocated  this  money  under 
the  appropriation,  did  you  make  an  investigation  and  a  survey  of 
the  possibilities  of  the  transmountaln  diversion  dam? 

Mr.  Page.  We  made  a  rather  complete  Investigation  of  the  thin? 
In  cormectlon  with  the  general  Rio  Grande  Investigation,  sponsored 
by  the  National  Resources  Planning  Board.  At  that  time  we  made 
estimates  on  the  cost  of  the  work,  the  physical  features  that  would 
be  involved  in  making  that  transmountaln  diversion  from  the  San 
Juan  to  the  Rio  Chama.  and  Included  that  in  the  report  of  the 
National  Resomces  Planning  Board  as  an  over-all  picture  on  the  Rio 
Grande. 

Senator  Chavez.  Did  that  include  an  investigation  of  the  needs  of 
the  San  Juan  County  people  themselves,  including  the  Navalo 
Indians?  •• 

Mr.  Pace.  I  think  that  took  Into  account  all  prospective  uses  of 
the  San  Juan,  with  the  expecUtion  that  probably  some  conserva- 
tion work,  storage,  or  something  of  that  kind,  would  t)e  necessary 
before  there  was  water  exported.  That  is.  It  would  be  neoesMry  to 
augment  the  low  water  supply  before  an  exportation  was  possible 
during  that  low  water  season.  That  did  not  ripen  Into  what  we 
consider  now  as  the  ttnal  answer.  That  Is,  there  are  quite  a  nvmi- 
ber  of  questions  still  left  unsolved  in  connection  with  the  San 
Juali-Rio  Chama  diversion,  but  that  principle  of  protecting  the 
Navajo  and  white  setUers  In  the  San  Juan  was  given  consideration 
at  that  time. 

Senator  Chaviz.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  general  needs  of  a 
water  supply  in  the  Rio  Grande  area,  especially  from  the  Colorado 
line  down  to  the  Rio  Grande  Irrigation  project  at  Elephant  Butte? 

Mr.  Page.  The  water  supply  of  the  Rio  Grande  is  entirely  used. 
There  is  no  excess  water,  no  possibility  of  additional  development  as 
we  see  it.  on  the  Rio  Grande  unless  water  is  Imported  Prom  our 
preliminary  reconnaissance  this  San  Juan-Rio  Chama  seems  to  be 
the  best  and  only  way  In  which  New  Mexico  can  use  its  share  of  the 
Colorado  River  water. 

Senator  Chavez  Do  you  ■till  have  to  make  further  surveys  to  come 
to  a  definite  conclusion? 

Mr.  Page.  To  reach  a  final  decision  as  to  what  the  cost  wovUd  be, 
and  the  details  of  that  thing,  we  should  have  some  drilling  dam 
Bite  drilling,  and  some  more  detaUed  study  on  the  geology  of  the 
transmountaln  tunnel,  and  several  things  which  should  be  cinched 
before  we  are  wUling  to  say  that  this  is  what  it  Is  going  to  cost 

Senator  Chavez.  Is  it  your  purpose,  if  this  bm  should  be  enacted 
Into  law,  to  use  some  of  the  money  that  will  be  created  In  this 
special  fund? 

Mr.  Page.  Undoubtedly,  because  we  hope  to  use  this  money  which 
would  be  made  available  by  this  law  to  make  a  complete  Inventory 
of  all  the  possibilities  of  Irrigation  and  development  that  the  Colo- 
rado River  water  In  New  Mexico  and  the  other  States  might  have 
and  this  is  thus  far  the  nyjst  attractive  proposlUon  that  has  shown 
up  in  that  part  of  New  Mexico.  »"uwu 

Senator  Chavez.  What  other  sources  of  water  supply  are  there  in 
San  Juan  County,  outside  of  the  tributaries  of  the  San  Juan? 

Mr.  Pace.  I  think  there  are  none  that  could  be  counted  on  for  any 
material  amount  of  water.  They  seem  to  be  the  only  source  from 
which  you  can  get  water  enotigh  to  make  it  worth  while. 

Senator  Chavet:.  This  Anlma«-La  PlaU  project  that  has  been  dls- 
eusMd  here  l«  only  a  mxmOI  item? 


O/ion 
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Mr.  Pao«.  Tee:  and  that  Is  pretty  well  covered  by  a  compact,  and 
pretty  well  used.  The  storage  on  the  La  Plata  will  help  the  situa- 
tion.   It  has  already  ripened  Into  sn  InteraUte  compact. 

Senator  Cnavr  Thst  can  only  be  used  by  tb«  peopls  who  are 
now  using  that  water?  *  r    r  • 

Mr  Paos.  Yes. 

Senator  Cmavcz.  And  will  not  prorlde  additional  acreaff*  or  an 
additional  supply  for  anything  else? 

Mr.  Paoe  Thera  Metns  to  b«  no  poaalblllty  of  developlnf  any 
additional  area.  r  ••       / 

Sanator  Ckavss.  Are  there  any  project*  contemplated  at  or  near 
Astee  In  San  Juan  County? 

Mr  Pace  I  cannot  answer  that  posltlyely,  but  none  of  any  conse- 
quence that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Chavez.  Then,  In  short,  the  only  possibility  to  get  addi- 
tional water  in  the  Rio  Grande  Valley  would  l>e  through  a  storase 
transmountaln  diversion? 

Mr   Page  Under  the  present  Investigation,  that  is  the  fact. 

Sjnator  Chavez.  And  the  San  Juan  Is  the  only  source  of  water 
supply  from  which  New  Mexico  could  get  its  proportionate  share  of 
the  7.500.000  acre-feet  that  is  allotted  under  the  original  compact? 

Mr.  Page.  That  seems  to  be  the  only  opportunity  we  found. 

Senator  Chavez.  So.  you  feel  New  Mexico,  as  far  as  your  end  of 
It  is  concerned,  is  on  the  right  road  to  get  that  water.  If  it  Is  at  all 
feasible  or  proper? 

Mr.  Pace.  Definitely  so:  yes. 

Senator  Ashurst.  Did  you  wish  to  interrogate  Mr.  Page  on  any 
other  matter.  Just  now? 

Senator  Chavez.  That  is  about  all. 

Senator  Ashurst.  Mr.  Page,  you  are  at  liberty  to  make  any  state- 
ment you  choose  for  the  record. 

Mr.  Page.  I  am  in  no  position  to  make  a  statement. 

Senator  Ashuhst.  All  right,  Mr.  Wallace. 

STATEMENT     OF     ASTHTTa     T.     BANNRT.     SPECIAL     ASSISTANT     ATTORNET 

cenerai.  or  NEW  mexico 

Senator  Ashurst.  Will  you  please  give  the  reporter  your  full  name 
and  occupaf.on  for  the  record? 

Mr.  Hannett.  Arthur  T.  Hannett,  lawyer;  post -office  box  497, 
Albuquerque.  N.  Mex.:  special  assistant  attorney  general:  attorney 
before  the  United  States  Supreme  Court;  also  attorney  general  for 
a  good  many  years — 25  or  26  years. 

Senator  Ashurst.  Governor,  you  may  proceed  to  make  any  state- 
ment that  you  wish. 

Mr.  Hannett.  As  you  gentlemen  all  well  know,  this  particular  bill 
has  been  debated  over  a  i>erlod  of  years  by  the  States  Involved.  The 
four  upper-basin  States  formed  an  organization — more  or  less  of  an 
organization — and  employed  an  electrical  engineer  of  national  repu- 
tation by  the  name  of  Sands,  also  Mr.  Tipton,  of  Colorado,  a  hv- 
draullc  engineer,  to  advise  us  on  the  practical  effect  that  this  bill 
would  have  on  the  various  States  and  the  revenues  produced  from 
the  sale  of  electric  energy  at  Boulder  Dam.  Mr.  Sands  made  a 
report  and  from  that  report  deduced  certain  conclusions.  Cali- 
fornia, with  Its  experts,  differed  on  many  of  those  conclusions.  We 
held,  as  I  said,  numerous  meetings,  and  the  final  meeting  was  held 
at  Phoenix.  Ariz. 

New  Mexico  and  Its  representatives  felt  at  all  times  that  under 
the  original  bill  the  rights  and  Interests  of  the  upper-basin  States 
were  Inadequately  protected.  We  feel  that  that  Is  true  as  to  this 
proposed  bill. 

At  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  the  four  upper-basin  States.  In  a  meeting,  voted 
2  to  2  as  to  whether  the  bill  In  the  form  then  proposed  would 
have  the  backing  of  the  upper-basin  States — Wyoming  and  New 
Mexico  voting  "No."  The  meeting  broke  up  about  midnight.  Mr. 
McClure  and  I  were  leaving  the  next  morning  early,  and  I  think  It 
was  about  4  o'clock  in  the  morning  when  we  had  a  conference  with 
Judge  Stone  and  Dr.  Harlan  H.  Barrows,  of  the  National  Resources 
Commission,  In  which  we  finally  agreed  that  New  Mexico  would 
take  the  position  that  It  would  not  fight  the  bill,  but  we  wanted  the 
record  to  show,  and  the  record  does  show,  that,  while  we  were  not 
going  to  fight  the  bill,  we  did  not  approve  of  It;  nor  did  we  claim 
to  have  the  power  to  control  any  action  that  would  be  taken,  either 
by  our  Congressman  or  our  Senatoi^. 

I  would  like  to  make  a  brief  statement  as  to  why  we  feel  that 
the  bill  as  it  stands  now  does  not  adequately  protect  New  Mexico. 
Under  the  terms  of  the  bill,  as  we  see  it,  based  upon  the  report 
of  Mr.  Sands  and  Mr.  Tipton,  the  State  of  California  will  benefit, 
over  the  period  of  time,  not  less  than  $100.000.000— probably  $150,- 
000.000.  That  is  not  a  nebulous  thing;  it  Is  capable  of  being  figured 
out  in  dollars  and  cents.  The  States  of  Nevada  and  Arizona  will 
benefit  definitely,  without  any  question,  substantially  $300,000  each 
year.  Under  the  bill,  as  we  see  It,  as  far  as  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
and  the  other  upper-basin  States  are  concerned,  there  Is  nothing 
definite  as  to  what  any  State  Is  going  to  get. 

We  have  gone  along;  we  have  been  a  compact  State;  and  we  have 
gone  along  with  the  four  upper -basin  States,  and  our  relations  have 
been  very  pleasant,  but  we  feel  that  this  bill  should  have  made 
some  definite  provision  as  to  what  New  Mexico  was  going  to  derive, 
if  anything.  As  it  stands  now,  as  we  conceive  It.  we  have  not 
a  toing  under  the  old  bill,  and  we  think  the  old  blU  was  inequitable 
We  think  the  new  bill  is  inequitable.  We  think,  under  Mr  Sands' 
report,  it  shows  that  Instead  of  getting  $500,000  a  year  we  shotUd 
receive  $1,000,000  a  year.  That  report  was  available  to  lu  at  a 
meeting  in  Denver,  and  It  was  avalUble  at  the  Phoenix  meeting, 
together  with  Mr.  Tipton's  report.    At  that  time  each  of  the  fotir 


.rj^/^"""  •*•»•« ^were  in  accord  and  backing  up  Mr  Sands'  report, 
and  It  is  our  firm  belief  that  It  was  a  fair,  able,  and  honest  report, 
J-.!!^  .Tif*  P«rticularly  vigorous  In  dsnouncing  the  WU.  and  Wyo- 
ming likewise,  and  Colorado  to  some  leaser  extent. 
f^^J^J'*  ""fA  *"  Phoenla.  UUh'e  position  had  beta  rtvcraed  and 
S5!fJ?!**®.i5?**"°"  ^"^  ^^^  modified.  Wyoming  and  New  Mexloo 
Anally  stood  as  opponents  to  ths  bUl, 

thrSu*?'  ***^**^*''  Wy<»n»n«  tnd  New  Mexico  were  oppossd  to 

T  H^-iJ^V*?";  Wyoming  and  New  Mexico  were  opposed  to  the  bill. 
:«f.«  ^  '^'■'"*  ^  **V*  '"y  technical  knowledge,  either  as  a  hydraulic 
J^y^^^  or  as  an  electrical  engineer,  but.  from  the  discussions  that 
we  nad,  and  from  the  study  that  I  made  of  Mr.  Sands'  report — 
both  oiir  Senators  have  It— I  still  believe  that  that  would  have  been 
an  equitable  basts  for  the  distribution  of  this  fund;   that  la.  the 

of?t»  .■^r^^^'''  "fl""'"*  ^^""^  ^'"^  ^^«  $1,000,000  a  year  Instead 
Of  the  $600,000.  considering  the  benefiu  that  have  been  deflnitelv 
pegged  down  to  Arizona.  Nevada,  and  California.  As  it  stands  now. 
we  have  an  undivided  Interest  In  a  fund  which  will  be  spent  by  a 
Government  agency.  Whether  there  will  ever  be  a  subsUntlal 
development  in  New  Mexico  out  of  that  fund  is  problematical 

It  has  always  been  our  position  that  whatever  New  Mexico  is  to 
derive  out  of  this  should  be  pegged  down  like  Nevada's  rights  are 
pegged  down  and  California's  rights  are  pegged  dovm.  JSter  aU. 
•  o  t  ^^®  ^^^^-  compared  to  the  benefits  of  California,  for  instance, 
IS  trining.     When  I  say  California  wlU  receive  8100.000.000    that  Is 

i^^nSfS^T  .i^^nn^''^^  i*  ^'  ^  probably  somewhere  between 
$130,000  000  to  $150,000,000,  based  on  Mr.  Sands'  report,  a  large  part 
of  which  \&  highly  technical,  and  I  am  not  In  a  position  to  discuss 
the  technical  details.  ««vi«a 

Senator  Chavez.  Governor,  may  I  Interrupt  you  right  there?  The 
Mr.  Sands  you  refer  to  is  an  engineer  of  national  rcputaUon 
throughout  the  United  States?  f«w.wuu 

.,=i*^* JJ^w'^'TT.  '  understand  he  has  a  national  reputation.  He  was 
Elected  My  Judge  Stone  and  Mr.  Tipton,  and  we  four  upper-basin 
States  paid  them  the  honorarium  that  they  asked.  While  I  under- 
stand they  differed  widely  in  some  of  their  findings  with  California 
engineers  I  have  no  reason  to  question  the  fairness  nor  the  in- 
tepity  of  the  California  engineers  nor  the  good  faith  or  the 
integr  ty  of  Mr.  Sands.  Perhaps  somewhere  between  the  figures  of 
each  lies  the  truth.    I  do  not  know;  I  am  not  an  engineer 

I  think  that  covers  what  I  desire  to  say.  unless  there  are  some 
questions. 

®^^^^-^  S."*^**^  Governor,  you  mentioned  that,  under  the  Sands 
report,  $1,000,000  a  year  Instead  of  $500,000  a  year  would  aooear 
more  equitable  to  the  upper-basln  States.  ^^^ 

Mr.  Hannett.  That  was  the  thought  and  the  belief  of  aU  four 
upper-basln  States  at  the  Phoenix  meeting. 

Senator  Chavez.  And  you  further  contend,  as  a  representative  of 
the  New  Mexico  water  Interests,  that  whatever  amount  It  might  be 
should  be  set  up  definitely  In  the  legislation,  so  that  New  Mexico 
may  know  just  exactly  what  It  Is  going  to  get? 

Mr.  Hannett.  That  has  always  been  our  hope. 

Senator  Chavez.  Whether  It  Is  part  of  the  $500,000  or  part  of  the 

^1  ,U0U,\XXJ? 

Mr.  Hannett.  Be  It  ever  so  small,  we  think  we  ought  to  know 
what  it  Is  and  that  we  are  going  to  get  It. 

Senator  Chavez.  And  that  the  legislation  should  contain  wording 
or  be  clarified  to  such  an  extent  that  the  New  Mexico  water  authorl- 
Ues  could  decide  as  to  what  to  do  with  their  little  mite? 

Mr.  Hannett.  That  is  exactly  right. 

Senator  Chavez.  Now,  what  particular  projects.  If  any,  did  the 
New  Mexico  authorities  have  In  mind  with  reference  to  this  leels- 
latlon?  ^ 

Mr.  Hannett.  We  have  three  projects  In  mind:  The  Navajo 
Indian  Tribe  in  San  Juan  County,  an  area  that  can  be  developed; 
there  is  a  small  area  along  the  San  Juan  River  In  San  Juan  Coimty, 
and  some  development  on  the  Animas  and  La  Plata.  The  project 
that  we  feel  Is  of  the  greatest  Importance  to  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  Is  what  Is  generally  known  as  the  San  Juan-Chama  diversion. 

Senator  Chavez.  Is  there  any  source  of  water  supply  there  by 
which  New  Mexico  can  avail  Itself  of  any  rtghta  It  might  have  imdcr 
the  compact  outside  of  the  San  Juan? 

Mr.  Hannett.  No. 

Senator  Chavez.  That  Is  the  only  one? 

Mr.  Hannett.  Yes. 

Senator  Hatch.  That  Is  the  San  Juan-Chama  diversion? 

Mr.  Hannett.  Yes. 

Senator  Chavez.  What  Is  the  situation.  Governor,  with  reference 
to  the  water  supply  in  the  Rio  Grande  now  between,  say,  the 
boundary  of  Texas  on  the  south  and  the  boundary  of  Colorado  on 
the  north? 

Mr.  Hannett.  The  water  supply  has  been  Inadequate.  Texas 
sued  the  State  of  New  Mexico.  We  had  a  long  and  expensive  liti- 
gation. It  has  been  inadequate  at  times.  We  finally  entered  into  i 
compact,  and  during  the  negotiations  for  this  compact  the  States 
of  Texas,  Colorado,  and  New  Mexico  entered  into  an  agreement  for 
a  Joint  Investigation.  A  large  sum  of  money  was  spent  by  the 
States  and  the  Federal  Government  on  what  Is  known  as  the  Joint 
Rio  Grande  investigation.  New  Mexico  asked  that  the  feasibility 
and  practicability  of  the  San  Jiun  diversion  and  of  the  trmns- 
mounuin  diversion  into  the  Rio  Grande  be  investigated,  and  a  large 
sum  of  money  was  devoted  out  of  that  simi  to  this  investigation, 
and  It  was  found  to  be  feasible  and  practical. 
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Mr.  Debler.  of  the  Reclamation  Bureau,  at  a  meeting  held  by  the 
upper  foxu-  basin  States  at  Green  River,  Wye,  stated  that  Its  feaal- 
blilty  had  been  established,  and  that  practically  all  of  the  engineer- 
ing was  completed  except  the  final  details  for  contractors'  bids,  and 
so  forth,  and  obtaining  tlie  right-of-way. 

Senator  Cuavxz.  Governor  Uannett.  if  I  lead  you  on,  you  will 
understand  It  Is  not  because  we  want  to  violate  the  rules  of  the 
court.  Over  here  we  are  very  Informal,  and  It  Is  only  to  refresh  yoxir 
memory  on  certain  matters.  A  chart  was  Introduced  at  the  hear- 
ings here  last  week  by  Judge  Stone  which  Included  what  purported 
to  be  the  project  that  Mr.  Debler  had  in  mind  at  the  time  that  you 
had  the  gathering  at  Phoenix,  wherein  the  San  Juan-Cbama  diver- 
sion was  not  Included.  Have  the  New  Mexico  authorities  at  all 
times  been  insisting  on  this  project  being  taken  care  of? 

Mr.  Hannttt.  Absolutely.  It  Is  our  principal  stake  In  the  Ck}lo- 
rado  River. 

Senator  Hatch.  Oovemor.  you  have  spoken  about  the  interest  of 
New  Mexico  and  that  It  should  be  pegged  out.  Is  that  Interest 
different  from  the  other  upper-basln  States?  If  so.  explain  it  for 
the  record. 

Mr.  Haknttt.  Well.  In  a  way  it  Is.  Colorado  has  some  thirty-odd 
projects,  I  believe,  and  the  other  States  have  numerovis  projects. 
We  have  two  very  small  projects  and  one  major  project.  Our  major 
project  Is  such  that  unless  we  have  assistance  from  some  sotirce 
other  than  the  ordinary  course  of  placing  the  burden  on  the  land- 
owner. In  an  probability  oxir  hope  In  this  respect,  and  our  desire 
will  not  be  fulfilled,  and  the  transmotintaln  diversion  will  probably 
be  a  long  time  coming. 

Senator  Hatch.  Well,  now,  as  a  matter  of  fact  there  must  be 
some  outride  financing  of  that  project? 

Mr.  HANNm.  Yes. 

Si^nator  Hatch.  It  can  be  placed  in  there  with  some  outside 
financing? 

Mr.  Hankett.  No  question  about  that. 

Senator  Hatch.  This  is  the  only  chance,  as  far  as  any  of  us 
know,  to  get  any  funds  for  that  pvirpoee.  Is  it? 

Mr.  HAWwrTT.  That  is  right.  That  is  what  we  have  got  In  mind. 
I  think  it  Is  important  to  Texas,  too.  It  is  Important  from  an 
International  standpoint,  because  of  the  ultimate  shortage  of  water 
that  is  going  to  follow  In  the  Elephant  Butte  district  and  the 
Juarez  area  In  Mexico. 

Senator  Hatch.  Under  the  treaty  obligations  with  Mexico? 

Mr.  Hannttt.  The  treaty  obligations  with  Mexico.  They  have 
got  the  Ail-American  Canal  there.  You  are  going  to  hear  reverber- 
ations when  they  are  going  to  start  to  hold  the  Republic  of  Mexico 
down  to  30.000  acre-feet  per  year. 

Senator  Chavez.  Along  those  lines,  of  course,  we  all  understand 
that  the  water  you  seek  creates  a  right  in  the  Western  States.  A 
suggestion  has  been  made  at  the  hearings  here  that  one  of  the 
reasons  for  this  bill  Is  that  possibly  Mexico  might  appropriate 
some  of  the  waters  of  the  Colorado  in  the  basin.  Is  not  that  the 
same  position  we  take,  that  unless  we  avail  ourselves  of  our  rights 
now  and  within  the  near  future  make  use  of  some  of  that  water, 
we  might  possibly  lose  out  to  the  lower  basin  States  or  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Mexico? 

Mr.  Hanhttt.  That  Is  right. 

Senator  Chavez.  I  am  going  to  hand  you,  Oovemor  Hannett,  a 
proposed  amendment  that  I  prepared.  It  might  not  be  in  the 
correct  wording,  but  I  want  you  to  look  at  it  and  see  whether 
It  might  cover  more  or  leas  your  views  on  this. 

Mr.  Hannbtt.  I  do  not  like  to  read  it  without  giving  it  some 
study.     I  would  like  to  have  a  few  minutes'  time  to  consider  It. 

Senator  Chavez  Can  we  read  It  for  the  benefit  of  the  Senators 
here?    Of  course,  if  It  has  to  be  changed  it  can  be  changed. 

Senator  AsHuasT.  Certainly.  If  you  will,  Mr.  Clerk,  you  may 
read  the  amendment,  please. 

The  clerk   ( reading  \ : 

"Amendment.  On  page  6,  line  20,  after  the  word  factors'  and 
before  the  period.  Insert  a  colon  and  the  following:  'Provided, 
That  any  moneys  appropriated  pursuant  to  the  authorizations 
contained  in  this  subsection  shall  be  available  for  (1)  the  com- 
pletion by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  of  a  survey  of  the  trans- 
mountain  diversion  project  on  the  San  Juan  River  in  the  State  of 
New  Mexico  and  (2)  for  the  construction  of  such  project;  and 
such  project  shall  be  designed  so  as  to  adequately  provide  for  the 
irrigation  needs  of  San  Juan  County.  N.  Mex..  Including  those  of 
the  Navajo  Tribe  of  Indians;  and.  after  providing  for  such  needs, 
any  water  from  such  project  remaining  available  for  use  shall 
be  used  as  the  State  of  New  Mexico  may  determine.'  " 

Mr.  HANKitTT.  I  think  that  covers  it. 

Senator  McCakxam.  Have  you  appropriations  filed  pxirsuant  to  a 
State  law  that  wotUd  meet  this  amendment? 

Mr.  Hannxtt.  What  do  you  mean? 

Senator  McCakran.  Has  the  State  of  New  Mexico  ever  attempted 
to  exercise  Its  right  in  the  way  of  appropriating  water? 

Mr.  Hannwtt.  No.  We  have  determined  upon  the  Colorado  River 
compact.  We  have  an  undivided  interest  in  the  7,500.000  acre-feet 
of  water. 

Senator  McCaiul««.  But  prior  to  the  compact,  what,  if  any,  steps 
were  taken  by  the  State  of  New  Mexico  to  appropriate  the  waters 
of  the  natural  flow  of  the  Colorado  River? 

Mr.  HANNrrr.  I  do  not  think  any  State  has,  including  the  State 
of  New  Mexico. 

Senator  McCakxaiv.  You  have  in  the  State  of  New  Mexico.  I  take 
it.  as  in  other  Western  States,  the  law  that  prior  appropriation 
is  a  prior  right.    Then  I  take  it  you  have  your  statute  providing 


for  the  fUlng  of  appropriations  under  your  State  engineer  admin- 
istration, whatever  It  may  tie  called. 

Mr.  Hanicxtt.  That  Is  right. 

Senator  McCarean.  I  think  that  U  tru*.  Is  It  not,  Oovemorf 

Mr.  HANwrrr.  That  is  true. 

Senator  McCarbam.  Now,  do  I  understand.  Governor,  from  your 
statement  made  to  the  committee  here,  that  at  the  time  of  the 
adjournment  of  the  Committee  of  Sixteen,  the  State  of  New 
Mexico  and  some  other  State  refused  to  conciu*  in  the  agreement? 

Mr.  HAitNTTT.  In  the  meeting  of  the  four  upper-basln  States, 
that  broke  up  with  Utah  and  Colorado  approving.  Wyoming  and 
New  Mexico  disapproving. 

Senator  McCAasAN.  Then  ]rou  met  at  a  later  hour  and  said  while 
you  did  not  approve  it,  ydu  would  not  oppoat  It  Is  that  my 
understanding  of  it? 

Mr.  HANNrrr.  That  is  right.  While  we  did  not  approve  it.  we 
were  not  going  to  oppose  it,  and  we  were  not  attempting  to  answer 
for  or  bind  the  hands  of  either  of  our  Senators  or  Congressmen. 

Senator  McCarkan.  Is  that  your  attitude  now? 

Mr.  Hannxtt.  That  Is  our  attitude  now.  We  feel  that  the  law  Is 
ineqmtable.  Just  as  we  felt  then,  but  we  are  not  here  opposing, 
we  are  here  explaining  our  position. 

Senator  Chavez.  And  you  think  that  modifications  to  clarify  the 
rights  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico  should  be  Included  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  HANNirTT.  I  think  they  should  be  Included  in  the  bUl.  and  I 
think  that  meets  the  objection  that  Mr.  IfcCIure  and  I  have  b^ 
to  the  legislation. 

Senator  McCarran.  Under  the  existing  Boulder  Canyon  Act.  do 
you  recall  how  long  it  would  l>e  before  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
would  receive  any  money  at  all? 

Mr.  Hannett.  I  think  it  would  be  In  the  most  remote  future,  and 
I  think  likewise,  under  the  bill  as  it  stands  now,  it  would  be 
equally  remote. 

Senator  Chavez.  Governor  Hannett,  you  stated  in  answer  to 
Senator  McCarran  that  we  had  some  Interest  In  some  7,500.000 
acre-feet. 

Mr.  Hannett.  We  had  an  undivided  Interest,  just  exactly  aa 
Colorado,  Utah,  and  Wyoming  have. 

Senator  Cravzz.  The  statement  was  made  last  week  that  all  the 
possible  water  we  could  get  out  of  the  San  Juan  would  be  some- 
thing like  200.000  acre-feet. 

Mr.  Hannxtt.  The  San  Juan  diversion  would  give  ua  350,000 
acre-feet. 

Senator  Chavez.  Three  hundred  and  fifty  thousand? 

Mr.  Hannett.  Yes. 

Senator  Chavez.  Which  would  be  a  small  amount  considn'ing  our 
so-called  equitable  interest  in  the  7,500,000  acre-feet? 

Mr.  HANNrrr.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Chaviz.  The  rest  of  the  waters  of  the  San  Juan  would 
still  flow  down  Into  the  Colorado  and  be  of  beneficial  vi&e.  both  at 
the  dam  and  for  other  piuposes  below  the  dam? 

Mr  HANNrrr.  Yes.  There  Is  a  precedent  for  transmountain 
diversion.  Colorado  Is  diverting  from  the  Colorado  River  In  the 
Big  Thompson,  I  think,  substantially  350,000  acre-feet. 

Senator  Chavez.  Do  you  want  to  ask  him  any  questions? 

Senator  Ashuhst.  No.     Thank  you.  Governor. 

Senator  McCarran.  ate  there  any  further  questions? 

Senator  McCarran.  Not  of  the  Governor. 

Senator  Ashurst.  Your  next  witness.  Senator  Chavez. 

Senator  Chavez.  Mi.  McClure.  our  State  engineer. 

statement  or  thomas  u.  u'clxtu.  state  snoinezb  or  new  mexico 

Senator  Ashuxst.  Give  your  name,  your  address  and  occupation 
for  the  record,  please<? 

Mr.  McClore.  Thoi^  M.  McCltire.  State  engineer.  Secretary  of 
the  Interstate  Streaijtt  Commission.    Santa  Pe.  N.  Mex. 

Senator  Chavez,  ^^at  part.  Mr  McClure,  have  you  taken  in  the 
development  of  the  jfroposed  legislation? 

Mr.  McClure  I  have  attended  all  meetings  that  have  taken  place 
on  the  Colorado  River  matters  since  1833.  as  State  engineer  and  rep- 
resentative of  New  Mexico, 

I  would  like  to  go  Into  just  a  little  history.  If  I  may.  Senator,  in 
regard  to  the  unique  position  that  the  San  Jiian  River  has  in  rela- 
tion to  the  other  tributaries  of  the  Colorado. 

Senator  McCarran.  May  I  ask  a  preliminary  question? 

Senator  Chavez.  Certainly. 

Senator  McCarran.  How  long  have  you  been  State  engineer? 

Mr.  McCLtTRE   Seven  years. 

Senator  McCarran.  Prior  to  that  were  you  connected  with  that 
bureau? 

Mr.  McCluss.  I  was  connected  with  the  State  on  highway  work, 
but  not  in  the  hydraulic  end. 

Our  interest  in  the  San  Juan  is  due  to  the  fact  that  San  Juan 
is  the  largest  water-producing  stream  in  New  Mexico.  Some  three- 
fifths  of  ail  the  water  of  the  streams  In  New  Mexico  flow  through 
the  San  Juan  River,  it  Is  also  the  least  used  The  San  Juan  flows 
out  of  New  Mexico  into  Utah  through  a  barren  space  for  which,  up 
to  the  present  time,  no  feasible  use  has  been  developed,  in  which 
the  waters  of  the  stream  after  leaving  New  Mexico  can  be  used 

Of  the  7.500,000  acre-feet  allotted  to  the  upper  basin  under  the 
Colorado  River  compact,  we  have  a  mean  annual  flow  leaving  New 
Mexico  of  approximately  3.500,000  acre-feet  per  year. 

Senator  Ashorst.  Out  of  the  San  Juan? 

Mr.  McCttTRE.  Out  of  the  San  Juan;  yes,  sir.  That  water  is  un- 
available for  any  other  uses  except  In  the  Boulder  Canyon  project 
after  leaving  New  Mexico.    We  feel  for  that  reason  that  we  have  an 
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apprec'able  Interest  In  developing  that  water  under  the  Colorado 
River  compact. 

Senator  McCarran.  What  would  you  eay  the  acre-foot  flow  was 
per  year? 

Mr.  McClctrx.  A  mean  average  of  approximately  2.500,000  acr*- 
feet  per  year.  Our  major  project  of  putting  that  water  to  use  In 
New  Mexico  U  the  transmountain  diversion  from  the  San  Juan  to 
the  Chama  and  Rio  Grande  Basin,  which  is  decidedly  overapproprl- 
atcd;  that  is,  the  Rio  Grande  Basin  water  Is.  It  Involves  shortages 
on  that  stream  in  some  areas  practically  every  year. 

The  other  project  for  the  utilization  of  that  water  would  be  otir 
Navajo  Indian  project,  which  Is  a  very  expensive  project.  The  lands 
are  scattered  and  the  construction  of  canals,  the  construction  of 
storage  facilities  at  the  present  time,  with  Ufts  that  might  be  neces- 
sary for  pumping  to  utilize  all  the  lands  that  are  irrigable,  is  far 
beyond  our  anticipation  at  this  time.  There  are  some  50  000  acres 
Of  land  under  Irrigation  in  New  Mexico  on  the  San  Juan. 

Our  interest  in  the  adoption  of  amendments  to  this  bill  before  us 
Is  in  order  to  get  a  full  protection  for  New  Mexico,  so  that  we  can 
see  a  possible  way  of  helping  to  finance  the  development  of  this 
transmountain  diversion,  so  that  we  can  put  to  l>eneficlal  use  the 
equitable  portion  that  we  have  in  the  7,500.000  acre-feet  allotted  to 
the  four  upper  States. 

We  felt,  on  the  basis  of  the  Sands  report,  that  we  had  arrived  at 
-an  equitable  apportionment.  Taking  all  factors  into  consideration, 
placing  the  rate  of  falling  water  at  Boulder  Dam  on  a  competi- 
tive basis,  both  for  steam  and  taking  into  consideration  the  district, 
we  have  definitely  shown  by  facts  that  were  brought  out  in  our 
meetings  that  the  rate  of  falling  water  at  Boulder  Dam  was  far 
below  the  rate  of  either  T.  V.  A.,  Bonneville,  or  anv  other  project  of 
the  United  States  of  major  hydroelectric  plants.  Mr.  Sands  worked 
with  the  Los  Angeles  engineers,  among  which  there  is  a  material 
difference  of  opinion  in  three  or  four  matters,  in  which  they  never 
reached  an  agreement  in  any  way.  However,  we  felt  that  the  Sands 
report,  being  made  by  Mr.  Sands,  who  Is  an  outstanding  electrical 
engineer  in  th?  West,  was  sound  and  consistent  in  regard  to  the 
principles  used  nowadays.  He  corrected  at  several  times  after  tak- 
ing into  consideration  new  developments  which  the  Bureau  of 
Power  and  Light  had  brought  Into  the  efficiency  of  their  lines  and 
their  set-up  out  there.  The  upper-basin  States,  as  Governor  Han- 
nett said,  approved  this  report  and  accepted  it  as  being  the  basis 
for  consideration.  That  is  New  Mexico's  stand.  We  see  no  reason 
now  to  go  back  of  that  On  that  basis,  why,  we  feel  that  we  should 
be  fully  protected  for  our  development  of  the  Colorado  River  Basin. 
Under  the  Joint  Investigation  of  the  Rio  Grande,  which  was  con- 
ducted by  the  National  Resoiuxses  Committee,  under  the  Planning 
Board,  which  was  a  factual  Investigation  of  three  States,  Texas,  New 
Mexico,  and  Colorado,  for  presenting  the  factual  data,  which  did 
consummate  Itself  Into  a  compact  and  settle  the  controversy  of  the 
Rio  Grande,  a  full  investlpation  at  an  expenditure  of  some  $52,000 
was  made  on  the  transmountain  diversion.  Its  feasibility  was 
established  at  that  time,  and  an  estimate  of  cost  was  made.  The 
sounding  of  dam  sites,  the  drilling  of  dam  sites,  the  geology  study, 
everything  is  complete  with  probably  the  exception  of  final  design 
for  contracting  and  construction  work  and  for  obtaining  the  right- 
of-way.  There  were  two  projects  set  up  in  that — that  is,  two  lines 
run — and  an  estimate  of  cost  was  made  of  both  of  those  for  econ- 
omy's sake,  to  determine  which  was  the  most  economic.  Under  the 
Rio  Grande  compact  the  project  Is  agreed  to  by  Colorado  with  the 
qualiflcatlon  that  present  and  prospective  uses  of  the  State  of 
Colorado  will  not  be  injured.  They  have  one  small  diversion  that 
was  t<tudied  at  the  same  time  as  this,  which  would  Involve  only 
62.000  acre-feet  of  water. 

Senator  Ashurst,  May  I  ask  you  there.  Is  the  relief  you  seek 
expressed  In  the  amendment  that  was  just  read?     Is  that  what  you 
seek? 
Mr.  McClurb.  I  believe  it  is:  yes. 

Senator  Ashxtrst.  You  do  not  ask  any  additional  amendment  or 
change? 
Mr  McClttrt  No. 

Senator  Ashxtrst.  Except  this  amendment? 
Itr.  McClvre.  I  think  that  will  cover  It  very  well.  Senator. 
Senator  Chavez.  May  I  ask  a  question? 
Senator  Ashttrst.  87nator  Chavez. 

Senator  Chavez   Governor  Hannett  stated  that  If  the  transmoun- 
tain diversion  project  was  concluded  we  would  use  350.000  acre-feet, 
more  or  less. 
Mr.  McClure.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Chavez.  If  we  use  350,000  acre-feet,  there  would  still  be 
a  little  better  than  3.000.000  acre-feet  to  go  down  the  Boulder  Dam? 
Mr.  McCLtTRE.  There  would  be  a  little  less  than  2.000  000  acre-feet 
Senator  Chavez.  A  little  leas  than  2.000,000  acre-feet? 
Mr.  McClttre.  Yes. 

Senator  Chavez.  So  we  do  not  use  all  of  the  water,  or  hardly  any 
Of  the  water,  that  would  flow  down  the  San  Juan  River? 

Mr  UcCvvhe.  None  at  all.  hardly.  We  have  50.000  acres  that  are 
depleting  their  quota  of  that  stream.  That,  of  course,  has  been 
under  Irrigation  for  many  years  and  is  included.  Above  that  we 
sun  have  approximately  2.500.000  acre-feet  per  year  pasting  out  of 
the  State. 

Senator  Ckavzz.  Senator  Hatch,  do  you  want  to  ask  any  ques- 
tions? ^ 

Senator  Hatch.  No;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Chavez.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  permission  of  the  committee 
to  insert  m  the  record  of  committee  hearings,  excerpts  of  testimony 
on  the  subject  matter  contained  In  the  Report  of  Proceedings  of  the 


Fact  Finding  Committee  of  the  Upper  Colorado  River  Basin  States, 
Green  River.  Wyo.,  July  1938,  volume  2,  page  286.  as  follows: 

"Mr.  Wallace.  What  is  the  status  now  as  to  construction? 

'"Mr.  McClure  I  believe  that  the  project  with  the  exception  of 
right-of-way  would  be  practically  ready  for  construction,  wxiuldn't  It, 
Mr.  Debler? 

"Mr.  Debler.  I  would  say  this,  the  work  is  in  the  same  State  as  we 
usually  proceed  to  construction.  You  couldn't  get  construction 
contracts,  but  If  money  became  available  for  construction  we  would 
then  proceed  to  the  final  location  surveys  and  the  designing  of  the 
dam. 

•Mr  Waixaci.  The  surveys  are  nearly  enough  complete  to  deter- 
mine the  feasibility? 

"Mr.  Debler.  No  further  surveys  needed  for  feaslbUlty.** 

BfTATmatKHT  OF  WALTER  E.  WOEHLKE,  ASSISTANT  TO  THE  COMMISSIONER  OT 
INDIAN  ATFAIRS.   WASHINGTON,  D.  C. 

Senator  Ashttrst.  Your  full  name  for  the  record,  sir. 

Mr.  WoEHLKE.  Walter  E.  Woehlke.  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Affairs.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Senator  Chavez.  Mr.  Woehlke,  are  you  acquainted  with  the  whole 
area  of  the  Colorado  River  Basin  that  Includes  the  San  Juan  River 
and  the  tributaries? 

Mr.    WoEHi-KE.  I    am    fairly    familiar    with    that    whole    region. 

Senator. 

Senator  Chavez.  Will  you  kindly  state  to  the  committee  in  your 
own  words  what,  i:  any.  interest  the  Navajo  Indians  might  have 
under  this  compact,  the  possibilities  of  the  development  of  those 
Interests  under  the  pending  legislation,  and  anything  that  you  may 
care  to  say  to  the  committee? 

Mr.  Woehlke  May  I  first  state.  Senator,  the  Indian  Service  Is 
Interested  in  the  proper  development  and  use  of  the  waters  of  the 
San  Juan  on  both  sides  of  the  Continental  Divide,  both  in  the  Rio 
Grande  area  and  in  the  San  Juan  Basin  as  such.  In  the  Rio  Grande 
Valley,  to  which  it  is  contemplated  to  divert  350.000  acre-feet  of  the 
San  Juan  waters,  the  Indian  Service  Is  Interested  in  some  20.000 
acres  of  irrigable  and  irrigated  land  from  which  some  14,000  Pueblo 
Indians  now  derive  the  better  part  of  their  living. 

As  Governor  Hannett  and  Mr.  McClure  stated,  there  is  a  shortage, 
a  deficiency,  in  the  supply  of  water  In  the  upper  Rio  Grande  Valley 
even  so  far  as  the  presently  developed  and  cultivated  land  is  con- 
cerned. So.  from  that  angle  the  Indian  Service  is  distinctly  inter- 
ested in  maldng  possible  the  diversion  of  the  surplus  water  of  the 
San  Juan  to  the  Rio  Grande  Valley. 

So  far  as  the  San  Juan  Basin  is  concerned,  the  Indian  Office  has 
to  look  after  some  50,000  Navajo  Indians  who  are  low  deriving  the 
bulk  of  their  living  from  the  operation  of  livestock.  Some  10.000 
Navajo  families  are  making  use  of  a  total  area  which,  for  livestock, 
would  be  sufflcient  only  to  supply  a  fairly  decent  living  to  600  white 
families,  on  the  basis  of  about  1,000  sheep  units  per  white  family. 
So  that  you  have  the  effort  of  these  10,000  Navajo  families  to  subflst 
In  an  area  on  livestock  which  will  support  enough  livestock  to  take 
care  of  approximately  600  white  families. 

On  top  of  that,  the  Navajos  are  increasing  very  rapidly.  In  fact, 
the  preliminary  returns,  census  returns  from  one  of  the  Navajo  dis- 
tricts m  which  we  had  counted  1,200,  indicated  in  this  district  there 
were  approximately  1300  Navajos.  So  that  when  the  census  returns 
are  all  completed,  we  may  find  that  we  have  in  excess  of  60.000 
Navajos  trying  to  make  a  living  on  an  area  which  will  support  only 
600  white  families. 

There  is  no  possibility  of  enlarging  the  Navajo  Reservation  as 
such,  so  as  to  provide  more  range  for  these  50,000  or  60.000  people, 
BO  that  they  might  increase  their  livestock  operations.  There  is  no 
chance  for  doing  that.  So  that  these  people  are  caught  in  a  steel 
ring  in  which  they  are  conflned  within  their  reservation  boundaries, 
and  within  that  steel  ring  they  are  expanding  very  rapidly.  So 
that  the  only  way  in  which  they  can  possibly  manage  to  survive,  in 
which  they  can  expand  their  production,  Is  through  the  supply  of 
Irrigable  land. 

The  entire  dependence  of  these  60.000  Navajos  is  not  on  livestock. 
Approximately  25  to  30  percent  of  their  total  livelihood  U  derived 
from  their  dry  farming,  floodwater  and  irrigation  farming.  The  lot 
which  this  Irrigated  land  plays  In  their  support  may  be  Judged  by  the 
fact  that  about  1%  percent  of  the  total  Navajo  land  surface  which 
Is  under  farming  operations,  both  floodwater  and  Irrigation,  sup- 
plies over  30  percent  of  their  total  income.  So  that  the  only  hope 
that  lies  ahead  of  the  Navajos  for  self-support,  continued  self-sup- 
port, is  through  the  development  of  additional  irrigated  land,  and 
the  only  source  of  water  for  such  Irrigated  land  is  the  San  Juan 
River. 

There  Is  under  consideration,  and  has  been  under  consideration 
for  some  time,  the  feasibility  and  possibility  of  providing  storage 
on  the  San  Juan  River  to  supply  some  50.000  to  60,000  or  70,000 
acres  with  irrigation  water  for  the  benefit  of  both  the  Navajo 
Indians  and  of  the  white  residents  in  San  Juan  County  and  other 
people  in  the  San  Juan  Basin. 

Senator  Ckavxz.  May  I  Interrupt  you  there? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  Yes. 

Senator  Chavez.  We  have  several  good,  first-class  white  commvni- 
ties  in  that  valley,  have  we  not? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  Oh.  yes. 

Senator  Chavez.  Hard-working  people? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  Very  hard-working. 

8?nator  Chavez.  Were  not  they  more  or  less  the  overflow  of  the 
white  settlers  that  came  from  Utah  Into  the  upper  waters  of  the 
San  Juan? 
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Mr.  WonrLKS.  Tea. 

Senator  Chavez.  Where  they  built  nice  homes  and  tried  to  eke 
out  an  existence  with  the  shortage  oT  water,  water  that  has  not 
been  developed  to  Its  full  extent? 

Mr.  WoiHiJCE.  In  that  Isolated  region  the  settlers  that  came  In 
there  from  Utah  In  the  early  days  have  built  up  a  series  of  com- 
munities that  are  models  of  their  kind.  There,  again,  any  expansion 
of  those  communities  Is  at  the  present  time  impossible,  because 
the  low  water  flow  of  the  San  Juan  Is  completely  appropriated;  and 
If  some  of  the  present  projects  under  contemplation  go  through, 
there  will  be  a  distinct  shortage  In  this  low-water  flow  covering 
•  period  of  about  2  months  during  the  growing  season.  So  that  even 
for  the  preservation  of  the  communities  that  have  been  established 
there  for  a  good  many  years,  the  additional  storage  is  vitally 
necessary. 

Senator  King.  And  the  only  source  of  supply  Is  the  San  Juan 
River? 

Mr.  WoEHLKi.  The  only  source  of  supply  Is  the  San  Juan  River. 
As  Mr.  McClure  and  Governor  Hannett  stated  a  while  ago.  the  cost 
of  storage  and  of  distribution  to  the  areas  of  land  which  are  feasible 
and  economically  adapted  to  cvUtlvatlon;  In  that  area  the  land  Is 
very  expensive,  so  that  some  sort  of  additional  nonreimbursable 
contribution  Is  vitally  needed  for  that  whole  project. 

Senator  Chavez.  Is  there  any  other  source  of  water,  other  than  the 
San  Juan  River,  under  the  compact? 

Mr.  WoEHucE.  There  Is  none  whatsoever. 

Senator  Chaviz.  So  If  we  expect  to  derive  any  benefits  whatsoever 
xuider  the  compact,  we  will  have  to  avail  ourselves  of  legislation 
such  as  this  that  Is  now  pending,  provided  It  Is  adequately  protected 
and  defined? 

Mr.  WoEHLKi.  That  Is  correct. 

Senator  King.  May  I  ask  a  question?  ' 

Senator  Ashubst.  Certainly,  Senator  Etno. 

Senator  KrNc.  Are  there  any  Federal  lands  In  the  vicinity  of  the 
territory  which  you  are  describing  which  might  be  given  to  the 
Navajos  as  a  quid  pro  quo  for  the  land  we  have  t^en  from  them? 

Mr  WoEHLKE.  There  are  such  lands;  yes. 

Senator  King.  Unoccupied? 

Mr.  WocxtLKz.  No.  There  is  no  xmoccupied  land  In  the  entire 
area. 

Senator  Chavez  We  have  some  very  fine  poaslbllltles  for  irrlga- 
-  tlon  of  land  of  their  own. 

Senator  King.  I  was  wondering  If  there  were  not  some  lands 
which  were  suiUble  for  grazing  of  sheep  or  cattle  which  the  Gov- 
ernment owned,  the  title  to  which  had  not  passed  to  private  owner- 
ship, so  that  the  Government,  if  it  were  so  inclined,  would  transfer 
acme  of  the  Government  lands  to  the  Navajo  Indians. 

Mr.  WoEHUtK.  It  could  be  done  by  act  of  Congress. 

Senator  Koto.  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at  U  whether  there  Is  any 
land  not  occupied,  belonging  to  the  Government,  which  might  be 
utilized  by  the  Navajo  Indians  for  grazing  purposes. 

Mr.  WoEHLKE  Senator,  all  the  area  in  there  is  being  used  now, 
and  in  most  instances  It  is  being  overused. 

Senator  Hatch.  May  I  ask  a  question  right  there? 

Senator  Ashusst.  Certainly.  Senator  Hatch. 

Senator  Hatch.  Mr.  Woehlke.  even  if  whatever  lands  might  t>e 
available  around  there  were  Included  In  the  boiuidarv,  it  would  not 
solve  this  problem  of  the  Navajo  Indians? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  No. 

Senator  Hatch.  Irrigation  is  about  the  Only  way  In  which  to  solve 
that  problem? 

Mr.  WoEHuuE.  Yes. 

Senator  Chaviz.  They  can  do  more  with  10  or  12  acres  of  irrigated 
land  than  they  can  with  640  acres  of  grazing  land. 

Senator  McCaskan.  I  woiUd  like  to  ask  the  witness  whether  or  not 
thu  Navajo  project — I  style  it  the  Navajo  project  for  brevity — is  a 
self-liquldatmg  project  in  contemplation? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  It  could  not  be  a  self -liquidating  project 

Senator  McCAaaAN.  That  Is  what  I  thought.  So  It  is  not  economi- 
cally a  commendable  pioject  excepting  as  it  is  humanely  commend- 
able, is  that  true?  "^^cuu 

Mr.  Woehlke.  It  would  be  economically  cooMnendable  Senator 
because  unless  the  additional  irrigated  area  Is  supplied  to  the 
Navajoe.  they  will,  sooner  or  later,  t)ecome  public  charges 

Senator  Chavez.  Absolutely  dependent,  with  the  probabUitv  of 
rationing.  j    "» 

Senator  McCAaaAN.  I  am  asking  him  this  quesUon  in  view  of  the 
history  of  reclamaUon.    Reclamation  has  always  gone  forward  on 
the  principle  that  any  contemplated  project   was  self-liquldatin« 
was  economically  feasible.     So  I  am  Just  looking  at  wbat  you  »n 
describing  in  the  light  of  reclamation  in  the  past. 

I  take  it  that  It  would  not  measure  up  to  that  standard? 

Mr.  WoKHLKX.  No;  it  would  not  measure  up  to  it. 

Senator  King.  They  would  have  to  have  a  specific  grant 

B4r.  Woehlke.  Yes. 

Senator  King.  From  the  Federal  Treasury. 

Mr.  Woehlke.  Yes. 

Senator  Chavez.  We  are  fair  In  New  Mexico;  we  want  the 
Navftjos  to  get  full  benefit  of  whatever  rights  we  might  have 
under  the  comptact  of  the  different  States  from  the  waters  of 
the  San  Juan. 

Mr.  Woehlke.  As  I  see  the  sitxiation.  throughout  that  Navajo 
country  the  battle  for  range  is  so  exaggerated,  the  demand  few 
range  on  the  part  of  all  interests,  white,  Spanish-Americans,  and 


Indians.  Is  so  terrific  that  practically  throughout  that  area  heavy 
overgrazing  has  resulted. 

Senator  McCaaBAM.  Are  not  you  under  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  Not  the  Navajo  Reservation. 

Senator  Chavez.  Not  the  reservation  proper.     That  is  their  own 

Mr.  Woehlke.  The  adjacent  territory  in  which  both  Navajoe 
and  whites  operate  and  where  the  Spanish- Americans  run  their 
flocks  is  under  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act. 

Senator  McCakxan.  The  Indians  are  allocated  certain  commen- 
sxirate  rights,  are  they  not,  under  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act.  thoee 
who  graze  cattle,  livestock? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  They  are  Just  beginning  along  that  line,  but 
nevertheless,  with  that  allocation,  the  total  demand  on  the  ranee 
on  the  part  of  all  parties  is  so  great  and  the  stocking  in  the  past 
has  been  so  exaggerated  that  a  reduction  rather  than  an  expan- 
sion of  the  livestock  business  is  essential. 

Senator  McCakran.  Of  course,  that  Is  true  In  all  of  the  Western 
States.  Under  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act  administration  there  has 
been  a  very  decided  reduction  In  the  use  of  the  range 

Mr.  Woehlke.  In  this  particular  area,  the  overstocking  and 
overgrazing  has  been  more  than  the  average,  so  that  any  expan- 
sion through  grazing  land,  if  you  take  into  consideration  the 
established  rights  of  white  and  other  operators,  is  absolutely 
impossible. 

Senator  McCAaaAW.  Let  me  see  If  I  understand  you  there:  The 
way  I  understand  It  is  that  these  Navajoe  are  an  agrarian  Indian- 
Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  They  are  principally  stock  raisers. 

Senator  McCAaxAN.  They  have  no  rights  on  the  open  public 
domain  now? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  Yes;  they  have. 

Senator  Chavez.  They  have  some  allotments. 

Senator  McCarran.  What  I  am  getting  at  Is  this:  If  you  increase 
the  base,  then  you  must  Increase  the  commensurate  rights  on  the 
open  public  domain  so  as  to  comply  with  the  base.  Do  I  make 
myself  clear? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  Yes. 

Senator    McCaxran.  Then.    If   you    Increase    the    commensurate 
rights  on  the  open  public  domain  and  it  is  already  overstocked 
how  are  you  going  to  Improve  the  sittxatlon? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  That  Is  exacUy  what  I  am  saying.  Senator;  you 
cannot  improve  the  situation. 

Senator  McCAaaAW.  That  U  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at  Why 
do  you  want  to  increase  the  base?  Why  would  it  be  economi- 
cally feasible  to  Increase  the  base;  that  is.  the  enclosed  land  so 
to  speak?  That  is  what  I  term  the  base,  the  lands  that  wUl 
support  the  livestock  during  the  winter,  the  nongrazlng  season 
that  is  recognized,  as  I  understand  it,  in  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act 
as  the  base  lands.  If  you  are  going  to  increase  the  base,  which 
you  propose  to  do  by  this  reclamation  project,  what  are  you  aoina 
to  do  with  your  livestock  interests?  '       *      » 

Mr.  Woehlke.  On  the  contrary,  what  we  are  endeavoring  to  do 
through  the  Irrigation  project  U  to  decrease  the  dependence  of  the 
Navajo  on  that. 

Senator  McCABRAif.  On  the  open  public  domain? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  Yes;  under  any  conditions,  to  substitute  irrigated 
farming  for  their  dependence  on  Uvestock.  their  excessive  depend- 
ence on  livestock. 

Senator  McCarran.  Now.  let  me  ask  you  one  question  there 
The  project  that  you  have  de8cnt>ed  to  the  conunittee  has  that 
been  approved  by  the  Reclamation  ofllclals? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  No;  it  has  not  been,  because  It  has  not  been  con- 
sidered by  them  as  yet. 

Senator  McCAaxAN.  I  xmderatood  you  were  speaking  of  the  same 
conditions  that  Mr.  McClure  spoke  of,  and  I  understood  him  to 
say  it  had  been  approved,  and  that  lines  were  run,  surveys  were 
made. 

Senator  Chaviz.  I  think  he  referred  to  the  Debler  report  which 
included  the  project  you  speak  of.  *—    .  «" 

Mr.  Woehlke.  The  San  Juan  storage  project. 

Senator  Chavez.  The  San  Juan  storage  project. 

Senator  McCarran.  That  Is  what  you  are  talking  about? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  Yes;  but  the  investigations  of  that  project  have 
by  no  means  been  completed. 

Senator  McCarran.  I  have  no  more  questions. 

Senator  Hatch.  One  more  question,  If  I  may.  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Ashttbst.    Senator  Hatch. 

Senator  Hatch.  The  Indian  people  already  have  some  irrigated 
lands:  Is  that  right?  *■  j  ^^  ui^ii^ai^a 

Mr.  Woehlke.  Yes. 

Senator  Hatch.  That  they  are  farming? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  Yes. 

Senator  Hatch.  I  think  you  said  that  dry  land  and  Irrtiratlon 
together  was  about  26  percent  of  their  present  source  of  lnc<wne 

Mr.  Woehlke.  The  present  source  of  Income,  and  the  total  per- 
centage of  surface  acreage  represented  by  the  Irrigated  and  dry 
farm  land,  was  about  1%.  e       «   «»""   ^J 

Senator  Hatch.  There  Is  no  question  In  your  mind  but  that  if 
the  water  could  be  made  avaUable  the  Indians  themselves  could 
be  diverted  from  their  old  type  of  occupation,  that  of  stock  rais- 
ing, to  irrigated  farming  and  be  successful  at  it? 

Mr.  Woehlke.  They  would  have  to  be.  In  fact,  the  distribution 
at  the  acreage  which  now,  for  Instance.  Is  irrigated  under  the 
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arid -lands  project  was  based  on  the  desire  to  take  people  out  of 
the  livestock  business  and  put  them  on  a  farming  basis. 

Senator  Asrvbst.  Are  there  any  more  questions.  Senator  King? 

Senator  Kino.  No  more  questions. 

Senator  McCarran    Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Ashurst.  Yes.,  Senator  McCarran. 

Senator  McCAaaAw.  At  this  point,  and  at  the  behest  of  Senator 
PrrrMAN,  of  Nevada,  my  colleague,  and  myself.  I  desire  to  have  in- 
serted m  the  record  a  wire  of  the  date  of  May  28.  from  Gov    E  P 
Carvllie.  of  the  State  of  Nevada,  approving  H.  R.  9877  as  it  is  now 
in  the  House,  and  which  will  also  be  S.  4039. 

Senator  Ashurst.  That  wlU  be  printed  in  the  record,  there  beinjj 
no  objection  " 

The  telegram  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Hon.  P.  A.  McCAasAK.  ''^''  '''"'  '"^ '  ''"^  '"'  ''''■ 

United  States  Senator, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C.  • 
Re  Boulder  Dam  bill  H.  R.  9877.  have  conferred  with  attorney 
general  and  Colorado  River  Commissioners  Caton  and  Clark.  Com- 
missioner Smith  111  and  cannot  be  reached.  Bill  present  form  has 
approval  attorney  general.  Caton,  and  myself.  Clark  opposes  meas- 
ure because  of  elimination  'In  lieu  of  taxes."  stating  this  would 
deprive  Clark  County  of  opportunity  presenting  basis  for  portion  of 
money  for  that  county.  Attorney  general  says  "In  my  opinion  the 
bUl  as  amended  eliminating  'in  lieu  of  taxes.*  Is  entirely  constitu- 
tional and  legal  and  the  whole  bill  Is  more  satisfactory  than  as 
originally  drawn."  Caton  says.  *T  am  In  favor  of  bill  as  amended 
and  hope  it  will  go  through."  I  approve  bill  in  its  present  amended 
form  and  consider  Nevada  amply  protected. 

_       ^      -,  ^  E.  P.  CAavnxx,  Governor. 

Senator  McCarran.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  A.' hurst.    Senator  McCarran. 
■,^^r^°^  McCarran.  I  draw  the  committee's  attention  to  section 
15  of  H  R  9877.    It  is  not  in  the  Senate  bill  before  this  committee 
but  Is  before  the  Committee  on  RvUes.  as  I  understand  it.  in  the 
Bouse  at  the  present  time. 

Senator  Asiiurst   Yes.  Senator. 

Senator  McCarran  With  that  in  mind,  may  I  say  to  the  com- 
mittee that  this  amendment,  section  15  of  the  House  bill,  has  been 
the  subject  of  very  careful  and  really  extensive  study  by  those  of 
us  who  are  Interested  in  the  labor  angle  of  this,  by  the  Interior 
Department,  and  by,  I  think,  every  interested  group,  and  out  of 
that  study  we  have  agreed  on,  and  I  am  now  submitting  to  the 
committee,  and  asking  to  be  incorporated  in  the  record  a  provision 
to  take  the  place  of  section  15  of  the  House  bUl.  Please  understand 
It  Is  not  In  the  bill  before  the  Senate. 

Senator  Ashurst.  The  secretary  will  read  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  Senator  McCarran. 

Senator  McCarran.  To  take  the  place  of  section  15. 

Senator  Ashtjrst.  Your  amendment  will  become  section  18  el 
the  Senate  bill;  Is  that  right? 

Senator  McCarran.  Yes;  I  guess  that  is  right. 

The  Clerk   (reading)  : 

"All  laborers  and  mechanics  employed  in  the  construction  of  any 
part  of  the  project,  or  In  the  operation,  maintenance,  or  replace- 
ment of  any  part  of  the  Boulder  Dam  shall  be  paid  not  less  than 
the  prevailing  rate  of  wages  or  compensation  for  work  of  a  similar 
nature  prevailing  in  the  locality  of  the  project.  In  the  event  any 
dispute  arises  as  to  what  are  the  prevailing  rates,  the  determination 
thereof  shall  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  his 
decision,  subject  to  the  conctirrence  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  shall 
be  flnal." 

Senator  McCarran.  Now.  let  me  say.  Mr.  Chairman,  by  way  of 
repetition,  for  which  I  apologize,  that  this  matter  has  been  worked 
out  meticulously,  and  has,  I  am  advised,  the  concurrence  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  Is  pursuant  to  law  as  the  law  now 
exists.  In  other  words,  the  Government  being  the  employer  if 
controversies  arise  as  to  the  rate  of  pay  the  matter  would  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Labor  Department  under  the  law  for  conciliation. 
But  it  Is  the  desire  of  some  .of  us,  and  the  desire  of  the  Department 
Of  the  Interior,  inasmuch  as  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
control  of  the  dam.  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  should  have 
the  right  and  privilege  and  It  should  be  his  prerogative  to  have  the 
aeclsion,  subject  to  the  concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 

I  thank  you.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Ashiimt.  Your  amendment  will  be  on  the  table  ready 
for  action.  ' 

Senator  Chavez.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  permission  of  the  com- 
mittee to  insert  in  the  record  of  committee  hearings  a  copy  of  my 
letter  of  June  1.  1940,  to  Hon.  John  C.  Page.  Commissioner  of 
Keciamatlon,  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  a  copy  of  Mr  Pace's 
reply  dated  June  4.  1940.  as  foUows:  ^ 

Hon.  John  C.  Pace. 

Commissioner  of  Reclamation,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Pace:  In  connection  with  your  testimony  during  the 
hearings  on  S.  4039  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Irrigation  and 
Reclamation.  I  desire  to  obtain  from  you  confirmation  of  the 
lollowlng  interpretation  of  the  statement  you  made  to  the 
committee. 

..  ^oy  stated  that  the  San  Juan  River  Is  an  Important  tributary  of 
♦Ti^  ♦  w"**°  ^*^"  *"*•  *^**  "^«  San  Juan  is  the  only  stream  trlbu- 
wy  to  the  Colorado  which  can  be  used  to  advantage  In  the  State 
M  New  Mexico  under  the  terms  of  the  Colorado  River  compact. 
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mlllJ^t-^Jf^^f^*^  "*■*  ^*  ^°  ''"»"■  through  the  proposed  trans- 
mountain  diversion  in  the  Chama.  is  the  only  source  thrcugh  which 
the  deficiency  in  the  water  supply  of  the  middle  Rio  Grande  Valley 
can  be  supplemented. 

You  agreed  that  a  portion  of  the  flow  of  the  San  Juan  could  be 

«i'^f  ^  .£°''-*^*  ^*"*'  °'  t^"  ^lo  Grande  Valley  and  that  another 
part  of  the  flow  of  the  San  Juan  could  be  used  beneflclally  by  the 
landowners  of  San  Juan  and  adjacent  counties  in  New  Mexico,  in- 
cluding the  Navajo  Tribe  of  Indians. 

i«7?V^^  ^****'  ■■*'*®  ''■°"  "**  information  compiled  during  the 
joint  Rio  Grande  investigation,  no  intensive  study  of  the  San  Juan- 
cnama  project  had  been  made  until  an  appropriation  of  150  000 
became  recently  avaUable.  «-»-    i-  •     wv 

You  stated  that  the  projects  on  the  San  Juan  River,  being  the 
only  ones  through  which  the  State  of  New  Mexico  could  powlbly 
profit  under  the  terms  of  the  Colorado  River  compact,  would  be 
g  ven  early  priority  and  their  Investigation  would  be  carried  to  com- 
pletion as  soon  as  the  Investigation  fund  accruing  under  section 
J  (a)  ot  S   4039  became  available  to  the  Reclamation  Service 

I  understand  this  statement  to  be  a  pledge  by  the  Commissioner 
or  Reclamation  that,  as  soon  as  the  above-mentioned  fund  become* 
available,  he  will  allocate  a  sufficient  sum.  estimated  to  be  not  leas  , 
than  $50,000.  for  the  completion  of  the  Chama-San  Juan  investiga- 
tion and  that  additional  sums  wlU  be  immediately  available  for 
the  initiation  and  completion  of  an  investigation  of  a  project  far 
the  storage  and  distribution  of  San  Juan  floodwaters  for  the  benefit  < 
or  the  residents  and  landowners  of  San  Juan  and  adjacent  counUea. 
including  the  Navajo  Tribe  of  Indians. 

I  would  appreciate  the  favor  if  you  would  let  me  know  by  Mon- 
day, June  3.  whether  this  interpreUtlon  of  your  statements  to  the 
Senate  committee  Is  correct. 
Yours  sincerely, 

Dennis  Chavxe. 
United  States  Senator. 
r  Reply  1 

United  States  Department  or  the  Interior, 

BuaXAU  or  Reclamation, 

„^     _  ^  Washington,  June  4.  1940.  ^ 

Hon.  Dznnis  Chavez, 

United  States  Senate. 
Dear  Senator  Chavez:   Your  letter  of  June  I.  1940,  asked  me  to 
amplify  and  confirm  the  statement  which  I  made  before  the  Senate 
Committee   on  Irrigation   and  Reclamation  holding   hearings  on 

The  details  of  the  statement  which  you  included  in  your  letter 
are  substantially  in  accordance  with  my  understanding  and  inten- 
tion in  introducing  this  testimony.  I  prefaced  my  remarks  by 
stating  that  complete  information  on  all  the  details  of  the  proposed 
San  Juan -Rio  Chama  diversion  was  not  available,  but  from  the 
Information  which  had  been  gathered  this  appeared  to  be  the 
major  opportunity  for  New  Mexico  to  obtain  Colorado  River  water 
and  that  the  diversion  to  the  Rio  Chanui  would  remedy  a  deficiency 
in  the  water  supply  of  the  Rio  Grande  Valley.  We  have  not  at- 
tempted to  indicate  where  this  Imported  water  could  best  be  used 
in  New  Mexico,  but  there  Is  definitely  a  deficiency  in  the  water 
supply  of  the  middle  Rio  Grande  Valley. 

Our  studies  indicate  that  approximately  350.000  acre-feet  could 
be  diverted  to  the  Rio  Chama,  after  retaining  in  the  San  Juan  River 
Bufflclent  water  to  supply  a  large  development  in  San  Juan  and 
other  adjacent  counties  in  New  Mexico.  Including  the  Navajo  Indian 
Reservation. 

I  estimated  that  $50,000  would  be  sufficient  to  obtain  definite 
information  on  which  concrete  estimates  could  be  made  for  this 
project,  and  that  early  completion  of  this  investigation  would  be 
deelrable  My  statement  constituted  a  promise  that  whenever  the 
program  would  permit  and  funds  were  provided,  the  Investigation 
of  the  San  Juan-Rlo  Chama  would  be  completed  and  that  at  the 
same  time  there  should  be  studied  the  necessary  storage  works  on 
the  San  Juan  River  for  the  benefit  of  the  adjacent  area. 

I  trust  this  will  furnish  the  information  you  desire. 
Very  truly  yours, 

John  C.  Pace,  Commissioner. 

MARINE  AND  WAR -RISK  INSITRANCE  nJND 

During  the  delivery  of  speech  of  Mr.  Chevez, 
Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  with 
the  understanding  that  the  matter  which  he  has  In  charge 
will  take  only  a  few  moments  and  will  not  involve  long 
debate. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  I  have  asked  the  Senator 
to  yield  in  order  that  I  may  ask  for  the  consideration  of  an 
emergency  measure.  House  Joint  Resolution  582.  I  think  we 
can  dispose  of  it  in  2  or  3  minutes  if  the  Senator  will  yield  with 
the  understanding  that  it  will  not  displace  the  pending  busi-  , 
ness. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  stote  the  Joint 
resolution  by  title. 
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The  Chtbf  Clctk.  A  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  582)  mak- 
ing an  appropriation  to  enable  the  United  States  Maritime 
Commission  to  establish  the  marine  and  war-risk  insvirance 
fund. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  state  to  the  Senator 
that  I  shall  not  object  to  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion, but  I  am  opposed  to  it.  Under  the  guise  of  national 
defense  we  commit  a  good  many,  I  will  not  say  crimes  but 
mistakes,  and  project  the  Government  more  and  more  into 
the  field  of  private  endeavor.  We  are  going  now  into  the 
insiirance  business  on  a  national  scale.  I  shall  vote  against 
the  Joint  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  Joint  resolution  which  had  been  rep>orted  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  with  an  amendment  on  page  2, 
line  10,  after  the  word  "hereunder,"  to  insert  "and  all  such 
expenses  shall  be  certified  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
sion in  each  case  as  necessary  aiKi  reasonable." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  briefly  in  ex- 
planation of  the  Joint  resolution  that  its  purpose  is  not  to 
place  the  Federal  Government  into  private  business,  but  it 
is  to  authorize  the  Federal  Government  through  the  Maritime 
Commission  to  step  into  the  insurance  field  when  the  private 
American  insurance  market  cannot  take  care  of  the  insurance 
of  our  vessels,  their  cargoes,  and  their  crews.  Under  the  Joint 
resolution  the  Maritime  Commission  is  authorized  to  insure 
and  reinsure  only  when  the  rates  to  be  obtained  from  private 
companies  are  unreasonable. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKEIXAR.  I  was  merely  going  to  say  that  the  Joint 
resolution  is  fashioned  after  the  act  of  1917,  under  which  the 
Government  made  a  profit  of  seventeen  and  one-half  million 
dollars. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  That  is  correct.  We  hope  that  no  loss 
will  be  experienced  in  the  administration  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion if  it  should  be  enacted  into  law. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there  be  no  further 
amendment  to  be  offered  the  question  is  on  the  engross- 
ment of  the  amendment  and  the  third  reading  of  the  Joint 
resolution. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  Joint 
resolution  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  joint  resolution  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  move  that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its 
amendment,  ask  for  a  conference  with  the  House  thereon, 
and  that  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  be  appointed 
by  the  Chair. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Presiding  OflBcer  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Adams,  Mr.  Glass,  Mr.  McKxllar.  Mr.  Hatden, 
Mr.  Byrnes,  Mr.  Ovbkton,  Mr.  Halc,  and  Mr.  TowifsxND  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

PROMOTION     or     TRAVKL     IN     THX     UNITED     STATES — CONTKRENCV 

REPORT 

Mr.  BILBO  submitted  the  following  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  Totea  of  the  two 
Houses  on  tiie  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  biU  (H.  R.  6884)  to 
encourage  travel  in  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purpoaea,  having 
met,  after  fuil  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  reccmmend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  amendment  to  section  1  at  the 
blU  and  agree  to  such  section  as  It  was  passed  by  the  House,  and 
the  Houae  agrees  thereto: 

That  both  Houses  agree  to  the  balance  of  the  bill  as  passed  In 
Identical  form  by  both  Houses; 

Tliat  said  section  1  of  the  bill  as  agre^  to  by  the  conferees,  fol- 
lowing the  enacting  clause,  sliall  read  as  foilOKrs: 

"That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  and  directed, 
through  the  National  Park  Service,  to  encourage,  promote,  and  de- 
velop travel  within  the  United  States,  its  Territories  and  posees- 
•lons,  providing  such  activities  do  not  compete  with  the  actlvlUea 


of  private  agencies:  and  to  administer  all  existing  travel  promotion 
functions  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  through  such  Service." 

HATm  W.  CAaAWAT, 
Thio.  O.  Bilbo, 

A.    H.    VANDENBeRG. 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
CuutSNCS  F.  Lka. 

A.    li.   B17I.WIKKI.Z. 

Cbas.  a.  Wolvkstom, 
Managers  on  the  part  o/  the  Home. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

MESSAGX  ntOM  THE  HOTTSV 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
Insisted  upon  its  amendment  to  the  bill  (S.  326)  for  the  pay- 
ment of  awards  and  appraisals  heretofore  made  in  favor  of 
citizens  of  the  United  States  on  claims  presented  under  the 
General  Claims  Convention  of  September  8,  1923.  United 
States  and  Mexico,  disagreed  to  by  the  Senate;  agreed  to  the 
conference  asked  by  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Bloom,  Mr.  Luthkr  A. 
Johnson,  and  Mr.  Fish  were  appointed  managers  on  the  part 
of  the  House  at  the  conference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6056)  for  the 
relief  of  Antal  or  Anthony  or  Tony  Zaicek  or  2^czek. 

The  message  further  annoxmced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following 
bills  of  the  House: 

H.  R.  7696.  An  act  to  amend  the  United  States  Grain 
Standards  Act,  to  provide  for  the  grading  of  soybeans,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  10100.  An  act  to  establish  the  ccnnposition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes. 

BOXTLOER  DAM CONFERENCE  REPORT 

After  the  conclusion  of  speech  of  Mr.  Chavez, 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the 
committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9877)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate 
and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated 
at  Boulder  Dam  providing  for  the  application  of  revenues  from 
said  project,  authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder  Dam 
power  plant  by  the  United  States  directly  os  through  agents, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President.  I  will  not  detain  the  Senate 
long,  but  I  desire  to  add  a  word  or  two  as  to  what  my  col- 
league, the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr.  Chavez]  has  said. 
He  has  ably  presented  the  position  of  New  Mexico  in  his 
remarks,  as  he  ably  presented  to  the  Committee  on  Irriga- 
tion and  Reclamation  the  amendments  he  thought,  and  I 
thought,  would  safeguard  the  interests  of  our  State.  It  is 
with  deep  regret  that  I  observe  the  conference  report  pre- 
sented here  today,  and  note  that  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate  receded  and  the  House  conferees  prevailed, 
and  the  amendments  are  not  now  included  in  the  conference 
report. 

A  question  was  raised  by  the  able  Senator  from  Arizona  as 
to  the  possibility  of  Congress  enacting  other  legislation,  and 
I  think  both  Senators  from  Arizona  perhaps  said  that  this 
was  only  an  authorization  measure.  In  a  sense  they  are 
correct  in  that  statement,  but  in  the  bill  itself,  not  in  the 
conference  report,  provision  is  made  for  what  I  believe  to 
be  complete  and  aljsolute  power  in  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  determine  what  projects  shall  be  built,  not  only 
in  my  State,  bat  in  all  the  States,  the  upper  and  the  lower 
Basin  States. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Is  that  any  different  from  the  power  he 
has  always  had? 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  power  he  has  always  had  under  the 
general  reclamation  law,  with  funds  which  come  from  the 
Federal  Treasury;  but  the  Senator  from  Arizona  himself 
pointed  out  the  difference  in  the  situation,  that  these  are 
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not  Federal  funds,  althougli  they  may,  and  probably  will 
have  to  be,  supplemented  later  on  with  appropriations  from 
the  Federal  Treasury.  When  that  time  comes  we  will  all 
be  working  together.  I  am  sure.  But  it  will  require  further 
acts  of  Congress. 

Under  the  bill  as  it  now  stands,  absolute  and  complete 
power  is  given  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  over  funds 
which  are  not  Federal  funds  in  any  sense  or  manner.  I 
object  to  that  provision  of  the  bill;  although  it  is  too  late 
to  object  to  a  provision  of  the  biU  when  it  is  before  us  in 
a  conference  report.  So  far  as  New  Mexico  is  concerned, 
the  amendments  offered  by  my  colleague  would  have  taken 
care  of  the  situation,  to  some  extent. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  stated.  I  shall  not  delay  the  Senate. 
I  did  want  to  say  that,  on  account  of  the  rejection  of  the 
amendments  offered  by  my  colleague.  I  shall  Join  him  in 
voting  against  the  conference  report.  I  do  not  know  whether 
we  will  have  a  roll  call  vote  or  not.  If  we  do  not,  I  want 
the  Record  to  show  that  I  vote  against  the  conference 
report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  conference  report. 
The  report  was  agreed  to. 

extension  or  antipernicious  political  activities  act 
Mr.  HATCH.     Mr.  President.  I  ask  the  Chair  to  lay  before 
the  Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  Senate  bill  3046. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
3046)  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and  employees  in  the  sev- 
eral States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  provisions  of  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities", 
approved  August  2,  1939.  which  was  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  section  2  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  activities",  approved  August  2.  1939.  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

"Sec.  2.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  (1)  any  person  employed  In  any 
administrative  position  by  the  United  States,  or  by  any  depart- 
ment. Independent  agency,  or  other  agency  of  the  United  States  (In- 
cluding any  corporation  controlled  by  the  United  States  or  any 
agency  thereof,  and  any  corporation  all  of  the  capital  stock  of 
which  is  owned  by  the  United  States  or  any  agency  thereof),  or  (2) 
any  person  employed  In  any  administrative  position  by  any  State, 
by  any  political  subdivision  or  municipality  of  any  State,  or  by 
any  agency  of  any  State  or  any  of  its  political  subdivisions  or 
municipalities  (Including  any  corporation  controlled  by  any  State 
or  by  any  such  political  subdivision,  municipality,  or  agency  and 
any  corporation  all  of  the  capital  stock  of  which  is  owned  by 
any  State  or  by  any  such  political  subdivision,  municipality,  or 
agency),  in  connection  with  any  activity  which  Is  financed  In  whole 
or  m  part  by  loans  or  grants  made  by  the  United  States,  or  by  any 
such  department.  Independent  agency,  or  other  agency  of  the  United 
States,  to  use  his  official  authority  for  the  purpose  of  Interfering 
with,  or  affecting,  the  election  or  the  nomination  of  any  candidate 
for  the  office  of  President,  Vice  President.  Presidential  elector.  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate.  Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  or 
Delegate  or  Resident  ConmUssloner  from  any  Territory  or  insular 
posseaslon." 

Sbc.  2.  The  third  sentence  of  section  9  (a)  of  such  act  of  August 
2  1939.  Is  amended  to  read  as  foUows:  "All  such  persons  shaU  retain 
the  right  to  vote  as  they  may  choose  and  to  express  their  opinions 
on  all  political  subjects  and  candidates." 

Sic.  3.  Section  10  of  such  act  of  August  2,  1939,  Is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  10.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  In  addition  to  and  not 
In  substitution  for  any  other  provision  of  law." 

Sk:.  4   Such  act  of  August  2,  1939,  is  further  amended  by  adding 

.}       end  thereof  the  following  new  sections: 

•'S»c.  12.  (a)  No  officer  or  employee  of  any  State  or  local  agency 
Whose  principal  employment  U  in  connection  with  any  activity 
Which  is  financed  in  whole  or  In  part  by  loans  or  grants  made  by 
the  United  States  or  by  any  Federal  agency  shall  (1)  use  his  official 
autbority  or  influence  for  the  purpose  of  Interfering  with  an  elec- 
/ov^J?*"  *  nomination  for  office,  or  affecting  the  result  thereof,  or 
'*'  "^recUy  or  Indirectly  coerce,  attempt  to  coerce,  command,  or 
advise  any  other  such  officer  or  employee  to  pay,  lend,  or  contribute 
»ny  part  of  his  salary  or  compensation  or  anything  else  of  value  to 
any  party,  committee,  organization,  agency,  or  person  for  political 
purposes.  No  such  officer  or  employee  shall  take  any  active  part  In 
political  management  or  in  poUtlcal  campaigns.  All  such  persons 
snail  retain  the  right  to  vote  as  they  may  choose  and  to  express 
inelr  opinions  on  all  political  subjects  and  candidates.  Por  the 
ptirposes  of  the  second  sentence  of  this  subsection,  the  term  'officer 
or  employee"  shall  not  be  construed  to  Include  (1)  the  Governor  or 
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the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  any  State  or  any  person  who  la  au- 
tnorized  by  law  to  act  as  Governor,  or  the  mayor  of  any  city:  (2) 
duly  elected  heads  of  executive  departments  of  any  State  or  munici- 
pality who  are  not  classified  under  a  SUte  or  municipal  merit  or 
c'vlj-servlce  system:   (3)  officers  holding  elective  offices.^ 

"(b)   If  any  Pederal   agency  charged  with  the  duty  of  making 
7i  I?*°».°'  ^^^^  °'  funds  of  the  United  States  for  use  In  any 
activity   by  any   officer   or   employee   to  whom   the   provisions   of 
subsection  (a)  are  applicable  has  reason  to  believe  that  any  such 
P*    w'',?'"  *™P'oyee  has  violated  the  provisions  of  such  subsection. 
It  Shall  make  a  report  with  respect  thereto  to  the  United  States 
oivii   Service   Commission    (hereinafter   referred    to   as    the    'Com- 
mission').    Upon   the   receipt   of   any   such    report,   or   upon    the 
receipt  of  any  other  information  which  seems  to  the  Commission 
to  warrant  an  Investigation,  the  Commission  shall  fix  a  time  and 
place  for  a  hearing,  and  shall  by  registered  mall  send  to  the  officer 
or  employee  charged  with  the  vlolaUon  and  to  the  State  or  local 
agency  employing  such  officer  or  employee  a  notice  setting  forth 
a  summary  of  the  alleged  violation  and  the  time  and  place  of 
such  hearing.     At  such  hearing   (which  shall  be  not  earlier  than 
10  days  after  the  mailing  of  such  notice)  either  the  officer  or  em- 
ployee or  the  State  or  local  agency,  or  both,  may  appear  with  coun- 
sel and  be  heard.     After  such  hearing,  the  Commission  shaU  deter- 
mine whether  any  violation  of  such  subsection  has  occurred  and 
whether  such  violation,  if  any.  warrants  the  removal  of  the  officer 
or  employee  by  whom  It  was  committed  from  his  office  or  employ- 
ment, and  shall  by  registered  mall  notify  such  officer  or  employee 
and  the  appropriate  State  or  local  agency  of  such  determination. 
If  in  any  case  the  Commission  finds  that  such  officer  or  employee 
has  not   been  removed  from  his  office  or  employment  within  30 
days    after    notice    of    a   determination    by    the    Commission    that 
such  violation  warrants  his  removal,  or  that  he  has  been  so  re- 
moved and  has  subsequently  (within  a  period  of  18  montns)  been 
appointed  to  any  office  or  employment  in  any  State  or  local  agency 
in   such   State,    the   Commission   shall   make   and   certify   to   the 
appropriate  Federal  agency  an  order  requiring  It  to  withhold  from 
Its  loans  or  grants  to  the  State  or  local  agency  to  which  such  notifi- 
cation was  given  an  amount  equal  to  2  years'  compensation  at 
the  rate  such   officer  or   employee  was  receiving   at   the   time  of 
such  violation:   except  that  in  any  case  of  such  a  subsequent  ap- 
pointment  to   a   position   In  another  State  or  local   agency   which 
receives  loans  or  grants  from  any  Federal  agency,  such  order  shall 
require  the  withholding  of  such  amount  from  such  other  SUte  or 
local  agency:    Provided.  That   in   no  event  shall   the  Commission 
require  any  amount  to  be  withheld  from  any  loan  or  grant  pledged 
by   a  State   or  local   agency  as  security  for  Its   bonds  or   notes   If 
the  withholding  of  such  amount  would  Jeopardize  the  payment 
of  the  principal  or  Interest  on  such  bonds  or  notes.    Notice  of 
any  such  order  shall  be  sent  by  registered  maU  to  the  State  or 
local  agency  from  which  such  amount  is  ordered  to  be  withheld. 
The  Federal  agency  to  which  such  order  is  certified  shall,   after 
such  order  becomes  final,  withhold  such  amount  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  such  order.    Except  as  provided  in  subsection   (c). 
any  determination  or  order  of  the  Commission  shall  become  final 
upon   the   expiration    of  30   days   after  the   maUlng   of   notice   of 
such  determination  or  order. 

"(c)  Any  party  aggrieved  by  any  determination  or  order  of  the 
Commission  under  subsection   (b)    may,  within  30  days  after  the 
mailing  of  notice  of  such  determination  or  order,   institute  pro- 
ceedings for  the  review  thereof  by  filing  a  written  petition  in  the 
district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  in  which  such 
officer  or  employee  resides:   but  the  commencement  of  such  pro- 
ceedings shall  not  operate  as  a  stay  of  such  determination  or  order 
unless  (1)   It  is  specifically  so  ordered  by  the  court,  and   (2)  such 
officer  or  employee  is  suspended  from  his  office  or  employment  dur- 
ing the  pendency  of  such  proceedings.    A  copy  of  such  petition  shall 
forthwith  be  served  upon  the  Commission,  and  thereupon  the  Com- 
mission shall  certify  and  file  In  the  court  a  transcript  of  the  record 
upon  which  the   determination  or   the   order   complained   of   was 
made.     The  review  by  the  court  shall  be  on  the  record  entire.  In- 
cluding all  of  the  evidence  taken  on  the  hearing,  and  shall  extend 
to  questions  of  fact  and  questions  of  law.     If  application  Is  made 
to  the  court  for   leave  to  adduce   additional   evidence,   and   it   Is 
shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that  such  additional  evi- 
dence may  materially  affect  the  result  of  the  proceedings  and  that 
there  were  reasonable  grounds  for  failure  to  adduce  such  evidence 
in  the  hearing  before  the  Commission,  the  court  may  direct  such 
additional  evidence  to  \x  taken  before  the  Commission  in  such 
manner  and  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  to  the  court  may 
seem  proper.     The  Commission  may  modify  Its  findings  of  fact  or 
its  determination  or  order  by  reason  of  the  additional  evidence  so 
taken  and  shall   file   with   the  court  such  modified  findings,  de- 
termination, or  order,  and  any  such  modified  findings  of  fact.  If 
supported  by  substantial  evidence,  shall  be  conclusive.     The  court 
shall  affirm  the  Commission's  determination  or  order,  or  its  modi- 
fled  determination  or  order,  if  the  court  determines  that  the  same 
is  in  accordance  with  law.     If  the  court  determines  that  any  such 
determination  or  order,  or  modified  determination  or  order,  is  not 
In  accordance  with  law,  the  court  shall  remand  the  proceeding  to 
the  Commission  with  directions  either  to  make  such  determination 
or  order  as  the  court  shall  determine  to  l}e  in  accordance  with  law 
or  to  take  such  further  proceedings  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the  court, 
the  law  requires.     The  Judgment  and  decree  of  the  court  shall  be 
final,  subject  to  review  by  the  appropriate  circuit  court  of  appeals 
as  In  other  cases,  and  the  Judgment  and  decree  of  such  circuit  court 
of  appeals  shaU  be  final,  subject  to  review  by  the  Supreme  Court 
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at  the  United  States  on  certiorari  or  certlflcatlon  as  provided  tn 
sections  239  smd  240  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended  (U.  8.  C.  1934 
ed.,  title  28.  sees.  346  and  347) .  II  any  provision  of  this  subsection 
la  held  to  be  Invalid  as  applied  to  any  party  with  respect  to  any 
determination  or  order  of  the  Commission,  such  determination  or 
order  shall  thereupon  become  flnal  and  effective  as  to  such  party 
In  the  same  manner  as  If  such  provision  had  not  been  enacted. 

"(d)  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  adopt  such  reasonable 
procedure  and  rules  and  regulations  as  It  deems  necessary  to  exe- 
cute Its  functions  under  this  section.  The  Civil  Service  Commission 
shall  have  power  to  require  by  subpena  the  attendance  and  testi- 
mony of  witnesses  and  the  production  of  all  documentary  evidence 
relating  to  any  matter  pending,  as  a  result  of  this  act.  before  the 
Commission.  Any  member  of  the  Commission  may  sign  subpenas, 
and  members  of  the  Commission  and  its  examiners  when  author- 
ized by  the  Commission  may  administer  oaths  and  affirmations, 
examine  wltnessee.  and  receive  evidence.  Such  attendance  of  wit- 
nesses and  the  production  of  such  documentary  evidence  may  be 
required  from  any  place  in  the  United  States  at  any  designated  place 
of  hearing.  In  case  of  disobedience  to  a  subpena,  the  Commission 
may  invoke  the  aid  of  any  court  of  the  United  States  in  requiring 
the  attendance  and  testimony  of  witnesses  and  the  production  of 
documentary  evidence.  Any  of  the  dUtrlct  courts  of  the  United 
States  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  which  such  Inquiry  is  carried  on 
may.  in  case  of  contumacy  or  refusal  to  obey  a  subpena  issued 
to  any  person,  issue  an  order  requiring  such  person  to  appear 
before  the  Commission,  or  to  produce  documentary  evidence  it  so 
ordered,  or  to  give  evidence  touching  the  matter  in  question;  and 
any  failure  to  obey  such  order  of  the  court  may  be  punished  by  such 
cotirt  as  a  contempt  thereof.  The  Commission  may  order  testimony 
to  be  taken  by  deposition  In  any  proceeding  or  Investigation,  which 
as  a  result  of  this  act,  is  pending  before  the  Commission  at  «my 
stage  of  such  proceeding  or  Investigation.  Such  depositions  may 
be  taken  before  any  person  designated  by  the  Conunisslon  and 
having  power  to  administer  oaths.  Such  testimony  shall  be  reduced 
to  writing  by  the  person  taking  the  deposition,  or  under  his  direc- 
tion, and  shall  then  be  subscribed  by  the  deponent.  Any  person 
may  be  compelled  to  appear  and  depose  p.nd  to  produce  documen- 
tary evidence  before  the  Commission  as  hereinbefore  provided.  No 
person  shall  be  excused  from  attending  and  testifying  or  from  pro- 
ducing documentary  evidence  or  in  obedience  to  a  subpena  on  the 
ground  that  the  testimony  or  evidence,  documentary  or  otherwise. 
required  of  him  may  tend  to  Incriminate  him  or  subject  him  to  a 
penalty  or  forfeiture  for  or  on  account  of  any  transaction,  matter. 
or  thing  concerning  which  he  Is  compelled  to  testify,  or  produce 
evidence,  documentary  or  otherwise,  before  the  Commission  in 
obMbence  to  a  subpena  issvied  by  It:  Provided,  That  no  person 
■o  t*«tlfylng  shall  be  exempt  from  prosecution  and  punishment 
for  perjury  committed  in  so  testifying. 

"(e)  The  provisions  of  the  first  two  sentences  of  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  officer  or  employee  who  exer- 
ctoes  no  functions  in  connection  with  any  activity  of  a  State  or 
local  agency  which  is  financed  in  whole  or  In  part  by  loans  or  grants 
made  by  the  United  States  or  by  any  Federal  agency. 

"(f)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section — 

"(I)  The  term  'State  or  local  agency'  means  the  executive  branch 
of  any  State,  or  of  any  municipality  or  other  political  subdivision 
of  such  SUte.  or  any  agency  or  department  thereof. 

"(2)  The  term  'Federal  agency'  includes  any  executive  depart- 
ment, independent  establishment,  or  other  agency  of  the  United 
States  (except  a  member  bank  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System). 

"Sbc.  13.  (a)  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  political 
activity,  and  It  shall  hereafter  be  unlawful,  for  any  person,  directly 
or  Indirectly,  to  make  contributions  in  an  aggregate  amount  in 
excess  of  »5.(XX).  during  any  calendar  year,  or  in  connection  with  any 
campaign  foi  nomination  or  election,  to  or  on  behalf  of  any  candi- 
date for  an  elective  Federal  office  (Including  the  offices  of  President 
of  the  United  State.s  and  Presidential  and  Vice  Presidential  elec- 
tors), or  to  or  on  behalf  of  any  committee  or  other  organization 
engaged  in  furthering,  advancing,  or  advocating  the  nomination  or 
election  of  any  candidate  for  any  such  office  or  the  success  of  any 
national  political  party.  This  subsection  shaU  not  apply  to  contri- 
buUons  made  to  or  by  a  State  or  local  committee  or  other  State  or 
local  organization. 

"(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section — 

"(1)  The  term  "person'  includes  an  individual,  partnership,  com- 
mittee, association,  corporation,  and  any  other  organization  or  group 
ctf  persons. 

"(2)  The  tarm  'contribution"  Includes  a  gift,  subscription,  loan, 
advance,  or  dep>c8lt  of  money,  or  anything  of  value,  and  Includes  a 
contract,  promise,  or  agreement,  whether  or  not  legally  enforceable, 
to  make  a  contribution. 

"(c)  It  is  further  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  political  activity, 
and  It  shall  hereafter  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  individual,  part- 
nership, committee,  association,  corporation,  and  any  other  organi- 
sation or  group  of  persons  to  purchase  or  buy  any  goods,  commodi- 
ties, advertising,  or  articles  of  any  kind  or  description  where  the 
proceeds  of  such  a  purchase,  or  any  portion  thereof,  shall  directly 
or  indirectly  inure  to  the  benefit  of  or  for  any  candidate  for  an 
elective  Federal  office  (Including  the  offices  of  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  Presidential  acd  Vice  Presidential  electors)  or  any 
pollt.'cal  committee  or  other  imlltlcal  organization  engaged  In  fur- 
thering, advancing,  or  advocating  the  nomination  or  election  of  any 


candidate  for  any  such  office  or  the  success  of  any  national  political 
party:  Provided.  That  nothing  in  this  sentence  shall  be  construed 
to  interfere  with  the  tisual  and  known  business,  trade,  or  profession 
of  any  candidate. 

"(d)  Any  person  who  engages  In  a  pernicious  political  activity  In 
violation  of  any  provision  of  this  section  shall  upon  conviction 
thereof  be  fined  not  more  than  $5. 000.  or  Imprisoned  for  not  more 
than  5  years.  In  all  cases  of  violations  of  this  section  by  a  partner- 
ship, committee,  association,  corporation,  or  other  organization  or 
group  of  persons,  the  officers,  directors,  or  managing  heads  thereof 
who  knowingly  and  willfully  participate  in  such  violation  shall  be 
subject  CO  punishment  as  herein  provided. 

"(e)  Nothing  In  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  permit  the 
making  of  any  contribution  which  Is  prohibited  by  any  provision 
of  law  In  force  on  the  date  this  section  takes  effect.  Nothing  in 
this  act  shall  be  construed  to  alter  or  amend  any  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Corrupt  PracUces  Act  of  1925.  or  any  amendments  thereto. 

"Sec.  14.  Fcr  the  purixtses  of  this  act.  persons  employed  in  the 
government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
employed  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  except  that  for  the  purposes  of  the  second  sentence  of 
section  9  (a)  the  Commissioners  and  the  Recorder  of  Deeds  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  officers  or  employees. 

"Sic.  15.  The  provisions  of  this  act  which  prohibit  persons  to 
whom  such  provisions  apply  from  taking  any  active  part  in  political 
management  or  in  political  campaigns  shall  be  deemed  to  prohibit 
the  same  activities  on  the  part  of  such  persons  as  the  United  States 
Civil  Service  Comml.sslon  has  heretofore  determined  are  at  the  time 
this  section  takes  effect  prohibited  on  the  part  of  employees  In  the 
classified  civil  service  of  the  United  States  by  the  provisions  of  the 
civil -service  rules  prohibiting  such  employees  from  taking  any 
active  part  in  political  management  or  In  political  campaigns. 

"Sec.  16.  Whenever  the  United  State*  Civil  Service  Commission 
determines  that,  by  reason  of  special  pr  unusual  circumstances 
which  exist  in  any  municipality  or  other  political  subdivision.  In 
the  Immediate  vicinity  of  the  National  Capital  in  the  States  of  Mary- 
land and  Virginia  or  in  municipalities  the  majority  of  whose  voters 
are  employed  by  the  Government  of  the  United  Slates,  it  is  in  the 
domestic  interest  of  persona  to  whom  the  provisions  of  this  act  ar« 
applicable,  and  who  reside  in  such  mimicipallty  or  political  sub- 
division, to  permit  such  i>er8on8  to  take  an  active  part  in  political 
management  or  In  political  campaigns  involving  such  municipality 
or  political  subdivision,  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  promulgate 
regulations  permitting  such  persons  to  take  an  active  part  in  such 
political  management  and  political  campaigns  to  the  extent  the 
Commission  deems  to  be  in  the  domestic  interest  of  such  persons. 

"Sec.  17.  Nothing  in  the  second  sentence  of  section  12  (a)  of  this 
act  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  or  prohibit  any  officer  or  employee 
of  a  State  or  local  agency  (as  defined  in  section  12  (f ) )  from  con- 
tinuing, until  the  election  In  connection  with  which  he  was  nomi- 
nated, to  be  a  bona  fide  candidate  for  election  to  any  public  office 
and  from  engaging  in  any  poltlcal  activity  in  furtherance  of  his 
candidacy  for  such  public  office.  If  (1)  he  was  nominated  before  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act.  and  (2)  upon  his  election  to  such 
public  office  he  resigns  from  the  office  or  employment  in  which  he  i 
was  employed  prior  to  his  election,  in  a  State  or  local  agency  (as  t 
defined  in  section  12  (f)). 

"Sec.  18.  Nothing  in  the  second  sentence  of  section  9  (a)  or  In 
the  second  sentence  of  section  12  (a)  of  this  act  shall  be  construed 
to  prevent  or  prohibit  any  person  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
act  from  engaging  in  any  political  activity  (1)  In  connection  with 
any  election  and  the  preceding  campaign  if  none  of  the  candidates 
is  to  be  nominated  or  elected  at  such  election  as  representing  a 
I>arty  any  of  whose  candidates  for  Presidential  elector  received  votes 
In  the  last  preceding  election  at  which  Presidential  electors  were 
selected,  or  (2)  in  connection  with  any  question  which  Is  not 
specifically  identified  with  any  National  or  State  political  party. 
For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  questions  relating  to  constitutional 
amendments,  referendums.  approval  of  municipal  ordinances,  and 
others  of  a  similar  character,  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  specifically 
identified  with  any  National  or  State  political  party. 

"Sic.  19.  As  used  in  this  act.  the  term  State"  means  any  State, 
Territory,  or  possession  of  the  United  SUtes. " 

Bec.  6.  (a)  No  person  or  firm  entering  into  any  contract  with 
the  United  States  or  any  department  or  agency  thereof,  either 
for  the  rendition  of  pei-sonal  services  or  fumUOiing  any  material, 
supplies,  or  equipment  to  the  United  States  or  any  department 
or  agency  thereof,  or  selling  any  land  or  building  to  the  United 
States  or  any  department  or  agency  thereof,  If  payment  for  the 
performance  of  such  contract  or  payment  for  such  material,  sup- 
plies, equipment,  land,  or  building  ;s  to  be  made  in  whole  or  m 
part  from  funds  approprUted  by  the  Congress,  shall,  during  the 
period  of  negotiation  for.  or  performance  under  such  contract  or 
furnishing  of  material,  supplies,  equipment,  land,  or  buildings, 
directly  or  indirectly,  make  any  contribution  of  money  or  any 
other  thing  of  value,  or  promise  expressly  or  impliedly  to  make 
any  such  contribution,  to  any  political  party,  committee,  or  can- 
didate for  public  office  or  to  any  person  for  any  political  purpose 
or  use;  nor  shall  any  person  knowingly  solicit  any  such  contr.bu- 
tlon  from  any  such  person  or  firm,  for  any  such  purpose  during 
any  such  period.  Any  person  who  violates  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  fined  not  more  ty>»n 
$5,000  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  6  years. 
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(b)  Nothing  In  this  section  shaU  be  construed  to  permit  any 
action  which  is  prohibited  by  any  provision  of  law  in  force  on 
the  date  this  secUon  takes  tfect. 

Sbc.  6.  such  act  of  August  3,  1939.  is  further  amended  by  add- 
ing at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  section 

"Sec  20.  No  political  committee  shall  receive  contributions  ac- 
gr^tlng  more  than  $3,000,000.  or  make  expenditures  aggregating 
more  tirnn  $3,000,000.  during  any  calendaTyear.  For  the  pS- 
pons  of  this  section,  any  contributions  received  and  any  expendl- 
Uam  made  on  behalf  of  any  political  committee  with  the  knowl- 
■??.  ^Jl  J^^^^^  °'  ^^^  chairman  or  treasurer  of  such  committee 
!v«i.tt^r,  '^"f?.^  ^  received  or  made  by  such  committee.  Any 
nl^iS  .  '^"'ii  »ectlon  by  any  political  committee  shall  b« 
deemed  also  to  be  a  violation  of  thU  section  by  the  chairman  and 
the   treasurer  of  such   committee   and   by   any  other  person^ 

S^^'mSn.nl  ^^  ^iS^V*°°.    '^^^  "«^  ^  '^^  section'SiS  haJs 
the  in^ning  assigned  to  them  In  section  S02  of  the  Federal  Cor- 

Sfn  ^rZ'JT  il*=^.J^^•  ""^  ^^«  penalties  provided  msLch^ 
ahall  apply  to  violations  of  this  section." 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  con- 
cur in  the  amendment  of  the  House. 

Before  the  question  is  put.  I  should  say  that  the  matter 
which  is  now  before  the  Senate  is  a  bill  which  we  debated  in 
the  Senate  for  some  2  weeks  in  March,  and  which  has  been 
the  subject  of  debate  in  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the 
last  2  days.  If  any  Senator  wants  to  raise  a  question  I  shall 
be  very  glad  to  afford  him  the  opportunity.  If  not.  I  am  ready 
for  the  question  to  be  put. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  Is  this  a  conference  report? 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  question  is  on  a  motion  to  concur  in 
the  amendment  of  the  House. 

Mr  McNARY.  I  do  not  recaH.  and  I  ask  the  able  Senator 
whether  anyone  opposed  the  particular  provisions  contained 
m  the  House  amendment,  or  their  philosophy,  when  the 
matter  was  before  the  Senate? 

♦K^K  1^^^^^^  ^®  changes  made  in  the  House,  Insofar  as 
the  Wll  debated  In  the  Senate  was  concerned,  relate  to  the 
ahaendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  tMr 
Abams],  which  was  defeated  in  the  House,  and  is  not  now 

5  ^  ^^'  "^^  "^**^  *'^  ^^^  *  provision  relating  to  the 
W.OOO.OOO  expenditure  provision,  which  has  been  discussed 
in  the  newspapers  generally,  a  provision  prohibiting  cam- 
paign committees  expending  more  than  $3,000,000.  That  is 
a  limitation.  That  was  not  in  the  biU  as  it  passed  the  Senate 
but  was  added  in  the  House. 

Mr.  McNARY.    That  is  in  the  bill  now? 

^^*  ^^'^^:_  ^^  ^  included  in  the  moUon  to  concur. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  did  the  House 
debate  the  Bankhead  amendment? 

Mr.  HATCH.  That  is  inchided  in  the  bill,  was  not  stricken 
out,  but  on  the  floor  of  the  House  some  additional  language 
was  added  to  that  amendment.    This  is  the  new  language: 

ThlB  subsection  shall  not  apply  to  contributions  made  to  or  bv 
a  SUte  or  local  committee  or  other  State  or  local  organization. 

That  Was  added  in  the  House  on  the  floor  yesterday,  and 
te  the  only  change,  so  far  as  I  can  discover,  in  the  original 
Bankhead  amendment,  which  reads: 

.k'i,^^*"^*'^  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  poUtlcal  activity,  and  It 
ahall  hereafter  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  directly  or  IndirecUy. 
to  make  contrlbuUons  In  an  BggcegaU  amount  In  excess  of  $6.00o! 

^at  is  the  provision  the  Senator  had  in  mind.  I  am  sure 

Mr.  President.  I  renew  my  motion  that  the  Senate  concur 
in  the  House  amendment. 

The  PRESmiNG  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
U)  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Ur.  President.  I  desire  to  inquire  of  the 
senator  from  New  Mexico  about  an  amendment  which  was 
adopted  In  the  Senate  at  my  instance,  the  purpose  of  which 
was  to  qualify  one  of  the  provisions  In  the  biU 

The  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate  provided  that  the  in- 
terpretations which  the  CivU  Service  Commission  had  put 
upon  the  term  "political  acUvIty"  should  in  substance  be 
rwd  into  the  bill.  Among  the  interpretations  was  one 
Which  would  prohibit  practically  any  official  who  came  within 
tiC|ej>rovisIons  of  the  measure  from  aspiring  to  another 
I  had  offered  a  minor  amendment  which  would  make 
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It  possible  for  one  who  happened  to  be  a  minor  oflRclal  or 
btate  official  and  who,  the  community  thought,  had  demon- 
strated his  capacity  for  a  higher  place,  to  be  promoted  by 
his  community  or  his  district  or  his  SUte. 

Mr.  HATCH.    That  is  not  the  amendment  to  which  I 
referred. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  understand  that. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  amendment  to  which  the  Senator 
refers.  I  think,  is  retained  In  this  language  In  the  bill 
and  I  win  ask  the  Senator  If  I  am  correct.  I  read  from' 
page  14: 

thu'^-or.K^n^i?*  ^  ^*  ■•*'°°**  sentence  of  section  la  (a)  of 
this  act  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  or  prohibit  any  officer 
or  employee  of  a  State  or  local  agency  (as^d^ed  m  s2ia 
IiI.Ik^™  continuing,  until  the  election  in  connection  with 
Which  he  was  nominated,  to  be  a  bona  fMe  candidate  for  eJec- 
Uon  to  any  public  office.  "«*««vo  lur  enc 

That  is  the  amendment. 
Mr.  ADAMS.    Yes, 
Mr.  HATCH.    That  has  not  been  changed,  as  I  recall, 
from  the  exact  form  in  which  it  left  the  Senate 
Mr.  BILBO.     Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield. 

fK*^'  i??'^^-  J  ^*^^  "°^  ^^^  ^^  opportunity  to  examine 
ttie  bill  since  the  House  amended  it.  I  want  to  ask  when 
the  legislation  is  to  go  into  effect. 

n«^;«?^'^^^w.  "^^  *^"^'  *^  "  ^^"  ^^^  Senate,  contained 
no  provision  about  when  it  should  go  into  effect.  It  would 
become  effective  as  any  other  law,  after  being  passed  by 
both  Houses  and  being  signed  by  the  President.  The  House 
committee  inserted  a  provision,  after  the  biU  was  reported 
from  the  Judiciary  Committee,  that  the  biU  should  not  be- 

I^IJ^}^''^  ""J"  ^^'  ^*°»^^  1-  That  committee 
^H  ♦'if'^Km  ^.  defeated   on   the   House   floor   yesterday. 

?t  t^^^K^"^  ^  ^^^  "  "  ^«"  ^^  Senate  in  that  regard 
It  will  become  effecUve  as  soon  as  it  Is  passed  by  both 
branches   of   the   Congress   and   signed   by  the   Executive 

T^e  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER.  The  questiL  ^on  aSlSel^ 
to  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr  Hat^ 
to  concur  in  the  amendment  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

"STOP  HITLO   NOW"--AI,VX«TIsn«NT  BY  COMlDTTEl  TO  DETCKI) 
AJfXRICA  BY  AIDING  THX  AIXUS  ""'b 

Mr  HOLT.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  speak  only  briefly 
about  a  matter  that  I  think  has  InteresteTmany  in  tS 
Muntry  and  m  the  Senate  for  some  period  of  time.  That  is 
the  background  of  an  advertisement  called  "Stop  Hitler  Now  " 

.Jr^.  ^,^^  ^"^^^^  ^*^°  financed  in  part  the  printing  of 
this  advertisement  throughout  the  United  States  Tlie  rea- 
son why  it  is  important  as  an  adverUsement  is  Just  this 
This  advertisement  that  appeared  all  over  the  United  States 
on  the  10th  day  of  June^"Stop  Hitler  Now"~saId  this: 

h^lL^^'^^il^T^^^^E^"^^^  *°  newspapers  from  coast  to  ooMt. 
?^f.     P  P*/**   ^°'  ''"**  '""^  contributed   by  a  number  ofDa- 

S^7i  ^.^^k"*^  '^^^^^  ?^  °^  country,  the  whole  future  of  our  na- 
HluSrtsS  *"     ^   threaten^!   by   the   world   revolution^ 

The  advertisement  is  signed: 

Ck)nunlttee  to  Defend  America  by  Aiding  the  Allies. 

I  have  discussed  the  formation  of  this  committee  before 
and  shall  add  more  later. 

The  reason  this  ad  is  important  U  this:  I  picked  up  the 
New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  the  12th  day  of  June  and  saw 
this  headline: 

"Stop  Hitler"  drive  backed  by  Roosevelt. 

Then  it  says  in  the  article: 

^en  aoo  newspaper  oorrespondento  crowded  into  the  Presl- 
f!r!  ".^"'L'*"'^''  ^^'"  afternoon  for  their  semiw«ekly  oonferenos 
^  il  ^* .President  they  saw  spread  out  on  his  desk  tear-sheets 
of  the  full -page  advertisement  headlined  "Stop  Hitler  Now  "  such 
as  were  published  yesterday  in  the  New  York  Herald  Trlbuiie  and 
other  papers.  The  advertlsemenu  were  signed  by  the  Commmee 
?°  £^,*i°**  ^ertca  by  Aiding  the  AUies.  whose  national  chairman 
Is  wmiam  AUen  White.  Emporia.  Kans.,  puhlMher.     The  author 
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of  the  advertisement,  as  revealed  this  morning  In  the  New  York 
Herald  Tribune,   was  the  playwright.   Robert  Emmet   Sherwood 

President  Roosevelt  said  that,  upon  learning  that  Mr.  Sherwood 
was  the  author  of  the  advertisement,  he  had  read  it  and  found  It 
to  be  a  great  piece  of  work  and  extremely  educational  forHhe 
people  of  the  country. 

A  great  piece  of  work.  Now.  let  us  see  who  paid  for  the 
advertisement.  I  have  found  out.  and  I  think  the  Senate 
should  have  the  facts.  You  find  it  is  not  the  little  fellows  who 
paid  for  this  advertisement  "Stop  Hitler  Now!"  Let  us  see 
who  did.  You  find  in  that  list  the  directors  of  international 
banks,  and  I  will  name  them  in  a  moment.  You  will  find 
directors  of  corporations  of  Great  Britain  and  the  British 
Empire.  No  wonder  they  are  interested.  But  they  make  it 
appear  that  they  are  doing  so  for  America.  We  find  bond- 
holders of  foreign  countries  that  are  so  involved.  We  find 
international  lawyers  who  have  business  in  the  countries  now 
Involved  in  war.  We  find  directors  of  steel  companies  that  are 
selling  steel  in  this  war.  We  find  directors  of  manganese 
corporations,  we  find  directors  of  mechanical-equipment  cor- 
porations that  make  equipment  for  warring  nations.  We  find 
directors  of  oil  companies.  Anyone  knows  what  oil  means 
in  time  of  war.  We  find  a  director  of  a  celluloid  company, 
we  find  directors  of  metal  companies,  we  find  directors  of 
electric  companies,  directors  of  steamship  lines,  and  others 
Interested  in  aircraft  corporations. 

We  find  these  directors  and  their  families  paying  for  the 
advertisement  which  the  President  said  was  great  work  In 
his  press  conference. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield. 

Mr,  LUNDEEN.  Has  the  Senator  read  the  names  of  those 
persons? 

Mr.  HOLT.    Not  yet.    I  am  coming  to  that,    I  wish  to 

speak  brlefiy  because  I  want  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 

I  Mr.  RiYwoLM)  to  have  the  floor  later. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.    I  wish  the  Senator  would  give  the  namet, 
Mr.  HOLT.    I  shall  do  so,    I  find  directors  of  these  small 

banki.    Uften  to  thete  banks.    The  directors  of  these  banks. 

or  the  families  of  directors,  paid  for  this  advertisement.   Who 

are  they? 

No  wonder  they  want  Hitler  stopped.  Director  of  J.  Pl«r- 
pont  Morgan  k  Co..  director  of  Z>rexel  It  Co.,  directors  of 
Kuhn.  Loeb  k  Co,— Senators  have  heard  that  name  before— 
Kuhn,  Loeb  k  Co..  International  banking.  No  wonder  Kuhn. 
Loeb  k  Co.  helped  finance  such  an  advertisement,  A  direc- 
tor In  Lehman  Bros.,  another  International  banking  firm, 
helped  pay  for  this  "Stop  Hitler"  advertisement,  and  a  num- 
ber of  others. 

I  aek  that  a  part  of  the  list  I  referred  to  be  placed  In  the 
RccoRo  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDINO  OPPICER.     Without  objection.  It  is  so 
ordered. 
The  partial  list  is  as  follows: 

Guaranty  Trust  Co..  with  branch  offices  In  Antwerp.  Bruasela. 
Havre.  Liverpool.  Paris,  and  London,  controls  French -American 
Banking  Corporation  Jointly  with  Comptolr  National  dEscompte 
de  Paris  and  First  National  Bank  of  Boston.  Thl»  corporation 
does  an  international  banking  business. 

Kuhn.  Loeb  St  Co.,  international  banking 

Drexel  &  Co.,  Interlocked  with  J.  P.  Morgan  &  Co. 

J.  P.  Morgan  &  Co.,  Interlocked  with  banking  operations  In 
London  and  Paris  and  one  of  the  best  known  International  bank- 
ing Arms. 

Lehman  Bros.,  international  banking. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Now  let  us  come  down  to  actual  individuals 
who  paid  for  the  adverUsement.  I  have  a  list  of  the  names. 
I  do  not  intend  to  go  into  It  in  detail.  But  you  find  it  is 
not  the  feUows  who  get  killed  in  battle  or  the  fathers*  of 
those  who  get  killed  In  battle  that  paid  for  this  "Stop  Hit- 
ler" advertisement.  Who  do  we  find  helped  pay  for  It? 
First  we  find— not  Averell  Harriman.  but  Mrs.  Averell 
Harriman.  She  is  one  who  helped  pay  for  it.  The  name 
"Harriman"  is  quite  well  known  in  this  country  in  finance. 
Mrs.  Harriman  was  one  of  those  who  helped  pay  for  the 
"Stop  HiUer"  advertisement. 
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Another  one  was  Mrs.  H.  P.  Davison.  Senators  all  know 
who  H.  P.  Davison  is.  the  big  international  financier.  He  also 
Is  a  stockholder  in  many  companies.  The  wife  of  the  finan- 
cier. Mr.  H.  P.  Davison,  helped  to  pay  for  that  advertisement. 

Who  else? 

Mrs.  Daniel  Guggenheim.  Senators  have  heard  that 
name  "Guggenheim"  In  International  banking.  The  wife 
of  Daniel  Guggenheim  helped  pay  for  it. 

Here  Is  another  name  of  one  who  helped  pay  for  It.    A 

name  that  can  be  found  among  international   bankers 

that  Is  the  name  Schiff.  a  banker  of  New  York  City,  who 
studied  banking  in  England  before  he  became  a  partner  of 
Kuhn.  Loeb  k  Co.  Mrs.  John  Schiff  helped  to  pay  for  this 
advertisement. 

Who  else?  Fredrick  Warburg,  partner  of  Kuhn-Loeb  k 
Co.  These  are  just  "little"  bankers  who  helped  to  pay  for 
the  advertisement. 

Who  else?  Cornelius  D.  Whitney.  Whitney  helped  pay  for 
It.  He  wanted  to  stop  Hitler.  Another  man  whose  name 
Is  so  well  known  that  he  needs  no  description  from  me.  and 
that  is  Thomas  W.  Lamont.  director  of  J.  Pierpont  Morgan  k 
Co..  the  former  purchasing  agents  for  England.  He  helped 
to  pay  for  this  advertisement  "Stop  Hitler  Now!" 

Who  else  paid  for  It?  Joseph  Thomas  of  Lehman  Bros. 
Lehman  Brothers!  Senators  noticed  that  Governor  Leh- 
man was  active.  Would  it  be  for  reasons  that  I  do  not  care 
to  state?  But  here  we  do  find  a  partner  of  Lehman  Bros, 
helping  to  pay  for  an  ad  placed  In  the  newspapers,  a  full- 
page  ad  the  purpose  of  which  U  to  get  America  stirred  up 
to  Interfere  In  the  war. 

Now  who  are  these  Individuals  that  I  mentioned  Just  a  mo- 
ment ago?  Not  only  International  bankers,  may  I  say.  but 
Individual  members  of  corporations  that  are  profiting  as  a 
result  of  this  war. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  in  order  not  to  detain  the  Senate  too 
long,  to  place  in  the  Record  the  nature  of  the  corporations 
80  Involved  by  their  directorships  In  this  "Stop  Hitler"  adver- 
tisement. Names  of  the  corporations  shall  be  given  to  tb« 
Senate  at  a  later  date. 

The  PRESIDING  OPFICBR.  Without  objection,  it  U  so 
ordered. 
The  list  is  as  follows: 

•quipment.  oil.  mrtal«,  celluloid,  eloctrleal  tquiptiMnt,  aircraft, 
munitions,  stsanuthip  Unet,  smsltirig  and  reflnfng.  stMt  eastlnas. 
barbed  wirs  msnufsctures,  th*!!  caaingM.  foreign  owned  and  oo^ 
trolltd  financial  and  Industrial  companies,  other  oorporations  oro- 
dXttJlng  other  materials  neceMery  for  war,  International  banUna. 
International  inaurance.  * 

Mr.  HOLT.  Then  directors  of  the  Columbia  Broadcasting 
System.  You  hear  plenty  of  war  Ulk  on  the  air.  I  ask,  Mr. 
President,  to  place  their  names  In  the  Ricord.  those  who 
donated  to  the  "Stop  Hitler"  ad. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

I.  D.  Levy,  chairman,  board  of  directors,  WCAU,  and  director  of 
Columbia  Broadcasting. 

Jerome  H.  Louchhelm.  bank  director,  and  director  of  Columbia 
Broadcasting. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  venture  to  say  that  some  of  these  persons 
will  not  be  so  popular  a  few  months  from  now. 

Mr.  HOLT.  The  other  day  Henry  Luce,  editor  of  Time 
magazine,  was  on  the  air.  It  Is  stated  he  started  his  magazine 
program  after  he  had  secured  a  loan  from  Lamont,  of  Morgan 
k  Co..  and  others.  Luce  says  that  we  should  go  further  into 
the  war.  He  helped  to  pay  for  the  "Stop  Hitler"  advertise- 
ment. Perhaps  that  will  explain  why  Life  magazine  tries  to 
show  the  country  that  we  are  in  danger  of  Invasion.  Week 
before  last  Life  magazine  had  the  Germans  over  here  already. 
I  wonder  if  Mr.  Luce's  interest  in  this  particular  group  with 
the  international  bankers  has  anything  to  do  with  the  attitude 
of  the  magazine.  He  helped  to  pay  for  the  "Stop  Hitler** 
advertisement. 
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The  list  includes  the  names  of  outstanding  film  and  theater 
personages.  Who  they  are  and  what  they  do  are  understood 
by  many. 

We  have  all  heard  the  name  of  Gtoldwyn.  Samuel  Crold- 
wyn  helped  to  pay  for  the  "stop  Hitler"  advertisement.  Why 
is  Mr.  Goldwyn  so  interested?  I  might  discuss  that  question, 
but  I  think  the  recent  press  dispatches  sufficiently  show  Mr. 
Goldw3m's  interest,  so  I  need  go  no  further. 

Let  me  give  the  names  of  some  of  the  other  Individuals  in 
the  theater  and  motion-picture  industries  who  helped  to  pay 
for  the  advertisement:  Maxwell  Anderson,  Fred  Astalre.  Irv- 
ing Berlin.  Douglas  Fairbanks,  Jr.,  Lynn  Pontarme,  Myma 
Loy.  Alfred  Uint.  Paul  Muni,  and  Robert  Sherwood  are  a  few 
who  helped  to  pay  for  it. 

It  has  been  said  that  Hollywood  is  the  best  place  on  earth 
for  "suckers."  We  find  those  individuals  donating.  Perhaps 
an  explanation  is  needed  why  the  theaters  are  putting  out 
hate  films  and  hate  plays  to  stir  up  America  with  propaganda 
for  war. 

Why  are  pictures  which  create  hate  being  shown? 
Through  hate  is  one  of  the  best-known  ways  of  propaganda 
so  that  we  will  feel  that  we  should  go  across  the  sea  and 
become  Involved  In  war.  Why  have  certain  individuals  In 
the  theatrical  and  moUon-picture  Industries  helped  to  pay 
for  the  advertisement? 

Let  me  add  that  this  advertisement  had  President  Roose- 
velt's approval.  He  said  It  was  great  work.  The  advertise- 
ment was  paid  for  by  those  connected  with  the  banking 
firm  of  Kuhn.  Loeb  k  Co..  the  banking  firm  of  J.  P.  Morgan 
k  Co..  Lehman  Bros.,  by  those  In  the  steel  industry,  the 
oil  Industry,  and  the  electrical  manufacturing  Industry,  and 
other  Industries  which  profit  from  war. 

I  do  not  care  to  deUIn  the  Senate  longer  In  this  connec- 
tion; but  when  the  Senate  knows  the  full  and  complete 
list  of  individuals  who  helped  to  pay  for  the  "Stop  Hitler" 
advertisement.  It  will  realize  that  the  project  U  backed  and 
penneated  from  one  end  to  the  other  by  International 
financiers.  Their  Interest  In  stopping  Hitler  Is  that  tliey 
want  America—American  boys— to  protect  and  expand  their 
Inyestmenti,  They  want  American  boys  to  do  tha  work. 
This  ptopaganda  was  promoted  by  the  President's  own  sup- 
port of  this  advertisement  from  tlic  White  House  press  eon- 
fcrencc.  It  is  backed  by  men  who  made  millions  out  of  the 
last  war,  men  who  were  never  neutral  In  the  last  war,  and 
are  not  neutral  in  this  one. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOLT.  'I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  We  are  now  told  that  American  soldiers 
win  not  be  sent  abroad, 

Mr.  HOLT.  Yes.  I  understand  that  another  campaign 
promise  was  that  we  were  to  balance  the  Federal  Budget  and 
cut  expenses  25  percent.  Those  are  only  campaign  promises. 
^  Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Let  me  refer  also  to  an  earlier  slogan— 
"He  kept  us  out  of  war."  I  am  wondering  if  the  two  slogans 
have  equal  value.  I  hope  the  last  one  will  be  found  to  be  of 
greater  weight  and  more  value  to  the  American  people  than 
the  eerlier  one. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  thank  the  Senator,  and  I  am  very  glad  he 
made  that  statement.  I  hope  the  last  slogan  does  not  go 
the  way  of  other  campaign  promises  of  the  past. 

There  Is  one  other  brief  matter  since  I  am  discussing 
bankers,  if  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  RrrNoi.DsJ 
will  not  think  I  am  trespassing  upon  his  time.  A  number  of 
times  the  President  has  spoken  against  personal-holding  com- 
panies, and  against  those  who  would  evade  taxation  by  setting 
up  such  companies.  He  asked  for  legislation;  but  the  week 
before  we  adjourned  for  the  Republican  national  convention 
we  picked  up  the  newspaper,  and  whom  did  we  see  appointed 
as  a  Secretary  to  the  President  of  the  United  States?  We  saw 
the  name  of  James  V.  Forrestal,  appointed  as  Secretary  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  That  may  not  mean  anything 
to  many  of  you.  but  who  is  James  V.  Forrestal?  I  will  tell  the 
Senate  by  reading  from  the  Evening  Star  of  1933.  He  was  the 
president  of  Dillon.  Read  It  Co.  This  is  the  article  from  the 
Evening  Star: 
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..  T*f?  are  evaded  by  DUlon.  Read  member's  deal;  James  V   Por- 
resiai  tells  Senate  probers  of  compony  in  Canada:  says  he  did  not 

Sf/tK^    f^^°^   P"^*^:    N*^    ^°^^    »>»^"    explains    financing 
methods  through  personal  corporation. 

•nils  is  the  man  whom  the  President  has  appointed  to  be 
his  secretary,  after  telling  the  people  about  the  terrible  hold- 
ing companies,  one  of  which  was  formed  by  his  appointee 
I  read  from  the  article: 

A  Dillon.  Read  &  Co.  member  told  Senate  Investigators  how  he 
paid  no  Income  tax  m  1929  on  a  stock  profit  of  •864.000  by  means 
or  setting  up  a  personal  company  In  Canada. 

*w''?°J?  Y  '^'■■^tal.  "»e  banker,  testified  between  puffs  on  a  pipe 
that  the  tax  would  have  been  far  in  excess  of  ♦95.000  If  he  had 
made  the  sales  direct.  ^^ 

QuesUoned  closely  by  Ferdinand  Pecora.  committee  counsel  For- 
restal said  he  had  made  an  Income-tax  return  on  the  Canadian 
company  this  year  after  disclosures  before  the  Inquiry  committee 
In  the  Investigation  of  other  bankers. 

As  a  result,  he  said,  a  tax  of  S6,000  was  paid  and  another  lew  of 
$95,000  was  under  consideration. 

The  witness  testified  at  length  about  various  transactions  with 
the  Canadian  company.  Including  a  »800,000  loan,  and  then  Senator 
Couzens.  Republican,  of  Michigan,  said: 

"In  effect  all  these  transactions  were  doing  business  with  vour- 
self,  werent  they?"  .  ' 

••Certainly,  for  myself."  the  witness  replied. 

"Just  shifting  money  from  one  pocket  to  another."  Cousens  added 

••I  hadn't  thought  of  It  as  such."  the  witness  replied. 

The  article  proceeds  to  state  how  a  holding  company  was 
set  up  in  Canada,  and  how  another  holding  company  was  set 
up  In  Delaware,  in  order  to  protect  Forrestel  from  paying 
taxes  to  the  Federal  Govemoaent.  Now  the  President  of  the 
United  States  brings  him  in  as  his  secretary,  and  It  has  been 
stated  he  Is  to  be  a  Uaison  for  Wall  Street.  Was  there  a 
whitewash  to  his  past  confessed  record  of  setting  up  a  holding 
company  In  order  to  evade  taxation?  That  Is  an  appoint- 
ment which  does  not  come  to  the  Senate  for  confirmation. 

Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  have  the  entire  article  from 
the  Evening  Star  printed  In  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rbcoro,  as  follows: 

Taxss  Arb  Xvaocd  ST  DtLLOtr,  Read  Mnim'f  Dbai^— Jamm  V. 
FosMSTAL  Trtta  aBNAn  Fromm  of  Oommmt  tw  OAMAaA— Cats 
Hs  DfD  Not  Pat  on  S8e4,000  PM>rrrs-^Ncw  Yosk  Bawkm  Is* 

K.AIMS     FlNAirOIMa     MvrNOOS     TMSOUON     fhOWOMAI.     OoSfOSATlON 

A  DiUon,  KmuI  k  Oo.  msmbsr  told  fsnats  iDTSstlfators  today 
now  be  paid  no  income  tax  in  1939  on  s  stock  orofit  of  •804,000 
by  means  of  lettinf  up  s  personsl  eompsny  in  dsnsds, 

JsniM  V.  rorrsstal  the  banker,  tsettfled  between  miflTs  on  a 
pipe,  that  the  tax  would  have  been  far  in  tsoees  of  SMXKM  If  be 
had  nude  the  sales  direct. 

Questioned  closely  by  Ferdinand  Pecora,  commlttsa  counsel, 
Forrestal  said  he  had  made  an  Income-tax  return  on  the  Canadian 
company  this  year  after  dlsclostires  before  the  inquiry  commlttss 
In  the  investigation  of  other  bankers. 

As  a  result,  he  said,  a  Ux  of  SS,000  was  paid  and  another  levy 
of  S05,000  was  under  cotulderatlon. 

The  witness  testified  at  length  about  various  transactions  with 
the  Canadian  company.  Including  an  S800.000  loan,  and  then 
Senator  Couzens.  Republican,  of  Michigan,  said: 

•'In  effect,  all  these  transactions  weie  doing  business  with  your- 
self, weren't  they?" 

"Certainly  for  myself."  the  witness  replied. 

"Just  shifting  money  from  one  pocket  to  another."  Cousens 
added. 

"I  hadn't  tboiight  of  It  as  such."  the  witness  replied. 

In  1929,  after  he  had  transferred  some  of  his  stock  holdings 
to  the  Canadian  company.  Forrestal  said  he  paid  an  Income  tax 
of  $300,000,  both  SUte  and  Federal.  He  testified  that  he  did 
not  know  how  much  It  would  have  been  If  the  company  had  not 
been  organized. 

Not  long  before  testimony  was  given  the  committee  that  ftar- 
restal  sold  16,788  shares  of  stock  for  $53  a  share  which  he  had 
acquired  for  less  than  a  dollar  each. 

Relating  how  he  had  formed  a  private  company  for  tax  piuposes 
which  was  controlled  by  himself  and  Mrs.  Forrestal,  he  said  he  had 
obtained  37.000  share  of  tJnlted  States  and  Foreign  stock  a  Dillon, 
Etead  &  Co.  Investment  trust. 

He  testified  he  l)ought  7,500  at  20  cents  a  share,  17.000  at  76 
cents,  and  the  remainder  at  $10.  a  total  of  $139,250— one-seventh 
of  what  he  obtained  for  the  16,788  shares. 

QUESTIONED   ON   BBOCMAN    DKAI. 

Pecora  questioned  Forrestal  first  about  formation  of  the  Beekman 
Corporation,  Ltd.,  of  Canada  In  1928  or  1929. 

He  said  he  held  70  percent  of  the  capital  stock  and  his  wife  90 
percent  in  the  Beekman  Co.  of  Delaware,  which  owns  the  Canada 
company. 
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Questioned  by  Pecont.  Forrestal  said  he  obtained  37.000  shares  of 
United  States  and  Ftareign;  Dillon,  Read  *  Co.  investment  trust. 

In  Jtily  and  August  1W9.  he  testified  he  transferred  20.000  shares 
of  the  stock  to  the  Beekman  Ckapcratlon  of  Canada  withcmt  any 
consideration.  _         ^    ^  ,_.     ^ 

~  Paul  M  Strlefller.  an  employee  of  Dillon.  Read  &  Co..  Is  president 
Off  both  the  Delaware  and  Canadian  companies,  the  witness  said. 
ADd  John  Vliusent.  a  personal  friend.  Is  vice  president  and  secretary. 

Pecora  qtiestloned  Porrestal  at  length  about  the  specific  tax 
advantages  derived  from  the  companies,  but  the  witness  said  he 
did  not  know.  w.  ^  , 

"Naturally.  I  had  the  desire  to  pay  the  minimum  taxes  which  I 
eould  legally!-  Forrestal  said. 

Shortly  after  transferring  20.000  shares  to  the  company,  he  sold 
16.788  of  them  for  tSde.OOO.  Forrestal  said,  explaining  that  was  at  a 
price  of  •53  a  share. 

Pecora  aHcrted  this  was  stock  which  the  banker  acquired  at 
30  cents  a  share  In  the  formation  of  the  Investment  trust. 

Forrestal  said  that  out  of  his  total  block  of  37.000  shares,  he 
obtained  7,500  at  20  cenU.  17,000  at  75  cents  and  the  balance  at 
•10. 

PUCZ  PCCCTNC  CHASCKO 

Into  a  tale  of  pyramiding  profits  to  Dillon.  Read  it  Co  ,  from 
Brazilian  and  Bolivian  bonds.  Pecora  yesterday  interjected  a  charge 
of  pegging  prices  by  market  operations  and  concealment  of  Impend- 
ing defaulu. 

Evidence  to  show  payment  of  Interest  on  some  of  the  Brazilian 
securities  was  made  by  Dillon.  Read  from  a  special  fund  created 
from  the  bonds.  Instead  of  a  remittance  from  Brazil,  and  that  bond 
holders  were  not  apprised  of  whence  the  money  came,  was  put 
before  the  market  Inquisitors. 

Dtirlng  the  day's  hearing  he  developed  that  the  New  York  Bank- 
ing Hotise  and  Associated  Bankers  realized  approximately  $6,000,000 
In  profits  from  handling  about  $130,000,000  in  bonds,  of  the  two 
South  American  republics,  virtually  aU  of  which  now  are  In  default, 
and  valued  at  only  a  fractional  part  of  the  amotints  for  which  they 
were  sold. 

mSSISSIPFl  RIVXR  BRIDGE,  CHZSTEK.  ILL. 

Mrs.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  present  consideration  of  Calendar  No.  1959,  House 
bill  8372. 

Mr.  McNARY,  Mr.  President,  to  what  does  the  bill  relate? 
I  think  it  would  be  proper  to  have  the  clerk  read  the  title 
of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas 
asks  unanimous  consent  for  the  present  consideration  of 
House  bill  8372. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  depends  upon  what  the  bill  is.  May 
the  title  of  the  bill  be  stated  by  the  clerk  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  will  be  stated  by 
title  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  LicisLATTVi  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  8372)  to  extend  the 
times  for  commencing  and  completing  the  construction  of  a 
bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Chester,  HI. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was  considered,  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  read  the  Uiird  time,  and  passed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOTTSX 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Megill, 
one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  the 
bill  (S.  3097)  for  the  relief  of  Katherine  M.  Drier,  with 
amendments,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

ENHOLLEO  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  affixed 
his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  were 
signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

S.  458.  An  act  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Emergency 
Officers'  Retirement  Act  of  May  24,  1928,  to  provisional,  pro- 
bationary, or  temporary  officers  of  the  Army,  NavT,  Marine 
Corps  and  Coast  Guard  who  served  during  the  World  War; 

H.R.  2751.  An  act  to  repeal  sections  3711,  3712,  and  3713 
ol  the  Revised  Statutes,  which  relate  to  the  purchase  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  of  coal  and  wood  for  public  use,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

H.R. 9576.  An  act  relating  to  the  admission  to  St.  Eliza- 
beths Hospital  of  persons  resident  or  domiciled  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  SUtes. 


KATHERIKE  M.  DRIES 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Chandler  In  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives to  the  bill  (S.  3097)  for  the  relief  of  Katherine 
M.  Drier,  which  were,  on  page  2,  line  5.  to  strike  out  "follows" 
and  insert  "If  an  additional  award  in  the  sum  of  $160,000  with 
interest  at  5  percent  per  annum  from  January  1,  1920.  had 
been  entered  by  the  Mixed  Claims  Commission.  United  States 
and  Germany,  on  behalf  of  Katherine  M.  Drier",  and  to  strike 
out  lines  6  to  17.  inclusive. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendments  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  in  this  Chamber 
I  listened  with  much  interest  to  our  distinguished  friend  and 
colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  the  Commonwealth  of  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Walsh  1  as  he  discussed  our  naval  program. 
1  was  very  happy,  indeed,  and  fortunate  to  have  been  in  the 
Chamber  at  that  time,  since  I  found  that  the  information 
provided  was  really  worth  while  for  any  American  citizen,  par- 
ticularly in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  are  all  now  interested  in 
the  subject  of  national  defense. 

At  the  time  I  sat  listening  to  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts I  was  wondering,  to  be  perfectly  frank,  whether  or  not 
our  armed  forces — particularly  In  respect  to  naval  arma- 
ments, battleships,  cruisers,  submarines,  and  the  forces  of  the 
air  in  conjunction  with  the  Navy  Department — would  ever  be 
called  upon  to  participate  in  aggression  or  a  war  beyond  the 
shores  of  America.  While  I  sat  listening  I  found  before  me  a 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States.  I  now 
desire  to  read  a  brief  paragraph  from  that  message: 

That  we  are  opposed  to  war  Is  known  not  only  to  every  American 
but  to  every  government  In  the  world.  We  wlU  not  use  our  arms  In 
a  war  of  aggression;  we  will  not  send  our  men  to  take  part  in 
European  wars. 

I  shall  be  perfectly  frank  In  stating  that  when  I  read  that 
statement,  a  part  and  portion  of  the  message  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  sent  to  the  Congress  yesterday,  a  ^eat 
load  was  lifted  from  my  heart,  because  I  had  grieved  con- 
stantly for  a  month  for  the  American  mothers  who  had  been 
led  to  believe  by  many  that  the  time  was  not  far  off  when  their 
sons  would  be  called  upon  to  fight  uipon  foreign  shores  in  a 
war  that  is  not  our  war,  to  spill  their  blood  upon  foreign  soil 
In  a  controversy  that  interests  itself  exclusively  In  the  settle- 
ment of  territorial  lines. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
there? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  very  happy  to  yield  to  my  distin- 
guished colleague  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  am  wondering  If  the  Senator  places  any 
more  value  in  that  statement  than  he  attached  to  the  state- 
ment "He  kept  us  out  of  war,"  in  1916? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  In  answer  to  the  Senator's  statement, 
I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  always  willing  and  glad  to  read  any 
statement  that  actually  conveys  my  viewpoint.  I  am  very 
optimistic;  I  am  ever  endeavoring  to  look  up>on  the  bright 
side  of  life  and  to  see  the  radiant  gold  of  the  sunshine  but 
never  the  clouds  above.  So.  I  want  to  believe  all  that  I  read 
or  hear  to  the  effect  that  we  are  not  going  to  participate  In 
anybody  else's  wars,  wars  which  are  no  business  of  ours;  and  I 
want  to  continue  so  to  believe,  for  I  know,  as  my  distin- 
guished colleague  does,  that  American  mothers  have  been 
very  greatly  worried  for  many  months  past  for  fear,  as  I  have 
said,  that  the  day  might  arrive — an  unhappy  one — when  their 
sons  would  be  taken  from  their  arms  and  their  lives  would 
be  sacrifled  upon  yonder  foreign  shores.  So,  I  hoj)e  sincerely 
that  every  single  word  of  the  statement  I  read  in  which  the 
President  of  the  United  States  said  that  never  would  our 
armed  forces  be  called  upon  to  fight  upon  foreign  shores  will 
be  accepted  at  face  value,  because  the  mothers  of  America  will 
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find  great  relief  in  that  statement,  particularly  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  90  percent  of  the  American  people  have  ever  been 
positively  opposed  to  our  partic4»tion  in  the  wars  of  other 
nations,  Including  the  second  world  war.  which  is  but  one  of 
more  than  300  that  have  taken  place  upon  the  continent  of 
Europe  within  the  past  700  years.  I  know  that  my  friend  and 
distiDgulshed  colleague  the  able  Jimior  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  LUNDEEN]  has  prayed  time  and  again  that  never 
would  we  be  sucked  into  the  unfortunate  controversy  which 
rages  beyond  our  shores. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  am  always  happy  to  yield  to  my  dis- 
tingtilshed  leader. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  view  of  the  inquiry  made  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Minnesota.  I  think  It  ought  to  be  stated- 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  wiU  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  was 
going  to  pursue  that  matter  during  the  course  of  my  remarks. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  sUted  that  the 
statement  contained  in  the  message  of  the  President  yester- 
day is  not  in  the  slightest  degree  inconsistent  with  anything 
he  has  said  or  done  during  the  entire  European  situation. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     And  at  the  Chautauqua  conference  he 
employed  the  words,  "I  hate  war." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  correct.  I  think  It  may  be  said 
truthfully  that  no  man  who  was  ever  President  of  the  United 
States,  or  the  head  of  any  other  government,  ever  imdertook 
to  exercise  his  Influence  on  other  nations  more  consistently 
than  did  President  Roosevelt  to  prevent,  in  the  first  place,  the 
breaking  out  of  the  war  in  Europe.  While  he  has  in  his  pub- 
lic statements  and  In  his  recommendations  to  Congress  sought 
to  arouse  a  sense  of  the  necessity  for  us  to  prepare  ourselves 
for  any  emergency  or  any  exigency  that  might  arise,  there  is 
nothing  in  anything  the  President  has  ever  said  or  in  any- 
thing he  has  ever  done  which  would  indicate  that  he  ever  had 
the  slightest  intention  or  desire  that  we  should  involve  our- 
selves in  a  European  war  or  send  otu-  Army  over  there  or  take 
any  physical  part  in  the  conflict  that  is  now  raging  in  Europe. 
It  is  unfair,  it  seems  to  me,  to  him;  it  is  unfair  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States;  it  is  unfair  to  the  American  people 
for  these  constant  jibing  efforts  to  be  made  here  to  create  the 
impression  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  at  any 
time  has  desired  to  send  the  Army  of  the  United  States  to 
Europe  or  to  any  foreign  coimtry  to  fight  their  battles. 

So  far  as  the  campaign  of  1916  is  concerned,  everybody  who 
is  familiar  with  it  knows  that  President  Wilson,  who  was  then 
a  candidate  for  reelection,  never  at  any  time  used  the  argu- 
ment that  he  had  "kept  us  out  of  war";  he  never  at  any  time 
obligated  himself  that  we  would  not  ultimately  go  into  the 
war;  but  many  of  his  enthusiastic  friends,  campaigning  over 
the  coimtry.  did  say — and  that  was  the  truth — that  up  to  that 
time  he  had  "kept  us  out  of  war";  and  he  had.  It  was  a 
truthful  statement.  The  events  that  ultimately  led  us  Into 
war  no  one  could  have  foreseen;  and  they  transpired  after  the 
election  in  1916,  at  which  Woodrow  \^lson  was  reelected 
President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  very  happy  to  jrleld  to  my  dis- 
tinguished colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky that  It  is  also  true  if  the  conditions  that  existed  during 
the  campaign  at  the  time  of  the  election  had  continued  as 
they  were  then  we  would  not  have  gotten  into  the  World  War. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  Is  absolutely  correct. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.  But  the  German  Government  inaugu- 
rated a  new  policy  of  sinking  our  ships  and  marking  off  of 
territories. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  is  true.    I  do  not  believe  that  any 
president  or  the  head  of  any  government  ever  led  his  people 
Into  war  with  a  heavier  heart  than  did  Woodrow  Wilson 
in  the  spring  of  1917. 
Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President 


Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  am  very  hatq>y  to  3^1d  to  my  friend 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  statement  of  our  distinguished 
leader  is  very  reassuring  and  we  need  to  be  reassured.  The 
statement  of  the  able  Senator  from  Texas  reminds  us  that 
condiUons  may  change.  CondiUons  did  change  at  the  time 
of  the  World  War,  and  we  did  get  into  that  war  in  spite 
of  the  country  being  told  that  we  would  be  kept  out  of  It. 
I  devouUy  hope  and  pray  that  the  present  administration 
will  see  to  it  that  we  stay  out  of  war;  but  I  have  been  greatly 
disturbed  about  it  and,  in  view  of  our  experience  in  the 
World  War,  I  do  not  think  that  we  can  be  blamed.  If,  how- 
ever, this  course  of  "keeping  out  of  war '  is  pursued,  so  that 
we  shall  remain  at  peace,  no  one  will  be  happier  than  the 
Members  of  the  Senate.  I  am  sure — all  of  them. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I  can  very  readUy  ap- 
preciate the  anxiety  experienced  by  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Minnesota.  I  never  look  at  him.  to  be  perfectly  frank, 
but  that  I  derive  hispiraUon  and  hope,  for,  I  recall,  as  we 
all  do,  that  when  Congress  was  called  upon  to  vote  a  decla- 
ration of  war  in  1917  he  was  one  of  the  very  few  who 
then  sat  in  the  other  House  of  the  National  Congress  who 
said,  "No.  I  shall  never  vote  to  spill  the  blood  of  the  sons 
of  American  mothers  upon  foreign  soil  In  order  that  they 
may  participate  in  making  settlement  of  quarrels  that  are 
no  business  of  ours."  So  I  say,  with  perfect  candor  and 
in  all  sincerity,  I  can  appreciate  how  he  feels  and  the 
anxiety  he  has  experienced,  because  I  know  of  no  man  who 
gives  more  time  to  thoughts  concerning  the  welfare  and 
the  safety  of  the  American  people  than  does  the  Honorable 
Ernest  Lundeen,  of  Minnesota. 

ANNIVERSARY  OF  THE  BIRTH  OF  SENATOR  NORRIS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carohna  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  to  yield  to  me  briefly,  in  order  that  I  may 
comment  on  a  very  happy  event  of  this  day. 

We  have  all  the  profoundest  respect  and  affection  for  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  tMr.  Noeris].  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  any  Member  of  this  body  within  the  recollecUon  of 
any  of  us  has  rendered  greater  constructive  service  to  the 
American  people  or  has  done  it  with  more  unselfishness  and 
with  greater  vision,  than  has  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 
Today  he  celebrates  the  seventy-ninth  anniversary  of  his 
birth.  I  sincerely  trust  that  he  may  live  many  years  to  cele- 
brate other  birthdays;  that  he  will  honor  the  Senate  and  the 
United  States  of  America  with  continuous  membership  In 
this  body;  that  he  may  continue  to  serve  the  American  people. 

I  congratulate  Senator  Norris.  I  congratulate  the  Senate 
on  having  him  as  a  Member.  I  hope  he  will  not  only  enjoy 
this  day  but  will  enjoy  many  more  birthdays  which  he  may 
celebrate  as  milestones  in  a  peculiarly  useful  and  honorable 
life,  as  a  private  citizen  and  as  a  public  servant. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  never  during  my  service 
in  this  body  have  I  more  happily  yielded  than  at  the  present 
time,  because  I  was  very  glad  to  learn  of  the  birthday  of  our 
distinguished  colleague.  I  want  to  say  that  for  him  we  all 
have  the  deepest  respect  and  very  great  admiration.  I  take 
advantage  of  this  opportunity  to  wish  for  him  many  happy 
returns  of  the  day,  because  no  more  valuable  Member  has  any 
Congress  of  the  United  States  ever  had  than  the  Honorable 
George  W.  Norris,  our  beloved  colleague. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  happily  yield  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  Arizona. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President.  I  hope  I  may  not  mar  the 
beauty  and  sjmimetry  of  the  speech  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Barklet]  and  that  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  (Mr.  Reynolds!  In  the  gratulatory  vein  In 
which  they  speak  of  the  able  senior  Senator  from  Nebraska. 
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Mr.  President,  there  is  an  eloquent  line  in  Shakespeare's 
Coriolanus  in  which  Brutus  refers  to  the  great  patriot,  and 
says: 

Bow  youngly  he  began  to  serve  his  covintry. 
Bow  long  continued. 

Those  lines  seem  to  apply  justly  to  this  really  great  man. 
George  W.  Norris.  a  product  of  American  soil,  who  in  storm. 
In  simshine,  has  been  and  I  believe  will  be  in  history  the 
commanding  Senator  of  our  time.  The  laurels  that  he  wears 
so  gracefully  he  won  honorably.  He  is  secure  from  envy. 
He  is  beyond  the  range  of  eulogy  in  usefulness  as  a  states- 
man: and  in  attempting  to  describe  his  career,  which  will 
Always  be  an  inspiration  to  many  a  storm -tossed  American 
boy.  I  realize  the  futility  of  words. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  happily  I  yielded  to 
these  distinguished  Senators,  particularly  at  this  time. 

REClSTHATION   OF   CERTAIN   ORGANIZATIONS 

Mr.  ASHUFIST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3^eld  for 
another  matter,  not  related  to  this? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  desire  to  make  inquiry. 

Some  time  ago  the  House  of  Representatives  passed  a 
measure,  House  bill  10094.  to  require  the  registration  of 
certain  organizations  carrying  on  activities  within  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes.  One  of  the  purposes 
of  the  bill  was  to  require  the  registration  with  the  Attor- 
ney General  of  every  organization  subject  to  foreign  control 
which  engages  in  political  activities,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  President,  I  realize,  as  does  every  other  Senator,  that 
freedom  of  expression  is  a  fundamental  principle  of  the 
American  Government;  but  with  America  today  a  vital  and 
really  sericus  problem  has  arisen,  in  that  certain  organiza- 
tions, many  of  whose  members  are  aliens  enjoying  the  hos- 
pitality of  the  United  States,  nevertheless  engage  in  sub- 
versive activities,  designed  to  overthrow  the  United  States. 

That  bill  has  been  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  The  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee 
named  a  sulKommittee  to  consider  the  bill,  to  investigate  it, 
and  to  report,  which  subcommittee  is  composed  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  CcnnallyI  as  chairman,  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  LP<fr.  Miller],  and  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  I  Mr.  Danahxr]. 

I  understand  that  Congress  is  to  adjourn  for  a  week.  I 
see  present  the  able  chairman  of  the  subcommittee.  I  ask 
him  what  progress  has  been  made  on  that  important  bill, 
if  he  will  not  consider  such  a  question  amiss. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  very  gladly  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  because  the  Senators  are  now  discussing  a  subject  in 
which  for  years  I  have  been  vitally  interested,  as  they  know. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  courtesy  in 
jrlelding. 

In  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona,  I  desire  to  say  that 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  RktnolasI  has  for 
years,  practically  ever  since  he  has  been  in  this  body,  been 

a  very  mibtant  advocate  of  measures  to  prevent  subversive 
activities,  and  to  keep  out  undesirable  aliens,  and  to  deport 
undesirable  aliens  now  here. 

The  bill  to  which  the  Senator  from  Arizona  refers  is  popu- 
larly known  as  the  bund  bill.  Of  course,  it  does  not  apply 
to  the  bund  by  name  any  more  than  it  does  to  other  organi- 
zations. The  bill,  on  page  3.  lists  the  character — not  the 
names,  but  the  character — of  organizations  which  are  subject 
to  the  bill  and  which  must  register;  for  Instance,  every  or- 
ganization subject  to  foreign  control  which  engages  in  po- 
litlcal  activities.  That  is  simply  symbolic  of  a  nirniber  of 
other  related  provisions  bringing  certain  organizations  within 
the  terms  of  the  measure. 

In  the  case  of  organizations  within  the  terms  of  the  meas- 
ure, on  page  5  there  are  14  paragraphs  which  set  forth  the 
information  they  must  file  with  the  Attorney  General.  I 
will  say  that  there  are  no  penal  provisions  in  the  measure 
except  for  failure  to  register,  if  the  organizations  are  liable 
to  register.  The  bill  creates  no  new  crimes  other  than  that; 
and  the  view  of  the  subcommittee,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to 


ascertain  it,  is  that  the  measure  will  be  reported  to  the  full 
committee  on  the  theory  that  there  can  be  no  harm  in  re- 
quiring the  fullest  publicity  of  organizations  of  this  kind  and 
their  activities.  We  believe  that  publicity  is  one  of  the  great- 
est weapons  against  wrongdoing  that  there  is  anywhere  in 
the  armory  of  truth,  and  we  believe  that  the  vaunted  freedom 
of  speech  and  freedom  of  the  press  are  in  harmony  with 
that  idea;  and  while  people  have  freedom  of  the  press  and 
freedom  of  opinion  they  ought  not  to  conceal  from  the  public 
any  of  the  purposes  of  organizations  of  this  character. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  at  this  juncture 
Inquire  of  the  distinguished  Senator  whether  or  not  the  bill — 
and  I  must  confess  that  I  have  not  read  it  carefully — requires 
organizations,  for  instance  the  bund,  to  provide  the  gov- 
ernmental department  with  which  they  are  to  register  with 
the  names  and  addresses  of  their  members? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     It  does. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  think  that  is  splendid,  and  I  congratu- 
late Senators  upon  it. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Among  other  requirements,  the  bill  re- 
quires the  listing  of  the  names  of  their  members,  and  the 
places  where  they  meet,  and  the  names  of  their  auxiliary 
and  subordinate  organizations.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
that  we  had  before  us  some  days  ago  Mr.  Kimze,  the  national 
leader,  as  he  calls  himself,  of  the  German-American  Bund. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  had  a  telegram  from  him  yesterday. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  He  vigorously  protested  against  the 
measure  as  an  infringement  of  constitutional  rights  and  the 
right  of  the  German-American  Bund  to  have  its  own  organi- 
zation. 

Yesterday  we  had  another  hearing,  and  we  had  before  us 
Mr.  Earl  Browder.  national  head  of  the  Communist  Party  in 
the  United  States.  Among  other  things.  Mr.  Browder  testi- 
fied that  he  was  in  sympathy  with  the  invasion  of  Finland 
by  Russia  and  the  taking  over  of  Estonia,  Latvia,  and  Lithu- 
ania by  Russia.  He  also  was  in  sympathy  with  the  move- 
ment by  which  Russia  seized  Bessarabia  and  Bucovina  from 
Rumania;  and  while  he  withheld  any  definite  commitment 
on  what  he  thought  about  Russia  taking  the  Dardanelles, 
he  said  that  if  it  were  in  line  with  their  former  policy  he 
would  probably  favor  that  also. 

I  cite  these  facts  merely  to  show  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  and  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona  the 
character  of  opposition  that  we  have  to  this  measure.  Those 
two  witnesses  and  those  two  groups  are  the  only  persons 
from  whom  we  have  had  any  protest  whatever. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  very  grateful  to  our  distinguished 
colleague.  I  am  very  happy  to  have  that  information,  which 
will  provide  encouragement  for  the  American  people. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Texas  and  the 
other  members  of  the  subcommittee  will  not  construe  my 
question  as  a  prod  of  any  sort  with  Intent  to  hurry  them, 
but  I  now  give  notice  that  on  Monday,  the  29th  of  July, 
the  main  Judiciary  Committee  will  assemble  to  consider  the 
bill,  and  the  Senators  who  are  members  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee  will  have  due  notice  later  on.  I  give  notice  at 
this  time  that  the  committee  will  consider  the  bill  at  that 
time — Monday,  the  29th  day  of  this  month. 

I  thank  the  members  of  the  subcommittee  for  their  dili- 
gence. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Allow  me  to  say  that  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  subcommittee  are  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  Miller]  and  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Connect- 
icut [Mr.  D.'VNAHER].    The  Senator  frcm  Connecticut  is  here. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  am  not  trjring  to  prod  the  subcommit- 
tee.   It  would  be  improper  for  me  to  attempt  to  do  so. 

Mr.  President,  along  the  lines  of  this  so-called  bund  bill, 
opulent  with  irony  as  are  all  human  affairs,  I  know  of  no 
more  bitter  irony  than  the  following: 

When  men  are  arrested  who  engage  in  criminal  activities 
to  overthrew  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  the  first 
tribunal  and  the  first  document  to  which  they  appeal  for 
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protection  are  the  Court  and  the  Constitution.  These  gang- 
sters, "fifth  columnists,"  and  other  antisocial  persons  when 
arrested  always  say:  "Is  there  not  something  in  this  Consti- 
tution protecting  me?"  In  their  day  of  trouble,  when  brought 
to  court  for  attempting  to  overthrow  this  Government,  the 
disloyal  appeal  to  that  very  Constitution  for  their  deliverance. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    And  so  has  it  been  for  years. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Which  recalls  one  of  the  superlative 
ironies  of  history — and  I  will  conclude  with  this,  if  the  Sen- 
ator will  permit  me.  These  are  not  my  words,  these  are  the 
words  of  a  celebrated  orator  of  bygone  days,  whose  name  I 
do  not  remember,  but  who  said: 

If  all  the  men  who  have  fallen  tinder  American  Justice  since  the 
beginning  of  this  Government  could  be  resurrected  at  the  foot  of 
the  gallows  and  were  authorized  to  frame  a  government  for  them- 
selves, they  would  formulate  a  government  of  tiie  same  kind  as 
the  Government  under  whose  ixis^ce  they  feU. 

Mr.  REYNOU3S.  I  am  indebted  to  my  distinguished  friend, 
because  he  has  talked  very  interestingly  on  a  phase  of  a 
subject  in  which  my  colleagues  know  I  have  been  vitally 
Interested  since  the  day  I  first  took  the  oath  of  office  as 
United  SUtes  Senator.  He  stated  the  truth  when  he  said 
a  moment  ago  that  those  who  would  destroy  this  Govern- 
ment, and  who  are  constantly  attempting  its  destruction,  are 
now  appealing  to  the  very  thing  they  want  to  destroy,  they 
are  appealing  for  their  protecticm  to  the  very  thing  which 
they  would  destroy. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  To  paraphrase,  the  cornerstone  they  re- 
jected is  the  one  they  gladly  accept  when  in  trouble. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Absolutely.  Since  a  subject  of  such  in- 
terest to  me  has  been  mentioned — I  might  add,  without  hesi- 
tation or  exaggeration,  of  such  great  interest  to  the  Ameri- 
can peoiHe— in  particular  response  to  what  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Texas  said  a  moment  ago  in  reference  to  the 
gentleman  who  heads  the  bund,  and  who  was  here  day  before 
yesterday  to  testify  before  his  subcommittee,  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  knew  that  the  head  of  the  bund  objected  to  the  bill 
now  being  considered — that  is  to  say,  to  require  compulsory 
registration,  and  to  require  the  furnishing  of  a  list  of  the 
names  and  addresses  of  the  members  of  the  bund — l)ecause 
only  yesterday  or  the  day  before  I  received  a  telegram  from 
that  gentleman  which  I  wish  to  read  to  this  body  at  the 
present  time.  This  is  dated  New  York,  July  9,  1940,  and 
reads: 

RoBciT  R.  RrrNOLoa, 

United  States  Senator,  Washington,  D.  C. 
We  protest  against  the  adoption  of  the  bill  S.  4132  on  the  grounds 
that  It  Is  an  attempt  to  enact  bill  of  attainder,  legislation  which  Is 
expressly  prohibited  by  the  Constitution.  Refer  to  my  testimony 
before  Judiciary  Committee  Monday.  July  8.  clearly  showing  that 
above  bill  is  •  •  •  In  the  name  of  law.  The  German -American 
Bund  has  never  been  convicted  of  any  crime.  This  bUl  Is  all  vicious 
and  un-American. 

That  telegram  was  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  G.  Wllhebn  Kunze. 
national  leader,  the  German-American  Bund,  178  East 
Eighty-fifth  Street,  New  York  City.  He  protested  to  me  for 
the  reason  that  only  about  10  days  ago  I  introduced  two  bills 
which  would  affect  his  organization.  One  was  that  men- 
tioned as  Senate  bill  4132  in  his  telegram  of  the  aforemen- 
tioned date,  which  provides  for  the  outlawing  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  and  provides  for  the  outlawing  of  the  Nazi 
Bimd  or  any  other  sort  of  Fascist  organization.  I  can  well 
understand  why  this  gentleman  Is  protesting  to  me,  because 
if  my  bill  shall  be  enacted,  then  his  organization  in  this  coun- 
try will  be  destroyed.  But  I  again  point  out  to  the  able 
Senator  from  Arizona  and  call  to  his  attention  the  very  words 
of  this  man's  telegram  to  me,  in  which  he  is  appealing  to  the 
Constitution  ol  the  United  States  for  protection  and  justice, 
whereas  we  find  that  the  people  connected  with  that  organi- 
zation, and  with  the  Communist  Party,  are  attempting  now 
to  destroy  the  things  to  which  they  appeal. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  deliver  a 
legal  opinion — the  Senate  does  not  need  one  from  me — but  a 
vast  deal  of  misconception  exists  throughout  this  coimtry  on 
the  part  of  excellent  citizens  vrtio  I  am  sure  would  welcome 
this  information. 


An  alien  is  a  guest  of  the  United  States.  He  may  be  ad- 
mitted or  not.  as  the  United  States  pleases.  Forsooth,  we 
would  not  be  an  independent  power;  we  would  be  a  vassal 
state,  if  aliens  could  come  here  and  remain  so  long  as  they 
wished.  One  is  not  the  master  of  his  house  If  a  guest  may 
come  and  remain  as  long  as  he  pleases.  An  alien  is  a  guest 
of  the  United  States,  who  may  be  deported  at  any  time,  for 
a  good  reason,  for  a  bad  reason,  or  for  no  reason  at  all.  Is 
not  that  true? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  is  quite  true;  and  I  thank  the 
Senator  very  much. 

In  pursuance  of  the  telegram  of  the  gentleman  who  heads 
the  German-American  Bund,  I  might  add  that  I  surmise  that 
he  will  likewise  protest  a  bUl  I  introduced  about  10  days  ago 
which  would  prohibit  any  labor  union,  organization,  or  asso- 
ciation from  having  as  its  agent  an  alien,  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party,  a  member  of  the  German -American  Bund, 
or  one  who  has  been  a  member  of  any  of  those  organizations 
for  the  past  2  or  3  years. 

In  addition  to  that,  my  bill  would  prohibit  any  American 
citizen  who  has  been  deprived  of  his  citizenship  by  reason  of 
conviction  of  a  felony  from  holding  office  in  a  union  or  serv- 
ing as  an  agent  or  representative  of  a  imion  engaged  in  nego- 
tiations with  industry  which  interests  itself  in  Interstate  com- 
merce. We  can  well  understand  the  protest  of  these  people 
who  are  constantly  engaged  in  these  activities  which  we  be- 
lieve to  be  subversive  and  un-American. 

Mr.  President,  I  may  add  in  this  connection  that  I  hope  the 
committees  to  which  my  bills  have  been  referred  will  give 
them  immediate  attention,  and  I  respectfully  request  that  I 
be  provided  an  opportunity  to  produce  witnesses  to  testify  to 
those  respective  committees  in  support  of  my  bills,  which 
measures  would  destroy  and  outlaw  the  Communist  Party, 
the  German -American  Bund,  and  Fascist  organizations  whose 
members  are  not  thoroughly  in  accord  with  our  attitude  to- 
ward the  American  Government. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  propound  an  inquiry 
to  the  Senator? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  am  very  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  believe  the  Senator  Is  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Immigration. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  not.  I  am  sorry  to  say,  but  I  am  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs,  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  knew  the  Senator  was  a  valued  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  but  I  wanted  to 
address  an  inquiry  to  him  regarding  a  bill  which  passed  the 
House  of  Representatives  some  time  ago  providing  for  the 
deportation  of  Bridges.  Has  the  Senator  any  information 
about  that  bill? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  Informed  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  who  is  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  In  the  Senate,  that  he  named  a  sub- 
committee to  handle  that  matter,  and  I  believe  the  senior 
Senator  from  Utah  TMr.  King!  was  named  as  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee.  When  I  learned  that.  I  questioned  the 
Senator  from  Utah  about  the  matter.  He  is  here  and  can 
speak  for  himself  as  to  what  has  become  of  the  bill,  a  bill 
In  which  we  are  all  Interested.  So  I  gladly  yield  to  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Utah  in  order  that  he  may 
be  provided  an  opportunity  of  answering  the  question  so 
appropriately  propounded  by  oiu-  distinguished  and  beloved 
friend  from  my  sister  State  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  KING.  I  can  answer  In  a  word.  I  am  a  member  of 
the  subcommittee  named  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell]  to  consider  the  bill  to  which  reference  has  been 
made.  One  of  the  members  of  the  subcommittee  was  out  of 
the  city  for  some  time  and  reached  Washington  only  a  day 
or  two  ago.  I  think  it  is  the  piupose  of  the  subcommittee 
to  meet  In  the  near  futiu"e,  I  hope  tomorrow  or  next  day,  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  the  policy  to  be  pursued. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  very  happy  to  have  that  Informa- 
tion, and  I  sincerely  trust  that  there  will  be  no  delay.    I 
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know  how  interested  the  members  of  the  subcommittee  are. 
Insofar  as  I  am  concerned,  I  say  without  hesitation  that  I 
am  in  high  hope  that  the  subcommittee  will  recommend  to 
the  full  committee  a  favorable  report  on  the  bill  for  the 
deportation  of  Harry  Bridges.    It  was  passed  by  the  House. 

I  think  Bridges  shoiild  be  deported.  Of  course,  if  it  were 
left  to  the  Department  of  Labor,  where  naturalization  and 
Immigration  matters  formerly  rested.  Bridges  would  never  be 
depcH'ted,  and  In  substantiation  and  proof  of  my  assertion. 
Just  a  few  days  ago  I  had  inserted  in  the  Record  the  names  of 
700  alien  criminals  who  had  been  kept  in  this  country  by  the 
Secretary  of  Labor,  and  who  had  been  maintained  by  the 
American  taxpayers. 

I  hope  that  Bridges  will  be  deported  soon.  He  is  a  menace 
to  this  country.  He  is  one  of  the  termites  that  has  been 
boring  from  within. 

Mr.  President,  you  will  recall  that  7  years  ago  he  was  the 
one  who  created  trouble  on  the  Pacific  coast,  when  the 
American  flag  was  hauled  down,  and  the  American  mails 
were  held  up,  and  millions  of  dollars  of  investments  of 
American  people,  including  those  of  widows  and  orphans, 
were  destroyed  as  the  result  of  the  activit'^ts  of  that  alien. 
I  hope  our  distinguished  friend,  the  Senator  from  Utah 
IMr.  King],  will  see  to  it  that  the  committee  convenes  at 
an  early  date,  and  that  we  may  forthwith  and  without 
hesitation,  but  with  Joy  and  happiness,  deport  at  least  one 
alien  criminal. 

Since  I  have  mentioned  the  words  "alien  criminal,"  let 
me  say  that  I  have  had  directed  to  me  a  number  of  inquiries 
from  my  colleagues,  and  a  number  of  other  interested  Amer- 
ican citizens  as  to  what  we  propose  to  do  with  alien 
criminals,  thousands  upon  thousands  of  whom  are  nmnlng 
at  large  and  have  not  been  apprehended.  What  shall  we  do 
With  them  when  at  last  we  locate  them  and  put  them  under 
arrest?  Suppose  they  have  come  from  some  country  which 
has  been  absorbed  by  a  totalitarian  government.  I  wish  to 
make  a  suggestion  m  pursuance  to  and  in  addition  to  the 
one  I  made  the  other  day  when  I  spoke  upon  this  subject. 
I  suggested  that  we  provide  detention  camps  in  which  to 
place  alien  criminals,  but  since  making  that  suggestion  I 
have  received  numerous  letters  from  sundry  citizens  pro- 
testing against  the  establishing  of  detention  camps  in  their 
States.  They  say  it  ts  all  right  to  confine  our  own  criminals 
in  places  of  detention  in  Georgia  and  other  States,  but  they 
do  not  want  the  criminals  from  foreign  countries  confined 
there.  However,  we  must  put  them  somewhere.  I  rather 
assume  that  Hitler  would  not  want  to  take  back  alien  crimi- 
nals who  came  from  Czechoslovakia,  from  Hungary,  from 
Holland,  from  Belgium  and  Prance.  He  would  say,  "You 
have  them.  You  let  them  come  into  your  country.  You  fed 
them;  you  provided  them  with  opportunities  to  rob  the 
American  people  and  destroy  your  form  of  government — 
you  keep  them." 

That  being  the  case,  where  shall  we  send  them?  I  sug- 
gested that  we  provide  detention  camps  in  the  various 
States,  but  there  were  protests  against  that.  I  later  sug- 
gested that  we  provide  camps  or  some  island  outside  con- 
tinental United  States,  I  now  have  a  better  suggestion. 
Prance  owes  us  a  great  deal  of  money,  about  $4,000,000,000, 
including  interest  on  the  debt.  In  addition  to  asking  France 
to  turn  over  to  us  her  islands  in  the  Caribbean  Sea,  the 
Leeward  and  the  Windward  Islands,  and  Miquelon  and  St. 
Pierre,  near  Newfoundland.  I  think  we  should  ask  France 
to  turn  over  to  us  Devil's  Island,  near  French  Guiana.  That 
would  be  the  place  to  send  these  crimmals.  While  we  are 
asking  for  other  islands  to  provide  for  our  own  national 
defense,  I  think  we  should  ask  for  Devil's  Island  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  President,  getting  back  to  the  question  of  war.  We  are 
all  opposed  to  war,  but  we  are  relieved  now  to  know  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  has  said  specifically  and  with- 
out any  hesitation  apparently  that  our  soldiers  will  not  go  to 
fight  on  foreign  soiL 


I  have  now  before  me  the  clipping  to  which  I  referred  pre- 
viously which  says: 

r.  D.  S.  PLEDCB  TO  BS  DEMOCKATIC  PLANK 

Administration  sources  today  said  a  pledge  to  refrain  from  send- 
ing American  troops  to  take  part  In  European  wars  would  be  written 
into  tbe  1940  Democratic  platform. 

I  am  very  happy  to  know  that,  particularly  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  I  am  going  to  Chicago  on  Sunday.  I  was  going 
before  the  platform  committee  and  respectfully  insist  that 
we  write  such  a  declaration  in  our  Democratic  platform,  be- 
cause the  American  mothers  demand  to  know  whether  or  not 
we  Democrats  are  going  to  send  their  sons  to  Europe.  So 
now  that  much  of  my  difficulty  will  be  eliminated.  But  I  am 
going  to  the  convention  anyway. 

The  first  reason  is  that  I  shall  have  there  the  pleasure  of 
seeing  the  most  lovable  character,  and  one  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished Members  of  the  Senate,  despite  the  fact  that  he  is 
a  yoimg  Member,  and  that  is  none  other  than  our  distin- 
guished Presiding  OfiBcer.  the  honorable  Junior  Senator  from 
Kentucky  to  whom  I  always  refer  as  "Happy"  Chandler.  If 
we  had  more  "Happy  Chandlers"  on  earth  we  would  have  a 
better  world,  because  he  spreads  sunshine  and  joy,  rather  than 
lowering  dark  clouds  to  cover  the  heavens  above.  What  we 
need  is  sunshine.  Thank  God  for  his  smile,  and  his  happy 
handshake,  and  his  sincerity,  and  his  interest  in  the  American 
people. 

Mr.  President,  knowing  that  from  now  on  I  shall  have  your 
undivided  attention,  I  shall  proceed.    This  article 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  After  hearing  that  scintillating  remark  about 
the  Nation's  needs,  I  wonder  if  the  distinguished  Senator 
would  not  agree  that  the  new  dealers  need  Wisconsin 
cheese? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  Wis- 
consin provides  our  dining  room  annually  with  a  goodly  por- 
tion of  cheese,  and  it  has  tdways  tasted  good,  and,  insofar  as 
I  am  concerned.  I  will  say  that  I  have  never  experienced  any 
diflSculty  in  digesting  it  without  the  aid  of  a  digestive  tablet. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  If  the  Senator  has  any  difficulty  in  that 
respect  let  him  eat  some  Land  OTakes  butter. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  that  sugges- 
tion. I  am  happy  to  provide  the  Senator  with  an  oppor- 
tunity to  bring  attention  to  his  great  State,  because  I  myself 
always  seek  the  opportunity  to  advertise  the  greatest  State  in 
the  Union — and  that  is  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  make  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry.  What  sort  of  advertising  medium  has  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  become? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  wish  the  Chair  to  answer  that  question? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  suggest  that  the  Chair  answer  that 
question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  second  thought  the  Chair 
will  leave  the  answer  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  I  have  never  lost  an  oj)- 
portunity  to  use  this  Chamber  to  advertise  North  Carolina, 
and  for  that  I  need  never  extend  an  apology,  because  when 
words  in  a  description  of  that  great  and  beautifva  State  flow 
from  my  lips  I  know  they  are  music  to  every  ear  upon  which 
they  fall. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Gladly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  agree  with  the  Senator's  fluent  descrip- 
tion of  North  Carolina,  where  my  ancestors  resided  years 
ago. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  Is  one  reason  it  Is  such  a  great 
State. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  I  think  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina will  readily  agree  that  there  is  a  difference  between  the 
balmy  atmosphere  of  North  Carolina,  and  the  music  of  her 
birds,  and  also  her  salubrious  climate,  and  the  Limburger 
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cheese  which  has  been  so  extensively  advertised  here  today  by 
tbe  Senator  from  Wisconsin.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Of  course  I  shall  give  the  Senator  an 
opportunity  to  answer  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  surprised  at  the  ignorance  of  the  dis- 
tinguished senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  in  his  reference  to 
the  smell  of  Wisconsin  Limburger  cheese.  When  he  referred 
to  "smelly  stuff"  he  must  have  referred  to  some  of  that  "stuff" 
that  comes  out  of  the  back  hills  of  Kentucky.  Wisconsin 
Limburger  has  arona.  Our  Cheddar,  brick,  and  Swiss  cheese 
also  make  the  mouth  water. 

But  I  did  not  rise  for  that  particular  purpose,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. The  Senator  asked  a  question  about  what  kind  of  ad- 
vertising medium  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  has  become. 
I  want  to  answer  that  by  saying  that  on  July  11.  in  the  Wash- 
ington Post,  Harlan  Miller's  column  had  this  to  say: 

F.  D.  R  '8  mall:  At  the  White  House  mail  room  they  have  coimted 
during  the  last  week  6.000  letters  urging  Mr.  Roosevelt  to  run  for 
a  third  term.  He  has  been  studying  these  letters,  analjrzing  their 
soiutx  motivation. 

I  want  to  place  before  the  country  some  real  advertising 
showing  real  coordination  between  newspapers  and  the  men 
behmd  the  scenes  who  are  trsrlng  to  fool  the  people. 

Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago  something  was  said  about 
some  telegrams  coming  to  the  Philadelphia  convention,  as 
the  result  of  a  stupenduous  popular  outburst  from  people 
throughout  the  country.  But  in  this  capital  of  ours,  and 
undoubtedly  throughout  the  country,  there  is  being  circulated 
this  card  [exhibiting].  We  do  not  know  who  got  it  out.  but 
we  know  someone  got  it  out  for  the  purpose  of  sending  the 
President  this  mail.  I  am  going  to  read  the  card.  Here  is 
what  it  says  on  one  side: 

Please  act  at  once  and  pass  this  on. 

Rally  round  Roosevelt. 

WUl  you  do  thte  at  once? 

Write  to  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  the  White  House.  Washington. 
D.  C.  and  ask  him  to  run  again  for  the  Presidency?  A  letter  or 
even  a  postcard  will  do. 

We  need  him  desperately  today.  We  need  his  leadership.  We 
know  he  has  never  failed  in  his  duty  and  we  hope  we  can  make  him 
heed  the  voice  of  America  with  otir  plea  to  carry  us  through  the 
next  4  jrears. 

But  we  must  write — today.  WIU  you  also  ask  two  other  friends 
to  write  and  have  them  do  the  same  with  just  two  other  friends? 
They  can  be  men,  women,  or  chUdren  because  hes  the  President 
of  all  of  us. 

Please  pass  this  card  on.  but  write,  right  away.  IflUions  of 
letters  from  us  will  show  the  politicians  the  man  we  want  as 
President  the  next  4  years. 

All  this  pressure  is  on  the  one  side  of  this  card.     How  is 
this  for  home-made  advertising? 
Then  it  says,  "See  other  side." 
On  the  other  side  it  says: 

Please  act  at  once  and  pass  this  on. 

Rally  round  Roosevelt. 

It  is  your  right  as  an  American  citizen  to  write  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States.    At  this  moment  it  Is  also  your  duty. 

You  address  him  as  follows:  Hon.  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  the 
White  Hoxiae.  Washington.  D.  C. 

You  can  oegln  your  letter  "Dear  Mr.  President,"  or  "Dear  Mr. 
Roosevelt." 

Your  letter  need  not  be  long,  but  It  should  be  your  own.  In  your 
own  language,  telling  him  that  you  personally  believe  he  should 
■erve  the  country  another  4  year*.  If  you  wish,  you  can  teU  him 
why  you  think  so. 

Sign  your  full  name  and  your  address. 

The  committee  which  is  Investigating  things  in  the  Senate 
might  take  this  card  and  investigate  something.  Apparently, 
this  is  a  last-minute  rush.  It  may  explain  why  so  many  of 
our  Democratic  friends  are  not  going  to  Chicago,  and  conse- 
quently will  not  come  to  "heaven."  which  they  have  been 
asked  to  visit.  This  bit  of  advertising  at  the  last  minute  is 
a  piece  of  showmanship  at  which  Bamum  would  not  fail  to 
blush. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  for  the  moment  I  was 
not  listening;  but  I  understood  the  Senator  to  mention  the 
Republican  convention  in  Philadelphia.  Did  the  Senator 
mention  the  Republican  convention  in  Philadelphia? 


Mr.  WILEY.  For  what  purpose  does  the  Senator  ask  the 
question? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  was  told  that  the  Senator  mentioned 
the  Republican  convention,  and  immediately  said.  "He  must 
have  thought  of  the  Republican  convention,  because  we  were 
just  talking  about  limburger  cheese."     (Laughter.] 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Even  if  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  did 
inadvertently  mention  the  Republican  convention,  he  ought 
not  to  be  required  to  repeat  the  reference. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  have  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  North  Carolina  repeat  his  very  brilliant 
remark.    I  did  not  quite  catch  the  Import  of  It. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  It  was  simply  this:  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  was  talking  about  limburger  cheese, 
and  he  Immediately  followed  the  discussion  of  limburger 
cheese  by  mentioning  the  Republican  convention  at  Phila- 
delphia. I  was  wondering  if  a  discussion  of  limburger  cheese 
gave  occasion  to  the  Senator  to  talk  about  the  Republican 
convention  in  Philadelphia.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  WILEY.  Apparently,  attention  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  was  so  diverted  by  the  remark  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Kentucky  that  he  did  not  pay  attention  to  my 
reading  of  the  "push  Roosevelt"  card,  which  has  recently  been 
put  into  action,  so  that  the  Democrats,  when  they  reach  Chi- 
cago, will  have  nothing  to  say  as  to  who  shall  be  the  nominee 
for  President  on  their  ticket. 

This  last-minute  push,  generated  by  folks  behind  the  Execu- 
tive, is  convincing  evidence  that  there  is  no  spontaneous 
"push"  by  the  people  for  a  third  term. 

Quite  revealing,  Mr.  President,  Is  this  "propaganda  card." 
It  has  been  gleefully  said  around  the  Senate  in  the  past  few 
dasrs  that  the  question  of  first  place  had  been  settled  by  the 
big  boss,  and  that  now  there  is  competition  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  for  second  place  only. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  always  glad  to  yield 
to  my  friend. 

I  wish  to  complete  the  reading  of  the  article  to  which  I 
referred  a  few  moments  ago,  so  that  it  may  be  embodied  in 
the  REcoao: 

P.   D.  R.  PLEDOC  To  B«  DEMOCKATIC  Plakk 

Administration  sources  today  said  a  pledge  to  refrain  from  sending 
American  troops  to  take  part  in  European  wars  would  be  written 
Into  the  1940  Democratic  platform. 

Such  a  promise,  designed  to  stop  third-party  talk.  Is  contained  m 
a  tentative  draft  of  the  platform  taken  to  Chicago  yesterday  by 
Senator  Robcxt  F.  Wagnxr,  Democrat  of  New  York,  who  wlU  serve 
as  chairman  of  the  convention's  resolutions  committee. 

NO   ACCRKSSION 

President  Roosevelt  gave  the  tip-off  on  the  Important  foreign- 
policy  plank  m  his  defense  message  to  Congress  yesterday. 

"We  wUl  not  use  our  arms  In  a  war  of  aggression,"  he  said.  "We 
will  not  send  our  men  to  take  part  In  European  wars.  But,  we  will 
repel  aggression  against  the  United  SUtes  or  the  Western  Hemis- 
phere." 

Similar,  or  almost  identical  language  wUl  be  contained  In  the 
platform  to  be  adopted  by  the  convention  next  week,  administra- 
tion sources  said. 

WHZELEB     APPXASKO 

The  Republican  Party,  at  Its  Philadelphia  convention  2  weeks 
ago,  approved  a  keep-out-of-war  platform.  It  contained  no  pledge 
to  refrain  from  sending  American  soldiers  to  fight  on  foreign  bat- 
tlefields. 

Such  a  pledge.  If  adopted  by  the  Democrats,  would  appease  Iso- 
lationists, led  by  Senator  Bukton  K.  WHESLxa,  Democrat  of  Mon- 
tana, who  have  been  stroni?ly  critical  of  the  administration's  policy 
of  giving  material  aid  to  Britain. 

Senator  Wheeler  recently  threatened  to  bolt  the  party  if  It  failed 
to  go  into  the  Presidential  election  campaign  with  a  Arm  anUwar 
platform.  He  is  a  candidate  for  the  Presidential  nomination  In 
the  event  Mr.  Roosevelt  turns  down  a  third  term  and  was  among 
the  first  to  applaud  the  Chief  Executive's  pledge  yesterday. 

Senator  Whxeuoi  said  formation  of  a  third  party,  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  would  be  unnecessary  if  the  Democratic  Convention 
adopted  a  similar  promise.  He  Indicated  he  had  been  assured  such 
action  woxild  be  taken. 

KO  WAB  FABTT  LABSL 

A  pledge  to  keep  American  troops  In  this  hemisphere,  it  was  said, 
would  take  the  sting  out  of  some  Republican  efforts  to  pin  upon 
the  Democrats  the  label  "war  party." 

One  of  the  most  outspoken  Republican  Isolationists — Repreeenta- 
tlve  Hamilton  Fish,  of  New  York — said  yesterday  the  President** 
pledge  was  positive  proof  he  wUl  be  a  candidate  for  renomUiatlon. 
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Senators  D.  Wokth  Cuuik,  Democrat  of  Idaho,  and  EIdwtn  C. 
Johnson.  Democrat  of  Colorado,  members  of  the  Wheeler  group, 
also  expressed  gratification. 

As  I  stated  a  few  moments  ago,  I  was  very  happy  to  read 
that  Item  in  the  afternoon  newspaper. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr,  REYNOLDS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  In  that  conne<;tion  I  am  a  little  disturbed 
by  the  statement  of  Mr.  Stimson,  now  Secretary  of  War, 
who  is  quoted  as  sayiag  that  we  should  convoy  ships  into 
the  war  zone.  Before  that  occiu-s  there  might  be  no  occa- 
sion for  war;  but  if  our  ships  should  then  be  sunk,  as  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Conn  ally]  said,  conditions 
might  change.  I  might  cite  a  number  of  such  possibilities. 
The  important  thing  is  that  we  should  have  a  foreign  policy 
which  will  meet  all  such  possible  incidents.  We  have  a 
north  star  which  we  can  follow  in  reference  to  our  foreign 
policy.  In  general,  I  refer  to  the  foreign  policy  of  Wash- 
ington. Jefferson,  Jackson,  Cleveland,  and  a  long  line  of 
statesmen,  including  Henry  Clay.  The  great  Andrew  Jack- 
son maintained  that  it  would  not  be  necessary  for  us  to 
intervene  in  the  afTairs  of  Europe.  No  matter  what  the 
incidents  are,  they  can  be  peacefully  adjusted  unless  we 
are  attacked  here  at  home. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  wUl  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator, 
jjartly  in  answer  to  his  statement,  that  I  am  particularly 
Interested  in  our  foreign  policy  so  far  as  it  relates  to  our 
interest  today  in  an  adequate  national  defense.  I  do  not 
think  any  of  us  has  ever  been  specifically  advised  as  to 
what  we  are  supposed  to  defend,  and  why.  Many  questions 
have  arisen  in  that  connection.  I  think  we  should  know 
definitely,  in  order  that  we  may  more  definitely  make  our 
plans  in  reference  to  the  national  defense,  in  which  we  are 
now  engaged. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  able  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  should  like  to  say  that  we  can  have  no 
better  national  defense  than  to  follow  the  resolutions  intro- 
duced by  the  able  and  distinguished  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  to  acquire  island  bases  along  the  Atlantic  coast. 
and  fortify  those  bases.  Then  we  shall  have  real  defense. 
We  shall  not  have  appropriations  by  the  billion,  which  seem 
to  evaporate,  leaving  nothing  with  which  to  defend  ourselves. 
We  shall  have  the  Islands:  we  shall  have  the  American  flag 
over  them.  We  shall  have  air,  land,  and  sea  bases  on  them; 
and  we  shall  have  a  line  of  fortifications  to  meet  any  threat- 
ening force  which  may  come  across  the  ocean  should  anyone 
be  so  mad  as  to  attempt  to  attack  us  from  across  the  Atlantic. 
I  doubt  whether  anyone  will  try  it.  If  they  should,  we  can 
meet  them  at  our  fortified  island  bases.  I  am  a  supporter  of 
the  resolutions  introduced  and  ably  defended  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina.  I  hope 
he  will  not  become  weary.  I  see  no  signs  of  that.  He  is  a 
vigorous  defender  of  all  the  ideas  he  presents  in  this  hour 
of  crisis,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  will  press  for  the  acquisition 
of  those  islands. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  for 
his  tribute  and  compliment.  In  conclusion.  I  expect  briefly 
to  mention  the  resolutions  to  which  he  has  referred;  but, 
lest  I  neglect  it,  and  since  we  are  talking  about  American 
participation  in  the  war — or.  rather,  about  our  nonparticlpa- 
tion — I  wish  to  say  that  today  I  received  a  letter,  in  the  form 
of  a  r^olution.  from  Salisbury.  N.  C.  It  is  signed  by  Mrs. 
Pearl  Thompson,  secretary  of  the  Rowan  Pomona  Grange. 
It  reacjLs: 

Rowan  Pomona  Gkange. 
Salisbury,  N.  C,  July  8,  1940. 
Eon.  RoBcrr  R.  Retnoum.  M.  C, 

Washington.   D.   C. 
DsAK  Snt:  The  Rowan  County  Pomona  Grange  In  session  on  June 
36.  1940.  adopted  the  following  reeolutlon: 

"Whereas  there  arc  groups  In  America  seeking  to  involTe  the 
United  States  In  the  present  European  war  and  whereas  we  believe 
that  the  peace  and  security  of  the  United  States  should  be 
preserved:  Therefore  be  It 


Resolved.  That  the  Rowan  County  Pomona  Orange  hereby  8u»»- 
mlts  the  following  resolutions: 

"First,  that  we  urge  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  take 
all  possible  precaution  In  keeping  the  United  States  from  entering 
the  present  conflict. 

"Second,  that  we  urge  the  Congress  to  build  a  defense  program 
adequate  to  protect  our  country  from  foreign  aggression. 

"Third,  that  we  urge  the  Congress  not  to  send  war  equipment 
for  foreign  nations  to  help  carry  on  their  war  that  would  weaken 
our  national  defense. 

"Fourth,   that   a   copy   of  this  resolution   be   sent  to   President 
Roosevelt.    Congressman    R.    L.    Douchton.    and    Senators    J.    W. 
Baiuet  and  Robert  R.  Rctnous." 
Yours  tnily. 

Peaki.  Thompson. 
Secretary,  Rowan  Pomona  Grange. 

In  conclusion,  since  it  was  mentioned  by  my  colleague  from 
Minnesota,  and  since  we  are  vitally  interested  in  national 
defense  at  this  hour,  I  wish  to  call  one  other  matter  to  the 
attention  of  the  Members  of  this  body. 

Several  months  ago  I  introduced  two  resolutions.  One  of 
them  authorized  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  enter 
Into  negotiations  with  the  Republic  of  Prance  for  the  purpose 
of  endeavoring  to  acquire  the  island  possessions  of  Prance  in 
the  Western  Hemisphere,  the  price  to  be  agreed  upon  to  be 
deducted  from  the  billions  of  dollars  whi€h  are  due  us.  and 
have  been  due  us  for  more  than  25  years  past. 

That  resolution  went  to  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee, 
and  our  very  able  and  genial  chairman  immediately  dis- 
patched it  to  the  State  Department.  To  date  we  have 
never  heard  from  the  State  Department  in  reference  to  that 
resolution. 

A  day  or  so  later  I  introduced  another  resolution,  which 
authorized  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  enter  into 
negotiations  with  Great  Britain  with  a  view  to  acquiring  the 
possessions  of  Great  Britain  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  the 
price  to  be  agreed  uiMn  to  be  deducted  from  the  more  than 
$5,000,000,000  due  us  from  Great  Britain  and  the  interest 
thereon.  To  date  we  have  not  heard  from  the  State  Depart- 
ment, despite  the  fact  that  the  chairman  of  the  Foreign  Rela- 
tions Committee  of  the  Senate  immediately  had  the  resolution 
conveyed  to  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  in  a  moment- 
Yesterday  afternoon  I  made  a  tabulation  of  the  amoimt  of 
money  which  we  have  appropriated  during  the  present  Con- 
gress for  national  defense.  I  am  appalled  at  the  total  of  the 
appropriations,  which  reveals  to  me  that  we  have  made 
appropriations  to  the  extent  of  more  than  $17,000,000,000  for 
ships  of  the  air.  for  the  Navy  and  naval  vessels,  for  the 
marines,  for  the  Army,  for  every  branch  of  the  service.  Mr. 
President,  I  want  to  know  why  I  have  not  heard  from  the 
administration;  I  want  to  know  why  I  have  not  heard  from 
the  State  Department  as  to  those  suggestions.  Why  do  I 
want  to  know?  Because  I  am  aware  that  our  actual  first 
line  of  defense  is — where?  It  is  in  the  Pacific  and  in  the 
Atlantic.  It  is  there  where  those  islands  are  and  where  our 
bases  and  fortifications  should  be.  We  are  putting  forth 
great  efforts  to  provide  national  defense,  and  are  spend- 
ing $17,000,000,000  of  the  taxpayers'  money  for  that  purpose, 
while  in  the  Caribbean  Sea,  in  the  Leeward  and  Windward 
Islands,  extending  from  Port  of  Spain  in  Trinidad  only  a 
stone's  throw  off  the  coast  of  Venezuela  in  South  America 
northward,  we  find  island  possessions  of  Great  Britain — 
Nassau,  where  the  Duke  of  Windsor  will  be  Governor  General; 
Bimini.  only  50  miles  off  the  coast  of  Florida;  Bermuda,  only 
500  miles  due  east  from  the  coast  of  North  Carolina — posses- 
sions for  which  the  British  Empire  have  no  earthly  use. 

I  say  now  is  the  time  when  we  should  endeavor  to  secure 
peacefully  from  the  British  those  islands  for  which  they  have 
no  earthly  use.  but  which  we  need  as  outposts  in  the  Atlantic. 
We  would  have  done  well  if  we  had  entered  Into  negotiations 
months  ago  with  the  Republic  of  France,  when  that  Govern- 
ment was  in  a  position  legally  to  have  negotiated  with  us,  be- 
cause  it   is  now  under   the   iron   heel   of   Hitler  and   the 
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totalitarian  dictators,  and  it  wiD  be  a  long  time  before  they 
will  agree  ever  to  permit  Prance,  which  is  soon  to  become  a 
Fascist  State,  to  enter  tato  negotiations  with  us  for  French 
possessions  on  our  coast. 

In  addition  to  possessions  in  the  Leeward  and  Windward 
Islands,  France  has  two  Islands  that  for  years  I  have  advo- 
cated we  acquire,  namely,  Miquelon  and  St.  Pierre,  which  are 
only  15  miles  off  Newfoundlsmd.  Tliree  years  ago  when  re- 
ttunlng  from  Labrador,  I  visited  those  island  possessions  of 
France  near  the  Crown  colony  of  Great  Britain — Newfound- 
land— I  realized  that  we  needed  those  islands,  but  nobody  is 
paying  any  attention  whatsoever  to  acquiring  those  Islands 
from  a  nation  that  has  no  use  for  them,  and  now,  that  Hitler 
has  taken  over  France,  we  may  experience  great  difficulty 
and  troiible  in  ever  becoming  the  possessor  of  those  islands. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  As  I  recall,  about  20  resolutions  have  been 
Introduced  on  this  subject.  It  appears  now  that  none  of  them 
will  ever  be  heard  from.  I  do  believe  that  our  State  Depart- 
ment should  discover  the  resolutions  which  the  able  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  has  offered  regarding  our  islands,  and 
the  resolutions  which  I  have  presented  about  these  island 
bases.  If  they  would  look  around  they  might  discover  some 
resolutions;  and  let  us  see  if  we  can  have  some  action  on  them. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  everyone 
who  knows  anjrthing  about  national  defense  must  be  aware 
that  we  have  got  to  have  those  islands  in  the  Caribbean  and 
that  no  nation  with  any  sense  would  permit  a  foreign  nation  to 
own  islands  or  to  be  possessed  of  property  50  miles  off  its  own 
coast,  whether  that  nation  were  friendly  or  unfriendly.  The 
Senator  will  recall  that  we  actually  have  no  outposts  in  the 
North  Atlantic.  The  only  one  we  could  possibly  get,  because 
It  Is  the  only  Island  base  in  the  North  Atlantic,  is  Bermuda. 
We  ought  to  have  that,  because  95  percent  of  the  revenue 
derived  by  the  Government  at  Hamilton,  Bermuda,  comes  out 
of  the  port  of  New  York. 

In  reference  to  Miquelon  and  St.  Pierre,  the  President,  ad- 
dressing the  Joint  session  of  Congress  not  so  long  ago  in 
yonder  House,  pointed  out  to  us  there  assembled  that,  with 
modem  transportation,  a  plane  could  fly  from  Greenland  U> 
Newfoimdland  within  4  hours.  Yet  we  make  no  attempt  to 
acquire  those  Uland  pofisessions.  We  spend  $17,000,000,000 
for  national  defense,  and  here  are  outposts  which  we  can  get 
for  nothing  if  we  would  only  take  the  proper  steps. 

lii.  LUNDEEN.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mlnnesote. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  Senator  is  absolutely  correct,  of 
coiu-se.  and  more  than  $17,000,000,000  will  be  expended  upon 
weapons  which  In  the  not  distant  future  will  become  obsolete 
and  absolutely  disappear  like  mist  before  the  morning  sun. 
After  some  years  they  will  have  to  be  replaced,  whereas,  if  we 
acquire  the  islands 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  When  I  first  suggested  that  we  acquire 
them  they  could  have  been  obtained  legally  without  difficulty, 
because  then  Prance  was  managing  her  own  affairs. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  That  is  very  true,  and  if  we  had  acquired 
the  islands  we  would  have  something  definite  and  ix)siUve 
and  everlasting  In  the  way  of  national  defense,  whereas  mili- 
tary weapons  pass  with  time  and  become  obsolete. 

The  Senator  is  of  the  majority  party,  and  I  am  supporting 
his  resolutions,  for.  If  we  are  to  have  anything  done  about  this 
matter,  it  must  come  through  the  leadership  of  the  majority 
party;  It  must  come  from  the  distingtiished  leader  of  tlie 
majority,  the  senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BarklktI; 
it  must  come  from  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina.  We  are 
pleading  with  the  majority  party  and  asking  them  to  kindly 
give  this  matter  their  attention  before  It  is  too  late. 

Now,  when  such  large  sums  are  being  appropriated,  it  is  well 
to  remember,  as  the  Senator  has  well  stated,  that  the  islands 
could  have  been  acquired  without  any  payment  whatever. 

I  advocated  some  time  a^o  that  we  should  acquire  the  Dan- 
ish islands.  I  heard  something  about  jll)es  a  while  ago.  Well, 
I  was  Jibed  when  I  made  that  suggestion.  My  suggestion  was 
smiled  at;  it  was  intimated  that  it  was  not  made  seriously. 


Today  it  is  realized  on  all  sides  that  the  United  States  needs 
the  Danish  islands  and  possessions  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. We  need  the  Danish,  Dutch.  British,  and  French 
possessions.  There  are  important  Danish  possessions,  and 
also  other  possessions,  not  to  mention  Dutch  Guiana.  French 
Gidana.  and  British  Guiana.  The  United  States  should  have 
all  of  these  under  Its  Government  and  Its  flag. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  likewise  we  ought  to 
be  possessed  of  Curacao,  which  is  an  important  Island  in  the 
Caribbean  Sea,  located  between  Trinidad  and  the  Panama 
Canal. 

I  must  confess  that  I  am  very  much  interested  in  our 
acquiring  these  possessions  in  the  North  Atlantic,  for  we  must 
have  these  outposts,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  while  Martinique 
and  other  islands  are  now  in  the  possession  of  France,  France 
Is  under  the  control  of  Germany,  which  is  a  potential  enemy 
of  this  country. 

While  speaking  of  islands  and  resolutions,  about  2  years 
ago  I  introduced  a  resolution  in  the  Senate,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  sent 
to  the  State  Department,  authorizing  this  Government  to 
ascertain  the  legal  status  of  Wrangell  Island.  Of  course, 
only  about  one  person  in  a  million  ever  heard  of  Wrangell 
Island,  but  Wrangell  Island  is  going  to  be  one  of  the  most 
Important  islands  in  the  world.  I  see  before  me  our  dis- 
tinguished friend,  the  leader  of  the  minority  (Mr.  McNaryI, 
who  has  been  recently  selected  as  one  of  the  standard 
bearers  of  the  Republican  Party.  I  know  that  he  is  thor- 
oughly familiar  with  world  affairs;  he  knows  particularly 
his  section  of  the  country,  and  I  observe  now  that  he  is 
very  much  Interested.  I  want  our  Government  to  ascer- 
tain to  whom  Wrangell  Island  belongs,  because,  within  a 
few  years,  certainly  within  a  quarter  of  a  century,  Wrangell 
Island  will  be  one  of  the  most  important  outposts  in  all  the 
world.  The  first  American  flag  was  placed  on  Wrangell 
Island  about  1860  by  an  officer  of  the  Jeanette  or  New  York 
Herald  expedition,  which  was  lost  in  the  Arctic.  Wrangell 
Island  is  about  the  size  of  Jamaica.  An  airplane  flying 
from  the  west  coast  direct  to  Manila  in  the  Philippine 
Islands  would  go  straight  across  Wrangell  Island.  It  is 
only  a  few  miles  from  northern  Siberia  and  only  a  few 
miles  from  the  mainland  of  northern  Alaska,  directly  on 
a  line  from  Point  Barrow.  I  could  not  even  get  the 
United  States  Government  to  ascertain  to  whom  that  island 
belongs.  It  is  now  occupied  by  a  dozen  "chucksees"  or 
Siberian  Eskimos,  and  about  15  Soviet  soldiers.  They  know 
the  value  of  it,  and  are  now  establishing  fortifications 
there.  I  had  a  letter  about  it  the  other  day.  I  referred 
the  letter  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Louis 
Johnson.  I  cannot  explain  why  our  Government,  when 
we  are  spending  $17,000,000,000  on  national  defense,  does 
not  interest  Itself  in  ascertaining  the  legal  status  of  Wrangell 
Island,  for  if  we  should  ever  get  Into  trouble  with  Russia 
that  would  be  one  of  the  most  Important  spots  we  could 
possibly  be  in  possession  of,  I  cannot  understand  why  we 
do  not  Immediately  endeavor  to  acquire  the  British  and 
French  possessions  in  the  Caribbean  and  m  the  North 
Atlantic.  They  are  of  no  use  to  the  British  and  French, 
but  we  need  them. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  very  happy  to  yield  to  my  friend 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Of  course,  the  able  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  Is  absolutely  right  about  the  islands.  I  think  there 
is  nothing  more  Important  before  the  country  today  than  the 
very  question  we  have  been  discussing.  Perhaps  there  may 
be  a  little  impatience  about  consuming  any  time  on  the  sub- 
ject; but  this  is  an  important  subject,  and  why  should  we 
always  have  hindsight  about  these  things?  Why  not  have 
a  little  foresight  and  a  little  vision  on  these  matters? 

I  wonder  if  the  able  Senator  from  North  Carolina  will 
not  agree  with  me  that  we  should  possess  ourselves  of  all  of 
these  vital  island  bases  on  both  coasts,  not  only  on  the 
Atlantic  but  on  the  Pacific — all  Island  liases  that  in  any  way 
threaten  the  lifeline  or  defenses  of  America;  not  only  the 
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Islands  belonging  to  one  nation,  say  the  Danish,  but  also  the 
Dutch,  the  French,  and  the  British? 

Mr.  REYNOUDS.  Mr.  President,  in  reference  to  the 
Pacific,  as  the  Senator  well  knows,  because  I  have  had  the 
opportunity  from  time  to  time  of  discussing  these  matters 
of  national  Interest,  we  should  acquire  the  islands  south  of 
the  Equator  belonging  to  Ecuador.  I  have  understood  that 
negotiations  have  been  had  by  the  German  Government  with 
the  officials  at  Quito,  the  capital  of  Ecuador,  in  regard  to 
their  acquisition.  In  addition  to  that,  it  is  just  as  important 
for  the  protection  of  the  Pacific  entrance  to  the  Panama 
Canal  that  we  acquire  Goose  Island  and  Cocos  Island,  both 
of  them,  I  believe,  belonging  to  Costa  Rica.  By  the  way,  in 
pursuance  of  the  matter  of  protection  in  that  end  of  the 
world.  Senators  know  we  have  experienced  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  in  making  settlement  with  Mexico  in  regard  to  the 
millions  of  dollars  that  we  allege  they  owe  us  for  confiscated 
oil  lands  and  farm  lands  and  all  that  sort  of  thing. 

I  have  suggested  from  time  to  time  that  we  endeavor  to 
settle  those  differences  by  way  of  entering  into  negotiations 
with  Mexico  with  a  view  to  acquiring  Lower  California, 
-which  is  known  as  the  Mexican  Peninsula  of  California,  be- 
cause if  the  Senator  has  ever  been  In  those  waters  he  knows 
and  has  observed  that  there  are  really  deep  waters  between 
the  eastern  part  of  the  Mexican  peninsula  and  the  western 
shores  of  the  mainland  of  Mexico,  sufficitnt  to  secrete  or 
conceal  a  fleet  there;  and  the  contour  of  the  land  is  such, 
even  at  the  point  of  the  peninsula,  that  without  difficulty 
great  air  bases  could  be  established  there;  and  that  is  very 
important. 

But  here  is  another  thing  that  is  entirely  encouraging: 
For  a  number  of  years,  since  my  visit  to  the  Aleutian  Islands, 
I  have  endeavored  to  impress  upon  the  American  people  the 
fact  that  we  should  establish  more  bases  in  the  Arctic,  and  in 
Alaskan  waters,  and  in  the  Bering  Sea.  This  spring  an  ap- 
propriation of  $12,300,000  was  made  for  additional  naval  forti- 
fications at  Unalaska.  and  it  was  stricken  out  by  some  Appro- 
priations Committee;  but  when  everybody  l)ecame  excited 
about  the  present  war  that  appropriation  was  put  back,  and 
several  million  dollars,  according  to  my  recollection,  were 
added  to  it. 

I  have  consistently  advocated  that  we  fortify  the  Aleutian 
Islands,  because  they  extend  as  an  arm  into  the  Pacific  toward 
Japan  for  more  than  1,200  miles,  and  the  most  western  one 
of  that  group  is  the  island  of  Attu.  Attu  is  only  about  an 
hoiu"  and  a  half  from  Japanese  territory,  and  from  Attu 
across  into  the  Mukden  territory  is  only  about  a  couple  of 
hours.  But  I  noticed  in  the  press  the  other  day  that  General 
Arnold  or  somebody  cormected  with  the  Navy  is  going  to  make 
a  flying  trip  up  into  Alaska  to  give  more  attention  to  those 
fortifications,  which  long  ago  should  have  been  attended  to. 
I  assume  that  the  reason  he  is  now  making  this  trip  by  air 
Is  that  he  has  learned — at  least.  I  observed  through  the 
press— that  the  Russians  are  fortifying  the  Little  Dlcmede 
Island.  They  are  fortifying  Wrangell  Island,  which  belongs 
to  us.  They  are  fortifying  other  islands  in  that  section,  and 
they  are  fortifying  along  the  Siberian  coast,  which  is  not  far 
withdrawn  from  Ouellen. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  began  my 
service  on  the  Committee  on  Territories  in  1916.  and  am  some- 
what familiar  with  the  Alaskan  scene.  Of  course,  the  Fair- 
banks air  field  should  have  been  built  a  long  time  ago,  and 
the  Kodiak  defenses  and  other  defenses  up  there,  and  the 
Sitka  base  for  seaplanes  should  have  been  completed  a  long 
time  ago.  We  were  up  there  in  1937,  and  I  found  a  base  that 
could  accommodate  only  six  or  eight  seaplanes,  whereas  it 
could  easily,  with  a  very  small  expenditure,  accommodate  100 
seaplanes.  I  will  say  to  the  able  Senator  that  I  have  intro- 
duced resolutions  covering  all  of  the  islands  on  the  west  coast. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Cocos.  and  Goose,  and  those  of  Ecuador? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  All  of  the  islands  within  a  radius,  I  think, 
of  1,800  miles  of  the  Panama  Canal;  to  acquire  them  by  nego- 
tiation and  purchase  from  the  Latin  nations. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS,    lliat  Is  splendid. 


Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Before  we  enter  Into  this  madness  of  ap- 
propriations which  approach  $20,000,000,000.  and  before  we 
enter  into  more  hysteria,  let  us  get  down  to  brass  tacks  and 
acquire  some  real  land  by  negotiation  and  by  purchase 
and  by  credits  on  debts  due  us,  and  put  the  American  flag 
over  that  land,  and  have  something  to  show  for  this  great 
expenditure. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  And  establish  bases  there,  so  that  If  ever 
we  are  attacked  not  a  single  drop  of  American  blood  will  be 
spilled  upon  our  soil. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  Senator  Is  correct;  and  I  appreciate 
that  he  has  brought  so  ably  to  the  attention  of  the  American 
public  and  the  Senate  this  very  important  question. 

SIX    MEN   AMD   WAB 

"This  is  my  war!"  proudly  exclaimed  Isvolskl.  Russian  Am- 
bassador to  Paris  in  1914.  "This  is  my  war!"  might  well  be 
the  iKiast  of  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  when  he  surveys  the  catas- 
trophe that  is  engulfing  civilization  in  Europe  today.  Euro- 
I)eans  have  frankly  stated  what  Americans  have  long  sus- 
pected, that  England  and  France  would  have  settled  their 
differences  with  Hitler  over  the  conference  table  Instead  of 
seeking  the  bloody  arbitrament  of  war,  had  they  not  counted 
upon  promises,  open  and  Implied,  from  Mr.  Roosevelt  and  his 
ambassadors.  Poland  would  not  have  rejected  the  reasonable 
solution  proposed  time  and  again  by  the  Fuehrer  if  England 
had  not  encouraged  Warsaw  with  her  notorious  "blank  check," 
which  bounced  back  as  did  her  I  O  U  to  Uncle  Sam.  worth- 
less and  dishonored.  The  promises  of  London  and  Paris  were 
convincing  to  Warsaw  because  Mr.  Bullitt's  soft  whispers 
hinted  of  a  "gentlemen's  agreement"  between  Mr.  Roosevelt 
and  the  Allies,  pledging  the  United  States  to  come  to  the  aid 
of  England  and  France. 

XKXxntom  m  thx  poush  aschiyxs 

When  the  Germans  invaded  Warsaw  they  found  various 
documents  in  the  Polish  archives.  Among  these  were  some 
purporting  to  recount  conversations  between  a  number  of 
Polish  and  American  diplomats.  Most  prominent  among  the 
latter  were  William  C.  Bullitt,  our  Ambassador  to  France;  and 
Joseph  P.  Kennedy,  our  Ambassador  to  Great  Britain. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  photostatic  copies  of  the  documents 
which  the  Germans  claim  to  have  found  in  Warsaw.  I  do 
not  know  whether  or  not  these  docimients  are  genuine.  I  hope 
they  are  forgeries,  but  I  am  afraid  they  are  not.  I  am  afraid 
they  are  genuine,  both  because  of  the  evidence  contained  in 
the  papers  themselves  and  because  of  Innumerable  speeches 
and  other  utterances  by  the  President  and  other  high  officials 
of  our  Government  which  Inevitably  arouse  the  suspicion  that 
they  are  encouraging  secret  commitments  to  the  Allies. 

Mr.  President,  the  reason  I  bring  up  this  subject  today  Ls 
because  I  favor  an  investigation  into  this  whole  matter  of 
diplomatic  commitments. 

THK   CEHMAN   WRm   PAPB 

I  have  here  an  American  edition  of  these  papers,  bearing 
the  imprint  of  Howell,  Soskin  &  Co.,  New  York,  which  re- 
produces under  the  title  "The  German  White  Paper,"  the 
fiill  text  of  the  Polish  documents  and  the  report  on  American 
Ambassador  Bullitt's  war  attitude.  In  his  foreword  to  this 
edition,  C.  Hartley  Grattan  points  out  that  the  White  Books, 
Black  Books,  Blue  Books,  etc.,  published  by  the  various  bel- 
ligerents are  colored  solely  by  the  interests  of  the  nations 
involved. 

K— 

Remarks  Mr.  Grattan,  himself  a  distinguished  historical 
critic — 

by  any  chance  a  belligerent  does  take  up  a  line  desirable  for  the 
American  people  as  weU,  that  Is  not  because  of  any  solicitude 
for  us.  It  is  because  the  policy  which  we  think  Is  desirable  hap- 
pens to  be  one  which  also  serves  the  belligerent's  purpose. 

"What  Americans  have  to  get  straight  is  what  policy  will  best 
serve  their  own  Interesta.  This  cannot  be  done  IX  flighty  and 
emotional  individuals  guide  public  opinion.  They  are  too  apt 
to  decide  that  it  is  more  Important  that  our  policy  help  or  hinder 
the  policies  of  other  nations  than  that  It  serves  our  own  inter- 
ests. We  cannot.  It  should  be  clear,  conclude  that  American 
policy  Is  wrong  because  it  happens  to  fit  In  with  what  Oennany 
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would  like  to  baw  tu  do;  nor  that  it  Is  right  because  It  hapvpens 
to  serve  the  interests  of  Britain  and  Prance.  To  argue  In  that 
fashion  is  to  use  crtterla  which  are  irrelevant  to  the  Issue.  What 
we  have  to  decide  Is  what  Un«  best  serves  American  Interests 
and  sUck  to  It. 

THB  ntmsR  km  ntZNCM  ovmsawitx  to  pouim) 
"The  documents  were  released  in  Berlin  and  presented  by  the 
Oerman  Oovemment  as  those  fovmd  by  OermaiM  in  the  Polish 
archives  after  the  Poles  had  fled.  They  are  a  war-booty  of  Ger- 
many and  were  made  known  to  the  world  without  the  wishes  or 
desires  of  the  senders  or  addressees.  They  were  Interpreted  by 
German  commentators  as  evidence  of  the  fact  that  certain  Ameri- 
can ambassadora  accidentally  may  have  Involved  American  diplomacy 
In  a  way  that  might  have  encouraged  the  British-French  gxiaranty 
to  Poland.  Such  encouragement  of  the  Brltlsh-Prench  policy  was 
certainly  out  of  line  with  the  expressed  American  policy  of  non- 
intervention, and  the  Oermana  have  tied  the  disturbing  fact  of 
the  dlplomatUt«'  apparent  support  o<  American  participation  on 
the  Pranco-Brltlsh  side  to  the  familiar  argument:  The  ambassa- 
dors encouraged  the  policy  of  'enctrdlng'  Germany  and.  In  their 
Ttew.  if  'encirclement'  led  to  war,  the  United  States  would  In 
the  ead.  sui^mrt  the  AUles  with  its  lighting  forces. 

BXFUMCATIC    BBMUOS 

Both  President  Rooaevelt  and  Secretary  Hull  have  called 
into  question  the  authenticity  of  these  document*.  Unfortu- 
nately similar  diplomatic  denials  in  the  past  have  not  always 
been  reliable.  A  diplomatic  denial  Is  too  often  merely  a 
circumlocution  for  a  shorter  and  uglier  word. 

The  majority  of  experts  who  have  examined  these  docu- 
ments are  inclined  to  believe  in  their  authenUcity  and  hold 
that  any  alterations  which  may  have  been  made  are  not  of  a 
sort  to  change  the  general  character  and  meaning  embodied 
in  the  statements. 

Under  the  date  of  August  8,  1938.  appears  a  letter  from 
department  2  of  Polish  General  Staff  to  the  Polish  Foreign 
Minister  in  Warsaw.  The  document  contains  the  following 
statement  made  to  the  writer  by  Commander  Gade,  American 
Naval  Attache: 

ON*  THOtTSAND  AISPLANSS  ARE  TO  BE  SENT 

We  are  completely  on  the  side  of  democracy  so  far  as  ideas  are 
concerned  At  present  the  posBlbOltles  for  speedy  aid  to  Great 
Britain  and  France  are  being  studied  In  America.  One  must  con- 
clude that  help  shall  not  be  sent  as  in  the  World  War,  only  after 
1  year  when  the  flrst  American  soldiers  Intervened  actively,  but  In 
the  course  of  7  to  10  days.  As  soon  as  the  war  begins  1,000  airplanes 
are  to  be  sent. 

Most  vocal  and  active  of  all  in  urging  European  States  to 
take  a  strong  attitude  toward  the  dictatorships  and  In  giving 
assurance  of  American  aid  to  Britain  and  France  has  been 
Ambassador  BuUitt.  In  a  letter  of  November  21,  1938,  the 
Polish  Ambassador  to  the  United  States,  Count  Jerzy  Potockl, 
tells  the  Polish  foreign  minister  in  Warsaw  of  the  importance 
and  influence  of  Mr.  Bullitt: 

THE  EimaS  SCALE  OF   VEST  COBCPLICATED  BtmOPEAM    PSOBLBMS 

Since  Bullitt  regularly  Informs  Roosevelt  about  the  international 
situation  in  Europe,  and  particularly  about  Russia,  great  attenUon 
is  given  his  reports  by  Roosevelt  and  the  State  Department.  Bullitt 
^>eaks  vividly  and  interestingly.  Nonetheless.  hU  reaction  to  events 
In  Burope  resembled  the  view  of  a  journalist  more  than  that  of  a 
politician,  for  in  his  conversation  he  alluded  to  the  entire  scale  of 
very  complicated  Kuropean  problems.  From  them  he  draws  very 
negative  conclusions. 

Further  on  in  the  same  letter,  the  Polish  Ambassador  calls 
attention  to  Mr.  BuDltt's  hatred  of  Germany  and  Hitler 
and  his  assurance  that  the  United  States  would  certainly  come 
Into  war  on  the  side  of  Britain  and  France  If  they  took  up 
arms  against  Hitler: 

na.  striuTT's  hatebd  or  ritlsb  and  cermant 
About  Germany  and  Chancelor  Hitler  he  spoke  vehemently  and 
with  great  hatred.  He  said  that  only  energy  at  the  end  of  the  war 
would  put  an  end  to  a  future  great  great  German  expansionism.  To 
nay  question  asking  how  he  vUualized  this  future  war,  he  replied 
that  above  all  the  United  States,  Prance,  and  England  must  rearm 
tremendously  in  order  to  be  in  a  position  to  cope  with  German 
power  Only  then,  when  the  moment  is  ripe,  declared  Bullitt 
further,  will  ooe  be  ready  for  the  final  decision.    •    •    • 

In  reply  to  my  quesUon  whether  the  United  States  would  take  part 
to  such  war,  he  said,  "Undoubtedly  yes,  but  only  after  Great 
Britain  and  Prance  had  made  the  flrst  move." 

I  think  these  matters  should  be'  Investigated.  Perhaps 
these  papers  are  spurious.  Perhaps  they  have  been  manu- 
factured by  the  German  Oovemment.     But  let  us  look  into  it. 


When  papers  like  these  are  given  to  the  world,  and  news- 
paper correspondents  are  called  in  to  examine  them  and  we 
are  all  asked  to  examine  them,  they  may  still  be  false,  but  It 
Is  about  time  we  looked  into  the  matter. 

I  believe  our  foreign  relations  should  be  given  close  atten- 
tion now.  Great  appropriations  for  war  may  be  necessary 
but  our  foreign  relations  may  be  equally  Important. 

Feeling  m  United  States  to  w  tenie  against  naei-tam  and  Hltlertsm. 
be  said,  that  there  Is  today  a  psychosis  among  Americans  simUar 
to  that  before  America's  declaration  of  war  on  Germany  in   1917. 

PEACE   HANGUfO   ONI.T   BT   A   TRBBAO 

This  propaganda,  this  war  psychosis  ii  being  artificially  created. 
The  American  people  are  told  that  peace  In  Europe  Is  hanging  only 
by  a  thread  and  that  war  is  InevitaMe.  At  the  same  time  the 
American  people  are  unequivocally  told  that  in  case  of  a  world  war. 
America  also  must  take  an  active  part  In  order  to  defend  the  slogans 
of  liberty  and  democracy  In  the  world. 

President  Roosevelt  was  the  flrst  one  to  express  hatred  against 
fascism.  In  doing  so  he  was  serving  a  double  purpose:  flrst  he 
wanted  to  divert  the  attention  of  the  American  people  from  dif- 
ficult and  Intricate  domestic  problems,  especially  from  the  problem 
of  the  struggle  between  capital  and  labor.  Second,  by  creating  a 
war  psychosis  and  by  spreading  rumors  concerning  dangers  threat- 
ening Europe,  he  wanted  to  induce  the  American  people  to  accept 
an  enormous  armament  program  which  far  exceeds  United  States 
defense  requirements. 

Just  before  Mr.  Bullitt  left  Washington  to  return  to  Paris, 
he  had  a  half -hour  conference  with  Ambassador  Potockl. 
which  the  latter  summarizes  as  follows: 

A  WHOLE  TBUMX  FULL  OT  IWlimUU'lIONS 
The  dsy  before  yesterday.  I  had  a  longer  discussion  with  Am- 
bassador Bullitt  in  the  Embasey  where  he  called  on  me.  BuUitt 
leaves  on  the  aist  of  this  month  for  Paris,  from  where  he  has  t)een 
absent  for  almost  3  months.  He  is  saUlng  with  a  whole  "trvrnk" 
full  of  instructions,  conversations,  directions  from  President  Roose- 
velt, the  SUte  Department,  and  Senators  who  belong  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs.  In  Ulklng  with  Bullitt  I  had  the  im- 
pression that  he  had  received  from  President  Roosevelt  a  very  de- 
tailed definition  of  the  attitude  taken  by  the  United  SUtes  towards 
the  present  European  crisis.  He  will  present  this  material  at  the 
Qual  d'Orsay  and  will  make  use  of  it  in  discussions  with  European 
statesmen.  The  contents  of  these  directions,  as  Biillltt  explained 
them  to  me  in  the  course  of  a  conversation,  lasting  half  an  hour, 
were: 

1.  The  vitalizing  foreign  policy,  under  the  leadership  of  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt,  severely  and  unambiguously  condemns  totalitarian 
countries. 

2.  The  United  States  preparation  for  war  on  sea,  land,  and  air 
which  will  be  carried  out  at  an  accelerated  speed  and  will  consume 
the  colossal  stua  of  $1,250,000,000. 

8.  It  is  the  decided  opinion  of  the  President  that  France  and 
Britain  must  put  an  end  to  any  sort  of  compromise  with  the 
totalitarian  countries.  They  must  not  let  themselves  In  for  any 
discussions  aiming  at  any  kind  of  territorial  changes. 

4.  They  have  the  moral  assurance  that  the  United  States  wtU 
leave  the  policy  of  isolation  and  be  prepared  to  intervene  actively 
on  the  side  of  Britain  and  France  in  case  of  war.  America  is  ready 
to  place  Its  whole  wealth  of  money  and  raw  materials  at  their 
disposal. 

Shortly  after  Mr.  Bullitt's  return  to  Paris,  the  Polish  Am- 
bassador to  Paris.  Mr.  Jules  Lukasiewicz,  sent  the  following 
communication  to  the  Polish  Foreign  Minister  In  Warsaw: 

A    SmtVET    OF    WASHINGTON'S    POLICY 

A  week  ago.  the  Ambassador  of  the  United  States.  W.  BuUitt.  re- 
turned to  Paris  after  having  spent  3  months'  holiday  in  America. 
Meanwhile,  I  had  two  conversations  with  him  which  enable  me  to 
Inform  Monsletir  Minister  on  his  views  regarding  the  European 
sltviation  and  to  give  a  siirvey  of  Washington's  policy. 

1.  A  foreign  policy  of  the  United  SUtes  which  endeavors  to  take 
part  directly  in  the  development  of  affairs  in  Europe  does  not  exist 
Such  8  foreign  policy,  moreover,  would  not  be  possible,  as  it  would 
not  be  endorsed  by  public  opinion  which  has  not  changed  its  iso- 
lationist attitude  in  this  respect.  On  the  other  hand,  there  is  an 
extremely  increased  interest  on  the  part  of  the  American  people  in 
the  European  situation.  Compared  with  this,  even  domestic  events 
move  into  the  backgroxud  and  lose  the  attention  which  they 
formerly  enjoyed. 

The  international  situation  is  regarded  by  official  quarters  as 
extremely  serious  and  being  in  danger  of  armed  conflict  Com- 
petent quarters  are  of  the  opinion  that  If  war  should  break  out 
between  Britain  and  Prance  on  the  one  hand  and  Germany  and 
Italy  on  the  other,  and  Britain  and  France  should  be  defeated,  the 
Germans  would  become  dangerous  to  the  realistic  interests  of  the 
United  States  on  the  American  continent.  For  this  reason,  one 
can  foresee  right  from  the  beglnixliig  the  participation  of  the 
United  States  In  the  war  on  the  side  of  France  and  Britain,  natu- 
rally after  some  time  had  elapsed  after  the  beginning  of  the  war. 
BuUitt  ezpr'essed  this  as  follows: 
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WZ  SHALL  END  IT 

"Should  war  break  out  we  sball  certainly  not  take  part  In  It  at 
the  beginning,  but  we  shall  end  It." 

In  the  opinion  of  Ambaasador  Bxillltt.  the  above-mentioned  atti- 
tude of  competent  Washington  circles  lacks  all  Ideological  ele" 
menta,  and  remits  entirely  from  the  necessity  to  defend  the 
realistic  interests  of  the  United  States,  which  would  be  seriously 
and  directly  menaced  both  from  the  Pacific  as  well  as  from  the 
Atlantic  Oceans,  In  case  of  a  Pranco-Brltlsh  defeat.  Ambassador 
Bullitt  states  that  the  nunor  according  to  which  Roosevelt  alleg- 
edly said  that  United  States'  frontier  was  the  Rhine  was  false. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  expressed  the  conviction  that  the  Presi- 
dent certainly  said  that  he  sold  airplanes  to  France  because  the 
French  army  was  the  first  line  of  defense  of  the  United  States. 
For  this  quite  coincides  with  his  views. 

HOSTILrmS  TOWARD  CZRMAlTr nUZMDSBIP   WTTH    BKFrAnf 

From  these  documents  we  learn  that  not  only  did  Mr. 
Bullitt  give  the  Polish  authorities  assurance  of  America's 
hostility  toward  Germany,  of  our  friendship  with  Britain  and 
Prance,  and  of  the  probability  that  we  would  come  into  the 
war  on  their  side,  but  he  even  appears  to  have  urged  Britain 
to  back  up  Poland  in  opposing  Germany.  This  Is  of  great 
Importance,  because  such  action  by  Britain  was  a  chief  cause 
of  the  outbreak  of  the  second  world  war.  In  a  letter  of 
March  29, 1939.  Ambassador  Lukasiewicz,  wrote  to  his  Foreign 
Minister  in  Warsaw  that  Mr.  Bullitt  had  communicated  with 
Ambassador  Kennedy  in  London,  urging  him  to  get  in  con- 
tact with  Prime  Minister  Chamberlain  and  to  request  the 
latter  to  guarantee  British  support  of  Poland: 

BTTixrrr  mat  rzindcr  rrs  decided  service 
Ambassador  Bullitt  declared  himself  completely  in  accord  with 
my  point  of  view.  The  following  day,  the  25th.  he  Infonned  me 
that  he  had  adopted  my  opinions,  and,  making  use  of  his  privileges, 
had  Instructed  the  American  Ambassador  In  London,  Kennedy,  to 
call  today.  Satxirday.  at  the  residence  of  Prime  Minister  Chamber- 
lain, and  to  repeat  everything  to  him.  emphasizing,  categorically, 
the  responsibility  of  the  English  Government.  Saturday,  the  26th. 
Ambassador  Bullitt  received  In  my  presence  a  telephone  call  from 
Ambassador  Kennedy  regarding  the  conversation  held  with 
Chamberlain. 

Concerning  this  I  have  already  informed  you.  Mr.  Minister, 
In  the  telegram  which  I  sent  immediately  after  my  visit  to  Am- 
iMMador  Bullitt.  I  t>elieve  that  Ambassador  Bullitt  will  certainly 
•nggerate.  somewhat,  the  Importance  of  statements  made  by  his 
colleague  regarding  the  English  Government,  but  I  consider  it  my 
duty.  Mr.  Minister,  to  Inform  you  of  all  the  aforesaid  because  I 
considered  that  collaboration  with  Ambassador  Bullitt  In  times  so 
difficult  and  so  complicated  may  render  us  decided  service. 

ACTTVELT     MEDDLIKC     IN     POUSR-BRITISH     RSI^TIONS 

In  a  letter  of  March  29,  1939,  Count  Edward  Raczynski, 
the  Polish  Ambassador  in  London,  wrote  to  the  Polish  For- 
eign Minister  in  Warsaw  of  his  conversations  with  Ambassa- 
dor Kennedy,  indicating  that  the  latter  was  actively  med- 
dling in  Polish-British  relations.  It  seems  that  Mr.  Kennedy 
made  the  point  that  Poland  must  be  forceful  and  warlike  in 
Its  attitude  toward  Germany,  or  else  the  conciliatory  ele- 
ment in  the  British  Government  might  be  unwilling  to  give 
any  guarantee  to  Poland.  He  also  gave  the  impression  that 
the  question  of  American  aid  to  Britain  would  be  likely  to 
depend  upon  the  degree  of  zeal  shown  by  Britain  in  guaran- 
teeing and  protecting  Poland: 

I  asked  Mr.  Kennedy  point-blank  about  the  conference  which  he 
Is  supposed  to  have  had  recently  with  Mr.  Chamberlain  concerning 
Poland.  Kennedy  was  surprised  and  declared  categorically  that  a 
conversation  of  such  special  significance  never  took  place.  At  the 
same  time,  and  thereby  contradicting  his  own  assertion  to  a  certain 
extent,  Kennedy  expressed  displeasure  and  surprise  that  his  col- 
leagues in  Paris  and  Warsaw  "who  are  not,  as  himself,  in  a  position 
to  get  a  clear  picture  of  conditions  In  England."  should  talk  so 
openly  about  this  conversation.  As  I  saw  that  I  would  not  attain 
Tery  much  In  this  way  I  turned  the  conversation  to  the  present 
situation  and  begged  the  Ambassador  to  judge  Britain's  willingness 
for  armed  action.  I  have  already  reported  to  you.  Mr.  Minister,  by 
telegram  on  this  part  of  the  conversation.  Kennedy — who  Inti- 
mated that  his  opinion  was  based  on  a  series  of  talks  with  local, 
competent  quarters — declared  he  was  convinced  that  should  Poland 
decide  to  resist  Germany  by  arms,  especially  with  regard  to  Danzig, 
It  would  draw  England  in  its  wake.  That  would  not  be,  as  Kennedy 
emphasized,  a  result  of  greater  cordiality  than  shown  by  Britain 
toward  us  in  the  past,  but  merely  a  result  from  political  necessity. 
Should  Poland,  on  the  other  hand,  be  undecided,  then  conciliatory 
elements  in  the  government  would  use  that,  as  the  Ambaasador 
said,  to  Induce  Britain  to  renounce  binding  itself  to  us.  Mr.  Kennedy 
Is  of  the  opinion  that  In  local  governments  doubts  continue  to  exist 
whether  Poland  is  irrevocably  determined  to  resist  with  regard  to 
Danzig.    In  view  of  the  present  conditions  which  are  changing  with 


lightning  speed,  asstirances  of  this  kind  would  necessarily  have  been 
repeated  frequently. 

I  thereupon  touched  on  the  Russian  question.  Mr.  Kennedy  was 
pretty  reticent  and  obviously  did  not  want  to  be  drawn  into 
discussion  on  British  procedxire  towards  Moscow  (and  also  on  diffi- 
culties which  this  procedure  might  encounter).  He  confined  him- 
self to  the  characteristic  utterance  that  the  British  Government 
attached  more  importance  to  its  cooperation  with  Poland  than 
with  Russia.  That  much  I  heard  from  Mr.  Kennedy  himself.  On 
the  other  hand,  there  are  rumors  circulating  among  Journalists 
here  to  the  effect  that  the  Ambassador  actually  did  talk  with  the 
premier  in  recent  days  about  eastern  Europe.  On  this  occasion, 
it  is  asserted  that  he  emphasized  that  America's  sympathies  for 
England  in  case  of  a  conflict  would  depend  to  a  great  extent  upon 
the  determination  with  which  England  would  take  care  of  Euro- 
pean states  threatened  by  Germany. 

That  Kennedy  remained  active  In  promoting  British  sup- 
port of  Poland  is  evident  from  a  note  by  the  Polish  Commer- 
cial Counselor,  Jan  Wszelaki,  regarding  an  interview  which 
he  had  with  Mr.  Kennedy  on  Jime  16,  1939.  Mr.  Kennedy 
had  been  urging  the  British  to  make  a  cash  loan  to  Poland. 
This  they  did  shortly  afterward,  thus  helping  Poland  to  pre- 
pare for  war.  Mr.  Kennedy  went  on  to  tell  the  counselor  of 
the  great  influence  his  eldest  son  had  with  President  Roose- 
velt and  how  his  sons  were  planning  to  return  to  this  country 
and  give  lectures  which  would  influence  American  opinion: 

KENKTEDT   ITRCING  BRITISH   LOANS  TO  POUAND 

In  conclusion  the  Ambassador  told  me  that  his  two  sons,  who, 
of  late,  had  toured  the  whole  of  Europe  and  who  were  able  to  SM 
and  learn  much.  Intended,  after  their  return  to  the  United  States, 
to  give  lectui^s  on  the  situation  in  Europe  and  individual  states 
at  Harvard  University.  The  Ambaasador  attached  great  imp>ortance 
to  these  lectures  as  an  element  for  helping  to  shape  American 
opinion. 

'You  do  not  believe."  said  the  Ambassador,  "to  what  extent 
my  eldest  t>oy.  who  was  recently  in  Poland,  has  the  ear  of  the 
President.  I  may  say  that  the  President  believes  him  more  than 
me.  Perhaps  for  the  reason  that  Joe  presents  the  case  with  such 
conviction  and  such  enthusiasm." 

I  am  to  see  the  Ambassador  again  next  week,  when  I  shall  meet 
his  son. 

WE  WOULD  nCHT  BT  THE  SIDE  OF  riANCS  AND  BRITAIN 

We  may  now  summarize  some  of  the  salient  points  brought 
out  in  these  amazing  documents.  Polish  Army  oflBcials  were 
told  of  American  S3anpathy  for  Poland,  of  our  hostility  to 
Germany,  and  of  the  probability  that  we  would  flght  by  the 
side  of  Prance  and  Britain. 

The  same  point  of  view  and  the  same  assurances  were 
expressed  at  length  by  Ambassador  Bullitt  to  the  Polish 
Ambassadors  at  Washington  and  Paris.  To  the  latter  he 
also  made  representations  to  the  effect  that  he  was  urging 
Britain  to  guarantee  Poland.  The  Polish  Ambassador  was 
also  given  assurance  that  the  United  States  would  aid 
Britain  and  Prance  if  they  went  to  war  to  protect  Poland. 

Ambassador  Kennedy  In  London  urged  Britain  to  guar- 
antee Poland  and  to  lend  money  to  Poland  to  help  the 
latter  arm,  and  he  told  the  Polish  Ambassador  that  Poland 
should  be  strong,  bellicose,  and  inflexible  if  she  wished  to 
assure  British  aid.  He  gave  the  impression  that  the  more 
zealous  Britain  was  in  protecting  Poland  the  greater  the 
certainty  of  American  aid. 

BRITAIN   IMPERILED   HER  SAITTT   BT  CXTARANTXCNO   POLAND 

All  this  surely  helped  on  the  second  world  war.  Britain 
Imperiled  her  safety  by  guaranteeing  Poland.  Poland  was 
recalcitrant  and  unwilling  to  accept  the  reasonable  German 
demands  of  March  1939.  Thus  any  peaceful  solution  of  the 
problem  of  Danzig  and  the  Corridor  was  made  impossible. 
In  turn,  Britain  and  Prance  went  to  war  more  readily  and 
more  confidently  t)ecause  they  had  assurance  of  sjjeedy 
American  aid. 

The  second  world  war  came  last  September,  and  the 
Roosevelt  administration  has  moved  as  rapidly  as  it  dared 
to  aid  Britain  and  Prance.  It  secured  the  repeal  of  the 
embargo  and  established  a  system  of  war  trade  which  gave 
every  advantage  to  the  Allies.  We  are  now  giving  them  all 
aid  short  of  war.  There  is  grave  danger  that  we  will  enter 
the  war  unless  Germany  wins  before  the  Roosevelt  admin- 
istration can  put  the  country  into  the  war.  Certainly,  the 
friends  of  peace  will  need  to  be  extremely  energetic  if  they 
are  to  be  able  to  avert  this  calamity. 
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AMBUCAN   WBirS  PAPCIS 


The  United  States  has  as  yet  not  issued  any  white  book. 
green  book,  or  blue  book.  But  Joseph  Alsop  and  Robert 
Kintner  have  sponsored  the  so-called  American  White  Pa- 
pers. This  book  Is  the  best  summary  to  date  of  the  Roose- 
velt administration.  It  reprints  entries  in  the  diary  of  Mr. 
Berle.  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  and  Its  purpose  is  to 
reveal  the  secrets  closest  to  the  President's  heart.  Neither 
the  President  nor  Mr.  Berle  has  repudiated  the  authors. 

The  book  was  a  trial  balloon  to  test  public  opinion.  ETvery 
one  of  its  predictions  has  come  true.  Every  act  of  Mr. 
Roosevelt  confirms  the  view  of  the  authors  that  the  President 
is  determined  to  drag  our  country  into  Europe's  war.  Half  a 
dozen  men.  in  defiance  of  the  majority  of  Congress  and  of  the 
people,  may  send  our  sons  to  be  slain  in  a  war  to  defend,  not 
the  history  inspired  by  George  Washington,  nor  the  sacred 
soil  of  our  coimtry.  but  His  Majesty  King  George,  late  a  guest 
in  the  White  House.  These  six  men  £u-e  President  Roosevelt, 
and  Secretary  Hull,  Under  Secretaries  of  State  Welles  and 
Berle,  and  Ambassadors  Bullitt  and  Kennedy. 

OANCEROVBLT  LIKELT  TO  LEAD  US  INTO  WAR 

Alsop  and  Kintner  show  clearly  that  the  President  and 
Messrs.  Hull,  Welles,  and  Berle  determine  our  foreign  policy 
with  slight  regard  for  either  pubUc  opinion  or  the  constitu- 
tional rights  of  the  Confess  of  the  United  States.  Despite 
the  fact  that  both  the  polls  of  public  opinion  and  the  votes 
in  Congress  on  matters  of  foreign  policy  indicate  that  the  peo- 
ple and  their  representatives  wish  to  keep  this  country  out 
of  war,  the  administration  is  developing  a  foreign  policy 
which,  if  the  lessons  of  the  past  can  teach  us  anything.  Is 
dangerously  likely  to  lead  us  to  war. 

This  policy  may  be  stated  as  follows:  If  Great  Britain  and 
France  are  in  danger  of  being  defeated  by  the  autocracies, 
we  will  at  once  give  them  every  possible  aid  short  of  sending 
troops  to  Europe.  But  we  should  recognize  that  this  is  Just 
what  Mr.  Wilson  envisaged,  even  after  he  delivered  his  war 
message  to  Congress.  In  April  1917  Mr.  Wilson  said  he  was 
opposed  to  the  idea  of  sending  American  soldiers  to  Europe. 
He  thought  that  we  would  aid  the  Allies  merely  by  loans  and 
by  sending  our  Navy  to  help  suppress  the  German  submarine 
menace.  But  it  was  not  long  before  we  passed  the  draft  law. 
took  millions  of  s^ung  men  Into  the  service,  and  shipped  most 
of  them  to  France  to  fight  in  the  trenches. 

THB   lOaD   TO   WAR 

The  road  to  war  under  Woodrow  Wilson  is  painfully  clear. 
First,  we  said  that  we  would  not  even  extend  credit  to  Britain 
and  Prance.  Then,  in  the  autumn  of  1914  we  extended  bank 
credit  to  them.  A  year  later,  we  allowed  our  bankers  to  sell 
Allied  bonds  in  the  American  market.  A  year  and  a  half 
after  that,  we  declared  war  in  their  behalf  and  made  them 
great  loans  from  the  American  Treasury.  In  a  few  months, 
we  were  drafting  millions  of  men  to  flght  by  the  side  of 
British  and  French  soldiers,  and  it  was  not  long  before  Mr. 
Wilson  was  declaring  that  the  American  policy  was  "force, 
force  to  the  uttermost,  force  without  stint  or  limit,  the  right- 
eous and  triumphant  force  that  shall  make  right  the  law  of 
the  world." 

This  is  where  "methods  short  of  war"  led  us  a  quarter  of  a 
century  ago.  Do  we  want  to  be  led  into  a  similar  calamity 
once  more  under  cover  of  Innocent -looking  phrases?  Alsop 
and  Kintner  make  it  clear  that  the  administration  has  been 
held  back  from  taking  more  rapid  and  drastic  steps  in  favor 
of  the  Allies  only  because  it  knows  that  public  ojHnion  is  so 
opposed  to  our  Involvement  that  a  dangerous  reaction  might 
set  In.  But  these  authors  also  frankly  state  that  the  admin- 
istration proposes  to  make  use  of  every  new  trend  in  Euro- 
pean affairs  as  a  means  of  "dragging"  the  country  behind 
their  policies  and  bringing  us  closer  to  war. 

DANGEROUS   ICITHOOS  SHOKT  OF  WAR 

"Hie  invasion  of  Holland  and  Belgium  and  the  victory  over 
Prance  will  provide  them  with  more  powerful  aid  in  this 
campaign  than  anything  which  has  happened  since  the  Chi- 
cago speech  of  the  fall  of  1937.  Therefore,  the  events  of  the 
last  few  weeks  impose  a  greater  obligation  than  ever  upon 


American  friends  of  peace  to  be  alert  and  courageous.  There 
is  grave  danger  that  the  administration  may  take  advantage 
of  some  outburst  of  public  indignation  In  this  country  to 
throw  us  Into  war  before  election  day. 

Since  Alsop  and  Kintner  obviously  seek  to  develop  s3rm- 
pathy  for  the  partisan  pro-Ally  foreign  policy  of  the  Roose- 
velt administration.  Interesting  questions  arise  as  to  how  this 
compilation  came  about  and  was  prepared. 

One  would  get  the  impression  that  at  times  the  authors  were 
In  very  close  conference.  Indeed,  the  publication  opens  with 
an  account  of  the  scene  on  the  morning  of  September  1.  1939, 
which  could  be  authentic  wily  if  told  by  an  eyewitness  who 
was  also  listening  in  on  the  Presidential  phone.  Frequently. 
Alsop  and  Kintner  assume  to  paraphrase  and  Interpret  Pres- 
ident Roosevelt's  most  Important  opinions  on  foreign  rela- 
tions. How  could  they  do  this  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
unless  the  President  had  seen  and  approved  their  work? 
In  his  press  conferences  the  President  has  frequently  warned 
against  the  attempts  of  newspapermen  to  formulate  his 
oiMnions  or  to  speak  for  him.  He  has  not  hesitated  to  con- 
tradict newspapermen  when  they  have  tried  to  do  so.  It  is 
significant  that  there  has  been  no  official  repudiation  of  the 
pro-Ally  Interpretation  of  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Roosevelt 
administration,  as  set  forth  in  the  American  White  Paper. 
Even  more  evidence  exists  that  the  authors  were  made  a 
party  to  the  mental  processes  of  Assistant  Secretary  Berle. 
One  would  like  to  know  how  the  authors  secured  free  access 
to  the  personal  diary  of  Mr.  Berle. 

THX  UiriTED  STATB  ALOOr  FROM  SUBOPKAN  SAVAGXRT  AND  BLOOD- 


Those  who  wish  to  keep  the  United  SUtes  aloof  from  the 
European  savagery  and  bloodshed  must  be  on  the  alert  not 
only  against  the  partisan  diplomacy  of  the  Roosevelt  admin- 
istration and  its  diplomats,  and  the  secret  agents  of  all  bel- 
ligerents, but  also  with  respect  to  American  organizations 
which  mask  imder  the  most  benign  "front"  sinister  propa- 
ganda designed  to  swing  American  opinion  Into  war  on  the 
side  of  the  Allies. 

Most  dangerous  and  misleading  of  all  these  are  the  various 
movements  designed  to  make  us  feel  that  Britain  and  France 
are  primarily  devoted  to  creating  some  form  of  world  state 
which  will  provide  for  international  organization  and  put  an 
end  to  all  war.  This  war  is  pictured  as  a  struggle  of  the  world- 
minded  against  the  apostles  of  revolution  and  anarchy. 

Just  as  in  the  first  World  War,  so  now  we  find  a  remark- 
able popularity  of  plans  for  European  federation.  They  re- 
mind us  of  the  League  To  Enforce  Peace,  suggested  during  the 
first  World  War  by  Hamilton  Holt,  William  Howard  Taf t,  and 
others,  and  eagerly  snapped  up  by  British  propagandists. 

THE  "TTNION  NOW"  TREASON 

Far  and  away  the  most  popular  and  influential  plan  for 
world  federation  which  has  been  set  forth  recently  is  that 
embodied  in  Clarence  K.  Strelt's  stimulating  book  Union 
Now.  Mr.  Streit  has  summarized  his  views  in  an  article  re- 
cently published  in  the  Living  Age. 

The  weaknesses  in  Mr.  Strelt's  proposal  have  been  revealed 
in  a  trenchant  pamphlet  by  Rosika  Schwimmer,  entitled 
"Union  Now  for  Peace  or  War?"  The  danger  that  this  well- 
meant  proposal  may  be  exploited  by  France  and  Britain  to 
mislead  Americans  was  emphasized  in  a  skeptical  article  by 
C.  Hartley  Grattan,  The  Struggle  for  Peace,  in  the  Feb- 
ruary 1940  issue  of  Harper's  magazine. 

"nie  desirability  of  accepting  what  is  good  in  this  program, 
without  at  the  same  time  tiecomlng  a  sucker  for  allied  propa- 
ganda, was  urged  by  Mr.  Alfred  M.  Bingham  in  a  series  of 
articles  in  Common  Sense.  Mr.  Bingham  has  expanded  his 
views  in  a  book  on  The  United  States  of  Europe. 

Ihere  are  those  who  advocate  the  necessity  of  replacing 
the  international  anarchy  which  led  to  both  the  first  and 
the  second  World  Wars  by  some  form  of  world-wide  political 
organization.  We  need  to  be  on  our  guard  against  being 
hoodwinked  by  hypocrites  who  obscure  behind  this  noble 
ideal   their   own   selfish   determination   to   do   exactly  the 
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opposite.    They  mean  to  organize  for  world  power  through 
world  war. 

The  first  World  War  shoiild  furnish  us  with  ample  warn- 
ing. The  British  Government  propagandists  eagerly  picked 
up  the  League  To  Enforce  Peace  idea,  suggested  by  a  group 
of  strongly  pro-Ally  Americans,  who  looked  upon  Germany 
as  a  wild  beast  that  must  be  chained  up. 

WAKB  TX>  END  WAKS 

Under  the  guise  of  a  proposed  League  of  Nations.  British 
propagandists  used  this  idea  as  a  means  of  ensnaring  gullible 
Americans.  Among  those  who  fell  for  It  were  men  as  emi- 
nent as  Woodrow  Wilson  and  Colonel  House.  Indeed,  Mr. 
Wilson  merged  and  rationalized  his  many  reasons  for  wish- 
ing to  enter  the  war  in  the  argument  that  a  lasting  peace 
must  be  made  and  a  League  of  .nations  brought  into  being 
to  prevent  any  future  wars.  By  such  means,  the  war  became 
elevated  into  a  holy  war  to  end  all  wars. 

In  the  end.  It  all  proved  a  snare  and  a  delusion.  Tlie 
Allies  used  the  League  of  Nations  to  enforce  a  brutal  treaty 
that  was  founded  upon  and  dedicated  to  international  chaos. 
In  due  time  this  brought  on  a  second  world  war.  The 
United  States  was  even  more  illogical.  After  having  squan- 
dered our  men  and  money  for  the  alleged  purpose  of  cre- 
ating a  new  world  order,  we  promptly  spurned  the  League 
of  Nations  as  soon  as  victory  was  ours. 
—  A  sxcoNs  vntsAnxxs 

We  are  in  grave  danger  of  repeating  the  same  farce  once 
more.  Already  Britain  and  Prance  are  using  "Union  now" 
as  a  blind  to  cover  up  their  actual  plans  to  give  us  a  second 
Treaty  of  Versailles,  worse  than  the  first,  which  envisages 
the  breaking  up  of  Germany,  the  restoration  of  small  na- 
tions in  Central  Europe,  and  the  revival  of  international 
anarchy.  This  would  bring  more  than  Hitler  and  a  third 
world  war.  Perhaps  we  ought  now  to  exclude  France  in 
our  mention  of  Allies,  since  that  empire  is  now  at  war  with 
Britain.  When  you  say  "Aid  the  Allies,"  I  ask  which  ally? 
Prance  or  Great  Britain?  Of  course.  It  was  Great  Brit£iln 
all  the  time,  but  we  camouflaged  that  empire  and  its  am- 
bitions of  world  power  and  dominion  by  talking  volubly  about 
"our  dear  Allies." 

There  are  those  who  agree  with  H.  G.  Wells  that  some  form 
of  world-state  is  mandatory.  But  international  organization 
can  never  grow  directly  out  of  war.  Both  logic  and  experience 
unite  in  emphasizing  the  fact  that  we  should  keep  out  of  war 
and  make  ourselves  strong,  independent,  feared,  and  respected. 
Rarely.  If  ever,  have  the  gullible  been  Influential  or  respected. 

One  of  the  major  forces  which  is  helping  to  lead  many 
Americans  away  from  a  sane  neutrality  and  something  which 
Is  seized  upon  with  particular  delight  by  our  warmongers  are 
the  absurd  and  fantastic  scare  stories  which  are  being  circu- 
lated relative  t<>  the  alleged  ambition  of  Hitler  and  the  Nazis 
to  conquer  the  world,  including  the  United  States. 

,  '    FANTASTIC  PEOPACANOA   TASMS 

During  the  first  World  War  we  were  treated  to  fantastic 
yarns  about  the  Kaiser  and  his  associates  by  German  rene- 
gades like  Richard  Grelling.  Today,  this  generation  of  Ger- 
man renegades  is  dishing  out  the  same  crop  of  exaggerations 
and  slanders. 

Most  notable  here  are  the  books  of  Dr.  Herman  Rausch- 
nlng,  who  was  once  one  of  Adolph  Hitler's  buddies.  In 
the  first  World  War  the  German  renegades  like  Grelling 
and  Dr.  Muehlon  could  write  with  better  taste  against  the 
Kaiser  than  Rauschning  now  shows,"  for  they  were  German 
radicals  who  had  never  had  much  use  for  the  Hohenzollerns. 

Dr.  Rauschning  goes  them  one  better  in  another  way. 

'namely,  in  that  he  combines  their  criticism  of  the  Grerman 

Government  with  the  propaganda  of  the  foreign  alarmists 

like  Andre  Cheredame,  who,  in  1914-18  spread  the  myth 

of  a  pan -German  ambition  to  swallow  up  the  world. 

Dr.  Rauschning  s  first  and  most  popular  book  was  the 
Revolution  of  Nihilism.  Here,  along  with  many  keen  and 
commendable  comments  on  modem  German  history  and 
the  Nazi  regime,  he  gave  us  a  fantastic  tale  about  the 
Nazi  plot  to  conquer  the  world.     He  even  suggested  that 


Hitler  and  his  henchmen  would  not  hesitate  to  grab  the 
hammer  and  sickle  out  of  Stalin's  hand,  if  this  proved  neces- 
sary. Nazi-ism  would  subdue  the  world  In  behalf  of  the 
rights  of  the  proletariat. 

NAZIS  AND  ECONOICIC  DOMOnON 

The  Nazis  have  wanted  economic  dominion  rather  than 
military  conquest  and  they  wish  this  mainly  over  Central 
Europe  and  the  Balkans.  This  may  indeed  be  alarming 
enough,  but  these  important  realities  with  which  we  must 
reckon  are  only  obscured  by  such  senseless  persons.  We  are 
led  away  from  the  real  facts  which  must  be  mastered  and 
faced. 

Fantastic  alarmist  literature  Is  really  a  disservice  to  those 
who  wish  to  understand  Hitler.  He  is  portrayed  as  storming 
the  Antipodes,  planning  world  subjiigation. 

Now  Dr.  Rauschning  has  published  another  book  entitled 
"The  Voice  of  Destruction."  which  is  sharing  the  popularity 
of  his  earlier  volume.  It  provides  us  with  more  curdling 
bedtime  stories  about  Hitler's  plot  to  swallow  the  world,  to 
which  is  added  an  attempt  to  convict  Hitler  of  morbid  diabo- 
lism out  of  his  own  mouth.  His  picture  is  taken  seriously 
by  many. 

American  Journalists  In  favor  of  American  entry  Into  the 
second  world  war  are  relying  more  than  anything  else  upon 
frightening  Americans  into  the  conviction  that  if  Hitler  de- 
feats Britain  and  France,  he  will  Immediately  set  about 
occupying  Asia.  Africa,  and  the  New  World.  Indeed,  this  sort 
of  propaganda  in  the  United  States  has  already  developed 
Just  about  as  atrocious  absurdities  as  existed  after  we  had 
been  in  the  first  World  War  for  months. 

WAB  IK  EXTtOPB   NO  HOLT  WAB 

It  is  high  time  that  we  debunked  the  whole  notion  that 
what  Is  going  on  in  Europe  is  a  holy  war.  This  Is  the  corner- 
stone of  the  whole  propaganda  of  the  warmongers.  To  dis- 
credit this  myth  I  could  do  nothing  better  than  to  quote  a 
column  by  Prof.  Harry  Elmer  Barnes  In  the  New  York  World- 
Telegram  on  March  29,  1940: 

No  objective  scrutliiy  of  the  European  scene  can  produce  any 
evidence  of  a  holy  war,  whether  we  examine  the  peoples  or  their 
leaders. 

Nothing  is  more  absrird  than  the  popular  story  for  babes  which 
tells  us  that  all  the  nice  people  are  on  one  side  and  aU  the  forces 
of  evil  are  on  the  other. 

The  British  and  the  French  are  now  telling  us  that  they  ar« 
the  only  ones  who  love  liberty.  But  it  was  only  a  generation  back 
that  we  were  being  told  that  British  and  American  liberty  came 
from  the  German  backwoods  and  French  liberty  from  Britain  and 
America. 

Some  maintain  that  one  people  la  more  cruel  and  brutal  than 
another.  They  point  to  the  long-since-exploded  German  atrocities 
during  the  World  War  and  to  Hitler's  treatment  of  the  Jews. 

THX  world's  GKEATEST  ATBOdTT 

But  they  overlook  that  fact  that  far  and  away  the  greatest 
atrocity  in  all  human  history  was  the  British  blockade  of  Germany 
for  months  after  November  1918.  as  a  result  of  which  over  800,000 
German  women,  children,  and  old  people  were  starved  to  death  and 
millions  were  emaciated  and  stunted. 

Had  Hitler  tortured  and  then  killed  every  one  of  the  half  mlUion 
Jews  living  in  Germany  in  1933  such  a  foul  and  detestable  act 
would  still  have  left  him  a  piker  compared  to  Britain's  blockade 
of   1918-19. 

It  is  high  time  for  a  little  logic  and  realism  in  a  matter  which 
so  closely  touches  the  future  well-being  of  every  American.  If  we 
go  on  ballyboolng  the  holy  war  we  will  sooner  or  later  find  our- 
selves wallowing  In  blood  and  clanking  chains. 

The  best  possible  refutation  of  our  warmongers  and  holy- 
war  Idealists,  who  claim  that  we  can  only  set  the  world  right 
and  bring  a  just  peace  by  entering  the  present  European 
carnage,  is  the  following  sentence  from  a  letter  written  to 
the  London  Times  on  August  25.  1937.  by  Lord  Lothian,  the 
present  British  Ambassador  to  the  United  States: 

NO  DEMOCSACT,  NOB  LIBKXTT,  NOR  PXACK  OtTF  0»  A  WORLD  WAR 

The  lesson  of  the  last  war  Is  that  you  get  neither  democracy, 
nor  Lberty,  nor  peace  out  of  a  world  war.  however  noble  the  ends 
for  which  it  Is  fovight. 

These  sentiments  may  be  buttressed  by  a  quotation  from 
one  of  our  leading  warmongers  of  today,  written  at  a  time 
when  she  was  less  under  the  spell  of  holy  zeal.    In  the  Pic- 
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torial  Reviev/  of  December  1929  Dorothy  Thompson  made 
the  sane  observation  that — 

If  I  had  children  I  would  teU  them  just  one  thing  about  the  last 
war.  and  I  would  tell  It  to  them  over  and  over  again:  No  nation  won 
it.    E^rerycnc  lost  It. 

Woodrow  Wilson  was  never  neutral  In  the  first  World  War. 
He  was  unable  to  keep  us  out  of  the  European  carnage,  though 
he  kept  us  out  of  war  for  campaign  purposes.  This  should 
serve  as  an  adequate  warning  with  respect  to  the  difficulty  of 
keeping  aloof  from  Eiu-ope's  second  World  War  now.  It  is 
hard  enough  when  we  really  try  to  be  neutral. 

ADMINISTRATION    HAS   BKXN   IXACRANTLT    UNNTUTRAL 

At  the  present  time,  we  find  ourselves  in  special  danger  be- 
cause the  Roosevelt  administration  has  been  fiagrantly  im- 
neutral  ever  since  the  early  autimin  of  1937.  It  has  offered 
unprecedented  affronts  to  the  governments  and  heads  of  gov- 
ernments with  whom  we  are  legally  at  peace  and  theoretically 
on  good  terms.  Moreover,  the  President  has  not  limited  his 
expressions  to  the  conventional  channels  of  diplomatic  Inter- 
course but  has  proclaimed  them  from  the  housetops,  through 
the  press,  and  the  radio. 

Not  only  has  the  President  been  imneutral  In  his  own  pro- 
nouncements, but  he  has  permitted  to  go  unrebuked  and  has 
implicitly  approved  a  vigorously  pro-Ally  interpretation  of 
his  foreign  policy  in  the  so-called  American  White  Paper  by 
Alsop  and  Kintner. 

ARB   SECRTT   COMICITMZNTS    BEING    MADET 

According  to  the  Polish  documents,  we  find  our  Ambassa- 
dors abroad  exceeding  their  duties  and  rights,  urging  foreign 
powers  to  take  aggressive  action,  and  making  secret  commit- 
ments for  the  United  States  to  support  such  aggression.  Po- 
land was  urged  to  take  a  strong  stand  against  Germany. 
Britain  was  then  requested  vigorously  to  back  up  Poland. 
Then,  In  turn,  the  support  of  the  United  States  was  prom- 
ised to  Britain  if  war  came  as  a  result  of  these  promises. 

The  administration  has  made  no  effort  to  Investigate  the 
authenticity  of  these  incriminating  Polish  documents  and  to 
rebuke  and.  punish  our  Ambassadors  if  they  are  guilty  of 
such  serious  indiscreUons.  There  seems  little  doubt  that 
these  Indiscretions,  if  real,  exerted  a  powerful  influence  in 
bringing  on  the  second  World  War. 

HTSTXRICAI.    CRIES    THAT    WR    ARE    IN    DANCER    OT    INVASION 

Today  we  find  ourselves  faced  with  hysterical  cries  that  we 
are  in  danger  of  invasion  by  European  states,  presumably 
Germany  and  Russia.  There  is  no  substantial  basis  for  such 
excitement  and  alarm.  We  are  imdertaking  a  frenzied  and 
expensive  defense  program  without  sound  policy  or  logical 
plan.  It  Is  all  too  likely  to  duplicate  and  repeat  the  pre- 
paredness hysteria  of  1915-16,  which  was  the  prelude  to  our 
entry  In  the  first  World  War.  U  we  are  not  careful,  our 
present  defense  mania  will  land  us  squarely  in  the  second 
World  War.  That  war  may  not  wait  for  us.  It  moves  with 
rapid  tempo.  It  may  not  last  long  enough  for  us  to  get  In. 
It  seems  we  are  trying  our  best  to  be  provocative  and  offen- 
sive to  some  of  the  world's  greatest  nations.  If  this  second 
World  War  lasts  long  enough,  we  may  get  in.  But  If  the  hour 
of  decision  comes.  I  will  vote  "no"  against  entry  into  that 
war. 

To  save  us  frcwn  this  calamity  we  should  investigate  at  once 
the  sources  and  authority  of  the  American  "white  paper." 
We  should  investigate  our  ambassadors  abroad  and  find  out 
if  they  are  meddling  dangerously  in  the  affairs  of  other  coun- 
tries and  making  secret  and  disastrous  commitments  for  this 
country.  We  should  investigate  the  aims  and  goals  of  the 
defense  program  which  Is  now  being  crammed  down  the  neck 
of  this  country  with  unseemly  haste  and  without  either  rhjmie 
or  reason. 

SnVS  AMBUCA  ONLT,  AND  NO  ONE  ELSI 

Our  defense  should  serve  American  purposes  only.  It 
should  not  be  used  as  a  screen  for  imneutral  aid  to  the 
British  Empire.  No  one,  neither  the  Allies  nor  the  axis,  can 
assail  us  if  we  are  guided  solely  by  American  Interests.  We 
must  take  into  protective  custody,  with  the  cooperation  of 
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our  sister  republics,  every  strategic  point  In  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  We  must  bar  from  this  American  Hemisphere 
all  the  nations  of  Europe.  We  shall  then  be  unassailable, 
even  if  both  the  axis  powers  and  the  Allies  should  combine 
against  us  at  the  end  of  the  present  war  or  at  any  time  in  the 
future.  "Europe  for  the  Europeans";  "Asia  for  the  Asiatics"; 
"America  for  the  Americans."  If  we  adhere  to  this  slogan, 
the  lamp  of  liberty  will  continue  to  burn  brightly  In  the  West- 
em  Hemisphere,  no  matter  what  happens  in  Europe  or  Asia. 
The  lamp  of  liberty  will  shine  on — the  symbol  of  American 
civilization — a  beacon  of  hope  for  all  mankind. 

AUTHORITY  TO  RECEIVE  MESSAGES  AND  SIGN  ENROLLED  BILLS 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Barkley.  It  was 

Ordered,  by  unanimous  consent.  That,  during  the  adjournment 
of  the  Senate  following  today's  session,  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
be  authorized  to  receive  messages  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  that  the  President  of  the  Senate  be  authorized  to  sign 
bills  and  Joint  resolutions  examined  and  found  truly  enroUed  by 
the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills  of  the  Senate. 

MESSAGE   FROM   THE   HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Me- 
giU.  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
without  amendment  the  bill  (S.  4119)  to  provide  for  the 
transfer  of  certain  land  In  the  De  Soto  National  Forest  to 
the  Secretary  of  War  for  use  for  military  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced' that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6884)  to  encourage  travel  in  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  report  Of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9877)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  promulgate  and  to  put  Into  effect  charges  for  elec- 
trical energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the 
application  of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the 
operation  of  the  Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United  States 
directly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J. 
Res.  582)  making  an  appropriation  to  enable  the  United 
States  Maritime  Commission  to  establish  th'i  marine  and 
war-risk  insurance  fund. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

•    Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  several  nominations,  which  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

EXECTTTIVE    REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry  Dental  Corps 
Reserve  officers  for  appointment  in  the  Regular  Army,  under 
the  provisions  of  law. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
nominations  of  several  oflBcers  for  appointment,  by  transfer, 
in  the  Regular  Army. 

Mr.  BAILiETy,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  reported 
favorably  the  nominations  of  several  officers  for  promotion 
in  the  Coast  Guard. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  simdry 
postmasters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there  be  no  further  reports 
of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
calendar. 
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DIPLOMATIC  Airs  rORKIGN  SERVICS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
In  the  IDiplomatic  and  Foreign  Service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations in  the  Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service  are  confirmed 
en  bloc. 

POSTICASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations of  postmasters  are  confhrmed  en  bloc. 

nv  THI  ARMT 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  nomina- 
tions In  the  Army,  which  I  have  reported,  be  confirmed  en 
bloc,  and  that  the  President  be  notlfled. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations in  the  Army  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  today  are  confirmed  en  bloc,  and  the  President  will  be 
notified  of  their  confirmation. 

AOMIlflSTtATOR  OP  CIVIL  AIHOHAXmCS 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce I  report  favorably  the  nomination  of  Col.  Donald  H. 
Connolly  to  be  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  In  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  and  ask  that  the  nomination  be 
confirmed,  and  that  the  President  be  notified. 

The  PRESmiNQ  OPPICER.  The  nomination  will  be 
stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Col.  Donald 
H.  Connolly  to  be  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  in  the 
Department  of  Commerce. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation is  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

NOTinCATION  TO  PRESISEMT  OP  CONTIRMATIOir  OP  HOMINATIOlfS 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Barxlxt.  it  was 

Ordered.  That  the  President  be  at  once  adyiaed  of  all  oonflnna- 
tlons  this  day  made,  and  that  aU  resolutions  of  confirmation  of 
nominations  now  In  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  at  the  Senate  be 
transmitted  to  the  President. 

ADJOXTSmCKIVT  TO  MONDAY.  JTTLT   22,    1940 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session,  under  the  terms 
Of  House  Concurrent  Resolution  86,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  (at  4  o'clock  and  37  minutes 
p.  m.)  Thursday.  July  11.  1940,  the  Senate  adjourned  until 
Monday,  July  22,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian.  • 


John  W.  TuthlU 
Andrew  B.  Wardlaw,  Jr. 


Eraser  Wllktos 
Elwood  WUliams  3d 


Executive 


NOMINATIONS 
nomiTiations    received    by    the    Senate   July    11 
{legislative  day  of  July  8) ,  1940    - 

DlPASTlfSNT  OF  COMMZaCK 

Col.  Donald  H.  Connolly.  Corps  of  Engineers,  United  States 
Army,  to  be  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce. 

George  P.  Baker,  of  Massachusetts,  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  in  the  department  of  Commerce  for 
the  remainder  of  the  term  expiring  December  31,  1943,  vice 
Robert  H.  Hinckley. 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive    nominations   confirmed    by   the    Senate   July  11 

{legislative  day  of  July  8) ,  1940 

Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Sravicx 

TO  BE  POREIGN  SERVICS  OmCERS.  UKCLASSiriED.  VICE  CONSm.S  OP 
CAREER.  AND  SXCRETAftlES  IN  THE  DIPI^MATIC  SERVICE  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES  OP  AMERICA 

Leonard  J.  Cromie  John  M.  McSweeney 

W.  William  Duff  Claude  O.  Ross 

Richard  E.  Gnade  Robert  Rossow,  Jr. 


Department  op  Commerce 

Col.  Donald  H.  Connolly  to  be  Administrator  of  Civil  Aero- 
nautics in  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Appointments  in  the  Regular  Armt 
dental  corps 
To  be  first  lieutenants 
John  Robert  McEvoy  Pearson  White  Brown 

Andrew  Bainter  Anderson         Robert  Lincoln  Coombs 
Raymond  Joseph  Talbot  Richard  Ehirham  Darby 

James  Maxwell  Murphy  Frederick  Robert  Krug 

Appointments,  bt  Transfer,  in  the  Regular  Armt 

TO  QUARTERMASXn  CORPS 

MaJ.  Chauncey  Aubrey  Bennett 
Maj.  Edwin  Turner  Bowden 

TO  chudcal  wakparz  snviCB 

First  Lt.  Lloyd  Elmer  Fellenz 

to  air  corps 

Second  Lt.  John  Christian  Habecker 

Postmasters 

ARKANaAS 

George  H.  Grafton,  Hughes. 

CONNECTICUT 

John  F.  Fields,  Fltchvllle. 

PLORISA 

Grace  E.  Moon,  Crystal  River. 

MAINE 

Sewell  H.  MacDaniel,  Kezar  Falls. 

MISSISSIPPI 
Mrs.  Dewey  M.  Collins,  Boyle. 

MONTANA 

Mary  S.  Smith,  Hot  Springs. 

NEW  YORK 

Thomas  LeRoy  Wardle.  Amityville. 

NORTH   CAROLINA 

John  E.  Creech,  East  Flat  Rock. 
Clifton  C.  Munday,  Taylorsville. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Gladyce  J.  Schultz.  Tappen. 

OKLAHOMA 

Hallie  Clark  Forde.  Cherokee. 
Ruth  Gordon,  Medlord. 

OREGON 

Nelson  J.  Nelson,  Jr.,  Cottage  Grove. 

SOUTH    DAKOTA 

Harriet  L.  Rost.  Garden  City. 
Helen  E.  Becker.  Turton. 
James  L.  Simpson,  Veblen. 

TEXAS 

William  Milton  Chitwood.  Hebbronville. 

UTAH 

William  L.  Sargent,  Coalville. 
William  E.  Woodbury,  Hurricane. 
John  C.  Green,  Park  City. 

WASHINGTON 

Edward  B.  Gibson,  Eastsound. 

WISCONSIN 

Edward  H.  Joosten,  Junction  City. 
Thomas  M.  Crawford.  Readstown. 
Earl  S.  Judkins,  Wood. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  July  11,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker  pro  tempore,  Mr.  Rayburn. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.. 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  we  are  most  grateful  that  the  head  that 
once  was  crowned  with  thorns,  an  eternal  diadem  now  adorns 
our  Saviour  s  brow.  We  pray  Thee  to  send  forth  laborers  into 
the  harvest,  for  It  Is  very  great.  May  they  come  from  the 
east  and  from  the  west,  and  from  the  north  and  from  the 
south;  may  they  declare  Thy  glory  among  the  peoples  and 
Thy  marvelous  works  among  all  nations.  Heavenly  Father, 
hear  our  prayer,  for  we  are  all  debtors  and  stand  In  the 
compassion  and  breath  of  Thy  condescending  love.  Keep  us 
this  day  within  Thy  shadow.  O  Lord,  for  there  is  no  life  with- 
out its  need:  there  is  no  heart  without  its  pain;  there  is  no 
hope  without  its  cloud;  and  there  is  no  prayer  without  its 
doubt.  We  devoutly  pray  for  Thy  rich  blessing  to  rest  upon 
every  section  of  our  broad  land.  O  Spirit  of  God,  graciously 
bless  our  beloved  Speaker,  who  guides  and  presides  over  the 
deliberations  of  the  Congress;  mercifully  be  with  every  Mem- 
ber, as  duties  freighted  with  far-reaching  responsibilities  are 
upon  all ;  let  Thy  fatherly  goodness  be  extended  to  all  officers 
and  employees.  O  Lord  God,  preserve  us  all  in  good  health 
and  strength,  peace  and  happiness,  and  at  the  appointed  time 
bring  us  together  again  without  the  loss  of  one.  In  our  dear 
Redeemer's  name.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

The  SPEAKER.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Public  Res- 
olution 86.  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  the  Chair  appoints  as 
members  of  the  United  States  University  of  Pennsylvania  Bi- 
centennial Commission  the  following  Members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives :  Mr.  Sacks.  Mr.  Sheridan,  Mr.  Wolverton 
of  New  Jersey,  and  Mr.  Rutherford. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier.  its  legislative 
clerk,  annomiced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  9576.  An  act  relating  to  the  admission  to  St.  Ellzia- 
beths  Hospital  of  persons  resident  or  domiciled  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Vice  President  had 
appointed  Mr.  Guffey.  of  Pennsylvania;  Mr.  Davis,  of  Penn- 
sylvania; Mr.  Hughes,  of  Delaware;  and  Mr.  Barbour,  of  New 
Jersey,  as  the  members  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  University  of  Pennsylvania  Bicentennial  Commission, 
pursuant  to  Public  Resolution  No.  86.  Seventy-sixth  Con- 
gress, approved  June  20,  1940. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  10100.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
bills  of  the  following  titles,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested: 

S.  3008.  An  act  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  dispose  of  certain  public  vessels,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; and 

S.  4119.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  certain  land 
in  the  De  Soto  National  Forest  to  the  SecreUry  of  War  for 
use  for  military  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon 
its  amendment  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6884)  entitled  "An  act  to 
encourage  travel  in  the  United  States  and  for  other  purposes," 
disagreed  to  by  the  House;  agrees  to  the  conference  asked  by 
the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon, 
and  appoints  Mrs.  Caraway.  B4r.  Bilbo,  and  Mr.  Vandenbero 
to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  disagrees  to 
the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  527)  entitled  "An 
act  for  the  relief  of  J.  J.  Greenleaf,"  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Burke.  Mr.  Brown,  and  Mr.  Town- 
send  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  disagrees  to 
the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bUl  (S.  326)  enUUed  "An 
act  for  the  payment  of  awards  and  appraisals  heretofore  made 
in  favor  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  on  claims  presented) 
under  the  General  Claims  ConvenUon  of  September  8,  1923 
United  States  and  Mexico,"  requests  a  conference  with  the 
House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereOn 
and  appoints  Mr.  Ptttman.  Mr.  George.  Mr.  Connally   and 
Mr.  Johnson  of  California  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate. 

KATHZRINS    M.    DRIER 

Mr.  HART.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3097)  for  the  relief  of  Katherlne 
M.  Drier,  as  amended  by  the  committee. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

♦i«^*'J'/*!**^/tw'  **'^'  '"^*^-  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  sec- 
♦i^  J?l  °L^*  Settlement  of  War  Claims  Act  of  1828.  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  out 
^  ..1  Oerman  special  deposit  account  in  the  Treaaury  of  the 
united  States,  to  Katherlne  M.  Drier,  an  American  cltUten  formerlv 
^«i!^*  in  Germany,  the  sum  of  1160.000.  together  with  Interest 
v^?I^w*  *^^  """^  °'  ^  percent  p^r  annum  from  January  1  1920 
being  the  amount  due  said  Katherine  M.  Drier  pursuant  to  an 
agreement  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  German 

P.^'^^''^°iK"*^"**"  **'''^^  "^^  *^«  ^'*^™»  o^  ^id  Katherlne  M.  Drier 
!^^U.  *  °^™*n  Government  were  settled  and  adjusted    Pro- 

Mhe;Jf?  nrn^^!Bf°l°/.  ^^^  ^^"  °'  $160,000  and  Interest  thereon 
as  nereln  provided  shall  be  made  as  follows: 

(1)  There  shall  be  paid  forthwith  to  the  said  Katherlne  M   Drier 

fnt.^f'^Si^*'**'*'  .^'^  ^^^  ^"^^  proportion  to  such  sum  and 
interest  thereon  as  the  amounta  heretofore  paid  out  of  such  special 
deposit  account  to  claimants  en  whose  behalf  award,  have  SS 
made  by  the  Mixed  Claims  Commission.  United  States  and  Oer- 
many.  bear  to  the  total  awards  so  made  to  such  claimants-  and 
K^n  »I^^™^"/J'^  ^^^  balance  of  such  sum  and  Interest ' thereon 
shall  be  prorated  on  the  basis  of  the  amount  of  the  respective  pay- 
^^J^H  ^^oo"*"*"**  ^^  section  2  (b)  of  the  Settlement  of  War  Clalina 
Act  of  1928.  as  amended,  and  remaining  unpaid.  ^twma 

With  the  following  committee  amendments; 

Page  2,  line  6.  strike  out  the  word  "follows"  and  insert  "if  an 
additional  award  In  the  sum  of  $160,000  with  Interest  at  5  percent 
from  January  1.  1920.  had  been  entered  by  the  Mixed  Clalmrcom- 
ml^^^lon.  United  States  and  Germany,  on  beha«  o7KathSn?S; 

Page  2.  strike  out  lines  11  to  22.  Inclusive. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  as  I  understand  the  claim,  the  money  Is 
from  the  German  fund? 

Mr.  HART.  Yes;  it  does  not  take  a  cent  out  of  the  United 
States  Treasury,  but  out  of  the  German  special-deposit 
account. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  no  objection,  Mr 
Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Rayburn)  .  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  committee  amendments  jvere  agreed  to? 

•nie  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

MEXICAN  CLAIMS  BILL 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (S.  326)  for  the  pay- 
ment of  awards  and  appraisals  heretofore  made  in  favor  of 
citizens  of  the  United  States  claims  presented  under  the 
General  Claims  Convention  of  September  8.  1923.  United 
States  and  Mexico,  insist  on  the  House  amendment  and  agree 
to  the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr,  Rayburn)  .  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
Bloom?     [After  a  pause.]     The  Chair  hears  none,  aad 
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appoints  the  following  conferees:  Mr.  Bloom,  Mr.  Luthxi  A. 
JoHiffBOW.  and  Mr.  Fish. 

WAVY  COHSTRtrcnOH  BILt 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  Tmanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bUl  (H.  R.  10100) 
to  establish  the  composition  of  the  United  States  Navy,  to 
authorize  the  construction  of  certain  naval  vessels,  and  for 
other  purposes,  with  Senate  amendments,  and  agree  to  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CTerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 


i 


Page  2,  line  26.  strike  out  "»50.000.000'  and  Insert  "$65,000j 
Page  S.  Itne  1.  strike  out  all  after  "materlar  down  to  and  Incluc 
tag  "ectabllahments"  In  line  9.  and  insert  "or  munitions  at  either 
prlrate  or  naval  eMabUshments.  and  •35.000.000  for  tbe  expansion 
of  facilities  for  the  production  of  armor  at  either  private  or  naval 
establishments.     The  authority  herein  granted  for  essential  equip- 
ment and  facilities,  and  for  the  expansion  of  facilities,  shall  include 
the  authority  to  acquire  lands  at  such  locations  as  the  Secretary  of 
th*  Navy  with  the  approval  of  the  President  may  deem  best  suited 
to  the  purpose,  erect  btilldlngs,  and  acquire  the  necessary  machinery 
and  equipment." 
Page  3.  line  17.  after  "Patrol",  ln«ert  "escort,  and  mlacellaneous." 
Page  3.  line  18.  strike  out   •$25. 000.000"  and  Insert  "»50,000.000." 
Page  4,  line  7.  after  "boat".  Insert  "(except  ships'  boats) ." 
Page  4.  line  10.  strike  out  '^without  the  consent  of  the  Congress" 
•nd  taflcrt  "except  as  now  provided  by  law." 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  explain 
the  amendments? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  first  amend- 
ment raises  the  amount  of  $50,000,000  to  $65,000,000,  and  that 
is  for  the  purpose  of  building  an  additional  gun  factory  similar 
to  the  one  here  in  Washington  city. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    Has  the  site  been  selected? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  No  place  has  been  designated, 
and  it  is  contemplated  to  scatter  the  plant  over  the  United 
States  in  different  units,  probably  from  Milwaukee  to  Chicago, 
to  St.  Louis,  to  Pittsburgh,  to  Ohio,  and  various  industrial 
centers  where  the  material  and  labor  will  be  available. 

The  other  amendment  is  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  from 
$20,000,000  to  $35,000,000  the  amount  that  can  be  expended 
in  the  armor-plate  factories  in  the  coimtry.  There  are  three 
factories — at  Midvale.  Carnegie,  and  Betlilehem — that  engage 
In  armor  production.  A  portion  of  this  money  will  be  lent  to 
these  companies,  if  necessary,  to  expand  their  maTiniiiTn 
capacity.  A  portion  of  the  money  will  be  used  to  build  an 
addition  to  the  Govemment-owned  plant  In  Charleston. 

W.  Va. 

The  other  amendment  puts  a  limitation  of  $50,000,000  on 
the  total  amount  that  can  be  expended  for  patrol  boats  or 
torpedo  boats.  When  the  House  pMied  the  bill  they  fixed 
the  amount  at  $25,000,000.  I  may  say  that  the  Budget  only 
recommends  $26,000,000  In  accordance  with  the  President's 
message  of  yesterday,  but  the  maximum  limit  is  fixed  at 
$50,000,000. 

These  are  the  only  three  Important  amendments. 

Ifr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  And  it  is  not  necessary  to 
spend  the  $50,000,000? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  No;  and  they  only  ask  for 
$25,000,000.    

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  concurred  in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

XXTKNSIOIf  or  UMAUCS 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  E^peaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  on  the  subject  of  pending  legislation 
agmlnst  Messrs.  Pearson  and  Allen,  authocs  of  Hie  Washing- 
ton Merry-go-Round. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WHl'lTlNGTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  address  I  delivered 


under  the  auspices  of  the  American  Legion  Post,  No.  2,  In- 
dianola.  Miss..  July  4,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

NATIONAL  LABCm  RKLATIOMS  BOARD 

Mr.  WHELCHEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Wu£LCH£L  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Rccoao.) 

HATIOirAL  DBTEMSf 

Mr.  BALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[BAr.  Ball  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear  in  the 
Appendix  of  Rkcoro.I 

KXTKMSION  or  SKMABKS 

Mr.  BROOKS,  lii.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Racoao  and  to  include  an  excerpt 
of  a  letter  that  I  received  from  a  constituent. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  address  delivered  by 
Rev.  John  J.  Carey,  of  Hartwell,  Nebr. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  address  delivered  by 
Roland  L.  McDonald,  State  Commandant,  Massachusetts  De- 
partment of  Marine  Corps  League. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

X7MITED  STATES   GRAIN  STANDARDS  ACT 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  7696) 
to  amend  the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act,  to  pro- 
vide for  the  grading  of  soyljeans,  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments . 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Clerk  will  rejwrt  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Line  5.  strike  out  "(a)." 

Strike  out  lines  7  to  13,  incluslT*. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Texas 
asks  imanlmotu  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table 
the  k)lll  H.  R.  7606,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  and 
concur  In  the  Senate  amendmenu.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
cxTSMsioii  or  RncAnui 

Mr.  ANOELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  tuianlmous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rscoro  and  to  include  an 
editorial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rkcord  and  to  include  an 
editorial  from  the  Saturday  Evening  Post. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rscord  and  to  include 
two  short  letters. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  SANDAGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Sandacer  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Rhode 
Island  ( Mr.  Sandacer  ] ,  who  has  just  addressed  the  House,  has 
called  attention  officially  of  the  House  to  a  matter  which  we 
are  all  hearing  about  through  letters  from  our  constituents. 
There  seems  to  be  a  unanimity  of  opinion  among  the  Ameri- 
can people  that  they  would  like  to  do  something  to  help  the 
English  children  to  come  over  here  during  the  war  and  escape 
the  ravages  of  war  and  bombing  in  England.  I  am  heartily 
in  sympathy  with  any  sound  constructive  proposal,  but  it  Is 
up  to  the  Congress  to  act.  I  hope  the  Congress  will  take  into 
consideration  immediately  a  number  of  bills  that  have  been 
Introduced.  Perhaps  we  cannot  do  away  with  the  quota  even 
for  the  duration  of  the  war.  but  at  least  we  can  do  away  with 
the  monthly  quota  and  lump  it  all  together,  so  that  these  un- 
fortunate children  can  come  here  immediately,  provided 
bonds  are  given  for  their  upkeep  and  care  wliile  here,  and  it 
does  not  cost  our  taxpayers  any  fiulher  financial  burdens. 
[Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  COCHRAN.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to  advise  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  (Mr.  Pish]  and  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Sandacer],  as  well  as  the  House,  that  just 
a  few  moments  ago,  seeking  some  information  for  a  constitu- 
ent. I  spoke  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  Hon.  Breck- 
enridge  Long,  who  advised  me  that  he  had  talked  over  the 
telephone  to  Ambassador  Kennedy  this  morning  on  the  very 
subject  which  the  gentlemen  discussed,  and  that  up  to  this 
hour,  according  to  the  Ambassador,  no  child  In  England  had 
been  refused  a  visa  to  come  to  this  country;  further,  if  the 
children  are  entitled  to  come  here  under  our  quota  system, 
then  it  Is  the  fault  of  those  In  Great  Britain  in  not  applying 
to  the  proper  American  authorities  for  their  visa  and  not  the 
fault  of  American  oiBcials  here  or  abroad  that  children  are 
not  tjeing  sent  to  this  country  in  larger  groups. 
Mr.  FISH.  I  am  glad  to  have  that  Information. 
Mr.  COCHRAN.  Now  let  me  say  also  you  should  take  into 
consideration  that  there  Is  a  country  on  the  north  of  us,  part 
of  Great  Britain,  that  should  take  and  care  for  some  of  the 
children.    Why  bring  them  all  into  the  United  States? 

Everyone  sympathizes  with  the  unfortunate  children,  espe- 
cially at  a  time  when  their  country  la  being  bombed  by  the 
enemy.  We  have  a  liberal  quota  system  at  this  time  and.  as 
you  know,  oiu*  quota  system  sUrts  with  the  fiscal  year,  which 
was  July  1.  Why  talk  about  the  necessity  for  legislation 
when  the  quota  can  be  used  now  for  the  children?  I  assume 
some  feel  our  sympathies  will  run  away  with  our  good  judg- 
ment at  this  critical  period  and  they  probably  see  an  oppor- 
tunity for  Increasing  the  quotas.  Do  not  overlook  the  fact 
that  so  far  most  of  the  refugees  are  English  children.  When 
the  time  comes  that  there  will  be  accommodations  for  chil- 
dren of  other  countries,  countries  that  have  practically  been 
taken  over  by  Germany,  you  will  find  a  very  large  demand 
upon  the  people  of  this  country  to  care  for  additional  chil- 
dren. Much  as  I  feel  for  the  unfortunate  people,  still  I  also 
cannot  overlook  the  fact  that  we  have  In  our  own  midst  chil- 
dren, American  children,  undernourish^  and  in  need  of 
proper  homes  and  assistance.  Our  neighbor  on  our  north, 
Canada,  is  not  being  bombed  by  Germany.    Surely,  if  chil- 


dren of  a  former  queen  can  find  safety  there,  the  children 
of  others  can  Ukewise  be  assured  they  are  safe  within  its 
borders. 

I  am  unwilling  to  let  anyone  blame  the  Congress  at  this 
time  for  not  passing  legislation  throwing  the  doors  open  to 
those  who  have  suffered  as  a  result  of  Germany's  activities. 

Undoubtedly  the  children  from  Great  Britain  will  be  looked 
upon  as  being  more  desirable  than  children  from  some  other 
countries  but  this  Nation  is  not  going  to  be  able  to  do  for  all 
others  what  you  want  done  for  the  English  children.  There 
are  hundreds  of  thousands  of  orphan  ciiildren  in  Poland. 
Finland.  Sweden.  Norway.  Holland,  and  other  countries  which 
some  organization  will  want  us  to  care  for.  True  there  are 
citizens  here  who  are  financially  able  to  guarantee  to  this 
country  the  children  will  never  become  a  public  charge  but 
we  cannot  escape  the  fact  that  when  the  war  is  over  the 
parents  of  many  will  want  to  follow  their  children  to  this 
country.  What  then?  Will  you  authorize  their  admittance 
even  in  the  face  of  exhausted  quotas? 

Do  not  forget  our  unemployed  situation.  It  stUI  exists  and 
even  the  tremendous  sums  being  advanced  for  national  de- 
fense will  not  absorb  all  the  imemployed.  The  Federal  Gov- 
ernment is  spending  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  along 
with  the  States  in  helping  our  own  widows  and  orphans  and 
unemployables.  We  can  ill  afford  to  add  to  the  burdens  of  our 
people  who  are  taxed  to  care  for  them. 

The  situation  affecting  the  refugees  at  this  moment,  with 
new  quotas  available.  I  want  to  make  plain  does  not  warrant 
an  attack  upon  Congress.  Ambassador  Kennedy,  speaking 
through  Assistant  Secretary  of  State.  Mr.  Long,  tells  us  every 
child  that  comes  within  our  law.  as  well  as  rules  and  regula- 
tions, that  has  applied  for  a  visa  has  been  recognized.  With 
such  the  case  wliy  should  any  Member  rise  and  criticize?  It 
is  not  justified. 

ANTAL  OR  ANTHONY  OR  TONY  ZAICEK  OR  ZAICZEK 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bUl  (H.  R.  6056)  for  the 
relief  of  Antal  or  Anthony  or  Tony  Zaicek  or  Zaiczek,  with  a 
Senate  amendment,  and  agree  to  the  Senate  amendment 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

L»n«,9.  "trlke  cut  all  after  "warrant"  down  to  and  Including 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  what 
is  this  bill? 

Mr,  LESINSia.  This  is  an  Immigration  bill  covering  a 
seaman  who  was  here  Illegally  for  over  16  years.  The  Hotise 
passed  the  bill  but  attached  an  amendment  to  the  bill  that 
the  alien  never  can  become  a  citlsen  of  this  country,  The 
Senate  concurred  in  the  bill,  but  struck  out  that  last  line, 
with  the  wording  that  he  could  not  become  a  citizen.  T^iey 
•truck  that  line  out. 

Mr.  RICH,    Are  we  going  to  permit  him  to  remain  here? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Oh,  ye9.  The  bill  has  passed  the  House 
already  and  It  has  passed  the  Senate. 

Mr,  RICH.    Why  does  he  have  to  have  four  or  five  names? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    Of  course,  I  do  not  know  why. 

Mr.  RICH.  Now.  let  us  get  this  straight.  Where  Is  he 
from  and  are  we  going  to  permit  him  to  remain  here,  and 
why? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    He  has  been  here  over  15  years. 

Mr.  MASON.     Will   the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  I  think  I  can  answer  the  question  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania.  The  man  in  question  has 
been  here  and  has  lived  a  decent  life  for  over  15  years.  He 
came  in  illegally  by  jumping  a  ship.  The  House  has  passed 
the  bill  and  it  has  been  unanimously  approved.  It  has 
passed  the  Senate,  but  the  Senate  struck  out  that  one  provi- 
sion, and  the  motion  is  to  accept  the  Senate  amendment  to 
the  bill.    That  is  all  there  is  to  It. 
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Mr.  RICH.  Let  me  ask  the  gentleman  this  question:  Sup- 
pose anyone  comes  in  here  illegally  and  remains  15  years, 
are  we,  by  passing  this  bilJ,  going  to  sanction  the  fact  that 
everyone  who  has  been  here  15  years  and  has  lived  a  good  life 
can  still  remain  in  America? 

Mr.  MASON.  No;  but  we  have  already  sanctioned  it  and 
already  passed  the  bill  and  the  Senate  has  already  passed 
the  bill.    This  Is  just  accepting  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  RICH.  Well,  if  we  have  any  more  coming  here  and 
jBtasring  for  15  years,  if  they  want  the  protection  of  America 
and  want  to  remain  here,  they  should  either  become  Ameri- 
can citizens,  or  we  ought  to  send  them  back  where  they 
came  from,  because  we  are  going  to  get  more  people  in  this 
country  than  we  can  take  care  of.  We  are  gomg  to  take 
care  of  these  9,000,000  Americans  that  are  out  of  work  first. 
(Applause.] 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  In  answer  to  the  gentleman,  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Mason  1  and  I  were  at  the  White  House 
yesterday,  and  we  expect  certain  legislation  covering  all  this 
type  of  citizens  and  hope  the  Congress  will  pass  it. 

Mr.  RICH.  They  never  let  me  go  to  the  White  House,  but 
I  will  say  this,  that  if  the  White  House  does  not  pass  such 
legislation  that  will  prohibit  these  people  from  coming  into 
this  Country  and  the  Congress  does  not  do  it,  we  are  going 
to  be  in  trouble  pretty  soon. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  this  one  question: 
The  gentleman  is  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Pensions? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    That  is  correct. 

Mi.  JENKINS  of  Oliio.  And  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Mason  J,  who  has  just  spoken,  is  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Yes;  and  I  am  also  ranking  member  of 
that  committee. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman  is  also  a  member 
Of  that  committee? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    Yes. 

Bdr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Now.  I  would  like  to  ask  this  ques- 
tion: This  change  that  you  make  is  a  very  important  change 
and  somebody  in  the  House  is  responsible  for  having  put  that 
amendment  in  there? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  The  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
CosTELLOl  was  responsible  for  it.  I  spoke  to  him  about  it 
yesterday. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Has  the  gentleman  consulted  with 
those  who  were  instrtimental  in  that  and  with  the  minority 
membership  on  the  committee? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  I  have  done  so.  I  talked  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  MaktinI  about  it  today. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Ttiat  has  been  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  end  that  conunittee  is  satisfied? 

Mr.  MASON.     Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  withdraw  my  reservation  of 
objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  further  reserving  the  right 
to  object,  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Costxllo] 
Just  came  in  the  Chamber.  I  would  like  to  know  if  he  has 
been  consulted.    He  is  the  author  of  that  amendment. 

Mr.  MASON.    Yes:  he  was  consulted. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  personally  have  no  objec- 
tion to  agreeing  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  You  were  the  author  of  the  amendment  in 
the  House  when  the  matter  came  up  the  other  day? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Yes.  I  believe  I  offered  the  amendment 
at  that  time. 

The   SPEAKER   pro   tempore.     Is   there   objection   to   the 

request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


■xtxnsidn  of  remarks 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Ai;q>endix  of  the  Rkcoko  and 
include  an  article  by  Lawrence  Dennis. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Recoks. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  letter  which  I  have  written. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Pulmkr  was  granted  permis- 
sion to  revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  one-half  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  temjxjre.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Creal],  a  distinguished  member  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  was  unavoidably  detained  this  week  in  his  dis- 
trict and  was  unable  to  be  here  yesterday  during  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Hatch  bill.  During  our  deliberations  in  regard  to 
that  bill  in  the  committee  he  took  the  same  position  which  was 
taken  by  the  different  signers  of  the  minority  views.  Had 
he  been  here  yesterday  he  would  have  voted  as  we  did.  It  is 
a  matter  of  genuine  regret  to  us,  to  the  House,  and  to  him 
that  he  was  unable  to  be  here. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  legislative  business  for  the  day 
I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  15  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

•  REFUGEE   CHILDREN 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEIAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  was  brought  up  a 
while  ago  about  bringing  children  to  this  country.  I.  too, 
am  in  sympathy  with  taking  care  of  the  children  whether 
they  come  from  England.  Prance.  Germany,  Holland.  Bel- 
gium, or  any  other  country.  I  think  that  is  only  humani- 
tarian. But  I  think  we  ought  to  be  very,  very  careful  what  we 
do  in  our  zeal  to  take  care  of  children.  During  their  stay  here 
they  may  be  orphaned.  We  want  to  see  that  we  do  not 
have  to  look  after  them  pr  take  care  of  them  the  rest  of 
their  days. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  legislation  that  might  be  proposed 
here  to  take  care  of  these  children  for  the  time  being  should 
be  so  framed  that  m  our  zeal  to  take  care  of  them  we  do  not 
permit  them  to  remain  here  for  years  and  years  and  find 
ourselves  unable  to  get  them  out.  We  are  glad  to  take  care 
of  these  children  for  the  time  being,  but  our  responsibility 
shoiild  cease  when  peace  prevails  In  Europe  and  we  can  send 
them  back.  We  hope  that  peace  wUl  soon  come  to  Europe 
and  we  hope  that  peace  will  prevail  in  this  country  now  and 
forever. 

Let  us  try  to  take  care  of  everybody  In  the  world,  but  let 
us  look  after  American  children,  American  workmen,  Amer- 
ican Individuals  first.  We  are  Americans  and  we  must  take 
care  of  our  own  people,  but  we  want  to  do  what  we  can  to 

help  everybody.    We  must,  however,  look  after  our  own  first. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  mmute. 
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The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objecUon  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  pentleman  from  Dlinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

IAt.  DIRKSEN.  Mr  Speaker,  apropos  the  matter  of  bring- 
ing child  refugees  Into  this  country,  the  Members  of  the  House 
may  be  interested  to  know  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
contrived  an  arrangement  with  the  Western  Union  Tele- 
graph Co.  which  I  learned  in  connection  w^ith  a  case  of  my 
own  only  yesterday,  whereby  a  citizen  of  this  country  who 
seeks  to  bring  over  a  child  from  a  foreign  country,  whether 
a  relative  or  otherwise,  can  go  to  a  Western  Union  ofBce  in 
any  town  and  there  file  a  telegram  which  is  addressed  to  the 
consul  in  the  foreign  country  in  which  the  child  resides,  re- 
questing the  granting  of  a  visa  to  a  child  and  then  offering 
to  show  that  they  are  able  and  willing  to  take  care  of  such 
child  or  children,  and  I  assume,  put  up  the  statutory  bond 
which  will  be  required.  That  is  the  expeditious  way.  I  under- 
stand, in  which  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
and  the  State  Department  are  now  seeking  to  handle  the 
mdividual  refugee  problem. 

Aside  from  that  there  is  the  problem  of  mass  refugees  in 
which  it  is  proposed  to  bring  them  over  by  the  shipload.  I 
am  informed  by  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
that  they  are  of  the  opinion  that  they  can  best  be  sent  to 
Canada  and  then  the  large  group  decentralized  and  the  chil- 
dren sent  to  this  country  in  small  groups  or  as  individuals. 
But  alluding  for  a  moment  to  the  proposition  of  the  red  tape 
with  which  such  things  seemingly  are  encrusted,  if  a  citizen 
can  bring  a  cousin  or  a  nephew,  or  a  child  from  a  foreign 
country  by  merely  going  to  the  Western  Union  telegraph 
oflSce  and  there  filing  a  notarized  telegram,  that  certainly 
is  cutting  straight  through  red  tape. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  DIRBCSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  As  I  understand  It,  they  can  come 
over  here  within  the  quota. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  correct.  The  quota  for  England 
and  Ireland  is  65,000  plus  18,000.  a  total  of  83.000;  and  there 
Is  a  tremendous  amount  of  the  quota  that  has  been  unused 
up  to  this  time. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  They  could  bring  in.  as  I  under- 
stand it,  a  maximum  from  Great  Britain  of  6,300  in  1  year. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  PITTINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

refugee  CHILDREN 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  asked  for  this  1 
minute  to  make  a  correction.  When  I  interrogated  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  I  understood  that  the  quota  from  Great 
Britain  and  the  British  Isles  amounted  to  65.000  a  year. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Sixty-five  thousand  for  England  and  18,000 
for  Ireland. 

Mr.  JENKINS  Of  Ohio.  In  my  colloquy  with  the  gentle- 
man I  said  they  could  send  over  10  percent  a  year.  I  meant 
not  more  than  6.300  per  month.  As  they  come  in  they  will 
be  charged  against  the  quota. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  correct.  Of  course,  they  come  in 
as  immigrants  and  each  ciiild  must  have  a  visa. 

ADDrriONAL  APPROPRIATION.  TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY.  FISCAL 

YEAR    1941 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Bdr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  for  the  immediate  consideration  of  House  Joint 
Resolution  583.  making  an  additional  appropriation  for  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  to  pro- 


vide facilities  to  expedite  the  national  defense:  that  it  be 
considered  in  the  House  as  in  the  CMnmittee  of  the  Whole, 
that  general  debate  on  the  resolution  extend  for  2  hours, 
the  time  to  be  equally  divided  between  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr,  Taber]  and  myself. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  resolution. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  WoodrumI? 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
this  matter  comes  to  the  House  with  hearings  27  pages  long 
which  have  just  become  available.  I  understand  that  I  am 
to  meet  with  the  statement  that  this  is  a  matter  of  national 
defense.  A  short  time  ago  I  heard  Mr.  Ulienthal  say  over  the 
radio  that  the  T.  V.  A.  was  ready  for  any  emergency.  If 
that  is  so,  this  legislation  is  unnecessary.  The  T.  V.  A.  has 
had  nearly  a  billion  dollars  to  spend  in  the  last  7  years  and 
it  ought  to  be  pretty  nearly  ready  for  any  emergency  which 
was  contemplated  when  they  were  organized,  and  they  then 
knew  they  were  an  adjunct  to  the  national  defense. 

I  have  an  abiding  conviction,  from  what  I  have  been  able 
to  read  of  the  testimony  so  far  in  the  short  time  I  have  had. 
that  there  is  involved  in  this  proposal  other  matters  than 
national  defense  and  that,  as  was  done  here  not  so  long 
ago  in  connection  with  the  tax  bill,  everybody  Icnows  a 
portion  of  the  money  raised  under  that  bill  only  is  to  be  used 
for  naUonal  defense,  the  rest  to  go  for  the  ordinary  purposes 
of  the  Treasury.  And  so  m  this  instance  this  alleged  na- 
tional-defense measure  is  to  be  used  as  the  vehicle  to  provide 
T.  V.  A.  with  necessary  requirements  for  ordinary  peacetime 
operations.  It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  the  T.  V.  A.  with 
its  customary  cupidity  is  taking  advantage  of  a  situation  to 
enlarge  its  own  facilities  and  to  hoodwink  agato  the  Ameri- 
can Congress  and  the  American  people.  While  I  dislike  very 
much  to  interfere 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  McLEAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  The  gentleman  observes,  of 
course,  that  my  request  was  merely  to  bring  the  matter  up 
for  consideration  and  for  a  vote  in  any  way  the  Members  of 
the  House  might  see  fit  to  vote,  not  to  pass  the  bill  by  unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  I  understand  that,  but  my  point  is  that  the 
unanimous  consent  should  not  be  granted  because  the  House 
has  not  had  sufficient  time  to  digest  this  measure,  to  read 
the  testimony,  or  know  anything  about  it  so  as  to  be  able  to 
vote  intelligently. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  WiU  the  gentleman  permit 
me  to  propound  a  unanimous-consent  request  to  speak  for 
10  minutes  in  order  to  explain  to  the  House  what  is  involved 
in  this  before  the  gentleman  makes  his  objection?  I  wculd 
like  the  gentleman  to  have  the  information,  in  fairness  to 
him. 

Mr.  McLEAN.    If  I  may  reserve  my  right  to  object. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  tMr.  Wcodrum]  may  proceed  for  10 
minutes. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  appreciate  the 
courtesy  of  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey,  and  I  know  of 
course  his  very  intense  feeling  toward  the  T.  V.  A.  May  I  say 
that  if  this  were,  as  my  friend  from  New  Jersey  has  just  stated, 
a  scheme  of  the  T.  V.  A.  to  come  in  under  the  guise  of  a  national 
defense  need  to  secure  additional  development  of  the  T.  V.  A. 
area,  I  would  heartily  join  the  gentleman  in  opposing  it.  I 
have  supported  the  T.  V.  A.  program,  believing  that  having 
been  started,  it  should  be  rounded  out.  I  voted  for  the  last 
T.  V,  A.  dam  appropriated  for  by  Congress,  stating,  however, 
to  the  House  and  to  my  constituents  that  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances I  believed  that  the  T.  V.  A.  development  should 
not  be  further  extended,  that  if  it  went  further  it  would  cer- 
tainly be  In  competition  with  private  Industry,  and  that  Z 
believed  it  should  not  go  ahead. 

Let  us  see  what  this  proposal  is.  It  is  a  matter  that  has 
been  brought  to  our  committee,  under  the  solemn  statement 
of   men,    whose    udgment,   whose   patriotism,    and    whose 
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motives  eannot  be  <|iiestloned.  as  a  matter  vitally  necessary  to 
the  wfifi^^n^l  defense  prcgram.  It  is  critically  necessary  that 
the  work  be  started  immediately.  This  calls  for  the  building 
of  a  dam  in  Tinnfimff  on  the  Holstcn  River  for  additional 
water  storage  and  electric  generating  capacity  for  the  T.  V.  A., 
for  the  construcUon  of  a  steam  electric  generating  plant  to 
stabilize  the  T.  V.  A.  electric  power  production,  for  the  instal- 
lation of  additional  generating  capacity  in  empty  stalls  at 
existing  down-river  projects  to  utilize  the  added  flow  con- 
tributed by  the  new  storage  project,  and  for  new  transmis- 
sion facilities  required  because  of  the  added  generating 
capacity. 

What  is  the  necessity  for  this?  We  had  before  our  com- 
mittee Mr.  Knudsen  of  the  Advisory  Commission  of  the 
Council  on  National  Defense.  Mr.  Knudsen  told  us  that  he 
was  not  a  power  expert  and  would  not  attempt  to  speak  for 
them,  but  that  he  was  interested  in  carrjang  out  the  plane- 
production  program  and  the  production  of  the  other  equip- 
ment required  for  national  defense.  He  told  us  of  the  need 
for  aluminum  with  which  to  build  planes  and  that  to  get 
this  aluminum  there  must  be  additional  aluminum  facilities. 

want  to  quote  a  part  of  Mr.  Knudsen 's  testimony: 

Mr  Wooomvru.  Mr.  Knudsen,  we  wlU  be  very  glad  to  bear  whatever 
you  bave  to  aay  to  us. 

Mr.  KiruosBN.  I  am  not  a  power  man;  I  am  a  manufacturer.  My 
interest  In  this  project  la  purely  to  see  that  we  get  aluminum 
encitgb  or  duralumin  enough  to  build  the  planes  with.  I  suppose 
you  know  the  average  plane  takes  about  5  tons  of  this  stuff. 

Mr.  WoooBTTM.  Five  tons  of  aluminum? 

Mr.  Khttdsxic.  Tes;  that  is  the  average,  and  my  Interest  here  in 
this  project  Is  to  get  aluminum  enough  for  the  planes,  and  tbe 
average  quantity  per  plane  is  about  5  tons,  meaning  both  in  the 
frame  itself  and  In  the  parts  of  the  motor  that  are  made  cf  aluml- 
ntim,  stieh  as  the  crankcase.  pistons,  and  cylinder  head.  And  in 
this  area  where  the  T.  V.  A.  is  located,  that  is  otitllned  by  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  as  area  E.  We  have  areas  A.  B.  C.  O,  and  E  which  are 
satisfactory  to  the  Oeneral  Staff  for  plant  location  purposes,  being 
away  from  tbe  shore,  and  In  this  area  E.  besides  aluminum  plants, 
we  have  some  other  plants  projected,  the  actual  location  of  which 
I  am  unable  to  give  you  at  this  time,  because  the  sites  have  not 
been  picked:  but  they  are  In -this  area  E.  So  that  there  will  be  a 
caU  for  power  beyond  what  will  be  required  for  alumlniun. 

We  were  told  that  there  would  be  a  shortage  of  aluminum 
for  plane  production  purpioses  by  July  1.  1942,  of  60,000.000 
pounds.  Mr.  Knudsen  said  it  was  the  job  of  Mr.  Stettinius  to 
find  the  aluminum  for  his  use  for  planes. 

Kfr.  Stettinius  said  he  had  gone  over  the  matter  carefully, 
had  canvassed  it  every  way,  and,  in  order  to  have  this  alumi- 
num, it  was  necessary  to  build  additional  facilities:  that  they 
wanted  to  build  these  facilities  in  the  neighborhood  of  an 
existing  plant  in  the  T.  V.  A.  area;  that  in  order  to  do  that 
they  did  not  have  the  electric  power  to  run  It.  nor  could  they 
get  it  from  privately  operated  plants.  Here  is  a  pertinent 
part  of  what  Mr.  Stettinius  said: 

I  have  been  over  this  matter  for  approaching  3  weeks  now,  with 
Mr.  Dunn  and  the  members  of  our  staff,  and  I  am  perfectly  confi- 
dent. genUemen.  that  from  the  standpoint  of  our  aluminum 
production  to  meet  the  aviation  program  which  Mr.  Knudsen  is 
responsible  for.  and  a  great  many  other  developments  In  the  south- 
eastern section,  we  must  have  this  added  power. 

Mr.  WoooauM.  And  you  cannot  get  It  from  private  indtistry? 

Mr.  S'lrriiKTPS.  We  cannot,  sir:  and  It  cannot  be  delayed,  for  rea- 
sons which  Mi.  Dunn  will  bring  out  In  his  testimony.  Not  weeks 
but  dajrs  count  now,  from  the  standpoint  of  speeding  this  work  up. 
•o  that  we  can  get  the  full  effect  of  the  spring  floods  3  years  hence. 
•  •••••• 

Mr.  WoooBXTM.  And  the  CouncU  of  Defense  has  been  over  that 
thoroughly  and  regards  It  as  necessary  and  Important,  and  that 
time  is  of  the  essence? 

Mr.  STrminrs.  I  do  not  think  I  can  say  "the  Commission."  but 
Mr.  Knudsen.  In  charge  of  production,  and  I  from  the  standpoint  of 
materials,  and  Mr.  Dunn,  having  Jririsdiction  of  the  power  to  b3 
supplied,  all  definitely  unite  In  the  concliision  that  this  expansion 
Lb  justified  and  must  take  place  to  meet  the  production  ahead. 

Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stettinius  brought  before  our  com- 
mittee as  a  witness  Mr.  Oano  Dunn,  president  of  the  J.  G. 
White  Engineering  Corporation  of  New  York,  one  of  the 
oldest  consulting  construction  engineering  firms  In  the 
United  States.  Mr.  Dunn  is  personally  known  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  (Mr.  TabskI  and  perhaps  to  many  of 
you  gentlemen.    He  has  been  a  persistent,  a  consistent,  and 


p  relentless  foe  of  T.  V.  A.  expansion.  The  firm  of  Mr.  Dunn 
was  the  engineering  consultant  employed  by  Mr.  Willkle 
when  he  contested  the  constitutionality  of  the  T.  V.  A.  Act. 

Mr.  TABER:    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  believe  the  evidence  was  that  one  of  his 
partners  was  tbe  consultant.  His  firm  was  employed  as  the 
consultant. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  said  his  firm. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  believe  Mr.  Dunn  stated  that  it  was  his 
pariner  in  the  firm  who  was  the  consultant. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  said  his  firm  was  em- 
ployed, I  may  say  to  the  gentleman.  With  that  background, 
recognized  as  one  of  tbe  leading  iwwer  experts  of  the  United 
States — the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  TaberI  will 
join  me  in  that  statement — a  man  whose  motives  and  whose 
ability  cannot  be  questioned,  he  said  to  us  that  after  sur- 
vejring  this  whole  situation  he  believes  it  is  of  the  utmost 
vital  importance  to  the  defense  program  that  this  matter 
not  only  be  acted  upon  favorably  by  the  Congress  but  that 
we  do  not  lose  a  single  day  in  passing  it.  Why?  Because 
this  dam  on  the  Holston  River  will  take  2  years  to  con- 
struct. It  will  have  the  power  ready  just  at  the  time  the 
power  is  needed.  They  want  to  get  their  orders  in  for  the 
machinery  necessary  for  the  steam  electric  generating  plant. 
It  is  necessary  to  get  those  orders  in  before  existing  manu- 
facturing operations  are  clogged  up  with  other  defense  or- 
ders. They  want  to  get  them  In  early  if  they  can  and  get 
started  on  them.  They  want  to  have  the  dam  ready  to  be 
filled  by  the  spring  floods  of  1942.  in  order  to  get  this  needed 
power. 

Mr.  Dunn  was  asked  about  other  sources  of  power  than 
T.  V.  A.  He  was  asked  about  Bonneville.  Grand  Coulee,  and 
private  sources,  and  I  commend  to  you  the  reading  of  his 
testimony  on  these  points.  When  he  was  asked  about  get- 
ting it  from  private  sources,  here  is  what  he  said: 

No  one  company  system  can  furnish  it.  It  would  have  to  be 
furnished  by  transmission  imes  coming  in  from  several  different 
companies.  It  would  be  a  good  deal  more  expensive  than  the 
present  power  from  T.  V.  A.  There  woxild  be  long  dela3rs  In  nego- 
tiating such  a  supply,  and  we  have  got  T.  V.  A.  right  down  there 
where  the  main  plant  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  Is.  Now.  it  is  good 
management,  when  you  want  to  Increase  a  manufacttirlng  plant 
and  a  power  supply,  to  Increase  an  existing  manufacturing  plant 
at  an  existing  power  supply.  They  are  both  right  together  In  the 
Tennessee  Valley.  We  found  no  other  place  as  favorable  as  T.  V. 
A.  for  this  large  block  of  power  increase:  and,  as  Mr.  Knudsen 
said,  it  is  not  only  for  aluminum  but  for  other  national -defense 
projects  as  well.  The  increase.  In  our  opinion,  is  Justified  on  the 
aluminum  alone,  but  almost  every  day  now  there  is  some  new 
national-defense  demand  for  power  directed  in  the  region  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley. 

When  Mr.  Dunn  was  asked  how  soon  this  appropriation 
would  bring  results,  he  said: 

The  steam  will  be  ready  In  18  months  and  the  hydro  In  24 
months,  provided  you  take  prompt  action;  but  there  is  a  trigger 
action  in  this  and.  If  the  appropriation  Is  not  promptly  provided, 
then  there  may  be  a  whole  year's  delay,  because  you  will  miss  the 
spring  floods  In  filling  the  reservoir  and  with  an  empty  reservoir 
you  cannot  get  power  even  If  your  machinery  Is  all  InstaUed. 

When  Mr.  Dunn,  a  man  of  that  unquestioned  integrity 
and  ability,  backed  by  the  Advisory  Commission  of  the 
Council  of  National  Defense,  through  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stettinius.  comes  before  our  committee 
and  begs  and  pleads  with  us  not  only  to  act  favorably  but 
to  act  with  dispatch.  I  believe  it  la  a  matter  that  every 
Member  of  this  House  ought  to  give  the  very  utmost  con- 
sideration before  he  takes  the  responsibility  of  stopping  that 
procedure. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  was  very  much  impressed  with  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  about  the  T.  V.  A. 
having  a  well  rounded  out  plan.  Can  the  gentleman  tell  us 
whether  there  has  been  a  definite  ultimate  expansion  pro- 
gram developed  as  far  as  the  T.  V.  A.  is  concerned?    Do  they 


have  a  limit  to  their  program,  or  are  further  additions  to  be 
brought  up  from  time  to  time? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  As  I  understand.  Congress 
has  now  authorized  and  appropriated  for  all  of  the  expansion 
of  T.  V.  A.  that  was  in  the  original  T.  V.  A.  development 
plan.  It  is  my  vmderstanding  that  the  last  dam  which  Con- 
gress authorized  completed  that  project. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  the  construction  of  this  dam  we  are  con- 
sidering now  is  made  necessary  by  reason  of  the  necessity 
for  the  preparation  for  war.  are  there  liable  to  be  any  further 
increases  in  the  number  of  dams  that  the  gentleman  knows 
of?    Was  any  statement  to  that  effect  made  in  the  hearings? 

Blr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  It  was  stated  in  the  hearings 
that  it  was  thought  that  this  power,  together  with  other  po- 
tential power  coming  in  from  Bonneville  and  other  places 
that  are  in  course  of  development,  would  probably  meet  the 
needs,  but  no  man  can  see  what  the  future  is  going  to  make 
necessary  in  this  defense  program.  We  have  to  act  on  it  as 
it  comes  to  us  and  as  our  judgment  tells  us  the  necessity 
requires.  The  problem  we  are  laying  on  the  door  of  the  man- 
ufacturing industries  of  the  country  is  a  tremendous  one.  It 
is  going  to  call  for  a  maximum  of  all  the  energy  and  all  the 
power  we  can  find.  It  may  be  that  there  will  be  a  necessity 
to  develop  other  power  somewhere  or  other.  I  would  not 
imdertake  to  say  that. 

Mr.  RICH.  We  ai-e  doing  this  for  the  emergency.  What 
is  the  emergency? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  The  emergency  now  is  that 
the  whole  world  is  being  overrun  by  a  madman  and,  as  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut.  I  believe,  said  a  few  moments 
ago,  America  is  awake  to  the  fact  that  we  have  to  prepare  in 
this  country  to  defend  the  Western  Hemisphere  against  any 
eventualities.  We  cannot  take  any  chance  on  it.  and  the 
gentleman  does  not  want  to  take  that  chance.     [Applause.] 

May  I  say  that  there  is  no  partisanship  in  this  matter. 
This  is  not  a  partisan  matter.  There  is  not  a  man  on  the 
side  of  this  aisle  to  my  left  who  is  not  just  as  much  interested 
and  just  as  much  committed  to  do  whatever  should  be  done 
for  this  defense  program  as  the  majority,  and  I  know  my 
friend  from  New  Jersey  feels  that  way.  I  do  not  ask  you  to 
forego  any  right  to  consider  this  matter  on  its  merits,  but  I 
do  plead  with  you  today  to  give  us  a  chance  to  consider  it.  It 
ought  to  be  considered.  It  is  more  important  than  taking 
any  recess  for  a  Democratic  convention,  as  important  as 
that  is.     [Applause.] 

I  feel  the  responsibility  here  of  using  every  ix>ssible  method 
of  parliamentary  procedure  at  my  disposal  to  get  consider- 
ation of  this  matter.  I  do  not  care  how  you  vote.  Vote  as 
you  please.  But  I  do  say  that  I  cannot  see  how  any  man 
can  object  to  its  consideration,  when  it  comes  here  with  the 
endorsement  and  the  urgent  appeal  which  brings  it  to  us. 

I  do  not  want  to  take  further  time,  because  the  House  has 
been  very  indulgent.  There  is  no  politics  In  this.  But  I  do 
want  to  read  you  what  Mr.  Willkle  said  when  this  question 
of  the  further  development  of  power  at  T.  V.  A.  was  suggested 
In  the  press.  Mr.  Dunn,  the  engineer  of  whom  I  spoke,  in 
testifsring  before  the  committee,  said  this: 

1  would  like  to  read  a  statement  by  Mr.  WUlkle  Into  the  record. 
Here  Is  what  Mr.  Willkle  said  on  that  subject  on  June  15: 

"Nothing  Is  more  Important  than  defense,  and  there  is  nothing 
which  might  and  will  mask  more  political  logrolling  than  the  flag- 
waving  variety  of  national  defense.  But  if  some  impartial  group, 
the  I7nlted  States  Army  or  its  engineers,  for  Instance,  do  say  that 
the  completion  of  these  dams  is  a  link  in  our  national  defense,  the 
dams  should  be  completed  and  as  rapidly  as  those  charged  with 
our  defense  think  necessary." 

[Applause.] 

Now.  that  is  a  patriotic  statement,  and  I  want  to  commend 
that  statement  to  you  gentlemen.  I  want  to  call  upon  you; 
I  want  to  plead  with  you;  I  want  to  beg  you  to  let  us  con- 
sider this  vital  and  critical  matter  for  national  defense 
today,  and  I  want  to  ask  you  gentlemen  over  there  who  have 
influence  with  my  beloved  and  genial  friend  from  New  Jer- 
sey, to  flock  around  him  and  put  your  arms  around  him  in 
that  consoling  and  persuading  way  that  you  use  upon  occa- 


sions and  ask  him  to  be  good  and  gracious  and  kind  and 
let  the  House  take  up  this  matter  on  its  merits.    [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Tabxr]  may  be 
allowed  to  proceed  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  no  one  Is  more  Interested  than 
I  am  In  seeing  that  everything  that  can  be  done  to  promote 
national  defense  is  done.  On  the  other  hand,  the  promotion 
of  national  defense  is  vitally  dependent  upon  our  not  wasting 
our  resources  and  upon  our  not  being  led  astray  into  appro- 
priating funds  for  things  that  are  not  going  to  promote  na- 
tional defense.  It  Is  going  to  be  almost  daily  from  now  on 
the  stock  argtunent  of  those  who  are  trying  to  get  money  out 
of  the  Treasury  for  things  that  ought  not  to  be  done,  to  call 
it  national  defense. 

I  appreciate  thoroughly  the  sincerity  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  and  of  the  majority  side  of  the  House  on  this  ques- 
tion. I  appreciate  the  ability  of  Mr.  Gano  E>unn.  I  may  say 
to  you  that  I  believe  he  is  the  foremost  electrical  engineer  in 
America  today.  I  have  known  him  for  many  years.  I  think 
that  probably  no  man  knows  more  about  that  subject  than  he 
does,  but  here  is  the  picture  as  I  see  it:  I  do  not  believe  this 
matter  has  had  proper  consideration.  We  had  hearings  on  it 
for  a  while  on  Monday  afternoon  and  went  into  it  as  thor- 
oughly as  we  could  with  the  opportunity  we  had.  Since  that 
time  I  spent  practically  all  my  time  gathering  together  infor- 
mation upon  it.  and.  frankly.  I  am  not  satisfied  with  the 
information  that  I  have  gathered.  I  believe  that  with  refer- 
ence to  the  power  dam  that  Is  involved  in  this  resolution,  that 
Mr.  Dunn  has  been  misled  and  has  proceeded  on  the  basis  of 
statements  made  by  the  T.  V.  A.  engineers  and  not  on  the 
basis  of  his  own  investigation.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  con- 
struction of  this  dam  will  yield  very  little  primary  power.  It 
may  j^eld  some  secondary  power,  but  the  most  damning  evi- 
dence on  this  question  Is  contained  In  the  Independent  offices 
hearings  for  1940  and  1941.  and  I  would  like  to  yield  to  the  ,  , 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  to  read  into  the  -^ 
Record  at  this  point  the  statement  of  Mr.  Parker,  the  chief 
engineer  of  the  T.  V.  A.  on  this  subject  on  those  two  hearings, 
and  I  want  to  say  to  the  House  that  I  did  not  know  about 
that  testimony  until  after  I  arrived  on  the  floor  today. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  do  not  want  to  encumber  the  gentle- 
man's remarks  unduly,  but  let  me  say  to  the  House  that  in 
the  hearings  on  the  Independent  offices  bill  for  1941,  at  page 
1781.  Mr.  Parker,  the  chief  engineer  of  the  T.  V.  A.,  stated  to 
us  then  that  this  dam  on  the  Holston  River  would  have  very 
little  relation  to  navigation,  but  would  be  valuable  only  for 
flood  control. 

In  1940.  in  the  course  of  the  hearings  on  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  appropriation,  he  stated  also  that  these  dams 
on  the  FYench  Broad,  the  Little  Tennessee,  and  the  Holston 
River,  one  of  which  is  contemplated  in  this  bill,  were  not 
essential  to  navigation,  and,  incidentally,  mtimated  to  us 
that  this  stream  was  nothing  more  than  a  little  trickle  up  at 
the  head  of  the  stream. 

We  might  also  take  Mr.  Dunn's  testimony  here  where  ho 
Indicated  that  it  would  take  24  months  to  finish  the  hydro 
projects  and  only  18  months  to  finish  the  steam  projects,  but 
he  also  stated,  at  page  14  of  the  hearings  on  this  bill,  that  it 
would  take  3  years  to  take  advantage  of  the  floodwaters  on  the 
Holston  River. 

Three  years  is  a  long  time,  and  if  we  must  have  this  power 
why  not  build  steam  plants  Instead  of  taking  this  rather 
speculative  chance,  only  to  find  that  we  are  a  year  delayed  in 
providing  the  necessary  aluminum  for  plane-casting  plants? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  yield  to  me  to  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  to  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 
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Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Is  not  what  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  sasrs  a  reason  why  the  House  sboiild  not  grant 
the  item;  it  goes  to  the  merits  of  the  matter,  but  what  does 
the  gentleman  say  about  the  request  of  the  committee  that  we 
be  permitted  to  consider  the  matter  upon  its  merits? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  woiild  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  do 
not  opsx>se  the  matter  on  that  account  at  all 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Would  the  gentleman  go 
further  and  Join  me  In  an  earnest  request  that  we  consider 
this  matter  after  the  Advisory  Council  on  Defense  says  this 
otight  to  be  done?  Will  not  the  gentleman  help  me  to  get 
that  permission? 

Mr,  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  say  that  since  my 
advent  into  this  House  I  have  never  objected  to  the  con- 
siderattonof  any  bin  at  any  time,  anywhere,  at  any  place. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
to  me.  inasmuch  as  I  had  charge  of  that  hearing? 

Mr.  TABER.    Yes. 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  Mr.  Dunn  testi- 
fied it  would  not  be  beneficial  to  navigation,  but  that  it  would 
be  for  the  storage  of  water? 

Blr.  TABER.    For  flood  control 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  Exactly,  and  that  is  what  this  Is.  the 
storage  of  water  and  power  at  some  time.  ^ 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  But  we  are  dealing  here  with  the  question 
of  time,  in  order  to  provide  necessary  power  with  which  to 
fabricate  aluminum  for  planes — and  if  it  take  3  years  Instead 
of  a.  and  in  my  htunble  Judgment  it  will  take  3  years  or 
longer — what  would  be  the  matter  with  providing  the  neces- 
sary steam  plant,  which  will  probably  cost  one-sixth  for  each 
plant,  of  the  entire  amount? 

Mr.  PITZPATRICK.  Does  the  gentleman  think  that  Mr. 
Dunn  will  not  see  that  that  is  accomplished  within  the  time 
limit? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  have  great  doubt  about  It. 

Mr.  TABER.    The  worst   part   about  that  Is  this:  The 
T.  V.  A.  has  built  other  dams  of  this  same  size  and  type,  and 
It  has  always  taken  them  4  years,  and  they  would  have  charge 
^of  this  construction. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  And  is  It  not  true  that  this  dam 
they  propose  to  build  is  not  In  the  big  T.  V.  A.  program?  It 
Is  not  one  of  the  essential  dams  at  all.  This  is  an  after- 
thought, because  It  was  developed  last  svunmer.  that  the 
T.  V.  A.  authorities  had  made  a  great  mistake  in  that  they 
had  not  dammed  up  sufficient  water.  This  is  a  new  phase  of 
their  activities.  It  is  the  phase  of  damming  up  water  with- 
out any  reason  except  to  have  a  reserve  of  water,  and  this 
win  contribute  but  little  to  the  production  of  power. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  think  that  is  largely  true.  I  wiU  be  frank 
with  the  gentleman  and  say  that  if  I  had  had  the  items  that 
the  gentleman  from  lUinols  [Mr.  Dirkskw]  has  caHed  atten- 
tion to.  I  should  have  gone  Into  that  matter  more  thoroughly 
In  the  hearings.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  House  has  before 
It  the  information  that  it  ought  to  have,  before  it  acts  upon 
the  question,  and  for  that  reason  I  cannot  Join  with  others 
In  asking  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  to  withdraw  his 
objection.  If  I  thought  it  was  in  the  Interest  of  national 
defense  that  we  ix'oceed  without  knowing  what  we  are  doing — 
and  I  believe  that  is  Just  what  we  are  doing  without  having 
the  information  in  front  of  us.  which  the  time  that  has 
elapsed  since  it  was  brought  before  us  has  not  permitted  us 
to  develop — I  would  Join  in  asking  him  to  do  this,  but  I  do 
not  think  we  have. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  It  is  very  clear  that  there  is  a  lot 
of  merit  in  some  of  the  Items  covered  in  this  resolution. 
For  instance,  where  they  propose  to  put  in  new  installation 
in  the  Wilson  E>am.  There  is  a  case  where  they  can  produce 
a  tremendous  lot  of  additional  power  without  the  construc- 
tion of  any  dam,  but  by  the  Installation  of  generators. 

Mr.  TABER.  But  only  secondary  power.  They  cannot 
produce  primary  power  lasting  all  through  the  year  without 
further  storage  up  above. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  And  the  construction  of  a  steam 
plant  is  a  departure  from  their  program.  Hiey  never  have 
advocated  that  luitil  now;  and.  as  far  as  I  am  concerned. 


although  I  have  been  opposed  to  the  extension  of  the  T.  V.  A.. 
I  would  not  interpose  any  objection  to  that,  because  if  they 
are  ever  going  to  run  the  T.  V.  A.  effectively,  they  will  have 
to  have  stand-by  steam  plants,  and  they  might  as  well  start 
with  them  now  as  at  any  other  time  if  they  want  to  make 
a  success. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  think  the  steam  plant  is  probably  some- 
thing that  ought  to  be  built;  and  the  more  I  go  into  it  the 
more  convinced  I  am  that  it  ought  to  be  built. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Relating  to  the  question  of  steam  plants. 
they  can  be  built  anywhere  where  coal  is  accessible  and  trans- 
portation is  not  unduly  high.    They  can  be  spotted  anywhere. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  correct,  but  they  should  be  close  to 
coal  mines. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 
,  Mr.  TABER.    I  yield. 

'  Mr.  DONDERO.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  electric  power  can 
be  generated  cheaper  by  steam  than  by  water? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  think  it  is. 

[Here  the  gavel  feU.l 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  shaU  only  take  a  very  brief 
moment  under  my  reservation  to  object  to  thank  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  [Mr.  WooDRUif]  for  his  very  fine  compli- 
ment and  to  compliment  him  on  his  economy  views  and 
economy  ideas  and  the  need  for  economy  in  government, 
which  I  have  praised  and  with  which  I  have  been  glad  to 
cooperate. 

In  explanation  (A  my  position  on  this  sitiiation,  I  would 
like  to  read  a  statement  that  I  made  here  on  June  21: 

In  the  tempo  and  anxiety  of  the  times,  opportunities  for  leakage, 
wastefulness,  and  extravagance  are  unlimited.  Against  the  plea  of 
national  defense  resistance  Is  difficult.  In  fact,  any  proposal  labeled 
national  defense  is  a  signal  for  afflrmatlve  action.  The  T.  V.  A. 
has  been  quick  to  take  advantage  of  such  a  situation.  Until  we 
know  more  about  this  project  and  untU  our  committees  investigate 
It,  this  request  ought  not  to  be  granted. 

I  feel  very  keenly  on  the  subject  of  national  defense.  I 
have  voted  for  recent  authorizations  and  the  recent  tax  biU, 
but  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  become  hsrsterical  about  It. 
There  should  be  more  time  allowed  us  to  study  this  measure. 
One  element  alone  is  convincing:  The  expenditure  that  we 
would  commit  ourselves  to  by  its  passage  is  in  excess  of 
$65,000,000,  but  only  $25,000,000  Is  mentioned  in  the  resolution. 

Under  the  circumstances,  I  am  constrained  to  object  to 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Objection  Is  heard. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  one-half  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Bfr.  Speaker,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, I  feel  that  request  should  be  made  to  the  leader- 
ship for  a  rule  on  this  matter.  It  has  been  represented  to 
us  as  being  vitally  necessary  in  the  defense  program,  and  I 
want  to  here  pubUcly  request  the  Speaker  to  set  In  motion 
the  machinery  that  a  rule  be  brought  In  and  let  two-thirds 
of  the  meml)ership  of  the  House  vote  on  it.  I  think  they 
win  pass  It.    Then  we  can  go  ahead  with  this  defense  matter. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Raybttrn)  .  Just  a  mo- 
ment. I  keep  my  contracts.  I  promised  the  House  on  last 
Tuesday,  and  on  that  promise  100  Democrats  have  left  the 
city,  that  after  the  Hatch  bill  nothing  would  come  up  this 
week  except  by  unanimous  consent. 

That  Is  my  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  and  it 
must  be  my  answer.    There  can  be  none  other.    [Applause.] 

KXTENSIOM  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  luumimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Ricou). 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PADDIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  tmanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rxcord  and  include  therein  a 
report  by  the  subcommittee  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee. 
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The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Hahter  of  New  York  was 
granted  permission  to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the 
Appendix. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  letter  from  Dr.  Alex- 
ander Garey.  vice  chancelor  of  Suwanee  University, 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DmoND,  by  unanimous  consent,  was  granted  permis- 
sion to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  an  article  by  Professor 
Griswold  and  another  on  the  War  Industries  Board. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Will  the  gentleman  withhold 
that  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Certainly. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Senate  has  not  passed 
the  adjournment  resolution.  Of  course,  if  we  develop  no 
quorum  and  have  to  adjourn,  it  might  mean  a  very  embar- 
rassing situation,  if  the  gentleman  desires  to  insist  upon  his 
point  of  no  quorum. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  was  curious  to  know 
whether  we  had  sufBcient  membership  present  to  transact  the 
important  business  of  the  Government,  and  to  my  mind  that 
is  the  question  of  national  defense. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia certainly  is  no  more  aware  of  that  fact  than  the  one 
who  occupies  the  chair  temporarily.  If  the  gentleman  insists 
upon  his  point  of  no  quorum,  the  Chair,  of  course,  will  count. 
There  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  COOPER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  a  caU  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members 
failed  to  answer  to  their  names  : 


Alexander 

Allen  of  nilnols 

Allen.  La. 

Allen.  Pa. 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Anderson,  Mo. 

Arnold 

Barton.  N.  Y. 

Bates,  Mass. 

BeU 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Brooks 

Buck 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Byrne.  N.  T. 

Byron 

Camp 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Carlson 

Case.  8.  Dak. 

Casey.  Mass. 

Celler 

Chapman 

Clark 

Collins 

Cooley 

Courtney 

Crawford 

Creal 

Crowe 

Culkln 

Cullen 

Ctimmlngs 


(Roll  No.  169] 


Darrow 

De'.aney 

DeRouen 

Dies 

Dltter 

Doughton 

Douglas 

Drewry 

Duncan 

Eaton 

KllU 

Kngel 

Fernandez 

Flannagan 

Plannery 

Polger 

Pord.  Leland  M. 

Ford.  Miss. 

Ftord.  Thomas  P. 

Pries 

Gartner 

Oavagan 

QlfTord 

Qllchrlst 

Grant.  Ind. 

Oreen 

Halleck 

Hameaa 

Harrington 

Hoffman 

Horton 

Jacobsen 

Jeffrtw 

Johns 


Johnson,  LsmdoD 

Risk 

Kee 

Routzohn 

Kennedy,  Martin 

Ryan 

Kennedy,  Md. 

Sacks 

Kllburn 

Satterfleld 

Kunkel 

Schaefer.  m. 

Lambertson 

Bchlffler 

Luce 

Schulte 

McArd'-e 

Scrugham 

McOehee 

Seger 

McGranery 

Shanley 

McKeough 

Shannon 

Maas 

Sheridan 

Maclejewskl 

Short 

Magnu£on 

Smith,  m. 

Marcantonlo 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Marshall 

Springer 

Martin,  ni. 

Starnes,  Ala. 

Merrttt 

Stefan 

Mott 

Sullivan 

Murdock,  Utah 

Sweet 

Myers 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Norton 

Thorkelson 

O'Brien 

Vincent,  Ky. 

O'Connor 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

O-Day 

Vreeland 

OXeary 

Warren 

Parsons 

White,  Idaho 

Patton 

White.  Ohio 

Pfeifer 

Wolfenden,  Pa 

Pluinley 

Wood 

Randolph 

Reece,  Tenn. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    On  this  roll  call  297  Members 
have  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  proceedings  under  the  call 
were  dispensed  with. 


PERMISSION   TO  ADDRESS   THT   HOUSE 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  10  minutes  after  the  disposition  of  the 
special  order  heretofore  made. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

TTiere  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION   OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  ScHATER  Of  Michigan,  Mr.  O'Neal,  and  Mr.  McLean 
asked  and  were  given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  their 
own  remarks. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  a  radio  address. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  the  special  order  of 
the  House  heretofore  made,  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 
I  Mr.  Sparkman]  is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 

national  defense 
Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  sorry  spec- 
tacle that  has  just  been  put  on  in  connection  with  a  vital  link 
In  our  national-defense  program.  I  would  Lke  to  say  that  I 
propose  to  use  these  minutes  I  have  asked  for  to  discuss  some 
of  our  national-defense  problems,  and  particularly  the  stand 
that  our  Republican  brethren  have  taken  on  those  defense 
problems.  To  start  with.  I  want  to  call  to  your  attention  a 
statement  that  was  made  by  the  permanent  chairman  of  the 
Republican  Convention,  recently  held  in  Philadelphia,  the 
esteemed  and  distinguished  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
the  minority  leader  of  this  House,  our  friend.  Mr.  Martin,  now 
the  campaign  manager  of  Republican  Nominee  Willkle.  In 
that  address  he  made  a  statement  that  we  should  not  altow 
to  go  unchallenged.    I  am  quoting  him.    He  said  this: 

As  long  ago  as  April  1939  we  appointed  a  special  committee  of 
House  Republicans  to  study  our  national  defense.  The  proposals  of 
that  committee  were  Ignored  by  the  administration. 

I  now  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  In  January  of 
1939 — to  be  specific,  on  January  12.  1939 — the  President  de- 
livered a  message  to  the  Congress  with  reference  to  an  aug- 
mented defense  program.  I  am  not  going  to  take  your  time 
to  read  that  message,  but  I  do  hope  you  will  read  it  for  your- 
selves and  see  just  how  specific  that  message  was  In  making 
recommendations  for  improving  our  national  defense.  During 
the  regular  session  of  Congress  in  1939  various  bills  came 
before  us  for  consideration.  When  a  bill  was  brought  out  by 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  House  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth]  made  a  talk  on  It,  He  was 
asked  to  do  that  by  the  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Mili- 
tary Affairs  Committee  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  LMr.  Andrews]. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth],  had 
been  named  chairman  of  this  special  defense  committee  that 
the  Republicans  had  set  up.  In  the  course  of  his  remarks 
he  read  to  the  House  the  program  of  national  defense  which 
he  and  his  colleagues  constituting  this  Republican  defense 
committee  had  worked  out.  I  shall  not  read  this  statement 
but  I  refer  the  Members  to  page  1375  of  the  permanent 
Record  of  the  day  of  February  14,  1939. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KELLER.  May  I  suggest  that  the  gentleman  Include 
in  his  remarks  both  the  message  of  the  President  on  that 
subject  and  the  recommendations  read  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  iMr.  Wadsworth]? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  appreciate  the  gentleman's  suggestion. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks and  to  include  therein  the  matters  referred  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Oore).  Without  objec- 
tion it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  SPARKMAN.  In  this  very  fine  statement  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth],  a  man 
to  whom  I  pay  great  tribute  for  his  patriotism  and  under- 
standing of  our  national-defense  problems,  he  gave  specific 
approval  to  the  appropriations  strengthening  the  defenses  of 
the  Panama  Canal. 

First,  I  may  say  that  he  outlined  what  our  national -defense 
area  was  and  he  stressed  the  importance  of  the  Panama 
Canal  as  a  vital  link  in  those  defenses.  He  went  on  to  say 
that  we  should  strengthen  the  personnel  of  the  Panama 
Canal,  and  then  he  got  down  to  the  pending  legislation  that 
had  come  before  us  as  a  result  of  the  President's  message. 
SiJeclflcally  this  committee  endorsed  the  appropriations  for 
the  Panama  Canal  defense,  the  authorization  proposed  for 
educational  orders,  and  also  the  proposal  to  establish  various 
air  bases,  both  Army  and  Navy,  in  the  Atlantic  and  in  the  Pa- 
cific Oceans.  Now,  I  want  you  to  listen  to  this.  The  only 
criticism  that  committee  had  td^make  at  all  was  that  the 
administration  was  proposing  to  buy  too  many  airplanes  and 
to  procure  them  too  fast. 

This  bill  that  was  reported  by  the  committee  proposed  to 
authorize  the  War  Department  to  purchase  5,500  planes,  and 
we  did  not  restrict  them  as  to  the  time  in  which  they  could  do 
that.  The  Republican  committee  said  that  they  ought  to  be 
spread  out  over  a  period  of  3  or  4  years,  and  that  is  the  only 
criticism  that  they  offered  to  the  administration's  program. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     Not  now.    I  wiU  yield  later. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  was  the  only  criticism  that  was  made  to 
the  program.  If  you  will  read  this  statement,  as  I  propose  to 
put  it  into  the  Record,  you  will  see  that  every  single  item  rec- 
ommended by  that  Republican  defense  committee  was  put 
into  effect  by  the  administration,  frequently  over  the  protest 
of  the  Republican  side — every  one  except  the  reduction  in  the 
number  of  planes  that  the  Army  ought  to  buy. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  believe  the  gentleman  is  correct  in  his 
interpretation  of  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [  Mr.  Wadsworth  1  insofar  as  the  preparedness  pro- 
gram at  that  moment  was  concerned.  I  call  the  gentleman's 
attention  to  the  fact — and  I  think  it  is  true — that  looking 
back  over  the  whole  program  of  defense  and  preparedness  to 
this  end  during  the  last  2  years,  the  statement  of  the  special 
Republican  committee  outlining  our  defense  policy  and  what  it 
should  be  In  its  entire  scheme  is  the  only  statement  prepared 
by  or  submitted  by  any  group  either  in  the  House  or  Senate 
during  the  last  2  years.  There  has  never  been  any  such 
clear  statement  attempted  or  made  by  the  White  House  to 
give  the  General  Staff  an  idea  of  what  they  might  be  expected 
to  defend  so  far  as  this  country  is  concerned.     lApiriause.] 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  appreciate  that  from  the  ranking 

minority  member  of  our  committee,* a  very  able  Member  and 
one  who  I  know  seeks  to  do  his  patriotic  duty  as  he  sees  it. 

It  is  possibly  true  that  that  is  the  only  statement  issued 
giving  a  general  policy,  but  I  am  asking  you  to  go  back  a 
month  earlier  and  read  the  President's  message,  then  tell  me 
if  there  is  a  single  thing  In  the  Republican  message  that  was 
not  included  in  the  President's  message. 

Mr.  THOMASON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Is  it  not  true  that  when  the  President 
and  the  War  Department  sent  the  request  down  for  6,000 
planes  most  of  our  Republican  friends  and  the  so-called 
National  Defense  Committee  not  only  opposed  that  nimsber 
but,  if  my  memory  serves  me  right,  my  genial  friend  from 
New  York.  Mr.  Aicdrews,  favored  a  staggering  of  the  pro- 
gram? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TERRY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Last  year  when  the  War  Department  appro- 
priation bill  came  up  for  a  program  Involving  5.500  planes-* 
3,300  for  the  first  line  and  2.200  rotating  reserve  planer— 
the  Republican  membership  of  the  House  fought  that  pro- 


gram very  bitterly,  wishing  to  reduce  the  reserve  planes  to 
12  percent. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Will  the  gentlonan  yield  right  there? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  If  you  will  go  back  to  the  statement 
you  will  see  that  that  rep<Ht  mentioned  no  objection  to 
the  5,500  planes,  providing  they  were  not  obsolete,  but  merely 
asked  for  a  staggering  of  the  order  of  3.300  over  a  period 
of  2  or  3  years. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  That  is  correct;  it  did  ask  for  a  stag- 
gering. 

In  the  minority  leader's  statement  to  the  Republican  con- 
vention he  said  that  the  administration  paid  no  attention 
to  that  statement  from  the  committee.  My  contention  is 
that  the  administration  was  doing  everything  possible  to 
put  every  one  of  those  recommendations  into  actual  effect 
except  the  one  cutting  down  the  number  of  planes. 

Mr.  TABER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  With  aU  due  respect,  may  I  ask  not 
to  be  interrupted  for  a  while;  then  I  will  yield  if  I  can. 

I  want  to  comment  on  the  point  that  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas  has  just  made.  When  the  War  Department  appro- 
priation bill  was  before  the  House,  the  ranking  Republican 
Member,  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Powers  1, 
offered  a  series  of  amendments,  four  in  number,  seeking  to 
cut  down  the  amount  of  the  appropriations  by  the  sum  of 
some  $37,000,000,  taking  a  part  of  it  from  the  Signal  Corps, 
part  from  the  Ordnance  Department,  part  from  the  Air  Corps 
and  part  from  the  procurement  of  these  airplanes.  He  stated 
in  his  remarks  that  he  advocated  only  4.217  planes;  in  other 
words,  a  reduction  of  some  1.300  planes  in  the  purchase  pro- 
gram. I  want  to  read  to  you  a  reply  to  a  question  that  he 
propounded  to  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Snyder  I: 

The  gentleman  certainly  doea  not  see  any  immediate  emergency? 

Il^e  reply  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  Mr.  Snyder 
was: 

I  cannot  say.     World  conditions  do  not  look  good  to  me. 

The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey,  Mr.  Powers,  the  ranking 
minority  member  of  this  committee,  said: 

Ob,  the  gentleman  cannot  beUere  that. 

That  was  a  little  over  2  months  before  the  armies  in  Europe 
started  marching,  yet  he  was  not  willing  to  say  that  world 
conditions  looked  very  bad. 

Mr.  TABER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  quesUon? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    Let  me  proceed,  then  I  will  yield. 

Mr.  TABER.  Right  at  that  point.  It  is  an  important 
question.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  at  that  point  would 
put  in  the  Record  the  number  of  combat  planes  that  have 
been  delivered  to  the  Army  since  July  1, 1939? 

Mr.  SPARKAtAN.  I  do  not  have  those  figures  with  me.  I 
will  be  glad  to  have  the  gentleman  put  them  in  the  Rscoro. 
I  do  not  have  them  available,  therefore,  I  will  not  ask  for 
that  privilege. 

Furthermore,  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Powers! 
said: 

Now.  who  appeared  before  our  committee,  who  told  us  there  Is 
any  Immediate  emergency?  I  think  this  entire  thing  Is  nothing 
but  a  bubble,  and  1  think  the  bubble  has  broken.  I  may  say  to 
the  genUeman  about  national  defense,  "What  crimes  have  been 
committed  in  thy  name." 

So  it  went  through  the  course  of  the  debate  on  the  bill, 
ending  up  with  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  ofTerlng 
amendments  to  cut  these  appropriations  $37,000,000  and  to 
keep  the  number  of  planes  down  to  3.300.  with  the  argument 
that  that  was  all  the  planes  this  country  needed. 

In  the  roll  call  on  the  adoption  of  those  amendments, 
which  would  have  crippled  severely  our  program,  there  were 
150  voting  for  the  amendments,  among  whom  only  3  Demo- 
crats were  to  be  found,  and  there  were  217  voting  against 
the  amendments,  and  that  number  included  only  6 
Republicans. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell] 
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Bfr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  10  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Gore).  The  Chair  may 
say  that  the  genUeman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Pish]  under  a 
previous  special  order  is  entitled  to  be  recognized  for  10 
minutes  at  this  time. 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like  to  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  but  I  have  been  waiting  to  catch  a 
train  and  I  just  cannot  do  it. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Then.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  remarks  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  I  be  allowed  to  proceed  for  10  minutes, 
and  that  my  remarks  be  placed  in  the  Record  iinmediately 
following  the  remarks  I  have  just  concluded. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  call  attention 
to  one  other  thing  in  connection  with  the  appropriation 
bill,  the  following  statement  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey,  the  ranking  minority  member,  who  had  control  of 
the  time  on  that  side  of  the  aisle,  who  said  with  reference  to 
the  planes:  | 

Mr.  Chairman.  If  I  had  my  way  and  if  I  were  chairman  of  the 
committee  writing  this  measure,  I  would  have  brought  out  a  bill 
calling  for  3.300  planes. 

I  mentioned  a  few  minutes  ago  that  some  time  after  that 
we  had  this  Navy  appropriation  bill  up  in  the  House.  It  is 
true  that  did  not  meet  with  a  great  deal  of  opposition. 
Nevertheless,  there  was  a  roll  call  on  the  bill.  There  were 
only  58  votes  cast  against  it,  but  the  noticeable  thing  is 
that  of  those  58.  56  were  Republicans.  They  had  been  so 
accustomed  to  being  led  into  a  position  against  every  na- 
tional-defense measure  that  the  administration  brought  up 
that  they  could  not  keep  from  going  down  the  line;  and  56 
of  them,  about  one-third  of  the  membership  on  the  minor- 
ity side,  still  voted  against  that  Navy  bill,  the  bill  that  was 
seeking  to  maintain  this  great,  strong,  fine  Navy  that  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Pish  J  has  Just  discussed. 

In  this  connection,  let  me  say.  it  has  always  been  a  strange 
thing  to  me  that  the  Republican  Members,  when  they  get  up 
here  to  discuss  our  national  defense,  without  exception  pay 
tribute  to  the  Navy.  I  l)elieve  I  know  why.  They  stmk  our 
Navy  in  1922.  and  the  world  knows  it.  Therefore  they  are 
alibiing,  or  rather  building  up  protection  against  any  such 
charge  as  to  the  weakness  of  the  Navy. 

Now.  let  me  say  this:  Just  as  surely  as  they  sunk  our  Navy 
they  hkewise  sunk  our  Army.  It  is  not  as  showy  as  the  Navy. 
You  have  to  go  out  among  the  posts  and  see;  but  I  have  been 
there.  I  have  been  there  before  we  got  under  way  with  this 
national-defense  program.     I  saw  people  living  out  there  in 

the  district  of  the  gentleman  from  Colorado  who  were  living 
under  conditions  that  were  an  afcisolute  disgrace  to  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  and  to  the  United  States,  because  the 
Republican  administration  had  never  given  them  proper 
housing.  I  saw  it  not  only  there,  but  I  saw  it  in  Panama:  I 
saw  it  in  Hawaii;  I  saw  it  in  practically  every  State  in  the 
United  States.  Our  people  who  are  relied  upon  to  defend  our 
Nation  against  all  enemies,  foreign  and  domestic,  living  in 
slum  conditions  that  you  would  not  tolerate  for  any  employee 
of  any  company  over  which  you  had  control. 

That  is  where  the  great  part  of  the  moneys  appropriated 
by  the  Democratic  administration  has  gone,  in  order  to  re- 
habilitate the  run-down  conditions  as  a  result  of  the  sinking 
of  our  Army  by  the  Republican  administration,  just  as  they 
simk  our  Navy. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    In  just  a  moment  I  will  yield. 

In  this  year  we  had  up  for  consideration  the  building  of  a 
third  set  of  locks  at  the  Panama  Canal.  The  President  sent 
down  a  letter  to  the  committee.  I  beUeve.  uiging  immediate 
commencement  of  that  work. 

But  under  the  leadership  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  (Mr.  Powers],  ranking  minority  member  of  ttiat 
committee,   we  Ukewise   had  a  roll   call   on   that  matter. 


I  am  not  going  to  give  you  the  results,  but  you  can  find 
it  on  page  10970  in  the  Rbcord  of  May  30.  1940.  It  will 
be  quite  illuminating  to  read  that  roll  caU  and  see  how 
the  gentlemen  on  the  minority  side  felt  about  giving  to 
this  vital  Unk  in  the  United  States  defense,  according  to 
the  findings  of  the  committee  headed  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  ( Mr.  Wadsworth  1 ,  the  defense  to  which  it  was  en- 
titled. And  today  we  see  the  sorry  spectacle  of  probably  a 
full  year's  time  lost  in  building  up  one  of  the  strongest  links 
in  our  national  defense — that  of  power — simply  because  of 
the  objection  of  one  Republican  Member,  who  had  the  nerve 
to  stand  up  and  object  but  who  apparently  was  aided  and 
abetted  by  his  brethren  on  that  side  of  the  aisle. 

Mr.  Oano  Dunn,  who  testified  In  the  hearings,  was  out- 
side of  this  Hall  while  the  roll  call  was  going  on.  He 
talked  to  me.  I  had  never  met  him  before.  He  found 
out  the  district  from  which  I  came.  He  said.  "You  know 
how  I  feel  toward  T.  V.  A."  He  said.  "You  know  I  am 
against  it  and  always  have  been  and  have  worked  against 
it,  but  this  is  of  such  urgency."  And  yet  this  biU  is  carried 
over  during  the  recess.  Oh.  you  may  say.  that  is  only 
10  days  or  2  weeks,  but  remember  this,  that  commitments 
are  now  being  made  for  the  manufacture  of  generators  and 
for  the  manufacture  of  turbines,  and  aU  those  things  that 
are  necessary,  and  not  one  single  one  of  them  can  be 
authorized  until  this  measure  is  passed  giving  them  the 
power  to  order  those  things.  If  we  miss  these  spring 
floods  by  30  days  we  have  lost  our  power  supply  for  the 
whole  year. 

I  am  through,  but  that  is  the  record  of  the  Republican 
Members  of  this  House  with  regard  to  national  defense. 

Mr.  MAHON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Will  the  gentleman  include  in  his  remarks 
the  statement  by  Mr.  Dunn  and  by  Mr.  Stettlnius  and  Mr. 
Knudsen  and  others  who  appeared  before  the  Appropriations 
Committee  to  the  effect  that  this  bill  before  us  today  was  of 
such  importance  that  even  hours  coimted  and  that  we  ought 
to  have  immediate  action? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  shaU  certainly  be  glad  to  do  that. 
let  me  say  now  that  I  pay  tribute  to  the  patriotism  of  many 
of  my  good  friends  on  this  side  of  the  aisle.  I  beUeve  they 
are  patriotic,  but  you  know  they  have  a  way  of  thinking  that 
they  alone  can  see  the  light.  I  was  amused  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  (Mr.  Taber]  when  he  was  up  here.  He  said 
that  Mr.  Oano  Dunn  was  undoubtedly  the  most  outstanding 
electrical  engineer  in  the  world,  he  knew  more  about  it  than 
anyone  else.  But  in  this  case  he  was  wrong.  That  is  what 
he  said.  Oh,  consistency,  thou  art  a  jewel.  The  great  part 
that  the  Republicans  have  played  in  bringing  our  country 

to  an  adequate  defense  status  has  been  to  delay,  to  hinder, 
to  obstruct,  to  reduce  appropriations,  and  to  throw  every 
obstacle  in  the  way  that  they  could  possibly  devise. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  SPARICMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFEai  of  Wisconsin.  I  do  not  t>elleve  that  the 
gentleman  was  a  Member  of  the  House  in  1932.  Since  he 
has  undertaken  to  speak  about  what  transpired  with  refer- 
ence to  national  defense.  I  suggest  that  he  read  the  record 
of  the  Democrat-controlled  House  In  1932  when  the  Demo- 
crats who  had  control  tried  to  scuttle  our  entire  national 
defense  by  cutting  off  2.000  Army  and  2.000  Navy  officers 
from  our  wholly  inadequate  personnel.  They  also  attempted 
to  sell  the  few  Army  transports  which  we  had  to  private 
interests  and  reduce  appropriations  for  the  Reserves  and  the 
National  Guard.  I  respectfully  suggest  to  Ihe  gentleman  that 
he  should  examine  the  national-defense  scuttling  record  of 
the  Democrat-controlled  House  of  1932,  and  examine  the  roll 
calls  carefully  and  he  will  find  nothing  to  boast  about. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  It  is  at  least  consoling  that  the  gentle- 
man has  to  go  so  far  back  to  find  anything  to  justify  his 
remarks. 


9526 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


July  11 


Mr.  BENDER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  the  Democratic  Party 
has  not  only  been  in  control  of  the  administration  but  has 
been  absolutely  in  control  of  both  Houses  since  1932?  And 
if  the  country  finds  itself  in  the  condition  that  the  gentleman 
speaks  of,  then  the  responsibility  rests  on  the  Democratic 
Party  and  no  one  else.     [  Applause.  1 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  It  is  true  that  the  Democrats  have  been 
In  control,  and  they  have  done  an  excellent  Job  of  rehabilitat- 
ing what  the  Republicans  left  undone.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  THOMASON.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  The  gentleman  made  some  reference  to 
ahbis.  I  am  sure  he  will  recall  that  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Fish]  made  the  statement,  or  at  least  left  the  In- 
ference that  the  President  of  the  United  States  had  asked  for 
compulsory  military  training.  I  have  seen  no  such  statement 
or  no  evidence  of  such  request.  But  I  want  to  ask  the  gentle- 
man if  this  is  not  a  fact,  that  the  only  bill  so  far  as  I  know 
that  is  now  on  fUe  or  upon  which  hearings  are  being  held  is 
the  one  introduced  by  the  very  fine  and  able  gentleman  on  the 
Republican  side,  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wads- 
woRTH  1  ?  And  that  that  is  the  bill  upon  which  hearings  are 
now  being  held? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Regardless  of  the  merits  or  demerits  of 
that  bill — and  some  of  us  would  like  to  express  ourselves  on 
It  a  little  later  when  the  hearings  have  proceeded  a  little 
further — the  fact  remains,  nonetheless,  that  the  father  of 
this  legislation  is  none  other  than  the  able  gentleman  from 
New  York  (Mr.  WadsworthJ.  He  is  being  supported  in  his 
stand  by  Col.  Bill  Donovan,  who  ranks  high  not  only  in  politi- 
cal circles  but  also  in  military  circles,  and  also  by  Mr.  Clark, 
Of  the  firm  of  the  late  Elihu  Root  of  New  York,  and  other 
prominent  and  leading  Republicans.  I  do  not  mean  to  reflect 
upon  anyone's  sincerity,  but  when  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  says  this  was  the  plan  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  I  undertake  to  say  that  the  record  does  not  bear  it  out. 
It  is  being  fathered  and  urged  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  WadsworthI.  The  criticism,  if  there  be  any, 
should  be  directed  toward  him. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  does  not 
intend  to  misrepresent  the  position  of  the  minority  in  con- 
nection with  the  naval  bill  of  some  3  years  ago.  I  think 
the  only  exception  we  took  was  to  the  existence  of  a  paper 
navy.  Three  battleships  were  proposed  there  which  have 
never  been  laid  down  and  which  it  is  not  now  proposed  to 
lay  down.  So  that  had  the  policy  of  the  Republicans  laeen 
followed  there  would  have  been  no  difference  in  the  Navy 
which  we  now  have  in  contemplation  and  the  one  we  urged 
be  provided.  We  did.  however,  take  very  serious  exception 
to  the  proposal  of  the  administration  at  that  time  and  of 
the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  fo  limit  naval  planes  to  3,000, 
and  it  was  a  result  of  the  Republican  action  that  the  limi- 
tation was  stricken.  I  believe  the  gentleman  will  agree  that 
events  since  then  have  amply  vindicated  our  stand. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Maine 
that  I  did  not  have  reference  to  that  bill.  I  hsul  reference 
to  the  bill  that  appropriated  $770,473,241  for  the  Navy. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  gentleman  may  proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  order  of 
the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dducseh]  has 
the  right  to  be  recognized  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  5  additional  minutes,  with  the  consent  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  SpaskicamJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  COX.  Apropos  of  what  the  gentleman  from  Texas  said, 
I  would  like  to  make  the  observation  that  if  the  President  has 
not  actually  declared  for  compulsory  military  training  he 
ought  to  do  so  because  we  will  not  have  adequate  defense 
short  of  such  action.  Further,  I  can  think  of  nothing  that 
would  counteract  so  completely  those  rumors  that  have  for 
6  years  been  going  around  against  strong  government  here 
in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Sjseaker.  that  measure  is  being  care- 
fully considered  by  committees  of  both  Houses  of  Congress. 
Of  course,  so  far  as  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Fish] 
is  concerned,  he  is  well  known  for  his  ability  to  blow  both  hot 
and  cold.  Today  he  lambasted  us  for  having  no  adequate 
defense,  then  he  turned  right  around  and  said  we  ought  not 
to  have  compulsory  service  because  our  present  forces  were 
sufficient  to  defend  this  country. 

Mr.  OTOOLE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  OTOOLE.  Is  It  not  true  that  the  present  fleet  of  the 
United  States  and  all  the  vessels  in  the  Navy,  or  at  least  one- 
third  of  them,  have  been  built  during  the  Democratic  admin- 
istration during  the  last  7  years?  Is  it  not  finder  true  that 
the  Democratic  administration  in  the  last  7  jrears  brought 
the  Regular  Army  from  around  110.000  up  to  215,000  men 
before  we  had  any  foreign  question? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  That  is  true.  Here  is  the  thing  that 
many  people  often  overlook.  Not  only  did  we  bring  the  Army 
up,  so  far  as  its  personnel  was  concerned,  but  we  did  a  thing 
that  was  much  more  important.  We  took  them  out  of  the 
slum  conditions  in  which  they  were  living  and  gave  them 
decent  houses  to  live  in  and  we  gave  them  the  equipment 
and  materiel  that  they  needed. 

Mr.  MAHON.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  MAHON.  There  has  been  some  complaint  from  oup 
Republican  friends  that  we  are  not  doing  anything  about 
defense.  I  would  like  for  the  gentleman  to  point  out,  or  for 
the  record  to  show,  that  it  is  not  advisable  for  the  War 
Department,  the  Navy  Department,  and  the  Government  to 
reveal  exactly  every  gim  we  may  produce  and  every  instru- 
ment of  national  defense  we  may  have,  where  it  is  and  all 
about  it.  The  actual  quantity  and  location  of  all  our  arma- 
ment cannot  be  revealed  with  safety.  Some  of  these  things 
and  some  of  the  action  that  Is  being  taken  has  to  be  kept 
within  the  bosom  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  agree  with  the  gentleman.    I  do  not 
see  how  anyone  can  question  that  statement.    [Applause.] 
To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

In  my  annual  message  to  thiis  Congress  I  have  spoken  at  some 
length  of  the  changing  world  conditions  outside  of  the  American 
hemisphere  which  make  it  Imperative  that  we  take  immediate  steps 
for  the  protection  of  our  liberties. 

It  would  be  unwise  for  any  of  us  to  yield  to  any  form  of  hysteria. 
Nevertheless,  regardless  of  political  afflllations,  we  can  properly  Join 
in  an  appraisal  of  the  world  Eituation  and  agree  on  the  immediate 
defense  needs  of  the  Nation. 

It  Is  equally  sensational  and  untrue  to  take  the  position  that  we 
mvist  at  oix:e  spend  billions  of  additional  money  for  building  up 
our  land,  sea,  and  air  forces,  on  the  one  band,  or  to  insist  that 'no 
further  additions  are  necessary  on  the  other. 

What  needs  to  be  emphasized  is  the  great  change  which  has 
come  over  conflicts  between  nations  since  the  Vforld  War  ended, 
and  especially  during  the  past  5  or  6  years. 

Those  of  us  who  took  part  in  the  conduct  of  the  World  War  will 
remember  that  in  the  preparation  of  the  American  armies  for 
actual  participation  in  battle,  the  United  States,  entering  the  war 
on  April  8.  1917.  took  no  part  whatsoever  in  any  major  engagement 
until  the  end  of  liay  1918.  In  other  words,  while  other  armies  were 
conducting  the  actual  fighting,  the  United  States  had  more  than  a 
year  of  absolute  peace  at  home  without  any  threat  of  attack  on  this 
continent,  to  train  men,  to  produce  raw  materials,  to  process  them 
into  munitions  and  supplies,  and  to  forge  the  whole  into  fighting 
forces.  It  is  even  a  matter  of  record  that  as  late  as  the  autumn  of 
1918.  American  armies  at  the  front  used  almost  exclusively  French 
or  British  artillery  and  aircraft. 

Calling  attention  to  these  facts  does  not  remotely  Intimate  that 
the  Congress  or  the  President  have  any  thought  of  taking  part  in 
another  war  on  European  soil,  but  it  does  show  that  in  1917  we  were 
not  ready  to  conduct  large-scale  land  or  air  operations.  Relatively, 
we  are  not  much  more  ready  to  do  so  today  than  we  were  then — and 
we  cannot  guarantee  a  long  period,  free  from  attack,  m  which  w« 
could  prepar*. 
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I  have  cflllrd  attention  to  the  fact  that  "we  must  have  armed 
forces  and  defenses  strong  enough  to  ward  off  sudden  attack  against 
strategic  portions  and  key  faculties  essential  to  Insure  sustained 
rertstance  and  ultimate  victory."  And  I  have  said.  "We  must  have 
W  wguxizaUon  and  location  of  those  key  facilities  so  that  they 
wmr  be  immediately  utilized  and  rapidly  expanded  to  meet  all  needs 
without  danger  of  serious  interruption  by  enemy  attack  " 
I  repeat  that  'there  is  new  range  and  speed  to  offense  " 
Therefore,  it  has  become  necessary  for  every  American  to  restudv 
present  defense  against  the  posslbiUUes  of  present  offense  against 

Careful  examination  of  the  most  imperative  present  needs  leads 
me  to  recommend  the  appropriation  at  this  session  of  the  Congress 
with  as  great  .speed  as  possible,  of  approximately  »525  000  0(X)    of 
rL^'''^"™  approximately  »210.000.000  would  be  actually  spent  f^m 
the^  Treasury   before   the  end  of  the  fiscal   year  ending  June  30, 

J^?J^7,  indloites  that  of  this  sum  approximately  $450  000  000 

needs  of  the  Navy,  and  $10,000,000  for  training  of  civilian  air  pilotT 
The   several    Items  will   be   submitted   to  the   appropriat^  ^com- 
mittees of  the  Congress  by  the  departments  concerned,  and  I  need 
therefore,  touch  only  on  the  major  divisions  of  the  toUl 

In  the  case  of  the  Army.  Information  from  other  nations  leads 
us  to  believe  that  there  must  be  a  complete  revision  of  o^  esU? 
mates  for  aircraft.    The  Baker  board  report  of  a  few  years  affos 

^??.:'1n^°"'  °'.^*^  ''^  responsible  Officer  Jdvc^a?^"uUdlng 
our  air  forces  up  to  the  total  either  of  planes  on  hand  or  of  nro? 
fr1fV,y.*  "Paclty  equal  to  the  forces  of  Srtaln  other  nat°o,^  *^We 
f/^nflfJ^K'?^  lu  V**  ^*'"™*  °'  necessary  defenses,  and  the  conclusion 
s  inevitable  that  our  existing  forces  are  so  utterly  Inadequate  that 
they  must  be  Immediately  strengthened  u^Muave  inai 

It  is  proposed  that  WOOOOOOOO  be  appropriated  for  the  purcha-e 
Of  several  types  of  airplanes  for  the  Army.  This  should  prov!^ 
ni»^  """  l""r***  °'  ^-^  P'*"^«-  but  it  is  hoped  that  o?Jera 

SSJirnS'  '^"^'  "^'^  "",'  materiaUy  reduce  the  unit  cost  and 
actually  provide  many  more  planes 

^\^ri!^^  aviation  is  Increasing  today  at  an  unprecedented  and 
alarming  rate.  Increased  range,  increased  speed  Increased 
^rfni!^  °'  airplanes  abroad  have  changed  cur  requirements  for 
Sn.r^H,  ^  aviation.  The  additional  planes  recommended  will  con- 
R^l^^,^'!:^"^^*'^"  ^^'^  *"■  <l*'*nses  of  the  continental  Unl^ 
States.  Alaska.  Hawaii.  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Canal  Zone  If  In 
appropriation     bUl     can     be     quickly     enacted      I     6u«?i«»st     thTt 

Jfai?Si??n°ird'^*t;?^^-^K'°^  *^^^-"»^^ 

duf  to  i*dle  pian^'^  ~'^'^'  ^""^  P^°'  >*«  »°  »»'-"^t  production 

AJ^'»*^**f  balance  of  approximately  $150,000,000  requested  for  the 
•vl^tw,  i/"^.'''l  *"  appropriation  of  $110,000,000  to  provide 
In  tVJ^J  ,"*  °'  equipment  which  would  be  needed  Immediately 
«uiS  w?/k.*™!!?^17  *"''  ^^^""^  ^^^'^"^  ^  obtained  from  any 
^^ro^f^  ^♦^'1*'  ""**  *°'^  quantity  desired— materiel  such  as 
lieht  »^K  ^'"17;  «">'automatlc  rifles,  antitank  guns,  tanks, 
ch^  wo-^fn'"^'  ^^'"«'T'   ammunition,  and  gas  masks.     Such  pur- 

SSThe'^t^S/Sia'^d."^"'^  "'^'^"^  ^^^  °'  '^«  "^'^  ^y 

I  suggest  approximately  $32,000,000  for  educational  orders  for  the 

m^u^  nn  .^      '*°"*°    ^  ''""'''^  industry  to  prepare  for  quantity 

r^^.??f,  .  w  ^^b'^cter  and  are  so  difficult  of  manufacture  as  to 
^mLn^  ^  known  as  botUenecks  In   the  problem  of  pro- 

«trTJLK^\*"'*  w'^""'**  ^  "'*<'•  I  believe,  for  Improving  and 
ront^f^nt-  "t!  !!"!,  ^"coast  defenses  of  Panama.  Hawaii,  and  the 
^tll^^  t^  V."*^**  ^y^-  '^eluding  the  construction  of  a  highway 
Seffn^  ef  the'S.ne.  *  '^"*'""  ""^^  ^""-  '^^'^^^  ^  ^^^ 

ho^.l.^!!!"!*^  appropriation  of  165.000.000  for  the  Navy  should 
Svilltf*  '"V'  If)  •**000.000  for  the  creation  or  strengthening 
«r  fL J^  *f*f  1"  *******  oceans  In  general  agreement  with  the  report 
2t«!r  ,^Pf^  w'  *****'■'*  which  has  already  been  submitted  to  the  Con- 
fess, (b)  about  $21,000,000  for  additional  Navy  airplanes  and  air- 
material  tests.  J       f 

♦i^^P,*''^  '^^^'ona'  defense  calls  for  the  annual  training  of  addl- 
th«.^l--*«M  ^  "■ ,.  J*"**  training  should  be  primarily  directed  to 
rrtM^^if  qualifications  for  civilian  flying.  In  cooperation  with 
»?oSi^^  institutions  it  is  believed  thit  the  ex^ndlture  (3 
cltlMns       *  ^^'         ^^*  primary  training  to  approximately  20,000 

nn^"rwl?*T*^'*  recommendations  for  appropriations,  totaling  $525  - 
rS«t2?t«fJ*  f™*"«<*  reference  to  a  definite  need,  which,  however. 
rL««f  ^Sw^*  implementing  of  existing  defenses  for  the  Panama 
t;anah  The  security  of  the  Canal  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
hnk  ^^^.  l'^^^  '^'^  ^^'^^  ^  inadequate  to  defend  this  vital 
^!if'.JI^  deficiency  cannot  be  corrected  with  existing  forces  wlth- 
^Li^^f^t  J<^°P'"-dJzlng   the   general   defense   by   stripping   the 

SnS  ^-^  ^"''^''  ^'"^  °'  ^""'^^  '^^^'^'^  a"'*  antiaircraft  per- 
i^S^L*  *  P«'""ianent  garrison  in  the  Canal  Zone  should  be 
mCTMjwd  to  provide  the  minimum  personnel  required  to  man  the 
SnVi  I,  w^  K'acoast  armament  provided  for  the  defense  of  the 
in^f.^ii.i^  personnel  cannot  be  increased  until  additional  hous- 
•S^n-f^  ^w"'  provided;  and  in  the  meantime  additional  per- 
orSrdSi"^'^.^"*"^^-  ^  rwommend.  therefore,  an  appropriation 
^r^\^^J°  P''°^*<*«  »n  adequate  peace  garrison  for  the  Canal 
«>ne  and  to  house  It  adequately.     Five  million  dollars  of  this  sum 
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I   should  be  made  available  immediately  in  order  that  work  on  ncces- 
fcary  construction  can  be  Initiated. 

K«^  °'  ^^i  ***''^*  constitutes  a  weU-rounded  program,  considered 
by  me,  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  and  by  my 
tz^^f'  °.  *  minimum  program  for  the  necessities  of  defense 
Sl,IT  '!l*"',^'t^  *'  *''"'^  °^  ^^^  peaceful  intentions  of  the  Oovern- 
^V!}  kP  ,°'  **"*  people.  Kvery  American  knows  that  we  have  no 
thought  of  aggression;  no  desire  for  further  territory 

r«I!!l^rH*'!^'  ^  .^^^  Executive  head  of  the  Government.  I  am 
compelled  to  look  facts  in  the  face.  We  have  a  splendid  asset  in 
i^fn^^f  "Z  °'  °"''  ™anl|ood  But  without  modem  weaponTand 
without  adequate  training  the  men,  however  splendid  the  type 
would  be  hopelessly  handicapped  if  we  were  attacked 
tyJ^^  L°^^L^^^.°^  ^^''  Nation  should  not  be  compelled  to  take 
^..n^  ?  ''''*'  antiquated  weapons.  It  would  be  economically  un- 
sound to  provide  in  time  of  peace  for  all  the  modern  equipment 
needed  in  a  war  emergency.  But  it  would  be  nationally  unsound 
£L^  provide  the  critical  items  of  equipment  which  might  be 
needed  for  immediate  use.  and  not  to  provide  for  facilities  for  mass 
production  In  the  event  of  war  ^^ 

re^iremems*"   ^^^^'^^   ^^^  program   Is   but  the  minimum   of 

I   trust,   therefore,  that   the   Congress  wUl   quickly  act   on  thU 

UnftSl  StitS""^*^^  '"  ""*  strengthening  of  the  defense  of  the 

T»-  XK,^ »  .  Peankun  D.  Roosc\-klt. 

The  WHrrx  House.  January  12.  1939. 

t^^^^^.'^'^^l^  ^  Chairman.  I  appreciate  the  courtesy  ex- 
tended to  me  by  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  New  York  Mr 
ANDREWS,  and  I  shall  endeavor  to  restrain  my  loquacity  to  such  an 
extent  that  It  shall  not  keep  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  too  long 
The  gentleman  from  New  York.  Mr.  Andrews,  has  stated  that  at 
a  meeting  of  the  Republican  Members  of  the  House  held  on  last 
Thursday  an  agreement  was  reached  with  respect  to  a  statement 
concerning  the  national  defense.  At  the  risk  of  repetlUon  at  least 
fSii,""  ^»J"fJ^y  Republicans  now  on  the  floor  are  conceriied.  and 
^H^^'^.K  *r?  purpose  of  bringing  to  Members  on  the  Democratic 
side  of  the  aisle  this  expression  of  opinion  from  the  minority  I  bee 
leave  to  consume  about  6  minutes  in  reading  that  suteme'nt 

«<!^'»!^  '  w?  ■?•  L^^J^^  '  ^°  "*y  ^^«*  yo"  Will  find  no  evidence 
of  partisanship  in  it.  Furthermore,  you  will  find  no  note  of  belllKer- 
ency  contained  in  It.  We  were  not  concerned  with  parties  or  their 
fortunes,  nor  were  we  concerned  with  any  foreign  naUon  in  its 
relation  to  ourselves  at  this  moment.  '  *»  *u  ii« 

The  statement  Is  as  follows: 

"In  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United  States,  which  has  been  con- 
sistent and  has  developed  naturally  with  the  years,  there  has  been 
for  over  a  century  but  one  principle  which  has  remained  definite 
and  unchanged— the  principle  known  as  the  Monroe  Doctrine  The 
famous  declaration  of  President  Monroe  informed  the  nations  of 
Europe  that  the  United  States  would  regard  any  attempt  to  extend 
European  domination  in  the  countries  of  Central  and  South  America 
as  an  unfriendly  act.  It  is  not  a  treaty,  nor  has  any  foreign  power 
ever  approved  it.  It  is.  in  truth,  a  'no  trespass'  sign  posted  around 
the  entire  area  south  of  the  Rio  Grande,  and  as  the  years  have 
passed  we  have  made  It  plain  that  the  warning  Is  addressed  to  aU 
foreign  powers,  no  matter  where  situated. 

"While  the  doctrine  may  be  of  advantage  to  the  nations  of  Latin 
America,  fundamentally  it  is  our  doctrine  and  ours  alone  We 
adhere  to  it  because  we  are  convinced  that  our  safety  Is  dependent 
upon  its  enforcement.    It  is  a  policy  of  defense. 

"The  United  States  may  from  time  to  tUne  adopt  new  attitude* 
and  pursue  new  policies  relating  to  other  matters  in  this  ever- 
changing  world,  but  there  can  be  no  lessening  of  Its  devotion  to  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  because  this,  more  than  any  other  single  aspect 
of  policy,  involves  the  safety  of  the  Nation  and  its  vital  InterMts 
Especially  is  this  true  now  that,  by  an  act  of  Congress  we  are  with- 
drawing from  the  Philippines  and  shall  not  be  expected  to  defend 
those  islands. 

"Obviously,  our  Mllltery  Establishment  must  be  adequate  to  carry 
out  the  obligation  so  clearly  Implied  In  the  Monroe  Doctrine— the 
Obligation  to  prevent  the  extension  of  foreign  political  domination 
through  military  action  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  This  may 
well  be  considered  as  part  of  the  supreme  obligation  to  defend  the 
continental  United  States.  We  thus  envision  our  whole  defense 
Without  the  Panama  Canal  we  should  be  sadly  handicapped  It  la 
our  life  line  and  must  Iks  maintained. 

"For  our  defense  In  the  Pacific  we  believe  the  mission  of  our 
Military  Establishment  Is  the  maintenance.  Impregnably  of  the 
line  following  roughly  the  one  hundred  and  eightieth  meridian 
commencing  at  the  Alaskan  Islands,  passing  somewhat  westward' 
of  Hawaii,  and  thence  generally  southeastward  to  Include  and  cover 
the  Panama  Canal.  With  comparatively  shght  additions  our  pres- 
ently authorized  military  strength,  both  Army  and  Navy,  is  eaual 
to  that  particular  task.  '  ^ 

"We  conceive  the  disposition  of  our  military  forces  In  the  Atlantic 
and  the  Pacific  as  having  a  common  objective — the  enforcement 
of  our  defense  policy.  We  should  look  upon  Oahu  as  an  outpost 
not  only  of  our  Pacific  coast  but  of  the  Canal.  We  should  look 
upon  Guantanamo  and  Puerto  Rico  and  our  naval  and  aviation 
establishments  along  our  Atlantic  coast  as  likewise  outposts  of 
Panama.  Everything  should  be  done  to  extend  and  strengthen  such 
outposts  in  the  areas  of  defense,  whether  they  be  In  the  Han/^y  at 
tbe  Army  or  the  Navy. 
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"Ab  for  Panama  Itself,  there  is  great  need  of  a  substantial  increase 
In  the  strength  of  the  garrison  in  order  that  the  suuuunent  now 
there  or  shortly  to  be  InstaUed  may  be  manned  with  at  least  one 
shift;  and  we  mtist  add  certain  equipment  vital  to  the  conduct  of 
its  defense. 

"If  we  control  the  sea  and  the  air  over  a  wide  radius  from  the 
Ganal  It  will  not  be  easy  for  an  enemy  to  reach  It  from  the  sea. 
Likewise,  If  when  the  need  arises,  we  take  Instant  measures  to 
prevent  the  establishment  of  hostile  bases  in  Central  or  South 
America,  we  shall  have  gone  a  long  way  toward  closing  the  door. 
"With  our  defense  system  made  effective  far  out  in  the  Paclflo 
and  far  out  In  the  Atlantic,  with  hostile  military  infiltration 
promptly  prevented,  and  with  the  Canal  itself  fortified  to  the 
utmost  degree  of  effectiveness,  we  shall  t>e  secure  in  the  Western 
World.  Such  should  be  our  mlUtaxy  p>ollcy:  such  must  be  our 
defense. 

"Proceeding  to  a  discussion  of  certain  provisions  set  forth  In 
pending  legislation  having  to  do  with  ihe  strengthening  of  oxir 
defense,  we  make  certain  recommendations. 

"We  believe  that  the  item  of  appropriation  which,  if  adopted, 
would  go  far  toward  perfecting  our  Pananui  defenses  is  sound. 

"Likewise,  the  item  providing  for  the  placing  of  educational  orders 
by  the  War  Department  is  equally  sound.  In  fact  we  believe  that 
a  state  of  reasonable  Industrial  preparedness,  while  not  as  dramatic. 
Is  fully  as  important  as  preparedness  In  the  purely  military  sense. 
"Again  we  find  ourselves  in  agreement  with  proposals  contained 
In  pending  legislation  looking  toward  the  addition  and  strengthen- 
ing of  naval  aviation  and  submarine  bases  in  the  Atlantic,  as  well 
as  the  addition  of  similar  bases  in  the  vast  Pacific  area  bounded 
roughly  on  the  west  by  the  one  hxmdred  and  eightieth  meridian. 
"We  entertain  serious  doubts  as  to  the  necessity  or  wisdom  of 
extending  our  line  of  defense  as  far  to  the  westward  as  the  Island 
of  Guam. 

••Coming  to  a  consideration  of  our  air  forces,  we  believe  that  our 
vital  Interests  denuind  the  procurement  of  additional  planes  for 
the  Army  which,  when  added  to  useful  planes  now  on  hand  and 
to  planes  now  in  course  of  manufacture,  shall  bring  the  total  to 
a  maximum  authorized  strength  of  6,500 — all  obsolete  planes  being 
eliminated. 

"We  suggest,  however,  that  Instead  of  acquiring  additional  planes 
In  substantially  a  single  increment,  it  would  be  wise  to  manage 
our  production  so  that  our  maximum  authorized  strength  will  be 
reached  by  annual  increments  over  a  period  of  3  or  4  years. 

"By  such  a  program  the  problem  of  training  new  pilots  and  the 
organization  of  new  tactical  imits  in  the  Army  Air  Corps  would  be 
greatly  simplified,  and.  further,  the  ever-present  problem  of  obso- 
lescence in  the  planes  themselves  could  be  met  from  year  to  year 
without  impairing  the  fighting  strengtn  of  the  Air  Corpia.  as  might 
be  the  case  if  obsolescence  of  a  itirge  prop>ortlon  of  our  planes  should 
overtake  us  at  recurring  intervals. 

-  "By  thm  spreading  the  efTort  the  financial  strain  to  be  reflected 
In  the  Budgets  of  1940  and  1941  will  be  lessened. 

"In  any  event,  with  an  Army  Air  Corps  at  a  maximum  strength 
of  5.500.  with  additional  Army  personnel  trained  for  its  operation 

coupled  with  a  naval  air  force  approximating  3,000  planes " 

And  I  Interpolate  here:  That  U  the  number  now  authorized— 
"we  believe  the  air  defense  of  our  cotmtry  will  be  adequate." 

That.  Mr.  Chairman,  is  the  statement  agreed  upon  by  the  mem- 
bers of  the  minority  on  last  Thiorsday  afternoon.  I  am  not  sure 
that  It  is  expected  of  me  at  this  time  to  continue  very  far  with 
this  discussion  of  national  defense.  Perhape  I  will  be  allowed  to 
make  some  observations  and  suggestions  concerning  the  Air  Corps 
and  the  fimctlon  of  avUtion  generally  In  warfare. 

As  has  been  suggested  by  questions  propounded  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Montana.  I  think  we  should  approach  the  solution  of  our 
problem  of  defense  in  the  air  in  a  somewhat  different  way  than  It  Is 
approached  in  Europe.  Every  great  industrial  center  In  Europe 
and  every  great  political  capital  In  Europe  Is  today  subject  poten- 
tially to  mass  bombing.  The  air  force  of  any  one  of  those  countries 
can  upon  a  moments  notice,  deliver  at  least  one  attack  upon  the 
(Mpltal  or  the  InduaUlal  center  of  almost  any  of  Its  neighbors 
The  stOTles  which  have  emanated  from  Spain  and  from  China  hav- 
ing to  do  with  the  loss  of  civiUans  and  the  destruction  of  private 
P^K^t^^  ^*^';  T^**  naturally,  made  a  deep  Impression  upon  the 
Inhabitants  of  the  capitals  of  Europe.  I  think  without  doubt  the 
fear  of  mass  bombing  in  that  section  of  the  world  has  had  an 
enormous  effect  in  the  psychology  of  those  peoples.  I  do  not  sav 
tnat  mass  t)omblng.  if  inflicted  upon  London,  or  Paris  or  Berlin  or 
aome  other  great  center  of  population,  would  result  in  the  wlnn'lna 
of  the  war  by  the  side  which  did  the  bombing.  In  all  probabilitv 
the  world  has  ye^to  learn  whether  mass  bombing  Is  actuallv  effec- 
tive from  the  mlliUry  standpoint  to  the  extent  new  dreaded  bv 
people  on  the  other  side  of  the  water,  but  that  mass  bomblna  la 
^aded  and  dr^edmost  acutely  by  millions  of  people  In  Europe 
Mnnot  be  denied.  ThU  fear  accounts  to  a  considerable  degree  for 
the  immense  importance  placed  upon  war  in  the  air  ^^ 

I  CTnnot  e«:ape  the  conclusion  that  at  least  so  far  as  the  art 
nas  progreased  to  this  moment  and  so  far  as  it  bids  fair  to  proeress 
within  a  year  or  two.  or  three  or  four— no  one  knows  Just  howlone 
the  period— no  population  center  of  the  United  SUtes  need  be  in 
acute  dread  of  mass  bombing  by  an  enemy.  So  I  am  not  quite  as 
panicky  as  are  some  people  about  the  menace  to  continental  United 
States  and  her  centers  of  population  from  air  attack,  although  I 
would  not  contend  that  a  sudden  raid  could  not  be  inflicted  tram  a 
hastily  approaching  airplane  carrier  or  a  secretly  established  air 
ease.     So  it  seems  to  me  that  the  mission  of  otir  Air  Corps  In  the 


Army  and  to  a  considerable  degree  the  Air  Corps  of  the  Navy  is 
somewhat  different  than  that  expected  to  be  performed  by  the  air 
corps,  respectively,  of  great  European  nations. 

A5  this  statement  endeavors  to  set  forth,  the  military  policy  of 
the  United  States  is  to  protect  the  Western  Hemisphere  or  any 
part  of  it  from  domination  by  a  European  or  an  Asiatic  power 
This  we  regard  as  easentlal  to  our  national  defense,  because,  if  a 
E^iropean  power  of  the  aggressor  type  should  secure  domination  over 
some  country  of  this  hemisphere  and  from  that  cotmtry  launch  an 
attack  upon  us.  then  the  story  would  be  very  different. 

We  need  an  air  corps  not  so  much  to  help  in  the  defense  of  the 
city  of  New  York  or  the  city  of  San  Francisco,  which  I  cannot  con- 
ceive to  be  in  dire  danger,  as  we  need  it  to  help  in  the  defense  of 
our  life  line,  which  is  the  Panama  Canal.  It  Is  highly  important 
that  we  develop  an  air  force  which,  supplementing  the  Navy  far 
out  at  sea,  shall  prevent  an  enemy  reaching  striking  disUrx^  of  the 
Canal,  and  then  In  turn  supplement  that  far-at-sea  defense  to 
defend  the  Canal  Itself  with  such  effectiveness  and  thoroughness  that 
even  should  an  enemy  breaX  through  for  a  moment  It  oould  be 
repelled. 

Prom  the  mUltary  standpoint  that  Is  the  suggestion  which  comes 
to  the  House  from  the  minority.  May  I  sajr  a  word  with  respect 
to  our  disagreement  in  the  matter  of  the  production  of  airplanes? 
As  the  chairman  of  the  committee  has  stated,  it  Is  the  intention 
of  the  War  Department,  should  this  measure  pass  in  its  present 
form,  to  embark  immediately  upon  the  manufactui-e  of  3  000  new 
planes.  I  think  testimony  before  the  committee  was  to  the  effect 
that  should  this  legislation  pass,  the  Department  would  place 
orders  with  the  industry  based  almost  entirely  on  present  last- 
approved  design— perhaps  the  phrase  "froaen  design"  was  used  In 
the  hearing. 

CZNXRAL  STATEMENT  OT  «.  «.  BiriTlfmTS.  J«. 

Are  you  going  to  make  the  initial  sUtement  for  us,  Mr  Stet- 
tinlus? 

Mr.  SiriTLNius.  I  am,  sir.  I  shall  Introduce  it  by  saying  it  Is  a 
peat  satisfaction  to  have  our  associates  on  the  Defense  Commission 
Mr.  Knudsen  and  his  executive  assistant,  Mr.  John  Blggers.  with  us' 
Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Blggers  must  go  to  Aberdeen  immediately,  and 
I  hope  you  genUemen  can  see  your  way  free  to  excuse  them  after 
they  say  what  you  would  like  to  have  them  say,  as  they  have  an 
emergency  matter  to  attend  to. 

We  have  associated  with  us  on  the  Defense  Commission  Mr  Oano 
Dtmn.  who  is  one  of  my  personal  aides  in  charge  of  power  matters 
as  they  affect  the  whole  defense  program.  Mr.  Gano  Dunn  is  a 
well-known  electrical  and  mechanical  engineer  and  has  for  many 
years  been  president  and  is  now  president  at  the  J  O  White 
Engineering  Corporation,  of  New  York,  one  of  the  oldest  constiltlng 
and  constructing  engineermg  Arms  in  the  coimtry.  which  designed 
and  built  the  present  60,000-kilowatt  steam  sUtlon  of  the  T  V  A 
at  Muscle  Shoals. 

Mr.  Dunn  was  the  power-expert  member  of  the  Nitrate  Commls- 
Blon  of  the  War  Department  prior  to  the  World  War  and  at  that 
"?»*' v.^.***  studies  of  the  Tennessee  River  with  reference  to  Its 
suitabUlty  as  a  source  of  power  for  the  manufact\ire  of  nitrates 

^iZ>.^^  'S'^r^^:;:!^*^  '''"  ""^^  ^^^  «'  you— m  the  lawsult 
which  Wendell  Willkle  and  the  Commonwealth  &  Southern  brought 
several  years  ago  to  test  the  constituUonallty  of  the  T  V  A  Act 
he  hired  Mr.  Dunns  firm  to  represent  him  against  the  Government'. 
Mr.  Dunn  has  previously  been  opposed  to  the  Government's  policy 
ci  entering  into  competition  with  private  utUitlea,  but  he  now 
strongly  is  in  favor  of  this  request  of  T.  V.  A.  purely  from  the 
staiidpoint  of  the  emergency  at  hand  and  the  toterest  of  the 
national  defense. 

i*J  Sy^«*^^  *Jl"  ^^^  ^^^^  '°'  approaching  3  weeks  now,  with 
nT^t^^,  **  *^1  °»e"*»"s  of  our  staff,  and  I  am  perfectly  confl- 
fi!^  ;^^"  °ll"-  ^^^  '""^"^  ^*  standpoint  of  our  aluminum  produc- 
tion to  meet  the  aviation  program  which  MT.  Knudsen  Is  renonslble 
lor.  and  a  great  many  other  developments  In  the  southMstcm 
section,  we  must  have  this  added  power.  ■wuwea^eru 

i?"  yf°*»«P>«-  And  you  cannot  get  It  from  private  industry? 

Mr.  Srn-mmjs.  We  cannot,  sir,  and  It  cannot  be  delaved  for 
reasons  which  Mr  Dunn  will  bring  out  in  his  testimony.  Not  weeks 
but  days  count  now  from  the  standpoint  of  speeding  this  work  up 
■o  that  we  can  get  the  fuU  effect  of  the  spring  fl^^a  years  hence 

HATUaX  AND  COST  OF  PaoVOSSS  PaOGXAM 

yoS^ab^S'lt^*'*^"*^""'  ^  Chairman.  I  wlU  let  Mr.  Knudsen  teU 

iJ^-.^'^^h'"',  "^  P'ognox  calls  for  the  erection  of  a  storage 
^  j^i^"^^^""  P*^*!  P'*°*  to  be  buUt  on  the  Holston  BX^. 
t^il^^J^J'  ^"'°, J?5-f  ^^»^  «**  °^  $36j0O0j000;  then  for  the 
S?Sifi^°  ^.i"^*™   electHc   generating   faclUtlrs   at   a    coat   of 

S?ii^i^'i*^S?2lJ^  w^'^*''^'*^^  "'^^^  W^4)00:  transmladon 
lacilltles,  $14.000.000 — making  a  total  of  $65  800  000 

^°^  J^  !^  asking  for  t26XX)0.000  in  1941.  'rK.8Q0jD00  In   1043 
and  $11,000,000  in  1943.  wmvjtjvmw  in   iw%t, 

Mr.  STTrmmTs.  That  is  correct,  sir. 
*J^    WoooBUM.  And  th?  CouncU  at  DefeuM  taM  been  over  that 
thoroughly  and  regards  it  as  necessary  and  ImporUmt    and  that 
time  Isofthe  essence?  ^^  ""»~***"*'  *°°   "*** 

%ti^ieS^^n^'-  J  *>  °o^  "»»n*  I  can  "y  "the  Commission."  but 
JJitiSi^f^^H^J*"/?^  °'  production  and  I  from  the  standpoint  of 
materials,  and  Mr.  Dunn,  having  Jurisdiction  of  the  power  to  be 
?^???ft^:J"  definitely  unite  in  the  conclusion  that  thU  expansion 
is  Justified  and  must  take  place  to  meet  the  production  ah^ 
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I  think  It  would  be  very  helpful  If  Mr.  Knudsen  could  add  a  word, 
and  then  Mr.  Dunn  can  answer  as  to  the  details. 


Attmnnm  laqmaiacKHT  roa  puuras 

Mr  WooDRtm.  Mr.  Knudsen,  we  win  be  very  glad  to  hear  whatever 
you  have  to  say  to  us.  "»>«>« 

.   J^J?!'^^^^   I  am  not  a  power  man;  I  am  a  nianufacturer.    My 
Intoest  in  this  project  Is  purely  to  see  that  we  get  aluminum  enough 
or  duralumlnum  enough  to  build  the  planes  with.    I  suppose  you 
know  the  average  plane  Ukes  about  5  tons  of  this  stuff    *^*^  ' 
Mr.  WooDRXJit.  Pive  tons  of  aluminum? 

t>i^'J^^!^^t7'^\  "",**  *?  "*•  •verage,  and  my  Interest  here  In 
this  project  te  to  get  aluminum  enough  for  the  planes,  and  the 
average  quantity  per  plane  is  about  5  tens,  meaning  both  in  the 
™*cl  ^    *^K  '°  ^^t  P"^  °'  "'^  "°^'"  t»«t  are  made  of  aluml- 

^■w^ere'fh?T'^A*^i  ^^?^'  ^^^^  ^"°^"  »»««^  ^nd  in  this 
Mea  where  the  TV.  A.  is  located,  that  Is  outlined  by  the  General 
Staff  as  area  E.    We  have  areas  A.  B,  C,  D,  and  E  which  are  Mtls- 

/^7>J°  '^"^  ^^"T'l  ^^"  '°'-  PJ«nt'-loi:ation  pu^>^'Vlng^iSy 
from  the  shore,  and  in  this  area  E.  besides  alumlnW  planu    wj 

!^rhu  ?*  °f^"  P**"^"  P™^^^'  ^  •"^^^"l  '«^«tlon  Of  Which  I  ai^ 

I^Sf.  )^J\^  ^°"  V^  ^^^  ^*''  ^"^"^  ^^^  *^t«  have  not  been 
picked:  but  they  are  in  this  area  E.    So  that  there  will  be  a  callfor 
power  beyond  what  will  be  required  for  aluminum      *"  "^  "  ^*"  ^"^ 
Mr.  WooDRTTM.  And  you  cannot  get  it  from  private  Industry? 

WtS\Sr^'^  '  **°  °°'  ^°^'  ^^^y-  I  *™  not  familiar 

Mr.  SrrmmtTs.  I  think  Mr.  Dunn  can  answer  that 

1  <^  o^;'^^^fy^%rtir;  ^^iaSirnrend° ""  ^°"  ^'""^  "-^• 

m^iy'^b^ing  a?KM  S  ^'  "  ''^  ^  ^  into  production  with  the 

i^  ^^"'^    ^*  '^  something  Mr.  Dunn  will  have  to  answer. 
prJductTo^""''*'"  ^"    '^^"'^   ^^^   production    or    aluminum 

ho^qSX^Vu^r^lCresSftsT'^*^  ^°'  ''"''  **  ^'^^^  ''^' 
lix.  DrwM^  The  steam  will  be  ready  In  18  months  and  the  hydro 

SpSrTrMn^^^PfKr****^.^,"  ^^^'^  P''°°'P*  "^"O";  t'ut  there  Is  a 
Wffier  action  in  this  and,  if  the  appropriation  Is  not  promptly  pro- 

)^?r^;>,  .^^'^'^  ^^  ^  *  "^^^^^  year's  delay,  because  you   will 

^J^!  'P''*"*  ^""^  *°  *"""«  ^^^  reservoir  and  with  a^  empty 
^errolr    you    cannot    get    power   even   If   your    machinery    Is   aU 

rJ^^  5?^^^  '  ^^.°\  ^^  ^*'®  ^°°*^  ^^^  ^e  possibiUty  of  more 
SSL  thPr°P|'"*"*  '  """^  ^^'^  ^"^^  ^^^  I  understand  it  Grand 
Xf^^K  t^^  li^'***  amount  of  power  to  be  developed,  and  that 
^.^^^^^^  be  developed  in  less  time  than  here.  lilhat  cSrrea. 
or  am  I  incorrectly  informed?  w^^i^cts 

bJS  fl«*?°«nH''.K''°*  t*^"*  ^''"'^^  ^  Knudsen  finish  his  state- 
ment first,  and  then  ask  questions? 

Mr.  ONkal.  I  thought  he  had  completed  his  statement. 

■ar.  wooDRUM.  What  else  do  you  want  to  say  about  that? 

MT  KivTTDszN.  I  do  not  know  of  anything  else. 

Mr  WooDtuM.  That  Is  the  whole  story? 

Mr.  KNtrosEN.  Unless  you  want  to  ask  me  something. 
van  an  ^^*^- J  Z°^'^  "•'^  '°  "^  y°"  '*^*s  general  question.  If 
m.«io«  r*  .°'^"*'.-  ^V  *^  "^e  SOienl  work  of  the  Defense  Com- 
mi^on  coming  along?     I»  everything  going  satisfactorUy? 

MT.  KNuosxN    Well,  you  are  a  better  Judge  of  that  than  I  am. 

b^ause.  na  urally.  I  have  only  been  here  i  month  and  the  time  S 

at^iS^^         getting  the  schedules  for  the  requirements  both  of  the 

anrtT^  w^Lk^'^V  "^o^^^"  tl^«  money  appropriated  here  last  month. 

*HhA  .K?  ^^«"^««  '^h'ch  is  coming  up  on  the  Hill  here  to  Congress 

!n  tho.        »'«*«»«»  or  tomorrow.    We  are  trying  to  plan  our  work 

^^,1-,  Z^  ""  P'**^^  ^^  ^e  contract*  we  have  got  money  for  now 

^aJ?.L     *^  *??**  "™*  ^^  *^^^^  "»«  capacity,  or  try   to  study  the 

SSti  T-  "°.v"^*  **  **°  *^**^  ^  ■~oiid  progr^  either  with 
contract  authorlzaUons  or  with  ra^h 

wo^?  ^°°''"^-  ^"t  yo"  a^e  finding  cooperaUon.  are  you.  In  your 

al»ut  ^'*^^°'"'   "*"*■•  *^''  «b»olutely.    We  have  nothing  to  complain 

on^fto^f^"?"  T^J^  I?  °°  holding  back  or  faUure  to  cooperate 
on  the  part  of  anybody  that  retards  your  work? 

mJ^LJ^'l^T^  r^  •*•■  T^  ^^  ^  '^°'^  through  the  existing 
•«encl«  and  act  there  purely  on  the  basis  of  our  experience  to  give 
them  our  judgment  of  what  Is  right  and  what  U  w¥ong.  ^ 

anmh^??""^  Referring  to  aluminum,  the  proposition  Is  to  build 
another  aluminum  pUnt  there  near  this  power? 

snilr  «,^?'^'°^  w^**""*  ******  **'•  8t«tlnlus  can  tell  you.  We  have 
£  .Sf  .K°''\'*''*  ."•y-  ""*  •*•  »"'^««  "»e  material  up  to  the  rtd- 
i^and  then  I  cut  It  up;  so  that  there  is  a  straight  division  of  our 


•«!fL,?^**?'^;  ^  »»«  to  bring  this  alimilnimi  up  to  you  before 
you  can  make  pUnes  out  of  it;  u  that  the  Idea? 
Mr.  KinroBSM.  Tes.  sir. 

aliSin^S?""   ^  "^  ^^"  °'****^  ~""'y  '^^  ^  production  of 
Mr.  KwrnsKW.  Wo,  sir. 
w^'  ^^^-  ^^  *"  ^°«  to  u«e  It  for  other  purposes,  too? 

Ur  r^'^^JP^^'^  ^^  °****'  P'*^**  plotted  m  that  ar«a. 
w     LOTO^w.  For  what  production? 

^JJ^^xaM«.^8ome   of    them   for   munitions,   some   for   other 
ULJCXVI- 
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i£  K^Ii^^  ^  °^^^  part  of  It  would  be  for  aluminum? 
mnm-.f»^^   ^"^  *^  "**  *^^^  ^  *™  mostly  Interested  In  at  the 
maTTte^rnTpUn^e"^""  '^'  *"  "^^  ^P°^°*  '^-=  "^'^  ^  "- 
»„?tIf\T*^'  T°  ^^^^  extent  are  you  shy  of  your  supply  of  aluml- 

SSSst%SiSrnow?°^  ~'*""^  "^^  ""  »*  °^^  ^'^  ^^ 

giv^^o^uThTlnJorSi^a^tioi^^  "^  "'"^  ^^'^^  ^'"-  '^'  "^^  ^ 

^^L  Tk!?*   "^'f  °  ,^l  y°"  *"  S*^n«  us  18  a  sort  of  picture  Indi- 
cating that  you  feel  that  we  need  more  aluminum  capacity? 
Mr   Knudsen.  Yes,  sir.  «^*^x«uiu  ^^^m^,l^.Jr 

Mr.  Tabeb.  That  Is  all  you  are  giving  us  right  now? 
Mr.  KNtTDSZN.  That  is  all  I  can  give  you 

I    dl^iss'^wSu^'*  """^  ""'^'  "^  ^*'*"-  y°"  "'^  °°*  P"^P»'*<»  *o 

XhTavfn^'^'  ^"^P*  '^°'''"8  "^»*  "  ^«  5  tons  on  the  Job,  on 

Mr.  WooDRPM.  All  right:  thenk  you,  Mr.  Knudsen 

m^r^^/My^B-**^:,^^*^™^"'  '"  °"^"  ^  <=^"l'y  "^e  picture,  let 
me  say  that  Mr.  Knudsen  was  not  avoiding  a  discilsslon  of  oroduc- 

iifr^«,  P^"«=*'°°  ^  1°  our  division,  not  in  his  divls^n  and^^ire 
completely  responsible  for  the  aluminum  study    and  we  have  facte 

JrumfiSm^  °"  *"^'  '^"'''"°°  ^°"  "^^y  ^''''  to'^  a.-k  w7th  ,^i  t^ 

Du'Jn  5?^SaY^    ^  y°"  '''"'*  ^  ^'*  ^^'"^  ^  "•  "O"-  or  WUI  Mr. 

on*the^ISS^oTe,  ^nS'e^^"  ^'^*  ^""-  °'  ' '^  ««"y  ^*  «»•» 
TTSE  or  BONNEvnXI  POWEa 

tio^"  9^"*^**'-  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  ask  one  or  two  ques- 

nr^^°oJ^,-  ^^^  ^^-  '  '""*  ^  »^  "^"^^  Bonneville  as  w^U^ 
Grand  Coulee.  I  understand  that  the  generators  at  Bonneville  am 
Increase  their  power  facilities,  and  Grand  Coulee,  as  I  undereU^ 
can  increase  their  facilities  in  the  near  future.  unaersiand. 

Mr.  Dunn.  Mr.   Chairman,   answering   the   first   of   Mr    onvMi*. 

this  large  block  of  power  for  T.  V.  A.,  we  sought  other  places  wherS 

^if'^in  ^''  "^^  ^'^^  ^*  '°""*'  •  very  good  suppl?  at  B^iS^ 
Jo^w.  ?.^%tfr  f^*"^l°8  ^  take  60.000  kilowatts  IroL  there  b^- 
lore  we  take  this  Increase  from  T   V   A  «^»^  ww 

Gr^d^SSS;?""""  ""^  °"^'  °'°"'  "P^-  '^*°'  »»y;r-  V-.^.  than  at 
Mr.  Dunn.  Yes.  sir.  j 

»«OePKCT   or   GE.11LNU    POWER   VSOM    PRTVATR    COMPANHS 

pri'^te'-^mpInlS?   ^°"   ^''''°P   "^^  P~^P**^  "^  ^'"^   "  '«« 
Mr.  Dunn.  Tes,  sir. 
Mr.  Lttolow.  And  Ineffecttially? 
Mr.  Dxtnn.  Yes.  sir. 
Mr.  LoDLow.  What  was  the  problem,  then? 

i,.^fi^!!LJ^?w°1*w'^°*"P*"y  "y**™  '^"n  furnish  It.  It  would 
have  to  be  furnished  by  transmission  lines  coming  in  from  sev^ 
SSn  thl  «°"PT*^  It  would  be  a  good  deal  more  expeSS 
than  the  present  power  from  T.  V.  A.  There  would  be  long  delaya 
to  negotiating  .uch  a  supply,  and  we  have  got  T.  V.  A.  rtght  do^ 
there  where  the  main  plant  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  Is.  Now  it^ 
l^t  °^^"««^*''°^«t'  *hen  you  want  to  Increase  a  manufacturing 
S^^f  ^^  *  P*'""  supply,  to  Increase  an  existing  manufacturtoi 
f^^thV.'^.r'^^"^  P^"*'"  ^PPJy  They  are  ^th  there  rtgh? 
J^n«hf.'°  ^"J'^r^'t^^  Valley.  We  found  no  other  place  as 
favorable  as  T.  V.  A.  for  this  large  block  of  power  increaie-  and 

iat^n.Sii'*'^"  "*'*!•  ^}  ^  "°*  *»^y  '°'  aluminum  buTtor'o?Ser 
1,  i»«rml'H^^""*.J''"^r'**  "  *""•  The  increase,  in  our  opinion 
is   Justified    on    the   aluminum    alone,   but    almost    every   day    n^ 

^!^JS  "^^  new  national-defense  demand  for  power  directed  in 
the  region  of  the  Tennessee  Valley.  "irc^iea  m 

Ftor  instance,  since  we  first  Investigated  this  there  has  been  a 
contract  signed  with  the  Du  Pont  people  for  a  powder  manT^he 
I^,^^^^.^T"  Ca  Which  requir'eTrooO  kUo^tts  and  this  U 
already  being  Increased  to  14.000  kilowatts.  There  are  other  olants 
Where  the  Increased  power  for  national -defense  needs  lS.W«  thl! 
aluminum  need,  is  going  to  add  up  to  almost  the  f^a^cit?  SS, 
SSrS^^jr^?i."fH'**JJf  'or  a'umlnum.  Beside,  this  there  is  t^ 
SS^r-^^Tl^,  .o^tJ?*!"*^^  '^  P*"'"  ^  ^he  municipalities 
i!Jf^L.^  already  located   in   the  Tennessee  Valley  end  are   being 

r'P.f^lIf-  .Tf"  ''^"""^  ""'*  o*"  <="*  off  that  growth:  It  would  dSS 
turb  the  industrial  and  social  conditions  If  you  did  Of  the  in- 
crease that  we  are  recommending.  80.000  kllowatu  goes  to  supply 
the  growth  of  what  Is  ah-eady  connected  up  with  TV   A       *^^ 

Does  that  answer  your  queatlon.  •     •  «». 

Mr.  Ludlow.  Tes. 

Lcrm  ZH  ac  mcacAss  or  pown  capacitt  or  t.  ▼.  a. 

Mr.  WooDBUM.  Now  I  want  you  to  start  off  In  your  own  way  and 
give  us  what  the  picture  Is,  and  then  we  will  ask  you  questions 

Mr.  Dunn.  We  did  not  expect  to  come  before  this  committee  We 
were  under  the  impression  when  the  President  had  sent  to  a  recom- 
mendation several  weeks  ago.  at  the  time  the  matter  was  before  the 
Senate,  that  his  recommendaUon  would  be  approved  Before  we 
approved  this  Increase  In  power,  I  was  asked  by  Mr  Stetttoius  to 
write  him  aU  the  reasons  that  led  us  to  approve  the  Increase  and  I 
have  here  a  letter  which  was  not  Intended  to  be  presented  to  this 
committee,  nor  for  publication,  but  as  I  read  it  over  I  rather  thi^fc 
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It  \B  the  best  presentation  of  the  case  that  we  could  make,  especially 
as  it  was  made  as  an  interofflce  explanation  of  the  purpose  in  hand. 
-  I  would  like  to  put  it  in  the  record,  if  you  will  allow  me. 

Mr.  WoooRUM.  All  right,  sir. 

Mr.  Dunn.  It  is  dated  July  1.  1940.  addressed  to  Mr.  Stettinlus. 
from  Oano  Dunn,  and  the  subject  is  entitled  "Justification  of  ap- 
proval of  300.000  kilowatts  Increase  in  power  capacity  of  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority." 

It  would  bore  you  to  have  me  read  that  letter  in  full,  and  therefore 
I  will  only  take  up  the  high  spots  In  it.  if  you  wish.  * 

Mr.  WoooauM.  Yes:  and  put  the  whole  letter  in  the  record,  if  you 
wlU. 

The  letter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

MZMOBANDA   FOR   X.    B.   STXTTINriTS.   JK. 

MoNDAT,  July  1.  1940. 
Prom:  Oano  Dunn. 

Subject:  Justification  of  approval  of  300,000  kilowatts  Increase  In 
power  capacity  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 
In  response  to  ycur  request  of  June  24.  Mr.  Raynor  and  I  have 
prepared  a  documented  chronclogy  of  the  Tenne.ssee  Valley  Au- 
thority power  increase  covering  all  the  transactions  of  which  I  am 
aware  from  June  8  to  June  1'8.  inclusive,  which  chronclogy  In  bound 
form  Is  attached  hereto. 

The  calculations  of  Mr.  i*att  and  Mr.  Pclscm  for  an  estimated 
annual  requirement  of  aluminum  (exhibit  XVI)  based  on  a  produc- 
tion rate  of pJanes  per  year,  beginning  July  1.  1942.  Indicates 

--  a  shortage  of  60.000.000  pounds  per  year  over  and  beyond  the 
Increased  production  of  aluminum  that  will  by  that  time  have  been 
brought  abcut  by  what  may  be  called  a  normal  increase  in  the  rate 
of  production. 

This  so-called  normal  increare  involves  30,000  kilowatts  of  water 
power  to  be  developed  at  Nantahala-  In  Tennessee  and  30.000  kilo- 
watts more  of  water  power  to  be  developed  at  Olenvllle  in  Tennessee 
both  by  the  Aluminum  Co.  ltt>elf  plus  60000  kilowatts  which  by 
July  1.  1942.  will  have  been  developed  at  Bonneville  in  Wash- 
ington and  applied  to  aluminum  production  there.  This  repre- 
sents 120,000  kilowatts  of  additional  power  for  aluminum  before  any 
Increase  in  the  capacity  of  T.  V  A.  has  been  considered. 

In  arriving  at  the  60,000.000  pounds  per  year  shortage  of  alumi- 
num after  July  1.  1942.  due  allowance  has  been  made  for  the  supply 
of  aluminum  derived  from  recoveries  from  scrap  and  other  sources. 
but  no  curtailment  in  normal  consumption  or  Its  growth  during 
2  years  has  been  planned. 

The  energy  required  to  produce  aluminum  Is  variously  estimated 
at  from  10  to  12  kilowatt-hours  per  pound.  On  the  assumption 
that  the  plants  run  continuously  day  and  night,  which  is  what 
Is  termed  at  100  percent  load  factor,  the  production  of  60.000.000 
pcu.ids  ot  aluminum  represents  a  power  requirement  of  aoDrozl- 
mately  80,000  kilowatts. 

There  are  several  possible  sources  for  the  whole  or  part  of  this 
power.  Among  these  are  the  Santee-Cooper  project  now  under 
construction  in  South  Carolina,  the  Bonneville  project  through  a 
BtUl  further  Increase  in  the  power  from  that  project  over  the 
eo.OOO  kilowatts  that  has  already  been  included,  and  there  is  the 
possibility  of  some  Increase  in  the  power  from  Bculder  Dam 
although  this  latter  is  likely  to  be  preempted  for  other  projects. 
There  are  also  power  increases  In  varying  amounts  pa&3lble  from 
other  sources. 

No  increase  is  possible  from  T.  V.  A.  with  its  present  Installed 
capacity,  for  this  capacity  Is  not  only  fully  loaded  but  often  over- 
loaded and  makes  mraximimi  use  of  the  limited  amount  of  water 
that  Is  available.  As  the  documented  chronology  will  show  (exhi- 
bit I),  the  Aluminum  Co.  has  already  been  given  notice  of  the 
possible  necessity  of  cutting  off  30.000  kilowatts  of  its  secondary 
power  on  account  of  low  water. 

Prom  the  point  of  view  of  national  defense  an  Increase  in  power 
for  the  production  of  aluminum  can  best  be  obtained  by  an  increase 
In  the  capacity  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  The  principal 
plant  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America,  which  is  practically  the  sole 
manufacturer  of  aluminum,  is  located  in  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Notwithstanding  the  increase  of  that  company's  plant  at  Bonneville 
the  extension  of  their  plant  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  is  likely  to  be 
accomplished  with  greater  certainty  and  with  greater  facility  than 
the  building  of  new  plants  elsewhere,  having  in  mind  the  time  limi- 
tation within  which  the  airplane-production  program  must  be 
•coompUahed.  The  same  argument  that  applies  favorably  to  the 
extension  of  an  existing  aluminum  plant  applies  favorably  also  to 
i^*  ^-^°^°"  °'  *"  existing  power  system  such  as  that  of  the 
Tenneasee  Valley  Authority.  Also,  in  recommending  power  expan- 
rton  In  the  Tennessee  Valley  we  had  in  view  creating  new  sources 
not  all  of  one  kind  of  power,  but  partly  of  water  power  and  partly 
of  steam  pwwer.  which  gives  two  alternatives  on  which  to  rely  in 
the  event  that  something  went  wrong  with  the  program. 

The  Increase  in  the  hydro  power  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Author- 
ity is  advantegeous  because,  by  installing  90.000  kilowatts  of  gen- 
erating equipment  at  the  Holston  Dam.  the  water  impounded  by 
«iat  dam  will  not  only  energize  the  90.000  kilowatts  there  instaUed 
but  an  additional  90.000  kilowatts  to  be  Installed  at  the  Pickwick 
and  Wilson  Dams  farther  down  the  river.  This  is  because  the 
Holston  Dam  happens  to  be  the  highest  one  upstream  from  other 
dams  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  over  which  other  dams  the  water 
which  is  stored  in  the  Holston  Reservoir  is  also  discharged  with 
accompanying  power,  which  would  not  be  the  case  if  the  Holston 
Dam  stood  alone  by  Itself.  By  this  particular  development  of  the 
Tennessee  VaUey  it  may  be  said  that  we  get  2  kilowatts  of  power 
for  every  1  kilowatt  that  the  Holston  Dam  Itself  develops 


Our  approval  of  120.000  kilowatts  of  steam  plant  to  be  located 
near  the  Watts  Bar  Dam  has  the  effect  of  transforming  a  large 
amount  of  what  is  termed  secondary  or  dump  power  resulting  from 
the  variations  in  the  flow  of  the  river  into  primary  or  continuous 
power  which  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  system  greatly  needs. 
The  amount  of  power  we  approved  was  180.000  kilowatts  of  hydro 
and  120.000  kilowatts  of  steam,  but  while  this  constitutes  a  total  of 
300.000  kilowatts  of  Increased  installed  capacity,  it  does  not  con- 
stitute 300,000  kilowatts  of  increased  power,  since  the  hydro  power 
and  the  steam  power  overlap,  and  they  are  not  both  in  full  opera- 
tion at  the  same  time.  The  net  amount  of  increased  power  made 
available  by  the  300,000  kilowatts  of  Installed  capacity  is  in  the 
neighborhood  of  220.000  kilowatts. 

If  the  increased  requirements  for  alvmaintmi  were  the  only  in- 
creased requirements  for  the  national  defense  for  which  power  will 
be  needed  in  the  Tennessee  Valley,  an  Increase  in  capacity  of 
100.000  kilowatts  would  have  been  adequate  to  take  care  of  80,000 
kilowatts  demand  for  aliunlnum  and  allow  some  spare  capacity. 

But  in  addition  to  the  national-defense  dem,and8  for  aluminum 
Involved  in  the  airplane  program,  there  are  other  power  Increases 
In  prospect  for  the  Tennessee  Valley;  for  InsUnce,  7,000  kilowatts  to 
supply  the  new  Du  Pont  powder  plant  at  Memphis  (Tennessee 
Powder  Co.),  for  which  a  contract  has  Jxist  been  let.  There  is  also 
the  requirement  of  14.000  kilowatts  for  a  proposed  paper  mill  at 
Savannah,  Tenn..  and  8.000  kilowatts  for  metallurgical  operations  at 
Wilson  Dam  There  will  also  be  by  the  time  of  2  yeare  hence  an 
estimated  Increase  of  50.000  kilowatts  In  the  requirements  of  the 
various  municipalities  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  which  now  are  sup- 
plied with  power  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  These  in- 
creases besides  the  increase  for  aluminum  and  others  which  may 
jret  arise  In  the  development  of  the  defense  program  fully  Justify 
the  increased  capacity  which  we  have  approved. 

In  the  case  of  hydro  expansion  at  T.  V.  A.  the  construction  work 
can  be  performed  in  less  than  the  usual  time,  because,  as  we  have 
been  informed,  the  designs  are  wholly  complete  and  the  technical 
staffs,  now  finishing  one  of  the  other  projects,  can  be  Immediately 
transferred  to  the  Holston  River  project.  The  Tennessee  Valley 
engineers  assure  us  that  under  these  circumstances  the  hydro 
expansion  can  be  ready  within  24  months  if  the  appropriation  is 
promptly  approved,  but  that  If  there  is  delay  In  starting  the  hydro 
work  through  delay  In  making  the  appropriation,  the  power  will  be 
delayed  nearly  a  year  through  mis-slng  the  opportunity  of  filling  the 
new  reservoir  with  the  spring  Qoods. 

With  respect  to  the  steam  expansion,  we  are  informed  that,  pro- 
vided orders  are  placed  for  the  machinery  prior  to  July  15  and  pro- 
vided authorization  Is  given  to  employ  negotiated  contracts  Instead 
of  competitive  bidding,  the  first  part  of  the  steam  power  can  be 
available  within  18  months. 

As  has  already  been  mentioned,  additional  power  will  probably  be 
available  from  the  hydroelectric  development  at  Bonneville,  in 
Washington,  but  the  plans  for  the  aliunlnum  requirements  (exhibit 
XVI)  already  include  60,000  kilowatts  additional  from  there  by 
July  1.  1942.  ' 

More  power  than  this  It  Is  not  considered  desirable  to  apply  to  the 
production  of  alumlniun  at  Bonneville  because  the  site  is  so  far 
fropi  the  sources  of  bauxite,  one  of  the  principal  raw  materials 
entering  into  the  aluminum  production,  that  the  transportation 
from  Tennessee  and  Arkansas  where  the  material  is  now  found  to 
Bonneville,  which  Is  on  the  Columbia  River.  In  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington, not  only  Involves  large  additional  expense  but  with  the 
return  shipment  of  the  finished  product  eastward  will  tend  to  clog 
the  railroad  systems  of  the  country  at  a  time  when  the  requirements 
of  national  defense  are  going  to  place  heavy  additional  demands 
upon  them. 

In  selecting  the  Tennessee  Valley  as  the  location  for  the  principal 
power  expansion  which  we  have  approved,  we  have  had  in  mind 
not  only  the  location  there  of  the  principal  plant  of  the  Aluminum 
Co.  of  America  but  also  the  excellence  of  the  organization  technical 
and  otherwise,  that  has  been  assembled  there.  On  account  of  the 
large  developments  that  have  already  been  made  In  the  Tennessee 
Valley,  their  engineers  and  others  staffs  are  part  of  a  going  organi- 
zation, experienced  in  the  construction  of  dams  and  transmission 
lines  to  an  extent  not  likely  to  be  found  in  any  entirely  new 
project  not  yet  completed.  qano  Dtjnn. 

CAPACTTT  Of  PROPOSED  POWXR  Sms  POH  PRODUCTION  OF  ALUMlNtTM 

Mr.  DuNN.  We  have  In  view  power  sites  that  are  coming  along  to 
take  care  of  the  production  of  aluminum,  in  the  meantime  between 
now  and  July  1.  1942.  2  years  hence,  which  latter  is  the  critical 
period.  These  are  power  sites  that  are  already  under  construction. 
For  Instance,  there  is  30.00  kilowatts  at  the  Nantahala  development 
which  is  under  construction. 

Mr.  Taber.  That  is  not  in  T.  V.  A.? 

«>?^K  K^**"  ^°'\  ".£*  privately  owned  by  the  Aluminum  Co.  Itself, 
which  has  several  other  sources  of  power,  that  it  is  developing  with 
its  own  money.  '^    ° 

Mr.  Ludlow,  It  is  not  Government  subsidized  in  any  way? 

Mr.   Dunn.  No.  sir.     Then,   there   is   another   plant   at   Glenville 
Ifnm.nr^r°°^»K"r*''*  *^'*=^  *«  '^^  "«**«'  constructionTy  the 

^o^  P^v*^^**  '^  "''^  ™°°*y  Th^t  ™»'s«»  60.000  kilowatts. 
ti«!?^?.H    ^ook*«*, to,  Bonneville,  and  between  now  and  the  expira- 

m  ^  irn^Ji?»r^  ili^^™^'*^^^^  P*"°**  ^^'^'^  ^*"  ^  developed  there 
60  000  kilowatts.     The  Aluminum  Co.  is  already  building  there  an 

^mnnl°J;tJ?K°''''.  aluminum  plant.  And  Bonneville  therefore, 
compiles  with  the  principle  we  have  followed,  namely,  that  Instead 

rilv!^for!^!.„*t  r^"*  "^^  ^l^Plnum  plant  and  a  brand  new  power 
development  at  some  new  place,  we  confine  ourselves  to  extending 
an  existing  aluminum  plant  and  an  existing  power  development. 


After  we  take  80.000  kilowatts  from  Bonneville,  30.000  kilowatts 
from  Nantahala.  and  30.000  kilowatts  from  Olenvllle.  or  120,000 
kilowatts  in  all.  there  is  a  shortage  of  aluminum,  u  of  July  1.  1942 
of  60.000.000  pounds  per  annum.  You  may  remember  that  the 
President  8  program  for  this  extenslTe  aircraft-producUon  schedule 
provides  for  gradual  Increase  in  the  ntmaber  of  airplanes  that  are 
made,  accumulating  up  to  a  point  where,  on  July  i,  1943,  the  rate 
per  annum  of  producing  airplanes  shall  reach . 

Now,  for  that  goal  we  are  60.000.000  pounds  of  aluminum  per  annum 
short,  and  there  is  no  other  place  in  the  country  where  such  ad- 
vantageous power  arrangements  can  be  made  in  connection  with 
a  going  concern  In  the  production  of  aluminum  as  the  T.  V.  A 
The  principal  plant  of  the  Alumlntmi  Co.  is  there.  These  other 
private  power  plants  under  development  by  the  Alumlntim  Co  are 
near  there,  and  It  is  natural,  therefore,  to  look  to  T.  V  A  for  this 
power  increase.  Moreover.  If  we  go  to  T.  V.  A.  under  these  cir- 
OiaiKancee  we  have  a  case  where  the  water  power  is  cheaper  than 
eralaarlly  to  develop.  I  have  long  been  opposed  to  Government 
water  powers,  and  I  think  Idr.  Tabkr  may  remember  hearing  me 
speak  against  Oovemment  water  powers  here  in  Washington  about 
2  years  ago.  "* 

Mr.  TABxa.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dunn.  Tou  remember? 

Mr.  TABsa.  Yes. 

▼ALUS  or  BOLSToir  arvKR  dam 

Mr.  DtJNN.  And  here  am  I.  talking  in  favor  of  Government  water 
power.  The  reason  for  this  is.  first,  that  it  Is  a  matter  of  national 
d^nse:  and  second,  thlb  is  an  xmusual  situation  for  a  water  power 
because  tho  storage  that  will  be  created  by  this  Cherokee  Dam  on 
the  Holston  River  Is  at  the  top  of  a  series  of  dams.  It  is  the  tcwj- 
most  storage  on  the  stream,  and  therefore  the  storage  created  by 
It  wiU  not  only  energize  the  90,000  kilowatts  that  it  is  proposed  to 
put  at  Its  own  dam,  but  90.000  more  kilowatts  down  the  river  as 
that  storage  water  falls  over  some  of  the  other  dams,  like  the 
Wilson  and  Pickwick  Dams.  ^^ 

Mr.  Tabzr.  Well,  that  depends. 

Mr.  Dunn.  No,  sir;  It  does  not  depend.     It  is  absolutely  so 

Mr.  Tabxe.  It  depends  on  to  what  extent  your  storage  enabln  you 
to  Increase  the  normal  flow  of  the  stream. 

Mr.  Dunn.  That  is  right;  It  does  depend  on  that.  And  the 
norage  from  the  Holston  Dam  is  such  that  In  addition  to  the  90  000 
Kilowatts  that  it  wUl  energize  at  Holston,  It  wUl  energize  90000 
other  kilowatts  down  the  river,  at  the  Pickwick  and  Wilson  Dams 

Mr.  Tabeh.  You  are  getting  a  very  considerable  portion  of  that 
anyway.  The  only  thing  you  would  lose  would  be  what  you  could 
hold  back  during  the  flood  time. 

Mr.  Dunn.  If  the  Holston  I>am  was  the  last  dam  downstream, 
you  would  not  get  any  of  it.     That  is  the  thing  I  am  pointing  out 

Mr.  Tabxr.  WeU.  you  would  not  get  any  Increase  on  your  other 
dams. 

Mr.  Dtnw.  No;  you  would  then  get  only  what  your  Holston  Dam 
develops.  By  having  the  Holston  Dam  at  the  top  of  the  series  of 
dams  you  not  only  get  the  power  from  the  Holston  Dam,  but  you 
get  the  Increase  that  that  storage  gives  to  the  other  rtnm»  that  it 
goes  over,  ««**«  u»v  i» 

The  Crauuian.  It  equalizes  the  stream  flow? 

Mr.  Dunn.  That  Is  right.  It  equalizes  the  stream  flow  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  recommending  this  particular  water-power  develoo- 
ment.  because  those  are  the  facts. 

Mr.  Tabeb.  You  mean  that  none  of  this  water  would  come  down 
in  such  a  way  that  It  covUd  be  used  except  for  storage? 

l«r  Dunn.  Yes,  sir.  In  other  words,  all  the  storage  water  that 
comes  down  adds  to  the  effectiveness  of  each  dam  that  it  goes  over* 
or,  to  put  It  the  other  way.  If  the  Holston  Dam  was  alone  if  there 
was  only  one  dam  across  the  stream,  the  way  most  of  the  water 
powers  in  the  country  are,  you  woxild  only  get  90.000  kilowatts  out 
Iv  k'  ^^^  "^°^^-  ^'^^^  y°"  not  only  get  the  90,000  kilowatts  out  of 
u,  out  90,000  more  down  the  stream,  and  the  appropriation  that  is 
here  asked  for  covers  both  of  those  sets  of  90.000  kilowatts 

Mr.  ONxAL.  Can  that  additional  power  be  utUized  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  manufacture  of  aluminum?  '^        1 

Mr.  Dunn.  That  is  the  program. 

Mr.  OTNiAL.  But  will  the  other  dams  be  available  for  that  purpose? 

-r,H  ,  ^Y^"  .!**•  ■*'■•  '^^  ^^°^^  ^^^  ^  connected  into  a  network 
and  tised  In  the  program  for  aluminum  production. 

NORMAL    CROWTTf    WOtTLD    ABSORB    INCREASED    POWEB    PRODUCED 

^^\d?"^^^  °'  ^^*  Virginia.  What  would  you  propose  to  do 
With  this  power  if  the  war  shotild  end? 

Mr.  Dunn,  The  rate  of  growth  of  coMumptlon  In  the  T   V   A 

.1^^,,  /''P''*-  J***  '^-  ^-  ^  capacities  are  now  overloaded.  They 
are  called  upon  for  more  power  than  they  can  easily  deliver,  and 
^^,Jm  9^P°^^  ot  the  community  down  there  Is  such  that  It 
would  only  take  a  few  years  completely  to  absorb  It  In  the  event  the 
war  requirements  were  removed. 

loii*^;  Johnson  of  West  Virginia.  In  other  words.  It  would  not  be 
lost  if  the  war  was  lost?  «     ui,  ww 

Mr.  DtTNN.  Oh,  no. 

fniJ^J^^^^^-  ^°^  "^*°  ****"  ^'^^^  ^  8"ch  an  influx  of  new 
Indtistrles  down  there?  ^^  ^^  ucw 

2  ^r.^^^*"  '"'*''■*  ^°'^**  ^  "»«  ^*^e  normal  growth.  In  the 
ti/n^  ^^^^!^  ^"^  '^'^  •'^y  ^-  1**2.  the  rate  of  public  consump- 
e  ?w  tK^.*^'  *"  ^oxviue.  Chattanooga.  Nashville,  and  those  othCT 
mat  sif^Yf.  "°T/"PP"^*'  ^^  "^  ^-  ^  ^  estimated  to  Increase  so 
alone  kilowatts  more  power  wlU  be  required  for  this  increase 
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po^r  l?'^;:e~war°'s;rot?d^?;'-  ^"^  P^^  "^"^"^  '^-"^^  "^ 
Mr.  Dunn.  A  large  part  of  it. 
Mr.  TABza.  After  awhile? 

mif«  t^"  J^*'  *'^''  *''^"*-  ®"*  "  »>y  "private  IndustrT  you 
??f^  .♦  lP,"^w  *^  consumption  of  power  In  these  various  municipal- 
i  ^;^  '^ilv*?*"'*'  ^^  kilowatts  of  It  in  any  event  in  the  iSext 
i«^,l^»i,  ^  ®  '^.t  "■*  approving  an  increase  of  300,000  kilowatts 
in  installed  capacity  that  is  not  the  net  amount  of  power  that  we 
are  approving^ The  actual  net  amctint  of  power  that  we  wUl  get  out 
kiowa'tts  »^"0'«tt.  Of   installed   capacity   is  about   So.OOO 

♦^  /fJ!*"?*"  -'  ^*^  Virginia.  In  any  event,  will  private  Indus- 
try pet  the  benefit  of  this  development?  »"««» 

Mr.  Dunn.  By  "private  industry"  do  you  mean  manufacturlns 
concerns  and  residential  users  living  in  the  vaUey?  "vvuriMn 

Mr.  Johnson  of  West  Virginia.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dunn.  Yes;   they  will. 
.».**';»P'''"^   ^'   Dunn,  you  eubecrlbe,  then,  to  this  statement  bv 
the  Tennessee   VaUey  Authority   In  connection  with   the   s^e- 
mental  ^proprlaUon  for  1941 :  »  "   vuc   •uppie 

•Should  the  emergency  period  end  In  the  nerj  future,  the  power 
capacity  made  available  by  this  program  wiU  be  absorbed  wltWn  a 
few  years  by  nonnal  growth  in  demand."  "~r«w»  wiimn  a 

Mr,  Dunn.  I  do,  fuUy. 

aXLATION    OF    INCREASXD     POVtTER     PRODtTCnOK    TO    ADOmONAL     DCfXNBB 

rtTND   RECOMMENDATIONS 

-i*^;^*^"*^^-  i"  '^**^-  ^*  ^^^^^  *"y  relation  between  this  neees- 
twlJ^l  increased  power  and  the  additional  defense  recommenda- 
tions that  are  presently  coming  before  the  Congress?  We  are  advised 
through  the  public  press  that  we  will  problbly  get  a  ^rTlarJe 
additional  request  for  defense  items  *    s  «-  •   rcr,  *«rgo 

thaf  ■  ^^™^-  '  "^*^'  ^'^  Chairman,  that  Mr.  StetUnlus  can  answer 

thI?'t?I"r!7''^.J?' J^  all  U  a  part  of  a  coordinated  whole.  In 
*  »f*t  the  plane  production,  and  specifically  aluminum,  and  the 
f^7J^ZJ'^'^''''V°.''  ^''^^'■^  contemputed  tb  be  financed  throi^^ 
this  approximately  $5,000,000,000  request  that  you  wlU  shortly  re- 
cjMve.  are  all  part  of  the  program,  and  are  In  proper  relaUon  to  It 
The  chemical  plants,  the  ammonium  and  other  plants  and  the  alu- 
minum plants  must  be  served  by  this  power  increase. 

NEED  AND  VALUE  OP  EABLT  COMPLETION  OF  HOLSTON  EIVEa  DAM 

,  JH^  J^^!^'  *"****  *■  another  reason  for  haste,  which  is  not  as 
urgent  as  the  reason  that  I  have  previously  dwelt  upon.  The  reason 
Z^fL  ..  ^f ^*  previously  dwelt  upon  is  what  I  called  the  "trigger 
action  of  getting  this  great  dam  finished  in  order  to  fill  the  rSer- 
voir  with  the  spring  floods  of  1942.  It  is  a  case  where  2  or  3  weeks 
lost  may  mean  a  year  lost.  That  Is  unusual.  There  is  a  specula- 
Uve  element  in  it.  You  cannot  teU.  We  are  short  of  time  already 
and  the  year  may  already  be  lost;  but  If  on  account  of  a  abort 
delay  now,  a  year  is  lost,  we  will  be  held  responsible  by  the  public 
when  the  time  comes,  and  Congress  wiU  be  held  responsible  by 
the  public  when  the  time  comes.  i~"»*u«:   uy 

Mr.  Ludlow.  What  time  limit  do  you  give  yourselves  on  the  com- 
pletion of  this  program?  *       o        *  uu  uuc  wu 

Mr.  Dunn.  July  1.  1942.  for  the  hydro,  and  December  1941  for  the 
steam. 

I  think  I  know  what  Is  in  Mr.  Tabeb  s  mind,  and  I  can  show 
him  to  his  complete  satisfaction  that  in  this  case  the  building  of 
this  Holston  Dam  is  the  equivalent  of  building  two  dams  because 
on  accoimt  of  upstream  storage  you  get  2  kilowatu  for  1— for  erery 
kilowatt  that  that  dam  itself  delivers. 

Mr.  Tabes.  For  every  kilowatt  that  the  storage  adds  to  your  down- 
creek  production  of  power? 

Mr.  Dunn.  Exactly.    That  is  exactly  it. 

Mr.  Tabeh.  But  not  the  other  way? 

Mr,  Dunn.  I  did  not  say  in  what  other  way. 

Mr.  Taber.  You  said  that  every  kilowatt  that  dam  produced  would 
add  Just  as  much  down  the  creek. 

Mr,  Dunn.  It  does. 

Mr.  Tabeb.  It  only  adds  what  It  Increases  the  average  flow  of  the 
creek  as  a  result  of  your  Increased  storage  to  your  down-creek 
proposition. 

Mr.  Dunn.  That  is  right.  I  did  not  mean  to  say  anything  else 
than  that.    This  is  a  huge  storage  reservoir. 

Mr.  Taber,  How  big? 

Mr,  Dunn,  Very  large.  I  understand  It  is  about  the  size  of  the 
Norris  Reservoir.  It  is  a  very  large  one,  and  at  the  time  when  the 
flow  of  the  river  Is  very,  very  small  practicaUy  aU  the  water  that  U 
released  from  that  dam  Is  storage  water. 

Now,  my  original  figures,  when  I  was  expert  of  the  Nitrate  Com- 
mission before  the  war  showed  that  the  Tennessee  River,  which  had 
no  dams  on  It  at  that  time,  was  good  only  for  about  50,000  kilowatts 
at  minimum  fiow.  and  because  each  dam  put  upon  It  stores  and 
mcreases  that  mmimum  flow,  the  great  power  that  is  now  developed 
there  Is  possible.  The  actual  power  from  the  run  of  the  stream  at 
Holston  Dam  Is  very  small.  Its  principal  power  comes  from  its 
storage  capacity  in  low-water  time. 

Mr.  WoooRUM.  A  million  four  himdred  thousand  acre-feet? 

Mr.  Dunn,  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  figiires. 

Mr.  Tabeh.  That  is  approximately  60  percent  of  the  Norris 

Mr,  DcNN.  But  here  is  the  point :  If  that  dam  were  not  there,  then 
all  the  water  that  It  stores — I  am  now  using  "storage"  in  the  limited 
sense — ^would  be  absent  from  all  the  other  dams  down  the  stream. 


^•'v^^  *  muvwsfci.  kLu»b  buc  zxuiSMJxi  i.i9un  iiseu  ueveiODS. 


'  an  existing  aluminum  plant  and  an  exlBtlng  power  development. 
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Mr.  WootMtinc.  Is  there  anything  else  that  you  want  to  say  to  us 
before  we  ask  Mr.  Llllenthal  to  come  up  to  the  table? 

Mr.  DCTNK    I  Ac  not  think  so.  except  to  say  again  that  I  would 
TikA  Mr.  Tabzb  to  verily  the  statement  that  the  last  time  he  heard 
tarn  talk  I  was  attacking  the  Government  policy:  that  I  was  sajrlng 
,:  afeMoa  power  was  cheaper  than  water  power,  and  that  I  was  saying 
everything  I  could  say  against  everything  that  I  am  now  recom- 
mending. 

Mr.  LvvLow.  Mr.  Wlllkie  himself  was  a  Democrat  up  to  2  years 
ago. 

Mr.  Duww.  I  would  like  to  read  a  sUtement  by  Mr.  Willkle  Into 
the  record.  Here  is  what  Mr.  Willkle  said  on  that  subject  on  June 
15.  when  this  proposal  was  presented  In  a  memorandum  to  the  Presi- 
dent. On  June  12  It  was  presented,  and  It  became  public,  without 
our  knowledge.  The  reporters  went  ahead  and  saw  Wendell  Willkle. 
expecting  to  get  a  grand  slam  from  him  against  doing  this  thing.  I 
will  quote  from  this  newspaper  interview  of  June  14,  In  a  Scripps- 
Eoward  paper.    This  is  what  Mr.  Willkle  said: 

"Nothing  Is  more  Important  than  defense,  and  there  Is  nothing 
which  might  and  will  mask  more  political  logrolling  than  the  flag- 
waving  variety  of  national  defense.     But  if  some  impartial  group. 
"  the  United  States  Army  or  Its  engineers,  for  Instance,  do  say  that 
-  the  completion  of  these  dams  is  a  link  In  our  national  defense,  the 
'  daoM  should  be  completed  and  as  rapidly  as  those  charged  with  our 
<lf^^n^f  think  necessary." 

That  Is  a  qiiotatlon  from  Mr.  Willkle. 

Mr.  WoorauM.  That  is  a  patriotic  statement. 

Mr.  DtTNN.  Tes.  He  said  an  impartial  board,  and  I  think  I  can 
submit  that  men  like  those  associated  with  the  National  Defense 
Commission  are  an  lmp?jaial  board. 

•  •••••■ 

trrxD  roB  ntcaxAsiicc  rACiunzs  roa  paoorcnoN  or  uatutsttm. 

Mr.  WooDKtJM.  Do  you  wish  to  say  anything  further  In  reference 
to  the  alumlniim  shortage? 

Mr.  STrmwius.  There  Is  a  shortage  of  aluminum,  and  I  can  tell 
you  that  we  must  increase  our  altmilnum  facilities  as  rapidly  as 
possible  to  meet  the  plane  program. 

Mr.  Woof«t7M.  There  is  nothing  like  an  adequate  amount  of 
power  for  carrying  on  this  work  in  connection  with  the  national 


CnmV  BT  UrVVSTTMr  and  COVZaNMENTAL  ACENCIZS  TO  NATIONAL 
OrrEKSZ   COXTNCIL 

Mr.  Sitiimits.  Tliat  Is  true.  I  might  add.  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
the  support  we  are  getting  from  the  President,  and  all  the  way 
down  throughout  ail  the  agencies  in  Washington,  Is  most  encour- 
a0ng  and  most  Inspiring.  I  include  Congress  In  that  statement,  of 
course. 

Mr  t,xwLow  Do  you  see  an3rtblng  In  the  expanding  national- 
defense  preparations  to  indicate  that  the  Government  may  be  In- 
fringing upon  free  private  industry  too  much,  or  that  it  is  likely 
to  do  It? 

Mr  aiEtiLWius.  No.  sir.  I  think  there  are  many  emergency 
jndltures  that  should  be  made  by  the  Government  for  facilities 
It  should  be  owned  by  the  Government.  I  might  mention  the 
expenditures  for  the  item,  for  Instance,  of  armor  plate,  which 
iMU  approach  t30.000.000  That,  of  course,  will  never  be  used  in 
cetime.  and  my  recommendation  Is  that  the  plants  we  build  t>e 
by  the  United  States  Government.  If  necessary,  they  could 
be  laaaed  to  private  companies  for  operation,  with  the  title  remain- 
iag  tn  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

TTie  Chaismak.  Of  course,  private  Industry  everywhere  is  Inter- 
ested In  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  SiEHiNrps.  That  is  correct.  The  Commission  Is  getting  full 
emipuit  from  indiLstry  on  all  sides,  and  we  are  getting  the  full 
aopport  of  the  Government  agencies  in  Washington.  Particularly, 
I  would  like  to  go  on  record  as  to  the  magniflcent  cooperation 
we  have  been  receiving  from  the  Army  and  Navy. 

Mr.  LtJBLow.  As  a  member  of  the  committee.  I  am  heartily  in 
favor  of  this  proposition,  but  If  it  were  not  In  a  time  of  emergency 
you  would  not  be  in  favor  of  the  Government  engaging  in  the  power 
btislness? 

Mr.  &rrrnKroa.  No.  sir. 

Mr.  DtTNN.  Neither  would  I. 

Mr.  STETTiNros.  Mr.  Dunn  is  an  expert  In  the  field  of  power.  X 
am  not  an  expert  in  the  Oeld  of  power,  but  I  subscribe  to  everything 
that  Mr.  Dunn  has  said  in  his  testimony. 

scHXDtnjc  roa  ptrBCHASX  or  SQtnpicxNT 

Mr.  DnwK.  Before  I  conclude.  I  would  like  to  mention  that  in 
this  letter  of  July  1.  from  which  I  have  taken  the  high  spots,  there 
is  one  point  bearing  on  the  time  required  to  get  this  work  started. 
on  which  I  have  not  dwelt.  With  these  huge  expenditures  that 
Congress  has  been  providing  for.  the  Industries  of  the  coimtry  will 
be  filled  with  orders.  Therefore,  it  is  of  the  greatest  Importance, 
particularly  with  respect  to  steam  machinery,  that  the  orders  for 
the  Increased  T.  V.  A.  equipment  be  placed  promptly  wh.le  there 
IS  a  place  for  them  In  the  factories.  In  order  to  place  those  orders 
promptly,  negotiated  contracts  are  much  more  desirable  than  com- 
petitive bidding.  t>ecause  of  the  long  time  necessary  tn  providing 
lor  compeUtlve  bidding. 

e  •  •  e  e  e  e 


nVCXKASZD  ALtnCtNXTM  PBODUCTIOIf 

Mr.  WiGCLzswoKTH.  How  many  pounds  of  aluminum  will  this 
produce  annually? 

Mr.  Dxrsn.  The  amount  that  T.  V.  A.,  with  this  Increased  power, 
will  produce.  Is  60.000,000  pounds  of  aluminum,  of  which  we  are 
short. 

•  •••••• 

NZZD  roa  EABLT  COMPLmON  or  HOLSTON  XlVn  DAM 

Colonel  Parkkx.  I  just  want  to  emphasize  the  Importance  of  the 
date  of  beginning  this  job;  that  Is.  in  order  to  fill  the  reservoir  in 
the  spring  of  1942.  as  is  contemplated,  and  just  to  get  the  whole 
benefit  of  the  thing,  we  have  to  get  It  done  before  the  spring  high 
water,  and  it  is  already  projected  to  start  almost  immediately  this 
cummer,  so  as  to  get  it  done  before  the  spring  high  water.  If  we 
actually  miss  that,  it  means  the  thing  goes  over  another  year  before 
you  can  fill  it. 

Mr.  WoooRUM.  You  mean  by  that  the  time  is  so  Important  that 
the  question  of  da3rs  or  weeks  would  make  a  difference? 

Colonel  Pabkzx.  Well,  we  certainly  should  actually  start  It  some 
time  next  month — actually  move  In  there  with  our  con.structlon 
force.  If  we  do  not,  we  run  a  serious  chance  of  not  being  able  to 
fill  It.  Of  course,  we  can  always  concentrate  and  increase  our 
force;  but.  In  order  to  guarantee  that,  we  ought  to  start  right  away. 

Mr.  DiTNN.  May  I  add  a  word  to  what  Colonel  Parker  has  said? 

Mr.  WooDRTTM.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Dunn.  I  want  to  differ  with  him  somewhat  with  respect  to 
the  urgency  of  starting  this  work.  There  are  liable  to  occur  acci- 
dents, there  Is  liable  to  occur  bad  weather,  there  are  liable  to  occur 
delays,  and  we  may  have  such  a  glut  here  In  the  supply  of  ma- 
chinery and  other  things,  before  the  contract  la  let,  that  we  feel 
we'have  a  speculative  problem  ahead  of  us.  If.  for  instance,  there 
ii  a  few  weeks'  delay  now — we  are  already  late  in  starting  It — I 
do  not  think  his  organization  can  complete  this  water  power  In  20 
months;  I  think  he  Is  underestimating  It;  therefore,  in  the  Defense 
Commission,  we  feel  we  should  lose  no  time  whatever,  because  some- 
thing might  go  against  us.  and  this  is  a  case  where  a  few  weeks  mean 
a  lot.  as  I  know.  In  fact,  we  may  already  be  too  late.  My  firm  has 
built  many  water  powers.  It  built  three  of  the  water  powers  now  in 
the  T.  V.  A. — Ocoee  No.  1,  Ocoee  No.  2.  and  Ocoee  No.  3.  Every  once 
In  awhile  we  get  caught  with  the  appearance  of  spring  floods  earlier 
than  expected,  and  then  It  is  Impossible  to  close  the  dam.  We 
should  not  take  the  risk  when  the  defense  of  the  United  States  la 
at  stake  and,  if  we  do  take  it  and  lose,  we  will  all  be  subject  to 
criticism. 

COST  AND  VALUE  Or  STEAM  RLAKT 

Mr.  WooDRUM.  Is  there  anything  else,  gentlemen? 

Mr.  Taber.  About  this  steam  plant,  you  state  here  It  will  cost 
you  $10,500,000.  and  It  Is  to  take  about  how  long  to  complete? 
•.  Colonel  Parker.  Eighteen  months.    We  originally  had  that  down 
ss  completed  In  December,  but  that  was  a  month  ago.     It  would 
now  not  be  completed  before  the  middle  of  January  1942. 

Mr.  Tabzx.  That  Is  about  a  year  and  a  half? 

Colonel  Parker.  Alx>ut  a  year  and  a  half  from  now. 

Mr.  Taber.  Now,  that  Is  supposed  to  produce  120.000  kilowatts? 

Colonel  Parker.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Tabxr  Why  would  not  we  be  better  off  to  do  something  like 
that,  than  to  go  ahead  with  the  large  development  of  that  water 
proposition,  where  the  cost  of  the  power  runs  into  more  moneyt 

Colonel  Parker.  There  are  a  number  of  reasons,  sir.  In  the  first 
place,  the  over-all  cost  of  the  power  with  hydro  development  la 
slightly  less,  because  the  cost  of  operation  is  so  much  less;  but.  in 
preparing  the  schedule  for  the  total  requirements  of  some  300.000 
kilowatts,  we  thought.  In  the  first  place,  we  should  diversify  that 
In  order  to  avoid  getting  Into  difficulties  along  some  one  line  of 
endeavor.  In  an  emergency.  In  the  first  place,  we  believe  if  we 
should  put  all  of  that  effort  Into  steam  capacity,  under  present 
conditions  the  equipment  would  be  more  difficult  to  get. 

That  Is  because  there  has  been  so  much  development  by  utilities 
of  steam  power  plants  during  the  last  yectf  or  two.  so  that  the 
manufacturers  are  considerably  congested  with  orders  for  that 
kind  of  equipment,  and  It  is  easier  now  to  get  hydroelectric  equipH 
ment.  It  Is  ordinarily  true  you  can  build  steam  faster  than  hydro; 
but  I  live  down  there,  and  we  can  put  In  hydro  jtist  as  quickly  as 
we  can  put  those  additional  units  In  existing  stalls,  and  the  hydro 
storage  set-up  is  a  distinct  asset  to  our  system  and  to  the  Govern- 
ment In  any  event.  But  we  do  think  this  combination  of  those 
two  things  is  really  the  best  plan  and  avoids  getting  Into  difficulties 
and  obstacles  along  some  cne  line. 

Does  that  answer  your  question? 

Mr.  Taber.  Well,  I  just  do  not  understand  why  we  shotild  go 
ahead  with  this  $65,000,000  development  when,  for  much  less 
money,  we  could  go  ahead  and  put  In  what  we  are  going  to  need 
in  the  line  of  steam  plant. 

Now.  here  is  yo\ir  trouble:  When  you  get  all  throxigh.  If  you 
have  a  surplus  of  power  you  can  lay  up  your  steam  plant  without 
any  particular  cost,  except  deterioration;  but  with  the  water 
plant  you  have  a  great  lot  more  capital  tied  up  in  what  you  have 
to  lay  up  by  five  or  six  times. 

C<4onel  PARKxa.  Of  course,  the  steam  plant,  when  It  Is  operat- 

I   Ing  ftill  load,  will  bum  about  1.400  tons  of  coal  a  day,  and  that  la 

aa  awf\U  lot  of  ooal  to  mine  and  carry  on  those  railroads  down 
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there,  and  that  sort  of  thing.    Tbere  Is  a  limit  to  what  you  can 
do  in  that  direction. 

Mr.  Taber.  Why  have  not  you  contemplated  putting  the  steam 
plant  right  near  the  coal  mine? 

Colonel  PARKBt.  It  wUl  be  put  as  near  the  coal  as  Is  possible 
and  still  get  on  a  source  of  water  supply,  which  Is  equally  Impor- 
tant. It  probably  will  be  put  ri^t  near  all  of  our  major  reser- 
TOlrs  and  as  near  to  the  coal  fields  as  we  can;  but  that  means 
1,400  tons  of  coal  a  day,  which  is  a  great  deal  of  coal. 

Ut.  Johnson  of  West  Virginia.  Mr.  Engineer,  why  do  not  you 
go  out  in  West  Virginia  and  locate  one  of  these  electrical  outfits? 
They  have  coal  there;  you  do  not  even  have  to  go  under  the 
earth  to  get  It  in  some  places. 

Colonel  Parkes.  Another  thing  is  that  this  particular  steam  plant 
Is  designed  not  to  run  contlnuoxialy.  If  It  had  to  nm  continuously 
and  burn  all  that  coal  every  day.  it  would  cost  very  materially  more 
than  our  hydro-generated  energy.  It  is  Intended  to  supplement  our 
existing  hydro  plant  and  to  operate  only  perhaps  25  or  30  percent 
of  the  time;  so  that  it  will,  in  that  way,  be  a  relatively  economical 
development.  But  If  we  were  to  overdevelop  it.  to  build  mote  of  It 
than  could  be  taken  care  of  by  o\ir  present  system,  or  to  develop,  as 
the  gentleman  says,  without  relation  to  our  present  system.  It  would 
cost  the  Government  a  great  deal  nore — probably  twice  as  much — as 
water-generated  energy  does  at  the  present  time. 

Fnirthermore,  I  do  not  think  it  is  going  to  be  possible  in  this 
emergency  to  get  the  delivery  of  very  much  steam-generating  equip- 
ment I  think  that  is  going  to  be  a  serious  dlfBculty,  Do  not  you 
agree  with  that.  Mr.  Dunn? 

Mr.  DtrxN.  I  am  sure  it  will:  and.  unless  the  orders  are  placed 
promptly,  they  will  lose  their  place  in  rank  In  the  factories. 

Colonel  Parker.  Last  month  we  had  a  quotation  from  the  West- 
Inghouse  Co.  on  a  steam  turbo  generator,  and  they  gave  delivery  as 
14  months.  It  has  now  gone  up  to  16  months,  with  the  lapse  of  2 
or  3  weeks,  and  next  month  I  hesitate  to  think  what  It  will  be.  We 
are  right  at  the  point  where.  If  we  delay  any  longer.  It  Is  going  to  be 
almost  Impossible  to  get  the  steam  equipment  that  we  can  do  this 
thing  with. 

PBRMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSK 

Mr.  DIRK6EN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  at,  the  conclusion  of  the  further  remarks  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Alabama  I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House 
for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

KXTKNSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  ANQELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
short  address. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

RATIONAL  DEFENSE 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  fiom  New 
York  is  recognized  from  10  minutes. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  apologize  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Alabama  who  has  Just  spoken.  I  would  have  been 
glad  to  have  let  him  continue  except  for  the  fact  that  I  am 
•cheduied  to  catch  a  train,  and  trains  do  not  wait.  That  is 
the  only  reason  I  had  to  insist  on  taking  this  time  now. 

My  remarks  will  be  on  the  same  subject  as  that  on  which 
the  gentleman  from  Alabama  has  been  speaking,  national 
defense.  I  propose  to  put  into  the  Record  some  information 
that  I  think  all  Members  of  the  House  should  have  and  will 
want  to  have  before  they  leave  here  today,  before  they  see 
their  constituents,  and  before  they  make  up  their  minds 
whether  they  want  to  support  a  bill  for  universal  military 
service.  I  propose  by  the  information  I  am  about  to  put  in 
the  Record  to  explode  a  myth  that  has  been  built  up  so  care- 
fully— that  the  American  people  have  been  given  to  believe — 
that  the  volunteer  system  has  broken  down  completely  and 


that  the  armed  forces  of  America,  particularly  the  Regular 
Army,  have  been  unable  to  secure  their  quotas. 

I  have  received  a  letter  dated  today  from  The  AdJuUnt 
General  of  the  Army.  General  Adams,  which  shows  specifi- 
cally that  every  quota  for  the  Regular  Army  has  been  lived 
up  to,  and  that  they  do  not  expect  any  difficulty  in  securing 
the  total  number  of  375.000  in  the  Regular  Army,  as  pre- 
scribed by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

However,  everyone  I  have  heard  speak  about  universal 
military  service  has  said  that  we  must  have  universal  military 
service  because  our  volunteer  system  has  broken  down.  This 
myth  should  be  exploded,  and  Members  of  Congress,  Repub- 
licans or  Democrats,  who  have  not  yet  made  up  their  minds, 
should  study  these  figures.  They  will  find  In  every  instance 
where  the  General  Staff,  or  The  Adjutant  General  following 
the  advice  of  the  General  Staff,  has  established  certain  quotas 
over  a  certain  period  of  months,  that  those  quotas  have  been 
lived  up  to  on  every  occasion. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  place  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  a  letter  from  The  Adjutant  General  of 
the  Army  showing  the  figures  and  giving  the  full  number  of 
volunteers  In  the  Regular  Army  up  to  the  present  date. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  matter  referred  to  follows: 

Bon.  HAMn.TON'PisH, 

House  of  Representatives   Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Mr.  Pish:   In  compliance   with   yoxu  telephone   request   to 
General  Ulio.  I  am  pleased  to  inclose  figures  on  the  strength  of  the 
Army  and  information  concerning  our  recrxiltlng  program. 

The  Chief  of  the  National  Guard  Bureau  has  been  requested  to 
furnish  you  with  the  desired  information  concerning  the  National 
Guard. 

Very  respectfully, 

B.  8.  AoAics, 
^       Major  GeneroJ,  The  Adjutant  OeneraJ. 


Strength  of  the  Regular  Army,  including  Philippine  Scouts 


OnJalyl.lOB 

Increase  of  3»i.000  sulhorliH  by  sctii  of  Apr.  8,  IW9,  srjd 
July  1, 1939  (Bulletin  of  May  15,  1930,  and  Auc  11.  1938), 
was  fdlotu^  to  coriw  area.*  on  July  10.  1939,  for  prot-ure- 
ment  in  monthly  quotas  and  completion  by  Jour  30,  ItHO 

Increa.sp  of  lfi.9fl«.)  authorised  Hy  Kxwnitive  ordor  of  Sopt. 
8.  1939  r Bulletin  No.  18,  War  Department  1939),  was 
allotted  to  cx>rp8  areas  on  Sept.  17, 1939 


Strength  to  be  reached  by  June  30,  1940. 


On  Oct.  30, 1939.  lastructions  were  Lxsued  to  the  Recruiting 
Service  to  acoelerst^  recruiting  and  the  xtrengtb  which 
was  to  have  been  reached  by  June  X),  IMU,  was  obtained 
by  Feb.  7.  1940 

Increase  of  15.000  wa.<>  allotti^d  to  corps  sreai  oo  May  Id, 
1940.  for  procurement  by  June  30,  IMO 

Increase  of  38,000  was  allotted  to  corps  areas  on  June  19, 
1940,  (or  iirocuremcnt  by  Aug.  SI.  1940,  June  quota 

Strenifth  to  he  reached  by  June  30.  1940 

Remainder  of  3t»,uuo  increase  to  be  procured  by  Aug.  31, 
1940:  38,000-3,413 

Btrength  to  be  reached  by  Aug.  81,  lOtO 


Authorised 
strength 


171, 4IS 

38,010 
16,900 


S37.00D 


2r.ooo 

16,000 
3.413 


^4^4I3 

34.587 


280,000 


Actual 
Strength 


174,079 


227,980 


240.  OM 


The  additional  95.000  Increase  to  bring  the  Army  to  a  strength  of 
S75.000  has  not  yet  been  released  to  the  Recniitlng  Senrice  for 
procurement. 

Actual  strength  of  the  Regular  Army,  Including  PhUippina 

Scouts.  June  30.  1940 346,940 

Estimated  strength  of  the  Regular  Army,  Including  Philip- 
pine Scouts,  July  10,  1940 262,000 


Snlittmentt 

received  and  tabulated  in 

Adjutant  General's  Office  through  June 

30,  1940. 

for  fiscal  year  1940 

Corps  area 

July 
1938 

August 
1930 

Beptem- 
berl939 

Octohcr 
1939 

Novem- 
ber 1939 

Decem- 
ber 1930 

January 
1940 

February 
1940 

March 
1940 

April 
1940 

May 

1940 

Jons 

1940 

Total 

Krrt  Corpa  Aras. 

•MOOd  Corpa  Ana  ,  

{    £ 

f          410 

80 
338 
830 
778 

217 
410 
731 
873 

125 

677 

440 

1,07»« 

80 
830 

271 
1,001 

M 
877 
2« 

ma 

07 

800 

330 

1,«7 

04 

39 
321 
762 

80 
230 

611 

79 
947 

298 

m 

131 

387 

3<'7 
MO 

88 

944 

427 

1,190 

1,»IS 
6^808 
4.722 

Ml  419 
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EnHstments  received  and  tabulated  in  Adjutant  GeneraFs  Office  through  June  30,  1940.  for  fiscal  year  i940— Continued 
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Corps  am 

July 
1939 

AOKUSt 
1939 

Soptem- 
ber  1939 

October 
1939 

Kovem- 
berl939 

Decem- 
ber 19J9 

January 
1940 

Febniary 
IMO 

March 
1940 

Apr  a 
1940 

May 

1940 

June 
1940 

Total 

Tbird  CoriM  Area    . ... 

/         286 

\         671 

/          354 

567 

141 

250 

95 

\          IM 

/      rs 

\          301 
/          542 
\          500 
/          633 
\          658 

508 
888 
519 
830 
140 
445 
186 
342 
229 
298 
714 
754 
709 
718 

629 

1,911 

631 

i,6«;2 

215 
675 
366 
953 
316 
596 

hua 

1,720 
876 
919 

436 

1,827 

809 
2,327 

154 
3,174 

222 
1.190 

282 
1,556 

676 
2,621 

802 
1,021 

391 
1,538 

682 
2;  262 

153 
1,690 

146 
1,887 

193 
1.318 

730 
2.435 

547 
1,019 

1,2^ 

79;.' 
2,184 

115 
1,561 

135 
1,645 

170 
1,274 

768 
1.985 

645 
1,198 

468 

2.587 
779 

2,447 
152 

1,437 
101 
7H9 
203 
783 
667 

2,141 
729 

1.401 

443 

845 
9C2 

1,423 
89 
133 
153 
120 
177 
2.53 
639 

1,077 
536 
921 

463 

778 
739 
1.405 
134 
181 
218 
115 
148 
129 
558 
665 
705 
625 

430 
598 
664 
618 
131 
189 
219 

33 
176 

64 
576 
167 
730 
328 

456 
933 
1,041 
1.191 
128 
459 
211 
703 
150 
325 
431 
8M 
Ktt 
377 

445 

2,083 
550 

3,351 
184 

2.316 
163 

1,694 
227 
951 
620 

1,751 
535 
831 

5.323 

15.953 

Fourth  Cores  Area      

6.530 
20, 3W 

Fifth  Corps  Area -    

Siith  Corps  Area. _ 

Seventh  Corps  Area 

KiKbtb  Corps  Area .    — . 

Ninth  Corns  Area           

1,7M 

12.510 

2,314 

9,830 

3,554 

7.848 

7.614 

16.704 

7.978 

ia046 

Total  United  SUtes 

Total  overseas 

6,940 
222 

9,032 

227 

14,503 
262 

19.526 
2^ 

17,014 
272 

16,265 
265 

17,488 
332 

8,9*7 
204 

8.160 
214 

6,015 
259 

9.240 
252 

18,288 
159 

151.413 
3.957 

A  gjtn*niitp          

7,162 

9,250 

14,765 

19,  SIS 

17.286 

16.530 

17,830 

9,151 

8,374 

6,274 

9,493 

18,447 

154.  37S 

ApproTimatply   4,oO0  additional 
enlistments 

4.500 

TotaL 



.......... 

158.875 

Nora  Ko.  1.— Apjvroxiinately  4,500  additional  enlistments  during  June  1940  the 
records  of  which  are  .«ti!l  in  transit  or  have  not  yet  htvn  tabulate*!. 

NoT»  No.  3.— First  line  for  each  cori>s  area  indicates  rcenlistments;  second  luie 
iDdicaU'S  all  other  enli:>tments. 

Enlistments  received  and  tabulated  in  A.  G.  O.  through  June  30. 
1940.  for  fiscal  year  1940 


1939: 


July I-  IW 

August .- - 9.  259 

September 14-  "^65 

October 19,815 

November  „^. 17,  286 

December 16. 530 

1940: 

January 17.820 

February  * 9. 151 

March  ' —  8, 374 

AprU  » 6. 274 

May  1 9.  492 

June 22,  947 

Total 158, 875 

'  During  the  period  Feb.  7-May  16  the  Army  was  overstrength. 
and  recruiting  was  limited  to  reenlistments  and  replacements. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  frdm  New  York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  would  be  interested  in  knowing  what 
The  Adjutant  General  reports  as  to  the  number  of  volunteers 
in  the  Regular  Army. 

Mr.  FISH.  He  says  that  the  estimated  strength  of  the 
Regular  Army,  including  Philippine  Scouts,  on  July  10,  1940, 
Is  252.000.  He  further  says  that  they  expect  to  have  on 
August  30,  1940,  280.000,  and  that  the  95.000  additional  au- 
thorized to  bring  the  Army  to  its  strength  of  375,000  has  not 
yet  been  released  to  the  recruiting  service  for  procurement. 
Naturally,  if  they  have  not  asked  for  these  volunteers,  they 
do  not  have  them;  but  they  have  not  opened  for  enlistment 
this  extra  95,000,  and,  according  to  the  figures,  they  have 
filled  every  quota  they  have  asked  for.  From  this  record,  I 
cannot  see  how  they  can  anticipate  failure  in  the  future. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H-  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    1 3rleld  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  In  view  of  what  the  gen- 
tleman has  stated,  what  is  the  reason  for  this  demand  on  the 
part  of  the  President  for  compulsory  military  training  and 
drafting  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  FISH.  That  is  what  I  cannot  understand.  I  could 
understand  if  the  volunteer  system  had  broken  down  and  we 
could  not  raise  enough  recruits  to  fill  our  full  quota  in  the 
Regular  Army  of  375,000  that  possibly  we  might  need  a  quasi 
or  a  partisJ  conscription  system,  or  a  partial  universal  mili- 
tary service  system. 

I  happen  to  be  bitterly  opposed  to  imiversal  military  service 
in  time  of  peace.  [Applause.]  I  would  advocate  it  in  time 
of  w^ar  if  it  were  necessary  in  defense  of  America,  but  as  a 


Note  No.  3.— Durine  the  months  of  February.  March.  .April,  and  May.  recrultlnf 
was  restricted  to  normal  replacements.  Present  expansion  program  started  in  the 
last  week  of  May  r>IU. 

peace  measure,  when  the  volunteer  system  has  not  broken 
down,  I  cannot  conceive  why  we  should  need  it  in  America 
when  we  have  the  greatest  Navy  in  the  world  and  one  that 
is  increasing  in  comparison  every  day  as  the  other  navies  are 
being  destroyed.  We  are  also  building  up  a  huge  air  force, 
and  very  properly  so.  and  we  have  now  increased  our  Army 
and  are  getting  the  recruits  according  to  the  quotas  as  estab- 
lished. The  reason  I  am  opposed  to  universal  military  service 
m  this  country  is  that  I  believe  that  is  the  war  system.  I 
believe  it  is  the  European  war  system  that  creates  wars  in 
Europe  and  will  continue  to  create  them  just  as  long  as  they 

have  such  universal  military  service,  because  it  does  away 
with  all  peace  elements  and  leaves  nothing  but  a  great  armed 
CEimp,  an  armed  nation,  a  huge  military  machine  which 
eventuates  into  a  Frankenstein.  Then  some  dictator  comes 
along  and  presses  a  button,  and  that  nation  marches  cfT  to 
war.  The  wage  earners  and  the  farmers  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  say.  There  are  no  peace  elements  left.  They  are 
educated  and  trained  and  they  go  forth  when  some  dictator, 
whether  it  is  Hitler  or  Mussolini  or  someone  else — and  we 
might  have  the  same  kind  of  man  in  America — presses  the 
button  and  the  whole  country  goes  to  war. 

So  I  do  not  believe,  unless  we  have  a  war  and  it  is  necessary, 
in  importing  this  vicious,  European  war  system  into  America, 
tl^t  turns  us  into  an  armed  camp  and  does  away  with  our 
traditions  of  a  volunteer  service  and  makes  war  in  the  minds 
of' those  p)eoples  abroad  inevitable  and  natural. 

This  is  what  I  found  on  my  trip  abroad.  This  is  what  I 
found  in  Germany  and  it  is  what  I  found  In  France.  There 
were  no  peace  elements  at  all.  They  were  trained  to  arms. 
They  were  an  armed  camp  and  they  thought  that  war  was 
inevitable  and,  naturally,  asked  "Why  not  now?"  They  were 
armed,  the  enemy  was  armed,  and  they  were  ready  for  war 
and  therefore  why  not  go  forth  to  war. 

I  do  not  want  that  war  system  and  that  militarism  and 
that  autocracy  brought  over  here  to  free  America  unless  we 
have  to  have  it  in  time  of  war  in  defense  of  our  country. 

Mr.  KELLER  and  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin  rose. 

Mr.  FISH.    I  would  like  to  yield,  but  I  have  not  the  time. 

I  now  want  to  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  I  Mr.  Sparkkan  ] .  The  President  of  the  United 
States.  Mr.  Roosevelt,  was  elected  to  office  the  same  year  that 
Mr.  Hitler  was  in  Germany.  In  1933  they  took  over  jjower. 
At  that  time  there  was  practically  no  army  in  Germany. 

Hitler  built  up  a  huge  army,  equipped  it  with  all  the  modem 
weapons,  and  turned  his  country  into  a  gigantic  military 
machine.  The  President  had  full  knowledge,  through  his 
agents  over  there,  his  Ambassadors  and  his  counselors  and 
his  military  attaches  and  his  naval  attaches,  of  exactly  what 
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was  going  on  while  Germany  was  building  up  this  huge  mili- 
tary machine,  but  nevertheless  the  President  did  not  act  and 
made  no  recommendation  to  the  Congress  until  In  recent 
3rears,  until  Germany  was  fully  armed,  utterly  ignoring  what 
was  transpiring  in  the  rest  of  the  world,  with  the  net  result 
that  our  Army  today,  at  this  present  moment.  Is  totally  un- 
equipped In  modem  weapons,  in  antiaircraft  guns,  in  tanks, 
In  antitank  guns,  in  mechanized  machines  and  mobile  arma- 
ment and  all  the  modern  weapons  of  modern  warfare.  We 
are  totally  and  wholly  unequipped,  and  who  is  responsible 
more  than  anybody  else?  Tlie  Commander  In  Chief  of  the 
Army,  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  not  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States.  The  President  had  all  the  advan- 
tage of  this  Information.  He  is  the  Commander  In  Chief 
and  It  is  his  duty  to  Inform  the  Congress  and  insist  upon 
laxjper  armnment.  I  agree  that  we  have  a  great  Navy.  I 
give  him  all  the  credit  he  deserves  and  I  give  the  chairman 
of  our  Naval  Affairs  Committee  all  the  credit  that  he  deserves 
for  having  the  greatest  and  most  efficient  Navy  in  the  world. 

THere  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  gentleman  may  have  2  additional  minutes  to  answer  the 
questions  of  certain  gentlemen  here. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Gore).  Is  that  agree- 
able to  the  gentlemen  who  have  special  orders  following  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    I  am  agreeable  to  that.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from,  Illinois  that  the  gentleman 
"from  New  York  be  permitted  to  proceed  for  2  additional 
minutes? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  will 
jrleld  to  me? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  will  yield  to  both  gentlemen.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  now. 

Mr.  COX.  Does  the  gentleman  not  find  himself  in  an 
Inconsistent  position  In  condemning  the  administration  for 
Its  failure  to  take  account  of  what  has  been  happening  in 
Germany,  when  the  condition  here  is  the  result  of  the  same 
sort  of  counsel  the  gentleman  has  been  givmg  the  House  and 
the  country  in  his  present  appearance  upon  the  floor?  In 
other  words,  he  is  not  preaching  pacifism,  but  he  has  been 
resisting  urge  to  arms  because  of  what  has  been  happening 
In  Germany. 

Mr.  FISH.  Oh,  the  gentleman  is  giving  me  credit  for  too 
much  power  if  he  thinks  I  can  control  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  COX.  Are  not  the  failure  of  France,  the  collapse  and 
ruin  of  France,  and  the  weakness  of  England  the  result  of 
listening  to  the  same  sort  of  counsel  that  the  gentleman  has 
himself  been  preaching  to  the  House? 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  gentleman  Is  criticizing  me 
because  I  am  opposed  to  universal  military  training  in  time 
of  peace,  that  Is  his  privilege,  but  I  repeat  that  I  am  opposed 
to  universal  military  service  as  long  as  the  volunteer  service 
can  work  out  In  America.  As  far  as  armament  for  National 
Guard  and  the  Regular  Army  is  concerned,  I  have  always  been 
Tor  it,  and  I  have  been  for  modernizing  the  Army  for  mecha- 
nized units  and  for  an  adequate  air  force.  That  is  one  thing. 
I  am  not  criticizing  today  the  size  of  our  Navy,  though  some- 
times I  think  we  have  too  many  airplane  carriers,  weapons  of 
aggression  which  in  my  opinion  we  do  not  need,  but  I  am  not 
discussing  that.  I  am  discussing  my  opposition  to  universal 
military  service  and  that  I  believe  in  a  voluntary  system. 
I  shall  put  In  the  Record  the  War  Department  figures,  and  I 
say  further  that  If  we  had  had  imiversal  military  service  6 
months  ago,  I  think  this  coontry  would  have  been  in  war 
today. 

I  have  always  stood  for  adequate  national  defense,  but  I  do 
not  believe  in  hj^terical  defense  or  turning  this  country  Into 
a  gigantic  military  machine  in  time  of  peace.     I  Applause.] 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  same  request 
again  for  2  minutes  additional  for  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  so  that  I  may  ask  him  some  questions. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  the  rules  of  the  House 
the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]  should  be 
recognized. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.     Mr.  Speaker.  It  Is  agreeable  to  me  to 
let  the  gentleman  from  New  York  have  2  minutes  more. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 
TTiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  does  the  gentleman  believe 
that  375,000  men  in  the  American  Army,  Including  the  Philip- 
pine Scouts,  are  sufficient? 

Mr.  FISH.  That  is  what  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
sa5^.    

Mr.  KELLER.  I  did  not  ask  the  gentleman  that.  What 
does  the  gentleman  think  about  that? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  think  in  addition  to  the  400,000  In  the  Na- 
tional Guard  and  with  our  Reserves,  making  a  total  of  about 
800,000.  that  Is  adequate  and  sufficient,  because  I  do  not  be- 
lieve with  the  greatest  Navy  til  the  world,  no. matter  what 
happens  to  these  other  navies — and,  mind  you,  they  will  have 
to  have  a  navy  three  times  larger  than  ours  to  dare  to  attack 
us — that  they  could  ever  land  in  America  50,000  troops,  and 
if  our  800,000  troops  could  not  liquidate  50,000  foreign  troops 
In  a  few  weeks  time,  before  they  could  go  back  and  bring  any 
more,  then  we  better  give  up  anyway.  And  let  me  say  further, 
that  although  I  happen  to  be  Just  Mke  anjrone  else  here,  a 
Member  of  Congress,  still  at  the  same  time  I  also  happen  to 
be  a  colonel  on  the  General  Staflf,  and  I  have  been  assigned  to 
go  out  to  the  maneuvers  of  130,000  troops  next  month  as  an 
umpire  in  maneuvers.  I  think  I  know  something  about  the 
Regular  Army,  and  I  am  convinced  that  our  National  Guard 
and  the  Regular  Army,  amounting  to  about  800.000  men, 
when  the  full  complement  is  secured,  will  more  than  take  care 
of  all  of  the  national  defense  that  we  need,  when  we  have 
the  greatest  Navy  and  a  large  air  force. 

Mr.  KELLER.  One  more  question.  The  gentleman  says 
that  he  is  against  universal  military  service  in  time  of  peace. 
I  have  a  bill  before  the  House  at  the  present  time  along  that 
line,  to  which  I  will  call  the  gentleman's  attention  and  I  also 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  when  war  comes  is  no  time  to 
train  an  army  and  unless  we  provide  for  a  reserve  army,  our 
present  system  is  nonsense. 

Mr.  FISH.  Oh.  I  think  the  gentleman  Is  confused.  This 
country  Is  over  3,000  miles  from  Germany,  and  it  is  not  Hol- 
land, it  Is  not  France,  it  Is  not  Belgium,  and  I  think  before 
war  comes  we  will  have  plenty  of  time  to  train  any  sized 
army  that  we  want,  and  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
and  also  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  what  I  have  preached 
in  this  House  and  will  continue  to  preach  Is  that  this  country 
should  keep  out  of  all  foreign  \5rars.    [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore*  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  has  expired. 

TTie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  special 
order,  the  gentleman  from  niinols  [Mr.  DntxsENl  is  recog- 
nized for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  an  additional  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  10  minutes  at  the  conclusion  of  any  special 
orders  heretofore  entered  for  today.        y 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bender]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REIL^RKS 

Mr.  Case  of  South  Dakota  asked  and  was  given  permission 
to  extend  his  own  remarks  In  the  Record. 
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Mr.  "POAGE.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  10  minutes  after  the  disposition  of  the  pending 
special  orders. 
-     The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Poagb]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  BRETWSTER.  Mr,  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  Incorporate  a  brief  newspaj)er  article  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brewster]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Thill]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Holmes]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Lemkz.  Mr.  Smith,  and  Mr.  Sntder  asked  and  were 
given  permission  to  extend  their  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  have  just  made  and  to 
include  therein  certain  extracts  referred  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Sparkman]?, 

There  was  no  objection. 
\     Mr.  YOUNGDAHL.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include 
Uierein  an  article  by  David  Lawrence. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Youngdahl]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Dirksen  ]  is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  must  say  I  was  beguiled  by 
the  remarks  of  my  good   friend   from  Alabama   because  it 

brought  to  mind  an  incident  in  the  life  of  Abraham  Lincoln 
who  once  suggested  to  a  man  this  question.  He  said.  "If  you 
should  call  a  sheep's  tall  a  leg,  how  many  legs  has  the  sheep?" 
And  the  man  with  avidity  replied,  "Five."  Lincoln  stated, 
"No;  four,  because  calling  a  tail  a  leg  does  not  make  it  so." 

May  I  say  to  my  good  friend  from  Alabama  that  calling  the 
Republicans  to  accoimt  for  their  derelictions  in  national 
defense,  according  to  the  record  which  he  cited,  does  not 
make  it  so.  Let  us  look  at  the  proof.  In  1930,  1931.  and 
1932  the  administration  under  Herbert  Hoover  appropriated 
$707,500,000  for  national  defense.  Just  bear  that  in  mind. 
In  1932-33  they  appropriated  $667,000,000.  In  1932  there 
was  an  election.  In  fact,  it  was  a  debacle,  and  then  came  our 
good  friends  over  on  this  side.  They  came  here  pursuant  to 
a  great,  dynamic  personality  and  to  a  platform.  That  plat- 
form provided  for  national  defense,  after  a  careful  survey, 
because  the  President  of  the  United  States  had  informed 
the  people  everywhere  that  our  defense  program  was  going 
up  to  $1,000,000,000  and  that  something  must  be  done  about 
economizing.  So  what  happened?  When  all  you  good  and 
lovely  folks  over  on  this  side  came  down  here  to  assimie 
the  reins  of  responsibility  what  did  you  do?  In  the  first 
year  of  your  stewardship,  In  1933-34,  you  cut  the  defense 
program  to  $479,000,000.  What  did  you  do  in  1935?  You  cut 
it  to  $523,000,000.  Now,  my  good  friend  from  Alabama,  what 
have  you  to  say  about  that  record?  We  were  going  to  the 
country  with  a  defense  program  and  were  way  up  to  $700,- 
000.000  and  more,  and  you  come  and  cut  it  to  the  level  of 
$500,000,000.  or  a  net  curtailment  of  about  $375,000,000  for 
a  2-year  period. 


In  view  of  the  attack  leveled  against  the  Republican  Party 
for  its  alleged  derelictions  on  national  defense,  perhaps  it  is 
Just  as  well  to  document  the  statement  which  I  just  made 
to  the  membership  conncerning  the  Democratic  plank  of 
1932  concerning  national  defense,  and  so  I  submit  the  follow- 
ing plank  taken  from  that  platform  as  recorded  on  page  147 
of  the  oflBcial  proceedings  of  the  Democratic  National  Con- 
vention of  1932.    It  reads  as  follows: 

We  advocate  a  Navy  and  an  Army  adequate  for  national  defense, 
based  on  a  siirvey  of  all  facts  affecting  the  existing  establishments 
that  the  people  in  time  of  peace  may  not  be  burdened  by  an 
expenditure  fast  approaching  a  billion  dollars  annually. 

May  I  also,  in  connection  with  these  observations,  submit 
to  the  membership  a  very  illuminating  article  by  that  well- 
known  student  and  publicist,  Mr.  John  T.  FlyTm.  which  ap- 
peared in  the  Washington  Dally  News  as  of  July  10,  which 
deals  with  this  very  situation  and  which  is  very  illuminating? 

PLAIN  ECONOMICS 

(By  John  T.  Flynn) 

New  York.  July  10. — The  day  does  not  pass  that  someone  In 
Washington  does  not  blame  someone  else  for  America  being  defense* 
less.  In  fact,  almost  every  day  some  Democratic  statesman  rises 
to  damn  the  Republicans  for  opposing  the  President's  armament 
plans 

And  now  former  Navy  Secretary  Edison  uncorks  a  blast  that  Con- 
gress was  responsible  for  the  slowness  of  naval  expansion  and  the 
lack  of  proper  facilities  to  that  end. 

Now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  is  a  little  history  here  worth 
repeating.  In  1931-32  the  Hoover  administration  appropriated 
$707,500,000  for  national  defense  and  In  1932-33  provided  $667,000.- 
000.     But  this  seemed  a  tremendous  menace  to  the  Democrats. 

In  the  platform  of  1932,  09  which  the  President  was  elected, 
appeared  a  plank  declaring  for  national  defense  but  only  on  a 
careful  survey  of  all  the  facts  in  order  "that  the  people  In  tune 
of  peace  may  not  be  burdened  with  an  expenditure  fast  approach- 
ing $1,000,000,000  a  year." 

In  other  words,  the  expendlttires  of  President  Hoover,  which 
never  got  beyond  $707,000,000  in  a  year,  seemed  a  menace  to  the 
Democrats  and  they  pledged  themselves  to  protect  the  people  from 
the  growing  burden. 

Now.  of  course,  a  candidate  r\ins  on  his  party's  platform  without 
approving  everything  in  it.  But  In  this  case  Mr.  Roosevelt,  running 
for  President,  read  this  plank  with  approval — singled  it  out — in 
several  of  his  national  addresses  during  the  campaign.  I  am  in- 
formed by  men  who  were  then  on  the  inside  that  he  wrote  that 
plank  and  had  It  put  into  the  platform. 

To  make  good  on  that  pladge,  one  of  his  first  acts  was  to  cut  de- 
fense appropriations  to  $479,000,000  in  1933-34  and  $533,000,000 
in  1935.  Thus,  2  years  after  Hitler  came  into  power,  the  President 
himself  whom  many  consider  a  militarist  was  holding  defense  ex- 
penditures l)elow  the  Hoover  level.  Now  the  Democrats,  who  de- 
nounced the  Republicans  for  spending  too  much  on  national  de- 
fense, are  denouncing  them  for  not  spending  enough. 

This  is  recalled,  of  course,  not  in  support  of  either  the  Democratic 
or  Republican  position,  but  merely  to  emphasize  the  amount  of 
purely  ix>lltlcal  twaddle  that  makes  Its  way  Into  this  talk. 

Now  as  to  Mr.  Edison.  Back  In  1937  Senator  Bons — who  has  bit- 
terly opposed  the  administration's  policy  of  foreign  meddling,  but 
has  believed  in  the  defense  of  this  country — Introduced  a  bill  for 
the  immediate  expansion  of  Government  arsenals  and  for  the  crea- 
tion of  a  huge  stock  of  jigs,  dies,  tools,  and  machine  fixtures  suffi- 
cient to  tool  up  private  plants  in  case  of  emergency.  He  recognized 
then  that  the  machine-tool  industry — at  that  time  idle — was  a 
bottleneck. 

This  bill  went  to  the  Army  and  Navy,  where  It  was  turned  down. 
Private  industry,  they  said,  could  take  care  of  the  situation  If  an 
emergency  arose.  Now,  It  appears  neither  private  nor  Government 
facilities  are  adequate  to  arming  this  country  in  less  than  several 
years. 

But  that  is  not  what  I  rose  to  speak  about  today.  I  know 
there  is  some  discomfiture  and  some  discomfort  of  mind  on 
both  sides  of  the  aisle  because  of  the  earlier  action  of  the 
House,  or  a  Member  of  the  House,  in  refusing  to  grant  unani- 
mous consent  for  the  consideration  of  a  bill  involving  $65,- 
000,000  of  over-all  expenditure.  I  say  for  myself,  as  I  said 
to  the  gentleman  of  Virginia,  that  I  would  not  object  because 
In  all  my  tenure  in  the  House  I  have  never  objected  to  the 
consideration  of  a  measure  at  any  time.  But  there  are  some 
facts  that  I  believe  ought  to  be  brought  to  attention.  The 
first  one  is  this: 

The  27  pages  of  hearings  on  this  bill  disclose  that  none 
other  than  Wendell  Willkie  on  the  14th  of  June  1940  made  a 
statement  regarding  the  use  of  these  additional  dams.  Is  it 
not  .singular  that  Mr.  Willkie  knew  all  about  this  almost  a 
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month  ago?  I  did  not  know  about  it  until  yesterday.  I 
went  to  the  Appropriations  Committee  yesterday  afternoon 
to  procure  a  copy  of  the  hearings.  They  were  not  yet  in  print. 
I  never  saw  the  hearings  until  11  o'clock  this  morning,  but 
Mr.  Willkie  knew  about  it  a  month  ago  and  it  was  in  the 
press  a  month  ago.  Is  it  fair  on  the  eve  of  a  great  conven- 
tion to  come  along  and  ask  us  to  grant  unanimous  consent 
to  consider  a  bill  involving  $65,000,000,  when  the  members 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee  outside  of  those  who  are 
on  the  deficiency  subcommittee  never  saw  the  hearings,  never 
saw  the  bill,  and  never  saw  the  report  until  11  o'clock  this 
morning? 

After  all.  Mr.  Speaker,  national  defense  often  covers  a 
multitude  of  sins,  and  I  think  we  can  afford  to  be  cautious  in 
the  light  of  a  rather  exasperating  and  delinquent  record  in 
the  last  war.  Let  me  cite  something  from  the  Chamberlain 
report.  This  is  a  report  prepared  after  the  last  World  War 
by  Senator  Chamberlain  of  the  United  States  Senate  during 
the  Sixty-sixth  Congress  regarding  the  military  efficiency  of 
the  coimtry.  These  are  some  of  the  facts  and  data  that  were 
adduced. 

Our  Ordnance  Department  spent  $4,000,000,000  between 
April  of  1917  and  June  of  1918  to  fabricate  20,000  guns  of  all 
calibers.  Why,  the  Civil  War  cost  less  than  the  amount  that 
was  allocated  for  guns.  Only  133  guns  of  a  single  caliber 
and  only  600  shells  of  a  single  caliber  ever  got  to  General 
Pershing  in  time  to  be  used  in  the  World  War.  With  that 
kind  of  a  record  before  us  in  the  last  generation,  do  you  not 
believe  it  behooves  us  to  be  a  little  bit  cautious? 

Further,  the  War  Department  ordered  20,000.000  hand  gre- 
nades, t>ecause  they  were  not  satisfied  with  the  simple  grenades 
that  were  being  used  over  on  the  other  side.  So  what  did 
they  do.  Not  being  satisfied  with  hand  grenades  that  were 
actually  being  effectively  used,  they  ordered  20.000,000  that 
were  rather  complicated,  and  not  one  of  those  hand  grenades 
got  to  General  Pershing  in  time  to  be  used  in  the  World  War 
by  our  forces. 

We  spent  $1,000,000,000  for  avlaUon  in  1917  and  1918. 
There  was  not  a  single  American  pursuit  or  combat  plane  that 
actually  got  over  there  that  was  effective.  A  few  observation 
planes  got  to  Prance. 

I  soldiered  in  the  Tburs,  the  Toul,  and  the  Nancy  sector, 
where  they  had  an  air  concentration  camp  known  as  Colombey 
La  Belle.  I  used  to  mess  around  with  the  aviators  because  in 
those  days  I  was  in  the  balloon  service.  We  used  to  go  out 
together,  and  they  referred  to  these  planes  as  suicide  crates 
and  flaming  cofiBns.  I  remember  being  at  a  camp  down  at 
St.  Lazaire  when  every  morning  they  called  the  roll  and  asked 
for  volunteers  for  the  day  bombing  squad  and  the  night  bomb- 
ing squad.  We  used  to  kid  each  other  as  to  who  was  going  to 
be  killed  that  particular  day.  That  was  the  record  after  we 
expended  $1,000,000,000  in  1917  and  1918. 

We  spent  $116,000,000  for  gas  to  make  our  chemical  war- 
fare service  effective,  and  General  Pershing  got  every  poimd 
of  gas  that  was  fired  by  the  American  troops  in  France  in 
1917  and  1918.  according  to  the  Chamberlain  report. 

The  Congress  appropriated  money  to  build  three  picric  acid 
plants  and  seven  phenol  plants,  and  all  of  them  produced 
exactly  nothing  that  was  made  in  time  to  get  over  there  for 
effective  use  in  the  course  of  the  World  War. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    What  does  the  gentleman  say 
about  the  gas?    Where  did  we  get  it? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.   Prom  the  Allies  on  the  other  side. 
Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    The  gentleman  did  not  say  that. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  thought  I  said  that.    We  got  it  from  the 
Allied  Powers. 

We  had  a  plan  for  an  army  of  4,000.000  and  86.000  horses, 
and  this,  to  me,  is  one  of  the  Ironies  of  our  preparation  for 
that  war — that  we  were  going  to  provide  for  86,000  horses 
and  here  Is  what  some  of  the  experts  at  the  other  end  of  the 
Avenue  bought  to  caparison  and  equip  86,000  horses:  First, 
50.000  sets  of  double  harness,  110,000  sets  of  single  harness. 
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and  then  they  bought  945,000  saddles,  or  11  saddles  for  every 
horse.  [Laughter.]  Tlien  they  bought  2.800.000  halters,  or 
33  halters  for  every  horse;  1,500,000  horse  brushes,  or  18 
brushes  for  every  horse,  to  make  sure  they  were  properly 
manicured  before  they  went  into  action.  Then  they  bought 
2,000.000  feed  bags,  or  24  bags  for  every  horse.  Then  they 
bought  1,000,000  horse  covers,  or  12  covers  for  every  horse.  I 
may  say  to  you  that  when  I  was  a  horse  officer,  with  a  battery 
in  France,  I  never  saw  a  horse  cover.  I  do  not  know  what 
happened  to  them. 

Then  we  bought  195.000  copper  branding  irons,  or  3  brand- 
ing irons  for  every  horse,  and  I  never  saw  one  of  those  brand- 
ing irons  on  those  horses  whose  backs  were  galled  smd  seared 
with  mustard  gas  and  chlorine  gas. 

Mr.  TERRY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  TERRY.  My  friend,  who  is  a  balloonist  now,  was  In 
the  horse  marines  during  the  war.  and  while  he  is  going  back 
into  past  history  and  bringing  up  the  1917-18  situation,  will  he 
not  go  a  little  further  back  and  tell  us  whether  they  also  got 
some  embalmed  beef  as  they  did  in  1898,  imder  a  Republican 
administration? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  May  I  say,  just  for  the  clarity  of  the 
Record,  I  landed  over  in  France  as  an  artilleryman  and  was 
subsequently  assigned  to  the  balloon  service  as  an  artillery 
observer. 

Mr.  TERRY.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  was  a  most  excellent 
soldier. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  just  want  to  inform  the  genUeman  that 
Mr.  Willkie  was  in  France. 

Mr.  MAHON.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Some  of  these  figures  that  the  gentleman  has 
given  here  no  doubt  are  ridiculous,  and  no  one,  of  course, 
would  want  to  defend  them,  but  does  not  the  gentleman 
think  that  he  ought  to  point  out  that  if  the  war  had  gone  on  4 
or  5  years  longer— and  no  one  knew  in  1917  or  1918  how 
long  it  would  go  on — we  might  have  utilized  a  lot  of  those 
airplanes  and  a  lot  of  the  other  things  tliat  the  gentleman  has 
been  talking  about? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  They  started  out  with  plans  for  86.000 
horses  as  the  maximum  and  4.000,000  men,  and  then  they 
proceeded  to  order  33  halters  for  every  horse. 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  last  war.  The 
gentleman  has  talked  about  airplanes  and  other  matters  of 
that  sort,  and  as  the  gentleman  knows,  you  cannot  get  just  as 
many  of  those  things  as  you  will  need,  because  you  do  not 
know  when  a  war  is  going  to  be  over. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Is  not  that  the  very  best  reason  why  we 
should  exercise  the  utmost  of  caution  before  spending  millions 
upon  millions  of  dollars  so  we  may  be  sure  that  the  American 
taxpayer  gets  a  dollar's  worth  of  value  for  every  dollar  that 
Is  expended? 

Mr.  MAHON.  We  ought  to  cut  the  red  tape  and  exercise 
all  the  care  and  caution  we  can. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  What  the  gentleman  means 
is  that  at  the  present  time  he  would  like  to  see  them  use  a  lot 
more  horse  sense  than  they  used  in  1917  and  1918? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Let  me  go  a  little  bit  further,  gentlemen, 
because  while  this  appears  ridiculous,  yet  It  Is  terribly  serious 
when  you  stop  to  consider  its  implications. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  s^eld  to  me? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman,  the 
chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee. 

Mr.  MAY.  As  I  imderstand  the  situation,  when  the  debate 
started  it  arose  over  the  question  of  taking  up  the  proposal  to 
authorize  $65,000,000  for  the  T.  V.  A, 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    That  Is  correct. 
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Mr.  MAY.  Now.  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  have  appropri- 
ated and  are  planning  to  appropriate  about  $10,000,000,000 
for  national  defense,  and  that  the  President  has  been  allocated 
$200,000,000  to  use  as  he  likes,  why  would  it  not  be  a  good  idea, 
in  view  of  all  of  the  financial  situation  that  confronts  us,  that 
he  take  this  $65,000,000  out  of  that  $200,000,000  and  let  them 
go  ahead  with  this  work? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  There  Is  a  persuasive  point  in  what  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  says. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Yes. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  It  may  be  a  perfmasive  point, 
but  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  and  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky  [Mr.  MayI  would  be  two  of  the  first  gen- 
tlemen on  their  feet  to  criticize  the  President  for  taking  money 
given  to  him  under  a  blanket  authority  and  putting  forth  a 
project  of  the  kind  suggested,  without  coming  to  Congress  and 
saying  something  about  it. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  And  I  say  frankly  to  the  gentleman  that 
I  would  exercise  my  responsibility  as  a  Mehiber  of  this  House 
to  criticize  if  I  felt  so  disposed. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  3deld? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Yes. 

Mr.  MAY.  Do  I  understand  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
who  is  chairman  of  an  important  subcommittee  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations,  to  say  that  the  President  is  going 
to  come  back  to  Congress  to  see  how  he  shall  spend  these 
$200,000,000? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  said  that,  if  the  President 
should  undertake  to  expand  the  T.  V.  A.  out  of  the  emergency 
fimds  that  we  have  given  him,  the  gentleman,  and  I  think 
quite  properly,  would  be  the  first  to  object  if  he  undertook  to 
build  a  dam  without  getting  congressional  approval — if  he 
did  that,  my  friend  would  be  one  of  the  first  to  criticize. 

Mr.  MAY.     I  might  not  criticize,  but  I  would  oppose  it. 

Mr.  TABER.  Then,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  gentleman  will 
permit.  I  would  even  propound  the  suggestion  that  the  Presi- 
dent does  not  have  authority  with  the  funds  given  him  to  go 
ahead  with  the  T.  V.  A. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  my  time  Is  about 

exhausted  and  with  the  permission  of  those  who  have  subse- 
quent orders  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois 
asks  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 
Is  fhat  agreeable  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  BENDER.     It  is. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  And  also  agreeable  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

Mr.  POAGE.     It  is. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  There  are  one  or  two  other  items  that  I 
wish  to  emphasize.  The  next  one  is  that  we  spent  $1,200,- 
000.000  for  the  building  of  cantonments  all  over  the  country. 
I  lived  in  one  of  them  for  quite  a  while,  and  I  rather  fancy, 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  they  were  built  on  a  cost-plus  basis, 
with  the  contractor  sort  of  writing  his  own  ticket,  that  there 
was  a  tremendous  waste  and  extravagance  which  might 
have  well  been  saved  to  the  American  taxpayer  with  the 
exercise  of  caution.  We  spent  $50,000,000  on  spruce  for  air- 
plane manufacturing,  and  yet  92.6  of  all  of  the  spruce  actu- 
ally used  was  obtained  Independently  of  the  spruce  project, 
on  which  we  spent  $50,000,000,  and  finally  we  spent  $10,000,000 
on  narrow  gage  and  other  types  of  railroads  with  which  to 
haul  this  spruce  to  market,  and  those  railroads  were  never 
used. 

In  the  light  of  that  record  I  submit  that  we  can  very  prop- 
erly proceed  with  caution  as  we  undertake  to  expend  large 
sums,  because  the  chances  are  that  with  a  little  more  time  to 
look  into  the  matter,  to  develop  the  record  further,  the  Con- 
gress will  do  a  real  service  to  the  people  of  the  country.  I 
emphasize  again  that  it  is  rather  funny  that  in  the  Record 
should  appear  the  comment  of  the  Republican  candidate  for 


the  Presidency  of  the  United  States  as  early  as  June  14  on 
the  establishment  of  additional  dams  and  the  building  of 
additional  dams,  when  we  as  the  Congress  were  not  advised 
on  the  point  in  particular  until  yesterday  and  today.  Mr. 
Willkie's  statement  regarding  this  matter  was  entirely  un- 
biased and  statesmanlike.  It  was  what  might  be  expected 
from  a  real  American. 

Mr.  PATRICK.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Yes. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Is  there  any  concrete  evidence  available 
that  any  group  or  section  or  assembly  of  individuals  have 
inspired  this  other  than  those  who  are  interested  in  national 
defense? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Oh,  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  partisan- 
ship or  sectionalism  in  this.  I  think  every  Member  of  the 
House  is  big  enough  to  sublimate  every  bit  of  provincialism 
and  partisanship  he  possesses  in  the  larger  cause  of  national 
djBfense,  but  here  is  a  thought  that  occurred  to  me  in  con- 
nection with  the  proposal. 

They  said  it  would  be  2  years  before  the  Cherokee  Dam 
could  be  built,  and  then  Gano  Dunn  also  testified,  and  you 
will  find  it  on  page  14  of  the  hearings,  that  mayl)e  the  extra 
year  in  catching  the  spring  floods  is  already  lost.  and.  if  that 
is  the  case,  it  will  be  3  years  before  the  dam  could  be  com- 
pleted, and  we  could  avail  ourselves  of  the  power. 

He  testifies,  also  in  the  hearings,  that  it  will  take  only  18 
months  to  complete  a  steam  plant.  We  can  build  steam 
plants  in  any  part  of  the  country.  We  can  be  absolutely  sure 
that  its  eflBcacy  and  completion  is  not  contingent  upon  an 
act  of  nature  or  anythmg  else,  not  upon  fiood  waters  or  any- 
thing else,  to  make  it  a  producing  instrumentality  whereby 
aluminum  may  be  provided  for  the  plane  program  that  is 
now  in  contemplation.  Under  those  circvmistances,  with  a 
probable  cost  of  eleven  and  one-half  million  for  each  plant, 
developing  120,000  kilowatts  of  firm  power,  it  persuades  itself 
to  reason  and  sound  judgment  that  p>erhaps  we  would  be 
better  cfif  to  take  all  this  money  and  spend  it  for  steam  plants 
rather  than  take  a  chance  on  a  dam  which  may  not  be  in 
operation  for  3  years  or  more,  according  to  Mr.  Gano  Dunn 
himself,  because  he  recognizes  that  contingency  If  we  do  not 
catch  the  floods  in  the  spring  of  1942. 

Mr.  MAY.  To  that  may  be  added  the  fact  that  it  has 
been  demonstrated  in  a  nvimber  of  ways  that  electricity 
can  be  produced  by  coal  at  a  steam  plant  cheaper  than  it 
can  be  produced  by  hydro. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Yes,  and  there  are  figures  to  establish 
that  fact. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  But  what  was  attempted  here  was  to  get 
this  particular  subject  before  the  House  for  discussion,  when 
all  of  that  could  be  brought  out  Intellectually  and  developed 
and  any  argiunent  that  could  be  produced  for  this  steam 
business  could  be  put  forward.  I  will  concede  there  is  a 
lot  in  Its  favor  by  reason  of  its  coming  sooner,  but  what  was 
attempted  was  to  get  the  measure  before  this  House  to  be 
developed  and  discussed,  and  not  to  determine  how  it  should 
be  voted  on. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  fully  agree  with  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama.  I  do  not  set  myself  up  as  stewsurd  of  the  action 
of  any  Member  of  this  House.  I  did  not  oppose  considera- 
tion of  the  matter. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Just  to  keep  the  record 
straight,  I  would  like  to  remind  the  gentleman  that  the 
Budget  estimates  for  this  development  of  T.  V.  A.  came  to 
the  Appropriations  Committee  just  before  the  Congress  ad- 
journed for  the  Republican  Convention.  It  was  considered 
In  the  Senate.  They  held  hearings  on  it  and  it  was  put  in 
the  deficiency  bill,  but  because  there  had  been  no  hearings 
at  all  the  House  conferees,  of  which  the  distinguished  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  and  myself  and  others 

were  members,  felt  there  should  be  hearings.   So  it  has  been 


before  the  committee  and  before  the  Congress  for  some 
weeks. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  But  it  was  not  actually  presented  to  the 
attention  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  It  was  not  presented  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  will 
agree  that  so  often  supplementary  messages  that  come  up 
here  from  the  White  House  for  additional  appropriations 
are  very  meager  in  their  content  and  do  not  always  give 
full  indication  of  what  the  issue  is  that  is  involved. 

It  is  one  thing  to  delay  and  another  thing  to  exercise  that 
degree  of  prudent  supervision  over  huge  expenditures  of 
public  funds  which  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  expect  the 
people's  representatives  to  assert  in  connecUon  with  every 
appropriation. 

Tliere  is  not  one  single  Member  of  the  Congress  who  Is 
disposed  to  delay  the  present  program.  Not  a  single  Member 
of  Congress  is  insensible  to  the  present  need  of  expeditiously 
expanding  the  defense  establishment  of  this  country.  There 
is  not  a  single  Member  of  Congress  who  does  not  appreciate 
the  need  for  diligence  and  proper  speed  in  pursuing  the  pre- 
paredness program  which  has  been  shaped  to  fit  the  needs 
of  the  country. 

But,  by  the  same  token,  there  Is  not  a  single  Member  of 
Congress,  be  he  Republican  or  Democrat,  who  would  pledge 
himself  to  sacrifice  proper  caution  in  attempting  to  make 
certain  that  the  people  of  this  country  will  have  a  defense 
system  which  is  stable,  durable,  and  efficient,  and  which  was 
contrived  with  a  minimum  of  waste.    [  Applause.! 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

rPRTHER  MESSACB  FSOM  THI  SENATK 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier,  Its 
legislative  clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6884)  entitled  "An  act  to  encourage  travel  in 
the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
9877)  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  elec- 
trical energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the 
application  of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the 
operation  of  the  Boulder  Power  Plant  by  the  United  States 
directly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes,"  be  recom- 
mitted to  the  committee  of  conference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
mith  an  amendment  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  foUowIng 
title: 

H.  J.  Res.  582.  Joint  resolution  making  an  appropriation  to 
enable  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  to  establish 
the  marine  and  war-risk  insurance  fund. 

The  m.essage  also  announced  that  the  Senate  insists  upon 
Its  amendment  to  the  foregoing  joint  resolution,  requests  a 
conference  with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  Adams.  Mr.  Glass.  Mr. 

McKellar,  Mr.  Haydkn.  Mr.  Bvrives,  Mr.  Overton,  Mr.  Hale. 
and  Mr.  Townsend  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  fol- 
lowing title: 

S.458.  An  act  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Emergency 
Officers'  Retirement  Act  of  May  24.  1928.  to  provisional,  pro- 
bationary, or  temporary  officers  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  who  served  during  the  World  War. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  with- 
out amendment  to  concurrent  resoluUons  of  the  House  of  the 
XoUowlng  titles: 

H.Con.Res.  73.  CMicurrent  resolution  authorizing  the 
printing  of  the  proceedings  at  the  unveiling  of  the  painting 
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depicting  the  signing  of  the  ConsUtuUon  of  the  United  Stotes 
as  a  document;  and 

H.  Con.  Res.  86.  Concurrent  resolution  providing  for  an  ad- 
journment of  the  third  session  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress. 
MARnre  awd  war -risk  insxtranci 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  joint  resoluUon 
(H.  J.  Res.  582)  making  an  appropriation  to  enable  the  United 
States  Marine  Commission  to  establish  the  marine  and  war- 
risk  insurance  fund,  with  a  Senate  amendment,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  House  joint  resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Page  a,  Une  10.  after  "heroundw".  insert  "and  aU  such  expenses 
Bhall  be  certified  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  in  each  caae 
ae  necessary  and  reasonable." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object. 
I  have  been  over  this  amendment  and  it  simply  places  a 
restriction  upon  the  way  that  funds  for  experts  and  that  sort 
of  thing  may  be  spent,  and  it  requires  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commission  to  certify  to  the  need  of  those  things.  I  believe 
the  amendment  is  desirable  and  should  be  adopted. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  wsis  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

BOm.OER  CANYON  PROJECT  AOJtTSTXENT  ACT 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  conference  report  on 
the  bill  (H.  R.  9877)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical 
energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the  applica- 
tion of  revenues  from  such  project,  authorizing  the  operation 
of  the  Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or 
through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  statement  be  read  In  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Washington. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

conterenci  report 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  0877) 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate  and  to  put 
Into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam, 
providing  for  the  application  of  revenues  from  said  project,  author- 
izing the  oi>eratlon  of  the  Boulder  Power  Plant  by  the  United  States 
du-ectly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after 
full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recoxnmend  and  do  recom* 
mend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 
That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendments. 

KivTmc  Hux, 
J.  W.  Robinson, 
Chas.   Hawks.  Jr., 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Houa». 
Ket  Ptttman, 
HisAM  W.  Johnson, 
Alva  B.  Adams, 
Henet  p.  AsHuaax. 
Chas.  L.  McNakt, 
Managera  on  the  part  of  Uie  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to   the  bill    (H.   R.   98T7)    authorizing   the   Secretary   of   the 

Interior  to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical 
energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  lor  the  application  of 
revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder 
Power  Plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or  through  agents,  and 
for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  m  explanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and  recom- 
mended  In  the  accompanying  conference  report: 
The  Senate  recedes  from  Its  amendments. 

Knittt  Hux, 
j.  w.  robimsom, 
Chas.  Hawks.  Jr., 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Houaa. 
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Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  adoption  of  the  con- 
ference report. 

Mr.  MICHENER.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  us  what  this 
Is  about? 

Mr.  HILL.  The  conference  report  was  agreed  to  by  the 
conferees  of  the  Senate  and  the  House.  The  Senate  receded 
on  their  amendments,  and  it  was  passed  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  Senate  did  recede,  and  the  minority 
members  on  the  conference  are  agreed  to  this  report? 

Mr.  HILL.     Yes. 

Mr.  MAY.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  want  to  get  some  information.  Is  this  power 
that  is  being  sold  at  the  Boulder  Dam  being  sold  by  the  Gov- 
ernment at  the  switchboard  or  is  it  sold  after  being  dis- 
tributed over  power  lines  to  the  direct  consumer? 

Mr.  HILL.  The  gentleman  from  Arizona  [Mr.  MttrdockI 
probably  can  answer  that  better  than  I. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  The  power  is  being  sold  at 
the  switchboard  by  the  Government.  The  charge  is  based, 
as  I  understand  it,  upon  the  value  of  falling  water  for  power 
production,  but  is  measured  at  the  switchboard. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4119)  to  provide 
for  the  transfer  of  certain  land  in  the  De  Soto  National  Forest 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  use  for  military  purposes. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  this 
is  a  bill  which  has  passed  the  Senate.  A  similar  House  bill 
has  never  been  considered  by  the  House  committee  to  which 
it  was  referred.  Ordinarily  this  is  not  a  desirable  way  of 
bringing  up  legislation.  I  understand,  however,  that  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  has  no  objection  to  this  transfer, 
and  that  there  is  some  necessity  for  prompt  action.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  no  appropriation  is  involved  and  there  seems 
to  be  no  objection,  I  am  not  going  to  object  at  this  time; 
although  it  seems  to  me  that,  generally  speaking,  this  is  not 
the  proper  way  to  legislate. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, did  the  gentleman  take  the  matter  up  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Martin  1,  the  minority  leader, 
before  he  left? 

Mr.  COLMER.  In  respwnse  to  that  I  may  say  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  that  I  did  discuss  this  matter  with 
the  minority  leader,  I  did  discuss  it  with  the  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  Agriculture  Committee,  and  there  is  no  ob- 
jection to  it  at  all.  The  minority  leader,  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin],  agreed  that  the  matter  might 
be  considered  today  and  said  he  had  no  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Personally.  I  do  not  believe  in  bringing 
bills  up  this  way  that  have  not  had  consideration  by  the 
House ;  and  were  it  not  for  my  great  respect  for  the  gentleman 
whose  bill  it  is  and  for  the  fact  that  the  minority  leader 
has  agreed  that  it  might  come  up.  I  would  object,  but  I  shall 
not. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  both  his  com- 
pliment and  his  cooperation. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  upon  request  of  the  Secretary  of  War.  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer  to 
the  Secretary  of  War.  for  military  purposes,  such  tracts  of  land,  not 
In  excess  of  65.000  acres,  contiguous  to  the  Camp  Shelby  State  Mili- 
tary Reservation.  Miss.,  and  now  Included  within  the  limits  of  the 
De  Soto  National  Forest.  Miss.,  as  the  Secretary  of  War  may  select: 
Provided,  That  in  the  event  the  area  transferred  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  cease  to  be  used  for  mUltary  purposes,  It 
shall  revert  to  its  former  national-forest  status. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  Andrews  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise 
and  extend  his  remarks. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  cer- 
tain excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Appendix  of 
the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a  brief  resolution  adopted 
by  the  Lions  Club  of  Waxahachle,  Tex. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

TO  encourage  travel  in  the  united  states 

Mr.  LEA  submitted  the  following  conference  report  and 
statement  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  6884)  to  encourage  travel  in  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,  for  printing  under 
the  rule. 

CONFEaENCI  KIPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dLsagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  B. 
6884)  entitled  'To  encourage  travel  in  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes",  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have 
agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendment  to  section  1  of  the 
bin  and  agree  to  such  section  as  it  was  passed  by  the  House  and 
the  House  agrees  thereto; 

That  both  Houses  agree  to  the  balance  of  the  bill  as  parsed  in 
identical  form  by  both  Houses; 

That  said  section  1  of  the  bill  as  agreed  to  by  the  conferees, 
following  the  enaoting  clause,  shall  read  as  follows: 

"That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  and  directed, 
through  the  National  Park  Service,  to  encourage,  promote,  and 
develop  travel  within  the  United  States,  its  Territories  and  posses- 
sions, providing  such  activities  do  not  compete  with  the  activities 
of  private  agencies;  and  to  administer  all  existing  travel  promotion 
functions  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  throtigh  such  Service." 

CukMXMCX  F.  Lea, 
A.  L.  BXTLWTNKLK, 
Chas.  a.  WoLVnTON. 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
Hattik  W.  Caeawat, 
Tmo.  O.  BtLBO, 
A.  H.  Vandenberg, 
Managers  on  the  part  oj  the  SeruUe. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6884)  entitled  "To  encoxirage  travel  in  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes."  submits  the  following 
statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
and  recommended  In  the  accompanying  conference  report. 

The  bill,  as  It  passed  the  House,  authorized  the  National  Park 
Service  "To  encourage,  promote,  and  develop  travel  within  the 
United  SUtes."  etc.  The  only  Senate  amendment  provided  for 
Insertion  of  the  words  "to  and"  before  the  word  "within." 

The  Department  of  State  questioned  the  propriety  of  this  amend- 
ment on  the  theory  that  It  might  be  inferred  that  the  National 
Park  Service  was  to  conduct  activities  In  foreign  lands  and  with 
relation  to  other  nations.  No  such  purpose  was  Intended.  There 
was  no  desire  to  conduct  such  foreign  service  or  duplicate  the  au- 
thority of  the  Department  of  State  as  to  international  relations. 
To  obviate  any  misunderstanding  of  the  act  It  is  deemed  advisable 
that  the  Senate  amendment  should  be  eliminated. 

The  Senate  recedes  from  its  amendment,  which  leaves  the  biU 
exactly  as  passed  by  the  House. 

Clakencx  p.  Lka, 

A.    L.    Btn^WIKKLB, 

Chas.  A.  Wolve«tok, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
Immediate  consideration  of  the  conference  report  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6884)  to  encourage  travel  in  the  United  States  and 
for  other  purixKes. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  explain 
the  conference  report? 


Mr.  1£Jl.  The  Senate  added  one  amendment  to  the  House 
hill.  In  conference  the  Senate  receded,  on  objection  of  the 
House  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  As  the  matter  now  stands,  therefore,  we 
are  Just  reaffirming  the  action  taken  by  the  House  when  it 
passed  the  bill  originally. 

Mr.  LEIA.    Exactly. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  explain  what  the  amend- 
ment was?    I  notice  It  was  a  very  short  amendment. 

"hUr.  LEA.  The  amendment  from  which  the  Senate  receded 
consisted  of  the  words  "in  and."  These  words  are  stricken 
out. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  That  was  in  order  to  get  travel 
from  foreign  countries  headed  our  way?  I  rather  favored  that 
amendment,  especially  now  that  Europe  is  closed  to  travel. 

Mr.  LEA.  Those  words  that  referred  Jto  travel  to  the 
United  States  were  eliminated  from  the  bill. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Perhaps  It  will  cost  less  to 
center  our  efforts  upon  our  own  people.  No  country  has 
more — or  as  much — to  offer  our  travelers  as  has  America.  I 
trust  that  this  measure  will  greatly  stimulate  oiir  See  America 
First  movement. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  conference  report.  / 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 
permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Blr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  CMr.  Bender]  yield  to  permit  me  to  submit  a 
unanimous  consent  request  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  have  yielded  to  a  great  many  requests,  but 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  within  the  past 
24  hours  I  have  circulated  among  the  Democratic  Members 
of  the  House  a  statement  urging  the  reelection  of  President 
Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  in  .1940.  The  statement  was  circulated 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  and  in  the  cloakrooms.  Members 
from  States  having  favorlte-aon  candidates  for  the  Demo- 
cratic nomination  were  not  asked  to  sign.  No  effort  was 
made  to  obtain  more  than  a  few  signatures  from  any  one 
State  delegation.  In  this  brief  space  of  time  and  limited 
can^-ass  77  Democratic  Members  of  the  House  indicated  their 
desire  for  the  reelection  of  President  Roosevelt.  We  hope 
and  pray  that  President  Roosevelt  will  heed  the  call  of  his 
countrjmnen  from  every  section  of  the  Nation  and  continue 
his  able  and  inspired  leadership  of  our  domestic  and  foreign 
affairs,  strengthen  our  national  defense,  and  keep  our  country 
out  of  war.  He  can  perform  each  of  these  difficult  tasks 
better  and  more  successfully  than  any  other  man  living  in 
America  today.    [Applause.] 

The  statement  referred  to  and  signatures  appearing  there- 
on are  as  follows: 

KEELECT    nUNKLIK    D.    BOOSKVKLT    ZM     1940 

"Social  Justice  and  Economic  Security." 

"Pteterve  American  Democracy — ^National  Defense  Against  All 
Foreign  and  Domestic  Enemies" 

Signed   by  Members  of   the  House  of  Representatives: 

Martin  P.  Smith,  Third  Washington  District;  Orville  Zim- 
merman, Tenth  Mlseouri  District;  Abe  Murdock.  First 
UUh  District;  Brent  Spence,  Fifth  Kentucky  District; 
John  D.  DlngeU,  Fifteenth  Michigan  District;  Thomas 
P.  Ford,  Fourteenth  California  District;  Richard  M. 
Dimcan,  Third  Missouri  Dtstrlct;  Thomas  D'Alesandro, 
Jr.,  Third  Maryland  District;  John  H.  Tolan,  Seventh 
California  Dtstrlct;  lieo  Koclalkowskl,  Eighth  Ulinols 
District:  James  P.  IfcGranery,  Second  Pennsylvania 
District;  Knute  Hill,  Fourth  Washington  District; 
Walter   M.   Pierce.   Second   C^^on   District;    Harry    B. 


Sheppard.  Nineteenth  California  District:   Raymond  8. 
McKeough,    Second   Illinois   District;    Edward   A.    Kelly, 
Third  Illinois   District;    Francis    J.    Mvors.    Sixth    Penn- 
sylvania District;   Adolph  J.  Sabath,  Fifth  Illinois  Dis- 
trict;   James  McAndrews,   Ninth  Illinois  District;    Kent 
E.    KeUer,    Twenty-fifth    lUlnois    District;    Michael    J. 
Klrwan.    Nineteenth    Ohio    District;    Samuel    Dlclcsteln. 
Twelfth  New  York  District;  Ed  V.  Izac,  Twentieth  Cali- 
fornia  District:    Reuben   T.   Wood,    Sixth    Missouri    Dis- 
trict; Plus  L.  Schwert,  Forty-second  New  York  District; 
Patrick     J.     Boland,     Eleventh    Pennsylvania    District; 
W.  H.  Larrabee    Eleventh  Indiana  District;   Phil  Fergu- 
son.    Eighth     Oklahoma     District;     Andrew     Edmlston, 
Third  West   Virginia  District;    W.    8.    Jacobaen,    Second 
Iowa    District;    John    R.    Murdock,    Arlssona;    Joseph    R. 
Bryson.     Fourth     South     Carolina     District;      Zebulon 
Weaver.    Eleventh    North   Carolina    District;    Arthur    D. 
Healey,  Eighth  Mas.sachu8etts  District;   Frank  E    Hook. 
Twelfth  Michigan  District;   Charles  Kramer,  Thirteenth 
California  District;  Herman  P.  Eberharter,  Thirty-second 
Pennsylvania  District;  Sol  Bloom,  Nineteenth  New  York 
District;    John   W.  McCormack,   Twelfth   Massachusetts 
District;  Lindsay  C.  Warren,  First  North  Carolina  Dis- 
trict;   Jennings   Randolph.   Second   West    Vlrgima    Dis- 
trict;   Jed   Johnson.   Sixth    Oklahoma   District;    Harold 
D.   Cooley.   Fourth   North   Carolina   District;   Franck   R. 
Havenner,   Fourth   California   District;    Harry  P.   Beam 
Fourth  minols  District;  John  M.  Coffee,  Sixth  Washing- 
ton   District;     John    J.    Cochran.    Thirteenth    Missouri 
District;  J.  W.  Robinson.  Second  Utah  District;   M.  A 
Romjue,  First  Missouri  District;    Chas.  H    Leavy,  Fifth 
Washington   District;    Eugene   B.   Crowe,   Ninth   Indiana 
District;    Sam   Massingale,    Seventh   Oklahoma   District- 
Wilburn    Cartwright.    Third    Oklahoma    District;    WUl 
Rogers.  Oklahoma;  John  W.  Boehne,  Jr.,  Eighth  Indiana 
District;    William   L.   Nelson,  Second   Missouri  District* 
J.  L.   Pfelfer,  Third   New  York   District;    Lee   E    Oeyer 
Seventeenth  California  District;  Mon  C.  Wallgren.  Second 
Washington  District;  J.  Joseph  Smith,  Fifth  Connecticut 
District;    J.   Buell   Snyder.   Twenty-fourth   Pennsylvania 
District;    Francis   E.   Walter.    Twenty-flrst    Pennsylvania 
District;   Edward  J.  Hart.   Foiuteenth   New  Jersey  Dis- 
trict;    John     I^slnaki,     Sixteenth     Michigan     District- 
Leon  Sacks.  First  Pennsylvania  District;  James  H    Pay 
Sixteenth  New  York  District;   James  M.  Barnes    Twen- 
tieth niinols  District;   Leonard  W    Schuetz,  Seventh  D- 
linols  District;    Arthur  W.  Mitchell,  First  minois  Dis- 
trict;   Anthony    J.    Dimond,    Alaska;    H.    K.    CUypool 
Eleventh    Ohio    District;     Alfred    L.    Bulwlnkle.    T>nth 
North  Carolina  District;  Graham  A.  Barden.  Third  North 
Carolina  District;  Carl  T.  Durham.  Sixth  North  Carolina 
District;    Matthew    A.    Dunn,    Thirty-fourth    Pennsyl. 
vania   District;    Lawrence   J.  Cannery.   Seventh    Massa- 
chusetts  District;    Thomas   C.   Hennings,   Jr,  Eleventh 
Missouri    District. 

SPSdAL  ORDER 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  special 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bender] 
is  recognized  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  prompted  me  to  ask  for  this  time.  I  recall 
rereading  the  DemocraUc  campaign  book  of  1932  only  about 
a  month  ago,  in  which  the  Republican  administration  was 
criticized  for  Its  "wasteful,  extravagant  expenditure  of  funds 
for  defense  piuposes."  The  Democratic  administration  In 
this  House  at  that  time  had  been  in  power  for  2  years  and 
since  1932  the  present  administration,  and  the  New  Deal 
party,  has  been  in  overwhelming  control  of  both  Houses  of 
Congress,  if  there  is  anything  to  complain  of  the  gentleman 
should  reexamine  the  record  of  his  administration  and  of 
both  Houses  of  Congress  dining  the  past  decade,  because  his 
party  has  been  in  power  during  all  this  time. 

In  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama,  the  ques- 
tion was  raised  whether  or  not  the  present  incumbent  of  the 
White  House  made  reference  to  universal  military  training. 
There  was  a  loud  denial  that  the  President  had  made  any 
reference  to  that  matter.  This  is  In  line  with  denials  that 
have  been  made  as  the  result  of  the  publication  of  a  state- 
ment a  year  ago  attributed  to  the  President  in  which  he  was 
alleged  to  have  said  that  the  "new  frontiers  of  America  were 
on  the  Rhine."  After  that  statement  attributed  to  the 
President  by  the  American  press  was  made  It  did  not  go  down 
so  well  with  the  American  people,  and  tnere  was  a  loud 
denial  on  the  part  of  the  membership  of  the  House  and  new 
dealers    generally    that    the    statement    had    been    made. 
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Then  some  time  later  the  American  press  attended  a  confer- 
ence at  the  White  House,  and  there  was  a  certain  reference 
made,  and  It  must  have  been  made,  because  all  the  newspa- 
pers of  the  Nation  carried  a  story  regarding  that  conference. 
The  statement  at  that  time  which  was  attributed  to  the 
White  House  was  "that  Congress  should  adjourn;  that  there 
was  no  further  need  of  Congress  remaining  in  session,"  and 
because  that  did  not  go  down  so  well  with  the  American  peo- 
ple, the  leadership  on  the  floor  of  this  House  denied  that  any 
such  expression  had  come  from  the  White  House. 

I  recall  only  a  week  or  two  ago  a  statement  was  credited 
to  the  White  House  calling  for  universal  service,  not  only 
on  the  part  of  the  men  and  boys  of  the  country  but  of  the 
girls  of  the  country  as  welL  Now,  apparently  because  that 
has  not  met  with  great  favor,  there  is  denial  that  any  such 
reference  had  been  made.  It  seems  to  me  that  consistency 
Is  a  virtue,  and  that  It  is  essential  we  keep  the  record  straight 
and  call  attention  to  these  statements  that  are  handed  out 
to  the  press  by  the  White  House,  then  because  they  are  not 
so  well  received  are  denied  by  his  fellow  partisans  on  the  floor 
of  the  House. 

The  T.  V.  A.  subject  has  been  referred  to  by  every  speaker 
since  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  discussed  that  matter  in 
connection  with  defense.  Only  last  week  I  received  In  my 
mail  a  beautiful  booklet  from  the  Florida  Ship  Canal  Author- 
ity asking  that  we  revive  that  project,  and  it  was  labeled  a 
national-defense  measure.  I  would  not  be  a  bit  surprised  if 
they  did  not  come  in  one  of  these  days  and  ask  that  the 
Florida  ship  canal  be  built  for  national-defense  purposes, 
even  though  the  experts  say  it  will  take  about  6  years  to  com- 
plete. The  mail  is  flooded  every  day  with  letters  from  hous- 
ing authorities  all  over  the  country  asking  that  we  give  them 
more  money  for  housing  for  national  defense.  In  connection 
with  this  T.  V.  A.  project  they  ask  us  for  $68,000,000  when 
there  is  plenty  of  power  available  now  at  Bonneville  that  coxild 
be  used  for  aU  the  manufacture  of  aluminimi  that  is  needed. 

Mr.  MAHON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  srleld  to  the  distingiiished  gentleman  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  MAHON.  If  the  gentleman  will  read  the  hearings  he 
wiU  find  that  the  last  statement  about  power  at  Bonneville 
will  not  be  sustained.  Mr.  Knudsen,  Mr.  Stettinius,  and  Mr. 
Dunn,  all  of  whom  are  Republicans  and  have  been  for  years, 
say  that  this  dam  ought  to  be  constructed  in  the  interest  of 
national  defense  and  constructed  immediately. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  all  we  ask  is  the  opportunity 
to  read  the  hearings.  We  understand  the  printed  copy  of 
these  hearings  was  made  available  only  yesterday.  By  our 
action  here  today  we  ask  the  time  to  read  the  hearings.  My 
impression  is  that  at  Bonneville  there  is  plenty  of  power  avail- 
able for  that  purpose.  I  talked  to  a  Member  from  that  State 
and  he  so  informs  me. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  speak  for  5  addi- 
tional minutes  so  that  I  may  answer  questions. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Sottth).  Without  ob- 
jection on  the  part  of  gentlemen  who  had  previously  arranged 
far  time  or  any  other  Member,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TABER.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Knudsen  did  not  attempt  to  say  anything 
about  this  power  proposition.  All  he  attempted  to  say  was 
there  was  a  need  for  aluminum.  Mr.  Stettinius  based  all  he 
had  to  say  on  a  recommendation  from  Mr.  IXinn.  Now,  there 
are  things  in  that  statement  that  do  not  go  with  the  state- 
ment made  by  Mr.  Carter.  Chief  Engineer  of  the  T.  V.  A.,  as 
to  the  value  of  that  dam.  My  own  idea  is  that  that  should  be 
pretty  thoroughly  developed  before  we  spend  another 
$36,000,000. 

Mr.  ANGELL.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentlenfian  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  I  thank  the  gentlemen  from  Ohio.  Tlie 
gentleman  mentioned  Bonneville,  which  is  in  my  district.  The 
fact  is  the  dam  itself  at  Bonneville  has  been  completed  a 


long  time  ago  and  Is  now  available  with  the  water  behind  it 
to  generate  the  full  capacity  of  the  plant,  518,400  kilowatts. 
The  generators  themselves  for  all  the  power  units  have  not 
been  Installed.  The  first  two  units  will  have  86,400  kilowatts 
and  an  additional  two  will  have  approximately  100,000.  So  it 
would  seem  to  be  a  matter  of  good  judgment,  the  dam  being 
already  completed  and  the  water  t>eing  available,  to  complete 
that  project  and  put  in  the  additional  units  and  not  wait 
2  years  to  build  dams  at  another  project  which  have  not  yet 
been  begim.  I  might  add  further  that  an  aluminum  plant 
is  now  being  erected  by  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America  In  that 
vicinity  to  manufacture  aluminum  for  this  pxu-pose.  and  all 
the  facilities  may  be  made  available  to  utilize  this  power  for 
national  defense  if  additional  generators  are  installed. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  have  said,  units  1  and  2  of  the  Bonneville 
project  are  now  in  production  and  produce  86.400  kilowatts  a 
year.  Two  additional  units,  3  and  4.  under  the  speed-up 
program  recently  authorized  by  this  Congress,  will  be  com- 
pleted by  January  1,  1941,  which  will  make  the  combined 
production  194,400.  In  addition,  units  5  and  6  are  under  way 
by  appropriations  made  by  this  Congress  and  contracts  for 
generating  machinery  are  already  let,  which  will  make  the 
combined  production  of  300.000  kilowatts  by  June  1. 1942. 

There  are  still  four  units  provided  for  in  this  project,  which 
could  be  installed  at  once,  which  will  bring  the  total  pro- 
duction of  the  Bonneville  project  to  518.400  kilowatts.  An 
aluminum  plant  is  ndw  being  constructed  In  the  Bonneville 
area,  and  additional  plants  may  t>e  Installed  or  the  capacity 
of  the  one  now  under  construction  increased  so  as  to  utilize 
all  of  the  power  which  will  be  available  for  that  purpose.  It 
should  be  understood  that  a  portion  of  this  power  must  be 
reserved  for  other  uses  as  provided  in  the  Bonneville  Act. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  urgency  is  a  factor  for  defense  pur- 
poses. It  would  seem  a  matter  of  good  judgment  for  this 
Congress  Immediately  to  authorize  the  construction  of  the  re- 
maining four  units  at  Bonneville,  as  the  dam  is  already  com- 
pleted. Under  the  program  for  T.  V.  A.,  which  we  considered 
today,  the  reports  disclose  that  it  would  take  at  least  2  years, 
and  possibly  3,  to  complete  the  dam.  In  addition  to  the 
power  generated  at  Bonneville,  Grand  Coulee  will  go  into  pro- 
duction and  bring  in  300,000  kilowatts  by  the  end  of  1941. 
Transmission  facilities  will  be  available  within  a  month  to 
bring  100,090  kilowatts  of  this  power  when  generated  into  the 
Portland  area,  which  could  be  utilized  in  connection  with 
alimilnum  plants  there  to  take  care  of  any  shortage  in  power 
needed  for  national  defense.  Speed  is  paramount,  therefore, 
regardless  of  what  may  be  done  at  T.  V.  A.  Bonneville  should 
be  completed  to  full  capacity  at  once. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  contribution 
and  for  his  confirmation  of  my  statement. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  win  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.   I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this  new 
dam  is  to  furnish  power  for  the  aluminum  monopoly,  and 
that  this  very  same  aluminum  monopoly  for  which  our  New 
Deal  Democratic  brethren  are  now  fronting  and  which  they 
bitterly  denounced  in  past  years,  has  sufBcient  money  to  build 
steam  or  hydroelectric  plants  to  generate  the  electricity 
which  is  necessary  for  the  operation  of  their  aluminum  plant? 

Mr.  BENDER.     The  gentleman  is  absolutely  correct. 

We  have  already  spent  over  $386,000,000  for  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority.  The  Tennessee  River  flows  through  five 
States  and  drains  the  entire  Nation.  In  that  connection,  I 
wish  to  say  that  it  was  a  former  Assistant  Secretary  of  State, 
Mr.  Castle,  I  believe,  who  said: 

Our  finances  are  in  a  deplorable  state.  We  must  not  further  In- 
jure them  by  going  Into  an  ill-considered  program  of  military 
expansion. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  view  of  our  internal  condition,  in 
view  of  our  present  financial  condition,  when  you  break 
down  the  financial  structure  of  the  Nation  you  break  down 
national  defense  In  our  first  line  of  defense.  I  say  that  is 
more  essential  than  anj^thing  else.    When  you  create  a  con- 
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dltion  where  you  appropriate  millions  of  dollars  and  hand 
out  money  by  the  bushel  basketful,  as  we  are  handing  it  out 
for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  without  considering  it, 
then  it  Is  a  serious  situation.  You  are  asking  us  to  put  this 
bill  through  like  a  cat  goes  through  a  dog  show,  just  as  you 
pass  most  of  the  bills  the  White  House  has  sent  down  here 
for  consideration.  Every  time  the  White  House  sends  a  bill 
down  here  the  "rubber  stamp"  Congress  shoots  it  through. 
Yet  they  complain  about  a  lack  of  national  defense. 

I  will  say  to  the  country  and  to  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress that  If  it  had  not  been  for  the  Republican  minority, 
along  with  an  intelligent  part  of  the  majority  which  went 
along  with  them  during  these  past  2  years,  this  country 
would  be  in  a  much  worse  condition  than  we  find  ourselves 
in  today.    [Applause.] 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a  statement  made  by  an  expert. 
Colonel  Lindbergh.  Colonel  Lindbergh  Is  an  expert;  in  fact, 
one  of  our  committees  of  the  House  called  him  here  and 
listened  very  attentively  when  he  spoke  regarding  our 
national  defense  and  the  condition  of  our  coimtry.  This  is 
what  he  said: 

In  times  of  war  and  confusion  It  is  esMntial  for  our  people  to 
have  a  clear  understanding  of  the  elements  upon  which  our  national 
safety  depends.  Aviation  has  now  become  one  of  these  elements, 
and  It  is  about  the  air  defense  of  America  that  I  speak  to  you 
tonight. 

The  power  of  aviation  has  been  greatly  underrated  In  the  past. 
Now  we  must  be  careful  not  to  overrate  this  power  In  the  excite- 
ment of  reaction.  Air  strength  depends  more  upon  the  establish- 
ment of  tntelllf^ent  and  coiisistent  poUciea  than  upon  the  sudden 
construction  of  huge  numbers  of  airplanes. 

Even  here  in  America,  it  is  difficult  to  think  clearly  amidst  the 
conflict  of  facts  and  headlines,  the  contradictory  advice  of  col- 
umnists, the  claims  and  counterclaims  of  propaganda,  and  the  blind 
■elflshneas  of  party  politics.  The  conservative  who  scoffed  at  avia- 
tion yesterday  has  become  the  radical  who  says  that  tomorrow  we 
will  be  Invaded  by  European  aircraft. 

L<et  VIS  reexamine  the  position  of  America  in  the  air.  New  dis- 
coveries and  developments  affect  nations  In  different  ways.  In 
Europe  aviation  has  affected  England  adversely  and  Germany  ad- 
vantageously. One  nation  may  have  a  psychology  and  topography 
which  promote  the  development  of  aviation,  while  another  finds 
itself  entirely  unadjusted  to  the  tempo  of  the  air. 

oua  posmoN  fortunate 

Judged  by  aeronautical  standards,  we  in  the  United  States  are  m 
a  Blngularly  fortimate  position.  Our  people  have  natural  ability 
in  the  design,  construction,  and  operation  of  aircraft.  Our  higiily 
organized  Industry,  our  widely  separated  centers  of  population,  our 
elimination  of  formalities  in  Interstate  travel  all  contribute  to  the 
development  of  American  aviation.  Prom  the  standpoint  of  de- 
fense, we  still  have  two  great  oceans  between  us  and  the  warring 
armies  of  Europe  and  Asia. 

In  fact,  there  is  hardly  a  natural  element  contributing  to  atr 
strength  and  impregnability  that  we  do  not  now  possess.  Aviation 
is  for  lis  an  asset.  It  adds  to  our  national  safety.  With  a  firm  and 
clear-cut  policy,  we  can  buUd  an  air  defense  for  America  that  will 
stand  above  these  shifting  sands  of  war. 

But  imtll  we  have  decided  upon  a  definite  policy  of  defense,  the 
mere  construction  of  large  numbers  of  aircraft  will  not  be  ade- 
quate for  our  national  safety.  In  fact,  without  a  strong  policy  of 
defense,  we  wlU  not  even  know  what  types  of  planes  to  build. 

The  speed  and  range  of  our  fighting  planes  miist  depend  upon 
the  ba.ses  available  for  their  use.  If  we  are  to  defend  the  United 
States  alone,  then  we  must  construct  nimierous  air  bases  along  the 
Mexican  and  Canadian  borders.  Such  a  plan  would  require  large 
numbers  of  small  bombers  and  pursuit  planes,  and  eventually  it 
would  leave  us  as  vulnerable  to  air  attack  as  the  nations  of  Europe 
are  today.  On  the  other  hand.  If  we  are  to  defend  the  entire 
Western  Hemisphere,  we  need  long-range  bombers  capable  of  at- 
tacking a  hostile  fleet  a  thousand  miles  or  more  at  sea.  But  there 
is  little  use  discussing  types  and  nimibers  imtll  a  defense  policy  Is 
established. 

SKXS   laSXTK  OK  HXICISPHKBZ   PLAN 

This  brings  us  to  an  Issue  which  must  sooner  or  later  be  faced. 
An  adequate  air  defense  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  necessitates 
the  cooperation  of  the  other  nations  of  this  hemisphere.  Our 
military  aircraft  must  have  access  to  their  bases.  Their  foreign 
policy  mu.st  have  some  relationship  to  ours.  We  caruiot  hold  this 
hemisphere  free  from  foreign  war  if  nations  which  lie  within  It 
declai*e  war  on  foreign  powers. 

Let  us  not  be  confused  by  this  talk  of  mvasion  by  Eiiropean 
aircraft.  The  air  defense  of  America  is  as  simple  as  the  attack 
is  difficult  when  the  true  facts  are  faced.  We  are  in  danger  of 
war  today  not  because  Eiiropean  people  have  attempted  to  Inter- 
fere with  the  Internal  affairs  of  America  but  because  American 
people  have  attempted  to  Interfere  with  the  Internal  affairs  of 
Europe. 

It  Is  true  that  bombing  planes  can  be  built  with  sufficient  range 
to  cross  the  Atlantic  and  return.    They  can  be  built  either  In 


America  or  Europe.  Aeronautical  engineers  have  known  this  for 
many  years.  But  the  cost  Is  high,  the  target  large,  and  the  mili- 
tary effectiveness  small.  Such  planes  do  not  exist  today  in  any 
air  force.  A  foreign  power  could  not  conquer  us  by  dropping 
bombs  in  this  country  utUeas  the  bombing  were  accompanied  by 
an  invading  army.  And  an  invading  army  requires  thousands  <rf 
small  bombers  and  pursuit  planes;  It  would  have  little  use  for 
huge  trans-Atlantic  aircraft. 

THX  ADVANTAOX  LUB  WITH  ITS 

No,  the  advantage  lies  with  us,  for  great  armies  must  still  crofli 
oceans  by  ship.  Only  relatively  small  forces  can  be  transported  by 
air  today,  and  over  distances  of  a  few  hundred  miles  at  most.  This 
has  great  significance  in  Eurof>e,  but  It  is  not  an  element  that  we 
have  to  contend  with  in  America.  Such  a  daiiger  can  come,  in  any 
predictable  futxire,  only  through  division  and  war  among  our  own 
IJeoples. 

As  long  as  American  nations  work  together,  as  long  as  we  main- 
tain reasonable  defense  forces,  there  will  be  no  invaslOD  by  foreign 
ahcraft:  and  no  foreign  navy  will  dare  to  approach  within  bcanbing 
range  of  our  coasts. 

Our  danger  In  America  is  an  internal  danger.  We  need  not  fear 
a  fCMYlgn  Invasion  unless  American  peoples  bring  it  on  through  their 
own  quarreling  and  meddling  with  affairs  abroad.  Our  eyes  should 
not  search  beyond  the  horizon  for  problems  which  lie  at  our  feet. 
The  greatest  lesson  we  can  draw  from  BCurope  today  is  that  national 
strength  must  be  built  within  a  nation  itself  and  cannot  be  achieved 
by  limiting  the  strength  of  others. 

What  of  the  unforseen  developments  of  science?  Rocket  propul- 
sion? New  forms  of  energy?  New  methods  of  destruction?  No 
generation  can  entirely  safeguard  the  future  for  those  that  follow. 
They  must  meet  their  own  problems  as  those  problems  arise.  The 
greatest  Inheritance  we  can  pass  on  to  our  children  is  a  reasonable 
solution  of  the  problems  that  confront  us  In  our  time — a  strong 
nation,  a  lack  of  debt,  a  solid  American  character  free  from  the 
entanglements  of  the  Old  World. 

camciZEs  nation's  ascKNT  comsB 

Let  us  guard  America  today  as  our  forefathers  guarded  it  In  Xh» 
past.  They  won  this  country  from  Europe  with  a  handful  of  rev- 
olutionary soldiers.  We  certainly  can  hold  it  now  with  a  popula- 
tion of  130.000,000  people.  If  we  cannot,  we  are  vmworttiy  to  have 
It. 

But  the  course  we  have  been  following  .In  recent  months  leads  to 
neither  strength  nor  friendship  nor  peace.  It  will  leave  us  hated 
by  victor  and  vanquished  alike,  regardless  of  which  way  the  tide 
of  battle  turns.  One  side  will  claim  that  we  aided  Its  enemies; 
the  other,  that  we  did  not  help  enough. 

To  be  successful  In  modern  warfare,  a  nation  must  prepare  many 
years  before  the  fighting  starts.  If  anyone  doubts  that,  let  him 
turn  his  eyes  to  Europe.  Years  ago  we  decided  to  stay  out  of 
foreign  wars.  We  based  our  military  policy  on  that  decision.  We 
must  not  waver  now  that  the  crisis  is  at  hand.  There  is  no  longer 
time  for  us  to  enter  this  war  successfully.  The  result  of  vaclUating 
policies  lies  clearly  before  us  in  the  chaos  of  EHirope  today. 

Let  us  turn  again  to  America's  traditional  role — that  of  building 
and  guarding  our  own  destiny.  We  need  a  greater  air  force,  a 
greater  army,  and  a  greater  navy;  they  have  been  inadequate  for 
many  years.  Let  us  form  with  our  neighboring  nations  a  clear-cut 
and  definite  policy  of  American  defense.  But  above  all,  let  us 
stop  this  hysterical  chatter  of  calamity  and  invasion  that  has  been 
running  rife  these  last  few  days.  It  Is  not  befitting  to  the  people 
who  buUt  this  Nation. 

SATS   NO  ONX   WANTS  TO  ATTACK  TTS 

That  the  world  is  facing  a  new  era  is  beyond  question.  Our  mis- 
sion Is  to  make  It  a  better  era.  But  regardless  of  which  side  wins 
this  war,  there  is  no  reason,  aside  from  our  own  actions,  to  prevent 
a  continuation  of  peaceful  relationships  between  America  and  the 
countries  of  Europe.  If  we  desire  peace,  we  need  only  stop  a&klng 
for  war.  No  one  wishes  to  attack  us.  and  no  one  1b  In  a  position 
to  do  so. 

The  only  reason  that  we  are  in  danger  of  becoming  Involved  In 
this  war  Is  because  there  are  powerful  elements  in  America  who 
desire  us  to  take  part.  They  represent  a  small  minority  of  the 
American  people,  but  they  control  much  of  the  machinery  of  influ- 
ence and  propaganda.  "They  seize  every  opportunity  to  push  tis 
closer  to  the  edge. 

It  Is  time  for  the  underlying  character  of  this  country  to  rise 
and  assert  Itself,  to  strike  down  these  elements  of  personal  profit 
and  foreign  Interest.  Hils  underlying  character  of  America  Is  our 
true  defense.  UntU  It  awakes  and  takes  the  reins  in  hand  once 
more,  the  production  of  airplanes,  caiuion,  and  battleships  Is  of 
secondary  Importance. 

Let  us  turn  our  eyes  to  our  own  Nation.  We  cannot  aid  others 
until  we  have  first  placed  otu-  own  country  In  a  position  of  spiritual 
and  material  leadership  and  strength. 


[Applause.] 


KXTENSioir  or  ancARKs 


Mr.  GEYER  Of  California.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  unafiimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  a  speech  by  William  Harman  Black. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  SotrrH).  Is^here  objec- 
tion to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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SmX   rUHTHgR  MESSAGE   FROM  THE   SENATE 

Still  a  further  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Baldrldge, 
one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  with- 
out amendment  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R  8372.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Missis- 
sippi River  at  or  near  Chester,  HI. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House  to  biUs  of  the  Senate  of  the  follow- 
ing titles: 

S.  3046.  An  act  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and  employees 
In.  the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  provi- 
sions of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  politi- 
cal activities,"  approved  August  2.  1939;  and 

S.  3097.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherine  M.  Drier. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  order  of 
the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  PoaceJ  is  recog- 
nized for  10  mintues. 

NATIONAL    DEFENSK 

Mr.  POAOE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  had  not  expected  to  trespass 
upon  the  time  of  the  House  today.  I  had  thought,  and  I 
still  think,  that  we  should  be  doing  more  work  and  less 
talk.  I  am  afraid  we  are  getting  too  much  talk  into  our 
program  of  national  defense.  However,  since  at  least  one 
Member  of  the  minority  party  saw  fit  to  make  it  Impossible 
for  this  House  to  work  this  afternoon,  there  is  nothing  left 
for  us  to  do  but  talk.  I  felt  that  It  might  not  be  amiss, 
•Ince  one  member  of  the  Republican  Party  preferred  thaf 
we  should  not  work  this  afternoon,  for  me  to  talk  about 
the  problem  that  confronts  us  and  the  importance  of  taking 
prompt  action. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI  eloquently 
suggested  a  few  moments  ago  that  during  the  World  War 
we  spent  billions  of  dollars  for  materiel,  for  Implements  of 
war.  and  for  ammunition  and  guns,  that  did  not  arrive  on 
the  front  until  after  the  armistice  was  signed.  We  all  rec- 
ognize the  truth  of  those  statements.  However,  he  failed 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  won  the  war  in  1918. 
We  won  the  war  because  we  were  building  everything  that 
was  necessary  to  carry  on  a  war,  no  matter  how  long  it 
^jnight  last. 

Mr.  MAHON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAOE.    Surely. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Would  not  the  gentleman  also  express  the 
hope  with  respect  to  all  the  vast  sums  that  we  are  spending 
now  for  armament,  that  such  armament  may  never  he  used 
in  a  war;  that  we  may  use  our  military  machine  to  prevent 
war  rather  than  utilize  it  in  actual  combat. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Exactly;  I  feel  that  is  the  hoi)e  and  the  de- 
sire of  every  Member  of  this  House — as  we  arm  that  we  do 
so  not  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  war,  but  that  we  arm 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  necessity  of  every  engag- 
ing ovu-  troops  and  our  equipment  In  war. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  very  tactics 
employed  by  the  minority  today  will  produce  exactly  the 
same  effect  in  the  event  a  war  should  come  upon  us  now 
that  was  produced  in  the  World  War;  that  Is,  we  did  not 
start  our  preparation  in  time,  and  the  very  delay  we  put  in 
the  way  of  one  of  these  projects  now  simply  means  post- 
poning into  the  future  by  that  much  the  time  that  we  may 
be  prepared  to  defend  ourselves. 

Mr.  POAGE.  As  I  see  it,  the  tactics  now  pursued  by  a 
number  of  minority  Members  of  this  House,  and  as  I  imder- 
stand  it,  the  proposal  as  suggested  by  my  good  friend  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  that  we  should  delay — forever  de- 
lay— to  pursue  that  policy  today  would  be  a  thousand  times 
more  dangerous  than  the  policy  we  pursued  in  1917  and  1918, 
because  war  moves  with  lightning  quickness  today,  far 
faster  than  destruction  ever  moved  In  1917  and  1918.  We 
will  not  have  2  years  to  prepare  now  as  we  had  at  that  time. 
We  must  make  preparation  more  rapidly  than  we  made 
preparation  in  1917  and  1918. 


Mr.  HAWKS.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  POAGE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin, 
Mr.  HAWKS.    I  would  like  to  remind  my  good  friend 
that  nobody  on  the  minority  side  Is  sticking  a  dagger  in 
anybody's  back. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  gentleman  has  not  heard  me  refer  to 
sticking  a  dagger  in  anybody's  back.  Does  the  gentleman 
mean  to  infer  that  he  has  heard  me  make  any  such  remark 
as  that? 

Mr.  HAWKS.    No;  but  I  heard  the  eminent  leader  of  your 
party  talk  about  It  one  day  on  the  radio. 
Mr.  PATRICK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  POAGE.    Just  a  minute. 

Mr.   SPARKMAN.    May   I   ask   if   the   gentleman   from 
Wisconsin    differs   with   the   President   in    that   statement? 
Mr.  POAGE.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  not  yielding  to  anybody 
because  I  want  to  get  this  straight  here.     When  the  gentle- 
man   from    Wisconsin    talks    about   sticking    a   dagger    in 
anybody's    back,    the    President    of    the    United    States    re- 
ferred  to   the   leader   of   a   totalitarian   government.      If 
the  gentleman  of  the  minority  seeks   to  put  himself  In 
that  class.  If  he  would  proclaim  that  the  minority  party 
of  this  country  stands  for  that  kind  of  government,  then 
I  will  be  glad  to  say  that  the  remark  belongs  to  him  and 
all  who  follow  those  practices.     For  my  part,  neither  I 
nor  the  President  has  ever  suggested  that  any  party  in 
this   great   country   falls   In  that   category,  and   may  Ood 
grant  that  the  day  will  never  come  when  the  great  Re- 
publican Party  will  espouse  the  practices  in  this  country 
that  we  have  seen  engaged  in  by  the  leaders  of  the  totali- 
tarian states.     If  the  gentleman  feels  that  he  wants  to 
lead  his  party  Into  that  kind  of  government  then,  cer- 
tainly, I  would  say  without  hesitation  that  every  man — 
Republican.  Democrat.  Socialist,  or  Communist — who  would 
seek  to  pervert  our  form  of  government  Into  the  form  of 
goverrunent  of  which  President  Roosevelt  spoke  was  defi- 
nitely sticking  a  dagger  and  a  six-shooter  in  the  back  of 
free  government  everywhere. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  POAGE.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    My  good  friend  from  Texas  is  always 
very  fair,  and  I  hope  he  will  not  put  Into  my  mouth  words 
that  I  did  not  use,  when  he  states  that  I  embrace  a  policy 
of  delay,  delay  and  continuing  to  delay. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Possibly.  I  should  not  have  said  "continu- 
ing." and  I  will  retract  the  "continuing." 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  did  not  object  to  the  consideration  of 
the  bUl  today. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  delay  and  delay,  however,  I  will  let 
stand.  I  understood  the  gentleman  to  say  that  he  felt  It 
was  wise  to  delay;  that  while  he  would  not  object,  he  felt 
it  was  the  part  of  wisdom  to  delay. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  gentleman  never  heard  me  say  that 
I  objected  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  today. 

Mr.  POAOE.  The  gentleman  Is  right,  because  the  gentle- 
man specifically  said  he  would  not  object,  but  am  I  not 
correct  in  stating  that  the  gentleman  suggested  it  was  wise 
to  accomplish  the  delay  that  was  accomplished  today? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  gentleman  heard  me  say  that  It  is 
always  wise  to  use  caution  in  examining  the  expenditure 
of  the  people's  money. 

Mr.  POAGE.  And  did  not  the  gentleman  Intend  to  give 
the  Impression — If  I  am  wrong  I  want  to  be  corrected — 
that  he  felt  It  was  a  good  thing  that  we  did  not  consider 
the  bill  today  although  he  himself  would  not  have  objected 
to  it? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  stand  by  the  statement  I  have  Just 
made. 
Mr.  POAGE.    Will  the  gentleman  answer  my  question? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Yes. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Did  not  the  gentleman  intend  to  give  that 
impression? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Yes;  for  my  part 

Mr.  POAGE.    All  right. 
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Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Walt  a  minute.  Speaking  for  miyself,  I 
am  not  in  favor  of  delay.  I  simply  favor  caution  In  the 
expenditure  of  money. 

Mr.  POAGE.  But  the  gentleman  did  not  think  It  was  wise 
to  take  up  the  bill  today? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  suggest  that  If  you  bring  the  bill  back  on 
the  floor  you  will  not  hear  me  object  to  its  consideration. 

Mr.  POAGE.  No;  we  did  not  hear  the  gentleman  object  to 
it,  but  did  he  not  give  comfort  to  those  who  suggested  that  we 
should  not  take  up  a  matter  of  vital  national  defense  today? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  comfort  was  probably  given  to  the 
Democratic  side  also. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  all  of 
this  quibbling  about  a  Member  of  the  minority  preventing 
consideration  of  this  so-called  national -defense  bill  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Aluminum  Trust  Is  nothing  but  bunk.  The  New 
Deal  has  a  preponderant  majority  in  the  House  and  on  the 
Rules  Committee,  and  If  It  was  so  essential  for  our  national 
defense  the  bill  could  be  considered  in  the  House  under  a 
rule. 

Mr.  POAGE.  And  I  have  a  good  Idea  that  the  bill  wlU  be 
brought  I'p  under  a  rule,  but  the  gentleman  knows  that  there 
is  no  way  to  get  it  up  today  except  by  unanimous  consent, 
and  the  gentleman  knows  very  well  that  the  majority  that 
he  speaks  of  did  not  raise  any  objection  and  the  fact  remains, 
philosophize  as  you  may,  that  the  objection  was  raised  on  the 
minority  side  of  this  House.  But  I  don't  want  to  speak  simply 
of  what  was  done  today. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  No;  I  cannot  yield.  I  am  not  now  speaking 
of  the  mmority  Members  only,  but  I  am  speaking  of  all  Mem- 
bers, and  I  say  that  we  must  realize  the  Importance  of  carry- 
ing on  this  national -defense  program  without  any  kind  of 
delay.  It  Is  unfortunate  that  a  great  convention  is  about  to 
take  place  just  at  this  time,  and  it  Is  also  unfortunate  that 
there  was  a  convention  Just  a  week  ago  that  took  the  time  of 
this  House.  It  Is  unfortunate  that  there  should  be  anything 
that  should  stand  in  the  way  of  the  consideration  of  every 
bit  of  this  defense  legislation.  I  am  not  criticizing.  I  realize 
that  the  American  processes  of  government  must  go  on,  and 
that  It  is  proper  and  right  that  this  country  should  make  pro- 
vision to  carry  on  our  free  Government  under  the  two-party 
principle  that  we  have  long  followed,  and  that  without  that 
two-party  principle  In  this  country  we  would  not  have  the 
great  free  Government  that  we  do  have. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  tmanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to  object 
to  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to 
Include  certain  excerpts. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  as  soon  as  the  gentleman  has  concluded  I  be  permitted 
to  address  the  House  for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  informs  the  gen- 
tleman that  there  are  two  others  who  have  been  granted 
time. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Then  may  I  get  unanimous  consent  to 
talk  when  they  get  through? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  that  he  proceed  for 
5  additional  minutes? 

There  was  no  obJectioiL 

Mr.  PITTENGER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.     Yes. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  I  would  like  to  say  in  connection  with 
the  gentleman's  comment  about  party  conventions  that  it 
is  my  understanding  that  on  the  22d  there  will  be  another 
3-day  recess,  and  after  that,  another,  and  that  the  party 
leaders  do  not  plan  to  bring  us  back  until  July  29.  Is  that 
right? 
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Mr.  POAGE.  Certainly  I  do  not  know  of  any  such  agree- 
ment as  that,  and  I  would  never  be  a  party  to  such  an 
agreement. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.    Neither  would  I. 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  do  not  know  what  agreement  anybody  else 
has  entered  into,  but  I  want  the  Members  of  this  House  to 
know  that  I  am  not  going  to  be  a  party  to  any  agreement 
to  extend  the  inactivity  of  this  House  one  day  beyond  the 
necessary  requirements  to  carry  on  party  government  In  the 
United  States.  I  think  that  possibly  we  have  gotten  ourselves 
so  close  to  the  departments  and  to  the  slow  processes  of  large 
governmental  activities  here  In  Washington  that  we  fall  to 
realize  sometimes  just  how  anxious  the  people  at  home  are 
that  we  should  proceed  with  every  possible  dispatch  toward 
the  preparation  of  the  necessary  armaments  for  this  land.  I 
think  I  am  justified  In  calling  to  the  attention  of  this  House 
an  incident  that  occurred  to  me  last  Sunday.  I  had  flown 
home  over  the  Fourth  of  July,  and  Simday  afternoon  I  went 
out  to  a  friend's  home.  A  number  of  ipeople  were  there,  all 
talking  about  the  war.  Just  like  everybody  else  is  talking  about 
the  war,  all  wanting  to  know  what  the  Goverrunent  Is  doing. 
Just  what  everybody  else  wants  to  know,  and  wanting  to  know 
just  what  contracts  are  being  let.  just  what  dams  and  power 
were  being  provided  to  manufacture  aluminum  for  airplanes, 
and  what  machinery  and  what  airplanes  and  tanks  are  being 
turned  out,  and  they  asked  me  when  consideration  was  going 
to  be  given  to  the  next  defense  measure.  I  suggested  that  I 
had  understood  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  was  going  to 
have  a  meeting  on  Tuesday,  and  they  almost  as  one  man  rose 
up  and  said.  "Why  wait  until  Tuesday?  Why  could  thay  not 
meet  this  afternoon?" 

I  said.  "Oh,  It  is  Sunday.  They  do  not  meet  on  Sunday." 
They  said.  "Walt  a  minute.  When  this  Nation  goes  to  war  the 
troops  will  march  on  Sunday  the  same  as  any  other  day." 
They  said,  "If  there  is  no  danger  of  attack,  then  why  are  you 
spending  this  money,  and  if  we  should  be  attacked,  the  at- 
tacking power  is  not  going  to  wait  until  some  convenient  day 
to  have  some  ccmmlttee  meet." 

I  think  those  questions  were  well  taken.  I  think  that  we 
might  well  submit  those  questions  to  ourselves.  I  want  to 
know  why  there  should  be  any  delay.  I  apply  that  to  all  of* 
us — to  myself,  to  you,  and  to  all  the  rest.  I  want  to  see  this 
Congress  recognize  that  we  are  faced  with  an  emergency — not 
an  emergency  as  my  colleague  from  Texas  so  correctly  sug- 
gested that  necessarily  results  In  war,  but  we  want  to  take 
action  now,  to  take  action  before  It  is  necessary  to  have  this 
country  go  to  war.  I  am  firmly  convinced  that  unless  we  take 
action  to  prepare  ourselves,  we  are  In  danger  of  armed  conflict. 
I  am  equally  convinced  that  if  we  take  adequate  action  imme- 
diately we  may  in  all  probability  avoid  any  armed  conflict. 

So  I  rose  to  talk,  when  we  could  not  work,  with  the  Idea  of 
simply  emphasizing  the  fact  that  we  all  know ;  that  is,  that  we 
must  not  further  delay.    [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  cox.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute,  with  the  consent  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  (Mr.  Collins]. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  cox.  Mr.  Speaker,  recently  this  House  adopted  three 
kindred  or  companion  bills.  I  refer  to  the  bill  to  deport 
Harry  Bridges,  the  Walter  bill,  and  the  Smith  amendments 
to  the  Labor  Act.  Those  three  measures  are  tied  up  now  in 
the  Senate.    It  very  naturally  arises  as  to  the  reason  why. 

Touching  those  three  bills,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  by  inserting  in  the  Record  a  short  edi- 
torial appearing  in  a  recent  issue  of  the  Washington  News. 
Supplemental  to  that  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in 
the  Congressional  Record  a  brief  statement  recently  made 
by  the  metal -trades  department,  American  Federation  of 
Labor,  on  the  question  of  national  defense. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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KXTKMSIOl*  or  tTMMta 

Mr.  McORANERY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  a«k  unanlmoua  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  Include  therein  a  speech  I  de- 
livered recently  at  Pottsville,  Pa. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PCRMISSIOIf  TO  AD0MC88  TRK  ROtTSI 

idr.  COtUNS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanlmotis  consent  to 
proceed  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr,  COLLINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  a  number  of  years  as 
chairman  and  member  of  Military  Appropriations  Subcom- 
mittee, I  have  Insisted  that  warfare  in  the  future  would  be 
carried  on  in  armored  vehicles  on  the  ground  and  in  the  air 
and  have  urged  military  preparedness  in  that  direction.  For 
this  attitude  I  have  been  criticized  but  I  am  glad  to  say 
today  a  changed  attitude  prevails  and  with  a  proper  coop- 
eration between  irllltary  men  and  the  mass-production  enter- 
prises of  the  country  adequate  machines  can  be  bad  and  with 
the  training  of  men  to  operate  them  our  Army  can  be  trans- 
formed into  the  world's  most  effective  military  machine. 

It  is  necessary,  however,  for  us  to  know  what  we  want  and 
the  t3rpes  of  weapons  we  will  have  to  face  in  the  event  of 
an  emergenc3(. 

The  Chief  of  Staff,  a  very  efBcient  officer,  and  his  capable 
associates  are  making  every  effort  to  find  out  what  other 
countries,  including  Germany,  are  doing,  how  it  is  being  done, 
and  the  weapons  that  are  used,  and  in  this  definite  progress 
is  t>eing  made. 
^^  Last  week — I  believe  it  was  Wednesday — I  was  talking  to 
Col.  W.  B.  Smith,  of  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  and  in  the 
course  of  the  conversation  he  told  me  that  a  picture  showing 
a  good  deal  of  Germany's  equipment  would  be  presented  at 
1:30  that  day  in  the  auditorium  of  the  War  Department, 
and  that  while  the  public  would  not  be  admitted,  if  I  would 
come  down  at  that  hour  he  would  see  that  I  was  admitted,  so 
I  went  down  and  saw  the  picture.  It  was  shown  a  number 
of  times  in  the  War  and  Navy  Departments,  and  I  am  certain 
most  of  the  officers  stationed  in  Washington  saw  it. 

The  picture  was  of  German  origin  and  represented  the 
German  advance  into  Belgium  and  perhaps  other  countries. 
It  showed  planes  dropping  bombs,  parachutists,  large  and 
small  tanks,  and  the  devices  for  wholesale  slaughter,  and 
brought  to  my  mind  the  definite  idea  that  if  we  do  not  prepare 
to  resist  this  type  of  warfare  our  preparation  will  be  futile 
and  our  country  in  a  war  will  perish  as  have  other  countries 
that  have  clung  to  the  military  technique  of  the  past.  General 
Arnold,  our  able  Chief  of  the  Army  Air  Corps,  who  saw  the 
picture  when  I  did,  told  me  he  learned  lots  from  the  picture 
that  he  considered  valuable  to  the  Air  Corps.  Colonel  Smith, 
a  wide-awake  younger  officer,  commented  on  the  training  of 
the  men,  the  large  number  of  mechanized  weapons  employed, 
and  the  helplessness  of  an  adversary  that  did  not  prepare  for 
this  type  of  weapons.  Another  colonel  whose  name  I  do  not 
recall,  said  he  would  like  to  see  the  picture  shown  at  every 
Army  post  so  that  our  officers  would  see  first-hand  what 
Germany  was  evidently  doing  in  Europe.  These  were  some 
of  the  comments  I  heard. 

I  felt  that  if  it  was  safe  for  Army  officers  to  see  the  picture — 
the  men  who  must  sacrifice  their  lives  if  war  comes — and  if 
they  were  of  the  opinion  that  they  secured  worth-while  mili- 
tary information  from  the  picture,  that  Senators  and  Mem- 
bers of  Congress,  who  are  responsible  under  the  Constituticm 
to  maintain  an  army  and  navy,  should  likewise  see  the  Ger- 
man intruments  of  slaughter  and  their  operation  so  that 
they  could  help  to  prepare  our  defense  against  them.  Accord- 
ingly. I  asked  Mr.  Brown,  of  News  of  the  Day,  to  give  a  show- 
ing to  Senators  and  Representatives,  believing  when  I  did  so 
that  I  was  doing  a  real  service  to  my  country. 

I  then  phoned  the  Speaker  and  the  Democratic  leader 
briefly  about  the  film  and  the  use  of  the  caucus  room  for 
Friday  night  but  was  advised  few  Members  would  be  able  to 


attend,  so  it  was  postponed  untU  Monday  and  later  \mtU  Tues- 
day night.  I  had  to  be  at  home  to  vote  on  Tuesday,  so  I  asked 
my  friend  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma,  Jed  Johwson,  to 
tell  the  Members  it  was  a  German  news  film.  I  also  talked 
over  the  phone  with  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  IMr. 
CasbI,  a  Republican  colleague  on  military  appropriations, 
about  the  picture. 

That  is  the  story. 

If  any  Member  of  Congress  has  been  offended.  I  am  sorry. 
If,  however,  there  are  others  who  have  been  made  to  see  the 
new  dangers  that  lie  ahead  and  are  now  more  determined  to 
so  prepare  our  country  that  it  cannot  be  overcome  by  a  for- 
eign foe,  then  I  will  gladly  stand  the  criticism  that  may  come 
to  me.  Our  whole  present-day  defense  program  is  predicated 
upon  the  information  that  has  come  to  us  during  the  last  2 
months,  and  the  information  has  come  from  foreign  sources. 
There  is  no  virtue  in  ignorance. 

No  one  knows  the  intentions  of  a  dictator.  We  have  ample 
time  to  prepare  in  the  right  way,  and  we  can  know  the 
right  way  if  we  know  the  technique  of  the  adversary  and  the 
weapons  employed  by  them.  We  must  not  bury  our  heads  in 
the  sand.  Now  is  the  time  to  see  clearly,  to  think  straight, 
and  orderly  remold  our  defense  forces  so  that  our  Nation 
will  continue  to  exist,  if  necessary  by  armed  force,  as  a  free 
people  who  know  the  blessings  of  liberty,  equality,  and  the 
pursuit  of  happiness.  The  President  correctly  said  in  his  de- 
fense message  to  Congress  yesterday.  "This  Nation  through 
sacrifice  and  work  and  unity  proposes  to  remain  free." 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLLINS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  As  one  of  those  who  tried  to  serve  his 
country  in  the  World  War  and  who  spent  a  year  of  that  time 
in  Prance,  I  was  very  glad  to  have  the  opportunity  to  see  this 
picture  and  to  see  the  advances  that  had  been  made  in  the  art 
of  destruction,  as  it  might  be  called,  and  to  be  able  to  realize 
more  fully  how  important  it  is  for  us  to  do  as  the  gentleman 
has  so  long  advocated — completely  mechanize  our  armed 
forces. 

Mr.  COLLINS.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  COLLINS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  know  that  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  was  a  pioneer  in  advocating  the  mechaniza- 
tion of  our  defense  forces.  As  a  Member  of  this  House  who 
served  our  country  22  months  overseas  in  the  World  War,  I 
was  very  glad  to  receive  the  invitation  to  see  the  picture  and 
observe  the  operation  of  mechanized  war  machinery.  I  saw 
the  picture  to  which  the  gentleman  refers.  It  brought  me  to 
a  realization,  as  it  did  to  many  other  Members,  that  we  have 
to  get  away  from  "horse  and  buggy  day"  methods  of  defense 
and  spend  some  money  for  many  better  mechanized  units 
than  those  we  saw  in  operation  in  that  movie. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  I  thank  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin; 
and  I  want  to  say  to  him  that  he  is  sitting  by  the  charming 
wife  of  the  late  Chester  Bolton,  who  worked  side  by  side  with 
me  all  these  years  in  trying  to  provide  this  country  with  mech- 
anized military  weapons  on  the  ground  and  in  the  air. 
||  [Applause.]  / 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  COLLINS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  was  much  Interested  in  and  In- 
structed by  the  picture  to  which  the  gentleman  refers.  While 
there  obviously  were  propaganda  parts  to  it,  I  feel  I  am 
capable  of  being  exposed  to  propaganda  without  succumbing 
to  It.  I  want  to  congratulate  the  gentleman  for  arranging 
the  program,  and  I  express  the  hope  that  he  will  arrange  more 
In  the  future.  I  feel  that  we  have  had  entirely  too  much 
secrecy  and  hush  stuff  about  acquainting  Members  of  Con- 
gress with  what  is  going  on  in  our  own  Goverimient  and  in 
other  governments,  and  I  am  delighted  to  see  the  gentleman 
take  the  lead  In  informing  his  colleagiies  as  to  what  is  going 
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on  in  a  military  way  or  In  a  propaganda  way  on  the  part  of 
foreign  governments. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  COLLINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  additional  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  It  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  win  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  COLUNS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Permit  me  to  say  that  I  too 
saw  the  picture  in  question  and  feel  that  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  rendered  a  real  service  to  both 
Houses  of  Congress  In  arranging  for  its  showing. 

I  desire  to  add  that  no  man  in  America  has  made  a  greater 
contribution  to  the  mechanizing  of  our  armed  forces  than  has 
the  able  gentleman  from  Mississippi.     [Applause.] 

THi:   REPTTBLICAN  NATIONAL   CONVENTION 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  last  Tuesday  week  my 
lovable,  distinguished,  and  able  friend  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  was  on  the  fioor  of  this  House  and 
made  a  very  fine  campaign  sipeech  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Willkie — 
if  one,  of  course,  did  not  know  the  facts.  At  that  time,  with- 
out any  intention  on  my  part  of  becoming  engaged  in  the 
inner  councils  of  the  Republican  Party,  I  stated  what  I  had 
read  in  the  newspapers,  that  100  good,  decent  colleagues  of 
mine  on  the  Republican  side  of  this  House  had  gone  to  Phil- 
adelphia in  order  to  stop  Willkie  from  receiving  the  nomina- 
tion. That  statement  was  challenged  at  that  time  by  both 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  and  the  equally 
able  and  distinguished  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Ditter].  I  would  not  take  time  to  address  the  House  now  on 
this  subject  were  it  not  for  what  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania said  at  that  particular  time,  and  I  quote  him: 

Mr.  Ditter.  I  was  about  to  make  the  observation  that  the  in- 
formation that  my  friend  has  here — 

Meaning  myself — 

like  much  of  the  Information  that  he  gives  to  the  House  from  time 
to  time  Is  neither  factual  nor  real.  It  is  one  of  these  hypotheses 
of  the  Imagination  uix)n  which  my  friend  here  delights  to  found 
many  of  the  observations  that  he  usually  makes. 

I  had  read  it  in  the  newspapers  and  I  had  heard  It  over 
the  radio.  While  I  was  home  over  the  week  end  I  made  it 
my  business  to  gather  the  facts,  to  see  whether  I  was  correct 
or  not.  because  there  were  many  things  that  transpired  in 
the  Republican  Convention  that  did  not  concern  me  as  a 
Democrat.  But  for  the  respect  and  regard  I  have  for  my 
colleagues  on  the  Republican  side  of  this  House  I  was  curious 
to  find  out  what  was  going  on. 

I  will  take  first  the  Philadelphia  Record,  which  has  a  head- 
ing. "Stampede  to  Willkie  stalled — One  hundred  G.  O.  P. 
Congressmen  oppose  him."  Now,  apparently  I  was  right  in 
my  statement  of  July  2. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  In  just  a  moment.  I  will  use  a  direct 
quote  and  perhaps  save  some  of  my  fine  friends  from  embar- 
rassment.   I  will  use  a  direct  quote. 

The  Idaho  Senator,  Senator  Thomas,  said,  "I  would  not  even 
attempt  to  run  for  reelection  if  the  $75,000  a  year  Wall  Street  tycoon 
is  the  standard  bearer.  The  public  utUlties  have  done  enough  dam- 
age to  our  party,  the  Republican  Party,  In  the  last  15  years." 

One  of  the  leaders  of  the  "Stop  Willkie  Drive"  would  appear 
to  be  one  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas].  Following  that 
they  quote  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin,  Representative 
Keefe,  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota,  Harold  Kntttson,  and 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  the  home  State  of  the  very  erst- 
while candidate.  Forest  Harness.  They  also  quote  the  gentle- 
men from  South  Dakota,  Carl  Mundt  and  Francis  Cask. 


There  are  some  other  quotations  in  here.  So  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Rbcord,  it  might  be  well  at  this  time  to  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  this  article  be  included  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  McGran- 
«ry]? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  what  paper  is  that? 

Mr.  McORANERY.    It  is  the  Philadelphia  Record. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  That  is  a  Democratic  paper 
owned  by  the  multimillionaire,  100-percent  new  dealer.  David 
Stem. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    The  paper  is  owned  by  Mr.  Stem,  yea. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, I  asked  the  gentleman  to  yield  awhile  ago.  He  stated  as 
a  fact  that  100  Members  of  Congress  did  a  certain  thing.  He 
gets  what  he  calls  facts  from  that  newspaper  article.  The 
gentleman  does  not  mean  to  vouch  for  the  truth  of  the  state- 
ments made  in  that  article,  does  he? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  can  only  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
I  am  not  on  the  inner  coimcils  of  the  gentlemcm's  party.  This 
has  not  been  repudiated  anywhere.  I  have  not  seen  or 
observed  in  the  Philadelphia  Record  or  in  any  of  these  other 
papers  where  there  has  been  a  request  by  the  National  Com- 
mittee of  the  Republican  Party  for  a  retraction  of  that  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Of  course  not.  Does  the  gentleman 
vouch  for  the  truth  of  the  things  he  is  asserting  here  and 
does  he  state  that  these  newspaper  articles  state  the  facts? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  vouch  for  them  in  that  the  paper 
is  a  reputable  paper.  Some  of  these  papers  are  Republican 
papers,  one  of  which  I  will  quote  from  claims  in  its  editorial 
to  have  been  the  first  newspaper  to  come  out  for  Willkie. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Let  me  ask  the  gentleman,  did  he  make 
inquiry  of  the  newspaper  as  to  the  authenticity  of  these  ar- 
ticles concerning  his  colleagues  before  making  this  speech? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.     Here  is  the  headline. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  headline. 
Before  you  took  the  fioor  to  present  this  matter,  did  you  make 
inquiry  of  the  newspapers  to  see  whether  the  statements 
you  are  now  making  are  backed  up  by  the  facts? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  accepted  them  on  the  basis  that 
more  than  10  days  have  elapsed.  It  was  stated  in  repu- 
table newspapers  all  over  the  country  and  by  reputable 
commentators  on  the  radio,  and  there  has  l>een  no  refuta- 
tion made.    I  took  it  to  be  the  fact. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  I  do  not  believe  the  editorials  can  properly 
go  into  the  Record  under  the  rules  of  the  House  because, 
under  those  rules,  we  are  prohibited  from  casting  aspersions 
or  reflections  on  a  Member  of  the  august  body  at  the  other 
end  of  the  Capitol. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  This  has  nothing  to  do  with  any- 
thing that  transpired  in  that  body.    It  is  outside  that  body. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  This  is  merely  a  report 
from  the  Philadelphia  Record,  which  is  owned  and  con- 
trolled by  the  multimillionair,  100-percent  new  dealer, 
David  Stem.  In  view  of  that  identification,  I  shall  not  ob- 
ject. 

"Hie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  McOkak- 

ERY]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  now  quote  from 
the  Philadelphia  Evening  Bulletin,  which  the  gentleman 
knows  as  a  fact  to  be  a  most  independent  paper,  not  a  Dem- 
ocratic paper,  but  a  paper  usually  with  Republican  leanings. 
They  say — 

Congressmen  act  to  stop  Willkie.  Bloc  of  28  questions  his 
views  on  trade  pact  in  European  war. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  so  that  the  record 
will  be  clear,  that  this  be  inserted  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Peimsylvania  IMr.  McGaANEaTl? 
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Mr.  MICHENER.  lAr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, I  have  no  objection  to  inserting  these  articles  in  the 
Record  with  the  gentleman's  statement  that  he  is  making  a 
political  speech  based  upon  clippings  taken  from  Democratic 
partisan  newspapers  and  that  he  has  no  personal  knowledge 
as  to  the  truth  or  falsity  of  the  statements. 

Mr.  McORANERY.    I  do  not  agree  to  that. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  If  the  gentleman  concedes  that  I  will 
not  object;  otherwise.  I  shall  be  compelled  to  object. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  do  not  agree  to  that  statement.  The 
gentleman  will  have  to  object,  then  I  will  read  them. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Permsylvania  I  Mr.  McGraniby]  ? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  unless  the  gen- 
tleman states  the  fact,  which  is  the  fact,  that  he  is  making 
a  political  speech  and  the  articles  he  is  reading  came  from 
Democratic  newspapers  and  that  the  gentleman  speaking 
has  no  personal  knowledge  as  to  the  truth  or  falsity  of  the 
articles  which  he  asks  to  liave  inserted  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  DINaELL.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker, 
why  does  not  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  make  the  speech 
for  the  gentleman,  and  that  would  just  save  him  so  much 
time. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  The  gentleman  has  been  entirely  in- 
correct. This  is  not  a  Democratic  newspaper.  The  Evening 
Bulletin  is  not  and  never  has  been  a  Democratic  newspaper. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  want  to  say  to  the  gentleman  and  to  my  friend  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  that  the  articles  appearing  in  the  papers 
In  Ptiiladelphia  which  the  gentleman  has  referred  to  and 
has  read  to  the  House  appeared  also  in  the  New  York  and 
Boston  papers.    I  read  the  same  articles. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  They  appeared  throughout  the  48 
States  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  They  were  to  the  effect  that  100  Members 
of  Congress  were  opposed  to  the  nomination  of  the  can- 
didate. 

Bflr.  MICHENER.  The  statement  that  100  Members  of 
Congress  were  there  and  were  opposed  is  absolutely  false. 
Anybody  who  knows  anything  about  it  knows  that.  There- 
fore, I  do  not  like  to  put  my  good  friend  who  is  on  the  floor 
In  the  position  of  reading  something  which  everyone  familiar 
with  the  facts  knows  is  incorrect.  The  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania is  one  of  the  outstanding  Members  of  the  Hoiise  and 
he  must  not  be  deceived  by  newspaper  propaganda. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  The  gentleman  may  be  sure  that  his 
good  friend  can  rely  on  what  he  said  and  will  stand  on  it. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr. 
Speaker,  without  getting  into  this  argimient  on  the  basics,  I 
simply  want  to  call  to  the  attention  of  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Michigsm.  who  is  one  of  the  ablest  and  best-liked  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  that  it  is  very  dangerous  to  impose  condi- 
tions to  a  unanimous-consent  request.  I  know  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  realizes  that  more  than  I  do.  If  the 
statement  is  not  correct,  in  time  the  truth  will  assert  itself. 
It  is  with  a  great  deal  of  doubt  and  hesitation  that  I  see  such 
an  outstanding  Member  of  the  House  try  to  impose  conditions 
upon  another  Member  when  he  submits  a  unanimous-consent 
request. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  has  a  way  of  accomplishing  the  things  he 
wants  to.  usually.  Possibly  my  reservation  is  a  trifle  severe. 
After  all  it  is  possibly  best  to  take  notice  that  political  news- 
papers carry  political  news  stories  and  Congressmen  make 
political  speeches. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  May  I  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  offer 
this  for  the  enlightenment  of  the  Republican  Members  who 
have  challenged  this  statement.  It  is  perfectly  all  right.  I 
have  made  my  statement.  If  the  gentleman  does  not  Intend 
to  assert  his  objection  properly  and  forcefxilly,  I  shall  with- 
draw my  unanimous-consent  request. 

The  SPEAEIER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request? 


Mr.  McGRANERY.    I  withdraw  It,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  MICHENER.     I  object  to  his  withdrawing  it. 
Mr.  McGRANERY.     Do  either  one  thing  or  the  other. 
Mr.  McCORMACK-    Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of  order. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  gentleman  will  state  It 
Mr.  McCORMACK.    Whether  or  not  a  Member  m  the 
House  has  the  right  to  withdraw  as  a  matter  of  right  a  unani- 
mous-consent request. 

Tlie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Tlie  Chair  believes  the  gen- 
tleman cannot  withdraw  it  without  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  will  leave  it  up  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan.  He  can  now  object  If  he  wishes.  We  are 
back  to  the  status  quo. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  If  I  imderstood  the  ruling,  it  was  that 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  could  not  withdraw  his 
request  without  unanimous  consent. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  understands  that 
the  gentleman  can  withdraw  his  request  if  he  so  desires. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  the  regular  order. 
The  gentleman  has  offered  to  withdraw  his  request. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
Mr.  McCORMACK.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  a  parliamentary  inquiry  caimot  be  made  unless  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  yields  for  that  purpose. 

The  SPEAKEIR  pro  tempore.  Does  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    I  do  not  yield.  Mr.  Speaker. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Permsylvania? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  McGRAI^RY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 
Mr.  SPARKMAN.    Since  some  of  the  gentlemen  on  the 
minority  side  have  interposed  such  tremendous  objection  to 
this  matter's  being  aired  about  the  Congressmen  objecting 
to  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Willkie.  and  inasmuch  as  they  object 
to  taking  the  newspaper  accounts,  since  some  of  those  gentle- 
men are  on  the  floor  at  the  present  time  I  wonder  if  they 
may  not  get  up  and  deny  the  statements  that  have  been  put 
Into  the  Record. 
Mr.  McGRANERY.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 
Mr.   CHURCH.    Mr.   Speaker,   will   the   gentleman   yield. 
Just  In  the  interest  of  clarity? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  In  a  moment  I  will  yield,  as  soon  as  I 
finish  this  statement. 

I  want  to  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  contribution.  Last 
week  at  the  time  this  controversy  arose  I  asked  if  we  were 
going  to  hear  from  all  or  a  part  of  these  100  Members  of 
Congress  who  objected.  I  do  not  believe  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  ought  to  assimie  the  laboring  oar  because  we  all 
know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  our  very  lovable  minority 
leader  got  the  foot  in  that  convention  at  Philadelphia,  and 
he  got  it  from  his  own  delegation  in  Massachusetts  Ijecause  of 
Jealousy.  They  were  afraid  of  him.  They  were  afraid  of 
his  rise.  He  was  not  the  man  to  do  their  bidding.  With  all 
these  jealous  interests  in  his  own  delegation,  when  he  was 
assured  of  from  200  to  250  votes  on  the  second  ballot,  his  own 
delegation  would  not  go  along  with  him. 

I  do  not  see  how  any  decent  man  can  rise  to  the  defense 
of  tactics  such  as  these,  a  packed  gallery  and  a  stacked 
deck  against  the  most  lovable  man,  in  my  opinion,  who  ever 
sat  in  the  halls  of  Congress. 
Mr.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Speaker.  wiU  the  genUeman  yield? 
Mr.  McGRANERY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  CHURCH.    In  the  Interest  of  clarity,  the  gentleman 
has  Just  stated  that  the  Members  who  did  object  are  on  the 
floor.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  and  in  the  interest  of  the  facts, 

and  the  gentleman  is  interested  in  the  facts 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  The  gentleman  does  not  see  a  single  one 
of  those  Members  now,  and  they  were  not  here  when  he 
made  that  statement. 
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Mr.  SPARKMAN.  May  I  correct  the  gentleman  by  sajring 
that  I  immediately  see  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  IMr. 
OnxiKl,  whose  name  was  mentioned. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  I  understand  not  a  single  one  of  those 
people  Is  on  the  floor  now. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  am  told  that  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  IMr.  Gillie]  is  here. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 
Tlie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.     Yes. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  The  last  fact  the  gentleman  has  related 
is  that  there  were  28  of  these  persons,  and  the  last  clipping 
referred  to  says  28. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  This  newspaper,  the  Evening  Bulle- 
tin, says.  'Bloc  of  28  questions  his  views  on  trade  pacts  and 
European  war." 

The  heading  is  "Congressmen  act  to  stop  Willkie." 

If  the  gentleman  will  indulge  me  for  a  few  moments  I  will 
read  to  him  the  article  from  the  Philadelphia  Evening  Ledger, 
which,  in  an  editorial,  claims  to  have  been  one  of  the  first 
newspapers  In  America  to  come  out  for  Willkie.  The  Phila- 
delphia Evening  Ledger,  of  course,  as  you  know.  Is  a  Curtis- 
Martin  publication  and  is  controlled  by  the  Curtis-Martin 
outfit. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Most  of  us  were  in  Philadelphia  and  read 
most  of  the  good  papers  in  Philadelphia  at  that  time.  Why 
does  not  the  gentleman  tell  us  something  about  the  Demo- 
cratic Convention;  that  might  concern  him  more. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  may  come  back  here  next  week  or 
the  following  week,  perhaps,  and  tell  the  gentleman  just  who 
will  be  both  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United  States 
for  the  next  4  years.  I  will  tell  you  something  about  the 
Democratic  Convention,  but  you  must  wait  until  we  have  It. 
[  Laughter.  1 

This  Philadelphia  Evening  Ledger,  which  Is  the  first  paper 
to  claim  credit  for  endorsing  Willkie.  and  say  he  is  a  great 
candidate,  they  start  out  with  the  heading  "Congressmen 
fight  Willkie." 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Does  the  gentleman  vouch  for  the 
veracity  of  that  part  of  the  paper? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  It  Is  another  reputable  paper,  although 
strongly  Republican. 

CONGRESSMAN    ITCHT    WILLKIS 

Upward  of  100  Congressmen — 

This  is  Mr.  Willkie's  paper,  a  utility  outfit — 

Upward  of  100  Congressmen  from  20  States,  led  by  an  Isolationist 
■pearhead  from  the  Midwest,  today  organized  to  combat  the  Wen- 
dell L.  Willkie  Presidential  boom. 

Spokesman  for  the  group  was  Congressman  Prank  B.  Kxxrz,  of 
Wisconsin,  who  declared:  "We  can't  possibly  win  with  Willkie," 
and  then  elaborated  his  position  in  a  statement  signed  by  Con- 
greosman  Rot  O.  WooDRtrrr:  Harold  Knutson,  Minnesota;  Karl  E. 
IfuMDT,  South  Dakota:  Clitt  Clkvenger,  Ohio;  Stephen  Bolles, 
Wisconsin;  Earl  R.  Lewis,  Ohio;  and  Oeorgb  W.  On.i.TE,  Indiana. 

And  the  nmnber  directly  quoted  is  far  In  excess  of  what  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DntKSEif]  said  was  the  number 
on  the  petition.    He  said  there  were  eight. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    How  many  have  you  there? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    More  than  a  good  baker's  dozen. 

Keefe  said  Willkie  had  not  committed  himself  either  on  the 
administration's  reciprocal  trade  agreements  program  or  on  the 
appointment  of  Henry  L.  Stlmscm  as  Secretary  of  War  and  Frank 
Knox  as  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Then  the  article  goes  on  to  say: 

Although  no  direct  mention  was  made  of  Willkie  In  the  statement, 
KrErx  left  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  his  Interrogators  that  he  meant 
ths  Hoosler. 


He  pointed  to  a  portion  of  the  statement  which  read:  "A  can- 
vass revealed  that  a  majority  of  the  Republican  Members  of  Con- 
gress of  20  States  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  Republican  Party  can 
best  serve  the  Nation  at  this  time  by  nominating  a  candidate  for  the 
Presidency  whose  personal  views  and  public  statements  present  an 
opportunity  for  a  clear-cut  vote  on  foreign  and  domestic  issues  in 
harmony  with  the  Republican  record  In  Congress. 

"We  call  upon  the  convention  to  name  such  a  man.  The 
Republican  Party  will  win  in  November  if  it  selects  from  Its  ranks  a 
leader  with  a  past  record  of  consistent  support  of  Republican 
policies  and  principles,  and  whose  recognized  position  and  recent 
pronouncements  are  a  guarantee  to  the  American  people  that  ho 
will  not  lead  the  Nation  into  a  foreign  war." 

I  presume  that  has  some  reference  to  the  Republican  plat- 
form committee.  It  will  be  recalled  that  in  Philadelphia  the 
resolutions  committee  first  proposed  a  war  resolution,  and 
when  Senator  Pepper  and  another  gentleman  put  on  their 
hats  and  walked  out,  they  got  former  Vice  President  Dawes  to 
bring  them  back,  and  then  they  went  on  record  as  t)eing  a  war 
party. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  has  expired. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  include  in  the  Record  at  this  place  this  article  from  which 
I  have  been  reading. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  to 
the  gentleman  from  California  IMr.  Welch!  from  July  22 
to  July  31,  on  account  of  important  business. 

SENATE  BILL  REFERRED 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title  was  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  3008.  An  act  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  Umted 
States  to  dispose  of  certain  public  vessels,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

ENROLLED   BILLS   SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  foimd  truly 
enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles,  which  were 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  2751.  An  act  to  repeal  sections  3711.  3712,  and  3713 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  which  relate  to  the  purchase  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  of  coal  and  wood  for  public  use,  and 
for  other  puriposes;  and 

H.  R.  9576.  An  act  relating  to  the  admission  to  St.  Eliza- 
beths Hospital  of  persons  resident  or  domiciled  in  the  Vir- 
gin Islands  of  the  United  States. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  an  enrolled 
bin  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  458.  An  act  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Emergency 
Officers'  Retirement  Act  of  May  24,  1928,  to  provisional,  pro- 
bationary, or  temporary  officers  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  who  served  during  the  WorW  War. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  there  is  no  quorum  present. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  3  o'clock  and  55 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House,  pursuant  to  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  86,  adjourned  until  Monday,  July  22.  1940.  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 


REPORT    OP    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  TAYLOR:  Committee  on  Appropriations.  House  Joint 
Resolution  583.  Joint  resolution  making  an  additional  ap- 
propriation for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national  de- 
fense; without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2749) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  LEA:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses.    H.  R.  6884.    A  bill  to  encourage 
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travel  In  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No. 
2764).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  8.  3200.  An 
act  to  provide  for  the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general  of 
the  Regxilar  Army  in  the  Military  Department  of  Panama 
and  Hawaii;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2765).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 

Union. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2766.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  Office 
of  Education.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.'  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  DisposlUon  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2767.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Federal  Works  Agency,  Work 
Projects  Administration.     Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2768.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Federal  Works  Agency,  Public 
Buildings  Administration.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  EXUOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2769.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Federal  Works  Agency,  Work 
Projects  Administration.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2770.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  by  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
district  of  South  Dakota  with  the  approval  of  the  Department 
of  Justice.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2771.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  by  the  United  States  marshal  for  the  dis- 
trict of  South  Dakota  with  the  approval  of  the  Department 
of  Justice.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2772.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority.  Ord- 
ered to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2773.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Post  Office  Department.  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2774.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  by  the  AUen  Property  Bureau  with  the 
approval  of  the  Department  of  Justice.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2775.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2776.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  Ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2777.  Report  on  the  dis- 
poEitlon  of  records  in  the  Department  of  War.  Ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Bfr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Dlspoeltion  of  Ex- 
ecutfve  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2778.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Navy  Department.  Ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2779.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Navy  Department.  Ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2780.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  In  the  Treasury  Department.  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.    House  Report  No.  2781.    Report  on  the 
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disposition  of  records  in  the  Treasury  Department. 

to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2782.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Treasury  Department.  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2783.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Treasury  Department  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Repwrt  No.  2784.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Treasury  Department.  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2785.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Interior  Department.  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2786.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Interior  Department.  Ordered 
to  be  printed 

Mr.  ELLi6tT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2787.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Interior  Department  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2788.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Interior  Department.  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2789.  .  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Interior  Department.  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Exec- 
utive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2790.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Interior  Department.  Ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Conunittee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2791.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Interior  Department.  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Exec- 
utive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2792.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Interior  Department.  Ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Exec- 
utive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2793.  Report  on  the  disposi- 
tion of  records  in  the  Interior  Department.  Ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Exec- 
utive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2794.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Interior  Department.  Ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Exec- 
utive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2795.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Interior  Department.  Ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Exec- 
utive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2796.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Interior  Department.  Ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Exec- 
utive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2797.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Agriculture  Department.  Ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLLOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Exec- 
utive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2798.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records,  in  the  Navy  Department.  Ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Exec- 
utive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2799.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Veterans'  Administration.  Ordered 
to  be  printed. 
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REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XTII. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
2384.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lyle  L.  Brassier;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2750).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
2758.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wade  Crawford,  formerly 
superintendent  of  the  Klamath  Indian  Agency;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2751).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
2997.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Greenlee  County  Board  of 
Supervisors;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2752).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
3003.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ralph  C.  Hardy.  William  W. 
Addis,  C.  H.  Seaman,  R.  J.  Polk,  and  E.  F.  Gondelock;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No,  2753).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
3400.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  Robert  W.  Evans;  with 
amendment  (Rept  No.  2754).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
3581.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  L.  Pennington;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2755).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
3594.  An  act  to  provide  an  additional  sum  for  the  payment 
of  a  claim  under  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the 
reimbursement  of  certain  personnel  or  former  personnel  of 
the  United  States  Navy  and  United  States  Marine  Corps  for 
the  value  of  personal  effects  destroyed  as  a  result  of  a  fire  at 
the  Marine  Barracks,  Quantico,  Va.,  on  October  27,  1938", 
approved  June  19,  1939;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2756).    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
3710.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  H.  Hearon;  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2757).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
3741.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  P.  Madsen;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2758).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Conunittee  on  Claims.  S. 
3866.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  W.  Coon;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2759).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  S. 
3962.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Louis  Puccinelli  Bond  Co.; 
With  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2760).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
9073.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  certain 
officers  and  men  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  for  the 
value  of  personal  effects  lost,  damaged,  or  destroyed  in  a  fire 
aboard  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  launch  Mikawe.  at 
Norfolk.  Va.,  on  October  27,  1939;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2761).     Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
10155.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  M.  Irvine;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2762).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

^4r.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
f0191.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anthony  Borsellino;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2763).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 


By  Mr.  JOHNS: 
H.  R.  10199.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Federal  cooperation  in 
the  construction  and  reconstruction  of  air  markers,  and  for 
Other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia : 
H.  R.  10200.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  proceed  with  the  construction  of  certain  public  works,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WHELCHEL: 
H.  R.  10201.  A  bill  to  promote  peace  and  the  national  de- 
fense through  a  more  equal  distribution  of  the  burdens  of 
war  by  drafting  the  use  of  money  according  to  ability  to  lend 
to  the  Government;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  GEARHARTr 
H.  R.  10202.  A  bill  to  provide  an  intermediate  status  of 
"noncitizen  national  of  the  United  States"  for  aliens  perma- 
nently residing  In  the  United  States;  to  provide  for  the  de- 
portation of  such  aliens  who  neither  acquire  such  status  nor 
file  a  declaration  of  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States;  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 
H.R.  10203.  A  bill  to  amend  section  811  (a)   (2),  title  26, 
of  the  Federal  Code;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas: 
H.  R.  10204.  A  bill  to  amend  section  42  of  Utle  7  of  the 
Canal  Zone  Code;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BLAND: 
H.  R.  10205.  A  bill  to  amend  section  4  (f )  of  the  Commu- 
nications Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  to  provide  for  extra  com- 
pensation for  overtime  of  inspectors  In  charge  and  radio  in- 
spectors of  the  Field  Division  of  the  Engineering  Department 
of  the  Federal  Communications  Commission;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  WHELCHEL: 
H.  R.  10206.  A  bill  to  permit  employers  to  make  vocational 
training  available  to  their  employees  outside  of  regular  work- 
ing hours  on  a  voluntary  basis  without  regard  to  certain 
provisions  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938;  to  the 
Committee  on  Labor. 
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PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXll,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  FAY: 
H.  R.  10207.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Karl  Eduard  von  Vieting- 
hoff-Scheel;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Natural- 
ization. 

By  Mr.  KRAMER: 
H.  R.  10208.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Laszlo  Vadnai  and  his 
wife,    Clara;     to    the     Committee     on    Immigration    and 
Natiu'alization. 

H.  R.  10209.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eugene  Gruen  and  his 
wife,  Kate;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By  Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin: 
H.  R.  10210.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Mathew  Mercz;  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  STEARNS  of  New  Hampshire: 
H.R.  10211.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Lindsey  L.  McKee;  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9036.  By  Mr.  FENTON:  Petition  of  the  Polish- American 
Citizens'  League  of  Northumberland  County,  Pa.,  urging  every 
immediate  assistance  to  the  Allies  in  the  form  of  food  sup- 
plies, aerial  equipment,  airplanes,  guns,  and  all  other  forms 
of  war  materials;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9037.  By  Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York:  Petition  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  of  the  county  of  Erie.  N.  Y.,  offering  various 
properties  to  the  Federal  Government  without  cost  for  use  in 
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the  preparedness  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Build- 
ings and  Grounds. 

9038.  By  Mr.  HESS:  Petition  sponsored  by  the  Mothers  of 
Sons  Pdrum,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  signed  by  Josephine  Mahler, 
recording  secretary,  and  15,211  other  residents  of  Cincinnati 
and  vicinity,  petitioning  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  avoid  all  commitments  which  may  tovolve 
us  in  war;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9039.  By  Mr.  ELSTON:  Petition  sponsored  by  the  Mothers 
of  sens  Ponun,  Cincinnati.  Ohio,  signed  by  Grace  A.  Murphy, 
secretary,  and  15.047  other  residents  of  Cincinnati  and 
vicinity,  petitioning  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  avoid  all  commitments  which  may  involve 
us  m  war ;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9040.  By  Mrs.  NORTON:  Petition  of  the  New  Jersey  Phar- 
maceutical Association,  urging  the  removal  of  any  excise  tax 
from  ethyl  alcohol  used  in  medicinal  products,  and  that  suit- 
able and  effective  measures  be  promulgated  to  prevent  the 
misuse  of  such  tax-free  alcohol;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

9041.  By  Mr.  THOMASON:  Petition  of  the  El  Paso  Opti- 
mist Club,  El  Paso,  Tex.;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


SENATE 

Monday,  July  22,  1940 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  House  Concurrent 
Resolution  86.  adopted  July  11,  1940,  the  Senate  met  at  12 
o'clock  meridian. 

Rev.  Duncan  Praser,  assistant  pastor,  Chm-ch  of  the 
Epiphany.  Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  most  merciful  God,  who  alone  doth  rule 
the  universe,  bless,  we  beseech  Thee,  the  President  and  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  that  they,  knowing  whose  minis- 
ters they  are,  may.  perform  their  duties  to  Thy  honor  and 
glory  and  for  the  highest  welfare  of  Thy  people.  Through 
Jesus  Christ,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

'  TOT  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Harrison,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Thursday.  July  11,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION  SIGNED  DURING  ADJOURN- 
MENT 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  11th  instant. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  signed,  subsequent  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Senate,  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  joint 
resolution,  which  had  previously  been  signed  by  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

S.  3046.  An  act  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and  employees 
in  the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  activities,"  approved  August  2.  1939; 

8. 3097.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherine  M.  Drier; 

8.4119.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  certain  land 
In  the  De  Soto  National  Forest  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for 
use  for  military  purposes; 

H.R.  6056.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antal  or  Anthony  or 
Tony  Zalcek  or  Zaiczek; 

H.  R.  6884.  An  act  to  encourage  travel  in  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7696.  An  act  to  amend  the  United  States  Grain 
Standards  Act.  to  provide  for  the  grading  of  soybeans,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8372.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  conmienclng 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mis- 
sissippi River  at  or  near  Chester,  111.: 

H.R.  10100.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 


H.  J.  Res.  582.  Joint  resolution  making  an  appropriation  to 
enable  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  to  establish 
the  marine  and  war-risk  insurance  fund. 
Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  11th  instant. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  signed,  subsequent  to  the 
adjoununent  of  the  Senate,  the  enrolled  bill  (H.  R.  9877) 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  promulgate  and 
to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical  energy  generated  at 
Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the  application  of  revenues  from 
said  project,  authorizing  the  operation  of  the  Boulder  Dam 
power  plant  by  the  United  States  directly  or  through  agents, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  had  previously  been  signed  by 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

MESSAGES   FROM  THE   PRESIDENT — APPROVAL   OF   BILLS   AND   JOINT 

lESOLUTIONS 

Messages  In  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta.  one  of  his 
secretaries,  who  also  announced  that  the  President  had  ap- 
proved and  signed^the  following  bills  and  Joint  resolutions: 
On  July  10.  1940: 

S.  1789.  An  act  to  authorize  the  cancelation  of  deportation 
proceedingr  in  the  case  of  Florence  Sinclair  Cooper  and 
daughter.  Margaret  Lavallie.  and  Philip  P.  Roy; 

S.  2111.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  granting 
additional  quarantine  powers  and  imposing  additional  duties 
upon  the  Marine  Hospital  Service,"  approved  February  15, 
1893,  as  amended; 

S.  2704.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  C.  W.  Black 
and  Marion  Rabren; 

S.  2774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Mauri; 

8.  2775.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Gideon  Schiller; 

S.  2799.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  George  Mayfleld; 

S.  2909.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dexter  and  Elizabeth 
Shioml; 

S.  2969.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Louise  Thome; 

S.  3021.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  A.  Ramsey; 

S.  3146.  An  act  relating  to  the  citizenship  of  William  Law- 
rence Tan; 

S.  3587.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Earl  P.  Collins; 

S.  3649.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Harry  D.  Gann; 

S.  3706.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  B.  Balls; 

S.  3742.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  M.  E.  McGivem;  and 

S.  3972.  An  act  to  authorize  exchanges  of  lands  within  the 
Navajo  Indian  Reservation,  Ariz. 
On  July  11,  1940: 

S.  182.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Hagenson; 

S.  349.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  F.  Cooley,  administrator 
of  the  estate  of  Charles  F.  Cooley,  Jr.; 

S.  993.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  H.  Wootton; 

S.  1251.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  settlers  In  the  town 
site  of  Ketchum,  Idaho; 

S.  1376.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cothran  Motors,  Inc.; 

S.  1531.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edmund  S.  Dennis; 

S.  2570.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Boyd: 

8. 2595.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Uoyd  8.  Harris; 

8.2768.  An  act  authorizing  the  naturalization  of  Thomas 
A.  Lamble; 

S.  2773.  An  act  to  authorize  the  payment  of  compensation 
to  recess  appointees  in  certain  cases; 

8.  2800.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Ross  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Betty  Ross,  a  minor; 

S.  2988.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bessie  Sharrah; 

8.3023.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  E.  Enders  and 
Gertrude  Ray  Enders; 

S.  3039.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Twila  Snyder; 

8. 3059.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Velvie  W.  Smith,  and  the 
legal  guardian  of  Glerm  Richard  Smith; 

8. 3062.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Rodgers  Tile  Co.; 

S.  3101.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  purchasers  of.  and 
entrymen  upon,  opened  lands  of  certain  Indian  reservations; 

S.  3111.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  L.  Gardner; 

8. 3280.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ina  May  Everett; 
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8. 3401.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  N.  Barber,  former 
United  States  property  and  disbursing  oflBcer,  Vermont  Na- 
tional Guard,  and  for  other  purjxjses; 

S.  3424.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  George  O.  ElUott  and 
Winslow  Parr  Smith; 

S.  3597.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  C.  Brown  and  F.  L. 
Copeland: 

8. 3617.  An  act  granting  the  consent  and  approval  of  Con- 
gress to  an  interstate  compact  relating  to  control  and  reduc- 
tion of  pollution  in  the  Ohio  River  drainage  basin; 

S.  3673.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  David  H.  Passell  and 
First  Lt.  Paul  E.  LaMaster; 

8.  3748.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  dis- 
bursing officer.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Depart- 
ment ; 

S.  3749.  An  act  to  relieve  certain  employees  of  the  Veterans' 
Administration  from  financial  liability  for  certain  overpay- 
ments and  allow  such  credit  therefor  as  is  necessary  in  the 
accounts  of  certain  disbursing  oflBcers,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses: 

S.  3916.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence  T.  Post,  G.  F. 
Allen,  and  D.  Buddrus; 

S.  4032.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of  Philip 
A.  Pension,  pharmacist's  mate,  first  class.  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  for  the  value  of  personal  and  household  effects  lost 
and  destroyed  during  the  hurricane  of  September  21,  1938.  at 
New  London.  Conn,; 

S.  4048.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  K.  Peeples; 

S.  4090.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  donate 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  H.  8.  Scott,  D.  W.  Collins, 
Fred  M.  Gross,  trustees,  Ashland  District  Council,  Boy  Scouts 
of  America,  the  log  house  known  as  the  John  Secrest  home, 
located  on  the  site  of  the  Federal  Correctional  Institution 
near  Ashland,  Ky.; 

S.  4126.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anne  Howard  Lay; 

S.  J.  Res.  133.  Joint  resolution  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the 
Court  of  Claims  or  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  Northern  District  of  Georgia  to  hear,  determine,  and  ren- 
der judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Mrs.  J.  W.  Marks,  of  Stephens 
County.  Ga.; 

8.  J.  Res.  222.  Joint  resolution  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  States  of  Maryland  and  West  Virginia  and  the 
Commonwealths  of  Virginia  and  Pennsylvania  and  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  as  signatory  bodies  to  enter  into  a  compact 
for  the  creation  of  a  Potomac  Valley  Conservancy  District 
and  the  establishment  of  the  Interstate  Commission  on  the 
Potomac  River  Basin;  and 

S.  J.  Res.  283.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  Col.  Donald  H, 
Connolly  to  hold  the  oflQce  of  Administrator  of  Civil  Aero- 
nautics in  the  Department  of  Commerce. 
On  July  12.  1940: 

8. 2560.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marjorie  Buchek; 

8. 2561.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ina  Jones; 
S.2717.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  J.  Broggl; 

S.  3256.  An  act  to  enable  Sadao  Tanaka  to  remain  perma- 
nently in  the  United  States; 

S.  3412,  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Nicholas  Chlcouras; 

8.  3707.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  agents 
and  certifs^ng  officers  of  the  Indian  Service,  the  United  States 
Veterans'  Administration,  and  the  Treasury  Department:  and 

S.  4097.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  estates  of 
American  citizens  who  die  abroad. 
On  July  15.  1940: 

S.  134.  An  act  providing  for  continuing  retirement  pay, 
under  certain  conditions,  of  officers  and  former  officers  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  of  the  United  States,  other 
than  officers  of  the  Regular  Army.  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps, 
Who  incurred  physical  disability  while  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States  during  the  World  War,  and  for  other  purposes; 

8. 2289.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Leesburg  Welding  & 
Garage  Co.;  and 

8. 3647.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardian  of  Paul 
Sanford.  a  minor. 


On  July  16. 1940: 

8.29.  An  act  to  authorize  the  use  of  certain  facilities  of 
Indian  reservations,  national  parks,  and  national  monuments 
for  elementary-school  purposes; 

8.2018.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nile  Shaw  and  Edgar  C. 
Bardin;  and 

S.  3676.  An  act  to  withdraw  certain  portions  of  land  within 
the  Hawaii  National  Park  and  to  transfer  the  same  to  the 
jurisdiction  and  control  of  the  Secretary  of  War  for  military 
purposes. 

On  July  18,  1940:  ^ 

S.  458.  An  act  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Emergency 
Officers'  Retirement  Act  of  May  24.  1928.  to  provisional,  pro- 
bationary, or  temporary  officers  of  the  Army.  Navy.  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  who  served  diulng  the  World  War; 
and 

S.  3131.  An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  United  States 
Employees'  Compensation  Act  to  members  of  the  Officers' 
Reserve  Corps  and  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army 
who  were  physically  Injured  In  line  of  duty  while  performing 
active  duty  or  engaged  In  authorized  training  between  dates 
of  February  28,  1925,  and  July  15,  1939,  both  inclusive,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

On  July  19,  1940: 

S.  3046.  An  act  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and  employees 
in  the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  po- 
litical activities."  approved  August  2.  1939; 

S.3097.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherine  M,  Drier;  and 

8.  4119.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  certain  land 
in  the  De  Soto  National  Forest  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for 
use  for  military  purposes. 

INCREASE    OF    CAPITAL    AND    LENDING    POWER    OF    EXPORT-IMPORT 
BANK  OF  WASHINGTON  (H.  DOC.  NO.  881) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

As  a  result  of  the  war  in  Europe,  far-reaching  changes  in 
world  affairs  have  occurred,  which  necessarily  have  reper- 
cussions on  the  economic  life  both  of  the  United  States  and 
of  the  other  American  republics.  All  American  republics  in 
some  degree  make  a  practice  of  selling,  and  should  sell,  sur- 
plus products  to  other  parts  of  the  world,  and  we  in  the 
United  States  export  many  items  that  are  also  exported  by 
other  countries  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

The  course  of  the  war,  the  resultant  blockades  and  counter- 
blockades,  and  the  inevitable  disorganization  is  preventing  the 
flow  of  these  surplus  products  to  their  normal  markets. 
Necessarily  this  has  caused  distress  In  various  parts  of  the 
New  World  and  will  continue  to  cause  distress  until  foreign 
trade  can  be  resumed  on  a  normal  basis  and  the  seller  of  these 

surpluses  is  in  a  position  to  protect  himself  in  disposing  of 
his  products.  Until  liberal  commercial  policies  are  restored 
and  fair  trading  on  a  commercial  plane  is  reopened  distress 
may  be  continued. 

I  therefore  request  that  the  Congress  give  prompt  consid- 
eration to  increasing  the  capital  and  lending  power  of  the 
Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington  by  $500,000,000,  and 
removing  some  of  the  restrictions  on  its  operations  to  the 
end  that  the  bank  may  be  of  greater  assistance  to  our 
neighbors  south  of  the  Rio  Grande,  including  financing  the 
handling  and  orderly  marketing  of  some  part  of  their  sur- 
pluses. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  before  another  year  world  trade  can 
be  reestablished,  but,  pending  this  adjustment,  we  in  the 
United  States  should  Join  with  the  peoples  of  the  other  re- 
publics of  the  Western  Hemisphere  in  meeting  their  prob- 
lems. I  call  the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  fact  that  by 
helping  our  neighbors  we  wiH  be  helping  ourselves.  It  Is  in 
the  interests  of  the  producers  of  our  country,  as  well  as  In 
the  Interests  of  producers  of  other  American  countries,  that 
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there  shall  not  be  a  disorganized  or  cutthroat  market  in 
those  commodities  which  we  all  export. 

No  sensible  person  would  advocate  an  attempt  to  prevent 
the  normal  exchange  of  commodities  between  other  con- 
tinents and  the  Americaa.  but  what  can  and  should  be  done 
is  to  prevent  excessive  fluctuations  caused  by  distressed  sell- 
ing resulting  from  temporary  interruption  in  the  flow  of  trade, 
or  the  fact  that  there  has  not  yet  been  reestablished  a  sys- 
tem of  free  exchange.  Unless  exporting  countries  are  able 
to  assist  their  nationals,  they  will  be  forced  to  bargain  as 

best  they  can. 

As  has  heretofore  been  made  clear  to  the  Congress,  the 
Export-Import  Bank  is  operated  by  directors  representing 
the  Departments  of  State.  Treasury.  Agriculture,  and  Com- 
merce, and  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  and  is 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator,  so 
that  all  interested  branches  of  our  Government  participate 
in  any  loans  that  are  authorized,  and  the  directors  of  the 
bank  should  have  a  free  hand  as  to  the  purposes  for  which 
loans  are  authorized  and  the  terms  and  conditions  upon 
which  they  are  made. 

I  therefore  request  passage  of  appropriate  legislation  to 
this  end. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevixt. 

The  Whitb  Housx,  July  22.  1940. 

LAWS  OF  PrrERTO  MCO 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow- 
ing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read  and.  with  the  accompanying  dociunent,  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

As  required  by  section  23  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
March  2,  1917.  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  a  civil  government 
for  Puerto  Rico,  and  for  other  purposes,"  I  transmit  here- 
with certified  copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  fourth  regular 
session  of  the  fourteenth  Legislature  of  Puerto  Rico,  Febru- 
ary 12  to  April  15.  1940. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  22.  1940. 

ORDER  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  TO  THURSDAY 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  concludes  its  business  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Thursday  next. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

SPECIAL    ASSISTANTS    UNDER    DEPARTMENT    OF    JUSTICE 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Acting  Attorney  General,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law, 
a  report  showing  the  special  assistants  employed  under  the 
appropriation  "Compensation  of  special  attorneys,  etc..  De- 
partment of  Justice,"  as  of  July  1,  1940,  which,  with  the 
accompanying  report,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

STONY  POINT  LIGHT  STATION  RESERVATION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft 
Of  proposed  legislation  to  further  amend  the  act  of  July  30, 
1937,  authorizing  the  conveyance  of  a  portion  of  the  Stony 
Point  light  Station  Reservation  to  the  Palisades  Interstate 
Park  Commission,  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

GUY  r.  ALLEN,  CHIEr  DISBURSING  omCER,  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
proposed  legislation  for  the  relief  of  Guy  F.  Allen.  Chief  Dis- 
bursing OfiBcer,  Treasury  Department,  and  for  other  purposes, 
which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

EXTENSION  OF  VOCATIONAL   EDUCATION   AND   CIVILIAN  REHABILTTA- 
TION  TO  THE  VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  transmitting  a  draft 


of  proposed  legislation  to  extend  to  the  Virgin  Islands  the 
provisions  of  certain  laws  relating  to  vocational  education 
and  civilian  rehabilitation,  which,  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Territories  and 
Insular  Affairs. 

ACQUISITION  OF  ADDITIONAL  LAND  ALONG   MOUNT  VERNON  MEMO- 
RIAL highway 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from 
the  Chairman  of  the  National  Capital  Park  and  Planning 
Commission,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
provide  for  the  acquisition  of  additional  land  along  the 
Mount  Vernon  Memorial  Highway  in  exchange  for  ceruUn 
dredging  privileges,  and  for  other  purposes,  which,  with  the 
accompan3ring  paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

PETmONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

The  VICE  PRESpDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
adopted  at  Astoria,  Oreg.,  by  the  sixth  annual  convention  of 
the  Maritime  Federation  of  the  Pacific,  favoring  the  enact- 
ment of  House  bill  8616,  to  provide  for  cooperation  with  the 
States  for  the  relief  of  unemplo3rment,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  at 
Astoria,  Oreg.,  by  the  sixth  annual  convention  of  the  Mari- 
time Federation  of  the  Pacific,  endorsing  the  position  taken 
by  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations  for  the  solution 
of  the  problem  of  reuniting  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor,  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations,  and  all 
labor  into  one  organization,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Education  and  Labor. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  at  a 
mass  meeting  held  under  the  auspices  of  the  United  Lithua- 
nian American  Societies  of  Essex  County,  at  Newark,  N.  J., 
protesting  against  the  Communist  Invasion  of  the  Baltic 
States  of  Europe,  and  favoring  withdrawal  of  the  recognition 
of  the  Soviet  Union  of  Russia,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Department  of  Massachusetts,  United  Spanish  War  Veterans, 
at  Northampton,  Mass.,  favoring  increased  Federal  investi- 
gation of  "fifth  column"  activities  in  the  United  States,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
Lions  Clubs  of  Gibsland,  La.;  Frederick.  Md.;  Van  Buren. 
Ark.,  and  Lott  and  Waxahachie,  Tex.,  favoring  the  adoption 
of  an  adequate  national-defense  program  and  the  suppression 
of  all  subversive  activities  in  the  Nation,  which  were  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  In  the  nature  of 
a  memorial  from  Fred  W.  Klasey,  precinct  committeeman  of 
Covington  precinct.  South  Sioux  City,  Nebr..  remonstrating 
against  the  confirmation  of  Ralph  Kilzer  to  be  postmaster  at 
South  Sioux  City,  Nebr..  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  OfBces  and  Post  Roads. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Department  of  Massachusetts,  United  Spanish  War  Veterans, 
at  Northampton.  Mass.,  favoring  the  enactment  of  a  com- 
pulsory selective-service  law.  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Theta  Delta  Chi  Fraternity,  Chicago,  HI.,  favoring  immediate 
development  of  the  Nation's  military,  naval,  and  air  forces. 
Including  all  necessary  material,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  petitions  of  sundry  citizens 
of « the  United  States,  praying  that  a  day  be  set  aside  for 
prayer  and  repentance,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  Local  No.  88. 
United  American  Artists  Union,  Congress  of  Industrial  Or- 
ganizations, of  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  favoring  the  adoption 
of  an  adequate  national-defense  program,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Youth  Federation  of  California,  San  Francisco.  Calif., 
protesting  against  the  so-called  Smith  Act.  providing  for 


fingerprinting  of  aliens,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

He  also  presented  the  petition  of  members  of  the  Yo-Ma-Co 
Club,  of  San  Diego.  Calif.,  praying  for  the  adoption  of  an 
adequate  national-defense  program,  which  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  HOLT  presented  the  petition  of  Cabin  Creek  Post,  No. 
80.  American  Legion,  of  Cabin  Creek,  W.  Va.,  praying  for  the 
enactment  of  the  bill  (S.  134)  providing  for  continuing  re- 
tirement pay,  under  certain  conditions,  of  officers  and  former 
oflBcers  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  of  the  United 
States,  other  than  officers  of  the  Repular  Army.  Navy,  or 
Marine  Corjjs,  who  Incurred  physical  disability  while  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States  during  the  World  War.  and  for 
other  purposes,  and  remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of 
the  bill  (S.  409)  to  protect  American  labor  and  stimulate  the 
employment  of  American  citizens  on  American  Jobs,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

REPORTS  OF   COMMITTEES 

Mr.  SHEPPARD,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
to  which  were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them 
each  without  amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  6365.  A  bill  to  correct  the  military  record  of  DeRosey 
C.  Cabell.  McFarland  CockriU,  James  N.  Caperton,  Junius  H. 
Houghton.  Otto  F.  Lange.  Paul  B.  Parker.  James  deB.  Wal- 
bach.  and  Victor  W.  B.  Wales  (Rept.  No.  1956) ; 

H.  R.  9024.  A  bill  relating  to  the  status  of  retired  officers 
of  the  Army.  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  amend  section  113  of  the  Criminal 
Code    (Rept.  No.   1957). 

Mr.  CONNALLY,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings 
and  Grounds,  to  which  was  referred  the  joint  resolution 
(H.  J.  Res.  472)  to  prohibit  the  sale  or  disposal  of  the  United 
States  customhouse  for  the  city  of  Detroit,  reported  it  without 
amendment. 

Mr.  BURKE,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which  were 
referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally  without 
amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  719.  A  bill  for  the  rehef  of  Francis  G.  McDougall 
(Rept.  No.  1958); 

H.R.  2278.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Carl  Hurt  (Rept.  No. 
1959) ; 

H.  R.  2490.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fulton  Combs  (Rept. 
No.  1960); 

H.R.  3992.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frank  Spears  (I^pt. 
No.  1961); 

H.R.  5116.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Miralia  and 
Betty  Miralia  (Rept.  No.  1962) ; 

H.  R.  5254.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  captain  and  crew  of 
the  fishing  boat  Unione  No.  1  (Rept.  No.  1963) ; 

H.  R.  5309.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Robert  L.  Taylor  (Rept. 
No.  1964); 

H.  R.  5562.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  E.  Malle  (Rept. 
No.  1965) ; 

H.R. 6740.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  J.  L. 
Fretwell  (Rept.  No.  1966); 

H.  R.  7416.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  R.  King  (Rept. 
No.  1967) ; 

H.  R.  7668.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Buxton  Hospital 
(Rept.  No.  1968); 

H.  R.  7679.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  E.  Dambach  (Rept. 
No.  1969) ; 

H.  R.  7851.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  officers 
of  the  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treastur  Department  (Rept. 
No.  1970) ; 

H.  R.  7957.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Willie  Perry  (Rept.  No. 
1971) ; 

H.  R.  8028.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Zoe  Hoyt  Wagner  and 
lo  F.  Hoyt  (Rept.  No.  1972) ; 

H.  R.  8091.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  May  C.  Taylor  (Rept. 
No.  1973) ; 

H.  R.  8217.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  R.  Fox  (Rept. 
No.  1974) ; 

H.  R.  8246.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  Caietti.  a  minor 
(Rept.  No.  1975) ; 


H.R. 8318.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Charles  H.  Amos 
Handle  Co.  <Rept.  No.  1976) : 

H.  R.  8459.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Edna  S.  Gardiner  (Rept. 
No.  1977) : 

H.  R.  8504.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade  (Rept. 
No.  1978) ; 

H.R. 8666.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  claimants  on 
account  of  loss  by  fire  for  which  the  United  States  was 
adjudged  liable  (Rept.  No.  1979) ; 

H.  R.  8946.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rufus  K.  Sanderlln 
(Rept.  No.  1980) ; 

H.R.  9130.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fred  Shelton  (Rept. 
No.  1981); 

H.R. 9520.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Edward  F.  Higgins, 
postmaster.  Great  Neck.  N.  Y.  (Rept.  No.  1982) ;  and 

H.  R.  10034.  A  bill  for  the  rehef  of  certain  disbursing 
officers  of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  Army  (Rept.  No.  1983). 

ENROLLED  BILLS  PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  presented  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  the  following  enrolled  bills: 
On  July  11,  1940: 

S.  29.  An  act  to  authorize  the  use  of  certain  facilities  of 
national  parks  and  national  monuments  for  elementary- 
school  purposes; 

S.  458.  An  act  extending  the  benefits  of  the  Emergency 
Officers'  Retirement  Act  of  May  24,  1928.  to  provisional,  pro- 
bationary, or  temporary  officers  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  who  served  during  the  World  War; 

S.  2018.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Nile  Shaw  and  Edgar  C. 
Bardin;  and 

S.  3131.  An  act  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  United  States 
Employees'  Compensation  Act  to  members  of  the  Officers' 
Reserve  Corps  and  of  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the 
Army  who  were  physically  injured  in  line  of  duty  while  per- 
forming active  duty  or  engaged  in  authorized  training  be- 
tween dates  of  February  28.  1925.  and  July  15,  1939.  both 
inclusive,  and  for  other  purposes. 
On  July  13,  1940: 

S.  3046.  An  act  to  extend  to  certain  officers  and  employees 
in  the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  £w;tivities,"  approved  August  2,  1939; 

S.  3097.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherine  M.  Drier;  and 

S.  4119.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  certain  land 
in  the  De  Soto  National  Forest  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for 
use  for  military  purposes. 

BILL  INTRODUCED 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  introduced  a  bill  (S.  4203)  to  provide  for 
the  employment  on  active  duty  of  retired  personnel  of  the 
Regular  Army,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was  read  twice 
by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

INCREASE  OF  CAPITAL  AND  LENDING  POWER  OF  EXPORT-IMPORT  BANK 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York  IMr.  Wagner]  I  introduce  a  bill  to  Increase  the 
lending  authority  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington 
and  ask  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency.  I  also  ask  that  a  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Wagner  1  may  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will  be  received  and  re- 
ferred as  requested,  and  the  statement  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  bill  (S.  4204)  to  provide  for  increasing  the  lending 
authority  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

The  statement  presented  by  Mr.  Glass  (for  Mr.  Wagner) 
is  as  follows: 

STATEMKNT    OF    KOBEET    F.    WAONm,    CRAIKMAN    OF    THI    COMMITTEE    OW 
BANKING   AND   CTTRRENCT   OF  THE   SENATE 

Developments  in  Europe  have  made  u»  more  aware  than  ever  of 
the  necessity  of  strengthening  our  ties  with  the  countries  of  the 
V^Testem  Hemisphere  in  meeting  the  common  problems  of  economics 
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and  defense.  Accordingly.  I  am  today  Introducing  a  bin  wWch  wlU 
lift  restrictions  of  existing  law  on  loans  to  or  transactions  wltn 
foreign  countries  insofar  as  they  affect  the  dealing  of  the  bank 
with  the  countries  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  and  permit  the 
Export-Import  Bank  to  make  loans  to  assist  In  developing  the  re- 
sources. In  stabtlJzing  the  economies,  and  In  furthering  the  orderly 
marketing  of  the  products  of  such  countries. 

These  additional  powers  are  to  be  exercised  only  upon  the  request 
of  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator  with  the  approval  of  the  Presi- 
dent and  subject  to  such  conditions  and  llmitationB  as  they  may 
Impose  The  bill  also  increases  from  »200.000.000  to  $700,000,000  the 
amount  of  loans  which  the  bank  may  have  outstanding  at  any  one 
time  and  authorizes  the  B.  P.  C.  to  provide  the  bank  with  funds 
not  to  exceed  $500,000  000. 

FWAWCIAL     STATEMENTS    AND     OTHER     INFORMATION     CONCERNING 
CERTAIN  GOVERNMENT  AGENCIES 

Mr.  BYRD  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res.  292) , 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasxiry  Is  authorized  and 
directed  (1)  to  prepare  and  transmit  to  the  Senate  forthwith  or 
as  soon  as  practicable  a  complete  flnanclal  statement  for  the  flscal 
vear  ended  June  30.  1940,  of  each  of  the  agencies  and  corporations 
enumerated  in  Senate  Resolution  No.  150.  Seventy-sixth  Congress 
nrst  session,  agreed  to  June  27,  1939;  and  (2)  to  seciu-e  and  transmit 
to  the  Senate  Immediately  a  copy  of  the  last  annual  report  of  each 
such  agency  and  corporation,  whether  or  not  such  report,  pursuant 
to  law  Is  requlrwl  to  be  made  to  the  Congress.  The  financial 
statements  of  such  agencies  and  corporations  herein  reqiiired  for 
the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1940.  shall  be  of  the  same  character 
and  shall  Include  similar  Information  for  such  flscal  year  as  the 
financial  statement  of  such  agencies  and  corporations  for  prior  flscal 
years  heretofore  transmitted  to  the  Senate  pursuant  to  such  reso- 
lution and  printed  In  Senate  Document  No.  173.  Seventy-sixth 
Congress,  third  session. 

ORDER    FOR    SECRETARY    TO    RECEIVE    MESSAGES.    PETITIONS.    BILLS. 

AND    REPORTS 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  during  the  adjournment  following  today's  session  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate  may  receive  messages  from  the  Presi- 
dent Of  the  United  States  or  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  appropriate  references;  and  that  petitions,  reports  of  com- 
mittees, and  bills  may  also  be  received  by  the  Secretary  for 
appropriate  reference. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

VOLtrWTARY    ARMY  ENLISTMENTS 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  underlying  the  ques- 
tion of  conscription  or  universal  service  is  the  primary  ques- 
tion of  whether  or  not  enlistments  are  proceeding  on  a  volun- 
tary basis  at  a  satisfactory  pace.  I  have  been  seeking 
information  from  the  War  Department  on  that  subject.  I 
present  a  letter  from  Major  General  Adams,  Adjutant  Gen- 
eral of  the  Army,  smd  ask  that  it  be  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

JXTLT   15,   1940. 

Bbn.  Arthur  H.  Vandenberg, 

United  States  Senate. 

Mt  Dbab  Skmatob  Vakdknbxbg:  Replying  to  jrour  inquiry  of  July 
11,  1940.  and  in  response  to  your  specific  question.  'TXies  the  present 
experience  of  the  War  Department  Justify  the  belief  that  Its  per- 
sonnel requirements  under  the  national-defense  program  as  at 
present  authorized  will  be  provided  by  voluntary  enlistment 
through  regular  existing  channels  and  methods?"  It  la  the  opinion 
o*  the  Army  recruiting  service  that  xmder  present  conditions  the 
additional  enlisted  j)ersonnel  reqtilred  under  the  national-defense 
program  to  raise  the  strength  of  the  Regular  Army  to  375.000  men 
can  be  procured  by  voluntary  enlistment  within  a  period  of  ap- 
proximately 5  months  from  the  time  the  complete  task  Is  assigned 
to  the  recruiting  service  for  execution.  The  CoNoasssioHAL  Rxcord 
of  Jvily  11.  1940.  on  page  14396.  cod  tains  recently  compiled  figures 
fxmiished  by  me. 

The  importance  of  the  time  factor  presents  the  great  problei^ 
0*  the  War  Department  tmder  a  system  of  voluntary  recruiting.  It 
Is  the  desire  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  obtain  men  as  quickly  as 
possible  for  the  organization  of  new  units  and  to  bring  existing 
units  up  to  full  strength. 
Respectfully  yours. 

B.  8.  Adams. 
Major  General, 
The  Adjutant  General. 

ADDRESS  BY  THE  PRESIDENT  TO  DEMOCRATIC  NATIONAL  CONVENTION 

[Mr.  Byrnes  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Rkcord  the  address  to  the  Democratic  National  Conven- 
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Uon  broadcast  by  the  President  from  the  White  House  on 
July  19.  1940.  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  MRS.  ROOSEVELT  TO  DEMOCRATIC  NATIONAL  CONVENTION 

[Mr.  Murray  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  address  delivered  by  Mrs.  Franklin  D.  Roose- 
velt to  the  Democratic  National  Convention  on  July  18,  1940, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

address  by  senator  BARKLEY  AT  DEMOCRATIC  NATIONAL  CONVEN- 
TION 

[Mr.  Hatch  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  address  delivered  by  Senator  Barkley  as 
permanent  chairman  of  the  Etemocratic  National  Convention 
at  Chicago,  ni.,  on  July  16,  1940,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

THE   1940  PLATFORM  OF  DEMOCRATIC  PARTY 

[Mr.  Byrnes  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  platform  adopted  by  the  Democratic  Party  at 
its  national  convention  held  in  Chicago  from  July  15  to 
19. 1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  PRANK  O'CONNOR  AT  CHICAGO  CONVENTION  NOMINATING 
HON.   HENRY   A.  WALLACE  FOR  VICE  PRESIDENCY 

[Mr.  Truman  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  at  the  Democratic  National 
Convention  at  Chicago,  111.,  July  18.  1940.  nominating  Hon. 
Henry  A.  Wallace  for  the  Vice  Presidency,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  GLASS  NOMINATING  HON.  JAMES  A.  f  ARLET 
[Mr.  McKellar  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  the  address  delivered  at  the  Democratic  Na- 
tional Convention  in  Chicago  by  Senator  Glass  placing  in 
nomination  for  the  Presidency  Hon.  James  A.  Parley,  of  New 
York,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  HON.  JAMES  A.  FARLEY  AT  SECOND  SESSION,  DEMOCRATIC 

NATIONAL  CONVENTION 

[Mr.  McKellar  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  address  delivered  by  Hon.  James  A.  Parley  at 
the  second  session  of  the  Dwnocratic  National  Convention, 
Chicago.  111.,  on  July  15. 1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

PRECONVENTION  radio   address   by  HON.   JAMES  A.   FARLEY 

[Mr.  .McKellar  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  preconvention  radio  address  delivered  from 
Chicago,  111.,  on  the  evening  of  July  14.  1940.  by  Hon.  James 
A.  Parley,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

HON.  JAMES  A.  FARLEY 

[Mr.  McKellar  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Democratic  Na- 
tional Convention  on  July  16  thanking  Chairman  James 
A.  Farley  for  his  services,  a  motion  made  by  Mr.  Parley 
on  July  17  to  make  unanimous  the  nomination  of  President 
Roosevelt,  and  a  statement  by  Mr.  Parley  issued  on  July  19. 
which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS   BY   SENATOR   CAPPER    ON   THE   POLITICAL    STTUATION   AND 

WORLD  PROBLEMS 

[Mr.  Capper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  July  19.  1940, 
on  the  political  situation  and  world  problems,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

location  of  national-defense  industries 

[Mr.  Capper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  letter  from  Hon.  Payne  Ratner,  Governor  of 
Kansas,  to  the  President,  relative  to  the  location  of  national- 
defense  Industries,  and  also  a  letter  addressed  by  him  to 
Mr.  Knudsen,  of  the  Advisory  Commission  to  the  Council  of 
National  Defense,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

address   by  senator  JOHNSON  OF  COLORADO  ON  PROPOSED  PEACE 

PLANK 

[Bdr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  him  at  Chi- 
cago, HI..  July  14,  1940.  entitled  "A  Plea  for  a  Peace  Plank," 
which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 


coNSTrnmoN  of  inter -American  bar  association 

[Mr.  Sheppard  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  constitution  of  the  Inter-American  Bar  As- 
sociation and  other  matter  relative  thereto,  which  appear  in 
the  Appendix.] 

"is   there    a   spy   menace?" — article    by    J.    EDGAR    HOOVER 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  by  J.  Edgar  Hoover  entitled  "Is  TTiere 
a  Spy  Menace?"  published  in  This  Week  magazine  of  July 
14,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

article  by  FREDERIC  WILLIAM  VTILK  ON  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Schwellenbach  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  article  by  Frederic  William  Wile  on 
the  subject  of  national  defense,  published  in  the  Washington 
Evening  Star  of  July  17,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

PROPOSED  DEPORTATION  OF  HARRY  R.  BRIDGES 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President.  I  have  received  many  let- 
ters regarding  House  bill  9766,  to  deport  one  Harry  Renton 
Bridges,  complaining  that  the  Senate  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  has  not  favorably  reported  that  bill  to  the  Senate. 
The  bill  to  deport  Bridges  was  not  referred  to  the  Senate 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  but  to  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Immigration.  Had  the  bill  been  referred  to  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  it  would  have  been  reported  favorably. 

An  enemy  within  the  gates  and  hammering  on  the  gates 
from  within  may  be,  if  not  more  dangerous,  equally  as  danger- 
ous as  an  enemy  outside  the  gates  hammering  from  without. 
The  recent  melancholy  and  bloody  history  of  Norway,  Belgium, 
Holland,  and  France  is  evidence  too  convincing  as  to  the 
danger  of  an  enemy  hammering  upon  the  gates  from  within. 
All  too  long  has  the  hospitality  of  the  United  States  been 
violated  by  this  man  Bridges,  who  is  an  alien  and  therefore 
is  a  guest  of  the  United  States.  All  too  long  have  the  Ameri- 
can people  been  tortured  by  that  evil,  unhappy  man.  I  hope 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Immigration  will,  at  an  early  date, 
report  the  bill  proposing  his  deportation. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I  was  very  happy,  indeed, 
to  hear  my  distinguished  colleague  from  Arizona  make  men- 
tion of  the  Bridges  case.  As  we  all  know,  a  bill  designed  for 
the  deportation  of  Bridges  was  introduced  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  was  passed  by  that  body.  It  came  over 
to  the  Senate  several  weeks  ago  and  wsw  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration.  At  that  time  the  chairman  of 
that  committee  of  the  Senate  designated  a  subcommittee  of 
three  Senators  to  consider  the  bill.  I  understand  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  is  a  member  of  that  subcommit- 
tee. Several  days  ago  when  the  Senator  from  Arizona  was 
interesting  himself  in  the  subject  upon  which  he  spoke  a 
moment  ago,  the  Bridges  case,  I  made  inquiry  of  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  who  was  then  in  the  Chamber,  as  to  what  dis- 
position, if  any,  had  been  made  of  the  bill.  I  was  informed 
then,  according  to  my  recollection,  that  up  to  that  time  the 
committee  had  not  held  a  meeting,  but  that  they  proposed 
to  meet  within  a  week.  I  sincerely  trust  that  the  Senator 
from  Utah  and  the  other  members  of  the  committee  desig- 
nated to  serve  with  him  as  a  subcommittee  will  give  immedi- 
ate attention  to  the  subject,  in  which  particularly  the  mem- 
bers of  the  American  Legion  have  been  primarily  Interested 
since  the  bill  was  first  introduced.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in 
fairness  to  the  American  Legion,  and  to  give  praise  where 
praise  is  deserved,  I  may  say  that  the  probabilities  are  that 
had  it  not  been  for  the  activities  and  interest  evidenced  by 
virtually  every  American  Legion  post  throughout  the  coimtry, 
the  bill  never  would  have  been  introduced,  and.  doubtless,  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  very  fine,  thorough,  and  patriotic 
American  activities  of  the  Legion,  the  bill  never  would  have 
been  passed  by  the  other  House.  Now  that  progress  has  been 
made  to  the  extent  of  having  brought  about  the  passage  by 
the  other  House  of  the  bill,  and  since  it  is  pending  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  I  believe  that  the  American 
people  are  looking  to  this  body  certainly  to  give  the  bill  con- 


sideration. I  hope  that  they  wUl  do  so  without  delay.  It 
appears  that  we  are  going  to  be  here  for  many  months  to 
come,  and  that  Is  well,  because  the  American  people  are  inter- 
ested to  have  us  stay  here  and  look  £if  ter  their  business. 

As  soon  as  I  am  able  to  ascertain  when  the  committee 
will  meet  I  shall  be  very  happy  Indeed  to  advise  other 
Members  of  this  body  and  those  who  are  not  Members  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  as  to  Its  meeting,  because, 
according  to  the  letters  I  have  received  In  the  form  of 
inquiries,  many  persons  are  desirous  of  appearing  before  the 
committee.  We  have  too  long  coddled  Communists  and 
Nazis  and  Fascists  and  alien  criminals  and  those  who  are 
enemies  of  the  American  Government.  The  people  are  be- 
coming tired  of  such  coddling  and  want  action.  I  believe 
they  are  desirous  of  action  in  this  particular  Instance.  The 
people  of  America  want  to  know  whether  or  not  we  are  to 
get  rid  of  this  man  Bridges,  who  certainly  is  not  friendly  to 
our  form  of  government  and  who  has  evidenced  that  fact 
In  San  Francisco  on  Innumerable  occasions.  Once  upon  a 
time,  not  so  many  years  ago,  his  activities  cost  the  taxpayers 
of  America  a  great  deal  of  money,  and  particularly  they  cost 
money  to  the  investors  of  America  who  were  interested  in 
shipping;  and  they  were  not  all  millionaires.  I  surmise,  as 
in  the  case  of  all  other  corporations  of  that  nature,  that 
many  widows  and  orphans  had  their  funds  invested  in 
shipping.  His  activities  in  holding  up  the  American  mall, 
virtually  lowering  the  American  flag  on  the  coast,  consti- 
tuted an  outrage;  and  yet  the  American  people  have  not 
as  yet  been  aroused  to  his  activities  and  the  harm  he  has  done 
to  this  country. 

A  few  moments  ago  I  met  in  the  hall  my  colleague  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  and  my  colleague  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Townsend].    They  asked  me  if  I  was  going  to  talk  today. 

I  said.  "Yes."  "What  are  you  going  to  talk  about?"  I  said. 
"I  am  going  to  talk  about  communism,  the  Nazis  who  are 
overrunning  the  country,  and  un-American  activities."  They 
said,  "The  same  thing?"  I  said,  "Yes;  the  same  thing."  I 
said,  "Spealidng  of  the  same  thing,  you  will  recall  that  al- 
most every  day  for  5  long  years  I  have  spoken  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  urging  the  Congress  for  God's  sake  to  pass  a  law 
providing  for  the  mandatory  registration  and  fingerprinting 
of  aliens.  For  5  long  years  I  have  talked  about  that;  and. 
thank  Heaven,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  has  finally 
passed  a  law,  for  the  protection  of  the  American  people, 
making  It  mandatory  upon  aliens  In  this  country  to  register 
and  be  fingerprinted  in  order  that  we  might  know  how  many 
there  are  here,  where  they  are,  what  they  are  doing,  what 
they  have  been  doing,  where  they  came  from,  how  long  they  . 
have  been  here,  and  so  forth." 

So  I  am  going  to  talk  today  about  Communists.  I  am  ' 
going  to  talk  about  the  activities  of  the  Nazi  bund.  I  am 
going  to  talk  about  the  Fascist  organizations  which  we  be- 
lieve to  be  un-American.  I  want  to  say  to  my  colleagues 
that  if  I  get  a  chance  I  propose  to  talk  about  that  subject 
every  day  for  the  next  5  years,  or  until  such  time  as  we  can 
outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  the  bund,  and  all  similar 
organizations.  I  shall  not  apologize  to  my  colleagues  for 
doing  so. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  will  not  be  necessary,  because  I 
recognize  that  the  able  Senator  from  Arizona,  who  now  wishes 
to  interrupt  me.  Is  equally  interested  In  the  subject.  I  am 
delighted  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  when  I  rose  It  was  not  to 
make  explanation  concerning  myself.  My  philosophy  of  pub- 
lic life  has  been  not  to  explain,  because  when  you  once  under- 
take to  explain  you  will  tomorrow  he  explaining  your  expla- 
nation; but  I  believed  it  was  due  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  of  which  I  happen  to  be  chairman — and  I  am  proud 
to  have  that  honor — I  believed  it  was  an  act  of  courtesy  due 
to  the  members  of  the  committee  as  well  as  due  to  the  Senate, 
to  say  that  the  bill  proposing  to  deport  this  evil  and  unhappy 
man  Bridges,  who  has  tortured  the  American  people  far  too 
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long,  was  not  sent  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  but  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  ImmlgraUon  I  am  not  to  be 
understood  as  crltJcizlng  the  Committee  on  ImmlgraUon.  be- 
cause I  have  no  doubt  they  will  give  the  bill  careful  consid- 
eraUon.  and  make  a  report  at  an  early  date;  but  I  say  again 
that  the  melancholy  and  bloody  recent  history  of  Norway  and 
Holland  and  Belgium,  and  particularly  Prance,  demonstrates 
to  any  man  who  thinks  into  things  histead  of  around  things 
that  an  enemy  hammering  on  the  gates  from  within  is  even 
more  dangerous  than  the  enemy  hammering  from  without. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  thank  the  Senator  immensely  for  that 
contrlbuUon.  In  response  thereto,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  am 
100  percent  in  accord  with  every  single  word  that  fell  from 
his  lips.  I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  to  congratulate  the 
Senator  from  Arizona,  as  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  because  it  was  his 
committee  which  gave  immediate  consideration  to  the  bill 
which  the  House  sent  to  the  Senate  relaUve  to  the  manda- 
tory registration  and  nngerprinting  of  aliens.  When  it 
reached  the  committee  presided  over  by  the  able  Senator  from 
Arizona  It  was  given  immediate  attention.  I  think  the  Amer- 
tcan  people  are  Indebted  to  our  distinguished  friend  for  the 
fine  service  he  has  rendered  to  them  in  immediately  passing 
upon  favorably  and  reporting  to  this  body  that  bill,  which  was 
forthwith  passed  without  hesitation  or  delay. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  delighted  to  yield  to  my  dlstin- 
fuished  colleague  from  the  State  of  Washington. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  It  is  not  necessary  for  any  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  to  make  any  excuse  or  defense  upon  behalf  ol 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Georgia  IMr.  Russell],  who  is  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Immigration;  but,  for  fear  that 
there  might  be  some  who  would  consider  that  what  has  been 
said  could  be  construed  as  a  ciiticism  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Immigration.  I  should  like  briefly  to  state  the 
situation. 

When  the  bill  came  over  from  the  House  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  immediately,  as  is  the  custom  of  committees  of  this 
body,  referred  it  to  the  department  involved,  the  Department 
of  Justice.  Within  1  flay  after  the  report  came  back  from 
the  Department  the  Senator  from  Georgia  called  a  meeting 
of  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  and  a  subcommittee  was 
appointed  to  consider  the  bill.  That  happened  just  3  days 
before  the  Republican  Convention  met.  There  have  been  a 
number  of  efforts  upon  the  part  of  the  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee, the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  KiNCl,  to  arrange  for 
a  meeting  of  the  subcommittee;  but  since  that  time  events 
have  occurred  which  have  made  it  impossible  for  the  sub- 
committee to  meet. 

I  wish  to  assure  the  Senator  from  Arizona  and  the  Senate 
that  there  is  no  desire  upon  the  part  of  anybody  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  to  delay  the  bill,  and  particularly  to 
give  assurance  that  the  chairman  cf  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration has  acted  with  all  possible  expedition  with  respect  to 
the  bUl. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  after  that  explanation  I 
desire  to  say  that  I  am  happy  to  have  had  the  opportiuiity  of 
yielding  to  my  distinguished  colleague.  I  assure  him  that 
there  was  no  reflection  upon  the  part  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  or  myself  relative  to  the  chairman  of  the  Immigra- 
tion Committee,  because  we  happen  to  know  personally  as  well 
as  generally  that  no  committee  of  this  body  has  a  more  able 
chairman  than  the  junior  Senator  from  the  State  of  Georgia 
IMr.  Russell].  I  know,  just  as  the  Senator  from  Washington 
has  stated,  that  the  day  following  the  arrival  of  the  bill  here 
it  was  dispatched  to  the  proper  official  of  the  Government  for 
comment,  according  to  my  recollection,  and  that  Immediately 
after  the  return  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  he  designated  a 
subcommittee  to  consider  the  bill,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
King]  being  the  chairman  thereof.  There  was  not  the  slight- 
est idea  of  casting  any  reflection  upon  the  Senator  from 
Georgia.  We  know  that  he  is  a  fine  chairman,  and  I  think  we 
know  how  he  stands  on  this  subject.  All  congratulaUons  to 
him  for  the  fine  work  he  has  done.  In  pursuance  of  that 
thought  I  may  add,  in  fairness  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
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that  I  have  introduced  in  this  body  a  number  of  bills  which 
have  been  referred  to  his  committee,  and  I  have  always 
received  prompt  action  in  the  committee  so  far  as  those  bills 
are  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
there  be  published  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  an  article 
by  the  pen  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover.  Director  of  the  Bureau 
Of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  entitled  "Is 
There  a  Spy  Menace?"  Mr.  Hoover  says  "Yes.**  This  Is  a 
brief  article.  I  happened  to  observe  it  recently  in  the  maga- 
zine section  of  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  entitled  "This 
Week."  I  thought  the  readers  of  the  Cowgressional  Record 
would  find  Interest  in  the  article,  because  we  hear  so  much 
about  the  "fifth  colimin,"  and  alien  enemies,  and  spies,  and 
saboteurs,  and  so  forth.  I  Introduce  it  at  this  Juncture  of 
my  remarks,  because  I  expect  to  speak  briefly  pertaining 
to  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  OTylAHONXY  in  the  chair). 
Without  objection,  the  article  will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

(The  article  appears  in  the  Appendix.) 

Blr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  I  am  brought  now  to  the 
activities  of  the  Klwanls  Club  of  Graham.  N.  C. 

When  I  returned  to  Washington  from  Chicago  I  found  on 
my  desk  printed  resolutions.  I  desire  to  read  those  resolu- 
tions. They  were  adopted  by  the  Graham  tN.  C.)  Klwanls 
Club.    They  are  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  United  States  of  America.  reaU^ng  that  the  present 
war  is  becoming  a  world-wide  conflict  Involving  the  Western  Hcml. 
sphere  without  Its  con&ent,  has  renounced  her  policy  ot  neutrality 
In  favor  of  a  policy  of  nonbelligerency,  as  compatible  with  condl< 
tlons  as  they  exist;  and 

Whereas  our  defense  at  this  time  conalsts  In  sending  all  possible 
aid  to  the  Allies,  consisting  of  all  types  of  materials  of  war.  and 
sustenance;  and 

Whereas  this  makes  It  apparent  that  at  this  time  America's 
first  line  of  defense  Is  the  army  of  men  and  women  who  constl- 
tute  our  Industrial  organizations — 

The  next  word  is  "Therefore,"  but  before  proceeding  with 
the  remainder  of  the  resolution  I  wish  to  digress  to  insist 
again,  in  reference  to  national  defense,  that  those  In  authnr- 
Ity.  and  particularly  those  connected  with  the  State  Depart- 

:  ment,  give  immediate  attention  to  two  resolutions  I  offered 
In  this  body  many  months  ago  pertaining  to  a  subject  about 
which  I  have  spoken  many  times,  which  subject  I  first  ap- 
proached several  years  ago,  to  wit.  the  acquisition  of  islands 

I  In  the  Caribbean  and  in  the  north  Atlantic  and  In  the  Tar 
North,  approaching  the  Arctic,  which  are  possessed  by  Great 
Britain  and  France. 

Months  ago.  as  many  of  my  colleagues  know,  I  submitted 
resolutions  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
enter  Into  negotiations  with  the  heads  of  the  Governments 
of  Great  Britain  and  Prance  to  endeavor  to  acquire  the  island 
possessions  In  the  Western  Hemisphere  belonging  to  those 
countries.  Those  resolutions  were  forthwith  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  the  very  able  chairman 
Of  that  committee  sent  the  resolutions  to  the  State  Depart- 
ment for  comment,  and,  according  to  information  which  I 
have  but  recently  received,  the  State  Department  has  never 
responded  to  the  suggestions  set  out  In  the  aforementioned 
resolutions. 

Mr.  President.  I  approach  this  subject  from  a  national- 
defense  standpoint  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  resolution  to 
which  I  refer  as  having  been  adopted  by  the  Kiwanis  Club 
of  Graham.  N.  C,  mentions  our  first  line  of  defense  In  con- 
nection with  our  industrial  organizations,  insofar  as  labor  is 
concerned. 

I  say  that  we  should  provide  for  ourselves  a  physical  first 
line  of  defense.  At  this  session  we  have  appropriated,  ac- 
cording to  the  tabulation  made  a  few  dajrs  ago  by  my  l)eloved 
friend  the  able  senior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George  1, 
about  $17,000,000,000  as  a  total  for  national  defense. 

With  the  expenditure  of  that  vast  amoxmt  of  money  we 
can  acquire  for  ourselves  a  real  physical  national  defense,  in 
the  form  of  outposts,  without  it  costing  us  anjrthing,  if  we 
will  act.  Some  may  inquire  how?  By  negotiating  with  the 
Governments  of  France  and  Great  Britain  to  let  us  obtain 


their  Island  possessions  In  the  Western  Hemisjrfiere,  with  the 
imderstanding  that  the  amounts  agreed  upon,  whatever  they 
might  be,  shall  be  struck  off  from  the  several  billion  dollars 
those  governments  have  owed  us  for  a  number  of  years  past. 

I  know,  of  course,  that  we  of  America  are  in  sympathy  with 
the  last  democracy  remaining  upon  the  face  of  the  earth 
outside  the  Western  Hemisphere,  that  we  are  grieved  over  the 
falling  of  France  as  a  result  of  the  advance  of  the  totalitarian 
countries.  But  the  time  has  arrived  when  we  must  consider 
primarily  and  profoundly  and  seriously  the  Interests  of  our 
own  Government  at  home,  which  soon  will  unquestionably  be 
in  peril  as  a  result,  first,  of  the  enemy  from  within;  secondly, 
from  a  war  of  commerce  In  the  Western  Hemisphere;  and. 
thirdly  and  lastly,  from  the  enemy  without. 

France  owes  us  about  $4,000,000,000;  Great  Britain  owes 
us  about  $5,000,000,000.  I  cannot  recall  the  exact  figures,  but 
they  total  into  the  billions.  Now,  while  we  are  making  ex- 
penditure of  $17,000,000,000  of  the  taxpayers'  money,  while  we 
are  considering  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  to  conscript  mil- 
lions of  young  men  In  this  country  for  the  purpose  of  handling 
the  arms  we  are  to  provide,  we  should  consider  the  weldmg 
of  a  steel  band  of  defense  around  the  United  States  extend- 
ing from  the  coast  of  South  America,  from  Port-of -Spain, 
the  capital  of  Trinidad,  northward  through  the  Caribbean 
to  Bermuda,  and  from  there  northward,  approaching  the 
Arctic,  to  St.  Pierre  and  Miquelon.  Then  we  should  go  west- 
ward to  Alaska  and  should  fortify  the  Alaskan  coast,  which 
is  now  being  given  consideration,  and  concerning  which  ap- 
propriations have  t)een  made.  Then  we  should  proceed  south- 
ward through  the  Pacific  to  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  down  by 
Costa  Rica,  the  Panama  Canal,  and  as  far  south  as  the  Islands, 
just  south  of  the  Equator,  which  belong  to  the  Republic  of 
Ecuador. 

If  we  do  that.  In  the  acquisition  of  those  Island  possessions 
we  will  have  done  as  much  without  cost  toward  the  protection 
of  the  United  States  and  the  protection  of  the  Panama  Canal, 
as  we  will  have  done  virtually  in  making  expenditure  of 
$17,000,000,000. 

Trinidad  lielongs  to  Great  Britain.  Proceeding  to  the 
Windward  and  the  Leeward  Islands,  and  we  find  a  number 
of  islands  which  belong  to  Great  Britain  and  Prance.  Pro- 
ceeding northward  and  we  find  Biminl,  only  50  miles  off  the 
coast  of  Florida;  we  find  Nassau,  only  150  miles  off  the  coast 
of  Florida;  we  find,  further  north,  Bermuda,  500  miles  off  the 
coast  of  North  Carolina;  and  It  will  be  remembered  that  we 
have  no  outposts  in  the  North  Atlantic. 

Proceeding  northward  toward  the  Arctic,  we  come  to  the 
islands  of  St.  Pierre  and  Miquelon,  which  belong  to  the 
French.  If  we  are  to  undertake  the  protection  of  Canada,  as 
well  as  Central  and  South  America,  unquestionably,  eventu- 
ally we  will  want  to  make  arrangements  by  which  we  can 
establish  outposts  In  Newfoundland,  because,  as  we  know.  In 
Newfoundland  has  been  constructed  one  of  the  finest  airports 
In  the  world  for  the  use  of  planes  which  hop  the  Atlantic  by 
way  of  the  northern  circle. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Speaking  of  crossing  the  Atlantic  from 
Newfoundland,  it  was  my  pleasure  recently  to  accompany  a 
delegation  from  Botwood  to  Ireland  and  then  to  Southampton 
and  London.  We  learned  much  of  the  value  of  air  bases 
along  the  Atlantic  coast. 

Mr.  REYNOLr>S.    Did  the  Senator  fly  the  northern  route? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  We  fiew  the  northern  route.  Of  course, 
these  bases  are  tremendously  Important. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  My  recollection  is  that  Signer  Balbo, 
the  real  ace  filer  of  the  Italian  air  force,  who  recently  lost 
his  life  in  North  Africa,  when  flying  the  North  Atlantic  with 
a  squadron  of  planes  proceeded  to  Alaska  by  way  of  Labrador 
and  other  points.  As  I  was  about  to  say,  perhaps  at  some  time 
we  shall  enter  into  negotiations  with  Canada  for  the  establish- 
ment of  some  bases  in  that  northern  country.  Of  course,  we 
could  fiy  directly  across  the  North  American  Continent  and 
no  doubt  establish  a  base  at  Point  Barrow,  which  is  the 
northernmost  point  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.    Then  we 


would  come  to  the  little  Diomede  Island  and  the  Big  Diomede 
Island.  I  may  state  at  this  jxjint  that  Information  has  reached 
me,  information  which  I  conveyed  to  The  Assistant  Secretary 
of  War,  Col.  Louis  Johnson,  that  the  Russians  are  now  forti- 
fying the  Big  Diomede  Island,  which  they  own.  We  own  the 
Little  Diomede,  and  they  are  separated  only  by  a  mile  of 
ocean.  In  addition  to  that,  I  have  other  Information  to  the 
effect  that  the  Russians  are  fortifying  their  coast  more 
strongly  than  ever  before,  and  that  is  not  far  from  the 
American  coast. 

Before  I  leave  a  discussion  of  the  Arctic  let  me  point  out 
another  matter,  which  I  hope  will  be  remembered,  and  I  hope 
that  these  words  will  reach  the  State  Department.  Two 
years  ago  I  submitted  a  resolution  in  the  Senate  authorizing 
the  State  Department  to  ascertain  the  legal  status  of  the 
possession  of  an  island  called  Wrangell  Island.  This  year  I 
offered  a  similar  resolution.  Wrangell  Island  Is  directly  be- 
tween Point  Barrow  and  the  Siberian  coast.  Wrangell  Island 
is  the  size  of  Jamaica.  Wrangell  Island  within  a  quarter 
of  a  century  will  be  one  of  the  most  important  islands  in  all 
the  world,  because  the  time  may  come  when  we  shall  experi- 
ence difHculty  with  the  Soviet  Union;  the  time  will  come  when 
we  shall  fly  directly  from  New  York  City  to  the  capital  of  the 
Philippines.  Manila,  and  in  so  doing  we  will  fly  directly  across 
Wrangell  Island;  and  the  only  stop,  no  doubt,  will  be  Wrafigell 
Island,  where  factories  can  be  established  and  where  places  for 
the  taking  off  of  passenger  planes  can  be  provided  without 
any  difficulty  or  expense. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  will  yield  In  a  moment.  My  resolution 
was  forwarded  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr.  PtttmaiiI 
to  the  State  Department,  and  I  am  Informed  that  in  a  year 
no  word  has  come  from  that  Department.  I  am  thor- 
oughly of  the  opinion,  as  are  Innumerable  others,  who  have 
been  in  the  Arctic  and  have  studied  conditions,  that  that 
is  going  to  be  one  of  the  most  important  of  points  if  we 
should  become  Involved  in  war  with  the  Soviet  Union.  But 
if  we  should  never  become  so  Involved,  it  would  certainly 
be  an  important  pwint  from  the  standpoint  of  modern  air 
transportation. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  able  Senator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  wonder  if  the  distinguished  Senator, 
who  has  given  so  much  time  and  research  to  this  subject  of 
land  bases,  airplane  bases,  and  sea  bases,  for  which  he  should 
be  highly  commended,  and  I  know  the  public  appreciates  it, 
as  well  as  the  Senate — I  wonder  if  the  Senator  would  agree 
with  me  that  there  should  be  a  great  airplane  base  and  sea- 
plane base  at  Dutch  Harbor  as  well  as  at  Anchorage  and 
Kodiak? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Oh,  certainly. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  We  are  now  building  a  great  airfield  at 
Fairbanks,  inland,  and  we  are  building  at  Nome,  and  one  base 
north  of  Nome.  I  notice  on  the  map,  of  course,  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  base  at  Sitka,  and  one  or  two  others,  and  then 
going  to  Anchorage,  but  I  find  nothing  being  done  at  Dutch 
Harlx)r  or  Unalaska,  which  is  farther  west,  and  there  should 
be  a  strong  i  ase  there. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  For  some  time  we  have  had  a  Coast 
Guard  station  at  Dutch  Harbor  and  at  Unalaska  across  from 
Dutch  Harbor,  and  appropriations  have  been  made  to  the 
extent  of  about  $12,300,000  for  the  establishment  of  a  base 
at  Unalaska.  The  establishment  of  a  base  at  Unalaska  is 
virtually  the  establishment  of  a  base  at  Dutch  Harbor,  be- 
cause they  are  just  across  a  little  body  of  water  from  one 
another.   You  can  see  from  one  to  the  other. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  know,  but  I  wonder  whether  that  appro- 
priation provides  for  improvements  there  for  a  first-class 
air  base  as  well  as  a  sea  base. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Yes,  it  does;  because  that  is  not  going 
to  cost  very  much. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  A  recent  map  published  in  the  press 
gave  the  Anchorage  and  Kodiak  bases  but  did  not  show 
anything  at  Unalaska  nor  did  it  show  anything  at  Dutch 
Harbor. 
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Mr.  RETNOUDS.  Surveys  have  been  made  for  Dutch 
Harbor. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  But  I  am  asking  the  able  Senator,  has 
anything  been  done  about  It  except  surveying? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  My  understanding  is  that  only  surveys 
are  in  contemplation  so  far,  but  they  have  in  mind  at  the 
same  time — and  it  Is  well  that  they  have — the  creation  of 
establishments  of  defense  farther  westward  toward  Russia 
and  Japan;  In  other  words,  the  establishment  of  defense 
bases  along  the  Aleutian  Islands,  which  extend  for  about  1,200 
miles  westward  beyond  Unalaska.  The  Lslaud  that  is  farthest 
west  in  the  Pacific  is  Attu,  and  Attu,  as  I  stated  a  while  ago. 
Is  only  one-half  hour  by  plane  from  Japanese  territory,  and 
Attu  is  only  about  1  hour  and  45  minutes  from  Russian  ter- 
ritory. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  certainly  now,  In  view  of  the 
situation  all  over  the  world,  matters  being  as  chaotic  as  they 
are,  we  should  in  this  great  national -defense  program  provide 
for  the  establishment  of  bases  in  the  section  that  the  Senator 
referred  to. 

Bilr.  LUNDEEN.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  venture 
the  statement  that  these  billions  of  dollars  we  are  appropriat- 
ing now  are  being  put  into  some  weapons,  and  that  is  very 
well,  provided  we  do  not  give  them  away  to  somebody;  pro- 
viding we  keep  them  for  American  defense.  But  weapons 
become  obsolete.  They  disappear.  But  if  we  acquire  these 
bases  that  the  Senator  has  so  ably  described  here,  we  will  have 
them  and  they  will  not  become  obsolete,  and  these  bases, 
whether  naval,  air  bases,  or  land  bases  will  serve  for  Ameri- 
can defense.  If  we  acquire  these  island  bases  on  the  Pacific 
and  the  Atlantic,  both  north  and  south,  they  will  be  used 
In  the  interest  of  hemispherical  defense,  Monroe  Doctrine  de- 
fense, the  American  hemisphere  defense,  as  I  should  like  to 
call  It. 

Mr.  RETifNOLDS.     The  American  defense. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  And  that  is  American  defense.  If  we 
build  these  bases  we  can  show  America  some  actual  results, 
"something  concrete  and  definite,  and  not  a  lot  of  weapons 
which  in  a  short  time  will  become  obsolete.  Even  a  war- 
ship in  a  short  time  becomes  obsolete  and  is  taken  out  of 
service,  and  one  wonders  what  became  of  the  billions  of 
dollars  we  appropriated.  But  if  we  establish  bases  at  these 
points,  and  make  them  permanent,  they  will  stay  there  down 
through  the  centuries  for  our  protection. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  In  other  words,  arms  soon  get  out  of 
date,  they  are  worn  out,  but  these  island  possessions  that  I 
mention  now,  will  form  a  steel  band  of  defense  around  the 
United  States,  and  will  be  there  as  long  as  the  world  re- 
mains. Proceeding  southward  from  Attu,  the  most  western 
Island  of  the.  Aleutian  group,  we  come  to  the  Hawaiian  group. 

At  this  time  I  wish  to  state  again  that  I  think  we  should 
endeavor  to  bring  about  negotiations  between  the  Republic  of 
Mexico  and  the  United  States  for  our  acquisition  of  the 
Mexican  Peninsula,  because  on  that  peninsula,  and  par- 
ticularly toward  the  tail  end  of  it,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  can 
establish  both  seaplane  bases  and  airplane  bases  without  great 
difficulty  or  without  a  great  deal  of  expense. 

Lying  between  the  peninsula  of  Mexico  and  the  main  body 
of  the  Republic  of  Mexico  there  are  deep  waters  capable  of 
concealing  swift  gimboats  and  submarines  and  portions  of 
battle  fleets. 

Farther  southward  we  should  get  Goose  Island,  which  be- 
longs to  Costa  Rica,  and  Cocos  Island,  likewise  one  of  its 
possessions,  and  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago,  farther  south, 
below  the  Equator,  some  of  the  Dry  Tortugas  Islands,  which 
belong  to  Ecuador  now. 

For  several  years  I  have  been  talking  about  the  acqtiisition 
of  the  island  possessions  of  Prance  and  Great  Britain  in  this 
hemisphere.  I  am  sorry  indeed  that  my  suggestions  were  not 
considered  and  passed  upon  and  proceeded  upon,  because  if 
they  had  been  considered,  and  if  actual  progress  had  been 
made  In  carrsring  them  out,  imquestionably  we  could  have 
obtained  the  possessions  of  France  in  the  Western  Hemis- 
phere, to  be  credited  to  their  indebtedness  to  our  country, 
and  had  we  done  that  before  France  fell,  before  she  was 


devoured  by  the  totalitarian  powers,  there  would  not  have 
been  the  embarrassment  that  perhaps  we  should  now  experi- 
ence, regardless  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  And  why?  Be- 
cause Prance  was  then  an  independent  republic.  France 
then  could  have  negotiated  with  us  for  the  transfer  of  these 
islands,  and  no  doubt  would  have  been  glad  to  have  done  so 
If  she  had  been  properly  approached  in  a  friendly  manner. 

Now,  as  the  result  of  our  not  having  taken  that  {iction.  what 
do  we  find?  We  find  that  Prance  owns  Devil's  Islands — I 
say  "islands."  because  there  are  three  main  ones — ur>on 
which  her  prisoners  are  located,  about  5  miles  ofT  French 
Guiana.  The  French  owned — I  put  this  in  the  past  tense, 
because  we  do  not  know  what  is  going  to  happen  to  them 
now  since  France  was  conquered  by  the  totalitarian  powers — 
French  Guiana,  north  of  Brazil,  Martinique,  and  other  islands 
in  the  Carribbean,  and  among  the  Leeward  Islands.  In  addi- 
tion to  that  the  French  owned  St.  Pierre  and  Miquelon. 

All  those  islands,  from  South  America  northward,  are  abso- 
lutely essential  to  us  in  order  to  establish  a  real  permanent 
defense  in  the  Atlantic.  Since  we  did  not  take  advantage 
of  that  opportunity,  no  doubt  we  shall  now  experience  em- 
barrassment and  i>erhaps  trouble  in  trying  to  get  them.  We 
now  know  that  we  need  them  and  we  want  them.  We  know 
that  they  are  not  going  to  be  profitable  from  an  economical 
standpoint.  We  have  studied  the  statistics  with  respect  to 
all  those  islands.  The  Virgin  Islands  have  not  been  profitable 
from  the  economical  standpoint,  nor  has  Puerto  Rico,  but 
we  need  them  for  defense.  The  American  jjeople  are  de- 
manding defense  for  this  country,  and  I  say  we  ought  to  have 
these  other  islands  now  for  that  purpose. 

If  ever,  unfortunately,  we  are  called  upon  to  give  the  blood 
of  American  sons  in  battle  to  defend  the  shores  of  America,  let 
that  blood  be  spilt  in  the  Atlantic  or  in  the  Pacific,  and  let  not 
one  drop  of  it  be  spilt  upon  the  fertile  soil  of  America.  To 
assure  us  of  that  we  must  of  necessity  be  the  possessors  of 
these  islands,  so  that  if  fighting  ever  takes  place  by  the  forces 
of  America,  the  fighting  will  occur  outside  the  continental 
United  States.  Let  us  prepare  for  ourselves  not  alone  an  ade- 
quate national  defense  but  such  a  perfect  national  defense 
that  it  carmot  be  penetrated  by  battleships  or  by  airplanes. 
To  do  that  we  must  have  the  outposts  that  the  Senator  has 
mentioned,  and  that  I  have  described. 

Now  so  much  for  national-defense  outposts. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  able  Senator  jrlcld 
further? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  will  say  that  the  Senator's  able  argu- 
ment would  apply  also  to  the  islands  belonging  to  the  Neth- 
erlands and  those  belonging  to  Denmark  also,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Yes;  certainly. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  do  not  believe  the  Senator  would  advo- 
cate taking  a  defeatist  position,  now  that  events  have  tran- 
spired as  they  have,  but  that  we  should  still  endeavor  to  nego- 
tiate to  get  those  islands,  and  if  we  do  not  succeed,  if  we  run 
Into  difficulties,  we  should  proceed  in  the  Interest  of  national 
defense  and  go  down  there  with  the  armed  forces  of  America 
and  protect  this  country. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  make  the  point  that  we  could  have 
done  it  with  less  difficulty  had  we  acted  sooner,  and.  insofar 
as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  would  never 
permit  the  totalitarian  powers  abroad  to  come  here  and  estab- 
lish bases,  or  claim  possession  of  anything  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere — and  let  that  be  well  understood.  We  could  not, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  permit  such  a  thing  under  the  Monroe 
Doctrine. 

Insofar  as  the  resolution  by  the  Kiwanis  Club  of  Graham. 
N.  C,  is  concerned,  I  left  off  reading  at  the  word  "Therefore." 
I  continue: 

Be  it  resolved.  That  the  Klwanla  Club  of  Oraham,  N.  C,  petition  / 

the  Governor  of  North  Carolina,  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  throxigh  our  Representatives  In  the  National  Congress 

What?— 

to  Insure  the  efficient  working  of  this  vast  army  of  American  laboi 
By  outlawing  ail  antl-Amerlcan  organizations. 
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At  this  Juncture  T  ask  to  have  printed  In  the  Record  a  bill 
which  I  introduced  on  May  28  entitled  "A  bill  to  outlaw  the 
Communist  Party,  the  German-American  Bund,  and  all  or- 
ganizations, groups,  or  individuals  associated  therewith,  who 
seek  to  overthrow  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
force  or  violence  through  the  advocacy  of  criminal  anarchy, 
criminal  communism,  criminal  nazi-ism,  and  criminal  fas- 
cism." Instead  of  reading  the  bill,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  it  be  printed  in  the  Rscors  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (B4r.  Schwelxenbach  In  the 
chair) .    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  bill  (S.  4132)  is  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  Tliat  criminal  anarchy,  criminal  communism, 
criminal  nazl-ism.  or  criminal  fascism  are  doctrines  that  existing 
forms  of  constitutional  government  should  t>e  overthrown  by  force 
or  violence  or  by  any  other  unlawful  means,  or  by  assassination  of 
officials  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  several 
States.  The  advocacy  of  such  doctrines  either  by  word  of  mouth 
or  writing  or  the  promotion  of  such  doctrines  independently  or  In 
collaboration  with  or  tmder  the  gtUdance  of  officials  of  a  foreign 
state  or  an  International  revolutionary  party  or  group  Ls  a  felony. 

Sac.  2.  Any  person  who 

(a)  By  word  of  mouth  or  writing  advocates,  advises,  or  teaches 
the  duty,  necessity,  or  propriety  of  overthrowing  or  overturning 
existing  forms  uf  constitutional  government  by  force  or  violence: 
of  disobeying  or  sabotaging  or  hindering  the  carrying  out  of  the 
laws,  orders,  or  decrees  of  duly  constituted  civil,  naval,  or  military 
authorities:  or  by  the  assassination  of  officials  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  or  of  the  several  States  or  by  any  unlawful 
means  or  under  the  guidance  of  or  in  collaboration  with  officials, 
agents,  or  representatives  of  a  foreign  state  or  an  international 
revolutionary  party  or  group;  or 

(b)  Prints,  publishes,  edits,  issttes.  or  knowingly  circulates,  sells, 
distributes,  or  publicly  displays  any  book,  paper,  document,  or 
written  or  printed  matter  in  any  form,  containing  or  advocating. 

advising  or   teaching  the  doctrine  that  constttnitlonal  government 
should  be  overthrown  by  force,  violence,  or  any  unlawful  means;  or 

(c)  Openly,  willfully,  and  deliberately  urges,  ad\x>cates.  or  Justi- 
fies by  word  of  mouth  or  writing  the  assassination  or  unlawful 
killing  or  assaulting  of  any  official  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  or  of  the  several  States  because  of  his  official  character  or 
any  other  crime,  with  intent  to  teach,  spread,  or  advocate  the 
|»t>priety  of  the  doctrines  of  crlmmal  anarchy,  criminal  commu- 
nism, criminal  nazl-lsm.  or  crlnainal  fascism:  or 

(d)  Organizes  or  helps  to  organize  or  becomes  a  member  of  or 
voluntarily  assembles  with  any  society,  group,  or  assembly  of  per- 
sons formed  to  teach  or  advocate  such  doctrines:  or 

(e)  Becomes  a  member  of.  associated  with,  or  promotes  the  in- 
terest of  any  criminal  anarchistic,  communistic,  nazl-istlc.  or  fas- 
clstlc  organization,  or  helps  to  organize  or  becomes  a  member  of 
or  affiliated  with  any  subsidiary  organization  or  associated  group  of 
persons  who  advocates,  teaches,  or  advises  the  principles  cf  criminal 
anarchy,  criminal  communism,  criminal  nazi-ism,  or  criminal  fas- 
cism; 

Shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and  upon  conviction  thereof  be  sub- 
ject to  Imprisonment  for  not  more  than  10  years  or  a  fine  of  not 
more  than  $10,000.  or  both. 

Sec.  3.  Whenever  two  or  more  persons  assemble  for  the  purpose 
of  promoting,  advocating,  or  teaching  the  doctrines  of  criminal 
ansirchy.  criminal  communism,  criminal  nazl-lsm.  or  criminal  fas- 
cism, as  de&ned  In  section  1  of  this  act,  such  an  assembly  or 
organization  is  unlawful,  and  every  person  voluntarily  participating 
therein  by  his  presence,  aid.  or  instigation  shall  be  guilty  of  a 
felony  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  subject  to  imprison- 
ment for  not  more  than  10  years  or  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000, 
or  both. 

Sec.  4.  No  owner,  agent,  superintendent.  Janitor,  caretaker,  or 
occupant  of  any  place,  building,  or  room  shall  willfully  and  know- 
ingly permit  therein  any  assemblage  of  p>ersons  prohibited  by  sec- 
tion 3  of  this  act.  and  If  such  person  after  notification  that  the 
prenaises  are  so  used  permits  such  use  to  be  continued,  he  shall  be 
guUty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  subject  to 
Imprisonment  for  not  more  than  1  year  or  fine  of  not  more  than 
$1,000.  or  both. 

Sec.  5.  Every  editor  or  publisher  of  a  book,  newspaper,  or  serial, 
and  every  manager  of  a  partnership  or  Incorporated  association  by 
which  a  book,  newspaper,  or  serial  Is  Issued,  is  chargeable  with  the 
publication  of  any  matter  contained  in  such  book,  newspaper,  or 
serial.  But  In  every  prosecution  therefor  the  defendant  may  show 
In  his  defense  that  the  matter  complained  of  was  published  without 
his  knowledge  or  fault  and  against  his  wishes  by  another  who  had 
no  authority  from  blm  to  make  the  publication  and  whose  act  was 
disavowed  by  him  so  soon  as  known. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  able  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  would  Include 
<M^anizations  which  occupy  whole  pages  in  American  news- 
papers advocating  that  we  give  away  our  weapons  to  foreign 
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powers  and  strip  Uncle  Sam  of  his  defenses  in  the  interest 
of  foreign  nations.  I  think  they  are  un-American,  pro- 
European,  and  disloyal. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  thank  the  Senator  very  much.  My 
bill  at  present  Includes  the  Communist  Party,  the  German- 
American  Bund,  and  similar  Feiscist  organizations.  How- 
ever, I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  in  mind  additional 
bills  which  will  cover  other  organizations  In  the  United 
States  which  are  preaching  certain  principles  In  reference  to 
neglecting  the  American  flag  and  the  best  interests  of  the 
United  States. 

Continuing  with  the  resolution  which  I  was  reading: 

By  registering  all  aliens  in  this  country  and  requiring  periodical 
reports  by  aliens  at  local  police  stations. 

By  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  to  Insure  against  the  con- 
tinuous action  of  known  agents,  or  persons,  fomenting  conditions 
calculated  to  hinder  America  in  any  way.  during  this  period  of 
national  emergency:  by  Imprisomnent.  deportation,  or  detainment 
in  State  or  Federal  concentration  camps ;  Be  It  further 

Rcsoived.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  furnished  all  members 
of  the  Graham  Kiwanis  Club  for  enclosure  with  a  personal  letter 
to  their  Senators  and  Congressmen;  that  copies  be  sent  to  all 
civic  clubs  of  the  State  and  to  our  President  of  these  United  States 
of  America. 

Upon  motion  duly  seconded,  adopted  June  17,  1940. 

Graham  Kiwanis  Clcb. 
Dan   M.   Raoeh.   Secretary. 

In  that  connection,  several  days  ago  I  introduced  a  Joint 
resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  275)  to  provide  for  the  national  defense 
by  prohibiting  labor  organizations  from  employing  certain 
persons  as  officers  or  agents.    I  read: 

Whereas  it  is  common  knowledge  that  "fifth  column"  activities 
In  various  European  coimtrles  contributed  largely  to  their  defeat; 
and 

Whereas  such  activities  consisted  in  part  of  sabotage  !n  key  Indus- 
tries and  propaganda  disseminated  among  the  workers  of  such 
Industries:  and 

Whereas  such  activities  are  now  being  carried  on  In  this  country 
and  will  gather  more  momentum  in  the  future,  thus  undermining 
our  national  defense;  and 

Whereas  because  of  their  key  positions  in  our  Industrial  rooblliaa- 

tion  plans,  officers  and  agents  of  labor  organizations  should  all  be 

American  citizens  whose  allegiance  to  their  country  is  unquestioned 

I    and  who  can  be  depended  upon  to  cooperate  with  the  Goveriunent 

I    in  stamping  out  such  treacherous  activities :  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  etc^  That  it  shall  hereafter  be  unlawful  for  any  labor 
1  union  or  other  labor  organization  which  reprefenls.  or  purports  to 
represent,  in  any  manner  the  interests  of  any  persons  employed  by 
I  any  business  enterprise  which  Is  engaged  in  Interstate  or  foreign 
ccmmerce.  or  in  the  production  of  goods  for  such  commerce  or  for 
national-defense  purposes,  to  have  as  an  officer  or  agent  any  person 
who  is  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  who  is  a  Communist. 
Fascist,  or  member  of  any  Nazi  bund  organization,  who  has  t>cen  at 
any  time  within  the  past  2  years  a  member  of  or  affiliated  with  any 
Communist.  Fascist,  or  Nazi  bimd  organization,  who  is  ineligible  to 
hold  public  office,  or  who  has  lost  his  rights  to  United  States  citizen- 
ship by  reason  of  conviction  of  a  felony. 

Sec.  2.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  each  such  labor  union  or  other 
labor  organization  to  use  due  diligence  to  determine  whether  any 
of  its  officers  or  agents  is  a  person  who  is  prohibited  from  being 
such  an  officer  or  agent  tinder  the  provisions  of  section  1  <d  this 
Joint  resolution. 

Sec.  3.  For  the  purposes  of  this  Joint  resolution  the  term  "labor 
union  or  other  labor  organization"  shall  Include  any  group  which  is 
a  part  of  or  affiliated  with  any  labor  union  or  other  labor  organiza- 
tion which  is  national  in  scope  or  whose  Jtirisdiction  extends  to 
more  than  one  State. 

Sbc.  4.  Any  labor  union  or  other  labor  organization  willfully  vio> 
latlng  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  Joint  resolution  shall,  upon 
conviction  thereof,  be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000;  and  each  sudl 
violation  shaU  be  deemed  to  be  a  separate  offense. 

Of  course,  we  know  that  labor  organizations  In  the  United 
States  are  highly  desirous  of  ridding  themselves  of  anyone 
who  may  be  pointed  to  as  being  un-American  or  who  is  engag- 
ing in  subversive  activities;  and  certainly  no  labor  organiza- 
tion in  this  country  wants  as  an  officer,  agent,  or  representa- 
tive an  alien,  or,  for  that  matter,  an  American  citizen  who  has 
been  deprived  of  his  American  citizenship  by  reason  of 
conviction  of  a  felony. 

Relative  to  subversive  activities,  we  now  have  pending  a  bill 
which  is  designated  as  H.  R.  10094,  which  is  being  sp>onsored 
In  this  body  by  the  able  Jimior  Senator  from  Texas  [  Mr.  Cok- 
nally].  It  is  a  bill  to  require  the  registration  of  certain 
organizations  carrying  on  activities  within  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes.    The  enactment  of  such  legislation 
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would  mean  that  the  Communist  Party,  the  German-American 
Bund,  and  similar  organizations,  would  be  required  to  register 
and  to  provide  the  Government  of  the  United  States  with 
Information  p>ertalning  to  their  oflBcers,  their  membership, 
and  the  sources  from  which  they  obtain  money  to  carry  on. 

In  connection  with  House  bill  10094,  I  recall  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  [Mr,  ConnallyJ  was  present  before  the  com- 
mittee when  public  hearings  were  held.  As  I  recall,  Mr.  G. 
Wilhelm  Kunze.  of  178  East  Eighty-fifth  Street.  New  York 
City,  national  commander  of  the  German-American  Bund, 
protested  against  the  enactment  of  such  legislation.  Likewise, 
in  reference  to  my  bill,  which  would  outlaw  the  Communist 
Party  and  the  German-American  Bund,  he  protested  in  the 
form  of  a  telegram,  which  he  sent  to  me  on  July  9,  reading 

as  follows: 

.  i 
We  protest  against  the  adoption  of  blU  S.  4132  on  the  grounds 
thai     It     Is    an     attempt     to     enact     blll-of-attalnder     legislation, 
which  Is  expressly  prohibited  by   the  Constitution.     Refer  to  my 
testli^ony  before  Judiciary  Committee  Monday,  July  8 — 

That  is  the  time  which  I  mentioned  a  moment  ago^ 

clearly  showing  that  above  bUl  Ls  Government  violence  in  the  name 
of  law.  The  German-American  Bund  has  never  been  convicted  of 
any  crime.    This  biU  is  all  vicious  and  un-American. 

He  says  the  bill  is  un-American.  I  say  that  it  is  not.  I  say 
that  it  ought  to  be  enacted  into  law. 

In  passing,  while  speaking  of  Mr.  Kunze.  yesterday  while  in 
my  office  reading  a  number  of  daily  and  weekly  newspapers 
from  North  Carolina,  I  happened  to  glance  at  an  article  from 
the  pen  of  the  publisher  of  the  Wilmington  Post,  a  weekly 
periodical  at  Wilmington,  N.  C.  Under  the  heading  "Heard 
on  the  streets,  by  Col.  Alius  Buttenin,"  which  I  assume  is  one 
of  the  features  of  his  paper,  he  says: 

(Prom  t4e  Wilmington   (N.  C.)   Post  of  July  19.  1940) 

HEAKD    ON    THK    STREETS 

(By  Col.  aScls  Buttenin) 

Last  week  when  I  wrote  about  Mr.  G.  William  Kunze.  German 
bund  leader.  I  was  under  the  impression  that  he  was  either  a 
foreigner  or  a  naturalized  citizen.  Further  Investigation  reveals  the 
fact  that  he  Is  a  native-t)orn  citizen  of  the  United  States.  This 
makes  a  difference.  Therefore  I  apologize  to  every  loyal  citizen  of 
the  United  States.  Had  I  known  that  I  was  writing  about  a  traitor 
Instead  of  about  a  foreign  saboteur.  I  would  have  said  something 
different. 

When  Delilah  betrayed  Sampson,  when  Judas  Iscarlot  betrayed 
Christ,  when  Benedict  Arnold  betrayed  the  Continental  Army,  when 
Quisling  betrayed  Nor*'ay  they  were  but  setting  the  istage  for  Kunze 
to  betray  his  native  land.  Delilah  perished  ignominlously.  Judas 
Iscarlot  hanged  himself.  Benedict  Arnold  was  shot,  and  Quisling  is 
an  outcast.  Kunze  but  follows  in  their  path.  If  he  wins,  he  will  be 
considered  by  these  whom  he  served  as  one  branded  with  dishonor. 
If  he  loses,  he  will  be  shot  as  a  traitor.  His  usefulness,  if  It  ever 
existed,  has  ceased.  He  Is  either  a  fool  or  a  traitor,  or  both.  Win. 
lose,  or  draw,  he  will  go  down  in  history  as  being  the  ignorant  tool 
of  the  greatest  conspirator  of  all  time.  Poor,  Ignorant  fool,  he 
foUow^s  the  le.-»d  of  one  who  has  plainly  stated  that  he  uses  men  as 
his  tools,  and  upon  cessation  of  their  u8?fulncEs  discards  them  as 
one  discards  any  other  useless  object.  He  follows  a  will-o'-the-wisp, 
a  false  light  of  hope,  that  he  may  be  made  into  a  grandee,  a  mar- 
grave, or  some  other  titled  person  who  can  shine  in  the  reflected 
glory  of  the  "imperator  to  be." 

This  country  nurtured  him  and  gave  life  and  liberty  to  those 
whom  he  lovea.  Now  he.  a  traitor,  comes  to  the  forefront  and 
demands  that  liberty,  upon  which  he  fattened  his  slimy  soul, 
guarantee  him  the  right  and  privilege  to  destroy.  He  would  destroy 
the  very  roots  of  that  liberty  under  whose  aegis  his  parents  found 
asylum.  He  would  defame  the  character  of  his  native  land  so  that 
he  may  shine  In  the  glory  of  the  leader.  Just  a  plain,  simple 
renegade,  a  tra'tor  to  humanity,  the  most  accursed  traitor. 

Yet  he  should  teach  us  a  lesson,  a  lesson  of  preparedness  against 
those  within  our  midst,  be  they  natives  or  foreigners,  who  would 
sacrlflce  the  welfare  of  this  Nation  that  they  may  attain  unto  power 
and  riches.  Quisling  betrayed  Norway,  and  Instead  of  winning  the 
confidence  of  his  liege  lord,  he  fouled  his  own  nest  and  became  a 
pariah,  an  outcast  of  society,  distrusted  of  the  one  to  whom  he 
sold  his  soul.  Kunze  would  do  the  sama  to  America,  to  you,  to  me, 
to  all  who  would  stand  In  the  way  of  his  morbid  desires.  Yet  we 
grant  him  the  rights  and  pivlleges  he  tries  so  hard  to  kill,  and  we 
know  that  there  are  many  others  who  have  the  same  wizened, 
stunted,  and  shrunken  mentalities  which  would  lead  them  to  de- 
stroy their  liberties  in  their  greed  for  power. 

We  should  take  Kunze.  and  all  the  others  of  his  Ilk.  study  them, 
and  find  what  it  Is  that  makes  them  traitors  to  h\imanity.  then 
discard  them  as  vtseless  specimens  of  Inhumanity.  Then,  with  this 
knowledge,  proceed  to  clean  house  and  make  this  land  the  bright 
asylum  of  the  oppressed  whicli  It  can  be. 


There  Is  value  In  ever3rthlng.  even  in  Kunze.  if  we  birt  find  the 
111th  in  which  he  lives  and  apply  the  disinfectant  In  proper  quanti- 
ties, so  that  there  can  never  be  a  recurrence  of  these  subversive  acts. 
But  this  value  wUl  be  nil.  It  will  be  worse  than  nothing  If  we 
allow  him  to  continue  his  termltlsh  actions.  If  we  allow  him  and 
his  followers  to  continue  to  bore  from  within,  we  wlU  soon  find 
that  the  dry  rot  of  treachery  has  rotted  our  structure  and  that  we 
are  living  In  a  fool's  paradise.  We  wUl  find  that  our  own  mental 
lethargy  Is  the  nostalgic  poison  that  Is  allowing  these  leeches  to 
suck  our  very  life's  blood.  Unless  we  learn  our  lesson  from  these 
subversive  movements  within  the  body  politic,  we  will  soon  find 
that  their  filth  has  destroyed  our  stamina  and  our  blood  stream  is 
lecherous  with  the  pus  of  their  suppuration. 

If  we  do  not  cure  or  cut  out  this  cancerous  growth.  It  is  but  a 
matter  of  time  until  death  shall  overtake  our  liberties  and  we  will 
be  but  menials  under  the  heel  of  the  oppressor. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  regret  that  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  AsHURST]  is  not  in  the  Chamber  at  this  moment.  I 
understand  that  while  I  was  unavoidably  detained  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona  was  rather  critical  of  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  for  not  reporting  a  bill  to  which  he  referred. 
That  bill  is  the  measure,  which  has  already  passed  the  House, 
providing  for  the  deportation  of  one  Harry  Bridges. 

The  bill  has  been  treated  in  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
just  as  any  other  piece  of  legislation  would  have  been  han- 
dled. It  was  referred  to  the  Dejiartments  for  report  on  the 
day  after  it  was  messaged  to  the  Senate  from  the  House  of 
Representatives.  As  soon  as  repwrts  were  received  from  the 
Departments,  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
was  called,  and  the  bill  was  referred  to  a  subcommittee  con- 
sisting of  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King!,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr,  Austin],  and  the  present 
presiding  officer  of  the  Senate,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  ScHWELLENBACH ] .  I  know  that  the  Senate  has  been 
very  irregular  in  its  meetings  recently  and  that  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  have  been  unable  to  be  constantly  in 
attendance  in  Washington.  However,  I  do  not  undertake  to 
make  any  a{X)logies  for  the  subcommittee  or  for  the  full 
committee,  because  I  do  not  think  any  apologies  are  in  order. 

The  committee  has  proceeded  as  it  proceeds  in  all  other 
legislative  matters.  Two  of  the  three  members  of  the  sub- 
committee are  members  of  the  committee  presided  over  by 
the  Senator  from  Arizona.  If  he  would  have  expedited  the 
bill  at  the  terrific  rate  of  speed  which  he  indicated — as  I 
understand  from  a  verbal  report  of  his  remarks,  which  did 
not  purport  to  he  verbatim — he  might  have  chosen  either  of 
the  two  Senators  who  were  selected  to  handle  the  bill  in 
behalf  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 

The  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  has  always  been 
an  earnest  advocate  of  the  antilsmching  bill.  I  have  always 
'  opposed  that  bill,  but  I  am  also  opposed  to  lynching,  whether 
it  be  legislative  or  otherwise.  The  bill  in  question  will  in  due 
course  be  considered  by  the  committee,  and  if  the  majority 
of  the  committee  sees  fit  the  bill  will  be  favorably  reported 
to  the  Senate.  If  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona 
desires  to  expedite  the  bill  any  more  rapidly  than  it  is  being 
handled,  I  suggest  that  he  see  the  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mittee and  arrange  for  a  hearing  in  that  forum,  which  in  the 
present  situation  is  the  proper  place  to  express  his  views. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  with  regard  to  the  re- 
marks of  my  distinguished  friend  from  Georgia  (Mr.  Rus- 
sell 1.  I  am  absolutely  confident  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
had  not  the  slightest  idea  of  reflecting  ui>on  the  activities 
of  the  Senator.  The  junior  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
ScHWELLENBACH  ] .  who  now  presides,  made  some  remarks  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  complimentary  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Georgia,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion, and  at  that  time  the  Presiding  Officer  will  recall  that 
I  also  made  a  statement  in  regard  to  the  matter.  I  am  sure 
that  the  able  Senator  from  Arizona  meant  no  reflection  what- 
ever upon  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  because  it  was  ex- 
plained by  the  Senator  who  is  now  presiding  and  by  myself 
that  the  very  day  the  bill  came  to  the  Senate  from  the  other 
House  and  was  referred  to  the  committee,  the  chairman  sent 
it  to  the  proper  department  for  a  report,  and  that  as  soon 
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as  it  came  back  a  subcommittee  was  appointed.  The  able 
junior  Senator  from  Georgia,  who  Is  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration,  had  always  given  unusually  prompt 
attention  to  every  matter  coming  before  his  committee. 

I.  too,  am  sorry  that  the  Senator  from  Arizona  is  not 
now  present,  but  I  feel  that  I  can  speak  for  him  after  listen- 
ing to  him  and  knowing,  as  we  all  do.  that  he  would  not,  for 
anything  in  the  world,  let  a  word  drop  from  his  lips  that 
would  reflect  upon  the  junior  Senator  from  Georgia,  for  I 
know  the  esteem  In  which  the  junior  Senator  from  Georgia 
is  held  in  the  estimation  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  President,  getting  back  now  to  the  matter  of  out- 
lawing the  Communist  Party,  yesterday  in  my  office — and 
I  usually  devote  Sundays  to  reading  newspapers  and  getting 
what  I  can  therefrom  in  order,  to  be  perfectly  frank,  that 
I  may  be  able  to  back  up  some  of  my  Ideas — I  happened  to 
pick  up  a  copy  of  the  New  York  Enquirer  of  the  issue  of 
July  8.  1940,  the  editor  and  publisher  of  which  is  my  friend, 
Mr.  William  J.  Griffin.  In  that  issue  there  is  an  editorial 
entitled  "Presidential  campaign  of  Communist  Party  is  a 
challenge  to  Republic."  Having  glanced  over  that  editorial, 
I  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  juncture 
of  my  remarks.    I  shall  read  only  the  last  two  paragraphs: 

Browder's  respect — 

Browder  of  course  is  the  nominee  of  the  Commtmist  Party 
for  President  of  the  United  States. 

Browder's  respect  for  the  highest  judicial  tribunal  in  this  land, 
which  he  now  desires  to  relieve  him  of  the  status  of  a  sentenced 
felon,  was  evinced  on  October  23,  1938,  when  he  affirmed  that  if 
the  Supreme  Court  did  not  cease  endeavoring  to  dictate  economics 
and  social  security  (that  Is.  if  it  did  not  hand  down  Its  decisions 
In  accordance  with  Earl  Browder's  conception  of  its  functions)  the 
number  of  Justices  will  be  Increased  from  9  to  20,  with  11  good 
Farmer -Labor  Justices  on  the  bench." 

The  editorial  continues: 

There  has  Just  been  passed  by  the  House  a  measure  Intended  to 
compel  the  Communist  Party  and  the  Nazi  bund  to  register  with 
the  Department  of  Justice. 

niat  is  the  legislation  that  I  spoke  of  a  moment  ago  as 
being  sponsored  in  this  body  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 

CONNALLY  ] . 

The  editorial  continues: 
Such  legislation  Is  absurd — 

I  do  not  agree  with  Mr.  Griffin  that  it  "is  absurd";  It  Is, 
Indeed,  a  step  forward,  and  it  will  certainly,  by  bringing 
about  registration,  reveal  the  names  of  their  officers  and  also 
the  source  of  their  revenue.  Certainly  the  legislation  is  not 
"absurd."    We  had  to  start  somewhere,  and  it  is  a  start — 

The  "reds"  and  the  "bunders"  must  be  completely  destroyed. 
It  wUl  be  a  national  disgrace  if  the  present  session  of  the  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress  comes  to  a  close  without  both  of  these  anti-Ameri- 
can forces  having  been  annihilated  by  statute. 

I  send  the  editorial  to  the  desk  and  ask  that  it  be  returned 
to  me  from  the  Public  Printer,  as  I  want  it  for  future 
reference. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  In  conformity  with  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  the  editorial  wiU 
be  printed  in  full  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  editorial  is  as  follows: 

PRESmCNTIAL    CAMPAIGN     OF     COMMUNUIl     PASTT     IS     A     CHALLENGE    TO 

HXPDBLIC 

It  Is  ludicrous  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to  spend  billions 
of  dollars  upon  national  preparedness  against  external  attack  and 
at  the  same  time  decline  to  take  prompt  and  adequate  measures 
against  the  forces  of  assault  from  within. 

Congress  should  not  permit  Its  present  session  to  come  to  an  end 
without  having  enacted  the  legislation  necessary  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  Communist  Party. 

Surely  our  national  lawmakers  have  superabundant  evidence  as 
to  the  peril  In  which  the  Republic  stands  by  reason  of  the  work- 
ings of  that  organization  here  and  its  ramlflcatlons  abroad. 

In  spite  of  this,  and  In  q)lte  of  all  the  talk  and  action  as  to 
national  defense,  the  party  of  Josef  Stalin  is  permitted  to  continue 
Its  operations  upon  American  soU.  It  has  already  named  as  Its 
candidate  for  President  of  the  United  States.  Josef  Stalin's  vice 
fuehrer,  JSbltI  Browder,  who  also  has  the  distinction  of  having  been 
conrlcted  of  passport  fraud  last  January. 


^^1>en  It  comes  to  insolence,  the  Communists  are  In  a  class  by 
themselves.  Here  we  find  them  deliberately  selecting  as  their  choice 
for  the  Job  of  painting  the  White  House  a  crimson  Moscow  red  a 
man  who  has  been  sentenced  to  jail  for  4  years  and  fined  $2,500  by 
a  Federal  court.  In  ruionlng  Browder  for  the  Presidency  the  up- 
holders of  sovletlzed  America  are  operating  behind  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  impudently  asserting  their  constitxitlonal 
rights,  brazenly  using  our  fundamental  charter  as  a  medium  whereby 
to  bring  about  its  own  destruction. 

A  service  which  calls  for  the  warmest  praise  has  been  performed 
by  Representative  Rc^bert  G.  Aioja*  of  Pennsylvania,  by  his  exposure 
of  the  methods  resorted  to  by  Josef  Stalin's  henchmen  in  their 
Presidential  election  campaign,  and  by  the  scathing  attack  to  which 
he  subjected  the  Communist  Party,  in  a  communication  sent  to 
Comrade  Charles  Gwynn,  the  party's  chairman  In  western  Penn- 
sylvania. This  Important  missive  is  published  In  ftill  in  the 
Congressional  Record.     Its  Initial   paragraph   states: 

"I  have  received  your  telegram  of  June  20  stating  that  the  Dies 
committee  Is  sending  letters  to  all  signers  of  the  Communist  Party 
nominating  petitions  in  Pen.nsylvania.  You  state  you  consider  this 
action  an  Invasion  of  State  rights  and  an  Intimidation  of  Pennsyl- 
vania citizens.  If  Mr.  Dies  wishes  to  send  letters  to  the  Communists 
In  Pennsylvania,  he  has  a  right  to  do  so.  Pray  tell  me  what  is  wrong 
with  that.  You  suggest  that  Mr.  Dies  is  attempting  to  coerce  my 
constituents.  I  assure  you  that  you  and  the  members  of  your  party 
are  not  my  constituents;  you  are  Joeef  Stalin's.  I  do  not  want  you 
and  you  do  not  want  me.     The  feeling  Is  perfectly  mutual." 

Representative  Allen  then  tells  this  minion  of  Moscow  that  his 
organization  is  not  a  political  party  working  in  the  Keystone  State, 
and  continues: 

"You  are  part  of  a  foreign  conspiracy  working  under  orders 
emanating  direct  from  Moscow.  Your  avowed  purpose  is  the  over- 
throw of  this  Government  by  force.  You  are  traitors  to  this  country, 
and  if  I  had  my  way  you  would  be  dealt  with  as  such.  You  are 
abusing  the  privileges  granted  by  our  Constitution.  The  resiUt  has 
been  pure,  unadulterated  license.  Despite  your  subversive  activi- 
ties, you  have  been  treated  with  kindly  tolerance  In  this  country. 
In  the  face  of  a  serious  crisis  this  extreme  tolerance  is  a  luxury 
which  we  can  no  longer  afford.  If  you  do  not  like  this  country  and 
its  institutions,  I  suggest  that  you  get  out.  Go  to  that  Muscovite 
Utopia  which  you  are  trying  to  establish  over  here." 

In  closing  his  letter,  which  uses  language  that  Josef  Stalin's 
champions  fully  understand,  the  patriotic,  able,  and  wide-awake 
Pennsylvanlan  declares: 

"I  sincerely  trust  that  the  Dies  committee  will  investigate  the 
manner  In  which  you  secured  names  for  the  Communist  Party 
nominating  petitions.  Your  solicitors  repeatedly  lied  to  poor  and 
Ignorant  people  who  thought  they  were  signing  a  petition  to  keep 
this  country  out  of  war  or  a  petition  requesting  Jobs.  etc.  The 
whole  procedure  was  a  shameful  and  cowardly  act  for  which  you 
should  be  held  responsible.  Instead  of  protesting  to  Mr.  Dies  as 
you  request.  I  am  going  to  urge  him  to  press  the  case  against  you 
more  vigorously  than  ever.  Let  me  repeat  that  there  Is  no  room  in 
America  for  you  and  your  kind  at  this  time.  I  deeply  regret  that  we 
have  permitted  you  such  unrestricted  freedom  as  you  have  enjoyed 
In  the  past." 

Vice  Fuehrer  Browder,  for  whose  attempt  to  enter  the  White 
House  the  "reds"  are  campaigning  In  true  Stallnlte  style,  is  appealing 
to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Republic  to  revoke  his  conviction  for 
passport  fraud.  In  doing  this  he  has  ample  funds  at  his  back  and  Is 
making  ample  use  of  the  American  legal  processes  provided  by  the 
very  Constitution  which  he  and  his  followers  are  seeking  to  destroy 
in  favor  of  the  despotism  of  Soviet  Russia. 

Browder's  respect  for  the  highest  judicial  tribunal  In  this  land, 
which  he  now  desires  to  relieve  him  of  the  stattis  of  a  sentenced 
felon,  was  evinced  on  October  23,  1938,  when  he  affirmed  that  if  the 
Supreme  Court  did  not  cease  endeavoring  to  dictate  economics  and 
social  security  (that  Is,  If  It  did  not  hand  down  Its  decisions  in 
accordance  with  Earl  Browder's  conception  of  its  functions)  "The 
number  of  Justices  will  be  Increased  from  9  to  20,  with  11  good 
Farmer-Labor  Justices  on  the  bench." 

There  has  Just  been  passed  by  the  House  a  measure  Intended 
to  compel  the  Communist  Party  and  the  Nazi  bunds  to  register  with 
the  Department  of  Justice.  Such  legislation  is  absurd.  The  "reds" 
and  the  "bunders"  must  be  completely  destroyed.  It  will  be  a 
national  disgrace  if  the  present  session  of  the  Seventy-Sixth  Con- 
gress comes  to  a  close  without  both  of  these  antl-Amerlcan  forces 
having  been  annihilated  by  statute. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  In  further  pursuance  of  the  resolution 
of  the  Kiwanis  Club  of  Graham,  N.  C,  1  read: 

By  registering  all  aliens  In  this  country,  and  requiring  periodical 
reports  by  aliens  at  local  poUce  stations. 

I  desire  to  advise  the  members  of  the  Graham  Kiwanis 
Club  of  North  Carolina,  to  whom  these  resolutions  have  been 
sent,  that  recently  the  Congress  enacted  a  registration  and 
fingerprinting  law.  Of  course,  we  know  that  there  are 
aliens  in  this  country  who  came  here  in  violation  of  our 
law,  who  entered  the  country  illegally,  and  it  is  reasonable 
to  conclude  that  they  will  not  voluntarily  register  and  give 
themselves   up   to   the   authorities,   because,   on   so   doing. 
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perhaps,  they  can  be  Immediately  deported.  It  Is  likewise  my 
argimient,  and  it  is  reasonable  to  conclude,  that  those  who 
entered  legally,  and  have  remained  here  illegally,  will  not 
voluntarily  register,  because  they  will  be  subject  to  deporta- 
tion, and  they  will  be  more  frightened  now  than  ever  before 
since  the  enforcement  of  the  immigration  laws  has  been 
transferred  from  the  Department  of  Labor  to  the  Department 
of  Justice.  As  a  result  thereof,  we  will  have  to  wait 
to  see  how  the  law  works  out  in  its  registration  feature 
from  September  1  until  the  convening  of  the  next  Congress. 
At  that  time,  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Members  of  this  body,  I 
propose  to  introduce  additional  legislation  which  I  believe 
will  strengthen  the  present  registration  and  fingerprinting 
law,  so  that  we  may  eventually  gather  into  the  net  all  the 
alien  criminals  in  this  country,  we  are  desirous  of  deporting. 

Speaking  of  deportation,  in  conjunction  with  the  islands 
whose  acquisition  I  mentioned  awhile  ago  as  being  desirable 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  national  defense,  we  might  use 
some  of  those  island  possessions  which  we  want  to  acquire 
upon  which  to  detain  alien  criminals  until  we  can  get  the 
countries  from  which  they  came  to  take  them  back. 

The  resolution  continues: 

By  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  to  Insure  against  the  con- 
tinuous action  of  known  agents,  or  persons,  fomenting  conditions 
calculated  to  hinder  America  In  any  way,  during  this  period  of 
national  emergency;  by  imprisonment.  dejKsrtatlon,  or  detainment 
In  State  or  Federal  concentration  camps. 

I  prefer  to  employ  th?  words  "detention  camps"  rather 
than  "concentration  camps,"  because  once  I  employed  the 
word  "concentration  camps"  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and 
was  severely  criticized  by  many  people  who  have  not  the 
same  attitude  as  I  have  toward  aliens.  Communists,  bunders, 
and  others  engaged  in  un-American  activities.  The  resolu- 
tions from  the  Graham  Kiwanis  Club  conclude: 

Be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  furnished  all  mem- 
bers of  the  Graham  Klwanls  Club  for  enclosure  with  a  personal 
letter  to  their  Senators  and  Congressmen.  That  copies  be  sent 
to  all  civic  clubs  of  the  State,  and  to  our  President  of  these  United 
States  of  America. 

Upon   motion   dtily   seconded,   adopted   June    17,    1940. 

,  Graham    Kiwanis    Clttb. 

'  Dan  M.  Radzb,  Secretary. 

I  acknowledged  receipt  of  the  resolutions  to  Mr.  Rader,  and 
told  him.  in  my  acknowledgment,  that  I  proposed  to  pre- 
sent the  resolutions  for  printing  in  the  Congressional 
Record. 

Mr.  President,  in  reference  to  communism.  I  have  before 
me  a  very  interesting  ticker  dispatch  which  was  obtained  in 
New  York  and  is  under  the  heading  "Interpretation  of  war 
news  by  J.  W.  T.  Mason.  United  Press  war  expert."  I  bring 
It  to  the  attention  of  the  Members  of  this  body  particularly 
at  this  time  because  I  think  Mr.  Mason's  interpretation  is 
really  worth  something.  At  least,  I  insert  it  for  what  It  may 
be  worth,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  I  have  been  fur- 
nished a  printed  telegram  dated  July  16,  1940,  by  Mr.  Gustav 
Danzis.  of  111  East  Twelfth  Street,  New  York  City,  which  I 
bring  to  the  attention  of  this  body  in  connection  with  the 
'interpretation  of  the  war  news"  dispatch,  and  which  refers 
to  the  fact  that  the  former  republics  of  Latvia.  Estonia,  and 
Lithuania  have,  at  last,  been  enveloped  into  the  Soviet  fold. 
The  "interpretation  of  war  news."  by  Mr.  J.  W.  T.  Mason, 
reads: 

[Over  the  ticker  on  July  19) 
(Interpretation  of  war  news  by  J.  W.  T.  Mason,  United  Press  war 

expert) 

Count  Clano's  arrival  In  Berlin  today  for  renewal  of  secret  con- 
ferences with  Hitler  coincides  with  Italian  newspaper  warnings  to 
Stalin  that  If  the  Kremlin  accepts  British  offers  of  conciliation  and 
cooperation.  Russia's  fate  will  be  the  same  as  Polajid's.  Hitherto 
Italian  and  German  Journalistic  comment  on  Russia's  wartime  for- 
wardness has  been  worded  cautiously.  The  open  suspicion  of  Rus- 
sian treachery  now  voiced  in  the  Fascist -controlled  press  Implies  a 
Slav  situation  may  be  developing  which  Mussolini  considers  dan- 
gerous. 

Only  a  sudden  matter  of  serious  Importance  would  seem  to  justify 
this  second  visit  of  the  Italian  foreign  minister  to  Berlin  so  soon 
after  his  earlier  conference  this  month  with  Hitler.    Italy's  sus- 


picions of  Russia  are  more  sensitive  than  Germany's  because  of 
MuiKollnl's  claim  to  paramount  interests  in  ttie  Balkaos  and  the 
Medlterranesui. 

Of  course,  we  know  that  in  a  sense  the  claims  and  interests 
of  Ru-ssia  in  the  Balkans  and  the  Mediterranean  are  a  much 
more  serious  danger  to  Mussolini  than  they  are  to  Hitler. 

At  the  same  time  there  can  be  no  doubt  Germany  must  be  much 
concerned  by  this  week's  overwhelming  pro-Soviet  plebiscites  In 
Latvia.  Estonia,  and  Lithuania,  which  in  effect  give  Stalin  com- 
plete control  over  the  armies  of  the  three  Baltic  countries.  Ger- 
many has  broken  the  French  encirclement  of  the  Reich  but  a  new 
Slav  encirclement  Is  now  being  strengthened. 

At  this  point  I  ask  that  there  be  inserted  the  printed  tele- 
gram to  which  I  have  referred  directed  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  Washington,  D.  C.  and  to  the 
Honorable  Cordell  Hull,  Secretary  of  State.  Washington. 
D.  C.  in  reference  to  the  flagrant  violations  of  treaties  and 
fraud  on  the  part  of  Soviet  Russia. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

JXTLT  16.  1940. 
Thi  Prtsident  or  the  United  States  of  Amekica, 

Washington.  D.  C. 
The  Honorable  Coson.L  Htnx. 

Secretary  of  State.  Washington,  D.  C. 
By  flagrant  breach  of  treaty  obligations  by  treachery  and  fraud 
Soviet  Russia  has  taken  possession  of  the  Republics  of  Latvia. 
Estonia,  and  Lithuania,  overrunning  all  of  their  territories  by  over- 
whelming military  forces.  A  pro-Soviet  Government  has  been  in- 
stalled In  Latvia  whose  only  sordid  task  It  Is  to  provide  camouflage 
for  the  actual  annexation  of  Latvia  by  holding  fraudulent  and 
Russian -controlled  elections  on  July  14  and  15  In  an  atmosphere 
of  red  terror,  expropriation,  and  martial  law.  Soviet  aggression  is 
again  on  the  march  threatening  to  engulf  the  whole  world  in  revolt 
and  anarchy  and  we  appeal  to  you  to  refuse  recognition  of  Soviet 
aggression  against  Latvia,  to  refuse  recognition  of  present  usurpa- 
tory  pro-Soviet  Government  In  Latvia,  and  to  withdraw  recognition 
of  the  godless  dictatorship  of  Soviet  Russia. 

Baltic  American  Society.  Latvian  Club  of  New  York,  Latvian 
War  Veterans  In  New  York,  New  York  Latvian  Benefit 
Society.  New  York  Latvian  Evangelic  Lutheran  Congrega- 
tion,  First   Latvian   Baptist   Congregation    of   New   York, 
New  York   Latvian   Zion   Congregation,   Boston   Latvian 
Lutheran  Congregation. 
Copies  to  members  United  States  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee, New  York  Senators,  Massachusetts  Senators,  New  York  Con- 
gressmen. 

Please  reply  to  Gustav  Danzis,  111  East  Twelfth  Street,  New  York. 
N    Y. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  remainder 
of  the  ticker  dispatch,  as  I  have  edited  it,  may  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,* the  matter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

At  the  same  time  Russia  not  only  Is  pressing  Turkey  for  joint 
control  over  the  Dardanelles  but  is  also  trying  to  stimulate  a  new 
wave  of  comraunt.sm  in  the  eastern  Balkans  from  the  vantage 
ground  of  Bessarabia,  coupled  with  these  developments  so  adverse 
to  Italian  and  German  interests  the  Italian  press  now  reveals  fears 
that  Russia  is  moving  toward  some  form  of  rapprochement  with 
Great  Britain. 

The  British  Government  has  associated  Its  closing  of  the  Burma 
road  with  suggestions  for  peace  between  China  and  Japan.  Here  Is 
a  possible  opportunity  for  Great  Britain  and  Russia  to  work  to- 
gether In  the  Orient,  out  of  which  might  come  a  mutual  pact  of 
coordination  In  Europe,  such  Is  the  way  the  Intricacies  of  European 
diplomacy  operate  t>eneath   the  surface. 

Certainly,  Russia  has  now  become  the  war's  enigma  for  Germany 
and  Italy — no  dictator  can  trust  any  other  indefinitely — It  Is  difficult 
enough  for  two  dictators  to  cooperate  for  long — when  there  are 
three,  mutual  faith  becomes  Impossible — each  must  Judge  the 
others  by  his  o^*-n  standards  of  conduct — so  Hitler  and  Mussolini 
are  right  in  looking  askance  at  Stalin  uneasily  trying  to  calculate 
the  direction  of  his  next  ambitious  move. 

Especially  must  Germany  and  Italy  keep  close  observation  on 
Russia  at  the  present  time  when  the  two  belligerents  are  consider- 
ing how  to  deliver  what  they  hope  will  be  a  crushing  blow  against 
Great  Britain — reports  are  circulating  In  Europe  that  the  German 
high  command  lacks  unanimity  concerning  the  outcome  of  an 
Invasion  of  the  British  Isles,  and  Hitler  Is  said  to  have  been  advised 
by  some  of  his  leading  generals  that  failure  must  be  anticipated. 
<-If  that  were  to  happen,  and  If  at  the  same  time  Russia  were  to 
seek  further  territorial  expansion,  the  whole  complexion  of  the  war 
might  go  into  reverse  almost  overnight — Count  Clano  and  Hitler 
will  hav«  problems  such  as  these  to  discuss  this  weekend  In  Ber- 
lin— the  uncertainties  of  warfare  were  never  more  apparent  than 
they  are  today  in  Europe. 
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Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  in  conclusion.  I  desire  to 
commend  the  members  of  the  American  Legion.  I  have  done 
8o  at  one  time  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  today,  when  I 
spoke  of  their  activities  relative  to  their  endeavor  to  bring 
about  the  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges.  I  again  am  provided 
an  opportimlty  to  pay  tribute  to  that  great  legion  of  World 
War  veterans,  and  am  happy  for  the  opportunity.  They  are 
alive  to  our  national-defense  problem.  They  and  each  of 
them  are  Interesting  themselves  therein,  not  only  from  the 
standpoint  of  sponsoring  legislation  and  standing  behind  pro- 
posed legislation  in  which  they  believe,  but  physically  they 
interest  themselves  in  national  defense. 

The  American  Legion  of  North  Carolina  are  now  sponsoring 
rifle  meets  which  they  propose  to  hold  annually.  The  flrst 
meeting  is  to  be  held  at  Port  Bragg,  N.  C,  one  of  our  Army 
posts,  on  the  28th  and  29th  of  this  month,  in  which  they  are 
offering  cups  to  the  winning  team  for  marksmanship.  The 
contesting  teams  will  come  from  virtually  every  Legion  post 
in  North  Carolina.  They  are  preparing  themselves  physically, 
and  they  are  getting  ready  for  any  balloonists  or  parachutists 
who  may  come  to  this  country.  I  think  the  American  Legion 
are  to  be  commended. 

I  have  here  a  letter  from  Mr.  J.  A.  DuBols.  chairman  of  the 
marksmanship  committee  of  the  American  Legion  located  at 
WhltevUle.  N.  C.  I  shall  read  part  of  the  letter,  which  is  di- 
rected to  me.  I  shall  eliminate  the  flrst  and  second  para- 
graphs, as  they  contain  personal  references  to  me.  The  re- 
mainder of  the  letter  is  as  follows: 

The  Legion  of  North  Carolina  has,  as  yourself,  always  taken  a  firm 
stand  for  preparedness.     Since  the  recent  tragic  turn  In  Bxiropean 
.-^affairs  It  has  reaffirmed  and  greatly  strengthened  Its  stand  for  ade- 
quate national  defense. 

Otir  marksmar.shlp  program  Is  just  a  small  but  Important  part  of 
the  Legion  defense  program.  Its  objective  is  the  organization  of 
rlfls  clubs  In  every  Legion  post  for  the  purpose  of  again  familiarizing 
veterans  with  use  and  care  of  firearms,  and  to  stimulate  interest 
in  the  oldest  and  cleanest  of  sports,  marksmanship. 

The  Legion  program  for  national  defense  in  North  Carolina  is  not 
being  carried  out  with  eloquent  and  patriotic  speeches,  but  with 
sUent  and  determined  action.  The  2  days  of  rifle  training  to  t>e 
held  at  Fort  Bragg  are  exemplary  of  this  determination  to  act  and 
act  now,  not  next  month  or  next  year,  and  In  a  like  manner  the 
rest  of  the  Legion  program  is  being  put  into  effect.  Legionnaires 
are  not  only  asking  others  to  act  but  they  are  showing  by  their  ovt'n 
example  what  can  be  accomplished  with  close  cooperation  between 
local  and  Federal  law-enforcement  authorities.  Red  Cross,  and  relief 
organizations. 

In  addition  to  rifle  teams  amotigst  Legiozuiaires,  in  the  past  year 
a  large  number  of  sons  of  the  Legion  Rifle  Clubs  have  been  organized. 
In  these  clubs  hundreds  of  boys  are  l)elng  taught  by  experienced  in- 
structors the  proper  care  and  handling  of  firearms,  safety  precau- 
tions, target  shooting,  and  last,  but  not  lea.st.  observance  of  game- 
preservation  laws.  Youth's  response  to  this  training  has  been  en- 
thusiastic, and  marksmanship  has  proven  Its  worth  In  the  making  of 
good  sportsmanship. 
Very  trtUy, 

{  J.  A.  DuBois,  Chairman. 

I  ask  that  there  be  printed  in  the  Record,  for  the  beneflt 
of  other  patriotic  organizations  and  other  veterans'  organi- 
zations, an  enclosure  in  the  letter  in  reference  to  the  in- 
auguration of  that  program  in  North  Carolina,  which  I  am 
sure  is  an  added  and  a  worthy  feature  of  our  preparedness 
program,  and  particularly  the  volunteer  preparedness  pro- 
gram on  behalf  of  the  volimteer  services  of  the  people  of 
America. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  f(^ow8: 

TENTATTVK    PROGBAlf    FOB    BSTLX    MEET    AT    FOKT    BaAOG 

(The  number  attending  and  the  amotint  of  ammunition  we  have 
been  Issued  may  necessitate  some  changes  in  program.) 
July  27: 

8  A.  M.  Instruction  In  use  of  .30  caliber  Springfield  rifle. 
8:30  A.  M.  Practice  in  firing  positions. 

9  A.  M.  Firing  (10  rounds),  prone  position. 
12  noon    Mess. 

1  P.  M.  Firing  (10  rounds),  sitting. 

2  P.  M.  Flrmg  (10  roimds).  kneeling. 

5  P.  M.  Firing  (10  rounds),  standing. 

6  P.  M.  Mess. 


JiUy  28: 

8  A.  M.  Firing  (Army  record  course  C). 

12  noon:  Mess. 

1  P.  M.  Post  team  matches.  Post  teams  to  consist  of  five  mem- 
bers from  a  poet.  Three  highest  scores  to  count  as 
team  score.     Range  200  yards;   10  shots  ( each ),  prone. 

S  P.  M.  Mess  and  presentation  of  medals  and  of  the  Reynolds 
Preparedness  Trophy. 

I  ordered  a  15-lnch  cup  with  proper  engraving.    Many  thanks. 


BOARD  or   FtTNERAL   ontECTORS  AICD  EMBALMERS   FOE   THE   DXSTRZCT 
OF  COLUMBIA ^VETO  MESSAGE    (S.  DOC.  NO.  S94) 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Schwellenbach  In  the 
chair)  laid  before  the  Senate  the  following  message  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was  read,  and, 
with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  8.  3720,  "To 
create  and  establish  a  Board  of  Funeral  Directors  and  Em- 
balmers  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  to  prescribe  its 
powers  and  duties." 

This  biU  creates  a  board  of  nine  examiners  appointed  by  the 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  Six  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  board  would  be  drawn  from  those  engaged  in  the 
business  of  embalming  and  funeral  directing  within  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  Of  the  remaining  three  members  two 
would  be  selected  from  practicing  physicians  within  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  and  one  from  the  staff  of  the  Health  Officer 
of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Within  sixty  days  after  approval  of  the  bill,  the  board 
would  license,  without  examination  as  to  qualifications,  all 
those  now  engaged  in  doing  business  In  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, while  those  who  would  thereafter  desire  to  enter  such 
business  would  be  required  to  qualify  under  such  examination 
as  might  be  determined  by  the  Board.  The  bill  also  provides 
for  suspension  and  revocation  of  licenses  for  cause  subject  to 
court  review  and  for  reciprocal  arrangements  with  other 
States.  Apprenticeship  fees  would  be  $5  per  annum,  funeral 
and  embalmer  license  fees  $10  per  annum,  and  examination 
fees  $25,  not  returnable.  At  the  close  of  each  fiscal  year, 
any  funds  to  the  credit  of  the  board  In  excess  of  $1,000  would 
revert  to  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  all  accounts  of  the 
board  would  be  subject  to  audit  by  the  District  Auditor, 

The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  recommend 
disapproval  of  this  bill  for  the  following  reasons : 

This  bill  is  proposed,  according  to  its  preamble,  "For  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  public  health."  A  study  of  its 
subsequent  provisions,  however,  api^ears  to  indicate  that  Its 
primary  purpose  is  to  place  certain  restrictions  on  those  de- 
siring to  enter  the  business  of  embalming  and  funeral  direct- 
ing in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  first  purpose  Is  already 
cared  for  by  present  health  laws  which  grant  full  authority 
to  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  make  and 
enforce,  through  the  Health  Department,  such  regulations  as 
may  be  necessary  to  protect  the  public.  A  second  result  of 
the  bill  would  be  to  create,  outside  the  control  of  the  Com- 
missioners, another  independent  District  establishment, 
armed  with  the  power  to  restrict  membership  in  the  guild  of 
funeral  directors  and  embalmers. 

The  present  system  of  quasi-private  examining  boards  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  with  their  lack  of  uniformity  in 
the  appointment  and  pay  of  examiners,  in  the  rules  and  regu- 
lations governing  the  examination  and  licensing  of  appli- 
cants, in  the  enforcement  of  the  laws,  and  particularly  in 
the  control  of  their  finances  and  accounts,  has,  in  recent 
years,  been  the  subject  of  no  little  criticism.  Recent  sur- 
veys of  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  includ- 
ing studies  by  citizens  committees,  have  censured  the  In- 
creasing number  of  independent  District  boards  of  exam- 
iners. As  a  consequence,  legislation  proposed  by  the  Dis- 
trict Commissioners  for  the  reorganization  of  the  District  of 
Columbia    government    provides    that   all   these    examining 
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boards  and   commissions  would  become   advisory   agencies 
only,  and  function  under  a  single  license  department. 

In  view  of  these  objections  of  the  Cominissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  I  am  withholding  my  approval  of  this 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 
The  White  House,  July  20,  1940. 

rURNISHING    POTOMAC    WATER    TO    CHARITABLE    INSTITUTIONS    IN 
THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA VETO  MESSAGE   (S.  DOC.  NO.  255) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
following  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  and  ordered 
to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  S.  3870.  "An  act  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  authorizing  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  furnish  Potomac  water 
without  charge  to  charitable  institutions,  and  so  forth,  in 
the  District  of  Columbia',  approved  February  23.  1905." 

The  act  of  February  23,  1905  (33  Stat.  742).  provides  as 
follows: 

That  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  be,  and 
are  hereby,  authorized  to  furnish  Potomac  water  without  charge 
to  charitable  institutions  and  such  institutions  as  receive  annual 
appropriations  from  Congress,  to  an  amount  to  be  fixed  in  each 
case  by  the  said  Commissioners,  not  to  exceed  a  rate  of  100  gallons 
per  day  for  each  Inmate  of  said  Institutions;  and  for  all  water 
used  beyond  such  an  amount,  to  be  ascertained  by  water  meters 
Installed  and  maintained  at  the  expense  of  the  consumer,  the 
Institution  shall  be  charged  at  the  prevailing  rate  for  the  use  of 
water  In  the  District  of  Columbia,  which  shall  be  collected  in  the 
manner  prescrll)ed  for  the  collection  of  water  rents.  The  said 
Commissioners  are  further  authorized  to  furnish  Potomac  water 
without  charge  to  churches  to  an  amount  to  be  fixed  In  each  case 
by  the  said  Commissioners,  and  any  amount  used  In  excess  of  the 
amount  allowed,  to  be  ascertained  In  the  manner  aforesaid,  shall 
be  charged  and  collected  as  hereinbefore  described.  For  the  pur- 
poses of  this  act  a  charitable  institution  is  one  whose  objects  are 
primarily  eleemosynary;  and  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  so 
construed  as  to  include  educational  Institutions  other  than  charity 
Echcols  wholly  supported  by  voluntary  contributions  or  institu- 
tions supported  wholly  or  In  part  by  congressional  appropriations. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  this  bill  to  add,  after  the  word 
"churches",  in  the  second  sentence  of  the  above-quoted  par- 
agraph, the  words  'and  to  charitable  institutions  which 
do  not  have  inmates",  and  thus  authorize  the  furnishing  of 
free  water  to  institutions  which  do  not  now  come  within  the 
terms  of  the  existing  statute. 

The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  are  opposed 
to  the  approval  of  this  measure,  in  part  because  of  the  loss 
of  revenue  Involved,  but  also  on  account  of  the  difficulty  of 
determining  the  institutions  that  would  be  entitled,  and  the 
extent  to  which  each  would  be  entitled,  to  the  free-water 
privilege.  The  Commissioners  believe  not  only  that  the  ap- 
proval of  the  bill  would  increase  largely  the  number  of  in- 
stitutions receiving  water  free  of  charge,  but  would  be  likely 
to  result  In  the  furnishing  of  free  water  to  some  agencies, 
the  status  of  which,  as  eleemosjrnary  institutions,  would  be 
diCBcult  of  determination. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  spite  of  the  well- intended  purpose 
of  the  measure  that  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  have  taken  the  right  position  with  respect 
thereto,  and  that  I  am  therefore  justified  in  accepting  their 
recommendation  that  the  bill  be  not  approved. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  20.  1940. 

letter  from  the  secretary  of  the  senate — VETO  messages 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  which  was  read,  as  follows: 

July  22,   1940. 
Hon.  John  N.  Gabno. 

President  of  the  Senate. 

Mt  DxAa  Ma.  Pkzsident:  Under  the  provisions  of  House  Concur- 
rent Resolution  86.  the  Senate  adjourned  on  Thursday.  July  11.  1940. 
until  12  o'clock  meridian  tcday.  July  22. 

On  Wednesday.  July  17.  1940  the  President  of  the  United  States 
rettirned  to  the  Senate  by  delivery  to  the  secretary  of  the  Senate 


the  foUowlng  enrolled  bills,  together  with  his  reasons  for  returning 
them  without  his  approval.  These  bills  had  been  presented  to  the 
President  by  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills  of  the  Senate  on  the 
dates  shown  and  were  returned  wltliin  the  10-day  period  prescribed 
by  the  Constitution. 

Presented  on  July  5.  1940: 

S.  2413.  An  act  granting  a  p>enslon  to  Arminda  Bauman; 

8.  3602.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Epes  Transportation  Corpora- 
tion; 

S.  3769.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J«rry  McKlnley  Thompson;   and 

8. 3978.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  former  employees  of  the 
National  Reemployment  Service. 
•  Presented  on  July  8.  1940: 

8. 1810.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  the  Citizens  SUte  Bank  of  Marl- 
anna.  Fla.; 

S  2817.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  H.  Churchwell,  Wholesale  Co., 
of  Jacksonville,  Fla.; 

S  3351.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  I.  M.  Cook,  J.  J.  Allen,  and  the 
Radiator  Specialty  Co.;  and 

S.  3794  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  Navajo  Indians,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

I  now  present  the  President's  veto  messages,  with  the  accompany- 
ing bills,  for  disposition  by  the  Senate. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Edwin  A.  Halszt, 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

ARMINDA    BAUMAN — VETO    MESSAGE     (S.    DOC.    NO.    257) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

1  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  S.  2413. 
"Granting  a  pension  to  Arminda  Bauman." 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  to  place  on  the  pension 
roll,  subject  to  the  provisions  and  limitations  of  the  pension 
laws,  the  name  of  Arminda  Bauman.  widow  of  Jacob  K. 
Bauman,  late  of  Troop  H,  Sixth  Regiment  United  States 
Cavalry,  and  pay  her  a  pension  at  the  rate  of  $30  per  month. 

Jacob  K.  Bauman,  the  husband  of  the  beneficiary  under 
the  bill,  enlisted  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States 
November  17.  1883.  and  was  honorably  discharged  July  10, 
1885.  The  veteran  served  over  30  days  in  the  Apache  cam- 
paign of  New  Mexico.    His  death  occurred  August  21.  1936. 

Mrs.  Bauman's  first  marriage  to  the  veteran  July  21.  1887, 
was  terminated  by  divorce  granted  July  14.  1924.  She  was 
remarried  to  the  veteran  February  6,  1926.  While  not  en- 
titled to  service  pension  under  laws  pertaining  to  the  Indian 
War  service,  as  her  second  marriage  to  the  veteran  occurred 
subsequent  to  March  3.  1917,  her  claim  for  pension  under  the 
general  pension  law.  where  the  marriage  date  is  immaterial, 
depends  upon  whether  or  not  the  death  of  the  veteran  is 
attributable  to  service-connected  disabilities.  Mrs.  Bauman's 
original  claim  under  the  general  pension  law  was  denied,  but 
upon  reconsideration  and  review  by  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration since  the  passage  by  the  Congress  of  S.  2413.  it  has 
been  determined  that  the  death  of  the  veteran  was  attribu- 
table to  service-connected  disabilities  and  that  the  widow  is 
entitled  to  receive  a  pension  under  the  general  pension  law. 
Therefore  approval  of  the  bill  is  not  only  unnecessary  but  is 
objectionable,  because  it  would  arbitrarily  place  and  continue 
the  claimant  en  the  pension  rolls  at  a  specified  rate  of  pen- 
sion, which  may  be  more  or  less  in  amount,  in  the  initial  and 
subsequent  adjudications,  than  would  be  allowable  under  the 
provisions  of  general  law. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  16.  1940. 

EPES     TRANSPORTATION     CORPORATION VETO     MESSAGE       (S.     DOC. 

NO.  260) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  St&tes. 
which  was  read.  and.  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  S.  3502.  an  act 
for  the  relief  of  the  Epes  Transportation  Corporation,  of 
Virginia, 
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This  bill  is  substantially  the  same  as  S.  1042  (76th  Cong., 
1st  sess.)  with  respect  to  which  I  withheld  my  approval.  The 
bill  authorizes  and  directs  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  "to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, to  the  Epes  Transportation  Corporation  the  sum  of 
$6,537.95  in  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims  of  such  corporation 
against  the  United  States,  such  sum  (it  is  alleged)  represent- 
ing taxes  (with  interest  and  penalty)  paid  to  the  United 
States  by  such  corporation  on  account  of  certain  cigarettes 
and  tobacco  products  which  Were  withdrawn  from  bonded 
warehouse  in  Winston-Salem,  N.  C  by  such  corporation  dt 
is  alleged)  for  export  to  foreign  consignees,  but  which  were 
not  exported  due  to  the  fact  that  such  cigarettes  and  tobacco 
products  were  stolen  from  the  trucks  of  such  corporation  en 
route  to  the  intended  exportation  point." 

The  cigarettes  and  tobacco  products  were  in  fact  with- 
drawn without  payment  of  tax  by  the  R.  J.  Reynolds  Tobacco 
Co.  from  its  factories  for  exportation  and  were  delivered  to 
the  Epes  Transportation  Corporation,  a  common  carrier, 
under  contract  for  transportation,  in  its  trucks  to  Norfolk, 
Va.  During  transit  the  trucks  were  hijacked  and  the  ciga- 
rettes and  tobacco  products  were  stolen.  As  the  products  were 
not  in  fact  exported,  the  R.  J.  Reynolds  Tobacco  Co.  paid  the 
internal-revenue  tax  due  on  such  products,  and  through  llti- 
eation  it  has  been  finally  established  that  the  tax  was  legally 
due.  The  transportation  corporation,  apparently  because  of 
its  liability  as  a  common  carrier  for  hire,  has  reimbursed  the 
R.  J.  Reynolds  Tobacco  Co.  for  the  amount  of  the  tax  and 
penalties  paid  by  such  company  and  now  seeks  reimbursement 
from  the  United  States. 

The  Government  had  no  dealings  with  the  carrier.  The 
carrier  has  merely  made  good  on  its  contract  with  the  ship- 
per for  proximate  damages  resulting  from  failure  to  perform 
its  contract.  Other  circumstances  might  occur  to  damage  or 
destroy  such  articles  and  prevent  exportation  and  thus  sub- 
ject the  shipper  to  a  tax  on  goods  that  failed  to  reach  the 
market  at  all,  e.  g..  a  railway  wreck,  or  a  fire,  or  bad  weather, 
or  damage  In  transit.  The  Government  cannot  be  expected 
to  honor  claims  of  insurers  and  carriers  in  all  such  cases 
where  they  are  required  by  the  shipper  to  respond  in  damages 
to  the  extent  of  his  resulting  loss  of  tax  exemption.  Ob- 
viously the  carrier's  loss  is  primarily  an  incident  of  his  busi- 
ness and  grows  out  of  his  broad  liability  as  a  common  carrier. 
To  recognize  such  a  claim  would,  it  is  believed,  constitute  a 
precedent  and  establish  a  policy  that  might  eventually  prove 
embarrassing  and  burdensome. 

I  regret,  therefore,  that  I  do  not  feel  Justified  in  giving  my 
approval  to  the  bill. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  July  16.  1940. 

JERRY  M'KINLEY  THOMPSON VETO  MESSAGE   (S.  DOC.  WO.  261) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read  and.  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  8.  3769,  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress,  third  session,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief 
of  Jerry  McKlnley  Thompson." 

This  enactment  would  release  Mr.  Thompson  from  any 
liability  to  the  United  States  incurred  by  reason  of  the  re- 
ceipt by  him  of  dual  compensation  from  the  Post  Office 
Department  and  the  Navy  Department  during  the  period 
from  June  16  to  September  15  of  each  year  from  1929  to 
1937,  inclusive.  In  contravention  of  section  6  of  the  act  of 
liCay  10.  1916,  as  amended. 

Information  regarding  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  May  10, 
1916.  has  been  repeatedly  disseminated  throughout  the  Postal 
Service  by  the  published  bulletins  of  that  Service,  and  it  is 
my  opinion  that  the  granting  of  the  relief  here  sought 
would  not  only  encourage  the  presentation  of  claims  for 
similar  relief  tmt  would  also  tend  to  induce  a  future  disre- 
gard of  this  and  other  laws  enacted  for  the  purpose  of 


limiting  and  restricting  the  expenditure  of  public  funds. 
Moreover,  the  claims  of  many  other  Crovemment  employees 
for  dual  compensation  have  been  denied,  and  the  granting 
of  the  relief  contemplated  by  this  enactment  would,  accord- 
ingly, represent,  it  seems  to  me,  discriminatory  action  of  a 
wholly  unwarranted  character. 

I  do  not,  therefore,  feel  justified  in  approving  the  enact- 
ment. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  Hoxtse,  July  16,  1940. 

RELixr  of  certain  former  employees  or  national  reemploy- 
ment service — veto  BfESSAGE    (S.  DOC.  NO.  263) 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read  and.  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  S.  3978,  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress,  third  session,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief 
of  certain  former  employees  of  the  National  Reemplojmient 
Service." 

Tlie  enactment  would  authorize  and  direct  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  pay  specified  sums  of  money  to  the  sev- 
eral persons  therein  named  in  full  satisfaction  of  all  claims 
against  the  United  States  for  accrued  annusd  leave  while 
Claimants  were  in  the  employ  of  the  National  Reemplosrment 
Service — it  appearing  that  the  involved  employees  were  sepa- 
rated from  the  service  of  the  United  States  without  having 
taken  all  of  the  annual  leave  which  had  accumulated  to  them 
at  the  time  of  separation. 

The  Annual  Leave  Act  of  March  14.  1936  (49  Stat.  1161). 
makes  a  grant  of  leave  in  kind  only;  that  is,  the  right  to  be 
absent  from  duty  for  the  prescribed  period  without  loss  of 
pay  while  retaining  a  status  as  one  of  the  "civilian  ofllcers 
and  employees  of  the  United  States"  included  within  the  pur- 
view of  the  law.  There  is  no  provision  of  law  for  payment 
of  the  commuted  value  of  leave  not  taken  before  separation 
from  the  service.  It  is  understood  that  many  similar  claims 
have  been  disallowed  by  the  Government,  Hence  the  ap- 
proval of  relief  legislation  upon  behalf  of  the  former  em- 
ployees named  in  this  enactment  would  be  giving  them  pref- 
erential treatment  and,  no  doubt,  would  result  in  a  flood  of 
similar  relief  l^ls  in  respect  to  other  former  employees  simi- 
larly situated.  For  the  reasons  stated  herein  I  do  not  feel 
justified  in  giving  this  enactment  my  approval. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  July  16.1940. 

CITIZENS  STATE  BANK  OF  MARIANNA,  FLA. — ^VETO  MESSAGE    (S.  DOC. 

NO.   256) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
following  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and.  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  a  bill  (S. 
1810)  for  the  relief  of  the  Citizens  State  Bank  of  Marianna. 
Fla. 

This  bill  would  relieve  the  Citizens  State  Bank  of  Marianna. 
Fla.,  from  liability  to  the  Grovernment  in  the  sum  of  $692.09, 
constituting  the  aggregate  amount  of  Government  checks 
which  were  honored  and  cashed  by  the  bank,  although  the 
endorsements  thereon  had  been  forged. 

Whether  the  bank  is  liable  to  reimburse  the  Oovornment 
un(jer  such  circumstances  is  a  question  for  judicial  determina- 
tion. A  suit  to  collect  this  claim  has  been  brought  by  the 
United  States  against  the  bank  and  is  now  pending.  If  the 
bank  is  not  liable,  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  the  courts 
will  so  hold.  If  liability  exists,  no  reason  is  discernible  why 
the  bank  should  be  relieved  of  It  by  legislative  action. 

Similar  claims  have  arisen  against  other  banks  which  have 
been  prosecuted  in  the  courts  and  collected.    I  do  not  feel 
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warranted  In  approving  legislation  which  would  extend 
preferential  treatment  to  a  single  institution,  whUe  other 
financial  institutions  have  been  required  to  meet  the  obliga- 
tions that  the  law  imposes  on  them  in  such  matters. 

In  view  of  these  considerations,  I  am  impelled  to  withhold 
my  approval  from  this  bill. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  16,  1940. 

J.    H.    CHTTRCHWELL    WHOLESALE    CO. — VETO    MESSAGE     (S.    DOC. 

NO.   259) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
following  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and.  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  S.  2817.  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress,  third  session,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
J.  H.  Churchwell  Wholesale  Co..  of  Jacksonville,  Fla." 

This  enactment  would  authorize  and  direct  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  pay  to  J.  H.  Churchwell  Wholesale  Co.,  of 
Jacksonville,  Fla.,  the  sum  of  $1,100  in  full  satisfaction 
of  the  claim  of  such  company  against  the  United  States 
for  remission  of  liquidated  damages  assessed  against  such 
company  under  the  provisions  of  contract  numbered  ER-W- 
647-eng-38  and  unnumbered  contract  ^  Invitation  nvunbered 
647-36-33)  entered  Into  by  such  company  with  the  War 
Department  under  dates  of  September  12.  1935,  and  Sep- 
tember 18,  1935,  respectively,  for  the  delivery  of  a  quantity 
of  sheets  and  blankets  to  the  United  States  District 
Engineers  OfiBce,  Camp  Roosevelt,  Ocala,  Fla. 

It  appears  that  the  contracts  provided  for  the  assessment 
of  liquidated  damages  in  the  event  of  delays  ?n  delivery  be- 
yond the  time  specified  therein;  that  there  were  delays  in 
delivery  of  the  articles;  and  that  the  sum  here  involved  was 
properly  and  legally  deducted  from  amounts  otherwise  due 
the  claimant  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
contracts.  ^ 

It  is  not  unusual  for  Government  contracts  to  contain  pro- 
visions with  respect  to  liquidated  damages  similar  to  those 
contained  in  the  contracts  executed  by  the  claimant;  and 
the  coiuts  have  held  that  such  provisions  are  to  be  enforced 
in  accordance  with  their  terms.  The  contracts  here  involved 
were  freely  entered  into  by  the  claimant  and  the  liquidated 
damages  were  withheld  In  accordance  with  the  agreement  of 
the  parties.  There  is  no  authority  under  existing  law  for 
the  allowance  of  claims  of  other  contractors  under  similar 
circumstances  and  the  allowance  of  this  claim  would,  in  my 
Judgment,  be  entirely  unjustified  as  according  preferential 
treatment  to  this  claimant  and  as  establishing  an  undesirable 
precedent. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  16,  1940. 

I.  M.  COOK  and  others — VETO  MESSAGE    (S.  DOC.  NO.  258) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read  and.  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  S.  3351.  "For  the 
relief  of  I.  M.  Cook,  J.  J.  Allen,  and  the  Radiator  Specialty 
Company." 

This  bill  proposes  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  the  stmi  of 
$10,890.54  to  I.  M.  Cook,  the  sum  of  $9,275.34  to  J.  J.  Allen, 
and  the  sum  of  $1,500  to  the  Radiator  Specialty  Co.,  all 
of  Charlotte.  N.  C,  as  compensation  for  losses  sustained  by 
them  by  reason  of  a  fire  which  destroyed  a  building  near  that 
city,  which  was  owned  by  Mr.  Cook. 

It  appears  that  Mr.  Cook  had  rented  part  of  the  space  to 
the  Works  Progress  Administration  for  use  as  a  warehouse 
and  offices.  The  available  facts  indicate  that  at  the  insist- 
ence of  Mr.  Cook  the  offices  of  the  Works  Progress  Adminis- 
tration in  the  building  were  heated  by  portable  heaters,  as  he 


objected  to  the  installation  of  any  stationary  stoves,  for  rea- 
sons which  he  deemed  proper. 

The  building  was  set  on  fire  on  the  night  of  December  9, 
1938,  by  flames  from  a  portable  heater.  It  seems  likely  that 
if  Mr.. Cook  had  not  insisted  on  the  use  of  portable  heaters 
and  had  permitted  the  installation  of  permanent  stoves,  the 
unfortunate  occurrence  would  not  have  taken  place.  Under 
thecircumstances  I  am  unable  to  find  any  moral  obligation 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  reimburse  Mr.  Cook  for  his 
loss. 

It  seems,  however,  to  be  claimed  that  the  night  watchman 
employed  by  the  Works  Progress  Administration  was  not  as 
prompt  as  he  should  have  been  in  endeavoring  to  extinguish 
the  flames.  Assuming  this  to  be  the  fact,  it  is  entirely  within 
the  realm  of  speculation  whether  h^  could  have  succeeded  in 
subduing  the  flre  under  any  circumstances.  Moreover,  the 
proximate  cause  of  the  flre  seems  to  be  the  use  of  portable 
heaters,  which  were  employed  at  Mr.  Cook's  insistence. 

The  other  two  claimants  appear  to  have  been  tenants  in 
the  same  building,  whose  personal  property  was  destroyed 
in  the  flre.  While  their  losses  are  to  be  greatly  regretted, 
the  facts  summarized  above  Indicate  that  there  is  no  reason 
why  the  Government  should  recompense  these  two  claimants 
for  their  unfortunate  losses.  It  may  well  be  that  the  facts 
have  not  been  fully  developed.  In  such  event  it  may  be  ap- 
propriate to  permit  the  claimants  to  bring  suit  against  the 
Government  in  the  Court  of  Claims  or  the  United  States  Dis- 
trict Court.  ,A  different  problem  would  be  presented  if  the 
Instant  bill  accorded  such  a  remedy,  instead  of  proposing  a 
direct  appropriation  in  payment  of  the  claims. 

In  the  light  of  the  foregoing  statements  I  am  constrained  to 
disapprove  the  bill. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  July  16,  1940. 

CERTAIN  NAVAJO  INDUNS — VETO  MESSAGE    (S.  DOC.  NO.   262) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and,  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

1  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  S.  3794,  "For  the 
relief  of  certain  Navajo  Indians,  and  for  other  purposes." 

This  bill  appropriates  $30,000  as  compensation  to  the  heirs 
of  six  Navajo  boys  who  were  killed,  and  $3,000  as  damages  on 
account  of  injuries  sustained  by  two  boys,  when  the  automo- 
bile in  which  they  were  riding  was  struck  by  a  train  near 
Wingate.  N.  Mex. 

While  the  record  indicates  negligence  on  the  part  of  the 
driver,  thereby  warranting  claims  for  compensation,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  proposed  payments  in  the  death  cases  are 
somewhaJ_jexcessive.  The  six  children  killed  were  between 
the  ages  of  10  and  15  years,  and  the  two  injured  boys  were  12 
and  14  years  of  age.  They  were  all  wards  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  were  being  educated  in  schools  maintained  by 
the  Government.  They  were  not  wage  earners,  and  those 
killed  left  no  actual  dependents.  Those  killed  were  buried  at 
the  expense  of  the  United  States,  and  those  injured  received 
medical  attention  and  hospital  care  at  Federal  exjiense. 

It  is  stated  that  the  two  injured  l>oys  have  fully  recovered, 
but  since  the  record  fails  to  disclose  the  extent  of  their  in- 
juries, it  is  impossible  to  say  whether  the  iJayments  pro- 
posed are,  or  are  not,  excessive. 

I  am  withholding  my  approval  of  the  bill  in  the  belief  that 
the  Congress  should,  in  the  light  of  the  above  suggestions, 
and  upon  the  basis  of  such  additional  information  as  it  may 
obtain,  give  further  consideration  to  these  claims. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  16,  1940. 

EXECUTIVE    MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Schwellenbach  in  the 
chair)  as  in  executive  session,  laid  l)efore  the  Senate  messages 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  submitting  sundry 
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nominations,  which  were  referred  to  the  appropriate  com- 
mittees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE    REPORTS    OP    COIOCTTTEXS 

As  in  executive  session, 

Mr.  CONNALLY,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  re- 
ported favorably  the  nomination  of  Steve  M.  King,  of  Texas, 
to  be  United  States  attorney  for  the  eastern  district  of  Texas. 

Mr.  McKEIiLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

POST-OPPICE  NOBHNATION  RECOMMITTED 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  As  In  executive  session.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  nomination  of  Claude  B.  Doing,  to  be  post- 
master at  Lansdowne,  Md.,  which  was  reported  on  July  11. 
be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post 
Roads. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT  TO  THURSDAY 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  1  o'clock  and  19  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  Senate  adjourned,  the  adjournment  being, 
imder  the  order  previously  entered,  until  Thursday.  July  25, 
1940,  at  12  o'clock  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the  Senate  July  22,  1940 

Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service 

Walter  A.  Foote.  of  Texas,  now  a  Foreign  Service  officer 
of  class  4  and  a  secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service,  to  be 
also  a  Consul  General  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
United  States  Public  Health  Service 

The  following-named  doctors  to  be  assistant  surgeons  In  the 

United  States  Public  Health  Service,  to  take  effect  from  date 

of  oath: 
Samuel  Sherman  Spicer  Malcolm  Judson  Ford 

James  Barclay  Donaldson         IXtnald  Webster  McNaughtoi 
Jesse  Douglas  Harris  Ralph  William  Pagel 

Frederick  Hinkley  Hull  WUliam  Robert  WUIard 

Alfred  Leon  Holleman  Raymond  Serge  Roy 

Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States 
Commander  John  H.  Cornell  to  be  a  captain  in  the  Coast 

Guard  of  the  United  States,  to  rank  as  such  from  July  1, 

1940. 
Boatswain  Emile  T.  Turcotte  to  be  a  chief  boatswain,  to 

rank  as  such  from  August  1.  1940. 
Machinist  Martin  Lentz,  Jr.,  to  be  a  chief  machinist,  to 

rank  as  such  from  July  5.  1940. 
The  following-named  persons  to  be  ensigns   (temporary) 

In  the  Co&st  Guard  of  the  United  States,  to  take  effect  from 

dates  of  oath: 

Norman  Lee  Oleson 
Preston  L.  Taulbee 

Appointment  in  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
I    _  general  officer 
Brig.  Gen.  Mervln  Gilbert  McConnel,  Idaho  National  Guard, 
to  be  brigadier  general.  National  Guard  of  the  United  States. 

Promotions  in  the  Navy 
marine  corps 

The  following-named  lieutenant  colonels  to  be  colonels  in 
the  Marine  Corps  from  the  8th  day  of  July  1940: 

Lemuel  C.  Shepherd,  Jr. 

Prank  Whitehead 

Robert  Blake      ! 

The  following-named  majors  to  be  lieutenant  colonels  In 
the  Marine  Corps  from  the  8th  day  of  July  1940: 

Joseph  H.  Fellows  Lester  A.  Dessez 

Louis  G.  DeHaven  John  W.  Beckett 


John  Halla  Donald  G.  Oglesby 

Kenneth  A.  Imnan  Byron  F.  Johnson 

Lester  N.  Medarls  John  T.  Selden 

Prank  B.  Goettge  Elmer  E.  Hall 

The  following -named  captains  to  be  majors  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  8th  day  of  July  1940: 
John  D.  Bianchard  Leslie  P.  Narum 

John  N.  Hart  Ion  M.  Bethel 

Hawley  C.  Waterman  John  F.  Hough 

James  O.  Brauer  Robert  L.  Griffin,  Jr. 

Thomas  C.  Green  Edward  L.  Pugh 

Andrew  J.  Mathiesen  Earl  H.  Phillips 

Joseph  C.  Burger  Matthew  C.  Homer 

Verne  J.  McCaul  James  M.  Ranck,  Jr. 

First  Lt.  Frederic  H.  Ramsey  to  be  a  captain  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1939. 

First  Lt.  Reynolds  H.  Hayden  to  be  a  captain  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1939. 

First  Lt.  Victor  H.  Krulak  to  be  a  captain  In  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  14th  day  of  August  1939. 

First  Lt.  Harold  O.  Deakin  to  be  a  captain  In  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  14th  day  of  August  1939. 

The  following-named  second  lieutenants  to  be  first  lieu- 
tenants In  the  Marine  Corps  from  the  3d  day  of  Jime  1940: 
Robert  T.  Vance  _         Cedric  H.  Kuhn 

Woodrow  M.  Kessler  Thomas  A.  Culhane,  Jr. 

Donald  E.  Huey  Guy  G.  Narter 

Clarence  A.  Barninger.  Jr.        Alben  C.  Robertson     - 
Merritt  Adelman  -      Radford  C.  West 

Rivers  J.  Morrell,  Jr.  Thomas  R.  Stokes 

Arthur  J.  Stuart  Ray  L.  Vroome 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  July  22,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Again,  gracious  Heavenly  Father,  in  the  dispensation  of  Thy 
providence  we  have  seen  the  birth  of  a  new  day.  We  thank 
Thee.  Be  Thou  unto  us  the  wisdom  that  makes  error  difficult, 
the  light  that  makes  the  darkness  fade  away,  and  the  bread 
of  heaven  that  quickens  the  best  impulses  of  our  souls.  Con- 
sider us,  O  Lord,  and  bless  the  bonds  of  fraternity,  the  ties  of 
friendship,  and  the  affections  of  our  homes.  Blessed  Lord 
God.  the  world  gives  peace  to  reward  toil;  give  us  Thine  to 
prepare  us  for  toil;  it  gives  peace  to  exhausted  energy;  give 
us  Thine  to  inspire  action;  it  gives  peace  as  a  rest  from 
labor;  O  give  us  Thine  to  arm  us  for  today.  Impress  us  that 
there  is  no  armament  so  potent  and  enduring  as  that  of  the 
observance  of  moral,  spiritual,  and  religious  obligations  of  a 
great  people  and  without  that  sanctuary  there  can  be  no  per- 
petuation of  the  decencies  and  securities  of  any  civilization. 
We  pray  for  the  Great  Comforter  that  He  may  become  our 
shield  and  buckler,  our  wealth  and  power,  oiu-  preparedness, 
our  love  of  liberty,  and  that  He  may  forever  make  America 
unconquered  and  unconquerable.  May  no  failures,  no  regrets, 
no  afflictions,  and  no  sin  follow  in  the  wake  of  this  day.  In 
our  dear  Redeemer's  name.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thvu-sday,  July  11.  1940. 
was  read  and  approved. 

message  from  the  senate 

Pursuant  to  House  Resolution  552,  on  July  12,  1940.  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  received  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
the  foUowing  message  announcing  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
a  bill  of  the  following  title,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested: 

S.  4165.  An  act  to  provide,  in  cooperation  with  the  Port  of 
New  York  Authority,  for  the  construction  in  New  York  Harbor 
of  a  graving  drydock  large  enough  to  accommodate  the  largest 
naval  ships  built  or  building. 

The  message  aiso  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  In  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  foUowing  title: 
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H.  R.  10030.  An  act  Increasing  the  number  of  naval  aviators 
In  the  line  of  the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOI?»T  RESOLUTION  SIGNED 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  wishes  to  announce  that  pur- 
suant to  the  authority  granted  him  on  July  10.  1940.  he  did 
on  July  12,  1940.  sign  the  following  enrolled  bills  and  joint 
resolution : 

H.  R.  6056.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antal  or  Anthony  or 
Tony  Zaicek  or  Zaiczek; 

H.  R.  6884.  An  act  to  encourage  travel  in  the  United  States 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7696.  An  act  to  amend  the  United  States  Grain 
Standards  Act.  to  provide  for  the  grading  of  soybeans,  and 
for  other  purposes ; 

H.  R.  8372.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi 
River  at  or  near  Chester,  TJ.; 

H.  R.  9877.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  elec- 
trical energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam.  providing  for  the  ap- 

pUcation  of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  op- 
eration of  the  Boulder  power  plant  by  the  United  States 
directly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes. 

H.  R.  10100.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes:  and 
^:s:^.  J.  Res.  582.  Joint  resolution  making  an  appropriation  to 
enable  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  to  establish 
the  marine  and  war-risk  Insurance  fund. 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  EInrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  had,  on  July  12,  1940,  examined 
the  foregoing  bills  and  a  joint  resolution  and  found  them 
truly  enrolled. 

The  Speaker  also  announced  his  signature  to  enrolled  bills 
of  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  3046.  An  act  to  extend  to  certain  ofiBcers  and  employees 
in  the  several  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  provi- 
sions of  the  act  entitled,  "An  act  to  prevent  pernicious  politi- 
cal activities,"  approved  Augtist  2,  1939; 

S.  3097.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Katherine  M.  Drier;  and 

S.  4119.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  certain 
land  in  the  De  Soto  National  Forest  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  for  use  for  military  purposes. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE   PRESIDENT 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  were  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Latta, 
one  of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the  House  that  on 
the  following  dates  the  President  approved  and  signed  bills 
and  a  joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 
On  July  8.  1940: 

H.  R.  6831.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  lease  certain  of  the  pubbc  lands  to  the  Metropolitan  Water 
District  of  Southern  California  for  the  extraction  of  sodium 
chloride  for  water-conditioning  purposes: 

H.  R.  8024.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  leasing  of  restricted 
allotments  of  deceased  Indians  in  certain  circumstances,  and 
for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  8499.  An  act  relating  to  adoption  of  minors  by 
Indians. 

On  July  10.  1940: 

H.  R.  1435.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  S.  Tait; 

H.  R.  4828.  An  act  to  amend  the  law  limiting  the  operation 
of  statutes  of  limitation  in  certain  cases;  and 

H.  R.  10106.  An  act   to  amend  the  District  of  Columbia 
Revenue  Act  of  1937.  as  amended. 
On  July  11,  1940: 

H.  R.  2358.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  Joseph  Wright: 

H.  R.  3161.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  First  National  Bank 
of  Gettysburg.  Pa.,  as  legal  guardian  of  the  three  minor  chil- 
dren of  £>ale  W.  Guise  and  Gladys  M.  Guise,  both  deceased, 
and  Sally  C.  Guise  and  Martha  G.  and  Arnold  E.  Omer; 

H.  R.  3171.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  L.  Sheldon; 


H.R.5258.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  guardian  of 
Betty  Lou  Prady  and  W.  L.  Prady; 

H.  R.  7843.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Clifford  J.  Williams; 

H.  R.  9114.  An  act  authorizing  advancements  from  the 
Federal  Emergency  Administration  of  Pubhc  Works  for  the 
construction  of  a  recorder  of  deeds  building  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  6424.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  transportation  and 
distribution  of  mails  on  motor-vehicle  routes. 
On  July  12, 1940: 

H.  R.  7861.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Hannah  S.  Bray.  Jane 
Bickers,  and  Frances  Bickers. 
On  July  18,  1940: 

H.R.  2751.  An  act  to  repeal  sections  3711,  3712.  and  3713 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  which  relate  to  the  purchase  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  of  coal  and  wood  for  public  use.  and  for 
other  purposes; 

H.R. 7233.  An  act  to  amendrthe  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
provide  for  the  disposition,  control,  and  use  of  surplus  real 
property  acquired  by  Federal  agencies,  and  for  other  pvur- 
poses,"  approved  August  27,  1935  (Public.  No.  351,  74th 
Cong.),  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7696.  An  act  to  amend  the  United  States  Grain 
Standards  Act,  to  provide  for  the  grading  of  soybeans,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.R. 8372.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mis- 
sissippi River  at  or  near  Chester,  HI.; 

H.  R.  9576.  An  act  relating  to  the  admission  to  St.  Eliza- 
beths Hospital  of  persons  resident  or  domiciled  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  582.  Joint  resolution  making  an  appropriation  to 
enable  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  to  establish 
the  marine  and  war-risk  insurance  fund. 
On  July  19.  1940: 

H.R. 6056.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antal  or  Anthony  or 
Tony  Zaicek  or  Zaiczek; 

H.  R.  6884.  An  act  to  encourage  travel  in  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  9877.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  electrical 
energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam,  providing  for  the  applica- 
tion of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the  operation 
of  the  Boulder  Dam  power  plant  by  the  United  States  directly 
or  through  agents,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  10100.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purpcses. 

COMMITTEE  ON  MILITARY  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  House  may  be  per- 
mitted to  sit  during  the  sessions  of  the  House  during  this 
week  beginning  on  Wednesday.  May  I  say.  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
it  is  understood  that  the  committee  will  meet  at  10  o'clock 
Wednesday  morning  and  the  first  witness  in  support  of  the 
military  training  bill  will  be  Mayor  LaGuardia,  of  New  York, 
followed  by  Gen.  George  C.  Marshall,  Chief  of  Staff  of  the 
United  States  Army. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky?  , 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  extend  my  remarks  in 
the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a  short  editorial  from 
this  morning's  Washington  Post  commendatory  of  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  speech 
which  I  delivered  at  the  National  Democratic  Convention  on 
last  Tuesday  in  Chicago. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection?  ,; 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  GRIFFITH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  t  Mr.  Per- 
KANOEZl  be  permitted  to  extend  his  remarks  by  including  a 
letter  addressed  to  a  constitutent. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  an  article 
from  the  New  York  Times. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
re\1se  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  speech  made  at 
Chicago  by  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  IMr.  SteacallI. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Patrick  was  granted  permis- 
sion to  revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a 
Statement  by  Gen.  Claude  B.  Birkhead,  commander  of  the 
Texas  National  Guard. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  in- 
clude excerpts  from  a  patriotic  book. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  brief  newspaper  clipping 
and  two  or  three  letters  I  have  received. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  on  two  subjects  and  to  include  in  one  an 
article  on  the  proposed  national  parks  in  Oregon,  and  in  the 
other  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Townsend  convention. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr,  DIRKSEN.  I  wanted  to  prefer  a  request  for  some  time 
after  the  legislative  program,  but  I  have  no  notion  as  to  what 
the  program  may  be  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  cannot  inform  the  gentleman 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  IMr. 
Randolph)  has  any  bills  to  call  up.  This  Is  District  of  Co- 
lumbia Day,  and  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  is  entitled 
to  the  call.  The  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  can  answer 
the  gentleman's  question,  perhaps. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  an.swer  partially,  at 
least,  to  the  inquiry  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  I  believe  It 
has  been  the  rather  general  understanding  and  agreement 
that  there  would  be  no  legislation  this  week  of  a  highly  f:on- 
troversial  nature.  I  think  this  agreement  was  entered  into 
between  the  majority  and  minority  leaders.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  legislation  on  the  District  of  Columbia  Calendar 
at  the  present  time  Is  of  a  highly  controversial  nature  I  would 
want  to  go  along  with  the  leadership  and  the  general  agree- 
ment of  the  House  and  not  call  up  those  bills. 

I  may  say  to  the  Speaker,  however,  that  I  shall  ask  time 
under  the  District  of  Columbia  Calendar,  approximately  10 
minutes,  to  discuss  a  matter  which  is  of  Interest  to  the  Dis- 
trict and.  I  believe,  the  country  at  large. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virgmla.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  In  connection 
With  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from  West  Vir- 
ginia as  to  an  understanding  about  not  taking  up  controver- 
sial legislation  I  want  to  say  that  I  am  perfectly  anxious  to 
cooperate  in  every  way  with  the  considered  Judgment  of  the 


leadership  of  the  House,  but  we  have  this  sort  of  situation : 
The  Congress  practically  unanimously  feels  that  it  should 
stay  in  Washington  to  take  care  of  important  national- 
defense  items.  There  is  an  extremely  urgent,  vital,  and 
necessary  national -defense  item  that  we  should  get  up,  con- 
sider in  the  House,  and  act  upon.  It  has  been  recommended 
by  the  Advisory  Council  on  Defense,  and  the  Appropriations 
Committee  was  told  a  week  or  10  days  ago  that  it  was  neces- 
sary, and  that  even  days  counted.  I  am  now  told  that  we 
cannot  get  a  quorum  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  and  that  it 
would  be  Impossible  to  get  it  up  for  consideration.  To  say 
the  least,  I  am  forced  to  express  my  disappointment. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield?  - 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  would  bke  to  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
\nrglnia  that  the  House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
finds  itself  in  about  the  same  attitude  as  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia.  We  have  the  hearty  cooperation  of  the  floor  leader, 
who  has  been  doing  everything  he  could  to  facilitate  it.  of 
course,  but  we  have  had  on  the  calendar  for  several  days 
the  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  call  the  National  Guard 
for  training.    We  also  are  conducting  hearings  on  the  bill 

to  provide  compulsory  miUtary  training.  Both  these  mat- 
ters I  regard  as  considerably  more  important  and  more  es- 
sential right  at  this  time  than  even  the  bill  about  which 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  is  talking,  because  that  bill  in- 
volves construction,  whereas  the  bill  from  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  relates  to  matters  that  will  be  done  within 
the  next  6  months. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  am  not  criticizing  anybody 
for  anything;  I  am  merely  stating  facts.  I  believe  that  in- 
dividual Members  of  Congress  ought  to  stay  here  and  at- 
tend to  the  business  that  Congress  is  staying  in  session  to 
transact.  We  are  not  staying  in  Washington  this  summer 
just  for  a  picnic  or  because  we  Uke  the  beautiful  Capital  of 
the  Nation,  but  because  it  seems  to  be  necessary  to  stay  here. 
I  feel  that  the  individual  Members  of  Congress  ought  to  stay 
here  and  attend  to  these  matters  of  much  moment. 

MESSAGE   FROM   THE    PRESIDENT   OF  THE   UNITED   STATES EXPORT- 
IMPORT  BANK   (H.  DOC.  NO.  881) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was  read  and, 
with  the  accompanying  papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  and  ordered  printed: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

As  a  result  of  the  war  in  Europe,  far-reaching  changes  In 
world  affairs  have  occurred,  which  necessarily  have  reper- 
cussions on  the  economic  life  both  of  the  United  States  and 
of  the  other  American  Republics.  All  American  Republics  in 
some  degree  make  a  practice  of  selling,  and  should  sell,  sur- 
plus products  to  other  parts  of  the  world,  and  we  in  the  United 
States  export  many  items  that  are  also  exported  by  other 
countries  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

The  course  of  the  war,  the  resultant  blockades  and  counter 
blockades,  and  the  inevitable  disorganization.  Is  preventing  the 
flow  of  these  surplus  products  to  their  normal  markets.  Nec- 
essarily this  has  caused  distress  in  various  parts  of  the  New 
World,  and  will  continue  to  cause  distress  until  foreign  trade 
can  be  resumed  on  a  normal  basis,  and  the  seller  of  these  sur- 
pluses is  in  a  position  to  protect  himself  in  disposing  of  his 
products.  Until  liberal  commercial  policies  are  restored  and 
fair  trading  on  a  commercial  plane  is  reopened,  distress  may 
be  continued. 

I  therefore  request  that  the  Congress  give  prompt  consider- 
ation to  increasing  the  capital  and  lending  power  of  the  Ex- 
port-Import Bank  of  Washington  by  $500,000,000,  and 
removing  some  of  the  restrictions  on  its  operations  to  the 
end  that  the  bank  may  be  of  greater  assistance  to  our  neigh- 
bors south  of  the  Rio  Grande.  Including  financing  the  han- 
dling and  orderly  marketing  of  some  part  of  their  surpluses. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  before  another  year  world  trade  can 
be  reestablished,  but,  pending  this  adjustment,  we  in  the 
United  States  should  join  with  the  peoples  of  the  other  re- 
publics of  the  Western  Hemisphere  in  meeting  their  problems. 
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I  call  the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  fact  that  by  helping 
our  neighbors  we  will  be  helping  ourselves.  It  is  in  the  inter- 
ests of  the  producers  of  our  country,  as  well  as  in  the  inter- 
ests of  producers  of  other  American  countries,  that  there  shall 
not  be  a  disorganized  or  cutthroat  market  in  those  commod- 
ities which  we  all  export. 

No  sensible  person  would  advocate  an  attempt  to  prevent 
the  normal  exchange  of  commodities  between  other  continents 
and  the  Americas,  but  what  can  and  should  be  done  is  to  pre- 
vent excessive  fluctuations  caused  by  distressed  selling  result- 
ing from  temporary  interruption  in  the  flow  of  trade,  or  the 
fact  that  there  has  not  yet  been  reestablished  a  system  of  free 
exchange.  Unless  exporting  countries  are  able  to  assist  their 
nationals,  they  will  be  forced  to  bargain  as  best  they  can. 

As  has  heretofore  been  made  dear  to  the  Congress,  the 
Export-Import  Bank  is  operated  by  directors  representing  the 
Departments  of  State.  Treasury,  Agriculture,  and  Ccnunerce, 
and  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation,  and  is  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator,  so  that 
all  interested  branches  of  our  Government  participate  in  any 
loans  that  are  authorized,  and  the  directors  of  the  bank 
should  have  a  free  hand  as  to  the  purposes  for  which  loans 
are  authorized  and  the  terms  and  conditions  upon  which  they 
are  made. 

I  therefore  request  passage  of  appropriate  legislation  to 
this  end. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  JvHy  22.  1940. 

ItESSACE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES — PUERTO  RICO 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was  read,  and 
together  with  the  accompanying  papers,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Insular  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

As  required  by  section  23  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
March  2.  1917,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  a  civil  government 
for  Porto  Rico,  and  for  other  purposes,"  I  transmit  herewith 
certified  copies  of  laws  enacted  by  the  fourth  regular  session 
of  the  Fourteenth  Legislature  of  Puerto  Rico,  February  12  to 
AprU  15,  1940. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House,  July  22,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  Bloom  1,  to  submit  a  highly  privileged  resolu- 
tion. 

foreign  affairs 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  I  present  a  privileged  resolution  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  550 

Resoli>€d,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  Is 
hereby,  requested.  If  not  Incompatible  with  the  public  interest,  to 
Inform  the  House  of  Representatives  If  there  Is  a  secret  pact,  agree- 
ment, or  understanding  between  the  tJnlted  States  of  America  and 
the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics  to  provide  military  or  naval 
support  against  Japan  In  Asia,  or  against  Germany  in  Europe,  in 
case  of  war  between  the  Soviet  Union  and  either  Oermany  or  Japan. 
or  both. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  that 
a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  be  read. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Department  or  State. 
Washington.  July  13.  1940. 
The  Honorable  Sol  Bloom. 
House  of  Representatives. 

Mt  Deab  Mr.  Bloom:  I  have  received  your  letter  of  Jtily  11.  1940, 
In  which  you  transmit  for  any  comment  which  I  may  desire  to 
make  several  copies  of  Hotise  Resolution  550.  requesting  informa- 
tion from  the  President  concerning  any  existing  secret  pact,  agree- 
ment, or  xinderstanding  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  to  provide  military  or  naval 


support  against  Japan  in  Asia  or  against  Germany  In  Europe.  In 
case  of  war  between  the  Soviet  Union  and  either  Germany  or  Japan, 
or  both. 

In  reply,  you  are  informed  that  there  Is  no  existing  secret  pact, 
agreement,  or  understanding  of  any  kind  whatsoever  between  the 
United  States  of  America  or  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics. 

It  is  not  believed,  therefore,  that  the  adoption  of  the  resolution 
in  question  would  serve  any  useful  purpose. 
Sincerely  yours.  . 

I  Ck»OEIX    HtTLL. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  resolution  be 
laid  on  the  table. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PERlfflSSION   to  address  THE  HOUSE 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia 
desire  to  address  the  House  at  this  time? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    Yes,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  following  the 
disposition  of  the  imanimous-consent  requests  now  being 
made  I  may  address  the  House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

EXTENSION  of  REMARKS 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  speech  made  by  the  President  of  Cuba  yesterday. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  BloomI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
the  very  able  speech  of  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives before  the  Democratic  convention  at  Chicago. 
lApplause.l 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  RatbxtrnI? 
There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  at  the  completion  of  the  legislative  business  in  order  for 
today  I  may  proceed  for  1  hour. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
immediately  following  the  address  by  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenJ  I  may  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  yield  for  the  purpose  of  asking  a  question? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  due  to  the  observations  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  WoodrukI  this  morning, 
may  I  ask  the  majority  leader  if  there  is  to  be  any  change 
in  the  program  as  announced  last  week  that  noth.ng  of  a 
controversial  nature  will  be  brought  up  during  the  balance  of 
the  week? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Not  that  I  know  of. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  yield? 

Mr.  RAJnXDLPH.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  after  the 
10  minutes  granted  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Randolph],  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Previous  orders  have  already  been  made. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  after  the 
previous  orders  heretofore  entered,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  5  minutes. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  it  might  be  best  if 
I  yielded  for  all  unanimous-consent  requests  at  this  time. 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  sisk  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  radio  address  I  made,  also  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in 
the  Record  and  to  Include  therein  a  letter  received  from  the 
Swiss  Legation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  IMr.  Miller]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude therein  a  radio  address  by  myself. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van  Zandt]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  short  newsi>aper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mundt]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Blr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include 
therein  an  article  by  Senator  E.  E.  Patton,  published  in  the 
Knoxville  Journal. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Jennings]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RUTHERFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
an  article  taken  from  the  Evening  Times,  of  Sayre.  Pa. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  RimiERroRD]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  now  recognizes  the  gentle- 
man from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Randolph]. 

STTTFRACE  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  trust  that  even  though 
Members  may  have  other  matters  which  should  consume 
attention  at  the  opening  of  today's  session,  that  as  many 
colleagues  as  can  possibly  do  so  will  permit  me  not  to  speak 
so  much  to  them  as  to  counsel  with  them  about  a  certain 
action  which  has  recently  been  taken  by  one  of  the  great 
major  political  parties  of  this  coimtry. 

For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  United  States  we 
have  seen  a  political  party  declare  in  its  platform  adopted  in 
convention  for  a  clear-cut  decision  on  a  subject  which  has 
been  of  considerable  interest  to  a  large  number  of  persons 
over  a  long  period  of  time. 

DElf  GOATS  roB  exnTRAOC 

I  refer  to  the  action  in  Chicago  by  the  platform  and  reso- 
hitions  committee  of  the  Democratic  Party,  and  later  by  the 
convention  delegates  themselves,  in  adopting  a  plank  in  our 
1940  platform  which  calls  for  the  extension  to  District  of 
Columbia  residents  of  the  privileges  of  the  franchise.  At 
that  convention  the  Democratic  Party  went  on  record  in 
affirmative  language  with  an  expresesion  that  suffrage  should 
be  extended  to  those  persons  who  reside  in  the  District  of 
Colimibia. 

I  know  there  are  many  of  srou  who  are  conscientiously 
against  the  extension  of  the  privilege  and  the  responsibility 
of  voting  rights  to  the  men  and  women  who  reside  at  our 
National  Capital.  I  know  full  well  there  is  a  difference  of 
opinion  on  this  subject;  but  I  do  hail  with  enthusiasm,  as  one 
individual,  the  action  of  the  Democratic  Party  of  1940  in 
declaring  to  the  Nation  that  for  those  men  and  women  who 


live  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  who  cannot  establish 
voting  privileges  in  any  State  in  this  Union  that  a  plan  shall 
be  evolved  through  legislative  means  which  will  give  to  them 
the  rights  and  responsibilities  of  true  voting  citizens  of  this 
Nation  of  yours  and  mine. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  MT.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  is  in  charge  in  the  House  and  the  Senate,  and 
that  we  have  a  President  who  is  the  head  of  that  party,  is- 
there  any  reason  why  you  should  not  go  right  along  and  pass 
such  legislation  at  the  present  session,  since  we  are  going  to 
be  here  for  some  time?  Why  wait  until  next  year?  Why  not 
go  along  with  this  program  now  If  you  have  declared  yourself 
in  favor  of  it?    Personally  I  shall  Join  with  you. 

senator  cappci  helps 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  am  very  happy  to  have  the  assurance 
of  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  of  his  support  of  legislation 
to  bring  about  this  desired  end.  I  want  also  to  pay  tribute  to 
the  support  which  has  been  given  through  a  loi^  period  of 
years  by  your  distinguished  Senator  from  the  State  of  Kansas 
(Mr.  Capper  1,  who  has  had  a  resolution  pending  and  who  has 
done  everything  in  his  individual  power  and  in  cooperation 
with  others  to  get  action  by  Congress. 

It  will  be  my  purpose  as  speedily  as  possible  to  have  those 
individuals  in  the  House  of  Representatives  who  are  inter- 
ested in  this  subject  come  together  and  counsel  and  discuss 
ways  and  means  of  bringing  a  suffrage  measure  to  our  body. 
I  want  to  say  that  I  believe  it  is  highly  significant  that  the 
chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  [Mr.  SumnersI,  after  long  service  in  this 
body,  has  found  himself  in  agreement  with  the  extension  of 
voting  privileges  to  the  men  and  women  who  live  here,  and 
he  has  introduced  a  resolution  to  bring  that  about.  In  talk- 
ing with  him  personally,  he  told  me  that  he  arrived  at  this 
conclusion  after  a  considerable  amount  of  consideration  and 
careful  thought  on  the  subject. 

no  partisanship  INVOLVED 

To  continue  with  the  decision  made  by  the  Democratic 
Party  in  its  platform.  I  only  wish  that  the  Republican  Party, 
meeting  in  convention  at  Philadelphia,  had  done  as  the  Dem- 
ocratic Party  did  in  Chicago.  I  say  tliis  not  from  any  parti- 
san standpoint  whatever,  because  I  believe  this  is  a  matter 
which  is  important  to  both  parties.  There  should  not  be, 
and  I  am  certain  there  will  not  be,  any  consideration  of  any 
such  legislation  that  comes  before  us  in  a  partisan  manner, 
because  the  subject  matter  goes  to  the  basic  fundamentals  of 
this  country  of  yours  and  mine. 

SONS  AND  DAUGHTERS  COME  OF  ACE 

I  cannot  see  for  a  single  moment  why  the  large  population 
that  has  grown  up  in  the  District  of  Coliunbia  over  a  period 
of  years  should  not  have  the  responsibility  of  the  vote.  The 
processes  of  democracy  should  fimction  in  the  District  Just 
as  in  any  part  of  America.  There  was  a  time  In  the  de- 
veloping growth  of  the  District  of  Columbia  when  most  of  the 
individuals  who  settled  in  this  city  came  as  employees  of  the 
Government  or  as  tradesmen  to  carry  on  the  needed  commer- 
cial life  of  the  city,  but  during  the  last  21  years  or  more  sons 
and  daughters  have  been  bom  to  the  men  and  women  who 
came  here,  and  they  are  now  of  voting  age.  They  cannot 
under  any  legal  means  or  any  stretch  of  the  imagination 
establish  a  bona  fide  voting  residence  in  any  State  of  this 
Union.  Why  should  these  young  men  and  women  as  they 
become  21  years  of  age  be  kept  from  voting  for  a  President 
of  the  United  States,  just  as  young  men  and  yoimg  women 
do  In  the  States  of  Kansas  or  Dlinois  or  my  own  State  of 
West  Virginia?  Why  should  these  fine  Americans  not  have 
the  rights  and  responsibilities  of  voting  also  for  representation 
In  Congress,  and  later,  perhaps,  there  should  be  some  form  of 
local  suffrage  in  the  District  of  Columbia? 

Mr.  MUNDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  As  one  who  is  entirely  open-minded  on  the 
subject  of  suffrage  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  I  wonder  if 
the  gentleman  could  explain  to  the  House  for  our  informa- 
tion just  what  is  contemplated  by  the  plank  in  the  Demo- 
cratic platform  on  this  subject.  Does  it  mean  giving  the  resi- 
dents of  the  District  only  the  privilege  of  voting  for  a  Presi- 
dent, or  does  it  perhaps  mean  giving  two  Senators  as  well 
as  Representatives  to  the  District,  in  addition? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  raising  that 
question.  The  plank  simply  declares  for  an  extension  of 
suffrage  to  the  residents  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  We 
believe  that  those  who  are  interested  in  the  subject  matter 
in  this  Congress  will  arrive  at  a  legislative  vehicle  we  can  use 
to  bring  about  a  partial  suffrage,  if  not  a  complete  suffrage, 
for  the  District  of  Columbia.  I  believe  it  only  fair  to  say 
that  in  my  discussions  over  the  last  few  years  with  Members 
of  this  body  I  have  found  many  more  of  them  in  favor  of 
giving  a  vote  for  President  to  residents  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  than  for  any  other  part  of  the  national  representa- 
tion or  sufiFrage  program. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  thank  the  gentleman.  The  thing  that 
has  worried  me  about  this  subject  is  giving  two  Senators,  for 
example,  to  such  a  small  segment  of  our  country,  geograph- 
ically speaking,  with  regard  to  the  location  of  the  popula- 
tion, as  the  District  would  be.  if  it  were  given  the  status  of 
a  State.  However,  simply  voting  for  President  would  seem 
to  be  exercising  a  perfectly  logical  constitutional  privilege. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  again  thank  the  gentleman  for  his 
contribution.  I  do  wish  to  say.  however,  that  the  latest  census 
figures  for  the  District  of  Columbia  show  that  we  have  a 
population  of  upward  of  700,000.  Of  course,  as  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Dakota  well  knows,  this  is  a  larger  popu- 
lation than  many  States  have  which  have  two  Senators  rep- 
resenting them.    I  say  this  in  all  good  humor. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Yet  geographically  those  States  are  larger, 
and  the  problems  they  face  are  tremendously  larger  than 
those  the  District  has  to  face. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  That  is  exactly  right.  The  only  reason 
I  made  such  comment  is  that  the  gentleman  carried  his  ob- 
servation not  only  to  geographical  location  but  to  population 
as  well. 

Mr.  LEAVY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  RANDOLPH.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wash- 
ington. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  happen  to  know  that  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia  appeared  before  the  Democratic  platform  com- 
mittee and  presented  the  case  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  the 
District  of  Coliunbia  as  to  the  right  of  suffrage.  I  compliment 
the  gentleman  upon  the  forceful  presentation  he  must  have 
made,  judging  by  the  results  he  obtained. 

I  now  want  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  knows  whether 
that  matter  was  presented  at  all  to  the  Republican  Plat- 
form Committee  at  Philadelphia,  and  whether  it  was  even 
suggested  to  them  that  they  might  write  a  similar  plank  in 
their  platform. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  want  to  say  in  answer  to  the  inquiry 
of  the  gentleman  from  Washington  that  I  do  not  know  what 
action  was  taken  by  Washlngtonlans  who  were  members  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  Republican  delegation  at  Philadel- 
phia. In  years  gone  by  that  subject  has  been  presented  to 
Republican  conventions  and  has  been  presented,  of  coiuse. 
to  Democratic  conventions,  but  this  time  we  find  the 
flTit  real  declaration  in  any  party  platform  for  the  right  of 
suffrage  for  the  men  and  women  who  live  in  the  District. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  for  5  additional 
minutes? 

The  SPEAKER.  Has  the  gentleman  the  consent  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  gentleman  has  that  consent.  Mr. 
Speaker. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  to  proceed  for  5  additional 
minutes? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  again  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  yield- 
Mr.  LEAVY.  It  has  been  suggested.  I  think,  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kansas  [Mr.  ReesI.  that  since  the  Democrats 
are  in  control  of  the  House  and  since  the  platform  contains  a 
proposal  that  suffrage  be  granted,  that  it  should  be  granted 
forthwith.  If  the  Republican  Party  at  Philadelphia  had  writ- 
ten a  similar  plank  in  their  platform,  then  would  we  not  be 
doubly  sure  of  enacting  such  legislation  before  we  adjourn? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  think,  of  course,  if  we  could  have  this 
plank  in  both  political  platforms,  it  would  help  us  on  the 
floor,  and  just  before  I  jrield  again  to  my  friend  from  Kansas, 
I  want  to  say  that  you  have  paid  tribute  to  me  for  my 
presentation  at  Chicago  of  the  plea  for  suffrage  for  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia.  I  have  no  pride  of  leadership  as  such,  and 
I  simply  joined  with  other  men  and  'vomen  in  working  that 
this  would  be  brought  about  and  here  publicly  I  pay  tribute 
to  Mr.  Hildreth  and  Mr.  McConihe  and  others  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  delegation  who  kept  plugging  away  for  suffrage 
In  the  face  of  the  discouragement  which  sometimes  seemed 
very  strong  against  their  efforts  in  this  direction. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  is  unduly  modest, 
because  we  in  the  House  appreciate  the  battle  the  gentleman 
has  made  for  suffrage  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    I  yield  again  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  view  of  the  fact  that  a  bill  is  now 
pending  before  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  and 
has  been  pending  there  diu"ing  the  entire  session,  and  prob- 
ably during  the  entire  Congress,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  majority  party  appears  to  be  so  strong  for  this  legisla- 
tion, why  in  the  world  bother  about  putting  it  into  your 
party  platform  if  you  are  in  earnest  about  it,  and  I  am  sure 
the  gentleman  now  before  the  House  is  in  earnest  about  it; 
why  not  go  along  and  get  it  up  before  the  House?  You  have 
a  majority  on  the  committee  in  charge  of  the  measure,  and 
why  not  bring  it  out  here  and  vote  on  it  and  not  make  it  a 
so-called  partisan  matter?  Probably  the  Republicans  could 
have  done  the  same  thing,  but  it  just  seems  to  me  it  is  rather 
useless  to  take  any  other  course  when  the  measure  is  pend- 
ing before  the  Congress  and  when  we  are  right  here  and  are 
going  to  be  in  session  for  some  time.  Why  not  come  in  here 
and  vote  It  out?  I  am  sure  the  Republicans  in  great  num- 
bers will  join  the  gentleman,  and  it  will  not  be  a  partisan 
matter.  Let  us  take  the  partisanship  out  of  the  question 
entirely. 

'  Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Yes;  I  want  to  do  that  very  much.  The 
gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Dirksin  ] ,  the  very  distinguished 
ranking  member  on  the  House  District  Committee,  knows  we 
have  always  tried  to  consider  Washington  matters  from  an 
entirely  nonpartisan  standpoint,  and  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  welfare  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  in  relation 
to  the  entire  Nation. 

I  now  want  to  make  this  further  observation.  There  were 
hearings  held  before  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House 
on  this  subject  during  the  Seventy-fifth  Congress  and  there 
has  been  a  gradual  coming  to  the  viewpoint  of  a  certain  de- 
gree of  representation  for  the  District  of  Columbia.  I  am 
hoping  that  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Sumraisl  will 
take  the  leadership  because  he  holds  a  key  position  and  see 
that  there  is  a  vote  taken  in  the  Judiciary  Committee  so 
that  a  bill  may  be  brought  before  the  House  for  consideration. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  yield  to  the  genUeman  from  Min- 
nesota. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Of  course,  on  this  question  of  suffrage 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  self-government  for  tlic 
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District,  we  hear  discussed  at  every  session  of  the  Congress 
and  I  have  heard  statements  made  to  the  effect  that  they 
once  had  suffrage  and  the  right  of  self-government  in  the 
District  and  that  it  did  not  work  out  and  that  Congress  took 
it  away  from  the  District.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  could 
enlighten  us  on  that  part  of  the  program. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  would  say  that  what  was  here  only 
applied  to  local  government.  There  was  no  national  repre- 
sentation in  Congress  or  voting  for  the  President  of  the  United 
States  under  that  plan,  as  I  imderstand  it,  but  there  was  a 
certain  amount  of  local  government  and  for  various  reasons 
that  was  taken  away  from  the  District  of  Columbia  residents. 
I  would  not  want  to  go  into  that  just  at  this  time,  because  it 
is  a  rather  involved  subject  and  covers  considerable  territory. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  The  statement  has  been  made  that  it 
did  not  work  out  on  account  of  the  National  Government 
being  located  here  and  they  had  to  abandon  It,  and  I  just 
wondered  if  that  is  true. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  observa- 
tion, and  I  now  yield  to  the  able  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  District  Committee  the  gentleman  from   Illinois    I  Mr. 

DntKSEH]. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  To  observe,  as  a  matter  of  record,  the  per- 
severing and  consistent  efforts  that  the  gentleman  has  de- 
voted to  the  interests  and  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    I  thank  the  gentleman  very  much. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.    Mr.  Speaker,  win  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    Yes. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Has  it  not  been  the  gentleman's  experience, 
since  he  has  been  conspicuously  identified  with  this  committee, 
that  on  numerous  occasions  he  has  had  gentlemen  and  ladies 
say  to  him  that  they  would  be  glad  to  live  in  the  District  of 
Cohmibla  if  they  could  only  exercise  the  privilege  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  has  been  promoting  for  several  years,  and 
is  it  not  a  fact  that  those  same  gentlemen  and  ladies  could 
make  a  very  valuable  contribution  spiritually  as  well  as  physi- 
cally and  morally  and  intellectually  to  the  affairs  of  the 
District  of  Colxmibia? 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  thank  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
I  am  certain  that  what  the  gentleman  has  observed  is  true  and 
I  so  state  this  to  the  House.  If  the  voting  privilege  were  ex- 
tended, those  men  and  women  would  exercise  that  right  and 
responsibility  with  a  great  deal  of  intelligence  and  civic-mind- 
edness.  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that  here  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  there  are  men  and  women  who  form  the  bulk  of  the 
population  who  have  those  attributes. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  And  they  would  make  priceless  contributions 
to  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Yes.  I  shall  not  ask  for  any  more  time, 
although  several  gentlemen  are  on  their  feet  who  want  to 
question  me  and  add  to  the  discussion.  I  vsUue  the  considera- 
tion given  me  this  afternoon,  and  I  hope  that  we  may  speedily 
and  favorably  consider  this  most  important  subject.  (Ap- 
plause.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  genUeman  from  West 
Virginia  has  again  expired. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  genUeman  from  Illinois  IMr. 
DiRKSEKl  Is  recognized  for  1  hour. 

THI  DEMOCRATIC  NATIONAL  COWVENTION 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  before  the  gentleman  begins 
would  the  gentleman  like  to  have  a  quonun  to  hear  his  con- 
fession? I  make  the  point  of  order  that  there  is  no  quorum 
present. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  O  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  rather  that  the 
gentleman  withdraw  that. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  withdraw  the  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  is  recognized 
for  1  hoiu'. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  apropos  of  the  quonmi  call, 
may  I  say  that  one  of  the  most  Interesting  meetings  I  ever 
addressed  in  my  lifetime  consisted  of  only  seven  people,  in- 
cluding myself.  A  preacher  In  a  little  country  town  came  to 
see  me  one  day  and  said,  "If  you  will  supply  the  pulpit  on  * 


given  Sunday  night.  It  will  enable  me  to  obtain  13  days  of 
uninterrupted  vacaUon."  I  said  I  would  do  so  with  great 
pleasure.  He  said,  "I  am  sure  that  when  they  find  out  that 
3rou  are  going  to  address  the  congregaUon,  they  will  have  to 
put  up  the  standing-room-only  signs."  I  repaired  to  this 
little  town  that  night  and  found  exacUy  seven  people  in  the 
church,  including  myself.  First  we  wound  up  the  organ,  as 
it  were,  and  sang  some  of  those  old  gospel  hymns  with  real 
verve  and  gusto,  and  then  in  intimate  fashion  began  to 
wrestle  with  the  devil  as  Jacob  did  with  the  angel  a  long  time 
ago,  and  I  say  to  you  that  it  turned  out  to  be  an  exciting  and 
glorious  meeting.  So  I  am  not  jmrticularly  disconcerted  about 
how  few  or  how  many  folks  are  on  the  floor  this  afternoon. 

I  want  to  address  myself  to  the  great  reunion  in  Chicago. 
I  notice  by  the  Washington  Daily  News  that  the  weather 
made  the  headlines  today,  so  all  must  be  quiet  on  the  Chicago 
front.  I  do  say,  because  there  is  such  a  scrambling  of  pollUcs 
and  candidates  today,  that  I  think  any  citizen  ought  to 
discuss  fully  and  freely  the  things  that  are  transpiring  in 
national  conventions,  platforms,  and  headlines  that  are  being 
prepared  for  the  country,  because  there  is  such  an  inter- 
mingling now  that  it  is  difficult  for  a  great  many  of  our 
citizenry  to  orient  themselves. 

I  was  one  of  those  who  attended  the  Chicago  convenUon  by 
remote  attendance.  I  listened  faithfully  to  the  air  waves.  I 
read  the  generous  and  copious  accounts  that  appeared  in  the 
newspapers,  and  may  I  preface  my  remarks  today  by  adding 
testimony  to  the  great  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. As  I  listened  to  the  roll  call  of  the  States,  I  think  there 
was  a  sort  of  quickening  of  the  tempo  of  my  thoughts,  and 
there  was  a  quickening  of  sentiments,  because  I  had  somehow 
hoped  that  the  great  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, an  outstanding  Democrat,  a  man  of  infinite  parlia- 
mentary capacity,  a  man  of  parliamentary  skill,  a  man  who 
had  great  devotion  to  the  fundamentals  of  democracy,  might 
have  been  nominated  for  the  Vice  Presidency  of  the  United 
States,  and  I  sUll  feel  that  way.  [Applause.]  I  say  this  with 
no  disparagement  of  Secretary  Wallace,  for  I  have  long 
entertained  respect,  esteem,  and  affection  for  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

Now,  we  held  an  unbossed  convention  in  Philadelphia, 
where  there  were  no  "smoke  filled  room"  and  there  were  no 
bosses  pulling  the  strings.  We  held  a  convention  where  the 
avowed  candidates  for  the  Republican  nomination  for  the 
Presidency  competed  with  real  earnestness  and  vigor,  and 
after  our  deliberaUons  we  nominated  Wendell  Willkie,  one 
time  affiliated  with  the  DemocraUc  Party,  who,  like  so  many 
Democrats  of  the  orthodox  school,  was  deserted  by  his  own 
];>arty.  He  was  selected  to  lead  the  Republicans  in  1940  and 
also  lead  this  Nation  out  of  the  wilderness. 

In  Chicago  they  had  a  completely  bossed  and  dominated 
convention,  where  master  minds  were  constantly  pulling  the 
strings  in  a  smoke-filled  room  and  where  all  candidates  had 
been  plowed  under  except  the  President  of  the  United  States 
and  the  very  genial  and  amiable  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
Mr.  Wallace. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  do  not  want  to  bother  the  gentleman 
now  if  he  would  rather  yield  later. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  will  be  glad  to  yield  later. 

They  were  nominated  amid  demonstrations  of  tunnofl  and 
dissension.  So  I  say,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a  quondam  Re- 
publican is  on  the  Democratic  ticket  and  that  a  former  Dem- 
ocrat is  on  the  Republican  ticket,  every  citizen  ought  to  freely 
exercise  his  prerogative  of  commenting  upon  contemporary 
affairs. 

The  Chicago  convention,  where  the  embattled  hosts  of 
democracy  were  assembled,  was  imique  in  so  many  ways  that 
it  is  difficult  to  catalog. 

In  the  first  place.  It  was  the  only  party  reunion  in  history 
which  was  convened  for  the  exclusive  purpose  of  selecting  a 
Vice  President.  The  rest  of  the  business  had  been  taken  care 
of  before  that  time. 

It  was  the  only  convention  in  the  NaUon's  history  which 
was  manipulated  by  an  assistant  sergeant  at  arms  who 
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could  not  secure  a  berth  on  the  Iowa  delegation  and  who 
thereupon  accepted  a  badge  as  assistant  sergeant  at  arms, 
with  a  direct,  open  wire  to  the  White  House. 

It  was  the  first  time  that  a  party  reunion  was  completely 
dominated  by  a  candidate  who  did  not  choose  to  choose 
until  he  was  nominated. 

It  was  the  only  convention  in  history  where  delegates  had 
to  wear  tags  to  indicate  that  they  were  not  candidates  for 
the  Vice  Presidency. 

It  was  the  only  convention  in  history  where  they  had  1 
Vice  President  and  100  Vice  Presidents  on  order. 

It  was  the  first  convention  in  history  where  the  theme  song 
was  Take  Me  Out  to  the  Ball  Game.     [Laughter.] 

It  was  unique  in  that  Senator  Bilbo,  of  Mississippi,  seemed 
to  be  the  only  Member  of  the  United  States  Senate  who  was 
not  an  aspirant  for  the  Vice  Presidency. 

It  was  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  Republic  that  by 
Indirection  the  Republican  Party  selected  a  Democratic  can- 
didate because  fear  of  the  Republican  standard  bearer  pro- 
voked the  convention  to  select  the  incumbent  of  the  White 
House  as  the  only  man  who  could  beat  Willkie. 
"^  It  was  the  only  convention  in  history  where  Vice  Presi- 
dential candidates  vere  so  abundant  that  a  delegate  from 
Ohio  nominated  two  of  them,  namely,  Bascom  Timmons,  of 
Texas,  and  Charles  Sawyer,  Democratic  National  Committee- 
man from  Ohio. 

It  was  almost  reminiscent  of  the  old  bank  they  used  to  tell 
about  which  had  to  reorganize  because  it  had  more  vice 
presidents  than  depositors. 

It  was  the  only  convention  where  the  vocal  superiority  and 
laryngitical  response  of  a  superintendent  of  sewers  stampeded 
a  convention. 

It  was  the  first  convention  in  history  where  a  demonstra- 
tion was  mechanized,  under  the  direction  of  Mayor  Edward 
A.  Kelly,  of  Chicago,  and  where  Mayor  Kelly's  superintendent 
of  sewers  so  completely  forgot  himself  that  at  times  there 
sprung  from  his  taurian  throat  the  unusual  demand  "Kelly 
Wants  Roosevelt."     [Laughter.] 

It  was  the  first  and  only  convention  in  history  where  dele- 
gates, faced  with  the  inevitable  and  inescapable  threat  of  a 
third  term,  were  like  the  old  Gloucester  fisherman  who  said, 
"I  am  going  down  to  Gloucester  tonight  and  get  drunk  and, 
oh,  how  I  dread  it."     [Laughter.] 

It  was  not  a  Roosevelt  "blitzkrieg."  It  had  nothing  in  com- 
mon with  the  "blitzkrieg."  as  my  good  friend  from  Mississippi 
I  Mr,  Rankin  I  suggested  about  the  convention  at  Philadel- 
phia. Indeed  not.  I  think.  Judge,  that  about  the  only  par- 
allel that  could  be  found  would  be  a  reversal  of  the  old 
biblical  story  so  that  "Jonah  swallowed  the  whale."  Indeed 
it  was  a  great  reimlon. 

Now  let  us  examine  for  a  moment  some  of  the  press  com- 
ments. 

Raymond  Brandt,  of  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch,  in  his 
special  article  in  the  Washington  Star,  said: 

The  President  will  dictate  all  that  the  Democrats  do  In  Chicago. 

United  Press,  in  the  Daily  News,  carried  this  headline  last 
week: 

p.  D.  Sails  Potomac  While  Party  Squirms. 

Thomas  Stokes,  of  Scripps -Howard,  in  the  same  paper, 

said: 

There  Is  a  telephone  Une  between  Hopkins*  room  and  the  White 
Hoiise. 

Another  dispatch  stated: 

Pretty  girls  are  distributing  buttons  with  the  words  "Jxist 
Roosevelt." 

This,  of  course,  was  in  keeping  with  the  romantic  and 
sometimes  fictional  character  of  a  convention. 
Another  dispatch  said. 

Parley  candidacy  embarrasses  RooseTclt,  says  Hc^kins,  Walker, 
and  Flynn. 

Now,  Mr.  Alsop,  of  the  famed  team  of  Alsop  and  Kintner. 

author  of  the  first  American  white  paper,  said  this  in  the 

Washington  Star  in  a  syndicated  article; 

Barring  accidents,  the  players  should  speak  their  lines  as  IX  the 
show  had  been  on  tour  for  years. 


Said  the  same  Alsop  In  another  ssmdicated  article: 

Most  of  the  platform  was  written  at  the  White  House  weU  In 
advance  of  the  convention. 

Said  the  same  Alsop  regarding  President  Roosevelt's  nom- 
ination: 

It  was  a  surprise  party  without  a  surprise  since  the  humblest 
voter  knew  It  months  ago. 

And  the  same  Alsop  had  this  to  say: 

There  Is  constant  telephonic  commxmlcatlon  between  the  White 
House  and  the  master  minds  at  the  Blackstone  Hotel. 

I  wondered  whether  there  was  method  in  the  madness  of 
Brother  Hopkins  that  he  should  have  selected  the  Blackstone 
Hotel  in  Chicago,  remembering,  of  course,  the  wizardry  and 
the  legerdemain  of  the  former  Blackstone  of  the  stage  many 
years  ago. 

Then  there  appeared  this  prophetic  article  in  the  Wash- 
ington Star  of  July  13,  which  was  syndicated — and  I  ask  you 
to  listen  to  this  t}ecause  it  was  prophetic: 

A  demonstration  In  which  real  enthusiasm  of  the  delegates  will 
be  combined  with  the  practical  nolse-maktng  of  such  third-term 
magniflcos  as  Kelly,  Hague,  and  Flynn.  Though  Gamer  may  be 
put  In  nomination,  other  aspirants  will  not  trouble  to  have  their 
names  mentioned.  The  roll  will  be  called,  the  tender  will  be  made. 
The  President  will  then  accept  In  a  statement  showing  that  be  did 
not  ask  for  and  did  not  want  it.  and  then  explain  that  In  times 
like  these  no  man  when  called  on  to  serve  can  weU  refxise. 

That  was  written  5  days  before  the  great  spiritualistic  me- 
dium, the  permanent  chairman  of  the  convention,  gave  that 
famous  indirect  message  to  the  convention  which  contains 
not  a  single  quote  from  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

As  one  news  writer  so  well  put  it : 

The  convention  was  so  foolproof  that  not  even  One-Eyed  Con- 
nally.  the  fardous  gate  crasher,  could  get  In.  and  had  to  get  a  badge 
as  assistant  sergeant  at  arms.  This  really  made  him  the  colleague 
of  Harry  Hopkins,  the  master  mind  who  gave  the  somewhat  im- 
paired Stromboll  touch  to  the  mlsm|inaged  puppet  show. 

Now,  let  me  address  myself  for  a  second  to  the  keynote 
speech.  Considering  the  magnitude  of  the  task,  our  beloved 
Speaker  made  an  admirable,  an  eloquent  keynote  address, 
which  was  dignified  and  stately.  Too.  it  was,  of  course,  elo- 
quent for  what  it  did  not  say,  and  in  this  respect  we  have  a 
full  appreciation  of  our  beloved  Speaker's  difficulties. 

When,  for  instance,  he  spoke  of  the  inevitable  errors  which 
a  party  makes  and  for  which  public  indulgence  is  hoped, 
obviously  it  was  too  much  for  us  to  expect  that  he  would 
recount  those  errors  and  then  indicate  in  what  respect  they 
might  be  corrected.  When  he  spoke,  for  instance,  of  the 
virtues  of  Federal  dei)osit  insiirance  of  bank  deposits  we  could 
not  very  well  expect  him  to  bestow  the  accolade  upon  the 
pioneering  Senator  from  Michigan.  Senator  Vandenberc  who 
had  so  much  to  do  with  the  Federal  deposit  insurance  in  its 
early  days. 

When  our  beloved  Speaker  spoke  of  imemployment  and 
relief,  obviously  it  was  too  much  for  us  to  expect  that  he 
would  point  out  that  the  same  William  Green,  the  president 
of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  who  appeared  before 
the  Democratic  platform  committee  in  Chicago,  stated  no  less 
recently  than  in  May  in  the  American  Federationist  that  we 
had  10.000.000  people  out  of  work  despite  the  enormous  sums 
that  had  been  expended  thus  far  on  that  primary  economic 
problem. 

When  our  beloved  Speaker  spoke  about  the  Republican  plat- 
form and  that  it  was  full  of  equivocation  and  subterfuge 
because  it  did  not  suggest  the  abolition  of  a  single  New  Deal 
measure,  obviously  we  could  not  expect  him  to  Indicate  where 
the  minority  party  had  insisted  upon  modifications  of  the 
Social  Security  and  Wagner  Acts  and  many  other  measures 
to  make  them  more  workable  and  feasible  in  the  Interest  of 
the  general  welfare. 

When  the  Speaker  alluded  to  the  fact  that  there  was  some 
opposition  on  our  side  to  parity  payments  for  agriculture, 
obviously  we  could  not  expect  him  to  indicate  that  the  Presi- 
dent himself  was  opposed  to  parity  and  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  was  opposed  to  parity  imtil  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  supplied  the  revenues  and  the  taxes  out  of 
which  parity  payments  might  be  made;  and  since  that  was 
not  done,  and  since  the  Congress  was  remiss  in  its  duty  in 
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that  respect,  obviously  we  could  not  expect  our  beloved  Speaker 
to  suggest  that,  of  course;  but  that  is  the  fact  by  the  record. 

Finally,  the  keynote  speech  w£«  eloquent  in  that  it  did  not 
mention  those  rather  delicate  and  squeamish  things  like  the 
deficit,  the  national  debt,  the  annually  recurring  deficits,  the 
need  for  increased  taxes,  and  all  those  other  things  that  are 
so  delicate  and  fall  so  onerously  upon  the  shoulders  of  the 
American  people.  But  it  was  an  eloquent  and  it  was  a  stately 
address,  and  I  salute  the  distinguished  Speaker  of  this  body. 

Now  let  me  turn  for  a  moment  to  the  i>crmanent  chairman, 
to  the  address  by  Senator  Barkley.  It  did  not  meet  the  need 
of  the  hour.  I  venture  the  opinion  that  if  the  Republican 
convention  had  come  after  the  Democratic  convention.  Sen- 
ator Baskley  would  have  had  to  recast  that  entire  speech, 
because  it  wsis  almost  entirely  devoted  to  Philadelphia,  and  to 
Hoover,  and  to  1932.  Somebody  should  have  gone  up  on  the 
platform  at  the  convention  and  whispered  to  him  that  Hoover 
was  not  running  In  1940.  The  Senator's  explorations  in  the 
field  of  history  would  qualify  him  as  an  expert  in  archae- 
ology, because  he  has  been  going  back  to  1932  and  1929  so 
often.  Somebody  should  have  suggested  to  him  that  what  the 
country  wants  is  some  1940  thinking.  And  when  I  think  of 
how  Senator  Barkley  gave  full  emphasis  to  1932  and  1929,  it 
reminds  me  of  the  fellow  who  went  into  a  restaurant  and  he 
said  to  the  waiter,  "What  kind  of  soup  do  you  have?"  The 
waiter  said.  "Oxtail."  He  said,  "Oh.  why  go  back  that  far?" 
[Laughter.] 

It  might  be  suggested  to  Senator  Barkley  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  go  back  that  far,  but  rather  to  deal  with  con- 
temporary events  and  with  the  problems  that  do  face  this 
country  despite  the  enormity  of  the  expenditures  that  have 
been  made. 

Let  me  address  a  remark  or  two  now  to  the  platform  which 
was  unique  and  noteworthy  because  it  was  a  great  compli- 
ment to  the  Republican  platform  makers  in  Philadelphia.  It 
followed  out  the  handiwork  of  the  Republican  platform 
makers  in  respect  of  the  foreign  policy,  aid  to  foreign  democ- 
racies, and  with  regard  to  national  defense.  On  the  foreign 
policy,  for  instance,  the  Republican  platform  states  that  the 
Republican  Party  is  opposed  to  involvement  in  foreign  wars. 
Three  weeks  later  come  our  Democratic  brethren  in  Chicago 
and  they  say  that  this  Nation  will  not  participate  in  foreign 
war.  These  planks  are  striking  in  their  similarity.  Respect- 
ing aid  to  foreign  democracies  in  countries  in  difficulty  the 
Republican  Party  favors  such  aid  as  conforms  to  international 
law  and  is  consonant  with  our  defense  needs.  Three  weeks 
later  come  our  Democratic  brethren  in  Chicago  and  an- 
nounce that  they  favor  material  aid  to  democracies  con- 
sistent with  law  and  the  interests  of  our  own  national  de- 
fense.   Here  is  a  distinction  without  a  difference. 

One  wonders  about  that  foreign -policy  plank.  One  wonders 
about  the  complete  reversal  of  policy  by  the  administration. 
One  wonders  about  the  quarantine  speech  in  1937  in  Chicago 
and  about  the  efforts  to  achieve  international  security  and  of 
pursuing  methods  short  of  war.  What,  then,  has  so  suddenly 
happened  here?  As  the  New  York  Times  remarked  editorially 
on  July  16  regarding  quarantining  and  methods  short  of  war: 

The  high  hope  of  outspcken  Democratic  leadership  In  all  these 
policies  has  now  gone  up  In  smoke. 

It  was  a  complete  reversal  that  somehow  or  other  struck 
the  note  that  the  Repubhcan  Party  has  been  following  all 
the  while  which  struck  the  temper  of  the  country  and  on  the 
very  threshold  of  the  convention  they  made  that  change. 
Truly  there  is  the  greatest  and  speediest  transformation  of 
foreign  policy  In  the  world's  history.  The  Republican  Party 
should  feel  complimented  on  its  influence  on  the  Democratic 
platform  makers  In  Chicago. 

Now,  I  have  always  got  a  thrill,  of  course,  out  of  any  recital 
of  accomplishment,  particularly  for  the  last  7  years.  The 
rest  of  the  platform  with  respect  to  achievements  will,  I  think, 
receive  the  plaudits  and  acclaim  of  the  historians  as  the  one 
piece  of  literature  containing  4,000  words  which  does  not  con- 
tain a  truly  practical  solution  of  the  very  real  and  pressing 
problems  that  now  confront  the  Nation. 
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Now  let  us  examine  the  record,  and  I  hope  jrou  will  In- 
dulge me  If  I  am  a  bit  whimsical  at  times.  But  7  years  ago 
President  Roosevelt  took  over.  Mr.  Speaker,  he  really  took 
over  as  the  "must"  legislation  and  blank-check  appropria- 
tions and  political  purges  and  a  hand-picked  Supreme  Court 
will  amply  testify.  Now,  he  refuses  to  give  back.  What  fur- 
ther proof  is  needed  that  he  did  not  choose  to  choose  until 
after  all  the  candidates  had  been  plowed  under,  after  which 
he  so  reluctantly  aireed  not  to  give  back  control? 

It  brings  to  mind  the  story  of  the  old  fellow  who  used  to 
take  a  nip  once  in  a  while  and  finally  he  was  reformed.  He 
was  on  his  deathbed.  So  he  said  to  his  wife,  "Mary,  I  wish 
you  would  go  down  to  the  old  well  and  find  that  old  bottle  of 
liquor  I  have  hidden  down  there  under  a  loose  board.  Then, 
Mary.  I  want  you  to  go  out  in  the  back  yard  and  pick  some  nice, 
fresh  mint  leaves.  Then.  Mary.  I  want  you  to  mix  up  a  very 
cooling  draft.  Then,  Mary,  I  want  you  to  bring  it  up  home 
and  no  matter  how  much  I  protest,  Mary,  make  me  drink  It." 

Yes,  that  was  about  the  way  it  went,  no  matter  how  much 
I  protest,  make  me  accept  the  nomination.  I  think  that  was 
pretty  nearly  the  keynote. 

Seven  years  ago  everybody  was  insisting  on  action.  Why, 
even  the  most  confirmed  Tory  and  reactionary  in  the  country 
wanted  action.  Mr.  Speaker,  they  really  got  it.  Even  the 
Democratic  Party  got  action  in  Chicago.  In  fact,  they  got 
double  reverse,  centripetal  action,  which  was  so  complete  and 
so  eflacacious  that  they  are  still  wondering  how  a  tornado 
which  was  generated  in  Room  308,  Blackstone  Hotel,  by 
Brother  Hopkins'  wind  machines  could  pack  so  much  force 
and  fury. 

Seven  years  ago  there  was  another  platform.  It  has  not 
been  used  so  much,  of  course.  You  remember  4  weeks  ago 
Alfalfa  Bill  was  running  for  Congress  in  Oklahoma  for  Con- 
gressman-at-large  against  our  good  colleague.  Will  Rogers. 
Alfalfa  Bill  stated  he  was  running  on  the  Democratic  plat- 
form of  1932.  When  they  quizzed  him  about  it,  he  says,  "Why 
should  I  not?    The  damn  thing  has  never  been  used  anyway." 

I  am  sure  the  gentleman  will  bear  me  out  in  that  matter. 
We  had  that  platform  which  pledged  a  balanced  Budget.  It 
pledged  a  25-percent  cut  in  appropriations,  but  it  did  not  say 
when.  Maybe  we  are  still  leading  up  to  it.  The  1940  platform 
does  not  say  anything  about  that  either.  Maybe  it  is  a  hint  of 
a  fourth  term  and  that  In  1944  there  may  be  another  pledge 
of  a  balanced  Budget  and  a  promise  not  to  sj>end  all  the  re- 
ceipts and  revenues  for  more  than  2  or  3  years  in  advance. 

Seven  years  ago  we  started  out  with  a  brain  trust.  They 
constituted  an  incorporated  group  of  ideas.  The  last  7  years 
have  seen  them  vanish.  Moley  was  banished  to  News  Week, 
Tugwell  was  exiled  to  molasses.  General  Johnson  retreated 
to  Scripps-Howard,  and  Donald  Richberg  went  back  to  legal 
practice.  Frankfurter  was  promoted  to  the  high  court,  and 
that  beloved  Jim  Farley,  esteemed  and  respected  by  Demo- 
crats and  Republicans  alike  for  his  fairness  and  his  sense  of 
sportsmanship  and  his  political  sagacity,  has  gone  to  the 
Yankees.     Thus  does  the  wheel  of  destiny  spin. 

Seven  years  ago  It  was  almost  lese  majeste  to  criticize  the 
President.  He  was  truly  our  national  hero,  and  I  do  not  mind 
making  a  public  confession  in  the  Well  of  this  House  that,  as  a 
new  Member  of  this  Congress  in  the  special  session  of  1933  I 
looked  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  I  expected  things 
and  went  along  with  a  great  many  pieces  of  administration 
legislation;  but  there  has  come  now,  of  course,  the  "sltskrieg" 
and  the  "blitzkrieg."  There  came  the  plugged  dollar  and  the 
dcubleheader  Thanksgiving.  There  came  the  splurge,  the 
surge,  the  purge,  and  the  dirge.  There  came  the  plowing  under 
of  little  pigs  and  the  plowing  under  of  candidates  and  dele- 
gates at  Chicago.  There  came  the  Blue  Eagle  and  some  al- 
leged pinks  in  high  places.  There  came  the  Black  appoint- 
ment and  the  amber  and  green  light  in  Chicago. 

Came  $100  a  plate  dinners  and  $250  a  copy  convention 
books.  Came  the  1937  speech  in  Chicago  to  quarantine  ag- 
gressor nations,  and  the  1940  Chicago  "blitzkrieg"  to  quar- 
antine all  the  Democrats.    Truly  there  were  7  eventful  years. 

Let  us  look  at  some  unanswered  questions.  Let  us  look  at 
some  of  the  real  problems  confronting  the  country  as  our 
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l^ethren  on  this  Fide  stand  on  the  threshold  of  a  third-term 
effort.  Examine  the  keynote  address,  the  address  of  the  per- 
manent chairman,  the  Chicago  iilatform,  and  the  President's 
acceptance  speech,  and  you  will  note  that  after  7  years  of 
unlimited  power  and  authority  and  with  untold  billions  of 
dollars  to  spend  there  are  still  10,000,000  persons  out  of  work, 
and  no  su^rgestion  of  a  practical  solution  to  meet  this  primary 
national  problem,  this  problem  that,  in  my  Judgment,  is  the 
foremost  of  all.  until  there  Is  a  solution,  will  prevent  the  solu- 
tion of  a  great  many  other  problems.  If  you  have  not  read 
the  Democratic  platform  on  unemployment,  I  think  it  would 
be  well  for  me  to  read  it  to  you: 

The  Democratic  Party  wages  war  on  unemployment,  one  of  the 
gravest  problems  of  ovir  times.  Inherited  at  Its  worst  from  the  last 
Republican  administration.  Since  we  assumed  office.  9.000,000  addi- 
tional persons  have  gained  regular  employment  in  normal  private 
enterprise. 

Frankly.  I  do  not  know  what  the  facts  are  behind  that  fig- 
ure, but  I  cherish  grave  and  unmistakable  doubts  about  it. 
Continuing — 

All  oiir  policies,  financial.  Industrial,  and  agricultural.  wlU  con- 
tinue to  accelerate  the  rate  of  this  progress. 

By  public  action  where  necessary  to  suplement  private  reemploy- 
ment we  have  rescued  millions  from  Idleness  that  breeds  weakness 
and  given  them  a  real  stake  in  iheir  country's  well-being.  We  shall 
continue  to  recognize  the  obligation  of  Government  to  provide  work 
for  deserving  workers  who  cannot  be  absorbed  by  private  Industry. 

We  are  opposed  to  vesting  in  the  States  and  local  authorities  the 
control  of  I^derally  financed  work  relief.  We  believe  that  this 
Republican  proposal  Is  a  thinly  disguised  plan  to  put  the  unem- 
ployed back  on  the  dole. 

We  will  continue  energetically  to  direct  our  efforts  toward  the 
employment  in  private  Industry  of  all  those  willing  to  work,  as  well 
as  the  fullest  emplojrment  of  money  and  machines.  This  we  pledge 
as  our  primary  objective. 

To  further  Implement  this  objective,  we  favor  calling,  vmder  the 
direction  of  the  President,  a  national  unemployment  conference  of 
leaders  of  Government.  Industry,  labor  and  farm  groups. 

There  is  work  in  our  factories,  mines,  fields,  forests,  and 
river  basins,  on  our  coasts,  highways,  railroads,  and  inland 
waterwasrs.  There  are  houses  to  be  built  to  shelter  our  people. 
Building  a  better  America  means  work  and  a  higher  standard 
of  living  for  every  family  and  a  richer  and  more  secure  heri- 
tage for  every  American. 

When  this  is  all  boiled  down,  what  Is  It?  It  is  a  pledge  to 
the  American  people  to  continue  to  spend,  and  then  to  hold  a 
conference  In  Washington,  after  7  long  years,  with  10.000,000 
deserving  and  distressed  ipepple  still  upon  the  doorstep  of 
unemployment. 

If  the  administration  knows  what  to  do  about  this  problem, 
why  has  it  not  done  it,  and  why  has  it  not  given  to  the  coun- 
try a  plan  that  is  constructive?  If  it  does  not  know  what 
to  do.  then  how  can  it  very  persuasively  bid  for  another  4 
yeSrs  in  authority?  Administration  letuiers  know,  as  every 
rational  person  knows,  that  only  through  continued  monu- 
mental spending  or  through  a  revival  of  investment  can  we 
carry  on  at  all.  If  the  administration  proposes  to  continue 
spending  at  the  present  rate,  I  am  rather  wondering  what 
we  are  going  to  use  for  money  after  a  little  while.  If.  how- 
ever, they  agree  that  it  requires  a  revival  of  investment,  and 
apparently  they  do.  why  has  not  some  plan  been  brought 
forth?  If  they  have  no  plan,  how  can  they  persuasively  ask 
the  country  to  continue  them  in  power  for  another  4  years? 

If  you  want  some  Illuminating  reading,  look  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  report  for  July  1940.  You  will  note  there  that  we 
have  10.000  fewer  banks  than  we  had  in  1929.  These  10,000 
fewer  banks  have  $5,000,000,000  more  deposits  than  they  had 
In  1929,  and  we  have  $7,000,000,000  fewer  loans  and  invest- 
ments by  banks  than  we  had  in  1929.  So  that  for  the  last 
11  years  we  have  lost  10,000  banks,  deposits  have  gone  up 
$5,000,000,000,  and  bank  loans  and  investments  have  gone 
down  $7,000,000,000,  and  unemployment  still  runs  along  at 
a  static  level  of  almost  10,000.000.  These  are  the  things  in 
which  I  am  interested,  and  they  are  the  things  In  which  the 
country  is  interested. 

While  social  legislation  and  social  reform  is  a  grand  thing, 
as  is  so  amply  testified  by  the  support  it  has  received  on  our 
own  side  of  the  aisle,  yet  why  talk  to  a  fellow  about  40  hours 
a  week  when  there  is  not  a  job  for  him?    Why  particularly 


emphasize  the  right  of  collective  bargaining  until  there  is 
something  to  bargain  about?  I  voted  for  all  those  measures 
for  shorter  hours  and  increased  pay  and  collective  bargaining, 
but  the  first  and  foremost  problem  of  the  country  today  is 
the  10,000,000  people  who  are  still  out  of  work. 

Somehow,  there  is  nothing  in  that  platform,  there  is  noth- 
ing in  that  program,  and  nothing  in  the  speeches  to  indicate 
that  the  solution  has  been  found.  So  I  say  to  you.  my  good 
friends  over  on  this  side,  in  the  best  of  sportsmanship,  how 
can  you  well  go  to  the  country  and  ask  them  to  continue  you 
in  power  for  another  4  years  and  give  your  President  a  third 
term,  when  for  7  years,  with  all  the  authority  we  have  con- 
ferred, and  with  all  the  blank  checks,  you  still  have  not  found 
a  solution? 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield  with  rare  pleasiu^e. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  This  is,  of  course,  an  interesting  matter. 
We  confess,  that  is,  all  the  Democrats  I  have  heard  discuss 
this  question  have  confessed  that  we  have  not  been  able  to 
take  up  the  slack  we  found  when  we  took  over.  We  have 
taken  up  some  of  it  but  not  all  of  it.  The  point  is,  however, 
since  the  gentleman  refers  to  that  fact,  what  guaranties  do 
the  Republicans  offer  that  they  have  a  solution  that  will  re- 
lieve the  situation,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  they  promised 
prosperity  and  instead  of  that  gave  us  unemployment  and  a 
sinking  of  the  stomach  nationally? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  We  propose  so  to  relieve  the  situation  and 
so  inspire  confidence  in  the  business  structure  of  the 
country  that  there  will  be  an  expansion  of  employment  and 
that  the  billions  of  idle  dollars  that  are  now  in  the  banks  of 
the  country  will  join  in  a  kind  of  holy  wedlock  with  the  idle 
hands  of  the  country  and  restore  that  type  of  prosperity  that 
is  sound,  continuing,  and  diu-able.  There  is  no  other  answer 
except  that. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  How  are  you  going  to  do  that  or  how  Is 
the  Republican  Party  going  to  do  that? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  First  of  aU.  what  did  we  have  here  by  way 
of  a  bill  to  amend  the  Wagner  Labor  Relations  Act.  and  a  lot 
of  you  gentlemen  voted  for  it.  but  you  have  a  Democratic- 
dominated  Senate,  where  that  bill  is  probably  reposing  right 
now,  so  the  employer  does  not  have  a  fair  and  equitable 
chance,  which  is  so  necessary  before  you  can  get  set  to  take 
idle  dollars  and  invest  them  in  private  enterprise  that  will 
make  work  for  despairing  people.    That  is  No.  1. 

Mr.  COX.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  my  distinguished  friend  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  is  in  a  position  to 
advise  the  House  and  the  country  as  to  who  it  is  or  as  to  what 
it  is  that  is  holding  up  consideration  of  that  measure  in  the 
Senate  and.  mind  ^ou.  let  me  say  that  there  are  two  other 
bills  that  the  House  has  recently  sent  over  there,  both  closely 
related  to  the  measure  to  which  the  gentleman  makes  refer- 
ence, and  all  three  having  to  do  with  the  sole  purpose  of  pre- 
venting labor  racketeering.  Who  is  it  that  is  holding  them 
up  over  there?  Is  it  party  politics  that  is  responsible  for 
their  being  held  in  the  background,  and  if  It  is  party  pohtics. 
is  it  your  party  or  is  it  mine  that  is  strangling  those  three 
measures  in  the  Senate  at  this  time?  Mind  you,  the  other 
two  measures  I  refer  to  are,  first,  the  bill  to  deport  Harry 
Bridges,  which  passed  by  an  overwhelming  majority  in  this 
House.  It  is  over  in  the  Senate  and  it  is  being  held  up.  Is  it 
party  politics  that  is  holding  it  up.  and  if  so.  is  it  your  party 
or  my  party  that  Is  responsible  for  it? 

The  other  bill  I  refer  to  is  the  Walter  bill  that  is  being  held 
up.  They  say  over  in  the  Senate.  "If  it  is  brought  to  a  vote 
here  we  will  pass  it.  of  course,  because  no  honest  man  can  be 
heard  to  advance  any  argument  against  its  adoption."  But 
who  is  holding  it  in  the  background?  Is  it  your  party  or  is  it 
my  party?  Why  not  let  the  truth  be  made  known  and  let 
the  party  that  is  responsible  for  holding  it  up  take  the  re- 
sponsibility before  the  coimtry  for  championing  and  support- 
ing influences  which  those  measures  are  intended  to  correct. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  you  will  permit  me  let  me  say  to  the 
great  and  able  exponent  of  Jeflersonian  democracy  from 
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Georgia — and  he  Is  a  real  exponent  of  true  democracy — that 
the  Republican  membership  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  is  less  than  25  percent  of  the  whole  membership,  and 
is  not  that  the  answer  to  the  question  of  whether  it  is  being 
held  up  by  our  party  or  the  other  party?  Finally,  in  the 
light  of  the  statements  that  have  emanated  from  high  places 
In  the  Nation,  maybe  the  third-term  nominee  has  indirectly 
or  by  the  expression  of  a  very  inoccuous  and  slender  wish  or 
hope,  indicated  that  perhaps  there  should  be  no  action  upon 
those  bills. 

Mr.  POWERS  and  Mr.  RANKIN  rose. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Does  it  not  seem  rather  strange  to  the  gen- 
tleman that  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  (Mr.  Patrick], 
a  good  Democrat,  would  get  up  here  and  defend  the  New 
Deal,  particularly  after  the  Hitler  conclave  that  has  just 
been  concluded  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Well,  I  never  could  tell  whether  my  good 
friend  from  Alabama,  with  whom  I  have  enjoyed  some  really 
pleasurable  moments  on  the  platform  and  on  the  air,  is  really 
persuaded  in  that  direction  at  all  or  not. 

Mr.  RANKIN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  my  friend  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  think  you  Republicans  were  supposed  to 
laugh  at  the  proposition  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  I  Mr.  Powers].  I  would  suggest  that  you  Insert 
"laughter"  in  the  Record  at  that  point.  But  referring  to  the 
statement  of  my  distinguished  friend  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  I  Mr.  Coxl.  let  me  remind  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois I  Mr.  DiRKSEN]  that  over  in  the  Senate  they  have  different 
rules  from  what  we  have  here. 

Any  Member  of  the  Senate  can  rise  at  any  time  and  move 
to  discharge  a  committee  from  the  consideration  of  any  one- 
of  these  bills  and  bring  it  to  the  floor  for  a  vote  at  any 
time.  Now  your  Vice  Presidential  candidate  is  a  Member 
of  the  Senate,  and  probably  will  be  for  several  years,  and 
he  has  the  right  to  rise  and  make  the  motion,  and  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]. 
who.  by  the  way,  almost  disappeared  at  Philadelphia,  and 
any  other,  as  for  instance  Senator  Taft,  could  do  likewise. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  And  what  good  would  it  do  if  they  should 
make  the  motion? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  They  could  at  least  show  their  faith  by 
their  works,  if  they  had  the  faith. 

_  Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  admits  that 
It  would  be  only  a  gesture,  that  there  would  be  the  great 
administration,  with  its  power,  to  hold  it  in  the  background. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  When  we  were  In  the  minority,  when  we 
had  only  23  Democrats  in  the  Senate,  we  caught  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  stealing  Teapot  Dome,  and  we  moved 
to  discharge  him  and  finally  drove  him  from  power  and  got 
that  great  oil  reservoir  back  into  the  hands  of  Uncle  Sam. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  my  friend  from  Mississippi,  by  some 
arithmetical  legerdemain,  can  show  that  23  equals  72  over 
on  the  Senate  floor,  then  I  shall  believe  that  something  can 
be  done  about  it. 

Let  me  address  myself  for  a  moment  now  to  a  very  delicate 
question — the  third  term.  At  last  the  third-term  question 
is  directly  before  the  people.  What  they  propose  to  do  at>out 
It  frankly  I  do  not  know,  any  more  than  you  folks  do.  be- 
cause you  cannot  foretell  now  with  any  degree  of  accuracy 
what  the  result  will  be  on  November  5.  1940;  but  certainly. 
like  Patrick  Henry,  we  can  dip  into  the  future  for  a  little 
wisdom. 

It  was  George  Washington  \«too  Is  first  quoted  on  this 
matter  and  who  said  that  "The  love  of  power  and  the  prone- 
ness  to  abuse  it  which  predominates  in  a  man's  heart"  is 
one  of  those  strange  human  qualities. 

Then  came  Thomas  Jefferson,  and,  mind  you,  despite  the 
Insistence  of  memorials  from  7  of  the  17  State  legislatures 
in  his  day  urging  him  to  take  a  third  term,  he  said  it  would 
degenerate  into  an  inheritance  and  he  would  be  the  last 
to  wilUngly  break  the  precedent  that  had  been  set  by 
Washington. 


Then  came  Jackson,  In  his  message  to  Congress  recognizing 
the  danger  of  contravening  the  intention  of  the  Constitution, 
urging  an  amendment  fixing  the  Presidential  tenure  at  one 
term. 

Then  came  the  great  Democratic  convention  in  1896.  Tliat 
was  the  day  when  that  flaming  crusader,  William  Jennings 
Bryan,  coursed  through  the  land;  and  the  slogan  of  free 
silver  and  16  to  1  echoed  from  every  pair  of  lips  In  the 
country.  That  was  the  day.  and  I  will  bet  my  good  friend 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi.  Judge  Raioun,  remembers  It 
quite  well — I  was  bom  in  that  year,  so  could  not  remember 
it  or  know  a  great  deal  about  it 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Bryan  was  the  greatest  statesman  Illinois 
has  ever  produced. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  the  gentleman  Is  more  than  half 
right.  It  reminds  me  of  the  farmer  from  Vermont  who  came 
down  to  attend  a  White  House  reception  years  ago  when  Mr. 
Lincoln  was  President.  Somehow  or  other  all  of  the  guards 
kept  pushing  him  to  the  background,  and  he  never  did  get  to 
shake  hands  with  the  President,  but  finally  he  got  close 
enough  to  say  to  the  President  that  up  in  Vermont  "we  believe 
that  God  Almighty  and  Abraham  Lincoln  will  save  this 
Nation."  Mr.  Lincoln  said  to  him  in  a  whimsical  way,  "You 
are  half  right."  and  so  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Missis- 
sippi he  is  half  right.  But  those  were  the  days  when  they 
held  meetings  in  the  schoolhouses  discussing  gold  and  silver 
and  the  monetary  question  that  bulked  so  much  in  the  cam- 
paign of  1896. 

That  was  a  National  Democratic  Convention  which  had 
declared  it  to  be  the  unwritten  law,  sanctioned  by  custom  and 
usage.  "That  no  man  should  be  eligible  for  a  third  term  of 
the  Presidential  oflSce."  That  was  your  party  speaking,  not 
ours. 

Then  came  the  resolution  in  the  United  States  Senate  on 
the  10th  of  February  1928  to  the  effect  that  it  was  the  sense 
of  the  Senate  that  a  departure  from  the  third-term  precedent 
would  be  unwise,  unpatriotic,  and  fraught  with  peril  to  our 
free  institutions.    Who  supported  that  resolution? 

First  there  was  "Dear  Alben "  Barkley,  the  permanent 
chairman  of  the  convention  in  1940.  Who  else?  Well,  there 
was  Senator  Wagner,  the  chairman  of  the  resolutions  com- 
mittee in  Chicago,  and  there  were  Senator  Pittman,  the 
chairman  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  and  Senator 
Harrison.  There  were  Senators  Ashtjrst  and  Gerry  and 
Glass  and  King,  Hayden,  McKellar,  Neely,  Sheppard,  Smith. 
Tydings.  Wheeler.  Now,  if  you  want  to  go  in  for  a  bit 
of  captivating  and  ingenious  fun,  I  suggest  you  get  the  roll 
call  of  the  1940  convention  in  Chicago  and  check  mosi  of 
those  names  and  find  out  how  in  12  years  some  of  the  tried, 
true,  and  trusted  statesmen  of  the  United  States  Senate 
finally  went  back  on  the  resolution  of  1928  and  believe  in 
1940  that  a  third  term  will  be  first-class  medicine  for  the 
country. 

As  late  as  1939  our  good  friend.  Representative  Drewry,  of 
Virginia,  Senator  Adams,  of  Colorado,  and  Senator  Johnson, 
cf  Colorado,  former  Governor  Clark,  of  Idaho,  Senator  Gil- 
lette, of  Iowa,  and  a  great  many  outstanding  Democrats, 
stated  that  it  is  a  matter  of  principle  that  there  should  be  no 
third  term.  But  somehow  the  wisdom  of  the  founding  fath- 
ers and  the  deep  conviction  of  present-day  public  officials  and 
statesmen  was  disdained,  and  there  is  before  the  people  the 
question  of  breaking  an  ancient  precedent  and  electing  a 
President  for  a  third  term. 

One  of  the  most  disconcerting  things  about  the  present 
third  term  is  the  processes  by  which  it  was  contrived.  I  am 
one  of  those  who  supported  the  President  on  many  occasions, 
as  the  Record  of  this  House  will  show.  . 

I  am  one  of  those  who  disagreed  with  the  President  on  some 
matters  of  policy,  but  have  cherished  for  him  a  rather  deep 
and  abiding  confidence  in  his  sincerity  of  purpose.  I  am  one 
of  those  who  believed  firmly  that  the  President  placed  country 
above  party.  But  as  I  reflect  UF>on  the  course  of  events  which 
led  to  the  final  decision  to  stand  for  a  third  term,  something 
of  that  belief  and  something  of  that  faith  in  the  President  has 
been  somewhat  impaired. 
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After  that  celebrated  Indirect  message  delivered  by  Senator 
BARKLrr  to  the  convention,  after  his  address  as  permanent 
chairman,  it  should  be  noted  that  the  President  was  not  once 
directly  quoted  in  that  message.  It  was  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  speaking.  Here  is  the  sentiment  which  he  sought 
to  convey  to  the  convention: 

First,  that  the  President  had  no  wish  to  be  a  candidate  for 

a  third  term. 

Second,  that  the  President  exerted  no  influence  on  the 
delei?ates. 

Third,  that  he  did  not  seek  the  opinions  of  the  delegates. 

Fourth,  that  the  President  has  never  had  the  desire  or  the 
purpose  to  continue  In  office  or  to  be  nominated. 

Fifth,  that  the  delegates  are  free  to  vote  for  any  candidate. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Scott  Lucas],  who  at  one 
time  was  a  Member  of  this  House,  stood  up  before  that  con- 
vention the  night  they  were  nominating  and  balloting  on 
Vice  President  and  there  he  said: 

If  this  were  a  free  and  open  convention  I  would  have  let  my  name 
go  to  the  convention  as  a  candidate  for  the  Vice  Presidency. 

That  is  the  senior  Democratic  Senator  from  Illinois  speak- 
ing to  the  convention  Itself  when  he  said  it  was  not  a  free 
and  open  convention. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Mr.   Speaker,  wiU   the   gentleman   yield 

for  a  question? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Let  me  continue  for  just  a  moment  and 

then  I  will  yield. 

Now.  what  does  the  last  year  of  effort  indicate  with  respect 
to  the  President's  statement  through  Senator  Barkley  that 
he  never  had  the  desire  or  purpose  to  continue  in  office  or  to 
be  nominated? 

How  many  times  when  quizzed  directly  or  indirectly  by  those 
ingenious  newspaper  men  In  Washington  did  he  not  say  to 
somebody.  "You  stand  in  the  corner  and  wear  a  dunce  cap" 
when  they  got  uncomfortably  close  on  the  third  term. 

What  single  thing  has  the  President  done  to  discourage  a 
build-up  for  the  third  term?  When  Secretary  Wallace,  in  a 
public  address  about  a  year  ago,  sUted  that  Roosevelt  must 
be  nominated  in  1940,  was  anything  said  to  discourage  the 
growing  boom? 

When  Secretary  Ickes  said,  "There  can  be  no  other  in  1940 
than  Roosevelt."  and  started  his  one-man  boom,  was  any- 
thing done  to  squelch  or  discourage  the  idea? 

When  Senator  Guffey.  that  great  Keystone  State  states- 
man, not  only  plunked  out  for  a  third  term,  but  actually  pub- 
lished a  book  in  January  of  1940  under  the  captivating  title 
"Roosevelt  Again."  which  I  read  with  interest  yesterday,  and 
In  which  the  Pennsylvania  Senator  said  "The  third  term  Is 
a  political  hobgoblin."  and  that  it  was  "a  spurious  issue  of 
tradition."  was  anything  said  or  done  to  discourage  the  idea? 

So  here  Is  the  great  author  from  the  Keystone  State  insist- 
;  ing  away  Iwick  in  January  of  this  year  that  there  ought  to  be 
'a  third  term  for  President  Roosevelt,  and  to  prove  it,  if  you 
had  attuned  your  ear  to  the  convention  3^u  might  have  heard 
the  stentorian  voice  of  Senator  Guffey  saying.  "Pennsylvania 
casts  72  votes  for  Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt."  That  was  the 
answer. 

Now,  then,  as  the  Presidential  boom  of  the  tall,  tan,  and 
terrific  gentleman  from  Indiana.  Governor  McNutt.  got  under 
way  and  had  begim  to  catch  on  In  the  country,  what  hap- 
pened? The  first  thing  they  did  was  to  file  a  tax  deficiency 
and  have  him  come  before  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue. 
Then  they  took  his  friend  from  Indiana.  Bowman  EHder,  I 
think,  who  was  custodian  of  the  2-percent  fund  in  Indiana 
and  filed  a  deficiency  of  $83,000  against  him.  because  Gov- 
ernor McNutt  was  catching  on  in  the  country.  So,  like  so 
many  candidates,  he  had  to  be  plowed  under. 

If  the  President  did  not  want  a  third  term.  I  ask  you  in 
all  fairness,  why  did  he  allow  his  name  to  go  into  the  Illinois 
primary  in  April  of  1940?  Why  did  he  say  that  Jim  Parley 
was  unacceptable  as  a  candidate  because  of  the  issue  of  re- 
ligion? Why  was  there  this  reversal  of  foreign  policy  in 
Chicago,  to  indicate  that  anjrthing  would  be  offered  so  that 
nothing  would  impair  the  free-wheeling  of  the  convention 
and  the  well-oiled  mechanization  as  it  plowed  under  ail  candi- 
dates to  nominate  "Just  Roosevelt"? 


Let  me  quote  a  rather  pointed  paragraph  from  his  accept- 
ance speech.    The  President  said: 

When  in  193fl  I  was  chosen  by  the  voters  for  a  •econd  time  as 
President  It  was  my  Arm  Intention  to  t\irn  over  the  responsibilities 
of  government  to  other  hands  at  the  end  of  my  term. 

In  other  words,  the  President  clearly  indicated  that  the 
question  of  whether  he  turned  over  control  at  the  end  of  8 
years  was  a  matter  of  personal  choice  with  him.    But  finally 
it  is  indicated  to  the  country  that  he  is  the  indispensable 
person:  and  so  the  ancient  custom,  the  ancient  precedent, 
the  ancient  usage  against  a  third  term  has  been  broken. 
Mr.  PATRICK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    In  a  moment.    I  wonder  some,  by  what 
logic  can  you  argue  against  a  fourth  term  if  the  third  term 
is  broken?    By  what  logic  can  you  argue  against  a  fifth 
term,  or  by  what  logic  can  you  argue  against  a  Ufe  tenure? 
ITie  Constitution  says  that  a  man  is  not  eligible  to  be  Presi- 
dent unless  he  Is  35  years  of  age.    If  you  give  him  four  terms 
at  the  age  of  55  when  he  starts  he  would  be  71  when  he 
finishes,  or  if  you  clve  him  20  years  at  the  youngest  age  at 
which  any  President  has  been  chosen,  48.  the  age  of  Theodore 
Roosevelt  when  he  became  President,  he  would  be  68  years 
of  age.     So  four  terms  is  almost  coextensive  with  a  lifetime; 
and  if  you  break  the  precedent  now  there  can  be  no  argument 
against  a  fourth  term  and  there  can  be  no  convincing  argu- 
ment against  life  tenure  In  the  presidential  office. 
I  now  yield  to  my  friend  from  Alabama. 
Mr.  PATRICK.    We  all  admire  the  extreme  fairness  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio.    I  think  he  is  one  of  the  real  statesmen 
in  the  House. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  MASON.    Prom  Illinois. 
Mr.  PATRICK.    Was  that  an  Ohio  man? 
Mr.  MASON.     No. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  You  see  everybody  admires  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  (Mr.  DirksenI.  We  have  all  enjoyed  his 
r6sum6  of  this  convention,  but  let  us  revert  to  the  Vice 
Presidency.  I  want  to  ask  this  gentleman  from  Illinois  if  he 
does  not  think  that  since  he  seems  so  outraged  because  the 
President  very  frankly  stated  that  his  preference  was  Henry 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  did  not  say  a  thing  of  that  kind,  did  I? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  That  if  the  delegates  wished  to  support 
the  President's  choice  with  their  confidence  and  so  accentuate 
the  ticket  that  they  were  doing  anything  undemocratic  or  in- 
jurious to  the  Nation?  It  must  be  remembered  that  the  Re- 
publicans themselves  waited  and  created  a  sort  of  embarrass- 
ing pause  between  the  time  that  Willkle  chose  McNary  and  the 
time  that  McNary  accepted. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Did  the  gentleman  hear  me  say  a  single 
thing  about  the  President's  making  his  choice  for  the  Vice 
Presidency? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  interpreted  the  gentleman's  remarks 
that  way  when  he  stated  that  Senator  Lucas  said  that  if  it  had 
been  a  free  and  open  convention,  he  would  have  permitted 
his  name  to  have  been  placed  in  nomination. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  related  not.  of  course,  only  to  the 
Vice  Presidency  but  to  the  entire  convention. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  But  Senator  Lucas  was  speaking  only  of 
the  Vice  Presidency  when  he  made  that  statement. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Oh,  I  doubt  it  very  much.  He  was  speak- 
ing of  the  whole  convention. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  was  at  the  convention.  I  may  say  to  my 
good  friend  from  Illinois,  and  possibly  I  got  a  little  more 
accurate  idea  of  what  happened  and  the  atmosphere  of  the 
convention  than  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  did,  who  vas 
not  there. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  have  some  doubt  about  that.  I  attended 
the  Philadelphia  convention  and  became  persuaded  that  ihe 
man  at  the  end  of  the  radio  knew  more  about  what  was  going 
on  at  the  convention  than  did  the  man  at  the  convention 

Itself. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    That  is  probably  true  of  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  It  certainly  was  true  of  the  Chicago 
convention. 

Mr.  MUNDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  have  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  fascina- 
tion to  the  gentleman's  report  and  analysis  of  the  convention 
in  Chicago.  I  can  conceive  that  schoolboys  in  future  years 
are  going  to  turn  to  the  Congressional  Record  of  this  date 
to  study  how  democracy  reached  a  crisis  at  this  convention, 
and  read  and  possibly  memorize  the  charming  words  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois.  I  think  his  report  and  analysis 
will  be  read  and  reread,  not  only  now  but  in  future,  so  I  would  . 
like  to  read  Into  this  memorable  address  the  fact  that  the 
convention  at  Chicago  just  closed  was  the  only  convention  at 
which  the  name  of  Thomas  Jefferson  was  jeered  by  the  dele- 
gates instead  of  cheered.  We  heard  the  name  of  Thomas 
Jefferson  jeered  when  Senator  Carter  Glass  quoted  Jeffer- 
son's language  showing  why  seeking  a  tliird  term  was  in- 
correct. . 
Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    With  pleasure. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  We  who  were  there,  of  course,  could  see 
and  know  that  that  was  an  unfair  and  unjust  report,  be- 
cause it  was  not  the  name  of  Thomas  Jefferson  that  was 
jeered. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    The  confusion  probably  grows  out  of  the 
fact  that  that  was  the  only  convention  I  ever  heard  of  at 
which  there  were  two  sound  systen^  instead  of  one.     The 
superintendent  of  sewers  of  the  city  of  Chicago  was  the  only 
one  outside  of  the  organist  who  knew  where  to  timi  on  the 
second  key,  and  he  so  far  forgot  himself  in  leading  his  mech- 
anized cheering  iquad  that  he  said:  "Kelly  wants  Roosevelt." 
Mr.  MASON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 
Mr.  MASON.     I  disagree  with  the  interpretation  that  it 
was  jeering  the  name  of  Thomas  Jefferson,  but  it  certainly 
was  jeering   the  philosophy  of   Thomas  Jefferson  and   the 
Statement  that  Thomas  Jefferson  had  made  concerning  any 

third  term. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  That  was  not  an  interpretation.  I  am 
not  going  to  dispute  that,  although  I  did  not  so  Interpret 

it  myself. 

Mr.  COX.  It  was  jeering  the  philosophy  of  our  greatest 
American,  or  at  least  one  of  oiu*  greatest  Americans,  as 
Uttered  by  one  of  the  most  outstanding  and  ablest  living 
Americans  in  paying  tribute  to  the  most  popular  man  in 
America.  Jim  Farley.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  conclude  with  the 
statement  that  while  some  of  this  is  v/himsical.  it  may  not 
be  so  whimsical  and  so  funny  as  we  move  on.  There  are 
such  great  implications  in  this  whole  set-up  so  that  every 
citizen.  Irrespective  of  what  party  he  belongs  to  much  neces- 
sarily manifest  a  deep  and  abiding  interest  in  the  whole 
question  of  the  third  term  and  a  departure  from  the  wisdom 
of  the  fathers  and  the  best  contemporary  thinking  In  this 
day  and  age. 

It  was  suggested  last  night  when  we  were  having  a  round- 
table  discussion  on  the  Poriun  of  the  Air  with  Solicitor 
Francis  Biddle.  which  Included  my  good  friend  Mr.  Patrick, 
the  majority  leader,  Mr.  Raybum.  the  Senatorial  nominee 
from  Illinois.  Mr.  Brooks.  Senator  Burke  of  Nebraska,  and 
myself,  that  after  all  we  were  not  concerned  with  what  the 
Senate  said  in  1928  and  we  were  not  concerned  with  what 
the  Democratic  convention  said  in  1896.  because  this  was 
1940.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  what  party  prevails, 
and  it  does  not  make  any  difference  who  the  candidate  is. 
nor  does  it  make  any  difference  how  the  Republican  and 
Democratic  Parties  may  be  scrambled  so  that  there  might 
be  the  emergence  of  new  or  altered  parties  phoenlx-like  on 
the  ashes  of  the  old.  The  third  term  Is  still  an  important 
thing  for  the  American  people,  for  if,  in  the  language  of 
.Thomas  Jefferson,  we  go  along  with  the  idea  that  it  may 
become  an  inheritance,  then  you  have  come  dangerously 
close  to  the  philosophy  that  is  being  articulated  in  Europe. 
Then  you  make  a  mockery  of  the  platform  which  contains 
the  word  "democracy"  oftener  than  any  Democratic  platform 
that  I  have  ever  read.  So  let  us  have  deep,  straight,  apd 
true  thinking  as  we  go  before  the  people  and  discuss  this 


matter  of  the  third  term  and  the  departure  from  the  tradi- 
tions that  have  been  made  sacred  by  usage  and  custom  over 
160  years  of  the  life  of  this  Republic. 
Mr.  PATRICK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 
Mr.  PATRICK.     What  could  be  a  better  way  to  determine 
that  than  to  try  it,  since  there  Is  such  a  demand?      We  have 
a  President;  we  have  a  crisis;  we  have  a  man  who  coulc*  not 
even  get  a  second  term  and  who  could  not  get  his  nose  under 
the  tent.    Why  is  not  this  a  wonderful  time,  with  a  crisis  on. 
to  try  It  for  4  years  and  see  whether  or  not  the  objectives 
that  they  say  are  there  obtained? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  That  is  the  very  question  on  which  the 
American  people  must  speak  on  the  5th  of  November  1940. 
and  they  will,  in  my  judgment,  speak  earnestly  and  con- 
vincingly. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  The  Democratic  Party  is  bold  enough  to 
step  right  out  and  give  them  a  chance. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  think  one  of  the  older  Members  once 
related  to  me  about  somebody  who  was  at  one  time  a  Member 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  who.  when  advised  of  some 
change  of  sentiment  back  home,  changed  his  own  mind  and 
his  own  position  on  certain  legislation  and  finally  stated, 
"Nobody  can  change  his  mind  any  quicker  than  I  can." 
That  is  about  what  happened  at  Chicago.  You  had  come 
along  with  the  idea  of  rendering  all  sorts  of  aid  to  the  dis- 
tressed folks  overseas  and  of  quarantining  the  aggressors; 
you  came  along  with  international  security  and  concerted 
efforts  short  of  war;  then  in  the  message  on  defense  which 
the  President  submitted  to  this  Congress  a  week  before  the 
convention  you  did  a  complete  about-face  and  a  complete 
transformation  on  foreign  policy.  Yes.  my  friends,  you  cer- 
tainly have  a  capacity  for  changing  your  mind.  I  Applause.] 
Only  one  further  thing  is  necessary  to  establish  the  temper 
and  the  mystic  operations  of  the  convention,  and  that  is  to 
append  a  few  of  the  many  editorials  from  the  pens  of  ex- 
perienced and  competent  newspapermen,  who  are  unanimous 
in  how  the  draft  process  was  contrived.  They  speak  for 
themselves. 

Philadelphia  Inquirer,  July  16,  1940,  by  William  C. 
Murphy.  Jr.: 

But  the  real  battle  In  this  convention  was  being  fought  far 
from  the  listless  and  comparatively  small  crowd  which  watched  the 
opening  session  of  the  convention  this  morning. 

It  was  being  fought  out  In  rooms  In  the  Stevens  Hotel,  where 
the  Democratic  National  Committee  has  Its  headquarters,  and  In 
the  Blackstone  Hotel  just  across  the  street,  where  a  White  Hciise 
high  command  under  the  nominal  leadership  of  SecreUry  of  Com- 
merce Harry  Hopkins  has  set  up  for  business. 
The  questions  at  Issue  were: 

1.  Whether  the  dominant  New  Deal  group  should  use  their  over- 
whelming delegate  strength  to  ram  through  a  third  term  by 
acclamation  without  regard  for  the  feelings  or  technical  rights  of 
other  pKjtentlal  Presidential  candidates. 

2.  Whether  the  Hopkins  group  here,  presumably  with  the  Presi- 
dent's backing,  should  dictate  the  choice  of  the  Vice  Presidential 
candidate  and  give  that  nomination  to  someone  ardently  devoted 
to  the  New  Deal  philosophy  of  goverrment,  or  should  seek  some 
Vice  Presidential  candidate  who  might  promote  harmony  among 
the  varlovis  groups  wlthm  the  party. 

Prom  an  editorial  in  the  Baltimore  Sun,  July  17,  194C: 

MR.  ROOSEVELT   CONSENTS   TO    A    JOB-HOIJ)ERS    DRATT 

Showmanship  wilted  In  the  sunlight  of  fact.  The  time  when  Mr. 
Roosevelt's  statement  could  have  been  received  at  face  value  was 
before  the  delegations  were  chosen.  Indeed.  It  would  have  been  far 
mere  creditable  to  Mr.  Roosevelt  If,  like  Mr.  Coolldge,  he  had  given 
his  party  a  year's  notice.  But  that  was  not  his  game.  The  most 
pathetic  feature  of  this  Incident  was  the  excvxse  for  delay  given  by 
Mr.  Roosevelt  to  the  Washington  correspondents  yesterday— that 
he  considered  It  proper  to  wait  until  the  convention  was  perma- 
nently organized.  An  absurd  excuse,  of  course;  he  undoubtedly 
knew  a  year  ago.  perhaps  longer  ago,  that  he  intended  to  attempt 
to  destroy  the  third-term  tradition.  Yet  it  was  no  more  absurd 
than  the  statement,  as  relayed  by  Senator  Bakkixt.  that  he  "ha» 
no  wish  to  be  a  candidate  again."  If  he  had  no  such  wish,  why 
were  Hopkins  and  the  other  White  House  lads  working  their  heads 
off  at  Chicago  to  smooth  the  way  for  a  third  nomination  by 
acclamation?     •     •     • 

By  Frank  R.  Kent,  in  the  Baltimore  Sun: 

THE  GREAT  CAME  OF  POLJTICS 

The  four  horsemen  referred  to  are:  Eddie  Flynn.  Senator  (Joe) 
Guffey,  Mayor  (Eddie)  Kelly,  and  Prank  Hagtie. 
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These  four  political  horsemen  constitute  the  real  power  behind 
the  "drall"  movement.  Combined  they  control  more  than  200 
delegates  In  the  convention — or  about  one-fifth  of  the  whole.  None 
of  them  Is  In  politics  for  his  health  or  for  fun.  They  are  practical 
to  the  last  degree.  If  and  when  this  fake  "draff  business  Is  con- 
cluded and  the  campaign  for  a  third  term  begins.  It  may  be  helpful 
to  the  voters  to  understand  Just  who  are  Its  principal  backers. 

Boston  Herald.  July  15.  1940,  by  Henry  Ehrlich: 

Probably  never  in  the  history  of  Democratic  national  conventions 
have  the  delegates  from  the  New  England  States,  outside  of  Massa- 
chusetts, arrived  in  a  convention  city  with  a  greater  consciousness 
of  harmoiiy  and  a  lesser  anticipation  of  warm  excitement.  The 
delegations  from  Maine,  New  Herapshlre.  Vermant.  Rhode  Island, 
ard  Connecticut  are  all  pledged  to  the  renomlnatlon  of  President 
Roosevelt,  and  settling  down  here  today,  all  proposed  to  see  their 
pledges  through. 

None  ha.-?  any  direct  Information  about  the  renomlnatlon  strategy 
of  the  New  Deal  managers,  but  whether  reluctantly  or  enthusi- 
astically, all  intend  to  participate  in  any  draft-Roosevelt  movement 
that  la  staged  at  the  convention  hall.  And  a  majority  of  the 
New  EngUnders  are  willing  to  go  along  with  whomever  the  Presi- 
dent designates  as  his  running  mate. 

Washington  Star,  July  15, 1940,  by  O.  Gould  Lincoln: 

The  twenty-eighth  Democratic  National  Convention  held  its  first 
session  here  today,  heard  Bdayor  Edward  J.  Kelly,  of  Chicago,  demand 
that  President  Roosevelt  be  drafted  for  a  third  term,  and  recessed 
until  tonight  without  a  word  yet  forthcoming  from  the  President 
himself. 

The  convention  was  rapped  to  order  by  National  Chairman  James 
A.  Parley.  To  all  outward  Intents  and  pvuposes.  the  convention  la 
being  run  by  the  regular  Democratic  organization. 

But  over  In  the  Blackstone  Hotel,  made  famous  20  years  ago. 
when,  in  a  "smoke  filled"  room.  Republican  tiosses  picked  Warren  O. 
Harding  for  the  party's  Presidential  nominee,  sits  the  guiding  hand 
of  this  convention — Secretary  of  Commerce  Hopkins.  Mr.  Hopkins 
merely  reflects  the  wishes  of  the  President  himself.  It  Is  through 
him,  however,  that  the  manipulation  of  the  convention  goes  for- 
ward. 

The  Christian  Science  Monitor,  July  15,  1940.  by  Richard  L 
St  rout: 

The  Democratic  National  Convention  met  at  11:05.  central  stand- 
ard time,  today  imder  conditions  unprecedented  In  the  history  of 
American  politics. 

The  convention  is  dominated  by  one  man.  President  Roosevelt, 
who  for  a  long  years  has  declined  to  discuss  his  political  Intentions 
and  who  only  last  Friday  announced  his  firm  intention  not  to  come 
to  Chicago. 

It  met  today  determined  to  break  the  unwritten  law  of  American 
political  history  not  to  nominate  a  President  for  a  third  term. 

It  started,  furthermore,  determined  on  making  this  nomination 
without  having  received — right  down  to  the  final  minute — any 
formal  word  that  the  man  it  intended  to  nominate  would  accept 
If  the  honor  were  bestowed  upon  hlui. 

Mr.  Roosevelt's  confidential  ccmniitment.  It  Is  understood,  in- 
cludes only  what  he  will  do  if  drafted,  and  drafted  In  the  sense  of 
receiving  the  nomination  by  acclamation.  Even  to  Mr.  Parley,  In 
his  secret  conference  at  Hyde  Park,  It  is  understood.  Mr.  Roosevelt 
only  discussed  what  he  would  do  if  nominated,  without  going  into 
nomination  plans. 

From  an  e<Utorial  in  the  Baltimore  Sun,  July  18.  1940: 

aix  IK  chakactex 

^^  Conceivably  Mr.  Roosevelt  could  reverse  his  attitude  toward 
Hitler  and  Mussolini  and  embrace  dictatorship  in  preference  to 
democracy  Short  of  that,  his  nomination  for  a  third  term  will 
extend  a  record  of  reversals  of  principle  and  policy  as  far  as  the 
imagination  dare  roam  in  dealing  with  a  public  man.      •      •      • 

And  now.  standing  forth  before  the  world  as  the  chief  and  moet 
eloquent  champion  of  democracy,  he  paves  the  way  for  destruction 
of  the  two-term  rule.  And  this  rule,  from  the  time  of  George 
Washington,  has  been  the  unwritten  biun-ler  against  use  of  the 
enormovis  powers  and  patronage  of  the  Presidential  office  to  estab- 
lish dictatorship. 

To  men  less  resourceful  than  Is  Mr.  Roosevelt  In  finding  and 
using  occasions  for  reversals  of  principle  and  policy,  there  seems 
nothing  left  to  him  now  except  sudden  discovery  of  superlative 
virtues  in  Hitler  and  Mussolini  and  Stalin  and  their  way  of  life. 

From  an  editorial  in  tlie  New  York  Herald  Tribune.  July  18. 
1940: 

TWO   COirVXNTIONS 

It  seems  at  Chicago  almost  as  if  the  President  had  become  over- 
confident of  his  power  and  was  scornful  of  criticism.  Either  that 
or  his  sense  of  political  showmanship  has  sadly  deteriorated.  The 
maneuvers  leading  up  to  the  convention — all  lying  completely  under 
his  hand — were  calculated  to  confuse  and  disgust  the  delegates. 
They  were  treated  like  puppets  waiting  to  l)e  Jerked  through  their 
parts.  And  finally  when  the  moment  of  the  great  revelation  ar- 
rived. Instead  of  the  expected  Inspirational  utterance,  there  turned 
up  a  trick  a.s  chUdlsh  as  It  was  absurd — a  hollow  pretense  of 
"freeing"  delegates  who  knew  tbey  were  stUl  bound  hand  and 
loot^    •     •     • 


Prom  an  editorial  in  the  Washington  Daily  News  of  July  17. 
1940,  by  Rajmiond  Clapper: 

WAIXACZ  OB  JOHNSON 

The  Roosevelt  statement — coming  at  this  late  date — was  Just  so 
many  words.  Such  a  statement  several  months  ago  when  news- 
]>aper  correspondents  were  pressing  him  for  a  statement  at  every 
press  conference,  might  have  carried  some  ring  of  genuine  desire 
to  retire.  But  It  comes  too  late  to  carry  with  It  any  force  of  con- 
viction Especially  so  when  the  delegates  know  that  for  several 
days  Mr  Roosevelt  has  been  trying  to  get  a  suitable  and  willing 
running  mate  to  be  vice -presidential  candidate  on  his  ticket. 

New  York  Times  (Independent-Democrat).  July  1940: 

Mr.  Roosevelt  has  chosen  to  break  with  the  tradition  which  Is  as 
old  as  the  Republic.  He  has  yielded  to  a  draft — to  a  supposedly 
spontaneous  movement  which  was  in  fact  careftilly  sponsored  by 
his  own  lieutenants  and  which  he  could  easily  have  resisted,  even 
as  late  as  Tuesday  night,  with  a  simple  and  straightforward  state- 
ment that  he  would  not  accept  a  third-term  nomination  if  it  were 
offered  him.  •  •  •  we  believe  that  be  has  searched  his  mind 
and  heart  before  making  his  decision;  that  he  has  not  accepted 
this  nomination  because  he  really  believes  that  he  has  been  drafted, 
when  he  has  seemed  so  carefully  to  plan  this  draft,  and  could  so 
easily  have  resisted  it.  We  believe  that  he  has  accepted  It  because 
he.  too,  believes  in  the  doctrine  of  his  own  Indlspensablllty. 

Prom  an  editorial  in  the  Providence  Journal,  July  19,  1940 : 

THIS   DEKOCKACT   ON   TRIAL 

For  If  ever  a  man  revealed  himself,  Pranklln  Roosevelt  did  In 
that  message  he  had  the  permanent  chairman  of  the  convention. 
Senator  Baskikt.  read  fot  him.  He  was  not,  said  Mr.  Roosevelt, 
a  candidate.     He  did  not  want  the  nomination. 

And  at  the  very  moment  his  henchman,  the  man  who  lives  in 
the  White  House  with  him.  Harry  Hopkins,  was  at  the  Chicago 
end  of  a  private  telephone  wire  to  the  White  House,  directing  the 
procedure  of  the  convention  to  assure  that  nomination  for  Mr. 
Roosevelt.     •     •     • 

There  was  something  splendidly  ironic  in  the  circumstance  that 
Mr  Roosevelt  had  his  counterfeit  message  that  "he  did  not  want 
this  nomination"  delivered  to  those  delegates,  bound  to  his  dan- 
gercus  ambltion«:  by  the  power  of  Federal  patrcnnge.  through  that 
same  Senator  Barxlit — dear  Albzn — whose  reelection  to  the  Senate 
from  Kentucky  Mr.  Roosevelt  aided  by  explaining  to  the  Ken- 
tucklans  that  Senator  Barklet  was  an  old  hand  in  Washington 
who  could  be  expected  to  bring  tiack  more  Federal  loot  for  them 
than  any  newcomer. 

Prom  an  editorial  in  the  Lexington  (Ky.)  Leader.  July  1940: 

B008KVIXT   CaABBZD    IT 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  grabbed  the  New  Deal  nomination  from 
the  wreck  of  the  Democratic  Party,  having  maneuvered  the  most 
completely  boss-ridden  convention  In  the  history  of  the  Nation  into 
a  position  from  which  it  had  but  one  way  of  escape — by  violating 
the  third-term  tradition  and  renominating  himself. 

For  years  Mr.  Roosevelt  had  been  planning  the  program  that  was 
carried  out  at  Chicago,  making  it  Impossible  for  any  other  man  to 
aspire  to  the  nomination,  conspiring  to  prevent  the  party  from 
giving  attention  to  any  other  candidacy.  He  took  charge  of  the 
convention  from  its  opening  hour.  Harry  Hopkins,  his  favorite 
and  most  intimate  adviser,  who  lives  in  the  Whl*e  House,  was  sent 
to  oust  Mr.  Parley  from  control,  and  to  mana^te  the  whole  show  to 
suit  his  master.  Every  Cabinet  member,  with  the  exception  of 
Mr.  Hull  and  the  two  Republicans  recently  appointed  to  head  the 
Departments  of  War  and  Navy,  was  present  and  worked  incessantly 
for  Mr.  Roosevelt's  nomination.  Yet  he  had  the  effrontery  to  send 
Mr.  Barkley  the  following  message,  as  the  permanent  chairman  gave 
It  to  the  convention: 

•The  President  has  never  had  and  has  not  today  any  desire  or 
purp)o?e  to  continue  in  the  office  of  President,  to  be  a  candidate 
for  that  office,  or  to  be  nominated  by  the  convention  for  that  office." 

Prom  an  editorial  in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune.  July 
17.  1940: 

The  one-man  rxUe  of  the  convention  has  been  hardly  less  destruc- 
tive of  morale.  It  dramatizes  the  whole  third-term  threat.  That 
a  party  ostensibly  representing  the  people  should  exhibit  a  subordi- 
nation to  one  man's  whim  and  dictation  unprecedented  In  Ameri- 
can political  history  has  gone  far  to  reduce  the  convention  to 
atisurdlty  in  the  eyes  of  the  Nation  and  stir  resentment  and  con- 
fusion In  the  minds  of  the  delegates. 

From  an  editorial  by  Prank  R.  Kent.  Baltimore  Sim.  July 
17,  1940: 

THS  CKXAT  CAMS  OF  POLITICB 

The  revolting  thing  about  the  action  of  administration  leaders 
in  accepting  a  plank  drawn  by  the  isolationists  was  not  so  much 
its  effect,  which  would  have  been  bad.  but  the  revelation  of  the 
extent  to  which  Mr.  Roosevelt's  personal  representative*  would  have 
gone  to  keep  down  an  opposition  that  would  disclose  how  hollow 
was  their  "draft."  To  avert  a  floor  fight  over  an  antl-third-tenn 
resolution,  which  would  have  shown  a  formidable  minority  against 
Ifr.  Roosevelt's  attempt,  they  were  willing  to  do  a  craven  and 
<kn>lfr«Mc  thing.    It  is  as  significant  as  it  !•  revealing. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  recognizes  the 
gentleman  frcm  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Rankin  i  under  a  previous 
order. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Not  for  a  statement,  I  do  not  want  it  to  go 
In  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    I  only  want  to  speak  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas. 

ADJOURNMENT    OVER 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Thursday  next. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  IMr.  RayburnJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  for  a  unanimous-consent  request  only. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  in 
connection  with  our  national-defense  program  and  to  make 
some  comment  on  the  fact  that  we  ought  to  be  at  work  now. 
Request  number  two  is  to  extend  my  own  remarlcs  in  the 
Record  in  connection  with  totalitarian  forms  of  government 
and  to  include  therein  an  editorial  from  a  newspaper  back  in 
my  district. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  cbjection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  frcm  Minnesota  [Mr.  Pittenger]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  certain 
figures  on  national  defense  and.  secondly,  to  revise  and  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  certain 
excerpts  and  editorials. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  (Mr.  DirksenJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

PERBinSSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  10  minutes  today  at  the  completion  cf 
any  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Patrick]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I      EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  Bloom  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  a  brief  editorial  from  the  New  York  Times  of  July  18. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Calilomia  [Mr.  Hinshaw]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  recognizes  the 
gentleman  frcm  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]. 

SHALL  THE  PEOPLE  RULE  OR  THE  POWER  TRUST  CONTROL? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  said  on  a  previous  oc- 
casion, it  is  not  my  Intention  to  say  anything  that  would 
ruffle  the  feelings  of  the  ex-Republicans  in  the  House  with 
reference  to  the  Philadelphia  "blitzkrieg". 

I  notice  that  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI 
mentioned  the  name  of  WendeU  L.  Willkie  three,  four,  or  five 
times  in  his  speech,  and  there  was  not  a  single  handclap  on 
the  Republican  side.  That  shows  the  disillusionment.  He 
ran  on  his  picture;  I  told  you  that  a  year  ago.  They  used 
him  as  a  front  for  the  Power  Trust.  The  delegates  to  the 
Republican  convention  had  merely  seen  his  picture.  Now 
they  have  begun  to  get  an  insight  into  what  has  been  going 
on,  and  they  cannot  even  stir  up  applause  on  the  Republican 


side  of  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  newly  made  can- 
didate of  the  newly  made  party  they  feel  impelled  to  follow. 
It  reminds  me  of  the  little  boy  who  came  in  one  day 
and  told  his  mother  that  he  had  seen  a  lion  on  the  street. 
He  had  seen  a  little  dog  sheared  up  like  a  lion.  She  said. 
"Now,  young  man,  you  know  that  I  know  you  didn't  see  any 
lion.  I  am  going  to  break  you  of  telling  lies.  I  am  going  to 
lock  you  in  that  closet  and  keep  you  there  until  you  pray 
Ood  and  get  forgiveness  for  that  lie.  You  get  in  there  and 
go  to  praying.  It  will  be  dark,  but  as  soon  as  He  forgives  you, 
you  knock  and  I  will  let  you  out."  She  shoved  him  in  the 
closet  and  locked  the  door  and  started  away,  when  he 
knocked.  She  listened,  and  he  knocked  again.  She  opened 
the  door  and  he  stepped  out  smiling.  She  said,  "What?  Has 
God  forgiven  you  already?"  He  said,  "Oh,  yes."  She  said. 
"What  did  He  say?"  He  replied,  "Oh,  He  said  that  was  all 
right;  He  said  He  thought  it  was  a  lion  when  He  first  saw 
it."    [Laughter.] 

They  had  merely  seen  the  picture  of  this  Beau  Brummell. 
this  fashion  plate  of  the  Power  Trust,  this  glamour  boy  of  the 
utilities,  before  the  Philadelphia  convention. 

He  says  that  we  went  back  on  things  that  had  been  said 
before  the  convention,  because  the  Democratic  Party  let  it 
be  known  at  Philadelphia  that  we  are  not  going  to  plunge  this 
country  into  a  foreign  war.  That  is  what  was  done  with 
reference  to  our  foreign  plank.  I  subscribe  to  that  policy, 
and  I  believe  that  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the  American 
people  agree  with  me. 

He  says  there  is  nothing  definite  about  our  platform  with 
reference  to  a  single  problem  that  confronts  the  American 
people.  In  that  he  is  entirely  in  error.  The  Democratic 
Party  went  on  record  on  the  greatest  economic  issue  that  has 
confronted  us  for  the  last  25  years,  the  greatest  economic 
issue  that  will  confront  the  American  people  for  the  next  25 
years;  that  Is,  the  electric-power  question. 

In  1871.  when  the  German  military  machine,  that  great 
Juggernaut,  rolled  down  across  the  French  Republic  and  left 
the  French  people  broken  and  conquered  beneath  the  heel  of 
a  ruthless  invader,  the  world  was  shocked  when  it  learned 
that  there  had  been  imposed  upon  those  people  an  indemnity 
of  $1,000,000,000.  which  it  would  take  a  generation  to  pay; 
but  today  this  utilities  juggernaut,  the  Power  Trust  branch 
of  it  alone,  of  which  Wendell  L.  Willkie  has  succeeded  to  the 
position  of  Mussolini  as  a  successor  to  Samuel  InsuU.  is  rob- 
bing and  plundering  the  American  people  of  $1,000,000,000  a 
year  every  year  that  rolls  around  in  excessive  overcharges  for 
electric  lights  and  power. 

TTie  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen]  ought  to  know 
that  $69,000,000  every  year  is  wrung  from  the  helpless  electric 
consumers  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  according  to  the  rates  in 
his  own  town,  compared  with  the  rates  in  Ontario,  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  area,  or  Tacoma,  Wash.  That  $69,000,000  a 
year  in  30  years  would  amount  to  more  than  the  indemnity 
Germany  imposed  upon  FYance  at  the  end  of  the  War  of  1871, 
and  I  dare  say  now  that  with  France  again  bleeding  and 
crushed  beneath  the  heel  of  this  same  ruthless  invader,  there 
will  not  l)e  an  indemnity  imposed  upon  her  comparable  to  the 
indemnity  the  American  people  are  paying  to  this  super-- 
government,  this  gigantic  octopus  that  sprawls  over  the 
Nation,  runs  its  tentacles  into  every  home,  and  exacts  its 
tribute  from  every  ijerson  who  turns  an  electric  switch — ex- 
cept a  few  who  are  served  by  municipal  or  other  public  sys- 
te:n"..  In  30  years  these  overcharges  would  amount  to 
$30,000,000,000. 

Another  thing,  we  mentioned  rural  electrification,  which 
the  Republican  Party  never  deigned  to  discuss  at  Philadelphia, 
even  before  it  went  out  of  business  and  was  superseded  by 
this  utility  Fascisti  that  is  now  claiming  your  support  in  the 
coming  campaign.  They  talk  about  a  third  term.  If  you 
turn  this  country  over  to  the  Power  Trust,  there  will  probably 
not  be  any  more  terms;  it  wUl  just  be  from  then  on,  untU  the 
people  who  are  being  robbed  and  plimdered  rise  in  revolt. 
You  gentlemen  who  now  decry  a  third  term  never  opened  your 
mouths  when  Andrew  Mellon  was  serving  three  terms  as  head 
Of  this  Government. 
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The  gentleman  talks  about  Washington  declining  to  run 
for  a  third  term.  Suppose  Washington  were  here  now, 
living  at  Mount  Vernon,  and  saw  this  great  comipt.  over- 
powering monopoly  that  is  bleeding  the  American  pieople  to 
death  economically,  and  saw  that  it  was  robbing  the  people 
of  Virginia,  glorious  old  Virginia,  the  home  of  the  fathers  of 
this  Republic,  of  $11,000,000  a  year  in  overcharges  for  electric 
light  and  power,  nmning  its  tentacles  even  into  Mount  Ver- 
non itself.  Do  you  supjxjse  that  Washington  would  say, 
"Let  us  turn  down  the  man  who  has  fought  that  thing  and 
put  the  head  of  it  in  power"?    Nol    A  thousand  times  no! 

They  talk  about  Thomas  Jefferson — the  greatest  statesman 
of  all  time,  the  man  who  advocated  equal  and  exact  Justice 
to  all  men  and  special  privilege  to  none — having  declined  to 
run  for  a  third  term.  If  Thomas  Jefferson  were  in  Virginia 
today  and  saw  this  gigantic  monopoly  trying  to  steal  the 
water  power  of  the  Nation,  building  spite  lines  to  destroy 
rural  electrification,  using  every  corrupt  method  known  to 
try  to  hold  the  Nation's  power  consumers  in  Iwndage,  ar.d 
wringing  from  them  in  overcharges  $1,000,000,000  a  year 
without  giving  anything  in  return,  do  you  think  Thomas 
Jefferson  would  turn  do^iTi  Prank  Roosevelt  because  he 
had  been  President  for  8  years,  lacking  a  month  and  a  half? 
Do  you  suppose  he  would  turn  him  down  and  then  take  a 
man  whose  only  contribution  to  American  life  has  been  in 
connection  with  this  Power  Trust  Pascisti,  the  greatest  racket 
of  modem  times?  No!  Thomas  Jefferson  would  spurn  such 
a  projxjsal  with  contempt. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Mississippi  yield? 
Mr.  RANKIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  dififlculty  with  the  gentleman's  argu- 
ment, of  course,  is  that  the  Presidents  acceptance  speech 
had  to  do  with  his  indispensability  in  world  affairs  and  said 
nothing  about  what  the  gentleman  is  now  discussing. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    It  is  absolutely  indispensable  that  we  elect 
a  man  with  Roosevelt's  convictions  on  this  great  question. 
They  talk  about  Andrew  Jackson.     I  wonder  if  they  think 
that  if  old  Andrew  Jackson,  who  Is  said  to  have  possessed 
more  courage  of   all  kinds   than   possibly   any  other   man 
who  has  ever  filled  the  White  House,  whose  honesty  was 
unquestioned — ^if  old  Andrew  Jackson  were  living  now  down 
in  Tennessee  on  the  banks  of  the  Cumberland  and  had  seen 
the  State  of  Tennessee  robbed  and  plundered  by  this  iden- 
tical utility  of  which  Wendell  Willkie  was  the  head,  and 
saw  them  try  by  every  means,  fair  and  foul,  to  destroy  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  prevent  the  development 
of  the  Ctunberland;  if  he  had  seen  them  go  out  at  night, 
this  very  utility,  if  you  please,  of  which  Willkie  was  the  head, 
and  try  to  build  spite  lines  out  among  the  farmers,  until  the 
farmers  had  to  take  their  shotgtms  and  run  them  away,  do 
you  suppose  that  under  those  circumstances  even  my  genial 
and  distingxilshed  friend  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI  would 
have  the  courage  to  go  to  Andrew  Jackson  and  ask  him  to 
vote  for  the  man  who  had  been  at  the  head  of  that  racket 
for,  lo,  these  many  years,  in  preference  to  the  man  in  the 
White  House  now  who  has  been  fighting  for  all  he  is  worth? 
Let  us  go  a  step  further.    He  spoke  of  my  friend  Bryan. 
I  loved  William  Jennings  Bryan.     In  my  humble  opinion 
he  was  one^of  the  greatest  men  that  this  Republic  has  ever 
seen.     I  can  never   forget  his  immortal  words   In  his  last 
campaign  for  the  Presidency  when  his  voice  rang  across 
the  country,  "Shall  the  people  rule  or  the  trusts  control?" 
I  wonder  if  you  think  that  William  J.  Bryan,  if  he  were 
here  today,  with  his  fine  moral  sensibilities,  his  spiritual 
Inspiration,  his  marvelous  Intelligence,  his  powerful  states- 
manship, would  turn  down  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  the  man 
who  has  done  more  for  the  power  consumers  of  America 
than  all  other  Presidents  combined,  and  vote  for  Wendell 
L.  Willkie.  who  has  been  at  the  head  of  this  gigantic  com- 
bination that  has  been  Imposing,  and  Is  still  imposing,  these 
Injustices  upon  the  helpless  consumers  of  electric  light  and 
power. 

Let  us  go  back  into  Illinois.   You  never  in  yotn-  life  heard  me 
utter  a  word  on  this  floor  derogatory  of  Abraham  Lincoln.    I 


take  him  as  the  great  product  of  a  great  age.  You  know  we 
Democrats  have  both  sides  of  the  Civil  War  now.  We  are  en- 
titled to  the  support  of  both  the  Confederate  and  the  Federal 
soldiers,  as  well  and  all  their  descendants,  as  I  pointed  out  the 
other  day.  Do  you  think  that  Abraham  Lincoln  intended  for 
you  Republicans  Just  to  transfer  the  Negroes  from  one  bond- 
age to  the  other  and  put  the  white  people  in  there  with  them? 
If  Abraham  Lincoln  were  here  today  and  could  look  back  on 
those  prairies  of  Illinois  and  see  there  how  power  could  be 
generated  with  Illinois  coal  or  water  power  and  distributed  at 
the  T.  V.  A.  rates  or  th**  Ontario  rates,  and  see  those  people  he 
tried  to  represent  robl)ed  and  plundered  by  overcharges 
amounting  to  $69,000,000  a  year,  I  wonder  if  you  think  that 
Abraham  Lincoln  would  choose  Wendell  L.  Willkie  as  against 
PYanklin  D.  Roosevelt  in  the  coming  campaign. 

No.  there  are  27,000,000  of  these  consumers  who  pay  this 
overcharge  every  year. 

General  G -ant  was  President  for  8  years.    Do  you  suppose 
if  General  Grant  were  President  today  and  could  go  back  into 
his  home  State  of  Ohio  and  see  where  those  people  are  being 
robbed  and  plundered  of  more  than  S40.000.000  a  year,  so 
tliat  it  would  take  every  bushel  of  wheat  grown  in  Ohio  to  be 
given  as  a  tribute  to  this  gigantic  monopoly  that  is  rendering 
nc  service  whatsoever  to  pay  this  overcharge — do  you  suppose 
General  Grant  would  support  such  a  ticket?    Not  on  your  life. 
Do  you  suppose  that  William  McKinley,  if  he  could  come 
back  to  Ohio  and  see  what  they  are  doing  to  the  people  of 
Ohio,  would  support  Wendell  Willkie  in  preference  to  Prank 
Roosevelt  under  the   circumstances?     Do  you  suppose  that 
Teddy  Roosevelt,  the  last  Republican  President  who  had  the 
courage  or  conviction  to  stand  up  and  denounce  the  male- 
factors of  great  wealth,  if  he  were  here  today  and  could  see 
what  they  are  doing  to  the  people  in  every  State  in  the  Union, 
when  this  is  the  supreme  issue  and  when  it  is  proposed  to  take 
for  all  time  the  water  power  of  this  Nation,  which  Teddy 
Roosevelt  tried  to  save,  and  allow  it  to  be  gobbled  up  by  this 
gigantic  monopoly,  so  that  the  people  of  this  Nation  will  pay 
tribute  and  remain  in  servitude  to  these  utilities  for  all  time 
to  come — do  you  suppose  if  Teddy  Roosevelt  were  living  today 
that  he  would  follow  these  malefactors  of  great  wealth  in 
preference  to  the  distinguished  gentleman  who  occupies  the 
White  House,  and  who  has  done  so  much  to  bring  relief  to 
the  ultimate  consumers  of  electricity  throughout  the  entire 
Nation?     Not  on  your  life. 

They  talk  about  the  Senate  resolution  of  1928.  The  Senate 
resolution  was  an  effort  to  get  rid  of  the  Andrew  Mellon 
machine  in  1928,  and  I  think  all  progressive  Republicans 
voted  for  it. 

But  today  we  are  in  an  emergency.  We  are  threatened  by 
grave  dangers  from  within.  You  go  to  the  people  and  ask 
them  to  stand  for  honest  government,  when  some  of  these 
men  are  drawing  salaries  that  make  your  salary  and  mine 
look  like  tips  to  the  waiter,  when  the  fourth  vice  president 
of  this  Commonwealth  &  Southern  draws  twice  as  much 
salary  as  the  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  RANKIN.    For  a  question. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  want  the  Record  to  show  that  I  heard 
it  from  Wendell  Willkie  himself  at  the  Press  Club  in  the  Na- 
tion's Capital,  that  his  salary  was  $75,000  a  year  and  that 
he  turned  down  four  efforts  to  give  him  an  increase  in  salary. 
Mr.  RANKIN.  And  I  want  the  Record  to  show  that  when 
he  went  in  it  was  less  than  that,  and  that  about  the  time  he 
went  in,  the  common  stock  in  that  outfit  was  selling  at  some- 
thing like  $30  a  share  and  as  those  salaries  have  gone  up  the 
common  stock  has  gone  down,  until  today  the  common  stock 
Is  at  $1.25,  and  why?  Because  of  the  water  in  their  capital 
structure.  One  man.  a  Member  of  this  House,  told  me  that 
they  bought  a  small  plant  in  Georgia  and  asked  him  to  go  in 
with  them,  which  he  refiised  to  do.  They  paid  $10,000  for  it. 
and  watered  the  stock  up  to  around  one  million.  Why,  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  outfit  is  bankrupt.  The  Republicans  have 
taken  the  head  of  a  bankrupt  institution,  which  he  beli>ed  to 
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bankrupt,  and  nominated  him  for  the  Presidency  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  If  it  is  bankrupt,  it  was  the  T.  V.  A.  that 
bankrupted  it. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Oh,  no;  not  the  T.  V.  A.  It  is  that  crowd 
that  has  been  watering  the  stock  and  is  tndng  to  hold  up 
these  rates  to  make  the  people  pay  dividends  on  all  that 
graft.  Why,  this  company  in  Washington,  the  Potomac 
Electric  Power  Co..  sells  electricity  almost  as  cheaply  as  the 
T.  V.  A.,  and  last  year  they  made  64  percent  on  their  common 
stock.  Ontario  produces  and  distributes  one-twelfth  the 
electricity  that  we  do  in  the  United  States.  They  have  in- 
vested $400,000,000—12  times  that  is  $4,800,000,000.  In  this 
country  $2,000,000,000  are  invested  in  municipal  plants  and 
Government -owned  facilities.  Take  that  from  your  $4,800.- 
000.000  and  you  have  at>out  $3,000,000,000  left,  and  that  is 
about  what  this  power  trust  has  invested,  about  what  it  ought 
to  be — it  might  be  as  high  as  $5,000,000,000.  What  do  they 
claim?  Thirteen  billion  dollars — about  eight  to  ten  billion 
dollars  of  which  is  nothing  but  wind,  water,  and  power-trust 
rascality,  yet  they  are  requiring  the  helpless  consumers  of 
electricity  to  pay  rates  high  enough  to  provide  dividends  on 
the  entire  amount  in  order  that  they  may  pay  these  enor- 
mous salaries  just  referred  to. 

Mr.  LEAVY.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  s^eld? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  fear  I  have  not  the  time.  I  have  only 
a  few  minutes  left. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Oh,  we  will  be  able  to  get  more  time  for 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  RANKIN.     Then  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  I  come,  of  coitrse.  from  a  section  of  the  coun- 
try where  under  the  New  Deal  we  have  begun  to  see  some 
relief  from  the  very  abuses  the  gentleman  refers  to. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Yes;  and  let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Washington  that  if  the  Republican  ticket  is  elected,  the 
water  power  on  the  Columbia  River  which  we  have  been  try- 
ing to  save  at  Grand  Coulee  and  Bonneville  will  be  turned 
over  to  the  Power  Trust,  and  you  people  will  march  back  into 
the  dark,  so  far  as  benefits  from  the  Columbia  River  devel- 
opment is  concerned. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Let  me  quote  from  a  Republican  Member 
who  attended  the  Philadelphia  convention,  about  whom  the 
Portland  Oregonian  has  this  to  say: 

Wendell  L.  WUlkle  favors  completion  of  the  Bonneville  and  Grand 
Coulee  Dams,  rural  electrification,  and  the  widest  use  of  power  from 
these  projects.  The  only  difference  he  proposed  was  to  put  men  in 
control  who  knew  the  utility  business  rather  than  politicians. 

What  does  he  mean  by  that? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  will  tell  you  just  exactly  what  he  means. 
He  means  that  the  Power  Trust  will  gobble  it  up. 

Let  me  give  you  an  example.  In  1925  this  Commonwealth 
&  Southern  Co.  made  a  contract  with  the  Republican  admin- 
istration to  buy  power  at  Muscle  Shoals.  In  addition  to  in- 
ducing the  Republican  administration  to  turn  over  the  Oorgas 
plant  that  was  built  as  a  stand-by  for  Muscle  Shoals,  they 
made  a  contract  with  this  outfit  to  sell  them  this  power.  I 
have  the  figures  here.  They  sold  it  to  them  at  2  mills  a  kilo- 
watt-hour  and  they  resold  it  in  sight  of  the  dam  at  10  cents 
a  kilowatt-hour,  or  about  4,800  percent  profit. 

Today  Florence.  Ala.,  is  buying  at  the  same  point.  Muscle 
Shoals,  power  at  4.83  mills  per  kilowatt-hour,  more  than 
twice  as  much  as  Willkie's  outfit  was  paying,  and  selling  it 
to  the  people  of  Florence  at  a  maximum  of  3  cents  per 
kilowatt-hour  instead  of  10  cents  and  paying  more  money 
in  lieu  of  taxes  than  the  power  company  paid. 

Today,  when  we  sell  this  power  at  an  average  of  4*2  mills 
per  kilowatt-hour  to  the  distribution  systems  throughout 
that  country,  they  come  back  and  say  that  we  are  selling  it 
below  the  cost  of  production,  when  they  were  buying  it  at 
2  mills  per  kilowatt-hour  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Army  engineers,  who  knew  what  it  was  worth. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  great  deal  has  been  said  about  the 
candidate  for  Vice  President,  Hon.  Henry  A.  Wallace.  I  am 
not  a  man  who  nms  aroimd  after  Cabinet  oflBcers,  patting 
them  on  the  back  or  strewing  the  flowers  of  flattery  in 


their  paths.  But  I  have  watched  Henry  Wallace  ever  since 
he  has  been  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  since  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  has  been  under  his  charge. 
I  have  been  thrown  in  intimate  contact  with  him;  and  I 
am  frank  to  say  that  I  do  not  believe  a  more  honest,  con- 
scientious man  ever  occupied  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet.  I  do 
not  believe  there  ever  was  a  man  more  conscientiously  de- 
voted to  the  cause  of  the  farmers  than  Henry  Wallace. 

I  deplore  the  statement  of  those  men  who  say  he  was  a 
former  Republican.  In  1921  his  father  was  appointed  Sec- 
cretary  of  Agricultiure  imder  President  Harding  and  served 
until  his  death  in  1924.  He  saw  the  Republican  Party  come 
into  power,  and  instead  of  bringing  relief  to  the  farmers 
they  piled  upon  their  backs  the  highest  protective  tariff 
ever  known  in  times  of  peace,  thereby  levj^g  a  tax  upon 
everything  the  farmers  had  to  buy,  from  the  swaddling 
clothes  of  infancy  to  the  lining  of  the  coflln  in  which  old 
age  is  laid  away.  They  pretended  that  such  a  tariff  would 
help  them  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  were  shipping  out 
more  com  and  more  wheat  than  we  were  shipping  in. 
Therefore  the  tariff  on  wheat  and  com  were  of  no  avail. 
You  might  as  well  build  a  dam  to  keep  water  from  flow- 
ing upstream  as  to  try  to  help  the  farmers  in  this  way. 

He  also  saw  them  make  refimds  of  income  taxes  on  those 
large  fortunes  of  men  who  got  rich  out  of  the  war.  He  saw 
them  give  back  to  those  big-income  taxpayers  billions  of  dol- 
lars at  a  time  when  agriculture  was  suffering.  He  saw  them 
refuse  to  give  any  relief  from  the  exorbitant  freight  rates  that 
the  ipeople  of  the  West  were  paying.  He  saw  them  take 
Teapot  Dome  and  try  to -steal  it  and  turn  it  over  to  these 
crooked  interests.  He  saw  them  sweep  away  the  Gorgas 
plant.  He  saw  the  Attorney  General  driven  from  power  for 
corruption  in  oflBce  and  dismissed  with  regrets  by  the  head  of 
the  administration.  He  saw  the  farmers  going  down  and 
down  and  down  in  the  economic  scale;  and  when  his  father 
passed  away  brokenhearted  in  1924,  Henry  Wallace  came  out 
for  the  Democratic  nominee  for  President  and  supported  him 
that  fall.  He  supported  the  Democratic  ticket  in  1928  and 
in  1932  and  1936. 

He  is  a  man  of  convictions,  and  he  realizes  that  to  go 
back  to  the  old  system  as  written  into  the  Republican  plat- 
form, and  especially  as  left  out  of  the,  Repubbcan  platform, 
which  failed  to  even  mention  rural  electrification,  he  re- 
alizes that  it  would  simply  mean  destruction  for  the  farmers 
of  this  Nation.  He  is  determined  to  try  to  do  something  for 
them;  and  if  events  should  so  tiun  as  to  some  day  make 
Henry  Wallace  President  of  the  United  States,  every  farmer 
in  America  would  know  that  he  had  a  friend  In  the  White 
House. 

I  had  occasion  to  go  to  him  some  time  ago  when  I  was 
appealing  for  funds  for  rural  electrification,  and  I  got  his 
unqualified  support,  with  the  result  that  probably  a  million 
farm  homes  will  be  electrified  in  the  next  year  or  two  that 
never  would  have  had  electric  lights  if  it  had  not  been  for 
this  administration 

I  know  that  a  great  bugaboo  is  going  to  be  raised  over  the 
third-term  issue,  but  when  you  come  to  put  in  power  and 
perpetuate  in  power  this  utility  Fascist!  that  is  organized 
along  lines  of  the  Fascist  governments  of  BMrope,  and  realize 
its  "fifth  column,"  which  we  recognize  even  over  the  radio, 
reaches  down  into  certain  newspapers  and  other  agencies  of 
propaganda.  Influencing,  or  attempting  to  infiuence,  memt>ers 
of  State  legislatures  by  putting  them  on  the  pay  roll  as 
lawyers,  some  of  them  living  in  counties  where  the  power 
company  did  not  own  a  line,  and  where  they  never  had  a 
case — when  they  realize  all  of  these  things,  I  submit  the  ques- 
tion of  the  third  term  is  going  to  fade  into  insignificance 
beside  the  question  of  saving  this  Government  from  being 
destroyed  from  within. 

You  could  not  have  a  holding  company  in  England  or  in 
Canada,  because  it  is  contrary  to  the  common  law.  It  has 
been  foimd  to  be  detrimental  to  the  public  welfare  by  the 
British  courts  for  a  thousand  years. 

Here  it  is  destroying  the  people's  faith  In  their  Govern- 
ment, as  well  as  their  prosperity,  and  now  they  are  demanding 
that  you  pick  up  a  political  pogo  Jumper  who  landed  in  the 
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Republican  Party  on  the  third  bounce  and  make  him  the 
President  of  this  Republic.  And  the  only  thing  you  can  raise 
in  opposition  to  that  is  the  third  term  and  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Wallace  in  his  earlier  days  voted  the  Republican  ticket,  of 
which  he  has  long  since  repented,  and  which  he  will  never 
do  again.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Sheppaw)).  Under  the 
previous  order  of  the  House,  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mrs.  RocnsJ  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

j  NATIONAL  DETKNSK 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan- 
imous consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks,  and  to 
Include  therein  an  editorial  from  the  Richmond  News-L«ader. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 
,  Bfrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  many  edi- 
torials in  papers  throughout  the  covmtry  show  tliat  the  press 
Is  greatly  alarmed  over  the  slowness  with  which  the  national- 
defense  program  is  progressing.  We  have  expended  billions 
of  dollars  and  seemingly  have  practically  nothing  to  ^ow  for 
it.    I  share  the  great  alarm  of  the  newspapers  In  that  respect. 

I  am  Introducing  a  resolution  which  would  require  the 
administration  to  give  biweekly  reports  to  the  Members  of 
Congress  on  our  national-defense  program.  We  ought  not  to 
lose  a  second  in  our  preparedness  measures.  If  time  is  being 
lost,  this  situation  should  be  corrected  immediately. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  obviously  going  to  stay 
In  continuous  session,  much  to  my  satisfaction.  It  is  up  to 
us  to  see  that  our  laws  are  enforced.  The  Richmond  News- 
Leader  of  June  24  published  a  splendid  editorial  which  I 
commend  to  your  consideration  and  study.  Prom  it  I  read 
the  following: 

A   PBOGKAM    rOK   THK   CKISIS 

The  tragedy  of  a  Britain  that  stands  alone  today  against  a  domi- 
nant Germany  is  replete  with  more  warnings  to  the  United  States 
than  yet  have  been  xinderstood. 

Heretofore  the  favorite  Jibe  of  Britain's  enemies  was  that  she 
knew  how  to  make  other  nations  fight  her  battles.  Her  European 
policy,  said  her  enemies,  was  essentially  that  of  playing  one  coall- 
Uon  against  another  to  the  end  that  no  single  power  would  control 
Europe. 

By  what  Incredible  blundering  did  Britain  lose  every  one  of  her 
World  War  Allies?  How  came  she  and  France  to  give  guaranties 
they  could  not  hope  to  discharge?  Other  European  powers  seem 
to  have  had  a  Just  estimate  of  what  Britain  and  France  could  and 
cotUd  not  do  against  the  Reich.  Were  the  two  Governments  blind 
to  their  own  limitations  and  ignorant  of  Germany's  strength? 
Did  Britain  perceive  the  weakness  of  French  morale  that  patheti- 
cally was  disclosed  within  3  weeks  after  Germany  began  total  war 
In  the  west? 

All  the  military  experience  of  the  world  was  summarized  of  old 
In  the  question,  "What  king,  going  to  make  war  against  another 
king,  sltteth  not  down  first  and  consulteth  whether  he  be  able  with 
10.000  to  meet  him  that  cometh  against  him  with  20.000?"  How 
did  Britain  and  Prance  disdain  this?  Did  they  rely  overmuch  oa 
sea  power?  Were  they  content  to  figure  on  paper  how  their  block- 
ade should  and  therefore  would  starve  Germany? 

We  do  not  know  the  answer,  but  we  think  we  do  know  the  moral 
for  America.  It  can  be  presented  In  high  words;  It  can  be  epito- 
mised In  three  simple  maxims:  Do  not  start  what  you  cannot 
finish:  do  not  bite  off  more  than  you  can  chew;  "Have  faith  In  God 
and  keep  your  powder  dry." 

These  maxims  we  have  endeavored  to  apply  In  specific  terms  to 
the  United  States: 

1.  Arm  to  the  widest  margin  of  conceivable  need  without  an  hour 
of  preventable  delay;  but  entrust  the  production  of  planes,  tanks, 
guns,  and  munltiono  to  experienced  private  industry,  as  far  as 
practicable,  and  not  to  Oovemment  plants  built  and  operated  by 
politicians. 

a.  Denuind  regular  progress  reports  on  the  output  of  all  the  essen- 
tials of  war.  to  the  end  that  the  Nation  will  not  be  deceived  as 
Prance  and  Britain  were  concerning  their  military  resources.  Every 
potential  enemy  knows  through  its  spies  the  essential  facts  about 
our  refirmament;  let  tis  net  lull  the  country  into  a  sense  of  false 
security  by  attempting  to  conceal  what  the  country  has  a  right  to 
know  about  the  state  of  armament,  ere  it  endorses  a  vigorous  foreign 
policy. 

And  I  am  sure  my  coDeagues  agree  with  me  that  the  coun- 
try is  entitled  to  know,  the  coimtry  that  pays  the  bills,  the 
mothers  and  fathers,  the  wives  and  sweethearts  of  the  men 
who  will  have  to  fight  and  who,  if  we  are  not  prepared,  will 
have  to  lose  their  lives  in  great  numbers. 


8  Prepare  now  for  the  widest  selective  service,  military  and  civil, 
of  all  who  are  capable  of  helping  in  any  emergency.  This  means 
the  conscription  of  some  mflllons  of  men  to  fight;  it  also  involves 
the  conscription  of  other  mUllons  to  supply  the  fighters  with  every- 
thing they  need  \n  food.  In  equipment,  and  In  money.  There  must 
be  no  exemptions.  Although  from  the  very  nature  of  war,  some 
men  mtist  sacrifice  more  than  others,  the  effort  of  the  Nation  must 
be  to  spore  none. 

4.  There  must  be  no  profiteering  In  the  blood  of  youth  and  no 
gambling  on  the  life  of  the  Nation.  Industries  that  are  expanded 
to  fill  Government  war  orders  must  be  protected  against  collapae 
when  those  orders  cea.se,  but  taxation  must  eliminate  all  other 
war  profit.  In  the  event  of  a  major  conlUct.  the  tax  policy  of  the 
Government  must  be  designed  to  take  all  the  Income  every  man 
makes,  above  that  of  peacetime,  and  to  Invest  this  in  Government 
securities.  This  Is  necessary  both  to  provide  adequate  war  funds 
and  to  save  the  country  from  an  Increased  demand  for  luxuries 
at  a  time  when  all  industrial  capacity  may  be  reqtiired  for  war. 

6.  Toward  the  British  Commonwealth  of  Nations  and  toward  any 
Other  country  that  may  be  defending  Itself  against  totalitarian  rule 
from  without,  the  United  States  should  exercise  the  most  benevolent 
neutrality.  Where  facilities  for  production  are  increasing,  priority 
should  be  given  all  British  orders  over  those  for  '-'ur  own  national 
defense,  so  long  as  British  resistance  continues.  Should  It  develop 
that  British  financial  means  are  Inadeqxiate  to  pay  for  munitions, 
the  United  SUtes  should  consider  the  amendment  of  existing  laws 
In  order  to  permit  private  or  public  credit  In  this  country  for  the 
British  Commonwealth  of  Nations. 

6.  While  exercising  this  benevolent  neutrality,  the  United  States 
must  weigh  In  every  Instance  the  ultimate  gain  or  loss  from  the 
sale  of  Government  stores  to  a  belligerent,  and  in  no  case  should 
the  President  make  such  sale,  directly  or  Indirectly,  without  the 
prior  knowledge  and  consent  of  Congress. 

While  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  wisdom  of 
maxim  5  of  this  editorial,  there  should  be  no  difference  of 
opinion  regarding  the  sale  of  Government  stores  to  a  belliger- 
ent without  the  prior  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  Congress. 

7.  The  United  States  must  pursue  a  firm  foreign  policy  In  sup- 
port of  a  reasonable  Interpretation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  That 
doctrine  mtist  be  maintained  to  prevent  the  transfer  of  sovereignty 
over  Canada  and  over  all  other  American  possessions  of  ETuropean 
countries;  but  the  Monroe  Doctrine  must  not  be  extended  to  Include 
any  guarantee  by  the  United  States  of  the  continuance  of  any 
existing  Latin -American  government.  This  Nation  will  seek  by 
legitimate  means  to  promote  pan -Americanism  and  to  preclude 
the  domination  of  any  American  government  by  a  foreign  power. 
The  United  States  do  not  thereby  promise  support  of  the  status 
quo,  nor  do  the  United  States  intend  to  break  the  culttiral  ties  of 
Latin-America  or  to  monopolize  Its  trade. 

8.  Because  5  years  will  be  required  to  provide  adequate  arma- 
ment, which  neither  then  nor  thereafter  must  be  used  for  aggres- 
sion against  any  power,  the  United  States  must  employ  wise 
diplomacy  as  a  means  of  gaining  necessary  time.  Shrewdly  the 
Nation  must  "play  for  time."  especially  in  the  Orient.  No  Par 
Eastern  commitments  of  any  sort  must  be  made  to  an  extent  that 
will  prevent  the  retention  of  the  American  battle  fieet  within  the 
triangle  Alaska-Hawaii -Panama.  Next  only  to  the  nonaggressive 
maintenance  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  Is  this  basic  policy — no  com- 
mitments, military,  naval,  or  diplomatic,  that  hamper  the  xise  of 
the  full  fleet  for  the  defense  of  the  United  SUtes,  the  Panama 
Canal,  and  Hawaii. 

9.  A  higher  standard  of  individual  and  of  national  discipline  Is 
demanded  if  the  country  is  to  save  the  Western  Hemisphere  from 

I  the  threat  of  totalitarian  aggression.  This  discipline  must  t>e 
industrial,  governmental,  and  moral.  Representative  government 
must  represent  the  Ideals,  and  not  the  fears  of  the  Nation.  The 
Individual  must  work  harder,  and  must  allow  himself  fewer  lux- 
uries. If  we  are  willing  to  discipline  ourselves,  we  can  complete 
necessary  armament,  can  preserve  American  institutions,  and  can 
contribute  to  the  restoration  of  free  government  among  men.  We 
can  afford  to  be  calm  and  confident  If  we  exert  ourselves  for  good 
government  and  maximum  Industrial  effort.  Complacency,  self- 
indulgence,  and  delay  may  be  our  ruin. 

I  earnestly  hope  the  membership  will  vote  for  my  resolu- 
tion demanding  bi-weekly  reports  on  our  preparedness  pro- 
gram. To  my  mind,  there  is  nothing  mcMre  vital  to  the 
welfare  of  our  country  than  the  thorough  and  expeditious 
carrying  out  of  this  program.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  the  previous  order  of 
the  House,  the  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Patrick!  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  all  Members  of  Congress,  of 
course,  are  concerned  with  the  very  matter  to  which  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  has  caUed  attention,  and 
no  Member  of  either  Senate  or  House  but  Joins  in  her  hope 
that  this  program  may  be  expedited.  As  for  blame,  she  can 
only  lay  that  to  the  plan  of  an  omnipotent  and  all-wise  God. 
You  cannot  plant  corn  today  and  serve  the  meal  on  the  table 
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tomorrow.  This,  of  course,  is  a  matter  we  all  accept,  and 
anybody  who  reflects  seriously  caimot  follow  the  claim  some 
newspapers  are  making  that  we  ought  to  vote  a  program 
today  and  blossom  forth  with  airplanes  and  ships  tomorrow. 
Mrs.  RCX3ERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  PATRICK.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  Of  Massachusetts.  I  think  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  agrees  with  me  that  the  Congress  and  the 
coimtry  are  entitled  to  know  what  is  being  done  along  the 
lines  of  furthering  the  preparedness  program. 
Mr.  PATRICK.  Certainly,  certainly. 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman 
agrees  with  me  that  we  must  not  be  kept  in  the  dark  on  that 
subject. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  no  further  if  that  is 
all  the  gentlewoman  has  to  offer. 

I  want  to  make  a  report.  I  was  present  at  the  convention 
In  Chicago  and  saw  the  things  in  which  the  Republican 
brethren  are  able  to  read  so  much  between  the  lines  that 
simply  were  not  discernible  to  those  who  were  there.  It  may 
be  that  we  in  our  partisan  views  have  an  inclination  to  inter- 
pret unhappily  the  things  the  Republicans  did — and  the  same 
with  them  of  us.     Let  us  all  be  as  charitable  as  we  may. 

It  was  strange  to  us  as  Democrats  that  the  votes  of  the 
delegates  of  the  Republican  convention  representing  delega- 
tions from  back  home  appeared  to  be  determined  by  certain 
apparently  organized  and  telegram-inspired  groups  in  the 
galleries. 

With  all  due  respect  to  their  view,  that  did  not  happen 
at  the  Democratic  Convention.  They  came  right  out  on  the 
floor.  Those  people  came  there  baptized  in  the  gospel  of 
Roosevelt  and  over  800  of  the  votes  were  already  pledged 
out  and  out  for  Roosevelt.  Of  course,  we  from  Alabama 
were  heartily  for  the  gentle,  kindly,  beloved  Speaker  of  this 
House,  but  the  President  did  no  more  than  Willkie  when  he 
chose  McNary.  The  President  favored  the  genial,  capable, 
fearless,  honest,  sincere,  and  scholarly  Henry  Wallace  for 
me  Vice  Presidency  of  the  United  States,  and  that  gentleman 
became  the  choice  of  the  convention. 

The  Republicans  talk  about  doing  an  about-face.  I  be- 
lieve the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI  was  num- 
bered among  the  group,  and  we  agree  with  him.  that  said  that 
Willkie  could  not  beat  President  Roosevelt.  That  was  before 
he  was  nominated,  of  course.  He  stated  very  frankly  to  his 
colleagues  in  Philadelphia  that  a  man  like  Willkie  could  not 
beat  a  man  like  Roosevelt.  That  worked  its  way  into  the 
press  and  it  comes  with  some  embarrassment  I  know.  He  did 
not  appreciate  the  growth  of  his  recently  acquired  colleague 
Willkie. 

I  have  a  Uttle  thing  here  entitled  "Growth  of  WiUkle." 
Would  you  like  to  hear  it? 

GROWTH  or  wnxKiE 
Well,  these  are  poWful  funny  days  in  many  mighty  f tinny  ways 

With  Individual  as  well  as  institution. 
An'  so  it  is  we're  glad  to  see  the  grand  and  glortous  O.  O.  P. 

Ck>me  forth  an'  throw  across  the  stage  a  darn  good  contribution. 
Convention  day  was  drawin*  nigh  an'  not  one  name  across  her  sky 

Seemed  to  inspire  or  to  enthuse  at  public  mention. 
They  tried  out  this,  they  sounded  that;  "If  we  but  had  one  Democrat 
To  havU  a  little  oomph  an'  zip  Into  a  tame  convention." 

Convention  day  was  comln'  on  an'  aU  was  pale  as  early  dawn 

An'  all  they  had  was  some  duU  bird  like  Hoover,  Taft.  or  Dewey — 
But.  brother,  when  the  meetln'  broke,  who  shoved  thru  the  fuss  an' 
smoke 

To  knock  'cm  for  a  lacln'  loop  an*  make  'em  all  look  screwy. 
Who  had  knocked  the  set-up  fiat?     Who  but  an  off-brand  Demo- 
crat— 

A  Huey  Longish  lookln'  bird  from  out  In  Inlanner! 
He  didn't  look  so  fine  an'  tall  among  the  Demmycrats,  an*  all — 

But  looks  right  good  in  t'other  crowd — beneath  that  other  banner. 

B'gosh.  it  only  goes  to  show  how  fer  comparison  does  go. 

A  man  can  be  with  men  of  size  till  he  looks  kind  of  pvmy 
But  switch  him  over  In  a  pen  among  a  bunch  of  lighter  men 

An'  hell  stand  out  untU  he  seems  a  Dempsey  or  a  Tunney. 

So.  as  Mr.  Swift  said  years  ago,  how  big  a  man  is  is  deter- 
mined by  whether  he  is  among  the  big  fellows  or  the  pyg- 
mies, the  Brobdingnagians  or  the  Lilliputians. 


I  believe  as  sincerely  as  I  believe  anything  that  the  Re- 
publicans, those  who  were  truly  Republicans,  went  up  to 
Philadelphia  without  any  Idea  of  Willkie.  but  they  felt  they 
had  to  have  someone  with  color  and  decided  to  sacriflco 
Republican  principles  for  color.  The  Republicans  as  a  rule 
do  not  believe  in  the  things  laid  down  by  Willkie  and  advo- 
cated by  him.  but  they  had  to  have  color  and  they  got  it. 
Willkie  Is  like  a  sassafras  tree  in  the  fall  of  the  year ;  he  has 
got  a  lot  of  color  but  very  little  timber  so  far  as  becoming 
President  of  the  United  States  Is  concerned.  He  has  had  no 
experience  except  as  the  president  of  a  corporation.  What 
background  has  he? 

Mr.  Speaker,  you  know  what  the  vital  Issues  are  which 
confront  us  now  and  which  will  confront  us  this  fall.  They 
will  hover  above  us  all  and  inspire  the  people  to  vote,  when 
voting  time  comes  this  fall.  The  most  important  thing  and 
the  most  engaging  issue  will  be  regarding  our  foreign  rela- 
tionships and  international  affairs.  At  that  time,  in  my 
opinion,  England  and  Germany  will  be  Just  before  or  during 
or  just  after  one  of  the  greatest  conflicts  that  has  ever  rocked 
this  mud  ball  that  we  call  the  earth.  People  are  going  to  be 
studying,  watching,  and  praying  over  that  situation. 

What  do  the  Republicans  have  to  offer?    They  come  for- 
ward with  Wendell  Willkie.    What  does  he  know  about  oiu: 
foreign  affairs?    He  certainly  would  not  claim  to  be,  an  au- 
thority.   How  is  Senator  McNary  grounded  on  international 
relations?    We  have  Hull,  we  have  President  Roosevelt  him- 
self, we  have  Sumner  Welles,  and  we  also  now  have  in  our 
ranks  Messrs.  Knox  and  Stimson,  pulled  right  from  tho  heart 
of  Republicanism.    When  those  men  yielded  to  the  call  of 
the  President  in  a  crisis  the  Republicans  got  up  and  read 
them  from  the  party,  therefore  cutting  them  off  of  every 
opportunity  they  should  have  to  serve  if  there  was  such  a 
thing  as  a  Republican  victory  possible  this  fall.    Look  how 
Republican  hopes  have  been  going  down  every  day  dur- 
ing   the    past    week.      Even    the    Wall    Street    betting    is 
now   9   to  5   on   Roosevelt.     If   you   gentlemen   believe   in 
your  man  get  some  of  that  money  and  give  Wall  Street 
a  sock  on   the  jaw   at  the   same  time.     So.  Mr.   Speaker, 
when  It  comes  to  a  real  application  of  what  is  before  us,  when 
it  comes  to  the  power  of  the  people  this  fall,  they  are  going 
to  study  and  decide  who  is  stalwart  enough  to  stand  up  and 
hold  the  banner  of  America,  deliver  a  job  in  international 
affairs  as  between  nation  and  nation,  who  is  grounded  in  the 
faith  of  Americanism,  who  knows  the  work  and  who  can  de- 
liver the  goods.    That  is  what  it  will  be. 

Now  coming  to  the  matter  of  platform,  the  Republicans 
adopted  as  nearly  as  they  could,  and  they  did  a  fairly  good 
job  of  it.  that  which  they  already  knew  the  Democrats  were 
going  to  adopt.  The  amazing  thing  Is  they  have  adopted 
and  have  now  made  a  part  of  their  platform  the  very  things 
the  Republicans  opposed  and  voted  against  in  the  House 
and  Senate.  It  was  over  their  political  dead  bodies  almost 
that  these  various  things  became  the  law  of  the  land.  Now 
they  have  the  temerity  to  say  that,  "We  take  them  as  our 
platform." 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  gentleman  may  proceed  for  10  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  LbavyI? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  LEAVY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  PATRICK.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Washington. 
Mr.  LEAVY.    Does  the  gentleman  believe  that  Wendell  L. 
Willkie  has  changed  his  views  on  political,  social,  and  eco- 
nomic questions  now  from  what  they  were  4  or  5   years 
ago  by  reason  of  the  fact  he  is  now  serving  the  Republican 
Party? 

Mr.  PATRICK.    I  do  not    think  he  has  to  such  an  extent 

that  we  should  risk  him  at  the  helm  of  our  Government. 

He  has  not  been  the  president  of  anything  but  a  corporation. 

Mr.  LEAVY.    In  New  York  City,  before  the  Economic  Club 

of  New  York,  in  a  debate  with  David  E.  LUienthal,  as  reported 
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in  the  Electrical  World  of  February  2.  1935,  page  48,  Mr. 
Willkie  had  this  to  say: 

Selling  Government  securities  agalnat  over-built  capacities  on 
the  Tennessee  la  In  a  class  with  the  error  of  Insull  In  patriotically 
investing  money  in  capacity  so  as  to  ward  off  the  depression  when 
it  became  a  real  threat  in  1930. 

May  I  ask  the  gentleman  If  there  Is  but  one  interpretation 
to  draw  from  that  statement,  and  that  is.  that  Mr.  Willkie  5 
years  ago  looked  upon  the  activities  of  Mr.  Insull  7  or  8 
years  preceding  as  patriotic  activities? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  What  other  interpretation  could  be 
placed  upon  It,  I  ask  the  gentleman? 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Again  In  the  same  year,  before  the  same  club, 
the  Economic  Club  of  New  York,  on  January  21.  1935.  as 
reported  In  the  Electrical  World  of  February  16,  1935,  on 
page  26.  Mr.  Willkie  said: 

I  do  not  like  to  make  personal  references,  but  T  want  to  say  to 
you  that  no  duty  has  ever  come  in  my  life,  even  that  in  the  serv- 
ice of  my  country,  which  has  so  appealed  to  my  sense  of  social 
obligation,  patriotism,  and  love  of  mankind,  as  this,  my  obligation 
to  say  and  do  what  I  can  for  the  preservation  of  public  utilities, 
privately  owned.  All  that  I  have  observed,  all  that  I  know,  and 
all  that  I  read  teaches  me  that  I  could  do  nothing  nobler  for  the 
future  financial  stability  and  political  good  of  my  country  or  the 
social  and  economic  well-being  of  my  fellow  citizens  than  to  stand 
firm  and  unafraid  against  the  foolish  fad  and  fancy  of  the  moment. 

Do  you  blame  the  people  In  the  Northwest,  Washington, 
Oregon,  and  Idaho,  for  being  fearful  as  to  what  may  happen 
to  those  great  public  projects  out  there.  Coulee  and  Bonne- 
ville, in  the  light  of  such  statements  made  5  years  ago  by  the 
present  ncmineeof  the  Republican  Party? 

Mr.  PATRICIC  I  thank  the  gentleman  very  heartily  for 
his  contribution. 

Aesop  had  something  to  say  about  the  same  sort  of  a  situ- 
ation several  thousand  years  ago.  He  stated  that  there  sat 
upon  a  crag  high  above  the  vale  below,  a  mighty  eagle,  an 
eagle  that  felt  that  he  was  secure.  He  had  flown  so  high  and 
p>erched  upon  such  a  firm  rock — perhaps  the  platform  of  the 
O.  o.  P. — that  he  felt  nothing  could  reach  him.  But  strange 
to  say,  an  arrow  came  whizzing  through  the  air  and  struck 
him  to  the  heart.  He  looked  on  the  shaft  of  the  arrow  and 
saw  his  own  feathers,  and  he  said.  "How  sad  is  my  fat«:  I 
winged  the  arrow  which  strikes  me  dead.** 

So  from  now  until  election  day  Wendell  Willkie  is  going 
to  find  the  words  he  has  spoken  in  his  past  winging  straight 
to  his  vital  spot;  those  are  the  words  that  show  what  a  man 
really  is.  That  Is  what  Aesop  had  in  mind.  He  was  not 
talking  about  eagles:  he  was  talking  about  human  beings. 

Let  us  follow  It  further.  Since  he  has  gotten  hold  of 
things  and  has  become  the  Republican  candidate  Mr.  Willkie 
says  he  is  going  to  see  that  our  Government  takes  its  hands 
off  the  throttle  of  business  and  stops  regulating  private 
enterprise.  Understand,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  America  were  in  favor 
of  that.  All  did  not  know  it  was  going  to  work  as  far  as  it 
did.  Nine-tenths  of  those  who  were  for  Roosevelt  originally 
and  who  oppose  him  now  do  so  l>ecause  they  thought  it  would 
not  reach  as  far  as  to  them.  They  find  that  now  when  folks 
are  hungry  taxation  reaches  them.  They  find  now  that 
when  men  were  given  jobs  that  they  had  to  help,  contribute 
to  some  degree  to  It,  and  that  their  own  little  organization 
was  regulated  somewhat  itself.  They  want  to  let  George  do 
it.  They  want  you  to  regulate  the  other  fellow.  When  they 
saw  that  the  reairanging  of  the  entire  structure  of  the 
Nation  struck  home,  and  they  had  to  contribute  themselves, 
then  they  were  willing  to  let  somebody  starve.  That  is  what 
is  the  matter  with  those  imbued  with  an  smti-Roosevelt 
fever.  In  this  day  it  is  their  own  selfish  zeal,  circumscribed 
views  that  have  cut  them  down  to  a  narrower  stature  than 
they  had  when  they  were  idealistically  following  the  broad 
visions  of  a  new  day  and  a  New  Deal.  That  is  how  a  new 
broom  sweeps  so  clean.  Selfishness  has  not  had  a  chance 
to  get  its  work  in  so  adequately  and  so  diligently. 

There  is  where  we  stand  today.  It  means  that  if  Wendell 
Willkie,  with  the  powers  that  are  supporting  him,  and  we 
all  know  who  they  are — and  that  is  the  reason  that  if  there 
ever  was  a  time  when  the  slogan  that  "We  love  him  for  the 
enemies  he  has  made"  is  appropriate,  it  Is  today,  because  we 


can  say.  "We  know  Willkie  by  those  who  love  him  and  by 
those  who  support  and  susUin  him  today."  No  straw  waa 
ever  blown  by  the  wind  that  shows  more  clearly  in  which 
direction  the  wind  blows  than  the  political  straws  that  are 
seen  in  every  sky  in  America  today. 

This  is  how  that  applies.  It  is  one  thing  to  say.  "Pull  oS 
the  regulation  of  business,"  and  it  is  another  thing  to  do  it. 
They  say  it  in  general  terms,  but  when  you  say.  "All  right, 
what,  for  example?"  they  say,  "Oh,  you  must  take  your 
hand  off  the  throat  of  American  business  life.  You  must 
quit  shutting  the  door  of  opportunity  and  give  the  people  con- 
fidence." But  you  say,  "All  right,  in  what  respect,  in  what 
Instance?  What  do  you  want?  Where  do  you  want  it  to 
apply?"  and  they  will  not  answer.  They  say,  "The  Re- 
publicans are  going  to  give  you  a  New  Deal  of  their  own." 
"In  what  respect?  What  will  you  repeal?  What  are  you 
going  to  cut  out?  What  are  you  going  to  change?"  They 
have  no  reply. 

All  they  want  to  do  is  to  kick  the  Democrats  out  and  let  the 
Republicans  in  on  the  DenKxrratic  method  of  doing  business 
or  on  the  Democratic  program  and  the  Democratic  general 
activities  except  that  one  difference  and  here  is  the  way  it 
works  out. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? _ 
Mr.  PATRICK.  I  will  be  glad  to  yield  in  a  moment. 
The  first  time  you  ever  saw  your  little  town  traCBc  regu- 
lations you  did  not  like  them  because  you  said,  "Whenever  I 
want  to  go  on,  a  red  light  stares  me  in  the  face:  I  am  not  going 
to  run  over  anybody:  the  other  fellow  might  but  I  won't"; 
but  it  was  found  out  that  if  you  regulated  affairs  you  had  to 
stand  there  and  let  the  trafQc  light  regulate  everybody,  and 
even  if  the  mayor's  son  went  through,  he  had  to  go  before  the 
iwlice  court,  too.  Then  you  found  lives  were  saved  and  traffic 
truly  benefited.  Now.  you  come  down  here  and  incline  to 
Mr.  Winkle's  method  of  taking  off  the  traffic  lights  and  taking 
the  hand  off  of  the  throttle  of  business  and  kill  all  regulation. 
We  do  not  say  Willkie  is  dishonest  himself,  but  we  say  his 
regime  and  the  method  he  would  thereby  Inaugurate  would 
leave  business  wide  open  for  the  Insulls  and  even  down  to  the 
Ponzis  and  strip  America  of  that  which  she  has  worked  so 
hard'  to  build  up  during  these  past  7  years,  which  has  made 
political  enemies  in  high  places  while  the  people  have  loved 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  who  has  turned  his  face  to 
the  storm  and  exposed  his  breast  to  the  millions  of  darts  of 
those  who  would  oppose  him.  He  has  stood  up  with  such  stal- 
wart superiority  that  here  today,  when  a  Republican  could 
not  get  his  nose  under  the  tent  for  a  second  term,  there  is  a 
national  acclaim  calling  on  him  to  carry  the  standard  for  an 
unprecedented  third  term — and,  apparently,  he  Is  going  to  get 
it,  too. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  it  is  generally 
agreed  by  both  parties  that  the  ciring  need  today  is  employ- 
ment, and  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  will  agree  with  me,  be- 
cause it  Is  generally  conceded 

Mr.  PATRICK.    I  certainly  do  agree  with  the  lady. 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.    That  even  with  gov- 
ernment regulations  Mr.  Willkie  has  had  a  perfect  genius  for 
putting  people  to  work. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Ha,  he  has  a  perfect  genius  for  working 
people,  if  that  is  what  you  mean. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  He  has  given  a  great 
deal  of  emplojnnent  to  people  and  that  cannot  be  contra- 
dicted. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  He  has  not  a  thing  to  offer  that  Hoover 
did  not  have.  He  has  the  same  sort  of  background,  he  has 
the  promise  that  is  just  hke  Hoover's  speech,  and  he  is  a  great 
corporation  man.  just  like  Hoover  was.  and  he  comes  forth  and 
says  the  same  thing  that  Hoover  said.  He  has  the  same  sort 
of  philosophy,  even  a  little  more  pronounced  than  Hoover. 
That  Is  the  trickle- down  theory,  and  it  may  work  all  right 
for  a  corporation,  but  it  does  not  work  as  a  real,  democratic 
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principle  for  a  democratic  nation.  It  never  has  and  never 
will  with  a  nation  like  America.  That  is  where  we  stand 
and  that  is  where  we  are  going  to  stand  in  this  country,  and 
you  can  bet  your  sweet  life  that  the  people  are  going  to  get  a 
liitle  more  lii?ht  on  it  every  day. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATRICK.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  gentleman  is  apparently  suffering 
from  acute  distress  because  of  Mr.  Willkie's  nomination.  May 
we  all  join 

Mr.  PATRICK.    May  I  join  the  Republicans  in  that  feeling. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  May  we  join  in  the  hope  It  does  not  be- 
come chronic,  and  may  I  suggest  to  the  gentleman  that  if  he 
will  just  save  his  thunder  until  after  Mr.  Willkie's  speech  he 
will  probably  know  more  about  what  he  is  now  attempting  to 
talk  about. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Until  what? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  did  not  think  the  gentleman  would 
comprehend. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Until  what?  Of  course,  we  cannot  all 
have  that  wide  conception  that  some  of  you  wise  gentlemen 
ever  there  have 

Mr.  MICHENER.    It  is  quite  evident  that  is  the  case. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  And  nobody  recognizes  that  more.  I  am 
sure,  than  the  gentleman  from  his  wide  and  high  sphere  look- 
ing on  us  humble  boys  down  here. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  am  just  suggesting  to  the  gentleman 
that  if  he  will  just  contain  himself  and  put  up  with  his  acute 
political  suffering  for  a  few  days.  Mr.  Willkie  will,  in  due 
season,  outline  just  what  he  thinks  about  these  things  and 
we  will  be  glad  to  hear  the  gentleman  after  that. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  The  gentleman  Is  trying  to  give  me  a 
liltle  fatherly  advice. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    No;   not  fatherly  advice,  just  a  little 

common  sense. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Oh,  yes:  I  confess  that  my  need  in  that 
respect  is  abundant:  and  if  the  kind  gentleman  can  help  me 
to  have  more  common  sense,  he  will  aid  me  where  my  poverty 
is  greatest.  Of  course,  when  we  are  handing  common  sense 
around  we  are  a  little  biased.  I  think  that  I  am  using  com- 
mon sense  when  that  is  not  what  the  other  man  is  thinking, 
and  vice  versa :  so  it  is  natural  for  a  man  to  feel  that  what  he 
is  offering  is  common  sense  and  that  the  man  to  whom  he  is 
offering  it  is  not  so  well  grounded. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  5  minutes  more. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Let  us  develop  a  little  further  the  very 
definite  similarity  between  what  former  President  Hoover  had 
to  offer  and  what  the  present  Mr.  Willkie  has  to  offer.  One 
of  the  things  they  have  been  sasring.  as  they  said  of  Mr. 
Hoover,  is  that  Mr.  Willkie  is  a  great  salesman.  That  is  true. 
He  is  a  tremendously  effective  salesman,  but  as  a  matter  of 
fact  it  Is  these  high-powered  salesmen  who  have  the  quality 
of  getting  to  the  unwary  and  taking  from  them  their  birth- 
right, all  for  a  mess  of  pottage.  I  am  afraid  of  it.  Experi- 
ence of  that  sort  of  thing  is  not  conducive  to  the  trusting  of 
the  welfare  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  America  to  those  salesmen.  You 
know  it  is  not  salesmanship  alone  but  more  than  that.  No 
matter  how  well  a  man  is  able  to  present  his  case,  he  must 
have  first  the  fundamentally  grounded  thing  upon  which  the 
good  of  the  Nation  rests,  and  the  good  of  the  people  rests, 
and  that  must  be  more  than  merely  going  out  as  a  salesman 
and  selling  something.  It  may  not  be  all  right,  but  at  least 
it  is  workable  to  come  and  say  we  will  sell  something,  and 
put  the  selling  of  it  above  the  commodity  itself,  and  as  a 
salesman  put  it  over.  No  degree  of  salesmanship  should  go 
along  with  statesmanship  that  puts  the  sale  superior  to  the 
thing  to  be  sold,  and  the  very  minute  you  do  you  are  running 
your  Nation  upon  economic  reefs,  you  are  doing  wrong  to 
those  whom  you  pretend  to  serve,  and  that  is  the  danger  in 
this  salesmanship  idea. 


There  is  another  little  matter  they  seem  to  get  excited 
about.  Strange  to  say  it  was  the  Republicans  who  were  not 
excited  about  it  before,  and  that  is  that  we  do  have  here  a 
man  offering  himself  for  a  thirjJ  term,  by  public  acclaim,  it 
is  true.  Do  not  forget  about  General  Grant,  after  he  had 
been  President  twice,  in  1880.  running  for  35  ballots  ahead  of 
all  others  before  James  A.  Garfield  finally  got  ahead  of  him 
and  got  the  nomination.  Let  me  see  if  I  have  here  a  quota- 
tion from  George  Washington,  the  author  of  the  two-term 
tradition,  from  a  letter  that  he  wrote  to  Lafayette  in  1778: 

"I  can  see  no  propriety  in  precluding  ourselves  f:x»m  the  services 
of  any  man  who  on  some  great  emergency  shall  be  deemed  univer- 
sally most  capable  of  ser\-ing  the  public." 

With  the  permission  of  the  House  I  shall  put  the  quotation 
exactly  as  written  by  Washington  into  the  Record.  Surely 
we  have  now  the  great  emergency,  and  we  Democrats  think 
we  have  the  man  most  capable  of  serving  in  this  dark  hour. 
These  affairs  present  themselves  to  us:  of  course,  they  are 
vital  to  us  in  the  light  of  the  fact  that  we  believe  in  a  two- 
party  system.  You  are  faithful  to  your  party,  and  I  hope  to 
be  faithful  to  mine.  If  we  did  not  believe  in  the  tenets  and 
principles  of  our  respective  parties  of  course  we  should  not  bs 
identified  with  them  and  the  party  of  each  has  been  good  to 
us  and  has  trusted  us  to  represent  it  and  naturally  that  puts 
us  in  a  position  of  extreme  feeling  of  warmth  and  kindness 
to  the  party. 

But  no  matter  how  acutely  these  things  be  drawn,  no  mat- 
ter how  hard  the  battle  may  wax,  I  hope  we  may  never  lose 
sight  of  the  fact  that,  however  high  our  ambitions  individ- 
ually or  politically  and  as  a  party,  we  should  not  come  to 
the  day  that  we  strip  down  and  make  it  entirely  a  party  affair, 
and  try  to  cut  down  on  the  accomplishment  of  the  Congress 
or  the  Nation  in  its  march,  because  this  or  that  was  done 
under  the  work  of  the  party  on  the  other  hand. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  gentleman  may  have  3  additional  minutes. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  PATRICK.    I  thank  you  very  kindly. 
Now  here  we  have  a  President  who  was  big  enough  in  the 
face  of  an  oncoming  election  to  reach  out  and  take  in 
avowed  Republicans:  because  Messrs.  Knox  and  Stimson.  two 
valuable  and  capable  men.  are  well  grounded  in  international 
affairs.    The  President,  unbiased  and  broad,  that  staunch 
patriot  and  true,  withstood  the  criticism  of  the  rock-ribbed 
Democrats  from  our  own  side,  to  select  and  place  them  in 
his  Cabinet.     Of   course   he   did   not   know   what   political 
results  might  flow  from  that,  but  he  was  great  enough  and 
strong  enough  and  patriotic  enough  and  broad  enough  in 
his  scope  and  vision  to  place  that  even  above  political  for- 
tunes, and  placed  them  in  the  Cabinet. 

What  did  the  Republicans  do?  A  man  who  only  four 
years  ago  was  acclaimed  as  leader  and  clothed  with  the 
authority  to  become  as  far  as  that  party  was  concerned. 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  the  other  having  adorned 
gloriously  a  place  In  the  Cabinet:  they  were  called  in  and 
churched:  the  deacons  passed  on  them;  and  they  were 
thrown  out  of  the  church,  dismissed;  and  the  hand  of 
Christian  fellowship  was  withheld  from  them  and  no  longer 
were  they  received  as  members.  Read  out  of  the  Republican 
Party  because  they  were  willing  to  come  and  serve  merely 
under  a  Democratic  administration.  So  now  how  embar- 
rassed would  the  Republican  Party  be  if  by  some  miraculous 
turn  of  the  people's  choice— if  they  could  forget  all  tha 
order  of  the  past,  forget  the  closed  banks,  forget  that  we 
have  national  events  to  attend  to.  forget  the  starving  days, 
forget  that  the  Republicans  are  the  ones  who  are  responsible 
for  this  great  unemployment  situation  that  has  been  so 
difficult  to  correct,  forget  that  the  Republicans  never  offered 
any  constructive  program,  forget  that  they  did  not  offer  to 
give  any  reform  on  any  of  the  points  that  they  have  criticized 
the  Democrats  about,  and  merely  say,  "We  are  against 
Democrats,  we  are  against  sin;  kick  them  out  and  let  us  in. 
That  is  their  whole  program.    That  is  all  they  want. 
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Ntow.  If  the  people  of  America  were  to  so  far  forget  that 
as  to  vote  Willkie  in.  he  could  not,  with  any  face,  invite 
Knox  and  Stimson,  the  only  two  real  experts  the  Republicans 
have  on  foreign  and  international  relations,  to  come  in  and 
help  the  administration  and  the  needs  of  the  Nation;  even 
If  the  Republican  banner  were  trailing  in  the  dust  they 
could  not  invite  them.  [Applause.] 
I  Here  the  gavel  f  el  1.1 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 
There  wtis  no  objection.  . 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  this  hot 
afternoon  in  the  latter  part  of  the  month  of  July  it  seems  to 
be  rather  the  vogue  for  some  of  us  to  discuss  political  affairs, 
and  that  seems  to  l)e  the  topic  that  is  currently  most  popular 
for  discussion  in  the  House  of  Representatives  and  in  the 
popular  mind  in  the  last  few  days. 

I  think  I  might  draw  the  attention  of  those  who  have  re- 
mained in  the  House  Chamber  to  the  character  of  the  nomi- 
nees of  the  Republican  Party  since  1912  and  witness  how  they 
contrast  with  the  present  nominee. 

In  1912  the  Republican  Party  honored  William  Howard  Taft 
and  made  him  its  nominee  for  a  second  term  as  President  of 
the  United  SUtes.  William  Howard  Taft  had  served  his  ap- 
prenticeship in  public  service,  having  been  Secretary  of  War, 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  Governor  General  of  the 
Philippines. 

In  1916  the  Republican  Party  nominated  an  eminent  law- 
yer, Charles  Evans  Hughes.  Hughes  had  been  Governor  of 
New  York,  a  Justice  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  and 
had  served  with  distinction  as  chairman  of  an  investigating 
committee  to  expose  the  rackets  theretofore  indulged  in  by 
the  life  insurance  companies. 

In  1920  the  Republican  Party  nominated  the  eminent  states- 
man from  Ohio,  Warren  G.  Harding,  who  had  served  his  ap- 
pienticeship  as  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  Buckeye  State, 
and  who  also  had  been  United  States  Senator  from  that  State, 
and  was  in  fact  at  that  time  serving  as  United  States  Senator. 
In  1924  the  Republican  Party  nominated  for  its  standard 
bearer  Calvin  Coolidge.  who  had  served  with  distinction  m  the 
Massachusetts  Legislature,  had  been  speaker  of  the  house  of 
that  body,  had  been  Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
had  been  Governor  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts 

In  1928  the  R^^publican  Party  nominated  as  its  standard 
bearer  Herbert  Hoover  who  had  served  his  apprenticeship  in 
public  service  as  Secretary  of  Commerce,  a  man  who  had  had 
charge  of  relief  for  the  refugees  of  Europe  and  who  had 
served  competently  during  the  years  of  the  war  in  aiding  the 
unfortunate  cit':sens  of  foreign  war-afflicted  countries. 

In  1932  the  Republicans  again  nominated  as  their  standard 
bearer  Herbert  Hoover.    I  have  described  his  record. 

In  1936  the  Republican  Party  nominated  Alfred  Landon. 
Landon  had  served  his  apprenticeship  in  public  service  by 
having  been  Governor  of  the  State  of  Kansas,  and  as  a  force- 
ful member  of  the  Kansas  legislature. 

In  1940  It  remained  for  the  Grand  Old  Party  to  nominate 
for  the  Presidency  of  the  United  States,  in  one  of  the  most 
critical  years  in  all  of  American  history  and  in  one  of  the  most 
tragic  in  the  world's  history,  a  man  who  had  never  served  any 
apprenticeship  at  any  time,  at  any  place,  in  any  public 
service,  whose  only  claim  to  distinction  was  that  he  was 
a  smart,  clever  lawyer  who  possessed  a  practical  gift  for 
making  wisecracks  and  pseudo-humorous  remarks.  They 
nominated  a  man  who  was  characterized  conspicuously  by  an 
entire  absence  of  a  record  of  any  public  service  whatsoever. 

Contrast  him  w'th  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  who  had  served  as 
President  of  the  United  States  for  two  terms,  who  had  been 
Governor  of  the  Empire  State — New  York — who  had  been 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  who  had  served  bril- 
liantly as  a  member  of  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  New 
York.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Republican  Party  reflected 
upon  the  intelligence  of  the  American  people  when  it  selected 
for  its  standard  bearer  the  spear  head  of  the  power  monopoly 
of  the  United  States.    Certainly,  in  my  own  State,  Washing- 


ton, the  Republicans  did  not  look  with  favor  upon.  Wendell  L. 
Wilikie.  Their  choice  was  Dewey.  True  it  is  they  are  giving 
lip  service  to  Willkie  now  because  they  have  no  choice.  Dewey 
was  the  choice  of  the  Republicans  in  my  State  as  expressed 
by  the  delegates  from  the  State  of  Washington  to  the  Repub- 
lican Convention  at  Philadelphia. 

We  in  the  State  of  Washington  are  sold  on  public  owner- 
ship of  power.  The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  RankwI 
has  time  and  time  again  dilated  upon  the  signal  success  of 
the  operation  of  the  municipally  owned  power  plant  of  the 
city  of  Tacoma,  Wash.,  the  rates  of  which  are  the  lowest  in 
the  entire  Nation.  In  the  city  of  Tacoma.  Wash.,  while 
they  tax  the  gross  receipts  of  the  municipally  owned  power 
operations  1\'2  percent,  they  are  nevertheless  able  to  sell  the 
power  generated  by  that  city  plant  at  a  rate  lower  than  that 
charged  in  any  other  city  or  any  other  place  in  the  entire 
United  States.  Yet  they  are  making  a  profit  of  from 
$800,000  to  $1,000,000  a  year.  With  this  they  have  retired 
their  bonded  indebtedness  against  the  plant  until  it  is  down 
to  $4,000,000. 

Wendell  L.  Willkie  is  famed  for  being  president  of  a  public 
utility  holding  company.  In  1935  this  Congress  saw  a  great 
deal  of  excitement  generated  by  the  passage  of  the  act 
known  as  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act.  At  the 
time  the  death-penalty  clause  was  being  considered  these 
galleries  were  packed  by  private  power  monopoly  lackejrs 
and  our  colleagues  were  deluged  with  telegrams  allegedly 
spontaneously  sent  by  citizens  of  the  United  States.  Out  in 
our  State  we  know  a  lot  about  these  spontaneous  telegrams  of 
people  who  rise  in  their  righteous  (?)  Indignation  demanding 
that  private  jwwer  companies  shall  have  better  and  less  regu- 
lation restrictions  at  the  hands  of  the  Government.  In  1924, 
in  my  State,  we  had  a  bill  sponsored  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  Washington,  Mr.  Homxr  T.  Bone,  in  which  the  propo- 
nents sought  the  right  to  permit  the  municipal  jjower  plants  of 
my  State  to  sell  surplus  current  outside  the  city  limits.  The 
Power  Trust  was  then  operating  at  full  velocity  in  our  State 
and  formed  citizens'  committees.  These  citizens'  commit- 
tees were  nonpartisan  clubs.  No  one  seemed  to  find  out 
where  the  money  came  from  for  this  movement.  Telegrams 
were  sent  to  members  of  the  legislature  apparently  emanat- 
ing from  people  who  were  moved  by  sincere  impulses  from 
within  In  defense  of  private  power  companies.  Investigation 
subsequently  disclosed,  however,  that  the  money  was  all  spent 
by  these  private  power  companies  and  that  they  were  sent 
by  the  dupes  or  employees  of  the  companies  or  their  friends. 
They  succumbed  to  that  method  at  the  Philadelphia  con- 
vention. We  find  that  many  of  our  colleagues  on  the  Re- 
publican side  of  this  House  were  very  active  in  their  opposi- 
tion to  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Wendell  Willkie.  I  recall  the 
way  they  formed  a  bloc  against  the  nomination  of  Wendell 
Willkie.  ^ 

Now,  however,  we  find  that  most  of  them  are  giving  lip 
service  to  Willkie.  but  I  am  convinced  that  down  in  their 
hearts  they  look  upon  his  nomination  with  misgivings.  I  look 
upon  Roosevelt  as  embodying  the  statement  of  Edwin  Mark- 
ham  when  he  wrote  about  Lincoln.  He  said  that  Lincoln  was 
a  man  that  matched  the  mountains,  and  compelled  the  stars 
to  look  our  way  and  honor  us.  I  think  of  Willkie  in  terms  as 
Shakespeare  stated: 

Pray  tell  me  this,  upon  what  meat  doth  this  oxir  Caesar  feed. 
That  he  has  grown  so  great? 

What  has  this  man  done  in  his  career  of  48  years  to  Justify 
the  confidence  of  the  American  people  in  elevating  him  to 
the  Presidency  of  the  most  powerful  nation  on  earth,  facing 
I   the  greatest  crisis  in  all  its  history?    What  is  his  claim  to 
I  distinction?    The  fact  he  has  been  the  head  of  a  private 
power  utility  holding  company  the  market  value  of  whose 
I   securities  has  gone   down   continuously  since  he  has   been 
president  of  that  corporation,  who  has  enjoyed  a  salary  of 
$75,000  a  year  during  the  past  7  years  while  that  corporation 
has  passed  the  dividends  on  its  common  and  preferred  stock, 
who  declined  and  refused  to  accept  a  cut  in  that  salary  of 
$75,000,  and  yet  denied  the  stockholders  of  this  holding  com- 
pany dividends  on  its  common  and  preferred  stock.    In  other 


words,  the  nominee  of  the  Republican  Party  was  imwUling  to 
take  the  cut  which  had  been  imposed  upon  the  lower-paid 
employees  of  that  corporation  and  also  upon  its  stockholders. 
But  let  us  remember  that  the  Commonwealth  tt  Southern  is 
not  an  operating  company.    It  is  a  holding  company. 

This  is  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  America  when  either 
one  of  the  two  political  parties  has  gone  into  the  heart  of 
Wall  Street  and  taken  the  executive  of  a  Wall  Street  corpo- 
ration, a  concern  owned  by  Electric  Bond  &  Share  and  by 
J.  P.  Morgan  k  Co.,  and  made  that  man  its  nominee  for  the 
Presidency  of  the  United  States.  Wall  Street  does  not  seem 
to  look  very  kindly  upon  its  nominee,  because  the  betting  now 
In  Wall  Street  is  9  to  5  that  Roosevelt  will  be  elected  President 
of  the  United  States.  We  will  see  during  the  course  of  the 
campaign  something  of  the  record  of  the  two  rival  candidates. 
We  do  know  Roosevelt's  record.  There  is  a  saying  that  a 
man's  past  record  is  the  most  infalUble  signboard  pointing 
the  way  to  his  political  future.  By  that  criterion  the  Ameri- 
can people  will  judge  the  two  nominees. 

Henry  Wallace  has  been  nominated  by  the  Democratic 
Party  for  the  Vice  Presidency  of  the  United  States.  I  am 
enthused  about  Henry  Wallace  as  nominee  for  the  Vice 
Presidency.  His  record  as  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
shown  to  the  American  people  that  he  is  motivated  by  im- 
pulses of  friendship  for  and  a  sincere  desire  to  attain  the 
solution  of  the  problems  affecting  the  plain  people  of  Amer- 
ica, a  man  whose  heart  beats  in  tune  with  the  sufferings 
endured  by  the  humblest  citizens,  a  man  who  has  gone  out 
Into  the  highways  and  byways  and  preached  the  gospel  of 
the  genuine  New  Deal. 

Mr.  PATRICK.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  gentleman's  time  be  extended  for  5  additional 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Since  the  gentieman  has  been  inter- 
rupted and  before  he  gets  too  far  away  may  I  ask  the  gen- 
tleman from  Washington  if  he  observed  the  very  delicate 
way  and  the  very  frequently  employed  instances  of  the 
method  in  which  the  opposition  very  frankly  approaches 
the  subject  of  Wall  Street.  When  the  fact  was  referred 
to  that  Wendell  Willkie  represents  the  Wall  Street  group 
the  reference  has  been  made  to  the  fact  that  President 
Roosevelt  had  a  physical  office  on  Wall  Street.  May  I  ask 
if  that  is  not  the  best  example  we  have  of  the  confusion  of 
issues?  It  certainly  is  not  the  physical,  concrete  Wall  Street 
of  America  which  is  concerned.  It  is  a  matter  o,f  whether 
or  not  the  man  has  the  financial,  civic  Wall  Street  gospel 
In  him.  It  is  like  when  Christ  said.  "Who  is  my  neighbor?" 
It  is  not  necessarily  the  man  who  has  an  oCBce  on  the 
physical  Wall  Street  but  the  man  who  is  lined  up  with  the 
Wall  Street  delegation  that  we  have  had  to  watch  so  care- 
fully during  all  these  10  years  and  that  we  have  had  to 
regulate.  I  will  ask  if  the  gentleman  was  impressed  by  the 
fact  that  whenever  identification  of  Wall  Street  was  brought 
forth  the  Republican  response  was  that  Roosevelt  had  an 
Office  on  Wall  Street? 

Mr.  COFFEIE  of  Washington.  I  have  noted  with  particular 
Interest  that  Candidate  Willkie  has  been  sounding  off  while 
vacationing  In  Colorado  from  the  strenuous  duties  in  Phila- 
delphia, when  he  speaks  of  Roosevelt  having  an  ofiBce  on 
Wall  Street.  It  is  also  stated  that  Willkie  knows  about  civil 
liberties  from  personal,  direct  contact  with  the  hard  knocks 
of  life,  and  not  by  reading  about  them  in  books.  If  that  is 
the  character  of  campaign  that  is  going  to  be  engaged  in,  the 
Democrats  are  ready  to  meet  him  on  that  issue.  Mr.  Roose- 
velt was  born,  it  is  true,  in  a  family  of  wealth,  but  I  have 
observed  on  frequent  occasions  that  men  who  are  proven 
liberals,  men  who  have  arrived  at  that  conclusion  by  reason 
of  study  and  conviction,  are  often  much  more  to  be  dep>ended 
on  than  men  who  have  sprung  from  the  soil,  preached  liberal 
Views  during  their  college  days,  then  subsequently  repudiated 
and  scorned  the  base  degrees  by  which  they  have  ascended 


to  higher  places.  The  charge  that  Mr.  Roosevelt  had  an  office 
In  Wall  Street  may  best  be  answered  by  the  attitude  exhibited 
toward  Mr.  Roosevelt  by  the  habitues  of  Wall  Street.  Those 
who  reside  in  Wall  Street  and  have  their  business  there  are 
not  very  enthusiastic  about  Roosevelt's  election.  Most  of 
them  despise  him  because  he  has  put  them  in  their  place  and 
regulated  their  questionable  activities. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  gentleman  from  Washington  be  permitted  to  proceed  for 
3  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  I  do  not  want  to  trespass  too 
much  on  the  time  of  the  House.  I  will  merely  finish  the 
statement. 

We  are  going  into  a  campaign  which  may  be  summarized 
as  a  campaign  between  Wall  Street  and  Main  Street:  be- 
tween the  philosophy  of  Wall  Street  and  the  philosophy  of 
the  New  Deal — the  New  Deal  which  was  exemplified  in 
Roosevelt's  immortal  statement  that  the  New  Deal  stands  for 
the  forgotten  man,  the  one-third  of  our  population  who  have 
been  ill-fed  and  undernourished:  the  New  Deal  which  may 
be  epitomized  in  the  assertion  that  the  Democratic  Party 
under  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  will  not  let  the  people  down. 
The  answer  will  be  made  in  November,  when  the  ranks  of 
organized  labor,  the  humble  farmer,  the  small-business  man, 
the  unemployed,  the  needy,  and  the  indigent  of  America, 
the  plain  and  humble  citizen,  and  the  everyday  rank  and  file 
of  the  common  people  go  to  the  polls  and  again  roll  up  a 
decisive  majority  for  the  Democratic  Party  as  represented  by 
Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  and  Henry  Wallace. 

I  welcome  the  opportunity  to  go  out  on  the  stump  on  the 
issues  which  will  be  presented  to  the  American  people:  the 
record  made  by  seven  and  a  half  years  by  the  Democratic 
Party  as  opposed  to  the  personal  record  of  Mr.  Wendell  L. 
Willkie  as  the  promoter-president  of  a  holding  company 
engaged  in  the  manipulation  of  stocks  and  securities  based 
on  wind  and  water,  a  manipulation  which  brought  about  the 
panic  of  1929,  a  philosophy  which  was  so  decisively  repudiated 
by  the  American  people  in  the  1932  and  1936  elections.  The 
F>eople  will  be  chary  of  taking  a  protagonist  of  a  philosophy 
the  carrying  out  of  which  brought  about  the  debacle  from 
which  this  country  is  slowly  emerging.  In  other  words,  the 
American  people  have  spoken  unmistakably  that  they  want 
no  more  of  this  manipulation,  against  which  we  passed  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  Act.  We  want  no  more 
of  this  unlimited  promotion  of  stocks  based  on  wind  and 
water:  these  holding  companies  mounted  one  upon  another; 
parasitic  organizations  which  are  taking  the  lifeblood  out  of 
operating  companies  and  sequestering  it  for  the  benefit  of  a 
small  and  select  few. 

I  predict  that  Roosevelt  will  carry  the  American  people 
tellingly  to  victory  in  the  fall  of  1940.  and  I  deny  the  state- 
ments that  appeared  over  the  week  end  at  the  hands  of  cer- 
tain columnists  to  the  effect  that  a  few  renegade  Democrats 
were  going  to  change  the  result. 

It  amused  me  very  much  to  read  In  the  columns  over  the 
week  end  that  ex-Senator  James  Reed,  of  Missouri,  was 
advocating  the  election  of  Wendell  Willkie,  as  if  that  were 
any  novelty.  Ever  since  Reed  failed  of  nomination  as  Demo- 
cratic candidate  for  President  several  years  ago  he  has  been 
doing  his  best  to  elect  a  Republican  to  office.  I  remember 
that  In  1936  ex-Senator  Jim  Reed  formed  a  Democratic 
Landon  for  President  Club,  which  fizzled  out  hopelessly 
throughout  this  country,  and  we  have  a  few  more  that  will 
shortly  show  up  on  the  hustings,  but  against  whose  mouth- 
ings  nobody  need  waste  any  energy. 

Mr.  PATRICK.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
froni  Alabama. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  gen- 
tleman to  the  glowing  speeches  that  are  made  now  about 
Wendell  Willkie.  and  suggest  that  he  check  back,  as  I  have 
been  doing,  in  the  Congressional  Record  4  years  ago  and  see 
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how  much  they  lock  like,  sound  like  and.  I  might  add  another 
word  there,  the  speeches  made  in  favor  of  lAndon  just  4  years 

ago. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  I  remember  that  very  dis- 
tinctly. 

I  bebeve  the  American  people  will  submerge  the  spokesman 
of  stock  Jobbing  when  they  study  the  record  of  Mr.  Hopson. 
of  Associated  Gas  b  Electric,  of  Mr.  Insull  and  his  Chicago 
utility  empire,  of  Mr.  Doherty  and  his  CiUes  Service,  of  Clark 
and  his  Utilities  Power  L  Light,  and  the  various  other 
manipulators  of  the  public-utility  holding  companies  of  the 
United  States.     [Applause.] 

IHere  the  gavel  fell.l 

LEAVE   br   ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as 

follows: 

To  Mr.  Miller,  for  1  we€k>  on  account  of  death  of  a  mem- 
ber of  his  immediate  famUy. 

To  Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania,  Indefinitely,  on  account 

of  illness. 

To  Mr.  Cochran,  for  3  days.  In  order  to  attend  the  funeral 
Of  Hon.  Joseph  H.  Brogan.  President  of  the  Missouri  State 
Senate. 

SENATE  BILL  REFERRED 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title  was  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and.  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  4165.  An  act  to  provide,  in  cooperation  with  the  Port  of 
New  York  Authority,  for  Jthe  construction  in  New  York 
Harbor  of  a  graving  drydock  large  enough  to  accommodate 
the  largest  naval  ships  built  or  building;  to  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs.  ;. 

BILLS  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  did  on  Friday.  July  12.  1940. 
present  to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  bills  of  the  House 
of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  2751.  An  act  to  repeal  sections  3711,  3712.  and  3713 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  which  relate  to  the  purchase  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  of  coal  and  wood  for  public  use,  and  for 
other  purposes;  and 

H.R.  9576.  An  act  relating  to  the  admission  to  St.  Eliza- 
beths Hospital  of  persons  resident  or  domiciled  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States. 

ADJOX7RNMKNT 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  wsis  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  3  o'clock  and  10 
minutes  p.  m.) ,  under  its  previous  order,  the  House  adjourned 
untU  Thursday,  July  25, 1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


July  22 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

COmCITTEE  ON  UnOCRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Comittee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  in  Room  445,  House  Office  Building,  at 
^  10:  30  a.  m..  on  Wednesdar.  July  24,  1940;  consideraUon  of 
private  bills. 

COMmTTEE  ON  INVALID  PENSIONS 

'  The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  will  hold  public  hear- 
ings in  the  cwnmittee  room,  247  House  Office  Building, 
at  10  a.  m.,  Thursday.  July  25. 1940,  on  H.  R.  7693.  a  bill  grant- 
ing pensions  and  increase  of  pensions  to  certain  soldiers, 
sailors,  and  marines  who  served  in  the  Philippine  uprisings 
and  campaigns  from  July  5,  1902,  to  December  31.  1913,  an<l» 
for  other  purposes,  

,1  EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICA'nONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  ef  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 
1835.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  Federal  Communications  Commission,  fiscal  year 
^  1941.  amounting  to  $175,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  882) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


1836  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  an  estimate  of  appropriation  submitted 
by  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  pay  a 
claim  which  has  been  settled  by  them  under  the  provisions 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Commissioners  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  settle  claiir^  and  suits  against 
the  District  of  Columbia,"  approved  February  11.  1929  (45 
Stat.  1160).  as  amended  by  the  act  approved  June  5,  1930 
(46  Stat.  500).  amounting  to  $500.  and  which  requires  an 
appropriaUon  for  its  payment  (H.  Doc.  No.  883) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1837.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  supplemental  estimates  of  appropria- 
tions for  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  in 
the  amount  of  $7.87559  (H.  Doc.  No.  884) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1838.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
July  1.  1940,  submitting  a  report,  together  with  accompanying 
papers,  on  a  preliminary  examination  and  survey  or  Cadet 
Bayou  in  the  vicinity  of  Waveland,  Hancock  County.  Miss., 
authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  June  20, 
1938;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

1839.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting  a 
draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  provide  for  the  employment  on 
active  duty  of  retired  jjersonnel  of  the  Retjular  Army,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

1840.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting 
a  draft  ^f  a  proposed  bill  to  amend  the  World  War  Veterans' 
Act.  1924,  as  amended,  to  permit  granting  of  insurance  to 
certain  officers  in  the  active  service  of  the  Army.  Navy.  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  upon  application  within  a  period  of 
6  months  after  publication  of  premium  rates;  to  the  Com- 

I  mittee  on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 

1841.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  to  establish  certain  naval  hospitals;  to  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs. 

1842.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  which  has  for  its  pur- 
pose the  extension  to  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  vocational 
education  and  vocational  rehabilitation  benefits  now  provided 
by  statute  to  the  States,  the  District  of  Columbia.  Hawaii, 
and  Puerto  Rico.  and.  with  respect  to  vocational  education, 
to  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on  Insular  Affairs. 

1843.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting  a  proposed  bill  to  further  amend  the  act  of 
July  30.  1937,  authorizing  the  conveyance  of  certain  portions 
of  the  Stony  Point  Light  Station  Reservation  to  the  Palisades 
Interstate  Park  Commission;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries. 

1844.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  for  the  relief  of  Guy  F. 
Allen,  chief  disbursing  officer.  Treasury  Department,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

1845.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Attorney  General,  transmit- 
ting a  report  showing  the  special  assistants  employed  under 
the  appropriation  "Compensation  of  special  attorneys,  etc.. 
Department  of  Justice."  as  of  July  1.  1940;  to  the  Committee 
on  E-<ipenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

1846.  A  letter  from  the  chairman.  National  Capital  Park 
and  Planning  Commission,  transmitting  a  copy  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  provide  for  the  acquisition  of  additional  land  along 
the  Mount  Vernon  Memorial  Highway  In  exchange  for  certain 
dredging  privileges,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pubhc  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

1847.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  trans- 
mitting copy  of  the  complete  Annual  Report  of  the  Comp- 
troller of  the  Currency  for  the  year  ended  October  31,  1939; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 


ADVERSE  REPORTS 

Under  clause  2  of  iMle  Xm, 

Mr.  BLOOM:  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.    House  Reso- 
lution   550.    Resolution    requesting    Information    from    the 
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President  concerning  any  existing  secret  pact,  agreement,  or 
understanding  between  the  United  States  and  Soviet  Russia 
(Rept  No.  2800) .    Laid  on  the  table. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  STEAGALL: 

H.  R.  10212.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Increasing  the  lending 
authority  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

By  Mr.  HENNINGS: 

H.  R.  10213.  A  bin  to  permit  American  vessels  to  assist  in 
the  evacuation  from  the  war  zones  of  certain  refugee  chil- 
dren; to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H.  R.  10214.  A  bill  to  permit  American  vessels  to  assist  in 
the  evacuation  from  the  war  zones  of  certain  refugee  chil- 
dren; to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BnJ.S  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky: 

H.  R.  10215.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Maxle  Moyer;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

H.R  10216.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  D.  Bailey; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

H.R.  10217.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Prlcy  Parsons;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  KING: 

H.  R.  10218.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kula  Sanatorium;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

H.  R.  10219.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Wllhelm  Wolfgang 
Krauss;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. 


^  1      PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9042.  By  Mr.  PFEIFER:  Petition  of  the  New  York  Federa- 
tion of  Post  Office  Clerks.  Local  No.  10.  New  York  City,  urging 
the  passage  of  the  longevity  and  court  of  appeals  bills;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

9043.  Also,  petition  of  the  Brooklyn  Real  Estate  Board. 
Brooklyn.  N.  Y..  urging  the  construction  of  a  drydock  in  the 
port  of  New  York  area  (H.  R.  10125) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

9044.  Also,  petition  of  John  Cashmore,  president  of  the 
Borough  of  Brooklyn,  N.  Y..  urging  the  passage  of  House  bill 
10125;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

9045.  By  Mr.  SCHIFFLER:  Petition  of  David  Runion.  of 
Chester.  W.  Va..  and  other  citizens,  protesting  against  uni- 
versal compulsory  training  and  the  draft ;  advocating  a  strict 
neutrality  law  and  an  embargo  on  all  war  material;  and  pro- 
testing against  Sidney  Hillman's  appointment  as  leader  and 
director  of  compulsory  universal  training;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 


I       SENATE 
Thursday,  July  25,  1940 

Rev.   Dimcan    Praser.   assistant    rector.   Church    of    the 
Epiphany,  Washington.  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

y 
Almighty  God.  who  seest  that  we  are  set  in  the  midst  of 
so  many  and  such  great  dangers:  Grant  us  grace,  we  humbly 
beseech  Thee,  so  to  cast  our  cares  upon  Thee  that  Thy  merci- 
ful providence  may  always  sustain  and  defend  us.  both  in 
body  and  soul.  Through  Jesus  Christ,  Thy  Bon,  our  Lord. 
Amen. 

Lxxxyi- 


NAMING  A  PRESIDING  OmCES 

The  Secretary  read  the  following  communication: 

Vkttwd  Statcb  Senate. 
Prboioknt  Pbo  Tbhaporb. 
Washinffton,  D.  C.  July  25,  1940. 
To  the  Senate: 

Being  temporarily  absent  from  the  Senate,  I  appoint  Hon.  Momus 
8HEPPARD.  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Texas,  to  perform  the  dutlea 
of  the  Chair  this  legislative  day. 

KeT  PnTMAN. 

President  Pro  Tempore. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  thereupon  took  the  chair  as  Acting  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore  for  the  day. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Harrison,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday, 
July  22.  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal  was 
approved. 

ORDER  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  concludes  its  business  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Monday  next. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objec- 
tion, it  is  so  ordered. 

REPORT    or    A    COMMITTEE    DURING    ADJOURNMENT 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  22d  instant, 
Mr.  SHEPPARD,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9828)  to  extend  the  times 
for  commencing  and  completing  the  construction  of  bridges 
across  the  Monongahela  River  in  Allegheny  County,  Pa.,  re- 
ported it  without  amendment  on  July  24,  1940.  and  submitted 
a  retKDrt  (No.  1984)  thereon. 

BILL    INTRODUCED    DURING    ADJOURNMENT 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  22d  Instant, 
Mr.  GLASS,  on  July  24.  1940.  introduced  a  bill  (S.  4205)  to 
permit  American  vessels  to  assist  in  the  evacuation  from  the 
war  zones  of  certain  refugee  children,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

EXECUTIVE   REPORTS   OF   A   COMMITTEE   DURING   ADJOURNMENT 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  22d  Instant, 

Mr.  SHEPPARD,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  re- 
ported favorably  on  July  24,  1940,  the  nomination  of  Com- 
mander John  H.  Cornell  to  be  a  captain  in  the  Coast  Guard 
of  the  United  States,  to  rank  as  such  from  July  1.  1940. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  on 
July  24.  1940.  the  following  nominations: 

Boatswain  Emile  T.  Turcotte  to  be  a  chief  boatswain,  to 
rank  as  such  from  August  1,  1940;  and 

•Machinist  Martin  Lentz.  Jr..  to  be  a  chief  machinist,  to 
rank  as  such  from  July  5,  1940. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce, 
reported  favorably  on  July  24.  1940,  the  nominations  of 
several  persons  to  be  ensigns  (temporary)  in  the  Coast  Guard 
of  the  United  States. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 

TRANSFER    OF    ADMINISTRATION    OF    HOMESTEAD    PROJECTS    IN    THE 
VIRGIN  ISLANDS  TO  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pio  tempore  laid  before  the 
Senate  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  cl  tbe  Interior,  transmit- 
ting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  translerring  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  homestead  projects  established  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  from  the  Government  of  the  Virgin  Islands  to  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  which,  with  the  accompanying 
paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and 
Surveys.  ' 

USE  OF   CERTAIN   LAND   BY   CENTRAL   VALLEY   PROJECT,    CALIFORNIA 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Sen- 
ate a  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  authorize  the  use  of 
a  tract  of  land  in  California  known  as  the  Mlllerton  Rancheria 
in  connection  with  the  Central  Valley  project,  and  for  other 
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purposes,  which,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

^  PETITIGNS  AND  MEMORIALS 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Sen- 
ate a  telegram  in  the  nature  of  a  petition  from  Und  Cairo 
River  and  Rail  Warehouses,  of  Cairo,  Hi.,  praying  for  the 
enactment  of  House  bill  9195.  to  amend  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act.  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  at  the  ^ 
annual  business  meeting  of  the  Central  States  Probation  and 
Parole  Conference,  Chicago,  111.,  favoring  the  enactment  of 
legislation  to  permit  youth  on  probation  or  on  parole  from 
correctional  or  penal  Institutions  to  enlist  in  the  Civilian  Con- 
servation Corps,  the  United  States  Army  or  Navy,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
Board  of  Managers  and  Officers  of  the  New  Jorsey  Society, 
Sons  of  the  American  Revolution.  Newark.  N.  J.,  favoring  the 
adoption  of  an  adequate  national-defense  program  and  the 
suppression  of  all  subversive  activities  in  the  Nation,  which 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Common  Council  of  the  City  Of  Milwaukee.  Wis.,  favoring  the 
enactment  of  legislation  to  provide  an  additional  postofflce 
on  the  south  side  of  Milwaukee.  Wis.,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

Mr.  HOLT  presented  a  petition  signed  by  90  citizens  of  Mid- 
dleboume.  W.  Va..  praying  that  the  United  States  keep  out 
of  war.  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Har- 
ford County  Pomona  Grange  at  Jarrettsville.  Md.,  urging  the 
United  States  to  keep  out  of  war,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Maryland,  praying  that  the  United  States  keep  out  of  war. 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Optimist 
Club,  of  Towson.  Md..  requesting  that  Congress  remain  in 
session  during  the  existing  emergency  in  the  interest  of  na- 
tional defense,  and  also  that  all  subversive  activities  in  the 
Nation  be  suppressed,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

^  Mr.  SHEPPARD  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Texas  State  Federation  of  Labor  at  San  Antonio.  Tex.,  favor- 
ing investigation  by  the  so-called  La  Pollette  Civil  Liberties 
Committee  of  the  alleged  practices  to  which  Mexican  workers 
are  subjected  while  being  transported  from  the  State  of  Texas 
to  other  States,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation and  Labor.  ^ 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Texas  Joint 
Labor  Legislative  Board  at  Austin,  Tex.,  favoring  the  enact- 
ment of  legislation  providing  for  the  fingerprinting  of  all 
aliens  in  the  United  States,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Texas,  praying  for  the  adoption  of  an  adequate  national- 
defense  program  and  the  suppression  of  all  subversive  activi- 
ties in  the  Nation,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

He  also  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of  San  An- 
tonio. Tex.,  and  vicinity,  praying  for  the  enactment  of  legis- 
lation to  provide  for  compulsory  military  trainmg  for  all  men 
between  the  ages  of  18  and  21,  which  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

NO  INVOLVEMENT  IN  FOREIGN  WAR-^PETTTION 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  present  a  petition  and 
ask  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
The  petition,  requesting  that  this  country  not  be  involved  in 
foreign  war.  is  signed  by  some  20.000  persons  who,  themselves, 
represent  600.000  young  people  who  subscribe  to  this  senti- 
ment. The  signers  represent  youth  groups,  labor  organiza- 
tions, church  societies,  Negro  groups,  and  many  other  organi- 
zations.   The  petition  is  addressed  to  the  President  of  the 


United  States,  but  was  brought  to  my  office  with  a  request  that 
it  be  brought  to  public  attention  by  the  Congress. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  petition  will 
be  received  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. 

REPORT  or  A  COMMITTEB 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH,  from  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  5403)  to  provide 
for  the  deposit  of  certain  collections  for  overtime  immigra- 
tion services  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation  chargeable 
with  the  payment  of  such  services,  and  for  other  purposes, 
reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1985)  thereon. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma: 
S.  4206.  A  bill  to  create  an  Indian  Claims  Commission,  to 
provide  for  the  powers,  duties,  and  functions  thereof,  and 
for  other  purjwses;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 
S.  4207.  A  bill  to  provide  uniformity  in  temporary  promo- 
tions in  the  Army  of  the  United  States  in  time  of  emergency; 

and 

S.  4208.  A  bill  establishing  overtime  rates  for  compensa- 
tion for  employees  of  the  War  Department,  its  Field  Service, 
the  Panama  Canal  Zone,  and  for  other  purposes;   to  the 
*  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

S.  4209.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Fred  J.  Duncan;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  CAPPER: 
S.  4210.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leona  Johnson  (with  ac- 
companying pap>ers) :  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  WHEELER: 
S.  4211.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Felix  Belanger;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  CHAVEZ: 
S.  4212.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  Navajo  Indians,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

(Mr.  T.FTC  introduced  Senate  bills  4213  and  4214,  which 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  ap- 
pear under  separate  headings.) 

TELEGRAM    FROM    SENATOR    BX7RKE    TO    WENDELL    L.    WILLIOZ 

I  Mr.  GuRNEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  telegram  from  Senator  Burke  to  Wendell  L. 
Willkie,  dated  July  18.  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

power    plank   IN    1940    DEMOCRATIC   PLATFORM 

fMr.  McKellar  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  the  power  plank  from  the  1940  platform  of  the 
Democratic  Party,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  FROM  DEMOCRATIC  DIGEST  ON  NATIONAL  ACRICUlTtTltAL 

PROGRESS 

(Mr.  MiNTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  article  from  the  Democratic  Digest  for  June- 
July  1940.  entitled  'National  Agricultural  Progress,"'  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Ap[)endix.] 

IRELAND'S  NEUTRALITY — EDITORIAL  FROM  IRISH  WORLD 

fMr.  Murray  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Irish  World  of  July  27.  1940, 
entitled  "Ireland's  Neutrality,"  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

HEALTH      AND      MEDICAL      PREPAREDNESS — ADDRESS      BY      SURGEON 

GENERAL  PARRAN 

[Mr.  Murray  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  on  the  subject.  Health  and  Medical 
Preparedness,  read  by  Thomas  Parran,  Surgeon  General  of 
the  United  States  Public  Health  Service,  before  the  New  York 
State  Conference  of  Health  Officers  and  Pubbc  Health 
Nurses.  Saratoga  Springs,  June  25,  1940,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

GOVERNOR  STASSEN'S  KEYNOTE  ADDRESS  AND  SPEECH  BY  REPRESENT- 
ATH'E  MARTIN  AS  PERM.ANENT  CHAIRMAN  OF  THE  REPUBLICAN 
NATIONAL  CONVENTION.    1940 

[Mr.  McNary  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  text  of  Governor  Stassen's  keynote  address  to 
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the  Republican  National  Convention  of  1940.  as  well  as  the 
speech  by  Representative  Martin,  as  permanent  chairman  of 
the  Republican  National  ConvenUon  of  1940;  which  appear  in 
the  Appendix.] 

SENATOR   TRtTMAN'S  TBIBUTE  TO  THE   NEGRO 

[Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  a  tribute  to  the  Negro  by  Senator  Tru- 
man, from  an  address  delivered  at  Sedalia,  Mo.,  June  15,  1940, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

1         CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  and 
aslc  unanimous  consent  to  have  read  by  the  clerk  an  article 
appearing  in  American  Aviation  of  July  15.  after  which  I 
desire  to  make  some  remarks. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objec- 
tion?   The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  article  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

[Prom  American  Aviation  for  July  16.  18401 
Disintegration 
The  •vlation  Industry  la  completely,  thoroxigtly.  and  unquaU- 
fledly  disgusted  with  the  political  mess  and  the  chaotic  dlsintegra- 
Ucn  of  what  once  waa  the  ClvU  Aeronautics  Authority. 

Never  In  the  history  of  civil  aviation  has  Government  control 
sunk  to  such  a  ludicrous  and  pitlftilly  Inept  leadership — and  civil 
aviaUon  has  seen  plenty  of  dark  dajrs  In  the  patt. 

Friction,  uncertainty,  lack  of  policies,  lack  of  leadership,  and 
petty  Intrigues  engineered  by  wholly  Incompetent  left-overs  from 
W.  P.  A.  have  all  but  wrecked  an  organization  which  got  off  to  a 
good  start  and  which  bad  every  reason  to  succeed. 

The  reorganization  of  the  Authority  Into  the  framework  of  the 
hodge-podge  Commerce  Department  was  the  greatest  blunder  and 
the  most  xinbearable  Insult  that  could  be  delivered  to  one  of  Amer- 
ica's most  vital.  IndusUles  an'l  activities. 

The  Important  post  of  Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics — a 
post  which  should  be  the  most  important  Job  In  civil  aviation  In 
the  world — has  become  comic  opera,  with  a  poor  old  Army  engineer 
who  handled  W.  P.  A.  projects  on  the  west  coast  as  the  nominal 
holder  of  the  title.  He  has  covered  himself  with  glory  already  by 
warning  veterans  who  have  been  flying  for  years  against  the  dangers 
of  the  "flying  machine."  Actually!  The  man  who  Is  still  calling 
airplanes  "flying  machines"  has  as  his  most  important — and  appar- 
ently only — Job  the  signing  of  papers  and  doing  what  he  Is  told. 

There  iFn't  any  use  keeping  It  a  secret.  The  plain  fact  Is  that  the 
Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  of  the  United  States  Is  a  mere 
puppet,  a  man  who  knowj  nothing  about  aviation  and  who  hasn't 
any  power  to  do  anything  even  if  he  did  know.  He  can't  exert 
leadership  unless  he  asks  .^meone  If  Its  all  right,  and  chances 
are  he's  guessed  wrong  as  to  the  answer  anyway.  In  the  week  or 
more  that  the  Administrator  appeared  on  the  Job  he  blundered  into 
one  sltuaUon  after  another— k  bitter  and  ironic  chapter  to  the 
glories  of  civil  aviation  In  the  United  States. 

As  for  the  new  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce,  Robert  H. 
Hinckley,  there  Is  no  doubt  that  Mr.  Hinckley  has  already  made  hU 
mark.  He  hat  made  the  greatest,  sweetest,  and  most  grandiose  mess 
out  of  civil  aviation  that  any  man  could  do  In  such  a  short  time. 
The  former  Mormon  teacher  and  mayor  of  Mount  Pleasant.  Utah, 
has  been  a  huge  axul  vast  disappointment.  He  has  made  a  sham 
cut  of  the  one  agency  which  Is  so  needed  right  now  to  exert  con- 
structive leadership  for  civil  aviation. 

It  Is  inconceivable  that  In  such  a  short  time  the  strong  frame- 
work of  the  Independent  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  cotild  have 
been  razed  to  the  shambles  it  is  in  today.  But  there  It  is.  To  the 
many  thousands  of  fine  men  who  have  devoted  their  lives  and 
secrlflced  everything  else  to  push  civil  aviation  another  notch  up 
the  ladder,  it  Is  Indeed  disheartening  to  find  civil  aviation's  gov- 
err^mental  agency  In  the  hands  of  a  wrecking  crew  that  has  torn 
down  In  a  month's  time  what  had  taken  so  long  to  btilld  up. 

We  have  uled  to  be  fair  to  Mr.  Hinckley.  We  have  given  freely 
of  plaudits  for  his  leadership  to  the  civilian  pilot  training  pro- 
pram  We  have  tried  to  believe  that  the  former  automobile  dealer 
of  Utah  would  exert  genuine,  solid,  constructive  leadership.  But 
the  hopes  have  been  In  vain.  Even  when  he  deserted  his  colleagues 
on  the  five-man  Authority  by  completely  reversing  his  position  on 
reorganization  after  an  hour's  visit  In  the  White  House,  we  still 
thought  there  must  be  a  merltorlotis  reason — somewhere — for  this 
sudden  change. 

The  time  has  come  to  recognlae  certato  unalterable  facts.  The 
Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  Is  not  a  plaything  of  Intrigue,  Is  not 
a  means  of  getting  F>etty  revenges.  Is  not  a  political  football.  Is  not 
a  stepping  stone  for  political  ambition.  He  who  thinks  It  Is  any 
of  these  things  cannot  last  long  In  a  position  of  power. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  Is  an  Important.  vlUl,  Govern- 
ment agency  for  the  regulation  and  promotion  of  aeronautics.  An 
Industry  of  air  lines,  of  manufacturers,  of  fixed  base  operators,  of 
pilots,  schools,  and  mechanics  demands  the  respect  of  this  agency. 
It  expecU  mature  Judgment,  it  expects  efficient  administration.  It 
expects  constructive  leadership. 

The  sole  question  now  remains  how  long  Mr.  Hinckley  will  con- 
tinue the  comic  opera.  His  organization  has  disintegrated.  Be  Is 
not  respected  anywhere  down  the  line  from  top  to  bottom.     In  such 


a  chaotic  condlUon  it  U  Jtist  a  matter  of  time  until  Mr.  Hinckley 
himself— or  the  White  House — realises  that  the  fun  of  Intrigue  and 
maneuvering  is  over  and  stejps  quietly  out  of  the  way  of  aviation 
progress.  Private  business  won't  put  up  with  this  buffoonery  much 
longer. 

cm  MILUON  DOLLASS 

It  Is  estimated  that  well  over  $1,000,000  has  been  invested  by  air- 
transport companies  In  applications,  preparation  of  cases,  and  hear- 
ings before  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority — without  any  decisions. 
W.  A.  Patterson,  president  of  United  Air  Lines.  Is  outsptjken  In 
calling  the  C.  A.  A.  a  bottleneck.  In  common  with  businessmen 
all  over  the  country,  and  especially  in  the  air-transport  Industry, 
he  Is  becoming  fed  up  with  sloppy  and  Inefficient  Government 
administration.  No  Oovemment  agency  has  the  right  to  tie  up  a 
million -dollar  Investnient  by  any  Industry  without  coming  to  forth- 
right decisions.  Only  in  recent  weeks,  after  endless  prodding,  has 
the  Authority  shown  dlsposlUon  to  clear  Its  choked  dockeU.  But  It 
has  a  long  way  to  go. 

We  have  had  alibis,  we  have  had  excuses,  we  have  had  the  reasons 
explained  In  painful  detail.  But  the  Civil  AeronauUcs  Authority — 
DOW  known  as  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board — has  no  real  Justification 
for  making  a  mockery  out  of  sincere  private  enterprise. 

Four  members  of  the  Board  have  been  handicapped.  It  Is  true, 
by  a  chairman  who  spent  his  time  on  every  conceivable  activity 
except  economic  regulation.  Men  of  intellectual  honesty  usuaUy 
resign  from  positions  In  which  they  have  no  Interest  or  conscien- 
tious application.  The  C.  A.  A.  Chairman  did  not.  But.  even  so. 
this  would  appear  to  be  no  excuse  for  the  majority  of  four  to  keep 
Its  economic  regulation  apace.  A  million  dollars  Is  a  lot  of  money, 
even  U  It  Is  only  a  pittance  to  a  spendthrift  administration.  The 
air-transport  Industry  has  moved  forward  In  spite  of  the  C.  A.  B. 
handicaps,  and  If  the  C.  A.  B.  does  not  soon  become  aware  of  Its 
lesponsibilites  it  Is  likely  to  become  the  object  of  the  most  palns- 
taktog  Investigation. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the  article  just  read  by 
the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Senate  comes  from  the  magazine 
American  Aviation,  one  of  the  most  outstanding  publications 
on  aviation  In  the  world.  It  comes  after  what  was  undoubt- 
edly a  careful  study  made  by  the  editor  of  the  publication, 
and  every  line  in  the  article  should  be  read  by  all  who  are 
Interested  in  the  welfare  of  this  country. 

In  1935  we  attempted  to  take  civil  aviation  out  of  the 
grasp  of  politics.  We  saw  then  that  civil  aviation  In  the 
world,  and  especially  in  the  United  States,  was  to  become 
one  of  the  greatest  agencies- for  civilization,  that  it  was  to 
become  one  of  the  greatest  methods  of  transportation  this 
country  would  have.  So  we  sought  to  take  it  out  of  the 
agencies  where  politics  had  placed  it.  and  to  have  it  put  under 
an  independent  agency. 

It  took  nearly  4  years,  it  took  the  drafting  of  21  measures, 
it  required  the  activity  of  3  separate  committees.  1  In  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  2  in  the  Senate,  finally  to 
enact  what  is  known  as  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  Act. 
Prom  the  time  that  act  became  effective,  from  the  time  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  was  established,  until  the  time  it 
was  destroyed  about  2  months  ago.  that  Authority  rendered  a 
service  to  this  country  and  to  the  world  unexcelled  for  effi- 
ciency.   During  that  time  there  were  flown  In  this  country 
hundreds  of  millions  of  passenger -miles,  millions  of  plane- 
miles,  hundreds  of  millions  of  freight-  and  express-miles, 
without  a  single  fatality  or  a  single  crash.   The  whole  system, 
from  beginning  to  end.  was  working  harmoniously,  and,  in- 
deed, if  one  may  use  the  word  advisedly,  it  was  working  per- 
fectly.   But  for  some  unexplained  reason  or  other  that  great 
agency,  which  had  taken  hold  of  this  method  of  transporta- 
tion, was  destroyed  by  an  Executive  order,  which  was  ap- 
proved by  the  Senate  but  not  approved  by  the  other  House  of 
the  Congress.    So  today  we  find  civil  aviation,  which  had 
been  working  so  harmoniously  and  so  perfectly  derided,  ridi- 
cMled,  abused,  if  you  please,  because  of  the  fact  that  out  of  a 
synchronized  whole,  out  of  harmony,  out  of  success,  there  has 
resulted  nothing  but  chaos  and  confusion.    Today  it  Is  the 
most  pitiable  agency  in  the  whole  Government,  when,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  only  a  few  months   ago   it   was   the   most 
complacent  and  the  most  happily  working  agency  in  the 
Government,    a 

Mr.  President,  I  mention  this  matter,  and  I  have  had  the 
arUcle  read  to  the  Senate,  so  that  it  may  be  known  that  those 
of  us  who  struggled  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  days  to 
hold  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  Intact  and  unified,  as  It 
was,  are  now  confronted,  and  the  Senate  is  now  confronted, 
with  the  knowledge  thit  what  was  done  amounted  to  real 
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destruction.  It  was  not  a  mere  Joke  to  destroy  something 
which  had  been  set  up  after  long  years  of  struggle;  it  has 
resulted  in  nothing  and  it  will  result  in  nothing  save  and 
except  what  the  article  expresses,  namely,  the  tearing  down 
and  the  unhappy  confusion  whjch  have  resulted,  and  which 
will  continue  until  civil  aeronautics  is  again  returned  to  an 
independent  status  in  this  country,  so  that  civil  aeronautics 
may  go  forward  to  build  our  country  commercially,  civilly,  and 
militarily,  because  from  civil  aeronautics  we  will  gain  more 
for  national  defense  than  we  will  from  any  other  agency,  so 
far  as  development  of  transportation  by  air  Is  concerned. 

Out  of  civil  aeronautics  we  will  give  to  the  Nation  hun- 
dreds of  the  finest  trained  young  men,  pilots,  men  who  know 
the  terrain  of  America,  who  are  ready  to  fly  it  from 
ocean  to  ocean,  from  the  Gulf  to  the  Canadian  line.  They 
know  every  inch  of  it.  and  knowing  every  inch  of  It,  they 
should  have  the  confidence  which  they  have  a  right  to  enter- 
tain from  knowing  that  the  agency  having  control  over  them 
is  out  of  politics,  out  of  the  control  of  any  individual  who 
would  control  that  agency  for  politics.  It  is  intent  upon  one 
thing  and  one  only,  and  that  is  why  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Authority  was  made  independent,  that  it  might  go  forward 
removed  from  politics,  removed  from  the  influence  of  per- 
sonal desires  or  motives  of  j)ersonal  agrandizement,  and  with 
only  one  aim  and  object,  namely,  to  build  a  great  agency  for 
the  development  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  inserted 
in  the  Record  immediately  following  the  remarks  I  have 
made  an  article  from  the  same  magazine  to  which  I  have 
referred.  American  Aviation,  the  issue  of  July  15,  1940. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.   Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

I  From  American  Aviation  for  July  15,  19401 
RroRCANizED  C.  A.  A.  IN  Chaotic  CoNornoN;    Hinckley  on  Spot 

BOUTELLK   EESICNS   TO  SHUN    "PURGE";    WHITE    HOUSE    MAT    STEP   IN 

Confusion,  friction,  uncertainty,  and  bitterness,  plxis  the  disin- 
tegration of  morale  of  the  personnel,  marked  the  formal  transfer 
of  the  former  Independent  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  Into  the 
Department  of  Commerce  on  June  30. 

No  sooner  was  the  Ink  dry  on  the  documents  than  the  antici- 
pated "purge"  began — engineered  by  Robert  H.  Hinckley,  until 
June  30  Chairman  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority,  and  now 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  Mi  charge  of  tbe  C.  A.  A.  and  the 
United  States  Weather  Bureau. 

With  efficiency  and  organization  at  the  lowest  ebb  In  the  history 
of  government,  regulation  and  promotion  of  civil  aviation  In  the 
United  States,  the  storm-tossed  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority,  hither- 
to as  Independent  as  a  Government  agency  could  be.  moved  Into  a 
dark  era  In  complete  control  of  former  Works  Progress  Adminis- 
tration new  dealers  and  reformists,  whose  apparent  original  objective 
was  the  firing,  directly  or  indirectly,  of  most  of  the  old-line  veterans 
who  were  part  of  the  Btireau  of  Air  Commerce  prior  to  creation  of 

C.  A.  A     ^^ 

It  la  reliably  known  that  Hinckley  Is  very  much  "on  the  spot." 
The  White  Hoyse  Is  watching  the  C.  A.  A.  closely  and  still  Is 
smarting  over  the  unexpected  controversy  raised  by  the  reorganiza- 
tion plans  with  which  the  President  was  obviously  not  very  familiar. 
If  the  C.  A.  A.  doesn't  work  out  smoothly  in  Commerce,  the  blame, 
according  to  informed  White  House  circles,  will  fall  on  Hinckley, 
since  the  White  House  is  having  troubles  enough  of  Its  own  without 
adding  more  aviation  battles. 

CONGRESS    RtTMBLINCS 

Rumblings  are  being  heard  In  Congress.  There  Is  stUl  much  to 
be  told  of  the  behind-the-scenes  activity  which  brought  about  the 
unexpected  reorganization.  Whether  Hinckley  wiU  be  able  to  ride 
out  the  storm  and  get  his  house  in  order  Is  still  debatable  but 
there  are  not  more  than  1  per  1.000  in  Washington  who  would  give 
him  an  even  chance.  The  damage,  as  observers  see  It.  already  has 
been  done. 

First  casualty  of  the  Commerce  Department  "blitzkrieg"  was 
Richard  S  Boutelle,  director  of  the  Bureau  of  Safety  Regulation,  one 
of  the  best  known  and  most  respected  men  In  aviation,  who  resigned 
within  an  hour  after  he  was  Informed  that  the  general  Inspection 
unit  of  the  C.  A.  A.  was  to  be  shifted  under  a  large  new  private 
flying  bureau  to  be  headed  by  Grove  Webster,  who  has  been  chief 
of  the  private-flying-development  division. 

Second  resignation  was  that  of  Dr.  K.  8  Adams,  chief  of  the 
medical  section,  who  also  would  be  under  Webster  U  the  proposed 
plan  goes  through.  Dr.  Adams  has  resigned  eflectlve  August  1  to 
go  on  active  duty  as  a  lieutenant-colonel  In  the  Army  Air  Corps. 
Although  he  would  not  comment  on  his  resignation.  It  ts  no  secret 
that  Dr.  Adams  was  "led  up*"  with  the  internal  friction  and  the 
"brain  trust"  plans  which  came  to  light  with  the  reorganization 
June  30. 


Rumors  of  other  Important  resignations  were  cvirrent  but  the 
unexpected  resignation  of  Boutelle — who  refused  to  condone  the 
wrecking  of  his  general  inspecUon  divisions — temporarily  shelved 
the  plans  which  already  had  been  laid  out  to  "house-clean"  the  old 
C.  A.  A.  organization.  As  this  Issue  went  to  press.  Hinckley  had 
back-tracked  and  had  submitted  the  plan  for  study,  although  U 
was  ready  to  put  into  effect  on  July  1. 

Meanwhile  the  remains  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  were  In 
a  chaotic  state.  PracticaUy  no  work  was  being  done  to  any  unit. 
Disorganization  reigned.  The  flve-man  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
assigned  to  economic  regulation  and  Investigation  of  accidents, 
attempted  to  pull  itself  out  of  the  wreckage  and  get  started  on  a 
new  uack,  tfut  it  was  not  at  all  certain  that  the  Independence 
which  the  Board  was  promised  over  personnel  and  budget  would 
be  borne  out  in  fact. 

Other  developments  were: 

Two  able  secretaries,  one  In  Government  service  since  1919.  were 
summarily  "flred  "  by  Hinckley's  secretary  without  notice  and  with- 
out time  to  finish  letters  they  were  typing. 

Every  raise  given  on  merit  to  employees  of  the  Air  Safety  Board 
since  1938  was  summarily  rescinded. 

pver  20  lower-bracket  employees  of  the  Air  Safety  Board  were 
given  notices  on  June  30  that  their  services  were  no  longer  desired 
as  of  July  1.     (Advance  notice  Is  customary  In  the  Government.) 

As  this  IsEue  went  to  press  the  Department  of  Commerce  had  not 
yet  approved  the  allocation  of  funds  for  the  Safety  Bureau  In  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  and  as  a  consequence  over  50  employees 
(on  July  9)  were  working  without  knowing  whether  they  would  be 
paid  as  of  July  15.  Not  one  Air  Safety  Board  employee  was  on  the 
pay  roll  as  of  that  date. 

The  International  Division,  of  which  Sam  Gates  had  been  Chief, 
was  abolished,  with  the  functions  split  up  between  the  Board  and 
the  Administrator,  and  Gates  was  named  consultant. 

Dan  Sayre,  director  of  statistics  and  Information,  and  John 
Stuart.  Chief  of  the  Information  Division,  were  relieved  of  their 
Jobs,  when  their  posts  were  abolished.  Sayre  was  given  a  post  in  the 
Safety  Bureau. 

Two  employees  of  the  Air  Safety  Board  were  relieved  of  their  Job* 
June  30  for  purposes  of  economy,  but  were  hired  the  following 
Monday  by  the  private  flying  division  of  C.  A.  A.  under  orders  from 
the  White  House. 

Predictions  were  openly  made  that  Hinckley  wotild  not  last  long 
In  his  present  post,  and  that  the  chaotic  condition  of  C.  A.  A.  under 
Commerce  would  be  a  political  Issue  In  the  1940  campaign. 

More  than  one  Inspector  In  the  field,  uncertain  of  his  Job,  was 
tnaklng  plans  to  go  back  to  private  Industry. 

BATTLXCROUND   IN    PRIVATE   FLTING 

Chief  background  In  the  present  unsettled  situation  In  C.  A.  A. 
centers  In  the  Private  Flying  Division,  which  has  been  sponsored 
personally  by  Hinckley.  For  many  months  Hinckley  has  refused  to 
cooperate  with  the  former  Administrator.  Clinton  M.  Hester,  who 
raised  personnel  morale  to  Its  highest  level  In  aviation  history. 

Although  the  Private  Flying  Division  (which  controls  the  clvlllan- 
pllot-tralnlng  program)  Is  technically  under  the  Administrator. 
Hinckley  has  consistently  refused  even  to  communicate  with  the 
Administrator  or  the  general  Inspection  units.  By  dealing  direct 
with  the  Private  Flying  Division  an  untold  amount  of  friction  has 
developed,  with  general  inspection  "Jtill  doing  90  percent  of  the  work 
in  the  pilot-training  program. 

Those  who  are  well  acquainted  with  the  situation  blame  this 
short -circuiting  of  procedures  by  Hinckley  for  the  present  situation, 
plus  the  fact  that  Hinckley  has  devoted  90  percent  of  his  time  to 
the  pilot-training  program  and  military  liaison  and  neglected  his 
other  duties. 

Most  farcical  development  Is  the  statxis  of  the  new  Administra- 
tor, a  Col.  Donald  M.  Connolly,  former  W.  P.  A.  contact  man  with 
Hinckley  on  the  west  coast,  whose  powers  and  responsibilities  tmder 
the  new  set-up  apparently  are  not  much  more  rigorous  than  signing 
papers  and  doing  as  he  Is  told. 

Within  a  few  days  after  he  had  become  consultant  to  C.  A.  A. — 
pending  his  Senate  confirmation  as  Administrator — Colonel  Con- 
nolly had  gotten  himself  in  one  tight  squeeze  after  another  by 
starting  to  do  things  one  way  and  finding  that  the  Job  already  had 
been  done — In  another  way.  Insiders  predict  his  stay  as  Adminis- 
trator wlU  not  last  long. 

PRESERVATION   OF    THE   AMERICAN   SYSTEM   OF   LIFE   AND    GOVERN- 
MENT— PETITION 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President.  I  present  to  the  Sen- 
ate petitions  bearing  1,000,000  signatures.  Subsequent  kin- 
dred petitions  are  shortly  promised  to  the  extent  of  5.000,000 
signatures.  They  represent  what  is  probably  the  most  power- 
ful single  exhibit  in  the  whole  history  of  the  exercise  of  the 
citizens'  constitutional  right  of  petition.  Their  inspiration 
.  and  their  purpose  is  the  common  anxiety  of  the  American 
people  to  preserve  the  American  sjrstem  of  life  and  govern- 
ment, and.  above  all  else,  "to  keep  America  out  of  foreign 
wars." 

The  significance  of  such  an  overwhelming  demonstration 
cannot  be  ignored,  because  no  such  dramatic  and  eloquent 
mobilization  of  signatures  would  be  possible  except  as  their 
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objective  is  completely  responsive  to  the  hearts  and  hopes  of 
our  dominant  American  thought.  Representative  govern- 
ment, if  it  be  representative,  ciamot  fall,  dare  not  fail,  to  take 
solemn  and  sympathetic  notice  of  such  a  Nation-wide  dis- 
closure.   Pobtical  parties  will  turn  away  from  it  at  their  peril. 

The  petitions  were  circulated  and  are  presented  In  the 
name  of  the  Committee  of  One  Million  imder  the  inspiring 
chairmanship  of  Mr.  Gerald  L.  K.  Smith,  with  headquarters  at 
Detroit.  Mich.  The  Committee  of  One  Million  thus  justifies 
Its  fabulous  name  by  the  count  of  individual  signatures  upon 
these  epochal  petitions.    It  is  the  voice  of  America. 

The  text  of  these  petitions  takes  two  forms,  different  In 
text  but  similar  in  purport.  One  form  Is  embraced  within  the 
limits  of  one  single,  vivid,  thrilling  sentence: 

As  believers  in  God  and  cotintry.  and  the  American  system  of 
life  and  government,  we  the  undersigned  petition  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  to  outlaw  communism,  nazi-Lsm,  fascism,  and 
aU  other  forms  of  tin -American  activity  within  otir  borders,  and 
to  keep  America  out  of  foreign  wars. 

The  other  form,  signed  particularly  by  the  mothers  of 
America,  is  equally  challen^ng.    It  reads  as  follows: 

We.  the  undersigned.  Join  with  the  mothers  in  America  In  peti- 
tioning the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  exert  every  effort  pos- 
sible, and  within  reason,  necessary  to  keep  America  out  of  all 
foreign  wars. 

We  favor  a  national  defense  second  to  none;  we  are  willing  to 
make  any  sacrifice  necessary  in  money  and  men  to  defend  America, 
but  we.  the  imderslgned,  are  opposed  to  giving  otir  money  and 
our  men  to  settle  the  political  quarrels  of  foreign  nations. 

Mr.  President,  the  complete  file  of  1,000,000  signatures  of 
these  vigilant  country  lovers  is  in  the  Capitol,  but  the  physical 
task  of  here  presenting  all  of  them  is  a  needless  burden.  In- 
stead I  present,  as  a  token  of  the  whole,  a  few  typical  origi- 
nals, and  ask  that  they  lie  upon  the  table,  and  I  add  an  affi- 
davit certifying  to  the  grand  total,  which  I  ask  to  have  printed 
at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  affidavit  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  Unttid  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Attention:  The  Honorable  ArrHtm  H.  VANnnraiao,  United  States 
Senator  from  Michigan. 

We,  the  undersigned  secretaries,  aides,  assistants,  etc..  In  the 
national  headquarters  of  the  Committee  of  One  Million,  have  to  do 
with  the  receiving,  reading,  and  filing  of  petitions  which  have  been 
circulated  in  recent  months  by  the  Committee  of  One  Million. 

We  have  seen  the  petitions  which  are  being  sent  to  United  States 
Senator  ABTHtxR  H.  Vandenberc  petitioning  the  Congress  to  keep 
America  out  of  foreign  wars  and  having  to  do  with  other  patriotic 
Ideals.  By  our  signatures  we  certify  that  these  petitions  are  typical 
of  those  which  bear  the  names  of  about  1,000.000  citizens  from  46 
States  in  the  United  States. 

Furthermore,  we  have  read  the  letter  addressed  to  Senator  Van- 
DKNSiKC  by  Gerald  L.  K.  Smith,  national  chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  One  MUllon.  setting  forth  certain  facts  having  to  do  with  petitions 
that  have  been  secured  calling  on  Congress  to  keep  America  out  of 
foreign  wars,  and  we  certify  by  our  signatures  that  the  facts  set 
forth  by  Mr  Smith  are  substantially  correct. 
This,  the  30th  day  of  June  1940. 

Phtixis  Chandler, 
Personal  Secretary  to  Mr.  Smith. 
Bernard  Dobian, 

Office  Manager. 
Annz  GRUNia, 
Secretary  In  Charge  of  Reading  o/  Mail. 
E.  M.  Smith, 

Office  Assistant. 
State  or  MicmaAir, 

County  o/  Wayne: 
Before  me.  a  notai7  public  In  and  for  Wayne  Cotmty,  Mich.,  came 
Phyllis  Chandler.  Bernard  Doman.  Anne  Gruner,  and  E.  M.  Smith, 
all  of  Detroit.  Mich.,  and  In  my  presence  placed  their  signatures 
to  the  within  certification  this  24th  day  of  June  1940. 

I  Kathrtn  L.  Tick, 

Notary  Public,  Wayne  County,  Mich. 
My  commission  expires  January  18,  1944. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  in  addition  I  ask  per- 
mission to  print  a  covering  letter  to  me  from  chairman  Smith 
of  the  Committee  of  One  Million,  transmitting  to  me  this  re- 
markable and  utterly  significant  exhibit. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.   Is  there  objection? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

OrajLLD  L.  K.  Sbctth. 
National  Chairman,  CoMMrnxE  or  One  MrtLioN, 

Detroit,  Mich.,  July  22,  1940. 
United  States  SSNAToa  Arthur  H.  Vandenbero. 

Senate  Office  BuUdtng,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Dear  Senator  Vandenberc:  As  chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
One  Million.  I  take  this  opportunity  to  congratulate  you  upon  yoiir 
courageous  utterances  on  the  floor  of  the  United  States  Senate, 
having  to  do  with  the  attempts  being  made  to  get  America  into  a 
foreign  war. 

The  Committee  of  One  Million  represents  the  cooperative  leader- 
ship of  more  thfein   140  patriotic  and  civic  groups  in  the  United 
States.     The  prlnjclples  of  the  committee  are  as  follows: 
1.  To  rebuild  the  spirit  of  America. 

a.  To  wipe  outfto  tbe  last  vestige  communism  and  fascism  in  all 
Its  forms. 

3.  To  redefine  the  American  national  character. 

4.  To  instill  a  new  spirit  in  American  youth,  dedicated  Intellec- 
tually and  physlftally  to  the  maintenance  of  American  mstltutlons. 

5.  To  Issue  a  qall  to  farmers  and  laborers  to  resist  what  Is  now 
known  to  be  an  International  plot  to  make  them  part  of  a  world 
revolution. 

6.  To  rededicate  the  citizenry  of  America  to  the  family  altar  and 
to  the  spirit  of  the  church. 

7.  To  secure  the  maintenance  of  a  weU -defined  standard  of 
American  living. 

On  the  23d  of  January  1940,  when  Congressman  Martin  Dob 
asked  for  a  contlh  uation  of  his  committee  for  the  investigation  of 
un-American  activities,  we  placed  before  the  lower  House  of  Con- 
gress nearly  600,000  names  signed  to  petitions  in  support  of  his 
committee  from  27  States,  as  per  the  attached  photostatic  copy  of 
the  Congressional  Record. 

Some  months  ago,  our  committee  began  to  recognise  that  a  con- 
spiracy was  being  hatched  In  America,  and  elsewhere,  to  involve 
the  United  States  In  a  foreign  war  in  order  to  protect  the  polltlcial 
and  financial  Interests  of  certain  Individuals  who  seem  to  be  in- 
clined to  put  the  welfare  of  our  Nation  second  to  their  own  selfish 
interests.  In  fact,  we  became  convinced  that  these  enigmatic 
forces  were  willing  to  sacrifice  the  blood  of  our  American  sons  and 
the  fortunes  of  our  American  citizenry  in  order  to  save  their  own 
personal  Interests  abroad. 

Otir  national  committee  therefore  recognized  this  circumstance  as 
an  emergency.  We  therefore  began  to  circulate  thousands  upon 
thousands  of  special  petitions  to  Congress,  calling  on  our  elected 
Representatives  to  keep  America  out  of  foreign  wars.  We  set  as  otir 
goal  the  sectirlng  of  6.000,000  names.  The  names  signed  to  the 
petitions  of  our  committee  have  now  reached  and  passed  the 
1,000,000  mark.  These  petitions  are  coming  to  us  from  practically 
every  Sktate  in  the  United  States.  The  new  petition  will  read  as 
follows : 

"MOTHxas'  prrmoN  to  congebss  roa  no  fobxicn  wabs 

"We  the  undersigned  Join  with  the  mothers  in  America  in  peti- 
tioning the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  exert  every  effort 
possible,  and  wltSiln  reason,  necessary  to  keep  America  out  of  all 
foreign  wars. 

"We  favor  a  national  defense  second  to  none;  we  are  willing  to  » 
make  any  sacrifice  necessary  in  money  and  men  to  defend  America, 
but  we  the  undersigned  are  opposed  to  giving  our  money  and  our 
men  to  settle  the  political  quarrels  of  foreign  nations. 

"Remove  all  Nazl-Cominunists  from  Government  pay  rolls. 

"Outlaw  communism. 

"Cooperate  with  the  Dies  committee." 

I  am  attaching  herewith  certifications  and  memos  signed  by  mem- 
bers of  our  staff  to  the  effect  that  these  names  are  on  file  In  our 
national  headquarters  at  Detroit.  We  believe  that  our  goal  #f 
6,000,000  names  will  be  reached  by  October  1.  I  am  forwarding  you 
under  separate  cover  100  token  petitions  in  order  that  you  may 
adequately  grasp  and  understand  the  tremendous  response  that  we 
are  having  to  this  appeal.  These  jjetltlons  have  been  circulated  by 
people  representing  every  creed  and  political  faith  and  economic 
strata.  You  will  observe  that  among  these  petitions  are  9  petitions 
sent  In  by  the  Sisters  of  the  Ciood  Shepherd  at  Cleveland,  Ohio. 
Others  have  been  circulated  by  labor  leaders,  maniiXacturers.  Cath- 
olic priests,  Protestant  preachers,  Legionnaires,  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars,  Negroes,  millionaires,  and  workers  on  relief.  We  believe 
that  these  petitions  represent  the  real  voice  of  the  people. 

Warmongers  and  propagandists  have  so  surrounded  some  of  otir 
legislative  Representatives  that  they  have  failed  to  recognlre  the 
true  win  of  the  people. 

The  crusade  of  the  Committee  of  One  Million,  committed  to  the 
above-stated  principles,  operates  by  the  use  of  both  the  radio  and 
the  pamphlet.  }.  am  on  the  radio  every  week  and  reach  a  popula- 
tion of  approximately  25.000,000  American  citizens.  As  an  Illustra- 
tion of  the  response,  signed  to  these  petitions  is  the  name  of  one 
out  of  every  six  voters  in  the  State  of  Michigan.  Whenever  I  say 
over  the  radio  that  we  mu&t  keep  America  out  of  foreign  wars,  not 
more  than  1  person  out  of  40  who  writes  to  me  Is  disagreed  with 
what  I  say  concerning  this  matter. 

I  made  a  bitter  attack,  recently,  upon  the  position  taken  by  Mr. 
Roosevelt  at  Charlottesville.  Although  my  mail  numbers  thou- 
sands  of   letters  I   have   not  received   a   total   of   five   unfavorable 
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letters  as  a  result  of  that  statement  by  me  over  the  radio.  I  should 
be  pleased  If  you  wou'd  Insert  this  letter  as  a  part  of  the  permanent 
record  cf  our  United  States  Senate  in  recognizing  the  sentiment  of 
more  than  1.000.000  people  expressed  in  writing. 

You  will  be  Interested  to  know  that  our  mail  is  so  heavy  at  times, 
because  of  the  position  that  we  have  taken  on  the  principles  for 
which  our  committee  stands,  that  not  Infrequently  we  require  from 
30  to  40  pecpJe  to  handle  requests  for  literature  and  correspondence. 

Congressmen  and  Senators  who  are  overlooking  the  sentiment 
represented  by  these  petitions,  and  movements  such  as  the  Com- 
mittee of  One  Million,  are  due  for  a  rude  awakening  as  America 
reacts  against  the  warmongering  conspiracies,  the  subversive  propa- 
gandists now  functioning  in  the  United  States. 

In  closing,  I  again  dingratulate  vou  on  your  courageous  and 
statesmanlike  utterances  in  this,  the  most  crucial  hour  of  our 
Nations  history. 

Sincerely  yours.  i  v 

!  Gerald  L.  K.  Smith. 

P.  S — Let  It  be  emphasized  that  our  committee  is  nonpartisan, 
nonsectarlan,  and  nonraclal. 

Recently  we  held  our  mldwestem  rally  in  the  city  of  Detroit, 
Twenty-three  thousand  people  attended. 

CONSCRIPTION  AND  COMPULSORY  MILITARY  TRAINING 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr,  'President,  on  the  highly  con- 
troversial subject  of  conscription  and  compulsory  military 
training,  I  wish  to  present  three  typical  letters  which  present 
phases  of  the  problem  which  ought  to  have  earnest  consid- 
eration. No  one  is  denying  that  if  expanded  defense  per- 
sonnel cannot  be  acquired  by  our  traditional,  voluntary, 
peace-time  enlistments  at  the  essential  tempo,  then  we  must 
proceed  to  the  compulsory  alternative.  But  I  find  a  wide- 
spread question — which  I  emphatically  share  myself — whether 
the  traditional,  peacetime,  voluntary  methods  of  our  democ- 
racy are  failing;  and.  secohdly,  whether,  in  such  an  event, 
adequate  effort  has  been  made  to  encourage  this  method. 
Several  thoroughly  ccnstructive  suggestions  are  made  along 
this  latter  line  in  these  letters,  particularly  the  suggestion 
that  there  be  offered  voluntary  opportunity  for  1  year  en- 
listments in  the  Regular  Establishment,  instead  of  3  years. 

Th2  estimable  Washington  Star  says  my  position  is  "un- 
tenable"— that  is  its  word — because  I  have  been  asking  the 
Army  whether  it  l)elieves  it  can  get  needed  personnel  by 
voluntary  enlistment  because,  says  the  enthusiastic  Star,  the 
Army  needs  much  more  than  its  presently  authorized  in- 
crease. But  if  the  Army  can  satisfactorily  get  its  presently 
eeded  increase  by  traditional,  peacetime  American  meth- 
ods, this  ought  not  to  foreclose  the  possibility  that  it  can 
get  still  more  if  and  when  it  asks.  On  the  contrary  that 
would  be  the  logical  sequence.  I  hope  we  have  not  already 
reached  that  stage  in  these  militarizing  proceedings  where 
It  already  has  become  "imtenable" — the  v.ord  applied  to  me — 
even  to  ask  questions,  which  is  all  that  I  am  doing,  and 
which  I  shall  continue  to  do. 

After  all.  the  collapse  of  a  great  150-year-old  American 
tradition  intimately  related  to  individual  liberty — and  that 
is  what  happens  imder  peacetime  conscription — ought  to  be 
entitled  to  at  least  a  little  good-faith  exploration.  I  can 
assure  the  Star  that  I  shall  support  whatever  program  is 
needed:  but  I  shall  continue  to  ask  whether  it  is  needed. 

I  should  like  to  say.  in  passing,  that  I  decline  to  forget  that 
563.000  volunteers  enlisted  during  the  first  5  months  of  the 
World  War,  and  1,300,000  volunteers  were  recruited  up  until 
August  1918,  when  volimteer  recruiting  was  stopped.  Given 
frank  and  convincing  proof  of  the  existence  of  a  real  emer- 
gency, I  have  no  doubt  this  record  would  be  duplicated  on  a 
voluntary  basis  in  1940 — tnd  it  certainly  represents  much 
greater  manpower  than  the  most  hysterical  imagination 
woiL'd  conjure  as  necessary  in  the  presence  of  whatever  emer- 
gency exists  today.  Conscription  is  no  substitute  for  these 
frank  and  convincing  proofs. 

I  repeat,  that  I  have  risen  to  present  three  letters  from 
citizens  in  Pennsylvania.  Virginia,  and  Illinois  bearing  con- 
structively upon  this  program  and  this  challenge.  I  ask 
that  these  three  letters  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
pcint,  and  that  they  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affalars. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  letters  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point,  as  follows: 

Media.  Pa..  July  22.  1940. 
Hon.  Arthttr  H.  Vandenberg. 

United  States  Seriate.  Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Vandenberg:  The  newspapers  report  that  you  are 
opposing  compulsory  military  training  partly  on  the  ground  that 
voluntary  recruiting  has  not  been  given  an  adequate  trial. 

That  your  position  is  unquestionably  sound  is  apparent  from  even 
a  casual  observation  of  the  Army's  recent  "drive"  for  recruits.  A 
poster  or  two  outside  an  obscurely  located  recruiting  ofDce  and  a 
sign  or  poster  outside  a  post  ofQce  can  hardly  be  said  to  embody  the 
elements  of  a  "drive."  One  could  wish  that  the  administration 
would  put  as  much  publicity  and  promotional  effort  behind  an 
Army  recruiting  drive  as  It  has  behind  its  favored  administrative 
and  legislative  projects.  Prominent  in  the  printed  material  used  by 
the  Army  recruiting  service  is  a  tabulation  of  the  formidable  sums 
required  by  an  enlisted  man  who  may  want  to  "buy  himself  out" 
of  the  service  before  the  end  of  his  3-year  enlistment. 

If  compulsory  military  training  contemplates  a  training  period 
of  8  months  to  a  year,  as  the  newspapers  report,  is  there  any  real 
reason  why  voluntary  enlistments  should  not  he  accepted  for  a 
similar  term?  There  has  certainly  been  no  difficulty  In  obtaining 
voluntary  C,  C.  C.  enrollments.  If  Army  enlistments  offered  com- 
parable pay,  service  conditions,  and  term  of  enlistment.  It  Is  rea- 
sonable to  expect  that  Army  service  might  prove  as  attractive  to 
young  men  as  C.  C.  C.  service.  It  Is  difficult  to  escape  the  conclu- 
sion that  Army  enlistment  has  purposely  been  made  forbidding, 
formidable,  and  unattractive  In  order  to  furnish  a  factual  basis 
for  the  militarists'  claim  that  voluntary  enlistment  is  a  failure. 
Obviously,  It  will  always  be  a  falliu-e  as  long  as  those  in  control 
of  it  m.ake  It  so. 

If  the  militarists  prevail  and  compulsory  military  training  Is 
forced  on  the  country,  at  least  let's  avoid  the  polltlcs-rldden  local 
draft  board.  In  the  World  War  the  selection  of  local  draft  boards, 
was  in  the  hands  of  local  political  organizations.  The  natural 
result  was  that  men  with  the  right  political  connections  wer« 
given  exemption  or  deferred  classification  regardless  of  the  facts 
of  the  case.  If  we  are  to  be  saddled  with  draft  boards,  let's  have 
them  composed  of  Army  officers  or  clvU-servlce  clerks  who  come 
from  some  other  locality.  Keep  the  political  machines  out  of  the 
conscription  set-up.     Better  stUl.  let's  have  no  conscription  at  all. 

The  most  suspicious  element  In  the  whole  situation  is  the  obvious 
effort  to  rush  conscription  through  Congress  while  the  public 
mind  Is  being  terrified  by  the  impact  of  war  propaganda  and 
manufactured  war  hysteria.  It  Is  unthinkable  that  In  a  calmer 
frame  of  mind  the  people  would  consider  even  for  a  moment  the 
mea.sure  cf  regimentation  now  proposed  under  the  guise  of  "selec- 
tive"  military  training.  We  know  all  about  that  "fair"  and  "demo- 
cratic" kind  of  "selective  '  service  from  the  last  war. 

Incidentally.  I  hope  you  and  other  members  of  the  Senate  will 
heed  your  personal  knowledge  of  public  sentiment  rather  than  the 
much-touted  "polls."  It's  no  great  trick  to  conduct  a  supposedly 
Impartial  poll  for  the  purpose  of  assembling  statlBtical  support 
for  a  predetermined  conclusion. 
Sincerely, 

Chas.  R.  Rosenberg.  Jr. 

Roanoke.   Va..  July  23,  1940. 
Hon.  Arthttr  H.  Vandenberg. 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator  Vandenberg  :  I  am  a  Jeffersonlan  Democrat,  and 
shall  not  vote  In  the  commg  national  election,  however.  I  have  fol- 
lowed your  criticism  of  a  proposed  compulsory  mUitary  bill,  hence 
this  letter. 

It  is  believed  that  If  a  bill  were  passed  permitting  unmarried  men 
between  the  ages  of  21  and  30  to  enlist,  for.  say.  1  year,  at  the  stand- 
ard regular  Army  wage  and  benefits,  that  1.000,000  would  crash 
the  recruiting  gates  to  get  in.  Three  years  is  too  long  for  a 
young  man  to  tie  himself  down  to  an  unprofitable  Job.  but  1  year 
is  wholly  ample  for  training  purposes,  furthermore,  it  Is  human 
nature  to  rebel  against  compulsory  enrollment  In  anything.  Again, 
I  am  opposed  to  calling  out  the  National  Guard,  in  peacetime,  for 
it  will  unnecessarily  disrupt  each  individual's  planned  routine. 
'  My  anc?stors  fought  in  the  Indian,  Revolutionary,  and  Civil 
Wars  and  I  served  In  the  Spanish -American  War  and  Philippine 
Insurrection  as  a  private,  corporal,  sergeant,  regimental  commis- 
sary sergeant,  and  second  lieutenant,  and  having  five  sons — four 
above  the  age  of  17,  and  all  unmarried  and  physically  fit,  I  feel 
that  I  am  more  or  less  qualified  to  speak. 

My  eldest  son  is  In  his  twenty-fifth  year  and  would  welcome  the 
opportunity  to  enlist  for  1  year  but  doesn't  want  to  enlist  for 
3  years  or  like  the  odor  of  tjelng  drafted.  My  second  son  is  a 
prelaw  student  at  the  Virginia  Polytechnic  Institute  and  has 
had  military  training  there  for  2  years  but  is  a  memt>er  of  a 
National  Guard  company  and  will  be  arbitrarily  taken  away  from 
his  studies  for  1  year;  and  the  third  son.  18  years  of  age.  enlisted 
In  the  Navy  and  after  6  months,  says  that  6  years  Is  too  long  and 
that  he  could  absorb  the  necessary  naval  discipline  and  get  excel- 
lent training  in   1   year.     So  here  are  concrete  examples  of   how 
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long-term  enlistments,  compulsory  mUitsry  training,  and  calling 
out  the  National  Guan!  will  work  to  tbe  disadvantage  of  the  whole 
youth  set-up. 

My  paternal  ancestor  volunteered  In  the  Cherokee  and  Revolu- 
tionary War,  my  father  bad  seven  brothers  to  volunteer  in  tbe 
ClTlI  War — Ave  being  killed  and  two  seriously  wounded,  and  I 
yolunteered  In  the  Spanish-American  War  and  served  In  both 
Cuba  and  the  Philippines,  and  I  would  naturally  prefer  to  see  my 
sons  have  the  opportunity  of  volunteering  Instead  of  having  some 
Hew  Deal  inspired  board  commanding  them  to  do  thus  and  so. 
Cordially  yours. 

W.  O.  Trenor. 

Masshall,  III.,  July  22.  1940. 
Hon.  AsmiTB  H.  Vamdenbckc. 

United  State.i  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Vandenbikc  ;  I  am  writing  to  enter  a  protest  against 
the  Government  placing  military  conscription  in  this  country 
during  peacetime. 

Ttiree  hundred  and  seventy  delegates  of  the  North  Central  Juris- 
diction of  the  Methodist  Chiuxh.  composing  the  States  of  Iowa, 
Minnesota.  Wisconsin.  Michigan.  Ohio.  Indiana,  and  Illinois,  meet- 
ing in  Chicago  on  June  20.  1940.  BOapted  the  following  statement 
without  opposition,  to  wit: 

"We  are  unalterably  opposed  to  xinlversal  compulsory  military 
service  while  the  United  States  Is  at  peace.  Numbers  of  us  are  the 
aODS  or  daughters  of  men  who  came  to  this  country  In  order  to 
escape  conscription  and  all  that  it  entailed.  We  are  convinced  that 
the  sdc^tion  of  universal  compulsory  military  training  in  time  of 
peace  would  as  certainly  curse  this  Nation  as  It  has  cursed  every 
other  which  has  fostered  It.  that  It  would  become  the  master  and 
not  the  servant  of  us  all.  dictating  to  business  and  to  labor,  to  the 
school,  and  to  the  church.  The  United  States,  under  the  yoke  of 
peacetime  conscription,  would  cease  to  be  the  nation  of  ovir  fathers 
and  the  hope  of  our  sons." 

In  my  opinion,  this  Is  a  good  statement  of  the  sentiment  of  the 
people  In  this  country,  and  I  hope  you  will  oppose  conscription 
during  peacetime. 

Very  truly  yours. 

H.  R.  8NAVB.T. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  In  conclusion,  I  wish  to  call  attention 
to  an  article  published  in  the  August  numl)er  of  Harper's 
magazine,  which  Is  Just  out,  written  by  Mr.  Hanson  W.  Bald- 
Win.  Who  since  1929  has  been  a  member  of  the  staff  of  the 
New  York  Times  specializing  in  Army  and  Navy  problems.  I 
think  this  article  ought  to  be  required  reading  for  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Congress  who  must  confront  the  necessity  of  voting 
upon  a  conscription  bill,  and  I  wish  it  might  be  required  read- 
ing for  the  entire  country.  I  shall  not  ask  that  the  whole 
article  be  printed  in  the  Record,  but  I  do  ask  in  conclusion 
that  that  portion  of  the  article  which  I  have  marked,  relating 
to  Army  enlistments,  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  jnatter  referred  to  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  Army  Is  this  Nation's  and  this  hemisphere's  third  line  of 
defense.  It  Is  an  important  element  of  that  defense  (we  should  not 
make  the  mistake  of  thinking  that  wars  can  be  won  by  sea  power 
and  air  power  alone ) ,  and  some  of  Its  functions  are  particularly 
vital.  In  the  past  we  have  been  committed  to  the  principle  of  a 
small  citizens'  army  rather  than  the  maintenance  of  a  hiige  standing 
army  which  can  be  utilized  effectively  not  in  this  hemisphere  but 
only  on  European  or  Asiatic  battlefields,  where  the  borders  of  hostile 
nations  crowd  across  tlie  map  and  mass  is  stlU  hurled  against  mass. 
The  mass  armies  of  Europe  or  Asia  cannot  easily  be  transported  to 
this  hemisphere — can  never  be  so  transjxarted  provided  we  retain 
control  of  the  seas  and  maintain  a  proper  air  defense.  A  small  army 
could  be  transported,  might  elude  our  fleet  or  take  advantage  of 
its  presence  in  another  ocean  to  establish  some  beach  head  in  a 
remote  area.  But  probably  the  maximum  force  that  could  be  so 
transported — the  maximimi  initial  force  that  could  be  transported 
even  if  control  of  the  sea  were  wrested  from  us — would  not  be  much 
larger  than  50,000  men.  The  transportation  of  such  a  force  would 
require  375.000  tons  of  shipping,  perhaps  40  ships,  about  the  largest 
force  that  could  conveniently  be  convoyed  in  a  single  operation.  To 
supply  such  a  force  might  require  from  650.p00  tons  of  shipping  to 
2.000.000  tons  monthly;  in  other  words,  perhaps  half  of  the  tonnage 
of  the  German  merchant  marine  would  have  to  be  devoted  solely 
to  the  Job  of  supplying  60.000  soldiers.  If  this  force  were  to  k>e 
doubled,  the  shipping  tonnage  necessary  would  be  doubled;  to  supply 
an  army  of  1.000.000  men  in  this  hemisphere  would  require  at  the 
very  least  13.000.000  tens  of  shipping.  Economically  and  commer- 
cially the  problem  seems  Impossible;  not  even  Britain,  or  a  combina- 
tion of  Britain  and  Germany,  has  sufficient  shipping  to  divert  such 
an  enormous  amount  of  It  from  their  ordinary  and  vital  trade  routes 
to  mUitary  purposes. 

We  do  not.  therefore,  have  to  fear  the  employment  of  mass  armies 
In  this  hemisphere;  the  most  we  have  to  guard  against  Is  the  pos- 
sible transportation  of  a  small  expeditionary  force. 

There  are  now  pending  various  proposals  for  the  Increase  In  size 
of  our  Army — some  of  them  mvolving  relatively  small  but  necessary 


numerical  Increases,  others  a  basic  change  In  the  whole  fundamental 
structure  of  our  defense  forces,  a  basic  change  indeed  In  the  concept 
of  our  democracy.  In  the  latter  category  falls  the  suggestion,  now 
vigorously  pressed,  for  conscription.  Conscription  In  time  of  war 
can  be  Justified.  But  at  a  time  like  the  present  it  cannot  be  Justi- 
fied on  a  basis  of  hemisphere  defense,  for  no  such  mass  of  men  as 
conscription  would  provide  can  effectively  be  used  In  this  hemi- 
sphere— with  one  possible  exception:  If  we  were  preparing  for  a 
death  struggle  with  a  Japanized  Asia  and  with  a  completely  Ger- 
manized E^iro(>e  in  which  all  the  navies  and  merchant  marine  and 
shipbuilding  facilities  of  the  Continent  were  in  German  hands — a 
possibility  which  we  have  previously  discussed  and  considered  to  b« 
most  unlikely. 

Events  do  not  warrant  the  painting  of  the  International  picture  In 
such  black  overtones  as  this.  But  whether  or  not  conscription  la 
genuinely  needed,  it  should  never  be  endorsed  except  after  careful 
consideration  and  with  an  understanding  of  the  basic  change  In  our 
lives  and  our  ovistoms  that  it  will  entail.  Invocation  of  a  compul- 
sory-service act  has  many  arguments  in  its  favor,  but  it  should  be 
clearly  understood  that  its  adoption  would  create  a  profound,  last- 
ing, and  Inescapable  change  in  the  economic,  social,  and  political 
life  of  our  country  and  might  well  retard  the  growth  of  our  civiliza- 
tion. A  measure  of  such  consequence  If  enacted  in  time  of  peace 
may  become  a  permanent  part  of  our  Institutions;  It  should  not. 
therefore,  be  considered  by  Congress  in  this  era  of  hysteria,  but.  if 
Intended  as  a  permanent  measure,  only  In  a  time  of  calm  calcula- 
tion. On  the  other  hand,  If  conscription  Is  needed  merely  as  a 
temporary  emergency  measure  to  last  for  the  duration  of  the  emer- 
gency, then  the  emergency  ought  to  be  defined;  if  the  international 
picture  is  black  enough  to  warrant  conscription,  then  the  President 
should  declare  a  state  of  national  emergency  or  Congress  should 
declare  a  state  of  war. 

And  if  the  Army  can  fUl  its  minimum  needs  In  men  without  con- 
scription there  are  still  some  valid  arguments  for  it — but  the  most 
important,  the  need  for  manpower,  falls  by  the  wajrslde.  And  we 
have  not  yet  even  had  a  chance  to  try  to  fill  otir  requirements  by 
voluntary  recruiting. 

What  are  those  requirements?  The  functions  and  responsibilities 
of  our  land  forces  are  several.  First,  our  Regular  Army  must  provide 
garrisons  and  defenses  for  Army.  Navy,  and  air  bases  now  estab- 
lished, or  to  be  established.  This  may  require  eventually  125.000  to 
150.000  men.  with  the  most  heavily  guarded  points  the  Panama 
Canal.  Hawaii.  Puerto  Rico,  and  several  points  in  the  Alaskan-Aleu- 
tian area.  Second,  the  Regular  Army  must  provide  the  nucleus  or 
cadre  for  coast  defense  and  antiaircraft  troops  to  make  our  con- 
tinental base  within  the  United  States  secure;  It  must  have  8  to 
15  men  per  plane  to  operate  its  air  force;  it  must  provide  officers 
and  instructors  to  train  the  National  Guard  and  to  form  the  skeletal 
structure  upon  which  a  large  mass  Army  may  t>e  built  up  In  case  of 
necessity  after  M  day.  And.  under  our  broadened  responsibilities 
of  hemisphere  defense,  it  has  another  function  of  recent  develop- 
ment. It  must  provide  a  field  force,  highly  trained,  fully  equipped, 
instantly  ready  for  transportation  as  an  expeditionary  force  any- 
where within  the  Western  Hemisphere — to  queU.  with  the  help  of 
the  Navy  and  air  force,  alien-inspired  revolutions,  to  seize  an  ad- 
vanced base,  to  repel  an  attack  or  hold  an  area,  until  larger  forces  are 
transported.  If  necessary,  to  assist  It.  Such  a  force  certainly  need  be 
no  larger  than  150.000  men — perhaps  half  that  number — about  the 
number  with  which  Germany,  only  100  miles  away,  seized  Norway, 
Adding  to  this  the  numbers  required  for  the  Army's  other  functions, 
the  Regular  Army,  even  to  fulfill  Its  broadened  responsibilities,  need 
be  no  larger  than  400.000  men.  if  that  large.  Our  present  enlisted 
strength  Is  about  228.000;  authorized  strength  is  280,000;  a  further 
increase  is  Indicated,  but  it  should  not  be  hard  to  fill  the  necessary 
quota  by  voluntary  recruiting. 

The  National  Guard  should  be  reorganized  and  Its  duties  redefined. 
Those  duties  should  fall  into  two  distinct  categories.  First,  the 
guard  should  furnish  the  major  portion  of  the  forces  which  would 
provide  coast  and  antiaircraft  defense  for  this  country.  Home  guard 
units — some  of  them  composed  of  older  men — ought  to  be  created 
to  provide  such  protection  for  their  own  localities.  And  the  other 
part  of  the  guard,  consisting  of  younger  men  selected  for  their 
physical  fitness,  should  be  organized  and  trained  in  peacetime  to 
provide  a  field  force  of  perhaps  9  to  12  divisions  to  replace  the 
Regular  Army  field  force  If  that  force  should  be  sent  out  of  the 
coimtry.  to  supplement  it.  if  required,  for  continental  defense.  The 
authorized  strength  of  the  guard  today  is  about  235,000  men.  No 
Increase  Is  contemplated  under  the  President's  present  plans;  it 
should,  however,  have  an  increment  of  strength,  primarily  to  furnish 
very  considerably  expanded  forces  of  antiaircraft  and  home-defense 
purposes. 

This  reorganized  and  strengthened  Army  needs  above  aU  to  be  a 
balanced  Army,  with  the  prof>er  number  of  antiaircraft  units,  the 
proper  number  of  mechanized  divisions,  etc.  Despite  the  graphic 
lessons  of  the  war  there  is  as  yet  no  indication  that  our  future  plans 
have  been  altered  to  fit  those  lessons;  there  is  as  yet  no  evidence  that 
the  Importance  of  the  gasoline  engine  in  war  has  been  fully  realized. 

DRAFTING  OF  CAPFTAL  IK  TIMS  OF  WAS         « 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  there  appeared  in  this  morning's 
New  York  Times  a  very  good  editorial  under  the  heading 
of  "To  defend  America."  The  editorial  is  in  support  of  a 
draft  law  to  draft  men.    I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  tbe 
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editorial  be  printed  In  the  Record  at  this  point  as  part  of 
ay  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

TO    OKTEIVD    AMKUCA 

We  congratulate  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee  on  Its 
sound  judgment  and  farslghtPd  patriotism  in  approving  the  essen- 
tial principles  of  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill.  The  case  for  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military  training 
at  thLs  time  and  in  this  crisis  Is  overwhelming.  Every  develop- 
ment In  a  war  which  can  readily  leap  from  Europe  to  this  hemispherCj 
clearly  shows  the  critical  importance,  for  national  defense,  not 
only  of  modern  mechanized  eqviipmfnt  but  of  a  personnel  trained 
to  operate  such  equipment.  Adequate  personnel  cannot  be  pro- 
vided by  voluntary  enlistment.  Experience  proves  that  to  the  hilt.' 
The  only  possible  alternative  for  a  free  democracy  Is  a  democratic 
system  of  training  and  service  m  which  every  male  American  of 
proper  age  shares  equally  the  responsibility  of  defending  the  only 
way  of  life  which  he  believes  to  be  worth  living. 

It  is  particularly  gratifying  that  the  Senate  committee  has  left 
Intact  the  proposal  for  a  general  registration  of  all  men  between 
the  ages  of  18  and  64.  even  though  only  selected  groups  of  those 
between  the  ages  of  21  and  45  will  be  called  immediately  for  train- 
ing The  advantages  of  a  general  registration  are  manifest.  Not 
only  win  It  serve  notice  on  other  Intereeted  nations  that  we  are 
taking  the  full  measure  of  our  man  power,  if  the  proper  questions 
are  asked  and  the  resulting  answers  are  promptly  organized,  we 
shall  have'  Invaluable  information  here  about  the  numbers  and 
the  ages  and  the  location  of  specially  trained  men — skilled  me-  < 
chanlcs.  technicians,  etc —whose  services  will  be  needed  at  special 
points  in  the  defense  program.  It  was  one* of  Britain's  major  mis- 
takes that  a  similar  census  of  skilled  labor  In  that  country  was 
pofitponed  until  long  after  the  emergency  arose.  We  must  not 
make  the  same  mistake  The  plan  for  a  general  registration  is  an 
Integral  part  of  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill.  Its  importance  can- 
not be  too  strongly  .stressed. 

The  attitude  of  the  committee  is  so  favorable,  and  the  demand 
of  the  country  for  adequate  defense  is  so  unmistakable  that  there 
Is  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  bill  will  be  taken  up  next  week, 
considered  fairly,  and  promptly  passed.  We  have  here  a  further 
Illustration  of  the  great  gain  that  was  achieved  when  public  opin- 
ion prevailed  over  the  President's  wish  to  have  Congress  adjourn 
before  the  conventions.  Had  that  course  been  followed,  the  taking 
cf  this  necessary  step  would  have  been  delayed  for  many  months. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  on  the  same  page  there  is  a 
lengthy  article  under  the  heading  of  "In  the  Nation — Prob- 
lems of  contracts  for  defense- work  program,"  by  Mr.  Arthur 
Krock.  In  this  article  he  discusses  the  difficulty  of  our  de- 
fense program  so  far  as  contracts  are  concerned.  I  have  a 
feeling  that  some  of  the  captains  of  industry  are  getting  all 
set  for  a  "killing"  in  profits  out  of  our  defense  program.  I 
have  heard — and  it  is  only  hearsay  so  far — that  the  Defense 
Committee  is  planning  to  let  contracts  for  the  construction  of 
airplane  factories,  and  that  the  Government  is  to  lend  money, 
100  percent,  for  the  construction  of  the  plant,  and  then  to 
lend  money  for  the  operation  of  the  plant,  and  to  sign  a  con- 
tract whereby  this  money  is  to  be  paid  back  out  of  the  profits 
of  the  business,  and  leave  the  contractor,  a  private  contractor, 
owning  the  factory  afterward. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  like  it.  I  realize  that  we  are  in  an 
emergency,  but  I  think  that  is  all  the  more  reason  why  it  is 
unjMitriotic  for  any  private  concern  to  undertake  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  situation  in  order  to  make  a  "killing"  In 
profits. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  considering  in  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  a  bill  to  draft  men.  a  bill  for  compulsory  military 
training.  We  learned  in  the  World  War  that  there  is  only 
one  fair,  systematic,  and  democratic  method  of  raising  an 
army  of  men.  and  that  is  by  a  selective  draft  method.  By 
the  same  token  I  think  we  should  have  learned  from  the 
World  War  that  in  case  of  war  we  need  men,  money,  and 
materials.  Yet  there  is  no  plan  on  foot  for  a  systematic 
method  for  raising  money  in  a  manner  equally  mandatory 
with  that  used  to  call  men  to  the  colors.  Therefore.  Mr. 
President,  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  read  a  bill  which 
I  wish  to  introduce  at  this  time. 

The  MrriNG  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be 
read. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.     The  bill  is  very  short. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  merelj'  wish  to  ask  a  question. 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 


Mr.  WHEELER.  The  other  day  I  happened  to  run  across 
a  quotation  from  Daniel  Webster,  a  great  statesman  of  his 
time.  Webster  was  talking  about  conscription  generally.  He 
was  not  talking  about  it  in  peacetime  or  wartime,  but  in 
general.  He  stated  that  the  Government  had  a  much 
greater  right  to  conscript  profits  than  to  conscript  lives.  If 
we  are  in  such  an  emergency  that  it  is  necessary  to  con- 
script the  lives  of  the  yoimg  men  of  the  country,  then  I 
think  we  ougnt  to  go  all  the  way  and  conscript  profits. 
Those  who  have  property  and  money  are  anxious  to  have  us 
conscript  the  lives  of  the  boys;  but,  cf  course,  we  must  not 
touch  their  dollars.  If  we  are  to  conscript  youth,  let  us 
conscript  property  as  well. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Allow  me  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana and  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  that  if  they  will  only 
wait  a  short  time,  the  Finance  Committee  will  do  a  little 
drafting  of  peace-time  profits  through  an  excess-profits  tax, 
and  of  war  pA)fits  through  another  bill.  We  have  already 
had  a  preliminary  meeting,  and  next  Monday  the  committee 
will  go  to  work  to  draft  excess  profits.  The  object  of  the  ex- 
cess-profits tax  is  to  draft  excess  profits  caused  by  a  state  of 
war.  I  hope  the  Senators  will  have  their  desire  gratified.  I 
strongly  favor  such  a  program,  and  we  propose  to  carry  it 
out.  However,  Senators  will  receive  many  letters  from  those 
who  write  to  them  about  preparedness  and  who  advocate  the 
greatest  army  in  the  world,  but  who  say,  "We  do  not  think 
you  ought  to  levy  any  taxes  to  do  it."  If  we  get  into  the  war. 
we  will  win  it  if  we  can;  but  somethmg  besides  the  will  to 
Win  is  required  to  raise  armies  and  maintain  navies.  The 
people  of  the  United  States  might  as  well  make  up  their  minds 
that  we  shall  have  to  tax  them,  tax  them,  and  tax  them,  to 
carry  out  the  program. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  both  Senators  for  their 
contributions.  It  is  an  encouraging  thing  to  hear  from  a 
member  of  the  Finance  Committee,  the  Senator  from  Texas, 
that  the  committee  is  preparing  an  excess -profits -tax  bill. 
The  Senator  made  a  fine  and  noble  fight  for  a  profits  tax 
when  the  last  revenue  bill  was  before  us,  and  his  amendment 
was  agreed  to  by  this  body.  However,  even  an  excess-profits 
tax  cannot  reach  any  of  the  profits  which  result  from  a  sys- 
tem of  financing  war  by  means  of  tax-exempt  bonds  pur- 
chased on  a  voluntary  basis.  That  is  the  problem  with  which 
my  bill  deals,  and  I  ask  that  the  bill  be  read  at  this  time. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be 
read. 

The  bill  (S.  4213)  to  prevent  profiteering  and  to  make  the 
financial  resources  of  the  Nation  available  to  the  Government 
for  purposes  of  national  defense  on  the  same  mandatory  basis 
as  manpower,  was  read  the  first  time  by  its  title  and  the  sec- 
ond time  at  length,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  President  shall  set  up  a  plan  for 
drafting  the  tise  of  money  according  to  each  Individual's  ability  to 
lend.  Such  a  plan  shall  not  permit  profits,  high  Interest  rates,  or 
tax  exemptions 

Sec.  2.  The  President  is  hereby  authorized  to  provide  for  such 
boards  and  agencies  and  to  promulgate  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sbc.  3.  The  same  penalties  shall  apply  for  noncompliance  to  the 
draft  of  money  as  apply  for  noncompliance  to  the  draft  of  men. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  there  seems  to  be  a  misimder- 
standing  among  a  number  of  us,  some  believing  that  a  tax 
bill  is  a  method  of  financmg  war.  It  is  true  that  it  helps  to 
pay  the  bill.  It  is  one  way  in  which  we  can  raise  money. 
However,  in  the  World  War  we  had  to  borrow.  We  had  to 
beg  for  money  to  finance  the  war.  Even  now.  as  we  are 
facing  a  defense  program  while  we  are  at  peace,  it  will  be 
necessary  for  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  sell  bonds 
In  order  to  finance  the  defense  program.    ' 

The  point  I  am  making  is  that  if  in  peacetime  the  emer- 
gency is  such  as  to  require  us  to  draft  men,  by  the  same  token 
the  emergency  is  enough  to  cause  us  to  draft  money  instead 
of  borrowing  it  on  a  voluntary  basis,  paying  interest  on  it, 
and  guaranteeing  tax  exemption,  which  would  allow  more 
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and  more  of  the  wealth  of  the  United  States  to  get  into  the 
storm  cellar  of  tax  exemption,  where  it  could  not  be  reached 
by  the  excess- profits  tax  advocated  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  or  by  any  excess  war-profits  tax,  income  tax,  or  any 
other  kind  of  tax.  We  are  confronted  with  the  problem  of 
raising  money  to  finance  the  defense  program.  That  prob- 
lem is  now  at  our  doorstep.  Are  we  to  raise  money  by  the 
voltmtary  method,  while  wc  are  conscripting  men  by  a  com- 
pulsory method?  The  purpose  of  my  bill  is  to  meet  that 
problem.  The  two  questions  involved  are:  First,  shall  people 
buy  war  bonds  on  a  voluntary  or  mandatory  bsisis?  and, 
second,  shall  such  transactions  result  in  profit  to  the 
individual? 

I  introduced  and  have  had  pending  on  the  calendar  of 
the  Senate  for  2  years  a  bill  which  works  out  in  detail  the 
machinery  for  carrying  out  the  object  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, but  some  object  to  the  details.  Therefore  the  present 
bill  is  introduced.  There  are  those  who,  so  long  as  a  thing 
is  in  general  language,  will  give  their  support  to  it.  They  will 
say,  "I  am  for  the  general  principle,  but  I  object  to  this  par- 
ticular bill."  So  far  as  I  can  learn,  my  bill  is  the  only  effort 
which  has  been  made  in  the  history  of  the  United  States  to 
translate  the  proposition  of  drafting  capital  into  statutory 
language.  There  is  not  much  choice  as  between  this  bill  and 
some  other  bill  which  might  have  the  same  objective. 

I  presume  that  at  some  time  or  other  every  Member  of  this 
body  has  committed  himself  to  the  ex-service  men's  proposal 
that  in  time  of  war  we  should  have  a  universal  draft  which 
would  draft  men,  money,  and  materials,  the  three  things  nec- 
essary to  win  a  war.  I  presume  that  at  some  time  or  other 
every  Member  of  this  body  has  subscribed  to  that  general 
principle.  I  should  like  to  know  to  what  extent  we  intend 
to  carry  out  such  a  pledge.  If  we  have  made  it. 

You  say,  "I  favor  the  general  proposition."  Here  is  a  bill 
that  lays  down  nothing  but  the  naked  principle  of  drafting 
money  as  well  as  men,  and  calling  for  money  to  finance  this 
program  in  the  same  mandatory  manner  in  which  we  call 
for  men. 

In  the  last  war  It  cost  this  Government  $45,878,000  simply 
to  beg  for  the  money  necessary  to  finance  the  war.  We  called 
men  to  the  colors  by  mandate,  and  yet  we  fed  those  men  by 
popular  subscription.  We  got  disabled  soldiers,  crippled  sol- 
diers, and  sent  them  all  over  the  country  showing  themselves 
and  their  broken  bodies  in  order  to  soften  people's  hearts 
enough  to  get  them  to  buy  enough  bonds  to  keep  feeding  the 
rest  of  the  soldiers  who  were  in  the  trenches.  To  me,  that 
sort  of  thing  is  an  outrage. 

A  country  as  rich  as  the  United  States  Is  going  to  say  to  the 
boys  of  America  in  a  few  days,  "We  command  you  to  report 
for  training."  Are  we  going  to  raise  the  money  to  pay  these 
contracts  by  going  to  Wall  Street  and  making  the  bonds  so 
attractive  by  putting  the  Interest  so  high,  as  we  did  in  the 
World  War,  that  they  are  going  to  be  sold  by  the  profit  incen- 
tive method,  and  put  that  money  in  a  storm  cellar  where  no 
tax  bill  can  reach  it?  I  want  to  know  if  we  are  going  to  do 
that  again,  if  we  are  going  to  allow  a  crop  of  millionaires  to 
come  out  of  this  emergency. 

Who  made  the  most  profits  out  of  the  World  War?  It  has 
been  shown  that  more  money  was  made  in  the  field  of  finance 
than  WEis  made  in  the  field  of  manufacture.  We  can  recover 
much  of  the  profits  made  in  the  field  of  commerce  and  in- 
dustry by  taxes  of  different  kinds,  but  we  cannot  touch  the 
profits  made  in  the  field  of  finance. 

Up  to  1934  we  had  paid  in  interest  alone  on  the  war  bonds 
$12,000,000,000.  Many  of  the  boys  who  participated  in  the 
war  quit  jobs  paying  $7  to  $10  a  day,  and  took  a  job  in  the 
Army  at  a  dollar  a  day  and  a  chance  to  die. 

You  say  we  cannot  pay  for  patriotism.  That  is  true;  but 
there  is  no  use  in  penalizing  patriotism.  It  cost  the  average 
boy  who  quit  a  Job  at  day-labor  wages  of  $7  a  day,  and  served 
the  average  period  of  time  of  16  Va  months,  $2,500  in  order  to 
be  patriotic. 

Then  he  came  home  and  went  to  work  pajring  taxes  to  pay 
the  profits  of  the  millionaires  who  had  made  their  millions 


out  of  financing  the  war  which  he  had  to  fight.  I  want  a  bill 
enacted  that  will  prevent  men  from  profiteering  out  of  a 
war  that  calls  for  such  sacrifice  on  the  part  of  the  soldiers. 

In  the  World  War  we  sold  bonds.  Many  of  the  soldiers 
had  to  buy  those  bonds  under  pressure.  Many  employees, 
stenographers,  and  clerks  had  to  buy  those  bonds.  As  soon 
as  they  paid  for  them  they  needed  money,  and  they  dis- 
counted the  bonds  and  sold  them,  some  of  them  as  low  as 
80  cents  on  the  dollar.  The  bonds  wound  up  in  the  hands 
of  the  big  bankers,  who  made  that  profit  out  of  the  loss  of 
the  fellow  who  was  least  able  to  bear  it.  Not  only  that ;  Uttle 
Iji2zle  Smith,  a  stenographer,  bought  a  l>ond  because  she  was 
patriotic  or  because  her  employer  put  pressure  on  her.  She 
was  not  able  to  pay  cash  for  it.  "The  banker,  perhaps  in  all 
good  faith,  said  to  her,  "I  will  lend  you  the  money  and  take 
the  bond  as  security."  In  some  cases  the  banker  bought  the 
bond  and  arranged  to  have  her  make  installment  payments. 
Her  plans  were  changed;  she  made  a  few  payments  and  did 
hot  finish  {laying  for  the  bond,  and  she  lost  what  she  had 
paid,  but  somebody  else  gained  by  that  loss. 

Not  only  that;  war  causes  inflation.  The  voluntary  S3^tem 
of  financing  war  through  the  sale  of  Irands  at  the  peak  of 
the  inflation  means  that  we  borrow  50-cent  dollars,  and  when 
we  pay  back  there  is  deflation,  and  we  pay  back  150-cent 
dollars.  There  is  a  tremendous  unearned  increment  which  is 
not  only  allowed  but  guaranteed  under  our  old  system  of 
financing  war  through  the  voluntary  sale  of  bonds. 

Not  only  that;  ordinarily  in  peacetimes  Gtovemment  bonds 
bear  2  percent  interest  or  less,  but  during  the  World  War  we 
paid  as  high  as  4%  percent  interest.  In  other  words.  Members 
of  this  body,  unless  we  change  our  plan  of  financing  we  are 
simply  issuing  this  invitation  to  the  big  boys^:  'Come  on  in, 
boys,  and  profiteer.  We  will  guarantee  you  double  interest 
rates.  We  will  guarantee  you  exemption  from  taxation.  Come 
on  in  and  profiteer."  No  wonder  there  was  a  crop  of  22,000 
millionaires  made  out  of  a  war  that  cost  our  buddies  so  much 
in  blood  and  money  and  in  personal  sacrifice. 

The  argument  was  made  during  the  World  War  while  we 
were  selling  the  bonds,  "Why.  this  is  a  good  thing.  It  forces 
savings  upon  the  little  fellow."  Did  it?  The  fellow  who 
needed  the  savings  was  not  able  to  keep  the  bond.  He  dis- 
counted and  sold  it;  and  so,  when  it  was  paid  off,  did  he 
get  the  money?  No;  he  had  already  taken  his  loss  on  the 
bond,  and  it  wound  up  in  the  hands  of  a  big  fellow,  and  the 
big  purchaser  is  the  one  who  benefited  by  it. 

I  want  a  plan  of  financing  that  will  say  to  the  people, 
'Tour  credit  is  needed  in  the  ratio  and  In  accordance  with 
your  ability  to  lend  on  a  fair  basis.  Just  as  fair  as  the  income 
tax,  according  to  ability  to  pay."  Just  as  we  tax  according 
to  ability  ^o  pay,  I  lielieve  we  should  borrow  according  to 
ability  to  lend.  It  would  be  just  as  ridiculous  to  say  that  a 
tax  should  be  voluntary  as  it  is  to  say  that  we  should  raise 
money  for  financing  war,  or  preparation  for  war,  or  national 
defense,  on  a  voluntary  basis. 

Would  you  leave  to  a  man  whether  or  not  he  should  pay 
his  taxes?  Would  you  leave  to  a  man  how  much  taxes  he 
should  pay?  Then  why,  when  we  go  out  to  raise  money, 
should  we  leave  to  the  purchaser  of  a  bond  how  much  he  will 
buy?  Why  should  we  leave  it  to  his  patriotism?  Why 
should  we  leave  it  to  the  pressure  of  a  high-pressure  com- 
mittee? Why  should  we  leave  it  to  his  desire  for  profits  on 
high-interest-bearing  bonds?  None  of  them  are  fair  criteria 
for  determining  the  amount  of  credit  that  each  individual 
should  lend  to  his  Government  in  case  of  a  national  crisis. 
Why  not  lay  it  down  as  a  matter  of  principle  that  we  say 
that  the  Government  should  borrow  in  proportion  to  men's 
ability  to  lend,  just  as  we  take  soldiers  according  to  their 
availability  for  service? 

You  say  to  me.  It  is  difficult  to  work  out  such  a  plan.  Are 
you  saying  that  it  is  more  difficult  to  work  out  something  that 
can  he  figured  out  by  mathematical,  precise  methods,  such 
as  dollars  and  cents,  than  it  is  to  determine  the  human  equa- 
tion as  to  which  boy  can  better  go  in  the 'first  draft,  and 
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which  one  can  better  go  In  the  second  and  the  third  and 
the  fourth  and  the  fifth  drafts? 

In  case  there  are  some  who  want  a  little  more  detail  of 
the  plan.  I  send  to  the  desk  another  bill  which  carries  out 
the  plan  in  further  detail,  and  ask  that  it  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objec- 
tion, the  bill  will  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  LEE.  If  the  Senator  will  allow  me  just  5  minutes 
more.  I  will  yield  to  him.  -r- 

Mr.  HARRISON.  My  only  purpose  in  seeking  to  intemipd 
the  Senator  is  because  the  Senator  asked  that  the  bill  go 
to  the  Military  Affairs  Committee.  I  have  not  read  the  bill, 
but  there  is  a  question  whether  it  ought  to  go  to  the  Finance 
Committee  or  the  Military  Affairs  Committee.  That  is  why 
I  am  raising  the  point  now. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  that  notice.  I  wish  to 
say  that,  of  course,  there  are  many  bills  which  come  before 
this  body  which  in  all  fairness  could  be  assigned  to  one  or 
two  or  sometimes  three  committees.  In  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  right  now  we  are  deciding  on  a  bill  to  draft  men. 
That  bill  deals  with  men's  services  and  their  pay. 

One  might  just  as  w^ell  argue  that  that  bill  should  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  as  to  argue 
that  this  bill  should  be  referred  to  the  Finance  Committee. 
I  cannot  argue  to  the  Senator  that  the  bill  does  not  deal  with 
finance,  but  I  do  say  that  it  does  not  have  anything  to  do 
with  revenue. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  merely  wish  to  serve  notice  on  the  Sen- 
ator that  if.  after  studying  the  bill,  it  should  be  our  opinion 
that  it  ought  to  be  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, that  the  proper  committee  to  handle  this  question  of 
finance  would  be  that  committee.  I  should  certainly  make  a 
motion  to  have  the  bill  referred  l)ack  to  the  Finance 
Committee. 

Mr.  LEE.  The  Senator  means,  then.  I  take  it,  that  before 
the  bill  would  come  before  this  body  the  Senator  would  make 
a  motion  to  have  it  referred  to  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  I  should  be  convinced  that  that  is  the 
proper  course. 

Mr.  LEE.  The  Senator  does  not  object  to  its  going  first  to 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  then? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  No;  I  just  want  to  serve  notice  on  the 
Senator  now  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  LEE.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Very  well.  The 
bill  will  go  to  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  for  the  present. 

The  bill  (S.  4214)  to  mobilize  financial  resources  by  drafting 
money  according  to  the  ability  to  lend  was  read  twice  by  its 
title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  in  the  plan  I  have  in  mind  for 
drafting  money  I  do  not  have  in  mind  taxes.  No  government 
has  ever  been  able  to  pay  for  a  war  as  it  fought  the  war. 
Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to  borrow.  It  is  necessary  either  to 
take  money  from  accumulated  savings  or  to  mortgage  the 
future.  Therefore  it  is  necessary  to  borrow.  I  am  referring 
to  the  borrowing  phase  of  financing  national  defense  for  war. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  While  the  Senator's  bill  of  course  is  not 
before  the  Senate.  I  have  read  it.  and  if  the  Senator  will 
permit  me.  I  should  like  to  call  his  attention  to  what  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  valid  objection  to  it.  No  attempt  is  made  in 
the  bill  to  set  up  a  law  for  drafting  money.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  on  the  general  proposition  he  so  eloquently  discusses, 
but  the  bill  merely  says  that  the  President  shall  make  a  law 
and  put  it  in  force. 

In  the  first  place,  it  seems  to  me  that  is  not  fair  to  the 
President.  It  is  having  him  do  something  which  up  to  this 
time  no  one  has  contended  it  is  not  the  duty  of  the  Congress 
to  do.  We  should  assume  the  resp)onsibility,  even  though,  as 
I  concede,  it  is  a  difBcult  one  to  work  out.  It  is  a  difficult 
thing  to  work  out  all  of  the  ramifications  of  such  a  law. 


Mr.  LEE.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  in  Senate  bill 
1650  a  law  is  worked  out  in  every  detail. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Let  us  pass  that. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  stated  awhile  ago,  and  I  am  glad  I  have  an 
opportimity  to  repeat,  that  my  reason  for  Introducing  the 
bill  I  am  now  discussing,  which  is  merely  one  stating  the  bare 
principle,  is  that  first  objection  would  be  found  to  one  detail 
and  then  another. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Exactly;  and  objection  will  be  found  when 
the  President  makes  the  law. 

Mr.  LEE.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  From  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other 
will  be  the  cry  going  up  everywhere  that  we  are  making  a 
dictator  of  the  President,  and  every  sentence  and  every  para- 
graph will  be  criticized  and  condemned,  when  the  respon- 
sibility is  really  ours. 

Mr.  LEE.    I  agree  with  the  Senator's  statement. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  we  should  assiune  the  responsibility, 
if  we  are  to  pass  any  law  at  all. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  am  wilhng  to  do  that;  but  the  Senator  realizes 
w^hat  one  is  up  against  when  he  brings  in  a  bill  providing 
for  all  the  details.  I  desire  to  get  an  expression  on  the  prin- 
ciple, because  nearly  every  Member  of  this  body  with  whom 
I  have  talked  about  this  matter  has  said,  at  some  time  or 
other.  "I  favor  the  principle",  but  this  reason  or  that  reason 
Is  a  valid  objection  to  your  bill." 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  will  admit  that  the  bill  he 
has  proposed  carries  out  no  detail  whatever.  It  does  not 
even  suggest  a  plan.  It  is  a  bare  attempt,  whether  right  or 
wrong,  for  Congress  to  jump  out  from  under  the  responsibility 
and  put  it  all  over  to  the  President,  and  say,  "Here,  you  pass 
this  law." 

Mr.  LEE.  I  assure  the  Senator  that  Is  not  the  spirit  in 
which  it  was  introduced:  and  if  I  had  not  already  2  years 
before  introduced  a  bill  (S.  1650)  worked  out  in  detail,  I 
think  perhaps  the  Senator  would  t>e  in  a  fair  position  to  say 
that  that  was  what  I  was  tn^lng  to  do.  I  was  introducing 
the  bill  I  have  been  discussing.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator, 
with  the  hope  of  focusing  attention  on  the  principle,  and  with 
the  hope  that  we  would  work  out  a  bill  which  would  do  the 
very  thing  I  am  proposing,  and  I  had  hoped  to  call  more 
attention  to  that  proposition.  I  wanted  to  center  debate  on 
the  fundamental  principle  of  whether  or  not  we  should  draft 
capital.  Every  time  I  bring  up  the  complete  bill  which  pro- 
vides the  machinery  for  actually  drafting  money  the  argu- 
ment revolves  aroimd  some  Inconsequential  about  which  I  am 
not  concerned.  Therefore  I  used  this  method  of  centering 
attention  on  the  fundamental  principle. 

As  to  the  second  bill,  the  one  which  I  have  Just  introduced, 
it  is  worked  out  in  a  little  more  detail,  but  It  does  not  cover 
all  the  details  covered  in  the  other  one.  In  other  words.  I  am 
willing  to  do  anything  at  all  to  focus  attention  upon  this 
important  problem  at  this  important  time.  That  was  the 
purpose  and  the  spirit  in  which  I  introduced  the  bill.  I  grant 
everything  the  Senator  says,  and  that  is  my  view,  but  it  was 
introduced  simply  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  were  objecting 
to  details  when  I  wanted  to  discuss  the  principle.  I  wanted 
to  know  if  they  favored  the  principle. 

Mr.  WHEELER.   Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  does  not  think  the  President 
wculd  dbject  to  our  granting  him  the  authority  covered  by 
the  bill,  does  he? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  have  not  discussed  that  with  the  President. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  the  Senator  know  alx>ut  that?  Does 
the  President  want  to  get  this  authority,  and  have  we  not 
stamina  enough,  even  if  he  does  want  it.  not  to  give  it  to 
him?  It  is  our  responsibility,  and  we  should  assume  it.  and 
we  should  have  courage  to  do  what  is  proposed  if  it  is  done 
at  all.  It  is  not  fair  to  the  President.  I  do  not  have  any  idea 
that-  he  wants  to  take  this  responsibility.  The  cry  has  been 
raised  against  the  President  for  the  last  2  years  that  he  wants 
to  be  a  dictator.  It  seems  to  me  this  bill  comes  pretty  near  to 
making  him  a  dictator. 


Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  yield? 

Mr.  LEE     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska, although  I  did  not  hear  the  bill  in  detail,  that  Con- 
gress cannot  give  the  President  the  authority;  we  cannot 
delegate  our  legislative  authority. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Tlien  what  is  the  use  trying  to  do  that? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  trying  it.  I  am 
agreeing  with  the  Senator,  but  for  the  benefit  of  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma.  I  should  like  to  advise  him  that  we  could 
not  give  up  our  legislative  power  and  confer  it  on  the  Presi- 
dent, even  if  we  desired  to  do  so.    We  cannot  do  it. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  do  not  want  to.  and  I  am  sure  the  President 
does  not  want  it.  but  I  must  repeat,  in  the  legislative  field,  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  himself  has  prot>abIy  led  in  finding 
different  devices  and  ways  of  calling  attention  to  something 
which  he  thought  was  worthy  in  order  to  focus  attention  on 
it.  and  to  get  interest  and  support  for  it.  That  is  my  only 
purpose;  and  my  first  plan  and  love,  so  to  speak,  is  the  bill  I 
introduced  3  years  ago.  which  has  been  on  the  Senate  Calendar 
for  2  years,  and  on  which  there  have  been  hearings,  which 
has  been  reported  favorably  by  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  2  successive  years,  and  is  worked  out  in  detail. 
In  effect,  it  merely  amounts  to  this,  that  in  such  an  emergency 
as  calls  for  the  drafting  of  manpower  the  Government  shall 
make  a  survey  of  the  financial  ability  of  different  people  to 
lend.  and.  on  the  basis  of  that,  issue  bonds  of  convenient  size, 
and  require  each  one  to  buy  his  share  of  the  bonds  as  the 
money  is  needed.  In  other  words,  it  merely  changes  the  old 
method  of  financing  war  in  three  major  particulars.  The 
purchase  of  the  bonds  shall  be  mandatory  instead  of  volun- 
tary, and  the  amount  purchased  shall  be  determined  by  a 
schedule,  which  is  all  worked  out  to  the  last  degree  in  the  bill, 
and  which  is  patterned  after  the  income-tax  schedule,  that 
each  person  shall  buy  in  accordance  with  his  ability,  iastead 
cf  as  a  result  of  pressure  or  {patriotism;  and  that,  third,  there 
Eball  be  no  profits  resulting  from  the  bonds. 

The  most  important  point  of  a  measure  to  draft  money,  or 
have  the  mandatory  power  to  mobilize  the  financial  resources 
of  the  country,  the  most  important  thing,  as  I  see  it,  is  that 
the  Ckivcrnment,  by  a  plan  like  that,  could  get  money  as  it  was 
needed.  It  is  true  that  the  voluntary  system  of  enrolling  men 
for  service  might  supply  us  with  the  men  we  need  at  first,  but 
the  trouble  is  that  we  get  too  many  at  one  time  and  not  enough 
at  another.  But  by  the  establishment  of  a  systematic  method 
cf  a  selective  draft.  Uncle  Sam  says  to  each  boy,  "When  I  need 
ycu.  I  will  call  you."  and  takes  them  in  a  systematic  manner. 
The  same  applies  to  money.  During  the  World  War  it  was 
argued  tliat  we  raised  all  the  money  we  needed  by  voluntary 
draft. 

Every  nation  that  has  ever  been  in  a  major  war  that  lasted 
a  long  time  has  come  to  the  point  where  it  could  no  longer 
raise  money  by  the  voluntary  method,  and  then  it  turned  to 
inflation,  and  started  printing  money,  and  destroyed  the  eco- 
nomic fabric  within  it.  The  worthless  currency  of  the  South 
and  the  depreciated  greenbacks  of  the  North,  during  the  Civil 
War.  showed  what  desperate  efforts  those  two  governments 
were  making  after  their  system  of  raising  money  by  the  vol- 
untary plan  had  broken  down. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator's  plan  is  devised  so  as  to 
make  people  buy  the  bonds,  but  it  does  not  go  to  the  ques- 
tion of  getting  the  money  to  pay  the  Iwnds,  dees  it? 

Mr.  LEE.    Yes;  it  docs. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Has  the  Senator  included  in  the  bill  a 
tax  schedule? 

Mr.  LEE.  No;  I  did  not  understand  what  the  Senator 
meant. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  For  these  bonds  we  make  them  buy  we 
will  have  to  pay  sometime.  How  are  we  to  pay  for  them 
unless  we  levy  taxes? 

Mr.  LEE.  The  Senator  is  correct;  he  cannot  get  an  argu- 
ment out  of  me  on  that. 


I  do  not  want  an  argument  with  the 


Mr.  CONNALLY. 
Senator. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  agree  100  percent  with  the  Senator's  plan  and 
am  for  it.  My  bill  has  one  paragraph  in  it  which  states — 
and  that  is  the  theory  of  it — that  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Con- 
gress that  as  fast  as  money  Is  collected  through  tax  bills 
which  Is  not  needed  immediately  by  the  Government,  it  shall 
be  used  to  pay  off  the  bonds.  In  other  words,  collect  the 
money  by  excess-profits  tax  on  the  one  hand,  and  pay  ofl  the 
bonds  as  we  collect  taxes  on  the  other. 

But  In  spite  of  that  we  still  have  to  borrow. 

What  happens  to  a  country  when  it  can  no  longer  raise 
money  by  a  voluntary  system?  It  turns  to  the  printing 
presses  and  destroys  itself  within  before  it  breaks  down  on 
the  front  line. 

Two  things  are  essential  to  win  a  war — men  and  money— 
and  if  you  have  one  and  do  not  have  the  other  you  are  still 
licked.  That  is  why  we  must  have  a  machinery  set-up  that 
can  reach  the  finances  of  the  country,  can  reach  the  wealth 
of  the  country. 

What  good  would  it  do  us  to  have  an  Army  of  3.000,000 
men  if  we  could  not  arm  those  men  and  feed  them  and  clothe 
them?    The  Constitution  recognized  that  when  it  said: 

C!ongress  shal!  have  power  to  raise  and  support  armies. 

"Raise  and  support" — two  words  connected  by  a  conjunc- 
tion. They  are  coexistent.  Congress  has  just  as  much  power 
to  equip  an  army  as  it  has  to  raise  an  army,  and  the  power  is 
just  as  mandatory,  and  to  do  one  is  to  do  the  other. 

We  Ivivc  the  power.  Why  not  use  it?  The  plan  simply 
means  that  you  can  get  the  money  when  you  need  it. 

Now,  those  who  want  the  old  system  may  argue,  "Well,  we 
oversubscribed  the  Liberty  bonds."  Let  us  see  about  that. 
We  oversubscribed  the  Liberty  l)onds,  that  is  true,  but  that 
statement  is  very  misleading.  We  can  only  understand  that 
after  we  visualize  the  tremendous  fiamboyant  campaign  that 
was  put  on  in  this  country  in  order  to  sell  those  bonds. 
Every  successive  campaign  for  the  sale  of  bonds  cost  just 
twice  as  much  as  the  preceding  one. 

What  about  the  oversubscription  of  the  bonds?  After  all 
the  high-pressure  salesmanship  that  could  be  exerted  by  the 
committees,  the  oversubscription  of  the  first  bond  issue  was 
52  percent;  the  oversubscription  of  the  second  bond  issue  was 
54  percent;  the  oversubscription  of  the  third  bond  issue  was 
39  percent,  and  the  oversubscription  of  the  fouith  bond  issue 
was  16V'2  percent.  The  oversubscription  of  the  fifth  bond 
issue  was  16%  percent.  In  other  words,  with  all  the  high  pres- 
sure and  all  the  ballyhoo  that  we  could  raise  in  America,  that 
greatest  campaign  of  propaganda  the  world  has  ever  known — 
the  oversubscription  dropped  from  52  percent  to  16%  percent. 

What  were  we  doing  with  respect  to  the  Interest  rate  at 
that  same  time  in  order  to  keep  selling  the  bonds,  in  order 
to  entice  the  money  out  of  hiding?  On  the  first  bonds  the 
interest  rate  was  3'/2  percent.  On  the  second  issue  of  bonds 
the  interest  rate  was  4  percent.  On  the  third  issue  of  l>onds 
the  interest  rate  was  4*4  percent,  and  on  the  last  issue  of 
bonds  the  Interest  rate  was  4%  percent.  And  If  war  had 
continued  there  is  no  telling  what  we  would  have  had  to  pay 
in  order  to  get  money. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  simply  want  to  call  attention  to  what 
might  be  misleading  in  what  the  Senator  has  said  with  re- 
spect to  the  rates  of  Interest.  As  I  remember — I  may  be 
wrong  about  it,  but  I  think  it  Is  a  well-remembered  fact  that 
the  first  issue  of  bonds  drew  S'/j  percent,  and  they  were  tax- 
free  entirely.  That  tax-free  element  did  not  apply  to  any 
subsequent  issues  of  bonds.    Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  LEE.  The  Senator  is  partially  correct.  "Riere  were 
tax  exemptions  connected  with  them,  but  there  were  also 

Mr.  NORRIS.  TTiere  were  tax  exemptions.  They  were,  as 
I  remember,  free  from  the  normal  tax,  but  not  free  from  the 
other  tax.  The  first  issue  was  entirely  tax-free,  except  as  to 
inheritance  tax. 

I  may  be  wrong,  of  course,  and  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa may  be  right,  but  I  still  believe  that  the  Senator  is  in 
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error  about  that  matter.    I  think  the  first  Issue  of  3Mj-percent 
bonds  was  entirely  tax-free. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  sneld? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska that  my  recollection  coincides  with  his  own.  I  know 
that  the  first  3'2-percent  bonds  were  absolutely  tax-exempt. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     That  is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  would  not  be  sure  about  the  estate 
tax,  but  I  am  sure,  though,  that  they  were  absolutely  tax 
exempt.  The  curious  thing  about  it  was  that  the  subsequent 
issues,  the  4»4's,  the  A^z's,  and  even  the  4%'s.  which  were 
subject  only  to  the  surtax,  were  selling  down  in  the  80s  and  in 
the  90's  when  the  3'2's  were  above  par.  because  of  the  tax- 
exemption  feature.    I  remember  that  distinctly. 

Mr.  LEE.  The  war  was  financed  by  tax-exempt  bonds. 
To  what  degree  each  issue  was  exempt  from  taxation  I  do  not 
remember.  But  the  fact  still  remains  that  the  first  bonds 
bore  3 '2-percent  interest,  the  next  issue  of  bonds  bore  4-per- 
cent interest,  the  next  issue  of  bonds  bore  4'4-percent  in- 
terest, and  the  last  issue  of  bonds  bore  434 -percent  interest, 
and  at  the  same  time  the  costs  for  selling  these  bonds  was 
doubled  with  every  successive  campaign,  and  the  campaign 
committees  will  admit  that  it  became  increasingly  more  difB- 
cult  to  sell  their  quota  of  bonds.  I  would  not  want  to  mislead 
anyone.  I  pay  tribute  to  those  who  went  out  and  sold  the 
bonds,  and  I  think  men  with  lesser  courage  and  lesser  energy 
than  they  would  have  failed  in  that  job.  That  is  why  I  think 
w(  ought  to  have  a  plan,  we  ought  to  have  the  machinery,  we 
ought  to  have  a  law  that  will  make  it  possible  for  the  Gov- 
ernment to  reach  out  and  get  the  financial  resources  of  this 
country  for  use  for  national  defense  just  as  we  are  planning 
a  system  for  the  Government  to  reach  out  and  get  the  man- 
power of  this  country  for  national  defense. 

I  thank  the  Senate  for  listening  to  me. 

I  THE   JUDICIARY 

Mr.  CONN'ALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
"  that  as  In  executive  session  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Steve  M. 
King,  to  be  United  States  district  attorney  for  the  eastern 
district  of  Texas,  be  confirmed. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objec- 
tion, the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  President  be  notified  of  the  confirmation  of  this 
nomination. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objec- 
tion, the  President  will  be  notified. 

"FIFTH   COLUMN"   HYSTERIA 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  a  statement  made 
by  Hon.  George  D.  Aiken.  Governor  of  Vermont,  on  June  8. 
1940.  warning  against  "fifth  column"  hysteria.  I  think  the 
statement  is  very  appropriate  at  this  time,  when  there  is  so 
much  hysteria  about  the  "fifth  column." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Governor  Aiken  on  the  "Fifth  Column" 

Following  Is  a  statement  made  by  Gov.  George  D.  Aiken,  of 
Vermont,  warning  against  "flftli  column"  hysteria  leading  to  per- 
secution of  refugees  which  was  Issued  June  8.  1940: 

"The  State  ot  Vermont  is  famed  for  the  quality  of  its  justice, 
but  a  situation  exists  today  that  casts  reflections  on  our  State. 
I  refer  to  the  several  instances  of  alleged  persecutions  of  refugees 
from  foreign  countries  now  living  in  Vermont  and  of  others  whose 
names  are  of  foreign  extraction  or  who  are  of  foreign  descent. 

!  MAT  HARM  INNOCTNT 

"Some  rumors  have  been  given  such  wide  publicity  as  to  cause 
irreparable  harm  to  innocent  people,  yet  investigation  has  proved 
that  to  date  not  one  single  charge  has  t>een  found  to  have  any 
foundation  In  fact.  The  only  law  that  has  t)een  broken  has  been 
broken  by  thoee  who  bear  false  witness  against  their  neighbor. 

•There  are  undoubtedly  foreign  agents  In  America.  There  may 
be  one  or  more  In  Vermont,  but  for  every  one  of  these  there  are  a 
thousand  loyal  citizens  of  foreign  extraction  who  came  to  America 
for  the  same  reasons  that  our  own  ancestors  rame — to  seek  liberty 
and  the  chance  to  earn  an  honest  living.  They  are  among  our 
most  enterprising  and  loyal  citizens.     And  many  are  here  because 


they  are  political  exiles  from  a  form  of  government  repugnant  to 
all  liberty-loving  people. 

TO   BE   DXCEMT 

"I  ask  all  Vermontcrs  to  be  decent  to  such  people  even  as  you 
would  want  people  to  be  decent  to  you  If  you  were  driven  from 
your  homeland  and  forced  to  live  In  virtual  exile. 

'If  you  feel  that  any  person's  activities  are  such  as  to  warrant 
Investigation,  report  the  matter  at  once  to  the  F.  B.  I.  at  Burlington. 

"Don't  shout  your  suspicions  from  the  roof  tops  lest  you  do  harm 
to  Innocent  people.  And  don't  be  swayed  by  the  sensational  charges 
of  publicity  seekers  who  would  call  attention  to  their  own  patri- 
otism by  decrying  that  of  others." 

PEACETIME  CONSCRIPTION 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  I  appreciate  the  fact 
that  our  honorable  colleague  who  now  presides  over  this  body, 
the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  In  the 
Senate,  is  extremely  anxious  to  resume  consideration  in  com- 
mittee of  the  conscription  bill  which  the  committee  is  now 
considering.  I  shall,  therefore,  consume  the  time  of  the 
Senate  for  only  a  very  brief  period. 

I  wish  to  approach  and  briefly  discuss  two  subjects  which 
were  brought  to  the  attention  of  this  body  today  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  VandenbercI.  In  refer- 
ence to  conscription,  he  mentioned  the  bill  which  is  now 
before  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate  for  con- 
sideration. In  that  connection,  at  this  juncture  in  my  re- 
marks, I  ask  that  there  be  printed  an  extremely  able  edi- 
torial from  today's  Washington  Dally  News  entitled,  "Selec- 
tive Service,"  in  support  of  the  compulsory  military  service 
bill  which  we  are  now  discussing. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Washington  Dally  News,  of  July  25,  1940] 

SEIXCnVX   SESVICX 

The  writer  of  this  particular  editorial  has  a  family,  and  Is  put 
31.  and.  therefore,  he  would  in  all  likelihood  be  among  thoee  ex- 
empted (in  peacetime,  anyway)  from  the  1-year  compulsory  mili- 
tary training  called  for  in  the  Burke-Wadswortta  bill  now  pending 
ID  Congress. 

So  perhaps  he  Is  talking  out  of  turn  when  he  writes  In  support 
of  such  legislation.  Even  though  he  did  squada  right  and  bayonet 
practice  in  1918.  and  even  though  he  haa  •  son  wtio  will  be  of 
military  age  In  a  very  few  years,  he  feels  a  certain  timidity 
about  urging  a  policy  which  would  require  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  men  other  than  himself  to  sacrifice  a  year  of  freedom. 

But.  with  those  apologies,  consider  these  facts: 

1.  The  American  people  have  made  It  overwhelmingly  clear  that 
they  want  and  demand  preparedness.  No  matter  how  wide  the 
Atlantic  and  Pacific,  they  know  that  the  future  is  unpredictable. 

a.  They  know  that  the  planes  and  tanks  and  ships  and  guns  now 
being  fabricated  would  be  useless  without  trained  and  disciplined 
men  to  operate  them. 

3.  Some  of  them  recall  that  in  the  World  War  we  sent  many 
green  troops  (and  green  ofllcers)  to  France,  with  sometimes 
hideous  results. 

4.  They  realize  that  when  large  numbers  of  men  are  needed 
the  volunteer  system  Is  Irregular  and  inadequate:  It  yields  too 
few  men.  and  It  does  not  provide  the  proper  proportions  of  men 
with  the  needed  skills  and  aptitudes. 

5.  They  know  that  a  selective  draft,  if  efficiently  conducted,  can 
be  accomplished  with  a  minimum  of  dislocation  to  Industry  and 
society,  and  they  know  that  It  is  a  fundamentally  fair  and  demo- 
cratic process. 

There  are  honest  critics  of  conscription — men  who  say  our  fears 
are  magnified  beyond  reason;  men  who  still  think  in  terms  of  a 
nation  springing  to  arms  overnight  in  time  of  emergency;  men  who 
think  a  great  armed  force  would  be  more  apt  to  draw  us  into  war 
than  to  keep  us  out. 

To  them  we  cite  the  recent  case  histories  of  European  powers 
that  are  no  longer  powers  but  only  puppets,  and  the  present  plight 
of  unprepared  England. 

Perhaps,  as  the  saying  goes.  It  Is  later  than  we  think. 

Even  though  the  selective  draft  would  put  the  cream  of  American 
manhood  into  barracks  for  a  year,  a  year  that  the  draftees  might 
prefer  to  spend  in  work  and  play,  can  we  afford  to  pass  It  up  and 
take  a  chance? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  our  military  authorities 
have  foimd  it  somewhat  difficult  to  secure  for  service  in  the 
armed  land  forces  of  the  United  States  men  in  sufficient  num- 
bers to  fill  the  ranks  of  the  Regular  Army.  They  have  been 
able  to  do  so  only  after  generous  advertising  in  the  periodicals 
of  the  country.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  we  have  authorized 
and  appropriated  to  date  this  year  approximately  $18,000,- 
000,000 — not  $18,000,000  but  $18,000.000,000 — for  the  purpose 
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of  providing  an  adequate  and  perfect  national  defense,  it 
would  be  asinine  to  make  such  appropriations  for  military 
equipment,  arms,  and  Implements  of  death  without  providing 
a  sufficient  number  of  men  to  handle  and  man  the  $18,000.- 
000.000  worth  of  military  equipment  In  the  form  of  artillery, 
submarines,  and  battleships.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  at  the 
present  time  we  must  have  some  sort  of  conscription  of  Amer- 
ican manpower  in  order  to  be  able  to  obtain  sufficient  men  to 
man  the  $18,000,000,000  worth  of  equipment  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  the  shores  of  America. 

Mr.  VANDENBKRG.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  delighted  to  yield  to  my  distin- 
guished colleague. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Let  me  submit  a  quesUon  to  the  Sen- 
ator. Let  us  agree  that  there  must  be  an  expanded  defense 
personnel  corresponding  to  the  expanded  defense  equipment. 
Let  as  agree  that  that  is  necessary. 

Mr.  RETiTNOLDS.  Of  necessity  the  number  must  be  consid- 
erable, in  view  of  the  amount  of  equipment  which  $18,000.- 
000.000  will  purchase. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Now  let  me  proceed  with  my  question. 
If  the  essential  personnel  can  be  obtained  under  the  tradi- 
tional American  peacetime  volunteer  system,  does  not  the  Sen- 
ator prefer  to  obtain  it  in  that  wajr? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Naturally. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Very  well. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Bufc 

Mr.  VANDEINBERG.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me.  I  say 
to  the  Senator  that  no  adequate  effort  has  been  made  to  obtain 
it  on  a  volunteer  basis.  On  the  contrary.  If  anything,  the 
volunteer  system  has  been  subordinated  and  submerged.  If 
the  young  men  of  the  country  were  given  the  opportunity  to 
enlist  on  a  1-year  basis  Instead  of  a  3-year  basis,  as  proposed 
In  the  conscription  bill,  wc  should  have  1.000,000  men  in  3 
months.  No  such  invitation  is  offered  on  a  voluntary  basis. 
No  effort  is  made  to  meet  the  slttiatlon  on  a  volunteer  basis. 
The  whole  effort  Is  to  rush  to  conscription.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned.  I  will  not  be  rushed  Into  conscription  in  peacetime 
in  America  unless  it  is  the  last  recourse  instead  of  the  first. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  thoroughly  in  accord  with  the  views 
of  the  Senator  to  this  extent:  If  we  could  secure  sufficient 
manpower  on  a  voluntary  basis  to  handle  the  defence  program 
provided  for  by  the  tremendous  authorizations  and  appro- 
priations, unquestionably  it  would  be  much  better  for  our 
country.  However,  we  must  of  necessity  admit,  much  as  we 
dislike  to  do  so.  that  when  we  bring  about  conscription  in 
peacetime  we  are.  in  a  sense,  approaching  the  methods  and 
procedure  which  have  been  utilized  to  advantage  by  the 
totalitarian  powers. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Yes;  and  we  are  destroying  150  years 
of  history  in  respect  to  the  rights  of  individual  American 
citizens. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  In  partial  answer  to  another  phase  of 
the  Senator's  Inquiry.  I  may  add  that  not  so  long  ago  I  was 
in  the  metropolis  of  New  York,  at  which  time  I  took  advan- 
tage of  the  opportunity  to  visit  Governor's  Island.  There  I 
talked  to  the  commandant  and  members  of  his  staff.  In  addi- 
tion, I  have  talked  with  others  high  in  military  authority.  I 
have  learned  that  many  months  were  required  to  secure  men 
in  sufficient  numbers  to  fill  up  the  ranks  of  the  Regular  Army 
as  presently  constituted  and  provided  for.  I  have  been  told 
by  those  in  authority  that  if  we  are  to  build  up  the  ranks  of 
the  Regular  Army  to  the  extent  of  400,000  men — which  num- 
ber we  anticipate  at  the  present  time — exclusively  by  the  vol- 
imtary  system.  It  will  be  necessary  for  us  to  lower  the  present 
physical  and  mental  standards  and  requirements.  I  say  again 
that  I  very  much  hope  that  we  may  be  able  to  do  so  through 
the  volunteer  system. 

In  the  consideration  of  the  conscription  bill  before  the  Mili- 
tary Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate,  of  which  I  am  a  mem- 
ber, we  have  seen  fit  to  suggest  to  the  Members  of  this  body 
that  all  boys  between  the  ages  of  18  and  21  who  are  not  con- 
templated for  actual  conscription  under  the  bill  be  provided 
an  opportunity  to  volunteer  their  services  to  their  country. 
Why?    Because  we  know  tliat,  if  and  when  the  bill  is  passed. 


many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  the  youth  of  our  land  will 
have  finished  high  school,  or  grammar  school,  in  some  in- 
stances, and  they  will  then  be  desirous  of  going  into  the  serv- 
ice for  a  period  of  1  year  and  placing  that  service  behind  them, 
so  that  their  future  will  not  be  interfered  with.  If  they  should 
not  volunteer  between  the  ages  of  18  and  21.  they  might  be 
in  college  when  they  became  subject  to  conscription.  Those 
administering  the  law  would  have  the  right  to  exempt  them 
for  one  reason  or  another,  but  many  would  like  to  take  advan- 
tage of  tlie  opportunity  to  render  the  service  contemplated  by 
the  bill  at  a  time  when  such  service  would  not  interfere  with 
their  future. 

Mr.  President,  these  matters  are  now  being  discussed  pre- 
liminarily, even  before  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee 
has  favorably  reported  a  bill  and  at  a  time  when  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  of  the  House  are  holding  hearings;  and  it 
has  not,  therefore,  presented  a  bill  to  that  body  of  the 
National  Congress. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ellender  in  the  chair). 
Dees  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  shall  be  delighted  to  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senator  has  referred  to 
the  voluntary  provision  which  has  been  inserted  in  the  bill. 
How  many  applicants  does  the  Senator  suppose  will  l>e  ac- 
quired through  that  voluntary  procedure? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  have  not  the  slightest  idea.  I  know, 
however,  that  I  have  received  at  my  office  quite  a  number  of 
letters  from  youngsters  who,  having  been  informed  of  the  bill 
that  is  under  contemplation,  have  made  Inquiry  ah  to  whether 
or  not  they  would  be  able  to  volunteer  their  services,  rather 
than  wait  for  the  time  when  they  would  be  conscripted  if  the 
bill  should  be  enacted. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  have  the  same  kind  of  in- 
quiries, which  lead  me  to  believe  that  the  volimtary  applica- 
tions will  be  tremendous.  I  am  inclined  to  Ijelieve  that  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  put  his  finger  on  the  very  thing — 
that  if  we  should  open  this  matter  to  voluntary  enlistment 
instead  of  conscription  under  all  the  other  provisions  of  the 
bill — the  1-year  intensive  training,  and  so  forth — we  would 
have  many,  many  times  the  number  of  men  that  would  be 
required. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  thank  the  Senator  very  much  for  his 
contribution.  I  recall  with  appreciation  remarks  that  be 
made  in  the  committee  in  regard  to  his  opinion  in  reference 
to  volunteers.  I  would  that  our  Army  now  would  herald  to 
the  youth  of  the  Nation  the  fact  that  we  would  accept  enlist- 
ments in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States  for  a  period 
of  1  year.  I  unhesitatingly  say,  regardless  of  my  opinion  and 
interest  in  the  bill  now  being  considered,  that  I  should  like 
to  see  the  ranks  of  the  Regular  Army  filled  up,  and  to  see 
enough  young  men  of  the  country  volunteer  to  man  all  the 
arms  and  equipment  that  will  be  purchased  and  set  up  as  a 
result  of  these  appropriations  and  authorizations  to  the  ex- 
tent of  approximately  $18,000,000,000,  t)ecause  unless  it  is 
absolutely  necessary,  I  say  to  you.  Mr.  President,  and  ix>  my 
colleagues,  I  do  not  want  in  any  sense  of  the  word  to  follow 
the  totalitarian  powers  that  conscript  their  manjaower  not 
only  for  war,  in  many  instances,  but  in  others  for  industry. 

Mr.  President,  in  addition  to  that,  I  heard  the  able  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  I  Mr.  Lee]  discuss  the  question  of  raising 
money  if  we  should  become  involved  in  war;  and  there  was 
at  virtually  the  same  time  a  discussion  of  the  question  of  how 
we  will  draft  men.  and  when,  if  we  become  involved  in  war. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Personally  I  am  not  giving  any  consid- 
eration to  the  question  of  raising  money  if  we  become  In- 
volved In  war.  I  am  not  giving  any  consideration  to  the 
question  of  how  and  when  we  shall  draft  men.  and  in  what 
numbers,  if  we  become  involved  in  the  war.  because,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident. I  will  never  vote  to  send  a  single  son  of  an  American 
mother  to  settle  somebody  else's  wars. 
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I  will  never  vctc  to  send  soldiers  from  these  shores  to 
meddle  in  the  controversies  of  other  people  who  are  killing 
one  another  merely  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  who  shall 
remain  or  become  supreme. 

I  am  very  happy  now  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  the  Inquiry  has  been 
made,  Why  are  we  raising  a  million  men  if  we  are  not 
going  to  get  into  the  war? 

I  desire  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  thoroughly  in 
accord  with  what  he  says — that  when  we  are  spending  this 
$14,000,000,000.  or  whatever  the  amount  is,  if  we  are  going 
to  make  any  use  of  the  mechanized  equipment,  we,  of  course, 
must  have  men  to  operate  it.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  what 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  has  said,  and  with  what  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  has  said 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  And  with  what  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  has  sa-.d. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes;  and  with  what  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  has  said — that  if  we  put  the  matter  of  a 
year's  service  upon  a  voluntary  basis,  I  have  not  any  doubt 
in  the  world  that  we  shall  then  be  able  to  get  the  necessary 
men  voluntarily;  hut  I  deplore  the  idea  that  we  are  going,  in 
peacetime,  to  conscript  the  youth  of  the  country  and  con- 
script everybody  else.  I  say  that  a  step  of  that  kind  in  the 
United  States  at  this  time  will  be  taken  by  a  tremendous 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  country  as  a  step  toward  totali- 
tarianism. That  is  what  Mr.  Hitler  did.  That  is  what  Mr. 
Mussolini  did.  That  is  what  Mr.  Stalin  did.  All  of  them 
conscripted  the  wealth  and  conscripted  the  youth  of  their 
respective  countries. 

Referring  to  the  matter  of  conscripting  the  youth  of  the 
country  in  time  of  peace,  a  moment  ago  I  stated  that  Ddniel 
Webster  said  that  we  have  more  right  to  conscript  the  prop- 
erty of  the  country — and  by  'property"  he  did  not  mean 
taxes,  he  meant  capital — than  we  have  to  conscript  the  lives 
of  the  youth  of  the  country  in  time  of  peace, 

I  do  not  believe  it  is  necessary  in  the  United  States  at  the 
present  time  to  conscript  the  wealth  of  the  country,  and  I 
do  not  believe  it  is  necessary  at  this  time  to  conscript  the 
youth  of  the  country.  I  think  it  is  only  stirring  up  war 
hysteria  in  the  United  States;  and  I  do  not  think  we  are 
In  any  emergency  except  the  emergency  that  is  caused  by 
unemployment  and  by  bad  economic  conditions  in  the  United 
States.  The  only  emergency  there  is  from  outside  is  what  is 
conjured  up  in  the  minds  of  a  few  persons  in  the  United  States 
who  want  to  see  us  go  to  war  and  send  our  boys  and  send 
p?anes  either  to  Asia  or  to  Europe.  I  am  heartily  in  accord 
with  what  the  Senator  says;  and  I  repeat  that  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  will  never  vote  to  put  this  country  into  a 
European  or  an  Asiatic  war  unless  we  in  this  country  are 
attacked. 

That  is  the  position  which  was  taken  by  the  Democrats 
in  their  national  convention;  and  I  desire  to  call  attention 
to  that  fact. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Let  me  say  here,  if  I  may  interrupt  for 
Just  a  moment,  that  the  able  Senator  from  Montana  was 
largely  instrumental  in  bringing  about  the  employment  of 
certain  words  and  phrases  that  were  needed  in  that  platform, 
I  think  the  mothers  of  America  owe  him  a  vote  of  thanks  for 
his  interest  in  the  matter,  and  the  time  and  attention  he 
devoted  to  it  in  Chicago,  when  he  insisted  upon  the  adoption 
of  a  platform  that  would  at  least  insure  the  mothers  of 
America  some  peace  by  way  of  bringing  them  to  the  belief  that 
their  sons  would  not  be  forced  to  serve  on  foreign  soil  or 
shores. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  not  alone  in  that.  I  thank  the 
Senator  for  the  compliment,  however. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  know  that  the  Senator  from  Montana 
(Mr.  Wheeler)  and  the  able  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
I  Mr.  McCarran]  were  the  leaders  of  the  forces  at  Chicago 
during  the  convention  that  insisted,  and  successfully  in- 
sisted, upon  the  platform  which  was  finally  adopted. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  compliment, 
but  I  was  not  alone  in  that. 


Mr.  REYNOLDS.  It  is  no  compliment  at  all;  it  is  Just  a 
statement  of  fact. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Harri- 
son 1  was  a  member  of  the  subcommittee,  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch!  and  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Walsh  1  and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
McKellar],  and  they  were  practically  unanimous. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Let  me  interrupt  to  embody  those  of  my 
colleagues  likewise  In  that  tribute. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  desire  to  say  that  I  am  sure  that  if  it 
had  been  suggested  or  proposed  in  the  subcommittee  that  the 
Democratic  Party  should  go  on  record  in  favor  of  peacetime 
conscription,  it  would  have  been  thrown  out.  If  it  had  been 
made  in  the  full  committee,  I  am  sure  it  would  have  been 
thrown  out :  and  if  it  had  not  been  thrown  out  there  certainly 
some  of  us  would  have  taken  it  to  the  floor  of  the  convention. 
I  think  I  know  something  of  the  temper  of  the  convention: 
and  I  am  sure  the  temper  of  the  convention  was  that  there 
would  not  have  been  any  peacetime  conscription  put  across 
in  the  Democratic  convention. 

Those  who  were  around  the  edges  suggesting  that  a  reso- 
lution should  be  introduced  with  reference  to  peacetime  con- 
scription did  not  have  the  temerity  to  offer  such  a  resolution, 
either  to  the  subcommittee  or  to  the  full  committee  or  to  the 
convention,  because  they  knew  it  would  be  thrown  out  if 
offered. 

There  is  no  necessity  of  our  l)ein»stampedcd  into  the  idea 
that  we  must  have  peacetime  conscription,  and  hurry  such 
provision  through  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  or  the 
House  committee,  and  then  through  the  Senate.  The  people 
of  the  United  States  are  patriotic.  The  youth  of  this  country 
are  patriotic.  There  are  millions  of  young  people  walking  the 
streets  in  our  country  today,  coming  out  of  the  schools  and 
the  colleges  of  the  United  States,  who  wish  to  get  some  kind 
of  training.  They  want  something  to  do.  Give  them  a  chance 
to  volunteer  for  a  year,  and  I  am  siu-e  they  will  volunteer  in 
suflScient  numbers  to  man  all  of  the  mechanized  equipment  we 
have.  I  plead  with  the  Members  of  the  Senate  not  to  put 
through  compulsory  conscription  forithe  United  States,  un- 
less it  is  desired  that  the  people  get  the  idea  that  we  are  going 
down  the  road  to  totalitarianism,  the  same  road  that  has  been 
followed  in  the  coimtries  across  the  water.  In  my  judgment, 
the  American  people  will  never  stand  for  it.  and  the  Demo- 
crats who  vote  for  it  before  the  coming  election,  in  my  opin- 
ion, will  be  driving  nails  in  their  coflBns. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  happy  to  have 
jielded  to  the  Senator.  I  always  find  his  argimients  very 
convincing.  I  wish  to  repeat  that  I  hope  sincerely  that  we 
will  be  able  to  secure  a  sufficient  number  of  men  to  man  the 
$18,000,000,000  worth  of  equipment,  rather  than  have  to  re- 
sort to  compulsory  military  service  in  peacetime.  That  is  the 
question  with  me.  We  all  must  agree  that  since  we  have 
appropriated  or  authorized  approximately  $18,000,000,000, 
and  we  voted  for  it.  at  least  a  majority  in  this  t>ody  voted  for 
it,  now  that  we  have  authorized  these  appropriations,  it  is  up 
to  us.  and  we  cannot  back  down,  to  provide  the  men  to  handle 
the  equipment. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Gladly. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  "The  Senator  constantly  reiterates 
this  fabulous  figiu-e  of  $18,000,000,000,  and  he  invites  the  in- 
ference that  that  accumulates  an  immediate  pressure  upon 
US  to  parallel  that  $18,000,000,000  with  a  personnel  of  similar 
magnitude.  I  want  the  Senator  to  say  In  the  same  connec- 
tion that  that  $18,000,000,000  program  will  not  be  completely 
expended  until  1948. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  recognize  that.  I  may  say  that  yes- 
terday I  was  in  the  Navy  Department  conferring  with  one 
of  the  admirals,  who  told  me  that  the  contracts  let  for  present 
construction  were,  according  to  my  recollection,  ten  times 
greater  than  during  the  emergency  days  of  the  World  War 
or  just  prior  thereto. 

I  recognize  that  these  authorizations  and  expenditures  will 
continue  over  a  i>eriod  of  years,  and  that  the  money  will 
not  be  spent  all  at  once.    Certainly  we  cannot  assume  to  draft 


and  to  train  men  unless  we  have  the  proper  equipment  with 
which  to  train  them.  I  am  making  the  point  that  we  have 
made  expenditure  of  $18,000,000,000.  and  I  wish  to  admit,  in- 
sofar as  my  attitude  is  concerned,  that  I  feel  that  we  have 
made  these  tremendous  appropriations,  in  a  sense,  whether 
we  realize  it  or  not,  because  there  is  more  war  hysteria  and 
feeling  in  this  country  today  than  there  was  actually  at  times 
and  periods  prior  to  our  entrance  into  the  World  War  in 
April  1917. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  When  the  American  people  are  put 
on  a  conscript  basis,  what  is  left  to  separate  us  from  a  com- 
plete totalitarian  war  status?  Nothing  is  left  except  to  pull 
the  trigger,  and  I  am  not  willing  to  get  that  close  until  it 
is  necessary. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  In  addition  to  that.  I  wish  to  observe 
that  prior  to  1917,  in  April  of  which  year  we  entered  the 
World  War,  those  In  charge  of  our  Government  did  every- 
thing they  could  to  keep  the  country  neutral  and  to  keep  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  in  a  neutral  channel 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  President  Wilson  repeatedly  advised  the 
people  of  this  country  to  keep  their  minds  neutral.  I  do 
not  recall  that  he  ever  made  a  statement  to  the  contrary, 
always  advising  the  American  people  to  be  calm,  and  to  try  to 
keep  down  hysteria. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  is  quite  correct.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  went  so  far  as  to  issue  a  proclamation  to  the  people 
of  the  United  Slates  not  to  evidence  their  choices  in  the 
controversy  that  was  taking  place  in  Europe  at  that  time. 

I  am  reminded  of  that  because  night  before  last  I  went  as 
an  invited  guest  to  Keith's  Theater,  where,  no  doubt,  many 
of  my  colleagues  were  present,  and  during  the  course  of  the 
projection  of  the  film,  as  the  story  was  being  unraveled  upon 
the  screen,  there  appeared  a  facsimile  of  a  proclamation 
issued  by  President  Wilson  asking  the  people  who  attended 
the  theaters  not  to  evidence  by  applause  their  choices  in  the 
controversies  in  Eurojje.  We  know  that  the  isecple  of  this 
country  are  very  much  wrought  up.  We  know  that  many 
people  in  this  country  have  their  choices  on  the  other  side. 
We  know  that  the  American  people  are  certainly  sympathetic 
with  the  Allies — I  mean  with  the  ally,  because  Prance  having 
been  conquered,  she  is  no  longer  an  ally  of  Great  Britain. 
As  evidence  of  that,  and  as  evidence  of  the  fact  that  no  re- 
straint is  being  requested  on  the  part  of  the  people,  when 
Mr.  Winston  Churchill's  picture  appeared  on  the  screen  night 
before  last  he  got  more  applause  than  when  the  American 
flag  was  thrown  on  the  screen. 

I  bring  this  matter  to  the  attention  of  my  colleagues  be- 
cause they  all  know,  as  I  do,  that  we  are  hysterical  about  the 
situation,  and  when  we  reflect,  we  know  there  is  no  use  being 
hysterical,  and  there  is  no  use  of  our  thinking  that  Mr.  Hitler 
or  Mr.  Mussolini  is  coming  here  tomorrow.  Hitler  is  having 
a  hell  of  a  time  crossing  a  Uttle  old  ditch  from  Europe  to 
England.  [Laughter.]  What  sort  of  a  time  would  he  have 
in  crossing  4,000  miles  of  water? 

We  have  plenty  of  time,  and  I  say  that  we  should  carry  out 
the  program  proposed  with  a  view  to  providing  the  best  we 
can  get  for  the  lowest  number  of  dollars.  There  is  no  use 
making  haste,  because,  as  my  colleagues  know,  haste  makes 
waste.  In  addition  to  that,  we  cannot  get  the  benefit  we 
would  receive  if  we  went  about  the  matter  reasonably  and 
built  up  the  kind  of  a  national  defense  the  American  people 
wanted  us  to  construct  for  their  protection.  If  we  go  at  the 
matter  hurriedly,  much  of  the  money  will  go  down  rat  holes, 
and  there  will  be  a  hell  of  a  lot  of  rats  at  the  ends  of  the 
holes  to  get  the  money.  Consequently,  I  think  we  should  be 
reasonable  about  the  matter,  and  not  get  excited. 

There  is  another  thing  in  respect  to  the  situation.  I  know 
that  the  War  Department  and  that  all  the  men  In  the  Federal 
Government  are  doing  all  they  can  to  carry  out  the  program 
on  time  and  to  do  the  best  job  possible.  But  we  are  going 
to  have  to  watch  the  program.  Hie  Members  of  Congress 
have  the  duty  as  t)est  they  can  to  make  observation  as  to  the 
fortifications  being  redeveloped  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the  addi- 
tions which  are  being  made  at  the  Panama  CanaL 


For  instance,  I  happen  to  know  of  one  contractor  who  is 
doing  several  million  dollars'  worth  of  work,  who  secured  his 
contract  on  a  competitive  basis,  to  get  so  much  under  the 
contract. 

There  is  another  contractor  next  door  to  him  who  is  doing 
his  work  on  a  cost-plus  basis.  The  result  is  that  the  man 
who  has  the  cost-plus  contract  is  getting  the  latwrers  from 
the  other  man  over  here  who  has  a  straight  out-and-out  com- 
petitive contract.  The  latter  man  is  powerless  to  keep  his 
men  from  leaving  him  and  going  onto  the  rolls  of  the  other 
man  because  the  other  man,  as  I  am  told,  is  offering  higher 
wages,  and  he  can  pay  higher  wages  because  the  Government 
is  paying  those  wages,  and  he  is  getting  a  profit  over  and 
above  those  wages,  whereas  on  the  other  hand  the  man  who 
has  a  straight  out-and-out  competitive  contract  cannot  do 
anything.  So  I  say  we  must  watch  these  things  for  the  time 
being. 

Mr.  President,  the  able  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vaw- 
DEKBERGl  today  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  a  peti- 
tion signed  by  1,200,000  Americans.  I  want  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  opportunity  to  read  the  heading  of  this 
petition: 

Ab  believers  In  Ood  and  country  and  the  American  lystem.  of  IlXe 
and  government,  we,  the  undersigned,  petition  the  Congreaa  of  the 
United  States  to  outlaw  communism.  nazl-Um,  fascism,  and  aU 
other  forms  of  un-Amcrlcan  activity  within  our  borders,  and  to 
keep  America  out  of  foreign  wars. 

That  petition  was  sponsored  by  the  Reverend  Gerald  L.  K. 
Smith,  national  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  One  Million, 
who  is  located  in  Detroit.  Mich.  I  want  to  pay  high  tribute 
to  the  Americanism,  the  patriotism,  and  the  worth-while 
activities  of  that  gentleman.  I  would  there  were  more  people 
in  the  United  States  doing  their  best  to  keep  this  country  out 
of  war  rather  than  involving  it  in  war.  The  Reverend  Mr. 
Smith  is  deserving  of  the  praise  and  the  thanks  of  the  Amer- 
ican people  for  his  activities  along  that  line. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  talking  about  war  and  how  to  raise 
the  money  for  a  future  war  when  we  have  not  paid  off  the 
debts  of  the  last  war.  Here  we  are  talking  about  how  to  draft 
men  for  future  wars,  when  we  have  not  made  arrangements 
to  take  care  of  the  disabled  and  the  deserving  ex-soldiers  of 
the  last  war. 

I  say  that  before  we  even  consider  sending  any  of  our  boys 
to  their  death  upon  foreign  shores  we  should  first  consider 
taking  care  of  the  veterans  of  that  other  war  by  providing 
beds  for  them  and  adequate  hospital  facilities  in  this  coun- 
try. I  say  that  before  we  contemplate  going  into  another 
war.  Mr.  President,  we  pay  the  debts  of  the  last  World  War. 

There  has  been  some  talk  about  the  selling  of  bonds.  Bonds 
have  to  be  paid  back.  We  are  talking  about  raising  money 
for  the  next  war  and  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senate  right 
now  that  if  the  people  of  the  United  States,  those  who  pay 
taxes,  knew  how  much  they  are  going  to  be  called  upon  to 
pay  as  the  result  of  the  billions  of  dollars  we  are  expending 
now,  they  would  say.  "No,  let  us  not  talk  any  more  wars.  We 
have  not  paid  for  the  last  war.  We  have  not  provided  the 
money  for  the  defense  appropriation  we  have  made  now." 

That  is  what  we  ought  to  do.  As  we  make  these  appropria- 
tions and  authorizations,  which  the  American  people  are 
demanding  that  we  make  to  build  up  our  defense,  I  think  that 
on  the  same  day  we  ought  to  send  the  tax  collectors  out  and 
collect  the  money,  because  when  it  is  all  over  some  people 
Will  say,  "Why  has  my  Income  tax  been  raised?  Why  do  I 
have  to  pay  all  this  money  to  the  Government?"  Then  they 
will  be  told,  "Why.  you  ordered  it.  You  said  you  wanted  us 
to  make  these  appropriations,  and  you  knew  at  the  time  you 
did  it  that  you  would  have  to  pay  for  it,  and  that  is  why  we 
are  going  to  collect  it  now." 

But  some  people  are  going  to  forget  that  when  the  war 
hysteria  dies  down,  and  they  are  going  to  raise  the  dickens 
about  it.  They  will  forget  all  about  the  fact  that  they  have 
demanded  that  we  do  this  and  that,  and  when  we  come  before 
them  several  years  from  now  and  they  are  squawking  about 
the  tremendous  taxes  and  the  biu-dens  placed  upon  their 
shoulders  we  will  say.  "Do  not  blame  us.  You  suggested  it. 
You  requested  it,  and  you  wanted  it  then.   You  demanded  it." 
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The  time  to  collect  the  money  for  this  tremendous  national- 
defense  program  is  right  now,  when  those  who  are  demand- 
ing that  these  appropriations  be  made  can  be  called  upon  to 
pay  for  them. 

Mr.  President,  why  consider  a  future  war?  Why  consider 
a  future  war  from  the  standpoint  of  providing  money  for 
the  conscription  of  boys  in  that  future  war  when  there  is 
more  danger  right  here  within  our  own  midst  than  exists  for 
us  in  other  countries. 

The  Reverend  Gerald  L.  K.  Smith,  being  aware  of  that,  has 
done  what?  He  has  had  attached  to  these  petitions  1,200.000 
signatures,  petitioning  the  Congress  of  the  United  States — to 
do  what?  To  outlaw  the  Communist  Party,  to  outlaw  the 
German-American  Bund,  to  outlaw  the  Fascist  organizations 
in  this  country,  and  to  outlaw  all  other  forms  of  un-American 
activity  within  our  borders. 

So  today,  while  the  Reverend  Gerald  L.  K.  Smith  is  speed- 
ing back  to  Detroit.  Mich..  I  want  to  say  to  him  that  I  am 
in  100-percent  accord  with  what  his  petition  sets  out,  because 
for  the  past  3  years  I  have  been  suggesting  that  we  destroy 
the  subversive  un-American  forces  within  our  midst  before 
alien  enemies  and  termites  destroy  us. 

I  thank  the  Reverend  Dr.  Smith  for  his  fine  cooperation 
In  the  presentation  of  the  names  of  1.200.000  men  and  women 
through  the  able  senior  Senator  from  Michigan. 

I  wish  further  to  say  to  the  Reverend  I>r.  Smith  that  before 
these  petitions  were  presented  here  I  had  introduced  in  this 
body  a  resolution  that  would  destroy,  that  would  outlaw,  the 
Communist  Party,  the  German-American  Bund,  and  all  other 
similar  organizations  in  this  country,  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Reverend  Gerald  Smith  that  there  are  millions  upon  mil- 
lions of  people  J  In  the  United  States  who  share  his  attitude 
in  reference  tb  that  matter,  because  our  danger  is  from 
within.  We  must  destroy  the  enemy  within  our  homes,  within 
our  own  land,  before  we  make  appropriations  to  meet  attacks 
from  those  3,000  miles  beyond  one  ocean  and  five  to  six  thou- 
sand miles  beyond  the  other  ocean. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  apologize  to  our  Presiding  OfBcer 
for  having  taken  up  this  time,  because  1  know  how  interested 
he  is  and  how  anxious  he  is  to  get  back  to  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  for  further  consideration  of  that 
most  important  bill  in  which  we  are  all  interested. 

In  conclusion,  in  order  that  I  may  not  be  misunderstood, 
let  me  repeat  that  I  believe  that  no  member  of  the  committee, 
if  he  thought  we  could  obtain  the  men  we  need  in  our 
national-defense  program  through  voluntary  enlistment, 
would  want  a  conscription  law.  If  anybody  could  show  me 
that  volunteers  would  come  in  sufficient  numbers  to  fill  up 
the  ranks  of  the  Army  and  to  man  the  mechanized  equip- 
ment we  have  in  mind  for  the  development  of  national  de- 
fense, I  should  not  want  conscription.  But  the  evidence  we 
have  before  us  from  high  officials  is  to  the  effect  that  volun- 
tary enlistments  would  not  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  an  isolationist.  I  am  a  noninterven- 
tionist.  and  I  have  no  apologies  to  make  to  anybody.  I  think 
that  our  duty  is  to  the  American  people.  I  do  not  think  it  Is 
incumbent  upon  us  to  murder  our  boys  and  bankrupt  our 
Nation  to  settle  territorial  lines  in  Europe  or  in  Asia. 

I  shall  remain  an  isolationist,  because  I  am  Interested  only 
in  the  people  of  the  United  States.  As  an  isolationist,  I 
believe  that  our  Government  would  be  much  better  off  if  we 
should  devote  our  time,  our  energies,  and  our  money  to  the 
welfare  of  the  American  people,  rather  than  try  to  police  the 
world,  settle  everybody  else's  wars,  and  take  care  of  the  men, 
women,  and  children  of  the  world,  while  at  the  same  time 
neglecting  cur  own  people. 

In  this  connection,  I  ask  that  there  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  an  editorial  entitled  "Isolation  Vindicated." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[From    the    New    York    Enquirer   of   July    8.    1940 J 

ISOLATION    VINDICATKD 

A  short  2  months  ago  there  were  very  few  people  In  the  United 
States  who  would  have  paid  any  attention  to  a  warning  that  the 
Anglo-Prench  alliance  was  fast  approaching  a  complete  break -down. 
But  the  break -down  has  come  all  the  same. 


One  great  lesson  which  America  must  take  to  heart,  as  a  con- 
sequence of  the  mcmentous  upheaval  occasioned  by  the  destruction 
of  the  Anglo-French  military,  political,  and  economic  combine.  Is 
that  It  Is  Incumbent  upon  her.  In  her  own  vital  Intere-it.  to  keep 
resolutely  free  from  commitments  In  Europe  and  Asia. 

Once  more  It  ie  easy  for  all  Americans  to  perceive,  if  they  have 
the  wUl  to  do  so.  that  George  Washington  was  eternally  right  when 
h»  went  to  such  pains  to  Impress  upon  this  Republic  the  folly  and 
disaster  which  must  Inevitably  result  from  our  refusing  to  stand 
on  our  own  soil  and  becoming  Involved  In  trans-Atlantic  affairs. 

It  cannot  be  denied  that  there  are  men  occupying  key  na- 
tional positions  In  Washington  and  elsewhere  who,  if  they  could  but 
have  discovered  a  means  of  carrying  out  their  hearts'  desire,  would 
have  placed  the  United  States  In  the  ctirrent  European  war,  side 
by  side  with  England  and  Prance,  Just  as  soon  as  hostUltles  began 
last  fall.  Leaving  aside  all  other  factors,  had  we  been  stampeded  into 
the  conflict,  we  would  have  been  doomed  to  defeat  because  of  nur 
distressing  unpreparedness  and  the  lack  of  capacity  In  those  who 
would  exercise  dictatorial  powers  In  Washington  to  wage  a  suc- 
cessful war  of  such  gigantic  proportions. 

Notwithstanding  what  has  occurred  In  Europe  since  last  Sep- 
tember, there  are  still  In  our  National  Capital  men  who  long  to 
play  the  ghastly  game  of  war  with  the  young  bodies  of  mllllonB 
of  American  boys.  They  have  learned  nothing,  and  have  no  desire 
to  learn  anything,  from  the  epochal  smashup  between  England  and 
Fiance  and  the  other  mighty  considerations  which  must  be  taken 
Into  account.  Theirs  Is  a  madness  which  the  Republic  cannot  afford. 
If  It  would  save  Itself  from  the  trials  and  terrors  of  a  native  dic- 
tatorship and  the  loss  of  everything  which  we  Americans  cherish. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I  also  ask.  in  connection 
with  my  remarks  in  regard  to  the  "fifth  column."  that  there 
be  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  which  I  clipped  from  the 
Washington  Daily  News  many  months  ago.  The  article  is 
from  the  pen  of  Mr.  William  Philip  Simms  and  deals  with 
certain  activities  in  France  which  were  certainly  not  for  the 
welfare  of  that  coimtry. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

PARIS  EXOOT7S 

(By  WUllam  Philip  Simms) 

Somewhere  in  France.  June  19. — Just  before  I  scrambled  out  of 
Paris,  a  couple  of  Jumps  ahead  of  the  Germans.  I  stood  with  a 
French  labor  leader  at  a  window  overlooking  a  street  leading  to 
one  of  the  city's  southern  portals. 

The  avenue  was  Jammed  from  curb  to  curb  with  heavily  laden 
refugees,  many  of  them  afoot  and  others  in  automobiles  or  taxicabs 
or  on  bicycles.  Some  trundled  carts  in  which  children  were  riding. 
There  were  even  a  few  horse-drawn  vehicles. 

It  was  a  dusty,  unkempt,  exhausted  stream  of  humanity,  be- 
nimibed  by  calamities  already  suffered  and  by  dread  of  what  was 
to  come.  The  people  staggered  along,  starting  and  stopping  as  a 
few  police  tried  to  exert  some  control  of  the  traffic.  Meanwhile, 
as  if  lashing  these  homeless  ones'  on  toward  a  destination  unknown 
even  to  themselves,  there  was  the  ceaseless  noise  of  enemy  drvun- 
&re  from  east  and  north  and  west. 

•"I  wonder."  said  the  labor  leader,  "whether  you  will  ever  see 
anything  like  that  In  America.  For  your  sake,  I  hope  you  never 
shall," 

Then,  apparently  more  to  himself  than  to  me: 

"That" — pointing  to  the  tragic  procession  below — "la  one  of  the 
things  that  democracies  must  learn  how  to  avoid.  It  Is  a  restilt  of  a 
combination  of  many  things — of  Trojan  horsemen  and  'flfth 
columnists,'  of  actual  enemies,  secret  and  avowed,  undermining  a 
country  from  within. 

"It  Is  also  the  result  of  the  mistake  made  by  sincere  supporters 
of  democracy  who.  while  purstiing  ends  desirable  to  themselves, 
wholly  forgot  that  without  adequate  national  defense  the  social 
gains,  however  marvelous,  were  doomed  to  be  lost,  and  much  more 
with  them. 

"What  a  lesson  this  should  be  for  the  future — for  America  and 
for  democracy  In  general.  The  democracies  have  a  tremendously 
difficult  problem  ahead,  but  it  must  be  solved  If  any  of  them  la 
to  survive.  They  must  find  a  way  to  make  capital,  labor,  and 
government  all  realize  that  the  general  good  of  one  is  Inseparably 
boimd  up  with  the  good  of  the  others. 

"They  must  find  a  way  to  prevent  Trojan  horsemen  and  "fifth 
columnists'  from  using  free  Institutions  to  destroy  those  same 
Institutions.  What  I  mean  Is  that  In  Germany  and  Russia  there 
Is  no  such  thing  as  freedom  of  speech  and  assembly  and  religion — 
no  civil  liberty.  Those  expressing  views  contrary  to  the  idea  of  the 
governments  are  promptly  liquidated. 

"Tet  agents  of  Hltlerlsm  and  Stalinism,  paid  and  unpaid,  have 
been  given  free  rein  In  countries  like  mine — and  yours — where 
they  Invoke  the  very  freedoms  they  seek  to  destroy  In  order  to 
conceal  their  nefarious  activities. 

"Of  course,  the  solution  Is  difficult,  but  It  must  be  found  as  a 
matter  of  sheer  self-defense  In  such  a  world  as  this." 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  In  addition,  and  in  conclusion.  I  have 
before  me  one  of  the  finest  articles  I  ever  read  in  my  life,  by 
a  man  who  wields  a  keen  pen,  and  who  has  millions  of  readers 
daily.    We  will  all  admit.  I  believe,  that  he  has  as  much 
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courage  as  any  man  who  ever  wrote  an  article  for  publication 
any^^•here  in  the  country  at  any  time.  I  refer  to  Mr.  West- 
brook  Pegler.  He  has  "guts,"  nerve,  and  courage.  He  speaks 
out,  and  is  not  afraid  to  do  so.  In  this  article  he  tells  us 
that  we  have  been  too  soft  with  those  who  are  trying  to 
destroy  our  Constitution.  He  tells  us  that  those  who  are  try- 
ing to  destroy  our  Constitution  are  the  very  ones  who  seek  its 
protection  when  they  are  themselves  apprehended.  I  com- 
mend to  the  readers  of  the  Congressional  Record,  and  par- 
ticularly to  my  colleagues,  this  article  by  Mr.  Westbrook 
Pegler,  under  the  heading  of  "Pair  enough."  Let  me  read  the 
concluding  paragraphs: 

The  question  Is.  Shall  the  Constitution  be  Invoked  to  facilitate 
Its  own  destruction?    And  the  answer  to  that.  In  a  word.  Is  "No." 

He  concludes: 

It  still  remains  to  be  admitted  that  some  Individuals  will  be 
falsely  accused.  Nobody  will  endorse  that,  and  the  blame  falls  on 
the  Communists,  Nazis,  and  Fascists.  But  let's  have  it  understood 
that  the  American  Constitution  Is  not  now  and  never  was  Intended 
to  stand  guard  over  those  who  conspire  against  the  freedom  which 
It  guarantees. 

I  repeat,  Mr.  President,  that  the  ones  who  are  now  strenu- 
ously endeavoring  to  destroy  our  Constitution  are  the  very 
ones  who  seek  its  protection  when  they  are  apprehended. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  article  to  which  I  have 
just  referred  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

FAIR   ENOUGH 

(By  Westbrook  Pegler) 

This  Is  the  day  I  kick  the  giblets  out  of  the  fine,  fastidious  In- 
terpretation of  the  United  States  Constitution  which  holds  that 
It  guarantees  to  enemies  of  the  liberties  written  Into  the  docu- 
ment Itself  the  same  protection  that  it  offers  to  loyal  Americans. 

This  paradox  Is  presented  In  a  protest  of  the  Civil  Liberties 
Union  against  an  order  of  the  United  States  Civil  Service  Commls- 
Fion  which  bars  anyone  "established  as  a  member  of  the  Commu- 
nist Party,  the  German  Bund,  or  any  Communistic  or  Nazi  organ- 
ization." The  union  resents  this  action  on  behalf  of  all  the  civil 
liberties  of  all  of  us  as  "a  discrimination  against  citizens  because 
of    their    political    views   or   connections." 

In  reply  to  that  I  will  ask  one  myself: 

Why  not  discriminate,  not  only  in  the  civil  service,  but  in  every 
other  area  of  American  affairs  and  In  every  possible  way,  against 
people  whose  political  beliefs  and  associations  commit  them  to  a 
program  of  hostility  against  the  American  Nation  and  Its  liberties? 

This  wet-eyed,  tremulous.  Mlster-Chalrman  t3T>e  of  argument 
has  heretofore  compelled  those  who  love  the  Constitution  most  to 
grant  Immunity  and  license  to  those  who  hate  It  most  and  are 
openly  or  furtively  fighting  to  destroy  It.  In  easier  times  all 
Americans  have  been  more  tolerant  of  these  enemies  In  line  with 
the  new  exploded  Hyde  Park  "let-them-yap-thelr-heads-off"  theory 
of  the  English  Government.  But  It  isn't  merely  what  they  say 
that  makes  these  enemies  of  the  Constitution  dangerous:  It  Is 
what  they  do  under  protection  of  the  very  document  which  they 
would  tear  up  and  what  they  do  or  Intend  to  do  may  be  calcu- 
lated with  fair  accuracy  from  what  they  say  and  from  their  asso- 
ciations. If  the  Communists,  the  bunds  people,  and  the  half- 
Americanized  Italians  who  rally  to  Mussolini  are  to  be  given  the 
same  consideration  that  is  deserved  by  loyal  Americans,  the  Con- 
stitution becomes  the  shield  and  weapon  of  Its  own  foes. 

The  Constitution  never  was  Intended  to  protect  Its  enemies. 
It  was  Intended  to  protect  the  liberties  of  the  loyal  people  of  the 
United  States,  and  If  It  seems  a  little  ambiguous,  that  Is  only  be- 
cause Its  meaning  has  been  fogged  up  by  discussion  In  the  debat- 
ing schools. 

All  loyal  Americans,  at  one  time  or  another,  take  an  oath  to 
uphold  and  defend  the  Constitution,  and  nothing  In  the  docu- 
ment Itself  can  be  Interpreted  to  mean  that  they  must  not  "dis- 
criminate" against  those  who  plainly  Indicate  a  determination  to 
tbollsh  It  or  "revise"  It  out  of  recognizable  shape  by  treacherous, 
legalistic  manipulations  of  its  own  provisions  and  parliamentary 
Blelght  of  hand. 

It  was  the  simple  Intention  of  the  founding  fathers,  as  It  has 
has  alway.s  been  the  faithful  purpose  of  genuine  Americans — 
many  of  whom.  Incidentally,  were  bom  abroad — to  prevent  officious 
Interference  with  the  freedom  of  Americans  Had  they  meant  to 
forbid  the  defense  of  Americanism  they  would  have  said  so.  They 
did  not  foresee  that  Communists.  Nazis  and,  lest  they  be  over- 
looked In  this  dangerous  time,  many  half-Americanized  Italians 
would  organize  conspiracies  here  to  embarrass  the  people,  to  assist 
Stalin,  Hitler,  and  Mussolini  in  a  war  on  freedom  and  to  sabo- 
tage the  effort  of  this  Nation  to  defend  itself. 

The  difficulty  In  Identifying  the  enemy  Is  exaggerated.  The 
groups  to  which  they  belong  are  legal  In  the  sense  that  they  are 
permitted  to  organize.  But  by  their  works  and  loyalties  shall  ye 
know  them;  and  the  Injury  to  liberty  Is  trivial  and  unavoidable  if 
a  Communist,  Nazi,  or  Fascist  Is  discriminated  against  by  com- 
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parlson  with  the  Injury  that  liberty  will  suffer  should  they  win 
their  way. 

The  question  is.  Shall  the  Constitution  be  Invoked  to  facilitate 
its  own  destruction?     And  the  answer  to  that.  In  a  word.  Is  "No." 

It  still  remains  to  be  admitted  that  some  Individuals  will  be 
falsely  accused.  Nobody  will  endorse  that,  and  the  blame  falls 
on  the  Communists.  Nazis,  and  Fascists.  But  let's  have  It  under- 
stood that  the  American  Constitution  Is  not  now  and  never  was 
intended  to  stand  guard  over  those  who  conspire  against  the 
freedom  which  it  guarantees. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  am  grateful  to  the  Senate.  x.. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr,  HARRISON.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  MESSAGE  REFERRED 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Sen- 
ate a  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States  sub- 
mitting the  nomination  of  Robert  Porter  Patterson,  of  New 
York,  to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah,  from  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor,  reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Dr.  Clarence 
Poe,  of  North  Carolina,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Board       t 
for  Vocational  Education  for  the  3-year  term  expiring  July 

17.  1943. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  If  there  be  no 
further  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nomi- 
nations on  the  calendar. 

COAST  GUARD 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations  in 
the  Coast  Guard. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objec- 
tion, the  nominations  in  the  Coast  Guard  are  confirmed  en 
bloc,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations  of 
postmasters. 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objec- 
tion, the  nominations  of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc, 
and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  have  we  not  omitted  the 
ncmination  of  a  United  States  district  attorney  for  the  eastern 
district  of  Texas? 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That  nomination 
was  confirmed  earlier  in  the  day  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Today? 

The  ACTING  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Today. 

ADJOURNMENT  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  HARRISON.  In  accordance  with  the  order  previously 
entered.  I  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn  until  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  1  o'clock  and  56  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  adjourned,  the  adjournment  being  under 
the  order  previously  entered,  until  Monday,  July  29,  1940,  at 
12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATION 

Executive  nomiJiatimi  received  by  the  Senate  July  25,  1940 

Assistant  Secretary  of  War 

Robert  Porter  Patterson,  of  New  York,  to  be  Assistant 
Secretary  of  War. 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Ex:cutive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  July  25,  1940 
United  States  District  Attorney 
Steve  M.  King  to  be  United  States  attorney  for  the  eastern 
district  of  Texas. 

Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States 

TO   BE   lieutenants 

Alvln  H.  OifBn  Albert  J.  Carpenter 

Joe  G.  Lawrence  Willard  J.  Smith 

James  A.  Alger.  Jr. 
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TO  BE  A  CAFTAIN 

John  H.  Cornell 

TO  BX  A  CBZET  BOATSWAIN 

Emile  T.  Turcotte 

TO  BE  A  CHIXr  MACHIinST 

Martin  Lentz.  Jr. 

TO  BE  ENSIGNS    (TEMPORARY) 

Norman  Lee  Oleson 
Preston  L.  Taulbee 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

Max  B.  Wells,  Ashford. 
William  Lee  English.  Elba. 

CALIFORNIA 

Floyd  M.  Harvey,  Adln. 

?ter  D.  Mclntyre.  Blythe. 
Mary  B.  Janeiro.  Decoto. 
Charlie  M.  Seargeant.  Manhattan  Beach. 
Sidney  E.  Henking,  Niland. 
May  C.  Baker,  Paradise. 
Mark  E.  Oeeting.  Placentia. 
Mary  K.  Davis.  San  Carlos. 

IDAHO 

Vernon  Lance,  Eden. 

ILLINOIS 

Claude  Wilson  Pyle.  Sidell. 
Palmer  E.  Cogdal,  Tallula. 

INDIANA 

Flossie  M.  Taylor,  Biiaywocd. 

KENTDCKY 

^  George  Taylor  Smith,  Beattyville. 
Frank  C.  McElwain.  Elkton. 
Kenneth  S.  Jones.  Greenville. 
Octavia  M.  Sturgill.  Hindman. 

LOUISIANA 

Robert  B.  Matthews,  Castor. 
Homer  L.  Jolley,  Morgan  City. 
Albert  G.  Boudreaux,  Thibodaux. 

MARYLAND 

Thomas  V.  McGuire.  Western  Port. 

B4INNESOTA 

Carl  A.  Smaby,  Halstad. 
Emil  Ahola,  Virginia. 

MISSOURI 

Ann  M.  Willibrand.  Preeburg. 
Amelia  C.  Walters.  Gorln. 

NEBRASKA 

Agnes  E.  SulUvan,  O'Neill. 

NEW    HAMPSHIRE 

Maude  M.  Warner,  Hancock. 

NEW  YORK 

Annie  C.  Johnsen.  Albertson. 
-    Alice  Vaughn  Beebe.  East  Chatham. 
Gerald  Carmlchael.  Eastport. 
Thomas  F.  English,  Elmsford. 
Albert  Werner,  Gardenville. 
Sarah  K.  Gibbs.  Glenfleld. 
Wilmarth  J.  Tuthill.  Goshen. 
Asahel  O.  Harvey.  Hudson. 
James  Case.  Little  Valley. 
John  V.  CoUard,  North  Collins. 
James  P.  Doyle,  Nunda. 
John  L.  Cass.  Palenville. 
Daniel  P.  Sullivan,  Winthrop. 

OHIO 

Helen  M.  Maag.  Foster. 

Thomas  C.  Washington.  Grafton. 

Garnet  W.  Reynard.  Mount  Pleasant. 


OKLAHOMA 

Oliver  H.  Graham.  Dustin. 
William  C.  Placke,  Prague. 
John  L.  McClung,  Wewoka. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

George  L.  Shuhftr,  Bally. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Grace  Loving.  Eccles. 

WYOMING 

Arthur  R.  Fish.  Wheatland. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  July  25,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  W.  C.  Brauer.  pastor  of  the  Trinity  Evangelical  Lu- 
theran Church,  Evansville.  Ind..  offered  the  following  prayer: 

To  Thee.  Heavenly  Father,  we  offer  our  heartfelt  thanks 
and  praise  for  the  bountiful  goodness  Thou  hast  so  graciously 
bestowed  upon  our  country.  We  humbly  acknowledge  before 
Thy  presence,  that  we  and  our  people  are  unworthy  of  such 
divine  blessings  and  do  deserve  that  Thou  wouldst  turn  Thy 
face  from  us.  But.  bold  in  the  assurance  of  the  full  atone- 
ment of  our  Redeemer,  we  implore  Thee  not  to  remove  from 
our  land  Thy  gracious  and  divine  protection. 

Grant  unto  us  ever  to  be  mindful  that  Thou  art  Lord  su- 
preme and  we  but  Thy  servants.  In  these  perilous  days  give 
us  that  wisdom  and  sincerity  of  purpose  necessary,  so  that  by 
our  deliberations,  righteousness  and  peace,  justice  and  well- 
being  may  be  promoted  throughout  the  borders  of  our  States. 
Thine  is  the  power  we  need;  Thine  is  the  kingdom  we  seek; 
Thine  alone  shall  be  all  glory.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  July  22,  1940, 
was  read  and  approved. 

ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  today,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ORDER    OF    BXTSINESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  It  Is  my  understanding  that 
over  the  week  end  a  great  many  Members  are  going  on  some 
kind  of  a  first  trip  on  a  ship,  and  it  will  be  impossible  for  them 
to  make  that  trip  and  get  back  before  Monday  night.  On  that 
account  I  may  state  to  the  membership  of  the  House  that  on 
Monday,  unless  matters  come  up  by  unanimous  consent, 
there  will  be  no  business  transacted. 

In  aU  probability,  and  I  think  certainly,  the  T.  V.  A.  bill 
will  be  up  on  Tuesday.  On  Wednesday.  Thursday.  Friday, 
and  Saturday  of  next  week  whatever  bills  come  from  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  that  are  necessary  as  authorizations,  under  the  last 
recommendation  of  the  President,  will  be  taken  up  if  they 
are  ready,  and  if  the  Appropriations  Committee  is  ready  the 
latter  part  of  the  week  on  the  additional  $4,000,000,000  pre- 
paredness measure,  in  all  prcbaility  that  will  be  taken  up.  I 
think  this  will  make  a  rather  full  program  for  next  week. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  There  are  seme  privileged  mat- 
ters from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  that  we  might  want 
to  take  up  next  week  if  it  could  be  arranged. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  If  we  can  carry  out  the  program  I  have 
Just  outlined,  of  course,  that  would  be  fine,  if  they  are  privl- 
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leged  matters.    If  not,  they  may  be  taken  up  the  following 
week. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  As  I  understand,  the  gen- 
tleman wishes  the  military-defense  bill  to  come  first? 

Mr.  RAYBl^RN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  There  are  a  number  of  rules  pending;  for 
instance;  a  rule  for  the  consideration  of  a  bill  concerning 
wire  tapping.  Will  that  measure  be  held  up  until  the  meas- 
ures the  gentleman  has  spoken  of  are  taken  up? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Yes.  I  might  state  also  that  there  are 
many  rules  here  that  have  been  reported  by  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee. The  order  in  which  they  will  come  up  has  not  been 
determined,  because  I  certainly  do  not  think  we  can  reach 
any  of  them  next  week. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  With  respect  to  the  national-defense  appro- 
priation bill  that  the  gentleman  speaks  of  which  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  may  report  out,  has  the  President 
made  a  statement  as  to  how  he  is  going  to  spend  that  money? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  Appropriations  Committee  ought  to 
know  that  if  anybody  does;  I  do  not.  That  is  a  matter  that  is 
within  the  province  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  to  de- 
velop, and  I  am  not  a  member  of  any  committee. 

Mr.  RICH.  We  certainly  ought  to  know  exactly  what  we 
are  going  to  spend  $4,800,000,000  for.  Congress,  it  seems  to 
me.  ought  to  know  about  that  if  we  are  to  make  the  appro- 
priation. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  gentleman  is  certainly  in  position  to 
get  the  answer  if  anybody  is. 

Mr.  RICH.    We  will  try  our  best  to  get  it. 

ADDITIONAL    APPROPRIATION    FOR    TENNESSEE    VALLEY    AUTHORITY 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules, 
submitted  the  following  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  554), 
which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered 
to  be  printed: 

House  Resolution  554 
Resolved,  Th»t  Immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  It 
shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  House  Joint  Resolution  583.  a  Joint  resolution  making 
an  additional  api-roprlatlon  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for 
the  fiscal  year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national 
defensiv  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the 
Joint  resolution  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  3  hours,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  the  Joint 
resolution  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule. 
At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  Joint  resolution  for  amend- 
ment, the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House 
with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous 
question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  Joint  resolution  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

CABLEGRAM  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  CHAMBER  OF  DEPUTIES  OF 

THE  ARGENTINE  NATION 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  cable- 
gram from  the  President  of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  of  the 
Argentine  Nation: 

President  of  the  House  or  Repeesentattves  of  the  United  States 
OF  North  America: 
In  the  ntme  of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  of  Argentina,  I  thank 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  North  America, 
through  Its  President,  for  the  reapect  paid  on  the  occasion  of  (the 
celebration  of)  the  declaration  of  our  independence.  Greetings  to 
th:  President. 

Respectfully, 

Carlos  M.  Noel, 
President  of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  of  the  Argentine 
Uation, 

I  EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
certain  excerpts. 


The  SPEAJCER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  resolution 
passed  by  the  Danville  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  an 
editorial  from  the  Danville  Bee. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  v;as  no  obj?ction. 

Mr.  BOEHNE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  talk  delivered  by  the 
Reverend  O.  A.  Gelseman,  of  River  Forest,  111. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  statement  by  Rev. 
Charles  W.  Fillmore,  of  Indianapolis.  Ind. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a  few 
excerpts  from  certain  letters. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FULMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  insert  a  short 
resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SUTPHIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  two  brief  editorials  from 
the  Asbury  Park  Simday  Press. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  very 
splendid  address  delivered  recently  by  Hon.  Josephus  Daniels. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Si)eaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  a  letter 
from  D.  W.  Peacock,  of  the  Peacock  Military  Academy,  of 
San  Antonio,  to  Maj.  Gen.  Claude  V.  Birkhead.  commanding 
general.  Thirty-sixth  Division.  Texas  National  Guard. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  certain  ex- 
cerpts. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Also,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  on  another  subject. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

REFUGEE  CHILDREN 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  have  been  intro- 
duced before  the  Committee  on  Immigration  about  six  or 
seven  bills  relating  to  refugee  children  from  the  persecuted 
countries  abroad.  A  great  demand  has  been  made  by  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  and  other  organizations  for  a  hearing.  I 
rise  to  advise  the  Congress  that  the  committee  has  set  hear- 
ings for  the  7th  and  8th  days  of  August,  at  which  time  the 
committee  will  hear  the  testimony  on  all  bills  relating  to 

refugee  children. 

i 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  on  three  different  subjects.  First,  on  the 
subject  of  mercy  ships  for  the  rescue  of  refugee  children; 
second,  on  the  subject  of  antitrust  laws  and  labor  unions; 
third,  on  the  subject  of  merchandising;  also  to  include  a 
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statement  of  Malcolm  T.  McNear.    I  have  been  informed  that 
there  would  be  an  extra  charge  of  $68. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LFAVE  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSt 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
after  the  disposition  of  business  on  the  Speaker's  table  and 
any  other  special  orders  I  be  permitted  to  address  the  House 
for  15  minutes  today. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION   OF    RElt*RKS 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  at  this  point  and  to 
include  therein  a  short  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POWERS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was  astounded  to  read  in 
the  Record  of  July  11  that  the  Representative  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  SparkmanI  attempted  to  reduce  our  national -defense 
program  to  the  realm  of  partisan  politics  by  making  a  parti- 
san political  attack  upon  my  efforts  to  launch  our  Nation 
upon  an  immediately  effective  defense  program. 

There  is  no  need  for  me  to  defend  my  record  for  national 
defense.  Ay  ranking  minority  member  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment Appropriations  Subcommittee  for  the  p)ast  8  years  I 
have  consistently  argued,  in  committee  and  on  the  floor  of 
the  House,  for  a  greater  and  more  adequate  defense  program. 
In  fact,  back  in  1933.  1934.  and  1935  I  was  crusading,  with 
other  members  of  our  committee,  for  more  aeronautical  re- 
search for  the  Army  Air  Corps,  for  more  modernization  and 
mechanization  of  the  combat  forces,  and  for  proper  facilities 
for  traimng  the  personnel  in  the  requirements  of  modern 
warfare. 

It  may  be  noted  that  the  other  members  of  the  committee 
and  I  were  crusading  for  this  when  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama  iMr.  SparkmanI  was  still  in  private  life. 

My  friend  from  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  has  attempted  to 
criticize  my  vote  against  the  purchase  of  5.500  planes,  which 
were  included  in  the  War  Department  appropriations  bills  for 
the  fiscal  year  of  1940. 

Certainly  I  voted  against  the  appropriation  for  those  planes. 
I  argued  that  of  that  number.  2.200  were  plarmed  to  be  pur- 
chased as  a  reserve,  which  meant  that  those  machines,  obso- 
lescent when  ordered,  would  be  obsolete  by  the  time  they  were 
drawn  from  the  reserve.  In  that  same  IHli  I  fought  to  take 
the  money  which  would  be  used  for  purchase  of  these  reserve 
planes  and  put  it  into  research  and  development.  It  had 
been  my  constant  contention  that  this  country  was  not  spend- 
ing enough  money  on  developing  a  faster  fighting  plane,  one 
less  vulnerable  than  those  our  defense  forces  were  then  using;, 
and  one  which  had  a  greater  cruising  range. 

As  a  result  of  my  efforts,  we  were  able  to  get  sufficient 
money  appropriated  by  the  Congress  to  make  possible  a 
program  of  research  and  development.  If  it  were  not  for 
that  program,  we  would  not  have  the  400  mile  an  hour  fight- 
ing plane  we  have  today— a  plane  which  is  equal  or  superior 
to  anything  that  files  in  the  European  skies. 

For  the  edification  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
SparkmanI  may  I  say  that  not  one  of  those  5,500  planes 
which  were  appropriated  for  by  the  Congress  over  my  pro- 
tests, were  ever  delivered  to  the  Army.  And  I  am  sure  that 
General  Arnold.  Chief  of  the  Air  Corps,  thanks  God  now 
that  the  never  had  any  of  those  obsolescent  planes  foisted 
upon  him. 

The  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  SparkmanI  challenges 
also  my  vote  against  the  appropriation  for  a  third  set  of 
locks  in  the  Panama  Canal.  Certainly  I  voted  against  that 
appropriation.  These  locks  were  to  be  built  exactly  paral- 
lel to,  and  within  a  short  distance  of,  the  existing  locks.  I 
strongly  opposed  the  appropriation  of  $277,000,000  for  this 
third  set,  because  the  construction  would  extend  over  a 
period  of  6  years.  It  was  my  contention  that  this  country 
would  be  better  off  were  it  to  take  that  $277,000,000  and 


immediately  buy  much-needed  critical  Items  of  equipment 
for  our  defense  forces.  I  opposed  the  appropriation  further 
because  construction  of  this  third  set  of  locks  would  take 
from  our  country  and  send  to  Panama,  on  a  6-year  project, 
skilled  mechanics  who  are  vitally  needed  here  now  to  help 
bolster  our  continental  defenses  and  to  make  the  machines 
of  war  which  we  lack  at  the  present  time. 

I  believe  the  most  charitable  construction  I  can  put  upon 
the  unjust  attack  upon  me  by  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  SparkmanI  Is  that  he  just  did  not  know  the  complete 
story  of  our  national -defense  problems  and  of  my  efforts  to 
help  our  Nation  to  solve  them.  Should  the  attack  be  based 
on  honest  ignorance  of  my  long  record  of  promoting  our 
defense  program,  may  I  suggest  he  confer  with  Gen.  Malin 
Craig,  the  former  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army,  or  with  Gen. 
George  C.  Marshall,  the  present  Chief  of  Staff.  I  am  sure 
that  these  gentlemen,  who  are  acquainted  with  my  record, 
will  be  delighted  to  enlighten  him. 

Under  permission  granted  me  by  the  House  I  wish  to  in- 
sert in  the  Record  a  copy  of  an  editorial  from  the  Trenton 
Times  of  July  15.  Th*s  newspaper,  an  independent  Demo- 
cratic daily,  is  the  largest  in  my  district.  The  news  columns 
of  the  paper  carried  the  story  of  the  unjust  and  unpatriotic 
attack  of  the  gentleman  from  Alaoama  IMr.  SparkmanI  and 
(lU  the  following  day  this  editorial  appeared  which.  I  believe, 
fully  answers  any  argimient  the  gentleman  has  advanced  in 
the  past,  or  may  be  plannmg  to  advance  in  the  future. 

The  editorial  follows: 

CSmCAL    BOOMERANG 

Democrats  In  the  House  at  Washington  have  started  assailing 
Representative  D  Lane  Powers  for  aUeged  opposition  to  several 
"defense  proposals"  advanced  prior  to  the  outbreak  of  the  E^iio- 
pean  war.  The  assertion  Is  that  Mr.  Powers,  along  with  others  of 
the  Republican  minority,  thus  took  an  unpatriotic  stand  decidedly 
harmful  to  the  American  people. 

It  should  be  pointed  out.  however,  that,  before  Hitler  launched 
his  "blitzkrieg"  into  Poland  and  the  Low  Countries,  and  before  talk 
had  begun  as  to  politlcallzed  Nazi  penetration  into  South  America, 
there  was  little  to  suggest  a  menacing  condition  so  far  as  the 
Western  Hemisphere  is  concerned. 

Certainly  the  Roosevelt  administration,  with  detailed  State  De- 
partment information  at  its  Immediate  disposal,  should  have  been 
aware  of  the  totalitarian  threat  sooner  than  shoxild  a  minority 
member  of  the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee.  But  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  new  dealers  did  not  come  forward  with  a  national-defense 
program  of  any  real  adeqiiacy  until  the  collapse  of  France. 

The  Budget  cuts  which  Mr.  Powers  suggested  when  there  was  no 
thought  of  American  Involvement  with  the  European  struggle  were 
predicated  upon  the  sound  idea  of  reasonable  Federal  economy. 
And  at  that  time  there  was  every  reason  why  some  effort  should 
have  been  made  to  reduce  wasteful  and  extravagant  spending  In 
whatever  direction,  as.  Indeed,  there  still  ts  along  every  line  except 
preparedness. 

If  the  Democrats  make  a  misguided  attempt  to  shift  defense 
responsibility  from  the  shoulders  of  the  congressional  majority  to 
tho.se  of  the  minority,  they  are  likely  to  place  themselves  in  an 
extremely  embarrassing  position  from  which  It  wiU  be  Impossible  to 
retreat. 

The  blunt  fact  Is  that  no  one  In  the  United  States,  leaders  or 
citizens,  fully  grasped  the  threatening  Implications  of  totalitarian 
development  until  mechanized  might  began  to  assert  itself  on  field 
of  battle.  Partisan  critics  who  are  now  directing  shafts  of  ridicule 
at  patriotic  Americans  like  Mr.  Powers  are  assuming  the  role  of  the 
Monday  morning  quarterback  who,  after  the  plays  have  been  called 
and  executed,  belatedly  arises  to  explain  what  should  have  been 
done  and  to  heap  censure  upon  the  third  assistant  coach. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SIMPSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  letter  written  to  the  editor 
of  the  New  York  Times  dated  July  13,  1940,  by  Dr.  Amaud 
C.  Martz,  president  of  Bucknfll  University. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
.    There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  subject  Pertinent 
Questions  of  Today. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  two 
short  articles  from  the  Washington  News. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  three  short  radio 
addresses  I  delivered  over  the  western  Montana  network. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  an  excerpt  from 
the  New  York  Times  and  also  the  keynote  speech  of  the  Gov- 
ernor of  Minnesota  at  the  Philadelphia  convention. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  after  the  other  special  orders  are  disposed  of  today  I 
may  address  the  House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXPENDITURES  IN   GOVERNMENT 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection?  . 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  things  are  getting  worse  and 
worse  every  day.  The  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  Mr.  Morgenthau,  on  July  20.  shows  that  we  have 
gone  in  the  red  $358,198,164.88  in  20  days.  That  is  $17,909.- 
908.24  a  day.  or  $746,246.20  an  hour  in  the  red.  or  $12,437  a 
minute  in  the  red.  That  is  almost  twice  as  fast  as  we  went 
into  the  red  last  year;  then  we  were  $3,700,000,000  in  the 
red  for  the  year. 

Now.  where  are  you  going  with  this  great  national-defense 
program  that  we  are  harboring  at  the  present  time?  No 
economy  in  government  and  national  defense  that  staggers 
our  imagination  and  probably  will  completely  wreck  us,  unless 
we  get  some  business  sense  in  our  government  operation.  By 
the  time  the  Republicans  get  into  power  next  January  it  is 
going  to  be  most  difficult  for  them  to  get  along  without  in- 
creasing the  taxes  twice  as  much.  What  you  Democrats 
should  do  is  to  give  us  another  tax  bill.  You  have  given  us 
one  this  year,  but  you  should  give  us  at  least  two  or  three 
more  like  that  if  we  are  ever  going  to  survive,  with  all  your 
waste.  What  we  need  most  is  economy  in  government — stop 
the  waste  and  extravagance,  consolidate  departments,  and 
cut  out  many,  many  bureaus. 

When  Willkie  gets  in  we  will  win  and  we  will  balance 
the  Budget  and  we  will  save  this  Nation;  we  will  give  jobs  to 
Americans  and  not  the  dole.  We  will  protect  the  farmers 
and  happiness  will  be  ours.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REM.\RKS 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  War  and  a  portion  of  an  editorial  from 
the  Baltimore  Sun. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  article  en- 
titled "Mobility  in  the  Engineers."  prepared  by  Col.  Stew- 
art C.  Godfrey.  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  Chief  of  the 
Operations  Training  Section  of  the  OflBce  of  Chief  of 
Engineers. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  ROUSE 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  following  the  other  special  orders  of  today  I  may  address 
the  Hou.se  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  and  in- 


clude a  copy  of  an  address  I  have  delivered  before  several 
conventions  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  AMERICAN  SUGAR-BEET  INDUSTRY 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Confer- 
ence of  Pan  American  Foreign  Ministers  now  in  session  at 
Havana.  Cuba,  is  holding  the  attention  of  the  peoples  of  every 
country  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  The  results  of  that  con- 
ference, it  is  exjjected.  will  be  of  vital  interest  to  all  these  na- 
tions. It  is  already  becoming  clear  that  great  economic 
"readjustments"  are  at  least  contemplated.  If  our  represent- 
atives at  the  conference  are  operating  true  to  the  form  hereto- 
fore displayed  by  the  Roosevelt  administration,  the 
"readjustments"  may  be  such  as  to  strike  a  vital  blow  at  cer- 
tain legitimate  and  profitable  agricultural  activities  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  Speaker,  my  mind  goes  back  to  the  Presidential  mes- 
sage of  February  8.  1934.  in  which  Mr.  Roosevelt  discussed  the 
domestic -sugar  industry,  indicating  very  clearly  that  he  be- 
lieved this  to  be  an  inefficient  industry  having  no  place  in  our 
domestic  economy.  Among  many  other  significant  state- 
ments, he  said,  "I  do  not  at  this  time  recommend  placing  sugar 
on  the  free  list."  If  that  statement  indicates  anything,  it 
indicates  he  had  that  ultimate  objective  in  mind.  If  further 
confirmation  Is  needed  to  establish  the  administration's  sugar 
policy  at  that  time,  it  was  supplied  by  Mr.  A.  J.  S.  Weaver. 
Chief  of  the  Sugar  Section  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration,  in  his  testimony  before  the  House  Committee 
on  Agriculture  on  February  19.  1934.  when  he  conceded  that 
this  expression  of  the  President  indicated  sugar  was  later  to 
be  placed  on  the  free  list  "by  a  succession  of  moves  which 
would  reduce  the  great  shock."  Still  further  confirmation  of 
the  Presidential  state  of  mind  in  connection  with  the  sugar 
industry  was  supplied  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  Hon. 
Henry  A.  Wallace,  who  still  iiolds  that  oflBce  while  at  the  same 
time  seeking  the  office  of  Vice  President  on  the  New  Deal 
ticket.  In  a  book  entitled.  "America  Must  Choose,"  published 
in  February  1934,  in  which  Mr.  Wallace  discussed  the  question 
of  rehabilitation  of  agriculture  and  industry  in  the  United 
States,  he  said: 

This  wiU  Involve  a  radical  reduction  In  tariffs  that  might  seriously 
hurt  certain  Industries  and  a  few  kinds  of  agricultural  businesses, 
such  as  sugar-beet  growing  and  flax  growing.  It  might  also  cause 
pain  for  a  while  to  wool  growers  and  to  farmers  who  supply  material 
for  various  edible  oils.     I  think  we  ought  to  face  that  fact. 

Now.  if  we  are  going  to  lower  tariffs  radically  there  may  have  to 
be  definite  planning  whereby  certain  industries  or  businesses  will 
have  to  be  retired.  The  Government  might  have  to  help  furnish 
means  for  the  orderly  retirement  of  such  businesses,  and  even  select 
those  which  are  thus  to  be  retired. 

"Now,  if  we  are  going  to  lower  tariffs  radically  there  may 
have  to  be  definite  planning  whereby  certain  industries  or 
businesses  will  have  to  be  retired.  The  Government  might 
have  to  help  furnish  means  for  the  orderly  retirement  of  such 
businesses,  suid  even  select  those  which  are  thus  to  be  retired." 

On  February  20,  1934.  Prof.  Rexford  G.  Tugwell.  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  In  his  testimony  before  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  made  the  statement,  in  effect,  that 
he  "would  not  extend  protection  to  any  industry  which  could 
not  stand  on  its  own  two  feet." 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  refer  at  this  time  to  the  attitude  of  the 
Roosevelt  administration  during  the  earlier  months  of  its 
existence  only  for  the  reason  that  Secretary  of  State  Hull  and 
the  other  American  delegates  at  Havana,  following  the  usual 
custom  of  our  American  delegates  in  conference  with  repre- 
sentatives of  other  nations,  have  declined  to  state  what  pro- 
posals have  been  submitted  to  the  conference.  Knowing  the 
attitude  toward  the  American  sugar  industry  displayed  by 
the  administration  in  former  days,  and  still  persisted  in,  those 
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of  us  who  recognize  the  great  value  of  this  splendid  agricul- 
tural interest,  not  only  to  the  producers  of  sugar,  but  to  con- 
sumers of  sugar  as  well,  are  naturally  apprehensive  of  what 
may  emanate  from  the  Havana  conference. 

^Secretary  of  Agriculture  Wallace  at  one  time  made  the 
"statement  that  the  American  sugar  industry,  particularly  the 
beet-sugar  industry,  was  an  inefficient  one.  and  ought  not  to 
have  been  established  in  this  country,  that  it  should  be  elim- 
inated, but  "it  is  ix)litically  impossible  to  do  this  at  this  time." 

It  has  been  suggested  in  high  administrative  circles  that  in 
order  to  enlarge  on  ovu"  good-neighbor  policy  we  buy  from  the 
other  nations  of  this  hemisphere  their  agricultural  surpluses 
and  assume  the  responsibility  of  disposing  of  those  surpluses 
to  the  other  peoples  of  the  world,  and  this  notwithstanding 
the  fact  we  are  unable  to  profitably  dispose  of  our  own  agri- 
cultural surpluses.  In  view  of  this  proposal,  and  in  view  of  the 
known  administration  hostility  to  the  American  sugar-beet 
Industry,  some  of  us  are  wondering  whether  the  conference  at 
Havana  and  world  conditions  generally  are  going  to  make  it 
"politically  possible"  to  complete  the  destruction  of  the  Amer- 
ican sugar-beet  industry, 

Mr.  Speaker,  In  the  Journal  of  Commerce  of  New  York  of 
July  24,  1940,  there  appears  an  article  entitled  "Scrapping 
of  Beet  Industry  Is  Urged — Genuine  Reciprocity  Seen  Need 
if  Sugar  Problem  Is  To  Be  Ironed  Out."  According  to  this 
article,  the  scrapping  of  the  sugarbeet  industry  in  the  United 
States  through  action  by  the  American  Government  is  being 
urged  as  a  progressive  step  in  promoting  the  inter-Americas 
cartel  plan.  The  Luis  Mendoza  y  Cia  of  Habana,  one  of  the 
large  Cuban  sugar  companies,  in  commenting  upon  the  Pan 
American  Conference,  stated  such  a  move  would  make  for 
real  reciprocity  and  rationalization  of  agricultural  interests. 

In  our  last  review — 

The  company  said — 

we  pointed  out  what  we  believe  to  be  the  economic  slant  of  the 
approaching  Pan  American  Conference  of  Ministers.  Its  chief  pur- 
pose In  this  direction,  we  remarked,  will  be  the  attainment  of  a 
closer  cooperation  betw^een  the  nations  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 
It  was  our  contention  that  the  mutual  protection  of  natural 
products  as  determined  by  the  soil,  climate,  and  geographical 
position  of  each  region,  and  the  native  ability  of  its  people  to 
take  advantage  of  these  inherent  qualities — the  abandonment  of 
every  ultraprotectlonist  scheme  favoring  artificial  industries  and 
hothouse  crops  based  on  subsidies  and  tariff  barriers — should  be- 
come the  theme  song  of  the  Habana  conference. 

•  •  •  The  one  indisputable  fact  Is  that  such  an  opportunity 
to  attack  the  problem  at  its  root  will  seldom  if  ever  arise  in  the 
future.  Heroic  solutions  are  rife  even  In  the  United  States,  as  wit- 
ness the  following  quotation  from  Time  magazine  for  Jtily  8: 

"Cuba  has  depended  on  the  European  market  to  get  rid  of  33 
percent  of  her  crop.  •  •  •  In  Asia.  •  •  •  India  •  •  • 
can  now  turn  exporter.  •  •  •  If  the  New  Deal  Is  serious  about 
its  hemisphere-cartel  scheme.  It  may  be  forced  to  revive  a  •  •  • 
radical  scheme:  The  United  States  to  get  an  Independent  valua- 
tion of  beet  proj>ertles.  buy  tbeir  owners  out" — ^referring  of  course 
to  submarglnal  beet  properties. 

Such  step,  though  at  first  sight  impracticable,  would  Justify 
every  conceivable  sacrifice.  It  would  be  the  practical  realization  of 
our  Ideal  of  Inter-Amerlcan  trade — every  country  producing  and 
exporting  what  It  Is  best  equipped  to  produce  and  e.vport — and  the 
reparation  of  many  Inequities  within  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

.Of  course,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  American  farmer  can  easily  and 
economically  raise  every  pound  of  sugar  the  American  i)eople 
can  consume.  He  should  be  permitted  to  do  so.  Earlier  state- 
ments by  the  President,  his  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and 
others  that  the  American  sugar  industry  is  an  inefiQcient  one 
is  entirely  at  variance  with  the  facts  and  should  have  long 
ago  been  so  recognized  by  those  who  are  in  a  position  to  have 
those  facts.  Notwithstanding  this,  the  refusal  of  the  ad- 
ministration to  permit  a  normal  expansion  of  sugar  raising 
in  this  country  during  the  past  7  years  indicates  clearly 
that  the  Presidential  mind  on  this  question  remains  the  same 
as  in  1934.  In  view  of  the  fact  our  Representatives  are  toying 
with  the  proposal  to  take  over  all  agricultural  surpluses  of 
this  hemisphere  when  we  cannot  even  dispose  of  those  from 
our  own  farms,  it  seems  reasonable  to  suppose  that  this  ad- 
ministration may  accept  this  opportunity  to  eliminate  our 
domestic  sugar  industry.  That  the  matter  is  being  given  con- 
sideration at  Habana  is  indicated  by  the  prominence  given 
to  the  statement  of  the  very  important  Cuban  sugar  company 


quoted  above  and  to  the  subtle  method  in  which  those  pro- 
posals to  destroy  the  American  industry  are  camouflaged. 

The  first  reaction  of  any  intelligent  man  uipon  reading  the 
article  referred  to  is  to  say  that  the  idea  is  too  fantastic  to  be 
considered  seriously.  But  Is  it?  We  cannot  forget  the  self- 
sufficient  and  fervid  declarations  of  these  "brain  trusters" 
when  after  the  election  in  1936  they  met  every  protest  and 
every  question  regarding  their  theoretical  proposals  with  the 
all-embracing  answer,  "We  ha>^e  a  mandate.  The  American 
people  have  approved  the  New  Deal,  and  we  must  expand  the 
new  dealisms." 

Surely  we  all  know  that  such  a  preposterous  proposal  as 
that  of  this  impertinent  Cuban  company  will  not  be  seriously 
considered,  at  least  publicly,  before  November.  But  we  just 
as  surely  do  not  know  what  importance  will  be  given  to 
it  should  the  new  dealers  receive  a  "mandate  of  mandates" 
next  November  for  the  continuation  of  their  policies  and 
control  for  the  next  4  years. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  consider  it  my  duty  as  a  Representative  from 
one  of  the  great  sugar-producing  districts  of  the  United 
States  to  Issue  this  warning  as  to  what  may  happen  and 
what  is  being  advocated  by  practical,  if  tactless,  foreigners, 
while  our  own  statesmen  speak  in  honeyed  words  about  third 
terms  and  a  League  of  Nations  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 
Pan  American  cooperation  is  an  excellent  idea  in  principle, 
but  if  its  application  means  that  we  must  sacrifice  some  of 
oiir  great  industries  and  the  means  of  obtaining  a  livelihood 
for  100,000  farmers  and  1.000.000  laborers  in  21  States  and 
more,  then  it  becomes  high  time  for  the  American  people  to 
become  realistic  and  to  refuse  to  stay  up  in  the  clouds  of 
international  theoristic  dreams. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  and  to  include  therein  a  short  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  a  third 
request  if  I  may  so  far  presume  upon  the  Members  of  the 
House.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks 
In  the  Record.     [Laughter.] 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENKS  of  New  Hampshire.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude therein  certain  material  appertaining  to  the  value  to 
any  congressional  district  of  continuous  and  uninterrupted 
representation. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  an  article  appearing  in  the  Washington  Post 
of  today  by  Walter  Lippmann.  entitled  "The  Paper  Scheme." 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objecticn. 

Mr.  MAAS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  in  the  App)endix  and  to  include  therein  an 
address  delivered  to  the  United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce 
by  Philip  D.  Reed. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

HON.  LEWIS  W.  DOUGLAS 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to  say  a  word  in  behalf  of 
our  esteemed  former  colleague  the  Honorable  Lewis  W. 
Douglas,  of  Arizona. 

On  Tuesday  of  this  week,  according  to  press  reports,  the 
President  of  the  United  States  stated  at  a  press  conference 
that  Mr.  Douglas'  slant  of  mind  ran  more  to  dollars  than  to 
humanitjr.  Could  anything  meaner  be  said  by  one  fellow- 
man  of  another? 
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Any  man  who  served  In  the  House  with  Lew  Douglas  knows 
that  charge  to  be  absolutely  false.  A  man  of  independent 
means,  he  was  ever  ready  to  lend  a  helping  hand  to  those 
who  were  not  so  fortunate  in  their  possession  of  this  world's 
goods.  He  was  generous  to  a  fault,  but  with  his  own  money; 
not  with  money  of  which  he  was  in  part  trustee. 

There  was  no  New  Deal  philosophy  in  Lew  Douglas' 
make-up  as  to  public  funds.  He  was  for  cures  for  the  ills 
which  beset  us  during  his  membership  here  and  later  as  Di- 
rector of  the  Budgci.  but  he  had  the  vision  to  see  that  spend- 
ing and  more  spending  of  the  taxpayers'  money  would  not 
cure  anything,  but  merely  would  lead  to  the  gigantic  debt 
with  which  we  are  now  burdened,  and  which  is  still  mounting 
Independently  of  the  huge  defense  bills  now  being  incurred. 

Can  any  of  you  see  any  encouragement  for  humanity  in 
that  picture?  Its  continuance  is  the  course  to  want,  to  de- 
privation, and  to  despair  for  millions,  with  Federal  resources 
no  longer  available  and  an  impoverished  middle  class  barely 
able  to  sustain  itself.  Lew  Douglas,  after  all.  was  the  cham- 
pion of  humanity.  His  has  proven  to  be  the  sound  philos- 
ophy, not  built  upon  the  sand. 

As  an  American.  I  profess  embarrassment  that  the  incum- 
bent of  the  office  of  Chief  Executive  would  stoop  so  low. 
[Applause.] 

construction    of    certain    public    works    by    the    navy 

department 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  it  may  be  in  order  for  the  Naval  Affairs  Commit- 
tee on  Monday  to  call  up  the  bill  (H.  R.  10200)  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  proceed  with  the  construction 
of  certain  public  works,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  reason  I  make  this  request  is  because  it  will  enable 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  probably  to  incorporate  in 
the  next  deficiency  bill  certain  items  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  has  added  here  on  the  bill.  The  bill  was  unanimously 
reported  to  the  House  this  morning. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, does  this  conform  to  the  program  outlined  by  the 
majority  leader  earlier  today? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  just  consulted  the  distin- 
guished majority  leader  and  he  stated  that  nothing  would 
come  up  on  Monday  except  by  unanimous  consent.  I  am 
asking  unanimous  consent  now  that  consideration  of  this 
bill  be  permitted  on  Monday, 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  is  the  bill  likely  to  cause  any  contro- 
versy? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  bill  was  imanlmously  re- 
ported by  the  committee  this  morning.  The  ranking  minor- 
ity Member  and  the  other  minority  Members  were  present 
during  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  would  say  to  the  minority  leader  that 
if  a  controversy  should  arise  that  might  involve  a  roll  call, 
the  roll  call  certainly  would  not  be  had  until  Tuesday. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  am  not  going  to  call  the  bill 
up,  of  course,  unless  I  get  unanimous  consent.  If  there  is 
any  objection  we  shall  have  to  obtain  a  rule.  I  filed  an 
application  for  a  rule  this  morning,  but  I  hope  in  the  interest 
of  time  that  it  can  be  done  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  is 
this  the  bill  that  authorizes  the  construction  of  certain  proj- 
ects recommended  in  the  Budget  estimate  that  came  over 
to  us? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TABER.  Is  the  object  of  getting  it  passed  Monday 
so  that  the  items  may  be  included  in  the  bill  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee  is  now  considering? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TABER.  Has  arrangement  been  made  as  to  general 
debate? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have 
the  bill  considered  in  the  House  as  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  or  to  have  an  hour's  general  debate,  half  to  be  con- 
trolled by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  and  half  by  me. 


There  Is  nothing  controversial  In  the  bill.  The  items  In 
the  bill  have  been  recommended  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget, 
and  its  consideration  on  Monday  is  asked  only  that  the  items 
may  be  included  in  the  appropriation  bill  now  being  consid- 
ered by  the  Appropriations  Committee.  I  may  say  that  the 
items  are  those  which  appear  in  italics  in  that  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  want  the  gentleman  to 
understand  that  we  do  not  desire  to  block  any  proper  defense 
bill.  It  seems  to  me,  however,  that  arrangements  should  be 
made  for  debate. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  modify  my  re- 
quest and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may  be  in  order 
to  call  up  the  bill  (H.  R.  10200)  on  Monday,  that  there  be 
1  hour's  general  debate,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled 
by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  MaasI  and  me. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  cbj(k:t,  the 
gentleman  stated  that  the  bill  was  reported  by  the  committee 
unanimously.  I  would  remind  him.  however,  that  there  are 
435  Members  in  the  House.  There  is  nothing  in  particular 
to  be  done  on  Monday.  Does  the  gentleman  believe  that 
1  hour's  debate  is  suflBcient  on  a  bill  as  important  as  that? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  We  will  have  liberal  debate 
under  the  5-minute  rule.  If  the  gentleman  wants  a  longer 
time  to  speak.  I  am  satisfied  it  will  be  possible  for  him  to 
get  it  under  the  5-mInute  rule. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  has  asked  for  only  an  hour 
on  general  debate.  Under  the  5-minute  rule  one  can  get 
very  little  time.  Suppose  some  Member  wanted  to  speak  for 
15  minutes  on  the  bill.  The  Republicans  may  now  have  only 
168  Members,  but  we  are  going  to  have  300  Members  when 
the  next  Congress  meets,  and  we  certainly  do  not  want  to 
be  limited  as  this  would  limit  us. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Let  us  cross  that  bridge  when 
we  come  to  it. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  If  the  gentleman  will  permit  an  observa- 
tion, I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  for  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  to  make  a  political  speech  every  time  he  re- 
serves the  right  to  object. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  am  sure  there  will  be  ample 
time  for  debate.  The  amount  involved  In  the  bill  is 
$59,000,000. 

Mr.  RICH.  That  is  the  reason  there  ought  to  be  more  than 
30  minutes  on  a  side. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  assure  the  gentleman  we  will 
give  him  all  the  time  he  wants  under  the  5-minute  rule. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  I  Mr.  Vinson  1? 

There  was  no  objection. 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  mem- 
oranda that  I  have  submitted  to  four  different  Government 
agencies. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  I  Mr.  Curtis  J? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  speech  made  by  former  President  Hoover  at  the 
Republican  National  Convention  held  at  Philadelphia. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  MichenerI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

REPORT    ON    advisory     COMMISSION    TO     COUNCTL     OF    NATIONAL 

DEFENSE 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
today  Introduced  a  resolution  which  reads  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  Is  hereby  re- 
quested, if  not  incompatible  with  the  public  Interest,  to  transmit 
to  the  House  of  Representatives  weekly,  a  report  giving  a  brief  out- 
line by  the  Advisory  Conunlaslon  to  the  Council  of  National  De- 
fense, showing  the  progress  of  the  work  for  the  national  defense. 
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Mr.  Speaker,  while  the  President  and  his  administration 
are  responsible  for  carrying  out  the  program  of  national  de- 
fense, the  House  of  Representatives  also  has  a  responsibility 
in  that  it  appropriates  the  money,  and  it  should  see  that  the 
administration  expends  the  money  wisely  and  at  once  for 
our  national  defense.  Our  responsibility  does  not  stop  with 
the  appropriations.  We  have  a  very  grave  responsibility 
and  a  solemn  duty  to  perform.  I  assure  you  that  the  country 
Is  going  to  hold  every  Member  here  strictly  accountable  if  he 
does  not  get  every  bit  of  information  he  can  and  does  not 
force  the  national-defense  program  to  completion  Immedi- 
ately. We  are  all  very  much  distressed  by  the  delay.  The 
country  is  alarmed.    We  want  action  and  we  want  it  now, 

( Here  the  gavel  fell.  I 

THE   PRICE  OF   PATRIOTISM  IN    PENNSYLVANIA 

Mr.  McDowell.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  McDowell!? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MCDOWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  what  is  the  price  of  pa- 
triotism in  Pennsylvania?  In  my  district  the  vast  Westing- 
house  Electric  &  Manufacturing  Co.  maintains  its  great  plant 
and  this  week  it  announced  that  all  employees  who  are  mem- 
bers of  the  Pennsylvania  National  Guard  and  who  may  be 
called  up  for  service  will  be  paid  the  difference  between  their 
Army  pay  and  their  regular  i)ay  for  the  duiation  of  the 
service,    i  Applause.  1 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 
Mr.  SPARKMAN.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the   Record  and  to  Include 

therein  a  letter  from  the  National  Guard  Association  of  the 

United  States. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  IMr.  SparkmanI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DiNCELL  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 

extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

THE  CONGRESS  SHOTTLD  REMAIN  IN  SESSION 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  IMr.  Dingell]? 

There  was  no  objection. 
—      Mr.  DINGELL.    Mr.  Speaker,  these  are  most  unusual  and 
critical  times  which  threaten  the  very  existence  of  the  Nation. 
V  This  session  of  Congress,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  would 
long  ago  have  been  terminated  by  adjournment  and  Members 
returned  to  their  districts.   Expressions  from  our  constituents, 
however,  indicate  the  fear  and  anxiety  of  oiu-  people  and 
compel  our  most  earnest  attention.     The  people  know  and 
appreciate  the  gravity  of  the  situation  and  Insist  that  Con- 
gress remain  on  the  job  and  in  Washington,  attending  to  the 
pressing  business  of  the  Nation.    They  demand  that  we  pro- 
vide the  maximum  for  the  defense  of  our  beloved  country  and 
--—fortify  against   any  extreme  eventuality.     The  demand  is 
clear-cut  and  unmistakable. 

We  must,  therefore,  comply  with  the  command  of  the 
people.  We  must  forthwith  rearm  to  protect  oiu-  ideals,  our 
Institutions,  and  our  democratic  form  of  government  against 
all  enemies,  foreign  and  domestic,  and  under  no  circumstances 
become  involved  in  the  European  war.  I  am  willing  and 
anxious  to  comply  with  the  dictum  of  my  constituents  and  to 
remain  in  continuous  session  as  long  as  the  emergency  exists. 
Moreover,  I  say  to  you.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  matters  naught  whether 
or  not  my  personal  or  political  fortunes  suffer  if  by  my  co- 
operation and  presence  in  Washington  I  can  hold  in  check  the 
war  mongers  as  well  as  the  subversive  anti-Ameiican  agi- 
tators and  thus  help  to  maintain  unimpaired  our  American 
heritage.    [Applause.] 

KXTENSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rccoro  and  to  include 
therein  an  editorial. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  KefauverJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOYKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  letter  I  am  writing  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  Marvin 
Jones. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Boykin.] 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DiMONo  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude an  article  by  David  Lawrence  on  the  third  term. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  LMr.  RobsionI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  MundtI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an 
address  delivered  by  the  minority  leader  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  the  Hon- 
orable Joseph  W.  Martin,  Jr..  at  that  free  and  uncontrolled 
convention  held  in  Philadelphia  recently. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  DttterJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  wondering  if  there  Is 
not  some  order  that  could  t>e  issued  where  we  could  blanket 
all  the  speeches  made  at  Philadelphia  and  have  them  in- 
cluded here  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  knows  of  no  such  parliamen- 
tary process. 

Under  a  previous  special  order,  the  gentleman  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Fierce!  is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 

the  congress  should  remain  in  session 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  mind  of  every  American 
when  he  pauses  to  think,  forcing  consideration  in  the  midst 
of  the  day's  work  and  in  the  wakeful  hours  of  night,  are 
questions  about  today's  wars — their  dangers  and  causes,  their 
extent  in  space  and  time,  and  the  probable  effects  of  the  con- 
flict on  our  lives  here  in  the  United  States.  Whether  we 
are  forced  into  war  or  whether  we  remain  at  peace,  as  I 
believe  we  shall  do,  there  are  matters  of  gravest  importance 
which  do  concern  every  American,  and  the  consequences  of 
which  no  citizen  can  escape,  even  if  he  refuses  to  give  serious 
study  to  the  problems.  Rrst,  there  is  the  question  of  our 
defense,  methods  by  which  it  may  be  speeded  most  effectively, 
its  costs,  and  how  they  shall  be  paid.  Second,  the  economic 
effect  upon  our  Nation  of  the  total  disruption  of  normal  trade 
and  commerce  throughout  the  world  and  the  assiunption  of 
power  in  Europe  by  totalitarian  governments.  Ihe  question 
of  paying  the  bills  will  touch  every  man  and  woman  in  this 
Nation,  but  no  one  doubts  that  we  must  provide  for  defense 
as  our  most  certain  insurance  against  war. 

A  clash  between  American  and  German  economic  interests 
is  inevitable.  Whether  America  can  be  strengthened  by  Great 
Britain  remains  to  be  seen.  That  is  our  great  hope.  Ger- 
many will  have  life  or  death  rule  over  nearly  half  a  billion 
people,  and  Japan  dominates  the  Orient.  Those  who  perform 
labor  under  both  these  ruling  powers  will  be  slaves  of  an 
economic  system  totally  at  odds  with  ours.  Does  anyone 
think  this  will  not  require  some  readjustment? 

Let  us  look  at  the  picture,  tnring  to  summarize  the  situa- 
tion. Let  us  consider  the  effect  on  our  own  national  life  of 
all  the  swift  and  amazing  alterations  of  the  w^orld's  national 
boundaries  and  governments.  What  does  It  mean  to  us  now? 
What  will  any  particular  outcome  mean  to  us  In  the  future? 
How  will  all  this  shape  our  defense  program  and  how  must 
it  modify  our  economy?    Must  we  reshape  our  governmental 
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1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


9617 


institutions  or  yield  any  of  our  political  privileges?  Is  a  clash 
over  Hitler's  aggressions  in  South  America  inevitable?  These 
are  questions  in  the  minds  of  thinking  Americans.  I  am  here 
endeavoring  to  set  forth  the  facts  we  face,  and  to  examinie 
the  px>ssible  effects  of  this  grave  emergency  on  our  national 
life.  I  set  forth  my  opinions  formed  after  study  of  sources 
at  the  center  of  our  national  life.  I  believe  every  Rep- 
resentative should  try  to  paint  the  picture  as  he  sees  it,  though 
events  move  so  swiftly  that  desirable  procedures  may  change 
overnight. 

I  WORLD    SrrUATION     TODAT 

Dark  and  darker  grow  the  war  clouds  in  not  far  distant 
lands.  The  himian  mind  just  fails  to  comprehend  the  reasons 
for.  and  the  results  of.  the  collapse  of  the  liberal  governments 
of  Europe.  The  rapidity  with  which  one  terrible  disaster  has 
followed  another  in  the  last  few  months  is  indeed  frightening. 
This  is  not  a  war  between  nations.  It  is  a  world  revolution. 
It  is  a  war  between  different  methods  and  ideals  of  govern- 
ment. Arrayed  on  one  side  are  the  nations  we  have  come 
to  know  as  the  totalitarian  states;  by  these,  we  mean  gov- 
ernments ruled  by  dictators  and  by  decrees  instead  of  legisla- 
tive bodies.  Consent  of  the  governed  is  not  considered. 
Ruthlessness,  fear,  iron  discipline,  suppression  of  criticism 
and  of  free  speech,  together  with  entire  submergence  of  the 
individual  to  the  state  are  characteristics  of  totalitarianism. 
*"  Arrayed  on  the  other  side,  in  opposition  to  the  strongly 
militarized  dictator-controlled  countries,  have  been  the  lib- 
eral governments  of  western  Europe,  of  which  Great  Britain 
alone  remains  in  the  conflict.  Those  governments  have  been 
called  democracies:  their  liberty-loving  people  have  had  gov- 
ernments based  on  law.  and  not  subject  to  the  will  and  whims 
of  men  who  gain  power.  They  have  been  pretty  generally 
based  on  the  consent  of  the  governed  and  have  enjoyed  a 
faidy  reasonable  degree  of  free  press,  free  assembly,  free 
religious  worship,  and  a  large  degree  of  personal  liberty. 
They  have  given  entire  recognition  of  the  right  to  individual 
property.  In  short,  these  governments  are  economically  based 
on  the  capitalistic  system,  and  politically,  on  the  doctrine  of 

equality  of  individuals. 

It  has  been  only  a  little  over  20  years  since  the  Treaty  of 
Versailles  was  signed,  officially  ending  the  first  World  War. 
Students  everywhere  then  believed  that  the  democratic  idea 
would  extend  throughout  the  world.  It  did  seem  as  if  that 
happy  day  was  approaching.  Russia,  which  for  centuries  had 
been  the  black  spot  of  Europe,  threw  off  the  yoke  of  the  Czars, 
and  there  were  those  among  us  who  believed  the  Russian 
millions  were  entering  upon  a  better  day  for  the  common 
man;  but  out  of  the  tragedy  of  the  Russian  revolution  has 
come  a  despotism  as  cruel  and  heartless  as  any  which  ever 
reigned  on  this  earth. 

DEMOCRACIES  CKUMBLIKO 

However,  this  is  no  time  to  survey  the  field  to  discover 
causes  nor  to  fix  the  blame  for  the  dreadful  conditions  which 
confront  us.  It  is  clear  that  we  must  face  the  fact  that 
practically  one-third  of  all  the  people  of  this  world  who  have 
enjoyed  some  measure  of  freedom,  liberty,  and  the  right  to 
the  pursuit  of  happiness  have,  voluntarily  or  involuntarily, 
surrendered  the.se  privileges  In  exchange  for  forms  of  gov- 
ernment as  absolute  and  cruel  as  any  that  ever  existed,  not 
excepting  the  dark  and  cruel  days  of  the  worst  Roman  Em- 
perors. Prom  the  English  Channel  to  the  coast  of  Japan, 
about  7.000  miles,  across  the  largest  stretch  of  territory  of 
the  habitable  globe,  liberty,  freedom,  and  independence  have 
disappeared.  The  laboring  man  in  those  vast  lands  is  a 
nrtual  slave:  the  labor  unions  of  the  western  countries  have 
been  abolished.  Should  one  lose  his  employment  in  private 
industry,  he  must  accept  a  very  much  lower  wage  in  govern- 
ment camps,  one  which  brings  mere  subsistence. 

Back  has  come  with  terrific  torce  the  principle  that  might 
makes  right;  and  out  of  the  terrible  jungle  has  come,  once 
again,  the  statement  of  the  predatory  powers: 

The  good  old  rule 

Sufflcetii  them,  the  simple  plan 
That  they  should  take  who  hath  the  power. 

They  should  keep  who  can. 


Kindness,  love,  and  charity  seem  to  have  disappeared  from 
many  of  the  lands  where  they  formerly  made  life  easier. 
With  the  collapse  of  Prance  and  her  tragic  surrender,  the 
British  Empire  and  the  United  States  are  left  as  the  two  great 
democracies  now  functioning  based  on  the  principle  of  the 
consent  of  the  governed,  and  the  people  of  Britain  have  sur- 
rendered age-old  privileges  for  national  safety. 

It  has  been  164  j'ears  since  Jefferson  gave  us  the  Declara- 
tion of  Independence  with  its  noble  statement: 

That  all  men  are  created  equal;  thet  they  are  endowed  by  their 
Creator  with  certain  Inalienable  rights;  that  among  these  are 
life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness. 

Those  ideas,  springing  from  the  concepts  of  our  forefathers, 
spread  like  wildfire  throughout  the  world,  and  in  many  lands 
they  had  taken  such  firm  root  it  was  thought  they  could  never 
be  dislodged.  We  have  seen  the  tender  plant  of  liberty  wither- 
ing: now  it  has  been  plucked  and  thrown  to  the  hot  winds 
of  human  destruction.  Liberty,  very  evidently,  cannot  be  in- 
herited: it  must  be  won  anew  by  every  generation.  Perhaps 
the  roots  did  not  go  deep  enough,  and  p>erhaps  the  "pursuit  of 
happiness"  about  which  Jefferson  wrote  so  eloquently  in  the 
Declaration,  has  been  turned  to  an  unworthy  substitute,  the 
"pursuit  of  pleasure."  In  spite  of  the  power  and  influence  of 
that  Declaration,  the  world  seems  to  have  grown  greedy,  soft, 
and  unable  to  resist  encroachment.  It  appears  that  we  must 
have  a  rebirth,  a  rededication  to  noble  purposes  and  finer  lives. 
We  Americans  who  have  been  nurtured  oh  the  principles  of 
the  Declaration  of  Independence  and  the  Constitution,  will 
never  yield  the  priceless  heritage  of  their  ideals,  even  though 
Great  Britain  should  succumb  and  we  should  be  left  the  only 
great  democratic  nation  in  the  world.  It  is  true  that  if  gov- 
ernment is  to  rest  safely  upon  the  consent  of  the  governed. 

itf  citizens  must  be  independent,  Intelligent,  Interested  In 
government,  and  competent  to  govern.  The  people  must  be 
infused  with  the  spirit  of  brotherly  love;  greed  to  control  must 
be  curbed.  Men  must  recognize  that  they  truly  are  their 
brothers'  keepers.  There  is,  in  such  a  free  society,  no  place 
for  monopoly  of  privileges  nor  of  great  riches. 

Whatever  may  be  the  underlying  causes,  something  has  cer- 
tainly gone  wrong.  Today  we  And  everywhere  existing  the 
most  terrifying  conditions  ever  known  in  the  annals  of  his- 
tory. Now.  in  liberty-loving  Prance,  in  fact  in  all  Hitler- 
controlled  Europe,  it  is  a  crime,  punishable  by  death,  to  listen 
to  a  forbidden  radio  broadcast.  The  French  press  has  not  had 
a  reputation  for  decency  which  would  entitle  it  to  much 
sympathy  over  suppression,  but  it  was,  after  all,  an  instru- 
ment which  might  have  been  used  for  the  welfare  of  the 
nation. 

AHX    THE    DARK    AGES    RETtJRNING? 

History  tells  us  the  story  of  the  rise  of  a  marvelous  civiliza- 
tion in  Greece,  more  than  2,000  years  ago.  Even  today  we 
admire  their  architecture,  and  study  the  teachings  of  their 
poets  and  philosophers,  the  works  of  their  great  dramatists, 
and  their  ideals  of  government.  Greece  taught  the  world  to 
think  and  to  reason,  and  to  express  thought.  That  intel- 
lectual civilization  was  engrafted  onto  the  vigorous  Roman 
culture,  through  which  that  powerful  nation  taught  the  world 
to  govern  effectively. 

Students  seeking  a  parallel  for  some  of  the  acts  of  the 
present  tyrants  of  Europe  must  go  back  to  the  blackest  of 
the  dark  periods  of  history  to  find  governmental  crimes  and 
cruelties  rivalling  those  enacted  today.  The  date  of  the 
fall  of  Rome  used  to  be  given  as  A.  D.  476.  the  year  in  which 
the  government  of  Rome  was  moved  from  the  Tiber  to  the 
Bosphorus  and  the  Dark  Ages  engulfed  Europe.  Learning 
was  driven  into  the  monastaries;  monarchs  reigned  who  were 
unable  to  write  their  own  names.  For  a  thousand  years, 
ruthlessness.  cruelty,  and  ignorance  prevailed.  To  those 
thinkers  and  philosophers  who  lived  In  that  dark  period  it 
must  have  seemed  impwassible  that  any  great  change  could 
take  place.  They  must  have  regarded  the  condition  of  the 
world  at  that  time  as  something  permanent,  even  though 
there  were  flashes  of  light,  and  students  have  discovered  a 
thread  of  progress  even  in  those  days.    Is  the  European  world 
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returning  again  to  the  conditions  of  those  most  imhappy  cen- 
turies following  the  fall  of  Rome,  before  the  discovery  of 
America  and  the  scientific  awakening  and  invention  which  we 
thought  had  made  the  world  a  brotherhood?  Is  free  com- 
merce and  travel  between  nations  a  thing  of  the  past?  Are 
avenues  of  almost  instant  communication  between  continents 
to  be  closed? 

During  the  Dark  Ages  human  beings  by  the  millions  starved. 
Now  again  Europe  and  China  are  victims  of  starvation ;  thou- 
sands of  helpless  women  and  children  have  suffered  in  order 
to  supply  food  for  the  German  Army.  During  the  Dark  Ages 
prisoners  of  war  were  ruthlessly  killed.  During  the  Dark  Ages 
"organizations  appeared  that  were  truly  sadistic.  Today  over- 
lords exult  in  destroying  any  person  who  opposes  them,  first 
thrusting  them  into  the  terrible  concentration  camps.  The 
Prussian  tyrants  evidently  enjoy  human  suffering.  During  the 
Dark  Ages  men  of  learning  were  hunted  down  and  destroyed; 
so  it  is  today  in  Germany.  Einstein,  one  of  the  greatest 
mathematicians  of  all  time,  is  only  one  of  the  genuises  in  exile. 
Historians,  artists,  writers,  teachers,  philosophers,  physi- 
cians— all  those  who  lead  men  forward  and  minister  to  them 
have  been  forced  to  leave  their  homelands.  Should  the  Dark 
Ages  again  engulf  peoples  they  will  be  even  more  terrible  than 
they  were  when  men  first  struggled  toward  the  light,  because 
rulers  of  the  totalitarian  nations  possess  superior  scientific 
knowledge  and  more  efficient  instniments  for  cruelty  and 
inhumanity.  They  will  enforce  their  rulings  upon  those  whose 
memories  hold  the  glowing  picture  of  days  of  freedom  in 
democracies. 

HTTLKR  AIMS  AT  WORU>  DOMINATION 

The  German  dream  of  European  domination  is  not  new. 
and  it  has  caused  many  wars.  Now  it  is  expanding  into  a  de- 
termination to  dominate  and  control  the  world.  Today  there 
are  four  totalitarian  nations  with  a  common  bond — Japan. 
Russia.  Italy,  and  Germany.  Hitler  of  Germany  is  the  domi- 
nating force  of  that  group  of  aggressors.  The  war  party  of 
Japan  is  all  powerful,  and  is  driving  the  Japanese  people  from 
one  conquest  to  another.  Their  war  party  has  succeeded  in 
arousing  a  religious  frenzy  of  "patriotism,"  unequaled  even 
among  the  Mohammedans.  They  carry  out  their  far-reaching 
plans  with  a  fanaticism  entirely  foreign  to  our  ideals,  and 
beyond  our  understanding. 

Out  of  the  revolutions  of  oppressed  Russia  has  come  Stalin, 
one  of  the  strangest,  coldest,  cruelest  rulers  ever  to  appear  on 
the  face  of  the  earth.  He  is  still  the  imknown  quantity  in  this 
world's  chaos.  Indications  are  that  he  and  his  followers  are 
not  happy  in  an  alliance  with  Hitler,  the  master  mind  of  all. 
It  is  probable  that  if  the  Russian  war  machine  is  thrown  into 
direct  contact  with  the  Hitler  machine  it  will  flatten  out  as 
quickly  and  as  completely  as  the  great  French  Army  melted 
in  the  early  siunmer  of  1940. 

Third  in  the  group  of  powerful  personalities  of  the  totali- 
tarian world  is  Mussolini,  of  Italy.  He  is  prol)ably  less  cruel 
and  ruthless  than  his  prototype,  and  once  had  a  touch  of  hu- 
manity. It  is  possible  that  civilization  in  Italy  might  move  on 
under  his  rule,  but  he  is  today  in  the  shadow,  and  must  yield 
to  Hitler,  the  supreme  lord  of  all.  Indeed,  it  was  Mussolini's 
hand  that  held  the  dagger  "plimged  into  the  back  of  his 
neighbor"  when  that  neighbor  was  struggling  for  its  very  exist- 
ence. That  act  clearly  exemplified  his  character — and  his 
weakness. 

No  words  of  mine  can  properly  describe  Adolf  Hitler,  that 
terrifying  fanatic  who  is  moved  by  determination  to  gain 
world  domination.  The  most  authoritative  source  for  a  de- 
scription of  this  dictator  and  his  aims  is  his  own  book.  "Mein 
Kampf."  the  German  Bitile  of  today  and  the  blueprint  for  his 
international  structure.  It  is  compulsory  reading  in  the 
schools  of  Germany  and  all  conquered  territory,  and  should 
be  so  for  our  leaders.  It  is  unpleasant  reading,  hard  reading, 
and  utterly  repulsive,  but  It  is  our  duty  to  understand  the  mo- 
tives of  the  one  who  has  plunged  men  into  this  dark  hour  of 
the  world's  history.  It  is  fortunate,  indeed,  that  he  has  made 
his  motives  and  his  philosophy  so  clear  to  all  the  world.  It 
would  have  been  better  for  us  had  we  taken  cognizance  of 
Hitler's  declaration  of  purpose  as  soon  as  it  was  made.    It  is 


even  more  important  to  us  than  to  Germany.    I  quote  from 
his  book  (translation  published  by  Reynal  It  Hitchcock) : 

A  state  which.  In  th«  epoch  of  race  poisoning,  dedicates  Itself  to 
the  cherishing  of  Its  best  racial  elements,  must  some  day  l>e 
master  of  the  world. 

There  Is  no  doubt  that  he  aims  at  world  domination,  and 
that  he  will  stoop  to  anything  to  accomplish  his  purpose.  He 
teaches  in  his  Bible  that  it  is  perfectly  right  to  tell  a  lie;  the 
greater  the  falsification,  the  more  likely  it  is  to  go  over.  A 
treaty  or  a  promise  means  nothing  to  him.  He  breaks  those 
given  imder  the  most  solemn  conditions,  and  tMasts  of  it. 
Every  American  radio  listener  has  had  the  6pF>ortunity  to 
measure  the  man  by  his  recent  utterances  and  his  terrifying 
articulations. 

In  Herr  Hitler's  "Bible"  I  also  find  these  words: 

But  If  a  nation  succumbs  In  Its  struggle  for  the  rights  of  man- 
kind, then  It  was  probably  found  weighing  too  lightly  In  the 
scales  of  destiny  to  Justify  its  good  fortune  of  being  allowed  to 
continue  on  this  mortal  globe  For  if  a  man  is  not  ready  or  able 
to  flght  for  his  existence,  righteous  Providence  has  already  decreed 
his  doom.     The  world  Is  not  Intended  for  cowardly  nations. 

Clearly,  in  this  citation,  he  worships  the  god  of  power, 
believing  that  if  there  is  any  right.  It  comes  only  from  the 
physical  power  to  enforce  it.  The  United  States  must  be 
able  to  resist  his  oncoming  legions  in  the  southern  countries 
of  this  hemisphere,  on  the  oceans,  beneath  the  water,  and 
in  the  air.  "The  vital  struggle  for  the  domination  of  the 
Americas  is  not  far  in  the  future,  and  should  Great  Britain 
crack  beneath  the  strain,  it  will  be  upon  us  in  full  force. 
I  do  not  mean  that  Hitler's  tanks  and  airplanes  will  threaten 
our  territory,  but  his  power  and  domination  will  be  ever- 
present  in  a  thousand  ways,  beginning  with  our  trade  and 
commerce,  and  attacking  the  fundamental  concepts  estab- 
lished by  our  Monroe  Doctrine.  Continental  solidarity  has 
been  our  dream.    Can  we  make  it  an  actuality? 

HITLZS'S   RISK 

You  cannot  laugh  off  Hitler  by  calling  him  a  crazy  fool, 
though  he  may  be  a  paranoiac,  and  if  so,  he  is  most  dan- 
gerous to  the  safety  and  security  of  world  civilization.  Less 
than  20  years  ago  he  was  an  ol)6cure  and  unknown  artist,  a 
leader  of  a  little  group  of  men  who  held  their  meetings  in 
a  beer  hall.  Today  he  rules  supreme  in  the  once-proud 
capitals  of  Paris.  Berlin.  Vienna.  Warsaw.  Amsterdam.  Brus- 
sels. Oslo.  Copenhagen.  Prague,  and  is  the  real  power  m  Rome. 
His  word  is  law.  and  he  brooks  no  interference.  Perhaps  his 
head  is  turned  by  the  supreme  authority  vested  in  him.  He 
has  won.  so  far.  on  account  of  his  well-defined  plan  (fully 
set  forth  m  Mein  Kampf ) .  his  ruthless  methods  and  his  per- 
fectly mechanized,  coordinated,  synchromzed  war  machine. 
He  came  into  power  in  Germany  the  same  year  that  Roose- 
velt assumed  the  Presidency,  and  was  elected  leader — Chan- 
cellor— in  1934,  in  August.  Just  think,  that  in  6  y#ars  he  has 
become  the  dominating  figure  of  the  whole  world! 

Hitler's  motivatmg  idea  was  to  make  a  war  machine  that 
could  win.  whichever  way  he  turned  it.  He  sapped  the  en- 
ergies and  monopolized  the  mechanical  genius  of  the  Ger- 
man people.  Though  Austrian  bom.  he  is  a  true  Prussian. 
He  fired  Germany  with  ambition  and  stirred  up  the  leaders 
to  teach  the  German  frau  that  it  was  her  duty  to  bring  into 
the  world  children  who  should  be  taught  and  trained  to 
rely  upon  the  superiority  of  the  German  race.  Peace  socie- 
ties are  unknown  in  the  land  he  rules.  There  were  no 
organizations  signing  remonstrances  against  war  and  stating 
that  for  reasons  of  conscience  or  other  motives  they  would 
not  fight.  Such  people  were  sent  to  concentration  camps  or 
quietly  liquidated.  All  means  of  communication  between 
men  and  groups  were  completely  controlled.  A  factor  con- 
tributing to  Hitler's  success  has  been  the  military  and  moral 
weakness  of  his  opponents  and  the  fact  that  he  was  able  to  de- 
stroy their  influence  by  diverting  and  dividing  their  strength. 

If  In  any  place  In  the  world  a  military  method  of  de- 
struction of  human  beings  was  discovered,  the  Germans 
adopted  it  and  improved  upon  it.  Gas,  tanks,  airplanes,  sub- 
marines, they  perfected  them  all.  Ttie  gasoline  engine,  which 
ha^  so  changed  ail  oiu-  habits  and  modified  our  economy. 
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has  contributed  vastly  to  Hitler's  military  strength.  The 
idea  of  the  tracklayer  came  out  of  the  Boer  War,  and  It  was 
Eiiglish,  but  Hitler's  German  mechanics  have  made  a  bigger 
and  better  one  than  ever  was  dreamed  of  by  the  inventors. 
The  airplane  came  from  the  United  States.  Hitler  improved 
upon  our  invention  and  has  made  one  that  was  faster,  lighter 
in  weight,  and  far  more  effective. 

When  the  Treaty  of  Versailles  provided  that  they  could  not 
have  airplanes,  followers  of  this  dictator  took  a  few  boards, 
made  themselves  gliding  planes  and  soared  for  thousands  of 
feet  through  the  air  until  they  learned  how  to  glide  perfectly. 
The  submarine  was  not  of  German  origin,  but  the  Germans 
improved  upon  it  until  it  is  today  the  terror  of  the  seas,  and 
now  the  stoutest  craft  that  floats  can  be  sent  to  the  bottom  of 
the  ocean  by  a  torpedo  fired  from  a  submarine.  Hitler  has 
won,  so  far.  because  he  and  his  followers  have  produced  the 
most  effective,  ruthless,  and  terrifying  war  machine  that  has 
ever  been  devised.  Wh3^  did  England  overlook  and  ignore 
this  when  he  was  practicing  in  Spain? 

THE  GiSTAPO 

Secret  police  and  secret  organizations  wreaking  vengeance 
are  not  new  in  the  history  of  the  world.  We  read  of  them  in 
the  days  of  Rome.  We  find  cruel  stories  of  their  activities  In 
the  Dark  Ages,  and  throughout  the  course  of  history.  They 
were  all  terrible,  but  as  nothing  compared  to  the  Gestapo. 
When  Hitler  came  to  prominence  several  years  ago.  he  early 
became  associated  with  Heinrich  Himmler,  the  head  of  the 
Gestapo,  who  Is  the  embodiment  of  all  that  is  bad.  inhuman, 
and  cruel.  His  secret  police  is  an  army  in  itself,  larger  than 
our  standing  Army.  Including  the  National  Guard.  It  will 
never  be  known  how  many  men  and  women  have  been  "liqui- 
dated." for  no  records  are  kept.  There  is  no  trial,  no  judge, 
no  jury;  only  torture  and  death. 

A  German  was  talking  with  a  friend  some  months  ago  and 
telling  him  of  the  efliciency  of  the  German  organization. 
Said  the  American,  "That  may  be  true,  but  if  I  hear  someone 
at  my  back  door  at  4  o'clock  in  the  morning.  I  know  it  Is  the 
milk  man,  and  I  can  go  back  to  sleep."  That  tells  the  story. 
Thousands  upon  thousands  of  people  who  might  have  led 
revolutions  against  tyranny — earnest,  honest,  thoughtful, 
brave  men.  have  l)een  Invited  to  put  on  their  clothes  before 
sunrise  while  German  agents  of  the  Gestapo  stcK)d  guard,  and 
then  they  were  taken  away,  never  to  be  seen  again.  If  they 
try  to  escape,  they  are  simply  killed,  or  at  the  least  taken  to 
concentration  camps  and  starved  to  death.  The  prison  camps 
of  the  czars  on  the  frozen  steppes  of  Siberia  were  comfortable, 
indeed,  compared  to  the  hell  holes  into  which  talented  lead- 
ers have  been  cast.  The  acts  of  the  Gestapo  in  Austria, 
Czechoslovakia.  Poland,  Norway.  Holland.  Belgium,  Denmark, 
and  now  in  Prance  will  never  be  wholly  known  as  no  records 
are  kept  and  no  reports  made.  The  tragic  story  may  be  pieced 
together  someday  so  it  will  be  burned  into  the  pages  of  his- 
tory as  a  horrible  warning  to  those  who  value  freedom  lightly. 
Control  of  the  press,  radio,  and  all  means  of  communication  is 
absolute. 

Years  ago.  your  ancestors  and  mine  could  have  gtne  into 
the  forest,  carved  out  stout  staves,  and  been  ready  to  battle 
for  their  rights.  That  is  all  of  the  past.  Revolution  against 
armed  dictators  Is  well-nigh  impossible.  Now,  those  who 
would  protest  must  have  munitions  factories,  chemical  plants, 
and  years  in  which  to  prepare  to  flght.  When  our  Govern- 
ment came  into  being,  a  revolution  was  possible.  Blacksmiths 
could  hammer  out  the  guns  for  the  Revolutionary  soldiers. 
Someone  has  said  it  was  not  Jefferson  who  made  effective  the 
declaration  of  the  equality  of  man.  but  it  was  Mr.  Colt,  the 
one  who  put  the  revolver  in  men's  hands.  As  they  used  to  say 
on  our  western  frontiers,  "Smith  and  Wesson  made  all  men 
equal."  Inventions  like  the  radio  and  the  telephone,  which 
should  have  been  blessings,  and  the  armored  car.  the  airplane, 
and  the  submarine  have  combined  with  the  Gestapo  to  make 
Hitler's  army  the  most  feared,  most  hated,  most  effective  or- 
ganization ever  known.  The  Gestapo  is  dedicated  to  the  de- 
struction of  great  men  of  independence,  men  like  Bolivar, 
Lafayette.  Kosciusko.  Washington,  Franklin,  and  Lincoln — 
heroes  who  have  fought  the  battles  for  the  rights  of  humanity 
through  all  the  aces. 


THS  "TROJAN  HORSE"  AND  "riFTH  COLCTMN" 

Nowadays  we  have  historic  incidents  recalled  to  our  minds 
by  the  constant  use  of  two  expressions  relating  to  espionage 
and  deceit  between  nations.  Ten  centuries  before  the  coming 
of  the  Saviour  the  Greeks  laid  siege  to  the  city  of  Troy,  and 
the  besieged  Inhabitants  bravely  defended  their  city.  The 
Greeks,  concluding  that  they  could  not  scale  the  walls  and 
take  the  city,  constructed  a  large  wooden  horse  and  left  It 
outside  the  city  walls  as  they  withdrew  Into  the  blackness  of 
the  night.  The  Trojans  went  out  to  plunder  the  abandoned 
camp  of  the  Greek  army,  found  the  huge  wooden  horse,  and 
brought  it  within  the  city  gates,  believing  it  a  peace  offering. 
The  soldiers,  emerging  from  the  horse,  opened  the  gates  and 
made  It  possible  for  the  Greek  army  to  pour  Into  Troy, 
slaughtering  Its  trusting  Inhabitants.  Prom  this  story  have 
come  the  expressions  "Beware  of  Greeks  bearing  gifts"  and 
"The  Trojan  Horse." 

The  term  "fifth  column"  is  of  modern  origin.  In  the  recent 
struggle  in  Spain  one  of  Franco's  generals  said,  "We  have  four 
columns  approaching  Madrid  and  we  have  a  'flfth  column' 
within  Madrid,"  meaning  traitors  to  the  Loyalist  cause  among 
the  residents  of  the  capital  city. 

These  methods  of  penetration  have  been  adopted,  refined, 
and  improved  upon  by  the  modem  warriors  from  Berlin. 
Never  in  human  history  has  deceit  been  used  as  effectively  and 
with  such  long-time  planning  as  within  the  past  few  years. 
It  Is  well  known  that  traitors  In  Austria  opened  the  gates  from 
within  and  made  possible  Hitler's  flrst  great  victory.  These 
methods  defeated  the  Czechs,  that  small  group  of  industrious, 
liberty -loving  people.  We  hear  that  people  living  in  Norway 
themselves  gave  false  orders  and  guided  German  troops.  The 
"fifth  column"  was  so  effective  in  Denmark  that  there  ^as 
very  little  resistance  left  in  that  country,  and  in  Holland  that 
weapon  worked  efficiently  and  speedily.  What  shall  we  say 
of  France?  The  real  history  will  probably  not  be  known  for 
many  years,  but  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  "flfth  coltimn" 
was  largely  responsible  for  the  German  victory. 

The  knowledge  of  the  treachery  which  has  been  so  disas- 
trously practiced  elsewhere  should  not  lead  us  to  an  orgy  of 
suspicion  and  "red  baiting."  There  are  undoubtedly  enemies 
within  our  gates  who  are  seeking  to  undermine  the  morale  of 
the  American  people.  They  are  trying  to  secure  aid  stealth- 
ily and  they  are  trying  to  Influence  public  opinion  in  the  most 
arrogant  manner  as  well  as  with  the  most  subtle  devices. 
The  American  people  must  learn  how  to  evaluate  the  propa- 
ganda of  the  printed  word.  We  may  well  fear  certain  kinds 
of  activities,  and  our  Government  has  provided  a  means  of 
locating  and  controlling  them.  There  is  an  agency  within 
the  Department  of  Justice  responsible  for  investigating  sub- 
versive activities.  When  legislation  Is  needed,  they  will  rec- 
ommend It.    Cruel  suspicion  and  slander  should  be  avoided. 

DEMOCRACT    HAS  NOT  FAILED 

Democracies  In  Europe  have  appeared  weak  and  defenseless 
when  fronting  dictatorships  In  battle  or  In  diplomacy;  nev- 
ertheless I  am  not  willing  to  admit  that  democracy  has  failed 
for  all  time.  Like  Christianity.  It  has  never  really  been  tried. 
The  Idea  that  a  free  people  could  govern  themselves  Is  rela- 
tively new  In  the  liistory  of  the  world,  beginning  with  our  own 
country.  I  am  well  aware  of  the  fact  that  Plato  talked  about 
the  ideal  republic,  and  Rome  claimed  at  one  time  to  have  had 
a  republic,  but  not  in  the  sense  that  we  speak  of  democracy 
today.  Their  civilizations  were  built  on  slavery  and  serfdom 
and  on  an  aristocracy.  Those  who  made  and  enforced  the 
laws  were  of  a  specially  privileged  class.  When  the  flrst 
comers  to  this  country  settled  on  the  Atlantic  border  they 
brought  with  them  a  burning  zeal  for  freedom,  liberty,  and 
self-government.  These  ideas  developed  slowly  and  quietly 
until  the  period  of  the  American  R3volution.  165  years  ago. 
Men  like  Thomas  Jefferson.  Thomas  Paine,  and  Patrick  Henry 
then  formulated  the  American  concept  that  the  people  who 
are  governed  should  make  the  laws,  acting  through  repre- 
sentatives chosen  by  their  votes.  This  was  a  new  and  sUrt- 
lingly  revolutionary  Idea.  Nowhere  in  Asia  had  It  been 
dreamed  of.  nowhere  In  Africa,  nowhere  in  South  America. 
and  only  in  the  minds  of  a  very  few  in  Europe  had  it  been 
thought  of  until  it  came  to  flower  in  North  America  in  1778. 
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The  French  soldiers  who  were  brought  over  during  the  Ameri- 
can Revolution  to  fight  with  Washington  were  sent  by  a  Bour- 
bon King  of  Prance  because  he  wanted  to  cripple  Ehigland. 

Many  times  have  I  said  that  had  the  kings  and  aristocracy 
of  EXirope  really  understood  what  the  coming  of  our  Ameri- 
can Republic  meant,  they  would  have  crushed  our  revolu- 
tionary forefathers  with  overpowering  armies,  and  men  like 
Washington,  Franklin.  Jefferson,  and  Adams  would  have 
paid  for  their  boldness  with  their  lives.  Fortunately,  the 
rulers  were  diillards  and  did  not  grasp  the  full  meaning  of 
the  Declaration  of  Independence.  In  our  own  coimtry  there 
was,  as  ever,  an  influential  group  which  deplored  the  action 
of  the  patriots.  It  Is  said  that  the  largest  "chamber  of  com- 
merce" of  that  day  rushed  a  letter  to  the  English  King  dis- 
claiming any  association  with  or  approval  of  such  rebellious 
leaders  as  the  signers  of  the  Declaration.  The  liberals  were 
unpopular,  even  then. 

Without  the  American  Revolution  there  would  have  been 
no  French  Revolution  In  1789.  The  French  Revolution  was 
fostered  by  the  Ideas  of  Rousseau,  Voltaire,  and  other  think- 
ers, and  stimulated  by  the  American  Revolution.  The  Amer- 
ican idea  influenced  the  whole  Western  World,  and  the 
divine  right  of  kings  gave  ground  everywhere  to  the  new 
philosophy.  In  1848  it  looked  as  If  liberty  and  freedom  might 
sweep  Germany,  but  the  revolution  failed,  and  its  leaders 
became  refugees  in  America,  to  which  they  made  valuable 
contributions.  Many  American  families  of  German  ancestry 
trace  origins  to  the  scholars  and  leaders  who  joined  us  then, 
becoQiing  generals,  statesmen,  and  teachers. 

Tire   ENEMIES    WITHIN    OT7B    GATES 

When  we  think  of  the  political  bosses  of  our  big  cities,  when 
we  hear  of  the  corruption  in  State  goverimient.  and  when 
we  learn  of  questionable  action  in  Congress  through  appro- 
priation of  public  funds  for  private  benefit  or  special  privi- 
leges secured  by  evil  lobbies,  and  of  things  that  have  gone 
wrong  in  public  life  from  ocean  to  ocean,  we  are  apt  to  become 
discouraged  and  say,  "What  is  the  use?  Democracy  Is  a  fail- 
ure. The  people  are  so  dishonest  that  they  cannot  rule  them- 
selves." 

I  know  all  these  shortcomings  and  fully  understand  the 
attitude  of  utter  discouragement.  I  know  how  jxiblic  opinion 
is  swayed  by  the  newspapers,  by  lobbies,  and /by  organized 
propaganda.  I  know  how  Representatives  in  Congress  shake 
and  quake  and  fail  to  vote  their  convictions  because  of  the 
drive  of  newspapers  through  worked-up  public  opinion  back 
home.  A  case  in  point  occurred  recently  when  330  Members 
of  the  House  voted  for  an  unconstitutional  bill  to  deport  a 
certain  individual  without  trial  and  without  hearing.  There 
was  no  law  nor  precedent  for  it.  It  was  purely  the  drive  of 
hysteria,  largely  worked  up  and  promoted  by  those  who  had 
been  harmed  by  this  man's  activities.  It  was  the  boldest 
attack  in  our  history  upon  the  citadel  of  our  liberties.  I 
know  many  voters  are  uneducated,  many  do  not  siseak  nor 
understand  our  language;  some  are  criminals;  others  do  not 
care  and  vote  on  name  famlLarity  or  follow  the  drift  of  the 
so-called  public -opinion  poUs.  The  indifferent  citizens  are  a 
powerful  "fifth  column."  I  know,  too.  that  money  largely 
influences  elections  of  officials  from  constable  to  President. 

Still,  with  all  its  faults,  all  its  shortcomings,  and  all  the 
vices  of  its  citizens,  this  Government  of  ours  in  America  today 
is  the  best  government  the  world  has  ever  known  and  the  one 
most  worthy  of  preservation  so  that  it  may  be  perfected.  So 
I  repeat,  democracy  has  not  failed:  It  has  not  really  been 
tried,  even  in  our  United  States,  and  in  Europe  where  it  has 
been  attempted  it  has  had  even  less  of  a  chance  to  survive. 
That  failure  in  Europe  is  the  reason  it  is  today  so  easy  to 
crush  the  free  governments  with  the  iron  hand  of  oppression, 
especially  when  backed  up  with  a  perfectly  mechanized  war 
machine. 

Those  who  cry  out  against  "politicians"  forget  that  politics 
implement  government.  The  kind  of  politics  we  tolerate  de- 
termines the  kind  of  government  we  shall  have.  Our  dangers 
spring  from  special  privilege  and  monopoly.  There  are  those 
who  seek  every  weak  spot  in  our  armor  to  attack  us  in  order 
to  monopolize  government  itself  for  their  own  power  and  en- 


richment.   Just  now,  finding  us  defenseless,  they  are  attack- 
ing with  renewed  and  desperate  violence. 

We  shall  not  be  helpless  in  the  face  of  any  of  these  difficul- 
ties if  our  people  will  take  the  first  essential  step  toward  the 
preservation  of  our  democracy.  That  means  that  they  shall 
cease  to  be  indifferent  and  will  seriously  study  the  situation, 
weighing  the  consequences  of  any  action  which  the  Nation 
may  take.  National  unity  is  fundamental.  No  enemy  can 
be  overcome  and  no  plan  can  be  successfully  put  into  effect 
without  general  approval.  There  are  conditions  which  deny 
liberty.  We  must  make  certain  that  we  maintain  the  condi- 
tions which  guarantee  liberty. 

BOW    WOnU)    HITLZB    FIGHT    US? 

It  is  clear  that  Hitler  will  pay  but  little  attention  to  the 
United  States  until  he  has  brought  the  British  Empire  to  its 
knees  and  dictated  terms  of  peace.  Even  if  that  momentous 
event  should  occur,  it  is  not  probable  that  he  will  start  any 
invasion  of  this  country.  Should  Hitler  secure  a  part  of  the 
British  navy  and  be  able,  within  the  next  few  years,  to  con- 
struct more  formidable  fighting  ships,  and  make  satisfactory 
terms  with  Japan,  it  is  very  probable  that  we  might  feel  the 
full  force  of  his  power  in  a  na%'al  war,  brought  on  by  some 
dispute  over  the  islands  of  the  Western  Hemisphere.  Should 
Hitler  obtain  bases  and  landing  fields  in  the  islands  of  the 
Caribbean  Sea.  and  should  he  rain  bombs  on  the  Panama 
Canal  from  these  bases  as  he  is  doing  today  upon  England. 
there  is  no  doubt  but  what  we  would  be  in  the  confiict. 

Many  believe  that  the  big  battleship  as  a  war  weapon  has 
been  supplanted  by  the  airplane  and  the  submarine.  Repre- 
sentative Cakl  Vinson,  chairman  of  the  Conunittee  on  Naval 
Affairs,  said  recently  on  the  fioor  of  the  House  that  we  have 
simply  got  to  continue  building  big  battleships  as  long  as 
Japan  and  Hitler  are  building  them.  We  must  be  able  to 
fight  them  with  whatever  weapons  they  may  choose.  There 
is  no  great  probability  of  a  German  advance  into  this  coun- 
try through  Mexico,  though  there  are  those  among  us  who 
fear  this  contingency.  Military  students  do  not  believe  that 
Hitler,  even  with  his  marvelous  war  machme.  could  get  the 
food,  ammunition,  and  equipment  necessary  to  advance  his 
army  onto  American  soil. 

There  is,  however,  no  doubt  that  Hitler  will  fight  us  eco- 
nomically. The  totalitarian  nations  control  all  Europe  to- 
day, with  the  Nazi  machine  in  supreme  command.  Our 
surplus  agricultural  and  industrial  products  cannot  be  sold 
m  Hitler -dominated  countries  without  Hitler's  iiermission. 
The  fight  at  first  is  gcnng  to  l)e  in  the  economic  world,  where 
we  are  at  a  great  disadvantage.  It  is  not  expected  that 
shells  will  be  dropped  on  Washington.  D.  C,  New  York,  nor 
Portland.  Oreg.  We  will  probably  not  feel  the  effect  of 
bombs  that  will  destroy  buildings,  but  we  surely  will  feel  the 
effect  of  an  economic  l)ombardment  that  may  prove  destruc- 
tive to  our  present  financial  set-up.  The  trade  relations 
with  other  nations  which  have  been  the  bulwark  of  our 
capitalistic  system  are  definitely  broken  or  endangered.  This 
will  force  upon  us  a  totally  new  economic  way  of  life  which 
I  shall  discuss  in  a  moment. 

WHAT    MV8T   WC   DCFClfDT 

This  is  not  the  first  time  the  United  States  has  felt  called 
upon  to  make  its  position  clear  to  the  world  In  relation  to 
the  nations  of  this  hemisphere.  President  Monroe's  message 
to  Congress  of  Deceml>er  2.  1823,  set  forth  what  has  become 
known  as  the  Monroe  Doctrine  which  was  never,  however, 
ratified  by  any  congressional  legislation,  though  it  has  be- 
come extremely  important  in  American  politics.  That  mes- 
sage announced  that  the  United  States  would  not  Interfere 
in  European  affairs,  but  would  view  with  displeasure  any 
attempt  by  the  European  powers  to  subject  the  nations  of 
the  New  World  to  their  political  systems.  The  Congress,  dur- 
ing this  session,  has  undertaken  to  define  our  present  con- 
cept of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Our  Government  has  been  greatly  concerned  to  promote 
harmonious  diplomatic  and  trade  relations  with  our  southern 
neighbors.  This  year  there  was  celebrated  the  fiftieth  an- 
niversary of  the  first  Pan  American  Conference.  Our  diplo- 
mats are  just  now  meeting  to  determine  the  points  of  agree- 
ment among  the  nations  of  the  New  World  so  far  as  present 
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European  relations  are  concerned.  They  have  proposed  a 
joint  tnisteeship,  during  the  emergency,  of  the  European 
colonies  in  the  western  world.  American  solidarity,  in  event 
of  a  Hitler  victory  in  Europe,  is  a  matter  of  such  vital  im- 
portance that  many  sacrifices  may  well  be  made  in  order  to 
bring  it  about.  The  difficulty  of  undertaking  the  defense  of 
South  American  countries  against  the  encroachment  of  Hit- 
ler is  that  it  commits  us  to  defend  many  nations  which  do 
not  want  to  be  defended. 

Many  careful  students  believe  that  we  ought  not  to  extend 
our  protective  area  much  farther  south  than  the  eastern  bulge 
of  South  America.  Apparently,  Argentina,  Chile,  Uruguay, 
Paraguay,  and  much  of  Brazil  wish  to  tie  up  with  the  totali- 
tarian idea  and  form  governments  on  that  model.  They 
speak  the  Spanish  language.  They  do  not  have  our  system 
of  government  nor  our  way  of  life.  Germany  and  Italy  have 
penetrated  these  countries  for  years.  They  control  trade  and 
commerce,  air  lines,  even  the  governments  themselves.  These 
countries  can  easily  enter  into  business  and  economic  rela- 
tions with  the  totahtarian  nations  of  Europe.  In  fact,  they 
are  now  relying  on  the  profits  from  such  trade. 

Many  of  these  countries  are  directly  competitive  with  our 
agricultural  production.  Might  it  not  be  best  to  let  them  go 
to  the  Hitler-controlled  world  rather  than  to  attempt  to  force 
them  unwillingly,  into  our  orbit?  In  most  parts  of  South 
America  they  have  very  little  idea  of  real  democracy  in  gov- 
ernment. Dictators  rule  there.  Their  products  find  a  ready 
market  in  Hitler-dominated  territories.  They  need  the  ma- 
chines and  industrial  products  which  the  totalitarian  nations 
can  supply,  and  barter  is  their  method  of  trade.  I  was  told  a 
few  days  ago  \n  one  of  our  departments  in  Washington  that 
agents  of  Hitler  were  now  in  parts  of  South  America  con- 
tracting for  wheat  and  beef,  offering  in  exchange  machinery 
and  goods  made  in  Germany  and  conquered  countries,  and 
also  directly  competing  with  our  industrial  products. 

We  must,  at  least,  throw  a  ring  of  steel  around  every  island 
in  the  Caribbean  Sea,  the  northern  part  of  South  America, 
the  Panama  Canal,  Central  America,  Mexico,  and  Canada. 
The  Hawaiian  Islands  are  a  part  of  the  United  States,  made 
so  by  the  law  of  admission,  and  must  so  remain.  Pearl  Har- 
bor, one  of  the  finest  in  the  world,  must  be  our  western  outpost. 
The  western  defense  for  the  Panama  Canal  must  be  the  Gala- 
pagos Islands.  All  of  the  Aleutian  Islands  and  Alaska  are 
now  ours,  and  must  so  remain,  with  the  fishing  rights  per- 
taimng  thereto.  Air  bases  are  being  placed  in  Alaska  for  the 
protection  of  this  sector. 

The  Philippine  Islands  wanted  their  independence  and,  un- 
der present  law,  they  will  get  it  in  1946.  It  was  a  very 
unfortunate  venture  when  the  United  States  entered  upon 
the  imperialistic  policy  which  forced  us  to  be  interested  in 
the  Orient.  Now  we  must  allow  the  Philippine  Islands  to 
go  their  way  as  they  have  neither  the  inclination  nor  the 
ability  to  be  part  of  a  real  democracy.  They  have  never 
been,  and  cannot  be,  an  integral  part  of  this  Government. 
Our  possession  invites  trouble  tmd  involves  great  expense  and 
difficulty.  It  goes  without  saying  that  Canada  must  have 
fuU  protection  as  a  democracy  of  utmost  importance  to  us. 

WILL  out  SOLOnXS  BK  SEIfT  OVIHSKA8T 

The  President,  in  his  message  to  the  Congress  recently, 
made  known  his  stand  when  he  said  that  oiu-  soldiers  should 
not  be  sent  to  European  battlefields.  I  believe  the  Congress 
Is  in  accord  with  that  sentiment.  It  is  alarming  to  think  of 
the  future  of  the  United  States  should  Great  Britain  break 
imder  the  strain,  and  be  obliged  to  sue  for  peace,  as  France 
has  done.  She  does  not  need  manpower,  but  she  dees  des- 
perately need  mechanized  fighting  equipment. 

MECHANIZKD  WARTAU 

The  internal-combustion  engine  has  completely  changed 
methods  of  warfare  since  the  last  war.  No  longer  can  battles 
be  won  nor  the  fate  of  empires  settled  by  slow-moving  bat- 
talions, either  in  open  or  close  formation.  The  Internal-com- 
bustion engine  has  made  the  submarine  effective  and  deadly. 
Improved  to  the  nth  degree,  it  has  made  the  tank  an  efficient 
weapon  of  war.  A  few  evenings  ago.  Congressmen  and  Sen- 
ators were  invited  to  see  a  moving  picture  of  German  warfare. 


There  were  airplanes  in  such  droves  that  they  must  have 
almost  darkened  the  sky.  and  out  from  those  planes,  into  the 
air,  stepped  armed  Infantrymen;  with  parachutes  opening, 
they  came  down  in  clouds. 

In  this  war  Hitler  and  his  efficient  staff  have  simply  out- 
generaled, outmaneuvered,  and  outfought  every  nation  against 
which  they  have  moved.  They  are  fully  prepared  and  ex- 
perienced after  a  concentrated  effort  directed  toward  destruc- 
tion of  many  other  nations.  These  modern  methods  adopted 
by  Hitler  first  emoloy  a  large  squadron  of  heavy  bombers 
which  drop  l>ombs  with  terrific  force,  and  spread  terror 
everywhere.  On  their  return  trips  they  strafe  with  machine- 
gun  fire  anything  visible  on  the  ground.  This  Is  followed  by 
a  wedge  of  lighter  planes  with  smaller  bombs,  many  of  them 
incendiary.  Then  appear  squadrons  of  air  transports  bear- 
ing parachute  troops.  After  these  troops  have  been  dropped 
on  predesignated  areas  they  return  for  other  loads  and  they 
also  strafe  the  groimd  on  their  return  trip.  Then  the  tanks 
appear  on  the  ground,  huge  tracklayers  weighing  30  to  60 
tons,  with  hghter  tanks  on  their  fianks.  Then  the  infantry 
moves  up.  not  on  horseback  nor  afoot  but  in  speedy  lorries 
or  squad  cars.  Few  men  have  actually  been  used  in  the 
initial  stages  of  the  attack;  Just  highly  trained  technicians 
and  engineers. 

What  a  contrast  to  the  slow-moving  advance  and  regular 
siege  work  for  which  the  Maginot  line  was  built!  No  wonder 
the  French  were  unprepared.  Such  perfect  machinery  can 
be  met  only  by  the  same  sort  of  a  machine  more  efficiently 
managed,  maneuvered,  and  coordinated.  Britain  must  liter- 
ally fill  the  air  with  its  fighting  planes  and  drive  back  with 
deadly  precision  the  fast  German  planes.  When  armed 
tanks  appear  they  must  be  met  with  armed  tanks  of  greater 
strength  and  power.  Indeed,  it  is  a  fight  to  the  death,  with  no 
quarter.  It  is  either  "we  or  they."  Either  democracy  must 
disappear  or  it  must  arm  itself  and  be  prepared  if  attacked 
to  give  blow  for  blow  In  this  highly  technical  mechanized 
warfare.  The  preparation  of  such  war  machines  calls  for 
concentration  of  effort  and  wealth  and  purpose  to  a  degree 
never  before  devoted  to  such  a  purpose,  outside  of  Germany. 
It  is  rumored  that  the  French  failed  because  their  leaders 
lacked  patriotism  and  driving  power  and  her  industrial  lead- 
ers demanded  financial  profits.  Yes.  industry  as  well  as  sav- 
ings and  men  must  yield  to  the  necessity  for  national  defense. 
We  must  not  repeat  that  terrible  error. 

It  is  now  stated  that  the  Germans  lost  the  first  battle  of  the 
Mame  in  September  1914  because  their  front  lines  lacked  am- 
munition. In  this  war  no  German  advance,  so  far  as  we 
know,  has  lacked  ammunition  nor  food  nor  any  kind  of  sup- 
plies. Moving  close  behind  every  advance  made  by  the 
German  machine  there  has  come  in  quantity  ammunition, 
food,  and  all  essential  supplies.  The  rapidity  of  the  German 
movement  has  made  it  impossible  for  its  poorly  eqiUpped 
enemies  to  offer  adequate  resistance. 

PREPAREDNESS THE   DEFENSE   PROGRAM 

There  are  four  groups  of  citizens  who  will  first  be  called 
upon  to  sacrifice  personal  Interests  in  support  of  the  national 
defense  program.  Their  response  will  reveal  to  the  world,  as 
well  as  to  our  own  citizens,  our  strength  and  our  weaknesses. 
If  any  one  of  these  groups  begins  by  demanding  exemption 
from  the  responsibilities  which  citizens  face  in  a  national 
emergency  our  democracy  will  indeed  be  imperilled.  It  is  ob- 
vious that  these  groups  are  our  industry,  labor,  taxpayers,  and 
young  men  citizens.  If  industry  should  demand  cash  on  the 
barrel  head  before  undertaking  manufacture  of  alrplai>cs 
and  defense  weapons;  if  labor,  which  has  been  stabilized  by 
legislative  enactments  of  the  past  8  years,  should  hesitate  to 
perform  Its  part  without  mcreased  financial  assurances;  if 
taxpayers  should  revolt  against  the  necessary  sharing  of  in- 
come; and  if  youth  should  be  found  unwilling  to  dedicate  to 
government  a  year  of  service  we  shall  face  a  tragic  era.  Oiu: 
country,  also,  would  be  left  exposed  to  attack  by  those  who 
are  capable  of  united  effort.  I  am  confident  that  those  who 
belong  to  each  group  so  prize  the  privileges  of  our  democracy 
that  they  will  be  foimd  imited  against  the  sabotage  of  un- 
willingness to  serve. 
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This  is  no  time  for  recriminations  because  of  our  state  of 
unpreparedness.  Hitler  moves  swiftly.  A  year  ago  no  one 
could  have  foretold  what  has  passed  during  the  summer 
months  of  1940.  We  are  now  forced  to  take  an  inventory  of 
"^--^  our  resources  and  to  take  action  predicated  upon  the  move- 
ments of  the  German  war  machine.  The  national  defense 
-^ —  program  is  going  forward  with  superb  efiflciency  so  far  as  gov- 
ernmental organization  is  concerned.  The  President  has  se- 
^,^--"  iected  advisers  of  known  competence.  These  men  are  great 
industrialists  who  are  sacrificing  time  and  high  salaries  to 
the  cause.  They  have  been  chosen  because  of  ability  and 
not  for  personal  or  political  reasons.  The  Congress  has  co- 
operated with  appropriations,  authorizations,  and  legislation. 
Next  comes  the  transformation  of  existing  plants  and  the 
building  of  great  new  plants.  The  tools  for  making  the  war 
machines  must  first  be  made. 

We  have  entered  into  a  long-time  program.  The  questions 
of  taxes  and  profits  may  halt  progress.  It  is  almost  unbe- 
lievable that  a  great  industrial  organization  would  hesitate 
to  proceed  with  defense  orders  unless  certain  financial  guar- 
anties could  be  made.  Naturally,  they  have  a  duty  to  inves- 
tors, to  owners  of  stocks  and  bonds,  but  a  prior  duty  to  gov- 
ernment should  cause  every  obstacle  to  be  swept  aside.  What 
profits  would  be  assured  them  under  Hitler?  Are  profits  more 
^'  sacred  than  life  or  the  freedom  which  thousands  must  yield, 

giving  up  gainful  employment  and  the  preparation  for  pro- 
fessional life? 

Neither  the  Congress,  nor  the  President  can  wholly  solve 
the  problem  of  defense.  It  rests  with  our  people  to  cooperate 
after  appropriations  have  been  made  and  equipment  built. 

SZLBCnVZ   SZSVICE  TSAININQ 

Liberal  American  speakers  have,  time  and  again,  expressed 
pride  in  the  fact  that  we  maintain  no  great  standing  army. 
Thousands  of  American  boys  in  universities  and  colleges  have 
signed  pledges  never  to  join  the  Army  nor  to  engage  in  any 
foreign  war.  American  boys  in  land-grant  colleges  have  been 
allowed  to  choose  whether  they  should  or  should  not  take' 
military  training.  Mothers  by  the  thousands  have  taught 
their  boys  that  they  should  never  take  part  in  military  train- 
ing nor  war  in  any  form.  Mothers  have  sung  with  fervor 
"I  didn't  raise  my  boy  to  be  a  soldier."  The  feeling  has  been 
that  military  preparedness  but  courted  war.  We  believed  we 
could  live  at  peace  with  our  fellow  men  if  we  chose  so  to  do. 
We  did  not  expect  that  great  nations  would  be  defeated  and 
subjugated  until  we  also  would  be  expected  to  pass  under  the 
yoke,  but  qui  enslavement  would  be  economic. 

I  once  heard  Bryan  say — 

We  will  not  tolerate  a  huge  standing  army.  Should  we  ever  be 
attacked,  a  million  men  will  spring  to  arms  over  night  to  defend 
our  priceless  heritage  of  freedom  and  liberty. 

Eloquent  words  these,  but  how  foolish  they  sound  today. 
How  helpless  our  soldiers  would  be  with  their  rifles  in  an 
attempt  to  stop  the  mechanized  army  of  Hitler.  Overnight 
training  of  our  devoted  boys  would  fail  completely  against 
the  life-trained  soldiers  of  Hitler.  How  different  our  train- 
ing here  from  that  in  Germany.  There,  every  boy  is  taught 
from  the  beginning  that  the  greatest  reward  cf  living  is  to 
fight  for  the  fatherland,  and  that  the  most  glorious  death  is 
on  the  battlefields,  advancing  the  German  cause.  They  sing 
Deutschland  liber  Alles — Germany  over  all. 

They    have    been    regimented    almost    from    Infancy    and 

taught  to  use  the  mechanized  equipment  of  their  most 
powerful  modern  army.  Their  German  mothers  have  will- 
ingly bred  warriors,  have  trained  them,  and  dedicated  them 
to  conquest.  They  force  us  to  counter  with  adequate  prepa- 
ration. May  we  never  come  to  regard  human  life  as  subject 
to  the  purposes  of  aggressive  war! 

Now.  spurred  by  public  demand  unprecedented  in  vehe- 
mence and  unanimity,  our  country  is  Iniilding  battleships,  air- 
planes, and  armored  fighting  equipment.  Who  will  operate 
these  war  machines?  Our  vocational  schools  should  plan 
their  courses  to  make  it  possible  to  give  young  people  this 
valuable  training  supplemental  to  other  requirements.  The 
more  fuDy  training  and  preparation  can  be  combined  with 
the  usual  ways  of  life  of  all  our  young  people,  the  better  it 


will  be  for  them  and  for  the  country.  There  must  be  thou- 
sands of  men  technically  trained,  and  other  thousands  of 
men  to  serve  in  a  secondary  capacity,  or  the  equipment  will 
l)e  useless.  Shall  we  depend  upon  volunteers,  leaving  to 
peaceful  pursuits  and  financial  gain  those  too  indifferent, 
too  fearful,  or  too  greedy  to  volunteer?  As  all  our  citizens 
are  supposed  to  be  equal  and  equally  to  enjoy  the  Nation's 
blessing,  shall  they  equally  share  in  the  task  of  defense,  and 
how  shall  this  be  accomplished?  I  wish  to  make  it  clear 
that  defense  does  not,  and,  I  hope,  never  will  mean  war. 

Very  reluctantly  I  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  we 
must  inaugiu-ate  some  kind  of  selective  service.  I  look  for 
the  early  enactment  of  a  law  which  will  make  It  possible  for 
every  man  to  find  his  place  and  be  able  to  fill  it,  should  it  be 
necessary  to  defend  our  coimtry  and  its  Institutions.  I  have 
nine  grandsons,  the  eldest  of  age  for  service  and  flying  a  plane 
in  order  to  be  ready.  I  do  not  think  any  of  the  nine  young 
men  have  a  desire  to  win  fame  on  battlefields;  they  just 
naturally  will  not  develop  into  military  or  naval  men.  My 
namesake,  a  boy  of  15.  is  deeply  interested  in  the  cattle  ranch, 
and  he  hopes  some  day  to  produce  more  and  better  white- 
faced  calves  than  did  his  grandfather.  It  is  a  sad  thought 
to  me  that  these  young  men,  who  desire  to  read  and  study  and 
spend  their  lives  in  industry  and  on  farms,  will  be  obUged  to 
take  intensive  training  so  that  they  may  not  be  at  a  serious 
disadvantage  should  they  l)e  called  upon  to  defend  their 
native  land. 

It  is  my  l)elief  that  a  selective-service  program  is  our  only 
hope  and  their  only  protection,  and  that  it  is  the  only  satis- 
factory and  just  plan  for  a  democracy.  I  believe  American 
young  men  will  willingly  ascribe  to  the  pledge  adopted  by  a 
church  conference  recently: 

We  pledge  ourselves  to  any  sacrifice  •  •  •  that  may  be  re- 
quired for  the  defense  of  democracy  against  every  foe.  without  and 
within. 

If  sanity  returns  to  the  world,  the  training  will  not  have 
l)een  in  vain,  and  each  man  will  always  remember  with 
satisfaction  that  he  was  one  of  those  who  played  his  full 
part  during  the  great  emergency.  Without  the  selective- 
service  plan,  the  bravest  and  most  valuable  are  sacrificed 
for  the  protection  of  those  who  do  not  feel  their  responsibili- 
ties. I  can  never  forget  the  words  used  by  the  father  of  a 
young  man  who  was  hurried  from  a  threshing  machine  on 
an  Oregon  farm  to  perish  within  6  weeks  in  the  Argonne. 
The  blank  called  for  "cause  of  death."  The  father  wrote, 
"Unpreparedness."  Unless  we  train  young  men.  we  mighty 
In  case  of  attack,  be  sacrificing  them  just  as  this  boy  wfis 
sacrificed. 

The  volunteer  system  will  not  meet  the  needs,  l)ecause  it 
might  disrupt  our  industry.  Great  Britain  suffered  because 
skilled  men  were  removed  from  the  factories.  The  govern- 
ment, and  not  the  individual,  decides  in  an  emergency  where 
each  man  should  be  placed  most  advantageously.  It  is  better 
for  the  citizen  that  the  government  should  determine  this 
matter.  The  choice  of  type  of  service  can  be  made  only  by 
those  who  have  the  whole  plan  in  mind.  Qualified  men  are 
already  clamoring  for  an  opportunity  to  register  so  their  skills 
may  be  used  by  the  country.  Undoubtedly  there  should  be  a 
registration  of  all  citizens  in  order  to  learn  who  is  skilled  in 
each  type  of  lalwr,  industry,  or  profession  which  would  be 
called  into  play  in  a  defense  program.  Those  who  are  un- 
skilled would  be  assured  of  technical  training  wh'.ch  would  be 
advantageous  In  either  military  or  civilian  life.  Every  person 
who  has  a  stake  in  the  country  will,  very  naturally,  desire  to 
have  a  place  in  its  defense  program. 

Any  selective  training  bill  will  have  most  careful  study  in 
committee,  and  full  House  and  Senate  debate.  No  action  will 
be  taken  until  the  Congress  and  the  Nation  are  thoroughly 
informed.  It  is  important  that  legislation  should  be  drawn 
with  meticulous  care.  Legislators  decide  on  matters  of  fund- 
amental pwlicy.  Some  think  it  better  to  require  young  people 
to  serve  during  the  college  years,  others  believe  they  should  be 
allowed  to  finish  college.  It  is  undoubtedly  true  that  if  the 
college  course  is  interrupted  many  may  not  return  to  com- 
plete it.    The  Importance  of  completion  of  college  work  ap- 
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pealed  so  strongly  to  me  that  I  secured  passage  through  the 
Oregon  Legislature  of  the  soldiers'  education  bill,  following 
the  V/orld  War. 

I  am  not  prepared  to  commend  any  particular  plan  or  bill. 
I  desire  to  deal  only  with  basic  principles.  Just  how  any  pro- 
gram would  affect  citizens  cannot  be  determined  until  the 
Congress  decides  how  many  will  be  needed  for  training  at 
any  particular  time,  and  what  demands  will  be  made  for  each 
type  of  training.  It  is  altogether  possible  that  the  period  of 
service  would  not  be  lengthy,  and  that  the  training  would  have 
compensating  physical  and  material  values. 

One  of  the  most  significant  statements  I  have  recently 
read  is  that  Prance  has  repudiated  its  Revolutionary  motto. 
"Liberty,  Equality,  Praiernity,"  which  has  rung  through  that 
land  for  150  years.  No  more  are  the  French  allowed  to  sing 
the  Marseillaise,  the  most  inspiring  song  for  defense  cf 
liberty  ever  written.  If  we  consign  our  defense  program 
solely  to  the  hands  of  those  who  volunteer  to  sacrifice  the 
necessary  months  or  years  to  purposeful  effort  toward  defense 
preparedness,  shall  we  also  as  a  nation  forswear  liberty, 
equality,  and  fraternity? 

I     WHAT   DEMOCRACT   BEALLT    MEANS 

Democracy  is  a  method  of  government  of  laws  and  not  of 
men,  the  laws  being  made  with  the  consent  of  the  governed. 
Most  democracies  have  a  constitution  or  fundamental  law. 
Our  Constitution  was  immediately  supplemented  by  the  first 
10  amendments,  known  as  our  Bill  of  Rights,  which  guarantee 
free  speech,  freedom  of  assembly,  freedom  of  worship  accord- 
ing to  the  dictates  of  conscience,  freedom  of  the  press,  and 
the  right  to  possess  property,  denying  anyone,  including  the 
Government,  the  right  to  take  that  property  without  due 
process  of  law.  Our  democracy  guarantees  us  the  right  of 
trial  by  jury.  Laws  shall  be  made  only  by  duly  elected 
representatives  of  the  people.  The  new  afternoon  newspaper 
in  New  York  has  used  as  its  editorial  motto  words  which  are 
especially  signiflcant  today: 

Liberty  Is  always  dangerous,  but  It  Is  the  safest  thing  we  have. 

In  totalitarian  countries  the  state  is  everything,  the  indi- 
vidual nothing.  The  dictator's  word  is  absolute  law,  never 
questioned.  There  is  no  privilege  of  habeas  corpus.  There 
is  no  right  of  appeal  nor  privilege  of  petition.  The  Code 
Napoleon,  the  civil  law  of  France,  which  has  been  the  pride 
of  the  Latin  nations  for  a  century  and  a  half,  will  soon  be 
superseded  by  the  decrees  of  dictators.  Hitler  has  defined 
the  democracies  as  being  a  chickenyard  with  all  chickens 
cackling  at  once.  He  has  also  said  that  a  democracy  is  a 
government  by  chatter.  Under  his  reign,  not>ody  cackles. 
They  obey  or  they  are  liquidated.  Dictators  rule  by  creating 
fear. 


OUR  STORE  OF  COLD 

For  centuries,  trade  between  nations  has  been  balanced  by 
the  gold  ounce,  the  yardstick  of  commerce.  Under  Hitler, 
this  measurement  is  abolished  and  paper  money  is  no  longer 
based  upon  metal.  All  Hitler-controlled  nations  have  a 
managed  curren'^y.  The  world  is  returning  to  a  system  of 
barter,  or  the  trading  of  products  for  products,  which  existed 
centuries  ago.  For  instance,  a  country  would  take  so  many 
sacks  of  coffee  and  exchange  for  them  a  certain  amount  of 
machinery  or  industrial  manufactured  products,  the  ratio  cf 
values  to  be  determined  by  edict  of  the  dictator.  The  value 
of  gold  in  a  Hitler  world  is  unpredictable.  Hitler  has  de- 
clared "Gold  is  a  dogma." 

Speaking  a  few  months  ago  to  a  group  of  Congressmen  in 
Washington  a  lecturer  recently  returned  from  Germany  said : 
"The  German  paper  money  just  does  not  make  sense."  In 
Germany,  the  workman  recognizes  the  paper  that  he  gets  for 
his  labors  simply  as  a  receipt  by  which  he  is  entitled  to  a 
certain  amount  of  food  tx  a  certain  numl)er  of  articles  which 
he  desires.  If  he  holds  cards  for  more  than  he  needs,  the 
government  uses  the  balance.  Hitler  does  not  recognize  past 
obligations,  bonds,  nor  promises  to  pay.  Should  he  prevail 
throughout  Europ?,  we  must  completely  revise  our  ideas  in 
regard  to  our  monetary  sjrstem,  as  we  in  this  hemisphere 
will  .<!tand  alone  on  a  metal  l)ase  for  money.  Under  our  sys- 
tem people  have  been  encouraged  to  thrift.    They  have  ac- 


cumulated savings  and  have  enjoyed  Interest  paid  on  those 
savings.  There  is  nothing  in  the  new  European  system  which 
parallels  this. 

We  have  here  now  the  capitalistic  system,  under  which  we 
have  piled  up  riches — for  some — and  on  which  we  have 
built  our  hopes  for  universal  financial  well-being.  Interest 
profits,  dividends,  security  in  investment,  money  as  a 
measure  of  value;  under  this  system  we  have  developed  the 
most  luxurious  civilization  of  all  time.  It  is  impossible  for  us 
to  see  how  all  the  great  business  and  the  inventive  achieve- 
ments of  the  last  century  and  a  half  could  have  been  made 
without  that  sy.=;tem  of  financial  reward  for  active,  in- 
dustrious men.  Hitler  may  be  striking  the  final  blow  to  that 
system,  just  as  the  use  of  gunpowder  is  said  to  have  ended 
the  feudal  system.  The  capitalistic  system,  if  it  is  to  be  main- 
tained at  all  in  a  Hitlerized  world,  must  be  revamped  to 
operate  under  changed  conditions  and  within  a  limited  area. 

We  have  today  in  the  United  States  80  percent  of  the 
monetary  gold  of  the  world.  We  have  taken  it  in  exchange 
for  balances  due  us  in  world  trade.  We  have  paid  for  it  in 
wheat,  cotton,  and  industrial  products.  It  is  inconceivable 
that  civilized  nations,  which  have  depended  upon  precious 
metal  as  a  basis  for  trade  and  a  measure  of  value,  could 
abandon  it  so  quickly.  We  should  keep  our  gold,  for  in  a  few 
years,  sanity  will  again  return  to  the  world  and  old  values 
again  will  be  recofnized.  England  and  the  United  States 
have  just  had  conferences  seeking  to  work  out  a  plan  for 
handling  the  gold  situation. 

FOREIGN    TRADE 

The  following  table,  which  gives  some  export  statistics  from 
this  country  for  the  year  1937,  is  enlightening — and  alarming. 
It  shows  the  percentage  of  each  of  the  exported  articles  which 
found  its  foreign  market  in  the  Third  Reich  or  countries  now 
under  its  control: 

Percent  of  total  exports 
Product  exported: 

Copper 48 

CkJtton 37 

Oil — 27 

Tobacco  and  machine  tools ....    18 

Automobiles 15 

Wheat    exports .___ - 42.7 

What  does  this  table  mean?  We  have  already  been  notified 
by  the  German  foreign  oflQce  that  we  must  play  the  game  ac- 
cording to  Nazi  rules,  or  there  will  be  no  trade.  We  can 
sell  Hitler  probably  a  million  bales  of  cotton,  if  we  take  in 
exchange  for  it  tanks,  airplanes,  and  machinery,  the  very 
things  we  want  to  sell.  We  might  as  well  make  up  our  minds 
now  to  reorganize  our  economy,  because  there  is  no  question 
that  oiu-  foreign  trade  is  gone  in  Hitler-controlled  countries. 
He  is  intent  upon  developing  that  trade  with  other  countries 
which  will  take  the  products  of  the  countries  he  controls — on 
his  terms. 

OUR   PRODUCTION   MUST  BE  CONTROLLED 

Industry  has  long  controlled  its  own  production  so  as  not 
to  ruin  its  price  structure  and  markets.  A  slight  measure  of 
control  has  been  introduced  into  agriculture  in  the  United 
States  following  Government  subsidies  and  guaranties  which 
would  bankrupt  the  Nation  if  not  kept  within  boimds.  Even 
this  has  t>een  resented  by  some  who  have  not  understood  the 
matter.  I  realize  how  drastically  further  control  of  the  pro- 
duction of  wheat  will  affect  our  Pacific  Northwest.  In  a 
good  year  we  produce  about  85.000,000  bushels  of  wheat,  mostly 
of  the  soft  variety.  Seed,  feed,  and  home  consumption  will 
absorb  a  little  more  than  half  that  quantity.  Why  produce 
with  no  prospect  of  market?  The  South  will  ordinarily  pro- 
duce 14,000.000  bales  of  cotton.  Our  home  consumption  will 
absorb  about  6,000.000  bales.  Why  produce  to  full  capacity 
when  it  cannot  be  sold  for  money,  and  cannot  be  used  in 
this  country?  For  sale  of  these  surplus  crops  we  have  de- 
pended on  foreign  markets,  mostly  in  Eiu-ope.  Those  markets 
are  gone.    South  America  can  meet  the  demand. 

To  me  it  app>ears  foolish  to  say  to  the  American  farmer: 
"The  Government  will  in  no  way  control  yoiu"  production,  but 
will  guarantee  your  price."  That  means  we  would  raise  mil- 
lions upon  millions  of  poimds  of  cotton  and  bushels  of  wheat 
laoTe  than  we  need  for  our  own  consumption — and  no  place 


9624 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


July  25 


for  It  to  be  sold.  We  can  sell  but  precious  little  in  Asia,  with 
Japan  controlling  the  sea  lanes.  We  can  sell  none  in  Africa, 
and.  if  we  are  sensible,  we  must  know  that  we  are  barred  from 
Hitler-controlled  countries  in  Europe.  We  might  as  well  face 
the  facts  and  allow  no  demagogue  to  tell  us  that  the  American 
fanner  will  have  freedom  to  produce  as  he  sees  fit.  Because 
of  changes  in  Europe,  that  control  must  reach,  I  fear,  Into 
every  farm,  hamlet,  and  village  in  this  broad  land,  from  ocean 
to  ocean. 

TAXES 

Congress  has.  since  the  1st  day  of  May  of  this  year,  au- 
thorized the  expenditure  of  $10,000,000,000  for  defense,  and 
has  appropriated,  directly  and  indirectly,  most  of  that  au- 
thorization. The  total  authorization  is  10  times  the  assessed 
value  of  the  State  of  Oregon.  We  have  promised  to  raise 
part  of  that  sum  by  taxes  levied  on  the  people,  and  the  bal- 
ance we  will  borrow  In  the  money  markets  of  the  United 
States.  Oiu-  whole  system  of  taxation  must  be  revised.  I 
fear  we  must  be  taxed  "until  it  burts."  That  is  not  a  popular 
thing  to  say,  but  it  is  the  truth.  Today  in  England  inher- 
itance taxes  take  the  larger  part  of  an  estate,  the  amount 
depending  upon  the  size  of  the  estate;  income  taxes  take  a 
generous  portion  and  reach  do^^Ti  into  the  smaller  income 
brackets — from  42^2  to  90  percent  of  net  income.  The  tax 
on  every  gallon  of  gasoline  in  England  Is  15  cents;  this  is 
about  the  retail  price  In  Washington.  Taxes  must  be  based 
on  ability  to  pay,  and  must  take  whatever  portion  may  be 
necessary  to  arm  our  Nation  for  defense. 

CAN    ISOLATED    AMERICA    SURVTVl? 

It  is  my  firm  belief  that  an  area  including  the  North  Ameri- 
can Continent,  Central  America,  and  the  northern  part  of 
South  America,  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  the  Aleutian  Islands — 
all  can  survive,  and  be  self-contained  and  prosperous  within  ' 
the  boundary  Imes  which  I  have  indicated.  Hitler,  Stalin, 
Mussolini,  and  the  war  party  of  Japan  cannot  live  forever. 
They  are  just  human  beings,  and  must  answer  the  fatal  sum- 
mons in  the  not-far-distant  future.  The  history  of  the  world 
-leaches  us  that  conquerors  and  dictators  have  been  unable  to 
pass  their  powers  on  to  successors  of  their  choice.  Alexander 
tried  it  and  failed ;  the  Caesars  failed ;  Charlemagne  could  not 
perpetuate  his  empire;  Napoleon  could  not  provide  for  his 
successors.  There  Is  no  better  example  than  the  Mongols  of 
the  twelfth  century.  Genghis  Khan  and  Tamerlane,  leaders 
without  peers  in  history,  who  were  unable  to  rule  through 
successors  after  they  passed.  Sanity  must  certainly  return 
In  time  and  until  that  happy  day  comes,  our  country  can 
survive,  and  as  a  democracy.  We  have  all  the  food  we  need. 
We  have  all  the  genius  we  require.  Most  strategic  metals 
and  minerals  can  be  found  somewhere  within  the  boundaries 
Indicated  or  substitutes  provided.  We  are  entirely  self-suf- 
ficient, but  we  will  be  forced  to  changes  in  economic  life  which 
will  work  hardships  on  all  classes — on  the  privileged  classes, 
those  who  seek  to  monopolize  government  and  prosperity 
and  are  now  organizing  to  demand  it — on  the  laborers, 
farmers — yes — all  will  feel  the  pinch  of  contraction  and 
change. 

Hitler  has  decreed  that  America  must  be  crushed.  That 
means  that  Ameiica  must  be  made  subservient  to  his  wishes 
or  chart  an  independent  course,  backed  by  strong  defense. 
Let  not  those  who  enjoy  great  wealth  think  they  could  pros- 
per under  the  rule  of  the  Nazi.  It  is  probably  true  that  the 
collapse  In  FYance  was  largely  due  to  the  fact  that  the  rich 
Industrialists  refused  to  give  up  their  dividends  and  profits, 
and  demanded  privileges  when  Prance  was  straining  every 
nerve  and  every  energy  to  produce  the  machinery  necessary 
to  meet  the  oncoming  German  hordes.  Perhapjs  the  laborers 
of  Prance  did  not  devote  themselves  early  and  late  to  the 
production  of  the  war  machines.  There  seemed  to  be  aston- 
ishing lack  of  coordinated  effort.  Perhaps  what  is  known  as 
the  Cliveden  set  in  England,  the  group  that  has  ruled  the 
British  Empire  for  decades,  was  largely  to  blame  for  the  fail- 
ure of  the  British  Empire  fully  to  prepare  to  meet  the  German 
menace.  We  do  recall  that  Chamberlain  said  after  Munich, 
"This  appeasement  will  prevent  war  in  our  time."  Perhaps 
labor,  too.  Jealous  over  what  they  had  won,  refused  to  do 


their  part.  It  is  certain  that  all  the  countries  conquered  by 
the  Hitler  war  machine  have  been  honeycombed  with  **flftb 
columns,"  by  German  plan  or  by  treachery  of  citizens. 

NATIONAI.  UNITT    OV*   DEPENDI3*C« 

It  Is  evident  today  that  one  of  our  greatest  obstacles  in 
America  is  the  activity  of  those  who  would  slow  down  pro- 
duction, stir  up  Internal  strife,  and  destroy  morale.  There 
are  others  who  rush  to  Washington  to  demand  a  share  of 
spoils,  willing  to  hazard  and  delay  the  defense  program  for 
some  local  or  personal  gain.  Where  the  ship  should  be  built, 
or  the  airport  located  should  be  determined  by  possible  mili- 
tary necessity  and  not  by  public  clamor.  We  must  present  a 
common  front,  devoted  to  the  preservation  of  our  form  of  gov- 
ernment, willing  to  forego  advantages  and  to  make  sacrifices. 
I  have  faith  that  cur  form  of  government,  based  en  the 
consent  of  the  governed,  for  which  so  many  men  have  suffered 
and  died,  shall  not  perish. 

A  writer  In  a  Washington  paper  recently  struck  a  respon- 
sive chord  In  my  mind  when  he  quoted  the  following  lines 
written  by  the  Greek  poet.  Aristophanes.  23  centuries  ago. 
They  do  seem  applicable  "to  the  present  barbaric  period  in 
which  bloody  belligerency  has  all  but  supplanted  rest  and 
peace." 

From  the  outcry  and  subtlety  of  hatreds 

Give  us  rest     •     •     • 

Fuse  again  the  kindreds  of  nations. 

With  nobler  purposes  touch  our  souls. 

[Applause.] 

PROVIDING    FOR    THE    RAIOC    OF    LXTDTEMANT    GENERAL    IN    PANAMA 

AND  HAWAII 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
Immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3200)  to  provide  for 
the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general  of  the  Regular  Army 
in  the  military  departments  of  Panama  and  Hawaii. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Pe.arson).  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, does  this  bill  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  minority 
members  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
that  the  House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  gave  extended 
consideration  to  a  companion  bill  and  finally  decided,  after 
thorough  consideration  of  the  matter,  to  take  up  this  Sen- 
ate bill.  After  we  had  considered  It  very  thoroughly  and 
the  objections  had  all  been  ironed  out.  the  committee  re- 
ported this  bill  unanimously  and  favorably.  There  was  ob- 
jection raised  by  one  member  of  the  committee  who  wished 
an  amendment  placed  in  the  bill.  I  discussed  the  matter 
with  the  gentleman,  and  he  has  agreed  to  waive  his  amend- 
ment and  is  not  interested  in  it  at  all  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  In  other  words,  the  Senate  bill  is  as 
the  bill  was  agreed  to  by  the  House  Committee? 

Mr.  MAY.    The  gentleman  Is  correct. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  It  is  with  the  consent  of  the  minority 
members  of  the  committee  that  the  gentleman  asks  for  the 
consideration  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  MAY.  It  was  a  unanimous  report  of  the  whole  com- 
mittee, the  minority  included,  with  the  exception  of  the  one 
gentleman  whose  grievance  I  have  discussed. 

Mr.  FISH.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker, 
how  many  lieutenant  generals  do  we  now  have? 

Mr.  MAY.  Frankly.  I  do  not  recall,  but  I  t)elieve  it  is 
Stated  in  the  report.  This  biU  relates  only  to  the  two  lieu- 
tenant generals  at  our  two  foreign  posts,  the  Panama  Canal, 
which  the  gentleman  from  New  York  knows  very  well  is  our 
life  line,  and  Honolulu,  which  is  the  main  outpost  for  th^  pro- 
tection of  the  Panama  Canal. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  does  not  know  whether  we 
have  two  or  four  lieutenant  generals  now? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  believe  it  is  four,  or  perhaps  five,  with  these 
two. 

Mr.  FISH.    What  is  the  increase  in  salary? 

Mr.  MAY.    Five  himdred  dollars  a  year. 
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Itx.  PISH.  Tliat  Is  all  the  difference  tn  pay  between  a 
major  general  and  a  lieutenant  general — $500? 

Mr.  MAY.    That  Is  right. 

Mr.  FISH.    This  bill  comes  here  with  a  tmanlmous  report? 

Mr.  MAY.    Yes:  with  no  dissent  whatever. 

Mr.  FISH.  Tlie  bill  covers  only  the  departments  of 
Hawaii  and  Panama? 

Ut.  MAY.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  may  I  ask 
the  gentleman  If  these  appointments  to  lieutenant  general- 
ships are  permanent  or  temporary  appointments? 

Mr.  MAY.  They  apply  just  during  the  incumbency  of  the 
general  at  that  station. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  This  Is  the  same  sort  of  appointment  we 
make  for  the  Chief  of  Staff  at  the  present  time? 

Mr.  MAY.     That  is  exactly  right. 

Mr.  SCHAFEIR  of  Wisconsin.  Reser\ing  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. Mr.  Speaker,  what  will  be  the  additional  cost  to  our 
almost  bankrupt  Federal  Treasury  If  this  bill  is  passed? 

Mr.  MAY.  Five  hundred  dollars  a  year,  as  I  have  Just 
stated  In  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  It  necessary  to  have  these 
additional  generals  In  order  to  provide  for  an  adequate 
national  defense? 

Mr.  MAY.  General  Marshall  tells  us  that  It  is  vitally  Im- 
portant at  this  time  because  they  are  badly  and  urgently 
needed. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for 
the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general  of  the  Regular  Army",  ap- 
proved August  5.  1939.  Is  hereby  amended  to  Include  the  major 
generals  of  the  Regular  Army  specifically  assigned  by  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  command  the  Panama  Canal  and  Hawaiian  Departments. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Colorado  I  Mr.  Lewis],  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  report  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  on  the  bill  which  has  just  been 
passed  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  committee  report  is  as  follows: 
S  The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  8  3200 
%o  provide  for  the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general  of  the  Regular 
Army  In  the  military  departments  of  Panama  and  Hawaii,  having 
ooDSldered  the  same,  submit  the  following  report  thereon,  with  the 
reoQDunendatlon  that  It  do  paas: 

The  purpose  of  this  measure  is  to  provide  that  major  generals  of 
the  Regular  Army  especially  assigned  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
command  the  Panama  Canal  Department  and  the  Hawaiian  Depart- 
ment shall  have  the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general  while  ao 
serving:  that  major  generals  whUe  holding  the  rank  and  title  of 
lieutenant  general,  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill.  shaU  be  en- 
titled to  receive  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  major  general,  and  in 
addition  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  the  same  personal  money  for 
allowances  as  are  now  and  may  hereafter  be  prescribed  by  law  for 
vice  admirals  of  the  Navy. 

Tlie  Panama  Canal  and  Hawaiian  Departments  are  Territorial 
commands  of  great  Importance  to  our  national  defense  and  the 
steps  which  have  been  taken  to  solve  our  defense  problems  in  this 
hemisphere  have  greatly  Increased  their  strategic  and  international 
Importance  and  have  added  materially  to  the  responsibilities  of 
the  commanders  of  these  two  areas  with  their  increased  garrisons. 

In  conformity  with  paragraph  2a  of  rule  13  of  the  House  Rules 
there  are  printed  In  parallel  columns  the  provisions  of  the  existing 
law  and  the  provUions  of  the  proposed  bUl: 


Panama    Canal    and    Hawaiian 
Departments." 


EXISTING    LAW 

(PubUc,   No.    290— 76th    Cong.) 

"That  the  major  generals  of 
the  Regular  Army  specifically 
assigned  by  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  command  the  four 
armies  of  the  United  States 
Army  shall  have  the  rank  and 
title  of  lieutenant  genet  al 
while  so  serving :  Provided,  That 
major    generals,   while    holdiug 
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PROVISIONS  or  PROPOSED  BOX 

"That  the  act  enUUed  'An 
act  to  provide  for  the  rank  and 
title  of  lieutenant  general  of 
the  Regular  Army.'  approved 
August  5.  1939,  is  hereby 
amended  to  include  the  major 
generals  of  the  Regular  Army 
q>eclfically  assigned  by  the  Sec- 
zetary  of  War  to  command  the 


the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant 
general  under  the  foregoing 
provisions.  shaU  be  entitled  to 
receive  the  pay  and  allowances 
of  a  major  general  and,  in  addi- 
tion, shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
the  same  personal  money  allow- 
ances as  are  now,  or  may  here- 
after be.  prescribed  by  law  for 
vice  admirals  of  the  Navy:  Pro- 
vid^d  further.  That  should  an 
ofacer.  while  serving  In  the  rank 
of  lieutenant  general  be  retired 
from  active  service,  he  shaU  be 
retired  with  the  lineal  rank  and 
the  retired  pay  to  which  be 
would  be  entitled  had  he  not 
been  serving  In  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant general,  the  provisions 
of  section  1254,  Revised  Stat- 
utes (10  U.  8.  C,  1025),  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding." 

Attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  of  this  report  is  a  letter  from 
the  War  Department: 

Wax  Dkpastmxnt, 
Hon.  MoRxis  Sheppard.  Washington.  January  25.   1940. 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

United  States  Senate. 

DxAR  Senator  Shxpparo:  Responsive  to  your  request,  the  follow- 
ing report  is  submitted  on  8.  3200,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  third 
session,  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general 
of  the  Regular  Army  for  the  military  departments  of  Panama  and 
Hawaii. 

If  enacted  into  law  the  proposed  legislation  would  amend  Public, 
No.  290,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  approved  August  5.  1939,  so  as 
to  extend  the  provisions  of  that  act  to  the  commanding  generals 
of  the  Panama  Canal  and  Hawaiian  Departments. 

TTie  aforementioned  act  reads  as  foUows: 

"That  the  major  generals  of  the  Regular  Army  spjeclflcally  as- 
signed by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  command  the  four  armies  of  the 
United  States  Army  shall  have  the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant 
general  whUe  so  serving:  Provided,  That  major  generals,  while 
holding  the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general  under  the  fore- 
going provisions,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  the  pay  and  allowances 
of  a  major  general,  and.  In  addition,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  the 
same  personal  money  allowances  as  are  now,  or  may  hereafter  be, 
prescribed  by  law  for  vice  admirals  of  the  Navy:  Provided  further. 
That  should  an  officer,  while  serving  in  the  rank  of  lieutenant 
general,  be  retired  from  active  service,  he  shall  be  retired  with  the 
lineal  rank  and  the  retired  pay  to  which  he  wotild  be  entitled  had 
he  not  been  serving  In  the  rank  of  lieutenant  general,  the  provi- 
sions of  section  1254,  Revised  Statutes  (10  U.  8.  C.  1025),  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding." 

In  presenting  to  the  Congress  the  proposal  to  create  the  grade 
of  lieutenant  general  for  the  commanders  of  the  four  field  armies, 
the  War  Department  deliberately  refrained  from  Introducing  the 
question  of  similar  rank  for  the  commanders  of  any  foreign  gar- 
risons In  order  not  to  obscure  In  any  way  the  great  Importance  of 
Immediately  providing  this  Increased  rank  for  the  Army  command- 
ers. The  development  of  the  four-army  plan  had  been  seriously 
unsatisfactory,  and  more  vigorous  leadership  and  coordination  was 
essential.  The  overseas  departments,  on  the  other  hand,  were 
functioning  efHclently.  However,  the  Panama  Canal  and  Hawaiian 
Departments  are  Territorial  commands  of  vital  Importance  to  the 
national  defense,  and  the  steps  which  have  been  taken  to  solve  otir 
defense  problems  in  this  hemisphere  have  greatly  increased  their 
strategical  and  International  importance,  and  have  added  mate- 
rially to  the  responsibilities  of  the  commanders  of  these  two  areas 
with  their  recently  Increased  garrisons.  For  the  foregoing  reasons 
the  War  Department  recommends  favorable  action  on  the  bill. 

The  annual  jjersonal  money  allowance  prescribed  by  law  for 
vice  admirals  of  the  Navy  is  $500.  The  act  approved  August  6.  1939, 
authorizes  this  money  allowance  for  the  lieutenant  generals  com- 
manding the  four  armies.  By  the  terms  of  S.  3200  this  allowance 
would  likewise  be  provided  for  the  commanders  of  the  Panama 
Canal  and  Hawaiian  Departments  while  holding  the  temporary 
rank  of  lieutenant  general.  The  additional  annual  costs  of  the  bill, 
If  enacted  Into  law,  would  be  $1,000. 

A  similar  report  has  been  submitted  to  the  Committee  on  liClli- 
tary  Affairs.  House  of  Representatives,  on  H.  R.  7611.  Seventy -sixth 
Congress,  second  session,  a  bill  of  the  same  purport  and  scope. 
Ir  respect  of  the  report  on  H.  R.  7611,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
has  advised  that  there  would  be  no  objection  to  its  submission  to 
the  committee. 

Sincerely  yours.  Harry  H.  Woodriwo. 

Secretary  of  War. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  special 
order,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Crawford]  is 
recognized  for  10  minutes. 

THE  SUGAR  INDUSTRY 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  Is  in  session  in  the 
city  of  Habana,  Cuba,  at  the  present  time  what  in  my  opin- 
ion is  one  of  the  most  important  conferences  ever  carried  on 
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between  the  Latin  American  countries  to  the  south  of  us. 
20  in  number,  and  the  higher- ranking  officials  of  the  United 
States,  led  by  Secretary  of  State  Hull.  This  conference  is 
to  deal  with  many  problems,  among  which  will  come  up  for 
discussion,  no  doubt,  the  so-called  inter-American  cartel, 
along  with  so-called  hemisphere  defense. 

On  the  first  shake  of  the  dice  two  high-standing  and  very 
important  Cuban  sugar  companies  have  recommended  the 
elimination  of  the  territorial  and  continental  cane-  and 
beet -sugar  industries  of  the  United  States  and  its  pos.sessions. 
I  take  the  time  of  the  House  today  simply  to  indicate  to 
those  sugar  interests  of  Cuba  that  there  are  at  least  a  few 
of  us  here  who  can  read  English  and  understand  what  they 
are  driving  at. 

These  two  statements  I  have  here  that  have  appeared  in 
the  New  York  papers  under  the  headings  of  the  Czarnikow- 
Rionda  Co.  and  Mendoza  Si  Co.  of  Habana  were  undoubtedly 
prepared  by  the  seacoast  refining  interests  of  the  United 
States.  I  am  somewhat  familiar  with  the  operations  of  these 
two  companies  in  the  United  States  and  their  connections  in 
Cuba.  I  am  also  somewhat  familiar  with  the  seacoast  refin- 
ing business.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  language  in  these  two 
statements,  which  appeared  in  the  New  York  Journal  of  Com- 
merce, has  been  largely  designed  by  the  seacoast  interests. 

The  Czarnikow-Rionda  Co.  proposes  that  the  protection  be 
removed  from  the  continental  and  insular  possession  sugars, 
which  Include  Hawaii.  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands, 
and  makes  a  very  interesting  comparison  l)etween  the  treat- 
ment accorded  these  insular  possessions  by  the  United  States 
and  that  accorded  by  the  British  Isles  to  their  colonial  pos- 
sessions. Reading  the  Czarnikow-Rionda  Co.  statement,  we 
find  this  language :     • 

It  could  be  pointed  out  that  United  States  Insular  posses-slons 
have  a  different  status  than  the  British  dominions  and  colonies. 
It  is  difficult  to  understand  why  this  should  be  so. 

• 

These  Cuban  sugar  factors  are  too  smart  to  make  a  state- 
ment of  that  kind  unless  they  intend  to  mislead.  It  is  not 
difficult  to  understand  why  there  should  be  dissimilar  treat- 
ment accorded  by  the  United  States  to  our  possessions  and  by 
Great  Britain  to  its  colonies,  as  far  as  sugar  is  concerned. 

Going  ahead  the  statement  says: 

A  British  dominion  has  probably  the  same  and  perhapw  even  a 
higher  status.  Tropical  labor  and  lower  manufacturing  costs  are 
a  vital  factor  In  both  the  British  Empire  and  the  United  States 
poflsesslons. 

It  would  appear  that  they  very  willingly  overlook  the  wage 
and  hour  provisions,  soil-conservation  requirements,  the  in- 
come-tax burden  under  which  Hawaii  operates,  in  particular, 
and  imder  which  the  Virgin  Islands  and  Puerto  Rico  operate 
to  a  more  or  less  degree.  Furthermore,  Continental  United 
States  uses  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  as  two  vital  arms  of  our 
defense,  while  the  British  Isles  have  not  heretofore  in  a  similar 
manner  used  the  arms  of  Australia  and  Canada  as  vital  units 
of  their  defense,  and  Czarnikow-Riondo  Co.  are  very  well 
informed  on  that  subject. 

This  company  also  goes  ahead  to  say  that,  "It  must,  how- 
ever, be  considered  that  the  British  industry  is  an  infant 
industry." 

They  are  now  speaking  of  the  sugar-beet  industry  estab- 
lished more  than  15  years  ago  in  the  British  Isles  as  a  result 
of  the  terrible  lessons  the  British  learned  from  the  last  war. 
Although  they  had  been  a  free-trade  people  for  centuries, 
following  the  last  war  they  established  high  protection  for 
the  beet-sugar  industry  in  the  British  Isles  to  make  them- 
selves somewhat  independent  of  the  situation  which  they 
face  this  very  moment.  Since  the  breaking  out  of  world  war 
No.  2,  the  beet-sugar  industry  of  the  British  Isles  has  paid 
in  the  way  of  defense  insurance  far  more  than  it  will  cost 
those  people  in  the  form  of  subsidies  in  a  period  of  100  years, 
and  how  well  the  British  people  know  that  to  be  the  fact. 

Going  on,  Czarnikow-Riondo  Co.  says: 

In  the  United  States  the  domestic  beet  and  sugarcane  Industries 
are  of  much  older  origin  and  much  longer  established,  and  yet  they 
must  rely  on  high  protection  for  their  maintenance.  In  view  of 
the  above,  any  expansion  of  these  Industries  would  appear  to  bo 
beyond  aU  reason  and  not  within  sound  economy. 


At  this  very  moment  when  we  are  pouring  billions  of  dol- 
lars Into  a  defense  program  not  only  for  the  benefit  of  our 
citizens,  but  the  Cubans  as  well,  these  two  Cuban  sugar  com- 
panies, taking  advantage  of  the  unprecedented  situation  now 
demand  that  we  remove  all  of  the  insurance  protection  which 
our  citizens  enjoy  by  reason  of  the  existence  of  the  domestic 
sugar  Industry  against  their  reexploitation  by  the  foreign 
producers  such  as  Cuba  over  whom  we  have  no  control  what- 
soever— whether  in  times  of  peace  or  war. 

Moreover,  instead  of  our  domestic  sugar  industry  which 
pays  American  standard  wages  and  high  taxes  and  conforms 
to  costly  soil-conservation  practices  and  otherwise  supports 
American  standards  and  institutions,  they  propose  to  sub- 
stitute their  own  industry  which  has  never  been  known  to 
have  had  standards  with  reference  to  wages,  soil  conserva- 
tion, taxes,  and  which  at  the  same  time  escapes  many  of  the 
other  burdens  borne  by  the  American  producers. 

Now.  here  is  a  Cuban  sugar  concern  that  has  the  audacity 
in  this  hour  of  national  defense  to  come  along  here  and  pro- 
pose to  the  American  people  that  we  again  become  dependent 
upon  Cuba  and  other  foreign  countries,  over  which  we  have 
no  control,  for  our  supply  of  sugar  in  times  of  war,  as  well  as 
in  times  of  peace. 

So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  that  is  an  absolute 
insult  to  my*  intelligence.  I  think  there  are  many  millions 
of  other  people  in  the  United  States  who  would  agree  with 
me  in  taking  that  position,  because  they  know  that  in  the 
period  of  the  first  World  War  this  country  paid  tribute  to 
Cuba  as  a  result  of  not  being  able  to  supply  our  own  needs 
for  sugar,  and  within  about  a  2-year  period,  in  excess  of 
the  total  dollar  value  of  all  the  sugar  properties,  land,  build- 
ings, machinery,  and  so  forth,  in  both  continental  United 
States  and  our  insular  possessions. 

Now,  going  on  to  the  proposition  of  Mendoza  b  Co.. 
of  Cuba,  listen  to  what  they  propose.  They  come  out  and 
boldly  propose  the  scrapping  of  the  beet-sugar  industry  cf 
the  United  States. 

We  find  this  language  in  their  report,  referring  to  the 
Pan  American  Conference,  which  is  now  in  session: 

In  our  last  review  we  pointed  out  what  we  believe  to  be  the 
economic  slant  of  the  approaching  Pan  American  Conference  cf 
Ministers.  Its  chief  ptirpose  In  this  direction,  we  remarked,  will 
be  the  attainment  of  a  closer  cooperation  between  the  nations  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere.  It  was  our  contention  that  the  mutual 
protection  of  natui-al  products,  as  determined  by  the  soil,  climate, 
and  geographical  position  of  each  region,  and  the  native  ability  of 
Its  people  to  take  advantage  of  these  inherent  qualities — the  aban- 
donment of  every  ultraprotectionist  scheme  favoring  artificial  In- 
dustries and  hothouse  crops  based  on  subsidies  and  tariff  barriers — 
should  become  the  theme  song  of  the  Habana  conference. 

If  that  is  the  proposal  being  submitted  to  our  representa- 
tives down  there.  Secretary  Hull  and  his  assistants,  who  have 
heretofore  indicated  their  willingness  to  go  along  with  the 
Cuban  proposition,  insofar  as  sugar  is  concerned — and  I 
refer  back  to  the  past  seven  and  a  half  years — perhaps  there 
is  a  movement  on  foot  down  there  more  or  less  encouraged 
by  our  own  seacoast  refiners — if  not  actually  some  of  our 
official  representatives — to  wipe  out  the  beet-sugar  industry 
of  17  or  18  States  of  this  Union.  Mendoza  ii  Co.  further 
observes  that — 

Cuba  has  depended  upon  the  European  market  to  get  rid  of  33 
percent  of  her  crop. 

And— 

If  the  New  Deal  Is  concerned  about  its  hemisphere -cartel  schemes. 
It  may  be  forced  to  revive  a  radical  scheme — the  United  States 
to  get  an  Independent  valuation  of  beet  properties,  buy  their  owners 
out — referring  of  course  to  submarglnal  beet  properties. 

What  is  submarglnal  property?  What  is  the  difference 
between  submarglnal  property  in  the  production  of  beef, 
hides,  pork,  and  wheat  and  barley  and  sugar  and  all  of  the 
other  products  of  Latin  America  which  compete  with  the 
United  States?  Is  it  the  purpose  of  the  Pan  American  Union 
Conference  now  in  session  in  Cuba  to  scrap  and  eliminate 
from  production  all  of  what  they  term  submarglnal  oper- 
ations in  the  United  States?  If  so.  that  will  probably  in- 
clude the  cotton  industry  of  this  country,  the  peanut  industry 
of  this  country,  the  sweetpotato  industry  of  this  coimtry,  and 
every  basic  food  product  produced  by  the  American  farmer. 


In  fact,  practically  every  sphere  of  American  production, 
agriculture  and  manufacturing,  is  submarglnal  in  terms  of 
Cuban  standards  of  wages  and  other  social  costs.  This  fun- 
damental approach  can  well  be  applied  to  every  one  of  the 
20  principal  Latin-American  countries. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  an  additional  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  calls  the  atten- 
tion of  the  gentleman  to  the  fact  that  under  a  previous 
order  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  HinshawI  is 
entitled  to  recognition. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  be  glad  to  yield  for 
5  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  This  report  goes  ahead  to  point  out 
that  at  any  rate  whether  this  or  any  other  scheme  ihould 
come  up  for  discussion  at  the  Habana  conference — 

Let  no  one  forget  that  genuine  trade  reciprocities  must  rest  on 
the  relative  climates,  natural  resources,  and  geographical  positions 
of  the  different  nations  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

It  Is  Important  to  carefully  note  here  that  nothing  is  said 
about  taxes,  fair  wages,  and  other  social  costs. 

So,  after  all,  we  may  be  going  into  pretty  deep  water. 
When  we  go  along  within  the  next  week  or  10  days  or  per- 
haps 2  weeks  and  further  implement  the  Export-Import 
Bank  by  giving  it  an  additional  half  billion  dollars,  as  re- 
quested by  the  President  the  other  day,  and  the  bill  for 
which  has  since  been  Introduced,  that  will  again  take  us  into 
the  big  money  for  Latin  America.  The  Export-Import  Bank 
can  go  into  Latin  American  countries  and  purchase  $700,- 
000.000  of  farm  surplus,  foodstuffs,  fats,  and  fibers,  using  the 
$500,000,000  additional  now  to  be  granted,  plus  $200,000,000 
the  Export-Import  Bank  has  at  the  present  time.  And  when 
we  add  that  $700,000,000  worth  of  foods,  fats,  and  fibers  to 
the  $1,500,000,000  already  picked  up  or  on  which  commit- 
ments have  been  made  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion of  our  own  Government,  we  will  indeed  be  in  commodi- 
ties in  a  very  big  way. 

Have  they  found  out  a  way  to  proceed  with  orderly  mar- 
keting through  adding  $700,000,000  worth  of  foodstufiTs,  fats, 
and  fibers  already  accumulated  of  $1,500,000,000?  Is  that  the 
idea  of  orderly  marketing?  Is  that  the  idea  of  reciprocity 
between  Latin  American  countries  and  the  United  States?  If 
all  of  this  is  to  be  done  in  the  name  of  orderly  marketing, 
what  will  we  do  about  the  subsidies  on  wheat,  cotton,  corn 
that  we  have  l)een  using?  Is  it  orderly  marketing  for  us  to 
pay  subsidies  of  $7.50  a  bale  on  cotton  which  we  ship  out  of 
the  United  States  in  competition  with  Brazil,  for  instance, 
when  Brazil  Is  not  in  any  position  to  pay  such  subsidy?  Is  it 
orderly  marketing  when  we  pay  from  27  to  32  cents  a 
bushel  subsidy  on  wheat,  when  those  grain-producing  coun- 
tries are  not  in  a  position  to  pay  similar  subsidies?  Certainly, 
we  are  getting  into  extremely  deep  water  in  connection  with 
the  cartel  plans  now  being  discussed  at  Habana,  Cuba,  but  if 
it  is  the  proposal  of  the  Latin  American  countries,  led  by 
Cuba,  with  the  terrific  influence  of  the  United  States,  to  scrap 
or  eliminate  from  the  productive  field  those  operations  in 
this  country  which  compete  with  those  of  Latin  American 
countries,  perhaps  It  is  time  for  us  to  look  into  just  what  is 
going  on  In  Habana.    [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  previoxis  order  of  the 
House,  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Hinshaw]  is  rec- 
ognized for  10  minutes. 

DCMICRATION  OF   WAR  AKD   POLITICAL   REFUGEES 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  shortly  place  in  the 
hopper  a  resolution  which  I  have  prepared,  and  which  I  hope 
will  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules,  providing  for  an 
investigation  by  a  select  committee  of  the  House  of  matters 
concerning  the  immigration  of  war  and  political  refugees  into 
the  United  States. 

With  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  should  like  to  read  the 
first  portion  of  the  resolution,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  resolution  be  printed  in  full. 


Tlie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 
Mr.  HINSHAW  (reading): 

Resolved,  That  the  Speaker  appoint  a  select  committee  of  five 
Members  cf  the  House,  and  that  such  committee  be  Instructed  to 
Inquire  Into  the  causes  and  effects  which  arc  resulting  and  may 
result  from  the  Immigration  Into  the  United  States  of  political 
and  war  refugees  from  other  countries  in  the  world,  and  Into  the 
methods  and  facilities  available  and  being  employed  by  private 
citizens,  associations,  institutions,  and  others  who  are  inviting  and 
intend  to  invite  such  immigrants  into  the  United  States,  and  Into 
all  related  phases  of  such  immigration — obtaining  all  facts  possible 
In  relation  thereto  which  would  not  only  he  of  public  Interest,  but 
which  would  aid  the  House  In  enacting  legislation  for  the  purpose 
of  properly  rcg\ilatlng  such  Immigration,  and  protecting  such  Im- 
migrants, and  particularly  for  protecting  the  Interests  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States  as  a  whole.  The  con>mittee  shall  report  to  the 
House,  with  recommendations  for  legislation,  and  shall  have  the 
right  to  report  at  any  time.  In  the  event  the  committee  transmits 
its  report  at  a  time  when  the  House  is  not  in  session,  a  record  of 
such  transmittal  shall  be  entered  In  the  proceedings  of  the  Journal 
and  CoNCREBSioNAL  Record  of  the  House  on  the  opening  day  of  the 
next  session  of  Congress  and  slum  be  numbered  and  printed  as  a 
report  of  such  Congress. 

That  said  select  committee,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof.  Is  hereby 
authorized  to  sit  and  act  during  the  present  Congress  at  such  times 
and  places  within  the  United  States,  whether  or  not  the  House  Is 
silting,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to  hold  such  hearings,  to 
require  the  attendance  of  such  witnesses  and  the  production  of 
such  books,  papers,  and  documents,  by  subpena  or  otherwise,  and 
to  take  such  testimony  as  it  deems  necessary.  Subpenas  shall  be 
Issued  under  the  signature  of  the  chairman,  and  shall  be  served 
by  any  person  designated  by  him.  The  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  any  member  thereof  may  administer  oaths  to  witnesses.  Every 
person  who,  having  been  summoned  as  a  witness  by  authority  of 
said  committee,  or  any  subconamlttee  thereof,  willfully  makes 
default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  refuses  to  answer  any  question 
pertinent  to  the  investigation  heretofore  authorized,  shall  be  held 
to  the  penalties  provided  by  section  103  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States  (U.  S  C,  title  2.  sec.  192) . 

I  understand  from  remarks  made  earlier  today  in  the 
House  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr,  Dickstein] 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  that  his  com- 
mittee will  hold  hearings  early  in  August  on  several  bills 
havii^  to  do  with  the  immigration  of  political  refugees.  Prom 
letters  received  from  home  and  from  articles  appearing  In 
the  newspapers,  it  would  appear  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States  are  more  particularly  interested  at  this  time  in  the 
emigration  into  the  United  States  of  children  who  may  be 
war  refugees  from  Great  Britain  and  France.  It  was  stated 
in  the  iiapers  that  some  200,000  of  them  waited  in  England 
for  transr>ortation  abroad,  and  it  was  also  stated  that  the 
British  Government  had  felt  that  while  transportation  itself 
might  be  available  to  the  United  States,  they  did  not  have 
adequate  convoy  equipment  in  the  form  of  destroyers,  I  pre- 
sume, to  protect  those  children  on  their  way  over  here.  That 
is  important,  but  there  are  more  Important  things  still.  If 
you  would  place  yourself  in  the  position  of  a  father  and 
mother  of  those  children  in  war-torn  Europe,  you  would  find 
that  you  would  have  very  considerable  reluctance  to  send 
your  children  abroad,  perhaps  to  places  unknown,  possibly 
to  people  unknown  to  you,  a  distance  of  some  three  or  four 
thousand  miles  or  more  away,  depending  on  what  part  of 
the  United  States  they  were  expected  to  be  sent,  into  circum- 
stances of  which  you  might  have  very  little  knowledge,  and 
that  you  might  possibly  never  see  those  children  again;  that 
either  they  might  die  in  absence  from  their  country  or  that 
you  might  be  killed  in  the  course  of  the  war  going  on;  and 
then  what  would  be  the  future  of  those  children?  Many 
have  said  that  they  would  rather  trust  to  providence  in  Eng- 
land, go  down  together  if  need  be,  than  to  become  separated 
perhaps  forever. 

In  resix)nse  to  certain  requests  from  my  district,  I  have 
consulted  with  the  State  Department  concerning  methods 
and  means  and  requirements  for  bringing  British  children 
into  the  United  States.  They  inform  me  that  the  British 
immigration  quota  of  65.000  persons  per  year,  with  a  maxi- 
mum of  10  percent,  or  6.500  persons  per  month,  has  not  been 
reached  and  in  all  probability  will  not  be  reached.  There 
is,  therefore,  ample  allowance  under  the  immigration  stat- 
utes for  all  persons  who  presently  desire  to  send  their  chil- 
dren to  the  United  States,  unless,  of  course,  the  numbers 
should  greatly  increase  over  present  indications. 
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The  State  Department  informs  me  further  that-  It  Is  neces- 
sary for  persons  in  the  United  States  who  are  prepared  to 
receive  these  children  to  execute  an  aflBdavlt  in  duplicate, 
stating  that  they  will  be  responsible,  financially  and  other- 
wise, for  the  care  of  these  children,  and  that  they  will  not 
be  allowed  to  become  public  charges.  It  is  possible,  under 
the  regulations  issued  by  the  cable  companies,  to  cable  these 
affidavits  to  our  consul  general  in  London,  thereby  beating 
the  mail  by  some  10  days  or  2  weeks  or  more.  Of  course  it 
is  necessary  that  the  people  who  want  to  send  their  children 
to  this  country  shall  pronde  the  expense  of  transportation 
from  their  home  to  the  place  they  intend  to  go  in  the  United 
Stat(>^.  It  is  frequently  necessary  for  them  also  to  provide 
funds  for  the  adequate  care  of  their  children  in  this  country, 
although  those  who  are  to  receive  them  guarantee  in  their 
affidavits  that  they  are  both  able  and  willing  and  will  sup- 
port those  children  after  they  arrive.  Consequently  this 
movement  is  practically  confined  to  children  of  the  classes 
that  are  financially  able,  whereas  all  children  are  in  equally 
great  danger  and  should  be  eqiially  considered  for  protection. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  assume  therefore  that  the  gentleman 
Is  in  favor  of  helping  these  unfortunate  children  from  Great 
Britain.     I  assume  that  from  his  discussion. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  gentleman  can  assume  from  my 
discussion  that  I  believe  the  subject  should  be  thoroughly 
Investigated  and  more  facts  learned  concerning  the  proba- 
bilities for  the  future  of  those  children  and  the  future  effect 
upon  the  people  of  the  United  States  in  their  immigration 
here. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.     Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Does  not  the  gentleman  think  if  we 
are  going  to  do  something  for  the  unfortunate  children  that 
we  ousht  to  take  care  of  some  of  the  children  from  Holland. 
Belgium,  and  Poland  who  are  in  the  same  condition  as  that 
of  the  English  children?  I  just  call  that  to  the  gentleman's 
attention  because  we  have  eight  or  nine  bills  pending  before 
the  committee  asking  for  that  relief,  and  I  fixed  a  hearing 
for  the  7th  of  August.  I  am  sure  that  every  Member  is  inter- 
ested, and  I  hope  the  Members  will  come  and  give  us  their 
advice  and  opinion. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  that  the  prob- 
lem is  not  confined  to  the  children  of  Great  Britain  alone. 
My  sympathies  extend  to  all  children  throughout  the  world 
and  particularly  to  those  innocents  whose  very  lives  are  in 
jeopardy  from  deadly  bombs  and  death-dealing  famine  and 
other  causes  which  are  no  fault  of  theirs  nor  their  parents. 

It  extends  to  all  of  the  children  of  the  warring  countries 
of  Europe.  The  fact  that  I  happened  to  bring  up  the  sub- 
ject of  British  children  is  because  the  requests  that  I  have 
received  in  my  office  come  entirely  iri"  connection  with  the 
British  children. 

•  Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield  further,  it 
Is  my  opinion  that  there  are  twice  as  many  families  in  this 
country  willing  to  care  for  children,  even  though  we  should 
bring  in  100.000.  than  there  will  be  children  come  in.  In 
other  words,  there  are  200.000  families  in  this  country  who 
want  to  be  charitable  and  helpful  in  taking  care  of  these 
victims  of  the  w^ar-tom  countries  of  Europe. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Answering  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  I  would  say  there  are  probably  thousands  and  thou- 
sands more  families  in  the  United  States  ready  and  willing 
to  take  children  than  there  are  families  in  foreign  coun- 
tries willing  to  send  their  ciiildren  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  I  merely 
give  the  gentleman  my  opinion. 

Mr.  RICH.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.   HINSHAW.     I   yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  gentleman  state  that 
this  is  not  confined  particularly  to  EInglish  children  but  that 
anything  that  is  done  to  bring  children  over  here  should 


apply  equally  to  the  war-torn  nations  cf  Europe  and  chil- 
dren who  are  in  distress.  America  wants  to  try  to  help  all 
nations. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  As  I  said  a  moment  ago.  the  reason  I 
spoke  particularly  of  British  children  is  because  the  requests 
that  come  to  my  office  have  been  in  connection  with  British 
children.  I  have  had  no  inquiries  regarding  children  cf 
other  nations. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield  further,  it  should 
be  understood  that  after  a  certain  time  elapses  when  the 
war  is  over  and  peace  is  reestablished  in  these  European  na- 
tions that  these  children  are  to  be  returned  to  their  respec- 
tlves  homes  and  countries. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  think  that  probably  is  the  intention  of 
the  people  who  send  them  over  and  will  be  the  idea  of  the 
people  who  receive  them.  But  it  must  be  remembered  in 
this  connection  that  this  is  one  of  the  important  things 
that  ought  to  be  investigated  and  studied.  There  probably 
will  be  many  instances  in  which  children  will  have  no  homes 
to  which  to  return  and  they  will  become  permanent  immi- 
grants to  the  United  States.  It  may  be  that  parents  will 
not  survive  the  war  or.  if  they  do  that,  they  may  be  desti- 
tute and  unable  to  repatriate  their  children.  Many  con- 
tingencies may  arise. 

Mr.  RICH.  Would  it  not  then  become  the  duty  of  the 
Nation  from  which  the  children  come  to  take  care  of  them? 
Would  not  that  become  their  responsibility,  and  should  they 
not  take  the  children  back  unless  proper  authority  exists  for 
these  children  to  remain  here? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  believe  the  gentleman  will  find  that  the 
immigration  statutes  provide  that  the  person  in  the  United 
States  must  be  willing  and  able  to  receive  and  support  these 
children.  But  if  they  come  in  imder  the  quota  as  immigrants 
the  United  States  cannot  require  their  return  except  for  rea- 
sons such  as  undesirability.  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  as  the  gentleman  stated  a 
moment  ago  there  are  many  more  families  in  this  country 
willing  to  take  foreign  refugee  children  than  there  will  be 
families  in  European  countries  willing  to  send  their  children 
here.  I  would  remind  the  gentleman  that  there  are  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  orphan  children  in  America  today  to  be  taken 
care  of.  I  respectfully  suggest  that  people  who  really  want 
to  be  helpful  to  children  can  take  care  of  some  of  our  own 
American  orphaned  children  who  are  now  being  cared  for  in 
institutions  by  our  overburdened  American  taxpayers. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  what  the 
gentleman  has  to  say.  There  are  thousands  of  orphaned  chil- 
dren in  the  United  States,  but  also  thousands  of  them  are 
being  adopted  by  the  people  of  the  United  States  every  month. 
People  adopt  them  legally  and  thereby  place  themselves  fully 
in  responsible  position  for  their  care,  and  under  the  judicial 
notice  of  a  court  of  law.  whereas  these  foreign  children  it  Is 
anticipated  will  be  only  a  temporary  burden  upon  the  people 
of  the  United  States  and  upon  the  individuals  who  take  them, 
while  no  special  statute  protects  them  from  exploitation  and 
the  responsibilities  are  very  vague  and  indefinite. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  2  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  In  closing  I  would  like  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Members  to  the  proposition  that  if  there  is  any 
general  movement  to  bring  children  over  here  en  masse  to  be 
assigned  by  propwrly  selected  and  designated  local  American 
institutions  to  American  homes,  a  great  deal  of  care  must  be 
exercised.  There  may  be  laws  on  the  statute  bocks  applicable 
and  adequate  to  the  present  situation,  but  I  have  my  doubts 
of  it.  Everyone  knows  that  when  a  person  goes  to  adopt  an 
orphan  in  the  United  States  he  is  examined  as  to  financial 
responsibility,  racial  compatability,  religious  prejudices  if  he 
has  any.  the  condition  of  the  home,  his  education,  and  on 
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many  other  subjects.  Great  care  is  exercised  by  the  Institu- 
tion in  examining  the  record  and  circumstances  of  the  foster 
parents  before  the  child  is  allowed  to  be  adopted.  If  these 
foreign  children  are  going  to  be  sent  here  in  large  groups  it 
is  going  to  be  necessary  for  the  United  States  to  set  up  an 
agency  that  will  be  capable  of  similarly  investigating  the 
peoirie  who  will  apply  for  these  children,  to  care  for  them 
pro  tempore.  If  they  do  not  there  will  be  undoubtedly  some 
very  unhappy  situations  arise,  because  unfortunately  in  this 
country  as  well  as  in  other  parts  of  the  world  there  are  those 
who  might  want  to  take  the  children  for  the  iHirpose  of  ex- 
ploiting them  or  their  parents  in  order  to  obtain  money  from 
them,  and  so  forth.  Certainly  some  agency  should  be  set  up 
that  would  thoroughly  investigate  the  reliability  of  those  who 
apply  to  take  these  children. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  Some  of  these  children  will  come  from  homes 
that  are  amply  at>le  to  take  care  of  them.  There  certainly 
should  be  no  loopholes  wheretqr  any  American  family  which 
receives  such  children  would  be  able  to  keep  them  away  from 
their  parents  should  the  Amfirlfan  family  become  fond  of 
them. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.   Will  the  gentleman  kindly  repeat  his  ques- 

UOD? 

Mr.  RICH.  If  an  American  family  should  get  children 
from  a  foreign  country  and  should  become  attached  to 
those  partictilar  children  while  they  are  here,  it  certainly 
should  not  be  the  intent  of  any  law  that  we  may  pass  that 
those  children  will  not  be  returned  to  their  rightful  parents 
when  they  want  them  to  be  returned,  regardless  of  whether 
the  American  family  wants  to  keep  them  or  not. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  undersund  the  gentleman.  The  gen- 
tleman will  remember  the  experience  of  a  young  English 
bey  who  was  here  and  I  believe  is  still  here  as  a  moving 
picture  actor.  He  was  placed  under  the  guardianship  of  an 
American  aimt  and  considerable  difficulty  arose  with  refer- 
ence to  the  earnings  of  that  child  and  what  should  haiH>en 
to  those  earnings  if  the  child  remained  here  in  the  United 
States  or  was  returned  to  his  parents.  A  number  of  other 
things  were  also  involved  and  it  was  a  very  serious  court 
case. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  so  many  angles  to  this  business  that 
evidently  have  net  been  given  serious  consideration  by  our 
people,  that  I  believe  a  full  investigation  should  be  made  by 
a  select  committee  6f  the  House.  The  American  people  are 
the  most  sympathetic,  the  most  willing  to  aid  the  sufferers 
of  other  lands,  the  most  generous  and  the  biggest  hearted 
people,  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  But  while  we  ere  all  of 
these  things.  It  must  be  remembered  that  many  serious 
problems  can  arise  aroimd  this  very  generosity.  These  chil- 
dren are  coming  here  as  immigrants,  not  merely  as  visitors. 
Perhaps  a  new  form  of  visitor's  permit  should  be  devised, 
permitting  an  indefinite  stay  dependent  upon  conditions 
abroad,  instead  of  using  the  immigration  visa.  Temporary 
guardianship  laws  might  be  enacted.  Machinery  must  be 
set  up  for  placement  of  children  that  will  protect  the  chil- 
dren and  the  parents  of  the  children.  The  burden  ujwn  local 
school  facilities  should  be  considered.  Guaranties  of  funds 
for  repatriation  should  be  thought  of  and  a  hundred  and  one 
other  important  matters  looked  into. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

RDTTGEB  CHILMEN 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  DickstdkI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  of  refugee 
children  is.  in  my  opinion,  a  very  serious  matter  and  warrants 
careful  consideration  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
We  cannot  help  the  democracies  in  any  other  way,  perhaps, 
than  to  save  their  living  children  in  this  the  land  of  the  free. 
I  know  some  Members  will  say,  and  I  have  heard  my  good 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin   IMr.  Schafkk.1   talk 


about  takini^-^re  of  our  children  here.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
our  people  never  want  to  surrender  their  children  nor  do  they 
want  to  surrender  them  for  the  purpose  of  adoption.  They 
are  not  seeking  this  relief.  I  have  gone  through  that  in  a 
hearing  that  we  had  on  the  Wagner-Rogers  bill  about  a  year 
and  a  half  ago,  and  from  the  testimony  before  the  committee, 
I  do  not  think  that  is  the  question  before  the  Congress  today. 

Mr.  SCH/\FER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  respectfully  differ  with  the 
gentleman.  There  are  a  great  many  orphan  children  in  this 
country  who  would  appreciate  being  cared  for  in  homes.  I 
know  this  from  persorial  experience,  because  I  have  made  a 
study  of  the  orphan  problem  axul  have  raised  two  orphans 
myself. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  That  may  be  so  from  the  gentleman's 
experience,  but  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  we  are  talking 
about  helping  humanity,  helping  the  Allies,  helping  this  and 
that,  tmt  we  do  nothing.  We  just  talk.  There  has  been  a  k>t 
of  talk  for  a  number  of  weeks  with  regard  to  helping  these 
unfortunate  victims  who  are  under  the  age  of  14  or  16 — these 
diildren  who  are  being  driven  from  one  place  to  the  other  in 
coimtries  that  this  Hitler  madman  has  taken  over. 

Mr.  RICH.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  might  say  here  that  they  are  doing  things  in 
this  coimtry.  On  the  radio  in  my  district  they  are  asking  the 
people  to  take  these  children,  so  that  the  American  people 
are  awaking  to  the  fact  they  want  to  help. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  am  thankful  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  d;scrinimate  and 
take  care  of  the  victims  of  England  only.  There  are  other 
little  tots,  infants,  children,  boys,  and  girls  who  come  from 
good  homes'  and  who  have  a  good  background  in  Poland,  in 
Holland,  in  Belgium,  and  in  France.  I  think  we  could  fix  a 
quota  of  100.000.  and  in  proportion  take  care  of  that  many 
children.  I  do  not  think  the  country  has  to  be  afraid  of 
where  we  are  going  to  get  the  money,  because  the  money  is 
not  coming  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  at  all. 
It  is  coming  out  of  the  generosity  of  the  finest  patriotic 
Americans  in  this  coimtry,  who  have  formed  themselves  into 
many,  many  groups.  These  people  are  both  Republicans  and 
Democrats.  The  great  mass  of  our  people  are  willing  to  do 
something  constructive  at  least  to  save  these  young  people 
from  death  or  starvation. 

Mr.  RICH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  When  it  comes  to  humanitarian  problems  you 
will  find  that  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  is  just  as 
much  interested  as  ansijody  in  this  House,  or  anybody  in  this 
country,  to  try  to  help. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  know  that. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  am  interested  in  this  problem,  but  when  we 
bring  over  these  children,  take  care  of  them,  help  them, 
and  bring  them  into  our  homes,  we  want  to  see  that  they 
are  taken  care  of  and  that  they  are  given  the  best  aid  and 
assistance  this  country  can  give  them.  At  the  same  time  I 
agree  somewhat  with  what  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin 
said.  We  have  lots  of  people  in  this  coimtry  we  ought  to  look 
after  too. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  think  we  can  take  care  of  the  or- 
phans in  this  country  and  we  can  also  be  generous  and 
merciful  in  this  time  of  great  need.  We  can  take  care  of 
these  imfortunate  children,  as  I  said,  who  come  from  fine 
families  and  take  them  away  from  the  conditions  that  have 
arisen  in  various  European  coimtries.  We  could  do  all  these 
things  if  we  want  to  do  them  and  it  should  be  done  by  all 
the  people.  This  is  not  a  political  question.  I  think  the 
Republicans  and  Democrats  ought  to  go  on  record  and  help 
my  committee  to  bring  out  a  bill,  which  I  hope  to  bring  out. 
to  take  care  of  the  children  and  protect  them  and  see  that 
they  get  homes  and  that  the  proper  financing  will  be  pro- 
vided because  I  have  been  assured  by  a  number  of  organi- 
zations in  this  country,  in  almost  every  State  of  the  Union. 
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that  there  is  a  community  group  ready  to  take  chilldren  now 
and.  as  I  stated,  from  my  brief  observation  I  find  that  there 
are  more  families  than  we  need. 

Mr.  Mcdowell.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  McDowell,  what  Is  to  be  the  proposed  maximum 
age  of  the  children? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  They  will  be  not  more  than  16.  We 
have  cases  where  some  people  want  to  adopt  the  children. 
There  are  a  number  of  orphan  children  whose  fathers  have 
been  killed  in  this  unfortunate  war  and  whose  mothers  have 
disappeared.  There  are  a  number  of  fine  American  fam- 
ilies who  want  to  take  care  of  them.  We  do  not  propose  to 
send  a  Catholic  child  to  a  Jewish  family.  We  want  to  give 
them  the  religion  to  which  they  have  been  used,  and  I 
assure  the  Congress  that  the  men  behind  this  movement  in 
every  section  of  the  coimtry  are  responsible,  outstanding 
citizens  who  are  really  trying  to  do  a  job  if  the  Congress  will 
tie  the  technicalities  of  the  law  and  give  them  a  chance 
to  do  It. 

Mr.  Mcdowell.    Mr.  speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  McEXDWELL.  I  have  in  my  office  hundreds  of  letters 
from  people  in  my  city  of  Pittsburgh  asking  how  these  chil- 
dren can  be  delivered.  They  are  willing  to  take  them  for 
the  duration  of  the  war,  and  to  take  them  from  all  nations, 
including  Germany.  I  should  like  to  inform  the  gentleman, 
however,  that  it  is  my  opinion  that  practically  all  of  these 
generous  folk  in  Pittsburgh  are  dead  set  against  the  pro- 
posal to  send  American  ships  to  bring  these  children  over 
here,  but  they  are  willing  to  take  them  when  they  are  de- 
livered on  the  American  shore,  and  maintain  them  for  the 
remainder  of  the  hostilities. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  The  gentleman  and  I  know  that  as  rot- 
ten as  Hitler  is  he  would  not  dare  to  touch  any  ship  that  is 
carrying  these  unfortunate  victims,  the  children  of  parents 
who  have  been  killed  by  his  machines.  I  do  not  believe  that 
he  is  so  rotten  as  to  touch  these  ships,  if  we  turn  all  our 
ships  that  are  lying  idle  over  to  the  Red  Cross  and  let  the  Red 
Cross  put  them  in  service  bringing  these  children  over  here. 
I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  man  in  this  country  or  in  the 
world  who  would  believe  that  the  German  dictator  is  so 
rotten  that  he  would  attempt  to  destroy  a  ship  carrying  these 
refugee  children. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  3  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McDowell.  I  agree  that  the  Germans  would  prob- 
ably not  sink  any  boatloads  of  children.  The  Germans  are 
not  that  kind  of  people.    They  would  not  do  it. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  The  Germans  are  not.  but  their  leader 
is. 

Mr.  McDowell.  A11  right.  I  agree  to  that,  but  the  Ger- 
man Navy  is  not  going  to  sink  these  ships  no  matter  whose 
ships  they  are.  There  are  empty  vessels  leaving  England 
every  hour  coming  to  this  country  for  war  supplies.  A  convoy 
would  not  be  needed  for  these  ships.  I  do  not  have  any  doubt 
at  all  that  the  American  Government  can  make  a  proposal  to 
the  German  Government  to  let  these  British  ships  carry 
children  over  here.  The  Germans  are  not  interested  in  kill- 
ing children. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  they 
would  consent  to  letting  these  children  be  brought  over  in 
British  ships,  but  it  seems  to  me  in  all  fairness  and  reason 
that  even  this  man  Hitler  would  not  cause  any  difficulty  at 
all  if  we  told  him  that  we  were  going  to  rescue  these  refugee 
children.  I  do  not  believe  we  would  violate  the  neutrality 
law.  that  has  been  talked  about  eo  much  In  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  by  many  Members,  including  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Will  the  gentleman  concede  that  in  all 
probability  the  ships  that  are  now  returning  from  Great 
Britain,  and  I  mean  by  that,  British  bottoms,  are  probably 
returning  empty,  and  there  would  be  plenty  of  space  available 
to  bring  in  a  number  of  children  on  these  British  ships, 
without  involving  the  United  States  ships  in  venturing  into 
the  war  zone?  I 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  want  my  colleague  to  understand  that 
I  am  not  trying  to  involve  our  country  in  a  war. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    I  understand  that. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  take  the  position  that  the  gentleman 
and  every  other  Member  of  the  House  does,  that  we  want  to 
mind  our  own  business,  but  at  the  same  time  humanity  comes 
first,  and  I  believe  that  with  proper  coordination  and  a 
proper  constructive  plan  we  can  find  a  way  to  bring  these 
children  here,  even  if  we  have  to  send  the  ships  that  are  lying 
idle  mer  there  under  the  Red  Cross  emblem,  perhaps  even 
advising  all  those  involved  in  the  war  area  that  we  are  carry- 
ing children,  not  ammunition. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Does  the  gentleman  see  any  particular 
reason  for  sending  American  ships  when  British  ships  are 
coming  back  to  this  continent  empty? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  If  there  are  British  ships  available  to 
bring  the  children  here,  I  say  we  ought  to  bring  them  in  those 
ships. 

Mr.  McDowell.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  Mcdowell,  in  the  next  10  days  in  the  gentleman's 
own  city  of  New  York  there  will  be  in  New  York  harbor 
enough  British  ships  coming  in  empty  to  bring  100.000  chil- 
dren, regardless  of  where  they  come  from.  These  British 
vessels  come  in  with  nothing  in  them  but  ballast,  and  there 
are  enough  of  them  coming  in  in  the  next  10  days  to  bring 
over  all  these  refugee  children. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  am  perfectly  agreeable  to  any  way  it 
may  be  done.  I  want  to  do  the  right  thing.  I  know  every- 
body wants  to  do  the  right  thing.  I  believe  we  owe  it  to  the 
democracies  and  to  the  world  that  Congress  cut  the  red  tape 
of  the  immigration  law  and  let  these  poor  children,  who  are 
the  victims  of  an  unprecedented  condition,  come  into  this 
land  of  freedom.  1  Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

*  EXTITrSlON  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  mills  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Reccrd  by  includ- 
ing a  letter  I  have  received  from  Mr.  Addison  G.  Poster,  of  the 
Executive  Office  of  the  President,  and  certain  telegrams 
dealing  with  the  flood  qucst'.on  in  my  State. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Loiisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  In  connection  with 
the  National  Resources  Planning  Committee  and  the  work  it 
is  supposed  to  be  doing  in  northern  Minnesota,  Wisconsin, 
and  Michigan. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on 
two  topics,  and  in  connection  therewith  to  include  in  each 
case  a  brief  statement. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

NO  THIRD  TERM  FOR  ANY  PRESn)ENT 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
speech  delivered  last  Monday,  July  22.  on  the  floor  of  the 
House — page  9575  of  the  Record — by  our  colleague  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  [Mr.  DducsenI  in  reference  to  the  Demo- 
cratic National  Convention.  The  gentleman  gave  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  and  the  public  a  very  enlightening  resume 
of  what  happened  at  the  convention  at  Chicago.  Naturally 
the  Democrats  are  glad  that  their  convention  is  over.  I  know 
I  am,  because  the  thing  that  we  suspected  would  happen  did 
hapi)en — that  is,  that  the  dictatorial  administration  we  have 
had  for  the  last  7  years  drove  home  the  point  that  "He  is  the 
ruler  and  regulator  of  the  American  people,  and  he  certainly 
showed  at  the  Democratic  National  Convention  that  he  was 
going  to  rule  that  convention."  The  White  House  did  rule 
the  convention.  He  nominated  the  ticket  and  the  New  Deal 
delegates  accepted  it  100  percent.  Talk  of  a  dictator.  Our 
President  now  certainly  proved  this  point. 

The  President  in  next  January  will  not  be  for  it — will  be 
Mr.  Willkle — and  he  will  not  want  to  be  a  dictator. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  named  himself  as  the  Democratic  nominee 
and,  of  course,  will  receive  the  greatest  defeat  in  November 
that  any  President  ever  received,  because  anyone  running 
for  a  third  term  and  against  a  principle  that  was  laid  down 
by  Washington  and  Thomas  Jefferson  Is  advocating  some- 
thing that  should  never  happen  in  this  country.  It  is  time 
that  the  New  Deal  was  kicked  out,  not  only  of  Washington, 
but  out  of  this  country,  and  the  American  people  are  going 
to  do  the  kicking  in  November  when  they  cast  their  ballots, 
and  you  can  just  put  your  minds  on  that  and  see  if  that  is 
not  the  case.    America  is  .against  a  dictator. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.     Mr.  Sjjeaker.  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.     I  jrleld  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Does  the  gentleman  care  to  comment 
at  this  point  on  those  Democrats  who  bolted  the  ticket? 

Mr.  RICH.  It  is  just  as  Willkie  says — he  did  not  leave  the 
Democratic  Party,  the  Democratic  Party  left  him.  In  other 
words,  the  New  Deal  stole  the  show  and  there  is  not  any 
Democratic  Party.  All  the  people  who  are  interested  as 
Thomas  Jefferson  was  in  the  Democratic  Party,  as  it  was 
outlined  by  the  Jeffersonian  Democrats,  are  all  going  over 
to  the  Republican  Party  to  elect  Willkie  in  November.  It 
is  the  American  way  as  outlined  by  the  Republicans  and  the 
dictatorial  way  as  the  New  Deal  has  proven. 

Mr.  PIERCE  rose. 

Mr.  RICH.  Governor,  we  are  looking  for  you  to  be  right 
over  there  with  them  and  vote  for  Mr.  Willkie. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.  I  will  have  to  yield  first  to  the  Governor  of 
Oregon,  since  I  have  referred  to  him. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Is  not  the  gentleman  aware  of  the  fact 
that  Washington  believed  that  an  emergency  might  arise 
that  would  require  a  man  to  serve  more  than  two  terms? 

Mr.  RICH.  Oh,  an  emergency?  That  is  all  this  adminis- 
tration talks  about.  They  are  tr3ring  to  cover  up  their  mis- 
doings and  their  faults.    Camouflaging  the  American  people. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  And  further.  Washington  never  said  or 
wrote  anything  against  a  third  term. 

Mr.  RICH.  Did  you  ever  read  Washington's  Farewell 
Address? 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Yes ;  indeed  I  have,  and  I  advise  the  gentle- 
man to  read  it  before  he  displays  his  ignorance  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  RICH.  Ignorance?  TTiat  is  what  I  think  of  your 
statement. 

Mr.  PIERCE.    Read  what  Washington  said. 

Mr.  RICH.  Read  that  again  and  then  you  will  take  your 
seat,  because  I  am  sure  you  have  not  read  it  for  a  long,  long 
time  and  you  have  forgotten  it.  He  certainly  was  against  a 
third  term. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  After  examining  the  rec- 
ord, do  you  think  It  is  proper  to  call  the  assembly  of  vassals 
and  subjects  of  the  ex-international  tjanker  New  Deal  Fuehrer 


Roosevelt  a  convention?  Would  It  not  be  better  to  call  it 
what  it  really  was — an  assembly  of  subjects  and  vassals  of 
the  New  Deal  Fuehrer  whose  main  interest  was  to  preserve 
and  protect  New  Deal  political  Jobs? 

Mr.  RICH.  I  think  there  were  a  lot  of  Democrats  who  went 
out  there,  Jeffersonian  Democrats,  in  hopes  they  would  not  ^ 
have  a  candidate  for  a  third  term  and  that  they  could  freely 
choose  a  candidate,  but  when  they  were  so  stormed  by  the 
organization  that  was  set  up  by  the  New  Deal  to  put  in  Mr. 
Roosevelt  for  a  third  time,  of  course  they  had  no  chance  to  do 
otherwise,  and  like  a  lot  of  people  who  go  to  conventions  when 
they  saw  they  were  licked  l)efore  they  got  started,  they  turned 
around  and  went  away.  Even  the  Vice  President  left  for 
Texas  probably  never  to  return.  He  wants  to  get  away  from 
itaU. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  And  most  of  the  real  Jef- 
fersonian Democrats  who  attended  this  assembly  of  New 
Deal  vassals  and  subjects  admit  that  Willkie  will  really 
drive  the  money  changers  from  the  temple  of  the  Federal 
Gtovemment  m  November  and  that  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  and 
his  tribe  of  international  bankers  and  New  Deal  disciples  of 
Karl  Marx  will  be  able  to  return  to  their  old  stands  in  Wall 
Street. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  somebody  does  not  come  here  and  drive  these 
money  changers  out  of  1600  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  no  telling 
what  will  happen.  You  know  that  5  years  ago  if  anybody  had 
talked  about  a  public-utility  man  being  a  candidate  for  Presi- 
dent they  would  have  thought  the  world  was  going  to  be 
turned  upside  down.  Now  the  people  of  this  country  realize 
that  Mr.  Roosevelt  has  been  trying  for  7  years  to  put  9,000.000 
men  to  work  and  he  has  utterly  failed.  The  only  way  that 
this  administration  can  put  anybody  to  work  is  to  go  down  into 
the  Federal  Treasury  and  get  the  money  and  put  them  on  the 
dole,  relief,  or  public  works,  but  now  Willkie.  a  businessman, 
a  man  who  has  come  up  from  the  ranks,  through  the  public 
schools  and  has  gone  up  in  business  and  made  a  succe.ss  of 
business,  is  going  to  go  ahead  and  will  make  a  great  success 
because  of  his  experience  in  the  business  world.  He  will  start 
industry,  start  agriculture,  and  he  will  put  all  men  who  will 
to  work.  A  job  for  all — that  is  his  slogan.  Tlie  people  of 
America  want  a  man  like  that,  and  they  are  going  to  take  a 
man  this  year  that  is  going  to  be  able  to  put  the  9,000,000 
back  to  work,  and  they  are  going  to  bank  on  Willkie  to  do  it. 
and  I  will  bank  on  Willkie,  and  I  am  sure,  when  they  count 
the  ballots  in  November,  there  will  be  such  an  outpouring  of 
American  votes  into  the  ballot  boxes  for  Willkie  and  McNary 
that  they  will  be  overwhelmingly  elected.  They  want  to  get 
this  Government  out  of  the  hands  of  the  money  changers,  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  economic  royalists,  out  of  the  hands  of 
people  who  are  inefficient  and  not  qualified  to  do  a  good  Job. 
Do  you  know  it  takes  a  real  man  to  create  jobs?  It  cannot 
be  done  by  a  politician;  that  has  been  proven  in  the  past  7 
years. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield?  llie  gentleman  does  not  want  to  accuse  the  New 
Deal  of  being  opposed  to  utilities.  When  we  examine  the 
testimony  of  the  Senate  stock  market  investigation  we 
find  that  Mr.  Robert  E.  Healy,  Chief  Coimsel  of  the  Fed- 
eral Trade  Commission,  and  now  a  New  Deal  leader,  tes-  - 
tified  and  told  about  the  robbing  of  utility-stock  investors  of 
more  than  $1,000,000,000  by  Henry  L.  Doherty's  Cities  Ser^ce 
Co.  TTie  same  Mr.  Doherty,  who  was  the  right-hand  man  of 
President  Roosevelt,  who  selected  him  to  have  charge  of  his 
many  fund-raising  birthday  balls. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  has  expired. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  3  minutes  more.    We  have  lots  of  time. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  object,  because,  in 
view  of  the  fear  among  some  people  that  the  Democrats  are 
going  to  try  to  smear  Mr.  Willkie,  I  am  perfectly  willing  that 
the  country  know  what  the  gentleman  from  Pemxsylvania 
(Mr.  Rich]  and  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  SchaferI 
have  to  say  about  the  present  President  of  the  United  States 
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and  the  men.  Including  myself,  who  were  part  of  the  con- 
vention. I  want  them  to  have  their  day,  I  want  them  to  do 
all  the  smearing  that  they  know  how  to  do,  and  then  we  will 
have  something  to  say  after  that. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. I  shall  not  object,  although  we  might  take  a  different 
tone.     For  instance,  when  President   Roosevelt   entered   the 

convention  hall  In  Chicago  in  1932  he  entered  to  the  strains 
of  Happy  Days  Are  Here  Again.  When  Me.  Willkie  entered 
the  hall  in  Philadelphia  to  greet  the  convention  the  tune 
played  by  the  band  was  Back  To  Work  We  Cro.  I  think  if  we 
have  more  of  that  spirit  we  will  get  further.  ' 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  say  to  the  ma- 
jority leader,  I  do  not  want  to  smear  anyone;  I  am  telling 
the  truth.  You  will  be  the  minority  leader  in  the  next  session. 
There  are  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  who  have 
asked  to  have  Washington's  Farewell  Address  read  in  the 
House  every  year  condemning  the  fact  that  we  should  have 
a  third-term  candidate.  Then  you  all  know  what  Thomas 
Jefferson  said  about  a  third-term  candidate. 

If  10  years  ago  you  would  have  taken  a  vote  of  the  ma- 
jority leader  and  practically  every  Member  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side  of  the  House,  there  would  not  have  been  one  man 
there  who  would  be  in  favor  of  a  third  term  for  any  Presi- 
dent, it  would  not  make  any  difference  who  he  was,  but  be- 
cause the  gentleman  in  the  White  House  can  dictate  be- 
cause he  has  the  power,  and  I  do  not  know  how  he  gets  it. 
over  this  Congress,  to  drive  through  all  the  legislation  he 
wants,  I  can  easily  account  for  all  of  those  who  went  to 
the  Democratic  National  Convention  and  turned  over  their 
body  and  soul,  boots  and  breeches,  shoes  and  stockings  for 
the  New  Deal  candidate,  Mr.  Roosevelt.  With  me,  I  would 
not  care  what  Republican  President  wanted  a  third  term. 
I  would  object  to  it.  Eight  years  is  a  long  time  for  a  good 
one  and  too  blame  long  for  a  bad  one.  I  think,  imder  pres- 
ent-day conditions,  when  we  have  gone  through  what  we 
have  gone  through  in  the  last  7  years  and  we  have  not 
accomplished  what  we  were  going  to  accomplish,  when  the 
Democrats  failed  to  do  what  they  promised  to  do  with  their 
platform  which  was  formulated  in  1932,  then  to  come  around 
now  and  use  a  national  emergency  to  cover  up  everjrthing 
so  that  we  can  go  ahead  and  support  the  New  Deal  further 
and  further — gentlemen,  if  you  do  that,  then  the  worst  is 
yet  to  come.  America  will  be  wrecked  if  you  carry  on  this 
New  Deal  any  further,  and  with  all  the  regard  that  I  have 
for  the  majority  leader,  and  with  all  the  regard  that  I  have 
for  my  friends  on  the  Democratic  side  of  the  aisle,  I  say  that 
I  think  more  of  America  than  I  think  of  any  political  party. 
I  think  more  of  America  than  I  think  of  the  Republican  or 
the  Democratic  Party,  and  I  say  that  we  should  forget 
parties,  and  I  cannot  content  myself  to  think  that  I  can  get 
up  here  and  say  that  I  am  for  a  third  term  for  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  I  am  not.  It  is  a  principle  too 
sacred  to  American  liberty;  too  sacred  to  our  freedom. 
Why  the  men  I  know  who  gave  in  to  the  President  I  cannot 
understand.    It  is  a  mystery  to  me. 

I  have  not  yet  come  to  the  conclusion  that  he  Is  the  only 

man  who  can  save  this  Nation.  I  think  he  will  do  more  to 
wreck  it  than  he  will  ever  do  to  save  it. 

I  want  to  get  together  with  the  majority  leader.  I  love 
the  gentleman  from  Texas.  Sam  Rayburn.  I  think  he  is  a 
fine  fellow,  but  I  do  not  like  a  lot  of  his  principles.  [Laughter.] 
There  never  was  a  finer  fellow  than  the  gentleman  from 
Texas,  Sam  R.ayburn,  and  we  like  him.  but  we  do  not  like 
his  boss,  the  President.  He  is  fooling  him.  That  is  just  the 
reason  we  cannot  reconcile  doing  some  of  the  things  he  wants 
to  do  and,  as  a  dutiful  servant,  probably  he  ought  to  stand 
up  for  him.  but  I  think  he  had  better  sit  down.  [Laughter 
and  applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell  J 


EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  by  inserting  in  the  Appendix  an  ad- 
dress delivered  at  Habana,  Cuba,  on  July  22,  by  our  dis- 
tinguished  Secretary    of   State.   Hon.   Cordell    Hull. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (&t  1  o'clock  and  45 
minutes  p.  m.),  pursuant  to  its  order  heretofore  entered,  the 
House  adjourned  until  Monday,  July  29,  1940.  at  12  o'clock 
noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,   ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1848.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army, 
dated  April  11,  1940.  submitting  a  report,  together  with 
accompanying  papers  and  an  illustration,  on  a  preliminary 
examination  and  survey  of,  and  Review  of  reports  on, 
Thames  River  and  tributaries.  Conrtccticut.  Massachusetts, 
and  Rhode  Island,  including  the  Quinebaug  River  at  South- 
bridge.  Mass..  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved 
June  28,  1938.  and  requested  by  resolutions  of  the  Committee 
on  Commerce.  United  States  Senate,  adopted  October  25, 
1938,  and  Noveml>er  4.  1938  (H.  Doc.  No.  885) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Flood  Control  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  an 
illustration. 

1849.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 

draft  of  a  proposed  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fred  J.  Duncan;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

1850.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  a  proposed  joint  resolution  transferring 
the  administration  of  homestead  projects  established  in  the 
Virgin  Islands  from  the  Government  of  the  Virgin  Islands 
to  the  Department  of  Agriculture;  to  the  Committee  on 
Insular  Affairs. 

1851.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  the 
draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  provide  tmlformity  in  temporary 
promotions  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States  In  time  of 
emergency;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

1852.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  authorize  the  use 
of  a  tract  of  land  in  California  known  as  the  Millerton 
Rancheria  in  connection  with  the  Central  Valley  project; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 


REPORTS    OF    COMMTITEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia:  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs, 
H.  R.  10200.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
proceed  with  the  construction  of  certain  public  works,  and 
for  other  purposes;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2801).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado!  Committee  on  Rules.     House 

Resolution  554.  Resolution  for  consideration  of  House  Joint 
Resolution  583,  a  joint  resolution  making  additional  appro- 
priations for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  to  provide  facilities  of  national  defense;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2802).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  KING:  Committee  on  the  Territories.  H.  R.  9123. 
A  bill  to  approve  Act  No.  65  of  the  Session  Laws  of  1939  of 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  Act  29 
of  the  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii,  1929,  granting  to  J.  K.  Lota 
and  associates  i  franchise  for  electric  light,  current,  and 
power  in  Hanalei,  Kauai,  by  including  Moloaa  within  such 
franchise";  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2803).    Referred 
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to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  KINO:  Committee  on  the  Territories.  H.  R.  9124.  A 
bill  to  approve  .Act  No.  214  of  the  Session  Laws  of  1939  of 
the  Territory  of  Hftwaii,  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  Act  105 

of  the  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii,  1921,  granting  franchise  for 
the  manufacture,  maintenance,  distribution,  and  supply  of 
electric  current  for  light  and  power  within  Kapaa  and  Wai- 
poull  In  the  district  of  Kawaihau  on  the  island  and  county 
of  Kauai,  by  including  within  said  franchise  the  entire 
district  of  Kawiihau,  island  of  Kauai";  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2804).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  COX 
H.  R.  10220.  A  biL'  to  create  a  National  Defense  Administra- 
tion to  coordinate  the  activities  of  the  Federal  Government 
In  connection   jvith  the  national-defense  program,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  LANHAM: 
H.  R.  10221  (by  request).  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  acquisi- 
tion of  additional  land  along  the  Mount  Vernon  Memorial 
Highway  in  exchange  for  certain  dredging  privileges,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 
Grounds. 

By  Mr.  PIERCE: 
H.  R.  10222.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construction  of  flood- 
control  works  on  the  Walla  Walla  River  and  tributaries, 
Oregon  and  Washington;  to  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control. 
By  Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia: 

H.  R.  10223.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  establish  certain  naval  hospitals;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

H.  R.  10224.  A  bill  to  establish  the  minimum  permanent 
authorized  enlisted  strength  of  the  active  list  of  the  Marine 
Corps;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs.  ' 

By  Mr.  WHELCHEL: 

H.  R.  10225.  A  bill  to  promote  the  general  welfare  through 
appropriation  of  funds  to  assist  the  States  and  Territories  in 
providing  more  effective  programs  of  public  education;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education. 
By  Mr.  DINGELL: 

H.J. Res. 585.  Joint  resolution  designating  August  26  of 
each  year  as  National  Radio  Day;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GEYER  of  California: 

H.  Res.  555.  Resolution  making  H.  R.  7534,  a  bill  prohibiting 
the  requirement  of  the  payment  of  a  poll  tax  as  a  prerequisite 
for  voting  or  registering  to  vote  at  certain  Federal  elections,  a 
special  order  of  business;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 
By  Mr.  HINSHAW: 

H.  Res.  556.  Resolution  authorizing  a  select  committee  to 
investigate  the  immigration  of  war  and  political  refugees;  to 
the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mrs.  R(X5E31S  of  Massachusetts: 

H.  Res.  557.  Resolution  requesting  the  President  to  trans- 
mit a  weekly  report  showing  the  progress  of  the  work  for  the 
national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia: 

H.  Res.  558.  Resolution  providing  for  the  consideration  of 
H.  R.  10200,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
proceed  with  the  construction  of  certain  public  works,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXU,  memorials  were  presented 
and  referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Alabama,  memorializing  the  President  and  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  consider  their  Act  No.  613,  House 
Joint  Resolution  139,  approved  July  6,  1940,  with  reference 
to  the  national-defense  program:  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 


'  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BLAND: 
H.R.  10226.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  James  Fleming;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  COLLINS: 
H.R.  10227.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  J.  Anse  Little;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  CROWTHER: 
H.  R.  10228.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edna  La  Blanche  GU- 
lette;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  DALESANDRO: 
H.R.  10229.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  E.  Ryan: 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

H.  R.  10230.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Grace  McGratJi; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  EDELSTEIN: 
H.R.  10231.  A  bill   for  the  relief  of  Ernst  Gottlieb,  hjs 
wife,  Margot,  and  daughter,  Mary;   to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration   and  Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  GEYER  of  California: 
H.  R.  10232.  A  bill  authorizing  the  President  to  present,  m 
the  name  of  Congress,  a  Medal  of  Honor  to  A.  W.  Lindberg; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HAWKS: 
H.  R.  10233.  A  bill  to  record  the  lawful  admission  for  per- 
manent residence  by  Kurt  Schwilsky;  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana: 
H.  R.  10234.  A   bill    granting    an    increase   of   pension    to 
Elizabeth  Pry;   to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

H.  R.  10235.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Albert  E.  Akins; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9046.  By  Mr.  CROWTHER:  Petition  signed  by  Marian 
Ordyk  and  150  members  of  the  Third  and  Fourth  Ward  Pohsh 
Democratic  Club  of  Amsterdam.  N.  Y..  approving  the  policies 
of  President  Roosevelt  with  respect  to  aiding  the  Allies;  lo 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9047.  By  Mr.  HART:  Petition  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  Hoboken,  N.  J.,  opposing  House  bill  10125;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

9048.  Also,  petition  of  Local  No.  10.  New  York  Federation  of 
Post  OflBce  Clerks,  offering  full  support  for  the  program  to 
strengthen  our  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

9049.  By  Mr.  HINSHAW:  Petition  of  Nona  Tubbs,  of  Pasa- 
dena. Calif.,  and  containing  the  signatures  of  60  other  resi- 
dents of  the  Eleventh  Congressional  District  of  California, 
urging  Congress  to  consider  enacting  House  bill  5620,  the 
proposed  General  Welfare  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

9050.  By  Mr.  JONKMAN:  Petition  of  the  Grand  Rapids 
(Mich.)  Federation  of  Labor,  by  its  secretary,  Alby  J.  Conklin, 
recommending  the  inclusion  of  a  stipulation  in  the  appro- 
priation bill  for  the  Antitrust  Division  of  the  Department 

of  Justice,  that  such  moneys  shall  not  be  used  to  criminally 
prosecute  labor  unions  and  officials  thereof;  to  the  Committee 
on  Atpropriations, 

9051.  By  Mr.  LEAVY:  Resolution  adopted  by  the  West 
Wenatchee  Grange,  No.  1024,  Wenatchee,  Wash.,  on  July  5, 
1940,  urging  that  the  Representatives  and  Senators  in  Con- 
gress move  with  all  possible  speed  In  activating  a  program 
of  national  defense;  pointing  out  that  the  belligerent  nations 
are  taking  great  strides  in  their  armament  programs;  that 
the  united  States  has  fallen  far  behind  in  their  preparation; 
and  that  it  has  been  amply  demonstrated  that  speed  and 
preparedness  are  essential  in  modem  warfare,  and  that  being 
prepared  to  defend  our  Nation  Is  a  contributing  factor  in 
keeping  us  out  of  war;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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9052.  By  Mr.  SUTPHIN:  Petition  of  the  mayor  and  council 
of  the  borough  of  Keyport,  N.  J.,  urging  the  establishment  of 
a  naval  base  at  East  Keyport  and  Union  Beach,  and  offering 
the  services  and  pledging  the  cooperation  of  the  borough 
officials  in  the  present  defense  program;  to  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs. 

9053.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of 
Waxahachie,  Tex.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolu- 
tion with  reference  to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

^9064.  Also,  petition  of  William  H.  Handforth  and  others 
of  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolu- 
tion with  reference  to  calling  the  Nation  to  prayer  and  re- 
pentance; to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

9055.  Also,  petition  of  Beatrice  Y.  Bellinger,  Long  Island. 
N.  Y..  and  others,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolu- 
tion with  reference  to  calling  the  Nation  to  prayer  and 
repentance;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

9056.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Club.  District  22,  Mary- 
land-Delaware-District of  Columbia,  petitioning  considera- 
tion of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national  de- 
fense program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9057.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Spanish  War  Veterans. 
Department  of  Massachusetts,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  Federal  investigation  of 
^'fifth  column"  activities  in  this  country;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

S058.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Spanish  War  Veterans. 
Department  of  Massachusetts,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national-defense  pro- 
gram: to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9059.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  Da\1d  B.  Rost,  Newton  High- 
'  lands.  Mass..  petitioning  consideration  of  resolution  with  ref- 
-  erence  to  legislation  on  immigration  and  natiu-alization;  to 

the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

9060.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of  Van  Buren, 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  refer- 
ence to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

9061.  Also,  petition  of  Heating.  Piping  and  Air  Condition- 
ing Contractors.  National  Association.  New  York,  N.  Y.,  peti- 
tioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
relief  funds;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

9062.  Also,  petition  of  the  Grand  Lodge  of  Theta  Delta 
Chi,  New  York.  N.  Y.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  the  national-defense  program; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9063.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of  Lott.  Tex.,  peti- 
tioning consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

9064.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of  Gibsland.  La., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference 
to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

9065.  Also,  petition  of  Alabama  Road  Builders'  Association. 
Montgomery.  Ala.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolu- 
tion with  reference  to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9066.  Also,  petition  of  the  Democratic  Youth  Federation  of 
California.  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  House  bill  5138  and  civil 
rights;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

9067.  Also,  isetition  of  the  Evangelical  and  Reformed 
Church,  the  General  Synod.  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  af- 
fairs: to  the  Committee  on  F\)reign  Affairs. 

9068.  Also,  petition  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  p>eti- 
tioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
erecting  a  new  branch  post  ofBce;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Post  OflBce  and  Post  Roads. 

9069.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  Editorial  Association. 
Chicago,  m..  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 


SENATE 

Monday,  July  29,  1940 

Rev.  Duncan  Eraser,  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the 
Epiphany.  Washington.  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  most  merciful  God.  who  hast  brought  us  to 
the  beginning  of  a  new  week,  grant  Thy  blessing,  we  humbly 
beseech  Thee,  to  the  Members  of  this  Senate,  that  they  may 
have  the  wisdom  and  courage  to  do  only  such  things  as  will 
please  Thee.    Through  Jesus  Christ,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL, 

On  request  of  Mr.  B.arkley,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday. 
July  25,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal  was 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  without  amendment  the  bill  (S.  3200) 
to  provide  for  the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general  of  the 
Regular  Army  in  the  military  departments  of  Panama  and 
Hawaii. 

ACTIVE  SERVICE  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  GUARD.  OFFICERS'  RESERVE 
CORPS,  ETC.  (S.  DOC.  NO.  265) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  lays  before  the 
Senate  a  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  which  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

The  White  House, 

Washington, 
The  President  of  the  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir:  The  increasing  seriousness  of  the  international  situa- 
tion demands  that  every  element  of  our  defense  structure  be 
brought  as  rapidly  as  possible  to  the  highest  state  of  efiQ- 
clency.  in  training  as  well  as  in  equipment  and  material. 

The  National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  an  integral  and 
vital  part  of  the  Army,  comprises  a  body  of  men  who  have 
voluntarily  assumed  an  obligation  to  serve  the  Nation  in  any 
crisis.  To  the  extent  possible  under  normal  conditions,  the 
officers  and  men  of  the  National  Guard  have  prepared  them- 
selves for  this  service,  and  I  am  assured  that  today  the  guard 
has  reached  the  highest  state  of  efficiency  in  its  peacetime 
history. 

The  developments  of  modem  warfare  are  such,  however, 
that  only  seasoned  and  highly  trained  troops  can  hope  for 
success  in  combat.  Our  citizen  soldiery,  no  matter  how  will- 
ing and  earnest,  cannot  possibly  attain  the  necessary  degree 
of  efficiency  through  their  normal  training  activities.  Even 
our  professional  soldiers  required  months  of  intensive  train- 
ing to  bring  them  to  their  present  satisfactory  state.  We 
know  too  well  the  tragedy  that  ensues  when  inadequately 
trained  men  are  assailed  by  a  more  skillful  adversary. 

Some  weeks  ago  I  asked  the  Congiess  for  authority  to  order 
the  National  Guard  into  active  service  should  an  emergency 
require  this  action  when  your  body  was  not  in  session.  That 
proposal  is  no  longer  suflBcient,  as  I  am  now  convinced  that 
the  security  of  the  Nation  demands  that  this  component  of 
our  Army  be  brought  to  the  highest  possible  state  of  training 
efficiency  more  rapidly  than  its  present  program  permits. 
Moreover,  this  group  of  men,  who  of  necessity  must  be  among 
the  first  to  fight  in  the  Nation's  defense,  have  a  right  to  the 
best  preparation  that  time  and  circumstance  permit. 

Reahzing  as  I  do  the  personal  sacrifice  that  a  period  of 
extended  active  duty  demands  of  the  National  Guard,  I  have 
deferred  until  now  any  request  for  immediate  action  in  this 
respect.  I  cannot,  with  clear  conscience,  longer  postpone  this 
vitally  essential  step  in  our  progress  toward  adequate  pre- 
paredness, and  I  am  therefore  transmitting  herewith  legis- 
lation that,  if  enacted,  will  enable  me  to  order  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  to  active  service  for  such  period 
of  intensive  training  as  may  be  necessary  to  raise  its  efficiency 
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to  a  point  comparable  with  that  of  our  small  Regular  Estab- 
lishment. 

If  this  authority  is  granted,  I  propose  to  order  the  guard 
to  duty  In  successive  increments  to  permit  the  effective  use 
of  training  facilities  and  equipment  immediately  available. 
Each  increment  will,  of  course,  be  released  when  it  attains  the 
desired  state  of  efficiency. 

Of  equal  importance  is  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps.  This 
splendid  body  of  officers  has  had  little  opportunity  for  service 
witl^.  troops,  and  to  the  maximum  extent  possible  their  train- 
ing should  now  be  perfected  by  an  adequate  jaeriod  of  active 
service.  If  ordered  to  active  duty,  they  can  acquire  the  de- 
sired efficiency  and  at  the  same  time  supply  the  increased 
need  for  officers  in  our  expanded  Regular  Army.  The  au- 
thority I  am  requesting  is  therefore  drawn  so  as  to  include 
the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps. 

I  ask  your  earnest  consideration  of  this  program,  and  yoiu* 
prompt  and  favorable  action  thereon. 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

j  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  read  the 
proposed  joint  resolution  accompanying  the  communication 
of  the  President. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  strengthening  of  the  national 

defense 

Resolred,  etc..  That  during  the  period  ending  June  30.  1942,  the 
President  be.  and  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  order  Into  the  active 
military  service  of  the  United  States  for  a  period  of  not  to  exceed 
1  year  any  or  all  memtiers  and  tinlts  of  any  or  all  reserve  com- 
ponents of  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  and  retired  personnel 
of  the  Regular  Army,  with  or  without  their  consent,  to  such  extent 
and  In  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  necessary  for  the  strengthening 
of  the  national  defense:  Provided,  That  the  members  and  units  of 
the  reserve  components  of  the  Army  of  the  United  Slates  ordered 
Into  active  Federal  service  under  this  authority  shall  not  be  em- 
ployed beyond  the  limits  of  the  Western  Heml.":phere.  except  In  the 
Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United  States,  including  the 
Philippine  Islands. 

Sec.  2.  All  National  Guard,  Reserve,  and  retired  personnel  ordered 
Into  the  active  military  service  of  the  United  States  under  the 
foregoing  i>pecla!  authority  shall,  from  the  dates  on  which  they  are 
respectively  required  by  such  order  to  rep>ort  for  duty  In  such  serv- 
ice, be  subject  to  the  respective  laws  and  regulations  relating  to 
enlistments,  reenllstments,  employment,  conduct,  rights  and  privi- 
leges, and  discharge  of  such  personnel  In  such  service  to  the  same 
extent  In  all  particulars  as  If  they  had  been  ordered  Into  such 
service  under  existing  general  statutory  authorizations. 

Sk.  3.  All  laws  and  parts  of  laws  In  conflict  herewith  are  hereby 
suspended  to  the  extent  that  they  may  be  in  conflict  with  any 
provision  hereof. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  communication  from 
the  President  and  the  accompanying  draft  of  a  proposed  joint 
resolution  will  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  and  printed  as  a  document. 

LANDS  at  veterans'  ADMINISTRATION  FACILITY.  LOS  ANGELES,  CALIF. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  the  Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs,  transmitting  a 
draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  authorize  the  Administrator 
of  Veterans'  Affairs  to  grant  an  easement  in  a  small  strip  of 
land  at  Veterans'  Administration  Facility,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
to  the  county  of  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  for  sidewalk  purposes, 
which,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a  reso- 
lution of  the  Executive  Committee,  Northern  Division,  the 
Democratic  Youth  Federation  of  California.  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  protesting  against  adoption  of  the  so-called  Smith 
amendments  to  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition  of  Father  Di\*ine 
and  simdry  other  citizens  of  the  United  States,  praying  that 
the  Americas  be  united  for  peace,  and  also  prajring  for  the 
enactment  of  pending  legislation  to  prevent  and  punish  the 
crime  of  lynching,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  Municipal 
Employees  Local  No.   102,  of  Stockton,  Calif.,  favoring  the 


prompt  enactment  of  a  compulsory  military  training  bill, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Executive 
Committee,  Northern  Division,  the  Democratic  Youth  Fed- 
eration of  California,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  protesting  against 
the  enactment  of  conscription  legislation,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  In  the  nature  of 
a  memorial  signed  by  James  Henry  Smith  and  sundry  citizens 
of  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  remonstrating  against  the  enactment 
of  the  so-called  Burke  compulsory  military  training  bill,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  l)efore  the  Senate  a  telegram  embodying  a  reso- 
lution of  the  Midwest  Federation  of  American  Syrian  Leba- 
non Clubs,  Mrs.  W.  S.  Zarick,  secretary.  Indianapolis.  Ind., 
pledging  continued  allegiance  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

THE  REPUBLIC  OF  LITHUANIA — RESOLUTION 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  there  may  be  printed  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  re- 
marks and  appropriately  referred  a  resolution  adopted  by 
Connecticut  citizens  of  Lithuanian  origin  and  extraction  at 
a  meeting  held  in  New  Britain.  Conn.,  on  Sunday.  July  14. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  foUows: 

Whereas  we.  American  citizens  of  the  city  of  New  Britain  and 
adjacent  towns  thereto  In  the  State  of  Connecticut,  of  Lithuanian 
origin  and  extraction,  assembled  here  In  the  city  of  New  Britain. 
State  of  Connecticut,  on  Sunday,  July  14,  1940,  and  declared  our 
allegiance  and  loyalty  to  the  United  States  of  America  and  to  lt« 
flag  and  for  what  It  stands;  and  we.  Americans  of  Lithuanian  ex- 
traction, solemnly  declared  that  we  believe  in  the  United  States  of 
America  as  a  government  of  the  people  which  Is  established  by 
the  people  and  for  the  people;  and  we  believe  that  a  democracy  bo 
conceived  In  liberty  and  dedicated  to  the  freedom  of  all  Its  p>eople 
is  the  otily  type  of  government  that  can  exist:  and 

Whereas  we,  American  citizens  of  Lithuanian  extraction,  have 
become  imbued  with  a  spirit  of  tolerance  and  democratic  prin- 
ciples, and,  having  a  knowledge  of  the  past  history  of  Lithuania, 
where  for  many  centuries  the  Lithuanian  people  have  given  of  their 
llfeblood  and  material  wealth  to  establish  their  Independence  and 
their  right  to  life,  liberty,  the  pursuit  of  happiness,  and  the  sacred 
right  to  worship  God;  and  that  for  the  past  22  years  the  Republic 
of  Lithuania  has  been  Independent  and  has  established  itself  as 
one  of  the  foremost  smaller  countries  In  Europe  In  the  cultural, 
political,  and  economic  sphere  without  help  from  the  outside;  and 

Whereas  we,  as  American  citizens,  are  cognizant  and  apprehensive 
of  the  subversive  and  undermining  acts  of  communism  both  here 
and  abroad;  and 

Whereas  we,  Americans  of  Lithuanian  extraction,  note  with  fear 
and  trepidation  the  present  conditions  In  the  Republic  of  Lithuania 
and  fully  realize  the  Imminent  danger  of  total  annexation  of  the 
Republic  of  Lithuania  by  communistic  Soviet  Russia  which  un- 
doubtedly would  result  in  the  extirpation  of  the  now  free  and 
independent  Republic  of  Lithuania:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved.  That  all  true  Americans  and  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  should  condemn  and  txUce  Immediate  steps  to  coun- 
teract all  subversive  and  overt  acts  of  communism  within  and 
without  Its  borders,  and  should  under  no  circumstances  recognize 
the  overthrow  by  force  of  arms  the  Republic  of  Lithuania  and  her 
former  rightful  government  and  the  oppression  of  Its  peace-loving 
people  by  communistic  Soviet  Russia;  and  be  It  fxirther 

Resolved.  That  we,  as  Americans,  lodge  a  formal  protest  with 
our  Immediate  Representative  In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
against  the  barbaric  action  of  the  communistic  union  of  Russia, 
with  the  aid  of  its  200,000  armed  forces,  toward  a  free  and  peace- 
loving  people;  and  that  the  action  of  Soviet  Russia  toward  the 
Republic  of  Lithuania  Is  hereby  condemned  and  denounced. 

This  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted  on  July  14,  1940,  and 
ordered  that  a  copy  of  same  be  sent  to  each  Member  of  Congresa 
for  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

This  is  to  certify  that  this  Is  a  true  copy  of  the  resolution  ao 
adopted. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

AUZEKT  P.  POtlTW. 

Temporary  Chairman. 
JuiJA  Jennings.  Secretary. 

RESOLUTION  OF  LODGE  WO.  227.  BROTHERHOOD  OF  RAILWAY  CLERKS. 

NEW  HAVEN.  CONN. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  there  may  be 
printed  in  the  Record  as  part  of  my  remarks  and  appro- 
priately referred  a  resolution  adopted  by  Lodge  No.  227  of 
the  Brotherhood  of  Railway  Clerks,  of  New  Haven,  Conn. 
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There  beinp  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  we.  the  members  of  Lodge  No.  227.  Brotherhood  of 
Railway  Clerks.  New  Haven.  Conn.,  here  assembled  In  regular 
monthly  meeting,  have  emphatically  agreed  that  we  are  unalter- 
ably opposed  to  America's  participation  In  any  foreign  war;  and 

Whereas  we  are  convinced  that  if  this  Nation  were  to  become 
Involved  in  a  foreign  war  It  would  mean  an  end  to  our  civil  liber- 
ties and   possible  destruction  of  our  democratic    institutions;    and 

Whereas  the  only  war  that  Is  of  importance  to  us  is  the  war 
•gainst  unemployment,  disease,  poverty,  and  destitution;  and 

Whereas  with  the  present  alarming  steps  of  the  administration 
-y  to  thrust  America  into  war  we  tjelleve  it  is  necessary  to  redoubl* 
1  i  our  efforts  if  this  Nation  is  to  avoid  a  tragic  repetition  of  what 
..  happened  in  1917;  and 

Whereas  that  in  the  present  war  hysteria  there  shall  be  no 
breaking  down  of  labor  legislation;  and 

Whereas  we  resent  and  oppose  the  President's  suggestion  that 
youth  be  conscripted  for  national  militarization  program:   and 

Whereas    we    are    certain    that    the    youth    of    our    Nation    are 

-  not  willing  to  sacrifice  freedom  and  democracy  in  order  to  fulfill 
'  the  commitments  and  promises  made  in  the  channels  and  alleys 

of  secret  diplomacy  to  save  the  investments  and  fortuhes  of  Amer- 
ica's steel  magnates  and  bankers  in  Europe  and  Asia;  and 

Whereas  in  the  past  the  youth  of  our  Nation  have  never  failed 
to  respond  to  the  needs  of  our  country,  we  are  convinced  that  no 
regimentation  or  militarization  is  necessary  in  oirder  to  maintain 
their  patriotism  and  adherence  to  American  Ideals;   and 

Wherea.s  if  the  youth  and  unemployed  of  America  are  to  be 
placed  In  steady  gainful  employment.  It  should  not  be  as  part  of  a 
labor  conscription  plan  but  as  regtilar  jobs  at  prevailing  or  union 
wages;  and 

Whereas  we  are  positively  for  adequate  defense,  we  feel  that  this 
can  best  be  secured  by  safeguarding  civil  liberties  and  the  gains 
made  by  labor,  which  were  won  only  sifter  so  many  years  of  struggle 
and  at  such  a  great  cost  and  sacrifice;  and 

Whereas  a  small  minority,  better  known  as  "economic  royalists." 
who  control  more  than  50  percent  of  our  national  economy,  are 
consistently  seeking  to  undermine  our  democracy  by  attacking  the 
civil  rights  of  noncltlzens,  of  labor,  of  the  unemployed,  and  of 
youth;  that  they  are  the  real  subversive  'fifth  column"  element  we 
are  certain:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  sent  post  haste  to 
President  Roosevelt,  and  to  our  national  representatives,  also  to  the 
grand  president  of  our  brotherhood;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  we  propose  to  our  national  representatives  that 
they  take  a  consistent  stand  against  any  measure  and  maneuvers 
that  run  counter  to  our  traditional  democratic  Institutions  or  any 

-  legislation  that  may  have  a  tendency  to  Involve  us  In  a  foreign  war. 

(Signed)  James  W.   McDonocch, 

!  Edward  Quibk, 

I  Matthew  T.  Connixl, 
I  Resolutions  Committee. 

RESOLUTTON  OF  CITY  COUNCIL   OF  ROCKVILLE.   CONN. 

Mr.  MALONEY.    Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 

that  there  may  be  printed  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my 

.     remarks  and  lie  on  the  table  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Court 

of  Common  Council  of  the  City  of  Rockville.  Conn. 

"~^    There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  ordered  to  lie 

on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That — 

Whereas  His  Excellency  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Ckjngress  of  the  United  States  have  both  declared  that  our  defense 
forces   and    their   equipment    are    Insufficient    and    Inadequate    to 
properly  protect  or  defend  our  Nation   In  these  days  of  swift  and 
shocking  developments,   which   has  forced  every   neutral   nation  in 
•     this  uneasy  world  to  look  to  Its  defenses  in  the  light  of  new  factors. 
Let  us  measure  our  strength  and  our  defenses  without  self-delusion. 
Our  defenses  must  be  Invulnerable,  our  security  absolute.     There 
must  be  no  middle  stand  In  this  matter.     We  stand  ready  to  spend 
millions  for  defense,  to  give  our  services,  and  even  our  lives,  for  the 
maintenance  of  our  freedom  and  the  continuation  of  American  Ub- 
A    trties.  Institution*,  and  Ideals  so  that  our  children  and  our  children's 
f       children   may  enjoy   the  rights  and  privileges  for  which  our  fore- 
fathers fought   and  died  that  we  now  enjoy  and  hold  so  dear.     Let 
us  move  swiftly  to  bring  our  national-defense  requirements  up  to 
the  standard  necessary  to  protect  and  defend  these  rights  and  privl- 
/  leges.    Let  us.  above  all  ether  things,  be  united  in  this  effort  to  let 
■^    ^  the  world  know  that  we.  a  free  people,  intend  to  protect  and  defend 
a  way  of  life  which  Is  precious  to  us  ail  with  our  faith  In  God  and 
our  fellow  countrymen:  and 

Wliereas  Maj.  Gen.  James  A.  WoodrtifT,  commanding  general  of 
the  First  Corpw  Area,  comprising  all  Army  troops  in  New  England. 
In  complying  with  the  defense  policy  and  preparedness  program  of 
the  Chief  E.xecutive  of  the  United  States,  has  solicited  the  assist- 
ance of  all  patriotic  citizens  to  help  this  corps  area  to  obtain  Its 
allotted  quota  of  about  1.100  recruits  to  help  increase  the  standing 
Army's  strength:  and 

Whereas  Col.  George  E.  Freeman,  chief  of  staff.  Third  Military  Area, 
which  includes  Connecticut  and  Rhode  Island,  in  compliance  with 
Instruction  and  orders  of  his  superior  officers,  has  inaugurated  an 


enlistment  drive  In  all  the  towns  and  cities  in  the  third  military 
area,  so  that  the  young  men  of  these  towns  and  cities  may  contribute 
their  share  to  help  strengthen  the  defenses  of  our  country  by 
enlisting  in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States:  Therefore  It  Is 

Resolved,  That  this  honorable  City  Council  of  the  City  of  Rock- 
ville. in  the  State  of  Coruicctlcut.  heartily  commend  and  fully  endorse 
the  preparedness  program  and  defense  policy  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  as  approved  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
and  sincerely  urge  all  citizens  of  our  city  to  encourage  and  support 
the  President  and  his  military  and  naval  officers  In  their  efforts  to 
make  our  defenses  Invulnerable  and  our  secvirlty  absolute;  and  be  It 
f  urt  her 

Resolved,  That  this  resolution  he  given  the  proper  publicity  so 
that  all  unmarried  male  citizens  between  the  ages  of  18  and  35  may 
know  that  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States  desires  to  fill  the 
existing  vacancies  to  full  peace  strength;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  Connecticut's  congressional  Representatives. 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army,  the  commanding  general 
of  the  First  Corps  Area,  the  commanding  officer  of  the  third  military 
area,  and  that  a  copy  be  spread  upon  the  records  of  the  city  councU. 

RESOLUTIONS     OF     NATIONAL     COUNCIL,     JUNIOR     ORDER     UNITED 

AMERICAN   MECHANICS 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  I  have  before  me  a  reso- 
lution which  I  shall  not  ask  to  have  read.  I  should  like  to 
have  it  published  under  the  head  of  resolutions.  It  has  to 
do  with  the  deportation  of  alien  criminals,  alien  law  violators, 
and  alien  undesirables.  It  is  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Junior  Order  United  American  Mechanics,  over  the  signature 
of  Mr.  James  L.  Wilmeth.  secretary  of  the  Junior  Order 
United  American  Mechanics,  at  Philadelphia.  Pa. 

In  conjunction  with  that  resolution  I  ask  that  there  be 
printed  a  bill  which  I  introduced  in  the  Senate  several  months 
ago.  providing  for  the  deportation  of  aliens  inimical  to  the 
public  interest,  which  includes  alien  criminals  and  unde- 
sirables. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  and  bill  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Re   deportation   of   alien   criminals   and   alien   law   violators   and 

undesirables 

The  national  board  of  the  national  council.  Junior  Order  United 
American  Mechanics,  respectfully  submits  that  this  Is  the  time  when 
our  Government  should  arrest  and  speedily  deport  aliens  who  have 
violated  the  laws  of  this  Nation  and  who  are  now  resident  in  this 
country,  and  In  support  we  submit  the  following: 

Whereas  there  are  now  alien  violators  resident  In  the  United 
States  whose  deportation  has  been  stayed  for  one  cause  and  another; 
and 

Whereas  such  aliens  are.  for  the  most  part,  employed  in  competi- 
tion with  our  own  American  citizens;  and 

Whereas  the  laws  of  our  land  do  not  shield  our  own  citizens  when 
they  violate  the  laws  of  the  State  or  Nation,  but  such  citizen  vio- 
lators are  brought  to  speedy  trial  and.  If  guilty,  sxiffer  the  penalty 
of  their  crimes  and  misdemeanors:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  we  favor  the  arrest  and  trial  of  aliens  who  are 
guilty  of  crimes  and  misdemeanors  and  Illegal  entry  Into  tho 
United  States,  and  when  found  guilty  they  be  speedily  deported; 
and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  In  all  cases  of  deportation  of  alien  law  violators, 
where  the  countries  whence  they  came  refuse  to  permit  them  to 
return,  that  such  alien  criminals  be  restricted  of  their  liberties 
in  detention  camps  or  where  they  will  not  be  permitted  to  have 
their  freedom  of  action,  and  that  the  countries  refusing  to  take 
them  back  be  notified  at  the  action  taken  respecting  them. 

Jamzs  L>.  WnacETH,  Secretary. 

A  bill  (8.  411)  to  provide  for  the  deportation  of  aliens  immlcal  to  the 

public  Interest 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  any  alien  or  group  of  aliens  whose  pres- 
ence In  the  United  States  Is  inimical  to  the  public  interest  shall 
upon  warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  be  taken  mto  custody  and 
deported  forthwith. 

Mr.  REYNOLJDS.  Mr.  President,  under  the  head  of  resolu- 
tions I  also  ask  that  there  be  printed  in  the  Record  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  Junior  Order  United  American  Mechanics, 
at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  signed  by  Mr.  James  L.  Wilmeth.  secre- 
tary, in  regard  to  stopping  all  immigration  for  the  next  10 
years,  or  until  such  time  as  every  American  citizen  shall  have 
found  employment. 

Some  time  ago  I  Introduced  a  bill  in  the  Senate,  now  pend- 
ing before  the  Immigration  Committee,  providing  that  no  one 
shall  be  permitted  to  enter  this  country  from  foreign  shores 
until  every  one  of  our  American  citizens  has  been  provided 
with  employment.  The  resolution  to  which  I  refer  has  to  do 
with  that  subject. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  or'fiered  to  be 
printed  In  the  RrcoRO,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Junior  Order  United  American  Mechanics  Is  the 
oldest  patriotic  fraternity  In  America,  dedicated  to  the  principles  of 
virtue,  liberty,  and  patriotism,  having  been  organized  In  1853, 
recently  celebrating  its  eighty-seventh  anniversary;  and 

Whereas  in  the  declaration  of  principles  to  govern  the  said  Junior 
Order  United  American  Mechanics  are  contained  some  of  the  loftiest 
patriotic  sentiments  to  be  found  m  the  platform  of  any  organiza- 
tion, such  as  maintaining  and  promoting  the  Interest  of  Americans 
and  shielding  them  from  the  depressing  effects  of  foreign  competi- 
tion, assisting  Americans  in  obtaining  employment,  encouraiging 
Americans  In  business,  establishing  a  sick  and  funeral  insurance 
fund,  maintaining  the  public -scliool  system  in  the  United  States. 
and  promoting  and  maintaining  a  national  orphans'  home;  and 

Whereas  said  national  councU  has  l>een  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  many  years  ago  and  has 
grown  from  Its  humble  beginnings  to  a  fraternity  Nation-wide  In  Its 
organization  and  memt)ershlp;  and 

Whereas  among  the  cardinal  principles  which  it  has  adopted  and 
advocated  have  been  the  restriction  of  alien  immigration  and  the 
deportation  of  undesirable,  law-violating  aliens;  and 

Whereas  the  said  national  coimcil  has,  in  the  most  practical  way, 
been  Instrumental  in  teaching  the  lessons  of  patriotism  to  the 
children  of  public  schools  of  the  Nation,  as  well  as  to  the  citizens 
thereof,  through  the  presentation  of  the  flag  of  our  country,  to  be 
flown  over  American  .schoolhouses,  also  at  public  expense;  and 

Whereas  the  said  Junior  Order  United  American  Mechanics  was 
among  the  first  advocates  of  restrictive  immigration  laws,  and 
assisted  materially  In  drafting  the  first  general  law  of  this  kind 
which  was  written  on  the  statute  lxx)ks  of  the  Nation,  known  as  the 
Burnett  immigration  measure  of  1917,  and  has  assisted  in  other 
legislation,  both  State  and  National,  which  has  contributed  to  the 
restriction  of  immigration  to  a  large  extent;  also  In  designing  and 
assisting  In  securing  the  passage  of  deportation  meastires  and  the 
strengthening  of  naturallzatlcn  laws;  and 

Whereas  wltli  all  the  efforts  that  have  been  put  forth  in  the  inter- 
est of  Americanism  and  the  giving  of  the  preference  to  Americans 
In  every  relation  of  life  by  the  said  Junior  Order,  there  still  remains 
In  this  country  approximately  4,000,000  unnaturalized  aliens,  with 
more  gaining  admission  to  our  shores  through  existing  quotas  from 
European  countries  and  without  quota  from  the  countries  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  to  the  detriment  of  our  Amtrican  citizens,  in 
direct  and  positive  competition  with  our  American  workingmen; 
and 

Whereas  many  of  the  aliens  who  have  been  admitted  to  this  coun- 
try have  not  thought  enough  of  our  country  and  its  Institutions  to 
apply  for  citizenship,  but  are  content  to  work  for  wages  In  competi- 
tion with  our  own  citizens  or  to  carry  on  a  competitive  business;  and 

Whereas  many  aliens  from  foreign  countries  have  gained  admis- 
sion to  the  United  States  through  fraudulent  and  unlawful  means 
and  have  brought  increased  burdens  on  the  taxpayers  of  the  Nation 
through  trials  for  offenses  committed  against  Lhe  laws  of  the  United 
States:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  national  cotmcll.  Junior  Order  United  Ameri- 
can Mechanics,  with  Its  32  organized  State  councils,  and  with  coun- 
cils or  lodges  In  nearly  all  the  States  of  the  Union,  requests  and 
demands  that  the  immigration  laws  of  the  United  States  be 
strengthened  by  the  erection  of  barriers  which  would  prohibit  the 
Incoming  of  more  aliens  for  a  period  of  10  years 

James  L.  Wn^MiTH, 
Secretary.  Junior  Order  United  American  Mechanics,  Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 

JTn.T  12.  1940. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  I  have  l)efore  me  a  reso- 
lution adopted  by  the  Junior  Order  United  American  Me- 
chanics, at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  signed  by  Mr.  James  L.  Wil- 
meth, secretary,  imploring  this  Government  to  keep  out  of 
the  quarrels  of  Europe.  I  ask  that  the  resolution  be  printed 
In  the  Record  under  the  heading  of  resolutions. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  National  CouncU.  Junior  Order  United  American 
Mechanics,  through  Its  national  board  of  officers,  has  observed  the 
tendency  toward  involving  the  United  States  In  European  war;  and 

Whereas  we  are  oppused  to  the  American  Nation  engaging  In, 
or  taking  part  In.  any  European  conflict,  or  war,  at  this  or  any 
other  time:  and 

Whereas  the  experiences  of  the  American  people  in  the  last  war, 
In  the  loss  of  manpower,  both  killing  outright  and  maiming  and 
rendering  helpless  so  many  citizens  of  this  Nation,  as  well  as 
Involving  the  United  States  in  tremendous  debt  for  outfitting, 
supporting,  and  transporting,  and  keeping  the  Army  In  the  field. 
as  well  as  the  prodigious  loans  which  were  made  to  the  Allies,  little 
of  which  has  ever  b?>en  returned  or  repaid:  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  National  Council.  Junior  Order  United  American 
Mechanics,  That  we  are  bitterly  opposed  to  the  United  States  going 
into  war  and  transporting  armies  across  the  sea  for  the  help,  aid, 
or  benefit  of  any  European  country,  and  that  we  l>elleve  the  only 
Justifiable  wer  at  this  time  would  t>e  for  us  to  repel  Invasion  of  any 
enemy  who  might  try  to  ovemm  the  United  States. 

James  L.  Wu-meth,  Secretary. 


REsoLuno!*  or  ^r^:RWATlON.^L  relations  study  clttb 

Mr.  REYNOLEXS.  Mr.  President,  under  the  head  of  reso- 
lutions. I  ask  that  there  be  printed  in  tlie  Record  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  by  the  International  Relations  Study  Club,  of 
Rutherford  College,  Burke  County.  N.  C.  and  signed  by  Edna 
V.  Abemethy.  secretary,  together  with  a  newspaper  clipping 
from  the  HJckory  (N.  C.)  Daily  Record  of  July  16.  1940,  en- 
titled "Resolution  Urges  Allies  Cede  Isles  to  United  States  for 
Debts."  which  goes  to  show  that  the  good  women  of  Noith 
Carolina  and  other  sections  of  the  United  States  are  inter- 
ested In  that  subject,  concerning  which  I  have  been  talking 
for  many  years  past. 

I  ask  that  the  resolution  be  followed  by  an  editorial  from 
the  Washington  Times-Herald,  which  appears  to  l)e  a  reprint 
from  the  Chicago  Tribune  of  July  26.  1940.  The  editorial  Is 
entitled  "Atlantic  Outposts." 

I  ask  that  the  editorial  be  followed  by  a  news  article  from 
the  same  newspaper,  the  Washington  Times-Herald,  con- 
taining a  dispatch  from  London  under  date  of  July  25.  by  the 
United  Press,  entitled  "Holland  Balks  at  Habana  Plan;  French 
Also  Reject  Protectorate  Idea." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  and  accompanying 
newspaper  articles  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
as  follows: 

ROTHEUFCIU)    Ck>LLESC, 

Burke  County,  N.  C.  July  16.  1940. 
Hon.  Rounr  R,  Retnolik, 

Member  Congress,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Reynolds:  We.  the  members  of  the  International  Rela- 
tions Study  Club,  auxiliary  of  the  Women's  Society  of  Christian 
Service  of  the  Methodist  Church,  met  on  July  19.  and  after  reading 
your  speech  on  the  Proposed  Acquisition  of  British  Caribbean  Is- 
lands and  British  Hondxiras.  the  following  resolution  of  approval 
was  passed : 

"Whereas  there  are  groups  in  America  seeking  to  Involve  the 
United  States  in  the  present  European  war,  and  whereas  we  believe 
that  the  peace  and  security  of  the  United  States  should  be  pre- 
served: Therefore  be  It 

"Resolved.  That  the  Rutherford  College  International  Relations 
Btudy  Club  hereby  submits  the  following  resolutions: 

"First.  That  we  urge  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  take 
all  possible  precaution  In  keeping  the  United  States  from  entering 
the  European  war 

"Second.  That  we  urge  the  Corgress  to  build  a  defense  program 
adequate  to  protect  oiu-  country  from  foreign  aggression. 

"Tlilrd.  That  we  urge  the  Congress  to  approve  the  joint  resolu- 
tion of  Senator  Robert  R.  Retnoldb  for  the  acquisition  of  British 
Islands  In  the  Caribbean  and  British  Honduras  to  make  Europe 
pay  their  war  debts, 

"Fourth.  That   a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  sent   to  President 
Roosevelt.  Congressman  A.  L.  BiUwinklc,  and  Senators  J,  W.  Bailey 
and  Robert  B,  Reynolds." 
Yours  very  sincerely, 

Edna  V,  Abkhnetht, 
Secretary,  International  Relations  Study  Club. 

(Prom  the  Hickory  (N.  C.)  Dally  Record  of  July  18,  19401 
RESoLtmoN  Urges  Allies  Cede  Isles  to  Uioted  States  roR  Debts 

RtTTHERroRD  COLLEGE,  July  18. — The  International  Relations  Study 
Club,  at  Its  monthly  meeting  here  Monday  afternoon,  passed  a  reso- 
lution approving  the  projxjsal  of  Senator  Robert  R  Reynolds  where- 
by the  British  and  French  West  Indies  would  be  ceded  to  the  United 
States  In  payment  on  the  Allied  war  debts,  and  the  deposits  of 
Germany  and  Italy  In  American  banks  would  be  attached. 

The  vote  on  the  resoiution  followed  a  discussion  led  by  Mrs.  A.  T. 
Abernethy  on  the  topic  European  Colonies  In  the  Western  Heml- 
q)here 

Reading  the  Moruroe  Doctrine,  the  speaker  pointed  out  that  In  the 
117  years  since  Its  adoption  in  1823  no  European  possession  in  the 
New  World  has  shifted  from  one  European  power  to  another.  The 
'  present  Congress  has  reaffirmed  the  Monroe  £>octrine.  and  a  diplo- 
matic warning  has  been  sent  to  Germany.  Italy,  France,  Great 
Britain,  and  Holland.  Mrs.  Abemethy  said. 

The  question  of  American  defense  was  discussed  In  relation  to 
the  Island  holdings  and  four  mainland  possessions  In  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  which  could  be  a  source  of  difficulty.  Many  of  these 
strategic  islands  lie  close  to  the  shore  of  the  Southern  United  States, 
such  as  Bimlnl  In  the  Bahama  archipelago,  less  than  60  mli«B  frona 
Miami:  Bermuda,  about  530  miles  ea.'t  of  Kitty  Hawk.  N,  C;  Bar- 
bados Jamaica,  and  British  Hondura.s,  Prance  has  Martinique  and 
about  600  miles  off  the  west  coast  of  North  America  la  another 
French  possession.  Cllpperton  Island,  the  nearest  Island  to  the 
Panama  Canal.  The  Netherlands  also  has  colonies  In  the  Western 
Hemisphere, 

The  Southern  Council  on  International  Relations,  the  speaker 
said,  suggests  that  defense  cf  the  Western  Hemisphere  Is  a  matter 
of  two  things — first,  economic  self-sulBclency  and  continental  soli- 
darity; and  second,  battleships.  All  of  the  American  republics.  In- 
cluding the  United  States,  are  vulnerable  to  Old  World  pressure. 
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because  of  their  need  to  aelT  abroad.  Mrs.  Abemethy  said,  and  one 
of  the  most  successful  techniques  employes  by  the  totalitarian 
governments  has  been  the  use  of  the  economic  presstire  auid  puppet 
government. 

Reading  a  speech  of  Senator  Rbtnolds,  the  proposed  acquisition 
of  BrltUh  Caribbean  Islands  and  British  Honduras,  as  payment  on 
the  British  war  debt,  Mrs.  Abemethy  also  quoted  MaJ.  George  Field- 
ing Eliot,  who  said:  "Strategic  value  seen  for  United  States  In 
Atlantic  Island.  Possession  would  give  vast  aid  to  defense."  A 
motion  was  then  made  and  carried  approving  cession  of  the  Islands. 

The  club  met  at  the  home  of  Mrs.  L.  C.  Johnston,  with  the  chair- 
man. Bi4rs.  O.  T.  Whitley,  in  charge.  The  program  opened  with  soft 
music  played  at  the  piano  by  Mrs.  P.  M.  Rutherford,  followed  by 
singing  of  America  by  the  entire  group.  Rev.  J.  R.  Duncan  con- 
ducted the  devotional.  The  chairman  Introduced  Miss  Maude 
Burrus.  a  visitor,  who  gave  a  number  of  entertaining  readings. 
Alter  Mrs.  Abemethy's  speech  and  passage  of  the  resolution,  the 
meeting  adjourned  with  roll  call  answered  by  current  events  and 
the  singing  of  God  Bless  America. 

An  Ice  course  was  served  by  the  hostess,  assisted  by  her  sister, 
Mrs.  Luclle  Compton,  of  Washington,  D.  C. 

[From  the  Chicago  Tribvme  of  July  23,  1940] 
Atlantic  Outposts 

A  House  Military  Affairs  Subcommittee  has  recommended  to 
Congress  that  the  United  States  immediately  acqviire  and  fortify 
naval  and  air  bases  In  Nova  Scotia  and  Bermuda. 

Nova  Scotia  Is  Canadian  territory.  Our  military  interest  in  It  Is 
that  It  Is  the  logical  point  for  establishment  of  an  American  base 
tor  an  attack  on  New  England  with  its  essential  war  Indvistrles.  It  Is 
unlikely  that  the  Canadians  will  be  willing  to  cede  us  territory  there 
They  consider  themselves  capable  of  defending  their  own  shores  and 
have  good  reason  for  that  confidence.  In  any  event  the  transfer 
of  a  Nova  Scotlan  base  Is  unnecessary. 

DEFENSE  treaty  WTTH  CANADA  IS  NEEDED 

The  same  end  can  be  served  If  this  country  will  make  an  appro- 
priate defensive  treaty  with  Canada.  Such  a  treaty,  which  the 
Tribune  has  recommended  before,  shotild  be  made  at  once,  and 
shoulcf  be  followed  lnunedlately  by  staff  talks  between  the  armies 
and  navies  for  common  defense  of  Nova  Scotia  and  other  points  in 
which  we  have  a  vital  Joint  interest. 

Some  of  the  people  who  seek  to  embroil  the  United  States  In 
war  In  Europe  have  sought  to  represent  that  such  an  alliance  would 
put  us  In  the  war.  It  would  not.  The  United  States  and  Canada 
have  a  common  interest,  which  Is  the  oefense  of  North  America. 
That  the  tieaty  would  provide  for.  Each  nation,  likewise,  has  In- 
terests which  the  other  does  not  share  and  those  would  be  outside 
the  purview  of  the  defensive  alliance.  . 

Canada.  In  accordance  with  her  duty  as  a  member  of  the  British 
commonwealth  of  nations,  is  making  most  valuable  contributions 
In  men  and  munitions  to  the  defense  of  Great  Britain.  Wlille 
Americans  south  of  the  border  applaud  her  effort  and  loyalty,  they 
are  at  the  same  time  resolved  that  their  ships  and  men  shall  not 
fight  In  a  European  war. 

BlXMtTDA   A  DACCEX   AT  Otm   HEART 

If  that  war  comes  to  Canada,  the  treaty.  It  Is  true,  would  oblige 
us  to  Join  in  the  defense  of  Canada.  We  shotild  be  equally  obliged 
to  Join  that  defense  If  there  were  no  treaty.  Our  own  safety  would- 
demand  It.  The  treaty  would  merely  assure  that  our  effort  would 
be  coordinated  with  that  of  the  Canadians  to  accomplish  our  Joint 
task   more   efficiently. 

Bermuda  Is  held  directly  under  the  British  Crown.  It  Is  a  dagger 
pointed  <xt  the  United  States,  offering  bomber  ba.ses  within  easy 
range  of  New  York  and  other  Atlantic  ports.  The  fact  that  Great 
Britain  will  never  drive  the  dagger  home  Is  Irrelevant.  What  Is 
Important  Is  that  the  loss  of  the  Island  would  be  no  great  military 
loss  to  Great  BrlUln.  although  it  would  be  disastrous  to  the  United 
States,  and  the  British  have  taken  insufficient  measures  tojdefend  It. 
They  have  more  vital  Interests  to  guard. 

The  defeeae  of  Bermuda  must  be  in  the  hands  of  the  nation  to 
Which  it  is  of  vital  interest.  Our  only  recourse  is  to  seek  an  out- 
right transfer. 

In  the  Caribbean  are  other  European  possessions — British.  PYench. 
and  EJutch — that  we  must  defend  to  defend  ourselves.  Only  a  few 
months  ago  President  Roosevelt  characterized  demands  that  we 
acquire  them  as  silly.  His  proposals  to  defend  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere are  far  sillier  so  long  as  he  falls  to  get  the  Island  bases  that 
alone  can  make  the  defense  feasible. 

A  lost  oppoetunitt 

A  few  months  ago  the  President  might  have  dealt  with  the  French 
Government  for  its  islands  on  the  basis  of  the  aid  that  the  French 
wei-e  seeking  and  getting  from  American  industry.  Today  that 
Government  has  been  replaced  by  one  that  is  a  tool  of  Hitler.  By 
his  paltering  the  President  has  lost  our  opportunity  to  negotiate. 
It  is  unlikely  that  we  can  now  get  title  to  the  French  islands 
except  by  force. 

The  Piresldent's  acts  are  so  at  variance  with  his  words  that  little 
credence  can  be  attached  to  the  words.  He  talks,  it  is  true,  of 
defending  the  Western  Hemisphere — North  and  South  America — 
and  pledges  himself  against  sending  American  forces  to  Europe. 
But  when  he  refuses  to  seek  the  bases  without  which  our  attempts 
to  prevent  invasion  of  South  America  would  be  fruitless,  the  logical 
conclusion  Is  that  his  Idea  oX  hemisphere  defense  starts  at  the 
English  Channel. 


[From  the  Washington  Times-Herald] 
Holland  Balks  at  Hvbana  Plan — French  Alao  Reject  Protectorate 

Idea 

London,  July  25. — The  Netherlands  Government  here  announced 
today  that  It  still  exercises  full  authority  over  Dutch  possessions 
In  the  Western  Hemisphere  and  had  so  notified  the  Pan-American 
Conference  at  Habana.  "Therefore  there  can  be  no  question  of 
putting  them  under  a  Pan  American  protectorate,"  the  announce- 
ment said. 

ViCHT,  Prance,  July  25. — Officials  of  the  Petaln  government 
today  replied  to  the  American  proposal  for  a  "protective  mandate" 
over  European  possessions  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  with  a  state- 
ment that  French  sovereignty  there  must  be  respected. 

Secretary  Hull's  proposal.  It  was  said,  was  not  communicated 
officially  to  the  Petaln  government,  which  regards  such  a  "protec- 
tive mandate"  as  being  wholly  imnecessary  as  far  as  the  French 
possessions  of  St.  Pierre  and  Mlquelon,  Martinique,  Guadeloupe, 
and  Guiana  are  concerned. 

There  is  no  possibility  of  these  possessions  falling  Into  Germany's 
hands.  It  was  Insisted. 

"France  Intends  to  maintain' her  sovereignty  over  her  American 
colonies,  as  well  as  their  Integrity,"  said  a  spokesman.  "She  al- 
ready has  begun  her  own  Inquiry  pointed  toward  economic  and 
financial  development  of  those  colonies  to  reward  the  loyalty  of 
their  populations." 

REPORT  or  COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  LANDS  AND  SURVEYS 

Mr.  ADAMS,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Sur- 
veys, to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  9389)  to  more 
efifectively  utilize  certain  lands  of  the  public  domain,  and  for 
other  purix)ses,  reported  it  with  an  amendment  and  submit- 
ted a  report  (No.  1986)  thereon. 

investigation  of  RAILROADS.  HOLDING  COMPANIES,  AND  AFFILIATED 

COMPANIES 

Mr.  WHEELER  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Truman),  from  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce,  submitted  additional 
repKJrts  of  that  committee,  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  71 
(74th  Cong.)  authorizing  an  investigation  of  interstate  rail- 
roads and  affiliates  with  respect  to  financing,  mergers,  and 
certain  other  matters,  which  were  ordered  to  be  printed,  as 
follows : 

Missouri  Pacific  System:  Reorganization,  expansion,  and 
financing.  1915-30  <Rept.  No.  25.  pt.  7) : 

Alleghany  Corporation:  Acquisition  of  Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad  Co. — Devices  used  to  secure  consent  of  Missouri 
Public  Service  Commission  (Rept.  No.  25.  pt.  8) :  and 

Missouri  Pacific  System — Intercompany  dividends  and  ad- 
vances, 1926-31  (Rept.  No.  25,  pt.  9). 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and.  by  tmani- 
mous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 
By  Mr.  McKELLAR: 
S.  4215.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Caffey  Robertson-Smith, 
incorporated;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  MALONEY: 
S.  4216.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Paul  Roger  Zahlmann; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  NEELY: 
S.  4217.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Juliette  Reilley  Hughes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  TYDINGS: 
S.  4218  "by  request).    A  bill  to  extend  to  the  Virgin  Is- 
lands the  provisions  of  certain  laws  relating  to  vocational 
education  and  civilian  rehabilitation;  to  the  Committee  on 
Territories  and  Insular  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  McNARY: 
S.  4219.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construction  of  flood-control 
works  on  the  Walla  Walla  River  and  tributaries,  Oregon  and 
Washington;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  BARKLEY: 
S.  4220.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  completion  of  the  Mam- 
moth Cave  National  Park  in  the  State  of  Kentucky,  and  for 
other  purposes;    to   the  Committee  on  Public   Lands   and 
Surveys. 

By  Mr.  ADAMS: 

S.  4221.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  acquisition  of  additional 

land  along  the  Mt.  Vernon  Memorial  Highway  in  exchange 

for  certain  dredging  privileges,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  4222.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  grant  to  the  Richmond, 

Fredericksburg  L  Potomac  Railroad  Co.  of  a  right-of-way 
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across  certain  land  owned  by  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  and  Survejrs. 

(Mr.  Reynolds  introduced  Senate  4223,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  appears  under  a 
separate  heading.) 

SELECTIVE   COMPULSORY   MILITARY   TRAINING — AMENDMENT 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  an  amendment  in- 
tended to  be  proposed  by  me  to  Senate  bill  4164,  the  proposed 
military  training  bill,  in  the  form  of  title  II  which  I  ask  to 
have  printed  and  lie  on  the  table.  I  wish  to  read  it  at  this 
time.    It  is  {is  follows: 

Amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Lee  to  the  bill 
(S.  4164)  to  protect  the  Integrity  and  institutions  of  the  United 
States  through  a  system  of  selective  compvilsory  military  training 
and  service :  At  the  end  of  the  bill  insert  the  following  new  title : 

"nn-E  n 

"Sec.  201.  Whenever  war  or  the  imminence  of  war  creates  an  emer- 
gency which  in  the  Jxidgment  of  the  President  is  sufficiently  serious 
to  necessitate  an  Increase  in  the  Military  Establishment  by  the 
drafting  of  manpower,  the  President  is  authorized  and  directed  to 
cause  to  be  taken  a  census  of  the  net  wealth  and  Income  of  every 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  every  resident  alien,  and  every  nonresi- 
dent alien  having  any  wealth  in  the  United  States.  Upon  the  com- 
pletion of  such  census,  the  President  shall  cause  to  be  computed 
each  person's  ability  to  lend  to  the  Government  and  shall  classify 
all  persons  accordingly. 

"Sec.  202.  (a)  Whenever  It  becomes  necessary  for  the  Oovemment 
to  borrow  money  for  the  prosecution  of  war  or  to  provide  for  such 
expenditures  for  national  defense  as  may  be  necessary  to  meet  any 
emergency  which  in  the  Judgment  of  the  President  necessitates  an 
Increase  in  the  Military  Establishment  by  the  drafting  of  manpower, 
ttM  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall,  from  time  to  time,  determine 
the  sums  which  are  neceasary  for  such  expenditures  and  shall  issue 
bonds  in  convenient  size  and  denominations  for  such  sums.  Such 
bonds  shall  not  be  transferable,  shall  bear  Interest  at  a  rate  not  in 
excess  of  1  percent  per  annum,  and  shaU  not  be  tax  exempt  either 
•8  to  principle  or  Interest. 

"(b)  The  President  shall  pro  rate  among  the  persons  covered  by 
any  census  taken  pursuant  to  this  act  the  sums  which  such  persons 
are  required  to  Invest  In  each  separate  Issue  of  euch  bonds.  Such 
proration  shall  be  on  a  graduated  scale  similar  to  that  of  the  grad- 
uated Income  tax,  so  that  each  person  shall  be  required  to  Invest 
according  to  his  ability.  This  proration  shall  be  repeated  from  time 
to  time  as  long  as  It  Is  necessary  for  the  Government  to  borrow 
money  to  meet  the  emergency  which  neces-^ltates  an  Increase  In  the 
Military  Establishment  by  the  drafting  of  manpower. 

"(c)  Each  such  person  shall  purchase  such  bonds  In  the  amounts 
80  allotted  and  within  the  time  so  prescribed. 

"(d)  The  borrowing  power  of  the  United  States  under  this  act 
shall  not  be  exercised  after  the  termination  of  the  emergency  which 
brought  such  power  into  existence. 

"Ssc.  203.  (a)  The  President  is  authorized.  In  his  discretion,  to 
provide,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  for 
the  acceptance  by  the  United  States  of  property  or  services  which 
are  valuable  for  the  prosecution  ot  war  or  the  Improvement  of 
national  defense  In  payment  for  the  bonds  provided  for  by  section 
202  of  this  act.  Such  rules  and  regulations  shall  provide  for  the 
method  of  valuation  of  any  such  property  or  services. 

"(b)  The  President  is  further  authorized  to  provide,  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  for  the  acceptance  from 
any  person,  in  payment  for  the  bonds  authorized  by  .section  202  of 
this  act.  of  notes  or  other  obligations  of  such  person,  bearing  Interest 
at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  5  percent  per  annum  and  adequately  secured 
by  liens  upon  specified  property. 

"Sec.  204  (a)  The  President  Is  authorized  to  establish  such  boards, 
agencies,  and  tribunals  and  to  promulgate  such  rules  and  regula- 
tions as  may  be  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  thLs  act. 

"(b)  The  President  Is  authorized  to  employ  such  officials  and 
employees  and  to  moke  such  expenditures  as  may  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

"Sec.  205.  (a)  Whoever  shall  knowingly  violate  any  rule  or  regu- 
lation of  the  President  under  this  act.  on  the  conviction  thereof, 
shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000,  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  2 
years,  or  both. 

"(b)  Whoever  shall  willfully  refuse  or  fall  to  purchase  the  prin- 
cipal amount  of  bends  which  he  Is  required  to  purchase  under  this 
act  shall,  upon  the  conviction  thereof,  be  fined  not  more  than 
$10,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  5  years,  or  both. 

"Sec.  206.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act." 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  this  amendment  printed  and 
lie  on  the  desk.  At  the  proper  time  I  shall  offer  It  to  the  bill 
for  military  training. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  will  be  received,  printed,  and  lie  on  the  table. 

ACTS    RELATIVE    TO    PEHNICIOUS    POLITICAL    ACTIVITIES     (S.    DOC. 

NO.  264) 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
as  a  Senate  document  the  first  and  second  Hatch  Acts.    The 


first  Hatch  Act  was  printed  as  a  Senate  document  with  an 
accompanying  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  (S.  Doc.  No. 
135,  76th  Cong.).  I  do  not  ask  that  the  opinion  be  printed, 
because  the  Attorney  General  has  rendered  no  opinion  on  the 
second  Hatch  Act.  but  I  do  ask  that  the  two  acts  be  printed 
as  a  Senate  document,  together  with  the  Federal  Corrupt 
Practices  Act  of  1925. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  is 
so  ordered. 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  CAPPER  ON  SELECTIVX  COMPULSORY  MILITARY 

TRAINING   BILL 

[Mr.  Capper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  July  28, 
1940,  on  the  subject  First  Peacetime  Conscription  Bill  in 
American  History,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.  ] 

TRIBUTES   TO  SENATOR   M'NARY   BY   RICHARD  L.  NEUBERCES 

[Mr.  Thomas  of  Idaho  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  two  articles  paying  tribute  to  Senator 
McNary  written  by  Richard  L.  Neuberger  and  published  In 
the  Portland  Oregonian,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

VALEDICTORY  TO  JAMES  A.  FARLEY ^EDITORIAL  FROM  NEW  ORLEANS 

ITEM-TRIBUNB 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Record  an  editorial  entitled  "Valedictory  to 
James  A.  Parley,"  published  in  the  New  Orleans  Item- 
Tribune,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.! 

HON.  LOUIS  JOHNSON — ARTICLE  BY  GEN.  HUGH  S.  JOHNSON 

[Mr.  TowNSEND  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  by  Hugh  S.  Johnson,  relative  to  Hon. 
Louis  Johnson,  former  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

GREAT  SMOKY  MOXTNTAINS  NATIONAL  PARK 
[Mr.  McKellah  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  certain  bills  and  acts  of  Congress  relative  to 
the  creation  of  the  Great  Smoky  Mountains  National  Park 
and  also  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  him  to  Frank  Maloney, 
of  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  which  apptear  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  EDWARD  J.  BEHUNCIK  ON  CONNECTICUT  SLOVAK  DAY 

[Mr.  Maloney  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Hon.  Edward  J.  Behuncik 
on  the  occasion  of  Connecticut's  Slovak  Day,  held  at  Bridge- 
port, Conn.,  on  July  7,  1940,  and  also  a  resolution  adopted  on 
that  occasion,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

SELECTIVE    COMPULSORY    MILITARY    TRAINING 

[Mr.  Davis  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  letter  addressed  to  him  by  Judge  Alfred  W.  John- 
son and  a  statement  prepared  by  Judge  Johnson  on  the 
necessity  for  universal  compulsory  training  in  the  United 
States,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE   BY   HARVEY    E.   RUNNER    ON   BUSINESS   EARNINGS 

[Mr.  ScHWELLENBACH  askcd  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  article  by  Harvey  E.  Runner,  pub- 
lished in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  July  28,  1940.  on 
business  earnings  during  the  first  half  of  1940,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

selective    COMPtTLSORY    MZUTARY    TRAINING 

[Mr.  Barbour  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  letter  addressed  to  him  by  Rabbi  Harry  8. 
Jacobs  relative  to  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  for  universal 
military  training,  a  copy  of  the  reply  of  Mr.  Barbour  to  Rabbi 
Jacobs,  and  an  article  from  the  New  York  Times  referred  to  in 
the  letter  of  Rabbi  Jacobs,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

REPORT  OF  federal  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

[Mr.  Wagner  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  report  of  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor- 
poration to  insured  banks  as  of  Jime  30,  1940,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

separate  command   for   air   corps — ARTICLE  FROM  WASHINGTON 

DAILY    NEWS 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  from  the  Washington  Dally  News  of 
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July  29.  1940.  entitled   "A  Separate  Command  Is  Nazi  Air 
Secret."  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

HISTORY  or  NORTH  CAROLINA 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  from  the  Asheville  Advocate  con- 
taining historical  facts  with  regard  to  North  Carolina,  which 
appears  In  the  Appendix.]  , 

AID  TO  ALIENS — ARTICLE  FROM  WASHINGTON   POST 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  article  from  the  Washington  Post  of  July  29, 
1940.  enUtled  "Miss  Perkins'  Aid  to  Aliens  Is  Censured," 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.! 

rWANCIAL     STATEMENTS     AND     OTHER     INFORMATION     CONCERNING 
CERTAIN    GOVERNMENT    AGENCIES 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  routine  morning 
business  is  closed. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Senate  bill  3920.  Calendar 
No.  1836. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  state  that 
under  the  rules  of  the  Senate  the  calendar  must  be  called 
on  Monday  unless  th?  Senate  otherwise  decides. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  call  of 
the  calendar  be  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  discuss  with 

the  majority  leader  Senate  Resolution  292.  which  is  on  the 

desk.    I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  present  consideration. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Is  that  a  resolution  which  comes  over 

-from  a  previous  day? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  is  informed  by 
the  Parliamentarian  that  Senate  Resolution  292  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table.  It  did  not  go  over  under  the  rule.  There- 
fore it  does  not  come  up  under  that  order  of  business. 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  present  con- 
sideration. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  again  state 
~  that  a  rule  of  the  Senate  requires  the  calling  of  the  calendar 
under  rule  VIII  on  Monday,  and  it  will  be  called  unless  the 
Senate  otherwise  orders  by  unanimous  consent.  The  Senator 
from  Kentucky  has  a.sked  unanimous  consent  to  waive  the 
calling  of  the  calendar.  Is  there  objection  to  that  request? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  therefore  it  is  so  ordered. 

Now.  the  Senator  from  Virginia  asks  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Senate  Reso- 
lution 292.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
what  is  the  purport  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  resolution  calls  upon  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  certain  information  with  respect  to  Gov- 
ernment corporations.  Under  a  similar  resolution,  passed 
by  the  Senate  a  year  ago.  the  information  was  furnished  up  to 
July  1.  1939.  This  resolution  simply  provides  that  the  same 
information  be  furnished  up  to  July  1.  1940.. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  have  no  objection. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  have  examined  the  reso- 
lution. It  is  similar  to  the  resolution  which  was  adopted  a 
year  ago  applicable  to  reports  up  to  July  1,  1939.  and  I  myself 
see  no  objection  to  its  adoption. 

Mr.  BYRD.  This  resolution  merely  extends  to  July  1, 
1940.  the  time  for  which  the  Information  is  requested. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  for  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  292> 
submitted  by  Mr.  Byrd  on  June  22,  1940,  was  considered  and 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Jteaolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasiiry  is  authorized  and 
directed  (1)  to  prepare  and  transmit  to  the  Senate  forthwith  or 
as  soon  as  practicable  a  complete  flnanclal  stateoaent  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  June  30.  1940,  of  each  of  the  agencies  and  corporatlona 
^  enumerated  in  Senate  Resolution  No.  150.  Seventy-sixth  Congress, 
first  session,  agreed  to  June  27.  1939:  and  (2)  to  secure  and  transmit 
to  the  Senate  immediately  a  copy  of  the  last  annual  report  of  each 
such  agency  and  corporation,  whether  or  not  .such  report,  pursxiant 
to  law.  Is  required  to  be  made  to  the  Congress.  The  financial 
statements  of  such  agencies  and  corporations  herein  required  for 
the  fiscal  "ear  ended  June  30.  1940.  shaU  be  of  the  same  chajacter 
and  shaU  Include  R^nniiar  infomiation  for  such  fiscal  year  as  the 


financial  statement  of  such  agencies  and  corporations  for  prior  fiscal 
years  heretofore  transmitted  to  the  Senate  pursuant  to  such  reso- 
lution and  printed  in  Senate  Document  No.  172,  Seventy-sixth 
Congress,  third  session. 

AMENDMENT  OF  RAILROAD  TTNEMPLOYMENT  INSURANCE  ACT 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  Senate  bill  3920.  Calendar  No. 
1836. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to  that 
course,  but  I  think  we  should  have  a  quorum  present,  and  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Clark.  Idaho 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Schwartz 

Ashurst 

Clark.  Mo. 

Lee 

Schwellenbach 

Aiistln 

Danaher 

Lucas 

Smathers 

Bankhcad 

Davis 

Lundeen 

Taft 

Barbour 

Donahey 

McKellar 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Barkley 

Ellender 

McNary 

Tobey 

Bilbo 

Gerry 

Maloney 

Townsend 

Bone 

GilJson 

Mead 

Tydlngs 

Bridges 

Gillette 

Miller 

Vandent>erg 

Burke 

Green 

Neely 

Van  Nuys 

Byrd 

Oumey 

Norris 

Warner 

Byrnes 

Hale 

Nye 

wneeier 

Capper 

Harrison 

Overton 

White 

Caraway 

Hayden 

Plttman 

WUey 

Chandler 

Holman 

Reed 

Chavez 

Holt 

Reynolds 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  (Mr.  FrazierI,  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Lodge],  and  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  ShipsteaoI 
are  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  announce  that  the  Senators  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Andrews  and  Mr.  PepperI.  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey),  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
I  Mr.  Brown],  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Bulow), 
the  Senators  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally  and  Mr.  Shepp.^rdI. 
the  Senator  from  CaUfomia  [Mr.  Downey  1.  the  Senators 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  George  and  Mr.  Russell],  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass),  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  GtJFFEYl.  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr.  H.mch). 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Herring),  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  [Mr.  Hill),  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Hughes),  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson),  the 
Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  King),  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  McCarran).  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Minton), 
the  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Murray!,  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  CMahoney).  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Radcliffe).  the  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Slattery). 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Smith),  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Stewart),  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Thomas),  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas),  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  (Mr.  Trxtman).  and  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh)  are  necessarily  absent  from  the 
Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Sixty-two  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Wagner)  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Senate  bill  3920. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (S.  3920)  to  amend  the  Railroad  Unem- 
ployment Insurance  Act.  approved  June  25.  1938.  as  amended 
June  20.  1939.  and  for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  with 
amendments. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  the  pending  bill  Is  a  pro- 
posed amendment  to  the  Railway  Unemployment  Insurance 
Act.  providing  chiefly  for  more  adequate  benefits  to  be  paid 
imemployed  railroad  workers  under  that  act. 

If  I  may  briefly  recite  the  history  of  the  legislation,  the 
Sena,te  will  recall  that  in  1935  we  passed  the  general  Social 
Security  Act.  levying  a  3-percent  tax  on  pay  rolls,  as  a  method 
of  inducing  the  States  to  erect  unemployment-insurance 
systems.  As  the  result  of  that  legislation,  aU  of  the  States  in 
the  Union  now  have  such  imemployment-insurance  laws. 

In  1938.  because  of  the  sijecial  nature  of  the  railway  indus- 
try and  the  fact  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  had 


always  dealt  separately  with  matters  pertaining  to  employ- 
ment on  the  railway  systems,  a  bill  was  introduced  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Wheeler]  and  myself,  which 
provided  for  the  creation  of  a  Federal  unemployment-insur- 
ance law  for  railway  employees.  In  the  absence  of  experience 
in  the  administration  of  imemployment-insurance  fimds,  we 
desired  to  make  certain  that  the  fund  was  absolutely  sound. 
If  anything,  we  erred  on  the  side  of  caution  to  insure  the 
actuarial  soundness  of  the  fund. 

As  is  very  evident  now  from  a  short  experience,  we  pro- 
vided very  Inadequate  benefit  payments  to  the  railway  em- 
ployees. Although,  as  we  all  know,  they  are  in  a  very  haz- 
ardous emplosonent  and  are  particularly  subject  to  techno- 
logical unemployment,  we  actually  provided  benefit  pajrments 
for  workers  on  the  railways  which  were  less  than  those  now 
paid  in  most  of  the  States  of  the  Union.  I  can  illustrate  that 
by  showing  that  under  the  present  law  the  average  benefit 
payment  per  week  for  total  unemployment  last  year  was  about 
$7.  whereas  the  average  among  the  States  was  $10.  In  short. 
we  have  been  operating  under  a  system,  established  by  the 
Federal  Government  itself,  which  was  very  unjust  to  the 
railway  employees. 

Not  having  had  sufiBcient  experience,  we  did  not  know  how 
far  a  3-percent  tax  upon  the  pay  rolls  of  the  railway  industry 
would  go  toward  providing  adequate  benefits.  The  rate  of 
tax.  I  may  say,  is  the  same  as  that  levied  upon  the  pay  rolls 
of  all  other  employers  in  the  country  under  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act.  TTie  experience  of  a  year  shows  that  the  reserve 
has  far  exceeded  original  expectations.  A  very  much  larger 
reserve  exists  today  than  was  anticipated,  although,  as  I  will 
show,  a  perfectly  adequate  reserve  would  remain  even  if  we 
enacted  the  proposed  law  providing  for  more  adequate 
payments. 

The  pending  measure  has  the  support  of  the  Railway  Re- 
tirement Board,  upon  which  there  is  one  representive  of  the 
railroads,  and  is  sponsored  by  the  representatives  of  all  of 
the  standard  railway  labor  organizations. 

It  was  anticipated  that  we  would  be  able  to  enact  the 
proposed  measure  into  law  before  July  1.  but  because  of 
essential  national-defense  measures  we  were  not  able  to  secure 
its  consideration  by  the  Senate  until  today.  In  the  bill  we 
have  provided  that  the  new  benefit  payments  should  become 
operative  July  1.  Of  course,  that  date  has  passed,  and  I  shall 
propose  an  amendment  which,  while  it  seems  to  be  lengthy, 
merely  postpones  the  date  until  October  1,  at  which  time  we 
hope  the  lepis'.ation  may  have  been  enacted  into  law. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
In  order  after  the  committee  amendments  shall  have  l>een 
acted  upon.  The  committee  amendments  are  first  in  order. 
The  clerk  will  state  the  first  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Com- 
merce was.  on  page  2.  line  9,  after  the  word  "employment", 
to  insert  "after  June  30, 1940",  and  in  line  11,  after  the  word 
"employer",  to  insert  "or  as  an  employee  representative",  so 
as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  2.  Subsection  (g)  of  section  1  of  the  Railroad  Unemployment 
Insurance  Act,  approved  June  25,  1938  (52  Stat.  1094),  as  amended 
June  20.  1939  (53  Stat.  845).  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  thereto 
the  (oUowing  sentence:  "Por  the  purposes  of  determining  eligibility 
for  and  the  amount  of  benefits  and  the  amount  of  contributions 
due  pursuant  to  section  8  of  this  act,  employment  after  June  30, 
1940.  in  the  service  of  a  local  lodge  or  division  of  a  raUway-labor- 
organlzatlon  employer  or  as  an  employee  representative  shall  be 
disregarded." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  2,  after  line  14.  to  strike 
out: 

(h>  The  term  "registration  period"  means,  with  respect  to  any 
employee,  the  period  of  14  consecutive  calendar  days  which  begins 
with  the  first  day  for  which  such  employee  registers  in  accordance 
with  such  regulations  as  the  Board  may  prescribe,  and  thereafter 
each  period  of  14  consecutive  calendar  days  which  begins  with  the 
first  day  for  which  he  next  registers  after  the  end  of  his  last  preced- 
ing registration  period. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert: 

(h)  The  term  "registration  period"  means,  with  respect  to  any 
employee,  the  period  which  begins  with  the  first  day  for  which  such 
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employee  registers  at  an  employment  office  In  accordance  with  such 
regulations  as  the  Board  may  prescribe,  and  ends  with  whichever 
Is  the  earlier  of  (1)  the  thirteenth  day  thereafter,  or  (II)  the  day 
Immediately  preceding  the  day  for  which  he  next  registers  at  a 
different  employment  office;  and  thereafter  each  period  which  t>egins 
with  the  first  day  for  which  he  next  registers  at  an  employment 
office  after  the  end  of  his  last  preceding  registration  period  and 
ends  with  whichever  is  the  earlier  of  (I)  the  thirteenth  day  there- 
after, or  (li)  the  day  Immediately  preceding  the  day  for  which  he 
next  registers  at  a  different  employment  office. 

So  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  3.  Subsection  (h)  of  section  1  of  said  act  Is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"(h)  The  term  'registration  period*  means,  with  respect  to  any 
employee,  the  period  which  begins  with  the  first  day  for  which  such 
employee  registers  at  an  employment  office  in  accordance  with  such 
regulations  as  the  Board  may  prescribe,  and  ends  with  whichever 
Is  the  earlier  of  (1)  the  thirteenth  day  thereafter,  or  (11)  the  day 
immediately  preceding  the  day  for  which  he  next  registers  at  a 
different  employment  office;  and  thereafter  each  period  which  l)eglns 
with  the  first  day  for  which  he  next  registers  at  an  employment 
office  after  the  end  of  his  last  preceding  registration  period  and  ends 
with  whichever  Is  the  earlier  of  (1)  the  thirteenth  day  thereafter, 
or  (11)  the  day  Immediately  preceding  the  day  for  which  he  next 
registers  at  a  different  employment  office." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  6.  In  the  table  after  line 
2,  to  strike  out  "$199"  and  insert  "$199.99".  to  strike  out 
"$474"  and  Insert  "$474.99".  to  strike  out  "$749"  and  insert 
"$749.99".  to  strike  out  "$999"  and  Insert  "$999.99",  to  strike 
out  "$1,299"  and  insert  "$1,299.99",  and  to  strike  out  "$1,500" 
and  insert  "$1,599.99",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  9.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  2  of  said  act  Is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows; 

"(a)  Benefits  shall  be  payable  to  any  qualified  employee  (as  de- 
fined in  sec.  3  of  this  act)  (1)  for  each  day  of  unemployment 
In  excess  of  7  during  the  first  registration  period,  within  a 
benefit  year.  In  which  he  has  7  or  more  days  of  unemployment, 
and  (11)  for  each  day  of  unemployment  In  excess  of  4  during  any 
subsequent  registration  period  beginning  In  the  same  benefit  year. 

"The  tx>nefits  payable  to  any  such  employee  for  each  Euch  day  of 
unemployment  shall  be  the  amount  appearing  In  the  following 
table  m  column  II  on  the  line  on  which.  In  column  I.  app.^ars  the 
compensation  range  containing  the  total  amount  of  compensation 
payable  to  him  with  respect  to  employment  In  his  base  year: 

Column  II 
Column  I  Daily  benefit 

Total  compensation  rate 

$150  to  $100.99 $1.75 

$200  to  $474  99 2.  00 

$475  to  $749  99 2.25 

$750  to  $999.99 -     2.50 

$1,000  to  $1.299.99--. —     3.00 

$1,300  to  $1.599.99 3.50 

$1,600  and  over 4.00 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  8,  line  19.  after  the 
words  "days  of",  to  strike  out  "unemployment;"  and  insert 
"unemployment",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  12.  Subsection  (f)  of  section  2  of  said  act  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"(f)  If  (1)  benefits  are  paid  to  any  employee  with  respect  to 
unemployment  in  any  registration  period,  and  Jt  Is  later  deter- 
mined that  remuneration  Is  payable  to  such  empJoyee  with  respect 
to  any  period  which  includes  days  In  such  registration  period  which 
had  been  determined  to  be  days  of  unemployment,  and  (1)  the 
person  or  company  from  which  such  remuneration  is  payable  has. 
before  payment  thereof,  notice  of  the  payment  of  benefits  upon  the 
basis  of  days  of  unemployment  included  In  such  period,  the  re- 
muneration so  payable  shall  not  be  reduced  by  reason  of  such 
benefits  but  the  remuneration  so  payable,  to  the  extent  to  which 
benefits  were  paid  upon  the  basis  of  days  which  had  been  deter- 
mined to  be  days  of  unemployment  and  which  are  included  In  the 
period  for  which  such  remuneration  Is  payable,  shall  be  held  to  be 
a  special  fund  in  trust  for  the  Board.  The  amount  of  such  special 
fund  shall  be  paid  to  the  Board  and  In  the  collection  thereof  the 
Board  shall  have  the  same  authority,  and  the  .same  penalties  shall 
apply,  as  are  provided  in  section  8  of  this  act  with  respect  to  con- 
tributions. The  proceeds  of  such  special  fund  shall  be  credited  to 
the  account.  Such  benefits,  to  the  extent  that  they  are  represented 
In  such  a  special  fund  which  has  been  collected  by  the  Board,  shaU 
be  disregarded  for  the  purposes  of  subsection   (c)    of  thla  section." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  10,  line  20.  after  the 
word  "an",  to  strike  out  "unemployment  compensation"  and 
insert  "unemployment",  and  on  page   11,  line  5,  after  the 
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word  "Board",  to  strike   out  "Provided"   and  Insert   "And 
provided  further",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  16.  Paragraph  (v)  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  act 
Is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

~(v)  any  day  in  any  period  witn  respect  to  which  the  Board  finds 
that  he  is  receiving  or  has  received  annuity  payments  or  pensions 
under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1935  or  the  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Act  of  1937.  or  ln.surance  benefits  under  title  n  of  the  Social 
Security  Act.  or  payments  for  sinUlar  purposes  under  any  other  act 
of  Congress,  or  unemployment  benefits  under  an  unemployment 
compensation  law  of  any  State  or  of  the  United  States  other  than 
this  act:  Provided,  That  if  an  employee  receives  or  is  held  entitled 
to  receive  any  such  payment,  other  than  unemployment  benefits, 
with  respect  to  any  period  which  includes  days  of  unemployment 
In  a  registration  period,  after  benefits  under  this  act  for  such  regis- 
tration period  have  been  paid,  the  amount  by  which  such  benefits 
under  this  act  were  Increased  by  including  such  da3rs  as  days  of 
xuiemployment  shall  be  recoverable  by  the  Board:  And  provided 
further.  That  If  any  such  payment,  other  than  unemployment 
benefits,  is  less  In  amount  than  the  benefits  under  this  act  which, 
but  for  this  paragraph,  wotild  be  payable  and  not  recoverable  with 
respect  to  such  period,  the  preceding  provisions  of  this  paragraph 
shall  not  apply  but  such  benefits  under  this  act  for  such  period 
shall  be  diminished  or  recoverable  In  the  amount  of  such  other 
payments." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  16.  line  13,  after  the 
word  "make",  to  strike  out  the  article  "a"  and  Insert  "or", 
,  ao  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sic.  ai.  Section  6  of  said  act  la  hereby  amended  to  read  sis 
follows: 

"Sbc.  6.  Employers  shall  file  wtth  the  Board,  In  such  manner 
and'  at  such  times  as  the  Board  by  regulations  may  prescribe, 
returns  under  oath  of  compensation  of  employees,  and.  if  the  Board 
shall  so  require,  shall  distribute  to  employees  annual  statements 
of  compensation:  Provided.  That  no  returns  shall  be  required  of 
employers  which  would  duplicate  Information  contained  In  similar 
returns  required  under  any  other  act  of  Congress  administered  by 
the  Board.  The  Board's  record  of  the  compensation  so  returned 
shall,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  eligibility  for  and  the  amount 
of  benefits,  be  ccncluslve  as  to  the  amount  of  compensation  earned 
by  an  employee  during  the  period  covered  by  the  return,  and  the 
fact  that  the  Boards  record.s  show  that  no  return  was  made  of 
the  compensation  claimed  to  be  earned  by  an  employee  during  a 
particular  pwnod  shall,  for  the  purposes  of  determining  eligibUlty 
for  and  the  amount  of  benefits,  be  taken  as  concltisive  that  no 
compensation  was  earned  by  such  employee  during  that  period, 
unless  the  error  In  the  amount  of  compensation  In  the  one  case, 
or  falltire  to  make  or  record  return  of  the  compensation  In  the 
other  case.  Is  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Board  within  18  months 
after  the  date  on  which  the  last  return  covering  any  portion  of  the 
calendar  year  which  includes  such  period  is  required  to  have  been 
made." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  17,  line  1,  after  the  word 
"made",  to  strike  out  "from"  and  insert  "from,";  In  the  same 
line,  after  the  word  "whether",  to  strike  out  "changes  '  and 
insert  "charges",  and  in  line  2,  after  the  word  "made"  to 
strike  out  "upon"  and  Insert  "upon,",  so  as  to  make  the  sec- 
tion read: 

Sac.  23.  Subsection  (c)  of  section  11  of  said  act  Is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  all  moneys  at 
any  time  credited  to  the  fund  are  hereby  permanently  appropriated 
to  the  Board  to  be  continuously  available  to  the  Board  without 
further  appropriation  for  any  expenses  necessary  or  Incidental  to 
administering  thi-s  act.  Determinations  of  the  Board  whether  requi- 
sition should  be  made  from,  and  whether  charges  or  encumbrances 
should  be  made  up>on,  the  fund  or  an  appropriation  for  admin- 
istrative expenses  arising  in  any  other  authorized  activity  of  the 
Board  shall  t>c  binding  and  conclusive  for  all  purposes  and  upon 
all  persons.  Including  the  Comptroller  Oeneral  and  any  other  admin- 
istrative or  accounting  officer,  employee,  or  agent  of  the  United 
States,  and  shall  not  be  subject  to  review  In  any  manner." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  23,  line  13,  after  the 
word  "following"  and  the  quotation  mark,  to  strike  cut  "Pro- 
vided"  and  insert  "And  provided  further";  In  line  14,  after 
the  word  "That",  to  insert  "for  the  purpose  of  registering 
unemployed  employees  who  reside  in  areas  in  which  no  em- 
ployer facilities  are  located,  or  in  which  no  employer  will 
make  facilities  available  for  the  registration  of  such  em- 
ployees"; in  line  19.  after  the  word  accept",  to  insert  "in 
such  areas";  in  line  20,  after  the  words  "registration  of",  to 
insert  "such";  on  page  24.  line  3,  after  the  word  "of",  to 
strike  out  "Columbia:"  and  insert  "Columbia;",  and  in  the 


same  line,  to  strike  out  "And  provided  further"  and  insert 
"Provided",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sec.  26.  Subsection  <n  of  section  12  of  said  act  Is  hereby  further 
amended  by  changing  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  to  a  colon  and 
adding  the  following;  "And  provided  further.  That,  for  the  purpose 
of  registering  unemployed  employees  who  reside  In  areas  In  which 
no  employer  facilities  are  located,  or  in  which  no  employer  will  make 
facilities  available  for  the  registration  of  such  employees,  the  Board 
may.  without  regard  to  clvll-servlce  laws  and  the  Classification  Act 
of  1923.  appoint  persons  to  accept,  in  such  areas,  registration  of 
such  employees  and  perform  services  Incidental  thereto  and  may 
compensate  such  persons  on  a  piece-rate  basis  to  be  determined  by 
the  Board  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Jxme  22. 
1906  (34  Stat.  449),  or  any  other  provision  of  law,  the  Board  may 
detail  employees  from  stations  outside  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
other  stations  outside  the  District  of  Columbia  or  to  service  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  may  detail  employees  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  service  outside  the  District  of  Columbia:  Provided, 
That  all  details  hereunder  shall  be  made  by  specific  order  and  In  no 
case  for  a  period  of  time  exceeding  120  days.  Details  so  made  may. 
on  expiration,  be  renewed  from  time  to  time  by  order  of  the  Board, 
m  each  particular  case,  for  periods  not  exceeding  120  days." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  25,  line  24,  after  the 
word  "this",  to  strike  out  "sia)section"  and  insert  "section", 
and  on  page  26,  line  10,  after  the  words  "amount  of",  to 
insert  "annuities,  pensions,  or  death",  so  as  to  make  the  sec- 
tion read: 

Sic.  29.  Section  9  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"9.  (a)  If  the  Board  finds  that  at  any  time  more  than  the  correct 
amount  of  annuities,  pensions,  or  death  benefits  has  been  paid 
to  any  Individual  under  this  act  or  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of 
1935  or  a  pa\Tnent  has  been  made  to  an  Individual  not  entitled 
thereto  (Including  payments  made  prior  to  July  1,  1940),  recovery 
by  adjustments  In  subsequent  payments  to  which  such  individual 
Is  entitled  under  this  act  or  any  other  act  administered  by  the 
Board  may.  except  as  otherwise  provided  In  this  section,  be  made 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Board.  If  such  Individual 
dies  before  recovery  Is  completed,  recovery  may  be  made  by  set-off 
or  adjustments,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Board,  In  sub- 
sequent payments  due.  under  this  act  or  any  other  act  administered 
by  the  Board,  to  the  estate,  designee,  next  of  kin,  legal  representa- 
tive, or  surviving  spouse  of  such  Individual,  with  respect  to  the 
employment  of  such  Individual. 

"(b)  Adjustments  under  this  section  may  t)e  made  either  by  de- 
ductions from  subsequent  payments  or.  wtth  respect  to  payments 
Which  are  to  be  made  during  a  lifetime  or  lifetimes,  by  subtracting 
the  total  amotint  of  annuities,  i}en£lons,  or  death  benefits  paid  In 
excess  of  the  proper  amount  from  the  actuarial  value,  as  determined 
by  the  Board,  of  such  payments  to  be  made  during  a  lifetime  or 
lifetimes  and  recertifymg  such  payments  on  the  basis  of  the  reduced 
actuarial  value.  In  the  latter  case  recovery  shall  l)e  deemed  to  have 
been  completed  upon  such  recertlficatlon. 

"(c)  There  shall  be  no  recovery  In  any  case  In  which  more  than 
the  correct  amount  of  annuities,  pensions,  or  death  benefits  under 
this  act  or  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1935  has  been  paid  to 
an  Individual  or  payment  has  been  made  to  an  Individual  not  en- 
titled thereto  (Including  payments  made  prior  to  July  1,  1940) 
who.  In  the  Judgment  of  the  Board,  Is  without  fault  when.  In  the 
Judgment  of  the  Board,  recovery  would  be  contrary  to  the  purpose 
of  the  acts  or  would  be  agalust  equity  or  good  conscience. 

"(d)  No  certifying  or  diPburslng  officer  shall  be  held  liable  lor 
any  amount  certified  or  paid  by  him  in  good  faith  to  any  person 
where  the  recovery  of  such  amount  is  waived  under  subsection  (c) 
of  this  section  or  has  been  begtm  but  cannot  be  completed  under 
sutfcection  (a)  of  this  section." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  27,  line  20.  after  "July 
1",  to  strike  out  "1940;"  and  insert  "1940,",  so  as  to  make  the 
section  read: 

S«c.  30.  Subsection  (e)  of  section  1533  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  Is  hereby  amended  by  adding  thereto  the  following  sentence: 
"For  the  purposes  of  determlnmg  the  amount  of  taxes  due  pursuant 
to  sections  1500  and  1520  of  this  subchapter  and  sections  2  (a)  and 
S  (a)  of  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937.  compensation  earned  in 
the  service  of  a  local  lodge  or  division  of  a  rallway-labor-organlza- 
tlon  employer  shall  be  disregarded  with  respect  to  any  calendar 
month  If  the  amount  thereof  Is  less  than  83  and  (1)  such  com- 
pensation Is  earned  between  December  31.  1936.  and  April  1.  1940. 
and  taxes  thereon  pursuant  to  sections  1500  and  1520  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  or  sections  2(a)  and  3  (a)  cf  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act 
of  1937  are  not  paid  prior  to  July  1,  1940,  or  (2)  such  compensation 
Is  earned  after  March  31.  1940." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That  completes  the  com- 
mittee amendments. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Now,  Mr.  President.  I  offer  the  amendment 
to  which  I  have  heretofore  referred. 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  1,  line  3.  after  the  word  "That", 
It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "the  provisions  of  this  act  shall 
take  effect  on  July  1,  1940,  except  that  a  half-month  which 
has  begun  prior  to  such  date  in  accordance  v/ith  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act  and  regulations  made  there- 
imder.  and  which  includes  such  date,  shall  continue,  and  t>ene- 
flts  with  respect  thereto  shall  l)e  computed  and  paid  in  the 
same  manner  and  with  the  same  effect  as  if  this  act  had  not 
l)een  enacted,  and  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  become  oper- 
ative with  respect  to  any  employee  having  such  half -month 
only  upon  the  termination  of  such  half -month,"  and  to  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  foUowing: 

The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  take  effect  on  October  1.  1940, 
except  that  sections  2,  11,  28.  29.  and  30  shall  be  effective  as  of  July 
1,  1940,  and  sections  19  and  20  shall  become  effective  upon  the 
approval  of  this  act:  Proitdcd,  hovoever.  That — 

(a)  A  half  month  which  has  begun  prior  to  October  1.  1940,  In 
accordance  with  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act  and 
regulations  thereunder,  and  which  Includes  such  date,  shall  con- 
tinue, and  benefits  with  respect  thereto  shall  be  computed  and  paid 
as  If  this  act  had  not  been  enacted;  and 

(tj)  All  benefit  years  current  on  September  30,  1940.  shall  termi- 
nate on  September  30,  1940,  or  on  the  last  day  of  a  half  month 
which  includes  September  30.  1940,  and  October  1.  1940,  whichever 
is  later,  and,  for  the  purposes  of  section  2  (c)  of  the  Railroad  Un- 
employment Insurance  Act  as  amended  by  this  act,  all  benefits 
paid  for  unemplovment  in  half  months  begun  subsequent  to  June 
30,  1940.  and  prior  to  October  1.  1940,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
paid  for  unemployment  wlthm  the  benefit  year  ending  June  30, 

1941;  and 

(c)  Benefits  for  unemployment  in  the  first  registration  period, 
beginning  after  September  30.  1940,  of  an  employee  who  has.  sub- 
sequent to  June  30.  1940.  completed  a  waiting  period  under  section 
3  (b)  of  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act,  shall  be  deter- 
mined and  computed  as  though  such  reclstratlon  period  were  a 
subsequent  registration  period  In  the  same  benefit  year. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  unless  better  order  is  kept 
we  might  as  well  adjourn  the  session. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
suggests  that  there  be  better  order  in  the  Senate.  All  the 
Chair  can  do  is  to  request  order  be  maintained. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  Chair  has  the  power  to  enforce  order. 
That  power  is  defined  by  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Yes.  The  Chair  wUl  use 
all  the  power  he  has. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  is  the  amendment  which 
was  just  read  at  the  desk  an  individual  amendment  following 
the  disposition  of  the  committee  amendments?  Or  is  it 
offered  as  a  committee  amendment? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  is  an  amendment  to  the 
text.    It  is  not  a  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Let  mc  ask  the  Senator  from  New  York, 
has  this  amendment  been  submitted  to  the  committee? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  No:  it  has  not.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  that  earlier  I  explained  clearly  the  purpose  of 
the  amendment.  It  simply  postpones  from  July  1  to  October  1 
the  date  when  the  proposed  law  shall  become  effective. 
When  the  proposed  legislaUon  was  drawn  and  considered  by 
the  committee  it  was  assumed  by  those  who  had  confidence 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  that  It  would 
be  enacted  before  July  1,  and  therefore  we  made  the  effective 
date  July  1.  That  date  has  now  passed,  and  all  the  amend- 
ment does  is  to  change  the  effective  date  from  July  1  of  this 
year  to  October  1  of  this  year. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Because  of  the  disorder  in  the  Senate 
Chamber  I  was  unable  to  understand  clearly  the  amendment 
as  it  was  read  by  the  clerk. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  frwn 
Oregon  desire  to  have  the  amendment  read  again? 

Mr.  McNARY.  No:  but  I  inquire  why  was  not  the  amend- 
ment submitted  to  the  committee  in  the  usual  way? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  bill  was  reported  before  July  1,  and  it 
was  expected  by  the  committee  that  the  bill  would  be  imme- 
diately considered  by  both  Houses  of  Congress  and  passed  in 
time  to  be  enacted  before  July  1.  Now  that  date  has  passed 
and  wc  have  b?cn  away  since  then,  so  that  a  new  date  had  to 
be  determined.  We  conferred  with  the  members  of  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Board  about  the  change,  and  I  am  sure  the 


Interstate  Commerce  Committee  will  agree  to  it.  We  csoinot 
pass  a  law  now  saying  that  it  shall  be  effective  July  1.  when 
July  1  has  already  passed. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  not  criticizing  the  Senator.  When  a 
bill  comes  to  the  calendar,  and  changes  are  desired,  the  usual 
practice  is  to  submit  the  changes  to  the  committee  before 
they  are  submitted  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes.  That  Is  true  when  the  change  is 
other  than  the  change  of  the  effective  date  of  the  bill.  In 
such  case  what  the  Senator  suggests  should  be  done. 

Mr.  McNARY.    If  that  is  all  there  is  to  the  amendment 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes:  that  is  all  there  Is  to  the  amendment. 
Mr.  McNARY.  Very  well.  I  repeat,  I  was  unable  to  hear 
all  the  amendment  read  at  the  time  it  was  read  because  of  the 
disorder  in  the  Chamber.  If  that  is  the  sole  effect  of  the 
amendment,  I  shall  make  no  objection  to  it.  However,  if  it 
were  to  go  to  the  substance  of  the  bill.  I  think  it  would  be 
better  practice  to  submit  the  amendment  to  the  committee. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  to 
section  1. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  is  open  to  ftirther 
amendment. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  There  are  some  details  of  the  bill  that  I 
thought  I  should  briefly  explain  and  then  conclude,  for  I  am 
sure  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  GurneyJ  will 
want  to  be  heard. 

The  bill  establishes  a  uniform  benefit  year  for  all  claimants, 
in  place  of  the  present  individual  benefit  year  beginning  with 
each  claimant's  first  compensable  half-month  period.  The 
present  system  has  caused  a  great  deal  of  confusion,  which  is 
eliminated  by  providing  for  a  uniform  benefit  year  beginning 
with  July  1,  and  ending  \yith  June  30  of  the  following  year. 
Incidentally,  railway  labor  has  accepted  this  change,  although 
it  is  greatly  to  the  disadvantage  of  some  29.000  employees. 
In  order  to  make  their  contribution  toward  a  better  admin- 
istration of  the  law,  they  are  willing  to  make  that  sacrifice. 
Tlie  waiting  period  has  been  reduced,  broadly  speaking, 
from  15  days  to  7  days.  During  the  first  half-month  registra- 
tion period  in  which  a  claimant  has  7  or  more  days  of  unem- 
ployment, benefits  shall  be  payable  for  days  of  unemployment 
exceeding  7.  In  subsequent  registration  periods  in  the  same 
benefit  year,  benefits  shall  be  payable  for  days  of  unemploy- 
ment exceeding  4  days.  An  Important  result  is  to  reduce 
from  38  days  to  22  days  the  time  intervening  between  the 
first  day  of  unemployment  and  receipt  of  the  first  benefit 
check. 

The  range  of  benefit  rates  per  14  days  of  unemployment  is 
increased  from  the  equivalent  of  $12.25  to  $21  under  the 
present  law.  to  $17.50  to  $40  under  the  present  bill,  for  unem- 
ployed workers  having  comparable  base-year  compensation. 
The  maximum  duration  of  benefit  payments  in  any  benefit 
year  is  increased  from  80  days  under  present  law  to  100  days 
under  the  bill.  Since  the  bill  increases  the  number  of  com- 
pensable days  in  a  registration  period,  thLs  amendment  is 
necessary  in  order  to  maintain  the  present  21- week  duration 
cf  benefits. 

Claimants  may  carry  over  into  a  current  benefit  year  not 
more  than  50  days — in  addition  to  the  100-day  maximum — of 
benefit  payments  unused  in  the  preceding  year.  This  amend- 
ment is  especially  important  for  the  railroad  workers  whose 
employment  is  not  seasonal,  and  who  are  therefore  unem- 
ployed for  long  periods  of  time  when  they  become  unemployed 
at  all.  This  follows  a  principle  embodied  in  the  British  unem- 
ployment insurance  system,  and  in  the  original  State  laws. 

The  need  for  increased  benefits  Is  clear  and  Imperative. 
The  present  railway  benefit  rates  average  below  $7  per  week 
of  total  unemployment.  This  is  far  below  the  $10.19  average 
under  State  laws.  As  I  have  said,  we  are  doing  the  railroad 
employees  a  very  great  Injustice.  In  spite  of  the  fact  that 
we  have  this  very  large  reserve,  and  that  railroad  workers  are 
engaged  in  an  unusually  hazardous  occupation,  we  are  actually 
paying  them  $3  per  week  less  than  is  paid  to  the  unemployed, 
on  the  average,  under  the  State  laws. 
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It  has  been  estimated  that  over  80,000  workers  have  received 
less  than  they  would  have  received  had  they  been  insured 
under  the  unemployment  compensation  laws  of  their  respec- 
tive States.  We  are  simply  increasing  their  benefits  so  that 
they  would  compare  favorably  with  those  paid  under  the 
better  State  laws  today.  If  the  bill  had  been  effective  last 
year,  unemployed  railroad  workers  would  have  received 
$25,000,000  In  benefits  instead  of  $15,000,000  under  the  pres- 
ent law. 

Incidentally,  one  Senator  asked  me  the  question  again,  al- 
though I  thought  I  made  that  point  very  clear  at  the  begin- 
ning, as  to  whether  the  proposed  legislation  will  increase  the 
tax  on  the  railroads.  I  answer:  "This  does  not  in  any  way 
increase  the  tax  imposed  upon  the  railways."  The  3  percent 
tax  remains,  and  that  is  the  same  rate  of  tax  paid  by  every 
other  employer  in  the  country  under  the  Social  Security  Act. 

The  existing  reserve  is  9  times  current  annual  benefit  pay- 
ments, whereas  a  ratio  of  4  or  5  to  1  would  be  ample. 
Existing  taxes  are  4  times  benefit  payments,  whereas  a 
ratio  of  2  to  1  would  be  safe  in  a  year  such  as  the  present. 

The  average  annual  benefit  load  under  this  bill  over  a 
period  of  years  would  be  about  $50,000,000.  In  a  year  like 
the  present  the  annual  benefit  load  would  be  increased  from 
25  percent  of  tax  income  under  present  law  to  43  percent 
under  the  expanded  benefit  scale.  This  leaves  an  amply  safe 
margin  of  reserve. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WAGNER      I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  What  reser^'e  will  remain  under  the 
new  system? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  informed  the  reserve  now  is  about 
$130,000,000.  and  that,  even  with  this  law  in  effect,  the  tax 
srield  over  the  years  will  exceed  benefit  payments.  The  re- 
serve will  thus  be  increasing  rather  than  decreasing. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  reserve  is  $130,000,000  and  the 
annual  estimated  charge  against  the  fund  is  what? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  About  $50,000,000  average  over  a  period 
of  years. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  And  it  is  estimated  that  on  the  ne\7 
basis  there  will  still  be  annual  contribuUons  to  the  reserve? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes.  There  will  be  an  increase  in  the 
reserve.  There  will  be  a  slight  increase  in  the  amount  which 
is  there  now— $130,000,000.  So  that  with  this  bill  in  effect, 
the  administration  of  the  entire  act  will  be  on  an  absolutely 
sound  actuarial  tuisis. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Of  course,  the  Senator  knows  my 

views  about  the  reserve. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  looked  at  the  Senator  while  I  was  dis- 
cussing that  phase.  I  know  of  his  Interest  in  the  matter.  He 
Is  correct. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     A  reserve  of  9  to  1  is  absurd. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Exactly. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  understand  that  the  base  will  not  be 
Increased,  and  that  the  reserve  will  remain  atxjut  equal  to 
what  it  is  now. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  If  anything,  the  reserve  will  be  a  little 
higher. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yet  in  the  minority  report,  which  is 
attached  to  the  majority  report,  it  is  stated  that  the  amount 
of  benefits  will  l)e  doubled.  If  that  be  true,  how  can  the 
Senator  reconcile  it  with  the  statement  that  the  reserve  will 
remain  about  equal  to  what  it  is  now?  The  3-percent  tax 
will  remain  the  same,  and  yet  the  Senator  says  the  reserve 
will  be  greater,  even  though  the  payments  are  doubled. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  payments  this  year  have  been  only 
about  one-fourth  the  tax. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Will  not  doubling  the  payments  require 
a  greater  reserve? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  We  should  still  have  a  large  reserve  left. 
The  current  payments  would  still  be  less  than  the  amount 
currently  collected  under  the  3-percent  tax. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Then  the  reserve  would  not  be  as  great 
as  it  now  is. 


Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes;  it  would  be  because  there  would  still 
be  an  exce.ss  for  each  current  Vear.  The  reserve  will  not  be 
as  great  as  it  would  if  we  should  not  double  the  benefit  pay- 
ments, but  there  will  still  be  a  margin. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  When  the  Senator  said  the  reserve  would 
be  as  great  he  was  mistaken,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     No. 

Mr.  EU1£NDER.  If  the  benefits  are  doubled,  as  the  minor- 
ity report  shows,  necessarily  they  would  encroach  on  the 
reserve,  would  they  not? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes;  but  we  are  collecting  a  3-percent 
tax  all  the  time,  which  is  currently  yielding  more  than  the 
amount  we  are  pajing  out  or  would  be  passing  out  under  the 
increased  benefit  scale. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  It  is  not  proposed  to  increase  the  tax. 
but  it  is  proposed  to  double  the  payments. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Our  reserve  is  now  nine  times  the  require- 
ments for  benefit  payments.  There  has  been  a  general 
tendency,  after  a  short  experience  by  the  States,  to  increase 
unemployment  benefit  payments  l)ecause  they  are  recog- 
nized to  be  Inadequate.  It  has  been  discovered  that  the 
reserves  are  very  much  higher  than  was  anticipated,  com- 
parable to  benefit  payments.  We  are  doing  here  for  rail- 
road workers  what  some  of  the  States  are  now  doing  for 
workers  in  industry  at  large.  The  States  are  not  reducing 
the  tax,  but  are  increasing  the  benefit  payments,  which  are 
now  pitiably  Inadequate,  certainly  under  this  law  as  it  is 
today,  and  under  most  of  the  State  laws. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  should  like  to  make  one  further  state- 
ment. In  an  article  which  appeared  in  the  Social  Security 
Bulletin,  Mr.  Altmeyer.  the  head  of  the  Social  Security 
Board,  said: 

The  benrflt  fr.rmulas  incorporated  In  the  early  State  laws  do 
not  represent  what  were  Oinsidered  to  be  adeqxiate  unemployment 
compensation  bcncQs  to  covered  eligible  workers  for  the  duration 
of  their  unemployment,  but  represent  benefits  which  It  was 
estimated  a  3-percent  tax  could  carry.  In  an  effort  to  assure  sol- 
vency of  State  funds,  much  too  large  a  safety  factor  was  u^ed  In 
the  benefit  formulas.  As  a  result,  the  benefit  formulas  devised  In 
those  early  days  were  exceedingly  conservative.  Despite  the  fact 
that  a  recession  occurred  in  the  early  months  of  1938.  benefit  pay- 
ments, except  in  a  few  States,  were  therefore  lower  than  had 
been  antl'.lpated,  and  surpiu'jes  began  to  pile  up  in  the  State 
funds.  If  this  early  conservatism  evidenced  In  the  t>eneflt  formu- 
las in  State  laws  were  to  result  in  the  freezing  of  thejc  benefit 
formulas  and  the  accumulated  surpltis  funds  were  now  used  as 
an  argument  for  tax  reduction  rather  than  as  justification  for 
liberalization  of  benefit  payments,  the  very  purpose  of  the  unem- 
ployment compensation  system  would  be  nullified. 

If  the  objectives  of  unemployment  compensation  arc  to  be 
achieved  there  is  no  doubt  that  first  and  foremost  benefits  mu^t 
be  liberalized. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  should  like  to  make  a  general 
statement  to  the  Senator  in  agreement  with  what  he  is  now 
saying.  It  is  my  view,  after  a  very  considerable  study  of  the 
reserve  problem,  that  a  needlessly  large  reserve  is  a  tax- 
supported  pension  system  or  workmen's  compensation  system 
becomes  the  equivalent  of  an  income  tax  on  the  workers 
of  the  country  without  any  Justification  whatsoever. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Does  not  the  Senator  agree  that  it  has 
a  general  deflationary  influence? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Certainly. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President,  that  is  all  I  care  to  say. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  under  consideration 
Is  an  important  piece  of  legislation,  having,  to  do  with  a 
reserve  fund  of  about  $150,000,000  and  an  assessment  of  em- 
ployers which  brings  in  about  $66,000,000  a  year.  I  believe 
the  Senate  should  be  informed  on  this  legislation.  I  there- 
fore suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  caD  the 
ran. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Bankhead 

Bilbo 

Burke 

Ashurst 

Barbour 

Bone 

Byrd 

Austin 

Bartcicy 

Brldces 

Bymei 

1940 


Capi>er 
Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Clark,  Idaho 

Clark,  Mo. 

Danaher 

Davis 

Donahey 

Ellender 

Gerry 

Gibson 

Gillette 
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Green 

Oumey 

Bale 

Harrison 

Hayden 

Holman 

Holt 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Lee 

Lucas 

Lundeen 

McKellar 

McNary 


Maloney 

Mead 

MlUer 

Neely 

Norris 

Nye 

Overton 

Plttman 

Reed 

Reynolds 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 

Smathers 


Taft 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Tobey 

Townrend 

Tydings 

Vandenborg 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Wheeler 

White 

Wiley 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Sixty-two  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  as  I  stated  a  few  moments 
ago.  this  is  important  legislation.  It  has  to  do  with  a  fund 
that  is  now  being  administered  by  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board  and  which  contains  approximately  $150,000,000.  It 
taxes  the  railroads  on  all  their  employees  3  percent  of  the 
amount  paid  the  employees  in  salaries,  and  it  brings  into  the 
ftmd  each  year  about  $66,000,000.  or  will  do  so  this  year,  de- 
pending on  the  number  of  the  employed.  So  I  should  like  to 
give  a  little  history  of  this  proposed  legislation. 

First.  I  will  say  that  the  Senator  from  New  York  intro- 
duced a  bUl  known  as  S.  3920.  A  little  later  I  introduced  a 
bill  known  as  S.  3925.  The  benefits  under  the  present  act 
would  be  increased  by  Senate  bill  3920.  115  percent.  Had 
the  Senate  bill  3925.  the  bill  which  I  introduced,  been  ac- 
cepted, the  beqefit  payments  would  have  been  increased  about 
25  percent.      | 

During  the  hearings  there  was  considerable  information 
elicited,  and  daily  benefit  rates  were  discussed  so  that  now 
there  is  a  bill  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  which  I  have  had 
printed  and  which  I  intend  to  offer  as  an  amendment  to 
Senate  bill  3920.  which  will,  if  it  shall  be  accepted,  increase 
the  l)encfit  payments  about  30  percent  above  the  present  act. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GURNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Has  the  Senator  offered  the  proposed  sub- 
stitute and  has  it  been  printed? 

Mr.  GURNEY.     It  has  been  printed,  but  I  have  not  as  yet 

offered  it. 

HISTORT  or  RAILROAD  UNEMPLOTMENT-INStTRANCi:  LEGISLATION 

The  beginning  of  railroad  imemployment  compensation  in 
this  country  dates  back,  as  the  Senator  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Wagner  I  has  said,  to  the  enactment  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  approved  in  August  1935. 

That  act  was  not  hurriedly  drawn.  It  was  the  product  of 
the  best  thought  of  more  than  100  outstanding  experts  in  the 
field  of  industry,  commerce.  Government  administration,  eco- 
nomics, labor  organizations,  welfare,  and  employment,  who 
devoted  months  of  intensive  study  to  the  whole  subject. 

The  unemployment-compensation  provisions  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  established  the  framework  and  set  up  the  general 
rules  for  a  Federal-State  system  of  imemployment  insurance. 
Beeinning  in  1936,  the  several  States  enacted  legislation  to 
fit  into  this  framework  and  meet  these  rules.  Railroad  em- 
ployees were  covered  by  the  provisions  of  the  various  State 
acts.  They  were  entitled  to  all  the  benefits  set  up  in  those 
acts. 

Such  then  was  the  situation  in  1938.  when  railroad  em- 
ployees asked  to  be  removed  from  under  the  provisions  of  the 
several  State  acts  and  transferred  to  the  protection  of  an  act 
of  their  own.  They  supported  legislation  in  Congress  to 
establish  a  separate  national  system  of  unemplosonent  insur- 
ance for  railroad  workers  which  they  said  was  necessary  to 
meet  conditions  of  emplosrment  peculiar  to  their  industry. 
Such  legislation  was  enacted  and  became  the  Railroad  Unem- 
ployment Insurance  Act,  which  was  approved  June  25,  1938, 
and  became  effective  July  1.  1939. 

That  was  Just  a  little  over  a  yew  ago,  and  now,  without 
EUfBcient  experience,  they  seek  to  increase  the  benefits  115 
percent  above  those  provided  in  an  act  which  has  been  in 
force  only  a  year  and  alwut  a  month. 

This  legislation  had  the  support  of  railway  labor,  and  it 
seemed  reasonable  to  assume  that  an  adequate  period  of  time 
would  elapse,  diu-ing  which  the  operation  of  the  act  could  be 
observed  and  analyzed,  before  any  changes  would  be  proposed. 


Such  was  not  the  case,  however.  Even  before  the  act  became 
effective  certain  amendments  were  offered.  It  Is  true  that  in 
the  main  these  amendments  were  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
certain  administrative  complexities.  There  was.  however,  one 
amendment  which  tended  toward  liberalization,  and  which 
changed  the  method  of  determining  the  waiting  period. 
These  amendments  were  adopted  and  became  law  on  Jime  20, 
1939. 

Surely  now  the  situation,  so  far  as  railway  labor  was  con- 
cerned, was  satisfactory.  But  no.  With  less  than  1  year  of 
operation  under  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act. 
as  amended  June  20,  1939,  railway  labor  now  proposes  that 
Congress  further  amend  the  act  to  the  extent  that  the  Ijenefit 
provisions  and  the  annual  cost  thereof  will  be  more  than 
doubled.  The  Railroad  Retirement  Board,  which  administers 
the  act  and  has  all  the  records  of  railroad  employment  and 
unemployment  in  its  possession  as  a  function  of  its  adminis- 
tration, has  estimated  that  Senate  bill  3920.  which  incorpo- 
rates these  amendments,  will  increase  the  cost  of  the  present 
act  by  115  percent. 

This  move  on  the  part  of  railway  labor  was  undoubtedly 
prompted  by  the  fact  that  the  period  since  July  1.  1939.  has 
been  one  of  exceptionally  favorable  employment  conditions, 
and  unemployment  benefit  payments  have  therefore  been  far 
below  what  might  be  experienced  in  a  like  period  of  less  favor- 
able employment  conditions. 

It  is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge.  I  bebeve.  that  railway 
management  and  railway  lalwr  generally  confer  concerning 
legislative  matters  of  this  kind  and  attempt  to  reach  an  agree- 
ment mutually  satisfactory.  The  present  proposals  of  rail- 
road employees  for  liberalization  were  discussed  at  a  number 
of  such  conferences,  and  the  position  was  taken  by  representa- 
tives of  management  that  such  a  radical  increase  in  benefit 
costs  as  115  percent  was  unwarranted  and  unwise  in  the 
absence  of  suflBcient  experience  and  factual  data  for  reason- 
able estimates  of  cost  over  a  period  of  years  in  the  future, 
when  employment  will  at  times  go  down  and  unemployment 
benefit  payments  will  heavily  increase. 

Railway  management  did.  however,  agree  that  some  liberali- 
zation was  justified,  and  proposed  a  more  moderate  increase 
in  benefits  which  would  increase  the  present  basis  of  costs 
about  30  percent.  Management  also  believed  that  there 
would  be  an  incentive  for  carriers  to  stabilize  their  employ- 
ment, to  the  advantage  of  both  their  employees  and  them- 
selves, and  suggested  a  graduated  tax  scale,  to  which  I  shall 
later  refer. 

Representatives  of  railway  labor,  however,  were  unyielding 
in  their  demand  for  more  than  doubled  benefits  and  in  their 
refusal  to  consider  the  proposal  of  the  carriers  for  a  graduated 
tax  scale  designed  to  stimulate  the  stabilization  of  railway 
employment. 

As  a  result,  Instead  of  railway  management  and  railway 
labor  supporting  one  "agreed  bill."  two  separate  measures 
were  introduced  in  May  of  this  year.  One  is  S.  3920,  embody- 
ing the  employees'  proposal  for  increased  benefits,  estimated 
to  increase  costs  by  115  percent,  while  the  other  is  S.  3925,  the 
carriers'  proposal,  the  increased  cost  of  which  is  estimated  at 
30  percent. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  has  consid- 
ered both  these  bills  after  hearings  before  a  subcommittee. 
The  majority  report  of  the  committee  favored  S.  3920.  The 
minority  report,  to  which  five  members  of  the  committee 
signed  their  names,  favored  enactment  of  S.  3925,  with  some 
slight  modifications  proposed  by  them. 

I  was  one  of  the  five  who  signed  the  minority  report,  and  I 
favor  the  substitution  of  S.  3925,  as  modified,  for  S.  3920.  L«t 
me  say  in  all  earnestness  that  neither  I  nor  the  other  four  sign- 
ers of  the  minority  report  have  anything  but  sympathy  for  the 
unemployed  worker.  Our  position,  we  believe,  is  not  only  not 
unfriendly  to  railway  labor,  but  it  is  in  the  interest  of  labor. 
I  believe  the  enactment  of  S.  3925  as  modified  by  us  will  give 
railway  workers  more  liberal  benefits,  will  conserve  the  finan- 
cial soundness  of  the  unemployment-insurance  system  we 
have  provided  for  them,  and  will  offer  their  employers  an 
incentive  more  fully  to  stabilize  raUway  employment.    All 


9&46 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  29 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


9647 


I 


I 


these  things  are  In  the  Interest  of  labor,  not  opposed  to  such 
Interest. 

Before  passing  to  the  purpose  and  provisions  of  these  two 
respective  amendatory  measures,  I  should  like  to  emphasize 
that  the  entire  period  since  the  enactment  of  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act  in  1935  has  been  one  of  experimentation  and  change. 
As  I  have  already  said,  the  present  Railroad  Unemployment 
Insurance  Act  has  been  oi?erative  less  than  a  year.  A  com- 
plete cycle  of  employment  and  unemployment,  under  both 
favorable  and  adverse  conditions,  such  as  is  vitally  necessary 
for  reasonable  estimates  of  cost,  has  not  yet  been  experienced. 
However,  should  it  be  regarded  as  mandatory  that  some 
change  be  made  at  this  time,  it  seems  obvious  that  the  ap- 
proach should  l)e  one  of  caution  and  conservatism  rather  than 
one  of  recldess  abandon.  I  think  that  is  a  fair  description 
of  the  contrast  between  a  proposal  to  increase  the  cost  of  a 
system  of  unemployment  insurance  which  has  been  in  opera- 
tion less  than  1  year  by  30  percent,  and  one  that  would 
increase  the  cost  by  115  percent.  ^ 

The  economic  and  social  uncertainties  inherent  in  the  pres- 
ent disturbed  international  situation  present  all  the  more 
reason  for  the  most  careful  consideration  of  any  proposals 
of  the  sort  here  involved. 

rUNDAMENTALS  Or  XTNEXPLOTMENT  INS17BANCC 

Por  a  better  understanding  of  the  provisions  of  S.  3920  and 
S.  3925, 1  point  out  that  while  a  system  of  unemployment  in- 
surance is  a  rather  complex  tiling,  there  are  certain  basic 
fundamentals  that  can  be  simply  described  and  easily  under- 
stood.   Briefly,  these  fundamentals  are: 

First.  A  wage-eligibility  requirement. 

This  Is  a  stated  minimum  amoimt  of  earnings  in  a  defined 
prior  period  to  be  eligible  for  benefits. 

Second.  A  base  year  or  period. 

This  is  the  defined  prior  period,  earnings  during  which 
determine  eligibility  for  daily  rates  of  benefit  according  to 
a  fixed  schedule. 

Third.  A  benefit  year. 

This  is  a  stated  period  of  12  months  within  which  benefit 
days  of  unemployment  may  be  compensated,  up  to  a  fixed 
maximum. 

Fourth.  A  schedule  of  benefits. 

This  is  a  fixed  schedule  of  daily  rates  of  benefit,  graduated 
according  to  the  total  amount  earned  by  the  employee  in  his 
base  year. 

Fifth.  A  registration  period. 

This  is  a  stated  unit  interval  of  time  for  which  an  employee 
must  register  for  unemployed  days,  and  during  which  a  fixed 
number  at  days  of  imemplojmient  are  compensable.  It  auto- 
matically becomes  the  period  of  time  between  payments  of 
benefit  checks  for  continuing  unemployment. 

Sixth.  Compensable  days  in  registration  period. 

These  represent  the  number  of  days  of  unemployment  in  a 
registration  period  for  which  benefits  may  be  paid. 

Seventh.  Maximum  duration  of  benefits. 

This  is  the  maximum  number  of  benefit  days  which  may  be 
compensated  in  a  benefit  year. 

Eighth.  A  waiting  period. 

This  is  a  fixed  initial  period  of  time  for  which  an  employee 
must  register  upon  first  becoming  vmemployed,  and  for  which 
no  benefits  are  payable.  It  must  be  served  only  once,  how- 
ever, in  a  benefit  srear. 

COMPAKATTVK  PKOVISIONS  OT   S.    3920  AMD  S.   3938 

With  these  basic  fundamentals  in  mind,  a  comparison  of 
the  respective  provisions  of  S.  3920  and  S.  3925,  as  modified  in 
the  minority  committee  report,  may  be  briefiy  made. 

The  minimimi  earnings  in  the  base  year  necessary  to  qualify 
for  benefits  under  S.  3920  is  $150.  It  is  the  same  under 
S.  3925.  Both  bills  provide  that  the  base  year  shall  be  the 
calendar  year  immediately  preceding  the  benefit  year. 

Both  S.  3920  and  S.  3925  provide  a  uniform  benefit  year 
ftrom  July  1  to  June  30  for  all  employees.  This  amendment, 
as  well  as  that  with  respect  to  the  base  year,  is  designed  prin- 
cipally In  the  interest  of  administrative  simplicity.  They 
present  no  issue,  because  both  bills  are  identical  with  respect 
to  that  provision. 


The  schedule  of  daily  benefit  rates  In  S.  3925,  as  recom- 
mended in  the  minority  report  of  the  committee,  is  identical 
with  that  provided  by  S.  3920.  S.  3925  as  originally  Intro- 
duced provided  a  benefit  schedule  suggested  by  Mr.  Murray 
W.  Latimer,  Chairman  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Beard,  who 
is  sitting  next  to  the  Senator  from  New  York  I  Mr.  WacnekI 
at  this  time,  and  was  submitted  by  representatives  of 
railway  labor  as  that  desired  by  them  at  the  time  of  their 
conferences  with  representatives  of  railway  management.  In 
fact,  the  schedule  of  benefit  rates  of  S.  3925  as  originally  in- 
troduced was  identical  with  that  of  S.  3906,  introduced  by  the 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner]  on  May  2,  which  waa 
reintroduced  with  a  revised  benefit  schedule  on  May  6  as 
S.  3920.  So  again  it  appears  that  the  theme  of  this  legisla- 
tion is  change,  constant  change,  frequent  change,  sudden 
change.  However,  S.  3925  as  modified  now  contains  the  iden- 
tical benefit  schedule  of  S.  3920.  This  provision,  too,  presents 
no  debatable  issue. 

The  weekly  benefit  under  this  schedule  ranges  from  $8.75 
per  week  for  a  person  whose  base-year  earnings  were  $150  to 
$200,  up  to  $20  per  week  for  a  person  whose  base-year  earn- 
ings were  $1,600  or  more.  Under  the  present  Railroad  Un- 
employment Insurance  Act  the  range  is  from  a  minimimi  of 
$6.53  per  week  to  a  maximiun  of  $11.20  per  week. 

The  registration  period  provided  by  both  S.  3920  and  S. 
3925  is  14  consecutive  calendar  days.  Both  of  the  proposed 
amendatory  measures  propose  to  compensate  for  10  days  of 
imemplc3mient  in  each  registration  period  of  14  days.  This 
Is  a  much  more  liberal  provision  than  that  of  the  present  act. 
which  is  8  compensable  days  in  each  period  of  15  days. 

Summarizing  the  fimdamental  provisions  of  the  two  bills 
thus  far,  we  find  that  as  to  wage  eligibility,  base  year,  benefit 
year,  benefit  schedule,  registration  period,  and  compensable 
days  within  a  registration  period  there  is  no  difference  or 
Issue.  That  this  is  true  is  due  largely  to  concessions  made  by 
the  railroads  with  respect  to  amendments  advocated  by  the 
employees. 

We  now  come  to  two  basic  provi.sions  as  to  which  S.  3920 
and  S.  3925  differ  and  upon  which  the  carriers  and  employees 
take  issue.  These  are  the  duration  of  benefits,  which  deter- 
mines the  maximum  amoimt  of  benefits  to  be  paid  within  the 
benefit  year,  and  the  waiting  period. 

MAXnCtTM    BEIiDTIS 

As  I  have  already  pointed  out.  the  present  Railroad  Unem- 
ployment Insurance  Act  provides  for  payment  of  8  days  of 
unemployment  in  each  registration  period  of  15  days.  The 
maximum  number  of  days  for  which  benefits  may  be  paid  Is 
80  within  each  benefit  year.  This  means  that  benefits  for 
total  unemployment  are  paid  for  a  maximum  of  approximately 
21*2  weeks.  S.  3925  proposes  to  retain  the  present  maximum 
of  80  compensable  days,  but  to  pay  benefit  for  10  days  in  each 
registration  period  of  14  days.  While  under  this  arrange- 
ment a  totally  unemployed  person  would  draw  benefits  for  16 
weeks  instead  of  21 '2  weeks,  his  weekly  rate  of  benefit  would 
be  much  greater.  In  addition,  the  great  bulk  of  the  employees 
would  be  entitled  to  larger  maximum  benefits  over  the  16- 
week  period  than  they  can  now  draw  over  a  21  •2-week 
period.  They  get  more  money  over  the  whole  period  than 
imder  the  present  act  and  ditiw  it  in  much  larger  weekly  in- 
stallments. 

Since  it  has  been  stated  by  the  Railway  Retirement  Board 
that  only  13  percent  of  the  unemplojrment  in  the  current 
fiscal  year  ha.s  been  of  maximum  duration.  It  is  obvious  that 
the  proposal  of  S.  3925  is  one  of  most  material  liberalization. 

S.  3920  proposes  to  go  even  further,  however,  and  to  in- 
crease the  maximum  number  of  benefit  dajrs  in  a  benefit  year 
from  80  to  100.  It  would  also  provide  a  so-called  carry-over 
of  unused  benefit  days  up  to  50  from  one  benefit  year  to  a  suc- 
ceeding benefit  year.  The  addition  of  20  compensable  days 
in  a  benefit  year  would  place  the  Railroad  Act  far  ahead  of 
the  majority  of  State  acts  with  respect  to  maximum  duration 
of  benefits.  The  carry-over  provision  is  still  a  greater  meas- 
ure of  liberalization  which  is  new.  novel,  and  expensive.  It 
is  new  because  no  State  law  has  such  a  provision.  It  is  novel 
because,  in  effect,  it  is  the  grant  of  a  special  bonus  to  a  man 


who  is  continuously  employed,  rather  than  unemployed,  and 
gives  the  regularly  employed  man  a  special  equity  in  an  un- 
employment system  to  which  he  has  made  no  contribution, 
and  for  which  he  has  less  need  than  an  employee  not  so  for- 
tunately placed.  It  Is  expensive  because,  according  to  an 
estimate  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board,  it  would  of  itself 
alone  add  an  increase  of  25  percent  to  the  cost  of  the  system, 
on  top  of  all  other  increases  in  costs.  That  is,  it  would  be 
a  cumulative  Increase  of  25  percent. 

THE  WArnNG  PERIOD 

The  second  point  of  issue,  as  I  have  said,  is  the  waiting 
period.  The  present  act  provides  a  waiting  period  of  15  days, 
with  not  less  than  8  days  of  unemployment. 

S.  3925  provides  that  an  employee,  to  become  eligible  for 
benefits,  must  serve  a  period  of  14  consecutive  daj's  during 
which  he  has  had  not  less  than  7  days  of  unemployment. 
This  period  must  be  served  only  once  during  a  benefit  year. 

This  requirement  is  admittedly  as  liberal  as  that  of  any 
State  act,  and  more  liberal  than  the  waiting-period  require- 
ment of  State  laws  covering  40  percent  of  the  total  employ- 
ment embraced  by  the  Federal-State  system  of  unemployment 
insurance.  Of  the  49  State  acts,  including  the  District  of 
Columbia,  47  provide  a  waiting  period  of  either  2  or  3  weeks; 
only  two  provide  a  period  of  1  week. 

S.  3920  proposes  a  waiting  period  of  only  7  days  of  unem- 
ployment in  the  initial  registration  period  of  14  days.  This 
means  that  benefits  would  be  paid  for  7  days  in  the  first  regis- 
tration period.  This  is  a  more  liberal  provision  than  that  of 
any  State  act. 

It  is  argued  by  the  proponents  of  S.  3920  that  this  change 
is  desirable,  because  it  reduces  the  interval  of  time  between 
the  first  day  of  unemployment  and  receipt  of  the  first  benefit 
check.  This  Interval  of  time  under  S.  3925  is  4  weeks.  The 
same  condition  exists  under  the  provisions  of  the  separate 
acts  of  States  which  cover  more  than  40  percent  of  all  em- 
ployees included  in  the  several  State  acts.  Furthermore,  rail- 
road employees  are  in  better  position,  with  respect  to  receiv- 
ing some  cash  income  during  the  interval  between  first  be- 
coming unemployed  and  the  first  receipt  of  benefits,  than 
the  remaining  60  percent  of  employees  covered  by  State  acts. 
This  is  because  of  the  semi-monthly  pay  period  generally  in 
effect  on  railroads,  with  actual  pay  days  following  the  close 
of  the  pay  period  by  10  to  15  days.  This  means  that  as  a 
general  rule  a  railroad  employee  would,  under  the  provision 
of  S.  3925.  receive  two  pay  checks  while  waiting  for  his  first 
benefit  check.  After  receiving  his  first  check,  subsequent 
checks  will  follow  at  regular  intervals  of  2  weeks  each. 

It  is  obvious  that  the  actual  cause  of  this  4-week  interval 
is  the  2- week  registration  period  which  is  provided  by  the  act 
at  the  expressed  wish  of  the  employees. 

The  alternative  and  much  more  generous  proposal  of 
S.  3920  to  pay  benefits  for  7  days  in  the  initial  registration 
period  would  be  far  more  liberal  than  the  several  State  acts, 
and  would  add  to  the  cost  of  the  system  by  14  percent. 

rUTtJRE    COSTS    UNDER    EITHER    BILL 

Thus  far  I  have  referred  to  the  increase  which  would  result 
from  enactment  of  either  S.  3920  or  S.  3925.  in  terms  of 
percentage.  What  is  this  additional  cost  in  actual  dollars, 
and  what  is  the  basis  of  the  estimate?  The  proponents  of 
S.  3920  say  that  under  that  bill  the  benefit  payments  will 
average,  over  a  period  of  years,  between  $50,000,000  and 
$52,000,000.  or  approximately  double  the  present  cost.  How 
do  they  arrive  at  this  result?  It  must  be  a  pure  estimate 
because  there  are  no  real  supporting  data.  Bear  in  mind 
that  this  railroad  unemployment-insurance  system  has  been 
in  operation  less  than  1  year,  and  only  from  the  operations  of 
the  system  since  July  1,  1939.  are  there  any  records  to  show 
the  unemployment  of  individuals  engaged  in  the  railroad 
industry.  True,  there  are  available  mass  figures  with  respect 
to  the  total  number  of  full-time  positions  and  the  number  of 
persons  receiving  pay  each  month,  but  at  best  these  can  only 
indicate  trends  because  the  unemployment-insurance  system 
is  based  upon  the  individual's  work  pattern.  A  railroad  may 
report  that  it  has  1,000  employees  in  1  month  and  the  same 


number  in  the  next  month,  but  the  Individuals  making  up 
those  1.000  employees  are  not  necessarily  the  same. 

In  1938,  when  the  railway-labor  organizations  came  before 
Congress  and  asked  for  the  establishment  of  what  is  now  the 
present  railroad  unemployment-insurance  system,  it  was 
stated  by  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  that  the  benefit 
provisions  then  proposed  would  provide  for  payment  equal  to 
147  percent  of  the  amounts  payable  under  the  State  acts. 
The  Board  further  stated  that  the  benefit  provisions  were  as 
broad  as  could  safely  be  made  a  part  of  the  system,  and  sup- 
ported by  a  3-percent  pay-roll  tax.  Congress  acceded  to  the 
wishes  of  the  labor  organizations  and  gave  them  what  they 
asked  for.  Now,  with  less  than  a  year  of  actual  operation 
under  this  system,  we  find  the  same  parties  before  us  with  a 
proposal  to  more  than  double  the  benefit  provisions.  The 
proponents  of  S.  3920  do  not  know  much  more  now  than  they 
did  in  1938  about  railroad  employment  as  it  affects  indi- 
viduals. It  should  be  remembered  in  each  month,  beginning 
with  July  1,  1939.  there  has  been  an  increase  in  railroad 
employment  as  compared  with  the  same  month  in  the  pre- 
ceding year.  Is  that  any  kind  of  an  experience  record  on 
which  to  base  a  request  for  more  than  doubling  their  unem- 
ployment benefits? 

Railroads  have  their  ups  and  downs — mostly  downs — like 
all  other  industries.  Employment  is  directly  related  to  the 
volume  of  traffic,  and  that  volume  is  not  constant.  It  varies 
with  the  seasons  and  with  economic  conditions  generally.  In 
1S38  there  was  a  severe  drop  in  railroad  employment  as  com- 
pared with  1937 — not  less  than  200,000  railroad  employees  lost 
their  jobs.  Because  of  the  extended  period  of  the  depressed 
business  levels,  all  of  there  employees  would  have  undoubtedly 
drawn  maximum  unemployment  benefits.  In  addition,  there 
would  have  been  the  usual  seasonal  unemployment,  which  is 
of  such  nature  as  to  require  the  payment  of  alwut  $16,000,000 
in  unemployment  benefits  during  the  current  fiscal  year.  So 
from  these  figures  we  might  reasonably  estimate  that  unem- 
ployment benefits  in  1938  would  have  been  close  to  $60,000,- 
000.  Now.  if  a  potential  $60,000,000  of  benefits  be  increased 
by  115  percent,  the  total  would  become  the  impossible  sum  of 
$129,000,000.  Unquestionably,  $16,000,000  is  not  the  amount 
of  annual  average  benefits  that  would  be  payable  under  the 
present  act,  and  just  as  certainly  $60,000,000  does  not  repre- 
sent the  average  payment,  but  there  is  as  much  justification 
for  taking  one  figure  as  the  other.  The  only  way  we  will  ever 
determine  the  correct  figure  is  through  experience.  In  this 
experimental  or  determinative  period  there  is  no  sound 
reason  for  establishing  a  system  which  we  cannot  with 
assurance  say  will  be  a  reasonable  one. 

Does  the  record  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board,  In  esti- 
mating annuities  payable  under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act, 
give  cause  for  any  confidence  in  any  estimate  it  may  submit 
with  respect  to  unemployment  insurance?    The  record  shows 
that  Mr.  Latimer  supplied  the  House  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations with  a  comparison  of  the  original  estimated  dis- 
bursements under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  with  the 
actual  and  revised  estimated  expenses  for  the  years  1937  to 
1941.  inclusive.      What   does   that   comparison   show?      For 
1937  original  estimated  disbursements  were  $10,860,000;  the 
actual   disbursements   were  $4,604,232.    For    1938   the   esti- 
mate was  $58,280,000:  the  actual  disbursements  $83,029,794. 
j   For  1939  the  estimate  was  $64,214,000;  the  actual  disburse- 
ments $106,841,632.    For  1940  the  original  estimate  was  $67,- 
i   278,000:  the  revised  estimate  is  $116,068,308.    For  1941  the 
I   original  estimate  was  $70,914,000;   the  revised  estimate   is 
$126,354,000.    The   total   original   estimated   disbursements 
i  for  these  5  years  amounted  to  $271,546,000;  the  actual  and 
j   revised   estimated  disbursements   total   $436,897  966,   an   In- 
I   crease  of  $165,351,966.  or  61  percent.    Voluble  explanations  of 
the  causes  for  these  increases  have  been  offered,  but  that 
does  not  change  the  fact  that  as  a  consequence  of  erroneous 
estimates  furnished  to  Congress  the  railroad  retirement  ac- 
count is  in  a  precarious  position.    Do  we  want  to  place  the 
unemployment  Insurance  account  In  a  similarly  precarious 
position?     I  for  one  do  not.  and  that  is  why  I  advocate  the 
more  moderate  increase  in  benefits  provided  by  Senate  bill 
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3925.  rather  than  the  more  than  doubled  amounts  provided 
by  Senate  bill  3920,  on  the  basis  of  estimates  submitted  by 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Board. 

THX  GKAI>UATEI>-T/kZ  SCAI.B 

The  minority  has  recommended,  in  Senate  bill  3925,  the 
enactment  of  a  provision  for  a  graduated  pay-roll  tax  scale. 
This  scale  would  extend  to  the  railroads,  as  Congress  has 
extended  to  all  other  employers,  the  opportunity  to  earn  a 
reduction  in  their  pay-roll  taxes,  provided,  and  only  pro- 
vided, that  employment  is  both  regularized  and  stabilized. 

A  reduction  of  1  percent  In  the  tax  would  save  the  rail- 
roads more  than  $20,000,000  a  year.  Such  a  reduction  would 
be  due  largely  to  the  fact  that  the  railroad  benefit  fund 
would  receive  from  the  State  benefit  funds,  as  a  result  of 
transfers  required  under  the  Railroad  Act,  mtjre  than  $100,- 
000,000,  while  the  estimates  of  the  amount  to  be  tran.sf erred, 
as  late  as  June  1939,  were  but  $70,000,000.  This  difference 
of  $30,000,000  is  an  unnecessary  reserve.  Couple  this  unex- 
pectedly large  transfer  with  the  equally  unexpected  favor- 
able emplosmient  situation  in  the  current  fiscal  year  and  the 

result  is  a  reserve  fund  of  something  over  $130,000,000  on 
June  30,  1940,  with  an  additional  $15,000,000  due  and  pay- 
able Within  60  days  for  the  preceding  quarter's  taxes. 

I  have  referred  to  the  fact  that  until  July  1,  1939,  rail- 
roads and  their  employees  were  under  the  State  unemplosnnent 
Insurance  acts.  The  nonrecurring  transfer  of  the  $100,- 
000.000  or  more  from  the  State  benefit  funds  is  the  com- 
puted balance  of  raih-oad  pay-roll  taxes  paid  into  those 
funds  and  not  expended  for  benefits.  Had  railroads  con- 
tinued to  be  subject  to  the  State  acts  they  would  have  been 
entitled  to  such  reductions  in  their  tax  rates  as  are  pro- 
vided under  the  applicable  State  experience  rating  systems. 
To  transfer  them  to  a  national  system  supported  entirely  by 
their  money,  and  then  to  deprive  them  of  the  opportunity 
to  obtain  a  tax  reduction.  Is  the  worst  kind  of  discrimination. 

I  call  attention  also  to  the  fact  that  when  Congress  passed 
the  Social  Security  Act  it  recognized  the  experience  rating 
principle  through  which  employers  may  obtain  tax  reduc- 
tions. It  adopted  the  internal-revenue  code,  which  also 
recognized  this  principle,  and  it  passed  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia Unemployment  Compensation  Act  with  an  experlence- 
ratmg  provLsion.  Of  all  the  legislation  enacted  by  Congress, 
only  the  Railroad  Act  deprives  the  employer  of  a  tax-reduc- 
tion opportunity.  In  the  course  of  the  hearing  on  the  two 
bills — S.  3920  and  S.  3925 — Chairman  Latimer,  of  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Board,  opposed  the  principle  of  experience 
rating,  and  left  no  doubt  in  our  minds  as  to  that  opposition. 
But  what  do  others  think  about  it?  Actions  still  speak  louder 
than  words,  and  the  facts  are  that  an  overwhelming  majority 
of  all  State  acts  have  a  provision  for  experience-merit  rating; 
and,  as  I  said  before,  every  act  ot  Congress  touching  on  this 
subject  so  provides,  except  the  Railroad  Act. 

R-ABIUZATION  OT  KBCFLOTlCXirr 

Representatives  of  the  railroads  made  the  statement  that 
railroads  would  rather  pay  wages  for  service  than  they  would 
taxes  for  unemplosrment  t)eneflt5.  They  also  quite  properly 
assumed  that  employees  would  rather  receive  wages  than  they 
would  benefits.  The  graduated  tax  scale  is  designed  to  pro- 
mote the  accomplishment  of  these  ends.  Should  Congress 
say  that  these  purposes  are  not  to  be  encouraged  by  excluding 
the  provision  for  exi)erience  rating  from  the  railroad  act? 

"nie  railroads  said: 

We  do  not  know  what  we  can  do.  but  give  us  the  chance  and  a 
reward  U  we  succeed  In  stabUlzlng  employment,  and  we  wlU  do 
our  best.  We  believe  that  an  incentive  in  the  form  of  a  tax  reduc- 
tion of  t30.000.000  or  more  per  year  wiU  enable  us  to  attain  some 
real  stabilization. 

Mr.  Latimer  offered  some  testimony  as  to  the  effectiveness 
of  an  experience- rating  provision  in  an  unemployment- 
Insurance  system.  He  went  to  great  lengths  m  discussing 
railroad  operations,  to  prove  that  they  could  not  possibly  gain 
from  such  a  provision.  But  Mr.  Latimer  is  not  a  railroad 
man.  and  it  seems  to  me  that  instead  of  accepting  his  unsup- 
ported statement  that  railroads  can  do  nothing  about  stabi- 
lizaig  employment,  we  should  rely  upon  the  statements  and 
judgment  of  railroad  men  themselves. 


AOMnnSTSATTVZ  rXATTTKES 

Let  me  now  consider  some  of  the  administrative  provisions 
included  In  the  present  act  and  perpetuated  by  S.  3920. 
First,  there  is  the  administration  fund.  That  fimd  consists 
of  10  percent  of  all  the  pay-roll  taxes  levied  on  the  railroads 
for  support  of  the  unemplo3anent-insurance  system.  In  addi- 
tion to  this  current  accumulation  of  funds,  there  is  credited  to 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  s  administration  fund  all  the 
taxes  paid  by  railroads  under  title  IX  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  (and  the  same  provision  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code) 
for  the  years  1936,  1937,  1938,  and  the  first  6  months  of  1939. 

On  current  pay-roU  levels  and  with  a  3-percent  rate,  the 
administration  fund  receives  some  six  million  dollars  a  year. 
The  additional  amount  transferred  or  transferable  from  the 
Federal  Treasury  is  approximately  $18,300,000. 

Now,  all  these  funds  are  permanently  and  continuously 
appropriated  and  available  to  tlie  Railroad  Retirement  Board 
under  broad  authority  to  spend  for  any  purpose  which  that 
Board  may  find  to  be  necessary  or  incidental  to  the  adminis- 
tration Of  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act.  There 
is  no  limitation  upon  the  amount  which  that  Board  can  spend 
under  this  authority.  There  is  no  requirement  that  a  budget 
be  presented  and  justified  before  experts.  All  that  is  required 
is  that  the  Board  find  that  the  expense  is  either  necessary  or 
incidental  to  the  administration  of  the  act.  No  other  Gov- 
ernment agency  has  such  broad  authority.  No  other  Govern- 
ment agency  is  authorized  and  directed  by  Congress  to  collect 
taxes  from  a  taxpayer  and  retain  10  percent  of  the  amount  so 
coUected  for  expenditure  within  its  own  discretion,  without 
the  effective  scrutiny  of  the  Budget  Bureau  and  appropriate 
committees  of  the  Congress.  Railroad  representatives  have 
characterized  this  procedure  as  furnishing  a  bank  accoimt 
with  an  original  deposit  of  over  $18,000,000  and  recurring 
annual  deposits  of  some  $6,000,000  to  the  RaUroad  Retirement 
Board  with  a  blank  check  book.  I  cannot  help  but  concur 
in  that  characterization. 

The  majority  says  this  arrangement  is  all  right,  and  it 
says  further  that  administration  of  the  act  by  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Board  has  demonstrated  that  such  provisions 
will  not  be  abused.  But  is  that  last  statement  a  fact?  The 
House  Committee  on  Appropriations  does  not  think  so,  be- 
cause, in  reporting  on  the  appropriation  bill  for  1941.  that 
committee  took  occasion  to  say: 

It  appears  to  the  committee  that  while  there  may  be  some 
extenuating  circumstances  that  would  necessitate  higher  admin- 
istrative costs  in  administering  these  payments  (unemployment 
benefits)  than  would  be  Incurred  In  administering  other  types  of 
benefit  payments,  nevertheless,  the  present  ratio  of  admlnlsua- 
tlve  costs  to  the  amount  of  benefit  payments  is  entirely  too  high 
and  steps  should  be  taken  to  bring  about  a  reduction  In  overhead 
costs. 

So  much  for  abuse  of  authority. 

I  come  now  to  the  claim  that  it  is  impracticable  to  esti- 
mate in  advance  the  requirement  for  administrative  ex- 
penses of  an  imemployment  insurance  system.  Is  that  a 
valid  claim?  Most  certainly  it  Is  not.  For  proof  of  that 
statement  I  refer  Senators  to  the  fact  that  the  Social  Se- 
curity Board,  acting  under  the  provisions  which  Congress 
placed  in  the  Social  Security  Act,  makes  annual  estimates 
of  the  administrative  expenses  for  the  51  separate  and  di- 
versified unemployment  systems  embraced  within  the  Fed- 
eral-State framework  and  secures  from  Congress  annual 
appropriations  to  meet  these  expenses.  Can  anyone  prop- 
erly say  that  it  is  impossible  to  estimate  in  advance  the  cost 
of  operating  one  single  system  in  view  of  this  record  on  51 
separate  and  distinct  systems? 

Again,  the  statement  is  made  that  not  less  than  10  percent 
of  the  pay-roll  tax  is  required  for  administrative  expenses 
of  an  unemployment  insurance  system.  What  are  the  facts 
in  this  case?  As  Chairman  Altmeyer  of  the  Social  Security 
Board  testified  before  the  House  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions, the  annual  cost  of  administering  the  51  Federal - 
State  systems  required  7.6  percent.  When  the  railroad  bill 
was  before  Congress  the  proponents  said  that  it  could  be 
administered  much  more  economically  than  the  State  sys- 
tems because  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  was  already 
doing  much  of  the  work  required  under  the  Insurance  Act, 
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to  connection  with  Its  administration  of  the  Retirement 
Act.  The  opinion  was  further  expressed  that  the  facilities 
of  employers  could  be  used  in  lieu  of  establishing  new  facil- 
ities which  would  still  further  reduce  comparable  costs.  The 
railroads  testified  that  immediately  upon  passage  of  the  bill 
they  got  in  touch  with  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  and 
offered  their  services  in  helping  to  develop  an  eflBcient.  eco- 
nomical administrative  scheme.  Under  the  plan  adopted, 
the  railroads  have  undertaken  a  major  part  of  the  claims 
work  for  which,  as  provided  under  the  act,  they  are  reim- 
bursed only  to  the  extent  of  actual,  additional,  out-of- 
pocket  costs.  Manifestly,  this  is  a  much  more  economical 
way  to  administer  the  act  than  for  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board  to  provide  its  own  force  for  talting  registrations  at 
the  thousands  of  points  at  which  there  is  railroad  employ- 
ment. Thus,  there  should  be  no  question  about  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Board  needing  less  than  the  States  for  adminis- 
tering comparable  acts,  and  as  I  have  said  before,  the  States 
spend  only  about  7.6  percent  of  their  tax  collections.    Why 

should  the  Retirement  Board  require  as  much  as  10  per- 
cent of  the  tax  collections  for  administrative  expenses? 

There  are  other  reasons  why  the  administration  fund 
Should  be  safeguarded.  The  Railroad  Retirement  Board  now 
administers  two  separate  and  distinct  acts;  one  the  Retire- 
ment and  Pension  Act.  the  other  the  Unemployment  Insur- 
ance Act.  The  functions  involved  in  administering  these 
acts  have  many  points  in  common.  The  Board  and  its  em- 
ployees render  some  service  to  both  systems  in  carrying  out 
their  routine  assignments.  This  calls  for  a  division  of  ex- 
penses. Such  a  di\ision  is  important,  because  the  expenses 
of  the  unemployment-insurance  system  are  Iwme  solely  by 
employers,  while  the  expenses  of  the  retirement  system  are 
payable  in  equal  proportions  by  employers  and  employees. 
This  latter  airangement  is  well  known  and  is  part  of  the 
agreement  which  resulted  in  the  enactment  of  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937.  Now  under  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act  the  appropriations  for  administrative  purposes  are  lim- 
ited to  the  amounts  which  may  be  justified  before  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  and  included  in  the  annual  appropriations  by 
Congress.  But  under  the  Insurance  Act  the  Board  has 
practically  an  unlimited  fund  to  draw  upon.  The  possibility 
of  using  the  insurance  system's  administrative  fund  to  make 
up  deficiencies  in  the  retirement  administrative  fund  can  be 
readily  seen. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  when  Mr.  Latimer  appeared  before  the 
House  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  obtain  his  1941  ap- 
propriation, Representative  TARVERsaid  to  him: 

Isn't  that  a  rather  unsatisfactory  system?  For  example — and  I 
am  not  indicating  you  may  desire  to  do  this — but  would  it  not  be 
possible,  if  you  did  not  have  funds  that  you  desired  for  the  en- 
forcement of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  to  employ  a  lawyer  or 
other  employee  from  this  trust  fund  for  the  administration  of 
the  Railroad  Unemploj-ment  Insurance  Act.  which  Is  eub.stantlally 
more  than  your  needs,  and  charge  one-tenth  of  him  to  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Act  and  nine-tenths  to  the  Unemployment  Insur- 
ance Act.  although  he  might  devote  a  substantially  larger  portion 
of  his  time  than  one-tenth  to  the  work  of  the  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Act?  Wouldn't  there  be  considerable  opportunity  there  for 
a  shift  of  funds,  so  that  funds  Intended  for  the  administration  of 
the  Unemployment  Insvirance  Act  could  be  used  for  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act? 

Mr.  Latimer  replied: 

I  suppose  we  could  get  by  untU  the  General  Accounting  Office 
caught  up  with  US. 

By  enacting  S.  3920,  we  shall  be  perpetuating  an  arrange- 
ment whereby,  as  Mr.  Latimer  says,  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board  could  "get  by"  until  the  General  Accounting  Office 
caught  up  with  it.  I  submit  that  this  situation  should  be 
corrected  now. 

I  also  direct  attention  to  the  fact  that  bills  are  pending 
providing  for  the  administration  by  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board  of  two  additional  actinties:  one  a  system  of  unem- 
ployment Insurance  for  maritime  workers,  and  the  other  a 
workman's  compensation  system  for  railroad  employees.  If 
either  or  both  of  these  bills  should  become  law,  there  would 
be  added  reason  for  providing  a  distinct  separation  of,  and 
specific  appropriations  for,  the  several  administrative  fimds. 

Senate  bill  3925  is  a  step  toward  correcting  this  unusual 
Situation.    It  does  not  propose  to  curtail  in  any  way  the 


legitimate  expenditure  of  the  Board,  nor  does  it  disturb  the 
percentage  of  the  tax  collections  which  will  go  in  the  first 
instance  to  the  administration  fund.  It  merely  provides  an 
authorization  for  an  annual  appropriation  for  adnrxnistrative 
expenses;  and  the  Board  would  prepare,  as  do  all  other 
Government  agencies,  a  budget  estimate,  submit  that  esti- 
mate to  the  Budget  Bureau,  and  obtain  its  appropriation 
through  the  regular  channels. 

S.  3925  further  provides  that  any  sum  in  excess  of 
$6,000,000  in  the  administrative  fund  on  June  30  of  any 
year  shall  be  immediately  transferred  to  the  benefit  fund. 
There  is  no  necessity  for  accumulating  huge  reserves  in  the 
administrative  fund,  where  they  earn  no  interest  and  are  of 
no  use  to  any  one.  They  might  well  be  turned  over  to  the 
benefit  fund.  At  least  they  would  earn  interest  while  in  that 
fund.  Some  realization  of  this  fact  is  apparently  had  by 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Board,  as  S.  3920  amends  the  present 
act  so  as  to  provide  for  transfer  of  excess  reserves  at  the 
close  of  any  year,  provided  the  Board  finds  that  there  is  a 
surplus  over  Its  needs.    If  we  are  to  Judge  the  future  by  the 

past,  we  cannot  look  forward  with  any  great  amount  of 
confidence  to  large  transfers. 

There  are  Included  in  S.  3920  other  changes  in  the  adminis- 
trative provisions  of  the  present  act  for  which  I  find  no 
justification.  These  include  sections  25  and  26,  which 
exempt  the  Board  from  certain  of  the  requirements  of  the 
Civil  Service  system;  section  27,  which  would  allow  additional 
leaves  of  absence  to  Board  employees;  and  section  11,  which 
provides  for  relief  from  liability  of  Board  employees  with 
respect  to  erroneous  pasmients,  such  relief  being  not  only 
prospective  but  retroactive.  I  shall  not  take  the  time  to  go 
into  these  matters  in  detail. 

NOW   NO  TIME  FOR  RADICAI.  EXPntlMZNTS 

It  is  my  personal  thought  that  now  is  not  the  time  to 
experiment  with  a  statute  which  has  been  in  operation  less 
than  1  year.  However,  as  both  the  railroads  and  their  em- 
ployees agree  that  some  changes  are  highly  desirable.  I  am 
willing  to  waive  my  own  thoughts  in  the  matter  and  support 
reasonable  modifications.  But  we  must  realize  that  our  rail- 
roads are  in  the  front  line  of  our  national  defense,  and  we 
should  not  completely  ignore  them  in  this  or  any  other  mat- 
ter, nor  should  we  permit  our  enthusiasm  for  social  gains 
to  allow  the  operations  of  this  system  under  most  favorable 
conditions  to  warp  our  judgment.  I  wish  to  reiterate  the 
statement  that  no  one  knows  what  the  average  cost  of  the 
benefits  under  the  present  act  or  under  either  of  the  two 
proposals  before  the  Senate  will  be.  I,  therefore,  urge  the 
Senate  to  adopt  the  views  of  the  five  minority  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  and  enact  the 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for  Senate  bill  3920, 
which  I  now  offer  as  a  substitute  for  the  bill  sponsored  by 
the  Senator  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Wagner]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  Chair). 
The  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  will  be  stated  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

The  Lecislaxive  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause,  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

That  subsection  (h)  of  section  1  of  the  Railroad  Unemployment 
Insurance  Act.  approved  June  25,  1938  (52  Stat.  1094).  as  amended 
June  20.  1939  (53  Stat.  845).  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(h)  The  term  'registration  period'  means,  with  respect  ta  any 
employee,  the  period  of  14  consecutive  calendar  days  which  begins 
with  the  first  day  for  which  such  employee  registers  in  accordance 
with  such  regulations  as  the  Board  may  prescribe,  and  thereafter 
each  period  of  14  consecutive  calendar  days  which  begins  with  th« 
first  day  for  which  he  next  registers  after  the  end  of  his  last  pre- 
ceding registration  period." 

Sec.  2.  Subsection  (J)  of  section  1  of  said  act  la  hereby  amended 
by  inserting  the  following  sentence  at  the  end  of  the  first  sentence 
thereof:  "The  term  'remuneration'  also  Includes  earned  income 
other  than  for  services  for  hire  when  in  excess  of  an  average  of  $1 
per  day  during  any  registration  period.  If  the  accrual  thereof  In 
whole  or  in  part  is  afcertainable  with  respect  to  a  particular  day  or 
particular  days." 

Sec.  3.  Subsection  (1)  of  section  1  of  said  act  Is  hereby  amended 
to  read   as  follows: 

"(I)  The  term  'base  year'  means  the  calendar  year  immed>ate.ly 
preceding  the  beginning  of  the  benefit  year." 
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4.  Subsection  (n)  of  section  1  of  said  act  Is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

"(n)  The  term  "beneflt  year"  means  the  12  months'  period  begin- 
ning July  1  of  any  year  and  ending  June  30  of  the  following  year, 
except  that  a  registration  period  beginning  In  one  benefit  year  and 
ending  m  another  shall  be  deemed  to  be  In  the  benefit  year  In  which 
tt  tseglns." 

Sbc.  5.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  2  of  said  act  Is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

"(a)  A  qualified  employee  shall  be  paid  benefits  for  each  day  of 
unemployment  In  excess  of  foiu-  during  any  registration  period 
other  than  that  prescribed  as  a  waiting  perlcxl  In  section  3  of 
this  act. 

"The  benefits  payable  to  any  such  employee  for  each  such  day 
of  unemployment  shall  be  the  amount  appearing  in  the  following 
table  In  colvunn  II  on  the  line  on  which,  in  column  I,  appears 
the  comp)ensation  range  containing  the  total  amount  of  compen- 
Hitlon  payable  to  him  with  respect  to  employment  In  his  base 
year: 

Column  n 
Column  I  Daily  benefit 

Total  compensation  rate 

•150  to  IIQG.W $1.75 

•200  to  $474.99 2.00 

M75  to  $749  99 2.25 

•750  to  $999  99 2.50 

•1.000  to  •1.299  99 8.00 

•  1.300  to  •1.599.99 3.60 

$1,600  and  over 4.00 

Sec.  6.  Subsection  (b)  of  section  3  of  said  act  Is  hereby  amended 
by  striking  out  the  first  sentence  thereof  and  substituting  therefor 
the  following:  "Within  his  benefit  year  he  has  had  a  waiting 
period  of  one  registration  period  during  which  he  had  at  least  7 
days  of  unemployment." 

Sbc.  7.  Paragraph  (Iv)  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  act 
Is  hereby  amended  by  striking  therefrom  the  term  "half  month" 
and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  the  term  "registration  period." 

Sbc  8.  Paragraph  (vi)  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said 
act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(Tl)  any  day  in  any  registration  period  comprising  the  last  14 
dasrs  of  a  period  of  28  days  with  respect  to  which  the  board  finds 
that  he  earned.  In  train  and  engine  service,  yard  service,  dining- 
car  service,  sleeping-car  service,  parlor-car  service,  or  other  Pull- 
man car  or  similar  service,  or  express  service  on  trains,  at  least 
the  equivalent  of  32  times  his  daily  benefit  rate." 

Sbc.  0.  Subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  act  is  hereby  further 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  additional 
paragraph: 

"(vll)  any  Sunday  which  Is  not  Immediately  preceded  and  Im- 
mediately followed  by  a  day  of  unemplojrment  other  than  a 
holiday;  and  any  holiday  which  is  not  immediately  preceded  and 
Immediately  followed  by  a  day  of  \inemplo3rnient  other  than  a 
Sunday  or  other  holiday." 

Sxc.  10.  Subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  8  of  said  act  are 
hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(a)  Every  employer  shall  pay  a  contribution,  with  respect  to 
having  employees  in  his  service,  equal  to  the  percentage  herein- 
after set  forth  of  so  much  of  the  compensation  as  Is  not  in  excess 
of  $300  for  any  calendar  month  payable  by  him  to  any  employee 
with  respect  to  employment  after  June  30.  1939:  Provided,  hotcever. 
That  If  compensation  Is  payable  to  an  employee  by  more  than  one 
employer  with  respect  to  any  such  calendar  month,  the  contribu- 
tions required  by  this  subsection  shall  apply  to  not  more  than  $300 
of  the  aggregate  comp>ensation  payable  to  said  employee  by  all  said 
employers  with  respect  to  such  calendar  month,  and  each,  such 
employer  shall  be  liable  for  that  proportion  of  the  contribution 
with  respect  to  such  compensation  which  the  amount  payable  by 
him  to  the  employee  with  respect  to  such  calendar  month  bears 
to  the  aggregate  compensation  payable  to  such  employee  by  all 
employers  with  respect  to  such  calendar  month — 

"(1)  with  resp^  to  employment  during  the  fiscal  year  beginning 
July  1.  1939.  and  ending  June  30.  1940.  the  rate  shall  be  3  percent; 

"(11)  with  respect  to  employment  dtirlng  any  fiscal  year  after 
June  SO.  1940.  the  rate  shall  be  that  appearing  In  the  following  table 
in  column  II  on  the  line  on  which  appears,  in  colvunn  I.  a  range 
of  amounts  within  which  falls  the  amount  of  the  assets  of  the 
raUroad  unemployment  insurance  account  as  of  June  30.  of  the 
preceding  fiscal  year:  Provided.  That  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
80,  1941,  the  rate  shall  not  t>e  less  than  2  percent: 

Column  n 
t                                                                                                              Contritni- 
Column  I  tian  rate. 

Insurance  account  assets  percent 

Less  than  $100.000.000 3 

•  100  000.000.  but  less  than  •125.000,000 2 

•  125.000.000  or  more 1 

"It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Board,  as  soon  as  practicable  after 
the  close  of  each  fiscal  year,  to  make  a  determination  of  the  amount 
of  the  assets  of  the  account  as  of  June  30  of  said  year  and  give 
notice  thereof,  and  of  the  resulting  contribution  rate  for  the  ensuing 
year,  to  all  employers  and  employee  representatives  subject  to  this 
act.  In  making  such  determination,  the  Board  shall  include  as 
assets  of  the  account,  in  addition  to  all  amounts  credited  thereto, 
all  amounts  transferable  to  that  account  under  the  provisions  of 
tecUouB  13  and  14  of  this  act,  and  shall  make  reasonable  estimates 


of  the  amounts  so  transferable  If  the  exact  amounts  thereof  have 
not  been  agreed  to  in  accordance  with  the  provision  of  said  sections. 

"(b)  Each  employee  representative  shall  pay.  with  respect  to  his 
Income,  a  contribution  equal  to  the  percentage  prescribed  In  sub- 
section (a)  of  this  section  of  so  much  of  the  compensation  of  such 
employee  representative  as  Is  not  in  excess  of  SSOO  for  any  calendar 
month,  paid  to  him  for  services  performed  as  an  employee  repre- 
sentative after  Jime  30.  1939.  The  compensation  of  an  employee 
representative  and  the  contribution  with  respect  thereto  shall  be 
determined  in  the  same  manner  and  with  the  same  effect  as  if  the 
employee  organization  by  which  such  employee  representative  Is 
employed  were  an  employer  as  defined  in  this  act." 

Sec.  11.  Subsection  (c)  of  section  11  of  said  act  is  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  the  clause  at  the  beginning  thereof 
reading — 

"Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  all  monejrs  at  f.nj 
time  credited  to  the  fund  are  hereby  permanently  appropriated 
to  the  Board  to  be  continuously  available  to  the  Board  without 
further  appropriation  for  any  expenses  necessary  or  incidental  to 
administering  this  act."   and  substituting   therefor   the   following: 

"There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  frcm  the  ftmd 
su<^  amounts  as  may  be  required  to  meet  all  expenses  necessary 
or  Incidental  to  administering  this  act." 

Sec.  12.  Subsection  (d)  of  section  11  of  said  act  ts  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(d)  So  much  of  the  balance  in  the  fund  as  of  June  30  of 
each  year  as  Is  In  excess  of  •e.OOO.OOO  shall  as  of  such  date  be 
transferred  from  the  fund  and  credited  to  the  account." 

Sbc.  13.  The  provisions  of  this  act  (except  section  11)  shall  take 
effect  on  July  1,  1940,  except  that  a  half  month  which  Is  begun 
prior  to  such  date  in  accordance  with  the  act  of  which  this  act 
is  amendatory,  and  regulations  made  thereunder,  and  which  in- 
cludes such  date,  shall  continue  and  benefits  with  respect  thereto 
shall  be  computed  and  paid  in  the  same  manner  and  with  the  same 
effect  as  if  this  act  had  not  been  enacted,  and  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  become  operative  with  respect  to  any  employee  having 
any  such  half  month  only  upon  the  termination  of  such  hall 
month.  The  provisions  of  section  11  of  this  act  shall  take  effect  on 
July  1,  1941. 

DOMESTIC  STTGAR  INDtTSTRT 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  at  this  time,  when 
we  are  devoting  our  attention  to  building  up  our  country's 
defense,  it  seems  to  me  It  would  be  well  for  us  to  consider 
the  commodity  resources  which  we  should  need  in  the  event 
of  war.  In  this  connection  I  am  thinking  particularly  of  the 
domestic  sugar  industry. 

During  the  last  war  we  relied  upon  foreign  producers  for  a 
major  portion  of  our  sugar.  Everyone  who  remembers  the 
Government's  efforts  to  ration  sugar  knows  the  importance 
to  us  of  our  sugar  supply.  Following  the  war,  when  we  were 
still  relying  upon  foreign  production,  the  price  of  sugar  sky- 
rocketed to  26  cents  a  pound  and  we  were  powerless  to  do 
anything  about  it. 

Today  the  nations  of  Europe  are  again  at  war;  and,  re- 
membering our  experience  20  years  ago,  we  should  immedi- 
ately take  steps  to  insure  our  sugar  supply.  Prom  the  point 
of  view  of  national  defense,  every  commodity  for  which  we 
are  dependent  upon  foreign  producers  makes  us  increasingly 
vulnerable  in  time  of  war.  It  Is  to  our  national  interest 
today,  more  than  ever  before,  to  produce  in  the  United  States 
as  much  as  possible  of  every  commodity  we  need. 

However,  this  administration  has  followed  a  policy  which 
has  tended  to  discourage  the  domestic  sugar  industry  in  every 
possible  way.  It  is  only  because  of  the  opposition  of  Congress 
that  Secretary  Wallace  and  his  theorists  In  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  have  not  completely  destroyed  the  western 
sugar-beet  industry. 

Let  me  recite  some  recent  history.  Prior  to  1934  the  United 
States  had  a  tariff  on  Cuban  sugar  of  2  cents  a  pound.  How- 
ever, in  June  1934  this  tariff  was  reduced  to  1.5  cents  a  pound 
by  the  President  under  the  authority  of  the  flexible  provision 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930 — a  provision  which  Secretary  Hull, 
as  a  Member  of  Congress  from  Tennessee,  had  branded 
dangerous  and  unconstitutional 

Three  months  later  the  tariff  on  Cuban  sugar  was  reduced 
to  0.9  cent  a  pound,  under  the  authority  of  the  Trade  Agree- 
ments Act,  which  went  far  beyond  the  flexible  provision 
which  Secretary  Hull  had  condemned.  Last  year  the  State 
Department  was  considering  a  further  reduction  to  0.75  cent 
a  pound.  Legislation  accompanying  this  tariff  reduction 
from  2  cents  to  0.9  cent  a  pound  provided  for  subsidies  and 
production  control  of  the  domestic  industry. 

The  present  pwlicy,  in  the  main.  ^  an  extension  of  the 
program  which  began  with  the  Jones-CosUgan  Act  of  1934, 


declared  unconstitutional  in  1936.  The  Sugar  Act  now  in 
effect  allots  15.41  percent  of  the  American  market  to  the 
Philippines,  28.6  percent  to  Cuba,  and  0.4  percent  to  other 
foreign  countries.  The  remaining  55.59  percent  is  divided 
among  the  continental  cane-  and  beet-sugar  areas,  as  well  as 
the  offshore  areas  of  Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin 
Islands.  The  sugar  industry  on  the  American  Continent  is 
permitted  to  supply  less  than  30  percent  of  the  American 
market,  and  the  western  beet-sugar  area  is  limited  to  23.19 
percent. 

A  processing  tax  of  50  cents  a  hundred  pounds  is  levied  on 
sugar,  and  benefit  payments,  which  amount  to  considerably 
less  than  the  amoimt  of  the  taxes  collected,  are  paid  to  cane 
and  beet  growers,  who  are  rigidly  limited  in  the  number  of 
acres  they  may  devote  to  these  crops. 

The  administration  has  left  little  doubt  as  to  Its  intention 
In  setting  up  this  sugar  program.  The  President,  in  his 
message  to  Congress  on  sugar  in  1934,  strongly  questioned  the 
value  of  domestic  sugar  production,  and  intimated  that  it 
might  ultimately  be  abandoned.  Secretary  Wallace  quite 
bluntly  stated  the  views  of  the  administration  in  his  testi- 
mony before  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  in  1934, 
when  he  said: 

The  sugar-beet  Industry,  as  measxired  from  the  standpoint  of 
free  world  competition,  is  inefflclexit. 

What  Secretary  Wallace  meant  when  he  said  that  the 
domestic  sugar  industry  is  ineflBcient  we  shall  try  to  see  a 
little  later.  Other  representatives  from  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  came  before  the  Senate  and  House  committees 
to  present  the  view  that  the  American  sugar  industry  is  en- 
titled to  less  consideration  than  foreign  countries  from  whom 
we  import  sugar. 

Senator  Borah  in  1934  summarized  the  administration's 
attitude  toward  the  American  sugar  industry  accurately  and 
tersely  in  a  single  paragraph,  which  I  will  read: 

Some  time  ago  we  had  before  us  legislation  with  reference  to 
sugar,  a  matter  of  very  great  concern  to  the  people  of  my  State. 
There  is  not  a  Senator  here  who  knows  the  facts  about  that  mat- 
ter who  does  not  know  that  had  the  administrative  authorities 
had  their  way  the  sugar  industry  In  the  West  would  have  been 
doomed.  It  was  so  declared  in  plain  lang:uage.  It  was  thought 
to  t)e  an  inefficient  Industry:  but  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  there 
were  a  Senate  and  a  House  where  the  voices  of  the  respective  Mem- 
bers counted,  the  program  was  so  changed  as  at  least  to  give  the 

sugar  producers  a  chance  for  existence.  Men  representing  the 
Government  appeared  before  the  committees  of  Congress  and  coolly, 
rather  Indifferently,  and  with  that  solemn  assurance  so  character- 
istic of  a  man  learned  In  theory  but  illiterate  In  wisdom,  declared 
that  the  sugar  Industry  must  be  permitted  to  die:  that  it  was  not 
efficient  and  could  not  exist  without  doing  violence  to  the  in- 
tegrity of  that  economic  world  which  never  existed,  and  never  will 
exist,  except  in  the  fertile  fancy  of  some  restless  dreamer.  No 
thought  was  given  to  the  thousands  of  farmers  who  had  spent  a 
lifetime  almost  in  making  the  Industry  a  success  and  whose  very 
success  gave  the  lie  to  theory.  No  thought  was  given  to  what 
was  to  become  of  these  bankrupt  farmers  after  the  theorists  got 
through  with  them.  Had  the  power  been  given  or  had  the  power 
existed,  this  industry  would  have  been  destroyed  by  these  theorists. 

Mr.  President,  the  sugar  program  was  modified  to  give  the 
sugar  grower  in  the  United  States  a  chance  for  existence  if  the 
industry  did  not  attempt  to  expand,  but  nevertheless,  the  law 
has  been  administered  by  Secretary  Wallace  and  his  eusso- 
ciat<?s  to  give  as  little  advantage  as  possible  to  American 
growers.  Quotas  have  been  adjusted  to  permit  the  price  to 
fall  below  what  it  had  been  in  1934,  although  even  the  admin- 
istration's theorists  admitted  that  in  1934  it  did  not  give  the 
farmer  a  lair  return. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  table  showing  the  average  prices  of 
sugar  from  1928  through  1939. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  table  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Tablx  1. — Average  prices  of  sugar,  1938  through   1939 — cents  per 

pound 
1W8-- 6. 9 


1929 

1930-._.. 

1931 

1933- 


6.4 
6.1 
5.6 
6.0 


Tablz  1. — Average  prices  of  sugar,   1938   through   1939 — cents  per 

pou  nd — Continued 

1933 5.3 

1934 ._ _ „ 5.  5 

1935 6.  7 

1936 5.6 

1937 6.  6 

1938 . 5.3 

1939 5.4 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Not  only  the  sugar  grower  but 
every  American  taxpayer  has  been  injured  by  the  administra- 
tion's sugar  policy.  The  administration,  in  its  zeal  to  help 
foreign  sugar  producers,  has  deprived  our  own  Treasury  of 
a  substantial  amount  of  revenue.  L.  J.  Taber,  master  of  the 
National  Grange,  established  this  point  rather  well  when  he 
testified  before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  recently  during 
the  course  of  the  hearings  on  the  Trade  Agreements  Act : 

Since  1934  we  have  reduced  the  duty  on  imports  of  sugar  from 
Cuba  from  2  to  0.9  cent  per  pound.  Between  September  3,  1934, 
and  December  31,  1939.  the  Treasury  sustained  a  loss  of  revenue  In 
this  connection  amounting  to  •133.924.000.  In  the  meantime,  the 
retail  price  of  sugar  to  the  consumer  has  not  been  reduced  to  the 
extent  of  a  single  mill.  The  chief  beneficiaries  have  been  some  of 
the  biggest  banks  of  Wall  Street,  which  own  the  major  portion  of 
the  Cuban  sugar  industry. 

The  sugar  program  has  not  helped  either  the  grower  or  the 
consumer.  The  administration  justifies  itself  in  another  way, 
however,  by  pointing  out  the  benefits  that  will  result  from 
an  increase  in  our  trade  with  Cuba.  A  i>amphlet  published 
by  the  Sugar  Division  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  points 
out  that  between  1933  and  1938  Cuba's  purchases  from  us 
rose  from  $22,674,000  to  $75,152,000.  or  more  than  230  percent. 

The  inference  is  that  this  increase  in  sales  of  American 
goods  to  Cuba  was  caused  by  our  reducing  the  tariff  on  Cuban 
sugar,  rather  than  what  seems  a  far  more  probable  cause, 
the  general  economic  recovery  since  1933.  The  pamphlet 
neglects  to  point  out,  however,  that  Cuba  always  has  and 
probably  always  will  buy  far  less  from  us  than  we  buy  from 
her.  During  the  past  3  years,  for  every  dollar  sp)ent  in  buy- 
ing Cuban  products  only  65  cents  has  returned  to  the  United 
States  to  buy  American  goods. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  table  I  have  received  from  the 
Tariff  Commission  showing  Cuba's  trade  with  the  United 
States  during  the  years  from  1925  through  1939.  It  shows 
conclusively  that  Cuban  trade  costs  more  than  It  Is  worth. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  table  referred  to  Is  as  follows: 

Table  2. — Summary  of  Cuba's  trade  with  the  United  States 


Cuba's  trade  with  the  United  SUtfS' 

Calendar  year 

Imports  of 

Amorlran 

goods  hy 

Cuba 

Expwts  of 

Cuban 

Rood!!  to 

the  I'nitcd 

SUtes 

Exor«of 
exiiorls 

Ratio  of 
importi 
to  ex- 
ports' 

1925 

1936           . 

I1S9.  400.000 
l«2.,'iOli.UK) 
159.MXI.0UU 

f2fi4,  700,  000 
243.  aw.  000 
2j(>.9UU.UU0 

rv  son.  000 

so,  7«).  000 
U7.  lUU.  000 

Percent 
72 

87 

ia27             

«3 

Average ....... 

170, 600. 000 

255,000,000 

84.400.000 

67 

1928            

129.400.000 

127.100,000 

91.9a».000 

203.600.000 

2l>».5«l.a)0 
116,700.000 

74,200.000 

82.400.000 
24. 1»(K).  000 

M 

1929 

61 

1930 

79 

Average 

116,100.000 

176,600.000 

60.500,000 

« 

1931               

4.1. 900.  000  1      80. 300. 000 

43.400.000 
30.300.000 
34,501,000 

S3 

1932                                      . . 

27.  7«J0.  or» 
22.700,000 

57.9011,000 
57,200,000 

48 

iaj3 

40 

ATerage        ... 

32,100,000 

«8vlOQ,000 

36,ooaooo 

47 

1934    

41,200.000 
66.  T(0. 000 
e6,5UU,UU0 

81.  400. 000 
101.  900.  orjo 
122,3(JU.auO 

40.200.000 
4«.  2»«).  <WJ 
55,8001000 

51 

was              

&S 

1936                    

64 

Averece 

64.500,000       101,  MO, 000  {      47,300,000 

61 

■  Including  Puerto  Rioo  and  Hawaii,  which  an  separately  cUsaifled  in  Cubao 
statist  ira. 
'  i'«roentages  calculated  befcire  figures  were  reduced  to  mi  11  mm 
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Tablk  2. — Summary  of  Cuba's  trade  u?ith  the  United  States — Coo. 


i 

Cuba' 

3  L'aJu  with  the  Uaiu-d  StAtci 

Calendar  year 

In;  ports  of 

Amtrk-HD 

p<v>-!s  by 

Cuba 

Exports  of 
t  uhan 

Itt'O'h  to 
th<-  Tuited 

Excess  of 
exports 

Ratio  of 

imports 
toex- 
porta 

NB7....             

1888 

ISSO 

t88.  900. 000 
7\.  3)0.  000 
7».  400. 000 

Jim.  800.  000 
lUti.  000,  OW) 
111.6UU.UU0 

Wl.  700.  000 
33,4(JU.«» 
33.  200.  'JOO 

PercnU 
M 
68 
70 

Averaca 

80,»0,000 

123,000,000 

42.800,000 

« 

The  figures  have  not  heen  adiii5te<l  for  reimports  and  rMxporta  as  .«uch.  trenerally 
eom  para  lively  small.  The  Oeure*  for  import-!  from  the  I'nitjvl  States  inrlmle  holh 
preferential  and  nonprefereDti^U  imports,  the  fornier  representinz  exports  uf  United 
Btatas  (lomesiic  products  to  Cuha,  the  latter,  exports  from  the  L  uit«<J  Staler  to  Cuba 
of  finr«iini  merchandiM  or  transshippwl  gi>od:J. 

8our«e:  Comercio  Rxterior  de  Cuha,  I925-3S.  Figures  for  1SS9  based  oa  data 
pabltMhed  in  the  Cuban  ofnrjal  murtte. 

KiKures  furnished  by  L'nited  States  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Yet.  the  administration  leaders, 
including  the  President,  continue  to  point  out  the  awful  eco- 
nomic consequences  of  letting  American  sugar  producers  sup- 
ply the  American  market.  It  wsis  Mr.  Wallace,  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  who  carried  this  argument  to  its  flneil  ab- 
surdity. In  1934,  he  appeared  before  the  House  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  to  testify  in  behalf  of  reciprocal  trade- 
agreement  legislation.    At  that  time  he  said: 

We  wUl  have  more  net  material  welfare  If  we  produce  things  we 
can  produce  efBclently  and  exchange  them  for  goods  produced  more 
efDclently  elsewhere;  we  can  produce  lard  cheaf>cr  today  than  it  can 
be  produced  In  (Aiba — Cuba  has  an  outrageous  tariff  on  lard.  Why 
not  send  Cuba  our  lard  and  take  from  her  sugar? 

In  other  words.  Secretary  Wallace  believed  that  by  selling 
lard  to  some  4.000.000  Cubans  the  American  farmer  can  be 
adequately  compensated  for  the  large  portion  of  the  American 
sugar  market  of  130.000.000  Americans  which  the  administra- 
tion has  denied  him. 

It  has  not  worked  out  that  way.  In  1938,  the  value  of  our 
purchases  of  Cuban  sugar  was  $76,828,000.  Our  sales  of  lard 
to  Cuba  amounted  to  only  $3,976,000. 

Mr.  President,  since  this  example  of  how  the  sugar  program 
►  was  expected  to  benefit  the  American  f  aimer  was  proposed  in 
all  seriousness  by  the  man  who  has  been  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture for  nearly  8  years.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  jx)int,  in  parallel  columns,  the 
value  of  our  sugar  purchases  from  Cuba,  and  the  value  of  our 
lard  sales  to  Cuba,  from  1933  through  1938. 

I  think  anyone  can  judge  for  himself  after  a  single  glance 
at  this  table  what  kind  of  a  deal  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
_  gave  the  American  farmer  when  he  traded  the  American 
sugar  market  for  the  Cuban  lard  market. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  order 
is  made. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Tablx  3. — Comparison  of  sugar  imports  from  Cuba  unth  lard  exports 

to  Cuba 

PVahies  in  thousands  of  dollars) 


Ym 

Imi>orts  of 

supar  from 

Cuba 

Exports  of 

lar<l  to 
Cuba 

1933 

37.028 
55.215 

8(\450 

gr^4M 
100.  mt 

7e.t£S 

81S 

H04 

lau .'. 

1.7M 
S.O.Tfl 
3.579 
4.871 
'3.978 

19SH 

1S37 . 

igsii  • 

J^ 


'  Preliminary  data. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  It  is  unfortunate  that  both  the 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  still  feel  that  the 
farmer  received  a  bargain  when  they  traded  $76,000,000  of 
his  sugar  market  for  a  $4,000,000  lard  market.  I  believe 
farmers,  however,  are  beginning  to  realize  that  they  have 
been  "sold  down  the  river." 


Actually,  if  we  received  dollar  for  dollar  benefits  from  our 
purchases  from  Cuba,  we  would  be  doing  ourselves  irreparable 
damage,  perhaps,  by  curtailing  our  own  industry.  To  the  ex- 
tent that  we  rely  upon  foreign  producers  for  necessities  that 
can  as  well  be  produced  in  the  United  States,  we  are  unneces- 
sarily placing  ourselves  at  the  mercy  of  an  international  sit- 
uation that  war  and  international  crises  make  more  uncertain 
every  day. 

But  we  do  not  receive  dollar  for  dollar  benefits  from  our 
sugar  purchases  from  Cuba,  and  when  we  have  dismissed  all 
the  other  reasons  given  by  the  administration  for  importing 
more  sugar  from  Cuba  than  all  the  western  States  are  per- 
mitted to  produce  and  sell,  we  return  to  Secretary  Wallace's 
statement  that: 

The  sugar-beet  industry,  as  measured  from  the  standpoint  of 
free-worid  competition.  Is  inefficient. 

"InefBcient"  means  only  one  thing.  It  cost  more — prob- 
ably about  2  cents  more — per  pound  to  produce  sugar  in 
Idaho  or  In  Utah  than  it  does  to  produce  it  In  Cuba.  The 
great  "liberal"  Secretary  of  Agriculture  forgets  to  mention, 
however,  that  in  Idaho  workers  are  paid  from  35  to  50  cents 
an  hour,  while  in  Cuba  labor  can  be  hired  for  as  little  as  10 
cents  a  day.  Under  the  same  reasoning.  Secretary  Wallace 
and  his  associates  in  the  administration  might  just  as  reason- 
ably decide  that  because  wool,  or  cattle,  or  beans,  or  sewing 
machines  can  be  produced  more  cheaply  abroad,  the  tariff 
should  be  removed,  and  the  American  producers,  and  Amer- 
ican workmen  abandoned  to  their  foreign  competitors.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  is  a  great  deal  of  evidence  that  their 
thinking  runs  along  precisely  that  line. 

Although  President  Roosevelt  was  elected  in  1932  on  the 
promise  that  farm  tariffs  would  not  be  lowered,  his  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  has  never  subscribed  to  that  view.  In 
1934  he  publislied  a  book  entitled  "America  Must  Choose."  in 
which  he  discussed  the  New  Deal  plans  for  agriculture  and 
industry.    In  that  book  Mr.  Wallace  said: 


This  win  involve  a  radio:*!  reduction  in  tariffs  that  might 
rlously  hurt  certain  Industries  and  a  few  kinds  of  agricultural  busi- 
nesses, such  as  sugar-beet  growing  and  flax  growing.  It  might  also 
cause  pain  for  a  while  to  wool  growers  and  to  farmers  who  supply 
material  for  various  edible  oils.  I  think  we  ought  to  face  that 
fact. 

In  his  book  Secretary  Wallace  further  said: 

Now.  if  we  are  going  to  lower  tariffs  radically  there  may  have  to 
be  definite  planning  whpreby  certain  Industries  cr  businesses  will 
have  to  be  retired  The  Government  might  have  to  help  furnlati 
moans  for  the  orderly  retirement  of  such  business,  and  even  select 
those  which  arc  thus  to  be  retired. 

• 

In  Russia,  where  the  Government  is  less  thoughtful,  enter- 
prises are  occasionally  liquidated.  Here,  because  the  Presi- 
dent has  announced  himself  as  a  great  humanitarian,  busi- 
nesses will  merely  be  retired,  but  the  result  will  be  the  same. 
Farmers  and  laborers  whose  livelihood  comes  from  the  re- 
tired industries  can  look  elsewhere  for  a  living  or  go  hungry, 
and  even  if  every  Cuban  goes  on  a  diet  consisting  solely  of 
lard,  the  farmer  will  not  be  repaid  for  the  loss  of  his  market. 

The  latest  inspiration  from  the  White  House  is  some  mys- 
terious creation  the  President  calls  a  "hemisphere  cartel." 
No  one  in  this  coimtry  has  been  told  much  about  it,  except 
that  it  will  cost  the  United  States  billions  of  dollars.  Prom 
the  Havana  Conference,  however,  a  few  suggestions  have 
leaked  out  which  indicate  that  the  greater  share  of  the  cost 
will  be  borne,  not  by  the  Federal  Treasury-,  but  by  the  Amer- 
ican farmer.  In  the  New  York  Times  of  July  25  was  a 
dispatch  from  Havana  which  said  that  delegates  there  were 
urging— I  trust  the  Senate  will  appreciate  the  significance 
of  this  statement — 

"A  heroic  solution,  really  fair  and  efBcaclous"  by  which  the 
Washington  Government  would  appraise  all  the  beet-sugar  fac- 
tories in  the  United  States,  buying  them  out  and  removing  them 
from  the  field. 

Remember,  that  comes  from  the  Havana  Conference. 

Prestmiably.  the  "heroic  sacrifice"  would  be  left  to  the 
farmers  and  workers  dependent  upon  raising  sugar  beets,  who 
would  be  left  with  only  the  alternatives  of  finding  jobs  on 
the  W.  P.  A.  or  joining  the  Army. 
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Time  magazine  also  rather  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag  In  Ita 
issue  of  July  8,  in  which  it  suggested: 

Hence.  If  the  New  Deal  Is  serious  about  Its  hemisphere-cartel 
scheme.  It  may  be  forced  to  revive  a  silll  more  radical  scheme  in 
the  beet  country.  The  scheme:  The  United  States  to  get  an  inde- 
pendent valuation  on  the  beet  producers,  buy  their  owners  out. 

The  word  from  Havana  indicates  that  the  President's  plan 
will  not  go  through  at  this  time.  It  will  wait  until  after  elec- 
tion: but  meanwhile  American  farmers  have  been  given  a 
suggestion  of  what  awaits  them  if  President  Roosevelt  and 
Secretarj'  Wallace  are  directing  our  affairs  after  next  January. 
South  American  countries,  you  know,  can  produce  a  great 
many  things,  including  cattle,  beans,  wheat,  and  wool,  cheaper 
than  they  can  be  produced  here,  and  there  is  no  limit  to  which 
the  retiring  of  American  business  and  agriculture  can  go. 

Frequently  we  hear  the  assertion  made  that  the  subsidy 
received  by  sugar-beet  and  sugarcane  growers  in  the  United 
States  is  proof  of  the  domestic  industry's  inefficiency.  Actu- 
ally, the  amount  of  the  subsidy  is  less  than  the  amount  of 
the  taxes  collected.  During  1939  sugar  taxes  in  the  amoimt 
of  over  $73,000,000  were  collected  and  payments  amounted 
to  only  $51,000,000. 

When  the  domestic  sugar  industry  can  show  a  profit  to  the 
Federal  Treasury  of  over  $20,000,000,  and  sugar  prices  to  the 
consumer  are  lower  than  at  any  time  since  1932.  it  hardly 
deserves  to  be  classified  as  inefficient.  Secretary  Wallace 
during  nearly  8  years  has  been  unable  to  persuade  the  farmers 
of  my  section  that  the  industry  producing  one  of  their  most 
profitable  crops  Is  inefficient,  and  I  very  much  doubt  that  they 
will  agree  with  the  President  that  Secretary  Wallace's  views 
entitle  him  to  promotion  to  the  second  most  important  post  in 
the  Federal  GJovernment. 

There  have  been  attempts  before  to  cripple  the  domestic 
sugar  industry.  There  has  never  been  so  brazen  an  attempt, 
however,  to  persuade  the  American  people  that  destruction  of 
the  American  sugar  industry  is  a  great  liberal  reform,  de- 
signed to  help  the  farmer  whose  livelihood  is  being  destroyed. 
The  anxiety  for  the  welfare  of  the  Cuban  sugar  industry 
arises  almost  entirely  from  the  fact  that  a  major  portion  of 
the  Cuban  sugar  crop  is  owned  by  international  bankers  in 
New  York. 

The  methods  used  bjr  the  international  bankers  to  reduce 
the  tariff  on  sugar  and  destroy  the  domestic  industry  have 
been  unscrupulotis  in  the  extreme.  They  have  been  moti- 
vated by  the  great  humanitarian  desire  to  profit  from  labor 
which  is  paid  10  cents  a  day.  and  at  the  expense  of  honest, 
hard-work: ne.  American  farmers  who  for  a  number  of  years 
have  been  fighting  a  losing  struggle  to  maintain  a  decent 
standard  of  living. 

In  1930  a  Senate  committee  investigating  lobbying  con- 
demned lobbyists  of  the  international  bankers  for  their  effort 
to  stir  up  hostility  to  the  United  States  in  Latin  American 
countries  upon  the  assumption  that  it,  by  its  tariff  policy,  was 
mistreating  Cuba.  The  report  goes  on  to  say  that  the  attempt 
was  "to  no  small  extent  successful." 

So  we  find  that  international  bankers  are  perhaps  the 
strongest  backers  of  the  administration's  so-called  good- 
neighbor  policy — the  policy  which  requires  us  to  keep  the 
good  will  of  other  countries  by  giving  them  the  American 
market  at  the  expense  of  the  American  farmer. 

I  venture  to  say  that  not  $1  of  the  dividends  that  have  been 
paid  or  will  be  paid  on  Cuban  sugar  investments  will  benefit 
the  people  of  the  West — the  people  whose  industry  is  being 
sacrificed  to  make  dividends  possible.  At  the  present  time 
American  farmers  are  being  sacrificed  to  the  interests  of 
capitalists  who  invested  in  Cuba  with  the  full  expectation  of 
profiting  from  half-starved  labor. 

;  Moreover,  the  Sugar  Act  has  not  been  administered  so  as 
to  secure  for  American  sugar  producers  the  small  benefits  it 
is  supposed  to  give  them.  Quotas  have  been  consistently 
adjusted  to  depress  the  price  of  sugar. 

Because  of  the  fear  of  rising  sugar  prices  due  to  war  con- 
ditions, the  quotas  were  suspended  on  September  11  of  last 
year,  and  automatically  the  Cuban  sugar  tariff  was  increased 
from  0.9  cent  to  1.5  cents  per  poimd — still  half  a  cent  lower 
than  it  had  been  before  1934.    The  tariff  was  again  reduced 


to  0.9  cent  on  December  27.  4  days  before  the  1940  quota 
went  into  effect  on  January  1  of  this  year.  During  this 
4-day  period  the  tariff  remained  at  0.9  cent  per  pound,  and 
no  quota  provisions  whatever  protected  the  American  mar- 
ket. During  that  time  284.000  short  tons  of  Cuban  sugar, 
valued  at  $11,000,000.  which  had  been  stored  in  bond  in  this 
country,  were  admitted.  This  amounted  to  over  15  percent 
of  the  entire  year's  imports;  and  during  the  4  days  $3,500,000 
was  lost  to  the  Federal  Treasiu^y  because  of  the  reduced 
tariff. 

During  the  present  session  of  Congress  Representatives 
from  the  sugar-producing  States  were  hopeful  of  securing  at 
least  amendments  to  the  present  law  which  would  result  in 
a  fair  deal  for  the  American  sugar  producers.  A  bill  drawn 
by  Representative  Cummincs.  of  Colorado,  was  Introduced, 
designed  to  improve  the  condition  of  sugar  growers  without 
injury  to  the  consumers.  It  would  have  given  the  American 
farmer  a  larger  share  of  the  American  market. 

Hearings  were  held  in  the  House  committee  for  3  days. 
There  was  virtual  agreement  on  t)io  provisions  which  would 
help  the  Americto  grower.  Then  a  letter  came  from  the 
President  which  informed  us  that  "no  sugar  legifilatioi  is 
necessarily  required  at  this  session  of  Congress,  although  it 
might  be  advisable  to  extend  the  life  of  the  Sugar  Act  of 
1937."  That  all  but  ended  hope  of  securing  justice  for 
American  sugar  farmers  at  this  session. 

Because  of  the  administration's  hostility  to  the  sugar 
industry,  farmers  have  faced  the  growing  season  not  know- 
ing how  much  they  will  be  permitted  to  grow,  nor  tmder 
what  conditions  they  will  be  permitted  to  raise  their  crop. 

These  decisions  are  made  largely  by  the  Sugar  Division  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  here  in  Washington,  which  Is 
administered  by  a  statistician  from  New  York,  and  which.  I 
understand,  contains  not  one  farmer  in  the  Washington 
office. 

The  administration  has  left  us  with  the  choice  of  extend- 
ing the  present  law,  which  has  left  prices  too  low.  and  which 
gives  foreign  producers  more  of  the  American  market  than 
it  gives  the  entire  western  United  States,  or  of  letting  the 
present  law  expire,  which  would  leave  us  with  a  reduced 
tariff  and  no  quota  restrictions  whatever.  This  would  place 
the  domestic-sugar  producer  at  the  mercy  of  foreign  imports 
without  the  tariff  protection  necessary  to  preserve  our  insti- 
tutions and  to  protect  American  labor. 

At  the  present  time  there  are  countless  thousands  of  acres 
In  the  West  on  which  crops  of  which  we  have  a  surplus  are 
being  raised.  If  the  Government  would  permit  them  to  do 
so.  farmers  could  turn  many  of  these  acres  to  the  profitable 
raising  of  sugar  beets  and  thus  an  important  step  would  be 
taken  toward  solving  the  entire  farm  problem. 

We  owe  It  not  only  to  the  sugar  farmers  but  to  the  entire 
Nation  to  take  steps  at  this  time  that  will  secure  an  adequate 
sugar  supply,  regardle.ss  of  international  developments. 
Events  of  the  last  war  should  have  taught  us  that. 

It  is  no  longer  only  the  interests  of  the  domestic  producer 
that  are  at  stake,  but  the  welfare  of  the  entire  country.  Now 
is  the  time  to  abandon  the  policy  of  Secretary  Wallace  and 
his  theorists,  and  start  the  development  of  a  sugar  Industry 
capable  of  supplying  our  needs. 

AMENDMENT   OF   RAILROAD   UNEMPLOYMENT   INSURANCE   ACT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  <S.  3920) 
to  amend  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act,  ap- 
proved June  25,  1938,  as  amended  June  20.  1939.  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  WHITE.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Schwartz  In  the  chair). 
The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Adams 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Bankbead 

Barbour 

Barkley 

Bilbo 

Boo* 


Bridges 

Clark.  Idaho 

Ollletta 

Burke 

Clark.  Mo. 

Green 

Byrd 

Danaher 

Ourney 

Byrnes 

Davis 

Hale 

Capper 

Donahey 

Harrison 

Caraway 

Ellender 

Hayden 

Chandler 

Gerry 

Hoi  man 

Chaves 

GlbK>n 

Holt 
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Jchnaon,  Calif. 

Lee 

Lucas 

Lundc«n 

McKeUar 

McNary 

Maloney 

MeMI 


Schwartz 

Vandenberg 

Scbwelienl>acli 

Van  Nuys 

Smathers 

Wagner 

Taft 

Wheeler 

Thomas.  Idaho 

White 

Tobty 

Wiley 

Townsend 

Tydlngs 

- 

MHler 

Neely 

Norrls 

Nye 

Overton 

Pittman 

Reed 

Reynolds 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Six|i>-two  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  GurneyI. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  if  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  should  be  adopted,  it 
would  mean  simply  that  we  would  be  giving  the  railroads  a 
yearly  benefit  of  at  least  of  $20.000,000— perhaps  as  much  as 
$40,000,000 — which  would  be  taken  away  from  the  workers, 
whereas  the  workers,  even  under  the  amendment,  would  re- 
ceive very  inadequate  benefit  increases  not  exceeding  $4,000,- 
000  in  a  year  like  the  present.  Of  course,  this  proposal  would 
also  reduce  the  contribution  into  the  reserve  fund.  We  should 
be  careful  not  to  threaten  that  fund,  because  there  may  be 
years  when  employment  may  not  be  as  high  as  it  is  now. 

The  bill  which  I  am  sponsoring,  as  I  have  said,  is  supported 
not  only  by  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  but  by  all  of  the 
labor  organizations  which  are  interested  in  this  matter.  Un- 
der that  bill  the  workers  would  be  given  about  $12,000,000 
Increase  in  benefit  jjajrments  in  years  like  the  present  one,  and 
an  additional  sum  would  be  held  in  reserve.  Adoption  of  the 
substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
GuKNXY)  would  put  the  railroads  in  a  class  by  themselves, 
treating  them  much  more  favorably  than  any  other  industry 
In  the  country,  because  we  would  be  bringing  their  tax  down 
to  2  and  ultimately  1  percent,  whereas  every  other  industry 
In  the  country  pays  3  percent.  And  we  would  continue  the 
pasnnent  of  inadequate  benefits  to  railroad  workers.  These 
benefits  are  pitifully  low  at  the  present  time,  and  I  am  trying 
to  bring  them  up  to  at  least  the  amounts  which  are  being 
paid  to  workers  in  the  industries  which  are  insured  under  the 
better  systems.  I  think  it  would  be  exceedingly  unjust  to  the 
workers  on  the  railroads  if  the  substitute  should  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  there  is  one  pleasant  thing 
about  this  controversy — that  is.  that  we  stand  on  common 
ground  with  respect  to  the  principle  of  unemployment  insiu:- 
ance.  Those  who  favor  the  bill  as  presented  by  the  distin- 
guished Senator  from  New  York,  and  those  who  favor  the 
substitute  proposed  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Dakota,  are  all  undertaking  to  write  into  law  an  improve- 
ment on  the  scheme  of  unemploj-ment  insurance. 

There  is  always  a  grave  question  about  what  premium  or 
what  rate  of  charge  should  be  made  to  establish  a  fund  for 
any  kind  of  insurance.  It  makes  very  little  difference 
whether  it  be  the  loss  of  property  by  theft  or  by  fire,  or  the 
loss  of  services  through  illness,  or  the  loss  of  life,  or  the  loss 
employment;  an  inexorable  law.  the  law  of  averages, 
governs.  For  example,  I  am  told  that,  based  on  the  theory 
of  averages,  if  one  tosses  into  the  air  a  thousand  pennies  a 
sufDcient  numl)er  of  times  a  certain  event  will  recur  a  certain 
number  of  times,  and  thereby  it  is  possible  to  ascertain  an 
average  upon  which  to  reckon  as  certainly  as  in  the  case  of 
any  other  law. 

For  insurance  of  this  character,  first  to  save,  and,  second, 
to  promote  a  scheme  that  is  so  good  for  the  public  welfau-e. 
Congress  is  interested  to  have  the  rate  of  charge  right,  and 
it  is  also  interested  to  have  the  amount  of  indemnity  or 
benefit  right,  and  the  two  are  so  related  to  each  other  in 
economy  and  practice  that  if  we  are  not  recklessly  going  to 
deal  with  this  great  scheme  we  ought  to  have  experience 
extending  over  a  reasonable  enough  length  of  time  in  order 
to  know  what  is  best  to  do,  and  what  is  best  to  avoid,  for  we 
can  safely  assume  that  if  we  hastily  increase  the  amount  of 
the  benefits  payable  under  the  Railroad  Unemployment  In- 
surance Act,  if  by  increasing  them  115  percent  in  one  swoop 
we  destroy  the  security  that  is  involved  in  the  safety  fund 
of  the  act.  we  are  not  doing  labor  aniy  good;  we  are  hurting 


not  merely  the  employee  or  the  employer,  we  are  hurting 
society;  we  are  injuring  the  idea,  and  we  are  setting  a  very 
bad  example  of  poor  judgment  as  legislators. 

Therefore  it  seems  to  those  of  us  who  propose  the  sub- 
stitute, which  actually  does  Increase  the  benefit  and  pro- 
poses a  diminution  of  the  cost,  graduated  and  reaching  into 
the  future,  and  based  on  what  the  experience  of  the  past 
proves,  that  we  must  give  weight  to  the  fact  that  this  law  did 
not  go  into  effect  until  the  1st  of  July,  1939 ;  and  here  we  are, 
just  about  a  year  after  it  was  inaugurated,  coming  forward 
and  saying.  "We  will  increase  the  benefits  115  percent  and 
clean  up  the  surplus  which  is  now  in  the  fund" — created  how? 
Let  us  see. 

The  idea  of  unemployment  insurance  Is  not  a  creature  of 
Congress.  It  is  not  a  new  idea  in  the  United  States  of 
America.  Such  insurance  has  been  in  existence  in  various 
States  of  the  Union,  and  there  had  been  accumulated  this 
safety  or  surplus  fund  in  order  to  assure  continuity  of  bene- 
fits. It  is  these  State  funds,  transferred  over  to  the  Federal 
Treasury,  which  created  this  large  amount  of  money  which 
constitutes  the  melon  which  we  are  now  proposing  to  cut — 
and  for  whose  benefit?  Mr.  President,  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  every  dollar  that  goes  into  that  fund  under 
the  proposed  law,  and  that  went  into  it  under  the  act  of 
1939.  is  paid  by  the  employers.  There  were  $2,000,000,000  of 
pay  roll  on  which  the  employers  paid  3  percent.  That  Is 
$60,000,000.  The  original  act  is  so  emphatic  that  I  read  it 
now.  It  is  very  short.  I  read  from  volume  52,  Public  Laws, 
page  1103  <52  Stat.,  sec.  8  (f)) : 

(f)  The  contributions  required  by  this  act  shall  be  collected  by 
the  Board  and  shalt^be  deposited  by  It  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treastiry  of  the  United  States.  90  percent  thereof  to  the  credit  of 
the  account  and  10  percent  thereof  to  the  credit  of  the  fund. 

I  win  have  something  to  say  about  that  fvmd.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  do  not  expect  attention.  The  conduct  of  the  Senate 
has  indicated  that  it  is  not  interested  in  this  proposed  legis- 
lation, but  I  must  have  quiet. 

(g)  The  contributions  required  by  this  act  shall  be  collected  and 
paid  quarterly  or  at  such  other  times  and  in  such  manner  and 
under  such  conditions  not  inconsistent  with  this  act  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  regulations  of  the  Board — 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  some  order  in  the 
Senate,  please?    I  am  interested  in  this  argument. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Schwartz  In  the  chair). 
The  Senate  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Illinois.  It  is 
exceedingly  diflScult  to  talk  in  this  Chamber,  anyway,  and 
when  the  noise  made  in  the  Chamber  is  greater  than  the 
sound  of  the  voice  of  the  speaker  I  feel  as  if  I  am  perhaps 
taking  the  time  of  others  unwisely. 

Now  I  come  to  that  portion  of  the  section  to  which  I  re- 
ferred particularly,  as  follows: 

And  shall  not  be  deducted.  In  whole  or  In  part,  from  the  compen- 
Mitlon  of  employees  In  the  employer's  employ. 

This  means  that  every  dollar  of  the  cost  comes  out  of  the 
employers  and  not  a  dollar  out  of  the  employees. 

The  fund  that  is  to  be  cut  up  now  by  this  proposed  legis- 
lation consists  in  part  of  this  contribution  and  in  part  of  those 
funds  which  had  accumulated  as  a  safety  reserve  and  were 
transferred  from  the  States  to  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  on  that 

point? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     Yes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  should  like  to  know  what  amount  of  money 
was  transferred  from  the  various  State  reserves  to  the  United 
States  Treasury  after  this  law  became  effective  in  July  of  last 
year. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr,  President.  I  am  informed  that  It  is  ap- 
proximately $100,000,000.  I  cannot  turn  to  that  part  of  the 
record.  I  see  that  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Wimx]  has 
risen.    Perhaps  he  can  answer. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  think  the  Senator  will  find  the  figures  on 
the  top  of  page  17  in  the  minority  report. 
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Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  read  from  page  17  of 
the  report: 

It  was  originally  esUmated  that  these  transfers  would  amount  to 
about  •70.000.000,  but  now  It  appears  that  they  wlU  exceed 
•lOO.OOO.UOO. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  WUl  the  Senator  yield  further  for  one  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     Yes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  What  has  been  the  accumulation  in  that  fund 
since  the  law  went  into  effect  and  since  all  contributions  have 
been  made  directly  to  the  Federal  Treasury? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  cannot  answer  as  to  the  amount  of  that. 

Mr.  GURNEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Following  the  language  Just  read  on  page 
17  of  the  report  there  is  a  full  explanation  in  answer  to  the 
question  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas].  I  read  as 
follows: 

The  3-percent  pay-roll  tax  Imposed  by  the  act  Is  expected  to  yield 
about  $66,000,000  for  the  present  fiscal  year,  of  which  $60,000,000  wlU 
go  into  the  benefit  fund  and  the  remaining  $6,000,000  into  the 
administration  fund.  Only  three-fourths  of  these  taxes,  however, 
will  have  been  collected  by  June  30,  1940.  As  against  this  total 
of  over  $145,000,000  thus  expected  to  be  received  Into  the  benefit 
fund  during  the  first  year  of  the  operation  of  the  act.  It  Is  estimated 
that  the  total  benefits  to  be  paid  during  the  year  will  be  about 
$15,000,000  or  $16,000,000,  There  should  thus  be  an  unexpended 
balance  In  the  benefit  fund  at  the  end  of  the  year  of  atx>ut 
$130,000,000. 

With  the  last  quarter  still  to  come  in  of  about  $15,000,000, 
it  will  make  a  total  in  the  benefit  fund  of  $145,000,000. 

Does  that  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  answers  the  question.  The  point  I  am 
trying  to  clear  up  in  my  mind  is.  Upon  what  basis  was  the  rate 
originally  fixed,  and  why  the  increase  of  115  percent  during  a 
short  period  of  time? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  two  different  things  are  now 
referred  to.  The  rate  was  3  percent.  When  the  law  was 
passed  a  year  ago.  it  was  agreed  that  that  was  the  minimum 
rate  which  would  support  the  losses  from  nonemployment. 
The  truth  is  that  we  have  been  through  a  fairly  good  period 
so  far  as  railroad  employment  is  concerned.  Employment 
has  increased  rather  than  decreased,  so  we  have  not  had  a 
normal  experience  to  judge  whether  the  rate  of  3  percent  is 
too  much  or  too  Uttle.  That  is  one  reason  why  we  ought  not 
to  pass  the  bill.  We  ought  to  give  the  original  law  a  chance 
to  be  worked  out;  and  the  proposed  amendment  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  would  do  that. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Let  me  finish  my  statement,  and  then  I  shall 
be  glad  to  yield.  It  is  expressly  provided  that  the  cut  in  the 
rate  shall  not  be  made  imtil  after  1941;  and  then  if  it  is  made 
on  the  scale  proposed,  from  3  percent  to  2  percent,  there  must 
be  a  condition  precedent,  namely,  that  the  amoimt  of  the 
safety  fund  shall  not  be  reduced  below  $100,000,000.  If  it  is 
above  $100,000,000,  then  the  rate  is  to  be  reduced.  The  fol- 
lowing year  it  will  be  reduced  1  jiercent  further  if  the  fund 
remains  as  much  as  $100,000,000.  We  would  proceed  on  the 
present  basis  for  a  year.  We  would  run  for  another  year,  and 
if  at  the  end  of  that  time  experience  should  show  that  the  cut 
could  safely  be  made,  we  would  make  it.  We  would  then  go 
for  the  fourth  year,  and  if  experience  should  justify  another 
reduction  it  would  be  made.  We  do  not  say.  "We  will  adhere 
to  3  percent  notwithstanding  any  experience."  but  we  say  that 
we  will  take  care  of  the  problem  of  a  huge  growing  surplus  by 
dividing  it. 
Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  promised  to  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Senator  proposes  to  take  care  of  the 
excess  reserve  by  giving  it  back  to  the  railroads.  I  thought 
the  Senator  had  not  accurately  stated  the  situation  when  he 
suggested  that  the  bill  which  is  pending  would  threaten  the 
reserve  fund.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  there  is  any  threat  to 
the  reserve,  it  is  the  threat  which  comes  from  the  substitute. 
Prom  what  the  Senator  says,  the  workers  will  not  receive  the 


benefit  of  the  larger  reserve,  but  It  Is  proposed  to  reduce  the 
taxes.  It  is  proposed  to  cut  the  melon,  if  that  is  the  term  the 
Senator  prefers,  and  give  it  to  the  railroads.  That  is  exactly 
what  is  proposed. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  this  bill  is  important  enough 

to  be  entitled  to  discussion  which  adheres  closely  to  the  facts. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     The  bill  is  entitled  to  discussion  which  is  not 

heated  in  any  way  at  all.    I  have  no  feeling  which  would 

justify  any  such  emphasis. 

Let  me  explain  the  propcsal  of  the  substitute.  The  funds 
which  were  transferred  from  the  States  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment will  never  be  transferred  again.  They  are  non- 
recurring items.  Once  exhausted,  they  are  gone  forever.  So 
the  folly  of  distributing  them  now  consists  in  th?  possibility 
that  our  experience  with  unemployment  next  year  may  be 
such  that  by  reason  of  expenditures  above  that  which  is  paid 
In  currently  by  the  employer — 3  percent  on  the  pay  roll — the 
safety  fund  may  be  depleted  to  such  a  point  that  it  will  no 
longer  be  insurance,  it  will  no  longer  be  protection,  and 
thereupon  the  very  idea  may  be  destroyed.  If  not  that,  then 
another  amendment  to  tlie  law  may  be  necessary  to  increase 
the  tax  on  the  pay  roll  in  order  to  rebuild  that  which  we  shall 
have  so  ruthlessly  and  recklessly  removed. 
Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
Mr.  LUCAS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  able  Senator  from 
Vermont  whether  or  not  he  can  tell  me  what  the  reserve 
would  be  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  which  is  now  before 
the  Senate.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that  under  the 
provisions  of  the  substitute  there  shall  be  not  less  than  $100,- 
000.000  in  the  reserve  fund  in  1941,  before  the  distribution  is 
started.    Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  think  I  understand  the  question, 
Mr.  LUCAS.    What  will  the  reserve  fund  be  in  the  event 
the  bill  before  us  is  passed? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  York  it  is  left  to  chance. 
Under  the  substitute  it  is  not  left  to  chance.  The  substitute 
provides  a  minimum  of  $100,000,000  before  any  reduction  in 
the  rate  occurs.  Of  course,  under  both  measures  an  event 
might  occur  which  would  result  in  sweeping  out  the  reserve 
fund. 
Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that  under  the 
bill  I  have  introduced,  which  is  pending,  the  reserve  at  the 
end  of  the  year  would  be  about  $165,000,000,  with  all  the 
increased  benefits  paid.  Under  the  substitute  the  railroads 
are  to  receive  the  exclusive  benefit  of  any  accumulation  above 
$100,000,000  by  having  a  reduction  in  taxes. 
Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  WAGNER.  That  is  exactly  the  situation. 
Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  shows  one  of  the  beneficial  purposes 
of  the  substitute.  It  is  better  for  me  to  be  employed,  earning 
my  compensation,  than  to  be  unemployed  and  receiving  insur- 
ance. What  is  true  of  me  is  true  of  every  other  individual  in 
the  United  States.  Therefore,  if  I  can  promote  such  a  rela- 
tionship between  myself  and  my  employer  that  he  will  devote 
some  of  his  capital  to  regularizing  employment  and  prevent- 
ing unemployment — serving  the  prophylactic  purpose,  as  it 
were,  of  preventing  unemployment — that  is  an  Improved 
social  condition  which  has  an  indirect  result  on  this  type  of 
legislation. 

The  substitute  encourages  such  improvement,  which  the 
original  bill  does  not  do.  The  substitute  holds  up  before  the 
employer  and  the  employee  the  possibility  of  some  of  the 
capital  of  the  employer  being  diverted  into  regularization 
systems  or  schemes  relating  to  employment. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Is  it  not  a  fact  that  whether  the  Industry 
regularizes  employment  or  not.  under  the  substitute  any  sum 
above  $100,000,000  will  go  back  to  the  railroads? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    No;  it  does  not  go  back  at  all. 
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Mr.  WAGNER.  So  the  retrulartzation  of  employment  has 
zx>thing  to  do  with  the  question. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  It  does  not  go  back  at  aU.  That  Is  enth^ly 
Inaccurate.    No  sum  of  money  is  paid  to  the  railroads. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  If  under  the  3-peTcent  tax  a  railroad  is 
required  to  pay  an  additional  $20,000,000.  and  we  say,  "We 
will  reduce  the  tax  so  that  you  will  not  have  to  pay  the 
$20,000,000."  the  railroad  Is  certainly  getting  the  benefit  of 
$20,000,000. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  quite  true:  but  that  is  different 
from  paying  back  any  money  to  the  railroads.  After  years 
of  experience  which  are  assvuned  to  be  enough  experience 
upon  which  to  rely,  the  Government — not  the  raih"oads — re- 
duces the  tax  on  the  pay  rolls ;  but  the  Government  does  not 
reduce  it  before  the  experience.  The  Government  does  it 
after  the  experience. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  committee 
which  considered  this  legislation,  and  I  am  asking  only  for 
information.  Is  it  the  contention  of  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont that  all  the  purposes  of  the  act  relating  to  employees 
can  be  carried  out  at  a  lower  cost  than  that  xinder  the  present 
law? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     It  is. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Is  it  the  contention  of  the  opponents  of 
the  Senator's  position  that  the  tax  which  now  exists  is  neces- 
sary to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  law  with  reference  to 
employees? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  have  not  heard  them  make  that  claim. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Then  the  point  in  debate  is  whether  or 
not  we  have  l>een  taxing  the  railroads  to  a  degree  higher  than 
has  been  necessary  in  order  to  accumulate  a  fund  for  the 
benefit  of  "employees. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  May  I  make  the  answer  a  little  more  com- 
plete? That  may  prove  not  to  be  true.  The  point  is  that 
we  have  had  an  experience  of  approximately  13  months. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    And  we  have  accumulated  a  surplus. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  We  have  accumulated  a  surplus  which  looks 
too  large. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yes. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  But  we  are  conscious  of  a  labor  condition  in 
the  railroads  which  has  been  extremely  favorable  to  that 
result,  and  which  may  not  recur.  In  the  course  of  the  4  years 
contemplated  by  the  amendment,  it  may  happen  that  the  rate 
may  prove  to  be  not  too  high.  We  are  increasing  the  indem- 
nity 30  percent.  That  increase  of  indemnity  may  prove  to  be 
too  great.  Let  me  observe,  in  passing,  that  it  is  higher  than 
that  of  the  States  of  the  Union,  with  one  exception;  and  that 
is  California.  The  situation  as  to  the  State  of  California  is 
subject  to  an  explanation  which  takes  it  out  of  a  fair  com- 
parison. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  This  is  the  line  of  cleavage:  The  Senator 
proposes,  as  I  understand,  a  broad  policy  to  reduce  the  rate 
of  taxation  to  such  a  point  that  it  will  be  sufScient  to  carry 
the  benefits  now  enumerated? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  No:  not  "now  enumerated."  We  propose  to 
provide  better  benefits. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Well,  "better  benefits."  As  I  understand. 
the  Senator  from  New  York  objects  to  that  policy.  On  what 
ground? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  will  state  the  ground,  if  I  may. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  a  little  confused  as  to  Just  what  the 
Issue  Is. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  position  we  are  taking  is  that  the 
benefits  wliich  were  originally  provided  were  woefully  inade- 
quate, but  we  were  told  by  the  actuaries  that  it  would  be 
dan^rous  to  make  them  any  higher  at  the  time. 

The  experience  of  a  year  has  shown  that  the  benefits  are 
in  excess  of  what  was  anticipated  and  that  the  workers  could 


get  a  more  reasonable  benefit  by  retaining  the  3  percent  which 
every  other  employer  in  the  country  has  to  pay. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  WiU  the  Senator  allow  me  to  interrupt 
him  right  there? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Certainly. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     As  I  understand,  the  Senator  would  keep 
the  3-percent  rate  and  give  the  workers  more  benefits? 
Mr.  WAGNER.     Exactly. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  And,  on  the  other  hand,  the  opposition 
side  would  reduce  the  rate  with  a  very  slight  increase  in  bene- 
fits; is  that  the  Issue? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Yes;  that  is  the  issue. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    That  is  what  I  have  been  trying  to  find 
out. 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  let  us  examine  that  claim. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  not  arguing  it  as  right  or  wrong; 
I  am  trying  to  get  what  is  in  dispute. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont yield? 

Mr.  AUSTEN.  I  want  to  put  something  in  the  Record  at 
this  point. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  surrender  the  floor 
if  the  Senator  will  allow  me  to  ask  him  one  more  question. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Let  me  first  state  what  the  record  shows 
about  the  increase  in  benefits  related  to  the  benefits  already 
heretofore  given  by  the  States. 

I  call  attention,  on  page  80  of  the  hearings,  to  the  table 
under  the  heading  "Minimum  and  maximum  weekly  benefits 
for  total  unemplosinent." 

Under  Senate  bill  3925,  which  is  the  amendment  now  pend- 
ing— and  it  will  be  understood  that  the  amendment  that  was 
considered  at  the  hearing  raised  the  benefit  25  percent 

Mr,  TYDINGS.     To  25  percent. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  No;  added  25  percent  to  the  benefit,  whereas 
the  proposed  substitute  amendment  adds  30  j)ercent.  It 
adds  a  Uttle  more  than  the  amendment  considered  at  the 
hearings.  Having  that  in  mind,  these  are  the  figures  which 
the  record  shows.  Under  the  proposed  amendment  the 
minimimi  benefit  would  be  $7.50. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     For  whom? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  For  the  benefit  of  an  unemployed  employee. 
Under  the  proposed  amendment  the  maximum  weekly  benefit 
would  be  $20. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  For  the  term  of  unemployment  or  for 
so  many  weeks? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    For  80  weeks. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Does  the  Senator  want  that  statement  to 
remain  in  the  Record? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  desire  to  finish  my  remarks;  then  I  will 
give  the  learned  Senator  an  opportunity  later. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Very  well,  if  the  Senator  is  willing  to  have 
it  stand  at  80  weeks. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
to  say  18  weeks. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act 
of  1938 — that  is  the  one  we  are  proposing  to  amend — it  will 
be  understood,  provides  $6.53  minimum  weekly  benefits. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Minimmn  or  maximima? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Minimum,  whereas  the  maximum  weekly 
benefit  is  $11.20. 

In  New  York — now  we  are  coming  to  the  State  of  the  dis- 
tinguished author  of  the  bill — the  minimum  weekly  benefit 
is  $7,  and  the  maximum  weekly  benefit  is  $15. 

Is  that  one  of  the  States  whose  benefit  rates  are  such  as 
to  make  the  pending  proposal  outrageous?  Compare  the  two. 
The  minimum  under  this  amendment  is  $7.50  and  under  the 
New  York  statute  $7.  The  maximum  benefit  under  this 
amendment  is  $20,  while  under  the  New  York  statute  it  is  $15. 

The  table  continues  with  Indiana.  Wyoming.  Maine,  and 
South  Dakota,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  it  in 
the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chanolxr  in  the  chair). 
Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
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Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  a  moment 
ago  that  the  maximum  rate  was  $10  a  week.  I  am  sure  from 
what  he  said  subsequently  he  meant  the  minimum  rate  was 
$10  a  week. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  do  not  recall  making  that  statement.  If  I 
did.  I  must  have  been  in  error.    I  have  it  not  in  memory. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont srield  to  the  Senator  from  Klentucky? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  draws  a  comparison  between 
the  minimum  and  maximum  weekly  payments  under  this  act 
and  under  certain  unemployment  compensation  acts  of  the 
States.  Does  that  comparison  apply  to  the  relationship  of 
railroad  wages  with  other  ordinary  wages,  or  does  it  apply  to 
applicable  statutes  of  the  States  with  respect  to  railway 
employees? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  This  consideration  is  limited  to  railway 
unemployment  statutes.  It  is  different  somewhat  from  the 
general  unemployment  statutes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  realizes,  I  am  sure,  that  it 
might  not  be  entirely  fair  to  compare  railway  wages  with 
other  wages,  because,  as  a  rule,  I  think  they  exceed  other 
wages. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  think  that  is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    So  a  fair  distinction  cannot  be  drawn. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  am  not  making  a  comparison  between 
general  wages  and  railway  wages. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  says  that  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  would  not  result  in 
the  payment  to  the  railroads  of  $20,000,000.  or  whatever  the 
amount  involved  Is,  but  that  it  would  result  in  a  reduction  of 
the  tax  to  the  amount  of,  say,  $20,000,000. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    It  might  do  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  by  whatever  method  it  is  Intended  to 
bring  about  the  smaller  payment  by  the  railroads,  not  simply 
as  railroads  but  as  employers,  under  the  3-percent  rate, 
whether  it  is  a  return  to  them  of  $20,000,000  or  simply  a 
reduction  in  their  payment  by  $20,000,000.  the  employees 
would  be  deprived  of  that  amoimt  of  money,  by  whatever 
process  it  is  to  t)e  arrived  at.    Is  that  true? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    No:  that  is  not  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  becomes  of  the  $20,000,000?  If  the 
railroads  do  not  pay  it  into  the  fund,  who  gets  it? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    It  is  an  insurance  fimd. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  an  insurance  f imd  for  the  benefit  of 
the  employees. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  point  is  we  are  dealing  with  insurance, 
and  a  safety  fund  is  merely  an  element  of  seciu"ity.  It  Is 
Intended  not  to  be  paid  to  the  employees  directly  and  imme- 
diately, but  it  is  there  in  case  it  becomes  necessary,  for  the 
plan  is  not  self-supporting.  If  it  is  not  needed,  the  $20,000,000 
would  go  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  to  becwne  a 
part  of  the  fund:  that  Is  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  U  true. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    It  provides  so  much  more  insurance. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  held  there  for  the  benefit  of  the 
employees. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    It  may  be  that  the  particular  $20,000,000 
paid  in  during  1  year  might  not  be  paid  out  in  that  year  1 
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but  would  be  held  Intact  against  the  day  or  the  year  when 
it  might  be  needed  even  to  pay  present  benefits  to  the  em- 
ployees, because  it  is  conceivable  that  this  amount  fluctuates 
from  year  to  year;  It  is  not  always  the  same,  and  it  might  be 
conceivable  that  in  some  yesu-,  5  or  10  years  from  now,  the 
amount  that  would  l)e  paid  in  would  be  considerably  less  than 
in  some  previous  year  and,  therefore,  an  additional  amoimt 
would  be  needed. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  Is  why  we  put  a  minimum  In  our 
bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  taking 
chances  with  a  reduction  below  the  3-percent  payment, 
which  is  the  average  paid  by  practically  all  corporations  in 
the  country  with  respect  to  unemployment  insurance. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Here  is  the  point  about  that:  We  asstune 
that  $100,000,000  would  be  an  adequate  fund  for  the  insur- 
ance, that  is  for  security;  so  we  put  that  stop  order  in  there. 
There  can  be  no  reduction  of  this  tax  if  that  safety  fimd 
should  fall  below  a  hundred  million  dollars. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  answer  that  ques- 
tion a  Uttle  further.  It  Is  our  belief  that  employees  of  rail- 
roads like  any  other  employees,  would  rather  have  wages 
than  benefit  payments  for  unemplojrment.  because  of  course 
wages  are  always  higher  than  benefit  payments  under  unem- 
ployment Insurance.  The  theoretical  amount  of  $20,000,000 
we  are  talking  about  Is  1  percent  of  the  assessments  the  rail- 
roads pay  each  year  into  this  insurance  fund,  and  it  is  in  the 
nature  of  a  reward  to  the  railroads.  If  they  knew  they  were 
getting  a  reduction  of  $20,000,000  in  their  annual  tax,  that 
reward  of  $20,000,000  would  be  a  great  incentive  for  them  to 
stabilize  employment  and  continue  to  give  jobs,  and  not  lay 
off  men,  and  thereby  not  have  to  pay  unemployment 
insurance. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont jrield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  do, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Can  the  Senator  estimate  how  much  in- 
creased employment  would  be  brought  about  by  spreading 
out  $20,000,000  a  year  over  all  the  railroads  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  GURNEY.    How  much  of  an  increase  there  would  be? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes.  If  we  should  divide  that  simi 
among  the  various  railroads  that  contribute  to  it,  how  much 
would  it  amount  to  in  increased  employment? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  A  reduction  of  one-third  of  the  tax  they 
are  paying  at  the  present  time. 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  Yes;  it  would  mean  a  reduction  of  one- 
third  of  the  tax  they  are  paying  at  the  present  time,  but  how 
much  increase  in  manpower  would  it  mean? 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  may  I  answer  the  Senator? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  To  whom  does  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

ISx.  REED,  With  the  permission  of  the  Senator  from 
Vermont,  it  would  mean  an  increase  of  something  between 
1  percent  and  2  percent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  On  all  the  railroads  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  REED.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  $20.000  000  represents 
between  1  and  2  percent  of  all  the  railroads  pay  out  for 
wages? 

Mr.  REED.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  It  is  merely  a  question  of  taking  off  that 
percentage  from  the  national  railway  Income  of  $2,000,000,000. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  there  anything  in  the  substitute  which 
requires  the  railroads  to  use  that  extra  $20,000,000  in  the 
employment  of  men? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     No. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
tMr.  EiXENOERl.  who  has  been  trying  for  some  time  to  in- 
terrupt me. 
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Mr.  ELLENDER  Mr.  President,  does  the  able  Senator 
agree  with  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  WacnkrI  today  that  although  Senate  bill  3920 
does  not  Increase  the  tax.  but  leaves  it  constant,  and  al- 
though the  benefit  payments  are  doubled,  the  reserves  will 
be  as  great  as.  if  not  greater  than,  they  now  are? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  an  estimate;  and  I  should  feel  as 
if  I  were  making  an  intemperate  estimate  if  I  should  say 
-Yes"  to  that  question  or  say  "No"  to  it.  because  the  system 
has  been  in  operation  for  only  13  months,  and  we  have  had 
a  very  favorable  experience  as  to  unemployment.  That  is 
one  of  the  reasons  for  not  passing  this  bill  and  spendmg  this 
money  immediately. 

What  is  the  hurry,  in  any  event?  We  are  dealing  here 
with  a  great  social  system  covering  the  entire  United  States. 
What  is  the  necessity  for  haste  in  regard  to  spending  this 
'  money  immediately?  Will  it  harm  the  employee  to  have  it 
^Ihere  on  tap.  and  allow  a  year  or  two  of  experience  to  edu- 
cate us  and  him  as  to  whether  or  not  it  is  wise  to  have  it? 
We  are  not  taking  it  away  from  him  by  our  amendment.  We 
do  not.  as  the  Senator  from  New  York  says,  pay  back  any 
of  this  money.  It  remains  in  the  fund,  and  it  is  spread  over 
the  years,  and  during  those  years  we  will  learn  whether  the 
experience  justifies  these  very  great  changes.  An  increase 
of  benefits  of  115  percent  is  an  inordinate  increase. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  dollars  and  cents,  just  how  much 
does  it  amount  to?  Has  the  Senator  information  as  to  that? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.  Yes;  there  are  tables  which  show  that,  but 
I  have  not  the  facility  of  turning  to  them  readily.  I  will 
ask  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  whether  he  can  state 
what  115  percent  represents  in  dollars. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  amount  paid  out  in  the  past  year  was 
about  $15,000,000.  If  emplosTment  should  remain  constant, 
and  business  should  remain  as  it  now  is.  with  the  same  vol- 
ume of  freight  running,  we  could  then  naturally  figure  115 
percent  more  than  the  present  $15,000,000.  which  would  be 
approximately  $32,000,000  or  $33,000,000  a  year. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.     I  thank  the  Senator. 
•    Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  before  leaving  this  particu- 
lar point  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  what  the  hearings  show 
with  respect  to  the  benefits  proposed  by  Senate  bill  3925. 

It  would  increase  tht'  benefit  payments  by  about  30  per- 
cent. Such  an  increase  is  certainly  substantial,  and  is  as 
great  as  is  justified  under  present  conditions. 

The  increase  would  proceed  along  three  definite  lines: 
First.  An  increase  in  the  scale  of  daily  benefits  to  the  men 
who.  in  their  base  year,  earned  $1,025  or  more  in  wages. 

Second.  A  shortening — I  think  this  is  important — of  both 
the  waiting  period  and  the  registration  period,  which  would 
enable  unemployed  men  to  obtain  their  benefits  sooner  than 
under  the  present  act.  and  at  more  frequent  intervals. 
And  then  here  is  a  third  one: 
~^     Third.  An  increase  in  the  numt)er  of  days  for  which  benefits 
are  payable  within  each  registration  period. 
-   The  last  change,  on  which  all  parties  represented  at  the 
hearings  before  the  subcommittee  were  agreed,  would  increase 
the  weekly  benefits  of  unemployed  railway  men  to  levels 
which,  both  at  the  minimum  and  the  maximum,  would  exceed 
the  weekly  benefits  now  payable  under  any  of  the  State  acts 
--.  except  the  minimum  rate  in  California. 

Mr.  President,  is  it  not  worth  while  to  save  this  trust  fund 
intact?  We  are  now  the  trustees  of  that  fund.  We  are 
expected,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  he  bound,  to  exercise  more 
_  prudence  and  care  in  regard  to  it  than  we  would  with  our 
own  money.  This  is  other  people's  money  with  which  we  are 
dealing.  It  is  money  which  was  contributed  by  the  employer, 
and  is  for  the  benefit  of  the  employee.  Ought  we  not  to  be 
careful  and  not  destroy  this  fimd  before  we  know  what  we  are 
doing?  Is  there  any  earthly  reason  for  haste  in  the  destiiic- 
tion  cf  the  fund?  Is  it  not  better  in  the  interest  of  the  long 
program:  is  it  not  better  in  the  interest  of  the  social  ssrstem 
which  we  are  trying  to  improve  and  benefit;  is  it  not  better 
lor  the  cause  of  the  scheme  of  imemployment  insurance  that 
we  hold  our  hand  and  not  destroy  this  fimd  now  just  because 
we  have  some  money?     Let  us  pause  and  if,  during  the  time 


provided  by  the  amendment  for  its  study  and  consideration 
It  is  proved  that  the  fimd  is  too  large  and  is  unnecessary  to 
keep  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  then  we  can  give 
It  to  the  employees,  and  do  it  with  the  assurance  that  as 
trustees  of  the  fund  we  have  exercised  care  and  prudence 
and  done  our  duty  with  deliberation. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
yield  to  me  before  he  concludes? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
Mr.  LUCAS.    I  should  like  to  ask  one  more  question  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont. 

As  I  understand,  the  present  law  affects  all  railroads 
throughout  the  United  States. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Up  to  a  limit  or  down  to  a  limit.  It  is  this: 
Every  employer  shall  pay  a  contribution  with  respect  to  hav- 
ing employees  in  his  service  equal  to  3  percent  of  so  much 
of  the  compensation  as  is  in  excess  of  $300  for  any  calen- 
dar month  payable  by  him  to  any  employee  with  respect  to 
employment  after  June  30.  1939. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     Practically  every  railroad  employee  in  the 
country  is  affected? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  think  he  would  be. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  One  other  question.  I  asked  that  question 
merely  as  a  preliminary  to  this  further  question: 

We  have  heard  quite  a  little  about  twenty  or  thirty  million 
dollars  that  is  going  back  to  the  railroads  in  the  event  the 
substitute  amendment  to  the  original  bill  is  adopted.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  evidence  before  the  com- 
mittee discloses  what  the  railroads  as  a  whole  actually  made, 
if  anything,  upon  the  total  investment  they  now  have  during 
the  past  year,  which  I  understand  was  fairly  prosperous  in 
comparison  with  former  years. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  do  not  know.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  IMr.  Gtjrney].  who  is  very  familiar  with  the 
bill,  to  answer  that  question,  if  he  can. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no  figures  on  the 
exact  railroad  earnings.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Reed)  would  be  able  to  answer  the  Senator's 
question. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  reason  I  ask  the  question  is  this:  I  go 
back  a  few  years  to  the  time  when  I  happened  to  occupy 
in  Illinois  the  position  of  chairman  of  the  tax  commis- 
sion under  Gov.  Henry  Homer.  The  members  of  the  tax 
commission  were  directed  and  compelled  under  the  law  to 
assess  for  tax  purposes  the  capital  stock  as  well  as  the  rolling 
stock  of  all  the  railroads  that  entered  our  State.  I  happen 
to  know,  during  those  years,  the  condition  of  the  railroads 
under  our  jurisdiction  as  far  as  earning  capacity  was  con- 
cerned: and  while  I  entered  upon  the  duties  of  that  position 
somewhat  prejudiced  against  the  railroads  because  of  the 
maimer  in  which  they  had  operated  many  years  in  the  past. 
I  came  to  realize  during  my  service  on  the  commission  that 
if  there  was  any  one  industry  in  this  cotmtry  which  in  my 
humble  opinion  needed  aid  and  help,  it  was  the  railroads  of 
America.  I  saw  the  short  lines  gradually  becoming  extinct, 
and  I  saw  the  long  hauls  asking  for  every  conceivable  help, 
from  the  Government  down. 

It  occurred  to  me.  therefore,  that  perhaps  the  railroads 
themselves  might  be  able  to  use  this  twenty  or  thirty  million 
dollars  in  a  way  which  would  aid  in  the  rehabilitation  and 
the  continuance  in  properly  maintaining  these  iron  high- 
ways, which  are  so  mdispensable  and  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  general  welfare  cf  our  country. 

It  should  be  understood  that  I  hold  no  brief  for  the  rail- 
roads, yet  we  cannot  under  any  circumstances  let  the 
railroads  down.  They  are  a  necessary  adjunct  of  transporta- 
tion that  deserve  careful  consideration  of  those  who  look 
with  optimism  for  the  future  welfare  of  America.  During 
recent  years,  they  have  been  under  Federal  supervision  and 
we  know  that  they  have  been  compelled  to  hew  pretty  close 
to  the  line,  and  rightfully  so.  It  seems  to  me  the  successful 
operation  of  the  railroad  system  of  America  is  the  basis  upon 
which  this  unemployment  reserve  fund  must  depend. 
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Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
Sield  to  me? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Yes;  I  j^eld  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  REED.  Tlie  earnings  of  the  railroads  of  the  country, 
based  upon  their  property-investment  accoimt,  which  is 
not  an  entirely  dependable  figure,  were  about  2  percent. 
They  might  be  a  little  over  2  percent. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont jrteld? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  To  me  the  fig- 
ure of  $2,000,000,000  pay  roll  would  be  a  great  deal  more 
significant  if  I  could  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Illinois.  I  suspect  that  that  return  is  upon  a  sum  of 
money  that  is  greater  than  the  income  of  the  railroads.  I 
Srield  to  the  Senator  from  Maine. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  commenting  still  further  on 
the  question  of  the  earnings  of  the  railroads,  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  has  given  the  figiires  as  I  understand  them 
to  be. 

Mr.  REED.    The  approximate  figures. 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  approximate  figures.  But  it  should  be 
said  also  that  probably  one-third  of  the  railroads  of  the 
United  States  are  hovering  on  the  brink  of  bankruptcy 
today,  and  there  has  been  a  committee  appointed  by  the 
President,  and  a  conunittee  of  the  Senate,  struggling  for 
almost  2  years  to  find  some  way  by  which  assistance  could 
be  rendered  the  railroad  systems  so  that  our  transportation 
might  be  maintained  at  a  high  standard  of  efficiency. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York  has  no  business  before  this  body  at  tills  time. 
We  had  had,  at  the  time  it  was  Introduced,  less  than  1  year's 
experience  under  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insursmce  Act. 

Secondly,  the  Senator  from  New  York  should  not  have 
simk  to  the  cheapness  of  making  a  statement  which  might 
be  misinterpreted,  when  he  said  that  if  we  cut  this  melon 
the  railroads  would  get  the  money.     ITiat  is  not  true. 

Up  to  July  1.  1939,  railroad  unemplojmient  was  handled 
as  other  unemployment  has  been  handled,  by  the  various 
States. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REEX).  I  shall  be  happy  to  yield  in  a  moment,  if  the 
Senator  will  permit. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  was  going  to  ask  a  question.  If  I  made 
a  cheap  argument,  I  did  not  intend  to  do  so,  and  I  want  to 
apologize  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  REED.  Let  me  develop  that  point.  I  think  I  will 
show  the  Senator,  at  least  the  Senate 

Mr.  WAGNER      May  I  ask  a  question? 

Mr.  REED.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  bill  of  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota (Mr.  GtTRNEY]  provides  that  when  the  reserve  fund 
gets  above  $100,000,000 — as  it  is  now — then,  instead  of  the 
workers'  getting  any  benefit,  the  railroads  shall  get  the  ben- 
efit, by  a  reduction  of  taxes  of  1  percent  this  year,  and,  im- 
doubtedly.  2  percent  next  jrear.  Who  gets  that  melon.  If 
there  is  one? 

Mr.  REED.  I  will  answer  the  Senator  from  New  York  very 
much  more  tmderstandlngly  and  very  much  more  compre- 
hensively than  he  has  stated  the  case,  if  he  will  permit  me 
to  go  ahead  now  without  interruption. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  have  listened  to  the  Senator  so  often 
that  I  am  sure  he  can  do  that. 

Mr.  REED.  So  long  as  railroad  unemployment  was 
handled  by  the  States,  It  was  handled  as  other  unemployment 
was  handled.  Whenever  any  one  industry  is  separated  from 
industry  in  general.  I  do  not  care  whether  it  be  a  newspaper 
publishing  business — such  as  I  own — a  railroad,  or  any  other 
single  industry,  so  that  Its  unemployment  problems  are  to 
be  handled  in  that  industry  alone,  then  that  industry  carries 
the  burden,  whatever  It  may  be. 

If  the  sul)stltute  for  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from  New  York 
becomes  a  law.  then  a  railroad  will  not  get  a  dollar,  and  the 
Senator  from  New  York  left  the  impression  to  a  casual  hearer 
that  if  the  substitute  were  adopted  the  railroads  would  get 
a  melon. 


How  would  they  benefit?  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York  that  at  one  time  there  were  2,000,000  railroad  em- 
ployees. At  the  lowest  ebb  the  niHnber  went  down  to  about 
900,000.  Railroad  employment  Is  now  back  up  to  1.035.000, 
if  my  memory  is  correct.  Railroad  employment  in  the  last 
year  or  so  has  been  stabilized.  Consequently  there  has  been 
a  minimum  drain  upKjn  the  unemployment -Instirance  fund. 
That  condition  is  not  certain  to  continue  in  the  future. 

The  Senator's  bill  has  no  business  here.  In  the  first  place, 
and  if  It  had  not  been  here,  there  would  have  l)een  no  substi- 
tute. I  am  a  signer  of  the  report  on  the  substitute,  l>eing  a 
member  of  the  committee.  The  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  York  will  doubtless  remember  the  conversation  in  the 
committee  when  some  of  us  expressed  the  hope  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  and  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
could  agree  upon  a  bill.  The  Senator  from  New  York  in- 
formed me  this  morning  they  were  tmable  to  do  so. 

Let  me  state  all  the  substitute  measure  would  do.  The 
present  amount  in  the  fund  is  clearly  excessive,  and  is  not 
needed,  and  it  will  not  be  needed  so  long  as  railroad  employ- 
ment continues  at  Its  present  level.  The  gentleman  who  sits 
by  the  side  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  Icnows  much  about 
railroad  pay  rolls,  as  I  am  aware  because  he  has  testified  be- 
fore subcommittees  of  which  I  have  been  a  member.  The 
railroad  pay  roll  of  the  country  is  about  $2,000,000,000  a 
year,  perhaps  slightly  in  excess  of  that  amount  at  tliis  time. 
Assessing  a  3-percent  tax  upon  that  sum  would  bring  in  some- 
thing over  $60,000,000  a  year  to  take  care  of  unemployment. 
In  the  last  year  only  about  $15,000,000  was  necessary. 

This  is  where  the  employer  comes  In.  and  the  only  place 
where  he  comes  in.  If  railroad  employment  continues  sta- 
bilized as  at  present,  under  the  substitute  bill  there  would 
come  a  time  when  the  3-percent  tax  would  be  reduced,  and  to 
that  extent  .and  only  to  that  extent  would  the  railroads 
benefit.  Why  should  they  not  benefit?  They  are  the  em- 
ployers. They  have  been  now  cut  off  from  the  general 
i   unemployment  situation. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.    Not  now. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  declines  to 
yield.      

Mr.  REED.  They  have  been  cut  off  from  the  general  un- 
emplojmient situation  to  handle  their  own  unemployment 
situation.  TTie  substitute  bill  provides  that  whenever  the  re- 
serve fund  falls  below  $100,000,000  the  3-percent  tax  shall  be 
restored.  In  the  event  It  has  been  reduced  more  than  3  per- 
cent due  to  either  stabilized  employment  or  an  increase  in 
employment. 

Let  me  suggest  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  New  York 
that,  after  all,  the  railroads  are  essential  factors  In  our  whole 
scheme  of  things.  They  are  not  pariahs:  they  are  not  social 
enemies;  they  are  among  the  greatest  employers  of  labor  In 
the  country.  They  pay  a  wage  scale  above  the  average;  and 
If  they  are  to  handle  their  own  unemployment  situation,  and 
it  is  found  that  a  3 -percent  assessment  on  the  pay  roll  is 
not  necessary  to  take  care  of  railroad  unemployment,  cer- 
tainly there  is  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  reduced;  and 
that  does  not  justify  the  Senator  from  New  York  in  leaving 
the  impression  upon  the  Senate  that  If  the  substitute  biH, 
to  which  my  signature  is  appended,  were  agreed  to  it  would 
result  In  the  payment  of  some  money  back  to  the  railroads. 
That  will  not  be  the  result.  It  Is  true  that  If  they  can 
stabilize  employment — and  we  want  a  4-year  period  in  which 
to  test  out  the  substitute — there  may  come  a  time  when  it 
will  he  possible  to  reduce  the  present  3-percent  tax  upon  the 
pay  roil.  The  distinguished  Senator  from  Kentucky  asked 
a  while  ago  what  a  reduction  of  1  percent,  wliich  would  be 
about  $20,000,000,  would  mean.  Generally  speaking.  It  would 
mean  1  percent  in  emplosonent.  There  would  be  an  induce- 
ment for  the  railroads  to  stabilize  their  employment,  if 
they  could,  rather  than  have  the  taxes  raised. 

I  think  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  is  unsound, 
unworthy,  imnecessary.  and  that  It  has  no  business  before 
the  Senate  now.  The  only  reason  why  the  substitute,  signed 
by  five  members  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  of 
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the  Senate,  Is  before  the  Senate  is  that  those  sponsoring  It 
present  it  In  an  earnest  effort  to  meet  the  problem  fairly  and 
squarely,  with  due  regard  for  the  railroad  employees  and  the 
railroads  themselves.  It  never  would  have  the  effect  of 
returning  any  money  to  the  railroads,  as  the  Senator  from 
New  York  a  while  ago  intimated  it  would. 

Mr.  WAGNER  obtained  the  fioor. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    A  question  of  me? 

Mr.  GURNEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Certainly. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  To  substantiate  the  information  furnished 
by  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed)  as  to  the  operating 
income  of  the  railroads.  I  should  like  to  inform  the  Senator 
from  New  York  that  in  1937  the  operating  income  of  the  class 
I  railroads,  the  larger  railroads,  was  2.37  percent;  in  1938  it 
was  1.43  percent;  in  1939  it  was  2.26  percent.  That  refers 
to  the  net  operating  income  of  the  class  I  railroads,  and  I 
take  it  operating  income  means  income  before  payments  were 
made  on  any  railroad  bonds,  or  anything  like  that.  So  the 
average  for  the  past  3  years  would  be  2  percent  or  a  little 
less.    I  thank  the  Senator  for  yielding. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  To  begin  with.  I  have  been  in  sympathy 
with  the  railroads  and  their  misfortunes  over  a  period  of  time, 
and  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
I  have  aided  in  every  way  I  could  to  provide  the  authority  to 
make  loans  to  them  for  their  rehabilitation.  But  the  matter 
now  before  us  presents  an  entirely  different  question.  Here 
the  question  is.  if  some  aid  is  needed  for  the  railroads,  whether 
you  are  going  to  take  that  out  on  the  workers.  No  suggestion 
has  been  adopted  heretofore  when  railroads  were  in  difficulty 
that  we  should  reduce  the  wages  of  the  railroad  employees  to 
the  point  where  they  would  receive  a  mere  subsistence  w£^e. 
We  felt  that  the  obligation  rested  on  the>railroads  and  on  the 
public  to  see  that  those  employees  were  given  a  fair  wage. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  discuss  the  assertion  about 
"cheap"  talk.  What  happened  was  that  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  talked  about  "cutting  a  melou."  referring  to  this 
legislation  which  suggested  a  small — I  still  think  really  an 
Inadequate — increase  for  the  unemployed.  My  answer  was 
that  if  there  was  any  cutting  of  melons,  then  it  was  the  rail- 
roads that  got  the  benefit  of  the  cutting  and  not  the  workers, 
because  what  Senators  are  providing  by  the  substitute  meas- 
ure is  that  whenever  the  fund  is  above  $100,000,000  the 
tax  levy  on  the  railroads  for  the  unemployment-compensation 
fund  should  be  reduced. 

One  Senator  said  a  moment  ago  "Oh.  some  day  there 
might  be  a  reduction."  Why.  the  substitute  provides  for  a 
reduction  this  year  of  1  percent  on  the  tax,  and  probably  2 
percent  next  year. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  srleld? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  But  we  always  provide  for  $100,000,000  re- 
serve. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  And  my  bill  provides  for  more  than  $100,- 
000.000.  That  is  the  difference  between  us.  The  fund  un- 
der my  bill  at  the  end  of  this  year  will  be  about  $165,000,000. 
In  that  we  take  account  of  the  increased  benefits  and  the 
amount  which  Is  collected  under  the  3 -percent  tax. 

Mr.  GURNEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Is  the  Senator  sure  he  would  have 
$100,000,000  reserve  at  all  times  under  his  measure? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  reasonably  sure  at  the  present  go- 
ing, yes;  and  for  some  time  to  come.  Conditions  can  get  a 
freat  deal  worse  and  the  actuarial  figures  indicate  that  the 
Slim  would  still  be  considerably  above  $100,000,000. 

Mr.  GURNEY.    Will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes:  I  will  yield.  I  will  be  a  Uttle  more 
generous  in  that  respect  than  other  Senators  have  been. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  If  business  is  reduced  there  may  not  be 
so  much  employment,  and  not  so  much  wages  paid  out,  and 
the  fund  may  not  receive  $60,000,000  a  year. 


Mr.  WAGNER.  We  can  indulge  in  all  sorts  of  sijeculations 
and  conjectures  as  to  what  may  happen  in  the  future,  but 
from  the  present  outlook  we  will  have  in  this  fund  at  the 
end  of  the  coming  year  $165,000,000;  and  to  the  extent  that 
we  can  predict,  that  is  going  to  continue.  There  will  al- 
ways be  a  margin  which  will  be  adequate,  so  that  our  fund 
will  continue  to  accumulate.  There  may  come  a  time  when 
you  will  want  to  raise  the  benefit  payments  to  the  workers 
Still  higher  than  they  are  today  rather  than  permit  the 
fund  to  go  beyond  a  certain  amount. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  Does 
not  the  Senator  from  New  York  feel  that  the  incentive  to 
provide  regular  wages  and  continuous  emplojrment  would 
be  great  on  the  part  of  the  railroad  employers  if  they  felt 
they  could  get  away  from  paying  3-percent  tax.  and  that 
they  could  stay  at  the  2-percent  level? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  have  heard  the  Senator  state  that  in 
committee  and  on  the  floor.  In  the  first  place,  there  is 
nothing  in  this  legislation  providing  that  whatever  sum  is 
saved,  in  the  form  of  taxes  or  in  the  form  of  money  not 
paid  to  the  workers,  shall  go  toward  employment  of  the 
unemployed  workers.  No  specific  assurances  were  given  by 
anybody  that  the  money  would  be  so  used.  I  think  some 
of  it  will  go  into  dividends.  I  do  not  object  to  that.  But  I 
think  we  want  to  provide  a  decent  and  adequate  benefit  for 
the  unemployed  during  the  laeriod  of  unemployment. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Will  the  Senator  yield  for  one  further 
question? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes.  i 

Mr.  GURNEY.  It  would  be  better,  though,  to  provide  com- 
tinuous  employment  so  the  employees  could  get  wages  rather 
than  benefit  payments? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Absolutely,  if  that  can  be  done. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  the  difference  between  the  two 
proposals. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Oh.  no;  If  you  will  provide  in  this  legis- 
lation that  whatever  ftioney  is  saved  shall  go  toward  the 
employment  of  somebody,  then  you  have  an  argument. 
Otherwise  this  is  pure  oratory.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  is 
sincere.  This,  however,  is  pure  expectation,  but  without  any 
assurances  of  any  kind. 

A  number  of  States  have  had  the  experience  that  we  have 
had  here.  Their  3-percent  tax  has  accumulated  reserves 
higher  than  they  have  ever  anticipated.  And  what  have  they 
done?  They  have  done  the  just  thing — increasing  the  bene- 
fits paid  the  workers — because  that  increase  provides  in- 
creased purchasing  power,  which  in  the  end  wiU  aid  the 
general  employment  situation. 

We  have  discussed  maximum  rates.  The  Senator  from 
Vermont  has  emphasized  maximum  rates.  The  thing  that 
counts  here  is  average  rates,  and  the  thing  that  counts  here 
is  the  number  of  weeks  or  days  that  you  are  receiving  unem- 
ployment benefits.  You  may  have  a  rate  of  $15  or  $20  a 
week  and  you  may  be  getting  it  only  for  3  or  4  weeks.  That 
sounds  like  a  very  high  rate,  but  it  does  not  give  the  imem- 
ployed  very  much. 

A  moment  ago,  when  I  tried  to  correct  the  Senator,  he  got 
a  little  angry  at  me.  though  I  did  not  mean  to  annoy  him.  He 
used  the  expression  "SO  weeks" 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    It  should  have  been  80  days. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes.  All  I  meant  to  do  was  to  correct  the 
Senator.  I  meant  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  was  sure  he 
did  not  intend  to  say  80  weeks,  but  I  was  ruthlessly — one 
Senator  suggests  the  word  "blitzkrieged" — I  was  ruthlessly 
"blitzkrieged."    That  is  the  correction  I  wanted  to  make. 

The  provision  now  is  for  a  maximum  of  80  days  of  bene- 
fit payments.  It  now  provides  for  a  15 -day  waiting  period, 
and  we  are  reducing  the  waiting  period  to  7  days.  We  are 
increasing  the  benefit  payments  to  100  days. 

If  you  are  going  to  subsidize  every  industry  that  finds  it 
difficult  to  pay  a  3  percent  tax  into  the  fund,  that  is  cne 
thing.  I  am  making  this  statement  now  because  the  Senator 
says  we  must  discuss  the  facts.  I  am  discussing  the  facts. 
Every  industry  in  the  coimtry  today  pays  3  percent. 
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Mr.  GURNEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GITRNEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  under  a  big  majority 
of  the  State  compensation  laws  a  concern  gets  the  benefit 
of  the  earned  rate,  and  thereby  lowers  Its  payment  to  the 
State  insurance  funds? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  That  is  a  different  situation.  Only  five 
States  are  granting  actual  tax  reductions  for  "merit  rating" 
at  the  present  time.  I  know  in  my  State  we  have  refused  to 
grant  it.  because  it  is  not  fair  to  the  rest  of  industr>-;  espe- 
cially small  business,  which  cannot  regularize  employment. 

Tlie  taxes  collected  by  the  States  are  utilized  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  care  of  the  unfortunate  unemployed.  What 
they  have  been  doing  as  the  fimds  have  accumulated  is  this: 
They  recognize  that  we  are  not  paying  adequate  unemploy- 
ment payments.  They  are  very  small.  They  are  going  to  be 
larger,  let  me  say,  year  by  year.  They  are  going  to  be  In- 
creased. These  States  are  increasing  their  benefit  allow- 
ances. They  are  Increasing  not  always  the  amount  per  week, 
but  they  are  Increasing  the  length  of  period,  and  shortening 
the  waiting  period,  and  doing  other  things  which  we  are 
doing  here. 

We  are  providing  for  a  carry-over.  Where  an  emploj'ee  Is 
entitled  to.  say,  100  days,  and  he  has  exhausted  50  days,  we 
allow  him  to  carry  the  other  50  days  over  to  the  next 
unemplojmient  year  for  him.  so  that  in  that  particular  fol- 
lowing year  he  will  get  an  increased  sum. 

The  Senator  spoke  of  "maximum."  I  am  now  talking  about 
averages.  The  average  payment  in  the  United  States  per 
worker  per  week  under  the  State  msurance  funds  is  $10.19 
per  week,  and  under  our  Federal  railroad  unemployment  fund 
it  is  $7  per  week.  It  cannot  be  said  that  we  are  treating  our 
workers  as  fairly  as  the  States  do— and  those,  States  are  not 
altogether  prosperous  either. 

The  Senator  said  this  bill  should  not  be  here.  I  am  not 
ashamed  of  It.  I  have  been  trying  for  a  long  while  to  bring 
a  better  day  to  those  who  are  more  unfortunate  than  you  and 
I.  We  are  talking  about  giving  a  dollar  or  two  or  three  or 
four  dollars  a  week  to  a  worker  who  is  unemployed.  That  Is 
the  "outrageous"  thing  we  are  doing  here.  But  on  the  con- 
trary It  is  said  we  must  save  the  railroads  this  $20,000,000,  or 
perhaps  $40,000,000  per  year,  by  reducing  the  tax  to  2  or  1 
percent.  It  is  argued  we  have  to  treat  railroads  differently 
from  any  other  industry  in  the  country. 

I  hope  the  time  will  come  when  we  can  reduce  the  tax.  I 
hope  the  time  will  come  soon,  and  it  Is  coming  sometime, 
when  we  will  solve  this  question  of  unemployment,  when  we 
will  not  need  to  raise  any  money  for  imemployment  Insur- 
ance. But  as  long  as  unemployment  is  here  we  must  treat  the 
unemployed  worker  fairly.  We  are  giving  him  little  enough. 
Do  not  take  it  out  of  him.  If  we  are  to  give  a  subsidy  to  the 
railroads,  let  us  make  it  a  general  assessment,  and  not  an 
assessment  only  on  the  unemployed  workers. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Austin]  said  something 
about  the  $100,000,000  reserve.  He  was  waxing  oratorical  at 
the  time,  and  I  am  not  sure  that  I  correctly  understood  him. 
He  said  that  the  $100,000,000  will  never  again  be  transferred; 
that  it  is  here  once  and  for  all.  Of  course  it  Is.  The  $100,- 
000.000  arises  in  this  way:  In  1935,  when  we  passed  the  Social 
Security  Act.  the  railroad  employees  were  Included  among 
other  employees  of  the  country,  and  they  were  to  be  cared 
for  from  State  funds.  The  law  went  into  effect  In  1936. 
In  many  of  the  States  It  was  discovered  that  there  were  great 
discrepancies  in  the  treatment  of  railroad  workers.  Some 
who  were  Insured  in  one  State  were  receiving  much  smaller 
benefits  than  those  insured  in  another  State.  There  was  also 
constant  confiict  as  to  whether  an  employee  was  really  woik- 
ing  in  one  State  or  in  an  adjoining  State,  because,  of  course, 
they  were  all  engaged  in  interstate  commerce.  In  addition, 
large  sums  accumulated  In  the  reserves,  swelled  by  the  tax 
contributions  of  the  railroads.  That  is  how  the  $100,000,000 
came  about.  We  said  to  the  States,  "You  received  this  money. 
You  are  not  to  utilize  it  now.  You  do  not  have  to  pay  unem- 
ployed railway  workers,  because  we  shall  take  care  of  them 
nationally;  so  give  us  back  the  balance  of  the  money  which 


the  railroads  paid  into  the  funds  of  the  States."  That  money 
was  transferred  to  the  Federal  fund  under  the  Federal  law. 
It  is  no  different  from  the  money  which  we  are  now  collecting 
imder  the  Federal  system. 

That  accounts  for  the  $100,000,000.  At  the  end  of  this 
year  we  shall  have  $65,000,000  more.  So  we  shall  have  $165,- 
000.000;  and  I  think  it  is  a  fairly  safe  prediction  that  all  we 
shall  use  in  benefits  will  be  atx)ut  $25,000,000.  So  we  shall 
on  the  average  use  less  than  the  receipts  and  we  shall  have 
an  ever  larger  fund. 

The  Senator  made  another  statement.  I  cannot  believe  he 
meant  It.  He  said  that  what  we  are  doing  after  1  year  Is 
threatening  the  fund.  What  are  we  doing  with  the  fund? 
We  are  holding  it  intact.  We  say,  "You  may  not  reduce  It 
to  $100,000,000.  You  must  keep  it  all  here,  because  we  may 
have  a  bad  year  and  we  may  want  a  little  more  money."  The 
Senator  is  the  one  who  is  threatening  the  fund,  because  he 
proposes  that  after  $100,000,000  is  accumulated  the  receipts 
shall  be  reduced  by  one-third,  and  if  the  fund  gets  to  $125.- 
000.000  receipts  are  cut  by  two-thirds.  We  say,  "No;  we  will 
not  threaten  the  fund  to  that  extent.  We  cannot  say  that 
$100,000,000  or  $125,000,000  will  always  be  enough,  and  we  pro- 
pose to  keep  a  good  large  sum."  We  propose  to  keep  $165,000,- 
000,  $170,000,000,  or  perhaps  $200,000,000.  The  time  may 
come  when  perhaps  we  ought  to  readjust  matters. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  I  Mr.  TydingsI  put  It  very 
plainly.  We  have  this  accumulated  fund,  which  the  railroads 
have  paid  in  taxes,  just  as  every  other  industry  In  the  country 
has  paid.  When  we  enacted  the  law  we  recognized,  as  the 
debates  will  shew,  that  the  benefits  were  inadequate.  The 
representatives  of  the  railroad  workers  thought  they  were  in- 
adequate, but  we  were  told  that  on  a  3-percent  tax  larger 
sums  could  not  he  paid.  Of  course,  the  benefits  are  Inade- 
quate. The  waiting  period  is  too  long.  The  number  of  days 
of  payment  is  too  short.  But  we  were  told  that  we  could  do 
nothing  about  it,  because  the  fund  would  be  made  unsound, 
and  this  is  a  contributory  system,  an  Insurance  system. 

However,  experience  has  shown  that  we  were  wrong.  AU 
that  we  propose  to  do  by  this  bill  is  to  pay,  not  a  decent  sum — 
It  Is  pitiably  Inadequate — but  something  more  than  we  are 
now  paying. 

The  Senator  says  that  this  Is  im worthy  legislation.  I  do 
not  think  he  should  so  characterize  It.  I  introduced  it  at  the 
unanimous  request  of  the  brotherhoods.  Every  worker  in  the 
indui^try  was  represented  on  the  committee  which  drafted  the 
bill  and  asked  me  to  introduce  It.  The  Railroad  Retirement 
Board,  which  has  on  it  a  member  representing  the  railroads, 
imanlmously  said  that  It  was  fair  legislation. 

The  workers  are  inadequately  compensated,  and  the  bill 
will  give  them  a  chance  to  receive  just  a  little  more.  Un- 
worthy? Then  every  worker  on  the  railroads  is  unworthy, 
and  we  who  are  trying  to  build  as  best  we  can  a  better  day  for 
the  average  worker,  the  common  man,  are  unworthy.  That 
is  all  the  bill  does. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield.     I  will  return  good  for  evil. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  understood  that  the 
statement  referred  to  was  based  upon  the  statement  immedi- 
ately following,  that  at  the  time  of  the  introduction  of  his 
bill  we  had  had  less  than  1  year's  experience.  With  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  Senator  from  New  York,  I  may  say  that  I 
have  sat  with  subcommittees  of  our  Interstate  Commerce 
Committee  dealing  with  the  railroad-retirement  question. 
Actuarial  calculations  were  made  upon  an  annual  pay  roll  of 
$2,200,000,000,  and  upon  those  actuarial  calculations  certain 
rates  of  retirement  were  established.  In  the  last  session  of 
this  Congress  we  had  probably  20  bills  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act;  and  the  railroad  brotherhoods — so  far  as  I 
know,  unitedly — and  the  railroads — I  am  sure,  unitedly — 
opposed  any  amendment  until  we  had  had  more  experience. 

That  is  the  only  reason  why  I  said  that  the  legislation  Intro- 
duced by  the  Senator  from  New  York  had  no  place  here, 
because  at  the  time  he  introduced  It  we  had  had  something 
like  10  months'  experience.  Within  the  past  year  I  have  sat 
with  subcommittees  listening  to  testimony  on  the  Railroad 
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Retirement  Act,  which  has  had  several  years  of  operation — 
I  have  forgotten  just  how  many — and  we  were  urged  not  to 
change  it.  because  it  was  feared  that  unless  the  railroad  pay 
rolls  should  increase,  the  present  retirement  amounts  could 
not  be  met  out  of  the  Joint  collection  in  that  case,  one-half 
from  the  employer  and  one-half  from  the  employee. 

I  recognize  that  the  distinguished  Senator  from  New  York 
Is  a  great  friend  of  labor 

Mr.  WAGNER.  No;  I  only  want  to  be  just  to  labor.  I 
am  no  better  friend  of  labor  than  anybody  else. 

Mr.  REED.    I,  too,  am  trying  to  be  just. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  want  to  be  just  to  labor,  as  I  want  to  be 
_  Just  to  everybody  else.  I  do  not  think  it  Is  fair  to  say  that  I 
am  one-sided  about  the  question.  I  want  to  be  fair  to  every- 
body else;  but  I  have  discovered  in  my  time  that  labor  does 
need  spokesmen. 

Mr.  REED.  It  happens  that  I  have  l>een  one  of  labor's 
spokesmen  all  my  life. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  am  delighted  to  know  that. 

Mr.  REED.  The  present  law  became  effective  only  a  year 
ago,  and  at  the  time  of  the  introduction  of  the  Senator's  bill 
.we  had  had  only  about  10  months'  experience.  I  submit  to 
the  Senator  from  New  York  that  upon  a  matter  of  this  im- 
portance I  was  justified  in  saying  at  that  time  and  under  those 
circumstances  that  a  bill  of  tliis  kind  should  not  have  t)een 
Introduced. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  afraid  there  will  never  come  a  time 
when  such  a  bill  would  not  be  characterized  as  being  too  early. 
It  is  always  too  early  for  bills  which  one  does  not  want. 

Let  me  answer  the  Senator  from  Kansas,  and  then  I  shall 
conclude.  The  Senator  says  that  I  should  wait,  that  we 
should  have  more  experience.  Let  us  look  at  the  proposal 
which  the  Senator  is  supporting.  He  goes  so  far  as  to  say 
that  at  the  end  of  a  year  we  shall  never  need  more  than 
$100,000,000  or  $125,000,000  in  the  reserve  and  that  we  should 
relieve  the  railroads  of  paying  taxes  in  any  sum  above  $100,- 
000.000.  The  Senator  goes  much  further  than  I  do.  He  has 
already  decided  the  question.  He  has  decided  that  $125.- 
000.000  is  sufiBcient.  However,  he  has  decided  the  matter  the 
wrong  way.  He  wanted  to  balance  the  thing  in  some  way. 
He  did  not  wait.  He  simply  increased  the  benefits  an  insig- 
nificant sum.  So  far  as  the  total  benefits  are  concerned,  they 
are  very  insignificant.  The  Senator  did  not  wait.  He  drafted 
his  bill  and  said,  "We  will  give  the  workers  a  little,  and  we 
Will  give  the  railroads  the  rest."  I  say.  give  the  workers  what 
I  think  anybody  who  is  fair  would  say  is  not  quite  adequate, 
but  which  is  something  better,  and  keep  the  fund  intact  above 
$125,000,000.  I  do  not  dare  say  yet  that  $125,000,000  will  be 
adequate.  I  want  to  keep  the  amount  higher  than  that  for 
the  time  being. 

Mr.  GURNEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Just  a  moment. 

It  has  been  said  that  this  is  an  insurance  fund.  That  is 
not  strictly  accurate.  It  is  money  which  is  collected  to  be 
paid  out.  We  do  not  have  or  want  a  full  insurance  reserve. 
Not  being  able  always  to  predict  the  future,  we  want  to  have 
enough  in  reserve  so  that  if  unfavorable  conditions  come 
along  we  shall  be  able  to  meet  them.  However,  the  fund  Is 
collected  to  be  paid  to  the  workers  when  they  are  unfortunate 

enough  to  be  unemployed.  Let  us  not  have  that  argument, 
because  the  Senator  is  on  the  wrong  track. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
York  permit  an  observation? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  afraid  of  observations.  I  yield  for  a 
question. 

Mr.  REED.     No  insurance  money  is  collected  for  any  other 
purpose  except  to  be  paid  out. 
Mr.  WAGNER.    That  is  what  I  say. 
REED.     That  is  what  I  say,  too. 
WAGNER.     Then  we  are  in  agreement. 

Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

I  yield. 

Is  it  not  correct  to  say  that  no  proposal  to 
limit  the  fund  to  $100,000,000  would  have  been  made  unless 

the  Senator's  bill  had  first  been  introduced? 
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Mr.  WAGNER.  I  see.  Then  the  object  of  the  Senator's 
amendment  is  to  defeat  the  bill  which  the  railroad  workers 
propose? 

Mr.  GURNEY.    No.     Will  the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Is  it  not  correct  to  say  that  under  the 
amendment  which  I  propose  as  a  sut)stitute  the  workers 
would  receive  a  30-percent  increase? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  It  depends  upon  how  the  30  percent  Is 
figured.  It  Is  a  very  inadequata  increase.  Our  experience 
with  the  railroad  employees  and  their  organizations  has  been 
that  they  are  just,  fair,  and  reasonable.  That  is  the  reason 
why  they  have  so  much  suppwrt.  They  never  ask  for  any- 
thing unreasonable,  and  they  regard  the  proposed  increase  as 
almost  nothing. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
yield? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  30-percent  increase 
proposed  in  my  substitute  would  produce  l>eneflts  under  the 
Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act  equal  to  the  benefits 
received  by  other  classes  of  employees  in  every  State  of  the 
Union? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  heard  the  Senator  say  that,  but  I  dis- 
agree with  him.  It  may  be  equal  to  some;  but  under  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator,  railroad  workers  would 
still  be  t}ehind  the  parade.  We  want  to  catch  up  with  what 
the  States  are  doing,  at  least,  and  give  railroad  workers  as 
much  as  the  l)etter  Stat^  laws  give  the  unemployed  under 
their  insurance  systems.  I  am  merely  trying  to  reach  that 
point.  If  I  could,  I  would  go  a  little  ahead  of  it,  because,  as 
the  senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  I  Mr.  BarklkyI  pointed  out 
a  moment  ago,  the  work  of  railway  employees  is  much  more 
hazardous  than  that  of  other  employees  in  most  other  indus- 
tries, and  requires  a  higher  degree  of  skill.  They  are  entitled, 
if  anything,  to  a  little  better  treatment. 

Mr.  GURNEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  again  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakott\? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  May  I  conclude,  then,  from  the  Senator's 
statement  that  under  Senate  bill  3920  as  the  Senator  intro- 
duced it,  railroad  employees  would  receive  more  in  unemploy- 
ment benefits  than  would  any  other  class  of  labor? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  GURNEY.    I  ask  could  I  draw  that  conclusion? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  A  moment  ago  I  mentioned  the  fact  that 
the  average  unemployment  benefit  paid  to  railway  employees 
was  about  $7  a  week,  whereas  the  average  in  all  the  States, 
including  every  kind  of  employment,  is  $10.19  a  week.  What 
I  said  was  that  certainly  the  railroad  workers  ought  to  be  at 
least  on  as  high  a  scale  as  other  workers  because  of  the  skill 
required  and  in  some  instances  the  hazard  of  their  employ- 
ment. 

Mr.  GURNEY,  I  could  conclude,  then,  that  railroad  workers 
would  receive  greater  benefits  under  this  bill  than,  for  in- 
stance, steel  workers? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  GURNEY.     I  merely  wondered  if  that  is  not  a  fact?- 

Mr.  WAGNER.  There  is  some  misunderstanding  on  the 
part  of  one  or  the  other  of  us.  Shall  I  repeat?  I  said  the 
average  payment 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if.  under 
the  bill  he  is  sponsoring,  the  railroad  workers  would  get 
greater  imcmployment  benefits  than  would  other  kinds  of 
workers? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  In  some  instances  they  might.  I  am  talk- 
ing about  averages.  The  average  in  the  States  is  $10.19, 
whereas  the  average  for  the  railroad  worker  is  $7.     That  is 

what  I  want  to  change.    The  Senator  desires  to  keep  it 

intact. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New 

York  yield  for  a  question? 
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The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  Does  the  Seiiator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLETY.  The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  observed 
a  moment  ago  that  if  the  Senator  from  New  York  had  not 
mtroduced  his  bill  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  would  not 
have  introduced  the  proposed  substitute.  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  substitute,  therefore,  is  not  presented  on  its 
merits  but  simply  as  an  effort  to  undermine  the  bill  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  That  is  what  I  suggested;  in  an  Indirect 
way,  it  would  defeat  the  proposed  legislation.  I  am  sure  that 
cannot  be  the  motive,  but  that  might  be  implicit  in  the  state- 
ment the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  made. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  the  end  of 
my  remarks  there  be  printed  a  copy  of  the  majority  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  on  the  pending 
bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  is  so 
ordered. 

The  report  (No.  1752)  is  as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce,  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill  (8.  3920)  to  amend  the  RaUroad  Unemployment  Insurance 
Act.  approved  June  25.  1938.  as  amended  June  20.  1939.  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  considered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon 
with  amendments  and  recommend  that  the  bill  as  amended  do' 
pass. 

The  committee  amendments  are  as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  9,  Insert  "after  June  30.  1940"  after  "employment." 

Page  2.  line  11.  Insert  "or  as  an  employee  representative"  after 
"employer." 

Page  2.  lines  14  through  21,  change  the  definition  of  "registration 
period"  to  read  as  follows: 

•TThe  term  "registration  period*  means,  with  respect  to  any  em- 
ployee, the  period  which  begins  with  the  first  day  for  which  such 
employee  registers  at  an  employment  cfllce  in  accordance  with  such 
regulations  as  the  Board  may  prescribe,  and  ends  with  whichever 
Is  the  earlier  of  (1)  the  thirteenth  day  thereafter,  or  (11)  the  day 
Immediately  preceding  the  day  for  which  he  next  registers  at  a 
different  employment  ofllce;  and  thereafter  each  period  which  begins 
with  the  first  day  for  which  he  next  registers  at  an  employment  office 
after  the  ei.d  of  his  last  preceding  registration  period  and  ends  with 
whichever  is  the  earlier  of  (1)  the  thirteenth  day  thereafter,  or  (11) 
the  day  immediately  preceding  the  day  for  which  he  next  registers 
at  a  different  emplo3rTnent  office." 

Page  5,  table  following  line  13.  Insert  ".99"  after  the  second  amount 
In  each  line  of  column  I. 

Page  8,  line  5.  change  the  semicolon  after  the  word  "unemploy- 
ment" to  a  comma. 

Page  10,  line  6,  delete  the  hyphen  from  "tinemployment-compen- 
sation." 

Page  10.  line  IB.  change  "Provided"  to  "And  provided  further." 

Page  11.  line  3.  delet.e  the  comma  after  "parlor -car  service." 

Page  15.  line  24.  change  "a"  to  "or." 

Page  16.  line  13,  Insert  a  comma  after  "from";  change  "changes" 
to  "charges." 

Page  16.  line  14.  Insert  a  comma  after  "upon." 

Page  19.  line  25.  strike  out  "and." 

Page  22.  line  9,  strike  out  "or"  after  "enacted." 

Page  23.  line  1,  cha.ige  "Provided"  to  "And  provided." 

Page  23.  line  2.  Insert  after  "That",  the  foUowlng:  "for  the  ptir- 
pose  of  registering  unemployed  employees  who  reside  In  areas  in 
which  no  employer  facilities  are  located,  or  In  which  no  employer 
wUl  make  facilities  available  for  the  registration  of  such  em- 
ployees." 

Page  23.  line  4,  insert  "In  anich  areas,"  after  "accept"  and 
"such"  after  "of." 

Page  23.  line  13.  change  "And  provided  fxirtftrr"  to  "Provided." 

Page  25,  line  9,  change  "subsection"  to  "section." 

Page  25.  line  30.  insert  after  "amount  of"  the  following:  "annui- 
ties, pensions,  or  deaths." 

Page  27,  line  6,  change  the  semicolon  after  "1940"  to  a  comma. 
coMurrnz  amznomtnts 

The  committee  amendment  to  section  2  of  the  original  bill  makes 
the  exclusion,  for  some  purposes,  of  certain  railway-labor  organl- 
satlon  service  apply  only  to  tbat  performed  after  June  30,  1940.  It 
also  places  service  as  an  employee  representative  within  the  exclu- 
sion, which  is  discussed  hereafter  In  the  explanation  of  the  bill. 

Another  committee  amendment  substitutes  for  the  14-consecu- 
tlve-day  registration  period  provided  for  in  section  3  of  the  original 
biU  a  registration  period  which  will  normally  consist  of  14  con- 
secutive days  but  which  may  consist  of  fewer  than  that  number  If 
the  claimant  transfers  his  registration  from  one  employment  office 

to  another  within  14  days  of  the  beginning  of  the  registration 

period.  This  change  wUl  tend  to  reduce  the  number  of  transfers, 
which  In  many  cases  are  made  by  persons  who  are  merely  traveUng 
and  not  reaUy  looking  for  work. 


The  only  other  committee  amendment  which  effects  a  change  of 
substance  is  that  to  section  26  of  the  original  bill,  which  rdstes 
to  the  authority  of  the  Board  to  appoint  persons,  without  regard  to 
civU-servlce  laws  and  the  Classification  Act  of  1923.  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  reglBtratlons  of  unemployed  employees  and  performing 
services  IncldenUl  thereto.  The  committee  amendment  limits  such 
authority  to  the  appointment  of  persons  for  areas  in  which  no 
employer  facilities  are  available  or  In  which  no  employer  will  make 
facilities  available  for  the  registration  of  employees 

The  remaining  committee  amendments  are  merely  corrections  of 
typographical  errors  or  of  minor  departures  from  uniformity  In 
style. 

CENXaAI.  STATEMn«T 

Experience  during  the  first  10  months  of  operations  under  the 
present  Railroao  Unemployment  Insurance  Act  Indicates  the  need 
of  clianges  to  provide  for  more  nearly  adequate  benefits,  to  simplify 
the  administration  of  certain  provisions,  and  to  make  others  more 
readily  understandable.  The  bill  is  Intended  to  effect  such  changes 
In  addition  to  minor  clarifying  amendments,  necessary  changes  in 
cros&references.  and  other  formal  amendments,  it  deals  with  the 
following  matters: 

1.  Benefit  year  and  base  year. 

2.  Benefit  formula  and  rates. 

3.  Maximtmi  benefits. 

4.  Remuneration  and  day  of  unemployment. 
6.  Disqualifying  conditions. 

6.  Exclusion  of  local  lodge  and  employee-representative  service. 

7.  Reporting  provisions. 

8.  MisceUaneous. 

EXPLANATION   OF  THS   BHX 

1.  Benefit  year  and  base  year:  In  place  of  the  individual  benefit 
year  extending  for  12  months  from  the  beginning  of  the  claimant's 
first  compensable  half  month,  section  7  of  the  bUl  substitutes  a 
benefit  year,  uniform  for  aU  claimants,  from  July  1  through  June 
30  of  the  foUowing  year.  A  registration  period  t>eginmng  in  Juno 
and  ending  in  July  is  to  be  treated  as  If  entirely  within  the  benefit 
year  ending  In  such  month  of  June. 

In  addition  to  being  more  understandable  and  leas  likely  to  causa 
dlfficiUties  In  administration,  the  uniform  benefit  year  will  shorten 
the  average  interval  between  the  exhaustion  of  benefit  rights  and 
the  resumption  of  them  in  a  succeeding  benefit  year.  At  present 
the  benefits  of  a  person  experiencing  a  prolonged  spell  of  unem- 
ployment are  often  Interrupted  at  a  time  when  he  Is  In  greatest 
need  of  benefits;  the  amendment  wUl  greatly  reduce  the  number 
of  such  cases. 

The  base  year  Is  redefined  by  section  8  of  the  bill  as  the  calendar 
year  immediately  preceding  the  beginning  of  the  l)eneflt  year 

2.  Benefit  formula  and  rates:  In  place  of  the  present  formula, 
under  which  benefits  are  paid  for  each  day  of  unemployment  in 
excess  of  7  in  a  half  month,  section  9  of  the  btU  provides  that 
during  the  first  registration  period,  in  a  benefit  year,  in  which  a 
claimant  has  7  or  more  days  of  unemployment,  benefits  shall  be 
payable  for  days  of  unemployment  in  excess  of  7;  in  sutwequent 
registration  periods  In  the  same  benefit  year,  for  days  of  unem- 
ployment In  excess  of  4. 

The  provlfilon  that  benefits  shall  not  be  payable  In  any  benefit 
year  until  there  has  been  a  registration  period  containing  7  or 
more  days  of  unemplojrment.  and.  then,  in  such  period,  only  for 
days  of  unemployment  in  excess  of  7,  serves  substantially  the  same 
purpose  as  the  present  waiting-period  requirement  but  avoids  cer- 
tain inequities  which  the  latter  has  occasioned  among  claimants 
with  various  patterns  of  employment.  It  also  avoids  difficulties 
which  have  t>een  experienced  t>ecause  of  the  fact  that  the  present 
waiting-period  requirement  may  be  fulfiUed  at  any  time  within  0 
months  t>efore  the  beginning  of  a  benefit  year;  claimants  who  have 
exhausted  their  benefit  rights  have,  therefore,  been  registering,  at 
considerable  Inconvenience  and  expense  to  themselves  and  the 
Board.  In  order  to  secure  waiting -period  credit  for  use  if  they 
should  be  unemployed  after  the  end  of  the  current  benefit  year. 
Many  such  persons  do  not,  of  course,  begin  benefit  years  within  6 
months  of  the  beginning  of  the  periods  for  which  they  have  so 
registered,  and  such  registrations,  which  have  usually  Involved 
Inconvenience  and  expense  to  the  claimant  and  the  Board,  are, 
therefore,  fruitless.  Claimants  wiU  also  receive  tbelr  first  benefit 
checks  sooner  under  the  new  provision  than  under  present  require- 
ments, it  being  estimated  that  the  number  of  days  intervening 
between  the  first  registration  and  the  receipt  of  the  first  check  will 
be  cut  from  about  38  to  approximately  22. 

The  change  in  the  formula  relative  to  registration  periods  subse- 
quent to  the  first  registration  period  of  a  benefit  year  will  also 
effect  a  reduction  in  the  number  of  registration  periods  which  are 
begun  but  never  result  In  the  payment  of  benefiu.  and  thus  will 
remove  another  source  of  considerable  Inconvenience  to  claimants 
and  to  the  Board. 

The  present  benefit  rates,  though  weighted  In  favor  of  the 
lower-paid  employees,  have  not.  in  conjunction  with  the  present 
benefit  formula,  provided  for  the  average  employee  benefits  equal 
to  tbose  under  most  State  unemploymeut-comp>ensatton  laws. 
Even  with  the  proposed  benefit  formula,  the  present  rates  would 
not  provide  adequate  benefits.     Accordingly,  section   9  of  the   bill 

provides  benefit  rates  which,  under  the  proposed  benefit  formula, 

will  produce  minimum  benefits  of  $17.50.  and  maximum  benefits 
of  $40  for  14  days  of  unemployment  In  a  registration  period.  In- 
stead of   a  present  minimum   of   •12.25   and   maximum   of   $21    (or 
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the  same  number  of  dasrs  of  unemplo3rment.  The  following  com- 
parison cf  benefits  for  14  days  of  unemployment  In  a  registration 
period  shows  the  effect  of  this  change: 


Base  year  compensation 


tl.Vlfo  tl90  9g 

f!n>W  H74» 

$<:s  torww 

SiSUtotOW.W 

>i.oooto$i.a».0e  . 

$i,3roto$i,a«e.8e.. 
ti^AM  &o(i  over 


Proposed 
beneflu 


$17.  50 

ao.oo 
22.50 
25.00 

30.00 
35.00 
4a  00 


Present 
baoefitJ 


$12.25 
14.00 
15.75 
17.50 
17  50 

10.25 
21.00 
21.00 


3  Maximum  bencflts:  To  retain  approximately  the  present  maxl- 
Bium  duration  of  benefits,  which,  for  claimants  who  are  continu- 
ously unemployed.  Is  about  21  weeks,  section  10  of  the  bill  estab- 
lishes 100  as  the  basic  maximum  number  of  days  In  a  benefit  year 
for  which  benefits  may  be  paid.  To  provide  a  longer  possible  dura- 
tion for  those  employees  who  were  qualified  for  benefits  in  the 
preceding  benefit  year  but  to  whom  benefits  were  payable  for  fewer 
than  100  days  in  such  year,  section  10  also  provides  that  such  em- 
ployees may  carry  over  into  the  current  benefit  year  a  number  of 
days,  not  in  excess  of  50,  equal  to  the  difference  between  100  and 
the  number  of  days  of  unemployment  in  the  preceding  benefit  year 
for  which  benefits  were  payable  to  them.  The  number  of  days  of 
unemployment  thus  carried  over  is,  of  course,  an  addition  to  the 
basic  maxima  of  such  employees. 

The  proposed  changes  m  the  benefit  formula,  the  benefit  rates, 

■  and  the  maximum  benefit  provision  will.  It  Is  believed,  produce  rea- 

I  aonably  adequate  amounts  of  benefits  for  employees  covered  by  the 

railroad  unemployment-insurance  system,  and  It  is  believed  that 

they   are   In   accordance   with   sound  principles   of   unemployment 

Insurance. 

The  average  annual  benefit  cost  under  the  proposed  amendments 
Is  estimated  at  between  t50.000.000  and  »53.000.000,  or  approximately 
,  double  the  present  cost.  In  spite  of  this  increase  In  cost,  however, 
It  is  estimated  that  a  modest  but  entirely  adequate  reserve  will  be 
accumulated  from  year  to  year  on  the  basis  of  the  present  contribu- 
tion rate. 

4.  Remuneration  and  day  of  unemplo3rment:  Experlencfe  under  the 
present  act  has  disclosed  certain  inequities  resulting  from  the  fact 
that  some  claimants,  who  derive  income  from  work  under  such  cir- 
cumstances that  It  Is  not  service  for  hire,  are  paid  benefits,  while 
benefits  must  be  denied  to  others,  who  receive  pay  for  similar  work 
under  circumstances  which  make  it  service  for  hire.  In  order  to 
remove  such  Inequities  and  to  avoid  difficult  administrative  deter- 
minations as  to  whether  or  not  earnings  are  pay  for  services  for  hire, 
section  4  of  the  bill  Includes  in  the  definition  of  "remuneration" 
earned  Income  other  than  for  services  for  hire  If  Its  accrual.  In  whole 
or  in  part,  is  ascertainable  with  respect  to  a  particular  day  or  days. 

In  view  of  the  inclusion  of  earned  income  In  the  definition  of  re- 
muneration, section  5  of  the  bill  amends  the  definition  of  day  of  un- 
'  employment  so  that  the  accrual  of  remuneration  will  be  considered 
In  determining  whether  or  not  a  day  is  a  day  of  unemployment. 
Section  5  of  the  bill  also  contains  an  amendment  to  the  definition  of 
"day  of  unemployment"  which  Is  designed  to  encourage  individuals 
to  retain  or  to  seek  odd  jobs  or  part-time  work,  by  permitting  to  be 
counted   as   days  of   unemplojrment   days  for   which   subsidiary  re- 
^  muneratlcn  averaging  not  more  than  $1  a  day  Is  payable  or  accrues. 
-  This  may  be  done,  however,  only  in  the  cases  of  claimants  who  have 
i-  $150  or  more  In  base-year  compensation,  exclusive  of  the  earnings 
Z'  from  the  position  or  occupation  in  which  such  subsidiary  remuner- 
^atlon   was  earned.     Subsidiary  remuneration   Is   that   derived   from 
work  which  requires  substantially  less  than  full  time  and  can  be 
performed  while  a  person  is  holding  a  normal  full-time  Job  in  an- 
other occupation.    The  amendment  with  respect  to  It  will  prevent 
•ervlce  for  nominal  salaries  to  labor  organizations,  fraternal  organi- 
sations, and  the  like  from  Interfering  with  the  receipt  of  unem- 
plovment-lnsurance  beiieflts. 

To  clarify  the  treatment  of  a  working  day  which  includes  a  part  of 
each  of  2  consecutive  calendar  days,  section  5  also  contains  an 
amendment  which  provides.  In  substance,  that  remuneration  for 
such  a  working  day  shall  be  deemed  to  have  t)een  earned  on  the 
calendar  day  on  which  such  working  day  ends  and  not  on  the 
calendar  day  on  which  It  begins,  and  that  an  Individual  having  such 
•  working  day  shall  not,  by  reason  of  taking  work  on  such  working 
day,  be  considered  unavailable  for  work  on  the  calendar  day  on 
which  the  working  day  begins. 

5.  Disqualifying  conditions:  Sections  17  and  18  of  the  bill  make  a 
substantial  change  in  the  disqualifying  conditions  contained  in 
section  4  (a)  (vl)  of  the  act.  relating  to  an  employee  paid  on  a 
mileage  basis  who  has  earned  at  least  eight  times  his  last  schedule 

.  dally  rate  of  pay  during  the  half  month.  Experience  has  shown 
that  "schedule  dally  rate"  Is  a  term  which  Is  not  generally  under- 
stood and  that  it  doea  not  afford  a  standard  which  can  be  readily 
checked.  In  addition,  many  train  and  engine  service  employees 
paid  on  a  mileage  basis  but  also  engaged  In  yard  service,  which  is 
not  paid  for  on  a  mileage  basis,  have  been  confused  as  to  how  much 
of  their  earnings  shovUd  be  taken  into  consideration  In  connection 
with  this  disqualifying  condition.  Moreover,  inequities  have  be- 
come apparent  as  between  mileage  employees  having  patterns  of 


employment  which  permit  them  to  avoid  the  disqualifying  condi- 
tion and  other  employees,  in  substantially  the  same  circumstances 
but  with  different  patterns  of  employment,  who  are  subject  to  It. 
Inequities  have  also  l)een  apparent  as  between  mileage  employees 
and  other  employees  on  trains  who  are  not  paid  on  a  mileage  basis 
but  Who  earn  substantially  ftilJ-tlme  pay  In  a  very  short  period  of 
time. 

Section  17  of  the  bill  provides  that  there  Is  not  to  be  considered 
as  a  day  of  unemployment  any  day  In  a  registration  period  in  which 
an  employee  earns.  In  train  and  engine,  yard,  or  other  similar  service, 
at  least  20  times  his  dally  benefit  rate.  Section  18  makes  similar 
provision  with  respect  to  days  in  a  registration  period  comprising 
the  last  half  of  a  28-day  period  in  which  an  employee  earns  at 
least  40  times  his  daily  benefit  rate  In  such  service.  The5=e  changes 
are  intended  to  prevent  the  payment  of  benefits  to  transportation 
employees  who,  in  the  specified  classes  of  service,  earn,  in  less  than 
full  time,  what  is  substantially  full-time  pay  for  a  period. 

Section  14  of  the  bill  extends  the  disqualifying  condition  for 
failure  without  good  caiise  to  accept  an  offer  of  available,  suitable 
work,  to  cover  any  case  of  failure,  without  good  cause,  to  comply 
with  instructions  from  the  Board  requiring  the  individual  to  apply 
for  suitable  work  or  to  report  In  person  or  by  mall  to  an  employment 
cfflce.  It  Is  believed  that  there  Is  no  substantial  difference  between 
an  employee  who  falls  to  accept  such  an  offer  and  one  who  falls  to 
apply  or  report  when  so  directed. 

Section  18  of  the  bill  adds  to  the  act  a  new  subsection.  4  (a) 
(viU).  under  which  a  Sunday  or  any  day  which  is  generally  observed 
as  a  holiday  In  the  locality  In  which  the  claimant  registers  for  that 
day  is  not  a  day  of  unemployment  unless  It  Is  immediately  preceded 
by  a  day  cf  unemployment  and  immediately  followed  by  a  day  of 
unemployment,  or  was  the  last  day  in  a  registration  period  and  was 
immediately  preceded  by  a  day  of  unemployment.  If  2  or  more 
consecutive  days  are  a  Sunday  and  1  cr  more  holidays,  such  con- 
secutive days  are  not  days  of  unemployment  unless  they  are  Imme- 
diately preceded  and  immediately  followed  by  a  day  of  unemploy- 
ment or.  if  the  last  day  of  such  consecutive  days  is  the  last  day  of  a 
registration  period,  unless  such  consecutive  days  are  Immediately 
preceded  by  a  day  of  unecqployment. 

The  purposes  cf  this  amendment  are  to  permit  only  those  Sundays 
and  recognized  holidays  which  are  Included  in  periods  of  continuous 
unemployment  to  be  considered  as  days  of  unemployment  and  to 
discourage  the  large  number  of  registrations  for  Sundays  and  holi- 
days which  employees  who  are  not  genuinely  unemployed  now  make 
in  order  to  protect  their  rights  In  the  event  of  subsequent  unem- 
ployment. 

To  simplify  administration,  section  16  cf  the  bill  removes  from 
the  operation  of  section  4(a)  (v)  of  the  act  cases  In  which  there  Is 
merely  "a  right  to  receive"  payments  cf  the  typ>es  enumerated  In 
that  section.  This  change  is  believed  to  be  necessary,  since,  for 
example,  an  employee  claiming  railroad  unemployment  insurance 
benefits  may  have  a  right  to  receive  an  annuity,  although  at  the 
time  he  makes  his  claim  neither  he  nor  the  Board  knows  whether 
such  right  actually  exists. 

Section  16  of  the  bill  also  provides  for  the  recovery  of  amounts,  or 
parts  thereof,  paid  a  claimant  as  railroad  unemployment  insurance 
benefits  if  subsequent  to  such  payment  he  receives  or  is  held  entitled 
to  receive  any  payment  of  the  t3rpes  enumerated  In  the  section  ex- 
cept benefits  under  an  unemployment-compensation  law  other  than 
the  act.  Section  16  of  the  bill  provides  further  that,  if  any  payment 
of  the  types  enumerated  in  the  section,  except  benefits  under  an 
unemployment-compensation  law  other  than  the  act,  is  less  than 
the  amount  of  railroad  unemployment-Insurance  benefits  which 
would  be  payable  and  not  recoverable,  the  disqualifying  condition 
and  the  first  proviso  contained  in  the  section  shall  not  apply  In 
this  event  the  benefits  under  the  act  shall  be  diminished  or  recover- 
able in  the  amount  of  such  payment 

Under  section  15  of  the  bill,  to  conform  section  4  (a)  (iv)  to 
other  parts  of  the  act  as  amended,  the  period  of  disqualification 
therein  provided  for  is  made  to  begin  with  the  first  day  of  the 
registration  period  rather  than  of  the  half  month. 

6.  Exclusion  of  local-lodge  and  employee-representative  service: 
Section  2  of  the  bill  provides  that,  for  benefit  and  contribution 
purposes,  employment  after  Jime  30,  1940,  In  the  service  of  a  local 
lodge  or  division  of  a  rallway-labor-organlzation  employer  or  as  an 
employee  representative  shall  be  disregarded.  It  la  believed  that 
any  additional  unemployment-insurance  benefits  which  might 
be  payable  upon  the  basis  of  compensation  from  such  service  do 
not  Justify  the  administrative  difflcultles  and  expense  connected 
with  the  coUection  of  contributions  based  on  such  compensation. 

7.  Reporting  provisions:  As  amended  by  section  21  of  the  bill, 
section  6  of  the  act  no  longer  specifically  requires  that  returns 
of  compensation  show  the  amounts  of  compensation  earned  In 
each  month.  Section  21  also  eliminates  the  reference  to  prepa- 
ration by  the  Board  of  the  annual  statements  of  compensation 
which  are  to  be  distributed  to  employees.  It  further  amends 
section  6  of  the  act  by  specifically  relating  the  provision  as  to 
conclusiveness  to  the  determination  of  eliglbUlty  for  and  the 
amount  of.  benefits,  and  by  providing  for  the  conclusiveness  not 
of  the  retiim  of  compensation  Itself,  or  of  the  faUnre  to  make  a 
return,  but  of  the  Boards  record  of  such  return  or  the  absence  of 
a  Board  record  of  such  return. 

8.  Miscellaneous:  Section  11  of  the  bill  substitutes  for  the  ref- 
erence to  section  9  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937  con- 
tained In  section  2  (d)  of  the  present  act  a  more  detailed  de- 
scription of  the  methods  of  recovery  referred  to.    The  protection 
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preTlously  accorded  disbursing  officers  te  extended  to  Include  pro- 
tection against  liability  for  amounts,  the  recovery  of  which  has 
been  begun  but  cannot  be  completed,  and  certifying  officers  are 
also  expressly  accorded  the  same  protection  as  disbursing  offlccrs. 

Section  12  of  the  blU  makes  certain  clarifying  amendments  to 
sectlcm  2  (f )  of  the  act,  particularly  to  distinguish  more  precisely 
between  the  periods  involved. 

Section  3  of  the  act  is  amended  by  section  IS  of  the  bill  to  de- 
ft "qualified  employee"  as  one  to  whom  the  Board  finds  that 
itlon  of  not  less  than  |1S0  was  payable  with  respect  to  hla 
base  year.  Section  20  of  the  bill  provides  for  the  review  of  an 
Initial  determination  involving  (1)  the  denial  of  a  claim  on  the 
basis  of  the  claimant's  not  being  a  "qualified  employee."  or  (3)  an 
award  of  t>enefits  which  the  claimant  contends  was  at  teas  than  the 
proper  benefit  rata.  This  section  also  provides  that  benefits  shall 
be  paid,  subject  to  a  right  of  recovery  by  the  Board,  in  any  case 
of  an  award  of  benefits  in  whole  or  in  part  upon  the  basis  of  pay 
earned  In  the  service  of  a  person  or  company  foiuid  by  the  Board 
to  be  an  employer  under  the  act  but  which  disputes  coverage 
and  does  not  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  act.  The  decision 
as  to  whether  such  benefits  shall  be  repaid  is  made  upon  proceed- 
ings prescribed  in  the  section.  In  all  cases  covered  by  section  20, 
provision  is  made  as  to  communication  of  the  final  decision  of  the 
Board,  the  effect  of  Board  decisions,  and  the  Judicial  review  thereof. 

By  section  19  of  the  bill,  the  right  to  a  hearing  before  a  district 
board  is  limited  to  a  "qualified  employee"  whose  claim  for  benefits 
has  been  denied  in  whole  or  in  part,  upon  an  initial  determination 
on  a  basis  other  than  one  which  is  reviewable  under  the  provisions 
of  section  20  of  the  bill.  The  amendment  contained  in  section  19 
would  thus  remove  from  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  district  board  such 
troublesome  questions  as  employer  or  employee  coverage  and  the 
determii^atlon  of  base-year  compensation.  However,  as  indicated 
above,  section  20  of  the  bill  makes  other  adequate  provision  for  the 
review  of  determinations  upon  such  points. 

A  number  of  changes  having  to  do  with  personnel  are  effected 
by  amendments  to  section  12  cf  the  act.  The  powers  of  the  Board 
With  regard  to  the  detailing  of  employees  are  extended  by  section 

26  of  the  bill,  and  that  section  will  also  permit  the  Board  under 
certain  circumstances  to  appoint  persons  to  take  registsatlons  of 
claimants  on  a  piece-rate  basis.     The  Board  is  authorized  by  section 

27  of  the  bill  to  grant  compensatory  leave  for  overtime  to  lower -paid 
employees  at  any  station  at  which  claims  for  benefits  are  received, 
adjudicated,  and  certified  for  payment,  and  section  25  extends  to 
persons  having  railroad  exjierlence,  who  are  in  the  employ  of  the 
Board  on  June  30,  1940,  the  possibility  of  acquiring,  tinder  certain 
conditions,  a  competitive  classified  dvil-servlce  status. 

The  list  of  expenses  for  which  moneys  are  permanently  appro- 
priated to  the  Board  is  removed  from  section  11  (c)  of  the  act  by 
section  22  of  the  bill,  but  section  24  of  the  bill  incorporates  it.  with 
seme  changes,  in  a  new  section  11  (e)  of  the  act.  The  changes  in- 
clude in  the  list  certain  moving  expenses  of  Board  employees  trans- 
ferred permanently  from  one  official  station  to  another.  The  ab- 
sence In  the  present  act  of  such  a  provision  has  worked  hardship 
on  employees  required  to  move  in  the  Interest  of  the  Board.  An- 
other change  adds  to  the  list  of  exper\ses  mileage  allowances  to 
Board  employees  for  travel  by  privately  owned  automobiles  on 
official  business  of  the  Board  u-lthtn  the  corporate  limits  of  their 
olBclal  stations.  The  savings  in  time  and  personal -ser\'lce  costs 
which  would  be  effected  under  this  provision  would  exceed  the  addi- 
tional traveling  expenses  incurred. 

Since  the  activities  of  the  Board's  various  organization  units  In 
the  administration  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Acts  and  the  Rail- 
road Unemployment  Insurance  Act  are  so  closely  interrelated  that 
any  attempt  at  segregation  would  make  the  cost  of  administration 
prohibitive.  It  is  essential  to  efficiency  and  economy  that  the  or- 
ganization structure  of  the  Board  be  Integrated  and  that  all  vae&na 
of  financing  available  to  the  Board  be  commingled  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  the  Joint  costs  of  the  Board's  integrated  organization. 
Accordingly,  section  24  of  the  bill  establishes  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  a  permanent  administrative  revolving  fund  from 
which  the  Board  may  pay  all  the  expenses  at  Its  varioiis  activities, 
except  that  a  cut-off  date  Is  provided  beyond  which  the  revolving 
fund  is  not  available  for  meeting  the  expenditures  of  the  prior  fiscal 
year.  The  Board  must  from  time  to  time  replenish  the  fund  by 
requisitions,  without  Itemization  by  objects  of  expenditure,  from  the 
railroad  unemployment  Insurance  administration  fund  and  any 
other  appropriation  available  to  It  for  administrative  expenses,  in 
the  proportion  which  the  expenses  of  administering  the  respective 
activities  for  which  the  railroad  unemployment  insurance  adminis- 
tration fund  and  the  various  other  appropriations  are  available 
bears  to  the  total  administrative  expenses  of  the  Board. 

The  establishment  of  such  a  revolving  tund  (1)  permits  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board  to  authorize  one  expenditure  budget  for 
each  unit  of  organization  as  a  basis  for  effective  expenditure  con- 
trol, (2)  eliminates  the  necessity  of  splitting  vouchers,  and  (3) 
simplifies  tho  accounting  and  reporting  procedures  of  the  Board,  the 
General  Accounting  Office,  and  the  Treasury. 

Section  22  of  the  bill  conforms  the  final  sentence  of  section  11 
(c)  of  the  act  with  the  provisions  relating  to  the  revolving  fund. 

Under  secUon  23  of  the  bill  the  transfers  from  the  railroad  un- 
employment insurance  administration  fund  to  the  railroad  un- 
employment insurance  account  are  authorized  to  be  made  at  the 
end  of  each  fiscal  year  rather  than  at  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year  be- 
ginning with  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  1946.  The  transfers  may  be 
zoade  from  the  excess  of  the  anwimt  prevlou&ly  credited  to  the 


fund  over  the  total  amount  expended  for  the  purpose  of  administer- 
ing the  act.  rather  than  from  the  excess  of  the  amount  credited  to 
the  fund  during  the  preceding  7  fiscal  years  over  the  total  amount 
expended  during  the  same  p>eriod.  It  is  believed  that  no  useful 
purpose  would  be  served  by  holding  administrative  turpluses  until 
1946. 

SecUon  1  of  the  bill  specifies  July  1,  1940,  as  the  effective  date  of 
the  (unendments,  except  as  to  a  claimant  having  a  half  month 
beginning  in  June  1940  and  ending  in  July  1940.  Such  claimant 
would  finish  that  half  month  on  the  basis  of  the  present  provi- 
sions of  the  act  and  would  then  start  anew,  beglimlng  with  the 
first  day  of  unemployment  following  the  end  of  such  half   month. 

Section  30  of  the  bill  amends  the  definition  of  "compensation" 
contained  in  section  1532  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  by  ex- 
cluding, for  certain  purposes,  earnings  of  less  than  $3  a  month 
from  a  local  lodge  or  division  of  a  railway-labor-orgsmizatlon  em- 
ployer, if  such  amount  Is  earned  after  March  31,  1940,  or  if  It  was 
earned  between  December  31.  1936,  and  April  l,  1940,  but  certain 
taxes  were  not  paid  on  the  basis  of  it  prior  to  July  1,  1940.  Such 
earnings  are  also  to  be  disregarded,  for  certain  purposes,  under  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937  as  that  act  is  amended  by  section 
28  Of  the  bill.  Section  29  of  the  bill  amends  the  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Act  to  clarify  the  previously  more  general  provisions,  as  to 
the  recovery,  or  the  waiver  of  the  recovery,  of  erroneous  payments 
and  as  to  the  protection  against  liability  for  amounts  the  re- 
covery of  which  has  been  waived. 

PROviBioNs  or  ALTOurA-nvs  an-L 
The  committee  had  for  consideration,  at  the  same  time  that  It 
was  considering  S.  3920,  another  bill.  8.  3925.  dealing  with  a  por- 
tion of  the  subject  matter  dealt  with  In  S.  3920  This  second  bill 
differed  from  S.  3920  on  three  points,  and  raised  one  additional 
question.    These  four  items  are: 

1.  Experience  rating. 

2.  The  appropriation  of  funds  for  administrative  expenses. 

3.  Waiting  period. 

4.  Maximum  benefits. 

1.  Experience  rating:  S.  3925  does  not  provide  for  Increasing  net 
benefit  payments  as  substantially  as  the  bill  which  the  committee 
recommend  be  passed.  Instead,  it  proposes  to  reduce  the  rate  of 
contributions  from  a  maximum  of  3  percent  to  2  percent  and  to  1 
percent,  varying  with  the  balance  in  the  railroad  uncmplojTnent  in- 
surance account.  In  other  words,  it  proposes  to  devote  accumulated 
reserves  principally  to  the  reduction  of  contributioDS.  The  accumu- 
lation of  reserves  may  occur  for  either  or  both  of  two  reasons: 

(a)  The  benefits  may  be  less  adequate  than  a  3 -percent  rate 
would  pernUt;  and 

(b)  The  amount  of  unemployment,  averaged  over  a  number  of 
years,  may  be  less  than  anticipated. 

(a)  There  is,  of  course,  no  absolute  standard  by  which  the  ade- 
quacy of  benefits  can  be  determined.  But  it  has  been  the  congres- 
sional policy,  and  all  parties  In  Interest  apparently  agree,  that  the 
Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act  should  provide  benefits  at 
least  as  favorable  to  the  unemployed  as  the  better  State  acts.  Some 
attempt  has  been  made  to  show  that  8.  3925  meets  such  a  standard. 
But  when  statements  apparently  indicating  such  a  conclusion  are 
carefully  examined  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  comparison  Is  always 
restricted  to  particular  features  such  as  maximum  and  minimum 
weekly  benefit  rates  for  total  unemployment.  At  the  hearings 
before  the  subcommittee  it  was  demonstrated  by  application  of  the 
provisions  of  S.  3925  and  of  various  State  laws  to  representative 
samples  of  actual  cases  that  S.  3925  woiUd  still  leave  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act  in  an  inferior  position  compared  with 
the  better  Strfte  unemployment  plans.  While  not  as  inferior  as 
before  with  respect  to  weekly  benefit  rates,  the  act  would  be  defi- 
nitely Inferior  with  respect  to  partial  unemployment,  and  definitely 
Inferior  on  the  over-all  picture.  Comparison  with  five  States  whose 
benefit  provisions,  on  the  whole,  are  slightly  below  the  average  of 
all  States,  showed  that  in  29.7  percent  of  the  cases  individuals  would 
be  better  off,  and  in  17  percent  of  the  cases  as  well  off.  under  tli« 
State  laws  as  under  the  Railroad  Act  if  S.  3925  were  adopted. 

(b)  A  reduction  in  the  contribution  rate  because  of  a  reduction 
in  unemployment  Is  based  upon  the  theory,  which  underlies  the 
so-called  experience  rating  in  some  State  unemployment-compen- 
sation laws.  Those  who  entertain  this  view  believe  that  it  is 
within  the  control  of  individual  employers  or  groups  of  employers 
to  reduce  the  number  of  workers  who  become  unemployed  and 
qualify  for  benefits,  but  that  the  employers  will  not  exercise  this 
power  to  any  appreciable  extent  imless  Induced  to  do  so  by  a  con- 
sequent reduction  in  the  rate  of  contributions.  Experience  rating 
in  State  legislation  provides,  therefore,  for  differential  rates  of 
contributions  supposedly  related  to  the  success  of  the  employer 
in  reducing  the  number  of  his  employees  who  become  unemployed 
and  qualify  for  benefits. 

The  prevention  of  unemployment  necessarily  Implies  that  per- 
sons who  succeed  In  securing  work  are  employed  as  long  as  they 
desire  and  without  Interruptions  for  periods  long  enough  to  re- 
quire the  payment  of  unemployment-insurance  benefits.  Any  em- 
ployer or  group  of  employers  can  attain  this  objective  only  if  It 
offers  a  constant  volume  of  employment.  The  proponents  of  experi- 
ence rating  point  to  certain  types  of  managerial  technique  which 
employers  may  utilize  to  regularize  and  stabilize  employment. 

However,  some  of  these  techniques  are  obviously  not  applicable 
to  the  railroad  Industry.  For  example,  the  extent  to  which  a  rail- 
road may  accomplish  the  result  analogous  to  output  diversification 
In  manufacturing  is  distinctly  limited  by  local.  State,  and  Federal 
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YPffuIatlons  and  a  showing  of  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
Other  devices  stiggested  for  stabilizing  employment  are  of  limited 
.Applicability  to  the  railroad  Industry.  Temporary  price  concesstoivs 
rto  mcrease  bu«>inesa  In  slack  periods  may  have  some  effect  on 
passenger  traffic,  but  tbey  are  not  an  Important  factor  In  the  total 
•amount  of  tralQc  and  hence  of  employment.  The  training  of 
'Workers  to  perform  a  variety  of  Jobs  to  enable  the  transfer  of  per- 
sons In  a  select  group  to  whom  available  employment  Is  to  be 
confined  is  limited  by  the  seniority  rules  which  have  long  been  In 
effect  on  the  railroads. 

Moreover,  some  of  the  techniques  suggested  by  advocates  of  expe- 
rience rating  do  not  and  should  not  require  the  stimulus  of  reduc- 
"tlon  In  contributions  for  their  adoption.  Progressive  management 
Will  attempt  to  forecast  the  demand  for  its  product  or  service  and 
to  operate  its  business  accordingly,  regardless  of  whether  savings 
in  unemployment  Instu^nce  costs  will  result.  A  reduction  in  the 
seasonal  factor  on  railroads,  for  example,  would  reduce  the  volume 
of  equipment  and  facilities  required,  and  such  reduction  would 
dwarf  any  conceivable  saving  In  unemployment-Insurance  costs.' 
Generally  speaking,  construction  and  maintenance  operations  by  a 
railroad  involve  transportation  of  substantial  quantities  of  material. 
It  can  hardly  be  seriously  urged  that  a  railroad  would  need  the 
Incentive  of  reduced  unemployment  contributions  to  make  an  effort 
to  plan  transportation  of  such  materials  so  as  not  to  increase  its 
peak  traffic. 

The  devices  referred  to  atwve  relate  to  the  stabilization  of  em- 
ployment over  a  relatively  short  period  of  time.  No  employer  or 
group  of  employers  can  control  materially  the  volume  of  cyclical 
unecnrployment.  Statistics  indicate  that  over  a  period  of  years  the 
volume  of  cyclical  unemployment  is  at  least  three  times  the  unem- 
ployment due  to  seasonal  factors.  Between  1926  and  1937  the  ton- 
miles  of  freight  traffic  of  the  railroads  declined  by  almost  19  per- 
cent, while  the  ton-miles  of  freight  traffic  for  all  forms  of  trans- 
portation declined  only  53  percent.  Emploj-ment  on  the  railroads 
during  the  same  period  declined  proportionately  to  a  much  greater 
extent.  It  will  not  be  seriously  urged  that  had  an  unemployment- 
Insurance  system  been  in  effect  on  the  railroads  during  that  period 
they  would  have  made  a  greater  effort  to  maintain  their  volume  of 
traffic  against  the  general  decline  of  production  and  the  competition 
of  other  forms  of  transportation. 

Assuming  that  an  employer  can  achieve  beneficial  results  by  an 
effort  to  stabilize  employment.  It  l.s  obvious  that  the  major  part  of 
imemployment  on  railroads  Is  not  due  to  fallings  of  particular 
managements  but  rather  Is  Inherent  in  the  economic  organization 
of  the  country. 

In  addition  to  the  advantages  alleged  to  be  derived  from  employ- 
ment stabilization,  representatives  of  the  railroads  contended  at  the 
hearings  that  the  railroad  Industry  Is  now  t)elng  penalized  because 
It  pays  taxes,  for  social-insurance  purposes,  of  6  percent  as  com- 
pared with  4  percent  payable  by  most  other  industries.  The  differ- 
ence lies  in  the  fact  that  under  title  Vm  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
(now  subchapter  A  of  ch.  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code)  the  tax 
rate  for  old-age  insurance  Is  1  percent  as  compared  with  3  percent 
for  the  railroad  industry. 

This  comparison  Is  inapposite.  The  railroad-retirement  system 
brought  boneflts  to  the  railroad  Industry  which  the  Social  Security 
Act  has  not  brought  to  other  industries.  Under  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Act  the  railroads  were  relieved  of  the  great  bulk  of  the 
pension  payments  made  under  their  private  systems  which  had 
been  in  effect  for  many  years.  According  to  the  Railroad  Retire- 
ment Board  (annual  report  for  1937.  p.  33>.  the  number  of  pensions 
under  the  private  railroad  plans  on  July  1.  1937.  was  54.029.  The 
monthly  rate  for  these  pensioners  was  >3. 138.593 .88.  These  rates 
represented  an  Increase  over  the  amounts  payable  by  the  railroads 
of  103  percent  (Railroad  Retirement  Board  Annual  Report  for  1937. 
p.  47).  Making  allowance  for  the  increase  under  the  Retirement 
Act.  the  annual  pension  roll  of  the  railroads  assumed  by  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Board  was  approximately  $34,150,000.  Under  the 
Social  Security  Act  there  would  have  been  no  basis  for  making  any 
adjustments  in  pensions  prior  to  January  1,  1940.  Moreover,  since 
benefits  would  have  been  then  jsaid  only  to  persons  who  qualified  by 
employment  since  January  1.  1937.  the  Social  Security  Act  would 
have  had.  to  date,  subsuntlally  no  effect  on  railroad  pension  pay- 
ments and  could  have  no  appreciable  effect  for  some  time.  During 
the  3  years  ending  with  the  end  of  the  current  fiscal  year  it  Is 
obvious  that  the  railroad  pension  bill  wctild  have  been  not  less  than 
•102.000.000  had  the  railroads  been  subject  to  the  Social  Security 
Act. 

The  total  taxes  paid  by  the  railroads  and  employers  subject  to  the 
Carriers  Taxing  Act  to  June  30.  1940.  will  be  approximately  $190.- 
000.000.  Of  this  amount.  $102,000,000  represents  jaenslon  payments 
so  that  the  net  cost  to  the  railroads  would  have  t>eeu  about  $88.- 

'  The  aggregate  cost  of  unemployment  insurance  to  the  railroad 
indu>try  is  approximately  $65000000  per  year.  In  the  report  to 
the  President  of  his  Committee  of  Six  which  included  three  railway 
presidents.  It  was  8tat«i  that  "on  the  side  of  economy  due  to  better 
methods  of  buying  and  utillzaticn.  more  efficient  use  of  the  railway 
plant  as  a  whole,  and  the  steadily  increasing  efficiency  of  manage- 
ment and  employees,  the  railways  In  1937  handled  1.000  ton-miles 
of  revenue  freight  at  a  cost  of  $6  41.  compared  with  a  cost  of  $10.78 
in  1921.  Had  the  cost  of  handling  1.000  revenue  ton-miles  been  as 
high  in  1937  as  it  was  in  1921.  railway  operating  expenses  in  1937 
would  have  been  greater  than  they  were  by  $1,576,000,000." 


000  000.  Special  taxes  under  the  Social  Security  Act  and  the  Inter- 
nal Revenue  Code  would  have  been  $65,000,000.  leaving  not  more 
than  $23.(XX}.000.  or  the  equivalent  of  about  one-third  of  1  percent 
Of  the  pay  roll,  as  an  additional  tax. 

It  Is  doubtful,  however,  whether  even  this  represents  an  out-of- 
pocket  cost  to  the  railroads.  Under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act 
more  than  100.000  persons  have  been  retired  from  active  railroad 
service.  The  average  monthly  comp>en8atlon  of  these  employees  was 
not  less  than  $150  a  month  (Railroad  Retirement  Board,  Annual 
Report  for  1939,  p.  92)  so  that  the  annual  pay  roll  on  full-time 
basis  would  be  at  least  $180,000,000.  Some  of  these  retired  em- 
ployees have  already  died,  and  others  would  in  any  event  have 
retired.  Many  others,  however,  who  have  been  retired  undoubtedly 
have  not  been  replaced  but  would  have  remained  in  service  except 
for  the  enactment  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act.  It  is  a  not  un- 
reasonable a.ssumption  that  the  savings  from  failure  to  make  re- 
placements more  than  offsets  the  apparent  addition  to  out-of-pocket 
cost  to  the  railroads  arising  out  of  taxes  under  the  Carriers  Taxing 
Act  in  excess  of  these  which  would  have  been  levied  under  the  Social 
Sectu-ity  Act  or  subchapter  A  of  chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code. 

There  appears  to  us  no  sound  basis  for  the  railroads'  argument  of 
tax  discrimination.  We  do  not  believe  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment should  take  the  lead  In  sacrlflcmg  adequate  t>eneflts  for  tax 
reductions;  rather  It  should  go  In  the  opposite  direction.  Should 
such  a  lead  be  followed  by  the  States  the  result  on  the  whole  Federal- 
State  unemployment- Insurance  system  might  well  be  disastrous. 

There  is  a  further  point  which  should  not  be  overlooked  in  con- 
sidering the  costs  which  railroad  employers  should  properly  bear. 
S.  3925  apparently  contemplates  the  provision  of  fimds  for  adminis- 
trative expon.ses  from  the  general  funds  of  the  Treasury.  During 
periods  in  which  the  contribution  rate  would  be  1  percent  the  an- 
nual credit  to  the  adimnlstration  fund  would  be  only  about  $2.(X)0,- 
000.  which  is  far  from  sufficient  to  meet  administrative  expenses. 
The  only  apparent  source  from  which  the  deficit  could  be  made  up 
is  general  funds  of  the  Treasury. 

2.  Appropriation  for  administrative  expenses:  S.  3925  proposes  to 
change  the  present  provisions  for  the  continuing  appropriation  of 
10  percent  of  the  contributions  received  for  administrative  ex- 
penses to  an  authorization  to  appropriate  funds  for  administrative 
expenses  from  a  fund  into  which  10  percent  of  the  contributions  are 
to  be  deposited.  The  present  provisions  were  carefully  considered 
by  this  committee  In  reporting  upon  the  bill  which  became  the 
original  Railroad  Unemployment  Insiuance  Act.  In  reportmg  on 
that  bill,  this  conunittee  stated:  ' 

"Unlike  the  amounts  appropriated  for  administrative  expenses  of 
other  activities  of  the  Government,  the  experience  of  the  Social  Se- 
curity Board  and  the  State  unemployment  insurance  agencies  Illus- 
trates that  the  amounts  that  will  be  necessary  for  administering  an 
unemployment-insurance  system  cannot  be  predicted  with  reason- 
able accuracy  a  substantial  period  in  advance.  It  Is  essential  to  the 
proper  functioning  of  an  unemployment-insurance  system  that 
funds  be  available  to  administer  its  functions  expeditiously;  If  a  sub- 
stantial period  elapses  between  the  lime  of  unemployment  and  the 
time  of  the  payment  of  benefits  therefor,  a  large  part  of  the  purpose 
of  an  unemployment-insurance  system  will  t>e  defeated.  Studies  have 
indicated  that  approximately  10  percent  of  the  funds  of  an  unem- 
ployment-insurance system  will  ordinarily  be  expended  for  admin- 
istrative expenses.  By  setting  aside  10  percent  of  the  contribution* 
into  this  fund  and  making  it  continuously  available  for  adminis- 
trative expenses,  the  functioning  of  the  unemployment-insurance 
system  will  not  break  down  because  of  a  shortage  of  administrative 
expenses  In  tbe  face  of  an  unprK;>  ed  Increase  In  unemployment. 
Any  excesses  accumulated  In  thL:  fond  may  be  transferred  to  the 
benefit  account  (subsec.  (d))." 

Those  considerations  are  still  applicable.  Moreover,  administra- 
tion of  the  act  by  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  has  demonstrated 
that  such  provisions  will  not  be  abused.  Substantial  fxinds  have 
been  accumulated  in  the  railroad  unemployment  insurance  admin- 
istration fund,  and  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  has  suggested 
that  the  authority  originally  given  to  it  to  transfer  surpluses  after 
the  fiscal  year  1946  be  accelerated  so  that  it  can  promptly  transfer 
to  the  account  from  which  benefits  are  paid  the  major  part  of  such 
surpluses. 

The  suggestion  for  the  change  of  these  provisions  appears  to  have 
been  based  upon  a  misconception.  This  appears  in  a  letter  from 
J.  H.  Parmelee.  director,  bureau  of  railway  economics.  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  reported  on  page  5523  of  the  CoNcarssiONAL 
RxcoRO  for  May  6.  1940.  In  that  letter  It  was  stated  that  certain 
provisions  of  S  3906.  which  arc  the  same  as  the  correypondlng  pro- 
visions of  S  3920.  would  enable  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board  "to 
spend  money  for  administrative  purposes  without  any  check  or 
8up?rvlsion  by  Congress  or  by  any  Government  agency."  It  Is 
stifflclent  to  state  that  the  expenditure  of  funds  for  administrative 
expenses  under  the  applicable  provisions  will  be  subject  to  checks 
and  supen-ision  to  the  same  extent  as  the  expenditure  of  any  other 
Government  funds  for  similar  purposes. 

3.  Waiting  period:  The  change  in  the  waiting-period  require- 
ment proposed  In  S  3920  is  di-scussed  at>ove.  It  Is  proposed  by 
S  3925  that  the  waiting  period  be  changed  from  a  15-day  half- 
month  during  which  an  employee  had  at  least  8  days  of  unem- 
ployment to  a  14-day  registration  period  in  which  he  had  at  least  7 
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days  of  unemployment.  As  pointed  out  above,  a  major  consid- 
eration in  changing  the  waiting-period  requirement  as  proposed 
In  8  39ao  Is  the  reduction  of  the  Interval  between  the  first  regis- 
tration for  unemployment  and  the  receipt  of  the  first  benefit  check 
from  approximately  38  days  to  approximately  22  days.  The  pro- 
posal m  S  3925  would  reduce  such  tnterval  at  the  most  by  only 
a  days,  no  portion  of  which  would  result  from  the  change  from 
8  to  7  days  of  unemployment  In  a  registration  period  but  would 
result  from  other  provisions  changing  the  basic  period  from  a 
half  month  of  IS  days  to  a  registration  period  of  14  days.  More- 
over, responsible  officials  of  the  Federal  Government  have  recom- 
mended to  the  States  that  benefit  payments  be  liberalized,  par- 
tially through  a  reduction  in  the  waiting-period  requirement  and 
partially  through  a  liberalization  of  the  benefit  structtire.  It 
would  be  Inappropriate  for  the  only  unemployment-insurance 
system  administered  by  the  Federal  Oovemment  not  to  pursue  a 
similar  policy. 

4.  Maximum  benefits:  Both  S.  3920  and  S.  3925  propose  an  In- 
crease In  the  rate  of  benefits,  but  S.  3925  proposes  a  reduction  In 
the  duration  of  benefits  from  approximately  21  Vi  weeks  to  17V4 
weeks.  This  reduction  would  be  effected  by  leaving  the  total 
number  of  compensable  days  unchanged,  since  both  S.  3920  and 
S.  3925  provide  for  an  increase  in  the  number  of  compensable 
days  in  a  registration  period.  It  should  not  be  forgotten  that  the 
Increase  in  the  number  of  compensable  days  in  a  registration 
period  Is  designed  to  liberalize  the  benefit  provisions.  But  when, 
as  in  S.  3925.  such  a  change  is  not  coupled  with  a  corresponding 
change  in  the  number  of  days  compensable  annually,  the  provision 
becomes,  in  cases  of  extended  unemployment,  merely  a  means  of 
.  accelerating  the  exhaustion  of  benefit  rights  and  not  a  liberaliza- 
tion at  all.  As  Indicated  above,  responsible  officials  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  are  on  record  as  urgmg  expansion  of  the  benefits 
payable  under  State  laws.  Pxirsuant  to  the.se  recommendations,  a 
substantial  number  of  States  have  extended  the  maxlmima  diu^- 
tlon  of  benefits.  The  proposal  in  S.  3920  would  retain  the  present 
basic  maximum  and  would  extend  it  to  some  extent  only  for 
employees  who  prevlovisly  had  not  received  the  major  portion  of 
benefits  to  which  they  would  have  been  entitled  had  they  been 
sufficiently  unemployed. 

By  so  defining  the  group  to  whom  additional  benefit  rights  are 
extended,  assurance  Is  given  that  the  beneficiaries  of  the  extension 
have  established  a  very  substantial  insurance  base  through  sub- 
stantial employment  in  the  previous  year  and  have  not,  to  the  same 
degree  as  others,  realized  the  benefits  of  their  insurance.  As  men- 
tioned above.  S.  3925  would  reduce  the  maximum  duration  for  all 
employees.  Moreover.  Insofar  as  the  maintenance  of  the  Federal 
8>stem  can  be  soundly  financed  with  the  normal  contributions  to 
which  Industry  In  general  Is  subject,  the  Federal  system  should  not 
be  inferior  to  those  of  the  more  liberal  States.  It  Is  obviously  to 
the  Interest  of  the  Federal  Government  that  the  State  unemploy- 
ment-compensation systems  be  as  generous  as  is  consistent  with 
their  present  financial  resources.  It  is  demonstrable  that  this  Is 
not  true  at  the  present  time.  The  advice  offered  by  the  Federal 
Government  to  the  States  concerning  the  liberalization  of  beneflu 
cannot  be  taken  seriously  if  the  Federal  Governnaent  itself  shortens 
the  maximum  duration  in  the  only  vmemployment-insurance  sys- 
tem administered  by  It. 

CONCXTTSKm 

In  essence,  8.  3930.  the  bill  which  the  committee  recommend  do 
pass,  proposes  that  the  existing  scale  of  unemployment-Insurance 
benefits  be  increased,  particularly  for  the  lower-bracket  wage  earn- 
era  in  the  railroad  industry.  They  propose  no  Increase  in  the  exist- 
ing tax  rate  for  railroad  unemployment  Insurance.  The  alternative 
proposal  espoused  by  the  minority  of  the  committee  Is  In  essence 
a  bill  designed  to  lower  the  existing  tax  rate  upon  carriers  for 
unemplojTnent  insurance  and  to  Increase  slightly  the  weekly  bene- 
fits paid  to  unemployed  under  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insur- 
ance Act.  as  amended. 

The  committee  are  of  the  opinion  that  It  has  been  fully  shown 
that  the  changes  proposed  in  the  existing  law  by  the  bill,  8.  3920, 
are  not  only  warranted  but  will  tend  to  bring  the  operation  of  the 
Railroad  Unemployment  Act,  as  amended,  more  nearly  in  conform- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  existing  State  unemployment-insurance 
laws  and  provide  a  decent  scale  of  unemployment  benefits  for  unem- 
ployed railroad  workers  who  are  covered  by  provisions  of  the  act. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment  In  the  nature  of  a  substitute  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Gurnet].  (Putting  the 
question.)     The  Chair  is  in  doubt. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Ashurst 

Au.-.tln 

BankiMad 

Barlx>ur 

Barkley 

Bi:bo 

Bone 

Bridges 


Burke 
Byrd 
Byrnes 
Capper 

Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark,  Idaho 
Clark,  Mo. 


Danaher 

Davis 

Donahey 

Slender 

Gerry 

Gibson 

GiUette 

Green 

Oumey 


Rale 

Harrison 

Hayden 

Hoi  man 

Holt 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Lee 

Lucas 

Lundeen 


McKellar 

MrNary 

Maloney 

Mead 

Miller 

Neely 

Norrls 


Nye 

Overton 

Pittman 

Reed 

Reynolds 

Schwartz 

Schwellenbach 


Smathen  Van  Nuys 

Taft  Wagner 

Thomas.  Idaho  Wheeler 

Tobey  White 

Townsend  WUey 
Tyditigs 
Vandenberg 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Sixty-two  Senators  have 
answered  to  the  roll  call.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment.  In  the  nature  of  a 
substitute,  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  I  Mr. 
GuRNEY],  (Putting  the  question.)  By  the  sound  the  "noes" 
appear  to  have  It. 

Mr.  GURNEY.    I  ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  now  is  on  the 
engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ADDITIONAL  APPROPRIATION  FOR  THE  TENNXSSKC  VALLXT  AtrTHORITY 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee, 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  285.  Calendar  No. 
2058. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Just  a  moment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  yielded  momentarily  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  To  enable  me  to  make  the  motion  which 
I  have  made. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Let  us  dispose  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.     What  is  the  motion? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee 
has  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  285.  making  an  additional  appropiia- 
tion  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal  year 
1941  to  provide  faciUties  to  expedite  the  national  defense. 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  that  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point,  for  the  convenience  of  Senators,  the  report  on  the 
joint  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  order 
is  made. 

The  report  (No.  1953)  is  as  follows: 

The  Conmilttee  on  Appropriations,  to  whom  was  referred  the  Joint 
resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  285)  making  an  additional  appropriation  for 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  to  provide 
facilities  to  expedite  the  national  defense,  reports  the  same  to  the 
Senate  without  amendment  and  presents  herewith  Information  rela- 
tive thereto. 

On  Jime  19.  1940.  the  President  of  the  United  States  sent  to  the 
Senate  the  following  message  requesting  an  appropriation  of  (25.- 
000.000  for  the  purpose  of  expanding  the  electric  generating  facilities 
of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  in  order  to  meet  the  increasing 
demands  for  power  from  plants  engaged  In  the  manufacture  d 
materials  and  supplies  needed  for  national  defense  purpoaea: 

The  WHrrs  House. 

Washington,  June  19,  1940. 
The  PaEsmENT  or  the  Senate. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  traiismlt  herewith  for  tlie  considera- 
tion of  Congress  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  in  the  amount  of 
$25,000,000. 

The  details  of  this  estimate,  the  neoenlty  therefor,  and  the  rea- 
sons for  lu  transmission  at  this  time  are  set  forth  in  the  letter  of 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  transmitted  iierewith,  with 
whose  comments  and  observations  thereon  I  concur. 

Respectfully.  Fraiocum  D.  Roosevelt. 

Executive  OmcE  or  the  PRXsn>ENT. 

BomEAu  or  the  Budget, 
The  PRESIDENT,  Washinifton,  D.  C.  June  19.  1940. 

The  White  House. 
8xe:  I  hare  the  honw  to  submit  herewith  for  your  consideration 
supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  Tenneeaee  Valley 
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Authority  for   the   fiscal    year    1941    amounting   to   t25.000.000   as 
follows : 

TENNESSEE  VALIXT  AtrTHOIITT 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Fund:  For  an  additional 
amount  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  act  en- 
titled "The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933." 
approved  May   18.   1933.  as  amended  by  the  act  ap-. 

proved  Aug.  31.  1935.  and  by  the  act  approved  July 
26.  193©  (16  U.  8.  C.  ch.  12a ».  including  the  funds 
necessary  to  t>egln  construction  of  a  dam  on  the 
Holston  River  near  Jefferson  City.  Tenn  ;  to  begin 
Installation  6t  2  additional  electric  generating  tinlta 
at  Wilson  Deim.  Ala.,  and  1  additional  electric  gen- 
erating unit  at  Pickwick  Landing  Dam.  Tenn.;  and  to 
t>egln  construction  of  steam  electric  generating  fa- 
cilities with  a  rated  capacity  of  approximately  120.000 
kilowatts  in  the  area  served  by  the  Authority;  and 
the  acquisition  of  necessary  land,  the  clearing  of  such  _ 
land,  relocation  of  highways,  and  the  construction  or 
purchase  of  transmission  lines  and  other  facilities. 
and  all  other  necessary  works  authorized  by  such 
acts,  and  for  printing  and  binding,  law  books,  books 
of  reference,  newspapers,  periodicals,  purchase,  main- 
tenance, and  operation  of  passenger-carrying  vehicles, 
rents  in  tiie  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  and 
all  necessary  salaries  and  expenses  connected  with 
the  organization,  operation,  and  investigations  of  the 
T«  nnessee  Valley  Authority,  and  for  examination  of 
estimates  of  appropriations  and  activities  in  the  field. 
$25,000,000;  Provided.  That  this  appropriation  shall 
t>e  in  addition  to  and  shall  be  covered  Into  and  ac- 
counted for  as  a  part  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority Fund.  1941.  as  established  by  the  Independ- 
ent Offlces  Appropriation  Act,  1941.  approved  Apr. 
.,      18.    1940 •25.000.000 

This  amount  is  required  to  enable  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
to  provide,  for  national-defense  ptirpoees.  additional  electric  gen- 
•  erating  capacity  in  the  area  served  by  the  Authority  so  as  to  meet 
the  rapidly  increasing  demands  for  power  from  plants  engaged  in 
the  manufacture  of  materials  and  supplies  needed  for  national- 
defense  purposes. 

The  expansion  of  facilities  of  the  Tennessee   Valley  Authority 
■  as  contemplated  by  this  estimate  has  the  approval  of  the  Advisory 
Ck)mmis8ion  to  the  Council  of  National  Defense. 

The  foregoing  estimate  of  appropriation  is  required  to  meet  con- 
tingencies which  have  arisen  since  the  transmission  of  the  Budget 
lor  the  fiscal  year  1941.  and  its  approval  is  recommended. 
Very  respectfully. 

Harou)  D.  Smfth. 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
On  June  21,  1940.  Mr.  E.  R.  Stettinlus,  Jr.  of  the  Advisory  Com- 
mission to  the  Council  of  National  Defense,  addressed  the  following 
letter  to  Senator  Adams,  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  on  deftcien- 
cies.  urging  the  appropriation  in  the  interest  of  national  defense: 

The  Advisobt  Commission  to  the 

Council  of  National  Defense, 

„         .  Washington.  D.  C.  June  21.  1940. 

Hon.  Alva  B.  Aoams, 

Committee  on  Appropriations, 

United  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Deae  Senator  Adams  :  We  have  given  careful  study  to  the  question 
of  increasing  the  power  capacity  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
We  have  consulted  that  agency  as  well  as  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission. In  addition.  I  have  had  the  advice  of  two  consultants  on 
my  stair  in  the  National  Defense  Advisory  Commission  Mr  Gano 
Dunn,  president  of  the  J.  O  White  Engineering  Corporation  and 
ISt.  Charles  W    Kellogg,  president  of  the  Edison  Electric  Institute 

We  have  concluded  that,  because  of  pre.sent  demands  on  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority  already  heavily  loaded,  and  particularly  in  the 
face  of  the  e.xceptional  increase  In  power  that  wUl  be  necessary  to 
produce  aluminum  for  the  airplane  program  of  the  United  States 
the  proposed  180,000-kllowatt  increased  hydro  capacity  and  the 
120.000-kllowatt  increased  steam  capacity  is  a  project  that  should 
be  Immediately  approved  for  purposes  of  national  defense 
Sincerely  yours, 

K.  R.  STETnNitTS,  Jr. 
The  committee  held  hearings  on  the  estimate  In  connection  with 
the  second  deficiency  blU.  at  which  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
officials  testified.    Further  hearings  were  held  in  connection  with  this 
Joint  resolution,  at  which  Mr    Stettinlus,  member  of  the  Advisory 
Commission  to  the  CouncU  of  National  Defense;    Mr    Gano  Dunn 
power  consultant  of  the  Commission,  and  Mr    David  E    LUleii'hal' 
vice    chairman    of   the   Tennessee    Valley   Authority,    appeared  'and 
tesUfled  as  to  the  urgent  need  for  additional  power  development 
Of  Mr.  Gano  Dunn.  Mr.  Stettinlus  had  this  to  say: 
•Now.  in  short.  I  wish  to  say  that  the  gentleman  on  my  left   Mr 
Oano  Dunn,    is  one   of   the   outstanding   electrical   and   mechanical 
engineers  of  this  country.     He  is  a  past  president  of  the  American 
Institute  of  Electrical   Engineers.     He  is   now.  and  has  for  many 
years  been,  president  of  the  J.  G.  White  Engineering  Corporation 
who  designed  and  buUt  the  present  60.000-kllowatt  steam  plant  of 
the  T   V    A   at  Muscle  Shoals.  »«»"«.  «» 

"MX.  Dunn  was  the  power-expert  member  of  the  Nitrate  Com- 
mlaaton  of  the  War  Department  during  the  last  war.  At  that 
Ume.  he  made  a  thorough  engineering  survey  of  the  Tennessee 
Xuver  with  reference  to  its  stiitability  as  a  source  of  power  for  the 


manufacttire  of  nitrates.  So  he  for  years  has  been  familiar  with 
this   territory. 

"You  would  be  Interested  to  know  that.  In  connection  with 
WendeU  Wlllkle's  difficulty  with  Mr.  LUlenthal  and  his  col- 
leagues  

'"Senator  Aoams.  His  former  difficulty. 

"Mr.  SirrriNrus.  Yes;  his  former  difficulty — this  distinguished 
gentleman  on  my  left  was  engaged,  or  rather  his  firm  was  en- 
gaged, by  the  Commonwealth  ii  Southern  to  represent  Wendell 
Wlllkle  against  the  Government. 

"Mr.  Dunn  comes  before  you  as  my  colleague  and  specialist  on 
power  matters  on  the  Defense  Commission,  unbiased  as  a  profes- 
sional engineer,  to  speak  in  behalf  of  the  T.  V.  A.  expansion;  and 
he  has  been  a  lifelong  opponent  to  Government-owned  power 
facilities." 

The  following  are  excerpts  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Stettinlus 
stressing  the  need  for  additional  power  especially  In  connection 
with  the  expansion  of  the  facilities  of  the  Aliuninum  Corporation 
for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  requirements  of  the  aircraft  indus- 
try for  aluminum: 

"I  wish  to  say  that  in  some  ways  this  power  situation  of  the 
T.  V.  A.  is  a  very,  very  vital  matter  from  the  standpoint  of  na- 
tional defense.  The  Aluminum  Corporation  now  Is  expanding 
their  production  by  60.000.000  pounds  per  annvrni.  If  the  water 
is  short,  the  T.  V.  A.  cannot  supply  power  for  this  present  pro- 
duction. 

••They  are  waiting  conunencement  now  of  another  60,000  000 
pounds  per  annum  capacity  in  Tennessee,  which  is  clearly  de- 
pendent upon  thU  power  expansion  that  you  gentlemen  are  con- 
sidering this  afternoon. 

••It  looks  as  a  general  estimate,  as  a  general  background,  gen- 
tlemen, it  looks  as  If  the  defense  program  will  Involve  something 
in  the  neighborhood  of  200.000.000  pounds  per  annum  of  alumi- 
num production  in  addition  to  the  present  requirements. 

•Senator  Hayden.  What  Is  the  occasion  for  usine  so  much 
aluminum? 

•Mr.  STrrriNius.  In  the  airplane  schedule  chiefly,  sir.  In  the 
wing  construction,  the  motors,  and  the  fuselage.  In  the  general 
aviation  program,  for  instance,  about  5  tons  of  altmilnum  go  into 
one  of  these  large-size  bombers. 

•  Senator  Hatden.  I  want  to  confess  frankly  to  you  that,  coming 
from  Arizona,  which  is  the  greatest  copper-producing  State,  and 
realizing  the  great  Inroads  that  aluminum  has  made  on  copper  I  am 
pretty  highly  prejudiced  perhaps  against  that  metal.  But'  I  do 
realize  that  it  is  lighter  than  any  other  metal,  and  that  the  need  in 
aircraft  construction  Is  for  lightness. 

"Mr.  Stettinius.  Yes;  In  aircraft  construction,  aluminum  from 
the  standpoint  of  Its  weight,  its  thickness.  Its  strength,  and  its 
durability,  takes  the  place  of  almost  any  other  metal 

"Mr.  SuHTiNurs.  Mr.  Dunn  In  his  testimony  can  brln?  out  a  great 
number  of  factors  having  to  do  with  the  entire  industrial  situation 
In  the  southeastern  section  of  this  country  in  connection  with  the 
defense  program  separate  and  apart  from  the  aluminum  case  that  I 
have  spoken  about." 

For  the  information  of  the  Senate  there  is  included  In  thU  report 
excerpts  from  the  memorandum  filed  by  Mr.  Dunn  In  Justification 
of  the  expansion  of  power  facilities  at  T.  V.  A. 

•The  Increase  in  the  hydro  power  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority is  advantageous  because,  by  Installing  90,000  kilowatts  of 
generating  equipment  at  the  Holston  Dam.  the  water  Impounded  by 
that  dam  will  not  only  energize  the  90.000  kilowatts  there  installed 
but  an  additional  90.000  kilowatts  to  be  installed  at  the  Pickwick 
and  Wilson  Dams  farther  down  the  river.  This  Is  because  the 
Holston  Dam  happens  to  be  the  highest  one  upstream  from  other 
dams  m  the  Tennessee  Valley  over  which  other  dams,  the  water 
which  Is  stored  in  the  Holston  Reservoir  is  also  discharged  with 
accompanying  power,  which  would  not  be  the  case  if  the  Holston 
Dam  stood  alone  by  Itself.  By  this  particular  development  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  it  may  be  said  that  we  get  2  kilowatts  of  power  for 
every  1  kilowatt  that  the  Holston  Dam  Itself  develops 

•'Our  approval  of  120.000  kilowatu  of  steam  plant  to  be  located 
near  the  Watts  Bar  Dam  has  the  effect  of  transforming  a  laree 
amount  of  what  is  termed  'secondary'  or  diunp  power  resiUUng 
from  the  variations  in  the  flow  of  the  river  into  primary  or  con- 
tinuous power  which  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  system  greaUy 
needs.  The  amount  of  power  we  approved  was  180.000  kilowatu  of 
hydro  and  120.000  kilowatts  of  steam,  but  while  this  constitutes  a 
total  of  300.000  kilowatts  of  Increased  Uistalled  capacity  it  does  not 
constitute  300.000  kilowatts  of  Increased  power,  since  the  hydro 
power  and  the  steam  power  overlap  and  they  are  not  both  In  full 
operation  at  the  same  time.  The  net  amount  of  Increased  power 
made  available  by  the  300.000  kilowatts  of  installed  capacity  is  in  the 
neighborhood  of  220.000  kilowatts. 

"If  the  increased  requirements  for  aluminum  were  the  only 
Increased  requirements  for  the  national  defense  for  which  power 
f}}}r^  l?f.*^^  '"  ****  Tennessee  Valley  an  increase  in  capacity  of 
100.000  kilowatts  would  have  been  adequate  to  take  care  of  80  000 
kilowatts  demand  for  aliominum  and  allow  some  spare  capacity 

"But.  in  addition  to  the  national -defense  demands  for  aluminum 
Involved  In  the  airplane  program,  there  are  other  power  Increases  In 
prospect  for  the  Tennessee  VaUey.  for  instance.  7.000  kilowatts  to 
supply  the  new  Du  Pont  powder  plant  at  Memphis  (Tennessee 
Powder  Co.)  for  which  a  contract  has  Just  been  let.  There  is  also 
the  requirement  of  14.000  kilowatts  for  a  proposed  paper  mill  at 
Savannah.  Tenn..  and  8.000  kilowatts  for  metallurgical  operations 
at  Wilson  Dam.     There  will  also  be  by  the  time  of  2  years  hence  an 


estimated  Increase  of  50.000  kilowatts  In  the  requirements  of  the 
Tarlous  municipalities  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  which  now  are  sup- 
plied with  power  by  the  Tennessee  VaUey  Authority.  These  in- 
creaaes  besides  the  increase  for  aluminum  and  others  which  may 
fCt  arise  In  the  development  of  the  defense  program  fully  Justify 
the  increased  capacity  which  we  have  approved." 

As  to  the  relative  cost  of  water  power  and  steam  power.  Mr. 
Dunn  had  this  to  say: 

"Now.  in  respect  to  the  relative  cost  of  water  power  and  steam 

power.  I  have  gone  about  the  country  preaching  that  steam  power 
Is  cheaper  than  water  power.  That  this  Is  trtie  Is  easily  proved,  at 
private  rates  for  the  cost  of  capital. 

"Somebody  asked  this  question  at  the  Hotise  hearing,  and  if  It  is 
not  out  of  the  way  now.  I  should  be  glad  to  discuss  It  at  this  time. 

"Senator  McKriJjut.  Go  right  ahead. 

"Senator  Aoams.  You  see.  we  are  In  this  situation  where  we  are 
putting  up  other  people's  money. 

•Mr.  Dtjnn.  That  Is  true.    You  are  putting  up  my  monsy.  too. 

"Originally,  in  1892,  for  Instance,  it  took  8  pounds  of  coal  to  make 
a  kUowatt-hour  by  steam.  At  that  time  water  power  cost  probably 
only  half  as  much  as  steam  power.  But  at  that  time  water  powers 
were  not  generally  develof)ed.  because  electric  power  transmission 
had  not  been  developed.  Nobody  knew  how  to  transmit  the  power 
from  the  water  powers  where  It  was  developed  to  the  cities  where 
It  was  conavuned. 

•Later  on.  about  1007,  the  cost  of  steam  power  got  down  to  6.4 
pounds  of  coal  per  kilowatt-hour.  Also  about  that  time  tlie  art 
of  electric-power  transmission  began  to  be  worked  out  by  electrical 
engineers  so  that  the  unfortunate  fact  that  water  powers  usually 
found  themselves  far  away  from  cities  was  overcome. 

"Then  water  power  was  still  cheaper  than  steam  power.  I  remem- 
ber coming  down  here  as  the  president  of  the  American  Institute 
of  Electrical  Engineers  at  the  request  of  Senate  and  House  com- 
mittees and  advising  them  In  the  drafting  of  the  original  water- 
power  acts  which  gave  the  Government  the  right  of  recapture  of 
all  water  powers  at  a  fair  value. 

"The  reason  for  this  right  of  recapture  was  that  at  that  time  water 
powers  were  so  much  cheaper  than  steam  powers  that  in  the  pub- 
lic Interest  it  was  not  considered  fair  to  see  private  Interests  obtcdn 
a  water-power  site  and  enjoy  its  profits  in  perpetuity  becatise  of 
the  lower  cost  of  water  power. 

••Now  what  has  happened  In  the  meantime?  By  1920  the  cost 
of  steam  power  had  dropped  to  such  an  extent  that  It  took  only 
about  3  pounds  of  coal  to  produce  a  kilowatt- hour. 

"By  1930  the  cost  had  dropped  to  1.62  pounds  of  coal  per  kilo- 
watt-hour In  1936,  when  we  had  the  World  Power  Conference 
here  In  Washington,  the  average  cost  of  a  kilowatt-hour  by  steam 
throughout  the  country  lor  the  year  1934.  according  to  the  survey 
reported  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  was  1.45  pounds  of 
coal  per  kllbwatt-hour.  And  today.  In  1940.  a  new  plant  can  develop 
a  kilowatt-hour  for  09  pound  of  coal. 

-In  that  scaling  down  from  8  pounds  of  coal  per  kilowatt-hour 
to  nine-tenths  of  a  pound  of  coal  per  kilowatt-hour,  steam  power 
passed  water  power  and  now  Is  much  the  cheaper  power  when  costs 
are  calculated  on  the  same  basis  for  each  form  of  power. 

"Now,  you  may  ask  me.  and  I  am  anticipating  the  question:  If 
that  Is  so,  why  Is  the  power  of  T.  V.  A.,  which  is  principally  water 
power,  so  cheap? 

•The  reason  is  this:  The  cost  of  steam  power  Is  made  up  very 
largely  of  the  cost  of  coal  and  the  cost  of  labor.  You  cannot  buy 
coal  or  labor  without  paying  for  It.  There  is  no  way  of  getting 
around  it.  On  the  other  hand,  practically  80  percent  of  the  cost 
erf  water  power  is  In  the  cost  of  the  capital  that  goes  into  building 
the  plant,  and  in  these  days  Government  capital  can  be  secured 
without  full  returns. 

"Senator  Adams.  Let  us  get  that  right  down  on  that  basis.  You 
had  a  great  reduction  In  the  amount  of  coal  to  make  a  kilowatt? 

•'Mr.  DtJNN.  Yes. 

"Senator  Adams.  If  we  amortize  the  cost  of  installation,  how  does 
the  present  cost  of  your  electro-hydro  jKDwer  compare  with  the 
present  cost  of  your  coal-produced  power,  that  Is.  making  a  proper 
amortization  of  the  installation  cost  and  allowing  for  depreciation? 

"Mr.  Dunn.  May  I  finish  with  the  previous  question  and  make  it 
complete? 

••Senator  Aoams.  Yes.  You  have  to  put  up  with  us,  because  we 
sometimes  interrupt  people  unintentionally. 

•'Mr.  Dunn.  Senator,  I  am  never  so  happy  as  when  I  am  inter- 
rupted, t>ecause  I  then  can  follow  the  minds  of  my  questioners;  and 
nothing  is  worse  than  talking  against  an  tmresponsive  mind. 

•'Senator  Adams.  Yes;  anyone  who  has  practiced  law  understands 
that.  We  have  talked  to  courts  who  would  shut  up  like  a  clam 
and  give  us  no  intimation  of  what  they  were  thinking. 

•Ttr.  Dunn.  Now.  to  go  t)ack  to  the  point:  Generally  speaking, 
the  first  or  capital  cost  of  a  water  power  Is  anywhere  from  three 
to  four  or  five  times  as  much  as  the  first  cost  of  a  steam  power. 
And  If  ycu  calculate  the  elements  that  go  Into  the  cost  of  the  out- 
put of  a  water  power,  namely,  the  cost  of  a  kilowatt -hour,  you  will 
find  that  about  80  percent  of  those  elements  are  in  the  category 
of  retvuns  to  capital  such  as  Interest  on  investment,  depreciation, 
etc.  In  the  T.  V.  A.  these  returns  to  capital  are  abnormally  low. 
If,  for  Instance,  they  were  what  the  Supreme  Court  calls  a  fair 
return  for  private  capital,  let  us  say,  6  percent,  and  if  all  the 
capital  producing  power  were  charged  to  power  you  could  not 
afford  to  operate  T.  V.  A.  at  its  present  exceptionally  low  rates. 

"But  what  have  you  got  In  T.  V.  A.?  In  the  first  place,  you  have 
a  very  low  Government  rate  of  Interest  on  the  capital  that  Is  in- 
vested, a  rate  of  interest  that  does  not  compare  with  the  interest 


In  private  financing,  where  the  rate  represents  the  risk  Involwd. 
The  Government  assumes  the  risk  here,  and  therefore  the  rate  of 
Interest  is  low. 

"But  in  addition  to  that.  In  the  T.  V,  A.  a  large  amount  of  the 
capital  Invested  is  not  charged  to  power  but  to  navigation  and 
flood  control.  The  power  is  regarded  as  a  byproduct.  Therefore, 
in  calculating  the  cost  of  power  the  low  rate  of  interest  which  Is 
paid,  is  paid  on  only  a  part  of  the  total  Investment. 

"Senator  Adams.  You  know,  some  of  us  rather  marvel  at  the 
bookkeeping  by  which  they  reach  those  conclusions. 

"Mr.  r>oNN.  I  marvel  at  It,  too.  sir. 

'•But  here  I  am  urging  you  to  do  more  of  it.  And  why?  It  la 
required  by  the  defense  of  the  United  States. 

"Now  If  I  may  finish  this  comparison  of  steam-power  and  water- 
power  costs. 

"If  you  do  not  make  normal  returns  to  capital,  or  what  I  may 
call  comparable  retiu^ns  to  capital.  In  a  Government  water  power, 
then,  because  the  returns  to  capital  constitute  the  principal  part 
of  the  cost  of  water  power  which  Is  not  the  case  with  steam,  the 
cost  of  the  water  power  goes  way  down.  That  is  why  you  can  aeU 
firm  power  from  T.  V.  A.  for  2.76  mills  p>er  kUowatt-hour,  which 
private  plants  cannot  do." 

It  was  pointed  out  to  the  committee  that  It  Is  planned  to  have 
the  Cherokee  (Holston)  Dam  ready  to  store  the  spring  flood  waters  of 
1942.  and  that  If  there  Is  any  delay  in  commencement  of  construc- 
tion the  dam  will  not  Ije  completed  In  time  to  store  such  waters. 
The  re-sultlng  delay  In  putting  the  project  into  operation  might 
mean  the  defeat  of  the  very  purpose  for  which  the  project  was 
initiated — expediting  the  national  defense.  On  this  point  Mr. 
Dunn's  testimony  was  as  follows: 

"Mr.  Dunn.  I  would  like  to  go  back,  if  I  may.  to  the  thmg  that  is 
most  on  my  heart. 

"We  are  In  a  dangerous  situation  In  regard  to  the  national  de- 
fense. We  need  this  power.  The  T.  V.  A.  Is  the  best  place  in  the 
country  to  get  It  now. 

•'If  we  don't  get  this  appropriation  promptly  approved,  if  there 
should  be  a  week's  delay,  we  may  lose  a  whole  year  in  getting 
180.000  kilowatts  of  the  power. 

••The  reason  for  that  is  that  Unless  you  get  the  Holston  Dam 
closed  in  time  to  catch  the  spring  floods  of  1942  you  will  not  flll 
your  reservoir;  and  dams  and  water  wheels  but  no  water  to  run 
them  are  useless. 

"Now.  you  might  ask  me.  Why  Is  It  that  you  pick  out  this  par- 
ticular week  and  say  that  if  there  is  a  week's  further  delay  It  may 
cost  us  a  year's  delay  in  getting  power?  My  answer  is  that  I  dont 
say  Just  that. 

"But  I  do  say  that  we  may  already  be  too  late.  It  Is  an  act  of 
God  when  those  floods  do  come  in  the  spring  of  1942.  If  our  dam 
is  closed  before  they  come,  well  and  good.  If  it  is  not  we  have  lost 
a  whole  year. 

"The  time  of  completion  that  was  mentioned,  of  24  months,  is  a 
very  short  time. 

"Senator  Adams.  You  would  not  guarantee  that  time? 

"Mr.  Dunn    No:  we  may  have  already  delayed  too  long. 

•'I  do  say  that  if  we  in  the  Defense  Commission  who  are  charged 
with  this  responsibility  don't  do  our  du<^y  now  and  start  this  thing 
as  promptly  as  we  could,  and  If  you  in  Congress  don't  do  your  duty 
now  and  start  this  thing  as  soon  as  you  can.  and  the  odds  should 
then  go  against  us  in  the  spring  of  1942  before  the  dam  is  closed, 
and  If  as  a  result  of  this  the  aluminum  for  those  airplanes  is  not 
ready,  the  public  will  hold  us  resjwnslble.  as  It  will  alGO  hold  you. 

"A  week  now  may  mean  a  loss  of  a  whole  year  In  getting  that 
power  available.  We  may  already  be  too  late.  But  if  we  are,  and 
you  approve  this  matter,  we  have  both  done  our  best." 

It  was  further  pointed  out  to  the  committee,  in  connection  with 
the  development  of  steam-electrlc-generating  facilities,  that  unless 
orders  for  the  necessary  machinery  were  placed  immediately  there 
would  be  prolonged  delay  in  obtaining  delivery  of  such  machinery 
due  to  accumulated  orders. 

'rij3  following  excerpts  from  Mr.  Dunn's  testimony  stressed  the 
urgent  necessity  for  placing  orders  for  steam  machinery  and  equip- 
ment at  this  time: 

"Senator  Townsend.  Suppose  we  turn  this  picture  arotind.  You 
say  that  we  may  be  too  late  for  the  dam.  I  suppose  that  the  Gov- 
ernment is  going  to  pay  for  all  of  this  proposition.  Why  don't  we 
appropriate  sufficient  money  to  build  sufficient  steam  plants  so  that 
we  know  we  are  going  to  be  able  to  figure  on  them  Instead  of  taking 
a  chance  on  the  dam? 

"lilr.  Dunn.  My  answer  to  that  Is  that  unless  we  order  the  steam 
right  away  we  may  be  too  late  for  the  steam  also.  The  steam  manu- 
facturers of  turbines,  generators,  and  boilers  are  already  nearly  full 
of  orders,  and  luiless  we  place  the  orders  for  the  steam  equipment 
promptly  we  are  not  going  to  be  able  to  get  deliveries  In  time.  It  Is 
even  p>cesible  that  the  steam  plant  would  take  longer  to  build  than 
the  dam. 

"Mr.  Dunn.  There  Is  a  further  thing  that  I  would  like  to  say  on 
this  question  of  the  time  of  completion.  When  I  made  the  state- 
ment that  the  T.  V.  A.  engineers  now  estimated  that  the  steam 
plant  could  be  completed  In  18  months,  that  only  means  if  the 
orders  are  placed  Immediately. 

"Senator  Adams.  That  is  the  mlnlmimi? 

"Mr.  Dunn.  No.  That  is  what  we  can  fairly  expect.  But  If  you 
delay  in  placing  those  orders,  then  you  cannot  get  your  turbines 
and  boilers  tmtil  24  or  30  monttis,  on  accoimt  of  the  clogging  of  the 
factories. 
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••Senator  Aoaus.  The  generators  are  practically  the  same  kind  of 
•quipment,  whether  It  Is  steam  or  hydro,  are  they  not? 

"Mr.  DtJNN.  Oh,  no. 

"Senator  Adams.  They  are  different  types  of  generators? 

"Mr.  Vmrtt.  Yes.  They  are  wholly  different  types.  The  com- 
panies who  make  the  water  wheels  are  meetly  different  companies 
from  those  who  make  the  equipment  for  the  steam. 

"Senator  Adams.  Are  the  motors  different? 

"Mr.  DiTNN.  No.  The  generators  are  the  same.  But  they  are 
usually  made  together;  and  the  men  who  make  them,  like  the  Smith 
Co.  and  the  Baldwm  &  Clialmers  Co.,  with  their  hydro  departments, 
•re  not  busy,  because  everybody  is  building  steam  plants  nowadays. 
That  Is  another  reason  for  going  to  them  for  this  hydro  eqiilpment. 

"There  is  going  to  be  a  general  Increase  In  demands  for  power  all 
over  the  country  on  the  part  of  the  public  utilities;  and  unless 
we  get  these  orders  In  promptly,  we  cannot  get  delivery  that  will 
enable  us  to  complete  the  steam  equipment  In  18  months,  and 
perhaps  not  for  24  or  30  months. 

"The  rush  has  not  yet  begun.  Senator.     The  great  appropriations 

-that  Congress  has  made  have  not  yet  begun  to  take  hold.     But  aa 

■oon  as  they  do,  we  are  going  to  have  congestion  In  the  factories 

and  will  get  behind  in  our  normal  program.    Therefore,  I  cannot 

urge  it  upon  you  too  strongly. 

"As  to  what  was  said  about  my  testimony  being  against  Interest. 
I  have  no  Interest  m  this  other  than  the  national  defense. 

"Senator  Adams.  That  Is  right.  We  know  that  you  gentlemen 
come  here  to  give  your  views  of  what  Is  best  for  the  cotintry  at  this 
time.  We  accept  that  attitude  without  qualification.  I  think  I 
can  speak  (or  the  other  members  of  the  committee  on  that. 

"Senator  McKzLuva.  I  am  sure  that  you  can." 

As  to  the  advantage  to  national  defense  In  having  the  Aluminum 
Co.'s  plant  already  located  In  Tennessee  Valley,  lUi.  Stettlnlus' 
testimony  was  as  follows: 

"Senator  Nt«.  How  much  additional  opportunity  Is  there  for 
power  development  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  in  the  event  at  an 
emergency  increase? 

"Mr.  LmxNTHAL.  There  Is  very  great  opportunity,  Senator.  In 
the  upper  waters  of  the  Holston  River,  for  Instance,  In  wild  country 
where  there  would  be  no  extensive  relocation  of  roads  or  railroads, 
there  are  some  very  fine  dam  sites.  We  could  respond  promptly  to 
the  Defense  Conunlsslon's  needs  if  It  were  necessary  to  undertake 
construction  there.  Of  course,  we  are  not  suggesting  the  develop- 
ment of  any  of  those  sites  at  this  time. 

"Senator  McKki.i,a».  In  that  connection.  I  want  to  ask  Mr.  Dunn 
another  question. 

"With  the  aluminum  plant  within  20  miles  of  Knoxvllle  and 
Within  something  like  20  miles  of  the  Norrls  Dam  and  about  the 
■Hne  distance  from  other  dams  that  are  being  built  there,  If  these 
improvements  on  the  river,  if  these  dams  on  the  river,  had  not  been 
built,  wouldn't  you  have  had  to  find  some  other  factories  of  the 
Aluminum  Co.  or  some  other  aluminum  company  besides  this  Ten- 
nessee Valley  one? 

"Mr.  Sirri'iNTTTS.  Yes.  sir. 

"Senator  McKrT.i.AB.  You  would  be  in  bad  shape? 

"Mr.  STOTiNrtTS.  Yea.  sir. 

"Senator  McKeixas.  For  the  manufacture  of  aluminum? 

"Mr.  STXTn.NrtJS.  Yes. 

"Senator  McKellab.  If  it  were  not  fcs*  these  dams? 

"Mr.  SiETiLwiTJs.  Yes.  sir.     We  would." 

The  total  cost  of  the  projects  proposed  to  be  undertaken  in  con- 
nection with  the  national -defen5e  program  will  amount  to  $65,- 
800  000.  of  which  the  proposed  $25,000,000  is  the  Initial  appropria- 
tion. Further  appropriations,  of  $29,800,000  and  $11,000,000  In  the 
fiscal  years  1942  and  1943,  respectively,  will  be  needed  to  complete 
the  projects.     The  work  to  be  undertaken  Is  as  follows: 

"The  following  table  summarizes  the  expendltiu-e  estimates  for 
this  national -defense  power -supply  program: 


Total  esti- 
nutted  cost 

Estimated  expenditures 

Project 

Fiscal  year 
1»41 

Fiscal  year 
1042 

Fiscal  year 
1M3 

ChrrokM  projact 

SM.  000. 000 
5,300,000 

10.500.000 
14.000,000 

$11,000,000 
3,500,000 

7,500,000 
3,000,000 

$19,000,000 
1.800,000 

3.000,000 
6,000,000 

$0,000,000 

WUwa  UK)  Pickwick  aniu 

iMMBi  slwiliii  MiisulliM  Ihdli- 

Transmission  fadlitiM 

5,000.000 

1           Total 

C5,S0Q,0OO 

25,000,000 

39,800,000 

11.000,000 

't 


"The  following  to  a  more  complete  description  of  these  projects: 
"1.  Cherokee  Dam:  A  storage  dam  and  hydroelectric  power  plant 
to  be  built  on  the  Holston  River  near  Jefferson  City,  Tenn.  This 
project  will  cost  $36,000,000;  will  have  a  useful  storage  capacity  of 
1.400,000  acre-feet:  and  will  have  an  Installed  capacity  of  90.000 
kilowatts.  The  supplemental  appropriation  will  provide  $11,000,000 
for  Initial  expenditure  on  this  project.  This  amount,  together 
with  $19,000,000  in  the  fiscal  year  1942  and  $6,000,000  In  the  fiscal 
year  1943,  will  enable  the  Authority  to  have  the  storage  from  this 
project  available  In  the  spring  of  1942  and  the  generating  units  at 
the  site  on  the  line  in  the  fall  of  1942.  The  storage  and  generating 
units  at  this  project,  together  with  additional  generating  units  at 
Wilson  and  Pickwick  Dams,  as  described  below.  wUl  increase  the 
continuous  firm  power  capacity  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
power  system  by  120.000  kilowatts. 


"2.  Generating  units  No.  11  and  No.  12  at  WTlson  and  No.  4  at 
Pickwick:  The  supplemental  appropriation  will  provide  $3,500,000 
to  Start  installation  of  two  additional  26,000-ltilowatt  generating 
units  at  Wilson  Dam.  and  one  additional  36.000-kllowatt  unit  at 
Pickwick  Dam.  This  amount,  together  with  $1.800  000  in  the  fiscal 
year  1942.  will  enable  the  Authority  to  have  theae  three  units  with 
a  total  capacity  of  88,000  kilowatts  on  the  line  by  the  spring  of 
1942  at  which  time  the  storage  from  the  Holston  project  will  be 
available  to  Increase  the  low-water  flow  through  all  main  river 
projects. 

"3.  Steam  electric-generating  facilities:  The  supplemental  ap- 
propriation win  provide  $7,500,000  to  start  construction  of  addi- 
tional steam  electric-generating  facilities  In  the  area  served  by  thi« 
Authority  with  an  Installed  capacity  of  approximately  120.000 
kilowatts.  This  amount,  together  with  $3,000,000  in  the  fiscal  year 
1942,  will  be  sufficient  to  have  these  facilities  on  the  line  by  De- 
cember 1941.  The  Authority  will  be  assisted  In  the  planning  and 
design  of  these  facilities  by  a  nationally  recognized  engineering 
fiirm  specializing  in  design  of  steam  plants. 

"4.  Transmission  facilities:  The  supplemental  appropriation  will 
provide  $3,000,000  to  start  construction  of  the  transmission  facilities 
needed  to  tie  the  generating  facilities  described  above  into  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  power  system  and  to  carry  this  power 
to  the  market.  It  is  estimated  that  an  additional  $6,000,000  In  fiscal 
year  1942  and  $5,000,000  in  fiscal  year  1943  will  be  required  for  this 
purpose. 

"The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  projects  to  be  started  with  thto 
supplemental  appropriation  is  $65,800,000.  With  this  expendlttire 
over  the  next  2'-^  fiscal  years,  the  generating  capacity  in  the 
Tennessee  Valley  can  be  increased  by  298.000  kilowatts.  The 
emergency  schedule  to  be  followed  will  make  this  capacity  and  the 
attendant  continuous  firm  power  available  for  use  on  the  following 
dates: 
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Steam ...               .    . 

Pickwick  No.  4 
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Holston  storage,  used  down  river_ 
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130,000 
36^  000 

as,  000 

26.000 

100.000 

March  1942 

April  I1M2            



Do 

»,000 

Aaxu.«t  1942 

ao.ono 

30.000 
80,000 

90,000 

Sofitember  1942 

October  1942    

10,000 

Total  increaae. 

29$.  000 

230.000 

PROHIBITION  OF  THE  MAILINC  OF  SUBVERSIVE  MATTER 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  introduce  a  bill,  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  request  to 
have  read  by  the  clerk. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  Sen- 
ator will  be  permitted  to  introduce  the  bill,  and  It  will  be 
read. 

The  bill  (S.  4223)  to  prohibit  the  transmission  through  the 
mails  or  In  interstate  commerce  of  certain  subversive  matter 
was  read  the  first  time  by  title  and  the  second  time  at  length, 
as  follows:  i 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  It  shall  be  unlawful  to  deposit  or  cause 
to  be  deposited  In  the  United  States  mails  for  transmission  or  de- 
livery any  matter,  or  to  transmit  or  cause  to  be  transmitted  by 
radio,  telegraph,  or  telephone,  or  by  any  other  means,  from  any 
place  in  any  State,  Territory,  or  possession  of  the  United  States 
to  any  place  outside  of  such  State,  Territory,  or  possession  any 
matter  in  furtherance  of  any  activity  or  conspiracy  tending  or 
Intended  to  subvert  or  change  the  form  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  of  any  State,  from  the  republican  form  guar- 
anteed by  the  CX)nstltutlon.  Whoever  violates  any  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  shaU,  upon  conviction,  be  Imprisoned  not  more 
than  2  years  or  fined  not  more  than  $5,000,  or  both. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  bill 
win  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  introduced  by  me 
would  prohibit  members  of  the  Communist  Party,  or  the  lead- 
ers thereof,  members  of  the  German-American  Bund,  and  of 
similar  organizations  which  are  bent  either  on  the  destruc- 
tion of  this  Government  or  on  changing  our  form  of  govern- 
ment from  using  the  mails  for  that  purpose.  For  the  life  of 
me.  I  can  see  no  reason  why  the  people  of  the  United  States 
or  the  Government  should  permit  these  un-American  forces 
to  utilize  the  United  States  mails,  the  telephone,  the  tele- 
graph, or  other  means  of  communication  in  attempting  to 
destroy  the  Government.   I  have  therefore  introduced  the  bill. 

In  connection  with  the  measure.  I  have  before  me  two 
petitions  in  support  of  the  proposed  legislation.  One  is  » 
petition  in  the  form  of  a  resolution  issued  by  the  American 


Defense  Society,  of  New  York  City,  their  petitioner  being  the 
president  of  that  organization,  Mr.  Robert  Appleton.  I  take 
this  opportunity  to  read  the  petition,  as  follows: 

Whereas  article  IV,  section  rv,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  guarantees  to  the  States  a  republican  form  of  govern- 
ment; Which  guarantee  Inures  to  each  citizen  of  a  State,  as  well 
as  to  the  State  as  a  political  entity  (See  Appeal  of  Allyn.  81  Conn.. 
634;  Cooley  Const.  Llm..  77th  ed..  p.  62;  United  States  v  Cruikshank, 
92  U.  S.,  542),  and 

Whereas  representatives,  agents,  and/or  citizens  of  foreign  gor- 
emments.  that  are  not  republican  in  form,  are  engaged  and  con- 
spiring in  bubverslve  activities  in  the  United  States,  In  the  sev- 
eral States,  and  in  the  State  of  New  York,  tending  and  intended 
to  change  ovu  existing  and  established  republican  form  of  govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  of  the  several  States,  and  of  the  State 
of  New  York,  to  some  form  not  republican;  and 

Whereas  such  representatives,  agente,  and  or  cltlaens  of  foreign 
governments  and  their  associates  and  abettors.  In  furtherance  of 
said  subversive  activities,  are  using  the  malls,  the  radio,  the  tele- 
phone and  the  telegraph,  for  the  dissemination  and  distribution 
of  propaganda  and  literature  tending  and  mtended  to  change  our 
existing  and  established  republican  form  of  government  of  the 
United  States,  of  the  several  States,  and  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  to  some  form  of  government,  not  republican;  and 

Whereas  such  subversive  actlvltle*  and  the  dissemination  and 
distribution  of  such  propaganda  and  literature  constitute  a  seri- 
ous danger  to  the  republican  form  of  government,  so  giiaranteed 
to  the  several  States  and  to  the  State  of  New  York  and  to  Its 
Citizens,  including  this  petitioner,  by  said  article  IV.  section  IV, 
Of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States;  and 

Whereas  the  several  States,  and  the  State  of  New  York,  and 
their  citizens,  under  the  Constitution,  have  conferred  upon  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  the  exclusive  power  to  legislate 
concerning  the  use  of  the  malls,  the  radio,  the  telephone,  the 
telegraph,  and  other  means  of  communication  between  the  States; 
and 

Whereas  the  power  to  carry  into  effect  the  guaranty  of  section 
rv,  article  rV,  of  the  Constitution  resides  exclusively  in  Congress 
(see  Texoa  v.  White.  7  Wall.,  730,  19  L  ed.  227;  Marshall  v.  Dye. 
231  U.  S ,  250.  34  8.  Ct.,  92,  58  L.  ed.  206;  Taylor  v.  Beckham.  178 
U.  8.  578,  20  8.  Ct.  890,  100J|,  44  L.  ed.  1187;  Pacific  Tel.  Co.  v. 
OTcgon,  223  U.  S.  118);  and 

Whereas  It  has  been  recognized  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  that  the  repelling  of  Invasions  and  the  putting 
down  of  domestic  violence  are  not  the  only  exigencies  that  may 
arise  to  require  the  enforcement  of  the  guaranty  contained  In 
article  IV,  section  IV,  of  the  ConstituUon  (see  Taylor  v.  Beckham. 
supra);  and  the  dissemination  and  distribution  of  such  propa- 
ganda and  literature.  In  fxirtherance  of  such  subversive  activities 
and  conspiracies,  are  Infecting  the  blood  stream  of  our  Nation 
with  noisome,  totalitarian  philosophies,  termed  Conununist,  Nazi, 
or  Fascist,  which,  however  known,  are  equally  abliorrent  to  the 
traditional  principles  of  our  American  form  of  government;  and 
Whereas  the  distinqulslilng  feature  of  a  republican  form  of  gov- 
ernment Is  the  right  of  the  people  to  elect  their  own  officers  for 
legislative.  Judicial,  and  executive  functions,  within  the  bounds 
of  written  constitutions  limiting  their  own  powers,  as  against  the 
sudden  impulses  of  mere  majorities — a  feature  that  Is  being 
Jeopardized  in  America  by  said  subversive  activities;   and 

Whereas  self-preservation,  the  first  law  of  nature,  applies  to 
governments  as  well  as  to  individuals  and  it  is  inconceivable  that 
otir  people,  under  their  Constitution,  are  too  weak  to  provide  pro- 
tection from  "fifth  column"  activities;  and 

Whereas  It  has  been  held  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  that  legislation  by  Congress  making  It  an  offense  to  mail  an 
obscene  paper,  does  not  contravene  the  first  amendment  to  the 
Ooostltutlon  of  the  United  States  (see  Harmon  v.  United  States.  50 
F.  tai,  affirming  45  F  414;  United  States  v.  Joitmal  Co  .  197  P.  415; 
Kntncles  v.  United  States.  170  P.  409;  Clark  v.  United  States.  211  P. 
916;  and  cases  cited) ;  and  that  legislation  by  Congress,  making  It  an 
offense  to  mall  papers  containing  advertisements  of  lotteries,  does 
not  contravene  the  first  amendment  and  does  not  abridge  "freedom 
of  speech  and  of  the  press."  and  the  Court  said:  "The  circulation 
of  newspapers  Is  not  prohibited  but  the  Oovernment  declines  Itself 
to  become  an  agent  in  the  circulation  of  printed  matter  which  it 
regards  as  Injurious  to  the  people"  (see  In  re  Rapier.  143  U.  8.  182, 
la  8.  Ct.  374.  36  L.  Bd.  93;  Homer  v.  United  States.  143  U  S  213. 
12  S.  Ct.  407,  38  L.  Ed.  126;  and  Homer  v.  United  States.  143  U.  8. 
570.  12  8.  Ct.  522.  96  L.  Ed    266);  and 

Whereas  the  first  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  while  prohibiting  legislation  by  Congress  against  free  speech, 
as  such,  cannot  have  lieen  and  obviously  was  not  intended  to  give 
Immunity  for  every  jsosslble  use  of  language  to  those  who.  with 
brazen  hypocrisy,  claim  the  protection  of  the  first  amendment 
while  attempting  to  subvert  and  destroy  the  whole  Constitution 
and  the  form  of  government  established  by  It  (see  Frohwerk  v. 
United  States.  249  U.  8.  204.  39  S  Ct   249.  63  L   Ed.  581);  and 

Whereas  Congress  has  such  powers,  under  the  Constitution,  in 
addition  to  the  enumerated  powers,  as  are  necessary  or  expedient 
cr  proper  to  carrv  out  the  granted  powers  (see  Gibbons  v.  Ogden, 
22  U.  8.  1,  5  L.  Ed.  302,  and,  accordingly,  Congress  has  the  power 
to  enforce  the  guaranty  of  a  repubUcan  form  of  govenunent.  as 
provided  In  article  4,  section  IV.  of  the  Constitution: 

Now  therefore  your  petitioner,  a  dtlaen  of  the  United  States  and 
a  resident  and  citizen  of  the  State  of  New  York,  respectfully  petl- 
tl<His  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  enact  appropriate  legis- 


lation to  prohibit  the  use  of  the  maUs.  the  radio,  the  telegraph,  the 
telephone,  and  of  any  and  all  other  means  of  communication  and 
transportation  over  which  the  exclusive  control  has  been  conferred 
upon  Congress  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  in  fur- 
therance of  any  activity  or  conspiracy  tending  and  intended  to  sub- 
vert or  to  change  the  form  of  government  of  the  United  States  or  of 

any  State  from  the  republican  form  as  guaranteed  by  article  IV, 
■ectlon  4,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

RoBEKT  Appleton.  Chairman. 
Thi  Amebzcan  Oeteksc  Sochett,  Imc. 

225  Fifth  Avenue.  New  York,  N.  Y. 
July  8.  1940. 

Mr.  President,  that  petition  Is  followed  by  a  resolution  In 
reference  to  the  proposed  legislation  adopted  by  the  Junior 
Order  United  American  Mechanics,  signed  by  Mr.  James  L. 
Wilmeth.  of  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  secretary  of  the  order.  I  read 
the  second  paragraph,  as  follows: 

Whercsas  some  of  these  subversive  organizations  have  gained  the 
freedom  of  the  air.  xmder  the  guise  of  upholding  a  candidate  for 
public  office,  thus  placing  themselves  within  the  regulations  of  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission,  and  have  cited  in  other  ways, 
such  as  high-sounding  titles  of  their  organizations,  to  Influence 
citizens  of  the  United  States  to  Join  their  forces,  and  have  also 
circulated  petitions  and  secured  signers  thereto  for  candidates  for 
public  office,  without  acquainting  the  people  with  the  fact  that 
they  are  signing  subversive  documents — 

I  ask  that  the  whole  resolution  be  printed  in  the  Record 

at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Rbcord.  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  national  board  of  officer*  of  the  national  council. 
Junior  Order  United  American  Mechanics,  is  well  acquainted  with 
the  action  of  the  Communist  Party,  and  Nazi  bund.  Fascists,  and 
other  similar  organizations  in  this  country,  which  are  fostered  and 
sponsored  for  the  most  part  by  foreign  countries,  and  whose  object 
and  pvirpose  is  to  seek  a  change  In  the  form  of  the  United  States 
Oovernment,  and  that  some  of  such  organizations  exist  for  the 
avowed  purpose  of  overthrowing  the  United  States  Oovernment  and 
substituting  therefor  a  totalitarian  form  of  government;   and 

Whereas  some  of  these  subversive  organizations  have  gained  the 
freedom  of  the  air.  under  the  guise  of  upholding  a  candidate  for 
public  office,  thus  placing  themselves  within  the  regulations  of  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission,  and  have  cited  in  other  ways, 
such  as  high-sounding  titles  of  their  organizations,  to  Influence 
citizens  of  the  United  States  to  Join  their  forces,  and  have  also 
circulated  petitions  and  secured  signers  thereto  for  candidates  for 
public  office  without  acquainting  the  people  with  the  fact  that  they 
are  signing  subversive  documents:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  national  board  of  officers  of  the  natiOTial  coutmHI, 
Junior  Order  United  American  Mechanics.  That  we  stoutly  condemn 
all  such  organizations  and  practices,  and  that  they  should  either  be 
outlawed  or  their  organizations  placed  under  the  direction  and  con- 
trol of  the  proper  authorities;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  Uie  freedom  of  the  air,  in  the  matter  of  broad- 
casting, should  be  denied  to  such  organizations  on  the  ground  that 
the  founding  fatliers  of  this  Nation  never  intended  by  the  freedom 
which  they  bestowed  in  their  Constitution  for  such  freedom  to  be 
the  means  of  destroying  that  Constitution  and  system  of  laws  which 
they  established  for  the  government  of  a  free  people. 

James  L.  Wu.mkth,  Secretary. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  in  looking  over  the  record 
of  the  past  several  years  in  regard  to  the  matter  about  wliich 
I  am  now  speaking.  I  found  in  the  Congressional  Record  of 
March  4.  1936,  a  very  able  speech  made  by  Representative 
McClellan,  of  Arkansas,  pertaining  to  the  use  of  the  mails, 
the  radio,  and  other  means  of  communication  by  members  of 
the  Commimist  Party.  The  speech  impressed  me  so  thor- 
oughly that  I  am  extremely  desirous  that  the  Members  of  this 
body,  as  well  as  the  other  readers  of  the  Congressional 
Record,  have  an  opportimity  of  pursuing  Mr.  McClellan's 
thoughts.  Therefore  I  ask  that  the  address  of  Mr.  McClellan 
and  the  debate  ensuing  be  reprinted  in  full  at  this  juncture 
in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Mr.  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  requested  this  time  so  that  I 
might  direct  the  attention  of  Members  to  something  I  think  of 
grave  concern  to  every  American  citizen,  something  that  should 
receive  the  attention  of  every  Memt>er  of  this  House.  We  have 
already  heard  some  disctisslon  of  communism  this  afternoon,  and 
I  regret  that  I  am  unable  to  follow  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  |Mr.  Maverick],  who  Just  preceded  me,  that 
we  forget  about  communism.  I  say,  Ood  forbid  that  real  Ameri- 
cans should  ever  forget  about  the  menace  of  communism.  |  Ap- 
plause.) This  morning  when  I  read  in  the  Washington  Herald 
an  editorial  entitled  "Communism  and  the  Columbia  Broadcasting 
System."  and  when  I  reread  It  and  began  to  understand  the  fuU 
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Blgniflcance  of  what  Is  transpiring  In  America,  and  the  subject 
that  that  editorial  deals  with.  I  was  aroused.  I  believe,  to  a  keener 
sense  of  my  duties  and  responsibilities  as  a  Representative  In  thU 
legislative  body  than  I  have  heretofore  felt  since  I  took  the  oath 
of  office.  At  first  thought  It  occurred  to  me.  What  Is  communism? 
This  editorial  announces  that  tomorrow  the  head  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  In  America  Is  to  have  the  free  use  of  one  of  the 
greatest  broadcasting  chain  radio  systems  that  we  have  for  the 
purpose  of  disseminating  Information  atwut  Russian  communism, 
not  only  information  about  It,  but  to  preach  to  Americans  the 
doctrine  of  the  destruction  of  free  Christian  Institutions.  When 
I  read  that  I  thotight  It  was  time  for  Congress  to  take  some  action. 
I  inquired  today  and  learned  from  the  authorities  of  the  Federal 
Communications  CommUslon  that  there  are  letters  and  telegrams 
pouring  In  to  it  now  from  American  people  throughout  the  Nation 
protesting  the  free  use  of  these  facilities  being  made  available  to 
public  enemies  of  this  Government.  I  Join  with  all  true  Americans 
in  that  protest.  I  do  not  know  how  far  we  can  go  or  Just  what 
can  be  done,  but  I  say  to  you  that  If  we  are  helpless.  If  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  does  not  now  have  under  the  law 
authority  to  prohibit  the  broadcasting  of  this  doctrine  of  destruc- 
tion and  overthrow  of  the  very  Government  that  patriots  by  the 
thousands  and  millions  have  died  to  establish,  build,  and  maintain, 
then  God  pity  us.  I  do  not  know  how  we  are  going  to  be  saved.  As 
an  American  citizen,  and  as  a  Member  of  this  Congress,  I  resent 
the  action  of  the  Coliunbla  Broadcasting  System  making  available 
Its  facilities  free  to  thosi  who  want  to  preach  the  doctrine  of 
Soviet  communlsm'and  of  destruction  of  our  system  of  government 
to  American  citizens.  The  boys  who  wore  the  khaki  In  the  World 
War  went  across  to  loreign  soli  to  fight  a  war  to  make  the  world 
•afe  for  democracy.  Whether  we  failed  In  making  It  safe  for 
democracy  may  be  debatable,  but  we  do  know  that  we  preserved 
America,  and  on  their  behalf  I  denotmce  the  action  of  this  broad- 
-  casting  sjrstem  that  Is  making  available  Its  facilities  for  the  purpose 
of  aiding  an  organized  public  enemy.      [Applause.) 

I  go  further.  I  say  to  you  out  of  profound  reverence  and  grati- 
tude to  these  who  have  made  that  flag  possible,  to  those  who  have 
•ecured  to  you  and  me  and  passed  on  to  us  the  heritage  that  gives 
us  the  right  today  to  assemble  and  worship  Almighty  God  as  we 
please,  and  to  have  free  institutions  of  learning.  I  denounce  the 
action  of  the  Columbia  Broadcasting  System  for  aiding  and  abet- 
ting a  public  enemy  that  seeks  to  invade  this  Nation  by  the 
dissemination  of  Its  poisonous  propaganda. 

Mr.  Pterce.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.'  McCleixan.  Yes. 

Mr.  Ptekcx.  Is  the  gentleman  aware  that  the  doctrine  he  Is  now 
preaching.  If  It  had  been  In  existence  some  years  ago  and  tieen  In 
force,  there  would  have  been  no  flag,  there  would  have  been  no 
America,  no  Independence?  Goodness  gracious,  what  do  you  know 
•bout  Russia? 

Mr.  McCleujvn.  Does  the  gentleman  want  to  make  a  speech  in 
my  time? 
"      Mr.  PiEECK   No:  but  I  think  the  gentleman  is  giving  vent  to  a 
lot  of  fuss  and  feathers  about  nothing. 

Mr.  McClellan.  Well.  I  am  glad  that  the  gentleman  needs  en- 
lightenment. What  the  gentleman  has  in  mind  Is  the  doctrine 
of  free  speech.  I  suppose. 

Mr.  PiE«CE.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCixixAN.  Does  the  gentleman  say  that  we  ought  to  sit 
here  Idle  and  let  those  who  are  seeking  to  gain  control  of  this 
Government  for  the  sole  purpose  of  destroying  free  speech  get 
control  of  It  by  the  use  of  these  facilities? 

If  that  Is  all  you  know  about  Rtisela  and  conununlsm  then  you 
really  need  to  be  enlightened.     (Applause.) 

Mr.  Pierce.  How  do  you  know  what  you  are  saying  Is  true? 

Mr.  McClellan.  How  do  you  know  It  is  not? 

Mr.   McCormack.  Will    the   gentleman   yield? 

Mr.  McClellan.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCobmack.  The  gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Pizrcs]  has 
raised  a  question  which  has  been  advanced  and  which  many  peo- 
ple honestly  misunderstand.  When  the  framers  of  the  Constitu- 
tion revolted,  they  revolted;  they  did  not  claim  tbey  had  a  right 
to  urge  revolution  under  the  guise  of  freedom  of  speech.  They 
revolted  and  engaged  in  a  revolution.  If  they  had  been  appre- 
hended they  woud  have  been  tried  as  traitors. 

Mr.  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  this  time  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  Insert  In  tbe  Rec- 
oao  this  editorial  about  which  I  have  spoken. 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  Scott.  I  object  to  the  editorial,  but  not  to  the  revising  of 
the  gentleman's  remarks. 

The  Chair:man.  Does  the  Chair  hear  objection? 

Mr.  Scott.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  McClxllan.  I  invite  the  gentleman  from  California  to 
read  It.  It  has  some  good  Americanism  in  it.  I  regret  I  do  not 
have  time  to  read  It.  tnit  I  think  It  ought  to  go  into  the  Rbcobo 
■o  that  all  American  people  may  have  an  oppxntunlty  to  read  it. 

Mr.  Blanton.  Mr.  Chairman,  so  that  my  friend  will  not  be 
denied  the  right  of  free  speech,  about  which  our  friend  from 
Galifomla  talks  much.  I  yield  the  gentleman  3  additional  minutes, 
•o  that,  in  spite  of  the  objection,  he  may  let  us  know  what  said 
editorial  embraces. 

Mr.  McCiKLLAN.  We  go  out  and  build  battleships,  manufacture 
eannons  and  airplanes,  and  we  spend  billions  on  equipping  and 
maintaining  an  Army  and  Navy  to  defend  us  against  enemies  who 
jnlght  attack  us  in  time  of  war.     Have  «•  not  the  desire  and 


courage  and  power  and  statesmanship  to  prevent.  In  times  of 
peace,  the  formation  and  prosecution  of  a  conspiracy  for  our 
ultimate  destruction  by  force  and  revolution?  I  say  to  you  that  IX 
they  gain  any  hold  at  all  they  wiU  advocate  revolution.  That  Is 
the:r  aim  and  purpose. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  desire,  as  a  Member  of  this  Congress,  to  go  on 
record  today  by  ans'wering  In  the  affirmative  that  I  think  we  ought 
to  have,  as  Memt>ers  of  Congress  and  the  representatives  cf  our 
people  at  home,  the  desire,  the  courage,  the  will,  and  the  determina- 
tion to  take  such  affirmative  action  by  legislation  or  otherwise,  as 
may  be  exiaedlent  and  necessary,  to  prevent  them  from  ever  gain- 
ing a  foothold  in  this  Nation. 

Mr.  Blanton.  Will   the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.   McClellan.  I   yield. 

Mr.  Blanton.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  us  what  Is  In  that  edi- 
torial to  the  printing  of  which  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Scott]  objected? 

Mr.  McClellan.  I  do  not  have  time  to  read  it. 
Mr.  Blanton.  You  can  tell  us  what  Is  In  the  editorial. 
Mr.  McClellan.  I  will  answer  the  gentleman  by  saying  that 
it  points  out  that  this  man  Browder.  who  Is  the  head  of  the  Ameri- 
can Communist  Party,  Is  to  speak  tomorrow,  and  has  the  free 
use  of  the  faculties  of  this  chain  broadcasting  company.  He  has 
announced — or  his  paper,  the  Dally  Worker,  the  official  organ  of 
that  organization,  has  announced — that  for  the  first  time  In  the 
history  of  '.he  American  (Communist)  Party  the  millions  of  the 
American  people  will  have  an  opportunity  to  hear  the  program — 
and  note  what  the  program  really  Is — of  that  party  direct  from  the 
foremost  American  authority  on  communism. 

"Local  stations  which  are  part  of  the  Columbia  system  should  be 
urged  to  pick  up  this  broadcast.  Organizations  should  arrange  mass 
meetings  where  workers  and  farmers  can  be  brought  together  to 
hear  this  important  speech." 

Oh,  we  njiy  well  expect  that  his  remarks  will  be  mild  at  first, 
but  we  do  not  have  to  specxilate  as  to  the  motive  that  prompts  this 
address  or  the  restilts  this  enemy  of  our  Government  hopes  to 
achieve. 

And  I  may  say  further  to  my  colleague  from  Texas  [Mr.  Blanton] 
and  to  the  other  Members  of  this  House  that  the  author  of  this 
editorial  points  out  prevlotis  public  declarations  of  this  man.  Earl 
Browder.  and  also  of  articles  contained  In  the  Daily  Worker,  the 
official  organ  of  the  Communist  Party  in  America,  as  recently  as 
December  9.  1935.  in  which  they  advocate  "the  dictatorship  of  the 
proletariat  and  the  power  of  the  Soviets"  In  America  and  In  which 
they  advocate  the  establishment  of  "one  party — and  for  building 
the  transition  to  the  revolutionary  struggle  for  a  soviet  America." 

I  heartily  commend  this  paper  for  Its  great  patriotic  service  In 
the  publishing  of  this  editorial  and  In  calling  this  matter  to  the 
attention  of  the  American  people,  and  I  endorse  every  statement 
made  and  every  assertion  contained  therein.  Communism  is  the 
very  antithesis  of  democracy.  It  Is  the  oil  of  regimentation  that 
will  not  mix  with  the  pvire  waters  of  religious  and  economic  free- 
dom. I  make  my  choice  and  cast  my  lot  with  democracy.  And  1 
Invite  you.  my  colleagues,  to  read  this  editorial  and  Join  with  me 
in  protesting  the  un-American  conduct  and  act  of  the  Columbia 
Broadcasting  Co.  In  svurenderlng  to  this  organization  the  availa- 
bility and  use  of  Its  powerftil  facilities  for  the  dissemination  of  this 
un-American  propaganda. 

This  action  on  the  part  of  the  Columbia  Broadcasting  System  and 
Its  president,  William  S.  Paley.  constitutes  a  flagrant  insult  and 
defiance  to  every  believer  In  Almighty  God  and  every  lover  of  our 
Christian  Institutions.  The  leaders  of  the  Conununlst  Party  and 
powers  In  Russia  are  atheists.  In  that  country  the  worship  of 
Almighty  God  Is  forbidden.  Religious  liberty  has  been  completely 
trampled  and  destroyed.  If  it  is  their  purpose  to  overthrow  our 
American  Government  and  institute  Instead  these  principles,  poli- 
cies, and  doctrines  that  now  obtain  In  Soviet  Russia,  as  their  official 
organ,  the  Dally  Worker,  has  proclaimed,  as  quoted  In  this  editorial, 
then  I  say  to  you  that  any  action  of  this  organization  and  Its 
leaders  and  the  emissaries  of  the  Soviet  Government  toward  the 
accomplishment  of  this  design  constitutes  treason  in  the  extreme. 
It  Is  an  offense  that  I  cannot  tolerate  and  which  I  most  emphati- 
cally, unreservedly,  and  Irrevocably  condemn.     (Applause.) 

This  man  Browder.  during  the  time  the  American  soldiers  were 
wearing  khaki  and  fighting  In  FYance.  was  serving  In  a  Federal 
penitentiary  for  being  a  slacker.  That  Is  the  stripe  of  Americanism 
they  now  tell  us  ought  to  be  granted  free  speech  to  overthrow  the 
very  Government  the  World  War  soldiers  fought  to  preserve.  I  say 
to  you  I 'Win  not  go  along  with  that  sort  of  "ism"  and  neither  will  I 
condone  it  by  silence.  I  believe  In  preserving  these  Institutions,  and 
I  shall  raise  my  voice  on  every  occasion  and  against  any  man  who 
attacks  and  seeks  to  destroy  all  that  we  have  built  for  the  freedom 
and  happiness  of  our  people  during  our  100  years  of  national 
existence 
Mr.  McSwain.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  McClellan.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McSwain.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  advocating  the  overthrow  of 
cur  Govertunent  by  force  and  violence  is  substantially  and  virtually 
treason? 

Mr.  McClcllax .  It  Is  treason,  and  the  act  of  the  Coliunbla  Broad- 
casting Co  !n  making  use  of  Its  facilities  free  for  that  purpose  Is 
little  If  anything  less  than  treason  Itself. 

Mr.  McSw/in .  Is  not  treason  a  greater  crime  than  murder?  Would 
anybody  under  the  sim  sustain  and  support  anybody  who  would 
broadcast  or  publish  a  paper  advertising  murder? 

Mr.  McClellan.  Certainly  not.  Talk  about  freedom  of  speech  I 
Freedom  of  speech  ends  when  and  wherever  the  conversation  of  tba 


person  talking  advocates  the  overthrow  of  this  Government  by  force 
and  violence  begins.  Whenever  the  conversation  rurw  In  that  di- 
rection there  Is  no  license  or  right  that  I  recognize  as  being  superior 
to  my  duty  and  yours  of  preventing  the  accomplishment  of  such  a 
design.  It  Is  the  same  proposition  of  a  man  walking  down  the  street 
and  saying  to  you,  "Governor  Pukce,  I  have  a  right  to  wave  my 
arms.  That  Is  my  individual  liberty,  and  I  propose  to  do  as  I  please 
and  exercise  It."  But  you  will  immediately  warn  and  admonish 
him,  "Yes;  but  your  individual  liberty  ends  where  the  point  of  my 
nose  begins"     (Laughter.) 

So  I  say  their  liberty  ends  where  the  safety  and  preservation  of  our 
national  existence  and  democratic  form  of  government  begins. 

Mr.  Blanton.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McClellan.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Blanton.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  Illustrating  what  those  who 
oppose  the  McCormack  and  Kramer  bills  mean  by  free  speech,  when 
the  gentleman,  being  a  representative  of  the  people,  wanted  to  read 
an  «lltorlal,  one  of  the  advocates  of  this  free  speech,  who  objects 
to  the  Kramer  and  McCormack  bills,  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Scott! .  objected  to  his  extending  the  editorial? 

Mr   McCljxlan.  That  Is  true.     (Applause.) 

The  Chairman.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  has 
again  expired. 

INSURANCE    BOOTLEGGING   BY  ALIEN   COMPANIES 

Mr,  REYNOLDS.     Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  speak  briefly 
In  regard  to  bootlegging  insurance,  insurance  being  boot- 
legged by  alien  Insurance  companies.    I  think  it  a  very  im- 
portant matter,  and  I  think  it  one  which  should  arouse  the  I 
interest  of  every  Member  of  Congress.    In  view  of  the  fact 
that  we  are  spending  the  dollars  of  American  citizens  in  ! 
building  up  our  national  defense,  I  think  those  dollars,  insofar  j 
as  possible,  should  be  distributed  to  American  businessmen,  j 
and  that  where  those  dollars  are  paid  out  in  the  form  of  ; 
Insurance  premiums,  the  premium  money  should  be  paid  by  i 
American  contractors  doing  national-defense  work  to  Ameri- 
can insurance  companies  and  their  agents. 

Mr.  President,  while  all  this  hue  and  cry  is  going  on  to  see 
that  nobody  makes  any  unjust  profit  out  of  the  defense  pro- 
gram, and  Congress  is  voting  billion  after  billion  of  dollars  to 
Increase  our  facilities  and  armaments  in  that  program.  It 
seems  strange  indeed  that,  with  all  the  care  and  attention 
which  people  give  to  Imposing  and  superimposing  upon  our 
American  corporations  profit  taxes  and  excess-profit  taxes 
on  this  class  of  business,  yet  our  War  and  Navy  Departments 
blithely  allow  these  moneys  appropriated  by  Congress  to  be 
spent  by  contractors  who  in  turn  use  the  American  taxpayers' 
funds  to  purchase  insurance  from  a  class  of  companies  which 
pay  no  taxes  of  any  kind,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  any  State 
In  the  United  States  or  to  the  Federal  Government.  I  refer 
to  Lloyd's  of  London,  who  right  now  are  benefiting  more  by 
the  defense  program  than  any  of  the  American  insurance 
companies  or  those  foreign  companies  who  are  complying  with 
American  laws. 

You  can  well  understand  a  corporation  carrying  out  a  con- 
tract for  many  millions  of  dollars  for  the  Navy  or  Army  or 
for  other  Federal  works  must  protect  itself  with  various  forms 
of  Insurance — surety  bonds,  employer's  liability  insurance  to 
take  care  of  accidents,  fire,  and  other  forms  of  insurance. 

There  are  many  companies  in  America,  old  and  well  estab- 
lished and  owned  by  taxpaying  corporations,  and  there  are 
still  other  British  companies  which  have  been  here  for  many 
years  and  have  been  operating  with  a  long  and  honorable 
record,  who  comply  in  every  way  with  the  rules  and  regula- 
tions laid  down  by  the  various  State  and  Federal  Govern- 
ments. But  the  cream  of  the  business  goes  to  London  Lloyd's, 
which  operates  in  a  mjrstic,  subrosa  manner,  who  bootleg 
this  insurance,  so  to  speak,  and  by  evading  Federal  laws  and 
Federal  taxation  and  State  taxation,  are  able  to  sell  the  in- 
surance to  the  American  contractor  about  22  V2  percent 
cheaper  than  the  companies  who  walk  up  to  the  counter  and 
pay  the  tax  collector. 

Of  course,  they  can  undersell  these  other  companies.  In 
precisely  the  same  way  that  a  distillery  In  Mexico,  running 
liquor  over  the  border  and  delivering  it  through  back  doors  of 
saloons,  can  sell  whisky  cheaper  than  the  American  dis- 
tillers. 

The  only  difference  Is  that  it  Is  possible  occasionally  to 
catch  the  liquor  bootlegger,  because  he  has  to  deliver  his  goods 
In  a  truck,  but  it  Is  not  possible  to  catch  the  insurance  boot- 
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legger.  because  he  does  business  by  mail,  cable,  cr  trans- 
Atlantic  telephone. 

Etoes  it  seem  fair  for  us  to  Impose  taxation  upon  our  prop- 
erly licensed  insurance  companies,  which  burden  will  prob- 
ably be  increased  during  this  session  of  Congress,  and  auto- 
matically deprive  them  of  the  right  to  share  in  this  very 
defense  munition  business  which  they  are  paying  taxes  to 
support?  And  they  are  deprived  because  Lloyd's,  by  evading 
all  taxation,  are  able  to  do  business  22  >  2  percent  cheaper? 

I  know  of  a  contract  Just  let  in  Panama  by  the  War  De- 
partment which  carries  a  clause  which  specifically  states  that 
the  contractor  must  protect  his  employees  by  carrying  em- 
ployer's liability  insurance,  and  the  Insurance  must  be  placed 
in  a  company  or  companies  acceptable  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment. In  connection  with  previous  and  similar  contracts  in 
Panama  and  elsewhere.  Lloyd's  policies  have  been  accepted 
by  the  War  Department  as  satisfactory,  but  I  ask.  Should  the 
War  Department  or  Navy  Department  construe  this  kind  of 
insurance  as  satisfactory  when  they  know,  or  at  least  should 
know,  that  the  companies  carrying  the  Insurance  are  doing 
so  illegally  and  evading  the  laws  of  this  country — the  very 
country  that  is  footing  the  bill  in  the  long  run? 

I  bring  this  matter  to  the  attention  of  my  colleagues  now 
because  I  am  reliably  informed  that  recently  there  was  placed 
by  the  War  Department  a  $30,000,000  contract  for  construc- 
tion work  in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone  with  a  very  large  con- 
struction firm  and  that  firm  placed  its  insurance  with  Lloyd's, 
of  London,  an  alien  company.  My  recollection  is  that  the 
amount  of  premium  paid  was  about  $340,000.  which  sum 
should  have  gone  to  legitimate  domestic  companies,  or  at 
least  English  companies  which  are  domiciled  in  this  country 
in  such  a  manner  that  they  might  be  served  with  process. 
uNDDiwRrrnis  at  llotb's 

Underwriters  at  Lloyd's,  cr  as  they  are  commonly  known, 
Lloyd's  of  London,  or  London  Lloyd's,  constitute  an  institu- 
tion peculiar  to  and  existing  only  in  England,  and  is  simply  a 
gix)up  of  tmincorporated  individuals  who,  by  agreement,  or- 
ganized themselves  Into  groups  of  underwriters  for  the  pur- 
pose of  assuming  risks  of  an  iiisurable  nature. 

Organizations  or  groups  of  individuals,  such  as  Lloyd's  of 
London,  exist  In  no  other  coimtry  in  the  world,  and  as  such  are 
not  permitted  or  licensed  to  do  business  in  any  State  in  the 
United  States,  except  in  Illinois  and  Kentucky  where  In 
both  Instances  special  laws  have  been  enacted  by  the  legisla- 
tures requiring  Lloyd's  to  make  deposits,  submit  to  examina- 
tion, pay  State  taxes,  and  do  business  through  regularly 
licensed  insurance  brokers  or  agents. 

All  insurance  companies  organized  imder  the  laws  of  any 
State  of  the  United  States  and  alien  insurance  companies 
authorized  to  do  business  in  any  State  of  the  United  States 
and  maintaining  United  States  branch  offices,  are  required 
by  Federal  statutes  and  statutes  of  the  several  States  to  bear 
their  share  of  the  tax  burden.  Whereas,  Lloyd's  can  and  un- 
doubtedly do  escape  Federal  taxation  and  State  taxation 
(except  in  Illinois  and  Kentucky)  because  of  the  fact  that  they 
are  not  duly  licensed  and.  therefore,  do  not  render  either 
financial  statements  or  tax  returns  to  the  State  taxing  author- 
ities or  to  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue. 

American  and  alien  insurance  corporations  licensed  in  any 
State  of  the  United  States  are  taxed  under  the  Federal  Reve- 
nue Act  of  1940,  but  Lloyd's  of  London,  not  being  a  corpora- 
tion, escape  Federal  taxation  because  no  provision  is  made  for 
the  taxation  of  nonresident  alien  Individuals  deriving  a  part 
of  their  income  from  activities  in  the  United  States. 

A  very  large  number  of  American  business  concerns  buy 
insurance  from  Lloyd's  because  Lloyd's,  not  being  subjected 
to  the  same  taxation  as  domestic  companies  and  alien  com- 
panies legally  transacting  biislness  in  the  United  States,  are 
able  to  sell  insurance  coverages  at  a  cheaper  rate. 

The  laws  of  the  several  States  and  regulations  of  the  Treas- 
ury Department  make  certain  requirements  of  Insurance  com- 
jjanies  as  conditions  precedent  to  being  licensed  to  do  business 
or  to  write  obligations  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States  of 
America.    Briefly,  these  requirement*  are: 


9674 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


July  29 


i 


<t 


First.  X  minimum  capital  and  stirplus  must  be  subscribed 
and  paid  in.  Lloyd's  have  no  capital  and,  with  the  exception 
oi  Illinois  and  Kentucky,  no  surplus  in  the  United  States. 

Second.  Such  capital  and  surplus  must  be  in  cash  or  spieci- 
fled  classes  of  securities — the  Investment  of  Lloyd's  surplus,  if 
any.  is  not  controlled  in  the  United  States. 

Third.  Adequate  reserves  must  be  carried  for  losses,  un- 
earned premiums,  and  other  special  purposes.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  Illinois  and  Kentucky,  no  States  make  any  provi- 
sion for  the  maintaining  of  surplus  or  premium  reserves  by 
Lloyd's  for  they  obviously  have  no  jurisdiction  over  them. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  sure  the  Junior  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Chandler!,  who  is  now  presiding  over  this  body,  is  thor- 
oughly conversant  with  the  fact  that  his  State  is  one  of  but 
two  in  the  Nation  that  make  provision  for  the  maintaining 
ol  a  surplus  or  premium  reserves  by  Lloyd's.  I  am  sure  he  saw 
to  it  that  the  people  of  his  Commonwealth  were  protected 
when  it  came  to  fortifs^ng  themselves  against  attacks  of  alien 
origin.  I  therefore  congratulate  the  State  of  Kentucky.  I 
mention  the  Jimior  Senator  from  Kentucky  in  reference  to 
Kentucky's  protection,  recalling  that  the  Senator  served  as 
Governor  of  the  State  of  Kentucky  and  was  no  doubt  familiar 
with  the  requirements  made  with  respect  to  instu-ance  com- 
panies engaged  in  business  of  that  sort  in  his  Commonwealth. 

Fourth.  Each  company,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  doing 
business  In  a  State  or  with  the  United  States  Government, 
must  be  licensed  or  admitted  to  do  business. 

Fifth.  Many  States,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  issuance 
"  of  a  license,  require  a  substantial  deposit  consisting  of  securi- 
ties, or  the  giving  of  qualifying  bonds  in  large  F>enalties,  or 
both.    Only  in  the  State  of  Illinois  do  Lloyd's  maintain  a 
cash  deposit. 

Sixth.  Some  States  require  that  admitted  companies  must 
reinsure  only  in  other  admitted  companies.  No  State  has 
Jurisdiction  over  the  reinsuring  of  risks  primarily  assumed 
by  Lloyd's. 

Seventh.  Companies  admitted  to  do  business  in  the  several 
States  must  appoint  attorneys  within  the  State  upon  whom 
legal  process  may  be  served. 

Eighth.  Annual  financial  statements  must  be  filed  on  forms 
prescribed  by  the  various  States  and  by  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment of  the  United  States,  and  are  subject  to  audit  by  the 
supervising  authority.  Lloyd's  do  not  file  such  financial  state- 
ments except  in  Illinois  and  Kentucky,  and  in  those  States 
only  in  a  limited  form. 

Ninth.  Each  company  Ucensed  In  the  several  States  Is  sub- 
ject to  visitation  and  examination  at  its  own  expense  by  the 
insurance  department  of  the  State  where  organized  and  of 
each  State  In  which  licensed. 

Tenth.  An  admitted  company  must  appoint  agents  who  are 
required  to  be  licensed,  and  in  many  of  the  States  a  company 
cannot  execute  a  policy  unless  executed  through  a  resident 
licensed  agent  who  shall  receive  full  commissions. 

Eleventh.  Each  company  must  pay.  in  accordance  with  the 

-Jtows  of  each  State  where  It  does  business,  taxes  on  premiums. 

taxes  on  capital  assets,  franchise  taxes,  State  and  municipal 

license  fees,  and  taxes  on  agent's  fees,  and  all  other  forms  of 

taxes. 

Twelfth.  According  to  the  laws  of  a  number  of  States,  and 
the  regulations  of  the  United  States  Treasury  Department,  a 
licensed  or  admitted  company  may  not  expose  itself  on  any 
single  risk  in  excess  of  10  percent  of  Its  capital  and  surplus. 
Uoyd's  do  not  have  to  comply  with  this  restriction  because 
the  various  States,  except  Illinois  and  Kentucky,  and  the 
Federal  Government,  have  no  control  over  the  operations  of 
the  underwriting  groups. 

The  situation  as  to  Lloyd's  is  as  follows: 

F^st.  London  Lloyd's  do  not  have  any  capital  or  surplus. 

Second.  London  Lloyd's  do  not  have  any  statutory  deposit 
in  the  United  States,  except  in  Illinois  where  the  deposit  there 
is  for  the  sole  protection  of  Illinois  policyholders,  and  is  not 
subject  to  any  of  the  laws  and  regulations  of  other  States  or 
the  Federal  Government. 

Third.  London  Lloyd's  do  not.  except  In  Illinois  and  Ken- 
tucky, pay  any  State  taxes  of  any  nature. 


Fourth.  The  3-percent  stamp  tax,  which  is  imposed  by  the 
revenue  law  of  1924.  applies  only  to  alien  companies  and 
associations  which  do  not  issue  their  policies  through  a 
licensed  agent  or  oflBcer  resident  in  any  State  or  district  of 
the  United  States  in  which  it  is  authorized  to  do  business. 
Therefore  if  Lloyd's  issues  a  policy  covering  a  risk  in  Illinois 
or  Kentucky  the  3-percent  stamp  tax  is  not  required  to  be 
paid.  If  Lloyd's  imderwriters  issue  in  Illinois  or  Kentucky 
a  policy  covering  a  risk  In  another  State,  the  3-percent  tax 
is  not  required  to  be  paid. 

Thirty-seven  capital-stock  insurance  companies  doing  a 
casualty  and  surety  business  in  1939  have  more  than  $300,- 
000,000  invested  in  Government,  State,  and  municipal  bonds 
and  in  bonds  of  industrial  corporations  of  the  United  States. 

Thirty-five  companies  had  in  their  employ  during  1939  over 
35.000  employees  and  paid  in  salaries  over  $50,000,000. 

Just  one  of  these  companies,  in  1939.  paid  in  taxes  and 
license  fees  in  the  various  States  64  percent  of  its  total 
capitalization,  amounting  to  $1,960,000. 

Lloyd's,  for  all  practical  purposes,  is  not  licensed  to  do 
business  in  the  United  States  nor,  generally  speaking,  in  any 
State  in  the  United  States,  except  under  a  sort  of  quasi 
arrangement  which  has  been  made  in  Illinois  and  Kentucky, 
Notwithstanding  this,  however.  Lloyd's  do  a  tremendous 
amount  of  business  in  the  United  States,  usually  through 
brokers  in  New  York.  It  Is  estimated  that  the  premiums 
they  take  out  of  the  United  States  and  send  to  London  are 
between  $750,000,000  and  $1,000,000,000  annually. 

On  this  they  pay  no  taxes  of  any  kind  whatever,  although 
from  time  to  time  various  devices  have  been  attempted  by 
l»th  Federal  and  State  Governments  to  try  to  make  them 
pay  their  share  of  the  taxes.  By  reason  of  this  method  of 
doing  business  they  escape  a  tax  burden  equivalent  to  about 
22 'i  percent  of  the  premium  dollar  which  is  imposed  upon 
American  and  properly  licensed  foreign  companies  comply- 
ing with  various  American  State  and  Federal  laws. 

Lloyds  should  not  be  confused  with  capital-stock  British 
companies  regularly  entered  into  the  United  States  and  fully 
complying  with  all  laws  of  the  United  SUtes.  These  com- 
panies are  as  bitter  against  Lloyd's  competition  here  as  are 
the  American  companies. 

One  wonders  why  Lloyd's  continues  to  get  away  with  It. 
The  answer  is  very  simple,  though,  and  that  Is  they  have 
tremendous  financial  resources  and  have  always  paid  their 
losses.  It  is  exactly  the  same  thing,  for  instance,  as  If  in 
Great  Britain  a  tax  were  placed  on  the  New  York  brokers 
upon  any  trading  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange.  Yet  the 
Engbsh  people  might  continue  to  trade  by  wire,  cable,  tele- 
phone, and  so  forth,  and  the  stock-exchange  members  in 
New  York  would  simply  laugh  and  say,  "Come  and  collect 
your  tax." 

The  injustice  to  the  insurance  companies,  both  British  and 
American,  complying  with  State  and  Federal  taxes  and  the 
numerous  agents  in  every  State  in  the  Union,  is.  of  course, 
apparent  and  has  been  recognized  for  a  long  time.  This 
wrong  should,  therefore,  be  righted,  especially  insofar  as 
people  participating  In  Government  contracts  for  war  or 
Navy  or  Federal  works  and  where  contractors  have  to  fur- 
nish insurance  against  fire,  employer's  liability,  or  surety 
bonds,  or  hi  any  way  are  operating  on  fimds  derived  directly 
or  indirectly  from  Government  appropriations  which,  in 
turn,  are  taken  from  the  taxpayers,  which  include  Insurance 
companies.  The  insurance  companies  at  least  should  have 
a  chance  to  get  a  crack  at  the  business  without  having  a 
penalty  of  22^2  percent  imposed  against  them. 

Right  now  some  of  the  biggest  Army  contracts  recently 
let^-one  for  approximately  $30,000,000  In  Panama  In  the  last 
60  days,  which  I  mentioned — are  cases  in  point.  A  contrac- 
tor has  placed  his  employer's  bability  insurance  with  London 
Lloyd's  when  there  are  countless  properly  licensed  American 
and  foreign  insurance  companies  anxious  and  willing  to  get 
it,  but  operating  at  22 '2  percent  disadvantage  by  reason  of 
honestly  and  truly  paying  their  taxes  to  the  United  SUtea 
Government  and  the  respective  States. 
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This  matter  should  be  investigated.  This  business  should 
go  to  American  insurance  agents  and  brokers  who  represent 
American  insurance  companies  and  duly  licensed  foreign 
companies  authorized  to  do  business  in  this  country.  Our 
Government  in  these  Instances  should  favor  American  Insur- 
ance companies — its  war  contractors  should  l>e  prohibited 
from  favoring  foreign  companies  such  as  Lloyd's.  The  Amer- 
ican dollars  should  go  to  American  business. 

In  a  word,  Mr.  President.  I  am  greatly  Interested  in  aiding 
Americans  before  I  aid  foreigners.  We  are  spending  $18,- 
000.000.000  for  a  general  American  defense  program.  The 
more  of  that  $18,000,000,000  we  can  keep  in  this  country  the 
better  for  the  American  people  who  have  to  foot  the  bill  and 
the  better  for  the  Government  itself.  I  protest  against  big 
contractors  in  this  country,  who  are  receiving  millions  upon 
millions  of  dollars  In  business,  giving  their  insurance  busi- 
ness to  alien  insurance  companies.  I  say  they  should  en- 
deavor to  deal  with  American  citizens,  since  they  are  being 
paid  with  American  dollars  and  being  favored  by  the  Amer- 
ican Government.  That  being  the  case,  those  contractors 
who  have  been  favored  by  the  American  Government  in  the 
national-defense  program  should  certainly  give  their  insur- 
ance business  to  American  insurance  companies,  in  order  that 
those  companies  and  their  duly  qualified  representatives  may 
receive  the  American  dollars  which  are  furnished  by  the 
American  Government. 

So  much  for  that  subject,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  President,  at  the  present  time  we  are  all  vitally  inter- 
ested In  what  is  taking  place  to  the  south  of  the  Rio  Grande; 
and  I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  to  congratulate  our  very 
able  Secretary  of  State.  Mr.  Cordell  Hull,  for  the  fine  work 
he  has  done  at  Habana  during  the  past  10  days.  I  was  happy, 
together  with  all  my  colleagues,  to  learn  that  the  republics 
to  the  south  of  us  are  in  thorough  accord  that  this  hemi- 
sphere should  be  protected  against  armed  invasion  by  the 
totalitarian  powers  abroad,  and  that  we  should  work  to- 
gether to  combat  any  "fifth  column"  or  Trojan  horse 
movements  which  may  be  started  against  us  with  a  view  to 
making  penetration  of  any  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

In  that  connection.  I  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
the  first  part  of  an  editorial  appearing  today  in  the  columns 
of  the  Washington  Dally  News,  entitled  "Well  Done,  Mr. 
Hull." 

I  Join  with  the  editors  of  the  Washington  Daily  News  in 
congratulating  Mr.  Hull  upon  the  very  excellent  work  he  has 
done  at  Habana.  The  latter  part  of  the  editorial  relates  to 
the  future  of  the  South  American  republics. 

Another  editorial  which  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  that  con- 
nection is  from  a  newspaper  the  name  of  which  I  do  not 
recall.    The  editorial  is  entitled  "More  Bootstrap  Stuff." 

I  ask  that  it  be  followed  by  a  very  able  article  from  the 
pen  of  Mr.  John  T.  Fljmn,  under  the  heading  "Plain  eco- 
nomics." dated  New  York.  July  25;  also,  an  article  by  Mr. 
Raymond  Clapper,  under  the  heading  "Continental  Bloc." 
TTie  articles  to  which  I  refer  deal  with  the  subject  of  financing 
the  purchase  of  the  surplus  products  of  the  Latin  American 
countries,  a  subject  which  I  think  this  body  will  no  doubt  ap- 
proach at  this  session  of  Congress.  I  ask  that  the  articles 
to  which  I  have  referred  be  printed  in  the  Record  for  the 
reason  that  the  subject  will  have  the  attention  of  Members 
of  this  body  at  some  future  date. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  articles  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Washington  Dftlly  Kewa] 

WIXL    DONZ,    MM.    HtTLL 

In  these  times  when  good  news  Is  as  scarce  as  butter  In  Germany, 
the  week-end  dispatches  from  Habana  are  a  tonic. 

The  program  of  Secretary  Hull,  for  Pan  American  cooperation 
to  forestall  a  Nazi  foot-ln-the-door  to  this  hemisphere  by  taking 
over  certain  territories  if  necessary,  on  a  temporary  basis.  appe«u» 
to  have  prevailed. 

Fears  that  Argentina  would  cleave  to  her  classic  role  as  an 
obstructor  of  policies  conceived  to  Washington  were  dissipated 
when  the  chief  Argentinean  delegate.  Dr.  Leopoldo  Melo,  announced 
that  "American  solidarity  has  triumphed." 

WhUe  the  formal  Habana  agreement  remains  to  be  completed, 
apparently  it  will  deal  not  only  with  the  problem  of  Jointly  admin- 
istering the  New  World  colonies  of  German-conquered  nations,  but 


also,  and  properly,  with  restraining  the  abuse  of  diplomatic  privi- 
leges by  Nazi  propagandists  and  Trojan  horsemen. 

There  is  also  to  be  an  economic  agreement,  only  vaguely  out- 
Itoed  so  far,  but  which  appears  to  Imply  the  use  of  large  sums  of 
this  country's  money  to  stabilize  South  American  commodity  prices. 
In  the  hope  of  preventing  the  sort  of  price  panic  that  might  drive 
Latin  America  into  economic  bondage  to  Hitler. 

Until  the  exact  nature  of  the  latter  project  is  disclosed,  com- 
ment would  be  premature.  But  in  the  matter  of  enlisting  cooper- 
ation against  any  Nazi  move  to  occupy  Dutch  or  Fr<«nch  outposts 
In  the  Caribbean — ^possessions  of  enormous  strategic  value — Secre- 
tary Hull  has  been  brilliantly  successful. 

Common  sense  has  dictated  such  an  arrangement,  but  the  per- 
sonal respect  and  friendship  which  Mr.  Hull  has  achieved  among 
the  statesmen  to  the  south  undoubtedly  made  its  accomplishment 
easier. 

MORE  BOOT  STRAP  STOrr 

We  don't  like  the  source  but  can't  challenge  the  sense  of  the 
argument  from  Reichsbank  Minister  Funk  on  the  central  phase  of 
that   cartel   scheme. 

Punk  points  to  a  fatal  weakness  in  o\ir  trade  position  when  he 
says  that  no  country  can  by  artificial  device  long  continue  to  be  both 
the  world's  greatest  creditor  and  the  world's  greatest  export  nation. 
Which  is  Just  another  way  of  restating  an  economic  truism — that 
trade  is  a  two-way  street. 

It  was  on  that  same  truth  that  Secretary  Hull  based  his  efforts 
for  reciprocal  co'.nmerce.  The  war  disrupted  everything — tempo- 
rarily, as  war  will — but  war  cannot  destroy  forever  a  law  that  is  in 
Its  essence  immutable. 

It  was  through  the  failure  to  recognize  that  truth  that  we  got 
into  trouble  for  which  we  have  paid  and  paid  and  paid.  Before 
1914  the  United  States  was  a  debtor  nation.  The  first  World  War 
turned  her  into  a  creditor  nation.  With  the  Fordney-McCumber 
tariff,  and  later  with  the  Smoot-Hawley  tariff,  she  sought  to  eat 
her  cake  and  have  it.  Later.  HuU's  program  turned  back  to  the 
realities. 

Now  the  cartel  scheme  is  trotted  out.  It  is  merely  another  mis- 
conceived effort,  as  were  the  two  tariffs  mentioned,  to  accomplish 
the  impossible:  a  dream  for  making  us  simultaneously  the  world's 
greatest  creditor  and  the  world's  greatest  export  nation. 

It  is  the  brain  child  of  a  group  of  amateur  diplomats  and  Boy 
Scout  economists  who  think  they  can.  through  the  use  of  our  im- 
pounded gold,  amend  both  the  force  of  trade  gravitation  and  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand. 

It  must  be  tried,  say  these  tyros,  as  is  their  custom,  at  "what- 
ever cost"  and  "regardless  of  commercial  customs."  The  motto 
is,  "We  have  no  power  but  money."  They  are  of  the  spending 
school. 

They  would  buy  up  the  surpluses  of  South  America,  pile  them 
on  the  surpluses  which  already  weigh  ua  down,  and  create  the 
greatest  monopoly  in  history — over  which  their  friend  Thurman 
Arnold,  by  the  way.  would  have  no  control. 

Then  they  would  make  the  buyer  be  good  while  he  paid  throtigh 
the  nose. 

This  is  aimed  at  the  totalitarian  system. 

Granting  the  desirability  of  slapping  Hitler  down  In  his  post- 
war ambition  to  dominate  Western  Hemisphere  trade,  this  isn't  the 
way  to  do  It. 

Instead  of  strengthening  ourselves  we  would  bankrupt  ourselves. 
And  then  we  couldn't  even  say.  "We  have  no  power  but  money." 

PLAIN   ECONOMICS 
(By  John  T.  Plynn) 

New  York,  July  25. — Before  It  will  be  possible  for  Congress  to  act 
Intelligently  on  the  President's  plan  for  a  half-blUlon-dollar  credit 
for  South  America,  Congress  will  have  to  know  the  reason  back  of 
the  plan. 

Originally  the  President  played  with  the  idea  for  a  cartel  or  Inter- 
national arrangement  between  this  country  and  South  America  to 
make  a  great  pool  of  that  country's  unsalable  products. 

The  cost  of  such  a  pool  no  man  knows.  Elstlmates  run  from 
half  a  billion  to  two  billion  dollars.  Perhaps  somewhere  around  a 
billion  and  a  half  might  be  a  safe  estimate.  It  Is  an  Immense  stim 
of  money,  and  we  would  have  to  supply  It.  We  might  well  lose  It 
all,  and  on  top  of  the  other  huge  sums  for  national  defense  Congress 
can  hardly  be  blamed  for  asking  a  moment  for  thought. 

Now.  the  President  begins  his  program  in  this  direction  by  asktog 
Congress  to  provide  half  a  billion  dollars  for  the  Export-Import 
Bank  to  finance  South  American  surpluses.  How  the  bank  would 
proceed,  the  President  does  not  say.  Whether  it  would  make  Indi- 
vidual loans  to  separate  countries,  or  form  a  cartel  made  up  of  aU 
countries,  Is  not  disclosed. 

But  before  Congress  can  talk  of  methods  it  has  to  know  the 
punxjse  of  the  plan.  Ostensibly  the  purpose  is  to  help  South 
American  countries  which  cannot  sell  their  products  because  of  the 
war.  But  is  that  the  real  purpose?  There  is  grave  cause  to  believe 
that  it  Is  not. 

It  happens  that  South  American  countries  produce  commodities 
and  crops  which  we  also  produce.  We  are  not  a  good  market  for 
their  wares.  It  also  happens  that  England  and  Prance  have  access 
to  the  kind  of  goods  produced  in  South  America  within  their  own 
empires  It  happens — and  no  one  arranged  this — that  the  countries 
which  have  greatest  need  of  South  America's  products  are  Germany. 
Italy,  and  Japan. 


9676 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


July  29 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


9677 


N 


They  do  not  produce  enough  wheat,  beef,  copper,  sliver,  oil,  and 
other  commodities  for  themselves.  They  have  to  buy  them  some- 
where. South  America  Is  such  a  market;  also.  South  America  has 
to  sell  to  countries  that  want  their  goods  and  has  to  buy  from  such 
countries  as  a  matter  of  necessity.  There  Is  every  reason  why  trade 
between  South  America  and  Germany.  Italy,  and  Japan  should  and 
must  continue.    Otherwise  South  America  Is  suiik. 

Now.  England  is  deeply  Interested  in  preventing  Germany  and 
Italy  from  getting  .supplies  from  anywhere.  Including  South  Amer- 
ica, and  our  Government  has  been  doing  everything  In  Its  power 
to  aid  England  in  this.  The  best  way  to  help  England  is  to  put  an 
end  to  South  American  trade  with  Italy  and  Germany.  The  quick- 
est way  to  ruin  South  America  is  to  do  that  very  thing. 

Now,  what  are  we  up  to?  Is  It  to  help  England  and  ruin  South 
America,  or  Is  it  to  help  South  America?  Incidentally  we  can  do  a 
nice  Job  In  the  direction  of  ruining  ourselves  if  we  undertake  to 
pay  the  bills  involved  in  the  ruin  of  South  America. 


CONTINTHTAL   BLOC 

(By  Rasrmond  Clapper) 

Out  of  the  widely  ramified  activity  concerning  Western  Heml- 
•phere  defense — military,  economic,  and  political — may  be  evolving 
•  new  kind  of  International  organization.  The  goal  apparently  is  a 
regional  association  which  would  be  less  binding  than  a  federation 
but  which  would  have  more  force  and  cohesion  behind  it  than  the 
LMigue  of  Nations. 

Germany.  Russia,  and  Japan  are  establishing  regional  organiza- 
tions by  conquest  or  pressure.  The  United  States  is  undertaking 
to  organize  the  Western  Hemisphere  on  a  quid  pro  quo  basis.  We 
•re  offering  military  and  economic  support  to  Latin  American 
nations  in  return  for  their  political  cooperation. 

As  to  military  support,  we  are  offering  the  most  elaborate  defense 
program  In  our  peacetime  history.  We  are  offering  our  first  peace- 
time conscription  proposal.  It  is  no  secret  to  Latin  American 
republics  that  we  are  rushing  preparations  in  order  to  have  troops 
available  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  for  expeditionary  service 
wherever  it  might  be  needed  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  The  Navy 
Is  refitting  some  destroyers  for  fast  emergency  transport  service.  It 
has  Just  purchased  two  steamships  from  South  American  runs. 
Some  of  our  warships  are  now  in  South  American  ports  for  the 
purpose  of  steadying  regimes  which  might  otherwise  be  in  danger  of 
overthrow  of  internal  elements  sympathetic  to  Fascist  countries. 

As  to  economic  support,  President  Roosevelt  has  asked  Congress 
to  set  aside  •500.000.000  in  older  to  give  the  Export -Import  Bank 
a  free  hand  in  making  loans  to  South  American  countries  Secre- 
tary Hull  at  the  Habana  Conference  has  indicated  the  willingness 
Of  the  United  States  to  assist  in  creating  facilities  for  the  handling 
of  surpluses  which  are  breaking  the  backs  of  several  South  American 
countries.  In  this  the  United  States  would  carry  the  burden  of 
financing. 

In  return  for  these  economic  and  political  services,  the  United 
Btataa  seeks  the  political  cooperation  of  Latin  American  coiintries 
tn  stablltjslng  and  protecting  the  whole  Western  Hemisphere  from 
encroachment.  The  United  States  asks  the  other  American  coun- 
tries to  Join  in  creating  a  collective  trusteeship  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  The  chief  purpose  of  this  pro- 
posal Is  to  provide  a  Joint  Inter- American  organization  which  could 
take  over,  at  least  temporarily.  Western  Hemisphere  possessions  of 
European  powers  in  cases  where  the  owners  had  lost  control. 

This  refers  principally  to  possessions  of  Great  Britain,  France,  and 
the  Netherlands.  Transfer  of  such  possessions  to  control  of  another 
non-American  power  Is  deemed  dangerous  to  the  Integrity  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  Western  countries  would  create  a  governing 
authority  to  administer  such  possessions  in  the  interest  of  all  of  the 
Americas. 

The  plain  purpose  of  all  this  is  principally  to  keep  Hitler  out 
of  the  Western  Hemisphere  and  to  prevent  his  exercise  of  remote 
control  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic. 

As  the  United  States  is  the  strongest  and  richest  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  nations,  we  have  the  largest  interest  in  preserving  the 
Monroe  DoctrUie.  The  chief  burden  of  economic  and  military 
assistance  will  fall  upon  this  country.  Some  of  the  Latin  American 
countries  have  been  indifferent,  and  In  some  Instances  hostile,  to 
the  Monroe  Doctrine.  They  have  direct  economic  interests  In  Euro- 
pean markets  and  at  the  same  time  have  encountered  difficulty  in 
marketing  their  products  in  the  United  States. 

Their  cooperation  in  political  protection  for  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere u  not  gained  easily.  Oiily  the  strong  inducements  of  ade- 
qiiate  military  and  economic  assistance  are  likely  to  bring  It  about. 
That  is  the  crux  of  our  Western  Hemisphere  problem.  Without  the 
political  cooperation  of  the  South  American  Continent  or  of  a  sub- 
stantial portion  of  it  our  military  and  economic  aid  t>ecome8 
largely  futile. 

If  this  cooperation  is  received  then  there  are  the  beginnings  of 
a  regional  association  of  western  nations  which  may  provide  the 
mechanism  by  which  free  and  independent  countries  can  pool 
themselves  into  the  kind  of  continental  bloc  which  seems  esssential 
to  survival  in  these  times.  This  is  indeed  a  lonely  world  for  the 
nation  which  tries  to  stand  alone. 

KXXCtmVK  SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OF  A  COMMTrTEK 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  OflSces  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  James  W. 
Blair,  to  be  postmaster  at  Clayton.  Okla..  In  place  of  J.  W. 
Blair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  In  the  chair). 
If  there  be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will 
state  the  nomination  on  the  calendar. 

FEDERAL  BOARD  FOR  VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Dr.  Clarence 
Poe  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Beard  for  Vocational 
Education. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation Is  confirmed. 

That  concludes  the  calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  4  o'clock  and  58  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Tuesday, 
July  30,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


CONFIRMATION 
Executive  nomination  confirmed  by  the  Senate  July  29.  1940 
Federal  Board  for  Vocational  Education 
Dr.  Clarence  Poe  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Board  for 
Vocational  Education. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  July  29,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp.  D.  D.,  pastor  of  Gunton-Temple 
Memorial  Piesbyterlan  Church,  Washington,  D.  C,  offered 
the  following  prayer; 

O  Thou  who  in  the  long  ago  went  before  Thy  people  in  a 
pillar  of  cloud  by  day  and  a  pillar  of  fire  by  night  to  lead 
them  In  safety,  grant  that  we  also  in  cur  pilgrimage  may  be 
confident  that  Thou  wilt  guide  and  provide. 

May  the  blessing  of  God's  guiding  wisdom  rest  In  an  abun- 
dant measure  upon  our  President,  our  Speaker,  and  all  the 
Members  of  Congress,  Make  us  one  with  Thee  in  the  thoujrhts 
of  our  minds,  the  desires  of  our  hearts,  and  the  endeavors  of 
our  lives.  May  we  acquit  ourselves  like  men.  rigidly  honest, 
transparently  pure,  and  joyously  steadfast  In  the  midst  of 
life's  struggles  because  of  an  unswerving  faith  In  the  Lord 
God  omnipotent. 

God  of  all  grace.  In  these  days  when  men  and  nations  are 
In  the  deep  darkness  of  a  world  Oethsemane  and  our  hearts 
are  saddened  by  their  pleading  cries  for  help,  wilt  Thou  show 
us  how  we  may  be  of  the  largest  possible  service  In  meeting 
the  needs  of  suffering  humanity. 

Hear  us  In  the  name  of  the  Christ  who  was  moved  with 
compassion  and  who  went  about  doing  good.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday.  July  25.  1940, 
was  read  and  approved. 

extension   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therewith  a  reso- 
lution adopted  by  the  Democratic  Central  Committee  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  in  connection  with  suffrage. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon.  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  on  two  subjects:  To 
Include  an  article  by  Miss  Dorothy  Thompson  and  in  a  sec- 
ond extension  an  article  by  Mr.  Willis  Overholser. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  on  two  separate  subjects:  To  in- 
clude a  resolution  passed  by  the  Queensboro  Civic  Club  of 
Shreveport,  La.,  on  the  subject  of  national  defense,  and  to 
include  In  another  extension  a  short  editorial  from  the 
Shreveport  Journal  of  July  20  last. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  short  editorial  from  the  Connellsville  Digest.  Connellsville. 
Pa.,  on  the  Youghiogheny  watershed  project. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  and  to 
Include  therein  an  article  written  by  my  colleague  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  I  Mr.  Barton]. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

compulsory  military  training 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  make  two 
unanimous-consent  requests — to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  therein  a  radio  address,  Compulsory  Mili- 
tary Training — For  What?  delivered  by  me  over  the  red  net- 
work of  the  National  Broadcasting  Co.,  July  11,  1940,  and 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  been  receiving 
many  hundreds  of  letters  from  all  parts  of  the  United  States 
in  response  to  this  radio  address.  The  sentiment  expressed 
in  them  shows  that  95  percent  of  the  v«:iters  are  definitely 
opposed  to  compulsory  military  training. 

Many  of  the  writers  express  the  fear  that  this  would 
be  the  beginning  of  the  militarism  that  has  kept  the  Old 
World  in  an  almost  perpetual  state  of  war  and  despotism. 

Many  indicate  their  belief  that  this  proposal  for  compulsory 
military  training  is  merely  a  prelude  to  our  entrance  into 
the  war. 

Not  a  few  of  the  writers  remind  us  of  the  promises  of  the 
politicians  in  1916  that  they  would  keep  us  out  of  war. 

I  have  just  returned  from  my  congressional  district,  where 
I  made  a  pretty  thorough  canvass  with  respect  to  this  bill. 

1  am  certain  the  people  there  are  overwhelmingly  opposed 
to  it. 

I  am  firmly  convinced  the  needed  number  of  men  can  be 
had  by  voluntary  enlistment.  If  the  young  men  of  the  Nation 
today  were  Jissured  that  this  proposed  military  scheme  Is 
really  and  only  for  defense,  there  would  be  a  great  many  more 
volunteers.  But  they  are  not  sure  of  this.  They  remember 
1916  and  1917.  That  experience  is  deeply  embedded  in  their 
minds. 

Furthermore,  many  young  men  are  today  volunteering  for 
service  and  are  rejected  because  of  red  tape  and  arbitrary 
discrimination.  In  my  opinion  what  is  needed  most  today  to 
strengthen  our  defense  is  pilots  to  man  our  war  planes.  A 
ruling  of  the  War  Department  provides  that  only  men  with 

2  years  of  college  education  may  be  accepted  for  this  service. 
This  I  believe  is  wrong.  There  are  many  young  men  in  this 
country  who  have  not  had  2  years  of  college  training  but 
would  make  the  best  of  pilots.  It  seems  to  me  this  is  too 
obvious  to  require  argument.  These  men  should  be  given 
every  encouragement  and  opportimity  to  demonstrate  their 
fitness  and  to  serve  their  country. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  WadsworthI,  the  co- 
author of  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill,  attempts  to  make  much 
of  section  15  in  the  bill.    It  reads  In  part  as  follows: 

All  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  become  inoperative  on  and 
after  May  15,  1945,  luiless  contlnxied  in  effect  by  Congress. 

He  seeks  support  for  this  measure  on  the  ground  that  it 
contains  this  provision — that  it  is  not  a  permanent  law.  From 
this  argument  we  certainly  cannot  help  but  infer  that  he 
wishes  to  convey  the  Idea  that  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  is 
merely  an  emergency  measure  and  does  not  attempt  to  estab- 


lish the  principle  of  compulsory  military  training  as  a  perma- 
nent American  institution.  But  it  so  happens  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  I  Mr.  Wadsworth]  Introduced  a  bill 
for  compulsory  military  training  back  in  the  Sixty-sixth  Con- 
gress, second  session,  when  assuredly  no  plea  for  any  such 
program  could  have  been  made  on  the  basis  of  any  possible 
emergency.  The  United  States  had  then  joined  the  move- 
ment which  was  in  the  opposite  direction— disarmament. 
That  was  in  the  period  when  the  sentiment  against  militarism 
was  so  strong  we  were  actually  engaged  in  sinking  our  own 
battleships.  Certainly  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Wadsworth]  must  have  been  for  permanent  compulsory  mili- 
tate service  in  peacetime  as  a  {permanent  institution  when 
he  introduced  his  original  bill. 

How  anyone  can,  at  this  time,  with  the  experience  of  the 
last  10  years  of  so-called  emergency  legislation,  seriously 
propose  this  military  program  and  attempt  to  make  the  peo- 
ple believe  it  is  only  to  meet  an  emergency  that  will  be  aban- 
doned as  soon  as  the  emergency  is  over,  is  not  easy  to  answer. 
Most  of  the  important  measures  passed  In  the  last  10  years 
were  supposed  to  be  for  emergency  purposes  only.  It  was 
expected  they  would  be  repealed  as  soon  as  the  emergency 
was  over. 

One  of  the  stock  arguments  for  these  emergency  measures 
always  was  that  Congress  could  abolish  them  at  any  time, 
but  we  know  how  these  emergency  laws  have  become  per- 
manent laws;  that  it  has  become  a  fixed  policy  to  retain 
them  as  permanent  laws.  Many  of  these  laws  were  written 
so  as  to  expire  after  a  certain  number  of  years  unless  reen- 
acted  by  Congress.  Everyone  here  in  Congress  knows  how 
difficult  and  even  impossible  it  is  now  to  repeal  these  meas- 
ures. Once  enacted,  they  produce  certain  conditions  which 
supply  the  politicians  with  plenty  of  reasons  for  continuing 
them. 

So  it  would  be  with  this  program  of  compulsory  military 
training. 

Should  it  be  set  up  it  would  bring  about  such  enormous 
and  far-reaching  changes  in  our  whole  social,  economic,  and 
political  life  as  to  make  it  next  to  impossible  to  abandon  it. 
The  political  powers  would  then  be  so  completely  entrenched 
that  they  could  perpetuate  it  even  though  the  vast  majority 
of  the  people  might  wish  it  discontinued. 

The  text  of  the  address  of  Hon.  Frederick  C,  Smith,  Re- 
publican, of  Ohio,  Eighth  District,  over  the  red  network  of 
the  National  Broadcasting  Co.,  Thursday,  July  11,  1940, 
follows: 

COMPULSORY  MILrrART  TRAINING FOR  WHATT 

Ladles  and  gentlemen  of  the  radio  audience,  first  I  want  to 
thank  the  National  Broadcasting  Co.  for  granting  me  this  time. 

I  wish  to  consider  with  you,  my  fellow  Americans,  the  proposal 
of  luiiversal,  compulsory  military  service  and  a  large  standing 
army  in  time  of  peace,  which  is  being  advanced  by  the  present 
administration  and  other  interested  groups.  If  this  is  adopted  the 
American  people  will  be  forced  to  give  up  one  of  their  most 
cherished  traditions  and  yield  to  an  alien  system  of  military  regi- 
mentation. The  idea  la  entirely  foreign  to  the  American  way  of 
life  and  opposed  to  those  fundamental  concepts  of  liberty  and  the 
abhorrence  of  militarism  which  the  American  people  have  main- 
tained through   several  hundred   years. 

Unfortunately,  the  national  state  of  mind  is  at  present  so  stirred 
up,  excited,  and  confused  that  it  is  difficult  to  consider  this  ques- 
tion calmly  and  without  prejudice.  We  have  been  bomtwrded  so 
much  with  scare  headlines,  war  propaganda,  and  frenzied  appeals 
to  our  emotions,  that  we  are  today  so  alarmed  and  agitated  as  to 
be  near  hysteria.  Our-  highest  Government  officials  are  primarUy 
responsible  for  this  agitation. 

It  is  a  grave  error,  in  a  time  like  the  present,  for  those  in  high 
authority  to  add  panic  and  confusion  to  the  apprehension  already 
existing.  If  our  defenses  have  been  neglected,  we  shall  need  clear 
and  calm  Judgment  to  decide  what  must  l>e  done. 

The  question  of  universal  compulsory  military  training  Is  so 
Important,  so  far  reaching  in  its  effect  on  the  lives  of  all  our 
people,  and  the  future  of  our  Nation  that  we  must  make  the  great- 
est effort  to  consider  it  fairly  and  honestly  and  to  understand  its 
various  aspects  in  relation  to  our  American  institutions. 

First  we  should  ask,  "Universal  compulsory  military  service — for 
what?"  Wherefore  are  all  our  men,  and  possibly  all  our  women, 
to  be  forced  into  uniforms  and  training  camps  and  our  Nation 
placed  permanently  under  the  Exiropean  system  of  military  domi- 
nation? 

Ostensibly  for  defense,  of  course.  But  let  \ib  first  inquire  whether 
such  a  course  is  necessary  to  obtain  that  objective,  if,  in  fact,  it 
Will  achieve  that  objective,  and  whether  or  not  there  may  be  other 
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reasons  than  defenae  for  urging  the  acceptance  of  this  proposal — 
at  thU  tune. 

It  la  hardly  necessary  to  remind  you  of  the  powerful  forces  In 
our  country  which  are  striving  to  force  us  Into  the  European  war. 
Would  not  the  adoption  of  thla  program  at  this  time  serve  the 
warmongers  to  maneuver  us  cloaer  to  that  holocaust?  It  is  not  s 
coincidence  that  those  who  advocate  our  entrance  Into  the  war  are 
largely  the  same  group  who  advocate  universal  compulsory  mili- 
tary service. 

The  rash  statements  and  actions  of  Mr.  Roosevelt  and  other 
officials  should  convince  us  that  we  would  have  been  catapulted 
into  the  war  long  ago  if  we  had  had  the  military  program  they  are 
now  trying  to  force  upon  the  Nation.  With  a  large  standing  army 
the  necessary  mcldent.  or  excuse,  to  declare  war  would  likely  have 
been  found. 

Another  important  motive  back  of  this  scheme  Is  the  unemploy- 
ment situation.  For  7  years  the  present  administration  has  been 
promising  to  put  the  unemployed  back  to  work.  Today,  with  an 
election  In  the  offing,  the  failure  to  make  this  promise  good  is 
entirely  too  conspicuous.  Hitler  and  Mussolini  promised  to  put 
their  unemployed  back  to  work.  They  did — in  army  and  labor 
camps — and  now  the  seqtiel — war! 

Is  America  now  to  import  the  system  of  Hitler  and  Mussolini? 
Is  this  to  be  the  fate  of  the  C.  C.  C.  Ixjys,  the  N.  Y.  A.  boys  and 
girls.  W.  P.  A.  workers,  and  the  millions  of  Idle  young  folks  who 
today  walk  the  streets  looking  into  a  bleak  and  hopeless  future? 
Are  these  now  to  be  herded  into  compulsory  labor  armies  and  mili- 
tary campa?     Americans.  I  ask  you.  Is  this  our  solution? 

There  Is  still  another  condition  that  is  causing  many  persons 
to  consider  compulsory  military  service  as  a  remedy.  It  is  at  last 
beginning  to  dawn  upon  our  Nation  that  communism  is  becoming 
a  real  threat  to  otu:  economy  and  Government.  We  are  hnally 
tieginnlng  to  understand  that  our  greatest  danger  Is  not  from  the 
Communist  Party  and  Its  affiliates,  or  from  Russia  or  other  foreign 
places,  but  from  the  development  of  Communistic  schemes  tmd 
plans  within  our  own  Oovemment  £ind  institutions. 

Our  CJovernment  Is  now  literally  saturated  with  people  who 
strive  for  complete  political  regimentation  of  labor,  agrlctilture,  and 
Industry,  for  the  complete  overthrow  of  private  property  rights  and 
Its  replacement  by  political  control  and  ownership  of  all  the  means 
of  production:  in  short,  for  everything  Stalin  practices  in  the  name 
of  commimism. 

Strange  to  say,  there  are  those  who  urge  this  plan  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  help  to  protect  us  against  the  communism  that  has 
already  developed  within  our  Qovernment.  This  I  believe  is  a 
most  fallacious  and  dangerous  idea. 

There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  by  further  regimenting  our 
people  we  could  hope  to  overcome  the  bureaucratic  regimentation 
and  control  that  has  been  buUt  up  in  our  Oovemment.  In  fact, 
it  will  strengthen  it,  as  this  military  regimentaUon  if  adopted 
now.   will   be   In   the  control   of  these  selfsame   forces. 

There  is  but  one  way  to  combat  the  communism  within  our 
Oovernment.  That  Is  for  the  free  people  of  this  Nation  to  de- 
mand the  destruction  of  the  giant  bureaucracy  that  has  fastened 
Itself  upon  us;  free  labor,  agriculttire.  and  industry  from  the 
political  shackles  that  are   destroying   them. 

I  challenge  anyone  to  cite  a  single  instance  where  conmiunlsni 
was  ever  checked  In  the  slightest  by  universal  compulsory  mili- 
tary service  and  a  large  standing  army  in  peacetime. 

Did  It  protect  France  against  the  spread  and  growth  of  commu- 
nism? It  certainly  did  not  save  her  democracy.  At  the  same 
time  that  she  was  building  the  finest  army  in  the  world  she 
drifted  strongly  into  communism. 

Look  at  Latin  America.  It  teems  with  communism.  Nearly 
all  of  these  countries  have  con\pulsory  military  service.  Cer- 
tainly there  Is  no  evidence  any^-here  In  that  land  that  this  "ism" 
ha-s  been  checked  by  it.  Mexico  Is  a  good  example.  She  has  the 
military  scheme;  nevertheless  she  goes  more  and  more  commu- 
nistic. Stalin  uses  compulsory  military  service  to  destroy  democ- 
racy. 

Indeed,  tlie  world  has  long  recognized  the  cloae  relationship 
between  militarism   and  commtmlsm. 

There  are  also  some  among  us  who  believe  this  plan  might  act 
M  a  means  to  lessen  strikes  and  labor  troubles.  All  I  can  say  on 
this  point  is.  Heaven  forbid  that  we  shall  ever  resort  to  any  meas- 
ure of  this  kind  for  such  a  purpose. 

Jtaturally.  whatever  means  we  shall  finally  decide  may  t>e  nec- 
«nry  for  our  national  defense,  must  be  predicated  largely  upon 
our  foreign  policy.  Is  this  Nation  now  to  be  committed  to  the 
old  system  of  militarism  and  imperialism  in  order  to  force  our 
South  American   neighbors  to  accept  our  protection? 

It  Is  well  known  that  many  of  the  countries  in  Latin  America 
do  not  have  a  very  friendly  feeling  toward  the  United  States    that 
they  fear  our  power  and  imperialism  more  than  they  fear  Europe 
The  peoples  In  these  Latin  countries  have  little  in  common  with 
our  people:   their  language,  their  culture  is  European. 

Kurope  has  been  the  big  purchaser  of  South  American  aerlcul- 
tur»l  products,  which  we  naturally  are  unable  to  buy  since  we 
ah-eady  have  a  stirplus.  Their  goveriunents.  while  called  republi- 
can are  actually  more  dictator  than  otherwise,  and  fascism  and 
communism  are  strongly  entrenched  in  most  of  them.  Germany 
has  been  able,  with  her  barter  system  and  other  devices,  to 
obtain  a  large  share  of  South  American  trade 

Can  anyone  foretell  what  dangers  or  complications  mav  result  If 
the  United  SUtes  attempts  to  force  her  wUl  on  these  people' 

Sooner  or  later  America  must  realize  that  no  ej-stem  of  defenae 
Will  be  adequate.  If  she  continues  the  suicidal  poUcy  of  meddling  in 


other  people's  affairs  throughout  the  world.  Such  a  policy.  If  con- 
tinued, will  doubtless  call  for  universal  compulsory  military  training 
and  all  that  goes  with  Imperialism. 

We  should  be  reminded  that  a  big  standing  army  and  military 
force  has  always  been  a  temptation  to  rulers  and  the  heads  of  gov- 
ernments to  use  It  to  increase  their  own  power  and  to  make  them- 
selves appear  great.  Seldom  have  they  failed  to  use  it  for  this 
purpose. 

Last  but  not  least,  what  about  otir  first  line  of  defense,  which 
now  Is  so  very  sick?  I  refer  to  the  state  of  otu*  national  finances. 
A  miUtary  arm  can  never  be  any  stronger  than  the  finances  of  a 
nation. 

The  sinews  of  war,  the  kind  and  quantity  of  all  supplies  to  the 
army  in  the  field  depend  on  the  state  of  health  of  the  national 
finances.  Only  a  solvent  treasury  can  poaslbly  keep  an  army  sup- 
plied with  the  right  kind  of  things  and  enough  of  them. 

What  good  can  It  do  us  If  we  have  the  blggeet  fieet  and  army 
in  the  world  but  cannot  manage  the  means  to  support  them? 

The  cost  m  dollars  and  the  loss  in  productive  energy,  if  luilversal 
compulsory  military  service  and  large  standing  army  in  peacetime 
were  established,  would  be  appalling.  Instead  of  strengthening  our 
defenses  It  would  only  weaken  them. 

It  Ifi  the  nattire  of  this  military  program  to  create  a  caste  system, 
where  the  more  cunning  and  the  richer  are  on  top  giving  orders, 
while  the  less  artful  and  poorer  are  kept  at  the  bottom  doing  the 
fighting. 

The  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  that  proposes  this  plan  starts  out  by 
doing  this.  It  provides  for  exempting  "men  whose  emplojrment  In 
Industry,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations  of  employment  or  whose 
work  In  engineering,  chemistry,  physics,  medicine,  or  dentistry  are 
found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health, 
safety,  or   Interest."' 

Would  this  not  exempt  the  richer  groups,  those  who  have  been 
more  fortunate  in  having  enough  money  to  educate  and  train  them- 
selves In  the  skilled  trades  and  higher  vocations?  Oh,  wh»t  an 
opportunity  this  wotild  provide  for  political  "puU"'  and  favoritism. 

Among  other  officials  of  the  Oovemment.  Congressmen,  too,  are 
exempted.  Ditch  dlgger3  are  not.  This  proves  to  me  there  is  some- 
thing wrong  with  this  proposal.  I  have  always  thought  ditch  dig- 
gers do  a  pretty  good  Job  draiiUng  our  fields.  I  am  not  so  sure 
we  Congressmen  do  as  well  in  discharging  our  duties. 

We  dare  not  let  this  pass.  I  wish  to  emphasize  that  it  would 
be  especially  dangerous  under  the  present  ominous  conditions. 

First.  It  wotild  l>e  a  most  effectual  means  to  push  us  all  the  way 
Into  the  war. 

Second.  It  would  be  adopting  Hitler's  plan  for  ending  imemploy- 
ment. 

Third.  It  would  put  the  young  manhood  and  wom&nliood  of  our 
coimtry  under  the  military  control  of  the  communistic  forces  that 
now  dominate  our  Oovernment. 

Fourth.  It  would   further   weaken   our   first   ime   of   defense   by 

wrecking  still  more  our  finances. 

Fifth.  It  would  create  a  caste  system,  where  political  corruption 
and  favoritism  would  be  rampant,  where  the  more  cunning  and 
well  to  do  would  give  orders  and  the  poor  woxild  do  the  fighting 

Sixth.  It  would.  In  my  opinion,  l>e  the  final  factor  now  needed  to 
complete  the  dictatorship. 

There  Is  no  more  need  now  for  this  program  than  there  ever  was. 
What  Is  needed  in  America  today  Is  more  honest -to-Ood  sUtesman- 
ahlp  and  less  politics.  When  we  have  this  we  shaU  have  no  trouble 
providing  adequate  national  defense,  without  resorting  to  the  Euro- 
pean system  of  universal  compulsory  military  service  and  huge 
standing  armies  in  peacetime. 

I  thank  you. 

EXTENSION  OF   REM.'^RKS 

Mr.  McGregor.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  short  editorial  from  the  Coshocton  Tribune  of  July 

17. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecUon.  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

SITKA,  ALASKA INCKKASX  IN  DEBT  LIMZT 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9571)  to  authorize 
the  incorporated  town  of  Sitka,  Alaska,  to  purchase  and  en- 
large certain  public  utilities  and  for  such  purpose  to  issue 
bonds  in  the  sum  of  $200,000  in  excess  of  present  statutory 
debt  limit. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bUl. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  will  the  Delegate  from  Alaska  kindly  ex- 
plain the  bin? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  Indicated  In  the  title  of 
the  bill,  this  is  a  biU  to  authorize  the  incorporated  town  of 
Sitka.  Alaska,  to  issue  bonds  in  the  sum  of  $200,000  above 
the  present  authority  in  order  to  purchase  and  expand  an 
electric-current  plant  and  a  water  sj-stem  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people  of  the  town  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  adjoining 
naval  air  base.    May  I  say  here  that  I  have  in  my  hand  a 


copy  of  a  letter  from  Louis  Compton.  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  asking  for  the  prompt  consideration  of  the  bill,  which  is 
one  of  the  iea.<;ons  I  am  bringing  it  up  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  It  has  the  unanimous 
report  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Yes;  it  has  the  unanimous  approving  report 
of  the  committee.  TTie  facts  are  that  the  present  owner  of 
the  existing  plant  is  quite  an  elderly  gentleman  and  he  wishes 
to  sell  out  his  plant  because  he  wants  to  liquidate  some  of 
his  property.  It  is  necessary  that  the  plant  be  expanded  in 
order  to  take  care  of  the  wants  of  the  growing  city  of  Sitka 
and  to  take  care  of  the  requirements  of  the  naval  air  base 
nearby.  The  common  council  of  the  town  has  tmanimously 
requested  the  passage  of  this  legislation  and  if  the  price 
offered  is  reasonable  and  satisfactory  the  town  wishes  to  take 
over  the  property,  expand  and  enlarge  it  so  as  to  take  care 
of  the  wants  of  the  town  and  the  requirements  of  the  naval 
base.  Judging  by  our  experience  with  similar  municipal 
enterprises  in  Alaska,  there  is  every  reason  to  assume  that 
this  plan  will  work  out  successfully,  as  was  the  case  with 
Ketchikan  and  Petersburg  and  Wrangell.  Alaska. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    The  people  are  in  favor 

of  this? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Yes.  Before  this  can  be  made  effective  the 
plan  as  worked  out  in  detail  must  be  approved  by  a  55-percent 
favorable  vote  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  town. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  the  gentleman  give  me  the  provisions  of  the  bill  with 
reference  to  the  air  field? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  There  Is  nothing  in  the  bill  with  respect 
to  the  Air  Corps  or  the  air  base. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  The  gentleman  just  mentioned  something 
about  an  air  base. 

Mr.  DIMOND.  I  would  like  to  read  the  letter  from  the 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Give  me  the  provisions  of  the  bill  in  refer- 
ence to  the  air  field  or  the  air  base. 

Mr.  DIMOND.  There  Is  nothing  in  the  bill  in  reference  to 
the  air  field  or  the  air  base.  All  the  bill  provides  for  is  the 
purchase,  expansion,  and  enlargement  of  the  electric-light 
system  and  the  water  system  by  the  town.  There  Is  an 
understanding  between  the  town  and  the  commandant  or 
the  officials  of  the  air  base  that  current  and  water  will  be 
furnished  the  air  base  if  and  when  desired,  but  there  Is 
nothing  in  this  bill  about  that. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  This  past  week  we  had  a  hearing  in  the 
House  Naval  Affairs  Committee  in  which  hearing  there  was 
omitted  any  reference  to  the  Sitka  air  base;  therefore,  has 
the  gentleman  anything  in  this  bill  about  the  policy  of 
establishing  an  air  base  at  Sitka? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  No;  there  Is  nothing  in  this  bill  that  refers 
to  the  air  base  at  Sitka  at  all. 

The  present  population  of  the  town  of  Sitka  is  approxi- 
mately 2.000.  and  it  is  still  growing.  The  population  of  the 
town  has  almost  doubled  in  the  last  10  years.  Water  for  do- 
mestic use,  as  well  as  electric  current,  is  furnished  the  town 
at  the  present  time  by  the  Sitka  Wharf  L  Power  Co.,  Inc.,  a 
corporation.  But  the  plants  are  now  too  small  to  supply  the 
wants  of  the  town  and  the  nearby  Navy  air  base,  which  is 
under  construction.  The  present  owner  of  the  electric  light 
and  power  and  water  plants,  as  I  said  a  moment  ago,  desires 
to  sell.  And  the  people  of  the  town  wish  to  purchase  and  to 
enlarge  and  expand  the  plants  so  as  to  take  care  of  present 
and  reasonable  future  requlrementa.  No  price  for  the  prop- 
erty has  yet  been  agreed  upon,  and  none  can  be  agreed  upon 
until  this  legislation  is  enacted.  The  town  ofBcials  believe 
that  if  an  appraisal  of  the  plants  is  made  it  will  be  relatively 
easy  to  agree  upon  the  purchase  price  of  the  property.  When 
that  has  l)een  done  the  whole  proposition  will  be  submitted 
to  the  taxpayers  of  the  town  and  if  they  approve  it  by  a  55- 
percent  vote  then  the  bonds  may  be  issued,  the  property 
purchased,  and  the  plants  enlarged  and  expanded,  all  as 
authorized  in  the  bill. 

It  is  necessary  to  take  prompt  action,  liecause  the  present 
owner  Is  determined  to  sell  the  property  anyhow,  and  if  the 


city  does  not  purchase  It  the  plants  will  be  sold  to  somebody 
else  and  thus  the  opportunity  of  the  town  of  Sitka  to  own  and 
operate  its  own  electric -current  and  water  systems  will  prob- 
ably be  forever  lost.  Moreover,  the  work  to  be  done  in  the 
enlargement  and  expansion  of  the  plants  should  be  com- 
menced at  the  earliest  possible  date,  so  as  to  be  completed 
before  winter.  While  the  climate  of  Sitka  Is  mild  and  such 
work  can  be  prosecuted  during  the  winter  season.  It  is  un- 
doubtedly more  economical  to  do  the  work  during  the  summer 
and  fall  rather  than  during  the  winter.  This  proposition  Is 
a  completely  self-liquidating  one  and  there  seems  no  doubt 
that  enough  income  will  be  derived  from  the  operation  of  the 
plants  to  be  the  principal  and  the  interest  on  the  bonds  when 
due. 

The  following  Is  a  letter  dated  July  12,  addressed  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Territories  by  Hon.  Lewis 
Compton,  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  recommending  the 
enactment  of  the  bill: 

Department  of  the  Navt, 

Omci:  OF  THE  Secret  ART. 
Washington.  July  12,  1940. 
The  CHAniMAN,  CoMMrrrEE  on  the  TERRrroRna, 
House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  CH.\raMAN:  The  Navy  Department  notes  that  the 
bill  H.  R.  9571.  ""Fo  authorize  the  Incorporated  town  of  Sltka.  Alaska. 
to  purchase  and  enlarge  certain  public  utilities,  and  for  euch  purpore 
to  issue  bonds  in  the  sum  of  «200,000  In  excess  of  present  statutory 
debt  limit."  has  been  referred  to  the  committee  of  which  you  are 
chairman. 

Tlie  purpose  of  the  bill  is  as  stated  In  Its  title. 

The  prompt  passage  of  the  bill  (H.  B.  9571)  authorizing  a  bond 
election  to  permit  the  city  of  Sltka,  Alaska,  to  acquire  utilities,  is  of 
Importance  to  the  Navy  Department.  The  proposed  Improvements 
to  the  water  system  are  of  vital  concern  to  the  naval  air  station. 
Sltka,  Alaska,  as  this  system  Is  the  only  available  source  of  supply 
for  this  station. 

This  station  Is  being  rapidly  enlarged  under  the  present  contract 
for  Alaskan  naval  air  stations  and  the  proposed  Improvements  are 
highly  desirable  during,  as  well  as  after,  the  construction  period. 
The  bill  Involves  no  additional  expenditures  chargeable  to  naval 
apprcprlatlons. 

The  N.ivy  Department  recommends  the  enactment  of  the  bill 
H.  R.  9571. 

The  Navy  Department  has  been  advised  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  that  thtre  would  be  no  objection  to  the  submission  of  this 
report. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Lewis  CounxiM,  Acting. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Delegate  from  Alaska  [Mr.  DimondI? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Incorporated  town  of  Sltka.  In  the 
Territory  of  Alaska,  Is  hereby  authorized  and  empKJwered  to  purchase 
and  acquire  from  Sltka  Wharf  &  Power  Co.,  Inc.,  a  corporation 
organized  and  existing  under  laws  of  the  Territory  of  Ala&ka.  all  or 
any.  part  of  the  public  utilities  owned  by  said  corporation  and 
Including  electric  current,  light,  power,  and  water  utilities,  plants 
and  systems,  and  all  or  any  part  of  the  property,  t>oth  real  and 
personal,  rights,  claims.  Interests,  and  equities  connected  there- 
with, and  to  reconstruct,  extend,  and  Improve  the  same;  and  for 
such  purposes  to  issue  bonds  In  any  amount  not  exceeding  $200,000. 
the  same  to  be  In  excess  of  the  present  statutory  debt  limit  of 
said  town  as  provided  by  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize 
municipal  corporations  In  the  Territory  of  Alaska  to  Incur  bonded 
Indebtedness,  and  for  other  purposes."  approved  May  28,  1936  (49 
Stat.  1388):  and  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  so  construed  as 
to  prevent  or  preclude  the  said  town  from  Incurring  other  Indebt- 
edness up  to  but  not  beyond  the  limits  prescribed  by  the  said  act 
of  May  28.  1936.  without  regard  to  the  bonded  indebtedness  herein 
authorized. 

Sec.  2.  Before  said  bonds  shall  be  Issued  a  special  election  shall 
be  ordered  by  the  common  council  of  the  said  town  of  Sltka.  Alaska, 
at  which  election  the  question  of  whether  such  bonds  shall  be  issued 
in  the  amount  above  speclfled  for  the  purpose  herelnljefore  set 
forth  shall  be  submitted  to  the  qualified  electors  of  said  town  of 
Sitka,  Alaska,  whose  names  appear  on  the  last  assessment  roll  of 
said  town  for  purposes  of  municipal  taxation.  The  form  of  the 
ballot  shall  he  such  that  the  electors  may  vote  for  or  against  tho 
Issuance  of  bends  for  the  purposes  h?reln  specified  up  to  the  amcunt 
herein  authorized.  Not  less  than  20  days"  notice  of  such  election 
shall  be  given  to  the  public  by  posting  notices  of  same  In  three 
conspicuous  places  within  the  corporate  limits  of  the  town  of  Sitka. 
Alaska  one  of  which  shall  be  at  the  front  door  of  the  United  States 
post  office  at  Sltka,  Ala.ska.  The  election  notice  fchall  specifically 
state  the  amount  of  bonds  proposed  to  be  l86U3d  for  the  purposes 
herein  speclfled.  The  registration  for  such  election,  the  manner  of 
conducting  the  same,  and  the  canvass  of  the  returns  of  said  elec- 
tion shall  l>e.  as  nearly  as  practicable.  In  accordance  with  the  re- 
culrements  of  law  in  general  or  sjieclal  elections  in  said  rcunlcl- 
paUty;   and  such  bonds  shall  be  issued  for  the  purposes  herein, 
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authorised  only  upon  condition  that  not  leas  thjui  55  percent  of 
the  votes  cast  at  such  election  In  said  municipality  shall  be  In  favor 
of  the  Issuance  of  said  bonds  for  rucb  purpose. 

Sk.  3.  The  bonds  herein  authcrlzed  shall  be  coupon  In  form  and 
shall  mature  In  not  to  exceed  30  years  from  the  date  thereof.  Such, 
bunds  may  bear  such  date  or  dates,  may  be  In  such  denomination 
or  denominations,  may  mature  In  such  amounts  and  at  such  time 
or  times,  not  exceeding  30  years  from  the  date  thereof,  may  be  pay- 
able In  ruch  medium  of  payment  and  at  such  place  or  places,  may 
be  told  at  either  public  or  private  sale,  may  be  nonredeemable  or 
redeemable  (either  with  or  without  premium),  and  may  carry  such 
registration  privileges  as  to  either  principal  and  Interest,  or  prin- 
cipal only,  as  shall  be  prescribed  by  the  common  council  of  said 
town  of  Sitka.  The  bonds  shall  bear  the  signatures  of  the  mayor 
and  of 'the  clerk  of  the  town  of  Sitka,  and  shall  have  Impressed 
tbereon  the  official  seal  of  said  municipality.  The  coupons  to  tte 
annexed  to  such  bonds  shall  bear  the  facsimile  slgnattires  of  the 
mayor  and  of  the  clerk  of  said  municipality.  In  case  any  of  the 
oAcers  whoae  signatures  or  countersignatures  appear  on  the  bonds 
shall  cease  to  t>e  such  officers  before  delivery  of  such  bonds,  said 
signatures  or  countersignatures,  whether  manual  or  facsimile,  shall 
nevertheless  be  valid  and  sufficient  for  all  purposes,  the  same  as  If 
said  officers  had  remained  in  office  until  such  delivery.  Said  bonds 
shall  bear  interest  at  a  rate  to  be  fixed  by  the  common  council  of  the 
town  of  Sitka,  not  to  exceed,  however,  6  percent  per  annum,  payable 
sfmlaimtially.  and  said  bonds  shall  be  sold  at  not  less  than  the 
principal  amount  plus  accrued  interest. 

Sec.  4.  T!je  bonds  herein  authorized  to  be  Issued  shcJl  be  general 
obligations  of  the  said  town  of  Sitka,  payable  as  to  both  interest  and 
principal  from  ad  valorem  taxes  which  shall  be  levied  upon  all  of  the 
taxable  property  within  the  corporate  limits  of  such  municipality  In 
an  amount  sufficient  to  pay  the  interest  on  and  the  principal  at 
such  bonds  as  and  when  the  same  become  due  and  payable. 

Sec.  5.  No  part  of  the  funds  arising  from  the  sale  of  said  bonds 
shall  be  used  for  any  purpose  or  purposes  other  than  those  specified 
In  this  act.  Said  bonds  shall  be  sold  only  when  and  in  such  amounts 
as  the  common  council  of  the  town  o^  Sitka  shall  direct;  and  the 
|Ht)ceeds  thereof  shall  be  distributed  only  for  the  purposes  herein- 
before mentioned  and  under  the  orders  and  direction  of  said  com- 
mon council  from  time  to  time  as  such  proceeds  may  be  required 
for  said  purposes. 

Sec.  6.  The  said  town  of  Sitka  is  hereby  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts  with  the  United  States  of  America  or  any  agency  or  in- 
strumentality thereof  under  the  provisions  of  the  National  Indus- 
.  trial  Recovery  Act.  and  acts  amendatory  thereof,  and  acts  supple- 
mental thereto,  and  revisions  thereof,  and  the  regulations  made  In 
pursuance  thereof,  and  under  any  further  acts  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  encourage  public  works,  for  the  relief  of  unem- 
ployment, or  for  any  other  public  purpose  for  the  sale  of  bonds 
Issued  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  act,  or  for  the 
acceptance  of  a  grant  of  money  to  aid  said  municipality  in  financing 
any  public  works;  or  to  enter  into  contracts  with  any  persons  or 
corporations,  public  or  private,  for  the  sale  of  such  t)onds:  and  such 
contracts  may  ccntaln  such  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  agreed 
upon  by  and  betifreen  the  common  coxmcll  of  said  town  of  Sitka  and 
the  United  States  of  America  or  any  agency  or  instrumentality 
thereof,  or  any  such  purchaser. 

With  the  following  committee  amendments: 

Page  a.  line  16.  strike  out  all  of  section  2  down  to  and  including 
the  word  ••specified",  on  line  8,  page  3.  and  insert  the  following: 
.  ••Before  said  bonds  shall  be  i-ssued  a  special  election  shall  be  ordered 
by  the  common  council  of  the  said  town  of  Sitka.  Alaska,  at  which 
election  the  question  of  whether  such  bonds  shall  be  Issued  in  any 
amount  not  exceeding  $200,000  for  the  purposes  heretnbefore  set 
forth  shall  be  submitted  to  the  qualified  electors  of  said  town  of 
Sitka.  Alaska,  whose  names  appear  on  the  last  assessment  roll  of 
said  town  for  purposes  of  municipal  taxation.  The  form  of  the 
ballot  shall  be  such  that  the  electors  may  vote  for  or  against  the 
Issuance  of  bonds  in  any  amount  not  exceeding  $200,000  for  the 
purposes  herein  specified.  Not  lesss  than  20  days'  notice  of  such 
election  shall  be  given  to  the  public  by  posting  notices  of  same  In 
three  conspicuous  places  within  the  corporate  limits  of  the  town 
of  Sitka.  Alaska,  one  of  which  shall  be  at  the  front  door  of  the 
United  States  post  office  at  Sitka,  Alaska.  The  election  notice 
shall  state  that  bonds  in  any  amount  not  exceeding  $200,000  are 
propcaed  to  be  Issued  for  the  purposes  herein  specified." 

Page  4.  line  14.  strike  out  the  words  "in  such  medium  of  payment 
and  " 

Page  8.  line  7.  strike  out  the  figure  "6"  and  bisert  the  figure  "5." 

Page  6,  line  23.  after  the  word  "purposes"'  insert  "or  any  of  them." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

TRANSPORTAnON  OT  MAIL  IN  TtRRITORT  OF  ALASKA 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  9851)  authorizing 
special  arrangements  for  the  transportation  of  mail  within 
the  Territory  of  Alaska. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bUl. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Delegate  from  Alaska  [Mr.  DncoNsl? 


Mr.  MARTIN  of  Mtissachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  difference  this 
Will  make  In  present  conditions? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  is  requested  by  the 
Post  OflSce  Department.  It  has  been  approved  by  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority,  or  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  whatever 
it£  proper  title  may  be  at  the  present  time,  and  it  also  has  the 
approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

In  order  to  p>oint  out  just  what  the  bill  will  do.  it  is  neces- 
sary tov  explain  the  present  conditions  with  respect  to  the 
transportation  of  mail  in  some  parts  of  Alaska.  In  the 
interior  of  Alaska,  which  is  largely  devoid  of  anything  in  the 
way  of  roads,  during  the  winter  season  all  classes  of  mail  are 
carried  by  air.  All  classes  of  mail  are  there  carried  by  air, 
because  that  is  the  cheapest  method  of  transportation. 

When  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  with  respect  to  air  mail 
was  passed  recently,  one  provision  of  that  act  said  that  the 
existing  contracts  for  the  carriage  of  all  classes  of  mail  in 
Alaska  would  be  continued  in  effect  imtil  the  Civil  Aeronau- 
tics Authority  should  apply  the  act  to  Alaska  by  issuing  cer- 
tificates of  public  convenience  and  necessity  and  prescribing 
rates  of  compensation,.  Up  to  the  present  moment  no  such 
certificate  has  been  issued  for  any  of  the  routes  carrjring  all 
classes  of  mall  by  air. 

The  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  now  desires  to  put  the  act 
into  effect  in  Alaska,  and  if  that  is  done  all  existing  mail 
contracts  for  carriage  of  mail  by  air  v,.  be  canceled.  Under 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  it  is  possible  to  carry  air  mail  only, 
as  is  said  by  the  Post  Office  Department;  therefore  the  Post 
Office  Department  would  in  that  event  be  required  to  carry 
other  classes  of  mail  by  dog  teams  or  horses,  at  a  much  greater 
cost  to  the  Government. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  permit  the  continuance  of  the 
carriage  of  all  classes  of  mail  in  Alaska  by  air  under  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Act  just  the  same  as  is  the  case  at  the  present 
time,  and  it  will  put  the  full  control  in  the  hands  of  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Authority.  As  I  say,  there  is  no  objection  to  the 
bill  that  I  know  of .  It  is  requested  by  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment and  approved  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  and 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  it  has  received  a  favorable 
unanimous  report  from  the  House  Committee  on  the  Post 
Office  and  Post  Roads. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  not  really  necessary 
to  have  this  legislation.  This  compels  them  to  transport 
mail  by  air,  whereas  it  would  be  optional  otherwise? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  No;  it  would  not  be  optional.  In  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Post  Office  Department,  as  I  under- 
stand, if  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  puts  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Act  completely  in  efifect  in  Alaska,  it  would  no  lunger 
be  possible  to  carry  all  classes  of  mail  by  air  and  it  would  be 
necessary  to  go  back  to  the  old  and  more  costly  method  of 
carrying  all  except  air  mail  on  the  ground  by  dog  teams  or  on 
horseback  or  in  some  other  kindred  fashion. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  This  makes  it  necessary 
to  carry  all  the  mail  by  air? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  It  permits  the  carriage  of  all  classes  of  mail 
by  air,  as  at  present. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    It  is  not  mandatory? 

Mr.  DIMOND.    It  is  not  mandatory;  no. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Reserving  the  right  to  object, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  shall  not  object,  referring  to  the  bill  just 
passed,  not  the  present  bill,  is  the  power  for  the  plant  at 
Sitka  steam  or  water  power? 

Mr.  DIMOND.    It  is  water  power. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Delegate  from  Alaska? 
There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bUl,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  whenever  required  by  the  Postmaster 
General,  any  air  carrier  authorized  by  the  ClvU  Aeronautics  Au- 
thority under  title  IV  of  the  ClvU  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938  to  engage 
In  the  transportation  of  mail  In  the  Territory  of  Alaska  shall, 
within  the  limits  of  such  authorization,  transport,  in  addition  to 
mall  on  which  postage  shall  have  been  paid  at  the  rate  provided  by 
the  Act  of  Jvme  12.  1934  (48  Stat.  933).  as  amended,  any  other 
classes  of  mail  bearing  the  appropriate  postage  for  its  respective 
-•         and  the  Postmaster  General  Is  authorized  to  require  sucH 


transportation.  The  rate  of  compensation  to  be  paid  such  carrier 
for  the  transportation  of  all  mall  shall  t>e  fixed  by  the  ClvU  Aero- 
nautics Authority  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  ClvU 
Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  approved  June  23,  1938  (52  Stat.  973). 
When  in  the  opinion  of  the  Postmaster  General  the  needs  of  the 
Postal  Service  require  the  transportation  of  maU  by  aircraft  in 
the  Territory  of  Alaska,  where  no  transportation  of  mall  by  air- 
craft has  t)een  authorized  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  under 
title  IV  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral, notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law.  is  authorized  to 
contract  for  the  carriage  of  all  classes  of  mall  bearing  the  appro- 
priate postage  for  its  respective  claas  by  aircraft  after  advertisement 
in  accordance  with  law.  The  trangportation  of  mail  under  con- 
tracts entered  Into  under  this  act  shaU  not  be  deemed  to  be  "air 
transportation  "  as  that  term  Is  defined  In  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Act  of  1938.  and  the  rates  of  compensation  for  such  transportation 
Of  mall  shall  not  be  fixed  under  that  act.  The  Postmaster  General 
shall  transmit  a  copy  of  each  contract  made  pursuant  to  this  act 
to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  at  the  time  it  is  let.  Any  such 
contract  shall  be  canceled  upon  the  Issuance  by  the  Civil  Aero- 
nautics Authority  of  an  authorization  under  said  title  rv  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938  to  any  air  carrier  to  engage  in  the 
transportation  of  mail  by  aircraft  between  any  of  the  points  named 
in  such  contract 

Sbc  2  Pasrment  for  services  pursuant  to  contracts  entered  into 
by  the  Postmaster  General  under  authority  of  this  act  shall  be 
made  from  the  appropriation  for  star  route  service  in  Alaska. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2.  line  17.  after  ••nof.  Insert  "except  for  sections  401  (1)  and 
416  (b)  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time. 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  have  made  on  the  two  bills 
Just  passed,  and  to  incorporate  in  my  remarks  on  the  bill, 
H.  R.  9571,  a  letter  addressed  to  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Territories  by  Hon.  Lewis  Compton.  Acting 
Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Delegate  from  Alaska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  on  tomorrow,  after  the  completion  of  the  consideration 
of  the  so-called  T.  V.  A.  bill,  it  may  be  in  order  to  call  up  the 
bill  H.  R.  9931,  an  amendment  to  the  Commodities  Credit 
Corporation  Act. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  understand  a  rule  has  been  granted  on  this  bill, 
but  I  do  not  believe  there  would  be  any  objection  to  the  rule. 
I  believe  it  is  agreeable  to  this  side  to  take  the  bill  up  by 
unanimous  consent,  providing  there  may  be  an  agreement  as 
to  time.  I  believe  there  are  some,  at  least,  on  this  side  who 
will  want  to  be  heard  on  the  bill.  May  I  suggest  to  the  gen- 
tleman that  there  will  be  no  objection  to  taking  the  bill  up 
by  unanimous  consent  if  we  can  agree  to  take  it  up  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  with  probably  2  hours  of 
general  debate.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  if  we  find 
we  are  not  going  to  use  that  much  time,  we  will  yield  it  back; 
but  I  believe  2  hours  will  be  ample — an  hour  on  each  side. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  That  is  agreeable  to  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  It  is  a  very  short  bill  and  will  not  take 
very  long  to  read. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  My  attention  has  just  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  a  similar  Senate  bill  is  here.  If  the  Senate  bill  is 
identical  with  the  House  bill,  is  it  agreeable  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  that  we  consider  the  Senate  bill? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  That  is  agreeable.  My  memory  Is  that 
the  Senate  bill  is  the  same  as  the  House  bill,  but  I  am  not 
positive. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Then  I  modify  my  request,  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  ask  that  it  be  in  order  to  consider  the  House  bill ;  but  that 
if  the  Senate  bill  is  identical  with  the  House  bill,  we  may  take 
up  the  Senate  bill.    I  have  no  objection  to  agreeing  to  2 


hours  of  general  debate,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned.  The  rule 
provides  for  2  hours,  SLnyway. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  modified  request 
of  the  gentleman  from  Texas? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  order  to  make  an  inquiry,  I  understand  that  the  Navy 
authorization  bill,  H.  R.  10200,  will  not  come  up  for  considera- 
tion today,  although  arrangements  were  made  for  it  to  come 
up  today.  However,  as  the  gentleman  knows,  we  will  not  want 
to  lose  any  rights  there  because  that  bill  should  precede  the 
appropriation  bill,  which  I  understand  is  slated  for  Wednesday. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  was  thinking  that  in  all  probability  we 
might  bring  that  bill  up  by  unanimous  consent  on  Wednes- 
day. The  gentleman  from  Georgia,  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  IMr.  Vinson),  is  not  here  today. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  I  understand  that,  but  we  would  not  want 
to  lose  the  rights  that  he  obtained  for  today. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  All  rights  are  lost,  and  a  new  unanimous- 
consent  request  will  have  to  be  agreed  to  in  the  House. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  The  authorization  bill  ought  to  precede  the 
appropriation  bill  on  Wednesday. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    I  believe  that  is  correct. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DAWSON  SPRINGS  CONSTRUCTION  CO. 

Mr.  LEMKE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4037)  to  confer 
Jurisdiction  upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Western  District  of  Kentucky  to  hear,  determine,  and  render 
judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Theodore  R.  Troendle,  for  the 
Dawson  Springs  Construction  Co. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  explain  the  char- 
acter of  the  bill? 

Mr.  LEMKE.  The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  establish  a  claim 
by  Mr.  Troendle  with  respect  to  material  furnished  for  the 
construction  of  three  buildings  for  the  Public  Health  Service 
during  wartime.  The  Treasury  Department  allowed  the  bill 
in  the  sum  of  $7,166,  but  Mr,  McCarl  said  the  Treasury  De- 
partment had  no  such  authority.  All  that  Mr.  Troendle  now 
asks,  as  I  understand  it,  is  to  be  allowed  to  go  into  court  and 
prove  his  claim. 

Mr.  MARTiIn  of  Massachusetts.  Why  has  the  matter  been 
delayed  so  many  years? 

Mr.  LEMKE.  For  the  reason  he  had  been  trying  to  get  It 
settled  through  different  channels,  and  the  old  man  did  not 
know  just  how  to  proceed.  As  a  matter  of  fact,-  I  may  say 
that,  indirectly,  he  lost  his  home  depending  on  this  settlement, 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  How  much  money  is  in- 
volved? 

Mr.  LEMKE.  I  would  say  the  amount  allowed  by  the 
Treasury  Department  is  $7,166,  which,  in  my  opinion,  is 
about  all  he  will  recover. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right 
to  object,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question.  Has 
this  bill  been  on  the  regular  Private  Calendar? 

Mr.  LEMKE.    On  the  Consent  Calendar. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.     What  happened  to  it  there? 

Mr.  LEMKE.  It  was  objected  to,  and  I  may  say  that  some 
of  the  objectors  told  me  the  reason  they  objected  was  because 
they  had  not  had  time  to  study  the  bill  and  learn  what  it  is 
about. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Has  the  gentleman  consulted  the 
oflBcial  objectors  on  this  side? 

Mr.  LEMKE.  I  have  consulted  with  some  of  them  on  both 
sides. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio,  Does  the  gentleman  give  us  his 
opinion  that  Mr.  McCarl.  when  he  was  at  the  head  of  the 
Accounting  OflBce.  approved  it  from  the  standpoint  of  lt£  own 
merit? 
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Mr.  LEMKE.  He  simply  objected  to  it  on  the  ground 
that  the  Treasury  Department  had  no  authority  to  make 
any  such  settlement. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Has  any  Crovernment  official  ap- 
proved It  on  its  merits? 

Mr.  IiKMKE.  I  understand  the  Treasury  Department,  to 
the  extent  of  $7,166. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  is  the  bill  so  drawn  that  it  will  only  Include 
a  recovery  amounting  to  the  sum  which  the  Treasury  De- 
partment has  approved  or  is  the  bill  wide  open,  so  that 
additional  amounts  can  be  claimed? 

Mr.  LEMKE.  The  bill  is  wide  open  to  adjust  the  claim 
because  lumber  was  furnished  by  the  Government  that  was 
unfit  for  use.  and  he  had  to  get  it  resawed  and  he  also  had 
to  get  a  different  kind  of  liunber.  However.  I  am  satisfied 
that  he  can  prove  that  he  Is  entitled  to  $7,166.  if  not  more. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Does  the  gentleman  have 
a  limitation  in  the  bill  with  respect  to  attornesrs'  fees? 

Mr.  LEMKE.    There  is  no  attorneys'  fee  limitation. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Will  the  gentleman  offer 
an  amendment  to  cover  the  usual  attorneys'  fee  limitation. 

Mr.  LEMKE.    Yes:  I  will  be  pleased  to  do  that. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, from  what  committee  does  this  bill  come? 

Mr.  LEMKE.    The  Committee  on  Claims. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  And  the  bill  simply  gives  the  court 
jurisdiction  in  the  matter? 

Mr.  LEMKE.  That  is  aU.  It  gives  the  court  jurisdiction 
regardless  of  the  statute  of  limitations. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  further  reserving  the  right 
to  object.  I  understand  the  gentleman  is  to  place  a  limita- 
tion in  the  bill  before  it  is  passed  with  respect  to  attorneys' 
fees? 

Mr.  LEMKE.  Yes;  I  will  be  pleased  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment providing  for  the  usual  10-percent  limitation  on 
attome3rs*  fees. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Dakota? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  jurisdiction  Is  hereby  conferred  upon  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky, 
notwithstanding  the  lapse  of  time  or  the  statute  of  limitations, 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Theodore 
R  Troendle.  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction  Co..  of  Dawson 
Springs.  Ky.,  fcr  losses  or  damages  arising  out  of  a  contract  dated 
February  a.  1920.  for  the  construction  of  eight  buildings  for  the 
United  States  Public  Health  Service  Sanatorium  at  Dawson  Springs. 
Ky.:  Provided.,  huvever.  That  from  any  decision  or  judgment  ren- 
dered m  any  suit  presented  under  the  authority  of  this  act  a  writ 
of  certiorari  to  the  Supreme  Covirt  of  the  United  States  may  be 
applied  for  by  either  party  thereto,  as  Is  provided  by  la.w  In  other 
cases. 

Mr.  LEMKE.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Lxmkk:  At  the  end  of  line  7.  on  page  2. 
Insert  'Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amoimt  appropriated  in  this 
•ct  m  excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or 
received  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered 
In  connection  with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any 
contract  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating 
the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  flned  in  any  sum  not  exceeding 
♦1,000."  * 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

KXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  defense 
program  and  reclamation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Idaho? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  next  request  unani- 
mous consent  to  insert  in  the  Record  an  extension  of  re- 


marks with  one  of  the  planks  in  the  Democratic   Party 
platform. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Idaho? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho.  Next.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  insert  in  the  Record  a  statement  made  by 
me  before  the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee  on  forest 
roads  and  trails  and  a  copy  of  a  provision  in  the  bill  which 
shows  the  action  of  the  Senate  in  raising  the  amount. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Idaho? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  two  articles  from  Father  Coughlin's  Social 
Justice.  July  29.  1940,  issue. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Case  of  South  Dakota  and  Mr.  Fulmer  asked  and  were 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  theu:  own  remarks  in 
the  Record. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  copy 
of  certain  resolutions  adopted  at  a  meeting  at  Kansas  City 
on  last  Saturday. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  short  editorial  from  the 
Portland  Journal. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  set  of  resolutions 
adopted  by  the  North  Central  Association  of  Commissioners, 
Secretaries,  and  Directors  of  Agricultiu-e.  held  on  July  19 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  two  reports  on  the  financial 
condition  of  the  country,  and  certain  statements  in  respect  to 
outstanding  corporations  and  companies. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  the  gentleman  be  good  enough  to  repeat  his  request?  I 
understood  him  to  mention  certain  reports. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Financial  reports  as  published  by  the  vari- 
ous newspapers  as  to  conditions  of  business  and  profits,  excess 
profits  that  had  been  made  in  the  first  6  months  of  this  year 
by  outstanding  companies  and  corporations  of  this  country 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the 
right  to  object.  Do  I  understand  that  these  statements  indi- 
cate that  our  New  Deal  brethren  have  been  permitUng  excess 
profits? 

Mr.  SABATH.  These  reports  show  the  tremendous  profits 
that  business  and  manufacturers  have  been  making  during 
the  last  6  months. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  And  that  the  New  Deal  has 
taken  care  of  the  big  financial  Interests  of  the  country? 

Mr.  SABATH.  Not  only  the  big  ones,  but  the  small  ones 
as  well.    They  are  all  making  money. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objecUon. 

LEAVE   OF   ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  temporary  leave  of  absence  was 
granted  as  follows: 

To  Mr.  White  of  Idaho  to  attend  to  urgent  business. 
To  Mr.  Mtrritt,  indefinitely,  on  account  of  Illness. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjouro. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to:  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and 
30  minutes  p.  m)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow. 
Tuesday,  July  30,  1940.  at.  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1853.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  in  the 
amount  of  $1,050;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

1854.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations 
lor  the  Treasury  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  amount- 
ing to  $38,167,000:  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

1855.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting 
the  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  repeal  the  first  proviso  to  the 
appropriation  for  miscellaneous  expenses  as  contained  in 
title  I  of  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 
ing June  30;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

1856.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a 
draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  authorize  the  discontinuance  of 
professional  examinations  for  promoUon  in  the  Regular  Army 
of  oflBcers  of  the  Medical,  Dental,  and  Veterinary  Corps  during 
time  of  war  or  emergency  declared  by  Congress;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

1857.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration, transmitting  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  authorize  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans'  Affairs  to  grant  an  easement  in  a 
small  strip  of  land  at  Veterans'  Administration  Facility,  Los 
Angeles.  Calif.,  to  the  county  of  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  for  side- 
walk purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 
Grounds. 

1858.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  provide  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  certain  jjersons  as  commissioned  or  warrant  ofiBcers 
in  the  Naval  Reserve,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Naval  Affairs. 


REPORTS    OF   COMMITTEES    ON    PUBUC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII. 

Mr.  HENNINGS:  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  H.  R. 
10213.  A  bill  to  permit  American  vessels  to  assist  in  the 
evacuation  from  the  war  zones  of  certain  refugee  children; 
with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2805).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  LANDIS: 

H.  R.  10236.  A  bill  to  amend  the  provisions  of  the  pension 
laws  for  peacetime  service  to  include  officers  or  enlisted  men 
of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho: 

H.  R.  10237.  A  bill  to  promote  a  program  of  water  con- 
ser%'ation  and  to  faciUtatc  the  investigation  of  means  and 
methods  for  the  prevention  or  reduction  of  water  losses 
caused  by  seepage  from  irrigation  canals,  and  for  related 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  COLLINS: 
H.  R.  10238.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  C.  E.  Luter;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  COURTNEY: 
H.  R.  10239.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  H.  A.  Gant;  to  the 
Committee  on  World  War  Veterans'  LegislaUon. 


By  Mr.  DELANEY: 
H.R.  10240.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Abram  Oszhkoskl:  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas: 
H.R.  10241.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Leona  Johnson;   to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  HENNINGS: 
H.  R.  10242.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Florence  Whit- 
field; to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  KRAMER: 
H.  R.  10243.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Salomon  George  Kauf- 
mann.   his   wife,   Doris   Kaufmann.   and   their   child,   John 
Michael  Peter  Kaufmann:  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI: 
H.  R.  10244.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Michel  Konne  and 
Pauline  Lucia  Konne;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
NaturaUzaUon. 

By  Mrs.  OT>AY: 
H.  R.  10245.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Meir  Langermann.  his 
wife.  Frederike.  and  son,  Joseph;  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  peUtions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9070.  By  Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York:  PetlUon  of  the  Wom- 
en's International  League  for  Peace  and  Freedom,  Buffalo. 
N.  Y..  opposing  compulsory  military  training;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs. 

9071.  By  Mr.  LUCE:  Petition  of  sundry  residents  of  Massa- 
chusetts, urging  action  on  proposal  to  amend  the  Neutrality 
Act  to  permit  use  of  American  ships  to  transport  English  ref- 
ugee children;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9072.  By  Mr.  SCHIFFLER:  Petition  of  Mrs.  R.  K.  Gardner 
and  other  citizens  of  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  protesting  against  this 
country  participating  in  the  European  war;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9073.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  United  Automobile 
Workers  of  America,  Local  230.  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  petition- 
ing consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  na- 
tional-defense program ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9074.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of  Waskom.  Tex., 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
the  defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9075.  Also,  petition  of  the  Central  States  Probation  and 
Parole  Conference,  meeting  held  in  Chicago,  111.,  petitioning 
consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  allow  ad- 
mission of  boys  on  probation  or  parole  into  our  Civilian  Con- 
servation Corps  csuni>s  and  the  United  States  Army  and  Navy; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

9076.  Also,  petition  of  the  Nation  Legion  of  Mothers  of 
America,  Midlothian,  HI.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9077.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Medical  Association, 
Chicago,  HI.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

9078.  Also,  peUtion  of  the  Committee  to  Oppose  Conscrip- 
tion, 9  Plympton  Street,  Cambridge.  Mass.,  petitioning  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national- 
defense  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9079.  Also,  petition  of  Roger  Foster,  Chevy  Chase,  Md..  and 
others  of  Washington,  D.  C.  and  Virginia,  petitioning  consid- 
eration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national- 
defense  program ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9080.  Also,  petition  of  the  Stockton  California  City  Em- 
ployees, Local  102,  1  Stockton,  Calif.,  petitioning  considera- 
tion of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national-de- 
fense program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9081.  Also.  petiUon  of  the  North  Central  Association  of 
Secretaries,  Commissioners,   and  Directors   of   Agrlciilture, 
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Dcadwood,  S.  Dak.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolu- 
tion with  reference  to  importation  of  farm  products;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

9082.  Also,  petition  of  Robert  E.  Lucie,  of  New  York,  peti- 
ticmlng  con^deration  of  his  resolution  with  reference  to 
calling  the  Nation  to  prayer  and  repentance;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ways  and  Means. 


I  SENATE 

!  Tuesday,  July  30,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  July  29,  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Praser.  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the  Epiph- 
any, Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  Who  hast  in  all  ages  showed  forth  Thy 
power  and  mercy  in  the  preservation  of  Thy  people,  and  in 
the  protection  of  all  who  put  their  sure  trust  in  Thee:  Grant 
that  the  people  of  this  land,  which  Thou  hast  so  blessed, 
may  show  forth  their  thanks  and  praise  for  all  Thy  mercies, 
by  loving  obedience  to  Thy  laws.  Through  Jesus  Christ  our 
Lord.    Amen. 

THE    JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley.  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Monday,  July  29,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Chaf- 
fee, one  of  Its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  bill  <S.  4037)  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of 
Kentucky  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the 
claim  of  Theodore  R.  Troendle,  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Con- 
struction Co..  with  an  amendment,  in  which  it  requested  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate: 

H.  R.  9571.  An  act  to  authorize  the  incorporated  town  of 
Sitka,  Alaska,  to  purchase  and  enlarge  certain  public  utilities 
and  for  such  purpose  to  issue  bonds  in  the  svun  of  $200,000 
In  excess  of  present  statutory  debt  limit;  and 

H.  R.  9851.  An  act  authorizing  special  arrangements  in  the 
transportation  of  mail  within  the  Territory  of  Alaska. 

ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  message  further  aimounced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  enrolled  bill  (S.  3200)  to  provide 
for  the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general  of  the  Regular 
Army  in  the  military  departments  of  Panama  and  Hawaii, 
and  it  was  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore. 

MEMORIALS 

Mr.  REED  presented  a  memorial  of  73  citizens  of  Marion 
County.  Kans.,  remonstrating  against  the  adoption  of  a  mili- 
tary-conscription policy  in  peacetime,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  presented  a  memorial  of  55  citizens  of  Edgerton. 
Johnson  County,  Kans.,  remonstrating  against  the  adoption 
of  a  compulsory  military- training  system  and  expressing  the 
belief  that  the  proposed  program  for  national  defense  vio- 
lates the  policy  of  neutrality  and  is  a  step  toward  war,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

BESOLUTICNS    OF    VETERANS    OF    FOREIGN    WARS.    DEPARTMENT    OF 

CONNECTICUT 

Mr.  MAIXDNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  there  may  be  published  at  this  point  in  the  Record  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks  and  appropriately  referred  resolutions 
adopted  by  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United  States. 
Department  of  ConnecUcut,  at  the  twentieth  annual  encamp- 
ment held  in  New  Britain.  Conn.,  on  Jime  28,  29,  and  30 
1940. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  resolutions  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record  and  referred,  as  follows: 
To  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary: 

Resolution  adopted  by  the  Vetenma  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States,  £>epartment  of  Connecticut,  at  the  twentieth  annual 
encampment  held  In  New  Britain,  Conn.,  June  28.  29,  and  30. 
1940 

Whereas  the  founders  of  this  Nation  here  erected  a  free  gov- 
ernment based  upon  the  individual  rights  and  personal  dignity  of 
man  and  were  obliged  to  flee  from  and  thereafter  defend  thcmtelves 
against  the  autocracies  of  the  Old  World  In  order  to  esUbllsh  such 
a  haven  of  liberty;  and 

Whereas  the  doctrine  of  personal  liberty  guaranteed  by  the  Con- 
stitution which  they  enacted  and  which  the  people  of  this  Nation 
adopted  has  been  gravely  abused  by  enemies  of  free  government 
within  our  Nation,  and  it  now  appears  that  such  treasonable  ac- 
tivities are  being  undertaken  that  the  continued  existence  of  our 
form  of  government  Is  threatened  by  a  minority  within  serving 
autocracies  of  the  European  Continent  which  are  engaged  la  brutal 
assaults  upon  free  people:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved,  That  we  respectfully  urge  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  enact  appropriate  legislation  by  which  participation  in  any 
activities  designed  to  change  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
by  any  means  other  than  those  set  forth  In  the  Constitution  its.^lf. 
or  participation  in  plotting  against  the  peace  and  security  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  deemed  a  felony  and  punished  by  forfeiture 
of  citizenship  and  such  other  and  further  punishment  as  the  Con- 
gress may  direct;  and  that  copies  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded 
to  the  national  headquarters  of  this  order  and  to  the  Senators  and 
Congressmen  from  the  SUte  of  Connecticut. 

To  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs: 

Resolution  adopted  by  the  Department  of  Connecticut.  Veterans  of 
Foreign   Wars  of   the   United   States,   at   the   twentieth   annual 
encampment,  held  In  New  Britain,  Conn.,  on  June  28,  29,  and  30 
1940 

Whereas  this  Nation  has  guaranteed  the  freedom  of  nations  on 
the  American  Continents  from  foreign  domination  or  political  Inter- 
ference through  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  It  now  appears  that  the 
totalitarian  powers  of  the  European  Continent  recognize  no  doctrine 
other  than  the  doctrine  of  force;  and 

Whereas  It  la  weU  established  that  agencies  are  at  work  in  the 

i  mterests  of  political  Interference  with  nations  on  the  American 
Continents  for  said  European  powers,  and  such  activities  Include 
subversive  activities  well  organized  in  the  United  States,  the  further 

i    development  of  which  may  lead  to  war;  and 

Whereas  this  Nation  has  long  neglected  the  call  of  this  and  other 
patriotic  organizations  for  an  adequate  national  defense,  and  Is 
now  In  a  state  of  dire  unpreparedness  to  defend  Its  doctrines  and 
Its  people:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  respectfully 
urged  to  enact  necessary  legislation  at  once  to  provide  for  com- 
pulsory military  service  for  the  training  of  all  eligible  men  of  tlie 
Nation  for  service  In  the  national  defense;  and  that  copies  of  this 
resolution  be  forwarded  to  the  national  headquarters  of  thli>  order 
and  to  the  Congressmen  and  Senators  from  the  area  of  this  de- 
partment. 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION   INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 
S.  4224.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  discontinuance  of  profes- 
sional examinations  for  promotion  in  the  Regxilar  Army  of 
officers  of  the  Medical.  Dental,  and  Veterinary  Corps  during 
time  of  war  or  emergency  declared  by  Congress;   to   the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  McCARRAN: 
S.  4225.  A  bill  to  enact  the  Aviation  Salvage  at  Sea  Con- 
vention into  statute  law  in  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  VAN  NUYS: 
8. 4226.  A  bill  if  or  the  relief  of  Julius  Tuhasz  and  Arvid 
Olson;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  AUSTIN: 
S.  4227.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Herbert  Zucker,  Emma 
Zucker,  Hanni  Zucker,  Dorrit   Claire   Zucker,  and  Martha 
Hirsch;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 
By  Mr.  BYRD: 
S.  4228.  A  bill  reviving  and  renewing  patent  No.  1,467  930 
serial  No.  557.262;  to  the  Committee  on  Patents. 
By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 
S.J.  Res.  286.  Joint  resoluUon  to  strengthen  the  common 
defense  and  to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and 
units  of  reserve  components  and  retired  personnel  of  the 


Regular  Army  into  active  military  service;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

HOUSE  BILLS  PLACED  ON  CALENDAR  OR  REFERRED 

The  following  bills  were  each  read  twice  by  their  titles  and 
ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  calendar,  or  referred,  as  indicated 
below: 

H.  R.  9571.  An  act  to  authorize  the  incorporated  town  of 
Sitka.  Alaska,  to  purchase  and  enlarge  certain  public  utilities 
and  for  such  purpose  to  Issue  bonds  in  the  sum  of  $200,000  in 
excess  of  present  statutory  debt  limit;  to  the  calendar. 

H.  R.  9851.  An  act  authorizing  special  arrangements  in  the 
transportation  of  mail  within  the  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads. 

REGULATION       OF       INVESTMENT        COMPANIES       AND       ANSWERS 

AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  WAGNER  submitted  sundry  amendments  intended  to 
be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  4108)  to  provide  for  the 
registration  and  regulation  of  investment  companies  and  in- 
vestment advisers,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  were  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

SELECTIVE    COMPULSORY    MILITARY   TRAINING — AMENDMENT 

Mr.  LEE  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed 
by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  4164)  to  protect  the  integrity  and  insti- 
tutions of  the  United  States  through  a  system  of  selective 
compulsory  military  training  and  service,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

CLAIM    OF    THEODORE    R.     TROENDLE,    FOR    THE    DAWSON    SPRINGS 

CONSTRUCTION  CO. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
4037)  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Theodore  R.  Troendle, 
for  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction  Co.,  which  was,  on  page 
2,  line  7,  after  the  word  "cases",  to  insert  a  colon  and  the 
following  proviso: 

Provided.  That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  In  this  act  In 
excess  of  10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received 
by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  In  con- 
nection with  this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  con- 
tract to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the 
provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  in  any  siun  not  exceeding 

$1,000. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  move  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment  of  the  House. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

NCICNATING  ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  HILL  AT  DEMOCRATIC  CONVENTION 

[Mr.  Hill  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  the  address  delivered  by  him  at  the  recent  Democratic 
National  Convention  at  Chicago,  nominating  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt  for  President,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

STATEICENT      OF      PAUL      V.      M'NUTT      AT      DEMOCRATIC      NATIONAL 

CONVENTION 

[Mr.  MiNTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  the  statement  made  by  Hon.  Paul  V.  McNutt  at 
the  Democratic  National  Convention,  July  18,  1940,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS    BY    FREDERICK    G.    HUGHES    TO    EMPLOYEES    OF    GENERAL 
MOTORS    MANUFACTURING    CO. 

[Mr.  Maloney  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Mr.  Frederick  G.  Hughes 
to  employees  of  the  New  Departure  plant  of  the  General 
Motors  Manufacturing  Co.  at  Bristol,  Conn.,  on  June  24.  1940, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

SUSPENSION   OF   PUBLICATION   OF   CHATTANOOGA   NEWS EDITORIAL 

FROM    PHILADELPHIA   RECORD 

I  Mr.  GuFFEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  published  in  the  Philadelphia  Record 
of  July  29,  1940,  entitled  "Who  KUled  the  Paper  That  Fought 
Willkie?"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

EDITORIAL    FROM     WASHINGTON      (D.    C.)      TIMES-HERALD     ON     MR. 

WILLKIE'S   CANDIDACY 

[Mr.  QuFFEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  on  Mr.  Willkie's  candidacy  published 


in  the  Washington  (D.  C.)  Times-Herald  of  July  30,  1940, 
being  a  reprint  of  an  editorial  published  in  the  New  York 
News  of  the  sfune  date,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

GLASS  AGAINST  KELLY — EDITORIAL   FROM  NEW   ORLEANS  ITEM 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  New  Orleans 
Item  entitled  "Glass  Against  Kelly,"  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

KENTUCKY'S  SELF-APPRAISAL EDITORIAL  FROM  GRAND  RAPIDS  PRESS 

[Mr.  REYNOLDS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Grand  Rapids  Press 
entitled  "Kentucky's  Self -Appraisal,"  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

THE   THIRD- TERM  ISSUE — EDITORIAL   FROM   NEW   YORK   SUN 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  New  York  Sun  of  Monday.  July 
29,  1940.  under  the  title  "The  Acute  Angle  of  the  Third-Term 
Issue."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDITIONAL  APPROPRIATION  FOR  THE  TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITT 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (S.  J.  Res.  285)  making  an  additional  appropriation  for 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  to 
provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national  defense. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  joint  resolution  ia 
before  the  Senate  and  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  think  all  Senators  are 
familiar  with  this  measure.  On  June  19.  1940,  the  President 
sent  in  a  recommendation  and  a  Budget  estimate  for  the 
purposes  contemplated  by  the  joint  resolution.  Later  on  Mr. 
Stettinius,  Mr.  Knudsen,  Mr,  Gano  Dunn,  and  several  others 
appeared  before  the  House  committee  and  the  Senate  com- 
mittee and  testified  that  the  building  of  a  dam  for  hydro 
power  and  a  steam  plant  on  the  Holston  River  in  Tennessee 
near  Knoxville  wsis  absolutely  necessary  in  the  interest  of  the 
national  defense.  It  grew  out  of  this  situation:  As  we  all 
know,  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America  has  the  largest  of  its 
various  plants  in  a  little  town  called  Alcoa,  in  Tennessee, 
about  20  miles  from  Knoxville,  and  about  the  same  distance 
or  slightly  farther  from  the  site  of  this  proposed  dam  and 
power  plant. 

The  President  recommended  that  $25,000,000  be  appropri- 
ated for  this  plant  for  the  work  to  be  done  in  the  present 
year. 

Mr.  Stettinius  said  that  he  had  had  a  survey  made  as  to  the 
power  which  would  be  necessary  for  national -defense  pur- 
poses. I  shall  read  short  excerpts  from  his  statement  if  the 
Senate  will  permit  me.  They  are  published  in  the  Record  of 
this  morning,  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  certain  refer- 
ences to  his  statement  should  be  made. 

The  principal  witness  l>efore  the  committee  was  Mr.  Gano 
Dunn,  who  is  an  outstanding  electrical  and  chemical  engi- 
neer. Mr.  Dunn  was  for  a  long  time,  and  perhaps  still  is. 
connected  with  the  J.  G.  White  Engineering  Co.  He  testified 
at  length  before  the  committee.  He  said  he  had  examined 
the  power  possibilities  all  over  the  coimtry.  He  had  especially 
examined  into  the  power  capacity  In  connection  with  the 
production  of  aluminum  which  is  to  be  used,  as  we  all  know, 
for  the  building  of  airplanes  for  war  purposes. 

The  largest  aluminum  plant  In  the  country  being  at  Alcoa, 
it  was  very  important,  as  he  thought,  to  examine  the  power 
capabilities  of  the  streams  near  the  point  where  aluminum 
is  manufactured.  He  described  in  his  testimony  the  Holston 
Dam  as  a  "natural";  that  is,  he  says  that  by  the  use  of  com- 
bined hydro  and  steam  plants  the  amount  of  power  necessary 
for  the  production  of  aluminum  could  be  obtained  as  in  no 
other  place  in  this  country. 

In  the  first  place,  he  recommended  a  steam  plant  of  a 
capacity  of  120.000  kilowatts.  The  hydro  plant  at  the  point 
where  the  dam  was  built  would  generate  90.000  more  kilo- 
watts, and  in  the  succeeding  dams  down  the  river,  by  the 
flow  of  water  from  the  Holston  Dam,  additional  kllowatta 
could  be  generated,  all  within  the  sphere  of  and  within  trans- 
mission distance  of  the  aluminum  plant.  So  300.000  kilo- 
watts of  power  could  be  furnished  the  aluminum  plant  within 
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18  months  with  a  steam  plant,  and  within  24  months  with  a 
water  plant. 

The  question  was  raised  that  the  war  might  be  over  in  34 
months,  or  even  in  18  montiis.  His  reply  to  that  was  that 
the  Army  was  building  large  guns  that  would  take  longer 
than  that  to  complete,  and  the  Navy  was  building  great  ships 
that  would  take  longer  than  that  to  complete,  and  therefore 
the  same  principle  applied  to  the  vital  use  of  power  for  the 
manufacture  of  aluminum  that  applied  to  the  manufacture 
of  large  guns  and  tanks  and  other  implements  of  war  and  the 
building  of  ships  for  the  Navy.  So  It  was  shown  very  clearly, 
both  to  the  House  and  Senate  committees,  that  this  project 
Is  very  vital  for  defense  purposes. 

Another  question  that  was  asked  was  why  there  was  not 
sufficient  power  there  without  this  expansion.  It  was  shown 
that  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America  is  now  buying  between  a 
million  and  a  half  and  $2,000,000  worth  of  power  from  the 
.  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  and  it  was  necessary  for  them  to 
have  more  power. 

I  do  not  think  any  Senator  can  read  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Stettinlus  and  Mr.  Dunn  and  not  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  are  entirely  right  and  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
to  have  this  plant  built. 

Mr.  Stettinius  highly  praised  Mr.  Dunn  as  an  engineer,  and 
no  one  who  heard  Mr.  Dunn  testify  could  come  to  any  other 
conclusion  than  that  he  knows  his  business  as  few  men  do. 

Now  I  quote  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Stettinius: 

1  wish  to  say  that  in  some  ways  this  power  situation  of  the  T.  V.  A. 
tea  very,  very  vital  matter  from  the  standpoint  of  national  defense. 
The  Aluminum  Corporation  now  is  expanding  their  production  by 
60.000.000  pounds  per  annum.  If  the  water  Is  short,  the  T.  V.  A. 
cannot  supply  power  for  this  present  production. 

They  are  waiting  commencement  now  of  another  60,000,000 
pounds  per  annum  capacity  in  Tennessee,  which  is  clearly  de- 
pendent upon  this  power  expansion  that  you  gentlemen  are  con- 
Biderlng  this  afternoon. 

It  looks  as  a  general  estimate,  as  a  general  background,  gentle- 
men, it  looks  as  If  the  defen.se  program  will  involve  something  in 
the  neighborhood  of  200.000.000  pounds  per  annum  of  aluminiun 
production  in  addition  to  the  present  requirements. 

Senator  Hatden.  What  Is  the  cccasion  for  using  so  much 
,. 4rfumlnum? 

Mr.  S-iiiTiNitrs.  In  the  airplane  schedule  chiefly,  sir.  In  the  wing 
construction,  the  motors,  and  the  fuselage.  In  the  general  aviation 
program,  for  instance,  about  5  tons  of  aluminum  go  into  one  of 
these  large-size  bombers. 

Senator  HATnrN  I  want  to  confess  frankly  to  you  that,  coming 
from  ArlronA,  which  is  the  greatest  copper-producing  State  and 
realizing  the  great  inroads  that  aluminum  has  made  on  copper  I 
•B  pretty  hlghU  prejudiced  perhaps  against  that  metal.  But  I  do 
realize  that  it  is  lighter  than  any  other  metal  and  that  the  need  in 
aircraft  construction  Is  for  lightness. 

Mr.  Srrrrwros.  Yes;  in  aircraft  construction  aluminum,  from  the 
standpoint  of  its  weight,  its  thickness,  its  strength,  and  its  dura- 
bility, takes  the  place  of  almost  any  other  metal. 

And  again: 

Mr.  BrriTiNius.  Mr  Dunn  In  his  testimony  can  bring  out  a  great 
niunber  of  factors  having  to  do  with  the  entire  industrial  situation 
In  the  southeastern  section  of  this  country  In  connection  with  the 
defense  program  separate  and  apart  from  the  aluminum  case  that 
I  hare  spoken  about. 

Then  Mr.  Dunn  testified,  and  I  will  read  a  portion  of  what 
he  so  well  said: 

,.  "^^  liicrease   in  the  hydro  power  of  the  Tennessee   Valley  Au- 
thority is  advantageous  because,  by  InstalUng  90.000  kilowatts  of 
generating  equipment  at  the  Holston  Dam- 
That  is  the  place  where  It  is  to  be  installed— 

the  water  impounded  by  that  dam  wlU  not  only  energize  the  90  000 
Ulowatta  there  Installed  but  au  additional  90.000  kilowatts  to'  be 
!!"  *^**  ^^  Pickwick  and  Wilson  Dams  farther  down  the 
nrer.  This  is  because  the  Holston  Dam  happens  to  be  the  highest 
one  upstream  from  the  other  dams  In  the  Tennessee  Valley  over 
which  other  dams  the  water  which  Is  stored  In  tbe  Hoiston  Reservoir 
is  also  discharged  with  accompanying  power,  which  would  not  be 
the  case  If  the  Holston  Dam  stood  alone  by  Itself  By  this  oar- 
ticular  development  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  it  may  be  said  that  we 
H'S^  kHowatts  of  power  for  every  i  kilowatt  that  the  Holston  Dam 
itself  develops.  ^^ 

Our  appgjval  of  120.000  kilowatts  of  steam  plant  to  l>e  located 
near  the  Watts  Bar  Dam  has  the  effect  of  transforming  a  large 
MBOtrnt  of  what  is  termed  secondary  or  dump  power  resulting  from 
the  variations  in  the  flow  of  the  river  into  primary  or  continuous 
power  which  the  Tennessee  VaUey  Authority  system  greatly  needs 
1^  ?Si°^*w°!  P*'^*''  '^^  approved  was  180,000  kilowatts  of  hydro 
ana  laOMO  kUovatt«  of  steam,  but  whUe  thl»  consUtutes  a  total 
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of  300,000  kilowatts  of  Increased  Installed  capacity  It  does  not 
constitute  300.000  kilowatts  of  increased  power,  since  the  hydro 
power  and  the  steam  power  overlap  and  they  are  not  both  in  fuU 
operation  at  the  same  time.  The  net  amount  of  Increased  power 
made  available  by  the  300.000  kilowatts  of  installed  capacity  Is  in  the 
neighborhood  of  220,000  kUowatts. 

Mr.  President.  I  desire  now  to  call  attention  to  another 
matter.  It  came  up  in  the  committee  on  the  question  of 
which  was  cheaper — steam  power  or  hydro  power.  Mr. 
Dunn  stated  that  steam  power  by  itself,  because  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  price  of  coal  for  one  thing,  and  for  other  reasons, 
in  his  opinion  was  cheaper  than  hydro  power,  but  not  in  a 
case  such  as  this  where  the  dam  is  the  top  dam  on  a  river 
where  there  are  many  other  dams  and  where  the  amount  of 
hydro  power  manufactured  at  the  particular  dam  is  90.000 
kilowatts  and  90,000  other  kilowatts  will  be  manufactured 
as  the  water  moves  down  into  the  other  dams. 

In  addition  to  that,  Mr.  Dunn,  this  morning,  wrote  to  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  a  letter  which  I  shall  take 
the  liberty  of  reading  concerning  one  phase  of  the  matter. 
This  letter  is  addressed  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado  I  Mr. 

AOAIAS]: 

Certain  members  of  the  committee  of  which  you  are  chairman 
have  raised  the  question:  Why  should  not  the  Increased  capacity 
of  T.  V.  A.  required  for  national-defense  purposes  be  wholly  In 
steam  power  Instead  of  partly  In  steam  power  and  partly  In  hydro 
power,  as  has  been  recommended  by  the  engineers  and  approved 
by  the  Advisory  Committee  to  the  Council  of  National  Defense? 

The  most  reliable  and  economical  operation  of  a  mixed  system 
like  that  of  the  T.  V.  A.  comes  about  when  the  amount  of  steam. 
t>ears  to  the  amount  of  hydro  a  ratio  determined  by  engineering 
considerations.  If  in  the  T.  V.  A.  system  the  steam  is  expanded 
at  the  expense  of  the  water,  the  cost  of  operation  is  considerably 
increased,  and  some  of  the  benefits  of  hydroelectric  development  are 
lost.  If  not  enough  steam  is  provided,  the  operation  In  respect  to 
prinM  power  becomes  uncertain  and  a  large  part  of  the  power 
becomes  secondary  power  of  much  lower  value. 

As  we  all  know,  primary  power  is  the  power  which  comes 
from  the  stream  all  the  year  around,  and  secondary  power  is 
the  increased  amount  which  comes  about  with  rains  or  floods. 

The  amount  of  steam  power  included  in  the  plan  la  the  right 
amount  to  give  the  best  compromise  between  these  conflicting  re- 
quirements, and  any  Important  change  in  it  would  be  contrary  to 
good  engineering. 

There  is  another  consideration  of  a  most  serious  kind.  Since  this 
matter  came  up  a  month  or  so  ago  the  power  demands  for  national 
defense  have  l)egun  to  rise  all  over  the  industrial  part  of  the 
country,  and  many  large  orders  have  been  placed  with  the  manu- 
facturing companies  for  steam  machinery  and  equipment.  To  such 
an  extent  has  this  occurred  that  whereas  deliveries  of  15  to  18 
months  were  then  possible.  I  am  Informed  that  in  the  last  3  weeks 
the  General  Electric  Co  ,  the  largest  manufacturer  of  steam  turbo- 
generators, has  been  obliged  to  lengthen  its  delivery  dates  so  that 
It  is  now  quoting  deliveries  no  Arlier  than  25  months  from  the 
date  of  order. 

If  under  these  circumstances  the  amount  of  steam  eqtilpment 
for  the  T.  V.  A.  expansion  should  be  materially  Increased,  it  could 
only  be  at  the  expense  of  the  expansion  of  steam  plants  elsewhere 
also  needed  for  national  defense,  and  it  is  probable  that  the  priority 
authorities  would  not  recognize  the  claim  for  early  deliverv  of  a 
large  part  of  the  T.  V.  A.  order. 

For  all  the«e  reasons,  and  in  the  Interest  of  the  prompt  determlna- 
tiori  of  the  T.  V.  A.  expansion,  which  U  urgently  noeded  for  the 
national  defense.  I  urge  that  the  proportions  of  steam  to  hvdro, 
which  have  been  carefully  determined  from  engineering  considera- 
tions, be  not  disturbed. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  am  presenting  this  matter  to  the  Sen- 
ate, and  hope  the  joint  resolution  may  pass  at  the  very  earliest 
possible  moment,  so  that  work  may  go  forward  upon  this 
project  of  national  defense. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  desire  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  for 
the  Record — Senators  probably  know  it — the  Senator  ought 
to  read  the  name  of  the  engineer  signing  the  letter. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Certainly.  The  letter  is  from  Oano 
Dunn,  one  of  the  most  celebrated  engineers  In  the  United 
States,  and  at  present  engaged  by  the  Council  of  National 
Defense  which  has  been  set  up  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Does  the  pending  Joint  resolution  contem- 
plate the  building  of  an  entirely  new  dam? 


Ii4r.  McKELLAR.   Yes;  an  entirely  new  dam  near  Jefferson 

City. 

Mr.  MILLER.     At  a  cost  of  how  much — about  $65,000,000? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  steam  plant  will  cost  a  very  con- 
siderable sum,  and  that  is  to  be  deducted  from  the  $63,000,000 
which  the  hydro  plant  will  cost. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Then  under  the  Joint  resolution,  as  I  under- 
stand, one  new  dam  will  be  built. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    One  new  dam  will  be  built. 

Mr.  MILLER.  And  an  auxiliary  steam  plant  will  be  built 
for  the  purpose  of  supplying  additional  power.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  No;  the  purpose  of  the  steam  plant  is  to 
supply  power  when  the  water  is  low,  so  as  to  provide  a  con- 
stant flow  of  primary  power.  Primary  power  is  necessary  in 
the  view  of  the  Commission  and  this  engineer,  Mr.  Dunn,  in 
order  that  the  best  results  may  be  obtained  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  aluminum. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  purpose  of  all  stand-by  steam  plants  is 
to  afford  a  constant  supply  of  primary  power. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    That  is  the  purpose. 

Mr.  MILLER.  But  the  thought  occurred  to  me  that  we  are 
continuing  to  pour  into  the  T.  V.  A.  millions  and  millions  of 
dollars.  This  project  is  for  the  manufacture  of  aluminum 
from  bauxite. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Yes. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Ninety-six  percent  of  the  bauxite  that  will 
be  manufactured  there  comes  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  does  not  object  to  that, 
does  he? 

Mr.  MILLER.  Not  at  all.  I  am  for  the  joint  resolution 
and  shall  support  it.  "; 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MILLER.  But  I  think  we  are  short-sighted  In  our 
policies  in  putting  all  our  eggs  in  one  basket.  If  the  Tennes- 
see River  were  the  only  river  in  the  United  States  capable  of 
producing  hydroelectric  power,  the  question  would  be  differ- 
ent; but  this  very  engineer.  Mr.  Dimn,  to  whom  I  have  talked, 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  and  the  Army  engineers  say 
that  we  have  2.000,000  kilowatt-hours  annually  going  to  waste 
in  Arkansas  on  dams  the  construction  of  which  has  been 
authorized  by  Congress,  and  yet  the  National  Defense  Com- 
mission cannot  be  induced  to  go  there  and  build  dams;  but 
they  are  insisting  upon  extracting  from  the  States  of  the 
interior  their  products  and  sending  them  to  industrial  areas. 
That  is  what  we  are  doing. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
to  me  for  a  moment,  I  may  say.  in  reply  to  what  he  has  stated, 
that  I  voted  for  every  one  of  the  bills  to  aid  the  development 
of  water  power  in  his  State  to  which  he  refers. 

Mr.  MILLER.    The  Senator  did. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  But  the  Aluminum  Co.  many  years  ago 
built  this  very  large  dam  in  east  Tennessee  and  began  to  build 
other  dams.  Incidentally  they  are  building  two  more  small 
dams  there  now;  they  are  in  the  course  of  construction. 

The  advantage  of  having  this  particular  dam  built  on  the 
Holston  River  at  Jefferson  City  is  that  it  is  only  about  20 
miles  from  the  great  plant  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  It  is  not  to 
be  erected  for  a  general  increase  in  power  development  on  the 
Tennessee  River.  It  works  that  way,  because  the  Holston  is 
a  tributary  of  the  Tennessee  River,  but  the  peculiar  reason 
why  the  Defense  Council  is  acting — and  I  do  not  think  it 
should  be  blamed — is  that  this  power  can  be  generated  right 
at  the  Aluminum  Co.  plant,  and  the  Aluminum  Co.  has  its 

plant  there  now,  the  largest  such  plant  in  the  world.  It  needs 
the  power  with  which  to  manufacture  the  aluminum  there. 
If  there  were  an  aluminum  plant  in  Arkansas,  I  imagine  the 
Council  would  recommend  that  a  dam  be  built  in  Arkansas. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  power  is  needed,  it  is  true.  Is  the 
Aluminum  Co.  going  to  build  a  new  plant  or  use  its  present 

facilities? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Developments  have  been  proceeding  so 
rapidly  that  it  is  hard  to  keep  up  with  them;  but  I  think 
within  the  last  2  or  3  years  the  Aluminum  Co.  has  doubled  its 
capacity  at  this  point.    Before  doing  that  it  made  a  contract 


with  the  T.  V.  A.  for  quite  a  large  amount  of  power,  which  Is 
being  sold  at  an  excellent  rate,  a  rate  at  which  the  T.  V.  A. 
can  sell  it,  and  the  company  is  taking  power  from  the  T.  V.  A. 
now,  but  they  have  not  enough  power.  They  must  have  more 
power,  and  that  is  why  these  two  plants,  one  a  steam  plant 
and  one  a  hydro  power  plant,  are  to  be  built. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  understand  the  completeness  of  the  case 
that  is  made  by  the  testimony  and  in  the  hearings;  I  realize 
the  necessity  for  the  appropriation  proposed  and  for  the 
enlargement  of  this  plant;  I  appreciate  what  Mr.  Dunn  and 
others  have  said  as  to  the  reasons  which  impel  them  to  rec- 
ommend this  appropriation,  and  I  am  wholeheartedly  for  It; 
but  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  and  to  the  Senate,  In  all 
seriousness,  that  if  we  are  to  locate  new  industries — and  I  am 
willing  to  admit  this  is  not  a  new  industry,  that  it  is  an 
expansion  of  the  present  one,  30,000  tons  a  year  being  what 
they  are  going  to  undertake  to  mill  there  by  this  increased 
power — the  Senate  cannot  afford  to  proceed  to  build  one 
industrial  empire  at  the  expense  of  the  entire  nation,  under 
the  pretense  of  national  defense,  when  the  same  objectives 
can  be  obtained  by  scattering  the  industries  over  the  Nation. 
I  am  as  wholeheartedly  for  the  joint  resolution  as  I  can  be, 
and  I  expect  to  do  everything  I  can  for  the  program,  but  I 
felt  that  I  did  not  want  this  proposed  legislation  to  go 
through  without  some  facts  being  called  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  As  I  understand  from  the  brief  explana- 
tion, there  is  not  sufficient  power  now  available  to  operate 
this  plant. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    There  Is  not. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Would  it  not  be  possible  to  run  transmis- 
sion lines  to  this  mill  more  economically  from  some  other 
dam  imder  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  than  to  build  a 
new  dam? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  There  are  transmission  lines  to  all  the 
plants  along  the  Tennessee  River,  but  It  will  be  remembered 
that  the  T.  V.  A.  has  taken  over  great  power  companies  in 
that  area  and  is  supplying  them,  and  therefore  there  is  not 
enough  power  there  now. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  In  other  words,  unless  the  action  proposed 
in  the  joint  resolution  shall  be  taken,  there  will  be  no  other 
place  where  they  can  get  adequate  power  to  operate  this  plant 
as  It  is  desired  that  it  be  operated? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     For  the  best  interest  of  national  defense. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.- McKELLAR.    That  Is  a  correct  statement. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  There  Is  no  other  way  by  which  they  can 
get  the  power  except  by  building  these  two  dams  in  order  to 
furnish  it? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  One  dam  and  one  steam  plant.  That 
is  what  the  engineers  testified. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  should  not  like  to  let  the 
question  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  as  to  the  availability 
of  power  go  unanswered.  On  the  Columbia  River  there  are 
plants  already  authorized  which  could  furnish  power  and 
which  are  looking  for  customers. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  moment? 

Mr.  HOLMAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  Is  entirely  correct,  and  if  the  Sen- 
ator win  examine  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Dunn,  who  has  stated 
the  matter  so  clearly,  he  will  find  that  they  are  coimtlng  on 
60,000  kilowatts  of  power  from  one  of  the  great  dams  in  the 
Senator's  State.  It  will  be  found  that  in  making  the  estimate 
of  all  the  power  In  the  country  which  could  be  used  for  war 
purposes  one  of  the  items  was  60.000  kilowatts,  as  I  remember 
the  ngures,  from  a  dam  in  the  Senator's  State. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  It  Is  not  my  purpose  to  oppose  the  measure 
presented  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  I  have  just  spent 
a  week  on  the  Tennessee  River,  and  have  been  at  the  site 
of  the  proposed  dam.  and  followed  the  development  down  to 

the  mouth  of  the  river,  but,  in  my  judgment,  the  time  is 
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coming  when  the  Government  of  the  United  States  must 
scatter  its  industries,  and  must  take  into  consideration  the 
vast  expenditures  which  have  been  authorized  on  the  Co- 
lumbia River. 

I  doubt  if  many  Members  of  the  Senate  realize  the  enor- 
mous power  and  flow  proportions  of  the  Columbia  River. 
TTie  Columbia,  its  tributaries,  and  adjacent  streams  have 
far  greater  power  potentialities  than  any  other  river  system 
on  the  North  American  Continent.  There  are  43,000,000  po- 
tential 90  percent  water  horsepower  on  all  the  streams  in 
the  United  States.  Nineteen  million  two  hundred  thousand 
horsepower,  or  44.5  percent  of  all  the  country's  water  power, 
is  found  on  the  Columbia  system. 

The  average  flow  of  the  Columbia  River  is  l"io  times  as 
large  as  the  average  flow  of  the  Mississippi  at  St.  Louis,  below 
which  place  the  Mississippi  has  no  potential  power;  V^o  times 
as  large  as  the  Ohio's  flow  at  its  mouth:  7*io  times  as  large  as 
that  of  the  Tennessee  at  Chattanooga;  4^in  times  as  large  as 
that  of  the  Tennessee  at  its  mouth;  l^lo  times  as  large  as  the 
flow  of  the  St.  Lawrence  at  the  international  section:  15^o 
as  large  as  that  of  the  Colorado  at  Boulder  Dam;  and  I'Ao 
times  as  large  as  that  of  the  Yukon  at  its  mouth. 

The  Columbia  is  a  steady  stream,  and  in  this  respect  is 
excelled  only  by  the  St.  Lawrence  because  of  the  regulating 
effect  of  the  large  storage  reservoirs  of  the  Great  Lakes.  The 
low-water  flow  of  the  Columbia  is  I'lo  times  that  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi at  St.  Louis.  3  times  that  of  the  Ohio  at  Paducah, 
13' It.  times  that  of  the  Tennessee  at  Chattanooga,  and  6-Ho 
times  that  of  the  Tennessee  at  its  mouth. 

Oregon  and  Washington  together  have  13.200,000  potential 
horsepower,  compared  with  1.300.000  in  Tennessee,  900,000 
in  Alabama,  and  about  1,600,000  in  the  T.  V.  A, 

Funds  have  been  appropriated  and  construction  is  in  prog- 
ress which  will  result  in  the  availability  of  about  615,000 
kilowatts  at  Bormeville  and  Grand  Coulee  in  a  little  over  a 
year.  This  is  more  than  double  the  defense-power  require- 
ments submitted  by  the  Defense  Commission. 

I  merely  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  at  this 
time  to  the  developments  already  authorized  on  the  Columbia 
River,  and  to  the  fact  that  future  demands  for  war  purposes, 
or  other  purposes,  should  look  to  the  Columbia  River  for 
hydroelectric  service,  and  that  we  should  not  continue  con- 
centrating the  developments  In  one  small  area  of  the  Nation. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the 
engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  285)  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

SCLECTIVE    COMPULSORY    BOLrTAHY    TRAINIKG 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  present  for 
the  Record  a  very  illuminating  article  from  this  morning's 
New  York  Times  dealing  with  Canada's  experience  with  her 
own  national  defense  and  with  conscription. 

There  is  an  obvious  parallel  between  Canadian  necessities 
and  our  own.  There  has  been  considerable  misimderstanding 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  development  of  the  Canadian  defense. 
I  think  the  article  which  I  am  presenting  from  the  Times  is 
imdoubtcdly  authentic.  It  discloses  that  a  Canadian  active 
service  force  of  133.000  men  has  been  raised  by  the  volunteer 
system.  Since  our  population  is  roughly  10  times  the  size  of 
that  of  Canada,  the  Canadian  figures  should  probably  be 
mulUplied  by  10  in  seeking  to  draw  a  parallel  with  our  own 
situation.  On  the  twsis  of  that  parallel,  we  would  have  a 
volunteer  force  of  1,300.000  men  before  we  undertook  con- 
scription. 

Canada  xmdertakes  conscription  1  year  after  Its  entry  into 
'the  war.    But  what  is  the  conscription  which  Canada  will 
inaugiirate  on  October  1?    I  quote: 

Under  the  comptUsory  system,  which  Is  Jrist  getting  iinder  way 
the  first  daas  will  be  called  for  training  October  1  There  wlir  he 
30.000  men  in  this  class. 

The  equivalent  figure  in  the  United  States  would  be  300.000. 
They  will  receive  a  month's — 


Not  1  year's 


They  will  receive  a  month's  intensive  training  and  then  be  de- 
mobUlzed.  Each  month  a  new  class  wlU  be  called  up.  but  for  the 
first  year  only  single  men  win  be  drafted. 

Men  will  be  paid  $1.20  a  day  while  In  uniform,  but  this  pay  will 
continue  if  they  keep  up  their  drill  in  nonpermanent  militia  units 
at  night. 

In  other  words,  the  program  calls  for  30-day  conscription, 
and  subsequent  voluntary  service  in  part-time  training  in 
their  own  home  areas. 

I  quote  further: 

To  those  who  suggest  that  30  days  is  too  brief  a  period  for  train- 
ing, Etefcnse  Minister  Ralston  replied: 
"The  weight  of  opinion  is."  he  said,  "that  we  must  lay  as  broad 
I  and  deep  a  foundation  as  possible  for  the  Canadian  Army. 
I  "To  withdraw  300.000  men  from  their  work  for  more  tlian  30  days 
:  over  a  year  might  jeopardize  production  of  essential  war  commod- 
!  Ities.  It  Is  necessary  to  give  the  largest  number  of  men  elementary 
i    mUlUry  training  in  the  shortest  possible  time." 

Mr.  President,  what  I  am  emphasizing,  for  whatever  it  may 
be  worth,  in  respect  to  our  study  of  our  own  problem,  is  that 
conscription  across  the  border,  in  the  great  empire  to  the 
north,  which  has  been  at  war  for  a  year,  is  confined  to  30  days' 
service,  and  to  home  service  only. 

I  ask  that  the  entire  article  from  the  New  York  Times  be 
printed  In  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Canada  Wnx  Train  300,000  Young  Mfn— Nrw  Asmt  Will  Be  Sep- 
ARATi  Prom  Active-Service  Force  Now  ToTALrNC  133.572 — Arms 
OtTTPUT  Increases — Ralston  Tells  Commons  That  No  More  Men 
Will  Be  Sent  To  Aid  British  Detensx 

Ottawa,  July  29— As  a  vanguard  of  a  new  Canadian  army  to  de- 
fend this  country  300,000  singls  men  wUl  be  trained  In  successive 
monthly  waves  of  30.000  each.  Defense  Minister  J.  L  Ralston  an- 
nounced  to  Parliament   tonight. 

This  new  army  will  be  separate  from  the  Canadian  active-service 
force  which  now  numbers  133,572  men.  It  wUl  not  be  sent  outside 
Canada.  In  addition  to  these  recruits  there  wlU  be  available  to 
man  coastal  defenses  and  In  reserve  100.000  men  enlisted  for  the 
duration  of  the  war. 

Colonel  Ralston  indicated  that  for  the  present  no  more  men  would 
be  eent  overseas. 

"There  is  at  the  moment  no  shortage  of  manpower  in  England." 
he  declared.     "The  real  demand  is  for  equipment." 

training    to    BZ    CONTINtTED 

The  new  recruits  will  not  be  kept  In  uniform  after  their  month  in 
camp  is  over,  but  their  traimng  win  be  continued  in  the  non- 
permanent  militia. 

At  the  head  of  the  priority  list  of  Canada's  military  preparations. 
Colonel  Ralston  placed  the  strengthening  of  Canada's  Atlantic  coast 
fortifications. 

Command  headquarters  are  to  be  organized  at  once  In  the  Mari- 
time Prcrv-lnces  and  fortiflcatlons  already  erected  are  to  be  strength- 
ened. TIic  general  in  charge  of  the  new  command  will  be  in  control 
of  the  troope  in  Newfoundland  as  well. 

As  an  additional  measure  of  home  defense,  steps  to  coordinate 
police  and  mUitary  protection  for  internal  security  of  the  country 
were  announced.  Angus  McDonald,  new  minister  for  naval  service, 
will  also  take  charge  of  internal  defense  matters. 

Colonel  Ralston  also  announced  that  a  new  rifle  factory  would 
shortly  tje  in  production  In  Canada.  AU  surplus  rifles  were  given  to 
the  British  Government  2  months  ago. 

Production  of  small-arms  ammunition  will  be  Increased  50  per- 
cent In  the  next  month  and  doubled  before  the  end  of  the  yenr. 
Machlne.gun  production  Is  now  ahead  of  schedule  the  Minister 
stated.     , 

j  tJNIFORMS    NOW   DELIVKRED 

The  House  was  assured  that  Canadian  overseaa  forces  were  now 
completely  equipped  with  mechanized  transport  and  Canadian  fac- 
tories had  turned  their  whole  production  over  to  making  good  the 
lowes  sulTered  by  the  British  Army  in  Flanders.  All  the  transport 
had  been  so  modified  from  British  design  aa  to  be  capable  cf  »*»««« 
production  under  North  American  conditions 

Dlfflcult:ra  in  providing  uniforms  for  Canadian  forces  were  now 
removed,  the  House  was  told.  To  date.  210,927  complete  seU  of 
uniforms  had  been  delivered. 

Colonel  Ralston's  speech  was  the  most  reassuring  that  Parliament 
has  heard  this  session.  He  was  followed  by  Air  Minister  Charles  O. 
Power,  who  deUUed  steps  In  speeding  up  the  commonwealth 
alr-U^lntng  plan.  Eighty-eight  airfields  with  their  training  schools 
wUl  be  in  operation  by  the  end  of  the  summer 

Two  months  ago  there  were  488  pupils   In  the  schools      Now 

\^^IL  y*  w  **^      ^'^^  "^^^  «"<*  P"P"»  t^ere  ««  now  a  total  of 
19.453  in  the  Canadian  air  force. 

Meanwhile    Canada    U    operating    a    two-way   system    of    raising 

military  forces  to  meet  the  emergency.    Tbere  Is  compulsory  serv- 


ice, but  this  l8  for  home  defense  only.    Canadians  are  enlisting  at 
the  rate  of  1.200  a  day  for  overseas  service. 

Under  the  compulsory  system  which  to  Just  getting  imder  way, 
the  first  class  wUl  be  caUed  for  training  October  1.  There  wUl  be 
30.000  men  In  this  class.  They  will  receive  a  month's  Intensive 
training  and  then  be  demobilized.  Bach  month  a  new  class  will  be 
called  up  but  for  tb«  first  year  only  single  men  will  be  drafted. 

TO  axcKiva  $1.20  a  dat 

Men  will  be  paid  $1  20  a  day  while  m  uniform,  but  this  pay  will 
continue  If  they  keep  up  their  drill  In  nonpermanent  mllltla  units 
at  night    Two  nights'  drill  means  1  day's  pay. 

When  drafted,  the  men  wUl  be  attached  to  these  units  and  wUl 
continue  to  belong  to  the  same  regiment. 

A  national  registration  will  be  held  August  19.  20.  and  21.  Cards 
of  all  the  men  of  military  age — 19  to  45 — will  be  sent  to  a  Judge  in 
each  province.  As  each  class  is  called  the  men  wUl  be  given  a  med- 
ical examination,  and  if  they  are  physically  fit  they  must  report 
for  training     There  are  no  exemptions  allowed. 

There  are  91  mllltla  regiments  In  Canada,  and  more  may  have  to 
be  established.  Many  of  these  regiments  have  already  furnished 
battalions  for  overseas  service.  New  battalions  are  now  being 
organized  for  home  defense. 

To  those  who  suggest  that  30  days  is  too  brief  a  period  for  train- 
ing. Defense  Minister  Ralston  replied: 

"The  weight  of  opinion  is,"  he  said,  "that  we  must  lay  as  broad 
and  deep  a  foundation  as  possible  for  the  Canadian  Army. 

"To  withdraw  300.000  men  from  their  work  for  more  than  30 
days  over  a  year  might  jeopardize  production  of  essential  war  com- 
modities. It  Is  necessary  to  give  the  largest  number  of  men  ele- 
mentary military  training  In  the  shortest  possible  time." 

One  cf  the  diflBcuItles  Canada  faces  Is  the  shortage  of  competent 
Instructors  to  train  these  men.  Several  thousand  Instructors  are 
now  in  traming  In  special  schools  established  for  the  purpose.  The 
instructors  are  being  drawn  largely  from  men  who  served  in  the 
last  war. 

The  30  days  will  give  only  the  initial  military  training  that  is 
common  to  all  arms.  Specialization  comes  later.  It  has  been 
thought  best.  Colonel  Ralston  said,  "to  give  this  initial  training  to 
all  the  men  concerned."  After  they  have  absorbed  something  of 
the  spirit  of  the  army,  they  will  have  Instinctive  preferences  with 
respect  to  the  branch  of  the  service  In  which  they  desire  to  serve. 

EXECUTIVE   SESSION 

Mr.  MDJTON.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  executive  business. 

The  motion  wsis  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXBt'irriVE  REPORT  OF  COMMITTEE  ON  MILTTART  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Robert  Porter  Patter- 
son, of  New  York,  to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  If  there  be  no  further  re- 
ports of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nomination  on 
the  calendar. 

POSTMASm 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  James  W.  Blair 
to  be  postmaster  at  Claj^n,  Okla. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

ASSISTANT  SECRETART  OF  WAR 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs  a  little  earlier  today  favorably  reported  the  nom- 
ination of  Robert  Porter  Patterson,  of  New  York,  to  be  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  War.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
Immediate  consideration  of  that  nomination. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none.    Tlie  nomination  will  he  stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  tlie  nomination  of  Robert  Porter 
Patteison,  of  New  York,  to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  War. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  ask  that  the  President  be  notified  of 
the  confirmation  of  the  nomination. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  notified. 

That  completes  the  calendar. 

LXGISLATIYE  SCSSIOM 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  resume  the  con- 
sideration of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  resumed  the 
consideration  of  legislative  business. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  a  measure  Identical  with 
the  Senate  Jomt  resolution  which  has  just  been  passed  is 
now  under  consideration  In  the  House.  It  is  very  important 
that  the  legislation  be  enacted  as  soon  as  possible:  either  that 
the  Senate  Joint  resolution  be  enacted  by  the  House,  or  that 
the  House  measure,  if  the  House  passes  it.  shall  be  enacted 
by  the  Senate.  There  is  an  agreement  in  effect  in  the  House 
that  2  hours  shall  be  devoted  to  debate  on  the  measure,  after 
which,  as  I  understand,  it  will  be  voted  upon.  In  order  that 
there  may  be  no  delay  in  the  consideration  of  the  measure 
in  either  House,  whichever  one  desires  to  pass  the  measure 
of  the  other  House.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
stand  in  recess  until  3  o'clock  p.  m. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  an  Inquiry. 
When  the  Senate  reconvenes  at  3  o'clock,  is  it  to  take  up 
other  matters? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  it  is  not  contemplated  that  we  will 
take  up  other  matters. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Then  It  Is  the  intention  thereafter  to  re- 
cess until  Thursday? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  It  Is  the  Intention  thereafter  to 
recess  until  Thursday. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
unanimous-consent  request  presented  by  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered.  The 
Senate  will  stand  in  recess  until  3  o'clock  p.  m. 

Tliereupon  (at  12  o'clock  and  40  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  imtil  3  o'clock  p.  m..  when  it  reassembled,  and 
the  President  pro  tempore  took  the  chair. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  House  has  not  yet 
acted  on  the  joint  resolution  to  which  reference  has  been 
previously  made.  Therefore  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Senate  stand  in  recess  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Thereupon  (at  3  o'clock  and  1  minute  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

At  6  o'clock  and  40  minutes  p.  m.  the  Senate  reassembled, 
and  was  called  to  order  by  the  President  pro  tempore. 

AODITIONAL        APPROPRIATION        FOR        THE        TENNESSEE        VAIXXT 
AUTHORITY — MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOTTSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  annoimced  that  the  House 
had  passed  a  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  583)  making  an 
additional  appropriation  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
for  the  fiscal  year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the 
national  defense,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  lays  before  the 
Senate  a  joint  resolution  coming  over  from  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

The  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  583)  making  an  additional 
appropriation  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the 
fiscal  year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national 
defense  was  read  the  first  time  by  its  title  and  the  second 
time  at  length,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  sum  of  $25.000.(XX)  la  hereby  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appri  priated,  as  an 
additional  amount  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Tennessee  Val- 
ley Authority  Act  of  1933.  approved  May  18.  1933.  as  amended  by  tlie 
acts  approved  August  31.  1935.  and  July  26.  1939,  Including  the 
funds  necessary  to  begin  construction  of  a  dam  on  the  Holston 
River  near  Jefferson  City,  Tenn.;  to  begin  Installation  of  two  addi- 
tional electric  generating  units  at  Wilson  Dam.  Ala.,  and  one  addi- 
tional electric  generating  unit  at  Pickwick  Landing  Dam,  Tenn.; 
and  to  begin  construction  of  steam  electric  generating  facilities 
with  a  rated  capacity  of  approximately  120.000  kilowatts  In  the 
area  served  by  the  Authority;  and  the  acquisition  of  neceasary  land, 
the  clearing  of  such  land,  relocation  of  highways,  and  the  construc- 
tion or  purchase  of  transmission  lines  and  other  facllttips.  and  all 
other  necessary  works  authorized  by  such  acts,  and  for  printing  and 
binding,  lawbooks,  books  of  reference,  newspapers,  perlodical.s.  pur- 
chase, maintenance,  and  operation  of  passenger-carrying  vehicles, 
rents  In  the  Distr.ct  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  and  all  necessary 
salaries  and  expenses  connected  with  the  organization,  operation, 
and  investigations  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  and  for 
examination   of  estimates  of  appropriations  and   activities  In   tb« 
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field:  Provided,  That  the  foregoing  appropriation  shall  be  In  addi- 
tion to  and  shall  be  covered  into  and  aocoxmted  for  as  a  part  of  the 
"Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Fund.  1941,"  as  established  by  the 
Independent  Offlces  Appropriation  Act.  IMl :  Provided  further.  That 
piurhases  may  be  made  by  the  Authority  dxirlng  the  fiscal  year  1941 
without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  section  3709  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  and  section  9  (b)  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act, 
M  amended,  when  In  the  Judgment  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Authority  such  a  procedure  will  expedite  the  completion  of  projects 
determined  to  be  essential  for  national  defense  purposes  by  the 
Advisory  Commission  of  the  Council  of  National  E>efense:  Provided 
further.  That  the  extent  and  location  of  the  transmission  lines 
provided  for  herein  shall  receive  the  approval  of  such  Commission. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  House 
Joint  resolution.  In  making  the  request  for  unanimous  con- 
sent, I  Wish  to  say  that  the  House  joint  resolution  Is  exactly 
the  same  as  the  Senate  joint  resolution  passed  by  the  Senate 
earlier  today,  with  the  exception  that  on  page  3,  line  4.  after 
the  word  "defense"  the  following  proviso  was  inserted  by  the 
House: 

Provided  further.  That  the  extent  and  location  of  the  trans- 
mission lines  provided  for  herein  shall  receive  the  approval  of 
such  Commission. 

Meaning  the  Advisory  Commission  of  the  Council  of  Na- 
tional Defense. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Inviting  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
House  Joint  resolution,  does  he  not  mean  page  3,  line  5? 
The  word  "defense"  appears  in  line  3  and  again  in  line  5. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  is  true  in  the  Senate  joint  resolu- 
tion. I  had  the  House  joint  resolution  before  me.  It  is  line 
4,  page  3.  of  the  House  joint  resolution.  In  other  words, 
after  the  last  word  in  the  joint  resolution  that  proviso  was 
inserted. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  thank  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  renew  my  request  for  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  House 
joint  resolution. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res. 
583)  making  an  additional  appropriation  for  the  Tennessee 
Vallgy  Authority  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  to  provide  facilities 
to  expedite  the  national  defense  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President.  Senate  joint  resolution 
285  is  now  on  the  Vice  President's  desk.  I  ask  that  the  vote 
by  which  the  Senate  joint  resolution  was  passed  be  recon- 
sidered, and  that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  vote 
by  which  Senate  Joint  Resolution  285  was  agreed  to  is  recon- 
sidered, and  the  joint  resolution  is  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  the  President  pro  tempore  be  authorized  to  sign  the 
enrolled  House  Joint  Resolution  583  during  the  recess  or 
adjournment  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

REPORT  or  THK   COJOIITTEE  ON   MILITARY  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
to  which  was  referred  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to 
strengthen  the  common  defense  and  to  authorize  the  Presi- 
dent to  order  members  and  units  of  reserve  components  and 
retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  into  active  military 
service,  reported  it  with  amendments  and  submitted  a  report 
(No.  1987)  thereon. 

AOJOURNMZNT   TO   THTTRSDAY 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn  until 
Thursday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6  o'clock  and  45 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate  adjourned  until  Thursday.  August 
1. 1940,  at  13  o'clock  meridian. 
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Wax  Department 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  July  30,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp.  D.  D.,  pastor  of  Ounton  Temple 
Memorial  Presbyterian  Church,  Washington,  D.  C,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Eternal  and  gracious  God.  with  gladness  and  gratitude 
we  are  coming  unto  Thee,  for  in  the  revelations  of  Thy  pres- 
ence and  power  we  find  our  strength  and  hope.  We  pray  that 
we  may  daily  validate  these  revelations  by  the  convincing  and 
glorious  certitude  of  an  ever-enriching  personal  experience. 

Grant  that  the  challenging  Spirit  of  the  Son  of  God  may 
permeate  and  dominate  the  minds  and  hearts  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  legislative  body  as  they  address  themselves  to  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  this  day. 

We  pray  that  men  everywhere  may  be  eager  to  participate 
in  a  new  spirit  of  fellowship  and  understanding.  May  the 
will  of  men  be  good  will  and  Thy  ways  their  ways.  Help 
our  humanity  to  see  that  the  greatest  securities  for  all  are 
not  in  weapons  of  warfare,  but  In  the  implements  of  welfare, 
when  swords  are  beaten  into  plowshares  and  spears  into 
pruning  tooks.  and  when  men  give  their  allegiance  to  the 
Prince  of  Peace  who  shall  rule  not  with  the  rod  of  iron  but 
with  the  scepter  of  justice  and  righteousness. 

In  Christ's  name  we  pray.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  a  bill  of  the 
following  title,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested : 

S.  2920.  An  act  to  amend  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Act. 
approved  June  25,  1938,  as  amended  June  20,  1939,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

ACTIVE    SERVICE    FOR     THE     NATIONAL     GUARD.     OFFICERS'     RESERVE 
CORPS.  ETC.    (S.  DOC.  NO.  265) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  com- 
munication from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read  by  the  Clerk  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

The  White  Hottse. 
The  Speaker,  Washington. 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  The  increasing  seriousness  of  the  Inter- 
national situation  demands  that  every  element  of  our  defense 
structure  be  brought  as  rapidly  as  possible  to  the  highest  state 
of  efBciency,  in  training  as  well  as  in  equipment  and  material. 

The  National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  an  integral  and 
vital  part  of  the  Army,  comprises  a  body  of  men  who  have 
voluntarily  assumed  an  obligation  to  serve  the  Nation  in  any 
crisis.  To  the  extent  possible  under  normal  conditions,  the 
officers  and  men  of  the  National  Guard  have  prepared  them- 
selves for  this  service,  and  I  am  assured  that  today  the  guard 
has  reached  the  highest  state  of  efficiency  in  its  peacetime 
history. 

The  developments  of  modem  warfare  are  such,  however, 
that  only  seasoned  and  highly  trained  troops  can  hope  for 
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success  In  combat.  Our  citizen  soldiery,  no  matter  how  will- 
ing and  earnest,  caanot  possibly  attain  the  necessary  degree 
of  efiBciency  through  their  normal  training  activities.  Even 
our  professional  soldiers  required  months  of  intensive  train- 
ing to  bring  them  to  their  present  satisfactory  state.  We 
know  too  well  the  tragedy  that  ensues  when  inadequately 
trained  men  arc  assailed  by  a  more  skillful  adversary. 

Some  weeks  ago  I  asked  the  Congress  for  authority  to  order 
the  National  Guard  into  active  service  should  an  emergency 
require  this  action  when  your  bcdy  was  not  in  session.  That 
proposal  is  no  longer  sufBcient,  as  I  am  now  convinced  that 
the  security  of  the  Nation  demands  that  this  component  of 
our  Army  be  brought  to  the  highest  possible  state  of  training 
efficiency  more  rapidly  than  its  present  program  permits. 
Moreover,  this  group  of  men.  who  of  necessity  must  be  among 
the  first  to  fight  in  the  Nation's  defense,  have  a  right  to  the 
best  preparation  that  time  and  circumstance  permit. 

Realizing  as  I  do  the  personal  sacrifice  that  a  period  of 
extended  active  duty  demands  of  the  National  Guard.  I  have 
deferred  imtil  now  any  request  for  immediate  action  in  this 
respect.  I  cannot,  with  clear  conscience,  longer  postpone  this 
vitally  essential  step  in  our  progress  toward  adequate  pre- 
paredness, and  I  am  therefore  transmitting  herewith  legis- 
lation that,  if  enacted,  will  enable  me  to  order  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  to  active  service  for  such  period  of 
intensive  training  as  may  be  necessary  to  raise  its  efficiency 
to  a  point  comparable  with  that  of  ovu-  small  Regular  Estab- 
lishment. 

If  this  authority  Is  granted.  I  propose  to  order  the  guard 
to  duty  in  successive  increments  to  permit  the  effective  use 
of  training  facilities  and  equipment  immediately  available. 
Each  increment  will,  of  course,  be  released  when  it  attains  the 
desired  state  of  efficiency. 

Of  equal  importance  is  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps,  This 
splendid  body  of  officers  has  had  little  opportunity  for  service 
with  troops,  and  to  the  maxiihum  extent  possible  their  train- 
ing should  now  be  perfected  by  an  adequate  period  of  active 
service.  If  ordered  to  active  duty,  they  can  acquire  the  de- 
sired efficiency  and  at  the  same  time  supply  the  increased 
need  for  officers  in  our  expanded  Regular  Army.  The  au- 
thority I  am  requesting  is  therefore  drawn  so  as  to  include 
the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps. 

I  ask  your  earnest  consideration  of  this  program  and  your 
IHtJmpt  and  favorable  action  thereon. 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  report  from 
the  enforcement  agencies  of  the  Treasury  Department. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION   TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOTTSE 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
deliver  an  address  before  this  House  next  Thursday  after 
eversrthing  else  is  done  and  most  everybody  has  gone  home. 

The  SPEAKER.  For  how  long  does  the  gentleman  wish  to 
address  the  House? 

Mr.  KELLER.  For  1  hour,  if  necessary.  I  want  to  talk 
on  the  question  of  preparedness.  I  think  my  training,  expe- 
rience, obser\'ation,  and  writing  on  that  subject  may  enable 
me  to  offer  to  the  House  some  vital  advice  or  suggestions. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr,  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  the 
gentleman  spoke  about  speaking  to  the  House  when  most  of 
the  Members  had  gone  home.  The  gentleman  ought  to 
deliver  that  address  when  they  are  here. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  hears  no  objection,  and  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  on  Monday  next,  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
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legislative  program.  I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House 
for  25  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  very  briefly  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  and  include  a  letter  from  a  constituent. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  obJecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KUNKEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a 
letter  from  Lt.  Col.  Albert  H.  Stackpole. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

WAR -RISK   INStTRANCE 

Mrs.  RCX5ERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  today  I 
have  introduced  the  following  resolution: 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  existing  law.  any  memtter  of 
the  National  Guard  called  into  the  service  for  training,  for  Slate 
service,  or  when  called  into  the  service  of  the  United  States  by 
Presidential  proclamation  shall  be  eligible  for  and  entitled  to  apply 
for  United  States  Government  life  Insurance  under  the  provisions 
of  sections  300  and  311,  World  War  Veterans'  Act.  as  amended,  from 
and  within  120  days  after  the  date  of  reporting  for  training,  for 
State  service,  or  for  Federal  service. 

Mr.  Speaker,  clearly  It  seems  to  me  that  those  who  enter 
training  in  the  National  Guard,  called  into  State  service,  or 
called  into  Federal  service  are  entitled  to  take  out  war-risk 
insurance  if  they  wish  to.  We  expect  men  today  to  go  into 
training  for  their  country  and  to  offer  their  services  for  their 
country  in  that  way,  and  surely  they  are  entitled  to  the  bene- 
fits and  protection  of  Government  Insurance. 

I  earnestly  hope  that  my  resolution  will  be  adopted. 
[App'ause.l 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  two  items,  one 
from  the  Los  Angeles  Examiner.  Perkins  Accused  of  Harboring 
700  Alien  Lawbreakers;  and  the  other  a  resolution  by  the 
County  Supervisors  Association  of  California. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection.  I 

DEPORTATION  OF  HARRY  BRIDGES 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  read 
to  the  House  Resolution  No.  9  passed  by  the  County  Super- 
visors Association  of  California: 

Whereas  our  democracy  is  now  being  threatened  by  enemy  agent* 
engaging  in  subversive  and  un-American  activities  to  our  detri- 
ment; and 

Whereas  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  has 
already  approved  legislation  directing  that  Harry  Bridges.  C.  I.  O. 
organizer,  now  operating  on  the  west  coast,  be  immediately  de- 
ported from  the  United  States;  and 

Whereas  such  legislation  is  now  pending  before  the  United  State* 
Senate  for  action  by  that  body:  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved  by  the  County  Sup>ervlsors  Association  of  California, 
meeting  in  annual  convention,  at  Oakland.  Calif.,  on  June  21.  1940. 
hereby  declares  that  It  strongly  urges  and  supports  concurrence  by 
the  United  States  Senate,  in  the  action  already  taken  by  the  Houa« 
of  Representatives  in  directing  the  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges, 
C.  I.  O.  organizer,  now  operating  in  California,  and  that  we  further 
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gtrongly  approve  ard  STipport  any  legislation  to  deport  any  known 
•lien  enemy  engaged  in  subversive  or  un-American  acuvltles  against 
the  United  States. 

[Applause.] 

EXTENSION  or  REM.\RK3 

Mr.  Bender  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record,  and  to  include  there- 
in a  brief  editorial  by  Meador  Wright. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  cbjection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  cwn  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein 
an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan?? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Ri^cord  and  to  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  Grand  Rapids  Herald. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
a  letter. 

The  SPEAKER.   Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  short  resolution  on  the  subject  of  Congress  remain- 
ing in  session,  and  also  dealing  with  "fifth  column"  activities. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DUNCAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
in  connection  with  remarks  I  expect  to  make  in  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  later  In  the  day  I  may  be  permitted  to 
revise  and  extend  them  and  to  include  certain  tables  I  have 
prepared. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

COmnTTEE  ON   MILrTARY  ArFAIRS 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  may  sit  during  the 
sessions  of  the  House  the  remainder  of  the  week. 

The  SPBIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CALL  OF  TOE  HOUSE 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After  counting.] 
One  himdred  and  sixty-three  Members  are  present,  not  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members  failed 
to  answer  to  their  names: 

(RoU  No.  170) 

Al*en.  Pa.  Bates.  Ky.  Boykln  Buck 

Anderson.  Ifo.         Bell  Bradley.  MlcH.        Buckley.  N.  T. 

Bury  Bloom  Bradley,  Pa.  Byron 


CaldweU 
Camp 

Cannon.  Pla. 

Casey.  Mass. 

CeUer 

Chapman 

Clark 

Connery 

Crea! 

Cummlngv 

Curtis 

D'Ale&andro 

Darrow 

Delaney 

Dies 

Ditter 

Drewry 

Englebrlght 

Evans 


Ferguson 

Fernandes 

Flaherty 

Folxer 

Pord.  Thomas  F. 

Fries 

Goodwin 

Green 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

HarrintKon 

Houston 

Jacobsen 

Jenks.  N  H. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Kennedy,  Md. 

Kleberg 

Larral)ee 

Luce 

McGranery 


Maas 

Saaacer 

llagnuaon 

Sctoaefer.  HI. 

Marcantonlo 

Seger 

Marttu.  111. 

Shanley 

Mason 

Shannon 

Merritt 

Sheridan 

Mitchell 

Smith.  111. 

Myers 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

NorreU 

Sparkman 

Norton 

Spence 

ODay 

Sullivan 

OLeary 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

O^mers 

Tolan 

O'Toole 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Parsona 

Vreeland 

Patrick     - 

Wadsworth 

Risk 

We'.ch 

Ryan 

Wli:te,  Idaho 

Sacks 

White.  Ohio 

The  SPEAKER.  Three  hundred  and  forty-four  Members 
have  answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Rayburn.  further  proceedings  under  the 
call  were  dispensed  with. 

additional  appropriation,  fiscal  year  1941,  TENNESSEE  VALLET 

AUTHORITY 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  House 
Resolution  554  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 
The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 
House  Resolution  554 

Resolved,  "niat  Immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  It 
shall  tte  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  House  Joint  Resolution  583.  a  joint  resolution  making 
an  additional  appropriation  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for 
the  fiscal  year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national 
defense.  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the 
joint  resolution  and  shaU  continue  not  to  exceed  3  hotirs,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  memt)er  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  the  Joint 
resolution  shall  tje  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule. 
At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  Joint  resolution  for  amend- 
ment, the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House 
with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous 
question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  Joint  resolution  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  Intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  of  the  1  hour  to 
which  I  am  entitled  on  the  rule,  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  FisHl,  and  at  this  time  I 
yield  myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  pending  resolution  which  has  just  been 
read  indicates,  this  is  a  rule  for  consideration  of  House  Joint 
Resolution  583,  making  an  additional  appropriation  of  $25,- 
000.000  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal  year 
1941,  to  provide  additional  facilities  for  the  production  of 
electric  power,  to  expedite  the  national-defense  program. 
This  is  an  open  rule  providing  for  3  hours'  general  debate, 
after  which  the  joint  resolution — House  Joint  Resolution 
583 — will  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule. 

The  purpose  of  the  joint  resolution  which  this  rule  makes  in 
order  will  be  fully  explained  by  members  of  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee.  In  brief,  the  resolution  provides  for  an 
initial  appropriation  of  $25,000,000  for  a  program  of  expan- 
sion the  total  cost  of  which  will  be  $65,800,000.  The  expan- 
sion program  is  as  follows:  First,  the  constniction  of  a  storage 
dam  and  hydroelectric  power  plant  on  the  Holston  River,  near 
Jefferson  City,  Tenn.;  second,  the  installation  of  two  addi- 
tional 26.&00-kilowatt  generating  units  at  Wilson  Dam  and 
one  additional  36,000-kilowatt  unit  at  Pickwick  Dam;  third, 
the  construction  of  additional  steam  electric  generating  facili- 
ties in  the  area  served  by  the  Authority,  with  an  installed 
capacity  ol  approximately  120.000  kilowatts;  and.  fourth,  the 
construction  of  the  transmission  facilities  needed  to  tie  the 
generating  facilities  just  mentioned  into  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  power  system  and  to  carry  the  power  to  market. 

This  additional  power  Is  needed  for  the  production  of 
aluminum  for  the  manufacture  of  airplanes  and  for  other 
purposes  in  the  national-defense  program. 

Mr.  William  S.  Knudsen  in  the  course  of  his  testimony 

before  the  Appropriations  Committee— page  5  of  the  printed 

hearings  on  the  joint  resolution — stated: 

My  interest  in  this  project  is  purely  to  see  that  we  get  aluminum 
enough  or  duralumin  enough  to  build  the  planes  with.    I  suppoea 
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joa  know  the  average  plane  takes  about  5  tons  |of  aluminum)  ■ 
•  •  •  Yes;  that  Is  the  average,  and  my  Interest  here  In  this 
project  Is  to  get  aluminum  cnovtgh  for  the  planes,  and  the  average 
quantity  per  plane  Is  about  5  tons,  meaning  both  in  the  frame 
Itself  and  In  the  parts  of  the  motor  that  are  made  of  aluminum, 
such  as  the  crankcase,  pistons,  and  cylinder  head. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
80  fully,  clearly,  and  succinctly  sets  forth  the  purposes  for 
^i^ch  this  $25,000,000,  and  the  additional  amounts  later  to  be 
asJced  for,  will  be  used,  that  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert 
In  the  Rkcoro  the  committee's  report  at  this  point  in  connec- 
tion with  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  report  referred  to  fellows: 

Ttie  Committee  on  Appropriations,  to  whom  was  referred  the  Joint 
TCOoIutlon  (H.  J.  Res.  583)  entitled  "Joint  resolution  making  an 
•ddlUtonal  appropriation  for  the  TenDcesee  Valley  Authority  for 
the  fiscal  year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national 
defense,"  reports  the  measure  without  amendment  and  with  a 
fecommendatlon  for  Its  early  consideration  and  passage. 

The  Joint  resolution  carries  an  appropriation  of  1^5.000,000  In 
accordance  with  the  Executive  recommendation  in  Senate  Docu- 
ment No.  241  of  the  present  session  to  enable  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  to  provide  additional  electrical  generating  capacity  to 
meet  the  present  and  projected  requirements  for  power  from  plants 
engaged  and  to  be  engaged  In  the  manufacture  of  materials  and 
cupplles  for  national -defense  purpooes.  The  $25,000,000  carried  In 
the  Joint  resolution  Is  the  initial  appropriation  of  a  program  to 
cost  965  800  000. 

The  expansion  of  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  power  facilities  to 
be  undertaken  under  the  appropriation  Is  urgently  pressed  by  the 
Advisory  Commission  of  the  Council  of  National  Defense.  There 
appeared  before  the  committee  In  support  of  the  program  Mr. 
WUIiam  S.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Edward  R.  Stettlnlus,  Jr.,  members  of 
the  Advisory  Commission:  Mr.  Gano  Dunn,  power  consultant  of  the 
CommtSFion's  staff:  and  Mr.  David  E.  Lilienthal,  vice  chairman  of 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  The  committee  Invites  attention 
to  the  testimony  of  these  gentlemen  Incorporated  In  the  printed 
hearings  In  Justification  of  the  vital  importance  of  the  proposed 
facilities  to  the  national -defense  program. 

There  should  not  t>e  any  confusion  In  the  public  mind  with 
Xeapect  to  this  proposal  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  Irre- 
spective of  the  present  or  past  views  of  anyone  with  respect  to  the 
governmental  jxilley  Involved  In  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
Act  or  the  operations  thereunder,  this  appropriation  should  be 
Slewed  and  adjudged  solely  by  Its  present  bearing  upon  the 
national-defense  program. 

The  expansion  of  existing  plants  and  facilities  and  the  location  of 
new  plants  and  facilities  so  necesBary  for  production  of  equipment, 
material,  and  supplies  for  national  defense  depend  upon  many 
factors,  such  as  existing  locations,  power  supply,  transportation 
facilities,  raw  materials,  strategical  geographical  location,  housing, 
labor  supply,  etc.  One  of  the  principal  materials  used  in  airplane 
production  Is  aluminum,  anu  larger-scale  production  of  this  mate- 
rial is  dependent  upon  available  power  supply.  In  addition  to  the 
future  needs  for  aluminum,  other  plant  expansion  or  creation  for 
defense  needs  are  projected  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  area, 
and  the  power  program  to  be  undertaken  by  the  Joint  resolution 
la  very  definitely  tied  Into  the  projects  and  purposes  that  have  been 
provided  for  under  defense  appropriations  and  authorizations  here- 
tofore enacted  at  this  session  as  well  as  those  that  are  to  t>e  con- 
sidered In  connection  with  the  new  program  outlined  by  the  Presi- 
dent In  his  message  of  yesterday. 

A  survey  of  power  sources  by  the  Advisory  Commission  Indicates 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  area  offers  a  quick  solution  with 
respect  to  securing  additional  power  for  alimiinvms  production  and 
the  provision  of  facilities  for  the  manufacture  of  other  defense 
equipment  and  materials.  Fortunately  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority devniopment  has  reached  such  a  stage  that  additional  gen- 
erating facilities  can  be  installed  at  existing  dams  and  the 
organization  and  plans  are  ready  for  starting  immediate  work  on 
additional  facilities.  All  existing  power  Installations,  both  those 
of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authcvlty  and  private  companies  in  ad- 
joining territory,  are  now  being  taxed  to  the  limit  to  meet  normal 
demands,  and  presently  scheduled  instuUations  will  only  care  tor 
"normal  growth  in  demands,  without  regard  to  the  new  demands  of 
national  defense. 

The  total  defense  program  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
as  Initiated  under  the  Joint  reaohltion  involves  a  total  of  |65.8tX).000 
on  the  following  appropriation  schedule:  t25.O0O,O0O  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941.  t29.800.000  for  the  fiscal  year  1942.  and  $11,000,000  for 
the  fiscal  year  1943.  It  consists  of  (1)  a  storage  project  with  power 
installation  at  the  site,  (2)  Installation  of  additional  ca[>acity  In 
empty  stalls  at  existing  down-river  projects  to  utilize  the  added 
flow  contributed  by,  the  storage  project.  (3)  the  construction  cf 
additional  steam  electrical-generating  facilities,  and  (4)  the  con- 
struction of  the  new  transmission  facilities  required  on  account  of 
this  added  generating  capacity.  The  following  is  a  more  detailed 
description  uf  these  projects: 

"1.  Cherokee  Dam:  A  storage  dam  and  hydroelectric  power  plant 
to  be  built  on  the  Holston  Blver  near  Jefferson  City,  Tenn.     This 


project  will  cost  $86,000,000,  will  have  a  useful  stomgr  capacity  oC 
1,400.000  acie-feet.  and  wiU  have  an  instaUed  capacity  at  90.000 
kilowatts.  The  appropriation  will  provide  $11,000,000  for  initial 
expenditure  on  this  project.  This  amount,  together  with  $19  000,000 
in  the  fiscal  year  1942  nnd  $6,000,000  In  the  fiscal  year  1943.  wm 
enable  the  Authofity  to  have  the  storage  from  this  project  available 
In  the  spring  of  1942  and  the  generating  units  at  the  tlte  on  the 
line  In  the  fall  of  1942.  The  storage  and  generating  units  at  this 
project,  together  with  additional  (:eneratlng  units  at  WUson  and 
Pickwick  Dama.  as  described  below,  will  increase  tbe  continuous 
firm-power  capacity  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  power  system 
by  120,000  kilowatts. 

"2.  Generating  units  No.  11  and  No.  12  at  Wilson  and  No.  4  at 
Pickwick:  The  appropriation  will  provide  $3,500,000  to  start  in- 
stallation of  two  additional  26.000-kUowatt  generating  unlta  at 
Wilson  Dam  and  one  additional  S6.000-kllowatt  unit  at  Pickwick 
Dam.  This  amount,  together  with  $1,800,000  in  the  fbcal  j-ear  1942. 
will  enable  the  Authority  to  have  these  three  units  with  a  total 
capacity  of  88.000  kilowaite  on  the  line  by  the  spring  of  1942.  at 
which  time  the  storage  from  the  Holston  project  will  be  available 
to  Increase  the  low-water  flow  through  all  main  river  projects. 

"3.  Steam-electric  generating  faculties:  The  appropriation  will 
provide  $7,500,000  to  start  construcUon  of  additional  steam-electric 
generating  facilities  In  the  area  served  by  the  Auihunty  with  an 
installed  capacity  of  approximately  120.000  kilowatts.  This  amotmt. 
together  with  $3,000,000  in  the  fiscal  year  1942,  will  be  sufllcient 
4o  have  these  facilities  on  the  line  by  December  1941.  The  Author- 
ity Will  be  assisted  in  the  planning  and  design  of  these  facilltlee 
by  a  natlonaUy  recognized  engineering  firm  specializing  In  design 
of  steam  plants. 

"4.  Transmission  facilities:  The  approfniatton  wUl  provide 
$3,000,000  to  start  construction  of  the  transmission  facilities  needed 
to  tie  the  generating  facilities  described  above  hito  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  power  system  and  to  carry  this  power  to  the 
market.  It  is  estimated  that  an  additional  $6,000,000  In  fiscal 
year  1942  and  $5,000,000  in  fiscal  year  1943  wiU  be  required  for  this 
purpose." 

The  completion  of  the  above  projects  will  Increase  the  generating 
capacity  of  the  T.  V.  A.  by  298.000  kilowatts.  The  emergency 
schedule  to  be  followed  will  make  this  capacity  and  the  attendant 
continuous  firm  power  available  for  use  on  the  foUowing  dates: 


D«te 

Plant 

Insulled 
capacity, 
kiiowstu 

Finnpowvr. 

crntlnuoa.'*, 

kUowatts 

i:>«c?amber  1941 

Fel.ruiiry  1942 

St«am 

Pickwick  No.  4 

Wilwn  No.  11 

120,000 
30,000 

x.oao 
20,  goo 

30.000 

30,000 
30,000 

100.000 

Marth  1942 

Ai>ril  1W2 _ 

Wilson  .No.  13 

11  oiston  .storaw,  used  down  river ' . 
HoUtonNo.  1»  

Do          

80,000 

an  ON 

Aupusn  1942   

&«pteuiber  IMS 

October  1W2. 

UuUlon  No.  2» 

li  oiston  No.  8« _ 

Ml  000 

Total  increase.. 

29k,  000 

220.000 

>  At  Cherokee  Dam. 

The  urgency  of  providing  an  appropriation  now  lies  primarily  in 
the  time  factor  of  water  storage.  Delay  In  starting  work  on  the 
proposed  storage  dam  nnd  making  contracts  for  generating  equip- 
ment may  have  the  ultimate  effect  of  a  year's  loiss  of  time  in  the 
Initial  utilization  of  additional  water  power.  It  ie  planned  to  have 
the  Cherokee  Dam  ready  to  store  the  spring  floodwatcrs  of  1942. 
Delay  of  weeks  or  even  of  days,  considering  the  unforeseen  contin- 
gencies which  may  occur  during  construction  causing  further  delay, 
may  mean  a  defeat  of  these  important  features  of  national  de- 
fense. Prompt  initiation  of  work  on  the  stefun  electric  plant  la 
also  highly  necessary  In  order  that  It  may  be  completed  on  schedtile 
and  supplement  water  power  generation  during  the  low-water 
season. 

The  joint  resolution  follows  the  customary  terms  of  Tenneoaee 
Valley  Authority  normal  appropriations  with  one  exception.  A 
dause  has  been  added  suspending,  during  the  fiscal  year  1941,  the 
provisions  of  exlEting  law  requiring  competitive  bidding.  In  order 
to  expedite  completion  of  such  projects  as  are  determined  to  be  es- 
sential to  the  national  defense  by  the  Advisory  Commission  of  the 
Council  of  National  Defense.  This  authority  follows  that  granted 
to  the  military  and  naval  aervlces  In  the  emergency,  and  Is  an  Im- 
portant factor  in  eliminating  the  very  considerable  delay  that  ensues 
normaUy  from  advertisement,  consideration  of  bids,  and  making  of 
awards  under  the  competitive  procedure.  It  should  l>e  remembered 
in  this  connection  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  funds  are  expendable  on  construction  labor  under  force 
accoimt  instead  of  by  the  contract  nwthod  so  that  the  waiving  of 
competition  will  apply  to  procurement  of  materials,  supplies,  and 
equlpooent.  In  connection  with  thoee  projects  determined  to  be 
essential  to  national  defense  by  the  Advisory  Commission. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  July  9,  1940, 
hearing  was  had  by  the  Subcommittee  on  the  Deficiencies,  of 
the  Appropriations  Committee,  on  House  Joint  Resolution 
583.  which  this  rule  makes  in  order. 

At  this  hearing  there  appeared  Mr.  David  E.  Lilienthal, 
vice  chairman  of  the  Board  of  Directors,  and  Col.  T.  B. 
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Parker,  chief  engineer,  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 
each  of  whom  emphasized  the  urgent  need  for  the  additional 
facilities  for  which  House  Joint  Resolution  583  provides  the 
initial  appropriation. 

There  also  appeared  and  strongly  urged  the  vital  necessity. 
In  the  interest  of  national  defense,  that  this  appropriation 
should  be  made.  Mr.  Edward  R.  Stettinius.  Jr.,  and  Mr.  Wil- 
liam S.  Knudsen,  members  of  the  National  Defense  Advisory 
Commission.  They  were  accompanied  by  Mr.  John  D.  B:g- 
gers.  deputy  commissioner  imder  Mr.  Knudsen. 

Mr.  Stettinius.  it  will  be  recalled,  was  formerly  vice  presi- 
dent of  General  Motors  Corporation,  and  until  he  accepted  as 
a  patriotic  duty  the  President's  appointment  to  the  National 
Defense  Advisory  Commission  was  chairman  of  the  board  of 
directors  and  member  of  the  finance  committee  of  the  United 
States  Steel  Corporation.  Mr.  Knudsen,  I  believe  you  all 
know,  was  president  of  General  Motors  Corporation  until  he 
answered  the  President's  call  to  duty.  Mr.  Diggers  was  pres- 
ident of  the  Libbey-Owens-Pord  Glass  Co.  All  of  these  gen- 
tlemen urged  the  importance  of  expediting  the  appropriating 
of  funds  necessary  to  provide  the  additional  facilities  of 
T.  V.  A.  for  generation  of  power  necessary  for  the  production 
of  aliuninum  needed  in  the  manufacture  of  airplanes. 

With  these  gentlemen  appeared  Mr.  Gano  Dunn,  one  of 
the  foremost  electrical  and  mechanical  engineers  and  con- 
sultants of  the  United  States.  For  many  years  Mr.  Dtmn  has 
been  and  is  now  president  of  the  J.  G.  White  Engineering 
Corporation  of  New  York,  one  of  the  oldest  consulting  and 
constructing  engineering  companies  in  the  United  States, 
which  designed  and  built  the  present  60.000-kilowatt  steam 
station  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  at  Muscle  Shoals. 
Mr.  Dunn  also  stressed  the  vital  importance  of  immediate 
construction  of  the  facilities  for  which  House  Joint  Resolution 
583  provides  an  initial  appropriation. 

At  the  hearing  before  the  Committee  on  Rules  on  applica- 
tion for  this  rule.  Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr.  Dunn  also  appeared 
and  reiterated  and  strongly  reemphasized  their  statements  as 
to  the  Importance,  in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  that 
the  additional  facilities  contemplated  by  the  joint  resolution 
should  be  provided  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  none  of  these  gentleman  to  whom  I  have 
Just  referred  have  in  the  past  been  very  ardent  advocates  of 
the  T.  V.  A.  They  have  had  many  criticisms  to  offer,  but 
each  and  every  one  of  them  emphasized  their  conviction  that 
If  we  wish  to  carry  cut  our  national -defense  program  it  is 
vitally  essential  that  we  make  this  appropriation  w^ithout 
delay.  I  understand  also  that  another  eminent  gentleman. 
Mr.  Wendell  Willkie,  the  candidate  for  President  on  the  Re- 
publican ticket,  made  a  statement  strongly  endorsing  this 
appropriation.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  I  Mr.  FishI  will  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  certain  statements  made  by  Mr.  Willkie.  If  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Fish!  does  not  do  so,  or  if  I  have  been 
misinformed  as  to  his  intention  to  quote  Mr.  Willkie,  I  shall 
take  pleasure  in  quoting  Mr.  Willkie  later  in  this  debate. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time  and  ask  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  IMr.  Fish]  to  use  some  of  his  time. 

Mr.  FISH.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  no  opposition  that  I  know  of  on  this 
side 'to  the  rule.  The  rule  is  fair  and  provides  for  the  con- 
sideration of  this  bill  and  for  a  fair  and  free  discussion  of  it 
on  its  merits. 

The  proponents  of  the  bill  make  the  argument  that  the  bill 
is  purely  for  national  defense.  It  is  quite  clear  that  some 
parts  of  the  bill  and  possibly  more  than  half  the  appropriation 
are  directly  for  needed  national  defense.  The  issue,  there- 
fore, is  whether  we  should  take  the  entire  appropriation  or 
Just  single  out  those  parts  that  are  essential  to  the  continua- 
tion of  the  national-defense  program. 

Some  of  the  witnesses  before  the  committee  who  have 
always  opposed  Government  operation  and  ownership  have 
favored  these  appropriations  or  parts  of  the  appropriations. 
I  would  prefer  to  have  the  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  themselvas,  particularly  on  the  minority  side, 
go  into  the  details  of  the  arguments,  because  all  I  know  is 


what  I  read  In  the  hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Appro- 
priations. Mr.  Gano  Dunn  and  Mr.  Stettinius  are  claimed  to 
have  gone  on  record  before  the  committee  for  these  appro- 
priations. Whether  they  did  so  merely  in  principle  or 
whether  they  went  into  the  details  is  a  matter  for  the  com- 
mittee members  to  make  clear  to  the  House.  The  Members 
of  the  House.  Republicans  and  Democrats  alike,  are  entitled  to 
this  information  before  they  vote  on  this  very  large  appropria- 
tion for  national  defense.  Every  Member  of  the  House, 
whether  he  t)e  a  Democrat  or  a  Republican,  desires  to  vote 
every  single  dollar  that  is  necessary  for  adequate  natioiud 
defense  and  for  preparedness  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Wendell  Willkie  is  quoted  in  the  hearings,  and  it  is  up 
to  the  members  of  the  committee  to  make  clear  whether  his 
remarks  apply  to  the  entire  bill  or  only  to  a  part  of  the  bill, 
or  only  to  the  bill  in  principle.  For  the  benefit  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  and  for  their  information  I  shall  read  from 
the  hearings.  Mr.  Gano  Dunn,  who  is  a  very  well  known 
engineer,  is  the  speaker.  This  appears  on  page  16  of  the 
hearings: 

I  would  like  to  read  a  statement  by  Mr.  WUlkle  Into  the  record. 
Here  is  what  Mr.  Willkie  said  on  that  subject  on  June  15.  when  this 
proposal  was  presented  In  a  memorandum  to  the  President.  On 
June  12  it  was  presented,  and  It  became  public,  without  our  knowl- 
edge. The  reporters  went  ahead  and  saw  Wendell  Willkie.  expecting 
to  get  a  g^and  slam  from  htm  against  doing  this  thing.  I  wlU  quote 
from  this  newsp.iper  Interview  of  Jxine  14.  In  a  Scrlpps-Howard 
paper.     This  Is  what  Mr.  Willkie  said: 

•Nothing  is  more  Important  than  defense,  and  there  Is  nothing 
which  might  and  will  mask  more  political  logrolling  than  the  flag- 
waving  variety  of  national  defense.  But  If  some  Impartial  group, 
the  United  States  Army  or  its  engineers,  for  Instance,  do  .say  that 
the  completion  of  these  dams  Is  a  link  In  our  national  defense,  the 
dams  should  be  completed  and  as  rapidly  as  those  charged  with  cur 
defense  think  necessary." 

That  is  a  quotation  from  Mr.  Willkie. 

It  is  claimed  that  this  entire  project,  amounting  to  $65.- 
800.000.  will  provide  for  220.000  kilowatts,  and  that  only 
half,  or  less  than  half,  of  that  amount  is  needed — somewhere 
between  65.000  and  85,000  kilowatts— in  order  to  produce 
sufficient  aluminum  for  our  airplane  production  in  the  future 
and  for  certain  powder  plants.  I  believe  two  in  number,  and 
for  other  preparedness  purposes;  so  that  we  do  not  actually 
require  the  220.000  kilowatts,  and  probably  not  half  that 
much.  Therefore,  as  this  issue  is  presented  here,  it  is  a 
question  in  my  mind  whether  we  should  vote  for  the  whole 
bill  or  only  that  part  we  actually  need  for  national  defense 
at  the  present  time  or  in  the  immediate  future. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  is  a  national- 
defense  measure,  and  further  in  view  of  the  fact  that  just 
before  this  Congress  recessed  several  weeks  ago.  I  put  into 
the  Record  a  letter  from  The  Adjutant  General  of  the  United 
States  showing  figures  indicating  that  our  volunteer  system 
had  not  failed,  that  they  had  filled  all  the  quotas  they  de- 
manded in  order  to  secure  enlistments  in  the  Regular  Army, 
may  I  say  that  was  quite  a  surprise  to  me  as  a  Memt)er  of 
Congress,  and  it  must  be  a  surprise  to  other  Members  of 
Congress.  I  was  lead  to  believe,  from  reading  the  New  York 
Times  and  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  and  other  papers 
that  are  so  enthusiastic  atx)Ut  universal  military  con- 
scription, that  our  volunteer  system  had  broken  down  and 
that  we  were  unable  to  secure  adequate  enlistments  in  order 
to  fulfill  the  quotas  provided  for  by  Congress.  The  highest 
authority  in  the  Army — The  Adjutant  General — put  in  writ- 
ing a  list  of  all  the  quotas  that  had  been  filled,  showing  that 
each  quota  had  been  filled  on  time  and  that  in  every  instance 
where  we  asked  for  recruits  those  recruits  were  forthcom- 
ing, something  like  20.000  in  the  month  of  June  alone.  I 
believe  the  Members  of  Congress,  if  they  thought  that  the 
volunteer  system  had  failed,  or  if  they  knew  that  the  volim- 
teer  system  had  failed,  might  then  prop>erly  favor  for  the  pur- 
poses of  national  defense  the  universal  military  conscription 
bill.  I  want  to  go  definitely  en  record  In  these  few  minutes 
that  I  am  opposed 

Mr.  COX.  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the  gentleman  if 
he  does  not  think  he  is  getting  somewhat  far  afield  in  the 
line  of  discussion  he  is  now  carrying  on,  when  the  question 
before  us  is  the  adoption  of  a  rule  making  in  order  the  con- 
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sideration  of  a  bill  which  extends  the  T.  V.  A.?  We  ought 
not  to  cheapen  the  procedure  of  presenting  rules  by  Mem- 
bers claiming  time  and  then  taking  advantage  of  the  oppor- 
timity  to  discuss  questions  that  are  entirely  foreign  to  the 
issue  Involved. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  have  never  seen  the  gentleman  fail  to  take 
any  opportimity  to  say  anj'thlng  he  wanted  at  any  time  in 
this  House  of  Representatives — never — and  I  am  not  oppos- 
ing that  either. 

lir.  COX.  Yes:  but  I  always  stand  on  my  own  feet  and 
speak  my  own  mind,  and  I  am  never  caught  traveling  in  two 
different  directions  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  may  stand  on  his  own  feet, 
but  the  gentleman  is  very  often  wrong.  I  do  not  yield  any 
more  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia.  Let  the  gentleman 
criticize  anybody  else,  but  I  will  take  care  of  myself  any  time 
the  gentleman  wants  to  start  an  argument. 

Mr.  cox.  I  did  not  want  to  make  a  point  of  order  against 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  is  becoming  a  common  scold 
in  this  House.  He  is  getting  into  the  habit  of  criticizing 
everybody.  He  is  always  right  and  everybody  else  is  wrong. 
I  know  the  gentleman  is  for  universal  military  service,  and 
so  does  everybody  else  in  the  House,  and  that  Is  the  gentle- 
man's right,  but  do  not  try  to  cut  off  anybody  who  wants  to 
apemk  against  it  in  time  of  peace  or  until  every  effort  has  been 
Bftde  to  exhaust  the  volimteer  system. 

Mr.  COX.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  gentleman  insists,  I 
make  the  F>oint  of  order 

Mr.  PISH.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  shield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  COX.  That  the  gentleman  is  not  in  order  in  discussing 
the  universal  draft. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  speaking  for  national  defense,  and  the 
gentleman  knows  that  the  main  pmpose  of  this  bill  is  national 
defense  and  I  shall  proceed. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  Invoke  the  ruling  of  the  Chair. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will  proceed  in  order  on 
the  resolution  pending. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield  for  a  brief  question? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  been  proceeding  in  order.  This  rule  provides  for 
the  consideration  of  a  bill  which  has  been  dressed  up  as  a 
national-defense  measure,  and  the  gentleman's  discussion  has 
been  well  within  the  rules  of  the  House.  I  sincerely  hope 
that  he  will  not  yield  further  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia, 
a  champion  of  compulsory  military  training,  to  interrupt  his 
national-defense  argument. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  expired. 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  5  more  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  question  of  national  defense  is  the  biggest 
Issue  before  the  Congress  and  will  continue  to  be  the  biggest 
single  issue  until  we  adjourn,  and  the  facts  should  be  put 
before  the  Memtjers  of  the  House. 

I  have  already  stated  that  the  volunteer  ssrstem  has  not 
failed,  and  If  It  does  fail,  then  it  Is  time  to  consider  some 
other  kind  of  legislation.  The  proposed  universal  military 
aenrlce  or  conscription  bill.  Mr.  Speaker  and  Members  of  the 
House,  is  the  worst  type  of  regimentation.  For  years  past  we 
on  this  side  of  the  House  have  been  opposing  the  regimenta- 
tion of  the  New  Deal,  and  there  are  even  some  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side  who  have  Joined  with  us,  and  I  am  thinking  also 
Of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  who  has  often  opposed  regi- 
mentation of  the  American  people.  It  Is  now  seriously  pro- 
posed, before  we  find  out  that  the  volunteer  system  has  failed, 
to  go  even  further  and  regiment  American  youth  and  con- 
script them  in  time  of  peace,  We  should  go  slow  and  make 
haste  slowly  before  we  import  these  foreign  forms  of  mili- 
tarism and  autocracy  into  America  or  bring  Hitlerlsm 
over  here.  Our  answer  to  the  dictator  nations  is  to  make 
democracy  work  here  and  not  to  subvert  by  a  military 
dictatorship. 


Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man s^eld? 

Mr.  FISH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Why  is  it  that  the  New  Deal 
compulsory  military  service  bill,  which  was  originally  spon- 
sored by  the  multimillionaire  publisher  of  the  New  York 
Times,  from  the  gentleman's  ^ate.  Col.  Julius  Ochs  Adlcr. 
exempts  Members  of  Congress  from  its  draft  provisions? 
Why  should  not  Members  of  Congress  be  included,  so  that 
all  gentlemen  who  vote  for  the  bill  may  have  an  opportunity 
to  be  drafted  and  serve  Uncle  Sam  for  $21  a  month,  whether 
they  come  from  the  State  of  Georgia  or  from  any  other  part 
of  the  country? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  cannot  speak  for  the  New  York  Times.  I  am 
talking  against  the  principle  of  universal  military  conscrip- 
tion in  time  of  peace  and  regimentation  of  that  kind.  If  we 
need  it  in  time  of  war  we  will  be  for  It,  but  why  bring  It  up 
now  when  we  can  do  away  with  the  3-year  Army  enlistments 
and  reduce  the  period  of  enlistment  to  1  year  and  probably 
get  1,000.000  American  soldiers  in  a  few  months'  time,  and 
we  do  not  need  any  more  than  1,000,000  soldiers  in  the  present 
emergency. 

Mr.  BENDER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentlonan  yield? 

Mr.  PISH.   I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  22  years  ago  before 
voluntary  enlistments  were  abandoned,  there  were  1,300,000 
men  who  voltmteered  for  service  in  the  World  War? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  correct.  Memt)ers 
of  Congress  should  have  some  faith  in  the  patriotism  of  our 
American  youth,  and  If  we  need  1,000.000  American  boys  to 
serve  m  our  volunteer  forces  in  the  Regular  Army  and  the 
National  Guard  I  am  convinced  that  If  we  reduce  the  term 
to  1  year  enlistment  we  will  get  at  least  a  million  men.  We 
ought  to  give  them  a  chance  to  serve  instead  of  dragging  in 
this  conscription  bill  here.  Whether  it  originates  from  the 
New  York  Times  or  not  I  do  not  know,  but  I  know  this:  It 
does  not  originate  from  the  American  Farm  Bureau,  from 
the  National  Grange,  from  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
or  any  labor  organization.  It  may  originate  from  the  New 
York  Times  or  It  may  not.  but  It  certainly  does  not  represent 
the  viewpoint  of  the  wage  earners  and  the  farmers  of  this 
country,  and  here  we  have  it  thrust  upon  us  and  we  are  told 
we  cannot  even  discuss  it  under  the  pending  measure  for 
national  defense. 

Mr.  STEFAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PISH.     I  yield  for  a  brief  question. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Is  it  the  sincere  opinion  and  belief  of  the 
gentleman  that  the  voluntary  program  of  enlistment  has 
been  exhausted?  People  in  my  district  who  are  oppo.sed  to 
conscription  in  peacetime  are  entitled  to  know  now  how  much 
effort  has  been  put  forward  to  secure  enlistments  on  the 
popular  voluntary  basis.  I  want  them  to  know  the  facts  now. 
Now  will  you  tell  us:  Has  the  voluntary-enlistment  program 
failed? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  has  asked  me  that 
question.  It  Is  not  my  opinion,  it  is  my  knowledge,  based  on 
a  letter  of  The  Adjutant  General,  the  highest  authority  m  the 
Army,  who  states  it  has  not  failed,  that  the  Army  has  filled 
every  quota  asked  for,  and  I  put  this  letter  into  the  Record 
of  July  11  and  it  is  a  part  of  the  record  today.  It  is  not  my 
opinion,  because  I  do  not  know  the  number  of  enlistments, 
but  that  is  the  record  compiled  by  the  War  Department. 

I  am  definitely  in  favor  of  reducing  the  term  of  enlistment 
from  3  years  to  1  year.  I  believe  if  you  do  that  it  will  solve 
the  whole  problem,  and  that  you  will  get  all  of  the  volunteers 
you  want  In  the  next  few  months,  and  that  the  Regular  Army 
and  the  National  Guard  will  fill  Its  quota,  and  you  will  have 
a  million  men  In  the  Regular  Army  and  National  Guard 
combined.  But  imtil  you  have  tried  that  out  dojiot  brine 
in  this  conscription  bill  in  time  of  peace  and  regiment  the 
American  youth  into  a  huge  military  machine  as  was  done 
by  Hitler  and  other  foreign  dictators.  This  Is  not  the  Ameri- 
can way  but  the  road  to  militartsm  and  dictatorship. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PISH.    Yes. 
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Mr.  RANDOLPH.  While  the  gentleman  Is  discussing  con- 
Bcription,  or  the  so-called  compulsory  military  training  bill. 
I  want  the  Record  to  show  at  this  point  that  as  one  Member 
of  Congress.  I  have  been  impressed  with  the  opposition  voiced 
by  my  constituents  to  the  measure  as  now  prepared  for 
Introduction  and  consideration  in  this  body.  The  decision 
we  will  make  on  this  matter  m  of  supreme  importance.  We 
must  proceed  most  carefully. 

Mr.  PISH.  And  I  go  further  to  sayj  that  if  that  bill  ever 
comes  out  in  its  present  form,  it  will  never  pass  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  expired. 

Mr.  FISH.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  1  minute  more. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr,  FISH.     Yes. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  conmiend  the  position  the 
gentleman  is  taking,  and  notice  that  the  bill,  according  to  the 
newspaper  accounts  of  it,  Includes  for  registration,  men  64 
years  old.  I  wonder  if  they  are  going  to  provide  a  cane  with 
every  man  of  that  age  for  that  training. 

Mr.  FISH.  In  the  name  of  common  sense,  if  we  are  to  have 
tmiversal  military  conscription,  the  whole  bill,  in  its  present 
-^orm.  ought  to  be  scrapped.  If  we  are  to  have  partial  military 
contcripticn.  we  ought  to  bring  in  a  bill  limiting  the  ages  from 
19  to  24  or  19  to  25,  because  what  we  need  are  youth,  not  old 
men  to  serve  and  fight.  The  bill  as  proposed  is  a  monstrosity 
of  regimentation  that  would  devour  our  free  institutions  and 
liberties  and  create  a  military  dictatorship  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man 3rield? 

Mr.  FISH.     Yes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  the  danger  is  so  great  that 
we  have  to  pass  this  Col.  Adolph  Ochs  Adler  compulsory 
military-service  bill  why  should  there  not  be  included  in  that 
bill  a  provision  to  draft  and  conscript  wealth,  including  multi- 
millionaire Adolph  Ochs  Adler's  millions  to  pay  for  the  de- 
fense program,  in  view  of  the  almost  bankrupt  condition  of 
tbe  Treasury  of  the  United  States? 
^  The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  2  minutes  more. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  cannot  yield.  I  am  very  glad  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Wisconsin  has  raised  that  question.  It  is  a  matter 
purely  of  facts.  The  American  Legion,  in  1920  or  1921,  went 
on  record  in  favor  of  a  universal  military-service  bill.  I  at- 
tended that  Legion  convention,  as  did  many  others  here,  and 
it  was  thought  at  that  time  that  it  meant  military  conscrip- 
tion in  time  of  war.  That  was  my  interpretation  of  it,  and 
that  it  would  include  the  drafting  of  wealth,  labor,  manpower. 
Industry,  and  the  veterans  all  together.  Carrying  out  that 
Viewpoint,  former  Representative  Royal  Johnson,  back  in 
about  1921.  introduced  a  bill  to  conscript  wealth  and  soldiers 
In  time  of  war. 

Others  of  the  House  did  the  same.  I  did  it  several  times. 
1  am  still  for  that  principle,  but  that  is  not  written  into  this 
Wadsworth-Burke  bill.  That  has  nothing  to  do  with  industry 
or  wealth.  That  has  to  do  with  soldiers  alone,  and  I  am  not 
In  favor  of  that  principle  except  in  time  of  war,  and  only  in 
time  of  peace  if  our  volunteer  system  fails. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  it  is  necessary  to  draft 
men  In  time  of  peace,  then  the  draft  bUl  should  include  draft- 
ing wealth  to  pay  for  the  defense  program,  and  taking  the 
wealth  of  these  "multimillionaire  draft  men  proponents"  to 
"^pay  the  cost  of  preparing  for  and  fighting  wars  which  they 
foment  with  their  propaganda. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  asked  another  question,  and 
that  is.  Against  whom  is  this  bill  aimed?  Whom  do  we  in 
America  fear?  That  is  a  fair  question.  Do  we  fear  Hitler, 
who  seems  to  be  afraid  of  undertaking  the  adventure  of 
going  20  miles  overseas  to  attack  England,  when  he  would 
have  3.000  miles  to  come  over  here?    My  own  idea  is  that 


that  is  preposterous,  when  we  have  the  greatest  Navy  in  the 
world,  seven  times  greater  than  the  Oerman  Navy;  or  that 
we  should  even  fear  Hitler  and  Mussolini  together,  to  make  It 
necessary  that  we  should  rush  in  and  draft  two  or  three  mil- 
lion American  youth.  We  have  the  biggest  Navy  in  the 
world  and  have  an  air  force  expanding  at  the  potential  rate 
of  800  airplanes  a  month.  Yet  we  seem  to  be  in  a  hysteria 
of  fear  that  America  is  about  to  be  attacked,  and  that  we 
cannot  take  care  of  an  enemy  like  Hitler,  who  is  apparently 
afraid  to  send  his  Army  20  miles  across  the  sea  to  attack 
England. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  1  minute  more. 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  is  talking 
about  a  very  important  matter.  In  my  largest  town  in  the 
last  issue  of  the  paper  there  is  an  editorial  stating  that  we 
have  an  armory  and  that  we  have  a  National  Guard,  and 
there  is  no  one  there  now.  They  have  all  sorts  of  exhorta- 
tions for  volunteers  and  airplanes  dropping  leaflets,  they  have 
done  everything  they  can.  and  there  is  not  a  single  enlistment 
and  the  newspaper  said  they  would  not  get  any.  And  yet 
you  will  spend  $15,000,000,000  for  armaments,  without  any 
men  to  use  it.  I  represent  as  patriotic  a  section  as  any. 
How  are  you  going  to  answer  that? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  do  not  know  about  the  National  Guard.  I 
do  know  about  the  Regular  Army.  However,  I  believe  in 
the  National  Guard  which  is  highly  eCBcient  and  I  do  not 
want  to  see  it  undermined.  If  you  will  reduce  the  period 
of  enlistment  to  1  year  you  will  get  all  the  men  you  want  for 
the  Army  and  National  Guard.  But  my  opposition  to  this 
whole  un-American  proposition  in  time  of  peace  is  this,  that 
if  you  regiment  American  youth  and  bring  over  the  European 
war  system  of  conscription  to  the  United  States  that  is  your 
first  step  to  creatine  a  dictatorship  in  America,  and  I  am 
against  it.    [Applause.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  sneld  the  balance  of  my  time  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey   [Mr.  McLean]. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  is  recog- 
nized for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  concur  with  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Fish]  that  there  Is  no  opposi- 
tion or  that  there  should  be  no  opposition  to  this  resolution. 
I  am  opposed  to  the  rule,  and  I  think  that  anybody  who 
understands  the  background  and  the  purposes  of  this  bill 
ought  to  vote  against  bringing  it  before  the  House  at  this 
time. 

My  reasons  are,  first,  that  It  is  not  what  it  purports  to  be. 
It  is  not  what  it  purports  to  be  because  it  is  not  a  national- 
defense  measure.  It  Is  a  measure  dressed  up  In  the  cloak  of 
national  defense,  the  purpose  of  which  Is  to  enable  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority  to  get  more  money  out  of  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States. 

In  the  second  place,  I  have  great  respect  for  Mr.  Knudsen. 
Mr.  Stettinius,  and  Mr.  Gano  Dunn,  and  I  am  convinced  that 
those  gentlemen  are  being  deceived  by  those  wbo  are  behind 
this  measure — the  people  who  are  behind  this  measure  out- 
side of  the  House,  namely,  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 
We  all  know  that  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Is  domi- 
nated by  an  Individual  by  the  name  of  David  E.  Lilienthal, 
one  of  the  vice  directors  of  the  Board. 

Mr.  DINGELL.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McLEAN.    Yes;  I  yield  briefly. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Will  the  gentleman  disclose  who  this  mas- 
ter mind  happens  to  be  that  is  fooling  these  gullible  people. 
Mr.  Knudsen,  Mr.  Stettinius.  and  so  on? 

Mr.  McLEAN.  I  have  just  stated.  Mr.  David  E.  Lilienthal, 
Vice  Director  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Where  did  the  gentleman  get  that  in- 
formation? 

Mr.  McLEAN.  I  base  that  on  experience.  The  Tennessee 
I  Valley  Authority  was  incorporated;  and  they  were  instructed 
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to  build  a  dam  at  Norrlstown  in  Tennessee,  and  they  were 
given  $40,000,000  with  which  to  build  it.  They  were  told  to 
operate  Wilson  Dam  and  they  were  told  to  make  an  tovestl- 
gation  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  and  to  recommend  to  Con- 
gress what  further  operations  there  ought  to  be  down  there, 
so  that  the  Congress  could  guide  and  direct  their  activities 
and  their  further  operations.  It  was  not  very  long  before 
we  learned  that  Mr.  lilienthal  had  been  capable  enough  to 
get  the  President  to  give  him  out  of  relief  funds  $75,000,000. 
with  instructions  to  proceed  to  build  Wheeler  Dam,  of  which 
the  Congress  knew  nothing  at  all.  Mr.  Lilienthal  is  one  of 
the  most  scientific  money-getters  for  the  proposition  he  is 
connected  with  that  has  ever  come  under  my  observation. 

It  was  not  very  long  before  I  learned  that  Mr.  Lilienthal, 
Dr.  Harcourt  Morgan,  and  Dr.  Arthur  E.  Morgan  had  incor- 
porated a  company  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware, 
without  any  authority  of  Congress,  and  they  knew  they 
needed  the  authority  of  Congress,  because  It  is  in  their  rec- 
ords that  they  said  they  ought  to  go  to  Congress  to  get  It, 
but  they  did  not.  They  organized  as  a  corporation.  Electric 
Home  and  Farm  Authority,  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Delaware,  and  they  got  a  million  dollars  of  Government  funds 
to  finance  that  corporation.  Now  somebody  is  trying  to  un- 
ravel it.  They  only  accounted  for  $750,000  when  the  bill 
was  before  us,  and  another  corporation  was  organized  to  take 
It  out  of  their  hands. 

This  Electric  Home  and  Farm  Authority  had  a  contract 
with  the  Reconstruction  FSnance  Corporation.  This  Illegal 
Delaware  corporation  that  was  organized  to  sell  Ice  boxes. 
Irons,  hair  curlers,  vacuum  cleaners,  and  other  thtags  on  the 
installment  plan — the  Oovemment  of  the  United  States  going 
into  the  retail  installment  business — ^had  a  contract  as  a  pri- 
vate corporation,  with  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion to  borrow  $10,000,000  as  additional  capital  to  go  Into  the 
retail  business  of  selling  electrical  paraphernalia,  under  the 
auspices  of  the  great  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Will  the  gentleman  yield  right  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  McLEAN.    I  yield- 
Mr.  DINGELL.     What  has  that  got  to  do  with  what  is 
under  discussion  now?    Tbls  is  a  matter  involvlnir  national 
defense. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  I  am  going  to  show  you  that  David  E.  Lilien- 
thal saw  an  opportimity  in  the  tempo  of  the  times.  In  the 
hysteria  of  the  times — this  clever  Individual  who  knows  how 
to  dip  money  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  knew 
how  to  come  forward  and  catch  the  public  mind,  catch  busy 
public  officials  off  guard,  perhaps,  and  add  $65,800,000  to  the 
billion  dollars  already  spent  in  the  Tennessee  Valley. 

Then  they  organized,  in  order  that  they  might  have  another 
agency  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  for  borrow- 
ing purposes,  what  was  known  as  the  Tennessee  Valley  Coop- 
eratives. That  was  organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Tennessee.  Every  time  they  organize  a  corporation  they  cre- 
ate oCacers,  and  they  put  men  on  the  pay  roll,  not  at  nomi- 
nal salaries,  not  a  few  men.  but  hundreds  of  them  at  sub- 
stantial salaries,  about  which  this  Congress  of  the  United 
States  has  nothing  to  do. 

This  Tennessee  Valley  Cooperatives  that  they  organized, 
what  Its  purpose  was  I  do  not  know.  Somebody  said  it  was 
to  teach  people  how  to  grow  highland  potatoes  in  the  tow- 
lands,  and  vice  versa;  teach  people  how  to  live  a  more  abun- 
dant life.  As  an  agency  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  they  turned  over  to  Mr.  Lilienthal  and  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  directors  $300,000  for  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Cooperatives.  T.  V.  A.  has  spent  a  billion  dollars  and  has  had 
7  years  and  even  now  is  not  ready  to  provide  its  part  for  the 
national  defense.  They  now  want  $65,800,000  and  2  years 
more.  i 

I  have  some  memoranda  here  I  will  read  you  about  the 
necessity  for  this  thing. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Cotorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  McLEAN.    I  yield. 


Mr.  LEWIS  of  Cotorado.  Does  the  gentleman  believe  that 
Mr.  stettinius,  Mr.  Knudsen,  and  Mr.  Oano  Dunn  are  such 
gullible  persons  that  they  can  be  deceived  by  one  clever  man? 
Or  does  he  believe  they  have  made  their  recommendation  on 
the  basis  of  their  experience,  their  mvestigation.  and  their 
technical  skill? 

Mr.  McLEAN.  How  tong  did  that  Investigation  take? 
Three  weeks,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  It  would  not  take  Bill  Knudsen  3  days  to 
investigate  it. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  I  would  say  that  Mr.  Knudsen 
was  not  a  very  gullible  man. 

Mr.  McLEAN.    He  did  not  testify  for  this  bill. 

I  do  not  say  that  any  of  them  are  gullible:  I  woiild  not 
apply  that  adjective  to  any  of  them;  but  I  say  they  are  ear- 
nest, busy,  enthuslatic  men,  and  I  think  I  am  privileged  to 
say  they  share  the  human  frailties  of  the  rest  of  us.  When  a 
man  like  Mr.  Lilienthal  comes  to  them  with  the  ear  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  with  a  copy  of  Senate 
Document  No.  241,  bearing  the  President's  signature,  they  are 
likely  to  fall  mto  mistakes  of  Judgment,  maybe,  once  in  a 
while.    But  I  will  give  you  their  latest  word  about  it. 

We  need  aluminum.  In  the  first  progress  report  of  the 
National  Defense  Council  Dr.  George  J.  Mead,  aeronautical 
adviser  to  Mr.  Knudsen,  said: 

Taking  Into  account  aircraft  now  on  hand  the  new  production 
program  already  determined  upon  and  now  weU  under  way  is 
expected  to  give  the  Army  25,000  airplanes  and  the  Navy  10,000 
by  Jxily  of  1942. 

It  is  important  to  have  dates  in  mind  here.  Bear  \n  mind 
that  none  of  this  power  will  be  ready  for  delivery  from  the 
steam  plant  imtil  December  1941,  and  from  the  hydro  plant 
until  August,  September,  or  October  1042. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  That  is  when  the  peak  is  goinc 
to  occur. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  When  will  this  national -defense  program 
find  its  completion?  I  mark  its  start  by  the  speech  of  the 
President  here  on  May  16.  What  is  the  date  we  are  working 
for  when  we  are  going  to  have  the  defense  we  need  and  when 
our  demand  for  supplies  will  fall  off  and  when  the  American 
people  will  know  how  much  more  taxes  they  have  got  to  pay 
for  it?  Are  we  going  to  go  on  for  2  years?  Is  it  2  years  or 
longer.  Is  it  going  to  be  5  years?  Whatever  it  is.  listen  to 
what  they  say: 

Plans  have  been  completed  for  the  program  for  26.000  additional 
Army  and  Navy  airplanes  during  the  next  2  yean  and  the  placing 
of  orders  totaling  $100,000,000  since  July  1. 

Now,  listen  to  Mr.  Stettimus.  On  July  13  Mr.  Stettimus 
E  til  ted 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.    Where  did  he  state  it? 

Mr.  McLEAN.  In  his  press  conference  or  in  his  report. 
It  was  published  in  the  New  York  Times  of  Sunday,  July  14: 

Mr.  Stettinius  e\immarl»d  the  current  situation  regarding  nln* 
critical  and  strategic  materials  as  follows: 

"Aluminum — essential  to  the  airplane  program.  Industry  has 
advised  the  Commission  of  plans  for  expansion  and  its  wllllngneM 
to  erect  plant  to  cover  entire  program  aa  needs  develop." 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  has  expired. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  Just  long  enough  to  read  three  Unes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  has  expired  tmder  the  rule. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  tMr.  Coxl. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  at  this  time  desire  to 
engage  in  debate  with  my  good  friend  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Pish]  on  the  question  of  national  defense. 
The  gentleman  has  developed  the  habit  of  shifting  his  posi- 
tion on  public  questions  as  they  arise  too  rapidly  to  antici- 
pate Just  where  he  will  stand  any  considerable  while  before 
the  necessity  for  the  making  of  decision  rises.  I  will  debate 
that  question  with  the  gentleman  when  the  issue  comes  up 
tor  the  decision  of  this  House. 
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Mr.  XNUTSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CX)X.    No;  if  the  gentleman  will  excuse  me.  please. 

Mr.  Speaker,  when  members  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee came  before  the  Committee  on  Rules  on  their  appli- 
cation for  this  rule,  I  raised  the  query  as  to  whether  the  bill 
was  business  or  politics,  and  I  was  assured  by  gentlemen 
appearing  in  behalf  of  securing  a  rule  that  it  was  business 
and  not  politics.  The  rea.son  I  made  the  inquiry  was  that 
I  knew,  as  every  one  of  you  knows,  that  different  agencies 
of  the  Government  may  be  expected  to  take  advantage  of 
this  demand  for  national  defense  to  secure  legislation  that 
will  give  them  a  stronger  position  in  the  Government  and  a 
Uu-ger  share  of  the  appropriations  that  are  to  be  made  in 
behalf  of  national  defense.  This  very  bill  that  is  made  in 
order  by  the  rule  happens  to  be  an  instance  of  that  kind. 

We  should  not  fool  ourselves.  This  happens  to  be  a  case 
where  Mr.  Lilienthal  of  the  T.  V.  A.  is  taking  advantage  of 
the  necessity  to  strengthen  the  national  defense  In  a  par- 
ticular manner  to  broaden  the  operations  of  the  T.  V.  A. 
So  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  was  upon  safe  grounds  in 
his  references  to  Mr.  Lilienthal.  But  the  very  fact  that  that 
condition  does  exist,  the  fact  that  that  statement  happened 
to  be  the  truth,  is  no  reason  in  this  particular  Instance  why 
the  bill  which  this  rule  intends  to  make  in  order  should  not 
pass.  I  hold  no  brief  for  Lilienthal  or  any  of  his  kind.  If  it 
were  within  my  power.  I  would  drive  the  whole  group  of 
leftist  reformers  out  of  the  Government.  Somelxxiy  has 
said  that  he  would  like  to  see  a  change  in  order  that  he 
could  see  a  delousing  of  Washington. 

I  am  not  making  it  that  strong,  but  change  or  no  change 
in  the  national  administration.  I  am  anxious  to  see.  and  I 
think  there  Is  a  public  need  that  this  Goverimient  be  de- 
Lilienthaled.  de-Lewlsed,  de-Hillmaned,  and  de-many  others 
who  happen  to  be  imder  the  dominion  and  the  control  of  the 
one  master  mind  of  America  at  this  hour  who  is  now  offering 
the  tremendous  political  influence  which  he  commands  on 
the  block.  In  the  next  few  days  we  will  know  who  is  willing 
to  pay  the  price  that  will  get  that  support. 

Mr.  Speaker,  those  who  have  discussed  this  question  have 
referred  to  Mr.  Stettinius.  There  is  nobody  in  this  House 
who  questions  his  fine  patriotism  or  his  ability,  but  he  does 
not  know  anything  about  the  engineering  questions  involved 
in  this  bill.  He  brought  before  the  Rules  Committee  Mr. 
Oano  Dunn,  whose  name  has  been  given  you  and  for  whom  he 
vouched  upon  his  own  reputation.  It  was  Mr.  Dunn  who  gave 
the  Rules  Committee  the  information  upon  which  it  took 
action. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  gentle- 
man 5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Dunn  has  not  been  overcome 
by  the  so-called  master  mind,  Lilienthal.  Mr.  Dunn  is  no 
push-over  for  anybody.  He  happens  to  be  the  master  elec- 
trical engineer  in  the  country,  possibly  the  world. 

But  Mr.  Dunn  came  before  us  not  only  as  a  man  of  reputa- 
tion and  fine  integrity  but  as  a  man  of  understanding  and  of 
fine  courage.  He  does  not  believe  In  all  of  this  uplift  stuff 
that  we  have  been  engaged  in. 

He  does  not  want  to  communize  or  socialize  America,  but 
he  does  want  to  do  the  manly  thing.  He  wants  to  contribute 
to  the  national  defense  which  we  need,  not  because  of  any 
important  pending  danger  but  as  a  matter  of  safety,  and  from 
the  standpoint  of  safety  Mr.  Dunn  stated  that  upon  his  in- 
vestigation there  was  immediate  necessity  for  this  activity 
and  for  this  development.  He  would  not  support  it,  he  stated, 
as  an  original  proposition.  He  stated  it  serves  as  an  adjunct 
to  what  already  has  been  done  and  while  the  cost  of  execution 
of  the  project  is  higher  than  should  be  under  some  circum- 
stances, that  its  original  cost  Is  recaptured  a  hundred  times 
over  in  the  sense  that  it  improves  the  whole  system.  Mr. 
Dunn  made  it  very  plain  before  our  committee,  and  I  am  sure 
before  the  Appropriations  Committee,  that  having  seized, 
having  taken  over,  or  having  borrowed  every  other  available 
block  of  Fwwer  in  the  coimtry,  there  is  still  a  pressing  neces- 
sity for  the  power  that  this  project  will  provide,  and  it  must 


be  provided  if  the  aluminum  necessities  of  this  Government 
are  to  be  supplied  according  to  the  plans  that  have  been 
outlined. 

Let  me  say  to  you  Republicans  who  look  with  sxispicion 
upon  T.  V.  A.,  and  I  am  not  going  to  blame  you,  and  to  you 
Democrats  who  think  as  I  do.  if  there  be  many,  and  I  think 
there  are.  those  of  us  who  continue  in  spite  of  everything  to 
resist  what  seems  to  be  the  purpose  on  the  part  of  some  to 
socialize  America,  our  philosophies  are  not  aimihilated,  and 
there  should  be  no  shock  resulting  to  us  because  of  our  sup- 
port of  the  bill  that  this  rule  intends  to  make  in  order.  I 
hope  that  we  may  relegate  to  the  rear  our  general  objections 
to  proposals  of  this  kind  and  may  unite  in  support  of  this 
measure,  because  in  uniting  we  are  expressing  a  concerted 
desire  and  determination  of  giving  support  to  the  adminis- 
tration in  the  effort  to  strengthen  the  national  defense. 
There  is  no  politics  in  this  proposal  and  none  should  be  put 
in  it. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  myself  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  my  friend  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  PisHl.  in  quoting  from  statements  concerning  the  atti- 
tude of  Mr,  Wendell  Willkie  in  approval  of  the  purposes  of 
House  Joint  Resolution  583,  overlooked  a  further  statement 
on  page  4  of  the  report  of  the  hearings  before  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations.  When  Mr.  Stettinius  was  testifying  he 
made  the  following  statement,  among  others: 

Mr.  Dunn — 

Referring  to  Mr.  Gano  Dunn — 

was  the  powpr-exp«rt  mpmber  of  the  Nitrate  CommlMlon  of  the 
War  Department  prior  to  the  World  War  and  at  that  time  made 
studies  of  the  Tennessee  River  with  reference  to  Its  suitability  and 
source  for  power  for  the  manufacture  of  nitrates.  Is  the  lawsuit^ 
this  win  amuse  some  of  you — 

I  am  still  quoting  Mr.  Stettinius: 

In  the  lawsuit — this  will  amuse  some  of  jrou — In  the  lawsuit  which 
Wendell  Willlcle  and  the  Commonwealth  &  Southern  brought  sev- 
eral years  ago  to  test  the  constitutionality  of  the  T.  V.  A.  Act,  he 
hired  Mr.  Dunn's  firm  to  represent  him  against  the  Ooveriunent. 
Mr.  Dunn  has  previously  been  opposed  to  the  Government's  policy 
of  entering  into  competition  with  private  utilities,  but  he  now  is 
strongly  in  favor  of  this  request  of  the  T.  V.  A.,  piuely  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  emergency  at  hand  and  the  Interests  of  the 
national  defense. 

Mr.  Stettinius  went  on  further  to  state: 

I  have  been  over  this  matter  for  approaching  3  weeks  now  with 
Mr.  Dunn  and  the  members  of  our  staff,  and  I  am  perfectly  confi- 
dent, gentlemen,  that  from  the  standpoint  of  our  aluminum  pro- 
duction to  meet  the  aviation  program  which  Mr.  Knudsen  Is  re- 
sponsible for,  and  a  great  many  other  developments  In  the  south- 
eastern section,  we  must  have  this  added  power. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  WoodrumI  asked: 
And  you  cannot  get  It  from  private  Industry? 

Mr.  Stettinius  responded:  t 

We  cannot,  sir:  and  it  cannot  be  delayed  for  reasons  which  Mr. 
Dunn  will  bring  out  in  his  testimony.  Not  weeks,  but  days,  count 
now  from  the  standpoint  of  speeding  this  work  up  so  that  we  can 
get  the  full  effect  of  the  spring  floods  2  years  hence. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  time  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert 
in  connection  with  my  remarks  the  report  made  by  Mr.  Dunn 
to  Mr.  Stettinius  on  this  subject,  together  with  certain 
Introductory  remarks  in  the  hearings  before  the  Appropria- 
tions Committee,  which  indicate  the  necessity  for  the  con- 
struction for  which  the  joint  resolution  provides  an  initial 
appropriation. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  matter  referred  to,  as  printed  at  pages  8-10  of  the  hear- 
ings before  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  is  as  follows: 

LETTES  IN  RZ  INCREASE  IN  POWEB  CAPACTfT  OF  T.  V.  A. 

Mr.  WooDHtTM.  Now  I  want  you  to  start  off  In  yotir  own  way  and 
give  us  what  the  picture  is.  and  then  we  wlU  ask  you  questions. 

Mr.  Dunn.  We  did  not  expect  to  come  before  this  committee.  We 
were  under  the  Impression  when  the  I*resident  had  sent  in  a  recom- 
mendation several  weelcs  ago.  at  the  time  the  matter  was  before  the 
Senate,  that  his  recommendation  would  be  approved.  Before  we  ap- 
proved this  Increase  in  power,  I  was  asked  by  Mr.  Stettinius  to  writ* 
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lUm  all  the  reasons  that  led  tis  to  approve  the  increase,  and  I  have 
here  a  letter  which  was  not  Intended  to  be  presented  to  this  com- 
mittee, nor  for  publication,  but  as  I  read  It  over  I  rather  think  It  Is 
tlie  beat  presentation  of  the  case  that  we  covild  make,  especially  as  It 
was  made  as  an  Interofflce  explanation  of  the  purpose  in  band.  X 
would  like  to  put  It  In  the  record.  U  you  will  allow  me. 

Mr.  WooDBt7M.  All  right,  sir. 

Mr.  Dunn.  It  is  dated  July  1.  1940.  addressed  to  Iilr.  Stettinius, 
trom  Gano  Dunn,  and  the  subjct  is  entitled  "Justification  of  ap- 
proval of  300.000  kilowatts  Increaae  In  power  capacity  of  the  Ten- 
ne»ee  Valley  Authority." 

It  would  bore  you  to  have  me  read  that  letter  In  full,  and  there- 
fore I  win  only  take  up  the  high  spots  in  it.  If  you  wish. 

Mr.  WoooauM.  Yes;  and  put  the  whole  letter  In  the  record.  If  you 

win. 

The  letter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

MEMORANDA  rO«   B.  E.  SmTINTOB,  JK. 

MONDAT,  JtTLT  1.  1940. 

Trom:  Oano  Dunn. 

Subject:  Justification  of  approval  of  300.000  kilowatts  increase  in 
power  capacity  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

In  re8p>onse  to  your  request  of  June  24,  Mr.  Raynor  and  I  have 
prepared  a  documented   chronology  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority power  Increase  covering  all  the  transactions  of  which  I  am 
•ware  from  June  8  to  June  28.  inclusive,  which  chronology  In  bound 
~     form  Is  attached  hereto. 

The  calculations  of  Mr.  Batt  and  Mr.  Folsom  for  an  estimated 
annual  requirement  of  aluminum  (exhibit  XVI)  based  on  a  produc- 
tion rate  of planes  per  year,  t)eginnlng  July  1.  1942.  indicates 

•  shortage  of  60.000.000  pounds  per  year  over  and  beyond  the  in- 
creased production  of  aluminum  that  wUl  by  that  time  have  been 
brought  about  by  what  may  be  caUed  a  normal  increase  in  the  rate 
of  production. 

This  so-called  normal  Increase  Involves  30.000  kilowatts  of  water 
power  to  be  developed  at  Nantahala  In  Tennessee  and  30.000  kilo- 
watts more  of  water  power  to  be  developed  at  Olenvllle  In  Ten- 
nessee both  by  the  Aluminum  Co.  Itself  plus  60.000  kilowatts  which 
by  July  1.  1942.  will  have  been  developed  at  Bonneville  In  Wash- 
ington and  applied  to  aluminum  production  there.  This  repre- 
•ents  120.000  kilowatts  of  additional  power  for  aluminum  before 
any  increase  In  the  capacity  of  T.  V.  A.  has  been  considered. 

In  arriving  at  the  60,000.000  pounds  per  year  shortage  of  alumi- 
num after  July  1,  1942.  due  allowance  has  been  made  for  the  s^jp- 
ply  of  aluminum  derived  from  recoveries  from  scrap  and  other 
•otirces.  but  no  curtailment  in  normal  consumption  or  Its  growth 
during  2  years  has  been  planned. 

The  energy  required  to  produce  aluminum  is  variously  estimated 
at  from  10  to  12  kilowatt-hours  per  pound.  On  the  assumption 
that  the  plants  run  continuously  day  and  night,  which  Is  what  is 
termed  at  100  percent  load  factor,  the  production  of  60.000.000 
pounds  of  aluminum  represents  a  power  requirement  of  approxi- 
mately 80.000  kilowatts. 

There  are  several  possible  sources  for  the  whole  or  part  of  this 
power.  Among  these  are  the  Santee-Cooper  project  now  under  con- 
struction in  South  Carolina,  the  BonnevlUe  Project  through  a  stlU 
further  increase  In  the  power  from  that  project  over  the  80.000 
kilowatts  that  has  already  been  included,  and  there  Is  the  pos.sl- 
billty  of  some  Increase  in  the  power  from  Boulder  Dam,  although 
this  latter  is  likely  to  be  preempted  for  other  projects.  There  are 
also  power  increases  In  varying  amounts  possible  from  other 
sources. 

No  increase  is  possible  from  T.  V.  A.  with  its  pre.sent  installed 
capacity,  for  this  capacity  is  not  only  fully  loaded  but  often  over- 
loaded and  makes  maximum  use  of  the  limited  amount  of  water 
that  is  available.  As  the  documented  chronology  will  show  (ex- 
hibit I),  the  Aluminum  Co.  has  already  been  given  notice  of  the 
possible  necessity  of  cutting  off  30,000  kilowatts  of  its  secondary 
power  on  account  of  low  water. 

Prom  the  point  of  view  of  national  defense  an  Increase  In  power 
for  the  production  of  aluminum  can  best  be  obtained  by  an  in- 
crease In  the  capacity  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  The 
principal  plant  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America,  which  Is  practi- 
cally the  sole  manufacturer  of  aluminum.  Is  located  in  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley.  Notwithstanding  the  Increase  of  that  company's 
plant  at  Bonneville  the  extension  of  their  plant  in  the  Tennessee 
Valley  is  likely  to  be  accomplished  with  greater  certainty  and  with 
greater  facility  than  the  building  of  new  plants  elsewhere,  having 
In  mind  the  time  limitation  within  which  the  airplane-production 
program  must  be  accomplished.  The  same  argument  that  applies 
favorably  to  the  extension  of  an  existing  aluminum  plant  applies 
favorably  also  to  the  exten.slon  of  an  existing  power  system  6uch 
as  that  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  Also,  in  recommend- 
ing power  expansion  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  we  had  in  view  cre- 
ating new  sources,  not  all  of  one  kind  of  power,  but  partly  of 
water  power  and  partly  of  eteam  power,  which  gives  two  alternatives 
on  which  to  rely  in  the  event  that  something  went  wrong  with  the 
program. 

The  Increase  In  the  hydro  power  of  t.he  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority Is  advantageous  because,  by  installing  90.000  kilowatts  of 
generating  equipment  at  the  Holston  Dam.  the  water  Impounded 
by  that  dam  will  not  only  energize  the  90,000  kilowatts  there  in- 
stalled but  an  additional  90.000  kilowatts  to  be  Installed  at  the 
Pickwick  and  Wilson  Dams  farther  down  the  river.  This  is  because 
the  Holston  Dam  happens  to  be  the  highest  one  upstream  from 
Other  dams  in  the  Tennessee  VaUey  over  which  other  dams  the 


water  which  is  stored  in  the  Holston  Reservoir  Is  slw  discharged 
with  accompanying  power,  which  would  not  be  the  ca.se  if  the  Kcl- 
■ton  Dam  stood  alone  by  itself.  By  this  particular  development  of 
the  Tennessee  Valley  it  may  be  said  that  we  get  2  kilowatts  of 
power  for  every  1  kilowatt  that  the  Holston  Dam  itself  develops. 

Our  approval  of  120,000  kilowatts  of  steam  plant  to  be  located 
near  the  Watts  Bar  Dam  has  the  effect  of  transforming  a  large 
amount  of  what  Is  termed  secondary  or  dump  power  resulting  from 
the  variations  in  the  flow  of  the  river  into  primary  or  continuous 
power  which  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  system  greatly  needs. 
The  amount  of  power  we  approved  was  180,000  kilowatts  of  hj*dro 
and  120.000  kllowatu  of  steam,  but  while  thU  constitutes  a  total 
of  300.000  kllowatu  of  increased  Installed  capacity  it  does  not  con- 
stitute 3(X).000  kilowatts  of  increased  power,  since  the  hydro  power 
and  the  steam  power  overlap  and  they  are  not  both  in  full  oper- 
ation at  the  same  time.  The  net  amount  of  Increased  power  made 
available  by  the  300,000  kUowatU  of  installed  capacity  la  In  the 
neighborhood  of  220.000  kilowatts. 

If  the  Increased  requirements  for  aluminum  were  the  only  In- 
crea.sed  requirements  lor  the  national  defense  for  which  power  will 
be  needed  in  the  Tennessee  Valley,  an  Increase  In  capacity  of  100.000 
kilowatts  would  have  been  adequate  to  take  care  of  80,000  kilowatts 
demand  for  aluminum  and  allow  some  spare  capacity. 

But,  In  addition  to  the  national  defense  demands  for  aluminum 
involved  in  the  airplane  program,  there  are  other  power  increases 
in  prospect  for  the  Tennessee  Valley,  for  Instance,  7.000  kUowatti 
to  supply  the  new  Du  Pont  power  plant  at  Memphis  (Tennessss 
Powder  Co.)  for  which  a  contract  has  just  been  let.  There  is  also 
the  requirement  of  14,000  kilowatts  for  a  proposed  paper  mill  at 
Savannah.  Tenn..  and  8.000  kilowatts  for  metallurgical  operations 
at  Wilson  Dam.  There  will  also  be  by  the  time  of  2  years  hence  an 
estimated  Increase  of  50,000  kilowatts  in  the  requirements  of  the 
various  municipalities  In  the  Tennessee  Valley  which  now  are  sup- 
plied with  power  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  These  in- 
creases besides  the  increase  for  aluminum  and  others  which  may 
yet  arise  in  the  development  of  the  defense  program  fully  Justify 
the  Increased  capacity  which  we  have  approved. 

In  the  case  of  hydro  expansion  at  T.  V.  A.,  the  construction  work 
can  be  performed  in  less  than  the  usual  time,  because  as  we  hsve 
been  informed,  the  designs  are  wholly  complete  and  the  technical 
staffs  now  flnUhlng  one  of  the  other  projects  can  be  Immediately 
transferred  to  the  Holston  River  project.  The  Tennessee  Vallry 
engineers  assiue  us  that  under  these  circumstances  the  hydro 
expansion  can  be  ready  within  24  months  U  the  appropriation  Is 
promptly  approved  but  that  if  there  is  delay  in  starting  tlie  hydro 
work  through  delay  In  making  the  appropriation  the  power  wiU  be 
delayed  nearly  a  year  through  missing  the  opportunity  of  flulng 
the  new  reservoir  with  the  spring  floods. 

With  respect  to  the  steam  expansion,  we  are  informed  that,  pro- 
vided orders  are  placed  for  the  machinery  prior  to  July  15  and  pro- 
vided authorissation  is  given  to  employ  negotiated  contracts  Instead 
Of  competitive  bidding,  the  first  part  of  the  steam  power  can  be 
avaUable  within  18  months. 

As  has  already  been  mentioned,  additional  power  will  probably 
be  available  from  the  hydroelectric  development  at  Bonneville  in 
Washington,  but  the  plans  for  the  aluminum  requirements  (exhibit 
XVI)  already  include  60,000  kilowatts  additional  from  there  by 
Jtily  1.  1942. 

More  power  than  this  it  is  not  considered  desirable  to  apply  to 
the  production  of  aluminum  at  Bonneville  because  the  site  is  so 
far  from  the  sources  of  bauxite,  one  of  the  principal  raw  materials 
entering  into  the  aluminum  production,  that  the  transportation 
from  Tennessee  and  Arkansa.s  where  the  material  Is  new  found  to 
Bonneville,  which  is  on  the  Columbia  River  in  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington, not  only  Involves  large  additional  exi^ense  but  with  the 
return  shipment  of  the  finished  product  eastward  will  tend  to  clog 
the  railroad  systems  of  the  country  at  a  time  when  the  require- 
ments of  national  defense  are  going  to  place  heavy  additional 
demands  upon  them. 

In  selecting  the  Tennessee  Valley  as  the  location  for  the  princi- 
pal power  expansion  which  we  have  approved,  we  have  bad  In  mind 
not  only  the  location  there  of  the  principal  plant  of  the  Aluminum 
Co  of  America  but  also  the  excellence  of  the  organization,  technical 
and  otherwise,  that  has  been  assembled  there.  On  account  of  the 
large  developments  that  have  already  been  made  in  the  Tennessss 
Valley,  their  engineers  and  other  staffs  are  part  of  a  going  organi- 
sation, experienced  In  the  construction  of  dams  and  transmission 
lines  to  an  extent  not  likely  to  l>e  found  in  any  entirely  new  project 
not  yet  completed. 

Oano  Dunn. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  McLkaw)  there  were — ayes  142,  noes  30. 

So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WCX)DRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  resolve  Itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  583)  making  an  additional  appro- 
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prlation  for  the  Tennessee  VaJley  Authority  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national  defense. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  House  Joint  Resolution  583,  with  Mr.  Hart  in 
the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  first  reading  of  the  joint  resolution  was  dispensed 
with. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself 
10  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  matter  presented  in  this  joint  reso- 
lution is  critically  necessary  for  the  national -defense  pro- 
gram. I  believe  every  Member  of  this  House  is  committed 
in  some  form  or  another  to  cooperate  for  an  adequate  na- 
tional defense.  There  may  be  some  differences  of  opinion 
as  to  what  that  adequate  national  defense  would  call  for. 
Therefore  I  hope  that  in  the  consideration  of  this  resolution 
we  will  not  undertake  to  resurrect  and  reconsider  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  or  not  there  should  have  been  a  Tennessee 
Valley  development  or  whether  or  not  the  oflBcials  now  pres- 
ently connected  with  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  should 
be  there  or  some  others  put  in  their  places,  and  that  we  will 
in  no  respect  whatever  bring  up  our  old  prejudices  and  our 
old  recollections  and  our  old  scars  of  other  battles. 

In  figuring  out  this  defense  program  two  things  have  been 
necessary,  preeminently  necessary.  One  was  to  secure  an 
adequate  number  of  trained  human  beings  for  our  defense 
effort.  The  next  was  to  implement  those  human  beings,  to 
give  the  pilots  airplanes  to  fly.  to  give  the  tank  drivers  tanks 
to  travel  with,  to  give  the  soldiers  guns,  armor,  ammunition, 
and  quarters,  to  give  the  Navy  an  adequate  fleet,  and  so  forth. 
To  do  that  most  important  thing  the  whole  procedure  was 
so  to  coordinate  and  so  to  mobilize  private  industry  as  to  be 
able  to  provide  these  necessary  Implements  of  national 
defense. 

It  seems  to  me  the  President  did  a  very  proper  and  very 
appropriate  thing  when  he  called  into  the  service  of  the 
Ctovernment  the  leading  private  business  experts  in  their 
particular  lines  in  the  United  States,  regardless  of  their 
political  afflliations  or  their  ideas  of  political  philosophy,  in 
order  to  constitute  this  advisory  commission  on  defense. 
This  is  not  a  Crovernment  agency  in  the  ordinary  sense.  It 
is  purely  an  advisory  commission.  Mr.  Knudsen  heading  up 
that  Commission.  I  doubt  if  any  man  in  this  Chamber  would 
challenge  the  fact  that  Mr.  Knudsen  is  probably  as  well,  if 
not  better,  qualified  than  any  man  in  the  United  States  when 
it  comes  to  the  question  of  mass  production,  of  actually  pro- 
ducing expeditiously  these  necessary  implements  of  national 
defense.  Mr.  Knudsen  surrounded  himself  with  experts  of 
equal  prominence,  one  of  the  principal  of  whom  is  Edward 
R.  Stettinius.  Jr..  former  chairman  of  the  board  of  United 
states  steel.  Mr.  Knudsen's  job  is  to  take  the  materials  and 
work  them  into  the  finished  product.  The  job  of  Mr.  Stet- 
tinius Is  to  provide  Mr.  Knudsen  with  the  raw  materials. 

These  men  proceeded,  then,  to  surround  themselves  with 
men  expert  In  their  own  particular  lines  in  order  to  build  up 
this  defense  program  and  get  it  going.  They  have  been 
before  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  several  times.  I  for 
one  wish  to  record  the  fact  that  I  believe  everything  humanly 
possible  is  being  done  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of  Congress  and 
the  wishes  of  the  American  people  that  this  defense  program 
be  expedited  and  that  we  not  only  appropriate  money  but 
get  something  for  the  money  that  we  appropriate,  and  get  it 
qulck'.y. 

When  it  comes  to  the  question  of  producing  airplanes,  the 
President  laid  out  a  tentative  program  approximating  a  pro- 
gram of  50.000  planes  a  year.  This  does  not  mean  that  we 
will  make  50.000  airplanes  this  year  or  next  year,  but  it  is  a 
program,  it  is  an  objective,  to  build  up  and  expand,  to  build 
new  plants  if  necessary,  so  that  as  soon  as  possible  our  pro- 
duction of  planes  will  reach  the  point  of  50.0C0  a  year  or  there- 
abouts. This  ja-ogram.  was  laid  before  this  Advisory  Commis- 
sion on  Defense,  and  they  were  asked  to  do  it. 


They  went  to  work  on  the  proposition.  Mr.  Knudsen,  In 
figiu-ing  on  it,  said  to  Mr.  Stettinius: 

We  begin  on  tills,  and  we  can  build  up  gradually.  This  a  pro- 
gram that  is  progressive.  We  will  build  up  gradually,  but  by  the 
end  of  June  1942  we  wUl  produce  a  certain  number  of  planes. 
Public  policy  suggests  that  we  should  not  name  the  exact  number, 
but  It  U  a  numlier  less  than  50.000.  We  wUl  be  at  a  point  where 
Industry,  expanding  Industry  and  new  Industry,  can  be  on  a 
production  of  so  many  thousands  of  planes  a  year.  But  when  we 
reach  that  time,  according  to  the  survey  my  experts  have  made, 
we  will  be  short  60.000.000  pounds  of  aluminum  per  year.  So  as 
this  program  is  built  up  to  that  point.  If  we  are  to  carry  on  from 
there  you  must  simultaneously  make  provision  so  that  when  it 
reaches  that  point  we  will  have  aluminum  in  a  greater  quantity 
by  60.000.000  pounds  a  year  than  we  have  now. 

Hence  the  beginning  of  the  proposition  which  Is  now  before 
the  Congress. 

No;  we  do  not  need  the  power  tomorrow.  We  have  enough 
aluminum  tomorrow  to  build  the  number  of  planes  that  are 
laid  out  tomorrow,  but  we  will  be  lacking  60.000.000  pounds 
a  year  in  1942  of  being  able  to  carry  on  this  program. 

Why  think  about  building  planes  in  1942?  I  believe  I 
am  not  stating  any  secret,  because  it  has  been  in  the  pubic 
press,  when  I  say  that  the  British  Government  is  now  putting 
its  own  funds  into  America  to  finance  new  airplane  enter- 
prises in  order  to  furnish  them  planes  on  a  basis  of  3.000  a 
month  for  their  own  use,  and  they  cannot  get  them  into 
production  until  1944.  So  they  are  looking  ahead  and  we 
must  also  look  ahead  with  respect  to  this  program.  The 
Advisory  Commission  on  Defense  is  also  looking  ahead,  as 
well  as  Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stettinius.  not  in  a  casual  or 
nonchalant  way,  but  with  all  of  the  emphasis  and  all  of  the 
force  they  can  put  beliind  this  appeal  and  they  have  stated 

to  the  Appropriations  Committee  that  it  is  vitally  and  ur- 
gently necessary  that  they  be  provided  with  this  additional 
aluminum  by  1942. 

Now,  how  are  you  going  to  get  it?  You  must  build  new 
plants.  It  is  proposed  to  build  a  new  plant  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  present  one  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  area,  and  to  do  that 
there  is  required  additional  power.  The  Advisory  Coimcil  on 
Defense  summoned  to  its  assistance  Mr.  Gano  Dunn,  well 
known  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  City  [Mr.  Taber] 
and  many  of  you  gentlemen  on  the  Republican  side  of  the 
House.  He  is  a  Republican,  and  an  outstanding  Republican, 
very  firm  and  very  orthodox  in  his  Republican  beliefs,  but, 
like  you  and  like  myself,  or  like  we  have  professed  to  be,  he 
is  for  this  defense  program  first.  Not  only  is  Mr.  Dunn  a 
membsr  of  the  minority  party  but  Mr.  Dunn  has  been  an 
habitual  and  relentless  opponent  of  the  T.  V.  A.  He  has 
opp>osed  It  at  every  step  of  the  way.  He  has  lectured  many 
times  on  the  value  of  producing  electric  power  by  steam  rather 
than  by  water  power,  and  he  will  say  to  you  now  that  if  it 
were  a  question  of  starting  at  scratch  and  producing  this  new 
power  that  is  needed,  if  there  were  no  T.  V.  A.  to  build  on  to. 
unquestionably  we  should  do  it  by  steam,  but  Mr.  Dunn  will 
also  tell  you  this:  He  will  tell  you  that,  already  having  T.  V.  A. 
set  up  as  a  going  concern  and  already  having  this  succession 
of  dams  on  the  Tennessee  River,  that  by  going  up  on  the  Hol- 
ston  River  and  putting  in  this  Cherokee  Dam.  of  which  Mr. 
Wendell  Willkie  speaks  in  his  statement,  that  you  get  not^ 
only  the  primary  power  produced  by  the  introduction  of  a 
new  dam  but  every  time  the  water  goes  over  one  of  those  dams 
downstream  you  get  additional  power. 

IH»re  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself 
10  additional  minutes. 

And  Mr.  Dunn,  as  I. say.  one  of  the  outstanding  and  leading 
electrical  engineering  experts  in  the  country,  will  tell  you.  as 
he  has  told  all  of  us.  emphatically  and  unequivocally,  that 
this  project  is  justified,  this  project  which  calls  for  the  build- 
ing of  this  dam  and  supplementing  it  by  one  steam-generating 
plant. 

The  project  calls  for  a  total  expendittire  of  $65,800,000. 

The  building  of  a  storage  dam  and  hydroelectric  power 
plant  on  the  Holston  River  near  Jefiferson  City.  Tenn..  will 
cost  $36,000,000;  installing  two  new  generating  units  at  Wil- 
son Dam  and  one  at  Pickwick  Dam  to  cost  $5,300,000,  and  by 
making  these  additional  Installations  you  get  the  benefit  of 
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the  additional  storage  you  have  upstream  by  putting  in  one 
steam-generating  plant  to  cost  $10,500,000,  and  the  necessary 
transmission  facilities  to  tie  this  up  to  cost  $14,000,000. 

This  power  Is  vitally  needed.  It  cannot  be  secured  any- 
where else.  Private  industry  cannot  provide  It.  Of  course, 
someone  has  said,  "Cotild  you  not  take  the  power  from  T.  V.  A. 
by  having  the  T.  V.  A.  shut  off  the  power  it  is  selling  to  some 
other  people  and  turn  all  of  the  power  over  to  the  defense 
program?"  Certainly  you  coukl  do  that  If  you  wished  to  shut 
off  that  power  which  the  T.  V.  A.  has  sold  and  Is  delivering  to 
ether  manufacturers,  many  of  whom  are  also  engaged  in 
work  of  the  defense  program,  but  it  would  not  be  the  part  of 
good  business  or  good  judgment  to  take  power  that  T.  V.  A. 
has  sold  to  someone  else  and  divert  it.  It  would  simply  require 
those  people  to  build  new  plants  of  some  kind  or  to  shut  down 
their  operations. 

Now,  some  one  has  suggested,  and  I  believe  such  an  amend- 
ment will  be  offered,  that  we  cut  out  the  dam  and  Just  build 
the  steam -generating  plant.  I  want  to  read  you  a  letter  which 
Mr.  Gano  Dunn  wrote  to  me,  at  my  request,  when  that  ques- 
tion was  raised.    This  letter  is  dated  July  29,  1940. 

Dear  Mk.  WoooRtn*:  Certain  members  of  the  committee  of  which 
you  are  chairman  have  raised  the  question:  Why  should  not  the 
increased  capacity  of  T.  V.  A.  required  for  national  defenee  purpasee 
be  wholly  in  steam  power  Instead  of  partly  in  steam  power  and 
partly  In  hydroelectric  power  as  has  Ix^n  reconamended  by  the 
engineers  and  approved  by  the  AdTisory  Cotiunisslon  of  the  Council 
oX  National  Defense? 

The  most  reliable  and  economical  operation  of  a  mixed  system 
like  that  of  the  T.  V.  A.  comes  about  when  the  amount  of  steam 
bears  to  the  amount  of  hydro  a  ratio  determined  Ijy  engineering 
considerations.  If  in  the  T.  V.  A.  eytitem  the  steam  is  expanded  at 
the  expense  of  the  water  the  cost  of  operation  is  considerably  in- 
creased and  some  of  the  benefits  of  hydroelectric  development  is 
lost.  If  not  enough  steam  is  provided  the  op>eratton  in  reepect  to 
fxlme  power  becomes  uncertain  and  a  large  part  of  the  power  be- 
comes secondary  power  of  much  lower  value. 

The  amount  at  steam  power  Induded  in  the  plan  is  the  right 
amotmt  to  give  the  l^est  compromise  between  these  conflicting 
requirements  and  any  Important  change  In  It  would  be  contrary  to 
good  engineering. 

There  is  another  consideration  of  a  most  serious  kind.  Since  the 
matter  came  up  a  month  or  so  ago  the  power  demands  for  national 
defense  have  begun  to  rise  all  over  the  lndu.strial  part  of  the 
country  and  many  large  orders  have  been  placed  with  the  manu- 
facturing companies  for  steam  machinery  and  eqtilpment.  To  such 
an  extent  has  this  occurred  that  whereas  deliveries  of  15  to  18 
months  were  then  possible — I  am  informed  that  in  the  last  3  weeks 
the  General  Electric  Co.,  the  largest  manufacturer  of  steam  turbo- 
generator*, has  been  obliged  to  lengthen  its  delivery  dates  so  that 
It  Is  now  quoting  deliveries  no  earlier  than  25  nu}nths  from  the  date 
of  order. 

If  imder  these  circumstances  the  amount  of  steam  equipment 
for  the  T.  V.  A  expan.slon  should  be  materially  Increased  It  could 
only  be  at  the  expense  of  the  expansion  of  steam  plants  elsewhere 
also  needed  for  national  defense  and  It  is  protMble  that  the  priority 
authorities  would  not  recognise  the  claim  for  early  delivery  of  a 
large  part  of  the  T.  V.  A.  order. 

For  aU  these  reasons  and  In  the  Interest  of  the  prompt  deter- 
nUnatlcn  of  the  T.  V.  A.  expansion  which  Is  urgently  needed  for  the 
national  defense  I  urge  that  the  proportions  of  steam  to  hydro 
which  have  been  carefully  determmed  from  engmeermg  considera- 
tions be  not  disttirbcd. 

Respectfully  yours.  Oawo  Dxtnn. 

Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  say  this.  In  a  program  of  this  magni- 
tude, you  have  to  place  confidence  in  some  people  whom  you 
think  have  Information  and  certain  technical  knowledge, 
and  I  do  not  know  where  you  would  go,  and  I  do  not  believe 

my  friend  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  TabirJ  can 
suggest  anywhere  to  go.  to  find  a  greater  electrical  engineer- 
ing expert  than  Mr.  Dunn,  and  with  his  background  and  with 
his  predilections,  when  he  goes  in  as  vigorously  and  as  strongly 
as  he  does  endorsing  propositions,  backed  up  by  the  Advisory 
Commission  on  Defense,  saying  this  is  vitally  needed  for  our 
airplane-production  program,  then  it  would  seem  to  me  that 
the  House  of  Representatives  or  any  Member  thereof  would 
be  going  a  long  way  to  place  his  lay  judgment  against  the 
expert  judgment  of  these  gentlemen. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

BIT.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Yes. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  How  much  additional  aluminum  will  this 
plant  produce,  and  how  much  is  being  produced  at  the  present 
time? 


Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  That  statement  is  In  the 
hearings.  I  cannot  recall  it  at  the  moment,  but  a  number  of 
pounds  above  what  I  stated  in  my  opening  statement.  That 
Is  to  say.  when  this  program  reaches  July  1,  1942,  as  it  has 
progres.sed,  there  will  be  60,000,000  pounds  of  aluminum  short. 
TTiere  is  in  the  hearings  a  statement  of  how  many  pounds  is 
presently  being  produced.  This  statement  may  be  surprising. 
It  requires  on  an  average  5  tons  of  aluminum  for  each  plane. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  find  on  page  9  of 
the  hearings  a  statement  In  Mr.  Dunn's  report  that  they  will 
need  60.000,000  pounds  of  aluminum,  which  represents  a 
power  requirement  of  approximately  80.000  kilowatts,  and 
yet  we  are  asked  to  provide  100,000  kilowatts  from  steam 
and  120,000  kilowatts  from  water  power — apparently  three 
and  a  half  times  more  than  the  maximimi  needed  to  produce 
the  aluminum. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Oh,  there  is  a  number  of 
other  defense  requirements  down  there  besides  aluminum. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Obviously,  from  his  statement,  un- 
less there  is  some  further  explanation,  his  statement  is  not 
very  clear.  It  is  hardly  even  an  excuse,  because  he  further 
states  that  60.000  pounds  can  be  procured  out  West  at 
Bonneville.  Therefore  he  is  only  20.000  shy.  and  we  are  pro- 
viding 200,000  kilowatts  more  for  other  purposes.  Are  those 
other  purposes  just  general  In  nature? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Oh,  no;  there  Is  a  powder 
plant  coming  in  there  that  originally  asked  for  7,000  kilo- 
watts, and  now  that  request  has  been  jumped  to  14.000.  And 
there  is  a  number  of  other  industries.  My  attention  was 
called  to  page  10  of  this  report,  and  I  read  the  following: 

If  the  Increased  requirements  for  aluminum  were  the  only  in- 
creased requirements  for  the  national  defense  for  which  power 
will  be  needed  in  the  Tennessee  Valley,  an  increase  In  capacity  of 
100,000  kilowatts  would  have  been  adequate  to  take  care  of  80,000 
kilowatts  demand  for  aluminum  and  allow  some  spare  capacity. 

But,  In  addition  to  the  national-defense  demands  for  aluminum 
Involved  In  the  airplane  program,  there  are  other  power  Increases 
In  proi'pect  for  the  Tennessee  VaUey;  for  Instance.  7.000  kilowatts 
to  supply  the  new  Du  Pont  power  plant  at  Memphis,  for  which  a 
contract  has  Just  been  let. 

And.  as  I  say.  that  has  been  stepped  up  now  to  14.000. 

Mr.  McLELAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Yes. 

Mr.  McLean.  That  power  plant  will  need  this  power  long 
before  December  1942.  There  is  not  a  dollar's  worth  of  power 
now  being  provided  for  that  will  be  used  at  that  powder 
plant.    This  will  not  produce  any  more  power  until  1942. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  The  gentleman  will  see  from 
Mr.  Dunn's  statement  that  there  are  other  points  along  there 
where  power  is  coming  in.  There  are  two  private  projects 
tliere.  TTie  Aluminum  Co,  has  a  power  project  coming  in, 
bringing  in  additional  power,  and  the  whole  thing  is  pro- 
gressive. We  do  not  want  it  tomorrow,  but  we  will  need  it 
later. 

Mr.  McLean.  The  gentleman  will  please  get  the  point. 
Under  this  program  that  we  are  asked  to  vote  this  $65,800,000 
for,  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  says  that  the  steam  plant 
Will  not  be  ready  until  December  1941,  and  that  the  hydro 
plant  win  not  be  ready  until  successively  August,  September, 
October,  1942.  What  right  have  they  to  avail  themselves  of 
this  powder  plant,  which  is  ready  to  open  and  must  neces- 
sarily operate  instantly,  as  a  reason  why  we  should  now  spend 
this  money  for  power  that  is  needed  immediately  and  that 
will  not  be  available  until  2  years  from  now? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia has  again  expired. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself 
2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  MICHENER.   Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  In  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  I  Mr.  McLean  1,  the  hearing  l^efore  the  Rules  Commit- 
tee was  later  than  the  hearing  before  the  Appropriations 
Committee.  Mr.  Dimn  explained  clearly  that  according  to 
the  program  of  the  National  Defense  Commission  the  bottle- 
neck will  be  reached  on  July  1,  1942,  and  that  aU  available 
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power  anywhere  within  the  United  States  would  be  used  from 
now  on;  but  that  on  July  1.  1942.  if  we  are  to  keep  up  our 
program  of  building  airplanes  according  to  schedule,  we  must 
have  the  power  provided  for  in  this  bilL  This  bill  is  to  meet 
a  demand  which  will  arise  on  that  day. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  When  you  talk  about  furnishing  powder 
plants,  why  does  not  the  Du  Pont  Co.  locate  its  power  plants 
where  we  now  have  power  accessible,  as  we  have  in  Penn- 
sylvania, where  they  already  have  powder  plants,  and  where 
they  can  go  ahead  and  manufacture  powder  immediately? 
Why  wait  on  this  plant? 

One  other  question:  You  are  going  to  build  a  proposed 
Tiaper  null.  My  goodness,  the  paper  mills  of  this  country  are 
adequate  now  to  furnish  all  the  paper  we  need.  Why  start 
in  constructing  new  paper  mills  under  this  project? 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  suggest  that  the  chamber 
of  commerce  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  Brother 
Rich's  community  might  better  present  that  proposition. 

Mr.  DONDERO.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WCXDDRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  What  effort  has  been  made  to  ascertain 
whether  or  not  private  Industry  could  furnish  this  all-im- 

portant  material,  aluminum,  which  is  so  necessary  for  the 
manufacture  of  planes? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Private  industry  will  furnish 
It,  but  they  must  have  power  with  which  to  make  it.  Some- 
body has  to  produce  the  power  to  furnish  to  private  industry. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    And  that  is  not  available  now? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.     That  is  not  available  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia has  again  expired. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  would  like  to  have  the  gentleman  answer 
why  we  are  building  this  proposed  pap>er  mill? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.     My  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  15  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  no  one  is  more  interested  in  promoting  the 
national  defense  than  I  am.  However,  I  am  not  inclined  to 
support  something  that  I  believe  to  be  a  racket,  trjring  to  ride 
in  on  the  skirts  of  national  defense,  just  because  it  is  passed 
on  by  someone  who  I  do  not  believe  has  given  it  adequate 
study.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  is  my  opinion  of  the  type  of 
consideration  that  Mr.  Dunn  has  given  to  this  particular 
project. 

Let  me  say  to  you  that  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  has 
been  continuously  an  outfit  that  we  could  tell  absolutely 
nothing  about.  When  they  gave  us  figures,  we  could  not 
depend  upon  them.  When  they  gave  us  operating  state- 
ments, we  could  not  depend  upon  them. 

Let  me  give  you  the  slightest  bit  of  history  of  this  outfit  and 
of  that  development.  The  Board  of  Army  Engineers  esti- 
mated that  for  $75  000.000  they  could  put  in  all  the  navigation 
works  that  might  be  desired  there.  Let  me  say  to  you  that 
with  reference  to  their  flood-control  proposition,  it  has  gotten 
down  now,  I  think,  to  about  259.000  acre-feet  in  the  Norris 
Reservoir,  according  to  a  statement  put  out  by  their  Chief 
Engineer,  Colonel  Parker. 

Let  me  say  to  you  that  in  the  hearings  last  winter  it  was 
claimed  there  were  1,500.000  acre-feet  of  storage  in  Norris 
Reservoir  for  power  purposes  and  520.000  for  flood  control; 
that  it  is  now  claimed  that  1,761.000  there  is  for  power,  and  I 
understand  that  another  engineer  from  the  T.  V.  A.  has  esti- 
mated that  that  power  storage  Is  1,100.000  acre-feet  within 
the  last  2  or  3  days. 

Let  me  say  to  you  that  they  have  furnished  me  tables  show- 
ing the  run-off  of  this  Holston  River  month  by  month,  week 
by  week,  over  a  period  of  19  years.  They  tell  us  that  in  an 
average  year,  Mke  1927,  Holston  Reservoir  would  be  filled  in 
3  months.  In  1927  the  average  cubic-foot-per-second  flow 
was  5.910.  That  was  the  second  highest  year  in  history.  The 
average  flow  is  4.673  over  the  19  years,  or  one-flfth  less.  The 
average  flew  over  the  last  10  years  is  4.250.  or  about  two- 
thirds  what  they  figure  on.    In  the  lowest  12  months  in  the 


last  24  the  flow  is  2.031  cubic  feet  per  second.  It  Is  ap- 
parent that  the  dam  will  be  filled  in  not  less  than  6  months. 

Mr.  GORE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  Not  at  this  time.  If  the  gentleman  has  a 
question  later,  I  will  yield. 

Every  statement  we  have  had  from  that  T.  V.  A.  outfit  has 
worked  out  just  like  that. 

So  that  we  may  know  something  about  what  the  power 
situation  ought  to  be  according  to  the  tables  that  they  have 
given  us,  and  so  that  we  may  know  something  about  how  they 
have  been  operating,  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this,  and  I 
am  going  to  put  this  into  the  Record  in  a  table.  The  total 
cost  of  these  items,  according  to  the  table  on  page  1682  of 
last  year's  hearings,  is  $343,978,000;  deduct  from  that  one- 
eighth  of  the  Norris  Reservoir  that  they  claim  is  for  flood 
control  today,  $3,750,000;  and  deduct  two-thirds,  although 
it  is  altogether  too  much,  on  the  navigation  proposition. 
$50,000,000,  and  you  have  left  a  cost  of  $290,208,000.  The 
interest  on  that  is  $8,706,000.  Depreciation  on  a  reasonable 
basis  is  $5,804,000;  and  operating  expense,  according  to  page 
1630  of  the  hearings,  for  the  year  1941.  Is  $7,464,000.  This 
makes  a  total  cost  of  $21,974,400. 

The  estimated  revenue  for  that  year  was  $12,800,000.  This 
shows  a  loss  for  the  year  of  $9,174,000.  The  taxpayers  from 
yoiir  district  and  mine  will  pay  that  cost  and  will  continue  to 
pay  It  just  SO  long  as  that  incompetent  outfit  runs  the  T.  V.  A. 

Cost  (p.  1682  of  1941  hearings) $343,978,000 

No  flood  control  except  one-eighth  Norrla 3.750,000 


Navigation,  two-thirds  Of  engineers'  estimate  (liberal) 


Coat  of  power: 

Interest.  3  percent 

Depreciation : 

10  percent  on  transmission 

I'i  percent  on  dams 

3  percent  on  wheels  and  generators 

Average.  2  percent 

Operating: 

Estimated  expense  (p.  1630)  for  1940. 


340.  208, OCO 
50.  COO,  000 

290,  208.  coo 

8, 706.  340 


5, 804, 160 


7.464.000 


Total  cost-. 21.974.400 

Estimated  revenue  (p.  1630) 12,800,000 


Loss. 


9.  174.000 


At  the  present  time,  according  to  the  testimony  of  this 
outflt  in  the  1941  hearings  of  last  December,  and  adding  to  it 
60,000  kilowatts  of  steam  plant,  the  present  capacity  of  the 
plant  is  939.000  kilowatts.  According  to  their  own  statemen*:, 
their  average  secondary  capacity  is  70.000;  their  firm  capacity 
is  599.000;  their  peak  demand  is  790,000.  By  July  1,  1942, 
Including  this  120.000  steam  plant  they  are  asking  for.  there 
will  be  a  plant  capacity  of  1,105,000  kilowatts,  a  firm  power  of 
612.000  kilowatts,  and  an  average  secondary  power  of  182,000 
kilowatts,  with  a  peak  demand  of  945.000  kilowatts.  Add  to 
that  Pickwick  No.  4  and  Wilson  9  and  10  or  Wilson  11  and 
12 — the  testimony  is  rather  confusing  on  that — and  you  get 
1,193.000  installed:  adding  the  new  plant,  120.000.  you  get 
1,313,000,  with  a  firm  kilowatt  capacity  of  732,000. 

This  set-up  is  suflBcient  to  take  care  of  the  average  power 
requirements  for  1942.  It  runs  the  total  demand  up  to  642,- 
000,  according  to  their  estimate,  and  it  shows  a  surplus  of 
90,000  kilowatts  after  providing  for  these  items  of  war  pre- 
paredness. 

The  reason  I  am  going  to  suggest  that  this  steam  plant  be 
allowed  to  stay  in  is  because  I  believe — and  the  T.  V.  A. 
investigating  committee  a  year  ago  so  found — that  they  need 
a  steam -plant  auxiliai-y,  because  they  had  gone  to  work  and 
Invited  everyone  down  in  there  at  prices  below  cost.  They 
had  gotten  manufacturing  outfits  down  there  so  far  beyond 
the  capacity  of  the  cutfit  to  take  care  of  them  the  way  they 
were  operating  that  they  needed  a  steam-plant  auxiliary  to 
take  care  of  that  situation.  At  the  present  time  if  they  would 
operate  that  outflt  as  it  should  be  operated  I  believe  they 
would  have  the  capacity  to  take  care  of  this, national-defence 
proposal.  The  total  amount  of  power  that  would  be  required 
for  aluminum  would  rim  from  65.000.  according  to  the  alumi- 
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num  company,  to  80.000.  according  to  Mr.  Dunn.  The  other 
ttem  might  run  30.000  additional,  so  the  peak  capacity  that 
would  need  to  be  added  would  t>e  116  kilowatts. 

The  following  table,  as  I  understand  it,  is  the  capacity  of 
the  T.  V.  A.  without  the  so-called  Cherokee  Dam: 
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112,000 

00.000 

170,000 

Why  should  we  go  ahead  and  add  another  dam  out  of  the 
National  Treasury  to  spread  out  these  people  into  the  power 
business  is  beyond  me.  Just  think  of  putting  up  to  us  the 
building  of  a  power  dam  in  such  times  as  these  to  install 
a  paper  mill,  when  all  of  us  know  that  a  paper  mill  can  go 
anywhere  and  that  it  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
national  defense.  It  Is  perfectly  ridiculous.  We  ought  to 
keep  away  from  that  kind  of  operation.  We  ought  not  to  get 
into  the  sort  of  thing  they  are  trying  to  lead  us  into  here. 
There  is  absolutely  no  reason  why  we  should  go  ahead  and 
provide  for  this  new  dam.  If  we  go  ahead  with  It.  we  shall 
take  the  best  farms  they  have  left  in  the  Tennessee  Valley. 
Already  all  sorts  of  folks  down  there  are  building  up  cases 
for  big  damages  for  taking  their  land,  and  we  are  going  to 
get  into  just  one  more  racket  like  the  one  we  were  in  before 
when  we  started  in  with  the  power  business. 

Why  can  we  not  have  a  sense  of  responsibility  as  we  ap- 
proach this  problem?  Why  can  we  not  use  our  own  common 
sense?  I  am  going  to  prep€u-e  for  the  Record  a  table  show- 
ing the  flow  of  this  river  year  by  year  and  the  average  flow 
over  the  last  10  years  from  the  statement  that  has  been 
furnished  me  by  Mr.  Parker.  Why  should  we  turn  over  all 
this  money  to  this  particular  outflt  to  go  ahead  and  waste, 
when  we  know  they  will  waste  it  if  we  give  it  to  them? 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  There  are  power  facilities  In  other  parts  of 
the  country  where  they  can  manufacture  powder.  Why  is  it 
necessary  to  increase  these  dams  and  build  this  power  plant 
In  this  particular  location  for  the  manufacture  of  powder? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  will  not  question  that,  because  it  is  a  matter 
of  only  15.000  or  20,000  kilowatts;  I  am  not  going  to  fuss 
about  that.  Powder  is  an  item  for  national  defense,  but  I 
presume  they  could  build  those  plants  elsewhere.  This  outflt, 
however,  is  running  Its  power  out  and  selling  it.  as  I  have 
demonstrated  to  you,  for  less  than  it  costs,  at  the  expense  of 
other  taxpayers.  If  a  manufacturer  can  go  down  there  and 
get  the  power  at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers,  there  is 
naturally  some  attraction  to  go  there. 
'      [Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  1  additional 
minute. 

When  the  appropriate  time  comes,  I  shall  move  to  strike 
out  that  part  of  the  bill  providing  for  the  power  dam.  because 
I  believe  they  have  all  of  that  sort  of  thing  they  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  get  into  in  that  particular  territory.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  any  reason  why  we  should  go  into  it.  Ten 
million  dollars  will  build  the  power  plant,  according  to  their 
testimony,  in  18  months.  The  other  thing  will  take  from  2 
to  3  years,  and  it  win  just  be  a  waste.  There  Is  very  serious 
doubt  as  to  whether  that  outflt  could  possibly  ever  get  it 


ready,  and  I  do  not  believe  It  is  in  the  interest  of  national 
defense  to  waste  our  substance.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  I  Mr.  JehnincsI. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  measxire  now  l>efore 
the  House  provides  for  the  construction  of  what  is  known  as 
the  Cherokee  Dam  on  the  Holston  River  near  Jefferson  City, 
Tenn.,  and  for  the  installation  of  three  electric  generators, 
two  at  the  Wilson  Dam  and  one  at  the  Pickwick  Dam;  and 
also  for  the  construction  of  a  steam-generating  plant  to  sup- 
plement and  equalize  the  production  of  firm  power  from  these 
nine  dams  in  the  Tennessee  Authority  during  periods  of 
drought. 

If  the  reasons  advanced  in  support  of  this  measure  are 
sound  and  if  the  facts  stated  in  support  of  It  are  true,  the 
measure  should  ptiss.  It  has  just  been  stated  here  by  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York  that  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  had  induced  a  large  number  of  industries 
to  come  down  there  in  order  to  use  this  power.  That  is  not 
in  accordance  with  the  facts.  This  was  an  industrial  region 
before  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  came  there  and  it  is 
such  today.  And  today  one-third  of  the  critical  war  ma- 
terials that  are  produced  in  this  country  are  produced  in 
the  Tennessee  Valley  area.  This  includes  copper.  Iron,  and 
aluminum. 

At  Alcoa,  in  Blount  County,  is  located  the  largest  aluminum 

plant  in  the  world.  It  is  located  on  a  tract  of  3,000  acres  of 
land.  The  buildings  themselves  cover  90  acres  of  that  land. 
There  is  shipped  each  day  of  the  year  to  Alcoa  1.000.000 
pounds  of  alumina,  which  is  an  alimiinum  oxide  which  hat 
l)een  produced  from  bauxite  at  the  company's  plant  In  St. 
Louis.  Mo.  That  ore  Is  mined  in  Arkansas  and  in  South 
America. 

The  1,000,000  poimds  of  aluminum  oxide  is  there,  by  the 
use  of  electric  current,  separated  into  its  component  parts. 
This  is  done  by  mixing  the  alumina  with  cryolite  in  a  molten 
state,  and  by  submerging  in  the  mixture  24  electrodes,  and 
by  passing  from  the  electrodes  electric  current  to  carbon- 
lined  sides  of  the  melting  vat.  From  the  1,000,000  pounds  of 
alumina  received  there  each  day  500.000  pounds  of  pig  alumi- 
num is  produced.  Under  the  old  method  of  manufacturing 
aluminum  before  the  use  of  electricity  came  into  vogue  it 
required  24  hours  to  produce  30  pounds  of  aluminum,  which 
sold  then  at  $8  a  pound.  Now,  by  the  use  of  this  current,  it 
is  possible  to  produce  30  pounds  of  aluminum  in  10  seconds. 

We  all  know  that  in  the  manufacture  of  airplanes  for  war 
purposes  aluminum  is  absolutely  essential.  There  is  required 
5  tons  of  aluminum  to  produce  one  airplane.  Would  it  not 
be  a  tragic  thing  that  as  a  result  of  dallying  in  this  hour 
of  our  Nation's  peril  and  quibbling  over  something  that  is 
already  an  accomplished  fact,  the  time  should  come  in 
America  when  our  children  and  our  housewives  would  be 
gathering  together  aluminum  pots  and  pans,  as  they  are  doing 
in  England  today,  in  order  to  build  airplanes  for  defense 
purposes? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENNINGS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  have  heard  a  great  deal  at)Out  this 
figure  of  5  tons  of  aluminum  for  one  airplane. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.    That  is  the  testimony  of  Mr.  StetUnius. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Whoever  testified  to  that  may  be 
mistaken.  It  is  like  talking  about  the  fact  it  talces  5  tons  to 
build  a  locomotive  or  an  automobile. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  I  did  not  yield  for  a  speech.  I  am  stating 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr.  Knudsen.  I  saw  in 
that  plant  with  my  own  eyes  less  than  a  week  ago  the  alumi- 
num plates  and  sheets  and  other  forms  of  aluminum  for  the 
manufacture  of  airplanes,  airplane  engines,  their  cylinder 
heads,  their  piston  rods,  and  so  forth.  That  is  what  they  tell 
me.  and  I  accept  it  as  true.  I  am  not  here  to  impugn  any- 
body's integrity  or  to  question  anybody's  patriotism.  When 
men  with  the  standing  of  Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stettinius 
testify  before  a  committee  of  this  House  that  it  requires  5  tons 
of  alimiinum  to  make  an  airplane  I  assume  they  are  telling 
the  truth  and  know  what  they  are  talking  about.    These  men 
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say  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we  have  this  additional 
power. 

Mr.  RICH.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  No.  If  the  gentleman  will  hear  me  with 
»n  understanding  heart  and  an  open  mind  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  me  to  yield. 

Mr.  Stettinius.  Mr.  Knudsen,  and  a  large  number  of  repre- 
sentatives of  the  General  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army 
went  to  Alcoa,  and  they  learned,  as  has  been  stated  on  the 
floor  of  this  House,  that  although  the  Aluminum  Co.  of 
America  with  its  present  facilities  and  available  power  will 
have  no  shortage  of  aluminum  until  July  1.  1942,  yet  at  that 
time  there  will  be  a  shortage  of  60,000,000  pounds.  They  then 
undertook  to  find  out  where  they  could  get  this  additional 
power.  There  is  Just  one  way  to  produce  and  manufacture 
aluminum,  and  that  is  by  the  use  of  electric  current.  They 
cannot  get  it  from  private  companies.  It  is  not  feasible  to  go 
to  the  Bonneville  Dam  in  the  State  of  Washington.  If  that 
were  done  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  4,000  freight  cars  per 
year  to  transport  the  bauxite  out  there,  the  raw  ore,  or  the 
alumina,  as  the  case  might  be,  then  bring  the  finished  product 
back.    In  addition  to  this  there  is  no  rolling  mill  out  there. 

Mr.  Chairman,  th'^  great  plant  at  Alcoa  has  been  there  for 
over  20  years.  All  they  have  to  do  down  there  is  install  addi- 
tional melting  pots  and  expand  the  facilities  to  some  extent 
and  there  will  be  absolutely  no  shortage  of  aluminum  In  this 
great  projected  defense  program  that  we  have  under  way  at 
the  present  time.  Forty-three  percent  of  all  the  aliuninum 
produced  in  this  country  is  produced  at  Alcoa,  and  75  percent 
of  the  aluminum  that  is  going  into  our  war  planes  today 
comes  from  that  plant. 

Something  has  been  said  about  the  flow  of  water  in  the 
Holston  River.  Now,  I  know  about  the  Holston  River.  I  live 
down  there  on  the  Holston  River.  I  have  fished  it,  I  have 
hunted  on  it,  and  I  have  land  that  adjoins  the  river,  although 
below  the  dam.  But  I  know  the  river.  It  is  a  large  river. 
It  drains  a  watershed  of  3.400  square  miles  and  has  its  origin 
In  the  State  of  Virginia.  It  is  a  very  large  stream,  as  I  stated. 
The  advantage  of  this  ujjstream  dam  is  that  there  will  be 
produced  at  this  dam.  which  covers  an  area  of  30.000  acres, 
90,000  kilowatts  of  electricity,  firm  power;  then  the  water 
stored  in  the  Cherokee  Dam.  when  it  is  released,  flows  over 
weight  downstream  dams,  so  that  the  water  impounded  by  this 
dam  will  be  used  eight  times  over  these  downstream  dams; 
and  by  the  installation  of  the  two  electric  generators  at  Wil- 
son Dam  and  the  one  at  the  Pickwick  Dam  90,000  additional 
kilowatts  will  be  produced. 

Something  has  been  said  about  our  candidate  for  the 
Presidency.  Mr.  Willkie.  He  said  in  an  interview  on  June  14 
of  this  year,  published  in  the  papers  of  this  country,  in  re- 
sponse to  a  question,  that  in  the  event  an  impartial  board 
recommended  the  construction  of  an  additional  dam  he  would 
lavor  it.  Who  doubts  the  impartiality  of  Mr.  Knudsen,  Mr. 
Stettinius.  or  Mr.  Dunn?  Mr.  Dunn  is  a  sort  of  a  modem 
Apostle  Paul.  He  has  been  a  Pharisee  of  the  Pharisees,  but 
now  he  comes  in  this  hour  of  the  Nation's  danger  and  says 
that  this  is  absolutely  necessary;  that  the  bottleneck  in  the 
production  of  essential  war  materials  is  the  production  of 
aluminum  and  the  use  of  power. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  I  told  the  gentleman  to  listen  and  I  would 
five  him  some  information.  I  have  the  greatest  esteem  in 
the  world  for  the  gentleman,  but  I  cannot  play  with  him  now. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  2  addi- 
tional minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  As  I  was  saying,  the  water  impounded 
by  this  dam  is  available  at  eight  downstream  dams.  When 
we  supplement  that  regular  and  uninterrupted  flow  of  power 
by  this  steam-generating  plant  we  are  assured  of  an  addi- 
tional 220,000  kilowatts  per  year. 

This  power  is  not  needed  alone  for  the  production  of 
almninum.  There  are  Other  industries  there — industries  that 
are  engaged  in  the  production  of  munitions  and  industries 


that  are  engaged  in  the  production  of  magnesium,  which  is 
an  alloy  used  in  the  manufacture  of  aluminum.  This  current 
is  used  for  that  purpose.  It  would  be  ridiculous  to  say  that 
in  a  great  industrial  area  of  this  country  where  munitions  of 
war  are  being  made  and  where  people  exist  by  virtue  of 
taking  part  in  those  industries  we  should  have  a  black-out 
and  cut  off  the  power  from  these  essential  industries. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  has  been  set  on  foot  a  progressive  and 
national  program  that  has  in  view  total  preparedness.  Before 
I  would  do  anything  consciously  to  retard  the  full  arming  of 
this  country  against  threatened  invasion  from  abroad  I  would 
rather  that  my  right  hand  should  forget  its  cunning  and 
that  my  tongue  should  cleave  to  the  roof  of  my  mouth.  This 
is  no  time  to  dally;  this  is  no  time  to  hesitate.  We  must  get 
ready.  There  is  just  one  way  to  do  it,  and  that  is  to  act  now. 
[Applause.] 

I  now  propose  to  cite  facts  and  reasons  which  absolutely 
refute  the  charge  that  this  measure  Is  proposed  by  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Authority  under  the  guise  of  advancing  the 
national  defense.  The  undisputed  facts  hit  this  unjust  charge 
squarely  between  the  eyes.  Every  Member  of  this  House 
knows  that  a  crisis — an  emergency — worW-wide  in  its  scope, 
exists,  threatening  a  black-out  of  free  government  throughout 
the  world  and  laying  the  ax  at  the  very  roots  of  our  national 
existence  as  a  free  people.  To  meet  this  threat  to  our  insti- 
tutions, this  challenge  to  the  American  way  of  life,  the  Con- 
gress has  appropriated  billions,  and  yvill  shortly  appropriate 
billions  more,  in  all  totaling  more  than  $10,000,000,000.  This 
Nation  is  preparing  for  total  defense.  In  the  present  world 
catastrophe  no  measure  short  of  this  will  sufiBce.  At  this 
hour  the  hearts  of  men  are  l)elng  "sifted  out  before  the  Judg- 
ment seat."  "He  who  dallies  is  a  dastard,  and  he  who  doubts 
is  damned." 

The  President  wisely  sought  the  experience,  the  ability,  and 
the  assistance  of  the  best  minds  in  our  business  world.  He 
summoned  to  his  aid.  and  to  the  service  of  the  country.  Mr. 
Edward  R.  Stettinius.  Jr..  and  Mr.  William  S.  Knudsen.  and 
made  them  members  of  the  National  Defense  Advisory  Com- 
mittee. To  Mr.  Stettinius  has  been  delegated  the  gigantic 
task  of  securing  the  production  and  of  assembling  the  neces- 
sary critical  materials  for  the  construction  of  the  material 
parts  of  a  gigantic  war  machine  for  national  defense.  To 
Mr.  Knudsen  has  been  given  the  well-nigh  superhuman  task 
of  seeing  that  these  materials  procured  by  his  associate.  Mr. 
Stettinius.  are  built  into  guns,  airplanes,  tanks,  armored  cars, 
tractors,  ships,  cannon,  rifles,  machine  guns,  ammunition  of 
all  types,  and  all  of  the  paraphernalia  of  modem  warfare. 
No  man  doubts  the  ability,  the  genius,  the  outstanding  records 
of  achievements,  and  the  devoted  patriotism  of  these  two  great 
men. 

Shortly  after  their  appointment  as  members  of  the  Na- 
tional Defense  Advisory  Commission  they  conferred  with  the 
General  Staff  of  the  Army  as  to  the  needs  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  critical  materials  needed  in  our  expanded  air- 
defense  program.  They  went  to  Alcoa,  in  Blount  County, 
Tenn..  where  is  located  the  largest  aluminum  manufacturing 
plant  in  the  United  States.  This  plant  is  owned  and  oper- 
ated by  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America.  We  all  know  that 
aluminum  is  the  absolutely  indispensable  material  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  airplanes,  and  I  mean  by  that  bombing  and 
fighting  planes.  On  conferring  with  the  officials  of  the 
Aluminum  Co.  of  America,  Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr.  Knudsen 
made  known  the  quantity  of  sheet  and  plate  alimiiniun  and 
other  aluminum  necessary  in  the  manufacture  of  airplanes 
and  airplane  motors.  They  were  informed  that  the  Alumi- 
num Co.  of  America  could  supply  the  needs  of  the  Govern- 
ment until  July  1,  1942.  at  which  time  it  was  developed  there 
would  be  a  shortage  of  60.000.000  pounds  of  aluminum. 
Thereupon  they  requested  of  the  Aluminum  Co,  of  America 
an  increased  production  of  aluminimi  to  meet  the  Govern- 
ment's needs.  The  officers  of  the  Aluminimi  Co.  Informed 
them  that  to  produce  the  needed  quantity  of  aluminum  more 
electric  power  was  absolutely  necessary.  The  Directors  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  were  then  approached,  and  they 
Informed  Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr.  Knudsen  that  the  Authoritj 
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had  contracted  its  available  power  to  municipalities,  cooper- 
atives, and  industries  making  essential  war  supplies.  The 
officers  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  stated  that  if  it 
could  build  another  dam — the  Cherokee  Dam  on  Holston 
River  near  Jefferson  City,  Tenn..  to  be  specific — and  install 
the  three  electric  generators  at  the  Wilson  Dam  and  at  the 
Pickwick  Landing  Dam.  and  could  build  the  electric  generat- 
ing plant  above  referred  to.  it  could,  by  July  1,  1942.  produce 
primary  power  in  sufficient  quantities  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America  in  the  production  of 
aluminum  in  quantities  required  by  the  Government  in  the 
fulfillment  of  its  war-airplane  program  and  power  needed  in 
the  normal  growth  of  industries  and  increasing  demand  for 
power  in  the  area,  and  also  power  necessary  in  the  develop- 
ment of  other  needed  war  industries  in  the  Tennessee  Valley 
area.  This  proposed  dam.  the  installation  of  these  additional 
electric  generating  facilities  in  the  downstream  dams,  and  the 
construction  of  the  proposed  steam-electric  generating  plant 
therefore  did  not  originate  with  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority. These  projects  were  the  logical,  the  imperative  out- 
growth of  the  Nation's  dire  need  for  war  materials  in  the 
present  emergency. 

These  facts  were  developed  and  established  by  the  testi- 
mony of  Mr.  Edward  R.  Stettinius  and  Mr.  William  S. 
Khudsen.  members  of  the  National  Defense  Advisory  Com- 
mission; Mr.  Gano  Dunn,  assistant  to  the  Commi-ssloners; 
Mr.  David  E.  Lilienthal,  vice  chairman  of  the  Board  of  Di- 
rectors of  the  T.  V.  A.;  and  Col.  T.  B.  Parker,  chief  engineer 
Of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  In  the  hearings  conducted 
by  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of 
this  House  on  Tuesday.  July  9.  1940. 

Speedy  action  is  required.  This  action  is  referred  to  by 
Mr.  Stettinius  In  his  testimony  as  a  "trigger  action." 

Mr.  Stettinius.  on  page  5  of  his  testimony,  states: 

If  the  appropriation  Is  not  promptly  provided,  then  there  may 
be  a  whole  year's  delay  because  you  will  miss  the  spring  floods  in 
filling  the  reservoir,  and  with  an  empty  reservoir  you  cannot  get 
power,  even  if  your  machinery  is  all  Installed. 

Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr.  Knudsen  request  this  expansion 
program  on  the  part  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for 
the  production  of  additional  power  after  conferring  with 
and  reaching  a  complete  agreement  with  those  responsible  for 
national  defense  and  after  learning  that  the  Tennessee  Val- 
ley area  is  one  of  the  Important  areas  for  the  production  of 
such  essential  national-defense  materials  as  aluminum  and 
other  metals,  explosives,  and  phosphorus,  and  other  chemi- 
cals, and.  more  recently,  aircraft.  They  learned  that  a  defi- 
ciency of  power  supply  is  the  bottleneck  in  the  time  essen- 
tial to  the  production  of  these  critical  war  materials.  They 
ascertained  that  all  existing  power  installations,  both  those 
of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  private  companies  in 
adjacent  territory,  are  now  being  taxed  to  the  limit  to  meet 
normal  demands.  I  again  quote  from  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Stettinius  before  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  on  July  9.  1940.  In  developing  these  facts 
Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr.  Knudsen  had  not  only  the  advice  of 
high  Army  and  Na\T  officials  but  also  that  of  Mr.  Gano  Dunn, 
one  of  the  outstanding  electrical  and  mechanical  engineers 
Of  the  Nation.  I  now  quote  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Stet- 
tinius. on  page  4  of  the  hearing: 

Mr.  Dunn  waa  the  power  expert  member  of  the  Nitrate  Commls- 
Blon  of  the  War  Department  prior  to  the  World  War  and  at  that 
time  made  studies  of  the  Tennessee  River  with  reference  to  Its 
Bultabllity  as  a  source  of  power  for  the  manufacture  of  nitrates. 

In  the  lawsuit — this  will  amuse  Eome  of  you — In  the  lawsuit 
Which  Wendell  Willkie  and  the  Commonwealth  &  Southern  brought 
several  years  ago  to  test  the  constitutionality  of  the  T.  V.  A.  Act 
he  hired  Mr.  Dunn's  firm  to  represent  him  against  the  Qovemment. 
Mr.  Dunn  has  previously  been  opposed  to  the  Government's  policy 
of  entering  into  competition  with  private  utilities,  but  he  now 
strongly  is  In  favor  of  this  request  of  the  T.  V.  A.  purely  from  the 
Standpoint  of  the  emergency  at  hand  and  the  Interest  of  the 
national  defense. 

I  have  been  over  this  matter  for  approaching  3  weeks  now.  with 
Mr.  Dunn  and  the  members  of  our  staff,  and  I  am  perfectly  confi- 
dent, gentlemen,  that  from  the  standpoint  of  cur  aluminum  pro- 
duction to  meet  the  aviation  program  which  Mr.  Knudsen  Is  re- 
sponsible for.  and  a  great  many  other  developments  In  the  soutb- 

it«rn  section,  we  must  have  this  added  power. 
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Mr.  WooDRrM.  And  you  cannot  get  It  from  private  industry? 

Mr.  STFrTTNrps.  We  cannot,  sir,  and  it  cannot  be  delayed  for  rea- 
sons which  Mr.  Dunn  will  bring  out  In  his  testimony.  Not  weeks 
but  days  count  now,  from  the  standpoint  of  speeding  this  work  up 
so  that  we  can  get  the  full  effect  of  the  spring  floods  3  years  hence. 

Mr.  WooDBUM.  The  program  calls  for  the  erection  of  a  storage 
dam  and  hydroelectric  power  plant  to  be  built  on  the  Holston  River, 
near  Jefferson  City.  Tenn..  at  a  total  cost  of  »36.000.000;  then  for 
the  Installation  of  steam-electric  generating  facilities  at  a  cost  of 
810.500,000:  Wilson  and  Pickwick  units.  $5,300,000;  transmLsslon 
facilities.  $14.000000;  making  a  total  of  $65,800,000. 

Now  you  are  asking  for  $25,000,000  In  1941,  $20,800,000  In  1942, 
and  $11,000,000  In  1943. 

Mr.  STrrrimus.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

Mr.  WoooRUM.  And  the  Council  of  Defense  has  been  over  that 
thoroughly  and  regards  it  is  necessary  and  Important,  and  that 
time  is  of  the  essence? 

Mr.  STrmNius.  I  do  not  think  I  can  say  "The  Commission,"  but 
Mr.  Knudsen,  In  charge  of  production,  and  I,  from  the  standpoint 
of  materials,  and  Mr.  Dunn,  having  jurisdiction  of  the  power  to  be 
supplied,  all  definitely  unite  in  the  conclusion  that  this  expansion 
Is  Justified  and  must  take  place  to  meet  the  production  ahead. 

Mr.  Stettinius  further  testified  on  page  13  of  the  hearings: 

Mr.  SiEriiwiTTs.  Yes;  it  is  all  a  part  of  a  coordinated  whole.  In  that 
the  plane  production,  and  specifically  alumlnun>.  and  the  powder 
production  that  are  contemplated  to  be  financed  through  this  ap- 
proximately $5,000,000,000  request  that  you  will  shortly  receive,  ars 
all  part  of  the  program,  and  are  In  proper  relation  to  it.  The 
chemical  plants,  the  ammonium  and  other  plants,  and  the  alu- 
minum plants  must  be  served  by  this  power  increase. 

Mr.  Stettinius  further  testified  on  page  17  of  the  hearings: 

Mr.  WooDRUM.  Do  you  wish  to  say  anything  further  in  reference 
to  the  aluminum  shortage? 

Mr.  Stettinuts.  There  is  a  shortage  of  aluminum,  and  I  can  tell 
you  that  we  must  increase  our  aluminum  facilities  as  rapidly  as 
possible  to  meet  the  plane  program. 

Mr.  WooDRUM.  There  is  nothing  like  an  adequate  amount  of 
power  for  carrying  on  this  work  in  connection  with  the  national 
defense. 

Mr.  STrmNius.  That  is  true.  I  might  add.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the 
support  we  are  getting  from  the  President,  and  all  the  way  down 
throughout  all  the  agencies  in  Washington,  is  most  encouraging, 
and  most  inspiring.  I  include  Congress  in  that  statement,  of 
course. 

•  •••••• 

The  CHAntMAN.  Of  course,  private  Industry  everywhere  is  Inter- 
ested In  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  Stettinius.  That  Is  correct.  The  Commission  Is  getting  full 
support  from  Industry  on  all  sides,  and  we  are  getting  the  full  sup- 
port cf  the  Government  agencies  in  Washington,  Particularly.  I 
would  like  to  go  on  record  as  to  the  magnificent  cooperation  we  have 
been  receiving  from  the  Army  and  Navy. 

Mr.  Ludlow.  As  a  member  of  the  committee.  I  am  heartily  in 
favor  of  this  proposition,  but  If  It  were  not  In  a  time  of  emergency 
you  would  not  be  in  favor  of  the  Government  engaging  in  the 
power  business? 

Mr.   STrmNius.  No,   sir. 

Mr.  Dunn.  Neither  would  I. 

Mr  STrmNius.  Mr.  Dunn  Is  an  expert  In  the  field  of  power.  I  am 
not  an  expert  In  the  field  of  power,  but  I  subscribe  to  everything 
that  Mr.  EKinn  has  said  In  his  testimony. 

At  this  hearing,  on  pages  5  to  7,  appears  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Knudsen.    We  quote: 

Mr.  WooDRUM.  Mr.  Knudsen.  we  will  be  very  glad  to  hear  what- 
ever you  have  to  say  to  us. 

Mr.  Knudsen.  I  am  not  a  power  man;  I  am  a  manufacturer.  My 
interest  in  this  project  Is  purely  to  see  that  we  get  aluminum 
enough  or  duralumin  enough  to  build  the  planes  with.  I  suppose 
you  know  the  average  plane  takes  about  S  tons  of  this  stuff. 

Mr.  WooDRUM.  Five  tons  of  aitunlnum' 

Mr.  Kntjdsen.  Yes;  that  Is  the  averag* ;  and  my  Interest  here  In 
this  project  is  to  get  aluminum  enouj  h  for  the  planes,  and  the 
average  quantity  per  plane  is  about  6  tons,  meaning  both  In  the 
frame  Itself  and  in  the  parts  of  the  motor  that  are  made  of  alumi- 
num, such  as  the  crankcase.  pistons,  and  cylinder  head.  And  in 
this  area  where  the  T.  V.  A.  is  located,  that  Is  outlined  by  the 
General  Staff  as  area  E.  We  have  areas  A,  B,  C,  D,  and  E.  which  are 
satisfactory  to  the  General  Staff  for  plant-location  purposes,  being 
away  from  the  shore,  and  in  this  area  E,  besides  aluminum  plants, 
we  have  eome  other  plants  projected,  the  actual  location  of  which 
I  am  unable  to  give  you  at  this  time,  because  the  sites  have  not 
been  picked;  but  they  are  In  this  area  E.  So  that  there  will  be  a 
call  for  power  beyond  what  will  be  required  for  aluminum. 

Mr.  WooDRUM.  And  you  cannot  get  It  from  private  Industry? 

Mr.  Knudsen.  Well  I  do  not  know,  frankly;  I  am  not  familiar 
with  that. 

Mr.  STKTTTwrns    I  think  Mr    Dunn  can  answer  that. 

Mr.  KNxnxsEN.  The  power  people  wUl  have  to  tell  you  about  that. 
I  can  only  testify  as  to  the  manufacturing  end. 

Mr.  ONeal.  How  long  will  it  take  to  get  Into  production  with  the 
money  being  asked  for? 
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Mr.  Kmuossn.  That  is  aomething  Mr.  E>\inii  will  have  to  answer. 
Mr.  WoooauM.  Do  you  mean  power  production  or  aluminiun  pro- 
ducuon? 

Mr.  OTiKAL.  I  mean  with  the  money  spent  that  Is  proposed  here, 
how  quickiy  will  It  bring  results? 

Mr.  Dttkn.  The  steam  will  be  ready  In  18  months  and  the  hydro 
In  24  months,  provided  you  take  prompt  action;  but  there  Is  a 
trigger  action  In  this,  and  If  the  appropriation  Is  not  promptly 
provided,  then  there  may  be  a  whole  years  delay,  because  you  will 
xnlss  the  spring  floods  in  Ailing  the  reservoir,  and  with  an  empty 
re?^rvolr  you  cannot  get  power,  even  if  your  machinery  la  all 
Installed. 

Mr.  O'Neal.  I  know  you  have  looked  Into  the  poeslblllty  of  mor« 
rcptd  development  along  that  line,  but  I  understand  at  Grand 
Coulee  there  Is  a  vast  amount  of  power  to  be  developed,  and  that 
can  probably  be  developed  in  leas  time  than  here.  la  that  correct, 
or  am  I  Incorrectly  Informed? 

Mr.  WoooauM.  How  about  letting  Mr.  ECnudsen  Onlsh  bla  state- 
ment first,  and  then  ask  questions. 

Mr.  O'Nkal.  I  thought  he  had  completed  his  statement. 
Mr.  WoooBiTM.  What  else  do  you  want  to  say  about  that? 
Mr.  KmntsEK.  I  do  not  know  of  anything  else. 
Mr   WooDRUM.  That  is  the  whole  story? 
Mr.  Knttdsen.  Unless  you  want  to  ask  me  something. 
Mr.  WoooBUM.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  this  general  question  If 
you  do  not  mind.     How  is  the  general  work  of  the  Defense  Com- 
tnlsslon  coming  along?     Is  everjrthlng  going  satisfactory? 

Mr.  Kkxtdszn.  Well,  you  are  a  better  Judge  of  that  than  I  am, 
because,  naturally,  I  have  only  been  here  a  month  and  the  time  haa 
been  spent  In  getting  the  schedules  for  the  requirements  Ijoth  of 
the  A  schedule,  which  covers  the  money  appropriated  here  last 
month,  and  the  B  schedule,  which  is  coming  up  on  the  hill  here  to 
Oopgw  either  this  afternoon  or  tomorrow.  We  are  trying  to  plan 
our  work  so  that  we  can  place  all  the  contracts  we  have  got  money 
lor  now  and  at  the  same  time  we  study  the  capacity,  or  try  to 
Btudy  the  capacity,  so  that  we  can  handle  the  second  program  either 
with  contract  authorizations  or  with  cash.     •     •     • 

Mr.  WooDatTM.  Referring  to  aluminum,  the  proposition  is  to  build 
another  aluminum  plant  there  near  this  power? 

Mr.  KnxjDsat  About  that.  Mr.  Stettlnlus  can  tell  you.  We  have 
split  our  work  this  way,  that  he  brings  the  material  up  to  the 
siding  and  then  I  cut  it  up.  so  that  there  is  a  straight  division  of 
our  work. 

Mr.  WoooHTTM.  He  has  to  bring  this  aluminum  up  to  jrou  before 
you  can  make  planes  out  of  It;  is  that  the  Idea? 
Mr.  Kntjdssn.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Ludlow.  Is  this  power  needed  entirely  for  the  production  of 
aluminum? 

Mr.  Knudszn.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  LtTDLOw.  You  are  going  to  use  it  for  other  purposes,  too? 

Mr.  KNtTDSEN.  There  are  other  plants  plotted  In  that  area. 

Mr.  LtTDLOw.  For  what  production? 

Mr.  KNtJDSEN.  Some  ol  them  for  munitions,  some  for  other 
things — for  powder. 

Mr.  Hn)Low    But  fhe  major  part  of  it  would  be  for  aluminum? 

Mr.  Knudsen.  That  is  the  thing  I  am  mostly  interested  In  at  the 
moment,  t)ecause  in  planes  that  Is  the  important  item;  that  is  the 
major  Item  In  a  plane. 

On  the  necessity  of  this  expansion-power  program  on  the 
part  of  the  T.  V.  A.,  made  possible  by  this  appropriation,  Mr. 
Dunn  testified  as  follows.  I  quote  from  his  testimony  be- 
ginning on  page  7  of  the  hearings: 

Mr.  ONe-^l.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  or  two  ques- 
tions of  Mr.  Dunn  flrst.  I  want  to  ask  about  Bonneville  as  weU  as 
Grand  Coulee.  I  understand  that  the  generators  at  Bonneville  can 
Increase  their  power  facilities;  and  Grand  Coulee,  as  I  understand 
can  Increase  their  facilities  In  the  near  future. 

Mr.  DtTNN.  Mr.  Chairman,  answering  the  flrst  of  Mr  OT»bal*8 
questions,  he  Is  exactly  right  about  it:  and  before  we  recommend 
this  large  block  of  power  for  T.  V.  A.  we  sought  other  places  where 
we  could  get  the  power.  We  found  a  very  good  supply  at  Bonne- 
ville, and  we  are  planning  to  take  60.000  kilowatts  from  there  be- 
fore we  take  this  increase  from  T.  V.  A. 

Mr.  CNkal.  You  can  make  more  speed,  then,  by  T  V  A  than 
•t  Grand  Coulee? 

Mr.  DtTMN.  Yes.  sir. 

faosPECT  or  cettino  powei  fkom  privatk  compantes 

Mr.  Ltnuxiw.  Did  you  develop  the  prospect  of  getting  it  from 
private  companies?  *-      »-  »         b        "  »« 

Mr.  DuwM.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Ludlow.  And  ineffectually? 

Mr.  Dunk.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Ludlow.  MThat  was  the  problem,  then? 

Mr.  Dunn.  No  one  company  system  can  ftirnish  It.  It  would 
»ave  to  be  furnished  by  transmission  lines  coming  in  from  several 
different  companies.  It  would  be  a  good  deal  more  expensive  than 
the  present  power  from  T.  V.  A.  There  would  be  long  delays  In 
negotiating  such  a  supply,  and  we  have  got  T  V.  A.  right  down  there 
where  the  main  plant  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  is.  Now.  it  is  good 
management,  when  you  want  to  Increase  a  manufactvu-lng  plant 
and  a  power  supply,  to  Increase  an  existing  manvifacturlng  plant 
at  anexisting  power  supply.  They  are  both  right  there  together  in 
tHe  Tennessee  VaUey.    We  found  no  other  place  as  favorable  as 


T.  V.  A.  for  this  large  block  of  power  increase;  and,  as  Mr.  Knudsen 
said.  It  Is  not  only  for  alimilnum  but  for  other  national-defense 
projects  as  well.  The  Increase,  In  our  opinion.  Is  Justifled  on  the 
aluminum  alone,  but  almost  every  day  now  there  Is  some  new 
national-defense  demand  for  power  directed  In  the  region  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley. 

For  Instance,  since  we  flrst  investigated  this,  there  has  been  a 
contract  signed  with  the  Du  Pont  people  for  a  powder  plant,  the 
Tennessee  Powder  Co  ,  which  requires  7.000  kilowatts,  and  this  is 
already  t>eing  increased  to  14,000  kilowatts.  There  are  other  plants 
where  the  increased  power  for  national-defense  needs,  besides  this 
aluminum  need.  Is  going  to  add  up  to  almost  the  full  capacity  that 
we  are  here  recommending  for  aluminum.  Besides  this  there  Is  the 
normal  growth  in  the  demands  for  power  by  the  municipalities 
that  are  already  located  In  the  Tennessee  Valley  and  are  being 
supplied.  Ycu  cannot  limit  or  cut  off  that  growth;  it  would  disturb 
the  industrial  and  social  renditions  if  you  did.  Of  the  Increase 
that  we  are  recommending.  50.000  kilowatts  goes  to  supply  the 
growth  of  what  is  already  connected  up  with  T.  V.  A. 

Does  that  answer  your  question? 

Mr.  Ludlow.  Yes. 

Prom  the  point  of  view  of  national  defense  an  increase  In 
power  for  the  production  for  aluminum  can  best  be  obtained 
by  an  increase  in  the  capacity  of  the  T.  V.  A.  The  principal 
plant  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America,  which  is  prac- 
tically the  sole  manufacturer  of  aluminum,  is  located  in  the 
Temiessee  Valley,  notwithstanding  the  increase  of  that  com- 
pany's plant  at  Bonneville.  The  expansion  of  that  plant  in 
the  Tennessee  Valley  is  likely  to  be  accomplished  with  greater 
certainty  and  with  greater  facility,  than  the  building  of  a 
new  plant  elsewhere,  having  in  mind  the  time  limitation  with- 
in which  the  airplane-production  program  must  be  accom- 
plished. ^ 

This  is  true  because  the  Holston  Dam  is  the  highest  dam 
upstream  from  other  dams  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  over  which 
other  dama.  the  water  which  is  stored  in  the  Holston  River 
Dam  Reservoir  is  also  discharged.  In  other  words,  this  water 
from  the  Holston  River  Dam  is  not  only  used  to  generate  90,- 
000  kilowatts  at  this  dam,  but  it  is  used  again  as  it  flows  over 
the  Port  Loudon  Dam.  the  Watts  Bar  Dam,  the  Chickamauga 
Dam.  the  Hales  Bar  Dam.  the  Guntersville  Dam,  the  Wheeler 
Dam.  the  Wilson  Dam,  and  the  Pickwick  Landing  Dam.  Thus 
it  is  used  nine  times  at  these  nine  dams  In  the  production  of 
increased  power. 

The  construction  of  the  120,000  kilowatts  of  steam  plant  to 
be  located  within  the  Tennessee  Valley  area  will  supplement 
and  equalize  the  production  of  water-generated  power  and 
will  enable  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  to  produce  a  con- 
tinuous flow  of  primary  power.  Theoretically  speaking,  the 
amount  of  power  to  be  produced  by  their  new  facilities  and 
this  steam  plant  will  amount  to  300,000  kilowatts  of  installed 
capacity,  yet  the  actual  and  certain  amount  produced  will  be 
in  the  neighborhood  of  220.000  kilowatts. 

If  the  Increased  requirements  for  aluminum  were  the  only  in- 
creased requirements  for  the  national  defense  for  which  power  will 
be  needed  m  the  Tennessee  Valley,  an  Increase  in  capacity  of  100  000 
kilowatts  would  have  been  adequate  to  take  care  of  80  000  kilowatts 
demand  for  aluminum  and  allow  some  spare  capacity 

i«SlliJ? .^**fw*°°.  *^  ^^*  national-defense  demands  for  aluminum  ^ 
Involved  m  the  airplane  program,  there  are  other  power  Inrreases 
in  prospect  for  the  Tennessee  Valley,  for  Instance.  7.000  kilowatts  to 
supply  the  new  Du  Pont  powder  plant  at  Memphis  (Tennessee  PowdS 
Co.)  for  which  a  contract  has  Just  been  let  •  •  •  eight  thou- 
sand  kilowatts  for  metallurgical  operations  at  Wilson  Dam      There 

T50^^o^It^-^^.\T  °'  ?  y*^^  ^''""-  *°  estimated  IncreaS 
?l  ^^  ki.owatts  in  the  requirements  of  the  various  munlclpaUt'es 
in  the  Tennofflee  Valley  which  now  are  supplied  with  power  bvthJ 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  These  Increi^.  besides  the  increasJ 
J.fthi^if""'"  ""**  °"'*"  '^''^^  '"■y  y«^  "^^  ««  the  developme^ 
we  ha've'^'aJprovcT"^'  '"^'^  ^"''"'^  "^«  '""'^'^  capacity  ^wm?h 
The  proposed  dam  can  be  speedily  constructed  because  the  nlans 
{.«fSl*"  ''i^y  complete,  all  preliminary  borlngsTnJTxproratioSs 
have  been  made  and  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  can  move  itl 
technical  staff,  employees,  and  equipment  from  a  dam  now^ing 
completed.  Under  these  circumstances  the  Holston  River  dLtTc^I 
be  ready  within  24  months  for  the  production  of  poier  u  thlfSD?o° 
prlatlon  18  promptly  approved.  If  there  Is  delky  in  startlng^?hti 
work,  the  power  will  be  delayed  nearly  a  year  thus  n^il re  the 
opportunity  to  All  the  new  reservoir  with  the  sprlVnoSis  of  1^2 

The  Tennessee  VaUey  has  been  selected  as  the  location  for 
the  principal  power  expansion  approved  by  the  members  of 
the  NaUonal  Defense  Advisory  Commission  and  by  other 
authorities  of  the  Government  because  they  had  in  mind  not 
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only  the  location  thrre  of  the  plant  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  of 
America  but  also  the  excellence  of  the  organization,  technical 
and  otherwise,  that  has  been  assembled  there.  The  engineers 
and  other  staffs  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  of  the 
Aluminum  Co.  of  America  are  parts  of  a  going  organization, 
experienced  in  the  construction  of  dams  and  transmission 
Unes  and  in  the  manufacture  of  aluminum  to  an  extent  not 
likely  to  be  found  in  any  entirely  new  project  not  yet 
completed. 

Mr.  Dunn  further  testified  that — 

there  Is  no  other  place  In  the  country  where  such  advantageous 
power  arrangements  can  be  made  in  connection  with  a  going  con- 
cern in  the  production  of  aluminum  as  the  T.  V.  A.  The  principal 
plant  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  is  there.  These  other  private  power 
plants  under  development  by  the  Aluminum  Co.  are  near  there,  and 
It  Is  natural  therefore  to  look  to  T.  V.  A.  for  this  power  increase. 

VALtJX  or  HOLSTON   aXVEB  DAM 

Mr.  Dunn  further  testified  on  pages  11  and  12: 

And  here  I  am  talking  In  favor  of  Government  water  power.  The 
reason  for  this  is,  flrst,  that  it  Is  a  matter  of  national  defense;  and 
•econd,  this  is  an  unusual  situation  for  a  water  power,  because  the 
storage  that  will  be  created  by  this  Cherokee  Dam  on  the  Holston 
River  Is  at  the  top  of  a  series  of  dams.  It  Is  the  topmost  storage 
on  the  stream,  and  therefore  the  storage  created  by  It  will  not  only 
energize  the  90.000  kilowatts  that  it  Is  proposed  to  put  at  its  own 
dam  but  90.000  more  kilowatts  down  the  river  as  that  storage  water 
falls  over  some  of  the  other  dams,  like  the  Wilson  and  Pickwick 
Dams. 

Mr.  Tabes.   WeU,  that  depends. 

Mr.  Dunn.  No,  sir;  it  does  not  depend.    It  la  absolutely  so, 

Mr.  Tabes.  It  depends  on  to  what  extent  your  storage  enables  you 
to  Increase  the  normal  flow  of  the  stream. 

Mr.  Dunn.  That  is  right;  It  does  depend  on  that.  And  the  stor- 
age from  the  Holston  Dam  Is  auch  that.  In  addition  to  the  90.000 
kilowatts  that  It  will  energize  at  Holston,  it  wlU  energize  90.000 
other  kilowatts  down  the  river  at  the  Pickwick  and  Wilson  Dams. 

•  •••••• 

The  CHAiaBCAN.  It  equalizes  the  stream  flow? 

Mr.  Dunn.  That  is  right.  It  equalizes  the  stream  flow.  I  have  no 
besitatlon  in  recommending  this  particular  water-power  develop- 
ment, because  those  are  the  facta. 

Mr.  Tabex.  You  mean  that  none  of  this  water  would  come  down 
In  such  a  way  that  It  could  be  used  except  for  storage? 

Mr.  Dunn.  Yes,  sir.  In  other  words,  all  the  storage  water  that 
comes  down  adds  to  the  effectiveness  of  each  dam  that  It  goes 
over;  or.  to  put  It  the  other  way,  if  the  Holston  Dam  was  alone, 
If  there  was  only  one  dam  across  the  stream,  the  way  most  of  the 
water  powers  In  the  country  are,  you  would  only  get  90.000  kilo- 
watts out  of  It,  and  no  more.  Here  you  not  only  get  the  90.000 
kilowatts  out  of  It.  but  90.000  more  down  the  stream  and  the  ap- 
propriation that  is  here  asked  for  covers  both  of  those  sets  of 
90.000  kilowatts. 

NORMAL    GBOWTH    WOtTLD    AOSOBB    INCKEASED    POWEK    PRODUCED 

Mr.  Johnson  of  West  Vii"glnia.  What  would  you  propose  to  do 
with  this  power  if  the  war  should  end? 

Mr.  Dunn.  The  rate  of  growth  of  consumption  In  the  T.  V.  A. 
▼alley  Is  rapid.  The  T.  V.  A.  capacities  are  now  overloaded.  They 
are  called  upon  for  more  power  than  they  can  easily  deliver,  and 
the  rate  of  growth  of  the  community  down  there  Is  such  that  It 
would  only  take  a  few  years  completely  to  absorb  it  in  the  event 
the  war  requirements  were  removed. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  West  Virginia.  In  other  words,  it  would  not  ba 
loet  if  the  war  was  lost? 

Mr.  Dunn.  Oh.  no. 

Mr.  LtTDLow,  You  mean  there  would  be  such  an  influx  of  new 
tndustrles  down  there? 

•  •••••• 

Mr.  ONeal.  Mr.  Dunn,  you  subscribe,  then,  to  this  statement  by 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  m  connection  with  the  supple- 
mental appropriation  for  1941: 

Should  the  emergency  period  end  In  the  near  future,  the  power 
capacity  made  available  by  this  program  will  be  absorbed  within 
a  few  years  by  normal  growth  in  demand. 

Mr.  Dunn.  I  do,  fully. 

EARLT    COMPLETION    OF    THE    HOLSTON    XrVEX    DAM    IMPEEATTVX 

Mr.  Dunn.  There  Is  another  reason  for  haste,  which  Is  not  as 
urgent  as  the  reason  that  I  have  previously  dwelt  upon.  The  rea- 
aon  that  I  have  previously  dwelt  upon  is  what  I  called  the  trigger 
action  of  getting  this  great  dam  finished  in  order  to  All  the  reservoir 
with  the  spring  floods  of  1942.  It  is  a  case  where  2  or  3  weeks  loat 
may  mean  a  year  lost.  That  is  unusual.  There  is  a  speculative 
element  In  It.  You  cannot  tell.  We  are  short  of  time  already  and 
the  year  may  already  be  lost;  but  if  on  account  of  a  short  delay 
now,  a  year  Is  lost,  we  will  be  held  responsible  by  the  public  when 
the  time  comes,  and  Congress  wiU  be  held  responsible  by  the 
public  when  the  time  comes. 

Mr.  LtTDLOw.  What  time  limit  do  you  give  yourselves  on  the  com- 
pletion of  this  program? 

Mr.  Dunn.  July  1,  1942,  for  the  hydro  and  December  1941  for 
tlie  steam. 


I  think  I  know  what  is  in  Mr.  TABsa's  mind,  and  I  can  show 

him  to  his  complete  satisfaction  that  In  this  case  the  building 
of  this  Holston  Dam  is  the  equivalent  of  building  two  dams,  be- 
cause on  account  of  upstream  storage  you  get  2  kilowatta  for  1— 
for  every  kilowatt  that  that  dam  Itself  dellvera. 

In  his  testimony,  then,  Mr.  Dunn  points  out  that  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  is  now  so  overloaded  with  de- 
mands for  power  that  It  has  notified  the  Aluminum  Co.  it 
must  cut  off  30,000  kilowatts  of  the  power  now  supplied  that 
company. 

Mr.  Dunn  then  stated: 

I  would  like  to  read  a  statement  by  Mr.  Wlllkle  (Mr.  Wendell 
L.  Willkie)  into  the  record.  Here  is  what  Mr.  Wlllkle  said  on  that 
subject  on  June  15.  when  this  proposal  was  presented  in  a  memo- 
randum to  the  President.  On  June  12  it  was  presented,  and  It 
became  pubUc  without  our  knowledge.  The  reporters  went  ahead 
and  saw  Wendell  Wlllkle,  expecting  to  get  a  grand  slam  from  him 
against  doing  this  thing.  I  will  quote  from  this  newspaper  inter- 
view of  June  14  in  a  Scrlpps-Howard  paper.  This  la  what  Mr. 
Wlllkle  said: 

"Nothing  Is  more  Important  than  defense,  and  there  Is  nothing 
which  might  and  will  mask  more  political  logrolling  than  the  flag- 
waving  variety  of  national  defense.  But  If  some  Impartial  group, 
the  United  States  Army  or  its  engineers,  for  Instance,  do  say  that 
the  completion  of  these  dams  Is  a  link  In  our  national  defense, 
the  dams  should  be  completed  and  as  rapidly  as  those  charged  with 
our  defense  think  necessary." 

That  was  a  quotation  from  Mr.  Wlllkle. 

Mr.  WooDRUM.  That  Is  a  patriotic  statement. 

Mr.  Dunn.  Yes.  He  said  an  Impartial  board,  and  I  think  I  can 
submit  that  men  like  those  associated  with  the  National  Defense 
Commission  are  an  Impartial  board. 

Mr.  Taber.  I  have  every  confidence  In  everything  that  you  tell 
us,  and  It  seems  to  me  that  this,  if  it  was  true,  would  be  an  answer 
to  the  question.     •     •     • 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  then  entered 
into  the  role  of  a  doubting  Thomas  and  expressed  himself  as 
at  liberty  to  either  support  or  oppose  the  project. 

THERE  IS  tmCENT  NEED  FOR  INCREASINO  THE  PRODUCTION   OF  ALUMINUM 

Mr.  WooDHUM.  Do  ycu  wish  to  say  anything  further  in  reference 
to  the  aluminum  shortage? 

Mr.  Stettinius.  There  Is  a  shortage  of  aluminum,  and  I  can  teU 
you  that  we  must  Increase  our  aluminum  facilities  as  rapidly  aa 
possible  to  meet  the  plane  program. 

Mr.  WooDRUM.  There  Is  nothing  like  an  adequate  amount  of 
power  for  carrying  on  this  work  In  connection  with  the  national 
defense. 

SPEED  NECESSAST  IN  THE  PURCHASE  OF  EQITIPMENT 

Mr.  Dunn  further  testified: 

with  these  huge  expenditures  that  Congress  has  been  providing 
for.  the  Industries  of  the  country  will  be  filled  with  orders.  There- 
fore It  Is  of  the  greatest  Importance,  particularly  with  respect  to 
steam  machinery,  that  the  orders  for  the  Increased  T.  V.  A.  equip- 
ment be  placed  promptly  while  there  Is  a  place  for  them  in  the 
factories.  In  order  to  place  these  orders  promptly,  negotiated 
contracts  are  much  more  desirable  than  competitive  bidding,  be- 
cause of  the  long  time  necessary  in  providing  for  competitive 
bidding. 

INCREASED    ALUMINUM    PRODUCTIOM 

Mr.  Dunn  then  testified: 

Mr.  WiccLEswoRTH.  How  many  pounds  of  aluminiun  will  this 
produce  annually? 

Mr.  Dunn.  The  amount  that  T.  V.  A.,  with  this  Increaaed  power, 
win  produce.  Is  60,000.000  pounds  of  aluminum,  of  which  we  are 
short. 

PRESE>T    AND    ULTIMAR   CAPACrTT 

On  page  22  of  the  hearings.  Colonel  Parker,  Chief  Engi- 
neer of  the  T.  V.  A.,  testified  as  follows: 

Mr.  Tabcr.  What  is  meant  by  present  capacity  and  what  la 
meant  by  ultimate  capacity? 

Colonel  Parker.  Present  capacity  Includes  those  generating  ma- 
chines already  installed,  and  the  ultimate  capacity  refers  to  the  pos- 
sible capacity  that  could  be  realized  by  using  the  space  constructed 
for  such  future  Installations. 

Mr.  Taber.  By  putting  In  more  generators  or  more  water  wheels. 
You  do  not  call  them  water  wheels  now,  do  you? 

Colonel  Parker.  Yes,  sir;  ultimate  capacity  means  additional  In- 
stallations, such  as  at  Wilson  Dam  or  anywhere.  There  we  con- 
structed 8  generating  units  with  space  In  the  building  for  the 
installation  of  10  more  such  units. 

It  appears  from  all  of  the  testimony  that  the  vital  and 
crying  need  is  the  production  of  more  power  by  the  T.  V.  A. 
by  the  construction  of  this  dual-purpose  dam  on  the  Holston 
River.  The  installation  of  the  three  new  generating  hydro 
units  at  the  Wilson  and  Pickwick  Landing  Dams,  and  the 


9708 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


July  30 


construction  of  the  steam  generating  plant.    This  is  shown 
by  the  following  testimony  of  Colonel  Parker: 

Mr.  Tabck.  The  Wilaon  outfit  haa  not  any  capacity  to  run  a  gre«t 
deal  more  than  you  are  now  figuring  on.    None  of  these  outfits  ha«7 

Colonel  Paxkex.  Not  unless  there  Is  additional  storage  added. 

I  think  I  should  add  there  that  In  the  normal  expansion  of  that 
system.  If  It  were  expanded,  the  next  step  would  be  the  develop- 
ment of  upstream  storage,  which  would  make  poasible  the  economi- 
cal addition  of  units  downstream. 

Mr  WoooBuiK.  That  Is  called  for  In  the  estimate  we  are  con- 
sidering? 

Colonel  Paxkcx.  Our  plan  was  to  develop  the  Cherokee  storage, 
and  the  reason  that  Is  desirable  as  an  eiiifrgency  program  Is  that 
that  storage  can  be  built  very  promptly.  With  storage  at  Cherokee 
added  units  downstream  become  feasible  on  short  schedule. 

The  units  downstream  being  duplicates  of  existing  units,  the 
speclflcatlons  and  plans  are  already  prepared.  So  If  it  were  possible 
to  dispense  with  the  ordinary  bidding  process  and  advertLslng  we 
could  Immediately  order  duplicates  of  those  machines  simply  by 
taking  these  speclflcatlons  out  of  the  pigeon  hole  where  they  are 
now  being  kept. 

So  the  Idea  of  building  storage  dams  together  with  the  Tinlts 
downstream  is  something  we  can  do  Immediately. 

LAND    PUBCII.4fiES 

Testimony  of  Colonel  Parker  then  shows  that  the  T.  V.  A. 
has  a  complete  organization  for  the  Immediate  acquisition 
of  lands  needed,  either  by  negotiated  purchases  or  by  con- 
demnation proceedings  which  immediately  put  the  Govern- 
ment in  possession  of  the  lands  condemned. 

Under  these  proceedings  the  appraised  value  of  the  lands 

condemned  is  paid  into  court  and  is  at  once  available  to  the 

-  landowner,   unless   he   desires   to   litigate   the   question   of 

whether  or  not  he  is  entitled  to  any  more  money  for  the 

land  thus  taken  by  the  Government. 

The  added  power  to  be  produced  by  these  projects  Is  needed 
entirely  for  emergency  use.  This  fact  is  shown  by  the  testi- 
mony of  Colonel  Parker  appearing  on  page  28  of  the  hear- 
ings: 

Mr.  WiGCLCswosTH.  Can  you  say  what  percentage  of  power  from 
this  proposed  dam.  If  It  Is  constructed,  will  go  Into  emergency 
uses  that  are  prlmarUy  responsible  for  this  request? 

Colonel  Pamxmm.  This  output  Is  Intended  entirely  for  emergency 
uses. 

It  was  developed  by  the  testimony  of  this  witness  that  50,000 
kilowatts  of  the  220.000  kilowatts  increased  power  resulting 
from  these  increased  facilities  would  be  used  by  municipali- 
Ues. 

On  page  29  of  the  hearing  the  following  appeared: 

Mr.  WicGLESwosTH.  The  other  170  000  Is  for  national  defense. 

Mr   Dunn.  Yes;  with  some  surplios  over. 

Mr.  WicGLWJwoaTH    How  much? 

Colonel  Parkek.  It  depends:  we  do  not  know.  For  instance,  since 
that  letter.  7.000  kilowatts  have  been  added  to  the  powder  plant, 
and  those  requirements  are  coming  In  all  of  the  time  and  we  do 
not  know  jxist  how  much:  but  we  are  confident  It  will  all  be  used 
and  possibly  we  will  have  to  go  elsewhere,  even  after  that,  for  some 
emergency  program. 

Mr.  LnjCNTHAL.  Mr  Chairman,  that  is  an  extremely  important 
point.  The  Board  has  authorized  me  to  say  that  none  of  this 
power,  that  Is  to  say.  none  of  this  additional  Increment,  will  be 
disposed  of  under  long-term  contract  except  after  clearance  with 
the  Advisory  Defense  Commission;  becaiise  it  is  Intended  that  It 
•U  be  devoted  to  defense  purfKises.  *  *  *  So  that  we  want  to 
make  it  clear  that  this  entire  block — not  in  specific  kilowatts,  of 
course,  but  this  added  increment — Is  definitely  Intended  for  defense 
purpoees;  tbcrefore,  we  would  like  to  have  the  Defense  Commiaeion 
paas  on  Its  disposition  as  I  have  suggested. 

NKXD  FOB   XARLT  COMPLXTION   OF   HOLSTON   XIVEX   DAM 

Colonel  Pakxkk.  I  Just  want  to  emphasize  the  Importance  of  the 
date  of  beginning  this  Job;  that  Is.  in  order  to  fill  the  reservoir 
In  the  spring  of  IMS.  as  Is  contemplated,  and  Just  to  get  the  whole 
benefit  of  the  thing,  we  have  to  get  it  done  before  the  spring  high 
water,  and  It  la  already  projected  to  start  almoot  immediately 
this  summer,  so  as  to  get  it  done  before  the  spring  high  water.  If 
we  actually  miss  that,  it  means  ttie  thing  goes  over  another  year 
before  you  can  fill  It. 

Mr.  WooDBUM.  You  mean  by  that  the  time  is  so  Important  that 
the  question  of  days  or  weeks  would  make  a  difference? 

Colonel  PaucxB.  Well,  we  certainly  should  actually  start  It  some 
time  next  month — actually  move  in  there  with  our  construction 
force.  If  we  do  net,  we  run  a  serious  chance  of  not  being  able  to 
fill  it  Of  course,  we  can  always  concentrate  and  Increase  our 
force:  but  in  order  to  guarantee  that  we  ought  to  start  right  away. 

Mr.  DcNN   May  I  add  a  word  to  what  Colonel  Parker  has  said? 

llr.  WoooBUM.  Certainly. 

iSr.  mrstt.  I  want  to  differ  with  him  somewhat  with  respect  to 
the  emergency  of  starting   tills  work.     Ttiere  are   liable   to  occtjr 


accidents,  there  is  liable  to  occur  bad  weather,  there  are  liable  to 
occur  delays,  and  we  may  have  such  a  glut  here  In  the  supply  of 
machinery  and  other  things  Ijefcre  the  contract  Is  let  that  we  feel 
we  have  a  speculative  problem  ahead  of  us.  If.  for  instance,  there  is 
a  few  weeks'  delay  now — we  are  already  late  In  starting  it — I  do  not 
think  ills  organization  can  complete  this  water  power  In  20  months; 
I  think  he  is  underestimating  it;  therefore  in  the  Defense  Commis- 
sion we  feel  we  shoxild  lose  no  time  whatever,  because  something 
might  go  against  us,  and  this  is  a  case  where  a  few  weeks,  as  I 
know — in  fact,  we  may  already  be  too  late.  My  firm  has  buUt 
many  water  powers.  It  built  three  of  the  water  powers  now  in  the 
T.  V.  A. — Ocoee  No.  1.  Ocoee  No.  2.  and  Ocoee  No.  3.  Every  once 
in  a  whUe  we  get  caught  with  the  appearance  of  spring  floods 
earlier  than  expected,  and  then  it  is  impossible  to  close  the  dam. 
We  should  not  take  the  risk  when  the  defense  of  the  United  States 
Is  at  stake;  and  If  we  do  take  it  and  lose,  we  wUl  all  be  subject  to 
criticism. 

Colonel  Parker  further  testified  on  page  30  as  follows  with 
respect  to  the  combined  use  of  the  power  developed  from  the 
dams  of  the  T.  V.  A.  and  the  proposed  generating  plant : 

But  we  do  think  this  combination  of  those  two  things  Is  really 
the  best  plan  and  avoids  getting  Into  difficulties  and  obstacles  along 
some  one  line. 

Colonel  Parker  further  testified  on  page  31: 

Mr.  Johnson  of  West  Virginia.  Mr.  Engineer  (referring  to  Colonel 
Parker  I.  why  do  not  you  go  out  in  West  Virginia  and  locate  one  of 
these  electrical  outfits?  They  have  coal  there;  you  do  not  even 
have  to  go  under  the  earth  to  get  It  In  some  places. 

Colonel  Pakkex.  Another  thing  U  that  this  particular  steam  plant 
Is  designed  not  to  run  continuously.  If  it  had  to  run  continuously 
and  burn  all  that  coal  every  day  it  would  cost  very  materially  more 
than  our  hydro-generated  energy  It  is  Intended  to  supplement 
out  existing  hydro  plant  and  to  operate  only  perhaps  25  or  30 
percent  of  the  time,  so  that  it  will  in  that  way  be  a  relatively  eco- 
nomical development.  But  If  we  were  to  overdevelop  it.  to  build 
more  of  it  than  could  be  taken  care  of  by  our  present  system  or  to 
develop,  as  the  gentleman  says,  without  relation  to  our  present 
system.  It  would  coet  the  Govenmient  a  great  deal  more— probably 
twice  as  much  as  water-generated  energy  dees  at  the  present  time 

Furthermore.  I  do  not  think  it  is  going  to  be  poasible  in  this 
emergency  to  get  the  delivery  of  very  much  steam-generating 
equipment.  I  think  that  is  going  to  be  a  serious  difficulty  Do  not 
ycu  agree  with  that.  Mr  Dunn? 

Mr.  DxTNN.  I  am  siu-e  It  wlU;  and.  unless  tiie  orders  are  placed 
promptly  they  wUl  lose  their  place  In  rank  In  the  factories 

Colonel  Pauckb.  Last  month  we  had  a  quotation  from  the  West- 
inghouse  Co.  on  a  steam-turbo  generator,  and  they  gave  delivery 
as  14  months.  It  has  now  gone  up  to  16  months,  with  the  lapse 
of  2  or  3  weeks,  and  next  month  I  hesitate  to  think  what  It  wUl  be 
We  are  right  at  the  point  where,  if  we  delay  any  longer.  It  is  going 
to  be  almost  impossible  to  get  the  steam  equipment  that  we  can 
do  this  thing  with. 

One-third  of  our  critical  war  metals  and  minerals  are 
already  being  provided  in  the  T.  V.  A.  area.  These  are  iron, 
copper,  and  magnesia,  which  are  derived  from  olivine.  At  this 
time  only  3.600  tons  of  magnesia  are  produced  in  the  United 
States  as  against  40,000  tons  in  Germany  each  year. 

Another  critical  material  fcimd  in  the  T.  V.  A.  area  is 
verniculite  which  is  a  substitute  for  cork,  and  it  is  used  for 
insulation  purposes.  The  major  portions  of  the  country's 
cork  supply,  as  we  all  know,  comes  from  Spain.  Two- thirds 
of  the  critical  war  materials  now  needed  for  national  defense 
may  be  produced  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  area.  This  area 
has  been  designated  by  the  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army  as 
one  of  the  largest  defense  areas.  Ganeral  Staff  came  to  this 
conclusion  because  of  the  location  of  the  great  aluminum 
plant  at  Alcoa,  in  Blount  County.  Tenn.  A  great  powder 
plant  is  under  construction  at  Memphis  and  an  airplane  fac- 
tory is  now  in  operation  in  Nashville.  The  continuation  of 
these  enterprises  calls  for  an  additional  increase  in  power. 

The  Holston  River  on  which  the  proposed  Cherokee  Dam 
is  to  be  constructed  drains  a  watershed  of  3,428  square  miles 
as  against  an  area  of  2.912  square  miles  drained  by  the 
Clinch  River  and  its  tributaries  above  Norris  Dam.  The  area 
flooded  by  the  Cherokee  Dam  will  be  32,000  acres  as  against 
29.000  acres  flooded  by  Norris  Dam.  The  flow  of  this  water 
in  the  Holston  River  is  so  great  that  it  will  fill  this  dam  every 
year,  in  addition  to  that  the  area  in  question  is  far  removed 
from  the  coast,  is  surrounded  by  mountain  barriers,  is  served 
by  adequate  railways  and  public  highwasrs. 

THE   AI-UMINVM   CO     OT  AMERICA   AND  THE   MANtTFACTUKK  OF  ALVWUXVIM 
WTTHTN  THE  TTNNt3S«r  VALLKT  AlK^ 

The  plant  of  the  Alimiinum  Co.  of  America  at  Alcoa  is 
located  on  a  3,000-acre  tract.    The  buildings  housing  the 
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various  operations  of  this  company  at  Alcoa  cover  90  acres 
of  ground.  This  plant  was  located  at  its  present  site  on 
account  of  the  availability  of  an  almost  unlimited  amount  of 
hydroelectric  energy.  The  company's  plant  at  Alcoa  is  the 
largest  in  the  world. 

It  owns  and  operates  three  dams.  One  at  Galderwood, 
Tenn.  One  at  Cheowa,  and  one  at  Santeetlah,  both  in  the 
State  of  North  Carolina.  It  has  now  under  construction  two 
additional  dams,  one  at  Nantahala,  and  one  at  Glenville. 
both  in  North  Carolina. 

Representatives  of  the  General  Staff  of  the  Army  recently 
made  a  visit  of  inspection  at  Alcoa.  Nfr.  Stcttinius  and  Mr. 
Knudsen  recently  visited  the  company's  plant  at  Alcoa.  On 
making  known  the  material  needs  of  the  Government  for 
additional  aluminum  in  carrying  out  the  Government's  ex- 
panded program  for  national  defense,  the  fact  developed  that 
on  July  1.  1942.  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America  would  be 
60.000.000  pounds  short  of  the  amount  of  aluminum  desired 
by  the  Government,  and  this  despite  the  fact  of  the  increased 
manufacturing  facilities  which  it  proposed  to  install,  and  the 
increased  production  of  power  by  its  2  additional  dams  now 
imder  construction.  Electricity  in  vast  quantities  is  abso- 
lutely essential  to  supply  the  additional  60.000,000  pounds  of 
aluminum  needed,  and  which  would  constitute  the  shortage 
on  July  1,  1942,  unless  the  present  bill  is  enacted  into  law,  and 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  permitted  to  expand  its  power 
facilities  as  provided  by  this  appropriation.  Under  the  old 
system  of  the  manufacture  of  aluminum  it  required  24  hours 
to  produce  30  jwunds  of  aluminum.  By  the  modern  method, 
through  the  use  of  electric  current,  this  being  developed  by 
Mr.  Charles  M.  Hall,  a  graduate  of  Oberlin  College  some  50 
years  ago.  it  is  possible  now  to  produce  30  pounds  of  alumi- 
num in  10  seconds. 

Aluminum  is  made  of  bauxite,  a  mineral  consisting  chiefly 
of  hydrated  aluminum  oxide,  but  containing  several  percent 
of  other  oxides,  chiefly  silica,  titania.  and  iron  oxide.  It  is 
mined  in  Arkansas  and  in  Surinam,  South  America.  This 
ore  is  treated  in  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  to  remove  the  impurities,  and 
is  there  ground  to  a  fineness  that  will  pass  through  a  sieve 
containing  200  openings  to  the  square  inch.  The  ore  when 
thus  refined  loses  50  percent  of  its  weight.  It  is  then  known 
as  alumina,  which  is  an  aluminum  oxide.  Two  poimds  of 
alumina  produce  one  pound  of  aluminum. 

The  solvent,  molten  cryolite — containing  a  small  percentage 
of  fluorspar,  in  which  alumina  Is  dissolved  to  form  the  elec- 
trolyte— is  not  consumed,  the  small  losses  are  made  up  by 
additions  during  the  course  of  operation.  Cryolite,  sodium 
alumina  fluoride,  occurs  in  appreciable  quantity  in  only  one 
natural  deposit,  which  is  in  Greenland.  Facilities  for  its  pro- 
duction synthetically  are  available  at  East  St.  Louis,  and  a 
sulKtantial  percentage  of  that  which  is  used  is  produced 
there  from  materials  which  are  readily  available  within  the 
United  States.  If  necessary,  this  production  could  be  ex- 
panded to  produce  the  entire  requirement.  Small  additions 
of  aluminum  fluoride,  made  at  East  St.  Louis,  are  made  from 
time  to  time.  Fluorspar  occvirs  in  quantity  in  Kentucky  and 
southern  Illinois. 

The  large  amount  of  electrical  energy  consumed  in  the 
production  of  aluminum  at  Alcoa  is  supplied  by  a  series  of 
hydroelectric  developments  on  the  Little  Tennessee  River 
system,  supplemented  by  purchases  from  T.  V.  A.  This  is 
conducted  over  power  lines  of  aluminum  cable,  steel  rein- 
forced, as  high-voltage  alternating  current  to  minimize  trans- 
mission losses.  At  the  reduction  works  the  voltage  is  stepped 
down  and  the  alternating  current  is  changed  to  direct  cur- 
rent by  means  of  either  rotary  converters  or  mercury  arc 
rectiflers.  Since  the  voltage  drop  across  a  single  reduction 
cell  is  small,  approximately  6  or  7  volts,  a  sufBcient  number 
of  cells  or  pots  are  connected  in  series  to  correspond  to  the 
voltage  of  a  single  rectifying  unit.  The  current  will  vary 
with  the  type  of  reduction  cell  but  Is  upward  of  30,000 
amperes. 

The  reduction  cell  or  pot.  as  it  is  called,  is  a  large  st«el 
shell  with  a  carbon  lining  separated  from  it  with  heat  insulat- 
ing material.    The  carbon  lining  serves  as  cathode  or  nega- 


tive electrode  of  the  cell.  The  electrolsrte  is  kept  molten  by 
the  heat  generated  by  the  passage  of  the  electric  current. 
The  current  is  led  into  the  electrolyte  through  anodes,  which 
are  usually  blocks  of  carbon  suspended  on  metal  rods  from 
the  positive  bus  bar.  These  anodes  are  made  from  petroleum 
coke  or  pitch  coke,  ground  and  mixed  with  pitch  and  tar 
and  molded  while  hot  to  the  desired  shape,  and  then  baked  to 
drive  off  the  volatile  constituents  of  the  mixture.  These 
grades  of  coke  which  are  low  in  ash  are  used,  since  any  im- 
purity in  the  anodes  will  be  dissolved  In  the  electrolyte  as  the 
carbon  Is  consumed  and  will  be  deposited  as  an  impurity  in 
the  aluminum. 

As  the  current  flows  Into  the  cell,  oxygen  is  liberated  at  the 
anode,  and  unites  with  the  carbon  at  the  high  temperature — 
about  1.800  degrees  Fahrenheit — the  carbon  dioxide  escaping 
into  the  atmosphere.  At  the  carbon  lining  of  the  cell  where 
the  currjent  leaves  the  electrolyte,  metallic  aluminum  is  de- 
posited. Since  the  temperature  is  above  the  melting  point  of 
aluminum — 1.220  degrees  Fahrenheit — the  metal  is  deposited 
in  molten  form.  When  all  the  aluminum  oxide  dissolved  In 
the  electrolyte  is  used  up.  the  voltage  of  the  cell  rises,  and  a 
telltale  lamp  connected  in  parallel  with  the  cell  glows  to  warn 
the  operator  that  more  aluminum  oxide — called  alumina — 
must  be  added.  The  new  charge  of  alumina  which  has  pre- 
viously been  sprinkled  on  the  crust  which  freezes  over  the 
electrolyte,  to  be  preheated,  is  added  by  breaking  the  crust 
and  stirring  it  into  the  bath.  The  alumina  dissolves  the  volt- 
age drops  to  the  normal  operating  value,  the  light  goes  out, 
and  the  process  of  making  aluminum  continues.  At  fixed  in- 
ternals, usually  of  about  3  days,  the  aluminum  is  removed 
from  the  reduction  cell  into  a  large  ladle  and  poured  into 
cast-iron  molds,  where  It  solidifies  as  pig  aluminum.  A  sam- 
ple is  taken  from  each  ladle  or  cast  and  analyzed.  Each  pig 
is  marked  with  a  grade  letter  corresponding  to  the  purity  of 
the  metal. 

In  some  of  the  reduction  cells  a  single  large  cylindrical 
anode  is  used  instead  of  several  rectangular  anodes.  When 
this  method  is  used,  the  electrode  mixture  of  ground  coke 
and  pitch  is  packed  in  an  aluminiun  shell  provided  with  suit- 
able arrangement  for  leading  in  the  current.  The  heat  gen- 
erated by  the  passage  of  the  current  bakes  the  mixture  and 
drives  off  the  volatile  material.  As  the  lower  end  of  the 
electrode  is  consumed  by  the  oxygen  liberated  during  electrol- 
ysis, additional  electrode  mixture  is  packed  in  the  top  of  the 
cylindrical  aluminum  shell,  new  sections  being  added  as 
required. 

The  aluminum  pig  Is  then  shipped  to  the  various  fabricat- 
ing plants  to  be  transformed  into  the  various  usable  forms, 
such  as  notched  ingot,  rolling  or  extrusion  ingots,  sheet,  plate, 
tubing,  bar  and  rod,  and  shapes,  castings,  and  so  forth. 

It  is  not  feasible  to  expand  operations  in  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington, due  to  the  cost  of  transportation  of  bauxite  to  its 
plant  on  the  Columbia  River  and  the  reshipment  of  the 
finished  product  across  the  country.  The  costs  incident  to 
such  transportation  are  prohibitive,  and  an  addition  thereto 
would  cause  a  congestion  of  railroad  traffic  because  it  would 
necessitate  the  use  of  4.000  railway  cars  annually.  The 
feasible,  practicable,  and  only  possible  way  to  meet  the  pres- 
ent emergency  and  needs  of  the  Government  for  national 
defense  is  to  increase  the  company's  manufacturing  facilities 
at  Alcoa.  This  the  company  has  taken  all  steps  to  do.  It 
only  awaits  the  enactment  of  this  measure  as  a  green  light 
and  go-ahead  signal. 

I  visited  its  great  plant  this  month  and  spent  some  3  or  4 
hours  in  observing  its  various  operations.  I  there  saw  the 
bauxite  deposited  into  melting  pots  where  submerging  in  a 
cryolite  bath  it  was  by  the  use  of  electric  current  melted  and 
then  siphoned  into  receptacles  from  which  it  was  poured  into 
pig  molds.  I  there  saw  these  aluminiun  pigs  again  melted, 
refined,  and  made  into  pure  aluminum  ingots  of  the  desired 
shape,  and  also  combined  with  copper  and  manganese  to  make 
the  different  aluminum  alloys  required  in  the  manufacture 
of  needed  war  planes  for  the  defense  of  this  country,  and  in 
the  finishing  rooms  and  shipping  rooms  I  saw  carloads  of 
airplanes   and   airplane  parts   consigned   to  every   airplane 
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manufacturer  in  the  United  States.  These  aluminum  products 
produced  by  this  company  by  power  developed  at  its  own  dams 
and  by  power  acquired  by  it  from  the  T.  V.  A.  and  the  shortage 
to  be  supplied  by  electric  current  from  the  projects  to  be  made 
possible  by  this  appropriation  are  essential  to  the  defense  and 
preservation  of  our  institutions  and  the  protection  of  the  lives, 
the  property,  and  the  liberty  of  cur  people. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Wicclesworth  1 . 

Mr.  WIGKjLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  program  be- 
fore US  this  afternoon  calls  for  the  ultimate  expenditure  of 
$65,800,000.  It  is  before  us  ostensibly  as  a  program  of  na- 
tional defense,  to  produce  from  60.000  to  80,000  Itilowatts  of 
power  to  in  tiUTi  produce  some  30.000  tons  of  aluminum  for 
airplane  manufacture  2  years  in  the  future. 

Broken  down,  the  program  recommended  divides  itself  into 
fotu"  parts,  as  follows:  A  new  hydroelectric  dam  for  the  T.  V.  A. 
system  on  the  Holston  River,  $36,000,000:  new  generating 
equipment  at  the  Wilson  and  Pickwick  Dams.  $5,300,000;  a 
new  steam  generating  plant,  $10,500,000;  additional  trans- 
mission facilities.  $14.000.000 — a  total  of  $65,800,000.  This  is 
to  produce  220.000  kilowatts  of  firm  power. 

Bflr.  Chairman,  I  believe  every  Meml)er  of  this  Committee 
under  present  conditions  is  for  national  defense  100  percent. 
I  believe  every  Member  of  this  Committee,  if  additional  power 
Is  essential  for  that  purpose,  wants  that  power  produced  in  the 
surest  way  and  in  the  cheapest  way  it  can  be  produced.  It  is 
obvious,  however,  that  we  are  not  justified  in  appropriating 
large  sums  of  money  for  this  or  that  purpose  simply  because 
It  comes  in  here  with  a  national -defense  tag  around  its  neck. 

As  far  as  this  particular  proposal  is  concerned,  I  personally 
am  prepared  to  go  along  with  items  2.3.  and  4  of  the  program. 
I  am  also  prepared  to  go  along  with  items  2.  3,  and  4  and  an 
additional  steam  plant  if  necessary.  I  regret  that  I  am  not 
prepared  to  support  item  1  of  the  program,  providing  for  the 
construction  of  a  new  hydroelectric  plant  on  the  Holston 
River  for  the  T.  V.  A.  I  regret  that  I  cannot  support  that 
item  of  the  program,  because,  in  my  judgment,  the  proponents 
of  the  program  have  failed  to  establish  the  necessity  of  the 
power  to  be  generated  by  that  dam  and  have  also  failed,  if 
we  assiune  that  the  power  is  necessary,  to  establish  that  the 
sure  way  and  the  cheap  way  to  produce  the  power  is  through 
the  suggested  hydroelectric  construction. 

May  I  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  have  not  only  listened  to 
the  testimony  on  the  record  in  thi?  connection;  I  have  talked 
personally  and  at  some  length  with  Mr.  Dunn.  I  have  gone 
to  considerable  lengths  to  consult  other  persons  off  the  record 
who,  in  my  judgment,  are  qualified  as  experts  on  the  subject. 
The  result  has  been  to  confirm  my  own  judgment  to  the  effect 
that  the  hydroelectric  dam  is  not  Justified. 

This  program  comes  before  us  with  the  ostensible  approval 
of  the  Council  for  National  Defense.  May  I  direct  your  atten- 
tion in  this  connection  to  the  very  brief  and  desultory  hear- 
ings on  the  program.  If  you  will  consider  these  hearings, 
you  will  find  that  the  Council  for  National  Defense  as  a  whole 
has  not  endorsed  the  power  features  of  the  program.  You 
will  find  that  Mr.  Knudsen  has  not  endorsed  the  power  fea- 
tures of  the  program.  You  will  find  that  Mr.  Stettinius  has 
declined  to  qualify  as  an  expert  on  the  power  featiu-es  of  the 
program.  You  will  find  that  the  primary  responsibility  rests 
squarely  on  the  shoulders  of  Mr.  Gano  Dunn,  consultant  for 
Mr.  Stettinius  in  this  field  of  activity  of  the  Council  for 
National  Defense. 

Here  Is  what  Mr.  Knudsen  said.  I  quote  from  page  5  and 
page  7  of  the  hearings. 

Mr.  KKtmssN.  I  am  not  a  power  man:  I  am  a  manufacturer.  My 
Interest  In  this  project  Is  purely  to  see  that  we  get  aluminum 
enough  or  duralumin  enough  to  build  the  pl.^nes  with.     •      •      • 

Mr.  TABxa.  Then  all  you  are  giving  us  Is  a  sort  of  picture  indi- 
cating that  you  feel  that  we  need  mere  aluminum  capacity. 

Mr.  Kinn>8XN.  Yes.  sir. 

I  quote  also  the  following  statement  by  Mr.  Stettinius  ap- 
pearing on  page  18  of  the  hearings: 

Mr.  8II.T1LN1US.  Mr.  Dunn  is  an  expert  In  the  field  of  power.  I 
aaa  not  an  expert  in  the  fleld  of  power,  but  I  subscribe  to  every- 
1MB(  ttutt  Mr.  Dunn  has  sftid  in  hiif  te&Umonj. 


I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  Mr.  Dunn.  I  have 
talked  with  him  both  on  and  off  the  record.  I  know  of  the 
splendid  standing  he  has  enjoyed  for  years  in  his  field  of 
engineering.  I  have  the  greatest  respect  for  his  ability  and 
for  him  as  an  individual.  If  Mr.  Dunn  came  to  us  in  connec- 
tion with  this  program  with  his  own  figxires,  obtained  as  a 
result  of  his  own  independent  investigation;  if  his  recommen- 
dation were  based  on  his  own  independent  Judgment,  I  should 
think  much  more  highly  of  the  proposal  than  I  can  under 
present  conditions.  I  say  this  for  the  reason  that  it  is  per- 
fectly apiMurent  from  Mr.  Dunn's  own  statement  that  the  fig- 
ures upon  which  he  has  relied  are  not  his  own  figures  43ut  the 
figures  furnished  by  the  T.  V.  A.  and  the  T.  V.  A.  engineers. 

Now  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  7  months 
ago  these  same  T.  V.  A.  officials  appeared  before  the  Inde- 
pendent Offices  Committee  and  presented  detailed  tables  in 
connection  with  theb:  testimony.  These  tables,  which  will 
be  found  at  pages  1614  and  1615  of  the  hearings,  set  forth 
in  detail  the  installed  capacity,  the  available  power,  the  esti- 
mated peak  demand,  and  the  estimated  power  requirements 
period  by  period  up  to  and  Into  the  year  1943. 

Now,  if  you  take  the  figures  furnished  In  those  tables  7 
months  ago  and  deduct  every  kilowatt  of  power  called  for  in 
the  program  which  is  before  us  today.  Including  the  Increase 
to  be  anticipated  In  the  consumption  of  municipalities,  you 
will  find  that  over  and  above  the  requirements  of  the  T.  V.  A. 
system,  if  you  include  the  steam  plant  alone,  there  will  he 
some  16  percent  of  excess  power  available.  If  you  include 
both  plants  called  for  here,  the  steam  plant  and  the  elec- 
trical plant,  you  come  out  with  a  figure  of  something  like 
35  percent  in  excess  of  the  power  required  for  all  the  piUTjoses 
now  under  consideration. 

Mr.  Dimn  stated  that  he  had  not  even  seen  these  T.  V.  A. 
figures,  although  they  were  officially  presented  to  the  Con- 
gress only  7  months  ago.  Mr.  Dunn  apparently  relied  on 
figures  more  recently  presented  by  T.  V.  A.  I  have  not  seen 
those  figures.  It  is  therefore  impossible  to  reconcile  them 
with  the  fi.gures  officially  presented  7  months  ago.  Once 
again  apparently  T.  V.  A.  has  fiUTiished  two  sets  of  official 
figures.  It  Is  impossible  to  tell  which  set  of  figures,  if  either, 
is  correct.  I  regret  that  Mr.  Dunn's  recommendations  come 
to  us  based  on  one  set  of  figures  with  no  knowledge  on  his 
part  whatsoever  of  the  other  set  of  figures. 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  EATON.  The  T.  V.  A.  program  has  cost  about  one- 
half  billion  dollars,  and  I  want  to  know  as  a  Member  of  this 
House  and  representing  taxpayers  why  it  is,  after  this  enor- 
mous expenditure,  it  Ls  now  necessary  for  a  hurried  defense 
proposition  to  be  brought  in  here  to  spend  $65,000,000  more 
to  get  something  we  ought  to  get  out  of  the  $500,000,000 
already  spent. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  cannot  answer  the  gentleman's 
question.  I  think  it  is  a  very  proper  one.  I  do  know,  how- 
ever, that  this  dam  Is  brought  In  here  with  the  same  old 
argim:ient  that  we  must  begin  to  build  it  at  once  or  lose  the 
flood  waters  some  2  years  hence.  Ttie  same  argument  has 
been  used  again  and  again  by  the  T.  V.  A.  In  seeking  this  or 
that  dam  and  almost  invariably  it  has  proved  impossible  to 
complete  construction  in  the  time  estimated  for  construction. 

Mr.  EATON.  This  enterprise  was  started  as  a  defense 
proposition  and  now  it  is  worth  nothing  and  we  have  to  build  a 
new  one  in  a  hurry. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin. 

Blr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Mr. 
Dunn's  testimony,  appearing  on  page  19  of  the  hearings.  Is 
a  valid  argument  in  favor  of  defeating  this  $65,800,000  power 


dam  for  the  benefit  of  the  Aluminum  Trust?    Mr.  Dunn 
states,  on  page  19  of  the  hearings: 

Water  power  used  to  be  cheaper  than  steam  power,  but  now 
•team  power  is  cheaper  than  water  power. 

Mr.  Dunn  also  stated: 

Roughly,  water  power  requires  three  or  four  times  as  much  capital 
•8  steam  power  does. 

If  we  are  interested  in  national  defense  and  in  conserving 
the  funds  of  our  almost  bankrupt  Federal  Treasury,  we  had 
better  build  some  steam  plants  in  the  coal-mining  districts 
of  the  country,  in  view  of  Mr.  Dunn's  admissions  that  water 
power  costs  more  than  steam  power  and  water  power  requires 
three  or  four  times  more  capital  than  steam  power  does. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  personally  agree  with  the  gen- 
tleman, and  I  am  coming  to  that  matter  in  a  moment. 

I  want  to  say  in  passing  that  although  Mr.  Dunn  has  relied 
on  recent  figures  of  the  T.  V.  A.,  he  was  compelled  to  testify, 
in  response  to  questions  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr. 
WooDRUMi,  that  he  was  not  sufficiently  familiar  with  those 
figures  to  give  the  storage  capacity  of  the  proposed  hydro- 
electric dam  on  the  Holston  River.  Not  until  a  week  later 
did  the  committee  receive  any  real  information  on  such 
matters  as  the  minimum  flow  of  the  river,  the  height  of  the 
proposed  dam,  and  so  forth,  and  then  only  from  the  T.  V.  A. 
engineers. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  submit  that  on  the  record  before  your 
committee,  the  need  of  the  power  to  be  generated  by  this 
hydroelectric  dam  has  not  been  established;  that,  on  the 
contrary,  on  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  power  to  be  produced 
by  existing  facilities,  plus  the  new  steam  plant,  is  more  than 
sufficient  to  take  care  of  all  foreseeable  demands. 

I  further  submit.  Mr.  Chairman,  assuming  that  the  power 
in  question  is  in  fact  required,  that  the  proponents  of  this 
program  have  failed  to  establish  that  the  hydroelectric  plant 
Is  either  the  quickest  or  the  cheapest  way  in  which  to  produce 
the  power. 

On  the  contrary,  the  record  Indicates,  in  my  judgment,  that 
the  proposed  hydroelectric  plant  is  not  entitled  to  considera- 
tion on  either  score. 

The  record  indicates  that  the  hydroelectric  plant  must  be 
completed  in  time  to  catch  the  flood  waters  of  the  spring  of 
1942.  Failure  to  complete  the  structure  by  that  time  means 
that  the  construction  is  useless  for  national  defense  or  any 
other  purpose  for  a  full  year  thereafter.  All  experience  with 
T.  V.  A.  indicates  a  period  of  at  least  3  years  as  necessary  for 
the  completion  of  this  strticture.  I  offered  to  lay  a  wager  with 
Mr.  Dunn  that  the  proposed  dam.  if  approved,  would  not  be 
constructed  prior  to  June  30.  1942.  The  wager  was  not 
accepted.  The  record  indicates  that  a  steam  plant  could, 
In  all  probability,  be  completed  within  18  months  and  there- 
fore be  available  in  time  for  the  June  1942  bottleneck  in 
power,  which  this  program  seeks  to  eliminate. 

Those  with  experience  in  the  hydroelectric  field  have 
suggested  that  additional  power  cculd  be'  made  available 
promptly  through  the  release  of  reserves  now  held  by  T.  V.  A. 
for  navigation  and  flood  control,  by  proper  arrangements 
with  private  companies  for  the  purchase  of  off-peak  power, 
by  the  operation  of  existing  steam  capacity,  by  drawing  on 
other  sources  of  power,  such  as  Canada  or  Bonneville  or  Grand 
Coulee,  or  in  other  ways.  Without  passing  judgment  on  these 
suggestions,  the  record  indicates  Indisputably  that  under  the 
proposed  program  we  are  to  procure  100,000  kilowatts  of  power 
for  $10,500,000.  at  the  rate  of  $105  per  kilowatt  by  steam 
power,  while  we  are  asked  to  pay  $41,500,000  for  120,000  kilo- 
watts cf  power,  at  the  rate  of  $344  per  kilowatt  for  power 
generated  by  the  proposed  hydroelectric  plant.  In  other 
words,  the  hydroelectric-power  propo.sal  costs  almost  three  and 
one-half  times  as  much  as  the  proposed  steam  power. 

On  the  basis  of  testimony  before  your  committee.  I  am 
unable  to  support  the  proposed  hydroelectric  dam.  The  need 
for  the  power  has  not  been  estalriished.  If  it  is  In  fact  needed. 
It  wculd  appear  that  it  can  be  produced  far  more  cheaply 
and  surely  2  years  hence  by  steam  power. 


The  only  basis  upon  which  I  could  support  the  hydroelec- 
tric-dam proposal  would  be  on  the  basis  of  placing  the  new- 
born child  on  the  doorstep  of  Mr.  Dunn,  hoping  that  it  would 
prosper  under  his  guidance.  Personally,  in  the  light  of  expert 
off-the-record  testimony  which  I  have  obtained,  I  am  unwill- 
ing to  resort  to  this  method  of  procedure. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  yield  5  mtoutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Collins]. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  Mr.  Chairman.  It  seems  to  me  particularly 
imfortunate  that  the  T.  V.  A.  has  been  injected  into  this 
argument.  The  situation  that  the  House  finds  itself  in  today 
is  simply  this:  The  Aluminum  Co.  of  America  has  a  plant  in 
Alcoa.  Tenn..  which  produces  about  43  percent  of  the  aliimi- 
num  produced  in  the  United  States.  The  airplane  Industry 
is  supplied  to  the  extent  of  three-fourths  of  Its  requirements 
by  this  particular  plant.  During  the  period  from  July  1939 
down  to  February  1940  the  Aluminum  Co.'s  plant  In  Tennes- 
see could  not  run  to  capacity  because  of  lack  of  electrical 
power.  In  other  words,  this  country's  airplane-building  pro- 
gram is  dependent  entirely  upon  the  production  of  aluminum, 
and  our  pi  eduction  of  aluminum  is  dependent  upon  electrical 
energy,  securable  in  the  vicinity  of  the  plant  that  the  Alumi- 
num Co.  of  America  has  elected  to  place  in  the  Tennessee 
Valley. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  COLLINS.  I  regret  I  cannot.  We  are  faced  with  the 
necessity  of  building  airplanes  and  they  are  built  out  of 
aluminum.  During  the  calendar  year  1939  and  the  first  4 
months  of  the  calendar  year  1940—16  months — the  total  im- 
portations of  aluminum  to  the  United  States  amounted  to 
$34,500,000.  That  aluminum  largely  came  from  Canada,  the 
United  Kingdom.  France,  Norway.  Switzerland.  Gradually 
these  Importations  have  dwindled  to  the  extent  that  we  are 
now  getting  practically  no  aluminum  from  these  countries. 
England  needs  all  of  the  aluminum  that  Canada  and  the 
United  Kingdom  can  produce  for  her  own  airplane  needs. 
There  will  be  no  importations  of  aluminum  from  France  and 
none  from  Norway  and  none  from  Switzerland,  because  Mr. 
Hitler  is  not  going  to  permit  importations  from  those  coun- 
tries to  build  planes  for  Great  Britain  and  our  needs. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLLINS.  I  am  sorry.  If  this  country  requires  alumi- 
num, the  only  way  that  we  are  going  to  get  it  is  by  passing 
this  water-power  bill.    Aluminum  means  airplanes. 

This  country  produced  during  the  last  calendar  year  148.000 
tons  of  aluminum.  If  it  requires  5  tons  of  aluminum  to  build 
a  plane,  and  all  of  this  tonnage  was  used  solely  for  airplane 
production,  that  would  mean  29.600  airplanes  yearly.  Of 
course,  we  are  going  to  have  to  use  aluminum  for  something 
other  than  airplanes,  so  the  airplane  share  of  aluminum 
would  not  give  us  more  than  10,000  airplanes,  and  yet  we  taik 
about  50,000  more  airplanes,  and  talk  is  all  it  is.  imless  alumi- 
num is  produced  in  sufficient  quantities  to  supply  our  needs. 

Now.  what  is  the  situation  about  aluminum  and  the  pro- 
duction of  aluminum  in  this  country  and  elsewhere? 

I  am  reading  from  page  634  of  the  Minerals  Yearbook, 
1939: 

Although  official  data  on  world  output  of  bauxite  and  aluminum 
In  1938  are  Incomplete,  both  commodities  probably  established  new 
high  records.  For  the  third  time  In  the  last  5  years  the  production 
of  aliiminum  In  Germany  exceeded  that  in  the  United  States.  Of 
the  total  output  of  the  world.  Germany  contributed  29  percent  and 
the  United  States  23  percent.  Canada.  Union  of  Soviet  Soclallat 
Republics,  and  Prance  ranked  next  In  importance  as  producers.  The 
total  consumption  of  more  than  500.000  short  tons  of  aluminum  in 
1938  can  be  attributed  partly  to  the  strategic  importance  of  the 
metal  in  a  war- threatened  world. 

Germany  ranks  first  in  production  of  aluminum.  The 
United  States  ranks  second,  and  Canada  ranks  third,  and  the 
reason  Canada  ranks  third  is  because  of  the  enormous  water- 
power  facilities  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

Now.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  look  this  question  squarely  In 
the  face.  Without  electrical  energy  we  cannot  produce  alumi- 
num and  without  aluminum  we  cannot  have  the  airplanes 
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that  are  necessary  for  the  military  protection  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States.    That  is  the  story.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  feiL] 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Jenioks]. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want,  if  I  may, 
to  answer  just  briefly  one  of  the  arguments  advanced  by  my 
very  delightful  and  very  distinguished  colleague  from  Ten- 
nessee [Mr.  Jennotgs].  He  told  us  that  the  power  plant  at 
Alcoa.  Tenn..  produced  75  percent  of  the  aluminum  produced 
to  the  coimtry.  Now.  that  is  a  very  important  and  stupen- 
dous statement  from  two  standpoints 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  WiU  the  gentleman  yield?  I  said  43 
percent. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  understood  the  gentleman  to 
say  75  percent  and  I  wrote  It  down  that  way.  but  let  it  be  43 
percent.  That  will  do  as  well.  That  still  is  a  stupendous 
statement  from  two  standpoints.  One  is  that  it  is  entirely  too 
much  of  a  percentage  of  any  product  to  be  produced  by  any 
one  plant  in  this  great  country  of  ours— especially  of  a 
product  so  essential  as  Uimiinum.  My  idea  of  defense  is  to 
conserve  one's  resources  when  produced.  This  is  quite  as 
Important  as  to  produce  them.  We  must  learn  a  lesson 
vhich  some  of  the  combatants  In  the  present  war  fadled  to 
learn.  We  must  scatter  and  diversify  our  production  plants 
so  that  if  one  Is  put  out  of  operation  the  whole  production 
of  that  one  product  is  not  endangered.  We  ought  not  to 
Increase  the  production  of  this  very  important  product  at 
this  large  plant.  Aluminvun  can  be  produced  almost  any- 
where for  the  raw  materials  from  which  it  is  produced  is  not 
found  in  Tennessee.  Ihe  gentleman's  statement  is  also  one 
worthy  of  notice  when  he  said  that  Alcoa  has  been  operating 
for  20  years.  That  was  long  before  the  T.  V.  A.  was  ever 
thought  of.  How  did  the  Alcoa  plant  operate  then  without 
the  T.  V.  A.?  The  T.  V.  A.  was  not  there  then.  How  would 
it  operate  now  if  the  T.  V.  A.  had  not  been  created?  It 
would  operate  as  before,  for  the  T.  V.  A.  Is  not  indispensable. 
How  would  other  aluminum  plants  down  in  that  section  oper- 
ate now  if  it  were  not  for  the  T.  V.  A.?  They  would  probably 
operate  much  more  freely.  Some  of  them  have  petitioned 
and  asked  time  after  time  that  they  be  given  permission  to 
build  their  own  dams,  build  their  own  power  plants.  They 
do  not  want  to  be  bound  by  this  ruthless  economic  giant.  But 
this  gigantic  octopus  that  has  been  built  up  under  the  pro- 
tection of  the  National  Qovermnent  insists  on  dominating  the 
whole  region. 

The  T.  V.  A.  is  determined  to  stamp  out  all  competition  of 
every  land.  Its  officers,  who  can  always  find  it  convenient 
to  come  into  our  galleries,  as  they  are  today,  insist  on  dom- 
inating the  situation. 

Are  the  T.  V.  A.  oflScials  interested  in  this  new  dam  from  the 
Standpoint  of  national  defense?  No.  They  are  Interested 
"because  they  want  tb  extend  their  power.  They  want  their 
d3niasty  to  extend  its  power  and  influence.  It  wants  to  reach 
out  in  every  possible  direction.  Why  did  it  not  include  this 
Cherokee  Dam  in  its  first  program  of  dam  construction  if  it 
is  so  important?  Why  did  they  omit  it  from  its  program? 
I  cannot  l)elieve  it  is  so  important  now.  This  great  program 
Of  power  construction  planned  by  the  New  Deal  was  won- 
derful to  contemplate  when  first  published.  It  was  won- 
derful enough  to  be  terrorizing.  I  wish  I  had  my  big  map  to 
show  how  extensive  and  expansive  this  program  is.  It  starts 
from  the  headwaters  of  the  Tennessee  River  halfway  up 
in  the  State  of  Virginia  and  goes  down  across  North  Carolina 
and  Tennessee,  over  across  Georgia,  Alabama,  and  Missis- 
sippi, and  back  up  across  Tennessee  again.  This  one  little 
dam  that  they  propose  to  build  now  is  right  up  to  the  north- 
east comer  of  the  State  of  Tennessee.  It  is  on  the  liead- 
waters  of  Holston  River,  whicii  is  nothing  but  a  small  moun- 
tato  stream,  and  is  practically  dry  much  of  the  time.  What 
do  they  expect  to  benefit  from  the  construction  of  this 
$35,000,000  dam?  They  can  hardly  expect  it  to  be  more 
eflBcaclous  than  the  beautiful  and  much  advertised  Norris 
Dam.  Just  how  wonderful  is  the  Norris  Dam  today?  I  do 
not  know  how  many  of  you  have  seen  It.    My,  how  to  its 


majestic  whiteness  it  rears  Itself  toto  the  air  two  or  three 
hundred  feet!  White  and  beautiful.  It  gleams  in  the  sun- 
light. It  is  a  thtog  of  l)eauty,  but.  oh,  how  useless  it  is 
today.  It  and  the  city  of  Norris  were  terrible  mistakes,  and 
we  have  a  bridge  in  our  home  city  that  they  call  Misfit  Bridge. 
They  should  rename  this  dam  and  call  it  Mistake  Dam.  To- 
day the  Norris  Dam  is  useless.  It  has  been  for  many  days. 
It  was  useless  for  a  good  portion  of  last  year.  What  is  wrong, 
you  ask.  My  reply  is  that  the  water  is  so  low  that  none  is 
going  over  the  spillway,  and  the  river  is  dry  for  a  long  dis- 
tance below  the  dam.  The  beautiftd  dam  is  there,  and  mil- 
lions have  been  practically  wasted  to  give  Senator  Norris  a 
monument.  There  is  some  water  back  of  the  dam.  This  is 
in  the  form  of  a  lake,  upon  which  the  pleasiu'e  seekers  paddle 
their  canoes  or  race  their  motorboats  or  leisurely  fish  and 
swim,  all  at  the  expense  of  Uncle  Sam.  Poor,  deluded,  igno- 
rant Congressmen  that  we  have  been  to  the  heavy  tax- 
paying  States  to  vote  our  money  for  a  playgroimd  that  is  not 
necessary  and  terrifically  expensive. 

Now.  you  ask  me,  what  are  we  gotog  to  do  at  this  Cherokee 
Dam?  We  will  do  Just  what  is  done  at  Norris  Dam.  We  will 
spend  $35,000,000  Just  lor  a  monument  for  some  uplifter.  I 
have  a  letter  from  the  most  promtoent  man  living  in  that 
community  today,  and  he  says,  "I  walked  across  the  Holston 
River  a  few  days  ago,  and  in  many  places  right  exactly  where 
they  propose  to  put  this  new  dsun  the  river  is  dry."  My 
friends,  I  call  upon  you  not  to  be  carried  by  this  war  hysteria 
to  do  what  your  more  sober  Judgment  would  condemn.  If 
Norris  Dam  is  a  mistake.  Cherokee  will  be  also. 

My  friends,  if  you  talk  about  national  defense,  what  are  the 
elements  that  should  characterize  a  project  to  recommend  it 
as  one  of  importance  to  national  defense?  First,  the  project 
ought  to  recommend  itself  from  the  point  of  the  swiftness 
with  which  it  can  be  constructed.  Speed  and  time  are  often 
the  prmcipal  prerequisites.  The  cheapness  with  which  it  can 
be  constructed  Is  also  an  important  item  in  determtotog  the 
desirability  of  a  project.  You  have  heard  a  lot  of  testimony 
here  today  about  Mr.  Dunn  and  one  or  two  other  gentlemen. 
Certainly  they  are  all  respectable  men.  Who  is  it  who  wants 
to  impute  improper  motives  to  these  gentlemen?  I  am  sure 
I  do  not.  But,  friends,  listen  to  me;  to  the  testimony  given 
by  these  gentlemen  to  the  effect  that  this  dam  would  be 
feasible  and  would  be  advisable  they  say  most  emphatically 
that  they  can  construct  a  steam  plant  for  producing  elec- 
tricity for  $10,000,000  which  will  produce  more  power  than 
this  dam  will  produce  when  it  is  running  under  most  favorable 
circumstances.  Why  spend  $35,000,000  to  construct  a  dam 
which  will  produce  practically  no  firm  power  when  you  can 
by  spending  $10,000,000  construct  a  steam  plant  which  will 
produce  much  more  power,  all  of  which  will  be  firm  and 
marketable  power  ready  to  be  used  any  and  every  day? 

Half  of  the  time  this  dam  will  not  produce  any  power; 
there  will  not  be  enough  water  there  to  produce  power.  It 
will  be  Just  like  the  Norris  E>am.  The  disttoguished  Senator 
was  here  to  the  Chamber  until  Just  a  few  mtoutes  ago.  I 
wish  he  had  stayed  so  that  he  might  have  h^ard  us  talk 
about  that  beautiful  dam  that  bears  his  name  but  does  not 
bring  to  him  the  honor  and  glory  that  he  expected.  The 
Norris  Dam  was  not  constructed  for  protection  or  national 
defense.  It  was  constructed  there  as  a  social  experiment  to 
try  out  Government-controlled  power.  It  was  never  a  navi- 
gation nor  a  flood-control  project.  It  was  essentially  a  jwwer 
project  from  its  beginning. 

I  am  opposed  to  this  whole  Oovemment-controUed  plan  of 
power  production.  I  have  said  many  times  on  this  floor  that  I 
am  not  for  the  destruction  of  all  these  dams  and  plants  that 
have  been  built;  I  would  not  dsmamite  these  fine  structures 
that  have  been  put  up;  rather.  I  would  complement  them;  I 
would  build  by  the  side  of  each  one  of  them  a  coal-burning, 
steam-producing  power  plant  so  that  they  could  have  an 
effective  and  constantly  sustatoed  flow  of  usable  power.  Take 
the  Norris  Dam,  for  tostance,  a  great,  silent  monument  today 
not  worth  a  dime  except  for  recreation.  If  you  had  by  it  a 
fine,  big.  steam-power  plant  you  would  have  something  worth 
while.    But  I  hope  the  time  will  come  when  we  will  take  out 


of  Government  control  this  gigantic  agency  and  put  it  under 
sale  and  efficient  control. 

How  did  Alcoa  operate  before  T.  V.  A.?  They  operated  on 
their  own  steam-generated  power  or  their  own  dams.  You 
ask  why  did  the  Aluminum  Co.  go  to  Alcoa  or  any  other  place 
down  in  that  section?  I  do  not  know.  I  presume  they  saw 
the  advantage  of  cheap  coal  and  cheap  water-power  sites. 
Why  did  they  not  take  it  to  St.  Louis  or  some  place  where 
they  treated  or  processed  this  bauxite  ore?  Why  did  they 
not  build  it  in  southern  Ohio?  I  think  they  could  have  done 
as  well.  According  to  Mr.  Parker,  the  chief  engineer,  it  would 
take  a  lot  of  coal  to  produce  power  by  steam.  He  said  it 
would  take  1.400  tons  of  coal  a  day  to  generate  the  power 
necessary.  He  seems  to  think  that  1,400  tons  is  a  tremendous 
tonnage.  In  my  own  district  there  are  several  mines  that  can 
produce  more  than  1,400  tons  of  coal  per  day.  We  have 
several  that  will  produce  twice  or  three  times  that  much. 
Why  not  construct  one  of  these  plants  over  in  Pennsylvania, 
or  in  southern  Illinois,  or  to  southern  Indiana? 

My  distinguished  friend  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
FMr.  Collins  1  said  something  to  the  effect  that  this  aluminum 
plant  is  down  there  and  that  it  should  be  supplemented. 
Well,  my  goodness,  is  there  no  place  in  these  great  United 
States  of  America  for  a  second  plant?  Must  we  be  limited 
to  our  production  of  aluminum  to  one  producing  plant?  Why 
should  we  not  have  several  other  plants  located  elsewhere 
so  that  we  would  not  be  limited  to  reliance  upon  one  pro- 
ducing plant  only?  If  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  who  speaks  so  frequently  to  favor  of  T.  V.  A.  were 
here  he  would  no  doubt  vote  to  build  this  dam  for  the 
Alummum  Co.  of  America.  Not  one  of  you  will  stand  up 
here  and  admit  that  you  are  voting  for  this  bill  to  help  any 
one  plant,  but  if  you  vote  for  this  bill  you  are  casting  a  vote 
to  help  one  company  that  has  one  plant  that  produces  43 
percent  of  this  one  product  to  these  great  United  States  of 
America. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  use  a  little  common  sense  here  today. 
Let  us  have  a  little  reason;  let  us  look  at  this  thing  from  the 
standpoint  of  common  sense  and  reason.  We  are  all  for 
national  defense;  we  want  to  produce  aluminum;  but  will 
anybody  say  to  me  that  we  cannot  produce  aluminum  to  any 
place  but  Tennessee?  Is  that  true?  Well,  bless  your  life,  it 
cannot  be  true.  Then,  if  we  can  produce  it  somewhere  else, 
let  us  produce  it  somewhere  else  so  we  shall  not  be  entirely 
dependent  on  one  place. 

Let  us  for  just  a  minute  look  at  the  relative  costs  of  pro- 
ductog  electricity  by  coal  as  against  water  power.  You  cannot 
find  a  statement  by  any  reputable  engineer  anywhere  that 
does  not  say  that  steam  will  produce  electricity  cheaper  than 
it  can  be  produced  by  water  power.  Let  us  look  at  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  Dvmn.  I  understand  he  is  now  in  the  gal- 
lery. I  have  never  had  the  honor  to  meet  him,  but  they  say 
he  is  a  wonderful  man,  and  I  believe  he  is;  he  must  be  because 
he  surely  has  a  great  reputation  to  the  power  field.  What  did 
he  say?  He  said  that  up  to  about  10  or  20  years  ago  it  took 
8  pounds  of  coal  to  produce  1  kilowatt  of  power,  but  now  they 
have  it  perfected  so  that  it  takes  only  nme-tenths  of  a  pound 
of  coal  to  produce  1  kilowatt  of  power. 

Mr.  Chairman,  Is  there  any  magic  about  this  power-pro- 
ducing busmess?  Can  it  be  done  nowhere  except  in  Tennes- 
see? If  not,  how  does  the  great  State  of  New  York  operate 
without  the  T.  V.  A.?  If  not,  how  does  the  great  State  of 
Michigan  operate  without  it?  How  does  the  great  State  of 
Ohio  operate  without  it?  The  plants  in  Tennessee  should 
be  compelled  to  operate  Just  as  the  large  plants  in  all  the 
other  States  operate.  Some  of  us  prophesied  that  the 
T.  V.  A.  would  fail  to  carry  on.  We  prophesied  that  this 
thing  never  would  carry  itself.  Last  year  it  failed  and  agato 
this  year  it  failed.  Out  to  Ohio  I  have  two  great  power 
plants  to  my  section  that  produce  power  by  coal.  One  of 
these  plants,  I  believe,  uses  4,000  tons  of  coal  a  day.  I  do 
not  know  who  owns  the  power  companies.  One  is  the 
Allegheny,  and  one  is  the  Ohio,  and  one  is  the  Southern 
Ohio.  I  do  not  know  much  about  them  except  I  know  who 
the  local  managers  are.    But  what  did  these  companies  have 


to  do  last  year?  They  had  to  operate  their  power  plants  In 
the  southern  parts  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Kentucky  to  the 
limit  and  to  divert  their  load  into  the  Tennessee  Valley  to 
take  up  the  load  that  T.  V.  A.  could  not  carry.  Why  this 
terrible  failure  on  the  part  of  the  T.  V.  A.?  The  T.  V.  A. 
sold  more  power  than  they  could  generate.  That  is  a  habit 
with  them.  Mr.  Lilienthal  had  to  admit  when  we  had  our 
tovestigaUon  of  the  T.  V.  A.  that  they  sold  power  many 
times  before  they  ever  made  it.  And  they  tell  me — I  cannot 
prove  this,  but  they  tell  me — that  they  are  down  there  now 
working  on  this  dam  site  provided  for  here  in  this  bill,  and 
have  been  worktog  on  it  quite  a  little  while  spendtog  money 
recklessly,  with  no  appropriation  whatever  made  for  it. 
What  effrontery.  How  do  they  do  that,  Mr.  Chairman? 
How  do  they  justify  their  arrogance?  They  do  it  because  of 
the  organization  that  they  have  developed  down  there  and 
because  of  the  unrestricted  power  we  have  assigned  to  them. 

We  have  surrendered  power  to  them  to  an  extent  that  is 
little  short  of  shameful.  As  I  stated  before,  they  march 
across  these  States  with  a  tread  that  is  irresistible,  with  a 
tread  that  is  crushing.  They  ask  no  advice  of  a  governor. 
They  tell  him.  They  ask  no  mayor,  they  ask  no  county 
commission^rOoi^a  concession  or  advice.  They  tell  them 
what  to  60:  Down  mere  if  you  want  to  run  for  constable  you 
have  to  have  a  T.  V.  A.  sign  on  you  or  you  cannot  be  elected. 
Mr.  Chairman,  what  ktod  of  a  situation  is  that?  What  do 
you  think  of  that  ktod  of  a  grab  when  they  ask  for  this  power 
or  for  this  dam  under  the  stress  of  the  present  times?  Do 
not  be  carried  away  by  the  claim  that  this  is  national  defense. 
Look  rather  at  the  people  who  are  interested  in  it.  Why 
should  the  T.  V.  A.  people  be  in  the  gallery  today?  Does  it 
make  any  personal  difference  to  them? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virgmia.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Yes;  the  gentleman  is  such  a  fine 
fellow  and  always  yields,  that  I  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  The  gentleman  has  com- 
mented several  times  on  that.  I  personally  requested  the 
T.  V.  A.  and  Mr.  Dimn  to  be  present  to  order  to  give  us  tech- 
nical information  if  we  need  it. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  do  not  know  how  they  could 
give  it  from  the  gallery. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Would  the  gentleman  let 
them  come  on  the  floor  and  give  it? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  No;  and  neither  would  the  gentle- 
man.  This  is  not  the  place  for  it. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.     WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Did  I  understand  the  gentleman 
to  say  that  he  has  information  to  the  effect  that  this  dam 
has  been  started  without  any  authorization  or  appropriation? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  cannot  give  you  that  with  the 
same  authority  that  I  give  you  the  information  that  these 
rivers  are  dry.  I  gave  you  that  emphatically  and  without 
any  equivocation.  With  reference  to  the  statement  whether 
they  have  been  started  to  work  on  this  dam  site.  I  only  have 
that  from  the  letter  of  one  individual,  and  I  do  not  vouch  for 
it.  I  did  not  say  I  would  vouch  for  it.  Let  us  not  have  any 
mistake  about  that.  But  I  believe  it.  and  I  believe  it  because 
I  have  had  the  experience  and  I  know  how  they  operate,  and 
you  members  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  ought  to 
believe  it  because  you  know  how  they  operate.  They  fear 
no  law  but  themselves,  and  they  recognize  no  authority  but 
the  New  Deal. 

Let  us  not  be  carried  away  by  their  surreptitious  demand 
for  more  authority. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  fMr.  Taber]  Is  going  to 
Introduce  an  amendment,  for  which  I  will  vote,  because  I  am 
against  this  kind  of  control.  I  am  against  the  Government 
doing  these  things.  I  am  in  favor  of  letting  the  Alumtoum 
Co.  buy  its  own  power  like  they  do  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  to 
every  other  State  of  the  Union.  Let  them  go  out  and  buy 
the  power.  Let  some  power  company  come  in  and  supply 
it.  That  is  the  American  way  of  doing  business.  I  shall 
vote  for  the  amendment  which  the  gentleman  from  New 
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York  [Mr.  Tabkr]  proposes,  because  I  think  it  will  make  the 
T.  V.  A.  more  certain,  more  xoseful.  and  more  eflfective  against 
the  time  when  a  Republican  administration  shall  come  back 
to  power.  I  hope  then  that  the  Republican  Party  will  do 
away  with  all  these  commissions  and  take  charge  of  this 
giant  and  see  that  the  power  is  sold  as  they  do  at  Boulder 
Dam.  Sell  it  to  whoever  can  use  it  and  pay  for  it.  Let  the 
Government  get  out  of  the  power  business.  Then  I  think 
we  should  turn  back  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  all  the 
agricultural  activities  of  the  T.  V.  A.,  such  as  the  fertilizer 
business,  and  put  these  fellows  out  of  business.  At  present 
the  T.  V.  A.  ofiBcials  are  more  powerful  than  any  Governor. 
The  Federal  Govermnent  should  not  grant  powers  to  an 
Authority  that  will  permit  it  to  challenge  or  thwart  the  States 
in  the  operation  of  their  functions  and  inherent  rights. 

Let  me  tell  you,  in  all  seriousness,  let  us  be  sensible  about 

rs    this  thing.    We  are  for  national  defense,  but  let  us  follow 

^  a  sensible  course  in  our  effort  to  achieve  it.    Build  no  more 

dams,  but  tmild  steam  plants  that  will  always  be  dependable 

and  will  not  run  dry.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  7 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Snyder]. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  see  it,  there  is  only  one 
major  problem  Involved  in  the  proposition  before  the  Com- 
mittee at  the  present  time,  and  this  is  whether  we  are  going 
to  provide  adequate  facilities  for  turning  out  national  de- 
fense installations  in  the  shortest  possible  time,  and  at  the 
lowest  possible  cost.  In  all  walks  of  life  we  find  that  we  have 
to  have  confidence  in  the  other  fellow,  and  that  is  true 
whether  it  be  in  our  social  life,  industrial  life,  or  economic 
life.  We  have  to  have  confidence  in  the  other  fellow.  When 
we  go  out  here  and  get  on  the  elevator  we  do  not  ask  questions. 
We  assume  that  the  operator  of  the  elevator  has  it  in  a  safe 
condition  when  we  get  on  it.  When  we  go  down  to  the  train, 
take  the  train,  and  get  into  our  berth,  we  do  not  ask  who 
the  engineer  or  who  the  switchman,  or  who  the  operators  are 
that  will  guide  the  train  through  the  night.  We  take  it  for 
granted  that  they  know  their  business.  When  we  go  down 
here  and  get  on  an  airplane  and  go  up  into  the  heavens  during 
the  night  or  day  we  do  not  ask  who  the  pilot  is  and  how  much 
training  he  has  had.  We  assume  be  is  placed  there  because 
of  his  knowledge  and  efficiency. 

In  this  particular  case  I  have  confidence  in  the  men  who 
testified  before  our  committee.  I  have  confidence  in  all  of 
them,  and  especially  in  the  three  men  to  whom  I  refer;  Mr. 
Knudsen.  because  of  the  position  he  has  occupied  in  the  field 
of  production  with  General  Motors  that  uses  more  aluminum 
perhaps  than  any  other  firm.  Mr.  Knudsen  stated  in  his 
testimony: 

My  liit«rest  in  this  project  Is  purely  to  oe*  that  we  get  aluminum 
enough  or  duralumin  enough  to  build  the  planes  with.  I  suppose 
you  know  the  average  plane  takes  about  5  tons  of  this  stuff. 

Mr.  WoomxTM.  Five  tons  of  of  aluminum? 

Mr.  Kmitoskk.  Yes:  that  Is  the  average,  and  my  Interest  here  In 
thl4  project  is  to  get  aluminum  enough  for  the  planes,  and  the 
average  quantity  per  plane  Is  about  5  tons,  meaning  both  m  the 
frame  itself  and  in  the  parts  of  the  motor  that  are  made  of  alumi- 
num, such  as  the  crankcase,  pistons,  and  cylinder  head  And  m 
this  area  where  the  T.  V.  A.  is  located,  that  is  outlined  by  the 
Oenerml  Staff  as  area  E.  We  have  areas  A.  B.  C.  D.  and  E  which  are 
Mtlsfactory  to  the  Oeneral  Staff  for  plant  location  purposes,  being 
^•w»y  from  the  shore,  and  In  this  area  E.  besides  aliunlnum  plants, 
we  have  some  other  plants  projected,  the  actual  location  of  which 
I  am  unable  to  give  you  at  this  time,  because  the  sites  have  not  been 
picked:  but  they  are  in  this  area  E.  So  that  there  will  be  a  caU  for 
power  beyond  what  wUl  be  required  for  aluminum. 

Then  over  on  page  11,  Mr.  Dunn,  in  whom  I  have  the  great- 
est confidence — I  have  followed  him  as  an  engineer  for  a 
number  of  years — had  this  to  say: 

And  here  am  I  talking  In  favor  of  Oovemment  water  power.  Tbe 
reason  for  this  Is,  first,  that  It  Is  a  matter  of  national  defense:  and 
•econd.  this  is  an  unuinial  situation  for  a  water  power,  because  the 
■torsfe  that  will  be  created  by  this  Cherokee  Dam  on  the  Holston 
Bhrer  la  at  the  top  of  a  series  of  dams.  It  is  the  topmost  storage 
on  the  stream,  and  therefore  the  storage  created  by  It  will  not  only 
energize  the  90.000  kilowatts  that  It  is  proposed  to  put  at  Its  own 
dam.  but  00,000  more  kilowatts  down  the  rlTer. 

Again,  I  want  to  quote  Mr.  Stettinlus,  and  may  I  say  that 
anyone  who  has  been  chairman  of  the  board  of  the  United 


States  Steel  Co.  for  a  number  of  years  and  has  their  con- 
fidence would  naturally  know  something  about  the  produc- 
tion of  commodities  and  where  they  could  be  produced  at  the 
minimimi  cost.  On  page  17  Mr.  Stettinius  said  to  the  com- 
mittee: 

I  think  there  are  many  emergency  exiTendltures  that  should  be 
made  by  the  Government  for  facilities  that  should  be  owned  by 
the  Oovemment.  I  might  mention  the  vast  expenditures  for  the 
item,  for  Instance,  of  armor  plate,  which  will  approach  $20,000  000. 
That,  of  course.  wlU  never  be  used  In  peacetime,  and  my  recom- 
mendation la  that  the  plants  we  buUd  be  owned  by  the  Dnlted 
States  Government.  If  necessary,  they  could  be  leased  to  private 
companies  for  operation,  with  the  title  remaining  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States. 

Yes,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  that  In  times  like  this  we  have 
to  take  the  word  of  those  who  have  been  placed  in  a  position 
where  we  feel  confident  they  know  what  they  are  talking 
about.  We  have  confidence  In  General  Marshall,  Chief  of 
Staff  of  the  Army,  and  we  have  confidence  In  the  leaders  of 
other  institutions.  I  have  enough  confidence  in  these  men 
who  testified  before  the  committee  and  this  bill  should  be 
passed  by  a  unanimous  vote  of  the  House  this  afternoon. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  great  question  before  us 
this  afternoon  is  national  defense.  I  3^eld  to  no  one  in  my 
desire  to  put  this  country  in  an  adequate  position  to  defend 
itself  from  all  aggression.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact 
that  we  are  this  afternoon  asked  to  appropriate  $25,000,000 
in  the  expectation  that  we  shall  increase  that  amount  next 
year  by  $40,000,000  additional.  I  want  to  show  you  here  the 
report  of  the  engineer,  Mr.  Dunn,  In  whom  everybody  here 
has  expressed  such  great  confidence,  that  only  about  one- 
half  of  the  power  that  is  requested  to  be  develoj>ed  under  this 
bill  Is  to  t)e  used  for  national  defense  or  to  meet  a  so-called 
national  emergency.  I  want  to  read  ytju  Mr.  Dunn's  state- 
ment on  page  15  of  the  hearings: 

I  am  not  for  a  moment  sa3rlng  that  this  amount  of  Increased 
power  which  we  have  approved  la  exactly  the  amount  that  we  need 
for  the  altimintmi  production.  It  la  considerably  more.  It  la 
nearly  twice  as  much.  But,  on  the  other  hand.  I  am  saying  that  in 
addition  to  that  amount  there  is  14,000  kilowatt*  for  this  new 
powder  plant  (since  the  letter  of  July  1  was  written  It  has  been  In- 
creased from  7.000  to  14.000).  Then  there  is  8,000  kilowatts  for 
metallurgical  work  that  Is  going  on  there:  there  is  14.000  kilowatts 
for  a  proposed  new  paper  mlU  at  Savannah.  Tenn.;  then  there  la 
60.000  kilowatts  for  Increased  consumption  of  the  public  and  general 
uses  of  the  cities  that  are  already  taking  it. 

If  that  is  national  defense,  then  I  do  not  know  anything. 
Where  is  the  emergengy  for  300,000  kilowatts?  Is  it  national 
defense  when  you  are  furnishing  power  to  cities  that  are 
already  taking  It  at  less  than  cost  and  when  you  are  furnish- 
ing 14.000  kilowatts  for  a  proposed  paper  mill,  when  we  have 
paper  mills  in  this  country  that  can  furnish  all  the  paper 
that  is  necessary  in  time  of  war  or  in  time  of  peace,  and  when 
the  paper  mills  of  this  country  need  the  business  and  want 
to  keep  their  own  plants  in  operation  now?  I  say,  then,  that 
this  bill  is  camouflaged.  I  say  this  bill  is  hypocrisy,  I  say  this 
bill  is  only  trying  to  fool  and  humbug  the  American  people. 
You  are  trying  to  hoodwink  the  Members  of  Congress  into 
voting  for  something  in  the  name  of  national  defense.  God 
give  us  more  men  in  Congress  and  in  high  public  places  who 
will  be  honest  and  not  say  when  they  make  proposals  that 
they  will  be  used  for  national  defense  when  they  only  set  the 
Government  up  in  more  business. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman  why  this  bUl 
calls  for  $25,000,000.  when  it  is  admitted  that  you  expect  to 
follow  It  up  with  other  bills  increasing  the  amount  to  $65.- 
000.000?  Why  do  we  do  this  sort  of  thing  by  piecemeal?  Is 
it  fooling  anybody? 

Mr.  RICH.  It  will  take  2  years  to  build  this  dam.  and 
they  will  need  only  $25,000  000  of  it  now.  We  have  been  ap- 
propriating and  appropriating  and  appropriating  right  along. 
That  is  practically  all  we  have  done  this  session.  Before  we 
get  through  we  will  have  many,  many  more  appropriation 


bills.    I  have  never  seen  anything  like  it  In  my  life,  nor  have 
I  ever  heard  anything  like  it. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Dunn  also 
made  this  statement: 

They  present  this  and  the  President  asks  tis,  'Ts  this  a  thing  that 
Is  needed  for  the  lUktlonal  defense?" 

Who  are  "they"?  Lilienthal  and  his  gang  down  there, 
who  want  to  build  up  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  Lilien- 
thal and  his  gang,  who  say,  "If  you  do  not  give  me  this,  we 
will  tell  the  Aluminum  Co.  that  by  July  1  we  will  turn  their 
power  off."  Did  you  ever  hear  a  sound  businessman  make 
such  a  threat?  Then  they  try  to  create  a  national-defense 
aspect  to  this  so  that  Lilienthal  and  his  gang  can  build  up 
this  great  power  project  called  the  T.  V.  A.  I  say  it  is  rotten. 
I  do  not  call  it  a  national-defense  bill.  I  call  It  a  camouflage 
bill,  unjust  and  unwarranted  and  unsound. 

The  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Jenkins]  just  gave  you 
some  very  fine  statements  to  the  effect  that  Instead  of  con- 
centrating all  of  our  aluminum  manufacturing  in  one  spxjt 
we  ought  to  try  to  divide  it  up  and  put  it  at  other  places  in 
this  country.  All  your  eggs  in  one  basket  might  get  broken. 
All  military  plants  in  one  spot  might  be  bombed. 

It  has  been  proven  by  Mr.  Dunn,  this  great  engineer  of 
whom  you  talk,  that  we  can  generate  electricity  by  steam 
more  cheaply  than  by  water.  All  you  need  to  do  is  read  his 
statement  on  pages  18  and  19  of  the  hearings  and  see  what 
he  says.  It  is  Important  enough  for  me  to  read  it  so  that 
some  of  you  will  get  that  point.  He  says  they  can  produce 
steam  power  with  about  nine-tenths  of  a  pound  of  coal  per 
kilowatt-hour.    I  quote: 

with  the  cost  of  steam  power  going  down,  as  it  has  for  a  number 
of  years.  It  has  passed  below  the  cost  of  water  power.  Water  power 
used  to  be  cheaper  than  steam  power  but  now  steam  power  Is 
cheaper  than  water  power. 

Let  me  show  you  that  to  produce  120.000  kilowatts  of  steam 
power  they  want  to  spend  $10,500,000,  and  to  produce  the 
balance,  or  180,000  kilowatts  of  water  power,  they  want  to 
spend  $54,500,000  to  build  the  dams  and  install  generators. 
Water  plays  out  in  drought  periods — coal  and  oil  will  always 
be  here. 

Does  not  that  reveal  to  you,  from  the  standpoint  of  a 
business  proposition  or  from  the  standpoint  of  national  de- 
fense, that  you  can  build  and  equip  a  steam  plant  in  one-, 
third  of  the  time  you  would  be  able  to  get  this  water-power 
development  constructed;  and  does  it  not  convince  you  that 
when  you  can  build  a  120, 000 -kilo watt  plant  for  ten  and  a 
half  million  dollars,  and  you  have  to  spend  fifty-four  and  a 
half  million  dollars  for  180,000  kilowatts  of  water-power  elec- 
tricity, when  the  sum  total  as  stated  by  Mr.  Dunn  is  not  going 
to  be  300.000  kilowatts,  but  the  total  power  generated  is  to  be 
280,000  kilowatts — does  not  that  convince  you,  according  to 
the  figures  he  gives  in  the  report,  that  a  steam  plant  should 
be  constructed? 

Mr.  LEAVY.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Washington  for 
a  question. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  The  gentleman  will  admit  that  the  initial 
cost  of  producing  electrical  energy  is  not  necessarily  the 
measuring  stick  as  to  the  cost  of  energy  throughout  the 
years  after  it  is  installed. 

Mr.  RICH.  No;  but  Mr.  Dunn  has  stated  it  is  cheaper  to 
manufacture  current,  considering  the  cost  of  the  investment 
and  the  amount  of  interest  which  you  have  to  pay.  I  know 
there  are  a  lot  of  people  that  do  not  expect  the  Government 
to  get  anything  back  when  the  Government  goes  into  these 
great  water  projects.  They  expect  your  taxpayers  and  my 
taxpayers  to  foot  the  bill;  they  make  up  the  difference  In 
taxes  between  cost  and  sale  price;  and  that  is  why  they  are 
camouflaging  and  humbugging  the  American  people  in  this 
way.  The  Government  operation  of  business  most  always  is 
at  a  loss;  very  seldom  is  there  an  exception  to  this. 

Then  you  talk  about  putting  9,000,000  men  to  work.  I  say 
do  it  by  helping  the  miner,  the  railroader,  and  you  will  help 
the  farmer  as  well,  for  every  kilowatt  generated  there  will  be 
required  10  men  in  the  mines  and  3  men  on  the  railroads  to 


move  the  coal:  and  when  you  are  talking  and  thinking  about 
putting  men  in  this  country  to  work,  why  do  you  not  diversify 
your  industry  and  put  the  industries  in  the  places  where  they 
will  be  strategically  placed  and  cut  out  this  paper  mill  in  the 
guise  of  national  defense  and  cut  out  the  Government  fur- 
nishing the  power  to  these  municipalities  under  the  guise  of 
national  defense;  that  is  a  dishonest  thing  to  do;  and  do  all 
of  these  things  in  a  sound,  businesslike  way,  in  an  honest 
way?  Put  the  proposal  on  Its  merits,  with  no  thought  of 
trying  to  set  the  Government  in  business  in  the  guise  of 
national  defense. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  In  view  of  the  record,  is  It 
not  a  fact  that  this  project  c«m  be  placed  in  the  category 
mentioned  by  Mr.  Willkie,  according  to  Mr.  Dunn's  testi- 
mony, appearing  on  page  16,  when  he  stated  that  Mr.  Willkie 
said: 

Nothing  Is  more  Important  than  defense,  and  there  Is  nothing 
which  might  and  will  mask  more  political  logrolling  than  the  flag- 
waving  variety  of  national  defense. 

If  that  is  what  Mr.  Willkie  said,  does  It  not  apply  to  this 
bill?  In  view  of  the  record,  is  this  not  shown  to  be  an 
antinational  defense,  T.  V.  A.  political  "pork  barrel"  and  log- 
rolling piece  of  legislation? 

Mr.  RICH.  You  are  exactly  right.  In  my  opinion,  if  there 
was  ever  a  bill  presented  to  the  Congress  that  represented  an 
effort  to  camouflage  the  Members  of  Congress  and  camouflage 
American  people,  this  bill  Is  it.  I  tell  you  I  cannot  see  how 
the  Members  of  Congress  are  going  to  support  such  legisla- 
tion under  the  gtiise  of  national  defense.  I  tell  you  men 
and  women  that  when  you  talk  about  national  defense  you 
have  got  to  have  in  mind  a  sound  Treasury.  You  have  got 
to  have  honest  people;  and  It  is  high  time  we  got  honest  men 
and  women  to  represent  this  Oovemment  of  ours  and  bring 
in  bills  just  on  their  merits  and  what  they  will  accomplish, 
and  not  under  the  guise  of  national  defense.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  min- 
utes to  the  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr,  Leavy]. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  say  at  the  outset  that 
I  am  going  to  support  this  measure  and  I  do  not  come  down 
into  the  Well  of  the  House  to  And  fault  with  the  judgment  of 
the  men  who  brought  in  this  legislation  or  who  suggested  it 
to  the  Appropriations  Committee,  but  I  do  want  to  say  this: 
I  am  satisfied  that  the  National  Defense  Advisory  Board  has 
not  to  date  investigated  the  four  comers  of  the  United  States 
In  respect  to  their  program.  No  doubt  this  undertaking  now 
proposed  is  deserving,  and  you  cannot  tie  to  it  the  suggestion 
that  it  is  partisan.  You  carmot  even  say  that  it  Is  one  sup- 
ported by  the  sponsors  of  public  power  as  against  private 
Tpower,  because  that  is  not  the  fact.  Those  who  recommend 
this,  and  those  who  made  this  finding,  are  the  t>est-known 
proponents  of  private  power  In  the  United  States.  They  rank 
on  a  par  with  Mr.  Willkie  himself. 

So  it  cannot  be  branded  from  that  angle,  and  I  take  it 
therefore  that  it  is  necessary.  T.  V.  A.  is  not  asking  for  It, 
but  I  assert  that  those  who  sponsor  it,  with  all  respect  to 
them,  have  not  investigated  all  the  possibilities,  and  there  are 
going  to  be  many  new  calls  for  the  use  of  electrical  energy, 
and  the  critics  of  the  present  administration  will  doubtless 
live  to  see  the  day  when  they  will  recognize,  and  even  admit, 
that  they  were  mistaken  in  their  criticisms  on  the  expansion 
of  this  great  national  power  program. 

CKIfCXATIMO   SOmCES    AND   TKAMBMIBBION    LIHCB 

Grand  Coulee  has  an  ultimate  capacity  of  18  generating 
units  of  105,000  kilowatts  each.  Three  of  these  units  have 
been  contracted  for  and  are  in  process  of  construction  and 
will  be  in  operation  before  the  end  of  1941.  The  smaller 
house  or  auxiliary  units  will  be  completed  ready  for  service 
this  summer. 

The  Bonneville  Dam  Is  completed  and  2  units,  totaling  over 
86.400  kilowatts,  are  in  operation.  Two  more  unite,  which 
will  make  the  total  available  capacity  195.000  kilowatts,  will 
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be  m  operation  this  fall  or  rlnter.  Two  more  units  have  been 
authorized,  are  in  process  of  construction,  and  will  be  com- 
pleted by  the  end  of  1941.  At  that  time  Bonneville's  available 
capacity  will  be  300,000  kilowatts.  TTiis  Congress  authorized 
the  foundations  for  units  8  to  10,  inclusive.  The  remaining 
units,  totaling  218.000  kilowatts,  could  be  completed  in  2 
years'  time  at  a  very  low  cost  per  kilowatt. 

The  220,000-volt  transmission  line  connecting  Bonneville 
and  Grand  Coulee  will  be  completed  this  summer.  This  line 
will  have  an  immediate  capacity  of  100,000  kilowatts  to  shift 
current  in  either  direction.  The  two  220.000-volt  transmis- 
sion lines  connecting  Bonneville  to  West  Vancouver,  Wash., 
are  completed  and  are  delivering  current.  Tne  lines  to  Port- 
land. Salem,  and  Eugene,  Oreg.,  are  also  completed,  and  the 
line  from  Vancouver  to  Kelso,  Tacoma,  and  Seattle  is  in 
process  and  will  be  completed  within  a  year.  All  that  is 
needed  to  give  a  250.000-kilowatt  outlet  from  Grand  Coulee  is 
closing  the  gap  l)etween  Seattle  and  Coulee.  This  could  l)e 
accomplished  in  less  than  a  year. 

In  addition  transmission  lines  have  been  authorized  from 
the  midpoint  on  the  Bonneville-Coulee  line  to  Hanford, 
Pasco,  Walla  Walla,  and  Colfax,  Wash.,  with  branches  to 
Pendleton,  Greg.,  and  Yakima  and  Ellenburg.  Wash.  These 
lines  are  under  survey.  If  these  lines  and  the  Oregon  branch 
lines  are  projected  on  a  map  it  will  be  seen  that  the  two  States 
have  a  considerable  coverage,  which  can  easily  take  care  of 
the  power  requirements  of  imy  raw -material  industry.  These 
lines  will  provide  Interconnections  with  the  public  storage 
systems  of  Tacoma  and  Seattle  and  the  principal  private  sys- 
tems, thus  "firming  up"  the  Installed  capacity  at  Grand  Coulee 
and  Bonneville.  Here  is  a  natural  set-up  to  supply  large 
quantities  of  the  lowest-cost  power  to  be  found  in  America. 

We  have  in  the  United  States,  in  the  Northwest,  power 
galore,  and  it  is  going  to  be  used,  and  I  want  it  to  be  con- 
sidered for  use  by  the  end  of  1941.  There  will  be  brought 
into  the  States  of  Oregon  and  Washington,  at  Coulee  and 
Bonneville,  in  excess  of  500,000  kilowatts  of  power,  in  addi- 
tion to  what  we  have  now,  instead  of  the  amount  mentioned 
in  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Dunn  on  page  11  of  this  record, 
where  he  says  there  will  be  60,000  kilowatts. 

I  am  not  here  to  criticize  Mr.  Dunn,  but  he  shows  an 
evident  lack  of  knowledge  of  what  there  is  in  the  West  when 
he  states  we  will  have  but  60,000  iLllowatts  additional  of  power 
out  there. 

There  is  an  aluminum  plant  being  built  there,  and  it  will 
be  In  production  very  shortly.  It  Is  being  built  by  the  only 
concern  that  can  produce  aliuninum,  the  Aluminum  Co.  erf 
America.  This  company  has  a  practically  100- percent  mo- 
nopoly on  alumlniun,  and  this  is  a  most  unfortunate  and 
unhappy  situation.  Sixty  percent  of  the  airplane  construc- 
tion of  the  United  States  is  or  will  be  on  the  Pacific  coast. 
The  aluminum  pigs  that  will  be  produced  by  Bonneville's 
power  will  have  to  be  shipped  clear  across  the  continent  to  be 
fabricated,  and  when  fabricated  shipped  back  to  the  coast 
to  go  into  planes,  and  then  they  will  be  shipped  back  again 
across  the  continent.  That  situation  should  be  given  con- 
sideration, and  there  should  be  careful  examination  made  of 
all  the  United  States  and  not  adopt  what  seems  to  l)e  a  policy, 
and  I  again  find  myself  where  I  must  criticize.  There  seems 
to  be  an  attitude  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  Army 
men  that  the  United  States  consists  very  largely  of  that  ter- 
ritory from  this  region  north,  and  from  the  Mississippi  River 
east,  less  than  20  percent  of  the  area  of  the  Nation,  and  they 
are  concentrating  nearly  all  our  defense  program  in  this 
small  area. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  LKAVY.    Ye^. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  And  in  connection  with  the 
power  to  be  developed  on  the  Columbia  River,  does  not  the 
gentleman  think  our  national  defense  today  should  take  into 
consideration  the  fact  of  the  manufacture  of  airplanes  on 
the  west  coast,  the  power  of  the  Columbia  River,  which  will 
be  available,  and  also  30,000,000  tons  of  alunite  in  the  south- 


west part  of  Utah  which  are  available  as  the  best  source  of 
aluminum  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Yes;  and  more  than  30,000,000  tons  of  mag- 
nesite  also  available  in  that  region  in  and  aro\ind  Grand 
Coulee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Wash- 
ington has  expired. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the 
gentleman  1  minute  more. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  According  to  the  pa-esent  national -defense 
program,  by  1943.  the  requirements  for  the  Pacific  coast  air- 
plane production  will  be  about  100,000  tons  of  aluminum.  The 
plant  being  built  at  Vancouver,  Wsish..  which  will  be  in 
operation  shortly,  will  produce  30,000  tons  of  pig  aluminum. 
Why  should  we  not  give  consideration  at  least  to  cheapest 
hydro  power  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  Bonneville  with  more 
than  500,000  kilowatts  and  Grand  Coulee,  with  1,800,000 
kilowatts,  and  a  steady  flow  of  water,  as  an  assured  source. 
[Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Wash- 
ington has  again  expired. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  now  to 
the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Kitchens]. 

Mr.  KITCHENS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  resolution  before  us 
provides  an  appropriation  of  $25,000,000  for  construction 
of  a  dam  on  the  Holston  River  near  Jefferson  City,  Tenn., 
the  purpose  of  the  dam  being  to  create  power  and  generate 
electricity  for  the  reduction  of  bauxite  ore  to  aluminum,  5 
tons  of  which,  I  am  informed,  are  necessary  for  the  con- 
struction of  one  American  bombing  plane.  It  is  estimated 
that  a  total  of  $65,000,000  will  be  required  to  finish  the 
projects,  the  object  of  this  resolution. 

I  rise  l)efore  this  honorable  body  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  over  95  percent  of  the  located  bauxite-ore  deposits 
in  America  are  in  central  western  Arkansas  and  that  90 
percent  of  the  ore  used  in  the  United  States  is  from  Bauxite, 
Ark.  In  this  connection  let  me  point  out  also  that  near 
these  bauxite-ore  deposits,  at  the  foothills  of  the  Missouri 
and  Ouachita  Mountains,  in  southern  and  western  Arkansas, 
are  to  be  found  unlimited  quantities  of  cinnabar  from  which 
quicksilver,  an  indispensable  war  material,  is  extracted. 
These  deposits  of  cinnabar  are  in  Clark,  Pike,  and  Howard 
Counties,  Ark.  Tliere  are  numerous  small  cinnabar-mining 
companies  now  mining  cinnabar  in  Clark  County,  in  my  dis- 
trict, and  In  Pike  and  Howard,  adjoining  counties  in  the  dis-  * 
trlct  of  my  colleague,  Hon.  Padjo  Cravens.  In  that  territory  j 
are  also  t)entGnite,  the  Okay  clay  and  cement  deposits,  lead, 
novacuUte,  zinc,  some  manganese,  and  the  only  diamond 
mine  in  America.  Allow  me  to  call  your  attention  also  to 
the  fact  that  just  below  that  area,  in  southern  Arkansas,  are 
to  be  found  some  of  the  greatest  oil  and  gas  flalds  in  the 
world;  while  jiist  to  the  northwest,  near  Port  Smith,  Ark., 
are  to  be  found  unlimited  deposits  of  coal,  both  anthracite 
and  bituminous;  and  on  Ouachita  River,  near  Camden,  in 
my  district,  are  an  estimated  75.000,000  tons  of  lignite. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  that  territory,  where  is  located  all  of 
these  necessary,  critical,  and  strategic  minerals,  is  one  of  the 
great  rivers  of  the  West,  and  the  only  navigable  river  west  of 
the  Mississippi,  and  I  refer  to  the  Ouachita  River  that  rises 
in  northwestern  Arkansas,  flows  in  a  southeasterly  direction 
through  the  lower  Ozarks.  Ouachita,  and  Missouri  Mountains 
to  the  Mississippi  River.  On  that  river  and  its  tributaries 
in  these  mountains  are  to  be  found  some  of  the  finest  power 
sites  in  America.  I  have  been  trying  to  excite  and  arouse 
the  interest  of  the  Government  in  further  controlling,  de- 
veloping, and  harnessing  the  waters  of  the  Ouachita  River 
and  its  tributaries,  not  only  for  the  control  of  fioods  that 
cause  great  damage  to  the  people,  but  for  the  enormous 
power  available  in  the  waterfalls  of  that  river  and  its  tribu- 
taries in  the  midst  and  vicinity  of  these  enormous  mineral 
deposits. 

I  am  pleased  to  inform  the  Congress  that,  after  long  effort, 
I  now  have  ready  for  the  Congress  a  most  favorable  report 
of  the  War  Department.  Its  Board  of  Engineers,  Federal 
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Power  Commission,  and  National  Resources  Board,  approved 
by  the  President,  recommending  that  a  dual-purpose  dam 
for  flood  control  and  power  be  constructed  immediately  at 
The  Narrows,  in  the  midst  of  all  of  these  minerals  and  ores, 
on  Little  Missouri  River,  one  of  the  tributaries  of  the  Ouachita 
River,  at  a  cost  of  no  more  than  $6,800,000,  and  which  will 
also  include  protection  from  floods  of  the  lands  of  Terre 
Noire  and  Ozan  basins.  Not  (mly  will  this  dam  and  reservoir 
give  flood  protection  to  the  people,  but  it  will  generate,  as  a 
beginning.  15,400,000  kilo\^'ati5  of  power,  to  be  easily  increased 
to  30,000,000  kilowatts  according  to  the  report. 

Likewise,  in  that  report  is  a  reserved  approval  and  recom- 
mendation of  another  dam  and  .reservoir  on  Muddy  Pork 
Creek,  a  tributary  of  Little  Missouri  River,  also  in  the  center 
of  these  great  deposits  of  mineral  ores,  the  cost  of  which 
would  not  exceed  three  and  one-half  million  dollars.  In 
other  words,  the  necessary  power  can  be  generated  within  the 
area  of  the  ores  for  $15,000,000  or  less.  The  United  States 
Board  of  Engineers,  for  the  first  time  in  its  history,  last 
August  visited  that  area,  personally  inspected  the  dam  sites, 
some  of  the  mines,  examined  the  levees,  canals,  and  flood- 
damaged  lands  of  Terre  Noire  and  Ozan  creeks,  and  held 
public  hearings  at  Prescott,  Ark. 

It  occurs  to  me  that  as  a  sound  business  proposition,  where 
we  have  all  the  ores  and  all  of  the  potential  power  necessary 
to  develop  those  ores,  such  development  in  the  interest  of 
economy,  flood  control,  and  the  best  interests  of  the  people  and 
national  defense,  should  be  in  the  area  where  such  ores  and 
minerals  are  to  be  found.  I  am  constrained  to  believe  that 
those  in  authority  do  not  appreciate  or  have  been  insuffi- 
ciently Informed  of  the  immense  possibilities  of  obtaining 
cheaply,  at  the  source  and  in  the  same  area,  all  the  ores, 
critical  and  strategic  minerals,  and  power  necessary  for  their 
development  where  the  greatest  deposits  in  America  are  to 
be  found. 

Numerous  dam  sites  for  power  and  flood  control  exist  on 
Ouachita  River  and  its  tributaries,  as  well  as  on  the  White 
River  and  its  tributaries,  in  Arkansas,  for  the  development  of 
power  equal,  if  not  greater,  than  that  of  the  Tennessee  Valley, 
and.  mind  you,  this  power  is  there  in  the  midst,  as  I  repeat, 
of  the  greatest  mineral  deposits  in  America  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  some  of  the  greatest  oil,  gas,  and  coal  fields  in  the  world. 

I  shall  not  oppose  this  resolution  under  the  circumstances 
in  these  perilous  times.  We  are  in  an  emergency  to  make 
America  safe  for  Americans,  and  it  is  our  purpose  to  build 
the  best  and  more  bombing  planes  and  the  best  and  more 
destroyers,  battleships,  cruisers,  torpedo  boats,  submarines, 
tanks,  antiaircraft  and  antitank  guns,  and  the  most  de- 
structive shells  and  munitions  in  the  world,  but  in  doing 
so  let  us  avoid  waste  of  time,  effort,  and  money  in  obtaining 
and  reducing  to  use  and  assembling  the  necessary  materials. 
Let  our  Government  not  overlook  that  great  mineral  and 
power  area  in  Arkansas  and  its  other  resources.  Let  it  not 
overlook  our  Inland  and  strategic  position  in  Arkansas. 

Forty-three  percent  of  all  aluminum,  it  appears,  is  pro- 
duced at  Alcoa,  Tenn..  from  the  bauxite  ores  of  Arkansas  by 
Mellon's  Aluminiun  Co.  of  America.  Is  it  wise  to  increase 
and  centralize  our  defense  facilities  in  one  area?  It  oc- 
ciu-s  to  me  that  a  dispersion  of  such  facilities  Is  necessary 
so  that  the  acquisition  of  necessary  defense  materials  will 
not  be  jeopardized  if  one  plant  or  one  area  be  out  of  com- 
mission. I  therefore  commend  to  the  Congress,  the  Na- 
tional Defense  Council,  and  the  President  a  prompt  consider- 
ation of  the  potential  power,  critical  and  strategic  minerals, 
and  other  resources,  and  their  immediate  development  in 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  McLean]. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  out  of  deference  to  my 
distinguished  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  IMr. 
WooDRUMl,  I  shall  not  reopen  the  old  sores  and  I  shall  say 
no  more  about  past  controversy  in  respect  to  the  T.  V.  A., 
but  I  shall  bring  him  up  to  date  on  the  arrogance  and  impu- 
dence of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.    After  the  objec- 


tion was  made  the  other  day  I  received  a  great  many  letters 
from  people  interested  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  district, 
complimenting  me  upon  my  action  and  stating  their  views. 
One  of  those  gentlemen  wrote: 

Already  they  have  hundreds  of  men  at  work  at  thia  dam  site, 
and  our  town  and  other  towns  nearby  are  all  flooded  with  T.  V.  A. 
cars  and  men.  This  lias  been  going  on  for  2  weeks,  and  tlie  money 
not  even  appropriated. 

That  2  weeks'  period  fits  In  very  nicely,  almost  exactly, 
with  Mr.  Lilienthal's  arrival  in  Washington,  his  visit  to  the 
President,  and  his  reference  to  the  Defense  Commission  and 
his  appearance  on  the  radio  on  the  20th  of  June  when  he 
announced  to  the  world  that  this  measure  was  going  to  pass 
before  the  end  of  the  week,  and  that  was  Thursday.  It  will 
be  interesting  for  us  to  know  who  is  running  this  country. 

When  my  time  expired  under  the  rule,  I  was  showing  that 
recent  statements  and  reports  that  have  been  made  Indicate 
that  this  legislation  Is  unnecessary  and  ought  not  to  be 
enacted  at  this  time.  Bear  in  mind  that  this  action  Is 
going  to  bind  future  Congresses  to  expenditures  that  are 
going  to  be  made  pursuant  to  this  proposal.  To  show  the 
lack  of  necessity  for  it  I  want  to  read  what  Mr.  Stettinlus 
said  in  his  press  conference,  as  reported  in  the  New  York 
Times  on  Sunday.  July  14.  I  believe  it  was  a  report  of 
progress  that  he  gave  out.  In  speaking  of  essential  mate- 
rials being  made  available,  he  said  that— 

The  aluminum  Industry  has  advised  the  Commission  of  plans 
for  expansion  and  Its  willingness  to  erect  plants  to  cover  the 
entire  program  as  needs  develop. 

Now,  If  we  have  the  assurances  of  the  producers  of  alumi- 
num and  from  the  aluminum  industry  that  they  are  willing 
to  furnish  all  that  is  necessary  as  the  needs  develop,  why 
do  we  experiment  with  this  proposition,  bind  ourselves  and 
future  Congresses  to  spend  $66,000,000,  from  which  there  will 
be  absolutely  no  benefit  until  December  1941  when  the  steam 
plant  will  be  completed?  The  hydro  plant  will  not  be  com- 
pleted until  October  1942. 

Then  last  night  perhaps  some  of  you  heard  Mr.  Knudsen 
being  interviewed  over  the  radio  by  Mr.  Pearson  and  Mr. 
Allen,  in  which  he  stated  that  by  autumn  American  airplane 
capacity  would  jump  from  900  planes  monthly,  the  present 
capacity,  to  1,500.  The  present  production  of  motors  is 
2,200  monthly. 

Then,  of  course,  we  have  the  statement  of  Secretary  Mor- 
genthau.  It  has  been  rather  diflQcult  for  me  to  understand 
how  Mr.  Morgenthau  fits  into  this  picture,  but  he  evidently 
speaks  with  authority;  and  he  says  that  in  addition  to  the 
American  needs  the  airplane  Industry  will  supply  3,000  planes 
per  month  to  the  British,  in  addition  to  our  own  demands. 

There  is  a  first  line  of  national  defense,  and  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  IMr.  WoodrumI  knows  what  It  Is.  It  Is  a 
stable  financial  policy  and  a  sound  Treasury.  When  we  come 
to  an  expenditure  of  $65,800,000  we  ought  to  stop  and  think 
what  that  means.  We  have  increased  the  nuisance  taxes. 
The  tax  of  $1  a  barrel  on  beer  only  brings  in  $43,000,000. 
Those  of  us  who  are  concerned  with  raising  revenue  must 
give  some  thought  to  expenditures.  I  do  not  propose  to  turn 
the  Treasury  over  to  David  Lilienthal  and  let  him  send  it  all 
down  the  Tennessee  River. 

Here  is  the  real  reason  why  they  want  this  Increased 
power.  They  have  overloaded  their  supply.  They  collected 
$15,000,000  last  year  from  current  sold.  Does  the  Treasury 
get  any  of  that?  It  does  not.  It  is  all  spent  by  the  T,  V.  A. 
It  reminds  me  of  the  story  of  the  chap  who  went  Into  the 
oil-refining  business.  He  sold  a  lot  of  stock  to  his  friends. 
When  the  factory  was  built  and  operating  he  asked  them 
all  to  come  down  and  inspect  the  plant.  They  went  down 
and  had  a  fine  lunch  and  they  saw  the  l)eautiful  side  walls 
all  done  with  tile  and  partitions  made  of  plate  gla-ss.  beauti- 
ful nickel-plated  machinery  all  running  smoothly;  and  one 
of  the  stockholders  asked  him.  "How  many  barrels  of  oil 
do  you  make?"  He  told  him.  He  then  asked.  'How  many 
barrels  of  oU  do  you  sell?"    His  reply  was,    "Oh,  we  don't 
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sell  any  oil.    It  tskss  all  the  oil  we  make  to  run  the  plant." 
[Laughter.] 
That  is  about  what  happens  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  today. 

I  respect  Mr.  Dunn.  He  has  made  a  valuable  contribution 
to  the  American  Congress  in  the  testimony  he  has  given  in 
this  regard.  Prom  his  testimony  we  can  readily  gather  the 
real  facts. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  McLEAN.  I  want  to  read  this  analysis  I  have  made  of 
Mr.  Dunn's  testimony.  If  I  have  time  after  that  I  will  be 
glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  Dunn  has  made  a  valuable  contribution  to  us  who  are 
really  conscientiously  and  earnestly  desirous  of  knowing  what 
is  going  on  in  the  Tennessee  Valley,  and  getting  the  good  out 
of  the  T.  V.  A.,  if  it  is  possible,  and  preventing  it  from  running 
us  into  very  serious  debt.  This  is  a  digest  of  Mr.  Dunn's 
testimony: 

Point  1.  The  T.  V.  A.  supply  of  electricity  is  not  only  fully 
loaded,  that  is,  at  this  time,  but  it  is  overloaded,  and  makes 
maximum  use  of  the  limited  amount  ofijWater  that  is  avail- 
able. 

Point  2.  The  amount  of  increased  power  sought  is  not  the 
amount  needed  for  aluminum  production.  In  addition  to  that 
amount,  there  are  14,000  kilowatts  for  a  new  powder  plant. 
That  powder  plant  needs  that  power  now  if  it  needs  it  at  all. 
It  cannot  wait  for  2  years  to  get  it.  Not  $1  of  this  appropria- 
tion will  go  to  any  current  furnished  to  that  powder  plant. 
There  are  also  8.000  kilowatts  for  metallurgical  work  that  is 
being  done  at  the  Wilson  Dam  and  14,000  kilowatts  for  the 
proposed  paper  mill  at  Savannah,  Tenn. 

And  now  here  is  the  significant  thing  which  leads  to  my 
conviction  that  this  proposition  amounts  "to  nothing  more 
than  the  T.  V.  A.  seeking  additional  funds  under  the  pre- 
tense of  national  defense.  The  scheme  of  the  T.  V.  A. 
to  put  the  measure  across  Is  to  dress  it  up  and  send  it 
forth  in  the  cloak  of  national  defense.  They  calculate 
that  against  the  plea  of  national  defense  resistance  is 
difficult.  They  know  it  Is  likely  to  be  embarrassing,  and  they 
know  that  any  proposal  for  national  defense  is  a  signal  for 
affirmative  action.  Hence,  this  is  their  accepted  hour  to  ex- 
pand their  facilities  one-third  larger  than  they  are  at  the 
present  time.  Here  is  a  significant  thing  that  makes  me  think 
that  is  true.  Mr.  Dunn  says  that  50,000  kilowatts  of  this 
increased  capacity  is  needed  for  increased  consumption  of 
the  public  and  general  uses  of  the  cities  that  are  already 
taking  it.  The  demands  I  have  stated,  in  addition  to  the 
80.000  kilowatts  for  aluminum,  make  up  the  total  amount  of 
220.000  kilowatts  for  the  proposed  increase. 

Here  Is  their  report,  as  published  in  the  papers  yesterday. 
I  have  not  seen  the  report,  but  in  this  article  the  T.  V.  A.  puts 
emphasis  on  the  growth  of  this  Federal  agency  during  the 
last  18  months,  during  which  they  acquired  the  electric  prop- 
erties of  the  Tennessee  Electric  Power  Co.,  the  Mississippi 
Power  Co..  and  the  Alabama  Power  Co.,  all  subsidiaries  of  the 
Commonwealth  and  Southern  Corporation.  The  T.  V.  A.  is 
overloaded,  Mr.  Dunn  says  so. 

The  third  point  I  would  make  is  that  the  Tennessee  River 
affords  huge  power  when  floods  are  coming  down,  but  for 
10  percent  of  the  time  there  is  hardly  any  power  there  at  all. 

The  fourth  point:  It  is  the  desire  of  the  T.  V.  A.  to  trans- 
fer to  this  new  project  the  technical  staffs  now  operating 
one  of  its  other  projects. 

I  do  not  blame  them  for  wanting  to  keep  their  friends 
employed,  and  if  they  have  finished  the  project  on  which  they 
have  been  working,  they  have  to  have  a  new  project  in  order 
to  keep  them  employed,  and,  according  to  the  advice  I  have 
received  from  my  friend  in  Tennessee,  they  have  already 
embarked  upon  this  project,  they  have  already  transferred 
their  staff  to  the  new  site,  already  spending  the  money  they 
propose  to  get  which  has  not  yet  been  authorized. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 


Blr.  McLEAN.  Point  5:  This  huge  appropriation  Is  not 
to  be  earmarked  for  this  project,  but  it  is  to  be  in  addition 
to  and  carried  into  and  accounted  for  as  a  part  of  the  T.  V.  A. 
appropriation  for  the  current  year. 

There  has  already  been  made  available  through  the  T.  V.  A. 
for  the  present  fiscal  year  $40,000  000.  Adding  this  $25.- 
000.000  makes  $65,000,000.  In  addition  to  this  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  they  are  selling  power,  that  they  collected 
$15,000  000  this  year  from  power  sales.  This  will  make  their 
total  $80,000,000.  Next  year  it  will  be  $94,000,000  if  we  give 
them  the  $39,000,000  In  the  project  authorized  in  the  pending 
bill.  We  are  not  voting  for  $25,000,000  but  for  $65,800,000. 
In  1942  they  will  have  $66,000,000.  So  what  the  T.  V.  A.  will 
really  have  for  spending  in  these  3  years  will  be  $240,000,000. 
and  we  get  no  return  whatever  out  of  the  T.  V.  A. 

Point  6:  It  is  intended  to  spend  this  money  and  do  this 
work  without  competitive  bidding.  T.  V.  A.  will  be  per- 
mitted to  award  the  contract  for  the  steam  plant  to  whomso- 
ever they  see  fit. 

In  the  light  of  the  statements  made  by  Mr.  Knudsen.  Mr. 
Stettinius,  Mr.  Dunn,  and  Mr.  Morgenthau.  that  Industry  is 
willing  to  take  care  of  this  proposition,  that  industry  is  will- 
ing to  fxirnish  the  material  when  It  is  needed  and  that  our 
program  is  well  under  way  and  that  we  are  going  to  have 
25,000  planes  for  the  Army  and  10,000  for  the  Navy — and 
all  this  before  this  program  will  be  completed — why  do  we 
need  to  authorize  this  tremendous  expenditure? 

I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Mas- 

SnVGALEl. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Having  heard  the  splendid  speech  of 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  and  noted  his  enthusiasm 
I  am  just  wondering  if  what  he  has  said  is  correct — and  I 
am  satisfied  that  most  of  it  is — whether  America  is  not  going 
to  be  mighty  hard  put  to  find  anybody  on  whom  we  as  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  can  rely  for  advice  in  matters  of  this  sort, 
when  he  rejects  an  engineer  like  Mr.  Dunn. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  yield  further.  I 
may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  that  I  do  not  reject 
Mr.  Dunn. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  All  right,  but  the  gentleman  does  not 
follow  his  advice. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  I  follow  his  advice  to  the  extent  that  I 
think  it  proper  that  I  should. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Does  not  the  gentleman  feel  also  that 
if  he  cannot  accept  the  suggestion  of  a  man  like  Knudsen.  of 
a  man  like  Stettinius,  that  we  are  hard  put  to  believe  any 
man? 

Mr.  McLEAN.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma 
that  we  should  put  such  weight  on  a  witness'  testimony  as 
we  feel  it  is  entitled  to.  We  are  expected  to  balance  the 
things  a  man  says  against  other  available  evidence.  If  I 
must  say  it.  Mr.  Knudsen  appeared  before  the  Appropriations 
Committee  and  did  not  say  one  single  solitary  word  to  the 
effect  that  this  appropriation  was  necessary.  Mr.  Knudsen 
said  only:  "I  am  not  a  power  man.  I  must  tell  you  frankly 
I  know  nothing  about  it." 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.    What  about  Stettinius? 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Stettinius  said  one  thing  before  the 
committee  and,  the  following  Saturday,  he  said  that  the 
Industry  had  advised  the  Defense  Commission  that  plans  were 
being  made  for  expansion  and  its  willingness  to  erect  plants 
to  cover  the  entire  propram  as  needs  develop,  and  I  believe 
that.  I  have  faith  in  American  industry  and  that  American 
industry  will  supply  all  the  aluminum  and  all  the  power  we 
need  for  this  program  of  airplanes.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  GoreI. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  heard  the  Holston 
River  referred  to  as  a  trickle.  The  gentleman  from  New 
York  belittled  its  size  and  its  potentialities.  It  seems  to  me 
that  when  we  are  discussing  the  erection  of  a  dam  on  a 
stream  one  of  the  basic  questions  is  the  size  of  that  stream, 
and  its  fiow. 


The  drainage  area  and  flow  of  the  Holston  River  is  an 
established  fact,  established  Just  as  surely  as  the  altitude 
above  sea  level  of  this  Capitol.  I  would  like  to  read  some 
figures  here  which  can  be  obtained  from  the  Geological 
Survey  comparing  the  Norris  Dam  with  the  proposed  Chero- 
kee: 

Drainage  area  in  square  miles:  Norris.  2,912;  Cherokee, 
3,428. 

Average  annual  flow  In  cubic  feet  per  second:  Norris,  4,600; 
Cherokee.  4.800. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GORE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TABER.  What  Is  the  source  of  the  gentleman's  fig- 
ures? 

Mr.  GORE.  I  am  citing  figures  from  the  Geological 
Survey. 

Average  regulated  fiow:  Norris,  4.250:  Cherokee,  5,100. 

Average  head  at  dam:  Norris,  160;  Cherokee.  114. 

Downstream  head,  and  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Alabama  will  speak  on  this  subject — Norris,  420;  Cherokee, 
490. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  actual  figures  show  that  the 
Holston  River  is  larger  than  the  Clinch  River  above  the  Nor- 
ris Dam.  It  can  thus  be  seen  that  the  ability  of  the  project 
to  furnish  continuous  power  and  to  provide  storage  for  the 
downstream  installation  compares  favorably  with  the  Norris 
project.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  (Mr.  SchifflerI. 

Mr.  SCHIFFLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  propose  to  vote 
against  the  pending  bill,  which  has  for  its  object  the  appro- 
priation of  $25,000,000  for  the  further  extension  of  the 
activities  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  and  I  shall  do 
so  for  several  reasons: 

I  am  in  complete  sympathy  with  the  entire  necessary  pro- 
gram for  adequate  national  preparedness  and  defense.  I 
shall  support  every  necessary  and  rational  effort  to  better 
protect  our  Nation  and  to  preserve  our  Government.  It  shall 
never  be  truthfully  said  that  I  have  been  derelict  in  the 
discharge  of  my  full  duty  to  my  country.  All  that  I  possess 
in  this  world  I  will  gladly  and  willingly  give  to  protect  and 
preserve  the  blessings  that  have  been  so  generously  bestowed 
upon  me  and  my  fellow  Americans  by  reason  of  our  form  of 
government.  I  am  compelled  to  oppose  the  present  pro- 
posed appropriations.  I  am  actuated  by  a  desire  to  serve 
only  in  that  manner  which  will  reflect  such  services  in  sub- 
stantial benefits  to  our  country.  Several  reasons  suggest 
themselves  why  I  should  oppose  such  appropriation. 

First.  The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  the  projects 
under  its  control  do  not  represent  the  sound  philosophy  which 
supports  our  American  way  of  life.  To  take  by  taxation  from 
some  of  their  capital  for  the  enrichment  of  another  group  Is 
unfair  and  un-American.  This  is  only  justifiable  when  the 
distress  and  necessity  of  any  particular  group  or  class  require 
such.  When  distress  exists  it  is  the  duty  of  all  to  aid  in  the 
relief  of  that  distress.  It  must,  therefore,  logically  follow 
that  the  entire  scheme  or  plan  of  the  T.  V.  A.  is  predicated 
upon  a  fallacious  foundation  of  unsound  financing  and  of 
discrimination. 

Second.  The  projects  included  within  the  T.  V.  A.  are  in 
direct  competition  with  like  facilities  created  and  existing  by 
reason  of  private  capital  investment.  This,  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  much  of  the  capital  derived  from  taxation  and 
invested  in  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  like  projects, 
comes  from  the  very  people  who  are  being  injured  by  its 
program  and  operation. 

Third.  The  present  appropriation  is  called  for  because  of 
the  fact  that  we  have  an  insufficient  supply  of  aluminum 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing  the  planned 
number  of  airplanes — the  desired  airplanes  being  necessary 
for  our  complete  national  defense.  This  is  undoubtedly  true, 
and  the  necessary  power  to  increase  the  aliuninum  produc- 
tion can  be  obtained  in  another  more  efficient  and  economical 


manner.  All  of  the  evidence  submitted  before  the  committee 
directly  confirms  this  statement. 

Undoubtedly  the  emergency  calls  for  prompt  and  certsUn 
relief  and  it  is  clear  and  undisputed  that  the  development  of 
the  necessary  supplemental  kilowatts  of  electricity  can  be 
obtained  by  a  steam  plant  in  a  much  shorter  period  of  time 
than  by  the  water-power  plan.  According  to  the  best  evi- 
dence produced  before  the  committee,  it  will  require  not  less 
than  2  years,  and  probably  3  years,  to  construct  the  necessary 
dams  and  install  the  equipment  for  such  water  power  electric 
development,  while  a  steam  plant  for  the  generating  of  such 
electricity  can  be  completed  and  in  operation  within  18 
months.  It  is  also  quite  obvious  from  the  best  evidence  sub- 
mitted, that  the  steam  plant  will  cost  much  less  to  construct 
than  the  hydro  plant  and  that  the  operating  costs  are  much 
less.  It  therefore  logically  follows  that  efficiency,  economy, 
and  the  best  interest  of  our  country  at  this  time,  in  view  of 
the  existing  emergency  and  of  the  necessity  for  additional 
electricity,  could  be  obtained  by  the  erection  of  steam  plants. 
Another  very  important  elemfent  that  requires  our  most  seri- 
ous consideration  is  that  of  the  continuity  of  power  flow. 

It  is  also  clearly  shown  that  some  of  the  hydroelectric 
operations  operated  by  the  Federal  Government,  including 
some  of  those  in  the  Tennessee  Valley,  have  interruptions  by 
reason  of  insufficient  water  supply.  This  necessarily  inter- 
rupts the  continuity  of  electric  power  supply.  A  steam -gen- 
erated plant  will  produce  electric  power  24  hours  daily  for 
365  days  of  the  year. 

Fourth.  And,  I  think  of  paramount  importance,  is  the  em- 
ployment of  hundreds  of  now  unemployed  coal  miners  and 
railroad  employees,  some  of  whom  are  now  employed  .by  the 
W.  P.  A.  or  are  on  direct  relief.  These  men  are  trained  and 
accustomed  to  do  their  particular  kind  of  work.  They  are 
without  employment  today.  They  are  being  supported  from 
the  Federal  Treasury.  They  do  not  want  such  support  from 
the  Federal  Treasury.  Why  continue  by  pursuing  this  policy 
further  in  destroying  or  suppressing  jobs  for  worthy  Ameri- 
can workmen  when  these  men  and  their  families  seek  only 
the  opportunity  to  render  an  honest  day's  labor  and  receive 
a  fair  day's  wage?  They  ask  for  nothing  unjust,  but  only 
for  that  which  is  righteously  theirs.  This  opportunity  to 
provide  that  employment  for  them  should  not  be  overlooked. 
They  ask  only  to  sell  their  labor  and  to  receive  enough  to 
live  as  decent  self-respecting  Americans  and  to  keep  their 
families  and  rear  their  children  as  such. 

Fifth.  There  is  not  one  scintilla  of  evidence  to  disclose 
that  private  capital  and  private  industry  have  been  requested 
to  supply  the  necessary  power,  notwithstanding  that  billions 
of  dollars  remain  idle  and  millions  of  men  remain  unem- 
ployed. These  two  important  factors  In  our  national  de- 
fense, when  coordinated  and  encouraged,  can  give  impetus 
of  incalculable  value  to  such  program.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  the  facilities  to  supply  the  additional  required 
electric  power  are  not  available.  Nothing,  however,  has  been 
done  to  encourage  men  and  money  to  set  to  work  and  by 
the  construction  of  a  steam  generating  plant  put  these  two 
forces  energetically  and  cooperatively  to  work. 

I  might  urge  other  reasons  why  the  present  appropriation 
bill  should  be  defeated,  but  I  feel  that  I  have  given  clear, 
undisputed,  and  sufficient  sound  and  logical  reasons  for 
such.  I  urge  each  of  you  to  vote  against  such  bill  in  the 
interest  of  our  unemployed  citizens,  in  the  interest  of  our 
idle  capital,  and  in  the  interest  of  real  and  progressive 
Americanism,  with  the  knowledge  that  our  every  emergency 
can  be  met  only  when  there  is  complete  harmony. 

I  am  certain  that  such  can  be  obtained  and  a  more  closely 
coordinated  policy  and  plan  followed,  when  and  if,  we  take 
into  consideration  the  rights  and  interests  of  all  our  citizens. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  GiffordI. 

Mr.  GIPFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  often  expressed  my 
worry  about  the  Public  Treasury.  I  am  worried  now  about 
items  that  will  be  asked  for,  of  doubtful  value  for  national 
defense.    Huge  appropriations  will  be  labeled  as  such  and  you 
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will  be  most  unpatriotic  If  you  vote  against  any  measure  so 
classified.  It  seems  to  have  been  proven  that  we  are  to  have 
twice  as  much  power  as  we  will  need  for  the  purpose  of  aliunl- 
num,  although  I  assiune  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Rankin]  could  use  it. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Will  the  gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.     Not  now. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  purely  social  experiment  troubles  me. 
I  dislike  to  enlarge  it,  yet  I  do  not  want  to  be  unpatriotic. 
The  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  asked,  "Are  we  not  hard  put 
when  we  cannot  take  the  testimony  of  such  men  as  these 
three  men  mentioned?" 

Well,  are  we  not  hard  put  when  we  have  only  one  man  who 
can  rule  the  Nation  for  another  4  years?     [Applause.! 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  It  is 
a  rather  unfortunate  circumstance  perhaps,  but  it  seems  that 
the  American  people  have  about  reached  that  conclusion. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  I  hardly  think  the  American  people  had 
much  to  say  about  it  or  whether  our  beloved  Speaker  should 
be  Vice  President  rather  than  Santa  Claus.  If  ever  my 
feelings  were  hurt,  it  was  when  I  listened  to  the  radio  and 
heard  the  result  of  the  votes  cast  at  that  convention  for  our 
beloved,  able  Speaker  [Mr.  BankheadI,  who  has  given  his  all 
for  the  man  who  dictated  his  defeat.  If  there  is  any  red  blood 
in  you  Democrats,  I  expect  you  to  demonstrate  it.  I  shall. 
So  that  when  you  say  you  are  hard  put  for  advice,  srou  speak 
truly.  I  do  not  know  much  about  this  particular  matter. 
The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  LMr.  Wicclesworth  J 
gave  you  most  enlightening  information.  In  my  opinion.  It 
was  clear,  it  was  concise,  it  seemed  irrefutable. 

I  can  hear  the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
ringing  in  my  ears  when  he  said  he  would  not  like  to  assimie 
the  responsibility  for  holding  this  thing  up  for  2  weeks.  He 
made  that  statement  some  2  weeks  ago.  But  they  actually 
began  operations  more  than  2  weeks  ago.  They  knew  we 
were  "rubber  stamps."  If  there  is  any  racket  in  govern- 
ment. It  seems  to  be  down  there  and  there  is  no  curb  on 
their  activities  that  seems  to  be  effective. 

We  should  worry  alwut  doubtful  governmental  spending 
and  in  my  job  of  criticizing  at  every  opportunity  I  may  say 
that  I  am  greatly  disturbed  in  the  way  you  are  putting  this 
over.  Let  us  amend  it.  Let  us  do  only  what  is  necessary 
and  save  a  large  amount  of  these  millions.  I  am  contem- 
plating the  days  ahead,  the  billions  that  will  be  spent  without 
careful  consideration  and  under  the  hysteria  of  the  moment. 
[  Applause.  1 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hare]. 

Mr.  HARE.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  very  interesting  for  one 
who  IS  particularly  disinterested  from  a  personal  or  political 
standpoint  to  note  the  arguments  made  against  this  resolu- 
tion. Some  find  that  it  is  very  unwise  to  use  water  power  to 
generate  electric  current,  a  power  in  which  this  coimtry 
stands  in  need  at  the  present  time,  but  it  is  quite  proper  if 
the  power  is  the  product  of  coal  and  steam.  In  other  words, 
they  do  not  feel  that  water  power  should  be  used  to  generate 
electric  power.  But  when  they  find  there  is  a  necessity  to 
have  this  power  they  think  coal  ought  to  be  used  instead  of 
water.    So  on  it  goes. 

However,  my  purpose  in  rising  at  this  time  is  to  give  my 
reaction  to  the  testimony  submitted  to  the  House  through 
the  committee  hearings. 

First,  It  is  shown  there  is  a  militar>-  disturbance  both  in 
the  Orient  and  in  Europe.  The  disturbance  is  of  such  mag- 
nitude that  this  country  feels  the  necessity  of  increasing  its 
national  defense.  In  outlining  a  national -defense  program  It 
Is  found  there  is  a  lack  of  airplanes,  and  that  in  order  to 
increase  this  supply  it  is  essential  there  be  an  increased  sup- 
ply of  aluminum,  and  in  order  to  have  an  increased  supply 
of  aluminum  it  is  necessary  to  have  an  increased  supply  of 
electric  energy.  The  question  then  arises  as  to  which  is  the 
cheaper  and  the  better  way  to  supply  this  energy. 

The  National  Defense  Council,  chosen  for  their  wisdom,  for 
their  knowledge  and  their  integrity,  advises  that  after  due 


re'sarch  aluminum  can  best  be  obtained  through  water- 
power  development  near  the  seat  of  the  T.  V.  A.  If  that  Is 
true,  and  I  assume  it  is,  I  can  see  no  objection  to  the  plan. 
However.  I  want  to  go  Just  a  little  further  in  this  matter 
because  the  evidence  does  not  disclose  all  of  the  elements  of 

defense  with  reference  to  aluminum,  for  we  are  told  that 
most  of  the  aluminum  in  this  country  is  manufactured  from 
bauxite.  We  are  also  told  that  about  60  or  65  percent  of 
the  bauxite  Is  imported  from  South  America,  3,000  miles  away, 
and  that  only  about  30  or  35  percent  is  obtained  in  the  United 
States.  The  question  that  arises  in  my  mind  is,  if  this  ma- 
terial is  so  absolutely  essential,  and  I  know  it  Is,  have  we 
given  any  thought  to  the  possibility  of  conditions  arising  in 
South  America  by  which  we  would  not  be  able  to  obtain  the 
necessary  amount  of  bauxite?  If  such  a  condition  should 
arise,  where  will  we  get  our  supply?  What  will  be  the  source 
of  supply  of  alim:iinimi,  that  Indispensable  material  In  the 
manufacture  of  airplanes,  that  material  essential  in  the  de- 
velopment of  that  implement  of  war  so  necessary  in  these 
modem  days? 

I  take  the  position  that  the  National  Defense  Advisory 
Council  will  bring  to  this  Congress,  after  careful  study  and 
due  investigation,  other  bills  asking  Congress  to  appropriate 
funds  for  finding  other  sources  of  aluminum  in  our  own  coun- 
try in  order  that  we  may  be  fully  prepared  in  case  l»uxite 
from  South  America  is  imable  to  reach  us  in  such  quantities 
to  enable  us  to  continue  to  manufacture  aluminum.  It  has 
been  siiggested  that  in  South  America  today  you  could  take 
a  bomb  no  larger  than  your  hand  and  choke  the  streams  on 
which  the  bauxite  deposits  are  located,  thus  preventing  the 
shipment  of  1  ton  of  lAuxite  from  South  America  to  the 
United  States.  I  am  told  that  these  deposits  are  located 
along  small  streams  not  much  wider  than  an  ordinary  creek. 
We  are  told  also  that  on  some  of  these  streams  a  boat  cannot 
turn  around  but  has  to  back  up  and  get  the  bauxite  from  the 
mine. 

Suppose  Mr.  Hitler  or  someone  else  should  drop  a  few 
bombs  along  the  British  and  Dutch  Guianas  of  South  America 
from  which  practically  all  of  our  imported  bauxite  is  obtained. 
i  Or  suppose  some  other  condition  should  arise  that  would  pre- 
vent the  importation  of  bauxite,  and  the  production  of  air- 
planes would  continue  to  depend  upon  aluminum,  what  would 
happen  to  our  national -defense  program  from  the  standpoint 
of  airplanes?  It  would  not  take  a  great  engineer  or  Phila- 
delphia lawyer  to  see  that  this  country  would  be  seriously 
handicapped  in  the  completion  of  this  particular  phase  of  the 
defense  program.  Therefore,  from  the  evidence  already  be- 
fore us  It  Is  extremely  important  we  shoiUd  begin  to  give 
some  attention  to  other  sources  of  securing  aluminum  than 
relying  solely  on  bauxite  from  which  it  is  to  be  obtained. 

I  gather  from  reliable  information  obtained  from  the  Bu- 
reau of  Mines,  the  Geological  Survey,  and  the  outstanding 
geologist  of  my  State  that  there  are  inexhaustible  supplies  of 
kaolin  found  in  my  district  and  adjoining  districts  in  South 
Carolina,  as  well  as  in  adjoining  territory  in  the  State  of 
Georgia.  I  learn  further  from  reliable  information  that  some 
of  these  kaolin  deposits  have  yielded  as  high  as  48  percent 
of  aluminum  oxide,  the  refined  product  from  which  aluminum 
is  manufactured.  It  is  extremely  Important,  therefore,  that 
attention  should  be  given  to  this  situation  from  the  stand- 
point of  national  defense.  Now,  if  the  statements  I  have 
made  are  absolutely  correct,  and  I  am  prepared  from  the 
source  of  information  referred  to  say  that  they  are  correct, 
this  Government  should  take  such  steps  as  will  be  necessary 
to  develop  the  processing  of  these  deposits  or  cooperate  with 
those  who  have  developed  means  of  processing  same  so  that 
when  the  peak  of  airplane  production  arises  by  July  in  1942 
we  will  be  prepared  to  substitute  the  manufacture  of  kaolin 
into  aluminum,  because  bauxite  by  that  time  may  not  be 
available. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  this  connection,  I  should  say  that  midway 
between  the  kaolin  deposits  in  Georgia  and  those  in  my  dis- 
trict the  Army  Engineers,  the  engineers  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  and  others  who  have  studied  the  matter 
have  all  declared  that  there  is  the  best  site  for  the  construc- 
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tlon  of  a  power  plant  In  the  Southeastern  United  States  on 
the  Savannah  River  near  Clarks  Hill,  S.  C.  This  site  has 
been  studied,  Investigated,  and  surveyed  by  army  engineers 
and  others  for  the  past  10  3rears  or  more,  and  time  and  time 
again  it  has  been  recommended  that  a  hydroelectric  power 
plant  be  erected  on  this  site. 

On  August  15.  1935.  the  President  of  the  United  States  ad- 
dressed a  communication  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior,  and  the  chairman  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  directing  that  a  three-meml)er  board  be  created, 
consisting  of  one  representative  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  one 
from  the  Natural  Resources  Commission,  and  one  from  ,the 
Federal  Power  Commission  to  make  a  further  study  and  pre- 
pare a  report  on  the  advisability  of  proceeding  the  following 
year  with  the  Savannah  River  improvement  by  erecting  the 
dam  at  Clarks  Hill.    In  this  report  the  committee  says: 

The  Clarks  Hill  site  Is  one  of  the  best  undeveloped  power  sites  on 
any  stxeam  entering  the  Atlantic  Ocean  from  the  South  Atlantic 
States. 

The  estimated  cost  of  this  dam  and  equipment  Is  placed  at 
approximately  $28,000,000.  This  dam  is  within  10  or  15  miles 
of  some  of  the  deposits  referred  to.  and  I  am  firmly  convtaced 
if  the  development  of  this  project  were  undertaken  at  once  it 
would  materially  strengthen  the  weakest  link  I  have  been  able 
to  find  in  our  defense  program  from  the  standpoint  of  ade- 
quate production  of  airplanes,  which  will  continue  to  be  the 
greatest  defense  weapon  used  In  future  wars. 

In  Senate  Document  No.  66,  page  7,  first  session  of  the 
Seventy -sixth  Congress,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  April  24.  1939.  says: 

Meritorious  water-power  developments  are  of  special  significance 
to  national  defense.  CJonstructed  In  time  of  peace  in  connection 
with  the  development  of  rivers  for  the  benefit  of  navigation  and  for 
the  control  of  floods — or  during  depressions  as  work-relief  meas- 
ures— they  represent,  in  efTect,  stored  peacetime  labor,  and  provide 
a  source  of  depiendable  power  which  almost  certainly  would  be  at 
great  value  in  a  war  emergency.  Power  from  the  Clarks  Hill  project 
would  thus  be  available  for  supplying  the  Increased  power  load  dur- 
ing war  as  well  as  the  expanding  market  In  the  region  of  the  project. 
It  would  make  possible  the  establishment  of  war  industries  in  that 
region,  or.  m  the  alternative,  would  provide  power  for  transmission, 
by  relay,  to  distant  Industrial  centers. 

In  a  recent  statement  made  by  Dr.  P.  H.  H.  Calhoim,  dean 
of  the  School  of  Chemistry  and  Geology,  Clemson  College. 
8.  C.  says: 

Bauxite  is  an  ore  that  Is  farmed  only  In  tropical  and  subtropical 
countries.  The  area  in  our  own  Southern  States  where  bauxite 
deposits  have  been  found  have  been  pretty  well  prospected,  and 
there  are  many  deposits  of  low-grade  ores,  which  might  be  utilized, 
but  these  are  not  extensive  enough  to  give  us  an  adequate  supply 
for  many  years.  Our  only  alternative  seems  to  be  the  utlllaatlon 
at  our  kaolin  and  other  claya. 

[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  IMr.  Terry]. 

Mr.  TERRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  very  much  interested  in 
the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
HareI  because  I  want  to  bring  td  the  Committee  thoughts 
along  a  similar  line.  It  is  my  piupose  to  vote  for  the  bill  now 
under  consideration.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Stettinius,  Mr.  Knud- 
■en,  and  Mr.  Dunn,  the  gentlemen  who  have  recommended 
this  bill,  are  familiar  with  the  subject,  and  that  we  should 
follow  their  advice.  I  further  believe  that  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  has  justified  itself  in  this  country  and  that 
the  people  of  the  country  have  saved  and  will  save  millions  of 
dollars  by  reason  of  the  yardstick  that  has  been  furnished  by 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

However.  I  wish  to  say  this — and  I  say  It  In  all  kindness 
and  without  questioning  their  integrity  or  motives — and  that 
Is,  that  I  believe  that,  so  far,  the  National  Defense  Advisory 
Coimcil  has  not  given  any  indication  of  a  purpose  to  seek  out 
other  sources  of  supply  of  this  material,  aluminum,  which  Ls 
vitally  essential  in  the  manufacture  of  airplanes.  At  page  16 
of  the  hearings  Mr.  StetUnius  states  that  there  is  a  shortage 
€»f  aliunlnum,  and  that  we  must  increase  our  aluminum  facu- 
lties as  rapidly  as  possible  to  meet  the  plane  program.  We  i 
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do  not  have  to  go  far  to  find  bauxite  in  the  United  SUtes.  In 
my  own  State  of  Arkansas,  within  20  miles  of  Little  Rock,  my 
home  town,  there  exists  90  percent  of  all  the  bauxite  in  this 
country.  I  am  informed,  which  is  the  raw  product  from  which 
aluminum  is  made.  The  Aluminum  Co.  of  America  owns 
about  60  percent  of  the  bauxite  lands  in  that  region  and  about 
40  percent  of  them  are  owned  by  individual  owners.  The 
Government  should  avail  itself  of  all  this  supply  of  bauxite 
and  should  not  confine  itself  to  the  use  of  that  ouTied  by  the 
Aluminum  Co.  of  America,  which  now  has  an  almost  100- 
percent  monopoly  on  aluminum  production. 

I  have  taken  up  with  the  Advisory  CoimcU  the  question 
of  approving  a  reservoir  dam  near  Ozark  tii  Franklin  Coimty, 
In  the  western  part  of  Arkansas  In  the  Ozark  Mountains, 
where  there  is  a  sufficient  flow  of  water  for  hydroelectric 
power  and  where  there  are  vast  quantities  of  the  best  quality 
of  coal,  which  can  be  used  jointly  in  the  steam  and  water 
production  of  power,  the  impounded  water  being  used  for 
condensation  in  the  steam  plant.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
National  Defense  Advisory  Council  should  avail  Itself  of  the 
raw  products  of  the  States  where  they  do  not  have  these 
plants  as  they  do  In  the  Tennessee  Valley,  which  are  owned 
by  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America. 

Mr.  RANKIN.     To  what  stream  does  the  gentleman  refer? 

Mr.  TERRY.  I  am  referring  to  a  proposed  reservoir  on 
the  Mulberry  River  in  northwest  Arkansas,  which  Is  known 
as  the  Cass  Lake  project.  It  is  right  in  the  heart  of  the  coal 
fields  of  western  Arkansas  where  there  we  htmdreds  of  coal 
miners  now  unemployed,  who  would  be  given  work  by  this 
project.  This  coal  is  of  the  highest  type  in  this  country. 
Reputable  engineers  have  told  me  that  using  coal  at  the 
mouth  of  the  mine  in  connection  with  Impounded  water 
from  the  reservoir  used^for  condensation  in  the  steam  plant 
gives  the  cheapest  power  that  can  be  produced.  Here  we 
would  have  all  the  advantages  of  steam-power  development 
and  all  the  advantages  of  water-power  development.  So  I 
want  to  call  the  attention  of  this  committee  and  the  Congress 
to  the  fact  that  the  Advisory  Council,  in  my  humble  opinion, 
is  not  proceeding  rapidly  enough  in  taking  advantage  of  the 
products  of  those  parts  of  the  country  that  are  not  developed 
at  this  time.     [Applause.] 

"Hie  bauxite  deposits  of  Arkansas  are  well  known,  compris- 
ing, as  stated  before,  about  90  percent  of  all  the  bauxite  in 
the  United  States.  And  yet  there  is  not  1  ounce  of  bauxite 
refined  in  Arkansas.  We  are  told  that  the  Government  de- 
sires to  Increase  the  supply  of  aluminum  as  rapidly  as 
possible,  and  that  it  desires  to  avoid  all  lost  motion  and 
transportation  congestion.  If  this  is  so,  why  would  it  not  be 
good  business  for  the  Government  and  the  Defense  Council 
to  aid  in  the  establishment  of  a  plant  where  the  ix)wer  is 
located  within  the  same  area  where  the  raw  product  is  mined? 

We  were  told  by  the  President  that  it  was  the  part  of 
wisdom  to  establish  small  plants  in  various  sections  of  the 
country  in  strategic  areas  and  not  place  all  industries  In 
one  area,  where  an  enemy  attack  might  disrupt  the  whole 
program.  Why  should  the  production  of  aluminum  be  con- 
fined largely  to  the  Tennessee  Valley  when  other  sections  of 
the  country  are  blessed  with  water-power  potentialities,  are 
strategically  located  in  the  interior,  and  also  have  the  raw 
product  itself,  thus  eliminating  the  delay,  cost,  and  congestion 
of  transportation?  I  think  this  program  should  be  scattered 
as  widely  as  possible  over  the  country,  and  I  submit  that  one 
area  or  one  large  industrial  organization,  such  as  the  great 
Aluminum  Co.  of  America,  should  not  be  given  the  entire  con- 
trol of  this  most  vital  and  strategic  material  It  is  not  good 
business  for  the  Government  and  Is  not  fair  to  the  other  com- 
munities.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5 
imnutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  Mr.  Hobbs.  or 
rather   I   should   say    the   gentleman   from   Alabama    [Mr. 

HOBBS]. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  in  such  good  humor  this 
afternoon  that  I  am  not  even  going  to  resent  the  imputation 
that  I  am  from  Georgia.  I  know  some  distinguished  states- 
men from  that  State,  than  whom  there  are  no  whicher,  and 
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I  am  delighted  to  be  mistaken  for  one  of  those  eminent 
gentlemen. 

Neither  am  I  surprised  in  the  least  that  no  Republican  has 
yet  taken  this  Well  and  admitted  frankly  that  they  are  against 
national  defense  if  its  interest  runs  counter  to  their  preju- 
dices and  selfishness.  No  Republican  in  the  history  of  the 
world  would  admit  that,  but  if  every  person  who  believes  it 
would  just  give  me  a  dime  I  could  pay  off  a  large  part  of  the 
national  debt  with  the  proceeds.  One  of  the  troubles  with 
you  Republicans  is  that  you  have  not  learned  yet  that  the  War 
between  the  States  is  over.  This  is  no  time  for  sectionalism. 
We  ought  not  to  play  politics  on  any  issue  involving  the  na- 
tional defense.  And  if  you  keep  on  butting  you  are  going  to 
butt  your  brains  out.  "Butting"  is  the  oldest  "alibi"  in  the 
history  of  argumentation.  It  is  a  clever  way  of  trying  to  take 
a  back  door  or  a  side  door  approach  on  an  issue  of  this  kind 
which  you  dare  not  face  through  the  front  door. 

This  whole  issue  boils  right  down  to  this  question:  Who 
knows  the  most  about  this?  Those  who  have  first-hand  in- 
formation, or  those  who  have  not? 

It  reminds  me  of  the  interrupted  funeral  down  in  Alabama. 

The  man  who  was  supposedly  the  corpse  they  were  burying 
came  in  and  interrupted  the  preacher  just  as  he  was  very 
vigorously  extolling  the  virtues  of  the  deceased.  "But  wait 
a  minute.  Parson.  I  ain't  ceased  yet."  The  preacher  said, 
"Now.  you  sit  down,  brother;  you  don't  know  what  you  are 
talking  about."  The  interrupter  replied,  "I  siu-e  God  do.  and 
I  am  the  only  man  here  what  has  got  fh:^t-hand  informa- 
tion; I  know  damn  well  I  ain't  dead."  [Laughter  and 
applause.] 

Now.  the  testimony  of  those  people  who  really  know  what 
they  are  talking  about  is  unanimous  to  the  single  point  that 
this  is  a  necessary  project  from  the  standpoint  of  national 
defense.  There  is  no  one  who  disputes  It.  The  Republicans, 
every  single  one  of  them,  admit  it;  but  they  say — that  old 
"but,"  you  know — "but  we  just  don't  like  this  part  of  it." 
Now.  what  part  of  it  is  it  they  do  not  like?  The  part  that 
their  preconceived  prejudices  lead  them  to  be  against.  The 
engineers  all  tell  you  that  this  is  necessary.  We  know  It. 
Those  of  us  who  have  lived  with  this  proposition  down  there 
from  the  begirming  and  toiled  by  night  and  by  day  for  years 
know  it.  There  is  not  a  single  inch  of  the  Tennessee  River  I 
have  not  flown  over  a  dozen  times  from  Paducah,  Ky..  back  up 
yonder  to  the  sources  of  the  Clinch  and  the  Holston. 

I  know  exactly  what  this  place  is  they  are  talking  about. 
It  is  one  of  the  two  finest  natural  reservoirs  ever  put  by  the 
finger  of  Gkxi  en  his  footstool.  They  talk  about  there  being 
no  water  below  the  dam  at  Norris  at  this  minute.  Why.  that 
is  what  it  is  built  there  for,  an  impounding  dam  to  stabilize 
the  flow  of  the  Tennessee  so  that  it  will  generate  prime  power 
365  days  in  the  year,  24  hours  a  day.  That  is  the  purpose  of 
an  impounding  dam — to  control  the  flow  so  that  in  low  water 
you  can  boost  it  up  and  in  high  water  you  can  shut  it  off.  You 
can  catch  the  floods  in  1942  with  this  dam  that  they  propose 
to  build  at  the  base  of  this  natural  reservoir  on  the  Holston. 
That  is  the  whole  purpose  of  these  dams,  and  when  you  do 
that,  then  every  drop  of  water  that  you  impound  by  this  new 
dam  in  aid  of  national  defense  is  going  to  be  used,  not  once, 
not  twice,  but  eight  times.  That  is  the  beauty  of  a  hydro- 
electric generator;  it  uses  but  does  not  consume  the  water 
that  drives  it.  You  can  use  it.  the  same  water,  at  every  single 
turbine  downstream.  I  have  seen  the  time  when  there  was 
not  a  foot  of  water  in  the  Tennessee  River,  but  I  have  not  seen 
that  since  Ncrris  Dam  was  built,  300  miles  above  Wilscn  Dam. 
and  neither  have  you.  It  has  stabilized  the  flow  until  we  now 
have  more  than  twice  as  much  prime  power  as  we  ever  had  at 
Wilson  Dam  before.  And  why  do  we  need  prime  power  for 
making  aluminum?  It  is  because  it  is  produced  by  a  24  hour 
a  day.  365  days  a  year  process,  and  if  it  is  interrupted  for 
5  minutes  you  can  tell  the  difference  in  the  product.  The 
manufacture  of  aluminum  requires  continuous  power.  The 
construction  of  the  proposed  dam  will  develop  prime  power 
at  eight  different  dams,  any  one  of  which  could  serve  an 
aluminum  plant  m  its  vicinity.  I  appeal  to  you  to  lay  aside 
your  prejud:ces  about  where  the  dam  is  going  to  be.  There 
is  not  one  of  you  who  has  the  mtestinal  mvestlture  to  stand 


up  here  and  charge  there  is  any  p>olitics  in  this  bill,  because 
you  know  there  is  not.  If  there  were  any  politics  In  It.  we 
surely  would  not  be  putting  it  in  a  Republican  district  of 
Tennessee.     [Laughter  and  applause.] 

Norris  Dam  also  was  located  and  built  in  a  Republican  dis- 
trict. We  Democrats  build  dams  and  other  national -defense 
projects  where  they  should  be  built — to  serve  the  Nation  best. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  such 
time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [  Mr. 
Kefauver  I . 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  carefully  studied 
the  report  of  the  hearings  laefore  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  and  Senate  on  this  resolution.  I  am 
personally  acquainted  with  the  proposed  location  of  Cherokee 
Dam  on  the  Holston  River,  and  have  been  through  the  enor- 
mous plant  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America  near  Maryville, 
Tenn.  I  also  personally  know  of  many  of  the  other  indus- 
tries in  the  Tennessee  Valley  that  are  producing  munitions 
and  that  reqiUre  a  large  amount  of  electricity  in  their  oper- 
ation. 

The  Nation  has  embarked  upon  a  necessary  program  of 
preparedness.  We  have  got  to  arm  to  the  teeth  and  quickly. 
The  work  of  supervising  the  program  has  l>een  entrusted  to  a 
nonpartisan  committee  in  which  this  Congress  and  the  Amer- 
ican people  have  great  confidence.  Congress  has  been  co- 
operating fully  with  this  committee.  And  the  necessity  of 
the  case  demands  that  performance  be  left  to  this  splendid 
committee  after  Congress  has  considered  and  appropriates 
money  for  necessary  defense  measures.  Likewise,  we  must 
to  a  large  extent  be  guided  by  this  committee  as  to  the  means 
in  making  available  strategic  materials  which  they  say  are 
necessary  to  produce  the  armaments  that  we  must  have. 

It  is  difficult  for  me  to  understand  how  any  Member  of 
Congress  can  vote  against  this  resolution  If  he  conscientiously 
believes  In  preparedness. 

A  goal  for  the  production  of  a  definite  number  of  planes 
has  been  set.  It  is  necessary  to  have  an  additional  60.000.000 
pounds  of  aluminum  available  after  July  1,  194a»  The  cheap- 
est and  surest  method  of  making  this  aluminum  available  is 
the  buildmg  of  the  dam.  steam  plant,  and  installation  of  the 
additional  generators  called  for  In  this  resolution. 

The  Tennessee  Valley  has  been  selected  because  of  alumi- 
num available  in  that  section,  and  because  as  said  by  Mr. 
Dunn  in  his  statement  before  the  committee: 

In  selecting  the  Tennessee  Valley  as  the  location  for  the  prin- 
cipal power  expansion  which  we  have  approved,  we  have  had  in 
mind  not  only  the  location  there  of  the  principal  plant  of  the 
Aluminum  Co.  of  America  but  also  the  exceUence  of  the  organiza- 
tion, technical  and  otherwise,  that  has  been  assembled  there.  On 
account  of  the  large  developments  that  have  already  been  made  In 
the  Tennessee  Valley,  their  engineers  and  other  staffs  are  part  of  a 
going  organization,  experienced  In  the  construction  of  dams  and 
transmission  lines  to  an  extent  not  likely  to  be  found  In  any 
entirely  new  project  not  yet  completed. 

And  as  said  by  him  on  pages  7  and  8  In  the  hearings  before 
the  committee: 

There  wovUd  be  long  delays  In  negotiating  such  a  supply,  and  we 
have  got  T.  V.  A.  right  down  there  where  the  main  plant  of  the 
Aluminum  Co.  Is.  Now.  It  Is  good  management,  when  you  want  to 
increase  a  manufacturing  plant  and  a  power  supply,  to  Increase  an 
existing  manufacturing  plant  at  an  existing  power  supply.  They 
are  both  there  right  together  In  the  Tennessee  Valley.  We  found 
no  other  place  as  favorable  as  T.  V.  A.  for  this  large  block  of  power 
Increase;  and.  as  Mr,  Knudsen  said  It  Is  not  only  for  aluminum 
but  for  other  national-defense  projects  as  well.  The  Increase,  in 
our  opinion.  Is  justified  on  the  aluminum  alone,  but  almost  every 
day  now  there  Is  some  new  national-defense  demand  for  power 
directed  in  the  region  of  the  Tennessee  Valley. 

This  expenditure  differs  from  many  that  are  being  made 
for  national  defense.  If  for  any  reason  the  guns  and  ships  we 
are  building  should  become  unnecessary  and  useless,  the 
money  they  cost  would  be  to  a  large  extent  lost.  That  is  not 
the  case  with  the  money  that  will  be  spent  in  this  addition 
to  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  properties.  This  is  true 
because  the  record  shows  that  the  additional  power  produced 
would  be  absorbed  In  any  event  in  3  or  4  years.  It  is  only 
necessary  to  visit  the  Tennessee  Valley  and  to  note  the  opera- 
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tlons  taking  place  there  to  tmderstand  this.  Sales  of  elec- 
trical appliances  in  the  valley  are  increasing  at  a  fast  rate. 
Other  industries  are  requiring  an  Increased  amount  of  elec- 
tricity, so  that  this  dam,  and  the  additional  facilities  author- 
ized in  this  resolution,  would  be  good  investments  even  If  they 
were  not  necessary  for  national  defense. 

Additionally,  I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
this  dam  has  some  value  to  navigation  on  the  Tennessee 
River,  and  it  has  a  tremendous  value  for  flood  control  in  that 
It  win  have  available  1.400,000  acre-feet  of  storage  space  for 
flood-control  purposes. 

I  trust  that  this  resolution  will  be  passed  overwhelmingly 
80  that  this  project  already  too  long  delayed  can  be  com- 
menced at  once.     [Applause. J 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  balance  of  my 
time  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  DnxsEN  J. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  devote  a  few  mo- 
ments at  least  to  a  consideration  that  does  not  presently 
meet  the  eye  in  this  bill,  but  with  which  the  Congress  must 
wrestle  sooner  or  later.  I  have  had  a  very  recent  experience, 
and  in  order  properly  to  dramatize  the  matter  it  is  necessary, 
of  course,  to  recount  a  few  facts  of  the  immediate  past. 

On  the  10th  of  July  I  strolled  over  to  the  Appropriations 
Committee  at  3:30  In  the  afternoon  in  the  hope  tliat  a  copy 
of  the  hearings  on  this  bill  might  be  procured,  and  they  were 
not  yet  in  print.  On  the  11th  of  July,  at  11  o'clock  In  the 
morning,  the  full  Committee  on  Appropriations  met  to  con- 
sider the  pending  bill.  After  an  hoiu*  of  discussion  we  came 
up  to  the  floor.  Many  of  the  Members,  of  course,  had  already 
gone  to  Chicago,  I  assume,  and  so  the  request  was  made  to 
consider  this  WU  by  unanimous  consent.  The  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  McLtan]  objected,  and  he  was  within  the 
prerORatives  of  this  House  in  so  objecting  if  he  desired.  This 
is  what  happened.  The  bin,  of  course,  was  not  considered, 
but  we  spent  3  or  4  hours  discussing  national  defense  on  this 
floor.  A  few  days  later  the  Advisory  Commission  made  a  re- 
lease, ostensibly  from  them,  but  certainly  carrying  a  White 
House  date  line,  in  which  I  was  mentioned,  in  which  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  was  mentioned,  and 
in  which  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  McLean]  was 
mentioned.  It  was  some  of  the  material  that  Senator 
Barkley  used  in  Chicago  at  the  Democratic  Convention.  It 
disturbed  me  a  good  deal,  because  I  received  a  few  letters  and 
telegrams  as  a  result — none  from  my  own  district :  some  from 
New  Orleans,  some  from  South  Dakota,  some  from  New  York — 
couched  In  the  most  Intemperate  language,  seeking  to  put 
the  tarred  stick  upon  those  who  would  dare  to  exercise  their 
legislative  prerogatives  and  insist.  In  the  name  of  the  people. 
in  the  name  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country,  that  the  Con- 
gress ought  to  exercise  decent  caution  and  some  degree  of 
moderation  in  considering  a  bill  that  involves  $65,800,000.  A 
gentleman  wrote  me  from  Chicago  that  he  was  distressed  to 
hear  that  I  had  placed  party  politics  above  national  defense 
and  above  the  general  welfare. 

In  the  afternoon  of  July  11,  when  there  was  a  quonun 
call  there  were  only  297  Members  of  the  House  who  were 
either  in  town  or  who  had  come  here  to  respond,  and 
I  say  to  you  that  certainly  the  people  are  entitled  to  a 
little  more  consideration  than  that,  and  that  a  bill  that 
involves  that  enormous  amoimt  of  money  is  still  more 
than  chicken  feed  or  pocket  change  to  me  and  the  people 
whom  I  represent.  I  thought  it  rather  distressing  to  gentle- 
men of  Congress  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  We  are  not  so  far 
removed  now  from  an  attitude  of  mind  in  this  coimtry  where. 
If  you  stand  up  and  expect  to  have  yoiir  say  in  the  interest  of 
the  people,  the  tarred  stick  wiU  be  put  upon  you  by  some  radi- 
cals, by  some  of  those  who  know  only  intemperate  language. 
In  addition  there  comes  this  problem  for  us.  Will  we  have 
the  fortitude  to  stand  up  and  exercise  our  own  ingenuity  and 
the  forthrightness  of  spirit  and  character  and  such  capacity 
as  we  enjoy  in  the  hope  of  doing  something  for  the  people,  or 
will  we  slink  and  say.  "Oh,  they  tag  us  now  with  national 
defense,  and  you  cannot  vote  against  that?"  Then  will  recur 
to  us  aU  the  hideous  ghosts  of  1917  and  1918,  when  we  bought 
33  halters  for  every  horse  of  the  American  Army,  when  we 


bought  20  saddles  for  every  horse,  and  when  we  bought  S 
branding  irons  for  every  horse.  Then  will  arise  the  ghost  of 
waste  and  extravagance.  So  there  is  suggested  this  afternoon 
as  an  incident  to  this  legislative  process  the  question  of  our 
responsibility  as  we  take  on  or  spurn  advice  from  those  who 
are  expected  to  know. 

A  member  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  on  the 
morning  this  bill  was  considered,  stood  up  in  his  place  on  the 
morning  of  July  10  and  said: 

I  am  going  to  throw  this  reaponslblllty  upon  the  members  of  the 
National  Advisory  Commtaslon. 

It  disturbed  me  a  good  deal.  I  thought.  Must  I  do  that? 
Must  I  shut  my  mouth  on  things  of  this  kind,  or  do  the  people 
expect  me  to  say  something  if  I  have  some  notion  about  it  and 
feel  that  perhaps  we  are  going  a  little  too  far  or  making  a 
mistake.  Gentleman  stand  in  the  shadow  today,  and  the 
problem  that  is  going  to  disturb  most  of  us  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle,  perhaps  as  we  put  a  clothespin  on  our  respective 
noses  and  approve  things  that  will  rankle,  is  how  we  shall  act. 
I  do  not  know  how  you  will  act,  but  I  shaU  have  my  say. 
because  I  think  my  people  will  expect  it. 

With  respect  to  the  merit  of  this  measure,  giving  It  acme 
attention  since  the  11th  of  July,  it  occurred  to  me  that  we 
have  the  President's  message  on  this.  Remember  how  your 
President  and  mine  stood  here  in  all  earnestness  and  said 
that  it  was  4  hours  from  Brazil  to  Caracas,  Venezuela,  and 
two  and  a  half  hours  from  Venezuela  to  the  Canal  Zone,  and 
two  and  a  half  hours  from  the  Canal  Zone  to  some  farther- 
most point,  and  then  two  and  a  quarter  hours  to  Kansas  City, 
to  Omaha,  and  to  St.  Louis,  those  great  metropolitan  centers 
in  the  Central  West.  In  view  of  the  development  of  fq;>eedy 
air  navigation,  he  sought  to  emphasize  the  new  military  tech- 
nique in  the  world  and  suggested  that  those  cities  were  not 
safe  If  a  base  were  established  on  Cape  Verde,  the  Azores,  or 
somewhere  in  South  America.  Must  I  remind  you  that  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  that  area  is  closer  to  one  of 
those  bases  that  the  President  mentioned  than  Is  Omaha? 

It  Is  closer  than  Kansas  City.  It  Is  closer  than  St.  Louis. 
So  that  If  you  are  going  to  concentrate  the  production  of 
aluminimi  and  the  production  of  aluminum  castings  in  that 
area,  do  we  not  perhaps  reach  the  continuity  of  our  defense 
program  aiid  make  it  vulnerable  in  that  degree,  even  as  the 
President  of  the  United  States  suggested  from  that  rostnmi 
on  the  16th  of  May.  1940? 

Now,  I  see  my  good  friend  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Massin- 
GALEl  here  and  I  want  to  address  a  remark  or  two  to  the 
very  pertinent  and  forthright  question  that  he  raised  that 
has  disturbed  me  a  great  deal.  Mr.  Knudsen  wants  this,  they 
say.  I  think  there  is  no  finer  man,  no  more  able  man  In  the 
country  than  Mr.  Knudsen,  but  Mr.  Knudsen  said,  according 
to  the  hearings,  that  he  was  not  a  power  man  so  he  had  to 
look  elsewhere,  because  his  job  wrs  production  after  he  got 
the  material  with  which  to  work,  liie  question  of  raw  ma- 
terials was  assigned  to  Mr.  Stettinius,  so  he  asked  Mr.  EXmn 
and  others  to  serve  on  a  kind  of  consultant  commission.  Now, 
we  ought  to  be  able  to  follow  Mr.  Dunn.  I  recognize  him  as 
the  foremost  power  authority  in  the  country,  but  here  is  the 

thing  that  disturbs  me:  Mr.  Dunn  has  come  before  the  com- 
mittees of  this  Congress  before  and  he  has  said  at  that  time — 

Gentlemen,  you  can  manufacture  electricity  with  ateaxn  power 
cheaper  than  you  can  with  hydro. 

Now  he  comes  and  says — 

X  am  for  this — a  combination  of  hydro  and  steam. 

According  to  a  letter  that  was  addressed  to  my  good  friend, 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  our  committee.  Mr.  Wooosttm 
of  Virginia,  it  was  sought  to  be  set  out  that  you  had  to  have  a 
synchronized,  equalized  program  between  a  steam  plant  and  a 
hydroelectric  plant.  I  have  been  listening  to  testimony  for 
over  3  years  on  the  T.  V.  A.  and  not  a  single  engineer  has  ever 
raised  his  voice  about  synchronizing  and  equalizing  steam  and 
hydroelectric  power.  In  fact,  they  have  played  down  the 
steam  issue.  When  it  was  raised  in  the  Senate  some  years 
ago  by  Senator  Vandekberg  I  went  Into  the  matter  and  asked 
them  some  questions  no  later  than  this  year  on  the  bearings. 
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Was  anything  said  about  equalization?  Was  anything  said 
about  synchronization?  Oh.  no  not  a  word.  Now  It  appears, 
according  to  the  letter  of  July  29  by  Mr.  Dunn  that  this  is 
to  be  equalized. 

Well,  gentlemen,  it  is  all  very  amazing.  I  will  say.  If  you 
ask  me  my  ordinary  lay  opinion,  for  whatever  it  is  worth, 
they  wUl  not  generate  a  single  kilowatt  of  prime  power  on 
the  Cherokee  Dam  when  it  is  completed.  What  is  prime 
power?  Well,  if  I  understand  the  term,  prime  power  is  power 
that  is  on  tap  and  will  furnish  a  continuous  supply  all  the 
time.  24  hours  a  day.  365  days  a  year.  Am  I  wrong?  If  I 
am  wrong,  somebody  stand  up  and  correct  me.  That  is  my 
notion  of  prime  power. 

Well,  let  us  see  whether  you  will  get  the  water  on  the 
litUe  Holston  River.  Let  us  see  whether  you  will  get  prime 
power.  No.  They  want  a  steam  plant  because  from  steam 
you  will  get  prime  power  and  if  you  gage  it  to  a  constant 
base  load  you  will  manufacture  it  cheaper  than  you  will  at  a 
hydroelectric  dam.  Do  you  know  what  the  sensible  thing 
would  be  in  this  bUl?  Instead  of  spending  $36,000,000  on  a 
hydroelectric  dam  to  generate  90.000  kilowatts,  in  the  hope 
that  when  the  water  comes  over  it  will  go  down  to  Norris 
Dam.  Chickamauga  and  Wilson  Dams  and  Hales  Bar  and 
all  the  rest,  the  building  of  several  steam  plants  would  pro- 
duce more  power  and  save  more  than  $20,000,000. 

As  for  the  alleged  re-use  of  the  same  water,  you  will  if 
you  have  the  water,  but  if  you  do  not  have  the  water  you 
will  not.  So  really  that  is  not  much  of  an  argument,  as  a 
matter  of  fact.  Besides,  you  will  have  to  count  on  a  good 
many  losses  up  there,  because  I  have  an  idea  that  the  reason 
Norris  Dam  has  not  turned  out  so  well  and  the  reason  that 
they  have  not  turned  a  wheel  up  there  for  some  days,  and 
the  reason  the  generators  have  not  been  working  for  a  little 
while  is  probably  because  lots  of  water  got  away:  because 
there  are  holes;  because  there  are  caves;  because  there  is 
grouting  work  that  probably  should  be  done,  as  any  engineer 
could  tell  you:  that  perhaps  it  is  not  all  so  rosy.  It  intrigued 
me  a  good  deal,  so  the  other  day  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Krug.  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

Mr.  Krug  is  a  fine  fellow.  He  is  one  of  the  ablest  engi- 
neers in  the  country.  I  take  off  my  hat  to  him.  He  is  one  of 
the  ablest  fellows  who  ever  came  before  a  committee  of  Con- 
gress. He  sent  me  a  two-page  letter  that  I  got  this  morn- 
ing, and  I  defy  any  Member  of  this  House  to  read  that  letter 
and  then  determine  whether  it  was  responsive  to  the  question, 
and  to  what  extent  the  generators  at  Norris  Dam  had  not  been 
working  and  for  how  long.  He  just  alludes  to  It  very  briefly 
and  says  that  the  last  generation  occurred  on  July  21.  1940; 
but  he  does  not  say  how  many  of  those  intervening  days  and 
intervening  wetjks  the  generators  at  Norris  Dam  were  not 
running.  That  is  the  difficulty.  If  they  want  power  in  18 
months,  if  they  want  it  right  away,  instead  of  ruiming  along 
with  a  speculation  that  may  take  2  years  at  the  very  least 
and  very  likely  3  years  if  they  do  not  capture  the  spring  floods 
in  1942.  why  not  do  the  sensible  thing?  Ck>  into  some  of  these 
areas  and  build  steam  plants.  You  can  build  more  than  three 
steam  plants  for  the  money  that  this  dam  will  cost.  They 
Will  generate  360.000  kilowatts  as  against  90.000  of  alleged 
prime  power  by  this  dam  up  on  the  little  Holston;  that  is  to 
cost  $36,000,000. 

As  for  reducing  bauxite,  on  the  12th  of  July  the  Department 
of  Commerce  sent  me  the  figures  of  imports  of  bauxite  in 
1939  from  British  and  Dutch  Guiana.  There  were  52fr.000 
tons.  How  much  did  we  get  in  our  own  country?  Pour  htin- 
dred  thousand  tons. 

You  can  get  it  from  Brazil,  you  can  get  it  from  Dutch 
Guiana.  You  can  load  it  on  a  vessel  and  take  it  up  to  any 
seaport  city  and  reduce  it  if  you  want  to.  So  it  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  where  the  deposit  is  located.  Furthermore,  as  the  gen- 
tleman from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Terry]  said,  most  of  the  bauxite 
is  in  Arkansas.  The  sensible  thing  to  do  would  be  to  build 
m  couple  of  steam  plants.  Then  we  would  know  we  would 
have  the  power.  It  would  cost  less,  and  we  would  render  the 
taxpayers  a  service.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
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Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the 

remainder  of  my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr. 

StaknesI.  ' 

The   CHATRMAN.      The   gentleman    from   Alabama    [Mr. 

Stahnes]  Is  recognized  for  17 '2  minutes. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  hopeful 

that  the  debate  which  precedes  the  vote  will  not  have  obscured 
the  facts  and  the  only  issue  in  the  consideration  of  this  bill. 

We  are  confronted  here  with  a  proposal  to  appropriate 
immediately  $25,000,000  and  to  authorize  the  letting  of  con- 
tracts that  will  call  for  further  appropriations  which  will 
raise  the  total  amount  to  $65,800,000.  We  are  asked  to  do 
this  in  the  name  of  national  defense.  We  are  told  that  there 
Is  an  actual,  bona  fide  need  for  this  power.  Who  presented 
this  question,  who  defended  these  estimates  before  congres- 
sional committees?  It  was  the  Advisory  Commission  to  the 
National  Defense  Council,  composed  of  Messrs.  Knudsen. 
Stettinius.  and  Dunn.  These  men  made  this  presentation  to 
the  Appropriations  Committee  only  after  consultation  with 
the  War  Department  General  Staff  and.  of  course,  with  the 
Chief  Executive  of  this  Nation.    What  Is  the  situation? 

We  stand  today  in  the  shadow  of  a  conflagration  which 
threatens  all  civilization — and  this  is  spoken  advisedly. 
Those  who  have  been  wont  to  laugh  and  to  scoflf  before  can- 
not do  so  now.  because  none  can  foretell  what  will  happen. 
War  is  more  terrible  today  than  ever  before  because  of  the 
new  and  striking  weapons  of  offense.  Most  terrible  of  all  is 
the  airplane.  The  present  war  has  demonstrated  conclusively 
the  tremendous  striking  power  and  the  tremendous  destruc- 
tion consequent  upon  the  use  of  that  strikmg  power  by  the  air 
forces  of  the  various  nations  engaged  therein.  Today  we 
have  approximately  2,900  planes  ready  for  duty.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  build  within  the  next  3  years.  If  possible,  25.000 
planes  for  the  Army  and  10.000  planes  for  the  Navy.  Mr. 
Knudsen.  while  he  says  he  is  not  a  power  expert.  Ls  charged 
with  the  manufacturing  of  these  planes,  and  he  tells  you  that 
it  is  necessary  to  have  at  least  5  tons  of  aluminum  for  each 
plane,  on  the  average. 

Mr.  Stettinius  tells  you  that  he  is  not  a  power  expert  but 
that  he  is  charged  with  the  acquisition  of  the  raw  materials 
which  go  into  the  finished  product.  You  have  the  word  of 
these  gentlemen  that  this  appropriation  is  vital  and  essential 
for  our  plane  program  If  we  are  properly  and  adequately  to 
defend  the  Nation.     Now.  let  us  turn  to  power. 

In  the  matter  of  power  we  have  before  us  a  man  who  is 

recognized  nationally  as  the  outstanding  expert  along  these 

I  lines,  Mr.  Gano  Dunn.    No  one  questions  his  ability,  regard- 

'■   less  of  whether  one  agrees  with  his  political  irtiilosophy  or 

I   economic  philosophy.     No  one  questions  his  integrity  or  his 

I  ability  to  speak  on  this  question,  and  he  says  that  this  power 

I  is  necessary.    He  says  that  this  is  the  most  logical  place  to 

I  create  that  power,  and  he  says  that  after  studying  the  Nation 

in  every  aspect.    In  this  conclusion  he  is  supported  by  the 

President  of  the  United  States  and  the  General  Staff  of  the 

Army.     You    have    therefore   perfect    coordination   between 

these  three— the  man  who  is  charged  with  manufactiu-Ing 

the  planes,  the  man  who  is  charged  with  the  acquisition  of 

the  raw  material  that  goes  Into  the  manufacture  of  the 

planes,  and  the  man  who  is  charged  with  coordinating  the 

power  program  of  the  Nation  to  sustain  and  to  carry  on  this 

program  of  acquisition  and  manufacture. 

Why  Is  it  the  best  place?  Because  It  can  be  produced  more 
cheaply  down  there;  these  kilowatts.  300.000— approximately 
220.000  of  it  is  prime — can  be  produced  more  cheaply  at  this 
particular  point  than  anywhere  in  the  Nation.  Then,  too, 
take  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  aluminum  plants 
are  also  located  in  close  juxtaposition  to  the  dams  and  to  the 
steam  plant  wiiich  will  be  constructed. 

Why  can  power  be  produced  more  cheaply?  Simply  be- 
cause It  is  a  storage  dam;  it  Is  a  power  dam  purely  and 
simply,  with  no  navigation  aspects.  It  is  because  of  the  fact 
that  it  will  change  the  secondary  power  down  the  stream  to 
primary  power  and  will  produce  an  additional  88.000  kilo- 
watts at  Wilson  and  Pickwick  in  addition  to  the  90.000  kilo- 
watts of  prime  power  produced  at  the  dam  site.    The  steam 
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plant  can  be  used  here  mofie  cheapty  and  more  eoonomicallF 
,  to  supplement  and  to  implement  the  hydroelectric  devetop- 
ment  in  the  valley  thsui  it  coidd  elsewhere.  So  by  the  con- 
struction of  this  dam  we  create  90.000  kilowatts  of  prime 
power  at  the  dam,  and  with  tbe  water  impounded  when 
released  to  flow  on  toward  the  sea,  we  create  an  additional 
88,000  kilowatts  approximately  of  prime  power.  With  the 
development  proposed  in  this  hill  we  raise  the  amount  of 
prime  power  in  the  T.  V.  A.  area  from  approximately  683,000 
to  900.000  kilowatts. 

Not  all  of  this  power  goes  to  alumintmi — oh.  no — but  the 
amount  which  goes  to  the  production  of  aluminum  is  di- 
rectly in  the  national-defense  program;  and  Mr.  Knudsen 
stated  in  his  testimony  that  additional  plants  were  being 
stVKiied  and  additional  sites  for  them  would  be  established  in 
this  area.  The  simple  reason  for  this  is  that  in  this  area 
we  have  closer  together  more  of  the  essential,  vital,  raw  ma- 
terials for  the  national  defense  than  can  be  found  in  any 
other  like  area  of  America.  Answering  tJie  gentleman  from 
Illinois  I  Mr.  DnucsEMl  when  a  moment  ago  he  asked  why 
we  should  locate  the  alimiinum  plant  there,  I  may  say  that 
the  aluminum  plant  was  located  there  by  private  industry, 
by  private  business  from  Pennsylvania. 

Why  do  they  want  to  carry  on  this  program  in  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley?  Simply  because  the  War  Department  studies 
made  during  the  World  War  and  subsequent  thereto  and  at 
the  present  time  show  that  the  Tennessee  Valley  area  is 
more  nearly  invulnerable  than  any  other  section  in  aU  of 
America.    That  is  why. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    I  am  sorry;  I  cannot  yield. 

There  are  calls  for  this  aluminum.  If  It  takes  5  tons  to 
produce  a  plane  on  an  average,  with  a  35.000-plane  program 
for  the  Army  and  Navy  contemplated  within  the  next  3  years, 
you  can  realize  the  tremendous  amount  of  aluminum  that  it 
will  be  necessary  to  provide. 

You  have  the  power  in  this  area  you  must  use  in  the  pow- 
der  plants,  and  I  call  to  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  that  the  powder  plant  at  Memphis  is  not  now 
In  operation  because  It  has  not  been  completed.  I  also  call 
to  his  attention,  if  It  needs  to  be  called  to  his  attention  and 
U  It  is  worth  while  to  do  so,  that  the  national -defense  pro- 
gram upon  which  we  have  embarked  will  take  from  5  to  7 
yetiTs  to  complete  in  its  entirety.  Time  is  of  the  essence  of 
things  in  this  critical  hour.  You  have  already  been  told  by 
Mr.  Dunn  that  the  2  weeks'  delay  in  the  consideration  of  this 
bill  Will  probably  delay  from  6  to  8  months  the  acquisition  of 
generators  that  are  essential  in  a  steam  plant;  therefore,  the 
picture  has  changed  since  he  was  before  our  committee  to 
the  extent  that  it  seems  probable  now  the  hydroelectric  de- 
velopment can  be  put  into  use  and  the  power  supplied  at  the 
dam  more  quickly  than  with  the  steam  plant. 

Mr.  Chairman,  few  people,  few  laymen  realire  the  absohite 
vital  essential  element  of  time  in  modem  warfare.  Hitler 
took  7  years  to  prepare.  Prance  and  these  other  nations  were 
beaten  to  their  knees  because  they  failed  to  prepare.  England 
began  4  years  ago  on  her  program  when  Mussolini  called  her 
bluff  and  went  down  Into  Ethiopia.  They  are  not  even  yet 
ready  to  withstand  the  threatened  Invasion  of  those  lovely 
Islands  and  the  possible  destruction  of  the  British  Empire. 
When  and  if  Gh-eat  Britain  is  destroyed  the  last  outpost  of 
civilized  governments  between  us  and  the  totalitarian  powei-s 
has  been  removed. 

The  question  was  asked.  Why  not  let  the  private  com- 
panies in  the  Tennessee  Valley  furnish  this  power?  That 
was  answered  fully  and  adequately  by  Mr.  Dimn  when  he 
stated  that  a  study  had  already  been  made  of  that  possi- 
bility prior  to  the  presentation  of  this  bill  and  the  request  on 
the  part  of  the  National  Defense  Council.  He  stated  that 
after  a  study  of  the  power  requirements  and  the  power 
supply  from  public  and  private  sources  it  was  absolutely 
es.sential  that  we  have  the  power  provided  for  under  the 
terms  of  this  bill  or  that  will  l»e  made  possible  by  reason  of 
the  appropriation  of  this  bill  in  order  to  carry  on  the  na- 
tional-defense program.  I  challenge  each  and  every  one  of 
you   who  question   the  economic   philosophy   back   of   the 


T.  V.  A. — and  you  have  that  right — to  state  on  your  authority 
or  any  competent  authority  that  a  complete  case  has  not 
been  made  here  for  the  national  defense.  I  chaUenge  any  of 
you  to  take  that  responsibility  even  thoush  from  the  very 
becinnins  you  have  constantly  fousht  against  the  develop- 
ment of  this  project.  This  bill  is  presented  for  the  defense 
needs  of  the  Nation.  Those  needs  are  urgent  and  those  who 
take  upon  themaelves  the  responsibility  to  either  curtail  or 
delay  action  are  assiunlng  an  awful  responsibility  in  face  of 
world  conditions. 

Mr.  TABER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  will  say  on  my  responsibility  I  do  not  believe 
this  has  anything  to  do  with  national  defense.  I  beUeve  the 
power  is  available  without  it. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  The  gentleman  is  merely 
stating  a  belief  based  upon  his  own  social  and  political  phi- 
losophy and  not  one  which  is  in  accord  with  the  facts.  He 
cannot,  from  any  testimdhy  by  reputable  witnesses  given  in 
any  congressional  hearing,  support  any  such  statement 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Is  it  not  true  that  all  of  the  testimony 
before  the  committee  given  by  experts  was  to  the  effect  that 
in  the  interest  of  national  defense  and  as  the  greatest  link 
in  our  national  defense  program  this  additional  dam  on  the 
Holston  River  is  necessary? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  The  gentleman  is  absolutely 
correct  in  that  statement. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Is  it  not  further  an  amazing  thing  that 
when  it  comes  to  this  one  thing  which  is  separate  and  apart 
in  a  way  from  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  an  effort  to 
create  additional  power  in  order  to  make  war  materials,  that 
these  gentlemen  over  there  hark  iMck  to  their  opposition  to 
tlie  original  Tennessee  Valley  Authority?  Is  it  not  true, 
further,  tliat  each  and  every  one  of  these  men  said  that  as 
far  as  geography  is  corxcerned  and  as  far  as  the  production 
of  power  In  a  cheap  way  is  concerned  this  is  the  best  location 
in  the  United  States  that  is  available  at  this  time? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Absolutely:  and  I  tried  to 
stress  that  point  a  moment  ago.  There  is  no  place  in  all 
America  where  we  can  find  the  power  and  an  aluminum  plant 
In  stich  Juxtaposition  as  you  find  in  the  Tennessee  Valley. 
The  aluminum  plant  was  located  there  years  ago. 

Mr.  BENDER.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Did  not  the  gentleman  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Lbavt]  point  to  the  available  power  at  Bonneville? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Yes;  and  I  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Dunn  also  said  that  power  was  available, 
but  it  is  going  to  be  used  in  developments  out  there.  They 
cannot  wait  for  the  construction  of  a  new  plant  out  there  and 
the  completion  of  Coulee  Dam.  He  said  It  was  necessary  to 
l)egin  work  at  once  on  the  extension  of  the  plant  in  the 
T.  V.  A.  area  and  the  extension  of  the  hydroelectric  facilities 
there  Just  the  same  as  they  have  already  extended  the  plants 
in  Pennsylvania.  New  York,  and  Massachusetts,  where  we 
have  natiqpal-defense  installations,  in  order  to  meet  the 
urgent  needs  of  the  armed  forces  of  this  Nation. 

Mr.  TABER.  Every  Item  of  power  that  may  be  available 
at  Bonneville  and  at  Grand  Coulee  will  be  available  6  months 
before  any  of  this  can  be  completed. 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.  Yes;  but  there  will  not  be  any 
aluminimi  plant  in  the  6  months. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.     Will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Oklahoma. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  want  to  ask  the  gentleman  the 
same  question  I  asked  Members  on  the  other  side  of  this 
debate. 

If  the  Members  of  this  Congress  are  denied  the  right  to 
rely  upon  the  advice  of  such  eminent  engineers  as  Mr.  Dunn 
and  such  eminent  industrialists  as  Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr. 
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Knudsen.    ^here   can   we    go    for    advice   In    this    kind    of 

procedure?  ^         ^  i.      *  #  , 

Mr  STARNES  of  Alabama.  You  have  here  a  beautiful 
example  of  that  Scriptural  quotation  relating  to  those  who 
have  eyes  but  see  not.  and  ears  but  hear  not.  I  am  afraid 
that  some  are  so  blinded  by  passions  and  prejudices  against 
certain  social  and  economic  philosophies  of  the  administra- 
tion that  they  cannot  see  any  good  anywhere  at  any  tune 
in  seme  of  the  agencies  concerned.    I  say.  I  am  afraid  that 

Is  true.  ^,  .  ,  .-- 

Mr   GORE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield?, 
Mr.  STARNES  of  Alabama.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee.  ,^       .  ,    . 

Mr.  CMDRE.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  would  not  inform 
the  House  just  how  much  over-all  increase  in  the  power 
production  capacity  over  the  entire  dam  system  the  erection 
of  this  dam  to  impound  the  waters  in  floodtime  will  bring. 
Mr  STARNES  of  Alabama.  If  I  recall  correctly,  the  con- 
strucUon  of  this  dam.  with  the  consequent  impounding  of 
the  waters  behind  the  dam  to  furnish  prime  power  and 
storage  capacity,  plus  the  power  made  avaUable  with  the 
steam  plant,  will  raise  the  prime  power  in  the  Tennessee 
Valley    area    from    683.000    kilowatts    to    903,000    kilowatts. 

[Applause.]  .,  ,         ^, 

The  CHAraMAN.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama has  expired:  all  time  has  expired.    The  Clerk  wiU  read 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Resolved   etc..  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is  hereby  appropri- 
ated  out  of  any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
as  an  additional  art  ount  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Tennes- 
see Valley  Authority  Act  of  1933.  approved  May  18-  1833  „»».*°^f,7,^^ 
by  the  acts  approved  August  31,  1935.  and  July  26.  1939.  including 
the  fund*  necessary  to  begin  construction  of  a  dam  on  the  Holstcn 
River  near  Jefferson  City.  Tenn  :  to  begin  Installation  of  two  addi- 
tional electric  generating  units  at  WUson  Dam,  Alabama,  and  cne 
additional  electric  generating  unit  at  Pickwick  Landing  Dam.  Ten- 
nessee    and    to   begin    construction    of   steam   electric    generating 
faculties  with  a  rated  capacity  of  approximately  120,000  kilowatts 
in  the  area  served  by  the  Authority;  and  the  acquisition  of  neces- 
sary land,  the  clearing  of  such  land,  relocation  of  highways,  and 
the    construction    or    purchase    of    transmission    lines    and    other 
facilities    and  aU  other  necessary  works  authorized  by   such  acts, 
and  for  printing  and  binding,  lawbooks,  books  of  reference,  news- 
papers   periodicals,  purchase,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  pas- 
senger-carrying vehicles,  rents  in  the   DLstrlct  of  Columbia  and 
elsewhere    and  all  necessary  salaries  and  expenses  connected  with 
the  organization,   operation,  and   investigations  of  the  Tennessee 
Valley   Authority    and  for  examination  of  estimates  of   appropri- 
ations  and   activities  in  the  field:    Prot-tded,  That   the  foregoing 
aoprcprlatlon  shall  be  In  addition  to  and  shall  be  covered  Into  and 
accounted  for  as  a  part  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Fund, 
1941.  as  established  by  the  Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act, 
1941  •  Provided  further.  That  purchases  may  be  made  by  the  Au- 
thority during  the  fiscal  year  1941  without  regard  to  the  provisions 
of  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and  section  9   (b)   of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  Act,  as  amended,  when  in  the  Judgment 
of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Authority  such  a  procedure  will 
expedite  the  completion  of  projects  determined  to  be  essential  for 
national -defense  purposes  by  the  Advisory  Commission  of  the  Coun- 
cU  of  National  Defense. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  a 
committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Woodbttm  of  Virginia:  On 
page  3  line  4.  after  "Defense".  Insert  the  following:  "Provided  fur- 
ther That  the  extent  and  location  of  the  transmission  lines  provided 
for  herein  shall  receive  the  approval  of  such  Commission." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  a  substitute  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Tabhi  as  a  substitute  for  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  Mr.  Woodrum  of  Virginia:  On  page  3.  line  4,  after 
•T>efense '.  Insert  the  following:  "Provided  further.  That  the  extent 
and  location  of  the  transmission  lines  provided  for  herein  shall  t>e 
limited  to  the  present  service  area  except  for  such  national-defense 
projects  as  receive  the  approval  of  such  Commission." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  offered  this  amend- 
ment to  limit  the  operations  resulting  from  this  additional 
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program  to  the  present  service  area,  except  where  power  may 
be  required  for  national  defense.  This  is  the  difference  be- 
tween the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
and  my  own  amendment. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  difficulty 
with  the  substitute  would  consist  of  not  being  able  to  define 
the  area.  We  are  told  by  the  engineers  and  the  experts  who 
worked  on  this  and  considered  language  almost  identical 
with  the  language  in  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber],  it  being  desired  to  place  a 
limitation  in  the  joint  resolution  which  would  prevent  the 
T.  V.  A.  from  expanding  their  transmission  lines  outside  their 
present  workable  area — that  their  program  is  extended  over 
so  many  counties  and  in  so  many  different  directions  and 
under  such  varied  circumstances  that  the  authorities  would 
run  into  almost  hopeless  confusion  when  they  xindertook  to 
define  the  phrase  "present  service  area"  as  used  in  the  gen- 
tleman's amendment. 

I  may  say  that  this  amendment  which  I  have  offered  was 
discussed  with  the  power  people,  the  coal  people,  the  T.  V.  A., 
and  the  Advisory  Commission,  and  it  was  fell  that  this  lan- 
guage requiring  any  extension  of  service  lines  to  be  approved 
by  the  Advisory  Commission  of  the  Council  of  National  De- 
fense, would  be  sufficiently  restrictive  and  would  be  a  satis- 
factory solution;  so  I  hope  the  substitute  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  will  not  be  adopted,  and 
that  the  amendment  which  I  have  offered  will  be  agreed  to 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  committee  amendment  and  the  substitute  there- 
for may  again  be  reported. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Without  objection,  the  Clerk  will  again 
report  the  two  amendments. 
There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  again  read  the  Woodrum  of  "NHrglnla  and  the 
Taber  amendments. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  as  a  substitute  for 
the  committee  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia. 

The  substitute  amendment  was  rejected. 
The  CHAIRMAN.     The  question  now  recurs  on  the  com- 
mittee amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 
The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  DIRKSEN.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  two  amendments 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  they  be  considered  together. 
Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    We  do  not  know  what  the 
amendments  are,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  should  like  to  have  them 
reported  first. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  Clerk  will  report  the  amendments. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Dirksen:  On  page  1.  line  8,  strike 
out  the  last  two  words  of  line  8.  all  of  line  9,  and  the  first  two  words 
of  line  10.  and  on  page  2.  lines  4  and  5.  strike  out  the  words  "one 
hundred  and  twenty"  and  Insert  "two  himdred  and  forty." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  that  the  two  amendments  be  con- 
sidered together? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN^.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  purport  of  the  4;wo 
amendments  is  very  simple.  The  first  one  strikes  out  the 
authority  to  build  the  Cherokee  Dam  on  the  Holston  River, 
and  the  second  one  increases  the  amount  of  electrical  energy 
to  be  generated  by  steam  from  120.000  to  240.000. 

When  you  strip  this  whole  thing  of  all  hysteria  and  the 
fine,  impassioned  speeches  that  have  been  made  here  today, 
this  is  the  whole  thing  in  a  nutsheU.  Mr.  Knudsen  says  it 
takes  5  tons  of  aluminum  to  produce  an  airplane.  Mr.  Knud- 
sen says  also  that  in  1942  we  wiU  be  short  approximately 
60.000,000  pounds  of  aluminum.  Therefore,  something  must 
be  done  to  provide  aluminum  with  which  to  produce  airplane 
'  castings.     Everybody  agrees  with  that  and  goes  along  with 
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It  wholeheartedly.  He  then  tunxs  to  Mr.  Stettinius  who  is 
purveying  and  providing  raw  materials,  and  Mr.  Stettinius. 
looking  over  the  situation  as  to  where  an  adequate  supply  of 
aluminum  can  be  procured,  takes  into  his  confidence  Mr. 
Oano  Dtmn,  power  oonsuitant.  and  others  and  they  decide 
that  In  order  to  produce  that  amount  of  aluminum  they  need 
additional  power.  That  is  where  we  come  to  a  divergence  of 
views.  They  need  alumlnimi  for  aliuninum  castings  and  they 
need  power  with  which  to  produce  the  altuninimi,  and  the 
question  for  us  to  determine  today  is  where  and  how  shall 
the  power  be  generated.  Mr.  Dunn  says  it  should  be  gener- 
ated by  hydro  and  steam  to  cost  over  all  $65,800,000.  Here 
Is  an  alternative  proposal  to  generate  this  [wwer  with  steam 
for  which  we  can  spend  $25,000,000  for  two  steam  plants 
and  generate  the  same  amount  of  power. 

You  want  the  proof?  Let  me  establish  how  the  gentle- 
man from  Alabama,  my  good  friend  (Mr.  StarnksJ.  was  talk- 
ing by  the  card  and,  certainly,  not  according  to  the  facts, 
because  here  is  a  letter  that  Mr.  Dunn  sent  to  Mr.  Stettinius 
on  July  1,  1940,  at  page  1,0  of  the  hearings: 

The  net  amount  of  increased  power  made  available  by  the 
800,000  kilowatts  of  installed  capacity  is  in  the  neightwrhood  of 
230,000  kUowatta. 

The  net  increase  will  be  220,000  kilowatts.  That  Is  O.  K. 
with  me  and  I  go  along  with  it  wholeheartedly.  So  here  is 
an  amendment  to  provide  20,000  more  kilowatts  than  the 
net  that  Mr.  Dunn  himself  expects  from  this  kind  of  In- 
stallation. If  that  is  not  going  along  with  the  program,  I 
do  not  know  what  the  Congress  could  do  In  order  to  per- 
suade everybody  of  their  interest  in  a  program  of  this  kind. 
They  want  220,000  kilowatts  of  power.  We  will  give  them 
240,000  with  this  amendment.  We  will  give  that  240.000  at 
an  infinitely  less  cost  and  at  the  same  time  confer  a  service 
on  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  and  fully  subserve  every 
Interest  of  national  defense  as  Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stet- 
tinius have  given  it  to  a  committee  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  In  addition  to  that,  according  to 
the  gentleman's  amendment,  all  that  power  will  be  primary 
or  constant  power  ready  every  day  in  the  year. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Definitely,  it  will  be  prime  power  in  the 
sense  it  will  be  on  tap  24  hours  a  day  and  365  days  in  the 
year,  and  besides  that,  if  time  is  of  the  essence  of  this  thing, 
Mr.  Dunn  himself  has  stated  before  the  committee  that  a 
steam  plant  can  be  completed  In  18  months,  while  this  dam 
may  take  2  years  or  it  may  take  3  years. 

I  think  this  proposal  will  more  nearly  serve  national  de- 
fense than  the  proposal  brought  to  us  by  the  committee. 
So  there  is  the  situation  in  a  nutshell  for  your  disposition. 
[Applause.  1 

Mr.  WOODRUM  Of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  close  in  15 
minutes,  and  I  want  the  last  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection.      

Mr.  BENDER  and  Mr.  RANKIN  rose. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bcndki]. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sorry  I  have  not  as 
much  influence  with  the  Chairman  as  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Ramkih],  but  it  is  all  right.  I  will  take  my 
5  minutes  any  time  I  can  get  them. 

So  fanatical  has  T.  V.  A.  been  in  the  last  few  years  to  spend 
for  public  ownership  and  operation  of  the  electrical  business 
that  it  today  finds  itself  with  more  market  than  it  can  actively 
serve  in  a  year  of  low  water.  In  fact,  today  it  is  purchasing 
large  blocks  of  off-peak  power  from  utilities  in  order  to  con- 


serve what  Uttle  water  It  has.  Now  confronted  with  a  na- 
tional emergency  and  heavy  demands  on  its  power  for  the 
development  of  the  manufacture  of  aluminum  for  our  air- 
planes, it  is  unable  to  fulfill  its  principal  obligations  of  assist- 
ing the  national  defense  by  its  own  confesslona. 

Two  or  three  years  will  be  required  before  the  installation 
now  under  consideration  will  be  generating  power.  Had 
T.  V.  A.  fulfilled  its  moral  and  legal  obligations  to  prepare  to 
meet  the  demands  of  national  defense  this  agency  would  not 
now  be  in  the  embarrassing  position  of  coming  before  Con- 
gress with  the  confession  of  mismanagement. 

As  to  actual  shortage  of  power  in  this  dry  year  there  can  be 
no  question,  and  unless  the  fall  rains  begin  early  they  will  be 
confronted  with  a  serious  problem  by  November. 

I  suppose  it  would  be  unwise  to  oppose  this  appropriation 
without  qualification,  but  it  certainly  is  apparent  that  the 
management  of  T.  V.  A.  has  been  remiss  in  Its  duties  by  ignor- 
ing the  national-defense  factor  and  it  has  purchased  more 
and  more  markets  for  its  load  in  the  blithe  assurance  that  if 
its  national-defense  activities  should  arise  Congress  would 
meekly  accord  it  more  funds  for  more  generating  capacity. 

It  is  amusing  to  me  to  hear  these  new  dealers  paying 
tribute  to  some  of  the  economic  royalists  whom  they  have 
been  ignoring  or  denoimcing  for  the  last  8  years.  When  Mr. 
Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stettinius  and  all  the  rest  of  them  gave  you 
advice  about  the  New  Deal  and  its  experiments  you  threw 
their  advice  and  recommendations  out  the  window. 

Mr.  Knudsen  has  been  quoted  here  as  saying  that  5  tons 
of  alunUnum  are  required  for  every  airplane.  I  understand 
from  the  testimony  that  Mr.  Knudsen  says  that  5.000  pounds 
are  necessary.  There  are  2,000  pounds  in  a  ton.  and  I  believe 
that  is  exactly  what  is  required — about  two  and  a  quarter 
or  two  and  a  half  tons,  instead  of  5  tons,  as  has  been  repre- 
sented. You  know  the  Termessee  River  flows  through  flve 
States  and  drains  the  entire  Nation.  During  the  years  1940. 
1941,  and  1942  we  have  been  asked  to  appropriate  and  we 
are  appropriaUng  approximately  $240,000,000  to  operate  the 
T.  V.  A.,  and  what  is  happening  to  that  money  and  what 
returns  are  we  getting  on  our  mvestment?  Judge  Lkavy 
points  out,  and  Representative  Amgell  pointed  out  the  other 
day,  that  at  Bonneville  we  have  a  great  opportimity  to  pro- 
duce aluminimi,  because  of  that  vast  power  plant  there.  It 
Is  not  being  used,  or  taken  advantage  of,  and  I  say  it  is  wrong 
for  these  people  to  come  in  here,  under  the  guise  of  national 
defense  that  they  ignored,  asking  for  this  appropriation  at 
this  late  hour.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
has  expired. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DzRKSENl,  which  would  eliminate  the  authorization  for  the 
construction  of  this  dam  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

I  have  been  In  this  House  for  many  years,  and  have  ob- 
served many  Interesting  spectacles,  but  never  have  I  witnessed 
so  many  suicidal  confessions  on  the  part  of  Republican  mem- 
bers. In  the  light  of  their  records  on  the  power  question,  as  I 
have  seen  today.  They  have  quoted  and  requoted  the  testi- 
mony of  Mr.  Gano  Ehmn  whom  they  regard  as  an  authority 
on  this  subject,  in  which  he  says: 

Steam  power  is  cheaper  than  water  power. 

I  have  said  time  and  time  again  that  electricity  could  be 
generated,  with  either  coal,  oil.  or  gas.  and  distributed  at 
the  T.  V.  A.  yardstick  rates,  to  the  people  in  every  section 
of  every  State  in  the  Union  without  loss  on  legitimate 
investments. 

These  Members  now  arise  and  quote  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Dunn,  an  authority  on  this  question,  to  the  eBect  that  elec- 
tricity can  be  generated  more  cheaply  with  steam  than  with 
water  power.  When  they  do  that,  they  confess  that  they  have 
been  wrong  and  I  have  been  right,  when  I  have  contended  that 
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electricity  could  be  generated  with  gas.  coal.  oil.  or  water  power 
and  distributed  to  the  ultimate  consumers  throughout  the  en- 
tire country  at  the  T.  V.  A.  yardstick  rates,  thereby  saving  the 
American  people  approximately  $1,000,000,000  a  year  on  their 
light  anti  power  bills. 

Now  th?se  worthy  gentlemen  are  compelled  to  confess  their 
errors.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirkskn],  in  order 
to  save  his  face  with  the  people  of  DUnois.  must  now  go  back 
home  and  get  down  on  his  knees,  so  to  speak,  and  confess  to 
the  people  of  Illinois  that  he  was  wrong,  and  that  I  was  right, 
when  I  stated  that  the  people  of  niinois  were  overcharged 
$69,000,000  a  year  for  their  electric  lights  and  power.  Think 
of  it.  For  electricity  generated  in  Illinois,  by  Illinois  coal, 
or  Illinois  water  power,  the  people  of  the  State  of  IlUnois  are 
forced  to  pay  the  enormous  overcharge  of  $69,000,000  a  year, 
according  to  the  T.  V.  A.  rates.  $79,000,000  a  year  according 
to  the  Ontario  rates,  and  $85,000,000  a  year  according  to  the 
Tacoma.  Wash.,  rates.  In  30  years  it  would  amount  to  more 
than  twice  the  amount  of  the  indemnity  Germany  imposed 
on  Prance  in  1871. 

The  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  JenkinsI,  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  (Mr.  Bender  1,  and  all  the  other  Republican  Mem- 
bers from  that  Slate  who  have  fought  the  T.  V.  A.  and  the 
administration's  power  policies  generally  must  now  go  back 
to  the  people  of  Ohio  and  confess  that  they  have  been  wrong 
and  that  I  have  been  right,  and  that  the  people  of  Ohio  are 
paying  an  overcharge  of  $47,000,000  a  year  for  their  own 
electricity,  generated  in  the  SUte  of  Ohio  with  Ohio  coal  and 
Ohio  water  power.  That  is  more  than  the  value  of  the  entire 
wheat  crop  of  Ohio. 

The  stentorian  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  SchaterI 
and  his  colleague  (Mr.  BollesI,  who  is  continuously  sniping 
-«t  the  T.  V.  A.,  must  now  go  back  to  the  people  of  Wisconsin 
and  confess  that  they  have  been  wrong  and  that  I  have  been 
right  in  my  contention  that  the  people  of  Wisconsin  are  over- 
charged $20,000,000  a  year  for  their  electric  lights  and  power, 
because  this  power  can  be  generated  in  Wisconsin  with  either 
coal  or  water  power  and  distributed  to  the  people  of  Wis- 
consin at  the  T.  V.  A.  yardstick  rates,  after  paying  all  over- 
head expenses  together  with  a  reasonable  return  on  legiti- 
mate investments. 

You  Republican  Members  from  Indiana  must  now  go  back 
home  and  confess  to  the  people  of  Indiana  that  you  have 
been  wrong  and  I  have  been  right  in  my  contention  that  the 
people  of  Indiana  are  overcharged  more  than  $24,000,000  a 
year  for  their  electric  lights  and  power,  which  is  more  than 
the  value  of  the  wheat  crop  of  the  entire  State. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Gifford],  who 
referred  to  me  in  his  address,  and  all  the  other  Republicans 
from  Massachusetts  who  have  opposed  the  T.  V.  A.  and  the 
iwwer  policies  of  this  administration  generally  must  now  go 
back  to  the  people  of  Massachusetts  and  confess  to  them  that 
they  have  been  wrong  and  I  have  been  right  in  my  conten- 
tion that  the  people  of  Massachusetts  are  overcharged  $44,- 
000.000  a  year  for  their  electric  lijghts  and  power. 

It  must  be  humiliating  indeed  to  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  New  York  IMr.  TaberI  to  have  to  accept  this  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Dimn  and  go  back  to  the  people  of  New  York 
and  acknowledge  that  he  has  been  wrong  and  I  have  been 
right  in  my  contention  that  the  people  of  the  State  of  New 
York  are  overcharged  $157,000,000  a  year  for  their  electricity 
according  to  the  T.  V.  A.  rates.  $179,000,000  according  to  the 
Tacoma  rates,  and  $176,000,000  a  year  according  to  the 
Ontario  rates. 

This  power  can  be  generated  with  either  coal.  oil.  or  watar 
power  anywhere  in  the  State  of  New  York  approximately 
as  cheaply,  as  it  Is  being  generated  with  water  power  on 
the  Tennessee  River,  the  Colorado  River,  or  the  Columbia 
River,  according  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Gano  Dunn. 

Then,  where  does  this  $157,000,000  to  $176,000,000  of  an- 
nual overcharges  the  people  of  New  York  have  to  pay- 
where  does  it  go?  It  costs  Just  as  much  to  distribute  elec- 
tricity generated  by  water  power  as  it  does  to  distribute  It 
when  generated  with  oil.  or  gas.  or  wood,  or  corn  cobs — and 
no  more.    But  the  people  of  New  York,  after  paying  all  the 


operating  expenses,  after  aUowing  for  taxes,  sinking  funds, 
depreciation,  and  reasonable  returns  on  legitimate  invest- 
ments, are  still  required  to  pay  this  annual  overcharge  rang- 
ing from  $157,000,000  according  to  the  T.  V.  A.  rates,  to 
$176,000,000,  according  to  the  Ontario  rates — for  which  they 
get  nothing  in  return. 

Several  years  ago  I  said  on  the  floor  of  this  House  that 
electricity  could  be  generated  with  coal  about  as  cheaply  as 
with  water  power.  The  distinguished  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Rich]  took  issue  with  me  and  demanded  that 
I  submit  the  proof.  Now.  he  comes  in.  quotes  the  words  of 
Mr.  Dunn  to  the  effect  that  steam  power  Is  cheaper  than 
water  power,  and  uses  that  as  an  argument  against  the  build- 
ing of  this  dam.  overlooking  the  fact  that  this  dam  will  be 
conserving  a  great  natural  resource,  while  burning  coal 
would  be  exhausting  one:  overlooking  the  fact  that  in  addi- 
tion to  contributing  to  the  national  defense,  this  dam  will 
help  to  control  floods,  conserve  the  soil,  protect  the  growing 
timber,  and  supply  water  for  the  generation  of  power  at 
the  dams  below. 

But  the  most  remarkable  thing  about  this  statement  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]  is  his  walking  into 
the  trap  and  inferentially  confessing  that  he  has  l)een  wrong 
and  I  have  been  right  in  my  contention  that  the  people  of 
Pennsylvania  are  overcharged  $72,000,000  a  year  for  their 
electric  lights  and  power  according  to  the  T.  V.  A.  rates. 
$76,000,000  according  to  the  Ontario  rates,  and  $105,000,000 
according  to  the  Tacoma,  Wash.,  rates.  Hfe  must  now  go  back 
to  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  and  admit  to  them  that  they 
can  generate  power  with  Pennsylvania  coal  anywhere  in  that 
State  as  cheaply  as  it  can  be  generated  with  waterpower. 
and  that  it  can  be  distributed  at  the  T.  V.  A.  yardstick  rates, 
or  the  Ontario  rates  or  the  Tacoma  rates  to  every  consumer 
in  Pennsylvania,  without  loss  on  legitimate  investments. 

Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  1871,  when  the  German  Army 
crushed  the  French  Republic,  the  German  Empire  imposed 
upon  France  an  indemnity  of  $1,000,000,000.  which  the  people 
of  Prance  were  required  to  pay  within  30  years.  Yet  the  people 
of  New  T^ork,  the  people  of  Pennsylvania,  the  people  of 
Michigan,  the  people  of  Illinois,  the  people  of  Ohio,  Massa- 
chusetts, or  New  Jersey — the  people  of  any  one  of  these 
States,  are  paying  overcharges  for  electric  lights  and  power 
that,  in  30  years,  will  amount  to  far  more  than  the  indemnity 
imposed  by  Germany'  upon  the  conquered  republic  of  France. 
In  30  years  tjiese  overcharges  in  Pennsylvania  would 
amount  to  more  than  $2,000,000,000;  in  30  years  these  over- 
charges in  Illinois  would  amount  to  more  than  $2,000,000,000; 
in  30  years  these  overcharges  for  electricity  in  the  State  of 
New  York  would  amount  to  more  than  $4,000,000,000;  in  Ohio 
these  overcharges  in  30  years  would  amount  to  $1,400,000,000. 
In  Michigan  they  would  amount  In  30  years  to  $1,200,000,000, 
and  in  New  Jersey  or  Massachusetts  they  would  amount  to 
more  than  $1,500,000,000. 

I  have  listened  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
McLean]  and  other  Republican  Members  from  New  Jersey, 
not  only  opposing  this  measure  but  opposing  every  other 
measure  affecting  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority.  They  must 
now  go  back  to  the  people  of  New  Jersey  and  admit  that  they 
have  been  wrong  and  I  have  been  right  in  my  contention 
that  electricity  could  be  supplied  to  every  consumer  In  that 
state  at  the  T.  V.  A.  yardstick  rates,  which  would  save 
the  consumers  of  New  Jersey  more  than  $47,000,000  a  year, 
according  to  the  T.  V.  A.  rates:  more  than  $56,000,000,  ac- 
cording to  the  Ontario  rates;  and  more  than  $63,000,000  a 
year,  According  to  the  Tacoma,  Wash.,  rates.  Unless  we  can 
get  them  relief  from  these  exorbitant  rates,  the  people  of  New 
Jersey  alone  will  pay  in  overcharges  in  30  years  far  more 
than  the  $1,000,000,000  indemnity  Germany  Imposed  <m 
Prance  in  1871. 

All  you  Republican  Members  who  have  fought  me  on  this 
issue  must  now  go  back  home,  confess  your  errors,  and  tell 
the  people  of  your  States  that  you  have  been  wrong  and  that 
I  have  been  right  in  my  contention  that  the  American  people 
are  overcharged  approximately  $1,000,000,000  a  year  for  their 
electric  lights  and  power,  as  the  following  table  will  show. 
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Estimated  sales  daU  for  1938 

Estimated  reveBoes  and  consumer  sarinm  under  rates  in  effect  In— 

Nmnber  of 
cnstomep 

Total  kilo- 
watt-houn 

Total 
revenars 

Tennessee  VaUey 
Authority 

Tacoma.  Wash. 

Province  of  Ontario, 
Canada 

RevenuM 

Orer- 
charges 

ReronuM 

Overrhvt« 

Rex-enues 

OvercharfSi 

Al«b»m* , 

Anxona    .. ........ 

«7.517 
04.300 

Z2ft.M5 

491.754 

5Z2S 

157. 32S 

aoi.9» 

r3.«2S 

Mn.«M 

7S8.043 
4R7.723 
34Z2»4 
297.516 
258.700 
202,  7U7 

377.  oca 

1.3».924 

1.308.501 

544.430 

108.828 

725.134 

121. 185 

229.129 

21, 181 

140.355 

1,217.30 

45.028 

3,948. 993 

329.842 

78.882 

i,7ao,w; 

289,7.S8 
278,965 
13C6,7«8 
199,488 
138,338 

87.351 
288,309 
880.  CZ7 
1I8l«7 

88,722 
33Z449 
474. 471 
245.810 

39^000 

1,8.W.41.\000 
417,  178. »» 
47Z13KOIIO 

8.I77,R.M.««» 
SKI.  891.  nN) 

i.2»4.3rinoo 

18U.  49.1,  (IIO 

71CI.  877.  (OO 

822.23K0IK) 

1.617,731.0(10 

.W>.  33a  Olio 

8.936.78^000 

2.476.349.U00 

1.21Z  592.000 

9.^i  00(1, 000 

9EV4.  l5K.0n0 

939.577.000 

8lK60;t.0»i«) 

l..W«).  193.000 

2.744.4.S1.000 

4.  334.  34.3.  000 

1,47.S.2.W.(I00 

386.  13-J.0*>0 

2,  4.*,  217, 0(10 

1.283,6X1, 0(1)1 

604,09:i.(lllO 

100.294,000 

2M.2T.VOO0 

2.894.390.0)10 

m.  227,  OK) 

12,  S.'B.  482,000 

1,  930.  ir.  0))0 

1.33.041.000 

6,  orr.  100. 000 

9.34.  64.S.  0)1) 
l.UW.  117,000 
9,  6ti7,  374,  000 

528,5:i.vuao 

1,(B7,410,W» 

i:.7,  49B.WI0 

1,  294,  UK  0(J0 

2,8.Hy.  172.000 

6MI.  27I.OU) 

Ii/2.  .3W».000 

1.  ly.'..  093.  000 

2.  342.  tWt.  000 
1.4.3<<.)I08.000 
2,  127.548.000 

106. 996. 000 

S21.  SM.  052 
7.9K3.9flO 

11.8ftK.».M 
lS2,?7;i.9IO 

17.802.3(16 

38.  9Hn.  Ml 
4.451.948 

I1080.33S 

»,  347,  451 

28,196.918 

8,47.MI9 

161.177.6.34 

58.  6;m,  ma 

32,675,848 
34.692,906 

22,  563.  974 
20.  71fi.  925 
14.  021..  4K8 
3Z  012.  400 
87.941.621 
9R.41I..')98 

39,  axi.  406 
9.  97)i.  497 

64.  277.  898 
12.  383.  1.S4 
16.92S.9X9 

2.377.033 

9.427.843 
n,71H,A47 

3.  Tim,  493 

315,363,963 

32.M1,639 

^  334.  909 
131.084.622 
23.950,480 
»,  068. 066 
198,  143,  535 
15,568.308 
16.075,821 

^  31)1,130 
3^  742.  734 
09.343.109 
11,653.174 

6,425,012 
27,788,391 
34. 0C7, 104 
25,  839, 078 
49, 483, 978 

3.658.534 

$14.  203.  547 
3.864,896 
8,187,408 

119,  331.  MO 

9,  anu,  371 
21,  3W),  153 

2.448.498 

9, 9.34.  SiW 

IZ  851. 303 

17.  170. 507 
4. 97X.no 

91.362.377 
34.  .':>4.  .'525 
18.21.V  149 
13.9IS.271 
13. 649.  .VQ 
11.25:1.054 

7.  747.  721 
IK  X20. 992 
43.454.530 
5K.3S1.  178 
22,X2X.  100 

^327,0.W 
33,  272. 487 

8.  367,  743 
9,829,820 
1. 4:i5. 448 
4. 870. 022 

46.64l,:)05 

1,  53.'>,  bfa 
157.491..S30 

21.  2.S8.  927 

2,  »7.  702 
83.  212,  »3.'> 
I2,.^06,  M2 
13,  671,. 192 

125,629.965 
8,032,381 

10,  355,  XH4 
2,9S6,941 

18,  468, 437 
38,  146.  547 

7,  22.S.  .V» 
3,633  383 
16.  686.  MM 
23. 574. 839 
15,721,888 
28.625,736 
1.  569, 671 

r.  300.  ,VM 
4.  319.  264 
5.681..S43 

32,  mz  (K)7 
K  5.32.  u;« 

i7.«ii.'..«;w 

Z  OOfi.  4.S3 

3,025,477 

1.V496,  148 

11,026,411 

3,  497.  IW9 
69.9I\2.S7 
24,  1 10,  278 
14.461,697 
10,  774,  Ii95 

K9I4,411 

9,463,871 

6.278.767 

I3.I91,4)M 

44,487,OMI 

40,  rtJO,  420 

16.  4.12,  .306 

4, 649,  4.39 

21,006,411 

4,115.411 

7,099.169 

941,. VtS 

4.  .S57,  821 
48,077,  :i42 

Z  172, 940 

167.  872,  iXi 

11,58Z712 

2,  737,  '207 
47,871,9X7 
11.45-2,n«» 

8,  414,  474 

7Z  513.  .S70 

7,  USA.  927 

6.  719,  937 

3,  331.  189 

7,  274,  287 
81,096.962 

4.427.614 
Z  791. 629 
11.  101.JW3 
10,  49Z  365 
10,117,190 
20.  8.W.  242 
Z  088,  863 

$11,117,388 

189.^.938 

4,96Zi«7 

96.331.77X 

7,  544.  876 
l^  491.  699 

1.986.889 

8.40S.J15 

W,  xr.i,  163 

13,  977.  949 

8.927,547 

75. 897, 381 

28.30X.885 

1.S.330.44-.1 

ll.4Kt..S4< 

1I.043..M3 

8.8(U.I39 

6.2I7.9.S0 

l.V40.\X3l 

36. 66.3,  .ViO 

48.  996.  .175 

18.  924.  435 

4,293.965 

27. 687.  599 

8.  360, 075 
8,  232.  807 
i,  I. v..  802 
3.  909. 970 

38.144.037 

1,  .34.1,  7 IX 

135,  .Vri,  280 

l^  3.Vi.  fm 

Z  290.  61 1 

67.116.491 

8,  494.  791 

11,068,879 

93.  139.  291 

5. 867.  637 

7, 900,  761 

Z  588. 963 

14,900,146 

28,923,3^5 

5,55Z7I6 

Z8aZ9:t8 

1.3,  549,  229 

19,  793. 150 

IZ  300, 979 

23,339,388 

1.  2S5. 573 

$I0,38A884 

&  (INK  034 

8^908.584 

58.942.133 

Mi.  257.  431 

2Z  494.  401 

Z  485. 079 

i&&Z239 

17, 474,  »8 

14.  2iK  978 

4,  547,  .173 
85. 4N0.  273 
30,  32,%  918 
17.44K3M 
13,309^431 
11,530,461 
11.85.^786 

7,80k538 

16,60KS6« 

61.  37K  061 

49,4I.\033 

30,  33.V  981 

5.6K2,  5;U 

36,  £90,  299 

6,  123, 079 

8,696.182 

1.321.331 

5.  517.  873 
56,  574,  610 

Z38Z775 

179,881.683 

16^4X4,940 

.3,  044,  298 
63,968,131 

15,  464,  689 
9,017,187 

166,004,244 

9,710,671 

K  175.  080 

8.  729,  I«7 

10,  MZ  S78 

42,  3-20,  204 

6, 108, 488 

S,62Z074 

14.239,162 

14.273.945 

1Z54K0B9 

36,144.710 

Z3(iZ961 

$1Z348,838 
3.47KH48 
4,6lia3M 

lll,WM,t>IA 

8  3U3.434 

IK  7rK  M» 

Z  198.  .379 

K8M.  071 

1I.)>«.6U3 

l^«aulM 

4,  57  Z  778 

8l.44Z8n2 

31.336.  109 

lK22l.«9i2 

1Z44K429 

IZ  Ki:.  974 

lU.  -MiS.  837 

7.  092,  njit 

17,0ia.812 

37,  hM.  398 

fi0,8lfis08t 

30,197,033 

4,8Wi,348 

29,713,013 

7.963,  193 

K  7X4,  164 

1.35K239 

4,3M,«M 

39,9KZ27I 

1,337,789 

I3K  680,  XHI 

Z  yjO,  255 

7.1,  ail,  353 

11.  284.486 

IZ  47a  064 

121. 907, 9M 

7.  i^H.  334 
9.94.1.941 

z  aoi.  e:{3 

16.K1,1.  141 
34.261.783 

8.  780. 088 
3, 438. 716 

15.077.497 
21.443.757 
14.83ai48 
25.741.082 
1,418.463 

$8.  VA.  718 

4  .VVM15 

C6knao i 

CoBoecticut. i 

Debiwvr  

►-" 

7.  38K  597 
40.  :a7. 994 

9,awi^na 

»,366iaM 

2,3i«,aw 

District  of  Columbia.^-  -      -       --- 

4.096.364 

Florida 

0«ontui 

Idaho 

Dliaoto. 

IndiBM     

k.......... 

17.  257  848 
IZ  .174.  914 
3.  Un2.348 
79.  736.  033 
27.308.6N 

lovs       .............. 

16.  4.V4,  184 

12.244.537 

KmtonkT                   i 

10  016.  000 

f^^^^M 

111.411. 388 

M«fw              - 

6.  a34.  4.19 

Maryland    

14.  949.  .188 

MaHMClHIWttll    ...... 

50.  107.  2X3 

MiHinlDDi  * "  '"ll"l 

1- 

47  .196.  .133 

19  063,  ,183 

5.0X1,  1.11 

MiHaiin 

' 

34,  .164,  ma 

Bfoitua           

^ 

4.419,969 

TTiliiMli 

M44,8Z9 

NertMla      

roan,7»4 

New  Hampttbira 

.1.  o:a.  449 

53.  736.  878 

Kew  Mexioo      ...... 

Z37B.7W 

New  York           

* 

m.6m.8a 

North  Carolina ..L... . 

lZ4n.l64 

Nanh  DakoU 1. 

Ohio                     L. 

3.114.654 
56.083.360 

Oklahoma .-..^........-. 

lZfi7.V015 

Oregon            ... 

7.6I^012 

Pannt^vlvAiiia 

i^mi.m 

Rhode  Isliuid 

K  333. 974 

South  Dakota i. 

6.  129. 880 
3.  71fi.4W7 
K  907.  579 

TflIM 

34.  9X1.  728 

Utoh          J. 

4  898.978 

Vermont ... k— — » -. 

Virginia    . .     .' 

Z986.297 
lZ7l0.8t>4 

Washington  _ 

West  Virginia - 

WtaMTisin 

IZ  831 347 
11.008.933 

33.74Z808 

»*.....—...-•• • 

Z  340. 071 

Total 

27,3Mt,433 

M.  832. 867. 000 

2.148^443,233 

1.257,050,486 

889,  30Z  747 

1,018,14ZS72 

1,13a  300, 601 

1,130.286.674 

1,007. 168. 1« 

These  overcharges  are  in  addition  to  all  operating  expenses 
and  reasonable  returns  on  legitimate  investments.  Let  the 
people  of  every  State  read  them,  analyze  them,  and  under- 
stand them,  and  they  will  realiTse  that  we  are  paying  a  tribute, 
an  indemnity,  if  you  please,  to  this  organized  juggernaut 
known  as  the  Power  Trust  amounting  to  approximately 
$1,000,000,000  a  year,  the  amount  the  French  people  were 
required  to  pay  as  result  of  the  War  of  1871.  They  paid  It 
within  30  years.  In  the  next  30  years,  unless  your  people  get 
relief  from  these  exorbitant  rates  they  will  i>ay  tributes  In 
overcharges  for  their  electric  lights  and  power  alone  that  will 
amount  to  approximately  $30,000,000,000. 

When  you  confess  and  prove  by  such  outstanding  authority 
M  Mr.  Dunn  that  electricity  can  be  generated  in  any  one  of 


these  States  as  cheaply  with  coal  as  with  water  power,  you 
clinch  the  last  argument  in  favw  of  my  contention  that  we 
can  force  light  and  power  rates  down  to  the  T.  V.  A.  rates,  to 
the  Tacoma  rates,  or  to  the  Ontario  rates,  without  injury  to 
legitimate  Investments,  and  save  the  American  people  over- 
charges that  amount  to  approximately  $1,000,000,000  a 
year. 

In  order  that  consiuncrs  of  electricity  In  every  State  may 
make  their  own  comparisons,  I  am  also  inserting  the  tables 
showing  the  overcharges  the  consumers  in  all  three  claisei, 
residential,  commercial,  and  industrial,  paid  In  every  State  in 
the  Union,  and  in  the  District  of  Columbia  during  the  year 
1938. 


Tabu  2— Residential  electric  sales.  1939 


State 


Alabama 

Ariinna . ..». 

Arkansas ... I. 

C«Mfoniia „;. 

Calondo |.. 

Connecticat ... 

Delaware        

Dfccb  irt  ol  CoiiUDbia.. 

T\iirM% :.. 

Oeorf  la ... 

Idaho .... 

Illinois 

Indiana , , ., 


Estimated  sales  data  for  1938 


Kamberof 
custunn-rs 


165.238 

41.973 

9Z587 

I,  403. 075 

17Z150 

419.438 

44.  102 

1.34.726 

235.867 

219.  654 

8Z986 

1,737.790 

678,192 


Total  kilowatt- 
hours 


189. 072. 000 

38.  1«ZOOO 

t.\  4.18.  000 

1,  189.  inx.  000 

130.  337. 000 

3bZ  151. 000 

ST..  836. 000 

14Z89I.0OO 

247. 973. 000 

2S9,  675. 000 

95.  090.  000 

1,298,  790.  )l«IO 

443,391,000 


Total  nv- 
taiica 


$5,788,828 
1.8.17.718 
8.  47.%  153 

41.  I5Z807 
8,41.%  416 

16,  4.17.  291 
1.79Z819 
3.  99)1.  913 

IZ  034.  778 
8. 882.  341 

$2.  88%  657 

56,  12:1,  5X6 

19,368,027 


Estimated  revenues  and  oonsumer  savings  ondar  rates  In  sllect  la — 


Tcnnewwe  Valley 
Authority 


Revenues     Overcharges 


$4.  OGX.  617 

sno.  678 

1.633.322 

28.  fix.3.  367 

3. 100.  .116 

9,331,284 

891.031 

Z  480.  Ill 

S.63Z276 

5,  .1-11.463 

II,  579, 166 

34,  179,  284 

11,310,938 


$1,726,011 
l.(»7.040 
1.841.831 

IZ  469.  240 
3. 014. 000 
7.126.007 
901.788 
510.  842 
^4OZ502 
3.  330.  X7H 

$1, 106, 491 

21,944,323 
•,067,090 


Tacoma,  Wash. 


Revenues 


$3,351,616 

859.489 

1,344,884 

23,621.596 
Z  iV5,  244 
7,  68.1,  555 
733,263 
Z  865,  504 
4, 64.1,  424 
4,  574,  406 

$1,  299.  868 

28,174,040 
9,316*021 


Overchargas 


Provlnee  of  Ontario, 
Canada 


$Z  437. 012 
1.196.227 
ZlSaSBS 

17.631,011 

3.  5.19. 172 
8,771,736 
l,ai9.556 
I,  121.449 
7, 389.  3.14 

4,  307, 935 
$1,385,799 
27, 949,  548 
101063,008 


Bcvaaucs 


$Z  804. 314 
&7a319 

1,16a  701 
Sa  411, 893 

Z  207, 665 

6.63Z2M 

634.658 

Z  478.  3X2 

4,  007.  581 

3,  »5Z  642 

$1,125,290 

24.  357. 6;J6 

8,067.099 


Overcfaaiffai 


ti;M«.n4 

1.387,867 

Z814.  4S2 

30.740.914 

3. 907.  751 

9.  XZ1,  003 

1.  158.  161 

1.51Z671 

8,  027,  197 

4,93B.6B« 

$1.8aaM7 

31,786,060 

ii,3ian> 
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July  30 


Stot« 


low* - 

Kmtsaa 

Kentiirky 

LouLsLuta. .._ .... 

Msioe ... 

Manrliad 

MasMciiuMtts 

Mirhixan 

MinnesoUi 

MfaotaippL 

Miaaoun .. 

Montana 

Nebnuts 

Neva<ls    

Now  HaintMhin 

New  Jersey 

New  Mexico 

New  Yi>rk 

North  Curolin*..... 

North  Dakota 

Ohio  -  . 

Oklahoma 

Oreron 

Pennsylvania 

Rhode  Island  

South  ("arolina 

South  Dakota 

X^fUMMM  — ..... 

TexjflL 

Ttah  

Vermont 

Virgints ^.. 

WashiDfcton 

Wwt  Vincinia 

MTIaeoraiin 

WyominK 


Estimate  sales  daU  for  1938 


Kstimatcd  revenues  and  consumer  savinfcs  under  rates  in  effect  ir 


Number  of 
ctistouiers 


Total. 


372,128 
2K6.  194 
234.401 

aoir574 

140.  SM4 

304.  .Vi2 

1.0e4.  743 

l,09O.W4 

42.5.  161 

7S.  .176 

5RK.  107 

h7.0«3 

176. 3fil 

14.<M0 

102.  H77 

1,01V.  214 

.TO.  84« 

3,214.644 

208.478 

57.  OKi 

1.404.129 

214.  2B0 

183.009 

1.92ft.!<87 

100.240 

w.as7 

63.719 
199.  -.TQ 
6.^799 
92.  .WO 
(;i.  168 
368.  aw J 
306.641 
301.572 

uuon 

29.564 


Total  kilowatt- 
bours 


21,432.270 


363.017,000 
304. 048.000 
l«tt. 457. 000 
126,737,000 

98.  142.000 

345,677.11110 

6S6.  201),  UUO 

1,003.070,000 

397.  751. 000 

U.  &I0. 000 
516.  ftl2.0IIO 

82,  370. 000 
144.  2H«.  000 

16.  Am.  000 

69.  HW  000 
708.  *it\  (100 

23.  fiOl.aiO 

2. 216.  9.S4.  000 

208,  760. 000 

5(1,01H.(XW 
l,23f),44l.U00 
1.57.  927.  OOO 
24f).  26.5.  nOO 
1,  58.5.  247.  («0 
101.176.1100 
100,  2M.  («l 

.52.  .V17. 1  WO 
257,  16.V  000 
513.813.000 

95. 385. 000 

47,491.000 
260.547.000 
Si2.  47i.  1)00 
159.tM9.000 
491.  SM.  000 

30. 804. 000 


Total  rpT- 
eoiiet 


Tennessp*  Valley 
Authority 


Revenues    i  Overchantes 


$12, 317,  167 

9, 107, 08« 

6.8M.9,52 

7. 0"-'7.  :bs 

4.826,611 

10.  aw,  792 

3.5,  124,  729 

36,801,377 

14. 427,  M7 

2. 924, 631 

19.  475.  676 

3.  1«'>>>,  860 

6,317,862 

061,961 

3. 68«>,  075 

37.  4.'>.5.  844 

1.34S.  4.52 

108.  4(W>.  6«1 

7,6.52.671 

2,  IKl,  .158 

45,  74H,  718 

8.  l<ri  3a5 

6.  «f.7. 043 
4S.  162,  ♦.'M 

5.971,517 
3,489..Vll 
2.  41 -',417 

7,  m.t.  KM 
24.017,173 

3,518,470 

2,346,513 
10.  7.56. 171 
IZ  903, 150 

6.834.414 
17.190.413 

1.198,997 


$6.  609,  487 

5,  OON.  S97 
4.  177.  :145 

3,  513.  669 
2,413.  :«)6 

6,  245.  .'97 
18,  l,5H.  4^5 
25,13.5,340 

8,  945.  079 
1.579.3(11 

12.  03.5.  yK8 

1, 649.  ^at 

3, 474. 824 

301.  192 

1.736.141 

18,  H77.  745 
.V5»i. 'Jll 

58,  864.  J74 

4,  530.  381 
1.  11.5.696 

30. 23'i.  y03 
3.94H  643 
4,  Mlfi.  910 

27.KI7.  166 
Z75KHtl 
2,173.'.«0 
1.  157.  '«0 
6.029.216 

12  801.  1.53 
2, 075.  X97 
1,  142,  7.52 
6,  06.5.  724 
0,017.252 
3.9,5<t,  291 
10.:t6.5.  S19 
507. 176 


$5, 607,  680 
4.098,180 
2,704,607 
3.51.^660 
2.413.305 
4. 043.  495 

16. 965.  244 

11,666,037 
5.482,468 
1. 34.5. 330 
7. 439.  708 
1,516.926 
2, 843. 038 
360.769 
1. 949. 934 

18,  .57H.  099 
791.. >»1 

49,  541.3.'*7 

3,  122.  LW 
1, 067. 662 

15,50»<.815 

4.  243.  .562 
2.:«flO.  133 

20.64.5,018 
3.  212.  676 
1,31.5.  .561 
1.254.4.57 
1.914,415 

11,216.030 
1,442,573 
1,300,761 
4, 700. 447 
3. 975, 907 
2, 884.  123 
6.824.594 
691.821 


Tacoma,  Wash. 


Revenues    i  Owrcharjtw 


Province  of  Ontario^ 
Canada 


S5.'44.8,  K56 
4,  125.  510 
3,440.976 
2.895.263 
1,988.564 
5.144.306 

X4. 963.  135 

20.  682.  374 
7.  iTi.  477 
1.298.536 
9.913.  119 
1.35«.  .583 
2.861.991 
247.  573 
1.  4.30. 197 

15.  544.  175 
4.58.  474 

48.  457.  330 

3,734,5fl3 

917.010 

24. 933.  a' 1 
1.267  3a5 
3.  54n.><«7 

22  'jn.  755 

2.269.176 

1,790.140 

WZ  905 

4. 964.  769 

5,619.7'W 

1,700,976 

940,».'S3 

4,990.863 

7,419.004 

3,266..H50 

8. 536,  445 

417.251 


17,790,301.000  ;  717,449.498  i  419,516,286  i  297,933.212  '  338.649,047 


16, 768, 31 1 
4.9«l..576 
8.  440. 976 

4.  I.Ti075 
2.838,047 
6,144,306 

20,161,504 

16,119.003 

7.  a55.  070 

1,626,005 

0.  .562,  .557 
1.S08.  277 
3, 4.53. 871 

414,388 

2,255.878 

21,911,609 

889.978 

50, 948.  331 

3.918,  KiS 

1.  366. 348 
20.815,667 

6. 9?4. 900 
3.  130.  176 

2f .  .5.39.  729 
3.  7i)-i341 
1.699  411 
1.4.59.512 
Z  97H,  H«2 

18.  397,  467 
1,808,494 
I.  405. 561 

5.  765.  .308 
5,  .574, 065 
3, 567. 564 
8,66.3,968 

781.746 


Revenues    ;Overrhan!es 


$4,703,600 
3.5A9.978 
2.973.003 
2.  .501.  732 
1,718,274 
4,  444,  758 

12.  890.  776 
17,885,4fl» 

6.376.976 
1. 123. 058 
8.560.207 
1. 174.9a5 

2.  476.  «)2 
214.475 

1.231.835 

13.  446. 648 
396.445 

41.952.991 

3.  229.  427 
7/1.  .559 

21, 547. 646 
2.800.026 
3.066.840 
19.  821.  1.56 
1.964.629 
1.  .54.5. 871 

82^.  017 
4. 280. 561 
9,  102.  509 
1, 477, 757 

884,635 
4, 3.53.  .3Z5 
6,418.621 
2.822.613 
7.374.687 

360.806 


»7. 513, 55* 
5.  .Vrr,  104 
3.908,949 

4.  525.  606 
3.108.337 

5.  844.  a'J4 
22.  233.  9.53 
18.91.5.908 

8. 050.  .571 

1.801.571 

10. 906. 379 

1.991.0&S 

3.84i.an 

447.  4*J 

Z  451.  240 

24,  009,  196 

952.007 

66,  452. 670 

4. 423. 244 

1.390.7W 

34.301.073 

5.  3.SZ279 

3. 600.  m^ 

2S.6»1..32S 
4.(I06.88H 
1.941681) 
1.  587,  37',) 
3.  fi.54. 070 

14.914.661 
2.040.-713 
1.461,878 

6.  402. 846 
6.  574.  .5:j8 
4.011.801 
9,815.736 

838.099 


378,800,451     298,831.806  1  418,617.693 


TABI.S  3. — Commercial  electric  sales.  1938 

Estimated  sales  dato  for  1938 

Estimated  revenues  and  consumer  savints  under  rates  in  effect 

m- 

StaU 

Numbw  of 
customers 

Toul  kilowatt- 
hours 

Total  reve- 
nues 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 

Tacoma.  Wash. 

Provinoe  of  Ontario.  Canada 

Revenues 

Overchanres 

Revenues 

Overcharges 

$Z  458,  275 
1, 081  157 
Z003,307 

Reveoaas 

Overcbarxes 

AH*mmn 

33,424 

8^314 

27.816 

176.  259.  000 
58. 618,  000 
82.649.000 

$5,175,315 
1,982.005 
3,629.179 

$Z  572.  1.32 

858.  ai8 
1.  .571.  435 

$Z  603.  183 
1.123,797 
Z  1)67,  744 

$Z  717.  040 

807.848 
1.62^872 

$Z36Swll9 

7WLS30 

1,448,042 

$Z8iai06 

Arliona    . 

1. 101, 185 

Arkansas   ... ...... . 

Z  181. 137 

i^iiliff^nia     .  .......    ................ 

323.013 
36.522 

1. 9.50. 9(«.  000 
1X2.  244.  UOO 

47.  14a  .578 
5.701.661 

31.018^.500 
Z  M.\  747 

16,122  078 
.3.  13.%  914 

31.914,  171 
Z  588.  .554 

15,236,407 
3,  113.  107 

28, 567.  190 
Z  196.  130 

18..573..W8 

Coiorailo .... 

Z  509.  321 

f"^--  .;Connectic«t . ... 

CI.  635 

7.248 

21.800 

257.315.000 

40.  637.  000 

171.  (K»,  000 

la  784.  893 
1.185.982 
i  182.  607 

4.626.719 

.578,735 

3.  166.  233 

6,  1.5K.  173 

607.  197 

1.016.374 

3.  8.5a  306 

60Z4.53 

3, 3.VI.  368 

6.034.689 
583.479 
S3Z3.30 

136a  032 

53Z483 

Z  015.  277 

6.  521  880 

D«iawiir«                    ........ ... 

6.5.3.  449 

DuHtrirt  of  Columbte .. 

1.267.330 

^flornia  

53.976 
50.M26 

219.  2m  (BO 
299.  373,  nOO 

la  368,  617 
0.259.805 

3.943.149 
4.  .501).  265 

6.32.5,468 
1759.540 

104.5,835 
1  657,  682 

(5,22Z782 
160Z123 

3.621822 
1148.303 

6.611.70.5 

0«orxia .-    

5.  111.413 

Idaho    

l.\873 

loa.  t.'A  (XX) 

2.034.555 

l.(r27.  278 

1.0Q7.2n 

1.047.823 

1.  006.  722 

94&099 

1.  lOa  460 

lUiBote 

3391421 

1,  322.  (»79.  OIX) 

47.  322.  210 

23.  945.  038 

23.377.  172 

25.411027 

21.9ia  183 

2Z  000.  473 

35.32Z738 

Indiana ................. 

101.  160 

.572.313.000 

17.  128.803 

9.266.731 

7.86il62 

9.604.953 

7.433.940 

a  547. 318 

8.  581.  575 

8:1.1198 

r6. 014.  one 

la  574. 083 

5.467.2B6 

5,  107.  717 

5.680,341 

1 88.5, 642 

8,033.002 

5,541,201 

Km«^             

55.762 

44,369 

208.  819. 000 
182,3.87.000 

7. 584.  .567 
6. 297.  244 

3. 880.  .545 
3.36Z728 

3, 724, 022 
Z  884.  516 

3.080.482 
3.  530.  1.50 

3.305.085 
Z  777. 085 

3.540.5n 
Z008,344 

10Qll,0BO 

Kentucky.    

3.190.000 

lA>ui.<nana ......    

42.  191 

146.051.000 

5.491.083 

Z3til.  166 

3.129.917 

Z  383. 130 

3. 107. 953 

Z  13a  340 

3. 3m.  543 

-Maine            .......................... 

33.8.50 
,53.002 

114..5,V».000 
270.207.000 

3. 944. 001 
8.875.260 

1.91Z840 
4.828.141 

Z  OBI.  101 
4.047.  119 

1.948.336 
5.094.399 

1.005,665 
3,78a  861 

l,76Z0n8 
1446.505 

Z  181.03a 

Maryland 

1  428. 755 

MMrar>>HMttt 

30O.M* 

929.013.000 

32.221.230 

13.081.823 

19.  l.-«.  416 

13. 565. 142 

18,656.007 

IZ  050,  743 

2U.  170.40*1 

Mlr*>'inH>                                —- 

170.  451 
93.135 

»H«).  s6;t.  noo 

334.  yiM.  000 

30. 405. 349 
12.596.273 

16.  101,544 
6.  233.  153 

14.  383.  805 

6.3hl.  118 

16.86.1938 
6.  449.  392 

13.931.421 
6. 1*6.981 

14.  830.  740 
5,743.900 

1.%  674. 6*19 

Minnesota 

6.  83Z  373 

Mis.si.ssippi 

MLstiouri ..      . . .... 

20.274 

75. 039.  OUO 

3.119.336 

1.  3Ti.  .503 

1.  74«>.  .H-a 

1.42i413 

1.  60G.  913 

1X3.337 

1.853.999 

107.  193 

531.  .58 1.000 

17.  472.  608 

9.417.784 

8.  064.  914 

9. 889.  547 

7.  58.3.  151 

8,  MM.  458 

8.806.240 

Montana 

23.419 

76,086.000 

3.a53.860 

1.447.  .534 

1.606.335 

1.456.696 

l.i07.m 

1,334.541 

1.710.338 

NebrMka 

41.594 

141.636,000 

5.633.208 

Z  979.  967 

Z  ••53.  241 

3.130.797 

Z  512, 411 

Z  743, 372 

Z880.83rt 

Nevada . _........ 

3.770 

36.  478. 000 

829.411 

408.900 

430.511 

424.658 

404.7.53 

376,  .553 

4.5Z8.58 

New  Hampshire 

19.097 

67.  790. 000 

2.  7.5«>.  135 

1.10.5.  .5.54 

1.644.  .581 

1.127.553 

1.  92Z  .580 

1.017.5.10 

1,73Z585 

New   It-nt-y             ,  ,    ,     , 

194.601 

715.73.5.000 

32.572.004 

IZ  833.  370 

19,  738.  (O* 

13,  289. 378 

I9,28Z636 

11,823.637 

20. 748,  .167 

New  Mtxioo _ 

9.615 

3,5.863.(X)0 

1,68:1.663 

643.150 

1,040.  .504 

66.^.363 

1,030.  .300 

587,  .508 

1.096,065 

New  York     

622.842 

3.640.61.5,000 

132.257,427 

55,151,347 

77. 106. 080 

58.061.010 

71198.417 

Sa  786. 852 

81. 470.575 

North  Camlina 

47.830 

2&s.«i8.aoo 

7.  494.  539 

4.077.028 

3,417.510 

1181.953 

Z3IZ589 

3,  7.54.  7« 

3.739.775 

North  Dakota 

19.380 

51. 000.000 

2,325.888 

1, 030,388 

1,  29.%  .530 

1.07Z234 

1.253.634 

931.288 

1.3716tt) 

306,491 

583.258.000 

31,763,967 

17,883.113 

13.  M),  834 

18,77Z504 

1Z99I.493 

16.485.490 

15,278,468 

Oklahom* 

58,076 

284.248.000 

9, 137, 254 

4,175.725 

4.961.529 

130(1,647 

1833.607 

3f  84n,  7H4 

5,200,470 

OrPKon    

39.912 

257.588.000 

6. 579,  577 

3.  .590. 020 

Zfl8l)..548 

3,671,404 

2.««,I73 

3.316.107 

3, 263,  471) 

Penn^vlvania          . 

305.411 
24.819 

1,117.013.000 
73.  30.5.  («» 

25,^1.5.479 
3.  .52.'),  .127 

13.088.448 
I.  434.  232 

12. 727.  mi 
Z  101.095 

13.733.83.5 
1.020.233 

1Z081.944 
ZSO5.095 

izav%839 

I.307..Sy« 

13.7.59.650 

Rhtxle  I.sland 

Z  217.  431 

South  (aroana-    .     

25.366 

lUi,  424.  UOO 

3.4IM.603 

1.  77,%  882 

1.63i7» 

1,833.838 

1. 571  774 

1.636.129 

l,77Z4r3 

South  Dakota,- 

18.006 

57.  2j>2,000 

Z. 588.  436 

1.149.368 

1,4.39.170 

1.18Z91S 

1.405.521 

1.058.670 

1..529.76i 

Tennrasn 

41.383 

213,166,000 

7.241,728 

4.35Z270 

Z8H9.449 

1  S\0.  .VB 

Z701.165 

10l)4.67« 

3,237,053 

Texas 

143,674 

761.77i000 

23,905^982 

11.78.5.649 

12.  lJi.3.-a 

IZ  26.1  760 

1I.64Z213 

10. 8.53. 316 

13.052.666 

10.799 

68.070,000 

Z  428, 641 

1.136.440 

1,301.752 

1.16a  800 

1.367.7.51 

l,037.fl«) 

1,391.611 

Vermont 

12.516 

29.  .543. 000 

1.2.53.901 

564.255 

689.646 

576.704 

677. 107 

53).  IflO 

733.533 

Vinftnia .".. 

48.298 

243.  .57.5.  IX» 

7.  96:1.  585 

3.90Z157 

4.061.428 

1060.398 

ZOM.  103 

3.623,431 

4.340.1,54 

W&shmeton  ...     — 

.53.196 

479.841.000 

9, 99:1.  ,570 

5,836.251 

4. 167.  319 

6.545.788 

3,447,782 

S,  806, 264 

1  187,  .106 

West  NirtriniK 

33.858 

178.7l(\a00 
370. 992.  Off) 

5.821.305 

3.006.881 

Z  724, 334 

3. 236.  .590 

Z  584. 61 5 

Z  858,213 

Z962,903 

W  i.<«>insin -.    

97.682 

13.398.701 

6.7.5Z945 

C»45,75« 

7,141.508 

6,257.198 

6,216.907 

7.181.704 

Wyomug 

7.977 

25.930.000 

1.294.687 

477,740 

816. 947 

488.097 

806.590 

44a  194 

834.403 

Total 

4,00M36 

1V,0»4.0U1.000 

649. 309. 068 

318. 290. 634 

3.30.900,434 

331,159,301 

1    318,049.757 

30$.  440. 454 

355,750,004 

1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  REQORD— HOUSE 

Tamj  a.— Industrial  and  other  electric  sales  for  ultimate  consumption.  1938 


9731 


State 


AlnUma 

Arixona _. 

Arkansas 

CaUfomiA. 

Colorwlo 

Copuectlcut... 

Delaware 

Pistrict  of  Coliunbia.. 

Florida 

Oeoccia _... 

Idaho 

niinois , 

Indiana ... _...,^ 

Iowa...  "" 


Kentucky _..,_ 

Louisiana __. 

Maine 

Maryland 

MassAcliuaettS 

Miebigaa 

MinneMHa 

Mississippi .. 

^lissouri .. 

Montana ....«« 

Nebraska.... .„. 

Nevada 

Ni'w  Hampshire... 

Ntw  J"r«ey 

New  Mexico .. 

New  York 

North  CaroUaa.... 
North  Dako»».„._ 

Ohio ^ 

Oklahoma ,. 

Orpfon _ 

Pennsylvania . 

Rhode  Island 

Bouth  Carolina 

So-ith  Dakota 

Teumaee 

Tena ^ 

rtah _ 

Vermont 

Vtnrfnla 

WashinKton 

W««t  Virjtnl*.. 

WiMvoaiQ 

Wyoming 

TotaL... 


Estimated  sales  daU  for  193S 


Number  of 
ettstomen 


».8R7 

11073 

16, 149 

$11378 

17,864 

ia681 

873 

790 

11677 

Z435 
23,796 
118,370 
80,601 
3Z497 
30,3.18 
38,746 

6,935 
28,273 
19.440 

3.633 
48,466 
36,134 
13.178 
29.8.34 
10.723 
11.174 

Z431 
17.781 

Z.548 

Z.565 

111,507 

73.  .538 

Z4I0 

119,777 

17,422 

57,044 

134,470 

5,396 
21,913 

5,636 
47.639 
41154 
16.278 
15,038 
15,439 
6Z634 

iai8o 

61.701 
1.400 


1.763,030 


ToUl  kilowatt  • 
hours 


987,  184.000 
330,346.  (KM) 
324,021,000 
3,037,  M6.  000 
3m.  310. 000 
641006.000 

HZ  (no.  000 

306.037,000 

S.VV  04.%  ono 

02lt.  683,000 

386.  784, 000 

1315,917.000 

1,461.83.%  000 

673.  5<i  1.000 

339.  133.  UOO 

68Z  311000 

666.789.000 

605.911.000 

1,044.309.000 

1,  12U.  238.000 

Z  360.  304. 000 

742.  .5811, 0(K) 

226.4,53,000 

1.401,824,000 

1,  1Z^  2Z%  (X)0 

31h,  169,000 

57,  413,  WX) 

146,  6S(J.  000 

1,  470,  169.  000 

36.703.000 

6. 67.%  913.  (X10 

1,  463.  749,  (X)0 

3Z033.(XK) 

Z  813,  401.000 

40Z  470.  UK) 

523.  264,  OIK) 

6,985.114,000 

3.54,  134.000 

8^,608.000 

47. 679.  000 

821 027. 000 

l,0IZ587.00n 

516,816.000 

115,111,000 

681,971.000 

1,3:«).  .1S3.  (KK) 

1,  100,  344,  000 

1,  aw.  C72  000 

6U36Z000 


Total  rev- 
enues 


67,348,565.000 


|ia  540, 109 
1  144.330 
4,  764,  619 

63,980,725 
&,98.%229 

11.74.1,908 
1.  4-3,  197 
178»i.775 
6.  044,  0.56 

10.064.772 
3.7»4,«07 

57.731.838 

22. 137. 8K3 
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According  to  the  expert  testimony  which  you  gentlemen 
have  quoted,  with  approval,  and  which  has  not  been  denied, 
these  overcharges  are  really  greater  than  these  tables  indi- 
cate. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  for  national  defense,  but  I  am  also  for 
protecting  the  American  people  from  such  ruthless  racketeer- 
ing as  they  are  being  subjected  to  at  the  hands  of  these 
utilities. 

If  a  foreign  power  should  come  and  threaten  war  against 
the  United  States  imless  we  paid  them  an  Indemnity  of 
$1,000,000,000.  we  would  rise  as  one  man  and  drive  such  an 
enemy  from  our  shore.  Yet.  when  these  ruthless  racketeers 
attempt  to  get  control  of  the  water  power  of  this  Nation, 
monopolize  the  electric  industry,  and  wring  a  billion  dollars 
a  year  in  overcharges  from  the  helpless  consumers  of  elec- 
tric lights  and  r>ower,  those  of  us  who  raise  our  voices  in 
protest,  those  of  us  who  are  fighting  this  battle  of  the  century 
lor  justice  to  these  electric  consumers,  find  ourselves  opposed 
by  the  very  members  who  are  supposed  to  represent  the  people 
who  are  the  worst  plundered  by  these  overcharges. 

While  we  are  preparing  against  dangers  from  without,  let 
Us  not  forget  that  our  country,  our  form  of  government,  our 
Institutions,  the  very  peace,  happiness,  and  prosperity  of  the 
American  people  we  are  here  to  represent,  are  being  threat- 
ened by  this  greater  danger  from  within. 

This  amendment  should  be  defeated,  and  the  bill  should 
pass  as  presented  by  the  committee. 

I  am  not  one  of  those  men  who  are  expecting  my  country 
to  be  attacked  from  without  I  know  the  unsurmountable 
obstacles  a  foreign  power  would  have  to  overcome  to  ever 


land  an  Army  upon  American  shores.  But  I  believe  in  pre- 
paring my  country  to  defend  itself  against  any  antagonist. 
or  combination  of  antagonists,  that  might  be  sent  against  us, 
now  or  in  the  years  to  come.  In  order  to  do  that  we  must 
have  the  strongest  air  force  on  earth.  We  should  have  had 
It  long  ago.  They  tell  us  that  this  dam  is  aljsolutely  neces- 
sary in  order  to  supply  the  aluminum  to  make  the  planes. 

Therefore,  this  amendment  should  be  defeated,  and  the 
bill  as  reported  by  the  committee  should  be  passed  by  a 
unanimous  vote.  * 

But  while  we  are  thus  preparing  to  defend  ourselves  against 
enemies  from  without,  we  must  continue  our  drive  against 
these  enemies  at  home  until  we  wipe  out  these  exorbitant 
overcharges  the  helpless  consumers  of  this  country  are  now 
paying  for  their  electric  lights  and  power.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  one  keenly  interested 
In  the  national  defense  of  cur  country,  I  want  to  make  a  few 
obsen'ations  on  this  measure  because  It  Is  designed  to  provide 
additional  facilities  to  expedite  natlonsd  defense. 

By  expanding  the  T.  V.  A.  with  the  construction  of  dams, 
power  plants,  generators,  and  so  forth,  sufficient  power  will  be 
generated  to  produce  additional  aluminum  necessary  for  the 
construction  of  aircraft. 

My  first  observation  leads  me  to  believe  we  are  unwise  In 
confining  our  expansion  program  to  one  particular  area  In 
our  desire  to  secure  the  necessary  aluminum  for  national- 
defense  purposes.  A  number  of  my  colleagues  stated  very 
emphatically  that  the  aircraft  Industry  depends  on  the 
aluminum  plant  as  well  as  the  dams,  powerhouses,  and  so 
forth,  located  in  the  T.  V.  A.  area. 


9732 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


July  30 


A  moment  ago  I  said  it  was  unwise  to  confine  such  neces- 
sary part  of  our  national  defense  in  the  same  area  because  of 
the  possibility  of  attack  In  the  event  of  war.  Who  can  deny 
that  one  bomber  with  his  cargo  of  death  and  destruction 
could  not  wipe  out  the  entire  T.  V.  A.  area  as  it  exists  today? 

Therefore  I  favot  the  construction  of  a  series  of  power 
plants  conveniently  located  throughout  the  different  areas 
designated  by  the  War  Department  as  those  inland  areas 
safest  from  attack. 

Gentlemen,  it  is  simply  a  question  of  heeding  the  age-old 
advice:  "Don't  put  all  your  eggs  in  one  basket." 

My  next  observation  is  the  time  element  required  to  con- 
struct the  dams  as  compared  to  the  time  required  to  construct 
steam  plants.  It  has  been  said  here  this  afternoon  that 
there  will  be  a  shortage  of  aluminum  for  national-defense 
purposes  to  the  extent  of  60,000.000  pounds  by  July  1.  1942. 
In  other  words,  nearly  2  years  from  now  we  will  be  faced  with 
this  shortage. 

My  colleague  from  Virginia  [Mr.  WoodrumI  stated  here 
some  weeks  ago  that  it  will  require  2  years  to  construct  the 
proposed  dam  on  the  Holston  River.  Prom  other  sources  I 
learn  it  will  take  from  2  to  3  years.  If  time  is  an  element 
as  everyone  agrees,  why  not  construct  immediately  steam 
power  plants  strategically  located  in  the  Central  United 
States  that  can  be  completed  and  in  operation  in  exactly  18 
months? 

Let  us  look  at  the  facts.  This  Holston  River  dam  will  be 
built  at  a  total  cost  of  $35,000,000  and  will  take  from  2  to  3 
years  to  complete.  It  will  have  to  depend  on  floodwaters  or, 
in  other  words,  the  weather  element  to  produce  90.000  kilo- 
watt-hours of  energy  smnually. 

One  steam  plant  erected  at  a  cost  of  $10,500,000  in  a  period 
Of '18  months  can  produce  120,000  killowatt-hours  annually 
without  placing  any  dependency  on  floodwaters.  weather 
element,  or  any  other  contingency. 

Gentlemen,  here  Is  the  picture. 

One  dam  costs  $35,000,000.  produces  90,000  kilowatt-hours 
annually,  while  for  the  same  amount  you  can  construct  3 
steam-power  plants  that  will  each  produce  120.000  kilowatt- 
hours  annually. 

Once  again  I  want  to  repeat  if  you  centralize  all  of  your 
plants,  dams,  and  so  forth  in  the  T.  V.  A.  area  you  are  not 
adhering  to  sound  military  preparedness  and  you  are  becom- 
ing an  easy  target  for  attack. 

The  War  Department  furnished  in  a  memorandum  their 
idea  of  areas  in  which  plants  could  be  safely  located  and  less 
liablie  to  attack.  The  T.  V.  A.  is  located  in  area  E  which 
includes  part  of  Tennessee.  Mississippi,  Arkansas.  Louisiana, 
Texas,  Oklahoma,  and  westward. 

The  three  plants  I  mentioned  a  moment  ago  could  bs 
located  at  strategic  points  in  area  B,  which  comprises  Ohio, 
southwestern  Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia,  western  pwrtion 
of  Virginia,  and  eastern  Kentucky.  In  area  B  you  are  in  the 
middle  of  one  of  the  greatest  bituminous  coal  areas  in  the 
United  States.  Prominent  engineers  will  tell  you  power  can 
be  produced  cheaper  by  coal  than  by  water. 

Therefore,  in  the  interest  of  giving  the  American  people 
100  cents  out  of  every  dollar  appropriated  for  national  de- 
fense, let  us  realize  that  by  the  construction  of  a  steam-power 
plant  at  the  front  door  of  a  coal  mine  with  an  adjacent  river 
the  American  people  are  given  the  type  of  national  defense 
to  which  they  are  entitled  and  at  a  minimum  cost. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  hope  we 
will  forget  about  electric -power  rates  and  our  antipathies 
toward  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  try  to  get  back 
once  more  to  where  we  started — the  issue  in  this  case. 

I  will  confess  that  I  do  not  know  how  much  aluminum  we 
will  be  short  in  1942  for  the  airplane  program.  I  do  not  know 
how  much  aluminum  is  required  to  make  a  plane.  I  do 
not  know  whether  there  is  power  available  or  not.  I  would 
not  ask  this  House  to  decide  whether  it  ought  to  be  hydroelec- 
tric power  or  a  steam-generating  plant  or  both  on  an3rthing  I 
say  about  it.  because  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it  except 
from  the  information  I  get  from  people  who  I  think  do  know 
about  it.     Every  scintilla  of  evidence  in  this  record  from  Mr. 


Knudsen.  Mr.  Stettinius.  Mr.  Dunn,  and  everybody  else  nails 
down  the  fact  that  we  need  aluminum,  and  that  the  only 
way  we  can  get  aluminum  is  to  have  more  power  to  pro- 
duce it.  and  that  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  is  the  logical 
place  to  do  it.  There  is  not  any  getting  away  from  that. 
Certainly  Mr.  Knudsen  said  he  was  not  a  power  expert,  but 
he  had  drawn  about  him  men  who  are  power  experts.  He 
had  conferred  with  them  and  collaborated  with  them,  and 
he  was  ready  to  accept  their  program  and  come  to  Congress 
and  endorse  it.  and  he  did  endorse  it  enthusiastically. 

Now.  I  want  to  read  you  a  letter  from  the  chief  engineer 
of  the  T.  V.  A.  on  the  question  directly  at  issue,  whether  you 
should  cut  out  this  hydroelectric  dam  and  do  it  all  by  steam 
power.     Here  is  what  Colonel  Parker  said  about  it: 

The  Cherokes  Dam  is  upstream  from  nine  generating  plants  on 
the  Tennessee  River,  either  operating  or  under  construction,  having 
an  aggregate  head  of  over  500  leet.  Its  own  head  wiU  be  nearly 
150  feet,  making  a  total  head  of  about  650  feet  over  which  can 
he  used  the  water  stored  behind  Cherokee  Dam.  In  combination 
with  the  generating  units  to  be  Installed  downstream,  and  with  the 
proposed  steam  plant,  additional  continuous  power  will  be  gen- 
erated at  a  cost  slightly  over  1.5  mills  per  kllowatt-hour.  which  is 
an  extremely  low  figure. 

The  minimum  cost  of  producing  arm  power  at  an  Independent 
steam  plant  would  not  be  much  less  than  3.5  mills  per  kllowatt- 
hour. 

That  is.  1.5  with  this  dam  upstream  getting  the  benefit  of 
these  generating  units  downstream,  against  3.5  mills  if  you 
undertook  to  make  it  wholly  a  steam-generating  plant. 

The  combination  of  steam  and  hydroelectric  Installations  pro- 
posed makes  possible  a  remarkable  economy,  supplements  the 
present  system,  and  provides  a  diversiflcation  of  materials  and 
equipment  which  will  facUitate  procurement  and  construction 
under  emergency  conditions. 

Now,  that  is  the  whole  story  in  a  nutshell.  The  experts 
who  do  know  say  that  while  it  may  be  true  that  if  you  started 
at  scratch  to  generate  so  many  kilowatts  of  power  and  you 
had  to  build  a  dam  over  there  to  do  it  on  this  side,  or  per- 
haps a  steam  plant  over  there,  maybe  you  could  generate  that 
power  more  cheaply  by  a  steam  plant.  But  here  you  have  an 
unusual  situation,  because  building  this  dam  upstream  you 
get  the  benefit  of  that  additional  power.  Supplementing  It 
with  one  steam  plant  you  have  got  a  coordinated  situation 
which,  according  to  the  testimony  6f  all  these  experts,  is  a 
situation  that  is  desired. 

I  hope  very  much  that  the  Committee  will  vote  down  the 
amendment  ofifered  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DiRKSEMl.  In  the  first  place,  it  does  not  save  a  nickel  of 
money.  It  does  not  take  a  penny  out  of  the  resolution. 
The  cost  of  this  proposition  is  not  Just  in  the  cost  of  building 
the  plant.  Suppose  you  build  a  steajn  plant  a  Uttle  cheaper 
than  you  can  build  a  dam,  you  have  to  pay  3.5  mills  for 
generating  the  power. 

Let  me  read  you  what  Colonel  Parker  said  in  the  hearings. 
The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]  asked  him: 

Why  have  you  not  contemplated  putting  the  steam  plant  right 
near  ttie  coal  mine? 

Colonel  Parkxs.  It  will  be  put  as  near  the  coal  as  is  possible 
and  yet  on  a  source  of  water  supply,  which  is  equally  important. 
It  probably  will  be  put  right  near  all  of  our  major  reservoirs  and 
as  near  to  the  coal  fields  as  we  can;  but  that  means  1,400  tons  of 
coal  a  day,  which  is  a  great  deal  of  coal. 

That  is  2,800  tons  of  coal  a  day  if  you  undertake  to  run 
two  steam-generating  plants  continuously  and  produce  all 
this  power — a  prohibitive  cost.  The  present  plan  is  only  to 
nm  this  one  plant  about  one- third  of  the  time. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr,  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman  talks  about  burning 
coal.  Does  he  realize  in  my  back  yard  we  have  thousands 
of  coal  miners  out  of  work.  Probably  they  will  go  back  to 
work,  instead  of  going  on  relief,  if  we  could  use  more  coal. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  appreciate  that  fact. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  know  the  gentleman  wants  to  always 
be  fair.  While  the  amount  has  not  been  changed,  it  will 
save  us  from  embracing  these  obligations  that  must  be  paid 
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later,  and  there  win  be  a  very  subetantial  saving,  if  we  strike 
oat  the  dam  and  build  these  two  steam  plants. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  If  you  save  a  few  million 
dollars  in  building  the  primary  plant  but  pay  more  than 
twloe  as  much  for  power  down  through  the  years  you  have 
not  made  a  sensible  investment.  I  say  we  should  accept  the 
testtmony  of  credible  experts,  and  the  unco ntro verted  testi- 
mony you  have  is  that  this  should  be  a  comtiinatioa  hydro- 
eteotrlc  and  steam  proposition.  My  Judgment  is  that  if  you 
are  going  to  talce  the  dam  out  of  the  bill  you  might  as  well 
defeat  the  whole  bill.    (Applause.] 

Tbe  CHAIRMAN.  Tlie  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia has  expired,  all  time  on  the  amendments  have  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendments  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  DiKKSEM)  there  were — ayes  79.  noes  118. 

So  the  amendments  were  rejected. 

Mr.  McLEAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ainendment  offered  by  BCr.  Mrl*»w:  Strike  out  the  entire  resohi- 
tton  begUining  on  line  3  and  insert  the  foUowlng: 

"That  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  be,  and  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  expend  not  to  exceed  the  sum  of  $66,600,000 
to  provide  additional  facilities  for  generating  electric  current  to  be 
used  )n  the  manufacture  of  easentlal  materlala  for  national  defense, 
as  ouUiued  in  Senate  Etocimient  No.  241,  Seventy-sixth  Congress, 
third  seaaion;  that  of  this  amount  there  is  hereby  appropriated  out 
of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated  the  sum 
of  $25.000000  to  be  made  immediately  avaUable.  $29^00.000  in 
1942.  and  911.000.000  in  1M3;  that  said  appropriations  shall  tte  kept 
In  a  separate  fund  apart  from  other  funds  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority,  and  shall  be  designated  as  the  Tennessee  Valley  Na- 
tional Defense  Fund  at  IMO  It  shall  be  accounted  for  as  such, 
and  no  part  thereof  shaU  be  used  for  any  purpose  other  than  to 
provide  additkuial  facUitl«s  to  be  iiaed  exclusively  for  national 
defense  purpoces." 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  reserve  a 
point  of  order  oo  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McL£AN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  purpose  of  this  amend- 
ment is  to  be  honest  with  the  American  people.  We  have 
here  a  proposal  which  is  dressed  up  in  the  cloak  of  national 
defense.  If  this  is  a  national-defense  measure,  let  us  keep 
it  such,  and  let  us  recognize  it  as  such,  and  let  us  protect  the 
funds  we  appropriate  for  national-defen.'^}  purposes  desig- 
nated and  characterized  as  national -defense  funds.  The 
American  people  are  not  to  stand  very  long  for  financial 
legerdemain  such  as  was  practiced  imdcr  the  tax  bill  a  few 
weeks  ago  when  they  were  told  it  was  a  national-defense  tax 
bill,  whereas  as  a  matter  of  fact  a  considerable  proportion  of 
It,  the  largest  proportion  of  It,  went  Into  the  general  funds  of 
the  Treasury.  Nor  will  they  stand  for  legislation  of  this  kind 
very  long.  They  will  soon  begin  to  realize  they  are  being  de- 
ceived, and  that  the  things  that  are  being  done  here  In  the 
name  of  national  defense  are  nothing  more  than  providing 
for  the  ordinary  demands  of  the  people  of  the  country. 

U  this  is  a  national-defense  matter  let  us  make  It  such, 
•nie  bill  in  its  present  form  amounts  to  nothing  more  than 
a  supplemental  appropriation  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Au- 
thority for  1941.  It  is  to  be  included  in  the  same  appropria- 
tion, it  is  to  be  added  to  the  appropriation  that  was  made  In 
the  independent  offices  appropriation  bill  last  April.  This  Is 
how  It  reads: 

Provided.  This  appropriation  shall  be  in  addition  to  and  shall  be 
covered  into  and  accounted  for  as  a  part  of  the  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority  fund  of  1941  as  established  by  the  Independent  Offices 
impropriation  Act  at  1941,  approved  April  18,  1940. 

The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  collected  $15,000,000  last 
year  from  the  sale  of  power,  yet  no  part  of  that  was  accoimted 
for  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  By  this  bill  we  pro- 
pose to  give  them  a  supplemental  appropriation  to  be  added 
to  their  other  money  to  be  used  for  the  general  purposes  of 
the  T.  V.  A.  Just  the  same  as  if  we  had  included  it  in  the 
independent  ofQces  appropriation  bill  of  last  April. 

It  is  time  we  began  to  strai^ten  out  the  finances  of  the 
T.  V.  A.  so  that  we  can  know  something  about  the  money 
they  have  at  their  disposal  and  what  they  do  with  it.  If  this 
is  a  national-defense  measure,  let  us  make  it  such.  [Ap- 
plause.! 


Mr.MUROOCKof  Utah.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  riae  in  oppoaiUon 
to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  my  8  years'  service  in  this  House  I  have 
voted  for  every  appropriation  which  has  come  to  the  floor  of 
this  distinguished  body  for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

The  very  fact  that  Mr.  Stettinius.  Mr.  Knudsen.  and  the 
eminent  power  engineer,  Mr.  Dunn,  have  appeared  before 
congressional  committees  asking  this  appropriatioa  is  the 
greatest  tebtimonlal  we  have  had  as  to  the  wisdom  and  the 
foresight  of  this  administration  in  the  constiucUon  of  power 
dams  and  navigation  dams  on  the  Tennessee  River.  (Ap- 
plause.] 

I  am  going  to  vote  for  this  appropriation  this  afternoon. 
I  am  going  to  vote  for  it  because  the  three  eminent  men 
selected  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  as  the  most 
efficient  experts  in  their  respective  lines  in  the  United  States 
have  given  their  advice  to  Congress  that  it  is  an  important 
step  m  our  national  defense.  The  only  reason  I  rise  this  after- 
noon is  to  point  out  to  this  Committee  that  by  enacting  this 
legislation  you  take  a  necessary  step  in  national  defense,  but 
at  the  same  time  you  tighten  the  grasp  of  that  100-perc^it 
monopoly  on  the  source  of  aluminum  in  the  Umted  States, 
the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America.  I  wonder  if  such  a  monopoly 
is  conducive  to  national  defense?  My  answer  is  emphati- 
cally "no."  There  is  no  time  to  discuss  this  question  this 
afternoon  as  there  is  such  urgency  for  this  legislation,  but  I 
would  be  derelict  in  my  duty  as  a  Member  of  this  House  and 
as  a  Representative  from  Utah  if  I  did  not  call  your  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  we  have  30,000.000  tons  of  alimite  m 
southern  TJtah.  In  addition  we  have  a  small  plant  that  has 
demonstrated  that  alunlte  is  the  best  and  the  most  economical 
source  of  metallic  alimitnum  in  the  United  States  today. 

I  ask  our  National  Defense  Council.  I  ask  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  I  ask  the  Members  of  this  House  to 
iTuse  their  sights  a  bttle  bit  and  enctjmpass  the  whole  Umted 
States  of  America  in  this  national-defense  program.  Look 
to  the  west  coast  and  the  manufacture  of  airplanes  out  there, 
then  look  to  the  source  of  aluminum  in  the  deposits  of  alimite 
in  the  State  of  Utah,  located  on  a  railroad.  In  the  vicinity 
of  that  alunite  you  find  almost  unlimited  cheap  electric  power 
at  Orand  Coulee  and  Bonnevtlle  on  the  north  and  at  Boulder 
Canyon  to  the  southwest. 

I  want  this  legislation  passed  today,  but  I  hope  before  we 
adjourn  there  will  be  money  appropriated  for  an  investigation 
of  the  availability  of  alunite  and  the  mineral  mentioned  by 
the  gentleman  from  Washington  (Mr.  Lbavy]  in  his  State  as 
a  source  of  aluminum  which  is  so  valuable  and  vital  in  our 
national  defense.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  that  this  resolution 
be  passed  making  this  appropriation,  but  after  that  Is  done 
let  us  complete  the  Job  by  explormg  every  source  of  aluminum 
within  the  continental  United  States  and  relieve  this  great 
Nation  from  its  dependence  on  foreign  bauxite  as  its  ode 
source  of  aluminum.     [Applause.! 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  all  debate  on  the  pending  resolution  con- 
clude in  15  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  WoodrumI? 

Mr.  SCHAPCR  of  Wisconsto.    Mr,  Chairman,  I  object.      ^ 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that 
all  debate  on  the  resolution  close  m  15  minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  PORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike 
out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  said  that  this  is  for  national  defense. 
I  mamtain  that  national  security  is  divided  mto  three  parts — 
military  security,  which  nobody  will  question:  economic  secu- 
rity, which  everybody  knows  about:  and  political  security,  to 
which  you  have  paid  very  little  attention. 

Under  political  security  comes  socialism,  nazi-ism.  fascism, 
communism — and  the  only  difference  between  these  is  in 
the  sise  of  the  dose  given.  They  are  ell  fundamentally  the 
same  and  all  spring  from  Karl  Marx.  This  coimtry  today 
has  to  be  defended  against  socialism  as  much  as  it  has  through 
Its  military  channels.  You  may  have  economic  security,  you 
may  have  military  defmse,  but  if  you  have  not  a  political 
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secxirlty.  socialism,  riots,  and  so  forth,  will  eventually  take 
care  of  the  country.  I  maintain  that  all  of  this  Oovemment 
operation,  power,  banking,  insurance,  real  estate,  and  the  other 
85  businesses  that  the  Government  is  engaged  in  is  socialism. 
Every  Democrat  and  every  Republican  in  this  House  must 
eventually  answer  the  question.  Is  or  Is  it  not  socialism? 
If  it  is.  I  cannot  consistently  see  how  any  Democrat  or  how 
any  Republican  can  vote  for  these  things.  They  do  not  have 
to  answer  to  me,  but  they  certainly  will  have  to  answer  to 
themselves  some  day,  some  time,  and  draw  the  line  against 
the  encroachment  of  socialism  on  pure  democratic  govern- 
ment, and  upon  that  answer  the  security  of  this  country  will 
depend.  The  best  illustration  of  this  is  Prance.  It  has  been 
said  that  democracy  has  fallen  in  Prance.  Pure  democracy 
has  not  fallen  in  Prance.  It  was  the  cancer  of  socialism, 
nazi-ism,  fascism,  and  communism  that  attached  itself  to  the 
body  of  pure  democracy — destroyed  and  diluted  it  so  that 
it  could  not  work.  I  repeat  again  that  we  should  stop  dead 
in  its  track  the  encroachment  of  socialism  on  our  form  of 
government.  This  bUl,  the  balance  of  the  T.  V.  A.,  and  the 
Government's  operations  in  banking,  insurance,  real  estate, 
and  In  other  things  are  socialism.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned. 
I  am  going  to  stop  all  of  them  dead  in  their  tracks  and  I  shall 
vote  against  the  pending  bill.     (Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from    Washington    [Mr.    Lz.\vy]. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  say  at  the  outset  that 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
should  be  defeated  if  for  no  other  reason  than  it  is  not  based 
upon  the  merits  of  the  particular  bill  we  have  under  con- 
sideration. It  merely  gives  expression  to  a  view  concerning 
a  certain  type  of  political  economy. 

This  measure  is  before  us  on  a  national-defense  basis,  and 
It  either  is  or  is  not  a  part  of  the  national  defense.  Whether 
It  is  socialism  or  partially  so.  or  whether  it  is  individualism 
or  partially  so  are  not  the  great  question/s. 

I  want  to  speak  for  a  moment  or  two  along  the  line  sug- 
gested by  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  MxtrdockI.  It  has 
been  stated  that  in  this  national-defense  program  we  have  a 
long  way  to  go.  and  that  this  $65,000,000  is  only  the  begin- 
ning of  a  great  program  which  will  run  through  the  next 
4  or  5  years.  We  are  all  apparently  in  accord  with  the 
general  idea  that  we  must  carry  on  a  national  defense  pro- 
gram and  we  are  all  in  accord,  I  believe,  with  the  fact  that 
electrical  energy  is  going  to  play  a  large  part  in  that  program. 
In  my  Judgment,  that  was  wise. 

The  Government  has  spent  $200,000,000  in  my  district  for 
electrical -energy  development  as  well  as  for  other  purposes. 
That  is  coming  on  the  market  now,  and  no  steam  plant  ever 
conceived  can  begin  to  compare  in  price  with  the  mill  and 
a  half  or  2  mills  per  kilowatt-hour  amortized  over-all  cost 
of  this  developed  hydroelectric  power.  If  the  Almninimi  Co. 
of  America  should  locate  their  plant  out  there,  and  produce 
one-third  of  their  pig-metal  product  there,  there  woiild  be 
the  requirement  to  haul  back  and  forth,  as  I  said  earlier  in 
the  afternoon,  everything  they  produced  three  times. 

There  is  another  ore  there  in  addition  to  the  ore,  alunite. 
In  Utah.  There  is  magnesite.  millions  and  millions  of  tons 
of  it.  and  it  will  be  all  around  this  giant  lake,  a  lake  151 
miles  in  length,  that  will  be  created  by  the  building  of  Grand 
Coulee.  The  power  can  be  taken  at  the  bus  bar  and  the 
magnesite  can  be  reduced  to  metallic  magnesium,  which  is 
a  metal  superior  to  aluminum.  It  is  a  third  lighter  than 
almninum.  It  has  a  greater  tensile  strength  than  aluminum. 
It  can  be  produced  for  10  cents  a  poimd  and  not  for  20  cents 
a  pound.  The  Germans  in  1938,  with  a  secret  electrical 
process,  produced  40.000  tons  of  metallic  magnesium,  against 
our  4.000  tons.  Their  planes  are  being  made  of  magnesium- 
I  want  the  Defense  Committee  to  look  into  the  things  we 
have  in  the  West.  It  is  not  right  that  this  Nation  shall  be 
.dependent  upon  one  concern  and  one  metal  alone,  in  our  vital 
defense  program. 


1CT7ST  HAVE  ICZTALS  TO  BTTILD  PLAKTB 


We  have  been  told  that  each  airplane  will  take  about  5 
tons  of  aluminum.  On  a  weight  basis  this  is  equivalent  to 
less  than  3^2  tons  of  magnesium.  The  lighter  weight,  su- 
perior magnesium  can  be  produced  at  nearly  half  the  cost  as 
the  more  familiar  aluminiun. 

The  Defense  Advisory  Committee  now  comes  before  Con- 
gress and  tells  us  that  there  will  be  a  shortage  of  60,000.000 
pounds  of  aluminum  by  1942.  Bonneville  and  Grand  Coulee 
can  supply  prime  hydro  power  at  the  lowest  cost  in  the 
United  States.  There  is  very  little  difference  in  the  power 
requirements  necessary  to  manufacture  aliunlniun  or  mag- 
nesium, and  any  advantage  from  the  consumption  stand- 
point rests  with  magnesivun. 

THK    MAGIC    MrtAI. 

Magnesium  Is  the  magic  metal  of  the  future.  Germany  is 
now  turning  toward  magnesium.  To  ignore  this  metal  at 
this  time  borders  on  dangerous  precedent.  Lighter  planes 
for  a  given  capacity  means  greater  speed  and  greater  combat 
efficiency.  Magnesium  bombs,  the  plane's  cargo,  are  lighter 
than  those  manufactured  from  any  other  metal.  We  cannot 
afford  to  ignore  technological  advances.  To  do  so  might 
lead  to  some  form  of  disaster. 

At  present,  in  this  country,  magnesium  is  used  for  light 
metal,  alloy  products,  and  in  the  chemical  and  electric  in- 
dustries, with  the  greater  use  going  into  castings  for  miscel- 
laneous airplane  and  automobile  parts.  Substitution  of 
magnesium  for  other  materials  in  the  airplane  is  rapidly 
increasing,  but  has  not  progressed  to  the  proportions  found 
in  Germany. 

Prom  1935  to  1938  the  United  States  annual  consumption 
of  magnesium  was  a  little  imder  5,000.000  poimds.  There 
was  a  great  Increase  in  consumption  during  1939.  This 
year  the  consumption  has  increased  at  a  still  greater  rate, 
and  will  probably  reach  12.000,000  pounds.  The  production 
capacity,  with  the  completion  of  the  Preeport,  Tex.,  plant 
will  about  equal  this  year's  consiunption.  All  of  our  mag- 
nesium is  now  produced  from  brines,  which  makes  a  lower 
grade  of  metal  compared  with  the  new  magnesite  ore.  It 
is  the  contained  impurities  which  lower  the  resistance  to 
corrosion.  The  objections  urged  against  magnesium  are 
against  the  brine  metal  which  in  the  trade  is  known  as  Dow 
metal.  There  has  been  no  conunercial  evaluation  of  mag- 
nesite magnesiimi,  which  is  a  very  superior  metal. 

VNTTED   STATES   OWNS   LAHGE   BLOCKS  OF   NOSTHWXST   POWES 

Punds  have  been  appropriated  for  six  Bonneville  units 
totaling  300.000  kilowatts:  86.000  kilowatts  of  this  has  been 
completed  and  220.000  kilowatts  Is  in  process  of  construc- 
tion. Grand  Coulee  likewise  has  315.000  kilowatts  authorized 
and  in  process  of  construction.  This  total  of  615,000  kilo- 
watts capacity  will  be  available  before  the  T.  V.  A.  plants 
can  be  completed.  Bonneville  can  install  218,000  kilowatts 
and  Coulee  1.500,000  kilowatts  additional,  when  needed  for 
aroimd  one-fifth  of  the  cost  of  similar  construction  in  the 
T.  V.  A.  area.  The  dams  are  or  shortly  will  be  completed, 
and  the  foundations  will  be  in  place  for  the  additional  ca- 
pacity. The  testimony  before  the  Senate  and  House  com- 
mittee shows  that  no  private  power  ssrstem  in  America  can 
furnish  the  200.000  to  300.000  kilowatts  immediately  re- 
quired. We  were  further  told  that  aluminum  to  supply  the 
existing  Pacific  coast  airplane  plants,  over  the  Bonneville 
aluminum  capacity,  must  be  shipped  from  the  East.  Each 
pound  of  aluminum  produced  at  Vancouver  has  to  be  re- 
shipped  in  some  form  across  the  continent  three  times. 
There  are  no  aluminum  fabricating  plants  in  the  West. 

NECKSSTTr  rOS   MACNESIXTM 

It  would  seem,  because  of  the  speed  element  in  the  defense 
program,  that  full  consideration  has  not  been  given  to  some 
advanced  vital  technological  and  economic  components  of  this 
program. 

Germany  has  developed  a  secret  process  for  producing  mag- 
nesium metal  from  calcined  magnesite  by  electro-thermic 
smelting  and  distillation.    A  commercially  feasible  process 


which  is  thought  to  be  the  same  as  the  German  process  has 
been  developed  at  Washington  State  College.  Vast,  unlim- 
ited deposits  of  magnesite  exist  in  northeastern  Washington, 
and  the  Pacific  Northwest  is  endowed  with  the  largest  devel- 
oped supply  of  low-cost  power  in  America. 

Magnesium  alloys  are  materially  lighter  than  any  other 
structural  material.  Pound  for  pound,  magnesium  alloys 
have  considerably  greater  strength  than  steel.  These  and 
other  characteristics  show  that  the  possibilities  of  this  metal 
must  be  given  full  consideration  in  any  airplane-production 
program.  Magnesium  is  now  assured  a  permanent  position 
in  the  schedule  of  light  metals. 

Dow  metal  now  sells  for  28  to  30  cents  per  poimd,  aluminum 
for  20  cents,  and  it  has  been  estimated  by  competent  authori- 
ties that  electro-thermic  magnesium  can  be  produced  from 
Northwestern  magnesite  and  power  for  around  10  cents  per 
pound.  These  technological  and  economic  considerations 
cannot  be  ignored.  Germany  and  other  air-minded  nations 
are  making  great  strides  in  the  production  and  utilization 
of  metallic  magnesium.  If  this  coimtry  wishes  to  preserve  its 
place  in  this  technological  advance,  it  must  teike  Immediate 
steps  to  produce  and  utilize  this  metal. 

Magnesium  is  30  percent  lighter  than  altuninum;  it  can  be 
fabricated  with  greater  ease  and  has  greater  strength. 

Bauxite  ore,  the  base  for  aluminum,  is  listed  amongst  the 
critical  materials.  Our  consumption  of  bauxite  is  largely 
imported  from  Dutch  Guiana.  Consider  what  can  happen 
to  this  supply  under  existing  world  conditions.  Although 
we  have  a  fair  reserve  in  Arkansas,  and  a  small  reserve  in 
Tennessee,  I  think  you  will  find  that  the  planes  in  this 
program  will  be  made  from  imported  materials. 

The  employment  component  of  this  problem  has  been 
completely  Ignored  In  the  House  presentation.  Has  anyone 
told  us  in  this  testimony  that  our  importations  of  strategic 
and  critical  minerals  represent  a  pay-roll  displacement  in 
excess  of  the  total  direct  mining  employment  existing  in  the 
United  States  today?  This  set-up  smacks  of  an  aluminum 
monopoly.  Congress  is  asked  to  preserve  such  a  monopoly, 
while  at  the  same  time  the  Department  of  Justice  is  trying 
to  break  up  such  an  unsound  situation. 

MACNESIXTM MZTAL    OF    FUTUSX 

I  repeat,  this  is  the  metal  of  the  future.  Its  low-cost 
production  will  give  mankind  numerous  fields  of  activities, 
now  denied  to  him.  It  is  a  metal  which  weighs  only  two- 
thirds  that  of  aluminum  and  one-quarter  that  of  steel. 
Weight  for  weight  alloys  of  magnesium  are  over  5  times  as 
strong  and  stiff  as  steel.  No  other  metal  has  the  strength 
and  light  weight  of  magnesium.  The  production  of  magne- 
sium metal  in  the  United  States  Is  so  small  as  to  create  an 
absurdity.  The  small  production  in  the  United  States  results 
from  the  present  production  from  Inadequate  local  supplies — 
principally  as  a  byproduct  of  brine  solutions  used  for  other 
purposes. 

The  largest  supply  of  low-cost  magnesium  ores  in  the 
country  occurs  in  the  Pacific  Northwest.  Because  of  shortage 
of  aluminum  ores,  Germany  has  developed  a  highly  secret 
electrothermlc  process  for  reducing  low-grade  magnesium 
ores.  A  new  process  has  been  developed  jointly  by  Washington 
State  College  and  the  Bureau  of  Mines  which  is  thought  to 
be  similar  to  the  secret  German  process.  Tliis  process  utilizes 
electric  power. 

The  combined  location  of  ores  and  cheap  power  in  the 
Pacific  Northwest  Justifies  the  development  of  the  "wonder 
metal." 

In  1915  magnesium  metal  sold  for  $5  a  pound.  Brine  mag- 
nesium metal  now  sells  for  28  to  30  cents  per  pound.  Ninety- 
nine  and  ninty-eight  one  hundredths  percent  pure  magnesium 
can  be  produced  from  magnesite  ores  with  Bormeville  and 
Grand  Coulee  power  for  10  cents  per  pound.  Heavier  alumi- 
num sells  for  19  to  20  cents  per  pound. 

Germany  before  the  war  was  producing  over  40,000  tons  of 
this  metal  aimuaily.  and  is  replacing  steel  with  this  lighter- 
weight  metaL 


XNCBKA8ED  DBS  FOB  MACmBBimC 

The  airplane  use  of  magnesium  in  the  United  States  Is  very 
small  in  comparison  with  the  use  of  aluminum.  The  reason 
has  been  the  production  of  brine  metal,  its  attendant  cor- 
rosion, and  monopoly  conditions.  These  handicaps  can  be 
overcome  by  the  production  of  this  metal  from  northwestern 
magnesite  deposits.  It  will  only  be  a  short  time  before  we 
will  have  to  meet  the  competition  of  this  superior  foreign 
produced  metal,  and  then  the  magnesimn  production  will 
have  to  be  suddenly  increased. 

It  would  seem  that  the  defense  committee  Is  relying  on 
production  from  sea  water  to  meet  such  a  demand,  when  the 
production  capacity  limit  Is  defined  by  the  available  supply 
of  power.  The  sea-water  plant  under  construction  In  Texas 
is  removed  from  large  power  sources. 

W«ST    COA8T    AIKPLANK    PKOmjCTIOTf    CAPACTTT 

The  New  York  Times  on  Sunday,  July  23,  1940,  section  10. 
ran  an  article  on  the  Southern  California  aircraft  produc- 
tion capacity,  which  brought  out  that  this  capacity  could  be 
increased  to  1,560  planes  per  month.  This  estimate  does  not 
include  the  aircraft  production  of  the  Boeing  Co.  of  Seattle. 
For  the  purpose  of  analysis  it  can  be  assumed,  on  the  basis 
of  this  information,  that  the  west  coast  capacity  can  be 
easily  Increased  in  a  short  time  to  1,500  to  1.800  planes  per 
month. 

According  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  William  S.  Knudsen,  of 
the  National  Defense  Advisory  Committee,  as  shown  on  page 
5  of  the  House  hearings,  an  average  of  5  tons  of  aluminum 
and  the  alloys  will  be  used  per  plane. 

It  follows  then  that  the  west  coast  aluminum  requirements 
can  amount  to  90,000  to  108,000  tons  per  year,  or  180.000.000 
to  216,000.000  pounds,  under  a  wise  program. 

The  yearly  capacity  of  the  new  Aluminum  Co.'s  plant 
at  Vancouver,  Wash.,  will  be  30,000  tons  per  year,  or  about 
one-third  of  these  west  coast  requirements. 

The  Aluminum  Co.  can  only  produce  pig  aluminum  at 
Vancouver  and  some  castings  at  their  Los  Angeles  plant. 
All  sheets  and  shapes  must  be  brought  from  eastern  rolling 
mills  and  extiiision  plants.  If  we  are  to  bring  our  airplane- 
production  capacity  up  to  the  stated  ainount  and  depend 
only  on  aluminum,  it  seems  highly  desirable  to  provide  not 
only  additional  western  pig-aluminum  capacity,  but  also 
Immediate  western  facilities  for  rolling  and  extrusion. 

My  good  friend  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  MuhdockI 
has  called  attention  to  30  million  tons  of  alunite  in  Utah. 
He  is  absolutely  correct  in  his  statements.  Large  deposits 
of  alunite  are  to  be  found  also  in  the  State  of  Washington. 
The  successful  production  of  aluminum  from  alunite  has 
been  experimentally  demonstrated.  I  am  informed  that  thu 
Investigation  has  proceeded  through  the  pilot  plant  stage, 
and  that  approximately  $1,000,000  has  been  spent  by  reliable 
private  interests  on  these  experiments.  The  results  have 
been  entirely  satisfactory.  In  the  pilot  plant,  alumina  has 
been  produced  from  alunite  with  a  substantial  potash  re- 
covery. The  alumina  was  shipped  to  the  East  for  demon- 
stration and  a  satisfactory  aluminum  pig  was  produced  by 
standard  electrolytic  methods.  Alunite  contains  about  37 
percent  alumiiut  while  bauxite  ore  contains  about  53  percent. 
The  potash  recovery  and  the  difference  in  process  is  claimed 
to  produce  aluminum  that  can  compete  successfully  with 
the  product  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  I  tmderstand  that 
reliable  interests  are  willing  to  build  a  plant  and  contract  for 
Bonneville  power. 

All  that  is  needed  to  start  this  program  is  some  assurance 
that  they  will  be  recognized.  TTiere  is  no  evidence  that 
alunite  production  has  been  given  requisite  consideration  by 
the  Defense  Commission.  The  defense  and  economic  results 
obtainable  from  this  new  aJunite  process  are  highly  im- 
portant, as  it  will  compete  with  the  present  aluminum 
monopoly,  and  will  provide  new  sources  of  aluminum  from 
domestic  sources. 
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I  hope  that  the  Defense  Council  will  be  farsighted  enough 
to  ask  for  an  appropriation  to  cover  a  full  investigation  of 
magnesium  from  northwestern  magnesite,  aluminum  from 
western  alunite.  northwestern  manganese,  western  chromiimi. 
and  other  western  strategic  and  critical  metals,  as  it  is  ap- 
parent that  extensive  consideration  has  not  been  given  these 
sources, 

THE   DZTTttSI    MAP 

The  New  York  Times  of  Sunday.  May  5,  1940.  published  a 
defense  map  of  the  United  States  as  seen  by  the  defense 
experts.  This  map  is  only  line  thickness  west  of  the  Missis- 
sippi and  south  of  the  T.  V.  A.  and  takes  in  only  13  percent 
of  the  land  area  of  the  United  States.  This  map  tells  the 
story  in  few  words  how  our  experts  have  ignored  87  percent 
of  the  land  area  of  our  country  in  the  defense-material  plans. 
Do  the  defense  experts  realize  that  we  must  defend  this  large 
area  as  well  as  the  important  naval  and  military  outposts  still 
farther  to  the  West? 

-Our  Western  States  give  the  Nation  a  number  of  raw  mate- 
rials, without  which  the  war  industries  of  the  Nation  would 
be  stopped.  Still  other  resources  are  allowed  to  remain 
dormant  because  of  monopoly  conditions.  Nowhere  in  the 
current  plans  of  the  Defense  Council,  or  in  the  industrial 
mobilization  plans  of  the  Army  or  the  Navy  is  there  any  ex- 
pressed indication  of  the  need  for  placing  in  the  largest  part 
of  our  land  area  a  diversified  group  of  war  industries.  This 
short-sighted  policy  is  denjang  to  87  percent  of  our  country 
the  right  to  contribute  to  the  defense  of  the  Nation,  to  its 
own  defense,  and  the  defense  of  its  outposts. 

It  appears  also  that  the  requirement  of  industrial  reserves 
has  been  passed  over.  What  are  we  to  do  in  case  of  de- 
struction in  the  concentrated  industrial  areas,  the  bottle 
necks  created  by  concentration,  or  transportation  tie-ups 
affecting  these  congested  industrial  areas?  I  do  not  profess 
to  t)e  an  expert  but  I  can  see  that  many  vital  considerations 
have  been  left  out  of  this  presentation. 

Behind  it  all  looms  the  profits  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  and 
certain  allied  interests.  The  desire  for  industrial  profits 
largely  contributed  to  the  downfall  of  France.  Are  our  ex- 
perts going  to  lead  us  into  a  similar  situation?  I  sisk  this 
question,  not  out  of  any  regional  interest,  partisanship,  or 
politics.  Regional  interest,  of  course,  prompted  me  to  in- 
vestigate, but  the  disclosures  resulting  from  my  investigation 
are  disturbing.  The  experts  need  to  tell  us  whether  they  are 
providing  sufBciency  to  the  remaining  87  percent  of  our 
country,  and  whether  they  are  making  the  fullest  econom- 
ical use  of  the  resources  of  all  the  country.  The  hearings 
and  this  debate  leaves  many  vital  points  unanswered. 

SOME  JOKERS 

The  Dunn  testimony  as  to  the  relative  merits  of  steam 
versus  hydro  is  purely  academic.  Nowhere  in  the  testimony 
or  the  debate  is  the  essential  cost  consideration  disclosed. 
The  essential  point,  due  to  the  large  kilowatt-hour  require- 
ment of  aluminum  production  is  the  electric  cost  per  kilo- 
watt-hour. The  position  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  has  been  that 
It  is  necessary  to  secure  large  blocks  of  power  for  less  than  3 
mills  per  kilowatt-hour  to  make  aluminum  production 
feasible. 

The  T.  V.  A.  under  existing  contracts  sells  primary  power 
to  Alcoa  for  2.78  mills  per  kilowatt-hour  and  hydro  secondary 
power  available  for  75  percent  of  the  time  for  2  mills. 

The  proposed  Watts  Bar  steam  plant  will,  under  cheap-coal 
conditions  and  the  load  factor  given  in  the  testimony,  pro- 
duce 5-mill  current.  This  is  too  costly  for  commercial  alumi- 
num production.  The  Cherokee  Dam  alone  will,  without 
allocation,  produce  about  3.5-  to  3.8-mill  current  and  with 
allocation  2  mills  per  kilowatt-hour.  The  lower  river  plants. 
Included  in  the  proposal  will  produce  very  low-cost  power 
after  the  Cherokee  Dam  is  built. 

Similar  prime  power  can  be  purchased  under  the  "at  site" 
filed  Bonneville  rates  for  1.75  mills  per  kilowatt-hour  and 
under  the  transmitted  rate  for  a  trifle  over  2  mills  per  kilo- 
watt-hour. Grand  Coulee  power  can  be  sold  as  low  or  lower 
than  Bonneville  power.  The  testimony  shows  that  it  takes 
about  12  kilowatt-hcurs  per  pound  of  aluminum.    Therefore 


1  mill  difference  in  the  cost  of  current  adds  1.2  cents  per 
pound  of  metal.  This  means  that  the  steam  power  aluminum 
will  cost  over  3  cents  per  pound  more  than  metal  produced 
with  Bonneville-Coulee  power. 

The  actual  cost  figures  to  the  Aluminvun  Co.  will  depend 
on  the  type  of  contract  T.  V.  A.  and  the  Defense  Council 
negotiates  with  the  Aluminum  Co.  Congress  has  been  given 
no  information  on  this. 

The  bill  language  set  out  in  the  House  hearings  and  that 
finally  submitted  differ.  At  the  last  minute  the  proviso  that 
the  extent  and  location  of  the  transmission  lines  provided  in 
the  bill  shall  receive  the  approval  of  the  Defense  Committee 
was  added.  Is  not  this  virtually  giving  the  admitted  former 
agent  of  the  private  jwwer  companies  authority  denied  by 
the  organic  T.  V.  A.  Act?  I  do  not  question  the  motives  of 
any  member  of  the  Defense  Committee,  but  when  the  public 
interest  is  involved,  safeguards  should  be  placed  against  the 
possibility  of  private  power-company  influence  being  injected 
into  such  a  vital  component  of  the  problem. 

The  inference  that  60.000  kilowatts  was  allocated  to  Bonne- 
ville is  incorrect.  The  60,000  kilowatts  referred  to  is  covered 
in  contracts  executed  last  December  and  early  spring  by  the 
Aluminum  Co.  These  contracts  were  negotiated  before  the 
pending  matter  was  initiated. 

CONCLUSION    ' 

These  facts,  as  stated  in  the  hearings,  and  the  pending  re- 
quests are  inconsistent  and  it  is  evident  that:  (1)  Additional 
pig  and  fabricating  aluminum  capacity  should  be  installed 
in  the  Pacific  Northwest;  (2)  defense  industrial  activities 
should  be  decentralized;  (3)  defense  funds  should  be  imme- 
diately allotted  to  demonstrate  the  advantages  of  magne- 
sium production  to  private  industry  and  thus  afford  private 
industry  an  opportunity  to  mine,  process,  and  fabricate  this 
advanced  metal;  (4)  if  private  industry  will  not  undertake, 
after  demonstration,  magnesium  production,  then  Congress 
should  initiate  steps  to  construct  a  federally  owned  magne- 
sium plant. 

The  identical  situation  also  exists  as  to  alunite,  manganese, 
and  chromium  production.  Extensive  deposits  of  these 
metals  will  he  found  adjacent  to  low-cost  power  in  Wash- 
ington, Oregon,  and  Utah.  These  and  other  Pacific  North- 
west materials  are  vital  to  any  effective  defense  program.  It 
is  suggested  that  the  same  procedure  should  be  followed  as 
to  these  other  metals  which  has  been  outlined  for  magnesium. 

The  President,  in  his  July  10  qaessage  to  Congress,  stated, 
"If  the  United  States  is  to  have  any  defense,  it  must  have  total 
defense."  The  only  purpose  of  these  remarks  is  to  construc- 
tively stress  some  vital  points  in  any  program  of  total  defense. 

[Applause.! 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  CaseI. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  to  me 
a  little  unfortunate  that  one  of  the  most  important  factors 
that  should  have  been  considered  in  the  discussion  of  this 
subject  has  received  so  little  attention.  It  was  mentioned  by 
the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  I  Mr.  Terry].  It  has  just  been 
recently  developed  by  the  gentleman  from  Utah  [Mr.  Mxj«- 
DOCK]  and  the  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Lkavy]. 
That  neglected  factor  is  the  source  of  the  material  from 
which  we  are  to  make  the  aluminum. 

Those  of  us  who  come  from  the  West  know  that  there  are 
important  deposits  of  alunite,  which  the  gentleman  from 
Utah  mentions.  There  is  also  leuclte,  an  almninum-bearing 
ore.  in  Wyoming.  In  my  own  State  of  South  Dakota  there 
are  inexhaustible  beds  of  Pierre  shales  or  clays  from  300  to 
1,200  feet  in  thickness — in  a  few  places  they  reach  a  maxi- 
mimi  thickness  of  2.000  feet — that  carry  from  15  to  30  per- 
cent aluminum  oxide.  This  Pierre  shale  forms  the  surface 
soil  of  more  than  a  third  of  the  State;  it  is  only  lightly 
covered  in  another  third. 

The  beds  are  exposed  for  250  miles  on  the  very  banks  of 
the  Missouri  River,  where  the  material  could  be  floated  down- 
stream, if  it  were  desired.  Power  could  be  developed  at  one 
of  a  half  dozen  sites  on  the  river  or  could  be  developed  from 


coal,  because  a  circle  with  a  radius  of  400  miles  from  Rapid 
City  contains  one-fourth  of  all  the  known  coal  deposits  of 
the  world.  And  as  concretions  in  these  Pierre  shales  on  the 
same  river  is  found  the  largest  known  deposit  of  metallic 
manganese  in  the  United  States — 102,000.000  tons  of  metallic 
manganese  in  nine  townships. 

In  a  comprehensive  consideration  of  this  problem  from  a 
national-defense  standpoint  some  consideration  should  cer- 
tainly be  given  to  the  location  of  the  material  from  which 
you  arc  going  to  make  the  aluminum  and  its  relation  to  trans- 
portation, freedom  from  attack,  nearness  to  other  strategic 
minerals  and  coal  as  well  as  to  power. 

I  was  talking  last  week  with  a  professor  in  the  school  of 
mines  in  my  State  and  he  said  to  me  "Where  are  you  going 
to  get  your  cryolite  for  the  bath  solution  if  you  are  going  to 
produce  all  this  aluminum  by  electrolysis?"  I  said.  "I  do 
not  know."  He  said,  "My  understanding  is  that  the  cryolite 
comes  from  Greenland.  Will  you  not  have  a  bottleneck  in 
the  production  of  your  aluminum  if  imports  from  outside  are 
cut  off  and  you  depend  upon  Greenland  for  getting  your 
cryolite?"    I  confessed  to  him  that  I  did  not  know. 

When  I  said  a  little  earlier  this  afternoon  that  I  thought 
this  debate  had  some  aspects  of  a  "blitzkrieg"  it  was  because 
practically  all  we  have  heard  has  been  talk  about  power,  and 
there  has  been  very,  very  little  discussion  of  the  source  of 
the  aluminum  or  other  factors  entering  into  its  most  feasible 
production.  Someone  did  say  that  if  it  was  produced  in. the 
West  it  would  take  so  many  freight  cars  to  take  the  ore  to 
the  plants.  Gentlemen,  the  raw  material  is  there  and  no 
evidence  has  been  presented  to  show  that  any  adequate  supply 
of  bauxite  exists  in  the  Tennessee  Valley.  Certainly  it  is 
easier  to  find  freight  cars  for  the  finished  product  than  to 
find  cars  and  ships  for  imported  bauxite. 

This  bill  will  pass,  of  course,  because  it  comes  up  here 
ticketed  as  part  of  the  defense  program.  We  are  told  that 
if  the  bill  is  delayed  a  day.  or  at  most  a  week,  that  we  may 
miss  the  floodwaters  in  the  spring  of  1942.  Tliat  is  typical 
of  the  stampKjde  tactics  which  some  day  will  be  ridiculed  as 
people  in  more  sober  moments  pass  on  what  we  do  today. 
Everyone  must  know  that  if  we  were  to  consider  the  pro- 
posed legislation  from  a  sound  and  logical  standpoint  we 
would  not  stop  at  power,  we  would  go  into  other  angles  of 
the  question.  There  is  no  one  here  who  is  quarrelling  with 
the  idea  of  national  defense.  In  fact,  In  all  seriousness, 
these  other  things  are  fundamental  considerations  for  na- 
tional defense,  not  merely  power  but  raw  materials,  trans- 
portation, freedom  from  attack,  and  so  forth.  If  we  were 
to  give  the  full  consideration  that  should  be  given  to  this 
question  we  would  go  into  those  angles  of  it,  too.  With  one 
of  the  recent  speakers  I  join  in  the  hope  that  the  members 
of  the  Council  of  National  Defense  will  raise  their  sights 
and  look  at  the  entire  United  States  in  approaching  these 
problems.     (Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

•Hie  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
frcm  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  McCormackI. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  very  much  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  I  Mr.  McLean] 
make  the  statement  that  this  joint  resolution  contains  noth- 
ing but  a  supplementary  appropriation  for  the  T.  V.  A.  of 
1941.  The  head  of  the  Advisory  Commission  is  one  of  the 
outstanding  businessmen  of  the  country,  a  man  who  has  made 
his  mark,  a  man  who.  I  am  informed,  has  never  voted  for 
President  Roosevelt. 

Mr.  McLEAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  I  have  men- 
tioned the  gentleman's  name,  I  yield. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  When  the  gentleman  reads  this  language  in 
the  resolution — 

Provided.  Thiat  the  foregoing  appropriation  shall  be  In  addition 
to  and  shall  be  covered  Into  and  accounted  for  as  a  part  of  the 
"Tennessee  Valley  Authority  fund,  1941."  as  established  by  the 
Independent  Offices  Appropriation  Act.  1941 — 

Does  he  not  believe  it? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.    The  gentleman  gets  very  alarmed  and 

excited  wben  reference  is  made 
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Mr.  McLEAN.  I  am  asking  the  gentleman  a  question  and 
I  should  like  an  answer. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  If  the  gentleman  will  be  seated.  I  will 
answer  his  question.  The  gentleman  made  the  charge,  in- 
ferentially,  at  least,  if  not  directly,  when  he  said  that  this  is 
nothing  but  a  supplementary  appropriation  for  the  T.  V.  A. 
of  1941,  that  this  appropriation  is  not  connected  with  national 
defense.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  has  called  into  service  one  of  the  outstanding 
businessmen  of  the  country,  a  man  who.  I  understand  and  am 
informed,  has  never  voted  for  the  President,  so  politics  is  not 
involved;  a  man  whom  we  all  re.spect  as  a  good  American  and 
a  contributor  to  American  progress,  Mr.  Knudsen,  who  is 
president  of  General  Motors  and  one  of  the  outstanding 
businessmen  and  financiers  of  the  country.  This  gentleman 
appeared  l)efore  the  committee  with  his  associates  and  has 
advised  the  members  of  the  committee  that  this  is  necessary 
in  the  interest  of  the  national  defense  of  the  country;  yet  we 
see  those  on  the  Republican  side,  as  usual,  speaking  one  way 
on  national  defense  and  voting  another  way. 

I  hope  my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  In  charge 
of  the  bill,  will  ask  for  a  roll  call  on  this  question  so  that 
the  country  may  know  whether  this  is  another  spectacle  of 
the  Republican  Members  of  the  House  speaking  their  love 
of  national  defense,  speaking  as  they  did  for  the  workers 
who  are  unemployed  on  W.  P.  A.  and  voting  against  national 
defense  and  voting  against  W.  P.  A.  appropriations.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

The  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Leland  M.  Ford! 
talked  about  socialism.  Is  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation  Act  socialism?  If  so,  it  protects  the  deposits 
of  about  20,000,000  depositors  in  this  country.  Is  the  Home 
Owners'  Loan  Corporation  socialism?  If  so.  it  hsis  protected 
the  homes  of  2,000.000  people  in  this  country. 

Is  the  relief  that  the  Democratic  Party  has  given  to  the 
fanner  of  the  country  socialism?  If  so,  I  wonder  what  the 
farmer  of  the  country  thinks  of  such  specious  and  incorrect 
argument,  coming  from  a  prominent  member  of  the  Repub- 
lican Party.  The  gentleman  from  California  charges  that 
this  and  other  activities  in  the  interest  of  the  average  person 
constitute  socialism.  That  is  the  type  of  legislation  that  the 
Republican  Party  charges  is  socialism,  legislation  that  is 
consistent  with  the  best  interests  of  our  country. 

I  remember  years  ago,  in  Massachusetts,  as  a  young  man, 
when  the  effort  was  made  to  enact  into  law  the  Workmen's 
Compensation  Act,  the  charge  made  against  that  beneficial 
and  progressive  legislation  was  that  It  was  socialism.  I  re- 
member the  8-hour  law  for  women  and  children,  when  that 
legislation  was  enacted  years  ago  in  Massachusetts,  and  its 
opponents  charged  that  It  was  socialism.  I  remember  the 
minimum -wage  law  for  women  and  children  employed  In 
industry,  and  the  opposition  to  the  enactment  of  such  legis- 
lation in  Massachusetts  was  that  it  was  socialism.  We  hear 
the  same  cry  today  against  progressive  legislation,  consistent 
with  the  best  interests  of  the  people  that  was  made  years  ago 
against  progressive  legislation  of  the  past  decades.  Yes;  I 
can  even  go  back  In  history  to  the  days  when  the  fight  was 
made  to  establish  the  public-school  system  in  the  various 
States  of  the  Union  and  the  cry  made  then  was  that  It  was 
socialism,  that  public  education  was  not  the  function  of  the 
State,  but  was  a  matter  of  private  concern.  Yes;  I  remember 
reading  the  early  history  of  Massachusetts  when  the  effort 
was  made  to  have  public  roads,  to  be  used  by  the  public,  built 
and  maintained  by  the  public,  the  cry  was  that  it  was  social- 
ism, that  it  was  not  the  duty  of  the  State,  city,  or  town,  or 
county,  to  build  and  maintain  public  roads  for  the  use  of  the 
general  public.  I  Applause.] 
(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  MoserI. 

Mr.  MOSER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the 
time  of  my  colleagues,  but  as  late  as  4  o'clock  this  afternoon 
I  talked  with  both  Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stettinius.  Up  to 
that  time  I  was  not  sold  on  the  conclusion  whether  I  would 
support  this  resolution;  but  let  me  say  for  the  Information 
of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bensce]  that  Mr.  Knudsen 
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assured  me  that  it  does  require  five  tons  of  aluminum  to 
construct  one  airplane,  and.  needing  material  and  supplies, 
asked  me  to  talk  to  Mr.  Stettinlus,  whose  task  it  is  to  find 
it.  and  who.  in  accordance  with  the  thought  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  as  indicated  in  his  amendment,  told  me 
he  hoped  that  he  was  not  being  deluded  in  believing  this 
entire  appropriation  would  be  expended  for  the  one  purpose 
of  national  defense,  but  that  If  be  was  sold  on  the  wrong  idea 
he  would  be  willing  to  admit  it.  I  therefore  state  to  the 
Committee  that  I  will  support  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  McLbam],  and  I  will 
support  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
WoooRUM].  I  yield  back  the  remainder  of  my  time. 
^  (Here  the  gavel  felL] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  LMr.  McLean]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  McLcAN)  there  were — ayes  94,  noes  126. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Committee  automatically  rises 
imder  the  rule. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resiuned  the  chair,  Mr.  Hakt,  Chairman  of  the  Conmaittee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported  that, 
the  Committee  having  had  under  consideration  the  joint 
resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  583)  making  an  additi(Mial  appropria- 
tion for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal  year 
1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national  defense, 
pursuant  to  House  Resolution  544,  he  reported  the  same  back 
to  the  House  with  an  amendment  adopted  in  the  Conmiittee. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the  previous  question  is 
ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
and  was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  DIRKSEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  motion  to  recom- 
mit, which  is  on  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  opposed  to  the  Joint 
resolution? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  am  in  its  present  form. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  any  gentleman  who  is  entirely 
opposed  to  the  resolution  seeking  recognition;  if  not,  the 
Clerk  will  report  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

ICr.  Ddksen  moves  to  recommit  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  with  Instructions  to  report  the  same  back  forthwith 
with  the  foUowlng  amendments: 

On  page  I,  line  8.  strike  out  the  last  two  words  and  all  of  line  9 
and  the  first  two  words  In  line  10:  also,  on  page  a.  in  lines  4  and  6, 
strike  out  the  words  "one  hundred  and  twenty"  and  Insert  the 
words  "two  hundred  and  forty." 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  pre- 
vious question  on  the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion 
to  recommit. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken:  and  there  were — yeas  125,  nays 
229.  not  voting  77,  as  follows: 

IRoll  No.  171 1 
YEAS— 125 


Alexander 

AUen.  m. 

Anderaen.  H.  Carl 

Anderson.  Calif. 

ABdreaen.  A.  H. 

Andrews 

Arends 

Austin 

Bates.  Mass. 

Bender 

Blackney 

BoUes 

Bolton 

Brown.  Ohk> 

Carlson 

C»rt«r 

Case.  S.  Dak. 


Chlperlleld 

Church 

Clason 

Clevenger 

Cluett 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Corbett 

Crawford 

Crowther 

Cxilkln 

Dlrksen 

Dltter 

DondSfX} 

Douglas 

Dworshak 

Eaton 

Bston 


Engel 


Hawks 


Pish 

Ford.  Leland  U. 

OllTord 

Gilchrist 

OilUe 

Graham 

Grant.  Ind. 

Oroas 

Guyer. 

Gwynne 

Halleck 

Baneock 


Barter.  N.  Y. 
BarUey 


Hoffman 

Holmes 

Hope 

Horton 

Jarrett 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson,  ni. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Keefe 

Kllburn 

KlnsBT 


Knutson 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

Land  Is 

LeCompte     ' 

Lewis.  Ohio 

licDoweU 

McGregor 

McLean 

Maas 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Mll!er 

Monklewlca 

Miirray 


Alien.  La. 

Anderson,  Mo. 

Angell 

Arnold 

Ball 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Barnes 

Beam 

Beck  worth 

Bell 

Bland 

Boehne 

Boland 

Boren 

Brewster 

Brooks 

Brown,  Ga. 

Bryson 

Buck 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Biil  winkle 

Burch 

Burdlck 

Burgln 

Byrne.  N.  Y. 

Byms.  Tenn. 

Byron 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Cartwrtght 

Casey.  Mass. 

Claypool 

Cochran 

Coffee  Nebr. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Cole.  Md. 

Collins 

Colmer 

Connery 

Oooley 

Cooper 

Costello 

Cox  I 

Cravens 

Croaaer 

Crowe 

D'Alesandro 

Darden.  Va. 

Davis 

Dempeey 

Dicks  teln 

Dlngell 

Dtsney 

Doxey 

D\incan 

Dunn 

Durham 

Eberharter 


Allen.  Pa. 

Barry 

Barton.  N.  Y. 

Bates.  Ky. 

Bloom 

Boykln 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Biickley.  N  T. 

CaldweU 

Camp 

Cellar 

Chapman 

Clark 

Courtney 

Creal 

Cullen 

Cummlngs 

Curtis 

Darrow 


Pittenger 
Plumley 
Powers 
Reed,  ni. 
Reed.  NY. 
Rees.  Kans. 
Rich 

Robslon,  Ky. 
Rockefeller 
Rodgers.  Pa. 
Rogers,  Mass. 
Routzohn 
Rutherford 
Sandager 
Schafer.  Wis. 


Schifller 

Seccombe 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Short 

Simpson 

Smith,  Ohio 

Springer 

Svimner,  m. 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Thill 

Thorkelson 

Tlbbott 

Tlnkham 


Tread  way 

Van  Zandt 
Vorys,  Ohio 
Wheat 

Wlgglesworth 
Williams,  Del. 
Winter 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden.  Pa. 
Wolverton.  N.  J. 
Woodruff.  Mich. 
Youngdahl 
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Edelsteln 

Edmiston 

Elliott 

Ellis 

Engiebrlght 

Fkddls 

Fky 

Fltzpa  trick 

Flaherty 

K.annagao 

Flannery 

Ford,  Miss. 

Ford,  Thomas  P. 

Fullmer 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Gathlngs 

Gavagan 

Gehrmann 

Gerlach 

Oeyer,  Calif. 

Glbbs 

Gore 

Gossett 

Grant,  Ala. 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Hare 

Hart 

Harter.  Ohio 

Havenner 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennlngs 

Hill 

Hlnshaw 

Hobbs 

Houston 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jarman 

Jennings 

Job  nson  Xuther  A . 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Johnson,  W.  Va. 

Jones.  Tex. 

Kee 

KefauTer 

KeUer 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy,  Michael 

Keogh 

Kerr 

Kllday 


Klrwan 

Kltcliens 

Kleberg 

Koclalkowskl 

Kramer 

T.»nh»m 

Lea 

Leavy 

Lemke 

Leslnskl 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McAndrews 

McArdle 

McCormack 

McGehee 

McGranery 

McKeough 

McLaughlin 

McLeod 

McMillan.  Clara 

McMUlan,  John  L. 

Maclejewskt 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Manafleld 

Marcantonlo 

Masslngale 

M«y 

Mlchener 

Mills,  Ark. 

Mills.  La. 

Monroney 

Moser 

Mott 

Mundt 

Murdock,  Aria. 

Murdock,  Utah 

Blyers 

Nelson 

Nichols 

NorreU 

03rlen 

O'Connor 

Oliver 

ONeal 

OToole 

Pace 

Patman 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson,  Pla. 

Peterson,  Ga. 

Pfelfer 

Pierce 

Poage 

Polk 


Babaut 

Ramspeck 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Raybum 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Richards 

Bobartson 

Robinson.  Utah 

Rogers,  Okla. 

Romjue 

eabath 

Sacks 

Sasscer 

Satterfleld 

Schueta 

Schulte 

Schwert 

Scrugham 

Secrest 

Shanley 

Sheppard 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith,  Maine 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith,  Wash. 

Snyder 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

South 

8tames,Ala. 

Steagali 

Stefan 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Sutphtn 

Sweeney 

Tarver 

Tenerowica 

Terry 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Thomason 

Vincent,  Ky. 

Vinson,  Ga. 

Voorhis,  Calif. 

Wallgren 

Walter 

Ward 

Warren 

Weaver 

West 

Whelchel 

Wblttlngton 

WlUlams,  Mo. 

Wood 

Woodrum.  Va. 

ZUnmerman 
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Delaney 

DeRouen 

Dies 

Doughton 

Drewry 

■vans 

Ferguson 

Femandex 

Polger 

Pries 

Gartner 

Gear  hart 

Goodwin 

Green 

Hall,  Bdwln  A. 

Harrington 

Hook 

Jacobsen 

Jeffries 

Jenks,  N.  H. 


Jones.  Ohio 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Larrabee 

Luce 

Magntiaon 

Martin,  ni. 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mason 

Merrlft 

Mitchell 

Mouton 

Norton 

ODay 

OTieary 

Osmers 

Parsons 

Patrick 

Risk 

Ryan 

Scbaefer.  ni. 


Seger 

Shannon 
Sheridan 
Smith,  ni. 
Smith.  W.  Va. 
Sparkman 
Spence 
Steams.  N  H. 
SulUvan 
Taylor 

Thomas.  N.  it 
Tolan 
Vreeland 
Wadsworth 
Welch 

White,  Idaho 
White.  Ohio 


So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  rejected. 
The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 
On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Mason  (for)  with  Mr.  Cullen  (sgainst). 

Mr.  Joofsa  of  Ohio  (Xor)   with  Mr.  Wadswortb  (agalmt). 


Mr.  Darrow  (for)  with  Mr.  Camp  (against). 
Mr.  Gartner  (for)   with  Mr.  Courtney  (against). 
Mr.  Vimite  of  Ohio   (for)    with  Mr.  Dies   (against). 
Mr.  Jeffries  (for)  with  Mr.  Magnuson  (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Barton  of  New  York. 

Mrs.  O'Day  with  Mr.  Seger. 

Mr.  Delaney  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Michlgao. 

Mr.  Doughton  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Folger  with  Mr.  Curtis. 

Mr.  Bates  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr    Harrington  with  Mr.  Luce. 

Mr   Parsons  with  Mr  Martin  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr    Hook  with  Mr.  Cearhart. 

Mr    B'.oom  with  Mr.  Stearns  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Schaefer  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Edwin  A.  HaU. 

Mr.  Creal  with  Mr.  Osmers. 

Mr.  Sparkman  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Sullivan  with  Mr.  Goodwin. 

Mr.  Sheridan  with  Mr   Welch. 

Mr.  O  Leary  with  Mr   Vreeland. 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Fries, 

Mr   Buckley  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Chapman. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr.  Celler. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  now  is  on  the  passage  of 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  W<X)DRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I  de- 
mand the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  there  were — yeas  265,  nays  93, 
answered  "present"  1,  not  voting  72,  as  follows: 


[Roll  No.  172) 
YEAS — 265 


Allen.  La. 

Anderson,  Calif. 

Anderson,  Mo 

Angell 

Arends 

Arnold 

Austin 

Ball 

Barden,  N.  C. 

Barnes 

Barrj- 

Baiton,  N.  Y, 

Beam 

Beck  worth 

Bell 

Blackney 

Bland 

Boehne 

Boland 

Boren 

Brewster 

Brooks 

Brown.  Ga. 

Bnrson 

Buck 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Buckley.  N,  Y. 

Bulwlnkle 

Burch 

Burdlck 

Burgln 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Byriis,  Tenn. 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Carlson 

Cartwrtght 

Casey.  Mass. 

Church 

Claypool 

Cluett 

Cochran 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Coffee  Wash. 

Ccle.  Md. 

Collins 

Colmer 

Connery 

Cooley 

Cooper 

Corbett 

CosteUo 

Cox 

Cravens 

Crosser 

Crowe 

Crowther 

D' Alejandro 

Darden.  Va. 

Davis 

Dempsey 

Dickstein 

XXngeU 


Disney 

Doxey 

Duncan 

Dunn 

Durham 

Eberharter 

Edelsteln 

Edmiston 

Elliott 

Ellis 

Engiebrlght 

Faddl6 

F»y 

Fish 

Fitzpatrick 

F.alierty 

Flannagan 

Flannery 

Ford.  Miss. 

Ford,  Thomas  P. 

Fries 

Fulmer 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Gartner 

Gathlngs 

Oavagan 

Gehrmann 

Gerlach 

Geyer.  Calif. 

Glbbs 

Gilchrist 

Gore 

Goesett 

Grant.  Ala. 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Guyer.  Kans. 

Gwynne 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Hancock 

Hare 

Hart 

Harter,  NY. 

Harter,  Ohio 

Hartley 

Havenner 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennlngs 

Hill 

Hlnshaw 

Hobbs 

Hope 

Houston 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jarman 

Jeffries 

Jennings 

Jensen 


Johnson,  Lyndon 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Jones.  Tex. 

Kee 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

Keller 

Kelly 

Kennedy,  Martin 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Kennedy.  Michael 

Keogh 

Kerr 

KUday 

Klrwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Koclalkowskl 

Kramer 

Kunkel 

TjiTihmm 

Lba 

Leavy 

LeCompte 

Lemke 

Leslnskl 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McAndrews 

McArdie 

McCormack 

McGehee 

McGranery 

McKeough 

McLaughlin 

McLeod 

McMillan,  Clara 

McMillan.  John  L 

Maclejewskl 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Mansfield 

Marcantonlo 

Martin  Iowa 

Masslngale 

May 

Mlchener 

Mills,  Ark. 

MilU.  La. 

Monklewlcz 

Monroney 

Moser 

Mott 

Mundt 

Murdock,  Ariz. 

Murdock,  Utah 

Myers 

Nelson 

Nichols 

Norrell 


Jo)uiK>n,LutherA.  CBrien 


O'Connor 

Oliver 

ONeal 

OToole 

Pace 

Patman 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Peterson.  Ga. 

Pfelfer 

Pierce 

Poage 

Polk 

Powers 

Rabaut 

Ramspeck 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Raybum 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Rees.  Kans. 

Richards 

Robertson 

Robinson.  Utah 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Romjue 

Ryan 

Sabath 

Sacks 

Sasscer 

Satterfleld 

Schuetz 

Schulte 

Schwert 

Scrugham 

Secrest 

Shanley 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith,  Wash, 

Snyder 

Somers.  N.  Y. 

South 

Starnes,  Ala. 

Steagall 

Stefan 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Sutphln 

Sweeney 

Talle 

Tar\'et 

Tenerowica 

Terry 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Thomason 

Vincent.  Ky, 

Vtnfon  Ga. 

Voorhis,  CalU. 


Wallgren 

Weaver 

Williams,  Mo. 

Woodrum.  Va. 

Waiter 

West 

Wolverton,  N.  J. 

Zimmerman 

Ward 

Whelchel 

Wood 

Warren 

Whlttlngton 

NAYS— 03 

Alexander 

Fcnton 

Landts 

Short 

Allen.  HI. 

Ford.  Leland  U. 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Simpson 

Andersen,  H.  <3arl  Glfford 

McDowell 

Smith.  Ohio 

Andreson,  A.  H. 

Gillie 

McGregor 

Springer 

Graham 

McLean 

Sumner.  111. 

Bender 

Grant.  Ind. 

Maas 

Sweet 

BuUva 

Gross 

MarshaU 

Taber 

Bolton 

Halleck 

Miller 

Thill 

Brown.  Ohio 

Harness 

Murray 

Thorkelson 

Case.  S  Dak. 

Hawks 

Pittenger 

Tlbbott 

Cblperfleld 

Hess 

Plumley 

Tlnkham 

Clason 

Hoffman 

Reed.  m. 

Tread  way 

Clevenger 

Holmes 

Reed,  N.  T. 

Van  Zandt 

Cole.  NY. 

Horton 

Rich 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Crawford 

Jarrett 

Robslon.  Ky. 

Wheat 

Culkln 

Jenkins,  Ol^lo 

Rockefeller 

Wlgglesworth 

Dlrksen 

Johns 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Williams,  Del. 

Dltter 

Johnson,  ni. 

Routzohn 

Winter 

Dondero 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Rutherford 

Wolcott 

Douglas 

Jonkman 

Sandager 

Woltenden,  Pa. 

Dworshak 

Kean 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Yoimgdahl 

Eaton 

Klnzer 

Schiffler 

Elston 

Knutson 

Seccombe 

Engel 

Lambertson 

Shafer,  Mich. 

ANSWERED 

■PRESENT"— I 

Kllburn 

- 

NOT  VOTING— 72 

Allen,  Pa, 

Curtis 

Jenks,  N.  H. 

Schaefer.  m. 

Andrews 

Darrow 

Jones,  Ohio 

Seger 

Bates.  Ky. 

Delaney 

Larrabee 

Sheridan 

Bloom 

DeRouen 

Luce 

Smith,  m. 

Boykln 

Dies 

Magnuson 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Bradley,  Mich. 

Doughton 

Martin,  U). 

Sparkman 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Drewry 

Spence 

Byron 

Evans 

Mason 

Steams.  N.  B. 

CaldweU 

Ferguson 

Merrltt 

Sullivan 

Camp 

Fernandez 

Mitchell 

Taylor 

Carter 

Folger 

Mouton 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Celler 

Gearhart 

Norton 

Tolan 

Chapman 

Goodwin 

O'Day 

Vreeland 

Clark 

Green 

OLeary 

Wadsworth 

Courtney 

Hall,  Ed  win  A. 

Osmers 

Welch 

Creal 

Harrington 

Parsons 

White  Idaho 

Cullen 

Hook 

Patrick 

White.  Ohio 

Cummmgs 

Jacobsen 

Risk 

Woodruff,  Mich. 

So  the  House  joint  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  additional  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Cullen  (for)  with  Mr.  Mason  (against). 

Mr.   Wadsworth    (for)    with   Mr.   Jones   of   Ohio    (against). 

Mr.  Courtney   (for)    with  Mr.  Darrow   (against). 

Mr.  Dies   (for)    with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio   (against). 

Mr.  Byron  (for)   with  Mr.  Kllburn  (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Woodruff  of  Idlchlgan. 

Mrs.  O'Day  with  Mr.  Seger. 

Mr.  Delaney  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Doughton  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Folger  with  Mr.  Curtis. 

Mr.  Bates  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Jenks  of  New  HamiMhlrs. 

Mr.  Harrington  with  Mr.  Luce. 

Mr.  Parsons  with  Mr.  Martin  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Hook  with  Mr.  Gearhart.  J 

Mr.  Bloom  with  Mr.  Steams  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Schaefer  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Edwin  A.  HaU. 

Mr.  C*eal  with  Mr.  Osmers. 

Mr.  Sparkman  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Sullivan  with  Mr.  Goodwin. 

Mr.  Sheridan  with  Mr.  Welch. 

Mr.  OT#ary  with  Mr.  Vreeland. 

Mr.  Camp  with  Mr.  Andrews. 

Mr.  Magnuson  with  Mr.  Carter. 

Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Fernandez. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr.  Celler. 

Mr.  Chapman  with  Mr.  Tolan. 

Mr.  Jacobsen  with  Mr.  Smith  of  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Patrick  with  Mr.  Merrltt. 

Mr.  Boykln  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mr.  Larrabee  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Cummlngs  with  Mr.  Mouton. 

Mr.  DeRouen  with  Mrs,  Norton. 

Mr.  Martin  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  White  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  Ferguson  with  Mr.  Evans. 

Mr.  KILBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  a  pair  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland,  Mr.  Byron.  If  he  had  been  present, 
he  would  have  voted  "aye."  I  voted  "no."  I  therefore  with- 
draw my  vote  and  vote  "present." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 
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'  CENSRAI.  LEAVZ  TO  EXTEND  REMARKS 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  aU  Members  may  have  5  legislative  days 
within  which  to  revise  and  extend  their  own  remarks  on  the 
resolution  Just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Pace).  Is  there  objec- 
tion? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CALEfTOAR  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  request 
erf  the  majority  leader,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  busi- 
ness in  order  on  tomorrow.  Calendar  Wednesday,  may  be 
dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXrXKSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  during  the  course 
of  my  statement  on  the  rule  I  secured  permission  to  include 
therein  a  letter  from  Mr.  Gano  Dunn  to  Mr.  Stettinius.  I 
had  intended  to  ask  that  there  be  included  therein  a  brief 
Introductory  statement  from  the  hearings,  but  I  find  when 
the  transcript  came  that  I  evidently  overlooked  asking  for 
that  permission.  I  now  ask  that  I  be  p)ermitted  to  include  a 
brief  preliminary  statement  from  the  hearings. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  article  by  Beecher  Elliot 
and  an  article  by  Colonel  Martin. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Murdock  of  Arizona  was  granted 
permission  to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,- 1  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  an  article  from 
Time  magazine  on  the  gentleman  from  New  Mexico,  the  Hon- 
orable Jack  Dempsky. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
"extend  my  remarks  and  include  certain  tables  which  I  have 
prepared. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ASDR^  THE  HOTTSE 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
on  tomorrow,  after  disposition  of  business  on  the  Speaker's 
desk  and  the  conclusion  of  the  legislative  business  of  the  day, 
I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  20  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLLINS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  by  inserting  in  the  Record  an  ad- 
dress delivered  last  Sunday  night  by  Col.  Richard  R.  Mc- 
Cormick,  editor  and  publisher  of  the  Chicago  Tribime.  on  the 
necessity  for  the  reorganization  of  the  structure  of  the  Army. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 

therein  a  radio  speech  I  delivered  last  Sunday  night. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  short 
article  from  the  New  York  Herakl  Tribune. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Also.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rccorb  and  to 
include  a  short  excerpt  from  a  book  issued  by  the  Committee 
on  Defending  America. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  imanimous  consent  I 
ask  to  have  my  remarks  extended  in  the  Record  to  inchide  a 
dispatch  from  Ottawa.  Canada. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

ARMY    REORGANIZATION 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  30  seconds. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was  interested  In  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  a  moment  ago  con- 
cerning reorganization  of  the  Army  and  possible  plans  in  that 
direction.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  United  Press  article  from  the 
Washington  Daily  News  written  in  Berlin  by  Mr.  Richard  C. 
Hottelet  explaining  something  of  the  organization  of  the  Nazi 
air  force.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  and  to  include  the  article. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  article  referred  to  follows: 

SsFAKATE  Command  Is  Nazi  An  Sxcbet 
(By  Richard  C.  Hottelet) 

BxELiN.  July  29. — The  German  Air  Force,  which  started  from 
scratch  6  years  ago.  has  become  Indisputably  the  world's  greatest. 

Witness  Poland,  Norway,  the  Low  Countries.  Prance. 

The  one  factor  which,  more  than  any  other,  made  the  Reich's 
"Luftwaffe"  what  It  Is  today  was  unified  organization — organization 
so  perfect  In  detail  that  the  German  Air  Perce  can  function  In  on© 
capacity  or  a  dozen.  In  whole  or  in  part.  In  oflen&e  or  in  defeuse 
without  a  hitch  and  at  a  moment's  notice. 

SraZAMLINZD 

The  Luftwaffe  Is  modem  and  streamlined  In  all  its  parts. 

As  one  of  Germany's  three  armed  services,  with  which  It  is  co- 
equal, the  air  force  has  Its  own  commander  in  chief.  With  the 
army  and  navy.  It  is  subject  to  orders  from  HlUer's  high  command, 
the  supreme  luilfylng  and  coordinating  power. 

Non-German  experts  scqualnted  w^lth  the  air  force's  organisation 
have  reported  that  it  functions  with  an  efficiency  rare  In  such  large 
and  ramified  bodies. 

The  methods  of  organization  and  the  routines  followed  not  only 
are  brand  new.  these  experts  have  discovered,  but  are  also  com- 
pletely flexible  so  that  they  may  be  changed  to  meet  new  situations 
and  to  allow  the  greatest  possible  discretion  to  the  numerous 
responsible  ofDcials. 

The  air  force  Is  not.  as  recent  history  may  have  seemed  to  indicate, 
a  pxirely  offensive  service.  It  mcludes  every  branch  of  Germany's 
defense  against  air  attack.  Including  all  antiaircraft  artillery.  It 
also  has  Its  own  signal  and  medical  corps  as  well  as  other  specialized 
groups  which   enable   It   to  operate   as   a  self-contained   unit. 

The  air  force  may  operate  independently,  or  In  conjunction 
with  the  army  and  navy.  Air  force  units  may  be  detached  for 
service  under  army  or  navy  command.  Discretion  for  such  em- 
ployment of  the  air  force  lies  exclusively  with  the  high  command. 

Althou«?h  Reich  Field  Marshal  Hermann  Wllhelm  Goerlng  out- 
ranks Admiral  Erich  Raeder.  Navy  Commander  In  Chief  and  Oen. 
Field  Marshal  Walther  von  Brauchitsch,  Army  Commander  In  Chief, 
the  air  force  itself  enjoys  no  precedence  over  the  other  two  branches. 

POUSH  CAMPAIGN' 

The  past  11  months  have  Ulustrated  how  the  air  force  works. 
In  an  operaUon  like  the  Polish  campaign,  the  army  would  request 
a  certain  number  of  planes  and  antiaircraft  batteries  for  local 
reconnaissance,  artillery  observation,  and  protection 

These  units  would  be  temporarily  detached  by  the  high  com- 
mand and  placed  under  direct  command  of  the  army.  Meanwhile, 
the  main  body  of  the  air  force  would  be  operating  In  its  own  sphere, 
bombing  enemy  lines  of  commimicatlons  and  air  bases  and  fiithtlng 
enemy  airplanes. 
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In  an  operation  over  difficult  terrain  and  across  a  body  of  water, 
as  In  the  Norwegian  campaign,  the  air  force  would  be  closely  coor- 
dinated with  the  navy  as  well  as  the  army. 

In  a  mixed  campaign  Involving  land  as  well  as  water  operations, 
as  In  the  offensive  against  France  and  Britain,  air  power  would  be 
used  constantly  both  Independently  and  in  coordination  with  land 
and  sea  forces. 

At  the  outset  of  the  drive,  acting  In  Its  own  realm,  the  air  force 
would  strike  en  masse  against  enemy  air  bases  with  a  view  to 
seizing  air  superiority  at  once.  If  success  met  this  attempt,  large 
vmlts  might  then  be  detached  for  army  service  to  aid  ground  forces 
to  smash  their  way  deeper  into  enemy  territory. 

Always,  however,  whatever  its  function  of  the  moment,  the  air 
force  is  cooperating  with  its  brother  services  in  driving  toward  some 
specific  strategic  objective. 

FLEXIBILITT  FIBST 

The  air  force's  antiaircraft  batteries  were  employed  against  enemy 
tanks  and  even  warships  as  well  as  against  enemy  planes.  In  all 
instances  the  greatest  flexibility  of  op>eration  was  maintained,  and 
there  was  no  adherence  to  set  schemes  of  action  merely  for  the 
scheme's  sake. 

In  overseas  operations  the  air  force  would  act  Independently, 
raiding  enemy  industries,  harbors,  and  other  military  objectives, 
and  In  close  cooperation  with  the  navy,  bombing  eiiemy  shipping 
or  hunting  submarines. 

An  illustration  of  the  air  arm's  flexibility  was  the  organization 
of  Germany's  crack  parachute  troops.  The  original  idea  was  Gen. 
Ernst  Udet's.  whose  Job  at  the  time  ostensibly  was  in  connection 
with  the  technical  development  of  plane  engines. 

But  there  was  no  Jealousy  or  quibbling,  and.  according  to  one 
non-German  aviation  expert,  "No  one  complained  that  he  was 
overstepping  the  functions  of  his  office — they  all  helped." 

The  Reich  Is  divided  into  four  air  fleets  (luftfoltten) ,  each  of 
which  Includes  several  air  districts  (luftgaue).  In  addition,  there 
are  special  districts  covering  small  areas  of  greater  military  vulner- 
ability, such  as  Berlin.  Leipzig,  and  the  Ruhr  Industrial  valley. 

The  air  fleet  command  is  In  charge  of  all  operations  and  all  plane 
bases,  communications,  and  whatever  equipment  It  may  need. 

SELT-CONTAINID 

If  the  air  fleet  gets  an  offensive  assignment,  it  may  leave  Its 
borne  base  or  even  depart  from  Germany  lock,  stock,  and  barrel.  It 
then  becomes  a  completely  self-contained  fighting  unit  fiUly 
supplied  with  Its  own  fighting,  bombing,  reconnaissance,  staff,  and 
hospital  planes  and  Its  own  antiaircraft  batteries,  signal  corps, 
quartermasters'  deuchments,  and  medical  units. 

In  short.  It  is  given  the  task  of  bringing  operations  to  a  success- 
ful conclusion  and  Is  supplied  with  all  means  of  doing  so. 

One  exp)ert  summed  it  up  by  saying: 

"If  circumstance  demands,  the  air  fleet  can  have  infantrymen, 
sailors,  artUlerymen,  and  engineers  assigned  to  It.  Nobody  worries 
about  the  seaming  heterogeneity  of  organization — the  only  con- 
sideration is  that  the  air  fleet  Is  to  do  a  job  and  do  It  efficiently." 

LEAVE   OF    ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as 
follows : 

TO  Mr.  OXjiary.  indefinitely,  on  accoimt  of  illness. 

To  Mr.  Clark,  3  days,  on  account  of  illness. 

To  Mr.  Hook.  2  weeks,  on  account  of  official  business. 

To  Mr.  Randolph,  for  1  day,  on  account  of  official  business. 

To  Mr.  Sheridan  <at  the  request  of  Mr.  Boland)  for  27  days, 
on  account  of  being  called  into  active  naval  service  stationed 
on  U.  S.  S.  Cimarron  at  Pearl  Harbor,  Honolulu. 

To  Mr.  Bates  of  Kentucky  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Vincent 
of  Kentucky)  for  1  day.  on  accoimt  of  important  business. 

To  Mr.  Goodwin  'at  the  request  of  Mr.  LeCobcpte),  for 
this  week,  on  account  of  important  business. 

To  Mr.  JACOBSON  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  LeCompte)  ,  for  the 
balance  of  week,  on  account  of  important  business. 

senate  bill  referred 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title  was  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  3920.  An  act  to  amend  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Act, 
approved  June  25.  1938,  as  amended  June  20,  1939.  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

SENATE   ENROnLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  Speaker  announced  his  signature  to  an  enrolled  bill  of 
the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  3200.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant 
general  of  the  Regular  Army  in  the  military  departments  of 
Panama  and  Hawaii. 


ADJOT7RNMENT 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that 
the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  accordingly  (at  6  o'clock  and  38 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Wed- 
nesday, July  31,  1940.^t  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1859.  A  commvmication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  the  draft  of  a  proposed  joint  resolution 
to  provide  for  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

1860.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  emergency  supplemental  estimates  of 
appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval  serv- 
ice for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  totaling  $75.- 
750.000,  plus  contract  authorizations  totaling  $4G,230,000  (H. 
Doc.  No.  888) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS  AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clau.se  2  of  rule  XIII, 

Mr.  EBERHARTER:  Committee  on  Claims.  S.  419.  An  act 
for  the  relief  of  Luke  A.  Westenberger;  with  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  2806) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  New  Jersey:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R. 
5814.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  R.  Madge  Williams:  with  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2807).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  McGEHEE:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  6091.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Samuel  Roberts;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2808) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  FENTON:  Committee  on  Claims.  H.  R.  6230.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  James  Murphy,  Sr.;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2809) .    Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BLAND: 
H.  R.  10246.  A  bill  to  further  amend  the  act  of  July  30.  1937. 
authorizing  the  conveyance  of  a  portion  of  the  Stony  Point 
Light  Station  Reservation  to  the  Palisades  Interstate  Park 
Commission ;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  MANSFIELD: 
H.  R.  10247.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  use  of  a  tract  of  land 
in  California  known  as  the  Millerton  Rancheria  In  connection 
with  the  Central  Valley  project,  and  for  other  purposes;  to ' 
the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 
By  Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida: 
H.  R.  10248.  A  bill  to  provide  that  the  Navy  ration  shall 
include  canned  fruit  juices;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts: 
H.  R.  10249.  A  bill  making  members  of  the  National  Guard 
eligible   for   Government    life   insurance    when    called    Into 
service;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 
By  Mr.  WALTER: 
H.  R.  10250.  A  bill  authorizing  the  construction  of  certain 
public  works  on  the  Lehigh  River  at  Bethlehem,  Pa.,  for  flood 

control :  to  the  Committee  on  Flood  Control. 
By  Mr.  KOCI ALKOWSKI : 
H.  R.  10251  (by  request).  A    bill    to    extend    to   the    Virgin 
Islands  the  provisions  of  certain  laws  relating  to  vocational 
education  and  civilian  rehabilitation;  to  the  Committee  on 
Tnsiilar  Affairs. 
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H.  J.  Res.  586  ("by  request) .  Joint  resolution  transferring  the 
administxation  of  the  homestead  projects  established  in  the 
Virgin  Islands  from  the  government  of  the  Virgin  Islands  t9 
the  Department  of  Agriculture;  to  the  Committee  on  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN: 

H.  Res.  559.  Resolution  requesting  certain  information  from 
the  Postmaster  General;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office 
and  Post  Roads. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  FAY: 
H.  R.  10252.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Karl  Eduard  von  Vieting- 
hoff-Scheel;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. 

By  Mr.  KRAMER: 
H.  R.   10253.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eugene  Gruen  and 
his   wife   Kate;    to   the   Committee   on   Immigration    and 
NaturaUzation. 

By  Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI: 
H.  R.  10254.  A  bill  to  enable  Vladas  Barciauskas  to  remain 
permanently  in  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization. 

H.  R.  10255.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Edgar  Jack  Chaplin;  to 
•    the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida: 
H.R.  10256.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  J.  W.  Stackhouse; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee: 
H.R.  10257.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Richard  Padgett;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

H.  R.  10258.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Clara  Rosenbalm 
Hale;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  SABATH: 
H.  R.  10259.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kresimir  Matijevic;  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 
H.R.  10260.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Walter  J.  Bittman;  to 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  TENEROWICZ: 
H.  R.  10261.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Paul  Szeliga;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  THOMASON: 
H.R.  10262.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Emily  Barlow;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 


i  PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXiI,  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9083.  By  Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland:  Resolution  recently 
adopted  by  the  Optimist  Club  of  North  Baltimore,  Inc.,  Tow- 
son,  Md.;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9084.  By  Mr.  ELSTON:  Petition  of  Richard  A.  Porberg, 
secretary  of  Cincinnati  Youth  Coxximlttee  Against  War,  and 
30  other  members  of  such  committee,  petitioning  Congress  to 
oppose  and  defeat  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  and  all  similar 
bids  which  propose  compulsory  military  training  in  peace- 
time; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9085.  By  Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York:  Petition  of  the 
Women's  Committee  of  the  Niagara  Frontier  Defense  Com- 
mittee, favoring  House  bill  10213,  to  permit  American  vessels 
to  assist  in  the  evacuation  of  refugee  children  from  the  war 
zones;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9086.  By  Mr.  MONKIEWICZ:  Resolution  of  the  Court  of 
Common  Council  of  the  city  of  Rockville.  Conn.,  fully  endors- 
ing national-defense  program  and  pledging  fullest  coopera- 
tion in  helping  strengthen  our  defenses ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

9087.  By  Mrs.  NORTON:  Petition  signed  by  477  members 
of  the  New  Jersey  Homing  Pigeon  Concourse  Association. 
Inc..  endorsing  and  urging  the  enactment  of  House  bill  7813. 
a  bill  entitled  "To  Safeguard  the  Homing  Pigeon";  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 


9088.  By  Mr.  SCHWERT:  Petition  of  Bishop  John  A. 
Duffy,  of  Buffalo,  appealing  for  exemption  of  students  for  the 
priesthood  from  compulsory  military  service;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs. 

9089.  By  Mr.  STEARNS  of  New  Hampshire:  Petition  of  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  George  Foote  and  ottiers  of  Dublin,  N.  H.,  petitioning 
immediate  legislation  to  enable  the  United  States  to  send  ships 
and  convoys  to  remove  British  children  to  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9090.  By  Mr.  SUTPHIN:  PeUtion  of  the  New  Jersey  Society 
Sods  of  the  American  Revolution,  urging  a  strong  united  mili- 
tant spirit  of  Americanism,  compulsory  training,  and  the  com- 
pletion of  an  adequate  preparedness  for  national  defense,  and 
opposing  granting  any  rights  and  privileges  to  any  groups 
owing  allegiance  to  any  foreign  power;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

9091.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  Midwest  Federa- 
tion of  American  Syrian  Lebanon  Clubs.  Indianapolis.  Ind.. 
petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with  reference  to 
allegiance  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  July  31,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order- 
by  the  Speaker. 

The  Reverend  Bernard  Braskamp.  D.  D..  pastor  of  Gunton- 
Temple  Memorial  Presbyterian  Church,  Washington.  D.  C, 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  whose  goodness  and  mercy  have  followed 
us  all  our  days,  we  come  into  Thy  presence  through  the  gate- 
way of  prayer.  Thou  wilt  never  close  this  way.  for  Thy 
fatherly  heart  is  always  open  with  love  in  response  to  those 
who  seek  Thee. 

In  all  our  duties  give  us  Thy  help;  in  our  perplexities.  Thy 
counsel;  in  our  dangers.  Thy  protection;  and  in  our  sorrows. 
Thy  peace.  When  the  evening  shadows  betoken  the  end  of 
the  day.  may  a  conscience  that  is  peaceful  and  a  heart  that  is 
happy  be  Thy  testimony  that  we  have  tried  to  make  life  less 
dlfHcult  for  the  distressed  and  afflicted. 

Grant  that  our  beloved  country  may  be  the  abode  of  peace 
and  prosperity,  of  truth  and  justice,  of  righteousness  and 
freedom.  Keep  us  true  to  our  historic  ideals  of  integrity 
and  unsemsh  service  to  needy  humanity.  May  this  Nation 
be  an  ambassador  of  God,  leading  the  way  toward  a  civiliza- 
tion built  upon  the  principles  of  the  Kingdom  of  Heaven. 

In  the  name  of  the  King  of  Kings  we  pray.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazler,  Its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  J.  Res.  583.  Joint  resolution  making  an  additional  ap- 
propriation for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national  defense. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  follow- 
ing Utle: 

S.  4037.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Theodore  R.  Troendle,  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction 
Co. 

SECOND    SUPPLEMENTAL    NATIONAL -DEFENSE    APPKOP1UATION    VOL. 

nSCAL  YEAR   1941 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia,  from  the  Committee  on  Ap- 
propriations, reported  the  bill  <H.  R.  10263)  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  purposes  (Rept.  No. 
2810),  which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time  and,  with  the 
accompanying  report,  referred  to  the  Committee  ol  the 


Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  tl.c  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  ReeoI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE   HOUSE 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ma.ssachusetts  IMr.  Treadway]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  call  attention  to 
a  very  erroneous  Impression  that  seems  to  be  going  around 
the  country.  I  hold  in  my  hand  an  extract  from  this  morn- 
ing's paper  which  says  definitely  that  memt)ers  of  the  tax 
subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  and  the 
House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  met  yesterday  morning 
with  Treasury  and  congressional  experts,  and  so  forth;  then 
later  on  It  states  that — 

This  afternoon  they  had  a  general  discussion  that  ended  no- 
where. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  Is  an  erroneous  Impression.  The  tax 
subcommittee  has  not  been  called  together.  Yesterday  after- 
noon I  met  some  newspapermen,  and  they  were  surprised 
that  I  did  not  know  there  was  a  meeting  of  the  tax  subcom- 
mittee being  held.  No  notice  has  been  given  any  member  on 
the  Republican  side  of  any  such  meeting.  The  Democrats 
may  be  holding  such  meetings,  which  might  be  termed  parti- 
san "nonpartisan"  gatherings.  They  will  eventually  come  in 
here  and  tell  us  that  they  want  to  pass  a  nonpartisan  tax 
measure.  Why  do  they  not  make  it  nonpartisan  by  includ- 
ing Republican  members  of  the  committee  rather  than  meet- 
ing the  way  they  do.  In  secret  Informal  sessions  In  which  they 
presume  to  determine  the  whole  program?  Our  assistance 
may  not  be  of  much  value,  but  we  are  Members  of  the  House 
and  of  the  committee,  and  they  should  not  have  these  meet- 
ings without  letting  us  know. 

If  it  were  a  partisan  matter  which  was  under  consideration, 
such  as  a  tariff  bill,  we  might  expect  to  be  excluded;  but 
the  excess-profits  tax  Is  a  nonpartisan  measure  which  the 
Republican  members  of  the  committee  were  instrumental  in 
initiating. 

We  of  the  Republican  minority  are  perfectly  willing  to  as- 
sume our  share  of  the  responsibility  in  preparing  a  sound 
excess-profits  tax  measure,  but  we  do  not  want  the  country 
to  get  the  Impression  that  we  have  been  permitted  to  have 
any  part  in  its  drafting  up  to  the  present  time,  for  we  have 
not. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute.  • 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  IMr.  Rankin]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Sjjeaker.  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Treadway  1  complains  of  the  very  practice  that 
he  followed  himself  when  the  Republicans  were  In  power,  when 
they  were  trumping  up  the  Fordney-McCumber  tariff  bill,  the 
most  iniquitous  tariff  bill  that  was  ever  passed  by  the  Ameri- 
can Congress,  one  that  robbed  the  American  people  more  than 
any  other  measure  Congress  ever  passed,  a  bill  which  levied 
a  tribute  on  everything  the  American  farmer  had  to  buy, 
from  the  swaddling  clothes  of  infancy  to  the  lining  of  the 
coffin  in  which  old  age  is  laid  away. 

They  held  meetings  behind  closed  doors,  and  I  refer  to  the 
Republican  members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee, 
among  whom  was  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Treadway].  Now,  when  we  are  trying  to  imdo 
some  of  those  Iniquities  which  they  perpetrated  during  the 
Barding,  CooUdge,  and  Hoover  regimes,  he  has  no  right  to 


condemn  the  Democrats  for  merely  following  the  precedent 
set  by  them  In  holding  their  meetings.  If  our  members  of  the 
committee  are  holding  separate  meetings,  as  he  intimates,  it 
is  because  they  are  simply  trying  to  arrive  at  some  decision 
before  they  call  in  the  Republican  Members  who  will  probably 
want  to  throw  sticks  in  the  machinery.     [Applause.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  re- 
vise and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Tribune. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  KeefeJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburn]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  feel  certain  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Treadway]  is  alarmed 
about  something  that  has  not  happened  and  will  not  happen. 
The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  IMr.  Cooper],  who,  as  I 
understand,  is  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  on  taxation, 
has  for  some  time  been  talking  to  people  in  the  Treasury  De- 
partment. In  all  probability  the  Treasury  Department  is 
ready  to  make  a  report  en  what  it  thinks  about  the  so-called 
excess-profits  matter.  I  am  certain  that  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper]  and  his  subcommittee  Intend  that 
this  matter  shall  be  considered  In  a  nonpartisan  fashion  and 
that  when  the  real  work  that  Is  to  come  before  the  subcom- 
mittee and  the  full  committee  Is  ready  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr,  Treadway!  and  the  gentlemen  on  his 
side  of  the  House  will  have  all  the  responsibility  that  they 
desire  in  connection  with  writing  a  tax  bill. 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  therein 
a  statement,  carried  In  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  by 
Mr.  Leo  T.  Crowley,  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation,  reviewing  the  operations  of 
the  Corporation  this  year  and  setting  forth  facts  and  figures. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  an 
editorial  from  the  Wllllamsport  Sun. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS   THE   HOXTSE 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  whenever  a  Republican  gets 
up  here  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and  criticizes  some- 
thing that  has  happened,  such  as  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts IMr.  Treadway].  a  member  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  stated  a  few  minutes  ago  he  Is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  involved  for  taxation,  and  if  It  does 
not  take  well  with  the  administration,  the  Chair  generally 
recognizes  the  gentleman  from  Mis.slssippi  (Mr.  Rankin]  to 
follow  the  Speaker  on  the  Republican  side,  it  is  so  apparent. 
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The  gentleman  frwn  Mlssiasippi  may  be  an  administration 
spokesman,  but  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  in  the  things 
he  Ha*  to  say  here  in  reference  to  the  Democratic  Party  in 
criticizing  the  Republican  tariff  or  anything  the  Republicans 
may  do  or  have  done,  does  not  count  or  register  very  much 
for  sound  American  principles.  He  does  not  have  any  busi- 
ness experience  that  I  know  of.  He  wants  the  Government 
In  all  kinds  of  business.  The  Chair  recognizes  him  at  his  will. 
I  want  to  say  here  that  as  long  as  we  permit  the  importation 
of  farm  commodities  that  take  the  place  of  what  the  farmers 
in  this  country  ought  to  raise,  or  the  importation  of  goods 
that  take  the  place  of  American  manufactoires.  while  at  the 
same  time  we  want  to  give  employment  to  the  9.000,000  Ameri- 
cans who  are  out  ci  work,  then  I  say  it  is  time  we  have  a 
tariff  that  will  protect  American  Industry  and  protect  Ameri- 
can labor.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

HARRY  BRIDGES 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  PORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  should  like  to 
caU  the  attention  of  all  Congressmen  to  the  fact  that  the 
United  States  Government  has  in  Its  possession  fotu-  sworn 
afDdavits  made  by  Harry  Bridges,  and  that  three  of  them  on 
their  face  must  be  perjured.  I  should  like  to  know  why  the 
Attorney  General  does  not  proceed  against  Harry  Bridges.  I 
belleye  one  of  the  greatest  lines  of  defense  in  this  country 
today  is  to  defend  us  from  enemies  within.  The  Attorney 
General  must  know  that  Bridges  Is  guilty  of  perjiiry.  If 
he  Is  going  to  continue  to  let  these  aliens  make  perjurious 
statements  and  get  away  with  it,  I  can  see  in  that  a  real 
break-down  of  American  government.  I  believe  this  country 
has  a  right  to  look  to  the  highest  ofBcials  in  this  land  to  see 
that  the  law  is  carried  out.  This  is  not  a  Etemocratic  idea, 
neither  is  it  a  Republican  idea.  It  goes  to  the  welfare  and 
safety  of  this  country.  I  believe  this  body  should  Insist  on 
this  country's  officials  doing  their  duty.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THK  HOT7SS 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Gross  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear  In 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  Mcdowell.  Mr.  speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  very  excellent  article  on  the  lack  of  tin  in  America,  from 
today's  Washington  Merry-Go-Round. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXPORTATION  OP  SCRAP  IBOK 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  addres-s  the  House  for  1  mmute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  few  weeks  ago  I  made 
some  remarks  concerning  the  shipment  of  scrap  iron  to  Japan. 
I  believe  this  morning  some  remarks  were  made  in  regard  to 
the  shipment  of  commodities  into  America  and  the  fact  that 
these  commodities  come  into  conflict  and  competition  with 
the  products  of  our  farms,  and  thereby  work  a  iiardship  on 
our  farmers.  I  believe  every  one  of  us  today  is  receiving 
dozens  of  letters  and  telegrams  protesting  the  shipment  of 
scrap  iron  and  other  war  materials,  especially  to  our  poten- 


tial enemies.  The  shipment  of  scrap  iron  at  any  time  Is  equal 
to  taking  the  topsoil  of  America  and  sending  it  to  foreign 
countries,  because  it  never  comes  back  to  our  land  except 
in  the  form  of  bullets  or  some  form  of  ammunition.  Cer- 
tainly something  should  be  done  now  because  of  the  shortage 
of  scrap  Iron  here  in  America  to  stop  this  for  once  and  for 
all,  especially  in  view  of  Japan's  laarbarous  warfare  in  China. 
I  trust  something  will  be  done  very  quickly,  as  we  now  have 
a  shortage  here  in  America.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell] 

EXTENSION  OF  R£MARKS 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  tt^  Rbcord  and 
include  therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
newspaper  article  or  two. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a.sk  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  two 
occasions  and  include  therein  a  communication  from  one  of 
my  constituents  and  an  article  from  Fortune  magazine. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record 
and  Include  therein  what  I  regard  as  a  very  able  speech  made 
by  Congressman  Kleberg,  of  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.,  on  the 
20th  day  of  July,  on  the  subject  of  preparedness. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  fix)m  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  (H.  R.  10263)  making  supplemeq^l  appropriations  for 
the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1941, 
and  for  other  purposes:  and  pending  that  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  general  debate  continue  for  4  hours,  the  time 
to  be  equally  divided  between  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Taber]  and  myself. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
may  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  if  it  is  not  his  purpose 
to  complete  the  consideration  of  this  bill  during  the  day? 

Mr., WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  It  is.  I  will  say  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas.  We  figure  that  the  debate  will  be  over  by 
4:30.  and.  so  far  as  any  of  us  know,  there  is  no  opposition 
to  the  bill  and  we  expect  to  read  It  and  pass  it  this  evening. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, what  is  coming  up  tomorrow? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  so-called  amendment  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  Act,  which  will  not  take  a  long 
time,  and  also  the  housing  bill.  On  Friday  we  will  consider  a 
report  from  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce on  an  amendment  to  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Act 
affecting  investment  trusts.  I  understand  there  is  a  complete 
agreement  as  to  these  amendments  by  the  Industry,  the  Se- 
curities and  Exchange  Commission,  and  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce.  8o  far  as  I  know,  it  is  a 
imanimous  report  and  there  is  a  unanimous  agreement  among 
all  the  parties  concerned  about  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  Hou.se  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  H.  R.  10263.  the  second  supplemental  na- 
tional defense  appropriation  bill,  1941,  with  Mr.  Cole  of 
Maryland  In  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  biH. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  imani- 
mous consent  that  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  be  dispensed 

With. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself 
10  minutes 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  carries  $4,970,151,957  of  appropria- 
tions and  contractual  authority  for  the  Army,  the  NaN-y.  and 
the  Marine  Corps.  I  am  not  going  to  take  a  great  deal  of  the 
time  of  the  Committee  in  going  into  the  details  of  the  bill. 
While  the  amount  of  money  involved  is  large,  the  niunber  of 
individual  items  Is  not  great.  The  bill  provides  equipment  for 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Marine  Corps  for  aviation  and 
for  ordnance  and  for  the  purchase  of  essential  and  critical 

materials. 

You  will  find  in  the  report  which  the  committee  has  filed  a 
statement  breaking  down  these  several  items.  The  amount 
of  the  appropriation  in  the  bill  is  $2,234,191,957  in  cash  and 
the  amount  of  contractual  authority  is  $2,728,960,000.  Of 
this  sum  the  Army  gets  in  appropriations  $1,662,265,417  and 
in  contractual  authority  $2,249,730,000.  The  Navy's  alloca- 
tion is  $571,926,540  of  appropriation  and  $479,230,000  of  con- 
tractual authority. 

By  far  the  greater  amount  of  the  appropriations  con- 
tained in  the  measure  is  for  so-called  critical  and  essential 
materials  and  on  account  of  the  construction  program  of 
the  Navy.  The  bill  provides  for  the  most  pressing  and  im- 
portant equipment  considered  to  be  necessary  in  an  emer- 
gency for  an  Army  of  1,200,000  men,  and  for  the  most  press- 
ing and  important  critical  materials  for  a  force  of  2,000.000 
men.  Critical  materials  consist  of  munitions  of  a  type  which 
cannot  be  easily  or  quickly  acquired;  materials  of  a  noncom- 
mercial character. 

The  materiel  provided  for  In  this  bill  for  the  Army  includes 
practically  everything  that  a  soldier  and  a  modern  army  will 
use.  from  articles  of  the  uniform  to  personal  supplies  and 
equipment  and  munitions  of  every  kind  and  description. 

With  respect  to  Army  aviation  the  committee  recommends 
the  Budget  proposal  for  the  procurement  of  14,394  airplanes 
of  various  tsrpes.  including  accessory  equipment  and  spare 
engines  and  spare  parts. 

Included  in  the  munitions  program  Is  $38,787,142  for  the 
procurement  of  28,401  motor-propelled  vehicles,  apart  from 
combat  and  technical  vehicles. 

Coming  to  the  Navy  we  provide  for  commencing  the  con- 
struction of  additional  batUeships,  cruisers,  and  smaller 
craft,  and  for  the  reconditioning  of  some  auxiliary  vessels 
either  already  in  the  service  or  to  be  acquired,  all  for  and 
Incident  to  the  purpose  of  reaching  the  objective  of  giving 
us  a  so-called  2-ocean  Navy  of  about  700  combatant  ships, 
which  would  be  completed  in  about  3  or  4  years. 

We  also  provide  under  the  Navy  head  for  the  procurement 
of  4,028  airplanes.  The  total  of  additional  aircraft.  Army 
and  Navy,  provided  for  is  18,422. 

In  a  large  program  of  this  kind,  of  course,  one  of  the  great 
problems  is  the  question  of  the  mobilization  of  industry  in 
order  to  secure  the  orderly  and  expeditious  delivery  of  the 
vast  quantity  and  varied  nature  of  the  materiel  involved.  To 
facilitate  the  program  the  President  appointed  an  Advisory 
Commission  on  National  Defense.  In  the  hearings  we  have 
set  out  the  name  of  each  member  of  that  Commission  and  his 
duties.  They  are  all  experts,  called  from  various  fields  of 
civil  life.  It  is  an  entirely  civil  commission,  headed  by  Mr. 
WilUam  S.  Knudsen.  of  the  General  Motors  Corporation,  and 
Mr.  Edward  R.  Stettinius.  of  the  United  States  Steel  Corpora- 
Uon.  I  particularly  direct  the  attention  of  the  Members  to 
the  round-table  discussion  found  In  the  hearings  beginning  at 
page  232.    The  committee  brought  before  It  in  one  session  the 


Secretary  of  War.  Mr.  Stimson.  the  Chief  of  Staff,  General 
Marshall;  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  Mr.  Knox;  the  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations.  Admiral  Stark;  and  Mr.  William  S.  Knud- 
sen and  Mr.  Edward  R.  Stettinius.  of  the  Advisory  Commis- 
sion on  Defense ;  the  purpose  being  to  find  out  whether  or  not 
in  making  these  vast  appropriations  and  laying  out.  as  Con- 
gress has  laid  out  this  comprehensive  hemisphere-defense 
program,  if  we  were  just  paying  out  money  and  passing  laws 
and  getting  nowhere,  or  whether  or  not  it  was  all  on  order  or 
we  were  really  getting  results  In  the  accomplishment  of  three 
major  objectives,  namely,  the  early  preparation  of  land,  sea, 
and  air  forces  in  which  we  might  feel  secure  if  a  need  for  their 
employment  should  arise.  We  received,  without  exception, 
the  most  emphatic,  the  most  optimistic  statements  from  these 
gentlemen.  I  felt,  and  I  believe  every  member  of  the  com- 
mittee felt,  that  we  do  have  a  well-rounded,  coordinated 
defense  program,  that  it  is  in  the  hands  of  experts,  that  we 
may  reasonably  expect,  and  that  we  may.  indeed,  promise  to 
the  American  people  that  not  only  Is  Congress  passing  these 
bills  but  that  these  acts  are  being  taken  in  hand  by  those 
charged  with  their  enforcement  and  ojjeration.  and  that  we 
are  going  to  get  results,  that  the  critical  hour  ahead  for  the 
world  and  for  America,  if  and  when  it  comes,  will  find  us  in 
a  position  to  take  care  of  ourselves. 

I  do  not  know  of  any  controversy  in  the  bill.  That  does 
not  mean  that  we  did  not  go  Into  It  carefully.  We  did.  but 
I  say  this  for  the  Appropriations  Committee  as  a  whole  and 
for  each  subcommittee  dealing  with  this  defense  program: 
The  fact  that  we  are  in  a  great  emergency  calling  for  mobili- 
zation of  our  resources  and  of  our  manpower  for  defense  needs 
in  no  way  lessens  or  minimizes  the  importance  of  watching 
and  seeing  to  those  fundamental  principles  of  accounting 
and  budget  balancing,  about  which  Congress  has  been  and 
should  be  very  much  concerned.  It  is  going  to  be  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Appropriations  Committee  and  of  each  subcom- 
mittee, to  follow  every  one  of  these  appropriations  just  as 
carefully  as  we  can  humanly  do  so  and  see  to  the  applica- 
tion of  the  purchase  money  as  we  would  say  In  the  law,  or 
see  to  it  that  these  funds  are  expended  in  the  manner  in 
which  Congress  means  them  to  be  spent,  and  that  the 
American  taxpayer  gets  a  dollar's  worth  of  defense  for  every 
dollar  we  appropriate.  We  believe  that  can  be  done  and 
that  it  will  be  done. 

It  is  necessary  in  this  emergency  to  act  quickly,  to  act 
expeditiously,  and  the  fact  that  a  bill  of  this  size  will  pass 
in  1  day's  consideration  by  the  Congress  does  not  mean 
that  we  are  any  less  Interested  in  fiscal  affairs  or  are  going 
to  be  any  less  zealous  In  days  to  come  to  see  to  It  that  use- 
less expenditures  are  cut  off  and  that  there  shall  be  an 
orderly  accounting  in  all  fiscal  affairs.  [Applause.! 
I  reserve  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  20  minutes  to  my- 
self. This  bill  provides  for  a  very  considerable  amount  of 
money,  more  than  any  other  bill  that  has  come  before  the 
Congress  in  the  18  years  that  I  have  been  permitted  to 
serve  here.  It  calls  for  items  for  the  national  defense.  In 
the  bill  that  was  brought  to  the  House  about  the  first  of 
June  and  that  became  a  law  some  time  along  about  the 
20th  or  22d  of  that  month  we  provided  for  the  necessary 
materiel,  guns,  munitions,  airplanes,  and  that  sort  of  thing, 
to  provide  for  an  army  along  with  what  we  had.  of  1.200.000 
men.  This  bill  covers  the  materiel,  the  munitions,  and  the 
airplanes  required  for  an  army  of  800,000  more,  or  2,000.000 
in  all.  I  shall  give  some  of  the  largest  figures  in  the  bill. 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.    Yes. 

Mr.  V.'OLCOTT.  There  has  been  some  talk  that  in  some 
of  these  bills  there  will  be  an  appropriation  which  would 
enable  the  United  States  Housing  Authority  to  continue  its 
operations,  not  only  building  housing  for  the  employees  at 
manufacturing  establishments  engaged  in  producing  war 
materiel,  but  also  in  the  building  of  camps  and  cantonments. 
Is  there  anything  in  this  bill  which  authorizes  that,  which  I 
have  not  been  able  to  locate? 

Mr.  TABER.  "ITiere  Is  nothmg  of  that  kind  here  and 
every  single  item  In  here  for  construction  of  any  housing 
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that  there  mlpht  be  would  be  under  the  Quartermaster  of 
the  Army  or  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  of  the  Navy. 

I  think  the  gentleman's  query  Is  well  directed  and  the  only 
reason  anyone  could  have  for  turning  over  the  construction 
of  any  housing  to  the  United  States  Housing  Commission 
would  be  that  they  would  be  the  most  incompetent  outfit 
that  might  be  picked  in  the  United  States  to  take  charge  of 
that  operation.  No  bill  would  come  in  here  with  my  ap- 
proval from  the  Appropriations  Committee  that  carried  a 
dollar  for  them. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  TABKR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  In  response  to  the  gentleman's 
question  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  let  me  state  that 
in  a  bill  reported  to  the  House  a  few  days  ago,  section  2 
made  available  solely  for  national  defense,  the  facilities  of 
the  National  Housing  Commission  for  naval  constrttction ; 
but  after  inquiry  I  can  state  to  the  House  that  that  will  not 
be  presented,  but  we  will  present  a  proposition  for  the  Bu- 
reau of  Yards  and  Docks  to  build  whatever  houses  are  nec- 
essary for  the  Navy.  We  are  completely  divorcing  the  Navy 
from  the  United  States  Housing  Authority  and  not  per- 
mitting the  United  States  Housing  Authority  to  get  its  nose 
under  the  tent  on  the  national -defense  program.      I  Applause.l 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  TABER.    I  jrield  to  the  gentlerian  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  We  were  told  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
(Mr.  WooDKCM]  that  we  were  going  to  have  a  two-ocean 
Navy.  Will  it  be  necessary  new,  if  we  build  a  two-ocean  Navy, 
to  spend  the  money  that  was  appropriated  for  the  additional 
locks  on  the  Panama  Canal  and  the  great  expenditures  that 
were  to  be  made  there? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  would  not  want  to  answer  that  question.  I 
would  rather  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  IBilr.  Powers] 
who  has  given  long  study  to  that  subject  and  who  is  much 
more  familiar  with  it  than  I  am,  would  discuss  that,  because 
I  understand  that  the  additional  lock  proposition  is  some  way 
off  anyway  and  all  that  there  is  there  for  the  moment  is  plan- 
ning, in  the  nature  of  a  third  lock,  and  that  is  all  there  can 
bt*  for  a  very  considerable  number  of  months.  While  the 
Army  bill  did  carry  a  considerable  item,  not  a  big  item  in 
dollars 

Mr.  RICH.     It  was  $250,000,000.  was  it  not? 

Mr.  TABER.  Perhaps  as  a  contract  authorization,  but  it 
would  not  be  used  in  a  long  time.  It  was  a  contract  authori- 
zation almost  entirely,  and  the  only  immediate  work  in  con- 
nection with  that  operation,  as  I  understand  it,  is  planning 
and  laying  out.  There  is  a  lot  of  work  at  the  Canal  in  con- 
nection with  the  expansion  of  our  air  fields  and  facilities  for 
our  naval  vessels,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing,  and  for  our  de- 
fense operations.  But  I  do  not  recall  any  substantial  amount 
for  the  construction  of  that  item  in  cash. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  TABER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  heard  with  a  great  deal  of  satis- 
faction the  very  terse  statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson  1,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs,  with  reference  to  the  determination  to  keep  the  United 
States  Housing  Commission  from  any  aqtivity  in  connection 
with  the  Navy  coi^truction.  I  do  not  recall  the  gentleman 
having  answered  what  will  be  the  policy  with  reference  to  the 
Army.  I  notice  there  is  a  big  item  for  Army  posts  and  storage. 
Will  that  Include  any  of  the  things  that  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  WolcottI  was  asking  about? 

Mr.  TABER.  There  is  nothing  in  the  Army  preposition, 
as  I  recall  it — there  is  nothing  in  the  Army  proposition  in 
this  bin  for  construction  of  housing  activities.  Mr.  Pugh 
informs  me  that  every  dollar  of  the  $70,000,000  is  storage 
facilities,  and  It  is  all  to  be  built  under  the  direction  of  the 
Quartermaster  General  of  the  Army;  not  a  dollar  of  it  under 
anyone  else. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
Tleld? 


Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  wish  to  ask  two  questions,  one  refer- 
ring to  page  1  of  the  committee  print  report — do  I  under- 
stand that  this  bill  actually  appropriates  $2,237,000,000  and 
authorizes  contractual  obligations  for  $4,970,000,000? 

Mr.  TABER.  No.  It  appropriates  $2,237,000,000  and  pro- 
vides contract  authorization  for  $2,733,000,000. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  That  gives  the  total  of  $4,970,000,000; 
is  that  correct? 

Mr.  TABER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     May  I  ask  one  other  question?     The 
best  the  gentleman  can  determine,  what  will  that  bring  our 
Army  and  Navy  defense  program  up  to.  In  the  way  of  appro- 
priations since  January  1  last,  in  roimd  figures? 
Mr.  TABER.     About  seven  billion. 
Mr.  CRAWFORD.     That  is  since  January  1,  1940? 
Mr.  TABER.    Yes.    Of  course,  a  considerable  amount  of 
that  was  deficiency  items  that  we  carried  in  January  and 
Pebrviary  in  the  first   two  deficiency  bills  that  we  passed. 
Probably  $500,000,000  of  that  total  would  have  been  spent 
before  July  1. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     May  I  ask  one  other  question? 
Mr.  TABER.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  CRAWFORD.    As  far  as  the  gentleman  knows,  are 
we  likely  to  have  an  additional  appropriation  bill  pertaining 
to  defense  during  the  laalance  of  the  session? 

Mr.  TABER.  Of  course,  I  do  not  know  how  long  the  ses- 
sion is  going  to  last;  but  I  do  know  this,  that  if  we  call  out 
the  National  Guard  we  will  have  to  have  money  to  take  care 
of  the  temporary  housing  for  it.  We  are  going  to  have  to 
have  money  to  take  care  of  moving  it.  We  are  going  to 
have  to  have  the  money  to  take  care  of  feeding  it  and  paying 
it.  That  will  run  close  to  $400,000,000  a  year.  If  we  call  out 
troops,  beyond  those  that  are  already  provided  for.  It  would 
depend  on  how  many  we  called  out.  I  beg  the  gentleman's 
pardon. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  That  is  strictly  maintenance  cost  as 
appbed  to  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  TABER.    That  would  be  for  their  pay,  the  ammunition 
that  they  would  use  in  practice,  for  their  temporary  housing, 
.  their   transportation,   and   all   that   sort   of   thing — routine 
expenses  for  such  a  number  of  troops  as  225.000  or  230.000. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  genUeman 
yield? 
Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 
Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio,  As  I  remember  the  President's 
message  that  came  to  us  a  couple  of  weeks  ago  with  refer- 
ence to  this  appropriation  bill,  it  asked  for  $4,800,000,000. 
Am  I  wrong  in  my  recollection? 

Mr.  TABER.  As  I  remember  It,  the  figure  shown  on  the 
first  page  of  the  report,  $4,973,000,000,  is  the  right  figure  for 
the  President's  estimate.  That  was  not  all  cash,  however; 
part  of  that  was  made  up  of  contract  authorizations. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  may  be  wrong  about  that,  but  I 
was  under  the  impression  it  was  $4,800,000,000.  I  was  going 
to  ask  the  gentleman  what  was  the  occasion  for  the  increase, 
but  I  may  be  wrong  in  my  premise. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  now  recall  there  was  an  item  added  as  a 
supplemental  Budget  estimate  covering  somewhere  around 
$122,000,000.  The  gentleman  is  correct  about  that.  I  had 
forgotten  about  that  supplemental  estimate  that  came  up. 
While  it  is  dated  the  27th  of  this  month,  I  cannot  tell  the 
gentleman  the  date  it  came  here. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Approximately  and  roughly  what  is 
included  in  the  additional  item  the  gentleman  mentioned, 
this  $122,000,000? 

Mr.  TABER.  An  additional  $25,000,000  for  the  mainte- 
-ance  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships  in  the  Navy.  That  means 
mostly  improvements  upon  shipw  already  In  commission,  and 
additional  repairs  that  result  from  having  more  of  them 
active  all  the  time  than  we  would  get  if  we  were  in  a  normal 
situation,  and  $45,000,000  for  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Another  question,  if  the  gentleman 
will  permit:  I  see  in  the  papers  rather  well-authenticated 
statements  to  the  effect  that  our  appropriations  for  national 
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defense,  When  we  shall  have  passed  this  bill,  will  approximate 
thirteen  and  one-half  billion.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  am  afraid  that  information  is  a  little  mis- 
leading. The  figures  at  the  end  of  the  recess,  about  the  22d 
of  Jime,  were  just  under  $6,000,000,000.  Including  contract 
authorizations.  This  is  the  first  item  since  then,  and  this 
wUl  make  the  total  run  just  under  $11,000,000,000,  including 
contract  authorizations,  with  the  items  that  have  gone  before; 
and  that  includes  not  only  funds  for  the  fiscal  year  1941,  the 
current  fiscal  year,  but  about  five  to  six  hundred  milbons  of 
money  I  referred  to  a  moment  ago  that  was  appropriated 
that  had  been  used  prior  to  the  1st  of  July:  and  it  also  in- 
cludes a  lot  of  contract  authorizations  for  which  we  will  be 
appropriating  money  as  late  as  the  fiscal  year  1943  in  some 
instances. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  That  may  be  the  basis  of  this 
figure,  $13,500,000,000. 

Mr.  TABER.  My  figure  of  $11,000,000,000  takes  into  con- 
sideration all  of  the  contract  authorizations  for  the  Army  and 
the  Navy  passed  at  this  particular  session,  as  well  as  all  ap- 
propriations; and  I  think  it  is  correct. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Just  while  I  am  asking  these  ques- 
tions, how  much  are  the  other  appropriations  outside  of  those 
earmarked  for  national  defense?  Approximately  what  do 
they  amount  to  for  this  session? 

Mr.  TABER.  The  appropriations  to  the  1st  of  July,  as  I 
remember — I  am  giving  an  offhand  figure — I  have  the  exact 
figures  in  the  office  but  not  in  my  head — but  as  I  remember 
it  they  run  about  $13,000,000,000.  I  may  be  a  little  off  there. 
Of  that  the  cash  appropriations  were  approximately  $4,500,- 
000,000  for  the  Army.  That  would  leave  a  little  over 
$9,000,000,000  for  something  else.  I  will  put  the  correct  fig- 
ures in  the  Record  so  that  accurate  information  may  be 
available  for  those  who  want  it. 

I  submit  the  following  table,  which  does  not  include  re- 
appropriatioris,  contract  authorizations,  and  many  other 
items: 

Regular  annual  appropriations.  76th  Cong.,  3d  sess. 

Agriculture   and   farm  credit $918,603,918.00 

Independent   of3ce«..___ - - 1,120,243,528.00 

State 920. 125,  500 

Commerce - —     33,  908,  500 

Justice 41, 323,  000 

JiKllclary 11.  792,  000 

107. 149,  000.  00 

Treasury         . 218,752,033 

Post    Office 814,049,062 

1.032.801.095.00 

Navy                                         1,308.171.138  00 

Interior 135,  383,  330.  05 

District  'of 'Coiumbia-— «,  765, 080. 00 

Civil  functions— 222,  718,  717. 00 

Military                                             1,499.323.322.00 

Legislative     23,671.220.00 

Labor - —  $32.  714,  390 

Federal  Security 857, 143,  400 

Other  133,424.900 

1,023.282.690.00 

Emergency    supplemental 252.340.776.00 

Urgent    deficiency - 57.541.300.00 

First  deficiency.. - — 92.035,408.52 

Second   deficiency 85,  891,  777.  23 

Emergency    relief 1.157,711,357.00 

First  supplemental  national  defense 1,479,777,147.00 

Second  supplemental  national  defense   (passed 

House)  ... 2, 234. 191.  957. 00 

Total 12.  799,  602,  760.  80 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Givtng  a  complete  break-down  of 
the  appropriations  up  to  date? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  will  do  that. 

Mr.  JENKINS  Of  Ohio.    I  thsmk  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  TERRY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  TERRY.  A  few  minutes  ago  the  question  was  raised 
about  the  United  States  Housing  Authority  building  housing 
at  naval  establishments,  and  the  chairman  of  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee  said,  as  I  understood  him,  that  the  Housing 
Authority  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  building  of 
housing  at  naval  establishments.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  under  a  provision  which  was  included  in  one  of  the 


defense  bills  passed  recently  the  United  States  Housing  Au- 
thority is  to  build  housing  for  the  low-paid  groups  of  naval 
employees  at  a  number  of  the  establi-shments;  for  Instance,  I 
understand  that  at  the  new  base  at  Corpus  Chrlsti,  Tex.,  and 
probably  at  Pensacola.  Fla..  and  at  Portsmouth,  Va.,  and 
one  other  place  low-cos*  housing  is  to  be  built  for  navaL 
employees  in  the  low-paid  groups. 

Mr,  TABER.    It  would,  of  course,  be  high-cost  housing  if 
they  tried  to  build  it. 
Mr.  TERRY.     I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  true  or  not. 
(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  10  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  TERRY.  I  am  asking  for  information  as  to  whether 
or  not  my  understanding  is  correct. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  know.  They  may  be  doing  it;  but 
I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 
Mr.  TABER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  In  response  to  the  inquiry  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas,  in  what  is  known  as  the  Speed- 
up Act,  authority  was  given  by  Joint  arrangement  between  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  and  the  Housing  Authority  to  have  addi- 
tional defense  housing  built;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no 
money  has  been  made  available  and  no  money  is  going  to  be 
made  available  for  t^ie  Housing  Authority  to  build  houses  for 
workers  in  the  navy  yards. 

Mr.  TERRY.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
that  it  is  my  understanding  that  they  are  using  United  SUtes 
Housing  Authority  money  to  do  this  work. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  is  an  entirely  different 
proposition. 

Mr.  TERRY.  They  are  taking  it  away  from  various  mu- 
nicipalities where  housing  projects  are  already  under  way. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield  further? 
Mr.  TABER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  United  States  Housing  Au- 
thority is  out  of  money;  it  has  no  money.  That  is  the  reason 
they  sought  to  put  in  the  naval  bill  a  $250,000,000  bond 
authorization,  so  they  could  get  money  to  do  what  the  gentle- 
man is  talking  about. 

Mr.  TABER.     I  hope  they  are  out  of  money,  and  I  hope 
they  will  stay  out  of  money. 
Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    That  Is  right. 
Mr.    TREADWAY.    Mr.    Chairman,    will    the    gentleman 
yield? 
Mr.  TABER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  In  connection  with  the  inquiries  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
has  stated  that  he  would  include  in  his  remarks  a  table  of  the 
various  amounts   that  have   already  been  appropriated  or 

authorized. 

Would  it  be  possible  to  include  in  that  table  a  further 
reference  to  contracts  that  have  been  let  under  those  appro- 
priations, so  that  we  may  have  a  complete  picture  of  exactly 
where  we  stand  financially  and  In  preparation? 

Mr.  TABER.  Well,  it  would  be  quite  a  Job  to  prepare 
that.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  insofar  as  the  appropria- 
tions that  have  l)een  made  for  the  Army  and  the  Navy  are 
concerned,  it  is  my  understanding  that  of  those  appropria- 
tions which  were  for  additional  ships,  ammunition,  ordnance, 
and  things  of  that  kind,  exclusive  of  the  ordinary  food  sup- 
ply, clothing,  and  all  ttiat  sort  of  thing,  at  the  time  we  were 
holding  our  hearings  approximately  50  percent  of  the  money 
that  we  had  provided  had  been  obligated,  but  as  to  these 
other  developments  I  have  not  any  information  as  to  what 
percentage  has  been  obligated.  I  do  not  think  a  very  large 
percentage  of  anything  beyond  the  Army  and  Navy  has  been 
obligated. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.     So  we  have  on  hand  very  large  sums? 

Mr.  TABER.     Oh,  yes.  ^     ^       j 

Mr.  Chairman,  for  a  few  moments  I  want  to  go  ahead  and 
say  a  word  or  two  with  reference  to  these  items.    The  big 
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Item  Including  contract  atrthorizations  Involved  here  Is  the 
ordnance,  which  for  the  Army  amounts  to  a  billion  and  a  half 
and  the  airplanes  which  amount  to  almost  that.  Then  there 
are  $325,000,000  for  the  providing  of  facilities  with  which  to 
make  ordnance  materials.  It  is  the  program  that  all  of 
these  outfits  shall  be  operated  by  private  industry.  They 
will  belong  to  the  Government  because  private  indiistry  can- 
not construct  them  on  account  of  the  depreciation  rules  and 
that  sort  of  thing  and  because  of  lack  of  funds  in  a  great 
many  cases.  Every  item  that  is  provided  for  anything  of 
that  kind  is  particularly  set  out  and  is  under  the  control  of 
Mr.  Knudsen  and. Mr.  Stettinius.  so  that  I  do  not  believe 
we  are  going  to  get  Into  the  question  of  competition  with 
private  industry  in  any  way. 
Mr.  STEFAN.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska. 
Mr.  STEFAN.  With  reference  to  these  buildings  the  Gov- 
ernment is  going  to  give,  for  instance,  powder  plants;  will 
they  be  leased  to  private  indiistry? 

Mr.  TABER.     They  will  be,  with  the  exception  of  small 
units  for  increasing  a  Navy  powder  plant  that  is  already  in 
operation.    That  is  the  program. 
Mr.  GIFPORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  TABER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  I  was  Interested  to  read  that  industry  will 
do  most  of  this  work,  but  suppose  labor  trouble  comes  up,  who 
settles  that?  Does  Mr.  Stettinius  have  anything  to  do  with 
that? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  shall  have  considerable  to  say  on  that 
question  before  I  sit  down.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  want 
to  get  into  that  at  this  moment  or  not. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Somebody  ought  to  have  considerable  to 
say  about  that. 

Mr.  TABER.     I  wiU  say  it  now. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  Yoiir  report  is  not  very  voluminous  here. 
Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  England  and  Prance  are 
where  they  slk^  today  not  so  much  because  they  did  not  have 
funds  available  to  build  what  they  needed  for  national  de- 
fense but  because  a  policy  of  socialization  and  coddling  has 
been  followed  over  there.  So  far  as  I  am  personally  con- 
cerned, I  want  to  see  the  man  who  works  get  a  good  fair 
day's  pay;  but  I  do  not  believe  that  the  wage-hour  bill,  the 
Walsh-Healey  bill,  or  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  have 
added  a  single  dollar  to  the  average  workingman's  pay  en- 
velope. In  fact,  I  believe  that  the  practices  that  have  re- 
sulted following  the  passage  of  those  bills  have  thrown  a  lot 
of  them  out  of  work  and  have  reduced  the  average  man's  pay 
envelope. 

Since  this  program  began  for  the  building  up  of  t^e  Army 
and  Navy  I  know  that  I  have  been  obliged  to  wofk  much 
longer  than  10  hours  a  day.  I  know  that  those  in  executive 
positions,  those  who  are  carrying  out  great  responsibilities, 
have  had  to  do  the  same  thing.  The  putting  on  of  overtime, 
the  settling  of  labor  disputes,  and  that  sort  of  thing  has  got 
to  be  approached  from  the  standpoint  of  the  interests  of  the 
United  States.  Everyone  has  got  to  put  in  the  backgroimd 
those  things  that  are  selfish.  i, 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.) 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  5  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  to  work  If  we  are  going  to  get  out 
of  this  situation.    Let  me  say  to  you  that  I  am  Informed 
that  as  the  Germans  marched  into  Paris  the  Government 
workers  in  the  Government  ofBces  were  enjoying  a  2-hour 
luncheon  period.    That  is  just  a  sample  of  the  reason  why 
Germany  succeeded,  because  her  people  were  tired  of  being 
on  the  losing  side  and  were  ready  to  go  to  work  and  Germany 
therefore  got  the  jump  on  England  and  Prance.    We  in  this 
country  must  not  be  afraid  to  meet  our  responsibilities  and 
to  see  that  our  people  do  their  part  and  do  it  as  patriotic 
Americans. 
Mr.  HAWKS.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  TABER.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 
Mr.  HAWKS.    Did  the  gentleman  get  the  same  propaganda 
that  came  to  my  desk  this  morning  from  J<4in  L.  Lewis? 


Mr.  TABSSL    I  do  not  know.    I  hare  not  got  that  far  in  my 
mail  yet.    I  am  not  that  near  up  to  date. 
Mr.  MASSINGALE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  TABER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma. 
Mr.  MASSINGALE.    May  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  In  the 
hearincs  his  committee  got  any  information  as  to  Just  what 
is  being  done;  in  the  first  place  have  the  purc^sing  authori- 
ties Which  are  going  to  spend  this  money  agTMB  on  a  type  of  a 
nfle  for  the  United  States  Army  and  are  they  having  it  made? 
Mr.  TABER.     I  understand  they  have,  and  that  they  are 
having  them  made  to  the  very  peak  capacity  ot  the  available 
plants  and  of  those  they  can  work  in. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Have  they  agreed  upon  the  type  of 
tank  they  want  to  use,  and  are  they  having  them  made? 

Mr.  TABER.  Contracts  have  been  let  for  a  very  large 
number  of  tanks  within  the  last  3  we^cs.  I  asked  them  if 
they  were  firm  contracts  that  required  immediate  starting 
and  the  following  through  of  those  contracts  until  they  were 
completed,  and  I  was  told  that  they  were.  I  will  say  to  the 
gentleman  with  reference  to  the  tank  situation  that  not  all  of 
the  possible  contracts  have  been  let.  The  Army  hats  not 
ceased  efforts  to  dev^op  something  better.  The  gentleman 
and  I  would  not  want  them  to  do  that.  But  on  regular  service 
tanks  they  are  going  ahead  as  fast  as  the  situation  would 
warrant. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Have  they  agreed  upon  and  are  they 
having  built  planes  such  as  the  Germans  used  in  their  cam- 
paign in  France,  or  similar  planes? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  suppose  the  gentleman  refers  to  planes  for 
dropping  parachute  troops? 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Not  necessarily  i^anes  for  dropping 
parachute  troops ;  I  mesm  the  diving  type. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  Germans  did  nothing  but  copy  the  Amer- 
ican dive  bomber,  with  which  our  Navy  started  10  years  ago. 
Mr.  MA:SINGALE.  Are  we  ha\1ng  them  made? 
Mr.  TABER.  We  are  having  them  made,  and  we  have  made 
them.  Every  one  of  our  aircraft  carriers  is  equipped  to  the 
full  limit  of  its  complement  with  dive  bombers  of  the  most 
modem  type. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  8  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  The  reason  I  have  asked  the  gentle- 
man these  questions — and  I  appreciate  his  answers — is  that 
I  know  if  anybody  woiild  try  to  dig  out  that  information  it 
would  be  the  gentleman  from  New  York.  I  believe  the  Ameri- 
can people  want  to  know  just  what  is  being  done;  not  just 
what  is  being  promised  to  be  done. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 
Mr.  TABER.  I  srield  to  the  gentleman  from  Colorado.  .1 
Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  I  notice  on  page  10  of  the  report 
there  is  an  item  of  slightly  over  $150,000,000  for  clothing  and 
equipage.  During  the  last  several  years  I  have  been  inter- 
ested in  the  amount  of  Army  supplies  of  what  seemed  to  be 
very  good  clothing  and  one  thing  and  another,  accumulated 
during  the  World  War,  which  were  apparently  being  disposed 
of  and  then  being  retailed  by  dealers  in  second-hand  clothing. 
What  has  been  done  about  that?  Just  because  a  uniform 
is  not  of  the  most  recent  design  does  not  mean  that  it  Is 
not  still  good  for  men's  use. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  cannot,  because  I  have  not  been  in  a  posi- 
tion to  do  so,  discuss  the  manner  in  which  they  have  dis- 
posed of  what  was  left  from  the  World  War.  I  am  advised 
that  it  is  practically  gone.  We  were  advised  that  a  very 
large  quantity  of  It  had  been  used  by  the  C.  C.  C.  Whether 
any  of  it  has  been  sold  to  junkmen  that  should  not  have  been 
sold,  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  discuss  because  I  do  not  know. 
I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  go  into  it.  However,  I  am 
satisfied  there  is  very  little  of  that  material  around  now.  I 
am  satisfied  that  we  need  to  get  the  things  that  are  provided 
h«e  at  the  present  time.  Whether  they  have  been  too  free  in 
condemning  articles  as  surplus  and  selling  them.  I  do  not 
know:  I  could  not  say.  I  am  advised  by  those  who  have  been 
OD  the  mlBtary  subcommittee  recently  that  they  do  not  be- 
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lieve  those  In  charge  have  been  overzealous  in  getting  rid  of 

the  stock.  , 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  I  undersUnd  there  were  several 
milUon  uniforms  left  over  at  the  end  of  the  World  War,  and 
with  proper  safeguarding  and  care  they  might  have  been 
kept,  it  seems  to  me.  * 

Mr.  TABER.  There  were  large  quantities  around  for  a 
long  time.    I  understand  that  those  are  practically  gone. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  As  I  understand,  $4,000,000,000  is  being 
provided  in  this  measure? 

Mr.    TABER.    Four    billion    nine    hundred    and    seventy 

million  dollars. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  There  is  a  very  brief  report  on  the  bill. 
We  hear  a  great  deal  from  the  public  that  they  want  ex- 
peditious action.  There  are  going  to  be  many  bottlenecks. 
Yesterday  it  was  aliuninum,  and  you  got  your  $65,000,000. 
You  have  your  8-percent  limitation  on  capital  so  that  they 
cannot  make  any  money.  You  wUl  have  your  excess-profits 
tax.  We  read  about  these  four  or  five  men  who  have  been 
appointed.  Mr.  Hillman  has  charge  of  one  bottleneck,  which 
will  be  a  bottleneck,  and  a  most  imporUnt  one,  of  course. 
Will  this  Congress  dare  hint  that  they  are  willing  and  have 
the  courage  to  mention  even  taking  away  one  of  the  hin- 
drances that  are  bound  to  arise,  and  prevent  us  from  getting 
into  a  bottleneck  from  which  we  cannot  be  extricated,  which 
is  what  the  gentleman  said  and  everybody  knows  has  hap- 
pened in  every  other  nation? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  as  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  I  am  ready  and  have  been  ready  to  vote  to 
remove  any  bottleneck;  I  do  not  care  what  it  is— Sidney 
Hillman  or  anyone  else.  I  did  not  vote  for  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act.  I  was  the  one  who  demanded  a  roll 
caU  upon  its  passage.  I  did  not  vote  for  the  wage-hour  bQl. 
I  did  not  vote  for  the  Walsh-Healey  bill.  I  would  not  vote 
for  any  of  them  if  they  were  here  today,  and  I  would  vote 
to  repeal  every  one  of  them  right  now. 

In  this  bill  we  are  attempting  to  remove  some  bottlenecks, 
and  I  hope  the  Members  of  the  House  will  go  along  with  us 
in  that  attempt.  We  are  trying  as  best  we  know  how,  with- 
out any  partisanship,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  to  provide 
what  funds  are  asked  in  a  fair  way  for  national  defense. 

I  wUl  be  perfectly  frank  with  you.     I  believe  the  amount 
of  money  that  is  carried  here  is  more  than  we  wiU  be  able 
to  use  successfuUy.  but  I  do  not  want  to  be  one  who  has 
refused  to  provide  what  is  needed  when  somebody  else  starts 
some  trouble  against  us.     When  we  consider  the  figure  of 
$4,970,000,000,  we  ought  to  consider  that  this  means  contract 
authorizations  for  the  delivery  of  planes  and  ordnance,  and 
these  two  items  make  up  two-thirds  of  what  this  bill  carries. 
Some  of  these  authorizations  nm  for  as  long  as  3  years  from 
today     We  do  not  want  to  figure  that  the  passage  of  this 
bill  means  that  the  $4,970,000,000  is  for  the  rest  of  the  year 
1941.    It  is  not.    It  is  spread  out  over  a  very  considerable 
period,  and  it  would  not  nm  so  much  if  we  were  on  a  basis  of 
full  preparedness  for  what  we  have  in  mind  might  happen. 
Mr.   DWORSHAK.     Mr.   Chairman,   will   the    gentleman 
yield? 
Mr.  TABER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  DWORSHAK.    On  page  6  of  the  bill  appears  an  item 
for  expediting  production  providing  for  a  direct  appropriation 
of  $162,500,000,  with  a  similar  amount  of  contractual  author- 
ity, and  I  observe  that  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  is 
waived.    Does  that  mean  there  is  absolutely  no  precaution 
provided  for  the  prevention  of  profiteering? 

Mr.  TABER.  No;  it  does  not.  The  8-percent  provision  of 
the  law  limiting  gross  profits  applies  to  that  language.  The 
whole  set-up  is  an  emergency  set-up,  and  while  it  will  be  pos- 
sible for  the  people  who  have  charge  of  letting  these  contracts 
to  let  them  without  competitive  bids  by  negotiated  contracts. 
there  is  no  waiving  in  this  particular  spot  of  the  question  of 
the  amount  of  profits  that  might  be  derived.  lApplause.l 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 
Mr.  LUDLOW.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  20  minutes. 


Mr.  Chairman,  it  Is  an  Interesting  historical  fact  that  this 
is  the  largest  bill  ever  reported  out  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  in  peaceUme.  and  it  is  especially  noteworthy  and 
interesting  that  it  comes  before  the  House  with  a  unanimoxis 
committee  report,  and  it  probably  wUl  pass  the  House  without 
a  roll  call. 

In  view  of  the  thorough  explanation  of  this  bill  by  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  Judge  Woodrxjm.  and  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  IMr.  Taber],  the  very  able  ranking  mem- 
bers on  the  two  sides  of  the  aisle,  any  statement  by  me  may 
seem  repetitious,  but  there  are  certain  provisions  of  the  bill 
and  some  phases  of  the  defense  program  to  which  I  should 
like  to  invite  special  attention. 

In  the  first  place.  I  would  like  to  point  out  what  this  bill, 
which  I  am  supporting  and  defending,  means  in  terms  of 
national  sacrifice.  I  agree  that  whatever  the  cost  of  iidequate 
national  defense  is,  it  must  be  paid,  but  I  think  somebody 
should  call  attention  to  the  bills  that  are  being  incurred,  so 
that  the  American  people  may  be  put  fully  on  notice  that  the 
time  is  coming  when  we  must  tighten  our  belts  and  make  real 
sacrifices  for  the  common  good,  sacrifices  that  we  never  have 
known  in  our  lifetime  and  that  we  never  expected  to  have  to 
make.  Money  does  not  grow  on  trees  and  every  dollar  of  debt 
that  is  being  incurred  to  place  our  country  in  a  safe  and 
secure  defense  position  must  come  ultimately  from  the  sweat 
and  toil  and  sacrifice  of  the  taxpayers  of  oiu-  country. 

The  immediate  problem  is  to  get  our  defenses  in  order  and 
no  one  appears  to  be  giving  any  thought,  or,  at  least,  any 
adequate  thought,  to  how  the  bills  are  to  be  paid.  And  yet 
this  is  a  phase  of  the  approach  to  national  defense  which 
must  have  attention  if  our  country  is  to  remain  financially 
sound  and  vigorous  to  meet  all  of  the  strains  of  the  fateful 
years  that  are  immediately  ahead.  It  would  be  well.  I  think, 
for  our  revenue-raising  authorities  to  give  immediate  and 
careful  attention  to  drastic  measures  to  keep  our  country's 
financial  position  sound  and  equal  to  all  eventualities.  Heavy 
taxation  is  certain  and.  as  much  as  we  would  all  regret  to  see 
a  capital  levy,  I  am  not  certain  that  it  can  ultimately  be 
avoided.  The  point  I  wish  to  stress  is  that,  while  we  must  go 
ahead  as  rapidly  as  possible  building  our  defenses,  we  should 
be  giving  more  attention  to  the  associated  problem  of  paying 
the  bills  so  as  to  keep  America  sound  and  solvent. 

Appropriations  are  being  made  so  rapidly  and  in  such 
amounts  that  the  clerks  are  not  able  to  estimate  accurately 
the  present  status  of  our  national  debt.  It  seems  to  hava 
become  a  very  obscure  and  far-off  consideration.  For  a  long 
time  our  statutory  debt  limit  was  $45,000,000,000.  This,  as 
we  all  know,  was  raised  some  months  ago  to  $49,000,000,000. 
The  cash  appropriated  in  the  bill  now  before  the  House,  to 
say  nothing  of  the  contract  authorizations  carried  by  it,  will 
shoot  the  naUonal  debt  far  above  $50,000,000,000,  or  mora 
than  a  billion  dollars  above  the  present  statutory  debt  limit. 
And  apparently  our  national -defense  appropriations  hava 
only  started.  If  compulsory  military  training  is  approved  by 
Congress,  it  will  Immediately  add  another  billion  dollars  to 
our  defense  program,  according  to  testimony  by  Gen.  George 
C.  Marshall,  Chief  of  Staff,  before  our  subcommittee. 

The  supplemental  defense  bill  now  before  you  appropriates 
and  authorizes  contracts  amounting  to  $4,963,151,957.  Some 
minds  may  be  able  to  grasp  this  amount,  but  to  most  persons 
it  is  staggering  and  incomprehensible.  Some  idea  of  its  mag- 
nitude may  be  obtained,  I  think,  from  the  fact  that  it  amounts 
to  $2,577,300  for  every  year  since  the  birth  of  Christ.  One 
item  in  this  bill  appropriates  $303,585,000  for  the  production 
of  ordnance  materiel  and  equipment.  This  involves  the  con- 
struction of  31  plants  for  the  production  and  handling  of 
mimitions.  costing  from  $5,000,000  to  $20,000,000  each.  Soma 
of  these  plants  for  the  manufacture  of  implements  of  death 
and  destruction  will  cost  two  and  three  times  apiece  what  tha 
United  States  paid  for  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  and  some  of 
these  single  plants  will  cost  much  more  than  Jefferson  paid 
for  the  Louisiana  Purchase,  out  of  which  were  carved  several 
great  American  States. 

These  facts  are  cited  to  show  the  colossal  magnitude  of  otir 
defense  program.  What  the  scope  of  that  defense  is  to  ba 
you  will  find  in  the  testimony  of  Secretary  of  Navy  Knox 
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IMge  6  of  the  hearings— and  Secretary  of  War  Stimson— page 
113  of  the  hearings.  Both  of  those  gentlemen,  responding  to 
questions  which  I  asked,  said  that  the  kind  of  defense  we  are 
planning  Is  hemisphere  defense,  to  be  prepared  to  carry  out 
our  obligations  under  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  Secretary  Knox 
said — page  6: 

Since  we  have  Indicated  our  Intention  of  enforcing  the  Monroe 
Doctrtne.  the  only  kind  of  defenae  which  can  be  hoped  to  be  Btic- 
oessfiil  In  a  major  war  would  be  hemisphere  defense. 

Secretary  Stimson — page  113 — called  attention  to  the  reso- 
lution passed  by  Congress  some  weeks  ago  reafBrming  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  and  said: 

When  Congress  has  paaaed  a  resolution  like  that.  It  la  up  to  the 
Army  to  try  to  make  It  good. 

While  the  obligations  we  are  assuming  are  enormous  and 
the  appropriations  necessary  to  carry  out  those  obligations 
are,  and  necessarily  will  continue -to  be  stupendous,  it  is  to 
your  subcommittee  a  great  satisfaction  to  know  that  there 
Is  supervising  and  regulating  these  vast  expenditures  and 
operations  such   a  safe,   sound,   and   competent   governing 
body  as  the  Advisory  Commission  to  the  Council  of  National 
Defense.     William   8.   Knudsen   and   Edward   R.   Stettinlus 
appeared  Ix^fore  our  subcommittee  not  only  once,  but  several 
times,  and  submitted  themselves  to  the  closest  examination 
as  to  their  plans  and  purposes.     I  think  I  speak  the  senti- 
ments of  the  entire  sutx;ommittee  when  I  say  that  we  were 
greatly  impressed  by  the  zeal,  the  patriotism,  and  the  mag- 
nificent competency  of  both  gentlemen.    Mr.  Stettinlus'  field 
Is  the  procurmg  of  raw  materials.    Mr.  Knudsen's  function 
is  the  production  of  finished  manufactured  units  of  defense. 
They  work  together  with  perfect  harmony  and  precision  and 
we  believe  that  If  the  country  had  t)een  searched  with  a 
fine-toothed  comb  it  would  have  been  impossible  to  find 
two  men  better  fitted  to  perform  the  manunoth  tasks  as- 
signed to  them  than  are  these  two  masters  of  Industry.     I 
Will  confess  that  I  felt  a  lot  better  satisfied  over  the  future 
of  our  defense  program  after  I  had  seen  them  and  talked 
with  them.     I  could  not  escape  the  conclusion  that  their 
sphere  of  service  might  well  be  broadened  and  that  they 
might  be  of  invaluable  aid  In  furnishing  advice  in  regard 
to  financing  the  great  defense  program,  as  well  as  in  pro- 
curing and  manufacturing  the  implements  of  war.     I  felt 
reassured  when  I  learned  that  no  one  of  the  costly  military 
and  naval  construction  enterprises  and  munitions  plants  will 
be  established  imtil  the  Advisory  Commission  has  evaluated 
the  Individual  proposals  and  passed  judgment  on  the  neces- 
sity for  each  plant.    On  page  246  of  the  hearings  you  will 
find   this   colloquy: 

Mr  Tabek.  From  your  answers  I  would  judge  that  you  would  go 
over  them  pretty  carefully  before  you  would  approve  them. 

htr.  Knxtosxm.  I  think  that  Is  my  duty. 

iir.  Taber.  Tou  would  expect  to  do  that? 

Mr.  Kntjdsen.  That   Is  my  duty. 

Mr.  LtTDLow.  Along  that  line  might  I  suggest  that  there  are  esti- 
mates for  31  separate  new  plants  which  have  to  do  with  the  manu- 
facture and  handling  of  war  materiel.  Will  you  pass  on  each  of 
these? 

Mr.  Knxtdsem.  Yes;  I  am  passing  on  every  one  of  them,  or  at 
least   my   organization    is. 

All  of  this.  I  think,  is  very  reassuring.  It  means,  I  sin- 
cerely believe,  that  the  national -defense  program  is  in  safe, 
competent  hands  and  that  It  will  be  executed  in  accordance 
with  the  best  business  principles  and  with  a  minimum  of 
waste.  On  this  subject  of  waste  in  national-defense  appro- 
priations the  following  testimony,  found  on  page  247  of  the 
hearings,  is  interesting: 

Mr  LiTDLow.  Mr.  Knudsen.  I  know  that  the  entire  country  has 
oonlldence  in  you  and  Mr.  Stettinlus,  and  I  want  to  ask  you  about 
Just  one  proposition. 

I  get  many  letters  from  people  who  are  wondering  If  we  are 
getting  ahead  of  the  game  with  our  appropriations,  and  whether 
the  approprtatlnns  are  larger  than  the  amount  that  can  be  assim- 
ilated by  the  producing  activities.  Of  course.  I  realize  that  in 
carrying  out  a  program  of  such  magnitude  the  time  element  la  a 
very  essential  factor.  Is  It  possible  for  you  to  provide  for  and 
eziforce  adequate  safeguards  against  waste?  IncidentaUy,  tlxere 
must  be  a  good  deal  of  waste  cozuiected  with  it. 


Mr.  Knttosem.  There  is  waste  connected  with  everything.  It  Is 
only  the  degree  of  waste  that  matters  In  the  organization  where  I 
was  myself  before  I  came  here  the  waste  Is  about  3  percent,  and  it 
Is  a  constant  worry.     But  I  could  not  say  there  would  not  be  any 
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Mr.  Ltmcxtw.  I  do  not  think  anybody  would  expect  that;  but  I 

wondered  whether  the  very  velocity  of  yoiir  operations  and  the 
expedition  that  Is  necessary  would  lead  to  much  waste. 

Mr.  Knudsen.  That  is  part  of  our  responsibility. 

Mr.  LiTDLOw.  I  was  wondering  whether  the  expedition  that  \» 
necessary  would  not  make  it  very  difOcult  to  avoid  or  abolish  waste. 

Mr.  Knttdskn.  If  there  is  any  waste.  It  Is  generally  when  there  Is 
delay  In  the  deliveries.  I  have  men  who  travel  around  to  the  differ- 
ent plants,  and  I  have  not  got  a  man  who  has  not  worked  at  his 
trade.    I  would  not  have  anybody  else. 

If  the  same  percent  of  waste  is  applied  to  the  national- 
defense  program  as  exists  under  General  Motors,  Mr.  Knud- 
sen's organization,  the  wastage  in  executing  a  bill  such  as  the 
one  before  us.  carrying  appropriations  and  authorized  appro- 
priations of  $4,963,151,957,  would  be  about  $150,000,000.  I 
would  be  surprised  if  it  could  be  held  down  to  that  amount, 
considering  the  nature  of  governmental  operations  and  the 
speed  with  which  the  defense  program  must  be  executed.  I 
can  only  give  my  opinion  as  one  observer,  and  that  Is  that 
Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stettinlus  will  do  their  very  best  to  see 
that  the  taxpayers  of  America  get  a  dollar's  worth  of  value 
out  of  every  dollar  of  defense  money  that  Is  appropriated. 

Our  subcommittee  on  deficiencies  is  taking  a  very  broad 
view  of  the  defense  needs  of  the  country  and  Is  exercising 
great  liberalism  in  passing  upon  the  necessary  defense  Items. 
While  in  ordinary,  normal,  everyday  functioning  in  regard  to 
governmental  operations  we  are  always  loath  to  make  appro- 
priations in  excess  of  Budget  estimates,  we  have  not  hesi- 
tated to  do  so  in  instances  where,  on  a  proper  showing,  we 
have  been  convinced  that  the  Budget  cut  defense  items  too 
deeply.  An  examination  of  defense  bills  in  comparison  with 
Budget  estimates  will  show  that  we  have  raised  the  Budget 
many  millions  of  dollars  on  specific  items.  We  have  felt  that 
in  these  vital  instances  the  Budget  has  not  had  the  oppor- 
tunity to  go  Into  the  matters  or  has  not  had  before  it  the  facts 
to  justify  the  estimates  that  we  have  had.  At  the  same  time 
we  have  been  careful  not  to  relinquish  our  grasp  on  appropria- 
tions or  to  weaken  our  control  over  the  purse  strings.  A 
notable  instance  of  our  assertion  of  the  rights  of  Congress  In 
connection  with  appropriations  was  our  refusal  to  grant  a 
request  that  would  have  given  the  War  Department  carte 
blanche  authority  to  increase  its  personnel  In  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  execute  the  duties  Imposed  by  this  supplemental 
national-defense  bill.  The  testimony  on  this  subject,  begin- 
ning on  page  227  and  rtmning  through  «everal  pages  of  the 
hearings,  is  very  interesting.  Our  subcommittee  felt  that  it 
would  be  derelict  to  the  public  Interest  if  It  granted  the  War 
Department  a  blank  check  to  build  up  its  persormel.  and  in 
order  to  protect  the  integrity  of  the  appropriating  system  we 
declined  to  grant  the  authority  asked.  The  sentiment  in  the 
subcommittee,  very  properly.  I  thinY.  Is  against  any  more 
blank -check  appropriations.  We  decided  to  give  the  Depart- 
ment a  10-percent  increase  for  overhead,  and  if  that  does  not 
prove  adequate  to  provide  necessary  personnel  the  deficiencies 
subcommittee  will  always  be  ready  to  receive  additional  esti- 
mates and  will  listen  attentively  to  the  justifications  offered  in 
support  thereof.  This  is  the  regular  and  proper  way  to  legis- 
late in  order  to  preserve  the  integrity  of  the  congressional 
appropriating  system,  and  there  is  no  sound  reason  for  setting 
it  aside  even  In  times  of  emergency. 

I  shall  not  detain  the  House  by  referring  to  details  of  the 
bill,  which  are  explained  In  the  splendid  committee  report, 
and  which  have  been  and  will  be  discussed  in  extenso  in  an 
illuminating  way  by  others.  If  my  observations  have  any 
point  and  applicability  in  this  debate,  It  will  be  mainly  to 
assure  the  House  and  the  country  that  the  execution  of  the 
preparedness  program  is  in  competent  hands  and  is  going 
ahead  satisfactorily  and  that  there  Is  every  reason  to  lielieve 
that  in  due  time  the  vast  appropriations  we  are  making  will 
materialize  in  units  of  production.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  15 
minutes  and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Rscoro.         <" 
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The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Kklly)  .  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  like  other  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  in  charge  of  this  bill,  I  rise  in  its 
support. 

The  bill  carries  with  it,  if  we  include  both  appropriations 
and  contract  authorizations,  the  sum  of  about  $4,900,000,000. 
Added  to  the  appropriations  and  the  contract  authorizations 
already  made  available  for  the  fiscal  year  1941,  this  brings 
the  total  for  the  year  to  approximately  $10,000,000,000.  This 
sum  of  $10,000,000,000  may  be  broken  down  into  appropria- 
tions amounting  to  about  $6,400,000,000.  of  which  $2,200,000,- 
000  is  carried  in  this  bill,  and  contract  authorizations  amount- 
ing to  about  $3,600,000,000.  of  which  $2,700,000,000  is  provided 
for  in  this  bill. 

The  $6,400,000,000  of  appropriations  for  the  present  fiscal 
year  includes,  of  course,  the  sums  necessary  for  the  expenses 
of  operation  of  the  War  Department  and  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment. It  does  not  include  the  sums  which  have  been  carried 
over  from  the  last  fiscal  year  into  the  present  fiscal  year, 
beginning  July  1,  the  exact  amounts  of  which  are  not  avail- 
able. 

Of  the  total  of  $10,000,000,000  available  for  the  current 
fiscal  year,  the  Army  receives,  roughly,  $6,700,000,000,  con- 
sisting of  about  $3,900,000,000  in  appropriations  and  about 
$2,800,000,000  In  contract  authorizations.  The  balance  of 
approximately  $3,300,000,000  goes  to  the  Navy  in  appropria- 
tions to  the  extent  of  about  $2,400,000,000  and  in  contract 
authorizations  to  the  extent  of  about  $900,000,000. 

Under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  I  insert  at  this  point  a 
table  giving  a  rough  break-down  as  between  the  Army  and 
the  Navy  and  as  between  appropriations  and  contract  au- 
thorizations of  those  sums  which  have  been  made  available 
for  the  current  fiscal  year: 

NatUmal-defenae  appropriations — fiscal  year  1941  (approximate) 
Totals:  I 

This  bill L —  $4,900,000,000 

Previous    bllla 5.100,000.000 

ToUl - 10,  000.  000.  000 


• 

Appropiia- 
tiona 

Contrert  so- 
ttiorlutioiu 

ToUU 

Army: 

This  bill       , 

$1,000,000,000 
2.300.000.000 

$2,300,000,000 
577,000,000 

$3,ooaooo,ooo 

I*revious  bills.... 

K***— »•- 

2.800.000,000 

Army  totsL... 

3.900.000.000 

2.800.000.000 

ft.  700. 000, 000 

Havy: 

This  bin    

574.000.000 
1.800.000.000 

4S3.000,000 
313,000.000 

l.M7,000.000 

Previous  bills 

2.ltM.U00,000 

Navy  totaL 

2,400,000.000 

7M,  000. 000 

3.300.000.000 

Total,  Army,  and  Navy 

•.400.000,000 

3,000,000,000 

10.000,000.000 

The  policy  reflected  in  this  bill,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  a  long  cry 
from  our  national-defense  policy  of  a  few  months  ago.  That 
policy  as  late  as  December  of  1939  was  reflected  in  a  reduction 
in  War  Department  requests  to  the  extent  of  $564,000,000.  at 
a  sUll  later  date  in  a  reducUon  in  War  Department  requests 
amounting  to  $6,700,000.  and  at  a  still  later  date  in  a  reduc- 
tion In  War  Department  requests  for  personnel  to  the  extent 
of  about  25.000  men. 

All  of  these  reductions  were  the  result  of  action  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  acting  for  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  in  accordance  with  our  national-defense  policy  at 
that  time. 

Until  May  16  our  national-defense  policy  may  be  said  to 
have  been  a  $2,000,000,000  policy.  As  late  as  June  4  and 
June  5  our  policy  may  be  said  to  have  been  a  $5,000,000,000 
policy.  It  was  at  that  time,  in  connection  with  the  bill  then 
under  consideration,  that  both  General  Marshall,  as  Chief  of 
Staff  of  the  Army,  and  Admiral  Stark,  as  Chief  of  Naval 
Operations  of  the  Navy,  stated  for  the  record  in  substance 
that  if  the  appropriations  then  under  consideration,  bring- 
ing the  total  for  the  present  fiscal  year  to  about  $5,000,000,000 


were  in  fact  authorized  by  the  Congress,  they  would  take 
care  of  the  needs  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  and  provide  those 
things  which  could  be  obtained  at  the  then  level  of  industrial 
production,  prior  to  the  reconvening  of  the  Congress  in  Jan- 
uary 1941. 

Our  present  policy,  our  $10,000,000,000  policy,  presented  It- 
self for  the  first  time  about  3  weeks  ago,  when  it  appeared 
in  the  most  recent  national -defense  message  of  the  President, 
overriding  the  statements  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  Chief 
of  Naval  Operations  to  which  I  have  just  referred,  and 
calling  for  additional  appropriations  of  $4,900,000,000,  or 
thereabouts,  which  are  carried  in  this  bill. 

The  present  bill  finds  its  justification,  first,  in  the  decision 
to  construct  a  2-ocean  Navy  and,  second,  in  the  decision 
to  obtain  a  trained  Army  of  1,000.000  men  with  200,000  more 
in  reserve  and  equipment  which  it  always  takes  time  to 
produce  for  a  further  800.000  men,  or  a  total  of  2.000.000  men. 

Out  of  the  $4,900,000,000  carried  by  this  bill,  the  Army 
receives  about  $3,900,000,000.  which  may  be  roughly  broken 
down  into  four  major  categories,  as  follows: 

Army  (approximate) 


ApproiirtaUons 

Cost  mot 
authoritatioos 

Totab 

E.ssrntial  matrrlals  (1,300,000  men) 
Crilical  items  (•2,'1II0,<I00  men) 
Airplane   program    (14,000;   25.000 

total)     

ExiKHlitinK     con.struction      fpro- 

duclion  and  storage  lacUtlies)  — 

$224.  .Vm.  000 
WiU.  UOU,  UOU 

60C,  000. 000 

162.500,000 

$12. 700.  noo 

1. 002. 000, 000 

1.072.000,000 

102,500.000 

$237. 2nn,  nno 

1,671,000,000 

1.678,000,000 

325.000,000 

Total 

1.602,000.000 

2.  249. 000. 000 

S.  011. 000. 000 

Of  the  total  of  $4,900,000,000  carried  in  the  bill,  the  Navy 
receives  the  balance  of  about  $1,000,000,000.  This  in  turn 
may  be  roughly  broken  down  into  five  major  Items,  as  follows: 

Navy  (approximate) 


• 

A  p|>ropri»- 
liuus 

rontrart  au- 
Uioriutious 

Totali 

Bhipbuildlnc  fTO  percent  increase 
in  ronihiitant  ships)  (combat, 
200;  siLxiliaries.  52) 

Act^uisilioD  and  conversion  of  aux- 
iliaries (22) 

Aviation  (4.000;  total,  10,000) 

I'ublic  works              - 

$208,000,000 

75,000,000 

i7ti.oau.ooo 

40,  700,  OOO 
81.  UOO.  000 

$73,000,000 

$3Si,ooaooo 

75.000.000 

37.vooa.aoo 

3.S,  000.  ooo 

M5.ooo,<no 
75,  oitn.  oin) 

MiscellaDeous 

81.000.000 

Total 

574.000,000 

483,0001000 

1.067.00a000 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  expenditure  called  for  Is  tremendous. 
It  means  that  we  are  increasing  our  actual  cash  expenditure 
for  national  defense  from  something  less  than  $2,000,000,000 
in  the  last  fiscal  year  to  about  $6,400,000,000  in  the  present 
fiscal  year.  It  means  that  unless  we  produce  additional  rev- 
enue we  may  increase  our  deficit  of  over  $3,500,000,000  In  the 
last  fiscal  year  to  a  deficit  of  $8,000,000,000  in  the  present 
fiscal  year. 

It  emphasizes  the  madness  of  the  waste  and  extravagance 
of  recent  years  and  the  dangers  for  every  American  citizen 
which  have  resulted. 

Nevertheless,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  see  no  escape  from  support- 
ing the  appropriations  which  are  before  us  at  this  time.  The 
Secretary  of  State,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the  Chief  of 
Staff,  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  Mr.  Stettinlus,  repre- 
senting the  Council  for  National  Defense,  have  all  testified 
for  the  record  that  these  appropriations.  In  their  judgment, 
are  essential  to  a  proper  program  of  national  defense. 

Furthermore,  both  Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stettinlus,  In  the 
light  of  their  wide  business  experience,  as  well  as  other  offi- 
cials of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  holding  responsible 
positions  in  our  national-defense  program,  have  testified  for 
the  record  that,  in  their  judgment,  the  unusual  cash  outlay 
called  for  under  the  combined  appropriation  bills  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  can  and  will,  for  the  most  part,  be  spent  within 

that  year.  ^  _^ 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  Ught  of  this  testimony,  I  am  support- 
ing this  bill,  in  its  entirety.    I  hope  that  the  rest  of  the  House 
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will  do  likewise.  I  see  no  other  course  of  action  that  can  \K 
safely  pursued  under  the  world  conditions  by  which  we  arc 
confronted  at  this  time. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  3 

additional  minutes. 
Mr.   CRAWFORD.     Mr.   Chairman,   will   the   gentleman 

yield? 
Mr.  WTOOLESWORTH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  believe  the  gentleman  said  this  bill 
win  implement  the  Army  in  a  sufficient  manner  to  require 
2.000,000  men.  It  appeals  to  me  in  this  way:  Suppose  the 
gentleman  and  I  were  sitting  down  and  making  plans  for 
financing  a  new  factory  that  would  call  for  a  thousand-man 
personnel  and  we  were  looking  ahead  to  the  time  when  the 
factory  would  be  ready  to  operate.  We  have  no  men  avail- 
able to  operate  the  factory.  If  we  are  now  appropriating 
money  to  build  the  equipment  to  utilize  the  services  of  2,000.- 
000  men,  where  will  we  be  if  the  selective-draft  biU  is  not 
enacted  into  law  and  if  volunteers  do  not  come  in  sufficiently 
to  meet  this  mechanization  as  it  rolls  off  the  production  line? 
Is  not  that  what  we  are  up  against?  In  other  words,  we  are 
now  appropriating  money  to  complete  a  plant  and  the  per- 
sonnel will  not  be  available  at  the  time  of  the  completion  of 
the  plant  to  operate. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
it  seems  to  me  we  would  be  substantially  in  the  same  position 
'  that  we  are  in  today.  As  the  gentleman  states,  these  appro- 
priations are  intended  to  furnish  so-called  essential  materials 
jmd  equipment  for  1,200,000  men,  and  over  and  above  that 
to  provide  so-called  critical  items,  some  of  which  may  take 
3  or  2»-i  years  to  complete  for  an  Army  of  2,000.000  men. 
Obviously,  if  that  equipment  is  to  be  utilized,  we  must,  in 
some  manner  or  other,  raise  more  than  the  250.000  men  In 
the  Regular  Army  and  the  230.000  men  in  the  National  Guard 
that  are  now  available.     [Applause.] 

Under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  insert 
at  this  point  In  the  Record  a  statement  made  by  Mr.  Knudsen, 
under  date  of  July  26.  1940.  showing  the  progress  made  under 
the  Council  for  NaUonal  Defense,  as  reported  by  the  Associ- 
ated Press: 

KitxTDSEtt  Rrpo«T  ow  P«cteKSss  or  Nattow'8  Direwsi  Program 

Washxmcton.  J\ily  26. — Here  Is  the  text  oX  the  statement  by 
William  S.  Knudsen.  of  the  National  Defense  Commission,  on  the 
PfOgrcM  of  the  defense  program  to  date: 

Since  the  Defense  Commission  was  appointed  by  the  President 
8  weeks  ago,  this  department  has  sought  to  lay  a  solid  foundation 
upon  which  the  resources  of  Industry  would  be  coordinated.  At 
the  same  time,  every  effort  has  been  made  to  expedite  current 
contracts  for  defense  materiel. 

Procress  In  connection  with  the  first  objective  has  been  substan- 
-tlal  and.  with  the  continuing  cooperation  of  Industry  and  the 
interested  Government  agencies,  we  can  be  confident  of  a  produc- 
tion machine  capable  of  attaining  the  definite  goal  specifically 
stated  In  the  request  now  before  the  Congress  for  funds  to  equip 
completely  a  modem  army  of  2.000.000  men.  This  can  be  accom- 
plished Just  as  fast  as  the  best  production  facilities  and  techniques 
^■'  m  the  world  can  gain  momentum  through  favorable  congressional 
action  upon  this  augmented  program. 

Our  progress  toward  second  objective— 'clearance  of  cvirrent  con- 
tracts— can  be  measured  in  dollars  as 'follows  ; 


Army  (from  June  6  through  July  25). 
4*avy  (from  June  8  through  July  25)  _. 


$315.  288.  152  08 

1, 413. 907,  677.  87 


Total : 1.728,195,829.95 

There  are  problems  and  responsibilities  in  mechanical  produc- 
tion which,  naturally,  are  not  thoroughly  comprehended  by  the 
general  public. 

BASIC    PREPARATION 

What  may  seem  to  some  as  unnecessary  delay  Is  almost  always. 
In  reality,  a  period  of  basic  preparation  necessary  to  sound  achieve- 
ment. For  example,  much  has  been  said  in  the  press  and  on  the 
air  about  tanks  and  tank  construction.  I  am  sure,  however,  that 
few  people  realize  that  before  actual  production  can  start,  months 
of  effort  must  be  expended  upon  design  alone.  Our  tank  designs 
tre  weU  advanced.  Contracts  have  already  been  placed  for  the 
lighter  type.  The  heavier  tanks  are  being  redesigned  to  take 
advantage  of  vital  Information  gleaned  from  experience  In  the 
European  war. 

To  give  aome  Idea  of  the  engineering  prejiaratlon  Involved  In 
tank  oonstnictlon.  for  Instance,  it  should  be  noted  that  approxi- 


mately 2.400  Individual  drawings  are  recpilred  In  the  complete 
design  of  the  light  tanks.  ThD  156  mm.  gun  carriage  requires  ap- 
proximately 1.000  separate  drawings  and  an  additional  500  for  the 
recoil  mechanism.  Even  the  tank  gtma  of  75  mm.  reqtiire  300 
drawings  and  their  panoramic  sight.  160.  This  Is  merely  to  stig- 
geat  the  energy  and  time  necessary  before  these  Instruments  can 
begin  to  roll  off  a  production  line. 

MACHINZ-TOOI.    PROBLMU 

The  problem  of  machine  tools,  which  U  fimdamental  to  the 
entire  defense  program.  Is  another  point  where  baalc  design  must 
be  carried  on  and  to  those  unacquainted  with  requirements  In 
this  respect  It  may  seem  that  little  or  nothing  is  being  done. 
Tools  for  turning  out  ordnance  supplies  mtxst  be  specially  designed. 
The  kind  of  work  Involved  does  not.  of  course,  attract  headlines. 
Very  definite  progress  is  being  made,  however,  and  no  actual  delay 

exists. 

There  Is  scarcely  a  defense  Instrument  which  does  not  depend  for 
its  production  upon  the  machine-tool  industry.  This  industry  was 
the  first  and  most  important  potential  bottleneck  which  this 
department  confronted.  It  was  considered  Immediately  and  steps 
taken  to  work  out  a  prompt  solution. 

Through  the  unlimited  cooperation  of  the  Industry  which  set 
up  Its  own  defense  committee,  I  am  able  to  report  that  the  huge 
planers  and  millers  needed  to  work  armor  plate,  particularly  for 
the  expanded  naval  program,  will  be  available  on  time,  according 
to  reports  to  me  from  the  Industry  this  week.  This  shotild  prevent 
what  might  have  been  a  serious  delay  in  naval  construction. 

It  can  also  be  said  that  the  machine-tool  builders  are  making 
their  facilities  available  to  the  defense  program  on  a  voluntary 
basis  as  completely  and  effectively  as  though  wartime  priorities 
were   in   effect. 

AIRPLANXS    AND    ENGINZS 

Estimates  have  been  completed  on  required  capacities  for  air- 
planes and  engines  but  this  Information  must  remain  confidential 
for  the  present.  There  Is  every  Indication  that  the  Industry  will 
be  able  to  meet  the  heavy  requirements  placed  upon  It  under  the 
program  calling  for  an  annual  production  of  25.000  complete  air- 
craft (engines  and  armor)  by  July  1.  1942.  An  analysis  has  been 
made  of  cxirrent  and  expanded  rates  of  delivery  for  British  ac- 
count and  In  this  connection  it  should  be  said  that  the  British 
proposals  for  expanded  procurement  of  aircraft  In  this  country  do 
not  threaten  Interference  with  maximum  production  of  our  own 
needs  inasmuch  as  they  wotUd  be  handled  independent  of  capacity 
required  for  the  maximum  American  program. 

GREAT  P0wi«3t  PLANT 

Light  ordnance  and  explosives:  Contracts  have  been  formally 
signed  with  the  Du  Pont  Co.  providing  for  erection  and  opera- 
tion of  Government-owned  powder  plant  at  Charlestown,  Ind.,  with 
a  production  capacity  of  200.000  pounds  per  day.  This  plant  will  be 
completed  and  In  operation  within  10  months.  In  1917  the  contract 
for  construction  of  the  first  powder  plant  was  not  signed  until 
7  months  after  we  had  entered  the  war. 

Negotiations  for  a  shell-loading  plant  are  well  advanced  and  a 
contract  Is  expected  to  be  signed  shortly. 

It  has  been  found  that  no  serious  problem  exists  In  connection 
with  the  production  of  small  arms  and  ammunition.  Assurances 
have  been  received  that  at  least  500  of  the  new  Oarand  rifles  will  be 
produced  daily  in  one  arsenal  by  October  1  and  that  production  at 
this  arsenal  will  be  doubled  by  early  spring. 

Shipbuilding:  We  have  been  working  closely  with  the  Navy  De- 
partment on  construction  capacity  in  connection  with  the  ex- 
panded program  calling  for  a  70  percent  Increase  in  fighting  ships. 
DetaUed  studies  are  being  made  rapidly  in  connection  with  the 
problem  of  expanding  shipbuilding  facilities. 

Construction:  An  over-all  survey  has  been  undertaken  to  deter- 
mine War  and  Navy  Department  requirements  in  the  immediate 
future.  This  survey  will  show  definitely  the  amount  of  construc- 
tion contemplated  by  these  two  departments  in  connection  with 
the  defense  program. 

Food  products:  A  preliminary  survey  of  Army  and  Navy  food  re- 
qtUrements  indicates  that  no  bottlenecks  exist  In  this  field  even 
under  maximum  requirements. 

Trucks:  No  bottlenecks  have  been  found  to  exist  in  truck  produc- 
tion and  present  schedules  call  for  delivery  of  25,000  trucks  to  the 
armed  services  by  December  31  of  this  year. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  jrield  15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Tinkh.oi]. 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  an  excellent  article,  writ- 
ten by  Mr.  Felix  Morley.  editor  of  the  Washington  Post, 
appeared  in  the  July  13  issue  of  that  publication.  The 
article  is  entitled  "Consistent  Monroe,"  with  a  subheading 
"The  doctrine  works  both  ways."    It  reads  as  follows: 

The  Importance  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  as  a  cardinal  principle 
of  American  foreign  policy  can  scarcely  be  exaggerated  at  this  time. 
On  the  basis  of  this  doctrine  is  being  erected  the  whole  tremendous 
program  for  hemisphere  defense.  All  current  plans  for  Improving 
our  relations  with  Latin  America,  and  for  keeping  the  war  out  of 
the  New  World  have  their  roots  in  the  famous  message  which 
President  Monroe  delivered  to  Congress  on  December  2,  1823.  With- 
out this  doctrine,  atlU  fresh  and  vigorous  In  spite  of  its  years,  there 
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WDOld  be  little  Justification  for  the  Important  Pan-American  Con- 
ference scheduled  to  convene  In  Habana  next  week. 

It  seems  eminently  fitting  therefore  that  the  American  people 
should  refresh  their  memories  as  to  the  actual  content  and  purpose 
of  this  great  manifesto.  If  that  is  done,  there  will  be  much  less 
risk  of  unneceesfuy  International  complications,  less  room  for 
Justified  recriminations,  and  far  l>etter  chance  of  preserving  peace 
and  democracy  throughout  the  Western  Hemisphere  during  the 
difficult  days  ahead. 

The  original  Monroe  Doctrine  has  two  essential  parts,  which  in 
the  minds  of  Its  sponsors  were  absolutely  Inseparable.  The  first 
and  most  publicized  part  of  the  doctrine  is  that  which  declares 
that  the  United  States  would  regard  any  attempt  by  European 
powers  "to  extend  their  system  to  any  portion  of  this  hemisphere 
as  dangerotis  to  our  peace  and  aafety."  This  ringing  assertion  of 
policy  was  qualified  only  by  the  statement  that  "with  the  existing 
colonies  or  dependencies  of  any  European  power  (In  the  New  World) 
we  have  not  interfered  and  shall  not  interfere." 

The  second  part  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  Is  equally  important  but 
much  less  frequently  quoted.  Herein  It  Is  stated  that:  "In  the 
wars  of  the  European  powers  In  matters  relating  to  themselves  we 
have  never  taken  any  part,  nor  does  It  comport  with  our  policy 
so  to  do."  And  President  Monroe,  obviously  desiring  to  emphasize 
this  point,  said  further:  "Our  policy  in  regard  to  Europe  •  •  • 
remains  the  same,  which  is  not  to  interfere  in  the  Internal  concerns 
of  any  of  Its  powers;  to  consider  the  government  de  facto  as  the 
legitimate  government  f or  U8    •     •     •." 

n 

The  complementary  and  Inseparable  character  of  these  two  parts 
iB  obvious.  Indeed  the  only  possible  Justification  for  telling  other 
people  to  mind  their  business  is  an  agreement,  given  or  Implied, 
to  mind  your  own.  And  it  is  well  to  remember  that  this  country 
offered  no  warnings  to  European  dictatorships  imtll  American  states- 
manship had  fully  demonstrated  that  it  had  no  intention  of  order- 
ing the  affairs  of  the  Old  World. 

•Behind  the  Monroe  Doctrine."  said  J.  Reubeh  Clark  In  the  com- 
prehensive memorandum  on  the  subject  which  he  wrote  in  1928, 
while  Under  Secretary  of  State,  "is  the  principle  of  the  complete 
political  separation  of  Europe  and  the  Americas."  And  Mr.  Clark, 
reporting  to  Secretary  of  State  Kellogg,  further  observed  that: 
"The  prmciples  of  the  nonextenslon  of  the  European  political  sys- 
tem to  this  hemisphere  and  Interposition  In  the  affairs  of  Latin 
American  republics  are  mere  corollaries  of  the  political  separation 
of  Europe  and  America." 

Our  diplomatic  record  strongly  supports  the  contention  that  an 
essential  part  cf  the  Monroe  .Doctrine  is  Its  categorldal  statement 
that:  "In  the  wars  of  the  European  powers  In  matters  relating  to 
themselves  we  have  never  taken  any  part,  nor  does  it  comport  with 
our  policy  ao  to  do." 

Interesting  evidence  to  this  effect  is  found  In  a  letter  written 
by  Thomas  Jefferson  to  President  Monroe  when  the  latter  asked  the 
advice  of  th<*  Sage  of  Montlcello  on  the  doctrine  which  was  then 
being  formulated.  Writing  under  date  of  October  24,  1823,  Mr. 
Jefferson  said: 

"The  question  presented  by  the  letters  you  have  sent  me  Is  the 
most  momentous  which  has  ever  been  offered  to  my  contemplation 
Elnce  that  of  independence.  That  made  us  a  Nation.  This  sets 
our  compass  and  points  the  course  which  we  are  to  steer  through 
the  ocean  of  time  opening  on  us.  And  never  could  we  embark 
upon  it  under  circumstances  more  auspicious.  Our  first  and  funda- 
mental maxim  should  be,  never  to  entangle  ourselves  in  the  broils  of 
Europe;  our  second,  never  to  suffer  Europe  to  intermeddle  with  els- 

A.tl&ii*ic  &ff&irs 

Nearly  a  generation  later  President  Polk,  reaffirming  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  in  hU  message  to  Congress  of  December  2,  1845,  stated 
that:  "It  Is  weU  known  to  the  American  people  and  to  all  nations 
that  this  Government  has  never  Interfered  with  the  relations  sub- 
Blstlng  between  other  governments.  We  have  never  made  our- 
selves parties  to  their  wars  or  their  alliances.  •  •  •  We  may 
claim  on  this  continent  a  like  exemption  from  Eurojsean  Inter- 
Xerence." 

Half  a  century  after  this.  In  the  famous  note  of  July  20.  1895, 
which  applied  the  Monroe  Doctrine  to  the  boundary  dispute  be- 
twefcu  Venezuela  and  Great  Britain,  Secretary  of  State  Olney  again 
emphasized  the  dual  ncture  of  this  prmclple  of  Ainerican  foreign 
policy.  "Unquestionably."  wrote  Mr.  Olney.  "it  was  reasoned  by 
the  administration  of  President  Monroe  that  'complete  European 
noninterference  in  American  concerns  would  be  cheaply  purchased 
by  complete  American  noninterference  In  Etiropean  concerns.'  " 

The  perfect  symmetry  of  its  logic  gives  the  Monroe  Doctrine  its 
great  effectiveness  as  a  policy.  But  whenever  that  symmetry  Is 
Injtired,  whenever  the  United  States  assumes  that  It  can  direct 
affairs  In  Europe  while  denying  Europe  any  right  to  direct  affairs 
In  Latin  America,  the  essential  spirit  of  the  doctrine  is  Injured 
and  its  moral  authority  is  undermined. 

It  was.  for  Instance,  wholly  in  accord  with  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
for  the  administration,  when  Italy  entered  the  war,  to  serve  notice 
that  "the  United  States  would  not  recognize  any  transfer,  and 
would  not  acquiesce  in  any  attempt  to  transfer  any  geographic 
region  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non -American  power 
to  another   non-American   power." 

It  was.  however,  completely  at  variance  with  the  letter  and  spirit 
Of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  for  President  Roosevelt  to  tell  former 
Premier  Reynaud.  of  Prance,  a  few  days  earlier,  that  "the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  will  not  consider  as  valid  any  at- 
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tempt  to  Infringe  by  force  the  Independence  and  territorial  integrity 
of  Prance."  As  the  wording  of  the  Doctrine  has  it:  "Our  policy  in 
regard  to  Europe  is  •  •  •  to  consider  the  government  de  facto 
as  the  legitimate  government  for  us." 

When  the  time  comes  for  an  effective  international  organization, 
with  power  to  apply  collective  action  against  an  aggressor,  and 
when  the  United  States  Is  a  member  of  that  organization — then 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  will  automatically  be  merged  in  this  larger 
system  of  security.  Until  that  time  the  value  of  the  doctrine  In 
maintaining  the  security  of  a  limited  area  depends  upon  attention 
to  the  self-denying,  as  well  as  to  the  self-assertive,  side  of  the 
principle  so  well  and  truly  laid  down  by  President  Monroe. 

Those  who  appreciate  the  enormous  lmpc»'tance  of  the  Doctrine 
at  this  time  have  therefore  welcomed  Secretary  Hull's  statement 
of  July  6.  that  "The  Government  of  the  United  States  pursues  a 
policy  of  nonpartlclpatlon  and  of  nonlnvolvement  In  the  purely 
political  affairs  of  Europe."  And  equally  appropriate  has  been  the 
President's  pledge,  in  the  defense  message  of  July  10,  that  "We  will 
not  send  our  men  to  take  part  In  European  wars." 

That  pledge  was  necessary,  under  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  to  give 
full  force  to  Mr.  Roosevelt  s  equally  categorical  assertion  that  "We 
Will  repel  aggression  against  the  United  States  or  the  Western 
Hemisphere." 

I  wish  to  add  that  I  do  not  agree  with  Mr.  Morley's  inter- 
pretation of  the  declarations  made  by  President  Roosevelt 
and  Secretary  of  State  HuU  to  which  he  refers  in  the  last 
two  paragraphs  of  his  article.  I  propose  to  have  more  to 
say  on  this  subject  here  in  the  House  at  a  little  later  date. 
[Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  yields  back  4  minutes. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  no 
further  speakers.    The  Clerk  may  read  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  Clerk  will  read. 

Tlie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Naval  air  station.  Key  West,  Pla.:  Purchase  of  land,  9125,000. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  not  like  to  have  the  opportunity 
foreclosed,  before  this  bill  is  completed,  to  pay  a  little  testi- 
mony to  the  former  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Louis 
Johnson,  who  resigned  on  July  20. 

You  will  notice  from  an  Examination  of  the  hearings  that 
every  so  often  there  would  appear  this  interjection  "We  will 
ask  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  War." 

I  think  that  is  great  testimony  to  the  capacity  of  this 
gentleman  and  the  kind  of  service  that  he  has  rendered  to  the 
country  during  his  incumbency  as  Assistant  Secretary  of 
War. 

More  particularly.  I  believe  it  was  Louis  Johnson,  of  West 
Virginia,  who  rendered  great  service  to  the  coimtry  in  point- 
ing out  the  weakness  in  our  defensive  establishment.  In 
implementation  of  that  fact,  let  me  read  a  few  excerpts,  first 
from  a  speech  that  he  delivered  in  Boston  on  the  18th  of 
November  1938.  That  is  more  than  18  months  ago.  That 
address  was  delivered  to  the  industrial  session  of  the  Four- 
teenth Annual  New  England  Conference  of  the  New  England 
Council.    Let  me  quote: 

Today  we  no  longer  make  good  our  boast.  Our  air  supremacy 
is  threatened.  From  Europe  come  reports  of  pursuit  ships  and 
attack  planes  of  greater  speed  and  better  performance.  Even  the 
marked  superiority  of  our  flying  fortresses  and  our  super  flying 
fortresses  is  challenged.  To  nteet  the  tremendous  pace  that  the 
rest  of  the  world  is  setting,  we  must  double,  yes.  treble  and  perhaps 
even  quadruple,  our  present  air  force  with  the  best  airplanes  that 
can  possibly  be  produced. 

In  the  following  month  of  December  1938,  he  made  an 
address  to  the  Motor  and  Equipment  Wholesalers  convention 
In  the  Stevens  Hotel  in  Chicago. 

Here  is  what  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  said  on  that 
occasion : 

I  say  to  you  In  all  frankness  and  In  all  sincerity  that  if  otir 
Army  were  called  to  battle  today,  it  would  find  itself  short  of  artU- 
lery  and  tanks,  of  combat  cars  and  airplanes,  of  machine  guns  and 
semiautomatic  rifles,  of  antitank  guns  and  ammunition,  of  gas 
masks  and  searchlights,  of  telescopes  and  of  quadrants,  and  of 
many  other  Items  too  numerous  to  mention. 

In  the  short  time  available  to  me,  I  could  hardly  discuss  In  de- 
tail all  of  these  shortages.  I  already  have  touched  upon  our  needs 
In  motors.  Let  me  tell  you  a  few  things  about  otir  artillery,  which 
Is  one  of  the  most  Important  arms  in  battle.  In  the  World  War  It 
accoiuited  for  more  than  70  percent  of  the  gunshot  casualties.    If 
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current  report*  are  correct.  It  U  causing  80  percent  of  the  casual- 

*^*In'ou?*Sld  arUUery  today  practlcaUy  all  of  the  ffun  carriage,  for 
oii^nch  75-s  belong  to  an  old  model  ^^'^ned  more  than  40 
vears  aKO  With  them,  we  can  get  a  maximum  range  of  but  9.000 
?2?s  Of  our  improved  modernized  type,  which  can  give  us 
13.500  yards,  we  have  but  112  in  the  whole  United  States^ 

We  have  no  106-mUllmeter  howitzers,  a  type  which  we  flna»° 
fore^  1^°^  1-^ taking  the  place  of  the  lighter  calibers.  The 
mSdmi  1^  18  capable  of  developing  double  the  Are  power  of  a 
S  minted  on  the  carriages  of  40  years  ago.  5UCh  as  predominate 
In  our  service. 

That  was  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  speaking  In  Chi- 
cago on  the  3d  day  of  December  1938.    We  should  salute 
Louis  Johnson  for  having  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
United  States  of  America  the  fact  that  we  were  unprepared 
and  that  we  should  make  haste  In  our  mechanical  prepara- 
Uon     I  think  It  was  rather  distressing  that  he  should  have  to 
leave  the  service.    He  had  no  choice,  of  course.    You  recall 
what  was  recounted  In  the  papers  and  how  they  editorialized 
on  the  subject  when  Mr.  Early  of  the  White  House  staflf 
finally  announced  to  a  breathless  country  that  it  had  been 
the  precedent  for  a  Cabinet  member  to  select  his  assistant. 
Oddly  enough,  that  certainly  was  not  the  case  as  between 
Secretary  of  War  Woodring  and  Louis  Johnson,  because  Mr. 
Wocdring  did  not  select  Mr.  Johnson,  and  very  often  there 
was  a  very  sharp  divergence  of  opinion  between  these  two 
gentlemen.    But  let  It  be  said  that  Louis  Johnson  called  to 
the  attention  of  the  country  its  needs  in  national  defense. 
He  joined  In  making  the  necessary  industrial  surveys,  and 
he  has  rendered  a  distinct  contribution  to  the  whole  cause  of 
national  defense.    For  years.  Secretary  Johnson  and  myself 
have  lived  at  the  same  hotel,  and  I  can  personally  testify  to 
his  daily  habit  of  going  to  his  office  at  7  o'clock  In  the  morn- 
ing to  begin  his  labors.    I  know  of  the  evenings  and  Sundays 
wh'ch  he  has  spent  at  his  desk,  and  how  industriously  he 
addressed  himself  to  his  duties.    He  was  not  only  a  hard 
worker  but  a  student,  and  it  is  fair  to  say  that  he  brought 
a  degree  of  abiUty  to  his  task  which  was  not  exceeded  by 
anyone  in  the  Government. 

I  know  nothing  of  the  present  Assistant  Secretary  of  War, 
but  I  believe  and  I  feel  the  country  believes  that  they  lost 
a  distinguished  public  servant  when  Assistant  Secretary  of 
War  Johnson  was  virtuaUy  compelled  to  resign.  There  was 
a  note  of  bitterness:  there  was  a  note  of  distress  in  the  resig- 
nation he  sent  to  the  President  of  the  United  States.  I  think 
I  express  the  belief  and  opinion  of  many  people  in  all  sections 
of  the  country  that  a  man  who  bad  served  so  well,  who  had 
dene  so  much  might  very  well  have  been  retained  in  his 
position  even  though  it  may  not  have  met  with  the  imme- 
diate assent  of  the  man  who  was  appointed  to  the  Cabinet. 
And  so  today  Louis  Johnson,  who  is  enjoying  a  weU-eamed 
vacation,  is  deserving  of  the  plaudits  and  acclaim  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  of  America.  [Applause.] 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

The  first  paragraph  of  section  2  (b)  and  subdivision  (1>  of  such 
section  2  (b>  of  the  act  approved  June  28.  1940  (Public.  No. 
671    76th  Cong  ).  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

••(b)  After  the  date  of  approval  of  this  act  no  contract  shall 
be  made  for  the  construction  or  manufacture  of  any  complete  naval 
vessel  or  any  portion  thereof,  under  the  provisions  of  this  section 
or  otherwise,  unless  the  contractor  agrees,  for  the  P^rpos^  of 
section  3  of  the  act  of  March  27.  1934  (48  Stat.  506;  34  U.  S.  C. 
496).  as  amended — 

'•(1)  to  pay  Into  the  Treasury  profit  in  excess  of  8  percent  (in 
lieu  of  the  10  percent  specified  in  such  sec.  3)  of  the  total  contract 
prices  of  «uch  contracts  within  the  scope  of  this  sulwectlon  as  are 
completed  by  the  particular  contracting  party  within  the  income 
taxable  year." 

Mr.  VXNSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinsok  of  CJeorgla:  On  page  26.  after 
line  14.  add  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 

"The  first  proviso  In  section  8-B  of  the  act  approved  June  38. 
1940  (Public.  No.  671).  is  hereby  repealed." 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  com- 
mittee has  no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  explain  the  amendment? 
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Mr  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Certainly.  The  purpose  of  this 
amendment  is  to  take  out  of  the  act  of  June  28  certain  lan- 
guage which  I  am  satisfied  every  Member  of  the  House  de- 
sires to  have  stricken.  This  amendment  was  decided  upon 
In  conference  after  consideration  by  the  Naval  Affairs  Com- 
mittee this  morning  on  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from 
niinois  [Mr.  ChttrchI.  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
CoLKl.  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  HessI.  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  DardenI,  other  members,  and  myself.  We 
decided  that  the  language  which  this  amendment  strikes  out 
is  entirely  too  broad:  that  it  should  be  repealed  and  Uken 
out  of  the  bill.  I  read  the  language  that  wiU  be  stricken  out 
if  this  amendment  is  adopted: 

Provided  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  further  authorized, 
under  the  general  direction  of  the  President,  whenever  he  deema 
any  existing  manufacturing  plant  or  facility  necessary  for  the 
national  defense,  and  whenever  he  Is  unable  to  arrive  at  an  agree- 
ment with  the  owner  of  any  such  plant  or  facility  for  its  use  or 
operation,  to  take  over  and  operate  such  plant  or  facility  either 
by  Government  personnel  or  by  contract  with  private  firms. 

That  language  is  entirely  too  broad.  There  Is  no  justifica- 
tion to  permit  the  delegation  of  such  authority  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  or  to  the  President  or  anyone  else  under 
conditions  such  as  the  country  Is  In  today.  If  the  country 
were  involved  In  war.  it  might  be  necessary  to  confer  such 
authority,  but.  the  country  being  In  a  Umited  emergency, 
there  Is  no  rhyme,  reason,  or  excuse  for  that  language  to  be 
in  the  law:  and  at  the  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  I  am  asking  that  it  now  be  stricken  out  of  the  act  of 
June  28.  1940. 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Illinois. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  should  be  proud  of  the  statement  of  the 
able  chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee.  Everyone  in 
the  committee  will  agree  that  this  should  come  out  of  the 
act.  and  I  am  sure  the  whole  House  will  join  in  taking  this 
language  out-  of  the  act. 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
strikes  from  the  act  of  June  28,  1940.  entitled  "An  act  to  ex- 
pedite national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes."  the  following 
language  to  be  found  in  section  8  (b)  of  that  act: 

Provided.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  further  authorized, 
under  the  general  direction  of  the  President,  whenever  he  deems  any 
existing  manufacturing  plant  or  facility  necessary  for  the  national 
defense,  and  whenever  he  Is  unable  to  arrive  at  an  agreement  with 
the  owner  of  any  such  plant  or  facility  for  Its  use  or  operation,  to 
take  over  and  operate  such  plant  or  facility  either  by  Government 
personnel  or  by  contract  with  private  firms:  Provided  further.  That 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  fix  compensation  to  the 
owner  of  such  plant  or  facility. 

That  language  confers  war  time  powers  on  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy.  It  gives  him  the  power  to  take  over  all  of  Ameri- 
can industries  and  operate  them.  I  am  sure  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Congress  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
acting  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  should  have  such 
powers.  I  know  It  was  not  the  intention  of  our  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs,  which  reported  the  bill  to  the  House. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  last  December  the  then  Acting  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy.  Charles  Edison,  wrote  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  proposing  a  bill  to  vest  m  the  President  extraordinary 
war-time  powers  in  time  of  peace.  The  recommended  bill 
would  have  enabled  the  President,  by  proclamation,  to  com- 
mandeer all  our  factories  and  materials.  Under  its  terms  the 
President  would  control  our  entire  industrial  machinery  in 
peacetime  In  the  same  manner  as  he  serves  as  Commander 
in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy.  The  proposal  had  possibili- 
ties of  completely  destroying  democracy. 

When  our  committee  opened  its  hearings  on  January  8, 
last,  on  H.  R.  7665  and  H.  R.  8026.  the  then  Acting  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  was  questioned  concerning  his  recommendation 
of  legislation  to  give  the  administration  power  to  take  over 

our  industrial  machinery.    He  said.  "I  just  made  a  mistake 
in  making  it.     It  is  as  simple  as  that." 

Our  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  never  reported  that  bill. 
We  agreed  that  no  such  power  should  be  vested  in  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in  time  of  peace.    It  was 
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imderstood  by  the  entire  committee  that  the  recommenda- 
tion would  go  into  the  waste-paper  basket. 

But  now  we  discover  on  the  statute  books  the  very  thing 
which  our  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  decided  against. 
How  did  it  happen? 

The  bill  as  reported  by  our  committee  did  not  contain  such 
language.  It  did  not  confer  such  powers  on  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  and  the  President.  If  you  examine  H.  R. 
9822,  as  reported  to  the  House  and  subsequently  passed  by  the 
House,  you  will  not  discover  any  such  terms  as  is  now  em- 
bodied in  section  8  (b)  of  the  act  of  June  28. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  amended  that 
section.  But  if  you  examine  the  bill  as  reported  by  the 
Senate  committee  and  as  passed  by  the  Senate  you  will  not 
find  the  language  in  question. 

Obviously,  these  far-reaching  terms  were  Inserted  while 
the  bill  was  In  conference.  The  record  shows  that  on  June 
21  the  Senate  asked  for  a  conference.  On  June  22  the 
House  and  Senate  agreed  to  a  conference:  and,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, on  the  same  day  the  conference  committee  made  its 
report  to  the  House  and  Senate.  On  the  same  day  the  House 
and  Senate  agreed  to  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  committee  report  was  not  printed.  When 
the  House  agreed  to  the  report  it  relied  on  the  explanation 
made  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
But  nowhere  in  his  explanation  of  the  report  will  be  found 
any  mention  of  this  very  important  provision  Inserted  in  the 
bill.  I  ant  confident  he  did  not  realize  the  jpotentlalltles  of 
this  new  rfiatter  in  the  report.  Somehow,  by  some  means,  in 
the  haste  of  the  conference  committee  to  bring  the  bill  back 
to  the  House  and  the  Senate,  the  Navy  Department  advisers 
had  the  words  put  In  the  bill. 

When  my  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  met  today  I  insisted 
upon  an  executive  session  so  that  I  might  bring  this  matter 
to  the  attention  of  the  committee  for  the  first  time.  That 
any  such  language  was  embodied  in  the  bill  as  finally  enacted 
was  news  to  the  committee.  Our  committee  would  never 
accept  any  such  provision. 

As  a  result  of  that  executive  session  It  was  Informally 
agreed  that  I  should  introduce  a  bill  to  repeal  this  particular 
provision  of  law,  and  it  was  informally  understood  that  the 
committee  would  support  the  bill.  I  accordingly  introduced 
the  proper  bill  shortly  after  we  met  this  noon. 

It  was  also  Informally  understood  among  committee  mem- 
bers that  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  or  I  would  today  offer 
the  pending  amendment  to  this  bill  which  makes  an  appro- 
priation to  the  Navy.  Our  chairman  wishes  to  keep  faith 
with  his  committee.  If  the  House  adopts  this  amendment. 
It  Will  not  be  necessary  for  the  committee  to  consider  my 
bill,  assuming,  of  course,  the  Senate  will  also  agree  to  the 
amendment.  If,  however,  this  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  should  fall  of  enactment,  either  in 
this  body  or  in  the  Senate,  I  will  immediately  proceed  to 
clbtain  action  on  my  bill. 

Our  people  desire  a  strong  national  defense,  Mr.  Chairman. 
We  Intend  to  defend  this  democracy.  But  there  will  be  no 
democracy  here  to  defend  If  we  permit  such  broad  powers  to 
rest  in  the  hands  of  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy.  This  coxmtry  is  not  at  war.  It  Is  at  peace.  The 
time  has  not  arrived  when  we  must  give  the  President  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  complete  control  of  our  industrial 
machinery.  We  can  establish  an  adequate  defense  without 
creating  Industrial  dictators. 

It  behooves  us  to  proceed  carefully.  This  is  an  illustration 
of  the  kind  of  thing  that  can  happen  when  we  allow  our- 
selves to  be  carried  away  by  a  hysteria  and  do  not  take  the 
time  to  consider  bills  carefully. 

I  urge  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  CJeorgla.  It  is  an  important  amendment. 
It  is  as  important,  even  more  so,  than  any  other  provision 
of  this  bill.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  VncsoNl. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  GIFTXDRD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  5 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mcussachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  regret  that  I  was  not 
present  to  take  the  time  allotted  me  before  the  bill  was  read 
for  amendment.  This  bill  Involves  a  vast  amount  of  expendi- 
ture and  it  does  not  seem  proper  that  we  pass  it  with  so 
little  discussion.  I  realize  there  Is  a  unanimous  opinion  so 
far  as  the  appropriation  is  concerned,  but  I  think  the  country 
expects  more  than  that  of  us.  They  will  not  criticize  us  be- 
cause we  are  unwilling  to  vote  money.  No  matter  where  It 
may  come  from,  we  are  willing  to  vote  It.  The  people  prob- 
ably want  us  to  do  that.  They  will  be  willing  to  pay  addi- 
tional taxes.  After  2  weeks'  visitation  among  my  people  I 
find  everybody  is  willing  that  we  appropriate  money  for  pre- 
paredness. They  are  in  a  jittery  condition,  however.  They 
all  say  they  are  willing  to  pay  more  taxes  for  defense,  but  I 
found  a  disturbing  lack  of  enUiusiasm  In  other  vital  matters. 
Perhaps  I  can  l)etter  express  it  in  another  way.  We  are  all 
willing  to  donate  a  little  of  our  money  to  pay  the  nurse  to 
watch  with  the  patient  but  we  do  not  care  to  do  any  of  the 
watching  ourselves.    We  will  contribute  but  hesitate  to  serve. 

Tliey  have  been  asking  our  people  to  enlist  m  the  Army 
and  Navy.  There  was  a  very  strong  editorial  in  the  paper 
of  the  supposedly  most  patriotic  town  in  the  United  States, 
as  a  matter  of  fact  the  largest  town  in  my  district.  They 
have  an  armory  there.  Formerly  a  National  Guard  unit 
trained  there,  and  the  people  were  proud  of  It.  Exhorters 
from  the  Army  have  recently  been  urging  enlistment.  Army 
planes  have  been  flying  over  the  town  dropping  leaflets  urging 
enlistment,  but  not  a  single  favorable  response.  The  editorial 
of  the  local  paper  said,  "There  will  not  l>e  any."     In  this 

morning's  mall  from  that  town  and  from  many  other  towiw 
comes  an  avalanche  of  letters  against  conscription.  What 
are  we  going  to  do  about  it?  There  is  a  state  of  mind  which 
Is  willing  for  us  to  spend  billions,  and  willing  somehow  to 
pay  for  it,  but  not  to  sacrifice  by  personal  service  as  en- 
listed men.  This  Congress  does  not  dare  write  any  suspen- 
sion of  New  Deal  legislation  because  the  people  have  been 
told  It  will  not  be  necessary.  They  have  been  told  that  they 
are  not  to  sacrifice  one  lota  of  the  social  gains  already  made. 
You  will  confiscate  capital,  you  will  limit  profits,  you  will 
take  away  plants  but  you  will  not  demand  of  the  people 
themselves  as  a  whole  any  extraordinary  effort  or  any  sacri- 
fices to  break  bottlenecks  when  necessary.  All  this  is  per- 
fectly evident  and  costly  delays  will  be  suffered.  That  has 
been  the  great  cause  of  the  collapse  of  democratic  nations 
and  we  should  profit  by  such  experiences. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Miller  ]  evidently  conducted  an  examination  far  beyond  what 
any  committee  of  the  House  has  done.  You  will  remember 
last  week  that  he  put  Into  the  Record  the  mechanized  mate- 
rial we  have  and  the  amount  on  order.  We  have  practically 
nothing.  It  is  indeed  frightening.  The  people  will  learn 
this.  Yet  we  will  do  nothing  to  cut  the  red  tape  and  clear 
the  way  for  action.  I  tried  to  start  an  argument  2  weeks  ago 
by  putting  in  the  Record  a  story  on  red  tape,  and  I  waa  to 
take  the  time  today— at  least  a  half-hour— to  speak  on  that 
subject.  Our  people  will  not  accept  explanations  of  delay 
from  the  Army,  Navy,  the  Treasury,  or  the  politicians  if  they 
do  not  get  results  and  get  them  quickly.  If  the  War  and 
Navy  Departments  cannot  decide  on  the  kind  of  a  gtm  to  be 
used  or  the  kind  of  airplane  they  want.  It  will  be  tragic.  If 
they  must  waste  a  great  deal  of  time  before  they  decide  Just 
what  to  do,  heaven  help  us.  It  is  stated  that  3  long  months 
have  already  passed  and  practically  nothing  along  vital  lines 
has  been  done.  It  is  easy  to  place  contracts  for  textiles  and 
woolen  goods  and  a  lot  of  other  housekeeping  material.  We 
have  already  signed  contracts  for  more  than  a  billion  dollars' 
worth  of  that  sort,  but  they  seem  not  to  have  made  up  their 
minds  what  they  want  In  the  way  of  guns  and  tanks,  and  yet 
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In  a  few  minutes  we  wfH  appropriate  more  than  $4,000,000,000, 
nearly  $5,000,000,000.  for  items  stated  only  in  generalities. 
It  will  be  claimed  Congressmen  have  done  their  part.  But 
we  have  not  done  our  part.  We  have  not  even  discussed  many 
phases  of  our  duties.  We  have  not  told  the  people  what 
should  be  told.  We  need  more  than  one  Mr.  Miller,  of 
Connecticut.  We  need  others  to  fully  inform  our  people,  else 
we  will  not  get  them  in  a  frame  of  mind  necessary  for  per- 
fional  service. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  We  all  recall  that  we  went  through 
that  same  experience  along  about  1916  and  1917.  during  which 
time  the  officials  of  the  Army  and  Navy  could  not  agree,  and 
muddled  things  along  until  all  of  the  supplies  which  oiu:  men 
used  were  furnished  by  the  Allies, 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Heaven  help  us  if  the  same  situation 
prevails  today. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  I  thipk  it  should  be  noted  that 
when  we  are  about  to  appropriate  close  to  $5,000,000,000  for 
war  purposes  we  have  not  even  a  hundred  Members  present 
in  the  House. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  I  remarked  that  a  few  minutes  ago.  Be- 
cause this  has  the  unanimous  report  of  the  committee,  there 
are  not  many  here.  I  do  not  want  to  stand  in  the  way  of  it, 
and  I  will  vot€  for  the  measure,  but  I  want  the  coimtry  to 
understand  that  I  am  not  satisfied  that  by  voting  for  this 
bill  I  have  done  my  part.  We  represent  our  people,  and  we 
must  assist  the  Army  and  Navy  in  the  severing  of  a  vast 
amount  of  so-called  red  tape  that  they  can  proceed  to  con- 
tract with  private  firms  in  a  way  that  will  insure  prompt  and 
sure  delivery. 

We  must  tell  the  President  of  the  United  States  that  he 
cannot  reassure  people  that  all  social  gains  shall  be  continued 
if  they  hamstring  the  defense  program.  We  will  have  to  de- 
pend on  more  than  nne  Sidney  Hillman.  It  is  recited  that 
after  these  others  perform  it  is  Sidney  Hillman  who  will 
clear  the  decks  of  any  production  trouble.  Congress  must 
not  depart  and  leave  it  to  Hillman  to  settle  all  complications. 
all  the  bottle  necks  that  will  be  created  by  the  vast  amount 
of  legislation  now  on  the  twoks,  which  is  certain  to  bring 
great  compLcations.  Do  not  send  me  home  to  say  that  I 
left  it  to  Sidney  Hillman.  and  that  I  left  no  power  of  suspen- 
sion to  give  opportunity  for  the  businessman  to  proceed  if 
he  finds  he  cannot  do  so  because  of  these  legislative  handi- 
caps. The  Congress  does  not  dare  at  the  moment  to  provide 
necessary  suspensions.  We  will  take  his  profits,  we  will  force 
him  to  pay  high  taxes,  but  we  must  provide  for  the  proper 
allocation  of  amortizing  new  plants  erected  to  assist  the 
Government  and  later  made  useless. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Has  the  gentleman  read  the 
hearings  on  this  bill  and  the  statements  of  Mr.  Knudsen  and 
Mr.  Stettinius  as  to  what  is  being  done  with  respect  to  ac- 
quiring these  necessary  armament  materials? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  I  am  satisfied  with  their  report.  I  have 
not  read  it  fully,  but  I  have  read  plenty  of  comments,  and  I 
have  full  confidence  in  those  particular  men.  I  begin  to 
have  some  confidence  in  the  President  that  he  will  give  them 
proper  authority.  I  doubted  that  in  the  first  instance.  I  was 
not  criticizing  them,  and  the  gentleman  knows  I  was  not. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Prom  the  standpoint  of 
accomplishing  something  upon  which  you  really  can  put  your 
finger,  I  call  attention  of  the  gentleman  to  airplanes.  In 
the  last  12  or  18  months  we  have  stepped  up  our  plane  pro- 
duction from  about  1.000  a  year  to  eight  or  nine  hundred  a 
month,  and  the  output  is  daily  increasing. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    Is  England  going  to  have  them? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  England  is  getting  some  of 
them,  yes;  but  not  in  any  way  that  is  detrimental  to  our 
Interest. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    I  trust  not 


Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
think  that  is  an  accomplishment? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.     Yes. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Will  the  gentleman  now  comment  on  the 
other  end  of  it.  the  very  important  end.  the  Hillman  end? 
Has  the  gentleman  confidence  that  it  will  be  taken  care  of? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  expressed  myself  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  when  it  was  originally  suggested  that  Mr. 
Hillman  was  to  be  put  in  charge  of  the  youth-training  pro- 
gram, and  I  disapproved,  but  It  Is  a  matter  of  record  that 
Mr.  Hillman  is  one  of  the  labor  leaders  of  the  United  States 
and  this  defense  program  has  to  deal  with  labor.  An  in- 
dustrialist, if  he  wants  to  get  production,  has  to  deal  with  a 
group  of  people.  The  employees  are  the  people  to  deal  with, 
and  he  must  deal  with  them  and  he  must  influence  them.  I 
am  not  so  sure 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  do  not  think  the  gentleman  is  so  sure 
either. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman 
that  Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stettinius  feel  that  they  have 
a  very  valuable  assistant  in  Mr.  Hillman. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  The  gentleman  knows  what  I  am  driving 
at,  that  we  are  appropriating  this  $4,000,000,000  cheerfully 
and  willingly,  knowing  it  ought  to  be  done.  A  huge  amount 
of  money  will  be  spent  how.  but  when?  You  know  Mr.  Stet- 
tinius can  do  nothing  until  the  Army  and  the  Navy  decide 
what  they  want. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Up  to  a  certain  point  they  can  do  that 
hurriedly,  as  I  mentioned  in  connection  with  housekeeping 
materials.  Have  they  decided  on  the  type  of  gun  to  build, 
does  the  gentleman  know? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  They  are  buying  the  Garand 
rifles  and  other  types  of  weapons,  large  and  small,  just  as  fast 
as  they  can  be  manufactured.  The  matter  of  weapons.  I  may 
say  to  the  gentleman,  involves  the  question  of  changes.  You 
cannot  lay  out  a  pattern  today  and  say  that  is  the  best. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.     They  are  better  than  broomsticks,  are 

they  not? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  think  so  and  the  Army 
thinks  so. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Now,  they  want  to  train  a  great  army  of 
men  and  draft  them  with  nothing  but  broomsticks  on  their 
shoulders. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  do  not  just  understand 
from  the  gentleman  what  he  thinks  we  should  do  that  we  are 
not  doing. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  do  want  the  gentleman  to  know  what  I 
think  we  ought  to  do.  Have  I  not  made  myself  clear  that  at 
this  particular  moment,  in  voting  almost  $5,000,000,000,  we 
ought  to  inform  ourselves  and  inform  our  people  how  it  will 
be  sp>ent,  and  that  we  have  removed  all  the  barriers  so  that 
we  can  get  the  quick  results  which  the  country  is  demanding? 
We  are  dodging  that  issue  completely.  You  have  had  your 
hearings  and  Mr.  Stettinius  may  have  assured  you  that  up 
to  date  everything  is  going  along  all  right,  but  the  statement 
of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Miller),  which  is 
in  the  Record  and  which  the  people  will  learn  about,  is  alto- 
gether disheartening.  It  takes  more  than  voting  money  to 
accomplish  early  preparation  for  defense. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  read  the  report  made  by  the  gentle- 
men referred  to,  Mr.  Stettinius,  Mr.  Knudsen.  and  Mr.  Dunn. 
I  believe  it  was.  on  the  other  bill,  but  I  am  not  satisfied  at  all 
with  what  the  gentlemen  had  to  say. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    Of  course  the  gentleman  Is  not  saUsfle<L 
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Mr.  CRAWFORD.  We  know,  as  well  as  we  know  anything. 
tbat  the  Treasury  Department  is  standing  in  the  way  just  as 
much  as  the  Army  and  the  Navy  oflBcials  are  standing  in  the 
way.  All  three  of  them  are  in  the  way.  Eventually  this  ma- 
terial will  undoubtedly  have  to  be  produced  by  private  plants 
owned  by  private  stockholders,  not  by  plants  owned  by  the 
Government  and  operated  by  Government  officials.  However, 
the  Treasury  Department  has  not  agreed,  and  has  not  said 
to  Industry  what  industry  can  expect  from  an  excess- profits 
standpoint  and  from  an  amortization  standpoint.  Today  the 
newspapers  carry  the  story  of  the  disagreement  between  the 
Treasury  Department  and  the  Joint  Committee  on  Internal 
Revenue  Taxation. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Ford  may  say  he  can  manufacture 
50.000  planes  a  month,  or  whatever  the  amount  he  stated. 
He  may  say  it.  but  he  may  back  down  for  some  reason  such 
as  the  one  he  gave  before,  that  he  would  not  sell  planes  to 
England.  Then  they  offer  it  to  the  other  large  automobile 
manufacturers  and  they  say,  "We  will  take  the  contract."  but 
very  shortly  they  say  they  cannot.  A  lot  of  others  are  going 
to  say  they  cannot.  They  cannot  build  a  new  plant  until 
the  amortization  plan  through  the  Treasury  is  presented  to 
them.    Many  such  problems  may  need  legislative  action. 

Who  would  move — ^who  will  move?  Nobody  will  move,  and 
yet  we  are  supposed  to  move,  and  what  are  you  going  to  tell 
your  people  about  it?  Are  you  not  going  to  tell  the  Treasury 
that  they  must  move  and  how  to  move? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
on  another  point? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  It  is  not  only  a  question  of  building  new 
plants ;  in  many  cases  it  will  take  four  or  five  times  the  work- 
ing capital  of  the  company  to  invest  in  new  machine  tools 
alone,  and,  of  course,  private  industry  is  not  going  to  take 
up  Its  working  capital  in  that  way  without  some  assurance. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Yes;  and  that  assurance  will  be  slow  in 
coming.  Soon  we  will  be  asked  for  $500,000,000  to  assist 
South  America,  although  we  hear  Mr.  Jones  saying  he  has 
not  much  idea  how  he  is  going  to  use  it.  He  states  that  no 
plans  have  been  made,  but  in  this  war  business,  with  every- 
body worried,  with  the  draft  idea  before  them,  you  Congress- 
men, as-  well  as  myself,  will  have  to  know  these  plans  and 
the  probable  results.  No;  these  boys  are  not  willing  to  en- 
list, and  we  do  not  want  to  draft  them.  We  must  know 
what  we  are  talking  about,  and  we  cannot  know  here  In  an 
hour  and  a  half  of  discussion  on  a  four  and  a  half  billion 
dollar  measure.  Spend  these  vast  sums  of  money  if  you  will, 
but  let  us  know  why  and  for  what  purpose  we  are  spending  it. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Getting  back  to  the  gentle- 
man's question  at)out  aircraft  production.  I  read  today  that 
Mr.  Knudsen  testified  that  by  the  end  of  August  our  produc- 
tion would  be  895  completed  combat  and  transport  planes,  of 
which  our  Army  and  Nax-y  will  get  less  than  400,  England  will 
get  236.  and  85  go  to  other  goverrmients,  and  180  of  them  go 
to  the  Army. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Have  they  5  tons  of  aluminum  in  each  one 
of  them? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.    No;  they  have  not. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  No;  and  you  will  get  that  in  2  years  from 
now.  Everything  is  2  years.  The  people  are  not  talking 
about  2  years.  The  people  are  thinking  about  things  that 
they  are  to  get  now. 

Mr.  BENDER  and  Mr.  MARCANTONIO  rose. 

[Here  the  gavel  felL] 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  I  did  not  want  to  ask  for  any  more  time, 
but  I  will  now  ask  for  5  additional  niinutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BENDER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  want  to  ask  two  questions:  Pirst,  in  the 
New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  July  19.  O.  Howard  Ferguson. 


former  Premier  of  Ontario  and  former  Canadian  High  Com- 
missioner at  London,  said  this  in  a  dispatch  which  that  news- 
paper carried: 

The  United  States  will  be  in  war  before  ChrlBtmM. 

I  do  not  know  what  all  of  these  appropriations  have  to  do 
With  the  belief  on  the  part  of  the  British  executives  that  we 
are  going  into  the  war.  What  assurances  do  they  have  on 
which  to  base  that  opinion? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  They  know  perfectly  well  we  have  created 
disturbances  enough  in  the  last  month.  We  have  passed 
legislation  and  we  will  be  asked  to  enact  legislation  to  the  end 
that  our  boys  may  have  to  go  to  South  America  to  fulfill  those 
obligations.  Does  it  fool  anybody  when  the  President  wants 
to  call  out  the  National  Guard,  but  only  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere?  We  must  defend  ourselves  quickly.  We  must 
have  such  defense  that  no  nation  will  want  to  attack  us. 
We  do  not  expect  they  will,  but  the  people  demand  prepared- 
ness, and  our  South  American  commitments  are  highl}'  pro- 
ductive of  real  trouble. 

I  do  not  oppose  this  bill  and  I  congratulate  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia.  He  has  reported  the  bill  promptly,  and  I  am 
in  accord  with  him,  but  many  other  difficult  problems  face  us 
in  the  proper  spending  of  the  money. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Chairman,  win  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  It  has  been  reported  in  the  press 
that  3,000  airplanes  a  month  are  expected  by  England  from 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  GIFFORD.     I  hope  they  get  them. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Well.  I  do  not.  for  you  cannot 
keep  out  of  war  when  you  become  a  military  reservoir  for 
one  side  of  the  belligerents  against  the  other.  It  has  also 
been  reported  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Mor- 
genthau,  agreed  to  the  statement  that  about  3,000  airplanes 
a  month  would  go  to  England.  How  is  this  pro-war  policy 
compatible  with  the  alleged  need  for  50.000  airplanes  for 
America? 

Mr.  GIFFORD.  Does  not  the  gentleman  understand  that 
English  capital  probably  paid  for  the  plant  expansion  and 
that  they  should  properly  go  to  England  if  England  furnishes 
the  money  for  such  purposes?  The  gentleman  oueht  not 
to  complain  about  that. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  My  point  is  that  it  is  not  compatible 
with  our  alleged  need  for  airplanes,  as  such  a  policy  is  con- 
ducive to  our  involvement  in  this  war, 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  What  astounds  me  is  that  some  of  you 
men  who  argued  here  on  the  repeal  of  the  embargo,  and 
said,  "If  you  repeal  we  will  be  in  great  danger."  although  we 
repealed  the  embargo  I  heard  one  of  those  speakers  yesterday 
ridicule  the  idea  that  we  are  in  any  danger  of  being  involved. 
I  cannot  understand  some  men's  minds.  One  moment,  if 
we  do  this  or  that  we  are  in  extreme  danger,  and  after 
we  do  it  they  argue  that  we  are  in  no  danger.  Well,  read  the 
speech  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller].  Let 
us  ponder  the  answer  from  the  Army  and  the  Navy.  I  trust 
they  have  made  their  decisions  and  are  ready  to  go  ahead; 
that  they  know  what  kind  of  tanks  and  what  kind  of  rifles 
should  be  made.  1  have  heard  much  about  the  Johnson  rifle 
that  can  be  made  at  a  much  less  cost.  Of  course  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  it.  But  my  people  want  to  know  about 
it.  and  they  want  to  have,  immediately,  that  or  some  other 
rifie.  instead  of  a  broomstick. 

Mr.  BENDER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    Yes. 

Mr.  BENDER.  To  make  this  point.  We  are  spending  bil- 
lions of  dollars  for  defense,  and  we  are  all  for  it.  We  are  all 
sorry  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  had  not  seen 
fit  to  ask  for  appropriations  long  before  now  for  proper  de- 
fenses, but  the  point  I  especially  emphasize  is  the  article  that 
appeared  in  the  newsjMpers,  in  the  American  press  last  week, 
to  the  effect  that  in  Great  Britain  or  in  England,  out  of  every 
dollar  of  the  earnings  of  every  citizen  there  42  cents  goes  for 
taxes.     While  we  are  voting  billions  of  dollars  for  defense. 
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what  are  we  doing  about  acquainting  the  American  people 
with  the  cost? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  We  are  doing  nothing  but  trying  to  con- 
tinue the  New  Deal.  A  great  increase  In  taxes  would  be 
fatal  to  them  In  this  election.  They  continue  only  by  giving 
largesses.  That  is  all  we  are  doing,  and  the  gentleman  ought 
to  understand  that.  They  tell  you  that  when  disarmament 
came  on  the  Republicans  were  in  power.  We  did  disarm,  and 
the  Democrats  now  try  to  blame  us  for  doing  it,  but  at  the 
time  when  we  had  the  disarmament  program  every  Demo- 
cratic platform,  every  Democratic  orator  condemned  the 
Republicans,  because  they  did  not  disarm  fast  enough. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts has  again  expired. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Well,  I  trust  I  have  aroused  a  little  discus- 
sion on  these  vital  matters. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  pro  forma 
amendment  will  be  withdrawn,  and  the  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  concluded  the  reading  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that 
the  Committee  do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill  back  to  the 
House  with  an  amendment,  with  the  recommendation  that 
the  amendment  be  agreed  to  and  that  the  bill  as  amended 
do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair.  Mr.  Cole  of  Maryland,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
reported  that  that  Committee  had  had  under  consideration 
the  bill  H.  R.  10263,  and  had  directed  him  to  report  the 
same  back  with  an  amendment  with  the  recommendation 
that  the  amendment  be  agreed  to  and  that  the  bill  as 
amended  do  pass. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question  on  the  bill  and  amendment  to  final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  the  remarks  I  made  today  on  the  bill  and  to  insert  a 
table. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ORDER  or  BUSINESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  tomorrow  it  may  be  in  order  to  consider  the  bill  S.  3998. 
being  the  so-called  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  amend- 
ment. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to  object.  I 
understand  that  this  bill  comes  with  the  unanimous  report 
from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  That  is  my  understanding,  although  I 
am  not  a  member  of  that  committee. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  any  member  of  the  committee  here? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  IMr. 
WolcottJ  agreed  that  this  bill  should  come  up  in  this  fashion 
on  Monday  last,  but  the  chairman  of  the  committee  was  not 

here. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  gentleman  will 
Srield,  I  certainly  have  no  objection  to  the  bill  coming  up;  and 
as  a  member  of  the  committee.  I  made  no  objection  to  the 
bill  being  reported  out  of  the  committee,  but  I  did  reserve 
the  right  to  speak  against  the  bill,  and  I  expect  to  speak 
against  the  bill. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Then  I  make  my  request  the  same  as  I 
did  the  other  day,  that  there  be  2  hours  of  general  debate 
upon  the  bill  if  it  is  so  desired. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

Mr.  TABER.  Further  reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr. 
Speaker,  what  will  be  the  program  for  the  remainder  of  the 
week? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  intend  now  to  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  following  the  Senate  bill  I  have  just  spoken  about.  H.  R. 
10065  may  be  in  order.  There  has  been  a  rule  granted,  and 
we  can  save  1  hour  on  the  rule  by  getting  unanimous  consent. 
It  is  a  unanimous  report  from  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce.  It  is  a  bill  affecting  investment 
trusts. 

Let  me  repeat,  the  industry,  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  the  Senate  committee,  and  the  House  committee 
are  in  entire  agreement  on  this  amendment  to  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Act.  There  are  3  hours  of  general  debate. 
The  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Cole!  tells  me  that  that 
time  will  not  all  be  taken.  If  we  complete  those  two  bills 
tomorrow,  it  is  the  intention  to  adjourn  over  imtil  Monday. 
Mr.  TABER.  There  will  be  no  other  business  but  those 
two  bills? 
Mr.  RAYBURN.     That  is  true. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Texas  desire  to 
fix  control  of  the  time  on  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
bill? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Yes,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  one-half  the  time  be  controlled  by  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  SteagallI  and  one-half  by  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  WolcottI. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
perhaps  I  was  not  listening  intently,  but  do  I  understand 
there  will  be  2  hours  of  general  debate? 
Mr.  RAYBURN.    Yes. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  And  this  carries  an  appropriation  of 
$500,000,000? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Frankly,  I  do  not  know  what  the  bill  pro- 
vides. My  understanding  is  that  the  bill  is  simply  to  imple- 
ment the  law  as  it  now  stands. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  I  would  like  the  House  to  understand  that 
it  is  increasing  the  power  to  borrow  money  up  to  $1,900,000,000, 
or  an  increase  of  $500,000,000. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  a  rule 

has  already  been  granted,  and  we  are  just  trjing  to  save  1 

hour  and  heat  and  light.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    I  just  wanted  the  House  to  understand. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  is  imder  the  general  impression 

that  this  is  an  authorization  bill  and  not  an  appropriation 

bill. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  That  is  correct.  That  is  the  reason  why  I 
said  I  thought  it  was  more  of  an  implementing  bill. 

Mr.  TABER.  As  I  understand,  this  bill  is  to  increase  the 
loaning  power  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Wil- 
liams], a  member  of  the  committee,  informs  me  that  that  is 
the  fact. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  tho 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  following  the  Senate  bill  about  which  we  have  just 
spoken,  it  may  be  in  order  to  take  up  the  bill  H.  R.  10065, 
and  that  whatever  of  the  3  hours'  time  is  consumed,  one-half 
may  be  controlled  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Cole]  and  one-half  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Wolverton]. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  tho 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  MTTJ.S  of  Louisiana.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered, 
Tliere  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  S];>eaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  the  remarks  I  made  today  and  to  include 
therein  a  recent  statement  made  by  Mr.  Knudsen. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

T^ere  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  BOITSK 

Mr,  GARRETT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  after  the  conclusion  of  the  legislative  program  of  today 
I  may  address  the  House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

j  EXTENSION  OF   REMARKS 

Mr,  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  asl&»  imani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  Include  a  letter 
from  Msgr.  John  A.  Ryan. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  prize  essay  on 
peace. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection?        I 
t  *       There  was  no  objection.  ' 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  today  immediately  fol- 
lowing the  statement  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
ViHSOii]  and  that  they  appear  in  the  Record  immediately 
following  his  statement. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  a  short  editorial  from  the  Pittsburgh  Post 
Gazette. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  In  the  Record  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  Ralph  D.  Cole  Post,  No.  3,  of  the  American  Legion, 
Flndlay,  Ohio,  opposing  the  Burke- Wadsworth  compulsory 
military  training  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consient 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  an  article  from  the 
Cleveland  Plain  Dealer. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  the  text  of  a  message  sent  by  the  President  today  to 
the  National  Foreign  Trade  Convention  in  San  Francisco  on 
the  foreign-trade  situation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection? 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  also  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  short  poem  written  by  one  of  my  constituents. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of 
the  Record  on  the  bill  passed  today. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  GarrbttI, 
under  the  previous  order  of  the  House,  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  GARRETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  these  are  perilous  times 
through  which  our  Nation  is  passing  and  for  the  past  4  weeks 
I  have  remained  here  at  my  post  of  duty  to  take  my  share 
of  the  responsibility  and  work  which  each  of  us  must  bear, 
though  I  was  facing  a  campaign  down  in  Texas  which  had 
my  political  fate  as  the  stake.   I  have  not  shirked  nor  flinched 


from  that  duty  despite  the  worry  and  despair  which  at  times 
filled  my  soul.  Scurrilous  and  unscrupulous  attacks  have 
been  made  upon  me;  whisperings  of  untruths  and  misrepre- 
sentations have  been  made  against  my  record  and  my  per- 
sonal life  and  I  have  been  forced  into  a  run-off  primary.  I 
take  pride  in  a  splendid  plurality  which  my  people  gave  to  me 
while  I  was  unable  to  be  there  and  face  my  enemies. 

It  has  been  my  privilege  and  pride  to  vote  for  every  defense 
measure,  for  every  appropriation  which  the  President  has 
requested  of  us  for  the  strengthening  of  our  Army  and  Navy 
In  the  time  that  I  have  been  a  Member  of  Congress.  I  am 
proud  of  that  record  and  of  the  fact  that  the  present  strength 
of  our  national  defense  is  due  in  some  part  to  the  efforts  which 
I  have  been  able  to  make  along  that  line. 

Today  we  voted  on  an  appropriation  and  authorization 
bill  which  will  close  our  efforts  for  the  perfection  of  our  Army 
and  its  equipment.  Tomorrow.  Thursday  August  1.  we  will 
vote  the  same  kind  of  a  measure  for  the  perfection  of  our 
Navy. 

I  feel  that  with  the  passage  of  these  two  bills  a  large  part 
of  the  work  will  have  laeen  done.  Much  remains  which  can 
be  done  and  many  other  measures  can  be  acted  upon,  but, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  asking  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for 
my  absence  for  the  next  three  weeks  that  I  may  go  home  and 
answer  those  unwarranted,  scurrilous,  unscrupulous  and 
wholly  untrue  charges  which  have  been  and  are  being  made 
against  me  and  my  record. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  GARRETT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  has 
correctly  sized  up  the  national  defense  situation.  It  is  a  peril- 
ous time.  As  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  I 
want  publicly  to  thank  him  for  the  valuable  aid  and  assistance 
he  has  rendered  the  country.  He  has  cooperated  in  all  the 
national  defense  programs.  The  great  State  of  Texas  with  its 
distinguished  delegation  in  Congress  has  every  reason  to  feel 
proud  of  a  Representative  like  the  gentleman  now  addressing 
the  House,  proud  of  his  record  on  national  defense.  Let  me 
say  also  that  I  have  closely  observed  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
since  he  came  here  three  and  a  half  years  ago  and  he  has  been 
very  punctual  in  his  attendance  on  the  sessions  of  the  House. 
In  fact,  I  know  of  no  Meml)er  who  spends  more  time  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  when  business  is  l>eing  transacted  than  does 
the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  GARRETT.  I  thank  the  gentleman  from  Georgia.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  been  for  a  strong  Navy  and  an  adequate  Army. 
I  feel  that  though  we  covet  neither  the  lands  nor  the  posses- 
sions of  any  other  nation  that  many  do  covet  ours.  The 
dictator  nations  are  rampant  and  on  the  loose.  Therefore  I 
feel  that  we  need  and  must  have  a  Navy  strong  enough  to 
hold  all  possible  aggressor  nations  at  a  distance  from  our 
shores  and  the  shores  of  all  the  Americas  until  we  can  arm 
and  assemble  an  army  to  defend  any  point  on  this  continent. 

At  the  end  of  the  World  War  we  were  far  along  the  road 
toward  being  the  strongest  naval  power  in  the  world.  Would 
God  that  we  had  stayed  that  way  but  in  an  altruistic  spirit 
we  sank  battleships  and  let  other  nations  bum  blueprints  to 
bring  our  forces  do«-n  to  a  ratio  which  was  set  at  5-5-3. 
Now  we  find  that  we  need  another  ratio.  Some  cry  "Two 
ships  for  one."  Others  want  to  match  each  navy  with  a 
single  ship.  Personally  I  am  content  to  give  the  President  this 
money  and  let  them  build  to  match  navy  for  navy  on  ocean  for 
ocean  as  long  as  the  war  drums  throb  and  the  rape  of  nations 
shall  continue. 

Behind  this  Navy  which  we  can  and  will  build  to  float  in 
pride  on  our  bordering  seas  we  need  an  Army  with  the  best 
of  modem  equipment,  mobile,  fast,  and  highly  trained  and  in 
the  air  overhead  swarms  of  planes,  fast  and  endurable,  or 
mighty  in  their  power  to  hold  the  mastery  of  the  three  ele- 
ments— land,  water,  and  air. 

Army  and  Navy  problems  are  problems  for  the  technician 
now.  The  best  of  machinery  Is  now  war  machinery.  The 
flnest  product  of  the  factory  with  the  greatest  accuracy  of 
construction  which  man  has  achieved  must  go  into  the  mak- 
ings of  such  machines.    These  are  things  which  have  to  be 
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built  and  for  which  we  have  and  will  vote  an  ever-Increasing 
Biun  of  money  until  our  defense  is  adequate  and  no  nation  can 
or  will  threaten  us  in  our  liberties. 

These  machines,  tanks,  trucks.  artlUery,  and  other  equip- 
ment for  the  Army  would  be  useless  without  that  swarm  of 
planes  which  the  President  envisioned  for  our  people  and 
which  has  so  aptly  caught  their  fancy.    He  who  rules  the 
blue  rules  the  land  these  days.    I  am  proud  of  the  Air  Force 
which  we  have.    I  want  to  see  it  increased  and  more  and 
more  factories  raising  airplanes  aloft.     Our  mechanics  can 
do  the  work.    Our  natural  resources  are  ample  and  our  youth 
willing  to  rise  on  wings  of  steel  for  the  defense  of  their  land. 
Mr.  SNYDER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  GARRETT.    I  yield  to  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee  on  Appropriations  in  the  War  Department. 
Mr.  SNYDER.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  been  very  much  in- 
terested in  the  gentleman's  statement  and  I  want  to  com- 
mend him  on  the  attitude  he  has  taken  toward  defense  mat- 
ters during  the  time  it  has  been  my  privilege  of  knowing 
him.    He  has  supported  every  measure  of  national  defense 
that  has  been  brought  to  the  floor  of  the  House.    In  fact,  no 
Member  of  this  House  has  been  more  enthusiastic  in  his  sup- 
port of  national -defense  measures  than  has  the  gentleman 
from  Texas.     Not  only  has  he  rendered  invaluable  service  to 
the  Subcommittee  on  Appropriations  in  the  War  Department 
but  to  the  entire  defense  program  of  the  Nation.    We  need 
more  men  of  his  courage,  vision,  and  statesmanship  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.    I  know  the  citizens  of  the 
district  which  he  represents  in  Congress  are  justly  proud  of 
nim  and   the  unselfish  service  which  he  has   rendered  his 
constituents,  the  great  State  of  Texas  and  the  Nation. 
Mr.  GARRETT.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 
But  these  enemies  from  without  are  not  the  only  ones  we 
must  arm  against.     Within  our  folds  are  those  aliens  who 
do  not  love  our  institutions  and  hate  our  flag.     We  can  and 
Will  deport  him  to  his  native  land.    But  alongside  him  re- 
sides that  man  who  for  a  mere  pittance  would  sell  the  lib- 
erties of  his  country  and  in  doing  it  betrays  even  himself. 
For  30  pieces  of  silver  the  traitor  in  the  twelve  sold  the  Master 
of  Men.    For  even  less  there  are  those  in  our  midst  who 
would  do  the  same.    These  subversive,  traitorous,  and  dirty 
agents  of  foreign  powers,  whoever  they  may  be.  deserve  to 
be  dealt  with  to  the  full  extremity  of  human  action.    We 
have  passed  a  measure  fingerprinting  all  aliens.    We  have 
laws  punishing  all  those  who  work  against  our  coimtry.    We 
need  further  laws  to  curb  and  hold  them  in  check  and  it  is 
my  hope  that  full  and  proper  measure  will  be  taken  before 
this  Congress  adjourns  its  work. 

I  voted  for  the  resolution  which  created  the  Dies  com- 
mittee. I  had  no  apology  then  to  make  for  that  action 
though  it  was  stamped  with  a  great  deal  of  undue  and  un- 
warranted prejudice.  Called  witch  hunters  and  with  a  snide 
press  full  of  hate  against  the  work  which  they  were  doing 
those  men  went  on  their  way  and  began  turning  the  eyes  of 
ihe  Nation  toward  these  subversive  and  foreign  influences. 
'  I  voted  for  their  second  appropriation  and  for  their  third. 
I  knew  what  they  wanted  to  do  and  though  it  was  not  a 
popular  thing  in  many  sections  to  do  I  saw  what  must  be 
done  to  save  this  country  from  such  perils  as  their  exposures 
showed  "fifth  columns"  to  be. 

Mr.  LEAVY.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  shield? 
Mr.  GARRETT.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wash- 
ington. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  listened  with  a  great  deal  of 
Interest  to  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas.  I 
come  from  a  place  as  far  removed  almost  as  one  could  be 
from  the  State  of  Texas,  yet  as  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  knowing  the 
gentleman,  working  with  him.  and  observing  the  keen  in- 
terest he  has  taken  in  the  problems  that  have  come  before 
us.  If  any  district  in  the  United  States  has  been  repre- 
sented well,  cautiously,  conservatively,  yet  ably,  it  is  the 
gentleman's  own  district,  the  Seventeenth  District  of  Texas. 
Truly,  no  Member  of  Congress  is  more  earnest  or  conscien- 
tious in  his  efforts  to  serve  his  constituents  than  he. 


Mr.  GARRETT.    I  thank  the  gentleman  from  Washington. 

In  1936  in  my  first  race  for  Congress  I  pledged  my  people 
that  I  would  never  vote  for  a  war  of  aggression  and  that  I 
would  oppose  any  and  all  foreign  entanglements.  I  am  of 
the  same  opinion  still.  And  it  was  with  a  real  thrill  that  only 
a  short  time  ago  I  heard  the  President  of  these  United  States 
pledge  the  same  thing  to  the  people  of  this  coimtry.  We 
seek  no  war.  We  want  peace.  But  we  must  in  these  perilous 
and  dangerous  times  be  so  strong  that  we  cannot  and  will  not 
be  attacked.  I  have  called  on  the  War  Department  and  the 
Navy  Department  to  cut  red  tape.  Make  these  weapons  of 
defense,  these  planes,  and  build  these  ships  in  record  time. 
I  want  them  to  do  this,  the  Congress  wants  it  done,  and  the 
people  cry  that  it  must  be  done.  A  day's  delay  in  Congress 
is  dangerous;  a  day's  delay  in  preparation  of  plans  is  danger- 
ous; and  a  day's  delay  in  manufacture  can  be  disastrous. 

I  have  two  fine  sons.  I  know  the  heart  of  a  father  and 
what  he  feels  toward  those  sons.  I  have  seen  them  grow  and 
develop  into  fine  young  men.  They  are  now  in  the  age  when 
they  would  have  to  be  among  the  first  to  answer  their  Na- 
tion's call  for  its  defense.  They  would  be  clamorinp  to  go 
should  there  be  national  peril.  They  represent  to  me  the 
same  things  which  millions  of  other  fine  boys  represent  to 
their  parents — their  hopes,  their  dreams,  and  their  ambi- 
tions; the  progeny  of  our  race  depends  upon  them  for 
tomorrow.  Give  them  weapons  which  will  not  bring  about 
another  retreat  through  Belgium  when  men  with  obsolete 
rifles  faced  tanks  and  diving  bombers.  Give  them  the  tanks, 
the  bombers,  and  the  ships,  and  the  youth  of  this  land  will 
hold  its  shores  inviolate;  its  traditions  will  be  their  little 
cry.  and  its  freedom  will  continue  to  flaunt  its  happiness  and 
success  under  the  folds  of  Old  Glory  through  the  ages  to 
come.  Gentlemen  of  the  House.  I  voted  for  this  bill  and 
expect  to  vote  for  the  naval  bill  tomorrow,  and  give  these  fine 
boys  their  chance.    [  Applause.  1 

ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION  AND  BILL  SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
enrolled  a  joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following 
title,  which  was  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  J.  Res.  583.  Joint  resolution  making  an  additional  ap- 
propriation for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national 
defense. 

The  SPEAItER  announced  his  signature  to  an  enrolled  bill 
of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  4037.  An  act  to  confer  jiwisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Theodore  R.  Troendle,  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction 
Co. 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RESOLtmONS  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  did  on  the  following  dates  pre- 
sent to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  bills  and  joint  resolu- 
tions of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 
On  July  13,  1940: 

H.  R.  6056.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antal  or  Anthony  or 
Tony  Zaicek  or  Zaiczek; 

H.  R.  6884.  An  act  to  encourage  travel  in  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  7696.  An  act  to  amend  the  United  States  Grain 
Standards  Act.  to  provide  for  the  grading  of  soyl)eans.  and 
for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  8372.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mis- 
sissippi River  at  or  near  Chester,  Bl.; 

H.  R.  9877.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior to  promulgate  and  to  put  into  effect  charges  for  elec- 
trical energy  generated  at  Boulder  Dam.  providing  for  the 
application  of  revenues  from  said  project,  authorizing  the 
operation  of  the  Boulder  Power  Plant  by  the  United  States 
directly  or  through  agents,  and  for  other  ptirposes; 
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H.  R.  10100.  An  act  to  establish  the  composition  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
naval  vessels,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.J. Res. 582.  Joint  resolution  making  an  appropriation 
to  enable  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  to  estab- 
lish the  marine  and  war-risk  insurance  fund. 
On  July  31.  1940: 

H.  J.  Res.  583.  Joint  resolution  making  an  additional  ap- 
propriation for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  to  provide  faciUties  to  expedite  the  national 
defense.  , 

'  ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  3  o'clock  and 
4  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow.  Thurs- 
day. August  1,  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARING 
comorm  on  immigration  and  naturalization 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  at  10:  30  a.  m.  Wednesday,  August  7, 
1940.  in  room  445  House  Office  Building,  for  the  consideration 
of  refugee  bills  H.  R.  10083,' H.  R.  8502,  H.  R.  8497.  H.  R. 
10150.  H.  J.  Res.  580.  and  H.  J.  Res.  581. 


REPORTS    OP   COMMITTEES    ON   PUBLIC    BILLS   AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm, 

Mr.  TAYLOR:  Committee  on  Appropriations.  H.  R.  10263. 
A  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  national  defense  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes: 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2810) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas:  Committee  on  Agriculture.  S.  4107. 
An  act  to  transfer  the  jiirisdiction  of  the  Arlington  Farm, 
Virginia,  to  the  jurisdictions  of  the  War  Depeutment  and  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  and  for  other  purposes;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2811).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Unlon. 


CHANGE  OP  REFERENCE 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTT.  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions  was  discharged  fitwn  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R  9815)  granting  a  pension  to  Jack  N.  Nelson,  and  the 
same  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  SECREST: 

H.  R.  10264.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  1-year  enlistment  period 
for  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps,  and  to  increase  the 
minimum  pay  of  enlisted  men  in  the  Army.  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  GIBBS: 

H.  R.  10265.  A  bill  to  legalize  the  construction  by  the  State 
Highway  Board  of  Georgia  of  a  free  highway  bridge  across 
the  Withlacoochee  River  at  Horns  Ferry,  between  Valdosta. 
Qa..  and  Madison.  Pla.;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  LANDIS: 

H.  R.  10266.  A  bill  to  provide  that  enlistment  in  the  Regu- 
lar Army  shall  be  for  1  year  and  that  the  lowest  monthly 
base  pay  for  enlisted  men  in  the  Regular  Army  and  Marine 
Corps  shall  be  $30;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  LANHAM: 

H.  R.  10267.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Administrator  of  Vet- 
erans' Affairs  to  grant  an  easement  In  a  small  strip  of  land 
at  Veterans'  Administration  Facility,  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  to 
the  county  of  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  for  sidewalk  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 


By  Mr.  CHURCH: 

H.  R.  10268.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  of  June  28.  1940.  en- 
titled "An  act  to  expedite  national  defense,  and  for  other 
purposes;"  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  DIMOND: 

H.  R.  10269.  A  bill  to  authorize  a  preliminary  examination 
and  survey  of  Salmon  Creek,  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  In 
the  vicinity  of  Juneau.  Aleiska,  for  flood  control,  for  run-off 
and  water-flow  retardation,  and  for  soll-eroslon  prevention: 
to  the  Committee  on  Flood  ControL 
By  Mr.  WOLCOTT: 

H.  R.  10270.  A  bill  authorizing  the  conveyance  of  real  prop- 
erty heretofore  used  by  the  United  States  Coast  Guard  and 
Light  House  Service  to  the  covmty  of  Huron.  Mich.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia: 

H.  R.  10271.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of 
certain  persons  as  commissioned  or  warrant  officers  in  the 
Naval  Reserve,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

H.  R.  10272.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  first  proviso  to  the  appro- 
priation for  "Miscellaneous  expenses,"  as  contained  in  title  I 
of  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1941  (Public.  No.  588,  76th  Cong.,  3d  sess.) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BRYSON: 
H.R.  10273.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Vernon  Atkison;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 
H.  R.  10274.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George  E.  Collins:  to 
the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  FENTON: 
H.R.  10275.  A  bill  for  the  reUef  of  Arthur  G.  Moyer;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXil.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9092.  By  Mr.  LYNCH:  Resolution  of  the  Port  Morris  Com- 
munity Council.  Bronx,  N.  Y.,  urging  that  provisI<»i  be  made 
for  availability  to  the  Negro  for  entrance  Into  the  Air  Corps 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

9093.  By  Mr.  ROMJUE:  Petition  of  the  Springfield  Com- 
mittee to  Defend  America.  Springfield.  Mass..  urgently  re- 
questing the  President,  Senators,  and  Representatives  to 
take  immediate  action  to  insure  the  rapid  armament  of  the 
United  States  until  it  has  an  impregnable  national  defense; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9094.  By  Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON:  Memorial  of  Hon. 
Beauford  H.  Jester,  of  Corsicana;  Hon.  Frank  A.  Woods,  of 
Franklin;  Hon.  J.  P.  Clark,  mayor  of  Ennis;  and  Messrs. 
Harry  Slabotsky,  K.  P.  Chinn,  and  T.  M.  Spence.  of  Ennis. 
all  of  the  State  of  Texas,  opposing  Senate  bill  3920  and 
House  bill  9706  and  favoring  Senate  bill  3925  and  House  bill 
10082;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce. 


SENATE 

Thursday,  August  1,  1940 

Rev.  Duncan  Eraser,  assistant  rector,  Church  of  the  Epiph- 
any, Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  everlasting  God.  who  art  always  more  ready 
to  hear  than  we  to  pray,  and  art  wont  to  give  more  than  either 
we  desire  or  deserve:  Pour  down  upon  us  the  abundance  of 
Thy  mercy  and  grant  to  us  the  spirit  to  think  and  do  only 
such  things  as  are  right,  that  we,  who  cannot  do  anything 
that  is  good  without  Thee.  may.  by  Thee,  be  enabled  to  live 
according  to  Thy  will.   Through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.   Amen. 


9762 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


August  l 


m 


II 


THE  JOURNAL 

•  On  request  of  Mr.  Barklet,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Tuesday.  July  30.  1940.  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
submitting  nominations  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by 
Mr.  Latta.  one  of  his  secretaries. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOtrSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  a  bill  (H.  R.  10263  >  making  supplemental  appro- 
priations for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  in  which  it  requested 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  afiBxed 
his  signature  to  the  enrolled  bill  (S.  4037)  to  confer  jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  United  States  District  Coiu-t  for  the  Western 
District  of  Kentucky  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment 
upon  the  claim  of  Theodore  R.  Troendle.  for  the  Dawson 
Springs  Construction  Co..  and  it  was  signed  by  the  President 
pro  tempore. 

ENROLLED  JOINT  RESOLUTION  SIGNED  DURING  ADJOURNMENT 

Under  authority  of  the  order  of  the  30th  ultimo,  on  July 
31.  1940,  the  President  pro  tempore  signed  and  enrolled 
joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  583)  making  an  additional  appro- 
priation for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal  year 
1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national  defense, 
which  had  been  signed  previously  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorvun. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names: 

Adams 
Andrrwi 
Aaburst 
Austin 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
•Bilbo 
Bone 
Bridges 
Burke 
Byrd 
Byrnes 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark.  Idaho 
Clark.  Mo. 
Connally 
Oanaher 

-  Mr.  MINTON.  I  annoimce  that  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia t  Mr.  DowNET  1  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey  1,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Brown  1.  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  I  Mr.  BulowI.  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  I  Mr. 
EllenoerI.  the  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Glass  1.  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware  I  Mr.  Hughes  1,  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana I  Mr.  Murray],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Slat- 
TERYl.  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith  1.  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Stewart  1.  and  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  (Mr.  Truman)  are  imavoidably  detained  from 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota I  Mr.  ShipsteadI  and  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
TownsendI  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-two  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

petitions  and  memorials 
Mr.  TYDINGS  presented  the  petition  of  members  of  Mary- 
land Chapter,  Nauonal  Legion  Mothers  of  America,  Balti- 


Davts 

La  Pollette 

Reynolds 

Donahey 

Lee 

Russell 

Frazler 

Lodge 

Schwartz 

Oeorge 

Lucas 

Schwellenbach 

Oerry 

Lundeen 

Sheppard 

Gibson 

McCarran 

Smathers 

Gillette 

McKellar 

Taft 

Green 

McNary 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Gulley 

Maloney 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Oumey 

Mead 

Thomas.  Utah 

Hale 

Miller 

Tobey 

Harrison 

Mlnton 

Tydings 

Hatch 

Neely 

Vandenberg 

Hayden 

Norrls 

Van  Nuys 

Hernng 

Nye 

Wagner 

Hill 

O'Mahoney 

Walsh 

Holman 

Overton 

Wheeler 

Holt 

Pepper 

White 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Pittman 

Wiley 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Radcllffe 

King 

Reed 

more.  Md..  praying  that  the  United  States  keep  out  of  war, 
that  the  so-called  Johnson  Act  be  not  repealed,  and  that 
Congress  remain  in  session  during  the  existing  crisis,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  the  petition  of  members  of  Maryland 
Chapter,  National  Legion  Mothers  of  America,  Baltimore, 
Md..  praying 'that  the  letter  of  resignation  of  Hon.  Harry 
H.  Woodring  as  Secretary  of  War  be  published  in  full,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  REED  presented  memorials  of  232  citizens  of  Inman. 
McPherson  County,  Kans.,  remonstrating  against  the  enact- 
ment of  compulsory  military  training  legislation,  which  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG  presented  a  memorial  of  sundry  citi- 
zens of  Pulton,  Mich.,  remonstrating  against  the  enactment 
of  compulsory  military  training  legislation,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

REPORTS    OF    committees 

Mr.  GEORGE,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3778)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  better  facilities  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
customs  and  immigration  laws,"  approved  June  26,  1930,  re- 
ported it  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1988)  thereon. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to 
which  was  referred  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  200)  directing  the 
Tariff  Commission  to  investigate  the  production  costs  of 
crab  meat,  crab  paste,  and  crab  sauce  (submitted  by  Mr. 
Radcliffe  on  January  4,  1940),  reported  it  without  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4120)  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  accept  a  gift  of  lands  from  the  city  of 
Tucson,  Ariz.,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted 
a  report  <No.  1989)  thereon. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  from  the  Committee  on  Claims, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  554)  for  the  relief  of 
Meta  E>e  Rene  McLoskey,  reported  it  without  amendment  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  1990)  thereon. 

investigation  of  RAILRO.VDS.  HOLOrNG  COMPANIES.  AND  AFFILIATED 

companies 

Mr.  WHEELER  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Truman),  from  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce,  submitted  additional  re- 
ports of  that  committee,  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  71 
(74th  Cong.),  authorizing  an  investigation  of  interstate  rail- 
roads and  affiliates  with  respect  to  financing,  reorganizations, 
mergers,  and  certain  other  matters,  which  were  ordered  to  be 
printed,  as  follows: 

Missouri  Pacific  system — Acquisition  of  Fort  Worth  Belt 
Railway  Co.  (Rept.  No.  25.  pt.  10) ;  and 

Market  operations  with  railroad  fimds — Missouri  Pacific 
purchases  of  system  securities  and  related  accounting  prac- 
Uces  (Rept.  No.  25.  pt.  11). 

ENROLLED   BILL   PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  on  July  30.  1940,  that  committee  presented 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  the  enrolled  bill  (S. 
3200)  to  provide  for  the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general 
of  the  Regular  Army  in  the  military  departments  of  Panama 
and  Hawaii. 

bills   and   JOINT   RESOLUTIONS   INTRODUCED 

Bills  and  joint  resolutions  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  NYE:  i 

S.  4229.  A  bill  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  North  Dakota  to  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Edla  H.  Pyten; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

S.  4230.  A  bill  to  amend  certain  sections  of  the  Federal 
Credit  Union  Act.  approved  June  26.  1934.  as  amended,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. 
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By  Mr.  BURKE: 
S.  4231.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Guy  F.  Allen,  chief  disbiu-slng 
officer.  Treasury  Department,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma: 
S.  4232.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Eastern  Cherokees; 
8.4233.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Eastern  and  Western 
Cherokees;  and 

S.  4234.  A  bill  to  create  an  Indian  Claims  Commission,  to 
provide  for  the  powers,  duties,  and  functions  thereof,  and 
for  other  purposes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  DONAHEY: 
S.  4235.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Thomas  A.  Panter;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  RUSSELL: 
S.  4236.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ida  Valeri;  to  the  Committee 
on  Immigration. 

By  Mr.  WHEELER: 
S.  4237.  A  bill  declaring  certain  members  of  the  Crow  Tribe 
of  Indians  to  be  members  of  the  competent  class  of  members 
of  such  tribe;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BARBOUR: 
S.  J.  Res.  287.  Joint  resolution  to  limit  the  emergency  pow- 
ers of  executive  officers  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  KINO: 
S.  J.  Res.  288.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an  amendment  to 
the  ConstituUon  of  the  United  States  providing  for  national 
representation  for  the  people  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

HOUSE  BILL  REFERRED 

The  bill  (H.  R.  10263)  making  supplemental  appropriations 
for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  was  read  twice  by  its  title  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

FOREIGN  ACCOUNTS  m  FEDERAL  RESERVE  BANKS — AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  ADAMS  submitted  amendments  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  4174)  relating  to  foreign  accounts 
In  Inderal  Reserve  banks,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table  and  to  be  printed. 

AMENDMENT  OF  FEDERAL  RBSERVB  ACT — AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  ADAMS  submitted  amendments  Intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Brown  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  10127)  to  amend  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  and 
for  other  purposes,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and 
to  be  printed. 

SELECmVB  COMPULSORY  MJLITARY  TRAINING AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  GREEN  submitted  an  amendment  and  Mr.  ELLENDER 
submitted  three  amendments  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
them,  respectively,  to  the  bill  (S.  4164)  to  protect  the  in- 
tegrity and  institutions  of  the  United  States  through  a  system 
of  selective  compulsory  military  training  and  service,  which 
were  severally  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

ACTIVE  SERVICE  FOR  THB  NATIOKAL  GUARD,  ETC.— AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  BARBOUR  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to 
strengthen  the  common  defense  and  to  authorize  the  Presi- 
dent to  order  members  and  units  of  reserve  components  and 
retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  into  active  military 
ser^1ce,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 

printed. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  offer  an  sunendment, 
and  have  it  read,  to  put  the  Senate  on  notice.  It  is  an  amend- 
ment Intended  to  be  proposed  by  me  to  the  Joint  resolution 
(S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and  to 
authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of  reserve 
components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  into 
active  military  service. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  will  be  read.  i 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  foDows: 

At  the  end  of  secUon  3  Insert  the  foUowlng  new  subdivlBlon: 

"(f)  Any  member  of  the  National  Guard  under  21  years  of  age 
Wbo  wu  registered  In  and  attended  any  tilgh  scbool.  Junior  coueg% 


college,  academy,  or  any  other  educational  Institution  of  learning 
during  the  session  of  193&-40  and  who  did  not  graduate  or  finish 
the  course  prescribed  by  such  achool  shall  be  exempt  fi-om  the  provi- 
sions of  this  act  in  order  that  he  may  pursue  or  finish  hla  course  In 
Buch  school." 

The   PRESIDENT   pro    tempore.    The    amendment    sub- 
mitted by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  will  lie  on  the  table 
and  be  printed. 
LrrrEE  from  the  acting  secretary  of  the  interior— chippewa 

INDIAN  LANDS CHANGE  OF  REFERENCE 

On  motion  by  Mr.  PrrTMAN,  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations was  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  a 
letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  dated  May 
25,  1940.  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to 
amend  section  2  of  the  act  of  April  13,  1938.  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  for  a  flowage  easement  on  certain  ceded  Chip- 
pewa Indian  lands  bordering  Lake  cf  the  Woods,  Waa^road 
River,  and  Rainy  River,  Minn.,  and  for  other  purposes,"  and 
the  letter  (with  enclosure)  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

military    CONSCRIFTIOH — ^EDITORIAL    FROM    DETROIT    FREE    PRESS 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  print  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  a  courageous  and 
invincible  editorial  from  the  Detroit  Free  Press  entitled  "De- 
mocracy, Conscription's  Victim." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  if  the  editorial  is  printed 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  it  will  not  have  the  publicity 
it  should  have.   I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be  read. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  certainly  have  no  objection  to  that 
being  done. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  was  otherwise  engaged. 
I  Inquire  what  is  the  article? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  merely  asked  that  an  editorial  from 
the  Detroit  Free  Press  be  printed  in  the  Appendix.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona  has  asked  that  it  be  read.  I  have  no 
objection  to  having  that  done. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  that  the  editorial  be 
read? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  read  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

(From  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  July  31,  1940] 

DEMOCRACT.    CXJNSCaiPTlON'S    VICTIM? 

The  congressional  hearings  on  the  proposed  conscription  bill 
should  be  deliberate  enough  to  determine  three  things: 

How  much  Is  the  demand  for  a  total  mUltary  and  civilian  dic- 
tatorship over  the  manpower  of  the  Nation  due  to  a  realistic 
attitude? 

How  much  is  it  due  to  plain  hysteria? 

How  much  of  It  Is  due  to  politics? 

These  questions  should  be  "fully  answered  now  so  that  the  people 
may  have  complete  understanding. 

A  peacetime  totalitarianism  is  a  far  graver  violation  of  tradition 
than  any  proposal  for  a  third  term. 

The  latter  Is  a  simple  Issue.  The  people  understand  it  and  have 
a  right  to  accept  or  reject  It  as  they  please. 

But  compulsory  service  for  all  men  between  the  ages  of  18  to 
64,  with  broad  authority  for  the  President  to  call  on  anybody  as  be 
chooses  for  any  kind  of  duty,  military  or  otherwise,  la  another 
matter.    It  Is  not  easily  understood. 

The  American  people  are  being  aaked  to  give  away  their  liberties 
with  no  assurance  that  tliey  will  ever  get  them  back. 

They  are  being  lead  to  believe  that  war  is  Imminent.  It  la  char- 
acterlsUc  of  Americana  to  respond  instinctively  to  any  call  to 
patriotic  duty. 

It  Is  not  at  all  surprlalng  that  one  poll  ahows  67  percent  of  the 
people  are  In  favor  of  some  form  of  conscription.  They  responded 
in  the  same  manner  when  President  Wilson  ieaued  his  draft  call. 
But  are  they  not  now  voting  In  the  same  qilrlt  In  the  belief  that 
we  either  are  already  at  war  or  are  about  to  be  plimged  Into  one? 
Is  It  not  possible  that  they  have  been  whipped  into  such  a  fever 
of  emotionalism  that  they  believe  this  U  the  one  way  to  save 
America? 

If  that  U  the  case,  they  have  been  misled. 

The  best  of  our  mlllUry  experts  do  not  believe  that  any  such 
massing  of  manpower — 43.000,000  men  and  boys — U  necessary. 

At  the  outside  figure  they  are  Interested  only  in  an  ^^7  ot 
750.000  soldiers.  More,  they  would  not  know  what  to  do  with  the 
a  000  000  men  Mr.  Roosevelt  talks  about. 

'  What  of  the  other  40.000.000?  Out  of  the  clouds  of  oratory  and 
tub    thumping    the    idea    seems    to    loom    that    they    would    be 
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rvglnifnt«d  Into  varlrm  Industrtes  and  civic  duties— regimented  as 
was  the  total  manpower  of  Germany.  

As  to  this  phase  of  the  problem  the  career  men  In  the  Army  have 
nothinff  to  say.  That  la  all  outside  their  tasks.  They  might  get 
2.000.000  men.  but  any  politically  minded  administration  would 
have  complete  control  over  the  other  40.000,000. 

"But  "  the  war-mlndtd  at  Washington  In  both  parties  argue, 
"this  is-  necessary  If  we  are  to  meet  the  Hitler  Invasion  when  it 

"•"^hen  It  comes!"  That  is  the  spur.  Yet  military  experts  have 
no  Idea  that  it  is  coming  next  week  or  next  year  or  the  year  after. 
If  ever  The  career  men  cannot  talk  However,  the  Free  Press  here 
cffers  quotations  from  three  world-famous  writers  on  mllit.iry  mat- 
ters who  are  not  given  to  hysterics,  who  are  not  running  for  ofQce. 
and  who  strive  hard  to  see  things  as  they  are. 

First  there  is  Col.  Frederick  Palmer,  recognized  as  one  ofthe 
greatest  living  authorities  on  war.  He  was  the  official  press  repre- 
sentative for  the  A.  E.  P.  In  Prance  and  was  awarded  the  Distin- 
guished Service  Medal  for  his  work.  For  years,  though  an  Ameri- 
can  he  was  the  miliury  expert  for  the  London  Times. 

'Is  he  excited?    Not  a  bit!    He  says: 

•Whence  and  In  what  strength  will  any  attack  upon  us  come? 
•  •  •  Will  our  Impatience  for  speed  In  our  vast  preparations 
defeat  the  very  object  for  which  we  are  striving?"        ,  „  _  ^, 

Japan'  He  points  out  that  Japan  has  its  hands  full  right  now 
with  China  and  will  have  for  some  years  to  come  without  taking 
us  on.     "This."  he  says,  "dismisses  any  Immediate  danger  on  the 

But  there  is  the  Atlantic— and  Hitler?     Palmer  calls  attention 
to  the  simple  fact  that  neutral  military  observers  now  agree  that 
Germany  had  no  "wonder  army  that  wrought  a  military  nUracle. 
Germany  really  had  no  opposition,  with  Prance  collapsing   before 

a  real  fight  started.  ^      ,j   ».  j   ^ 

"Consequently  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  be  scared  ot 

overlmpressed  by  German  might  as  touched  by  some  kind  of  hellish 

totalitarian  magic."  ^  *...«_   i      ^ 

Palmer  even  questions  that  Hitler  can  possibly  defeat  England 

across  those  22  mUes  of  turbulent  waters.     But  supposing  he  does? 

r- What  then?  ^  ^    *       ♦. 

"Hitherto  Hitler's  sea  tactics  havs  been  negative  and  destructive. 
Now  he  must  have  surface  sea  command  himself.  His  position  is 
reversed.     He  mxist  protect  his  convoys  across  the  Atlantic." 

Palmer  first  predicts  the  failure  of  the  British  campaign  and 
then  shows  how  utterly  impossible  it  would  be  for  Hitler  to  bring 
his  army  across  to  our  shores.  The  danger  is  not  Immediate.  "Otir 
danger  is."  he  concludes,  "that  we  shaU  get  an  extravagant,  un- 
balanced preparedness  whose  continuance  we  shall  neglect  when  we 
are  lulled  into  sectu-ity,  with  the  result  that  one  day  an  enemy,  or 
group  of  enemies,  will  get  the  Jump  on  us." 

This  Is  taking  the  long  view — a  consideration  of  the  years  and  not 
the  dajrs. 

The  whole  program  for  conscription  could  go  over  until  after 
the  fevers  of  the  coming  election  without  in  any  way  endangering 
America — as  long  as  Industry  maintains  equipment  production. 
Then  we  might  think  more  sanely. 

The  President  has  asked  that  the  National  Guard  be  mobilized 
to  meet  some  Inunediate  danger,  the  natiire  of  which  he  does  not 
■Ute.  If  the  guard  is  called  out.  It  will  take  6  months  at  least 
to  furnish  it  sufficient  equipment  to  put  it  on  a  battle-worthy  basis. 

The  Presidential  campaign  will  be  over  In  3  months.  So  what 
could  t>e  done  with  2.000  000  raw  civUlans  In  that  time? 

This  rush  program  does  not  make  sense. 

Second.  There  is  Hanson  W.  Baldwin,  military  expert  for  the 
New  York  Times.  How  could  Germany  land  a  sufficient  number  of 
troops  on  this  continent  to  reqvUre  such  a  vast  standing  army  to 
overcome   them?     He  says: 

"The  maximum  Initial  force  that  could  be  transported,  even  If 
control  of  the  sea  were  wrested  from  us,  would  not  be  much  larger 
than  50.000  men.  The  transportation  of  such  a  force  would  require 
375.000  tons  of  shipping — perhaps  40  ships — about  the  largest 
force  that  could  conveniently  be  convoyed  in  a  single  operation. 

"To  supply  such  a  force  might  require  from  650.000  tons  of  ship- 
ping to  2.000.000  tons  monthly;  In  other  words,  perhaps  half  the 
tonnage  of  the  German  merchant  marine  would  have  to  be  devoted 
aolely  to  the  job  of  supplying  50.000  soldiers.  If  this  force  were  to 
be  doubled,  the  shipping  tonnage  necessary  would  be  doubled; 
to  supply  an  army  of  1.000  000  men  In  this  hemisphere  would  require 
at  the  very  least  13.000.000  tons  of  shipping. 

••Economically  and  commercially  the  problem  seems  Impossible: 
not  even  Britain  or  a  combination  of  Britain  and  Germany  has 
sufficient  shipping  to  divert  such  an  enormous  amount  of  It  from 
their  ordinary  and  vital  trade  routes  to  military  purposes." 

The  third  of  this  triumvirate  of  famed  military  authorities  Is 
MaJ.  George  Fielding  Ellot.  war  expert  for  the  New  York  Herald- 
Tribune  and  Life  Magazine,  and  author  of  the  widely  read  book  on 
American  preparedness,  the  Ramparts  We  Watch. 

"Nothing  could  be  worse."  he  writea,  "than  to  give  otnr  own 
people  and  the  peoples  of  the  rest  of  the  world  the  Idea  that  we 
are  going  to  have,  or  are  even  on  the  point  of  creating,  a  vast 
Citizen  army  of  millions.    We  cannot  do  this  for  a  long  time. 

"We  otight  not  to  try  to  build  up  such  an  army  on  any  half- 
baked  basis.  If  we  have  learned  anything  from  the  present  war. 
It  18  the  need  of  ample  training.  •  •  •  Let  us  aU  know  exactly 
what  we  are  doing— let  us  all  know,  not  Just  the  White  House 
coterie  and  the  general  staff. 

"Let  us  not  forget  that  we  are  primarily  a  sea  power.  •  •  • 
There  may  t>e  other  ways  of  improving  the  national  morale  besides 


spending  more  than  Is  necessary  on  an  army  which.  If  It  passes  the 
size  needful  for  hemisphere  missions,  may  weU  become  an  instru- 
ment useful  only  for  overseas  adventures— perhaps  for  a  ghastly 
holocavist   in   Europe.  

"We  should  be  quite  clear  on  one  point:  That  we  do  not  propose 
to  furnish  the  manpower  for  any  invasion  of  the  European  conti- 
nent. It  will  be  much  better  not  to  create  any  instrument  of  war 
which  can  be  useful  for  that  purpose.  ,  ^  ^ 

'•It  all  gets  back  to  the  lack  of  any  coordinated,  well-weighed 
plan  for  our  defense.  •  •  •  We  shoiUd  do  our  thinking  now 
while  we  have  the  time.  And  we  should  appoint  able  and  expe- 
rienced experts  to  do  the  Job  of  translating  thought  Into  concrete 
and  complete  plans  upon  which  to  base  our  expenditures  and  our 

By  common  public  acceptance  these  three  men  know  what  they 
are  talking  aBout.  They  are  nonemotlonal  and  nonpolltical  stu- 
dents of  military  preparedness  and  the  arts  of  warfare. 

The  free  press  does  not  question  the  sincerity  of  President  Roose- 
velt In  his  drive  for  preparedness,  but  It  Is  forced  at  times  to  ques- 
tion his  judgment  because,  in  the  very  ardor  of  his  cause,  he  lets 
his  enthusiasm  and  his  emotions  run  away  with  him — as  Is  well 
evidenced  by  that  "stab  in  the  back"  speech  at  Charlottesville  and 
his  proposal  to  •"quarantine  aggressor  nations"  In  his  Chicago  ad- 
dress in   1937. 

The  issue  Involves  too  vital  a  change  In  our  whole  concept  of 
American  life  not  to  speak  out  bluntly  about  It. 

The  American  people  should  not  be  lulled  to  sleep  by  grandiose 
talk.  Our  dangers  from  abroad  are  not  one-half  so  real  as  the 
danger  within  our  own  borders.  It  may  well  be  that  the  very  life 
of  democracy  Itself  is  at  stake  here. 

Why.  then,  all  the  mad,  precipitate  rush? 

If  the  Members  of  the  United  States  Congress  do  not  weigh  care- 
f\illy  all  the  factors  Involved,  if  they  do  not  p>ermit  the  people  full 
and  open  hearings  so  that  they  will  have  complete  understanding, 
then  they  will  l)e  derelict  In  their  duty  and  recreant  to  a  sacred 
trust. 

Let  the  people  know  that  once  they  have  bent  their  necks  to 
the  yoke  of  regimentation  there  Is  no  turning  back.  The  bands 
will  play  martial  music,  the  flags  will  fly — and  we.  a  once  free 
people,  may  march  to  the  goosestep  under  a  totalitarian  government. 

(  TRIBUTE  TO  THX  LATE  SENATOR  LOGAN 

[Mr.  'Davis  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  at  the  grave  of  Senator 
M.  M.  Logan  by  George  McComb,  in  a  Memorial  Day  service 
held  by  the  Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows  on  May  30. 
1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESSES   BY   SENATOR   LA   FOLLETTE   AND   COL.  HENRY   BRECKEN- 
RIOCE  ON  AID  FOR  DEFENSE  OF  BRITISH  ISLES 

[Mr.  La  Pollette  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  radio  addresses  by  Col.  Henry  Breckenridge 
and  himself  on  the  topic  Should  We  Fight  the  Nazis  To 
Defend  the  British  Isles?  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  PEPPER  AT  HARVARD  UNIVERSITY  ON  AMERICAH 

DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  him  at  Harvard  Uni- 
versity on  July  30.  1940,  under  the  auspices  of  American 
Defense  Group  of  Harvard  University,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR  PEPPER  ON  UNIVERSAL  CONSCRIPTION 

[Mr.  PEPPER  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  by  him  on  the  subject  Should  the 
United  States  Require  Universal  Conscription?  jniblished  in 
the  Times  Union,  of  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  on  Sunday,  July  28, 
1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  WILLIAM  RICKEY  AT  BRYAN  MEMORIAL  BREAKFAST 

[Mr.  Burke  asked  suid  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  William  Richey.  of 
Omaha,  Nebr..  at  the  William  Jennings  Bryan  memorial 
breakfast  held  in  connection  with  the  1940  Democratic  Na- 
tional Convention  in  the  Hotel  Sherman  at  Chicago,  HI., 
on  July  17.*  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

letter   from  MRS.   LILLIAN  L.  VAN  BURGH  ON   OLD-AGE   PENSIONS 

I  Mr.  CMahoney  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  a  letter  on  the  subject  of  Old-Age  Pensions, 
addressed  to  him  by  Mrs.  Lillian  L.  Van  Burgh,  of  Casper, 
Wyo.,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR   ARMY  AND   AIR   CORPS  AND  NAVY  AND  BUREAU 
OF    AERONAUTICS,    1920— 41 

[Mr.  Barkley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  table  showing  appropriations  for  the  Army  and 
the  Air  Corps  from  1920  to  1941,  and  for  the  Navy  and  the 
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Bureau  of  Aeronautics  for  the  same  period,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

LXTTXB  AND  DISCUSSION  BY  COLOmL  TLKMING  ON  HOURS-OF-LABOR 

CCLING 

[Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  Ih  the  Record  a  letter  addressed  by  Col.  Philip  B. 
Fleming.  Administrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  Division,  De- 
partment of  Labor,  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in 
relation  to  the  question  whether,  in  the  light  of  the  national- 
defense  emergency,  it  would  be  necessary  to  raise  the  celling 
for  hours  of  labor,  and  also  a  radio  discussion  on  the  same 
subject  by  Colonel  Fleming  and  Mr.  Osgood  Nichols,  of  the 
Information  Branch  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  Division,  which 
appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

AGREEMENT    AT   HABANA EDITORIAL    FROM   WASHINGTON    POST 

( Mr.  Lucas  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  Washington  Post  of  July  31, 
1940,  entitled  "Agreement  at  Habana,"  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

SOUND  PRINCIPLES  OF  INTERNATIONAL  TRADE — ARTICLE  BY  ROBERT 

P.   VANDERPOEL 

[Mr.  Lucas  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  from  the  Chicago  Herald-American  of  July 
29, 1940,  entitled  "Americans  Must  Learn  Quickly  Sound  Prin- 
ciples of  International  Trade,"  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

DECLINE  AND  RISE  OF  UNITED  STATES  NAVAL  POWER 

[Mr.  Lucas  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  and  accompanying  tables  entitled  "The  De- 
cline and  Rise  of  United  States  Naval  Power,  1921-40."  which 
appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

TRAINING  OF  MANPOWER EDITORIAL   FROM  LIBERTT  MAGAZINE 

,     [Mr.  Barbour  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 

^he  Record  an  editorial  by  Bemarr  Macfadden  entitled  "How 

Long,  O  Lord.  How  Long?",  to  be  published  in  the  Liberty 

magazine  of  the  issue  of  August  15, 1940,  which  appears  in  the 

^Appendix.  ] 

ARTICLE   BY   WALTER   LIPPMANN   ON   NATIONAL   DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  Walter  Lippmann.  published  in  the 
Washington  Post  of  August  1,  1940.  under  the  title  "  'Total 
Defense'  Stalled,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

SELECTIVE  compulsory  MILITARY  TRAINING 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  received  from  the  noted 
military  writer.  Maj.  George  Fielding  Eliot,  a  letter  which 
states  opinions  on  the  question  of  procuring  men  for  our 
Army  which  I  think  would  be  of  great  interest  to  the  Senate. 
I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the  writer  of  the  letter  favors 
fixing  the  size  of  the  Army  at  a  figure  of  750.000.  which  is 
what  I  have  advocated  for  some  time,  and  Major  Eliot  makes 
the  following  statement  about  the  bill  which  I  introduced 
some  weeks  ago : 

Tout  biU.  as  compared  with  the  Burke- Wadsworth  bUl,  has  the 
Tlrtue  of  simplicity  and  clarity  of  objective — the  creation  of  a 
regular  army  of  definite  size. 

Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  was  courteously  accorded  a  hear- 
ing by  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  on  the  bill  which  I  have 
introduced.  I  may  remind  the  Senate  that  this  bill  not  only 
set  a  definite  limit  to  the  total  number  of  men  In  our  Army, 
but  also  provided,  in  effect,  that  only  about  400.000  would 
have  to  be  raised  by  selective  draft.  I  gathered  at  the  meet- 
ing yesterday  that  the  bill  now  being  considered  by  the  com- 
mittee is  undergoing  many  fundamental  changes,  and  so  I 
Will  not  make  any  comment  on  the  provisions  of  the  bill  which 
may  eventually  be  reported.  I  should,  however,  like  to  com- 
pare my  blD  with  the  proposals  which  have  received  so  much 
attention  in  the  press  by  showing  what  my  bill  is  and  what 

it  is  not. 

My  bill  Is  a  simple  defense  bill.  Its  aim  is  to  bring  our  Army 
up  to  its  top  strength,  always  in  harmony  with  our  existing 
program  lor  procuring  weapons. 


It  is  not  a  bill  capable  of  causing  far-reaching  internal, 
social,  and  economic  changes,  having  little,  if  any,  relation  to 
national  defense. 

It  is  a  bill  aimed  at  peace  and  defense.  It  seeks  to  make 
the  United  States  sufficiently  strong  so  that  no  foreign  power 
will  dare  to  molest  us. 

It  is  a  peacetime  bill.  It  is  not  a  bill  which  assumes  that 
we  are  already  at  war,  and  which  accordingly  seeks  to  create 
a  nation  in  arms. 

It  is  a  1940  bill,  to  provide  a  highly  selected  personnel  for 
a  relatively  small  standing  army,  in  the  hope  and  behei  that 
this  will  avert  the  need  for  mass  conscription  later  on. 

It  Is  not  a  1917  bill  which  seeks  to  place  every  able-bodied 
man  In  the  military  service  in  some  capacity  or  other. 

If  I  may  make  a  comparison,  it  is  a  modem,  well-tooled, 
automatic  rifle,  and  not  a  blunderbuss. 

My  bill  would  Involve  directly  about  1  out  of  every  3.250 
American  citizens — not  enough  to  dislocate  anythingT  threaten 
democracy,  or  bring  any  danger  of  totalitarianism.  Its  biu'den 
would  fall  chiefly  on  those  relatively  well  to  do. 

There  is  no  point  in  registering  42,000.000  men  if  all  we 
want  is  400.000  soldiers.  There  is  waste  and  offense  to  our 
democratic  system  of  things  if  we  draft  every  able-bodied 
man  instead  of  drafting  able-bodied  men  only  in  such  num- 
bers as  can  be  effectively  utilized  for  the  national  defen.se. 
having  due  regard  to  the  amount  of  equipment  available. 

A  bill  which  takes  the  short  emergency  view  of  this  matter 
should  limit  itself  to  providing  a  suflttclent  numl)er  of  men 
for  our  existing  needs,  and  should  not  seek  to  plan  the  enure 
future. 

A  bill  which  seeks  to  lay  down  a  long-term  policy  on  mili- 
tary training  should  not  take  all  men  from  18  to  64.  but 
should  give  every  young  man  a  certain  period  of  training 
when  he  reaches  a  certain  age.  The  proposals  I  have  seen 
described  do  not  fall  into  either  classification. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  letter  from  Major  Eliot 
be  printed  in  the  Record  in  full. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

New  YoaK.  July  29.  1940. 
The  Honorable  Henkt  Cabot  Lodge.  Jr.. 

-  United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Lodge:  I  have  read  with  great  attention  the  bill 
which  you  sent  me.  and  have  just  finished  reading  the  committee 
draft  of  the  Burke-Wad&worth  bill  as  it  has  finally  received  tne 
approval  of  the  Billitary  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate. 

Your  bill,  as  compared  with  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill,  has  the 
virtue  of  simplicity,  and  clarity  of  objective— the  creation  of  >. 
Regular  Army  of  definite  size.  The  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  has  the 
foUowing  defects,  as  I  see  It: 

(1)  It  leaves  to  the  President  the  power  to  call  out  any  number 
of  men  he  sees  fit.  In  time  of  peace.  In  my  opinion  the  size  of 
the  Regular  Army  In  time  of  peace  ought  to  be  definitely  limited 
by  statute.  I  do  not  believe  that  limitation  by  appropriation  is 
Bufflclent. 

(2)  It  places  upon  the  War  Department  the  responsibility  for 
111-deflned  home-defense  forces.  Such  forces  as  are  required  for 
local  defense  purposes  as  a  part  of  the  defense  plans  of  the  coun- 
try (antiaircraft,  harbor  defense,  etc  )  ought  to  be  part  of  the 
Regular  Army  or  National  Guard.  Temporary  forces  for  the  mam- 
tenance  of  Internal  order,  guarding  bridges,  factories,  etc.,  shou'd 
be  State  forces  such  as  the  proposed  New  York  Guard. 

(3)  The  period  of  training  is  too  short  (also  in  your  bill).  Two 
years  would  be  ideal;  18  months  is  in  my  opinion  the  minimum: 
Six  months  for  induction  and  individual  tralrUng:  a  year  for  tmit 
and  field  tialnlng.  But  I  realize  ttiat  as  a  practical  matter  this 
may  not  be  possible,  so  I  think  voluntary  extension  of  service  ought 
to  be  made  attractive. 

(4)  It  Is  provided  that  men  who  enlist  in  the  Regular  Army  or 
National  Guard  for  2  additional  years  are  relieved  from  the  Re- 
serve service  provided  by  the  bill.  This  files  dlrecUy  in  the  face 
of  the  need  for  having  a  fully  trained  Reserve.  It  ought  to  be  pro- 
vided that  a  2-year  enlistment  In  the  Regular  Army  should  cut 
the  Reserve  service  from  10  to  6  years;  and  that  National  Guard 
service  should  merely  be  reckoned  as  reducing  the  Reserve  service 

by  that  much. 

(5)  The  bill  provides  epeclflcally  that  conscripted  men  shaU  have 
an  opportunity  to  qualify  for  promotion  This  ought  not  to  be 
enacted  into  law.  In  general.  spedallsU  and  nonoommlssloned  of- 
ficers should  be  men  who  have  volunteered  for  longer  periods  of 
■ervice  There  should  be  no  borrler  to  specially  qualified  conscripts 
qualifying  for  promotion,  but  a  rigid  legal  requirement  that  they 
BhaU  have  such  an  c^portunlty  wlU  only  make  trouble. 
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(6)  The  National  Guard  proTlslon  In  the  preamble  of  the  bill  » 
Just  a  concession  to  the  political  strength  of  the  guard,  and  IT 
Btrtctly  construed  might  require  the  guard  to  be  called  Into  service 
before  the  Regular  Army  Reserve.     ThU  Is  ridiculous.  

(7)  Finally.  It  aeems  to  me  this  bill  takes  in  too  much  territory. 
It  will  produce  Illusions  in  the  mind  of  the  average  American.  It 
Is  likely  to  permit  the  creation  of  a  huge  army  for  which  we  have 
no  ne«d  and  which  we  could  not  use  except  In  overseas  adventures. 
We  ought  to  concentrate,  we  must  concentrate  on  building  up  an 
army  equipped,  trained,  and  ofDcered  to  fight  on  modem  battlefields. 
This  army  cannot  be  very  large,  must  be  limited  by  the  need  for 
providing  for  the  Navy  and  <«her  essentials  of  national  defense  The 
Burke-Wadsworth  bill  does  not  draw  a  fine  enough  sight,  which  is 
language  you  will  well  understand.  We  need  a  fine  weapon  of  pre- 
cision, not  a  shotgun,  for  this  Job. 

We  have  I  think,  to  keep  in  mind  that  we  have  two  lines  of  thought 
which  muist  constantly  be  coordinated:  First,  to  prepare  as  qulclcly 
as  possible  for  an  imminent  emergency;  second,  to  lay  the  founda- 
tions for  a  long-range  military  policy. 

Under  either  your  bill  or  the  Burke  bill  we  can  call  up  as  many 
men  for  immediate  training  as  the  Regular  Army  and  the  National 
Guard  can  poaslbly  absorb.  But  the  Burke  bill  seems  to  fasten 
upon  us  a  tremendous  burden,  both  from  the  financial  and  admln- 
— Istratlve  point  of  view,  which  to  my  mind  Is  not  only  wholly  un- 
Tieceseary.  but  may  become  a  positive  danger  by  absorbing  too  great 
a  proportion  of  the  funds  and  resources  available  for  the  national 
defense — which  after  all  are  not  unlimited. 

May  I  suggest  certain  features  which  I  believe  ought  to  be  in- 
corporated m  whatever  compulsory  service  bill  Is  enacted. 

( H  Fix  the  size  of  the  Regular  Army  in  time  of  peace  at  a  maxi- 
mum of  750.000.  exclusive  of  reservists  called  back  for  temporary 
periods  of  training 

(2)  Provide  for  voluntary  enlistments  (both  direct  and  from  con- 
scripts who  have  completed  their  compulsory  training). 

(3)  Provide  for  registration  of  all  men  from  20  to  45  years  of 
•ge.  a.«  a  sort  of  survey  cf  manpower  resources,  and  for  morale 
purp->se«. 

(4 1  Provide  for  calling  up  annually  of  a  class  of  conscripts,  care- 
'  fully  selected,  sufficient  to  maintain  the  Regular  Army  at  750.000 
men;  the  period  cf  service  to  be  1  year  (If  no  more  can  l>e  had) . 

(5)  Provide  for  such  men  to  serve  thereafter  10  years  In  the 
Reserve;  except  that  they  may  extend  their  p)erlcd  of  service  In  the 
Regular  Army  for  1  year,  and  knock  off  2  years'  Reserve  service;  or 
for  a  years,  and  knock  off  5  years"  Reserve  service.  Minimum  period 
^of  Reserve  service  to  be  5  years  for  all  classes  of  enlistment.  Includ- 
ing volunteers. 

(6»  National  Guard  service  to  count  as  Reserve  service. 

(7)  The  annual  class  to  be  called  from  men  between  20  and  25 
years  of  age  This  will  permit  of  deferred  classifications  to  men 
with  temporary  Impediments  to  service  of  a  personal  or  physical 
nature 

(8)  Reservists  during  the  first  5  years  of  Reserve  service  should 
be  liable  to  be  called  up  for  three  refresher  periods  of  30  days  each, 
and  one  such  period  subsequent  to  their  fifth  year. 

(9)  There  should  be  provision  for  a  specialist  reserve  of  men  for 
such  duties  as  clerks,  truck  drivers,  hospital  attendants,  cooks,  and 
other  Jobs  for  which  their  civilian  occupation  qualifies  them; 
enlistment  In  this  reserve  should  be  either  voluntary  or  made  by 
seieciion  from  the  annual  class  of  recruits  after  selecting  the  men 
for  combat  training.  As  far  as  possible  such  duties  should  be 
performed  entirely  by  men  of  this  reserve  on  active  duty  for  periods 
cf  1  year  or  more.  The  training  period  for  this  reserve  should  be 
originally  90  days. 

(10)  Pay  to  be  equalized  with  the  Navy,  subject  to  the  following 
provision:  That  all  conscripts  during  their  nrst  year  of  service  shall 
Itceive  the  minimum  pay  of  $21  per  month,  except  that  such  as 
qualify  for  appointment  as  noncommissioned  officers  and  specialists 
shall  receive  a  bonus  of  $3  per  month.  Volunteers  to  receive  $21 
per  month   during   their  recruit   training.   $36  on   qualification   as 

-  fully  trained  privates.  $54  when  promoted  to  private  first  class. 
Conscripts  extending  their  enlistment  to  be  immediately  placed  on 
the  same  pay  status  as  volunteers.  Pay  of  noncommissioned 
officers:  Corporal.    $60;    sergeant,   $72;    staff   sergeant.   $84;    master 

'  MTgeant  or  first  sergeant  on  acting  appointment.  $99.  on 
permanent  appointment.  $126.  This  abolishes  the  grade  of  tech- 
nical sergeant  and  brings  Army  pay  to  the  same  basis  as  Navy  pay. 
It  will  make  the  service  attractive  and  bring  us  a  good  grade  of 
volunteer  enlistments. 

The  objective  should  be  to  maintain  a  Regular  Army  of  about 

**0-percent  volunteer  long-service  soldiers  and  50-percent  conscripts, 
with  a  reserve  of  fully  trained  men  capable  of  immediately  bringing 
the  Army  to  full  war  strength,  plus  10  percent  immediate  replace- 
ment cadres  with  each  unit  and  a  depot  establishment  capable  of 
providing  a  reservoir  of  replacements  and  of  training  additional 
recruits  In  time  of  emergency. 

This  is  the  long-range  objective.  But  we  have  not  yet  taken 
care  of  the  immediate  emergency.  For  this  ptirpose  let  the  bill 
provide  that  for  a  period  of  2  years  from  Iti  passage  the  number 
of  men  called  into  active  service  under  Its  provisions  shall  not  be 
restricted  as  to  number,  provided  that  no  more  than  1.000.000  such 
conscripts  shall  be  on  active  service  at  any  one  time  exclusive  of 
thoee  who  may  have  volunteered  to  extend  their  period  of  enlist- 
ment, notwithstanding  the  provision  that  the  Regular  Army  shall 
not  ordinarily  exceed  a  total  of  750.000.  including  conscripts.  Dxir- 
Ing  this  2-year  period  of  initial  preparation  and  organization  It 
should  be  lawful  to  Induct  conscripted  men  into  any  units  of  the 
National  Guard  which  might  be  in  the  Federal  service  for  the  time 


being  This  will  enable  the  guard  to  be  used  for  training  men.  as 
well  as  the  Reg\ilar  Army,  and  will  get  the  guard  off  to  a  good 
start.  Insofar  as  Congress  shall  during  that  time  authorize  the 
ordering  of  the  guard  into  Federal  service.  Recrulte  trained  In  the 
guard  units  should,  of  cotirse.  pass  Into  the  Reserve  in  Just  the 
same  manner  as  those  trained  In  Regular  Army  units. 

What  will  be  the  practical  results  of  such  a  bill? 

First  of  all,  the  War  Department  will  be  able  to  carry  out  Its 
present  plans  for  calling  in  400.000  men  on  October  1.  1940;  400,000 
more  on  AprU  1.  1940;  and  600.000  on  October  1.  1941.  On  October 
1.  1941,  the  status  of  the  Army  will  be  as  follows: 

Regular  Army:  ^^ 

Volunteers 375.  000 

Conscripts  of  the  class  of  Oct.  1.  1940.  who  have  ex- 
tended their  enlistments  (estimated  at  10  percent).    40.000 
Conscripts  of  the  class  of  Apr.   1.   1941 335.000 

Total - -  "^50.  000 


National  Guard   (presuming  It  to  be  all  In  Federal  serv- 
ice) : 

»       Volunteers 238.000 

Conscripts  of  claas  of  Apr.  1.  1941   (remainder) -     65.000 

Total- 303.  000 

Army  Reserve   (remainder  of  claas  of  Oct.  1.  1940) 320.000 

At  this  point  the  War  Department  plans  to  bring  In  an  additional 
600.000  men.  most  of  whom  (on  the  above  basis)  would  have  to  be 
trained  by  the  National  Guard.  On  October  1.  1942.  the  National 
Guard  could  be  returned  to  State  control,  and  there  would  there- 
after be  an  ample  Regular  Army  Reserve.  This,  presuming  no 
emergency  arises  In  the  Interim.  But  It  would  be  much  better 
if  2  years'  service  could  be  had — at  least  at  first. 

Of  course,  as  the  number  of  fully  trained  reservists  (those  with 
2  years  service  or  more)  grows,  the  size  of  the  Regular  Army 
actively  employed  can  be  reduced.  The  law  ought  to  provide  that 
no  more  than  60  percent  of  the  Regular  Army  In  active  service 
shall  be  volunteers,  thus  assuring  the  steady  annual  Increment 
for  the  Reserve. 

Units  of  the  Regular  Army  ought  to  l>e  maintained  on  the  fol- 
lowing basts  at  all  times: 

(1)  Reinforced  strength  (war  strength  plus  10-percent  immediate 
replacements)  :  The  garrisons  of  Hawaii.  Alaska,  and  such  ether 
outlying   points   as   cannot   be   immediately   reinforced. 

(2)  War  strength:  All  other  garrisons  outside  the  continental 
United  States:  all  combat  formations  of  the  Air  Corps;  armored 
troops:  Cavalry. 

(3)  Peace  strength:  All  other  formations. 

There  should  be  a  clear  division  of  function  between  the  Regular 
Army  and  the  National  Guard.  The  former  should  have  all  M-day 
tasks,  except  certain  antiaircraft  and  harbor-defense  missions  in 
the  continental  United  States  and  Puerto  Rico.  The  National 
Guard  should  supply  the  bulk  of  the  harbor -defense  and  anti- 
aircraft troops  In  the  United  States  (other  than  antiaircraft  troops 
with  mobile  formations),  certain  corps  and  Army  units,  and  should 
form  a  second-line  force  to  take  the  place  of  the  Regular  Army  when 
the  latter  might  have  to  be  sent  out  of  the  country  or  require 
eventual  reinforcement. 

What  would  be  the  effect  of  this  bill  on  the  National  Guard? 
It  would  benefit  greatly.  To  begin  with,  presuming  It  is  now 
ordered  out  (as  seems  essential)  for  training  purposes.  It  would 
start  with  2  years'  active  service.  Its  recruits  would  then  come 
in  large  part  from  men  who  had  already  had  a  year's  training 
(although  direct  enlistment  should  be  permitted).  It  would  never 
lack  for  such  number  of  raw  recruits  as  It  might  require,  as  many 
men  would  enlist  to  avoid  being  conscripted  into  the  Regular 
Army.  Its  officers  would,  of  course,  have  to  be  a  lot  better  than 
they  are  now.  Original  appointments  a.s  second  lieutenants  in 
combat  units  might  be  restricted  to  graduates  cf  approved  R.  O. 
T.  C.  units,  graduates  of  the  Military  Academy,  enlisted  men  with 
1  year  Regular  Army  plus  2  years'  guard  service,  or  enlisted  men 
with  5  years'  guard  service.  The  professional  requirements  for 
appointment  should  t)€  kept  very  high,  and  Federal  confirmation 
after  appointment  might  be  conditional  on  a  3  months'  course  at 
the  school  of  the  arm. 

It  seems  to  me  that  such  a  bill  would  make  use  of  all  existing 
facilities  for  training — of  course.  Reserve  officers  would  be  ordered 
out  to  serve  with  the  Regular  Army  and  National  Guard  in  such 
numbers  as  might  be  desirable — and  would  provide  us  as  quickly 
as  possible  with  a  battle-worthy  army.  It  would  also  lay  the  fo\m- 
datlons  for  a  military  system  of  limited  objective,  adequate  to  our 
needs,  and  able  at  any  time  to  put  the  whole  Regular  Army  into 
the  field  without  delay,  and  to  back  It  up  with  a  National  Guard  of 
much  better  quality  than  we  now  possess. 

I  should  look  forward  to  a  time  when  the  Regular  Army  on 
active  service  would  consist  of  450.000  men,  of  whom  250.000  would 
be  long-service  volunteers  and  200,(X)0  conscripts  under  training. 
There  would  be  an  Army  Reserve  of  approximately  1.200 .(XX).  of 
whom  about  25  percent  would  be  fully  trained,  the  rest  with  1  year's 
training.  On  mobilization.  200.000  fully  trained  and  100.000  par- 
tially trained  reservists  wotild  t)e  required  to  bring  the  Regular 
Army  to  war  strength;  75.(XX)  partially  trained  reservists  would 
k>rm  the  10  percent  Immediate  replacement  groups;  1(K).(XX)  fully 
trained  and  150.000  partially  trained  reservist*  would  form  the 
depots  for  the  Regular  Army;  there  would  still  be  available  575,000 
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partially  trained  reservists  as  replacements,  or  to  bring  the  Na- 
tional Guard  to  war  strength.  With  such  an  organization,  the 
Nation  would  have  a  military  establishment  costing  comparatively 
little,  yet  fully  ample  to  discharge  any  duty  which  might  be  laid 
upon  It  other  than  one  calling  for  a  new  American  expeditionary 
lorce  to  Europe  or  Asia. 

I  hope  you  will  (orgiye  me  for  troubling  you  with  so  long  a 
letter,  but  I  feel  very  deeply  that  we  must  get  under  way  with  a 
workable    plan    and   one    wittiln    our    means    and    adapted    to  our 


If  you  think  It  desirable,  I  should  be  very  glad  to  come  to  Wash- 
ington to  talk  this  matter  over  with  you  at  greater  length.  I  am 
most  anxious  to  do  anything  I  can  to  promote  the  cause  of  true 
preparedness  for  this  country,  as  I  know  tliat  you  are.  Under- 
standing the  problems  of  the  Army  as  well  as  you  do.  it  seems  to 
me  that  If  any  Senator  can  bring  some  sense  and  I(3glc  Into  our 
military  plans,  you  are  the  one  to  do  it.  Please  feel  free  to  com- 
mand me  in  any  way. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

Oeorgx  F.  Euot. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
there  be  printed  in  the  Re<x)rd.  In  connection  with  the  dis- 
cussion which  has  Just  taken  place,  a  short  editorial  which 
appeared  in  the  Christian  Science  Monitor  on  July  24,  1940, 
entitled  •Democracy  and  the  Draft,"  from  which  I  read  a 
paragraph  or  two: 

If  properly  carried  out.  the  selective  draft  Is  the  most  democratic 
way  the  responsibility  for  the  common  safety  can  be  distributed. 
There  are.  of  course,  many  kinds  of  sacrifice  Involved  in  national 
defense.  Ultimately  the  selective  policy  should  extend  also  to 
training  for  certain  noncombatant  and  Industrial  services.  And 
stringent  taxation  should  assure  that  no  excessive  profits  are  made 
out  of  tiie  arming  effort  but  that  financial  contributions  are  made 
according  to  ability. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

The  Important  point  about  the  selective  draft  is  that  it  should 
be  genuinely  selective.  It  should  not  tie  a  mere  drawing  of  num- 
bers so  much  as  careful  sorting  of  the  Nation's  manpower  Into 
Classifications  for  service. 

•  •••••• 

With  these  guiding  policies,  a  compulsory  selective-service  law 
should  be  enacted  promptly. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  wats  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rccx>rd.  as  follows: 

(From  the  Christian  Science  Monitor  of  July  24.  1940] 

DEMOCRACT  AND  THE  DRArT 

Action  is  getting  imder  way  on  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  for 
•elective  compulsory  military  training  In  the  United  States.  Ap- 
proval of  a  revised  version  of  it  by  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee means  apparently  that  the  subject  wlU  come  to  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  next  week. 

The  12  months'  training  period  now  proposed  is  more  adequate 
from  the  mUlUry  point  of  view  than  the  8  months  previously 
contemplated.  More  satisfactory  also,  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
trainee,  is  the  basic  Army  pay  of  $21  a  month  instead  of  $5  a  month. 

If  properly  carried  out.  the  selective  draft  Is  the  most  demo- 
cratic way  the  responsibility  for  the  common  safety  can  l)e  dis- 
tributed. There  are.  of  course,  many  kinds  of  sacrifice  involved  in 
national  defense.  Ultimately  the  selective  policy  should  extend 
also  to  training  for  certain  noncombatant  and  industrial  services. 
And  stringent  taxation  should  asstire  that  no  excessive  profits  are 
made  out  of  the  arming  effort  but  that  financial  contributions  are 
made  according  to  ability. 

The  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  now  wotild  provide  for  registering  all 
male  citizens  from  18  to  64.  Originally  it  would  have  drawn  men 
for  the  Army  and  Navy  from  the  broad  age  group  between  21  and 
45.  leaving  others  to  home-guard  or  other  work.  Unfortunately  one 
amendment  by  the  committee  narrows  selection  for  the  active  serv- 
ices to  those  under  31  instead  of  up  to  45. 

One  of  the  merits  of  the  bill  in  its  first  form  was  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  caU  on  a  basis  of  fitness  rather  than  of  arbitrary  age 
limits.  Drawing  from  a  class  of  more  than  20.000.(XX)  Instead  of 
11.500.000  might  be  slightly  more  cumbersome,  but  it  would  also 
be  more  selective  with  reference  to  the  man's  employment,  ability, 
and  family  situation.  Furthermore,  the  broader  age  limit  would 
help  answer  the  charge  that  young  men  were  being  drafted  to 
fight  older  men's  wars. 

Ccd.  William  J.  Donovan,  commander  of  the  Fighting  Slxty- 
Binth  Regiment  in  the  last  war.  has  been  reiterating  the  thesis 
that  mature  men  rather  than  youths  should  be  called  to  the  colors 
first.  Hi.'s  Is  expert  testimony  that  the  tasks  of  modern  warfare 
call  at  least  equally  if  not  In  greater  degree  for  the  cool  Judgment 
of  maturity  as  compared  to  the  robust  energy  of  youth. 

There  Is  a  further  consideration.  If  today's  youth  Is  to  be  con- 
Tlnced  that  events  caU  for  preparedness  rather  than  pacifism,  this 
will  be  more  effectively  done  by  example  than  by  precept.  One 
further  step  to  draw  more  middle-aged  men  Into  the  service  would 
be  to  raise  the  mfr»'mum  volimtary  enlistment  age  from  35  to  45. 


Another  would  be  to  schedule  more  training  camps  open  to  men  in 
their  forties. 

The  important  point  about  the  selective  draft  Is  that  It  should 
be  genuinely  selective.  It  should  not  be  a  mere  drawing  of  num- 
bers so  much  as  careful  sorting  of  the  Nation's  manpower  Into 
classifications  for  service.  Be!=ides  suitable  exemptions  for  con- 
scientious objectors,  men  necessary  to  industry,  and  men  with 
family  responsibilities,  the  draft  boards  should  undertake  studious 
evaluation  of  men's  usefulness  and  intelligent  direction  of  human 
resources. 

With  these  guiding  policies,  a  compulsory  selective  service  law 
should  be  enacted  promptly. 

ORDER  OP  BT7SINXS8 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  express  the  very 
strong  hope  to  the  able  Democratic  leader,  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkuey],  that  the  Senate  will  not  proceed. to 
the  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  286  today.  A 
number  of  Senators  have  stated  to  me  that  they  desire  time 
to  study  the  measure  and  the  report.  Therefore,  I  now  request 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution about  the  first  of  next  week. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  had  already  informed  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  that,  after  conferring  with  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Sheppard]  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs.  I  had  no  intention  of  bringing  the  joint 
resolution  up  for  consideration  today.  While  It  is  true  it  was 
reported  Tuesday,  and  has  been  printed  and  is  available,  a 
numt)er  of  Senators  have  expressed  the  desire  to  have  a  day 
cr  two  to  study  the  measure,  and,  in  my  opinion,  that  is  not  an 
unreasonable  request.  It  had  been  my  intention  to  armounce 
that  we  would  not  take  up  the  National  Guard  measure  until 
Monday,  but  we  will  take  it  up  on  Monday  for  consideration. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Is  it  the  purpose  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky to  have  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the 
calendar  today? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  When  we  reach  that  order  in  our  proceed - 
liigs,  it  is  my  purpose  to  ask  that  the  calendar  be  called  for 
the  consideration  of  unobjected-to  bills,  beginning  where  we 
left  off  at  the  last  call  of  the  calendar,  order  of  business  No. 
2040. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Senator  to  have  a 
session  of  the  Senate  tomorrow  and  Saturday? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  I  intend  to  move  that  the  Senate  ad- 
journ until  Monday,  after  the  call  of  the  calendar  shall  have 
been  concluded. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

SELECTIVE  COMPULSORY  mLITARY  TRAININO 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  submit  an  amendment 
to  the  selective-service  bill.  The  amendment  proposes  to  in- 
crease the  base  pay  of  soldiers.  The  entire  schedule  is  set  out 
in  the  amendment.  The  essence  of  it  is  that  it  increases  the 
pay  of  soldiers  from  $21  a  month  to  $30,  with  prorated  in- 
creases in  the  base  pay  of  soldiers  for  the  entire  schedule  I 
ask  that  the  amendment  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table,  and 
at  the  proper  time  I  shall  offer  it  to  the  bill  (S.  4164)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  common  defense  and  to  increase  and  train  the 
personnel  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
received  and  printed,  and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  the  amend- 
ment I  have  just  presented,  I  notice  in  the  publication,  P.  M., 
of  Wednesday,  July  31,  this  headline: 

steel  waits  law  for  arms  work. 

In  the  article  it  is  explained  that  one  of  the  biggest  steel 
mills  in  the  United  States  has  not  turned  a  wheel  or  done  a 
thing  toward  the  defense  program  because  those  in  control 
do  not  have  the  tax  law  written  to  suit  them.  I  read  this 
quotation  from  the  article: 

Steel  Wafts  Law  por  Arms  Work 
(By  Nathaniel  S.  Keith) 

Among  the  120  big  plants  operated  by  the  United  States  Steel 
Corporation  Is  one  of  the  3  milU  In  the  United  States  of  America 
that  can  produce  heavy  armor  plate  for  battleships.  The  capacity 
of  those  mills  falls  far  short  of  what  wiU  be  needed  In  the  next 
4  or  5  years  to  equip  the  two-ocean  Navy. 

To  meet  Its  share  of  the  administration's  defense  program. 
United  States  Steel  has  been  planning  to  expand  its  armor-plate 
plant.    But  it  also  wanU  Congress  to  pass  a  bUl  permitting  tba 
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cost  of  those  facilities  to  be  written  off  against  proflt«  within  4  or 
A  years,  thus  reducing  income  taxes. 

LAW'S  DCLAT 

••We're  delayed  buying  additional  equipment  for  our  armor-plate 
program  until  the  bill  is  paased."  said  Irving  S.  Olds,  new  chair- 
man of  Big  Steel.  This  corporation,  he  explained,  had  expected 
Congress  to  vote  for  rapid  write-offs  of  new  arms  output  facilities 
several  weeks  ago.  He  dldnt  know  what  had  caused  the  delay; 
perhaps  it  was  only  that  Congress  always  needed  a  long  time  to 
pass  tax  laws.  In  the  meantime.  United  States  Steel  is  on  the 
aide  lines. 

Mr.  President,  I  saw  In  the  paper  just  lately  also  that  the 
limitation  of  8-percent  profit  had  been  raised  to  12-percent 
profit  on  some  of  the  war  contracts.  Certainly  in  the  light  of 
such  an  attitude  on  the  part  of  manufacturers  and  business- 
men. I  think  it  is  fair  that  we  should  raise  the  soldier's  pay 
at  least  to  $30  a  month. 

If  a  soldier  in  the  trenches  should  take  the  same  attitude 
that  has  been  taken  by  Mr.  Olds,  that  is  to  say.  that  he  would 
not  advance  until  his  pay  was  raised,  he  would  be  court-mar- 
tialed. But  no  soldier  is  going  to  take  such  an  unpatriotic 
attitude  as  that. 

Again  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  and  the  people  of 
the  United  States  to  the  fairness  and  the  justice  of  the  pro- 
gram of  the  soldiers  who  fought  in  the  last  war — that  if  we 
are  going  to  draft  men  we  should  draft  money  and  materials 
In  the  same,  manner.  [Manifestations  of  applause  in  the 
galleries.]  A  program  of  universal  service  that  shall  call 
upon  everyone  to  do  his  proportionate  part  in  case  of  war. 
I  think  the  only  fair,  just,  and  democratic  manner  of  raising 
an  army  when  we  really  get  into  a  war  emergency  is  by  a 
selective  draft,  and  by  the  same  token  it  is  right  and  just 
that  we  should  call  upon  the  financial  resources  in  this  coun- 
try and  the  material  resources  in  this  country,  and  the  men 
"Who  control  those  resources,  by  the  same  mandatory  power 
by  which  we  call  men  to  the  colors. 

THI  THIRD-TERM  TRADITION 

Mr.  GUPFEY.  Mr.  President,  we  have  been  repeatedly 
told,  frequently  by  individuals  who  should  and  in  some  cases 
do  know  better,  that  there  is  a  sacred  tradition  against  a 
third  term  for  any  President  of  the  Umted  States. 

Some  of  those  who  are  most  vocal  in  this  respect  have. 
I  regret  to  say.  apparently  operated  on  the  assumption  that 
constant  repetition  will  make  it  so. 

Naturally,  if  the  American  people  could  be  brought  to  be- 
lieve that  such  tradition  existed  the  immediate  end  of  such 
partisans  would  be  gained,  regardless  of  historical  fact. 

The  whole  truth  is  that  the  alleged  tradition  against  a 
third  term  for  any  President  is  a  political  fiction. 

There  is  no  such  tradition.  There  never  was  any  such 
tradition. 

Nothing  in  the  Constitution  restricts  the  number  of  terms 
any  President  may  serve. 

That  was  not  an  accident.  It  was  deliberate.  The  ques- 
tion of  Presidential  tenure  was  thoroughly  debated  by  the 
founding  fathers  in  the  Constitutional  Convention. 

Guided  by  George  Washington  as  its  chairman,  the  Con- 
vention finally  accepted  Washington's  own  view  that  any 
restriction  would  be  unwise  if  not  actually  dangerous. 

I  can  see  no  propriety — 

Washington  wrote — 

In  precluding  ourselves  from  the  services  of  any  man.  who,  in  some 
great  emergency,  shall  be  deemed,  universally,  most  capable  of 
•erring  the  public. 

Alexander  Hamilton,  Gouverneur  Morris.  John  Jay,  Ruftis 
King,  James  Otis,  and  other  great  leaders  of  the  day  agreed 
with  Washington. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  George  Wsishing- 
ton  withdrew  after  two  terms  because  he  was  tired  and 
wanted  to  go  home. 

He  had  accepted  a  second  term  only  because  of  the  then 
critical  p>osture  of  our  affairs  with  foreign  nations. 

With  his  country  at  peace,  he  felt  he  had  earned  his 
retirement. 


At  no  time,  either  publicly  or  privately,  did  he  ever  assert 
as  a  political  maxim  that  no  President  should  serve  more 
than  two  terms. 
Thomas  Jefferson  had  more  definite  views. 
As  Ambassador  to  France,  he  had  seen  the  degeneracy  of 
royal  families  and  was  determined  to  prevent  every  danger 
to  American  freedom  from  continuing  too  long  in  office. 

His  view  in  this  respect  was  overruled  by  the  Constitutional 
Convention  and  has  since  been  overruled  by  history,  for  he 
advocated  a  single  6-year  term  for  Presidents  and  a  single 
limited  term  for  Representatives  and  Senators,  with  4-  or  6- 
year  terms  for  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

Jefferson  favored  a  single  term  for  the  President,  but 
served  two  terms  himself  and  in  addition  dictated  Presiden- 
tial policy  for  four  additional  terms  through  Madison  and 
Monroe. 

Although  favoring  restricted  tenure,  he  had  been  in  favor 
of  Washington  continuing  almost  indefinitely  as  Chief 
Executive,  and  admitted  his  own  willingness  to  serve  a  third 
term  if  division  over  his  successor  should  lead  to  a  danger  of 
monarchy. 

While  at  the  height  of  his  popularity  as  President  he  might 
easily  have  secured  a  constitutional  amendment  prohibiting 
a  third  term,  but  he  made  no  effort  whatever  to  do  so. 

We  have  seen  that  George  Washington  did  not  consciously 
establish  a  two- term  precedent. 
His  successor,  John  Adams,  served  only  one  term. 
Jefferson  was  personally  responsible  for  restricting  not  only 
his  own  terms  but  also  the  terms  of  his  political  proteges. 
Madison  and  Monroe. 

It  is  clear  that  Jefferson  attempted  to  establish  a  two-term 
tradition  and  succeeded  in  maintaining  it  by  his  own  political 
power  under  the  two  administrations  that  followed  his. 

The  question  is  whether  the  new  policy  died  with  its  author 
or  was  followed  by  those  who  came  after  the  Virginia  Presi- 
dents— Jefferson,  Madison,  and  Monroe. 

Monroe's  successor,  John  Quincy  Adams,  assailed  "the 
practice  which  the  Virginia  Presidents  have  taken  so  much 
pains  to  engraft  upon  the  Constitution,"  and  added  that  "this 
is  not  a  principle  of  the  Constitution,  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
it  ought  not  to  be." 

Of  the  27  Presidents  after  Monroe,  only  4  up  to  President 
Roosevelt's  time  served  a  full  8  years. 

In  addition.  Theodore  Roosevelt  and  Calvin  Coolidge.  serv- 
ing unexpired  terms,  fall  technically  within  the  definition  of 
two-term  Presidents. 

Jackson,  Grant.  Cleveland,  Theodore  Roosevelt.  Wilson,  and 
Coolidge  were  the  six  Presidents  who  might  have  challenged 
the  tradition. 

Jackson  believed  in  a  single  term  of  4  to  6  years,  and  so 
told  the  Congress  no  less  than  six  times  in  annual  messages, 
yet  he  served  two  terms  and  rejected  a  third  on  the  single 
ground  that  "the  time  has  now  come  when  advanced  age  and 
a  broken  frame  warn  me  to  retire  from  public  life." 

At  no  time  did  he  give  any  intimation  that  tradition  played 
any  part  in  his  decision. 

It  was  almost  100  years  after  Washington's  day  before  this 
tradition  was  advanced  publicly  against  any  candidate. 

The  victim  was  Grant,  who  took  the  position  that  the  only 
way  to  prevent  a  third  term  was  to  amend  the  Constitution, 
and  that — 

It  may  happen  in  the  future  history  of  the  country  that  to  change 
an  Executive  because  he  has  been  8  years  in  office  wlU  prove  tinfor- 
tunate.  if  not  disastrotis. 

His  political  opponents  quickly  rushed  an  anti-third-term 
resolution  through  Congress,  but  Grant  went  into  the  Re- 
publican convention  of  1880  without  patronage  or  organized 
support  and  led  the  balloting  for  36  consecutive  votes  t)efore 
the  stop-Grant  minorities  united  on  the  dark  horse.  Garfield. 

Grant  was  the  first  President  who  had  an  opportunity  to 
reject  the  tradition. 

He  did  so,  and  was  thwarted  only  through  a  political  cabal 
which  defeated  him  in  convention  maneuvering. 


The  next  two-term  President  was  Grover  Cleveland,  who 
was  so  wearied  of  political  attack  that  after  2  years  of  a 
second  term  he  was  longing  for  retirement. 

Years  later,  when  the  1904  elections  were  looming,  political 
leaders  started  a  boom  for  his  nomination. 

He  raised  no  question  of  tradition,  but  rejected  the  sugges- 
tion with  the  comment  that  he  wanted  nothing  so  much  as  a 
retreat  to  give  him  freedom  from  nagging  annoyance  and  ex- 
hausting importunities. 

Theodore  Roosevelt  was  the  first  President  in  American 
history  to  bring  the  issue  to  the  people  themselves. 

Denied  a  Republican  third-term  nomination  by  political 
chicanery,  he  formed  his  own  Bull  Moose  organization  and 
soundly  troimced  the  regular  Republican  nominee,  but  so 
split  the  Republican  strength  that  Woodrow  Wilson,  with 
a  minority  vote  became  President. 

Many  who  now  profess  conscientious  objections  to  a  third 
term  supported  Theodore  Roosevelt  in  that  fight. 

Had  his  health  not  been  wrecked  by  his  fight  for  the 
League  of  Nations,  Wilson  might  have  been  a  candidate  for 
a  third  term. 

In  any  event  he  had  no  opposition  In  principle. 

The  people  might  more  likely  be  cheated  than  served  by  further 
limitations  of  the  President's  eligibility — 

He  wrote — 

His  fighting  power  in  their  behalf  wotild  be  Immensely  weakened. 

Calvin  Coolidge  ended  a  movement  to  draft  him,  headed  by 
many  individuals  now  opposing  a  third  term,  by  his  enigmatic 
"I  do  not  choose"  declaration — ^In  which  there  was  no  refer- 
ence whatever  to  tradition. 

Hence  it  is  clear  that  not  one  of  the  Presidents  following 
Jefferson  who  might  conceivably  have  had  a  third  term  with- 
drew because  of  any  objection  in  principle — yet  if  any  tradi- 
tion were  to  be  established  they  were  the  only  men  who  could 
have  established  it,  for  they  alone  had  the  opportunity  to 
m&JcG  &  choice 

It  cannot  be  argued  that  they  were  deterred  by  any  public 
sentiment  against  a  third  term.  Washington  and  Jefferson 
could  have  been  reelected  almost  indefinitely,  and  Jefferson 
could  have  brought  about  extension  of  the  terms  of  Madison 
and  Monroe  had  he  wished. 

Jackson  could  have  served  as  long  as  he  chose. 

Grant  was  a  third-term  contender  solely  because  the  people 
clamored  for  him. 

Politicians  urged  renomination  upon  Cleveland  because  of 

his  record. 

Factionalism,  not  tradition,  defeated  Theodore  Roosevelt. 

Wilson  would  have  been  elected  or  defeated  solely  upon  the 
basis  of  the  policies  he  advocated  and  the  principles  he  repre- 
sented. 

The  same  is  true  of  Coolidge. 

Not  one  two-term  President  from  the  days  of  Thomas  Jef- 
ferson refused  a  third  term  on  principle;  not  one  expressed 
opposition  in  principle  to  a  third  term. 

Although  their  views  can  be  considered  merely  academic, 
most  of  the  one-term  Presidents  raised  no  objection  to  a  third 
term,  and  many  strongly  urged  it.     ' 

The  people  themselves  have  never  been  given  an  oppor- 
tunity to  vote  on  the  Issue  in  a  clean-cut  test. 

The  "tradition,"  therefore,  must  be  seen  for  what  It  Is,  an 
artificial,  fictitious  contrivance  of  politicians,  used  heretofore 
in  our  political  history  solely  to  thwart  popular  will  by  denying 
renomination  to  a  popular  President. 

Had  our  political  history  been  different — had  the  policy  of 
the  "Virginia  Presidents"  become  the  "tradiUon"  of  the 
people — the  theory  that  something  should  not  be  done  be- 
cause it  was  not  customary  would  still  be  a  mischievous 
theory,  for  it  would  establish  an  extraconstitutional,  invisible 
Government  of  precedent  and  usage  foreign  to  the  spirit  of 
the  American  people. 

It  would  substitute  a  system  of  taboos,  based  upon  no  con- 
sideration except  custom  and  habit,  for  the  Constitution  and 
the  laws  of  the  land. 

LXXXVI- 


The  founding  fathers  felt,  and  many  Presidents  reiterated, 
that  the  American  people  should  be  free  to  choose  their  Chief 
Executive  without  legal  or  other  hindrance  apart  from  the 
Constitution. 

The  American  people  have  a  right  to  resent  attempts  to 
tell  them  what  they  shall  or  shall  not  do  in  exercising  this 
legal  right. 

They  should  resent  It,  for  history  is  on  their  side. 

I  believe  they  will. 

RESERVE  AND  RETIRED  ARMY  PERSONNEL AMENDMENT 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask 
that  there  lie  on  the  table  and  be  printed  in  the  Record  an 
amendment  to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  286. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amendment  Intended  to  be 
proposed  by  Mr.  Overton  was  ordered  to  be  printed  and  lie 
on  the  table,  and  to  be  printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Ovuton  to  the  joint 
resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and 
to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of  Reserve 
components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  Into  active 
military  service,  viz  after  section  3,  to  Insert  the  foUowUig  new 
section : 

"Sec.  4.  (a)  The  Iseneflts  of  the  Soldiers'  and  Sailors'  Civil  Relief 
Act,  aproved  March  8,  1918.  are  hereby  extended  to  all  National 
Guard.  Reserve,  and  retired  personnel  ordered  into  the  active  mili- 
tary service  utKler  authority  of  this  Joint  resolution,  so  long  as  such 
personnel  are  In  such  service  and  for  60  days  thereafter,  and.  except 
as  hereinafter  provided,  the  provisions  of  such  act  shall  be  effective 
for  such  purposes. 

"(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section — 

"(1)  The  following  provisions  of  such  act  of  March  8.  1918.  shall 
be  inoperative:  Section  100;  and  paragraphs  (1),  (2).  and  (6)  of 
section  101;  article  4;  article  8;  paragraph  (2)  of  section  601;  and 
section  603. 

"(2)  The  term  'persons  in  military  service,*  when  used  in  such 
act.  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  persons  ordered  into  the  active  mUl- 
tary  service  under  the  authority  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

"(3)  The  term  'period  of  miliUry  service.'  when  used  in  such 
act,  when  applicable  with  resp>ect  to  any  person,  shall  be  deemed  to 
mean  the  period  beginning  with  the  date  on  which  such  person  is 
ordered  into  such  active  military  service  and  ending  with  the  date 
on  which  he  is  relieved  from  such  service." 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  undertakes 
to  apply  the  benefits  of  the  Soldiers'  and  Sailors'  Civil  Relief 
Act  of  March  8.  1918,  to  all  National  Guard  reserves  and 
retired  personnel  ordered  Into  active  military  service  under 
the  authority  of  the  joint  resolution,  with  certain  exceptions 
which,  in  my  judgment,  are  either  inapplicable  or  unneces- 
sary, insofar  as  the  joint  resolution  is  concerned. 

FoT  the  Information  of  the  Senate,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that,  following  the  printing  of  the  amendment  which  I  have 
sent  to  the  desk,  there  be  printed  in  the  Record  the  provisions 
of  the  act  of  March  8, 1918.  which,  by  the  terms  of  the  amend- 
ment, are  to  be  made  applicable  to  the  joint  resolution;  that 
is,  to  except  from  the  printing  the  provisions  which,  by  Ihe 
terms  of  the  amendment,  are  excepted  from  the  joint  reso- 
lution, and  to  include  only  the  provisions  which  are  made 
applicable  to  the  joint  resolution  under  the  terms  of  the 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Smathers  In  the  chair) . 
Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  provisions  referred  to  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

(Public— No.  103 — 65th  Cong.— H.  R.  63611 
An  act  to  extend  protection  to  the  civil  rights  of  members  of  ths 
MlUtary  and  Naval  EstabllshmenU  of  the  United  States  engaged 
In  the  present  war 

Be  it  enacted,  etc. — 

Arttcle  I 

CEKEEAL  paovisioirs 

•  •  •  •  •  •• 

(3)  The  term  "pers6n,"  as  used  In  this  act,  with  reference  to  the 
holder  of  any  right  alleged  to  exist  against  a  person  in  military 
service  or  against  a  person  secondarily  liable  under  such  right,  shall 
Include  Individuals,  partnerships,  corporations,  and  any  other  forms 
of  business  association. 

(4)  The  term  "court"  as  used  In  this  act  shaU  Include  any  court 
of  competent  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  State. 
whether  or  not  a  court  of  record. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 
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Swc  loa.  (1)  That  the  proTtelons  of  this  act  shall  apply  to  the 
United  States,  the  several  States  and  Territories,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  all  territory  subject  to  the  jtirlfdlctlon  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  proceedings  commenced  In  any  court  therein,  and 
Shall  be  enforced  through  the  usual  forms  of  procedure  obtaining 
In  nich  courts  or  uiider  axurh  regulation*  as  may  be  by   ihem 

prescribed.  ^        ^  ^ 

(2)  When  tinder  this  act  any  application  Is  reqxiired  to  be  made 
to  a  court  in  which  no  proceeding  has  already  been  commenced 
with  respect  to  the  matter,  such  application  may  be  made  to  any 
court. 

Sec  103  ^Tienever  pursuant  to  any  of  the  provisions  of  this 
act  the  enforcement  of  any  obligation  or  liability,  the  proeecutlon 
of  any  suit  or  proceeding,  the  entry  or  enforcement  of  any  order, 
writ.  Judgment,  or  decree,  or  the  performance  of  any  other  act. 
may  t>e  sUyed.  postponed,  or  stispended.  such  stay,  postponement, 
or  suspension  may,  In  the  dlacreUon  of  the  court,  likewise  tie 
granted  to  suretlea.  guarantors,  indorsers.  and  others  subject  to  the 
obligation  or  liability,  the  performance  or  enforcement  of  which  Is 
•tayed.  postponed,   or  suspended. 

When  a  judgment  or  decree  U  vacated  or  set  aside  In  whole  or 
in  part,  as  provided  In  this  act.  the  same  may.  In  the  discretion  of 
the  coitft.  likewise  be  set  aside  and  vacated  as  to  any  surety,  guar- 
antor. Indorser.  or  other  person  liable  upon  the  contract  or  lia- 
bility for  the  enforcement  of  which  the  Judgment  or  decree  was 
entered. 

Aanctj;  11 

OEfnuL  tsLixr 
Sec.  200.  "niat  in  any  action  or  proceeding  commenced  in  any 
court  If  there  shall  be  a  default  of  an  appearance  by  the  defendant 
the  plaintiff  before  entering  Judgment  shall  file  In  the  court  an 
affidavit  setting  forth  facta  showing  that  the  defendant  is  not  In 
mlUUry  service.  If  uitable  to  file  such  affidavit  plaintiff  shall  in 
lieu  thereof  file  an  affidavit  setting  forth  either  that  the  defendant 
Is  m  the  military  service  or  that  plaintiff  Is  not  able  to  determine 
whether  or  not  defendant  is  In  such  serv'ice.  If  an  affidavit  is  not 
filed  showing  that  the  defendant  Is  not  in  the  military  service,  no 
jYXlgment  shall  be  entered  without  first  securing  an  order  of  court 
directing  such  entry,  and  no  such  order  shall  be  made  if  the  de- 
fendant la  In  such  service  until  after  the  court  shall  have  appointed 
an  attorney  to  represent  defendant  and  protect  his  interest  and  the 
court  shall  on  application  make  such  appointment.  Unless  It 
appears  that  the  defendant  Is  not  In  such  service  the  cotirt  may 
require  as  a  condition  before  Judgment  Is  entered  that  the  plain- 
tiff file  a  bond  approved  by  the  court  conditioned  to  Indemnify  the 
defendant.  If  in  mlUtwy  service,  against  any  loes  or  damage  that 
he  may  suffer  by  reason  of  any  Judgment  should  the  Judgment  be 
thereafter  set  aside  in  whole  or  in  part.  And  the  court'  may  make 
such  other  and  further  order  or  enter  such  Judgment  as  in  its 
opinion  may  be  necessary  to  protect  the  rights  of  the  defendant 
under  this  act. 

(2)  Any  person  who  shall  make  or  use  an  affidavit  required  tinder 
this  section  knowing  It  to  be  false  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanor and  shall  be  punl.shable  bv  imprisonment  not  to  exceed  1 
year  or  by  fine  not  to  exceed  $1,000.  or  both. 

(3)  In  any  action  or  proceeding  in  which  a  person  In  military 
service  Is  a  party  if  such  party  does  not  personally  appear  therein 
or  is  not  represented  by  an  authorized  attorney,  the  court  may 
appoint  an  attorney  to  represent  him:  and  In  such  case  a  like  bond 
may  be  required  and  an  order  made  to  protect  the  rights  of  such 
person.  But  no  attorney  appointed  imder  this  act  to  protect  a 
person  in  military  service  shall  have  power  to  waive  any  right  of 
the  person  for  whom  he  is  appointed  or  bind  him  by  his  acts 

(4)  If  any  Judgement  shall  t>e  rendered  In  any  action  or  proceeding 
governed  by  this  section  against  any  person  in  military  service  dur- 
ing the  period  of  such  strvlce  or  within  30  days  thereafter,  and  it 
appears  that  such  person  was  prejudiced  by  reason  of  his  military 
service  in  making  his  defense  thereto,  such  Judgment  may,  upon 
application,  made  by  such  person  or  his  legal  representative,  not 
later  than  90  days  after  the  termination  of  such  service.  t>e  opened 
by  the  court  rendering  the  same  and  such  defendant  or  his  legal 
representative  let  In  to  defend:  provided  It  Is  made  to  appear  that 
the  defendant  has  a  meritorious  or  legal  defense  to  the  action  or 
some  part  thereof  Vacating,  setting  aside,  or  reversing  any  Judg- 
ment because  of  any  of  the  provLsioru  of  this  act  shall  not  impair 
any  right  or  title  acquired  by  any  bona  fide  ptxrchaser  for  value 
under  stich  JtMlgment. 

SBC.  aoi.  That  at  any  stage  thereof  any  action  or  proceeding  com- 
menced in  any  court  by  or  against  a  person  in  military  service  during 
the  period  of  such  service  or  within  60  days  thereafter  may.  In  the 
discretion  of  the  court  in  which  it  is  pending,  on  its  own  motion, 
and  shall,  on  application  to  it  by  such  person  or  some  person  on 
his  behalf,  be  stayed  as  provided  in  this  act.  unless,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  court,  the  ability  of  plalntifT  to  prtjsecute  the  action  or  the 
defendant  to  conduct  his  defense  is  not  materially  affected  by 
reason  of  his  military  service. 

Sac.  a02.  That  when  an  action  for  compUance  with  the  terms 
of  any  contract  is  stayed  pursuant  to  this  act  no  fine  or  penalty 
shall  accrue  by  reason  of  failure  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  such 
contract  during  the  period  of  such  stay,  and  in  any  case  where  a 
peraan  falls  to  perform  any  obligation  and  a  fine  or  penalty  for 
■uch  nonperformanoe  Is  Incurred  a  court  may.  on  such  terms  as 
may  be  Just,  relieve  against  the  enforcement  of  such  fine  or  pen- 
alty if  it  shall  appear  that  the  person  who  would  st^er  by  such 
fine  or  penalty  was  in  the  military  service  when  the  penalty  waa 


Incurred  and  that  by  reason  of  such  service  the  ability  erf  auch 
person  to  pay  or  perform  was  thereby  materially  Unpaired. 

Src  203  That  m  any  action  or  proceeding  commenced  In  any 
cdurt  against  a  person  in  military '  service,  before  or  during  the 
period  of  such  service,  or  within  60  days  thereafter,  the  court  may. 
In  Its  discretion,  on  its  own  motion,  or  on  application  to  it  by  such 
person  or  some  person  on  his  behalf  shall,  unless  in  the  opinion  of 
the  court  the  ability  of  the  defendant  to  comply  with  the  Judgment 
or  order  entered  or  sotight  U  not  materially  affected  by  reason  at 
his  military   service: 

( 1 )  Stay  the  execution  of  any  Judgment  or  order  entered  against 
such  person,  as  provided  In  this  act,  and 

(3)  Vacate  or  stay  any  attachment  or  garnishment  of  property, 
money,  or  debts  In  the  hands  of  another,  whether  before  or  after 
Judgment,  as  provided  in  this  act. 

Sec  204.  That  any  stay  of  any  action,  proceeding,  attachment,  or 
execution,  ordered  by  any  court  under  the  provisions  of  this  act 
may.  except  as  otherwise  provided,  be  ordered  for  the  period  of 
military  service  and  3  months  thereafter  or  any  part  of  such  period, 
and  subject  to  such  terms  as  may  be  Just,  whether  as  to  payment 
in  Installments  of  such  amounts  and  at  such  times  as  the  court 
may  fix  or  otherwise.  Where  the  person  in  military  service  is  a 
codefendant  with  others  the  plalnUff  may  nevertheless  by  leave  of 
court  proceed  against  the  others. 

Sec  205  That  the  period  of  military  service  shall  not  be  in- 
cluded in  computing  any  period  now  or  hereafter  to  be  limited  by 
any  law  for  the  bringing  of  any  action  by  or  against  any  person 
in  military  service  or  by  or  against  his  heirs,  executors,  administra- 
tors, or  assigns,  whether  such  cause  of  action  shall  have  accrued 
prior  to  or  during  the  period  of  such  service. 

AancLE  in 
BXirr,  iHSTAiXMXirT  coirraACTB,  mortcacxs 

8«c.  300.  (1)  That  no  eviction  or  distress  shall  be  made  during 
the  period  of  military  service  In  respect  of  any  premises  for  which 
the  agreed  rent  does  not  exceed  $60  per  month,  occupied  chiefly  for 
dwelling  purposes  by  the  wife,  children,  or  other  dependents  of  a 
person  In  military  service,  except  upon  leave  of  court  granted  upon 
application  therefor  or  granted  in  an  action  or  proceeding  affecting 
the  right  of  possession. 

(2)  On  anv  such  application  or  in  any  such  action  the  court  may. 
in  its  discretion,  on  its  own  motion,  and  shall,  on  appUcation.  unless 
In  the  opinion  of  the  court  the  ability  of  the  tenant  to  pay  the 
agreed  rent  Is  not  materially  affected  by  reason  of  such  military 
service,  stay  the  proceedmgs  for  not  longer  than  3  months,  as 
provided  In  this  act.  or  it  may  make  such  other  order  as  may  be 
Just. 

(3)  Any  person  who  shall  knowingly  take  part  in  any  eviction  or 
distress  otherwise  than  as  provided  In  sutwectlon  ( 1 )  hereof  shall 
be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  shall  be  punishable  by  Imprison- 
ment not  to  exceed  1  year  or  by  fine  not  to  exceed  tl.OOO.  or  both. 

(4)  The  Secretary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the 
case  may  be.  is  hereby  empowered,  subject  to  such  regulations  as  he 
may  prescribe,  to  order  an  allotment  of  the  pay  of  a  person  In  mili- 
tary service  In  reasonable  proportion  to  discharge  the  rent  of  prem- 
ises occupied  for  dwelling  purposes  by  the  wife,  children,  or  other 
dependents  of  such  person. 

Sec.  301.  (1)  That  no  person  who  has  received,  or  whose  assignor 
has  received,  under  a  contract  for  the  purchase  of  real  or  personal 
property,  or  of  lease  or  bailment  with  a  view  to  purchase  of  such 
property,  a  deposit  or  Installment  of  the  purchase  price  from  a  per- 
son or  from  the  assignor  of  a  person  who,  after  the  date  of  pa3rment 
of  such  deposit  or  Installment,  has  entered  military  service,  shall 
exercise  any  right  or  option  under  such  contract  to  rescind  or  ter- 
minate the  contract  or  resume  possession  of  the  property  for  non- 
payment of  any  installment  falling  due  during  the  period  of  such 

military  service,  except  by  action  in  a  court  of  competent  juris- 
diction. 

(la)  Any  person  who  shall  knowingly  resiune  possession  of  prop- 
erty which  la  the  subject  of  this  section  otherwise  than  as  provided 
in  subsection  (1)  hereof  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall 
be  punished  by  Imprisonment  not  to  exceed  1  year  or  by  fine  not  to 
exceed  •1.000.  or  both. 

(2)  Upon  the  hearing  of  such  action  the  court  may  order  the  re- 
payment of  prior  Installmenu  or  deposits  or  any  part  thereof,  as  a 
condition  of  terminating  the  contract  and  resiunlng  possession  of 
the  property,  or  may.  in  Its  discretion,  on  its  own  motion,  and  shall, 
on  application  to  it  by  such  person  in  military  service  or  some 
person  on  his  l>ehalf .  order  a  stay  of  proceedings  as  provided  in  this 
act  unless,  in  the  opinion  of  the  cotirt,  the  ability  oX  the  de- 
fendant to  comply  with  the  terms  of  the  contract  Is  not  materially 
affected  by  reascn  of  such  service:  or  It  may  make  such  other  dia- 
pofiition  of  the  case  as  may  be  equitable  to  conserve  the  Interests 
of  all  parties. 

Sec.  302.  (1)  That  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  apply  only 
to  obligations  originating  prior  to  the  date  of  approval  of  this 
act  and  secured  by  mcrtgage,  trust  deed,  or  other  security  in  the 
nattire  of  a  mortgage  upon  real  or  personal  property  owned  by  a 
person  in  military  service  at  the  commencement  of  the  period  of 
the  military  service  and  still  so  owned  by  him. 

(2)  In  any  proceeciing  commenced  in  any  court  during  the  period 
of  military  service  to  enforce  such  obligation  arising  out  of  non- 
payment of  any  sum  thereunder  due  or  out  of  any  other  breach  of 
the  terms  thereof  occurring  prior  to  or  during  the  period  of  such 
service,  the  cocn  may.  after  hearing.  In  its  discretion,  on  its  own 
xnoticn.  and  shall,  on  application  to  it  by  such  person  In  military 


service  or  some  person  on  his  behalf,  unless  In  the  opinion  of  the 
court  the  abUlty  of  the  defendant  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  the 
obligation  Is  not  materially  affected  by  reason  of  his  military 
service — 

(a)  Stay  the  proceedings  as  provided  in  this  act;  or    . 

(b)  Make  such  other  disposition  of  the  case  as  may  be  equitable  to 
conserve  the  Interests  of  all  parties. 

(3)  No  sale  under  a  power  of  sale  or  under  a  Judgment  entered 
upon  warrant  of  attorney  to  confess  Judgment  contained  In  any 
Etich  obligation  shall  be  valid  if  made  during  the  period  of  military 
service  or  within  3  months  thereafter,  unless  upon  an  order  of  sale 
previously  granted  by  the  court  and  a  return  thereto  made  and 
approved  by  the  court. 

•  •••••• 

I  AancLB  VI 

AOMIKISTRATTVE   KZMZXIZS 

Sec.  600.  That  where  In  any  proceeding  to  enforce  a  civil  right 
In  any  court  It  Is  made  to  appear  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  any  Interest,  property,  or  contract  has  since  the  date  of  the 
approval  of  this  act  been  transferred  or  acquired  with  intent  to 
delay  the  Just  enforcement  of  such  right  by  taking  advantage  of 
this  act,  the  court  shall  enter  such  Judgment  or  make  such  order 
as  might  lawfully  be  entered  or  made  the  provisions  of  this  act 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

Sec.  601.  (1)  That  in  any  proceeding  under  this  act  a  certificate 
signed  by  The  Adjutant  General  of  the  Army  as  to  persons  In  the 
Army  or  In  any  branch  of  the  United  States  service  whUe  serving 
pursuant  to  law  with  the  Army,  signed  by  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau 
of  Navigation  of  the  Navy  Department  as  to  persons  In  the  Navy 
or  In  any  other  branch  of  the  United  States  service  while  serving 
pursuant  to  law  with  the  Navy,  and  signed  by  the  Major  General 
Commandant,  United  States  Marine  Corps,  as  to  persons  In  the 
Marine  Corps,  or  in  any  other  branch  of  the  United  States  service 
while  serving  pursuant  to  law  with  the  Marine  Corps,  or  signed  by 
an  officer  designated  by  any  of  them,  respectively,  for  the  purpose, 
shall  when  produced  toe  prima  facie  evidence  as  to  any  of  the 
following  facts  stated  In  such  certificate: 

That  a  person  named  has  not  been,  or  is.  or  has  been  in  mili- 
tary service:  the  time  when  and  the  place  where  such  person 
entered  military  service,  his  residence  at  that  time,  and  the  rank, 
branch,  and  unit  of  such  service  that  he  entered,  the  dates  within 
which  he  was  In  military  service  the  monthly  pay  received  by  such 
person  at  the  date  of  issuing  the  certificate,  the  time  when  and 
place  where  such  person  died  In  or  was  discharged  from  such 
service. 

It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  foregoing  officers  to  furnish  such  cer- 
tificate on  application,  and  any  such  certificate  when  purporting 
to  be  signed  by  any  one  of  such  officers  or  by  any  person  purport- 
ing upon  the  face  of  the  certificate  to  have  been  so  authorized 
shall  l)e  prima  facie  evidence  of  Its  contents  and  of  the  authority 
of  the  signer  to  issue  the  same. 

•  •••••• 

Sec.  602.  That  any  Interlocutory  order  made  by  any  court  imder 

the  provisions  of  this  act  may,  uixrn  the  court's  own  motion  or 
otherwise,  be  revoked,  modlfled,  or  extended  by  It  upon  such 
notice  to  the  parties  affected  as  It  may  require. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

Sec  604.  That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  Soldiers'  and  Sail- 
ors' Civil  Relief  Act. 
Approved.  March  8,  1918. 

THE  CALENDAR 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  tmanimous  consent 

that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  bills  on  the 

calendar  to  which  there  is  no  objection,  beginning  at  the  end 

of  the  last  call,  which  means  beginning  with  Calendar  No. 

2040. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none;  and  the  Senate  will  now  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  bills  on  the  calendar  to  which  there  Is 
no  objection.  The  clerk  will  state  in  order  the  bills  on  the 
calendar,  beginning  with  Calendar  No.  2040. 

NATIONAL  AVIATION  DAY 

The  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  245)  authorizing  Govern- 
ment employees'  participation  in  the  celebration  of  National 
Aviation  Day,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced  as  first 
in  order. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President.  I  notice  that  the  Secretary  of 
War  recommends  that  the  joint  resolution  be  not  enacted 
Into  law.  I  have  no  information  in  regard  to  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  joint  resolution.  I  am  merely  wondering 
whether  or  not  the  committee  took  into  account  the  adverse 
position  taken  by  the  Secretary  of  War  in  regard  to  the  joint 
resolution. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  joint  resolution  was  re- 
ported by  the  Senator's  colleague  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 


Thomas  1.  who  seems  to  be  absent  from  the  Chamber.    Does 

the  Senator  wish  to  object? 

Mr.  KING.  I  shall  not  object.  I  merely  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  Secretary  of  War  has  reported  ad- 
versely. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  joint  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Joint  resolution  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  those  in  charge  of  Government  establiah- 
ments  are  hereby  authorized  to  participate  In  such  celebrations, 
and  Government  equipment,  including  fiags,  insignia,  and  models, 
may  upon  application  by  responsible  parties  be  loaned  to  local  com- 
munities for  the  purpose  of  such  celebration,  and  service  bands 
and  other  units  of  the  Army,  Navy.  Marine  Corps.  Coast  Guard,  and 
National  Guard  may  likewise  be  permitted  to  appear  at  such  cele- 
brations if  held  in  the  cities  where  such  service  bands  and  other 
units  are  stationed:  Provided.  That  no  expense  shaU  be  incurred 
by  the  Goverrunent  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  Joint 
resolution. 

The  preamble  w£is  agreed  to. 

CITIZENSHIP  or   CERTAIN   ENLISTED  MEN   OF  THE  ARMT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9158)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for 
the  protection  of  certain  enlisted  men  of  the  Army,"  ap- 
proved August  19.  1937.  and  for  other  puiposes,  was  an- 
nounced as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  ex- 
planation of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  was  presented 
by  the  War  Department.  It  passed  the  House  on  May  20. 
Under  existing  law  enlisted  men  in  the  Army  are  required 
to  be  citizens  of  the  United  States.  By  reason  of  the  fact 
that  there  were  in  the  Army  a  number  oi;  men  who  were 
not  citizens  of  the  United  States,  but  who  ;had  been  in  the 
Army  for  many  years,  some  of  whom  were  World  War  vet- 
erans, on  August  19.  1937,  Congress  passed  an  act  author- 
izing sych  persons  in  the  Army  to  perfect  their  citizenship 
within  3  years.  The  3-year  period  expires  August  19,  1940. 
Unless  the  bill  is  enacted  prior  to  that  tUne  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  separate  from  the  service  between  300  and  500  men 
who  have  been  in  the  Army  for  some  time,  and  who.  for  vari- 
ous reasons,  have  not  perfected  their  citizenship. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs  with  an  amendment  on  page  2,  aft«r  line 
18,  to  insert  a  proviso,  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  body  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for 
the  protection  of  certain  enlisted  men  of  the  Army",  approved 
Augtwt  19,  1937  (50  Stat.  696) ,  be.  and  the  same  Is  hereby,  amended 

to  read  as  follows:  ^  ,      ^    ,^    t*.^   ..«-«„/4 

•That,  notwithstanding  the  language  contained  in  the  second 
proviso  under  the  subheading  Pay,  and  so  forth,  of  the  Army  of 
the  act  of  July  1.  1937  (50  Stat.  446),  and  similar  provisos  of  ot^r 
acts  heretofore  or  hereafer  enacted,  any  alien  otherwise  eligible 
for  enlistment  In  the  Regular  Army,  who  shall  have  been  an 
enlisted  man  therein  for  any  period  subsequent  to  June  30.  1937. 
who  shall  have  made  a  valid  and  still  effective  declaration  of 
Intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  or  shaU  have 
furnished  prima  fade  evidence  of  his  eligibility  for  admission  to 
such  citizenship  without  prior  formal  declaration  of  InUntion. 
and  shall  have  agreed  in  writing  to  complete  his  naturalization 
without  unnecessary  delay,  shall,  up  to  and  Including  June  30. 
1943  be  deerked  eligible  (1)  if  in  the  service,  for  continuance 
therein  until  expiration  of  current  enlistment,  for  reenllstment. 
and  for  continuance  in  the  service  under  such  reenllstment  not 
later  than  June  30.  1943;  (2)  If  not  hi  the  service,  for  reenllstment 
and  for  continuance  in  the  service  under  such  reenllstment  not 
later  than  June  30.  1943;  and  (3)  In  either  case  for  receipt  while 
so  serving  of  the  pay  of  his  grade  and  length  of  prior  "ervlce: 
.  Provided  That  Filipinos  who  were  serving  In  the  Army  on  July  l. 
1937  may  l>e  retained  in  the  service  under  current  enlistments 
and  may  be  reenllsted  without  regard  to  their  citizenship  status, 
and  may  receive  their  proper  pay  and  allowances  under  such  enlist- 
ments and  reenlistments.  .     _,. 

•SEC  2  Hereafter,  service  in  the  Regular  Army  honorably  termi- 
nated shall  be  credited  for  purposes  of  legal  residence  under  the 
naturalization  laws  of  the  United  States,  regard  ess  of  the  legahty 
or  Ulegallty  of  the  original  entry  lnt«  the  United  Statw  of  the 
alien  the  certificate  uf  the  honorable  termination  of  such  senrloe 
or  a  duly  authenticated  copy  thereof  made   by  a  naturalization 
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iMmlner  of  the  ftnmlgrstlon  and  Natoralteatlon  Service  being 
accepted  In  Ueu  of  the  certificate  from  the  Department  of  Labor 
of  the  allen'8  arrival  In  the  United  States  required  by  the  natural- 
-  laatlon  laws;  and  service  bo  credited  In  each  case  shall  be  considered 
••  having  been  performed  immediately  preceding  the  OUng  oX  the 
petlUon  for  naturalization." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bin 

to  be  read  a  third  time. 
The  iHll  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

WIDOW  or  DONALD  D.  ELLIOTT 

The  Wll  (8.  4044)  for  the  Tclief  of  the  widow  of  Donald  D. 
Elliott  was  announced  as  next  In  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  advised  that 
Senate  bill  4044.  Calendar  No.  2042,  is  similar  to  HotJse  bill 
8774,  Calendar  No.  2046.  Is  there  objection  to  the  substitu- 
tion of  the  House  bill  for  the  Senate  bill  and  the  present 
consideration  of  the  House  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  8774)  for  the  relief 
of  the  widow  of  Donald  D.  Elliott  was  considered,  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  4044  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

roRnoN  AccoTJirrs  n<  itkderal  rcskrve  banks 

The  bill  (S.  4174)  relating  to  foreign  accounts  in  Federal 
Reserve  banks  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  this  bill  came  up  some  weeks 

ago.    At  that  time  the  junior  Senator  from  Michigan  IMr. 

BrowmI  was  looking  after  the  measure.    I  had  suggested  an 

,^    amendment  which  he  then  thought  might  be  appropriate,  but 

?■'-    there  was  not  adequate  time  to  consider  it  fully,  and  the  bill 

■'    went  over.    I  should  like  to  have  the  bill  go  over  until  the 

Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  WacnkbI  may  be  here,  so  that 

I  may  inquire  of  him  whether  it  is  agreeable  to  submit  the 

amendment  which  I  had  in  mind. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senate  the  purport  of  the  amendment  I 
had  in  mind.  The  bill  protects  the  Federal  Reserve  banks 
by  providing  that  if  they  have  money  of  foreign  governments 
they  may  pay  the  money  out  safely  upon  the  finding  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  as  to  proper  authority.  It  seems  to  me 
we  ought  to  afford  the  same  protection  to  National  and  State 
banks. 

I  do  not  wish  to  Interfere  with  the  passage  of  the  bill,  but 
I  should  like  to  have  it  go  over  until  the  Senator  from  New 
York  may  be  present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  request,  the  bill  will  be 
temporarily  passed  over. 

LANDS   ACQUIRED    BT    THE    UNITED   STATES    SUBJECT    TO   TITLE   IN- 

nRMTITSS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  9736) 
to  amend  section  355  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended. 
to  authorize  the  Attorney  General  to  approve  the  title  to 
low-value  lands  and  mterests  In  lands  acquired  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  subject  to  infirmities,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  T  reported  the  bill  after  due 
consideration,  but  I  was  advised  several  weeks  ago,  before 
the  recess,  that  there  were  some  suggested  amendments  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  I  ask  that  the  bill  be 
passed,  but  I  shall  enter  a  motion  to  reconsider,  so  that  if 
the  Department  of  Agrculture  has  any  proper  amendments 
to  present,  I  shall  ask  to  have  the  bill  taken  up  again  and 
the  amendments  considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  356  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
Of  the  United  States  (U  S.  C,  Utle  33.. see.  733;  title  34.  6ec.  taO; 
title  40.  sec.  3&5:  and  title  50.  sec.  175)  be.  and  the  same  Is  hereby, 
•mended  to  read  m  follows: 

**Sxc.  S55  No  public  money  shall  be  expended  upon  any  site  or 
land  purchased  by  tbe  United  States  for  the  purposes  of  erecting 
thereon  any  armory,  arsenal,  fort,  fortification,  navy  yard,  custom- 
botve,  Ugbthouse.  or  other  public  building  of  any  kind  whatever, 
until  the  written  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  ahaU  be  had 
In  favor  of  the  validity  of  the  Utle. 


August  1 


"Notwithstanding  the  provlslona  of  thla  or  any  other  law  when- 
ever the  average  value  of  any  lands  or  interests  In  land  to  be 
acquired  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  State*  under  a  single 
option  or  contract  of  sa!e  or. by  exchange  or  donation  does  not 
exceed  $10  per  acre  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  "low-value  lands"), 
the  title  may  be  accepted  subject  to  such  Inflrmltles  as.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  may,  without  Jeopardizing  the 
Interests  of  the  United  States,  be  left  for  removal  by  condemna- 
tion or  other  appropriate  proceedings.  If  and  when  necessary: 
Provided.  The  total  value  of  any  lands  or  Interests  to  be  ac- 
quired under  a  single  option  or  contract  of  sale  subject  to  an 
Infirmity  does  not  exceed  $3,500.  No  public  money  shall  hereafter 
be  expended  for  the  acquisition  of  such  low-value  lands  or  in- 
terests m  land  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  for  any 
purpose,  nor  in  cases  of  donation  and  exchange  shall  grants  be 
accepted  until  the  written  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  has 
been  had  approving  the  title  subject,  if  expedient,  to  Inflrmltles 
as  herein  provided.  However,  no  money  in  excess  of  $2,500  shaU 
be  expended  for  the  construcUon  of  buildings,  works,  or  other  im- 
provements (except  roads,  trails,  and  flre-protectlon  improve- 
ments) on  any  site,  tract,  or  parcel  of  land  the  title  to  which  U 
subject  to  Infirmities,  until  the  written  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
General  In  favor  of  the  validity  of  the  title  has  t)een  had  as  In 
the  case  of  other  .lands.  For  the  purpose  of  this  act  values  of 
lands  and  Interests  in  land  shaU  Iw  determined  in  cases  of  piu- 
chase  by  the  consideration  p&ld  or  to  be  paid  and  In  cases  of 
donation  and  exchange  by  the  acquiring  authority's  appralsaL 

"The  Attorney  General  is  hereby  authorized  to  approve  the  title 
to  easements  or  rights-of-way  to  be  acquired  l)y  or  on  behalf  of 
the  United  States,  subject  to  such  Infirmities  as.  in  his  opinion. 
wlU  not  Jeopardize  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

"Nothing  in  this  act  shaU  be  construed  to  limit  the  authority 
now  or  hereafter  delegated  to  any  officer  in  exercising  the  power 
of  eminent  domain  for  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  to  take 
title  to  or  possession  of  or  to  expend  money  for  or  upon  any  land 
or  Interest  in  land,  or  to  expend  money  as  sectirity  for  an  ultimate 
award  in  advance  of  final  judgment  in  any  proceedings  to  deter- 
mine Just  compensation;  nor  shall  this  act  be  construed  to  pre- 
clude any  acquiring  agency  from  expending  money  for  the  erection 
of  any  preliminary  and  temporary  structure  upon  any  land. 

"The  head  or  other  authorized  officer  of  any  department.  Independ- 
ent establishment,  or  agency,  shall  procure  any  evidence  of  title 
which  the  Attorney  General  may  deem  necessary,  and  the  expenses 
of  procurement,  except  where  otherwise  authorized  by  law  or  pro- 
vided by  contract,  may  be  paid  out  of  the  appropriations  for  the 
acquisition  of  land  or  out  of  the  appropriations  made  for  the  con- 
tingencies of  the  acquiring  department,  independent  establish- 
ment, or  agency. 

"The  Attorney  General  may,  in  his  discretion,  base  any  opinion 
as  to  title  required  either  by  this  act  or  any  other  law  upon  either 
or  both  of  the  following:  Certificates  of  Utle  of  title  companies 
or  such  evidence  of  title  as  he  may  deem  satisfactory. 

"The  foregoing  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  be  construed 
to  affect  In  any  manner  any  existing  provisions  of  law  which  are 
applicable  to  the  acqtilsltlon  of  lands  or  Interests  In  land  by  the 
Tennessee  VaUey  Authority.  Nor  shall  the  foregoing  provisions  of 
this  section,  or  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  t)e  construed  to 
require  any  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  In  connection  with 
the  acquisition  or  Improvement  of  easements  and  rights-of-way  for 
military  or  naval  purposes  or  for  the  acquisition  or  Improvement 
of  easements  and  rights-of-way  by  the  Department  of  Agrlcultvire 
for  forest  and  other  conservation  purposes  where  the  coet  of  any 
such  easement  of  right-of-way  acquired  under  a  single  Instrument 
of  conveyance  and  the  cost  of  any  improvement  thereon  does  not 
exceed  $2,500:  and  the  Attorney  General  may.  in  his  discretion, 
waive  the  requirement  for  his  opinion  in  connection  with  the 
acquisition  or  Improvement  of  easements  and  rights-of-way  for 
other  purposes  when.  In  his  opinion,  such  waiver  wUl  not  Jeopardize 
the  Interests  of  the  United  States. 

"Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law.  the  obtaining  of 
exclusive  jurisdiction  In  the  United  States  over  lands  or  interests 
therein  which  have  been  or  shall  hereafter  be  acquired  by  It  shall 
not  be  required;  but  the  head  or  other  authorized  officer  of  any 
department  or  Independent  establishment  or  agency  of  the  Gov- 
ernment may.  In  such  cases  and  at  such  times  as  he  may  deem 
desirable,  accept  or  secure  from  the  State  in  which  any  lands  or 
Interests  therein  under  his  Immediate  Jurisdiction,  custody,  or 
control  are  situated,  consent  to  or  cession  of  such  jurisdiction,  ex- 
clusive or  partial,  not  theretofore  obtained,  over  any  such  lands  or 
Interests  as  he  may  deem  desirable  and  indicate  acceptance  of 
such  Jurisdiction  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  by  fUlng  a  notice 
of  such  acceptance  with  the  Governor  of  such  State  or  in  such 
other  manner  as  may  be  prescrltjed  by  the  laws  of  the  State  where 
such  lands  are  situated.  Unless  and  until  the  United  States  has 
accepted  jurisdiction  over  lands  hereafter  to  be  acquired  as  afore- 
said, it  shall  be  conclusively  presumed  that  no  such  jurisdiction 
has  been  accepted." 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  3900  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  BILBO  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  not  knowing 

the  calendar  was  to  be  called.  I  was  engaged  in  conference 

on  the  price  of  cotton  and  therefore  was  at>sent  from  the 

Chamber.     I  am  Informed  that  Calendar  No.  2047.  House 

1   bill  9736.  passed  without  objection.    I  enter   a  moticm  to 
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reconsider  the  vote  by  which  that  bin  was  passed,  and  I  ask 
to  have  the  bill  go  over,  because  I  have  an  amendment  that 
has  been  agreed  upon  which  it  is  desired  to  insert  in  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  to  reconsider  will  be  entered. 

Mr.  KING  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  a  few  mo- 
ments ago  the  Senate  passed  House  bill  9736.  I  indicated  at 
the  time  that  I  understood  one  of  the  departments  had  an 
amendment  which  it  desired  to  have  incorporated  in  the  bill. 
The  amendment  is  being  considered  and  put  into  shap>e  by 
the  legislative  drafting  service.  I  entered  a  motion  to  re- 
consider the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed,  and  I  ask 
now  that  the  motion  to  reconsider  be  acted  upon  and  that  the 
bill  be  restored  to  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  is  informed 
that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Bilbo  1  moved  that 
the  vote  by  which  Calendar  No.  2047,  House  bill  9736,  was 
passed  be  reconsidered.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  restored 
to  the  calendar. 

ISSUANCE  or  BONDS  BY  SITKA.  ALASKA 

The  bill  (S.  3940)  to  authorize  the  incorporated  town  of 
Sitka.  Alaska,  to  purchase  and  enlarge  certain  public  utilities 
and  for  such  purpose  to  issue  bonds  In  the  sum  of  $200,000 
in  excess  of  present  statutory  debt  limit  was  announced  as 
next  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  Is  advised  that 
the  bill,  the  title  of  which  has  just  been  stated,  is  identical 
with  House  bill  9571,  Calendar  No.  2093.  Without  objection, 
the.  House  bill  will  be  substituted  for  the  Senate  bill  and  will 
now  be  considered. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  9571)  to  authorize 
the  incorpofated  tovm  of  Sitka,  Alaska,  to  purchase  and 
enlarge  certain  public  utilities  and  for  such  purpose  to  issue 
bonds, in  the  sum  of  $200,000  in  excess  of  present  statutory 
debt  limit  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate 
bill  3940  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

AMENDMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION  ACT  OF    1920 

The  bill  (H.  R.  10014)  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act, 
1920,  as  amended,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  observe  the  presence  of 
the  able  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr,  Wheeler].  I  should 
like  to  have  a  brief  explanation  of  the  bilL 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  ask  that  the  bill  be  passed  over  tempo- 
rarily.   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  the  request  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana,  the  bill  will  be  temporarily  passed  over. 

Mr.  WHEELER  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revert  to  Calendar  2053,  House  bill 
10014.  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act,  1920,  as  amended. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider the  bill  (H.  R.  10014)  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  this  bill  is  rec- 
ommended by  the  Treasury  Department  because  of  the  fact 
that  they  found  themselves  in  such  a  position  during  the  war 
and  after  the  war.  that  as  to  certain  bonds  and  certain  pre- 
ferred stocks  of  railroads  when  they  matured  under  a  ruling 
by  the  Attorney  General,  the  Treasury  could  not  accept  new 
bonds  in  place  of  them.  This  bill  simply  provides  an  amend- 
ment to  correct  the  law  as  interpreted  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral so  as  to  give  the  Treasury  Department  the  right  to  ex- 
change the  old  bonds  for  new  bonds  or  to  make  settlement  of 
some  of  the  bonds  with  the  railroad  companies.  They  have 
found,  for  instance,  that  where  railroads  were  in  the  hands 
of  receivers  or  were  about  to  he  reorganized  the  reorganiza- 
tion was  held  up  because  under  this  ruling  the  Trea.sury  De- 
partment could  not  accept  new  bonds  in  lieu  of  old  bonds. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  title  n  of  the  Transportation  Act.  1920 
(41  Stet.  457),  as  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  of  that  title  the  following  new  section : 

•■Sec.  213.  With  respect  to  any  bonds,  notes,  or  other  securities 
acquired  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  under  the  provUlons  of  this 
act.  including,  without  limitation  of  the  foregoing,  any  securities 
acquired  as  an  incident  to  a  bankruptcy,  receivership,  or  reorganiza- 
tion proceeding,  or  by  assignment,  transfer,  substitution,  or  is- 
suance, or  by  purchase,  default,  or  other  acquisition  (whether  at  a 
foreclosure  sale  or  otherwise)  of  collateral  given  for  the  payment  of 
obligations  to  the  United  States,  the  President,  or  any  omcer.  agent, 
or  agency  he  may  designate.  Is  authorized  to  sell,  exchange,  or 
otherwise  dispose  of.  any  such  bonds,  notes,  or  other  securities,  or 
to  enter  into  arrangements  for  the  extension  of  the  maturity  there- 
of In  such  manner,  in  such  amounts,  at  such  prices,  for  cash. 
securities  or  other  property,  or  any  combination  thereof,  and  upon 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  President  or  any  officer,  agent,  or 
agency  so  designated  may  deem  advisable  and  In  the  public  Interest." 

NATIONAL  cemetery,  PORTLAND.  OREG. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  3163)  to 
provide  for  a  national  cemetery  In  the  vicinity  of  Portland, 
Oreg.,  which  is  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  War  is  authorised  and 
directed  to  establish  and  maintain,  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  law  governing  national  cemeteries,  a  national  cemetery  In 
the  vicinity  of  Portland,  Oreg.  The  Secretary  of  War  Is  authorized 
to  acquire  by  donation,  purchase,  condemnation,  or  otherwise  such 
suitable  lands  as  are  In  his  Judgment  necessary  for  the  establish- 
ment and  maintenance  of  such  cemetery. 

Sec.  2.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  ox 
any  money  In  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  stuns 
as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  mquire  of  the  able 
Senator  from  Oregon  if  this  new  cemetery  to  be  located  in 
his  State  has  any  political  repercussions  or  implications? 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  wlU  yield  to  my  colleague  to  answer  that 
question,  if  he  cares  to  do  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  en- 
grossment and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  FAdLITIES  IN  MARJORIE  PARK,  TAMPA,  FLA. 

The  bill  (S.  4106)  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
faculties  in  Marjorie  Park,  Davis  Island,  Tampa.  Pla..  and 
for  other  purposes,  was  considered,  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Federal  Works  Administrator  be. 
and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  accept  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  without  cost,  title  to  a  tract  of  land  In  Blarjorle 
Park,  Davis  Island.  Tampa,  Pla.,  suitable  for  use  for  the  site  of  a 
United  States  quarantine  station. 

Sic.  2.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  stun  of 
»76,000  to  be  expended  by  the  Federal  Works  Administrator  for  the 
construction  and  installation  of  such  buildings,  utilities,  and  ap- 
purtenances thereto  on  the  tract  of  land  herein  authorized  to  be 
acquired  to  replace  the  existing  United  SUtes  qtiarantlne  station 
adjoining  MacDlll  Field,  Fla.  .^  _.     .. 

Sic.  3.  Upon  completion  of  the  construction  above  authorized, 
the  Federal  Works  Administrator  Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  transfer  to  the  control  and  jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
as  an  addition  to  MacDlll  Field.  Fla..  or  for  use  for  other  mUltary 
purposes,  the  land  and  Improvements  now  comprising  the  United 
States  quarantine  station  adjoining  MacDUl  Field,  Fla. 

LAND  IN  OREGON  FOR  BOY  SCOUTS'  SUMMER  CAMP 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2644)  to  set 
aside  certain  lands  in  the  State  of  Oregon  for  a  summer  camp 
for  Boy  Scouts,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys  with  amendments,  on  page  1. 
line  7,  after  the  words  "to  the",  to  insert  "city  of";  in  Une  8. 
after  the  word  "City",  to  strike  out  "Lions  Club  as  a  summer 
camp  for  the  Boy  Scouts  of  Junction  City.  Oreg.,  and  vicinity" 
and  insert  "for  park  or  summer  camp  purposes":  in  line  11, 
after  the  words  "to  the",  to  insert  "city  of";  and  in  the  same 
line,  after  the  word  "City",  to  strike  out  "Lions  Club",  so  as  to 
make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authortsed 
and  directed  to  lease  the  Unds  included  within  the  •outheast 
quarter  of  the  southeast  quarter,  section  34.  and  the  «p"t»i^"< 
Quarter  of  the  southwest  quarter,  section  35-  JO'^'P  \5„  "^Jl^- 
r'ange  6  west.  WUlamette  meridian.  Oregon,  to  the  city  of  Junction 
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city  for  park  or  Bummn'  camp  purpcwes.  Such  leaae  ahall  be  with- 
out cost  to  the  city  of  JuncUon  City  for  a  term  of  60  years  and 
under  auch  other  terma  and  condltlona.  Including  provisions  for 
the  care  removal,  and  dlaporttlon  of  timber  by  the  United  States, 
as  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  deema  advlaable  to  aafeguard  the 
interects  of  the  United  States. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  may  I  Inquire  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  with  regard  to  this  measure?  My  attention  has 
been  called  upon  several  occasions  to  the  fact  that  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior  is  exacting  where  such  sximmer 
camps  are  established  or  where  any  camps  are  established  In 
the  forest  reserves  that  certain  actions  shall  be  performed 
and  certain  control  shall  be  exerted,  and  that  such  require- 
ments are  very  harmful  and  very  oppressive  to  the  residents 
of  the  States.  I  was  wondering  if  that  question  had  been 
looked  into?  To  give  a  concrete  illustration,  in  my  own  State 
at  a  place  where  a  number  of  farmers  are  ready  to  build  a 
small  reservoir  at  their  own  expense,  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  decided  that  in  and  about  the  little  reservoir  which 
they  desire  to  build  there  ought  to  be  recreation  camps, 
recreational  facilities,  and  things  of  that  sort.  So  Federal 
authorities  are  exacting  of  those  who  are  willing  themselves 
to  construct  that  little  reservoir  that  it  shall  be  built  in  con- 
formity with  the  demands  of  the  Forest  Service.  Such  a 
heavy  obligation  is  imposed  that  the  farmers  are  not  able  to 
build  the  reservoir.  I  was  wondering  if  the  committee  had 
considered  that  question  as  to  whether  or  not  too  much  power 
was  given  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in  establishing 
such  recreational  facilities  on  the  public  domain? 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  recall  that  that 
particular  question  was  discussed  In  the  conunittee,  but  I 
have  before  me  the  report  of  the  committee  wherein  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that  he  has  no 
objection  to  the  presentation  of  this  report.  It  Is  signed  by 
E.  K.  Burlew,  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

There  was  considerable  discussion  of  this  bill  and  it  wss 
finally  agreed  to  by  the  committee.  Since  It  was  similar  to 
legislation  that  had  been  enacted  for  the  accommodation  of 
other  groups  in  other  States,  since  it  will  provide  recreational 
facilities  without  cost  to  the  Government,  and  Inasmuch  as 
over  half  the  area  of  the  State  of  Oregon  is  Government  land. 
It  seemed  to  me  we  might  well  permit  a  small  portion  of  it  to 
be  used  by  the  public  In  the  community  in  Oregon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendments  having 
been  agreed  to,  the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  to  set  aside 
certain  land  in  the  State  of  Oregon  for  park  or  summer  camp 
purposes." 

ORDER   OF   BDSIMESS 

Mr.  LODGE.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESmrNO  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  like  to  know  whether  it  is  planned. 
when  the  last  Item  on  the  calendar  has  been  reached,  to  cease 
the  consideration  of  tbe  calendar,  or  whether  it  is  planned  to 
start  in  at  the  beginning  again? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  planned  to  start  in 
at  the  beginning.  The  Senator  from  Montana  has  a  bill, 
however,  on  which  he  desires  to  have  action  when  the  con- 
sideration of  the  calendar  shall  have  been  concluded;  but 
we  will  not  go  back  and  call  the  calendar  for  bills  that  have 
been  heretofore  called. 

Mr.  LODGE.   I  thank  the  Senator. 

WILSON  A.  KRAMER 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
bill  on  the  calendar. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6823)  for  tlie  relief  of  Wilson  A.  Kramer 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

HAHONAL  AmRICAN-SCAlTDIIfAVIiUf  XimCATIQlfAL  WIEK 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  2691)  to 
designate  the  week  of  October  9  to  October  16,  each  year,  as 


National  American -Scandinavian  Week,  which  had  been  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with  amend- 
Eents,  m  line  5.  after  the  word  "of",  to  strike  out  "our",  and 
line  9.  after  the  word  "authorized",  to  strike  out  "and 
requested",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  all  Americana  might  gain  a  greater  In- 
spiration from  the  high  Ideals  of  citizenship  and  the  spirit  of  Intel- 
ligent cooperation  which  are  characteristic  of  American  citizens  of 
Scandinavian  extraction,  the  week  from  October  9  to  October  16 
each  year  Is  hereby  designated  as  National  American-Scandinavian 
Educational  Week,  and  the  President  iM  authorized  to  issue  a  proc- 
lamation so  designating  such  week. 

TTie  amendments  w^ere  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9024)  relating  to  the  status  of  retired  offi- 
cers of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  of 
the  United  States,  and  to  amend  section  113  of  the  Criminal 
Code,  was  announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  an  explana- 
tion of  that  bill,  please? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  SheppardI, 
who  reported  the  bill,  seems  to  be  absent  at  the  moment.  I 
ask  that  the  bill  go  over  for  the  time  being. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  bill 
will  be  temporarily  passed  over. 

DE  ROSEY  C.  CABELL  AND  OTHERS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6365)  to  correct  the  military  records  of 
DeRosey  C.  Cabell.  McFarland  Cockrill.  James  N.  Caperton, 
Junius  H.  Houghton,  Otto  F.  Lange.  Paul  B.  Parker.  James 
deB.  Walbach.  and  Victor  W.  B.  Wales  was  considered,  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

FRANCIS   G.  M'DOUCALL 

The  blU  (H.  R.  719)  for  the  relief  of  Francis  G.  McDougaU 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

CARL  HURT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2278)  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Hurt  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed.' 

rULTOW  COMBS 

The  bin  (H.  R.  2490)  for  the  relief  of  Pulton  Combs  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

FRANK  SPEARS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  3992)  for  the  relief  of  Frank  Spears  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

THOICAS   MIRALIA    AND    BETTT   MIRALIA 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5116)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Miralia  and 
Betty  Miralia  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CAPTAIN  AND  CREW  OF  FISHING  BOAT  "TTNIONE  NO.    l" 

The  bill  (H.  R.  5254)  for  the  relief  of  the  captain  and  crew 
of  the  fishing  boat  Unione  No.  1  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
Uiird  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ROBERT    L.    TATLOR 

The  bin  (H.  R.  5309)  for  the  relief  of  Robert  L.  Taylor  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

CLTDE  E.   ICALLX 

The  biU  (H.  R.  5562)  for  the  reUef  of  Clyde  E.  Malle  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

ESTATE  OF  J.   L.  FRETWXLL 

The  bill  (H.  R.  6740)  for  the  reUef  of  the  estate  of  J.  L. 
Pretwell  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

THEODORE  R.  KINO 

The  biU  (H.  R.  7416)  for  the  reUef  of  Theodore  R.  King 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 
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ELIZABETH    BtrXTON   HOSPITAL 

The  bin  (H.  R.  7668)  for  the  reUef  of  Elizabeth  Biixton  Hos- 
pital was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

J.  E.   DAUBACH 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7679)  for  the  relief  of  J.  E.  Dambach  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

BELIEF  or  CERTAIN  DISBURSING  OFFICERS  OF  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7851)  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing 
officers  of  the  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department, 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

WILLIE   PERRY 

The  bill  (H.  R.  7957)  for  the  reUef  of  Willie  Perry  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

ZOE  HOYT  WAGNER  AND  lO  F.  HOYT 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8028>  for  the  relief  of  Zoe  Hoyt  Wagner  and 
lo  F.  Hoyt  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

MAY  C.  TAYLOR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8091)  for  the  relief  of  May  C.  Taylor  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

THOMAS  R.  FOX 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8217)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  R.  Pox  was 
considered,  oidered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

CLYDE  CAIETTT,  A  MINOR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8246)  for  the  reUef  of  Clyde  Caietti.  a  minor, 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

CHARLES  H.  AMOS  HANDLE  CO. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8318)  for  the  relief  of  the  Charles  H.  Amos 
Handle  Co.  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

EDNA  S.  GARDINER 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8459)  for  the  relief  of  Edna  S.  Gardiner  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

DR.  A.  C.  WADE 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8504)  for  the  reUef  of  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade  was 
considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

RELIEF  OF  CERTAIN  CLAIMANTS  ON  ACCOUNT  OF  FIRE  LOSSES 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8666)  for  the  relief  of  certain  claimants  on 
account  of  loss  by  fire  for  which  the  United  States  was  ad- 
judged liable  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

RUFUS  K.  SANDERLIN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  8946)  for  the  relief  of  Rufus  K.  Sanderlin 
was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

FRED  SHELTON 

The  bill  <H.  R.  9130)  for  the  relief  of  Fred  Shelton  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

EDWARD  F.  HICGINS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9520)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  F.  Higgins, 
postmaster.  Great  Neck,  N.  Y.,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

RELIEF  OF  CERTAIN  DISBURSING  OFFICERS 

The  bill  (H.  R.  10034)  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing 
officers  of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  Army,  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third 
readmg,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

UNITID  STATES  CUSTOMHOUSE,  DETROrT,  MICH. 

The  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  472)  to  prohibit  the  sale 
or  disposal  of  the  United  States  Customhouse  for  the  city  of 


Detroit  was  considered,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 
The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

MONONGAHELA  RIVER  BRIDGES,  ALLEGHENY  COUNTY,  FA. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9828)  to  extend  the  times  for  commenc- 
ing and  completing  the  construction  of  bridges  across  the 
Monongahela  River  in  Allegheny  County,  Pa.,  was  con- 
sidered, ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

DEPOSIT  OF  COLLECTIONS  FOR  OVERTIME  IMMIGRATION  SERVICES 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  5403) 
to  provide  for  the  deposit  of  certam  collections  for  overtime 
immigration  services  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation 
chargeable  with  the  payment  for  such  services,  and  for  other 
purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  with  amendments,  on  page  1,  line  3,  after  the 
word  "That",  to  strike  out  "hereafter",  and  in  the  same  line, 
after  the  word  "collected",  to  insert  "on  or  after  July  1, 
1941",  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  moneys  collected  on  or  after  July  1, 
1941,  aa  extra  compensation  for  overtime  aervlce  of  inspectors  and 
employees  of  the  Immigration  Service  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
March  2.  1931  (46  Stat.  1467).  shall  be  deposited  In  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  SUtes  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation  for  the 
payment  of  salaries,  field  personnel  of  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service,  and  the  appropriation  so  credited  ahall  tM 
available  for  the  payment  of  such  compensation. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  l)e  engrossed,  and  the 
bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  iiassed. 

UTILIZATION  OF  CERTAIN  LANDS  ON  THE  PUBUC  DOMAIN 

The  bill  (H.  R.  9389)  to  more  effectively  utilize  certain 
lands  of  the  public  domain,  and  for  other  purposes,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  I  understand 
that  Calendar  No.  9092,  Hoiise  blU  9389.  has  now  been 
reached  on  the  calendar. 

This  bill  is  a  sort  of  an  omnibus  measure.  For  example,  on 
page  3  we  find  that  the  text  refers  to  a  number  of  tribes 
of  Indians,  as  follows: 

First,  the  Shoshone  Nation;  second,  the  eastern  division; 
third,  the  northwestern  division;  fourth,  the  Indians  living 
on  the  Port  Hall  Reservation;  fifth,  the  Piute  Indians;  sixth, 
the  western  bands  of  the  Shoshone  Nation.  Then  we  have 
the  Shoshone-Goship  Bands  of  Indians;  and  next,  we  have 
the  mixed  bands  of  Bannocks  and  Shoshones;  and  last,  we 
have  the  northwestern  division  of  the  Shoshone  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  this  bill  purports  to  grant  each  of  these 
Indian  tribes,  with  certain  exceptions,  the  right  to  go  Into 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  assert  their  claims  against  the 
Government.  The  record  shows  that  some  of  these  different 
tribes  have  heretofore  had  introduced  for  them  jurisdictional 
bills. 

For  example.  Senate  bill  72  was  introduced  on  January  4, 
1939.  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs.  The 
committee  considered  the  bill,  reported  it  favorably,  and  It 
passed  the  Senate  on  May  19,  1939. 

A  similar  bill,  not  entirely  Identical  but  quite  similar,  is 
designated  as  House  biU  9705.  The  bUl  has  for  it«  purpose 
almost  identicaUy  the  same  end.  This  bill  was  passed  by  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  June  17.  1940.  more  than  1  year 
after  the  House  of  Representatives  had  sent  to  it  the  Senate 

bill. 

Then  the  bill  before  the  Senate  at  this  time  (H.  R.  9389) 
has  attached  to  it  an  amendment  which  embodies  the  provi- 
sions of  Senate  bill  3083.  That  was  a  biU  introduced  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Arizona  I  Mr.  AshurstI.  It  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  by  that  committee  the 
bill  was  referred  to  a  subcommittee.  The  subcommittee  held 
extensive  hearings  on  the  bill,  and  I  exhibit  to  the  Senate  a 
copy  of  the  hearings. 

Mr  President,  the  Judiciary  Committee  has  made  no  report 
upon  that  bUl.  I  cannot  say  whether  or  not  the  subcommit- 
tee made  a  report  to  the  main  committee;  but  the  record 
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diows  that  the  main  committee  has  not  made  a  report  upon 
that  bUl. 

The  bill  now  before  the  Senate  seems  to  be  all-embracing, 
and  seeks  to  give  a  number  of  these  bands  of  Indians  the  right 
to  go  into  the  Court  of  Claims  under  the  provisions  of  Senate 
bUi  3083.  a  bill  which  has  not  as  yet  been  reported  to  the 
Senate  by  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  President,  the  whole  subject  matter,  in  my  opinion, 
should  have  gone  to  the  Indian  Affairs  Committee  of  the 
House  but  because  of  the  wording  of  the  title  of  the  bill  it 
was  sent,  not  to  the  Indian  Affairs  Committee,  but  it  was  di- 
verted to  the  Public  Lands  Committee.  When  the  bill  reached 
this  Iwdy  the  title  was  so  worded  that  the  secretary  no  doubt 
thought  the  bill  should  go  to  the  Public  Lands  Committee; 
and.  not  having  examined  the  text  of  the  bill,  the  bill  was 
referred  to  the  Public  Lands  Committee. 

I  make  no  criticism  of  the  Public  Lands  Committee.  The 
bin  vi-ent  to  that  committee  in  regxilar  order,  and  it  does  have 
to  do  with  public  lands  in  a  sense;  but.  In  the  main,  the  bill 
is  an  Indian  bill,  purporting  to  grant  Jurisdiction  to  numerous  , 
tribes  to  go  into  the  Court  of  Claims  under  the  provisions  of 
the  text  of  a  bill  which  has  not  been  reported  on  by  the 
Judiciary  Committee. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  AoamsI.  the  chair- 
man of  the  Public  Lands  Committee,  is  present,  and  I  shall 
be  glad  to  yield  to  him  if  he  has  any  statement  to  make  as 
to  what  should  be  done  with  this  bill.  It  deals  with  public 
lands  in  one  particular,  it  deals  with  Indian  Affairs  in  many 
particulars,  and  it  deals  with  the  Judiciary  in  another  partic-. 
ular.  All  I  want  is  to  make  a  proper  disposition  of  the  meas-' 
ure;  but  it  is  not  in  shape  for  the  Senate  to  pass  upon  it  as 
It  stands  before  the  Senate  at  this  hour. 

Mr.  ADAMS      Mr.  President 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa is  correct.  The  bill  is  one  which  might  appropriately 
go  to  either  of  the  committees  named;  and  I  think  if  matters 
could  be  so  arranged  that  the  two  committees  could  cooperate 
In  working  out  the  problem  mvolved  in  the  bill  it  would  be  to 
the  advantage  of  the  bill. 

The  amendment  suggested  in  the  Public  Lands  Committee 
In  reference  to  the  jurisdictional  feature,  which  was  really  the 
part  which  should  more  appropriately  have  gone  to  the  Indian 
Affairs  Committee,  was  put  in  because  we  felt  that  the  limi- 
tations and  restrictions  which  came  to  us  in  the  House  bill 
did  not  adequately  protect  the  Government.  The  Senator  is 
correct  that  the  bill  as  prepared  by  the  Attorney  General's 
ofDce  was  drawn  upon  as  the  basis  for  the  amendment. 

While  I  am  on  my  feet  I  wish  to  make  a  comment  upon  a 

practice  of  the  House.  The  Senator  referred  to  Senate  bill  72. 
Senate  bill  72  was  a  bill  introduced  by  myself  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  correcting  a  tjrpographical  error  In  a  bill  which 
was  passed.  By  error,  the  word  "range"  had  been  used  where 
the  word  "township"  should  have  been  used.  The  bill  passed 
the  Senate  and  went  to  the  House.  When  it  came  back  26 
pages  had  been  added  to  it,  establishing  a  right  to  go  into  the 
Court  of  Claims. 

Mr.  THOBIAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  has  heretofore  referred  a  num- 
ber of  these  bills  to  the  Comptroller  General  for  a  report,  and 
I  have  a  copy  of  one  of  these  reports.  It  is  found  in  the  report 
submitted  by  the  chairman  of  the  Public  Lands  Committee. 
The  particular  part  to  which  I  refer  is  on  page  4.  The  Comp- 
troller General  reports  that  House  bill  9705  and  Senate  bin 
72  are  in  substance  practically  identical,  although  the  two 
bills  are  arranged  differently. 

The  last  paragraph  of  the  report  submitted  by  the  Comp- 
troller General  is  as  follows: 

The  third  and  fourth  provisos  cf  H.  R.  9389  are  similar  to  the 
provisioiis  of  S.  72  regarding  set-offs,  and  for  reasons  stated  in  my 
report  of  June  13.  1940.  on  the  latter  bill,  both  provisos  are  consid- 
ered undesirable  and.  It  is  beUeved,  should  be  eliminated  from  the 


So  the  Comptroller  General  reports  adversely  upon  at  least 
two  provisions  of  the  bill.  For  the  present,  I  am  forced  to 
object  to  the  consideration  of  the  measiu-e. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Objection  being  made,  the 
bill  will  t)e  passed  over. 

The  last  measure  on  the  calendar.  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 286,  Calendar  No.  2094.  has  been  heretofore  passed  over. 

INSXTRANCX    BENOTTS    FX>R    CERTAIN    PERSONS    ENGAGED    IN    COAL- 
MINING OPEJUTIONS 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Senate  bill  4070.  Calendar 
No.   182^. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not  understand 
from  the  reading  clerk  what  happened  to  Calendar  No.  2094, 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  286. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That  is  the  National 
Guard  bill,  which,  under  the  agreement,  will  come  up  on 
Monday. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  thank  the  Chair. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  do. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Has  request  been  made  to  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Senate  bill  4070? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  .Yes. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  There  is  a  measure  on  the  calendar  which 
was  passed  over  and  which  should  be  considered. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  dispose  of  this  bill,  and  then 
I  shall  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  McNARY.  May  I  ask  the  character  of  the  proposed 
legislation? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  think  there  Is  no  opposition  whatso- 
ever to  it. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  not  myself  indicating  any  opposi- 
tion. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  has  been  held  that  captive  mines 
come  under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act.  This  bill  merely 
attempts  to  correct  the  interpretation  which  has  been  put 
upon  the  law  by  the  Retirement  Board.  The  Board  is  in 
favor  of  the  proposed  legislation,  the  railroads,  the  mining 
companies,  and  the  railroad  brotherhoods  are  all  in  favor 
of  It. 

Mr.  DAVIS.    The  miners  are  also  In  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  miners  are  in  favor  of  it;  so  every- 
one interested  is  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Did  the  committee  favorably  report  the 
bill? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes;  the  biU  was  unanimously  reported 
by  the  committee. 

Mr.  McNARY.     I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  obJecUon  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  (S.  4070)  to  provide  for  the  more  uniform  coverage 
of  certain  persons  employed  in  coal-mining  operations  with 
respect  to  insurance  benefits  provided  for  by  certain  Federal 
acts,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  had  been  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  with  amendments, 
in  section  2.  page  2,  line  11.  after  the  words  "end  of",  to  insert 
the  word  "each";  in  section  3.  page  2,  line  22,  before  the  word 
"Fifth",  to  strike  out  "Paragraph"  and  to  insert  "paragraph"; 
in  secUon  4.  page  3,  line  22,  to  Insert  a  comma  between 
"Act"  and  "but";  in  line  23.  after  the  word  "service",  to  strike 
out  the  comma  and  the  word  "or"  and  to  insert  the  word 
•of";  in  section  5.  page  5.  line  17.  after  the  word  "after", 
insert  a  comma,  and  after  the  word  "Act",  to  strike  out  the 
comma,  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1  (a)  of  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act  of  1937.  section  1  (a)  of  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937, 
section  1532  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  and  section  1  (a) 
of  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act  are  amended,  ef- 
fective In  the  case  of  each  such  act  as  of  the  date  of  its  enactment. 
by  adding  at  the  end  of  each  such  section  the  following  new 
sentence:  "The  term  'emplojrer*  ahall  not  Include  any  company 
by  reason  of  Its  being  engaged  In  the  mining  of  coal,  the  supplying 
of  coal  to  an  employer  where  delivery  is  not  beyond  the  mine 
tipple,  and  the  operauon  of  equipment  or  facilities  therefor,  or  In 
any  of  such  activities." 

8k.  2.  SecUon  1  (a)  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  193S 
and  paragraph  First  of  section  1  of  the  R&Uway  Labor  Act.  at 
amended,  are  amended,  effective  in  the  case  of  each  such  act  aa 
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of  the  date  of  its  enactment,  by  adding  at  the  end  of  each  such 
section  and  paragraph  the  following  new  sentence:  "The  term 
•carrier*  shall  not  include  any  company  by  reason  of  its  being 
engaged  in  the  mining  of  coal,  the  supplying  of  coal  to  a  carrier 
where  delivery  Is  not  beyond  the  mine  tipple,  and  the  operation 
of  equipment  or  facilities  therefor,  or  In  any  of  such  activities  " 

Sbc  3  Section  1  (b)  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937, 
section  1  (b)  of  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937,  section  1533  (b) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  the  first  paragraph  of  section  1  (d) 
of  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act.  section  1  (b)  of 
the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1935.  and  paragraph  Fifth  of 
section  1  of  the  Railway  Labor  Act.  as  amended,  are  amended,  in 
the  case  of  each  such  act  as  of  the  date  of  Its  enactment,  by  adding 
at  the  end  cf  each  such  section  and  paragraph  the  following  new 
paragraph : 

•The  term  'employee'  shall  not  Include  any  individual  while 
such  Individual  is  engaged  in  the  physical  operations  consisting 
of  the  mining  of  coal,  the  preparation  of  coal,  the  handling 
(other  than  movement  by  rail  with  standard  railroad  locomotives) 
of  coal  not  beyond  the  mine  tipple,  or  the  loading  of  coal  at  the 
tipple." 

Sec.  4.  (a)  The  laws  hereby  ezpreasly  amended,  the  Social  Se- 
curity Act.  approved  August  14,  1935,  and  all  amendments  thereto, 
shall  operate  as  If  each  amendment  herein  contained  had  been 
enacted  as  a  part  of  the  law  it  amends,  at  the  time  of  the  orig- 
inal enactment  of  such  law. 

(b)  No  person  (as  defined  In  the  Carriers  Taxliig  Act  of  1937) 
shall  be  entitled,  by  reason  of  the  provisions  of  this  act.  to  a 
refund  of.  or  relief  from  liability  for.  any  Income  or  excise  taxes 
paid  or  accrued,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Carriers  Taxing 
Act  of  1937  or  subchapter  B  of  chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  prior  to  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  by  reason  of 
employment  in  the  service  of  any  carrier  by  railroad  subject  to 
part  I  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  but  any  individual  who 
has  been  employed  in  such  service  of  any  carrier  by  railroad  sub- 
ject to  part  I  of  the  Interstate  ConMnerce  Act,  as  is  excluded  by 
the  amendments  made  by  this  act  from  coverage  under  the  Car- 
riers Taxing  Act  of  1937  and  subchapter  B  of  chapter  9  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code,  and  who  has  paid  Income  taxes  under 
the  provisions  of  such  act  or  subchapter,  and  any  carrier  by  rail- 
road subject  to  part  I  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  which  has 
paid  excise  taxes  under  the  provisions  of  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act 
of  1937  or  subchapter  B  of  chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  may,  upon  making  proper  application  therefor  to  the  Bureau 
of  Internal  Revenue,  have  the  amount  of  taxes  so  paid  applied  in 
reduction  of  such  tax  liability  with  respect  to  employment,  as 
may  by  reason  of  the  amendments  made  by  this  act.  accrue 
against  them  under  the  provisions  of  title  vni  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  or  the  Federal  Instirance  Contributions  Act  (sub- 
chapter A  of  chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code). 

(c)  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall  operate  (1)  to  affect 
any  annuity,  pension,  or  death  benefit  granted  under  the  Rail- 
road Retirement  Act  of  1935  or  the  RaUroad  Retirement  Act  of 
1937  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act.  or  (2)  to  Include 
any  of  the  services  on  the  basis  of  which  any  such  annuity  or 
pension  was  granted,  as  employment  within  the  meaning  of  sec- 
tion 210  (b)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  or  section  209  (b)  of  such 
act  as  amended.  In  any  case  In  which  a  death  benefit  alone  has 
been  granted,  the  amount  of  such  death  benefit  attributable  to 
services,  coverage  of  which  Is  affected  by  this  act.  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  paid  to  the  deceased  tinder  section  204  of  the  Social 
Bectirity  Act  in  effect  prior  to  January  1.  1940.  and  deductions 
shall  be  made  from  any  Insvirance  benefit  or  beneflU  payable 
under  the  Social  Security  Act.  as  amended,  with  respect  to  wages 
paid  to  an  individual  for  such  services  until  such  deductlorvs 
total    the    amount    of    such    death    benefit    attributable    to    such 
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(d)  Nothing  contained  In  this  act  shall  operate  to  affect  the 
benefit  rights  of  any  individual  under  the  Railroad  Unemployment 
Insurance  Act  for  any  day  of  unemployment  (as  defined  in  section 
1  (k)  of  such  act)  occurring  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
act 

Sec.  5.  Any  application  for  payment  filed  with  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Board  prior  to.  or  within  60  days  after,  the  enactment 
of  this  act,  shall,  imder  such  regtilatlons  as  the  Social  Security 
Board  may  prescribe,  be  deemed  to  be  an  application  filed  with 
the  Social  Security  Board  by  such  Individual  or  by  any  person 
claiming  any  payment  with  respect  to  the  wages  of  such  individual, 
under  any  provision  of  section  202  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  as 
amended.  ^         _^,  ,   »,  _ 

Sec  6  Nothing  conUined  in  this  act,  nor  the  action  of  Con- 
gress in  adopting  it.  shall  be  taken  or  considered  as  affecting  the 
question  of  what  carriers,  companies,  or  individuals,  other  than 
those  in  this  act  specifically  provided  for,  are  included  In  or  ex- 
cluded from  the  provisions  of  the  various  laws  to  which  this  act 
-   Is  an  amendment. 

Sec.  7.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  1605  (b) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  no  Interest  shall,  during  the  period 
February  1,  1940,  to  the  eighty-nmth  day  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act.  Inclusive,  accrue  by  reason  of  delinquency  In 
the  payment  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  1600  with  respect  to 
services  affected  by  this  act  performed  during  the  period  July  1, 
1939.  to  December  31.  1939.  Incltislve.  with  respect  to  which  serv- 
ices amounts  have  been  paid  as  contrlbutlcns  under  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  ol 

this  act.  ,-«,/»    t<t\   rtt 

(b)   Notwithstanding  the  provtalons  of  secUon  1601   (a)    (»)   «» 

the  Internal   Revenue   Code,   tlie   credit   allowable  under   section 


1801  (a)  against  the  tax  Imposed  by  section  1600  for  the  calendar 
year  1939  shall  not  be  disallowed  or  reduced  by  reason  of  the  pay- 
ment into  a  State  unemployment  fund  after  January  31.  1940,  of 
contributions  with  respect  to  services  affected  by  this  act  per- 
formed during  the  period  July  1.  1939.  to  December  31.  1939.  to- 
clusive,  with  respect  to  which  services  amounts  have  been  paid  as 
contributions  under  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act 
prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act:  Provided,  That  this 
subsection  shall  be  applicable  only  if  the  contributions  with  respect 
to  such  services  are  paid  Into  the  State  imemployment  fund  before 
the  ninetieth  day  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

FOREIGN  ACCOUNTS  IN  FEDERAL  RESERVE  BANKS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  House  bill  10127.  to«mend 
the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  was  passed  over  when  reached  on 
the  calendar.    Is  any  action  desired  on  the  bill? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  bill  which  went  over  was  Senate  bill 
4174.  relating  to  foreign  accounts  in  Federal  Reserve  banks. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senate  bill  went  over. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Yes;  and  I  was  about  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  who  Is  also  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Ctirrency.  what  he  thought  should  be  done.  I 
desire  to  offer  an  amendment,  and  the  other  members  of  the 
committee  may  not  concur  in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  this  bUl  was  almost  passed 
before  the  recess  prior  to  the  Chicago  convention,  but  because 
of  some  misundersunding  in  the  language  of  the  bill  which 
was  passed  by  the  House  the  consideration  of  the  measure 
was  not  completed.  It  is  very  desirable  to  have  the  bill  acted 
upon,  but  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  WacnerI  and  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Brown  1  are  both  temporarily 
absent,  and  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  urge  that  the  bill  be 
considered  today. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  It  will  be  agreeable  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  to  have  the  bill  go  over? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes.  I  suggest  that  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  offer  his  sunendment. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  If  I  may,  I  will  offer  the  amendment  so  that 
it  may  be  pending  when  the  bill  is  taken  up. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    There  is  an  amendment 
pending  at  this  time,  one  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  Brown]. 
Mr.  ADAMS.    That  is  a  different  amendment. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  amendment  presented  . 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  will  be  printed  and  will  lie  on 
the  table. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  BARBXEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  mes- 
sages from  the  President  of  the  United  States  submitting 
sundry  nominations  (and  withdrawing  a  nomination) ,  which 
were  referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received  and  nomination  with- 
drawn, see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF   COMMITTEES 

Mr.  HARRISON  (for  Mr.  Bailey)  ,  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Uotsat  C. 
Warren,  of  North  Carolina,  to  be  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States,  for  a  term  of  15  years,  vice  Fred  H.  Brown. 

resigned. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
nominations  of  sundry  oflQcers  for  promotion,  and  several  doc- 
tors for  appointment,  in  the  Public  Health  Service. 

Mr  LODGE,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  reported 
favorably  the  nomination  of  Fred  H.  Brown,  of  New  Hamp- 
shire to  be  a  member  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission 
for  the  remainder  of  the  term  expiring  June  16,  1941. 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  from  the  Committee  on  MUitary  Afxairs, 
reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Brig.  Gen.  Menrin  Gil- 
bert McConnel.  Idaho  National  Guard,  to  be  brigadier  gen- 
eral. National  Guard  of  the  United  SUtes.  under  the  pro- 
visions of  law. 


uujc^w  MJ  uie  cuusiaerttuoa  oi  uie  lueasure. 


I   amended,  are  amended,  esecuve  In  vne  case  of  eacli  sucb  act  aa 
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Mr.  HILL,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  reported 
favorably  the  nomination  of  George  P.  Ba)cer.  of  Massa- 
chusetts, to  be  a  member  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  In 
the  Department  of  Commerce  for  the  remainder  of  the  term 
expiring  December  31.  1943,  vice  Robert  H.  Hinckley. 

Blr.  PTTTMAN.  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Walter  A.  Foote,  of 
Texas,  now  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  4,  and  a  secre- 
tary in  the  Diplomatic  Service,  to  be  also  a  consul  general. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  re- 
ported favorably  the  nomination  of  Fay  L.  Bentley,  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  be  Judge  of  the  Juvenile  court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

NOMIMATIONS  OF  raZO  H.  BROWN  AND  LINDSAY  C.  WAHMN 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  If  there  be  no  further  re- 
ports of  committees,  the  calendar  is  in  order. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  two  reports  have  been 
made  today  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  one  of  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Fred  H.  Brown,  of  New  Hampshire,  to  be 
a  member  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  one  of  Mr.  Lindsay 
C.  WASKCir.  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  from 
North  Carolina,  to  become  Comptroller  General.  In  view 
of  the  proposed  adjournment  until  Monday,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  two  nominations  be  now  considered. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  are  there  favorable  reports 
on  both  nominations? 

Mr.  BARKLET.    Both  were  reported  favorably. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Was  the  report  unanimous  in  each  case? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    It  was  unanimous. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  consent  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  these  nominations  win  be 
given.  They  were  both  reported  unanimously  by  the  Finance 
Committee. 

I  should  like  to  take  occasion  to  say,  with  respect  to  Mr. 
Lindsay  C.  Warren,  long  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives froni  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  that  his  depar- 
ture from  the  legislative  branch  cf  the  Government  is  a 
matter  of  genuine  regret  to  his  friends,  not  orH^r  In  the  State 
of  North  Carolina  but  throughout  the  country.  Mr.  Warren 
Is  eminently  well  fitted  for  the  responsible  position  of  Comp- 
troller General,  an  office  in  which  very  stem  and  high  quali- 
ties are  demanded  at  this  time.  Mr.  Warren  Is  undoubtedly 
today  one  of  the  ablest  men  in  public  life  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  Join  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  in  the  sentiments  he  has  expressed  concerning 
Mr.  Lindsay  Warren,  a  Meml)er  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives from  North  Carolina.  We  have  all  come  In  contact  with 
him  during  his  long  membership  in  the  House,  both  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  and  in  committees  of  the  Senate  and  the 
House,  and  I  think  there  is  no  more  conscientious,  able.  In- 
dustrious, or  devoted  public  servant  In  either  branch  of  Con- 
gress than  Lindsay  Warren.  While  I  share  the  regret  that 
he  is  leaving  the  legislative  branch,  I  congratulate  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Government  on  the  prospect  of  his  service  in 
the  Important  position  to  which  he  has  been  appointed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
nominations. 

Tlie  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination » of  Fred  H. 
Brown,  of  New  Hampshire,  to  be  a  member  of  the  United  States 
Tariff  Conunission. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

COMPTROLLER   GENERAL 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Lindsay  C. 
Warren,  of  North  Carolina,  to  t>e  Comptroller  General. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  President  be 
notified  Immediately  of  both  these  confirmations. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  President  will  be  immediately  noti- 
fied. 


ASJOtTRNIONT  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  adjourn  until  12  o'clock  noon  on  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  and  (at  1  o'clock  and  35  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  Senate  adjourned  until  Monday,  Augtist  5, 
1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 
Ezecutive  nominations  received  by  the  Senate  August  1, 1940 

COICTROLLER  GENERAL  OF  THX  UNITED  STATES 

Lindsay  C.  Warren,  of  North  Carolina,  to  be  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  States  for  a  term  of  15  years,  vice 
R-ed  H.  Brown,  resigned. 

United  States  Tarot  Coiacssioif 

Edward  Dana  Durand.  of  Minnesota,  to  be  a  member  of 
the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  for  the  term  expiring 
June  16,  1946.     (Reappointment.) 

Coast  Guaso  or  thx  United  States 

The  following-named  persons  in  the  Coast  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  to  take  eflect  from  dates  of  oath: 

John  A.  Turmala  to  be  a  chief  boatswain. 

Theodore  Q.  Munson  to  l)e  a  chief  machinist. 

William  J.  H.  Siekemeyer  to  be  a  chief  boatswain. 

Louis  J.  Perry  to  be  a  chief  machinist. 

The  following -named  offlcers  in  the  Coast  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  to  rank  as  such  from  the  dates  set  opposite 
their  names: 

to  be  commanders 

Lt.  Comdr.  Paul  K.  Perry.  May  1, 1940. 

Lt.  Comdr.  William  J.  Kossler.  May  25.  1940. 

Lt.  Comdr.  Merlin  O'Neill.  May  25.  1940. 

Lt.  Comdr.  Norman  H.  Leslie.  May  25,  1940. 

Lt.  Comdr.  Norman  R.  Stiles,  July  1,  1940. 

TO    BE    LIEUTENANT    COMMANDERS 

Lt.  W  ilter  S.  Anderson,  July  1,  1939. 

Lt.  Donald  E.  McKay,  July  1,  1939. 

Lt.  Vernon  E.  Day.  August  5.  1939. 

Lt.  Leslie  B.  Tollaksen.  August  5.  1939. 

Lt.  John  L.  Steinmetz.  August  5, 1939. 

Lt.  Stanley  C.  Linholm,  Augiist  29.  1939. 

Lt.  Fred  P.  Vetterlck.  September  2.  1939. 

Lt.  George  M.  Phannemiller,  January  1,  1940. 

Lt.  George  F.  Hicks,  February  1,  1940. 

Lt.  Clarence  F.  Edge,  May  1.  1940. 

Lt.  Alexander  L.  Ford,  May  25,  1940. 

Lt.  Stephen  H.  Evans.  May  25,  1940. 

U.  John  A.  Glynn.  May  25.  1940. 

Lt.  John  E.  Fairbank.  May  25.  1940. 

Lt.  Joseph  A.  Kerrins,  May  25,  1940. 

U.  Edward  H.  Thiele,  May  25,  1940. 

TO  BE  LIEUTENANTS 

Lt.  (Jr.  Gr.)  Robert  S.  Lecky,  Augiist  5,  1939. 
Lt.  (Jr.  Gr.)  Emmet  T.  Calahan.  August  5,  1939. 
Lt.  (Jr.  Gr.)  Joseph  F.  McCue,  August  5,  1939. 
Appointments  in  the  Regular  Army 
To  be  second  lieutenants  with  rank  from  date  of  appointment 

Howard  Clarence  Aylesworth,  Infantry. 
Robert  Louis  Dickerson.  Infantry. 
Gordon  Arthur  Bahe,  Infantry. 
Joseph  Earl  Treadway,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
To  be  chaplains,  unth  the  rank  of  first  lieuteTiant,  with  rank 
from  date  of  appointment 

Terrence  Patrick  Finnegan 
John  Joseph  McDonnell 

Appointments,  by  Transfer,  in  the  Recttlar  Army 

TO  adjutant  general's  department 

Ma  J.  Gordon  Sherman  Armes,  CJavalry,  with  rank  from  July 
1,  1940. 

MaJ.  L.  Hoyt  Rockafellow,  Infantry,  with  rank  from  July  1, 
1^0. 
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MaJ.  Lawrence  Edward  Schick,  Cavalry,  with  rank  from 
July  1.  1940. 

TO  QUARTERMASTER   CORPS 

MaJ.   Joseph  James  Canella,  Infantry,  with  rank  from 
August  1.  1935. 
MaJ.  Millard  Stowe  Curtis,  Infantry,  with  rank  from  July  1, 

1939. 

MaJ.  CJrowell  Edward  Pease.  Field  Artillery,  with  rank  from 
July  1.  1940. 

Capt.  William  Everton  Pherls,  Infantry,  with  rank  from 
August  1.  1935. 

Second  Lt.  Harvey  Lloyd  Brown,  Jr.,  Infantry,  with  rank 
from  June  14,  1938. 

TO  SIGNAL  CORPS 

Capt.  James  Elmer  Totten.  Infantry,  with  rank  from  June 
9.  1938. 

TO  CHEMICAL  WARFARE  SERVICE 

First  Lt.  Richard  Robert  Danek.  Infantry,  with  rank  from 
August  1,  1935. 

First  Lt.  Harrison  Schermerhom  Markham,  Infantry,  with 
rank  from  August  1.  1938.  effective  September  29,  1940. 

TO   CAVALRY 

First  Lt.  Franklin  Rogers  Sibert.  Infantry,  with  rank  from 
June  12.  1939.  , 

'  TO  AIR  CORPS 

Second  Lt.  Delmer  Joseph  Rogers,  Corps  of  Engineers,  with 
rank  from  June  12.  1939. 

Promotions  in  the  Regular  Army 
To  be  lieutenant  colonels 

MaJ.  Theodore  Besson  Apgar,  Cavalry,  from  July  1,  1940. 
Maj.  Ernest  Terrill  Barco.  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1,  1940. 
Maj.  Lester  Amiel  Daugherty,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 

1940. 

Maj.  Leland  Adrian  Miller,  Ordnance  Department,  from 
July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  Raymond  Edward  O'Neill,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
lieutenant  colonel.  Air  Corps),  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Rol>ert  Alexander  Laird.  Corps  of  Engineers,  from 
July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  Frank  Melvln  S.  Johnson,  Corps  of  Engineers,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

MaJ.  Porter  Prescott  Lowry,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 

July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  Jerome  Jackson  Waters,  Jr.,  Reld  Artillery,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

MaJ.  William  Almond  Shely,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  John  Urban  Ayotte.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Charles  Heyward  Barnwell,  Jr.,  Infantry,  from  Jxily 
1.  1940. 

Maj.  Thomas  Grafton  Hanson,  Jr.,  Cavalry,  from  July  1. 

1940. 

MaJ.  Edward  George  Herlihy.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

MaJ.  George  Albert  Moore,  Cavalry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Arnold  John  Funk,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Alexander  Shepherd  Quintard.  Field  Artillery,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

MaJ.  Harry  Allen  Skerry,  Corps  of  Engineers,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

Maj.  Roscoe  Stewart  Parker,  Cavalry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Norman  Minus,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

Maj.  Hey  wood  Shallus  Dodd,  Cavalry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Kent  Craig  Lambert,  Cavalry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  George  Edward  Huthsteiner,  Cavalry,  from  July  1. 
1940,  subject  to  examination  required  by  law. 

Maj.  Maurice  Morgan,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

Maj.  Sylvester  Emery  Nortner,  Corps  of  Engineers,  from 
July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Frank  Wiltshire  Gana,  Corps  of  Engineers,  from  July 
1.  1940. 

Maj.  John  Leonard  Pierce.  Infantry,  from  July  1, 1940. 


MaJ.  John  Joseph  Atkinson.  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

Maj.  Charles  Frederick  Houghton,  Cavalry,  from  July  1. 
1940. 

MaJ.  Lowell  Warde  Rooks.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Samuel  Da  vies  Bedinger,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

Maj.  Malcolm  Vaughn  Fortier.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  John  Walter  Nicholson.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

MaJ.  Ray  Bradford  Conner,  Finance  Department,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  John  Uoyd  McKee,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Glenn  Luman  Allen.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Charles  Rouse  Jones,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Wlllard  Stewart  Paul,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Robert  Henry  Chance,  Infantry,  from  July  1, 1940. 

Maj.  Harry  Augustine  Buckley,  Cavalry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  March  Hugo  Houser.  Chemical  Warfare  Service,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  WUlfred  Rowell  Higgins,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Jesse  Plez  Green,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Howard  Winthrop  Turner.  Field  Artillery,  from  July 
1,  1940. 

Maj.  WlUiam  Audley  Taber.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Henry  Garner  Sebastian,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Wesley  Crowell  Brigham,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

MaJ.  Cyrus  Higginson  Searcy,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  Leon  Edward  Norris.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Jack  Lester  Meyer,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

MaJ.  Turner  Ransom  Sharp,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Clay  Irvin  Hoppough,  Signal  Corps,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Remi  Paul  Hueper,  Finance  Department,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

MaJ.  William  Joshua  Jackson,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from 
July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Fred  During,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  John  Robert  Francis.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Rene  Eugene  Fraile,  Adjutant  General's  Department, 
from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  Clinton  Rush.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940,  subject  to 
examination  required  by  law. 

Maj.  George  Louis  Danforth,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 
1940. 
Maj.  Ward  Currey  Goessling,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 

1940. 

MaJ.  Harold  Burton  Gibson,  Cavalry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Victor  Roland  Woodruff.  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

MaJ.  Gustav  Adolph  Mellanchton  Anderson,  Infantry,  from 

July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Melvin  Selmer  Williamson,  Cavalry,  from  July  1,  1940. 
Maj.  Robert  William  Yates,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 

1940. 
MaJ.  Dana  Caswell  Schmahl,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 

1940. 
Maj.  Wilbur  Granville  Dockum,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 

1940. 
MaJ.  Clinton  Mansfield  Lucas,  Field  ArtiUery,  from  July  1, 

1940. 
MaJ.  Harry  Adamson.  Quartermaster  Corps,  from  July  1, 

1940. 
Maj.  Samuel  Gilbert  Falrchild,  Field  ArtUlery,  from  July  1, 

1940. 

Maj.  Leslie  Leonard  Connett,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Owen  Rivers  Rhoads.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Carl  Russell  Adams.  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from  July 
1,  1940. 

Maj.  Elmer  Forrest  Wallender.  (Quartermaster  Corps,  from 

July  1,  1940. 

MaJ.  Harry  Vincent  Hand.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  Ben  Menadue  Sawbridge,  Field  Artillery,  from  July 
1,  1940. 
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MaJ.  Dominic  Joseph  Sablni.  Field  ArtiUery.  tram.  July  1, 
vl940. 

MaJ.  Herman  Peldman,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from  July  1, 

1»40. 

MaJ.  Ned  Blair.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

MaJ.  Ernest  Alvin   Klndervater,  Infantry,   from   July   1. 
1940. 

MaJ.  Gordon  Cogswell  Irwin,  Signal  Corps,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

MaJ.  Everett  Marion  Yon.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  John  Harvey  Fye.  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  George  M'XkI  MacMullin,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  Nicholai.  Szilagyl,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

MaJ.  Frederick  Weston  Hyde,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  Charles  Royal  Lehner,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

MaJ.  Rosser  Lee  Hunter,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Carroll  Arthur  Powell,  Signal  Corps,  from  July  1, 
1940.  subject  to  examination  required  by  law. 

Maj.  Fcodor  Otto  Schmidt.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  James  Francis  Brittlngham,  Field  Artillery,  from  July 
1,  1940. 

Maj.  Frank  Clide  De  Langton.  Cavalry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Oscar  Bergstrom  Abbott,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  George  SejTnour  McCullough,  Infantry,  from  July  1, 
1940,  subject  to  examination  required  by  law. 

Maj.   Carter  Roderick  McLennan,  Cavalry,  from  July   1, 
1940. 

IrfaJ.  Geoffrey  Galwey.  Cavalry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Louis  Garland  Gibney,  Cavahy.  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  David  Seth  Doggett,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1,  1940. 

MaJ.  Thomas  Grady  Jenkins.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Roy  Dayton  Burdick.  Corps  of  Engineers,  from  July 
1.  1940. 

Maj.  Leslie  Carlyle  Wheat,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Lawrence  Harold  Bixby.  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

Maj.  Walter  Compere  Lattimore.  Field  Artillery,  from  July 
1.  1940. 

Maj.  Russell  Hubbard  Dixon,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

Maj.  Everett  Marshall  Graves,  Field  Artillery,  from  July 
1.  1940. 

MaJ.  William  Tuttle  Hamilton,  Cavalry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  William  Valentine  McCreight.  Infantry,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

MaJ.  John  Henry  Rlnge,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

MaJ.  Virgil  Bell.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  William  Granville  Purdy,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  Chesley  Ray  Miller,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Frederick  Francis   Duggan,   Cavalry,   from   July   1, 
1940.  subject  to  examination  required  by  law. 

Maj.  Walter  Lee  Mitchell,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

MaJ.  Robert  Franklin  Dark.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Mimucan  Dabney  Cannon,  Infantry,  from  July   1. 
1940. 


MaJ. 

Maj. 

MaJ. 
1.  1940 

MaJ. 

MaJ. 

MaJ. 
1940. 

MaJ. 

Maj. 

MaJ. 
July  1, 

MaJ. 
1.  1940. 

MaJ. 
1940. 

MaJ. 

Maj. 
1,  1940. 


Harry  Howard  Baird.  Cavalry,  from  July  1.  1940. 
Ralph  Slate.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 
Nathan  Eugene  McCluer,  Field  Artillery,  from  July 
.  subject  to  examination  required  by  law. 
Ernest  John,  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 
Ralph  Marshal  Caulkins.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 
William  Taylor  Bauskett,  Jr..  Cavalry,  from  Jiily  1, 

Claudius  Leo  Lloyd.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 
Carlisle  Barksdale  Cox,  Cavalry,  from  July  1,  1940. 
Joseph   Lester  Brooks,  Quartermaster  Corps,   from 
1940. 

Carlos  Watkins  Bonham,  Field  Artillery,  from  July 

Sidney  James  Cutler,  Field  Artillery,  from  July   1, 

Theodore  James  Sledge.  Infantry,  from  July  1, 1940. 
Henry  Hardy  Slicer.  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from  July 


MaJ.  Stanley  Gloninger  Saulnier.  Infantry,  from  July  1. 
1940.      i 

Maj.  Will  Hughes  Gordon.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940,  sub- 
ject to  examination  required  by  law. 

MaJ.  Thomas  Cole  Brown,  Infantry,  from  July  1, 1940. 

Maj.  Thomas  Joseph  Johnston,  Chemical  Warfare  Service, 
from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  John  Marion  Rhodes,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from  July 
1,  1940. 

Maj.  Dudley  Blanchard  Howard.  Air  Corps  (temporary  lieu- 
tenant colonel.  Air  Corps),  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Willard  Wadsworth  Irvine,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

MaJ.  Charles  Emerson  Boyle.  Field  Artillery,  from  July  1. 

1940. 
MaJ.  William  Doughty  Evans,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 

July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  William  Benjamin  Tuttle,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 
Maj.  Donald  Armpriester  Stroh.  Infantry,  from  July  1. 1940. 
Maj.  Edwin  Adolph  Henn,  Field  Artillery,  from  July   1. 

1940. 

Maj.  Russell  Thomas  George,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Thomas  Clyde  McCormick.  Field  ArtiUery,  from  July 
1.  1940. 

Maj.  Erskine  Ashley  Franklin.  Cavalry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Albert  Miller  Jackson.  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  George  Raymond  Owens,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Andrew  Davis  Bruce,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  John  Edward  Maher,  Cavalry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Joseph  Philip  Kchn,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from  July 
1,  1940. 

Maj.  Dallas  Loyd  Knoll,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from  July 
1,  1940. 

Maj.  Robert  Justin  Van  Buskirk,  Coast  ArtUlery  Corps, 
from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Floyd  Emerson  Galloway.  Air  Corps  (temporary  lieu- 
tenant colonel.  Air  Corps),  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  John  Edwin  Sclby.  Cavalry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Herbert  Everett  Watkins.  Cavalry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  Henry  Yost  Lyon.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Joseph  Anthony  Cistero,  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Thomas  William  Freeman,  Infantry,  from  July  1, 
1940. 

MaJ.  Paxton  Sterrett  Campbell.  Quartermaster  Corps,  from 
July  1,  1940. 

Maj.  William  Ross  Irvin,  Cavalry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Alfred  Lyons  Baylies.  Cavalry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Roy  Leo  Schuyler,.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Louis  DeSaussure  Hutson.  Infantry,  from  July  1.  1940. 

Maj.  Lathan  Hunter  Collins.  Cavalry,  from  July   1.   1940. 

Maj.  Loren  Prescot  Stewart.  Infantry,  from  July  1,  1940. 

To  be  majors 

Capt.  Carl  Brcwn  McDaniel,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major. 
Air  Corps) ,  from  July  2,  1940. 

Capt.  Carlisle  Brown  Irwin.  Infantry,  from  July  2,  1940. 

Capt.  Lee  Carl  Vance,  Cavalry,  from  July  2.  1940. 

Capt.  Russell  Viv.an  Perry,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from 
July  2,  1940. 

Capt.  Thomas  Davison  Drake,  Infantry.  July  2.  1940. 

Capt.  Granville  Victor  Morse,  Cavalry,  from  July  2.  1G40. 

Capt.  Herbert  Spencer  Jordan,  Infantry,  from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  Dresden  James  Cragim,  Finance  Department,  from 
July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  Edward  Harvey  Clouser,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from 
July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  Herbert  Kenneth  Balsley.  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps) ,  from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  Thomas  Robinson.  Cavalry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  John  Kr  ay  bill  Nissley,  Air  Corps  (temporary  major, 
Air  Corps) ,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  William  Rush  Blakely,  Infantry,  from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  Carl  Eugene  Anderson,  Infantry,  from  July  3,  1940. 
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Capt.  William  Douglass  Paschall,  Field  Artillery,  from  July 
3,  1940. 

Capt.  Frederick  Mott  Thompson,  Infantry,  from  July  3, 
1940. 

Capt.  Voris  Hamilton  Connor,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  3, 
1940. 

Capt.  Arthur  Bordeaux  Nicholson,  Coast  Artillery  Corps, 
from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Girvelle  Lcighton  Field,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  Staten  Eugene  Rail,  Infantry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Don  Emerson  Carleton,  Cavalry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Kenneth  Lafayette  Johnson,  Field  Artillery,  from 
Julys,  1940. 

Capt.  Eugene  Haworth  Vernon.  Infantry,  from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  Paul  Green  Kendall,  Cavalry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Ralph  Waldo  Russell,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Archibald  Yarborough  Smith,  Air  Corps  (temporary 
major.  Air  Corps),  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  DeWitt  Ballard,  Infantry,  from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  James  Lendsey  McKinnon,  Field  Artillery,  from  July 
3.  1940. 

Capt.  Willis  Glenn  Cronk,  Infantry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Richard  Tyler  Willson.  Cavalry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Leslie  Lee  Hittle.  Field  Artillery,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Leslie  Furness  Young,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  3, 
1940. 

Capt.  Eugene  Desire  Regad,  Ordnance  Department,  from 
July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Donald  Taylor  Beeler,  Infantry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Charles  Creswell  Blakeney,  Field  Artillery,  from  July 

3,  1940. 

Capt.  William  Mason  Hoke.  Infantry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Willard  Fromm  Millice,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  3, 
1940. 

Capt.  Elvin  Hamilton  Burger,  Infantry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  James  Freeland  McGraw.  Infantry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Richard  Searl  Marr.  Field  Artillery,  from  July  3, 
1940. 

Capt.  Leonard  James  Greeley,  Chemical  Warfare  Service, 
from  July  3,  1940. 

^  Capt.  Kingsley  Sherman  Andcrsson,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  William  Frishe  Dean,  Infantry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Ben  Early  Cordell,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from  July 
3.  1940. 

Capt.  Dalies  Joshua  Oyster,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  3, 
1940. 

Capt.  George  Phillips  Privett,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  3, 
1940. 

Capt.  William  Lindsay  McPherson,  Coast  Artillery  Corps, 
from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  William  Vincent  Gray,  Infantry,  from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  Daniel  Peter  Norman,  Infantry,  from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  John  Mitchell  England,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Floyd  Cornelius  Devenbeck.  Ordnance  Department, 
from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  William  Black  Forse,  Infantry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  William  Brown  Short,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  John  Wallace  Homewood,  Infantry,  from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  James  Vestie  Collier,  Pitld  Artillery,  from  July  3, 
1940. 

Capt.  Edwin  Kermedy  Wright.  Infantry,  from  July  3,  1940. 

Capt.  Clint  Leroy  Taylor,  Field  Artillery,  from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  Richard  Herbert  Torovsky,  Quartermaster  Corps, 
from  July  3.  1940. 

Capt.  Philip  Ma  pes  Shockley.  Quartermaster  Corps,  from 
July  3.  1940. 

(Dapt.  Charles  Goodwin  Pearcy.  Air  Corps  (temporary  ma- 
jor. Air  Corps) .  from  July  3,  1940. 


MEDICAt  CORPS 

To  be  majors 

Capt.  Daniel  John  Berry,  Medical  Corps,  from  August  1. 
1940. 

Capt.  William  Augustus  Hadly,  Jr.,  Medical  Corps,  from 
August  1.  1940. 

Capt.  Roary  Adlai  Murchison,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
1,  1940. 

Capt.  Paul  Hayes,  Medical  Corps,  from  August  1,  1940. 

Capt.  Hugh  Logan  Prather,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
1.  1940. 

Capt.  George  Hollander  Donnelly,  Medical  Corps,  from 
August  1,  1940. 

Capt.  Francis  Willard  Pruitt,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
1.  1940. 

Capt.  Elbert  De  Coursey,  Medical  Corps,  from  August  1, 
1940. 

Capt.  John  Frederick  Bohlender,  Medical  Corps,  from  Au- 
gmt  1,  1940. 

Capt.  Charles  Scott  Mudgett,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
•  1,  1940. 

Capt.  Ellis  McPerrln  Altfather,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
1,  1940. 

Capt.  Aubrey  LeVerne  Bradford,  Medical  Corps,  from  Au- 
gust 1.  1940. 

Capt.  RoUin  LeRoy  Bauchspies,  Medical  Corps,  from  Au- 
gust 1.  1940. 

Capt.  Ernest  David  Liston,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
1.  1940. 

Capt.  John  Ruxton  Wood,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
1,  1940. 

Capt.  Jack  William  Schwartz,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
1.  1940. 

Capt.  Clyde  Lemuel  Brothers,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
1,  1940. 

Capt.  Roger  Gaylord  Prentiss,  Jr.,  Medical  Corps,  from 
August  1,  1940. 

Capt.  Claude  Linwood  Neale,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
1.  1940. 

Capt.  George  Horsfall,  Medical  Corps,  from  August  1,  1940. 

Capt.  Harold  Edward  Schneider,  Medical  Corps,  from  Au- 
gust 1,  1940. 

Capt.  Olin  Foster  Mcllnay,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
1.  1940. 

Capt.  Sumtiel  Howard  Alexander,  Medical  Corps,  from  Au- 
gust 8.  1940. 

Capt.  John  Larkin  Gallagher,  Medicsil  Corps,  from  August 

12.  1940. 

Capt.  Warren  Mimms  Scott,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 

13,  1940. 

Capt.  James  Harvey  Turner,  Medical  Corps,  from  August 
13,  1940. 

To  be  captains 

First  Lt.  Oswald  Raymond  Jensen,  Medical  Corps,  from 
August  6,  1940. 

First  Lt.  John  Robert  Woodruff,  Medical  Corps,  from  Au- 
gust 16,  1940. 

First  Lt.  William  Theodore  Lane,  Medical  Corps,  from  Au- 
gust 26,  1940. 

MEDICAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  CORPS 

To  be  captain 

First  Lt.  Homer  Clarence  McCuUouRh,  Medical  Administra- 
tive Corps,  from  August  29,  1940. 

To  be  first  lieutenants 

Second  Lt.  Frank  Stepczyk,  Medical  Administrative  Corps, 
from  August  19,  1940. 

Second  Lt.  Jacob  Bruce  Martin,  Medical  Administrative 
Corps,  from  August  19,  1940. 

Second  Lt.  Harry  John  Nelson,  Medical  Administrative 
Corps,  from  August  19, 1940. 

Second  Lt.  James  Thomas  Johnson.  Medical  Administrative 
Corps,  from  August  19,  1940. 
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CHAPLAIKS 

To  be  chaplains  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel 
Chaplain  Ralph  Conrad  Deibert  (major),  United  States 

Army,  from  August  16.  1940. 

Chaplain  Ralph  Winfred  Rogers   (major).  United  States 

Army,  from  August  29.  1940. 

To  be  chaplain  loith  the  rank  of  cavtain 
Chaplain    Alvie    Littleton    McKnight     (first    lieutenant). 
United  States  Army,  from  Augiist  26.  1940. 

Promotions  in  the  Navy 

The  following-named  commanders  to  be  captains  In  the 
Navy  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite  their  names: 

Ingram  C.  Scwell.  January  1,  1940. 

George  D.  Hull.  July  1.  1940. 

Paul  Hendren.  July  1.  1940. 

Chapman  C.  Todd.  Jr..  July  1.  1940. 

The  following- named  lieutenant  commanders  to  be  com- 
manders in  the  Navy  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  July  1940: 

Stanley  J.  Michael  James  A.  Crocker 

Clayton  S.  Isgrig  Harley  F.  Cope 

The  following-named  lieutenants  to  be  lieutenant  com- 
manders in  the  Navy  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names: 

John  H.  Griffin,  September  1,  1939. 

Carroll  D.  Reynolds.  September  23.  1939. 

Howell  C.  Rsh,  October  1.  1939.  * 

Robert  H.  Glbbs.  November  1,  1939. 

Wallace  S.  Newton,  November  1,  1939. 

Lee  F.  Sugnet,  December  8.  1939. 

William  H.  Truesdell.  December  8,  1939. 

Walter  S.  Mayer,  Jr..  December  8,  1939. 

George  F.  CKeefe.  December  8.  1939. 

Herman  E.  Schioke.  December  8.  1939. 

Cecil  L.  Blackwell,  Deceml>er  8.  1939. 

Aubrey  B.  Leggett.  December  8,  1939. 

John  E.  Fiorance.  February  1.  1940. 

Edwin  R.  Swinburne,  April  1,  1940. 

Martin  J.  Drury,  April  1,  1940. 

Gelzer  L.  Sims,  April  13,  1940. 

Norman  W.  Sears,  June  1,  1940. 

James  V.  Query.  Jr..  June  1.  1940. 

Albert  O.  Mumma.  June  26,  1940. 

Janres  M.  Lane,  June  26,  1940. 

Francis  D.  McCorkle,  July  1,  1940. 

John  J.  Crane.  July  1.  1940. 

William  Q.  Cooper.  July  1,  1940. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  (Junior  grade)  to  be  lieu- 
tenants in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names: 

Charles  J.  OdendTial.  Jr..  September  23.  1939. 

Jacob  C.  Myers.  November  1.  1939. 

William  L.  Tagg.  December  8,  1939. 

Robert  J.  C.  Maulsby,  December  8,  1939. 

Charles  S.  Hutchings,  April  1.  1940. 

Ed  B.  Billingiiley,  May  1,  1940. 

Francis  E.  Nucssle,  June  26.  1940. 

George  M.  Ottinger.  June  26,  1940. 

Robert  E.  Coombs,  Jr.,  June  26,  1940. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  (junior  grade)  to  be  lieu- 
tenants in  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1940: 
Allan  A.  Ovrom  George  E.  Porter,  Jr. 

William  C.  F.  Robards  Harold  G.  Bowen.  Jr. 

James  M.  Clement  Francis  E.  Brown 

Richard  O.  Greene  Baxter  L.  Russell 

The   following- named   ensigns   to   be   lieutenants    (Jxmlor 
grade)  In  the  Navy,  to  rank  from  the  3d  day  of  June  1940: 
William  D.  Brinckloe.  Jr.  Edward  W.  Hessel 

Green  C.  Gocdloe  Henrj-  P.  Burfeind 

Harry  B.  Hahn  Edward  H.  OUare 

Albert  S.  Freedman.  Jr.  Jack  E.  Gibson 

Mac  D.  Tliompson  Franklin  D.  Buckley 

Guy  J.  Anderson  Frank  H.  Henderson.  Jr. 

Ralph  H.  Benson,  Jr.  Richard  S.  Rogers 

Roy  H.  Burgess,  Jr. 


The  following-named  passed  assistant  dental  surgeons  to  be 
dental  surgeons  in  the  Navy  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant 
commander  from  the  26th  day  of  Jime  1940: 

James  A.  Connell  Macy  G.  Martin 

Ralph  W.  Taylor  Maurice  A.  Bliss 

Glenn  W.  Berry  Merrette  M.  Maxwell 

Arthiu:  R.  Logan 

Paymaster  John  Enos  Wood  to  be  a  pay  Inspector  in  the 
Navy  with  the  rank  of  commander  from  the  1st  day  of  July 
1940. 

The  following  to  be  assistant  paymasters  In  the  Navy  with 
the  rank  of  ensign  from  the  5th  day  of  August  1940: 

John  K.  Aldrich  Grover  C,  Hefifner 

Thomas  L.  Britton  Floyd  Loomis,  Jr. 

Gordon  M.  Callison  Robert  C.  McNab 

Arthur  E.  Desrosier  Howard  J.  Nickel 

Robert  C.  Disher  John  L.  O'Brien  3d 

William  N.  Dunstan  Ross  A.  Porter 

Bruce  P.  Evans  Earl  G.  Rice,  Jr. 

Robert  W.  Granston  Ralph  W.  Sauer 

Ivan  C.  Hartzell  Olio  V.  Wallgren.  Jr. 

WUliam  P.  Harvey,  Jr.  Charles  M.  Wilkins 

Radio  Electrician  Kenneth  Anthony  to  be  a  chief  radio 
electrician  in  the  Na\T.  to  rank  with  but  after  ensign,  from 
1st  day  of  March,  1940. 

The  following-named  lieutenant  commanders  to  be  lieuten- 
ant commanders  in  the  Navy  from  the  date  stated  opposite 
their  names,  to  correct  the  date  of  rank  as  previously  nomi- 
nated and  confirmed: 

Arthur  H.  Graubart;  August  1,  1939. 

Charles  E.  Tolman;  August  1,  1939. 

Howard  T.  Orville:  September  1,  1939. 

Carter  A.  Printup;  September  23,  1939. 

Hamilton  L.  Stone;  December  29.  1939. 

John  G.  Johns;  April  1, 1940. 

Thomas  J.  Hickey;  May  1,  1940. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  to  be  lieutenants  in  the 
Navy  from  the  date  stated  opposite  their  names  to  correct 
the  date  of  rank  as  previously  nominated  and  confirmed: 

Harry  HuU.  July  1,  1939. 

Jacob  A.  Lark.  August  1,  1939. 

Richard  H.  Best.  August  1.  1939. 

John  Munholland,  September  1,  1939. 

Louis  J.  K'rn,  September  I.  1939. 

William  B.  Short,  Jr.,  September  1,  1939. 

Norman  E.  Blaisdell,  September  23,  1939. 

William  T.  Zink,  Jr..  September  23,  1939. 

William  P.  Schroeder,  September  23.  1939. 

George  E.  Hughes,  October  1,  1939. 

Ernest  M.  Snowden,  October  1,  1939. 

Barry  K.  Atkins.  November  1.  1939. 

John  R.  Spiers,  Noveml)er  1,  1939. 

Ralph  M.  Wilson.  November  1.  1939. 

Wallace  H.  Weston,  November  1,  1939. 

Paul  E.  Emrick,  November  1,  1939. 

Robert  O.  Beer.  Noveml)er  1.  1939. 

Daniel  L.  Carroll,  Jr.,  November  1.  1939. 

Earl  R.  Eastwold.  November  1,  1939.  • 

Frank  M.  Parker.  November  1.  1939. 

William  Outerson,  December  8,  1939. 

Burdette  E.  Close.  December  8.  1939. 

Passed  Assistant  Paymaster  Sidney  A.  Ernst  to  be  a  passed 
assistant  paymaster  in  the  Na\-y.  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant, 
from  the  1st  day  of  July  1939,  to  correct  the  date  of  rank  as 
previously  nominated  and  confirmed. 

Assistant  Paymaster  William  N.  McGibony  to  be  an  as- 
sistant paymaster  in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  ensign,  from 
the  29th  day  of  May  1940,  to  correct  the  date  of  rank  as 
previously  nominated  and  confirmed. 

Lieutenant  Commander  Allan  D.  Blackledge  to  be  a  com- 
mander in  the  Navy  to  rank  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1940. 

The  following- named  lieutenants  to  be  lieutenant  com- 
manders in  the  Navy  to  rank  from  the  ilate  stated  opposite 
their  names: 

William  E.  Verge,  November  1,  1939. 

Robert  N.  McFarlane.  February  1,  1940. 
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Henry  C.  Bruton,  July  1, 1940. 

John  L.  Burnside,  Jr..  July  1,  1940. 

The  following-named  assistant  pasmiasters  to  be  passed 
assistant  paymasters  in  the  Navy  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant, 
to  rank  from  the  date  stated  opposite  their  names: 

Thomas  J.  Montgomery.  June  26.  1940. 

John  C.  DeWitt.  Jr.,  July  1.  1940. 

Postmasters 

I  ALABAMA 

Lela  Tate  to  be  postmaster  at  Adamsville,  Ala.,  in  place  of 
Agnes  Bonds.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  13, 
1940. 

Henry  N.  Jordan  to  be  postmaster  at  Chatom,  Ala.,  in  place 
of  R  L.  Gordy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  15, 
1939. 

Sister  Mary  Teresa  to  be  postmaster  at  Holy  Trinity,  Ala.,  In 
place  of  Sister  Mary  Teresa.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired May  19,  1940. 

I  ARIZONA 

Charles  L.  Kinsey  to  be  postmaster  at  Chloride,  Ariz.,  in 
place  of  J.  R.  Livingston,  retired. 

ARKANSAS 

John  L.  Conley  to  be  postmaster  at  Green  Forest,  Ark.,  in 
place  of  Logan  Stafford.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  8,  1940.  i 

!  CALIFORNIA 

William  R.  Stewart  to  be  postmaster  at  Arcadia,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  T.  A.  Grant.  Incumbent's  conunission  expired  June 
18,  1940. 

Cliff  D.  Myers  to  be  postmaster  at  McKittrlck.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  V.  B.  Douglas.  Incuml)ent's  commission  expired  July 
1.  1940. 

Sydney  W.  Balding  to  be  postmaster  at  WlUowbrook,  Calif., 
in  place  of  S.  W.  Balding.  Incmnbent's  commission  expired 
June  2,  1940.  . 

j  COLORADO 

Lester  William  Dillow  to  be  postmaster  at  Hugo,  Colo..  In 
place  of  W.  M.  Jones.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
25,  1940. 

Ira  O.  Martin  to  be  ipostmaster  at  Keenesburg,  Colo.,  in 
place  of  I.  O.  Martin.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Feb- 
ruary 7,  1940. 

Anna  C.  Hanson  to  be  postmaster  at  Strasburg,  Colo.,  in 
place  of  M.  E.  Dermody,  removed. 

CONNECTICUT 

Daniel  J.  McCarthy  to  be  postmaster  at  Ansonla,  Conn.,  in 
place  of  M.  J.  Cock,  deceased. 

Daniel  P.  Hurley  to  be  postmaster  at  Terryville,  Conn.,  In 
place  of  D.  P.  Hurley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
28.  1940. 

FLORIDA 

Edward  N.  Mitchell  to  be  postmaster  at  Altamonte  Springs, 
Fla.    Office  became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

Broder  Alfred  Millergren  to  be  postmaster  at  Wewahitchka, 
Fla.,  in  place  of  A.  H.  Richards,  retired. 

GEORGIA 

Mattie  Lee  Deck  to  be  postmaster  at  Chickamauga,  Ga.,  in 
place  of  J.  O.  Goodson.  removed. 

Miriam  H.  Mallory  to  be  postmaster  at  Concord,  Ga.,  in 
place  of  I.  B  Owen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 20,  1940. 

Herbert  J.  W.  Kizer  to  be  postmaster  at  Jefferson,  Ga.,  in 
place  of  V.  E.  Holder.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
25.  1940. 

Henry  H.  Jones  to  be  postmaster  at  Lakeland,  Ga..  in  place 
of  K.  E.  Stapleton.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
18,  1940. 

Clayton  J.  Tanner  to  be  postmaster  at  Nicholls,  Ga..  in  place 
of  T.  A.  Pearson,  resigned. 

Harley  Davis  to  be  postmaster  at  Pearson.  Ga..  In  place  of 
M.  E.  Harrell.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  13, 
1940. 


TERRrroRY  or  hawah 

John  I.  Silva  to  be  postmaster  at  Eleele.  T.  H..  in  place  of 
J.  L  Silva.     Incmnbent's  commission  expired  March  4.  1040. 

ILLINOIS 

Walter  C.  Vail  to  be  postmaster  at  Bushnell.  111.,  in  place  of 
J.  R.  Markley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  16, 
1939. 

Montelle  M.  Boyd  to  be  postmaster  at  Capron,  111..  In  place 
of  E.  C.  Knight.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  22. 
1939. 

Rajrmond  Alan  Wescott  to  be  postmaster  at  Hamilton,  111.. 
In  place  of  G.  E.  Ferree,  Sr.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  1,  1940. 

Levi  Mosiman  to  be  postmaster  at  Morton,  111.,  in  place  of 
J.  C.  Moore,  deceased. 

Oscar  L.  Spangler  to  be  postmaster  at  Ridge  Farm,  HI.,  In 
place  of  L.  H.  Newby,  deceased. 

Elsie  M.  Snow  to  be  postmaster  at  Sheldon.  111.,  In  place  of 
E.  M.  Snow.  Incimibent's  commission  expired  January  23, 
1940. 

INDIANA 

Paul  G.  Weber  to  be  postmaster  at  Huntington.  Ind..  in 
place  of  J.  C.  Crosby.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
27,  1938. 

Denzil  B.  Mann  to  be  postmaster  at  Lynn.  Ind.,  in  place  of 
C.  A.  Washier.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jtme  8, 
1940. 

Wrighta  S.  Williams  to  be  postmaster  at  Monon,  Ind..  in 
place  of  J.  H.  Smith,  deceased. 

Russell  W.  Rosenbush  to  be  postmaster  at  Union  City.  Ind.. 
in  place  of  O.  L.  Hindsley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
Jtme  8.  1940. 

KANSAS 

Francis  J.  McAuliffe  to  be  postmaster  at  Leavenworth, 
Kans.,  in  place  of  J.  E.  Gardiner.  Incumbent's  commission 
expired  Jtme  18,  1938. 

KENTUCKY 

Mayme  D.  Cogar  to  be  postmaster  at  Midway,  Ky..  in  place 
of  M.  D.  Cogar.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  21, 
1940. 

MAINE 

Lula  E.  Crockett  to  be  jwstmaster  at  North  Haven,  Maine. 
In  place  of  L.  E.  Crockett.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  1„,1940. 

MARYLAND  , 

George  A.  Hohn  to  be  postmaster  at  Port  Deposit,  Md.,  In 
place  of  R.  L.  Westerfleld,  deceased. 

Alice  M.  Davis  to  be  postmaster  at  Whiteford.  Md.,  in  place 
of  H.  J.  Norris,  retired. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Dorothy  Durant  to  be  postmaster  at  Becket,  ^fass.,  in  place 
of  M.  D.  E.  Tower,  retired. 

Thomas  J.  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  Hopkinton.  Mass.,  in 
place  of  J.  J.  Murtaugh,  deceased. 

Maurice  P.  Murphy  to  be  postmaster  at  Hull.  Mass.,  in  place 
of  J.  E.  Worster,  retired. 

John  D.  Anthony  to  be  postmaster  at  Orleans,  Mass.,  in 
place  of  W.  M.  Higgins,  Jr.,  removed. 

Edward  C.  Moroney  to  be  postmaster  at  Shrewsbury,  Mass., 
In  place  of  R.  T.  Mulvaney.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  19,  1940. 

MICHIGAN 

Evert  Van  Den  Berg  to  be  postmaster  at  Central  Lake, 
Mich.,  in  place  of  A.  C.  James.  Incumbent's  conunisslon  ex- 
pired May  18,  1940. 

Olaf  Christensen  to  be  postmaster  at  Grass  Lake,  Mich.,  In 
place  of  G.  W.  Allen.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 20,  1940. 

Arvid  J.  Johnson  to  be  postmaster  at  Mancelona,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  E.  S.  Allen,  deceased. 

William  F.  Murphy  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  Joseph.  Mich., 
In  place  of  W.  F.  Murphy.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  10.  1940. 
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Walter  P.  Kelly  to  be  postmaster  at  Turner,  Mich.,  in  place 
of  J.  D.  Norrts,  removed. 

MIIfNESOTA 

Anna  M.  Manahan  to  be  postmaster  at  Chatfield,  Minn.,  in 
place  of  E.  J.  Sutherland,  retired. 

Robert  B.  Forrest  to  be  postmaster  at  Lake  Wilson,  Minn., 
in  place  of  R.  B.  Porre.it.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  27,  1939. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Robert  E.  Rushing  to  be  postmaster  at  Crosby.  Miss.,  In 
place  of  Q.  H.  Jones,  resigned. 

Robert  Donald  Sharp  to  be  postmaster  at  Grenada,  Miss.. 
In  place  of  J.  B.  Keeton,  resigned. 

Robert  M.  Yarbrough  to  be  postmaster  at  Indianola,  Miss., 
In  place  of  D.  E.  Nabors,  removed. 

Florence  W.  Blaine  to  be  postmaster  at  Vance,  Miss.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1938. 

Leo  A.  White  to  be  postmaster  at  Webb.  Miss.,  in  place  of 
W.  J.  Stephens,  retired. 

MISSOURI 

Cleo  O.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Carthage,  Mo.,  in  place 
of  P.  F.  Ross,  removed. 

'MONTANA 

Frances  B.  Burchard  to  be  postmaster  at  Bigfork,  Mont.,  In 
place  of  N.  K.  Peterson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
July  1. 1940. 

NEBRASKA 

Ralph  P.  Kilzer  to  be  postmaster  at  South  Sioux  City,  Nebr., 
In  place  of  R.  M.  Hefner.    Incumbent's  commission  expired 

Auglist  27.  1939. 

NEVADA 

Edwin  M.  Byrne  to  be  postmaster  at  Winnemucca,  Nev.,  in 
place  of  D.  F.  Defenbaugh,  removed, 

NEW  JERSET 

Lemuel  E.  Miller.  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Cape  May,  N.  J., 
in  plac;  of  L.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  20.  1940. 

NEW  TORK 

Andrew  W.  Keller  to  be  postmaster  at  Bergen,  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  W.  J.  Davy,  retired. 

Cora  G.  Dwyer  to  be  postmaster  at  Geneseo.  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  J.  M.  Dwyer.  resigned. 

William  T.  Conley  to  be  postmaster  at  Marcellus,  N.  Y..  in 
place  of  Robert  McHale.  Incimil)ent's  commission  expired 
June  25,  1940. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Pauline  Dougherty  to  be  postmaster  at  Fordville,  N.  Dak.,  In 
place  of  P.  L.  Swehla.  Incimibent's  commission  expired  June 
25.  1940. 

James  P.  Ford  to  be  postmaster  at  Reeder,  N.  Dak.,  in  place 
of  J.  P.  Pord.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  25,  1940. 

OHIO 

James  B.  Preston  to  be  postmaster  at  Nelsonville,  Ohio,  in 
place  of  L.  J.  Et)erle,  deceased. 

OKLAHOMA 

Mary  H.  West  to  be  postmaster  at  Ada,  Okla..  in  place  of 
M.  H.  West.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  13,  1940. 

Paye  L.  Rigney  to  be  postmaster  at  Depew,  Okla.,  in  place  of 
J.  R.  Homsey.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  2,  1940. 

Grace  A.  Phillips  to  be  .postmaster  at  Maud,  Okla. ^  in  place 
of  G.  A.  Phillips.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  2, 
1940. 

Harold  Cartwright  to  be  postmaster  at  Muskogee.  Okla.,  in 
place  of  D.  M.  Wiley,  resigned. 


PKMNSYLVANZA 

William  A.  Euston  to  be  postmaster  at  Annville,  Pa.,  In  place 
of  W.  M.  Grumbine,  removed. 

Charles  D.  Hoffman  to  be  postmaster  at  Pairoaks,  Pa.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1938. 

Viola  B.  Nellings  to  be  postmaster  at  Gladwyne.  Pa.  Of- 
fice became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 


Eiigene  M.  Burke  to  be  pxjstmaster  at  Kams  City,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  E.  M.  Burke.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 

3,  1940. 

John  E.  Bednar  to  be  postmaster  at  Nanticoke,  Pa.,  In 
place  of  S.  B.  Janowski,  resigned. 

Goldie  M.  Bower  to  be  postmaster  at  New  Oxford,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  C.  A.  Bower,  deceased. 

Philip  C.  Permier  to  be  postmaster  at  Trumbauersville,  Pa., 
In  place  of  C.  H.  Gretzlnger.  Incuml)ent's  commission  expired 
June  18.  19i8. 

Charles  R.  Aiken  to  be  postmaster  at  Wampum.  Pa.,  in  place 
of  M.  G.  Minner,  deceased. 

I  SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Doris  L.  Stewart  to  be  ipostmaster  at  Cresbard,  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  D.  L.  Stewart.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
16.  1940. 

Fred  Shroyer  to  pe  postmaster  at  Gettysburg,  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  Fred  Shroyer.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  1.  1940. 

Orval  Ogle  to  be  postmaster  at  Pine  Ridge.  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  Orval  Ogle.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
16.  1940. 

Victor  M.  Dalthorp  to  be  postmaster  at  Volga.  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  V.  M.  Dalthorp.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  1.  1940. 

TENNESSEE 

Douglas  B.  Hill  to  be  postmaster  at  Colllervllle,  Tenn.,  in 
place  of  D.  B.  Hill.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 
28.  1940. 

Addison  Barry  to  be  postmaster  at  Lebanon.  Tenn.,  In  place 
of  J.  R.  Hobbs.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  12, 
1939. 

Hazel  A.  Seay  to  be  postmaster  at  Whitwell.  Tenn.,  In  place 
of  H.  E.  Hudson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January 
20.  1940. 

TEXAS 

Mary  E.  Horn  to  be  postmaster  at  Streetman,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  H.  D.  Burleson,  resigned. 

Simon  J.  Burttschell  to  be  postmaster  at  Weimar,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  B.  B.  Hefner,  deceased. 

tTTAH 

Gerald  W.  French  to  be  postmaster  at  Greenrlver,  Utah,  in 
place  of  J.  M.  French,  retired. 

VERMONT 

Catherine  F.  Richards  to  be  postmaster  at  Randolph,  Vt., 
in  place  of  O.  M.  Mayo,  removed. 

Gustavus  F.  Rabaioll  to  be  postmaster  at  South  Ryegate, 
Vt.,  in  place  of  C.  M.  Beaton,  deceased. 

WASHINGTON 

Rafael  Pumala  to  be  postmaster  at  Kalama,  Wash.,  in  place 
of  F.  D.  Tatman,  resigned. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Daisy  L.  Lester  to  be  postmaster  at  Elbert,  W.  Va.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1938. 

Don  R.  Nickell  to  be  postmaster  at  Lewisburg,  W.  Va.,  in 
place  of  J.  B.  Hern,  resigned. 

Walker  A.  Pollard  to  be  postmaster  at  Red  Jacket,  W.  Va., 
In  place  of  Lance  Hatfield,  removed. 

Harry  Kelley  to  be  postmaster  at  Rivesville,  W.  Va.,  in 
place  of  R.  A.  Hood.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
2.  1940. 

WISCONSIN 

William  E.  Drossart  to  be  postmaster  at  Casco,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  W.  E.  Drossart.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  20.  1940. 

Leslie  E.  Sawyer  to  be  postmaster  at  College  Camp.  Wis.,  in 
place  of  L.  E.  Sawyer.  Incimibent's  commission  expired  June 
1,  1940. 

Hollis  A.  Parkin  to  be  postmaster  at  Coloma,  Wis.,  in  place 
of  W.  A.  Roblier.  retired. 

Leora  M.  Glnsbach  to  be  postmaster  at  Elmwood,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  J.  A.  Ginsbach,  resigned. 


John  J.  Brogan,  Jr..  to  be  postmaster  at  Green  Bay.  Wis., 
in  place  of  J.  J.  Brogan,  Jr.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired June  19.  1940. 

Andrew  J.  Clark  to  be  postmaster  at  Milltown.  Wis.,  in 
place  of  A.  J.  Clark.  Incumt)ent's  commission  expired  Au- 
gust 14.  1939. 

Arthur  P.  Boles  to  be  postmaster  at  Nekoosa.  Wis.,  in  place 
of  A.  F.  Boles.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  July  30, 
1939.  

CONFIRMA-nONS 

ExectUive  nominatiojis  confirmed  by  the  Senate  August  1, 
I  1940 

Comptroller  General  op  the  United  States 
Lindsay  C.  Warren  to  be  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States. 

United  States  Tarut  Commission 

Fred  H.  Brown  to  be  a  member  of  the  United  States  Tariff 
CcHnmission.  ^ 

I ' 

WITHDRAWAL 

Executive  nomination  withdrawn  from  the  Senate  August  1, 

1940 
j  Postmaster 

MARYLAND 
Claude  B.  Doing  to  be  postmaster  at  Lansdowne.  in  the 
State  of  Maryland. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  1,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker,    j 

The  Reverend  Bernard  Braskamp,  D.  D.,  pastor  of  Gunton- 
Temple  Memorial  Presbyterian  Church,  Washington,  D.  C, 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  God  of  all  goodness  we  thank  Thee  for  the  blessings 
with  which  Thou  dost  crown  our  lives. 

We  pray  that  in  the  thought  and  work  of  this  day  we 
may  have  an  eye  single  to  Thy  glory.  May  we  have  a  larger 
share  in  ministering  to  the  welfare  and  happiness  of  man- 
kind. Pill  us  with  a  sincere  desire  to  bring  about  a  more 
ethical  and  equitable  distribution  of  the  necessities  of  life. 

Wilt  Thou  bless  Thy  servants  in  their  endeavors  to  find 
a  way  out  of  the  dark  valley  of  tribulation  and  depression 
In  which  our  world  is  groping?  May  all  the  nations  of  the 
earth  be  brought  back  to  the  spiritual  moorings  from  which 
they  have  drifted.  We  know  that  Thou  art  standing  with 
outstretched  arms  waiting  to  welcome  their  return. 

God  grant  that  the  heart  of  hmnanity  may  be  attuned 
to  a  willing  obedience  to  the  spirit  of  the  Christ,  in  Whose 
name  we  pray.    Amen.  / 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read 
and  approved. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on 
three  subjects. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman   from  Washington   [Mr.  Smith]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION    TO   ADDRESS   THE   HOUSE 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  been  granted  per- 
mission to  speak  to  this  body  this  afternoon.  Unfortunately 
I  have  not  been  able  to  gather  all  the  information  I  need 
for  an  address  of  that  kind  and  I  therefore  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  be  given  the  same  time  next  Monday 
Instead  of  this  afternoon. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ilhnols   IMr.  Keller]? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Spesiker.  1  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  15  minutes  on  next  Monday  after 
disposition  of  matters  on  the  SF>eaker's  desk  and  at  the  con- 
clusion of  any  special  orders  heretofore  made. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Dakota  IMr.  BxtrdickJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  Hare  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  tmanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
statement  from  the  Commissioner  of  Education  and  the 
Administrator  of  N.  Y.  A. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania   [Mr.  Snyder]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr,  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  m  the  Record  and  to 
include  a  statement  that  Secretary  Stimson  made  yesterday 
before  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  IMr.  ThomasonI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  20  minutes  on  Tuesday  next  after 
disposition  of  any  business  on  the  Speaker's  desk  and  at  the 
conclusion  of  any  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  LMr.  DicksteinI? 
There  was  no  objection. 

extension  or  remarks 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  editorial  written  by  Sedgwick  Kistler,  for  the  Lock  Haven 
Expres.s  of  July  30.  1940.  I  may  say  that  Mr.  Kistler  is 
former  Democratic  chairman  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvaniai, 
and  this  editorial  is  in  reference  to  the  third  term. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  RichI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KUNKEL  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  Harrisburg  Patriot. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  KunkelI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  mclude  a  brief 
editorial 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Springer]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Burdick  asked  and  wsis  given  permission  to  extend 
his  own  remarks  in  the  Record, 

Mr.  SHATER  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  in  opposi- 
tion to  Resolution  576  that  has  been  introduced  in  the  House 
and  to  include  therein  a  letter  from  a  constituent. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Shafxr]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  and  to  include  therein  an  editorial  from  one  of  the 
local  papers. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  IMr.  Jones]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Sj)eaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  Boston  Herald. 
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The  SPEIAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont  IMr.  Plumley]? 
There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  VREELAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  I  may  have  leave  of  absence  from  August  5  to  August 
26.  Inclusive,  to  serve  in  the  United  States  Army  at  the  Army 
maneuvers  to  be  held  at  Plattsburg.  N.  Y. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
genteman  from  New  Jersey  IMr.  Vreeland]? 

There  was  no  objection, 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  brief  but  very  Interesting  letter  from  Major  General 
Rivers,  retired. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  WadsworthI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  IMr.  Eaton  J? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Speaker,  recently  two  patriotic  citizens, 
constituents  of  mine,  tried  to  volunteer  as  soldiers  in  the 
United  States  Army.  One  was  rejected  because  a  portion  of 
one  of  his  toes  was  missing.  The  other  was  rejected  because 
he  was  half  an  inch  too  short.  If  these  rigid  requirements 
are  to  continue  when  and  if  the  proposed  draft  legislation 
Is  enacted  into  law,  there  will  certainly  be  a  notable  increase 
of  caudal  malformations.  l>oth  artificial  and  congenital.  I 
hope  the  good  news  that  a  deformed  toe  is  complete  insur- 
ance against  military  service  will  not  get  out  until  something 
is  done  to  meet  the  situation.     I  Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.) 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  include  in  the  remarks  I  hope  to  make  on  the  bill 
under  consideration  today  a  copy  of  the  text  of  the  Habana 
declaration   on   inter-American   economics. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RoMJUs  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  KEPAUVER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  there- 
in a  short  article  by  Mr.  Jesse  S.  Cottrell. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection, 

after   MOBILIZATION — WHAT? 

Mr.  KUNKEL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania?. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KUNKEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Rec- 
ord, on  page  14818  I  have  an  exten^on  of  remarks  entitled 
"After  Mobilization — What?"  Thi^'  outlines  a  plan  which 
has  been  worked  out  by  Col.  Albert  H.  Stackpole.  of  the 
Pennsylvania  National  Guard,  in  conjunction  with  some 
other  members  of  the  guard.  I  believe  this  plan  should  re- 
ceive the  careful  study  of  all  the  Members  of  the  House  while 
we  are  about  to  consider  the  military  conscription  bill.  I 
merely  wish  to  call  it  to  your  attention  and  urge  you  to  read 
It  carefully. 

(Here  the  gavel  felL] 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 


a  short  newspaper  article,  and  also  a  letter  from  a  resident 
of  my  district. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  letter  from  Colonel  Rutherford  of  the  Planning  Branch  of 
the  United  States  Army. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection.  ,       ' 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  McDowell.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to- the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McDowell.  Mr.  Speaker,  supplementing  the  re- 
marks of  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Eaton],  I  may  say  that  the  Army  refused  me  because  I  am 
too  old.     I  am  37. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  LELAI>nD  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  and  include  therein  two  articles,  one  on  national 
defense  and  the  Republican  Members  of  the  House  of  the 
Seventy-sixth  Congress,  and  the  other,  an  article  from  the 
Inglewood  Daily  News  by  Assemblyman  Jack  B.  Tenney.  of 
California. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  tor  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
letter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  th3 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  reception  to 
Secretary  Hull  this  morning,  and  also  to  include  an  article 
by  Monsignor  Ready. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Cormecticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ELLIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
letter  from  the  President  of  our  State  University. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  having  printed  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  American  Forum  of  the  Air  participated  in  by 
the  gentlemen  from  Illinois.  Mr.  Everett  M.  Dirksen  and 
Mr.  T.  V.  Smith,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan,  Mr.  Fred  L. 
Crawford,  and  the  gentleman  from  Alat)ama.  Mr.  Sam  Hobbs. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3998) 
to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  S.  3998.  with  Mr.  Barden  of  North  Caro- 
lina in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  tlUe  of  the  blU. 

The  first  reading  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment entered  into  yesterday,  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  SteagallI  is  entitled  to  recognition  for  1  hour  and  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Wolcott]  Is  entitled  to  recog- 
nition for  1  hour. 

The  Chair  now  recognizes  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 

[Mr,  STEAGALL ]. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  provides  addi- 
tional lending  power  in  the  amount  of  $500,000,000  for  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  The  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  was  established  as  an  independent  branch  of 
the  Government  for  the  purp>ose  of  protecting  the  farmers  of 
the  Nation  in  the  marketing  of  their  crops.  Later,  the  Cor- 
poration became  a  part  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  of 
the  United  States. 

Under  an  act  passed  in  1938,  the  capital  of  the  Corpora- 
tion was  fixed  at  $100,000,000.  and  under  the  provisions  of 
that  act  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  Is  required  to 
have  an  audit  and  appraisal  annually  to  ascertain  the  sta- 
tus of  the  capital  structure  of  the  Corporation.  In  the  event 
the  capital  structure  of  the  Corporation  should  become  im- 
paired, the  Treasury  is  required  to  restore  the  capital  to 
$100,000,000.  In  case  the  assets  of  the  Corporation  disclose 
a  surplus  above  the  capital  structure  of  $100,000,000.  the 
excess  Is  to  be  paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  An  accounting  was 
had  imder  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  1938,  on  March  31  of 
this  year,  and  it  was  ascertained  that  the  Corporation  was 
due  the  Treasury  an  amount  of  $43,756,731.01.  It  is  esti- 
mated that  there  will  be  needed  for  the  operations  of  the 
Corporation  in  connection  with  the  1940  crop,  an  additional 
amount  of  $500,000,000. 

Of  course,  there  is  no  way  to  ascertain  In  exact  dollars 
and  cents  what  these  requirements  will  be.  but  it  is  certain 
that  with  the  crop  prospects  now  indicated  and  world  con- 
ditions and  world  markets  upset  and  disturbed  as  they  are, 
and  which  will  necessarily  continue  to  be  during  the  coming 
months,  there  will  be  an  unusual  and  urgent  need  for  loans 
by  the  Corporation  if  we  are  to  protect  the  farmers  of  the 
Nation  against  the  sacrifice  of  their  crops  and  the  destruc- 
tion of  their  purchasing  power. 

The  estimate  of  requirements  for  loans  during  1940  are 
as  follows:  On  cotton,  3.300.000  bales.  $150,000,000;  com. 
260.000.000  bushels.  $150,000,000;  wheat.  140.000.000  bushels. 
$90,000,000;  tobacco,  $40,000,000:  and  other  crops,  $60,000,- 
000,  making  a  total  of  $490,000,000. 

I   have    a   letter    from    the   President    addressed   to    the 

Speaker,    The  letter  is  as  follows: 

,  Thi  White  House, 

I  Washington.  July  1,  1940. 

The  8i>CAKXs,  Tot  Hous*  or  REPmsorrATTVcB, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  E>ear  Mr.  Speaker:  I  have  the  honor  to  tranamlt  herewith  for 
the  information  of  the  Congress  a  letter  dated  June  27.  1940.  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  the  provl- 
Klons  of  the  act  approved  March  8,  1938  (62  Stat.  107),  an  act  to 
maintain  unimpaired  the  capital  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration at  1100.000.000,  and  for  other  purpose*,  an  appraisal  of  all 
the  assets  and  liabilities  of  the  said  Corporation  as  of  March  31. 
1940. 

On  the  basis  of  such  appraisal  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
has  been  directed  to  deposit  In  the  Treasury  the  sum  of  H3.786.- 
73101.  During  the  fiscal  year  1938  It  was  necessary  for  the  Con- 
gress to  appropriate  $94,285,404  73  to  maintain  unimpaired  the 
capital  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  and  It  was  necessary 
for  the  Congress  to  appropriate  for  the  fiscal  year  1939  a  further 
amount  of  1119.599.91805  to  maintain  unimpaired  the  capiul  of 
the  Corporation.  There  has  been  appropriated  $213,885.322  78  for 
this  purpose,  and  after  giving  effect  to  the  recovery  of  $43,756,731.01 
dxirlng  the  current  fiscal  year,  the  net  expenditures  for;  the  last  3 
years  amount  to  $170,128,591.77. 

The  policy  adopted  by  the  Congress  and  Incorporated  In  the  act 
approved  March  C,  1938.  providing  for  an  annual  appraisal  of  the 
assets  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  makes  it  possible  to 
Include  currently  In  each  annual  Budget  the  expenditures  neces- 
sary to  support  the  program  which  that  Corporation  Is  engaged 
upon  or  the  receipts  which  the  Government  receives  from  that 
activity. 

Respectfully.  ; 

■  Fbankuk  D.  Roosevelt. 


I  have  a  letter  from  the  president  of  the  American  Farm 
Bureau  Federation  that  I  should  like  also  to  include  in  my 
remarks.    The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Amkeican  Fasm  BrntsAu  Peoeeation, 

Washington.  D.  C.  June  S.  1940. 
Hon.  Hekkt  B.  Steacalx. 

Chairman,  House  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 

House  Office  Butldtng,  Washington.  D.  C. 

Mt  Dcai  Chaisman  Stxacall:  I  want  to  endorse  and  urge  the 
passage  of  H.  R.  9931.  a  bill  to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  by  Increasing  the  borrowing  power 
Of  that  Corporation  from  $900,000,000  to  $1,400,000,000. 

Since  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  was  established  in  1933, 
It  has  been  a  major  factor  In  prelecting  and  aiding  virtually  all 
branches  of  An\erlcan  agriculture.  Its  loans  on  cotton,  com,  wheat, 
rye,  tobacco,  peanuts,  prunes,  raisins,  hops,  pecans,  figs,  dates, 
butter,  naval  stcres.  wool,  and  mohair  have  prevented  chaotic  market 
conditions  for  these  commodities  and  have  been  of  untold  bcnetit 
to  farmers  throughout  the  United  States.  These  loans  are  funda- 
mental to  the  agricultural  production,  marketing,  and  ever-normal 
granary  programs. 

I  know  that  you  have,  observed  the  drastic  price  declines  that 
have  resulted  from  the  recent  war  developments.  No  one  can  fore- 
see what  further  changes  may  occur  t)etween  now  and  harvesttlme. 
Prom  present  Indications,  however.  It  appears  that  agriculture  needs 
the  services  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  more  than  ever 
In  the  past.  Changes  In  the  war  situation  now  occur  with  much 
greater  speed  than  they  did  In  1914,  and  certainly  American  agri- 
culture should  not  be  abandoned  to  such  Ineffective  efforts  as  the 
"buy  a  bale"  movement  which  had  to  be  adopted  for  cotton  when 
the  war  broke  out  In  the  fall  of  1914.  It  would  be  a  historic  injus- 
tice If  agriculture  were  left  without  effective  protection  during  the 
marketing  period  this  fall  and  prices  should  subsequently  rise  as 
they  elld  during  the  first  World  War. 

The  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  therefore  urges  the  imme- 
diate passage  of  H.  R.  9931  to  enable  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration to  function  effectively  during  this  emergency. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the  federation  held 
in  Chicago  on  June  3  and  4  the  effect  of  the  war  upon  American 
agriculture  was  given  very  thorough  consideration  and  a  number 
of  recommendations  to  meet  this  situation  were  adopted.  I  enclose 
a  copy  of  the  recommendations  of  our  board  with  respect  to  the 
surplus  problems  growing  out  of  the  present  emergency. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Edw.  a.  O'Nbai..  President. 

EMiaCENCT     KXSERVES 

Hundreds  of  thousands  of  homeless  and  starving  people  are  now 
cut  off  from  their  normal  supplies  of  food  and  clothing:  Ameri- 
can farmers,  who  have  hitherto  supplied  these  people  are  now 
faced  with  disastrously  low  prices  for  the  farm  commodities  that 
are  dependent  upon  these  markets;  they  are  also  faced.  If  the  ex- 
perience of  the  past  Is  repeated,  with  enlarged  demands  In  the 
post-war  period  and  the  prospect  of  Inflated  prices  leading  to 
disruptive  expansion  of  farm  plant;  and  as  a  nation  we  should 
now  avoid  wastage  or  loss  in  all  essential  food  supplies  and  posi- 
tive steps  should  be  taken  to  store  our  surpluses  against  the  time 
when  they  may  be  urgently  needed  either  for  our  own  use  or  for 
a  hungry  world. 

Immediate  steps  should  therefore  be  taken  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  (1)  make  available  to  the  Red  Crow  or  other  agencies 
funds  for  the  purchase  of  such  food  and  filKr  supplies  as  can  now 
be  used  to  relieve  distress  In  war  areas:  and  (2)  within  the  franae- 
work  of  the  present  agricultural  program  to  take  steps  to  acquire 
in  volume  such  stocks  of  meat  and  dairy  products  and  tree  and 
field  crops  both  in  raw  and  processed  form  as  will  prevent 
demoralization  of  domestic  markets  and  constitute  a  ftill  reserve 
against  any  world  need  which  we  may  be  called  upon  to  meet. 

For  the  carrying  out  of  the  above  policy,  we  now  urge  appro- 
priation of  $100,000,000  to  be  used  by  the  American  Red  Cross  for 
present  distribution  of  food  and  fiber  to  victims  of  war  and  that 
complete  provision  be  made  as  necessary  for  acqtilsltlon  of  raw 
or  processed  farm  crops  for  storage  against  future  needs. 
af>»n  or  THE  WAE  ON  AaBictn.Txnu 

The  present  war.  and  also  large  expenditure*  on  our  own  de- 
fenses, and  peace  settlements  the  nature  of  which  cannot  be 
foreseen,  will  all  have  a  profound  effect  on  our  agriculture.  It 
may  be  that  some  domestic  outlets  will  Improve  temporarily,  but 
we  must  expect  that  both  our  domestic  and  foreign  markea  wlU 
suffer  violent  disturbance.  Perhaps  some  of  our  present  foreign 
markets  will  be  lost  forever.  We  insist  upon  the  following  mea- 
sures to  meet  this  situation: 

1.  The  UBe  at  loan  and  storage  operations  and  marketing  agree- 
menU  to  cushion  the  shock  of  these  disturbances  as  they  affect 
producers  of  distressed  commodities. 

2.  The  continuation,  perfecting,  and  as  may  be  necessary,  the 
great  expansion  of  present  machinery  for  moving  surpluses  Into 
domestic  and  foreign  consumption. 

3  Use  of  aU  reasonable  safeguards  against  speciUatlon  In  agri- 
cultural land  with  its  attendant,  disastrous  effects  on  farm  debt 
and  family  ownership  and  tenure.  

4.  Discourage  bringing  of  new  lands  Into  production  or  Dreak- 
Ing  up  of  range  lands  where  nothing  can  result  save  the  eventual 
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dlstreas   of   the    Individuals   concerned    and    the    wastage    of    the 
Unds  involved. 

5  Preparation  for  the  sudden  withdrawal  of  war  demand  or 
armament  expenditure*  with  measures  which  will  cuahlon  the 
■hock  of  depreaalon  and  restore  the  flow  of  peacetime  purchasing 
power  of  all  kinds. 

I  wish  also  to  Incorporate  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  which  Is^as  follows: 

Depabtmbnt  or  AcmctrLTtTR*. 

Washington,  May  18.  1940. 

Hon.  WnxiAM  B  Banxhead. 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
D«Am  Mk  Speaker:  This  Is  a  recommendation  that  consjderation 
be  given  to  an  urgent  need  for  legislation  to  increase  the  credit  re- 
••jurces  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  of  the  Department  of 

It  Is  necessary  that  the  borrowing  power  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation— under  the  provisions  of^ection  4  of  the  act  approved 
March  8  1938  (52  Stat.  107) .  as  amended  by  the  act  of  March  4.  1939 
(63  Stat  510)  —be  Increased  somewhat  in  order  to  make  It  possible  for 
the  Corporation  to  perform  the  various  essential  functions  authorized 
and  directed  by  the  Congress :  To  carry  out  the  mandatory  loan  pro- 
visions of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938  with  respect  to 
corn  cotton,  and  wheat:  to  continue  to  provide  reasonably  adequate 
and  commensurate  services  with  respect  to  other  crops:  to  meet 
emergencies  arising  as  a  consequence  of  abnormally  large  crops,  such 
as  occurred  In  cotton  In  1937.  or  as  a  consequence  of  war.  such  as 
occiured  In  the  case  of  tobacco  during  the  past  season;  to  make, 
whenever  authorized  and  directed  by  the  Congress,  such  temporary 
advances  to  other  agencies  of  the  Department  of  Agrlcultuie  as  may 
be  required  for  short-time  seasonal  needs;  and  to  make  payments 
Into  the  TrAaury  of  the  United  States  (a  payment  of  $75.000.CXX)  Is 
now  esUmated  for  this  spring) ,  representing  any  surplus  of  the  Cor- 
poration s  net  worth  over  Its  sUted  capital,  as  directed  by  the  Con- 
gress in  section  2  of  the  act. 

In  order  that  the  Corporation  will  have  the  minimum  credit  re- 
sources to  perform  these  essential  and  desirable  requirements,  it  is 
rectimmended  that  the  aggregate  amount  of  obligations  which  the 
Corporation  may  issue  and  have  outstanding  at  any  one  time,  under 
the  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  act,  be  increased  to  not  less  than 
11400.000,000. 

As  required  by  Budget  Circular  344.  this  matter  was  referred  to 
the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  under  date  of  May  13  the  Director 
thereof  advised  this  Department  that  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  the  submission  of  this  proposed  legislation  to  the  Congress. 

Sincerely, 

HA.  Wallace.  Secretary. 

In  addition,  I  have  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  which  is  attached  a  statement  of  the  figures  and 
all  desirable  Information  in  connection  with  the  audit  and 
appraisal  of  the  accoimts  of  the  Corporation  had  on  the  31st 
of  March  1940.  I  am  sure  this  information  will  be  valuable 
to  Members  of  the  House  and  I  ask  that  it  be  incorporated 

in  the  Appendix  to  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  must  have  an  increase  in  its  credit  resources  if  it 
Is  to  be  enabled  to  serve  American  agriculture  this  fall.  I 
want  to  call  attention  to  a  few  pertinent  facts  which  show 
the  value  of  loan  programs  and  the  efflciency  with  which  they 
are  handled  for  the  benefit  of  American  agriculture.  The 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  makes  loans  to  farmers  and 
farm  organizations  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  farm  in- 
comes and  avoiding  the  disastrous  effects  of  undue  and  im- 
necessary  declines  in  market  prices.  By  reason  of  these  loans 
it  is  no  longer  necessary  for  farmers  to  sacrifice  their  crops 
on  temporarily  depressed  markets.  In  place  of  dumping  their 
products  into  the  hands  of  unwilling  buyers  and  bringing 
about  chaotic  conditions  which  have  characterized  our  mar- 
kets for  agricultural  products  in  the  past,  producers  are  now 
able  to  secure  adequate  loans  on  their  products  and  sell  them 
in  an  orderly  manner.  These  loans  are  made  without  re- 
course upon  the  producer-borrower  except  in  case  of  fraud, 
and  therefore  effectively  serve  their  purpose  as  a  major  form 
of  price  protection  to  American  farmers.  Naturally  such  loans 
could  not  be  made  by  private  banking  institutions.  Private 
Institutions  have  been  enabled  to  participate  in  the  larger 
loan  programs  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  how- 
ever, by  means  of  offers  made  by  the  Corporation  to  buy  paper 
obtained  by  private  agencies  in  connection  with  these  loan 
programs.    As  a  result,  the  services  of  the  commercial  bank- 


ing Institutions  in  the  country  have  been  utilized  and  the 
purely  administrative  expenses  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
Ix)ration  have  been  very  small. 

During  the  7  years  that  it  has  been  In  operation,  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  has  made  over  10.000,000  separate 
loans  to  farmers,  totaling  in  excess  of  $1,500,000,000.  These 
loans  have  been  made  on  17  different  commodities,  namely, 
cotton,  com,  wheat,  rye.  barley,  tobacco.,  peanuts,  prunes, 
raisins,  hops,  pecans,  figs,  dates,  butter,  naval  stores,  wool, 
and  mohair.  These  loans  are  made  available  only  when  mar-  • 
ket  conditions  are  unsatisfactory. 

In  the  past  2  years  the  appraisals  made  by  the  Treasury 
have  shown  a  paper  loss  totaling  $213,000,000.  This  year  it  is 
expected  that  the  audit  now  being  made  will  show  a  paper 
profit  of  between  thirty-five  and  one  himdred  million  dollars. 
On  the  liquidations  of  approximately  $650,000,000  worth  of 
loans  to  date,  actual  losses  have  amounted  to  less  than  $25,- 
000.000.  or  about  4  percent.  Certainly  this  is  a  small  cost  for 
the  protection  these  loan  programs  have  given  to  American 
agriculture. 

One  of  the  most  important  aspects  of  any  governmental 
program  is  the  administrative  costs.  The  administrative  ex- 
penses of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  have  amounted 
to  only  two-fifths  of  1  percent  of  the  loans  handled. 

We  have  all  seen  the  development  of  unsatisfactory  condi- 
tions in  the  markets  for  our  various  agricultural  products 
from  time  to  time  over  the  past  7  years,  and  have  seen  those 
conditions  met  promptly  and  effectively  by  these  loan  pro- 
grams. In  the  spring  of  1938.  wool  fell  to  a  level  far  below 
the  world  pdce  plus  tariff.  No  one  knows  how  much  lower 
it  would  have  gone  in  the  absence  of  a  commodity-loan  pro- 
gram. The  loan  program  stopped  the  decline  immediately 
and  later  on  in  the  year  growers  redeemed  their  wool  and 
sold  it  at  a  profit. 

The  withdrawal  of  British  buyers  on  the  outbreak  of  war 
last  fall  necessitated  the  closing  of  the  flue-cured  tobacco 
markets  in  mid-season.  Prompt  action  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  permitted  these  markets  to  reopen  and 
farmers  were  able  to  market  their  crop. 

In  1937  this  country  produced  the  largest  cotton  crop  In 
its  history,  approximately  19.000.000  bales.  If  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation's  loan  program  had  not  been  available, 
cotton  prices  would  probably  have  fallen  to  the  levels  of  1932 
and  several  years'  work  in  building  up  the  purchasing  power 
of  the  South  would  have  been  largely  destroyed.  Although 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  still  owns,  or  has  loans 
on.  approximately  9.000.000  bales  of  cotton,  these  stocks  have 
been  reduced  by  2.000.000  bales  in  the  current  year. 

No  one  can  tell  with  certainty  how  large  this  year's  pro- 
duction will  be.  We  do  know,  however,  that  almost  every 
year  some  crops  are  overproduced  and  others  are  underpro- 
duced. Weather  hazards  must  always  l)e  reckoned  with  in 
agricultural  production. 

In  recent  weeks  the  "blitzkrieg"  in  Europe  has  eliminated  a 
large  part  of  the  farmer's  export  market.  No  one  can  fore- 
tell how  much  of  it  will  remain  by  the  time  the  American 
farmer  brings  his  crops  to  market  this  fall.  The  present 
export  situation  is  far  worse  than  it  was  in  1932.  Unless  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  permitted  to  continue  its 
loan  programs.  American  farmers  will  face  ruin  during  the 
coming  year.  Commodity-loan  programs  will  be  needed  this 
fall  as  they  have  never  been  needed  before.  The  only  serious 
question  in  connection  with  this  bill  is  whether  an  increase 
of  $500,000,000  in  the  credit  resources  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  will  be  sufficient. 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  know  how  difficult  it  is  to  present  this  bill 
in  its  true  light  so  that  there  can  be  anything  approaching  an 
understanding  of  the  issues  involved,  because  unfortunately, 
we  have  a  lion  by  the  tail  and  think  we  cannot  let  go. 

There  is  nothing  of  a  defense  nature  in  this  bill.  There  is 
nothing  In  this  bill  which  involves  South  American  cartels  or 
the  export  or  import  of  crops,  except  as  the  domestic  market 
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Is  further  demoralised  by  the  continuance  of  the  practice 
which  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  has  engaged  in 
since  its  inception. 

This  Corporation  was  set  up  by  Executive  order  under  au- 
thority contained  in  the  National  Industrial  Relations  Act. 
It  first  had  a  capital  of  $3,000,000.  all  paid  in  by  the  Treasury. 
Sometime  later  the  amoimt  of  capital  and  the  amount  of  loans 
became  so  grossly  out  of  balance  that  we  raised  the  capital 
$97,000,000  to  make  a  total  of  $100,000,000.  The  Reconstruc- 
tion Finance  Corporation  subscribed  for  this  additional 
$97,000,000.  and  up  tmtll  the  reorganization  bill  was  pas-sed. 
by  which  this  Corporation  was  transferred  to  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  has  been 
administered  by  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation. 
When  we  had  made  approximately  $284,000,000  of  cotton 
loans  against  the  original  $3,000,000  of  capiUlization  we  in- 
creased the  capital  by  $97,000,000  to  make  a  total  o!  $100.- 
000.000.  All  we  did  was  to  effect  a  paper  transaction  whereby 
we  transferred  from  loan  to  the  purchase  of  capital  the 
$97,000,000.  At  the  present  time  therefore  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  has  a  capital  of  $100,000,000. 

We  have  authorized  loans  on  agricultural  commodities 
against  that  hundred  million  dollars,  in  the  aggregate,  to  the 
amount  of  $900,000,000  This  bill  Increases  the  amourjj  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may  loan  against  that  cap- 
ital to  $1,400,000,000.  or  an  increase  In  the  loan  authorizations 
of  $500,000,000.  , 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  criticism  on  the  Democratic 
side  of  the  House  of  the  manner  in  which  the  old  Farm  Board 
functioned.  I  have  listened  to  speech  after  speech  made  on 
this  floor  and  have  read  numerous  articles  condemning  the 
Farm  Board  as  impractical,  because  it  cost  the  Oovemment 
so  much  money.  There  was  a  limitation  on  the  amount  of 
money  which  the  old  Farm  Board  could  lose  of  $500,000,000. 
They  did  not  lose  anywhere  near  that,  but  the  manner  in 
which  the  assistance  was  to  be  given  by  the  Farm  Board  was 
a  thing  which  was  most  roundly  condemned.  The  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  Is  doing  exactly  the  same  job  in 
connection  with  the  removal  of  surpluses  from  the  market 
that  the  old  Farm  Board  tried  to  do,  and  would  have  been 
successful  in  doing,  if  there  had  not  been  a  change  of  ad- 
ministration, with  this  exception  that,  instead  of  losing  a 
possible  $500,000,000.  we  may  lose  much  more  than  that 
through  the  operations  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion. In  this  bill  we  are  asking  for  an  authorization  to  loan 
another  $500,000,000.  which  will  result  in  an  increase  In  their 
losses.    It  cannot  be  otherwise. 

I  shall  confine  most  of  my  remarks  to  the  question  of  cot- 
ton. We  cannot  attack  the  fimdamental  reason  why  we  are 
not  moving  the  cotton  crop  In  this  bill.  You  have  already 
loaned  hundreds  of  millions  of  doUars  and  already  taken 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  of  losses  on  cotton,  and  you 
are  going  to  continue  to  do  it  until  we  find  the  fundamental 
reason  for  the  failure  of  our  Department  of  Agriculture  to 
find  ways  and  means  of  moving  oiu"  cotton  crop.  At  the 
present  time  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  owns— actu- 
ally owns — 6.500.000  bales  of  cotton.  In  addition  to  this,  they 
have  under  loans  another  2.500.000  bales  of  cotton,  which  in 
^  course  of  time  will  become  the  property  of  the  Govem- 
ient.  because  the  farmer  is  given  the  loan  above  the  market 
lirices  and  loses  all  interest  In  the  cotton  when  he  gets  his 
money.  When  the  loan  matures  he  must  repay  or  it  is  liqui- 
dated by  foreclosure  and  the  Government  takes  title  to  the 
cotton. 

So  at  the  present  time  the  Government  has  in  warehouses 
9.900.000  iMiles  of  cotton.  The  average  yearly  cotton  produc- 
tion in  this  country  Is  approximately  12,000.000  bales.  This 
program  as  outlined  for  us  authorizes  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  to  loan  on  another  3,300,000  bales  of  cotton. 
The  1940  program  provides  that  they  may  loan  on  3,300,000 
bales  of  cotton  because  that  Is  the  estimated  surplus,  so  at 
the  end  of  the  1940  program.  If  this  bill  is  passed,  the  Gov- 
ernment will  own  12,300,000  bales  of  cotton,  or  more  than  1 
jrear's  production  of  cotton.    T»o  years  ago  we  exported  only 


3,000.000  bales  of  cotton.  We  usually  exported  8.000.000  bales 
of  cotton.  We  produce  ordinarily  about  half  the  cotton  which 
Is  consumed  in  the  world.  Roundly  about  24,000,000  bales  of 
cotton  are  consumed  in  the  world.  We  produce  half  of  that 
and  we  used  to  expwrt  more  than  half  of  the  amount  we  pro- 
duce. The  same  year  that  we  exported  these  3.000.000  bales 
of  cotton,  instead  of  our  usual  8.000.000  bales,  the  world  con- 
sumption of  cotton  increased  3.000,000  bales  to  approximately 
27.000,000  bales  of  cotton.  Because  of  the  activity  of  the 
Triple  A  and  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  we  have 
largely  destroyed  our  export  market  for  cotton.  The  only  solu- 
tion of  that  problem  which  is  offered  to  us  is  another  $500.- 
000.000  to  take  the  surplus  cotton  off  the  market  and  put  it 
into  warehouses. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan has  expired. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  shall  take  an  additional 
five  minutes. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.    Mr.  Chairman,  wlU  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  In  a  moment.  Because  of  this  there  has 
grown  up  in  the  South  a  new  industry,  that  of  warehousing 
Government-owned  cotton.  It  was  called  to  our  attention 
when  the  so-called  barter  bill  was  presented,  and  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  [Mr.  Crawford]  made  a  detailed  study 
of  that  matter  and  opposed  that  bill  on  the  floor;  and  I  am 
given  to  understand  from  a  reliable  source  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  [Mr.  Crawford]  is  directly  responsible 
for  reducing  the  warehouse  charges  on  this  cotton  from  25 
cents  a  bale  per  month  to  10  or  12  cents  a  bale  per  month, 
saving  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  taxpayers 
literally  millions  of  dollars.  ( Applause  1 
Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Will  the  gentleman  jrield? 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The  gentleman  referred 
to  the  activities  of  the  A.  A.  A.  in  connection  with  the  loss 
of  our  cotton  market.  I  might  say,  in  addition  to  that,  the 
activities  of  the  New  Deal  and  the  A.  A.  A.  not  only  lost  us 
our  foreign  market  for  cotton,  but  it  also  encouraged  addi- 
tional foreign  production  of  cotton,  so  that  our  foreign 
cotton  market  is  permanently  lost. 

In  1933  and  prior  to  1933  our  average  exports  of  cotton 
were  8.000.000  bales,  but  after  the  New  Deal  went  into  opera- 
tion under  the  farm  program  of  curtailed  production,  our 
exports  dropped  gradually  tmtil  they  amounted  to  three 
and  one-half  mUlion  bales  last  year.  I  want  to  ask  the 
gentleman  a  question  referring  to  this  six  and  one-half 
million  bales  of  cotton  that  the  Government  now  holds. 
How  much  did  the  Oovemment  pay  for  that  cotton? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Most  of  this  cotton  was  pegged  at  12 
cents  a  poimd.  Interest  charges  and  warehouse  charges 
against  this  cotton  which  is  now  in  the  warehouses,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  loan,  presents  a  situation  where  the  Goverrunent 
would  have  to  sell  this  cotton  at  16>/2  cents,  or  something 
like  7  cents  above  the  market  price  to  even  get  its  money 

out  of  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich- 
igan has  expired. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  s^eld  myself  1  addi- 
tional minute. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield. 

Mr  COLE  of  New  York.  Can  the  gentleman  advise  us 
What  proportion  of  the  $900,000,000  of  the  capital  of  the 
corporation  has  been  used  to  buy  cotton? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  can  tell  you  the  amovmt  outsUndlng 
at  the  present  time,  I  believe.  The  doUar  value  of  this 
6  650,000  bales  of  cotton  is  approximately  $380,000,000.  That 
is.  it  is  carried  on  the  books  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration at  that  figure. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.    And  the  next  largest  crop  is 

what? 

Mr  WOLCOTT.  We  have  90,000.000  bushels  of  com  at  a 
value  of  $55,000,000;   176,000,000  pounds  of  tobacco  valued 
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at  $36,500,000.     The  estimated  loss  on  this  cotton  at  the 
present  time  is  $148,625,000. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  But  the  fact  is  that  nearly  half 
of  the  authorized  capital  of  this  Corporation  has  been  used 
to  buy  up  the  surplus  cotton  crop? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    That  is  right,  and  the  authorization  In 
this  bill  will  be  necessary  in  order  to  carry  this  cotton,  be- 
cause  these    interest   and   storage    charges    are    pyramiding 
every  Tear  against  it.    As  I  say.  we  have  a  lion  by  the  tail, 
and  it  seems  we  cannot  let  go  at  this  particular  time. 
Mr.  RICH.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  RICH.    The  gentleman  spoke  a  moment  ago  about 
curtailed  production.    Can  the  gentleman  tell  us  how  much 
we   curtailed   our   production   when   we   plowed   under    the 

cotton 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  think  the  gentleman  must  have  mis- 
understood me.  I  did  not  say  anything  about  curtailed 
production. 

Mr.  RICH.  But  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
AuciTST  H.  AnoresenI  spoke  about  it.  How  much  did  we  pay 
the  fanners  for  not  raising  cotton? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  do  not  know.  I  know  that  we  have 
paid  the  farmers  already  $380,000,000  on  their  cotton  crops, 
and  at  present  we  have  taken  a  paper  loss  of  $148,625,000, 
and  we  stand  to  take  a  loss  of  almost  half  of  the  amount 
which  has  been  loaned  on  cotton. 

Mr.  RICH.    And.  notwithstanding  that  loss,  we  have  cur- 
tailed the  production  of  cotton  and  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture is  now  paying  the  farmers  for  not  raising  cotton? 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 
Mr.  RICH.    So  we  are  going  to  take  a  loss  there? 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.     The  gentleman  is  correct. 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  17  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  I  Mr.  Brown  J. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  very 
simple  bill.  The  Ccmmcdity  Credit  Corporation  was  organ- 
ized in  1933  with  a  capital  stock  of  $100,000,000.  If  there  is 
less  than  $100,000,000  ConRress  must,  under  the  law,  appro- 
priate enough  to  make  it  $100,000,000.  If  there  is  more  than 
$100,000,000.  then  the  surplus  is  carried  to  the  Treasury  De- 
partment. This  year  we  will  place  into  the  Treasury  a  surplus 
of  nearly  $50,000,000.  That  is  the  testimony  of  witnesses. 
That  is  the  testimony  of  the  cfBcials  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation.  I  do  n(^  understand  where  my  good  friend, 
Mr.  WoLcoTT,  got  his  figures.  I  think  the  figures  that  you  can 
rely  upon  are  the  figures  from  the  people  who  handle  this 
department.  I  brought  it  out  on  examinatio.  -nyself.  It  is 
in  the  record.  I  asked  them,  "In  your  7  years*  operation  how 
much  money  have  you  loaned?"  The  reply  was  "$1,500,000,- 
000."  "Give  amount  you  have  liquidated."  The  reply  was, 
"We  have  liquidated  $650,000,000."  "What  are  your  losses  on 
all  farm  commodities?"  The  answer  is  in  the  record.  "Less 
than  $25  000,000." 

I  know  of  no  agency  of  this  Government  that  has  helped 
the  distressed  farmers  as  much  as  this  agency.  The  testi- 
mony shows  this.  It  cannot  be  refuted.  This  is  the  testi- 
mony of  the  men  who  operate  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration. 

Mr.  HMMERMAN.    Mr.   Chairman,   will   the   gentleman 
yield? 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.    I  will  ask  the  gentleman  if  the  record 
shows  any  foundation  for  the  statement  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan   I  Mr.  WolcottI.  who  stated  a  moment  ago 
that  the  losses  were  $500,000,000? 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.    Absolutely  none. 
Mr.  STEAGALL.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.    I  do. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  The  testimony  will  be  found  on  page  9 
of  the  hearings,  where  It  is  specifically  stated  by  Mr.  Robbins 
that  less  than  $25,000,000  covered  the  total  losses  on  transac- 
tions that  have  been  closed. 

"   Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.     That  is  the  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion.   The  pending  bill  empowers  this  agency  to  borrow  $500.- 


000,000  additional.  It  cannot  now  borrow  over  $900,000,000. 
We  all  know  it  is  important  on  account  of  our  loss  in  export 
trade  in  cotton  and  other  agricultural  commodities  that  we 
make  some  preparation  to  offset  this  loss.  Under  present 
world  conditions  it  seems  that  our  exports  will  be  further 
curtailed. 

Some  way  must  be  provided  to  peg  the  prices  of  these  com- 
modities, and  therefore  it  is  very  necessary  to  increase  the 
borrowing  power  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  from 
$900,000,000  to  $1,400,000,000.  If  further  loans  are  not  made 
on  our  basic  commodities,  no  harm  will  be  done  by  passing 
this  bill,  and,  in  the  words  of  Hon.  Jesse  Jones,  we  will  be 
ready  with  a  shotgun  In  the  corner. 

It  may  be  soon,  or  when  this  war  is  over,  we  will  have 
to  depend  on  home  markets  and  those  to  the  north  and 
south  of  us.  Therefore  I  repeat  it  is  imperative  that  we 
loan  to  producers  enough  money  so  they  will  be  in  position 
to  hold  their  products  if  the  prices  are  materially  reduced. 
In  a  discussion  on  the  reciprocal  trade  agreements  legis- 
lation I  stated,  and  I  am  more  convinced  now  than  ever, 
that  we  must  have  an  efficient  tool  for  dealing  scientifically 
and  realistically  with  international  commercial  problems  in  a 
war- torn  world  and  rebuilding  when  peace  comes  a  world 
ecoupmy  that  will  permit  men  and  groups  and  nations  to 
exchange  their  products  to  their  mutual  advantage. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation  has  an  authorized  and 
paid-in  capital  of  $100,000,000.  The  Congress  has  also  pro- 
vided the  Corporation  with  a  borrowing  power  of  $900,000,000 
on  the  credit  of  the  United  States  Government.  This  would 
be  increased  to  $1,400,000,000  under  the  provisions  of  H.  R. 
9931. 

The  Congress  has  also  provided  for  readjusting  the  net 
worth  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  the  amount  of 
its  $100,000,000  capital  once  each  year.  This  was  done  by 
requiring  that  the  Corporation's  assets  and  liabilities  be 
appraised  as  of  each  March  31,  on  the  basis  of  the  market 
prices  prevailing  on  that  day.  and  providing  (a)  that  any 
deficiency  of  its  net  worth  vmder  $100,000,000  be  restored 
by  congressional  appropriation,  and  (b)  that  any  excess  in  its 
net  worth  over  $100,000,000  shall  be  paid  into  the  general 
fund  of  the  United  States  Treasury.  The  total  amount 
appropriated  heretofore  for  this  purpose  has  been  $213,- 
000.000.  The  actual  losses  realized  by  the  Corporation  to 
date,  however,  are  less  than  $25,000,000.  This  is  a  small 
loss  in  view  of  the  number  of  distressed  and  helpless  farmers 
the  Corporation  has  undertaken  to  t)enefit  and  has  l)enefited. 
It  Is  estimated  that  the  net  worth  of  the  Corporation  £is  of 
March  31,  1940.  which  is  now  being  determined  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  will  exceed  its  $100,000,000  capital 
and  require  a  payment  of  "surplus"  into  the  United  States 
Treasury  this  spring  of  something  between  $35,000,000  and 
$100,000,000. 

Since  the  hearings  I  have  been  Informed  that  this  agency 
will  pay  at  least  $50,000,000  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 
Mr.  PACE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PACE.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan,  in  his  remarks 
a  few  minutes  ago,  stated  that  there  never  had  been  any 
cotton  loans  paid,  that  the  farmers  never  paid  them.  On 
page  10  of  the  testimony,  the  statement  of  Mr.  Robbins.  the 
head  of  the  Corporation,  is  that  the  cotton  loans  liquidated 
total  $376,000,000.  Does  that  not  show  that  considerable 
cotton  loans  have  been  repaid? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  It  certainly  does. 
The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  was  formed  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  National  Industrial  Recovery  Act.  It 
was  incorporated  in  October  1933  under  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  Delaware.  All  its  capital  stock  is  owned  by  the  United 
States  Government.  The  exclusive  voting  rights  of  the  stock 
were  vested  In  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  last  August  by  an 
Executive  order  of  the  President.  Prior  to  that  time  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  was  an  independent  agency 
Of  the  Federal  Government.  It  was  managed  and  operated, 
however,  in  close  afiBliation  with  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation,  and  its  loans  were  made,  as  reqtiired  by  law. 


upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
The  CJorporation  has  now  become,  imder  the  President's 
reorganization  order  eflective  July  1, 1939,  an  integrated  part 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and.  except  for  certain 
legal  technicalities  attributable  to  the  corixjrate  form  of 
organization,  operates  as  a  regularly  established  bureau  of 
the  Department  under  the  control  and  supervision  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  has  made  loans  on 
cotton,  com.  wheat,  rye,  tobacco,  turpentine,  rosin,  wool, 
mohair,  figs,  dates,  primes,  raisins,  pecans,  and  butter.  All 
loans  made  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  are  se- 
cured by  commodities  pledged  as  collateral  under  either 
warehouse  receipts  or  chattel  mortgages;  and  in  all  instances 
the  rate  of  interest  charged  the  borrowing  producer  is  3 
percent  per  armum. 

The  Congress  made  loans  mandatory,  under  certain  condi- 
tions, on  three  commodities,  namely,  cotton,  com,  and  wheat. 
On  cotton  and  wheat  the  minimum  rate  of  the  loan  is  52 
percent  of  parity  price  and  the  maximum  rate  of  the  loan  is 
75  percent  of  iMulty,  but  within  these  limits  the  rate  of  loan 
is  discretionary.  In  the  case  of  com,  the  rate  of  loan  is  fixed 
by  a  statutory  formula,  but  within  the  same  percentage  of 
parity  limits.  Loans  are  also  prohibited  by  law  on  any  of 
these  three  commodities  with  respect  to  which  a  vote  is  taken 
on  marketing  quotas  and  fails  to  be  approved  by  a  required 
two-thirds  majority,  under  the  iHt>vlsions  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Adjustment  Act  of  1938. 

Loans  to  associations  of  producers  are  made  directly  by 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  Practically  all  of  the  loans 
to  individual  producers,  however — which  represent  the  vast 
majority  of  the  total  loans— are  made  indirectly  through 
private  lending  agencies.  In  nearly  all  Instances  Uie  private 
lending  agency  is  the  producer's  local  bank,  which  extends  a 
loan  on  conditions  specified  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration and  on  loan  forms  provided  by  the  Corporation.  The 
local  bank  receives  a  guaranty  from  the  Corporation  to  pur- 
chase the  note  upon  demand  at  its  face  value  plus  accrued 
Interest  at  the  rate  of  2  percent  for  all  commodities  except 
grain.  In  the  case  of  grain,  the  guaranteed  minimum  rate 
to  be  earned  by  the  local  lending  agency  Is  somewhat  less, 
namely.  l>*j  percent,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  an  especially 
large  amount  of  work  in  connection  with  the  making  of  grain 
loans  is  performed  by  coimty  agricultural  conservation  com- 
mittees rather  than  by  the  local  lending  agencies.  The  dif- 
ference between  the  rate  of  3  percent  charged  all  producers 
on  all  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  loans  and  the  lesser 
rate  of  interest  obtained  by  the  local  lending  agency  repre- 
sents the  margin  to  compensate  Commodity  Credit  Corpo- 
ration for  its  operating  expenses  and  risk  of  loss. 

The  loans  by  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  have  meant 
the  difference  to  producers  of  between  25-cent  and  57-cent 
com,  35-cent  and  60-cent  wheat.  15-cent  and  25-cent  butter, 
5-cent  and  10-cent  cotton,  and  so  forth.  The  commodity- 
loan  programs  administered  by  the  Corporation  are  an  im- 
portant part  of  the  general  farm  program,  and  In  the  financial 
sense  such  loan  programs  constitute  the  ever-normal  granary. 
The  purpose  of  the  loans  is  to  raise  and  stabilize  farm  prices, 
and,  when  properly  coordinated  or  correlated  with  adequate 
programs  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  for  produc- 
tion or  market  adjustment,  these  objectives  can  readily  be 
achieved  without  undue  burden  on  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  Carl  B.  Robbins.  President  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  testified  before  the  House  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee  that  the  loans  made  under  the  Corporation's 
commodity-loan  programs  have  aggregated  more  than 
$1,500,000,000,  of  which  more  than  $650,000,000  have  been 
liquidated,  with  a  total  actual  loss  to  the  Government  of  less 
than  $25,000,000.  While  Mr.  Robbins  declined  to  make  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  an  official  estimate  before  the  com- 
mittee, he  did  advise,  in  response  to  questions  propounded, 
that  a  rough  preliminary  estimate  indicated  the  amount  the 
Corporation  would  be  required  to  pay  into  the  Treasury  this 
year  by  reason  of  its  net  worth  exceeding  $100,000,000.  based 


upon  an  appraisal  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury as  of  March  31.  1940,  in  accordance  with  the  act  of  March 
8.  1938— Public  Law  No.  442,  Seventy-fifth  Congress— would 
be  between  $35,000,000  and  $100,000,000. 

Not  only  has  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  demonstrated 
that  farm  prices  can  be  raised  and  stabilized  by  commodity- 
loan  programs,  but  present  Indications  are  that  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  will  be  called  upon  to  meet  many  demands 
for  financing  agricultural  production  in  connection  with  ad- 
justments made  necessary  by  the  European  war.  One  such 
situation  developed  last  fall  in  the  case  of  fiue-cured  tobacco. 
A  large  percentage  of  the  American  production  of  this  t3T?e 
of  tobacco  is  sold  to  England,  which  normally  carries  about 
a  2-year  stock  on  hand  Ui  the  course  of  the  curing  process. 
Almost  immediately  with  the  outbreak  of  hostihties  in  Europe. 
Great  Britain  found  itself  In  a  position  in  which  It  felt  that 
It  had  to  discontinue  using  its  exchange  for  purchasing  addi- 
tional supplies  of  tobacco  in  order  to  be  able  to  purchase  other 
American  products,  and  the  English  comiianies  withdrew 
from  the  American  tobacco  markets.  Our  farmers  faced  such 
ruinously  low  prices  that  it  was  necessary  to  close  the  flue- 
cured  tobacco  markets.  Fortunately,  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration was  able  to  develop  promptly  a  program  for  financing 
the  acquisition  and  carrying  of  these  tobacco  inventories 
over  the  emergency  period.  This  made  possible  the  reopening 
of  the  markets  and  enabled  farmers  to  sell  their  crop  of 
flue-cured  tobacco  at  prices  substantially  the  same  as  those 
that  had  prevailed  before  the  emergency.  We  may  have  a 
similar  experience  in  cotton  and  other  commodities. 

I  call  this  situation  to  the  attention  of  the  House  because 
I  and  some  of  my  colleagues  on  the  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee  felt  that  the  increase  in  borrowing  power  re- 
quested by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  might  not 
prove  to  be  sufficient  l>ecaiise  of  recent  developments  in  the 
Etiropean  war.  Mr.  Robbins  testified  before  the  committee 
that  the.  increase  in  borrowing  power  of  $500,000,000  was 
predicated  upon  conservative  estimates  of  the  Corporation's 
needs  for  financing  1940  production  submitted  to  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget  prior  to  the  spread  of  war  to  the  Low  Coun- 
tries and  the  Mediterranean.  No  change  was  made  by  the 
committee,  but  there  was  a  full  appreciation  of  the  fact  that 
It  might  be  necessary  for  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
to  request  a  further  increase  In  its  borrowing  power  at  the. 
next  session  of  the  Congress  if  the  war  should  continue  to 
spread  and  further  disrupt  our  export  outlets  for  the  crops 
now  growing. 

I  strongly  urge  the  necessity  of  H.  R.  9931,  as  recommended 
by  the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee. 

It  is  imperative  that  this  bill  pass,  and  I  hope  there  will  not 
be  a  vote  against  it,  due  to  the  grave  situation  the  world  over 
at  this  time.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 
Mr.  Chairman,  "Drinking  will  not  drown  your  sorrow:  It 
will  only  irrigate  it."  So  again  today  we  drink  at  the  foim- 
tain  of  the  Treasury  to  the  tune  of  $500,000,000  further  to 
irrigate  the  drunken  orgy  of  raiding  the  Public  Treasury, 
lliis  bill  should  not  be  discussed  by  itself  alone;  it  Is  one  of 
many  of  the  same  order. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  says  we  have  a  lion  by  the 
tail.  I  thought  the  usual  animal  was  a  bull  that  we  had  by 
the  tail.  It  does  not  matter;  we  have  the  gold  purchase  by 
the  tail;  we  have  the  silver  fiasco  by  the  tail;  and  we  have  a 
host  of  other  schemes  by  the  tail  that  we  must  let  nm  their 
courses  imtil  the  Treasury  and  our  credit  is  finally  exhausted. 
I  congratulate  the  gentleman  from  Georgia.  Is  it  not  won- 
derful that  he  can  convince  himself  and  stand  bravely  here 
with  boldness  and  assurance  and  say:  "Behold!  This  Corpo- 
ration lost  only  $26,000,000."  I  was  once  In  a  business  where 
I  kept  It  bolstered  up  pretty  well  for  10  years,  but  finally  had 
to  take  the  great  loss  that  was  painfully  evident  for  some 
time  before.    Bookkeeping  devices  served  to  give  me  false 

courage. 

I  congratulate  you  on  jrour  Mr.  Robbins.  He  made  a  com- 
petent witness,  and  yet  he  says,  as  wUl  be  found  on  page  9  of 
the  hearings,  the  page  they  quote  so  often,  that  "on  that 
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which  we  have  disposed  of  we  have  lost  only  about  $25,000,000." 
See  the  possibilities  of  misunderstanding  in  it!  "On  that 
which  we  have  disposed  of."  But  what  about  those  vast 
amounts  of  5  or  6  years  in  storage,  when  that  is  disposed  of? 

Mr.  JOHNS.    Will  the  grentleman  jrleld? 

Mr.  GIFFX3RD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  I  notice  on  page  6  of  the  hearings  that  Mr. 
Robbins  stated  that  approximately  $650,000,000  of  the  loans 
that  have  been  made  by  the  Corporation  have  been  repaid 
and  that  in  addition  the  Corporation  has  liquidated  approxi- 
mately $400,000,000  of  loans  by  taking  over  the  pledged  com- 
modities. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  And  they  have  sold  some  of  those  taken 
over  and  it  would  appear  they  have  taken  a  loss  of  not  over 
$25,000,000. 

Mr.  JOHNS.    How  much  have  they  disposed  of? 

Mr.  OIPPORD.  I  do  not  know  but  it  has  been  stated  that 
we  will  have  over  a  million  bales  of  cotton,  probably  1,200.000 
bales  of  cotton  that  we  will  own.  and  we  are  today  irrigating 
It.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  did  not  tell  you  that  we 
must  have  $90,000,000  this  year  for  carrying  charges  alone. 
How  about  that  loss?  The  future  will  tell  a  different  and 
sadder  story. 

This  bookkeeping  business  Is  most  deceiving  until  the 
books  are  clos^.  We  even  carry  the  feed  loans  made  to 
the  farmers  in  1921  at  face  value.  There  has  been  no  loss 
on  the  books  as  yet.  That  is  New  Deal  bookkeeping.  The 
thing  is  so  ridiculous.  But  we  will  irrigate  today  by  $500.- 
000.000  more.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  knows  and 
everybody  else  knows,  there  will  be  a  frightful  loss  by  this 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  in  the  final  result.  They 
have  only  $33,000,000  left  now  to  lend,  and  their  commit- 
ments are  very  heavy  for  this  year  already  on  account  of  loss 
of  the  foreign  markets.  They  must  have  this  $500,000,000 
additional  at  risk.  Besides  that,  if  they  should  dispose  of 
some  of  their  holdings  they  will  have  that  money  to  use. 
This  new  industry,  this  storage  of  cotton,  to  which  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  referred,  has  been  highly  profitable 
to  some  people.  New  England  had  a  little  bite  of  it  lately. 
After  strenuous  efforts  we  have  procured  a  little  of  it,  and 
they  tell  us  we  will  probably  have  that  cotton  for  a  good 
long  time.  I  led  the  applause  for  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  (Mr.  Crawtord]  when  he  was  given  credit  for  the 
"^reduction  from  more  than  20  cents  a  bale  to  as  low  as  8 
cents  a  bale.  We  are  in  New  England  taking  it  for  about  8 
cents  a  bale. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Does  the  quality  of  cotton  improve  with 
«ge?        

Mr.  GIFPORD.  I  presume  everything  Improves  with  age 
with  the  New  Deal  behind  it.  I  listen  to  these  boastful  state- 
ments made  about  the  competency  of  the  New  Deal.  I  wish 
I  had  the  time  to  comment  on  them.  There  Is  one  answer 
that  should  be  sufficient  reply.  We  will  have  a  public  debt 
of  $60,000,000,000,  and  with  one  breath  and  in  one  sentence 
you  can  brush  their  boastful  claims  into  the  river.  Tliat  is 
a  sufficient  and  complete  answer  for  the  meager  results  that 
you  have  obtained.  Another  answer  is  the  present  frame  of 
mind  of  the  people  of  this  Nation.  As  I  said  yesterday, 
they  want  ships,  they  want  guns,  but  they  do  not  want  con- 
scription, niey  want  all  of  these  largesses  and  these  things 
that  have  been  handed  to  them  by  the  New  Deal  at  the  ex- 
pense of  future  generations.  Lest  I  forget,  I  want  to  re- 
mind you  of  the  present  set-up. 

We  have  had  Jesse  Jones  supervising  this  proposition  for 
some  time,  but  we  will  not  have  Jesse  Jones  any  longer.  The 
full  voting  power  now  is  in  the  hands  of  one  man.  the  Santa 
Claus  that  you  selected  as  your  Vice  President.  You  cer- 
tainly picked  him  because  he  is.  your  Santa  Claus.  He 
stands  for  largesses,  and  he  has  the  complete  and  full  au- 
thority now.  Jesse  Jones  will  be  heard  from  no  more,  and 
be  will  be  sadly  missed. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Does  not  the  gentleman  agree  that  it  is 
entirely  fitting  that  one  Santa  Claus  should  have  another 
Santa  Claus  running  with  him? 


Mr.  GIPPORD.  Oh,  it  is  wonderftil..  We  can  recite  pres- 
ent conditions,  but  it  Is  laughable,  it  is  utterly  ridiculous  with 
this  tremendous  amount  of  money  involved,  with  the  $90,000.- 

000  carrying  charges  this  year,  for  anyone  to  boastfully  say 
they  have  lost  only  $25,000,000.  Every  March  31  they  will 
have  their  books  audited  and  the  market  value  will  be  ascer- 
tained. But  they  are  not  going  to  sell  that  cotton.  They 
will  have  to  hold  it  a  long  time.  The  expenses  will  ran  along. 
The  loss  in  the  end  will  be  tremendous.  My  good  friend  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Brown],  of  whom  I  think  so 
much,  down  in  his  heart  cannot  believe,  with  the  conditions 
as  they  are,  that  we  will  only  lose  $25,000,000. 

We  have  appropriated  $213,000,000  for  the  capital  stock. 

1  am  trying  to  find  out  from  the  record  here  how  it  is  that 
of  the  $213,000,000  they  have  accounted  for  only  $100,000,000. 
There  are  $113,000,000  in  there  some  place  that  would  seem 
to  have  been  lost.    On  page  9  Mr.  Robbins  said— I  repeat: 

On  that  which  we  have  already  disposed  we  have  lost  $25,000,000. 

How  misleading  it  may  be.  But  it  is  like  all  Treasury 
bookkeeping.  You  have  heard  me  complain  so  many  times 
about  Treasury  bookkeeping.  It  Is  a  fraud  on  the  people, 
such  a  fraud  that  we  marked  off  one  day  two  and  one-half 
billion  dollars  of  fake  assets  at  one  stroke  that  had  been  car- 
ried as  real  assets  in  the  Treasury.  This  ia  simply  a  con- 
tinuation of  it. 

Mr.  PACE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    Can  I  help  the  gentleman? 

Mr.  PACE.  The  testimony  Is  that  $650,000,000  of  these 
loans  have  been  liquidated. 

Mr.  GIPPORD.    No:  repaid. 

Mr.  PACE.  So  a  $25,000,000  loss  is  not  such  an  enormous 
percentage  of  the  loans  made,  handled,  and  liquidated? 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  No:  not  if  I  pick  the  right  bale  to  be  dis- 
posed of.  For  some  of  this  you  paid  a  higher  price.  You 
have  had  carrying  charges  on  it  for  years.  I  do  not  know 
Where  those  charges  have  been  met.  It  looks  to  me  as  if  in 
this  method  of  bookkeeping  they  have  been  hidden  some- 
where. They  are  not  actually  charged  up  where  they  ought 
to  be.  As  I  say,  this  Treasury  bookkeeping  has  forced  me — 
and  it  ought  to  force  you — to  look  with  suspicion  on  all  of 
this.  You  have  bolstered  these  schemes  in  order  to  keep  them 
from  disclosing  real  conditions:  but  the  fact  is  that,  though 
you  started  with  perhaps  $300,000,000.  now  you  want  $1,400.- 
000,000:  next  year  you  may  want  $2,000,000,000,  and  Heaven 
knows  where  the  end  will  be. 

You  cannot  let  go  of  the  tail.  How  well  that  applies  to  this 
particular  experiment. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  to 
the  fact  that  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Robbins  on  page  9  shows 
that  the  $213,000,000  referred  to  by  the  gentleman  still 
stands  as  a  protection  against  future  losses,  except  as  it  has 
been  reduced  by  the  $25,000,000  losses  that  have  been  sus- 
tained up  to  this  time  on  the  transactions  that  have  been 
closed. 

Mr.  GIFPORD.    I  have  read  and  reread  in  the  last  few 
days  page  9,  but  I  still  am  looking  for  the  fellow  in  the 
woodpile.    I  know  he  is  there. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  GIPPORD.  I  believe  my  time  has  been  exhausted. 
1  should  not  take  more.  However,  I  will  take  2  more  min- 
utes, although  I  ought  not  to  take  those  2  minutes  away, 
from  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Crawford!.  He 
knows  more  about  this  than  anybody  else.  He  has  traveled 
this  country  over  looking  at  these  storage  plants.  He  is  a 
fund  of  information  on  this  subject.  He  deserves  a  tremen- 
dous amount  of  credit  not  only  for  this  study  but  for  many 
other  things  to  which  he  has  given  his  attention.  I  should 
not  take  his  time,  but  I  hope  there  is  Yankee  enough  left  in 
me  yet  that  you  do  not  pull  the  wool  over  my  eyes  in  these 
matters.  It  is  my  Job  to  watch  these  expenditures,  and  I 
have  been  watching  them.  I  have  indeed  studied  them. 
Many  Sundays  have  I  devoted  to  the  Treasury  bookkeeping 
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and  its  reports.  I  have  reason  now  to  no  longer  have  con- 
fidence in  them.  Let  us  not  consider  this  wholly  by  itself, 
but  let  us  consider  all  the  other  foolishments  that  you  have 
embarked  upon  and  that  you  dare  not  stop.  The  gentle- 
man from  California  [Mr.  Voobhis]  whom  I  admire  so 
much,  is  going  to  talk  again  on  Monday.  He  has  been  try- 
ing to  solve  these  problems  for  a  long  time.  He  has  given 
much  of  himself.  Has  he  got  anywhere?  Not  yet.  He  votes 
consistently  for  these  appropriations,  but  must  know  they 
are  fundamentally  unsound. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  GIFPORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 
Mr.  DONDERO.  The  gentleman  has  been  referring  to 
vhat  the  people  will  discover  some  day.  Does  not  the  gen- 
tleman beheve  the  people  will  also  discover  some  day  that 
no  one  yet  has  devised  a  system  of  government  that  is 
superior  to  simple  arithmetic? 

Mr.  GIFPORD.  Yes:  they  will  come  to  such  realization. 
But  in  our  democracy  how  many  crimes  can  be  committed 
of  this  sort?  No  one  in  authority  dares  to  call  a  halt.  We 
Republicans  are  quite  helpless.  You  give  me  a  secretary  at 
$91  a  month  to  do  typewriting,  but  you  will  not  give  me  an 
expert  who  would  be  helpful  to  dig  the  truth  of  these  mat- 
ters, despite  the  position  I  hold  on  the  exp>enditures  com- 
mittee. I  wish  I  could  have  such  competent  help.  Much 
could  be  disclosed.  However,  the  people  will  not  be  misled 
forever  by  these  false  assurances,  knowing  the  public  debt  is 
moimting  into  the  frightening  sum  of  sixty  billions  of  dollars. 
[Applause.  1 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  PulmerI. 

Mr.  FULMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  during  the  past  few  months 
we  have  been  appropriating  millions,  yes.  billions,  for 
national  defense.  I  believe  this  to  be  very  proper  on  account 
of  the  condition  confronting  this  country  because  of  a  de- 
structive war  that  is  now  going  on  in  Europe.  I  want  to  call 
to  your  attention  that  peihaps  never  in  the  history  of  our 
country  have  we  had  more  serious  problems,  especially  farm 
problems,  than  we  are  going  to  have  in  the  coming  years, 
regardless  of  who  wins  the  war  in  Europe. 

If  we  fail  to  appropriate  this  money  so  as  to  have  it  availa- 
ble to  carry  on  a  proper,  common  sense,  and  orderly  distribu- 
tion of  the  farm  products  of  the  country.  It  is  going  to  be 
Impossible  to  build  a  .successful  national  defense.  Unless  it 
Is  possible  to  have  a  well-rounded,  well-balanced,  and  suc- 
cessful agriculture  it  is  going  to  be  impossible  to  have  a  real 
well-rounded  and  successful  national  defense.  A  successful 
agriculture  is  definitely  a  major  part  of  a  successful  defense 
program. 

As  a  rule,  farm  commodities,  especially  cotton,  are  about 
the  best  collateral  you  can  get  for  loans,  especially  according 
to  the  amount  loaned  on  cotton  per  pound.  Now  we  are 
confronted  with  a  considerable  nvunber  of  millions  of  bales 
of  cotton  on  hand  at  this  time.  The  prospect  is  for  about 
a  12.000.000-bale  crop  this  year.  Unless  this  Government  is 
in  a  position  to  make  a  reasonable  loan  on  cotton,  and  I  am 
hoping  that  it  will  be  made  from  the  beginning  of  the  cotton 
season  so  that  the  small  farmer  will  be  in  position  to  take 
advantage  of  it,  there  is  nothing  to  keep  cotton  from  going 
to  3  or  4  cents  a  pound,  which  would  mean  destruction  to  the 
South.  Anything  that  destroys  the  agricultural  South  will 
affect  every  other  section  of  the  country. 

I  call  the  attention  of  my  friends  on  my  left  to  this  fact, 
that  I  am  deeply  interested  in  their  problem — western  agri- 
culture— and  I  wish  to  say  to  you  that  if  you  can  help  the 
South  work  out  Its  serious  problem  at  this  time  and  in  the 
future  it  will  mean  ever^hing  to  every  other  agricultural 
section  of  the  country.  For  the  reason,  if  we  fail  in  cotton 
or  if  we  have  to  reduce  considerably  the  number  of  bales  we 
are  now  producing,  it  simply  means  that  the  South  will  be 
driven  into  dairying,  hog  producing,  and  the  production  of 
every  other  type  of  commodity  that  you  raise  in  every  other 
section  of  the  country.    All  of  our  products  will  then  be  in 


competition  with  jrotirs.  and  the  cause  of  agriculture  will  be 
defeated  all  over  this  country. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  FULMER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  If  this  bill  fails  to  pass,  the  pro- 
ducer of  com  and  wheat  will  not  be  able  to  borrow  any 
money,  will  he? 

Mr.  FULMER.  I  am  sure  of  that,  and  it  is  Just  as  im- 
portant to  the  salvation  of  the  corn  and  wheat  farmer  as  it 
is  to  the  cotton  and  tobacco  farmers.  This  is  a  national 
proposition. 

This  is  not  a  cotton  bill.  I  hope  sometime  In  consider- 
ing agriculture  we  will  take  a  national  viewpoint  in  con- 
nection with  trying  to  solve  the  agricultural  problem,  be- 
cause you  cannot  solve  it  in  one  section  of  the  country, 
perhaps,  without  destroying  the  other  sections,  unless  you  co- 
operate on  a  common-sense  basis  to  be  helpful  to  every  sec- 
tion of  the  country.  It  is  just  as  necessary  at  this  time  to 
appropriate  this  money  and  have  it  available  to  relieve  agri- 
culture as  it  is  to  appropriate  money  to  build  up  yotir  na- 
tional defense  to  save  this  country,  because,  as  stated  be- 
fore, unless  we  can  place  agriculture  on  a  sound  and 
successful  basis  it  is  going  to  l)e  impossible  to  place  our 
national -defense  program  on  a  sound  and  successful  basis. 
I  cail  to  your  attention  the  invasion  of  some  of  the  Scandi- 
navian countries  by  Germany,  and  what  a  splendid  fight  the 
people  of  those  countries  put  up  in  that  instance,  all  because 
from  sm  agricultural  standpoint  they  were  prosperous  and 
happy  and  had  something  to  fight  for.  I  am  hoping  this  bill 
will  pass  overwhelmingly  because  of  what  it  means  to  agri- 
culture in  every  section  of  the  country,  to  business,  and  to  a 
successful  defense  program.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  felL] 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  13  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Crawford]. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to  build  some- 
what of  a  background  on  which  we  may  stand  for  a  few 
minutes,  at  least,  and  look  forward  Just  a  little  bit  as  to  the 
rough  spots  in  the  road  that  we  may  run  into  in  connection 
with  cotton  and  some  of  our  other  crops. 

Secretary  of  Agriculture  Wallace,  speaking  some  time  ago 
before  the  American  Farm  Economic  Association,  made  these 
interesting,  and  I  think  truthful,  remarks: 

Cotton  and  tobacco,  the  principal  crops  of  the  South,  are  both 
export  products.  We  normally  sell  half  or  more  of  these  crops 
abroad.  The  average  annual  value  of  cotton  exports  from  1875  to 
1910  amounted  to  $260,000,000.  Diirlng  these  same  years  the  aver- 
age favorable  balance  of  merchandise  exports  from  this  country 
amounted  to  $260,000,000.  This  was  a  period  when  It  was  gener- 
ally considered  that  the  United  States  was  proBperous,  a  period 
when  the  principal  and  Interest  of  our  foreign  debts  were  being 
paid  off.  In  other  words,  cotton  exports  played  no  small  part  In 
paying  for  the  Industrialization  of  this  country  In  the  nineteenth 
century.  If  90  percent  or  more  of  the  cotton  crop  were  domesti- 
cally consumed  It  might  not  be  difficult  to  attain  parity  Incom* 
from  cotton  production.  But  whether  we  like  It  or  not,  that  Is 
not  the  case.  American  cotton  depends  on  foreign  buyers  for  a 
large  part  of  Its  consumption.  Suppoae.  for  example,  that  our 
cotton  producers  during  the  last  few  years  had  received  a  parity 
price  for  that  portion  of  the  crop  domestically  consumed.  World 
prices  for  the  remainder  of  the  crop,  even  with  normal  production, 
would  leave  the  farmers'  income  from  cotton  mvich  below  parity, 
possibly  25  percent  to  30  percent. 

And  In  this  same  address  the  Secretary  goes  ahead  to  point 
out: 

It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  this  increase  In  foreign  acreage 
and  cotton  production — 

Referring  to  the  increase  in  China,  Russia,  Uganda,  Brazil, 
and  other  areas — 

has  taken  place  whUe  the  world  price  of  cotton  was  on  a  very 
low  level.  About  10  years  ago  foreign  countries  produced  around 
10.000  000  bales  of  cotton  for  the  equivalent  of  approximately 
$£00  000  000  in  American  money.  In  recent  years  foreign  countries 
have  produced  around  16,000.000  bales  of  cotton  for  an  equivalent 
of  around  $600,000,000  In  American  money.  These  foreign  coun- 
tries are  now  growing  60  percent  more  cotton  for  about  30  percent 
less  money  than  they  did  10  years  ago. 
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Cotton  authorities  Inform  us  that  during  the  past  10  years, 
under  some  13  cotton  programs  which  this  Congress  has  acted 
upon,  we  have  paid  out  from  the  United  States  Treasxiry  in 
round  figures  approximately  $1,400,000,000  for  this  one  crop 
alone. 

It  is  Interesting  to  observe  that  while  we  were  doing  this 
and  while  we  were  cutting  the  cotton  acreage  approximately 
46  percent  throughout  the  country,  the  balance  of  the  world 
was  increasing  the  production  of  cotton  from  10,000,000  bales 
up  to  16.000.000  iMiles  per  annum,  as  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture has  pointed  out. 

In  the  May  1940  issue  of  a  trade  report  put  out  by  the 
New  York  Cotton  Exchange,  it  is  pointed  out: 

It  may  be  readUy  calciilated  that  a  consumption  totaling  roughly 
4.000.000  bales,  has  already  been  lost — 

Referring  to  exports  for  the  current  year — 

or  Is  now  In  process  of  being  lost,  not  counting  the  possible  further 
loss  of  1.000.000  bales  if  tlie  war  should  spread  to  southeastern 
Europe. 

I  think  we  can  take  it  for  granted  that  the  war,  since  that 
date,  has  spread  to  the  area  referred  to. 

In  the  same  report  of  the  New  York  Cotton  Exchange  we 
fjid  that  in  1936  the  countries  of  South  America.  Brazil,  Ar- 
gentina, and  Peru,  had  supplies  of  cotton.  478-pound  bales,  of 
2.033.000  bales.  In  1938  that  had  jumped  to  2.293.000  bales, 
in  1939  to  2.480.000  bales,  and  in  1940  to  2.510  000  bales,  in 
these  three  producing  areas  of  the  South  American  countries. 

In  looking  over  the  text  of  the  Habana  Declaration  on 
Inter-American  Economics,  under  Habana  date  line  of  July 
30.  only  this  morning  I  checked  this  with  the  State  Depart- 
ment to  see  if  this  was  the  text  of  the  declaration  agreed  to 
by  the  21  countries  that  sat  around  the  table  at  Habana 
the  other  day.  and  we  find  this  interesting  information,  and 
for  the  information  of  the  House  I  have  already  obtained 
permission  to  insert  this  entire  statement  in  the  Record. 

The  convention  down  there  established  what  is  known  as 
an  Inter-American  Economic  and  Financial  Consultative 
Committee.  That  consultative  committee  has  been  charged 
by  the  21  countries  to — 

(A)  Cooperate  with  each  country  on  this  continent  In  a  study 
of  the  possible  measures  for  the  Increase  of  Internal  consiunptlon 
of  Its  own  export  surpluses  of  those  fimdamental  products  of  the 
economic  life  of  the  same. 

Then,  under  (C)  — 

(C)  Create  Instruments  of  Inter- American  cooperation  for  ware- 
housing, financing,  and  transitory  disposition  of  the  surpluses  of 
said  products,  as  well  as  for  their  orderly  and  systematic  distribu- 
tion and  sale,  taking  Into  account  normal  conditions  of  produc- 
tion and  distribution  of  these  products. 

Mr.  Chairman,  within  the  last  few  years  we  have  built  up 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  where  it  must  now 
have  a  capital  structure  of  not  less  than  $1,500,000,000; 
$1,400,000,000  in  the  way  of  authorized  loans,  and 
$100,000,000  in  the  way  of  contributed  capital.  If  you  will 
refer  to  page  81  and  page  82  of  the  hearings  you  will  find 
where  Mr.  Robbins,  in  answer  to  a  question  which  I  pro- 
pounded to  him  at  the  close  6t  the  hearings  takes  the 
position  that  Congress  should  not  be  astonished  if  the  Com- 
modity Credit  during  the  next  few  months  calls  for  another 
$250,000,000  to  $500,000,000  with  which  to  carry  on  this 
program. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  cotton  loans.  T  understand 
the  cotton  loan  will  probably  he  announced  sometime  shortly 
after  August  8,  when  the  crop  reports  come  out.  In  my 
opinion,  l>ased  on  the  small  amount  of  study  which  I  have 
given  to  this  question,  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
Will  be  called  upon  to  make  loans  on  anywhere  from  five  to 
seven  million  bales  of  cotton  instead  of  3.300.000  bales  of 
cotton,  as  indicated  in  the  hearings,  if  the  loan  is  announced 
around  11  cents  a  poimd.  It  seems  to  me  that  as  we  advance 
toward  this  cooperaUve  movement  between  the  United  States 
of  America  and  Latin  America  and  the  British  Empire  in 
operating  a  blockade  against  the  industrial  "have  not"  coun- 
tries of  Europe,  that  we  are  moving  into  a  capital  structure 
lor  the  Commodity  Credit  CorporaUon  of  not  less   than 


$3,000,000,000  within  the  next  12  to  24  months.  And  to  be 
added  to  that  is  whatever  capital  structure  may  be  created 
for  the  Inter-American  Bank  and  the  Export-Import  Bank 
in  the  handling  of  the  surpluses  of  the  Americas  in  connec- 
tion with  this  economic  declaration  to  which  I  have  already 
referred. 

Mr.  PACE.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     Yes. 

Mr.  PACE.  Why  did  the  gentleman  put  it  that  way,  that 
there  would  be  so  many  bales  if  the  loan  was  made  at  11 
cents?  Has  the  gentleman  had  any  intimation  that  the 
loan  would  be  fixed  at  11  cents? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  have,  but  it  is  unofficial,  because  no 
member  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  can  give  out  this 
Information  positively  in  advance.  You  have  to  add  two  and 
two  together,  read  between  the  lines,  confer  with  the  trade, 
read  the  cotton  rejwrts  and  conunents,  and  draw  your  own 
conclusion.  There  are  a  lot  of  reasons,  arguing  from  one 
viewpoint,  why  an  11-cent  loan  should  be  made,  while  others 
from  another  viewpoint  say  that  it  should  not  be  so  high. 
Of  course,  we  have  not  the  time  to  go  into  all  of  those  things 
today,  but  myi^ediction  is.  if  the  loan  is  set  at  11  cents,  that 
the  cotton  can-ied  into  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
under  this  new  increased-loan  authorization  will  go  far  be- 
yond the  3.300.000  bales  referred  to,  and  I  am  not  saying 
that  to  condemn  any  particular  approach.  I  am  simply  try- 
ing today  to  get  before  the  House  what,  in  my  opinion,  is  the 
fact — that  we  have  merely  started  down  the  road  In  connec- 
tion with  this  program.  Of  course,  on  the  other  hand,  this 
language  is  very  interesting  to  me,  where  the  21  countries 
have  declared  that  they  will — 

Establish  appropriate  organisms  for  the  distribution  of  a  part  of 
the  surplus  of  any  of  said  products  as  a  himianltarlan  measure 
and  social  aid. 

Mr.  Chairman,  definitely  this  whole  proposition  Is  mov- 
ing into  the  field  of  sociology.  There  are  no  ifs,  ands,  or 
buts  about  it,  but  that  is  the  fact,  and  I  hope  that  any  one 
who  disagrees  with  that  observation  will  take  the  time  to  try 
to  refute  it.  The  blue  and  yellow  stamp  money  proceduie 
here  and  as  it  is  being  discussed  in  connection  with  the 
Latin  American  approach  further  supports  this  view.  Hu- 
manitarian measures  and  "social  aid"  goes  far  afield  when 
It  draws  upon  the  Federal  Treasury.  We  have  witnessed 
that  in  connection  with  W.  P.  A.  and  the  P.  W.  A.  and  the 
general  relief  agencies  now  operating.  Just  where  is  all  of 
this  leading  us?  Political  administration  of  this  social  aid 
has  been  tried  out  more  or  less  and  we  have  the  Hatch  Act. 
Later  we  may  have  to  make  the  law  much  more  exacting 
if  billions  of  dollars'  worth  of  foodstuffs  is  also  to  be  dis- 
tributed by  political  appointees.  Is  this  a  means  of  abso- 
lutely controlling  our  people?  We  can  well  afford  to  ques- 
tion this  method  of  procedure,  botti  nationally  and  inter- 
nationally. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  through  some  kind  of  socialistic 
approach  you  are  going  to  take  these  surpluses  and  feed 
them  out  to  the  people,  that,  in  turn,  will  interfere  with 
your  natural  marketing  processes  and  it  will  come  back  and 
hit  you  in  the  face,  except  to  the  extent  that  you,  through 
such  an  approach,  actually  increase  the  amount  of  goods 
consumed. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Would  the  gentleman  advocate  selling 
our  products,  cotton  or  wheat,  at  the  world  price? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  think  the  only  sensible  answer  that 
could  be  given  to  a  question  of  that  kind  is  this:  I  advocate 
the  disposition  of  foodstuffs,  fats,  fibers,  and  industrial  prod- 
ucts after  they  have  been  created.  Having  created  them, 
let  us  get  them  distributed  and  consumed.  Let  us  not  put 
them  into  warehouses  and  say  to  the  worid,  "You  cannot 
have  it."  But  you  may  say.  "Oh.  well,  then  you  are  not  in 
favor  of  cooperating  with  the  British  Empire  in  the  block- 
ade." Of  course,  that  raises  the  question  of  national  de- 
fense, because  here  we  are  agreeing  to  continue  the  blockade; 
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that  is.  these  goods  must  not  move  to  Europe  through  the 
free  channels  of  trade. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.  1 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  5 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     I  yiAl. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  not  true  that  loans,  for  instance, 
on  wheat,  have  created  a  domestic  price  on  wheat  far  at>ove 
the  world  price,  that  would  not  have  been  possible  without 
the  storage  of  this  wheat? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  That  may  be  true,  but  unfortunately 
for  the  institution  of  wheat,  unfortunately  for  the  consumers 
ol  wheat  throughout  the  world,  we  have  set  an  artificial  price 
on  wheat  and  said  to  them  in  substance,  "You  cannot  have  it. 
We  are  going  to  keep  it  in  storage."  We  have  said  the  same 
thing  in  connection  with  cotton  and  corn,  and  we  are  going 
to  continue  to  say  those  things. 

International  exchange  has  completely  dried  up.    Note  the 
absence  of  quotations  on  the  franc,  guilder,  belga,  and  Danish 
and  Norwegian  krones.    There  Is  plenty  of  trouble  these  days 
for  the  foreign  exchange  dealers.    You  go  to  New  York  today 
and  there  is  no  exchange  on  the  market  with  many,  many 
countries  of  western  Europe.     There  is  no  exchange  being 
traded  m.    That  is  gone.    Even  the  old  faithful — sterling — 
has  become  a  casualty.    And  we  have  seen  the  coming  of  free 
marks,  registered  marks,  travelers'  marks,  aslci  marks:  And 
there  are  the  three  categories  of  Italian  marks.    We  can  only 
touch  on  these  things  lightly,  but  for  instance,  around  May  1 
the  insurance  on  cargoes  moving  from  this  coimtry  to  the 
United  Kingdom,  was  around  3**j  percent  of  the  value  of  the 
cargo.    In  July  it  had  jiunped  to  IV^  percent,  and  today  it  is 
about  12  to  15  percent  to  certain  ports.    That  is  another  oper- 
ation which  runs  contrary  to  the  movement  of  goods  in  the 
channels  of  commerce.    The  whole  process  of  international 
trade  has  become  a  nightmare  and  we  contribute  in  a  manner 
that  makes  it  no  more  promising  for  the  future.    As  we  go  into 
this  agreement  with  Latm  America  in  the  name  of  national 
defense,  we  further  interfere  with  the  movement  of  goods.   We 
do  that  as  a  defense  measure,  as  a  trade-area  measure,  as  a 
parity-payment  measure  to  farmers.    At  the  same  time,  the 
tragedy  of  the  whole  situation  is,  we  keep  building  these  stocks 
of  goods  on  the  shelves  and  saying  to  the  world,  "You  cannot 
have  them."    Perhaps  some  day  they  will  come  and  make  us 
oefend  the  warehouses  where  the  goods  are  stored.   Eventually 
we  must  come  down  to  further  reduced  production  of  goods  as 
such,  and  that,  in  turn,  means  a  lower  standard  of  living  for 
the  people  throughout  the  whole  world,  including  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  COOLEY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  What  solution  would  the  gentleman  offer 
Of  the  problem  facing  the  cotton  farmers  of  the  Nation  and 
the  tobacco  farmers  of  the  Nation,  along  with  the  producers 
of  other  major  commodities,  when  they  are  faced  with  a  world 
situation  which  under  the  gentleman's  suggestion  would  force 
them  to  curtail  production  of  their  crops  to  the  extent  of  50 
percent  In  some  instances  as  we  are  doing  today  in  the  tobacco 
section  of  the  United  States?  We  have  cut  our  crops  from 
1,200.000.000  acres  last  year  to  600,000,000  this  year,  and  with- 
out some  assistance  from  the  Goveniment,  such  as  contem- 
plated by  this  bill,  the  tobacco  farmers  would  be  faced  with  a 
disastrous  situation  and  with  bankruptcy.  What  would  the 
gentleman  offer  as  a  solution  of  that  problem? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  We  established  in  years  past  the  ob- 
jective to  l>e  obtained  through  the  making  of  loans  alwve 
the  market  value  and  the  warehousing  of  the  goods.  In 
addition,  through  the  cutting  down  of  acreage  and  the  cutting 
down  of  productivity,  theoretically,  we  have  moved  for  an 
entire  decade  along  that  road,  and  it  has  brought  congestion 
In  the  channels  of  commerce.  It  has  blocked  the  movement 
of  goods  to  such  a  point  now  that  as  long  as  you  follow  that 
objective  you  have  got  to  continue  making  these  loans;  and  It 
is  for  that  reason  that  I  visualize  within  the  next  12  to  18 


months  a  $3,000,000,000  capital  structure  for  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  in  addition  to  the  Inter-American  Bank. 
the  Export-Import  Bank,  (500.000.000  of  which  you  are  going 
to  be  asked  to  give  us  for  that  b&iik.  within  the  next  few 
days. 

Now,  going  directly  to  your  question,  you  say  what  sugges- 
tion do  I  make?  The  only  way  to  unscramble  an  egg  is  to 
proceed  to  unscramble  it.  In  doing  that,  somebody  Is^oing 
to  bleed  blood,  unless  you  want  to  let  the  taxpayers,  operating 
through  the  Treasury,  pay  the  thing  off  in  one  leU  swoop 
and  thereby  distribute  the  loss  throughout  the  United  States. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  some 
day  we  will  have  to  meet  this  face  to  face,  whether  we  like 
it  or  not? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Of  course,  you  will.  There  Is  no  ques- 
tion about  that.  That  is  the  reason  I  have  never  supported 
the  program,  because  in  my  opinion  it  was  unsound  at  the 
beginning.  It  has  been  unsound  all  along,  and  I  think  it  is 
unsound  today. 

Mr.  COOLEY.    Will  the  genUeman  yield  further? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Is  the  gentleman  in  favor  of  the  Govern- 
ment withdrawing  its  hand  from  extending  relief  to  these 
farmers,  who,  according  to  the  gentleman's  own  statement, 
would  be  bled  white  in  the  event  they  were  forced  to  trade 
in  the  world  in  the  troubled  condition  In  which  It  is  today? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  will  answer  that  question  this  way: 
I  am  in  favor  of  having  those  who  administer  the  Govern- 
ment sit  down  and  actually  tackling  the  bull  by  the  horns 
and  get  this  foodstuff,  fats,  and  fit)ers,  actually  into  the  chan- 
nels of  trade  and  out  into  consumption  instead  of  continually 
advancing  loans,  putting  it  on  the  shelf,  and  building  higher 
stocks,  more  surpluses,  and  declaring  to  the  world  that  they 
cannot  have  it. 

If  the  farm  operators  are  to  be  forced  to  depend  upon  such 
mechanics  to  obtain  a  fairly  good  share  of  the  national  in- 
come on  what  grounds  can  loans  of  only  52  percent  parity  be 
justified?  On  what  grounds  can  loans  less  than  100  percent 
parity  be  justified?  If  this  is  to  be  the  remedy,  why  does  not 
the  administration  grant  the  loans  or  set  the  minimum  price 
at  parity  values?  If  the  objective  Is  to  prevent  the  goods 
going  into  export — through  making  above-the-market  loans — 
then  what  is  to  be  done  domestically  and  internally  when  the 
export  markets  have  disappeared  and  the  Treasury  is  no 
longer  able  to  carry  the  loans?  The  administration  certainly 
has  never  answered  these  questions.  Yet,  before  they  are 
answered,  declarations  are  agreed  to  with  other  countries  of 
this  hemisphere  and  to  the  effect  we  will  go  along  with  them 
In  handling  their  imcontrolled  stirpluses.  What  Is  to  be  the 
end  of  all  of  this? 

Mr.  Chairman,  on  the  basis  of  permission  granted.  I  now 
submit  for  inclusion  in  my  remarks  the  text  of  Habana 
Declaration  on  Inter-American  Economics. 

Text  of  Habana  DECLAaATioN  on  Inter-Amekican  Economics 

Habana,  July  30. — Following  is  the  text  of  the  Pan  American  Con- 
ference declaration  on  Inter- American  economics: 

The  Second  Meeting  of  Ministers  of  SUte  of  tlie  American  Re- 
publics, considering: 

That,  in  the  first  consultative  meeting  held  in  Panama.  It  was 
decided  to  declare  that  It  was  convenient  and  necessary  then,  more 
than  ever,  taking  Into  consideration  prevailing  circiun«tance»,  to 
establish  among  these  republics  a  sincere  and  strict  cooperation  to 
protect  their  economic  and  financial  Institutions,  maintain  their 
fiscal  stability,  assure  the  stability  of  their  monetary  systems,  to 
promote  and  develop  their  Indtistrles,  Intensify  their  agrlctUture 
and  develop  their  commerce; 

That.  In  order  to  reach  the  objectives  of  the  preceding  paragraph. 
It  was  agreed  to  create  an  Inter-American  Economic  and  Financial 
Consultative  Committee   In  Washington; 

That  the  present  war  ha«  accentuated  disorganization  of  inter- 
national commerce  and  Iocs  of  cerUln  markeu  for  certain  American 

products;  _^   ., 

That  the  existence  of  surplus  products  whose  exportation  is  es- 
sential for  the  economic  life  of  the  coiuitrles  of  America  Is  an  affair 
of  considerable  economic,  social,  and  flnazKial  importance  which 
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concenw  In  general  the  maas  of  people,  especially  in  those  sectors 
jrhlch  intervene  In  production  and  circulation  ot  wealth  of  each 
country  and.  finally,  for  the  governments  of  all  the  continent; 

Difricui.TTXS  aMxn  ahead 

That  It  la  to  be  forween  that  these  difficulties  will  continue  as 
long  as  the  war  lasts  and  that  some  of  them,  or  other  new  ones, 
will  exist  after  the  cessation  of  hostilities; 

That  It  is  of  great  importance  to  orientate  the  economic  develop- 
ment of  the  American  nations,  diversifying  their  production  and 
Increasing,  at  the  same  time,  their  consumption; 

Resolves: 

1.  TO  make  the  following  declaration: 

(a)  That  the  American  nations  maintain  their  adhesion  to  lib- 
eral principles  of  International  commerce  with  peaceful  alms,  based 
on  equality  of  treatment  and  just  and  equitable  procedures  in 
Interchange. 

(b)  That  it  Is  the  purpose  of  the  American  nations  to  apply 
these  principles  in  their  mutual  relations  as  widely  as  actual  cir- 
cumstances permit. 

(c)  That  the  American  nations  should  prepare  themselves  to 
reestablish  their  commerce  with  all  the  world  In  accord  with  these 
principles  as  soon  as  non-American  countries  are  disposed  to  do 
the  same. 

sHotJiJ>  roBTmr  economt 

<d)  That  meanwhile  the  American  nations  should  do  that  which 
Is  in  their  power  to  fortify  their  economy,  to  augment  their  com- 
merce and  economic  relations  among  each  other,  to  project  and 
apply  adequate  methods  to  solve  difficulties,  disadvantages,  and 
dangers  that  derive  from  the  existing  perturbation  and  dl&locaticn 
In  current  conditions. 

(e)  That  the  American  nations  consider  It  necessary  to  maintain 
their  normal  economic  links  existing  among  themselves  In  order 
to  assure  conser\-atlcn  or  betterment  of  the  position  acquired  among 
their  respective  markets. 

3.  To  amplify  and  Intensify  the  activities  of  the  Inter-American 
Economic  and  Financial  Consultative  Committee  so  that  this  or- 
ganism may  continue  consultations  among  the  American  Republics 
In  relation  to  economic  and  commercial  matters  and  adjustments, 
e^wcially  contemplating  the  immediate  situations  which  it  is  neces- 
sary to  confront  as  a  result  of  constriction  of  Important  farm  mar- 
kets and  exchanges  operated  in  this  respect. 

With  the  object  of  solving  special  problems,  subcommittees  com- 
posed of  representatives  of  the  Interested  countries  may  be  consti- 
tuted In  those  places  thought  to  be  most  suited  to  their  better 
fxmctioning. 

3  Especially  to  charge  said  committee  in  the  shortest  possible 
time  to  proceed  to: 

TO  CARZ  rOB  SURPLUSES 

(a)  Cooperate  with  each  country  on  this  continent  in  a  study 
of  the  possible  measures  for  the  increase  of  Internal  consumption 
of  Its  own  export  surpluses  of  those  fundamental  products  of  the 
economic  life  of  the  same. 

(b»  Propose  to  the  American  nations  Immediate  measures  and 
adju.stments  based  on  mutual  lieneflt  which  tend  to  increase  the 
interchange  among  the  same,  avoiding  that  with  these  the  interests 
of  respective  producers  shall  be  hurt  and  having  as  an  objective 
the  amplification  of  markets  for  such  products  and  the  augmenta- 
tion of  their  consumption. 

ic)  Create  Instrumrnta  of  inter- American  cooperation  for  wnre- 
housing.  financing,  and  transitory  disposition  of  the  surpluses 
of  said  products,  as  well  as  for  their  orderly  and  systematic 
distribution  and  sale,  taking  into  account  normal  conditions  of 
production    and   distribution    of    these   products. 

(d)  Propose  the  celebration  of  agreements  concerning  said  prod- 
ucts with  the  aim  to  assure,  as  much  for  the  producers  as  for 
consumers,  equitable  conditions  of  interchange. 

(e>  Recommend  methods  to  raise  the  level  of  life  of  the  peo- 
ples of  America,  including  measures  for  public  health  and  good 
nutrition. 

roR      HITMANrrAKIAN     AID 

(f)  Establish  appropriate  organisms  for  the  distribution  of  a 
part  of  the  surplus  of  any  of  said  products  as  a  humanitarian 
measure  and  social  aid. 

(g)  Consider,  while  these  plans  and  recourses  are  being  de- 
veloped, the  establishment  of  a  broader  system  of  Inter-Amerlcan 
cooperation  in  matters  relating  to  measures  of  credit  and  other 
•Ids  which  might  be  Immediately  necessary  in  economic,  financial, 
and  monetary  matters  and  In  foreign  exchange. 

4  Support  Resolution  13  of  the  Inter-Amerlcan  Economic  Finan- 
cial Consultative  Committee  and  recommend  for  the  promotion  of 
the  eccnomlc  development  of  the  American  nations  under  the 
terms  of  said  resolution,  that  each  one  of  them,  by  self-initiative, 
establii^h  in  consonance  with  the  program  of  the  Inter-American 
Development  Commission  enterprises  of  government  or  private 
capital  coming  from  two  or  more  republics  in  this  hemisphere. 

These  enterprises  may  direct  themselves  directly  to  the  Inter- 
American  Bank  or  to  other  official  or  private  credit  Institutions. 
recommending  that  the  bank  referred  to  shall  grant  the  most 
favorable  consideration  to  the  possibility  of  lending  them  financial 
a:d. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  H.  Cakl  AndersknJ. 


Mr,  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to 
take  these  5  minutes  to  tell  the  House  my  personal  views  in 
regard  to  the  corn-sealing  program.  It  is  not  my  intention  to 
say  anything  alwut  the  cotton  part  of  this  bill  because  that 
subject  has  been  covered  very  fully  by  other  gentlemen  speak- 
ing here  today. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction  from  the  knowledge  obtained  from 
fanning  for  years  before  coming  to  Congress  tha\  the  average 
farmer  In  the  Seventh  District  of  Minnesota,  one  of  the  best 
farming  regions  to  be  found  anywhere  on  this  earth,  did  not 
make  any  profit  from  1931  to  1939  with  the  exception  possibly 
of  the  last  3  years.  We  were  afiaicted  by  drought  for  2  years, 
following  the  disastrous  year  of  1932.  I  am  also  personally 
convinced  that  had  it  not  been  for  the  corn  loans  that  those 
3  years — 1937,  1938.  and  1939 — would  not  have  shown  a  profit 
to  the  farmers  of  the  great  Midwest.  That  is  why  today  I  am 
urging  you  men  and  women  to  vote  for  this  bill. 

Had  the  fanners  in  my  congressional  district  in  Minnesota 
been  forced  to  sell  the  excess  corn  that  they  had  for  market- 
ing during  those  3  years  they  would  have  received  anywhere 
from  30  cents  per  bushel  up  to  39  cents  per  bushel  at  husking 
time:  that  is,  providing  that  the  price  had  held  to  where  it 
was  and  not  allowing  fbr  the  great  stabilizing  effect  of  the 
corn  loans  on  the  market. 

In  other  words,  the  average  quarter-seotion  farmer  In 
southwestern  Minnesota  who  might  happen  to  have  had 
2,000  bushels  of  com  to  sell,  either  as  com  or  through 
feeding  it  to  livestock,  would,  at  the  very  most,  have  received 
aii  average  of  approximately  35  cents  per  bushel  from  that 
same  2,000  bushels  of  corn  per  year  for  those  3  years.  This 
means  that  he  would  have  to  take  at  least  20  cents  per  bushel 
less,  or  $400  less,  for  the  same  2,000  bushels  of  corn  each 
year  had  he  not  been  able  to  apply  for  the  Commodity  Credit 
loan  of  57  cents  per  bushel. 

But  there  is  still  a  more  grave  angle  to  this  situation  than 
^he  mere  difference  between  the  35-cent  average  market  price 
per  bushel  and  the  57-cent  loan  rate.  Without  doubt,  had 
it  not  been  that  a  floor  of  57  cents  per  bushel,  a  prop  holding 
up  the  market  price,  had  been  placed  as  it  was  under  this 
corn,  my  friends  and  Members  of  this  Congress,  you  would 
most  likely  have  seen  a  reenactment.  if  not  worse,  of  the 
agricultural  slump  of  the  year  1932. 

Had  it  been  left  to  tne  speculators  in  Chicago  to  dictate 
what  price  the  farmer  should  receive  for  that  corn  the  past 
3  years.  I  sincerely  doubt  whether  we  would  have  been  able 
to  obtain  more  than  20  cents  per  bushel.  Yes;  there  is  con- 
siderable doubt  whether  or  not  that  same  quarter-section 
farmer  with  the  2,000  bushels  of  com  that  he  had  for  sale 
would  have  received  the  total  of  $400  for  it  rather  than  the 
approximately  $1,200  that  he  actually  obtained  imder  the 
loan  through  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

We  have  an  emergency  in  agriculture  and  have  had  one 
for  years.  I  know  from  personal  experience,  from  actual 
experience  back  in  the  district  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent  here  in  the  House,  that  ttie  farmers  of  my  con- 
gressional district — and  I  can  safely  say  that  applies  to  all 
agriculture  in  America — cannot  continue  to  farm  under  cost 
of  production  and  also  retain  ownership  of  their  farms.  I 
repeat  that  if  we  are  ever  to  expect  the  tenant  farmer  to  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  own  his  own  farm,  that  can  never  be 
attained  by  refusing  to  pay  the  farmer  what  it  costs  him  to 
produce  the  food  which  the  rest  of  the  Nation  must  have  or 
cease  to  exist. 

Today,  in  these  few  minutes,  I  cannot  go  into  the  reasons 
-for  the  present  pitiful  condition  of  agricultural  prices.  There 
is  no  doubt,  however,  that  the  flooding  of  our  own  American 
markets  by  the  products  produced  in  foreign  coimtries  have 
had  much  to  do  with  costing  the  farmers  of  America  billions 
of  dollars  in  gross  income.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind 
that  the  American  farmers  cannot  compete  with  the  low- 
priced  labor  of  other  countries  for  the  world  market  and  for 
our  own  market  and  still  maintain  a  decent  standard,  the 
American  standard  of  living,  here  in  America. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  in  a  few  years  at  the  most  that  we 
shall  be  able  to  receive  cost  of  production  for  what  we  pro- 
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duce  on  the  farm,  for  that  portion  which  Is  consumed  in  our 
Nation,  just  as  the  automobile  manufacturer  is  given  cost  of 
production  on  his  automobile;  Just  as  the  steel  manufacturer 
is  assured  of  so  much  per  ton  on  the  steel  manufactured; 
and  just  as  the  laboring  man  who  works  in  factories  which 
produce  products  sold  in  interstate  commerce  is  given  and 
guaranteed  a  certain  minimum  wage  for  his  labor.  Surely, 
when  because  of  the  upset  economic  system  in  our  covmtry,  a 
farmer  is  not  able  to  obtain  a  decent  price  for  his  commodi- 
ties, there  is  Just  as  much  justice  in  our  Government  in  loan- 
ing me  as  a  farmer  57  cents  per  bushel,  only  three-quarters 
of  parity,  for  the  com  that  I  produce  and  that  these  quarter- 
section  farmers  produce,  especially  after  they  have  taken  at 
least  one-quarter  of  their  corn  land  out  of  production ;  I  repeat 
that  there  is  just  as  much  justice  in  making  such  a  loan  as 
there  is  for  the  Govenunent,  for  your  and  my  Government, 
in  the  vast  appropriations  made  recently  for  national  de- 
fense, which  we  all  realize  to  be  necessary,  to  guarantee  to 
the  mimition  makers,  to  big  business,  to  airplane  manufac- 
tiu^rs,  from  8-  to  12-percent  profit  before  their  factories  ever 
start  a  lick  of  work  un  the  contract. 

I  cannot  and  will  not  agree  that  any  $500,000,000  has  been 
lost  in  this  program.  We  sold  our  1937  com  just  a  few 
weeks  ago.  The  government  received  for  that  corn  that  we 
delivered  in  Tyler  in  the  neighborhood  of  47  cents  per  bushel. 
They  loaned  us  57  cents  per  bushel  on  it.  as  they  have  loaned 
to  millions  of  farmers  throughout  America.  Possibly  there 
might  be  a  15-percent  loss,  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  corn  part  of 
the  program,  but  I  cannot  see  but  what  it  is  far  better  for 
our  Government  to  take  a  loss  if  necessary  of  a  few  him- 
dred  millions  in  a  successful  effort  to  hold  up  the  price  of 
these  farm  commodities  rather  than  to  let  it  go  to  the  dogs. 
n^ere  It  would  have  gone  without  this  loan  holding  it  up. 
I  repeat  to  you.  the  farmers  back  in  my  district  would  have 
sold  their  com  for  18  or  20  cents  per  bushel  or  perhaps  less 
during  the  last  3  years,  let  alone  what  price  to  which  hogs 
and  beef  cattle  would  have  fallen,  if  there  had  not  been  the 
great  stabilizing  influence  of  the  57-cent  com  loan  holding  up 
the  price  on  this  great  commodity.  That  57  cents  was  under 
there  as  a  floor.  Even  that  57  cents  does  not  represent  parity, 
nor  does  it  give  to  the  farmers  of  America  very  little  if  any 
profit,  but  what  little  profit  there  was  went  to  him  rather 
than  to  the  speculators  In  Chicago,  where  otherwise  the  great 
com  crops  of  the  last  few  years  would  have  l)een  dumped  on 
a  glutted  market. 

So,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  not  be  properly  representing  the 
people  of  the  Seventh  District  of  Miimesota.  both  the  farmers 
and  the  people  in  the  villages,  who  are  dependent  upon  the 
farms  of  my  district  for  their  business,  were  I  to  sit  back 
and  listen  to  this  debate  without  taking  a  small  part  in  it. 
May  I  impress  upon  you  that  what  I  have  to  say  in  this  con- 
nection here  is  the  viewpoint  of  a  man  who  knows  what  it 
means  to  farm  actually  and  not  <m  paper.  I  thank  you. 
(Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  HareI. 

Mr.  HARE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  desire  to  subscribe  at  the  out- 
set to  the  theory  advanced  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Crawford]  when  he  suggests  that  instead  of  providing 
for  the  exportation  of  the  raw  material  to  foreign  countries 
we  should  first  process  the  material  and  then,  if  necessary  to 
sul>sidlze,  subsidize  the  finished  product.  I  subscril)e  to  this 
theory  because  I  think  it  this  way  we  would  be  able  to  give 
increased  employment  In  our  own  country  and  we  would  be 
able  to  store  the  finished  product  Just  as  easily  as  the  raw 
material,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not  be  able 
to  dispose  of  the  finished  product  as  easily  as  the  raw 
materials. 
Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HARE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  Surplus  Com- 
modities Corporation  now  is  subsidizing  the  use  of  cotton  and 
these  other  surplus  commodities  of  the  farm  after  they  have 
beoi  processed?  Is  not  that  a  step  in  that  direction  at  this 
time? 


Mr.  HARE.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that.  The  Commod- 
ity Credit  Corporation  found  last  year  that  it  was  just  as 
expedient  and  wise  to  subsidize  the  finished  product  as  the 
raw  material  because  at  one  time  in  the  year  they  stopped 
exporting  raw  cotton  but  continued  the  exportation  of  the 
finished  product^ 

A  great  deal^has  l>een  said  In  this  debate  about  the  cotton 
program  destroying  our  export  market.  Tlie  gentleman  from 
Michigan  referred  to  the  fact  that  2  years  ago  we  exported 
only  3,000.000  bales.  That  was  true,  but  one  swallow  does 
not  make  a  summer.  You  cannot  judge  a  program  or  a  plan 
or  a  policy  by  the  operations  of  1  year. 

TTils  past  year  we  exported  six  and  a  half  million  bales, 
which  was  about  a  normal  year  of  exports.  If  we  take  a 
period  of  30  years,  we  will  find  that  the  percentage  of  ex-  \ 
ports  over  5-year  periods  have  all  been  practically  the  same 
ratio  with  reference  to  production.  That  is,  when  production 
Increases  the  percentage  of  exports  Increases  correspondingly, 
and  vice  versa.  You  cannot  judge  by  1  year.  You  cannot 
pick  out  one  year  and  compare  it  with  another  year.  You 
have  to  take  periods  of  shears.  For  Instance.  I  find  from  the 
year  1910  to  1914,  a  period  of  5  years,  the  percentage  of  pro- 
duction exported  was  65  percent.  In  the  5-year  period  1915 
to  1919.  inclusive,  the  percentage  of  exports  compared  with 
production  was  50  percent.  Then  in  1921  to  1925  the  per- 
centage of  exports  compared  with  production  was  58  percent. 
During  the  period  1926  to  1930  exports  of  cotton  was  57 
percent  of  production,  and  the  percentage  of  production  ex- 
ported in  the  period  from  1932  to  1936.  inclusive,  was  58 
percent.  In  other  wcrds,  for  the  past  15  years  the  percent- 
age of  exports  of  cotton  has  been  practically  58  percent  of 
production. 
Mr.  FULMER.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HARE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  FULMER.  In  connection  with  that,  if  you  will  look 
at  the  record  you  will  find  that  while  they  have  been  in- 
creasing the  production  of  cotton  In  foreign  countries  they 
have  each  year  been  Increasing  the  consumption  of  addi- 
tional cotton  while  In  this  country  we  have  gone  along  on 
practically  a  level  basis  so  far  as  the  consumption  of  cotton 
is  concerned, 

Mr.  HARE.  The  theory  advocated  here  is  not  so  very 
different  from  the  theory  that  has  been  advocated  for  a 
number  of  years  by  industry.  Industry  has  for  many  years 
clamored  for  a  high  protective  tariff.  That  is.  Industry  has 
been  asking  the  Government  to  permit  Industry  to  tax  con- 
sumers on  everything  they  buy  in  an  amount  equivalent  to 
the  tariff  duty.  In  other  words  they  have  been  asking  the 
Government  to  tax  the  people  in  order  to  keep  foreign  goods 
out  of  this  country.  The  only  difference*!  see  In  the  theory 
referred  to  and  the  bill  before  us  is  to  tax  all  the  people,  the 
manufacturer  and  consumer  alike,  in  order  to  dispose  of 
American-made  goods  in  foreign  countries,  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller]. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sat  through  the  hearings 
on  this  bill,  and  when  the  hearings  closed  there  were  ques- 
tions in  my  mind  that  I  could  not  seem  to  secure  an  adequate 
answer  to  from  the  witnesses  who  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee. I  am  going  to  raise  those  same  questions  here  this 
afternoon,  in  the  hope  that  some  members  of  the  committee, 
or  some  proponents  of  this  legislation  who  imderstand  its 
background  and  its  purpose  better  than  I.  will  try  to  answer. 
I  think  the  truest  words  said  during  the  debate  this  after- 
noon were  the  words  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
when  he  said  that  imtll  we  solve  the  problem  of  the  cotton 
farmer  we  are  going  to  have  trouble  in  every  other  part  of 
the  country.  Certainly  that  is  a  major  problem,  and  we  are 
not  going  to  have  a  prosperous  United  States  if  the  great 
Southern  States  are  permitted  to  suffer  by  lack  of  an  ade- 
quate market  for  their  crops.  I  do  not  know  what  the  answer 
to  the  problem  Is.  Not  having  any  solution.  I  suppose  I  shaU 
vote  to  continue  this  program. 
Mr.  FULMER.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 
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Mr.  MILLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina. 

Mr.  FULMER.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  to  solve 
this  problem  we  wUl  have  to  definitely  make  up  our  mind 
that  we  are  going  to  consume  more  cotton  in  this  country 
or  else  cut  the  acreage  and  production  of  cotton?  May  I 
state  that  in  other  countries  they  are  mixing  other  fibers 
with  their  cotton,  but  m  this  covmtry  the  various  other  fibers 
are  rvmning  away  with  our  market  and  cotton  is  going  down. 
We  may  have  to  do  something  about  consuming  cotton  along 

that  line. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  certainly  hope  some  larger  and  better 
market  can  be  found  for  oiu:  cotton  crop  and  for  some  of 
our  other  surpluses. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MILLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 
Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Let  us  take  this  as  an  illustration.  We 
know  that  an  11-cent  loan  is  being  considered  this  very 
minute.  If  we  make  the  11-cent  loan  on  cotton  at  the  pres- 
ent time  with  our  Euroj)ean  markets  in  the  condition  they 
are,  It  will  encourage  the  substitution  of  other  fibers  for  fab- 
rics' Instead  of  the  use  of  our  domestically  produced  cotton. 
We  have  been  running  along  that  road  for  10  years  and  we 
continue  on  that  road.  I  want  to  make  that  observation  to 
fit  In  with  this  very  thing  the  gentleman  now  states. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  think  it  is  certainly  a  major  part  of  the 
problem.  I  asked  Mr.  Robblns  certain  question  and  I  have 
been  searching  for  an  answer.  I  cannot  understand  why  the 
world  conditions  that  we  face  today  are  greatly  different  from 
the  conditions  that  we  faced  in  1916  and  1917.  I  beUeve  there 
Is  going  to  be  somewhat  of  a  world  famine  during  this  com- 
ing winter.  Certainly  a  great  part  of  the  farm  production  of 
Europe  will  not  be  harvested  this  year.  A  good  many  of  their 
crops  last  year  were  not  harvested.  I  cannot  see  why  we 
will  not  have  a  repetition  of  World  War  conditions  when 
there  was  definitely  a  shortage  of  practically  all  farm  com- 
modities. I  think  that  a  need  for  those  commodities  will 
exist  on  the  other  side  of  the  ocean  and.  as  I  see  it.  our  prob- 
lem is  to  work  out  some  way  to  get  the  surpluses  that  we  have 
over  here,  largely  cotton,  wheat,  and  com,  to  the  part  of  the 
world  where  they  can  use  them. 

Reference  has  been  made  today  to  the  situation  of  the 
tobacco  farmers.  We  raise  a  good  deal  of  tobacco  in  Con- 
necticut, although  most  of  it.  practically  all  of  it.  is  cigar- 
wrapper  tobacco  and  is  not  involved  in  the  present  difficulty 
with  British  exports.  I  believe  ths^t  the  only  reason  that 
Great  Britain  is  not  buying  our  tobacco,  and  the  reason  why 
it  has  canceled  contracts  it  had  to  buy  oiu:  tobacco  and  to  buy 
our  apples  and  other  farm  commodities,  is  simply  that  they 
are  now  putting  every  bit  of  dollar  credit  they  have  into  war 
munitions. 
I  do  not  believe  in  driving  a  hard  bargain  with  anybody 

because  we  sure  in  the  driver's  seat,  but  I  do  think  we  have  the 
interest  of  our  own  farmers  and  our  own  i)eople  to  consider, 
and  I  can  see  no  reason  why  we  should  not  insist  that,  if  we 
are  going  to  sell  to  the  countries  of  Europe  the  war  materials 
they  badly  need  and  that  they  apparently  have  plenty  of 
money  to  pay  for.  a  certain  sum  of  money  t>e  spent  on  bU3ring 
these  farm  surpluses  that  are  today  being  bought  from  other 
countries  where  they  can  get  normal  credit. 

Mr.  CASEY  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  CASEY  of  Massachusetts.  I  believe  the  gentleman  is 
making  a  very  interesting  statement.     I  should  like  to  point 

out  that  at  the  present  time  our  inability  to  sell  our  surplus 
goods  overseas  is.  I  believe,  due  to  the  fact  that  our  ships  are 
unable  to  go  into  the  belligerent  zones  and  the  ships  of  Great 
Britain,  for  example,  are  busily  engaged  in  carnring  men  and 
ammunition  up  to  the  hilt.  I  do  believe  the  time  will  come, 
howe%'er.  when  hostilities  cease,  when  we  shall  be  able  to  get 
rid  of  our  surpluses  and  there  will  be  a  fine  market  overseas. 
Mr.  MILLER.  I  believe  the  gentleman  agrees  that  there 
are  bound  to  be  famine  conditions  in  Europe  this  coming 
year? 


Mr.  CASEY  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  agree  with  that. 
Mr.  MILLER.  It  is  a  coincidence  that  this  bill  carries  an 
authorization  of  an  appropriation  of  $500,000,000.  and  we 
know  that  within  the  next  few  days  we  wUl  have  another 
bill  before  us  also  involving  $500,000,000.  I  am  wondering 
if  these  two  bills  will  not  be  in  conflict  and  if  the  restilt  we 
are  trying  to  reach  from  passing  this  bill  will  not  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  other  bill  when  it  comes  along.  As  I  under- 
stand, we  are  going  to  be  asked  to  appropriate  $500,000,000. 
as  the  newspapers  have  expressed  it,  to  buy  the  surpluses  of 
South  America,  to  keep  those  surpluses  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  European  dictators.  We  all  know  that  many  of  the  sur- 
pluses, in  fact,  most  of  the  surpluses,  of  South  America  are 
also  our  surpluses.  I  believe  we  should  consider  both  of  these 
things  at  the  same  time. 

While  it  is  not  particularly  connected  with  this  bill,  I  think 
all  these  matters  that  are  under  consideration  by  the  Con- 
gress and  by  the  State  Department  are  involved  In  this  whole 
question  of  farm  surpluses.  Again  depending  only  on  the 
newspapers,  apparently  we  are  entering  into  an  agreement — 
maybe  it  is  not  a  treaty  but  it  certainly  is  an  agreement — 
that  it  seems  to  me  at  least  gives  to  two-thirds  of  the  republics 
of  this  hemisphere  the  right  not  only  to  control  our  actions 
but  actually,  as  I  see  it.  to  involve  us  in  war.  If  the  news- 
papers are  properly  presenting  the  matter,  any  two-thirds  of 
the  South  American  nations  can  practically  force  us  into  a 
position  that  will  put  us  into  a  war,  whether  or  not  we  want 
to  go  into  it. 

I  wish  that  the  hearings  we  have  on  these  matters  would 
be  permitted  to  nm  longer,  and  then  we  could  get  more  of 
the  background  and  more  of  the  details  of  these  bills.  Year 
after  year — and  this  is  not  partisan  criticism — we  have  been 
following  the  same  road,  as  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
pointed  out.  appropriating  money.  We  know  that  something 
has  to  be  done  for  the  farmer.  We  know  that  he  cannot 
carry  his  own  surpluses.  Still,  after  4  or  5  years  on  one 
plan,  it  seems  that  if  it  does  not  work— and  it  has  not 
worked — there  are  brains  enough  in  this  Congress  and  in  this 
country  to  work  out  a  plan  that  will  work  and  that  will  restore 
some  fair  market  to  our  farmers.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  (Mr.  Gilchrist]. 

Mr.  GILCHRIST.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  know  so  very 
much  about  cotton  but  I  do  know  something  about  com. 
Last  year  I  raised  corn,  as  we  always  do  in  Iowa,  and  I  sold 
some  of  it  for  37 '2  cents  a  bushel.  True,  it  was  a  very  small 
amount.  I  warehoused,  sealed,  and  stored  on  the  farm  all  I 
could  at  57  cents  a  bushel  under  the  provisions  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Act.  but  I  did  not  have  storage  room  for  all  of 
the  crop,  and  so  I  sold  part  of  it  at  37  V2  cents.  This  is  less 
than  half  the  cost  of  production,  and  also  less  than  about 
half  the  parity  price. 

Let  me  say  to  the  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  this  aisle  that 
the  farmers  cannot  live  in  Iowa  and  sell  com  at  37 1 2  cents  a 
bushel.  The  amount  I  sold  was  only  300  bushels.  The  rest 
of  it  was  warehoused  and  stored  at  57  cents.  I  was  home  in 
Iowa  last  week  and  I  foimd  that  com  out  there  now  is  selling 
for  about  52  or  54  cents,  just  such  com  as  I  sold  at  37 '2  cents, 
and  just  such  com  as  was  taken  over  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation.  The  difference  between  37  and  57  cents, 
or  20  cents,  used  to  go  to  the  speculator.  The  farmer  would 
haul  his  corn  downtown  when  he  husked  it  and  take  37  cents 
or  less  i)er  bushel.  As  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  (Mr. 
H.  Carl  Andersen  ]  said,  if  it  had  not  been  for  this  warehous- 
ing proposition,  we  would  probably  have  had  to  take  20  centa 
per  bushel  last  fall.  Why  allow  the  sp)eculator  to  get  this 
enormous  profit?  Why  permit  the  poor  fanner  to  lose  the 
price  of  his  labor? 

Today  the  Government  loses  practically  nothing  on  corn, 
and  it  has  lost  nothing  up  to  this  year.  So  far  the  price  has 
raised  up  to  the  storing  or  warehousing  price  at  which  the 
farmers  are  getting  loans  from  the  C.  C.  C;  but  out  on  the 
farms  the  price  for  the  moment  may  be  a  trifle  less  than 
ioan  price  in  some  communities.  Are  you  going  to  vote  for 
the  farmer  or  for  the  speculator?    There  was  a  speech  put 
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Into  the  Record  not  long  ago  by  our  good  friend  the  genUe- 
man from  New  York  I  Mr.  Taber],  the  watchdog  of  the  Treas- 
ury, attempting  to  show  that  com  prices  had  already  reached 
parity.  How  ridiculous  that  is  when  you  know  what  corn  is 
selling  for  in  Iowa.  I  have  my  account  book  over  in  my  office 
now.  If  I  had  known  this  discussion  was  coming  on,  I  would 
have  brought  it  here  and  would  have  read  the  entry  about  the 
sale  of  that  com. 

Gentlemen  tell  me  on  this  side  and  on  the  other  side,  that 
we  must  not  allow  subsidies  to  the  farmer,  and  that  we  must 
refer  back  to  basic  principles.  Now  this  would  be  all  right  if 
nobody  else  was  getting  subsidies  and  artificial  law-made 
benefits,  but  when  everybody  else  is  getting  subsidies,  why 
not  the  farmers?  I  want  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  farmers 
will  live  If  there  axt  no  subsidies  to  anybody.  They  will  get 
along  somehow,  if  nobody  gets  help  from  the  Government. 
They  would  not  starve  to  death  even  if  they  did  not  get  benefit 
payments  provided  that  there  was  no  tariff  and  farmers  were 
allowed  to  buy  in  the  great  world  markets,  if  there  was  no 
wage  and  hour  bill,  which  Increases  the  price  of  everything 
farmers  buy,  if  there  were  no  subsidies  for  mail,  for  air  car- 
riage, or  for  water  transportation,  no  fair-trade  bill  which 
raises  prices,  no  gold  subsidy  which  raises  the  price  of  gold  to 
$35  per  ounce,  if  there  was  no  silver  purchase  price  policy 
which  raises  the  price  of  silver  four  times  its  market  value, 
if  railroads  got  no  subsidies,  if  bankers  got  no  special  benefits. 
I  can  name  a  score  of  such  benefits  to  a  score  of  industries  and 
groups.  The  farmer  is  bound  to  eat  and  live  whether  you  boys 
and  girls  in  the  cities  live  or  not;  but  he  may  be  compelled  to 
live  without  the  things  that  he  should  have  unless  he  be  given 
fair  treatment.  Remove  all  subsidies  or  else  give  the  farmer 
his  right  to  receive  fair  living  prices  by  this  loan  proposition. 
The  loan  proposal  was  first  introduced  into  this  country  in 
Iowa.  I  had  a  part  in  writing  it  and  in  making  it  the  law 
of  that  State.  The  idea  was  then  brought  here  to  Washington 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  In  our  Republican  platform 
adopted  at  Philadelphia  we  said  we  favored  a  profit  price  for 
agriculture.  Are  you  Republicans  on  this  side  going  to  repudi- 
ate that  statement  and  admit  that  It  is  a  mere  platitude  and 
that  you  will  regard  the  promise  as  a  false  and  fraudulent  one. 

Commodity  loans  have  been  endorsed  by  and  in  the  Re- 
publican platform,  and  this  is  a  year  in  which  the  Repub- 
lican Party  must  carry  the  great  agricultural  States  of  the 
Middle  West.  It  must  carry  Iowa  and  Illinois  and  other 
States  like  them.  And  you  cannot  do  this  if  you  are  false  to 
our  promises.  This  very  day  there  was  laid  upon  your  desk  the 
midmonthly  local  marketing  price  report  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service.  People  generally  agree  that  the  shears 
from  1909  to  1914  were  average  years  and  that  these  years 
were  prosperous  years  for  everybody,  including  the  farmer. 
And  these  years  have  been  taken  as  the  basis  for  parity  prices. 
Let  me  call  to  your  attention  also  that  these  years  were  Re- 
publican years.  A  RepubUcan  sat  in  the  White  House  and 
the  Congress  was  for  the  most  part  Republican.  Most  agri- 
cultural experts  agree  that  these  years  should  be  taken  as 
representaUve  years  because  prosperity  came  to  everybody  as 

a  whole. 

Using  100  percent  as  an  Index  number  for  these  years  we 
find  from  this  report  that  grain  was  selling  in  July  1940  for 
only  78  percent  of  what  it  sold  for  in  those  prosperous  or 
Index  years.  And  we  also  find  that  the  prices  paid  by  farmers 
in  1940  was  127  percent  of  what  it  was  in  the  former  basic 
years.  Here  is  a  difference  in  the  comparison  of  49  percent 
against  the  interests  of  the  grain  farmer.  We  also  find  from 
this  report  that  the  ratio  of  prices  received  by  the  farmer 
to  the  prices  paid  by  him  in  July  1940  was  only  78  percent  of 
What  it  should  be  and  what  it  was  formerly  in  those  basic 
years.  Does  any  gentleman  on  this  floor  believe  that  farmers 
can  exist  under  such  a  disparity  of  price?  Does  any  gentle- 
man believe  that  he  ought  of  right  to  live  imder  such  dis- 
parity of  price?  Why  should  a  fanner  not  have  parity?  Do 
you  think  that  he  ought  not  to  be  on  a  par  with  other  people? 
If  you  do,  vote  against  this  bill,  but  do  not  thereafter  pat  the 
farmer  on  tbe  back  and  tell  him  how  much  you  love  him,  for 


he  will  know  that  you  are  a  fraud  and  that  the  truth  Is  not 
In  you. 

The  present  program  may  not  \)e  regarded  as  a  permanent 
one,  but  until  and  unless  something  else  is  offered  which  will 
keep  par  and  which  will  redeem  pledges  and  which  will  be 
morally  fair  and  which  will  do  equity  we  must  go  ahead  with 
it.  When  Members  talking  against  the  bill  this  afternoon 
were  challenged  to  propose  something  else  and  something 
better  for  farmers,  these  Members  very  gracefully  diverted 
the  argmnent  and  slid  out  from  under  answering  it. 

If  plans  can  be  devised  which  will  adeqiiately  safegiiard  farm 
interests  in  a  permanent  way.  I  will  be  glad  to  support  them, 
but  there  is  nothing  before  us  of  this  character  this  after- 
noon. The  present  program  depends  upon  annual  appro- 
priations and  I  can  visualize  the  time  when  these  appropria- 
tions will  not  be  made,  but  we  can  then  substitute  other 
means  to  do  Justice  to  farm  people. 

We  have  been  voting  billions  and  billions  of  dollars  for 
defense.  We  are  going  to  have  an  army  with  a  huge  com- 
plement of  men  sufficient  to  protect  our  homes.  We  are 
going  to  implement  them  with  modem  arms  and  munitions. 
We  will  build  a  great  navy  to  protect  both  our  shores.  We 
will  have  war  planes  in  the  air.  We  will  put  an  argosy  upon 
the  waves. 

We  will  have  submarines  under  the  waters,  and  our  flag  will 
wave  triumphantly  over  the  surface  of  the  land.  But  let 
me  tell  you  that  there  is  no  defense  and  that  there  can  be 
no  defense  vmless  agriculture  Is  encouraged  to  produce  foods 
and  fibers  and  oils  that  will  support  armies  and  navies. 
Everybody  knows  that  armies  travel  upon  their  bellies. 
Everybody  knows  that  starvation  is  the  means  by  which  dic- 
tators and  tyrants  bring  governments  and  peoples  to  their 
knees  in  suppliance.  All  the  great  marshajs  knew  this.  Na- 
poleon knew  it,  and  war  strategy  of  the  present  day  is  based 
upon  it.  The  quartermaster  is  the  man  who  brings  victory 
to  armies.  And  while  we  are  appropriating  these  moneys 
for  armed  defense,  I  pray  that  you  remember  that  the  pro- 
duction of  food  is  more  Important  than  ansrthing  else,  and 
that  farmers  will  not  and  should  not  be  expected  to  go  on 
producing  at  a  time  when  they  are  brought  into  despair  by 
bankrupt  prices  for  their  commodities. 

I  spoke  a  moment  ago  about  subsidies  and  artificial  benefits 
that  were  going  into  other  than  farm  channels.  Manu- 
facturers get  them;  tndustriaUsts  get  them;  banks  get 
them;  carriers  get  them.  Farmers  pay  for  them,  and  they 
ought  to  be  exempted  from  these  payments  or  else  they  should 
be  given  a  share  of  them.  It  is  all  right  to  speak  of  great 
principles.  It  is  all  right  to  say  the  Government  should  not 
support  the  people  but  that  the  people  should  support  the 
Government.  But  certain  entrenched  classes  have  so  long 
been  receiving  artificial  help  that  they  do  not  realize  the 
tmth  of  the  situation.  Are  you  going  to  say  that  a  farmer 
should  not  be  on  a  par  with  others;  that  he  should  be  a 
mere  underling:  that  he  should  be  servile:  that  he  should 
not  have  a  profit  price  or  a  living  price  for  his  commodities? 
Do  you  believe  that  when  the  time  comes  to  quit  a  spending 
program,  as  my  friend  from  Michigan  said,  someone  would 
bleed  blood?  All  right;  will  it  be  the  farmer?  Are  you  going 
to  say,  "You  farmers  must  be  the  fellows  that  bleed  this 
blood"?    lApplause.l 

I  have  secured  permission  to  put  into  the  Record  an  edi- 
torial which  I  approve,  and  which  was  written  by  Mr.  Way- 
mack,  editor  of  the  Des  Moines  Register,  one  of  the  great 
newspapers  of  my  State,  and  is  as  follows: 

MOKAL  PAKFTT  IK  TTBI  OF  "nUNCIPLES" 

UsteiJlng  to  some  Berlous  arguments  among  educated  people  the 
Other  day,  we  were  struck  by  the  w«y  they  u»ed  great  principles 
to  provide  foundations  for  argument*. 

Because  we  think  the  way  they  did  it  Is  about  the  way  most 
people  do  it,  well  descrlljc  the  procedure. 

It  was  a  good  deal  like  the  way  old-time  printers  used  to  reach 
up  into  a  certain  little  box  to  draw  out  the  letter  "A,"  uie  It.  and 
then  put  It  back  for  use  at  some  future  time. 

The  old-time  printer  drew  out  the  letter  "A"  when  the  letter 
"A"  was  the  one  he  wanted  at  that  particular  moment. 
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Wben  It  WM  the  letter  "B"  he  could  use  to  advantage,  that  waa 

Well  at  this  discussion  that  we  are  speaking  of,  the  agriculture 
problem  was  the  subject.  And  one  of  the  very  sincere  and  ardent 
arauers  reached  up  Into  the  t>oxe8  of  great  principles  that  he 
keeps  mentally  handy,  and  pulled  out  the  one  about  the  "dlsastrous- 
ocw-  of  people  getting  Into  the  habit  of  "leaning"  on  government. 

Now  this  is  an  all-right  principle.  That  Is  to  say.  there's  some- 
thlnK  to  It.     Something   real  and  big   and   Important. 

It  U  true  that  If  all  the  people  come  to  look  to  government 
for  everything,  and  to  quit  relying  at  all  on  themselves,  the  coun- 
try ftets  In  a  bad  way.  ...  j 

But  the  trouble  about  plucking  out  this  great  principle  and 
BDDlvlnK  It  with  gusto  to  the  farm  problem  Is  that  those  who 
are  so  fond  of  doing  this  put  the  principle  promptly  away  again, 
and  exhibit  another  more  suitable  for  their  purpose,  the  moment 
they  start  arguing  about  any  other  problem  except  the  farm 

Sometimes,  if  the  discussion  swings  rapidly  from  one  subject 
to  another,  the  finger  work  of  the  pluckers-out  of  great  principles 
be<romes  something  marvelous  to  behold. 

It  is  as  magnificent  an  exhibition  of  speed  and  dexterity  as  when 
Paderewskl  does  a  swift  piece  with  miraculously  nimble  hands  over 

the  keyboard  of  a  piano.  „     .      ,  ». 

Only  it  doesn't  make  harmony.  Intellectual  harmony. 

Invariably,  when  an  arguer  proposes  the  great  principle  of  never 
leaning  on  government  as  a  final  and  complete  damnation  of 
every  approach  to  agriculture's  problem  that  stands  any  chance  of 
KettinK  anywhere,  this  arguer  obviously  assumes,  at  least  for  the 
moment,  that  never  untU  agriculture  began  to  assert  Its  rights  was 
any  leaning  done.  ^  ,       ,,  .  _ 

He  invariably  ignores  the  fact  that  It  U  governmental  policies, 
demanded  and  got  by  earlier  leaners,  that  have  created  the  farm 

'^'ne 'doesn't  really  argue  against  aU  leaning.  He  argues  In  favor 
of  all  leaning  that  has  been  done  up  to  a  certain  point  and  against 
aU  leaning  from  that  point  en.  ^   .   ^,  .^     ,. „^ 

He   preaches   unqualified    reliance   on   rugged    Individualism   and    , 
unimpeded  economic  law  for  the  farmers,  but  for  none  other. 

And  the  moment  anyone  tries  to  make  him  apply  his  great 
principle  of  nonleanlng  to  everybody,  not  Just  to  the  farmers,  he 
stuffs  it  bark  in  Its  little  box  so  fast  it  makes  your  head  swim.  ^ 

Perhaps  the  great  need  of  this  country  is  not,  as  Tom  Marshall 
said,  back  in  the  quiet  McKlnley  days,  "a  good  5-cent  cigar,"  but 
a  United  States  committee  on  the  coordination  of  the  argumenta- 
tive use  of  great  principles. 

Until  that  conunlttee  geu  Its  Job  done,  which  we  surmise  will  be 
when  the  miUennium  comes,  we  are  Just  going  to  scoff  at  the  one- 
sided and  obtuse  ge.ntlemen  who  can't  stomach  leaning  on  gov- 
ernment, because  it  Is  wrong  In  principle,  when  It  Is  the  farm 
cause  that  Is  up.  though  they  cant  find  that  principle  with  a  micro- 
scope on  any  other  occasion. 

Some  time  ago  we  raised  the  question  of  moral  parity  as  well  as 
economle  parity  for  American  agriculture. 

Moral  parity  In  the  use  of  great  principles  Is  one  desperate  need. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  j-ield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  (Mr.  PaceI. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  March.  I  think  it  was,  of 
1938.  the  Congress  passed  an  act  requiring  that  on  March  31 
of  each  year  the  assets  and  liabilities  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  should  be  appraised.  They  were  ap- 
praised last  year.  1939,  and  on  the  value  of  the  commodities 
on  which  the  loans  had  been  made  as  compared  with  the 
amount  of  the  loans,  it  was  found  that  the  capital  structure 
had  been  impaired.  It  was  necessary  for  the  Congress  to 
appropriate  funds  to  correct  that  Impairment.  A  terrific  fight 
was  made  on  the  floor,  particularly  on  the  Republican  side, 
against  the  appropriation  of  funds  to  repair  the  capital  stock. 
I  stated  then  I  thought  it  would  be  very  unfortimate  if  the 
Congress  should  adjourn  without  appropriating  funds  for 
that  impairment  because  then  the  buyers  of  cotton,  corn,  and 
wheat  would  know  that  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
was  helpless,  could  not  make  loans  and  that  the  buyers  would 
take  advantage  of  the  situation.  I  further  stated  that  I 
thought  if  the  appropriation  was  made  and  the  world  knew 
and  the  cotton  buyers  knew  that  the  Government  was  in 
position  to  protect,  the  farmers,  very  little  use  would  be  made 
of  the  cotton  loans. 

It  appears  that  this  was  a  correct  prediction.  We  produced 
last  year  about  12.000,000  bales  of  cotton,  but  of  that  total 
crop  only  19.849  bales  are  under  loan.  That  is  the  amoimt 
at  cotton  of  last  year's  crop  that  is  under  loan  and  the  rea- 
son it  is  so  little  is  the  fact  that  we  did  restore  the  capital 
stock  and  the  buyers  knew  that  the  Government  was  in 
position  to  protect  the  farmer  and  the  market  price  was 
maintained  at  above  the  loan  figure.  That  is  exactly  what 
we  face  at  this  hour. 

There  is  now  only  $33,000,000  available  for  loans.  That  is 
all  the  money  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  has.    If 


you  fall  to  pass  this  bill,  the  com  buyers,  the  wheat  buyers, 
and  the  cotton  buyers  will  know  that  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  is  helpless,  that  there  is  no  money  there  to  make 
the  loans,  although  there  is  a  law  making  the  loans  manda- 
tory, and  the  chances  are  that  you  will  have  3-  or  4-cent 
cotton  again  and  15-  or  20-cent  com  again  and  20-  or  30-cent 
wheat  again.    That  is  exactly  the  situation. 

It  is  estimated  that  $150,000,000  will  be  needed  for  com 
loans.  260.000.000  bushels;  that  $90,000,000  will  be  needed 
for  wheat,  140.000.000  bushels;  that  $150,000,000  will  be 
needed  for  3.300,000  bales  of  cotton;  $40,000,000  for  loans  on 
tobacco,  and  $60,000,000  for  loans  on  other  crops,  making  a 
total  prospective  need  of  $490,000,000. 

This  is  why  those  interested  in  the  corn,  wheat,  cotton, 
and  tobacco  producers  of  this  Nation  are  here  asking  you 
to  increase  the  lending  power  of  the  Corporation,  but  hoping 
that  not  one  dollar  of  it  will  have  to  be  used.     (Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  KeanI. 

Mr.  KEAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  when  the  officials  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  were  asked  by  the  members  of  the 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee  why  they  wished  this  addi- 
tional half  billion  dollars,  they  stated  that  owing  to  the  tre- 
mendous upset  in  the  world  conditions  it  would  probably  be 
necessary   for  the  Corrwration  to  make   so-called  loans   to 
this  extent  during  the  next  fiscal  year.    I  do  not  think  that 
the  average  citizen,  outside  the  districts  where  these  loans  are 
made,  realizes  that  these  so-called  loans  are  not  loans  at  all, 
but  that  they  are  made  in  every  case  without  recourse.    The 
fanner  is  given  the  money,  either  through  a  bank  with  the 
Corporation's  guaranty,  or  through  the  Corporation  itself, 
at  a  set  price  which  may  be  the  market  value  of  the  crop,  or 
In  some  cases  above  the  market  value.     Then,  if  the  price 
goes  up.  the  farmer  Is  allowed  to  sell  the  commodity  covered 
by  the  loan,  while,  if  the  price  goes  down,  the  Government  is 
left  holding  the  bag  and  the  farmer  is  not  even  asked  to 
pay  insurance  or  interest,  as  a  rule.    No  matter  how  many 
other  resources  the  farmer  may  have,  he  has  no  further  re- 
sponsibility, and  owes  nothing  to  the  Corjxjration. 

Mr.  PACE.  Is  not  the  same  thing  true  of  the  city  man  with 
the  H.  O.  L.  C.  loan  and  other  loans  on  which  there  is  no 
security  other  than  the  collateral  itself? 

Mr.  KEAN.  No;  I  do  not  think  that  is  true  of  the  H.  O.  L.  C. 
One  of  the  complaints  of  the  H.  O.  L.  C.  is  tliat  they  are  always 
taking  deficiency  judgments. 

Mr.  PACE.  I  understood  that  they  could  not  take  deficiency 
judgments. 

Mr.  KIEAN.  Oh,  yes;  they  can.  I  am  not  saying  that  this 
policy,  in  the  conditions  which  have  confronted  the  world  in 
the  last  few  years,  is  not  advisable.  I  cannot  qualify  as  an 
expert  on  farm  conditions,  but  I  do  say  that  in  calling  this 
sort  of  deal  a  loan,  the  average  person  is  being  deceived  with 
reference  to  this  whole  policy.  What  the  policy  should  be 
called  is  an  underwriting  and  a  guaranteeing  of  a  minimum 
price  to  farmers  on  certain  commodities,  and  the  public  in 
considering  whether  this  policy  should  be  further  expanded, 
should  understand  this  fact  clearly. 

As  I  said  before,  I  am  not  qualified  to  judge  the  necessity 
for  this  program  or  the  need  for  the  increase  at  the  present 
moment,  but  I  cannot  stand  here  and  favor  increasing  the 
guaranteed  debt  of  the  United  States  by  another  half  billion 
dollars.  In  the  bill  which  we  passed  the  other  day  we  in- 
creased the  regular  debt  limit  by  $3,000,000,000  to  take  care 
of  conditions  arising  out  of  the  emergency  created  by  events 
abroad.  If  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  needs  this 
money,  it  should  be  secured  by  selling  Treasury  bonds.  It  is 
about  time  that  we  stopped  issuing  these  Government- 
guaranteed  obligations  in  an  attempt  to  fool  the  people  as  to 
how  much  money  the  Government  really  owes.  This  bill, 
taken  in  conjunction  with  the  bill  we  passed  a  while  ago  turn- 
ing certain  capital  back  to  the  Treasury  and  thereby  decreas- 
ing the  direct  Treasury  obligations  in  exchange  for  increasing 
the  guaranteed  obligations,  will  raise  the  guaranteed  debt  to 
well  over  $6,000,000,000,  which  will  make  our  total  debt 
$55,000,000,000.    Of  course,  the  exctise  Is  made  that  many  of 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


1940 

the  guaranteed  bonds  are  secured  by  assets  which  may  be 
recoverable,  but  certainly  no  banker  would  consider  a  so- 
caUed  toan  up  to  the  full  market  price  on  a  commodity  which 
fluctuates  violently  in  price,  and  on  which  there  is  no  recourse 
against  the  borrower,  as  a  safe  risk.  How  long  are  we  going 
to  continue  guaranteeing  these  questionable  obligations?  I 
think  it  is  about  time  that  we  stopped  fooling  ourselves  as  to 
the  amount  that  we  owe. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  KEAN.    Yes. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  farm  imports 
today  are  in  a  sense  a  subsidy  to  the  foreign  farmers?  I  refer 
to  the  farm  imports  brought  about  by  the  trade  treaties  and 
compacts,  the  imports  of  cattle  and  wheat.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  loans  that  we  extend  to  foreign  nations  are  a  double 
subsidy  for  the  foreign  farmers  at  the  expense  of  our  own.  and 
in  order  to  adjust  that  that  we  must  subsidize  our  own  pro- 
ducers? 

Mr.  KEAN.  It  may  be  true  that  the  policy  which  the 
administration  wants  to  carry  out  with  reference  to  South 
America,  as  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  IMr.  Crawford! 
said,  is  to  lend  money  to  South  America  to  help  their  crops, 
and  then  we  will  have  to  pay  our  own  farmers  extra  money 
for  the  crops  here.    It  seems  rather  illogical. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  KEAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  think  it  Is  necessary,  in  studying  this 
information  obtained  from  the  State  Department,  to  realize 
that  this  country  has  been  committed  to  the  proposition  of 
making  common  cause  with  the  20  countries  to  the  south  of 
us.  We  are  now  in  the  pot  with  them,  and,  in  my  opinion, 
it  will  tie  up  all  of  the  surplus  products  of  these  20  countries 
to  the  south  of  us.  And  if  our  distinguished  Chairman  will 
permit  me  to  make  this  observation.  I  refer  to  one  of  his 
press  reports  issued  the  other  day.  where  he  had  reference  to 
the  Export-Import  Bank  bill  which  will  be  up  for  considera- 
tion. I  suppose,  within  a  few  days.    He  said  this: 

As  part  of  a  broader  program  of  this  country  with  the  other 
countries  of  the  Western  Hemisphere.  I  have  today  introduced  a 
bUl  which  will  broaden  the  lending  powers  of  the  Export-Import 
Bank  and  enable  it  to  make  loans  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  in 
the  development  of  the  resources,  the  stabilization  of  the  econo- 
mies, and  the  orderly  marketing  of  the  products  of  such  countries. 

That,  in  connection  with  the  economic  declaration  of  the 
21  countries,  in  my  opinion,  sews  us  up  positively  and  defi- 
nitely   to    whatever    billions    are    required    to    handle    the 

proposition. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Ume  of  the  gentleman  from  New 

Jersey  has  expired. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Voorhis]. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  CaUfornia.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  problem 
that  is  attempted  to  be  met  in  this  bill  is  the  problem  of 
so-called  surpluses.  We  know  that  to  a  great  extent  these 
so-called  surpluses  are  not  real  surpluses  at  all.  More  re- 
cently we  have  developed  the  stamp  plan  in  the  Surplus 
Commodities  Corporation,  on  the  very  reasonable  idea  that 
the  thing  to  do  with  food,  if  there  are  hungry  people  in  the 
country,  is  to  enable  those  people  to  consume  it. 

Basically,  as  America  looks  forward  into  her  future,  the 
one  most  vital  thing  that  it  seems  to  me  she  must  realize  is 
this:  that  her  opportunity  of  Uving  at  peace  is  going  to 
depend  in  very  large  measure  on  her  ability  In  developing  a 
distributive  system  which  will  enable  her  people  to  consume 
as  they  produce.  I  say  this  because  it  appears  to  me  inevita- 
ble that  opportunity  for  foreign  trade  is  going  to  be  much 
less  in  future  than  it  has  been  in  the  past.  There  are  some 
commodities  which  we  produce  in  real  surplus-^ome  com- 
modities where  we  are  dependent  upon  foreign  markets  to 
dispose  of  them.  One  of  those  commodities  is  cotton.  It 
therefore  seems  to  me  to  be  perfectly  ridiculous  for  people 
to  criticize  the  present  program  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture which  endeavors,  through  the  soil-conservation  pro- 
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gram,  to  enable  our  farmers  to  get  a  better  balance  in  the 
production  which  takes  place. 

Now,  here  Is  a  program  of  making  loans  to  farmers  to 
enable  them  to  stabilize  the  market  and  protect  agricultural 
prices,  or  to  realize  a  better  price  on  their  production.    I 
think  it  is  little  enough  for  us  to  do  this.    Our  farmers— 25 
percent  of  our  population — have  received  over  a  long  period 
of  time  no  more  than  6  percent  to  11  percent  of  the  Nation's 
income.    But  I  have  asked  for  this  time  in  order  to  say  that 
I  believe  that  fundamentally  what  this  problem  is  is  a  problem 
of  coming  much  nearer  than  we  have  ever  come  before  to 
enabling  the  American  people  to  consume  their  production. 
Doing  that,  believe  me,  has  more  to  do  than  any  other  one 
thing  with  our  hope  of  peace  and  our  true  national  defense. 
Now.  here  is  wealth  already  produced.    Here  are  people  in 
need  of  those  farm  commodities,  and  yet  it  is.  we  think,  neces- 
sary for  us  in  the  first  place  to  Iwrrow  some  of  our  own 
national  credit  to  loan  the  farmers  and  then  to  borrow  some 
more  in  order  to  finance  the  stamp  plan.     It  does  not  seem 
to  me  that  is  reasonable,  particularly  not  when  the  level  of 
prices  for  basic  farm  commodities  is  below  what  it  ought  to 
be,  and  particularly  not  when  you  know  that  the  prices  of 
those  commodities  will  respond  to  the  Influence  of  the  injec- 
tion of  an  additional  quantity  of  the  medium  of  exchange 
into  circulation  quicker  than  any  prices  that  there  are.    It 
seems  to  me  that  we  have  a  duty  to  directly  monetize  these 
commodities  which   are  already   produced  and   waiting   for 
a  market  and  thus  enable  the  people  of  America  to  con.sume 
them  promptly.    I  think  such  a  policy  should  be  continued 
until  such  time  as  agricultural  prices  are  restored  to  parity. 
Mr.  JOHNS.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  yield  to  my  distinguished 
and  able  friend  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  JOHNS,  I  have  been  interested  in  the  discussions 
about  the  floor  of  prices  for  agricultural  products.  It  seems 
to  me  that  if  this  bill  were  carried  to  its  logical  conclusion 
and  you  made  loans  to  every  farmer  on  every  product  in 
this  coimtry  and  fixed  the  loan,  such  as  was  spoken  about 
this  morning,  at.  say.  57  cents,  and  the  Government  absorbed 
the  difference,  we  would  not  have  any  trouble  in  working  out 
our  floor  of  prices.  The  Government  would  pay  that  much 
anyway.  What  does  the  gentleman  think  about  that?  The 
gentleman  is  a  great  economist  and  I  would  like  to  have  the 
gentleman  answer  that. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  have  been  one  Member  who 
has  been  very  deeply  interested  for  a  long  time  in  the  general 
approach  to  the  agricultural  problem,  of  a  guaranteed  mini- 
mum price  for  agricultural  products.    I  have  thought  and 
studied  at  length  on  this  subject  and  always  I  come  back  to 
the  idea  of  saying  in  a  careful  piece  of  legislation  that  below 
a  certain  price  farm  commodities  will  not  be  allowed  to  fall. 
I  recognize  that  such  a  plan  involves  certain  diflficultles.  cer- 
tain difficulties  that  will  have  to  be  met  and  overcome  in  some 
fashion,  but  I  will  say  this  much:  Either  every  monopoly  in 
America  which  levies  tribute  upon  the  rest  of  the  people  in 
the  form  of  artificially  high  prices  must  have  its  power  broken 
or  else  the  farmer  must  be  protected  against  cutthroat  com- 
petiUon  and  control  of  his  prices  by  agencies  like  the  Chicago 
Board  of  Trade.    In  the  interest  of  national  defense  on  yes- 
terday we  provided  for  a  minimum  profit  of  12  percent  on 
airplane  contracts.    I  do  not  know  of  anything  more  funda- 
mental than  food  products,  from  the  standpoint  of  national 
defense  and  it  appears  to  me  that  if  you  are  going  to  take 
steps  like  that  in  one  field,  there  is  quite  as  much  logic  in 
taking  them  in  another.    The  burden  of  my  present  appeal 
is  this  however,  that  we  understand  that  a  so-called  surplus 
is  not  a  real  surplus  so  long  as  there  are  people  in  the  United 
States  who  need  to  use  it;  and  that  wealUi  produced  is  the 
only  basis  that  gives  money  value;  that,  therefore,  there  Is  a 
gap  in  our  thinking  in  this  respect  unless  we  know  how  to 
bring  those  two  things  together.     [Applause.]  „„„«- 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  yield. 


9802 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


August  1 


ICiss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman 
noticed  in  the  testimony  given  in  the  hearings  that  there  was 
no  particular  concern  with  corn  and  no  losses  on  the  food 
commodities:  it  was  only  on  the  cotton.  The  problem  for 
consumption  is  purely  cotton.  I  am  not  sure  what  the  figiires 
are.  Perhaps  the  gentleman  knows  about  the  chances  for 
Increasing  the  consumption  of  cotton  In  our  country. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  think  there  are  ways  to 
do  that.  I  would  point  out  that  we  are  only  beginning  at 
this  moment  to  utilize  the  stamp  plan  of  the  Surplus  Com- 
modities Corporation  for  cotton.  It  is  being  used  in  my  own 
county  in  California,  and  I  am  very  interested  to  see  what 
the  consequence  of  that  will  be.  My  own  conception  of  that 
plan  Is  that  it  is  only  a  very  good  beginning  in  the  sort  of 
thing  we  need  to  do.  I  tried  to  say  awhile  ago  that  we  all 
realize  that  in  the  case  of  cotton  there  is  a  real  problem; 
a  problem  that  is  more  difficult  than  the  problem  connected 
with  any  other  commodity.  I  might  say,  however,  that  cotton 
surpluses  would  be  sharply  reduced  if  all  the  families  in  this 
Nation  had  sufficient  buying  power  to  buy  mattresses  and 
sheets  and  things  like  that  which  most  of  us  regard  as 
necessities. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  yield. 
Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  The  gentleman  realizes  they  are 
making  these  loans  on  30  or  40  commodities.  The  testimony 
shows  that  the  Government  has  not  lost  a  dime  on  cotton 
in  the  past  2  years.  The  testimony  further  shows  that  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board  said  that  as  long  as  you  limit  the 
loans  to  50  or  60  percent  of  parity  he  does  not  believe  you 
will  lose  a  dime  on  cotton. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Well,  I  hope  the  gentleman 
did  not  understand  me  to  be  critical  of  that  program.  I  am 
not  at  all.  I  have  simply  been  trying  to  interject  some 
consideration  of  more  basic  matters. 

Mr,  BROWN  of  Georgia.  But  the  lady  from  Illinois 
brought  up  that  subject.  I  wanted  to  assure  her  there  has 
been  no  loss  on  cotton  in  the  past  2  years. 
.  Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  There  is  one  more  thing 
I  want  to  say  about  agriculture  and  national  defense.  It  is 
the  sort  of  thing  to  which  we  are  giving  entirely  too  little 
thought.  The  more  people  any  nation  has  who  can  say  to 
themselves  that  they  own  a  small  piece  of  their  native  land, 
the  stronger  that  nation  will  be.  Conversely,  to  the  extent 
that  numbers  of  our  people  are  forced  off  their  land  onto 
the  road  or  pushed  back  into  the  group  of  tenants,  we  are 
weakened  to  that  extent — at  least  In  spirit.  And  the  spirit 
of  our  people,  believe  me.  gentlemen,  is  important.  Do  you 
know  that  we  have  in  excess  of  $1  000.000,000  l3ring  Idle  In 
our  Treasury  which  could  be  used  with  perfect  safety  for  mak- 
ing loans  to  enable  tenants  and  former  farm  owners,  who 
are  now  migrant  laborers,  to  become  owners?  I  have  intro- 
duced a  bill  that  would  make  that  possible;  and  may  I  say 
that  it  would  be  well  if  some  legislation  of  that  kind  could 
receive  some  earnest  consideration — yes;  right  now.  For, 
after  all.  the  defense  of  our  country  in  the  last  analysis  is 
in  the  hearts  of  its  people. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia has  expired. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  today. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GILCHRIST.  Mr.  Chairman,  In  connection  with  the 
remarks  I  made  today  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  include  an 
editorial. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  Informs  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa  that  he  will  have  to  obtain  that  permission  in  the  House. 
All  time  has  expired.    The  Clerk  will  read. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  act  approved  March  8,  1038  (52  Stat. 
107).  as  amended  by  the  act  approved  March  4,  1939  (53  Stat  •510), 
be  amended  as  follows:  In  section  4.  delete  the  figure  "$900,000,000" 
and  laMrt  in  lieu  thereof  the  figure  "•l,400.000,ckx)". 

Mr.  8CHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment 


The  Clerx  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mi.  ScHArsa  of  Wtaconsln:  Page  1.  line  7. 
strike  out  "•1.400.000,000"  and  Insert  "$1,000,(X)0,000." 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  BIr,  Chairman,  our  national 
debt  is  increasing  at  a  very  rapid  and  dangerous  rate.  Any 
thinking  person  who  studies  government  and  the  history  of 
the  governments  of  the  world  will  realize  that  the  real  dan- 
ger to  our  common  country  at  this  very  hour  lies  within  and 
not  without.  Every  country  which  has  had  a  dictator- 
ship supplant  its  previous  form  of  government  has  carried 
on  a  spending  spree  on  borrowed  public  money  as  has  the 
New  Deal  in  the  United  States  for  7  long  years. 

Mr.  Chairman,  here  we  have  a  bill  to  increase  our  national 
debt  $500,000,000  for  so-called  cotton  and  com  relief.  In 
a  few  days  we  expect  to  consider  a  bill  which  requires  Uncle 
Sam  to  borrow  and  spend  another  $500,000,000  from  our  al- 
most bankrupt  Federal  Treasury,  This  latter  bill  will  hand 
$500,000,000  to  South  American  dictator  countries  which  now 
owe  our  private  American  investors  more  than  $2,000,000,000 
and  are  now  in  default  In  principal  and  Interest  payments  on 
most  of  this  debt. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  will  be  asked  to  hand  these  South  Amer- 
ican dictatorships  $500,000,000  so  that  they  can  produce  more 
of  the  very  products  which  are  produced  in  America  and  for 
which  the  $500,000,000  in  the  pending  bill  Is  to  be  expended. 
Mr.  Chairman,  with  reference  to  cotton,  we  know  that  since 
the  New  Deal  has  had  control  of  our  Federal  Government  the 
export  market  for  United  States  cotton  has  decreased  mil- 
lions of  bales  per  year.  At  the  same  time  South  America, 
particularly  Brazil,  has  increased  its  cotton  exports  many 
times.  Now  Mr.  Hull,  the  New  Deal  Secretary  of  State,  comes 
along  and  asks  that  we  raid  our  almost  bankrupt  Federal 
Treasury  and  hand  half  a  billion  dollars  to  South  American 
dictatorships  in  order  that  they  can  produce  more  cotton, 
corn,  and  other  agricultural  products  which  compete  with  the 
products  of  our  country. 

Mr.  Chairman,  should  we  continue  these  New  Deal  expend- 
itures and  Ani^rican  sell-out  policies  much  longer,  Uncle 
Sam  will  be  plunged  into  bankruptcy  and  inflation,  which 
will  bring  our  people  misery,  distress,  suffering,  despair,  and 
chaos  such  as  we  have  never  known. 

Mr.  Chairman,  instead  of  having  the  Federal  Government 
borrow  half  a  billion  dollars  to  subsidize  foreign  competitors 
and  another  half  a  billion  under  the  pending  bill  for  the 
relief  of  those  producing  the  very  same  commodities  in  the 
United  States,  we  should  levy  a  substantial  tariff  tax  on  all 
competitive  foreign  imports  in  order  to  increase  tax  revenues 
and  decrease  tax  burdens  of  our  own  people.  Chanty  begins 
at  home.  In  the  Interest  of  our  country  and  our  country- 
men, our  New  Deal  brethren  should  stop  borrowing  bilhons 
of  dollars  with  which  to  play  Santa  Claus  to  foreign  coun- 
tries and  foreign  people,  as  they  have  been  doing  for  7  long 
years.    [  Applause.  1 

Mr,  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  moves  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  will  strike  out  the  last  word.  Mr.  Chairman. 
I  think  that  the  amendment  is  probably  a  very  wise  amend- 
ment to  have  incorporated  into  this  particular  bill  now  under 
discussion. 

This  bill  carries  with  it  as  It  now  stands  $500,000,000.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  would 
cut  it  down  to  $100,000,000.  Even  if  we  appropriate  the 
$100,000,000,  I  ask  the  Members  on  the  Democratic  side  of 
the  House:  Where  are  you  going  to  get  the  money?  I  have 
been  asking  you  that  for  6  years  and  you  have  not  found  the 
answer.  You  never  can  and  you  never  will  be  able  to.  It 
will  take  a  wise  Congress  to  do  so. 

Yesterday  you  appropriated  $4,800,000,000  in  cash  and 
authorizations  when  there  was  less  than  a  majority  of  the 
Members  present  on  the  floor.  About  100  Members  arc 
present  on  the  floor  this  afternoon,  and  today  It  is  $500,000.- 
000  more.  Let  me  show  you  Just  what  we  have  appropriated 
during  this  session  of  Congress. 
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107,  149,  000.  00 


We  have  appropriated  over  $12,799,602,760.    Here  Is  the 
list  of  appropriations: 

Regular  annual  appropriations,  76th  Cong.,  3d  sess. 

Agriculture  and  farm  credit »918. 603, 918.  00 

Independent  offices 1, 120,  243,  S28.  00 

State- *».  125.  500 

Commerce — —     S3, 908,  500 

Justic?  - 41,  323.  000 

Judiciary H.  792,  000 

Treasury 218. 752, 033 

PoBt  Office       —  814,049,062 

roex  crace ^     1.032,801.  095  00 

^„__  1,308,171,138.00 

in^riOT" ::::::::""":: 135. 333, 330. 05 

Ss'Jrict  o-f- Columbia o^'lfsTl^ 

?i^sume:::::::::::::::::-: 23.671,220.00 

Labor •32,  714,  390 

^eral    Security 857  143.  4^ 

vainer 1,023.282.690.00 

Emergency  supptemeDUl "SU?™  w 

K" -eS'il'c;!!;::::::::::::::::::::::::::::     S:  "i:  522:  S 

Second    deficiency is7  7ii'357  S 

Emergency   relief i '  IS' ?77' 147  00 

First  supplemental  national  defense 1.  479.  777, 1*7.  ou 


Second   supplemental   national   defense    (passed 


House). 


2,234,191,957.00 


Total 


12.799,602,760.80 


The  President's  estimate  of  the  income  for  the  year  1941 
was  $5  600,000.000.  You  brought  in  a  tax  bill  several  weeks 
ago  to' raise  $1,007,000,000,  I  say  to  you  that  you  should 
bring  in  two  or  three  more  tax  bills  such  as  that,  because  it 
is  going  to  be  necessary  at  least  to  keep  the  deficit  down  next 
year  to  where  it  Is  this  year.  I  have  insisted  on  new  taxes 
or  less  spending  for  7  years,  because  with  the  appropriations 
you  have  made  compared  with  the  small  revenue  you  wiU 
receive,  you  will  be  in  the  red  next  year  $6,192,602,760^ 

That  is  not  the  nigger  in  the  woodpile,  large  as  that  deficit 
is  The  nigger  in  the  woodpile  lies  in  the  authorizations  you 
hrve  made  this  session,  authorizations  so  large  in  amount 
they  will  stagger  the  next  Congress  to  meet  when  it  comes 
into  session.  There  is  the  nigger  in  the  woodpile.  It  will 
stagger  the  imagination  of  the  greatest  financiers  In  America 
'  to  face  the  deficit  you  have  made  and  the  obligations  you 
have  created.  You  have  been  in  the  red  every  year  since 
the  New  Deal  came  to  town  from  one  and  one-half  billions 
to  four  and  one-half  billions  annually.  A  shame,  a  disgrace. 
In  the  next  session  of  Congress  it  will  require  men  who  have 
the  greatest  possible  business  heads  on  them,  men  who  are 
the  greatest  possible  executives  of  all  time,  to  master  the 
situation  which  you  have  gotten  America  Into.  America  is 
facing  a  terrible  catastrophe.  Notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  statement  has  been  made  that  we  are  in  a  national 
emergency  I  have  been  unable  to  find  any  one  who  can 
explain  to  me  what  this  great  national  emergency  is.  except 
fear  Fear  Is  the  great  national  emergency  that  confronts 
us  What  is  the  fear  of?  It  is  the  fear  of  somebody  in  a 
foreign  country  coming  over  to  this  country  and  attacking 

lis. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  In  preparedness  but  if  we  are 
going  to  have  preparedness  we  want  to  have  preparedness 
not  only  to  take  care  of  the  enemies  that  might  approach 
cur  shore  but  we  must  have  preparation  to  take  care  of  our 
economic  situation  and  the  great  debt  that  you  have  created 
in  the  last  8  years.  With  the  authorizations  that  have  been 
made  during  this  session  of  Congress  it  is  going  to  take  the 
ingenuity  and  the  business  ability  of  the  best  brains  this 
country  can  afford  to  get  us  over  the  period  which  we  now 

face.  ,_,^ 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Did  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  on  yesterday  speak  against  the  appro- 
priation bill  which  was  being  considered  at  that  time  or  did 
he  vote  against  it? 

Mr.  RICH.  Well.  I  will  tell  the  gentleman,  there  were  not 
enough  red-blooded  Members  of  Congress  to  stand  up  here 
and  say  that  we  should  not  give  that  much  money  to  the 


White  House  to  spend  at  this  time.  We  are  for  prepared- 
ness but  not  for  dictatorship.  I  am  afraid  that  bill  may 
lead  to  it. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  The  gentleman  himself  evidently 
did  not  have  the  guts  to  vote  against  the  bill  or  to  speak 
against  the  bill. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  did  not  have  enough  red  blood 
in  his  veins  to  come  here  and  speak  against  it  and  there  was 
not  anybody  else,  but  I  suppose  the  gentleman  Is  satisfied 
With  his  votes  for  New  Deal  spending,  but  when  it  comes  to 
national  defense,  we  ought  to  defend  America.  But  we 
should  not  have  permitted  the  terrible  squandering  of  funds 
imnecessary  in  Government  operation.  We  could  and  should 
have  cut  down  our  expenses  greatly.  Our  children  will 
stagger  with  our  national  debt.  It  Is  a  millstone  around 
their  neck,  a  burden  they  may  not  be  able  to  bear.  I  am 
and  have  been  for  economy  in  Government  operation  for 
unnecessary  functions  established  and  bureaus  set  up. 
[Applause.] 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  view  of  what  has  been  said  In  reference 
to  the  operations  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  under 
present  management,  I  think  It  Is  only  fair  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  after  investigation  by  a  Senate  committee 
It  was  ascertained  that  the  losses  in  a  2-year  period  under 
the  Board  that  conducted  similar  operations  with  a  limited 
number  of  commodities  during  the  Hoover  administration 
amounted  to  $345,000,000  of  the  $500,000,000  authorized,  or 
about  69  percent  of  the  loans  made. 

For  the  past  6  years  of  operations  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  there  have  been  losses  of  only  $25,000,000,  and. 
as  has  been  pointed  out  by  my  colleague  from  Georgia,  those 
losses  in  the  past  2  years  did  not  arise  by  reason  of  any 
transactions  In  connection  with  cotton  crops. 

In  order  that  the  House  may  understand  what  It  is  going 
to  vote  on,  may  I  say  that  the  pending  amendment  would 
reduce  the  authorization  In  the  present  bill  from  $500,000,000 
to  $100,000,000.  The  effect  would  be  to  destroy  the  purpose 
of  the  bill  and  to  nullify  the  efforts  of  the  Corporation  to 
support  the  orderly  marketing  of  the  crops  of  1940,  The 
sums  that  will  be  required,  according  to  estimate,  amount  to 
$150,000,000  for  cotton.  $150,000,000  for  corn,  and  $90,000,000 
I  for  wheat,  $40,000,000  for  tobacco,  and  $60,000,000  for  other 
crops.  It  Is  manifest  and  indisputable  that  to  limit  the  fund 
to  $100,000,000  as  against  such  demands  would  certainly  tie 
the  hands  of  the  corporation  and  defeat  the  purpose  of  the 

bill, 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio,    Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out 

the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  during  the  hearings  on  this  bill  before  the 
Banking  and   Currency  Committee   a   question   was  raised 
about  a  statement  I  made  on  the  floor  some  time  ago  with 
reference  to  a  loss  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.    It 
appears  that  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  WilliamsI. 
one  of  the  members  of  the  committee,  asked  a  question  of 
Mr    Robblns.  president  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora- 
tion whether  my  statement  that  $186,000,000  was  lost  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  was  correct.    He  stated  he 
spoke  from  memory  In  mentioning  that  amount.     The  figure 
I  gave,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  was  $180,965,315. 
Mr   Robblns*  answer  Indicated  my  figures  were  wrong. 
The  statement  I  made  on  the  31st  of  May  and  referred 
to  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr,  Williams]  was  that 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  had  reported  that  loss  and 
I  gave  it  as  my  authority  at  that  time.    I  wish  now  to  repeat 
that  statement  and  to  sUte  again  my  authority  for  the  same. 
It  was  taken  from  Document  No.  172.  Part  1.  Financial  State- 
ment of  Certain  Government  Agencies  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  in  response  to  Senate  reso- 
lution No.  150.    On  page  30  of  this  document,  under  table  M. 
aoDear  the  figures  which  show  a  loss  by  the  Commodity  Cre<Ut 
Corporation  as  of  June  30.  1939,  of  $180,965,315. 

Regarding  this  bill,  this  Is,  as  I  understand,  the  second 
or  third  time  the  amount,  which  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poraUon  may  lend,  has  been  raised.    As  long  as  the  present 
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r  reclme  continues  the  amount  will  be  contlnuoiisly  raised, 
nothing  stopping  this  process  but  bankruptcy  of  the  Treasury. 
.  The  Increased  authorization  for  more  millions  by  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation  is  merely  a  part  of  the  general 
policy  now  in  operation  with  respect  to  all  the  other  lending 
agencies. 

Soon  we  will  be  confronted  with  another  request  to  author- 
ize an  increase  in  the  lending  capacity  of  the  Export-Import 
Bank  of  Washington  to  $500,000,000.  This  is  to  be  used  as 
a  nucleus  for  more  and  greater  appropriations  to  embark  our 
Nation  upon  another  wild  and  devastating  program,  a  cartel 
which  is  to  be  formed  to  buy  up  all  the  surpluses  of  Argen- 
tina, Brazil,  and  all  the  other  South  American  countries  to 
keep  them  from  trading  with  certain  European  nations.  Ap- 
parently this  cartel  idea  is  to  be  operated  in  conjunctipn  with 
our  armed  forces. 

Much  praise  is  being  showered  by  newspaper  editors  and 
others  on  our  State  Department  for  its  success  in  the  recent 
Habana  conference.  On  the  surface,  it  no  doubt  appears 
to  many  that  much  was  accomplished  there  in  bringing  the 
Latin  American  countries  In  line  with  a  common  defense 
policy,  and  probably  also  with  a  trading  policy  thdt  will 
protect  our  Nation  from  undue  competition  with  certain 
European  nations. 

However,  the  people  should  go  a  little  slow  here.  It  Is  too 
early  to  tell  Just  what  was  accomplished  at  Habana.  Just 
how  much  was  each  one  of  the  delegates  from  the  other 
countries  influenced  by  the  $500,000,000  that  was  dangled 
before  their  eyes?  What  part  did  that  play  in  the  final  re- 
sult? Here  is  something  to  think  about.  Anyone  familiar 
with  the  history  of  our  financial,  diplomatic,  and  military 
relations  with  South  America  well  knows  it  is  most  probable 
this  $500,000,000  loan  proposal  to  the  Latin  American  coun- 
tries played  an  important  role  in  making  the  Habana  agree- 
ment possible. 

What  would  happen  with  that  pact  should  Congress  refuse 
to  authorize  this  $500,000,000  loan? 

God  alone  knows  where  all  this  is  leading  us.  Now.  when 
we  are  In  need  of  strengthening  our  armed  defenses,  as  well 
as  our  internal  conditions,  when  we  should  be  conserving  to 
the  utmost  all  our  resoiu-ces,  and  especially  when  we  should  be 
bending  every  effort  to  strengthen  our  first  line  of  defense, 
the  financial  condition  of  our  Government,  we  are  engaging 
in  Jxist  the  opposite. 

Anjrway,  this  is  not  really  helping  the  farmers.    A  bank- 
rupt Treasury  will  wreck  the  farmers  the  same  as  all  other 
'    groups.    Certainly  they  realize  this.    [Applause.] 

(Here  tlie  gavel  fell.l 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to  strike 

out  the  last  three  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  has  been  said  that  all  a  woman  has  is  her 
good  name.  I  assume  that  a  good  reputation  for  accuracy  is 
important  to  those  who  are  Ui  Congress,  because  Members 
are  so  often  expected  to  take  what  Is  said  on  faith.  The 
statement  I  made  which  was  questioned  was  that  there  had 
not  been  much  loss  on  commodities  other  than  cotton.  That 
statement  is  substantiated  by  the  testimony  given  in  the  hear- 
ings as  set  out  on  page  10  in  answer  to  a  question  by  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Williams  1  a  member  of  the 
committee,  as  follows: 

Question : 

What  I  had  In  mind  was  where  has  been  the  loss?  Has  it  been 
on  any  particular  article  or  U  It  general? 

And  Mr.  Robblns.  who  is  the  head  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  replied: 

The  loss  of  the  Ies8-tban-435.000.000  that  has  been  Inciirred  to 
date  has  been  principally  on  cotton,  becaiise  that  crop  came  under 
loan  In  larger  volume  as  a  consequence  of  its  great  loss  of  export 
outlets. 

Those  of  3rou  who  are  Interested  In  com,  and  by  that  I  mean 
com  as  a  commodity  grown  in  jrour  community,  will  also  be 
interested  in  the  testimony  on  page  44,  in  which  Mr.  Robblns 
discussed  the  fact  that  the  reason  we  have  had  a  surplus  oa 
the  com  market  is  that  recently  we  have  had  three  bumper 


crops  In  succession,  which  Is  unusual.    The  witness  made  the 

following  comment: 

Even  though  we  should  hsTe.  let  us  say.  450.000.000  bushels  of 
com  under  loan  and  90,000.000  owned,  as  at  the  present  time,  plus 
whatever  free  stock  might  be  on  hand  at  the  beginning  of  the  next 
marketing  season,  the  total  would  be  probablly  less  than  one-third 
of  a  normal  corn  crop,  so  that  If  a  drought  should  occur — 

And  you  from  com -farming  districts  know  that  a  drought 

Is  at  present  occurring — 

that  would  reduce  yields  by  a  very  large  amount.  All  of  the  corn 
In  the  free  supply,  all  that  we  own,  and  aU  that  Is  under  loan 
would  be  needed  as  feed  for  stock. 

I  draw  your  attention  to  this  fact  for  this  one  reason.  I 
feel  that  in  our  peat  of  the  country — I  know  nothing  at>out 
the  cotton  situation,  personally — these  com  loans  can  be 
used  as  a  material  factor  to  prevent  depressions,  for  this 
reason.  Oiu*  trouble  Is  to  get  money  down  into  the  bottom 
of  the  well,  in  the  rural  communities.  We  can  do  that  only 
at  the  time  the  crops  are  marketed.  For  instance,  from  1932 
to  1935  hardly  anybody  where  I  lived  marketed  his  com  crop 
who  could  avoid  selling,  and  consequently  there  was  little 
money  pump-primed  in  a  natural  way  down  to  our  communi- 
ties. Those  corn  loans  have  been  effective  in  bringing  money 
down  into  our  communities  regularly  each  year,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  if  some  steps  can  be  taken  to  take  care  of  the 
cotton-surplus  problem  and  the  problems  where  the  supply 
is  greater  than  it  should  be.  this  corn-loan  plan  is  a  possi- 
bility that  we  should  consider,  since  it  creates  a  healthier 
economy.  We  as  Republicans  have  never  been  loath  to  con- 
sider and  study  all  New  E>eal  projwsals,  even  when  they -have 
been  suggested  by  certain  new  dealers  in  whose  judgment 
we  have  learned  to  feel  little  confidence. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  If  we  do  not  solve  the  cotton 
problem  by  finding  an  additional  export  market  or  reopening 
a  market,  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  will  lose  be- 
tween $300,000,000  and  $400,000,000  on  the  cotton  they  hold. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  In  that  connection,  since  the 
South  American  question  has  been  brought  up  today  a  little 
prematurely,  may  I  say  that  I  was  doing  some  studying  on 
the  South  American  surplus-commodity  problem  last  week, 
and  I  received  a  rough  estimate  from  a  reputable  authority 
whose  name  I  shall  not  mention  because  I  have  not  requested 
permission  to  use  his  name.  This  authority  estimated  that 
if  we  took  over  the  surpluses  of  South  America  as  they  are 
today,  without  making  any  allowances  for  the  surpluses 
there  might  be  if  the  South  Americans  attempted  to  raise 
without  any  crop  control — and  we  would,  of  course,  have 
nobody  to  police  them — in  the  next  10  years  we  would  be 
into  a  $20,000,000,000  program.  Goodness  knows  what  it 
would  cost  us  if  they  were  tempted  to  Increase  their  produc- 
tion as  such  a  guaranty  of  surplus  disposal  would  tempt  them 
to  do. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentlewoman 
yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Going  to  the  question  of  cotton  and 
com,  com  is  not  an  export  crop  as  Is  cotton.  A  plan  of  this 
kind  can  work  quite  effectively  on  com  without  piling  up 
these  potentialities. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.    That  Is  right. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  But  In  the  case  of  cotton,  we  are  sur- 
rendering the  world  market  to  other  cotton-producing  areas 
and  thereby  putting  our  cotton  operators  in  the  South  out 
of  a  Job,  or  driving  them  into  competition  with  northern 
agricultiu'e.  In  my  opinion,  therein  is  the  danger.  We  are 
making  a  Jacket  for  both  cotton  and  com  crops  which,  I 
believe,  is  proving  to  be  absolutely  unsound- 
Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  In  studying  South  American 
conditions.  I  was  particularly  impressed  with  the  figures. 
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which  I  do  not  have  at  my  fingertips  at  the  moment,  showing 
their  recent  increase  in  cotton  production.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 

four  words. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  taken  this  time  because  the  House, 
when  it  adjourns  today,  will  probably  adjourn  over  until 
Monday.  Under  this  particular  bill,  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  bill  which  has  to  do  with  our  surplus  crops, 
there  is  a  question  I  want  to  propose  to  the  Members  of 
Congress  on  both  sides,  and  ask  their  consideration  of  it. 
There  is  probably  no  man  in  the  House  who  is  more  opposed 
than  I  to  intermeddUng  In  the  affairs  of  foreign  nations 
and  being  involved  in  the  European  war  situation.  There  is 
probably  no  Member  of  the  House  who  is  more  of  an  isola- 
tionist from  foreign  wars  than  I.  But  that  does  not  mean 
that  I  am  an  isolaUonist  from  either  peace,  good  will,  or 
hiunanitarian  efforts. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  United  States  owes  a  great  moral 
duty  toward  suffering  humanity  and  has  a  great  moral  ob- 
UgaUon  to  the  world.    We  are  aU  thankful  because  we  have 
been  able  to  keep  out  of  the  war.  but  that  does  not  mean 
that  we  are  fulfilling  otu-  moral  obligations  to  the  world. 
In  the  next  6  months  or  in  the  next  year  milUons  of  people  in 
Europe   men.  women,  and  children,  but  particularly  women 
and  children,  may  die  of  starvation.    We  have  an  enormous 
surplus  in  wheat,  in  corn,  in  hogs,  and  in  cotton.     We  have 
been  destroying  a  potential  surplus  for  years,  paying  the 
farmers  a  billion  dollars  to  plow  under  and  destroy  our 
crops  and  kill  off  our  pigs.    It  seems  to  me  in  this  war 
tragedy  that  has  covered  Europe  that  we,  more  than  any 
other  nation,  have  a  moral  duty  and  obUgation  to  provide 
relief  to  the  starving  and  stricken  people  of  Europe.    Prob- 
ably we  are  the  only  Nation  in  the  world  that  can  easily  feed 
the  starving  people  of  Poland,  Norway.  Denmark.  Holland. 
Belgium,  and  France.    Of  course,  we  must  first  see  that  our 
own  people  are  fed  first,  but  we  should  take  the  rest  of  the 
surplus  and  for  the  Ume  being,  not  lend  it  to  these  war- 
ravaged   foreign  nations  and  to  these  starving   people  in 
Europe   but  give  to  them  and  not  even  ask  for  any  thanks. 
We  may  not  even  get  any  thanks  in  return,  but.  nevertheless, 
instead  of  plowing  under  or  destroying  these  crops  and  In- 
stead of  hiding  them  away  in  storehouses,  if  these  war- 
stricken  foreign  nations  are  unable  to  buy  them  we  should 
give  our  surplus  foodstuffs  to  them  without  thought  of  recom- 
pense in  the  name  of  humanity  and  from  one  Christian 
nation  to  another  to  save  these  war  victims— women  and  chil- 
dren   from    starving    to    death.     I    think    every    Member   of 
Congress  would   be   glad  to  consider   any   sound  and   con- 
strucUve  program  that  would  enable  us  to  give  our  surplus 
corn,   wheat,   hogs,   and   beef   to   the   starving   children   of 
Europe,  and  that  is  what  I  am  asking  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress to  consider  regardless  of  part,isanship.  because  such 
action  will  be  necessary  in  the  near  future     It  may  come 
within  the  next  30  or  60  days  when  we  will  be  asked  to  de- 
cide that  question,  and  I  know  in  advance  what  my  answer 

win  be 

I  would  give  every  pound  of  pork  and  beef  and  every 
bushel  of  surplus  wheat  and  com  to  these  starving  women 
and  children  who,  through  no  fault  of  their  own.  m^  not 
be  able  to  live  through  another  winter  in  Europe.  That  is 
our  obligation  toward  the  people  Of  war-ridden  Europe  and 
that  is  the  American  way.  That  is  also  the  humamtarian 
way  and  I  believe  when  Congress  is  called  upon  to  act  it 
wiU  respond  as  It  did  In  the  Belgian  relief,  back  in  1915, 
and  if  it  responds  in  that  manner,  not  one  pound  of  our 
foodstuffs  will  go  to  the  German  Army,  but  will  all  go  to 
help  save  the  lives  of  millions  of  Polish.  Norwegian,  Danish. 
Dutch.  Belgian,  and  French  children. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  FISH.     I  yield.  ^     .^.  .„„  ♦« 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    I  want   to  take  this  occasion  to 

point  out  a  more  serious  need  which  exists  in  one  of  our 

island  possessions  right  at  this  moment.    Puerto  Rico  has 


a  population  of  1,800.000  people  and  the  Associated  Press 
reports  today  that  100,000  people  have  been  stricken  with 
influenza  dovm  there,  and  of  the  first  52.000  cases  144 
deaths  have  taken  place.  This  means  one  person  out  of 
every  18  in  Puerto  Rico  has  now  been  stricken  with  influ- 
enza and  is  subject  to  a  possible  case  of  pneumonia.  I 
submit  that  is  a  hardship  and  a  casualty  to  which  the 
Congress  should  give  its  immediate  attention  and  all  agencies 
of  the  Government  should  send  all  of  the  help  that  is  neces- 
sary to  relieve  the  suffering  of  these  people  down  in  Puerto 
Rico  at  this  time. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserving  the  right 
to  object,  we  have  another  important  bill  coming  up  at  this 
time  and  the  Members  are  desirous  of  getting  away  and 
therefore  I  feel  constrained  to  object  at  this  time,  for  the 
additional  reason  that  this  is  not  pertinent  to  the  bill  under 
consideration. 

Mr.   FISH.    It   is  very   pertinent  but   I  shall   discuss   It 

later  on. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Objection  is  heard. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  IMr.  SchaferI. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  we  have 
the  pending  amendment  again  reported? 

The  Clerk  again  read  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Wisconsin  IMr.  Schafer]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Schafer  of  Wisconsin)  there  were— ayes  51,  noes  79. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Zimmerman:  At  the  end  of  line  7. 
strike  out  the  period  and  Insert  a  Bemlcolon  and  add  the  following: 
•Provided  That  to  obtain  a  loan  on  cotton,  producer  must  furnish 
a  certificate  ol  grade  and  staple  signed  by  a  licensed  classer  whose 
license  Is  Issued  by  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the  point  of  order 
against  the  amendment  that  it  is  not  germane  to  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  wish 
to  be  heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  I  have  no  statement  to  make  on  the 
pomt  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN   (Mr.  Barden  of  North  Carolina).     The 

Chair  is  ready  to  rule. 

•nie  bill  now  under  consideration  seeks  to  amend  section 
4  which  deals  with  the  amount  only.  The  amendment 
oiffered  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  seeks  to  add  a  prop- 
osition which  might  be  germane  to  the  original  act  but 
which  seems  to  the  Chair  not  to  be  related  to  the  section 
of  the  act  here  sought  to  be  amended  by  the  pending  blU. 
The  Chair  is  therefore  of  the  opinion  that  the  amendment 
is  not  germane  to  the  bill  now  being  considered  by  the 
Committee,  and  therefore  sustains  the  point  of  order  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  SteagallI. 

Mr  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  the  Committee 
do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill  back  to  the  House  with  the 
recommendation  that  it  do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose:  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair.  Mr.  Barden  of  North  Carolina  chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union  reported  that  that  Committee  had  had  under  con- 
SSSaiion  the  bill  S.  3998,  and  had  directed  him  to  report 
the  same  back  to  the  House  with  the  recommendation  that 

it  do  pass. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion on  the  bill  to  flnal  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
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The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  third  reading  o* 

the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read 
the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  now  is  on  the  passage  of 

the  bill. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I  demand  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  SPEAKER.  As  many  as  are  in  favor  of  ordering 
the  yeas  and  nays  will  rise  and  stand  until  counted.  [After 
counting.)  Twenty-one  Members  have  risen,  not  a  sufficient 
number. 

Mr.  STEAGALL.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  a  division. 

The  House  divided;  and  there  were — ayes  115,  noes  37. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the  ground 

lere  is  no  quorum  present,  and  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  there  is  no  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  makes 
the  point  of  order  that  there  is  no  quorum  present.  Evi- 
dently there  is  no  quorum  present.  This  is  an  automatic 
call.  The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at 
Arms  will  notify  al)sentees,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  247,  nays 
106.  not  voting  79.  as  follows: 


(Roll  No.  1731 

YEAS— 247 

Alexander 

Dicksteln 

Keller 

Pfelfer 

AUen.  m. 

Dlrksen 

Kelly 

Pierce 

Allen.  La. 

Disney 

Kennedy,  Martin 

Poage 

Allen.  Pm. 

Do ugh  ton 

Kennedy,  Bllchael  Polk 

Andenen.  H.  Carl  Doxey 

Keogh 

Rabaut 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Duncan 

Kerr 

Ram&peck 

Anderson,  Mo. 

Dunn 

Kllday 

Randolph 

Andreaen,  A  H. 

Durham 

Kitchens 

Rankin 

Arenda 

Eberharter 

Kleberg 

Raybum 

Arnold 

Edelsteln 

Knutaon 

Rees.  Kans. 

Harden.  N.  C. 

Edmlston 

Koclalkowskl 

Richards 

BaiiMa 

XUlott 

Kramer 

Robertson 

Barry 

BUS 

iJindU 

Robinson.  Utah 

Beck  worth 

Faddla 

lanham 

Rogers,  Okla. 

Bell 

Pay 

Lea 

Romjue 

Bland 

Ferguson 

Leavy 

Ryan 

Boehna 

Flaherty 

LeCompte 

Sabath 

Boland 

Flannagan 

Lemke 

Sacks 

BoUes 

Ford.  Mlaa 

Leslnskl 

Saascer 

Boren 

Ford.  Thomas  F.     Lewis.  Colo. 

Schuetz 

Boykln 

Frlea 

Ludlow 

Bchulte 

Brooka 

Fulmer 

Lynch 

Schwert 

Brown,  Oa. 

Garrett 

Scrugham 

Bryaon 

Oa  things 

McArdle 

Secrest 

BxiRk 

Oavagan 

McCoroiack 

Shanley 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Gearhart 

McOehee 

Sheppard 

Buckley.  N.Y. 

Gpfcrmann 

McGranery 

Smith.  Conn. 

Bul  Winkle 

Geyer,  Calif 

McKeough 

Smith.  Va. 

Burch 

GIbba 

McLaughlin 

Smith.  Wash, 

Burdlck 

OUchrlst 

McMillan.  Clara 

Snyder 

Burgln 

Gore 

McMillan.  John  L.  Somers.  N.  T. 

Byrns,  Tenn. 

Goesett 

Mactejewskl 

South 

Byron 

Grant.  Ala. 

Mahon 

Sparkman 

Cannon.  F)a. 

Oreen 

Maloney 

Stames.  Ala. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Gregory 

Manafleld 

SteagaU 

Carlaon 

GrliSth 

Marcantonlo 

Stefan 

Cartwrlgbt 

Ouyer.  Kana.          Martin.  111. 

Sumner,  Dl. 

Case.  8.  Dak, 

Owynne 

Martin,  Iowa 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Casey.  Maaa. 

Hare 

Masslngale 

Sutphln 

Chipemeld 

Harrington 

May 

Sweeney 

€3}ureh 

Hart 

Mills.  Ark. 

Sweet 

Clarpool 

Baiter.  C»Uo 

Mills.  La. 

Talle 

Cochran 

HaTenner 

Monroney 

Tarver 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Heaiey 

Moaer 

Taylor 

Coffee  Wash. 

Hendricka 

Mott 

Tenerowlca 

Cole.  Md. 

Hennlngs 

Mouton 

Terry 

Collins 

Hill 

Mundt 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Oolmer 

Hobba 

Murdock,  Aria. 

Thomaaon 

CXmnery 

Hope 

Murdock.  Utah 

Thorkelson 

Oooiey 

Houston 

Murray 

Tolan 

Cooper 

Hull 

Myers 

Vinaon,  Ga. 

CoateUo 

Hunter 

Nelson 

Voorhis.  Calif. 

Cox 

Izac 

Nichols 

Wailgren 

Crarena 

Jarman 

Norrell 

Walter 

Cro— r 

Jensen 

O'Connor 

Ward 

Cmw 

Johnson,  ni 

O'Neal 

Warren 

Johnaon.LutherA.  Pace 

Weaver 

Cwtta 

Johnson.  Okla.       Paraona 

West 

D'AIesandro 

Johnson.  W. 

Va.     Patman 

Whelchel 

Davis 

Jones.  Tex. 

Patton 

Wolverton,  N.  J 

Dempaey 

Keefe 

Pearson 

Zlnjnenuan 

DcRouen 

Kefauver 

Peterson.  Fla. 
NATS— 106 

Angen 

Bcdton 

Clevenger 

Culkln 

Austin 

Bradley.  Mich.       Cluett 

Dltter 

Barton.  N.  T. 

Brewster 

Corbett 

Dondero 

Bates.  Masa. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Crawford 

Dworshak 

Bender 

Clason 

Crowther 

Eaton 

Horton 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Johns 

Johnson.  Ind, 

Jones,  Ohio 

Jonknuin 

Kean 

Klnzer 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Luce 

McDowell 

McGregor 

McLeod 

Maas 

Marshall 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mlchener 

Miller 


Monklewlcx 

O'Brien 

Oliver 

Osmers 

Plttenger 

Plumley 

Powers 

Reed.UL 

Reed,  N.T. 

Rich 

Robelon.  Ky. 

Rockefeller 

Rodgers,  Pa. 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Routzohn 

Rutherford 

Sandager 

Schafer,  Wla. 

Schtfller 

Seccombe 

Seger 

Shafer,  Mich. 


NOT  VOTINQ— 78 


Delaney 

Dies 

Dlngell 

Douglas 

Drewry 

Englebrlght 

Evans 

Fernandez 

Pish 

Fltzpatrlck 

Flannery 

Folger 

Goodwin 

Hall.  Ed  win  A. 

Holmes 

Hook 

Jacobeen 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Jennings 

Johnson,  Lyndon 


Kee 

Kennedy,  Md. 

KUbum 

Klrwan 

Larrabee 

McLean 

Magnuson 

Mason 

Merrltt 

MitcheU 

Norton 

OTDay 

O^Leary 

OToole 

Patrick 

Peterson.  Ga. 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Risk 

Satterfleld 

Schaefer.  ni. 


August  1 

Short 

Slmpaon 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith  Ohio 

Springer 

Steams,  N  H.        , 

ThlU 

Tlbbott 

Tlnkham 

Treadway 

VanZandt 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Wadsworth 

Wlggleswortb 

Williams,  Del. 

Winter 

Wolcott 

Wolfender  Pa. 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Youngdahl 


Shannon 
Sheridan 
Smith.  Hi. 
Smith,  W.  Va. 
Spence 
SulUvan 
Taber 

Thomas.  N  J. 
Vincent.  Ky. 
Vreeland 
Welch 
Wheat 

White.  Idaho 
White.  Ohio 
•Whlttlngton 
Williams,  Mo. 
Wood 
Woodrum,  Va. 


Elston 

Engel 

Fenton 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Gamble 

Gartner 

Oenach 

Glflord 

Gillie 

Graham 

Grant,  Ind. 

Gross 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Halleck 

Hancock 

Harness 

Harter.  N.  Y. 

Hartley 

Hawks 

Hess 

Hlnshaw 

HoBnuja 


Andrews 

Ball 

Bates.  Ky. 

Beam 

Blackney 

Bloom 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Byrne.  N.  Y. 

CaldweU 

Camp 

Carter 

Celler 

Chapman 

Clark 

Coie.  N.  Y. 

Courtney 

Creal 

Cullen 

Darden,  Va. 

Darrow 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Whlttlngton  (for)   with  Mr.  Kllbum   (against). 

Mr.  Camp  (for)  with  Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee  (against). 

Mr.  Hook  (for)   with  Mr.  Douglas  (against). 

Mr.  Cullen   (for)   with  Mr.  Jennings   (against). 

Mr.  OXeary  (for)  with  Mr.  Mason  (against). 

Mr.  Bates  of  Kentucky  (for)  with  Mr.  Holmes  (against). 

Mr.  Bloom  (for)   with  Mr.  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire  (against). 

Mr.  Wood   (for)   with  Mr.  Vreeland  (against).  ^ 

Mr.  Courtney  (fori  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey  (against). 

Mr.  Dies  (for)  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio  (against). 

Mr.  Magnuson  (for)   with  Mr.  Cole  of  New  York  (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Beam  with  Mr.  McLean. 

Mr.  Darden  of  Virginia  with  Ur.  Carter. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr.  Goodwin. 

Mr.  Folger  with  Mr.  Darrow 

Mr.  Byrne  cf  New  York  with  Mr.  Blackney.  ^ 

Mr.  Peterson  of  Georgia  with  Mr.  Fish. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Andrews. 

Mr    WllhanfM  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Satterfleld  with  Mr.  Welch. 

Mr.  Schaefer  of  Dllnols  with  Mr.  Englebrlght. 

Mr.  Sullivan  with  Mr.  Ball. 

Mr.  Woodrum  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Taber. 

Mr.  Celler  with  Mr.  Fernandez. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  aimounced  as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  bill  H.  R.  9931,  a  similar  House  bill,  was  laid  on  the 
table,  and  the  rule  providing  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

KLECnON  TO  COMMITTEES 

Mr,  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    Mr,  Speaker.  I  offer  the 
following  resolution  and  ask  for  its  immecliate  adoption. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  resolution. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  560 

Resolved.  That  Margaxzt  Chase  Smith,  of  Maine,  be,  and  she  la 
hereby,  elected  to  the  following  committees  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives: Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  CX>mmlttee  on  Elec- 
tion of  the  President.  Vice  President,  and  Representatives  in  Con- 
gress. Committee  on  War  Claims,  and  Conamlttee  on  Revision  of 
the  Laws. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
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EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  include  two  editorials  from 
the  Gaelic  American  of  New  York  City  on  the  subjects  of 
the  national  anthem  and  war-mongering  financiers. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  brief  letter 
from  a  constituent. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FLAHERTY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  editorial  from  the  Bos- 
ton Post  on  the  Conscription  Act. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  GILCHRIST.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  this  afternoon,  and 
in  connection  therewith  insert  an  editorial  recently  published 

in  Iowa. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr    MUNDT.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  to  uiclude  a  statement  by  Dr.  Francis 
Townsend. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr   THORKELSON.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  address  by  Mr. 
Louw,  of  the  South  African  Assembly,  on  the  aliens  amend- 
ment and  immigration  bill. 
The  SPEAIoai.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection.  ^  ^v.    *    ^ 

Mr  THORKELSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  this  will  exceed  the  two 
and  a  half  pages,  and  I  have  an  estimate  from  the  Public 
Printer.    I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be  inserted  not- 
withstanding. .       . 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered- 
There  wfts  no  objection. 

Mr  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan,    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  in- 
clude quotations  from  an  article  in  the  New  York  Journal  of 
Commerce. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Woodruff  of  Michigan  was 
granted  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks. 

Mr  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend   my   remarks   and   Include   therein   two   newspaper 
articles. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  insert  therein  an  article  by 
Mr  Emil  E  Holmes,  national  deputy  chief  of  staff.  Dis- 
abled American  Veterans  of  the  World  War.  and  also  a  part 
of  my  bill  known  as  H.  R.  10113. 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  GEYER  of  California.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  communica- 
tion from  the  United  States  Medical  Service. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CARTWRIGHT.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  article  relative 
to  highways  by  Robert  E.  Harper. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  HART.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  by  Including  correspondence  between  the 
chairman  of  the  American  Youth  Congress  and  myself. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

INVESTMENT    COMPANY    ACTT    OF    1940    AND    INVESTMENT    ADVISERS 

ACT  pF    194  0 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  10065)  to  provide  for  the  registration  and  regulation 
of  Investment  companies  and  investment  advisers,  and  for 
other  purposes. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  tfce  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  H.  K.  10065.  with  Mr,  Lanham  in  the 
chair. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  was 
dispensed  with. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  understand  that 
under  the  unanimous  consent  granted  yesterday  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey  I  Mr,  Wolverton]  controls  one-half  of 
the  time — one  hour  and  a  half— and  I  will  have  control  of 
one  hour  and  a  half. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is  correct. 
Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  10 
minutes.  There  are  not  many  requests  for  time  to  discuss 
this  bill  for  the  regulation  of  investment  companies.  I  think 
it  can  safely  be  said  at  this  time  that  the  entire  3  hours 
allotted  for  debate  will  not  be  consumed. 

The  bill  comes  to  the  committee  with  the  unanimous  ap- 
proval of  the  House  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  The  bill  has  been  approved  unanimously.  I  be- 
lieve, by  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  of  the 
Senate.  After  hearings  before  the  Rules  Committee  of  the 
House,  the  bill  was  approved  by  that  committee  and  a  rule 
was  granted.  Yesterday,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  rule  was 
dispensed  with  and  made  unnecessary,  and  the  bill  Is  now 
brought  up  in  this  fashion. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill,  as  the  Members  will  easily  ap- 
preciate, is  highly  complicated  and  is  a  very  important  meas- 
ure. This  bill,  I  firmly  believe,  will  not  only  restore  the 
confidence  of  the  small  investor  in  investment  companies  but 
will  perform  the  vital  function  of  stimulating  the  flow  of 
capital  into  industry,  particularly  those  industries  indispen- 
sable to  the  national  defense. 

The  bill  provides  for  the  registration  and  regulation  of 
investment  trusts  and  investment  companies  and  of  invest- 
ment advisers.  The  bill  is  the  resiUt  of  a  most  comprehensive 
study  and  Investigation  of  those  organizations,  made  by  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  pursuant  to  provisions 
contained  in  section  30  of  the  PubUc  UtUity  Holding  Act  of 

1935.  ^    ^  ,  ,„oc 

Many  Members  will  remember  that  during  the  days  of  1935 
when  the  holding-company  bill  was  passed— a  bill  which  bore 
the  name  of  the  distinguished  majority  leader  of  this  House- 
in  connection  with  the  consideration  of  that  measure  it  was 
my  pleasure  to  participate  to  some  extent  as  a  member  of 
the  committee  in  the  deliberations  of  the  committee  and  on 
the  floor.  The  House  at  that  time  did  not  see  fit  to  legislate 
at  all  with  respect  to  Investment  trusts.  In  the  Senate  the 
Holding  Company  Act  was  amended  to  include  a  direction  that 
an  investigation  of  investment  companies  be  made  by  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission.  That  amendment  was 
agreed  to  in  conference.  ,  ,«,e 

Section  30  of  the  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
provides  as  follows: 

The  Commission — 

Speaking  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission— 

is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  a  study  of  the  functions  and 
activities  of  investment  trusts  and  Investment  companies,  the  cor- 
porate structures,  and  investment  policies  of  such  trusts  and  com- 
J2S«.  the  influence  exerted  by  such  iruaU  and  companlaa  upon 
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companies  In  which  they  are  Interested,  and  the  Influence  exerted 
by  interesta  aHUlated  with  the  management  of  auch  trusts  and 
companlea  upon  their  Investment  policies,  and  to  report  the  results 
of  lis  studies  and  Its  recommendations  to  the  Congress  on  or  before 
January  4,  1937. 

!  The  study  of  the  Commission  disclosed  that  the  problems 
of  these  organizations  were  far  more  extensive  than  the  Con- 
gress or  the  Commission  anticipated  at  that  time,  with  the 
result  that  the  report  was  not  completed  and  filed  until  a 
considerable  time  after  January  1937. 

The  Commission,  in  the  course  of  its  survey,  studied  every 
Investment  tnist  and  investment  company  of  substantial  size. 
The  Commission  has  submitted  to  the  Congress  reports  ag- 
gregating approximately  6,000  pages,  which  cover  in  detail 
every  phase  of  the  functions  and  activities  of  these  organiza- 
tions and  their  deficiencies  and  abuses.  Based  on  this  survey 
and  reports,  a  bill  was  introduced  in  the  Senate  (S.  3580)  and 
a  companion  bill  (H.  R.  8935)  was  Introduced  in  the  House 
on  March  14,  1940,  by  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Lea]. 

Extensive  hearings  lasting  for  a  period  of  4  weeks  were 
held  on  the  bill  by  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Banking  and 
Currency.  At  these  hearings  various  members  of  the  Com- 
mission and  their  experts,  and  various  representatives  of 
the  Investment-trust  industry  testified  in  detail  with  respect 
to  the  provisions  of  this  bill. 

The  bill  represents  the  result  of  intensive  effort  for  a  period 
of  some  5  weeks  by  representatives  of  the  industry  and  of  the 
Commission.  Not  merely  the  principles  of  this  bill,  but  also 
Its  provisions  as  drafted,  are  strongly  endorsed  both  by  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  and  by  the  greatest 
part  of  the  investment-trust  industry.  Thus  the  bill,  as  in- 
troduced and  reported,  has  the  distinction  of  having  the  vir- 
tually unanimous  support  of  the  persons  for  whose  regula- 
tion it  provides,  as  well  as  of  the  regulatory  agency  by  which 
It  is  to  be  administered.  Representatives  of  the  industry 
urged  upon  the  committee  that  the  present  International 
situation  should  not  only  not  be  a  deterrent  to  the  enactment 
of  this  legislation  but  should  rather  serve  as  a  vital  reason 
for  its  Immediate  passage.  As  was  stated  by  Alfred  Jaretzki, 
Jr,.  of  Sullivan  &  Cromwell,  counsel  to  a  substantial  portion 
of  the  investment-company  industry: 

We  feel  that  this  bill  Is  not  only  a  workable  bill,  but  Is  a  bill 
which  Is  a  good  thing  for  the  Industry.  We  would  like  very  much 
to  aee  It  puaed.  and  we  hope  very  much  that  it  can  be  passed  at 
this  session.  The  industry  would  like  to  feel  that  it  has  regula- 
tion behind  it;  that  Is,  that  we  may  know  what  the  regulation  Is  to 
be  and  that  we  w^Ul  no  longer  live  In  uncertainty  as  to  what  the 
future  holds  for  us.  This  is  the  t3rp>e  of  regulation  under  which 
the  industry  feels  it  can  work  and  which  It  feels  wlU  be  very  bene- 
ficial to  the  Industry.  We  are  hopeful  that  if  this  legislation  passes 
it  will  constitute  a  stimulus  to  the  Investpaent-company  ludustry'a 
contributing  to  venture  capital. 
,-  •  •  •  the  critical  period  that  we  are  going  through  now. 
rather  than  being  a  reason  for  postponing  legislation.  Is.  in  our 
opinion,  an  added  reason  for  passing  this  legislation.  We  feel  that 
It  would  he  helpful  not  only  to  the  Industry  to  have  this  legisla- 
tion passed  now  •  •  •  but  also  •  •  •  we  feel  that  it  is  a 
very  healthy  sign  that  Government  and  Industry  can  come  together 
and  do  a  constructive  Job  of  this  kind. 

As  was  stated  by  Arthur  Bunker,  of  Lehman  Corporation, 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  industry  before  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce: 

These  principles  again  received  the  unanimous  approval  of  the 
Industry  in  the  form  of  the  bill  w^hlch  is  now  before  you. 

Since  it  has  had  that  joint  approval,  we  are  naturally  interested 
and  accordingly  we  strongly  urge  its  passage  at  the  present  session. 
We  believe  this  to  be  a  workable  bill  and  a  bill  which  will  be 
beneficial  to  the  Industry  We  recognize  that  abuses  have  existed 
in  the  industry  and  we  feel  that  legislation  is  necessary  to  prevent 
their  continuance  and  to  help  the  better  elements  of  the  Industry 
to  raise  the  standards  of  the  industry  to  increasingly  higher  levels. 
•  •••••• 

We  trust  that  the  present  national  emergency  should  not  be  a 
deterrent  to  its  enactment  but  should  rather  serve  as  an  added 
reason  for  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

We  feel  that  it  Is  a  very  healthy  sign  that  the  Government  and 
Indtistry  can  come  together  and  do  a  constructive  job  of  this 
character. 

With  this  legislation  the  confidence  of  the  public  in  Investment 
companies  will,  we  believe,  be  restored.'^  and  theee  companies  wUl 


be  able  to  serve  not  only  the  Investor  but  also  the  Important  func- 
tion of  supplying  new  capital  to  those  Industries  vital  to  the  national 
defense. 

Mr.  Cyril  Quinn,  vice  president  of  Tri-Continental  Corpora- 
tion, testified  before  the  House  committee: 

I  would  like  to  say  that  the  bill  now  before  you.  In  my  opinion. 
Is  a  good  bill.  It  U  a  workable  bm  In  that  the  rules  under  which 
the  industry  will  have  to  operate  are  clear  and  explicit,  which  I 
think  is  a  requirement  of  any  proper  regulatory  bill.  I  think  it  Is 
a  reasonable  bill  in  that,  while  it  seta  up  cerUin  safeguards,  it 
still  leaves  the  management  freedom  of  action  in  meeting  the 
responsibilities  of  handling  funds  that  are  entrusted  to  it.  I  think 
also  that  it  will  be  an  effective  bill  in  that  certain  practices  in  the 
past  which  have  existed  are  safeguarded  against,  and  certain  desir- 
able practices  which  many  companies  are  now  following  are  now 
required  of  all  companies. 

Ranald  H.  Macdonald,  vice  president  of  National  Bond  ft 
Share  Corporation,  and  chairman  of  the  investment  com- 
pany committee  of  the  Investment  Bankers  Association, 
testified : 

We  believe  that  this  bill  Is  entirely  workable  as  It  Is  now  drawn 
and  we  believe  that  the  bill  should  be  passed  and  hope  that  It  will 
be  passed. 

Paul  C.  Cabot,  of  State  Street  Investment  Corporation, 
testified: 

The  present  revised  bill  which  you  have  before  you,  I  think  Is 
an  excellent  one.  and  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  it. 

In  the  past  there  have  been  a  great  many  abuses  that  have  been 
brought  to  yoiar  attention  by  the  reports  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission. 

It  is  my  considered  opinion  that  this  bill  will  eliminate,  or  at 
least  largely  mitigate,  those  abuses  that  have  been  present  In  the 
past  and  I  hope  that  you  will  act  favorably  upon  it. 

Mr.  Hugh  Bullock,  vice  president  of  Calvin  Bullock,  testi- 
fied: 

I  approve  of  this  bill  and  hope  very  much  Indeed  It  wUl  become 
law  as  soon  as  possible. 

William  Tudor  Gardiner,  former  Governor  of  the  State  of 
Maine,  representing  Incorporated  Investors,  Boston.  Mass., 
testified: 

The  more  consideration  I  gave  to  the  matter,  the  more  Important 
It  seemed  to  me  that  there  should  be  some  such  legislation  as  this. 

E&sentially,  the  investment-company  industry  Involves  the  gath- 
ering together  of  cash  and  negotiable  securities  for  management, 
and  that  facilitates  a  wrongful  use  if  management  falls  into  un- 
scrupulous hands;  if  the  managers  are  dishonest,  unscrupulotis,  or 
even  selfish,  there  can  come  great  harm  to  the  stockholders. 

As  to  the  form  of  this  legislation.  I  must  confess  that  at  one 
time  it  appeared  to  mc  desirable  if  a  simpler  bill  could  be  pro- 
duced, but  careful  study  satisfied  me  that  the  task  can  in  no  way 
be  ftirther  simplified  than  it  has  been  done  In  this  bUl. 

The  legislation  must  cover  a  great  variety  of  Investment  com- 
panies, and  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  for  the  length  of  this  bill. 

As  some  of  the  questions  by  the  chairman.  Mr.  Colx.  this  morn- 
ing indicated,  publicity  is  a  great  regulating  force;  but  In  the  cas« 
of  complex  corporate  structures  and  practices,  I  think  It  Is  plain 
that  publicity  is  not  enough. 

This  bill.  I  believe,  covers  the  situation  adequately,  and  without 
undue  restriction  on  legitimate  business. 

I  would  like  to  tu^  upon  the  committee  the  fact  that  many 
man-hoxirs  of  work  have  gone  Into  this  piece  of  legislation.  It 
has  been  a  great  demand  on  the  time  of  many  representatives  of 
this  Industry. 

We  most  earnestly  hope  that  this  matter  will  have  your  prompt 
consideration  and  that  the  action  of  the  Congress  may  be  favor- 
able, so  that  the  industry  can  carry  on  its  other  work. 

Merrill  Grlswold.  chairman  of  Massachusetts  Investors 
Tmst  and  Supervised  Shares,  Inc.,  testified  as  follows: 

I  should  like  to  assure  you  that  this  measure  has  the  practically 
unanimous  approval  of  the  open-end  companies,  as  it  is  now 
drafted.  The  representatives  who  came  here  from  Boston  and  New 
York  and  Chicago  made  it  a  point  at  all  times  to  inform  the 
•mailer  companies  in  their  localities  of  what  was  going  on  and 
Invite  their  criticism  and  to  keep  them  fully  posted. 

Henry  J.  Slmonson.  Jr.,  president  of  the  National  Securities 
and  Research  Corporation,  which  sells  periodic-payment-plan 
certificates  testified  as  follows: 

In  conclusion,  I  want  to  say  In  behalf  of  the  people  that  I  repre- 
sent in  the  periodic  payment  business,  that  we  urge  very  strongly 
the  passage  of  this  bill.  We  think  It  will  bring  greater  protection 
to  the  investors.  We  think  that  It  will  be  a  great  thing  lor  ua. 
and  we  are  siwnaoriiig  It. 
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Judge  Willis  L  Norton,  testifying  on  behalf  of  Investors 
Syndicate,  which  sells  guaranteed  face  amount  certificates, 
said: 

Our  company  Is  very  heartily  in  favor  of  and  very  heartily  en- 
dorses this  bill.    We  think  it  Ls  sound  legislation. 

Mr.  James  White,  partner  of  Scudder,  Stevens  &  Clark. 
of  Boston,  Mass.,  an  investment  counsel  firm  which  also 
sponsors  three  open-end  investment  companies  testified  as 
follows  with  respect  to  title  n  of  this  bill  which  deals  with 
investment  coimsel  organizations: 

My  firm  is  heartily  in  favor  of  this  bill. 

We  think  it  is  necessary  and  we  think  It  is  constructive  both  In 
the  public  Interest  and  in  our  own  interest,  in  that  of  our  invest- 
ment-counsel business,  and  Investment-trtist  business. 

• , 

In  the  present  form  we  think  this  legislation  provides  a  set  of 
rul«  that  we  can  operate  under  without  any  difficulty  at  all.  that 
U  ^11  certllnly  dls^urage  people  going  into  our  line  of  business 
whrare  nofquVdifled  to  or  who  have  any  thought  of  using  a  proles- 
rioS^stJtus  as  a  cloak  to  cover  up  larceny  or  any  iUegal  operations. 

Mr  Dwight  Rose,  an  investment  counsel  representing  the 
Investment  Counsel  Association  of  America,  testified  with 
respect  to  title  II,  as  follows: 

At  the  time  of  the  Introduction  of  the  original  bill,  or  "hortly 
foUowing,  I  made  a  trip  to  the  west  coast  and  back   at  which  time 
I    nterviewed  a  large  number  of  Investment  counsel  firms  and  in- 
dii"JuaU  Who  are  ?ot  members  of  our  aviation.       ^o^n^^almo^ 
all  of  them  in  agreement  on  the  general  principle  of  Federal  regu 
lation  and  registration,  some  minimum  regulation.     •  ^^ 

the  association  has  been  advised  by  many  Investment  counsel  who 
^  nJ5;  menXre  of  the  association,  located  in  various  parts  of  the 
?^tn-^ho  get  into  New  York  at  rather  frequent  Intervals,  that 
^tlSily  a"  of  them  would  endorse  this  bUl.  although  I  am  not 
officially  authorized  to  represent  them.  ..a^hw  »« 

The  Investment  Counsel  Association  of  America  unqualifiedly  en- 
dorSt  tSe  prSent  bill,  the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  and  In- 
?^7^ent'i!lvfsers  Act  of  1940,  and  In  view  of  [^l^^^:^^  ^^^^,'^,f 
nroblems  confronting  our  national  economy  at  this  critical  Juncture. 
wTureTnth  hope  parage  of  the  blU  may  be  expedited  at  tm»  session 
Tf  Congrei  so  the  public  may  have  the  benefit  of  the  bill  and  it* 
provisions  without  further  delay. 

In  addition,  communications  were  received  from  numerous 
investment  companies  approving  the  proposed  legislation  and 
urging  its  immediate  passage. 

This  bill  therefore  has  the  unanimous  approval  of  vir- 
tually the  entire  investment  company  industry,  the  Securi- 
ties and  Exchange  Commission  and  the  House  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  and  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  the  bill  is  a  most  progres- 
sive and  salutary  piece  of  legislation  which  is  designed  not 
only  to  protect  the  investor  but  to  encourage  the  fiow  of 
new  capital  into  industry. 

The  extent  of  public  interest  in  investment  companies  is 
indicated  by  the  fact  that  the  industry  has  total  assets  of 
over  $4  000  000,000.  with  approximately  2.000,000  investors 
throughout  the  country,  95  percent  of  whom  own  100  shares 
or  less  with  a  value  of  $500  or  less.  More  than  half  of 
the  common-stock  issues  registered  under  the  Seciirities 
Exchange  Act  of  1933  were  in  Investment  company  issues 
($2  200  000  000  of  common  stock  of  investment  companies 
as  compared  with  a  total  of  $4,000,000,000.  of  aU  common- 
stock  offerings).  It  has  been  estimated  by  the  Commiss  on 
that  investment  companies  have  an  infiuence  or  controlling 
interest  in  noninvestment  companies,  the  total  resources  of 
perhaps  $30,000,000,000  Including  banks,  insurance  com- 
panies, aviation,  and  steamship  companies,  oil  companies, 
chemical  companies,  and  so  forth. 

The  public  contributed  approximately  $7,000,000,000  to 
investment  trusts  and  companies  and  sustained  a  capital 
shrinkage  of  about  $3,000,000,000  in  the  last  decade.  Of 
this  loss  it  is  estimated  by  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  that  over  a  billion  doUars  was  attnbutablB  to 
faithless  management— management  which  was  actuated  by 
the  pecuniary  interest  of  the  controlling  persons  rather  than 
the  interest  of  the  investors. 


This  bill  is  designed  to  provide  investors  in  all  investment 
companies  with  adequate  information  with  respect  to  the 
operation  of  their  company;  will  prohibit  persons  convicted 
or  enjoined  in  connection  with  securities  frauds  from  being 
associated  with  these  organizations;  will  insure  the  presence 
of  independent  members  of  boards  of  directors;  will  prohibit 
the  unloading  of  securities  by  controlling  persons  and  other 
insiders  on  their  Investment  companies:  will  prevent  the 
future  pyramiding  of  one  investment  company  upon  an- 
other; will  markedly  simplify  capital  structures  of  invest- 
ment companies  and  afford  some  measures  of  protection  for 
senior  security  holders  in  these  organizations;  will  tend  to 
establish  fair  pricing  and  selling  methods  of  investment 
company  securities;  will  prohibt  the  issuance  of  stock  for 
services  and  eliminate  tricky  management  voting  stocks:  and 
will  provide  a  more  reasonable  sales  load  on  installment 
plans  and  insure  these  investors  a  more  equitable  interest 

in  the  fund. 

The  honest  and  respectable  elements  in  the  industry  rec- 
ognize that  evils  have  existed  which  have  cast  a  stigma 
upon  the  industry  as  a  whole.  For  this  reason  these  repre- 
sentatives have  not  only  approved  but  have  urged  the  im- 
mediate passage  of  this  bill. 

Title  n  of  the  bill  deals  with  investment  advisers — per- 
sons who,  for  compensation,  advise  individuals  as  to  invest- 
ment in  securities.    The  provisions  of  this  title  have  also 
been  based  on  a  study  made  by  the  Seciirities  and  Exchange 
Commission  and  have  been  approved  by  not  only  the  invest- 
ment advisers  who  appeared  and  testified  before  the  com- 
mittee, but  by  many  other   advisers.    The   title  seeks   to 
protect  the  public  from  frauds  and  misrepresentations  of 
tipsters  and  touts  and  to  safeguard  the  honest  Investment 
adviser  against  the  stigma  of  the  activities  of  these  indi- 
viduals.   The  bill  makes  fraudulent  practices  by  investment 
advisers  unlawful  and  requires  investment   advisers  doing 
business  by  the  use  of  the  mails  and  the  facilities  of  inter- 
state commerce  to  register  with  the  Commission  which  is 
empowered  to  deny  registration  to  Individuals  convicted  or 
enjoined  by  the  courts  for  securities  frauds. 

The  work  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
convinces  me  very  definitely  of  the  wisdom  Congress  shows 
at  times  in  directing  the  various  commissions,  and  at  times 
the  committees  of  Congress,  to  investigate  important  activi- 
ties with  which  we  must  deal  legislatively  in  the  future. 
Following  that  long  period  during  which  the  S.  E.  C.  looked 
into  this  very  difficult  problem  and  the  legislation  before  both 
Houses  of  Congress,  it  was  found  that  many  changes  were 
advisable  in  the  original  bill;  and,  just  as  last  year  when  the 
trust-indenture  bill  was  before  us  the  great  banking  industry 
of  this  country  through  their  representatives  sat  around  the 
table  with  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  and  the 
members  of  your  committee  and  worked  out  legislation,  the 
same  thing  occurred  again,  and  beUeve  it  or  not,  we  worked 
out  legislation  free  from  any  complaint  or  criUcism,  and  I 
present  to  you  today  a  bill  which  I  think  it  safe  to  say  95 
percent  if  not  all,  of  the  industry  affected  supports. 

Mr   Chairman,  this  great  work— and  I  speak  advisedly  In 
applying  that  adjective— has  been  done  by  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  under  the  leadership  of  Judge  Healy. 
a  member  of  that  Commission;  Mr.  David  Schenker,  counsel 
to  the  investment-trust  study;  Mr.  John  Hollands,  of  the 
Commission's  staff;  and  a  number  of  others  working  with 
them  as  a  staff  day  and  night,  month  after  month,  and  year 
after  year  since  we  gave  the  Commission  this  assignment 
directing  the  investigation.    The  report  of  the  Commission 
on  the  study  reaches  its  culmination  in  the  bill  now  before 
us     Their  report  to  us  disclosed  the  abuses  of  the  past  to 
which  this  industry  has  been  subjected  by  many  of  its  mem- 
bers whom  I  think  the  legislation  before  us  will  hereafter 
dispose  of  forever.    I  believe  the  Commission  as  a  whole 
especially  the  group  associated  so  Intimately  and  definitely 
with  this  problem,  deserves  the  thanks  of  Congress  and  of 
this  country  for  solving  the  problem  in  the  ''fy^'^^y  Recom- 
mended and  especially  in  a  way  that  permits  the  industry 
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affected  to  come  hand-in-hand  with  the  administrative  side 
of  thla  Government  recommending  after  thorough  considera- 
tion by  your  committee  legislation  of  this  importance  and 
which  I  think  the  future  will  show  to  be  of  very  vital  interest 
and  concern  to  the  investing  public.  In  thia  connection 
credit,  too.  must^be  given  to  the  representatives  of  the  indus- 
try who  collaborated  in  the  preparation  of  this  bill:  Alfred 
Jaretzki.  Jr.,  of  Sullivan  and  Cromwell,  counsel  for  the  closed- 
end  companies;  Warren  Motley,  of  Boston,  for  the  open -end 
companies:  and  Paul  Bartholet,  an  expert  on  Investment 
trusts  in  general. 

I  shall  not  discuss  the  provisions  of  this  bill  In  too  great 
detail.  However.  I  would  like  to  briefly  outline  its  terms. 
[Applause.] 

ANALT8XS  Or  PKOVTBIONS  OF  TTTLS  I 

Findings  and  declaration  of  policy:  Section  1  of  the  bill 
contains  the  findings  of  the  Congress  with  respect  to  invest- 
ment companies  and  the  declaration  of  policy  of  the  bill. 

Definitions  and  exemptions  of  Investment  companies:  In- 
vestment companies  within  the  purview  of  this  bill  are  in 
general  defined  as  companies  which  are  engaged  primarily  In 
\the  business  of  investing,  reinvesting,  and  trading  in  securi- 
ties; and  issuers  which  invest  In  or  hold  securities — other 
than  securities  of  noninvestment  company  subsidiaries — hav- 
ing a  value  exceeding  40  percent  of  the  value  of  their  total 
assets.  A  third  group  of  investment  companies  covered  by 
the  bill  are  companies  which  engage  in  the  business  of  issuing 
so-called  face-amount  installment  certificates.  Provision  is 
made  generally  to  exclude  from  the  bill  companies  primarily 
engaged,  directly  or  through  sul)sidiaries.  In  the  operation  of 
a  business  other  than  that  of  an  investment  company.  In 
addition,  the  bill  specifically  excludes  brokers,  imderwriters. 
banks,  insurance  companies,  common  or  commingled  trust 
funds  administered  by  a  bank,  bank  holding  company  afUi- 
ates  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  System,  companies  subject  to  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act.  and  those  of  their  wholly  owned  sub- 
sidiaries substantially  all  of  whose  assets  consist  of  securities 
of  companies  which  themselves  are  subject  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  small-loan  companies,  factoring  companies, 
companies  dealing  in  mortgages  or  discount  pap>er,  holding 
companies  subject  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935.  and  certain  other  special  types  of  companies — sec- 
tion 3.  The  bill  makes  provision  for  the  exempting  of  em- 
ployees' investment  companies,  and  certain  other  persons  who 
are  not  within  the  intent  of  the  proix>sed  legislation — sec- 
tion 6. 

Classification  and  subclassification  of  investment  companies: 
Investment  companies  are  broadly  classified  into  three  cate- 
gories— management  companies,  unit  investment  trusts,  and 
face-amount  certificate  companies.  Management  companies 
are  divided  Into  two  types:  open-end  companies— companies 
in  which  the  stockholder  or  certificate  holder  has  a  right  to 
compel  the  company  to  redeem  his  shares  at  their  asset  value; 
and  closed-end  companies — companies  in  which  the  share- 
holders do  not  have  such  a  right.  Management  companies, 
both  of  the  open-end  and  closed-end  t3rpe.  are  further  sub- 

'  Classified  upon  the  basis  of  the  extent  of  the  diversification 
of  their  investments,  into  diversified  companies  which,  speak- 
ing generally,  must  have  at  least  75  percent  of  their  assets 
in  diversifled  securities  and  nondiversified  companies  which 
are  not  required  so  to  diversify  their  investments — sections 
4  and  5. 

Transactions  by  unregistered  investment  companies:  In- 
vestment companies,  unless  registered  as  provided  In  the  bill, 
are  forbidden  to  conduct  their  activities  through  use  of  the 
mails  or  instrumentalities  of  interstate  commerce.  Foreign 
investment  companies  may  not  register  as  Investment  com- 
panies or  publicly  offer  seciirities  of  which  they  are  the  issuer 
in  the  United  States  unless  the  Commission  finds  that  these 
foreign  investment  companies  can  be  effectively  subjected  to 
the  same  type  of  regulation  as  domestic  Investment  com- 

iMinles — section  7. 

Registration  of,  disclosure  of  investment  policy,  and  size  of 
investment  companies:  Provision  is  made  for  the  registration 


of  investment  companies  with  the  Commission.  In  the  main. 
the  Commission  may  require  the  infotmation  required  to 
register  securities  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  and  the 
Seciirities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  In  addition,  the  registra- 
tion statement  must  state  the  policy  of  the  company  as  to 
items  specifically  enumerated  in  the  bill  and  supply  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  the  business  affiliation  and  experience  of 
the  ofDcers  and  directors  of  the  company.  Provision  is  made 
for  the  simplification  of  the  registration  procedure  by  per- 
mitting the  filing  of  copies  of  registration  statements  already 
filed  under  the  acts  now  administered  by  the  Commission. 
No  shift  in  the  company's  fundamental  policies  as  stated  in 
the  registration  statement  may  be  made  without  the  approval 
of  a  majority  of  the  company's  outstanding  voting  securities — 
sections  8  and  13. 

To  put  a  brake  on  the  Irresponsible  formation  of  invest- 
ment companies,  no  investment  company  organized  hereafter 
may  make  a  public  offering  of  its  securities  imless  it  has  or  is 
assured  of  having  at  least  $100,000  through  private  subscrip- 
tion. The  bill  does  not  contain  any  limitation  with  respect 
to  maximum  size  of  investment  companies,  but  authorizes 
the  Commission  to  study  and  report  from  time  to  time  the 
effect  of  size  of  investment  companies  both  on  the  national 
economy  and  on  the  trusts  themselves — section  14. 

Ineligibility  of  certain  affiliated  persons  and  underwriters: 
Any  person  Who  within  10  years  has  been  convicted  of  a 
crime  or  is  enjoined  by  a  court  in  connection  with  a  security 
or  financial  fraud  is  prohibited  by  the  bill  from  acting  as  an 
officer  or  director  of  any  investment  company  or  in  certain 
other  capacities.  The  bill  recognizes,  however,  that  even 
such  a  person  may  rehabilitate  himself  and  so  the  Commis- 
sion is  authorized  to  exempt  j>ersons  from  this  prohibition 
where  it  is  shown  that  the  penalty  as  applied  to  any  such 
person  would  be  unduly  or  disproportionately  severe  or  that 
the  conduct  of  such  person  has  been  such  as  not  to  make  it 
against  the  public  interest  or  protection  of  investors  that  such 
exception  be  granted — section  9. 

Provisions  relating  to  directors,  officers,  and  certain  affil- 
iated persons:  In  the  future  no  person  shall  serve  as  a  diiec- 
tor  of  an  investment  company  unless  elected  by  the  holders 
of  Its  outstanding  voting  securities,  except  that,  in  effect, 
vacancies  not  exceeding  one-third  of  the  board  occurring  be- 
tween meetings  of  stockholders  may  be  filled  in  any  other- 
wise legal  manner.  However,  with  respect  to  existing  strict 
trusts,  where  no  provision  is  made  for  election  of  trustees, 
the  bill  does  not  require  an  affirmative  election  of  trustees  but 
provides  a  procediure  for  their  removal  by  certificate  holders — 
section  16. 

The  bill  provides  that  at  least  40  percent  of  the  board  of 
directors  of  an  Investment  company  shall  be  Independent; 
that  is,  no  more  than  60  percent  may  consist  of  investment 
[  advisers  to  the  company  or  affiliated  persons  of  such  an  ad- 
viser or  officers  or  employees  of  the  company.  Moreover,  a 
majority  of  the  board  of  directors  of  an  mvestment  company 
must  be  composed  of  persons  who  are  not  regular  brokers  for 
the  company  or  principal  underwriters  of  its  securities,  or 
investment  bankers,  or  in  each  case  persons  affiliated  with 
them.  An  exception  is  made  to  take  care  of  certain  tjTJes 
of  Investment  companies  which  arc  closely  affiliated  with  in- 
vestment advisers  and  which  are  designed  primarily  to  make 
available  this  medium  of  diversification  of  investment  to  the 
smaller  customers  of  these  advisers.  This  exception  is  care- 
fully safeguarded  by  specific  conditions.  Hereafter  the  ma- 
jority of  the  board  of  directors  of  an  investment  company 
may  not  consist  of  persons  who  are  officers  or  directors  of 
any  one  bank,  except  that  any  investment  company  which, 
on  March  15,  1940,  shall  have  had  a  majority  of  Its  directors 
consisting  of  such  persons  may  continue  to  do  so — section  10. 

In  the  future  persons  who  are  officers,  directors,  invest- 
ment advisers,  and  so  forth,  or  persons  affiliated  with  such 
pereons,  may  not,  as  principal,  knowingly  sell  to  or  purchase 
from  any  investment  company  any  securities  or  other  prop- 
erty or  borrow  from  any  such  investment  company.  Provi- 
sion is  made  for  certain  exceptions  with  respect  to  trans- 
actions involving  the  company's  own  security  issues  and  for 
transactions  exempted  by  the  Commission — section  17. 
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In  general,  agency  transactions  are  not  affected  by  the  bill, 
but  brokerage  commissions  are  limited  in  the  main  to  stand- 
ard rates  with  provision  for  special  exemptions.  Provision  is 
made  that  those  officers  and  employees  who  have  access  to 
securities  or  funds  of  investment  companies  may  be  required 
to  be  bonded.  Securities  of  investment  companies  must  be 
■  placed  in  the  custody  either  of  banks,  or  with  stock-exchange 
firms  subject  to  supervision  by  the  Commission  as  to  methods 
of  safekeeping— section  17. 

Investment  companies  may  not  purchase  securities  under- 
written by  persons  affiliated  with  the  investment  company, 
unless  the  investment  company  itself  is  a  principal  under- 
writer of  such  securities,  until  after  the  termination  of  the 
underwriting  syndicate — section   10.     Officers  and  directors 
of  investment  companies  and  certain  other  persons  are  not 
allowed  to  exculpate  themselves  from  liability  for  any  willful 
misfeasance,  bad  faith,  gross  negligence,  or  reckless  disregard 
of  their  duties— section  17.    The  provisions  of  section  16  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  relating  to  transactions 
of  officers,  directors,  and  controlling  persons  which  now  apply 
to  equity  securities  of  investment  companies  whose  securities  ; 
are  listed  on  a  national  securities  exchange  are  made  appli-  ■ 
cable  to  all  securities  of  all  registered  closed-end  companies—  I 
section  30.    Gross  misconduct  or  gross  abuse  of  trust  by  di-  | 
rectors,  officers,  investment  advisers,  principal  underwriters,   l 
and  so  forth,  is  made  a  basis  for  injunctive  proceedings  in  a 
Federal  court  to  be  instituted  by  the  Commission— section  36. 
Larceny  or  embezzlement  of  property  of  investment  com- 
panies is  made  a  Federal  crime— section  37.  i 

Provisions  with  respect  to  certain  activities  of  investment 
companies:  Investment  companies,  generally  speaking,  may 
not  trade  on  margin,  participate  in  joint  trading  accounts,  or 
effect  short  sales  in  portfolio  securities  in  contravention  of 
rules  and  regulations  which  may  be  prescribed.  Investment 
companies  may  engage  in  underwriting  activities  if  consistent 
with  their  declared  investment  policies — section  12.  Up- 
stream loans  to  investment  companies,  except  by  wholly 
owned  subsidiaries,  are  prohibited— section  21. 

Hereafter,  an  Investment  company  or  group  of  controlled 
companies  may  not  purchase  securities  issued  by  another  in- 
vestment company  if  as  a  result  of  such  acquisition  such 
group  will  have  more  than  3  percent  of  the  outstendlng  vot- 
ing securities  of  such  other  Investment  company,  or  5  percent 
of  a  specialized  investment  company.  Investment  companies, 
however,  mav  increase  their  holdings  in  other  investment 
companies  of"  which  they  already  hold  25  percent  of  the  vot- 
ing stock,  since  such  holdings  constitute  presumptive  control. 
A  similar  provision  limits  the  acquisition  by  Investment  com- 
panies of  an  Insurance  company's  stock  to  10  percent,  with 
additional  exceptions  relating  to  the  organization  of  new 
insurance  companies  and  the  purchase  of  stock  of  insurance 
companies  from  other  Investment  companies  or  where  it  Is 
found  that  such  acquisition  is  in  the  public  interest  because 
the  financial  condition  of  such  insurance  company  wlU  be 
improved  as  a  result  of  such  acquisition  or  any  plan  contem- 
plated as  a  result  thereof— section  12. 

Cross  and  circular  ownership  as  defined  are  prohibited  in 
the  future  and  existing  cross  and  circular  ownership  must  be 
eliminated  within  5  years— section  20. 

Although  investment  companies  are  in  general  prohibited 
from  acquiring  securities  of  persons  engaged  in  the  brokerage 
business  or  In  the  business  of  underwriting  and  dealing  In 
securities  provision  is  made  to  permit  Investment  companies, 
either  alone  or  jointly  with  other  Investment  companies,  to 
purchase  stock  of  a  company  engaged  primarily  In  the  busi- 
ness of  underwriting  and  dlstribuUng  securities  and  to  ac- 
quire stock  of  a  company  formed  to  engage  In  the  business  of 
furnishing  new  capital  to  industry,  financing  promotional 
enterprises,  and  similar  activities— section  12.  It  is  hoped 
that  investment  companies  will  soon  Jointly  form  such  a  com- 
pany. It  is  believed  it  should  make  a  material  contribution 
to  national  recovery.  * 

Distribution,  repurchases,  and  redemptions  of  investment 
company  securities:  No  open-end  company  and  no  closed- 
end  company  may  issue  any  of  its  securities  except  for  cash 
or  for  securities — sections  22  and  23. 


Publicly  offered  securities  of  all  investment  companies  must 
be  registered  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  but  provision 
Is  made  to  eliminate  duplication  In  the  material  field  under 
that  act  and  the  present  bill.  Circular  literature  intended 
for  distribution  to  prospective  purchasers  of  the  securities  of 
op^n-end  companies,  unit  investment  trusts,  and  face-amoxmt 
certificate  companies  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission- 
section  24. 

Closed-end  companies  may  not  Issue  their  common  stock  at 
a  price  below  the  current  net  asset  value,  except  in  connec- 
tion with  an  offering  to  their  security  holders,  conversion  of 
a  convertible  security,  exercise  of  any  warrant  outstanding 
on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  bill,  or  with  consent  of  a 
majority  of  their  stockholders.  No  closed-end  company  may 
repurchase  any  of  its  outstanding  securities  except  on  a 
securities  exchange  or  open  market  upon  prescribed  notice  to 
Its  stockholders  or  pursuant  to  tenders  or  under  other  cir- 
cumstances to  be  prescribed  to  insure  fair  treatment  of  all 
security  holders— section  23. 

With  respect  to  the  distribution  and  redemption  of  securi- 
ties issued  by  open-end  companies,  an  association  of  secu- 
rities dealers  registered  under  section  15A  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  is,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  that 
section,  empowered  to  make  rules  to  protect  investors,  so  far 
as  is  reasonably  practicable,  against  any  dilution  of  their 
equity  due  to  the  methods  of  pricing,  distribution,  and  re- 
demption of  redeemable  securities  and  to  prevent  grossly 
excessive  sales  loads  on  such  securities.     The  Commission 
after  1  year  is  empowered  to  make  rules  and  regulations  to 
deal  with  these  subjects.    In  other  words,  the  industry  is  given 
a  year  in  which  to  solve  this  problem  for  Itself.    In  addition, 
provision  is  made  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  redeemable  securl- 
tles  to  any  person  other  than  a  dealer  or  principal  Under- 
writer at  a  price  less  than  that  at  which  the  security  is  sold 
to  the  public.    The  bill  prohibits  the  suspension  of  redemp- 
tion of  a  redeemable  security  for  a  period  more  than  7  days 
except  during  certain  specified  emergency  periods  or  other 
period  fixed  by  the  Commission.    The  negotiability  of  open- 
end  securities  may   not   be  restricted  In   contravention  of 
provisloas  which  may  be  formulated— section  22. 

Capital  structure:  Except  for  refunding  of  outstanding  se- 
curities and  securities  Issued  In  connection  with  reorganiza- 
tions, closed-end  companies  In  the  future  may  not  issue  more 
than  three  classes  of  securities— one  class  of  security  repre- 
senting indebtedness.  Including  loans  not  publicly  distributed, 
one  class  of  preferred  stock,  and  one  class  of  common  stock. 
Securities  representing  indebtedness  must  have  at  the  time 
of  issue  an  asset  coverage  of  at  least  300  percent  and  pre- 
ferred stock  an  asset  coverage  of  at  least  200  percent.  Simi- 
larly no  dividends  or  distributions  may  be  declared  or  made 
upon  the  common  stock  unless  the  securities  representing 
indebtedness  and  preferred  stock  issued  in  the  future  have 
an  asset  co^ferage  of  300  percent  and  200  percent,  respectively, 
and  dividends  may  not  be  paid  on  such  preferred  stock  unless 
such  indebtedness  has  an  asset  coverage  of  at  least  200  per- 
cent. Voting  rights  are  also  provided  for  preferred  stock  and 
In  certain  contingencies  for  senior  securities  representing 
indebtedness  other  than  loans.  Temporary  borrowings  up  to 
5  percent  are  exempted  from  this  provision— section  18. 

Open-end  investment  companies  are  not  permitted  to  Issue 
any  senior  securities,  except  that  such  companies  are  per- 
mitted bank  borrowings,  provided  that  an  asset  coverage  of 
300  percent  Is  maintained  at  all  times  for  ouch  borrow- 
ings— section  18. 

Dividends-  In  respect  of  dividends  on  existing  securities, 
as  well  as  securities  Issued  in  the  future.  Investment  com- 
panies are  required  to  disclose  by  written  statement  accom- 
panying any  dividend  the  source  of  such  payment  when  made 
other  than  from  the  current  or  accumulated  net  income  as 
defined — section  19. 

Proxies  and  voting  trtists:  Solicitations  of  proxies  con- 
sents and  authorizations  relating  to  securities  of  investment 
companies  registered  under  this  bill  are  to  be  subject  to  the 
regulations  to  which  solicitations  relating  to  securities  Usted 
on  national  securities  exchanges  are  already  subject  by  reason 
of  the  Commissions  regulations  adopted  under  section  14  (a) 
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of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  To  assure  uniformity 
of  interpretation  and  administration  as  between  that  act  and 
the  present  bill,  section  20  (a)  of  the  bill  has  been  so  drafted 
as  to  follow  verbatim  section  14  (a)  of  the  Securities  Ex- 
change Act,  with  only  such  slight  modifications  of  language 
as  are  necessary  because  of  the  special  classes  of  companies 
to  which  section  20  (a)  applies. 

Hereafter  no  public  cfTering  may  be  made  of  voting  trust 
certificates  of  Investment  companies.  Existing  voting  trusts 
may  continue  until  their  expiration — section  20. 

Investment  advisory  contracts  and  contracts  for  distribu- 
tion of  open -end  company  securities:  After  1  year  from  the 
effective  date  of  the  act  all  Investment  advisory  or  manage- 
ment contracts  must  be  in  writing,  must  prescribe  in  detail 
the  compensation  to  be  paid,  and  must  be  nonassignable  and 
terminable  upon  60  days'  notice.  In  effect,  the  contract  has 
to  be  approved  by  a  majority  of  the  voting  stock,  may  be  fop 
an  initial  period  of  2  years,  and  renewable  annually  thereafter 
by  the  board  of  directors  or  stockholders.  Analogous  provi- 
sions are  incorporated  with  respect  to  contracts  for  the  distri- 
bution of  open-end  company  securities.  Existing  arrange- 
ments are  permitted  to  continue  for  a  period  not  exceeding 
5  years — section  15. 

Reorganizations  of  investment  companies:  With  respect  to 
investment  company  reorganizations  as  defined,  the  bill  pro- 
vides that  the  Commission,  at  the  request  of  25  percent  of  any 
class  of  the  security  holders  to  be  affected  by  such  reorgani- 
zation, or  on  the  request  of  a  company  which  is  a  party  to 
such  a  plan,  may  give  an  advisory  opinion.  The  company  is 
required  to  send  a  copy  of  such  advisory  opinion  to  its  security 
holders.  The  Commission  may  institute  injunction  proceed- 
ings in  a  Federal  court  to  restrain  the  consummation  of 
grossly  unfair  plans  of  reorganization  or  plans  which  consti- 
tute gross  misconduct  ox  gross  abuse  of  trust — section  25. 
The  functions  and  duties  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  under  the  Bankruptcy  Act  remain  unchanged. 

Reports  and  accounting:  Investment  companies  are  re- 
quired to  file  with  the  Commission  annual  reports,  including 
financial  statements,  similar  to  the  annual  reftorts  now  filed 
with  the  Commission  under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  by  companies  having  securities  listed  on  national  securi- 
ties exchanges,  and  less  comprehensive  reports  on  a  semi- 
annual or  quarterly  basis.  In  addition,  investment  com- 
panies mtist  file  with  the  Commission  copies  of  reports  sent 
to  their  security  holders  and  may  be  required  to  transmit 
semiannually  to  their  stockholders  reports  containing  cer- 
tain specified  financial  and  other  information.  The  reports 
io  stockholders  may  not  be  misleading  in  any  material  re- 
spect in  the  light  of  the  reports  filed  with  the  Commission. 
Under  other  acts  administered  by  the  Commission,  lacking 
such  a  provision  as  this,  misleading  financial  statements, 
inconsistent  with  those  filed  with  the  Commission,  have  been 
sent  security  holders  in  an  appreciable  number  of  instances. 
Annual  reports  to  the  Commission  and  to  stockholders  may 
be  required  to  be  certified  by  independent  public  accountants, 
whose  certificate  miist  be  based  on  a  reasonably  compre- 
hensive audit — section  30. 

The  Commission  is  authorized  to  require  investment  com- 
panies and  certain  of  their  majority-owned  subsidiaries  to 
preserve  accounts,  records,  and  documents  upon  which  the 
financial  statements  filed  with  the  Commission  are  predi- 
cated. Investment  advisers,  depositors,  and  principal  under- 
writers of  certain  investment  companies  may  likewise  be 
required  to  preserve  records  showing  their  transactions  with 
the  Investment  companies  with  which  they  are  associated. 
These  accounts,  records,  and  docimients  are  subject  at  all 
times  to  examination  by  the  Commission  or  its  representa- 
tives. The  Commission  is  authorized  to  provide  for  a  reason- 
able degree  of  uniformity  in  the  accounting  policies  and 
principles  to  be  followed  by  investment  companies  in  main- 
taining their  accounts  and  records  and  preparing  the  financial 
statements  required  in  their  report  to  the  Commission  and 
stockholders — section  31. 

Subject  to  certain  exceptions,  the  selection  of  independent 
public  accountants  of  investment  companies  must  be  sub- 


mitted for  ratification  or  rejection  to  stockholders  who.  in 
addition,  at  an>'  time  by  a  majority  vote  may  terminate  their 
employment.  The  auditor's  certificate  must  be  addressed 
to  security  holders  as  well  as  the  directors.  The  controller 
or  other  principal  accounting  oflQcer  of  every  company  is  to 
be  chosen  either  by  the  board  of  directors  of  the  company 
or  by  Its  security  holders,  and  not  merely  be  appointed  by 
its  executive  ofBcers.  The  Commission  Is  also  empowered  to 
require  accoimtants  and  auditors  to  keep  reports  and  work 
sheets  and  other  documents  relating  to  investment  com- 
panies— section  32. 

Unit  Investment  trusts:  The  trust  Indentures  of  unit  in- 
vestment trusts  must  designate  as  trustee  or  custodian  a  bank 
of  a  specified  minimum  size;  must  require  that  all  property 
and  funds  of  the  trust  will  be  held  by  the  trustee:  and  that 
the  trustee — which  may  not  resign  unless  a  successor  trustee 
has  been  designated  or  the  trust  liquidated — be  entitled  to 
reimburse  itself  out  of  the  trust  property  for  its  expenses 
actually  incurred  and  fees  actually  earned.  Except  under 
special  circumstances,  the  depositor  or  underwriter  must  be* 
prohibited  from  deriving  any  fees  from  the  trust  other  thfta 
the  original  sales  load  for  distributing  the  shares.  Provision 
must  also  be  made  to  advise  shareholders  of  portfolio  changes. 
Finally,  proceedings  in  court  may  be  instituted  by  the  Coz^- 
mission  to  liquidate  so-called  orphan  trusts — section  26. 

Periodic  payment  plans:  The  bill  contains  additional  pro- 
visions which  relate  specifically  to  companies  issuing  peripdic- 
pasrment-plan  certificates.  These  provisions  fall  rougWy  into 
three  classes:  Provisions  relative  to  sales  load;  provisions 
regulating  the  incidents  and  denominations  of  the  certificates, 
and  provisions  regarding  custodianship.  The  sales  load  is 
limited  to  9  percent.  Recognizing  the  heavier  initial  eipense, 
due  primarily  to  sales  conunissions,  the  bill  permits  naif  of 
the  sales  load  to  be  taken  out  during  the  first  year  of  the  plan; 
the  balance  is  to  be  spread  equally  over  the  subsequent  years. 
To  prevent  evasion  of  these  restrictions  on  sales  load  by  the 
Imposition  of  so-called  management  fees,  the  Commission  is 
authorized  to  prescribe  maximum  management  fees.  The  pro- 
vision relating  to  sales  load  may  be  modified  by  the  Commis- 
sion to  meet  the  problems  of  small  companies.  Periodic-pay- 
ment-plan certiflcates  must  be  redeemable  securities;  and  the 
initial  payn^ent  under  any  plan  must  be  at  least  $20,  with  each 
subsequent  payment  at  least  $10 — ^section  27. 

Pace-amount-certiflcate  companies:  Companies  which  sell 
face-amoimt  certificates  are  generally  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  bill  but  must  comply  with  certain  provisions 
which  are  specifically  applicable  to  that  type  of  company.  Tlie 
bill  contains  provisions  with  respect  to  minimimi  capitaliza- 
tion of  face-amount-certiflcate  companies.  All  companies 
which  in  the  future  sell  these  certificates  must  at  all  times 
maintain  reserves,  which,  accumulated  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed 
3^2  percent  compoimded  annually,  must  provide  an  amoimt 
sufficient  to  meet  at  all  times  all  the  liabilities  and  obligations- 
of  the  company  to  all  its  certificate  holders.  The  companies 
miist  have  cash  or  qualified  investments  (investments  which 
are  qualified  under  the  Code  for  the  District  of  Columbia  for 
life  insurance  companies)  of  a  value  not  less  than  the  aggre- 
gate of  their  capital  and  reserve  requirements.  The  bill  makes 
provision  to  require  deposit  with  certain  qualified  banks  of  all 
or  any  i>art  of  the  investments  maintained  by  such  company 
as  certificate  reserve  requirements  except  that  the  company 
may  be  credited  with  deposits  made  piu^uant  to  law  or  regu- 
lation with  State  authorities  in  respect  to  liabilities  of  the 
certificates  sold  to  the  residents  of  such  States.  The  bill 
makes  provision  for  the  distribution  of  the  loading  charge 
(the  maximum  amount  of  which  charge  is  fixed  by  the  bill) 
over  the  life  of  the  certificate.  In  essence,  no  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  load  may  be  taken  out  the  first  year,  no  more 
than  7  percent  in  each  of  the  following  4  years,  and  not  more 
than  4  percent  the  remaining  years.  The  surrender  value  of 
the  certificate  for  the  first  year  must  be  equal  to  at  least  50 
percent  of  the  gross  annual  pajTnent  made  on  the  certificate 
and  for  any  subsequent  time  must  be  the  amount  of  reserve 
of  such  certificate  less  a  prescribed  surrender  charge.  A  cer- 
tificate may  not  contain  a  provision  mftk'ng  the  holder  liable 
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for  any  unpaid  balance  on  the  certificate  and  must  provide 
for  tlie  issuance  to  the  certificate  holder  upon  the  happening 
of  certain  contingencies  of  a  so-called  paid-up  certificate. 

The  obligations  of  the  company  to  a  certificate  holder, 
who  has  defaulted,  are  specifically  enumerated  in  the  bill — 
section  28.  If  a  face-amount  company  does  not  maintain 
the  minimum  certificate  reserve  on  all  its  outstanding  face- 
amount  certificates  issued  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the 
bill  then  the  company  cannot  make  any  distribution  or  pay 
any  dividend  on  any  senior  capital  security  which  exceeds 
a  prescribed  percentage  of  its  earnings  or  which  the  Cwn- 
mission  determines  might  impair  the  financial  integrity  of 
the  company  or  its  ability  to  meet  its  liabilities  on  the  out- 
Standing  certificates.  In  the  future,  face-amount  certificate 
companies  cannot  issue  senior  capital  securities  in  contra- 
vention of  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Commission  may 
prescribe  as  necessary  or  appropriate  for  the  protection  of 
Investors,  or  if  such  company  has  such  senior  capital  securi- 
ties outstanding  to  make  any  distribution  or  pay  any  divi- 
dend in  contravention  of  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the 
Commission  may  prescribe  to  insxire  the  financial  integrity 
of  the  company  and  to  prevent  the  impairment  of  the  com- 
pany's abilities  to  meet  its  obligations  on  its  face-amount 
certiflcates — section  18.  A  face-amount  company  can  ac- 
quire the  securities  of  another  face-amoUnt  company  only 
upon  certain  prescribed  conditions — section  12.  The  bill 
makes  provision  to  obtain  equality  of  treatment  of  certificate 
holders  who  are  residents  of  various  States  in  the  event  of 
bankruptcy  of  a  face-amount  company.  The  bill  preserves 
the  rights  of  residents  in  those  States  which  require  specific 
deposits  with  their  State  officials  but  makes  provision  for 
equalization  of  treatment  of  all  certificate  holders,  by  pro- 
viding that  residents  of  other  States  must  receive  an  amount 
equal  to  that  received  by  the  residents  of  States  with  de- 
posits, before  the  latter  can  share  in  the  general  assets  of 
the  bankrupt  company — section  29. 

Unlawful  representations:  The  bill  contains  the  usual  pro- 
visions prohibiting  misrepresentations  and  half-truths  in 
registration  statements,  reports,  and  other  documents  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  prohibiting  the  misrepresentation 
Of  the  effect  of  registration  with  the  Commission.  In  addi- 
tion, the  use  of  misleading  names  by  registered  investment 
companies  is  specifically  prohibited.  The  latter  provisions 
may  t>e  enforced  by  order  of  the  Commission  when  the  name 
Is  adopted  after  the  effective  date  of  the  bill,  and  by  a  court 
at  the  suit  of  the  Commission  as  to  names  theretofore 
adopted — sections  34  (b),  35. 

Administrative  and  enforcement  machinery:  The  bill  con- 
tains ample  provisions,  but  appropriately  circumscribed,  for 
the  enforcement  of  its  provisions:  for  the  carrying  out  of 
the  powers  and  duties  vested  in  the  Commission,  and  for 
court  review  of  the  Commission's  action — sections  38  to  46. 
49. 

Formal  provisions:  The  bill  contains  the  usual  provisions 
regarding  validity  of  contracts,  liability  of  controlling  per- 
sons, the  effect  of  the  bill  on  existing  law.  and  separability 
of  provisions.  The  eCTectlve  date  of  title  I  is  November  1. 
1940.  as  to  all  companies  except  face-amount  certificate 
companies,  as  to  which  the  bill  does  not  become  effective 
until  January  1.  1941.  The  short  title  of  the  bill  is  the  "In- 
vestment Company  Act  of  1940  " — sections  47,  48,  50  to  53. 

ANALYSIS  or  PROVISIONS   OF  TnX*   11 

Findings  and  definitions:  Sections  201  and  202  contain, 
respectively,  the  findings  of  the  Congress  with  respect  to 
investment  advisers  and  the  definitions  of  various  terms  used 
in  title  II.  The  term  "investment  adviser"  is  so  defined  as 
specifically  to  exclude  banks,  bank  holding  company  affiliates, 
lawyers,  accountants,  engineers,  teachers,  brokers — insofar  as 
their  advice  is  merely  incidental  to  brokerage  transactions 
for  which  they  receive  only  brokerage  commissions — pub- 
lishers of  bona  fide  newspapers,  news  magazines,  or  financial 
publications  of  general  and  regular  circulation,  and  persons 
Whose  advice  is  limited  to  securites  Issued  by  the  United 
States  and  certain  instrumentalities  of  the  United  States. 
In  addition,  the  Commission  is  authorized  by  rules  and  regu- 


lations or  order,  to  make  certain  further  exceptions  accord- 
ing to  prescrilied  statutory  standards. 

Registration  of  investment  advisers:  Investment  advisers 
who  make  use  of  the  mails  or  instrumentalities  of  interstate 
commerce  in  connection  with  their  investment  advisory  busi- 
ness, unless  they  fall  within  one  of  the  specific  exemptions 
provided  in  section  203  (b).  are  required  to  register  by  filing 
with  the  Commission  an  application  for  registration  contain- 
ing certain  information,  the  character  of  which  is  specified 
in  the  bill.  The  administrative  machinery  for  registration  is 
similar  to  that  provided  in  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  for  the  registration  of  over-the-counter  brokers  and 
dealers.  Registration  may  be  denied  or  revoked  if  the  regis- 
trant has  within  10  years  been  convicted  of  a  crime  or  is 
enjoined  by  a  court  in  connection  with  a  security  or  financial 
fraud,  or  if  his  application  for  registration  is  materially  mis- 
leading. The  data  contained  in  the  application  for  registra- 
tion must  be  kept  reasonably  current  by  such  annual  and 
special  reports  as  the  Commission  may  require  for  that  pur- 
pose— sections  203,  204. 

Investment  advisory  contracts:  Contracts  or  agreements 
between  an  investment  adviser  and  a  client  may  not  provide 
for  compensation  to  the  investment  adviser  based  upon 
capital  gains  or  capital  appreciation.  Each  such  contract 
must  be  nonassignable,  and  must  provide,  if  the  Investment 
adviser  is  a  partnership,  that  the  client  will  be  notified  of  any 
change  in  the  membership  of  the  firm,  so  that  he  will  be  in 
a  position,  if  he  so  desires,  to  disaffirm  the  contract — sec- 
tion 205, 

Certain  prohibited  transactions:  Tran.sactions  and  prac- 
tices which  defraud  or  operate  as  a  fraud  or  deceit  upon 
clients  or  prospective  clients  are  prohibited.  Registered  in- 
vestment advisers  are  also  forbidden  to  purchsise  securities 
from  or  sell  securities  to  any  client,  either  as  principal  or  in 
connection  with  a  brokerage  business,  without  first  advising 
the  client  of  the  transaction  and  obtaining  his  consent 
thereto— section  206. 

Unlawful  representations,  administrative  and  enforcement 
machinery,  and  formal  provisions:  In  these  respects  title  n 
contains  provisions  generally  comparable  to  those  of  title  I — 
sections  207  to  221,  inclusive.  Section  210,  which  relates  to 
publicity,  recognizes  that  in  many  instances  the  adviser- 
client  relationship  has  a  confidential  basis,  and  provides  for 
confidential  treatment  of  information  obtained  in  the  admin- 
istration and  enforcement  of  the  title,  to  the  extent  that 
such  treatment  is  consistent  with  efficient  erJorcement, 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  HinshawI. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land (Mr.  Cole]  is  to  be  highly  complimented,  for  as  chair- 
man of  the  subcommittee  of  our  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  he  has  brought  to  you  a  most  remarkable 
bill.  It  is  particularly  remarkable  in  that  it  comes  here  unani- 
mously approved  by  our  committee  and  by  both  Government 
and  the  businesses  affected.  I  do  not  know  when  a  bill  of  this 
importance  has  l>een  brought  to  the  House  In  which  not  only 
the  (jovernment  agency  affected,  in  this  case  the  Seciultles 
and  Exchange  Commission,  but  also  the  Industries  to  be 
regulated,  have  been  in  such  unanlmotis  accord.  The  com- 
mittee itself  was  unanimous  in  voting  to  report  the  bill  to 
the  House.  However.  I  personally  have  had  a  certain  hesi- 
tation and  mental  reservation,  so  to  speak,  in  connection  with 
title  II  of  the  bill,  and  it  has  been  agreed  by  Judge  Healy. 
Chairman  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  that 
he  would  support  a  resolution,  which  I  give  notice  now  I  shall 
later  introduce,  to  Investigate  the  subject  covered  by  title 
n  of  this  bill,  namely,  the  regiilation  of  Investment  advisers. 

I  have  suggested  this  because  I  have  certain  qualms  con- 
cerning the  workability  of  title  n.  In  the  first  place,  an 
Investment  adviser  is  In  a  peculiar  relationship  with  his 
client.  Investment  advisers  are  in  the  relationship  somewhat 
of  a  physician  to  his  patient.  There  is  a  question  in  my 
mind  whether  or  not  an  investment  ad\1ser  is  actually  engaged 
in  interstate  commerce.    Is  he  any  different  in  laying  out  » 
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^prescription  for  his  client  as  to  what  the  client  shoiild  pur- 
chase or  sell  on  his  Investment  account?  Is  he  any  differ- 
ent In  that  respect  from  the  doctor  who  issues  a  prescrip- 
tion to  his  client  for  his  phjrslcal  correction?  There  Is  a  grave 
'question  in  my  mind  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  this  title 
In  respect  to  the  necessity  for  registration  of  these  people  by 
virtue  of  their  engaging,  as  supposed  in  this  section,  in  inter- 
state commerce, 

TtUe  II  does  something  else.  It  exempts  from  the  require- 
ment to  register  as  investment  advisers,  banks  £uid  certain 
holding-company  afBUates:  lawyers,  accountants,  engineers, 
or  teachers  whose  performance  of  investment  advisory  serv- 
ices is  solely  incidental  to  the  practice  of  their  professions; 
any  broker  or  dealer  whose  performance  of  such  service  is 
•olely  incidental  to  the  conduct  of  his  business  as  a  broker  or 
dealer  and  who  receives  no  special  compensation  therefor;  the 
publisher  of  any  bona  fide  newspaper,  news  magazine,  or  busi- 
ness or  financial  publication  of  general  and  regular  circula- 
tion; any  person  whose  advice,  analyses,  or  reports  relate  to 
no  securities  other  than  securities  which  are  direct  obliga- 
tions of  or  obligations  guaranteed  as  to  principal  or  interest  by 
the  United  States,  and  so  forth. 

In  other  words,  it  has  exempted  from  the  registration  pro- 
visions of  this  bill  some  of  the  largest  groups  of  investment 
advisers  in  the  business,  namely,  the  banker,  the  lawyer,  the 
income-tax  accoimtant  frequently,  and  a  number  of  others 
Who,  regardless  of  their  competency,  have  practiced  invest- 
ment advising  over  a  long  period  of  time. 

I  fail  to  see  why  such  groups  as  just  mentioned  should  be 
exempt  from  registration,  if  the  professional  adviser  must 
register,  when  it  is  these  groups  that  do  most  of  the  advising 
on  Investments  for  the  widows,  the  orphans,  the  executors 
of  small  estates,  and^the  ordinary,  common  run  of  small  in- 
vestors, businessmen,  and  thrifty  workers.  In  fact,  if  any 
advisers  are  to  be  regulated,  it  would  seem  to  me  that  some 
of  the  worst  advice  given  to  those  who  can  least  afford  to 
lose  is  handed  out  by  these  veiy  groups.  The  professional 
investment  adviser  is  not  interested  in  such  small  accounts 
as  they  are  more  bother  than  the  smaU  fees  are  worth,  so 
these  people  consult  with  whoever  may  be  in  a  confidential 
relationship  to  them.  In  these  cases — and  there  are  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  them — there  is  no  recourse  except  for 
demonstrable  fraud. 

Title  n  of  this  bill  has  been  agreed  to  by  the  Investment 
Advisers'  Association,  composed,  as  I  understand,  of  some 
four-hundred-and-odd.  more  or  less  large,  firms  engaged 
In  the  advising  business.  The  members  of  that  association 
are  to  be  complimented  for  their  desire  to  Improve  the  status 
of  their  profession  and  to  improve  its  quality.  But,  after  all, 
the  proof  of  the  pudding  is  in  the  eating  of  it,  and  the  proof 
of  the  investment  counsel's  service  is  in  the  long-run  results 
attained.  The  mere  setting  up  in  business  as  investment 
adviser  does  not  make  the  advice  sound.  Yet  imder  this 
bill  anyone  of  almost  any  qualification  can  demand  a  cer- 
tificate of  registration  as  an  Investment  adviser,  providing 
he  has  a  reasonably  clean  record.  There  are  hundreds  of 
small  partnerships  and  thousands  of  individuals  In  the 
United  States  who  act  as  investment  coimsel  and  who,  I  be- 
lieve, were  not  consulted  in  setting  up  title  II.  Many  of  them 
have  contractual  relationships  with  their  clients  that  are 
not  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  bill  and  may, 
in  fact,  be  in  violation  of  it.  There  is  a  serious  question 
whether  or  not  the  contractual  restrictions  in  this  bill  are  not 
In  themselves  a  violation  of  the  right  of  contract  as  l)etween 
employer  and  emploj-ee  or  between  principal  and  agent  or 
in  the  ordinary  professional  relationship.  I  do  not  know 
the  answer  to  that,  but  the  question  has  been  raised.  I  am 
not  here  defending  the  principles  involved  in  these  rela- 
tionships, but  I  raise  the  question  of  right  to  contract. 

Then,  registration  itself  lends  color  of  Federal  approval  to 
anyone  to  whom  is  issued  a  certificate  of  registration  by 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission.  If  I  am  to  go  into 
the  investment  advising  business,  or  if  you  should  go  into  it, 
and  can  hang  that  sign  out  in  front  of  your  door  stating  that 
you  are  "registered  with  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com- 


mission.** it  gives  a  certain  color  of  honesty,  ability,  and 
integrity  to  you  which  you  may  in  nowise  possess. 

It  is  true  that  the  Commission  may  investigate  applicants 
for  registration  and  refuse  to  Issue  a  certificate  imtil  after  a 
hearing,  but  the  requirements  for  registration  are  largely 
negative  in  character.  Adequate  positive  qualifications  do 
not  appear  in  this  bill.  The  Investment  Advisers'  Association 
has  conducted  an  inquiry  into  this  subject  and  arrived  at  no 
very  definite  conclusions.  In  fact,  they  acknowledge  that, 
while  a  formal  education  for  an  investment  adviser  is  desir- 
able, yet  a  formal  education  does  not  necessarily  produce  a 
competent  adviser.  Judgment  is  a  rare  qualily,  indeed,  but 
a  good  investment  adviser  must  he  something  of  a  reliable 
prophet  and  a  seer  to  boot.  If  a  rich  man  loses  through  bad 
advice,  that  is  too  bad.  but  if  a  widow  or  a  minor  or  a  man 
in  very  modest  circumstances  loses  that  is  a  tragedy,  and  its 
magnitude  Is  inversely  proportional  to  the  wealth  of  the  loser. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  believe  this  whole  subject  should  be  further 
investigated.  Judge  Healy  admitted  to  me  privately  that 
there  mipht  be  certain  sections  of  this  bill  which  would  have 
to  be  changed  in  the  course  of  time.  1  do  not  desire  to  take 
any  more  of  the  time  of  the  House  this  afternoon.  I  con- 
gratulate the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Coli]  and  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Wolvirton]  on  the  splendid 
work  of  their  sutx^ommittee  and  recommend  that  the  House 
approve  this  bill.  I  again  announce  that  at  a  later  time  I  will 
Introduce  the  resolution  to  which  I  have  previously  referred. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  8abath]. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Chairman,  realizing  there  is  nothing 
perfect  under  the  sun  and  that  we  never  get  an  absolutely 
I)erfect  bill.  I  shall  support  this  legislation.  I  agree  with 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Hinshaw]  that  in 
exempting  bankers,  brokers,  and  lawyers,  the  committee  has 
perhaps  made  a  mistake.  But  let  us  see  whether  it  will  not 
nevertheless  do  a  great  deal  cf  good  and  accomplish  somo 
of  the  things  we  have  been  seeking  to  accomplish;  that  is, 
bring  about  a  little  more  honesty  and  decency  in  all  these 
investment  matters  so  far  as  the  Investment  brokers  and 
bankers  are  concerned. 

I  want  to  compliment  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
CoLBl.  and  I  want  to  thank  the  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  Committee  for  giving  to  the  country  this  legis- 
lation which  in  the  first  place  created  the  Commission  which 
made  this  report  and  on  which  re{>ort  and  recommendation 
this  legislation  is  based.  In  1929  I  started  after  unprincipled 
investment  bankers  and  all  those  affiliated  and  connected 
with  them,  particularly  those  investment  bankers  and 
brokers  who  robl)ed  the  people  of  this  country  of  billions 
and  billions  of  dollars,  those  conscienceless  manipulators 
who  started  in  1925  to  imload  upon  the  public  millions  upon 
millions  of  worthless  securities,  who  brought  about  the  great 
inflation  in  1927  and  1928  and  the  subsequent  crash  of  1929. 
those  fellows  who  nearly  bankrupted  the  entij-e  Nation, 
closed  most  of  our  banks,  prostrated  our  industries,  and 
deprived  millions  of  our  people  of  their  life  savings.  I  think 
the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  of  the 
House  has  really  rendered  a  great  service  in  presenting  this 
bill.  Before  the  legislation  creating  the  Securities  Exchange 
Conunission  the  stock  exchanges  and  that  horde  of  money 
changers  affiliated  with  them,  whether  it  was  the  big  board, 
the  Curb,  or  the  various  other  exchanges,  listed  most  any 
kind  of  stock  and  unloaded  it  upon  the  public. 

The  Issuance  of  stock  to  the  extent  of  from  three  to  five 
times  the  actual  value  of  properties  was  the  commonest  sort 
of  practice  by  these  dishonest  $tock-manlpulating  geniuses. 
They  got  their  own  stock  at  inside  prices  fixed  by  themselves. 
Not  only  was  the  public  taken  in,  but  the  small  bankers  and 
their  depositors  as  well.  The  financial  upheaval  that  fol- 
lowed will  never  be  forgotten.  Though  perhaps  under  the 
then  existing  law  these  grafters  and  scoundrels  may  not, 
strictly  speaking,  have  been  guilty  of  larceny.  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  in  my  own  opinion  their  brutal  get -rich-quick 
schemes  which  ruined  so  many  innocent  people  constituted 
outright  larceny,  and  there  is  no  other  way  to  describe 
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them.  If  Whitney,  the  once  New  York  Stock  Exchange  "big 
shot."  now  in  prison,  or  President  Hoover,  had  listened  to  my 
warnings  early  in  1929.  the  catastrophe  that  came  near 
wrecking  our  whole  financial  structure  could  have  been 
averted. 

Under  the  law  we  passed  in  1933  and  amended  in  1934 
and  1935,  these  abuses  have  to  some  extent,  at  least,  been 
eliminated,  and  the  sharpers,  gangsters,  brokers,  and  gamblers 
have  not  had  the  same  opportunity  they  formerly  had  to  rob 
the  American  public. 

I  believe  this  proposed  legislation,  though  not  perfect,  will 
be  wholesome  and  beneficial.  As  chairman  of  a  select  com- 
mittee of  the  House  making  an  investigation  in  1934  and 
1935.  I  ascertained  that  many  of  the  Investment  trusts,  after 
unloading  their  stock  upon  the  public,  removed  the  vsduable 
stocks  and  bonds  against  which  they  Issued  their  stock  and 
substituted  a  lot  of  "cats  and  dogs"  that  had  no  value,  thereby 
robbing  thousands  upon  thousands  of  people  who  invested  in 
the  stock  of  those  Investment  companies. 

If  I  had  done  nothing  else  in  my  many  years  in  this  House, 
the  fact  that  I  started  in  1929  the  investigation  which  has 
finally  resulted  in  this  legislation  leaves  me  contented  that  I 
have  been  of  at  least  some  value  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country. 

Although  I  would  have  preferred  to  see  somewhat  stronger 
restrictions  in  the  bill,  taking  everything  into  consideration, 
and  believing  that  in  times  such  as  these  we  should  try  to 
work  in  harmony,  I  feel  that  the  committee  has  used  good 
judgment  in  yielding  in  some  respects  and  bringing  out  a 
bill  that  has  l)een  approved  even  by  those  whom  it  affects, 
which  is  something  unusual. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  especially  pleased  to  observe  so  many 
Republican  Members  supporting  this  proposed  legislation  in 
the  interest  of  the  Investing  public,  but  I  am  afraid,  very  much 
afraid,  that  it  will  not  he  approved  by  the  Wall  Street  gam- 
bling fraternity  that  is  supporting  Mr.  Willkie  for  President. 
Their  gambling  operations  have  already  been  retarded  con- 
siderably by  this  tyF>e  of  legislation  and  by  this  administra- 
tion, and  the  passage  of  this  bill  will  retard  them  still  more. 
They  are  hopeful,  no  doubt,  that  if  Mr.  Willkie  l)ecomes  Presi- 
dent they  will  be  able  to  again  conduct  their  precious  busi- 
ness (?)  in  Wall  Street  and  on  the  stock  exchanges  without 
interference. 

But  my  advice  to  them  is  to  forget  their  daydreams  and 
start  to  devote  themselves  to  such  legitimate  pursuits  as  will 
require  no  interference  or  Government  regulation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Securities  Exchange  Commission  has 
made  a  very  exhaustive  study  of  improprieties  in  the  use  of 
these  large  pools  of  small  investors'  money  by  insiders  and 
self-appointed  managers. 

Very  definitely  the  bill  deals  with  protecting  the  investing 
public  against  machinations  such  as  I  have  been  fighting 
against  for  many,  many  years.  There  are  a  great  number  of 
individual  points  covered  in  the  bill,  some  of  which  are: 

Prohibition  of  interlocking  directorates. 

Definite  classification  of  Investments  that  any  particular 
Investment  trust  may  buy  for  their  portfolio. 

Duty  to  divulge  such  security  holdings  as  lodge  control  In 
any  individual  investment  trust. 

Restriction  of  the  amount  of  its  own  paper  that  any  in- 
vestment trust  may  sell  to  the  public,  when  considering  its 
gocd  assets. 

Restriction  of  issuance  of  preferred  stock  by  any  individual 
Investment  trust  according  to  its  annual  profit  yield;  in 
other  words,  this  prohibits  watering. 

Gives  right  to  stockholders  to  nullify  voting  rights  and 
privileges  of  preferred  stockholders  when  sufficient  yield  is 
not  earned  during  any  year  on  existing  capitalization. 

Gives  right  to  stockholders  by  60-percent  majority  to  oust 
undesirable  officers  and  directors. 

These  sure  the  chief  advantages,  although  there  are  prob- 
ably 100  or  more,  all  of  which  are  designed  to  protect  the 
Investor  and  make  Impossible  recurrence  of  the  unscrupulous 
fl^nanciers*  u.se  of  other  people's  money  for  selfish  interest  and 
his  own  aggrandizement. 


Passage  of  this  bill  will  expand  the  regulatory  powers  of 
the  S.  E.  C.  into  still  another  channel  of  finance,  as  it  should, 
and  will  tend  to  reestablish  the  confidence  of  millions  of 
small  investors  in  long-term  securities  through  Investment 
trusts.  This  should  be  of  great  assistance  to  expansion  of 
Industry  and  commerce. 

In  conjunction  with  the  Securities  Acts  of  1933  and  1935. 
and  the  Chandler  bill,  this  closes  another  door  on  the  finan- 
cial crooks. 

For  all  these  reasons  I  heartily  endorse  the  bill  and  urge 
Its  prompt  enactment  into  law.    [  Applause.  1 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  may  be  necessary. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  speak  at  length 
on  the  pending  bill.  Without  discussion  of  the  details  of 
the  bill  I  wish  merely  to  emphasize  the  necessity  for  this 
regulatory  legislation  and  the  extreme  care  that  has  been 
exercised  by  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce to  present  to  the  House  legislation  that  will  be  ade- 
quate to  effectively  protect  the  Investing  public.  In  the  type 
of  investments  covered  by  the  bill,  and  at  the  same  time 
provide  against  regulation  that  would  unreasonably  handi- 
cap investment  companies  from  performing  a  service  to  the 
public  that  has  become  an  important  part  of  our  economic 
and  financial  structure. 

.This  bill  and  a  similar  one  Introduced  in  the  Senate  are 
the  outgrowth  of  a  study  and  inquiry  made  by  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  into  the  methods  and  policies  of 
investment  companies.  This  investigation  was  undertaken 
by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  the  authority  and  direction 
contained  in  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935. 
The  report  of  the  Commission  showed  that  many  irregu- 
larities and  unfair  practices  in  the  management  of  invest- 
ment trusts  and  investment  companies  had  resulted  in  losses 
of  considerable  sums  to  large  numbers  of  investors.  Re- 
sponsible companies  and  individuals  engaged  in  the  business 
were  anxious  that  these  Improper  methods  and  policies  that 
brought  the  industry  into  disrepute  and  resulted  in  loss  of 
confidence  by  the  Investing  public  should  be  corrected.  Thus, 
the  work  of  the  Commission  was  not  a  mere  "witch  hunting" 
expedition  nor  based  upon  a  desire  to  harass  honest  busi- 
ness. It  was  entirely  an  effort  to  preserve  a  necessary  and 
important  agency  of  business  from  improper  use  by  some 
unscrupulous  manipulators  to  the  detriment  of  honest  men 
who  sought  to  conduct  the  business  on  a  basis  of  honesty 
and  integrity,  and  to  save  the  Investor  from  the  losses  that 
were  Incident  to  doing  biisiness  with  those  who  were  not 
actuated  by  honest  motives. 

In  discussing  the  public  Interest  in  investment  trusts  and 
Investment  companies  Robert  E.  Healy,  Commissioner  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  who  had  general  su- 
pervision of  the  investment-trust  study  testified  at  the  com- 
mittee hearings  that: 

The  American  public  has  contributed  over  $7,000,000,000  to  those 
organizations.  That  is  on  the  basis  of  investment.  You  can  com- 
pare that  with  $14,000,000,000  roughly  estimated  aa  the  Investment 
In  the  electrlc-Ught  industry.  The  value  of  their  assets  at  present 
is  approximately  $4,000,000,000.  •  •  •  With  respect  to  22  of  the 
bankrupt  companies  upon  which  the  Commission  has  reasonably 
accurate  figures,  the  security  holders  sustained  a  capital  loss  to 
December  31.  1935.  of  approximately  »510.000.000  out  of  a  total  net 
capital  contribution  of  almost  $560,000,000.  or  a  loss  of  about 
00  percent.  Altogether,  Investors  have  sustained  a  capital  shrink- 
age of  approximately  $3,000,000,000  in  all  types  of  investment  trtitta 
and  investment  companies. 

This  tremendous  loss,  of  course,  was  not  entirely  due  to 
fraudulent  practices,  but  was  attributable  to  a  large  extent 
to  the  decline  In  security  values  since  1929.  However,  the 
fact  remains  that  in  a  substantial  number  of  cases,  losses 
suffered  by  Investors  were  due  to  unscrupulous  management 
of  the  Investment  trusts  and  Investment  companies. 

Mr.  Healy  further  testified: 

Many  Individual  Investment  companies  have  total  assets  equal  to 
those  of  the  larger  savings  banks  Their  securities  are  owned  by 
approximately  3.000.000  investors  throughout  this  country,  with 
the  majority  of  the  Individual  Investments  in  such  securities  hav- 
ing a  value  of  under  $500.  The  number  of  security  holders  of  In- 
vestment tnists  and  companies  protiably  exceeds  ttiat  of  aU  other 
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Industiies  except  utility  holding  ccmpany  syntems.  It  Is  estimated 
that  one  out  of  every  10  holders  of  aecurtties  of  all  types  In  this 
country  Is  a  holder  of  Investment  tnist  and  investment  company 
^ares  or  certificates. 

In  addition,  investment  companies  at  present  control  or  are  In 
a  position  to  control  or  Importantly  Influence  various  Industrial, 
tjanklng.  utility,  and  other  enterprises  having  total  assets  which, 
•s  of  the  end  of  1935.  amounted  to  some  $30,000,000,000.  Purther- 
more.  these  Investment  trusts  and  investment  companies,  because 
of  their  very  subetantinl  trading  In  securities  on  stock  exchanges, 
are  a  most  substantial  factor  In  our  securities  markets. 

Because  of  the  large  public  Interest  In  these  organizations,  and 
because  these  Investment  trusts  and  Investment  companies  represent 
xmsupervised  pools  of  savings,  these  institutions  have  been  a  matter 
Of  concern  to  representatives  of  the  Investment  company  Industry, 
stock  exchanges,  flnanclal  writers,  and  governmental  bodies  from  the 
•wly  period  of  their  existence  in  this  country.     The  potential  dan- 

rn  of  these  organizations  have  been  Indicated,  and  with  the  pass- 
g  years  crlticl&m  has  increased. 

The  hearings  before  the  committee  showed  many  of  the 
abuses  that  have  existed  irt  the  conduct  of  investment  trusts 
V  •  and  investment  companies.  Unscrupulous  individuals  In  con- 
^  trol  of  some  of  these  investment  companies  have  not  hesi- 
tated to  engage  in  dealings  between  themselves  as  oflQcers 
and  with  other  companies  in  which  they  were  interested.  In 
some  instances  they  have  purchased  from  such  other  com- 
panies for  the  investment  companies  worthless  securities  at 
high  prices,  or  sold  securities  of  the  investment  companies  to 
other  companies  in  which  they  were  Interested  at  ridiculously 
low  prices,  or  have  borrowed  as  individuals  from  the  invest- 
ment companies  and  failed  to  pay  back  the  sums  borrowed. 
I  mention  only  these  few  instances  of  dishonest  practices  to 
Illustrate  the  methods  in  use  by  some  of  the  dishonest  manipu- 
lators of  the  funds  invested  by  the  public.  Many  other  prac- 
tices equally  dishonest  have  been  utilized.  Furthermore, 
without  regulation  the  investor  has  not  always  been  able  to 
.^obtain  accurate  financial  reports  as  to  the  operation  of  the 
companies  in  which  he  was  interested.  Often  such  reports 
were  misleading  or  actually  dishonest.  All  of  which  made  it 
easy  to  fleece  the  Investor. 

It  Is  not  to  be  assumed  that  all  or  even  most  of  the  invest- 
ment trusts  and  companies  have  been  guilty  of  dishonest 
practices.  But.  it  has  nevertheless  existed  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  make  it  necessary  in  the  public  interest  to  provide  a 
Federal  system  of  regulation  and  control  to  insure  upon  the 
part  of  all  such  companies  an  honesty  of  management  that 
will  make  all  such  investments  reasonably  secure.  It  is  that 
very  thing  this  bill  seeks  to  accomplish. 

The  Securities  Act  of  1933  and  the  Securities  Txchange  Act 
of  1934  have  not  been  effectual  in  preventing  the  tsrpe  of 
abuses  that  have  grown  up  in  the  investment  field.  These 
acts  merely  provide  for  publicity.  This,  however,  has  not 
provided  adequate  security  to  the  investing  public.  And. 
furthermore,  many  investment  companies  have  not  come 
within  the  provisions  of  either  of  these  acts. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  F\)r- 
eign  Commerce,  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
and  representatives  of  the  industry  itself,  that  regulation  and 
control  of  Investment  trusts  and  investment  companies  is 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  public  and  best  for  the 
industry.  Consequently  this  legislation  represents  the  com- 
bined efforts  and  study  of  all  these  and  has  the  approval  of 
all.  The  committee  has  offered  this  legislation  to  the  House 
in  the  belief  that  it  will  remove  abuses  that  have  existed  and 
will  establish  the  investment  business  on  a  basis  that  will  en- 
courage the  ccnfldcnce  of  the  public. 

Before  concluding  my  remarks.  I  wish  to  pay  tribute,  de- 
served tribute,  to  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Cols] 
for  the  important  part  that  has  been  taken  by  him  in  for- 
mulating this  legislation  along  lines  that  would  prove  effec- 
tual in  regulating  Investment  trusts  and  investment  com- 
panies, but  in  a  manner  that  would  not  unreasonably  handi- 
cap this  important  industry  in  the  carrying  on  of  its  impor- 
tant part  in  our  economic  and  financial  structure. 

But  in  addition  to  this  important  service  rendered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Cole],  he  also  was  instru- 
mental in  inaugurating  a  new  practice  that  will,  in  my  opin- 
ion, whenever  utilized,  result  in  worth-while  legislation, 
namely,  that  of  having  representatives  of  the  business  or  in- 


dustry to  be  affected  by  the  legislation  sit  down  with  the  reg- 
ulatory body,  and,  around  the  table,  discuss  the  problems  and 
arrive  at  a  fair  tmd  reasonable  solution  of  them.  That  prac- 
tice was  piu-sued  in  formulating  the  present  legislation.  It 
has  therefore  come  l)efore  this  House  with  the  approval  of 
both  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  and  repre- 
sentatives of  the  investment  industry.  It  likewise  has  the 
xmanimous  support  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Conmierce.  It  is  legislation  that  is  entitled  to  have  the 
unanimous  support  of  this  House.     ( Applause.  1 

Mr.  COLE,  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  srield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  IMr.  LkaI,  such  time  as  he  may 
desire  to  use. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  regard  this  bill  as  a  substan- 
tial contribution  for  the  benefit  of  Investors  as  well  as  the 
business  interests  of  the  coimtry.  It  provides  constructive 
regulation  without  any  destructive  burdens  or  purpose.  A 
notable  feature  of  the  bill  is  that  it  is  the  outgrowth  of 
cooperation;  it  represents  the  well-considered  Judgment  of 
both  the  investment  world  and  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission.  • 

The  words  just  spoktn  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  WoLVERTONi  when  he  complimented  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  IMr.  ColeI  for  his  part  in  this  legislation 
were  well  spoken.  This  legislation  is  an  example  of  coop- 
eration of  businessmen  and  representatives  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  trying  to  provide  constructive  legislation.  It  is  legis- 
lation that  should  be  helpful  and  not  imduly  burdensome 
or  harmful;  it  is  an  example  that  may  well  be  followed  in 
the  future. 

There  has  been  a  purpose  on  the  part  of  our  committee 
to  encourage  this  sort  of  cooperation.  Some  months  ago 
the  chairman  of  this  committee  had  a  niunber  of  applica- 
tions from  business  people,  particularly,  those  interested  in 
the  securities  market  and  those  interested  in  removing  any 
handicaps  to  investment  capital,  to  have  a  hearing  on  the 
question  of  modifying  the  Securities  Act  and  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934.  Some  doubt  existed  as  to  whether  or 
not  such  an  investigation  could  appropriately  or  advanta- 
geously be  conducted  so  near  a  Presidential  election,  but. 
finally,  on  the  understanding  that  a  hearing  would  be  had 
dealing  with  the  economic  problems  and  not  the  political 
ones  involved,  the  committee  arranged  a  meeting  in  which 
the  business  Interests  of  the  United  States  were  to  have  an 
opportunity  to  come  before  the  committee  and  to  present 
their  criticism  as  to  what  should  or  should  not  be  done  by 
the  Government  in  the  regulation  of  the  securities  market 
in  order  that  we  might  remove  every  handicap  that  imnec- 
essarily  restrains  investment  capital. 

At  the  time  this  matter  was  set  for  hearing,  as  chairman 
of  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee.  I  made 
a  statement  as  to  the  purposes  of  the  hearing,  as  follows: 

We  have  now  had  several  years*  experience  under  each  of  these 
acts.  Tbis  was  pioneer  legislation.  We  can  naturally  expect  that 
out  of  years  of  experience  defects  In  these  laws  as  well  as  In  their 
admlnistratloa  have  been  revealed  and  which  should  be  corrected. 
The  country  as  a  whole  does  not  question  the  general  purposes  of 
these  acts  or  the  necessity  of  such  protective  legislation.  We  do 
need,  however,  the  removal  of  every  unnecessary  handicap  to 
business,  whether  of  govertunenUl  or  economic  character. 

It  appears  that  In  the  last  10  years  capital  Investment  has  not 
equaled  depletion  In  the  business  plants  of  the  country.  There 
Is  a  great  volimie  of  Idle  capital.  Idle  capital  means  Idle  men  and 
a  decreased  volume  of  business.  To  remove  unnecessary  handi- 
caps and  encourage  the  Investment  of  this  capital  are  among  the 
greatest  problems  of  the  Nation.  The  economic  welfare  of  the 
country,  as  well  as  Its  social  progress  are  dependent  upon  both 
capital  and  labor  employment.  This  partial  stagnation  of  capital 
Investment  has  continued  over  a  10-year  period  and  must  have 
seme  Important  fundamental  reasons  behind  It.  The  law  affect- 
ing securities  and  their  administration  perhaps  does  not  consti- 
tute more  than  a  minor  part  of  the  main  problem,  but  yet  pos- 
sibly a  phase  of  importance. 

It  is  not  expected  that  legislation  will  result  from  the  hearing 
this  year.  The  move  U  rather  preliminary  and  of  an  educational 
character  as  preparatory  to  the  consideration  of  any  legislation 
that  may  l>e  found  necessary  to  Improve  the  sltuaUon  at  the  next 
session  of  Congress. 

It  is  believed  that  a  fair  presentation  of  the  facts  by  experienced 
businessmen  from  an  economic  and  practical  viewpoint  without 
partisan  motives  will  belp  the  country  to  understand  these  prob- 
lems and  to  give  better  sui^>ort  to  appropriate  leglslatlozL 
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R)llowing  the  setting  of  that  hearing  before  our  committee, 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  and  representatives 
of  business  got  together  and  it  was  jointly  agreed  that  they 
would  prefer  that  Instead  of  having  the  hearing  now,  a  study 
should  be  made — a  Joint  study  by  representatives  of  the 
Securities  Commission  and  the  business  and  investment  In- 
terests of  the  coimtry — with  the  idea  of  examining  these  acts 
in  the  light  of  the  experience  that  has  developed  in  the  last 
5  years,  to  find  out  what,  if  anything,  should  be  done  to  im- 
IMt)ve  these  acts  and  to  remove  any  unnecessary  burdens  or 
restraints  upon  investment  capital.  In  view  of  that  agree- 
ment the  hearing  was  canceled.  That  study  is  to  go  on  from 
now  until  January.  When  January  comes,  regardless  of  what 
party  may  be  in  control  of  this  House,  I  hope  an  intelligent 
and  searching  consideration  of  these  problems  will  be  made. 
Then  I  hope  all  needed  Improvement  in  these  laws  will  be 
enacted.  I  would  be  disappointed  if  such  a  hearing  does  not 
develop  legislation  that  will  constructively  encourage  the 
investment  of  capital  in  this  country. 

So  I  believe  that  in  this  respect  the  committee  is  doing  a 
useful  work. 

Before  closmg  these  brief  remarks  I  want  to  say  much  credit 
is  deserved  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  IMr.  Cole]. 
He  performs  a  real  service  to  this  coimtry  when,  conscien- 
tiously and  industriously  and  with  a  world  of  good  .sense,  he 
devotes  himself  to  constructive  legislation  such  as  this.  I  Ap- 
plause.] I  consider  the  man  in  this  body,  whoever  he  may 
be.  whether  in  committee  or  anywhere  else,  who  devotes  him- 
self conscientioiisly  to  the  development  of  constructive  legis- 
lation that  affects  the  welfare  of  the  130.000.000  people  of 
this  country  is  doing  a  great  service.  A  man  does  a  great 
service  in  this  body  if  he  does  nothing  but  vote  right;  but  if, 
in  addition  to  voting  right,  he  makes  constructive  contri- 
butions that  really  help  the  country,  his  is,  indeed,  a  very 
great  service. 

I  want  also  to  compliment  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  WcLVERTONl.  He  gives  to  legislation  before  our  com- 
mittee the  benefit  of  his  ripened  judgment,  his  slull  and  ability 
as  a  lawyer,  and  his  fine  conception  of  the  duty  of  a  public 
servant.  We  are  fortimate  in  our  committee  and  this  body 
is  fortunate  in  having  two  men  like  these  gentlemen  to  serve 
their  coimtry  disinterestedly,  but  devotedly,  and  with  a  great 
deal  of  ability.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  COLE  oS  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  srield  myself 
3  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  appreciate  very  much  the  references  to 
my  service  on  this  committee  and  to  the  work  on  this  and 
other  legislation  administered  by  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

The  truth  is  that  the  work  of  the  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  Committee  is  accomplished  by  the  generous  coop- 
eration of  all  its  members,  at  times  functioning  through  vari- 
ous subcommittees.  I  can  go  back  in  my  recollection  to  the 
many  hours  that  we  have  spent  together  in  legislation — now 
important  law — administered  so  efficiently  by  the  Securities 
and  Elxchange  Commission.  Take  for  instance  the  subcom- 
mittee which  handled  this  bill,  and  over  which  I  presided, 
and  on  which  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Wolver- 
loNl.  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  RkceI.  the  gen- 
tleman from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  BorknI,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  OTooli],  and  formerly  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan,  Mr.  Mapes,  served.  All  of  them  participated  in 
the  work  required  to  bring  to  the  committee  this  bill  so 
unanimously  accepted  by  the  Members  today. 

I  have  served  with  almost  every  member  of  the  splendid 
group  making  up  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  on  subcommittees  dealing  with  intricate 
and  difncult  problems  assigned  to  us  from  time  to  time.  It 
has  been  my  experience  that  all  of  them  are  most  anxious 
to  api^y  their  ability  and  conception  of  what  Is  needed  In 
these  Important  times  without  regard  to  the  long  hours  or 
the  amount  of  work  required.  They  are  all  hard-working 
and  industrious  members.  Certainly  this  demonstration  here 
today  of  the  House  accepting  without  a  dissenting  vote  one 
of  ttie  most  controversial  and  important  pieces  of  legislation 
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Is  sufficient  evidence  In  which  the  great  committee,  which 
I  represent  here  today,  is  held  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

I  have  mentioned  the  service  of  our  Iste  colleague.  Mr. 
Mapes.  of  Michigan.  He  was  a  great  statesman  and  one 
of  the  real  members  of  the  committee.  His  place  as  ranking 
minority  member  is  filled  by  ,the  distmguished  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  WoLVXRTOirl.  Congressman  Wolvxr- 
TON  is  one  of  the  best  lawyers  I  have  ever  known.  I  some- 
times wonder  if  the  membership  of  the  House  realizes  how 
many  hours  of  hard  and  painstaking  work  he  put  In  on 
legislation.  His  value  as  a  member  of  this  committee  is 
hard  to  estimate. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  IMr. 
Rayburn). 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  when  this  great  com- 
mittee with  which  I  was  connected  for  24  years  comes  before 
the  House.  I  still  have  a  great  pride  in  It.  It  is  composed  of 
great  big  fellows  and  It  does  great  big  work.  For  a  com- 
mittee like  this  to  bring  in  unanimously  a  far-reaching  bill 
such  as  this  and  for  the  House  to  show  the  confidence  In  it 
that  it  will  in  the  passage  of  the  bill  today,  is  a  compliment 
that  comes  to  few  committees. 

I  listened  to  the  complimentary  remarks  the  chairman  of 
the  committee.  Mr.  Lba,  made  with  reference  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  [Mr.  Colx]  and  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Wolvkrton].  I  take  this  inoment  to  refer  to  a 
man  who  is  absent  from  that  committee  now,  but  who  was 
for  many  years  the  ranking  minority  member  of  the  com- 
mittee during  the  years  that  I  was  chairman  of  It.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  served  with  probably  1,800  men  since  I 
first  entered  this  hall,  but  I  say  to  you  that  I  never  served 
with  a  better  man,  and  in  my  opmion  there  was  never  a  finer 
gentleman,  a  finer  Congressman,  or  abler  statesman  in  this 
House  than  my  lamented  colleague,  Carl  Mapes.  I  Applause.] 
He  was  gentle;  he  was  fine;  he  was  able.  As  I  say.  I  have 
taken  this  moment  not  only  to  congratulate  this  great  com- 
mittee upon  its  fine  work,  but  to  say  this  word  in  tribute  to 
a  great  man  who  has  passed  on. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  there  is  no  other  yielding  of  time, 
the  Clerk  wiil  read  the  bill  for  amendment. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  bill  be  considered  as  read  and  be  open  to 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  committee 
amendments. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  numer- 
ous committee  amendments,  many  of  them  clarifymg.  none 
controversial.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  committee 
amendments  be  considered  in  bulk  and  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  committee  amendments  are  as  follows: 

Page  12.  line  9.  strike  out  "prescribed"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"described." 

Page  19.  line  2,  after  the  word  "securities",  insert  "or  the  Iwuer 
thereof." 

Page  20.  line  3.  strike  out  all  the  line  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"so  determined  Is  not  in  excess  of  market  value  or  asset  value  of 
such  securities  in  the  case  of  majority-owned  subsidiaries,  and  Is  not 
in  excess  of  market  value  in  the  case  of  other  controlled  companlaa." 

Page  31.  after  line  23,  insert  a  new  paragraph  as  follows: 

"(3)  Any  company  which  since  the  effective  date  of  this  title  or 
within  6  years  prior  to  such  date  has  been  reorganized  under 
the  supervision  of  a  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction,  If  (A)  such 
company  was  not  an  Investment  company  at  the  commencement 
of  such  reorganization  proceedings.  (B)  at  the  conclusion  of  such 
proceedings  all  outstanding  eecTirttles  of  such  company  were  owned 
by  creditors  of  such  company  or  by  persons  to  whom  such  securities 
were  Issued  on  account  of  creditors*  claims,  and  (C)  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  voting  secxuitles  of  such  company,  and  securities 
representing  more  than  50  percent  of  the  net  asset  value  of 
such  company,  are  cturently  owned  beneficially  by  not  more  than 
26  persons;  but  such  exemption  shall  terminate  if  any  •ecurlty  of 
which  such  ocmpany  Is  the  Issuer  Is  offered  for  sale  or  aold  to  the 
public  after  the  conclusion  of  such  proceedings  by  the  Issuer  or 
by  or  through  any  underwriter.    For  the  purposes  of  this  paragraph. 
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any  new  company  organized  as  part  of  the  reorganization  shall  be 
deemed  the  name  company  as  Ita  predecessor:  and  beneficial  owner- 
ship shall  be  determined  In  the  manner  provided  In  section  3  (c) 
(1>  •• 
Page  31.  line  34.  change  "(3)"  to  "(4).** 
Page  33,  after  line  16,  Insert  a  new  paragraph  as  follows: 
"(d)  The  Commission,  by  rules  and  regulations  or  order,  shall 
exempt  a  cloeed-end  Investment  company  from  any  or  all  provisions 
of  this  title,  but  subject  to  such  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  or  for  the  protection 
of  investors,  If — 

"  ( 1 )  the  aggregate  stuns  received  by  such  company  from  the  sale 
of  all  Its  outstanding  securities,  plus  the  aggregate  offering  price 
of  all  securities  of  which  such  company  is  the  issuer  and  which  It 
proposes  to  offer  for  sale,  does  not  exceed  $100,000: 

"(2)  no  seciirity  of  which  such  company  is  the  issuer  has  been  or  Is 
proposed  to  be  sold  by  such  company  or  any  underwriter  therefor. 
In  connection  with  a  public  offering,  to  any  person  who  is  not  a 
resident  of  the  State  under  the  laws  of  which  such  company  is 
organized  or  otherwise  created:  and 

"(3)    such  exemption  is  not  contrary  to  the  public  Interest  or 
Inconsistent  with  the  protection  of  Investors." 
Page  33.  line  17.  change  "(d)"  to  •"(e)." 

Pa^e  46.  after  line  7.  strike  out  all  of  lines  8,  9,  10.  and  11  and  In 
lieu  thereof  Insert  the  following: 

"(2)  such  investment  adviser  Is  registered  under  title  n  of  this 
act  and  such  Investment  adviser  is  engaged  principally  In  no  busi- 
ness other  than  that  of  rendering  Investment  supervisory  services- 
as  defined  in  title  II;" 

Page  56.  line  2,  after  "of",  strike  out  "only." 
Page  56.  line  2,  after  "stock".  Insert  "only." 
Page  56.  line  22.  alter  "company",  insert  "and  any  company  or 
companies  controlled  by  such  registered  company." 

Page  57.  strike  out  all  of  line  14  and  in  lieu  thereof  insert  the 
following:  "or  any  State,  or  to  affect  the  right  under  State  Itw  of 
any  insurance  company  to  acquire  securities  of  any  other  insurance 
company  or  Insurance  companies." 

Page  71.  line  20.  after  "place".  Insert  "and  maintain." 
Page  72.  strike  out  all  of  lines  1  to  14.  inclusive,  and  In  lieu  thereof 
insert  the  following:  "subject  to  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the 
Commission  may  from  time  to  time  prescribe  for  the  protection  of 
Investors:  or  (3)  such  registered  company,  but  only  in  accordance 
with  such  rules  and  regulations  or  orders  as  the  Commission  may 
from  time  to  time  prescribe  for  the  protection  of  investors.  Rules, 
regulations,  and  orders  of  the  Commission  under  this  subsection, 
among  other  things,  may  make  appropriate  provision  with  respect 
to  such  matters  as  the  earmarking,  segregation,  and  h3rpothecatlon 
of  such  securities  and  Investments,  and  may  provide  for  or  require 
periodic  or  other  inspections  by  any  or  all  of  the  following:  Inde- 
pendent public  accountants,  employees  and  agents  of  the  Commis- 
sion, and  such  other  persons  as  the  Commission  may  designate.  No 
such  member  which  trades  in  securities  for  its  own  account  may 
act  as  custodian  except  in  accordance  with  rviles  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Commission  for  the  protection  of  investors." 

Page  93.  line  3.  after  the  period  at  the  end  of  the  line,  insert  a 
new  sentence  as  follows:  "Any  company  which,  as  of  March  15,  1940. 
was  required  by  provision  of  its  charter,  certificate  of  incorporation, 
articles  of  association,  or  trtist  indenture,  or  of  a  bylaw  or  regula- 
tion duly  adopted  thereunder,  to  postpone  the  date  of  payment  or 
satisfaction  upon  redemption  of  redeemable  securities  issued  by  it. 
shall  be  exempt  from  the  requirements  of  this  subsection;  but  such 
exemption  shall  terminate  upon  the  expiration  of  1  year  from  the 
effective  date  of  this  title,  or  upon  the  repeal  or  amendment  of  such 
provision,  or  upon  the  sale  by  such  company  after  March  15.  1940.  of 
any  security  (other  than  short-term  paper)  of  which  it  la  the  issuer, 
whichever  first  occurs." 

Page  93.  strike  out  all  of  lines  12.  13,  and  14  and  In  lieu  thereof 
Insert  the  following: 

"(g)    No    registered    open-end    company    shall    issue    any    of    Its 
pecurltles  (1)   for  services;  or  (2)   for  property  other  than  cash  or 
securities   (including  securities  of  which  such  registered  company- 
is  the  issuer),  except  as  a  dividend  or  distribution  to  it*  security'-' 
holders  or  in  connection  with  a  reorganization." 

Page  93.  strike  out  aU  of  lines  17.  18.  and  19  and  In  lieu  thereof 
insert  the  following: 

"Sec.  23.  (a)  No  registered  closed -end  company  shall  issue  any 
of  its  securities  (1)  for  services:  or  (2)  for  property  other  than  cash 
or  securltiea  (including  securities  of  which  such  registered  com- 
pany Is  the  Issuer),  except  as  a  dividend  or  distribution  to  Its 
security  holders  or  In  connection  with  a  reorganization." 

Page  93.  line  23.  after  "which",  strike  out  "price"  and  insert  In 
lieu  thereof  "net  asset  value." 

Page  93.  line  24.  after  "determined".  sUlke  out  "on  the  basis  of 
values  calculated." 

Page  94.  line  4.  after  "Its",  strike  out  "common-stock  holders" 
and  insert  "common  stockholders" 

Page  96.  line  1.  after  'conunerce",  strike  out  "or"  and  Insert 
"to." 

Page  98.  strike  out  the  word  "opinion"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
tta*  word  "report"  in  lines  2.  6.  7.  9.  17.  19.  21.  and  23. 

Page  103.  line  21.  after  "investment",  strike  out  "company,  or" 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "company  Issuing  periodic  payment  plan 
cwUflcates.  or." 

Page  103,  line  22.  after  "any",  strike  out  "periodic  payment  plan" 
and  Insert  "such." 


105.  line  19.  strike  out  "company,  or"  and  in  lieu  thereof 
Insert  "company  issuing  periodic  payment  plan  certificates,  or." 


Page  105,  line  20.  after  "any",  strike  out  "periodic  payment  plan" 
and  Insert  "such." 

Page  108,  line  5.  after  "the",  strike  out  "specified." 

Page   108.  line   17.  after  "minimum  rate".   Insert  a  comma. 

Page  108.  line  18.  after  "of",  strike  out  the  comma  and  "the 
nearest." 

Page  109.  line  16.  after  "holder",  strike  out  "imder  the  terms  of 
his  certificate." 

Page  110.  lines  9  and  10,  strike  out  "under  the  terms  of  his  cer- 
tificate." 

Page  110.  line  10.  after  "of.  strike  out  "a"  and  Insert  "any." 

Page  120.  line  19,  after  "Sec.  29".  insert  "(a)." 

Page  121.  line  2.  strike  out  the  flgtires  "45"  and  Insert  the  figtire 
"2."  * 

Page  121.  line  23.  strike  out  "October  1.  1940"  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "January  1.  1941." 

Page  124.  line  20.  after  "section".  Insert  "13  or  " 

Page  130.  line  1,  strike  out  "such  holders"  and  In  lieu  thereof 
insert  "stockholders." 

Page  130.  line  13,  change  the  period  at  the  end  of  the  line  to 
a  colon. 

Page  130,  after  line  13.  insert  the  following:  "Provided.  That  If 
the  selection  of  an  accountant  has  been  rejected  pursuant  to  para- 
graph (2)  or  his  employment  terminated  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(3)  the  vacancy  so  occtorrlng  may  be  filled  by  a  vote  of  a  majority 
of  the  outstanding  voting  securities,  either  at  the  meeting  at  which 
the  rejection  or  termination  occurred  or  if  not  so  filled  then  at  a 
subsequent  meeting  which  shall  be  called  for  the  purpose." 

Page  130.  line  22.  after  the  end  of  the  line,  insert  the  following: 
"In  the  event  of  such  termination  and  removal  the  vacancy  ao 
occurring  may  be  filled  by  action  of  the  holders  of  record  of  a 
majority  of  the  shares  of  beneficial  interest  either  at  the  meeting, 
if  any.  at  which  such  termination  and  removal  occurs,  or  by  in- 
struments in  writing  filed  with  the  custodian,  or  if  not  so  filed 
within  a  reasonable  time,  then  a  subsequent  meeting  which  shall 
be  called  by  the  trustees  for  the  purpose.  The  provisions  of  para- 
graph (40)  of  section  2  (a)  as  to  a  majority  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  vote  cast  at  any  meeting  of  the  shareholders  of  such  a  triist 
held  pursuant  to  this  subsection." 

Page  149.  line  4.  after  "misleading",  strike  out  the  comma  and 
Insert  "in  the  light  of  the  circumstances  under  which  they  were 
made". 

Page  156.  line  8.  after  "broker".  Insert  "or  dealer". 

Page  15S.  line  10.  strike  out  "brokerage"  and  after  the  word 
"btisineas"  insert  "as  a  broker  or  dealer". 

Page  155.  line  25.  at  the  end  of  the  line  strike  out  "and"  and  insert 
"  'contror  and". 

Page  156.  strike  out  all  of  lines  3.  4.  and  6. 

Page  156.  line  6.  strike  out  "(14)"  and  Insert  "(13)". 

Page  156,  lines  8  to  12.  inclusive,  strike  out  the  following:  "For 
the  purposes  of  this  paragraph  the  term  "continuous  advice"  shall 
mean  at  least  a  quarterly  review  by  the  Investment  adviser  of  the 
Investments  of  the  client  entrusted  to  his  supervision." 

Pages  156  and  157,  renumber  paragraphs  (15).  (16),  (17).  (18). 
(19).  (20).  and  (21).  respectively,  to  paragraphs  (14).  (15).  (16). 
(17).  (18).  (19).  and  (20). 

Page  161.  strike  out  all  of  lines  5  and  8  and  In  lieu  thereof  Insert 
the  following:  "(2)  A  sUtement  as  to  whether  such  investment 
adviser  is  engaged  or  is  to  engage  primarily  in  the  business  of 
rendering  Investment  supervisory  services." 

Page  165,  strike  out  all  after  line  17  and  In  lieu  thereof  Insert  the 
following : 

"(3)  acting  as  principal  for  hts  own  account,  knowingly  to  sell 
any  security  to  or  piuchase  any  security  from  a  client  or  acting  as 
broker  for  a  person  other  than  such  client,  knowingly  to  effect  any 
sale  or  purchase  of  any  security  for  the  account  of  such  client  with- 
out disclosing  to  such  client  In  writing  before  tlie  completion  of 
such  transaction  the  capacity  in  which  he  is  acting,  and  obtaining 
the  consent  of  the  client  to  such  transaction.  The  prohibitions  of 
this  paragraph  (3)  shall  not  apply  to  any  transaction  with  a  cus- 
tomer or  a  broker  or  dealer  If  such  broker  or  dealer  Is  not  acting  as 
an  Investment  adviser  in  relation  to  such  transaction." 

Page  166.  strike  out  all  after  line  19  and  in  lieu  thereof  insert  the 
following: 

"(c)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  registered  under  section 
203  of  this  title  to  represent  that  he  is  an  Investment  counsel  or  to 
use  the  name  investment  counsel  as  descriptive  of  his  business  un- 
less such  person  is  primarily  engaged  in  the  business  of  rendering 
Investment  supervisory  services  or  unless  his  registration  application 
as  amended  or  as  supplemented  by  the  most  recent  report  on  file 
with  the  Commission  states  that  such  person  is  engaged  or  is  about 
to  engage  primarily  in  the  business  of  rendering  Investment  super- 
Tisory  services." 

Committee  amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Cole  of  Maryland: 

Page  7.  lines  6  and  7.  after  the  word  "Institution",  insert  "or 
trust  company." 

In  the  committee  amendment  at  page  20.  line  10,  after  "excess 
of",  insert  "the  higher  of." 

Page  25.  line  2.  strike  out  the  conuna. 

Page  25,  strike  out  all  of  lines  19  and  20  and  in  lieu  thereof 
Insert  the  following:  "loan  association,  building  and  loan  associa- 
tion, cooperative  bank,  homestead  association,  or  similar  Institu- 
tion, or  any  receiver,  conservator,  liquidator,  liquidating  agent,  or 
■Imll&r  offlclal  or  person  thereof  or  therefor;  any  common  trust." 
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Page  33,  after  line  3.  insert  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 

"(4)  Any  issuer  as  to  which  there  Is  outstanding  a  writing  filed 
with  the  Commission  by  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance 
Corporation  stating  that  exemption  of  such  issuer  from  the  provi- 
sions of  this  title  is  consistent  with  the  public  Interest  and  the 
protection  of  Investors  and  Is  necessary  or  appropriate  by  reason 
of  the  fact  that  such  Issuer  holds  or  proposes  to  acquire  any  assets 
or  any  product  of  any  assets  which  have  been  segregated  (A)  from 
assets  of  any  company  which  at  the  filing  of  such  writing  Is  an 
insured  institution  within  the  meaning  of  section  401  (a)  of  the 
National  Housing  Act.  as  heretofore  or  hereafter  amended,  or  (B) 
as  a  part  of  or  in  connection  with  any  plan  for  or  condition  to  the 
insurance  of  accounts  of  any  company  by  said  corporation  or  the 
conversion  of  any  company  Into  a  Federal  savings  and  loan  asso- 
ciation. Any  such  writing  shall  expire  when  canceled  by  a  writing 
similarly  filed  cr  at  the  expiration  of  2  years  after  the  date  of  Its 
filing,  whichever  first  occurs;  but  said  cori>oration  may.  neverthe- 
less, before,  at.  or  after  the  expiration  of  any  such  writing  file 
another  writing  or  writings  with  respect  to  such  Issuer." 

In  the  conunltcee  anvendment  at  page  83.  line  4,  change  "(4)" 
to  "(5)." 

In  the  committee  amendment  at  page  35.  line  5,  strike  out 
"does"  and  in  lieu  thereof  Insert  "do." 

Page  37.  ime  10,  after  the  figtire  "8".  Insert  "or  exempt  under 
section  6." 

In  the  committee  amendment  at  page  48.  line  12.  strike  out  "no 
business  other  than  that",  and  in  lieu  thereof  insert  "the  busi- 
ness." 

Page  49.  line  6.  after  "date",  izvsert  "or  dates". 

Page  67.  lines  21  and  22.  strike  out  "March  15,  1940".  and  in 
lieu  thereof  insert  "the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title." 

Page  67.  line  23.  after  "No",  insert  "natural." 

Page  68.  line  10.  after  "any".  Insert  "such." 

In  the  committee  amendment  at  jrage  75.  line  6.  after  "em- 
ployees", strike  out  the  comma. 

Page  111.  strike  out  all  of  line  12  after  the  period  and  all  of 
lines  13  to  18.  inclusive,  and  In  lieu  thereof  insert  the  following: 
'*The  company  may  at  its  option  take  as  loading  from  the  gross 
pajrment  or  payments  for  a  certificate  year,  as  and  when  made  by 
the  certificate  holder,  an  amount  or  amoimts  equal  in  the  aggre- 
gate for  such  year  to  not  more  than  the  excess,  if  any.  of  the 
gross  payment  or  payments  required  to  be  made  by  the  holder  for 
Etich  year,  over  and  above  the  percentage  of  the  gross  annual  pay- 
ment required  herein  for  such  year  for  reserve  purposes.  Such 
loading  may  be  taken  by  the  company  prior  to  or  after  the  setting 
up  of  the  reserve  pa3rment  or  payments  for  such  year  and  the 
reserve  payment  or  payments  for  such  year  may  be  graduated  and 
adjusted  to  correspond  with  the  amount  of  the  gross  payment  or 
payments  made  by  the  certificate  bolder  for  such  year  less  the 
loading  so  taken;" 

Page  131.  line  2.  strike  out  "transaction",  and  In  lieu  thereof 
insert  "transactions." 

Page  157.  line  6,  after  "institution".  Insert  "or  trust  company." 

Page  163,  line  13,  strike  out  the  comma. 

Page  173,  line  12.  after  "to",  Insert  a  comma. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The   question  is  on   agreeing   to   the* 
committee  amendments. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the 
Committee  do  now  rise  and  repwrt  the  bill  back  to  the  House 
with  sundry  amendments,  with  the  recommendation  that  the 
amendments  be  agreed  to  and  the  bill  as  amended  do  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  Lanhasc,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  reported 
that  that  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  H.  R.  10065.  directed  him  to  report  the  same  baclc  to  the 
House  with  sundry  amendments,  with  the  recommendation 
that  the  amendments  be  agreed  to  and  the  bill  as  amended  do 
pass. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous 
question  on  the  bill  and  all  amendments  to  final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEIAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

House  Resolution  553,  providing  for  the  consideration  of 
the  bill,  was  also  laid  on  the  table.  «. 

PI7BLIC  HOTTSnfG 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rkcord  at  this  poin^. 
The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objectKm? 
Tlxere  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  delays  \rhich  are  holding  up 
legislation  to  provide  additional  funds  for  public  housing 
are  threatening  the  whole  national -defense  program,  because 
of  imminent  housing  shortages  In  more  than  150  key  cities  of 
the  Nation. 

Conditions  In  Massachusetts  and  other  New  England  cities 
are  typical  examples  of  housing  needs.  Quick  and  decisive 
action  must  l>e  taken  by  Congress  to  provide  housing  for 
families  of  defense  workers  or  the  whole  defense  program  will 
be  placed  in  jeopardy. 

We  have  speeded,  up  every  phase  of  the  defense  program, 
save  housing.  We  have  authorized  the  expenditure  of  enor- 
mous sums  for  Army  and  Navy  equipment,  for  ships,  for  arms 
and  ammunition.  We  have  set  the  wheels  in  motion  to  ex- 
pand all  our  defense  industries — but  we  have  done  very  little 
to  provide  housing  for  the  thousands  of  workers  that  will  be 
needed  to  do  the  work. 

A  dozen  cities  in  New  England  alone  are  desperately  in 
need  of  housing  right  now  and  the  situations  are  bound  to 
become  worse  as  the  defense  program  goes  forward.  Here  are 
a  few  examples: 

Newport,  R.  I.,  with  a  large  United  States  naval  station 
and  a  torpedo-manufactiuing  Industry,  needs  1,800  new 
homes  to  take  care  of  the  influx  of  workers  as  a  result  of 
defense  activities.  The  housing  authority  there  has  requested 
the  United  States  Housing  Authority  for  a  loan  of  $1,000,000 
to  take  care  of  immediate  needs. 

Quincy,  Mass.,  home  of  the  F^ore  River  Shipyards,  is  now 
suffering  a  serious  housing  shortage,  especially  among  the 
low-income  groups,  and  officials  there  have  indicated  that 
2,000  new  homes  will  be  imperative  in  the  near  future. 

Pawtucket,  R.  I.,  needs  600  homes  at  once  to  provide  for 
increased  employment  in  eight  large  industrial  plants  within 
a  radius  of  3  miles.  Five  of  these  are  now  working  on  Gov- 
ernment contracts  and  probably  will  triple  their  employment 
as  a  result  of  national-defense  preparations. 

Bath.  Maine,  site  of  another  large  shipyard,  has  no  hous- 
ing facilities  to  meet  the  emergency  of  increased  employment. 
It  is  estimated  that  500  new  homes  must  be  built  in  that  area 
soon.  I         I 

Bridgeport,  Conn.,  which  reports  rapid  industrial  expan- 
sion, has  urgently  appealed  to  the  United  States  Housing  Au- 
thority for  funds  to  build  400  homes  at  once. 

Hartford,  Conn.,  another  center  of  defense  industrial  activ- 
ity, faces  a  critical  housing  shortage  that  is  steadily  growing 
more  acute.  The  local  authority  has  requested  Government 
funds  to  built  1,000  dwellings. 

Other  cities  sorely  needing  housing  for  families  of  defense 
workers  are  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  producer  of  submarines,  and 
New  Britain  and  New  London,  Conn.,  industrial  centers  for 
the  production  of  defense  materials. 

These  few  cities,  picked  at  random  from  many  in  the  same 
condition,  cannot  possibly  supply  the  necessary  housing  for 
defense  workers  and  their  families  unless  the  Government 
comes  to  their  assistance.  Private  building  interests  may 
help  some,  but  the  crying  need  of  the  hour  is  for  low -rent 
dwellings  which  private  enterprise  so  far  has  not  been  able 
to  provide. 

We  have  the  facilities  to  supply  all  the  housing  that  is 
needed  in  this  emergency.  The  United  States  Housing  Au- 
thority is  set  up  for  that  purpose.  It  has  a  large  and  expe- 
rienced staff  of  technicians  who  can  step  in  at  a  moment's 
notice  and  do  the  Job. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  United  States  Housing  Authority . 
already  has  done  a  splendid  Job  with  defense  housing  in  the 
short  time  the  emergency  has  existed  and  with  limited  fiinds 
available.  Five  United  States  Housing  Authority  aided  de- 
fense housing  projects  are  now  under  way  and  a  dozen  others 
will  be  started  in  the  very  near  future. 

Given  the  funds,  the  United  States  Housing  Authority  may 
speed  the  work  of  local  authorities  who  are  appealing  for 
Government  assistance.  With  2^  years'  experience  In 
financing  and  supervising  development  of  slum-clearance  and 
low-rent  housing  projects,  the  agency  is  tooled  to  produce 
large-scale  projects  at  highest  possible  speed. 
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The  Government  has  been  making  extensive  plans  for  the 
building  of  munition  plants  and  airplane  factories  and  plac- 
ing orders  with  industries  in  communities  which  are  without 
adequate  housing  facilities  for  new  workers. 

Unless  we  build  houses  as  well  as  factories  we  must  again 
face,  as  in  World  War  years,  serious  delays  in  the  production 
of  Vital  defense  materials. 

In  view  of  that  experience,  I  hope  we  will  not  repeat  this 
serious  mistake  but  will  pass  the  necessary  legislation  to 
hasten  and  facilitate  the  building  of  adequate  housing  for 
defense  workers. 

ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ORDER  or  BT7SINESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  several  Members  have  asked 
what  the  program  will  be  for  the  coming  week.  Monday  is 
unanimous  consent  day,  of  co\irse.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
a  v^r^^kmg  calendar. 

Tliere  are  two  veto  messages  of  bills  which  came  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  and  I  understand  the  committee 
wants  to  have  a  vote  on  those  messages.  There  will  be  1 
hour  on  each,  of  course.    That  will  come  up  on  Monday. 

On  Tuesday  there  will  be  the  so-called  wire-tapping  bill. 
House  Joint  Resolution  571.  with  1  hour  of  general  debate. 
Also  the  bill  H.  R.  4366.  providing  for  additional  compensa- 
tion for  attorneys  in  the  E)epartment  of  Justice,  with  1  hour 
of  general  debate. 

There  will  be  taken  up  on  Wednesday  the  revised  housing 
bill,  for  which  I  understand  a  rule  will  probably  be  granted 
tomorrow. 

On  Thursday  the  so-called  Court  of  Claims.  Carden.  et  al., 
Wll.  H.  R.  7230,  with  reference  to  a  bill  which  has  heen  be- 
fore the  Court  of  Claims  and  giving  them  an  opportunity  to 
go  to  the  Supreme  Court,  will  he  taken  up. 

Also,  Senate  Conciirrent  Resolution  40.  with  reference  to 
the  eradication  of  the  fruitfly,  will  be  taken  up,  with  1  hour 
of  general  debate. 

That  completes  the  program  through  Thursday  and  that  is 
as  far  as  the  program  has  been  planned. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Is  there  any  information  as  to  when  the 
Wheeler-Logan  bill  and  the  Smith  amendments  to  the  Labor 
Act  will  be  back  to  the  House  from  the  Senate? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  am  not  informed  as  to  Just  how  fast 
the  Senate  will  work. 

GENERAL    LEAVE   TO   EXTEND    REICARKS 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Sabath]  and  some  others,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members  who  have  spoken  on  the 
bill  Just  passed  may  be  allowed  5  legislative  days  within  which 
to  revise  and  extend  their  own  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION   OF  REMARKS 

By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Randolph,  Mr.  Rich,  and  Mr. 
ScHAFER  of  Wisconsin  were  granted  permission  to  extend  their 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  insert  in  the  Record  a  resolution  by  the  national  committee 
of  Yoimg  Democratic  Clubs  of  America. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  Insert  a  short  quota- 
tion from  a  Kansas  newspaper. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOTTSX 
Mr.   FISH.     Mr.    Speaker.   I  ask   unanimous   consent    that 

after  the  other  unanimous-consent  requests  are  granted  I 

may  address  the  House  for  3  minutes. 
The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  in 
connection  with  the  general  leave  granted  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Cole]  to  include  certain  excerpts  in  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WALLQREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  radio  address  delivered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Boland]  in  Scranton,  Pa.,  last  Sunday 
night. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  an  editorial 
from  the  St.  Louis  Call. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MONRONEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  editorial  from  the  Altus  Times  Democrat,  of 
Altus,  Okla.,  on  the  compulsory  military- training  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  NORRELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  in  the  Record  a  table  prepared  for  me  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  which  was  the  basis  of  some  of  the  in- 
formation given  during  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  3998) 
increasing  the  capital  stock  of  the  Commodities  Credit  Cor- 
poration. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  olJjection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as 
follows : 

To  Mr.  Williams  of  Missouri  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
RoMJUE),  indefinitely,  on  account  of  death  in  family. 

To  Mr.  Vincent  of  Kentucky,  for  today,  on  account  of 
official  business. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  previous  order  of  the  House, 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Pish]  is  recognized 
for  3  minutes. 

REMOVAL   OF   BRITISH  CHILDREN 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Prime 
Minister  Churchill  has  been  reported  in  the  press  as  being 
opposed  to  further  transfer  of  British  children  to  America, 
and  quoted  him  as  saying  that  such  removal  was  "most 
undesirable."  I  want  to  read  into  the  Record  a  letter  I  have 
Just  received  from  Lord  Lothian,  the  British  Ambassador. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  reading  of  the 
letter? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  the  letter  reads  as  follows: 

'  BitmsH  Embassy, 

Washingrton,  D.  C,  July  30.  1940. 

The  Honorable  Hampton  Pish. 

House  of  Representatifvs,  Washingtcm,  D.  C. 

Mt  Di\r  Mr.  Congressman:  Mr.  Eric  Biddle.  the  secretary  of  the 
United  States  Committee  for  the  Care  of  European  Children  has 
suggested  that  I  should  write  to  you.  as  It  has  been  stated  that  the 
attitude  of  His  Majestys  Government  toward  the  proposal  to  send 
American  ships  to  the  United  Kingdom  to  fetch  chUdren  needs 
clarification. 

In  the  circumstances  I  am  glad  to  Inform  you  that  If  the  Amer- 
ican ships  are  sent  to  the  United  Kingdom  to  fetch  children  there 
are  a  large  number  of  the  chUdren  available  for  these  shins  to 
take  t>ack.  •^ 

His  Majesty's  Government  has  decided  that  it  cannot  assimie  the 
responsibility  for  sending  children  to  the  North  American  continent 
in  British  ships  unless  they  are  convoyed.     As  there  is  a  lack  of 
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convoyed  British  ships  at  present,  the  board  is  unable  itself  to  take 
the  responsibility  for  sending  children  to  the  United  States.  It  is. 
bowever.  elated  that  about  1.300  children  are  coming  to  this 
oontLnent  at  their  own  risk,  or  rather  that  of  their  parents.  In  the 
next  6  weeks. 

Applications  to  the  Children's  Overseas  Reception  Board  for 
evacuation  to  the  United  States  already  exceeds  32.000.  of  which 
10.000  are  for  located  homes.  It  Is  estimated  that  tlie  applications 
would  reach  a  figure  of  50,000.  The  great  majority  of  these  chil- 
dren are  from  homea  other  than  those  of  rich  parents.  Ninety- 
eight  percent  of  the  applications  are  In  respect  to  children  from 
grant-aided  schools. 

I   would    like   to   thank   you   for  your   generotis   Interest   In   the 
matter.     Bellere  me,  my  dear  Mr.  Congressman, 
Very  slnoerelj  yours. 

LOTRTAM. 

I  am  putting  this  letter  in  the  Racoao  merely  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  Members  of  the  House.  There  was  a  good 
deal  of  dispute  and  misunderstanding  in  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  British  Clovernment 
as  a  result  of  the  statement  purported  to  have  been  made  by 
the  Prime  Minister  of  England.  Mr.  Churchill,  in  opposition 
to  further  removal  of  English  chQdren.  It  is  evident  from 
a  perusal  of  Lord  Lothian's  letter  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment favors  sending  its  children  here,  provided  Americans  will 
furnish  the  ships  and  send  them  over  there.  Such  action  will 
require  the  approval  of  Congress,  and,  under^  the  terms  of 
the  bill,  of  all  the  warring  nations,  including  England,  Ger- 
many, and  Italy.  Every  possible  safeguard  has  l>een  written 
into  the  Hennings  bill.  X  hope  that  speedy  and  favorable 
action  will  be  taken  by  tiie  Congress  to  enact  this  humani- 
tarian measure  into  law  and  help  provide  shelter  and  safety 
for  these  young  victims  of  the  ravages  and  destruction  of 
modem  warfare.     I  Applause.  1 

WESTERN  HEiaSPHERE  tmiTT 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEIAKER.    Without  objection  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  It  was  my  happy  privi- 
lege today  to  Join  with  colleagues  from  the  Hoiise  and  Sen- 
ate in  welcoming  at  the  Union  Station  the  return  to  the  Capi- 
tal City  of  our  distinguished  Secretary  of  State,/ the  Honorable 
Cordell  Hull.  His  success  in  formulating  and"  securing  the 
adoption  at  the  Habana  Conference  of  a  plan  for  unity  of 
action  among  Western  Hemisphere  nations  adds  new  luster 
to  an  already  distinguished  career  In  international  diplo- 
macy. The  people  of  America  are  grateful  to  Cordell  Hull  for 
his  consistent  and  unselfish  devotion  to  the  cause  of  world 
peace.  We  realize  now  how  fundamentally  right  he  has  al- 
ways been  in  insisting  that  mutually  beneficial  international 
trade  was  the  only  foundation  for  enduring  world  peace. 
Napoleon  pretended  that  his  campaigns  of  conquest  were  for 
the  purpose  of  preserving  peace  in  Europe.  Prance  and  Great 
Britain  at  the  Versailles  peace  table  made  some  concessions 
to  the  Woodrow  Wilson-Cordell  Hull  theory  of  enduring  peace, 
but  not  enough  to  Insure  an  unshackled  International  trade. 
The  German  dictator,  like  Napoleon  the  Great,  pretends  that 
his  objective  Is  the  peace  of  Europe,  but  if  there  be  any  in 
this  country  who  still  have  any  illusions  on  that  subject  It 
would  pay  them  to  read  the  recent  book  called  The  Voice  of 
Destruction,  the  article  in  the  August  3  Issue  of  the  Sat- 
urday Evening  Post  and  the  article  in  the  August  issue  of 
the  Reader's  Digest,  in  which  the  true  aims  of  Hitler  are 
discussed. 

During  the  course  of  the  Habana  Conference  government 
officials  of  Germany  threatened  Iwth  the  United  States  and 
the  countries  of  South  America.  Dr.  Arthm-  Pimk,  speaking 
for  the  German  Government,  confidently  predicted  German 
success  and  said  that  the  nations  of  the  Western  Hemisphere 
would  hereafter  trade  with  a  victorious  Germany  on  German 
terms  or  not  at  all.  Under  the  superb  leadership  of  Secretary 
Hull  the  nations  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  decided  in  effect 
to  follow  the  Hull  plan  for  peace  and  mutually  profitable 
trade  rather  than  the  Hitler  plan.  The  action  of  our  Con- 
gress in  supporting  the  Hull  Reciprocal  Trade  Agreement  Pro- 


gram in  1034  laid  the  foundation  for  the  success  of  the 
Habana  Conference. 

Our  exports  to  South  American  countries  which  modified 

their  trade  restrictions  have  increased  110  percent  in  con- 
trast to  an  increase  of  only  64  percent  to  those  coimtrles  which 

have  not  concluded  a  trade  agreement  with  this  nation.  In 
fact,  our  trade  in  the  case  of  two  countries  which  have  not 
concluded  agreements  has  actually  decreased. 

The  following  twb  tables  show  our  export  trade  with  South 
America  in  detail. 

United  Statet  exports  including  reexports  to  South  America 
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Sourer:  FicnrM  for  1934,  19SS,  and  1938  from  Forei(n  ron)m«rrr  and  Navifatiaa 
of  the  riiitcd  SUU>s;  Rgxxws  for  193W  from  Commerce  Reports.  Feb.  14,  1940,  U.  S. 
Department  of  Commerw. 

Comparative  statement  ^of  United  States  exports,  including  reeX' 

ports  to  South  America 
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«^'The  ywrs  l984-3.'>  re prwent  mhntantially  a  pr«mTeem«it-y«ir  period,  rioee  only 
1  aitreement  was  in  effect  for  ihe  entire  year  ^«a.^.  Uuriruc  the  2-yeiir  period  1938-38 
10  acreements  were  in  effect  throughout  both  of  these  years. 

Sourw:  Figures  for  1934,  193.S,  and  1938  from  Foreign  rommerce  and  Navipntlon 
of  the  United  States;  Amires  tor  1839  from  CMiuneroe  Ueports.  Feb.  14,  1940.  Uiiit«d 
StalM  Department  of  Commeroe. 

The  record  made  by  the  trade-agreements  program  to  ex- 
panding and  promoting  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  United 
States  requires  no  defense.  Those  who  examine  the  recoid 
In  a  spirit  prompted  by  a  desire  to  discover  the  truth  and 
to  appraise  the  results  free  from  partisan  bias  and  prejudice 
will  find  that  trade  agreements  have  contributed  In  large 
measure  to  the  movement  of  oHr  products  to  the  markets 
of  the  world  in  greater  volume  untU  disrupted  by  war  con- 
ditions. .... 

Others,  prompted  by  considerations  to  promote  partisan 
objectives,  have  placed  statements  in  the  Comgmcssioicai. 
RccoRD  from  time  to  time  containing  conclusions  tusup- 
ported  by  a  full  disclosure  of  the  facts.  By  carefully  select- 
ing figures  showing  the  foreign  trade  of  the  United  States 
covering  periods  nmning  for  a  few  months  dtu-atlon  they 
are  able  to  wholly  distort  the  real  picture.  Trade  Compari- 
sons covering  a  period  of  only  a  few  months  prove  nothing. 
In  this  connection  it  la  Interesting  to  note  that  IiCr.  Wendell 
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WiUkle.  In  an  article  approving  the  trade-agreements  pro- 
gram in  Fortune  Magazine  of  April  1940,  realized  that  short- 
time  comparisons  of  trade  results  are  not  particularly  in- 
formative.    He  said: 

•  •  •  It  may  be  years  before  conclustve  results  can  be  shown. 
But  It -la  Inconceivable  to  us  that  prosperity  can  be  reestablished 
without  any  foreign  trade.  And  it  seems  clear  that  If  we  are  to 
have  foreign  trade  It  must  t>e  done  on  a  reciprocal  basis.  We.  the 
most  successful  people  In  the  world  at  business  and  Industry,  knew 
that  there  are  twc  parties  to  every  trade,  and  that  one  cannot 
always  profit  at  the  expense  of  the  other.  It  Is  of  vital  Importance 
to  us  that  the  other  party  profit  too. 

In  connection  with  Mr.  Willkie's  recorded  support  of  the 
trade-agreements  program  I  note  from  the  press  that  George 
N.  Peek  has  attempted  to  show  Mr.  Willkie  "the  error  of  his 
ways"  on  trade  agreements.  The  New  York  Times  of  July 
21.  in  reporting  Mr.  Peek's  interview  with  Mr.  Willkie,  indi- 
cated that  Mr.  Peek  read  his  well-known  objections  to  the 

esent  administration's  farm  and  trade-agreements  pro- 
gram, for  the  benefit  of  the  press,  and  stated: 

During  the  reading  of  these  points,  Mr.  Willkie  appeared  to  dis- 
ngree  on  many  of  them.  When  Mr  Peek  assailed  the  admlnls- 
tra'lon's  reciprocal -trade  program  the  nominee  interrupted  to 
remind  the  reporters.  This  is  only  Mr.  Peek's  viewpoint."  Mr. 
Pe«k  nodded  and  replied.  "I  am  not  trying  to  commit  you  on 
anything.  Mr.  Willkie.' 

Prom  this  it  appears  that  Mr.  Willkie  still  supports  the 
trade  agreements,  and  that  in  this  interview  he  wanted  it 
understood  that  he  did  not  agree  with  Mr.  Peek's  criticism. 

At  this  time  of  uncertainty  when  the  trade  routes  outside 
the  Americas  have  been  disrupted  by  war.  and  world  events 
foreshadow  even  greater  disruption  to  world  trade,  with  its 
attendant  repercussions  in  the  United  States,  maintenance 
and  expansion  of  our  trade  with  our  South  American  sister 
republics  is  of  vital  importance  to  the  welfare  and  pros- 
perity of  the  entire  country. 

Again  I  say.  the  Nation  owes  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  Cordeil 
Hull  for  what  he  Accomplished  at  Habana.     I  Applause.  1 

ADJOTTRNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn.) 

The  motioi^was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  4  o'clock  and 
30  minutes  p.  m.>,  under  its  previous  order,  the  House  ad- 
journed until  Monday,  August  5.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARING 

COMMITTEE  ON  IMMIGRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  at  10:30  a.  m.  Wednesday.  August  7,  1940. 
In  room  445  House  OfBce  Building,  for  the  consideration 
tf  refugee  bills  H.  R.  10083.  H.  R.  8502.  H.  R.  8497.  H.  R.  10150, 
Hoiise  Joint  Resolution  580.  and  House  Joint  Resolution  58 1! 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speakers  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1861.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  provision  pertain- 
ing to  the  appropriation  for  the  purchase,  transportation, 
and  distribution  of  agricultural,  medical,  and  other  supplies 
for  the  relief  of  refugee  men,  women,  and  children  contained 
In  section  40  <b)  of  the  Emergency  Relief  Appropriation  Act. 
fiscal  year  1941  (H.  Doc.  No.  889) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1862.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  provision  pertain- 
ing to  the  appropriation  for  the  Council  of  National  Defense 
and  allocations  from  the  appropriations  entitled  "Emergency 
Fund  for  the  President"  <H.  Doc  No.  890)  ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


REPORTS    OP    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm, 

Mr.  CARTER:  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors.  H.  R. 
10247.    A  bill  to  authorize  the  use  of  a  tract  of  land  in  Cali- 


fornia known  as  the  Millerton  Rancheria  In  connection  with 
the  Central  Valley  project,  and  for  other  purposes:  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2812).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  Ohio:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
H.  R.  8613.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  to  provide  for  the  retire- 
ment of  disabled  nurses  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy;  without 
amendment  fRept.  No.  2813).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  S.  3619.  An 
act  relating  to  changes  in  the  administration  of  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  bearing  on  Federal  recognition, 
pay,  allotment  of  funds,  drill,  training,  and  so  forth;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  2814) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  ot 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXll,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  LEA: 

H.  R.  10276.  A  bill  to  amend  section  8  (a)  of  the  Securi- 
ties Act  of  1933;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  MAY: 

H.  R.  10277 :  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  employment  on 
active  duty  of  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

H.  R.  10278.  A  biU  to  authorize  the  discontinuance  of  pro- 
fessional examinations  for  promotion  in  the  Regular  Army 
of  ofBcers  of  the  Medical.  Dental,  and  Veterinary  Corps  dur- 
ing time  of  war  or  emergency  declared  by  Congress;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

H.  R.  10279.  A  bill  to  provide  uniformity  in  temporary  pro- 
motions   in    the    Army   of    the    United   States    in    time   of 
emergency;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  McDOWELL: 

H.  R.  10280.  A  bill  to  amend  the  National  Housing  Act.  as 
amended,  so  as  to  give  protection  to  certain  mortgagors  who 
are  required  to  render  military  or  naval  service  during  any 
national  emergency;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

By  Mr.  GREEN: 
H.  R.  10281.  A  bill   to  provide  an  appropriation  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  August  15.  1914,  regulating 
the  sponge  fisheries;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
By  Mr.  MAY: 
H.  J.  Res.  587.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  strength- 
ening of  the  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WHELCHEL: 

H.  J.  Res.  588.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  payment 
of  war  debts  by  the  acquisition  of  funds  in  the  United  States 
and  certain  possessions  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  of 
countries  in  default  in  the  payment  of  such  war  debts;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 
By  Mr.  McARDLE: 

H.  Res.  561.  Resolution  creating  a  special  committee  to 
investigate  profiteering  and  ways  and  means  of  preventing 
same  in  connection  with  the  tax  measures  passed  by  Con- 
gress to  finance  the  national-defense  program;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules. 


PRIVATE   BILUS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  private  bUls  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BREWSTER: 
H.  R.  10282.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Karel  Lederer;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  GATHINGS: 
H.  R.  10283.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  P.  Thomas; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  GREEN: 
H.  R.  10284.  A  bill  for  the  rebef  of  J.  H.  Churchwell  Whole- 
sale Co..  of  Jacksonville,  Fla.;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
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By  Mr.  HENNINGS:  " 

H.  R.  10285.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  S.  Ladinsky  and 
Moe  Kanner;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  SCHULTE: 
H.  R.  10286.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Julius  Yuhasz  and  Arvid 
Olson;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9095.  By  Mr.  HOBBS:  Petition  of  Campbell  R.  McCul- 
lough;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9096.  By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois:  Petition  of  Walter  A. 
O'Brien,  of  Glen  Ellyn.  HI.,  and  some  400  signers,  protesting 
against  the  usurpation  by  the  President  of  the  power  of  Con- 
gress to  declare  war;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


I  SENATE 

Monday,  August  5,  1940 

Rev.  Duncan  Praser.  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the 
Epiphany,  Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  God.  who  declarest  Thy  almighty  power  chiefly  in  show- 
ing mercy  and  pity :  Mercifully  grant  unto  us  such  a  measure 
of  Thy  grace,  that  we.  running  the  way  of  Thy  command- 
ments, may  obtain  Thy  gracious  promises  and  be  made  par- 
takers of  Thy  heavenly  treasure.  Through  Jesus  Christ  our 
Lord.    Amen. 

I  THE  JOtniNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklit.  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday. 
August  1.  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal  was 
approved.         i 

MESSAGCS  rROM  THE  PRESIDENT APPROVAL  OF  A  BILL 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 
of  his  secretaries,  who  also  announced  that  on  July  31.  1940. 
the  President  had  approved  and  signed  the  bill  (S.  3200)  to 
provide  for  the  rank  and  title  of  lieutenant  general  of  the 
Regular  Army  in  the  military  departments  of  Panama  and 
Hawaii. 

ICESSACE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Cal- 
loway, one  of  Its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  without  amendment  the  bill  tS.  3998)  to  increase 
the  credit  resources  of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

The  message  aLso  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
a  bill  (H.  R.  10065)  to  provide  for  the  registration  and  regu- 
lation of  investment  companies  and  investment  advisers,  and 
for  other  purposes,  in  which  it  requested  the  coijcurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

CALL   OF   THE    BOLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  call  the 
roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Donahey 

King 

Reed 

Andrews 

Downey 

LaPoUette 

Reynolds 

Ashurst 

Prazler 

Lee 

Russell 

Austin 

CJeorge 

Lodge 

Schwartz 

Bankhead 

Oerry 

Lucas 

Scbwellenbach 

Barbour 

Gibaon 

Lundeen 

Sheppard 

Barkley 

Gillette 

McKeUar 

Slattery 

Bilbo 

Green 

McNary 

Smathers 

Bone 

Oufley 

Maloney 

Taft 

Bulow 

Ourney 

Mead 

Ttiomaa.  Idaho 

Burke 

Hale 

ICiller 

Thomas,  Olcia. 

Byrd 

Harriaon 

ICnton 

Thomas,  Utah 

Byrnes 

Hatcb 

Murray 

Tobey 

Capper 

Hayden 

Meely 

Townsend 

Caraway 

Herring 

Morris 

Vandenberc 

Cbandler 

HIU 

Nye 

Van  Nuys 

Chavez 

Holman 

Oliahoney 

Wagner 

Clark.  idAho 

Holt 

Overton 

Wheeler 

Connally 

Hughes 

Pepper 

Whit* 

Johnaon.  Calif. 

Plttman 

WUey 

Davla 

Johnaon.  Colo. 

Badcllffe 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
CaroUna  [Mr.  Bailey],  the  Senator  from  Michigan  I  Mr. 
Brown  1.  the  Senator  from  Missouri  tMr.  Clark  1.  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender],  the  Senator  from  Vif- 
ginia  [Mr.  Glass!,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCak- 
EANl.  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith],  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Stewart],  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr,  Truman  1.  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Tydings],  and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh  1 
are  unavoidably  detained  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  Shipstead]  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  ToBEY)  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro   tempore.    Eighty-three  Senators 
having  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 
emergency     supplemental     estimates,     navy     department 

(S.  DOC.  NO.  267) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
communication  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
transmittting  emergency  supplemental  estimates  of  appro- 
priations for  the  Navy  Department  &nd  the  naval  service, 
fiscal  year  1941.  totaling  $28,788,000,  plus  contract  authoriza- 
tions totaling  $19,075,000  which,  with  the  accompanying 
paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

claim  of  j.  l.  summers,  deceased 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
letter  from  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Works  Agency, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  for  the  relief  of 
J.  L.  Summers,  deceased,  former  disbursing  clerk.  Division 
of  Disbursement,  TreasiUT  Department,  which,  with  the  ac- 
companying paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

SPECIAL    FINDINGS    AND    OPINIONS   OF    COURT    OF    CLAIMS     (S.    DOC. 

NO.  266) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  trans- 
mitting certified  copies  of  the  special  findings  of  fact  and 
opinions  filed  by  the  court  in  the  following  cases,  which, 
with  the  accompanying  papers,  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Congressional,  No.  17450,  E.  A.  Wailes,  receiver  of  Delta  Oil 
Co.  against  the  United  States;  and 

Congressional,  No.  17468,  Tupelo  Oil  tt  Ice  Co.  to  the  use  of 
Tupelo  Oil  L  Gin  Co.,  Inc..  against  the  United  States. 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  tele- 
grams in  the  nature  of  memorials  from  sundry  citizens  of 
San  Francisco  and  San  Pedro,  Calif.,  remonstrating  against 
the  enactment  of  selective  compulsory  military  training  legis- 
lation, which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of  a 
memorial  from  the  Women's  Council  of  the  Hollywood  League 
for  Deniocratic  Action.  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  rem(xistrating 
against  the  enactment  of  selective  compulsory  military  train- 
ing legislation,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Nineteenth  Congressional  District  Convention  of  Latx)r's  Non- 
partisan League,  at  Santa  Ana,  Calif.,  protesting  against  the 
enactment  of  selective  compulsory  military  training  legisla- 
tion, which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  in  the  nature  of  a 
memorial  from  Mrs.  J.  L.  Rockridge,  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  remonstrating  again.st  the  enactment  of  selective  com- 
pulsory military  training  legislation,  which  wa:;  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Aflaii-s. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
convention  of  the  North  Central  Association  of  Secretaries, 
Commissioners,  and  Dlrect(n-s  of  Agriculture,  at  Deadwood. 
S.  Dak.,  favoring  ratification  by  the  Senate  of  all  proposed 
trade  agreements  in  the  same  manner  as  treaties  are  ratified, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 
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He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition  of  Father  Divine 
and  sundry  other  citizens  of  the  United  States,  praying  that 
the  Americas  be  united  for  peace,  and  also  pray-lng  for  the 
enactment  of  pending  legislation  to  prevent  and  punish  the 
crime  of  lynching,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens 
of  the  State  of  Idaho  and  adjoining  States,  praying  for  the 
appointment  of  a  congressional  committee  to  investigate  the 
veterans'  facility  at  Boise,  Idaho,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  REED  presented  a  memorial  of  85  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Kansas,  remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of  selective 
compulsory  military  training  legislation,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

He  also  presented  a  memorial  of  75  citizens  of  the  State  of 
Kansas,  members  of  the  Kansas  Farmers  Union  Juniors, 
remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of  military  conscription 
legislation  in  peacetime,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens 
of  the  State  of  Michigan  praying  that  the  United  States  keep 
out  of  war,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

He  also  presented  memorials  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Michigan  remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of  selective 
compulsory  military  training  legislation,  which  were  referred 
to  tlie  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

REPORTS  OF  COimiTTEES 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3657)  authorizing  the 
appointment  and  retirement  of  John  Tomlingson  as  a  second 
lieutenant.  United  States  Army,  reported  it  without  amend- 
ment and  submitted  a  report  (No.  1994*   thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  4164>  to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of 
the  United  States  through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory 
military  training  and  service,  reported  it  with  amendmients 
and  submitted  a  report  (No.  2002)  thereon. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  each  with- 
out amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  1183.  A  bill  for  the  rebef  of  Ben  L.  Kessinger  and  M. 
Carlisle  Minor  (Rept.  No.  1991) ;  and 

H.  R.  2286.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  y(asy\  Kulmatycki 
(Rept.  No.  1992). 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (S.  3185)  for  the  relief  of  Noland  Blass. 
reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
1993)  thereon. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  <H.  R.  3907)  for  the  relief  of  WiUiam  A. 
Reithel.  reported  It  with  an  amendment  and  submitted  a 
report  (No.  1995)  thereon. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  were  referred 
the  following  bills,  reported  them  severally  without  amend- 
ment and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  6699.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  special  tax  school  dis- 
tricts Nos.  2.  3,  4.  and  5.  Broward  County,  Pla.  (Rept. 
No.  1996) : 

H.  R.  6842.  A  bill  for  the  rehef  of  Rufus  E.  Farmer  (Rept. 
No.  1997); 

H.  R.  7425.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  parents  of  Charldean 
ELpch  (Rept.  No.  1998): 

H.  R.  7681.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Emelie  Wltzenbacher 
(Rept.  No.  1999) : 

H.  R.  7747.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Estelle  M.  Corbett  (Rept. 
No.  2000):  and 

H.  R.  10036.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  A.  Kames  (Rept. 
No.  2001). 

CNROLLJCD  BILL  PRESXNTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  tile  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills. 

reported  that  on  August  1,  1940,  that  committee  presented 

to  the  President  of  the  United  States  the  eiu-oUed  bill  (S. 

4037)  to  confer  Jurisdiction  upon  the  United  States  District 


Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky  to  hear,  deter- 
mine, and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Theodore  R. 
Troendle,  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction  Co, 

Bn.LS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  GUFPEY: 

S.  4238.  A  bill  making  an  appropriation  to  provide  for 
filling  certain  abandoned  coal  mines  located  tmder  the  sur- 
face at  Shenandoah,  Pa.;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions. 

By  Mr.  GEORGE: 

S.  4239.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Administrator  of  Veterans' 
Affairs  to  grant  an  easement  in  a  small  strip  of  land  at 
Veterans'  Administration  facility.  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  to  the 
county  of  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  for  sidewalk  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

S.  4240.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  sale,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  March  12.  1926  (44  Stat.  203).  of  surplus  War 
Department  real  property;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

HOtTSE    BILL    PLACED    ON    THE    CALENDAR 

The  bill  (H.  R.  10065)  to  provide  for  the  registration  and 
regulation  of  investment  companies  and  investment  advisers, 
and  for  other  purposes,  was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  ordered 
to  be  placed  on  the  calendar. 

RIVER     AND     HARBOR     IMPROVEMENT     FOR     NATIONAL     DEFENSE — 

AMENDMENT 

Mr.  MILLER  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  9972)  authorizing  the  im- 
provement of  certain  rivers  and  harbors  in  the  interest  of 
the  national  defense,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

ACTIVE   SERVICE  OF  NATIONAL   GUARD.  RESERVE.   AND   RETIRED   PER- 
SONNEL  AMENDMENT 

Mr.  ADAMS,  Mr.  AUSTIN,  and  Mr.  WAGNER  each  sub- 
mitted an  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  them, 
respectively,  to  the  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to 
strengthen  the  common  defense  and  to  authorize  the  Presi- 
dent to  order  members  and  units  of  reserve  components  and 
retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  into  active  military 
service,  which  were  severally  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and 
to  be  printed. 

SELECTIVE  SERVICE  COMPULSORY  MILITARY  TRAININC; — AMENDMENT 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  on  August  1  last  I  submitted  a 
proposed  amendment  to  be  offeijed  to  the  military  training 
bill  to  raise  the  base  pay  of  soldiens  from  $21  to  $30  a  month, 
and  to  raise  the  other  schedules  accordingly.  There  was 
some  mistake  in  the  printing,  and  the  amendment  which  is 
on  the  desks  today  carries  the  same  schedule  which  is 
now  in  existence  in  the  Army.  Therefore  I  ask  that  all 
these  amendments  be  gathered  up  from  the  desks;  and  I 
shall  offer  another  amendment  in  order  to  have  the  sched- 
ule correctly  printed,  and  ask  that  it  be  placed  on  the  desks 
instead  of  the  ones  that  are  now  on  the  desks. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is 
so  ordered. 

SUPPLEMENTAL    APPROPRIATIONS    FOR    THE    NATIONAL    DEFENSE — 

AMENDMENT 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10263)  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to 
be  printed,  as  follows: 

At  the  proper  place  In  the  bill,  to  insert  the  following: 
•Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law.  the  Secretary  of  tho 
Navy  is  authorized.  In  his  discretion,  to  construct  housing  and 
other  structures  of  a  permanent  character  within  the  limitations 
of  appropriated  funds  in  any  case  where  such  construction.  In  his 
opinion.  Is  required  In  the  Interest  of  national  defense." 

SELECTIVE  COMPULSORY  MILITARY  TRAINING — AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  Barbour.  Mr.  Guffey,  Mr.  Lee.  Mr.  Wiley,  and  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colcntido  each  submitted  an  amendment,  and  Mr. 
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Maloney  submitted  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  sub- 
stitute, intended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  respectively,  to  the 
bill  (8.  4164)  to  protect  the  Integrity  and  institutions  of  the 
United  States  through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  mili- 
tary training  and  service,  which  were  severally  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  submit  an  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  me  to  Senate  bill  4164. 
the  compulsory  military  training  bill,  which  I  ask  may  lie 
on  the  table  and  be  printed. 

The  amendment  provides  that  persons  inducted  into  the 
land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  the 
act  shall  not  be  employed  beyond  the  limits  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  except  in  the  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
United  States,  including  the  Philippine  Islands. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Th^  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  will  lie  on  the  table  and  be 
printed. 

I  DAY  OF   PRAYER 


Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  whether  men  are  acting  as 
individuals  or  as  component  parts  of  a  nation,  whenever  they 
find  that  their  problems,  because  of  being  numerous  or  diffi- 
cult or  intricate,  are  hard  of  solution,  they  are  prone — and  I 
think  personally  properly  prone — to  ttirn  to  some  surer  source 
of  Judgment  for  aid  and  guidance. 

I  have  noted  within  the  past  few  days  that  Cardinal  Hinsley, 
of  the  Catholic  hierarchy  of  Great  Britain,  has  addressed  a 
proclamation  to  the  Catholic  people  of  the  dominions  calling 
for  a  day  of  petition  and  supplication. 

I  find  also  that  during  the  dark  days  of  1863  a  distinguished 
Senator  from  Iowa,  Senator  James  Harlan,  offered  a  resolu- 
tion in  the  Senate  calling  upon  President  Lincoln  to  designate 
such  a  day. 

I  find  also  that  President  Wilson,  in  response  to  a  request, 
issued  such  a  proclamation. 

I  find  that  our  distinguished  President  at  the  present  time, 
in  a  recent  radio  address,  expressed  himself  as  being  de- 
pendent on  a  higher  source,  and  asking  the  people  to  cooper- 
ate with  him  in  supplication  and  petition. 

With  these  controlling  precedents,  I  am  induced  to  offer  a 
resolution  along  these  lines,  which  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  for  the  information  of  Senators  and  to  lie  over  under 
the  rule. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  293)  was  ordered  to  lie  over  under 
the  rule,  as  follows : 

Whereas  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  on  March  3.  1863.  passed 
a  resolution  requesting  President  Lincoln,  by  proclamation,  to  set 
apart  a  day  for  national  prayer  and  humiliation.  In  view  of  the 
critical  situation  then  confronting  our  war-torn  Nation,  and  Presi- 
dent Lincoln,  in  response  to  this  request,  appointed  such  a  date  of 
prayer  for  the  Nation;  and 

Whereas  President  Wilson,  during  the  crisis  of  the  World  War. 
-likewise  appointed  a  day  for  national  prayer  and  supplication;  and 

Whereas,  following  the  observance  of  these  days  of  national  divine 
petition,  there  were  manifest  outpourings  of  Ood's  blessings  on  the 
.  Nation;  and 

Whereas  President  Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt,  In  an  address  to  the 
Joint  session  of  the  Congress  on  September  21,  1939.  stated  that  the 
situation  of  recent  weelts  carried  a  trend  to  a  condition  which  "rele- 
gates religion,  democracy,  and  good  faith  among  nations  to  the  back- 
ground where  there  could  be  no  place  for  the  Ideals  of  the  Prince  of 
Peace";  and 

Whereas  President  Roosevelt,  in  an  address  to  the  American  people 
or.  May  26.  1940,  stated  that  "day  and  night  I  pray  for  the  restora- 
tion of  peace  In  this  mad  world  of  ours.  I  am  certain  that  out  of 
the  hearts  of  every  man,  womsm.  and  child  In  this  land  In  every 
waking  minute  a  supplication  goes  up  to  Almighty  God;  that  all  of 
us  beg  that  suffering  and  starving,  that  death  and  destruction  may 
end.  and  that  peace  may  return  to  the  world.  In  common  affection 
foi  all  mankind  your  prayers  Join  with  mine  that  Ood  will  heal  the 
wounds  and  hurts  of  humanity":  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved.  That  in  the  situation  we  are  now  facing.  Imperiling  ac 
tt  does  both  the  spiritual  and  democratic  Ideals  of  our  own  Nation 
and  of  other  nations  as  well,  we  respectfvilly  request  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  by  proclamation,  to  appoint  a  day  of  prayer  on 
behalf  of  our  Nation,  a  day  for  confession  of  our  national  offenses, 
and  for  petitioning  the  Source  of  AU  Wisdom  for  the  guidance  and 
protection  of  our  Nation  in  this  crisis  period,  and  that  He  may  point 
the  w«y  to  thought  and  action  that  will  secure  for  our  own  country 
and  aU  Humanity  the  blessings  of  peace  and  Uberty  under  law. 


JAMES   S.   BARRY— WmnntAWAL   OT  PAPRS 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Sheppard,  it  was 

Ordertd.  That  the  papers  accompanying  the  blU  (8.  a4»«)  for  the 
relief  of  James  E  Barry  (76th  Cong..  Ist  sess).  be  withdrawn  from 
the  fUes  of  the  Senate  (no  adverse  report  having  been  submitted 
thereon). 

MILITARY  CONSCRIPTION — LETTER  BY  XX-SECRBTARY  WOOORDfO 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I  present  a  letter  from 
Hon.  Harry  H.  Woodring,  who  for  7  years  was  the  distin- 
guished Secretary  of  War  in  the  Cabinet  of  President  Roose- 
velt. The  letter  deals  with  the  problem  of  military  coiiscrip- 
tlon.  It  comes  from  one  who  knows.  I  ask  that  it  be  printed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  following  the  Wood- 
ring  letter  I  ask  to  have  published  in  the  Record  a  sturdy 
Interview  with  Raymond  J.  Kelly,  national  commander"  of  the 
American  Legion.  The  article  is  headed  "Conscription  only 
as  last  resort  favored  by  American  Legion  head."  I  ask 
that  it  be  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  coiUd  we  have  the  letter 
from  Mr.  Woodring  read? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  have  no  objection  if  the  Senator 
wishes  it  read.    I  should  like  to  have  it  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  letter  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

ToPEKA,  Kans.  August  1.  1940. 
Hon.  AKTHtm  H.  VArroinreERo. 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dkak  Sxnatok:  In  answer  to  your  Inquiry  on  the  compulsory 
military  bill  now  before  the  Senate.  I  cannot  see  the  need  of  com- 
pulsory mUltary  training  at  this  time,  and  I  should  like  to  see  the 
blU  amended  so  that  It  does  not  become  effective  untU.  and  after, 
the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army  has  first  advised  the 
Senate  In  writing  that  the  volxmtary  system  has  completely  broken 
down.  The  voluntary  system  is  traditional,  and  I  believe  is  an 
Important  factor  In  the  American  way  of  free  government  as  is  free 
speech,  the  will  to  worship  Ood  as  one's  own  conscience  dictates, 
free  assembly,  and  other  American  principles.  If.  through  the 
Influence  of  increasing  tendency  toward  paternalism,  we  have 
broken  down  the  moral  stamina  and  fiber  of  the  American  youth, 
and  made  him  a  regimented  atom,  rather  than  a  free  individual, 
and  thereby  broken  down  the  voluntary  instinct  to  serve  in  a  pa- 
triotic way.  we  then  unquestionably  will  have  to  adopt  a  compul- 
sory system  for  the  defense  of  this  country.  But  we  must  be 
assured  when  we  adopt  the  compulsory  system  that  we  have  un- 
questionably left  the  American  principle  based  on  the  individual's 
freedom  of  action  and  have  adopted  a  bill  that  smacks  of  totall- 
tarlanism. 

I  believe  It  Is  the  duty  of  Congress,  and  particularly  the  Senate, 
to  be  certain  that  the  voluntary  system  has  not  failed  for  these 
reasons,  but  because  it  has  had  disadvantages  for  which  our  Gov- 
ernment Itself  is  to  blame.  For  instance  several  years  age.  and  also 
several  months  ago.  I  prop>osed  to  the  administration  the  Increase 
of  the  basic  pay  of  the  enlisted  soldier  of  the  United  States  Army 
from  $21  to  $30.  The  reply  was  that  It  was  Inconsistent  with  the 
financial  program  of  the  Administration.  Whether  that  inconsist- 
ency holds  good  today.  I  would  be  willing  for  the  Senate  to  decide. 
I  believe  the  voluntary  system  Is  at  a  great  disadvantage.  We  ^o 
out  over  the  country  and  propose  to  the  American  youth  that  he 
enlist  In  the  Army  for  a  period  of  3  years  at  $21  per  month  basic  pay. 
That  young  man  knows  that  95  percent  of  such  enlisted  men  re- 
ceive the  $21  per  month  during  the  full  3  year  period.  And  he  also 
knows  that  the  youth  that  enlist  at  the  same  time  In  the  United 
States  Navy  at  $21  basic  pay  is  advanced  in  grade,  through  their 
custom,  approved  by.  and  money  appropriated  therefor  by  the  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States — is  advanced  within  flO  or  90  days 
to  $30.  and  In  many  instances  soon  thereafter  to  $36  per  month. 
In  fact  there  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Chairman  Shcppakd.  bearing 
my  signature,  before  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee,  written 
only  6  or  7  months  ago,  bearing  fully  on  this  question  of  inequality 
of  pay  between  the  two  services.  I  have  not  the  figures  before  me. 
but  I  believe  It  is  safe  to  say  that  within  a  year  over  66%,  percent  of 
the  youth  that  enlist  in  the  United  States  Navy  receive  over  $30 
per  month  or  more. 

The  same  youth  that  is  asked  to  Join  the  Army  at  $21  pay  for 
3  years  sees  his  neighbor  join  the  C  C.  C.  for  1  year  at  $30  per 
month,  and  In  many  Instances  the  C.  C.  C.  camp  and  the  Army 
post  are  side  by  side.  How  any  fair-minded  Member  of  Congress 
cotild  say  that  we  have  given  the  voluntary  system  of  enlistment  for 
the  United  States  Army  service  a  fair  trial,  and  that  It  has  broken 
down,  and  therefore  we  need  the  compulsory  service,  is  beyond  my 
understanding . 

I  also  think  the  Senate  shotild  ask  If  our  present  quota  of  enllct- 
menta,  as  outlined  by   the   War  Department,  have   failed   to   to 
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reached  In  any  Instance.  Perbape  we  of  the  War  Department  ser- 
era]  months  ago  did  not  place  the  quota  high  enough.  That  Is  not 
the  fault  of  the  voluntary  system.  If  we  need  a  million,  or  two 
million,  young  men  for  trained  service  In  the  United  States  Army, 
let's  first  give  equal  advantages  to  the  voluntary  system  of  ralsUig 
this  quota,  and  IX  necessary  lefs  provide  for  1  year  voltmtary 
•ervlce  at  $30  per  month.  I  am  for  a  trial  by  voluntary  system 
before  changing  to  the  compulsory  system.  If  the  voluntary  system 
falls,  then  I  will  join  with  others  In  obtaining  the  number  of  men. 
In  the  necessary  time  to  defend  this  country,  through  a  compulsory 
system. 

Th.^nklng  you  for  your  inqtilry,  and  with  continued  good  wishes. 
I  am 
I  Tours  sincerely, 

Ha««t  H.  Wooohino. 

The  PRESroENT  pro  temjwre.  Without  objection,  the 
Interview  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  will  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  interview  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rscord,  as  follows: 

CcNscaiPTioN  Onlt  as  Last  Rzsort  Favoezo  bt  Amekican  Legion 

HZAO 

KXLLT  PROPOSES  CALL  FOB  KIXXION  VOLT7NTEESS  FOR  TEAR'S  TRAINTNO 

OEPU>KES    PROPAGANDA    TO   GET    UNnXD    STATES    IN    EX7«OPl'S    WAB 

(By  Nathan   Oatls) 

Indianapolh.  Ind..  August  2. — Raymond  J.  Kelly,  husky  National 
Commander  of  the  American  Legion,  said  In  an  Interview  today  he 
favored  conscription  only  as  a  last  resort — and  then  an  all-inclusive 
conscription. 

Kelly,  a  lawyer  who  is  45.  but  looks  much  younger  In  spite  of  gray, 
curly  hair,  sat  In  shirt  sleeves  In  his  office  at  national  headquarters 
here  and  talked  about  war  and  preparedness. 

"We  are  not  at  war."  he  said,  "although  everything  that  Is  being 
done  seems  to  be  based  on  the  theory  that  we  are,  or  that  we  will 
be  any  moment. 

"The  provisions  of  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  should  not  be  put 
into  effect."  he  said,  "until  all  other  avenues  have  been  exhausted." 

This  bin  orlglnaUy  provided  for  registration  of  all  men  between 
18  and  64  for  "selective  compulsory  military  training  and  service." 
but  the  age  limits  have  been  reduced  to  21  to  31  by  the  Senate 
Military  Affairs  Committee. 

rOR    MILLION    VOLUNTEERS 

In  place  of  conscription  the  Legion  commander  proposed  a  call 
for  a  million  volunteers  for  a  year's  training. 

"I  believe  the  response."  he  said,  "would  be  tremcndotis  "  And  he 
pointed  out  It  took  only  a  few  days  to  get  50.000  student  pilots  for 
EO-called  Plattsburgs  of  the  air. 

In  event  of  war.  Kelly  said,  business  and  Industry  as  well  as 
men,  should  be  drafted,  and  "all  elements  of  the  Nation  should 
serve  equally." 

He  recalled  the  Legion  for  20  years  had  proposed  such  a  system  In 
resohitlons  for  "universal  selective  service." 

Kelly  deplored  propaganda  he  said  was  being  spread  in  an  effort 
to  get  the  United  States  to  send  troops  to  the  European  war. 

"It  is  not  our  war  that  Is  being  fought  In  E^irope,"  he  said.  "Some 
people  are  endeavoring  to  make  It  our  war.  But  while  we  naturally 
sympathize  with  those  who  are  resisting  aggression  and  force,  we 
cannot  be  the  policemen  of  the  world." 

Americans  should  "think  of  our  own  countrv  nrst.  and  be  pre- 
pared to  defend  our  own  Interests  in  our  own  hemisphere." 

NOT   PREPARED    NOW 

This  country  is  not  prepared  now  for  Its  own  defense,  he  said, 
and  added  he  didn't  knew  whether  President  Roosevelt's  arms  pro- 
gram would  prepare  It  adequately,  because  "I  have  not  been  able 
to  learn  the  complete  details  of  what  he  Intends. 

••With  all  the  facilities  we  possess.^'  Kelly  continued,  "it  will  take 
from  a  year  to  <wo  years  to  have  anything  like  the  proper  defense 
forces.  And.  of  course,  we  could  build  up  our  own  forces  more 
rapidly  and  completely  if  we  do  not  send  essenUal  equipment  to 
belligerents. •• 

He  did  not  criticize  this  pcdlcy.  but  expressed  belief  It  should 
be  carried  out  with  care  "so  aa  not  to  strip  our  own  forces  of  l>adly 
needed  equipment.'^ 

Kelly  said  the  United  States  needs  an  army  of  1.000,000  trained 
men.  tuUj  mechanized,  beside  National  Guard  and  organlEed  Re- 
serves; a  navy  "second  to  none,  capable  of  operating  In  both 
oceans  against  any  possible  grouping  of  aggressors."  and  •the 
largest  air  force  In  the  world. •' 

•If  we  can  build  up  the  kind  of  defense  we  need."  he  said 
"our  very  strength  may  save  us  from  war." 

Kelly,  a  Republican,  was  corporation  counsel  in  Detrolfs  non- 
partisan city  administration  before  he  became  head  of  the  Legion 
last  September. 

AfiORKSS  BY  GXNKIUL  PKKSHING  ON  COXPTTLSORT  lOUTASY  TRAIN- 
ING 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  last  evening  Gen.  John  J. 
Pershing  delivered  over  a  national  radio  hook-up  an  interest- 
ing address  touching,  among  others,  on  the  question  of  com- 
pulsory military  training.  As  one  who  served  with  General 
Pershing  in  France.  I  have  the  utmost  confidence  in  the 


general's  views  on  this  important  subject,  and  I  am  sure  the 
American  people  have. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  may  be  inserted  in  the 
body  of  the  Rbcord,  Immediately  following  my  remarks,  the 
speech  of  General  Pershing  delivered  last  evening. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  address  is  as  follows: 

Fellow  citizens.  I  am  speaking  tonight  because  I  consider  It  my 
duty.  It  Is  my  duty  to  tell  you  that  In  my  opinion  we  face  prob- 
lems of  the  utmost  seriousness,  and  all  the  things  we  hold  most 
dear  are  gravely  threatened. 

I  must  tell  you  that  we  can  defend  them  only  If  we  make  up  our 
minds  now  to  speak  the  truth  without  concealment;  If  we  make  up 
oxir  minds  to  face  the  truth  without  flinching;  if  we  make  up  our 
minds  to  act  upon  the  truth  without  hesitating. 

I  think  you  will  beheve  me  when  I  say  that  no  war  was  ever  pre- 
vented by  hiding  the  danger  and  by  arguing  that  the  danger  does 
not  exist. 

The  men  who  are  best  qualified  to  know  what  is  going  on  In 
Europe  and  in  Asia  and  In  this  hemisphere,  the  men  whose  business 
it  Is  to  know  the  facts,  are  very  nearly  unanimous  in  believing  what 
I  am  saying  to  you  tonight. 

A  grave  danger  for  us  lurks  in  the  present  world  situation.  So 
the  time  has  come  when  we  must  rise  up  as  a  united  people  to 
make  secure  our  country's  Independence  and  our  great  Inheritance 
of  constitutional  liberty. 

SEES  DISASTER  IN  APPEASEMENT 

More  than  half  the  world  Is  ruled  by  men  who  despise  the  Ameri- 
can idea  and  have  sworn  to  destroy  It.  They  know  that  while  one 
great  people  remains  independent  and  free  because  It  is  strong  and 
is  brave  they  can  never  crush  finally  the  people  they  have  conquered. 
The  example  of  liberty  here  will  always  continue  to  inspire  the 
resistance  to  tjrranny  over  there. 

They  are  fanatical  and  they  are  strong;  they  art  efficient  and 
they  are  ruthless.  Eight  nations  have  tried  to  appea.se  them.  The 
appeasers  of  eight  nations  are  dead  or  In  jail  or  discredited  and 
ruined.  In  seven  of  these  eight  nations  the  appeasers  who  would 
not  take  the  danger  seriously,  who  would  not  prepare  when  there 
was  still  time,  have  led  their  countries  Into  disaster. 

It  is  not  hysterical  to  insist  that  democracy  and  liberty  are 
threatened.  With  democracy  anr<  liberty  overthrown  on  the  Con- 
tment  of  Europe,  only  the  Britiah  are  left  to  defend  democracy  and 
liberty  In  Europe. 

By  sending  help  to  the  British,  we  can  still  hope  with  confidence 
to  keep  the  war  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  where  the 
enemies  of  liberty,  if  possible,  should  be  defeated.  But  some  are 
bold  about  what  they  would  do  tomorrow  If  Great  Britain  is  de- 
feated and  the  war  comes  to  this  hemisphere.  I  say  to  you  solemnly 
that  today  may  be  forever  too  late  to  keep  war  from  the  Americas. 
Today  may  be  the  last  time  when,  by  measures  short  of  war  we 
can  still  prevent  war. 

MEET   rORCE   WITH    STRONGER    FORCE 

We  must  be  ready  to  meet  force  with  a  stronger  force.  We  must 
make  ourselves  strong  by  building  up  our  Army  and  Navy  and  the 
establishment  of  the  principle  of  universal  selective  service,  which 
means  merely  that  the  men  needed  are  chosen  by  lot. 

And  I  am  telling  you  tonight,  because  It  is  my  duty  to  warn  you 
before  it  is  too  late,  that  the  British  Navy  needs  destroyers  and 
smaU  craft  to  convoy  merchant  ships,  to  escort  Its  warships  and 
hunt  submarines,  and  to  repel  Invasion. 

We  have  an  Immense  reserve  of  destroyers  left  over  from  the 
other  war  and  in  a  few  months  the  British  wUl  be  completing  a 
large  number  of  destroyers  of  their  own.  The  most  critical  time 
therefore  is  the  next  few  weeks  or  months.  If  there  is  anything 
we  can  do  to  save  the  British  Fleet  during  that  time,  we  shall  be 
falling  m  our  duty  to  America  If  we  do  not  do  It. 

U  a  proper  method  can  be  found.  America  will  safeguard  her 
freedom  and  security  by  making  available  to  the  British  or  Cana- 
dian Government  at  least  50  of  the  over-age  destroyers  which  are 
left  from  the  days  of  the  World  War.  If  the  destroyers  help  save 
the  British  Fleet,  they  may  save  us  from  the  danger  and  hardship 
of  another  war. 

Americans  should  not  shrink  from  duty  because  of  probabl* 
hazards.  I  know  that  many  sincere  patriots  are  frightened  at  the 
thought  of  even  the  smaHest  act  becau.se  they  think  such  acts  would 
lead  us  closer  to  the  day  when  another  American  expeditionary  force 
sets  sail  for  Europe. 

OPPOSES    EXPEDITION  ART    ITORCB 

It  Is  my  opinion  that  in  this  war  it  would  be  absolute  folly  even 
to  consider  sending  another  expeditionary  force.  No  one  Is  con- 
sidering it  and  those  who  may  say  that  anyone  is  considering  It 
are  deceiving  themselves  and  deceiving  you. 

We  must  have  the  strength  of  character  to  face  the  truth  Pore- 
most  among  the  truths  which  we  will  ignore  at  our  peru'ls  that 
the  time  needed  to  buUd  oxn-  own  defenses  may  be  lengthened  If 

rt.^xf  '^fn'^YfvF^  ^  ™'^*^  "^*  *™*^^  **"'  important  contribution 
which  is  still  within  our  power  toward  the  sustaining  of  the  British 
defense. 

,r,^.fH*.«„,*^/'**  Of  war  U  loose  in  the  world,  fought  with  all  weapons, 
inciudmg  treason— fought  most  insidiously  during  what  some  of 
our  countrymen  call  peacetime.  It  Is  a  war  against  a  civilization 
that  we  know.    It  Is  a  revolution  against  the  values  which  we  have 
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cberlsh?d  and  which  we  wish  our  children  to  cherish  in  the  future. 
It  Is  a  revolution  which  denies  the  dignity  of  man  and  which 
iMmishes  the  hope  of  brotherhood  and  comradeship  on  earth. 

We  can  see  it  developing  right  before  our  very  eyes.  It  must  be 
faced  with  daring  and  with  devotion.  We  must  lift  up  our  hearts. 
We  must  reaffirm  our  noble  traditions  and  make  ourselves  so  strong 
that  the  traditions  we  live  by  shall  not  perish  from  the  earth. 

I  thank  you. 

VICI   PRESIDENT   JOHN  N.   GARNER 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  several  days  ago  I  wrote  a  let- 
ter to  the  Vice  President  of  the  United  States.  I  have  been 
asked  by  several  persons  to  insert  it  in  the  Congressional 
Record.  In  the  absence  of  objection  I  should  like  to  read  the 
letter.    It  Is  very  short: 

ATTOtJST  a,    1040. 
Hon.  John  N.  Garner. 

Vvaide.  Tex. 

Dbar  Mr  Presidbnt:  It  has  been  kind  of  lonesome  and  strange 
around  the  Senate  the  last  2  weeks.  Just  because  you  haven't  been 
arotind.  When  I  rise  to  address  the  Chair  and  you  are  not  there, 
and  I  don't  see  you  around  the  cloakrooms  or  lobby,  there  Is  a  aort 
of  a  vacancy. 

It  Isn't  Just  because  you  are  the  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States.  It  Isn't  because  you  have  been  around  here  so  long,  but 
It  la  because  it  is  you  we  are  missing.  Out  in  my  State  of  Wis- 
consin, as  I  told  you  once,  there  are  a  lot  of  political  kinfolks  of 
yours.  They  may  not  be  sailing  tmder  the  same  political  flag, 
but  they  kind  of  think  the  way  you  do.  Th?y  are  squareshooters. 
They  are  on  the  level.  They  arent  Just  politicians.  They  are  big- 
hearted,  blg-mlnded.  gentle  folks  with  ideals  and  purposes — folks 
who  if  they  were  representing  a  commonwealth  or  tlie  Nation 
would  not  represent  a  class  but  would  represent  all  the  people; 
who  like  you,  would  not  hesitate  to  damn  or  criticise  "wrong" 
wherever  it  was  foimd  and  who  would  praise  a  "right"  wherever 
It  was  found. 

I  have  never  had  the  privilege  of  getting  close  to  you.  so  that  I 
felt  I  covild  call  you  Jack.  To  me  you  were  always  "idr.  President." 
but  there  was  something  warm  about  you.  something  genuine  Be- 
sides that  you  were  always  peppy,  had  a  smile,  and  as  you  passed 
through  our  Senate  reading  room  with  the  cigar  In  your  mouth  you 
generally  had  a  story,  an  amusing  Incident  to  tell. 

So.  Mr  President,  won't  you  come  back?  I  believe  the  country 
needs  you  here.  It  needs  your  sense  of  balance,  of  Judgment,  of 
common  sense,  and  some  of  us  would  feel  Jtist  a  little  surer,  a  little 
more  safe,  and  far  more  happy  If  you  would  Just  come  back. 

With  kindest  regards  to  you  and  Mrs.  Garner  (we  need  her  here, 
too — ^you  both  make  a  great  team).  I  remain, 
Sincerely  yours, 

AI.EXANDER    WnJET. 

Since  that  letter  was  written,  Mr.  President,  there  was 
called  to  my  attention  an  article  by  Rasrmond  Moley  entitled 
"Mr.  Garners  Silence."  published  in  Newsweek  of  Augtist 
5.  I  ask  that  the  article  be  printed  at  the  conclusion  of  my 
remarks.  I  desire  to  read  from  the  article  Just  a  paragraph 
or  two.    It  begins: 

If  tears  were  shed  by  any  of  Vice  President  Gartner's  friends  as 
he  left  Washington  last  week  they  should  have  been  tears  of  regret 
ever  what  they  had  done  to  themselves  at  Chicago  the  week  before, 
and  not  tears  for  him.  "Daughters  of  Jerusalem,  •  •  •  weep 
for  yourselves."  he  might  have  told  them  For  Mr.  Garner  leaves 
with  his  laurels,  his  conscience,  and  the  assurance  that  he  closes 
the  books  of  official  llff  with  his  principles  unimpaired. 

One  of  these  principles  is  that  men  clothed  with  official  power 
must  be  controlled  by  law  and  custom.  Thl.s  Mr.  Oarntsi  learned 
from  watching  the  comings  and  goings  of  public  figures  for  37  years 
In  Washington.  Another  principle  is  that  such  a  government  as 
ours  is  obligated  to  represent  all  the  people — not  Just  a  part  of 
them.  Mr.  Garner  was  against  special  privilege  for  anybody.  And 
when  be  said  "anybody"  he  nieant  "anylxxly."  He  meant  not  only 
busines&men  but  C.  I.  O.  sit-down  strikers.  He  also  believed  that 
Presidential  discretion  in  spending  billions  of  dollars  of  public 
money  was  a  means  of  perp>etuating  one  regime  In  ofHcc.  He  op- 
posed It  in  vain.     He  saw  in  Chicago  the  result  he  had  predicted. 

The  article  concludes: 

If  this  be  Ux.  Garner's  retirement  from  public  life.  It  is  a  retire- 
xnent  magnificently  earned.  He  has  been  the  Senate's  greatest  pre- 
.  aiding  officer.  Tradition  barred  him  from  debate,  and  Mr.  Garner 
TCapeuls  tradition.  But  by  sheer  force  of  character,  by  repeated 
rtmriomrtrations  of  shrewd  Jtidgment,  he  became  the  strongest  figure 
on  Capitol  HIU.    It  will  be  many  a  year  before  his  equal  is  foimd. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  article  be  printed  in  full 
Bt  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  obJecUon.  it  Is  so 
ordered. 


The  article  Is  as  follows: 


PERSPBCnVE — ME.   (URKEa'S  8ILKNCB 


(By  Raymond  Moley) 

If  tears  were  shed  by  any  of  Vice  President  Garner  s  friends  as  be 
left  Washington  last  week,  they  should  have  been  tears  of  regrvt 
ever  what  they  had  done  to  themselves  at  Chicago,  the  week  before, 
and  not  tears  for  him.  "Daughters  of  Jeriiaalem  •  •  •  weep  for 
yourselves."  he  might  have  told  them.  For  Mr.  GAaNxa  leaves  with 
his  laurels,  his  conscience,  and  the  assurance  that  he  doses  the 
books  of  official  life  with  his  principles  unimpaired. 

One  of  these  principles  is  that  men  clothed  with  official  power 
must  be  controlled  by  law  and  custom.  This  Mr.  GAaNEa  learned 
from  watching  the  comings  and  goings  of  public  figures  for  37 
years  in  Washington.  Another  principle  Is  that  such  a  government 
as  ours  Is  obligated  to  represent  all  the  people — not  Just  a  part  of 
them.  Mr.  Garner  was  against  special  privilege  for  anybody.  And 
when  he  said  "anybody,"  he  meant  "anybody."  He  meant  not  only 
businessmen  but  C  I.  O.  sit-down  strikers.  He  also  believed  that 
Presidential  discretion  in  spending  billions  of  dollars  of  public  money 
was  a  means  of  perpetuating  one  regime  in  office.  He  opposed  it  in 
vain.     He  saw.  in  Chicago,  the  result  he  had  predicted. 

Mr,  Garner  has  chosen  to  register  his  disapproval  by  maintaining 
silence.  Why,  It  may  be  asked,  should  Mr.  Garnb  limit  his  disap- 
proval to  that?  Why  Just  silence?  The  answer  U  that  a  man  like 
Mr.  Garner  has  a  profound  Isellef  in  party  loyalty.  The  average 
man  does  not  feel  it  with  anything  like  the  passion  of  a  GASNia. 
The  average  man,  though  he  may  consider  himself  a  regular  Demo- 
crat «■  a  regular  Republican,  can  conceive  of  circumstances  In 
which  he'd  cast  his  vote  for  the  opposition  party.  Mr  Garner  could 
not.  Outright  bolting  of  his  party  by  a  man  of  his  background  he 
would  consider  apostasy.  He  could  forgive  It  in  others,  but  never  in 
himself.  Silence  is  tlie  limit  of  his  disapproval.  But  that  U  why 
his  silence  Is  so  ominous.  It  is  the  supreme  expression  of  his  con- 
demnation. It  carries  more  conviction  than  the  speeches  of  many 
men. 

By  the  same  token.  It  is  more  terrifying  to  those  who  conceived 
the  "draft."  They  know  how  potent  can  be  the  silent  treatment 
administered  not  only  by  Garner  but  by  tix>usands  of  other  Demo- 
crats. It  is  a  rebellion  by  passive  resistance.  It  cannot  be  fought 
directly.  It  cannot  be  answered.  Words  do  not  ansvier  silence.  It 
means  that  many  candidates  on  the  Democratic  ticket  in  the  cities, 
counties,  and  States  will  go  through  the  campaign  discussing  all 
Issues  but  one,  and  all  names  but  two.  It  means  that  countless 
party  workers  can  go  through  the  motions  of  working  for  the 
national  ticket  but  convey  no  conviction  and  Influence  no  votes. 
It  means  that  the  little  group  of  favorites  who  encouraged  the 
"draft"  movement  against  the  better  Judgment  of  veteran  Demo- 
crats can  entreat  until  they  are  blue  In  the  face  without  ever  get- 
ting more  than  the  seipblance  of  united  party  action.  It  means 
that  the  draft-Roosevelt  engineers  are  dealing  with  men  who  have 
lived  through  political  defeat  as  well  as  political  victory — men  who 
believe  that  defeat  can  be  survived  if  principle  Is  kept  Inviolate. 
That  Is  what  silence  can  mean.  That  Is  what  Mr,  Garner's  silence 
means. 

If  this  be  Mr.  Garner's  retirement  from  public  life.  It  is  a  retire- 
ment magnificently  earned.  He  has  been  the  Senate's  greatest 
presiding  officer.  lYadltlon  barred  him  from  debate,  and  Mr. 
Garner  respects  tradition.  But  by  sheer  force  of  character,  by  re- 
peated demonstrations  of  shrewd  Judgment,  he  l>ecame  the  strong- 
est figure  on  Capitol  Hill.  It  will  be  many  a  year  t>cfore  his  equal  Is 
found. 

ISSUANCE  OF  CITHRENCT  AGAINST  COLD  AND  SILVER  STOCKS 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  the  question  is  often 
asked  why  the  Government  does  not  issue  currency  against 
its  gold  and  silver  stocks.  Instead  of  raising  money  by  taxation 
and  borrowing.  It  occurred  to  me  that  it  would  he  useful  at 
this  time  to  have  an  authentic  statement  made  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  Treasury  Department  has  done  so  in  a  letter  to 
me  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Bell.  I 
think  It  would  be  worth  while  to  have  it  printed  in  the  txxly  of 
the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  letter  is  as  follows: 

TkEAstmr  Departmeht, 

Wa$Mnffton.  Jydf  30,  1940. 
Bon.  AsTHtm  H.  Vandenberc, 

United  States  Senate. 
Mt  Dear  Senator:  This  is  In  further  reply  to  your  letter  of  June 
11.  1940,  enclosing  an  Inquiry  from  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Wesley  Reld.  0074 
Llttlefleld  Street,  Detroit.  Mich.,  and  requesting  a  statement  In 
answer  to  Inquiries  asking  why  the  Government  does  not  issue 
additional  currency  against  Its  gold  and  sUver  stocks  Instead  at 
raising  money  by  taxation  and  borrowing. 

The  monetary  gold  stock  of  the  United  States  constitutes  an 
integral  part  of  our  monetary  system.  Gkild  certificates  and  credits 
payiuile  In  gold  certificatas.  amounting  to  •18,100,0001)00,  have  been 
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Issued  to  the  Prdpral  Reserve  banks.  These  certificates  are  the 
principal  assets  of  the  13  Federal  Reserve  banks,  which  have  deposit 
liabilities  to  member  banks  of  approximately  $13,900,000,000  and 
outstanding  PWIeral  Reserve  notes  of  $5,200,000,000.  The  deposit 
liabilities  of  the  Federal  Reserve  banks.  In  turn,  constitute  the 
reserves  which  memt>er  banks  maintain  against  their  deposit  liabili- 
ties, now  amounting  to  roughly  $50,000,000,000. 

To  t>e  sure,  the  Government  Is  authorized  to  Issue  additional 
amounts  of  other  kinds  of  United  States  currency,  but  one  im- 
portant objection  to  issuing  money  In  order  to  pay  for  expendi- 
tures in  excess  of  receipts  is  that  bank  reserves  would  be  ftirther 
increased.  Currency  in  excess  of  what  the  public  chooses  to  hold 
for  cash  transactions  Is  usually  deposited  In  banks.  The  depckslt  of 
such  currency  increases  banks'  reserves,  which  are  available  for  a 
multiple  expansion  of  bank  credit.  Member  banks  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  now  have  well  over  $6,000,000,000  of  reserves  in 
excess  of  legal  requirements,  and  the  problem  of  coping  with  excess 
reserves  at  some  future  time  would  toe  greatly  augmented  by  larga 
additional  l&sues  of  currency,  if  such  issues  were  unrelated  to  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  public  to  convert  bank  deposits  Into 
currency. 

Mcreover.  the  very  announcement  of  the  Intention  to  Issue'addl- 
tlonal  United  States  currency  might  arouse  fears  of  inflation  and 
lead  to  a  type  of  speculation  that  would  be  highly  undesirable.  To 
many  persons,  resort  to  the  issue  of  paper  money  to  meet  Govern- 
ment expenditures  might  signify  both  an  absence  of  restraint  upon 
future  Oovenunent  exjjendltures  and  an  inability  to  raise  funds  by 
other  means. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Government  can  now  borrow  at  the 
lowest  rates  in  history  and  that  such  borrowing  does  not  entail  the 
above-mentioned  disadvantages,  the  saving  In  Interest  cost  to  be 
gained  by  Issuing  cvirrency  would  not  appear  to  offset  the  disad- 
vantages involved. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Reid's  postal  card  is  returned  herewith. 
Very  truTy  yours. 

D.  W.  Beix, 
Under  Secretary  of   the   Treasury. 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  CAPPER  ON  COMPULSORY  MILITARY  TRAINING 

I  Mr.  Capper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Rkcoro  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  July  30  on 
the  subject  of  voluntary  enlistments,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

AtTICLSS    BY    SENATORS    BURKE    AND    M'KELLAR    ON    PRESIDENTIAL 

VOTES 

[Mr.  McKellar  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
In  the  Record  an  article  by  Senator  Bxtrks  entitled  "Why 
I'll  Vote  for  Willkle"  and  an  article  by  Senator  McKellar  en- 
titled "Why  I'll  Vote  for  Roosevelt."  published  in  the  Chi- 
cago Herald-American  of  July  31.  1940,  which  appear  in  the 
Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  BY  SENATOR  THOMAS  OF  UTAH  ON  REVISION  OF  NATIONAL 

LABOR  RELATIONS  ACT 

[Mr.  MiNTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  RECORD  an  article  by  Senator  Thomas  of  Utah,  published 
in  the  Washington  Daily  News  of  August  3.  1940.  on  the  sub- 
ject Should  the  Wagner  Labor  Act  Be  Drastically  Revised? 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  JOHN  W.  CARTER  AT  THE  VIRGINIA  DEMOCRAHC 

CONVENTION 

[  Mr.  Byrd  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  the  address  delivered  at  the  E>emocratic  State  Con- 
vention of  Virginia  in  Roanoke.  Va..  on  June  14.  by  State 
Senator  John  W.  Carter,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

RECENT  DEFENSE  PROGRESS 

[Mr.  Barklet  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  statement  showing  recent  defense  progress  in 
the  Army  and  the  Navy  from  1934  to  1940,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS     BY     PROF.     SIDNEY     POST     SIMPSON     BEFORE     AMERICAN 
DEFENSE  MEETING  OF  HARVARD  SUMMER  SCHOOL 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Prof.  Sidney  Post  Simp- 
son, of  Harvard  Law  School,  before  the  American  defense 
meeting  of  the  Harvard  summer  school  on  July  30,  1940, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

COMPtOSORY  MILITARY  TRAINING 

TMr,  OuFFEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Summer  Session  Collegian 
of  July  26.  1940.  on  the  subject  Compulsory  Military  Train- 
ing, which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 


ARTICLE  BY  CLARENCE  DEAN  ON  TREATMENT  OF  AMERICAN  INDIANS 

[Mr.  Maloney  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  Clarence  Dean,  published  in  the 
Hartford  Times  of  August  2. 1940.  relative  to  the  treatment  of 
American  Indians  on  Federal  reservations,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

resolution  of  united  states  junior  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE  OK 

NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Lee  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  resolution  on  the  subject  of  national  defense 
adopted  at  the  twenty-first  annual  convention  of  the  United 
States  Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

IMPROVEMENT  IN  BUSINESS  CONDITIONS 

[Mr.  Schwellenbach  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Relcord  an  article  by  Roger  W.  Babson  under 
the  heading  "Wide  upturns  seen  by  Babson  in  second  half." 
published  in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  August  4,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  by  WESTBROOK  PEOLER  ON  RACKETEERING  IN  LABOR  UNIONS 

[Mr.  REYNOLDS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  Westbrook  Pegler  concerning  racke- 
teering in  labor  unions,  and  a  copy  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
275.  introduced  by  him,  proposing  to  prohibit  lal)or  organiza- 
tions from  employing  certain  persons  as  oflQcers  or  agents, 
which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

"the   new    order    in    ASIA" — EDITORIAL    FROM    NEW    YORK    DAILY 
NEWS  AND  WASHINGTON  TIMES-HERALD 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  New  York  Daily  News  and 
the  Washington  Times-Herald  entitled  "The  New  Order  in 
Asia."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  BY  FREDA  KIRCHWEY  ON  SELECTIVE  COMPXTLSORY  MILITARY 

TRAINING 

[Mr.  Hill  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  on  selective  compulsory  military  training 
by  Freda  Kirchwey  entitled  "There  Is  No  Alternative,"  pub- 
iLFhed  in  The  Nation  of  August  3,  1940,  which  apjpears  in  the 
Appendix.] 


ACTIVE     service     OF     NATIONAL     GUARD,     RESERVE.     AND      RETITIED 

personnel 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  routine  morning  busi- 
ness is  closed. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Calendar  No.  2094,  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  286. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Let  the  Chair  suggest  to 
the  Senator  from  Texas  that  that  cannot  be  reached  by  a 
motion  at  this  time.  If  unanimous  consent  is  given,  it  can 
be  done.    Otherwise  the  calendar  will  be  called. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  calling  of  the  calendar  be  dispensed  with.  I  thought 
that  when  the  Chair  announced  that  the  morning  business 

was  closed  that  covered  the  calling  of  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky asks  unanimous  consent  that  the  call  of  the  calendar 
be  dispensed  with.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  now  renew  my  motion 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  286. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen 
the  common  defense  and  to  authorize  the  President  to  order 
members  and  imits  of  Reserve  comixDnents  and  retired  per- 
sonnel of  the  Regular  Army  into  active  military  service, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  with  amendments. 

CAMPAIGN  CONIKIBUTION8 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  there  is  a  matter  which  I 
wish  to  discuss  for  just  a  few  moments,  as  I  think  it  is  of 
more  or  less  importance  at  this  particular  time.    I  refer  to 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


9829 


a  recent  opinion  issued  by  the  counsel  for  the  Republican 
National  Committee  on  the  act  just  recently  passed  by  the 
Congress  and  signed  by  the  President  relating  to  certain 
political  activities.  The  opinion  deals  almost  altogether  with 
the  matter  of  campaign  contributions,  and  it  Is  upon  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  itself,  and  also  the  opinion,  that  I  desire 
to  speak  for  a  few  moments  today. 

Senators  will  recall  that  during  the  debate  In  the  Senate 
of  the  measure  seeking  to  restrain  certain  political  activities 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  I  Mr.  Bankhkad]  offered  an 
amendment  limiting  campaign  contributions  to  $5,000.  There 
was  no  doubt  at  all  as  to  what  that  provision  meant,  there 
was  no  doubt  as  to  what  the  Senator  from  Alabama  had  in 
mind  when  the  amendment  was  offered,  and  there  was  no 
doubt  about  It  being  the  will  of  the  Senate  that  the  amend- 
ment be  adopted  as  it  was  drawn,  because,  as  I  recall,  we  had 
a  record  vote  on  that  particular  amendment.  I  myself  voted 
against  it,  although  I  stated  at  the  time  that  I  favored  the  ' 
principle,  but  I  was  afraid  it  would  act  to  kill  the  entire 
measure. 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Alat>ama 
reads  as  follows: 

It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  political  activity,  and  it 
shall  hereafter  be  unlawful,  for  any  person,  directly  or  Indirectly. 
to  make  contributions  In  an  aggregate  amount  In  excess  of  $5,000. 
during  any  calendar  year,  or  in  connection  with  any  campaign  for 
nomination  or  election,  to  or  on  behalf  of  any  candidate  for  an 
elective  Federal  ofBce  (including  the  offices  of  President  of  the 
United  States  and  Presidential  and  Vice  Presidential  electors),  or 
to  or  on  behalf  of  any  committee  or  other  organization  engaged 
in  ftu^iiering.  advancing,  or  advocating  the  nomination  or  election 
of  any  candidate  for  any  such  office  or  the  success  of  any  national 
political  party. 

In  substance,  that  was  exactly  the  way  the  amendment  was 
drafted  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama  and  the  way  It  passed 
the  Senate.  It  was  not  changed  in  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  but  on  the  10th  of 
July.  Mr.  Vreeland,  of  New  Jersey,  offered  the  following 
amendment,  which  was  adopted  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
without  debate,  but  there  was  a  division,  and  I  think  the 
vote  was  93  to  74.    The  amendment  reads: 

This  subsection  shall  not  apply  to  contributions  made  to  or  by 
a  State  or  local  committee  or  other  State  or  local  organization. 

It  is  not  my  purix)se  today  to  discuss  that  particular  exemp- 
tion or  my  own  Interpretation  of  it.  It  might  mean  many 
things.  I^)^  instance,  it  might  well  apply  to  committees  which 
existed  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  measure.  There  are 
many  things  which  might  be  involved.  But  the  thing  I  par- 
ticularly desire  to  discuss  is  the  advice  and  the  interpretation 
wiiich  has  been  given  by  the  counsel  for  the  Republican  Na- 
tional Committee,  Mr.  Fletcher.     I  have  his  opinion  here  as 

reported  in  the  New  York  Times  of  yesterday.  Mr.  Fletcher 
said: 

As  counsel  for  the  Republican  National  Committee.  I  had  a  con- 
ference with  several  prominent  lawyers  regarding  the  effect  of  the 
Hatch  Act  upon  the  Republican  campaign.  The  act  has  now  been 
ilgiied  by  the  President  in  the  form  In  which  It  passed  both 
Houses  of  Congress.  At  that  conference  we  came  to  certain  con- 
clusions which  I  herewith  embody  in  an  opinion  to  you. 

We  believe  Uiat  section  13  of  the  act — 

Which  Is  one  dealing  with  the  limitation  on  personal  gifts- 
does  not  prcrfilbit  the  giving  of  subscrlpttons  up  to  the  limit  author- 
ized by  the  act,  that  la.  $6,000.  to  each  of  several  candidates. 

Mr,  President.  I  cannot  understand  that  interpretation  at 
alL  "Rie  act.  according  to  Mr.  Fletcher — and  these  are  his 
words — would  not  "prohibit  the  giving  of  subscriptions  up  to 
the  limit  authorized  by  the  act"  provided  "they  are  maintain- 
ing separate  campaigns  or  separate  campaign  committees." 

I  am  not  casting  any  undue  reflection  upon  anyone,  but 
when  one  seeks  to  interpret  a  law  and  find  out  what  it  means, 
why  is  it  necessary  to  point  out  how  the  law  can  be  violated, 
or  at  least  its  principle  avoided? 

Mr.  BARKLEry.  Has  the  Senator  seen  the  letter  or  state- 
ment issued  by  the  Attorney  General,  which  appears  in 
today's  papers? 

Mr.  HATCH.  T  have  It  here,  and  shaH  ask  to  have  It 
printed  in  the  Rxcoro.    What  I  am  criticizing  is  not  the  inter- 


pretation so  much,  but  It  is  pointed  out  in  paragraph  after 
paragraph  in  this  oi^nion  how  to  avoid  the  principle  of  the 
act.    That  is  what  I  object  to  more  than  the  legal  conclusion. 
Mr.  Fletcher's  opinion  continued: 

Obviously  gifts  to  the  Republican  National  Committee  Inure  to 
the  benefit  of  all  Republican  candidates,  while  a  gift  to  an  individ- 
ual candidate  or  his  committee  does  not  benefit  other  candidates 
except  indirectly  and  remotely. 

The  art,  as  passed,  specifically  provides  that  subsection  ISA  "shall 
not  apply  to  contributions  made  to  or  by  a  State  or  local  commlitae 
or  other  local  organization." 

That  is  the  amendment  which  was  placed  in  the  section  in 
the  House,  as  I  have  just  related. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  I  think  at  this  point  It  would  be  appro- 
priate to  point  out  that  Mr.  Vrkkland,  the  Member  of  the 
House  who  offered  the  amendment  which  the  counsel  for  the 
Republican  National  Committee  says  emasculates  the  effect 
of  the  limitation,  is  a  member  of  the  Republican  Party. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  Mr.  Vrecland's 
politics. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  I  have  Just  examined  the  Congressional 
Directory,  which  is  on  all  Senators'  desks,  which  shows  that 
he  was  elected  as  a  Republican.  He  is  the  author  of  the 
emasculating  amendment. 

Mr.  HATCH.    The  opinion  continues: 

The  Corrupt  Practices  Act  has  always  recognized  an  exemption 
for  State  and  local  committees:  and  evidently  this  sentence,  which 
was  added  just  before  the  act  was  passed,  was  intended  to  talce  out 
ol  the  operation  of  the  statute  altogether  Slate  and  local  commit- 
tees or  other  local  organizations. 

The  opinion  then  continues: 

We  have  no  doubt  that  the  State  and  local  committees  referred 
to  are  those  tliat  are  organized  wholly  within  a  State,  even  though 
their  object  be.  in  part,  the  election  of  Federal  officers.  Con- 
sequently, we  see  no  objection  to  any  donor  giving  any  amount  he 
sees  fit  to  a  State  or  local  finance  or  political  committee.  The 
words  "or  other  local  organization"  would  also  cover  a  local  group 
operating,  within  a  State,  even  thotigh  Its  activities  sought  the 
election  of  Federal  officers. 

It  Is  therefore  our  advice  that  donors  desiring  to  give  more  than 
SS.OOO  to  Republican  candidates  or  committees  should  give  only  one 
gift  of  $5,000  to  the  Republican  National  Committee  or  the  Repub- 
lican Senatorial  Committee  or  the  Republican  Congressional  Com- 
mittee. Any  amounts  atxjve  f5.000  that  a  donor  desires  to  give 
should  be  given  to  Bute  or  local  committees. 

Again  we  see  that  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  does  not  agree  with  this  interpretation,  as  I  shall 
presently  show.  The  counsel  for  the  Republican  Party  Is 
pointing  out  directly  and  in  words  how  to  evade  the  very 
principle  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  BankhbadI  fought 
for  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  which  was  contained  in  his 
amendment.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Alabama  If  I  am  correct 

in  that  statement? 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.     The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  clearly 

correct  in  his  statement, 
Mr.  HATCH.    I  continue  to  read  from  the  oi^nion  by  Mr. 

Fletcher: 

You  alao  inquired  of  tis  respecting  coUectlon  of  pledges  made 
before  the  Hatch  Act  was  passed  where  the  pledges  are  in  excess  of 
permissible  gifts  under  the  act.  Since  the  act  defines  "contribution" 
to  Include  a  "pledge,"  we  think  it  Is  probably  true  that  the  collec- 
tion of  a  pledge  made  before  the  act  passed  would  not  be  a  violation 
of  the  act,  but  if  you  wish  to  be  double  safe  In  the  matter,  prior 
pledges  which  would  violate  the  act  should  be — 

What?  Pledges  made  to  the  Republican  National  Com- 
mittee, he  is  talking  about  now,  I  think,  but  he  says — 

To  be  double  safe  In  the  matter  do  not  carry  out  your  pledge  to 
the  Republican  committee  but  give  it  to  one  of  the  State  or  local 
committees. 

That  Is  a  direct  and  positive  recommendation  that  the  very 
inlnclple  which  he  says  is  prohibited  by  the  act,  be  violated. 

In  substance,  his  language  Is: 

If  you  wish  to  t>e  double  safe  In  the  matter,  prior  pledges  which 
would  vK^ate  the  act  should  be  paid  to  SUte  and  local  committees 
to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  $5,000. 

Section  20  of  the  Hatch  Act.  as  passed,  limits  the  amotint  th$t 
each  coounlttee  may  receive  or  ejq;>end  during  a  calendar  year  or 
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campaign  to  t3 .000.000  and  provides  that  subocrlptlons  obtained 
vlth  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the  treasurer  of  the  committee  are 
deemed  to  have  been  made  to  that  committee. 

It  U  our  opinion  that  the  •3,000.000  limitation  applies  strictly  to 
the  calendar  year  or  campaign  and  that  the  committee  shovild  re- 
gard as  part  of  its  permissible  $3,000,000  the  money  that  It  has 
already  collected  or  disbursed  dviring  the  calendar  year,  notwith- 
standing that  the  act  was  not  In  force  when  the  collections  occurred. 

We  do  not  think,  however,  that  the  Republican  National  Com- 
mittee is  required  to  Include  in  its  collections  money  that  It  caused 
to  be  paid  directly  to  State  or  other  committees  prior  to  the  passage 
of  the  act. 

The  set-up  which  you  had  planned  prior  to  the  passage  of  the 
Hatch  Act  contemplated  that  all  subscriptions  would  be  made  to  the 
national  committee — 

Now  that  had  already  been  planned.  That  plan  had 
been  made,  that  all  subscriptions  should  be  paid  to  the 
national  committee,  and  that  the  funds  should  be  dis- 
tributed to  the  States  from  and  through  the  national 
committee. 

It  Is  obTious — 

Sajrs  Mr.  Fletcher — 

that  such  a  procedure  will  result  In  reducing  the  $3,000,000  limit 
for  each  conunlttee.  because  money  passing  through  the  hands  of 
a  committee  will  be  deemed  to  be  a  part  of  its  permissible 
13.000.000. 

We  therefore  recommend — 

Now  this  is  a  recommendation — 

that  you  discontinue  the  plan  you  now  have  and  have  all  solicita- 
tions made  by  State  or  local  finance  committees. 

A  plan  had  already  been  set  up  that  all  contributions 
should  be  made  to  the  national  committee.  If  that  plan  is 
carried  into  effect  and  the  sum  expended  exceeds  the  limit 
fixed  by  Congress,  the  letter  of  the  act  would  be  violated; 
therefore  Mr.  Fletcher  recommends  that  the  original  plan 
of  making  contributions  to  the  national  committee  be  aban- 
doned and  contributions  be  made  through  the  local  com- 
mittees.   What  for? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me  for  a  very  brief  statement? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  In  connection  with  the  matter  that  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  discussing  so  forcefully.  I  may 
make  this  statement  on  behalf  of  the  special  committee 
which  has  been  clothed  by  the  Senate  with  certain  powers, 
and  charged  with  certain  duties  in  connection  with  this 
same  matter.  We  have  considered  the  matter  to  which  the 
Senator  has  been  referring.  Until  the  question  has  been 
adjudicated  we  are  not  following  the  opinion,  the  advisory 
or  off  the  record  opinion,  of  anyone,  but  the  committee  is 
proceeding  on  the  theory  and  from  the  position  that  the 
Congress  in  establishing  this  limitation  and  prohibiting  con- 
tributions, direct  or  indirect,  over  a  certain  limitation,  had 
a  definite  purpose,  and  we  are  not  being  party  to  any  eva- 
sion of  that  purpose  by  any  party  or  any  national  or  local 
committee.  That  is  the  theory  on  which  we  are  proceed- 
ing until  there  is  an  adjudication  made  in  the  courts. 

Blr:  HATCH.  I  appreciate  the  statement  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HATCH.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  There  will  be  a  great  many  thor- 
oughly conscientious  citizens  who,  like  myself,  completely 
subscribe  to  the  theory  of  the  Hatch  Act,  who  will  want  as 
authentic  information  as  possible  as  to  what  their  rights  and 
privileges  are,  and  I  shoiUd  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  I  un- 
derstand him  correctly  that  it  is  his  interpretation  of  the  act 
that  the  $3,000,000  limitation  applies  to  the  national  cam- 
paign, plus  the  sum  total  of  all  48  State  campaigns? 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  have  not  been  trying  to  give  my  own  inter- 
pretation of  the  act.  and  I  have  not  been  discussing  the  legal 
opinion  expressed  by  Mr.  Fletcher.  Technically  and  legally 
he  may  be  absolutely  correct,  although  I  have  my  doubts 
about  that  subject.  The  point  I  am  trying  to  make  is  the 
obvious  evasion  of  the  law  attempted  in  this  opinion,  as  it 
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appears  to  me.  I  will  tell  the  Senate  what  I  am  advising.  I 
had  a  discussion  with  Colonel  Halsey  last  week  about  what 
attitude  Senators  should  take  in  their  campaigns.  My  advice 
is  to  resolve  every  doubt  in  favor  of  every  principle  of  the 
act.    That  is  the  way  to  proceed. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  certainly  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  in  that  matter. 

Mr.  HATCH.  But  instead  of  resolving  every  doubt  in  favor 
of  the  act.  it  seems  to  me  everything  has  been  resolved  against 
the  act,  and  the  effort  made  to  find  a  method  of  getting 
aroimd  it.  Under  Mr.  Fletcher's  interpretation,  each  com- 
mittee is  advised  it  can  spend  $3,000,000. 

IAt.  VANDENBERG.  But  still  I  come  back  to  the  question 
which  will  bother  everybody,  as  we,  in  good  faith,  contemplate 
this  problem. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  It  would  have  been  the  finest 
thing  in  the  world,  and  I  would  have  taken  the  floor  in  com- 
mendation of  him.  if  Mr.  Fletcher  had  said  "Heretofore  we 
have  laid  out  our  plan  that  all  campaign  contributions  shall 
go  through  the  National  Committee,  and  under  the  law  which 
Congress  has  passed.  $3,000,000  is  all  that  committee  can 
spend.  We  are  going  to  obey  that  law,  and  we  will  let  our 
gifts  come  through  the  Republican  National  Committee,  and 
keep  them  within  the  $3,000,000  limitationc"  That  would 
have  been  a  splendid,  fine  thing  for  our  country.  But,  instead 
of  that,  he  tells  members  of  his  party,  in  effect,  to  give  $3,000,- 
000  to  every  State  and  local  committee. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  So  far  as  the  Senator's  discussion  of 
evasion  is  concerned,  it  would  seem  to  me  that  Mr.  Willkle 
himself  has  given  very  substantial  evidence  of  a  purpose  and 
desire  to  come  under  the  spirit  as  well  as  the  letter  of  the  law. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  was  highly  gratified  when  immediately 
after  his  nomination  he  made  a  statement  that  the  $5,000 
limitation  would  be  adhered  to. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Precisely. 

Mr.  HATCH.  He  said  something  to  that  effect.  But  Mr. 
Fletcher  was  in  Colorado  Springs  with  Mr.  Willkie.  I  under- 
stand, when  this  statement  was  issued. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    And  after  a  conference. 

Mr.  HATCH.  And  it  was  issued  after  a  conference,  a 
Senator  suggests  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  There  is  nothing  to  indicate  that 
the  opinion  is  binding  on  Mr.  Willkie,  or  that  he  has  gone 
back  on  his  avowed  piirpose;  but  does  the  Senator  still  say 
that  the  $3.0DaoO0  total  limitation  includes  all  48  State 
campaigns  as  well  as  the  national  campaign? 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  have  not  gotten  down  really  to  studying 
what  the  correct  legal  interpretation  is.  I  am  going  to  do 
it.  I  hope  that  what  I  have  said  will  be  the  result.  It  may 
not  be.  It  may  be  that  technically  Mr.  Fletcher  is  absolutely 
correct. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  is  not  prepared  to 
make  a  statement  on  that  subject  now. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  did  not  intend  to  discuss  that  point  at 
all.  It  is  the  apparent  evasion  of  the  principle  of  the  law 
that  I  am  discussing,  and  that  is  far  more  important  to  me 
than  the  technical  language  and  discussion  of  the  act. 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  Senator  will  bear  in  mind  that  I  stood 
by  him  in  the  Senate  in  his  fight  for  this  measure. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  on 
every  occasion  voted  in  favor  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  not  only  spoke  on  behalf  of  It,  but  worked 
on  behalf  of  it.  I  am  sure  that  the  Senator  does  not  want 
to  be  unfair  in  any  statement  he  has  made. 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  hope  I  have  not  been  unfair. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  think  there  is  an  impUcation  in  a  portion 
of  his  statement  which  savors  of  imfairness.  Let  me  call 
the  Senator's  attention  to  a  situation  that  has  existed  in 
relation  to  the  Republican  Party.  We  have  48  States,  and 
we  have  Territories.  As  I  understand— though  I  was  not  the 
beneficiary  of  the  fund  in  my  campaign— when,  for  instance, 
the  party  would  collect,  say  in  a  given  State,  $40,000  or 
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$50,000  for  the  campaign  in  the  State,  it  would  involve  the 
candidates  for  Governor,  Representative,  and  other  offices, 
•niat  would  be  paid  into  the  treasury  of  the  Republican 
Party,  and  80  percent  of  that  would  go  back  to  the  com- 
mittee in  the  State.  Consequently,  as  I  understood,  the 
$3,000,000  limitation  applied  to  the  Presidential  elecUon  and 
not  to  the  election  of  Governors  or  Representatives  or  Sena- 
tors. That  is  what  I  think  the  Senator  from  Michigan  was 
getting  at. 

Mr.  Fletcher  made  the  statement — and  I  hold  no  brief  for 
him.  because  I  do  not  know  txim — that  the  States  would 
have  to  clear  through  their  own  committees.  It  is  abso- 
lutely Imperative  for  physical  and  financial  reasons  that  that 
be  done.  If  we  take  48  States  and  if  we  apply  the  limit  of 
$3,000,000  to  48  States,  applicable  to  aU  Senators  and  Rep- 
resentatives. Democrats  and  Republicans,  who  are  running 
for  ofllce.  Governors  who  are  running  for  office,  and  officials 
of  the  States  who  are  running  for  office,  of  course  we  could 
not  get  anywhere.  Consequently,  Mr.  Fletcher  recognizes 
the  $3,000,000  limit  applying  to  the  Presidential  election  and 
Vice  Presidential  election,  but  says  in  substance,  as  I  im- 
derstood  from  what  the  Senator  read,  that  the  States  have 
to  conduct  their  own  compaigns  now  without  the  fimds 
coming  through  the  Democratic  Committee  or  the  Republi- 
can Committee. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  should  like  first  to  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin.  In  all  the  det>ate  we  have  had  on  the 
subject  in  the  Senate.  I  have  never  laid  at  the  door  of  the 
Republican  Party  any  charge  which  I  have  not  also  laid  at 
the  door  of  the  Democratic  Party. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Say  that  loud,  so  that  those  in  the  galleries 
may  hear.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  thought  we  had  all  been  equally  guilty, 
and  I  hoped  this  law  would  be  a  step  away  from  our  equal 
guilt.  I  was  extremely  disappointed  when  I  read  the  opin- 
ion of  the  counsel  of  the  Republican  National  Committee, 
not,  as  I  say,  because  of  his  technical  reasoning,  but  because 
of  the  apparent  purpose. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  merely  wish  to  observe  that  perhaps  Mr. 
Willkie's  right  hand  does  not  know  wliat  his  left  hand  doeth. 
It  remains  to  be  seen  whether  or  not  Mr.  Willkie  cares.  Per- 
haps Mr.  Willkie  is  to  play  the  part  of  Mr.  Purity  in  politics, 
while  Mr.  Fletcher  will  play  Mr.  PracticaL 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  Senator  will  remember  that  I  was  not 
for  his  bill ;  but.  of  course,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and 
all  the  other  Republicans  were  for  it.  I  told  them  that  as 
soon  as  it  was  passed  the  Republicans  would  be  trying  to 
dodge  it. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  have  no  recollection  of  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  saying  that  the  Republicans  would  try  to  dodge  it. 
I  may  say  that,  being  from  Indiana,  the  Senator  Icnows  Just 
how  the  thing  is  done.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HATCH.    The  opinion  proceeds: 

Sut>scrlptlons  up  to  $5,000  may  be  paid  either  to  the  Republican 
Ccngresslonal  Committee,  the  Republican  Senatorial  Committee, 
or  the  Republican  National  Committee.  All  amounts  over  $5,000 
should  be  paid  to  State  and  local  commltteM. 

Just  to  be  sure,  again,  that  the  law  is  evaded,  I  assume. 

Each  of  these  committees  can  pay  to  the  national  com- 
mittee such  part  of  lt«  collections  as  it  sees  fit  to  do  without  vio- 
lating section  13a  of  the  act.  and  in  this  manner  each  committee 
will  have  its  own  $3,000,000  llmlUtlon. 

If  that  is  not  a  perfect  blueprint  of  how  to  evade  the  act,  I 
never  saw  one. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  What  does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  think  the  Republican  Party  wants  with  a  general 
counsel  if  a  [>art  of  his  duty  is  not  to  keep  them  out  of 
jail?    [Laughter.] 


Mr.  HATCH.  I  have  always  found  that  a  lawyer's  best 
advice  to  his  client,  if  he  wants  to  keep  him  out  of  Jail,  is  not 
to  violate  the  law.  rather  than  to  hunt  some  circuitous  route 
around  the  law,  because  I  have  known  very  able  lawyers  to 
be  mistaken  in  advising  their  clients  to  follow  circuitous 
routes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Usually  the  lawyer  who  receives  the 
largest  pay  is  the  one  who  successfully  shows  his  clients  a 
circuitous  route  around  the  law. 

Mr.  HATCH.  We  have  not  yet  reached  the  gem  of  this 
opinion.    Here  it  is: 

Procedure  for  8ut«  group*.  In  order  that  there  may  be  no 
doubt  that  the  State  and  local  committees  come  within  the  ex- 
ception In  the  act — 

He  has  said  that  they  are  not  included  in  the  act.  but  to  be 
doubly  sure,  and  to  be  certain  that  they  may  have  contribu- 
tions in  excess  of  $5,000,  and  that  each  committee  may  have 
its  own  $3,000,000.  this  advise  is  given — 

we  think  that  they  should  be  entirely  divorced  from  the  Republican 
National  Committee  and  should  oi}erate  by  authorization  of  the 
respective  State  committeea. 

The  existing  Republican  National  Finance  Committee  may  ooa- 
tlnue  to  function,  giving  advice  and  counsel,  and  will  be  In  con- 
stant touch  with  State  and  local  committees.  It  should  not  do 
solicitation  for  State  and  local  committees  or  have  detaUed  knowl- 
edge of  their  subscriptions. 

In  other  words.  "Boys,  go  out  and  get  all  the  money  you 
can,  but  don't  let  us  know  anything  about  it." 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Is  the  divorce  a  divorce  from  bed  and 
board,  or  Is  it  absolute?    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HATCH.    Reading  further  from  the  opinion: 

You  also  stated  to  us  that  there  was  a  poeslblllty  that  an  Inde- 
pendent Wlllkle-McNary  committee  might  be  formed  to  solicit  and 
disburse  funds  for  the  election  of  Mr.  Willkie  and  Mr.  McNaar. 
unconnected  with  the  Republican  National  Committee. 

It  Is  our  opinion  that  donations  tck  such  a  committee  would  not 
have  to  be  Included  in  the  Republican  National  Committee's  llml- 
Utlon of  $3,000,000.  if  such  WUlkle-McNary  committee  is  inde- 
pendently organized  and  does  not  consist  of  members  of  the  Re- 
publican National  Committee. 

This  is  a  perfect  plan  laid  out  and  designed  to  evade  and 
avoid  a  law  passed  in  utmost  good  faith  by  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  I  am  glad,  Mr.  President,  that  only  re- 
cently Colonel  Halsey,  the  Secretary  of  the  Seiuite,  saw  fit 
to  circulate  to  Governors  and  secretaries  of  the  several  States, 
candidates  for  election  to  Federal  of&ces,  and  other  persons 
in  interest  the  following  letter: 

Unttcd  Statss  Scmatk. 

Wcishington .  D.  C. 
To  Oovemors  and  Secretaries  of  the  Several  States,  Candidates  for 
Election  to  Federal  Offices,  and  Other  Persons  in  Interest: 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  passed  two  laws,  which  the 
President  of  the  United  States  approved,  relating  to  political  ac- 
tivities. These  laws  affect  certain  Federal  and  State  offlcers,  em- 
ployees, and  agencies  and  political  subdivisions  In  connection  with 
an  election  for  the  offlce  of  President,  Vice  President,  electors  for 
President  and  Vice  President.  United  States  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives In  Congress,  Delegates,  and  Commissioners  from  the 
Territories  and  Instilar  possessions. 

These  acta  were  puRd  dtirlng  the  first  and  third  sessions  ot  the 
Seventy-sixth  Congress,  were  approved  on  August  2,  1939.  and  July 
19,  1940.  respectively,  and  are  known  as  (the  Hatch  Acts)  Public 
Laws  Noe.  252  and  753  of  the  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  and  are  add!-, 
tional  to  provisions  in  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  of  1925  (8.  Doc. 
Ko   264). 

Certain  limitations  are  also  Imposed  on  contributions  In  connec- 
tion with  any  campaign  for  nomination  or  election  to  or  on  behalf 
of  such  cadldates  and  national  p    <tical  parties. 

Yotir  attention  Is  respectfully  called  to  theee  lawa.  with  the  re- 
quest that  the  names  of  candidates  for  the  oSlce  of  the  United 
States  Senator  from  yoiu  State,  with  their  addresses,  be  furnished, 
so  that  their  attention  may  be  called  to  these  laws  in  preparing 
their  returns  of  contributions  .ind  expenditures  as  required  by  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Act  of  19:^^.  which  rettirns  ahall  luider  law  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

BDwiif  A.  HALsrr,  Secretary. 

Colonel  Halsey  had  the  forethought  merely  to  call  the 
provisions  of  the  law  to  the  attention  of  everybody  affected. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  necessary  to  advise  bow  the  law  could 
be  evaded. 
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Immediately  upon  the  issuance  of  the  interpretation  of 
this  act  by  Mr.  Fletcher,  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  had  this  to  say: 

My  attention  Is  called  to  the  published  opinion  of  Henry  P. 
THetcber.  Counsel  for  the  Republican  National  Committee,  inter- 
preting prorlslons  of  the  Hatch  Act  which  were  Intended  to  place 
lln>ltaUona  on  campaign  contributions  and  expenditures. 

It  is  stated  to  be  hts  opinion  that  these  limitations  are  avoidable 
by  subdividing  contributions,  such  as  dividing  contributions  be- 
tween different  candidates  on  the  same  ticket — 

Mr.  Fletcher  does  so  advise — 

dividing  them  between  the  national  committee  and  various  local 
committees  even  though  engaged  In  promoting  the  same  national 
ticket — 

Mr.  Fletcher  does  so  advise — 

and  by  dividing  them  between  campaign  clubs  and  special  com- 
mittees and  the  regvilar  national  committee — 

Which  Mr.  Fletcher  did  advise,  although  he  stated  that 
prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  the  plan  had  been  that  all 
contributions  should  go  through  the  national  committee. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  not  render  advisory  interpreta- 
tions of  the  Hatch  Act  or  of  other  laws  for  political  parties  or 
others.  But  silence  in  the  face  of  the  widely  published  opinion  of 
Mr.  Fletcher  might  ml"lead  well-intentioned  persons  to  l>elieve  it  to 
be  an  accepted  Interpreiatlon  of  the  Hatch  Act. 

Hence  it  Is  fair  to  state  now  that  no  plan  of  this  nature  for 
avoiding  the  limitation  of  the  Hatch  Act  is  accepted  or  approved 
by  the  Department  of  Justice. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
for  another  question? 

Mr.  HATCH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Let  me  give  a  personal  example  to 
demonstrate  the  diflBculty  of  the  situation  which  the  Senator 
presents. 

I  am  a  candidate  this  fadl  for  reelection  to  the  Senate 
from  Michigan.  Does  the  Senator  say  that  the  expenditures 
which  I  make  in  my  campaign  must  fall  within  the  limit 
of  $3,000,000  which  is  defined  in  the  Hatch  Act?  How  in 
the  world  am  I  to  know  and  how  can  I  be  advised  as  to 
whether  or  not  I  am  within  the  $3,000,000  limitation? 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  am  quite  sure  the  Senator  will  have  no 
trouble  on  that  point.  The  act  itself  speaks  very  clearly 
about  it.     I  do  not  now  have  the  exact  section  before  me. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr,  President,  does  not  the  act  provide 
that  it  does  not  repeal  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act? 

Mr.  HATCH.  It  does  not  repeal  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Act.  It  sajrs  that  no  political  committee  shall  receive  con- 
tributions in  excess  of  $3,000,000. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  I  understand  all  about  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act ;  and  I  think  I  have  successfully  lived  within  it. 
without  any  stretch  of  anybody's  imagination.  However, 
the  problem  raised  by  the  able  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
goes  beyond  that.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  con- 
tending— I  take  that  back,  because  he  is  not  making  any 
contention  as  to  the  correct  interpretation  of  the  law — ^he 
Is  criticizing  what  he  considers  to  be  the  purpose  of  the 
Fletcher  statement. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Yes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  I  pass  the  purpose,  and  I  come  back 
>  again  to  the  problem.  I  think  it  is  very  Important  that 
somebody  should  say  authentically — and  I  know  of  no  one  who 
could  say  it  better  than  the  able  Senator  from  New  Mexi- 
co— whether  or  not  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  Hatch  Act 
to  say  that  $3,000,000  is  the  total  expenditure  which  any 
political  party  may  make  in  the  Nation,  in  all  48  States. 
That  is  what  Mr.  Fletcher  has  finally  said.  Let  me  say 
that  I  have  great  respect  for  Mr.  Fletcher.  Nevertheless, 
regardless  of  his  motive,  the  fact  remains  that  we  ought 
to  be  able  to  know  definitely  whether  or  not  Mr.  Fletcher's 
Interpretation  of  the  law  is  correct.  I  should  appreciate 
a  statement  on  the  subject  from  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico.  I  will  say  to  him  that  his  statement  would  be 
substantially  final  so  far  as  my  opinion  is  concerned. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Let  me  say.  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
Michigan,  that  I  have  doubted  the  wisdom  of  giving  inter- 
pretations of  the  act.  It  has  i)assed  from  the  legislative 
branch  of  the  Government  and  is  now  in  the  executive 


branch  of  the  Government  for  enforcement.  Regardless  of 
the  willingness  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  to  accept  as 
final  my  word  on  the  subject,  the  officials  charged  with  the 
enforcement  of  the  law  might  not  accept  my  interpretation. 

So  I  rather  preferred  to  let  those  Interpretations  come  from 
the  proper  sources.  For  that  reason.  I  am  not  going  into 
the  jHtJblem  which  the  Senator  has  raised,  and  I  confess 
that  a  great  many  problems  and  many  questions  will  crop 
up  under  this  act  as  we  have  actual  experience  with  it.  But 
I  am  concerned  more  than  anything  else  at  this  time  with 
the  matter  to  which  I  have  referred.  I  was  not  referring 
to  anyone's  personal  motive  or  ans^hlng  of  that  kind,  but 
the  statement  issued  seemed  to  me  to  be  absolutely  designed 
to  lay  down  a  safe  and  sure  plan  to  avoid  the  principle  which 
was  written  into  the  law.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind 
what  that  principle  is,  namely,  that  in  a  national  campaign  a 
national  party  performing  national  functions  should  not 
expend  more  than  $3,000,000.  That  would  include  the  local 
committees  and  State  committees  engaged  in  furthering  the 
national  ticket.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  about  the  in- 
tent and  purpose  of  the  act,  and  there  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind 
about  the  intention  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  in  his 
amendment  that  contributions  should  be  limited  to  S5.000. 
in  the  aggregate,  to  all  committees,  national  and  local.  That 
was  the  intention;  that  was  the  purpose;  and  I  wish  that 
both  parties,  my  own  party  as  well  as  the  Republican  Party, 
could  get  together  and  adhere  to  that  principle.  There  Is 
too  much  money  spent  in  campaigns,  much  of  which  is 
wasted.  Three  million  dollars  is  ample  for  either  party  to 
spend  in  the  national  campaign. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President.  I  agree  entirely  with 
what  the  Senator  is  now  saying,  and  I  think  I  agree  with 
his  interpretation  of  the  act.  if  I  tmderstand  it.  I  think  he 
is  now  saying  that  $3,000,000  applies  to  any  expendltvu-e, 
national  or  State,  which  has  for  its  purpose  the  furtherance 
of  a  national  ticket. 

Mr.  HATCH.  That  is  undoubtedly  the  principle,  and  that 
is  what  I  want  to  see  carried  out. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  And  that  excludes  from  the  $3,000.- 
000  limitation  State  funds  and  local  funds  which  are  devoted 
legitimately  to  State  and  local  questions? 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  question  about 
that. 

Mr.  NEELY. 

Mr.  HATCH. 

Mr.  NEELY. 


Mr.  President- 


I  >ield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 
If  the  conclusion  upon  which  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  and  the  Senator  from  Michigan  now 
appear  to  agree  is  not  correct,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  there  is 
absolutely  no  limitation  in  the  Hatch  law  that  would  restrict 
campaigA  contributions? 

Mr.  HATCH.  Multiply  by  48  the  $3,000,000.  and  then 
multiply  the  county  committees  by  $3,000,000  more,  and 
there  would  be  no  limitation. 

Mr.  NEELY.  If  Mr.  Fletcher's  suggestion  were  carried 
out.  would  it  not  be  possible  to  raise  a  political  slush  fund 
of  a  billion  dollars  for  the  use  of  any  political  party  that 
might  attempt  to  pollute  a  general  election? 

Mr.  HATCH.     That  is  quite  correct. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  HATCH.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  course  we,  as  a  Congress  of  the 
United  States  cannot  limit  the  amount  of  money  that  can 
be  used  by  a  State  conunittee  or  a  county  committee  or  a 
city  committee. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  Senator  has  worked  on  the  legislation 
and  has  been  up  against  that  question  before. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  is  impossible  to  do  it.  We  cannot 
stop  somebody  from  contributing  to  the  State  or  a  local 
committee;  we  cannot  stop  the  speakers  that  are  sent  out  to 
speak  for  candidates  for  governor  or  Senator  or  Repre- 
sentative in  Congress  from  speaking  for  the  candidate  for 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 

That  is  simply  something  that  cannot  be  done  without 
curbing  free  speech.     In  other  words,  if  money  is  used  in  a 

county  or  a  city  or  a  State  to  hire  a  speaker  for  the  State 
ticket,  and  he  Is  told,  "We  want  to  speak  for  the  Governor, 


for  the  State  or  county  Judge  or  anybody  else  on  the  Demo- 
cratic ticket,"  he  cannot  be  prevented  from  talking  for  the 
candidate  for  President.  No  law  on  the  face  of  the  earth 
could  stop  him,  and  if  we  attempted  to  do  so  we  would  be 
violating  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  with  reference 
to  free  speech.  So.  as  a  practical  matter,  and  considering 
from  the  realistic  standpoint,  I  never  could  conclude  that  if 
people  wanted  to  get  around  the  law  there  was  any  way  in 
the  world  to  reach  them  excepting  to  say.  "You  shall  not 
tiun  in  more  than  so  much  money  to  the  national  com- 
mittee;" but  they  certainly  can  turn  it  into  the  local  com- 
mittees Without  any  violation  of  law  so  long  as  they  turn 
it  in  with  the  understanding  that  it  is  going  to  be  used  for 
the  State  and  county  tickets. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  had  not  intended  to  take 
so  long,  but  the  Senator  frtMn  Montana  did  me  the  honor 
of  listening  to  me.  He  has  heard  the  statement  which  was 
issued,  as  I  read  it.  I  appreciate  all  the  practical  things  he 
has  mentioned.  I  have  given  much  study  and  thought  to 
the  whole  subject.  I  have  a  different  idea  of  the  limitation 
as  a  means  of  reaching  the  evil.  But  this  is  the  law  now, 
and  the  principle  of  the  law  is  well  understood.  I  ask  the 
Senator  if  he  ever  read  a  more  brazen  statement  than  that 
issued  by  Mr.  Fletcher? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  frank  to  say  that  I  did  not  see  Mr. 
Fletcher's  statement ;  I  did  not  happen  to  read  his  statement 
this  morning. 

Mr.  HATCH.  It  seems  to  me,  as  I  said  before,  that  it  was 
designed  to  assure  an  absolutely  safe  method  of  evading  the 
law  which  was  epacted  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  course,  if  that  is  the  purpose,  as  I 
say,  it  will  be  evaded  without  question  of  doubt;  but  it  seems 
to  me.  if  what  the  Senator  says  about  Mr.  Fletcher's  state- 
ment is  true,  that  it  is  a  flagrant  violation  of  the  intent  of  the 
law;  and  neither  the  Democratic  Party  nor  the  Repubhcan 
Party  ought  to  start  out  in  the  campaign  with  the  idea  that 
they  are  going  to  try  to  get  around  the  law.  I  make  that 
statement  applicable  to  both  the  Democratic  Party  and  the 
-Republican  Party. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  made  the  same  statement,  and  I  hope  my 
party  will  not  do  anything  that  could  be  subject  to  criticism. 
I  will  treat  both  parties  equally. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Congress  of  the  United  States  has 
made  its  declaration  of  policy,  and  both  parties,  in  good  faith, 
ought  to  try  to  live  up  to  the  letter  of  the  law  and  the  spirit 
of  the  law  as  well.  Of  course,  if  money  is  donated  to  a 
national  committee,  it  is  sometimes  sent  to  some  of  the  States. 
That  has  not  been  done  in  my  St'^te;  there  at  least  it  has  been 
the  other  way  around.  But  I  think  the  limitation  of  $3,000,000 
is  wise  and  also  that  the  limitation  of  $5,000  is  a  good  thing; 
and,  in  my  opinion,  both  parties  ought  to  start  out  with  the 
idea  that  they  are  going  to  live  up  not  only  to  the  letter  but 

the  spirit  of  the  law. 

Mr.  HATCH.  If  both  parties  would  issue  a  statement  that 
they  would  comply  with  the  principle  of  the  law— <«nd  it  is 
very  easily  to  be  obtained  from  a  reading  of  the  act — and  then 
adhere  to  that  principle.  I  think  there  could  be  nothing  more 
wholesome  and  finer  for  the  Government  of  this  country  than 
such  an  attitude  on  the  part  of  both  of  the  parties.  I  was 
keenly  and  gravely  disappointed  when  I  read  this  opinion  of 
Mr.  Fletcher  in  the  New  York  Times. 

Mr.  WILEY  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President.  I  know  that 
what  I  am  about  to  say  will  be  glad  tidings  of  great  joy  to 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from  New  Mexico  LMr. 
Hatch].  Earlier  today  he  discussed  the  Hatch  bill  and  the 
implications  thereof  in  relation  to  an  opinion  given  by  Mr. 
Fletcher.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  newspaper  article  found  in 
the  Washington  Daily  News,  which  I  ask  to  have  incorporated 
in  the  Record  at  the  conclu-sion  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  ar- 
ticle will  be  printed  as  requested. 

The  article  appears  at  the  conclusion  of  Mr.  Wiley's  re- 
marks as  exhibit  1. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  asked  that  the  remarks  I  am  about  to 
make  now  be  placed  in  the  Recobd  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
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debate  had  earlier  today  in  connection  with  the  remarks  of 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  obJecUon,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  WILEY.    I  wish  to  read  from  this  article.   It  Is  headed: 

Willkle  Spikes  Move  to  Thwart  Hatch  Act. 

It  seems,  from  this  article,  something  having  been  said  or 
suggested,  that  Mr.  Willkle  has  immediately  taken  a  posi- 
tion, and  now  that  the  leader  of  the  Republican  Party  has 
taken  this  position,  I  ask  that  we  get  a  similar  promise  from 
the  head  of  the  Democratic  Party. 

Let  me  read  from  the  article: 

Aside  from  any  legal  aspects,  the  nominee  said,  it  Is  hla  firm 
Intention  that  combined  total  expenses  of  the  Republican  National 
Committee,  the  WiUkie-for-Presldent  clubs,  and  the  independent 
Democratic  movement  shall  be  well  within  the  sum  mentioned  in 
the  Hatch  Act.  "of  which  I  am  heartily  In  favor." 

Mi-.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin ask  me  to  comment  on  that  statement?  He  calls  it  to 
my  attention. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  am  always  glad  to  hear  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  comment  on  any  subject. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  I  am  very  glad 
to  have  that  statement  from  Mr.  Willkle.  I  hope  It  is 
adhered  to  and  lived  up  to. 

I  cast  no  aspersions  against  the  Presidential  nominee  on 
the  Republican  ticket.  But  I  know  something  about  political 
committees  and  others  who  work  on  the  side  and  go  out  and 
advise  how  things  can  be  done,  but  "Let  no  one  know  about 
It."  That  was  what  I  was  condemning  earlier  today.  I 
suggest  if  it  is  the  desire  to  live  up  to  the  spirit  of  the  Hatch 
law.  let  the  plan  which  had  been  formerly  made  out,  ac- 
cording to  Mr.  Fletcher's  statement,  and  printed  in  the 
newspapers  of  yesterday,  that  all  contributions  go  through 
the  national  committee — that  was  the  previous  plan  before 
the  passage  of  this  law — let  that  plan  be  continued  as  it 
was  originally,  and  there  will  be  no  question  about  the 
$3,000,000  limitation. 

I  suggest  that  as  a  method  to  avoid  any  confusion  or  doubt 
whatever. 

Mr.  WILEY.  What  I  had  to  say  was  simply  to  clear  up  a 
little  fog  that  had  been  spread  earlier  today,  not  so  much  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New  Mexico  as  by  others, 
which  was  more  or  less  a  political  miasma,  we  might  say. 
and  now  that  we  have  the  challenge  that  comes  to  the 
country  from  the  head  of  the  Republican  Party,  saying  that, 
so  far  as  he  is  concerned,  he  is  going  to  live  up  to  the  spirit 
and  the  letter  of  the  law,  we  are  entitled  to  a  similar  promise 
from  the  head  of  the  Democratic  Party. 

'  In  answer  to  the  distinguished  Senator's  suggestion  that 
the  plan  originally  mentioned  by  Mr.  Fletcher  be  carried  out, 
I  wish  to  say  that  there  is  something  there  that  needs  a  little 
explaining.  The  plan  originally,  as  I  understand,  that  existed 
throughout  the  years  in  the  Republican  Party,  was  simply 
that  the  national  committee  was  a  clearinghouse  for  all 
fimds  that  were  used,  not  simply  for  national  activities,  but 
for  State  activities.  One  can  appreciate  that  that  plan  could 
not  be  followed,  because  the  national  committee  then  would 
be  charged  with  the  funds  that  were  used  for  State  activities. 
In  this  connection  let  me  ask  that  there  be  inserted  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  sections  13  and  21  of  the  Political 
Activities  and  Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act,  otherwise  known 
as  the  Hatch  Act. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  sections  referred  to  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

8«c.  13.  (a)  It  la  hereby  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  political 
activity,  and  it  shall  hereafter  be  unlawful,  for  any  person,  directly 
or  indirectly,  to  make  contributions  in  an  aggregate  amount  in 
excess  of  $5,000,  during  any  calendar  year,  or  in  connection  with 
any  campaign  for  nomination  or  election  for  an  elective  Federal 
office  (including  the  offices  of  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
Preaidentlal  and  Vice  Presidential  electors),  or  to  or  on  beh*lf  of 
any  coinmlttee  or  other  organization  engaged  in  furthering,  ad- 
vancing or  advcx;atlng  the  nomination  or  election  of  any  candidate 
for  any  such  office  or  the  eucceaa  of  any  national  poUtical  party. 
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This  rubflcctlon  sh»n  not  apply  to  contrlbutlong  made  to  or  by  » 
Btate  or  local  committee  or  other  State  or  local  crgauization. 

(b)  For  the  piirposea  of  this  section — 

(1)  The  term  "person"  Includes  an  individual,  partnership,  com- 
mittee, association,  corporation,  and  any  other  organization  or 
group  of  persons. 

(2)  The  term  "contribution"  includes  a  gift,  subscription.  loan, 
advance,  or  deposit  of  money,  or  anything  of  value,  and  Includes 
a  ointract.  promise,  or  agreement,  whether  or  not  legally  enforce- 
able, to  make  a  contribution. 

(c)  It  is  further  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  political  activity, 
and  It  shall  hereafter  be  unlawful  for  any  person.  Individual,  part- 
cer^ihlp.  committee,  association,  corporation,  and  any  other  organl- 
ration  or  group  of  persons  to  purchase  or  buy  any  goods,  commodi- 
ties, advertising,  or  articles  of  any  kind  or  description  where  the 
proceeds  of  such  a  piirchase.  or  any  portion  thereof,  shall  directly 
or  mdirectly  inure  to  the  benefit  of  or  for  any  candidate  for  an 
elective  Federal  office  (Including  the  offices  of  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  Presidential  and  Vice  Presidential  electors)  or 
any  political  committee  or  other  political  organization  engaged  in 
furthering,  advancing,  or  advocating  the  nomination  or  election  of 
any  candidate  for  any  such  office  or  the  success  of  any  national 
political  party:  Provided.  That  nothing  in  this  sentence  shall  be 
cotistrued  to  interfere  with  the  usual  and  known  business,  trade, 
or  profession  of  any  candidate. 

(d)  Any  person  who  engages  In  a  pernicious  political  activity  In 
violation  of  any  provision  of  this  section,  shall  upon  conviction 
thereof  be  fined  nor  more  than  $5,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more 
than  5  years.  In  all  cases  of  violations  of  this  section  by  a  part- 
nenhlp,  committee,  association,  corporation,  or  other  organization 
or  group  of  persons,  the  officers,  directors,  or  managing  head* 
thereof  who  knowingly  and  willfully  participate  in  such  violation, 
shall  be  subject  to  punishment  as  herein  provided. 

(e)  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  permit  the 
making  of  any  contribution  which  is  prohibited  by  any  provision 
of  law  in  force  on  the  date  this  section  takes  effect.  Nothing  in 
this  act  shall  t)e  construed  to  alter  or  amend  any  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act  of  1935,  or  any  amendments  thereto. 

•  •••••• 

Skt  21.  No  political  committee  shall  receive  contributions  aggre- 
gating more  than  93.000.000.  or  make  expenditures  aggregating  more 
Xhi\xi  93.000.000.  during  any  calendar  year.  For  the  purposes  of  this 
section,  any  contributions  received  and  any  expenditures  made  on 
behalf  of  any  political  committee  with  the  knowledge  and  consent 
of  the  chairman  or  treastirer  of  such  committee  shall  t>e  deemed 
to  be  received  or  made  by  such  committee.  Any  violation  of  this 
section  by  any  political  committee  shall  be  deemed  also  to  be  a 
violation  of  this  section  by  the  chairman  and  the  treasurer  of  such 
committee  and  by  any  other  person  responsible  for  such  violation. 
Terms  used  in  this  section  shall  have  the  meaning  assigned  to  them 
in  section  303  of  the  Federal  Corrupt  Practices  Act.  1925.  and  the 
penalties  provided  in  such  act  shall  apply  to  violations  of  this 
•ection. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  merely  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  that  I  have  had  some  practical  experience  in  poli- 
tics in  State  campaigns  and  in  national  campaigns,  and  I 
know  sbmething  of  the  way  they  are  conducted  and  how 
they  are  financed.  I  do  not  believe  the  statement  can  be 
substantiated  that  the  national  committees  of  either  party 
h«ve  ever  financed  State  tickets  In  purely  State  campaigns. 
The  national  committees  confine  their  activities  to  the  elec- 
tion of  national  tickets. 

I  think  we  have  a  perfect  and  easy  way  to  provide  for  a 
complete  adherence  and  compliance  with  this  law,  by  follow- 
ing the  simple  suggestion  I  made,  that  all  contributions  be 
made  to  the  national  committee,  and  let  there  be  none  of 
this  "do  not  let  anyone  know"  stuff.  Those  are  the  things  I 
take  offense  at.  Let  the  contributions  be  made  openly, 
and  honestly  kept  within  the  $3,000,000  limitation,  and  there 
will  be  no  cntlcism  and  no  dispute  whatsoever. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Bfr.  MINTON.  I  do  not  want  to  reflect  on  my  old-time 
friend  and  schoolmate.  Wendell  Willkie.  Of  course,  I  know 
that  Mr.  Willkie  has  given  out  a  statement  that  he  will  obey 
the  Hatch  Act.  Everything  is  "hunkydory"  with  Willkie.  He 
Is  not  going  to  take  any  money  except  up  to  a  certain  limit, 
and  that  is  all  within  the  law.  That  is  Mr.  Willkie:  that  is 
Mr.  Puritan  in  politics.  But  then  comes  Mr.  Fletcher,  who 
shows  how  to  get  around  the  law  Willkie  is  endorsing. 
That  Is  Mr.  Practical  in  politics.  So  what  that  looks  like  to 
me  is  a  Dr.  JekyU  and  Mr.  Hyde  act. 
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Mr.  HATCH.  B4r.  President,  there  Is  no  occasion  for  any 
Dr.  JekyU  and  Mr.  Hyde  act  in  this  situation.  It  is  perfectly 
simple.  Let  both  parties  adhere  to  both  the  spirit  and  the 
letter  of  the  law.  Three  million  dollars  is  ample  for  them  to 
spend.  They  will  not  be  curtailed  or  hurt  in  any  legitimate 
activity. 

ExHurr   1 

*'  fnom  the  Washington  Dally  News  of  August  5.  1940] 
Wn-LKix   Spikxs   Movk   To  Thwa«t   Hatch    Act 
(By  Thomas  L.  Stokes) 

CoiiOBAoo  Springs.  August  6. — Brushing  aside  a  legalistic  opinion  by 
Henry  P.  Fletcher,  counsel  for  the  Republican  National  Committee, 
Wendell  Willkie  has  made  it  plain  that  he  expects  obedience  to  his 
mandate  that  less  than  the  Hatch  Act  limit  of  $3,000,000  ahaU  be 
spent  on  his  Presidential  campaign. 

When  Mr.  Fletcher  arrived  here,  with  the  opinion  in  his  brief  case, 
Bome  party  leaders  leaped  merrily  to  the  conclusion  that  ways  had 
been  found  of  getting  aro  jnd  the  Hatch  Act.  or  through  it.  and 
spending  several  times  $3,000,000. 

But  Mr.  Willkie,  when  asked  atwut  it.  said  bluntly  that  he  had  not 
even  read  the  Fletcher  opinion — and  the  tone  of  hia  voice  indicated 
he  wotUd  not  txjther  to  read  It. 

Aside  from  any  legal  aspects,  the  nominee  said,  it  is  his  firm 
intention  that  combined  total  expenses  of  the  Republican  National 
Committee,  the  Wlllkie-for-President  clubs,  and  the  Independent 
Democratic  movement  shall  be  well  within  the  sum  mentioned  in 
the  Hatch  Act.  "of  which  I  am  heartily  In  favor." 

When  some  newspajjer  correspondents  raised  their  eyebrows.  Mr. 
Willkie  went  on  to  say  that  he  hoped  to  keep  the  total  around 
$3,500,000.  but  thovight  he  shoiUdn't  be  taken  to  task  if  It  ran,  say. 
to  $2,750,000 

"And  what  if  it  reaches  $5,000,000?"  asked  one  reporter. 

•Tou  can  come  back."  retorted  the  candidate,  "and  call  me  a 
liar." 

ICB.   rLXTCHKB'S  niBA 

Mr.  Fletcher,  having  studied  the  Hatch  Act  with  "several  promi- 
nent lawyers."  concluded  that  its  language  would  permit  the 
National  Committee  to  spend  $3,000,000  and  each  of  the  other 
national  groups  to  spend  an  equal  amount,  if  they  could  get  it. 

He  opined  further  that  individuals  who  contribute  $5,000  to  the 
naUonal  campaign — that,  also,  being  a  Hatch  Act  limit — may 
safely  give  as  much  more  as  they  wl.«;h  to  Btate  or  local  committees. 
And  he  recommended  an  arrangement  entirely  divorcing  the  State 
and  local  committees  from  the  Republican  National  Committee,  so 
that  there  might  be  no  question  of  their  legal  right  to  coUect  all 
the  money  anyone  Is  willing  to  give. 

HEAOQUASTZXS    POKTSArT 

Typical  of  scenes  constantly  being  enacted  In  the  Willkie  sun- 
parlor  headquarters  atop  the  hotel  where  he  is  staying,  and  typical 
also,  one  suspects,  of  the  coming  campaign,  was  the  little  week- 
end drama  when  the  candidate  conferred  with  a  group  of  Republi- 
can leaders. 

He  sat  In  his  accustomed  place  on  the  broad  divan.  Beside  him 
sat  diminutive  Jo«  MAamr.  chairman  of  the  National  Committee, 
his  legs  hardly  reaching  the  floor.  Joe  was  explaining  some  phuses 
of  the  campaign  organization  to  reporters. 

"Excuse  me.  Joe,  but " 

It  was  Mr  Willkie  Interrupting.  It  happened  not  once,  but  sev- 
eral times,  during  the  series  of  newspa{>er  conferences  In  explanation 
of  the  party  leaders'  deilberatlcns.  The  candidate  moved  in  to  ex- 
press his  own  views,  to  supplement  this  or  that  statement — in 
short,  to  take  command. 


RZ  TAKXS  THZ  KXIIVS 


"Excuse  me,  Joe- 


That  is  typical  of  the  candidate's  assumption  of  coounand — 
politely,  but  firmly.  It  may  not  always  be  "Joe."  It  may  be 
"John"  or  "Henry"  or  "Sam"  or  "Bill."  But  it  wlU  be  always 
the  slightly  hu.sky  voice  of  Wendell  WUlkle. 

Republican  leaders  have  discovered  that — and  they  will  have  to 
like  It.  Undoubtedly  they  will,  for  their  candidate  has  a  buoyant 
confidence  that  is  Infectious  and  In  a  Gallup  poll  yesterday  they 
saw  a  Republican  Presidential  candidate  on  the  credit  side  of  the 
electoral  ledger  for  the  first  time  In  too  long  a  while. 

The  candidate  also  made  It  plain  that  he  will  supervise  the  whole 
campaign  and  all  Its  committees.  For  he  said  that  coordination 
between  the  various  groups — the  National  Committee,  the  Wlllkie- 
for-Presldent  clubs,  and  the  Democrats-for-Wlllkle  organization — 
would  be  "through  personal  representation  of  mine." 

In  1936  Republicans  spent  something  over  $5,000,000. 

ORDER   OF   BT7SINESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Seoator  from  Texas 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  order  that  the  Senate  may  be  advised 
of  the  probable  course  of  legislation  during  the  week,  I  wish 
to  state,  after  conferring  with  the  Senator  from  Texas,  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  that  It  has  been 


agreed  that  the  military  training  bin,  which  was  reported 
this  morning  from  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  win  be 
taken  up  on  Thursday  of  this  week  for  consideration. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  reported  the  bill  today,  but  he 
would  not  be  able  to  make  a  full  statement  concerning  it 
until  tomorrow,  and  it  has  been  thought  wise  to  give  the 
Members  of  the  Senate  imtll  Thursday  to  study  the  bill  and 
the  report  before  taking  it  up. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Has  the  Senator  described  fully  the  bill? 
Does  he  mean  the  compulsory  military  training  bill? 

lix.  BARKLEY.  The  military  training  bUl;  yes.  that  Is  the 
one  I  have  In  mind. 

Bdr.  NORRIS.  Does  the  Senator  anticipate  that  prior  to 
that  time  we  will  have  disix)sed  of  the  National  Guard  bill? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Oh.  yes;  that  is,  of  course,  understood. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  And,  of  course,  if  that  should  not  happen, 
I  suppose  the  consideration  of  the  other  bill  would  be  post- 
poned? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  it  is  not  the  purpose  to  interfere 
with  the  consideration  of  the  pending  bill  if  it  has  not  been 
disposed  of.  and  I  have  assumed 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  think  that  is  a  fair  assumption. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  it  would  be  disposed  of. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  But  the  contrary  might  happen  and  such 
things  have  happened  sometimes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  if  the  pending  bill  Is  still  under 
consideration,  it  will  not  be  displaced  to  take  up  the  other 
bill. 

I  may  also  state,  assuming  that  the  pending  bill  t)e  disposed 
of,  as  many  Memljers  think  it  will  be  today  or  at  least  to- 
morrow, it  is  contemplated  that  in  the  meantime  before 
Thursday  we  will  take  up  for  consideration  a  bill  reported 
from  the  Agricultural  Committee  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
(Mr.  Gillette  1  amending  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
In  certain  provisions  with  respect  to  the  marketing  of  agri- 
cultural products.  If  there  is  time,  the  bill  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  WacnerI.  known  sis  the  investment  trust  bill, 
will  also  be  taken  up  for  consideration.  That  is  on  the  theory 
that  there  will  be  time  for  the  consideration  of  those  two 
bills  following  the  disposition  of  the  National  Guard  bill. 

TlIE   CUFTEYS  OF   PENHSTyLVANIA 

Mr.  GUFFEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  GUFFEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Republican  nominee  for 
President,  bom  and  baptized  Lewis  Wendel  Wilkus,  now  com- 
monly known  as  Wendell  Willkie,  has.  on  several  occasions 
recently,  referred  slightingly  to  "the  Guffeys  of  Pennsyl- 
vania." 

For  his  information.  I  would  like  to  say  that  my  Guffey  fore- 
bears sailed  from  Londonderry,  Ireland,  in  the  spring  of  1738 
and  arrived  in  Philadelphia  the  same  year.  In  1758  my  imme- 
diate forebears  followed  Colonel  Forbes  in  his  expedition  over 
the  Alleghany  Moimtains  to  western  Pennsylvania,  where 
they  have  resided  ever  since. 

On  my  maternal  side,  the  Houghs  came  to  Pennsylvania 
with  William  Penn.  Two  of  my  forebears,  father  and  son, 
fought  in  the  Revolutionary  War.  After  President  Washing- 
ton retired  they  became  loyal  and  devoted  followers  of  Thomas 
Jefferson,  and  later  they  became  mihtant  Democrats  under 
the  leadership  of  Andrew  Jackson. 

In  the  more  than  200  years  they  have  resided  in  Pennsyl- 
vania they  have  never  found  it  necessary,  expedient,  or  ad- 
visable to  change  their  name,  to  change  their  religion,  to 
change  their  politics— or  to  desert  the  country  of  their 
adoption. 

ACTIVE      SERVICE     OF     NATIONAL      CTTARO.     RESERVE      AND      RETIRED 

PERSONNEL 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion <S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and 
to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of  re- 
serve components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army 
into  active  military  service, 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President 


Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
Mr.  McNARY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDING  OFnCER,     The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names : 


Adams 

Donahey 

King 

Reed 

Andrews 

Downey 

La  Follett« 

Reynolds 

Asburst 

Fradw 

Lee 

RusMli 

Austin 

Oeorge 

Lodge 

Schwarta 

Banktiead 

0«rry 

Lucas 

Sctawellenbach 

Barbour 

Gibson 

LuDdeen 

Sheppard 

Rarkley 

Gillette 

McKellar 

Slattery 

Bilbo 

Green 

McNary 

Smathcrs 

Bone 

Ouffey 

Maloney 

Taft 

Bulow 

Gurney 

Mead 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Burke 

Hale 

Miller 

Tliamas.  Okla. 

Byrd 

Harrison 

Mlnton 

TboBas.  Utah 

Byrnes 

Hatch 

Murray 

Tobey 

Capper 

Hayden 

Neely 

Townaend 

Caraway 

Herring 

Norrls 

Vandenberg 

Chandler 

Hill 

Nye 

VanNuys 

Chavez 

Holman 

O'Mahoney 

Wagner 

Clark,  Idaho 

Holt 

O%erton 

Wheeler 

Connally 

Hughes 

Pepper 

While 

Danaher 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Piitman 

Wiley 

Davis 

Johnson.  Colo. 

RadcUffe 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-three  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  before  the  creation  of  the 
Federal  Constitution  the  States  had  troops  of  their  own. 
known  as  militia,  established  and  regulated  by  their  own  laws. 

Under  the  Federal  Constitution,  State  laws  continue  to 
operate  in  connection  with  State  militia  as  well  as  certain 
Federal  laws. 

Today,  in  practical  effect,  those  composing  the  militia  of  the 
States  have  been  made  by  Federal  law  members  also  of  what 
this  Federal  law  describes  as  the  militia  of  the  United  States, 
the  result  being  one  physical  group  in  each  State  with  two 
legal  designations.  The  part  of  such  militia  which  is  organ- 
ized into  troops  is  designated  by  the  Federal  law  as  the  Na- 
tional Guard,  and  the  part  not  so  organized  it  designates  as 
the  unorganized  militia. 

The  National  Guard  has  a  dual  fimction. 

As  a  part  of  the  State  Militia,  and  together  with  it,  the 
National  Guard  may  be  called  by  act  of  Congress  into  active 
military  service  to  execute  the  laws  of  the  Union,  suppress 
Insurrections,  and  repel  invasions. 

As  a  part  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  made  so  by  the 
National  Defense  Act  of  1916,  as  amended.  It  may  be  ordered 
Into  the  general  military  service  without  regard  to  the  limita- 
tions heretofore  specified  with  said  Army  by  the  President 
when  Congress  declares  an  emergency  qr  declares  war. 

In  language  leaving  no  doubt  that  in  his  view  a. national 
emergency  confronts  us,  the  President  on  July  29,  1940.  re- 
quested Congress  to  enact  legislation  enabling  him  to  order 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  to  active  service  for 
such  period  of  intensive  training  as  may  be  necessary  to  raise 
its  efficiency  to  a  point  comparable  with  that  of  the  Regular 
Army.  The  President  transmitted  with  this  request  a  draft 
of  the  legislation  he  deemed  imperative,  and  that  draft  com- 
poses the  Joint  resolution  before  us. 

Under  this  Joint  resolution  the  President  is  given  authority 
to  order  Into  the  active  military  service  of  the  United  States, 
for  a  period  of  12  consecutive  months,  any  or  all  members 
and  units  of  any  or  all  reserve  components  of  the  Army  of 
the  United  States,  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army 
with  or  without  their  consent,  to  such  extent  and  In  such 
manner  as  the  President  may  deem  necessary  in  strengthen- 
ing the  national  defense. 

Let  me  say  here  that  the  reserve  components  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  consist  of  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps,  the  organized 
Reserve,  the  Regular  Army  Reserve,  and  the  Enlisted  Reserve 
Corps.  The  President  proposes.  If  this  Joint  resolution  Is 
enacted,  to  order  the  Guard  to  duty  in  successive  increments 
to  permit  the  effective  use  of  training  faculties  and  equip- 
ment immediately  available,  and  that  each  increment  shall 
be  released  when  it  attains  the  desired  state  of  efficiency  or 
shall  have  served  12  consecutive  months. 

The  Joint  resolution  further  provides  that  the  members  and 
the  units  of  the  reserve  components  ordered  into  active  Fed- 
eral service  shall  not  be  employed  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
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Western  Hemisphere  except  In  the  Territories  and  posses- 
sions of  the  United  States,  including  the  Philippine  Islands. 

The  other  reserve  components,  aside  from  the  National 
Guard,  affected  by  the  Joint  resolution  are  the  Officers'  Re- 
serve Corps,  numbering  at  present  approximately  116,000 
officers,  the  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army,  amounting 
to  3.750  officers  and  12.000  enlisted  men.  the  Regular  Army 
Reserve,  totaling  35.000.  and  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps.  In- 
cluding probably  3.000  men. 

It  will  be  seen  that  under  the  provisions  of  this  Joint  reso- 
lution the  President  is  authorized  to  order  into  service  the 
imits  and  personnel  Involved  with  or  without  their  consent. 
It  is  necessary  to  Impose  a  requirement  of  this  kind  in  order 
prcunptly  to  obtain  the  needed  forces  and  assistance.  With- 
out such  a  requirement  the  response  wlU  be  slow  and  ineffec- 
tive. General  Marshall  said  at  the  hearings  on  the  pending 
measure  that  the  situation  at  the  present  time  as  to  our  avail- 
ability of  personnel  in  the  Regular  Army  for  training,  our 
availability  of  material  or  equipment  in  the  Regular  Army  for 
training,  and  as  to  the  necessities  for  having  certain  trained 
units  in  the  Regxilar  Army  available  for  immediate  action, 
should  necessity  arise,  is  such  that  a  mobilization  of  the 
National  Guard  is  necessary  to  the  functioning  of  the  selec- 
•  tlve-service  act,  as  well  as  in  the  matter  of  the  Guard's  own 
training. 

Provision  Is  made  in  the  Joint  resolution  making  sure  that 
all  the  persomiel  ordered  Into  active  service  shall  receive, 
while  in  such  service,  the  pay  and  allowances  and  the  other 
benefits  prescribed  for  the  Regular  Army. 

Wlule  section  3  of  the  measure  before  us  was  not  pro- 
posed by  the  President,  it  was  the  sense  of  the  Senate  Mili- 
tary Affairs  Committee  that  sm  effort  should  be  made  to 
restore  persons  ordered  into  service  to  their  former  employ- 
ment at  the  end  of  their  training  or  to  employment  of 
similar  pay  and  status. 

When  such  persons  have  been  employed  by  the  United 
States  Government,  its  territories  or  possessions,  or  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  they  shall  be  restored  to  such  positions,  or 
to  positions  of  like  status  and  pay. 

When  such  persons  were  employed  by  private  employers 
dealing  in  interstate  commerce,  such  employers  shall  restore 
such  persons  to  the  positions  they  held,  or  to  positions  of  like 
Ktatus  and  pay,  unless  the  employer's  circumstances  have  so 
changed  as  to  make  it  impossible  or  unreasonable  to  do  so. 

When  such  persons  were  in  the  employ  of  any  State  or 
political  subdivision  thereof,  it  is  declared  to  be  the  sense  of 
Congress  that  they  should  be  restored  to  such  positions  or 
positions  of  like  status  and  pay. 

Persons  restored  to  Federal  Government  positions  or  to 
positions  in  private  employment  shall  be  so  restored  without 
loss  of  seniority,  insurance  participation,  or  other  benefits, 
and  such  persons  shall  not  be  discharged  from  such  positions 
without  cause  within  1  year  after  such  restoration. 

The  failure  or  refusal  of  any  private  employer  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Joint  resolution  shall  be  an  unfair 
labor  practice  within  the  meaning  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act.  If  no  remedy  ts  available  under  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act.  the  district  court  of  the  United  States 
for  any  district  in  which  such  employer  maintains  a  place  of 
business  shall  have  power,  upon  the  filing  of  a  motion,  peti- 
tion, or  other  appropriate  pleading  by  the  person  entitled  to 
the  benefits  of  the  Joint  resolution,  to  specifically  require 
such  employer  to  comply  with  the  spirit  and  purpose  of  the 
Joint  resolution.  The  court  shall  order  a  speedy  hearing  in 
jany  such  case,  and  shall  advance  It  on  the  calendar. 

Having  submitted  this  analysis  of  the  measure  under  con- 
sideration, I  desire  to  advance  certain  observations  in  ref- 
erence to  the  National  Guard. 

The  National  Guard,  to  the  extent  permitted  by  time  and 
Circumstance,  has  made  remarkable  advances  in  military 
science  and  tactics:  but  these  advances  have  not  afforded  it 
suflBcient  opportunity  to  meet  the  demands  of  present-day 
warfare.  Its  wcmderful  record  Justifies  the  best  possibte 
training  and  preparation. 


Today,  the  National  Guard  has  the  requisite  organization 
and  to  a  substantial  degree  the  requisite  equipment.  Its 
officers  have  had  thorough  basic  training,  and  some  work  of 
a  more  advanced  type.  They  should  now  have  a  long  period 
of  physical  hardening  and  intensive  tralnmg  in  the  fast- 
moving  methods  of  modem  warfare. 

As  a  result  of  our  traditional  military  policy  we  have  today 
an  efficient  but  by  present-day  standards  a  small  Regular 
Army,  backed  by  an  equally  small  National  Guard  army. 

General  Marshall,  our  great  Chief  of  Staff,  and  many  other 
military  experts  are  convinced  that  we  should  have  a  strong 
"army  In  being,"  thoroughly  seasoned  and  trained.  There  is 
but  one  way  to  obtain  that  result  efficiently  and  in  any  rea- 
sonable length  of  time.  That  way  is  by  utilixlng  the  National 
Guard  in  the  role  which  for  20  years  has  been  planned  for  it 
imder  the  National  Defense  Act,  namely,  a  vital  component  of 
our  existing  Regular  Army. 

For  20  years  the  National  Guard  has  been  maintained 
largely  at  Federal  expense  for  Just  such  a  situation  as  we  now 
look  upon. 

In  his  message  of  July  29,  1940.  requesting  this  measure,  the 
President  said  that  the  increasing  seriousness  of  the  interna- 
tional situation  demands  that  every  element  in  our  defense 
structure  be  brought  as  rapidly  as  possible  to  the  highest  state 
of  efficiency  in  training  as  well  as  in  equipment  and  material. 
He  paid  high  tribute  to  the  citizen  soldier,  out  of  whose 
patriotism  and  devotion  the  National  Guard  has  evolved. 

The  President  said  that  some  weeks  before  he  had  asked 
Congress  for  authority  to  order  the  National  Guard  into 
active  service  should  an  emergency  require  this  action  when 
Congress  was  not  in  session.  He  added  that  this  proposal 
was  no  longer  sufficient;  that  he  was  convinced  that  the  se- 
curity of  the  Nation  demands  that  the  National  Guard  and 
other  reserve  components  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
be  brought  to  the  highest  possible  state  of  tralmng  efficiency 
more  rapidly  than  their  present  program  permits. 

The  President  stated  that  he  realized  the  personal  sacrifice 
a  period  of  active  duty  demanded  from  the  reserve  com- 
ponents, and  that  for  this  reason  he  had  deferred  until  the 
la3t  moment  the  request  for  immediate  action.  He  stated 
that  he  could  not  with  clear  conscience  postpone  longer  this 
vitally  essential  step  In  our  progress  toward  adequate  pre- 
paredness. 

The  President  gave  due  and  merited  praise  to  the  Officers' 
Reserve  Corps,  that  magnificent  body  of  men  in  private  life 
who,  at  great  cost  of  time  and  toil,  have  fitted  themselves 
for  the  work  of  an  Army  officer  in  order  to  aid  in  their  coun- 
try's defense.  He  asserted  that  this  splendid  body  of  officers 
has  had  little  opportunity  for  service  with  troops,  and  that  to 
the  maximum  extent  possible  their  training  should  now  be 
perfected  by  an  adequate  period  of  active  service:  that  if 
ordered  to  active  duty  they  can  acquire  the  desired  efficiency 
and  at  the  same  time  supply  the  increased  need  for  officers  in 
our  expanded  Regular  Army. 

General  George  C.  Marshall.  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army, 
came  before  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee  at  its 
Invitation  to  testify  in  reference  to  the  pending  measure. 

He  said  it  was  the  feeling  of  the  War  Department  that  It 
was  urgently  necessary  that  at  least  a  portion  of  the  National 
Guard  be  ordered  to  active  duty,  recruited  up  to  full  strength, 
and  seasoned  and  trained  as  rapidly  as  possible;  that  this 
should  be  proceeded  with  as  quickly  as  possible ;  that  the  Army 
was  deficient  in  organized  units  trained  in  a  sufficient  strength 
for  the  necessary  defensive  measures  the  country  might  have 
to  take;  and  that  from  the  viewpoint  of  the  War  Department 
It  was  very  urgent  that  it  be  permitted  to  proceed  about  the 
business  of  developing  and  training  the  military  forces  for  the 
defense  of  this  country  In  the  present  emergency  in  an  orderly 
and  businesslike  fashion. 

General  Marshall  stated  that  as  matters  now  stand  the  War 
Department  is  unable,  except  through  a  very  limited  use  of 
WPA  funds,  to  make  any  preparation  for  the  shelter  of  the 
units  that  might  be  called  out  for  training  under  this  measure, 
and  that  the  longer  we  wait  the  more  difficult  the  situation 

Will  become;  because  from  the  viewpoint  of  construction  the 
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winter  Is  upon  us;  that  It  takes  3  or  4  months  adequately  to 
prepare  for  the  shelter  of  men,  to  protect  their  health,  to 
facilitate  their  training  after  the  money  is  made  available: 
that  the  Department  is  very  much  embarrassed  because  the 
time  Is  passing:  that  Congress  has  before  It  a  measure  for  the 
training  of  men  from  civil  life  on  an  unpredecented  scale:  and 
that  the  ordering  of  the  National  Guard  on  active  duty  pre- 
liminary to  such  training  is  an  absolute  necessity. 

General  Marshall  warned  that  our  situation  is  utterly  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  1917.  He  said  that  at  that  time  no  one 
felt  any  peril  in  the  United  States;  that  we  could  proceed  with 
deliberation;  that  we  could  wait  until  we  built  cantonments; 
that  we  could  wait  imtil  we  trained  officers;  that  we  could  wait 
until  we  gathered  shipping;  that  we  could  wait  until  we  sent 
troops  to  Europe,  and  train  them  after  we  got  them  to  Europe. 
Then  he  added  that  today,  in  his  Judgment,  the  security  and 
the  safety  of  this  country  depend  on  havmg  available  at  the 
earliest  practicable  moment  trained,  seasoned  men  in  adequate 
numbers;  that  there  is  no  conceivable  way  to  obtain  them 
except  by  some  such  measure  as  this,  followed  by  some  form 
of  selective  training:  that  this  is  but  a  base  of  departure  to 
the  development  of  an  adequate  force  to  maintain  the  security 
of  this  coimtry  in  the  Caribbean  regrion  and  the  northern 
hemisphere,  at  least;  that  we  cannot  afford  to  speculate  with 
the  security  of  this  country. 

It  is  the  unanimous  conviction  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  that  these  warnings  of  the  President  and 
General  Marshall  should  be  immediately  heeded. 

So  we  report  this  measure  favorably  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Senate. 

After  numerous  interruptions  and  colloquies  during  the 
course  of  his  speech,  Mr.  Sheppard  said: 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  colloquies  and  interruptions 
which  occurred  in  the  course  of  my  speech  be  printed  at  the 
conclusion  of  my  remarks  in  order  that  my  speech  may  appear 
as  an  undisturbed  and  undissected  whole. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  colloquies  occurring  during  the  delivery  of  Mr. 
Shkpparo's  speech  are  as  follows: 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  yield- 
Mr.  BONE.  I  am  rather  curious  as  to  why  the  drafting 
officer  preparing  the  Joint  resolution  saw  fit  to  use  the  words 
"reserve  components  of  the  Army"  instead  of  saying  "National 
Guard."  Most  of  tis  are  not  familiar  with  the  language  em- 
ployed in  describing  military  imlts.  Why  should  the  Jolpt 
resolution  say  "reserve  components  of  the  Army"  Instead  of 
Just  saying  "National  Guard"?  If  I  read  the  Joint  resolution 
merely  as  an  average  lajTnan.  I  would  not  know  that  It  meant 
calling  out  the  National  Guard  at  all.  I  wonder  if  there  was 
any  purpose  In  employing  that  sort  of  language. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  National  Guard  is  one  of  the  reserve 
components  of  the  Army.  TTie  Joint  resolution  calls  out  the 
other  reserve  components  as  well  as  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  understand  that;  but  I  wondered  why  the 
term  "National  Guard"  was  not  employed  here,  so  that  the 
language  would  be  a  little  more  revealing.  I  am  curious  about 
that,  because  the  average  layman  reading  the  Joint  resolution 
would  never  know  that  the  National  Guard  was  to  be,  called 
out  unless  he  could  infer  that  from  some  of  the  subsequent 
language. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  am  sure  there  was  no  Intention  on  the 
part  of  the  drafting  officer  to  conceal  that  fact  in  any  way. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  understand  that;  but  why  do  we  so  fre- 
quently use  such  stilted  language  in  drawing  bills?  Why  are 
we  not  forthright?  Why  do  we  not  call  a  spade  a  spade,  so 
that  persons  who  are  familiar  with  ordinary  English  can 
imderstand  why  certain  things  are  sought  to  be  done? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  shall  endeavor  to  describe  what  those 
reserve  components  are  in  the  course  of  my  remarks. 
Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Ml.  Hill  in  the  chair) .    Does 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 


Mr.  WHEELER.  Can  the  Senator  tell  me  how  many 
men  can  be  called  out  under  the  Joint  resolution? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    About  225.000  in  the  National  Guard 
alone.    It  Is  the  plan  of  the  War  Department  to  call  them 
out  by  increments,  and  the  first  increment  is  to  be  about 
55,000.    The  names  of  the  units  to  be  called  out  are  given   " 
in  the  report  on  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Wheeler,    is  the  so-caUed  State  militia  Included? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  part  of  the  State  militia  which  is 
formed  into  the  National  Guard,  not  the  other  part. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Not  the  Other  part? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    No. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Under  the  Constitution  there  Is  no  right 
In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  call  out  the  State 
militia  unless  there  is  an  insurrection  or  an  invasion.  Has 
there  been  a  change  in  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  No.  I  have  Just  referred  to  that  dis- 
tinction. The  State  militia  may  be  called  by  act  of  Con- 
gress into  the  military  service  for  the  purposes  the  Senator 
has  mentioned,  but  as  a  part  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  made  so  by  the  National  Defense  Act  of  1916.  that 
part  of  the  militia  known  as  the  National  Guard  may  be 
ordered  into  the  general  military  service  without  regard 
to  those  limitations. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  the  Senator  does  not  mind  my  Inter- 
rupting him,  let  me  say  that  the  adjutant  general  of  one  of 
the  States  asked  me  why  it  was  that  the  National  Guard 
had  not  been  built  up  throughout  the  United  States.  I 
happen  to  know  that  in  my  own  particular  State  of  Montana 
those  charged  with  the  duty  have  been  trying  to  get  money 
to  build  up  the  National  Guard,  but  they  were  unable  to 
build  It  up  because  they  could  not  get  the  money  from  the 
War  Department  with  which  to  do  it.  Does  the  Senator 
know  anything  about  that? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  If  Congress  did  not  give  the  War  De- 
partment sufficient  money  to  take  care  of  the  National  Guard 
in  Montana,  the  War  Department,  of  course,  could  not  fur- 
nish them  the  money.  On  the  other  hand,  the  militia  in 
Montana  must  meet  certain  requirements  before  they  can 
get  the  fimds.  I  do  not  know  what  the  situation  was  in 
that  State. 

Mr.  WHEELER-  They  met  all  the  requirements,  and 
there  were  requests  for  building  up  units  of  the  National 
Guard  in  several  of  the  cities,  but  they  were  unable  to  get 
the  money.  Information  came  to  my  attention  to  the  effect 
that  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  had  turned  down  larger  ap- 
propriations by  the  Congress  for  building  up  the  National 
Guard,  and  I  thought  that  perhaps  the  Senator,  as  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  could  give  me  some 
light  upon  that  partlculsu"  phase. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  chances  are  that  the  War  Depart- 
ment has  not  been  given  sufficient  funds  to  reach  the  State 
of  Montana  at  this  time.  I  do  not  know  what  causes  ani- 
mated the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  in  shutting  off  funds,  if  it 
did  so. 

Mr.    WHEELER.    I    thought    probably    the    Senator,    as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  would  know 
whether  or  not  the  Bm-eau  of  the  Budget  had  turned  down  \ 
requests   by   the   Army   or   by   his   committee   for    larger 
appropriations. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  have  not  looked  Into  that  particular 
phase  of  the  matter.  My  comimttee  Is  an  authorization  com- 
mittee. The  Committee  on  Appropriations  deals  with 
appropriations. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  state  that  It  Is 
the  Intention  to  call  immediately  55.000  of  the  National 
Guard.    Can  the  Senator  state  how  soon  the  remainder  of 

the  guard  will  be  called? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  E)epartment  will  call  them  In  In- 
crements, and  as  soon  as  facilities  are  available  they  win  call 
out  the  next.  I  imagine  it  will  be  several  months.  The  par- 
ticular meastire  before  us  calls  for  the  first  increment  to  be 
In  training  for  12  months. 
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Mr.  TAPT.  How  soon  would  the  second  increment  be 
called  In  all  probability? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Just  as  soon  as  facilities  are  available. 

Mr.  TAFT.  If  there  is  such  an  immediate  need  as  to  re- 
qiure  a  draft,  why  not  call  the  whole  240.000  today? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Because  adequate  facilities  are  not  avail- 
able. 

Mr,  TAPT.  The  joint  resolution,  of  course,  authorizes  the 
calMng  of  the  whole  240,000,  but  I  wondered  why,  if  there  is 
such  an  emergency  as  to  require  the  immediate  conscription 
of  400,000  men  by  the  first  of  October,  the  entire  240.000  of 
the  National  Guard  are  not  called  immediately,  instead  of 
only  55.000,  and  then,  as  I  understand.  j)ostponing  the  calling 
of  the  rest  until  a  year  from  now,  after  the  first  55,000  have 
been  trained. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Under  the  training  system,  it  Is  expected 
to  have  400.000  trainees  in  the  service  by  October. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Let  me  inquire  whether  I  imderstand  cor- 
rectly that  the  Army  Intends  to  call  out  additional  imits  of 
the  National  Guard  as  rapidly  as  provision  can  be  made  for 
their  living  and  training. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  is  what  I  repUed  to  the  Senator 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that  they 
would  not  be  called  out  for  a  year. 

Mr.  SHEPPAflD.  I  meant  that  the  various  increments 
would  serve  a  year  each. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President.  If  such  an  emergency 
exists  at  the  present  time  that  we  have  to  resort  to  conscrlp- 
^*"~   ^^Jynot  call  out  the  whole  240,000  men  now? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  There  are  not  sufHcient  facilities  for 
the  housing  and  training  of  such  a  number  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  WHEELER  The  Government  cani^ot  equip  them, 
and.  In  addition  to  that,  has  not  the  housing  facilities  for 
them,  have  they?  ' 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Not  the  housing  facilities. 

Ux  WHEELER.  And  the  Government  has  not  the  clothes 
for  them,  unless  they  have  their  uniforms  ah-eady  as  militia- 
men? 

^  ^^Z^^     ^  '*^^^  perhaps  the  clothing  Is  available. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  clothing  has  been  furnished  to  them 
In  the  various  States,  but  the  Government  has  not  the  hous- 
ing facilities  for  them,  and  has  not  the  other  equipment  for 
them,  and  that  is  why  the  whole  240.000  are  not  going  to 
be  called? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  One  of  the  reasons  ^  the  lack  of  hous- 
ing. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Do  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  they 
are  going  to  call  out  50.000  now.  or  soon,  and  later  are  going 
to  return  those  to  private  life  and  call  out  50,000  more' 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  They  keep  all  increments  12  months 
each,  and  as  each  increment  completes  its  12  months  it 
goes  back  to  the  SUte  from  whence  it  came.  The  law  will 
operate  to  June  30.  1942. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is.  If  there 
is  the  great  emergency  about  which  we  hear  so  much  and 
our  national  security  Is  in  danger,  why  not  call  out  the  whole 
240.000  men  now.  and  why  is  it  necessary,  if  we  call  out 
240.000  men  now,  to  conscript  the  youth  of  the  country 
because  of  this  great  national  emergency,  or.  as  It  was  stated 
in  the  original  measure,  because  the  integrity  of  the  United 
States  and  our  democracy  are  in  danger?  To  me  it  does  not 
make  sense.  Perhaps  it  does  to  some  of  the  propagandists 
who  are  writing  columns  for  the  press,  but  to  me  and  I 
think  to  the  great  majority  of  the  American  people,' it  does 
not  make  sense.  The  American  people  should  be  taken  into 
the  confidence  of  the  officials,  and  told  wl:at  they  are  going 
to  do,  and  what  the  great  emergency  is. 

It  is  all  very  well  for  Senators  to  rise  and  say  there  is  a 
great  emergency,  but  that  does  not  mean  anything.  What 
the  people  would  know  is.  what  consUtutes  the  emergency. 


what  is  the  background  of  the  great  emergency?  Are  we 
about  to  be  attacked  by  Japan,  are  we  about  to  be  attacked 
by  Mexico,  are  we  about  to  be  attacked  by  some  other 
nation?  We  have  heard  nothing  but  "emergency,  emergency, 
emergency,"  until  it  has  gotten  so  that  it  does  not  mean 
much  to  the  American  people.  We  should  know  what  are  the 
facts,  and  not  simply  have  the  conclusion  that  there  is  an 
emergency. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  If  the  Senator  cannot  see  an  emergency 
In  the  present  world  situation,  I  am  certain  I  could  not  per- 
suade him  that  there  is  one. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  can  see  an  emergency,  but  the  only 
emergency  I  see  is  that  an  election  is  coming  on.  [  Laughter.  1 
It  seems  to  me  that  It  is  not  sufficient  for  the  Senator  to  rise 
and  say  that  if  I  cannot  see  that  an  emergency  exists  in  world 
affairs,  he  cannot  persuade  me.  Of  course  I  can  see  an  emer- 
gency for  some  countries,  but  at  the  present  time  I  do  no*;  see 
any  emergency,  and  I  am  sure  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
American  people  do  not  see  any  great  emergency,  so  far  as 
the  peace  and  security  of  the  United  States  of  America  are 
concerned,  except  what  is  given  out  by  the  propagandists  to 
scare  the  Members  of  Congress  into  thinking  that  something 
is  going  to  happen  immediately  if  we  do  not  grant  to  the 
executive  branch  all  the  dictatorial  powers  they  want  granted. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  If  the  Senator  cannot  see  an  emergency 
in  the  relation  of  the  present  world  situation  to  the  United 
Slates,  I  feel  sure  I  would  be  unable  to  convince  him 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Will  the  Senator  tell  me  what  the  emer- 
gency is? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  is  the  well-known  determination  of 
the  dictators  of  a  large  part  of  the  world  to  destroy  democracy 
throughout  the  world. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  the  German 
Government  is  coming  here  to  attack  and  take  over  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  believe  that  Government  wUl  try  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  really  believes  that  Mr. 
Hitler  is  coming  here  to  attack  the  United  States? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  He  will  try  to  attack  the  United  States. 
That  is  my  firm  belief,  or  I  would  not  be  here  advocating  this 
measure,  and  if  I  cannot  convince  the  Senate  that  this  is  a 
proper  measure,  I  shall  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  I  am  convinced  that  there  must  be  an 
emergency  from  one  experience  I  have  had.  among  others,  if 
the  Senator  who  has  the  floor  will  bear  with  me  for  a  mo- 
ment. I  recently  persuaded  the  Senate  to  pass  Senate  bill 
1108.  which  we  call  in  our  country  the  Peeler  law,  which  went 
to  the  House  and  was  there  referred  to  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  of  the  House.  The  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  called  me  up 
and  said  the  bill  had  been  set  aside  at  the  behest  of  the  State 
Department,  because  our  relationsliips  with  Japan  were  of 
such  a  delicate  nature  that  the  State  Department  did  not 
want  this  purely  domesUc  bill  to  be  passed  by  the  Congress. 
In  other  words,  according  to  the  State  Department,  our  rela- 
Uonshlps  with  Japan  are  so  delicate  that  we  do  not  dare  to  say 
what  we  will  do  with  logs  grown  In  the  American  forests 
Either  the  State  Department  is  all  wrong  or  the  Chief  of  Staff 
of  the  Army  Is  all  wrong,  but  there  Is  an  emergency. 

Mr.  VANBENBERG.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield' 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  ask  the  Senator  for  an  interpreta- 
tion at  that  point.  He  is  referring  to  the  language  of  the  bUl 
which  authorizes  the  President  to  order  the  militia  into  active 
service  "for  a  period  of  12  consecutive  months."  Docs  that 
mean  that  they  have  to  be  ordered  for  12  months:  that  they 
could  not  be  ordered  for  10  months  or  8  months? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  Is  my  construcUon  that  they  must 
serve  12  consecutive  months. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  the  emergency  were  for  a  period 
of  less  than  12  months,  would  the  President  still  have  to  caU 
the  militia  for  12  months? 
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Mr.  SHEPPARD.     He  would. 

Mr.  BARICLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  language  that  has  been  stricken 
out.  which  provided  "not  to  exceed  1  year."  the  President 
could  have  ordered  the  militia  out  for  any  number  of  months. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  I  assume  that  the  Change  made  by  the 
committee  presupposes  that  it  is  to  be  for  a  definite  12  months' 
period,  no  more  and  no  less. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  is  what  we  mean.  We  have 
changed  the  language  to  mean  12  consecutive  months. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  Piesident.  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Assume  that  A.  B.  and  C  are  members  of  the 
National  Guard  now.  and  anticipating  that  they  may  be 
called,  that  an  emergency  does  exist,  and  that  their  condi- 
tions are  such  financially  and  in  respect  to  health  as  to 
make  it  almost  imperative  that  they  shall  not  serve,  may 
they  resign  without  being  subject  to  court  martial? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  They  may  be  discharged  from  their 
enlistment. 

Mr.  KINO.  Obviously,  however,  if  they  are  inducted  into 
the  service  then  they  may  not  resign. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  think  arrangements  are  being  made 
so  that  they  can  be  honorably  discharged  if  the  individual 
cases  justify  It. 

Mr.  NEELY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Unless  the  ancient  rules  and  regiilations  of 
the  Army  and  the  National  Guard  have  l)een  greatly  mod- 
ified, an  enlisted  man  cannot  resign.  But  he  can,  in  favorable 
circumstances,  obtain  a  discharge,  which  amounts  to  the 
same  thing. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    It  amounts  to  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  NEELY.  If  the  force  under  consideration  were  called 
out  for  a  12-month  period  to  meet  a  sp)ecific  emergency, 
could  it  not  be  disbanded  when  the  emergency  had  passed 
even  if  the  12-month  period  had  not  expired? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  This  measure  provides  that  ftiese  men 
must  stay  in  service  12  months. 

Mr.  NEELY.  But  not  after  the  passing  of  the  emergency 
which  made  it  necessary  to  call  them  to  the  colors. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  do  not  so  understand  it. 

Mr.  HILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3^eld? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  With  reference  to  the  words  "12  consecutive 
months."  it  will  be  noted  that  the  joint  resolution  as  pre- 
pared by  the  War  Department  and  introduced  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  provided  that  the  National  Guard 
should  be  called  out  for  a  period  "Aot  to  exceed  1  year." 
The  words  "not  to  exceed  1  year"  have  been  stricken,  and 
the  committee  amendment  has  been  offered  in  lieu  thereof, 
to  wit:  "12  consecutive  months.'' 

I  think  the  Senate  ought  to  know  the  reason  why  the 
committee  amendment  is  offered.  It  is  offered  at  the 
request  of  the  National  Guard  Itself,  as  represented  by  Gen. 
Milton  A.  Reckord.  who  is  the  chairman  of  the  legislative 
committee  of  the  National  Guard  Association,  who  came  be- 
fore the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee  speaking  for  the 
National  Guard  and  asked  that  the  language  be  modified 
as  it  is  provided  in  the  committee  amendment.  General 
Reckord.  speaking  for  the  National  Guard,  took  the  posi- 
tion that  the  National  Guard  felt  that  they  ought  to  have 
at  least  12  months  of  training  if  the  training  was  to  be  on 
a  proper  and  efficient  basis.     Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     It  is  quite  true. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPAHiJ.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Agreeing  with  everything 
that  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill]  has  just  stated, 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  wiU  recall  that  the  Army 
officers   themselves   representing  the   War   Department   did 


not  want  the  National  Guard  called  out  for  a  period  to 
exceed  a  year,  and  the  National  Guard  did  not  want  to  be 
called  out  for  less  than  a  year.  They  wanted  to  be  called 
out  for  at  least  a  year.  So  the  committee,  in  order  to  com- 
promise these  two  viewpoints,  decided  upon  the  12  con- 
secutive months'  period. 

In  reference  to  the  question  raised  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah  I  Mr.  King]  a  moment  ago  about  men  resigning  before 
this  measiu-e  is  passed,  before  the  call  is  made,  before  the 
National  Guard  is  ordered  into  service,  let  me  say  that  the 
National  Guard  officers  and  men  are  permitted  to  resign 
through  their  State  officials,  that  is,  the  Governors  of  the 
States  may  accept  their  resignations. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  joint  resolution  provides  that  the 
President  is  authorized — 

To  order  into  the  active  military  service  of  the  United  States  for 
a  period  of  12  consecutive  months,  any  or  all  members  and  unlt« 
of  any  or  aU  reserve  components  of  the  Army. 

And  SO  forth.  If  the  President  exercises  that  authority, 
and  orders  into  service  a  portion  of  the  units,  will  he  have 
exhausted  the  authority  under  this  joint  resolution,  or  can 
he  from  time  to  time  order  out  additional  units,  and  require 
each  of  the  units  he  orders  out  to  serve  for  a  period  of  12 
consecutive  months,  so  that  certain  units  may  be  serving, 
we  will  say,  from  October  1,  1940,  to  October  1,  1941,  and 
other  units  may  serve  from  January  1,  1941.  to  January  1, 
1942?  Or  is  It  the  fact  that  when  the  President  exercises 
this  authority  and  issues  an  order,  he  exhausts  his  authority 
under  the  joint  resolution,  so  that  when  he  issues  an  order, 
he  must  determine  what  poitlon  of  the  reserve  shall  be 
ordered  into  active  service  and  shall  serve  for  12  consecutive 
months? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  He  can  from  time  to  time  order  out 
additional  units. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  grasped  my 
meaning,  or,  rather,  understands  what  I  am  asking.  If  the 
President  exercises  his  authority,  and.  we  will  say,  orders  out 
one-half  of  the  Reserves,  can  he  later  on  order  out  addi- 
tional Reserves? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Yes;  until  June  30.  1942.  he  can. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Any  part  of  the  Reserves? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  language  of  the  joint  resolution  pro- 
vides that  he  may  order  out  "any  or  all  members  and  units 
of  any  or  all  Reserve  components  of  the  Army  of  the- United 
States."  He  does  not  have  to  order  them  all  out  at  once, 
but  during  the  entire  period,  until  June  30.  1942,  he  is 
authorized  to  order  out  any  or  all  of  them,  and  he  may  order 
out  part  of  them  at  any  time,  and  part  of  them  later. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Each  part  that  is  ordered  out  wUl  have 
to  serve  12  consecutive  months? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  President  proposes,  if  this  Joint 
resolution  is  enacted,  to  order  the  Guard  to  duty  in  suc- 
cessive increments  to  permit  the  effective  use  of  training 
facilities  and  equipment  immediately  available. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Can  the  Senator  tell  whether  hous- 
ing is  available  for  the  242,000  total  of  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  is  not  at  present  available.  The 
Army  is  going  to  provide  as  much  housing  as  it  can  for  as 
large  a  number  as  can  be  trained  within  the  time  the  joint 
resolution  is  in  operation. 

Mr.  VANDE3»fBERG.  If  the  Oovermnent  cannot  house 
242,000  National  Guardsmen  for  several  months,  how  can  it 
house  400.000  conscripts? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  For  the  present  we  are  going  to  send 
the  trainees  into  the  existing  housing  that  the  Army  now 
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has  and  assign  them  to  units  in  the  Army  which  are  bekr*- 

strength. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Before  the  Senator  was  Interrupted 
he  was  detailing  the  various  other  branches  of  the  Reserve 
service  which  are  covered  by  the  Joint  resolution.  Will  he 
give  us  the  numbers  which  are  involved  at  each  point  in  his 

recital? 

Mr.  6HEPPARD.  The  President  would  call  out  only  as 
many  as  could  reasonably  be  taken  care  of. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.  What  is  the  total? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  think  I  can  recall  the  figures  offhand. 
The  National  Guard  at  present  is  about  225.000;  the  Officers' 
Reserve  Corps,  116.000;  the  enlisted  Reserve  Corps,  about 
3.000;  the  Regular  Army  Reserve,  probably  35,000;  retired 
officers,  about  3.700.  The  enlisted  Reserve  Corps  consists 
principally  of  enlisted  specialists. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  represents  a  total  of  166,000 
Reserves  in  addition  to  the  National  Guard,  does  It  not? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     That  is  approximately  correct. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  S<).  the  joint  resolution  finally  covers 
166.000  plus  242.000,  which  is  In  excess  of  400,000. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     As  an  outside  limit. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
^    Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  is  the  difference  between  the  Offi- 
cers Reserve  Corps  and  the  Organized  Reserves  referred  to? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Officers*  Reserve  Corps  is  a  group 
of  Reserve  officers,  while  the  Organized  Reserves  comprise 
those  Reserve  officers  and  enlisted  men  assigned  to  them.     , 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  For  instance,  take  the  case  of  a  young 
man  who  has  graduated  from  the  Air  Corps  Training  School, 
and  has  served  a  year.  Let  us  say  he  has  graduated  at 
Kelly  Field,  and  has  served  a  year,  has  been  put  on  the 
Re.serve  list,  and  is  now  a  Reserve  officer.  There  is  an  or- 
ganization of  Reserve  officers  to  which  such  officers  may  or 
may  not  belong.  Would  such  an  officer  be  included  in  either 
the  Organized  Reserves  or  the  Reserve  Corps? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  He  is  included  in  the  Officers'  Reserve 
Corps,  but  it  might  not  be  called  under  this  measure. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Why  not? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Because  there  are  so  many  in  the  Re- 
serve who  have  not  had  any  training  at  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  to  the  Govern- 
ment s  advantage  to  take  the  men  who  have  received  intensive 
training  and  who  have  served  a  year  after  finishing  their 
Vaining,  and  have  been  put  in  what  is  called  the  Reserve 
Corps.  It  seems  to  me  the  Government  would  sustain  a  great 
loss  if  such  men  were  not  subject  to  call  for  duty. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  They  are  subject  to  call,  but  they  have 
already  had  training. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Under  the  present  arrangement,  the 
110,000  Reserve  officers  have  had  only  14  days'  training  every 
3  or  4  yetus.  So  many  of  them  have  had  such  little  training 
at  all  that  I  imagine  they  would  be  taken  first,  although  if 
there  were  some  special  reason  for  calling  such  an  officer  as 
the  Senator  mentioned  he  would  probably  be  called. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  a  great 
loss  to  the  Crovernment  not  to  oe  able  to  call  back  to  service 
h  young  man  upon  whom  the  Government  had  spent  con- 
siderable money  in  trsuning  him  as  a  future  officer,  who  had 
^erved  1  year  after  leaving  school,  and  who  had  been  put  on 
the  reserve  list  subject  to  call  at  any  time.  His  year's  train- 
ing at  the  aviation  school  and  his  year's  service  in  the  Army 
mean  2  years  of  real  training. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  quite  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  theory  is  that  those  who  have  had 
3  years'  training  do  not  need  it  as  much  as  those  who  have 
had  Only  a  few  days'  training  out  of  each  year. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  srleW? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  think  the  Senate  ought  to  realize  that  building 
an  army  involves  something  more  than  the  question  of  men. 


We  build  an  organization,  a  machine.  If  the  organization  is  to 
be  efficient  and  able  to  function,  we  must  have  the  propsr  bal- 
ance within  the  organization  as  between  types  of  men  and 
the  service  they  are  rendering. 

The  question  has  been  asked.  Why  call  out  the  trainees 
under  a  selective-service  bill  when  we  can  call  out  250,000 
men  through  the  National  Guard?  Let  me  explain  the 
reason.  Today,  many  of  the  units  within  the  National  Guard 
have  not  their  full  quota  of  men.  Today,  an  infantry  com- 
pany in  the  National  Guard  has  only  60  men.  The  war 
strength  of  an  infantry  company  is  approximately  200  men. 
The  infantry  company  of  the  National  Guard  is  short  140 
men.  What  we  do  is  to  call  out  the  infantry  company  of 
the  National  Guard.  Perhaps  it  has  the  full  officer  per- 
sonnel, the  3  officers  prescribed,  both  for  war  strength 
and  for  peace  strength.  We  take  the  officers  and  the  60 
men,  and  fill  in  with  the  trainees  until  we  have  the  fully 
rounded-out  war-time-strength  comjiany.  So  we  must  think 
of  this  thing  not  only  in  terms  of  numbers,  but  in  terms  of 
organization  of  units  and  of  the  ^hole  machinery.  Is  not 
that  correct? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    The  Senator  is  correct. 
Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  to 
ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  asking  for  Uiformation.  I  under- 
stand that  the  War  Department  is  authorized  to  raise  the 
Army  to  a  certain  point.    What  is  that  point? 

Mr.  HILL.  Three  hundred  and  seven ty-flve_  thousand. 
That  Is  the  Regular  Army. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  is  the  Regular  Army.  The  quotas 
for  June  and  July  have  been  filled,  have  they  not? 

Mr.  HILL.     That  is  correct,  but 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  finish.  As  I  imderstand  from  the 
War  Department,  the  quotas  for  3-year  enlistments  have 
been  completely  filled.  The  department  also  informed  my 
office  that,  so  far  as  August  is  concerned,  no  doubt  the 
Augtist  quota  will  be  filled.  Cannot  the  men  required  to  fill 
the  quotas  be  obtained  from  3-year  enlistments  at  the  pres- 
ent time? 

Mr.  HILL.  Not  if  we  are  to  have  the  Army  which  the 
War  Department  says  we  should  have. 

Let  us  understand  clearly  about  this  quota  business.  It 
is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  what  The  Adjutant  General, 
as  the  chief  recruiting  officer  of  the  Army,  estimated 
we  could  obtain  through  the  recruiting  system.  In  June 
we  obtained  approximately  22.000  enlistments.  That  did 
not  mean  that  we  got  22.000  additional  men  in  the  Army. 
We  made  a  net  gain  of  only  about  16.000  because  of  the 
22.000,  some  6,000  were  reenlistments.  In  June  we  got  16,- 
000  additional  men.  The  War  Department  is  saying  to  us 
that  we  should  have,  as  quickly  as  possible,  a  Regular  Army 
of  a  certain  size,  some  240,000  or  250.000  members  of  the 
National  Guard  and.  in  addition,  some  400.000  trainees. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  War  Department  and  in  my  opinion, 
we  cannot  bring  in  anything  like  400,000  men  by  the  volun- 
teer system  In  the  Immediate  future.  We  are  getting  16,000 
men  a  month,  and  we  are  trying  to  get  400.000.  Twenty- 
five  months  would  l>e  required,  and  even  then  we  should 
never  get  400,000.  because  they  would  serve  for  only  12 
months.  Two  hundred  thousand  would  be  out  before  we 
could  get  the  others. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Nobody  knows.  It  is  only  a  guess,  be- 
cause we  have  not  tried  that  system. 

Coming  back  to  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  we  pay  the  C.  C.  C. 
boys  $30  a  month,  and  In  many  places  they  work  about  4 
hours  a  day.  We  propose  to  draft  young  men  into  the 
Army,  pay  them  $21  a  month,  and  put  them  in  the  Army 
Reserve,  to  be  called  out  later  if  we  find  it  necessary.  The 
C.  C.  C.  camps  all  over  the  United  States  have  had  many, 
many  more  applicants  than  they  could  handle.  That  was 
true  in  my  State,  in  New  York,  and  in  every  other  State 
in  the  Union.  The  young  men  wanted  the  training  in  the 
C.  C.  C.  camps  for  a  year's  time  at  $30  a  month.  If  we 
can  get  them  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  by  paying  them  $30  a 
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month  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  we  can  get  them 
in  the  Army.  At  least,  it  seems  to  me  that  that  system 
ought  to  be  tried  before  we  violate  every  tradition  and  every 
principle  upon  which  our  Government  was  founded,  and 
conscript  the  youth  of  the  Nation  when  we  are  not  facmg  a 

war. 

Something  has  been  said  about  an  emergency.  My  at- 
tention has  just  been  called  to  a  statement  by  Maj.  Gen. 
James  K.  Parsons.  He  is  now  In  the  Army.  He  was 
speaking  before  231  businessmen  at  Port  Meade.  General 
Parsons  sLSserted  that — 

America  can  he  defended  by  an  Army  and  Navy  of  moderate 
>i»  There  are  alarmlsta  who  think  we  are  wide  open  to  attack. 
^  are  not  They  are  merely  the  victims  of  nightmares  and 
lenorance.  Such  people  are  dangerous.  We  need  calm  InteUlgence 
now  as  perhaps  we  have  needed  it  never  before. 

That  is  what  I  have  been  repeatedly  saying.  We  have 
many  alarmists  about  the  country  who  are  trying  to  tell  us 
that  we  are  open  to  attack,  that  we  are  to  be  attacked,  that 
we  must  have  conscription,  and  that  we  must  have  an  armed 
camp  here.  Here  is  a  major  general  in  the  Army  who  cautions 
the  people  against  alarmists.  I  presume  he  meant  some  of 
the  "coltimnists." 

While  I  am  on  my  feet  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  the 
propaganda  which  is  going  on.  if  I  may  interrupt  the  Senator 
a  few  moments  longer. 

Secretary  Knox  says: 

If  we  are  to  protect  ourselves,  our  integrity,  and  this  hemisphere. 
we  can  take  but  one  action— adopt  compulsory  military  training 
now. 

Yet  when  his  nomination  was  up  for  confirmation  before 
the  Senate  committee,  this  is  what  he  said: 

with  such  a  Navy  as  I  have  described,  we  would  never  need  more 
thrn  a  moderate  slLd  Regular  Army  of  300.000  men  »"PP  ^ment^ 
with  a  well-trained,  well-equipped  Natlo^l  Guard.  Tills  jould 
give  us  a  first  line  of  defense  on  land  of  600,000  men.  all  that  we 
would  require  to  supplement  our  naval  forces.  Such  a  Navy  would 
require  a  personnel  of  not  more  than  200,000  men. 

Now.  all  of  a  sudden,  the  minute  he  is  confirmed,  he  joins 
in  the  cry  that  we  must  have  conscription  in  order  to  pre- 
serve the  integrity  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Mr  ADAMS  The  Senator  overlooked  the  fact  that  we  are 
to  defend  Patagonia.  Tierra  del  Puego.  and  Coral  Islands  In 
the  Caribbean  Sea. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  know  Major  General  Parsons  to 
whom  the  Senator  from  Montana  refers,  but  I  wonder  if  he 
looks  upon  his  superior  officer.  General  MarshaU,  Chief  of 
Staff  of  the  United  States  Army,  as  an  alarmist?  General 
Marshall  has  recommended  the  pending  measure  and  he  has 
recommended  the  proposed  legislation  which  has  been  re- 
ported today  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Afflairs.  I  am 
wondering  whether  this  General  Parsons,  whom  I  do  not 
know  in  his  diatribe  against  alarmists,  includes  his  superior 
ofncer,  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army? 

Mr  WHEELER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator,  so  that  there 
may  be  no  mistake  about  it.  that,  so  far  as  this  particular 
piece  of  legislation  is  concerned.  I  have  no  objection  to  it; 
but  I  am  saying  that,  so  far  as  the  conscription  bUl  is  con- 
cerned, I  do  not  beUeve  it  is  necessary,  and  I  approve  entirely 
of  the  statement  made  by  General  Parsons  with  reference 
to  alarmists.  He  is  Maj.  Gen.  James  K.  Parsons,  com- 
manding ofncer  of  the  Third  Corps  Area,  and  I  assume  that 
he  is  in  good  standing  in  the  Army  at  this  particular  tlnje. 

Then.  I  caU  attention  to  what  Colonel  Knox  said  when 
he  was  before  the  committee,  and  I  contrast  that  with  the 
statements  he  is  making  now.  I  could  also  call  attention  to 
other  statements  made  before  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee, 
and  I  intend  to  do  so  before  the  day  is  over,  but  I  do  not 
want  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  now.  I 
intend,  however,  to  call  attention  of  the  Senate  to  them  and 
also  to  what  some  other  naval  officers  and  mihtary  officers 
of  the  United  SUtas  have  said  about  this  matter. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.    If   the  Senator  from  Texas  will   yield 

further  there 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Simply  because  of  the  Immediate  context 
of  this  debate,  let  me  say  there  is  a  vast  difference,  as  the 
Senator  realizes,  between  a  regular  standing  Army  of  300,000 
or  375,000  men.  which  is  to  be  the  peacetime  strength  of  the 
Regular  Army,  and  a  program  of  training  men  who  might 
be  called  into  service  in  the  event  of  war  or  an  emergency. 
There  is  nothing,  it  seems  to  me.  inconsistent  between  the 
position  taken  by  anybody  who  says  if  we  have  a  Navy  large 
enough  to  defend  the  United  States  against  any  aggression 
that  we  might  not  need  a  RegiUar  Army  of  more  than  300.- 
000  men.  But.  of  course,  we  are  increasing  the  Navy  because 
we  realize  that  at  the  present  juncture  we  do  not  have  that 
sort  of  a  Navy.  If  there  should  be  an  atUck  upon  us  from 
two  oceans,  we  do  not  have  a  two-ooean  Navy,  and.  because 
we  do  not  have  a  two-ocean  Navy,  we  are  increasing  it  so  that 
in  5  or  6  years  from  now  we  will  have  a  two-ocean  Navy. 

What  I  imderstand  the  selecUve  military  service  bill  pro- 
vides or  contemplates  is  that  from  the  entire  body  of  the 
men  of  the  United  SUtes  within  certain  ages,  subject  to 
certain  exemptions  and  excepUons,  men  shall  be  trained 
against  the  day  when  we  may  need  more  than  300.000  or 
375,000  men  or  even  400.000  or  500,000  men  in  the  Army. 
They  wiU  not  constitute  a  part  of  the  Regular  Army;  they  will 
not  form  a  part  of  oiu:  Regvdar  Military  Establishment;  but 
they  will  be  trained  so  that,  In  the  event  of  war,  in  which  we 
might  be  engaged  they  will  be  qualified  to  be  called  at  once 
Into  the  service  of  the  United  SUtes  to  form  not  a  part 
of  the  Regular  Army  for  all  time  to  come,  but  to  form  an 
army  for  that  particular  situation. 

So.  it  seems  to  me,  there  is  nothing  inconsistent  between 
the  statement  of  any  man  who  says  that  under  the  con- 
ditions set  forth  that  a  regular  standing  army  of  300.000 
would  be  sufficient  and  advocacy  of  a  policy  now  of  training 
men  so  that,  in  the  event  they  are  needed,  they  will  be 
trained  and  ready  for  service  when  the  Ume  comes. 

Mr  WILEY.    Mr.  President 

The    PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does    the    Senator    from 
Texas  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr  WILEY  I  have  been  listening  to  the  argiiments  of 
my  brethren  in  the  Senate,  and  I  desire  to  Introduce  here 
my  own  position.  For  150  years  there  has  been  a  tradition, 
almost  an  unwritten  law,  that  during  peacetime  there  should 
be  no  conscription,  and.  although  we  are  not  talking  of  that 
biU  now,  it  seems  to  me  that  before  we  violate  that  tradition 
there  should  be  a  direct  finding  by  the  Congress  that  an 
emergency  or  crisis  exists.  j  __*  j  „»,«♦  th« 
Colonel  Knox,  some  time  ago,  as  I  understood  what  the 
Senator  from  Montana  read,  had  one  opinion  and  now  has 
another  opinion.  That  is  not  sUange.  for  we  are  Uving  In 
a  very  quickly  moving  world.  w  _  - 
Mr  WHEELER.  He  made  the  statement  when  he  was 
before  the  committee  recently  on  the  question  of  the  con- 
firmation of  his  nomiiiation.                      

Mr  WILEY  That  was  about  a  month  or  3  weexs 
ago  ■  Even  then  I  concede  that  there  might  be  some  dif- 
ference But  the  point  is  that  Colonel  Lindbergh  said  yes- 
terday that  if  we  were  properly  prepared  we  need  never 
fear  an  attack,  and  the  general  of  the  Army  said  that 
we  should  give  50  of  our  ships  to  England  in  order  to  avoW 
the  possibility  of  England  going  down,  but  none  of  thoee 
things  covers  the  issue,  as  I  see  it.  When  Senators  rise  on 
the  floor  and  suggest  that  someone  has  said  we  are  In 
danger  or  that  a  crisis  is  upon  us.  that  is  "ot  what  we  want 
We  want  the  facts.  We  know  there  are  "four  horsemen 
abroad  In  the  world-Germany.  Italy.  ^^\^l^^il^- 
who  ar«  ready  to  rape  every  other  nation  which  they  can 
overpower;  and  they  are  doing  it.  We  know  that  th^ 
are  Uterally  dividing  the  world  up  among  them.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  know,  so  long  as  England  ^^a^ds  and  h^ 
navy  is  intact,  that  probably  no  other  navy  in  the  world 
could  reach  our  shores  to  attack  us.    So  what  we  want  to 
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know  Is  the  facts:  what  is  the  Judgment  of  the  men  who 
know  as  to  what  England  can  stand? 

Wc  are  told  by  Mr.  Stlmson  that  England  will  be  gone  in 
30  days.  If  England  is  gone  In  30  days,  shaU  we  prepare  then? 
wm  we  be  in  the  position  to  defend  ourselves?  We  know 
that  South  America  wiU  probably  be  divided  up  if  England 
goes  down.  So.  If  England  goes  down  and  South  America  is 
divided  up,  we  come  to  the  other  great  issue,  which  is.  What 
is  our  foreign  policy  in  the  Western  Hemisphere?  Are  we 
going  to  stick  by  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  defend  It  from  the 
southern  tip  of  South  America  to  Labrador  or  the  North 
Pole?  If  so.  are  we  prepared?  Or  are  we  going  to  say.  "No; 
we  are  going  to  defend  it  as  far  as  the  most  easterly  tip  of 
Braxil"?  If  that  is  the  position,  and  England  goes  down,  are 
we  prepared?  In  other  words,  what  are  the  facts,  not  what 
is  the  conclusion  of  some  one  who.  probably,  has  only  a  smat- 
tering of  the  facts?  I  think  that  is  what  America  wants,  and  I 
think  that  is  what  America  Is  entitled  to.  America  is  en- 
titled to  have  the  facts  discussed  here,  because,  if  we  are 
going  to  set  aside  an  ancient  policy  which  is  practically  a  | 
rule  of  conduct  in  this  Nation,  we  must  do  it  on  the  basis  of 
facts. 

So.  I  should  like  when  Senators  rise  and  say  there  is  an 
emergency,  there  is  a  crisis,  these  are  the  facts  A.  B,  C.  D. 
and  so  forth.  That  is  what  I  think  we  should  do,  because, 
after  this  bill  is  over  with  we  will  consider  the  next  bill,  and 
when  the  next  bUl  comes  up.  we  should  know  what  our  foreign 
policy  will  be  In  case  certain  conditions  shall  obtain.  For 
Instance,  our  Navy  is  now  in  eastern  waters.  If  the  Panama 
Canal  should  be  destroyed,  what  use  would  It  be  In  the 
eastern  seas?  Those  conditions  we  have  to  think  about  in 
determining  what  we  are  going  to  do  on  the  subject  of  ade- 
quate preparation. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  ought  to  be  stated,  while  we  are  dealing 
With  facta,  that  Secretary  Stimson  did  not  say  before  the 
House  committee  that  England  was  going  down  in  30  days. 
He  was  dealing  with  possibilities.  Nobody  can  speculate  as 
to  whether  England  is  going  down  at  all  or.  if  she  is  going 
down,  whether  It  will  be  in  30  days.  But.  as  I  remember  his 
testimony  from  the  newspapers — and  that  is  the  only  source 
I  had — Secretary  Stimson  was  dealing  with  the  possibility 
that  such  a  thing  might  happen;  he  did  not  say  it  would 
happen. 

Mr.  HILL.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  In  reference  to  what  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky had  to  say  about  the  Regular  Army,  he  put  his  finger 
on  what,  to  my  mind,  is  one  of  the  most  important  things 
in  this  whole  debate,  and  that  is  what  we  are  seeking  to  do 
is  to  avoid  the  building  of  a  great  army  in  this  country.  Let 
me  say  that  the  War  E>epartment  does  not  want  a  large 
Regular  Army,  and  we  will  avoid  that  by  training  men  under 
the  other  system  which  is  now  proposed  so  that  they  wiU  be 
ready  if  we  should  need  them. 

With  reference  to  the  selective-service  system,  let  me  say 
further  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  asked  George 
—  Washington  to  send  to  the  Congress  recommendations  as  to 
what,  in  his  opinion,  our  military  establishment  should  be. 
Washington  spent  many  months  studsring  the  subject,  and 
before  sending  in  a  report  to  the  Congress  consulted  with 
those  men  who  had  been  his  best  and  most  trusted  lieutenants 
during  the  Revolutionary  War.  As  the  result  of  that  study 
on  the  part  of  George  Washington  he  sent  to  the  Congress 
his  recommendations  as  to  what  our  military  establishment 
should  he,  and  we  find  in  those  recommendations  the  very 
idea  and  the  very  principle  embodied  in  the  selective-service 
plan  which  is  now  proposed. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  we  follow  George  Washington  with 
reference  to  that  particular  plan,  we  should  follow  him  in 
other  subsequent  recommendations  which  he  made,  should 
we  not? 

Mr.  HUX.  I  agree  with  the  Senator.  George  Washington 
said  that  if  there  was  a  grave  emergency  in  this  country 
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there  might  well  be  a  third  term  In  the  Presidency;  and  I 
am  delighted  we  are  goinR  to  have  a  third  term. 

Mr  WHEELER.  We  may  have  it,  but  we  may  not:  that  is 
yet  to  be  decided  by  the  people.  I  Laughter,  l  But  George 
Washington  also  said  something  about  entangling  alliances, 

did  he  not? 
hlx.  HILL.     No:  that  was  Jefferson. 
WHEELER.     No. 
HILL.    Oh.  yes. 

WHEELER.    George    Washington    said    something 
"entangling  alliances"  also. 
HILL.     No. 

BARKLEY.    He  also  said.  "In  time  of  peace  prepare 
for  war." 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  is  true,  and  nobody  wants  to  pre- 
pare for  war  any  more  than  I  do;  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
do  everything  that  ought  to  be  done  and  I  have  voted  to  do 
everything  that  I  thought  was  necessary  to  be  done  in  the 
way  of  preparation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Texas  has 
the  floor. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  believe  in  unlimited  free  speech  and  I 
want  the  Senator  from  Montana  to  say  everything  he  has 
on  his  mind. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  would  not  want  me  to  say 
everything  I  have  on  my  mind. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Yes;  I  would  welcome  it. 
Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  about  to  say  that  I  think  the  only 
thing  any  of  us  differ  about  in  regard  to  the  training  of 
these  young  men  is  with  reference  to  conscripting  them  or 
having  them  enlist  voluntarily.  I  say  that  if  we  have  volim- 
tary  training  and  voluntary  enlistments  for  1  year  and  give 
the  young  men  the  same  pay  that  we  give  the  C.  C.  C.  boys 
who  have  been  taken  out  of  the  streets  of  New  York  and 
other  cities,  in  my  judgment  we  will  get  an  adequate  volun- 
teer army  for  training  purposes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Texas 
will  yield  at  that  point,  the  Senator  from  Montana  does  not 
put  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  which  are  filled  with  young  men 
taken  from  families  that  would  otherwise  be  on  relief,  on  the 
same  basis  and  in  the  same  category  as  the  regular  member- 
ship of  the  United  States  Army,  does  he? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  We  are  paying  the  men  of  the  United 
States  Army  $21  a  month.  We  sUrted  out  on  that  pro- 
gram when  $21  had  a  much  greater  purchasing  power  than 
it  has  today.  I  think  this  great,  rich  Nation  of  ours  ought 
to  pay  these  men,  when  they  go  into  the  Army,  more  than 
$21  a  month.  I  say  that  when  we  take  into  the  Army  a 
young  man  who  may  want  to  establish  a  home  or  may  want 
to  get  married.  It  is  miserly  for  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  pay  him  only  $21  a  month.  It  is  not  fair 
to  the  young  man.  and  it  is  not  fair  to  the  Army;  and.  in 
my  judgment,  we  shall  not  be  able  to  get  good  men  if  we 
are  going  to  keep  the  pay  down  to  that  figure. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  may  be  prepared  to  agree  with  the 
Senator  on  the  pay.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  difference  between  $21  and  $30 — $9  a  month — but  it 
seems  to  me  that  is  not  the  question  with  which  we  are 
faced.  If  Congress  wants  to  pay  the  men  $30  a  month, 
that  is  one  thing:  but  it  seems  to  me  it  is  another  thing 
to  take  the  position  that  in  order  to  fight  our  l)attles — and, 
God  knows,  I  hope  we  shall  never  have  to  fight  any — but  if 
we  are  going  to  have  to  fight  any  battles,  it  seems  to  me  a 
little  unfair  to  expect  130.000.000  people  to  be  defended 
only  by  the  adventurous  spirits  who  are  willing  to  nish  in 
first  and  join  the  United  States  Army.  I  think  there  ought 
to  be  an  equality  of  obligation  among  all  the  citizens  of 
oiu:  coimtry  to  defend  the  coimtry.  subject  to  such  exemp- 
tions and  exceptions  as  the  law  may  wisely  provide. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  3rield  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  have  been  listening  to  the  delate, 
and  I  desire  to  know  first  whether  we  are  debating  Senate 
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Joint  Resolution  286  or  the  bill  which  was   reported  out 
this  morning  by  the  Military  Affairs  Committee. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Technically,  the  National  Guard  bill  is 
before  the  Senate:  but  we  aU  know  that  the  larger  question 
of  military  training  will  soon  be  before  us.  and  I  welcome 
any  contribution  on  that  subject  also. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  see.  I  could  not  understand  what 
was  being  discussed. 

At  any  rate,  in  reference  to  the  statement  made  by  om- 
able  friend  from  Montana,  there  is  actually  a  distinction 
between  the  t)oys  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  and  those  who 
would  be  offered  the  opportunity  to  enlist  under  the  so- 
called  conscription  or  volunteer  bill  which  was  favorably 
reported  out  this  morning  by  the  committee.  That  distinc- 
tion is  this:  The  boy  who  is  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camp  gets  $30 
a  month.  He  is  provided  with  tlothing  and  shelter  and 
food  and  an  opportimity  to  develop  himself  both  physically 
and  mentally,  as  are  the  men  in  the  Army.  The  men  in  the 
Army,  as  the  able  Senator  has  just  stated,  are  paid  only  $21 
a  month;  but  the  distinction  between  the  two  insofar  as  pay 
is  concerned  is  really  the  only  distinction,  in  that  the  boy 
in  the  C.  C.  C.  camp  whoi?ets  $30  a  month  makes  voluntary 
appbcatlon  for  enlistment  in  those  camps,  but  according  to 
my  understanding  he  is  compelled  to  contribute  $25  of  the 
$30  to  his  widowed  mother  or  his  decrepit  father  or  some 
dependent,  whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  those  who  have  like- 
wise volunteered  for  the  United  States  Army  and  who  receive 
$21  a  month  are  not  compelled  to  make  any  contribution 
whatsoever  to  the  support  of  their  dependents. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Yes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  we  have  conscription,  we  shall  prob- 
ably take  into  the  Army  a  large  number  of  boys  who  have 
families,  and  who  may  want  to  contribute  to  their  families 
just  as  much  as  the  C.  C.  C.  boys  do;  and  we  may  take  into 
the  Army  young  men  who  want  to  get  married,  and  who  will 
want  to  contribute  in  similar  fashion;  so  I  do  not  think  it  is 
a  question  of  whether  they  shall  be  compelled  to  contribute 
something  to  the  support  of  their  families,  or  whether  the 
entire  pay  shall  be  given  to  the  young  men  themselves. 
After  all,  as  I  said  a  while  ago,*  when  we  fixed  the  pay  of 
men  in  the  Army  at  $21  a  month,  the  purchasing  eower  of 
the  American  dollar  was  much  greater  than  it  is  today.  I 
do  not  know  en  what  date  it  was  fixed. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    It  was  fixed  about  1920. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  About  1920.  The  purchasing  power  of 
the  dollar  in  1920 

Mr.  MINTON.    Was  less. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  No;  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  He  wUl 
find  that  the  purchasing  power  of  the  dollar  has  constantly 
lessened  ever  since  1920,  except  for  a  short  time.  Today, 
the  purchasing  power  of  the  dollar  is  less  than  It  was  in  1920;. 
and  if  we  ask  these  boys  to  enlist  and  offer  them  $30  a  month, 
in  my  judgment  we  shall  get  all.  the  boys  we  want,  providing 
they  know  that  they  are  actually  going  to  get  some  training, 
and  are  not  just  going  to  have  to  peel  potatoes  or  shine  some- 
body's shoes.  I  think  such  a  plan  will  afTord  an  opportunity 
for  a  great  many  young  men  to  get  real  training.  I  am  in 
favor  of  their  getting  training,  but  I  am  in  favor  of  doing  it 
in  the  traditional  American  way,  by  volunteers. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  and  Mr.  MINTON  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
To  whom  does  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  May  I  answer  the'Benator  for  Just  a 
moment? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  wishes 
to  reply.    I  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  which  the  Mili- 
tary Affairs  Committee  reported  out  this  morning  to  the 
Senate  offers  that  opportunity.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  bill 
really  should  be  entitled  a  volunteer  bill,  because  it  provides 
every  man  spoken  of  by  the  Senator  a  moment  ago  an  oppor- 
tunity to  enlist  in  the  Army  if  he  is  18  or  more,  or  35  or  less. 
It  is  reaUy  a  volunteer  biU.  It  is  not,  in  a  very  large  sense, 
a  conscription  bill. 


Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  know  how  the  Senator  can  call 
it  a  volunteer  bill.  Under  the  bill,  some  persons  will  be 
permitted  to  volunteer. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Everytwdy  from  18  to  35. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes:  but  at  the  same  time  they  are  con- 
scripted, l)ecause  the  conscription  law  goes  into  effect. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  No;  those  who  volunteer  are  not  con- 
scripted.    They  are  merely  volunteers. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes;  but  the  club  is  held  over  them  that 
if  they  do  not  volunteer  they  will  be  conscripted. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  No.  I  merely  made  mention  of  that 
for  the  reason  that  the  Senator  stated  that  it  would  be  fine 
to  provide  American  youth  with  an  opportunity  for  advance- 
ment physically  and  mentally.  In  other  words,  it  is  a 
physical -culture  bill. 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  Senator  from  Montana  says  that  when 
the  pay  of  the  soldier  was  fixed  at  $21  a  month  the  purchas- 
ing power  of  the  dollar  was  much  greater  than  it  now  is.  I 
am  sure  he  will  accept  the  authority  of  the  Senate  to  the  effect 
that  the  purchasing  power  of  the  dollar  now  is  just  twice  what 
it  was  in  1920.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  I  Mr.  ThomasI 
advises  me  that  that  is  the  fact.  So  It  is  not  true,  as  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  says,  that  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
dollar  now  is  less  than^it-^s  In  1920.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  so 
the  Senator  from  Oklalfoma  advises  me,  it  is  twice  as  great. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  ^Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  In  June  of  1920  the  value  of 
the  dollar,  based  upon  the  average  of  784  commodities,  was 
approximately  65  cents.  The  value  of  the  dollar  at  the 
present  time  is  some  128  cents,  measured  by  the  same  yard- 
stick. By  that  measurement  the  dollar  today  has  almost 
twice  the  purchasing  power  that  it  had  In  June  1920. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  sta- 
tistics the  Senator  is  quoting,  but  I  know  that  if  a  man 
wants  to  buy  a  pair  of  shoes  or  a  suit  of  clothes  today,  he 
will  have  to  pay  more  for  them  than  he  would  have  had  to 
pay  in  1920.  Perhaps  the  statistics  mentioned  by  the  Sen- 
ator would   apply  to  some  wholesale   commodities. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  do, 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  In  connection  with  the  discussion 
which  has  been  opened  by  the  Senator  from  Montana,  it 
strikes  me  that  there  should  be  no  difficulty  about  Increasing 
the  pay  of  soldiers  and  enlisted  men  in  our  Army  unless  it  is 
the  policy  of  the  Congress  that  they  should  not  be  paid  an 
amount  equal  to  that  which  is  paid  either  in  the  CivUlan 
Conservation  Corps  or  in  the  Navy. 

The  Chief  of  Staff.  General  Marshall,  was  before  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  this  morning.  He  was  there  to  tes- 
tify with  respect  to  the  supplementary  appropriation  bill; 
but  several  questions  were  addressed  to  him  by  members  of 
the  committee  who  do  not  have  the  privUege  of  serving  on  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee  with  respect  to  the  problem  here 
under  discussion  and  a  similar  problem. 

I  spoke  to  him  about  the  discrimination  which  now  exists  in 
the  pay  of  enlisted  men  in  the  Army  as  compared  with  the  pay 
of  those  who  enlist  in  the  Navy,  and  I  asked  him  if  that  was 
in  accordance  with  the  opinion  of  the  Chief  of  Staff.  He  said 
it  was  not.  that  the  Chief  of  Staff— he.  the  witness.  General 
Marshall— believes  that  that  discrimination  should  be  eUmi- 
nated  I  asked  him  whethefr  there  was  any  doubt  about  that 
among  the  members  of  the  General  Staff  as  a  whole,  and  he 
said  there  was  not.  that  the  General  Staff  has  made  that 
recommendation  to  the  Congress.  He  said  that  as  a  matter 
of  fact  he  had  testified  before  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  which  has  just  brought  in  this  so-called  conscripUon 
bill. 
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Mr.  SHEPPARD.  At  that  point  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
that  our  committee  has  under  way  an  Investigation  of  this 
very  question.  In  connection  with  a  blU  introduced  by  me. 

S.  2224.  ,     ^    „ 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  yield? 

Mr.  O  MAHONEY.  Let  me  complete  this  remark.  I  went 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  after  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  had  concluded  its  session  this  morning, 
and  I  have  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  the  hearings  held  April 
24.  1940.  on  the  pay  of  enlisted  men  and  warrant  officers 
and  conunlssioned  officers  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Those  were  the  hearings  in  connection 
with  the  investigation  to  which  I  referred. 

Mr.  ©"MAHONEY.  On  page  13  I  find,  in  the  description 
of  the  disparity  between  the  pay  of  those  who  enlist  in  the 
Navy  and  those  who  enlist  in  the  Army,  the  following: 

Correction  of  disparities— First  priority —a  Base  pay.— (1)  Dis- 
parity: The  Pay  Readjustment  Act  established  a  disparity  of  96  In 
the  pay  of  the  fourth  grade  (*ergeants  and  petty  ofBcera.  thlrd- 
clan)  in  the  Army  and  Marine  Corps  (»54)  as  compared  to  the 
same  grade  <»eO)  in  the  Navy  and  Coast  Guard  In  like  manner 
the  act  established  a  dl^>artty  of  112  in  the  pay  of  the  ftfth  grade 
(oorporaU  and  seamen,  flrst-ciassi  (•42  for  the  Army  and  Marine 
Corpa  and  »M  for  the  Navy  and  Coast  Guard).  The  act  also 
established  a  disparity  of  •«  (Army  and  Marine  Corps.  $30;  Navy 
and  Coast  Guard.  »38)  in  the  pay  of  the  sixth  grade  (private, 
first-claas.  and  seaman,  second-claaa). 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  extraordinary  that. 
While  the  great  problem  of  building  up  the  Army  is  being 
considered  by  the  committees  of  this  body,  apparently  lit- 
tle attention  is  l)eing  paid  by  the  committees  to  immediate 
acUon  to  eliminate  the  discrimination  which  the  Chief  of 
Staff  says  should  be  eliminated. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    We  are  doing  the  best  wc  can. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  and  Mr.  LEE  addressed  the 
Caiair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Texas  3^eld,  and.  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Col- 
orado, and  then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  whether  he 
has  not  been  advised  by  the  War  Department  that  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  claims  that  it  is  not  in  line  with  the 
policy  of  the  administration  to  increase  the  pay  of  enlisted 
meji  at  the  present  time.     Is  not  that  a  fact? 

Mr   SHEPPARD.     I  do  not  recall  for  the  moment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Did  not  Secretary  Woodring 
inform  the  Senator  that  that  was  a  fact:  that  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  said  it  was  not  in  line  with  the  policy  of  the 
administration? 

B€r.  SHEPPARD.  I  do  not  recall  at  the  moment,  but  I 
shall  ascertain  what  the  fact  is.  and  put  it  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  ©"MAHONEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  that  we  have  this  question  very  closely  at  heart. 

Mr.  OTtfAHONEY.    I  realize  that. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  And  we  are  doing  the  best  we  can  to 
give  it  thorough  consideration.  We  did  not  think  it  should 
be  covered  in  the  pending  measure,  but  we  thought  it  shoxild 
be  taken  care  of  in  a  separate  measure. 

Mr.  OT^flAHONEY.  That  Is  exactly  the  point  upon  which 
I  disagree  with  the  amiable  and  able  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs,  because  it  is  indissolubly  asso- 
ciated with  the  question  of  conscription.  It  is  the  point  upon 
which  the  argtmient  is  being  made.  I  have  read  in  the 
public  prints  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Maloney]  is  planning  to  offer  an  amendment  which  will 
do  away  with  this  discrimination.  If  I  am  correctly  advised 
as  to  what  his  Intentions  are,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  think  he 
is  eminently  right,  that  such  an  amendment  should  be 
agreed  to.  and  that  we  should  waste  no  time  whatever  in 
doing  away  with  these  disparities. 

With  respect  to  what  the  Budget  Bureau  had  to  say.  it 
might  quite  possibly  be  true  that  last  April  the  Btu-eau  of 


the  Budget  felt  that  this  was  not  in  line  with  the  financial 
policy  which  had  then  been  established.  Certainly  that 
would  be  true  of  every  one  of  the  emergency  appropriation 
bills  which  we  have  passed.  The  bill  which  is  now  before  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  would  never  have  been  ap- 
proved by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  last  April.  Things 
have  been  moving  very  raiudly  in  the  last  few  months.  The 
point  is  that  we  now  have  this  measure  before  us.  which 
has  been  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
and  the  pay  of  the  men  who  go  into  the  Army  is  of  the 
essence  of  the  whole  measure.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  can- 
not avoid  handling  that  question. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  thank  the  Sen- 
ator for  his  suggestions.     They  are  very  constructive. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  wish  to  correct  the  impression  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  h&s,  as  expressed  by  him.  that  the  com- 
mittee has  not  given  conaderation  to  the  proposition  of  an 

increase  m  pay. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  I  did  not  mean  to  Imply  that  at  all. 
What  I  desire  to  say— and  I  tiiink  there  can  be  no  dispute 
about  it— is  that  the  bill  has  been  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee without  the  inclusion  of  any  provision  doing  away 
with  this  discrimination.     Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  LEE.  On  August  1,  I  offered  an  amendment  to  raise 
the  pay  of  soldiers  exactly  to  the  penny  in  an  amount  suffi- 
cient to  bring  it  in  line  with  the  figure  just  recited  by  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming,  and  due  to  a  mistake  the  figures 
were  printed  according  to  the  old  schedule.  This  morning 
I  secured  the  floor  and  made  the  correction  and  asked  that 
the  table  he  reprinted  with  the  correct  figures.  At  the  time 
I  presented  the  amendment  I  made  a  speech,  very  short, 
but  along  the  same  line,  advocating  the  raising  of  the  pay 
of  soldiers.  Before  submitting  the  amendment  I  brought  it 
up  in  the  committee,  and  by  a  voice  vote  it  was  killed  in 
the  committee,  or.  rather,  it  was  not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  0*MAHONEY.  That  is  exactly  my  point,  that  the 
conunittee  has  not  acted  to  eliminate  the  discrimination. 

Mr.  LEE.  It  was  not  agreed  to.  The  Senator  used  the 
word  "consideration."  The  committee  did  give  it  considera- 
tion. 

I  agree  100  percent  with  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  that  we  certainly  should  place  the  pay  of 
soldiers  on  a  par  with  the  nay  of  C.  C.  C.  boj-s.  and  should 
place  the  pay  of  soldiers  on  a  par  with  the  pay  of  men  in 
the  Navy.  Certainly  when  we  are  considering  compulsory 
military  training  we  should  raise  the  pay  of  soldiers  to  at 
least  a  minimum  of  $30  a  month.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
brought  that  question  up.  because  it  calls  more  attention  to 
it.  and  my  amendment  lias  been  lying  on  the  table  for  5 
days  now.  and  at  the  proper  time  I  shall  offer  it  for  consid- 
eration in  connection  with  the  mihtary  training  bill.  I 
agree  with  the  Senator  that  it  is  a  vital  and  an  important 
I>art  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MINTON.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  We  may  have  to  consider  a  pay  bill  at 
some  time  or  other,  but  now  we  are  considering  a  bill  to 
raise  the  quota  of  men,  and  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from 
Texas  whether  we  have  not  been  advised  time  and  again  by 
the  Chief  of  Staff,  who  has  been  quoted  today  by  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming,  that  the  pay  question  is  a  very  involved  one. 
It  is  one  which  cannot  be  settled  by  amendments  offered  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  or  which  we  could  tack  onto  a  con- 
scription bill  such  as  that  which  was  before  the  committee 
imtil  this  morning.  There  is  a  disparity  iaetween  the  Army 
pay  and  the  Navy  pay  because  in  the  Navy  various  grades 
and  steps  were  created,  because  in  the  Navy  technical  men 
were  used,  and  there  were  more  places  in  which  they  could 
put  technical  men,  and  therefore  they  could  create  technical 
places  for  them,  and  mcrease  their  pay. 

Until  quite  recently  the  Army  had  no  such  technical 
grades  in  which  to  put  men,  but  now.  with  the  prospective 
mechanization  of  the  Army,  it  is  possible  that  there  will  be 
various  grades  In  which  to  put  the  men.  and  therefore  we 
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can  place  them  on  a  parity  with  the  men  In  the  Navy.  But 
that  has  been  the  difference.  It  was  not  a  deliberate  dis- 
crimination against  the  Army.  The  disparity  existed  because 
!  of  the  difference  between  the  duties  performed  by  men  in 
the  Na\T  and  men  in  the  Army.  We  all  know  that  in  the 
case  of  the  old  infantrymen — as  we  knew  them  even  in  the 
World  War — there  was  notiiing  technical  about  them.  They 
were  all  "buck  privates."  or  corporals,  then  some  sergeants, 
then  some  officers.  There  was  nothing  technical  about  it. 
But  the  Army  is  a  different  thing  now.  So.  when  we  come 
to  consider  the  question  of  pay.  we  are  going  to  have  to 
consider  it  in  the  light  of  the  duties  the  men  perform. 
While  we  may  all  have  our  hearts  wrapped  up  in  the  wel- 
fare of  the  soldiers,  and  some  may  feel  they  are  not  getting 
enough  money  as  they  serve  in  the  Army — and  I  am  some- 
times touched  by  the  feeling  my  colleagues  display  in  1940 
about  the  pay  of  soldiers— after  all.  that  is  all  wrapped  up 
in  a  very  technical  proposition  which  will  have  to  be  very 
carefully  considered  in  connection  with  a  bill  directed  to 
that  point,  and  not  in  connection  with  proposed  legislation 

such  as  that  now  before  the  Senate. 
Mr.  TAFT.    Will  the  able  and  long-suffering  Senator  from 

Texas  yield  to  me  for  a  question?  _ 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  gladly. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  referred  to  the  emergency  which 
exists,  and  which  apparently  will  beccme  a  military  emer- 
gency in  the  event  England  collapses.  Is  the  Senator  able 
to  advise  me  how  many  men  he  thinks  should  be  under  arms 
in  this  country,  apart  from  the  Navy,  during  the  existence  of 
that  emergency?  Are  there  any  figures  that  can  be  given  as 
to  the  total  number  of  men  that  should  be  under  arms? 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  think  we  should  have,  as  soon  as  we 
can  get  them,  between  600.000  and  700.000  men,  if  not  a 
larger  number. 

Mr.  TAFT.    Under  arms? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Under  arms  for  defense  purposes,  and 
for  training  purposes,  until  we  could  raise  an  army  equal  to 
whatever  emergency  might  develop. 

Mr.  TAFT.  How  many  men  does  the  able  Senator  think 
should  be  trained  and  in  reserve  in  addition  to  the  600.000 
or  700.000  men  under  arms? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  think  there  should  be  at  least  four  or 

five  million.  ^ 

Mr.  TAFT.    In  reserve? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Yes. 
Mr.  TAFT.    Do  those  figures  represent  the  opinion  of  tne 

administration  today?  rm,    e       * 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  cannot  say  as  to  that.  The  Senator 
asked  me  for  my  opinion. 

Mr  MINTON.  Mr.  President.  I  think  my  recollection  is 
correct  and  I  think  I  can  give  the  Senator  the  figures.  Gen- 
eral Marshall  contemplates  under  this  training  program  at 
the  present  time  calling  not  in  excess  of  1,200.000  men. 

Mr  TAFT  Assuming  there  is  an  emergency,  or  will  be 
in  the  event  Germany  should  overrun  England,  why  will  not 
that  emergency  last  for  the  next  10  years?  Why  is  not  this  a 
permanent  situation  we  have  to  deal  with  rather  than  an 
emergency  situation? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  may  be.  It  may  be  prolonged.  That 
is  why  I  said  four  or  five  million  men.  It  might  even  require 
a  stm  larger  number.  It  might  require  even  the  entire  man- 
power of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator,  then,  contemplates  a  direct  at- 
Uck  on  the  United  States  by  large  armed  forces  from  Europe? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  certainly  do. 

Mr.  TAFT.     Does  the  Senator  think  it  is  a  practical  thing 
"to  transport  a  million  men,  say.  from  Europe? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  think  it  may  be  in  2  or  3  years.  Rapid 
progress  is  being  made  in  methods  of  transportation. 

Mr.  TAFT.     In  2  or  3  years? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Yes,    The  Senator  said  the  crisis  *might 

,  contmue  10  years. 

MX.  GIBSON     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 


Mr.  GIBSON.  Is  the  figure  600.000  or  700,000  meant  to 
refer  to  the  Regular  Army,  or  is  the  National  Guard  in- 
cluded? 

Mr,  SHEPPARD.  The  Army  of  the  United  States,  which 
means  the  Regular  Army,  the  National  Guard,  the  Officers 
Reserve  Corps,  the  Enlisted  Reserve,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  So  the  Senator's  contention  is  that  600,000 
or  700,000  men,  consisting  of  375,000  Regular  Army  and 
250.000  National  Guard  is  sufficient  for  our  regular  standing 

force V 

Mr,  SHEPPARD.  Only  as  an  initial  protective  force.-as  I 
tried  to  explain.  We  would  Increase  that  number  from  the 
great  reservoir  we  are  trying  to  develop  through  training. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  So  the  figure.  1,200,000,  of  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Minton  1  spoke,  is  a  figure  which  the 
Army  has  in  mind  as  being  a  regular  standing  army  for  a 
period  of  time? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  No;  I  think  that  refers  to  a  second 
force.  We  have  the  permanent  initial  protective  force,  and 
then  the  additional  increases  are  determined  by  the  neces- 
sities. But  it  is  very  necessary  that  we  have  a  reservoir 
of  trained  men  who  would  be  eligible  for  service  in  order  to 

meet  the  necessities. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Then,  it  is  not  intended  to  increase  the 
authorized  strength  of  the  regular  standing  Army  of  the 
United  States:  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Oh.  yes;  for  the  emergency.  We  have 
already  Increased  it  from  165.000  a  few  years  ago  to  375.000 
now— the  figure  now  authorized.  We  have,  however,  actually 
in  the  Army  today  about  260.000  men. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Then  this  proposed  legislation  will  create  a 
standing  Army  of  700.000  men  for  how  long? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  pending  measure,  the  National 
Guard  measure,  will  continue  to  1942,  and  the  military  train- 
ing bill  will  continue  for  5  years.  One  is  for  2  years  and 
the  other  for  5  years.  But  personally  I  think  the  emergency 
will  be  of  longer  duration  than  that,  and  call  for  continued 
legislation.  .  x     w 

Mr  GIBSON.  If  the  National  Guard  units  are  not  to  be 
called  out  immediately  is  there  any  reason  why  the  War 
Department  cannot  lay  down  a  plan  to  be  mcorporated  in 
the  joint  resolution,  so  that  National  Guard  men  may  be 
advised  when  they  may  be  caUed  out.  and  business  and 
professional  men  and  other  men  in  the  National  Guard  of 
the  State  of  Vermont  may  be  told  definitely  that  within  a 
reasonable  time  they  may  be  expected  to  be  called  out  in 
order  that  they  may  make  their  plans? 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  think  the  Department  is  arranging 
to  give  this  notice  or  is  preparing  to  do  so  as  soon  as  the 
joint  resolution  passes.  ^  u, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  There  seems  to  be  some  confusion  about 
the  relationship  between  the  present  authorized  stand  ng 
Army  the  National  Guard,  and  the  trainees  contemplated 
under'  the  military  framing  measure.  As  I  understand,  we 
have  authorized  the  creation  of  a  regular  permanent  stand- 
ing Army  of  375,000  men. 

Mr   SHEPPARD.     That  is  true. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  In  addition,  we  have  heretofore  pro- 
vided'that  the  National  Guard  shall  be  a  part  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States.  „  ,,  ^ 

Mr.   SHEPPARD.    A   part    of    the   Army   of   the    United 

States 

Mr  BARKLEY.  So  when  we  add  the  present  National 
Guard  membership,  which  may  be  called  out  under  the 
provisions  of  the  joint  resolution,  to  the  375.000— which  we 
have  not  yet.  but  will  get,  and  are  taking  at  the  rate  of 
16  000  a  month— and  then  add  all  the  reserves,  we  shaU 
have  between  600,000  and  700,000  men. 

Mr  SHEPPARD.    A  little  more;  probably  750.000. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  The  IJZOO.OOO  referred  to  by  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  I  Mr.  MurroNl  are  not  a  part  of  the  Regular 
Army.     At  the  end  of  their   traming  period  they   will   go 
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beck  into  civil  Ufe.  and  if  there  is  no  increase  in  the  emer- 
gency and  no  war  the  probability  is  that  they  will  not  be 
called  back  into  service  again.  In  the  meantime  others  may 
be  trained,  and  they  will  go  back  into  civU  life  if  the 
emergency  shall  have  ended  or  shall  not  have  increased. 

Mr  SHEPPARD.    Quite  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  the  men  who  are  to  be  trained  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Joint  resolution  are  not  to  be  called 
Into  or  become  a  part  of  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States  unless,  and  only  unless,  we  are  in  a  war  or  under 
a  compelling  emergency  which  would  require  that  they 
serve  longer  than  the  period  of  their  draining. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  so  understand. 

Mr.  GIBSON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Is  it  the  purpose  not  to  Increase  the  size 
of  the  Regular  Army  beyond  375.000? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  cannot  say  definitely,  because  we 
never  know  one  day  what  the  next  day  may  bring  forth. 

Mr.  GIBSON.     Is  that  the  present  aim? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  the  present  aim. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  Is  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  Is  the  maximum  toward  which  we 
are  now  working. 
•     Mr.  CHANDLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Holt  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  should  like  to  answer  the  question  of 
my  good  friend  the  Junior  Senator  from  Vermont,  which  I 
do  not  beUeve  wa«  quite  adequately  answered  a  few  moments 

ago. 

The  Chief  of  the  National  Guard  Bureau.  Major  General 
Williams,  came  before  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
and  asked  permission.  Immediately  upon  the  passage  of  the 
joint  resolution,  to  call  certain  designated  units.  Those  units 
are  designated  in  advance.  They  Include  3.930  officers.  53 
warrant  officers,  and  55.426  enlisted  men.  The  proposal  is 
immediately  to  commence  intensive  training  for  the  Regular 
Army  which  is  now  said  to  be  263.000,  and  for  the  addiUonal 
units,  which  will  bring  into  intensive  active  training  a  litUe 
more  than  318.000  men. 

I  have  listened  to  my  distinguished  friend,  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  others  who  have  par- 
ticipated in  this  debate.  I  do  not  think  we  can  afford  to 
speculate  on  the  security  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
of  America.  I  think  we  must  have  this  training,  and  we  must 
have  It  immediately. 

Mr   GIBSON      Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont?' 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky has  said.  I  should  like  very  much  to  know  In  advance 
85  the  men  from  New  York  and  New  Jersey  now  know,  about 
when  the  National  Guard  men  in  Vermont  may  be  expected 
to  be  called  into  service.  Those  of  the  Forty-third  Division, 
made  up  in  northern  New  England,  have  no  idea  when  they 
may  be  expected  to  be  called  out.  Many  of  them  have  to 
make  plans  to  be  away  from  their  professions,  their  busi- 
nesses, and  their  homes;  and  it  takes  time  to  get  ready  to  go 
away  for  a  year;  so  I  think  they  should  be  informed  as  quickly 
as  possible.  I  thought  perhaps  it  might  be  wise  to  put  in  the 
legislation  a  provision  that  the  War  Department  should 
formulate  such  a  plan  and  give  plenty  of  notice  jto  the  men. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     The  War  Department  has  such  a  plan. 

Mr.  LODGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
t  Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas 
a^question  for  the  Rbcoro.  I  realize  how  patient  he  has  been, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  cause  any  delay,  but  this  is  a  very  im- 
portant matter. 


August  5 


I  have  received  a  letter  from  the  Governor  of  Massachusetts, 
reading  as  follows: 

TH«  Commonwealth  of  »4AssACHUsrrrs. 

Exscunvx  DEPArrMTNT,  Statt  Houss, 

Boston,  July  25,  1940. 

Hon.  Hrmr  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.. 

Smate  Office  Building.  WasMngton.  D.  C.       ^  ^      .    . 
Mr  Dea«  Senator;  Legal  authorities  In   this  State   Inform   ma 
that  there  is  some  doubt  as  to  whether  or  not  the  Governor  can 
organize  a  State  home  guard  when.  as.  and  If  the  National  Guard 
Is  called  Into  Federal  service,  provided  that  a  state  of  war  do«  not 
actually    exist    when    the    Federal    Government    does    so    call    the 
National  Guard.     I   have  noted  a  letter  of   the   Governor  of   the 
SUte  of  New  York  to  Senator  Morris  Sheppard  and  Representa- 
Uve  Andrew  J   Mat  with  relation  to  the  same  subject.     It  becomes 
most  important  for  the  Joint  resolution  that  Is  authorized  by  Con- 
gress on  this  subject  to  cover  this  point.     Under  our  State  law 
there  is  ample  authority  for  me  to  organize  such  a  home  gaurd. 
Under  the  Federal  law  there  Is  doubt  luiless  the  country  Is  actually 

I  know  that  you  will  agree  with  me  that  If  our  National  Guard 
is  called  into  Federal  service  It  becomes  necessary,   in  order  to 
carry  out  the  responsibility  of  the  executive  office  in  the  Common- 
'vealth    to  organize  a  home  guard.     We  are  setting  up  a  tentative 
organization  at  this  time  in  order  to  be  prepared  and  It  certainly 
would  be   most  vmfortunate  and  difficult  for   the  executive  office 
In  this  State  to  have  Congress  not  make  this  point  clear  when  It 
passes  a  resolution  calling  the  National  Guard  Into  Federal  service. 
I  would  appreciate  It  If  you  would  give  this  matter  your  per- 
•onal  attention  and  keep  It  clearly  before  you. 
With  kind  regards.  I  am 
Sincerely  yours, 

Leverztt  Saltonstalx, 
Gtoremor  of  the  Commonwealth. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  whether  or  not  it  is  con- 
templated to  take  any  steps  to  remove  the  doubt  which  ap- 
parently now  exists  as  to  the  power  of  a  Governor  to  or- 
ganize a  home  guard. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  have  telegraphed  Governor  Lehman 
that  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  will  take  up 
that  matter  at  Its  next  regular  meeting  on  next  Friday,  and 
will  consider  a  bill  I  have  introduced  on  the  subject,  and  also 
a  bill  which  I  think  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  LMr. 
Bridges  1  has  introduced. 

Mr.  LODGE.     I  am  much  obliged  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Since  I  have  been  in  the  Chamber  there  has 
been  some  discussion  with  respect  to  the  trainees.  Am  I 
correct  in  my  understanding  that  if  the  National  Guard  is 
called  out.  a  certain  number  of  the  trainees  will  be  trained 
imder  National  Guard  organizations  as  well  as  imder  the 
Regular  Army? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  One  further  question:  Do  the  trainees  who 
go  into  the  National  Guard  camps  or  into  the  camps  of  the 
Regular  Army  throughout  the  country  assume  the  same  mili- 
tary status  as  the  soldiers  with  whom  they  are  training? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Yes;  they  do. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  other  words,  when  one  of  the  trainees 
goes  into  training  for  a  year,  if  an  emergency  should  arise 
during  that  time  he  would  be  a  soldier  for  all  Intents  and  pur- 
poses, and  would  go  right  along  with  the  organization? 

B£r.  SHEPPARD.     That  is  my  understanding. 

I  promised  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  I  Mr.  O'MahonitI 
to  look  up  the  matter  of  the  opinion  of  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  on  the  interdepartmental  pay  bill,  and  also  the  Army 
pay  bill.  I  find  that  on  February  19.  1940,  Mr.  Woodring 
wrote  me  in  reference  to  the  interdepartmental  pay  bill  in 
part  as  follows : 

A  copy  of  this  report  was  submitted  to  the  Director  of  the  Btireau 
of  the  Budget,  who.  after  taking  the  matter  up  with  the  President. 
Informed  the  War  Department  that  the  enactment  of  legislation 
as  proposed  in  either  the  majority  or  minority  reports  should  be 
postponed  for  the  consideration  of  a  later  Congress. 

On  July  14.  1939.  he  wrote  me  In  part,  as  follows: 
The  War  Department  has  consistently  adhered  to  the  view  that 
the  problem  of  pay  adjustment  should  be  approached  through  a 
consliieraUoa  of  the  situation  of  all  classes  of  personnel  of  all 
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services  The  Department  has  heretofore  favored  adjustments 
which  would  improve  the  pay  situation  of  the  enlisted  men  of  the 
Army  and  remove  existing  disparities  m  the  rates  of  base  pay  and 
rates  of  increase  lor  length  of  service  as  between  the  pay  of  enlisted 
men  of  the  Army  and  that  obUlnlng  In  other  armed  services. 
However,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  advised  me  that  the  pro- 
posed legislation  would  not  be  in  accord  with  the  program  of  the 
President  and  for  that  reason  the  War  Department  must  refram 
from  comment  upon  the  merits  of  the  bill. 

As  I  previously  stated,  the  entire  matter  is  still  under  con- 
sideration by  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  imderstood  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee to  state  that  in  the  event  any  member  of  the  National 
Guard  has  dependents,  or  for  some  reason  wishes  to  apply 
for  a  discharge  and  not  Uke  the  year  of  training,  the  War 
Department  would  be  willing  to  let  him  do  so. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    If  he  makes  a  good  case;  yes. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  notice  on  page  1,  line  9,  the  language, 
"with  or  without  their  consent." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  matter  of  allowing  individuals  here 
and  there  to  retire  from  the  service  Is  not  inconsistent  with 
that  statement. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  So  it  is  understood  that  those  who  have 
dependents,  and  cannot  very  well  give  up  their  jobs  and 
Uke  a  year's  training,  may  apply  for  discharge  and  be  dis- 
charged? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  think  they  may.  if  they  make  a  proper 

CftSP. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    On  the  point  about  which  the   | 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  has  been  inquiring,  with  refer-  ' 
ence  to  the  language  "with  or  without  their  consent."  it  will  ! 
be  noted  that  it  refers  back  to  the  various  Reserve  compo- 
nents, including,  of  course,  the  retired  personnel  of  the  Regu- 
lar Army. 

Lately  the  Congress  passed  an  Army  promotion  bill  which 
provided  for  the'number  of  officers  of  the  Regular  Army  and 
reduced  the  retirement  age  to  60.    In  case  of  emergency,  re- 
tired officers  may  be  called  back  to  active  service  whether  they 
want  to  return  to  the  service  or  not.  because  that  is  part  of 
their  contract  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
The  other  question  about  which  we  seem  to  be  so  much 
worried  hinges  upon  the  theory  of  deferment.    We  aU  should 
keep  in  mind  the  fact  that  the  National  Guard  wiU  be  called 
in  as  a  unit  as  now  consUtuted  in  regiments,  brigades,  or 
divisions;  that  the  National  Guard  is  never  a  full  component 
at  any  time  but  is  maintained  on  the  theory  of  keeping  a 
skeletonized  reserve.    In  talking  with  officers  of  the  General 
Staff  and  going  over  this  parUcular  measure,  it  was  shown 
that   authority   should  be   given  the  President   to   call   the 
NaUonal  Guard  into  active  service  so  that  we  would  find  out 
exactly  what  we  had  in  the  NaUonal  Guard.    Ordinarily  a 
company  whose  full  quota  in  time  of  war  is  as  high  as  200 
men  numbers  approximately  60  men  with  a  full  complement 
of  officers.    wn,en  such  a  unit  is  caUed  into  the  Federal  service 
it  goes  into  the  Federal  service  as  a  unit,  but  the  individuals 
within  that  unit  come  in  as  individuals. 

I  asked  General  Marshall  If  it  were  not  true,  judging  from 
what  we  went  through  in  the  caUing  of  the  guard  for  service 
on  the  border,  and  then  later  calling  the  guard  into  service 
into  the  Army  at  the  time  of  the  World  War.  that  the  whole 
spirit  of  the  selective-draft  theory  would  be  followed  so  that 
men  who  should  properly  be  deferred  would  be  deferred. 
Thus,  after  a  unit  has  been  brought  into  active  service,  after 
the  proper  deferment  has  taken  place,  there  will  be  more  of  a 
skeleton  organization  than  at  the  present  time.  It  will  be 
upon  that  reduced  skeleton  organization  on  which  the  expan- 
sion for  training  and  for  service  will  be  built.  Thus  it  is 
entirely  proper  that  the  pending  joint  resolution  should  be 
considered  nrst  before  we  take  up  the  selective-service  meas- 
ure.   If  we  always  keep  in  mind  that  we  can  never  tell  any- 
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thing  about  the  miliUry  force  of  the  United  States  until  the 
units  which  comprise  them  are  actually  called  into  service, 
after  deferment  under  the  selective  theory,  then  we  can  start 
building  up  the  Army  and  training  it. 
Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will   the  Senator  from 

Texas  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Texas  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  IIANAHER.  On  page  3,  line  3.  I  heard  the  Senator  in 
his  explanation  interpolate,  after  the  word  "employer",  some 
additional  language  which,  as  I  understood,  at  least,  included 
the  words  "in  interstate  commerce".  I  do  not  find  that  lan- 
gtiage  in  the  joint  resolution.  I  wonder  where  the  Senator 
from  Texas  got  the  language. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  was  in  the  Joint  resolution  at  first, 
and  I  am  sure  it  has  been  omitted  by  error.  I  thank  the 
Senator  for  calling  my  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  It  is  not  in  the  star  print  of  the  Joint 
resolution  before  us. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Very  weU.  I  will  ask  that  the  language  be 

restored. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  may  say  that  in  the  original 
amendment  the  words  "interstate  commerce"  were  included, 
but  the  Joint  resolution  as  it  was  finally  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee reads  just  as  it  is  now  before  the  Senate,  and  the  word* 
"Interstate  commerce"  were  not  included. 

The  reason  for  that  was  that  it  was  assumed  when  first  the 
idea  of  using  the  words  "mterstate  commerce"  was  conceived 
that  this  provision  of  the  measure  was  built  around  the  com- 
merce clause  of  the  Constitution  and  the  rights  under  it.  but 
the  grant  of  authority  to  organize  the  military  forces  of  the 
United  States,  to  build  armies,  is  such  an  all-embracing  and 
all-inclusive  grant  that  It  was  assumed  it  went  further  than 
the  commerce  clause  and  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  include 
the  words  "interstate  commerce."  as  the  military  grant  was 
greater,  and  included,  of  course,  the  commerce  section. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  The  Senator  from  Utah  now  is  sUghtly 
at  odds  with  the  Senator  from  Texas  In  that  the  Senator 
from  Utah  has  explained  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  the 
words  "intersUte  commerce"  on  the  ground  that  this  section 
of  the  joint  resolution  will  not  depend  upon  the  commerce 
clause  of  the  Constitution,  while  the  Senator  from  Texas, 
in  answering  my  query,  said  that  the  omission  was  an  over- 
sight and  he  intended  to  restore  the  language.  I  wUl  be 
very  happy  to  have  a  reconciliation  of  the  two  views. 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  shall  en- 
deavor to  reconcile  myself  with  the  Senator  from  Utah,  and 
that  we  shall  rea^h  an  agreement. 

Mr  GREEN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Before  the  Senator  proceeds  about  the  Na- 
tional Guard,  may  I  make  a  comment  on  page  1  of  the  Joint 

resolution  In  line  6,  which  reads: 

The  President  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  order  Into 

the  active  military  service  of   the  United  States  for  a  period  of 

12   consecutive  months,  any   or   all   members  and   unit*— 

And  so  forth.  I  understand  it  U  not  the  intention  that  the 
President  shall  be  limited  to  one  call  or  order,  but  that  he  may 
make  them  from  time  to  time,  and  that  in  each  ca.se  it  shall 
be  for  12  months.  I  suggest,  if  that  is  the  intention,  that  the 
language  be  changed  so  as  to  insert,  after  the  words  "twelve 
consecutive  months",  the  word  "each";  otherwise  It  might  be 
considered  that  the  President  has  exhausted  his  power  when 
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he  has  once  ordered  any  part  of  the  National  Guard  Into 
active  service  for  a  period  of  12  months. 

'Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  have  no  objection  to  that  suggestion, 
and  when  we  reach  the  order  of  amendments  I  shaU  be  glad 
If  the  SenatcH-  will  offer  such  an  amendment. 

Mr  OVERTON.    Mr.  President 

Mr  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana, 
.  Mr    OVERTON.    That   was   the   question   which   I    pro- 
pounded to  the  able  Senator  from  Texas  this  morning  during 
his  presentation  of  the  matter.  ^  ,  ♦w.  w  ♦k- 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  recall  the  question,  and  I  think  the 
Senator  will  agree  with  me  that  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  makes  a  good  stiggestion. 

Mr  OVERTON.  My  thought  in  the  matter  Is  that  when 
one  Is  vested  with  discretionary  authority,  and  he  once  exer- 
cises the  authority,  he  cannot  go  back  and  reexerclse  the 
authority.  I  think  that  objection  should  be  covered  by 
inserting  the  words  "authorized  from  time  to  time  to  order, 
and  so  forth. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  shall  accept  the  amendment  sug- 
gested by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  or  the  amendment 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Lsland  when  we  reach 
the  order  of  amendments.  In  the  meantime  I  shaU  try 
to  confer  with  these  Senators. 

Mr.  OVERTON.     I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  TAFT.    Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.    At  the  top  of  page  2  the  joint  resolution  pro- 
rides  that  the  members  and  imits — 

i  Shall  not  be  employed  beyond  the  limits  of  the  Western  H?ml- 
fephere  except  In  the  Ten-itories  and  possessions  of  the  United 
States,  including  the  Philippine  Islands. 

Does  that  indicate  an  mtention  or  a  possibility  of  using 
them  throughout  South  America?  For  instance,  could 
troops  be  sent  to  Brazil  or  the  Argentine? 
K  Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  cannot  answer  the  Senator's  ques- 
tion authoritatively  nor  ofBcially.  but.  under  that  language, 
the  authority  would  be  there.    It  reads: 

Itfiall  not  be  employed  beyond  the  limits  of  the  Western  Heml- 
•phere. 

I  think  the  language  itself  would  authorize  the  sending  of 
troops  to  any  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Could  the  Regular  Army  be  sent  to  Brazil  or 
Argentina,  for  instance,  without  any  further  authority  from 

the  Congress? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    It  could  be  sent  an3rwhere  in  the  Western 

JHemisphere. 

r  Mr.  TAFT.    So  that,  even  though  Congress  has  not  declared 

War.  even  though  there  has  been  no  declaration  of  war  or  of 
the  existence  of  war.  an  army  could  stiU  be  sent,  without  fur- 
ther reference  to  Congress,  to  Brazil  or  Argentina  or  any  other 
friendly  country? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Yes;  but  I  do  not  think  the  President 
would  exercise  such  authority  without  coming  to  Congress. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  shall  submit  at  the  appropriate  time  an 
amendment  to  meet  that  condition.  I  shall  be  glad  to  have 
It  read  and  lie  on  the  table  until  that  time. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Very  well. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  will  be  read. 

The  Lecislattv'i  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
all  of  section  1  beginning  with  the  words  "the  Western 
Hemisphere"  In  line  5.  page  2,  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following: 

.     Continental  United  States  and  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
tTnlted  States. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  lie  on 
the  table  and  be  printed. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  will  simply  say  that  the  purpose  of  tiie 

Mtmendment  is  to  restrict  the  power  of  the  President  with 

lizard  to  those  who  are  to  be  brought  Into  the  service  under 

this  jo*nt  resolution,  so  that  they  can  l)e  sent  to  service  only 
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within  continental  United  States  and  Territories  and  posses- 
sions Of  the  United  States,  so  that  they  cannot  be  sent  to 
foreign  countries  or  to  other  places,  including  PaUgoma  and 

Tierra  del  Fuego. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  understand. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  do. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Before  the  distinguished  Senator  takes 
his  seat,  may  I  propound  a  question  or  two  to  him? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Certainly, 

Mr.  GILLETrE.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am 
trying  to  get  into  my  mind  the  basic  ptuTsoses  of  the  joint 
resolution. 

The  present  law  en  the  statute  books  permits  the  President, 
when  Congress  shall  have  declared  a  naUcnal  emergency 
to  exist,  to  call  any  or  all  of  the  National  Guard  units  Into 
service  anywhere,  at  any  place,  for  the  diu^tlon  of  the  emer- 
gency.   That  Is  the  present  law.  as  I  understand;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  j-ield  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Let  me  suggest  that  that  Is  not  the  law 
which  applies  to  the  situation.  This  joint  resolution  deals 
with  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  not  with  the 
National  Guard.  They  are  two  different  institutions,  al- 
though the  personnel  may  be  exactly  identical.  If  the  Sen- 
ator wishes.  I  will  call  his  attention  to  that  act. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  1  shall  be  very  glad  to  have  the  infor- 
mation. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  read  from  section  71  of  the  National  De- 
fense Act.  and  it  is  found  at  page  96  of  this  green  compilation 
entitled  "The  National  D3fense  Act."    I  read: 

In   this  act.   unless  the   context   or   subject   matter   otherwise 

(a)'  "National  Guard"  or  "National  Guard  of  the  several  States. 
Territories  and  the  District  of  Columbia"  means  that  portion  of 
the  Organized  Mllltla  of  the  several  States.  Territories,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  active  and  Inactive,  federally  recognized  as 
provided  in  this  act  and  organized,  armed,  and  equipped  In  whole 
or  in  part  at  Federal  expense  and  officered  and  trained  under  para- 
graph 16.  section  8.  arUcle  I.  of  the  Constitution. 

That  is  the  part  of  the  guard  to  which  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Iowa  has  just  referred.  But  the  other  provi- 
sion, namely,  subsection  (b).  reads: 

"National  Guard  of  the  United  States"  means  a  reserve  com- 
ponent of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  composed  of  those  federaUy 
recognized  units  and  organizations  and  persons  duly  appointed  and 
commissioner  In  the  active  and  inactive  National  Guard  of  the  sev- 
eral States.  Terrltorlties.  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  who  have 
taken  and  subscribed  to  the  oath  of  office  prescribed  In  section  73  of 
this  act.  and.  who  have  been  duly  appointed  by  the  President  In  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  as  provided  In  this  act.  and 
of  those  officers  and  warrant  officers  appointed  as  prescribed  In  sec- 
tions 75  and  ill  of  this  act.  and  of  those  persons  duly  enlisted  In 
the  Natlanal  Guard  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  several  States. 
Terrltorlties,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  who  have  taken  and 
subscribed  to  the  oath  of  enlistment  prescribed  In  section  70  of 
this  act. 

It  happens  that  imder  the  law  the  same  man  may  have 
taken  both  oaths  and  may  be  concurrently  a  member  of  the 
National  Guard  and  also  a  member  of  the  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States.  But  it  is  not  necessary  to  have  the  con- 
ditions occur  for  the  calling  of  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  which  must  occur  for  the  calling  of  the 
National  Guard. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  per- 
mit me,  he  has  just  defined  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  from  his  pamphlet. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     Yes. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    The  present  law  provides: 

When  Congress  shaU  have  declared  a  national  emergency  and 
shall  have  authorized  the  use  of  armed  land  forces  of  the  United 
States  for  any  purpose  requiring  the  use  of  troops  In  excess  of 
those  of  the  Re^lar  Army,  the  President  may.  under  such  regula- 
tions. Including  such  physical  examination  as  he  may  prescribe, 
order  Into  the  active  military  service  of  the  United  States,  to  serve 
therein  for  the  period  of  the  war  or  emergency,  unless  sooner 
relieved,  any  or  all  units  and  members  of  the  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States.  , 
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That  is  the  present  law.  (^^^^^ 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Yep;  and  that  refers  to  the  other  guard. 
Tliere  are  two  powers.  One  is  the  power  to  call  and  the  other 
is  the  power  to  order,  and  in  order  that  the  President  may 
call  there  must  be  an  act  of  Congress  declaring  that  an 
emergency  exists. 
Mr.  GILLETTE.  Yes. 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    And  there  is  something  else,  if  I  remember 

correctly.        

Mr.  GILLETTE.  That  refers  to  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States.  Section  81  (a)  makes  the  addiUonal  provision 
that  in  case  the  United  States  is  invaded  or  in  danger  of 
Invasion,  or  there  Is  rebellion  against  the  United  States,  or  the 
President  is  unable  to  execute  the  laws  he  may  of  his  own 
motion,  within  certain  territorial  limitations,  call  into  the 
service  any  or  all  of  these  units.  Those  are  the  provisions 
of  the  present  law. 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  am  trying  to  get  at  the  purpose  of  the 
proposal  now  Ixifore  us.  We  have  these  other  provisions  on 
the  statute  books.  Is  It  the  intention  of  those  sponsoring 
the  proposal  before  us  to  limit  the  right  of  the  President  to 
call  the  imits  of  the  National  Guard,  if  this  measure  shall 
become  law.  to  12  months,  and  to  limit  it  to  certain  terri- 
torial definitions? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  should  answer  that  In  the  negative.  I 
think  this  Is  for  an  entirely  different  purpose  from  that  con- 
templated by  any  of  the  laws  now  on  the  statute  books. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Is  It  then  the  purpose  of  those  urging 
the  joint  resolution  to  add  to  oiu-  present  statutory  law  a 
provision  to  permit  the  President  in  his  own  discretion,  as 
he  wills,  and  in  the  manner  and  at  the  time  he  wills,  to  call 
any  units  of  the  National  Guard  into  service  anywhere  in 
the  Western  Hemisphere,  if  the  measure  is  not  amended  as 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  for  a  limit  of  12 
months?  Could  the  President,  if  this  becomes  a  law  as  it 
is  now  presented,  order  the  National  Guard  of  New  Hamp- 
shire to  Rio  de  Janeiro  for  12  months  and  permit  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  Iowa  to  remain  In  this  country? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  there  are  several  questions  in 
the  Senator's  interrogatory-,  and  when  I  say  "No,"  I  am  an- 
swering the  one  I  understand  to  be  the  last,  namely,  could 
the  President  order  the  National  Guard  of  New  Hampshire 
anywhere?  I  say,  "No:  he  has  not  any  authority  whatever 
over  the  National  Guard  of  New  Hampshire." 

The  proposal  here  is  limited  to  the  period  which  ends  June 
30,  1942.  That  takes  care  of  the  time  element  In  the  first 
part  of  the  Senator's  question.  So  that  the  President  can- 
not "at  any  time"  order  out  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States.  Within  that  period  of  time,  from  now  until  June  30, 
1942.  the  President  would  be  authorized  to  order  into  active 
military  service  for  a  period  of  12  months — and  that  is  a 
definite  period— any  or  all  members  and  units  of  any  and  all 
reserve  components  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  That 
is  all  I  call  attention  to. 
As  has  already  been  very  clearly  stated — 
The  Army  of  the  United  States  shall  consist  of  the  Regxilar  Army, 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  SUtes.  the  National  Guard  while 
In  the  service  of  the  United  States,  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps,  the 
Organized  Reserves,  and  the  EiUisted  Reserve  Corps. 

If  the  event  had  already  occurred  that  Congress  had  exer- 
cised its  authority  and  authorized  the  President  to  call  the 
National  Guard  out.  either  to  enforce  the  law,  to  repel  an 
invasion,  or  to  suppress  an  insurrection,  then  the  National 
Guard  would  be  in  the  Federal  service.  On  the  other  hand, 
iX  Congress  had  exercised  its  authority  imder  existing  law 
and  declared  an  emergency  to  exist  and  the  President  had 
called  out  the  National  Guard,  that  would  be  the  National 
Guard  in  Federal  service.  So  we  have  perhaps  the  same 
identical  men  in  two  different  capacities  mentioned  here  in 
what  constitute  the  reserve  components  of  the  United  States 
Army,  and  the  joint  resolution  deals  only  with  them. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
continue  to  yield? 
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Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  the  floor. 
Mr.  MALONEY  obtained  the  floor.' 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  WlU  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  yield 
to  me  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont? 

Mr.  MALONEY.    I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  With  the  narrowing  of  the  deflniUon  of 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  would  It  be  possible 
under  the  law.  If  there  is  a  unit  of  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  in  Vermont,  for  the  President  to  order  them  into 
service  for  12  months  at  Rlo  de  Janeiro  and  not  order  Into  the 
service  the  National  Guard  from  Indiana,  or  Virginia,  or 
Nebraska,  or  Iowa? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Of  course,  we  are  dealing  in  the  measure 
before  us  with  nothing  but  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States,  and  in  order  to  have  the  question  apply  to  this  joint 
resolution,  we  must  have  had  the  Vermont  unit  federalized. 
Assume  that  step  has  been  taken,  and  the  Vermont  unit  is  a 
part  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  or  assume 
that  these  other  powers  have  been  heretofore  exercised  and 
it  has  become  federalized;  then  the  President  could  order 
that  part  which  he  determined  necessary  anywhere  within 
the  limits  of  the  Western  Hemisphere.  I  must  read  the 
proviso  in  order  to  get  that  correct.    It  reads: 

Provided,  That  the  members  and  units  of  the  Reserve  compo- 
nents of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  ordered  into  active  Fed- 
eral service  under  this  authority  shall  not  be  employed  beyond 
the  limits  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  except  In  the  Territories  and 
possessions  of  the  United  States.  Including  the  Philippme  Islands. 

I  do  not  think  that  requires  any  interpretation.  That  is 
perfectly  clear. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  may  say  before  I  take  my  seat  that  It  is 
my  Intention  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  in 
this  measure  at  the  earliest  opportunity. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut yield  that  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from  Vermont  a 
question? 

Mr.  MALONEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  ask  the  question  solely  for  information.  I 
understand  that  a  State  unit  known  as  the  Vermont  National 
Guard,  for  Instance,  upon  taking  the  oath  prescribed,  as  I 
understand,  under  the  Defense  Act  of  1920,  becomes  federal- 
ized. When  It  becomes  federalized,  does  it  lose  Its  character 
as  a  National  Guard  unit  of  the  State  of  Vermont,  or  does  it 
continue  to  have  both  capacities? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  It  continues  to  have  both 
capacities,  in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  WHITE.  What  troubles  me  is  that,  as  I  understand, 
the  constitutional  provision  is  that  the  militia  of  the  State 
of  Vermont,  which  I  take  it  to  be  the  National  Guard  of  the 
State  of  Vermont,  can  be  called  out  only  upon  the  authority  ' 
of  the  Congress  for  three  definite  purposes,  to  which  the 
Senator  made  reference  but  a  short  time  ago,  that  is,  to  exe- 
cute the  laws  of  the  Union,  suppress  Insurrection,  and  to 
repel  invasion.  Now  because  they  have  become  federalized. 
may  the  National  Guard  of  Vermont  be  used  for  some  other 
purpose  than  those  three,  which  I  will  not  again  attempt  to 
state,  which  are  named  In  the  Constitution? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  imderstand  that  they  may 
be;  that  the  Congress,  by  the  National  Defense  Act,  has  made 
them  components  of  the  Military  EsUbllshmcnt. 

Mr.  WHITE.  So  that  by  that  federalizing  process  we  have 
lifted  the  Vermont  units  of  the  National  Guard  out  from 
imder  that  constitutional  limitation;  have  we? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  No.  If  that  National  Guard  is  treated  as 
the  militia,  the  Constitution  must  be  obeyed.  Until  the 
State  regards  its  National  Guard  as  no  longer  the  militia,  and 
creates  a  mlUtla  Independent  of  It,  I  asstune  that  under  our 
practice,  the  National  Guard  will  be  regarded  as  the  militl* 
of  constitutional  standing. 

Mr.  WHITE.  And  they  may  be  called  out  only  for  speci- 
fied purposes.  But  when  they  have  taken  a  Federal  oath.  I 
undersUnd  they  may  be  called  out  for  additional  and  other 
purposes.    Am  I  correct  about  that? 
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Mr  AUSTIN  I  may  call  attention  to  section  73  of  the 
National  Defense  Act.  which  undertakes  to  deal  with  Oils 
question  to  some  extent.  There  is  set  forth  the  oath  that  is 
required,  and  then  this  comment: 

The  President  Is  authorized  to  appoint  in  the  same  grade  and 
branch  In  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States- 
Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 

to  make  an  inquiry? 
Mr  AUSTIN.    In  the  middle  of  this  reading? 
Mr    ADAMS      I  have  not  t)een  able  to  hear  the  colloquy, 
which  probably  is  in  answer  to  my  inquiry.    Not  having  the 
benefit  of  membership  on  the  Military  Affairs  Committee.  I 
have  been  somewhat  in  doubt.    The  Constitution  says  that 
Congress  may  provide  for  the  calling  out  of  the  militia  to 
execute  the  laws,  suppress  insurrections,  and  repel  invasion. 
Mr   AUSTIN.     I  was  in  the  midst  of  reading  a  sentence 
when   this  matter  was  suddenly  interposed.     What  is  the 
relevancy  of  this  to  the  matter  I  was  reading? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  did  not  hear  what  the  Senator  was  read- 
ing    He  was  addressing  himself  to  the  Senator  from  Maine. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut yield,  and  if  so.  to  whom? 
Mr.  MALONEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 
Mr.  ADAMS.    I  do  not  want  to  disturb  the  equanimity  of 
the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  was  on  my  feet  engaged  in  a  colloquy  with 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  I  Mr.  Gillette),  and  I  find  myself 
suddenly  cff  the  floor  without  my  consent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Chair  can  explain  that 
situation.    The  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Shkppard)  yielded  to 
the  Senator  from  Iowa   I  Mr.  Giu.ktte1   for  the  purpose  of 
asking  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Austin]. 
and  neither  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  nor  the  Senator  from 
Vermont,  nor  the  Senator  from  Maine  had  the  floor  in  their 
own  right.    The  Senator  from  Texas  had  the  floor  in  his  own 
right,  and  then  when  he  surrendered  it.  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  obtained  the  floor,  because  he  had  been  waiting 
all  day  to  obtain  the  floor  and  to  make  a  speech.    The  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
(Mr.  OiLLrrril  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  finished  his  ques- 
tion, and  then  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  yielded  to  the 
Senator  from  Vermont.     That  is  the  situation  now.  except 
that  now  the  Senator  from  Colorado  asks  the  Senator  to 

yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  withdraw  my  request  for  recognition.  I 
iras  merely  seeking  to  obtain  some  light  on  a  complicated  situ- 
ation.   

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Vermont 
has  explained  to  the  Chair  that  he  was  in  the  midst  of  mak- 
ing an  answer  to  a  question.  Does  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut yield  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  MALOPreY.     Certainly.  * 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  for 
yielding.  What  I  am  about  to  read  is  more  responsive  than 
anything  I  have  thus  far  said: 

The  President  Is  authorized  to  appoint  In  the  same  grade  and 
branch  In  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  any  person  who 
is  an  offlcer  or  warrant  officer  in  the  National  Guard  of  any  State. 
Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia  and  who  is  federally  recog- 
nized in  that  grade  and  branch:  Protrided.  That  acceptance  of  ap- 
pointment In  the  same  grade  and  branch  In  the  National  Guard 
of  the  United  SUtes  by  an  officer  of  the  National  Guard  of  a  State. 
Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  shall  not  operate  to  vacate  his 
SUte.  Territory,  or  District  of  Columbia  National  Guard  office. 

Officers  or  warrant  officers  of  the  National  Guard  who  are  in  a 
ftderally  recognized  sut\is  on  the  date  of  the  approval  of  this  act 
sZxall  take  the  oath  of  office  herein  prescribed  and  shall  be  appointed 
in  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  In  the  same  grade  and 
branch  without  further  examination,  other  than  physical,  within  a 
time 'limit  to  t>e  fixed  by  the  President,  and  shall  In  the  meantime 
oontmu*  to  enjoy  all  the  rights,  benefits,  and  privileges  conferred  by 
tills  act. 
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I  think  that  is  ^sponslve  to  the  question. 


MXSSACK  ntOlf  THK  ROXJSX 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  without  amendment  the  bill  (S.  2493)  to  provide 


for  the  operaUon  of  the  recreational  faciliUes  within  the 
Chopawamsic  recreational  demonstration  project,  near 
Dumfries,  Va..  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  through  the 
NaUonal  Park  Service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  insisted  upon 
Its  amendment  to  the  bill  (S.  3929)  to  extend  the  times  for 
commencing  and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge 
across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Memphis.  Tenn..  dis- 
agreed to  by  the  Senate,  agreed  to  the  conference  asked  by 
the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  that  Mr.  Chapman.  Mr.  Kelly,  and  Mr.  Holmes 
were  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the 
conference. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House,  having 
proceeded  to  reconsider  the  bill  <H.  R.  7737)  to  amend  the 
Judicial  Code  by  adding  a  new  section  thereto,  designated 
as  section  266a.  to  provide  for  intervention  by  States  In  cer- 
tain cases  involving  the  validity  of  the  exercise  of  any  power 
by  the  United  States,  or  any  agency  thereox.  or  any  officer  or 
employee  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes,  returned  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  with  his  objections,  to  the 
House  of  Representatives,  in  which  it  originated,  it  was — 

Resolved.  That  the  said  bill  pass,  two-thirds  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  agreeing  to  pass  the  same. 

SELECTIVE-SERVICE  COMPXTLSORY  MILITARY  TRAINING 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President.  I  am  today  submitting  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Senate  an  amendment  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  for  Senate  bill  4164.  although  as  yet  Members 
of  the  Senate  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  examine  or 
study  the  bill  in  its  final  form. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  amendment  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  which  I  have  offered  may  l>e  printed  and  lie 
on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President.  I  have  not  offered  many 
changes  In  the  proposal  studied  and  prepared  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs,  but  I  have  suggested  changes  which, 
in  my  judgment,  are  extremely  important. 

I  should  like  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  in  this  proposed 
substitute  or  change  I  cannot  claim  authorship  and  I  have  no 
pride  of  composition.  What  I  have  tried  to  do  is  to  incor- 
porate in  a  bill,  or  substitute,  suggestions  made  by  others,  in 
the  hope  that  we  may  prevent  delay  of  a  matter  that  is  of 
paramount  importance  to  our  country.  This  substitute  has 
necessarily  been  hurriedly  put  together,  and  I  am  certain 
that  it  is  not  only  subject  to  correction  and  perfection,  but 
that  it  will  need  change. 

I  have  been  prompted  by  a  desire  to  do  what  I  can  to 
establish  and  maintain  national  unity.  A  proper  national- 
defense  program  without  national  unity  is  next  to  imjxjsslble. 
and  without  national  unity  it  would  be  delayed.  The  dangers 
confronting  us.  or  the  possible  dangers  confronting  us.  will 
not  permit  of  delay,  and  I  am  sure  that  every  Member  of  the 
Senate  and  practically  all  our  fellow  Americans  are  not  only 
anxious  but  will  be  insistent  that  we  accelerate  our  delibera- 
tions and  hurry  to  a  decision  on  this  exceedingly  important 
matter.    . 

My  proposed  substitute  would  not  delay  the  enactment  of 
the  bill  or  the  program  with  which  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee and  the  administration  are  so  vitally  concerned.  It 
would  not  delay  selective  compulsory  military  training  if  we 
finally  determine  that  compulsory  military  training  is  neces- 
sary. What  it  would  do.  Mr.  President,  is  afford  the  young 
men  of  the  country  a  chance  to  volunteer.  I  am  not  sure 
that  that  is  the  best  approach  to  our  great  problem,  but  I 
do  know  that  tens  of  thousands  of  our  countrymen  feel  that 
we  should  endeavor  to  build  up  our  national  defense  insofar 
as  the  Army  Is  concerned  in  what  has  been  referred  to  as 
the  traditional  way.  If  we  can  do  that  without  delay  it 
might  be  more  desirable,  because  it  might  strengthen  our 
position  of  national  unity,  and  national  unity  is  necessary. 
The  last  thing  we  want  is  a  dictated  national  unity,  and  I 
cannot  say  that  without  reminding  my  colleagues  of  the 
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Senate  that  during  the  past  several  years  every  human  effort 
has  been  made  by  the  national  administration  to  avoid  dic- 
tated national  unity.  President  Roosevelt  himself  has  yielded 
in  many  difBcult  situations  because  of  his  insistence  and 
determination  that  dictation  from  any  source  be  avoided. 
He  knows,  certainly  as  well  as  any  other  American,  how  great 
Is  our  danger,  and  he  has  said  in  connection  with  the  matter 
which  we  are  now  considering  that  he  favored,  in  principle, 
the  suggestion  before  the  MUitary  Affairs  Committee.  He 
further  insisted  that  the  way  of  working  it  out  was  the 
responsibility  and  duty  of  Congress. 

My  suggested  change  makes  provision  lor  voluntary  en- 
listments in  the  Army.  It  would  Increase  the  base  pay  of 
soldiers  from  $21  a  month  to  $30  a  month;  and  while  this 
may  incidentally  encourage  enlistments,  its  principal  purpose 
Is  to  give  just  treatment  to  the  young  men  who  offer  them- 
selves to  the  service  and  protection  of  their  country.  Unless 
and  until  their  pay  is  increased  they  are  suffering  from  dis- 
crimination. No  one  Intended  a  discrimination;  but  it  has 
been  pointed  out  that  those  enrolled  in  the  Civilian  Con- 
servation Corps  are  now  receiving  a  greater  remuneration 
than  are  the  young  men  of  the  Army.  It  has  also  been 
pointed  out  that  the  military  forces  are  paid  less  than  are 
the  naval  forces.  Tills  is  obviously  unfair,  and  a  definite 
effort  to  rectify  the  mistake  has  been  too  long  delayed. 

The  proposal  I  offer  aims  to  find  out  whether  or  not  we 
can  obtain  the  required  number  of  young  men  for  the  Army 
through  voluntary  enlistments.     It  does  not.  however,  delay 
the  necessary  aims  of  the  Army  or  the  country,  because  if 
the  volunteer  program  does  not  measure  up  to  the  expecta- 
tions of  those  who  feel  that  that  is  the  proper  procedure  it 
permits  the  operation  of  the  selective  compulsory  military 
training  program  worked  out  by  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee.     Tlie   substitute,   as  does  the   committee   measure, 
sets  up  aU  the  machinery  for  the  selective-compulsory  plan. 
but  delays  putting  it  into  effect  untU  it  is  proven  necessary. 
The  substitute  also  liberalizes  or  extends  the  provision  relat- 
ing to  men  who  are  devoting  their  lives  to  the  church,  and 
that  seems  to  me  of  like  great  importance.     Certain  other 
nations  of  the  world  have  turned  their  backs  upon  religion, 
and  in  my  judgment  the  existing  turmoil  is  due  In  a  large 
part  to  that  horrible  misfortune.    Here  in  the  United  States— 
the  last  dwelling  place  of  light  and  the  refuge  of  freedom — we 
should  make  every  effort  not  only  to  preserve  religion  but 
to  extend  it.     No  people  can  have  too  much  religion,  regard- 
less of  the  faith  they  profess:  and  if  religion  should  fail  here 
in  any  degree  my  hope  would  be  lessened. 

My  proposal  further  suggests  that  we  defer  compulsory 
military  training  of  undergraduate  college  students  imtil  they 
have  had  a  reasonable  chance  to  complete  their  education. 
I  know  that  I  need  not  point  out  that  we  are  great  and  pow- 
erful because  of  our  educational  system,  and  that  It  is  of 
importance  that  we  do  nothing  to  permit  a  set-back  in  that 
field.  I  have  endeavored  to  make  provision  that  young  men 
allowed  this  deferred  privilege  may  be  given  training  while 
they  are  still  in  school.  Circumstances  requiring  it.  they 
would  be  called  to  service  upon  the  completion  of  their  col- 
lege course. 

At  this  particular  time  I  shall  not  speak  at  length  upon  vhe 
substitute  or  the  bill.  I  want  to  do  nothing  to  delay  the 
program  or  the  plans.  Actually,  my  effort  Is  to  speed  them 
up.  Principally  my  effort  is  to  preserve  and  strengthen  our 
necessary  national  unity.  I  have  heretofore  declared  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  that  there  is  national  unity  In  the  totali- 
tarian countries  and  that  the  people  and  the  soldiers  of  those 
countries  have  an  ideal,  even  though  it  be  a  base  IdeaL 

In  the  United  States  there  are  some  few  persons  who  would 
set  aside  this  entire  plan  and  program.  With  their  views  I 
have  no  svmpathy,  although  for  their  opinions  I  necessarily 
have  respect.  It  is  idiotic  to  think  that  we  shall  spend  bU- 
lions  of  dollars  for  national  defense  and  neglect  the  training 
of  young  men  who  in  an  hour  of  emergency  would  be  called 
upon  to  fill  our  forces  and  man  our  military  equipment.  I 
pray  to  God  that  there  may  never  be  need  for  any  of  these 
young  men  to  go  to  war;  and  I  say  with  all  the  sincerity  I 


possess  that  I  do  not  believe  they  will  ever  be  called  upon  to 
go  to  war  If  we  are  properly  prepared. 

We  should  emphasize  with  all  the  force  of  expression  we 
have  that  the  bill  is  not  designed  to  take  us  to  war  but  rather 
to  keep  us  out  of  war.  It  is  a  peace  measure — nothing  more 
or  less.  We  cannot,  however,  be  blind  to  the  fact  that  we 
may  be  in  danger.  None  of  us  can  read  the  minds  of  those 
across  the  seas,  but  every  Member  of  the  Senate  has  hereto- 
fore admitted  that  there  Is  a  possibility  of  great  danger  to 
our  country.  That  admission  was  made  as  we  voted  for  large 
appropriations  for  national  defense.  I  have  been  "up  front** 
In  the  effort  to  provide  funds  for  national  defense.  As  a 
member  of  the  Appropriations  Subcommittees  for  the  Army 
and  Navy,  I  long  ago  pleaded  for  more  money  for  educational 
orders  and  for  additional  fxmds  to  build  up  our  forces  In 
almost  every  instance.  In  some  cases  I  have  been  able  to 
obtain  increases,  and  I  think  the  Record  will  show  that  I 
was  responsible,  at  least  in  part,  for  large  increases  for  our 
air  forces  over  those  proposed  by  the  Budget. 

Let  me  say  again,  at  the  risk  of  criticism  for  repetition, 
that  I  am  concerned  with  two  things,  one  the  need  for  speed 
and  the  other  the  need  for  national  unity.  I  fear  that  vmless 
we  come  quickly  to  an  agreement  we  shall  suffer  a  long- 
drawn-out  debate  which  will  tear  at  the  emotions  of  our 
people  and  divide  us  at  a  time  when  we  can  afford  it  less 
than  ever  before  In  our  history. 

I  know  that  If  we  were  at  war  the  young  men  of  our  country 
would  rush  to  the  colors,  but  I  should  not  want  to  go  to  war 
to  swell  the  ranks  of  the  Army.  I  should  not  want  a  single 
mother's  son  to  go  across  any  sea  to  fight,  and  I  have  prayed 
that  they  may  not  be  called  upon  to  fight  In  defense  of  their 
own  country  at  home,  but  I  do  want  to  be  prepared.  I  should 
rather  see  my  son  sacrifice  a  short  period  of  his  life  to  be 
prepared  than  to  make  a  greater  sacrifice  of  one  kind  or  an- 
other later. 

I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  it  is  true,  but  we  have  been 
told  that  one  or  more  of  the  once  great  nations  of  Europe 
suffered  the  horror  and  bitterness  of  defeat  because  their 
'  politicians  procrastinated  and  fell  Into  the  easy  ways  of  pro- 
cedure The  situation  of  the  moment  calls  for  courage,  and 
I  hope  no  Senator  wiU  ever  be  forgetful  of  the  vision  and  the 
challenge  of  the  founding  fathers.    I  hope  the  spirit  yet 

prevails and  I  am  sure  it  does— that  "come  the  need"  we  are 

still  ready,  for  the  defense  of  all  we  love  and  cherish,  to 
pledge  our  lives,  our  fortunes,  and  our  sacred  honor. 

ACTIVE     SERVICE     OP     NATIONAL     GUARD.     RESERVE.     AND     RETlRKO 

PERSONNEL 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen  the  conwnon  defense  and 
to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of 
Reserve  components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular 
Army  into  active  military  service. 

Mr  PEPPER  obtained  the  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.     Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator   yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    I  should  like  to  call  up  and  have  read  by 
the  clerk  an  amendment  which  I  offered  last  week. 
The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.    The    amendment    wiU    be 

read. 
The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  2.  after  Une  16.  It  1b  proposed  to  Insert  the  f°}}°^^' 
"(b)  The  President  shall,  under  such  regulations  as  bemay  pre- 
scrll^  defer  training  and  service  In  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the 
?S2dSt7tes  of  those  members  of  the  National  Guard  whose 
emp^ynfentm  industry,  agriculture  or  o">«^  °^"P?"X  °L^: 
nloyment  or  whose  work  In  engineering,  chemistry.  P^Jf'^^'^^"^ 
?lne  or  dentistry  are  found  to  be  nece«»ry  to  the  maintenance  of 
?£  mtionS  hSth.  safety,  or  interest.  The  ^etwmina^on  o  each 
deferacnt  of  training  and  service  shall  be  made  with  regard  to  the 
St^of  the  individual  and  shall  not  be  made  by^^'-'f^^f^**? 
trSlnlnK  and  service  of  Individuals  by  occupational  groups  without 
Sard  to^e  Sus  of  the  Individual  therein.  Tbe  ^es'dent  U  atao 
S^id  under  such  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe  to  defer  the 
fiS^lS  and  Service  in  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  those  member. 
r^lhe  National  Ov^ard  In  a  status  with  respect  to  persona  dependent 
?D^  thern  lOT^Pport  which  renders  their  deferment  advl^We: 
^^S5li^  ^t  no  deferment  for  any  reason  shall  be  aPP/^;«^  "^ 
oi^Ucatlon  therefor  by  an  individual  member  of  the  National 
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Guard,  m  his  own  Interest,  and  no  deferment  '«>E!  "f^*^*  ?^"  f°f " 
{muV  kner  the  cause  therefor  ceases  to  exist.  The  P^^^d^H?  «*»"" 
utUJze  the  services  of  the  National  Guard  Bureau  of  the  War  Depart- 
mentln  the  admlnLstratlon  of  this  subsection  (b)  and  the  decUions 
S ThV^lef  of  the  National  Guard  Bureau  shall  be  Ana  as  to  aU 
applications  for  deferment  of  members  ol  the  National  Guard. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  suggest  that 
committee  amendments  are  first  in  order. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  In  other  words,  my  amendment  will  be 
considered  later? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes.  Committee  amend- 
ments are  first  in  order. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President.  I  realized  that  my  amend- 
ment would  have  to  be  considered  later,  but  I  was  anxiotis  to 
have  it  read  for  the  information  of  the  Senate,  so  that  it 
might  be  included  in  the  Record  of  today. 

Mr  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  offer  an  amendment 
which  lies  on  the  desk.  I  think  It  is  in  order,  because  it  is 
an  amendment  to  an  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  There  are  several  com- 
mittee amendments,  but  the  Senator  from  Florida  now  has 
the  fioor.  When  we  come  to  the  consideration  of  amend- 
ments, the  committee  amendments  will  be  first  considered. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  first  committee 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  was,  in  section  1.  page  1.  line  5.  after  the  words  "a 
period  of",  to  strike  out  "not  to  exceed  1  year"  and  insert 
"12  consecutive  months",  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

That  during  the  period  ending  June  30.  1942.  the  President 
t>e  and  is  hereby,  authorized  to  order  Into  the  active  military 
service  of  the  United  States  for  a  period  of  12  consecutive  months, 
any  or  all  members  and  units  of  any  or  all  reserve  components  of 
the  Army  of  the  United  States,  and  retired  personnel  of  the 
Regular  Army,  with  or  without  their  consent,  to  such  extent 
and  in  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  necessary  for  the  strength- 
ening of  the  national  defense.  Prorided.  That  the  members  and 
units  of  the  reserve  components  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
ordered  Into  active  Federal  service  under  this  authority  shall  not 
be  employed  beyond  the  limits  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  except 
In  the  Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United  Slates,  including 
the  PhlUlpplne  Lslands. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  first  committee 
amendment? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  No:  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment  on  page  2.  line  18. 

Mr.  DANAHE21.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  desire  to  address  himself  to  the  first  committee 
amendment? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  As  I  understand,  we  are  now  to  proceed 
With  committee  amendments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  has  Just  stated 
the  first  committee  amendment.  If  the  Senator  from 
Florida  will  yield,  the  amendment  may  be  now  considered. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     No,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Florida 
has  the  fioor. 

I  COMMEirrS    ON    COLONIL    LINDBERGH'S    SPEECH 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  even  for  a  period  of  a  very 
few  minutes  I  would  be  reluctant  to  take  the  time  of  the 
^Senate  In  the  consideration  of  the  pending  bill,  which  I 
realize,  after  all.  Is  the  best  practicable  way  of  getting  to- 
ward the  objective  for  which  I  feel  such  very  serious  concern, 
but  I  do  not  want  this  day  to  pass  without  making  some 
comment  upon  an  address  which  was  made  yesterday  from 
the  great  city  of  Chicago  on  a  great  subject  over  the  radio 
by  Col.  Charles  A.  Lindbergh. 

As   I   imderstood    the    colonel's   address,   he   started    off 

fundamentally  with  the  proposition  that  the  action  of  the 

•  German  Government  was  largely  justified  because  of  the 

.fact  that  Germany  and  the  Central  Powers  were  poor  while 

.the  British  Empire  was  rich  and  there  had  been  a  treaty  of 

Versailles  wUicli  gave  also  just  cause  for  the  course  which 
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has  been  followed  by  the  German  ChanceDor  and  the  Ger- 
man Government. 

Thereafter  the  colonel  proceeded  to  the  further  point 
that  it  was  pretty  obvious  that  Germany  was  about  to  win 
the  war  and  that  the  United  States  should  adapt  itself  to  a 
world  in  which  Germany  stood  supreme  so  far  as  the  con- 
tinent of  Europe  was  concerned. 

Then  the  colonel  suggested  to  his  country  that  it  should 
be  willing  to  participate  in  some  measures  that  would  tend  to 
bring  about  world  peace. 

Mr.  President.  I  attribute  to  every  other  person  in  the 
whole  United  States  the  same  patriotism  and  the  same  sin- 
cerity which  any  Senator  upon  this  floor,  or  any  other  person, 
woiUd  claim  for  himself.  It  is  perfectly  understandable  that 
men  will  have  differences  of  opinion  which  are  equally  honest. 
I  am  not  at  all  surprised  that  Colonel  Lindbergh  should  find 
in  the  German  people  and  in  the  attitude  and  policy  of  the 
German  Government  many  things  that  claim  his  whole- 
hearted admiration. 

I  regard  the  colonel   as  one  of  the  men  of  remarkable 
genius  that  this  generation  has  produced;  but  I  suggest  that 
It  is  a  mechanical  genius,  a  dispassionate  genius,  which  has 
never   been    particularly    noted    for    its   sentimentality,    its 
sympathy,  or  its  human  qualities.    So  I  can  well  understand 
how  the  colonel  might  have  been  vividly  impressed  with  the 
meticulous  methods  for  which    the    German  people  are  fa- 
mous:   that    the    marvelous   organization    which    has   been 
exhibited  by  the  ruthless  German  military  machine  must  have 
had  a  great  hold  upon  his  affection  and  his  admiration:  and 
that  the  thoroughness  and  the  scientific  attitude  with  which 
the  German  official  mind  approaches  every  problem  and  brings 
it  into  harmony  and  synchronization  with  other  things  cer- 
tairxly  must  have  seemed  to  him  as  almost  human  perfection. 
But  I  was  somewhat  astonished  that  a  man  holding  the  posi- 
tion which  the  colonel  holds  would  venture  to  say  to  the 
American  people  that  the  course  of  the  German  Government 
was  justifiable  and  to  give,  by  implication  at  least,  his  bene- 
diction to  their  brazen  efforts  to  do  what  they  aspire  to  do. 
He  gave,   as  a  suggestion    of    justification,    the    Versailles 
Treaty. 

Mr.  President,  when  Bismarck  provoked  the  war  with 
Schleswig-Holstein  and  took  that  nation's  territory  upon  his 
own  initiative  there  was  no  Versailles  Treaty:  when  the  same 
Bismarck,  a  little  later,  provoked  an  unjustifiable  war  with 
Austria  there  were  no  Versailles  Treaty:  and  when,  in  1870.  the 
German  Chancellor,  Bismarck,  willfully  and  cold-bloodedly, 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  on  war  with  Prance,  forged  a  tele- 
gram in  order  to  inflame  his  people  so  that  they  would  sup- 
port war.  there  was  no  Versailles  Treaty,  and  Central  Europe 
then  was  not  a  glaring  example  of  poverty,  while  Prance  and 
Great  Britain  were  very  glaring  examples  of  bloated  wealth 
and  ,|iches. 

So,  Mr.  President.  I  can  see  nmning  throughout  the  whole 
course  of  the  German  Government  since  Bismarck's  day  but 
one  national  ambition,  namely,  empire,  conquest,  gain,  ex- 
panse by  one  doctrine  alone— force;  in  all  that  time  I  have 
never  seen  the  German  Government  stand  before  the  world 
as  an  advocate  of  anything  but  force  in  the  coimsels  of  men 
except  for  a  short  time  while  that  government  was  a  member 
of  the  League  of  Nationos. 

So  it  does  not  seem  to  me.  Mr.  President,  however  con- 
scientious the  able  colonel  may  have  been  in  the  view  which 
I  know  he  seriously  and  honestly  entertains,  that  he  was 
justified  in  the  assumption  that  all  that  Hitler  and  modern 
Germany  under  the  Nazi  Party  have  done  has  been  justified 
by  the  Versailles  Treaty.  In  1914,  indeed  Mr.  President,  there 
was  no  Versailles  Treaty  that  sent  the  German  legions  march- 
ing across  the  frontier  of  Belgium,  which  certainly  was  not  a 
provocative,  threatening  nation  against  the  German  people. 
So.  if  there  was  no  Versailles  Treaty  in  1866,  as  I  recall  the 
date,  in  1870,  and  in  1914  to  justify  the  aggressions  of  the 
German  Government,  I  am  not  very  strongly  persuaded  that 
the  Versailles  Treaty  was  the  occasion  for  taking  Denmark 
and  Norway.  Holland  and  Belgium,  and  Luxemberg,  wlilcb 
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had  nothing  to  do  with  that  treaty,  and  many  other  nations 
which  were  the  victims  of  that  government's  aggression. 

Then,  of  course,  the  colonel  said  that  the  Germans  were 
poor  people  and  wanted  territory  ujwn  which  to  expand.  Poor 
old  Chamberlain  believed  that  argxunent.  Perhaps  he  was 
disillusioned  a  long  time  ahead  of  the  able  colonel.  Perhaps 
the  colonel  may.  too,  some  day,  be  just  another  deluded 
Chamberlain  sitting  and  sighing  to  himself  over  the  wreckage 
of  civilization. 

I  tjelleved  that  man  in  what  he  aaid.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
Chamberlain  Ijelleved  every  word  oX  Hitler  at  Berchtesgaden  when 
he  said  he  merely  wanted  to  rescue  a  victimized  German  popula- 
tion who  had  artificially  been  created  Into  an  artificial  state.  He 
wanted  to  incorporate  them  Into  the  Reich,  which  seemed  to  be  a 
pertectly  natural  ev»n  a  laudable  ambition,  one  upon  which  men 
could  not  conscientiously  differ,  because  our  own  President  Wilson 
had  said  Irec  determination,  sell -determination,  are  the  right  of 
the  peoples  of  the  earth. 

So  the  world  countenanced  Hitler  taking  over  Czechoslo- 
vakia and  dismembering  it,  believing  that  Hitler  meant  what 
he  said  when  he  stated,  "This  is  all  the  territorial  ambition 
I  have  in  Europe." 

Then  what  did  he  do?  A  little  later  he  took  the  remainder 
of  Czechoslovakia,  which  had  no  claim  whatever  to  being  a 
part  of  the  Reich. 

The  colonel  says  "but  they  are  poor."  EMd  Denmark  have 
anything  to  do  with  their  poverty?  Did  Norway  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  it?  Did  some  of  the  other  countries  which 
have  been  victimized,  Belgium,  for  instance,  have  anything 
to  do  with  their  poverty?  Why  attack  helpless  and  irre- 
sponsible people  to  right  a  wrong,  even  if  poverty  be  the 
wrong  Inflicted  upon  them? 

Mr.  President,  it  does  not  seem  that  Colonel  Lindbergh 
and  Mussolini  are  at  one  in  their  argument  as  to  why  the 
German  Government  entered  the  war.  When  Italy  entered 
Into  the  war  Mussolini  made  a  hair-raising  speech  in  which 
to  the  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  gathered  Italians, 
he  said.  "This  is  a  phase  of  a  world  revolution."  He  did  not 
speak  about  the  poverty  of  Central  Europe,  but  said  it  was 
a  revolution  that  was  going  to  overturn  the  existing  order 
and  put  a  new  order  In  iU  place;  that  it  was  going  to  break 
down  existing  empires  and  set  up  new  ones;  It  was  going  to 
unhorse  people  that  had  saved  anything  out  of  the  past  and 
substitute  in  their  stead  a  people  who  gained  by  loot  in  this 
generation.  Yet  the  colonel  says,  at  least,  by  Implication, 
that,  because  of  the  poverty  of  Central  Europe,  the  Germans 
were  driven  into  this  great  effort. 

Mr.  President,  if  poverty  alone  was  the  occasion  of  it, 
when  are  they  going  to  be  satisfied?  How  much  will  they 
have  to  take  besides  what  they  have  already  taken  in  order 
to  satisfy  their  appetites  for  gain  and  conquest  and  loot? 
That  is  the  reason  some  of  us  are  concerned  about  this 
hemisphere.  The  German  Government  does  believe  in  tak- 
ing the  property  of  those  who  have,  and  we  happen  to  be 
one  of  those  who  have.  So  is  South  America.  So  they  turn 
their  lustful,  greedy  eyes  upon  every  green  spot  upon  the 
face  of  the  earth  and  are  going  to  try  to  trample  it  into 
their  own  subjugation. 

But  the  most  startling  of  all  the  comments  the  able 
colonel  made  was  to  state  very  clearly  that  he  was  not 
concerned  about  the  issue  of  this  war,  for  the  reason  that  it 
was  merely  another  land-grabbing  contest  between  Etiropean 
powers,  that,  so  far  as  we  were  concerned,  we  had  nothing 
to  do  with  it.  that  we  were  not  concerned  in  its  outcome, 
and  we  should  not  have  anything  to  do  with  It  or  anything 
to  say  about  it. 

Mr.  President,  If  the  colonel  were  right  In  that  premise. 
I  would  agree  with  him.  The  last  thing  in  the  world  that 
I  want  to  concern  myself  with  or  I  want  to  see  my  Govern- 
ment concern  Itself  with  is  a  squabble  involving  the  desire 
and  effort  of  one  nation  to  take  territory  from  another 
nation  in  Europe.  Por  that  reason,  I  would  favor  in  no  sense 
ever  sending  abroad  by  this  Government  one  soldier  or 
sailor  or  marine  or  anybody  else  to  fight  In  a  struggle  for 
territory  on  the  continent  of  Europe. 


But.  Mr.  President,  for  the  colonel  to  say  that  this  Is  Just  a 
land-grabbing  contest  between  powers  indicates  that  he  has 
utterly  missed  the  whole  point  of  this  war.  because,  as  1  said, 
Mussolini  says  it  Is  a  world  revolution,  and  this  is  just  a  phase 
of  it.  Yet  Colonel  Lindbergh,  speaking  supposedly  with  great 
knowledge  and  background  and  perspective,  says  It  Is  just  a 
land-grabbing  contest  between  European  powers. 

Mr.  President,  in  this  speech  the  colonel  went  one  step 
further.  He  very  definitely  implied  that  we  ought  to  live  In 
peace  and  harmony  and  cordiality  with  Germany  as  the  victor 
of  this  war;  for,  according  to  his  hypothesis.  It  did  not  matter 
very  much,  anyway,  which  nation  won:  It  would  be  the  same 
kind  of  a  world.  We  would  not  be  affected  by  the  issue  of  It, 
and  therefore  why  should  we  concern  ouraelves  about  who 
won? 

I  just  happened  to  pick  up  the  Washington  SUr  of  yester- 
day, and  on  page  A-14.  in  the  first  column,  I  read  these 
headlines: 

Totalitarian  sweep  has  crushed  labor  In  conquered  lands. 

I  ask  you  to  find  a  labor  union  In  any  cotmtry  that  has  been 
conquered  by  Gtermany.  Name  one  where  the  right  of  collec- 
tive bargaining  lives,  where  the  right  to  strike  lives. 

I  ask  you  to  find,  in  all  the  territory  that  Germany  has  con- 
quered, a  free  newspaper  in  which  the  right  to  print  the  truth 
according  to  the  judgment  and  wisdom  of  the  editor  may  be 
exercised. 

I  ask  you.  Mr.  President,  to  find  In  the  conquered  territory 
that  Hitler's  iron  heel  has  crushed  an  instance  of  the  right  of 
free  speech  without  going  to  a  concentration  camp  or  being 
stood  against  a  wall  and  shot. 

I  ask  you,  Mr.  President,  In  all  that  broad  land,  that 
pathetic  territory  where  the  muflled  sobs  of  crying  babes  and 
angtiished  mothers  almost  drown  out  every  other  sound,  to 
find  an  Instance  In  which  the  right  of  freedom  of  assembly 
exists. 

I  ask  you,  Mr.  President — ^you  who  love  God  and  worship 
Him — to  find  a  free  church  in  all  that  territory;  to  find  a 
lodge  of  freemasons,  where  men  may  dedicate  themselves  to 
a  cause  of  any  kind  that  appeals  to  their  conscience. 

I  ask  you.  Mr.  President,  where  does  free  trade  live  In  all 
that  broad  expanse?    Where  does  any  freedom,  any  liberty,  ^ 

Uve? 

I  do  not  like  to  make  comparisons.  I  have  never  rested 
what  I  have  ventured  to  say  upon  the  virtues  of  Great  Britain. 
I  do  not  care  whether  anyone  likes  Great  Britain  or  not,  and 
I  shall  never  strive  to  be  an  apologist  for  Great  Britain.  They 
have  had  their  good  qualities  and  their  bad  qualities,  their 
noble  days  and  their  ignoble  days;  but,  Mr.  President,  what 
Germany  stands  for  is  not  the  kind  of  thing  that  Britain  has 
stood  for  as  I  read  history.  In  modern  times  at  least.  So  for 
the  colonel  to  Insult  every  Intelligent  man's  opinion  by  asking 
him  to  believe  that  It  makes  no  difference  who  dominates 
Europe  and  who  wins  this  war  is  almost  unthinkable  for  a 
man  of  his  supposed  InteUigence. 

These  other  nations  have  not  threatened  us  with  their  spies. 
Go  to  a  country  in  this  continent  and  see  If  it  is  not  Infested 
with  German  spies.  So  far  as  I  know  the  other  nations  have 
not  done  that.  Go  find  the  "fifth  columnists"  with  their 
slimy,  serpentine  trail  leading  to  the  destruction.  If  possible, 
of  every  sacred  institution  we  have.  So  far  as  I  know,  other 
nations  are  not  threatening  that.  Find  an  evidence  of  other 
nations  trying  to  strangle  trade  in  the  way  that  we  know  It. 
where  free  men  may  trade  with  free  men  even  unto  the  ends 
of  the  earth.    I  do  not  know  where  It  exists. 

So,  Mr.  President.  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  colonel  has 
no  horror  about  Hitler  winning  the  war.  To  him  the  Ger- 
man Fuehrer  no  doubt  holds  up  a  worthy  objective.  Per- 
haps he  would  like  to  see  life  regimented  in  the  way  the 
Germans  have  regimented  It.  organized  in  the  way  they  have 
organized  It,  conducted  In  the  thorough  way  In  which  they 
conduct  It.  At  least,  Mr.  President,  I  am  led  to  that  con- 
clusion. 

Mr.  NEELY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr  NEELY.  Of  course.  Colonel  Lindbergh's  theory  is  dif- 
ferent from  that  which  the  able  Senator  from  Florida  is  now 
expounding. 

Today's  Washington  Daily  News  carries  the  following  head- 
line: 

Lindbergh  heads  third  party.  Rome  hears. 

Under  that  Ls  a  report  of  the  speech  which  the  colonel  made 
in  Chicago  yesterday.    It  sUtes  that  Lindbergh  said: 

No  foreign  nation  would  desire  to  invade  the  United  States  If  It 
does  not  mterefere  In  such  a  nation's  affairs. 

He  evidently  predicates  that  wise  and  truthful  assertion 
upon  the  fact  that  Germany  did  not  desire  to  invade  Holland, 
because  Holland  had  not  interfered  in  Germany's  affairs:  that 
Germany  did  not  desire  to  Invade  Denmark,  because  Denmark 
had  not  interfered  in  her  affairs:  that  Germany  did  not  desire 
to  Invade  Luxemburg.  l)ecause  that  helpless  little  coimtry  had 
not  interfered  in  Germany's  affairs. 

In  view  of  all  which,  and  many  other  similar  facts,  was  not 
Colonel  Lindbergh  fully  justified  in  assuming  that  Hitler  would 
never  desire  to  invade  the  United  States? 

Furthermore,  according  to  this  newspaper  article,  the  col- 
onel said: 

European  nations  are  fighting  a  war  over  the  division  of  territory 
and  wealth. 

Had  the  Senator  from  Florida  understood  that  there  was 
any  controversy  between  Germany  and  Belgium  over  the 
cUyision  of  territory  or  wealth  at  the  time  Hitler  overran  that 
country:  or  that  there  was  any  controversy  between  Germany 
and  Holland  about  territory  or  money,  when  Hitler  destroyed 
Rotterdam;  or  that  there  was  a  controversy  with  Czecho- 
slovakia over  territory  or  wealth  when  Hitler's  gangsters  with 
armored  trucks  removed  $100,000,000  in  gold  from  Prague  to 
Berlin  after  Germany  had  bathed  the  land  of  the  unoffending 
Czechs  with  blood? 

In  brief,  does  not  recent  history  prove  that  the  colonel's 
premise  is  sheer  nonsense  and  that  the  conclusion  he  draws 
from  It  is  as  false  as  the  word  of  the  military  monster  who  is 
now  terrorizing  the  world  and  revelling  in  the  blood  of  slaugh- 
tered men? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  am  very  much  indebted  to 
the  able  Senator  from  West  Virginia  for  the  questions  he  has 
put.  Neither  one  of  those  questions  requires  any  answer  from 
anybody  on  this  floor  or  in  this  Congress,  because  I  l)elieve 
every  well-informed  citizen  in  America  knows  the  clear-cut 
answer,  and  that  the  answer  is  "No."  as  the  able  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  intimated  in  the  way  he  asked  the  questions; 
that  all  history  belies  every  conclusion  that  Colonel  Lindbergh 
has  reached  in  considering  this  situation. 

But  I  was  about  to  say.  Mr.  President,  that  I  can  well  under- 
stand that  Colonel  Lindbergh's  attitude  is  a  little  different 
from  that  of  some  of  the  rest  of  us.  The  colonel  has  not  just 
become  an  admirer  of  Germany.  The  colonel  has  been  an 
admirer  of  Germany  for  a  long  time,  and  the  sentiments  have 
been  reciprocated  to  the  extent  that  the  hand  of  Mr.  Goering — 
the  man  whose  planes  have  murdered  untold  thousands  of 
men,  women  and  children,  most  of  them  noncoml>atant&.  since 
this  war  started — tne  very  hand  that  pushed  the  button  that 
destroyed  countless  families,  and  l>athed  Europe  in  blood, 
pinned  the  cross  of  recognition  and  merit  upon  the  breast 
of  Lindbergh.  And  now.  while  his  breast  is  still  warm  with 
that  embrace,  without  repudiating  whatever  heinous  offense 
has  later  been  committed  by  those  who  thus  decorated  him, 
he  now  dares  to  counsel  America's  people  to  feel  his  affection 
and  admiration  for  that  kind  of  a  government! 

So.  Mr.  President,  as  the  Senator  Indicated,  there  must 
have  been  rejoicing  yesterday  not  only  in  Rome  but  in  Ber- 
lin. They  must  have  chuckled  with  satisfaction  as  they 
heard  those  words  coming  from  what  was  once  America's 
most  honored  hero,  a  man  whose  magic  journey  to  fame 
came  about  from  his  having  flown  an  airplane  that  landed 
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upon  the  soil  that  Is  now  enslaved  by  the  very  nation  which  he 
admires  and  honors. 

The  other  day,  as  the  ship  America  approached  the  city 
of  New  York  through  the  harbor,  and  the  tugboats  and  the 
sirens  and  the  city  cfflcials  and  the  populace  along  the 
shores  were  shouting  their  enthusiastic  welcome  to  that 
pride  of  our  merchant  marine,  my  heart  was  saddened,  and 
I  felt  almost  like  retreating  from  the  celebration,  when  my 
eye  turned  to  the  left,  and  I  saw  the  Statue  of  Liberty 
standing  there  with  hand  outstretched  and  countenance  be- 
nign, looking  upon  those  who  enter  the  harbor  of  our  great- 
est city,  when  I  reflected  that  that  Statue  of  liberty  was 
put  there  by  contributions  volimtarily  made  by  the  children 
of  Prance.  So,  Mr.  President,  France  was  at  Yorktown, 
and  French  children  held  up  the  Statue  of  Liberty  to  all  who 
come  to  this  world  of  freedom  from  slavery  abroad;  yet  I 
have  not  heard  Colonel  Lindbergh  express  any  sympathy 
for  the  French  or  speak  about  their  good  qualities.  I  have 
heard  of  no  tear  falling  from  his  eyes  for  a  single  child  that 
has  been  the  victim  of  Goering's  Stukas  and  bombing  planes. 
Mr.  President,  this  man  who  built  a  mechanical  heart  and 
gained  renown  for  building  a  mechanical  heart,  I  venture  to 
say.  reflects  more  the  sentiments  of  a  mechanical  heart  than 
a  human  heart. 

Mr.  MINTON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Adams  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Colonel  Lindbergh,  this  great  aviator— 
and  he  is  a  great  aviatos — has  distinguished  himself  as  a 
flier  more  than  anything  else,  but  has  the  Senator  heard  of 
Colonel  Lindbergh  offering  his  service  as  a  flier  to  his  country 
in  this  great  emergency,  when  one  of  the  agencies  we  are 
trying  so  hard  to  build  up  is  the  air  force  of  our  country? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Knowledge  of  such  an  offer  on  his  part  has 
not  come  to  my  attention,  at  least.  Perhaps  the  colonel 
might  think  that  with  such  an  obnoxious  policy  as  the  Con- 
gress and  the  executive  oflScials  of  this  Government  have 
determined  upon,  perhaps  he  would  not  like  to  wear  the 
uniform  of  this  country,  and  I  do  not  suppose  he  would  be 
terribly  frightened  if  news  came  that  Hitler  was  at  the 
boundary  of  America,  because  Colonel  Lindbergh  would 
know  that  at  least  Colonel  Lindbergh  would  not  be  harmed 
under  the  Fuehrer  of  Germany. 

Mr.  NEELY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NEELY.  I  do  not  think  we  should  criticize  the  colonel 
for  not  having  volunteered  to  enter  the  service  indicated  by 
the  able  senator  from  Indiana,  because  so  far  Lindbergh  has 
not  even  offered  to  enlist  in  the  flying  corps  of  Germany, 
and  if  he  would  not  enlist  over  there  where  his  idols  are,  of 
course  he  would  not  enlist  anywhere.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  yesterday  will  be 
remembered ;  but  that  it  will  be  remembered  by  the  American 
people  in  a  way  different  from  that  in  which  the  able  colonel 
would  have  them  remember  it.  Instead  of  remembering  the 
words  of  Colonel  Lindbergh  uttered  yesterday,  I  hope  the 
American  people  will  prefer  to  remember  the  words  that  were 
uttered  by  an  old  man,  one  who  has  no  ambition  to  satisfy, 
no  fame  to  exploit,  no  grand  future  to  challenge  his  efforts, 
an  old  man  who  has  given  his  life  to  his  country,  wearing  his 
coimtry's  uniform,  who  took  the  radio  a  little  while  after 
Colonel  Lindbergh  did,  and  who  counseled  his  fellow  citizens, 
in  words  of  paternal  affection,  to  beware,  and  not  only  to 
beware,  but  to  take  steps  to  defend  their  loved  land  against 
the  known  aggressions  of  the  German  people. 

Mr.  President,  I  suspect  that  General  Pershing  is  a  wiser 
counseUor  to  the  American  people  about  their  security  than 
is  Colonel  Lindbergh,  because  General  Pershing  has  felt  Ger- 
man steel,  he  has  been  in  the  armed  service  of  his  country,  he 
knows  the  sinister  power  of  Germany,  and  its  ruthlessness. 
He  has  seen  what  the  German  Army  can  do  upon  Europe's 
soil.    General  Pershing  is  bequeathing  to  his  people   the 


legacy  of  his  affectionate  counsel,  not  to  let  the  horror  of 
that  thing  ever  venture  to  come  to  their  soil. 

B4r.  President,  General  Pershing  has  never  had  a  medal 
from  the  head  of  the  German  Air  Corps,  he  has  never  been 
embraced  by  the  triumvirate  that  controls  and  dictates  the 
policy  of  Germany.  He  has  Just  been  a  leader  of  his  own 
country's  citizen  army,  which,  in  spite  of  all  they  would  say 
about  it.  held  off  25  years  longer  that  devastating  flame  which 
is  now  threatening  again  to  scorch  the  earth  as  it  already  has 
scorched  Europe. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  does  not  the  Senator  think  that 
if  Colonel  Lindbergh  had  not  earned  his  German  medal  when 
It  was  presented  to  him  he  has  by  now  earned  it?    ILaughter.l 

Mr  PEPPER.  I  appreciate  the  sentiment  of  fair  play 
which  has  entered  into  the  remarks  of  the  able  Senator  from 
Oklahoma,  because  naturally  he  is  a  straightforward  Ameri- 
can, who  wants  a  man  to  have  nothing  he  does  not  earn,  and 
I  know  he  indicates  very  strongly  that  there  has  been  no 
gratuity  in  the  bestowal  of  that  medal  upon  our  former  emi- 
nent hero. 

In  perhaps  a  few  hours,  perhaps  a  few  days,  perhaps  a  few 
months,  the  people  of  this  country  will  have  to  decide  whether 
they  are  going  to  follow  the  chief  of  the  "fifth  column"  in 
this  country,  America's  ancient  hero.  Colonel  Lindbergh,  or 
whether  they  are  going  to  follow  the  counsel  of  a  man  who  is 
just  as  deep  in  the  affections  of  his  fellow  citizens  as  he  was 
the  day  he  came  back  in  command  of  his  country's  victorious 
armies — a  man  who  by  not  one  single  act  has  diminished  his 
stature  in  the  esteem,  the  confidence,  and  the  admiration  of 
his  people;  a  heroic  figure  who  made  a  magnificent,  heroic, 
lone,  single-handed  struggle  against  the  grim  reaper,  Death, 
and  won,  as  he  won  leading  a  citizens'  army  against  the 
hordes  of  a  German  Kaiser  who  was  the  first  Hitler  of  this 
generation. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  all  I  desire  to  say  is  that  if  we 
would  turn  back  the  pages  of  history  to  1917,  we  could  find 
almost  the  same  words  which  have  been  uttered  here  this 
afternoon  against  Colonel  Lindbergh,  but  they  were  uttered 
then  against  his  distinguished  father.  Representative  Lind- 
bergh, who  was  also  against  war.  We  could  find  almost  the 
same  sentiment,  almost  the  identical  sentiment,  and  I  fear 
the  same  result  may  occur  in  1940  as  a  consequence  of  the 
same  warmongering. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  In  his  radio  address  Colonel  Lind- 
bergh asked  the  United  States  to  cooperate  with  Hitler.  In 
other  words,  he  would  have  us  grasp  Hitler's  hand,  slippery 
with  the  blood  of  human  beings,  and  the  colonel  is  critical  of 
an  administration  which  cannot  grasp  a  hand  dripping  with 
human  blood. 

ACrrVK  SERVICE  OF  KATIONAL  GTTAKD.  RESERVE.  AKD  RETIRED 

PERSONNEL 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and 
to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of 
Reserve  components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular 
Army  into  active  military  service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreemg 
to  the  first  amendment  of  the  committee,  on  page  1,  line  5. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment,  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Green  1  and  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana [Mr.  Overton.] 

Bdr.  OVERTON.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  did  not  know  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana had  entered  the  Chaml)er. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  am  very  grateful  to  the  Senator  from 
Texas  for  suggesting  that  the  committee  amendment  be 
amended.  The  amendment  I  wish  to  suggest,  if  the  Senator 
from  Texas  will  yield  to  me  for  that  purpose.  Is  on  page  1. 
line  4,  after  the  word  "authorized"  to  insert  the  words  "from 
time  to  time."  . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ment Is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DAVIS.     Mr.  President,  let  the  clerk  state  the  amend- 

ment 


Mr.  OVERTON.  I  have  two  amendments,  which  should  be 
considered  together. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  sUte  the 
amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  1,  Une  4.  after  the  word  "au- 
thorized", it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  words  "from  time  to 
time." 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  as  complementary  to  that 
amendment,  on  line  6  in  the  committee  amendment,  after  the 
word  "months."  I  move  to  Insert  the  word  "each,"  so  that  it 
will  authorize  the  President  "from  time  to  time  to  order  into 
the  active  military  service  of  the  United  States  for  a  period 
of  12  consecutive  months  each,"  and  so  forth. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  Pr^ent,  I  should  like  to  make  an 
Inquiry. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Did  the  Chair  put  the  question  on  the 
first  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tlie  Chair  put  the  question 
on  the  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  But  one  of  the  amendments  was  not  to 
a  committee  amendment.  "Rie  amendment  in  line  4  was  not 
to  a  committee  amendment.    I  will  ask  that  the  clerk  read 

the  amendment.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment. 

The  Chokf  Clkrk.  On  page  I.  Une  4,  after  the  word 
"authorized",  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  words  "from  time 
to  time." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  amendment  was  agreed 
to  without  objection.  Now.  the  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the .  amendment  proposed  to  the  amendment  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  wish  to  make  an  Inquiry  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas.  I  have  been  somewhat  disturbed  by  this  12 
consecutive  months'  provision.  As  I  understand  the  situ- 
ation, as  the  joint  resolution  is  before  the  Senate,  un- 
amended, if  the  President  calls  into  service  a  member  of 
the  National  Guard,  he  must  serve  not  less  than  12  months 
or  more  than  12  months.  In  other  words,  regardless  of 
what  the  emergency  may  be,  the  President  may  not  con- 
tinue him  in  service  for  another  day  after  the  12  months 
has  passed,  and  if  the  emergency  disappears  he  may  not 
release  him.  That  is,  the  members  of  the  guard  are  in 
for  a  full  12  months.  In  other  words,  there  is  a  sacred  period 
of  12  months  which  cannot  be  varied. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  That  is  correct;  but  my  amendment 
does  not  concern  that  provision.  My  amendment  is  merely 
to  make  it  clear  that  the  President  can  exercise  the  au- 
thority from  time  to  time.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
period  of  training  or  service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ix)Uisiana 
[Mr.  Overton],  to  the  amendment. 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  question  now  is  on  the  committee   amendment   aa 
amended. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  take  this  occasion 
to  state  my  views  on  the  theory  of  the  pending  measure 
as  I  understand  it. 

In  my  judgment  we  should  not  provide  for  the  service  of 
these  men  in  such  broad  language  as  is  provided  in  sec- 
Uon  2;  that  is,  that  they  can  be  put  to  service  anywhere  in 
the  Western  Hemisphere.  The  theory  on  which  I  support 
this  measure  is  that  it  wlU  bring  into  service  some  200.000 
to  400  000  men,  and  beginning  with  men  who  are  already 
partially  trained,  give  them  active  training.  I  doubt 
whether  that  will  be  necessary.  I  do  not  believe  it  will  be 
necessary.  But  if  the  Regular  Army,  enlarged  a.s  we  have 
now  enlarged  it.  is  not  sufficient.  It  seems  to  me  the  power 
given  to  the  President  by  the  Joint  resolution.  If  exercised, 
will  result  In  practically  doubling  the  standing  Army  In  a 
very  short  time,  or  at  least  wiU  train  men  who  will  be  able 
to  take  the  field  as  trained  and  seasoned  men. 
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If  we  are  opposed  to  universal  compulsory  military  train- 
ing the  cry  almost  always  goes  up  that  we  may  be  caught 
in  an  emergency  without  an  Army  large  enough  to  defend 
cur  country  until  we  can  train  a  large  number  of  men  suffi- 
ciently so  they  will  be  fit  for  battle  duty.  I  think  there  is 
something  in  that  argument.  It  is  a  good  argument  if  we 
admit  that  our  standing  Army  is  not  sufQciently  large  to 
meet  an  emergency  until  we  have  time  to  train  an  army 
large  enough  to  do  the  work  contemplated.  I  support  the 
theory  out  of  respect  for  those  who  hold  that  opinion,  even  , 
though  I  myself  do  not  hold  that  opinion.  I  support  it 
because  I  think  the  passage  of  this  measure  will  be  sufB-  | 
cient  for  present  emergencies  and  ought  to  bring  about  j 
the  defeat  of  the  compulsory  military  training  bill,  con-  j 
slderation  of  which  will  follow  the  enactment  of  the  pend-  i 
ing  measure. 

The  object  of  the  pending  measure  is  to  train  a  great 
number  of  men  who  are  already  partially  trained,  and  add 
them  to  our  Army.  Personally.  I  do  not  see  how  an  enemy 
army  can  succeed  in  invading  our  country  without  making 
great  preparations  for  such  invasion,  which  would  take  more 
time  than  would  be  necessary  to  train  an  army  to  defend 
our  country.  We  must  take  into  consideration  that  a  for- 
eign army  mu.st  accomplish  three  things  before  it  can  suc- 
cessfully invade  our  territory.  One  is  the  destruction  of 
our  Navy,  another  is  the  destruction  of  our  air  force,  and 
ihe  third  is  the  destruction  of  our  standing  Army. 
Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  NOFIRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.    LEE.    Does    the   Senator    believe    that    the    United 
States  should  maintain  the  Monroe  doctrine,  that  is,  repel 
any  attempt  at  settlement  in  or  the  establishment  of  a  mill-  , 
tary  base  in  South  America? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  to  begin  with,  I  would  not 
say  that  I  think  our  country  ought  to  be  prepared  to  de- 
fend every  foot  of  South  and  Central  America  and  North 
America.  It  depends  on  where  and  how  far  one  thinks  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  ought  to  be  applied.  It  has  already  been 
carried  far  beyond  the  point  the  President  who  first  promul- 
gated it  had  in  view. 

Mr.  LEE.  It  is  generally  thought  of  as  embracing  the 
Western  Hemisphere  now.  is  it  not? 

Mr.  NORRIS^,^.^  probably  always  did  embrace  the  Western 
Hemisphere,^-^am  not  willing  to  say  that  I  shall  get  be- 
hind thfr^onroe  Doctrine  in  every  emergency.  For  in- 
stance, if  I  can  prevent  it,  I  will  not  permit  my  country  to 
become  a  collection  agency,  or  to  let  any  country  in  our  hemi- 
sphere or  in  the  other,  take  advantage  of  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine and  deny  the  payment  of  its  just  debts  or  the  per- 
formance of  its  honorable  and  just  contracts.  I  do  not  want 
any  other  country  to  invade  the  Western  Hemisphere  or  to 
establish  a  system  over  here  similar  to  some  of  those  in 
Europe. 

Mr.  LEE.  If  that  is  our  policy  and  another  country 
attempted  to  do  what  the  Senator  described,  would  it 
not  be  necessary  in  that  case  to  have  a  military  force 
strong  enough  to  prevent  such  action? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  might  be,  but  our  first  military  force 
is  our  Navy.  We  voted  for  an  increase  in  the  Navy.  I  sup- 
ported all  that  increase,  and  I  bebeved  in  it,  although  I 
confess  that  I  have  changed  my  ideas  from  what  they  were 
10  or  12  years  ago,  when  I  did  not  fully  agree  with  the  pres- 
ent theory  with  respect  to  the  Navy.  But  conditions  in 
Europe  have  arisen  which  r  think  have  made  us  all  sit  up 
and  take  notice  fuid  to  change  some  of  our  views. 

We  will  not  use  a  standing  Army  to  prevent  Invasion  until 
the  three  things  I  mentioned  have  happened.  If  Hitler  at- 
tempted to  establish  a  government  in  Mexico,  or  a  base  of 
supplies,  then  under  any  ordinary  conditions  I  would  be 
willing  and  anxious  to  go  to  the  defense  of  Mexico  and  pre- 
vent such  action.  But  it  must  be  imderstood  that  in  such 
case  the  battle  would  probably  be  fought  mostly  on  the  sea, 
and  he  would  have  to  have  a  nav-y  strong  enough  to  over- 
come our  Navy  before  he  could  accomplish  his  purpose. 


Mr.  LEE.    Will  the  Senator  again  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes. 

Mr  LEE.  What  the  Senator  says  is  true.  But  does 
not  the  Senator  think  it  possible  that  if  Germany  should 
defeat  England,  the  English  Navy  might  faU  mto  the  hands 
of  Germany,  and  then  Germany,  with  the  British  Navy, 
and  the  German  Navy,  and  the  Italian  Navy,  and  such 
units  as  are  left  of  the  French  Navy,  might  outnumber  our 
Navy,  particularly  at  a  time  when  we  might  not  want  to 
take  all  our  Navy  from  the  Pacific  Ocean  because  of  the 
situation   existing   there? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Very  well.  That  might  happen  in  the  next 
2  weeks,  we  will  say.  And  suppose  this  measure  is  passed, 
what  will  it  do  to  prevent  that  sort  of  thing  if  it  does 
happen  in  2  weeks?  Of  what  benefit  will  the  compulsory 
military  training  bill  be  if  that  thing  does  happen?  If 
Germany  defeats  England  and  gets  the  English  Navy  and 
then  has  the  Italian  Navy  and  perhaps  the  Japanese  Navy, 
she  will  have  a  preponderance.  She  may  have  that  pre- 
ponderance within  the  next  30  days,  and  if  she  attacks  us 
with  that  combined  fleet,  she  may  defeat  us.  Then  all  the 
measures  we  are  trying  to  pass  here  would  not  do  any  good 
to  meet  that  kind  of  emergency. 

Mr.  LEE.     Certainly  not.  but 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  Germany  and  her  allies  wait  we  will 
be  better  prepared  when  the  appropriations  we  have  made 
have  been  properly  expended,  and  our  Navy  and  our  Air 
Force  properly  increased. 

Mr.  LEE.  But  the  Senator  just  made  the  argument  that 
he  could  not  conceive  of  an  emergency  that  might  call  for 
that  increase. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  believe  that  emergency  is  going  to 
happen.  It  looks  dark  for  England.  She  may  prot>ably  be 
defeated.  But  my  own  idea  is,  Mr.  President,  that  there  is 
no  danger  of  Great  Britain  turning  her  Navy  over  to  Ger- 
many as  France  did.  for  instance.  I  am  not  afraid  of  that 
emergency  arising,  although  I  have  to  say.  when  the  ques- 
tion is  asked,  that  it  is  passible.  All  things  are  possible.  It 
may  be.  Mr.  President,  that  before  we  return  here  tomorrow 
an  earthquate  will  have  destroyed  the  Capitol,  but  I  do 
not  believe  such  an  event  will  happen.  We  hope  it  will 
not  happen.  It  probably  will  not  happen.  I  do  not  expect 
to  see  Hitler  get  the  English  Navy.  I  am  not  afraid  of  that, 
although  it  is  possible  that  it  may  occur. 

Mr.  LEE.  Since  it  is  possible,  then  does  not  the  Senator 
think  we  ought  to  give  ourselves  the  benefit  of  the  doubt? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Everything  is  possible.  Let  us  suppose 
that  a  part  of  our  Navy  is  in  the  Pacific  and  a  part  of  it  is 
in  the  Atlantic,  and  we  want  to  bring  that  part  which  is  in 
one  ocean  through  the  Panama  Canal  and  into  the  other 
ocean.  It  is  possible  that  an  earthquake  may  destroy  the 
Panama  Canal  when  our  ships  are  going  through.  It  is  pos- 
sible that  a  hurricane  on  the  Pacific  Ocean  may  destroy 
our  fleet  in  that  ocean,  and  another  hurricane  in  the  At- 
lantic Ocean  may  destroy  our  Atlantic  Fleet.  Such  things 
are  possibilities.  They  are  in  the  hands  of  God.  When  I 
see  how  success  has  come  to  some  of  the  dictators  it  seems 
to  me  that  God  is  on  the  other  side.  It  does  not  seem  to  me 
that  He  is  on  the  right  side  in  this  fight.     I  Laughter.  1 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  vote  for  the  joint  resolution,  al- 
though I  do  not  l>elieve  it  ought  to  carry  the  authority  to 
take  the  men  anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  Con- 
gress can  be  called  together  if  such  an  emergency  should 
arise.  Many  persons  seem  afraid  that  it  might  arise  with 
lightning  speed.  I  do  not  think  it  will.  I  think  if  we  keep 
our  feet  on  the  ground,  stop  talking,  and  go  home  we  can 
accomplish  more  good  for  peace  and  prosperity  than  in  any 
other  way. 

The  Senate  Is  a  hotl)ed  of  hysteria.  The  Senate  is  where 
the  country  will  obtain  its  ammunition  to  become  worked 
up  and  hysterical  if  it  becomes  hysterical.  To  my  mind, 
there  is  no  danger  that  we  shall  be  confronted  with  an 
invading  army  in  the  next  30  days.  If  there  is  such  danger, 
God  help  us!  The  law  which  we  propose  to  pass  would  not 
do  any  good.    More  than  30  days  would  be  required  to  work 
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it  out.  So  we  should  be  helpless  If  such  a  thing  should 
happen.  It  is  possible  if  all  the  world  comes  over  here  in 
flying  machines.  It  is  possible  that  Hitler  may  have  hidden 
away  50,000  more  planes  which  he  has  never  exposed,  and 
that  he  will  get  them  all  out  next  week  and  come  over  here 
with  them.  I  do  not  believe  it.  I  believe  most  of  them 
would  be  lost  In  the  attempt.  We  must  give  him  credit  for 
having  some  wisdom,  even  though  he  is  a  butcher  and  a 
murderer. 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  vote  for  the  Joint  resolution.  It  will 
perform  a  very  useful  service  for  those  who  believe  we  ought 
to  commence  training  tomorrow.  It  will  give  us  a  standing 
Army,  or  the  equivalent  of  a  standing  Army,  of  700,000  or 
800.000  men;  and  with  our  Navy  tis  it  stands  today,  and  with 
our  power  in  the  air  as  it  exists  today,  I  do  not  believe  a 
combination  of  all  4  of  the  dictator  nations— if  they  should 
combine  within  the  next  30  days— could  overcome  us  with 
the  disadvantages  they  would  have  to  confront. 

I  do  not  think  the  situation  is  so  dangerous;  but  if  it  is, 
the  joint  resolution  will  help  to  meet  the  danger.  I  hope  and 
pray  that  reason  may  come  back  again  to  us  and  to  our 
fellow  citizens,  and  that  when  we  do  this  much,  people  will 
say  that  we  have  done  our  duty.  We  shall  have  gone  even 
beyond  reason  in  getting  ready;  and  I  hope  we  shall  defeat 
the  bill  which  is  to  follow,  known  as  the  compulsory  military 
training  bill,  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  more  dangerous  to  our 
peace  and  tranquility  than  anything  else  which  has  yet  been 

undertaken.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  committee 
amendment,  as  amended,  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  committee  amendment, 
as  amended,  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.    On  page  1.  line  5.  after  the  words  "a 
period  of",  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "not  to  exceed  1  year" 
and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "12  consecutive  months  each." 
«-,^  Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
vThe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 
Mr.  ADAMS.     Would  it  be  within  the  parliamentary  privi- 
lege to  amend  the  amendment  so  as  to  include  certain  words 
which  were  originally  in  the  joint  resolution?    The  words 
"not  to  exceed  one  year"  are  proposed  to  be  stricken  out.    I 
should  like,  if  possible,  to  have  the  amendment  divided,  if 
necessary,  so  that  the  words  "one  year"  could  be  stricken  out, 
leaving  the  words  "not  to  exceed." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  from  a  parliamentary  stand- 
point the  committee  amendment,  as  amended,  is  offered  as 
a  substitute  for  the  language  which  is  stricken  out;  and  the 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment  as 
amended  in  lieu  of  the  language  stricken  out.  If  the  amend- 
ment as  amended  is  defeated,  the  original  language  of  the 
Joint  resolution  will  be  restored. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Disagreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment,  as  amended,  would  restore  the  original  language. 
Mr.  ADAMS.    I  trust  that  the  committee  amendment,  as 
amended,  will  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  ask  my 
colleague  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  SheppardI  a  ques- 
tion. Is  it  intended  by  this  language  to  require  the  President 
to  call  out  the  National  Guard  for  as  long  as  a  year? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  what  the  National  Guard  spe- 
cifically requested. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  know  that  is  what  they  requested. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  the  Intention. 
Mr.    JOHNSON    of    Colorado.    Mr.    President,    will    the 

Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  have  not  concluded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  senior  Senator  from 
Texas  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  May  I  answer  on  the  point 
as  to  how  the  amendment  happened  to  be  written  the  way 
it  is? 


Mr.  CONNALLY.     Ye«. 

lilr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  War  Department  did  not 
want  the  Reserve  officers  and  the  Reserve  components,  in- 
cluding the  National  Guard,  called  out  for  a  period  longer 
than  1  year;  and  the  Reserve  officers  and  the  National 
Guard,  if  they  were  to  be  called  out,  did  not  want  to  be 
called  out  for  less  than  one  year. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Both  sides  were  represented 
before  our  committee.  We  compromised  the  matter  between 
them,  and  made  the  period  exactly  1  year. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  language  is  not  quite  clear  to  a  lay- 
man. I  am  not  a  military  man,  but  the  language  "for  a 
period  of  12  consecutive  months" 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  purpose  was  to  avoid 
going  back  heme  and  then  returning  again  to  the  service. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  It  seems  to  me  quite  probable  that  the 
President  would  prefer  not  to  call  them  all  at  once.  He 
might  want  to  call  one  group  this  month,  another  group 
next  month,  and  still  another  group  the  following  month. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    He  has  that  right. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  language  should  be  so  framed  that 
the  President  may  call  them,  but  that  when  he  does  call 
them  he  must  give  them  a  year's  pay. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is  exactly  what  the 
Joint  resolution  provides  for. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  members  of  the  National  Guard 
did  not  want  to  give  up  their  jobs  unless  they  could  have 
a  year's  continuous  service. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is  what  the  joint  reso- 
lution provides  for. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  call  attention  to  the 
language  following  the  committee  amendment.  The  Presi- 
dent is  authorized  to  call  "any  or  all  members  and  units," 
and  so  forth. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    So  he  does  not  have  to  call  them  all  at 

once. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  provision  does  not  refer  to  the 
time.  I  assume,  under  that  language,  that  he  could  call 
them.  The  trouble  with  the  Army  now  is  that  it  cannot 
digest  all  the  infiux  at  one  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  amendment  to  the  amendment  has 
already  been  agreed  to.  so  he  may  call  them  from  time  to 
time. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  know  that  my 
able  colleague  is  looking  after  all  the  details, 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  I  wish  to  pay 
deserved  tribute  to  my  colleague,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Texas  (Mr.  SheppardI,  who  worked  on  this  measure  unre- 
mittingly and  laboriously,  and  brought  to  it  very  fine 
ability  and  industry.  I  wish  publicly  to  pay  tribute  to  him 
for  that  work. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  am  very  grateful  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  3rleld  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  concur  in  what  the  Jimior 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally]  has  to  say  about  his 
coUeague.  He  has  been  very  patient  aU  through  the  long- 
drawn-out  hearings. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  he  had  not  been  patient  he  would 
not  have  had  any  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    That  Is  exactly  correct. 

In  regard  to  the  compromise  which  I  mentioned  a  mo- 
ment ago,  which  the  committee  made  between  the  Army 
and  the  National  Guard,  the  representatives  of  the  Army 
were  present  before  the  committee,  and  approved  the  period 
of  1  year.    They  said  they  had  no  objections  to  it. 

Mr  CONNALLY.  I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  the  N^*- 
tionai  Guard  and  the  Army  are  in  agreement  for  once.  • 
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Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  make  an  inquiry 
of  my  colleague,  the  Junior  Senator  from  Colorado  IMr. 
Johnson  1 . 

To  what  extent  does  the  Senator  know  that  those  who 
appeared  before  the  committee  represented  the  sentiment 
of  the  National  Guard  in  saying  that  if  they  were  called 
.-they  wanted  to  be  called  for  a  full  year?  I  know  some  mem- 
bers of  the  National  Guard  who  wish  the  period  to  be  as 
short  as  possible  if  they  must  be  called. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  do  not  suppose  the  officers 
of  any  organization  represent  all  of  its  membership;  but  all 
the  National  Guard  members  from  whom  I  have  heard  want 
to  be  called  for  a  year  If  they  are  to  be  called.  They  do  not 
want  to  be  called  for  a  month  or  two.  They  want  to  make 
their  plans  to  go  into  the  Army  and  take  a  year's  training. 
The  joint  resolution  has  the  approval  of  the  members  of  the 
National  Guard. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  That  is  one  interpretation;  but  as  the  joint 
resolution  stands  it  would  authorize  the  National  Guard  to 
be  put  into  the  service  of  the  United  States  and  sent  to  South 
America,  the  Philippines,  or  anywhere  else.  It  is  something 
more  than  a  training  measure. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Yes;  it  is  something  more 
than  a  training  measure;  but  the  National  Guard  officers 
from  whom  we  have  heard  are  in  accord.  General  Reckord. 
from  Maryland,  appeared  before  the  committee  and  said 
that  the  National  Guard  was  unanimous  In  wanting  to  be 
called  out  for  a  year.  I  have  heard  from  many  of  the  Reserve 
officers,  and  I  know  they  want  to  be  called  out  for  a  year. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  If  that  be  the  case,  the  President  would 
naturally  conform  to  their  wishes;  so  even  if  we  left  in  the 
words  'not  to  exceed"  their  wishes  could  be  complied  with, 
while  if  there  are  units  in  the  National  Guard  which  do  not 
want  to  be  called  for  a  full  year  they  would  l)e  compelled  to 
go  for  a  full  year  In  spite  of  their  wishes.  It  seems  to  me  that 
if  we  leave  the  original  language  in  the  joint  resolution  we 
can  protect  both  groups. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  testimony  of  the  Na- 
tional Guard  representatives  was  the  other  way- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended.  [Putting  the 
question.!     The  Chair  is  in  doubt. 

On  a  division,  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it  Is  obvious  that  we  prob- 
ably cannot  conclude  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolution 
tonight.  I  have  told  a  number  of  Members  that  if  we  could 
not  do  so  we  would  suspend  about  5  o'clock.  It  is  now  that 
hour. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 
Mr.  WAGNER.  I  desire  to  make  an  inquiry  of  the  chairman 
Of  the  committee  In  charge  of  the  joint  resolution  with  ref- 
erence to  an  amendment  which  the  Governor  of  my  State  had 
proposed  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  with  reference 
to  authorizing  the  States  to  maintain  troops  whenever  the 
National  Guard,  by  order  of  the  Federal  Goverimient.  is  called 
out. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  have  advised  the  Governor  of  New 
York  that  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  desires  to 
cover  that  matter  in  a  separate  bill.  We  are  going  to  take  it 
up  next  Friday. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  At  any  rate.  I  prepared  in  response  to  his 
communication  an  amendment  which  I  ask  to  have  printed. 
I  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  look  at  it  overnight, 
and  perhai>s  we  can  reach  some  agreement  about  It. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  will  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

EXicirnvx  session 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECmVE    MESSAGES   REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  ^Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  simdry  nominations,  wiiich  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE    REPORTS    OF    COMMrTTEES 

Mr.  McKEIXAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  stmdry 
postmasters. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  ou 
Military  Affairs  I  report  favorably  sundry  Army  nominations 
which  were  received  by  the  Senate  on  the  1st  day  of  August. 
These  nominations  are  entirely  of  routine  character,  and 
total  several  hundred  in  niunber;  and  because  of  the  large 
amount  of  printing  involved  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
their  present  consideration  and  confirmation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  tlie  nominations  are  confirmed. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  President  be  at  once  advised  of  the  confirmation  of 
these  nominations,  and  that  the  list  of  names  of  the  persons 
confirmed  be  not  again  printed  In  the  Congressional  Record. 
but  that  proper  reference  be  made  to  the  pages  on  which  their 
nominations  appear. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  Pres- 
ident will  be  notified,  and  the  further  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas  will  be  complied  with. 

If  there  be  no  further  reports  of  conunittees,  the  clerk  will 
state  the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

THE    JTTOICIARY 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Pay  L.  Bentley 
to  be  Judge  of  the  Juvenile  Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  PRESIDING  OPTICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
ination is  confirmed. 

DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOREIGN  SERVICE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Walter  A. 
Poote  to  be  consul  general. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation is  confirmed. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  George  P. 
Baker  to  t>e  a  member  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  for  the 
remainder  of  the  term  expiring  December  31.  1943. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation is  confirmed. 

UNITED  STATES  PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
in  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  that  the  nomi- 
nations In  the  Public  Health  Service  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

IN  THE  ARMT 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Mervin  Gilbert 
McConnel  to  be  brigadier  general.  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation Is  confirmed. 

That  concludes  the  calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  4  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Tuesday, 
August  6.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 
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NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the  Senate  August  5,  1940 

UmTKD  States  Circuit  Couet  of  Appeals 

Hon.  Alfred  P.  Murrah  of  Oklahoma  to  be  judge  of  the 

United  States  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Tenth  Circuit, 

vice  Hon.  Robert  E.  Lewis,  retired. 

UifiTED  States  Distmct  Judge 

Robert  L.  Russell  of  Georgia  to  be  United  States  District 
Judge  for  the  Northern  District  of  Georgia,  to  fill  a  new 
position. 

Navy  Department 
James  V.  Porrestal,  of  New  York,  to  be  Under  Secretary  of 
the  Navy. 

Appointment  bt  Transfkr  in  the  Regular  Armt 

to  judge  advocate  general's  DEPARTMEirr 

Capt,  William  Price  Connally,  Jr.,  Field  Artillery,  with  rank 
from  June  13,  1939. 

ApponfnaENTs  to  Tekpohart  Rank  in  the  Ant  Corps,  in  the 

Regular  Armt 

i   to  be  colonel 
Lt.  Col.  Asa  North  Duncan.  Air  Corps,  from  August  1, 
1940. 

TO  BE  LIEUTENANT  COLONEL 

Maj.  Edmund  Pendleton  Gaines,  Air  Corps,  vice  Lt.  Col. 
Asa  N.  Duncan.  Air  Corps,  nominated  for  apixjintment  as 

temporary  colonel,  Air  Corps. 

TO  BE  MAJOR 

Capt.  Clifford  Palmer  Bradley,  Air  Corps,  vice  MaJ.  Ed- 
mund P.  Gaines,  Air  Corps,  nominated  for  appointment  as 
temporary  lieutenant  colonel,  Air  Corps. 
Promotions  in  the  Navt 
I      marine  corps 

Lt.  Col.  Alfred  H.  Noble  to  be  a  colonel  In  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  August  1940. 

Maj.  Harry  B.  Llversedge  to  be  a  lieutenant  colonel  in 
the  Marine  Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  August  1940. 

Capt.  Lewis  B.  Puller  to  be  a  major  in  the  Marine  Corps 
from  the  14th  day  of  August  1939. 

The  following-named  captains  to  be  majors  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  8th  day  of  July  1940: 

Lionel  C.  Goudeau  Paul  A.  Putnam 

Lawrence   Norman  Lee  N.  Utz 

Mr.  Dale  H.  Heely.  a  citizen  of  Virginia,  to  be  a  second 
lieutenant  in  the  Marine  Corps  from  the  25th  day  of  June 

1940. 

Marine  Gunner  Theodore  Gooding  to  be  a  chief  marine 
gunner  in  the  Marine  Corps,  to  rank  with  but  after  second 
lieutenant,  from  the  2d  day  of  July  1940. 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  August  S, 

1940 
Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Servici 
Walter  A.  Foote  to  be  a  consul  general  of  the  United  States 
of  America. 

Department  or  Commerce 

George  P.  Baker  to  be  a  member  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  in  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Judge.  Juvenile  Court.  District  of  Columbia 
Pay  L.  Bentley  to  be  judge  of  the  Juvenile  Court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

United  States  Public  Health  Service 

TO   BE    surgeons 

Walter  L.  Barnes  Oswald  F.  Hedley 

Lee  C.  Watkins  Walter  P.  Griffey 

Paul  A.  Neal  Joseph  O.  Dean 

William  P.  Ossenfort  Ivan  W.  Steele 


Kenneth  R.  Nelson 
Vane  M.  Hoge  j 

TO  BE  assistant  SURGEONS 


Prank  F.  Thweatt,  Jr. 
Gilbert  L.  Dunnahoo 


Samuel  Sherman  Splcer 
James  Barclay  Donaldson 
Jesse  Douglas  Harris 
Frederick  Hlnkley  Hull 
Alfred  Leon  Holleman 


Malcolm  Judson  Ford 
Donald  Webster  McNaughton 
Ralph  William  Pagel 
William  Robert  Willard 
Raymond  Serge  Roy 


Appointments.  Promotions,  and  Transfers  in  the  Regular 

Armt 

(Note:  The  nominations  of  persons  named  for  appoint- 
ment, promotion,  or  transfer  in  the  Regular  Army,  which 
were  received  on  the  Ist  instant,  were  confirmed  en  bloc 
today.  The  names  of  the  persons  confirmed  will  be  found  in 
the  Congressional  Record  of  August  1.  1940,  beginning  on 
p.  9778,  under  the  caption  "Nominations.") 
Appointment  in  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
^,  Army 

MenAn  Gilbert  McConnel  to  be  a  brigadier  general.  Na- 
tional Guard  of  the  United  States. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  August  5,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.   John   Knox   Bowling,    D.   D..   minister   of   the   First 
Piesbyterian  Church,  Duncan,  Okla.,  offered  the  following 

prayer: 

Almighty  God.  our  Heavenly  Father,  it  is  with  grateful 
hearts  that  we  turn  in  the  beginning  of  this  new  day  and 
this  new  week  to  ask  Thy  blessings  upon  our  efforts  of  the 
day  and  of  the  week.  We  are  privileged  to  thank  Thee  for 
every  blessing  with  which  Thou  hast  endowed  each  of  our 
lives  and  our  experiences.  We  pray  Thee  that  we  may  worth- 
ily accept  the  responsibilities  incumbent  upon  us,  and  as  our 
duties  are  performed  give  us  a  gathering  definite  conscious- 
ness of  duty  well  done.  We  pray  Thy  blessing  upon  the  Nation 
of  which  we  are  a  part,  and  that  Thou  wUl  give  to  each  of  us 
who  are  charged  with  the  responsibility  of  leadership  a  desire 
and  an  earnest  satisfaction  In  fulfilling  that  desire  of  making 
our  Nation  the  one  wiiich  shall  lead  this  chaotic  world  into 
a  new  sense  of  orderliness  again.  Let  Thy  blessing  rest  upon 
the  officers  and  the  Members  of  the  House  this  day,  this 
week,  and  this  session.    In  Jesus'  name.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday,  August  1, 
1940.  was  read  and  approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier.  Its  legislaUve 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment bills  and  a  joint  resoluUon  of  the  House  of  the  follow- 
ing titles: 

H.  R.  719.  An  act  for  the  rcUef  of  Francis  G.  McDougall;    , 

H.  R.  2278.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Hurt; 

H.  R.  2490.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fulton  Combs; 

H.  R.  3992.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Prank  Spears; 

H.R.  5116.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Mhalia  and 
Betty  Miralia; 

H.  R.  5254.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  captain  and  crew  of 
the  fisliing  boat  Unione  No.  1; 

H.  R.  5309.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  L.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  5562.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Clyde  E.  MaUe; 

H  R.  6365.  An  act  to  correct  the  military  records  of  De- 
Rosey  C.  Cabell,  McFarland  CockrUl,  James  N.  Caperton, 
Junius  H.  Houghton,  Otto  F.  Lange.  Paul  B.  Parker,  James 
deB  Walbach.  and  Victor  W.  B.  Wales; 

H.  R.  6740.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  esUte  of  J.  L.  FTet- 

weD' 

H  R.  6823.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Wilson  A.  Kramer; 

H  R  7416.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  R.  King; 

H.  R.  7668.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Elizabeth  Buxton  Hos- 
pital; 
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H  R  7679.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  E.  Dambach: 

H  R.  7851.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  officers 
of  the  Division  of  Disbursement.  Treasury  Department; 

H  R  7957.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  WiUie  Perry; 

H.  R.  8028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Zoe  Hoyt  Wagner  and 
loP.  Hoyt;  _^  , 

H  R.  8091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  May  C.  Taylor; 

H  R  8217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  R.  Pox; 

H  R  8246   An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  Caietti.  a  mmor; 

H.R.  8318.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Charles  H.  Amos 

Handle  Co.;  ^     ^ 

H.R. 8459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  S.  Gardiner; 

H  R.  8504.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade; 

H.R.  8666.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  claimants  on 
account  of  loss  by  fire  for  which  the  United  States  was  ad- 
Judged  liable;  ^         ^  ^       , ,  _ 

H.  R.  8774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  of  Donald  D. 

Elliott ; 

H.  R.  8946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rufus  K.  Sanderlin; 

H.  R.  9130.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred  Shelton; 

H.  R.  9520.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  F.  Higgins,  post- 
master. Great  Neck.  N.  Y.; 

H.R.  9571.  An  act  to  authorize  the  incorporated  town  of 
Sitka.  Alaska,  to  purchase  and  enlarge  certain  public  utili- 
ties and  for  such  purpose  to  Issue  bonds  in  the  sum  of  $200,000 
in  excess  of  present  statutory  debt  limit; 

H.  R.  9828.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  bridges  across  the  Mononga- 
hela  River  in  Allegheny  County.  Pa.; 

HR.  10014.  An  act  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act,  1920. 

as  amended; 

H.  R.  10034.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  offi- 
cers of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  Army;  and 

H.J  Res. 472.  Joint  resolution  to  prohibit  the  sale  or  dis- 
posal of  the  UniUd  States  customhouse  for  the  city  of  Detroit. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
bills  and  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  following  titles,  in  which  the 
concurrence  of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.  2644.  An  act  to  set  aside  certain  land  In  the  State  of 
Oregon  for  park  or  summ^-camp  purposes; 

S.  2691.  An  act  to  designate  the  week  of  October  9  to  Octo- 
ber 16  each  year  as  National  American-Scandinavian  Educa- 
tional Week; 

S.  3163.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  national  cemetery  in  the 

vicinity  of  Portland.  Oreg.; 

S.  4070.  An  act  to  provide  for  more  uniform  coverage  of 
certain  persons  employed  in  coal-mining  operations  with  re- 
spect to  insurance  benefits  provided  for  by  certain  Federal 
nets,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  4106.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  fa- 
cilities in  Marjorie  Park.  Davis  Island,  Tampa,  Pla..  and  for 
Other  purposes;  and 

8.  J.  Res.  245.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  Government  em- 
ployees' participation  In  the  celebration  of  National  Aviation 
Day.  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed, 
with  amendments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 

requested,  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  5403.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  deposit  of  certain  col- 
lections for  overtime  immigration  services  to  the  credit  of  the 
appropriation  chargeable  with  the  payment  for  such  services, 
and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  9158.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
protection  of  certain  enlisted  men  of  the  Army,"  approved 
August  19.  1937.  and  for  other  purposes. 

rNAUCXTllATION  OF  THE  PRESIDENT-KtlCT  IN  JANTJARY    1941 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  the  following  Joint 
resolution  and  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Joint  resolution,  as  follows: 

House  Joint  Resolution  467 

Jtejolped.  etc..  That  all  amounts  paid  for  admission  tickets  sold 
by  autliorlty  of  the  Committee  on  Inaugural  Ceremonies  of  the 
Inauguration  of  the  President-elect  in  January  1941,  said  conunltte« 
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to  be  appointed  with  the  approval  of  the  President-elect,  shall  be 
exempt  from  the  tax  on  admissions  Imposed  by  section  500  of  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1926.  as  amended,  all  the  net  proceeds  from  the  sale 
of  said  tickets  tc  be  donated  by  the  said  committee  to  charity. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr, 
Speaker.  I  do  not  see  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Treadway]  here.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
know  that  the  joint  resolution  is  being  taken  up  at  this  time? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  This  is  a  customary  resolution  passed 
each  4  years.  It  has  a  unanimous  report  from  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  That  is  a  matter  we  take  care  of 
every  other  Congress? 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  It  is  the  same  matter  we  have  taken 
care  of  before,  and  it  comes  with  a  tmanimous  report  from 
the  committee. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  believe  there  is  no  objection,  Mr. 
Speaker,  so  I  withdraw  my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  joint  resolution? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  mo- 
tion to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  by 
inserting  therein  two  brief  newspaper  articles. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KLEBERG.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  by  inserting  therein  an 
address  by  Wright  Morrow,  my  long-time  friend,  nominating 
John  Nance  Garner  for  President  on  the  Democratic  ticket 
at  the  national  convention  in  Chicago. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KiTCHiNS  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend 
his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  statement  made  by  my  colleague.  Hon.  Clyde  Williams,  of 
the  Eighth  District  of  Missouri,  which  was  published  in  the 
Missouri  Democrat  under  date  of  August  2. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
.  gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ANNOUNCEICKNT 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  the  vote 
was  taken  last  Thursday  on  the  bill  (S.  3998)  to  increase  the 
credit  resources  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  I  was 
unable  to  be  present,  because  I  was  attending  to  important 
official  duties.  Had  I  been  present,  I  would  have  voted  "yea" 
on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOITSB 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  on  today,  after  the  completion  of  the  legislative 
program  of  the  day  and  following  any  special  orders  hereto- 
fore entered,  I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

extension  or  remarks 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  uiumimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
letter  from  a  constituent. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 


REFTTGEE   CHILDBKN 


Mr.  COLMER.  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 
following  privileged  resolution,  which  was  read,  referred  to 
the  House  Calendar,  and  ordered  printed: 

House  Resolution  562 
Jtesofred.  That  Immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  it 
shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  10213.  a  bill  to  permit  American  vessels  to 
assist  In  the  evacuation  from  the  war  zones  of  certain  refugee  chil- 
dren. That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the 
bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  3  hours  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amend- 
ment under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading 
of  the  bUl  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shaU  rise  and  Report 
the  same  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been 
adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  corvBidercd  as  ordered  on 
the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  tnterven- 
tng  ixK>tlon  except  one  motion  to  reoommlt. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
include  therein  a  resolution  passed  in  one  of  the  counties  of 
my  district. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDEXSS  THE  HOXTSI 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Dlinols? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  the  so-called  draft  bill 
was  Introduced  by  Senator  Burke,  which  is  known  as  the 
Burke-Wadsworth  bill,  the  country  was  falsely  led  to  believe 
that  that  was  an  administration  or  Roosevelt  bill.  Person- 
ally. I  want  to  assure  the  Members  of  the  House  and  the 
country  that  that  was  not  an  administration  bill,  because  I 
know  the  President  would  not  call  upon  Senator  Burke  or 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  WadsworthI.  who  have 
been  and  are  viciously  opposed  to  him,  and  request  that  they 
Introduce  legislation  in  behalf  of  the  administration. 

I  am  satisfied,  and  I  am  sure  every  intelligent  man  knows, 
that  the  introduction  of  the  bill  providing  for  the  drafting 
of  boys  of  18  and  grandfathers  of  65  is  nothing  but  a  Repul>- 
lican  scheme  to  smear  the  President  and  the  administration. 
The  President  is  for  a  draft  if  it  becomes  necessary,  but  not 
for  such  a  ridiculous  plan  as  set  forth  in  the  Burke-Wads- 
worth bill. 

The  President's  position  on  this  mattef  has  been  made  very 
clear.  He  favors  a  draft  only  if  suflBcient  men  cannot  be 
obtained  for  the  Army  and  Navy  through  voluntary  enlist- 
ment, and  he  has  pointed  out  that  those  who  do  enlist  will 
primarily  be  trained  in  vocational  studies.  But  you  will 
recall  that  he  plainly  stated  that,  regardless  of  his  own  feel- 
ings, he  was  leaving  the  matter  entirely  up  to  Congress. 

That  is  all  I  wanted  to  make  clear.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  believe 
the  public  should  know  that  this  bill  was  not  prepared  by  the 

administration,  and  it  should  also  know  that  Congress  will  be 
the  body  to  decide  upon  Just  what  type  of  legislation  will  be 

enacted. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
-,lend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
two  short  editorials  from  a  local  weekly  paper  in  my  district, 
together  with  a  letter  and  a  telegram  that  I  sent. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  further  request  that 
I  be  permitted  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
Include  therein  an  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Daily  Times 
entitled  "Roosevelt  and  Wallace." 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  on  three 
subjects. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  an 
address  on  the  Oregon  Pioneer  by  W.  L.  Gosslin. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  speech  by  Daniel  Webster  against  conscription. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
Include  therein  an  article  from  a  Pacific  coast  newspaper. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MCGREGOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  open  letter  addressed  to  me  from  the  Utlca 
(Ohio)  Herald. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  Daily  Tunes,  of  Beaver,  Pa. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 
There  was  no  objection. 

CODIFICATION   OF   THE   NATIONALITY   LAWS 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  asked  imanimous 
consent  at  this  time  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  to  what  is  known  as  the  proposed  Nationality  Act 
Of  1940.  It  is  H.  R.  9980,  and  the  committee  report  is  House 
Report  2396.  The  original  bill  was  introduced  early  in  the 
spring  and  the  revised  measure  introduced  June  3,  1940.  Ex- 
tensive hearings  were  held  on  the  bill  by  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization.  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  State  Department.  Immigration  and  Natu- 
ralization Service,  and  the  Department  of  Justice  as  well  as 
the  War  Department,  appeared  and  gave  testimony  on  the  bill. 
The  American  Bar  Association  and  some  other  groups  were 
represented  at  the  hearings.  The  bill  has  the  approval  of  the 
various  departments  of  the  Oovemment.  The  American  Bar 
Association,  through  its  representatives,  aLso  approves  the 
measure.  It  has  been  recommended  by  the  House  Committee 
on  Immigration  and  Naturalization  without  objection.  A  rule 
has  been  granted  and  the  bill  is  on  the  House  Calendar. 

I  particularly  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  importance 
of  this  measure  and  urge  you  to  give  it  your  careful  study  and 
consideration — so  when  it  comes  to  the  floor  of  the  House  for 
debate,  there  will  be  no  feeling  on  the  part  of  this  member- 
ship that  the  bill  has  not  heretofore  been  brought  to  your 
attention.  The  purpose  of  the  Nationality  Code  is  to  bring 
together  in  orderly  and  systematic  form  a  consolidation  of  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  upon  citizenship,  nationality,  and 
expatriation.  The  blU  also  amends  the  present  law  with  a 
view  of  making  it  more  workable  and  to  strengthen  it  and 
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make  It  more  enforceable.  The  bill  also  provides  for  repealing 
obsoletJe.  conflicting,  and  unnecessary  portions  of  the  law.  and 
would  permit  more  prompt  and  expeditious  enforcement  of 
our  nationality  law. 

I  suggest  that  the  membership  of  the  House  examine  the 
bill  and  especially  the  report,  so  that  you  may  be  more  familiar 
with  this  measure,  as  well  as  the  problem  involved,  when  it 
comes  to  the  floor  of  the  House  for  consideration.  Let  me 
suggest,  too.  that  this  measure  is  in  no  wise  political  and  should 
in  my  opinion  have  the  support  of  the  membership  of  Con- 
gress. This  proposal,  in  my  opinion,  is  of  great  importance.  I 
tr\ist  the  membership  of  the  House  will  give  approval  to  the 
bill  when  it  comes  up  for  consideration. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

WILL  THE   1940  ELECTION  BE  ANOTHER  PITELIC  AUCTlOlf 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  in  posses- 
sion of  information  showing  a  startling  increase  in  the  orders 
for  the  printing  of  blank  relief  checks  and  food  stamps  by  the 
Bureau  of  Printing  and  Engraving  during  the  past  week  or  so, 
and  I  have  requested  this  privilege  of  the  floor  to  bring  the 
matter  to  the  attention  of  the  Congress. 

My  Information  is  that  orders  for  10,000.000  blank  relief 
checks  have  been  received  by  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and 
Printing  in  the  past  10  days — more  blank  relief  checks  than 
have  been  printed  by  the  Bureau  in  the  past  9  months.  I  am 
told  that  approximately  3,000.000  of  these  checks  have  been 
ordered  for  use  in  Minnesota,  whose  Governor  is  the  Honor- 
able Harold  E.  Stassen.  Other  blank  checks  have  been 
ordered  for  use  in  New  York,  Illinois,  and  other  politically 
key  States. 

I  have  also  information  to  the  effect  that  more  food  stamps 
were  shipped  out  by  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 
in  3  days  recently  than  have  been  shipped  out  in  the  entire 
history  of  the  food-stamp  plan.  The  supply  has  gone  to 
Brooklyn.  Minneapolis,  Cleveland,  and  other  politically  stra- 
tegic centers. 

I  am  fully  aware  of  the  serious  nature  of  the  implications 
contained  in  these  developments,  and  if  the  past  perform- 
ance of  the  administration  had  not  been  what  it  had  been. 
I  would  hesitate  to  make  public  these  facts  and  bring  them 
to  the  floor -of  the  House  of  Representatives.  We  must 
remember,  liowever.  that,  despite  the  fact  that  Harry  Hop- 
kins, then  the  Administrator  of  the  W.  P.  A.,  in  an  address 
delivered  on  May  8,  1938.  said: 

Anyone  who  uses  bis  position  with  the  W.  P.  A.  In  any  way  to 
Influence  the  votes  of  others  by  threat  or  Intimidation  would  be 
dismissed. 

Nevertheless,  the  President's  chief  relief  officials  have  made 
many  political  statements  designed  to  influence  relief  votes. 

Aubrey  Williams,  then  Deputy  Administrator  of  W.  P.  A., 
now  head  of  the  National  Youth  Administration,  in  a  speech 
to  the  Workers  Alliance,  Washington,  D.  C.  June  27,  1938, 
said: 

You  know  your  friends  very  well.  Just  judge  the  folks  who  come 
and  ask  for  your  support  by  the  crowd  they  run  with.  •  •  • 
The  people  who  stand  for  Government  support  of  work-relief  meas- 
ures are  those  who  are  going  to  win  the  election. 

Incidentally  I  flnd  that,  in  addition  to  the  10,000.000  relief 
checks.  700.000  of  new  checks  have  been  ordered  by  N.  Y.  A. 
to  be  administered  by  Mr.  Williams. 

Harry  Hopkins,  then  Administrator  of  the  W.  P.  A.,  now 

Secretary  of  Commerce,  and  one  of  the  directing  heads  of  the 

New  Dead  campaign,  said,  in  a  press  conference  on  July  21, 

1938: 

We  got  about  3.000.000  people  working  for  us.  and  they  are 
Americans  like  ourselves,  and  no  one  can  tell  them  bow  to  vote. 
•  •  •  They  have  their  own  political  views,  and  Incidentally  I 
think  I  know  what  their  views  are.  •  •  •  At  least  90  percent 
of  them  are  for  Roosevelt. 


Keeping  in  mind  this  sudden  and  signiflcant,  not  to  say 
startling,  increase  in  the  orders  for  blank  checks,  it  becomes 
a  remarkable  coincidence  that  the  number  of  persons  on  the 
Federal  relief  rolls  have  in  the  past  increased  greatly  from 
June  through  October  in  each  election  year.  Thus,  in  1933, 
a  nonelection  year,  the  number  of  persons  on  Federal  relief 
declined  15.4  percent  during  these  months,  although  the  index 
of  industrial  production,  reflecting  employment,  declined  16.5 
percent  in  that  period;  yet  in  the  election  year  of  1934  the 
number  of  persons  on  Federal  relief  increased  11.6  percent 
from  June  through  October. 

In  1935.  a  nonelection  year,  the  Federal  relief  rolls  showed 
a  decline  of  9.6  percent  from  June  through  October;  but  in 
1936,  an  election  year,  the  Federal  relief  rolls  increased  14.4 
percent,  although  unemployment  had  be^n  reduced  13  per- 
cent. In  1937,  when  there  was  no  election,  the  Federal  relief 
rolls  showed  a  decline  pf  16.9  percent  from  June  through 
October,  although  the  index  of  production  declined  10.5  per- 
cent in  that  period.  But  in  1938,  an  election  year,  the  Federal 
relief  rolls  showed  an  increase  of  19.2  percent,  although 
unemployment  declined  9  percent  from  June  through  October. 
In  1939.  when  there  was  no  election,  the  number  on  relief 
declined  25..'>  percent  for  the  months  precedmg  the  usual 
election  date. 

The  Senate  Conunittee  to  Investigate  Campaign  Expendi- 
tures and  the  use  of  Government  funds  in  the  campaign  of 
1938.  composed  of  one  Republican  and  four  Democratic  Sen- 
ators, under  the  chairmanship  of  Senator  Shkppard.  of  Texas, 
reported  that  all  over  the  country  pressure  was  brought  to 
bear  on  relief  workers,  relief  funds  were  wrongfully  used  for 
political  purijoses.  and  the  committee  found  that  esi)ecially 
deplorable  conditions  existed  in  Kentucky. 

The  able  senior  Senator  from  Virginia,  the  Honorable 
Carter  Glass,  declared  in  another  in  another  body  of  the 
Congress  June  24.  1937.  page  6284  of  the  Congressional 
Record,  that — 

The  last  election  was  carried  by  people  who  were  getting  favors 
from  the  Government,  pjecple  who  were  subsidized  by  the  Govern- 
ment, people  who  were  on  relief  rolls,  and  people  who  sanctioned 
the  Invasion  of  private  property  and  Its  occupation,  as  Is  being  done 
now.  We  have  got  no  government  in  Washington  and  we  have  got 
no  government  in  some  of  the  States,  because  government  has 
surrendered  to  mob  violence. 

Under  the  circumstance's  and  in  view  of  this  record  In  the 
past,  this  startling  and  sudden  increase  in  the  number  of 
relief  checks  has  a  signiflcance  which  cannot  be  ignored.  Ten 
million  blank  relief  checks  will,  whether  or  not  it  Is  so  In- 
tended, reach  and  perhaps  influence  a  lot  of  voters.  The  free 
gift  of  food  by  the  use  of  food  stamps,  the  distribution  of 
which  is  under  the  authority  of  Henry  A.  Wallace,  the  New 
Deal  Vice  Presidential  candidate,  will  reach  a  lot  of  voters 
who  naturally  would  be  exi>ected  to  feel  friendly  to  the  admin- 
istration which  gave  them  this  food. 

This  certainly  is  a  situation  in  which  the  old  adage  has  a 
direct  application:  "Where  there  is  so  much  smoke  there's 
bound  to  be  some  flre." 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  in  possession  of  information  which  shows 
that  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing  is  now  at  work 
printing  around  10.000.000  blank  relief  checks;  and  also  that 
in  3  days  during  the  past  week  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and 
Printing  shipped  out  more  food  stamps  than  have  been  used 
in  all  the  history  of  the  food-stamp  plan. 

I  am  wondering,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  the  election  in  1940 
Will  be  just  another  public  auction. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Is  the  gentleman  opposed 
to  the 'food-stamp  plan  in  any  State? 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  I  am  not  opposed  to  decent 
regulation  of  the  food-stamp  plan;  no. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Does  the  gentleman  inti- 
mate that  the  administration  of  the  food-stamp  plan  has  not 
been  decent  and  that  it  has  not  been  one  of  the  greatest  pro- 
grams put  over  by  this  admimstration? 
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Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  I  can  assure  the  gentleman 
from  Oklalioma  that  I  am  perfectly  cognizant  of  the  serious 
implications  made  in  my  few  remarks  Uiis  morning. 

AMKNOICENT  OF  THE  TARIFF  ACT  OF  1930 

Mr.  McCORMACK,  from  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means,  reported  the  bill  (H.  R.  10181)  to  amend  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930.  as  amended  by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs 
Administrative  Act  of  1938  (U.  S.  C,  1934  ed.,  Supp.  IV,  title 
19.  sec.  1001.  par.  1529  <a) ),  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

jtn>GE  MARvnr  jones 

Mr.  FULMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute,  and  in  connection  with  my 
remarks  to  extend  a  certain  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objecticun. 

Mr.  FULMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  asked  this  time  to  call 
to  the  attention  of  the  Members  of  the  House  the  fact  that 
on  last  Thursday  morning.  August  1,  1940.  the  members  of 
the  Agricultural  Committee  met  in  an  Informal  meeting  for 
the  purpose  of  delivering  to  our  colleague  the  gentleman  from 
Texas,  Makvin  Jones,  the  disUnguished  chairman  of  the 
House  Agricultural  Conunittee.  an  appropriate  resolution 
endorsing  his  long  and  distinguished  service  in  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States. 

This  resolution  was  drafted  by  a  sc>ecial  committee  com- 
posed of  members  of  the  Agricultural  Committee,  after  which 
it  was  transcribed  on  parchment  and  placed  in  an  appio- 
priate  frame  for  presentation. 

This  resolution  sets  forth  the  date  of  his  election,  his  out- 
standing service  as  a  Member  of  Congress  during  the  past  24 
years,  and  his  10  years  of  service  as  chairman  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Committee. 

The  resolution  also  commends  President  Roosevelt  for  his 
wise  selection  and  appointment  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas, 
Marvin  Jones,  to  the  judicial  branch  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. As  S'ou  know,  the  President  has  given  Mar%'in  an  ap- 
pointment as  judge  with  the  Court  of  Claims,  and  his  appoint- 
ment has  been  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  sure  that  the  Members  of  the  House  will 
be  interested  in  reading  this  resolution  as  adopted  by  the 
committee,  and  I  am  requesting  the  privilege  of  including 
same  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

Resolutions    adopted    by    the    Committee    on    Agriculture    of    the 
United  States  House  of  Representatives.  May  21.  1940 

Whereas  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  named  the  Hon- 
orable Marvin  Joncs  and  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  has  con- 
firmed his  appointment  as  Judge  on  the  United  States  Court  of 
Claims:  and 

Whereas  Makvin  Jones  elected  as  Representative  to  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives  In  1917  from  Texas,  where  he 
attained  high  recognition  for  his  mental  and  legal  talents;  and 

Whereas  in  1920  he  became  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture of  the  United  States  House  of  Representatives,  and  In 
December  of  1931  t>ecame  chairman  of  said  committee;  and 

Whereas  as  chairman  of  said  committee  he  has  demonstrated  out- 
standing and  unusual  mental  and  human  qualities;   and 

Whereas  because  of  his  fine  understanding  of  the  problems  of 
agriculture,  his  untiring  application,  his  legal  and  legislative  ability, 
his  tolerance.  Impartiality,  and  his  fairness  and  leadership,  this 
committee  has  made  an  outstanding  record  in  presentation  and 
passage  of  major  bills  end  legislation  through  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  Senate  and  Its  service  to  agriculture  and  the  Nation; 
now,  therefore,  be  It 

Resolved.  That  we,  the  members  of  the  Committee  on  Agrlcultiire 
Of  the  United  States  House  of  Repreaentatlves,  having  served  with 
Maavor  Jones  as  a  member  and  as  chairman  of  this  committee, 
experience  a  real  and  sincere  sense  of  regret  and  loss  In  his  retire- 
ment from  Congress  and  as  chairman  of  this  committee;  and  be  it 
further 

Resolved,  That  In  our  service  with  him  we  have  developed  a  high 
and  continuing  regard  for  his  ability,  his  leadership,  his  fairness, 
and  for  all  of  these  quaUtles  which  are  inherent  In  a  real  man  and 
a  true  friend:  and  we  are 

-  Resolved,  That  we  commend  the  President  of  the  United  States 
for  his  selection  of  Mr.  Jonis  to  the  Judicial  branch  of  our  Govern- 
WUUkt  with  united  acclaim  and  our  expressed  conviction  that  Mr. 
Jonxs  Is  preeminently  qualified  to  fill  this  post  or  a  vacancy  on  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States;  and  we  are  finally 

Resolved.  That  these  resolutions  be  presented  to  him  In  token 
of  ovir  isdivldual  and  uuanlmotis  affection,  esteem,  and  regard  for 
him  as  our  friend  and  coUeague  and  that  as  Members  of  Congrcw 


charged  with  the  responslbUlty  In  the  House  of  RepresenUtlves 
with  considering  legislation  affecting  agriculture,  the  basic  indus- 
try of  our  country,  that  we  commend  Mr.  Jones  for  his  Invaluable 
service  to  agriculture  and  to  the  Nation  as  a  Representative  In  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

In  these,  our  resolutions,  we  express  the  earnest,  individual,  and 
united  wish  that  In  the  new  tesk  which  our  friend  Is  assiimlng  that 
his  efforts  may  be  blessed  with  contlniUug  high  success  In  the  aerv- 
Ice  of  his  country  and  that  he  may  be  blessed  with  good  health  and 
happlncsa. 

To  these  we  put  our  hands. 

H  P.  Fulmer,  Wall  Doxey,  John  W.  Flannagan,  Jr  .  Harry  P. 
Beam.  J  G.  Polk.  R.  M.  Kleberg.  Fred  Cummlngs,  Walter 
M.  Pierce,  Aug.  H.  Andresen.  Prank  E.  Hook,  Harry  B 
Coffee.  OrvUle  Zimmerman.  Harold  D.  Cooley.  Stephen 
Pace,  Clifford  R.  Hope,  J.  Roland  Kinder,  Fred  C.  Oil- 
Christ.  Phil  Ferguson,  Wm.  Lemke.  Ralph  O.  Brewster, 
Anton  J.  Johnson,  Reld  F.  Murray,  Frank  O.  Horton.  ClUT 
Qevenger,  Samuel  Wilder  King,  Bolivar  Pagan. 

extension  or  remarks 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  include  a  quotation  from  the  Congressional  Record 
in  a  unanimous-consent  request  which  has  already  been 
granted  to  me. 

The  SPEABCER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Also.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  a  short  article 
from  the  New  York  Tribune, 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

COMPtTLSORY  MIUTARY  TRADONC 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ad- 
dress the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  so  in  order  to  read  the  follow- 
ing statement  sent  out  by  the  Associated  Press : 

LEGION   CHIEF   FOR   "VOLUNTEEK"    AKMT 

Indianapolis,  August  1,  1940. — ^Raymond  J.  Kelly,  national  com- 
mander Of  the  American  Legion,  aald  In  an  Interview  today  he  favors 
conscription  only  as  a  last  resort,  and  then  an  all-inclusive  con- 
scription. 

"We  are  not  at  war,"  he  said,  "although  everything  that  is  being 
done  seems  to  be  based  on  the  theory  that  we  are,  or  that  we  wiU  be 
any  moment." 

In  place  of  conscription,  the  Legion  commander  proposed  a  call 
for  a  million  volunteers  for  a  year's  training. 

"I  believe  the  responae."  he  said,  "would  be  tremendous."  And 
he  pointed  out  It  took  only  a  few  days  to  get  60,000  student  pilots 
for  so-called  Plattsburgs  of  the  air. 

In  event  of  war,  Kelly  said,  business  and  Industry,  as  well  as  m'-n. 
should  be  drafted,  and  "all  elements  of  the  Nation  should  serve 
equally." 

Kelly  deplored  propaganda  he  said  Is  being  spread  In  an  effort  to 
get  the  United  States  to  send  troops  to  the  European  war.  ' 

I  approve  and  endorse  the  statement  of  Commander  Kelly, 
which  Is  similar  to  the  recommendations  of  former  Secretary 
of  War  Harry  Woodring,  and  believe  it  Is  based  on  sound 
common  sense  and  reason,  and  reflects  the  views  of  a  large 
majority  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  American 
people. 

LEAVE  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  to- 
morrow, Tuesday,  after  the  conclusion  of  the  business  of  the 
House,  I  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  and  to  include  a  radio  address  delivered  by 
me.  

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOX7SK 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
after  the  special  order  tomorrow  Just  granted  to  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Fish]  I  be  permitted  to  address  the 
House  for  25  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

niere  was  no  objection. 
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ErrcNsioir  or  remarks 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  two  unanimous-con- 
sent requests,  one  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  include 
therein  a  speech  I  delivered  on  foreign  trade,  and  also  to 
extend  my  remarks  upon  the  expenditures  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  Butler  County.  Kans. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  vmanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  including  therein  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  Monroe  Doctrine  by  Mr.  Castle,  from  the  Sat- 
urday Evening  Post,  and  also  to  extend  my  remarks  and 
to  include  a  radio  address  I  delivered  myself. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
con.sent  to  place  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  American  Legion.  Department  of  South 
Dakota,  at  its  annual  convention. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  two  subjects  and  to 
include  a  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Consent  Calendar 

The  SPEIAKER.  This  is  consent  day,  and  the  Clerk  will 
call  the  first  bill  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 

TIDAL  POWER,  PASSAMAQUODDY  BAY 

The  Clerk  called  Senate  Joint  Resolution  57,  authorizing 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  cause  a  completion  of  siu-veys.  test 
borings,  and  foundation  investigations  to  be  made  to  deter- 
mine the  advisability  and  cost  of  putting  in  a  small  experi- 
mental plant  for  development  of  tidal  power  in  the  waters  in 
and  about  Passamaquoddy  Bay,  the  cost  thereof  to  be  paid 
from  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  for  such 
examinations. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Senate  joint  resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TOLL   BRIDGE   ACROSS   THE   MISSOURI   RTVER   AT   FLORENCE   STATION. 

OMAHA,  NEBR. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7069,  authorizing 
Douglas  County.  Nebr..  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate 
a  toll  bridge  across  the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Florence 
Station,  in  the  city  of  Omaha,  Nebr. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
-  that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
(gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

AMKNDmC  CROP -LOAN  LAW  RELATING  TO  LIEN  IMPOSED  THEREUNDKX 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  7878,  to  amend  the 
crop-loan  law  relating  to  the  lien  imposed  thereunder,  and 
lor  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


COMPENSATION  OF  SPECIAL  COUNSEL  FOR  THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  4366,  to  authorize  the 
payment  of  additional  compensation  to  special  assistants  to 
the  Attorney  General  in  the  case  of  United  States  against 
Doheny  Executors. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr. 
Speaker 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. This  bill  is  on  the  calendar  and  will  come  up  under  a 
rule  tomorrow.  May  I  express  the  hope  that  the  Members 
of  Congress  will  get  the  report  on  this  bill  and  read  carefully 
the  minority  report? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a 
rule  has  been  granted  for  the  consideration  of  this  bill.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  it  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CHANCING   THE  TIME   OF  APPOINTMENT   OF   PRESIDENTIAL   ELECTORS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8700,  to  change  the 
time  of  the  appointment  of  Presidential  electors  and  the 
election  of  Senators  and  Representatives  in  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EDMUND  BURKE  MEMORIAL  COMMISSION 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  business.  House  Joint  Resolution 
307,  to  provide  for  the  printing  of  the  speeches  and  writings 
of  Edmund  Burke  as  a  House  document. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  joint  resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PRINTING    OF    REVISED    EDITION    OF    BIOGRAPHICAL    DIRECTORY    OF 
THE  AMERICAN   CONGRESS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  business,  House  Concurrent  Res- 
olution 54,  authorizing  the  printing  of  a  revised  edition  of 
the  Biographical  Directory  of  the  American  Congress. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  concurrent  resolution? 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  concurrent  resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DESIGNATING  THE  PERSON  WHO  SHALL  ACT  AS  PRESIDENT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9462,  designating  the 
person  who  shall  act  as  President  if  a  President  shall  not 
have  been  chosen  before  the  time  fixed  for  the  beginning  of 
his  term,  or  when  neither  a  President-elect  nor  a  Vice-Presi- 
dent-elect shall  have  qualified. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanlmoxis  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEIAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

UTX  INDIANS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  S.  72,  to  amend  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  UiUted 
States  Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate,  and 
render  Judgment  on  any  and  all  claims  which  the  Ute  In- 
dians or  any  tribe  or  band  thereof  may  have  against  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  28, 
1938. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  COCHRAN,  and  Mr.  COSTELLO  objected, 
and  the  bill  was  stricken  from  the  calendar. 


OBUCATIONS  TO  CERTAIN  ENROLLED  INDIANS  UNDER  TRIBAL  AGREE- 
MENT 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  5944.  to  carry  out 
certain  obligations  to  certain  enrolled  Indians  under  tribal 
agreement. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice.      i 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PARTICIPATION   OF   STATES   IN   CERTAIN   REVENUES   FROM   NATIONAL 

PARKS,   ETC. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9535.  to  authorize 
the  participation  of  States  in  certain  revenues  from  national 
parks,  national  monuments,  and  other  areas  under  the  ad- 
ministrative jurisdiction  of  the  National  Park  Service,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  RICH,  Mr.  SPRINGER,  and  Mr.  TABER  objected  to 
the  consideration  of  the  bill,  and  the  same  was  stricken  from 
the  calendar. 

MACKINAC   STRAITS   BRIDGE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  1379.  granting  the  consent 
of  Congress  to  the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  Authority  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of  bridges, 
causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  Straits  of 
Mackinac  at  or  near  a  point  between  St.  Ignace,  Mich.,  and 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Michigan?  „K«»«f 

Mr   RABAUT.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to  object. 

Mr  Speaker,  this  bill  was  originally  introduced  by  Senator 
Brown  when  he  first  came  to  Congress,  and  it  has  been  pushed 
around  and  objected  to  here  ever  since. 

The  bill  requires  no  money  and  asks  for  no  money.  It 
merely  asks  permission  to  allow  the  State  of  Michigan  to 
build  a  bridge  across  the  Straits  of  Mackinac.  My  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  DonderoI,  who  objects, 
comes  from  one  of  the  most  progressive  districts  in  Michigan. 
This  bill  would  be  of  great  service  to  the  people  of  his  district. 

Mr  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  gentleman  is  to  have 
permission  to  address  the  House,  then  I  ask  equal  time  to 
address  the  House  on  the  same  subject. 

Mr  RABAUT.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  gentleman  s  ad- 
dressing the  House,  but  I  would  like  to  see  if  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  have  this  bill  passed  by  this  House  today.  Here  is 
a  great  necessity,  that  of  crossing  the  Straits  of  Mackinac 
the  necessity  for  a  bridge:  and  the  Highway  Department  of 
Michigan  are  very  anxious  to  have  legislation  introduced  in 
the  State  Legislature  of  Michigan  for  the  purpose  of  having 
the  State  itself  pay  for  this  bridge.  We  ask  nothing  from  the 
Federal  Government  except  the  right  from  the  War  Depart- 
ment to  consider  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  navigable 

Wfltprs 

On  what  grounds  does  the  gentleman  object? 

Mr.  DONDERO.     Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 

my  views  are  well  stated ^.     _,  ».* 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  is  not  reserving  the  right 
to  object  to  his  own  request,  is  he? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  have  asked  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bUl  may  be  passed  over  without  prejudice,  but  I  object  to 
its  present  consideration  under  the  Consent  Calendar. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  I  sincerely  hope  that  we  may  be  given  an  op- 
portunity to  discuss  this  bill  later  in  the  day. 

Mr.  RABAUT.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  gentleman  will  state  it. 
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Mr.  RABAUT.  How  could  this  bill  be  brought  up  later  in 
the  day  if  it  is  passed  over  without  prejudice  now? 

The  SPEAKER.  It  cannot  be  brought  up  again  today  on 
the  Consent  Calendar. 

Mr  RABAUT.  Then,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  the  gentleman 
what  is  his  request. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Can  the  bill  be  brought  14P  under  a  request 
for  suspension  of  the  rules? 

The  SPEAKER.  It  could  be  brought  up  under  a  su.«;pen- 
slon  of  the  rules  if  the  Speaker  recognized  a  Member  for  that 
purpose,  which  the  Speaker  has  no  intention  of  doing. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  request  to 
pass  the  bill  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the_present 
consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.     Objection  is  heard. 

SIOUX  INDIAN  MASSACRE  AT  WOUNDED  KNEE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  953.  to  liquidate  the 
liability  of  the  United  States  for  the  massacre  of  Sioux 
Indian  men,  women,  and  children  at  Wounded  Knee  on 
December  29,  1890.  ; 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  COSTELLO,  Mr.  HOFFMAN,  and  Mr.  RICH  objected. 

SMITHSONIAN   GALLERY   OF   ART 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9806.  to  permit  the 
Smithsonian  Gallery  of  Art  Commission  to  purchase  a  model 
of  the  winning  design  for  the  proposed  Smithsonian  Gallery 
of  Art,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  TABER,  Mr.  SPRINGER,  and  Mr.  RICH  objected. 

ORIENTAL-LANGUAGE  INTERPRETERS — IMMIGRATION  AND  NATURALI- 
ZATION SERVICE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  8181.  to  grant  retire- 
ment l)eneflts  to  Chinese.  Japanese,  and  Hindu  interpreters 
in  the  United  States  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  first  paragraph  of  section  3  of  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act.  as  amended,  is  amended  by  inserting 
after  Eubdlvlsion  (g)   thereof  the  following  new  subdivision: 

"(h)  Chinese,  Japanese,  and  Hindu  interpreters  In  the  United 
States  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service,  whose  tenure  of 
employment  is  not  intermittent  nor  of  uncertain  duration." 

With  the  following  committee  amendments:    ' 

In  line  5  strike  out  "(g)"  and  Insert  "(1)." 
In  line  6  strike  out  "(h)"  and  insert  "(J)." 

In  line  7.  after  the  word  "Service",  insert  a  comma  and  add  the 
foUowlng:  "who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and." 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

DEPARTMENT   OF    THE    INTERIOR — CIVIL    SERVICE   LAWS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9041.  to  provide  that 
assistant  or  deputy  heads  of  certain  bureaus  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  shall  be  appointed  under  the  civil- 
service  laws,  and  for  other  purposes. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  hereafter  assistant  or  deputy  commis- 
sioners of  the  Bureau  of  Fisheries,  General  Land  Office,  and  Bureau 
of  Indian  Affairs,  In  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  shall  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  SecreUry  of  the  Interior,  subject  to  the  clvll-servlc© 
laws  and  the  Classification  Act  of  1923.  as  amended.  Appoint- 
ments to  these  positions  shall  be  considered  as  made  under  the 
authority  of  section  169  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  m  amended  (5 
use  sec.  43).  Assistant  and  deputy  commissioners  so  ap- 
pointed shall  be  authorized  to  sign  such  letters,  papers,  and  docu- 
ments and  to  perform  such  other  duties  as  may  be  directed  by  the 
commUsloner    of   their   respective    bureaus.     The    Secretary    may 
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designate  for  each  of  the  afore-mentloned  bureaus  an  assistant  or 
deputy  commissioner,  who  shall  be  authorized  to  perform  the 
duties  of  the  commissioner  In  case  of  the  death,  resignation,  ab- 
eenre  or  sickness  of  the  commissioner. 

Sec  2.  All  provisions  of  law  inconsistent  with  this  act  are  hereby 
repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  Inconsistency. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1.  line  4.  strike  out  the  words  "Bureau  of  Flsherlea." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bin  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

CREATIMG  A  MOUNTAIN  DISTRICT  IN  THE  STATS  OF  TENNESSEE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  S.  1681.  an  act  to  amend 
section  107  of  the  Judicial  Code  to  create  a  mountain  district 
In  the  State  of  Tennessee,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice.  A  rule  has 
been  granted  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  ChtrchI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CESSION   BY   THE    STATE    OF    WASHINGTON    OF    JTTKISDICTION    OVER 
CERTAIN   LANIW   IN   OLYMPIC    NATIONAL   PARK 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  6559.  to  accept  the  ces- 
sion by  the  State  of  Washington  of  exclusive  jurisdiction 
over  the  lands  embraced  within  the  Olympic  National  Park, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  bo  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gtaitleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  WolcottJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TORT    CLAIMS    AGAINST    THE    tTNTTED    STATES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  7236,  to  provide  for  the 
adjustment  of  certain  claims  against  the  United  States  and 
to  confer  Jurisdiction  in  respect  thereto  on  the  Court  of 
Claims  and  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  quite  a 
long,  complicated  bill.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Wn  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Smith  1? 

There  was  no  objection. 

FRED   B.   WOODWARD 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9432,  to  limit  the 
operation  of  sections  109  and  113  of  the  Criminal  Code,  and 
section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  with 
respect  to  certain  counsel. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  tMr.  WolcottJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION    OF   CERTAIN  OIL-    AND   GAS -PROSPECTING   PERMITS 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  8448.  to  provide  for 
the  extension  of  certain  oil-  and  gas-prospecting  permits. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any 
other  act.  any  oU-  or  gas-proepectlng  pjcrmlt  Issued  tinder  au- 
ttaortty  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  promote  the  mining  of  coel, 
phosphate,  oil.  oil  shale,  gas,  and  sodium  on  the  public  domain." 
approved  February  25,  1920.  as  amended,  which  expired  between 
December  31.  1937.  and  January  1.  1940.  because  of  lack  of  au- 
thority under  existing  laws  to  make  extension  of  such  permits,  shall, 
upon  application  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  subject  to 
valid  intervening  rights,  be  extended  for  an  additional  period 
ending  December  31.  1941. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  -a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  w«s  laid  on  the  table. 


RELIEF  OF  CERTAIN  FORMER  DISBURSING  OFFICERS  FOR  THE  CIVIL 
^ORKS  ADBCINISTRATION  AND  FEDERAL  EMERGENCY  RELIEF 
ADMINISTRATION 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9514,  for  the  relief  of 
certain  former  disbursing  oflBcers  for  the  Civil  Works  Admin- 
istration and  the  Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration, 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
may  I  ask  the  author  of  the  bill  to  explain  It  a  little  more 
fully  than  is  given  in  the  report? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  think  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  is  present,  but  the  purpose  of  the  bill 
Is  to  clean  up  the  accounts  of  the  Civil  Works  Administration 
and  the  Federal  Relief  Administration,  both  of  these  agencies 
being  now  defimct.  There  are  no  employees  on  the  Federal 
pay  roll  for  either  of  those  two  agencies  of  the  Government. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  simply  to  allow  for  the  correction 
of  the  accounts  of  the  employees.  A  bill  was  prevlou:Jy 
introduced  specifying  the  names  of  the  persons  and  the 
amount  of  money  to  be  allowed  for  errors  in  their  accounts. 
That  bill  went  through  to  the  President  for  approval,  but  it 
happened  that  during  the  interval  between  the  time  of  the 
introduction  of  the  legislation  and  the  time  the  bill  was 
received  by  the  President  there  had  been  certain  corrections 
In  the  amounts  and  as  a  result  the  bill  specified  balances 
that  were  not  accurate.  For  this  reason  the  President  vetoed 
ihe  bill. 

Mr.  RICH.  What  amount  do  they  want  to  charge  off 
these  records? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  do 
not  know  what  the  exact  amoimts  are  as  to  each  individual 
case. 

Mr.  RICH.    Were  these  paymasters  bonded? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  I  think  so.  These  are  only  small  items, 
possibly  $5,000  or  a  little  over  that  In  any  one  case.  I  think 
the  committee  report  here  shows  at  the  bottom  of  page  2 
and  at  the  top  of  page  3  the  amounts. 

Mr.  RICH.    Were  these  paymasters  bonded? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    I  believe  they  were. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  they  were  bonded,  why  do  we  have  to  ex- 
cept them  by  law  and  pass  a  special  piece  of  legislation  for 
their  exemption? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  These  are  largely  due  to  errors  that  have 
taken  place  in  the  entry  of  accounts,  very  often  by  inferior 
persons,  and  they  are  charged  up  to  the  man  in  charge  of  the 
department,  the  head  paymaster.  A  similar  procedure  has 
been  followed  here  that  has  been  followed  by  the  War  and 
Navy  Depjartments,  and  by  other  agencies  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  remembers  that  we  charged  off 
some  $80,000,000  a  year  or  so  ago  on  accounts  where  the  pay- 
masters were  bonded  and  because  of  their  negligence  the 
taxpayers  of  the  country  had  to  suffer.  Is  the  gentleman  sure 
that  the  amount  of  this  charge-off  is  only  about  $5,000? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  I  am  reading  from  the  report  at  the 
bottom  of  page  2  here,  next  to  the  last  paragraph,  "approxi- 
mately $5,472.39  cover  exceptions,"  and  so  forth.  It  is  not 
only  $5,000.  There  are  different  items.  There  is,  on  page  2. 
an  item  of  $5,000;  there  is  another  one  for  $5,400,  and  another 
one  for  $2,900.  The  report  on  page  3  shows  the  remaining 
items  that  are  to  be  charged  off.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Claims  which  reported  the  bill.  When  the  bill 
was  called  previously  I  asked  unanimous  consent  that  it  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice  becaixse  I  thought  it  was  not  in 
the  usual  form  in  that  it  did  not  specify  the  names  of  the 
persons. 

Mr.  RICH,  Has  the  gentleman  made  a  personal  study  of 
the  bill? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  I  had  a  man  from  that  agency  come  down 
and  talk  to  me  and  explain  the  reason  for  the  different  pro- 
cedure, and  It  was  because  of  the  fact  this  is  an  agency  of 
the  Government  that  has  been  terminated  and  has  ceased  to 
exist.    This  simply  gives  authority  to  clean  up  the  accounts. 


Mr.  RICH.  If  the  gentleman  will  look  on  page  3,  I  notice 
not  less  than  four  or  five  different  Items  that  they  want  to 
charge  off.  not  one  particular  item.  There  is  one  for  $5,- 
472.39.  another  for  $2,962.73,  another  for  $1,307.28.  another 
lor  $13,631.05.  another  for  $12,406.44,  and  another  exception 
for  $6,355.58. 

Does  the  gentleman  feel  that  this  is  a  wise  piece  of  legis- 
lation to  pass  at  this  particular  time? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  most 
of  these  items  axe  exceptions  that  have  been  made  by  the 
General  Accounting  Office  over  the  method  of  handling  these 
accounts.  Take,  for  example,  the  item  there  of  $13,000.  to 
which  the  gentleman  has  referred. 

Mr.  RICH.  Does  the  gentleman  believe  the  new  Comp- 
troller General,  Lindsay  Warren,  would  recommend  that 
these  accounts  be  charged  off? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  I  believe  that  he  most  probably  would. 
If  the  gentleman  will  read  the  explanation  there  of  that 
$13,000  item,  he  will  find  that  the  payments  were  made  for 
purposes  other  than  indicated  in  the  accounts,  although  the 
Federal  Government  received  the  full  benefit  of  the  services. 
The  payment  shown  as  personal  services  should  have  been 
shown  as  rental  of  equipment,  so  it  is  merely  a  technicality 
that  has  been  raised  about  this  $13,000  item.  I  believe  the 
gentleman  will  find  that  the  same  is  true  for  each  of  the 
different  items  listed  there. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  the  gentleman  from  CaLfomia  has  made  a 
Study  of  it,  and  since  we  have  a  lot  of  respect  for  his  judg- 
ment. I  shall  not  object. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.     I  thank  the  gentleman. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideraUon  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MOSER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  pa.ssed  over  without  iM-ejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERSONS  CONVICTED  OF  A  FEDERAL  OFFENSE 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9954.  to  amend  section 
7  of  the  act  of  May  14.  1930  (46  Stat.  326;  U.  S.  C,  Utle  18, 
sec.  753f),  relating  to  places  of  confinement  and  transfers 
of  persons  convicted  of  an  offense  against  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMITTING    WIRE    TAPPING    IN    CERTAIN    CASES 

The  Clerk  called  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  571)  to 
authorize  the  F>Bderal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  to  conduct  investigations  in  the  Interest  of 
national  defense,  and  for  that  purpose  to  permit  wire  tap- 
ping in  certain  cases. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    I  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 

tTNTTED    STATES    DISTRICT    COURT.    EASTERN    DISTRICT    OF    NORTH 

CAROLINA 

The  Clerk  caUed  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  9122,  to  provide  a 
mixed  civil  and  criminal  term  of  2  weeks  at  Raleigh  of  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
North  Carolina. 

There    being   no    objection,   the   Clerk   read    the   bill,    as 

follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  third  paragraph  of  section  98  of  the 
Judicial  Code,  as  amended  (U.  8.  C.  1934  ed.,  Supp.  V.  tiUe 
28,  sec.  179).  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  .      .  *      , 

•The  terms  of  the  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  or 
North  Carolina  shall  be  held  at  Raleigh,  a  1-week  civil  term,  on 
the  second  Mondays  In  September  and  March,  and  at  the  following 
places  on  each  succcedmg  Monday  thereafter:  FayettevUle  Eliza- 
beth City  Washington.  New  Bern.  Wilson.  Wilmington,  and  Raleigh, 
the  term  at  Raleigh  being  a  mixed  criminal  and  civil  term  of  2 
weeks  civil  business  to  be  called  at  the  conclu.sion  of  the  criminal. 
The  clerk  of  the  court  for  the  eastern  district  shaU  maintain  an 


offlce  in  charge  of  himself  or  deputy  at  Raleigh,  at  WUmlngton.  at 
New  Bern,  at  Elizabeth  City,  at  Washington,  at  FayettevlUe,  and 
at  WUson  which  shall  be  kept  open  at  all  times  for  the  transac- 
tion of  the  business  of  the  court." 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,    • 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

GEN.  ANDREW  PICKENS 

The  Clerk  called  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J,  Res.  369)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  erection  of  a  shrine  or  monument  to  the  memory 
of  Gen.  Andrew  Pickens. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unsuiimous  consent 
that  the  joint  resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

PHOTOGRAPHS   OF    NATIONAL   PARK   SCENERT 

The  Cleik  called  the  next  bill.  S.  769.  authorizing  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  to  furnish  mats  foi;  the  reproduction 
in  magazines  and  newspapers  of  photograplis  of  national 
park  scenery. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  reserve 
his  request  for  a  moment? 
Mr.  TABER.     Yes. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  has  already  passed 
the  Senate.  It  carries  an  appropriation  of  only  $3,000.  Its 
purpose  is.  of  course,  to  stimulate  travel  as  much  as  possible 
in  the  great  scenic  parks  like  Yellowstone  National  Park. 
Glacier  Park,  and  all  of  the  others  by  permitting  small  coun- 
try neu-spapers  to  have  the  advantage  of  having  mats  of 
photographs  and  maps,  and  so  forth,  showing  the  scenic 
places  in  the  various  parks,  for  publication  in  these  small 
papers.  At  the  present  time  the  cost  is  prohibitive.  As  this 
bill  carries  only  a  small  appropriation  and  will  do  a  lot  to 
get  before  the  public  as  a  whole  these  scenic  places  In  the 
manner  I  have  indicated,  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  in- 
sist upon  his  request. 

Mr.  BOLLES.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  j^eld? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Does  the  gentleman  believe  the  newspapers 
will  print  these  maps? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    That  is  my  information. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  I  do  not  believe  they  wiU.  and  I  am  a 
newspaperman.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  request  was  that  the  bill 
be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DIVISION  OF  INVESTIGATIONS.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIO« 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  8.  2827.  to  empower  and 
authorize  special  agents  and  such  other  employees  of  the 
Division  of  Investigations,  Department  of  the  Interior,  as  are 
designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  that  purpose, 
to  administer  oaths  in  the  performance  of  their  ofBcial  duties. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bin? 

Mr.  TABER.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Sipeaker, 
is  anyone  here  in  charge  of  this  bill?  U  not.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  imanimous  consent  that  it  be  passed  over  without  preju- 
dice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

KELLEY  HOMESTEAD,  NEAR  ELK  RIVER.  MINN. 

The  Clerk  called  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  376)  au- 
thorizing the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  accept  from  the 
National  Grange  a  lease  of  the  KeUey  Homestead,  near  Elk 
River.  Minn.,  and  providing  for  its  development  and  main- 
tenance. 
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Mr.  WOLCOTT.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  joint  resolution  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 
The  SPEAPCER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
,  genUeman  from  Michigan? 
There  was  no  objection. 

EXCEPTIONS  TO  SECTION  3709  OF  THE  REVISED  STATUTES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill,  H.  R.  10061.  to  consolidate 
certain  exceptions  to  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and 
to  Improve  the  United  States  Code. 

Mr.  OCONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, I  would  like  to  ask  the  purpose  of  this  bill,  and  I  would 
like  to  have  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Cochran] 
explain  its  provisions. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Mon- 
tana that  this  bill  was  introduced  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Revision  of  the  Laws,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Keoch].  The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  place 
In  the  United  States  Code  under  one  heading  all  the  exemp- 
tions that  have  been  granted  to  section  3709. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  tMr.  Kzogh]  has  some 
clarifying  amendments  to  offer.  This  bill  will  not  disturb 
existing  law  in  any  way.  but  simply  places  in  the  United 
States  Code,  tmder  one  head,  all  of  the  exemptions  without 
requiring  one  who  Is  interested  to  go  through  the  entire  code 
to  locate  four  or  five  dozen  exemptions.  There  are  one  or 
two  errors  in  the  bill  which  I  have  called  to  the  attention 
of  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  and  he  has  certain 
amendments  to  correct  them,  because  I  do  not  want  in  tbl5 
manner  to  disturb  the  existing  situation. 

PMrther  I  will  say  if  the  Senate  adds  any  additional  ex- 
emptions to  this  bill  as  chairman  of  the  conmiittee  that 
-  reported  It  I  will  not  agree  to  the  action  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman.  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  I  shall  withdraw  my  objection. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enactrd.  etc..  That  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
Khali  not  be  construed  to  apply  to  any  purchases  or  services  author- 
ized by  any  appropriation  act  for  the  hereinafter  enumerated  inde- 
pendent offices  and  departments — 

(a)  Where  the  aggregate  amount  Involved  does  not  exceed  the 
■um  of  135— 

( 1 )  The  ClvU  Service  Commission. 

(2)  The  Department  of  Commerce. 

(3)  The  Department  of  Justice. 

(4)  The  District  of  Columbia. 

(b)  Where  the  aggregate  amount  Involved  does  not  exceed  the 
sum  of  tSO — 

( 1 )  The  administrative  (^ce  of  the  United  States  courts. 

(2)  The  Department  of  Agriculture. 

(3)  The  Department  of  Labor. 

(4)  The  Farm  Credit  Administration. 

(5)  The  Inderal  Bureau  of  Investigation  In  the  field. 

(6)  The  Federal  Home  Lean  Bank  Board. 

(7)  The  Federal  Power  Comml^ion. 

(8)  The  F^ede^al  Trade  Conunlssion. 

(9)  The  General  Accoimtlng  Office. 

(10)  The  Indian  Field  Service. 

(11)  The  Interstate  Commerce  Conunlsslon. 

(12)  The  National  Archives. 

(13)  Tbe  National  Labor  Relations  Board. 

(14)  The  Railroad  Retirement  Board. 

(15)  The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
(18)  The  Tariff  Commission. 

(17)   The  Treasury  Dep«u^ment. 

(c)  Where  the  aggregate  amount  involved  does  not  exceed  the 
sum  of  •100— 

(1)  The  Air  Safety  Board. 

(2)  The  Bureau  of  Air  Commerce. 

(3)  The  ClvU  Aeronautics  Authority. 

(4)  The  Federal  Loan  Agency. 

(5)  The  Federal  Works  Agency. 

(6)  The  Maritime  Labor  Board. 

(7)  The  Rural  Electrlflcation  Administration. 

(8)  The  Smithsonian  Institution. 

(9)  The  United  States  Maritime  Commission. 

(d)  Where  the  aggregate  amount  involved  does  not  exceed  the 
sum  of  •£00— 

(1)   The  Bureau  of  Mines. 
-   (2)  The  United  States  Section  of  International  Boundaries  Com- 
mlwilon.  United  States  and  Mexico. 

Sbc.  a.  Section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  shall  not  be  con- 
strued to  apply  under  any  appropriation  act  to  the  following  In- 
dependent offices  and  departments  under  the  clrcunutanoes  q)^^ 
dfled  herein: 


(a)  American  Battle  Monuments  Conunlsslon — to  any  purchases 
when  the  aggregate  amount  Involved  does  not  exceed  •500,  nor  to 
any  leases  In  foreign  countries  for  office  or  garage  space. 

(b)  Bureau  of  the  Budget — to  any  purchiises  of  office  equipment 
and  supplies  when  tbe  amount  Involved  In  any  case  does  not 
exceed  toO. 

(c)  The  Biireau  of  Interparliamentary  Union  for  Promotion  of 
International  Arbitration — to  stenographic  reporting  services  by 
contract  If  deemed  necessary. 

(d)  Department  of  State — to  any  purchase  or  service  when 
the  aggregate  amount  does  not  exceed  •100,  or  with  respect  to 
articles,  materials,  or  supplies  for  use  outside  the  United  States 
when  the  aggregate  amount  Involved  does  not  exceed  •300:  or 
when  the  purchase  or  service  relates  to  the  packing  of  personiU 
and  household  effects  of  Diplomatic,  Consular,  and  Foreign  Service 
officers  and  clerks  for  foreign  shipment. 

(e)  Federal  Communications  Commis.«<lon — to  any  purchase  or 
exchange  of  instruments  when  the  aggregate  amount  involved 
does  not  exceed  •25. 

(f)  The  International  Committee  of  Aerial  Legal  E^xperts — to 
stenographic  and  other  service  by  contract  as  deemed  necessary. 

(g)  Medical  Department  of  the  Army — to  the  purchase  of  medi- 
cines and  medical  supplies. 

(h)  Social  Security  Board — to  any  purchase  when  the  aggregate 
amount  involved  does  not  exceed  •100. 

Sec.  3.  Materials  and  equipment  for  the  control  of  incipient  or 
emergency  outbreaks  of  insects,  pests,  or  grass  diseases,  including 
grasshoppers,  Mormon  crickets,  and  chinch  bugs,  may  be  procured 
with  any  sums  appropriated  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  Public 
Resolution  No.  91.  approved  May  9,  1928.  without  regard 
to  the  provisions  of  section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  and  the  transportation  thereof  may  be  under  such  con- 
ditions and  means  as  shall  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  be  most  advantageous. 

Sbc.  4.  The  sections  or  parts  of  sections  of  the  Statutes  at  Large 
heretofore  covering  the  provisions  consolidated  in  this  Act  are 
repealed  Insofar  a.s  they  are  Incorporated  in  the  United  States  Code. 
1934  Edition  and  Supplements  thereto,  as  shown  by  the  appended 
table:  Prot-ided.  however.  That  any  rights  or  liabilities  existing 
under  such  repealed  sections  or  parts  of  sections  shall  not  be 
affected  by  their  repeal. 
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52  SUt.  41S;  Mar.  16.  19:'9.  ch.  11,  sec  1.  S3  Stat.  532;  Ape.  18, 

IMO  ch.  107  96C.  1   M  Stat   131 
Act  June  22,  1936.  ch!  6*9,  sec.  1.  49  Stat"  I604VJui>e  28. 1937.  ch!  39(5. 

sec.  1.  .V)  Stat.  341;  May  23.  1938.  ch.  259.  sec.  1,  52  SUt.  424;  Mar. 

16.  1939.  ch.  1! .  sec    1 .  53  SUt.  539   . . 
Act  June  22.  1U36.  ch.  lany.  .«ec.  1,  49  Stat.  1006;  June  28, 1937.  ch.  396. 

sec.  1.  .W  Stat.  344:.May  23.  1938,  ch.  259,  sec.  1.  52  SUt.  426;  Mar. 

16.  1939.  ch.  11,  sec.  1.  53  SUt.  540. 

Act  May  14.  1937.  ch.  IM.  title  I.  see.  1.  50  Stat.  139;  Mar.  28, 19^ 

ch.  55.  sec.  1,  52  SUt.  123:  May  6,  1939,  ch.  115.  sec.  1.  title  I.  53 

SUt.  656;  Mar.  2.'>.  1940.  rh.  71.  title  I,  54  Stat.  SA     . 
Act  June  16,  1937,  ch.  359.  title  I,  50  SUt.  273;  Apr.  27,  1938,  ch.  180, 

title  I.  sec.  1.  .52  Stat  258;  June  29.  1939.  ch.  248.  title  I.  53  SUt. 

896;  May  14.  1940.  ch.  189.  title  I.  54  SUt  .   . . 
Act  June  16. 1937,  ch  359.  title  II.  H)  SUt.  275;  Apr.  27, 19M,  ch.  180. 

title  11.  sec.  1.  52  SUt.  260;  June  29.  1939.  ch  348.  title  II.  53  Stat 

898;   May  14.  1940.  ch.  18U.  title  III.  54  SUt 
Act  June  16,  1937.  ch  3.S9,  title  111,  50  Stat.  285;  Ape.  27. 19M.  ch.  180, 

titlelll.  sec.  1,52  SUt  272 

Act  June  28.  1937.  ch.  396.  sec.  1.  50  SUt.  335;  May  23,  1838.  ch.  U9, 

sec.  1.  .■;2  Stat.  417:  Mar.  16.  1939.  ch.  11.  mc.  1.  53  SUt.  532;  Apr. 

18.  1940.  ch.  107,  sec.  1.  .54  Stat.  134 

Act  June  £<,  U07.  ch.  :v«5.  sec.  1.  80  .Stat.  338;  Mav  7!.  IW'i.  ch.  158, 

sec.  1,  52  Stat.  420;  Mjf.  10,  1939.  ch.  11.  sec.  1,  53  SUt.  534;  Apr. 

18.  1940.  ch.  107,  sec.  1.. 54  Stat.  133    

Act  June  2J*,  1337,  ch.  396,  sec.  1,  50  Stat  339;  May  23.  1938,  ch.  250, 

sec.  1,  52  .sut.  421;  Mar.  16.  1999.  ch.  11.  sec.  1.  S3  SUt.  SSH;  An». 

1«.  l'.MP.  ch.  107.  •'»»iv  I.  54  Stst.  13.5 
Act  June  28.  19:17.  ch.  3P6.  sec.  1.  50  Stat.  »»;  May  »,  Hl».  ch.  MO. 

sec.  1,  52  SUt.  422;  Mar.  IS.  1939.  ch.  11.  sec.  1.  53  Stat.  .537 
Act  June  2*.  1937,  ch.  396.  (tec.  1,  .50  Stat.  341;  .Mav  23.  1938,  ch.  250, 

!»cc.  1,  52  Stat.  423;  Mar.  16,  1939,  ch.  H,  sec.  1.  53  SUt.  538 
Act  Jure  28.  1937,  ch   396.  <*".  I.  .y>  .-^tijt.  342;  May  23.  1988.  ch   MO. 

sec.  1.  62  SUt.  425;  Mar   16.  I9:«,  ch.  11,  sec.  1.  S3  SUt.  539;  Apr.  18. 

1940,  ch.  107.  sec  1.  54  SUt.  136 

Act  Apr  «.  1387.  ch.  60.  SVC  3,  as  amended  May  0,  IS38,  ch.  192,  U 
Stat  344 

Act  May  23/im.'6b'.il^'aeryCs2SimL'<i7;m 
1939,  ch.  1 1.  sec  1,  S3  Stat.  531  Apr.  18, 1940,  «*.  107.  sec  1.  54  Stat- 
ist  .. _      „ 
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statutes  at  Lai|B 


United  SUtes 
Code 


Title 


Act  June  2.5,  1938,  ch.  681,  title  T,  .52  Stat.  1117;  Mar.  16,  1939,  ch.  11, 

sec.  1.  53  SUt.  .13.5;  Apr.  18,  liMO,  ch.  107.  sec.  1,  54  Slat.  134      .       . 
Art  Mar.  In.  iu3tt. ch.  ILw-c.  l,53SUl. 527;asanicn"lcJ  .\pr.  18. 1940. 

ch.  in7,  S1M-.  l.-MStat.  116 

Act  Auc.  7,  1935,  ch.  4.1.5,  '9  Stat.  540;  Feb.  11,  1936,  ch.  49,  49  SUt. 

1123   May  15.  193»>.  ch.  40.5,  4U  Stat.  1316;  Juno  16,  I9.r.  ch.  :i59,  .50 

Stat   y.7:  Apr.  27.  1938.  ch.  1X0.  .52  Stat.  254:  June  29.  19:W,  ch.  248. 

title  I,  .53  SUt.  I«92;  May  14.  1940,  ch.  189.  title  I,  .54  Stat. 

Act  May  15,  1936,  ch.  405.  49  SUt.  1315;  June  16,  1937,  ch.  359.  50  Stat. 

367:  Apr.  28. 1938,  ch.  180, 52  Stat.  253;  June  29, 1989.  ch.  248.  title  I, 

53Stat.K9l     ■   •     - 

Act  Feb.  20.  1929,  ch.  270,  sec.  1.  45  Put.  1243;  Apr.  19.  1930.  rh.  301. 

sec.  1,  46  RUt.  343;  Feb.  23,  1931.  ch.  281,  sec.  1.  46  SUt.  1370;  Feb. 

2,  1985,  ch.  3.  aec.  i.  49  Stat.  16;  Mar.  19.  1936.  ch.  1.50,  s»>c.  1,  49 

SUt.  1180;  June  28.  1937.  ch  396,  sec.  1.  50  SUt.  34.5;  May  25.  I9:1H, 

ch.  2.59.  sec.  I,  .52  Stat.  427;  Mar.  16. 1939.  ch.  11.  sec.  1.  53  Stat.  542; 

Apr.  18,  1940.  ch.  107,  <«»«.  1,  54  SUt.  137 ^   ■  .r-.^: 

Aot  June  -28,  11«7,  ch.  396,  sec.  1.  50  SUt.  331;  May  23.  1938.  ch.  259. 

arc.  1. 52  Stat.  412;  Mar.  Hi.  1939.  ch.  11,  aec  1. 53  Stat.  525;  Apr.  18. 

1940.  ch.  107,  s*^.  1.54  Stat.  113 

Act  Apr.  18.  194a  ch.  107,  sec.  1.  .54  Stst.  113  ,.   „.,  -  ..i.  „ 

Act  June  16.  1938.  ch.  464.  52  Stat.  750;  June  30,  1939,  ch.  253.  title  II. 

sec.  1,  53  Stat.  978 

Act  Aue.  25,  1937,  ch.  757.  title  I.  50  Stat.  759  

Act  Aug.  9.  1939.  ch.  633.  title  I.  sec.  1.  53  SUt.  1318 

Act  Apr.  18,  1940.  ch.  107.  sec.  1.  M  Sut.  112 

Act  Apr.  18,  1940,  ch.  107.  54  SUt.  118 

Act  A|ir.  18^  1940.  ch.  107.  54  Stat.  119 

Act  Apr.  18,  1940,  ch.  107,  ,54  Stat.  130 

Act  Apr.  IH.  1940,  ch.  107,  ,54  Stat.  131 ... 

Act  Feb.  11,  1927,  ch.  104.  sec.  1,  44  Stat.  1081,  as  amended  Apr.  18, 

1944t.  ch.  107,  sec.  1.  54  Stat.  137 

Act  Mav  14,  1940,  ch.  189.  title  I,  54  Stat. 

Act  May  14.  1940.  ch.  180.  title  IV,  54  Stat. 
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Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  certain  amendments 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  they  may  be  read  and 
considered  together. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Kzogh:  Page  1.  lines  5  and  6.  after 
"enumerated",  strike  out  "independent  offices  and  departments' 
and   insert   "departmcnU  and  independent  offices." 

Page  2.  line  7,  strike  out  "(3)  The  Department  of  Labor." 

Page  2,  line  14.  strike  out  "(10)   The  Indian  Field  Service  " 

Page  2.  between  lines  15  and  16.  Insert  "(10)  The  National  Ad- 
visory Committee  for   Aeronautics." 

Page  2.  between  lines  17  and  18,  insert  "(13)  The  Navy  Depart- 
ment or  its  bureaus  and  offices." 

Page  2.  line  24.  strike  out  "(1)  Tbe  Air  Safety  Board  ,  and  Insert 
••(1)    The   Civil   Aeronautics   Board."  ,^ 

Page  2    line  25.  strike  out  "(2)   The  Bureau  of  Air  Commerce. 

Page  2   line  26.  strike  out  "<3>   The  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority." 

Page  2   after  line  26,  insert  "(2)   The  Department  of  Labor." 

Page  3  line  14.  after  "following",  strike  out  independent  offices 
and  departments"  and  insert  "departments  and  independent  offices." 

Page  3.  between  lines  19  and  20,  Insert: 

"(b)  Bounlc  Garden — to  the  purchase  of  supplies  and  equipment 
and  the  procurement  of  services  made  in  the  open  market  in  the 
manner  common  among  businessmen,  when  the  aggregate  amount 
of  the  purchase  or  the  services  does  not  exceed  $50  in  any  instance. 

"(c)  Botanic  Garden — to  the  purchase  of  plants,  trees,  shrubs, 
and  other  nursery  stock  In  the  sum  of  •SOO  at  any  one  Ume." 

Page  3.  between  lines  22  and  23.  insert: 

"(e)  The  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce — to  pur- 
chases of  supplies  and  equipment  or  the  procurement  of  services  in 
foreign  countries  made  in  the  open  market  In  the  manner  common 
among  businessmen  when  the  aggregate  amount  of  the  purchase 
or  service  does  not  exceed  JlOO  In  any  InsUnce." 

Page  3.  after  line  25.  Insert: 

"(g)  Department  of  the  Interior,  the  bureaus  and  offices  thereof, 
Howard  University,  and  the  Columbia  Institution  for  the  Deaf,  at 
the  seat  of  the  Government,  as  well  as  those  located  in  the  field 
ouuide  the  District  of  ColumblSr— to  the  purchase  of  supplies  arid 
equipment  or  the  procurement  of  services  made  in  open  markeU  in 
the  tnanner  common  among  businessmen  when  the  aggregate  amount 
of  the  purchase  or  the  service  does  not  exceed  •lOO  In  any  InsUnce.' 
Page  5,  line  4.  after  "4",  insert  "(a)." 

Page  6.  line  6,  after  first  "are",  insert  "hereby. 

Page  8.  after  line  11.  Insert:  ^     ,  ..  ^.  ».     . 

"(b)  The  last  paragraph  under  the  heading  'Board  of  Mediation 
in  the  Independent  Offices  Act  of  1928  (44  Stat.  1072;  U.  8.  C,  title 
45,  sec.  164)  is  hereby  repealed. 

"(c)  The  last  paragraph  of  the  act  of  February  13,  1923,  ch.  72 
(42  Stat.  1244;  U    8.  C,  title  41,  sec.  6)   Is  hereby  repealed. 

"(d)  The  last  proviso  of  section  1  of  the  act  of  February  15,  1934. 
ch  13  (48  SUt.  361.  D.  8.  C,  Utle  41.  sec.  6)  Is  hereby  repealed." 


Page    S.    begliuilng    of    table,    insert    attached    table    page*    Noa. 
1  and  2: 


Statutes  at  Lar(« 


Act  Apr.  6,  1937,  ch.  60,  sec.  3,  as  amended  May  »,  I9SS,  ch.  193,  S3 
Stat. 344    .         

Act  Feb.  27,  1893,  ch.  168.  27  Stat.  48.5    

Act  Jan.  25,  1929.  ch.  102.  title  III.  45  Sut.  1119;  Apr.  18.  IMO,  ch. 
1H4.  titlo  111.  46  Stat.  198;  Feb.  23,  1931.  ch.  2H0.  title  111.  46  RUt. 
1334;  July  1.  1932.  ch.  361.  liiie  111,  47  Sut.  .502;  Mar,  1.  1933.  ch. 
144,  title  III,  47  Stat.  1393;  Ai*.  7,  1934,  ch.  UM,  title  111.  48  .Stat. 
651;  Mar.  22.  19:i,5.  ch.  3».  soc.  1,  49  Slat.  90;  May  1.5,  193«>.  ch  40.5. 
sec.  1,  49  Slat.  13:16;  June  16,  1937.  ch.  359.  sec.  1,  tilU-  HI.  50  Slat. 
287;  Apr.  27,  l»:is,  ch.  180.  title  111,  sec.  I.  52  8Ut.  273;  June  29, 
19.39.  ch.  248.  lillc  111.  5;l  .^Ut.  M(W  

Act  Feb.  11.  1927,  ch.  104.  Mt-  1.  44  Stal.  1081  ■ 

Act  Feb.  14.  1931,  ch.  189,  second  paraitraph,  all  between  second 
and  third  semicolons,  as  added  Aug.  7,  193,5,  ch.  4.55,  sec  1.  49 
Siat.  .540;  Feh.  11.  1936.  ch.  49,  4«  Stat.  1123,  s«>conil  paragraph, 
a!l  between  si'c<'nd  and  third  ivmicoloiui;  .May  1.5,  19.36,  ch.  40.5, 
59  Slat.  1316,  bepinnirjK  with  ••steni>CTaphic"  i"  line  9  and  end- 
ing with  -StatuU'S '•  in  line  11;  Juiif  16,  1937,  ch.  3.5U,  M  SUt.  267, 
N'pinninR  with  •slonopraphic"  In  next  to  last  line  and  ending 
with  ••.«^tatut«s"  In  frst  line  on  p.  268;  A|>r.  27.  11*38.  ch.  180.  .52 
Stat.  25t  iN-ginningwith  -stonogTHphic"  inline  l4an<len<iinK  with 
"Statutes"  in  line  16:  Juno  2U,  19.W,  ch.  W8.  title  1,  .'CI  Stat,  wrj, 
beginning  with  "slenosraphic"  In  line  11  and  ending  with 
•'St»IuU\s"  in  line  16   ..  „ 

Act  Jun-2.5.  191,1,  rh  431,.*>c  23.  36SUt.861:  May  18.  1916.  ch.  125. 
sec,  I.  .39  SUt,  126;  Jan,  12.  1927,  rh,  "27.  44  SUt.  936 

Act  Mav  13.  1W26.  ch.  2»4,  sec,  I.  44  Stat.  548;  Feb.  23.  1927.  ch,  16*. 
sec.  I,  44  Stat  1157;  Mav  14,  I92H,  ch,  551,  sec,  1,  45  SUt  .528;  Feb. 
28,  1929,  ch.  367,  sec.  1,  45  Slat.  1397;  June  6,  miO,  ch.  407.  sec.  1, 
46  SUt,  516;  Feb,  20,  1931,  ch.  £»,  sec.  1.  46  Stat.  1186;  June  :», 
1932,  ch.  314,  sec.  1,  47  Stat.  3«3;  Feb.  28,  193:1.  ch.  i:t4.  *'C,  I,  47 
Sut  1362;  Mav  30. 1U34.  ch.  iTi.  aec.  1.  48  Stat.  828,  July  8,  1H3.5, 
ch.  :J74.  SIM".  1. 49 Stat  471;  Apr.  17, 1936,  ch,  233.  si-c,  1, 49  Stat  1226; 
May  18,  1937,  ch,  223.  50  SUt,  181;  .May  17.  1938,  ch.  ZW.  sec,  I. 
52  Stat,  392;  June  16,  1939,  ch.  208.  sec.  1.  53  SUt.  834;  June  18.  1940. 
ch.  3U6.  sec.  1,  54  SUt 
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Page  6,  last  column  of  table.  Insert  "6"  in  blank  space  opposite 
"41." 

Page  5,  between  second  and  third  paragraphs  of  ciUtions.  in- 
sert: 

"Act  June  25,  1910,  ch   431.  sec,  23,  36  Stat   861:  May 
18.    1916.   ch,    125.   sec.    1.   39    Stat.    126;    Jan.    12.    1927. 
ch    27,  44  Stat.  936 ♦*     ''^» 

Page  7.  end  of  table.  Insert:  ,-».»... 

"Act  June  11,  1940.  ch,  313.  title  I,  54  Stat,  — 41       ehh  ^ 

"Act  Apr  22.  1926,  ch,  171.  sec.  1,  44  Stat,  314 60        164 

The  ameruiments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  connection  with  the  bill  Just 
passed  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Clerk  may  be  in- 
structed to  correct  the  enumerations  in  the  paragraphs  in  line 
with  the  amendments  that  have  been  adopted. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  leave  to  extend  my  re- 
marks I  include  the  following  explanation  of  the  bill  H.  R. 
10061  and  amendments  thereto,  which  passed  the  House 
today.  The  bill  represents  an  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Revision  of  the  Laws  to  consolidate  the  various 
exceptions  to  section  3709.  Revised  Statutes,  appearing 
throughout  the  United  States  Code. 

CONTENT BBCnoNS    1-3   OF  BItX. 

An  effort  has  been  made  to  consolidate  in  the  first  three 
sections  of  this  bill  the  provisions  of  all  general  and  perma- 
nent Federal  legislation  making  exceptions  to  section  3709 
of  the  Revised  Statutes.  These  provisions  have  been  taken 
in  most  instances  from  prior  appropriation  acts,  where  they 
were  originally  set  out  as  provisos  to  specific  appropriations. 

The  bill  includes  all  exceptions  enumerated  in  1940  appro- 
priaUon  acts  received  to  June  27.  1940,  which  constitute  chap- 
ters 27.  71,  107.  189.  313,  333.  343.  and  396. 

SECTION   4   or  TRX  BOi. 

A  table  of  United  States  Code  sections,  referred  to  In  sec- 
tion 4  of  the  bill,  is  incorporated  as  an  appendix.  The  table 
does  not  cit€  every  appropriation  act  in  wliich  the  proviso* 
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are  repeated  from  year  to  year;  however,  it  does  Include  an 
citations  now  set  out  in  the  code  as  credits  to  the  text  of  the 
several  exceptions.  Therefore,  while  the  table  does  not  ex- 
haust the  possible  citations  to  appropriation  acts,  it  identifies 
the  text  of  the  exceptions  set  out  in  the  code  and  consolidated 
in  this  bill. 

ACEKCIXS   KEOBGANIZZS 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  is  now  administered 
by  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator  (Reorganization  Plan 
No.  I,  sec.  402).  but  this  change  in  administration  should  not 
affect  the  exception  to  Revised  Statutes  3709. 

The  Rural  Electrification  Administration  was  transferred 
to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  by  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
n.  section  5.  but  this  should  not  affect  the  exception  to 
Revised  Statutes  3709. 

The  Bureau  of  Mines  was  transferred  to  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  by  Executive  Order  No.  6611.  Exception  to  Re- 
vised Statutes  3709  should  remain  intact. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  was  transferred  to  the  Executive 
OfiBce  of  the  President  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  I,  section 
1 .  This  exception  to  Revised  Statutes  3709  should  be  retained 
despite  the  transfer. 

The  Social  Security  Board  was  transferred  to  the  Federal 
Security  Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  I,  section  201. 
The  exception  for  this  Board  should  remain  intact. 

roue  or  bhi. 

AH  uniform  exceptions  relating  to  independent  offices  and 
departments  have  been  grouped  under  specific  sums  in  section 
1.  Exceptions  which  could  not  be  listed  in  section  1  of  this 
^-^ill  because  of  some  special  difference  have  been  set  forth  in 
sectton  2.  Effort  has  been  made  to  preserve  the  original  sub- 
stance of  all  exceptions  consolidated  in  this  bill.  Only 
changes  in  form  have  been  made. 

rvrxjux  legislation 

If  this  bill  becomes  law  and  if  additional  departments  and 
Independent  offices  are  to  be  excepted  from  the  provisions  of 
section  3709  of  the  Revised  SUtutes.  it  is  hoped  this  bill  will 
be  amended  to  include  the  new  exceptions,  in  order  that  such 
exceptions  may  always  be  found  in  convenient  form  and  in 
one  place. 

KXPLANATOIT    STATEMENT    FO«    AMENDMENTS    TO     H.     B.     10081 — mST 

AMENDMENT 

Amendment  merely  transposes  words  "independent  offices 
and  departments." 

SECOND  AMENDMENT 

The  Department  of  Labor  was  erroneously  listed  under 
subdivision  ib)  of  section  1  ($50)  and  is  therefore  being  trans- 
ferred to  the  list  imder  subdivision  (c)  of  section  1  ($100). 

THnu>   AACKMDMENT 

TTie  Indian  field  service  was  erroneously  listed  under  sub- 
division (b)  ($50) — actually  the  exemption  for  this  office  is 
$100.  It  is  covered  in  the  words  "bureaus  and  offices"  in 
amendment  adding  the  Department  of  the  Interior  as  sub- 
division (g)  under  section  2. 

rOVKTH    AMKNDMZMT 

*rhe  Nalional  Ad\Tsory  Committee  for  Aeronautics  for- 
merly appeared  in  title  50,  section  154,  but  is  being  transferred 
in  supplement  VI  to  title  41,  section  611.  This  exemption 
should  be  consolidated  with  the  others. 

rXTTH    AMENDMENT 

The  Navy  Department  was  added  to  the  list  of  exceptions 
this  year  by  act  June  11,  1940,  chapter  313.  title  I,  54  Statute. 

SITTH.    SEVENTH.    AND    EHiHTH    AMENDMENTS 

These  amendments  substitute  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
for  the  Air  Safety  Board,  the  Bureau  of  Air  Commerce,  and 
the  old  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  for  the  following  reasons: 

First.  The  Air  Safety  Board  in  the  old  Civil  Aeronautics 
Authority  was  consolidated  in  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  by 
the  Reorganization  Plan  No.  IV,  section  7. 

Second.  The  Bureau  of  Air  Commerce  was  transferred  to 
the  old  Civil  Aeronautics  Authority  by  act  June  23,  1938, 
chapter  001,  section  203,  52  Statute  982. 


mifTH  AMENDMENT 

This  amendment  is  explained  in  statement  for  second 
amendment. 

TENIH    AMENDMENT 

Same  as  first  amendment. 

ELEVENTH   AMENDMENT 

Subsections  (b)  and  (c)  of  section  2  as  inserted  by  this 
amendment  formerly  appeared  in  title  40,  sections  217b  and 
217,  respectively.  They  have  been  transferred  to  title  41, 
sections  6kk  and  6jJ,  respectively,  in  supplement  VI.  These 
subsections  should  be  consolidated  with  the  other  exceptions. 

TWXLrrH  AMSNDMEMT 

The  twelfth  amendment  inserts  exception  formerly  appear- 
ing in  title  15,  section  198,  which  has  been  transferred  to 
title  41.  section  611  for  supplement  VI.  It  should  also  be 
consolidated  with  the  other  exceptions. 

THXBTZENTH  AMENDMENT 

This  amendment  inserts  exception  for  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  and  so  forth,  which  will  appear  lA  supplement 
VI  as  title  41.  section  6a-l.  This  amendment  also  Includes 
the  Indian  field  service  referred  to  in  the  third  amendment. 
It  should  be  noted  that  Howard  University  and  Columbia 
Institution  for  the  Deaf  were  transferred  to  the  Security 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  IV,  section  11;  however, 
they  are  retained  under  the  heading  "Department  of  the 
Interior"  because  the  final  provisions  thereunder  appear  un- 
affected by  the  mere  transfer  of  these  institutions  to  the 
Federal  Security  Agency. 

FOURTEENTH   AMENDMENT 

This  amendment  merely  changes  form  of  section,  required 
by  the  addition  of  three  new  paragraphs. 

niTEENTH    AMENDMENT 

This  amendment  inserts  the  word  "hereby"  in  the  interest 
of  clarity. 

SriTEENTH   AMENDMENT 

This  amendment  repeals  provisions  of  title  45,  section  164, 
relating  to  Board  of  Mediation,  which  Board  was  abolished 
by  title  45,  section  154. 

It  also  repeals  the  exception  relating  to  the  Veterans' 
Bureau  which  was  consolidated  in  the  Veterans'  Administra- 
tion by  title  38,  section  11. 

Finally  it  repeals  the  provisions  in  title  411  section  6,  re- 
lating to  the  Federal  Civil  Works  AdministraUon,  which 
agency  has  been  supplanted  by  the  Work  Projects  Admin- 
istration. Exception  to  Revised  Statutes  3709  for  the  Work 
Projects  Administration  will  be  foimd  in  the  Federal  Emer- 
gency Relief  Appropriations  Act  set  out  as  notes  under  title  15, 
section  728.  but  since  their  application  is  confined  to  the 
particular  appropriation  act  in  which  they  appear,  no 
W.  P.  A.  exception  has  been  incorporated  in  this  bill. 

SEVXirrECNTH  AMENDMENT 

This  amendment  adds  tables  to  cover  additions  made 
throughout  the  bill  by  the  other  amendments. 

EIGHTEENTH   AMENDMENT 

This  amendment  supplies  omission  of  "6." 

NINETEENTH   AMENDMENT 

This  amendment  is  covered  by  statement  for  seventeenth 
amendment. 

TWENTIETH    AMENDMENT 

Same  as  seventeenth  amendment. 

BKIDGE  ACKOSS  WABASH  lUVXR  HTAR  MOTTIfT  VXRHOIV,  Iin>. 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  bill.  H.  R.  9952.  authorizing  the 
Indiana  State  Toll  Bridge  Commission  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  toll  bridge  across  the  Wabash  River  at  or  near 
Mount  Vernon,  Posey  County,  Ind. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  in  order  to  promote  interstate  commerce. 
Improve  the  Postal  Service,  and  provide  for  military  and  other  pur- 
poses, the  Indiana  State  Toil  Bridge  Commission  is  hereby  author- 
laed  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  bridge  and  approaches 
thereto  across  the  Wabash  River,  at  a  point  suitable  to  the  interests 
of  navigation,  at  or  near  Moimt  Vernon.  Posey  County.  Ind..  in 
aocordanoe  with  the  pro\-i£ions  oX  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  regu- 


late the  construction  of  bridges  over  navigable  waters."  approved 
March  23.  190fl,  and  subject  to  the  conditions  and  llmltatlona 
contained  in  this  act. 

Sec.  a.  There  Is  hereby  conferred  upon  the  Indiana  State  Toll 
Bridge  Commlsston  an  such  rights  and  powers  to  enter  upon  lands 
and  to  acquire,  condemn,  occupy,  possess,  and  use  real  estate  and 
other  property  needed  for  the  location,  construction,  maintenance, 
and  operation  of  such  bridge  and  its  approaches,  as  are  possessed  by 
raUroad  corporations  for  railroad  purposes  or  by  bridge  corporations 
for  bridge  purposes  in  the  State  In  which  such  real  estate  or  other 
property  Is  situated,  upon  making  just  compensation  therefor,  to 
be  ascertained  and  paid  according  to  the  laws  of  such  State,  and  the 
proceedings  therefor  shall  be  the  same  as  in  the  condemnation  or 
expropriation  of  property  for  public  purposes  In  such  State. 

Sbc.  3.  The  said  Indiana  State  Toil  Bridge  Commission  is  hereby 
authorized  to  fix  and  charge  tolls  for  transit  over  such  bridge,  and 
the  rates  of  toll  so  fixed  shall  be  the  legal  rates  until  changed  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  under  the  authority  contained  in  the  act  of 
March  23.  1906. 

Sec.  4.  In  fixing  the  rates  of  toll  to  be  charged  for  the  use  of  such 
bridge  the  same  shall  be  so  adjusted  as  to  provide  a  fund  sufficient 
to  pay  for  the  reasonable  cost  of  maintaining,  repairing,  and  operat- 
ing the  brldi?c  and  Its  approaches  under  economical  management, 
and  to  provide  a  sinking  fund  sufficient  to  amortize  the  cost  of  such 
bridge  and  its  approaches,  including  reasonable  Interest  and  financ- 
ing cost,  as  soon  as  possible,  under  reasonable  charges,  but  within 
a  period  of  not  to  exceed  20  years  from  the  completion  thereof. 
After  a  sinking  fund  svifflclent  for  such  amortization  shall  have  been 
so  provided,  sucli  bridge  shall  thereafter  be  maintained  and  oper- 
ated free  of  tolls.  An  accurate  record  of  the  cost  of  the  bridge  and 
its  approaches,  the  expenditures  for  maintaining,  repairing,  and 
operating  the  Eame,  and  of  the  dally  tolls  collected  shall  be  kept 
and  shall  be  available  for  the  information  of  all  persons  interested. 

Sec.  5.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  Is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  b  11  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a -third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

USE  AND  DISPOSITION  OF  THE  BEQUEST  OF  THE  LATE  JUSTICE  OLTVER 

WENDELL  HOLMES 

The  Clerk  called  the  next  business.  House  Joint  Resolution 
550.  to  provide  for  the  use  and  disposition  of  the  bequest  of 
the  late  Justice  Oliver  Wendell  Holmes  to  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, there  is  no  one  who  had  more  respect  for  the  late 
Justice  Holmes  than  I.  I  think  at  the  proper  time,  when 
this  Government  can  afford  it.  we  should  make  available  to 
all  of  the  libraries  of  this  country  his  works  and  his  opin- 
ions. He  wrote  some  of  the  most  illuminating  and  most 
useful  minority  opinions  that  the  Supreme  Coiut  has  ever 
passed  down,  but  this  measure  involves  expense  to  the  Gov- 
ernment, an  expense  which  is  not  necessary  at  this  particu- 
lar time,  when  every  dollar  we  can  get  hold  of  should  be 
spent  in  defense  of  this  country ,^and  I  think  if  Justice  Holmes 
were  alive  today  he  would  request  that  this  matter  be  delayed 
until  the  country  is  in  better  shape  to  do  this  great  work. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KELLER.  May  I  suggest  to  the  gentleman,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  this  is  a  matter  that  has  been  under  considera- 
tion by  a  commission  appointed  for  that  purpose,  consistins 
of  five  members  of  the  Supreme  Court,  five  Members  of  this 
body,  and  five  Members  of  the  Senate.  We  have  had  many 
meetings  and  have  gone  over  the  matter  from  A  to  Z  and 
back  again  and  we  have  done  the  best  we  know  how. 

I  doubt  whether  any  Member  here  who  has  not  met  with 
us  and  discussed  it  as  we  have  done  would  be  able  to  suggest 
a  disposition  of  that  money  as  well  as  this  resolution  dis- 
poses of  it.  Unless  the  gentleman  has  some  special  reason 
for  it  I  suggest  that  he  permit  the  bill  to  be  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  did  not  hear  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserved  the  right  to  ob- 
ject to  make  a  statement.  I  think  the  committee  has  done 
a  fine  job.  and  under  ordinary  circumstances  there  surely 
would  be  no  objection  to  permitting  this  bill  to  be  passed. 
I  have  no  criticism  of  the  committee  and  I  have  no  criticism 
of  the  plan  which  they  have  outlined  here  to  distribute  those 
works,  but  there  is  considerable  expense  Involved  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government.    This  distribution  is  not  made  out  of  the 


legacy  which  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  left.  It  is  made  by  an 
appropriation,  and  for  that  reason  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  KELLER.  I  shall  have  to  object.  If  the  gentleman 
wants  to  take  the  responsibility  of  objecting,  all  right. 

The  SPEAKER.  Objection  is  heard  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  right  to  object. 
I  think  I  have  made  myself  clear  In  the  reason  given  for  asking 
that  this  bill  go  over  without  prejudice.  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  purpose  of  the  bill.  I  am  just  trying  to  protect  a 
situation  here  In  which  we  all  have  a  responsibility  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  the  membership  of  the  House  who  feel  as 
keenly  on  this  question  of  national  defense  and  Ooverrmient 
finance  as  I  do.  Of  course,  the  gentleman  has  placed  me  in 
a  position  where  I  am  forced  to  object. 

The  SPEAKER.  Objection  is  heard,  and  the  Clerk  will  calf 
the  next  bill.  _ 

ALASKA  GAME  LAW 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (H.  R.  8474)  to  further  amend  the 
Alaska  game  law. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
this  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

RETIRED  LIST,  NAVY  AND  MARINX  CORPS 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9688)  to  provide  for  ad- 
vancement on  the  retired  list  of  any  officer  of  the  Navy  or 
Marine  Corps  retired  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
13  or  15  (e)  of  the  act  of  June  2,  1938. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  any  officer  of  the  Nax-y  or  Marine  Corps 
who  has  heretofore  been  placed  on  the  retired  list  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  13  or  16  (e)  of  the  act  of  Jime  33.  1938  (52 
Stat.  944),  or  both  of  such  sections,  shall  receive  the  retired  i>ay  ot 
a  rear  admiral  of  the  upper  half. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

J.  K.  LOTA  AND  ASSOCIATES,  HAW  AH 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  9123)  to  approve  Act  No. 
65  of  the  Session  Laws  of  1939  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
entitled  "An  act  to  amend  Act  29  of  the  Session  Laws  of  Ha- 
waii. 1929.  granting  to  J.  K.  Lota  and  associates  a  franchise 
for  electric  light,  current,  and  power  in  Hanalel.  Kauai,  by 
including  Moloaa  within  such  franchise." 
'     There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Act  No.  66  of  the  Session  Laws  of  1939 
Of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  Act  29  of 
the  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii.  1929.  granting  to  J.  K.  Lota  and  asso- 
ciates a  franchise  for  electric  light,  current,  and  power  in  Hanalel. 
Kauai,  by  Including  Moloaa  within  such  franchise,"  passed  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  and  approved  by  the  Gov- 
ernor of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  on  April  20,  1939,  be  hereby 
approved.  • 

Sec.  2.  This  act  shall  be  in  force  and  effect  from  and  after  Its 
passage. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

ELECTRIC  CURRENT  IN  HAWAH 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  <H.  R.  9124)  to  approve  Act  No. 
214  of  the  Session  Laws  of  1939  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii, 
entitled  "An  act  to  amend  Act  105  of  the  Session  Laws  of 
Hawaii.  1921.  granting  franchise  for  the  manufacture,  main- 
tenance, distribution,  and  supply  of  electric  current  for  light 
and  power  within  Kapaa  and  Walpouli  in  the  district  of 
Kawaihau  on  the  island  and  county  of  Kauai,  by  including 
Within  said  franchise  the  entire  district  of  Kawaihau,  island 
of  Kauai." 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  tt  enacted,  etc..  That  Act  No.  214  of  the  Session  Laws  of  1939 
of  the  TMTltory  of  Hawaii,  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  Act  105  of 
the  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii.  1921,  granting  franchise  for  the  manu- 
facture, nialntenance.  distribution,  and  supply  of  electric  current 
fur  light  and  power  within  Kapaa  and  Watpoull  In  the  district  of 
Kawalhau  on  the  Island  and  county  of  Kauai,  by  Including  within 
said  franchise  the  entire  district  of  Kawalhau.  island  of  Kauai," 
passed  by  the  Legislature  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  and  approved 
by  the  Governor  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  on  May  12,  1939,  be 
hereby  approved. 

Set.  2.  This  act  shall  be  In  force  and  effect  from  and  after  Its 


Tlje  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider laid  on  the  table. 

RETtTGCE  CHILDRnc 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H  R.  10213)  to  permit  American 
vessels  to  assist  in  the  evacuation  from  the  war  zones  of 
certain  refugee  children. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  reserve  the  right  to  object. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object. 

Mr  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  right  to  object 
to  propound  a  parliamentary  inquiry.  I  have  been  informed 
that  a  rule  has  l)een  granted  for  the  consideration  of  this  bill. 
I  Inquire  now  whether  a  rule  has  been  granted? 

The  SPEAKER,  The  Chair  is  advised  by  the  Clerk  that 
there  is  a  rule  providing  for  its  consideration. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the 

right  to  object. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  this  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  cbjecUon  to  the  request  that  the 
bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice?  [After  a  pause.]  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

THK  NATIONAL  CITARD 

The  Clerk  called  the  biU  (S.  3619)  relating  to  changes  in 
the  administration  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
bearing  on  Federal  recognition,  pay.  allotment  of  funds,  drill, 
training,  etc. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the  point  of  order 
that  the  bill  i.s  not  eligible  for  consideration  at  this  time. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

EXTENSION  OF  ROCARXS 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  on  the  bill  H.  R.  10061.  relative  to  the 
Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  Code. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objecUon? 

There  wa.s  no  objection. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEIAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMITTING    AMERICAN    VESSELS    TO    ASSIST    IN    EVACUATION    OF 

R£rUGE£  CHILDREN 

Mr.  BLOOM.     Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  would  like  to  ask  what  action  was  taken 
on  Calendar  No.  893.  H.  R.  10213.  the  chUd-refugee  bill: 
Whether  it  was  objected  to  or  whether  It  was  passed  over? 

The  SPEAKER.  It  was  passed  over  without  prejudice,  the 
Chair  is  informed. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  believe  the  gentleman  from 
Montana  (Mr.  Thorkklson]  objected  to  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  made  the 
request  that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

'  Mr.  BIXX)M.  But  the  gentleman  objected  to  it  at  the  time, 
because  if  that  had  not  been  the  case  I  would  have  objected 
to  it  going  over  without  prejudice.  I  thought  the  objection 
that  the  gentleman  from  Montana  made,  was  the  objection 
that  was  acted  upon.  t)ecause  the  gentleman  objected  several 
times.  I  would  like  to  have  the  Record  show  that  the  gentle- 
man objected  to  it. 


Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the 
regular  order. 

Mr.  BLOOM.     The  regular  order  is  to  get  the  Record  right. 

Mr.  BCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Well,  the  gentleman  is  out 
of  order. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  am  not  out  of  order.  If  I  am,  the  Speaker 
is  the  one  to  pass  on  that. 

The  SPEAKEK.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  has  the 
floor.  In  answer  to  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  the  Chair  is  quite  clear  in  his  recollection, 
and  the  Record  will  sustain  it.  When  this  bill  was  called  the 
Chair  asked  about  objection  to  its  consideration.  The  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  [Mr.  Wolcott]  submitted  a  request, 
ifhich  the  Chair  entertained,  that  the  bill  be  passed  over  with- 
out prejudice.  That  was  the  pending  parliamentary  situa- 
tion at  the  time.  While  that  question  was  pending,  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  Thorkelson]  objected,  but 
there  was  still  pending  the  formal  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 
The  Chair  submitted,  and  there  was  no  objection  to  his  re- 
quest that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  state, 
the  gentleman  from  Montana  objected,  because  I  was  watch- 
ing it  very  carefully.  The  gentleman  objected  first  and  then 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  made  his  request. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Montana  did  state 
that  he  objected  to  the  bill.  The  Chair  presumes  the 
Record  will  show  that.  But  that  w^as  not  at  the  time  the 
pending  parliamentary  proposition. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
return  to  the  bill  H.  R.  10213.  because  I  would  object  to  the 
gentleman's  request  to  have  it  go  over  without  prejudice.  If 
any  Member  desires  to  object  to  the  bill,  he  can  do  so. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Bloom!  to  return  to  the 
bill  H.  R.  10213  for  consideration? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  THORKEI^SON.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  that  request. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, the  reason  why  I  made  my  request  that  the  bill  go  over 
without  prejudice  was  because  a  rule  had  been  granted  for 
the  consideration  of  this  bill.  The  Chair  will  recall  I  pro- 
pounded a  parUamentary  inquiry  to  confirm  the  information 
which  I  had  that  a  rule  had  been  granted.  I  understand 
that  a  rule  had  been  granted  this  morning.  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  the  bill,  but  I  think.  In  view  of  the  situation  which 
has  developed,  we  should  give  more  consideration  to  the  bill 
on  the  floor,  and  for  the  reason  that  a  rule  has  been  granted, 
in  which  we  will  all  have  an  opportunity  to  discuss  the  bill! 
I  object  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  at  this  time.  I  will 
reserve  that  objection  in  order  to  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
this  biU  Will  permit  one  adult  to  be  brought  over  in  Ameri- 
can ships  for  each  refugee  child,  do  you  not  believe  we 
ought  to  have  a  quorum  if  we  are  going  to  consider  this  bill 
at  this  time? 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  do  not  care  to  pass  upon  the  merits 
of  the  bill  or  the  manner  in  which  the  House  shaU  con- 
sider it.  as  long  as  it  is  considered  under  the  rule  which  has 
been  granted,  and  I  am  assured  by  the  Chair  and  by  the 
rule  that  adequate  consideration  will  be  given  to  the  bill. 
If  there  are  objections  to  it  they  wiU  be  sUted.  I  do  not 
object  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WOLCOTT.    I  yield. 


Mr.  BLOOM.  I  agree  there  is  an  opportunity  to  bring  it 
up  under  a  rule,  but  this  is  very  urgent.  Rules  have  been 
laid  over  for  months,  and  this  is  a  very  urgent  matter. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  This  rule  has  not  laid  over  for  months. 
It  was  only  filed  this  morning. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  know,  but  I  have  a  rule  that  has  been 
laid  over  for  2  or  3  months. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  But  that  is  not  In  connection  with  this 
matter. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  This  is  a  very  urgent  matter,  and  I  do 
not  see  why  it  cannot  be  brought  up  now.  I  cannot  see 
how  anyone  can  object  to  this  bill. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  It  must  be  very  evident  to  the  gentle- 
man that  we  cannot  pass  this  bill  by  unanimous  consent 

today. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Let  us  try  and  see  If  we  cannot.  If  any- 
one wants  to  object  to  the  bill,  if  anyone  wants  to  object 
to  bringing  these  refugee  children  over  here,  all  right,  let 
them  go  on  record. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  demand  the 

regular  order. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  have  asked  that  this  bill  go  over 
without  prejudice.  I  will  withdraw  my  objection  to  the 
bill. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  regular  order  has  been  demanded. 

The  regular  order  Is:  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  at  the  present  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Crawford]  objects. 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT — SPECIAL  AGENTS 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
return  to  Calendar  No.  865.  S.  2627.  to  empower  and  au- 
thorize special  agents  and  such  other  employees  of  the  Division 
of  Investigations,  Department  of  the  Interior,  as  are  desig- 
nated by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  that  purpose,  to 
administer  oaths  in  the  performance  of  their  official  duties. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  TABER.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

BRIDGE  ACROSS  THE  STRAITS  OF  MACKINAC 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  return  to  Calendar  No.  775,  S.  1379.  granting  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  Authority 
to  construct  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of 
bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  Straits 
of  Mackinac  at  or  near  a  point  between  St.  Ignace,  Mich., 
and  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  I  shall  not  object  if  ample  time  is  given  to  the  discussion 
of  this  measure 

The  SPEAKER.  The  bill,  if  considered.  wiU  be  considered 
under  the  5-minute  rule,  and  the  Chair  feels  that  adequate 
discussion  may  be  had  under  the  rule. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    I  am  satisfied  this  could  not  be  presented 


in  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER, 
of  his  5  minutes. 
Mr.  DONDERO 


The  gentleman  might  get  an  extension 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  an  extension  of 

remarks  would  be  futile  because  it  would  not  be  presented  to 
the  House. 
The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  there  may  be  20  minutes  of  general  debate  on  this  bill, 
to  be  divided  between  both  sides. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  consid- 
eration of  the  bill? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  consent  of  Congress  is  hereby  granted 
to  the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  Authority,  created  by  Public  Act 
No.  35  of  the  1934  extra  session  of  the  Michigan  SUte  Legislature,  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  bridge,  or  series  of  bridges,  cause-  . 
ways,  and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  Straits  of  Mackinac,  at  a  ' 
point  suitable  to  the  interests  of  navigation,  at  or  near  a  point  be- 
tween St.  Ignace.  Mich.,  and  the  Low^r  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  regu- 
late the  construction  of  bridges  over  navigable  waters,"'  approved 
March  23,  1906.  and  subject  to  the  conditions  and  llmltatioDi 
contained  In  this  act. 

Sec.  2.  If  toUs  are  charged  for  the  use  of  such  bridge  or  Berlea  of 
bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  the  rates  of  toll  shall 
be  so  adjusted  as  to  provide  a  fund  sufficient  to  pay  the  reasonable 
cost  of  maintaining,  repairing,  and  operating  the  bridge  or  series 
of  bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  under  economical 
management  and  to  provide  a  sinking  fund  sufficient  to  amortise 
the  cost  of  the  bridge  or  series  of  bridges,  causeways,  and  ap- 
pioaches  thereto,  including  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  6  percent  per 
annum  Interest  and  financing  coat,  as  soon  as  possible 
under  reasonable  charges,  but  within  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  30 
years  from  the  completion  thereof.  After  a  slicking  fund  svifficlent 
for  such  amortization  shall  have  been  so  provided,  such  bridge  or 
series  of  bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  shall  there- 
after be  maintained  and  operated  free  of  tolls  or  the  rates  of  toll 
shall  thereafter  be  so  adjusted  as  to  provide  a  fund  of  not  to  exceed 
the  amount  necessary  for  the  proper  maintenance,  repair,  and 
operation  of  the  bridge  or  series  of  bridges,  causeways,  and  ap- 
proaches thereto,  under  economical  management.  An  accurate 
record  of  the  costs  of  the  bridge  or  series  of  bridges,  causeways,  and 
approaches  thereto,  the  expenditures  for  maintaining,  repairing, 
and  operating  the  same,  and  of  the  daUy  tolls  collected  shall  be  kept 
and  shall  be  available  for  the  information  of  all  persons  interested. 

Sec.  3.  The  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this-  act  Is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  wishes  to  knew  who  desires  to 

be  recognized  on  the  bill? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  fMr. 
Bradley  1 . 

The  SPEAKER.  This  is  a  rather  unusual  parliamentary 
situation.  Ten  minutes  a  side  has  been  allowed  for  general 
debate  but  no  one  has  been  Indicated  to  control  the  time  on 
the  other  side.  The  Chair  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  I  Mr.  RabautI  desires  recognition  and 
should  have  a  portion  of  the  time,  and  will  he  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  I  Mr.  Bradley]  is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  State  of 
Michigan  is  peculiarly  divided  into  two  peninsulas.  Upper 
and  Lower,  the  Lower  Peninsula,  in  the  main,  running  north 
and  south  and  the  Upper  Peninsula  running  east  and  west. 
These  two  peninsulas  are  divided  by  a  narrow  part  of  the 
Great  Lakes  known  as  the  Straits  of  Mackinac,  which  con- 
nects Lake  Michigan  with  Lake  Huron.  The  Straits  of 
Mackinac,  while  unusually  deep  in  the  center,  nevertheless 
run  into  comparatively  shallow  water  on  the  northerly 
side,  and  in  which  area  there  are  several  dangerous  reefs 
which  are  a  constant  menace  to  navigation. 

The  economic  life  of  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan 
was  formerly  dependent  upon  vast  areas  of  standing  tim- 
ber, huge  deposits  of  iron  ore  and  great  quantities  of  copper 
located  far  underground.  All  three  of  these  economic  re- 
sources have  been  dissipated  over  the  years. 

The  Lower  Peninsula  likewise  was  formerly  largely  de- 
pendent upon  timber.  Within  recent  years  limestone  has 
been  a  source  of  considerable  income. 

However,  Mr.  Speaker,  both  the  northern  end  of  the  Lower 
Peninsula  and  the  entire  Upper  Peninsula  have  now  become 
primarily  dependent  upon  the  resort  industry  for  their  eco- 
nomic livelihood.  To  appreciate  the  importance  of  the  tour- 
ist and  resort  business  we  must  recall  that  our  State  income 
from  that  source  was  but  $17,000,000  back  in  1922,  but  this 
industry  has  been  expanding  very  rapidly  In  direct  proportion 
to  the  construction  of  a  new  vastly  extended  system  of  modern 
highways  throughout  the  region.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
tourist  and  resort  industry  is  now  the  second  largest  industry 
in  the  State  of  Michigan  and  it  has  been  reliably  estimated 
that  this  industry  brings  into  the  State  annually  some  $400.- 
000  000  of  income,  the  major  portion  of  which  accrues  to 
this  northern  area  of  the  State  by  reason  of  its  ideal  climate. 
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It  Is  our  bread  and  butter.    Its  very  livelihood  is  dependent 
upon  this  system  of  highway  transp>ortation. 

This  system  of  highways  of  necessity  terminates  on  both 
sides  of  the  Straits  of  Mackinac  and.  consequently,  we  find 
our  economic  livelihood  seriously  hindered  by  this  com- 
paratively narrow  body  of  water,  which  is  only  some  4 
miles  In  width. 

Since  1923  this  highway  traffic  has  been  served  more  or 
less  satisfactorily  by  a  system  of  ferries  owned  and  operated 
by  the  Michigan  State  Highway  Department.  It  has  been 
recognized  for  a  number  of  years,  by  students  of  the  sub- 
ject, that  eventually  the  ferry  system  would  of  necessity 
become  entirely  inadequate  to  properly  serve  this  tremen- 
dous industry. 

Students  of  the  subject  have  realized  that  sooner  or  later 
this  traffic  can  be  handled  only  on  a  year-round  basis  with 
safety  and  dependability  through  the  constmction  of  a  bridge 
or  a  tunnel. 

A  timnel  crossing  of  the  Straits  is  not  recommended  by 
competent  engineers  on  account  of  excessive  cost,  prohibitive 
grades,  the  great  depth  of^ water  in  the  center  of  the  chan- 
nel, the  limited  capacity,  and  the  continuing  high  operating 
and  maintenance  costs. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  which  we  are  considering.  Mr. 
Speaker,  8.  1379.  as  amended,  is  simply  the  granting  of  au- 
thority to  the  State  of  Michigan  to  bridge  the  Straits  of 
Mackinac.  It  calls  for  no  financial  outlay  on  the  part  of  the 
Federal  Government;  and  if  this  House  votes  unfavorably  on 
this  measure,  it  is  simply  denying  to  the  people  of  the  State  of 
Michigan  the  right  to  Join  the  two  peninsulas  by  a  perma- 
nent bridge  structure. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  over  the  past  few  years  there  have  been 
objections  raised  to  this  structure  on  the  grounds  that  it 
was  impossible,  and  even  considered  by  some  fantastic,  from 
an  engineering  standpoint.  It  was  considered  that  the  cost 
might  be  tremendously  excessive.  It  was  considered  to  be 
economically  unsound. 

Back  in  1934.  by  an  act  of  the  Michigan  State  Legislature, 
there  was  created  the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  Authority  to 
go  into  this  matter  from  every  angle.  This  is  a  bipartisan 
board  of  three  memliers  appointed  by  the  Governor  for 
a  term  of  6  years.  The  present  t>oard.  operating  in  con- 
Junction  with  experts  of  the  Michigan  State  Highway  De- 
partment. Michigan  Department  of  Conservation,  the  United 
-  States  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  employing  the  engi- 
neering firm  of  Modjeski  &  Masters,  of  Harnsbuig,  Pa.,  in 
conjunction  with  Mr.  Leon  S.  Moisseiff,  consulting  engineer 
of  New  York  City,  have  just  recently  completed  exhaustive 
engineering  studies  uf  this  project.  The  findings  are  incor- 
porated in  a  report  which  has  just  been  made  public  within 
the  past  few  days. 

This  report  recommends — 

The  construction  of  a  tliree-lane  highway  bridge,  consisting  of 
two  long  •uspenslon  ^ans  over  the  deep  waters  of  the  Straits  with 
the  necessary  approaches  at  each  end.  The  construction  cost  of 
the  bridge  project,  ready  for  trafllc.  Is  estimated  at  •23.375.000.  to 
which  should  tie  added  the  coat  of  the  causeway,  toll  plaza,  and 
connecting  highway,  which  become  a  part  of  the  bridge  project 
when  the  bridge  replaces  the  ferries,  estimated  at  $965,000,  and  the 
cost  of  Interest  during  construction,  estimated  at  $2,400,000.  making 
a  total  coat  of  the  project  of  $26,740,000. 

If  the  tu-idge  Is  completed,  ready  for  traffic,  by  the  spring  of  1947. 
and  the  tolls  on  the  bridge  are  the  equivalent  of  the  present  ferry 
tolls,  we  estimate  that  the  gross  revenue  from  tolls  tor  the  first 
year  of  bridge  operation  wUl  be  not  less  than  $925,000.  The  anp^iai 
maintenance  and  operating  costs  should  not  exceed  $160,000. 

In  our  opinion.  It  Is  both  feasible  and  practicable  to  safely  con- 
struct the  recommended  structure,  which  will  serve  as  a  useful 
means  of  joining  the  two  major  peninsulas  comprising  the  State 
of  Michigan. 

The  consulting  engineers  further  recommended  immediate 
construction  of  a  causeway  approximately  one  mile  in  length 
southward  from  the  St.  I^ace  shore,  from  the  end  of  which 
the  ferries  can  be  operated  imtil  a  permanent  crossing  is 
built,  thus  Increasing  the  present  ferry  capacity  about  50 
percent  without  greatly  increasing  the  Investment  in  ferry 
properties,  this  causeway  to  become  an  approach  to  the  rec- 
ommended crossing.     The  cost  of  this  causeway  is  estimated 


at  approximately  $825,000,  the  buildings  and  toll  plaza  at 
approximately  $40,000,  the  connecting  highway  at  approxi- 
mately $100,000.  the  temporary  ferry  dock  at  approximately 
$250,000,  making  a  total  cost  of  the  project  $1,215,000.  Of 
these  latter  charges,  only  the  temporary  ferry  dock  will  not 
be  used  after  the  bridge  is  open  to  traffic,  which,  if  started 
tomorrow,  cannot  be  completed  until  early  in  1947. 

Now.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  mentioned  that  the  ferries  will 
soon  prove  totally  inadequate  to  serve  the  2  peninsulas.  The 
State  of  Michigan  now  owns  and  operates  5  ferries.  3 
of  which  carry  approximately  60  cars  each.  Tlie  2  larger 
ferries,  which  are  reconditioned  car  ferries,  have  a  capacity 
of  approximately  100  cars  each.  In  addition  to  that,  the 
State  has  a  charter  arrangement  for  the  operation  of  2 
additional  car  ferries  with  about  the  same  capacity.  These 
latter  ferries  operate  throughout  the  winter  months  and  are 
designed  as  ice  crushers.  Tlie  Straits  of  Mackinac  are  frozen 
over  about  three  months  each  winter  and  during  that  time 
these  ferries  attempt  to  keep  two  channels  open  between  the 
two  peninsulas.  At  times,  due  to  shifting  winds  disturbing  the 
ice,  that  ice  has  been  known  to  be  forced  downward  to  the 
bottom  of  the  lake,  near  the  docks,  and  to  be  pushed  up 
sometimes  as  high  as  50  feet,  making  it  absolutely  impossible 
for  these  ferries  to  get  to  their  docks  with  the  result  that 
the  peninsulas  have  often  been  isolated  without  any  service 
for  days  on  end.  On  such  occasions,  traffic  and  mail  service, 
of  course,  are  stopped  completely  and  at  such  times  we  find 
that  it  takes  mail  4  days  to  cover  this  airline  distance  of 
some  4  miles  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  it  has  to  go  via 
Detroit  and  Chicago.  The  traveling  public  is.  of  course, 
tremendously  inconvenienced  and  there  have  been  occasions 
when  sick  and  injured  have  been  stranded  in  ambulances  on 
the  ferries  for  several  days  at  a  time.  Traveling  men  from 
lower  Michigan  have  been  forced  to  leave  their  cars  in  the 
Upper  Peninsula  and  return  by  train  via  Chicago. 

Any  ferry  service  can  be  adequate  only  when  and  if  it  Is 
sufficiently  equipped  to  take  care  of  the  peak  loads.  Out  of 
the  approximately  300.000  cars  which  crossed  on  the  ferries 
last  year,  it  is  safe  to  say  that  three- foiU"ths  of  this  traffic 
crossed  the  Straits  during  tho  months  of  July  and  August, 
over  the  various  holidays,  and  during  the  hunting  season. 
At  such  times,  despite  the  fact  that  all  7  boats  are  pressed 
into  service,  without  any  attempt  at  maintaining  a  definite 
schedule,  but  simply  loading  and  imloading  as  rapidly  as 
possible,  it  is  not  infrequent  that  cars  are  delayed  for  hours  at 
either  end  of  the  line;  and  in  fact  just  last  Saturday  after- 
noon. I  saw  a  double  line-up  of  cars  over  a  mile  long  awaiting 
transportation  across  the  Straits. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  As  I  understand,  this  bill  is  merely  an 
authorization  for  the  Federal  Government,  because  it  has 
control  over  navigable  waters,  to  the  State  of  Michigan  to 
construct  this  bridge,  and  I  understand  further  that  no  cost 
on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government  is  involved.  Am  I 
right? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  The  gentleman  Is  correct. 
This  is  simply  an  authorization  measure  that  we  are  con- 
sidering. The  people  of  the  State  of  Michigan  cannot  build 
a  bridge  across  these  Straits  imless  Congress  gives  its  consent 
and  gives  the  State  authority  so  to  do. 

Now.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  know  there  are  some  people  who  say, 
and  they  are  entirely  justified  in  saying,  that  many  of  our 
tourists  enjoy  this  little  boat  trip  of  approximately  one  hour 
across  this  9»2-inile  route,  which  is  the  present  course  of  the 
ferries  as  shown  on  this  map.  But  I  say  also  that  their  joy 
and  anticipated  pleasure  of  the  boat  trip  is  considerably 
dimmed  by  any  such  periods  of  exasperating  waiting. 

Now.  this  chart  here  ( indicating  1 .  Mr.  Speaker,  clearly 
shows  the  source  from  which  this  traffic  originates.  It  proves 
beyond  all  question  of  doubt  that  this  proposed  bridge  and 
these  ferries  will  and  are  serving  people  from  all  over  these 
United  States.  For  instance,  in  the  year  1937  we  find  32  cars 
came  from  Hawaii:  from  western  Canada.  1.677;  northeast 
Canada,  2,322;   Illinois,  over   14.000;   Indiana,  8,600;   Ohio, 


20,000;  and  New  York  State,  over  2,000;  and  so  it  goes.  Mr. 
Speaker,  with  cars  coming  from  all  over  the  United  States. 

It  has  been  contended  by  some  of  the  opponents  to  this 
measure  that  this  bridge  represents  a  local  demand  to  handle 
local  traffic.  This  chart  [indicating!  completely  offsets  that 
argument  because  this  shows  the  contributions  of  the  counties 
of  Michigan  to  the  Mackinac  Straits  ferry  traffic,  and  from 
this  we  notice  that  Wayne  County  leads  with  some  58,000 
cars;  Oakland,  7,371;  Genesee.  11,694;  Saginaw.  6.216;  Bay. 
4.213;  and  going  over  to  the  other  side  of  the  State  we  see 
that  Kent  County,  in  which  Grand  Rapids  is  located,  con- 
tributed 8.858  cars;  Ingham.  8.229;  Muskegon,  2,862;  and 
Kalamazoo,  3.050.  All  this,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  opposed,  for 
instance  to  my  own  county,  Presque  Isle,  in  the  northern 
part  cf  the  Lower  Peninsula,  with  793  cars.  Now,  let  us  go 
into  the  Upper  Peninsula:  Chippewa  sends  10,500  over  the 
Straits;  Luce,  2,400;  Houghton,  2.361;  Delta.  2,362;  and  so 
we  see.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  chart  graphically  represents  that 
the  demand  for  this  bridge  should  and  does  come  from  the 
automobile  traffic  of  the  entire  State  of  Michigan,  as  well  as 
of  the  entire  United  States. 

Mr.  Speaker,  before  I  close  this  argument,  I  want  to  refer 
to  the  subjects  of  safety  and  national  defense.  It  is  a  well- 
recosnized  fact  that  86  percent  of  the  iron  ore  in  the  United 
States  comes  from  the  huge  deposits  in  the  Lake  Superior 
region.  All  of  this  tormage  must,  of  necessity,  go  through 
the  locks  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie.  As  a  matter  of  interest,  it 
is  well  to  recall  that  in  the  1\^  months  annual  navigation 
season  more  tonnage  passes  through  the  Soo  Locks  than 
through  the  Panama,  Suez,  Kiel,  and  Welland  Canals.  A 
great  portion  of  this  tonnage,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  well  as  a  great 
deal  of  the  limestone  tonnage,  of  equal  importance  in  the 
manufacture  of  iron  and  steel,  passes  through  the  Straits 
of  Mackinac.  Navigating  the  Straits  is  made  difficult  by 
reason  cf  currents  which  at  times  reach  a  velocity  of  11  miles 
per  hour.  Oftentime  in  periods  of  storm  and  poor  visibility, 
or  in  periods  of  fog.  this  current  is  sufficiently  strong  so  that 
the  navigators,  fearful  of  the  reefs  and  shoals  existent  in  the 
Straits,  as  previously  mentioned,  hesitate  to  check  the  speed 
of  their  steamers  to  a  point  at  which  steerage  way  is  endan- 
gered; and,  consequently,  you  can  well  imagine  the  hazard 
existent  in  bad  weather  when  this  fieet  of  seven  ferries  has 
to  constantly  operate  directly  across  the  path  of  this  great 
fleet  of  lake  freighters.  It  will  be  far  safer  from  a  navigating 
viewpoint  for  the  masters  of  these  freighters  to  travel  through 
a  4,600-foot  fixed  span  in  bad  weather  than  it  is  for  them  to 
dodge  this  fleet  of  ferries.  This  is  particulaiiy  true  when  one 
appreciates  that  if  the  summer  traffic  follows  its  present 
trend  it  must  be  necessary  to  double  or  treble  the  present  fleet 
within  a  compaiatively  few  years.  It  is,  of  course,  contem- 
plated by  the  design  engineers  that  the  proposed  bridge  will 
not  only  have  mounted  on  the  center  towers  suitable  aerial 
beacons  as  a  warning  to  not  only  sea-borne  but  aerial  traffic 
as  well,  and  will  have  in  the  center  of  the  center  span  a 
suitable  radio  beacon  to  guide  the  steamers  through  the  span 
in  all  kinds  of  weather.  So  I  say  that  it  will  be  far  safer  to 
navigate  the  Straits  through  two  fixed  anchorages,  4,600  feet 
apart,  than  it  will  be  with  10  to  15  moving  ferries  operating 
at  slow  speeds  on  a  course  subject  to  change  by  currents  in 
periods  of  bad  weather. 

Last  year  two  of  the  ferries  came  together  In  a  collision  in  a 
fog.  and.  fortunately,  no  one  was  injured;  but  if  ever  one 
of  these  ferries  is  rammed  by  a  freighter  in  these  Straits,  we 
may  expect  a  public  outcry  caused  by  unnecessarily  sacrificed 
human  lives  such  as  has  been  seldom  raised  in  this  country. 
We  hope  that  it  shall  never  be  necessary  to  move  any  large 
complement  of  troops  and  equipment  to  the  Sault  to  protect 
those  locks,  which  I  have  previously  stated  are  so  vital  to  the 
flow  of  ore  to  the  great  steel  mills  of  this  Nation;  but  if  that 
should  ever  be  necessary,  this  bridge  will,  of  course,  perform 
yeoman  service. 

It  has  been  stated,  Mr.  Speaker,  by  some  of  the  opponents 

to  this  measure  that  the  bridge  is  not  economically  sound. 

I  will  agree  it  is  possible  this  bridge  may  operate  at  a  loss 

,  lor  a  few  years.    I  want  to  make  this  observaUon,  however: 


Competent  bridge  experts  testify  that  when  a  bridge  supplants 
ferry  traffic  there  is  usually  an  increase  of  some  26  percent 
in  traffic.  It  will  be  argued,  of  course,  that  the  Detroit  River 
Ambassador  Bridge  has  been  a  financial  "white  elephant." 
There  are  grave  mitigating  circumstances  in  that  instance. 
In  the  first  place,  that  bridge  was  built  while  we  had  pro- 
hibition in  this  country  and  there  was  a  tremendous  inter- 
city travel  from  Detroit  to  Windsor.  Shortly  before  the  bridge 
was  completed  prohibition  was  repealed,  with  a  tremendous 
natural  decrease  in  traffic.  In  addition  to  that,  a  tunnel  was 
built  under  the  Detroit  River  much  more  centrally  located 
and  the  ferries  across  the  Detroit  River  continued  to  operate. 
All  of  which  considerably  operated  to  the  detriment  of  the 
success  of  the  Ambassador  Bridge. 

Offsetting  that,  however,  we  have  the  example  of  the  Blue- 
water  Bridge  at  Port  Huron.  This  bridge  was  opened  in  Oc- 
tober 1938.  It  was  planned  to  amortize  the  bonds  over  a 
20-year  period.  The  traffic  over  this  bridge  in  its  first  year 
of  operation  was  so  satisfactory  that  had  it  continued  it 
would  have  been  possible  to  completely  pay  out  this  bridge  In 
12  years.  The  EJuropean  war  caused  some  drop  in  the  traffic, 
and  since  July  1  of  this  year,  when  we  put  through  rigid  Im- 
migration laws  and  restrictions  operating  on  that  bridge,  the 
traffic  has  dropped  off  80  percent.  But  the  fact  that  I  am 
stressing  is  this,  that  the  Bluewater  Bridge  operating  pri- 
marily on  tourist  travel  more  than  substantiates  the  26-per- 
cent increase  to  be  expected  when  a  bridge  supplants  ferry 
traffic. 

Therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  State  of  Michigan  receives 
an  annual  revenue  from  the  tourist  industry  of  around  $400,- 
000,000,  half  of  which  at  least  can  reasonably  be  expected  to 
go  into  the  northern  counties  cf  our  State,  and  if  this  bridge 
will  serve  to  increase  this  revenue  by  only  10  percent,  then 
certainly  it  takes  no  Solomon  to  determine  that  this  bridge 
is  more  than  a  good  investment  and  a  sound  investment  for 
the  people  of  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  bill  is  simply  an 
authorization  measure  carrying  no  appropriations  whatsoever, 
I  sincerely  hope  that  the  House  will  not  seriously  object  to 
the  passage  of  this  legislation,  which  has  already  passed  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  What  is  the  method  to  be  used  for  the 
passage  of  boats  under  and  through  the  bridge? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  I  will  take  just  a  minute  to 
explain  the  bridge  proper  as  shown  on  this  picture  [indicat- 
ing]. Starting  at  St.  Ignace.  in  the  northern  peninsula,  It  is 
proposed  to  build  a  causeway  approximately  1  mile  long— to 
be  exact.  5.470  feet — toward  the  end  of  which  it  is  proposed  to 
build  a  temporary  ferry  dock,  which  will  reduce  the  distance 
of  crossing  the  Straits  to  a  little  over  3  miles.  I  have  pre- 
viously told  you  that  the  ferries  now  travel  over  9  miles.  Due 
to  the  time  necessarily  consumed  in  loading  and  unloading 
the  ferries,  this  will  reduce  t.he  total  crossing  time  to  approxi- 
mately 50  percent,  or,  in  other  words,  will  have  the  effect  ol 
an  immediate  doubling  of  the  capacity  of  the  present  ferry 
system.  Then  continuing  toward  Mackinaw  City  we  have  a 
ramp  approach  of  3,486  feet  before  we  get  into  the  suspension 
bridge  part  of  the  structure.  The  initial  suspension  span  to 
the  first  tower  is  1.600  feet,  and  then  we  have  the  main  span, 
which  is  4.600  feet  between  towers,  which,  incidentally,  will  be 
the  longest  single  span  in  the  world.  As  I  have  told  you  pre- 
viously, the  two  main  towers— these  two  here  [indicating]— 
will  have  aerial  light  beacons  on  top  to  warn  steamers  as  well 
as  aircraft;  and  in  the  center  of  the  long  span  It  Is  proposed 
to  install  a  radio  beam,  which  will  guide  steamers  through 
this  gap.  The  plans  caU  for  this  center  span  to  be  150  feet 
above  the  mean  lake  elevation.  Incidentally  the  water  at  this 
point  Is  280  feet  deep.  It  is  90  feet  deep  on  the  north  side  of 
this  span  and  125  feet  deep  on  the  southerly  side  of  the  span. 
Then  we  continue  1.600  feet  to  the  next  main  tower,  then 
1  050  feet,  and  then  this  next  subordinate  suspension  is  2.950 
feet  between  towere.  with  a  water  depth  of  between  25  and  75 
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feet,  which  w:ll  take  care  of  the  smaller  craft.    And  then  we   | 
have  a  span  of  1.050  feet  approaching  the  Mackinaw  City 
shore  and  a  684-foot  approach  to  the  beach. 

I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  that  the  cap- 
tains of  lake  freighters  have  told  me  that  they  would  far 
rather  navigate  under  this  bridge,  equipped  as  it  will  be  with 
up-to-date  aids  to  navigation — meaning  sufficient  lights, 
radio  beacons,  and  so  forth — than  they  would  through  a  con- 
tinuous moving  stream  of  automobile  ferries  laden  with 
human  life. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  simply  grants  the  permission  of  this 
Congress  to  the  State  of  Michigan  to  join  its  two  peninsulas 
by  a  bridge.  It  has  the  approval  of  the  War  Department,  and 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  and  comes  to  the  floor  of  this 
House  with  the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce.  Mr. 
Speaker,  II  this  House  should  defeat  this  mea.sure,  I  feel  that 
It  might  be  construed  as  seriously  encroaching  on  State's 
rights,  that  it  would  be  setting  itself  up,  as  it  were,  as  some 
superbody  deciding  whether  or  not  the  State  of  Michigan  had 
the  right  to  join  it.self  by  a  permanent  structure. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  people  of  the  State  of  Michigan  have  said 
that  they  want  this  bridge,  that  they  recognize  its  engineer- 
ing feasibility  and  its  economic  desirablLty.  The  State  of 
Michigan  without  this  legislation  can  never  start  this  bridge, 
nor  can  it  even  secure  the  formal  approval  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment to  its  designs  of  any  structure  that  they  propose. 
Therefore,  I  sincerely  hope  and  expect  that  this  House  will 
accord  to  the  great  State  of  Michigan  the  privilege  of  connect- 
ing that  heretofore  comparatively  segregated,  and  in  the  win- 
tertime almost  completely  isolated  portion,  of  the  Upper 
Peninsula  with  the  Lower  Peninsula  through  the  means  of  an 
adequate  permanent  structure  by  which  neither  ice,  wind, 
fog.  nor  any  stress  of  weather  may  delay  our  life-giving  and 
life-sustaining  h  ghway  traffic.     [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  any  other  Member  desire  to  speak 
In  opposition  to  the  bill  with  the  exception  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  (Mr.  DonderoI? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan I  Mr.  Crawford!  wants  to  speak  in  opposition. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  IMr.  DonderoI  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  8  years  I  have  stood 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  opposing  the  pending  pro(>osal, 
S.  1379).  to  grant  to  the  State  of  Michigan  the  right  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  across  the 
Straits  of  Mackinac,  and  I  have  opposed  it  mainly  on  the 
ground  that  there  is  no  economic  justification  for  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill:  secondly,  that  no  great  necessity  as  yet 
exists  for  a  bridge  being  built  across  the  Straits  of  Mackinac. 

According  to  the  estimate  which  has  been  submitted  by 
competent  engineers  this  project  Involves  an  expenditure  of 
$27,000,000.  and  other  estimates  on  this  proposal  have  run 
as  high  as  $50,000,000.  While  I  concede  that  this  bill  does 
not  cost  the  Federal  Government  one  dollar,  and  that  it 
simply  grants  consent  to  the  State  of  Michigan  to  build  a 
bridge,  it  throws  this  matter  into  the  laps  of  the  taxpayers 
of  my  State. 

The  State  of  Michigan,  through  its  highway  department, 
has  constructed  steel  and  concrete  docks  at  Mackinaw  City 
on  the  south  side  of  the  Straits  of  Mackinac  and  at  St.  Ignace 
on  the  north  side  of  the  Straits:  and  through  its  highway 
department  operates,  at  the  present  time,  five  ships  or  ferries 
on  a  very  frequent  and  regular  service  and  at  a  moderate 
cost  to  the  people  using  them. 

The  five  ferries  now  operating  across  the  Straits  of 
Mackinac  provide  a  very  efficient  and  a  very  delightful 
service  of  about  45-mlnute  intervals.  The  service  Is  ade- 
quate with  the  exception  of  occasional  holidays,  the  F\Durth 
of  July.  Labor  Day.  and  during  the  hunting  season,  when 
there  is  some  congestion.  The  total  Investment  of  the  State 
of  Michigan  in  docks  and  ships  is  about  $3,000,000. 

If  the  ijermlssion  sought  by  this  bill  is  granted,  my  State 

"will  be  compelled  to  pass  upon  the  subject  whether  or  not 

it  should  build  a  bridge  costing  $27,000,000,  accepting  the 


lowest  estimate,  while  the  total  income  from  the  ferry  service 
today  is  about  $500,000  annually.  What  does  It  mean?  If 
the  proposed  bond  issue  is  to  be  amortized  in  30  years,  as 
the  bill  provides,  and  figiuing  interest  as  low  as  4  percent, 
there  must  be  an  annual  income  of  $2,000,000  to  warrant 
or  justify  this  undertaking.  With  an  annual  income  of  only 
$500,000,  where  is  the  balance  of  $1,500,000  to  come  from? 
It  will  need  to  come  from  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  of 
the  State  of  Michigan.  According  to  the  report  filed  by 
the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  Authority  of  Michigan  for  June 
1940,  the  estimated  income  in  1960.  20  years  from  now, 
shows  there  would  still  be  a  deficit  of  more  than  $1,000,000 
a  year  from  the  revenues  of  the  bridge  in  order  to  maintain 
it,  pay  the  interest  on  the  bonds,  and  amortize  the  principal. 

The  present  administration  rejected  this  project  as  one 
not  meeting  the  Qualifications  of  projects  on  which  public 
money  was  to  be  expended,  and  when  this  administration 
rejects  a  project  on  which  public  money  Is  to  be  spent,  it 
means  but  one  thing,  that  it  is  repugnant  and  offensive  to  the 
most  calloused  conscience. 

Certainly  it  is  easy  to  say  that  this  bill  costs  the  Federal 
Government  nothing.  But  we  have  some  big-bridge  history 
in  Michigan  that  is  sad  and  tragic.  We  built  the  Ambassador 
Bridge  across  the  Detroit  River  from  Detroit,  Mich.,  to 
Windsor.  Ontario,  a  bridge  that  is  less  than  a  mile  long. 
It  cost  $17,000,000  and  began  operation  in  1933.  Do  you 
know  what  the  record  is  of  that  bridge? 

Not  one  dor.ar  of  Interest  has  yet  been  paid  on  the  bond 
issues,  and  to  date  the  accumulated  unpaid  interest  on  that 
venture  is  two-thirds  of  the  original  cost  of  the  bridge,  or 
about  $12,000,000.  I  am  informed  the  bonds  have  deiareci- 
ated  in  value  from  100  cents  on  the  dollar  to  6  cents,  and  it 
is  quite  probable  that  thousands  of  Innocent  people  will  lose 
their  entire  investment  In  this  tmsoimd  proposal.  It  was 
undoubtedly  urged  by  painting  the  same  glowing  picture  of 
future  income,  predictions,  and  hopes  of  earnings  that  is 
urged  for  this  proposal. 

■  Do  you  want  to  lay  in  the  laps  of  the  people  of  Michigan 
another  bridge  proposal  that  will  have  a  record  similar  to 
the  Ambassador  Bridge  In  Detroit?  That  is  what  you  will 
be  doing  if  you  vote  for  this  bill,  and  this  Congress  will  become 
a  party  to  this  unsound  proposal. 

For  the  reasons  given.  I  am  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Straits  ofinackinac  Is  one  of  the  finest 
bodies  of  water  in  this  world,  'it  is  one  of  the  most  beautiful 
and  enchanting  regions  in  all  America.  God  has  been  gen- 
erous to  that  great  North  country  up  there,  and  now  man 
thinks  he  can  improve  on  its  beauty  with  concrete  and  steel. 
If  you  have  ever  been  across  the  Straits  of  Mackinac,  you 
know  exactly  what  I  am  talking  about.  We  have  an  efficient 
service,  and  imtil  such  time  as  there  can  be  some  economic 
justification  shown  for  this  bill  it  ought  to  be  deferred  until 
some  future  time:  then  pass  on  it  and  give  the  State  of 
Michigan  a  chance  to  do  something  about  It. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Speaking  about  the  economic 
Justification  for  the  bridge,  the  gentleman  realizes,  does  he 
not,  that  the  tourist  business  in  Michigan  represents  approxi- 
mately $400,000,000  a  year  income  and  that  the  far  greater 
proportion  of  that  is  in  the  upper  half  of  Michigan? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Let  me  say  to  my  good  friend  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  that  the  tourist  trade  at  the  Straits  of 
Mackinac  is  increasing  every  year,  not  because  there  is  or  is 
not  a  bridge  there  but  because  there  is  a  splendid  and  efB- 
cient  State  ferry  operated  by  our  highway  department.  The 
bridge  has  nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  predict  that  if  this  bill 
is  laid  aside  the  tourist  trade  will  still  continue  to  go  to  the 
Straits  of  Mackinac,  because  God  put  more  there  than  man 
can  put  there  for  man's  enjoyment. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Does  the  gentleman  not  know 
that  within  the  next  few  years  they  will  have  to  double  or 
perhaps  treble  the  number  of  ferries  crossing  the  straits? 

Mr.  EXDNDERO.  Possibly  so:  but  at  the  present  time  the 
State  of  Michigan  has  less  than  $3,000,000  invested  in  the 


concrete  and  steel  piers  and  docks  and  in  the  five  ships  espe- 
cially designed  and  built  to  take  care  of  that  need.  Anybody 
who  has  ever  passed  over  those  waters  knows  it  is  one  of  the 
most  delightful  links  in  the  journey  of  the  traveler.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  rose. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Crav^tordI  de.sire  to  oppose  the  bill? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.     I  do.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  for 

3  minutes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  a  defense  pro- 
gram on  at  the  present  time.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  skilled 
mechanics  and  material  are  drafted  for  the  building  of  a 
project  of  this  kind,  when  its  economic  necessity  cannot  be 
justified,  it  Is  something  for  us  to  think  about. 

In  the  second  place,  when  this  project  came  to  my  attention 
first,  some  6  years  ago.  I  was  then  informed  that  it  was  pro- 
posed to  issue  income  bonds,  that  those  bonds  were  to  carry 
the  seal  of  the  great  State  of  Michigan,  that  they  were  to  be 
signed  by  the  treasurer  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  that 
they  were  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  public,  many  of 
whom  would  have  undoubtedly  assumed  that  they  were  State 
bonds  backed  by  the  faith  and  the  credit  of  the  State  of 
Michigan.  Of  course.  I  objected  to  that  kind  of  what  I  call 
"bucket  shop"  bond  selling. 

At  the  present  time  it  is  inxpossible  to  obtain  reliable  infor- 
mation as  to  what  kind  of  a  bond  will  be  issued  for  the  piu-- 
pose  of  financing  the  construction  of  the  bridge.  I  am  in- 
formed by  one  of  the  officials  of  the  Highway  Department  of 
Michigan  that  one  course  to  follow  would  be  to  dip  into  the 
gas  revenues  of  the  State  in  order  to  make  up  the  bridge- 
operating  deficit,  which  will  probably  run  anywhere  from 
$500,000  to  $1,000,000  a  year,  as  reported  by  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  IMr.  DonderoI.  So  for  various  reasons  along 
the  line  I  am  briefly  touching  on  here  today.  I  have  requested 
from  time  to  time  that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without  preju- 
dice, awaiting  developments,  and  today  I  shall  vote  against  the 
bill.      [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 

Michigan  [Mr.  RabautI. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  involves  no  bonds  at 
all.  This  bill  simply  asks  permission  of  the  War  Department 
to  give  the  State  of  Michigan  the  right  to  consider  by  its 
legislative  body  whether  or  not  it  wishes  to  go  into  the  propo- 
sition of  erecting  a  bridge  across  the  Straits  of  Mackinac. 

The  tourist  trade  of  Michigan  is  second  only  to  the  auto- 
mobile business  itself.  Michigan  is  a  progressive  State. 
Michigan  is  anxious  to  keep  its  tourist  trade  and  Is  anxious 
even  to  enlarge  upon  the  facilities  which  it  extends  to  Its 
tourist  trade.  This  tourist  trade  extends  into  the  fall  and 
winter  months,  when  there  is  a  great  deal  of  hunting  in  the 
northern  part  of  Michigan.  People  come  to  Michigan  from 
all  over  the  United  States.  Its  shores  are  kissed  by  the  waters 
of  the  Great  Lakes,  the  greatest  body  of  fresh  water  in  the 
world. 

For  these  reasons  we  have  felt  that  it  is  only  proper  that 
this  bill  should  be  considered  by  the  House.  Incidentally, 
it  has  been  objected  to  consistently,  as  gentlemen  have  ad- 
mitted here,  for  the  past  6  or  8  years.  It  was  originally  in- 
troduced by  Senator  Brown  when  he  came  to  Congress  8 
years  ago. 

Some  reference  was  made  to  the  Ambassador  Bridge.  The 
Ambassador  Bridge  was  a  private  enterprise.  No  sooner 
was  the  Ambassador  Bridge  erected  across  the  Detroit  River 
between  Detroit  and  Windsor  than  somebody  started  to  build 
a  timnel  under  the  ri^er.  The  tunnel  is  so  much  more 
convenient  than  the  bridge  that  the  tvmnel  stole  the  traffic 
and  the  show,  and  the  bridge  has  had  little  traffic.  It  Is  a 
loss  to  those  who  privately  invested  in  it. 

This  is  to  be  a  State -owned  bridge  if  it  is  ever  erected,  and 
the  matter  is  going  to  be  considered  by  a  legislature,  which 
in  Michigan  is  usually  a  Republican  legislature.    I  am  quite 


surprised,  of  course,  that  the  bill  has  received  this  objection 
from  that  side  of  this  House. 

This  bill  will  not  cost  the  Federal  Government  a  cent:  not 
a  cent.  The  tourist  trade,  as  has  been  rightfully  said  by  my 
colleague  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  IMr.  Bradlcy], 
amounts  to  in  excess  of  $400,000,000  a  year.  Everyone  knows 
what  it  Is  to  cross  by  boat  waters  that  at  certain  times  of 
the  year  are  disturbed  and  turbulent  when  the  weather  is 
rough.  Tills  bridge  is  to  avoid  that.  The  last  time  I  went 
up  there,  when  I  went  up  to  the  convention.  I  got  soaked 
standing  near  the  rail — externally  so.     [Laughter.] 

I  make  an  appeal  to  this  House  to  pass  this  bill,  to  give 
authority  to  the  War  Department  to  approve  this  propo- 
sition. There  are  causeways  to  be  iHiilt.  approaches  to  this 
bridge.  The  bridge  is  to  be  something  slightly  in  excess  of 
3  miles  In  length.  The  distance  across,  and  I  believe  my 
colleague  will  bear  me  out.  is  about  5  miles.  This  flU-ln 
is  to  be  made  by  the  State  Highway  Department.  One  more 
point:  This  bridge  will  in  no  way  interfere  with  navigation. 
Its  elevation  will  be  at  least  150  feet  above  the  water. 

For  all  these  reasons,  we  sutxnit  this  proposition  to  the 
judgment  of  this  body. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  RABAUT.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 
Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.    The  causeway  the  genUe- 
man  referred  to  Is  proposed  to  be  built  so  that  we  can  cut 
the  ferry  distance  to  about  a  third,  cut  it  down  to  about  3 
miles,  which  will  materially  increase  the  present  ferry  ca- 
pacity. 
Mr.  DONDERO.    Mr.  Sjjeaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  RABAUT.     I  yield  to  mx.  distinguished  friend  from 
Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    The  gentleman  spoke  of   the  Detroit 
tunnel.     Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Detroit  tvmnel  is  in  the 
hands  of  a  receiver? 
Mr.  RABAUT.    I  do  not  know. 
Mr.  DONDERO.    I  understand  that  Is  the  case. 
Mr.  HOFFMAN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  srleld? 
Mr.  RABAUT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  often  during  the 
summer  months  and  in  the  fall  there  is  a  line  of  cars  from 
a  mile  to  a  mile  and  a  half  long  waiting  to  cross  on  the  ferry, 
although  they  have  three  or  four  boats? 

Mr.  RABAUT.    The  gentleman  is  absolutely  right,  and  we 
also  have  a  great  deal  of  trouble  in  breaking  the  ice  up  there 
at  certain  times  of  the  year  in  order  to  cross. 
Mr.  LESINSKI.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  RABAUT.   I  yield  to  my  colleague  from  Michigan. 
Mr.   LESINSKI.    With   respect  to  the  statement  of   the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  I>ondero1  regarding  the  Am- 
bassador Bridge.  I  understand  the  actual  cost  of  the  bridge 
was  about  $6,000,000.  although  the  landholders  paid  $17,000,- 
000.  and  somebody  got  the  rest  of  it. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  imderstand.  there  are  2 
minutes  remaining,  and  as  a  member  of  the  subcommittee  on 
bridges  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce I  would  like  recognition. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  for  2  minutes. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr,  Speaker,  since  our  former  colleague, 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. -Brown]  first  introduced 
this  measure  some  6  years  ago.  1  have  had  the  pleasure  of 
serving  on  the  subcommittee  which  considered  the  measure. 
We  have  held  extensive  hearings  for  citizens  of  Michigan  who 
wanted  this  legislation.  Our  committee,  during  all  these 
years,  have  approached  this  subject  from  the  viewpoint  that 
the  Jurisdiction  of  Congress  In  respect  of  this  matter  lies 
entirely  in  granting  consent  to  the  State  of  Michigan  itself. 
The  Congress  assumes  no  liability  in  the  matter,  but  if  its  own 
legislature  decides  that  they  want  to  build  this  bridge,  then 
under  the  terms  of  this  measiu-e  they  have  congressional 
consent. 
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After  all  these  years  and  after  careful  consideration  of  the 
matter,  our  committee  has  unanimously  approved  this  pro- 
posed letrislation.  We  have  the  approval  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  the  approval  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the 
two  Departments  that  are  concerned  in  the  matter,  with  re- 
spect to  whether  this  bridge  Is  going  to  obstruct  In  any  way 
navigation  through  the  Straits  of  Mackinac.  We  find  now 
that  that  situation  would  not  be  disturbed. 

I  may  say  to  the  House  that  our  subcommittee  and  the 
full  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  unani- 
mously recommend  the  approval  of  this  legislation,  and  I 
certainly  hope  the  Congress  will  act  favorably  upon  it  and 
give  the  State  of  Michigan  the  right  to  build  the  bridge  if 
it  so  desires. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLMES.  I  will  be  very  pleased  to  yield  to  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Docs  the  fientleman  know  that  this  ad- 
ministration has  rejected  a  proposal  to  lend  money  to  build 
this  bridge? 

Mr.  HOLMES.  That  is  immaterial  and  has  no  bearing  at 
all  on  the  question  of  the  consent  of  Congress  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  RABAUT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLMES.    I  yield. 

B4r.  RABAUT.  We  are  not  asking  the  administration  for 
any  money  to  build  this  bridge. 

Mr.  HOLMES.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Money  was  asked  from  W.  P.  A. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  This  bill  does  not  deal  with  loans  or  grants. 
It  does  not  prohibit  the  State  of  Michigan  from  asking  for 
aid,  if  it  so  desires,  but,  fundamentally,  the  only  question 
here  is  whether  you  will  grant  to  the  State  of  Michigan  the 
right  to  build  a  bridge  connecting  two  portions  of  that  State 
or  not.  That  is  the  congressional  function  that  is  involved 
here,  and  I  say  that  Congress  should  grant  that  right  to  the 
State  and  then  let  the  State  decide  what  it  wants  to  do  when 
It  comes  to  actually  building  the  bridge.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  committee 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  1.  sUlke  out  all  of  lines  4  and  5.  and  the  word  "Legls- 
l*ture"  In  line  6.  and  Insert  "State  of  MicWgan." 

Page  2.  line  17.  after  the  word  "and".  Insert  the  word  "reason- 
able." 

Page  a.  line  33.  after  the  word  "tolls",  strike  out  the  remainder 
of  Une  23.  and  all  of  Unes  24  and  25.  and  down  to  and  Including 
the  word  "TOanagement"  In  Une  2  on  page  3. 

Amend  the  title. 

The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DONDERO.     Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Under  the  rule  under  which  we  are  now 
proceeding,  would  it  l>e  proper  to  ask  for  a  division  on  the 
passage  of  the  bill? 

The  SPEAKER.  Absolutely:  It  Is  always  in  order  to  ask  for 
a  division  on  a  vote. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time  and  was  read 
the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  passage  of  the  bill  I 
ask  for  a  division. 

The  House  divided;  and  the  Speaker  reported  that  there 
wer« — ayes  98.  noes  4. 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bin  granting  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  the  State  of  Michigan  to  construct, 
maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of  bridges,  cause- 
ways, and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  Straits  of  Macki- 
nac at  or  near  a  point  between  St.  Ignace.  Mich.,  and  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan." 

■ledUATION    FACILrnES   WITHIN    CHOP.\WAlCSIC    PROJECT 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (S.  2493) 
to  provide  for  the  operation  of  the  recreational  facilities 
within  the  Chopawamsic  recreational  demonstration  project. 


near  Dumfries,  Va.,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  through 
the  NaUonal  Park  Service,  and  for  other  piuposes,  and  pass 
the  same. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  Clerk  will  report  the  title  of  the  bilL 

The  Clerk  reported  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Senate  bill? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. I  understand  that  this  bill  passed  the  House  and  that 
a  similar  bill  passed  the  Senate,  but  that  they  did  not  meet 
on  the  way. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  And  the  purpose  is  to  pass  the  Senate 
biU  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.    That  is  correct. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill.  I 
notice,  provides  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall 
operate  tills  park  in  the  State  of  Virginia.  How  much  will  it 
cost  our  almost  bankpipt  Treasury? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  It  will  not  cost  anything.  This 
is  to  be  operated  at  a  profit. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    I  am  very  glad  to  hear  that. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  hereafter  the  lands  comprising  the 
Chopawamslc  recreational  demonstration  project  transferred  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  Executive  Order  No.  7496,  dated 
November  14,  1936.  shall  be  administered  by  the  Secretary  of  the 

I    Interior  thrcvigh   the  National  Park  SenMce  as  part  of  the  park 

I    system  of  the  National  Capital  and  Its  environs 

I        See.  2.  The   Director  of   the   National   Park  Ssrvlce.   under   the 

.    direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Is  authorized — 

(a)  To  prescribe  and  collect  fees  and  charges  for  stich  recrea- 
tional and  other  facilities,  conveniences,  and  services  as  may  be 
furnished  by  the  National  Park  Service  for  the  acconunodatlon  of 
the   public   within   the  said  area. 

(b)  To  enter  Into  a  contract  or  contracts  with  any  reliable  per- 
son, organization,  or  corporation,  without  advertising  and  without 
securing  competitive  bids  for  the  operation  or  performance  of  any 
such  recreational  or  other  faculties,  conveniences,  and  services 
within  the  said  area. 

All  r-venues  collected  by  the  National  Park  Service,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  of  this  section,  shall  be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  ot 
the  United  States  to  the  credit  of  niiscellaneous  receipts. 

Sac.  3.  The  director  of  the  National  Park  Service,  under  the  di- 
rection of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  is  authorized  to  exercise  and 
perform  with  respect  to  the  said  area  all  the  powers  and  duties 
that  are  conferred  and  Imposed  upon  him  by  law  In  relation  to  the 
construction,  maintenance,  care,  custody,  policing,  upkeep,  and 
repair  of  the  public  biUldings  and  parks  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

BRIDGE    ACROSS   MISSISSIPPI   RTVEH.   MEMPHIS,   TENN. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up  the  bill  (S.  3929)  to  ex- 
tend the  times  for  commencing  and  completing  the  construc- 
tion of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Mem- 
phis, Tenn.,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  House 
further  insist  upon  Its  amendment  and  agree  to  the  confer- 
ence asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Chair  appointed  the  following  conferees:  Mr.  Chapman, 
Mr.  Kelly,  and  Mr.  Holmes. 

INTERVENTION  OF  STATES  IN  CSKTAIN   LAWSTTTTS 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  the  follow- 
ing report  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  on  the  hill 
H.  R.  7737,  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

An  act  (H.  R.  7737)  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the  Judicial  Code  by 
adding  a  new  section  thereto,  designated  as  section  266a.  to  pro- 
vide for  mtervenUon  by  States  In  certain  cases  involving  the 
validity  of  the  exercise  of  any  power  by  the  United  States,  or  any 
a^ncy  thereof,  or  any  officer  or  employee  thereof,  and  for  other 
purposes" 

Your  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7737)  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the  Jxidldal  Code  by  adding 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


9879 


a  new  section  thereto,  designated  as  section  2e6a,  to  provide  for 
toterventlon  by  SUtes  In  certain  cases  Involving  the  validity  of  the 
exercise  of  any  power  by  the  United  States,  or  any  agency  thereof. 
or  any  officer  or  employee  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes,  together 
with  the  objections  of  the  President  thereto,  having  reconsidered 
said  bill  and  the  objections  of  the  President  thereto,  report  the  same 
back  to  the  House  with  the  unanimous  recommendation  that  said 
bill  do  pass,  the  objections  of  the  President  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. 

The  bill  gives  the  States  the  same  character  of  right  to  inter- 
vene and  protect  the  validity  of  their  own  statutes  and  customary 
powers  when  that  validity  Is  Involved  as  was  given  the  Federal 
Government  by  an  act  of  1937  in  cases  qtiestionlng  the  constitu- 
tionality of  acts  of  Congress.  The  section  provides  notice  to  the 
States  by  the  Federal  courts  where  a  question  arises  involving  con- 
flict of  powers  or  exercise  thereof  between  State  and  Federal  Instru- 
mentalities. The  bill  as  written  makes  the  notice  mandatory,  but 
does  not  Impose  the  burden  of  binding  the  State  as  a  party  In  such 
a  case  imless  the  State  actually  does  Intervene  and  appear. 

There  arc  a  great  numt»er  of  cases  which  have  been  decided 
adversely  to  the  existence  of  State  powers  or  In  favor  of  the  exercise 
of  Federal  powers  in  conflict  therewith,  to  which  the  States  have 
not  been  parties,  and  which  have  been  conducted  by  private  cor- 
porations or  Individuals  free  from  State  participation.  The  purpose 
and  effect  of  this  bill  is  to  permit  the  States,  through  their  attorneys 
general,  to  become  actual  parties  where  their  Interests  are  Involved 
and  to  present  evidence  and  argument  to  behalf  of  the  State.  Under 
the  present  law  the  State,  through  its  attorney  general,  is  permitted 
to  file  a  brief  amicus  ctiriae.  We  do  not  regard  this  as  adequate 
protection  to  the  Interests  of  the  States.  They  ought  to  have  the 
right  to  appear  as  a  party  litigant. 

It  is  one  of  the  outstanding  developments  of  the  constitutional 
law  of  this  cotmtry.  relating  to  the  respective  Jurisdiction  of  the 
States  and  Federal  Government,  that  In  nearly  all  of  the  Important 
cases  establishing  precedents  Involving  these  questions  that  the 
States  have  not  been  parties  to  the  litigation. 

When  we  consider  the  tremendous  expansion  in  the  activities  of 
Federal  bureaus,  commissions,  and  administrative  agencies  which 
has  occurred  in  the  past  few  years,  it  seems  to  this  committee  that 
It  is  exceedingly  Important  and  vital  that  the  interests  of  the  States 
fhould  be  protected  by  giving  them  adequate  opportunity  to  defend 
their  Jurisdiction  and  rights  against  undesirable  encroachments. 

It  wlU  be  observed  that  the  provisions  of  this  bill  make  permissive 
the  intervention  by  the  attorney  general  of  any  State  and  are  in  no 
sense  nutndatory. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is.  Will  the  House  on  recon- 
sideration pass  the  bill,  the  objections  of  the  President  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding?  The  gentleman  from  Texas 
Is  recognized  for  1  hoiu". 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  report,  as  the 
Hotise  appreciates,  has  to  do  with  veto  messages.  The  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  will  present  another  report. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  If  the  gentleman  will  per- 
mit, since  the  entire  House  is  to  vote  on  this  bill,  I  think  we 
ought  to  hear  the  objections  of  the  committee  and  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  there  Is  no  quorum  present. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  appreciate  the 
gentleman  doing  that,  because  I  was  about  to  make  that 
point  myself.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  are  two  veto 
messages  to  be  considered,  we  hope  that  the  hour  will  not  be 
required,  but,  as  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Members  of  the  House  will  have  to 
vote  on  the  veto  messages,  I  very  much  regret  the  necessity 
of  making  the  point  of  order  that  there  Is  no  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.    ObvioiL-ly  there  is  no  quorum  present. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  a  call  of 
the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll  and  the  following  Members  failed 
to  answer  to  their  names: 

(Roll  No.  174] 


Mouton 

Rees.  Kaos. 

Seger 

Terry 

Norton 

Richards 

Shannon 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

O'Leary 

Rockereller 

8hi>rld.an 

Vlnreut.  Ky. 

Oliver 

Romjue 

Smith,  ni. 

Vreeland 

ONeal 

Sacks 

Smith.  Maine 

Welch 

Osmers 

Sandager 

Spence 

White.  Idaho 

OToole 

Schaefer.  111. 

Stames,  Ala. 

White,  Ohio 

Powers 

Schwert 

Sullivan 

Beece.  Tenn. 

Scrtigham 

Sweeney 

Allen.  Pa. 

Case.  S.  Dak. 

Drewry 

Jacobsen 

Andreeen,  Augiist  Celler 

Dvmcan 

Jarrett 

Andrews 

Chapman 

Durham 

Jennings 

Arends 

Chlperfleld 

Englebrlght 

Johnson,   Lyndon 

Barton.  N.  Y. 

Clark 

Evans 

Kerr 

Bates.  Ky. 

Clason 

Fernandez 

Kllbum 

Bates.  Maas. 

duett 

Pltzpatrlck 

Klrwan 

Bender 

Cooley 

Flannery 

McArdle 

Blackney 

Courtney 

Folger 

McDrtwell 

Bolton 

Creal 

Gamble 

MrOranery 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Cu'.kln 

Garrett 

McLean 

Brewster 

Cullen 

Glfford 

McLeod 

Buckley.  N.  T. 

Harden.  Va. 

Hall.  Leonard 

W.  Magnuson 

Burgln 

Darrow 

HaUeck 

Uahon 

Byrne.  N.  T. 

Dies 

Hare 

Marcantonlo 

Caldwell 

DingeU 

Harter,  Ohio 

Merrltt 

Camp 

Diiter 

Hook 

Mitchell 

Cannon,  na. 

Douglas 

Hope 

Monklewlca 

The  SPEAKER.  Three  hundred  and  twenty-five  Mem- 
bers have  answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  proceedings  under  the  call 
were  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr.  Sint- 
NERsl  is  recognized  for  1  hour. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  minutes 
to  the  pentlcman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  SATTERriKLDl. 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  one  of  the  out- 
standing and  remarkable  developments  of  the  constitu- 
tional law  of  this  country  relating  to  the  respective 
Jurisdiction  of  the  States  and  Federal  Government  that  in 
nearly  all  of  the  important  cases  establishing  precedents 
involving  this  question  the  States  of  the  Union  have  not 
been  parties  to  that  litigation. 

I  wonder  If  you  would  let  me  say  that  once  again,  because 
that  is  the  crux  of  this  bill.    That  is  the  heart  of  this  bill. 

It  is  a  remarkable  development  of  the  constitutional  law 
of  our  country  relating  to  the  respective  jurisdiction  of  the 
States  and  Federal  Gtovernment  that  In  nearly  all  of  the 
important  cases  establishing  precedents  Involving  this  ques- 
tion the  States  have  not  been  parties  to  that  litigation. 

I  think  when  we  come  to  consider  the  great  expansion  in 
the  activities  of  Federal  bureaus  and  of  commissions  and 
of  administrative  agencies  throughout  the  country  which 
has  occurred  in  the  past  several  years,  it  would  seem  to  me, 
and  I  also  bespeak  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  of  the  House,  that  it  is  exceedingly  im- 
portant and  vital  that  the  interests  of  the  several  States 
should  be  protected  by  giving  the  States  adequate  oppor- 
tunity to  defend  their  jurisdiction  and  their  rights  against 
encroachment. 

The  bill  gives  the  States  the  same  right  to  Intervene  and 
to  protect  the  validity  of  their  own  statutes  and  govern- 
mental powers  when  that  validity  is  Involved,  as  was  given 
the  Federal  Government  by  an  act  pa.ssed  by  the  Congress 
in  1937.  That  enactment  dealt  only  with  cases  questlonUig 
the  constitutionality  of  the  acts  of  Congress.  It  concerned 
itself  only  with  legislative  enactments.  The  pending  meas- 
ure provides  notice  to  the  State  by  the  Federal  courts, 
where  a  question  arises  involving  conflict  of  powers  or  the 
exercise  thereof,  between  State  and  Federal  instrumentali- 
ties. The  bill  as  written  makes  the  notice  mandatory  to  the 
attorneys  general,  but  does  not  Impose  the  burden  of  bind- 
ing the  State  as  a  party  In  such  case,  unless  the  State 
actually  does  intervene  and  appears. 

There  are  a  great  number  of  cases  which  have  been  de- 
cided adversely  to  the  existence  of  State  powers,  or  In  favor 
of  the  exercise  of  Federal  powers  in  conflict  therewith,  to 
which  the  States  have  not  been  parties,  and  which  have  been 
conducted  by  private  corporations  or  individuals,  free  from 
State  participation. 

The  purpose,  as  succinctly  and  concisely  as  I  can  state  It. 
of  this  bill  Is  to  permit  the  States  through  their  attorneys 
general  to  become  actual  parties  where  their  interests  are 
Involved,  and  to  present  evidence  and  arguments  in  behalf 
of  the  State.  Under  the  present  law  a  State,  through  its 
attorney  general,  may  appear  as  a  friend  of  the  court.  In 
other  words,  he  may  file  a  brief,  amicus  curiae;  but  that  is 
not  adequate.  The  States  should  be  permitted  to  appear  as  a 
party  litigant  If  the  rights  of  the  State  and  the  power  of  the 
State  Is  Involved  In  that  litigation  in  a  Federal  coiut  within 
that  State. 

I  have  made  quite  an  exhaustive  study  of  the  decisions  on 
this  point.  I  am  not  going  to  burden  you  with  the  reading  of 
abstracts  of  decisions  which  I  have  here,  but  may  I  call  your 
attention  to  just  two  so  that  you  may  get  an  idea  of  just  how 
lack  of  State  representation  works. 
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Pennsylvania  R.  R.  Co.  v.  Illinois  Brick  Co.  (297  U.  S.  447 
(1936) ) :  In  this  case  the  brick  company  sued  the  railroad  to 
recover  reparation  awarded  by  the  Illinois  Commerce  Com- 
mission on  the  ^ound  of  an  excessive  charge  for  intrastate 
transportation:  the  charge  in  question  was  authorized  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  The  case  was  argued  by 
attorneys  for  the  two  corporations.  Justice  Butler,  giving  the 
opinion  of  the  Court,  held  that  the  State  commission  had  no 
authority  to  treat  as  excessive  a  charge  authorized  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  The  decision  cites  sec- 
tion 13  (4)  and  section  15a  (2)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  as  authority  for  the  regulation  of  the  rate  in  question  by 
^the  Interstate  Commerce  Conunission. 

Stevxtrd  Machine  Co.  v.  Davis  <301  U.  S.  548  '1937)):  In 
this  case  the  question  involved  was  the  validity  of  provisions 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  imposing  taxes  on  employers  of 
eight  or  more,  with  a  90-pfrrcent  exemption  for  amounts  paid 
to  the  State  and  by  it  deposited  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States.  The  case  was  argued  by  various  attorneys.  Including 
two  amlci  curiae,  but  no  State  was  represented.  Justice 
Cardozo.  giving  the  opinion  of  the  Court,  held  that  the  pro- 
visions In  question  did  not  constitute  an  improper  interfer- 
ence with  the  rights  of  the  States.  Justices  McResmolds. 
Sutherland,  Van  Devanter,  and  Butler  dissented,  on  the 
ground  that  the  provisions  constituted  a  Federal  encroach- 
ment on  the  province  of  the  States. 

In  these  cases  the  attorney  general  had  no  chance  to  ap- 
pear. It  matters  not  what  the  decision  of  the  court  was.  I 
submit  to  you  in  all  fairness  and  earnestness,  that  these  States 
were  entitled,  through  their  representative,  the  attorney 
general,  to  at  least  appear  and,  if  they  wished  to  do  so.  make 
their  States  actual  parties.  This  bill  would  permit  them 
so  to  do.  and  for  what  purpose?  For  no  higher  purpose 
than  the  private  litigants  enjoyed  In  that  suit,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  adducing  testimony,  for  the  purpose  of  submitting 
argimient.  for  the  purpose  of  making  up.  if  you  please,  that 
record  in  order  that  when  and  If  It  ever  reached  the  Supreme 
Court  of  thp  United  States  It  would  be  a  complete  record. 
For  the  State  it  would  reflect  the  same  wishes  and  hopes 
entertained  by  private  litigants,  and  at  the  same  time  It 
would  have  given  the  State  in  which  that  issue  had  arisen, 
against  whose  powers  the  issue  may  militate,  the  same  right 
to  argue  and  testify  and  attempt  to  persuade  the  Supreme 
Court  to  reach  a  decision  which  the  attorney  general  of  that 
respective  State  thinks  Is  meet  and  proper. 

Mr.  VORYS  cf  Ohio.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SATTERFTKin.    Yes;  I  yield  for  a  quesUon. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  In  the  Pennsylvania  case  which  the 
gentleman  cites,  had  there  been  any  attempt  by  any  State 
to  become  a  party  under  the  established  rules  and  procedure? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  could  not  answer  the  gentleman  on 
that  point,  but  I  would  like  to  say — and  I  think  I  make  a 
fair  observation — that  litigation  of  this  sort  is  appearing  so 
frequently  in  the  courts,  and  particularly  now,  that  there  is 
no  method  by  which  notice  could  be  given  the  attorneys  gen- 
eral; and  this  bill  provides  such  a  method,  that  the  attorney 
general  of  the  particular  State  involved  might  have  a  chance 
not  only  to  he  apprised  of  the  issues  involved  but  to  decide 
whether  he  wishes  to  become  an  active  party  to  the  case. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Would  it  be  required  that  notice  be 
given  to  each  State  under  this  bill? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  No;  only  to  the  State  in  which  the 
Issue  arises. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    Mr.  Speaker.  wUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  The  fact  is  that  all  the  Governors  and 
attorneys  general  who  have  expressed  any  opinion  at  all 
have  given  this  bill  their  wholehearted  support.  Is  that  not 
correct? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  ques- 
tion. I  have  compiled  from  letters  from  attorneys  general, 
a  list.  I  will  hurriedly  run  through  the  names  of  some  of 
the  States.  Favorable  letters  have  been  received  from  the 
attorneys  general  of  the  States  of  Georgia.  Peimsylvanla, 
New  York,  Nebraska.  Utah,  North  Carolina.  Connecticut,  Ala- 


bama. Missouri.  Massachusetts,  Vermont.  Indiana,  Tennessee, 
Kansas,  and  several  others.  I  have  not  the  file  before  me  but 
others  have  written  and  wired  to  their  Representatives  here 
commending  the  pending  legislation. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SATTERPTELD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CCX:HRAN.  The  third  paragraph  of  the  President's 
veto  message,  found  on  page  2.  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States  now  have  dis- 
cretion to  permit  notification,  and  so  forth,  and  called  atten- 
tion to  the  rules  of  civil  procedure. 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.     Yes. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  It  called  attention  to  United  States  Code, 
title  28.  section  723  C.  which  further  says  that  the  Supreme 
Court  permits  the  filing  of  briefs  as  a  friend  of  the  Court. 
If  they  have  all  those  rights  now,  what  Is  the  need  of  the 
legislation? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  asked  that 
question,  because  the  answer  to  that  observation  of  the 
President  is  that  such  action  by  the  United  States  courts  is 
discretionary.  This  bill  asks  for  the  right  on  behalf  of  States 
to  have  the  attorney  general  appear  in  cases  developing 
those  Issues. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Does  the  discretion  deny  the  right  of  a 
State  to  Intervene? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  that  frequently  the  right  ends  with  the  filing  of  a 
brief  amicus  curiae. 

Mr.  KELLER.     Mr.  Speakor,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Do  not  the  attorneys  general  of  the  various 
States  have  meetings  at  various  times? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.    Yes. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Has  this  question  ever  been  brought  up  at 
those  meetings? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  think  I  can  say  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  that  while  I 
cannot  point  to  any  collective  official  approval,  the  fact  is 
that  the  attorneys  general  of  the  coimtry  are  in  favor  of 
this  bill. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Why  have  they  not  taken  action  if  they 
favor  It? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  They  have.  I  have  a  file  filled  with 
letters  from  attorneys  general  throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  KELLER.  But  no  action  has  been  taken  by  their  asso- 
ciation, as  I  understand  It.    So  far  as  I  know,  it  has  not. 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.    I  would  not  be  able  to  answer  that. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Does  It  not  occur  to  the  gentleman  that 
unless  the  attorneys  general  of  the  various  States  are  suffi- 
ciently Interested  in  the  matter  to  have  considered  it  in  their 
association  that  this  Congress  ought  to  be  extremely  careful 
how  It  considers  a  bill  of  this  kind? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  My  answer  to  that  is  that  they  are 
interested  in  it  as  evidenced  by  the  letters  I  have  in  my  files. 
This  legislation  is  needed  from  every  jwint  of  view.  Certainly 
the  House  ought  to  be  very  careful  in  its  consideration. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Does  not  the  gentleman  admit  that  the  best 
Judges  of  the  question  are  the  people  most  interested? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  have  just  told  the  gentleman  that 
the  attorneys  general  have  been  writing  and  wiring  to  their 
Representatives.  I  dare  say  that  four-fifths  of  the  States 
have  wired  their  Congressmen  and  Senators  in  the  matter. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  additional 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from 
Virginia  is  recognized  for  5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SL^MNERS  of  Texas.  I  believe  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  was  not  attentive  at  the  time  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia was  reading  the  list  of  the  attorneys  general  who  have 
endorsed  the  bill. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Yes;  I  understood  that.  I  know  pretty  well 
,  the  telegrams,  and  so  on,  that  have  come  in,  because  I  have 
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heard  the  contents  of  them  a  ntmiber  of  times  both  here  and 
outside;  but  it  has  occurred  to  me  alwajrs  that  unless  the 
attorneys  general  of  their  own  accord,  from  their  own  asso- 
ciation, should  take  action  in  the  matter  this  body  ought  not 
itself  to  take  action  independently. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield  fiu-ther? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  May  I  suggest  to  my  distin- 
guished friend  that  the  converse  of  that  consideration  ap- 
pears in  this  particular  situation.  As  I  imderstand  it,  most 
of  the  attorneys  general  have  asked  for  this  legislation.  It 
would  seem  to  me  that  If  the  men  who  represent  the  States 
want  the  bill  then  the  Congress  ought  to  listen  to  their 
demand. 

Mr.  KELLER.  The  rule  Just  quoted  by  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  gives  them  that  very  right. 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.     I  doubt  that. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    He  will  not  say  so. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  ask  my  distingxiished  friend 
from  Illinois  if  he  does  not  believe  that  the  attorneys  general 
ought  to  have  the  right  to  intervene  and  defend  uieir  State 
when  a  right  of  their  State  is  involved? 

Mr.  KELLER.  I  know  that  there  is  no  body  of  men  who 
are  more  capable  and  able  of  asking  for  wtiat  they  want  than 
are  the  attorneys  general. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  They  are  asking  for  it  now. 
Will  the  gentleman  give  it  to  them? 

Mr.  KELLER.  They  have  not  asked  for  it  as  I  think  they 
ought  to.  

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
KiLLxal  objects  because  they  have  not  asked  for  this  collec- 
tively, but  they  have  asked  for  it  individually. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  during  the 
pendency  of  this  bill  the  attorney  general  of  my  State  wrote 
to  me  and  said  he  had  examined  the  bill  and  that  the  State 
officials  were  very  much  in  favor  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  NORRELL.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  NORRELL.  The  point  I  am  interested  in  is  how  the 
attorney  general  of  a  particular  State  will  have  notice  of 
the  pendency  of  any  suit  in  which  the  State  may  be  Interested. 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  The  Judge  notifies  him  under  the 
provisions  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ms- 
souri. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  What  comment  has  the  gentleman  to 
make  in  reference  to  the  fear  of  the  President  that  if  such 
authority  Is  granted,  private  litigants  will  prevail  in  some  way 
on  the  attorney  general,  bring  pressing  to  bear  upon  the 
attorney  general  to  intervene — ^naturally  not  interested  so 
much  in  the  State  as  in  their  own  behalf? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  make  this  answer  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  in  reference  to  that,  and  I  respectfully  do  so 
because  it  indirectly  involves  also  an  answer  to  the  President. 
In  my  part  of  the  country  it  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  get  the 
attorney  general  into  a  case  unless  he  should  be  there,  and  I 
do  not  think  many  of  them  will  be  involved  in  trifling  litiga- 
Uon. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Colo- 
rado. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Will  not  the  gentleman  say.  as  a 
lawyer,  that  being  permitted  to  file  a  brief  amicus  curiae  is  a 
very  poor  remedy  compared  with  intervening  as  a  matter  of 
right? 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  say  that  in  this  instance  it  is  thor- 
oughly inadequate,  a  very  courteous  matter  on  the  part  of 
the  court  to  be  permitted  to  file  a  brief,  bill  it  has  little  efficacy 
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when  it  comes  to  presenting  your  case  on  the  part  of  whom- 
soever you  represent. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.    If  the  State  becomes  a  party,  the 
State  will  have  a  right  to  present  evidence? 
Mr.  SATTERFIELD.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.    And  the  attorney  general  or 
other  legal  counsel  for  the  State  will  have  the  right  to  co- 
operate in  the  conduct  of  the  case? 
Mr.  SATTERFIELD.    And  argue  It. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.    Whereas  when  an  amicus  curiae 
brief  is  filed  it  may  or  may  not  be  given  much  attention. 
There  may  or  may  not  be  afforded  opportimity  for  oral  or 
other  argtunent  in  addition  to  the  filing  of  a  brief. 
Mr.  SATTERFIELD.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  This  is  an  extremely  Important 
matter  to  those  States  west  of  the  one  hundredth  meridian. 
The  system  of  water  rights  there  prevailing  is  not  thoroughly 
understood  in  other  parts  of  the  country.  Many  do  not 
understand  and  a  few  are  bitterly  hostile  to  the  appropria- 
tion doctrme  of  water  rights  imder  which  the  so-called  irri- 
gated-land  States  were  settled  and  have  flourished.  Some 
Federal  officials  seem  to  have  the  notion  that  we  of  the  West 
should  return  to  the  riparian  doctrine,  which  is  wholly  unsuit- 
able to  our  conditions.  Some  officials  appear  to  be  seeking 
to  gain  Federal  control  over  the  waters  in  our  States  which 
long  ago,  by  acts  of  Congress  and  repeated  decisions  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Coiut,  have  been  recognized  as  being 
in  the  control  of  the  respective  States  of  the  West  We  in  the 
West,  at  least  all  those  from  the  West  to  whom  I  nave  spoken, 
feel  that  the  enactment  of  this  bill  is  a  vital  matter. 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  I  thank  the  gentleman ;  and  I  should 
like  to  add  that  if  the  Federal  Government  should  come  into 
your  State  and  claim  that  a  certain  part  of  your  waters  were 
navigable  that  had  hitherto  been  understood  not  to  be.  you 
would  have  a  right  imder  this  bill  to  have  your  attorney 
general  appear  in  court  and  present  evidence  on  behalf  erf 
the  contention  of  your  State  and  to  argue  the  matter  on  its 
behalf. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  I  may  say  In  reply  to  the  gentle- 
man that  assertions  by  the  Federal  Government  in  regard  to 
our  water  rights  have  come  from  the  Federal  Government, 
and  we  desire  in  the  future  to  appear  in  the  courts  and  to 
present  our  case. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  gentle- 
man such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  conclude. 

Mr.  SATTERFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  hearings  were  had 
on  this  bill  before  a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  a  representative  of  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  was  present  and  he  had  this  to  say  about  the 
bill.  I  particularly  invite  the  attention  of  my  distinguished 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Keller]. 

The  representative  of  the  Attorney  General's  office  said 
this: 

I  do  not  tee  why  the  States  should  not  have  the  nme  right  to 
intervene  to  protect  the  constitutionality  of  Its  own  statutes  as  the 
Federal  Government  is  given  by  the  act  of  1937  to  Intervene  to 
protect  the  consUtutionallty  of  an  act  of  CongreM. 

He  further  said:  ' 

I  am  not  intimating  that  there  is  any  objection  at  all  In  permit- 
ting the  State  to  Intervene. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  this  bill  is  a  Just  one;  it  is  a  reason- 
able one;  and  it  means  a  great  deal  to  our  country  to  see  to  it 
that  if  private  litigants  have  a  voice  the  States  have  no  less. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  no  disposi- 
tion to  detain  the  House  any  longer  than  is  necessary  to  give 
the  Members  in  attendance  an  imderstanding  of  this  bill. 
The  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  SAmRriKLD].  who  has  Just 
addressed  the  House.  I  think  very  clearly  explained  the  bill. 
It  merely  gives  to  the  States  or  to  their  chief  law  officer,  the 
owwrtunity  to  appear  in  the  Federal  courts  when  the  inter- 
ests of  the  States  are  involved. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  took  the  matter  under 
consideration  and  without  any  dissent  at  ail  this  bill 
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unanimously  agreed  to.  There  was  no  reason  that  suggested 
itself  to  a  single  member  of  the  committee  on  either  side  of 
the  House  why  the  States  of  this  country  should  not  be 
privUeged  as  a  matter  of  right  to  litigate  their  questions  of 
interest  in  those  lawsuits  in  this  country  where  their  interests 
are  Involved.  If  there  is  any  other  Member  who  would  like 
to  have  time.  I  will  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like  some  time. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hobbs]  such  time  as  he  may 
desire. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  request  of  the  author 
of  the  bill.  I  will  speak  for  the  passage  of  this  bill,  the  veto 
notwithstanding.  I  want  to  be  Intensely  practical,  and  I 
would  like  the  attention  of  those  who  are  seriously  consider- 
ing the  question  at  issue. 

The  President  in  his  veto  message  gives  two  reasons  why 
this  bill,  in  his  opinion,  should  not  become  law:  One  is  that 
the  district  courts  of  the  United  States  now  have  discretion 
"^  to  permit  Intervention  by  a  State  in  any  action  In  which  the 
State's  claim  or  defense  has  a  question  of  law  or  of  fact  In 
common  with  such  action — Rules  of  Civil  Procedure,  rule  24. 
following  United  States  Code,  title  28,  section  723c — that  the 
various  administrative  tribunals  permit  intervention  by 
States  upon  a  showing  of  interest  in  their  proceedings;  and 
that  the  Supreme  Court  permits  the  fUing  of  briefs  by  States 
as  amicl  curiae  as  a  matter  of  right — Revised  Rules  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  rule  27.  paragraph  9. 

The  veto  message  says: 

In  my  opinion  thoee  provisions  are  adequate. 

The  second  reason  given  is  that  this  bill  does  not  provide 
for  intervention  by  the  States  In  cases  involving  the  consti- 
tutionality of  State  statutes  affecting  the  public  interest. 

The  message  suggests  that  the  passage  of  this  bill  would 
Impose  more  responsibility  and  work  on  the  courts,  and  that 
it  might  hamper  the  judicial  determination  of  the  validity  of 
the  powers  of  the  United  States  or  their  exercise  by  the  pro- 
posed broader  powers  of  intervention  by  the  States,  but  the 
two  reasons  stated  above  seem  to  be  the  main  objections  that 
caused  the  veto. 

I  wish  very  briefly  to  address  myself  to  each  of  them. 

In  the  first  place,  there  is  a  great  deal  of  difference  between 
permissive  intrusion,  as  a  matter  of  grace,  and  the  exercise 
of  a  right.  For  grace  you  beg.  A  right  is  yours  without 
supplication.  In  one  case  you  are  a  guest  in  the  house  of 
your  enemy;  in  the  other,  you  are  there  as  a  joint  owner,  a 
tenant  in  common.  In  one  case  you  must  ask  a  favor;  in 
the  other  you  are  asking  no  favor  and  receiving  none.  By 
mandate  of  the  law  you  have  the  right  to  appear,  and  you  can 
do  so  without  supplication  or  apology. 

As  to  his  second  point  I  am  equally  emphatic.  The  reason 
this  bill  does  not  permit  a  State  to  intervene  when  its  own 
statutes  are  attacked  as  unconstitutional  is  that  in  any  such 
event  the  State  is  immediately  apprised  of  that  attack  and, 
possibly,  the  right  to  appear  amicus  curiae,  by  permission  of 
the  court,  may  be  ample,  because  no  court  would  deny  to  a 
State,  one  of  whose  own  statutes  was  attacked  as  unconstitu- 
tional, the  right  to  appear. 

This  is  the  reason  for  this  bill,  as  I  see  it.  The  States, 
according  to  our  fundamental  law.  are  sovereign.  They  have 
all  powers  which  they  have  not  surrendered  or  delegated  to 
the  Federal  Government. 

The  Federal  Goverrunent  is  a  government  of  delegated 
powers  only.  Therefore,  this  bill  seeks  to  safeguard  the  States 
in  their  broad  expanse  of  sovereignty  beyond  any  assertion 
thereof  by  statute.  Here  the  States  have  l>een  imdisputed 
monarchs.  Into  this  realm  the  Federal  power  may  not  come 
without  plain  permission  of  the  States.  When,  therefore, 
the  Federal  power  therein  intrudes  it  is  manifestly  fair 
that  the  States  have  notice  and  the  right  to  resist  the  in- 
trusion. If  the  exercise  of  Federal  power  be  not  unwar- 
ranted, the  courts  will  so  hold.  But  the  right  to  challenge 
in  the  courts  any  new  assertion  of  Federal  authority  in  this 
area  should  not  be  left  to  chance  nor  to  the  grace  of  any 
tribunal;  it  should  be  fixed  by  the  law  of  the  land. 


Federal  power  may  be  asserted  and  exercised  in  California; 
Maine  may  be  affected  thereby,  but  may  never  know  until 
her  rights  have  been,  by  the  California  case,  at  least  partially 
foreclosed. 

There  may  be  a  creek  in  Michigan,  a  mere  trickle.  The 
Federal  Government,  by  virtue  of  a  decision  of  the  Army  engi- 
neers— and  I  have  the  highest  regard  for  them  and  their 
deliverances — may  claim  that  because  that  creek  is  capable  of 
being  made  navigable  it  is  a  navigable  stream. 

Immediately  the  rights  of  Michigan  with  respect  of  juris- 
diction and  control  over  that  creek  are  gone,  unless  that 
State  is  apprised  of  such  adverse  claim  and  defeats  it.  And 
a  case  in  Michigan  might  become  a  potent  precedent  con- 
trolling the  decision  of  a  similar  case  in  Florida,  or  some 
Other  State. 

When  a  State  statute  is  challenged  on  the  ground  of 
unconstitutionality  the  State  will  know  about  that  and  will 
probably  be  permitted  to  come  in  and  defend;  but  in  cases 
involving  far  more  than  a  statute,  attacking  those  great, 
outstanding,  sovereign  rights  that  are  the  test  of  your  state- 
hood, and  which  are  infinitely  more  valuable  than  the  up- 
holding of  some  statute  of  your  State,  your  State  may  not 
know  of  the  threat  imtil  it  is  too  late.  This  bill  requires 
notice  and  gives  to  every  State  affected  the  right  to  be  heard. 

Why  is  there  objection  to  making  that  the  law?  Surely 
the  great  Government  created  by  the  sovereign  States  of  the 
American  Union  has  no  desire  to  take  advantage  of  the 
States  that  gave  it  its  very  existence,  and  all  of  its  jxjwers. 

Verily,  the  United  States  Government  is  and  must  ever 
remain  above  any  thought  of  doing  anything  surreptitiously  or 
seeking  to  deny  any  State  the  right  of  resort  to  the  courts  of 
the  United  States  to  determine  questions  of  sovereignty. 
Can  the  Federal  Government  doubt  the  integrity  of  its  own 
courts?  Does  the  Government  of  the  United  States  desire  to 
take  anything  without  vindicable  right? 

Mr.  KKKKE  and  Mr.  MAY  rose. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  rose  first; 
inasmuch  as  I  referred  to  his  State.  I  shall  be  happy  to  yield 
to  him  first,  and  then  I  shall  be  equally  glad  to  yield  to  the 
recently  overwhelmingly  renominated  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  while  I  am 
not  from  Michigan,  I  am  from  a  State  contiguous  to  it. 

Mr.  HOBBS.     Wisconsin;  I  heg  the  gentleman's  pardon. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  I  wanted  to  say,  as  a  contribution'  to  the 
argument  the  gentleman  has  just  made  in  response  to  the 
President's  objection  that  this  law  does  not  provide  for  inter- 
vention by  the  States  in  cases  involving  the  constitutionality 
of  State  statutes,  that  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin  whenever  in 
any  case  in  any  court  the  constitutionality  of  a  law  is  involved, 
notice  must  l>e  given  to  the  Attorney  General,  and  the  right 
of  intervention  on  the  part  of  the  State  in  that  case,  no  matter 
what  it  is,  is  given  to  the  State  so  that  it  may  appear  and 
defend,  so  that  if  in  an  isolated  case  in  my  State  a  question  of 
the  constitutionality  of  a  statute  were  to  arise,  the  State 
would  be  a  party  to  that  action  by  virtue  of  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  Wisconsin. 

In  the  event  that  proceeding  were  certioraried  into  the 
Federal  courts  and  ultimately  came  into  the  Federal  courts, 
the  State  itself  would  t>e  a  party  all  the  way  through  by 
virlue  of  the  rights  given  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Wis- 
consin. I  feel  that  this  law  is  in  line  with  the  steps  of  proper 
protection  of  the  rights  of  the  States,  and  there  ought  to  be 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  any  Member  of  Congress  to  it. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  that  contribu- 
tion. I  may  state  that  I  believe  tiiat  is  the  law  in  practically 
every  State  in  the  Union ;  but  even  in  those  cases  jiot  covered 
by  the  local  State  law  because  originating  In  a  Federal  court, 
still  there  would  be  a  permissive  right  to  intervene  granted 
where  a  State  statute  is  involved.  But  those  great  cases  in- 
vohing  inherent  sovereignty  far  transcend  in  imjwrtance 
the  life  or  death  of  one  statute. 

I  am  now  happy  to  sneld  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
who  Is  so  graciously  occupying  the  chair  of  our  Committee 
no  Military  Affairs. 


Mr.  MAY.  In  my  State  we  cannot  even  read  a  deposition 
taken  against  the  interest  of  a  party  involving  his  individual 
rights  and  property  rights  without  notice  to  that  party.  As 
I  understand,  unless  this  bill  is  enacted,  a  State  may  lose  a 
constitutional  right  unless  the  attorney  general  is  notified 
and  is  enabled  to  intervene  where  he  may  intervene. 

ISi.  HANCOCK.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  am  always  happy  to  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Is  not  the  opposition  to  this  bill  really 
based  on  the  fact  that  it  puts  a  brake  on  the  centralization 
of  power  In  the  Federal  Government? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  If  the  gentleman  will  pardon  me.  I  should 
like  not  to  pass  upon  motives.  I  accept  this  veto  at  face 
value.  I  think  the  present  great  President  of  the  United 
States  has  repeatedly  shown  himself  sympathetic  with  the 
States.  There  never  has  t>een  a  man  who  has  spoken  more 
eloquently  in  defense  of  States'  rights  than  the  present  occu- 
pant of  the  White  House.  (Applause.]  I  believe  whole- 
heartedly that  he  means  to  be  fair  to  the  States.  But.  as 
Horace  said,  upon  occasion  even  Homer  hath  been  known  to 
nod.  This  bill  stands  upon  its  own  merit.  It  needs  no  de- 
fense and  no  defender.  It  ought  to  become  law,  notwith- 
standing the  veto. 

Mr.  COX  and  Mr.  WALTER  rose. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  It  gives  me  pleasure  to  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  Does  the  gentleman  know  of  sufBcient  opposi- 
tion in  this  House  to  this  fair  and  reasonable  proposal  to 
Justify  delaying  the  opportunity  for  Members  to  express  them- 
selves? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    No.  sir;  I  know  of  none. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  distinguished  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  would  like  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  at  the  time  the  hearings  were  conducted  I  asked  the 
representative  of  the  Attorney  General  this  question: 

If  I  understand  the  Attorney  General's  poeltlon  correctly,  he  would 
not  be  opposed  to  tliU  bill  If  section  II  were  out  of  it? 
Mr.  HoLTZorr.  That  Is  right. 

The  section  n  then  referred  to  was  taken  out  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  just  this  one  word  In  conclu- 
sion: This  bill  was  amended  in  our  committee  to  meet  the 
views  of  every  department  of  the  Government  so  far  as  we 
knew  them,  and  we  beg  of  you.  in  the  name  of  justice.  In  the 
name  of  statehood,  in  the  name  of  that  theory  of  States' 
rights  which  has  been  proclaimed  in  every  lawbook  in  which 
there  appears  a  Supreme  Court  decision  on  the  subject,  to 
proceed  to  pass  this  bill,  and  thereby  give  to  the  States  the 
rights  therein  provided  without  further  delay  or  argument. 

Mr.  GWYNNK     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  j^eld? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  As  a  matter  of  actual  practice,  has  it  not 
been  demonstrated  many  times  that  the  right  of  the  States 
to  intervene  in  these  cases,  under  existing  law  and  imder 
existing  court  rules,  is  not  protected  and  that  this  legislation 
is  very  much  needed  to  protect  the  rights  of  the  States  In 
that  respect? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  in  answer  to  that 
question,  that  so  far  as  my  own  personal  experience  goes, 
and  I  have  been  practicing  in  the  courts  for  many  years,  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  any  abuse  of  judicial  discretion  with 
regard  to  intervention.  I  cannot  recall  a  denial  of  an  appli- 
cation to  appear  amicus  curiae  when  there  was  a  showing 
made  of  a  real  interest  to  be  so  represented.  But  that  mili- 
tates not  one  whit  against  the  necessity  for  this  bill  to  become 
law. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Again  I  am  happy  to  yield  to  my  esteemed 
colleague  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  States 
might  get  into  frivolous  matters.    May  I  call  the  gentleman's 


attention  to  the  fact  that  the  same  responsibility  with  respect 
to  costs  is  imposed  on  the  States  as  is  imposed  on  other  liti- 
gants? 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  thank  the  gentleman;  what  he  says  Is 
perfectly  true. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  President's  veto  message  on  this  subject  may  be  read  by 
the  Clerk: 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Cooper).  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  veto  mesMce, 
as  follows: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  a  bill  entitled  "An 
act  to  amend  the  Judicial  Code  by  adding  a  new  section 
thereto,  designated  as  section  266a.  to  provide  for  intervention 
by  States  in  certain  cases  involving  the  validity  of  the  exercise 
of  any  power  by  the  United  States,  or  any  agency  thereof,  or 
any  officer  or  employee  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes." 

This  bill  would  enable  any  State  to  intervene  In  and  be- 
come a  party  to  any  suit  or  proceeding  in  any  court  of  the 
United  States,  as  a  matter  of  right,  whenever  the  validity  of 
any  Federal  action  is  questioned,  if  (1)  the  determination  of 
such  question  should  involve  any  conflict  with  the  exercise  of 
any  governmental  power  of  such  State,  or  (2)  such  Federal 
action  would  impair  or  abridge  any  governmental  power  as- 
serted by  or  exercised  by  such  State  or  any  agency,  officer,  or 
employee  thereof.  In  addition,  it  would  Impose  on  the  courts 
of  the  United  States,  in  every  suit  and  proceeding  now  pend- 
ing or  hereafter  instituted  in  which  the  validity  of  Federal 
action  is  questioned,  the  burden  of  ascertaining  whether  the 
determination  of  the  question  involves  any  conflict  with  the 
governmental  power  of  any  State  and  whether  such  Federal 
action  would  impair  or  abridge  any  governmental  power 
asserted  by  or  exercised  by  any  State  or  any  of  its  agencies, 
officers,  or  employees. 

It  was  said  (H.  Rept.  No.  1760,  76th  Cong.,  3d  sess.)  that  this 
bill  would  give  the  States  the  same  right  to  intervene  to  pro- 
tect the  constitutionality  of  their  statutes  as  is  given  to  the 
United  States  to  intervene  to  protect  the  constitutionality  of 
acts  of  Congress  by  the  act  of  August  24.  1937  (ch.  754.  sec.  1, 
50  Stat.  751 :  U.  S.  C,  title  28.  sec.  401 ) .  However,  the  bill  before 
me  does  not  complement  the  1937  act.  It  does  not  provide 
for  intervention  by  the  States  in  cases  involving  the  constitu- 
tionality of  State  statutes  affecting  the  public  interest.  On 
the  contrary,  it  invites  the  States  to  int^'rvene  as  a  matter  of 
right  to  attack  the  exercise  of  any  Federal  power  impairing 
or  abridging  any  governmental  power  asserted  or  exercised 
by  the  States  or  by  any  of  their  agencies,  officers,  or  em- 
ployees. 

I  find  no  Justification  for  such  broad  powers  of  interven- 
tion by  the  States;  particularly  since  the  right  of  interven- 
tion given  to  the  United  States  is  limited  to  cases  in  which  the 
constitutionality  of  an  act  of  Congress  affecting  the  public 
Interest  is  questioned. 

The  district  courts  of  the  United  States  now  have  discre- 
tion to  permit  Intervention  by  a  State  in  any  action  In  which 
the  State's  claim  or  defense  has  a  question  of  law  or  of  fact 
In  common  with  such  action  (Rules  of  Civil  Procedvire,  rule 
24.  following  U.  S.  C.  title  28.  sec.  723c) .  The  various  admin- 
istrative tribunals  permit  Intervention  by  States  upon  a  show- 
ing of  Interest  in  their  proceedings,  "rhe  Supreme  Court 
permits  the  filing  of  briefs  by  States  as  amici  curiae  as  a 
matter  of  right  (Revised  Rules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  rule  27, 
par.  9).  In  my  opinion,  those  provisions  are  adequate.  No 
evidence  has  been  presented  of  the  Inability  of  any  State  to 
defend  the  cqnstitutionality  of  any  of  its  statutes.  The  jmo- 
posed  statute  would,  however,  subject  a  State's  attorney  gen- 
eral to  pressure  to  intervene  in  any  case  where  a  private 
litigant  is  opposing  Pedei-al  action,  on  the  ground  that  such 
action  Invades  States'  rights.  Such  exploitation  of  the  au- 
thority of  State  officials  for  the  interests  of  private  llUganta 
should  not  be  encouraged. 
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I  fear  that  the  judicial  determination  of  the  validity  of  the 
powers  of  the  United  States  or  their  exercise  would  be  ham- 
pered by  the  proposed  broader  powers  of  intervention  by  the 
States — powers  of  intervention  not  limited  to  cases  in  which 
the  constitutionality  of  State  statutes  is  questioned. 

I  am  therefore  compelled  to-  veto  the  bill. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  House.  June  10.  1940. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  telegram  which  I  send  to  the  clerk's  desk 
may  be  read. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  clerk  read  the  telegram,  as 

follows: 

Rtrruuoj,  Vt.,  June  14,  1940—12:39  p.  m. 
Hon.  Rattom  Sttmivkss. 

Chairman,  House  Judiciary  Committee.  Washinffton.  D.  C: 
Enactment  of  Satterfleld  bill  Is  meritorious  and  essential  to  the 
preservation  of  our  dual  system  of  goverrunent.  The  States  should 
be  given  the  opportunity  to  present  evidence  and  argument  In  all 
cases  where  the  constitutionality  of  a  State  law  Is  attacked.  Only 
under  such  procedure  can  the  courts  be  Intelligently  Inlormed  and 
the  States  be  protected  against  ustirpatlon  of  powers  strictly  within 
their  sphere  of  government. 

Lawwcncs  C.  Jonts, 
President.  National  Association  of  Attorneys  General. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  ther<'  is  no  fur- 
ther information  desired  by  the  Members  of  the  House  with 
reference  to  this  bill,  in  view  of  the  complete  explanation  that 
has  been  made  of  it.  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is.  Will  the 
Hoiise,  on  reconsideration,  pass  the  bill,  the  objections  of  the 
President  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Under  the  Con- 
stitution  the  vote  must   be   taken  by  the  yeas  and  nasrs. 

The  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  254,  nays 
46.  not  voting  131.  as  follows: 

*  [RoU  No.  1751 

TEAS— 254 


Alexander 

Allen.  Ul. 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Anderson.  Caltt. 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Angell 

Arendi 

Austin 

Barnes 

Beam 

Beckworth 

Bland 

Boehne 

Belles 

Boren 

Boykln 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Brown.  Oa. 

Brown.  Ohio 

Bryson 

Buck 

Bui  winkle 

Burch 

Burdlck 

Byms.  Tenn. 

CttflKm 

Carter 

Cart  Wright 

Caae.  8.  Dak. 

Cblperfleld 

Church 

Claypool 

Clevcuger 

Oo««e.  Nebr. 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Cole,  Md. 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Colllna 

Ooln>er 

Connery 

Cooper 

Corbett 

Coetello 

Cox 

Cravens 

Crawford 

Crowther 

Cummlngs 

Curtis 


D'Alesandro 

Davis 

Dirksen 

Dlaney 

Dondero 

Dough  ton 

Doxey 

Dworshak 

Katon 

Klliott 

Blia 

ElBton 

Engel 

Euglebrlght 

Fenton 

Ferguson 

Pish 

Flaherty 

Flannagan 

Ford.  Leland  IC 

Ford.  Miss. 

Oartner 

Gathinga 

Gearhart 

Oehrmann 

Gerlach 

Otbbs 

Gilchrist 

Otllte 

Goodwin 

Gore 

Oossett 

Graham 

Oradt.  Ala. 

Grant.  Ind. 

Green 

Qroas 

Ouyer.  Kans. 

Owynne 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Halleck 

Hancock 

nanwiiH 

Harrington 

Harter.  N.  T. 

Hartley 

Havenner 

Hawks 


Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennings 

Hess 

Hill 

Hlnshaw 

Hobbs 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Horton 

Houston 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jarman 

Jeffries 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson.  HI. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Johnson.LutherA. 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Jones.  Ohio 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

Kelly    ' 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Kilday 

Klnxer 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Koclalkowskl 

Kramer 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

Landls 

Lanham 

Lea 

Leavy 

LeCompte 

Lemke 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Lewis.  Ohio 

I.uoe 


Ludlow 

Lynch 

McCormack 

McOehee 

McGregor 

McLaughlin 

McMillan.  Clara 

McMillan.  John  L. 

Maas 

Mansfield 

Marshall 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mason 

Masslngaie 

May 

Mlchener 

Miller 

Mills.  Ark. 

Monroney 

Mofer 

Mott 

Mundt 

Murdock.  Utah 

Murray 

Nichols 

Norrell 

O'Brien 

Pace 

Patman 

Patrick 

Patton 

Pearson 

Peterson.  Fla, 

Peterson.  Ga. 

Plttenger 

Plumley 

Poage 

Polk 

Rabaut 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Reed.Ill. 

Reed.  NT. 

Rees.  Kans. 

Rich 

Robertson 

Robinson.  Utah 

Bobalon.  Ky. 


Rodgers.  Pa. 

Smith.  Wash. 

Tarver 

Weaver 

Rogers.  Maaa. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Taylor 

West 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Snyder 

Thill 

Wheat 

Routzohn 

South 

Tborkelson 

Whelchel 

Rutherford 

Sparkman 

Tlbbott 

Wiggles  worth 

Ryan 

Springer 

Tmkham 

WUliams,  Del. 

Satterfleld 

Steagall 

Tolan 

Winter 

Schafer.  Wis. 

Stearns.  N.  H. 

Tread  way 

Wolcott 

Schlffler 

Stefan 

Van  Zandt 

Wolfenden,  Pa. 

Seccombe 

Sumner,  111. 

Vln."»on.  Oa. 

Wolverton.  N.  J 

Secrest 

Su.^^ners.  Tex. 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

WoodrufT.  Mich 

Short 

Sutphln 

Vorj's,  Ohio 

Woodrum.  Vt. 

Simpson 

Sweet 

Wadsworth 

Yotingdahl 

Smith.  Conn. 

Taber 

Walter 

Smith.  Va. 

Talle 

Ward 

NAYS-46 

Allen.  La. 

Edmlston 

Maclejewskl 

Schueta 

Arnold 

Faddls 

Maloney 

Schulte 

Bloom 

Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Martin,  m. 

Shepp.ird 

Boland 

Fulmer 

Mills.  La. 

Tenerowlcz 

Brooks 

Geyer.  Calif. 

Nelson 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Byron 

Orlfflth 

O'Connor 

Thomason 

Casey.  Mass. 

Kee 

OTJay 

Wallgren 

Cochran 

Keller 

Parsons 

Whlttington 

Crowe 

Keogh 

Pfelfer 

Wood 

Delaney 

Larrabee 

Pierce 

Zimmerman 

Dunn 

Leslnskl 

Ramspeck 

Eberharter 

McKeougb 

Sabath 

NOT  VOTING — 131 

Allen.  Pa. 

Cullen 

Jennings 

Richards 

Andre-sen.  A.  H. 

Darden.  Va. 

Johnson,  Lyndon  Risk 

Andrews 

Darrow 

Jones.  Tex. 

RockefeUer 

Ball 

Dempsey 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Romjue 

Barden.  N.  V. 

De Rouen 

Kennedy.  Michael  Sacks 

Barry 

Dlcksteln 

Kerr 

Sandager 

Barton  N.  T. 

Dies 

Kllbum 

Sasscer 

Bates,  Ky. 

Dlngell 

Klrwan 

Schaefer.  lU. 

Bates.  Mass. 

outer 

Knutson 

Schwert 

Bell 

Douglaa 

McAndrews 

Scnigham 

Bender 

McArdle 

Seger 

Blackney 

Duncan 

McDowell 

Shaf er,  Mich. 

Bolton 

Durham 

McGranery 

Shanley 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Edelsteln 

McLean 

Shannon 

Brewster 

Evan.s 

McLeod 

Sheridan 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Pay 

Magnuson 

Smith,  ni. 

Buckley,  N.  Y. 

Fernandez 

Mahon 

Smith.  Maine 

Burgln 

Fitzpa  trick 

Marcantonlo 

Smith.  Ohio 

Byrne.  N.  Y. 

Flannery 

Merritt 

Somers.  N.  Y. 

Caldwell 

Folger 

Mitchell 

Spence 

Camp 

Fries 

Monkiewlcx 

St.imes.  Ala. 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Gamble 

Mouton 

Sullivan 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Garrett 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Sweeney 

Celler 

Gavagan 

Myers 

Terry 

Chapman 

Olfford 

Norton 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Clark 

Gregory 

OXeary 

Vincent,  Ky. 

Claaon 

Hare 

Oliver 

Vreeland 

Cluett 

Hart 

ONeal 

Warren 

Cooley 

Harter.  Ohio 

Osmers 

Welch 

Courtney 

Hook 

OToole 

White,  Idaho 

Creal 

Hope 

Powers 

White,  Ohio 

Crosser 

Jacobsen 

Raybum 

Williams.  Mo. 

CtUkln 

Jarrett 

Reece.  Tenn, 

So,  two  thirds  having  voted  in  favor  thereof .  the  bill  was 
passed,  the  objections  of  the  President  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  McDowell  and  Mr.  Ball  (to  override)  with  Mr.  Schwert  (to 
sustain) . 

Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey  and  Mr.  Osmers  (to  override)  with 
Mr.  Cullen   (to  sustain). 

Mr.  Culkln  and  Mr.  Jennings  (to  override)  with  Mr.  Hook  (to 
sustain). 

Mr.  Kllbum  and  Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee  (to  override)  with  Mr. 
Bxickley  of  New  York    (to  sustain). 

Mr.  Cannon  of  Florida  and  Mr.  Cluett  (to  override)  with  Mr. 
Evans  (to  sustain) . 

Mr.  Monklewicz  and  Mr.  Blackney  (to  override)  with  Mr.  OXeary 
(to   sustain). 

Mr.  Magnuaon  and  Mr.  Vreeland  (to  override)  with  Mr.  Byrne  of 
New  York  (to  sustain). 

Mr.  Murdock  of  Arizona  and  Mr.  Dltter  (to  override)  with  Mr. 
Sullivan  (to  sustain). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Barden  of  North  Carolina  with  Mr.  Clason. 

Mr.  Darden  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Sandager. 

Mr.  Folger  with   Mr.   Hope. 

Mr.  Gavagan  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Burgln  with   Mr    Brewster. 

Mr.  Hare  with  Mr.  McLean. 

Mr.  Celler  with  Mr    Gifford. 

Mr.  McAndrews  with  Mrs.  Smith  Of  Maine. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mrs.  Bolton. 

Mr.  Camp  with  Mr.  Augtist  H.  Andresen. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr    Shafer  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Scrugham  with  Mr.  Bates  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Chapman  with  Mr.  Knutson. 


Mr.  Stamea  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Bender. 

Mr.  Dies  with  Mr.  Welch.  \ 

Mr.  Richards  with  Mr.  Barton  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Cooley  with   Mr.  Oamt>le. 

Mr    Terry  with  Mr.  Andrews. 

Mr.  Klrwan  with  Mr.  Oliver. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr., Darrow. 

Mr.  Hart  with  Mr   Seger. 

Mr.  Gregory  with  Mr    Douglas. 

Mr.    Durham    with    Mr.   McLeod. 

Mr.  Duncan   with   Mr    Jarrett. 

Mr.  Courtney  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Creal  with  Mr.  Powers. 

Mr.  Mahon   with   Mr.   Rockefeller. 

Mr.  Schaefer  of  UUnols  with  Mi.  Smith  of  Ohio. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

ELECTION  TO  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  the 
following  resolution  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  563 
Besoltted,  That  Charles  Hawks,   Jr..  of  Wisconsin  be,  and  he  is 
hereby  elected  to  the  Committee  on  Mines  and  Mining. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent inasmuch  as  I  objected  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill, 
H.  R.  10213.  this  morning,  that  I  be  permitted  to  include  the 
bill  with  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

REPEALING     CERTAIN     ACTS    OF    CONGRESS.    POCKET    VETOED VETO 

MESSAGE 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  the  fol- 
lowing privileged  report  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to 
have  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

An  act  (H.  R.  3233)  entitled  "An  act  to  repeal  certain  acts  of  Con- 
gress (pocket  vetoed)." 

Your  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  which  was  referred  the  bUl 
(H.  R.  3233)  entitled  "An  act  to  repeal  certain  acts  of  Congress 
(pocket  vetoed),"  together  with  the  objections  of  the  President 
thereto,  having  reconsidered  said  bill  and  the  objections  of  the 

President  thereto,  rep>ort  the  same  back  to  the  House  with  the 
recommendation  that  said  bill  do  pass,  the  objections  of  the  Presi- 
dent to  the  contrary  notvirlthstandlng. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  may  have  the 
attention  of  Members  of  the  House  I  will  be  able  to  explain 
this  resolution  in  a  very  short  time.  The  resolution  proposes 
to  do  just  one  thing.  I  believe  there  is  a  good  deal  of  con- 
fusion about  the  scope  of  the  resolution.  The  bill  proposes  the 
repeal  of  all  pocket-vetoed  bills.  It  proposes  to  do  this  In 
order  to  get  those  pocket-vetoed  bills  out  of  the  picture,  so  that 
if  the  Supreme  Court  continues  in  the  direction  in  which  the 
member.s  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  believe  it  is  going 
and  should  hold  that  pocket-vetoed  power  not  to  t)e  a  con- 
stitutional power,  not  existing,  the  House  bill  would  prevent 
some  600  bills  that  everj'body  has  considered  dead  in  this 
country  from  having  any  chance  to  l)ecome  alive  and  confuse 
the  country. 

During  our  history  these  pocket-vetoed  bills  have  accumu- 
lated. I  assume  that  the  Members  of  the  House  are  familiar 
with  what  is  meant  by  a  pocket-vetoed  bill.  In  the  begin- 
ning, when  we  were  following  the  precedent  of  the  Elnglish 
practice,  it  was  considered  with  us  that  all  bills  that  were  not 
completed  at  the  end  of  each  session  were  dead.  As  a  result 
all  bills  were  introduced  at  the  beginning  of  each  session. 
Und(^r  the  British  Constitution  the  Parliament  was  called  into 
existence  by  a  summons  of  the  king,  and  was  terminated  by 
being  prorogued  by  the  king;  but  with  us,  we  come  into 
existence  by  the  summons  of  the  constitution  and  continue 
to  operate  as  a  vital  agency  of  the  (jovemment  until  the 
expiration  of  2  years.  A  good  deal  of  confusion  arose  during 
these  early  years — 29  years  I  believe — and  it  was  not  until 
1848  that  we  had  completely  established  the  present  practice 
of  considering  everything  to  remain  vital  and  in  status  quo 
between  the  sessions. 


As  you  know,  when  you  come  back  here  at  the  beginning 
of  the  second  session,  for  instance,  nobody  could  tell  by 
looking  in  on  the  situation  on  the  first  day  that  you  had 
been  in  recess  or  adjournment  for  more  than  1  day.  In 
other  words,  nothing  happened  during  the  Interim.  That  we 
all  know.  We  have  straightened  out  everything  except  this 
pocket-veto  matter. 

The  question  of  the  constitutionality  of  this  pocket-veto 
matter  came  before  the  Supreme  Court  12  or  15  years  ago. 
I  want  to  explain  the  reason  why  we  should  do  this.  In 
that  decision  the  Supreme  Coiut  held  that  there  could  be  no 
return  by  the  President,  except  to  the  House  of  origin  when  it 
was  in  formal  session.  That  was  the  clear-cut  decision  by 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  first  determination.  A  representa- 
tive of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  appeared  as  friend  of 
the  court  in  that  case  and  insisted  that  there  could  be  con- 
structive delivery  by  the  President  to  the  House  of  origin 
when  that  House  was  not  in  session.  The  Court  held  against 
the  position  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  in  that  de- 
termination. A  few  years  ago.  in  1936  I  believe  it  was,  the 
Wright  case  came  before  the  Supreme  Court,  bringing  that 
question  again  to  the  Court.  In  that  case  there  had  been 
constructive  delivery.  The  messenger  from  the  White  House 
arrived  at  the  Senate  when  the  Senate  was  in  recess.  The 
Senate  being  in  recess,  being  the  last  day  on  which  he  could 
make  the  return,  the  return  of  delivery  by  the  messenger 
of  the  President  was  made  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate. 
When  the  matter  was  presented  to  the  Supreme  Court,  the 
Court  held  that  that  was  a  good  return.  In  other  words, 
they  abandoned  in  part  the  position  taken  in  the  first  de- 
termination, that  there  could  be  no  constructive  delivery. 

The  Supreme  Court,  in  passing  upop  these  question*,  has 
held  that  there  are  two  important  things  that  are  to  be  de- 
termined and  that  dominate.  One-is  that  the  President  shall 
have  10  days,  Sunday  excepted,  in  which  to  examine  the  legis- 
lation, formulate  his  objections,  and  make  his  return  to  the 
house  of  origin.  Second,  that  the  house  of  origin  shall  have 
the  opportunity,  speedily,  to  consider  the  President's  objec- 
tions. The  practice  of  the  pocket  veto  violates  that  arrange- 
ment, because  it  does  make  possible  for  the  President,  in 
effect,  to  kill  an  act  of  Congress  without  stating  his  reasons, 
and  prevents  the  Congress  speedily  to  consider  the  Presi- 
dent's objections.  As  you  all  know,  these  pocket  vetoed  bills 
have  to  be  reintroduced;  you  have  to  go  through  the  whole 
procedure  again;  whereas  if  constructive  delivery  was  per- 
mitted the  house  of  origin  could  immediately,  upon  its  con- 
vening, after  the  receipt  of  this  message  by  the  agents  of  the 
House,  reconsider  the  bill  and  act  upon  It.  We  know  that 
all  of  our  bills  are  vital.  They  do  not  die.  They  are  turned 
over  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  and  when  we  come  back  here 
we  take  them  up. 

I  am  not  arguing  the  merits  of  the  question  of  the  pocket 
veto.  I  am  stating  the  reasons  why  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  unanimously  reported  this  matter.  That  committee 
is  not  a  partisan  body.  When  we  considered  the  decisions 
and  attitude  of  the  Supreme  Court,  we  realized  that  there 
was  sufficient  probability  that  when  the  Supreme  Court  again 
considered  that  matter,  properly  presented,  it  might  hold  the 
pocket  veto  power  not  to  be  an  existent  power,  and  that  If 
the  Supreme  Court  did  hold  that,  then  there  was  danger  of 
bringing  back  into  the  body  of  the  country,  the  body  of  the 
law.  and  the  whole  situation,  these  possibly  five  or  six  hun- 
dred bills  that  everybody  has  considered  as  being  dead. 

Now.  what  do  we  propose  to  do?  ,  Just  one  thing.  We 
propose  to  pass  a  bill  which  will  make  those  bills  certainly 
dead;  make  It  impossible  for  those' bills  to  be  determined 
to  be  alive  by  reason  of  a  change  in  the  determination  of  the 
Supreme  CJourt  with  regard  to  the  pocket-veto  power. 

With  all  respect.  I  do  not  see  how  anybody  can  vote  to  leave 
this  country  open  to  the  possible  confusion  of  having  five  or 
six  hundred  bills  suddenly  brought  to  life  some  morning,  when 
we  can.  by  this  act.  remove  the  possibility  of  that  confusion 
absolutely.  That  is  all  this  bill  proposes  to  do.  It  is  some- 
thing we  ought  to  do.  The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  is 
your  agent.     We  went  Into  this  thing.    We  talked  it  over 
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among  ourselves,  and  not  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  could  discover  any  reason  why  we  ought  not  to  do  It. 
The  bill  came  to  the  House,  and  it  was  unanimously  agreed 
toSjy  the  House.  It  went  to  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate 
Judiciary  Committee  unanimously  agreed  to  a  favorable  re- 
port. It  went  to  the  Senate,  and  so  far  as  I  know.  It  was 
unanimously  adopted  by  the  Senate.  I  do  not  understand 
the  reasons  for  this  veto,  but  I  am  certain  that  in  some  sort  ol 
way  there  Is  confusion  about  the  effect  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman >1e!d? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  As  I  understand  the  gentle- 
man, to  illustrate  the  point,  if  a  bill  passed  10  years  ago.  we 
will  say.  and  there  was  a  pocket  veto,  should  the  matter  be 
brought  into  court  and  the  court  reverse  its  previous  hold- 
ings and  hold  that  a  pocket  veto  was  not  effective,  that  bill 
might  be  revived  and  become  a  law.  even  though  it  had  been 
regarded  as  dead  during  these  10  years. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Yes;  and  there  are  between  500 
and  600  bills  that  might  thus  rise  to  plague  us. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  This  bill  is  to  preserve  the 
status  quo  and  let  the  situation  stand  as  everybody  under- 
stands it  now  is. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  That  is  right.  The  purpose  of 
this  bill  is  to  go  as  far  as  we  can  to  make  it  certain  that  those 
bills  will  not  come  back  if  the  Supreme  Court  should  hold 
against  the  pocket-veto  rule. 

Mr.  HEALEY.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Will  the  gentleman  state  when  and  how 
this  practice  of  the  pocket  veto  originated? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Yes;  the  practice  of  the  pocket 
veto  originated  during  those  first  28  years  when  there  was 
not  anything  else  to  be  done  according  to  the  British  prece- 
dents which  we  were  then  following.  It  had  l)een  held  and 
practiced  and  believed  in  this  country  during  those  28  years 
that  all  bills  not  finished  died  with  the  adjournment  of  a 
session  of  Congress.  There  was  not  anything  else  to  be 
done  about  it  under  that  construction  but  pocket  veto  the 
bills  which  had  not  been  acted  on  by  the  President  and  had 
not  been  In  his  possession  the  10  days. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Just  one  further  question:  Does  the  gen- 
tleman believe  that  the  passage  of  this  legislation,  the  Presi- 
dent's veto  notwithstanding,  will  have  the  effect  of  dis- 
couraging the  practice  of  pocket  vetoing  bills  in  the  future? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  do  not  want  to  involve  the 
issue,  but  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
th^  plan  of  the  Constitution  is  that  the  President  shall 
stiite  his  reasons  for  vetoing  any  bill  Congress  enacts.  Per- 
sonally I  hope  the  day  will  come  in  this  country  when  that 
practice  will  be  observed.  That,  however,  is  not  directly 
Involved  in  this  case. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  There  is  no  purpose  so  far 
as  this  bill  is  concerned,  if  the  bill  is  accepted  by  the  House 
and  the  Senate,  to  do  away  with  the  President's  power  to 
veto.  If  he  has  such  power. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  That  is  right.  Let  me  empha- 
size that  a  little.  It  does  not  at  all  interfere  with  the 
President's  power,  and  even  should  the  Supreme  Court  hold, 
as  we  believe  it  is  going  to  hold  sooner  or  later,  that  the 
pocket -veto  power  does  not  exist,  it  would  not  interfere  with 
the  President's  power  of  veto. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  One  further  question,  if  the 
gentleman  will  permit,  about  those  600  bills  to  which  he 
refers  affected  by  the  pocket  veto:  The  only  purpose  of  this 
bill,  as  I  understand  it.  is  rather  a  nunc  pro  tunc  action  of 
the  House,  the  effect  being  the  same  as  if  it  had  acted 
individually  on  each  one  of  those  t>Uls  pocket -vetoed  and 
upheld  the  President. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  We  are  doing  our  best  to  see 
to  it  that  these  killed  bills  stay  dead.  How  can  I  state  it 
any  more  clearly?    Let  me  repeat  it. 


Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  And  not  let  it  go  any 
further. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Not  a  bit.  Let  me  repeat: 
What  we  are  trying  to  do  by  this  legislation  is  to  see  that 
these  dead  bills  stay  dead,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  In  other  words,  if  I  understand  it,  this 
Is  equivalent  to  a  final  decree  in  the  settlement  of  an  estate. 
The  patient  is  dead,  biu-ied,  and  the  monument  has  been 
erected.    Requiescat  in  pace. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  The  only  thing  about  it  is  we 
feel  we  have  got  to  hit  him  on  the  head  once  more  to  keep 
him  dead,  that  is  all.  He  is  supp>osed  to  be  dead  and  it  is 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  country  that  he  stays  dead,  but 
we  feel  we  have  got  to  crack  him  one  on  the  head  to  be  svu-e 
that  he  stays  dead.  That  is  what  this  bill  proposes  to  do. 
If  any  of  you  do  not  agree  with  this  theory,  if  you  want  to 
permit  these  600  bills  to  come  back  and  disturb  the  com- 
mimity  and  bring  about  a  state  of  uncertainty,  then  you 
are  not  in  agreement  with  the  position  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  passage  of 
this  bill  is  academic  unless  the  Supreme  Court  should 
change  its  present  ruling.  If  the  Supreme  Court  does 
change  its  present  ruling  then  this  law  would  prevent  those 
dead  bills  being  vitalized  by  a  Supreme  Court  decision. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  thank  my  colleague  for  that 
very  clear  statement.  We  are  going  as  far  as  we  can 
toward  accomplishing  that. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  As  a  matter  of  fact  has  the 
present  President  ever  exercised  the  pocket-veto  power? 
Has  he  not  in  all  cases  presented  a  message?  That  is  my 
recollection. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  do  not  recall,  but  I  know  he 
has  not  used  the  pocket  veto  frequently.  Whether  or  not 
he  has  exercised  the  pocket  veto  at  all  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BOREN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BOREN.  Does  not  this  bill  apply  also  to  all  future 
legislation  affected  by  the  pocket-veto  procedure?  Does 
not  this  bill  abolish  the  pocket  veto  in  the  future  at  least 
in  its  practical  effect? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.     No;  it  does  not.    Just  as  my 

colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan,  explained,  it  goes 

j   as  far  as  the  Congress  can  go  to  prevent  these  pocket-vetoed 

I  bills  from  rising  out  of  their  grave  to  plague  the  country. 

Now,  I  cannot  beat  that  statement. 

Mr.  BOREN.  May  I  ask  one  further  question:  How  can 
you  determine  which  is  the  last  session  of  Congress  to  which 
he  is  required  to  present  a  veto  in  writing  within  10  days? 
Is  this  for  a  rece.ss  between  the  first  and  second  sessions? 
If  they  call  a  special  session  after  the  regular  session,  what 
is  the  situation?  It  seems  to  me  that  the  President's  argu- 
ment is  worth  considering. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  cannot  tell  what  may  be 
done  in  the  future.  All  we  can  deal  with  is  what  we  have 
dealt  with.  The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  has  gone  as 
far  as  it  can  to  protect  the  country  against  the  possible 
confusion  of  these  bills  being  regarded  as  vital. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi. 
I  Mr.  RANKIN.  As  I  understand  it,  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  does  not  have  any  doubt  alx)ut  the  right  of  the  Pres- 
ident to  pocket-veto  a  bill  at  the  end  of  a  Congress — that  is, 
at  the  end  of  the  entire  term. 

With  reference  to  bringing  these  dead  laws  to  life,  let  me 
call  attention  to  an  instance  clearly  in  point.  About  1922 
or  1923,  possibly  in  1920.  the  Congress  passed  a  child-labor 
law  for  the  District  of  Columbia.    In  1923,  or  alx)ut  tliat 


time,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  held  that  law 
to  be  unconstitutional.  About  a  year  or  two  sigo.  the  present 
Supreme  Court  passed  on  the  same  proposition  and  held  it 
was  constitutional.  Tliat  revived  that  law.  As  I  under- 
stand, that  is  the  very  situation  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
Is  trying  to  prevent;  that  Is,  a  change  in  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  the  members  of  the  Supreme  Court.  If  they 
were  to  hold  that  the  President  did  not  have  the  right  to 
pocket-veto  a  bill  at  the  end  of  a  session  of  Congress  that 
was  not  the  termination  of  the  life  of  the  Congress,  then  it 
would  bring  back  to  life  all  these  laws  that  have  been  pocket- 
vetoed  except  these  ones  that  were  so  vetoed  after  the  final 
adjournment  of  the  last  session  of  a  Congress. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  thank  the  gentleman.  The 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  Is  trjrlng  to  render  a  good  serv- 
ice to  the  House  and  to  the  country.  Personally.  I  know  of 
no  reason  that  suggests  itself  to  me  why  the  bill  ought  to 
be  opposed,  except  a  confusion,  possibly,  as  to  the  purposes 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
is  to  be  congratulated  on  its  foresight  in  doing  this  job.  I 
am  not  clear  about  this,  and  let  me  ask  this  question.  Has 
the  Congress  the  constitutional  right,  can  we  pass  a  law  that 
would  be  constitutional,  which  would  in  the  future  pass  on 
this  situation  if  it  might  arise? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    No;  we  could  not  do  that. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  KELLER.  May  I  ask  if  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
is  correct  in  his  position?  Is  that  what  you  are  driving  at, 
that  is,  seeking  to  prevent  the  Supreme  Court  from  reversing 
Itself  on  the  same  law? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  You  cannot  prevent  It  from  re- 
versing itself,  of  course,  but  you  can  prevent,  we  hope,  by  thla 
legislation,  bills  that  have  been  considered  dead  being  re- 
vitalized by  a  different  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court.  We 
believe  that  the  Court  will  eventually  hold  that  there  may  be 
constructive  deUvery  of  objected-to  bills  at  any  time  during 
the  life  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  LEAVY.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Washington. 

Mr.  LEAVY.  There  is  no  Member  of  this  House  who  has  a 
higher  regard  and  greater  respect  for  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  of  which  the  gentleman  from  Texas  (Mr.  Sum- 
NKRS]  is  chairman,  than  I.  but  for  150  years  we  have  gone 
along  in  the  belief  and  on  the  theory  that  the  pocket  veto 
is  valid.  Twice  the  Supreme  Court  has  passed  on  phases  of 
that  question,  and  in  each  instance  they  have  so  held. 
What  reason  does  the  gentleman  have  for  believing  that  the 
present  Supreme  Court,  as  now  constituted,  would  depart 
from  the  course  of  conduct  that  has  run  the  life  of  the  Nation 
and  the  precedent  that  has  twice  existed?  It  seems  to  me 
this  legislation  is  a  reflection  upon  the  highest  court  of  our 
land  and  that  we  seek  to  tie  the  hands  of  the  Court  and  to 
express  a  lack  of  confidence  in  that  Court. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  The  gentleman  has  used  some 
very  fine  language  and  I  appreciate  it  tremendously.  If  my 
friend  will  examine  the  two  pocket-veto  decisions  by  the 
Supreme  Court  he  will  And  that  in  the  first  decision  the 
Court  held  that  delivery  in  every  instance  by  the  President 
has  to  be  to  the  House  in  formal  session  at  that  time.  Hie 
last  decision  by  the  Supreme  Court  held  that  that  Is  not  so; 
there  can  be  a  delivery  by  the  President,  constructive  de- 
livery, and  in  that  particular  case  then  under  consideration 
the  delivery  was  made  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  when 
the  Senate  was  not  In  session. 

In  view  of  that  decision  and  in  view  of  the  pronouncement 
(rf  the  Court  itaelf  in  those  two  decisions,  one  of  which  up- 
held the  right  of  the  President  at  the  expiration  of  the 
Congress  to  sign  bills,  I  believe  this  bill  should  be  passed 


and  remove  all  uncertainty  as  to  the  status  of  these  pocket- 
vetoed  bills.  The  gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Lxavt] 
Is  a  good  lawyer,  and  I  will  leave  it  to  him.  Let  him  read 
those  two  decisions  and  I  believe  he  wiU  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  Court  is  headed  as  directly  as  It  can  move 
toward  the  thought  that  there  can  be  constructive  delivery 
at  any  time  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  Congress.  Our 
bills  are  vital  as  long  as  the  session  of  the  Congress  lasts. 
There  seems  to  us  no  reason  why  the  President  should  not 
make  that  delivery  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  or  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

I  may  say  that  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  has  gone 
into  it  very  thoroughly  and  every  single  one  of  the  25  mem- 
bers is  convinced,  considering  the  direction  in  which  the 
Supreme  Court  seems  to  be  moving,  that  we  do  not  have 
the  right  to  sit  here  and  take  a  chance  on  those  five  or  six 
himdred  bills  being  revived  when  by  the  passage  of  this 
act  we  go  at  least  as  far  as  we  can  go  toward  preventing 
that  possibility  of  confusion.  That  is  all  we  are  doing  by 
this  bill.  We  are  not  reflecting  on  the  Court  or  the  Presi- 
dent. We  are  not  reflecting  on  anybody.  We  are  Just  using 
good  common  sense  and  a  little  foresight.  The  Senate  com- 
mittee agrees  with  us. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Will  the  gentleman  yield** 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Montana. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  note  in  the  language  used  by  the 
President  that  he  states  as  follows: 

The  result  of  the  Interpretation  which  It  is  proposed  by  this  legis- 
lation to  place  upon  the  porlcet-veto  power  would  be  to  render  that 
authority  practically  nugatory  and  to  effect  by  indirection  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  gentleman's  view  upon  that  para- 
graph in  the  President's  message. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  will  tell  the  gentleman  what  I 
think  about  it,  although  I  sort  of  hesitate  to  speak  about  it. 
The  President  is  a  busy  man.  He  cannot  go  into  the  details 
of  preparing  all  these  messages.  I  think  sometXKly  prepared 
the  draft  of  that  message  who  was  confused  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  bill.  That  bill  does  not  at  all  affect  the  constitutional 
power  of  the  President,  of  course.  How  could  it?  I  sub- 
mit to  the  gentleman,  who  is  a  good  lawyer.  How  could  wc  by 
any  act  of  this  Congress  affect  the  constitutional  power  of 
the  President? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  am  not  saying  what  I  think.  I  have  a 
very  high  regard  for  the  gentleman's  capacity  to  read  statutes 
and  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    You  have  to  do  It. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  This  bill  sustains  and  confirms  all  pocket 
vetoes  heretofore  made.  Does  the  gentleman  believe  it  will  be 
necessary  to  pass  similar  bills  in  the  future  whenever  bills 
receive  pocket  vetoes? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Yes;  but  I  do  not  believe  there 
are  going  to  l)c  so  many  more  of  them. 

Mr.  KELLER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  KELLER.  I  am  going  to  ask  that  the  veto  message 
itself  be  read. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Does  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Yes;  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
Clerk  will  read  the  veto  message. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object.  We  have  all  got 
copies  of  the  message  and  have  read  It. 

Mr.  KELLER.  I  am  going  to  take  time  so  I  can  read  It. 
although  I  would  rather  the  Clerk  would  read  it.  He  can 
do  a  better  job  than  I  can. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  appreciate  the  Interest  and 
attention  you  have  given  me.  Your  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary has  done  the  best  job  it  could  to  straighten  out  the 
sittiation. 
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~  Give  me  a  copy  of  the  veto  message  and  I  wlD  read  it. 
I  had  better  read  It. 

Mr.  KEEFE    Does  the  gentleman  want  It  read? 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Texas.    Yes. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  In  view  of  the  attitude  of  the 
diairman  of  the  committee.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
withdraw  my  objection,  if  It  is  necessary  to  have  this  mes- 
sage read.  I  had  assumed  that  every  Member  of  Congress 
had  read  this  message.  They  have  had  an  opportunity  to 
read  It. 

•nie  SPEIAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  Clerk 
Will  read  the  veto  message. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  veto  message  as  follows: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  am  returning  herewith,  without  my  approval,  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3233)  entitled  "To  repeal  certain  acts  of  Congress 
(pocket-vetoed) ." 

I  am  constrained  to  pursue  this  course  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  an  approval  of  the  bill  may  have  far-reaching  implica- 
.  tlons  in  that  it  is  based  on  an  interpretation  of  the  constitu- 
'  tional  pocket-veto  power  of  the  President,  which  is  much  nar- 
rower than  that  which  has  been  placed  upon  It  by  continuous 
usage  for  over  a  centiuy,  and  which  has  met  the  express 
sanction  of  the  Supreme  Court.  The  acceptance  of  such  new 
construction  of  the  pocket-veto  power  would  make  a  serious 
Inroad  on  the  pertinent  constitutional  provision.  In  fact,  it 
would  render  the  authority  of  the  President  to  pocket-veto 
bills  almost  nugatory. 

Article  I.  section  7.  paragraph  2.  of  the  Constitution  provides 
that  every  bill  that  has  passed  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  the  Senate  shall  be  presented  to  the  President;  that  if  he 
approves  he  shall  sign  it,  but  if  not  he  shall  return  it  with  his 
objections  to  that  House  in  which  it  shall  have  originated.  It 
further  provides  that  if  any  bill  shall  not  be  returned  by  the 
President  within  10  days  (Sundays  excepted)  after  it  shall 
have  been  presented  to  him.  the  same  shall  be  a  law,  in  like 
manner  as  if  he  had  signed  it,  unless  the  Congress  by  their 
adjournment  prevent  its  return,  in  which  case  it  shall  not  be  a 
law. 

The  failure  of  the  President  to  act  on  a  bill  presented  to 
him  less  than  10  days  before  adjotu-nment  of  the  Congress, 
thereby  precluding  such  bill  from  becoming  a  law,  has  been 
denominated  as  a  pocket  veto.  This  authority  has  l>een  fre- 
quently exercised  at  the  end  of  various  sessions  of  the  Con- 
gress, without  distinguishing  whether  or  not  such  sessions  were 
final  sessions.  It  was  first  invoked  over  a  century  ago  by 
President  Madison,  at  the  end  of  the  first  session  of  the 
Twelfth  Congress. 

I  am  informed  that  the  total  number  of  bills  that  have 
encountered  a  pocket  veto  aggregates  over  600.  of  which 
almost  half  occurred  following  a  sine  die  adjournment  of  a 
session  as  distinguished  from  a  sine  die  adjournment  of  a 
Congress.  A  few  years  ago  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  so- 
called  Pocket  Veto  case  sustained  the  authority  of  the 
President  to  pocket-veto  bills  at  the  end  of  any  session  of  the 
Congress.  More  recently,  it  has  indicated  that  the  President 
may  return  a  bill  with  a  veto  message  while  the  House  In 
which  the  bill  originated  is  in  recess,  clearly  restricting  its 
decision,  however,  to  a  recess  occurring  during  a  session  of 
the  Congress. 

The  bill  under  consideration  proposes  to  repeal  all  bills 
that  have  l>een  pocket-vetoed  after  any  adjournment  of  a 
session  of  the  Congress  other  than  the  final  session  of  a 
Congress.  Manifestly,  such  legislation  would  have  far- 
reaching  implications,  because  it  would  assume  that  all  such 
bills  became  law  and  that  the  Piesident  has  no  authority  to 
exercise  a  pocket  veto  at  any  time  except  after  a  final  ad- 
journment of  a  Congress.  The  result  would  be  to  place  a 
limitation  on  the  pocket-veto  power  which,  in  the  light  of 
long  and  continuous  usage  and  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Coiirt.  was  not  contemplated  by  the  founding  fathers. 

Moreover,  under  the  twentieth  amendment,  unlike  the 
situation  that  previously  existed,  it  is  impossible  to  deter- 


mine at  the  time  of  the  adjournment  of  the  second  regular 
session  of  a  Congress  whether  or  not  it  is  the  final  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Congress. 

The  result  of  the  interpretation  which  it  Is  proposed  by 
this  legislation  to  place  upon  the  pocket -veto  power  would 
be  to  render  that  authority  practically  nugatory  and  to  effect 
by  indirection  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution. 

If  the  bill  under  consideration  were  limited  to  the  com- 
paratively small  nimiber  of  bills  that  have  been  pocket-vetoed 
from  time  to  time  while  the  originating  House  was  in  a 
short  recess  during  a  session  of  the  Congrress.  an  entirely 
different  question  would  be  presented. 

In  its  present  form,  however,  the  bill  has  far-reaching  and 
undesirably  impUcations  which  impel  me  to  withhold  my 
approval. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  White  Hoxtse.  June  11.  1940. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  With  regard  to  the  language  you 
have  just  heard,  I  do  not  mean  to  criticize  that  message, 
but  I  make  the  statement  that  all  of  you  will  recognize 
that  that  would  probably  l)e  a  pertinent  argument  before 
the  Supreme  Court  if  the  question  pending  before  the  Court 
were  what  it  would  do  with  reference  to  the  next  decision 
on  this  question;  but  to  say  that  an  act  of  the  House  and 
of  the  Senate  getting  these  bills  out  of  the  way  could  have 
any  effect  on  the  constitutional  powers  of  the  President — 
well,  I  do  not  understand  that  myself. 

Mr.  BOREN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
one  more  question? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Yes. 

Mr.  BOREN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this  bill  nuHifles  any 
possibility  for  a  pocket  veto  except  on  the  final  adjoiimment 
of  Congress? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    No;  we  cannot  nullify  that. 

Mr.  BOREN.  What  need  is  there  for  passing  this  legis- 
lation in  anticipation  of  a  decision?  Why  can  we  not  pass 
such  legislation  after  the  Court  has  made  a  decision? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  We  have  passed  it  after  we  have 
had  about  600  pocket  vetoes. 

Mr.  BOREN.  Yes;  but  has  there  been  any  such  decision 
up  to  date  that  has  put  such  veto  bills  into  law?  Why  legis- 
late in  anticipation  of  possible  Court  decisions?  Time  enough 
after  such  decisions.  In  my  opinion,  this  bill  abolishes  for 
once  and  all  times  the  pocket  veto,  and  we  should  not  do 
this  without  more  mature  deliberation.  This  is  the  issue; 
the  bill  cleverly  evades  a  direct  attack. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  A  few  by  the  last  decision.  We 
are  dealing  with  them,  but  we  want  to  anticipate  the  possi- 
bility of  the  confusion  that  might  arise  if  the  mass  of  these 
bills  should  become  vitalized. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas 
Utah. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Inasmuch  as  I  am  a  member  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House  of  which  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Texas  is  chairman,  and  inas- 
much as  I  voted  to  favorably  report  H.  R.  3233,  it  is  with 
reluctance  at  this  time  that  I  make  these  observations. 
These  questions  have  arisen  in  my  own  mind  and  I  feel  that 
they  are  of  sufficient  consequence  to  call  to  the  attention  of 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  and 
other  membars  here  today. 

If  I  have  understood  the  gentleman,  he  takes  the  position 
that  he  anticipates  that  a  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court 
in  the  future  may  vitalize  more  than  600  bills  passed 
by  the  Congress  and  pocket-vetoed  by  the  Presidents.  In 
his  typical  and  inimitable  style  he  says  in  substance.  'What 
we  have  all  considered  dead,  we  want  to  pass  this  bill  to  he 
sure  they  remain  dead."  In  other  words,  anticipating  a  pos- 
sible decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  vitalizing  bills  which 
we  have  considered  dead,  it  is  argued  that  we  should  by  this 
bill  bring  them  to  life  in  order  to  repeal  them  as  of  the  date 
of  their  enactment.  It  seems  that  by  this  very  bill,  what  we 
anticipate  as  a  possible  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  we. 


I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
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by  legislation  today,  make  a  reality.  You  cannot  repeal  a 
nullity,  you  cannot  repeal  something  that  never  had  ex- 
istence. So  in  order  for  us  to  repeal  pocket-vetoed  bills 
we  must  first  give  them  validity.  We  must,  by  congressional 
action,  which  we  do  In  this  bill,  bring  them  into  actual 
existence.  After  doing  this  we  say  that  such  bills  "are 
hereby  repealed  as  of  the  date  of  the  enactment." 

By  the  language  of  the  bill,  therefore,  we  first  vitalize  these 
pocket-vetoed  bills;  we  bring  them  into  actual  existence, 
which  existence  must  date  from  their  enactment,  then  repeal 
them  as  of  the  date  of  enactment.  So  far  so  good.  Our 
action  would  seem  harmless  at  first  blush,  but  suppose  that 
rights  might  have  accrued  under  these  pocket-veto  bills  which 
we  bring  into  existence  today  by  our  action.  Can  we.  by  this 
bill,  repeal  such  accrued  rights  so  simply  and  easily  as  this 
bill  attempts  to  do? 

It  might  be  said,  and  of  course  it  will  be  said,  that  my 
position  is  far-fetched,  that  the  rights  that  I  speak  of  are 
wholly  imaginary;  but  as  a  lawj-er.  it  has  t>een  my  experience 
and  my  observation  that  many  law  suits  are  started  on  imagi- 
nary rights.  But  before  the  litigation  ends,  such  rights,  to 
the  dismay  of  litigants,  have  become  very  substantial.  For 
more  than  125  years  we  have  gotten  along  fairly  well  imder 
the  pocket-veto  procedure.  I  submit,  is  it  worth  while,  in 
anticipatioa  of  what  the  Supreme  Court  might  do,  for  us  to 
arrive  at  the  hurdle  before  the  Court,  and  do  the  job  which 
they  might  possibly  do? 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it  Is  exceedingly  disagreeable 
for  me  after  having  voted  for  this  bill  when  it  was  before 
us  originally,  and  after  listening  to  the  typically  able  argu- 
ment of  our  distinguished  chairman  to  vote  to  sustain  the 
President's  veto,  but  I  now  feel  that  I  must  so  vote. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  It  is  rather  difficult  to  answer 
my  colleague,  who  has  been  all  through  these  proceedings 
when  we  were  arriving  at  conclusions.  I  thought  it  was 
understood  in  the  committee  that  we  did  not  know,  and  could 
not  know,  and  nobody  can  know,  what  the  Court  is  going  to 
decide  when  it  gets  to  this  question  again.  We  are  trying 
to  go  as  far  as  we  can  in  order  to  avoid  these  bills  becoming 
vital  if  the  Court  should  hold  against  the  pocket-veto  power. 
The  gentleman  understands  the  diflBculties  that  are  involved 
in  trying  to  have  retroactive  legislation.  We  have  discussed 
that  and.  candidly,  we  do  not  know  what  can  be  done  about 
It.  All  I  can  say  to  the  gentleman  is  that  we  threshed  that 
out  thoroughly  in  the  committee,  and  I  thought  he  was 
present.  I  thought  we  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the 
best  thing  to  do  wais  to  pass  this  bill,  and  we  passed  It  unani- 
mously, and  it  passed  the  House  imanimously.  and  it  was 
reported  by  the  Senate  committee  unanimously  and  passed 
the  Senate  unanimously. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  [Mr.  CoopebI.  The  question 
is.  will  the  House,  on  reconsideration,  agree  to  pass  the  bill, 
the  objections  of  the  President  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. 

The  Clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — ^yeas  185.  nays 
105.  not  voting  141.  as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  1761 

TEAS— 185 
Bllott 


Alexander 

Allen,  m. 

Andersen.  H.  Carl  Coffee.  Nebr, 


OVP^WW 


AsgeU 


AaMa 

Barnes 

Bland 

Boehne 

BoUes 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Buck 

Carlson 

Carter 

Cartwrlght 

Caae.  8.  Dak. 

Clilperfleld 

Cburcb 


Cole.  N.  Y. 

Collins 

Colmer 

Corbett 

Coftello 

Cox 

Cravens 

Crawford 

Crowtlier 

CurtU 

Dlrkaen 

Disney 

Dondero 

Doxey 

Oworsliak 

Katon 


Bncel 

Knglebrlgbt 

Pen  ton 

Pish 

Ford.  Leland  U. 

F>Drd.  kCas. 

Oathingi 

Gear  hart 

Oehrmann 

Oerlacta 

Olbte 

Gilchrist 

GUlle 

Goodwin 

Go6sett 

Oraliam 

Orant.  Ala. 


Grant.  Xnd. 
Gross 

Guyer,  Kans. 
Gwynne 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Hall,  Leonard  W. 

Halleck 

Hancxjck 

Harness 

Harrington 

Barter,  N.  Y. 

Hartley 

Hawks 

Healey 

Hendrlclcs 

HeM 

Hlnshaw 

Hobbs 

Hoffman 


Holmes 

Horton 

Hxill 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Jenks.  N.  U. 

Jensen 

Johns 

Johnson,  ni. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Johnson. LutherA 

Johnson.  Okla. 

Jones  Ohio 

Jonknian 

Rean 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

Kllday 

Kinzer 

Kleberg 

Lambertson 

Landls 

Lanham 

LeCompta 

Lemke 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Luce 

McOehee 


McOrecor 

McLaughlin 
McMillan.  Clara 
McMillan.  John  L 


Allen.  La. 

Arnold 

Beam 

Beckworth 

Bloom 

Boland 

Boren 

Brooks 

Brown.  Oa. 

Bryson 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Bui  winkle 

Burdlck 

Byrns,  Tcnn. 

Ca.sey,  BAass. 

Celler 

Cochran 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Cole,  Md. 

Connery 

Cooper 

Grosser 

Crowe 

D'Alesandro 

Davis 

Dunn 

Eberharter 


Allen.  Pa. 

Anderson,  Calif. 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Andreeen.  A.  H. 

Andrews 

Ball 

Barden,  N.  C. 

Barry 

Barton.  N.  Y. 

Bates.  Ky. 

Bates,  Man. 

Bell 

Bender 

Blackney 

Bolton 

Boykln 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Brewster 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Burch 

Burgln 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Byron 

Caldwell 

Camp 

Cannon,  Pla. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Chapman 

Clark 

Clason 

Cluett 

Cooley 

Courtney 

Creal 

Culkln 

Cull  en 


Mansfield 

MarshaU 

Martin.  Iowa 

Martin.  Mass. 

Mason 

Masblngale 

Mlcheuer 

Miller 

Monroney 

Moser 

Mott 

Mundt 

Murdock,  Aria. 

Murray 

O'Brien 

Pace 

Patrick 

Patton 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Pet<>rson.  Ga. 

Pitienger 

Plumley 

Polk 


Randolph 
Rankin 
Reed,  ni 
Reed.  N   Y. 
Rees.  Kans. 
Rlcii 

Robinson,  Utah 
Robslon.  Ky. 
Rodgera,  Pa. 
Rogers.  Mass. 
Rogers.  Okla. 
Routzohn 
Rutherford 
Satterflcld 
Schafer,  Wis. 
Schiffler 
Seccombe 
Secrest 
Shafer.  Mich. 
Short 

Smith.  Ohio 
Smith,  Va. 
Sparkman 
Springer 
Steagall 
Steams,  N.  H. 
Stefan 
Sumner,  lU. 


NAYS— 105 


Bdmlston 

Ellis 

Faddls 

Ferguson 

Flaherty 

Plannagan 

Pord.  Thomas  P. 

Pulmer 

Gcyer,  Calif. 

Gore 

Green 

Grlfllih 

Barter,  Ohio 

Havenner 

Hennlngs 

Hill 

Houston 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jarman 

Johnson,  W.  Va. 

Jones,  Tex. 

Kee 

Keller 

Kelly 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Keogh 


Kitchens 

Kocialkowakl 

Kramer 

Larrabee 

Leavy 

Leslnakl 

Ludlow 

Ljmch 

McCormack 

MrKeough 

Maloney 

May 

Mills  Ark. 

MUU,  La. 

Mouton 

Murdock.  Utah 

Nelson 

Norrell 

O'Connor 

ODay 

Parsons 

Patman 

Pearson 

Pierce 

Poage 

Rabaut 

Ramspeck 


Oumners,  Tn. 

Sutphln 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Thill 

Thorkelson 

Tlbbott 

Tinkham 

Tolan 

Treadway 

Van  Zandt 

Vinson,  Ga. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Wadsworth 

Walter 

Weaver 

West 

Wheat 

Wigglesworth 

Williams,  Del. 

Winter 

Wolcott 

Woodruff.  Midi. 

Youngdahl 


Robertson 

Sabath 

Baascer 

Schueta 

Schulte 

Sheppard 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith,  Wash. 

Smith,  W.  Va. 

South 

Tarver 

Taylor 

Tenerowlcs 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Thomason 

Voorhla.  Calif. 

Wallgren 

Ward 

Whelchel 

Whittlngton 

Wolverton,  N.  3. 

Wood 

Woodrum.  Va. 

Zimmerman 
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Cummlnga 
Darden,  Va. 
Darrow 

Delaney 

Dempsey 

DeRouen 

Dlcksteln 

Dies 

Dtngell 

Dltter 

Dough  ton 

Douglas 

Drewry 

Duncan 

Durham 

Edelsteln 

Evans 

Fay 

Fernandez 

PI  tzpa  trick 

Plannery 

Folger 

Fries 

Gamble 

Garrett 

Gartner 

Gavagan 

Glfford 

Gregory 

Hare 

Hart 

Hook 

Hope 

Jacobsoi 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 


Jennings 

Johnson,  Lyndon 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Kennedy.  Michael 

Kerr 

Kllbum 

Klrwan 

KnutBon 

Kunkel 

Lea 

McAndrewi 

McArdle 

McOoweU 

McOranery 

MrXiean 

McLeod 

Maclejewskl 

Magnuson 

Mahon 

Marcantonlo 

Martin,  Dl. 

Merrltt 

Mitchell 

Monklewlca 

Myers 

Nichols 

Norton 

OXeary 

Oliver 

O'Neal 

Osmers 

OToole 

Pfelfer 

Powers 

Ray  burn 

Reece,  Tenn. 


Richards 

Risk 

Rockefeller- 

Rom]ue 

Ryan 

Sacks 

Bandager 

Schaefer,  m. 

Scbwert 

Scnigham 

Seger 

Bhanley 

Shannon 

Sheridan 

81m  peon 

Smith,  ni. 

Smith,  Main* 

Snyder 

Somers,  N.  T. 

Spence 

Stames,  Ala. 

Sullivan 

Sweeney 

Terry 

Thoma's.  N.  J. 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Vreeland 

Warren 

Welch 

White.  Idaho 

White,  Ohio 

Williams.  Mo. 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 


So,  two-thlrds  not  having  voted  In  favor  thereof,  the  bin 

was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  additional  pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  McDowell  and  Mr.  BaU    (to  override)    with  Mr.  Scbwert   (to 

sustain) . 

Mr.    Wolfenden    of    Pennsylvania    and    Mr.    Osmers    (to    override) 
with  Mr.  Cullen   (to  sustain). 
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Mr.  Culkln  and  Mr.  Jennings  (to  override)  with  Mr.  Book  (to 
sustain) . 

Mr.  Kllbum  and  Mr  Reece  of  Tennessee  (to  override)  with 
Mr.   Buckley  of  New  York    (to  sustain). 

Bfr  Kunkel  and  Mr.  Vreeland  (to  override)  with  Mr.  Magnuaon 
(to  sustain). 

Mr.  Cannon  of  riorlda  and  Mr.  Cluett  (to  override)  with  Mr. 
Kvana   ( to  sustain ) . 

Mr.  Monklewicz  and  Mr.  Blackney  (to  override)  with  Mr.  OXeary 
(to  sustain). 

Mr.  Dltter  and  Mr.  McLeod  (to  override)  with  Mr.  Sullivan  (to 
sustain). 

Mr.  Bolton  and  Mr.  Bender  (to  override)  with  Mr.  Byrne  of  New 
York   (to  sustain). 

Mr.  Gartner  and  Mr.  JefTrles  (to  override)  with  Mr.  Pfelfer  (to 
sustain ) . 

Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey  and  Mr.  Simpson  (to  override)  with 
Mr.  Delaney   (to  sustain). 

Mr.  Powers  and  Mr.  August  H.  Andresen  (to  override)  with  Mr. 
Courtney  (to  sustain). 

General  pairs: 

Mr    Barden  of  North  Carolina  with  Mr.  Clason. 
Mr.   Hart  with  Mr.   Seger. 
Mr.  Burgln  with  Mr.  Brewster. 
.    Mr.   Polger  with   Mr.   Hope. 

Mr.  Scrugham  with  Mr    Bates  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.   Klrwan   with   Mr.   Oliver. 

Mr.  Clark  with   Mr.   Etarrow. 

Mr.  Hare  with  Mr.  McLean. 

Mr.  Richards  with  Mr.  Barton  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Chapman  with   Mr.   Knutson. 

B&Andrews  with  Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine. 

Burch   with  Mr.  Anderson  of  California. 

Doughton  with  Mr.  OlHord. 

Dies  with  Mr    Welch. 
Mr.  Terry  with   Mr    Andrews. 
Mr.  Gregory  with  Mr    Doxiglas. 
Mr.  Mahon  with  Mr    Rockpfeller. 
Mr.  Cooley  with  Mr.  Gamble. 
Mr.  Darden  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Sandager. 
Mr.  Oavagan  with  Mr.  Risk. 
Mr.  Duncan  with  Mr.  Jarrett. 
Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 
Mr.  Warren  with  Mr.   Marcantonlo. 

Mr.  NoRRELL  changed  his  vote  from  "yea"  to  "nay." 
The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 

jprRISOICTION   or   UNITED   STATES   DISTRICT   COURT,   HAWAII,   OVER 
MIDWAY    ISLANDS    AND    OTHERS 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  Senate  Concurrent 
Resolution  53.  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States 
District  Court,  Territory  of  HawaU.  over  the  Midway  Islands, 
Wake  Island.  Johnston  Island,  Sand  Island,  Kingman  Reef. 
Kure  Island,  Baker  Island,  Rowland  Island,  and  Jarvis 
Island,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  pass  the  same. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Utah  asks  unani- 
mous consent  for  the  present  consideration  of  Senate  Con- 
current Resolution  53,  which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  63 
Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  House  of  Representatives  concur- 
ring).  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be.  and  he  Is  hereby,  au- 
thorized ^and  directed.  In  the  enrollment  of  the  bUl  (S.  1114)  to 
extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  District  Court,  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii,  over  the  Midway  Islands.  Wake  Island.  Johnston 
Island.  Sand  Island.  Kingman  Reef.  Kure  Island,  Baker  Island, 
Howland  Island.  Jarvis  Island.  Canton  Island.  Enderbury  Island, 
and  lor  other  purposes,  to  make  the  following  changes,  namely: 
On  page  1.  lines  7  and  8,  of  the  engrossed  bill,  after  "Howland 
Island".  Insert  "and." 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  extend  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  United  St.ites  District  Court.  Territory  of  Hawaii,  over  the 
Midway  Islands.  Wake  Island.  Johnston  Island.  Sand  Island.  King- 
man Reef,  Kure  Island.  Baker  Island,  Howland  Island,  and  Jarvla 
Island,  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to  object 
What  does  this  bill  do. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  passed  a  bill  the  other 
day  with  a  minor  amendment,  and  there  was  a  small  gram- 
matical Imperfection  in  it  and  this  concurrent  resolution 
merely  authorizes  the  Clerk  to  correct  the  title  and  insert 
the  conjunction  "and"  in  the  aforesaid  bill. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  There  Is  nothing  to  the  bill  except  the 
word  "and"? 

Mr.  KINO.     That  Is  all. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  con- 
current resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  on  the  bill  Just  voted  upon 
and  ask  that  those  remarks,  which  will  be  Just  a  paragraph. 
be  inserted  following  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  (Mr.  StJMNERSl,  immediately  preceding  the  vote  upon 
the  veto  message. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to 
object.  As  I  understand  it,  the  gentleman  wants  to  insert 
his  remarks  in  the  Record  in  a  place  other  than  where  they 
were  made  in  debate?     That  would  l)e  an  unusual  thing. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  The  only  thing  I  have  in  mind 
is  this.  I  very  briefly  commented  on  the  bill  while  the  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  from  Texas,  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  had  the  floor.  In  order  to  clarify 
my  own  remarks,  I  am  now  asking  to  revise  and  extend  them 
by  inserting  a  brief  paragraph  immediately  following  the 
remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Why  cannot  the  gentleman  extend  his 
remarks  at  the  point  where  he  made  them,  with  ^e  consent 
of  the  gentleman  from  Texas?  We  do  not  want  to  estab- 
lish a  precedent  here  of  permitting  a  man  to  come  in  after 
debate  is  over  and  insert  an  answer  that  was  not  actually 
made  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan  is  correct,  and  I  amend  my  request 
to  conform  to  his  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  amended  re- 
quest? 

There  was  no  objection. 

coverage  of  certain  persons  employes  in  coal-minino 

operations 

Mr.  C^ROSSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (S.  4070)  to  pro- 
vide for  more  uniform  coverage  of  certain  persons  employed 
in  coal -mining  operations,  with  respect  to  insurance  bene- 
fits provided  for  by  certain  Federal  acts,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to 
object.    What  is  the  bill  about? 

Mr.  CJROSSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  bill  from  the  Senate 
corresE>onding  exactly  with  on*  reported  unanimously  by  the 
House  committee,  taking  out  from  under  the  effect  of  the 
railroad-retirement  law.  the  unemployment-insurance  law, 
and  the  Railroad  Labor  Act,  miners  who  are  employed  by 
the  railroad.  ENrery  one  concerned  is  entirely  satisfied,  the 
miners,  the  railroads,  and  the  railroad  labor  organizations. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Is  this  the  situation,  that  the  House 
committee  reported  a  bill  favorably.  Was  it  unanimously 
reported? 

Mr.  CROSSER.    Yes;  I  am  right  about  that,  am  I  not? 

Mr.  KELLER.     Yes. 

Mr.  CROSSER.    I  am  sure  it  was  unanimous. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce  reported  this  bill  unanimously? 

Mr.  CROSSER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  It  is  now  on  the  calendar  and  the 
Senate  has  passed  a  similar  bill? 

Mr.  CROSSER.    Identically  the  same. 

Mr.  MICHEH^ER.  Now  you  want  to  pass  the  Senate  bill 
unanimously,  without  consideration  in  the  House? 

Mr.  CROSSER.     Yes. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  That  would  be  a  rather  imusual  prece- 
dent, if  it  is  an  important  bill  at  all. 

Mr.  CROSSER.  It  is  a  bill  that  is  purely  technical  In  its 
natiu-e. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio,  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right 
to  object,  as  I  understand,  this  applies  to  miners  who  are 
employed  in  mines  owned  by  railroads? 


Mr.  CROSSER.    That  Is  all. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  What  kind  of  protection  will  they 
have  if  they  are  employees  of  railroads? 

Mr.  CROSSER.  They  want  to  come  under  the  social 
security.    

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  You  say  they  want  to  come  under 
It? 

Mr.  CROSSER.    Yes. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman  tells  us  that  those 
representing  the  miners  are  satisfied? 

Mr.  CROSSER.  Mr.  Lewis'  organization  was  represented 
before  our  committee,  and  they  are  the  ones  who  asked  for 
the  legislation. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    How  about  the  miners  themselves? 

Mr.  CROSSER.  I  understand  the  miners  themselves 
wanted  it.  There  was  some  man  in  Colimibus  who  wrote  me 
asking  me  to  bring  the  matter  up  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  But  how  about  the  other  people,  other 
than  the  miners? 

Mr.  CROSSER.  Well,  I  think  the  railroad  brotherhoods 
are  agreeable  to  it.   I  know  they  are. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  It  does  seem  that  a  bill  of  this  type 
should  not  be  called  up  after  we  have  presumably  finished  the 
legislative  program  of  the  day  and  many  Members  have  gone. 

Mr.  CROSSER.  There  was  no  controversy  before  the  com- 
mittee about  it  at  all.  Everybody  who  was  at  all  interested 
was  thoroughly  satisfied. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Of  course,  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  It. 

Btr.  CROSSER.  The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
WoLVERTON)  assured  me  It  was  all  right 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Does  this  take  a  new  class  of  people  into 
the  social  security? 

Mr.  CROSSER.  No.  We  simply  take  these  different  groups 
from  under  the  operation  of  the  railroad  retirement  law,  the 
unemployment  Insurance  law,  and  so  on.  and  let  them  go  with 
their  own  group,  the  miners.    That  Is  alL 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Some  members  of  the  committee  who 
are  present  do  not  know  anything  about  this  bill.  In  view 
of  that  situation.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  will  not  withhold 
his  request  for  tonight? 

Mr.  CROSSER.  The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr, 
WoLVERTON]  is  hcTc.  I  yield  to  him  to  answer  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  It  is  very  unusual  to  bring  a  bill  up  In 
this  manner  for  consideration.  If  it  is  Em  important  matter 
It  certainly  should  not  be  brought  up  in  this  way,  at  this  late 
hour.  but.  as  I  understand,  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  is  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.    That  Is  true. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    There  Is  no  opposition  to  it? 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.     No. 

Mr.  MICHENEIR.  Does  the  gentleman  think  It  Is  a  bill 
of  such  minor  importance  that  It  should  be  passed  here  with- 
out consideration? 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  I  am  of  the  opinion,  In  view  of  the 
unanimous  favorable  opinion  of  the  committee,  that  it  would 
be  perfectly  proper  for  the  House  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Was  It  on  the  Consent  Calendar? 

Kfr.  WOLVERTON.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  CROSSER.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  If  It  was  objected  to,  of  course  It 
should  not  be  passed  in  this  manner. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CROSSER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  It  has  been  some  time  since  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  was  passed.  2  or  3  years,  and  rights 
have  inured  to  different  people.  As  I  understand  It,  if  a 
miner,  worked  in  what  we  call  a  captive  mine,  a  mine  belong- 
ing to  a  railroad  company,  he  would  have  had  his  status 
established — his  right  to  participate  in  the  railroad  retire- 
ment fund.  Now.  If  he  has  done  that  and  has  established  a 
legal  status,  what  effect  will  that  have?  I  prestime  the 
gentleman  has  considered  all  that? 


Mr.  CROSSER.  Yes.  I  do  not  know  of  any  trouble  about 
that.  The  Chairman  of  the  Retirement  Board  says  It  is 
entirely  satisfactory. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hour  Is  late.  Few 
Members  are  on  the  floor.  Many  understood  that  no  further 
legislation  would  come  up  today.  The  House  will  l>e  In  ses- 
sion tomorrow.  If  the  bill  Is  all  right.  It  can  be  called  up 
tomorrow.    I  am  constrained  to  object  for  the  present. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Will  the  gentleman  yield  to  me  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  CROSSER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman- 
Mr.  KELLER.  I  happen  to  have  one  of  these  mines  In  my 
district,  and  I  know  intimately  the  facts  about  It.  Certain 
railroads  own  three  or  four  large  mines  in  the  country  under 
separate  company  names,  but  the  railroads  own  them.  All 
the  miners  are  placed  under  social  security  by  law.  There 
never  was  any  question  about  this  until  about  a  year  ago  when 
a  railroad  retirement  lawyer  raised  the  question  about  It  and 
suspended  the  operation  In  favor  of  the  miners  being  under 
the  social-security  law.  So  the  miners,  after  waiting  for 
some  time,  came  down  here,  and  I  took  the  matter  up  with 
the  Social  Security  Board,  with  the  lawyers  and  with  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board,  and  they  worked  the  thing  out 
so  that  the  miners  go  exactly  where  they  belong,  under  the 
social  security.    To  Illustrate 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Now,  just  a  moment.  The  gentleman 
has  demonstrated  that  there  is  considerable  to  this  bill.  If 
only  from  a  technical  standpoint.  I  am  probably  In  favor  of 
It.  I  am  not  objecting  to  the  bill,  but  I  ask  that  the  gentle- 
man withdraw  his  request  to  pass  It  unanimously  at  this  time. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CROSSER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  I  would  like  to  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  (Mr.  Michener]  that  when 
this  bill  was  presented  to  the  committee  It  was  given  very 
careful  consideration  as  to  the  effect  It  would  have  upon  those 
who  come  within  the  provision  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  By  a  subcommittee  or  by  the  full  com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  CROSSER.    By  the  full  committee. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  We  heard  the  parties 
affected  and  they  were  favorable  to  wnat  is  attempted  to 
be  done  by  this  bill.  We  received  the  approval  of  all  who 
would  be  affected  by  it.  I  do  not  know  what  further  could 
be  done  than  has  already  been  done  by  the  committee.'^ 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield,  ^ 

Mr.  MICHENER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Was  this  bill  approved  by 
a  unanimous  vote  of  the  committee  reporting  the  bill? 

Mr.  CROSSER.     Yes. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  It  was  reported  unani- 
mously by  our  committee.  When  I  say  "unanimously."  I 
could  not  say  that  every  member  was  present. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  No;  I  mean  by  those  mem- 
bers who  were  present. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  And  It  has  been  approved 
by  the  Social  Security  Board? 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  As  well  as  by  every- 
body affected. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  And  It  has  been  approved 
by  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board? 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.    Yes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  And  the  railroads  that  are 
affected? 

Mr.  SHORT.    And  the  bill  has  passed  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CROSSER.    The  bill  passed  the  Senate  unanimously. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CROSSER.    I  3^eld. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Evidently  there  Is  confusion.  I  under- 
stood the  gentleman  from  Ohio  to  say  that  this  provided 
for  the  transfer  of  certain  minors  who  were  eligltale  for 
benefits  under  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act 
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Mr.  GROSSER.     The  gentleman  misunderstood  me. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  That  it  placed  them  under  the  Social 
Security  Act? 

Mr.  KELLER.    That  is  where  they  belong  under  the  law. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Is  this  in  sut)stance  an  amendment  to 
the  Social  Security  Act  which  takes  in  a  group  of  people 
not  heretofore  covered  by  that  act? 

Mr.  KELLER.     No. 

Mr.  GROSSER.  No;  It  simply  clarifies  existing  language. 
There  is  question  as  to  whether  or  not  these  people  em- 
ployed by  the  railroads  would  come  under  the  same  ruimg 
as  railroad  workers,  it  being  developed  that  they  are  not 
railroad  workers.    It  clarifies  the  law;   that  is  all. 

Mr.  MIGHENER.  I  must  object,  Mr.  Speaker;  there  Is 
too  much  confusion  in  the  minds  of  some  of  the  Members 
and  too  few  Members  here. 

TTie  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  stated 
that  this  is  an  unusual  way  to  bring  up  a  bill  of  this  sort. 
The  Ghair  was  advised  that  this  bill  came  from  the  com- 
mittee with  a  unanimous  report.  To  have  a  bill  brought  in 
by  the  committee  having  Jurisdiction  when  there  is  a  unani- 
mous report  and  considered  in  this  way  is  not  unusual,  and 
the  Ghair  recognizes  gentlemen  under  those  circumstances 
to  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  consideration  of  bills.  The 
Chair  understands  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  objects. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  withhold  his  objection? 

Mr.  MIGHENER.    Yes;  I  will  withhold  it. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  Is 
not  any  confusion  that  I  know  of  in  the  mind  of  anybody 
who  has  made  any  study  whatsoever  of  this  bill.  This  is  a 
unanimous  action  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce  after  every  precaution  was  taken  to  make 
certain  and  sure  that  it  affected  no  one  adversely,  that  it 
had  no  other  effect  than  to  clarify  an  'mcertainty  in  exist- 
ing law,  and  that  it  has  the  absolute  approval  of  everyone 
who  was  to  be  affected  by  the  change. 

Mr.  MIGHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  further  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  the  rules  of  procedure  of  the  House  provide 
for  the  reference  of  bills  to  committees,  and  the  committee 
must  arrive  at  a  conclusion.  This  committee  has  arrived  at 
a  conclusion.  The  rules  further  provide  that  the  House,  after 
consideration,  shall  arrive  at  a  conclusion.  The  gentleman 
goes  on  the  premise,  however,  that  If  a  committee  or  a  sub- 
committee has  arrived  at  a  conclusion,  that  should  settle 
the  matter;  that  it  is  inmiaterial  whether  the  rest  of  the 
House  knows  anything  about  it  or  not. 

Other  Members  of  the  House,  as  suggested  by  the  Inquiries 
of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Crawford],  do  not 
understand  what  the  bill  Is.  Not  understanding  it,  they  are 
opposed  to  it.  If  that  is  true,  we  should  let  the  matter  stand 
over  until  tomorrow,  when  all  the  Members  will  be  here.  I 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  Speaker  had  done  an  Improper 
thing  in  recognizing  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  IMr.  Crossir] 
for  a  unanimous-consent  request. 

The  SPEAKER  The  Chair  understands  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  to  object. 

Mr.  MIGHENER.     Yes. 

The  SPEAKER    ObjecUon  Is  heard. 

LKAVK  OP  ABSENCK 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  at)sence  was  granted  aa 
follows: 

To  Mr.  Starnes  of  Alabama  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Spark- 
MAH).  for  2  weeks,  on  account  of  ofBcial  business — inspecting 
national  defense. 

To  Mr.  JACOBSDf  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  LbCompts),  for 
AuRUSt  5  and  6.  on  account  of  important  business. 

To  Mr.  Mahok  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Thobcason),  for  1 
week,  on  account  of  Important  official  business  in  connection 
with  Inspection  of  Army  posts  by  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions, of  which  he  Is  a  member. 

To  Mr.  Ghapmait.  indefinitely,  on  account  of  illness. 

To  Mr,  ScRUCHAji,  for  10  dasrs,  on  account  of  official  busi- 
ness. 


To  Mr.  RoMJUK  (at  the  request  of  Bir.  Nelson),  indefi- 
nitely, on  account  of  important  business. 

To  Mr.  Terry,  for  1  week,  on  accoimt  of  official  business 
requiring  his  absence. 

EXTENSION  or   REMARKS 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  my  colleague  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Nichols]  may  have 
permission  to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
Include  therein  a  short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Ls  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  LMr.  FercusonJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
list  of  the  Federal  expenditures  made  in  Sedgwick  County, 
Kans. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  IMr.  HottstonI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  a  radio  address  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  Mr. 
Knox,  ene  by  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Patterson, 
and  one  by  Gen.  John  J.  Pershing. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado  IMr.  Taylor]? 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
Include  therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  ShaferI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COFFEE  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  Include  some  brief  extracts  from  newspaper  editorials. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Coffee]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  address  I  delivered  before  the  Vermont  Legislature. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Plumley]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  recent  editorial  from  the  Daily  Olympian. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri   [Mr.  Short]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
two  letters. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Curtis]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  Members  who  spoke  on  the  bill  S.  1379 
may  be  permitted  to  revise  and  extend  their  own  remarks  in 
the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan   [Mr.  Bradley]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  a  brief  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Johnson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  house 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  on  tomorrow  after  the  regular  order  of  business  and 


after  the  disposition  of  special  orders  on  the  Speaker's  desk 
I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin   [Mr.  MxnuuYl? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Bffr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like  to  amend 
the  extension  I  requested  earlier  in  the  day  by  the  additional 
inclusion  of  a  letter. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Lambebtson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  YOUNGDAHL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  and  to  include 
an  editorial  from  the  Minneapolis  Times-Tribune. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Youncdahl]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  previous  special  order,  the  gen- 
tleman from  California  [Mr.  Voorhis]  Is  recognized  for  25 
minutes. 

conscription,   a   voluntary   system,   youth,   and   national 

defense 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  thing  that 
every  Member  of  the  House  Is  concerned  with  and  thinking 
about  is  the  question  in  reference  to  the  so-called  conscription 
or  compulsory  military-service  bill.  I  am  not  going,  this  after- 
noon, to  make  a  dogmatic  speech  on  one  side  of  that  ques- 
tion, though  I  know  what  I  would  do  if  I  had  to  vote  today. 
I  want  all  the  time  I  can  get  and  all  the  information  I  can 
get  on  this  terribly  important  matter.  Furthermore,  it  seems 
to  me  that  with  the  events  in  the  world  moving  as  swiftly  as 
they  are  it  is  impossible  and  perhaps  wrong  for  any  of  us  to 
fail  to  leave  ourselves  free  to  do  that  which  is  necessary  at 
any  given  time  from  the  standpoint  of  the  welfare  and  need 
of  the  Nation.  But  there  are  one  or  two  things  concerning 
this  matter  on  which  I  am  quite  clear  in  my  own  mind  and 
which  I  think  need  to  be  said  at  the  present  time. 

First,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  see  no  reason  why  at  this  very  mo- 
ment, tomorrow,  or  as  soon  as  It  can  possibly  be  done  there 
should  not  be  legislation  passed  to  raise  the  pay  of  the  Army 
and  to  reduce  the  enlistment  period  to  1  year.  I  do  not  see 
why  that  cannot  be  done  at  once.  I  do  not  see  why  it  should 
not  be  done  anyway  no  matter  what  is  going  to  happen  to 
the  other  bill.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  It  Is  of  great  im- 
portance to  democracy  that  we  try  with  aU  our  hearts  and 
souls  to  use  the  fundamental  democratic  method  to  meet  this 
problem  before  we  resort  to  peacetime  conscription,  which 
after  all  is  going  to  be  a  long  departure  from  the  way  that 
America  has  worked  out  her  problems  for  a  long,  long  time. 
In  the  opinion  of  many  pe<H}le  who  ought  to  know,  this  plan 
would  bring  volunteers  into  the  Army  as  fast  or  faster  than 
modem  weapons  for  training  or  even  camp  facilities  could  be 
provided. 

All  of  us  are  willing  to  do  whatever  is  necessary  to  be  done 
for  national  defense.  But  we  want  to  do  the  thing  that  is 
best  for  national  defense.  We  also  want  to  preserve  with  all 
our  strength  those  things  which  we  seek  to  defend  by  means 
of  the  national-defense  acts. 

BASIC    ■APBGtTASOS 

There  are  three  principles  which,  at  the  very  least,  must 
be  observed  In  any  legislation  of  this  character  which  may 
be  passed.  TTie  first  is  that  the  size  to  which  the  Army  is 
to  be  increased  should  be  definitely  set  forth  by  the  Con- 
gress In  the  legislation.  As  soon  as  we  give  that  power  up. 
it  seems  to  me  we  have  given  up  something  of  very  great 
importance.  The  second  is  that  legislation  of  this  char- 
acter— I  mean  a  conscription  bill — should  never  be  passed  In 
peacetime  except  under  the  greatest  emergency  and  after  all 
else  fails;  therefore  It  should  be  designed  to  meet  that 
emergency  and  should  not  be  a  matter  of  permanent  law. 
If  it  is  to  be  a  matter  of  permanent  law,  we  ought  to  debate 
it  for  all  day  and  all  night  for  weeks,  because  it  is  that  im- 
portant as  a  turning  point  In  America.  Tlie  third  point  is 
that  definite  provision  should  be  made  so  that  after  these 


men  have  had  their  year's  training  they  cannot  be  called 
to  active  duty  without  action  on  the  part  of  the  Congress. 
I  do  not  think  I  need  to  elaborate  on  the  dangers  of  failing 
to  insist  on  this.    On  those  points  I  feel  quite  certain. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  PITTENGER  Does  the  gentleman  know  of  any 
reason  why  opportunity  for  military  training  should  not  now 
be  given  to  the  boys  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  who  desire  to 
take  It.  and  why  our  National  Guard  armories  should  not 
now  be  used  for  young  men  In  their  own  home  towns  for 
military  training,  without  the  necessity  of  taking  them  to  the 
Army  forts  and  other  places? 

Mr.  V(30RHIS  of  California.  I  believe  that  a  program  of 
military  training  might  well  be  worked  out  along  lines  of 
that  kind.  I  presume  the  objection  that  will  be  made  by 
certain  people  would  be  that  It  would  take  time  to  do  It. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Certainly.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas,  the  distinguished  majority  leader. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Is  not  one  of  the  great  objections  to 
giving  military  training  in  the  C.  C.  G.  camps  that  you  cer- 
tainly would  create  the  impression,  which  would  be  a  true 
one — since  the  boys  from  the  pooreT  homes  in  the  country 
are  the  ones  who  are  In  the  C.  C.  C.  camps,  and  nobody 
else — that  you  are  going  to  the  G.  G.  G.  camps  to  get  your 
army  of  your  first  line,  and  would  be  taking  the  boys  from 
the  poorest  homes  in  the  country? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  thank  the  gentleman,  and 
I  believe  he  is  right  about  it. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VCXDRHIS  of  California.  1 3rleld  to  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  If  he 
has  acquainted  himself,  and  I  feel  sure  he  has,  with  the 
percentage  of  those  who  present  themselves  for  enlistment 
and  yet  cannot  be  received? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  am  not  sure  of  It.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  percentage  is.  Docs  the  gentleman 
know? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  have  read  in  an  editorial  In  the  Wash- 
ington Post,  I  believe  it  was,  that  only  32  percent  of  those 
who  present  themselves  pass  muster.  I  may  say  that  I 
am  committed  to  the  bill  because  I  feel  that  it  is  the  only 
solution,  so  I  am  a  little  biased  on  the  subject,  but  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he  has  studied  the  question, 
and  I  should  like  to  hear  him  develop  this  ipoint  this  eve- 
ning If  he  will  take  the  time  to  do  It,  If  he  does  not  believe 
that  our  present  system  of  draft  has  a  weakness  In  It  in 
that  It  gets  only  those  who  are  willing  to  volunteer,  often, 
for  example,  such  people  as  the  so-called  Okies,  and  does 
not  include  many  who  really  ought  to  be  in  It  and  who  ought 
to  be  given  a  part,  whether  or  not  "mama  raised  her  boy  to 
be  a  soldier."  They  ought  to  be  prepared  to  do  the  things 
that  arc  going  to  have  to  be  done  since  we  are  expanding 
our  armament  to  prepare  to  go  forward  with  that  program. 
I  did  not  mean  to  take  that  much  time,  Incidentally. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
for  just  one  more  comment? 

Mr.  VCX)RHIS  of  California.  What  am  I  supposed  to 
do  about  this  question? 

Mr.  PITTENGER.    That  was  a  speech. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    No;  it  was  a  question.    I  am  through. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Does  the  gentleman  want  me 
to  comment  on  that? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  should  like  to  get  the  gentleman's  com- 
ment on  whether  we  do  not  actually  need  that  from  this 
moment. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    Need  what? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  A  draft  to  expand  the  selection  and  give  It 
more  general  application  to  those  who  go  into  the  service. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  said  in  the  beginning  of  my 

speech  that  I  did  not  propose  at  tlUs  time  to  discuss  this  whole 

[  question,  and  I  do  not.    My  judgment  is  that  we  do  not  need 
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conscription  if  we  vigorously  try  to  make  a  voluntary  system 
work,  and  I  am  certainly  for  trying  that  first,  for  the  adop- 
tion of  military  conscription  at  a  time  when  we  are  not  at  war 
and  as  a  matter  of  national  policy  may  be  fraught  with  the 
most  serious  consequences.  It  should  be  a  last  resort  if  it  is 
done.  I  am  not  sure  at  this  moment  whether  or  not  we  do 
need  that.  I  recognize  the  fact  that  it  has  been  people  from 
the  ranks  of  the  unemployed  to  a  great  extent  who  have  volun- 
teered in  recent  years,  and  I  think  it  is  a  very  significant  fact 
at  this  moment,  when  we  are  beginning  to  be  interested  in 
the  Army,  that  that  should  be  true.  I  should  like  to  call  it  to 
the  attention  of  a  lot  of  people  who  have  been  very  critical  of 
the  unemployed  and  said  that  they  were  unwilling  to  work, 
ought  to  look  harder  for  a  job.  or  do  this,  that,  or  the  other. 
But  we  now  find  that  it  is  they  who  have  in  large  numbers 
volunteered  for  the  Army.  I  think  we  should  give  them  credit 
for  that.  Answering  more  directly  the  gentleman's  question. 
I  think  there  are  values  to  be  lost  both  ways.  I  believe  this 
burden  ought  to  be  shared  equally  by  all  groups,  but  if  the  pay 
is  raised,  and  if  further  opportunities  for  special  training  and 
promotion  are  offered.  I  l>elieve  you  will  get  volunteers  from 
all  groups,  and  I  think  that  when  you  depart  from  the  method 
of  an  appeal  to  your  people  to  do  the  thing  that  is  important 
to  be  done  for  their  country  and  resort  to  the  method  of  com- 
pulsion, something  has  been  lost.  Maybe  you  have  to  do  it. 
If  you  do.  I  think  you  have  lost  something  very  valuable. 

Mr.  PITTENGER  rose. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.     I  have  several  things  here 
that  I  very  much  want  to  get  into  this  speech.    I  wonder  If 
4  may  be  permitted  to  proceed. 

BQVALTrr  or  sacuticx 

We  have  spoken  many  times  about  equality  of  sacrifice. 
I  think  it  Is  most  important  that  we  scrupulously  should  ob- 
j^  serve  that.  As  long  as  the  American  people  believe  that  the 
"sacrifices  they  are  asked  to  make  are  paralleled  by  equivalent 
sacrifices  on  the  part  of  others,  they  will  not  complain.  To 
date,  as  far  as  I  know,  there  has  been  no  complaint  from  the 
little  fellows  on  whom  the  principal  burden  of  additional 
taxes  recently  voted  largely  falls.  This  is  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  we  have  not  as  yet  taken  action  to  pass  legislation  which 
would  effectively  take  the  profit  out  of  war.  if  it  should  come, 
or  to  levy  against  inheritances  and  idle  accumulations,  as  I 
believe  we  should.  The  excuse  for  a  bill  to  conscript  men 
ought  certainly  to  be  one  of  required  equivalent  sacrifices 
from  all  elements  in  the  national-defense  picture. 

Some  time  ago  I  was  informed  that  a  number  of  manu- 
facturers had  told  the  National  Defense  Council  that  unless 
they  were  allowed  a  12-percent  profit  over  emd  above — not 
cost — but  contract  price,  they  would  not  be  able  to  cooperate 
In  the  defense  program.  I  was  at  that  time  inclined  to  doubt 
that  that  was  true.  However.  In  the  $5,000,000,000  appropria- 
tion bill  which  we  recently  passed,  there  was  a  provision,  as 
we  now  know,  raising  the  profits  on  aircraft  contracts  to  12 
percent,  although  only  a  few  weeks  previously  Congress  had 
reduced  the  limit  to  8  percent.  I  assume  this  was  done  be- 
cause it  was  found  that  it  was  necessary  to  do  that  in  order 
to  get  these  contracts  accepted.  I  also  find  that  the  Bureau 
of  Internal  Revenue  has  niled  that  whenever  a  new  plant  is 
constructed  on  leased  land,  the  entire  cost  of  the  plant  can 
be  amortized  over  a  5-year  period,  which  practically  means 
that  a  deduction  for  income-tax  purposes  equal  to  20  percent 
of  the  total  cost  of  the  new  plant  can  be  made  each  year. 

Mr.  KELLER.     Where  does  the  gentleman  get  that? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  have  gotten  it  from  a  num- 
ber of  different  sources,  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  KELLER.     I  would  like  to  get  it. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  What  happens,  I  wonder, 
under  these  circumstances,  to  the  effectiveness  of  the  pro- 
posed tax  measures  which  we  are  told  will  be  accompanied 
by  a  complete  removal  of  all  limitations  of  any  sort  on 
profits? 

I  am  not  sajring  that  adequate  defense  Is  not  worth  almost 
anything  that  we  may  have  to  do  to  get  it.  But  I  am  say- 
ing that  against  this  sort  of  background  the  people  are  going 
to  wonder  what  the  essential  difference  is  between  the  an- 


nounced necessity  for  conscripting  men  on  the  ground  that 
they  have  not  volunteered  and  the  apparent  willingness  on 
the  part  of  government  to  give  to  industry  almost  anything 
it  asks  with  no  thought  whatsoever  about  the  equal  justi- 
fication for  drafting  the  services  of  plants  on  precisely  the 
same  ground  that  it  is  proposed  to  conscript  men. 

If  the  volimtary  system  can  be  said  to  have  failed  in  induc- 
ing men  to  enlist  In  the  Army  at  $21  a  month  and  possibly  to 
give  their  lives  for  their  country,  then  it  certainly  can  be 
said  to  have  so  far  failed  in  securing  cooperation  from  in- 
dustry at  a  cost  that  is  fair  to  the  American  people. 

So  I  think  that  this  thing  should  work  at  least  in  the  man- 
ner of  even-handed  justice,  and  if  men  are  to  be  drafted  on 
the  ground  that  an  emergency  exists  then  industry  and 
finance  should  also  be  drafted  for  the  same  reason,  and  on 
the  same  basis. 

ABOtrr  TOTTTH 

In  the  last  few  years  we  have  had  a  number  of  people  out 
of  work.  Approximately  4,000,000  of  those  ipeople  have  been 
the  youth  of  America.  I  have  had  them  come  to  me;  I  have 
had  them  write  to  me  and  the  one  thing  they  wanted  most 
was  a  job,  a  chance  to  help  to  build  constructively  their 
Nation's  life.  It  seems  to  me  that  any  program  that  is 
adopted  In  this  period  has  got  to  be  not  simply  a  reaching  out 
on  the  part  of  the  Nation  for  the  services  which  it  has  a 
right  to  ask  from  all  of  us,  but  that  it  must  also  be  a  pro- 
gram which  takes  into  accoimt  the  fundamental  needs  of 
the  young  people  of  America  and  regards  them  as  what  they 
truly  are.  the  greatest  resource  this  Nation  has  any  place. 

So  I  want  to  make  a  proposal  this  afternoon,  and  I  hope 
I  have  the  time,  as  it  will  not  take  me  very  long. 

The  ideal  of  the  Nation  asking  a  3rear  of  my  life,  your  life, 
or  anybody  else's  life  to  be  given  in  its  constructive  service 
seems  to  me  a  very  good  ideal.    I  think  we  might  find  a  way 

to  do  that,  but  I  am  certain  we  must  work  out  that  way  with 
the  utmost  care  and  with  a  thought  net  only  to  the  Nation's 
needs,  but  the  needs  of  these  young  people  as  well. 

The  American  Youth  Commission,  of  which  Mr.  Owen  D. 
Young  is  chairman,  had  the  following  to  say  in  its  bock 
of  recommendations  entitled  "Youth.  Defense,  and  the  Na- 
tional Welfare": 

One  of  the  saddest  aspects  of  the  present  situation  Is  the  num- 
ber of  people  who  are  giving  highly  vocal  support  to  conscription 
for  the  purpose  of  defending  democracy,  but  whose  attitude  toward 
social  reform  Is  one  only  of  contempt.  These  are  the  people  who 
have  not  yet  learned  that  democracy  will  not  be  aided,  and  that 
the  salvation  of  this  country  will  not  be  advanced  by  the  con- 
scription of  life  that  is  underprivileged  and  unhopef\il.  This  coun- 
try can  only  be  defended  enthusiastically  by  people  who  expect  lust 
treatment  from  it. 

May  I  say  as  an  aside  that  we  can  take  a  lesson  from  the 
example  of  the  French  people.  With  their  Maginot  Line,  the 
greatest  fortification  in  all  the  world,  the  thing,  apparently, 
that  was  lacking  in  addition  to  modem  weapons  for  the  Army 
was  a  spirit  among  the  people,  a  spirit  that  you  cannot  buy,  a 
spirit  that  you  cannot  compel,  a  spirit  that  you  can  only 
appeal  to  and  cultivate  and  build  up  through  the  knowledge 
and  the  belief  of  the  people  that  those  who  are  in  position 
of  responsibility  in  their  Government  seek  nothing  so  much 
as  their  welfare  and  justice  to  them.  Dictators  were  success- 
ful in  European  countries  not  because  those  nations  lacked 
armed  forces  but  mainly  because  their  internal  economic  sit- 
uation had  become  static.  I  believe  it  is  altogether  possible 
to  strike  a  blow  against  this  danger,  to  offer  to  youth  the 
forms  of  opportunity  which  it  by  nature  craves,  and  also 
that  would  fulfill  the  defense  needs  of  the  Nation.  I  believe 
we  can  have  a  program  which  would  be  based  upon  the 
sincere  desire  of  our  people  to  see  a  better  America,  a  program 
which  will  capture  the  imagination  of  youth,  one  which  would 
gain  widespread  popular  support,  one  which  will  build  morale. 

I  agree  that  we  have  emphasized  far  too  much  all  through 
American  history  the  opportunity  which  this  country  afforded 
to  people  to  take  from  it  for  themselves.  I  agree  that  we 
have  neglected  making  emphasis  on  what  all  of  us  can  give 
to  the  Nation.  The  basic  principle  of  service  to  the  Nation 
is  fundamental  to  our  life.    To  put  that  principle  into  prac- 
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tlce  it  is  necessary  that  care  be  taken  to  include  one  vital  fac- 
tor, that  of  the  spirit  and  the  morale  of  the  people  who  per- 
form the  service.  Millions  of  Americans  have  for  years  been 
urging  and  asking  for  Just  one  thing,  namely,  an  opportimity 
to  work,  and  milbons  of  these  have  been  among  our  young 
people.  To  offer  them  now  simply  a  bald  program  of  military 
conscription  would  seem  to  me  a  great  mistake.  I  think  we 
can  do  much  better  than  that.  Suppose  we  set  up  a  Oov- 
emment  service  office  in  every  city  in  the  land  and  send  out 
word  that  there  are  tasks  to  be  done — tasks  in  training  one's 
self  in  aviation,  mastering  specialized  mechanics,  preserving 
the  public  health,  conservmg  the  resources  of  the  Nation,  and 
service  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  Nation.  I  challenge  you 
to  offer  to  the  youth  of  America  a  real  opportunity  to  enroll 
for  a  year  for  one  of  these  types  of  work — and  who  will  say 
that  one  is  more  Important  than  another — and  I  predict  that 
if  this  were  done  the  youth  of  America  would  storm  those 
places  to  enroll  their  names.  I  am  convinced  that  our  people 
are  not  afraid  of  service  or  imwilling  to  make  sacrifices  for 
America,  but  I  am  Just  as  firmly  convinced  that  they  want 
to  know  that  they  are  malcing  a  sacrifice  for  objectives  and 
ideals  that  represent  all  that  is  best  and  finest  in  our  Ameri- 
can way  of  life.  I  think  we  should  set  to  work  on  legisla- 
tion that  would  provide  for  the  enrollment  of  our  yoimg  men 
when  they  reach  the  age  of  18,  or  possibly  19,  for  1  year  of 
constructive  service  to  the  Nation. 

We  should  provide,  as  far  as  possible,  for  the  use  of  exist- 
ing facilities  and  reduce  to  a  minimum  the  administrative 
machinery  needed  to  carry  out  the  program  of  universal 
service  to  the  Nation  by  our  j'oung  men.  and  there  should  be 
certainly  opportunity  for  older  men  to  volunteer  for  such 
service.  Registrants  should  have  the  opportunity  of  giving 
their  year's  service  at  any  period  most  satisfactory  to  them 
from  their  eighteenth  to  their  twenty-fourth  year.  Thus 
life  plans  need  not  be  too  seriously  interrupted,  and  there 
would  also  be  a  choice  of  the  type  of  service  to  be  performed, 
within  the  limit  set  up  by  legislation  of  the  maximum  niun- 
ber  that  could  be  cared  for  In  each  field  affected.  There 
would  be  opportimity  to  enroll  In  the  Civilian  Conservation 
Corps,  to  work  with  the  Public  Health  Service  in  rural  com- 
munities or  in  underprivileged  areas  in  urban  centers,  to  en- 
list In  the  Coast  Guard,  and  to  work  and  take  training  under 
the  National  Youth  Administration,  to  take  training  for  avia- 
tion either  as  pilot  or  mechanic  and  in  the  vitally  important 
task  of  soil  conservation  and  work  of  that  sort.  I  expect 
there  are  other  types  of  work  I  have  not  mentioned.  Then 
finally  they  could  enlist  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States.  The  pay  would,  of  course,  have  to  be  small,  because 
the  fundamental  idea  would  be  service  to  the  Nation.  I  would 
pay  to  the  other  groups  somewhat  less  than  I  would  give  to 
those  enlisting  In  the  suined  forces,  because  after  all  they 
would  be  the  ones  who  might  be  asked  to  give  the  most.  I 
believe  under  the  program  of  this  kind  the  Army  would  get 
the  men  It  needs.  Not  only  would  that  be  true,  but  it  would 
be  true  also  that  men  would  be  learning  other  things  as  vital 
to  national  defense  as  military  training.  It  would  be  true 
that  the  idea  of  universal  service  to  the  Nation  would  be  com- 
bined with  the  opportunity  of  young  people  for  development. 
Also  it  would  teach  patriotism.  There  would  have  to  be  a 
top  limit  set  for  the  numl>er  that  could  enroll  for  each  type 
of  work,  of  course,  and  there  would  have  to  be  discipline  and 
no  malingering  In  any  service  group.  Just  as  has  l)een  true, 
for  example,  in  the  C.  C.  C.  All  would  give  their  year's  serv- 
ice on  an  equal  basis. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  VOORms  of  California.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Under  the  gentleman's  pro- 
posed voluntary  service  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  of  merit 
because  we  would  have  a  finer  spirit  in  the  service.  Would 
you  not  also  IncliKie  a  provision  so  that  these  multimillionaire 
warmongers  who  are  advocating  cwnpulsory  military  service 
can  divest  themselves  of  some  of  their  millions  voluntarily 
and  give  their  wealth  to  help  pay  for  the  cost  of  this  defense 


program,  particularly  in  view  of  the  almost  bankrupt  condi- 
tion of  our  Federal  Treasury? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  think  that  has  to  go  along 
with  It.  I  hope  the  new  tax  bill  will  take  care  of  that  angle 
of  it. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  we  have  compulsory  mili- 
tary ser\ice,  as  provided  in  the  Col.  Adolph  Ochs  Adler  New 
Deal  bill,  to  draft  people  up  to  the  age  of  65.  why  should  the 
Members  of  Congress  be  exempt?  Why  should  they  not  be 
included  specifically,  so  that  all  Members  of  Congress  up  to 
65  years  of  age  can  serve  in  Uncle  Sam's  Army  for  $21  a  month 
immediately  after  the  enactment  of  the  bill  for  which  they 
vote? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  do  not  think  the  Members 
of  Congress  should  be  exempt.  I  think  that  is  wrong.  I  cer- 
tainly would  support  or  offer  an  amendment  myself  to  take 
such  an  exemption  out  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  we  have  compulsory  mili- 
tary service  to  draft  manpower  to  do  the  fighting,  in  view  of 
the  almost  bankrupt  condition  of  our  Federal  Treasury,  should 
we  not  draft  wealth  in  order  to  pay  for  the  cost  of  pi-eparation 
for  war  and  future  wars? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  CerUinly.  That  has  been 
the  whole  burden  of  my  speech  this  afternoon.  I  would  point 
out  to  the  gentleman  that  that  is  the  main  point  I  have  been 
trying  to  make,  and  I  hope  I  have.  I  am  going  to  be  deeply 
Interested  in  the  tax  bill  that  will  come  in.  I  think  it  is  most 
important,  from  the  standpoint  of  the  spirit  of  the  people  that 
I  have  been  talking  about,  that  it  should  be  a  genuine  measure. 

Mr.  CONNERY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNERY.  In  view  of  the  gentleman's  reference  a 
short  time  back  in  his  speech — and  it  is  a  very  good  speech, 
incidentally— to  the  fact  that  Congress  has  seen  fit  to  in- 
crease the  percentage  with  reference  to  the  profits  to  12  V4 
percent,  evidently  as  an  incentive  In  producing  strategic  war 
supplies,  does  the  gentleman  feel  that  If  the  Congress  saw 
fit  to  raise  the  pay  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States, 
and  possibly  reduce  the  present  enlistment  period  from  3 
years  to  1  year,  that  such  a  move  might  make  it  imnecessary 
to  enter  upon  the  conscription  plan? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  At  the  beginning  of  my 
speech  this  afternoon.  I  said  exactly  that.  I  said  I  beUeved 
that  such  legislation  should  be  passed  Immediately,  and  that 
certainly  before  we  go  to  something  else,  the  most  earnest 
effort  should  be  made  to  make  that  successful. 

In  conclusion.  I  would  like  to  say  in  connection  with  this 
proposal  that  this  program  of  national  service  would  be  di- 
rected, from  the  standpoint  of  general  policy,  by  a  national 
advisory  commission  of  7  to  15  outstanding  men  and  women 
representing  not  only  the  Army  and  Navy,  but  the  important 
educational,  religious,  cultural,  labor,  and  Industrial  groups 
in  the  Nation.  It  would  be  their  responsibility  to  see  that 
the  idealism  of  youth  was  directed  toward  the  problem  of  a 
better  America.  They  would  have  a  weighty  responsibiUty, 
but  I  am  certain,  gentlemen,  that  in  this  great  land  men 
and  women  of  the  caliber  we  would  want  to  direct  such  a 
program  would  willingly  make  real  sacrifices  to  participate 
in  it  because  of  the  real  opportunities  for  national  service  and 
international  good  will  It  offers. 

May  I  summarize  by  saying  that  as  we  view  this  problem 
of  national  defense,  as  we  view  this  problem  of  the  critical 
period  in  our  country's  history,  perhaps  the  greatest  one  of 
all.  there  are  certain  things  we  have  to  bear  in  mind.  The 
first  and  fimdamental  one  is  the  spirit  and  morale  of  the 
American  people 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Gork)  .  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  gentleman's  time  be  extended  5 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin asks  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman's  time 
be  extended  5  minutes,  but  the  Chair  imderstands  that  under 
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a  previous  order  of  the  House  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
I  Mr.  Killer  I  has  a  special  order.  Does  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  yield  for  the  unanimous  consent  request  of  the  gen- 
tleman? 

Mr.  KELLER.    I  yield  whatever  time  the  gentleman  needs. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  I  have  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  Interest 
to  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman,  and  as  usual  the  gentleman 
is  facing  the  problems  that  are  presented  to  him  by  his  ofBce 
with  the  sincerity  that  has  a'.tached  to  all  hi»  efforts  and  work 
as  a  Member  of  Congress. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  I  was  wondering  if.  In  the  plan  that  was 
submitted  by  the  gentleman,  there  would  not  be  a  great  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  those  who  would  ordinarily  be  subject  to 
military  service,  who  by  reason  of  physical  fitness  and  that 
sort  of  thing  would  naturally  be  subject  to  military  service, 
to  try  to  get  some  of  the  other  types  of  work  which  the  gen- 
tleman has  mentioned,  rather  than  to  submit  to  military 

service? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  You  understand  under  this 
plan  everyone  would  give  a  year.  Everyone  would  give  1  year. 
I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  under  those  circumstances,  par- 
ticularly with  an  increase  in  Army  pay  and  if  a  little  more 
credit  were  given  to  the  l)oy  who  did  enlist  in  the  Army,  than 
has  been  given  to  him,  and  a  little  more  effort  made  to  show 
that  he  was  doing  something  patriotic  and  not  something  as  a 
last  resort  because  he  could  not  get  a  Job.  you  would  get  as 
many  men  as  would  be  needed  for  training  In  the  Army. 

The  second  thing  I  started  to  say  in  the  closing  remarks  I 
attempted  to  make  a  moment  ago  was  that  you  must  l)ear  in 
mind  if  you  desire  a  balanced  program  that  true  national 
defense  implies  that  you  will  have  people  trained  to  do  the 
kind  of  jobs  that  your  Nation  needs  to  have  done.  It  implies 
further  that  you  must  have  people  able  to  fly  airplanes,  that 
you  must  have  people  able  to  service  airplanes,  that  you  must 
have  people  able  to  take  care  of  the  sort  of  thing  that  has 
come  into  the  picture  so  much  in  connection  with  the  wars 
that  have  been  fought  in  Europe,  and  that  you  must  mean- 
while conserve  all  the  resources  of  your  Nation — both  human, 
natural,  and  industrial. 

A  third  thing  I  believe  to  be  important  is  that  we  must  do 
those  things  necessary  for  defense,  but  as  we  do  those  things 
we  must  rememt)er  that  we  tread  a  narrow  path  between 
defense  on  the  one  hand  and  the  keeping  intact  of  the  funda- 
mentals of  American  life  upon  the  other.  Let  it  never  be  said 
that  this  Congress  when  it  was  asked  to  do — and  readily 
did — so  much  for  national  defense,  permitted  the  taking  away 
of  the  fundamental  rights  of  the  American  people  or  per- 
mitted an  encroachment  upon  the  well-being  of  the  common 
man  on  the  part  of  those  more  powerful  than  he.  These  are 
the  things  we  must  watch  out  for.  It  will.  I  am  afraid,  be  a 
hard  task  in  the  months  that  lie  ahead.  But  the  future  of 
our  country  dep>ends  on  our  doing  it. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
jield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  have  finished,  but  I  yield. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Does  not  the  gentleman  realize 
that  there  have  always  been  fundamental  rights  in  this  coun- 
try, one  of  which  is  not  to  have  one's  property  taken  without 
due  process  of  law  except  in  time  of  war?  One  right  enjoyed 
by  the  individual  is  to  t)e  employed,  to  engage  in  business,  a 
right  that  cannot  be  infringed  unless  the  country  actually  is 
in  a  state  of  war. 

I  believe  that  any  such  plan  as  the  gentleman  proposes  is 
virtually  the  same  as  what  they  have  in  Germany.  Indeed, 
many  of  our  German  citizens  came  here  to  escape  from  such  a 
system, 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  hope  the  gentlewoman  un- 
derstands the  proposal  I  have  made.  I  am  afraid  she  does 
not.  or  else  does  not  understand  what  was  the  policy  and 


situation  in  Germany.  If  she  understood  she  would  realize 
immediately  that  what  I  propose  could  not  be  related  to  or 
compared  with  the  German  system.  What  I  propose  has 
one  very  definite  purpose — to  develop  conditions  which  would 
prevent  opportunities  for  the  establishment  in  this  country 
of  the  German  system.  The  proposal  I  made  Is  a  proposal 
in  lieu  of  a  bald  draft  bill.  It  would.  I  am  convinced,  meet 
the  needs  of  our  Nation;  it  would  also  meet  the  needs  of  our 
young  people.  No  doubt  It  can  be  worked  out  much  better 
than  I  have  done  it  in  this  brief  speech.  It  would  be  under 
the  direction  of  groups  of  citizens  in  the  different  communi- 
ties. It  is  true  the  idea  would  be  for  everybody  to  give  1  year 
of  constructive  service  to  his  country,  during  which  time 
there  would  be  opportunity  to  build  his  health  and  his 
strength.  And  so  far  as  taking  anyone's  property  without  due 
process  is  concerned,  my  only  point  was  that  I  believe  people 
are  at  least  as  important  as  property  and  that  the  two  should 
be  treated  alike. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Why  not  do  it  by  the  system  of 
private  enterprise?  As  we  go  down  the  street  here  we  see 
numerous  advertisements  of  the  P.  H.  A.,  the  U.  S.  H.  A.,  the 
A.  A.  A.,  the  W.  P.  A.,  and  every  department  of  Government. 
All  you  see  for  the  Army  or  the  Navy  are  the  same  old  signs 
that  have  been  there  since  1920.  Why  not  advertise  these 
departments  at  least  as  much  as  the  other  departments  not 
nearly  so  necessary  at  present? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  can  answer  that  by  saying 
that  people  engage  in  free  enterprise  because  it  is  profitable. 
The  work  of  soil  conservation,  or  of  the  Army,  or  of  training 
for  aviation,  or  of  public  health,  or  of  any  of  the  other  things 
I  have  suggested  is  not  profitable.    It  is  public  service. 

In  the  second  place.  I  may  say  to  the  gentlewoman  from 
Illinois  that  any  time  private  enterprise  will  provide  jobs  for 
these  unemployed,  I  shall  be  very  happy  and  our  task  here 
will  be  far  easier.  I  have  proposed  over  and  over  measures 
which  I  l)elieve  would  help  industry  to  do  that.  The  essential 
thing  is  for  It  to  have  a  market  for  its  goods. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  am  saying  that  3rou  should 
appeal  to  their  sense  of  profit.  Tell  them  that  as  enlisted 
soldiers  they  will  receive  a  decetit  wage.  Appeal  to  people 
who  have  no  jobs  at  all.  Tell  them  how  the  Government  will 
take  care  of  their  wives  and  their  children  and  will  furnish 
them  with  insurance,  hospitalization,  and  other  inducements. 
Tell  them  we  do  not  intend  to  go  into  a  war.  but  all  we  want 
is  an  army  that  will  protect  us  and  be  so  strong  that  no  one 
will  attack  us.  That,  therefore,  they  shall  be  reasonably  safe. 
That  is  the  whole  purpose  of  the  proposed  Army.  That  is  a 
point  those  who  are  for  conscription  in  peacetime  are  over- 
looking. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  the  previous  order  of 
the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Dlinois  I  Mr.  Keller]  is  rec- 
ognized for  1  hoiu". 

NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  idealistic  as  is  the  gentleman 
from  California  1  Mr.  VoorhisI.  a  gentleman  with  many  of 
whose  ideas  I  so  heartily  agree.  I  feel  he  has  made  a  mistake 
In  judgment  with  regard  to  the  Maglnot  line  when  he  stated 
that  it  was  the  morale  of  the  French  Army  which  caused  its 
defeat.  That  is  an  entire  mistake.  The  truth  of  the  matter 
is  it  was  the  German  tanks  with  cannon  in  front,  and 
machine  guns  on  the  sides,  and  devices  to  throw  flames  100 
feet — thousands  of  them,  not  a  few  thousand  of  them — that 
defeated  the  French  Army.  Flesh  and  blood  could  not  stand 
up  against  such  monsters,  that  Is  all.  The  French  Army  was 
the  finest  army  in  the  world  armed  in  an  old-fashioned, 
out-moded  way.  It  could  not  resist  those  tanks;  and  it  is 
that  phase  of  this  whole  matter  that  I  wish  to  discuss.  I 
want  to  point  out  from  a  rather  wide  experience  anij  obser- 
vation along  this  line,  the  things  we  are  really  facing  at  the 
present  moment,  to  make  a  practical  matter  out  of  this  pre- 
paredness business.  It  is  an  Inquisitive  study  of  the  whole 
question,  including  a  comparison  of  the  question  of  con- 
scription and  volimteering. 
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I  am  glad  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  view  of 
the  full  information  he  had,  has  awakened  the  American 
people  to  the  very  real  dangers  which  beset  us.  If  he  had 
not  presented  the  matter  to  us  in  the  ipowerf  ul  and  dramatic 
way  which  he  did,  I  doubt  whether  we  would  yet  under- 
stand, appreciate,  or  be  at  all  upon  the  road  to  preparedness 
as  we  are.  I  am  glad  he  was  willing  to  take  the  criticism 
leveled  at  him  on  the  charge  of  "intemperate  language."  It 
was  the  only  way  of  awakening  us  to  the  prepEiredness 
necessary  to  keep  us  out  of  war. 

No  one  deplores  war  more  than  I  do.  No  one  can  sym- 
pathize  more  deeply  with  the  men  who  must  carry  on  war. 
and  still  more  deeply  do  I  sympathize  with  the  women  and 
children  who  suffer  most  from  war.  But  careful  reading 
of  history  has  impressed  upon  me  indelibly  the  service  which 
armies  have  rendered  to  these  same  women  and  children 
against  the  attackers  of  countries  and  the  destroyers  of  the 
development  of  civilization  of  many  peoples  throughout  all 
times. 

An  instructive  book  could  well  be  written  on  the  service 
which  armies  have  rendered  to  women  and  children  of  the 
world,  the  men  of  the  world,  and  the  civilization  of  the 
world.  The  theory  that  all  war  is  wrong  on  both  sides  has 
been  thoroughly  exploded.  There  is  the  aggressor  and  the 
defender:  The  invaders  of  the  countries  of  men  and  the 
defenders  of  those  countries.  The  deniers  of  lilierty.  the 
destroyers  of  lil)erty,  and  the  defenders  of  it  have  been  thor- 
oughly exemplifiec  in  our  own  country. 

From  the  beginning  of  time  men  have  made  war  on  each 
other.  At  each  new  development  of  means  of  attack,  the 
other  side  has  been  required  either  to  nullify  the  effect  of 
the  improvement  by  copying  it,  or  to  *provide  means  of  de- 
fense against  the  improvement. 

After  hand  to  hand  coml>at,  the  first  arm  was  a  club. 
Then  rocks.  Then  stone  battle-axes.  A  sharper  cutting 
edge  was  attained  by  using  bronze,  then  iron,  then  steel  in 
making  javelins,  daggers,  and  swords.  Finally,  bows  and 
arrows  increased  the  range.  The  use  of  like  weapons  and 
shields  was  the  defense  against  these  weapons. 

Horses  were  then  used  to  ride  down  the  foot  soldiers  of 
an  opposing  army  who  were  not  fleet  enough  of  foot  to  get 
out  of  the  way.  In  the  Orient  the  elephant  was  used  to 
break  the  opposing  army  and  it  was  the  striking  power  of 
the  elephant  army  that  brought  victory  over  a  long  p>eriod. 
The  cry  of  "The  elephants  are  coming"  warned  of  defeat 
and  flight  imtil  some  genius  discovered  a  means  of  stamped- 
ing the  elephants.  The  chariots  with  scythes  won  many 
a  battle  in  the  Near  East  till  a  method  of  stampeding  the 
horses  drawing  them  was  discovered.  Each  time  some  new 
arm  was  made  effective  it  brought  victory  to  the  side  that 
invented  it  and  used  it. 

The  organization  of  armies  steadily  Improved.  The  Greek 
phalanx  especially  taught  the  world  that  mass  formation 
with  swords.  Javelins,  battle-axes,  and  shields  could  overcome 
any  army  not  so  equipped  and  handled.  The  idea  of  mass 
movement  of  armies  was  used  by  Genghis  Khan  to  the  as- 
tonishment of  the  armed  forces  of  the  world  of  his  time. 

Finally,  in  the  Middle  Ages,  personal  armament  was 
brought  to  such  a  point  that  the  protection  of  the  individual 
wearing  it  was  practically  perfect  against  the  swords,  battle- 
axes,  and  spears  of  the  time.  Machiavelll.  in  his  history  of 
Florence,  cites  a  battle  between  two  professional  armies 
equipped  with  armor  which  raged  all  day  without  a  single 
man  being  killed. 

But  the  use  of  firearms  rendered  the  heavy  armor  useless. 
It  was  a  new  striking  force  which  brought  to  the  armies 
of  the  world  new  victories.  The  clumsiness  of  the  armor 
served  only  to  hamper  the  soldier  In  his  attempt  to  escape 
the  firearms. 

The  development  of  small  cannon  preceded  that  of  the 
musket.  Because  of  the  difficulty  of  transporting  them  they 
were  put  on  wheels.  The  advantage  of  rapid  movement  of 
armies  brought  the  light  arms,  the  musket,  and  rifle.  Na- 
poleon found  ready  for  use  when  he  came  into  command 
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an  improved  musket  and  a  new  mobile  cannon  more  cffec* 
tive  than  any  previous  one.  And  by  refusing  to  fight  in 
accordance  with  the  accepted  traditional  rules  of  war  he 
beat  all  of  the  opposing  armies  of  Europe.  He  used  the 
surprise  attack  on  the  unexpecting  and  therefore  the  un- 
prepared armies  of  his  opponents.  Half  the  striking  power 
of  any  army  depends  on  this  question  of  speed. 

llie  development  of  the  arms  and  equipment  during  the 
World  War  had  permitted  the  stabilization  of  lines  because 
all  the  armies  engaged  in  that  war  finally  had  practically 
the  ^ame  arms,  the  same  equipment,  the  same  organization, 
nearly  equal  numbers  of  effectives  on  each  side,  and  the 
same  ideas  of  using  them.  So  the  World  War  was  a  military 
stalemate. 

So  we  have  passing  before  us  the  foot  soldier,  the  cav- 
alry, the  chariot,  the  camel,  the  elephant,  the  pack  mule, 
the  wagon,  the  flatboat,  the  steamboats,  the  railroad,  and 
the  automobile  in  the  endless  unraveling  of  time  which 
extended  tremendously  the  opportunity  to  use  the  inven- 
tions in  arms. 

But  around  the  arms  available  for  war  have  Invariably 
circled  the  changes  in  borders  of  states,  in  dynasties,  in 
the  living  conditions  of  people,  in  the  destruction  or  de- 
fense of  homes,  in  the  retention  or  loss  of  liberties.  Gov- 
ernments have  been  forced  to  depend  upon  arms,  armament, 
and  armies  for  their  existence;  or.  lacking  these,  they  have 
faded  from  the  pictures  of  history.  So  it  has  been,  so  it  is. 
so  it  will  be,  so  long  as  the  law  of  force  exists  in  the  hearts 
of  even  the  few  who  shall  have  direction  of  any  large  part 
of  mankind.  Therefore,  the  rest,  the  lovers  of  peace  and 
Justice,  must  be  the  able  and  willing  defenders  of  humanity 
if  democratic  goverimient  is  to  continue  to  bless  mankind. 
Any  lack  of  courage,  any  lack  of  willingness  to  go  forward, 
any  hesitancy  to  meet  and  defend  against  aggressor  na- 
tions will  only  encourage  attack,  and  lead  others  to  rise  to 
destroy  democratic  govemments — to  rob  and  enslave  p)eoples. 

We  are  living  In  an  age  in  which  every  invention  for  at- 
tacking peace-loving  peoples  are  available  to  any  aggressor 
government  as  well  as  to  the  people  who  invented  them. 
There  are  few  secrets  retained  by  any  nation.  But  there 
is  no  country,  or  combination  of  countries,  with  better  or 
greater  resources  than  our  own  for  meeting  and  surpassing 
any  and  all  arms,  equipment,  and  armament  available  to 
any  possible  adversary. 

Aggressor  governments  understand  only  one  thing— force. 
No  individual  bully  ever  attacks  anyone  whom  he  is  not 
sure  he  can  beat  up.  No  aggressor  government  ever  at- 
tacks another  country  unless  it  feels  sure  of  success.  Prop- 
erly prepared,  we  can  be  sure  no  attack  will  be  made.  That 
Is  our  only — but  our  sufficient — guarantee  of  peace.  Let  us, 
therefore,  not  hesitate  to  prepare  to  the  fullest  extent. 

We  are  facing  a  condition  which  possibly  only  once  In 
history  has  confronted  the  countries  which  aspire  to  lib- 
erty. Within  4  months  of  actual  warfare  six  free  coun- 
tries with  a  total  population  of  more  than  110.000,000  people 
have  been  blotted  out.  This  is  exclusive  of  the  millions  of 
colonists  of  the  governments  that  have  been  crushed  whose 
liberties  are  also  lost.  Five  of  these  six  countries,  with 
70,000.000  of  these  people,  had  committed  no  slightest  of- 
fense, and  had  remained  strictly  neutral,  and  had  every 
assurance  against  any  possible  aggression  up  to  the  very 
day  they  were  invaded. 

The  Napoleonic  wars  were  by  no  means  comparable  to  this 
terrific  onslaught.  He  led  only  one  strong  nation  against 
which  all  the  rest  combined.  This  present  holocaust  has  the 
full  cooperation  of  two  great  nations  in  Europe  directly  de- 
nouncing democracy  and  seeking  to  destroy  it.  and  the  pas- 
sive cooperation  of  the  populous  and  pov/erful  Russian  peo- 
ple; in  the  Orient  a  cooperative  totalitarian  government,  tak- 
ing every  advantage  of  the  difficulties  of  the  defeated  Euro- 
pean countries  and  using  the  same  threatening  tactics  which 
characterize  its  totalitarian  associates  In  Europe,  and  the 
same  heartless  destruction  of  peoples — of  peoples  in  their  case 
of  older  and  better  civilization  than  their  own,  but  who  com- 
mitted the  offense  of  loving  peace  too  much. 


9898 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


August  5 


There  Is  only  one  case  In  history  at  all  comparable  to  the 
present  combination  of  totalitarian  governments  of  this  pres- 
ent ominous  day.  This  is  the  great  outpouring  of  a  prolific 
people  of  a  country  of  the  enormous  population  of  hundreds 
of  millions  of  souls.  They  continued  to  send  forth  in  the 
footsteps  of  their  great  leader — the  increase  in  that  popula- 
tion flowing  resistiessly  westward  year  after  year  along  the 
old  trade  routes  of  Asia  to  the  very  shores  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean. Each  successive  wave  of  recniits  made  more  than 
Invincible  the  great  hordes  of  Genghis  Khan. 

The  story  of  his  endless  victories,  of  the  terror  of  his  armies, 
did  not  apply  alone  to  the  countries  through  which  he  passed 
and  whose  armies  he  destroyed,  but  coimtrles  far  and  near, 
from  the  very  terror  which  his  armies  inspired,  rushed  to  him 
to  make  peace  in  advance  by  surrendering  to  him  and  begging 
to  be  made  a  part  of  his  empire — just  as  southeast  Europe  is 
rushing  to  Hitler  to  prevent  destruction  today. 

I  call  attention  to  this  story  of  Genghis  Khan  not  only  be- 
cause of  the  similarity  of  the  terror  of  his  armies  and  Hitler's 
armies  but  more  to  call  attention  to  the  then  world-wide 
results  of  the  invasions  and  destructions  of  governments  and 
peoples  of  the  century  which  followed  them.  The  student 
will  find  in  the  succeeding  period  most  impressive  suggestions 
of  what  we  may  reasonably  expect  from  the  victories  already 
achieved  by  Hitler's  armies,  socially,  economically,  and  spirit- 
ually. And  if  his  victories  should  be  extended,  as  in  all  prob- 
ability they  may  be.  the  effects  for  years  to  come  on  every 
so-called  civlliiKd=country  far  and  near  will  compel  the  most 
careful  consideration  by  every  people  everywhere,  for  all 
will  be  affected  very  certainly  and  very  directly,  including  our 
own  America,  even  though  we  never  participate  in  any  war 
activities,  which  we  shall  not  do  if  we  prepare  against  attack 
as  we  are  now  setting  out  to  do. 

'  It  now  becomes  necessary  to  Inquire  carefully  into  what  has 
actually  happened — what  means  were  employed  to  bring  it 
about — how  these  means  were  provided,  why  one  side  had  all 
the  implements  of  victory  and  the  other  none  worth  speaking 
of.  Therein  we  should  seek  intelligently  our  own  instruc- 
tions. But  If  we  are  to  profit  by  this  investigation,  it  must  be 
entered  into  without  prejudice,  without  sentiment,  but  with 
our  minds  set  on  obtaining  the  bald  facts  alone. 

Let  us  see  for  a  moment  just  what  was  the  condition  which 
immediately  preceded  the  present  chaos  in  Europe.  For 
years.  Britain  had  had  as  thoroughly  a  businessman's  govern- 
ment as  any  nation  can  have.  The  businessman's  govern- 
ment looked  out  for  British  investments  abroad — in  Spain,  in 
Italy,  in  Russia,  in  Germany — in  every  country  on  earth 
where  profits  were  available.  British  manufacturers  sold 
large  amounts  of  the  war  munitions  to  whomever  would  buy 
them  including  Germany,  that  were  intended  by  the  Ger- 
mans to  be  used  against  the  British  Government.  The  whole 
Chamberlain  policy  of  appeasement  was  the  policy  to  protect 
profits,  because  profits  is  the  ultimate  and  dominant  object 
of  all  business,  and  the  guiding  star  of  all  super-businessmen. 

The  profits  from  foreign  Investments  have  for  long  periods 
been  little  less  the  interest  of  French  investors. 

The  French  Army  was  imdoubtedly  the  best  army  in  the 
world.  It  conceived  and  built  the  Maglnot  Line,  pronounced 
It  Impregnable  and  went  to  sleep  behind  it.  But  depending 
on  the  sanctity  of  governments,  they  left  exposed  the  Heel 
oi  Achilles,  the  Sedan  sector,  even  though  it  was  through 
that  very  region  which  Prance  had  been  invaded  in  1870  and 
1914.  And.  against  the  arms,  armament  and  eqiiipment 
available  at  the  end  of  the  World  War.  the  Maglnot  Line 
might  iiave  been  impregnable. 

TheXJermans  built  their  west  wall  which  was  impregnable 
against  the  splendid  French  Army  with  its  1918  equipment. 
But.  behind  that  wall  an  idea  had  been  bom — a  new  idea  as 
old  as  time.  It  accepted  the  fact  that  unprotected  flesh  and 
blood  cannot  withstand  steel  and  ball  and  flame. 

At  the  end  of  the  World  War.  Germany  had  no  army.  At 
the  beginning  of  his  influence,  Hitler  had  no  army.  He 
called  upon  the  machinists  of  Germany. 

He  took  tlie  three  American  inventions,  the  submarine. 
the  tank,  and  the  airplane.    He  did  not  btiild  a  few  of  them 


for  experimental  purposes.  He  took  what  had  already  been 
done.  The  Bohemians  had  built  the  best  tanks  up  to  that 
time.  He  built  not  a  few  tanks,  but  thousands  of  tanks.  He 
provided  motorcycles  for  soldiers,  machine  guns  on  wheels 
were  built  for  two  men.  To  these  tanks  he  adapted  always 
larger  and  larger  cannon.  In  the  largest  he  added  flame 
throwers  and  antiaircraft  guns.  He  built  tanks  that  weighed 
a  hundred  tons. 

He  built  not  three  or  four  thousands  of  planes  as  other 

countries  were  thinking  about,  but  built  probably  not  less 
than  20.000  planes. 

This  was  not  done  in  a  day.  but  throtighout  the  past  6 
years.  He  made  no  new  inventions.  He  did  not  build  as 
good  airplanes  as  we  buUt  nor  as  the  EInglish.  for  that  matter. 
But.  where  the  English  built  one  he  Imilt  five.  He  did  not 
have  time  or  opportunity  to  develop  the  individual  fighting 
capacity  of  the  pilots,  as  did  the  English,  but  he  made  his 
men  quickly  able  to  fly  an  airplane  and  ot)ey  the  commander 
of  the  squadron. 

A  few  were  well-trained  fighters  and  these  were  used  as 
the  commanders.  But  the  whole  idea  was  from  the  be- 
ginning to  overwhelm  with  striking  force  any  army  that 
should  he  before  these  mechanized  forces. 

The  men  in  the  newer  tanks  were  protected  against  outside 
attack  to  a  remarkable  degree.  He  did  not  desire  or  did  not 
think  it  necessary,  apparently,  to  protect  all  of  his  soldiers 
as  he  might  have  done,  and  as  we  must  do  in  coming  wars. 

The  wars  of  the  hereafter,  into  which  America  may  be 
forced,  will  be  war  In  which  every  individual  in  the  Army 
will  be  protected  to  the  fullest  extent  against  the  attacking 
forces. 

Hitler  still  used  the  German  idea  of  mass  attacks.  But.  his 
mass  attacks  were  with  tanks  and  airplanes  coordinated  to 
a  remarkable  degree. 

It  was  simply  ou^of  the  question  for  the  French  Army  with 
their  old  equipmenf  to  withstand  such  attacks  as  he  delivered 
With  such  tremendous  speed  and  power.  In  6  weeks  he  liter- 
ally ran  over  the  little  Dutch  Army  and  the  large  Belgian 
Army,  with  their  British  and  French  help,  and  whipped  and 
took  full  charge  of  the  north  half  of  Prance.  He  compelled 
France  to  accept  what  appears  to  be  nothing  less  than  na- 
tional surrender. 

If  our  American  officers  will  look  out  with  wide-open  eyes 
at  what  has  really  happened  to  the  great  French  Army,  surely 
they  ought  to  be  able  to  see  how  pitifully  weak  our  own  Reg- 
ular Army  is  at  the  present  time  and  how  much  weaker  still 
is  our  National  Guard  with  the  .30  caliber  rifles. 

The  one  tank  division  which  we  now  have,  weakly  equipped 
as  it  Is.  is  a  better  striking  force  than  all  of  the  rest  of  the 
present  Army  put  together. 

And  let  me  here  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  so  far  as 
we  have  tank  equipment  that  it  is  due  much  more  to  a  Mem- 
ber of  Congress,  the  Honorable  Ross  CoLtiNs.  of  Mississippi, 
than  to  any  Army  officer  or  all  Army  officers  put  together. 

I  am  not  underestimating  when  I  say  that  if  every  man  in 
the  Regular  Army  with  a  .30  caliber  rifle  were  put  out  on  the 
fighting  line  against  a  half  dozen  tanks  equipped  as  the  Ger- 
man tanks  were,  they  would  be  defeated  in  short  order. 

We  have  to  understand  that  the  importance  of  the  dif- 
ferent divisions  as  originally  established  and  that  especially 
of  the  Infantry,  is  a  thing  of  the  past.  In  the  Civil  War  and 
even  in  the  World  War,  the  Infantry  was  the  backbone  of  the 
Army.  I  heard  my  father,  a  Civil  War  veteran,  say  "Artillery 
to  make  the  noise,  cavalry  to  make  the  show,  and  infantry 
to  do  the  fighting."  That  was  true  in  the  Civil  War,  that  was 
partly  true  in  the  World  War,  but  it  is  absolutely  not  true 
today.  Infantrymen  with  .30  caUber  rifles  are  useless  today 
except  only  to  mop  up  an  already  defeated  enemy  and  to  hold 
conquered  territory. 

The  personnel  of  armies  and  navies  have  never  been  noted 
for  their  inventions  of  new  equipment.  It  has  been  the  task 
of  the  officers  of  all  armed  forces  to  learn  to  use  the  Inven- 
tions which  have  been  placed  in  their  hands. 

Of  course,  the  professional  soldiers  of  the  world  ought  to 
have  seen  that  new  equipment  and  improved  equipment  might 
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again  change  the  methods  of  attack  and  defense,  and  thereby 
endanger  every  line  that  depended  on  the  old  and  outmoded 
armament.  But  the  professional  mind  did  not  perceive  any 
such  simple  conviction  though  the  history  of  the  development 
of  arms  and  armament  pointed  the  way  clearly  to  that  con- 
clusion and  gave  the  warning  to  an  observing  mind. 

"Hie  professional  mind  poured  into  an  academic  groove  and 
held  there  through  years  of  discipline  has  little  enough  en- 
couragement to  strike  out  along  new  lines  and  must  not  be 
blamed  too  much.  That  Is  not  the  province  of  the  profes- 
sional mind  as  we  know  It.  Tlie  new  departures  along  all 
lines  have  come  from  minds  that  have  been  left  free  to  think, 
often  without  the  knowledge  of  what  had  been  done  before. 
The  great  and  growing  exception  to  this  rule  lies  In  the  ap- 
preciation of  the  laws  of  science,  resulting  in  the  scientific 
research  which  fortunately  is  one  of  the  great  achievements 
of  our  generation. 

The  man  who  has  not  had  thorough  personal  experience  in 
operating  tanks  under  all  the  conditions  which  their  use  in 
warfare  may  entail  has  little  call  to  direct  an  army  whose 
principal  striking  force  lies  in  those  fighting  machines.  No 
theoretical  student  of  Army  practices  should  presume  to  com- 
mand tanks  and  airplanes  until  he  learns  by  his  own  ex- 
perience how  to  use  them. 

Our  Army  as  at  present  equipped  is  totally  Inadequate. 
But  if  the  252.000  men  now  in  the  Regular  Army  were 
equipped  with  tanks,  and  armored  busses  for  transporting 
men  to  scenes  of  action,  with  fighting  airplanes  guarding 
them  overhead  as  they  can  be.  they  would  be  superior  to  any 
million  men  as  at  present  armed  and  equipped. 

The  speed  of  the  "blitzkrieg"  of  Hitler  with  the  terrific  speed 
and  awful  driving  force  paralyzed  the  armies  made  up  of 
6.000,000  men — thoroughly  drilled,  thoroughly  equipped  in  the 
old  way.  If  the  Gensral  Staff  of  the  American  Army  does 
not  awaken  completely  and  entirely  to  what  Hitler's  ma- 
chinists accomplished,  we  shall  fail  in  our  preparedness  pro- 
gram, or  the  Congress  will  be  compelled  to  turn  that  question 
over  to  men  who  know  machinery. 

An  army  with  striking  power  is  quite  as  effective  in  defense 
as  it  is  in  attack.  Our  Army  is  to  be  the  defending  army. 
We  must  take  full  advantage  of  what  innovations  Hitler  has 
certainly  made.  We  must  look  out  for  and  accept  new  inven- 
tions that  will  put  us  far  in  advance  of  any  other  army  if  we 
are  to  fulfill  our  entire  mission  in  this  preparedness  question. 

Let  us  not  make  the  mistake  of  centering  our  discussion  on 
preparedness  around  the  question  of  whether  we  shall  pro- 
vide the  personnel  for  the  necessary  Army  and  Navy  through 
voluntary  enlistment  or  through  conscription.  If  voluntary 
enlistment  cannot  be  made  to  provide  the  men  reqiUred.  then 
evidently  conscription  must  be  resorted  to.  But  no  man's 
arbitrary  opinion  on  this  subject  must  be  accepted  as  final. 
No  officer  of  the  Army,  no  -champion  of  conscription  has 
shown  that  we  cannot  provide  all  the  men  we  need  without 
conscription. 

No  one  should  contend  that  every  means  of  inducing  volun- 
tary enlistment  has  been  considered.  On  the  contrary,  no 
move  has  been  made  to  offer  reasonable  inducement  for  men 
to  enter  into  training  In  this  time  of  peace.  And  that  is 
exactly  the  question  we  are  facing— to  prepare  for  national 
defense  under  peacetime  conditions.  That  is  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent matter  from  preparing  for  imminent  war,  though  the 
preparatioi>  must  not  be  less  effective.  In  fact,  It  can  be  much 
more  so. 

The  country  is  at  peace.  But  everybody  accepts  the  belief 
that  there  is  only  one  certain  way  of  keeping  out  of  war — 
that  is  to  so  thoroughly  prepare  against  attack  as  to  serve 
notice  on  any  nations  which  otherwise  might  consider  it  to 
their  Interest  to  make  war  upon  us  that  defeat  would  be  their 
reward.  Our  preparedness  must  be  of  such  kind  and  extent 
as  to  make  defeat  for  any  attocker  cerUin.  Therein  lies  our 
security.     We  must  see  that  clearly. 

I  want  again  to  call  attention  to  our  other  obsolete  idea 
that  the  Atlantic  Ocean  is  of  great  defensive  value  to  the 
United  States.  On  November  12,  1939.  in  speaking  for  the 
repeal  of  the  embargo  on  arms,  I  said  this: 


Any  man  of  intelligence  who  has  read  the  news  reports  of  th» 
many  appearances  of  txreangolng  submarines  aloiiR  cur  shores  ought 
to  see  that  the  3.000  miles  of  trackless  waters  between  America  and 
BJurope  might  well  be  a  hiding  place  for  the  enemies  of  our  country 
instead  of  her  defense  against  them. 

That  is  still  true,  and  we  must  not  forget  that  fact. 

We  should  not  rush  headlong  into  any  plan  of  accomplish- 
ing this  preparedness.  Our  present  requirements  are  to  pro- 
vide a  highly  intelligent,  thoroughly  trained  Army  to  man 

with  the  greatest  efDciency  the  airplane  and  tank  army,  which 
has  shown  its  overmastering  superiority  over  the  armies  of 
the  past.  The  men  who  are  to  make  up  the  personnel  of  this 
army  must  be  selected  from  the  very  start  from  among  the 
younger  men  of  the  best  natural  aptitude  along  all  mechanical 
lines.  There  is  one  very  simple  and  very  certain  way  of  mak- 
ing this  selection.  We  should  only  pursue  the  best  plan.  The 
best  plan  depends  on  the  fairest  and  most  democratic  way 
available  of  inducing  men  to  do  the  necessary  work  for 
preparedness. 

If  we  can  provide  the  men  necessary  for  preparedness 
through  voluntary  enlistments,  then  conscription  should  not 

be  considered  at  all.  That  ought  to  be  clear.  The  American 
people  do  not  want  conscription  unless  this  is  absolutely 
necessary. 

There  is  no  reason  why  we  may  not  provide  for  1-year 
enlistments.  If  that  is  done,  great  numbers  of  young  men 
will  undoubtedly  volunteer  who  will  not  enlist  for  3  years. 
Three  years  is  longer  than  any  grown  man  can  afford  to 
take  out  of  his  life  unless  national  necessity  compels  it. 

One  year's  actual  service  will  make  a  good  soldier  out  of 
the  great  majority  of  American  men.  An^  that  Is  what  we  are 
looking  for — good  soldiers.  It  would  be  much  better  to  train 
300.000  volunteer  soldiers  in  3  separate  years  and  class  them 
as  reservists  than  to  train  400,000  conscripts  for  any  length 
of  lime. 

Why  not  call  especially  on  the  young  auto  mechanics  to 
supply  especially  the  men  to  drive  and  seivice  the  tanks, 
tc  pilot  and  gi  ound-service  the  planes.  There  are  thousands 
upon  thousands  of  young  men  from  18  years  up  whose  interest 
in  machinery  has  induced  them  to  seek  work  In  the  auto 
shops  and  as  helpers  and  apprentices  In  miachlne  shops,  mills, 
and  factories. 

The  man  whose  natural  trend  and  interest  Is  toward  work 
with  machinery  and  who  has  already  worked  with  ma- 
chinery is  already  far  along  toward  the  very  service  we  are 
seeking.  He  will  be  a  better  man  with  tanks  and  planes  in 
1  year  than  the  man  without  mechanical  trend  and  experi- 
ence In  2  years.  If  he  is  assured  of  promotion  according  to 
his  achievements  he  will  make  the  sort  of  tank  man  or  plane 
man  that  the  fellow  without  that  trend  and  that  experience 
seldom,  if  ever,  will  make.  These  young  fellows  who  natu- 
rally take  to  machinery  are  the  very  ones  we  want,  and 
who  will  want  this  experience.  They  will  enlist  without 
conscription. 

There  are  likewise  men  whose  mathematical  tendency 
makes  gunners  of  them  in  the  easiest  and  most  natural 
way.  Distances,  directions,  speed  of  shells  Is  perfectly  easy 
to  them.  They  could  pick  off  an  enemy  airplane  with  an 
antiaircraft  gun  the  first  shot.  These  talents  are  beyond 
estimation.  None  of  them  should  be  lost.  Then  they  should 
be  paid  a  fair  consideration  for  their  time.  There  are 
44,000,000  employables  In  the  United  States.  If  the  country 
needs  1,000,000  men.  the  other  43,000,000  should  be  quite 
willing  to  chip  in  and  put  the  1,000.000  on  economic  equality 
with  themselves. 

If  we  train  300.000  a  year  for  3  years,  that  will  give  us 
900.000  men  at  the  end  of  3  years.  Out  of  that  trained 
reserve  army  a  sufficient  number  will  naturally  take  to  the 
service  and  remain  with  it  to  provide  every  specialist  which 
the  service  will  require. 

With  50  divisions  of  equipment  and  a  skeleton  force  for  each 
division,  the  full  complement  could  Join  the  division  out  of 
the  reservists  on  very  short  notice.  Fifty  divisions  properly 
disposed  within  supporting  distance  of  one  another  could 
certainly  meet  and  repel  any  Invasion  that  could  occtir. 
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The  Regular  Army  win  have  ita  full  quota  of  375.000  before 
January  1.  And  these  new  recruits  are  reported  to  be  made 
up  of  two-thirds  high  school  and  college  men  out  of  which 
many  specialists  will  develop  along  every  line  required. 

And  now  I  come  to  consider  more  directly  whether  we  can 
supply  300.000  a  year  from  volunteers.  First.  It  Is  necessary 
to  see  what  has  been  actually  happening  along  this  line: 

A  letter  from  Adjutant  General  Adams,  dated  July  11. 
1940.  appearing  on  page  9533  of  the  Congressional  Record 
shows  that  the  Regular  Army  has  been  overstrength  contin- 
uously Since  June  30.  1939,  and  that  every  quota  released  to 
the  recruiting  service  has  been  filled  promptly  on  time  or 
ahead  of  time:  and  from  September  1  to  June  30  the  monthly 
average  was  approximately  20.000.  with  the  exception  of 
February.  March.  April,  and  May.  during  which  months,  due 
to  overstrength.  no  new  enlistments  could  be  accepted  and 
only  reenllstments  and  replacements  were  permitted. 

Enlistments  for  the  year  totaled  158.875.  and  the  enlist- 
ments in  June  1940  were  22.947.  These,  mark  you.  were 
S-year  enlistments.  On  July  11.  1940.  no  request  had  been 
released  to  recruiting  service  to  enlist  the  last  95,000  men 
needed  to  bring  the  Army  up  to  the  375.000  as  authorized. 

If  158.000  men  volunteer  In  8  months  for  a  full  3  years' 
service.  I  challenge  the  judgment  of  any  man  who  presumes 
to  say  we  will  not  more  than  double  that  number  for 
1-year  enlistments.  Many  of  my  colleagues  in  this  body 
have  discussed  this  whole  matter  with  me,  and  the  figiu-es 
offered  by  the  Gallup  poll  in  favor  of  conscription  are  not 
only  discounted,  but  the  large  number  of  opinions  expressed 
as  against  conscription  average  95  against  conscriptoln.  2 
for  it.  and  3  not  definitely  committing  themselves.  This 
shows  definitely  which  way  the  wind  blows.  The  American 
people  are  overwhelmingly  against  conscription,  and  the 
Congress  has  no  right  to  go  contrary  to  their  overwhelming 
opinion. 

Men  and  more  men!    The  fact  Is  that  the  present  Regu- 
lar Army  of  252.000  men.  properly  equipped  with  the  same 
equipment  that  has  brought  the  tremendous  victories  to  the 
German  armies  would  be  far  superior  in  striking  force  to  a 
million   trained   and   equipped   as   Is   the  present  Regular 
American  Army.    I  find  nothing  In  the  hearings  to  Indicate 
that  our  Army  officers  plan  any  great  departure  from  what 
we  now  have,  but  only  the  idea  to  get  a  lot  of  new  men  and 
train  them  and  equip  them  just  like  our  present  soldiers  In 
the  Regular  Army — in  the  pood,  old-fashioned,  obsolete  way. 
The  National  Guard  of  250.000  men,  given  the  arms,  equip- 
ment, and  the  training  that   the  present  Germans  have, 
would   together   provide   us  with   50   divisions   of   armored 
troops,  with  the  men  invulnerable  to  all  the  .30  caliber  rifles 
in  the  world.     The  Chief  of  Stak  seems  to  stiess  the  neces- 
sity of  getting  officers  to  train  the  new  men.    To  train  them 
In  what?    In  using  our  .30  caliber  rifles?    Nonsense!    Indi- 
vidual soldiers  with  rifles  and  unprotected  are  only  good  for 
one   thing,   and  that   is  to  mop  up  on  an   enemy  already 
defeated  by  tanks  and  planes  and  to  police  the  conquered 
territory.     That  is  all:  and  we  are  not  getting  ready  for  that 
service.    The  difficulty  to  be  overcome  is  to  get  our  own 
Army  officers  to  see  that  the  whole  preparedness  program  is 
a  question  of  developing  and  supplying  not  only  as  good  but 
better    tanks    and   better    planes   than    has   brought   such 
astounding  victory  to  Hitler's  army.     If  the  Regular  Army 
men  do  not  understand  and  plan  clearly  for  the  best  pos- 
sible mechanized  Army,  our  whole  preparedness  program  will 
be  a  flat  failure.    It  is  flghthig  machines  we  want,  with  great 
strilcing  power — not  great  numbers  of  men  with  .30  caliber 
rifles  to  fool  people  with. 

Warfare  hereafter  will  be  a  war  of  machinery  and  chem- 
istry—ever increasingly  so.  The  nation  which  makes  the 
most  effective  engines  of  war  and  handles  them  to  the  best 
advantage  will  exercise  the  restraining  hand  over  other  na- 
tions or  strike  terror  to  the  government  which  should  desire 
to  attack  it.  It  is  within  our  power  to  hold  that  position  in 
the  world.  It  would  go  far  toward  guaranteeing  peace  in 
the  world  if  we  should  assure  ourselves  of  that  position.  Tb 
do  this,  the  commanders  of  that  army  must  be  thoroughly 


trained  in  mechanical  arts.  I  therefore  suggest  that  we 
CMistruct  at  West  Point  a  thoroughly  first-class  mechanical 
and  chemical  institute  in  which  the  cadets  shall  be  trained 
in  the  designing,  numufacturlng  for  purposes  of  instruction, 
for  experience  in  operation,  and  upkeep  of  tanks,  airplanes, 
and  chemical  devices  so  that  the  future  commanders  may 
know  at  first  hand  what  engines  of  war  of  various  kinds  can 
do  and  what  they  cannot  do.  Without  that  personal  expe- 
rience no  man  can  do  ail  that  can  be  done  in  commanding  a 
highly  mechanized  army.  It  will  be  good  for  our  West 
Pointers  to  get  a  little  grease  under  their  fingernails:  to 
learn  the  smell  of  gasoline;  to  know  why  Ehesel  oil  makes  the 
wheels  go  roimd:  to  get  the  feel  of  the  overalls  which  was 
once  so  familiar  to  most  of  them. 

There  are  enterprising  men  in  the  Army,  plenty  of  them, 
who  would  not  have  slept  through  6  years  of  preparations  of 
tanks  and  planes  by  Hitler.  Plenty  of  them  who  even  with 
permission  to  speak  out  would  long  ago  have  prepared  and 
laid  before  Congress  a  program  for  mechanization  of  oiur 

Army.  Qiiite  unfrrtunately  our  Army,  and  apparently  every 
other  army,  is  so  organized  as  to  prevent  men  of  outstanding 
ability  and  enterprise  from  coming  naturally  to  the  front  as 
they  should  be  encouraged  to  do. 

Our  Army  several  years  ago  had  a  farseeing  genius  who 
pelted  out  what  the  airplane  was  to  do.  He  did  it  at  first 
within  the  rules.  No  attention  was  paid  to  him.  Then  he 
courageously  and  patriotically  criticized  the  Army  heads  for 
their  lack  of  vision.     Tliat  brought  demotion,  an  order  of 

silence.    Then  he  scored  the  ignorance  of  the  Army  heads 

then  the  Army  heads  kicked  him  out  of  the  Army.  Their 
action  indicated  that  obedience  to  ignorance  was  more  im- 
portant that  dynamic  ideas  for  the  glory  of  the  Army,  and 
protection  of  the  American  Nation.  Some  of  the  men  who 
participated  in  that  expulsion  are  still  high  up  in  the  Army, 
and  the  question  in  my  mind  Is:  Have  the  Army  officers  who 
saw  no  good  in  his  suggestions  seen  the  actual  result  of 
Hitler's  use  of  the  airplane  just  as  Billie  Mitchell  saw  years 
ago  it  could  and  would  be  used?  The  French  General  Staff 
committed  the  same  blunder  In  1934.  When  Captain  De 
Gaulle  published  his  book  on  Mechanized  Warfare  they  paid 
no  attention  to  it.  The  Germans  saw  the  book,  picked  it  up, 
and  followed  it  ardently  in  developing  and  using  his  mech- 
anized army  Ideas— with  what  results  the  world  knows. 
Captain  De  Gaulle  sent  a  long  memorandum  to  General 
Gamelin  last  January  pleading  for  more,  bigger,  better, 
and  faster  and  better-armored  tanks.    He  got  a  rebuke  from 

the  dormant  General  Gamelin  for  his  pains.  His  enterprise 
would  have  saved  Prance  if  it  had  been  heeded. 

What  does  it  take  to  wake  men  to  facts  which  they  had 
rejected,  and  how  wide  awake  are  these  officers  at  present? 
I  suggest  all  of  this,  not  to  hurt  any  man  in  the  Army,  but 
rather  to  encourage  awakening  an  enterprise  and  approach 
to  some  method  of  discovering  the  best  men  in  the  Army  for 
piomotion,  because  upon  army* leadership  depends  the  success 
of  every  army, 

I  have  nothing  against  line  promotion,  but  I  insist  It  must 
not  be  so  rigid  as  to  prevent  the  promotion  of  the  abler  men  In 
the  Army.  We  need  them  in  the  Army,  and  I  repeat  there 
are  plenty  of  them.   I  could  point  out  a  few  of  them  myself. 

I  understand  why  some  of  the  Regular  Army  officers  may 
favor  conscription.  It  is  so  perfectly  simple  and  easy  to  reach 
out  and  take  the  number  they  want.  But  your  duty  and  mine, 
my  colleagues,  goes  much  farther  than  that.  We  must  first 
decide  that  that  method  is  necessary;  whether  it  is  in  keeping 

w^ith  the  oldest  and  best  traditions  of  our  country whether 

it  cannot  be  done  in  another  way  much  more  acceptable  to  the 
American  people— whether  voluntary  enlistment  would  not 
much  less  distiu-b  the  economy  of  the  coimtry;  whether  vol- 
untary enUstment  may  not  provide  at  least  temporarily  the 
very  thing  we  most  need  and  must  certainly  have— a  sufficient 
reserve  army  to  meet  aU  emergencies  hereafter.  We  must 
not  fail  In  this  regard  as  I  shall  later  point  out. 

We  are  promulgating  this  whole  enormous  preparedness  pro- 
gram to  make  democracy  secure  on  the  Western  Continent 
We  must  therefore  apply  the  rule  of  democracy— that  is— to 
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do  this  as  the  people  want  it  done:  and  they  surely  do  not 
want  conscription  in  peacetime,  if  men  can  be  had  otherwise, 
and  they  certainly  can,  as  I  have  pointed  out. 

The  whole  discussion  over  conscription  is  one  of  opinion. 
Only  by  trying  out  voluntary  enlistments  under  a  1-year  term 
can  anyone  say  with  any  certainty  whether  voluntary  service 
can  meet  the  requirements  or  not.  With  all  due  respect  to  our 
Chief  of  Staff,  the  guess  of  General  Marshall  on  that  subject 
is  no  better  than  any  intelligent  Congressman  who  laiows  the 
sentiment  of  their  districts,  as  most  of  them  do. 

This  preparedness  program  must  be  a  preparedness  in  the 
best  interest  of  all  the  American  people — not  to  the  special 
advantage  of  any  group.    The  objects  must  be  purely  national 

objects — those  objects  in  behalf  of  which  the  American  peo- 
ple have  always  been  willing  to  fight  and  die.  when  necessary. 
It  must  guarantee  liberty  and  equality;  it  must  look  con- 
stantly to  better  living  conditions;  to  the  realization  of  the 
aspirations  of  the  spirit  of  America;  it  must  anticipate  all 
those  blessings  for  which  men  have  dreamed  and  dared 
throughout  the  ages;  it  must  give  expression  to  them  as  a 
guide  and  assurance  to  those  unfortunate  peoples  who  seem 
doomed  again  to  go  through  revolution  and  bloodshed  to  at- 
tain what  we  so  long  ago  established  and  have  for  so  long 
maintained  in  America.    [Applause.] 

Aif  AiraacAK  school  asmt 

Our  Regular  Army  officers  have  never  been  able  to  provide 
for  a  reserve  army  of  any  importance.  Yet  they  cannot  fail 
to  know  that  that  is  the  only  kind  of  an  army  of  sufficient 
number  to  make  America  safe  that  even  this  rich  country 
can  afford.  I  do  not  criticize  our  Army  officers  nor  charge  this 
failure  to  them.  It  is,  in  fact,  the  failure  of  the  i>eace-loving 
American  people  themselves  to  fiilly  comprehend  the  dangers 
that  beset  our  great  rich  country.  We  have  been  content  to 
live  under  the  sajring  of  a  famous  foreigner: 

The  Lord  protects  drunk  men,  fools,  and  the  United  States. 

We  have  been  going  along  happily  all  these  years  until  some 
great  emergency  arises.  Then  we  wake  up,  rub  our  eyes,  and 
set  about  meeting  an  emergency  that  need  not  exist  and  go 
on  for  years  paying  the  huge  bills  for  what  a  little  foresight 
,  and  a  small  amount  of  money  would  have  prevented.  Pri- 
marily America  must  learn  the  necessity  we  are  under  of 
planning  ahead,  and  by  that  means  prevent  the  necessity  for 
emergency  legislation  along  any  and  every  line  by  preventing 
the  emergency  itself.     We  can  and  we  must  do  that. 

There  was  absolutely  no  excuse  for  the  emergency  created 
by  the  terrible  panic  of  1929.  because  we  could  have  pre- 
vented that  panic.  If  we  had  done  so  we  could  have  pre- 
vented the  loss  to  the  American  people  of  no  less  than 
$300,000,000,000.  If  we  had  been  prepared  as  we  certainly 
should  have  been  with  proper  army  and  navy  in  1914,  it  Is 
very  generally  admitted  we  would  not  have  gone  into  the 
World  War  in  1917.  The  emergency  resulting  from  that 
wretched  unpreparedness  has  already  cost  us  $57,000,000,000 
and  will  ultimately  cost  us  seventy-five  billion,  and  an  im- 
estimatable  amount  of  human  suffering.  The  present  emer- 
gency that  it  Is  absolutely  necessary  to  meet  to  certainly  keep 
us  out  of  war  this  time,  before  It  Is  over  will  cost  us  another 
$20,000,000,000.  And  it  will  be  cheap  at  that  if  we  awaken  to 
the  terrible  unnecessary  costs  which  every  emergency  compels 
us  to  make. 

It  Is  In  the  hope  that  this  House  and  the  coimtry  at  large 
may  be  ready  and  willing  to  seriously  consider  and  seek  a 
remedy  for  the  continuous  military  unpreparedness  which  has 
so  greatly  endangered  us  and  cost  us  so  dearly,  that  I  am 
calling  this  matter  to  your  attention.  To  give  this  subject 
the  study  and  consideration  it  deserves  is  the  paramount  duty 
of  this  body  and  the  American  people  whom  we  represent. 

On  FYiday.  November  3.  1939.  with  the  unanimous  consent 
of  this  body.  I  inserted  in  the  Congressional  Record,  a  bill  to 
establish  and  maintain  the  American  school  army,  and  to 
organize  and  equip  the  American  reserve  army.  I  wrote  that 
bill  in  the  early  part  of  1916.  at  the  request  of  Senator  Cham- 
berlain, of  Oregon,  then  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Military 
Affairs  Committee.  It  was  the  result  of  a  series  of  articles 
from  my  pen  which  appeared  in  Harper's  Weekly  between 


November  20.  1915.  and  May  13.  1916.  All  those  articles  In- 
cluding President  Wilson's  commendation  of  the  idea  is  in  the 
Congressional  Record  of  November  3. 1939. 

At  my  own  expense  I  had  the  copy  of  the  original  bill,  all 
the  articles,  comments,  and  resolutions  printed  in  the  Con- 
gressional Record,  reproduced  in  a  small  pamphlet  and  sent 
to  all  the  Members  of  Congress,  and  to  5.000  military  men, 
educators,  and  thinkers  In  the  country.  I  regretted  my 
financial  inability  to  go  further  in  that  publication.  I  have 
rewritten  and  remtroduced  the  bill  above  referred  to,  H.  R. 
10105.  I  am  calling  for  a  hearing  on  the  bill  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  of  the  House  that  its  technical 
failings  may  be  remedied,  and  the  idea  may  be  presented  in 

its  most  practical  form. 

The  basis  of  the  bill  is  this:  After  making  war  imder  iriany 
conditions  and  over  many  years  in  many  European  armies.  It 
was  discovered  that  a  man  who  had  become  a  thoroughly 
trained,  well-seasoned  soldier,  never  lost  that  disipline  and 
even  after  many  years  out  of  army  life  on  being  recalled  to 
service  he  did  in  a  few  days'  time  enter  fully  Into  his  former 
ability  as  a  fighting  man.  The  cost  of  maintaining  large 
numbers  of  men  constantly  in  service — that  is  in  what  we 
now  know  as  a  Regular  Army — was  so  great  as  to  be  im- 
possible. So  the  reserve  army  was  developed  over  other  many 
years  in  various  and  finally  in  all  European  countries  except 
Great  Britain. 

By  trying  many  wajrs  and  lengths  of  time  it  was  found  that 
it  required  2  years  of  actual  army  training  to  prepare  men 
for  the  best  soldiers  under  European  army  conditions. 

I  had  excellent  opportunity  during  my  Heidelberg  days  to 
observe  the  German  Army  in  the  making.  During  that  period 
and  for  all  the  years  since  I  have  probably  given  more 
thought  to  the  study  of  a  reserve  army  for  America  than  to 
any  one  subject  outside  of  the  very  necessary  thought  of 
making  a  living. 

The  Idea  of  the  American  school  army  Is  to  permit  boys 
from  15  to  18  years  to  volunteer  into  the  American  school 
army  for  a  3-year  period.  Upon  graduation  these  then 
grown  men  are  to  remain — what  every  man  in  America  is  all 
his  life  anyway — a  Reservist  subject  to  call.  The  3  years  in 
the  school  army  is  devoted  alx>ut  2  hours  daily  to  military 
development  and  the  rest  of  the  time  to  study  along  any 
course  the  cadet  may  desire,  with  provision  for  giving  scholas- 
tic credits  for  entry  into  college  or  university  after  gradua- 
tion.   Each  cadet  must  work  with  his  hands  along  mechanical 

lines  to  fit  him  for  industry  after  graduation.  And  this  will 
be  largely  attained  through  his  military  training  with  the 
mechanized  army  equipment  of  the  future.  The  actual 
schooling  is  to  last  9  months  in  each  year.  Then  for  3  months, 
including  a  short  furlough  home,  these  school  Army  cadets 
are  to  assemble  In  large  Army  units  for  such  field  maneuvers 
as  would  perfect  them  in  soldiering  for  actual  warfare  which 
would  never  come,  as  soon  as  we  have  2,000.000  of  them  edu- 
cated and  trained  as  soldiers  to  defend  their  country  and  as 
citizens  to  serve  it  In  industry,  in  making  homes,  and  living 
the  full  American  life.  Iliere  are  many  other  advantages  in 
this  system  of  training  which  time  prevents  my  here  setting 
out. 

And  last  but  not  least,  we  can  educate,  train,  equip,  and 
have  always  available  2.000,000  of  the  best  Reservists  in  the 
world  for  one-tenth  the  cost  we  are  paying  for  these  emer- 
gency preparations.  If  we  had  started  this  American 
school  army  immediately  following  the  World  War  we  would 
now  have  2,000.000  highly  trained  soldiers  and  would  not  have 
a  tremor  of  fear  for  the  present  nor  the  future  safety  of  oiu* 
country.  It  Is  not  only  worth  our  thought,  but  is  encumbent 
upon  us  to  adopt  this  or  some  better  plan  for  a  reserve  army. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  special 
order  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  North  Dakota  IMr. 
Burdick]  is  recognized  for  15  minutes. 

WHAT  HAS  BECOME  OF  OUR  TWO-PARTY  SYSTEM? 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  before  the  Republican  Con- 
vention at  Philadelphia  on  the  floor  of  this  House  I  predicted 
the  nomination  of  Wiilkle  and  the  end  of  the  Republican 
Party.    At  least  the  first  prediction  came  true,  and  I  have 
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"^-^yery  reason  to  believe  that  the  second  prediction  will  be 
fulfilled.  Being  a  nonpartisan.  I  have  been  able  to  notice  the 
disintegration  of  both  parties.  I  have  as  much  confidence  in 
one  as  the  other.  In  other  words  I  would  not  trust  either  of 
them.  Until  the  voters  of  the  Nation  can  go  to  the  polls  and 
vote  their  convictions  Instead  of  following  party  lines,  we  will 
not  be  able  to  operate  this  democracy  efficiently. 

What  is  the  situation  with  regard  to  the  two  great  parties 
in  the  United  States?  The  Republican  Party  was  so  near  its 
final  demise  In  1932  that  It  could  not  be  revived.  The  Re- 
publican leaders  tried  hard  to  revive  It  in  1936  and  scored  the 
amazing  triumph  of  securing  only  2  States  out  of  48.  After 
that  it  continued  to  sink  lower  and  lower  and  there  seemed 
no  power  avaUable  to  bring  back  a  spark  of  life  that  would 
win  in  1940  even  as  much  as  it  won  in  1936.  A  transfusion 
was  ordered;  it  was  apparently  necessary;  so  the  convention 
at  Philadelphia  Injected  a  good,  live  blood  stream  from  Tam- 
many Hall  of  New  York.  This  blood  transfusion  was  recom- 
mended by  the  leaders  of  the  large  corporate  Interests  of  the 
United  States.  Willkie,  a  Tammany  Democrat,  was  nomi- 
nated as  the  leader  of  the  Republican  Party.  The  party  is 
no  longer  Republican  but  more  Democratic  in  its  complexion 
than  anything  else.  Thus  the  Republican  Party  is  still  a 
name.  Hut  its  real  life  is  Inspired  by  Wendel  WUlkie.  Al  Smith. 
Raskob.  and  other  outstanding  Democrats  of  1932. 

The  Republican  membership  can  take  it  as  it  is  or  take 
nothing.  No  great  damage  will  be  done  in  any  event,  for  the 
party  was  as  dead  as  a  mackerel  Ijefore  this  transfusion,  and 
If  it  can  survive  at  all  and  make  any  noticeable  score  in  the 
fall  elecUon  it  will  be  all  to  the  good. 

Turning  now  to  the  Democratic  Party,  we  can  all  remember 
that  It  was  ushered  in  like  a  whirlwind  in  1932.  led  by  Prank- 
Un  D.  Roosevelt.  The  victory  was  due  more  to  the  personality 
and  driving  ability  of  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  than  it  was  to 
the  efflciency  of  the  Democratic  machine.  Before  the  ad- 
ministration got  started  the  President  found  there  was  not 
sufficient  material  in  the  Democratic  ranks  to  fill  the  high 
places  of  Government.  The  Democrats  could  well  administer 
the  post  offices,  take  the  census,  and  fill  the  lower  grades  of 
pubUc  service,  but  the  President  had  to  perform  a  transfusion 
on  the  first  day  of  his  term  of  office.  He  transfused  by  nam- 
ing a  Republican  Secretary  of  the  Interior  said  another  Re- 
^publican  as  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  The  Democratic  Party 
went  ahead  with  noticeable  vigor  and  in  1936  made  an  almost 
clean  sweep  of  the  election.  After  that  the  party  began  to 
sink  gradually  because  of  a  lack  of  material  in  its  own  ranks 
to  fill  the  offices  of  Government. 

The  President  understood  the  nature  of  the  malady  and 
called  for  another  transfusion,  this  time  a  double  one.  He 
named  a  Republican  Secretary  of  War  and  named  a  Repub- 
lican Secretary  of  the  Navy.  While  the  party  is  still  called 
the  Democratic  Party,  it  is  more  Republican  than  anything 
else.  The  Democratic  voters  can  take  this  Republican- 
operated  Democratic  Party  as  it  is  or  they  can  take  the 
I>emocratlc-operated  Republican  Party.  Any  way  a  voter 
turns  he  can  have  what  he  wants  and  at  the  same  time  fail 
to  get  it. 

The  general  mass  of  the  voters  should  not  and  probably 
will  not  wail  very  audibly  if  neither  the  Republican  nor  Demo- 
cratic Party,  as  such,  ever  again  appear  on  the  political 
horlxon.  for  neither  has  kept  faith  with  the  people.  It  will 
be  a  hard  blow  to  such  stanch  Democrats  as  Vice  President 
Garnkk  to  witness  the  Republicanlzation  of  the  grand  old 
Democratic  Party,  but  he  can  at  least  take  consolation  in  the 
fact  that  such  stanch  Republicans  as  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  Tabih]  will  have  to  witness  the  Democratization  of 
the  grand  old  Republican  Party,  and  he  will  probably  expe- 
rience a  deeper  sorrow  when  he  realizes  It  was  Tammany  Hall 
that  robbed  him  of  the  lifelong  membership  in  the  Republican 
Party. 

In  the  coming  campaign  the  issues  are  as  confused  and 
Interlaced  as  much  as  party  lines  have  been  obliterated.  The 
Republican-Democratic  Party  believes  in  trade  agreements 
that  rob  our  fanners  of  a  market ;  the  Democratic-Republican 
Party  believes  in  the  same  thing;  the  Republican -Democratic 


Party  believes  in  being  unneutral  and  In  assisting  England 
in  any  way  we  can  short  of  war;  the  Democratlc-Repubhcan 
Party  believes  in  the  same  thing,  only  more  so.  Neither  is 
willing  to  take  the  stand  that  we  should  keep  out  of  Europe 
and  mind  our  own  business.  Each  party  believes  in  a  draft 
of  our  citizens  while  there  is  no  war  in  sight,  and  cannot  be 
from  the  very  nature  of  things.  Each  party  is  willing  to  bleed 
the  people  white  in  taxes  to  support  millions  of  men  In  arms, 
when  most  everyone  knows  that  our  next  war,  if  we  have  one, 
will  be  fought  with  scientific  devices  and  not  by  men  armed 

with  giuis. 

The  names  of  these  parties  are  so  similar  and  their  views 
so  similar  that  the  two  cross-breeds  should  hold  another  con- 
vention and  select  a  candidate  for  President  by  acclamation. 
It  would  save  the  expense  of  an  elecUon,  and  the  result 
would  be  the  same. 

North  Dakota  went  into  this  blood -trans  fusi(»i  business  in 
a  half-hearted  way,  four  delegates  voting  for  the  Democratic 
candidate  and  four  for  the  Republican  candidate.  If  the 
delegates  were  undecided  then  in  their  views,  they  probably 
will  be  when  the  election  takes  place,  and,  candidly,  I  do  not 
knew  whether  the  voters  in  North  Dakota  will  go  Democratic- 
Republican  or  Republican-Democratic.  If  either  side  will 
bring  up  Just  one  single  issue  of  importance  upon  which  they 
differ,  we  may  brighten  up  and  have  a  campaign.  As  it  stands 
now,  the  people  of  the  United  States  do  not  know  whether 
they  are  going  to  get  straight  republicanism,  straight  demo- 
cratism, or  a  mixture  of  both,  or  nothing  of  either.  Any- 
way. I  am  running  for  office  myself,  and  hence  will  have  to 
take  my  medicine  this  time — out  of  which  bottle  I  do  not 
know.  There  are  the  bottles — Democratic -Republican  and 
Republican-Democratic.  The  ingredients  are  the  same;  the 
effects  will  be  the  same;  but  no  cure  in  either.  I  presiime  the 
thing  I  will  do  finally  is  to  reach  for  the  cleanest-looking 
bottle. 

The  strongest  defense  we  can  build  in  this  country  is  unity 
of  action.  Labor  has  its  place;  capital  has  its  place  in  our 
scheme  of  government.  Private  enterprise  and  Government 
activities  should  cooperate,  not  only  in  peacetimes  but  in  war- 
times; it  is  essential. 

It  is  well  for  those  directing  large  capital  interests  to 
remember  that  throughout  the  world  capitalism  is  on  trial. 
In  many  countries  it  has  already  been  condemned  and  exe- 
cuted. This  result  came  naturally  from  the  fact  that  capi- 
talism took  too  much  from  the  people  and  left  the  people  too 
little.  There  capitalism  forgot  to  serve  the  people  but  ex- 
ploited them.  Capitalism  in  the  United  States  has  exploited 
the  people,  through  special  legislation  and  through  the  pur- 
chase of  natural  resources,  which  never  should  have  been 
sold  to  private  interests.  In  a  time  like  the  present  capi- 
talism should  remember  the  fate  of  this  institution  in  other 
lands,  and  so  arrange  their  business  here  as  to  make  capi- 
talism and  democracy  work  together. 

Just  the  moment  enough  of  our  citizens  cannot  bear  the 
tolls  taken  by  capitalism  a  revolt  will  occur  in  this  country, 
as  well  as  in  any  country;  when  that  time  comes,  the  revolt 
wUl  sweep  all  before  it— the  good  and  the  bad--and  in  the 
end  individual  liberty  will  be  lost  in  the  madness  of 
destruction. 

This  country  should  remain  liberal,  but  the  times  point 
to  the  destniction  of  liberal  views  and  the  replacement  by 
ultraconservative  views.  Shoxild  the  process  be  carried  far 
enough,  the  result  will  be  disimion.  Disimion  means  defeat. 
France  is  an  immediate  example.  Three  years  ago  Prance 
was  a  literal  nation,  but  the  movement  set  in  to  oust  all 
liberals  and  supplant  them  with  ultraconservatives.  This 
process  went  ahead  unabated  imtil  hberals  were  arrested, 
cast  into  prison,  and  free  speech  was  crushed.  Prance  was  in 
a  state  of  disunion  before  the  Germans  set  foot  on  French 
soil.  The  advance  of  the  German  Army  was  easy  when  the 
only  resistance  was  a  disunionized  France. 

If  we  can  in  the  United  States  make  capitalism  work  to  the 
benefit  of  all  citizens  in  the  Union,  and  bring  to  the  people 
service  instead  of  exploitation,  then  capitalism  and  democ- 
racy  will  survive.    Should  capitalism,  in   its  arrogance   of 
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wealth  and  power,  attempt  to  force  the  people  to  maintain 
the  Government,  that  will  fail.  The  people  of  the  United 
states  are  too  familiar  with  the  Declaration  of  Independence 
to  permit  the  power  of  wealth  to  enslave  them. 

Since  we  now  have  a  new  realinement  of  parties  in  the 
United  States,  we  are  in  position  to  do  independent  thinking, 
and  oiu-  purpose  and  aim  as  a  body  of  citizens  should  l>e  to 
bend  every  effort  to  make  our  democracy  work  out  to  the 
best  interest  of  all,  and  our  second  aim  should  be  to  take 
away  from  any  person,  or  corporation,  or  other  artificial  per- 
son, any  special  privilege  that  permits  him  to  deny  the  right 
to  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness  to  the  humblest 
citizen  in  the  Union. 

When  democracy  begins  to  work  in  that  fashion,  we  shall 
be  united  and  then  do  not  need  to  fear  any  power  or  com- 
Unation  of  powers  on  this  earth. 

So,  whether  we  vote  Democratic-Republican  or  Repub- 
lican-Democratic, we  can  all  be  imited  on  maintaining  this 
democracy.     I  Applause.  1 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  SF>eaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
on  Thursday  next,  after  disposition  of  matters  on  the  Speak- 
er's table  and  at  the  conclusion  of  any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered  I  may  be  allowed  to  address  the  House  for  25  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  ihe  gentleman  from  Alabama  I  Mr.  Patrick]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  a  short  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  tlie  gentleman  from  Illinois  Mr.  LSabathI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  senate  bills  referred 

Bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles  were  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  2644.  An  act  to  set  aside  certain  land  in  the  State  of  Ore- 
gon for  park  or  summer  camp  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands. 

S.  2691.  An  act  to  designate  the  week  of  Octol>er  9  to  October 
16  each  year  as  National  American-Scandinavian  Educational 
Week;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  3163.  An  act  to  provide  for  a  national  cemetery  in  the 
vicinity  of  Portland.  Oreg.;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

ENROLLED   BILLS  AND  A  JOINT  RESOLUTION   SIGNED 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  bills  and  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  House  of 
the  following  titles,  which  were  thereupon  signed  by  the 
Speaker: 

H.  R.  719.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis  G.  McDougall; 

H.  R.  2278.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Hurt; 

H.  R.  2490.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fulton  Combs; 

H.  R.  3992.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank  Spears; 

H.  R.  5116.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Miralia  and 
Betty  Miralia; 

H.  R.  5254.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  captain  and  crew  of 
the  fishing  boat  Unione  No.  1; 

H.  R.  5309.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  L.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  5562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  E.  Malle; 

H.  R.  6365.  An  act  to  correct  the  military  records  of  DeRosey 
C.  Cabell,  McFarland  Cockrill,  James  N.  Caperton,  Junius  H. 
Houghton.  Otto  P.  Lange,  Paul  B.  Parker,  James  deB.  Wal- 
bach.  and  Victor  W.  B.  Ales; 

H.  R.  6740.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  J.  L.  Fret- 
well; 

H.  R.  6823.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wilson  A.  Kiamer: 

H.  R.  7416.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  R.  King; 

H.  R.  7668.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Buxton  Hos- 
pital; 

H.  R.  7679.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  E.  Dambach; 


H.  R.  7851.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing 
officers  of  the  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Depart- 
ment: 

H.  R.  7957.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Willie  Perry: 

H.  R  8028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Zoe  Hoyt  Wagner  and 
lo  P.  Hoyt; 

H.R.  8091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  May  C.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  8217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  R.  Fox; 

H.  R.  8246.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  Caietti,  a  nUnor; 

H.R. 8318.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Charles  H.  Amos 

Handle  Co.; 

H.  R.  8459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  S.  Gardiner; 

H.  R.  8504.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade; 

H.  R.  8666.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  claimants  on 
account  of  loss  by  fire  for  which  the  United  States  was 
adjudged  liable; 

H.  R.  8774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  of  Donald  D. 
Elliott; 

H.  R.  8946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rufus  K.  Sanderlin;  . 

H.  R.  9130.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred  Shelton; 

H.R.  9520.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  F.  Higgitis. 
postmaster.  Great  Neck.  N.  Y.; 

H.R.  9571.  An  act  to  authorize  the  incorporated  town  of 
Sitka,  Alaska,  to  purchase  and  enlarge  certain  public  utilities 
and  for  such  purpose  to  issue  bonds  in  the  sum  of  $200,000 
in  excess  of  present  statutory  debt  limit; 

H.  R.  9828.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  bridges  across  the  Mononga- 
hela  River  In  Allegheny  County.  Pa.; 

H.  R.  10014.  An  act  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act.  1920, 
as  amended; 

H.  R.  10034.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing 
officers  of  the  Treasury  Deepartment,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  Army;  and 

H.J. Res. 472.  Joint  resolution  to  prohibit  the  sale  or  dis- 
posal of  the  United  States  customhouse  for  the  city  of  Detroit. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signatiu"e  to  an  enrolled  bill 
of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  3998.  An  act  to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  4  o'clock  and  58 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow.  Tues- 
day. August  6,  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARING 

COMMTITEE  ON  IMMIGRATION  AND  NATUSALIZATIOir 

(Wednesday,  August  7,  1940) 
There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  at  10:30  a.  m.  Wednesday,  August  7.  1940, 
in  room  445.  Old  House  OflQce  Building,  for  the  consideration 
of  refugee  bills  H.  R.  10083,  H.  R.  8502.  H.  R.  8497,  H.  R.  10150. 
House  Joint  Resolution  580,  and  House  Joint  Resolution  581. 


EXECUTIVE   COMMUNICATIONS.   ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1863.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion, amounting  to  $1,100,000,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1941,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  for  the  War 
Department,  for  payment  of  the  share  of  the  United  States 
of  the  cost  of  alteration  of  bridges  over  navigable  waters  of 
the  United  States  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  June  21, 
1940  (Public.  No.  647.  76th  Cong.)  (H.  Doc.  No.  891) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1864.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  two  supplemental  estimates  of  appro- 
priations for  the  Department  of  State,  for  the  flscal  year  1941, 
amounting  to  $305,500  <H.  Doc.  No.  892) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 
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1865.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  supplemental  estimates  of  appropriations 
for  the  Treasury  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  1941.  amoimt- 
InK  to  $11,215,000  <H.  Doc.  No.  893);  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1866.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation 
for  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  In 
the  amount  of  $33,000  (H.  Doc.  894) :  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1867.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Federal  Works 
Agency,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  for  the  relief 
of  J.  L.  Summers,  deceased,  former  disbursing  clerk.  Division 
of  Disbursements.  Treasury  Department;  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 

1868.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting  a 
draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  authorize  the  sale,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  of  March  12.  1926  <44  Stat.  203) ,  of  surplus 
War  Department  real  property:  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

1869.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  deficiency  estimate  of  appropriation 
for  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal  year  1940. 
amounting  to  $3,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  895) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1870.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
6tate>.  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation 
for  the  Federal  Works  Agency  for  the  fiscal  year  1941  in  the 
amount  of  $322,000  <H.  Doc.  No.  896) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Approfurlations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


REPORTS    OF   COMMTITEES    ON    PUBUC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII, 

Mr.  COLMER:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution 
562.  Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R,  10213.  a  bill 
to  permit  American  vessels  to  assist  in  the  evacuation  from 
the  war  zones  of  certain  refugee  children;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2815).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  McCORMACK:  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  H.  R. 
10181.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as  amended 
by  section  34  (c)  of  the  Customs  Administrative  Act  of  1938 
(U.  S.  C.  1934  edition.  Supp.  IV.  title  19.  sec.  1001,  par.  1529 
(a) ) :  without  amendment  (Rept.  ^o.  2816) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DeROUEN:  Comnuttee  on  the  Public  Lands.  H.  R. 
7346.  A  bill  to  vest  absolute  in  the  city  of  Dearborn  the 
title  to  lot  19  of  the  Detroit  Arsenal  grounds  subdivision, 
Wayne  County.  Mich.;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2817). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 
H.  R.  8818.  A  bill  validating  certain  conveyances  heretofore 
made  by  Central  Pacific  Railway  Co..  a  corporation,  and  its 
lessee.  Southern  Pacific  Co..  a  corporation,  involving  certain 
portioz]is  of  rifiEht-of-way  in  the  city  of  Tracy,  in  the  coimty 
of  San  Joaquin.  State  of  California,  and  in  the  town  of  Elk 
Grove,  in  the  county  of  Sacramento.  State  of  California, 
acquired  by  Central  Pacific  Railway  Co.  under  the  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  July  1,  1862  (12  Stat.  L.  489),  as  amended  by 
the  act  of  Congress  approved  July  2,  1864  (13  Stat,  L.  356) ; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2818) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 
S.  3975.  An  act  granting  to  certain  claimants  the  prefer- 
ence right  to  purchase  certain  imblic  lands  in  the  State  of 
Porlda;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2819).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  DrROUEN:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  H.  R. 
9173.  A  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  water  supply  of  the 
town  of  Petersburg.  Alaska:  with  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2820).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DeROUEN:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  H.  R. 
;  10134.    A  bill  to  lurovide  for  a  grant  to  the  Richmond.  Fred- 


ericksburg li  Potomac  Railroad  Co.  of  a  right-of-way  across 
certain  land  owned  by  the  United  SUtcs;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2821).  Referred  to  the  Conunittee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union.  ^ 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah:  Committee  on  the  Public  Landsf 
H.  R.  10176.    A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior to  Issue  patents  for  lands  held  under  color  of   title; 
without    amendment    (Rept.    No.    2822).    Referred    to    the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DiROUEN:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.     H.  R. 

9942.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
issue  to  Henry  W.  Shurlds  and  Kate  Shurlds  White  a  patent 
to  certain  lands  In  the  State  of  Mississippi;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2823).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DeROUEN:  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.    H.  R. 

9943.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
Issue  to  Ruth  Oalney  Branscome  a  patent  to  certain  lands 
in  the  State  of  Mississippi;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2824).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  7737.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Judicial  Code  by  adding 
a  new  section  thereto,  designated  as  section  266a,  to  pro- 
vide for  intervention  by  States  and  direct  appeals  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  certain  cases  in- 
volving the  constitutional  validity  of  the  exercise  of  any 
power  by  the  United  States,  or  any  agency  thereof,  or  any 
ofBcer  or  employee  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes;  with- 
out amendment  (Rept.  No.  2825).  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  3233.  An  act  to  repeal  certain  acts  of  Congress 
(pocket  vetoed);  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2826). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  BLAND:  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries. H.  R.  10246.  A  bill  to  further  amend  the  act  of 
July  30.  1937.  authorizing  the  conveyance  of  a  portion  of 
the  Stony  Point  Light  Station  Reservation  to  the  ^lisades 
Interstate  Park  Commission;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
2827).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas:  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
House  Joint  Resolution  257.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  pro- 
viding for  national  representation  for  the  people  of  the 
District  of  Columbia;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2828). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 


PUBLIC  RUJfl  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  FAY: 

H.  R.  10287.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  number  of  cadets  at 
the  United  States  Military  Academy,  to  provide  for  gradu- 
ation of  the  class  of  1941  In  February  1941.  and  to  author- 
ize an  increase  in  the  number  of  students  from  Latin-Amer- 
ican republics  at  the  United  States  Military  and  Naval 
Academies;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

H.  R.  10288.  A  bill  to  Increase  the  nimiber  of  midshipmen 
at  the  United  States  Naval  Academy;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SABATH: 

H.  R.  10289.  A  bill  to  define  "fifth  column"  activities  and 
sabotage  and  to  provide  penalties  and  punishment  therefor; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  SECREST: 

H.  R.  10290.  A  bill  to  provide  for  a  l-jrear  enlistment  period 

for  the  Army.  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps,  and  to  increase  the 

minimum  pay  of  enlisted  men  in  the  Army.  Navy,  Marine 

Corps,  and  Coast  Guard ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia: 

H.  R.  10291.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  proceed  with  the  construction  of  housing  projects,  »ind  tag 
other  punx>ses;  to  the  C(»nmlttee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
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H.  R.  10292.  A  bin  to  Increase  the  nimiber  of  midshipmen 
at  the  United  States  Naval  Academy;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  COLMER: 
H.  R.  10293.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  convey  a  portion  of  the  Lighthouse  Reservation,  Biloxl, 
Miss.,  to  the  city  of  Biloxl;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
lifarine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  SACKS: 
H.  R.  10294.    A  bill  to  give  protection  to  home  mortgagors 
who  are  required  to  render  military  or  naval  service  during 
any  national  emergency;  to  the  conunittee  on  banking  and 
currency. 

By  Mr.  MAAS: 
H.  R.  10295.     A  blU  to  amend  the  act  of  June  23,   1938. 
(52  Stat.  944) :  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  O'CONNOR: 
H.  R.  10296.    A  bill  to  repeal  the  act  of  June  20,  1936  (49 
Stat.  1543) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  KEE: 
H.  R  10297.     A  bill  to  legalize  the  construction  by  the 
Big  Creek  Bridge  Co.,  ConsoUdated,  of  a  bridge  across  the 
Tug  Pork  of  the  Big  Sandy  River  at  Nolan,  W.  Vau;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California: 
H.  J.  Res.  569.     Joint  resolution  to   promote  equality  of 
treatment  for  agriculture  and  industry;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BELL: 
H.  R.  10298.     A  bill  for  the  relief   of   William   Thomas 
Moriarty;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  BLOOM: 
H.  R.  10299.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mendel  Hoffmann  and 
his  wife.  Rosa  Hoffmann;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  BOEHNE: 
H.  R.  10300.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Emma  Schmitt;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BUCKLER  of  Minnesota: 
H.  R.  10301.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Marlon  L.  Sar- 
gent; to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  CROWTHER: 
H.  R.  10302.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Viola  May  Rich- 
ardson; to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  DREWRY: 
H.  R.  10303.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Virginia  Bowen,  Willie 
W.  Hudson,  and  John  L.  Walker;  to  the  Committee  on  Clidms. 
By  Mr.  GERLACH: 
H.  R.  10304.  A  bill  authorizing  the  naturalization  of  Louis 
Labout,  Jr;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. 

By  Mr.  HILL: 
H.  R.  10305.  A  bin  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  accept  the  final  homestead  proof  submitted  by  Henry 
Martin  Coffman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 
By  Mr.  O'CONNOR: 
H.  R.  10306.  A  bill  declaring  certain  members  of  Jthe  Crow 
Tribe  of  Indians  to  be  members  of  the  competent  class  of 
members  of  such  tribe;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  SMITH  of  West  Virginia: 
H.  R.  10307.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Kanawha  Valley  Coal 
Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 


I  PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXU,  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9097.  By  Mr.  BOLLES:  Petition  of  sundry  citiaens  of 
Janesville.  Wis.,  protesting  against  the  United  States  enter- 
ing any  foreign  war;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9098.  By  Mr.  H(X)K:  Petition  of  the  Democratic  County 
Committee  for  Gogebic  County,  Mich.,  favoring  a  6-bour  day 


for  private  industry  with  shorter  hours.  If  necessary.  In  order 
to  place  all  employables  In  private  industry;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Labor. 

9099.  By  Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON:  Petition  of  H.  P. 
Mace,  chairman.  Mexia  Chamber  of  Commerce  Airport  Com- 
mittee of  Mexia,  Tex.,  favoring  House  bill  10067,  clvil-alrport 
assistance  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

9100.  Also,  petition  of  Hon.  J.  L.  Gammon  and  S.  T.  Brewer, 
of  Waxahachie.  Tex.,  concerning  Senate  bills  3920  and  3925 
and  House  bills  9706  and  10082;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

9101.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  railway 
labor  executives,  relative  to  the  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Unemployment  Insurance  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

9102.  Also,  petition  of  Pur  Floor  and  Shipping  CHerks'  Union, 
opposing  Burke- Wadsworth  compulsory  military  training  bill; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9103.  Also,  petition  of  the  National  League  for  American 
Citizenship,  Inc..  urging  that  everything  short  of  war  be  done 
to  aid  Britain,  particularly  the  sale  to  Britain  of  over-age  but 
recently  reconditioned  destroyers;  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs. 

9104.  Also,  petition  of  the  Association  of  Ex-Members  of 
Squadron  A,  New  York  City,  that  the  principle  of  universal 
compulsory  military  training  be  adopted  and,  in  time  of  war, 
universal  selective  service,  as  the  only  measiu'es  that  will  suf- 
fice for  the  protection  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

9105.  Also,  petition  of  Bakery  and  Confectionery  Workers 
International  Union,  Local  No.  1 — 900  members  affiliated  with 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor— opposing  any  and  all 
kinds  of  measures  providing  universal  military  conscription 
in  times  of  peace;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9106.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Federal  Workers  of  Amer- 
ica on  behalf  of  the  window  cleaners  employed  In  the  cus- 
todial service  of  the  New  York  post  oflBce  and  urging  that  the 
laws  governing  compensation  to  window  cleaners  sufTering 
InJiuT  or  death  while  engaged  at  their  work  be  amended  so  as 
to  provide  the  awarding  of  compensation  for  injury  or  death 
regardless  of  the  circumstances  causing  such  an  accident;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

9107.  Also,  petition  opposing  the  Burke- Wadsworth  con- 
scription bill  as  unfair  to  those  who  will  be  called  away  from 
their  normal  pursuits  and  jobs  to  train  for  the  wage  of  $21 
per  month;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9108.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  Credit  Men's  Asso- 
ciation, opposing  liberalizing  payments  imder  the  imemploy- 
ment  insurance  laws.imtil  there  can  be  sufficient  experience 
under  recently  enacted  legislation  to  determine  upon  safety 
of  benefits  provided  under  the  present  acts;  to  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means. 

9109.  By  Mr.  LYNCH:  Petition  of  the  Greater  New  York 
Industrial  Union  Council.  New  York.  N.  Y.,  with  respect  to 
the  protection  of  labor's  rights  in  the  program  for  national 
defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

9110.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  official  board  of 
the  Church  of  Christ.  Woodbine,  Iowa,  petitioning  consid- 
eration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national  de- 
fense program;   to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9111.  Also,  petition  of  Washington  Peace  Mobilization, 
Washington.  D.  C,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolu- 
tion with  reference  to  the  national  defense  program;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9112.  Also,  petition  of  the  International  Lions  Club  of 
Blount  County.  Maryvllle,  Tenn..  petitioning  consideration  of 
their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  national- defense  pro- 
gram; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9113.  Also,  petition  of  the  Michigan  district  of  the  American 
Lutheran  Church.  Saginaw,  Mich.,  petitioning  consideration 
of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  war  and  foreign  affairs; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9114.  Also,  petition  of  Otto  Melle,  of  Northwest  Highway, 
Park  Ridge,  111.,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
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with  reference  to  war  and  foreign  affairs;  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs. 

9115.  Also,  petition  of  William  A.  McAllister  Post.  No.  1608, 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  Miami.  Pla.,  petitioning  considera- 
tion of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  awarding  of  con- 
tracts; also  the  sale  of  supplies  to  any  foreign  power  of  mate- 
rial necessary  for  the  proper  equipping  or  maintenance  of  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

9116.  Also,  petition  of  Nehemiah  Chapter,  No.  5,  and  Isaiah 
Chapter.  No.  5.  by  Salathiel  Praser,  petitioning  consideration 
of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  people's  program;  to 
the  Committee  on  Wajrs  and  Means. 


__  SENATE 

Tuesday,  August  6,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday.  August  5.  1940) 

Tlie  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  exi^ratlon 
of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Fraser.  assistant  rector,  Church  of  the  Ei^i^- 
any,  Washington,  D.  C.  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  God.  who  hast  made  of  one  blood  all  nations  of  men: 
Mercifully  receive  the  prayers  that  we  offer  for  our  anxious 
and  troubled  world.  Send  Thy  light  into  our  darkness,  and, 
guide  the  nations  as  one  family  into  the  way  of  peace;  and 
to  those  who  by  their  counsels  lead  the  peoples  of  the  earth, 
grant  a  right  Judgment,  that  so  through  them  and  us  Thy 
will  may  be  done.    Through  Jesus  Christ,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THE  JOUUf  AL 

On  request  iof  Mr.  Barrxey,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  th^  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Monday,  August  5,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

CALL  or  THX  BOLL 

Mr.  BARKLET.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonun. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Tlxe  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


ZX>nahey 

Lee 

Rxissell 

Andrew* 

Downey 

Lodge 

Sch  warts 

A«hurat 

Prasler 

InoM 

Schwellenbach 

Austin 

George 

li^moeen 

Bbeppard 

Bankbead 

Oerry 

UcCarran 

Slattery 

Bartooxir 

OlbFon 
OlUette 

Smathen 

BarUey 

Taft 

BUbo 

Oreen 

Bialoney 

Thomas.  Idabo 

Bone 

Oumey 

Mead 

Thomius.  Okla. 

<r  Brown 

Rale 

MUler 

Thomas,  Utah 

'    Buk>w 

Harrtaon 

Mlnton 

TObcy 

Burke 

Hatch 

Murray 

Towoaend 

Byrd 

Harden 

Neely 

Vandenberg 

hrram 

Herring 

Noma 

VanNuys 

Capper 

HUl 

Nye 

Wagner 

Caraway 

Bolman 

O'Mahoney 

Walsh 

Chandler 

Bolt 

Overton 

Wheeler 

Chavea 

Hughes 

Pepper 

White 

Clark.  Idabo 

Johnstin,  Calif. 

Plttman 

WUey 

OoBnaUy 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Radcllffe 

Danaber 

King 

Reed 

Daria 

La  Follette 

Reynolds 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  I  Mr.  BAn.rrl,  the  senior  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Clakk],  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  EllenddiI, 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Glass  1.  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Gumr],  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Smith],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
SnwAST],  the  Jimior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  TsttmahI. 
and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  TTDnrcsJ  are  unavoid- 
ably detained  from  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Elghty-flve  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.   A  quonmi  is  present. 

nrmvKifTioif  by  statis  im  strrrs  or  proczkdings  in  imrrsD 

STATES  COTTRTS 

The  PRESIDENT  iHX>  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  which  was  read, 
as  follows: 


Iir  THX  Horm  or  RxptEBBfTATiva,  VmrtD  Statis, 

AuffWt  S.  1940. 

The  HoTise  of  Repreeentatlves  having  proceeded  to  reconsider  the 
bm  (H.  R.  7737)  to  amend  the  Judicial  Code  by  adding  a  new 
•ectlon  thereto,  designated  as  section  266a,  to  provide  for  Inter- 
TcnUon  by  States  In  certain  cases  Involving  the  validity  of  the 
ekerclse  of  any  power  by  the  United  SUtes,  or  any  agency  thereof, 
or  any  officer  or  employee  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes,  returned 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States  with  his  objection*  to  the 
House  of  Representatives,  in  which  It  originated,  it  was 

Meaolved.  That  the  said  bill  pass,  two-thirds  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  agreeing  to  pass  the  same. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  House 
message,  together  with  the  veto  message  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  the  House  of  Representatives  dated  June 
10,  1940.  with  the  accompanying  House  bill  7737,  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

riK ANCIAL  AND  OTHER  DATA  PERTAINING  TO  CXRTAIN  GOVERNMENTAL 
AGENCIES  AND  CORPORATIONS 

The  PRESIDENT  inro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  acknowledg- 
ing the  receipt  of  Senate  Resolution  292  (submitted  by  Mr. 
Btro  and  agreed  to  July  29,  1940) .  directing  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  transmit  to  the  Senate  certain  financial 
statements  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1940.  of  each  of 
the  agencies  and  corporations  enumerated  in  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 150,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  first  session,  together  with 
a  copy  of  the  last  annual  report  of  each  of  such  agencies  and 
corporations,  and  stating  that  the  report  called  for  would  be 
transmitted  to  the  Senate  shortly  after  the  beginning  of  the 
next  regular  session  In  Januarv,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 

REPORTS  or  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs,  submitted  minority  views  on  the  bill  (S. 
4164)  to  protect  the  integrity  and  Institutions  of  the  United 
States  through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military 
training  and  service,  which  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  con- 
nection with  Report  No.  2002. 

Mr.  PTITMAN.  from  the  Special  Committee  on  Conserva- 
tion of  Wildlife  Resources,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill 
(S.  2576)  to  authorize  the  expenditure  of  the  receipts  from 
migratory-bird  and  wildlife  refuges  or  other  areas  or  projects 
op)erated  or  controlled  by  the  Bureau  of  Biological  Survey. 
United  States  Department  of  the  Interior,  for  the  protection 
of  such  refuges,  areas,  or  projects  and  the  wildlife  thereon, 
and  for  other  purposes,  reported  It  with  amendments  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  2003)  thereon. 

Mr.  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4196)  establishing  overtime  rates  for 
compensation  for  employees  of  the  field  services  of  the  Navy 
Department  and  the  Coast  Guard,  and  for  other  purposes, 
reported  it  without  amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No. 
2004)  thereon. 

Mr.  WAGNER,  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  C\ir- 
rency,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  4204)  to  provide  for 
increasing  the  lending  authority  of  the  Export-Import  Bank 
of  Washington,  and  for  other  purposes,  reported  it  with  an 
amendment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  2005)  thereon. 

Mr.  TAPT.  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Cturency.  submitted  the  views  of  the  minority  on  Senate  bill 
4204,  supra,  which  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  connection 
with  Report  No.  2005. 

BILLS  INTRODT7CED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BURKE: 
S.  4241.  A  bill   authorizing  the  naturalization   of  Walter 
Wolfgang  Vogl ;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 
By  Mr.  SLATTERY: 
S.  4242.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Skura;  to  the  Cota- 
xnittee.on  Mihtary  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  WALSH: 
S.  4243.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  the 
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claims  of  Allen  Pope,  his  heirs  or  personal  representatives, 
against  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S  4244.  A  bill  to  amend  the  World  War  Veterans'  Act,  1924. 
as  amended,  to  permit  granting  of  insurance  to  certain  offi- 
cers in  the  active  service  of  the  Army,  Navy.  Marine  Corps, 
and  Coast  Guard  upon  application  within  a  period  of  6  months 
after  publication  of  premium  rates;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

S.  4245.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
establish  certain  naval  hospitals; 

S.  4246.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  certain 
persons  as  commissioned  or  warrant  officers  in  the  Naval  Re- 
serve, and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  4247.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  first  proviso  to  the  appropria- 
tions for  "Miscellaneous  Expenses,"  as  contained  in  Title  I 
of  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30.  1941  (Public,  No.  588.  75th  Cong.,  3d  sess.) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  McNARY: 

S.  4248.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  D.  Durand;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

SELECTIVE  COMPm.SORy  MtLTTARY  TRAINING AMENDMENT 

Mr.  BARBOUR  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  4164)  to  protect  the  integrity 
and  institutions  of  the  United  States  through  a  system  of 
selective  compulsory  military  training  and  service,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

BTTPPLEMENTAL     APPROPRIATIONS     FOR     THE     NATIONAL     DEFENSE — 

AMENDMENT 

Mr.  ANDREWS  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10263)  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30.  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to 
be  printed,  as  follows: 

On  page  18.  line  21.  after  the  figures  "$55.(X)0",  to  insert  a  semi- 
colon and  the  following:  "For  buildings  and  facilities  on  site  No.  3 
field.  $1,500,000:  for  mat  on  Spencer  Field.  $300,000." 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  the  bill  (S.  1379)  granting  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress to  the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  Authority  to  construct, 
maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of  bridges,  cause- 
ways, and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  Straits  of  Mackinac 
at  or  near  a  point  between  St.  Ignace,  Mich.,  and  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  with  amendments,  in  which  it  re- 
quested the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed 
to  the  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  53),  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  {the  House  of  Representatives  concurring). 
That  the  secretary  of  the  Senate  be,  and  he  Is  hereby,  authorized 
and  directed.  In  the  enrollment  of  the  bill  (8.  1114)  to  extend 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  District  Court,  Territory  of 
Hawaii,  over  the  Midway  Islands,  Vfake  Island.  Johnston  Island, 
Sand  Island.  Kingman  Reef.  Kure  Island.  Baker  Island,  Howland 
Island.  Jarvls  Island.  Canton  Island,  Enderbury  Island,  and  for 
other  purpo-ses.  to  make  the  following  changes,  namely:  On  page  1. 
lines  7  and  8.  of  the  engrossed  blU,  after  "Rowland  Island",  Insert 
"and."" 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  "An  act  to  extend  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States  District  Court,  Territory  of  Hawaii,  over  the 
Midway  Islands.  V^ake  Island.  Johnston  Island.  Sand  Island.  King- 
man Reef,  Kure  Island.  Baker  Island,  Howland  Island,  and  Jarvls 
Island,  and  for  other  purposes." 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  passed 
the  following  bills  and  joint  resolution,  in  which  it  requested 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate: 

H.  R.  8181.  An  act  to  grant  retirement  benefits  to  Chinese, 
Japanese,  and  Hindu  interpreters  in  the  United  States  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization  Service; 

H.  R.  8448.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  extension  of  certain 
oil-  and  gas-prospecting  permits: 

H.  R.  9041.  An  act  to  provide  that  assistant  or  deputy 
heads  of  certain  bureaus  in  the  Depcatment  of  the  Interior 
shall  be  appointed  imder  the  civil-service  laws,  and  for 
other  purposes; 


H.  R.  9122.  An  act  to  provide  a  mixed  civil  and  criminal 
term  of  2  weeks  at  Raleigh  of  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  Eastern  District  of  North  Carolina; 

H.R.  9123.  An  act  to  approve  Act  No.  65  of  the  Session 
Laws  of  1939  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  entitled  "An  act 
to  amend  Act  29  of  the  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii,  1929, 
granting  to  J.  K.  Lota  and  associates  a  franchise  for  electric 
light,  current,  and  power  in  Hanalei,  Kauai,  by  including 
Moloaa  within  such  franchise"; 

H.R. 9124.  An  act  to  approve  Act  No.  214  of  the  Session 
Laws  of  1939  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  Act  105  of  the  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii.  1921.  granting 
franchise  for  the  manufacture,  maintenance,  distribution, 
and  supply  of  electric  current  for  light  and  power  within 
Kapaa  and  Waipouli  in  the  district  of  Kawalhau  on  the 
island  and  county  of  Kauai,  by  including  within  said  fran- 
chise the  entire  district  of  Kawalhau,  island  of  Kauai"; 

H.  R.  9688.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  advancement  on  the 
retired  list  of  any  officer  of  the  Navy  or  Marine  Corps  re- 
tired pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  13  or  15  (e)  of 
the  act  of  June  23,  1938: 

H.  R.  9952.  An  act  authorizing  the  Indiana  State  Toll 
Bridge  Commission  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a 
toll  bridge  across  the  Wabash  River  at  or  near  Mount  Vernon, 
Posey  County,  Ind.; 

H.  R.  10061.  An  act  to  consolidate  certain  exceptions  to 
section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and  to  Improve  the 
United  States  Code;  and 

H.J. Res. 467.  Joint  resolution  to  exempt  from  the  tax  on 
admissions  amounts  paid  for  admission  tickets  sold  by  au- 
thority of  the  Committee  on  Inaugural  Ceremonies  on  the 
occasion  of  the  inauguration  of  the  President-elect  in  Janu- 
ary 1941. 

ENROLLED    BILLS    AND    JOINT    RESOLUTICN    SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  affixed 
his  signature  to  the  foUowmg  enrolled  bills  and  joint  resolu- 
tion, and  they  were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

S.  3998.  An  act  to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation; 

H.  R.  719.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis  G.  McDougall; 

H.  R.  2278.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Hurt; 

H.  R.  2490.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fulton  Combs; 

H.  R.  3992.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Prank  Spears; 

H.R.  5116.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Miralia  and 
Betty  MiraUa; 

H.  R.  5254.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  captain  and  crew  of 
the  fisliing  boat  Unione  No.  1; 

H.  R.  5309.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  L.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  5562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  E.  Malle; 

H.  R.  6365.  An  act  to  correct  the  military  records  of  De- 
Rosey  C.  Cabell,  McFarland  Cockrill,  James  N.  Caperton. 
Junius  H.  Houghton,  Otto  F.  Lange,  Paul  B.  Parker.  James 
deB.  Walbach,  and  Victor  W.  B.  Ales; 

H.  R.  6740.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  J.  L.  Fret- 
well; 

H.  R.  6823.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wilson  A.  Kramer; 

H.R.  7416.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  R.  King; 

H.  R.  7668.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Buxton  Hos- 
pital; 

H.  R.  7679.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  E.  Dambach; 

H.  R.  7851.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  officers 
of  the  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department; 

H.  R.  7957.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Willie  Perry; 

H.  R.  8028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Zoe  Hoyt  Wagner  and 
lo  F.  Hoyt; 

H.  R.  8091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  May  C.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  8217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  R.  Fox; 

H.  R.  8246.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  Caietti,  a  minor; 

H.R. 8318.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Charles  H.  Amos 
Handle  Co.; 

H.  R.  8459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  S.  CJardtoer; 

H.  R.  8504.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade; 

H.  R.  8666.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  claimants  on 
account  of  loss  by  fire  for  which  the  United  States  was 
adjudged  liable; 
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H.  R.  8774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  of  Donald  D. 
Elliott: 

^  H.  R.  8946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rufus  K.  Sanderlin; 

H.  R.  9130.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pred  Shelton; 

H.R.9520.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  Higgins, 
postmaster.  Great  Neck,  N.  Y.: 

H.  R.  9571.  An  act  to  authorize  the  incorporated  town  of 
Sitka.  Alaska,  to  purchase  and  enlarge  certain  public  utilities 
and  for  such  purpose  to  issue  bonds  in  the  sum  of  $200,000 
in  excess  of  present  statutory  debt  limit; 
I  H.  R.  9828.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  bridges  across  the  Mononga- 
hela  River  in  Allegheny  County,  Pa.; 

H.  R.  10014.  An  act  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act,  1920, 
as  amended; 

H.  R 10034.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing 
oflQcers  of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  Army ;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  472.  Joint  resolution  to  prohibit  the  sale  or  dis- 
posal of  the  United  States  customhouse  for  the  city  of  Detroit. 

HOtlSE  Bn.LS  AND  JOINT  RCSOLTTTION  RirXKREO 

The  following  bills  and  joint  resolution  were  severally  read 
twice  by  their  titles  and  referred  as  Indicated  below: 

H.  R.  8448.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  extension  of  certain 
oil-  and  gas-prospecting  permits;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands  and  Surveys. 

H.  R.  8181.  An  act  to  grant  retirement  benefits  to  Chinese, 
Japane.«e.  and  Hindu  interpreters  in  the  United  States  Immi- 
gration and  Naturalization  Service;  and 

H.  R.  9041.  An  act  to  provide  that  assistant  or  deputy  heads 
of  certain  bureaus  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  shall  be 
appointed  under  the  civil -service  laws,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  9122.  An  act  to  provide  a  mixed  civil  and  criminal 
term  of  2  weeks  at  Raleigh  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  North  Carolina;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  9123.  An  act  to  approve  Act  No.  65  of  the  Session 
Laws  of  1939  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  Act  29  of  the  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii,  1929.  granting 
to  J.  K.  Lota  and  associates  a  franchise  for  electric  light, 
current,  and  power  in  Hanalel.  Kauai,  by  including  Moloaa 
Within  such  franchise":  and 

H.  R.  9124.  An  act  to  approve  Act  No.  214  of  the  Session 
Laws  of  1939  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  Act  105  of  the  Session  Laws  of  Hawaii.  1921.  grant- 
ing franchise  for  the  manufacture,  maintenance,  distribu- 
tion, and  supply  of  electric  current  for  light  and  power  within 
f  Kapaa  and  WalpouU.  in  the  district  of  Kawaihau.  on  the 
'i  island  and  county  of  Kauai,  by  Including  within  said  fran- 
•^  ichise  the  entire  district  of  Kawaihau.  island  of  ^uai";  to  the 
Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs.   ^ 

H.  R.  9638.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  advan^ment  on  the 
retired  list  of  any  officer  of  the  Navy  or  Marine  Corps  retired 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  13  or  15  <e)  of  the  act  of 
June  23.  1938;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

H.  R.  9952.  An  act  authorizing  the  Indiana  State  Toll 
'^'  Bridge  Commission  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll 
bridge  across  the  Wabash  River  at  or  near  Mount  Vernon, 
Posey  County.  Ind.;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

H.R.  10061.  An  act  to  consolidate  certain  exceptions  to 
section  3709  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and  to  Improve  the 
United  States  Code;  to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the 
Executive  Departments. 

H.  J.  Res.  467.  Joint  resolution  to  exempt  from  the  tax  on 
admissions  amounts  paid  for  admission  tickets  sold  by  au- 
thority of  the  Committee  on  Inaugural  Ceremonies  on  the 
occasslon  of  the  Inauguration  of  the  President-elect  in  Jan- 
uar>'  1941 :  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOB  LUCAS  XN  ANSWER  TO  COLONEL  LINDBERGH 

[Mr.  Baeklxt  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  address  by  Senator  Lucas  on  August  5.  1940.  in 
answer  to  Colonel  Lindbergh,  which  appeals  in  the  Appendix.] 


DRAFT  OF  CAPITAL  IN  TIMS  OF  WAl — ASTICLI  BY  MBS.  ROOSEVELT 

[Mr.  iMX  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  entitled  "My  Dsiy"  by  Mrs.  Eleanor  Roose- 
velt, published  in  the  Washington  Daily  News  of  today,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

address  by  colonel  LINDBERGH  AT  CHICAGO 

[Mr.  LuNDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  Colonel  Lindljergh  at 
Chicago  on  Sunday.  August  4,  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  FRED  BRENCKMAN  ON  PRESERVING  OtTR  AMEKICAIV 

HERITAGE 

[Mr.  Byrd  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  Mr.  Pred  Brenckman, 
Washington  representative  of  the  National  Grange,  on  the 
subject  Preserving  Our  American  Heritage,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

EDITORIAL  FROM  TIMES-HERALD  ON  SENDING  DESTROYERS  TO  GREAT 

BRITAIN 

[Mr.  LuNDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Washington  Times-Herald 
of  today  under  the  heading  "Fifty  Destroyers  to  Britain,"  and 
also  the  law  prohibiting  the  sale  of  American  ships  to  belliger- 
ent governments,  which  appear  In  the  Appendix.] 
improvement  in  economic  conditions 

[Mr.  ScHWELLENBACH  askcd  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  part  of  an  article  from  the  Washington 
Evening  Star  and  part  of  a  letter  from  the  National  City 
Bank  of  New  York,  relative  to  improved  economic  conditions 
In  the  United  States,  which  appear  In  the  Appendix.] 


relations    with    japan- 


-article    from 

HERALD 


WASHINGTON     TIMES- 


[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  article  from  the  Washington  Times-Herald  of 
August  5,  1940.  entitled  'We  Have  No  Excuse  for  War  With 
Japan,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

SOUTH  AMERICA  DOUBTS  UNITED  STATES  POWER  IN  CRISIS ARTICUE 

FROM   WASHINGTON    DAILY    NEWS 

tMr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  from  the  Washington  Daily  News  of 
August  5,  1940.  by  William  Philip  Simms.  entitled  South 
America  Doubts  United  Strtes  Power  in  Crisis,"  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

CAMPAIGN    CONTRIBUTIONS 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  according  to  the  morning 
newspapers.  Mr.  Henry  P.  Fletcher,  general  counsel  of  the 
Republican  National  Committee,  issues  another  amazing  and 
astonishing  statement  in  the  light  of  the  views  he  expressed 
in  the  legal  opinion  rendered  by  him  to  his  committee  con- 
cerning campaign  contributions  and  which  I  put  into  the 
Record  yesterday.  Today's  newspapers  quote  Mr.  Fletcher  as 
saying: 

The  Republican  committee  has  no  intention  of  evading  or  skirt- 
ing the  law's  provisions,  but.  on  the  contrary,  we  are  leaning 
backward  to  observe  its  spirit  and  tetter. 

I  shall  not  comment  on  Mr.  Fletcher's  remarks  about  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
Just  now  let  us  confine  ourselves  to  the  amazing  legal  opinion 
construing  the  so-called  Hatch  Acts  and  the  equally  aston- 
ishing statement  of  today.  But  here  let  me  say  that  the  same 
course  I  shall  today  lay  out  for  the  Republican  Party  I  also 
lay  out  for  the  Democratic  Party.  There  must  not  be  one 
sauce  for  the  goose  and  another  for  the  gander.  Republi- 
cans and  Democrats  alike  Joined  In  the  passage  of  these  laws. 
Good  faith  and  integrity  on  the  part  of  both  parties  require 
equal  obedience  and  adherence  to  the  measures  for  which  they 
are  equally  responsible. 

It  is  not  my  intention  to  cover  today  the  ground  I  went 
over  yesterday.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  criticize  or  to  con- 
demn Mr.  Fletcher  today.  I  only  repeat  that  in  my  opinion 
the  strictly  legalistic  and  technical  construction  of  the  law 
as  given  by  the  general  counsel  for  the  Republican  NaUonal 
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Committee  points  the  way  definitely  and  certainly  as  to  how  a 

law  enacted  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  may  be 
evaded  and  avoided.  He  explains  In  detail  and  with  great 
pains  how  the  Bankhead  amendment  limiting  individual  con- 
tributions to  $5,000  can  be  made  absolutely  meaningless  and 
have  its  every  purpose,  principle,  and  Intent  utterly  destroyed. 
His  opinion  on  the  $3,000,000  limitation  likewise  completely 
nullifies  and  destroys  that  limitation  and  makes  it  a  thing  of 
no  value  whatsoever. 

In  this  connection,  perhaps  the  most  flagrant  statement  In 
the  entire  opinion  is  one  which  was  read  by  me  on  yesterday 
but  which  I  desire  to  reread  today.  I  now  quote  from  Mr. 
Fletcher's  opinion: 

The  existing  Republican  National  Finance  Committee  may  con- 
tinue to  function,  giving  advice  and  counsel,  and  will  be  in  con- 
stant touch  with  State  and  local  committees.  It  Ehould  not  do 
solicitations  for  State  and  local  committees  or  have  detailed  knowl- 
edge of  their  subscriptions. 

Will  Senators  Usten  again  to  this  rather  amazing  state- 
ment? Mr.  Fletcher  has  already  said  that  the  national  com- 
mittee should  not  make  solicitations,  and  then  he  adds,  "or 
have  detailed  knowledge  of  their  subscriptions."  The  chair- 
man of  the  national  committee  is  advising  his  committee 
that  they  must  not  have  "detailed  knowledge"  of  subscrip- 
tions to  local  and  State  committees. 

Why  Is  Mr.  Fletcher  so  meticulously  careful  to  say  in  his 
opinion  that  the  national  committee  should  not  have  "de- 
tailed knowledge"  of  subscriptions  to  local  committees? 
There  is  a  very  definite  reason  for  that  statement  in  his 
opinion.  It  comes  from  the  language  of  the  act  itself.  I 
want  to  read  it  to  Senators,  and  see  whether  Mr.  Fletcher's 
statement  today  that  his  committee  obeys  the  spirit  and 
letter  of  the  law  is  a  correct  statement:  for  this  is  what 
the  act  says.  I  read  from  section  21,  the  section  relating  to 
the  $3,000,000  limitation  upon  both  contributions  and 
expenditures: 

For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  any  contributions  received  and 
any  expenditures  made  on  behalf  of  any  political   committee — 

Tliat  is,  every  political  committee.  It  includes  every  local, 
State,  and  other  committee  named  by  Mr.  Fletcher  in  his 
opinion  yesterday.  Every  contribution  or  expenditure  made 
by  those  committees — 

made  on  behalf  of  any  political  committee  with  the  knowledge  and 
consent  of  the  chairman  or  treasurer  of  such  committee  shaU  be 
deemed  to  be  received  or  made  by  such  committee — 

The  national  committee  itself.  The  law  says  that  if  the 
national  committee  has  knowledge  of  or  consents  to  the  re- 
ceipt of  contributions  or  the  making  of  expenditures  by  the 
local  committees,  then  those,  ipso  facto,  become  expendi- 
tures and  contributions  by  the  national  committee  and  are 
within  the  $3,000,000  limitation;  and  that  is  the  reason  why 
Mr.  Fletcher  points  out  so  carefully  that  the  national  com- 
mittee must  not  have  detailed  knowledge. 

Is  that  honesty?  Is  that  integrity?  Is  that  adhering  to 
the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  the  law,  when  he  sends  out  word 
over  the  Nation,  "Go  ahead  and  collect  contributions.  Go 
ahead  and  make  expenditures.  We  give  you  our  consent  to 
do  that;  but  do  not  do  it  with  our  knowledge,  or  they  become 
our  contributions  and  our  expenditures." 

No  wonder  Mr.  Fletcher  advises  that  the  national  commit- 
tee should  not  have  "detailed  knowledge  of  such  contribu- 
tions or  expenditures";  and  such  advice  and  such  interpre- 
tation Mr.  Fletcher  today  says  is  leaning  over  backward  to 
obey  both  the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  the  law.  Quite  true,  I 
think;  the  general  counsel  of  the  Republican  Party  did  lean 
over,  and  leaned  over  so  far  that  he  fell  with  a  crash,  the 
sound  of  which  I  hope  will  resoimd  throughout  the  Nation, 
and  that  never  again  will  any  party  or  public  official  advise 
how  to  evade  and  avoid  the  plain  mandates  of  the  law. 

In  the  entire  opinion,  which  I  read  yesterday,  there  was  not 
a  single  line  or  word  to  indicate  any  conception  of  or  respect 
for  the  principle  that  was  sought  to  be  written  into  the  law. 
On  the  contrary,  the  whole  opinion  destroys  every  purpose  of 
the  act  insofar  as  the  limitations  are  concerned. 


Thl5  open  and  flagrant  disregard  for  law  strikes  at  some- 
thing far  more  serious  than  the  campaign  contributions 
themselves.  We  live  in  a  day  when  governments  are  tottering 
and  falling  all  over  the  world.  In  the  totalitarian  states  re- 
spect for  law  and  obedience  to  mandates  of  parllamentaiy 
bodies  is  unimportant,  for  in  such  states  the  word  of  the 
dictator  or  head  of  government  Is  the  law.  He  Is  not  con- 
cerned with  constructions  or  interpretations,  but  his  word 
Is  final,  and  it  is  enforced  with  bayonets,  concentration 
camps,  and  purges  if  necessary.  In  a  democracy  It  Is  not  so. 
Demccracies  rest  upon  respect  for  and  obedience  to  the  laws 
of  the  land.    When  that  is  gone  democracy  itself  is  gone. 

We  have  had  too  much  disre-spect  for  law  in  America.  We 
have  had  too  much  disrespect  for  our  parliamentary  bodies 
and  the  things  they  seek  to  do.  There  has  been  too  much 
evasion  of  laws  of  every  kind.  The  antitrust  laws  have  been 
notoriously  and  openly  violated  for  years  and  years  in  this 
country;  and  the  very  character  of  legal  mind  which  devised 
the  way  to  avoid  the  limitation  on  political  campaign  con- 
tributions likewise  devised  the  ways  to  avoid  the  antitrust  and 
other  laws. 

But  it  is  not  of  these  things  that  I  want  to  talk  today.  I 
rose  for  a  very  definite  purpose — to  present  to  Mr.  Fletcher 
and  his  committee  a  definite  challenge.  Today  he  says  the 
Republican  Party  leans  over  backward  and  does  not  seek  to 
avoid  either  the  spirit  or  letter  of  the  law;  that  it  wants  to 
adhere  to  it.  I  shall  take  him  at  his  word,  as  I  take  Mr. 
Wilikie  at  his  word  in  his  published  statement  of  yesterday. 
I  shall  impute  no  evil  motives  to  either  one.  My  challenge 
Is  that  no  contributions  for  the  national  campaign  be  accepted 
by  any  local  or  State  committee. 

Let  all  contributions  be  made  to,  and  all  expenditures  be 
made  by,  the  national  committee.  That  is  the  letter,  that 
is  the  spirit  of  the  law.  and  then  they  would  come  clearly 
within  the  $3,000,000  limitation.  That  was  what  Congress 
sought  to  do. 

What  I  have  said  alraut  the  Republican  Party  I  also  say 
about  the  Democratic  Party.  The  same  challenge  I  give  to 
the  Republicans  I  likewise  give  to  the  Democrats.  The  same 
plan  I  submit  for  the  Republicans  I  demand  of  my  own  party. 
Liet  there  be  no  evasion;  $3,000,000  is  ample  for  either  psjrty 
to  spend.  For  once  in  the  history  of  this  country,  in  the 
troubled  times  in  which  we  live,  let  both  major  political  parties 
render  straightforward,  honest,  patriotic  service.  Let  the 
law  be  obeyed. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  not  my  purpose  to  stop  with  suggesting 
a  plan  as  to  how  the  law  may  be  obeyed.  It  Is  my  purpose 
to  go  further  than  that. 

The  provisions  of  the  law  which  has  Just  been  enacted,  and 
which  relate  to  the  making  of  political  contributions,  are  not 
my  handiwork.  I  did  not  draft  them,  but  I  am  heartily  in 
accord  with  everything  sought  to  be  done  by  those  sections 
of  the  act.  As  I  pointed  out  on  yesterday,  however,  the  provi- 
sion relating  to  the  $5,000  contribution  Is  not  In  the  form  In 
which  it  was  drawn  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama  I  Mr.  Bank- 
head  1.  An  exemption  was  added  to  that  section  which,  since 
reading  Mr.  Fletcher's  opinion,  seems  to  go  much  further  than 
I  thought  It  did.  Mr.  Fletcher  may  be  wrong  m  his  interpre- 
tation, but  the  matter  ought  to  be  clarified.  The  apparent 
loophole  pointed  out  by  Mr.  Fletcher  as  to  avoiding  the 
$3,000,000  limitation  should  be  plugged  by  law,  and  that  should 
be  done  immediately. 

The  convention-book  prohibition  which  Mr.  Fletcher  refers 
to  in  his  article  appearing  in  today's  newspaper  should  like- 
wise be  made  stronger  in  the  law.  Perhaps  he  did  not  know 
there  is  a  section  in  the  act  which  strikes  at  that  evil  and  seeks 
to  prevent  it.  That  section  was  not  written  by  me,  but  was 
written  In  the  House  of  Representatives.  I  was  glad  to  move 
to  concur  In  the  House  amendment.  While  it  prohibits  buy- 
ing such  books,  along  with  other  things,  no  penalties  are 
inflicted  against  the  seller.    That  should  be  corrected. 

On  yesterday  afternoon  I  had  a  conference  with  Attorney 
General  Jackson  about  these  matters.  We  both  agreed  that 
uncertamties  in  the  act  should  t>e  cleared  up  as  quickly  as 
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pottible.  I  have  on  my  desk  at  this  time  a  letter  from  the 
Attorney  General  pointing  out  some  of  the  tmcertalntles  and 
suggesting  proper  amendments.  Those  amendments  are  now 
being  drawn.  Just  as  soon  as  the  bill  Is  prepared  I  shall  intro- 
duce it  and  ask  that  It  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections,  and  I  shall  ask  the  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee to  call  a  meeting  immediately,  so  that  we  may  write 
into  the  law  stronger  provisions  than  now  exist  and  erect 
barriers  against  any  attempted  evfisions. 

I  shall  now  read  the  letter  of  the  Attorney  General.  He 
says: 

Mt  Dzak  Sxnator  Hatch:  I  call  your  attention  to  tbe  opinion  of 
Henry  P.  Fletcher,  counsel  for  the  Republican  National  Committee, 
publtBhed  in  the  press  of  Sxinday  last,  setting  forth  a  comprehensive 
plan  for  an  avoidance  of  the  UmltatlonB  placed  by  your  act  upon 
campaign  contributions  and  expenditures. 

Briefly,  bis  plan  Is  that,  by  first  subdividing  the  activities  of  the 
party  and  then  subdividing  contributions  to  correspond  with  the 
organisational  subdivisions,  practically  all  limitation  Is  avoided.  It 
is  his  new  that  separate  contributions  are  permitted  for  each  can- 
didate on  a  single  party  ticket,  and  sepairate  contributions  for  each 
local  committee,  and  separate  contributions  for  clubs  or  special 
committees  formed  separately  from  the  national  committee. 

I  win  say  to  Senators  who  are  interested,  there  follows  a 
very  Interesting  observation  the  Attorney  General  madces 
about  the  plan  set  up  by  Mr.  Fletcher  in  his  opinion  of  yes- 
terday.   The  Attorney  General  states: 

Therefore  he  contends  that  by  reorganizing  a  political  party,  bo 
that,  lllie  a  holding  company,  it  wUI  have  many  affiliates  and  sub- 
sidlarlet,  it  can  compel  the  courts  to  recognize  each  as  a  separate 
entity  even  if  under  a  common  control  and  working  for  a  common 
purpose. 

That  Is  a  very  fitting  and  apt  illustration  of  the  plan 
evolved  by  Mr,  Fletcher.    The  Attorney  General  continues: 

Unfortunately  there  are  no  court  opinions  available  to  guide 
Interpretation;  and  while  I  am  confident  that  the  Fletcher  opinion 
Is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  act,  we  cannot  overlook  the  possi- 
bility that  It  might  be  accepted  by  courts,  since  they  are  obliged  to 
construe  a  penal  statute  liberally  In  favor  of  the  acctised. 

I  do  not  need  to  point  out  to  you  that  if  the  Fletcher  plan  Is  to 
stand,  the  hope  of  checking  the  power  of  money  over  American 
elections  by  means  of  the  Hatch  Act  limitations  Is  gone. 

I  agree  thoroughly  with  that  statement  h^  the  Attorney 
General:  if  that  construction  is  followed  any  hope  of  avoiding 
tbe  evils  in  elections,  as  contemplated  by  the  act,  is  entirely 
gone. 

The  Attorney  General  continues: 

I  am  In  sympathy  with  every  effort  to  curb  the  use  of  money  In 
poltucs.  and  am  unwilling  to  approve  any  plan  which  defeats  the 
q>lrtt  of  the  act.  But  uncertainty  as  to  meaning  is  always  a  seri- 
ous obstacle  to  successful  enforcement. 

Since  Congress  is  still  in  session  there  is  time  to  take  up  these 
evasion  plans  announced  by  Mr.  Fletcher  and  to  outlaw  each  of 
them  in  explicit  language. 

Another  difflculty  exists  In  connection  with  the  provisions  for- 
bidding the  sale  of  campaign  books,  advertising  space,  etc.  While 
the  act  provides  penalties  for  those  who  buy  Ixwiis  or  advertising, 
we  find  no  penalty  for  those  who  sell  them.  It  is  the  sellers  who 
systematically  plan  such  devices  and  bring  pressure  on  buyers  to 
subecrlbe.  If  we  are  to  be  successful  in  going  before  Juries  to  punish 
"^  who  buy.  we  must  also  be  authorized  to  include  in  the  pro- 
—  those  who  sell. 


With  that  thought  I  am  in  hearty  agreement  and  in  hearty 
accord.    The  Attorney  General  continues: 

Those  In  the  Department  who  are  now  engaged  in  preparing  a 
drcxilar  of  instructions  to  United  States  Attorneys  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  this  act  Insofar  as  it  is  enforceable  by  us  will  be  glad  to 
give  you  or  any  conunittee  any  assistance  if  you  see  fit  to  meet  these 
situations  by  amendment. 

As  to  chat  I  have  already  seen  fit  to  act.  and  have  asked  the 
Attorney  General  to  work  on  the  amendments,  and  that  is  now 
being  done.    The  letter  concludes: 

MeanwhUe.  If  the  act  Is  to  stand  as  at  present,  the  Department  of 
Justice  wlU  of  course  make  every  effort  to  enforce  those  provisions 
that  fall  within  its  Jurisdiction. 
Sincerely  ycurs. 

RoBKRT  H.  Jackson, 

Attomry  General. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HATCH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  There  is  a  very  beautiful  principle  enunci- 
ated in  the  letter,  with  which  we  would  all  agree,  but  there  is. 


I  think,  a  practical  dififtculty  in  providing  by  law  for  the  pun- 
ishment of  those  who  sell  books  and  advertising  space  as  well 
as  those  who  buy.  I  think  that  as  a  practical  propoeltion.  if 
we  are  to  prosecute  those  who  sell,  it  would  happen  very  often 
that  we  would  be  dependent  iipon  the  evidence  of  those  who 
bought,  and.  on  the  contrary,  if  we  were  going  to  prosecute 
those  who  bought,  we  in  many  cases  would  be  confronted  with 
the  fact  that  we  could  not  obtain  a  conviction  unless  we  had 
the  evidence  of  those  who  sold. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  quite  agree  with  the  practical  suggestion 
of  the*  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  danger  is  that  in  tn^ing  to  be  Inclusive 
we  will  make  it  impossible  for  the  prosecution  to  obtain  the 
evidence  to  convict  any  one. 

Mr.  HATCH.  That  is  a  very  practical  suggestion  which 
will  have  to  be  considered,  of  course. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Will  the  Senator  let  me  add  one  further 
thought? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  am  very  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  is  well  known,  of  course,  especially  well 
known  by  lawyers,  that  a  man  cannot  be  compelled  to  testify 
if  his  evidence  would  tend  to  incriminate  him.  That  is  what 
I  was  thinking  of  when  I  offered  my  suggestion. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  understand  the  Senator's  point,  and  I 
think  it  is  a  very  practical  suggestion  which  must  be  con- 
sidered. 

Mr.  President,  whether  or  not  we  are  successful  In  adopt- 
ing the  amendments  I  have  suggested,  let  that  be  no  exciise 
for  violating  or  evading  the  law.  Let  the  law  be  obeyed 
exactly  as  Mr.  Pletcher;  today  sasrs  the  Republican  Party  de- 
sires to  obey  it.  Let  both  the  spirit  and  the  letter,  and  also 
the  purpose  of  the  law  as  it  was  Intended,  be  adhered  to  with 
the  devotion,  fidelity,  and  respect  which  all  laws  should 
receive. 

The  plan  I  have  submitted  Is  simple.  It  is  easy  to  follow. 
There  need  be  no  splitting  of  hairs  or  strained  construction 
or  circuitous  routes.  It  Is  a  straightforward  plan  of  obe- 
dience to  law.  It  is  a  definite  and  positive  challenge.  Will 
the  Republican  Party  accept  that  challenge?    I  wonder. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HATCH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  The  statement  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  with  re'erence  to  the  interpretation  placed  upon  the 
Hatch  law  by  the  counsel  of  the  Republican  Party,  and  his 
fear  that  certainly  the  spirit  of  the  law  Is  to  be  evaded  by 
the  Republican  Party  receiving  enormous  contributions  and 
having  such  contributions  given  to  State,  coimty,  or  local 
committees,  is  more  than  a  mere  suspicion.  I  wish  to  have 
read  by  the  clerk  a  letter  I  have  today  written  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  Senate  committee  charged  with  the  Investigation 
of  campaign  contributions,  because  I  believe  It  will  show  the 
wisdom  of  what  has  just  been  said  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico.    I  ask  that  the  letter  be  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  pwo  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
clerk  will  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Untth)  States  Sew  ate. 

COMMTrrCB  OK  Appiopriations, 

August    5,    1940. 
Hon.  Gtrr  M.  GnxriTB. 

Chairman  of  Committee  to  Investigate  Campaign  Expenditures, 
Wasfiinf^on,  D.  C. 
Deab  Senatob:  I  request  that  you  Investigate  what  appears  to 
be  an  effort  on  the  part  of  some  corporations  to  force  employees 
to  contribute  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Republican  Party. 

The  S.  8.  Kresge  Co.,  through  Its  vice  president  and  treasurer, 
Oarl  B  TutUe.  has  distributed  to  lU  employees  a  letter,  reading 
•s  foUows: 

.™_  -_         "Jm.T  5.  1940. 

Tellow  Emflotzzs:  I  hope  you  will  consider  this  neither  a 
totich"  nor  a  command,  but  a  privilege  you  may  still  enjoy  as  a 
free  American  citizen. 

"We  believe  every  man  who  has  had  steady  emplo3rment  during 
these  past  7'^  years,  and  who  has  seen  the  naUonal  debt  mount 
from  »22.500.000.000  to  »50.000.000.000,  admitted,  and  probably 
much  more,  will  want  to  take  definite  action,  both  in  a  financial 
and  active  manner,  to  help  In  the  election  this  fan  of  Wendell 
Wlllkle.  The  stage  is  set  for  a  complete  upset  of  the  dictatorial 
administration  of  Roosevelt,  and  unless  we  remove  him.  In  my 
opinion,  we   ahaU  need  a  receiver  rather  than   a  President. 
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"To  finance  a  national  campaign  of  this  magnitude  requires  a 
very  great  amount  of  money,  and  Mr.  Wlllkle  will  not  be  in  a 
position  to  demand  a  week's  salary  from  everyone  on  the  Gov- 
ernment pay  roU.  or  dole — so  ifs  up  to  folks  like  you  and  me  to 
foot  the  bill 

"There  is  also  a  big  job  to  be  done  in  getting  the  right  men  In 
Congress — for  without  a  sufficient  number  of  sound-thinking 
Representatives  and  Senators,  a  President  Is  severely  handicapped. 
Witness  the  Hoover  administration. 

"I  have  the  backing  of  our  officers  in  this  undertaking,  and  fully 
anticipate  their  cooperation.  You  know  corporate  contributions  are 
Illegal,  and  we  obey  the  laws.  As  a  starter  I  wUl  head  the  list  with 
$1,000  and  double  If  necessary. 

•What  Is  It  worth  to  you? 

I  "C.  B.  TUTTLE. 

"CBT:LS.  I 

"Make  all  checks  or  money  orders  payable  to  C.  B.  Tuttle,  trustee." 

One  employee  who  received  this  letter  states: 

•Enclosed  is  a  letter  sent  to  me  by  my  employer  (S.  8.  Kresge 
Co..  Detroit),  signed  by  C.  B.  Tuttle,  who  is  an  officer  of  the 
company 

•'I  do  not  approve  of  this  method  of  sandba^ing  voters  who  are  an 
employee  of  a  company.  There  should  be  a  means  of  stopping  this 
kind  of  thing. 

"This  company  does  not  appreciate  what  the  present  administra- 
tion has  done  for  them.  This  method  of  pushing  will  not  be 
accepted  by  a  few  in  this  company,  but  on  the  other  hand  it  Is  a 
deciding  factor  for  a  great  number.     Let  us  stop  this." 

Upon  inquiry  I  was  advised  that  the  letter  was  sent  to  all  em- 
ployees in  the  administration  building  In  Detroit,  or  more  than  600 
persons,  and  it  Is  assumed  has  been  or  will  be  distributed  to  the 
approximately  40.000  employees  In  the  more  than  700  stores  of  this 
corporation.  The  letters  were  not  sent  through  the  mail,  but  were 
distributed  by  company  messengers  in  envelopes  usually  used  to 
send  communications  to  store  managers.  The  name  of  the  em- 
ployee does  not  appear  on  the  letter,  but  does  appear  on  the  en- 
velope. I  have  one  of  the  envelopes  which  I  will  be  glad  to  show 
you.  I  would  ask  that  the  name  \ie  held  in  confidence,  because  I 
fear  the  employee  would  lose  his  Job  If  his  name  were  disclosed. 

When  the  vice  president  and  treasurer  asks.  "What  is  it  worth  to 
you?"  the  employees  know  that  it  Is  worth  their  Jobs  to  refuse  to 
contribute.  They  believe  their  chances  of  promotion  depend  upon 
the  amount  they  pay  Tuttle. 

Your  committee  is  directed  to  investigate  and  make  reconunenda- 
tions  as  to  legislation.  While  this  Is  the  only  corporation  as  to 
which  I  have  proof.  I  fear  others  are  resorting  to  similar  methods. 
1  therefore  suggest  that  you  Investigate  and  consider  recommending 
legislation  at  this  time.  If  the  contribution  forced  from  the  em- 
ployee reduces  his  wages  below  the  standard  of  the  wage  and  hour 
law.  does  it  constitute  violation  of  the  law? 

While  Mr.  Wlllkle  Is  piously  professing  that  he  wishes  to  restrict 
contributions,  his  corporation  friends  are  coercing  their  employees. 
Ordinarily  giving  publicity  to  action  of  this  kind  would  result  In 
the  public  forcing  an  abandonment  of  such  coercion,  but  this  cor- 
poration advertises  extensively  and  some  newspapers  may  not  pub- 
lish the  story. 

C  B.  Tuttle.  the  man  who  makes  this  demand  upon  employees  for 
contributions,  received  from  S  S.  Kresge  Co.  as  vice  president  and 
treasurer  in  1939  a  salary  of  $89,250.  The  employees  of  this  company 
receive  small  salaries.  They  should  by  law  be  given  some  protection 
against  such  efforts  to  take  from  them  part  of  the  little  compensa- 
tion they  receive.  We  have  by  law  prohibited  anyone  from  collect- 
ing campaign  contributions  from  relief  employees.  We  have  sought 
to  protect  other  Government  employees  by  prohibiting  solicitation 
of  employees  on  the  property  of  the  Government,  and  by  those 
holding  positions  of  authority.  We  should  not  permit  the  S.  S 
Kresge  Co..  or  any  other  corporation,  to  force  money  from  poorly  paid 
employees  to  help  elect  the  president  of  the  Commonwealth  South- 
ern Utilities  Corporation,  or  any  other  man.  President  of  the  United 
States.  In  the  words  of  the  wage  earner  who  received  the  letter, 
•"Let  us  stop  this." 

Respectfully  yours. 

James  F.  Btknes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  HATCH.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  note  that  that  letter  signed  by  Mr. 
Tuttle,  addressed  to  the  employees  of  the  S.  S.  Kresge  Co..  is 
signed  as  "Trustee."  Does  the  letter  indicate  that  he  is 
trustee  of  the  S.  S.  Kresge  Co.,  or  of  the  Republican  Party? 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  what  the 
word  "trustee"  means.  I  wanted  to  call  this  letter  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  committee  charged  with  the  Investi- 
gation of  campaign  expenditures,  and  I  wanted  to  do  it  now, 
while  we  are  still  in  session.  If  Members  of  the  Senate  will 
note  the  language  of  the  letter  of  the  vice  president  and 
treasurer  of  this  great  corjwration 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
at  this  point  to  comment  on  the  question  asked  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky?? 


Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  wished  to  Interrupt  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  simply  to  make  a  remark  on  the  meaning  of 
the  word  "trustee."  I  think  the  explanation  Is  that  if  the 
employees  trust  Mr.  Tuttle  to  receive  and  hold  this  money 
which  they  are  asked  to  contribute  to  Willkl«j's  campaign 
fund  they  can  also  trust  Mr.  Tuttle  to  keep  them  In  their  Jobs. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Yes.  I  wish  to  bring  to  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate,  first,  a  few  of  the  statements  contained  in 
this  letter.    In  the  closing  paragraph  this  official  says: 

You  know  corporate  contributions  are  Illegal,  and  we  obey  the 
laws. 

The  word  "corporate"  Is  underscored  in  the  letter.  That 
means  simply  this:  By  law  we  prohibit  the  corporation  from 
going  down  into  the  treasury  and  taking  the  money,  the 
profits  of  the  company,  and  contributing  It.  When  we  do 
that,  who  are  we  saving?  We  are  saving  the  stockholder, 
the  man  who  has  money  to  invest.  But  this  official  says: 
"We  will  obey  the  law."  He  did  not  Intend  to  do  It.  but  he 
points  out.  "We  are  prohibited  from  making  corporate  con- 
tributions," and  then  proceeds  to  call  on  poorly  paid  men  and 
women  throughout  the  Nation  to  take  from  their  little  wages 
and  contribute  to  the  election  of  a  President. 

There  are  40.000  employees  in  this  company.  Mr.  Tuttle 
says.  "I  shall  start  with  $1,000.  and  I  will  double  that  amount 
if  necessary."  "What  is  it  worth  to  you?"  he  asks  the  little 
girl  behind  the  counter  in  any  one  of  the  company's  stores 
throughout  the  Nation.  She  knows  what  that  means.  She 
knows  that  if  she  does  not  contribute  it  is  worth  her  job.  If 
on  the  average  they  get  $20  from  each  of  the  40.000  employees, 
there  would  be  contributed  $800,000  from  one  corporation 
alone.  And  yet  the  high  priest  of  the  party  says,  piously,  "We 
must  not  raise  more  than  two  and  one-half  million  dollars." 

Should  one  corporation  be  permitted  to  collect  one-third 
of  that  amount?  Oh,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  cor- 
rect. No  matter  what  party  it  is.  it  Is  all  right  for  it  to  win 
an  election,  but  it  is  not  right  for  it  to  buy  an  election.  If 
this  early  in  the  campaign,  in  August,  one  corporation  can 
demand  of  its  employees,  "What  is  it  worth  to  yOu?  Come 
across,"  every  employee  knows  that  if  he  does  not  come  across 
he  is  likely  to  lose  his  job.  If  he  does  come  across,  his  chances 
of  promotion  are  dependent  upon  the  amount  of  his  contribu- 
tion. If  we  cannot  prevent  corporate  contributions,  we  can 
give  serious  consideration  at  this  time  to  some  plan  to  pre- 
vent a  corporation  from  levying  in  this  way  upon  its  employees. 

How  will  that  contribution  be  listed?  Will  the  Individual 
names  of  the  employees  be  listed?  To  whom  will  this  one- 
half  million  dollars  or  more  in  contributions  taken  from  the 
poorly  paid  employees  of  this  great  department -store  chain 
be  contributed?  To  the  national  committee?  To  the  State 
committee?  Can  they  imder  the  interpretation  of  the  coun- 
sel of  the  party  distribute  It  around?  If  other  corporations 
follow  that  practice,  we  will  have  an  election  the  like  of 
which  has  never  before  been  seen  in  this  coimtry.  when  men 
at  the  head  of  great  corporations,  using  their  power,  will 
seek  to  accumulate  a  fund,  to  be  used.  I  am  fearful,  not  for 
proper  purposes. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HATCH.  Yes ;  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  that  I,  as  a  Republican,  share  his  feel- 
ings as  to  the  enormity  of  pressure  being  put  upon  employees 
of  any  sort  In  any  attempt  to  secure  campaign  contributions 
for  any  candidate  of  any  party.  It  is  reprehensible,  and 
every  right-thinking  American  will  denounce  It.  But  I  also 
recall  to  him — and  it  may  be  that  In  his  earher  days  he  was 
perhaps  more  familiar  with  It  than  he  is  in  his  later  days — a 
pa.s.sage  from  Holy  Writ  admonishing,  "He  that  is  without  sin 
among  you.  let  him  first  cast  a  stone." 

Mr.  President,  my  mind  goes  back  to  a  time  only  2  or  3 
years  ago  when  on  the  fioor  of  this  Chamber  and  throughout 
the  country  there  were  revelations  of  what  occurred  in  the 
1936  and  1938  campaigns  in  many  States,  Including  my  own 
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state  of  New  Hampshire,  of  pressure  being  put.  not  upon 
employees  of  a  corporation  like  the  Kresge  Co.,  but  upon  the 
poor,  humble  W.  P.  A.  workers,  to  "Come  across  and  aid  this 
New  Deal  campaign  or  lose  your  job." 

Let  us  be  minded  wholly  of  the  principle  and  not  its  appli- 
cation to  any  individual  party.  , 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  wish  to  answer  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  on  that  point.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
Introduced  a  bill  prohibiting  the  evil  which  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  is  talking  about.  The  Congress  passed  that 
bill,  and  the  very  evil  the  Senator  today  denounces  is  a  vio- 
lation of  law. 

Will  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  introduce  a  bill 
^  today  striking  at  the  evil  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
has  Just  pointed  out?    Will  he  support  such  a  measure? 

Mr.  TOBEY.  You  bet  your  life  I  will.  I  should  lilce  nothing 
better.  I  hate  this  evil  just  as  much  as  does  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico. 

But  I  come  back  to  my  original  thesis,  that  the  Democratic 
Party  is  just  as  guilty  as  the  Republican  Party  in  connection 
With  the  damnable,  corrupt  situation  that  existed  2  and  4 
years  ago,  when  demands  for  contributions  were  made  on 
the  poor  humble  W.  P.  A.  workers.  It  stands  of  record,  sir, 
that  that  was  done  despite  the  law. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  jrield? 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  As  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  first 
directed  his  question  to  me.  I  wish  to  make  a  statement 
because  I  share  the  views  he  expressed  alx)ut  the  W.  P.  A. 
woikers.  I  was  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Unemploy- 
ment, of  which  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  was  a  member. 
I  recommended  in  the  report  I  submitted  to  the  Senate  that 
the  Congress  enact  a  law  prohibiting  not  only  the  soliciting 
of  contributions  from  W.  P.  A.  workers  but  prohibiting  any 
man  in  authority  from  attempting  to  use  influence  of  any 
kind  upon  them.  That  wa.s  even  before  the  passage  of  the 
Hatch  law.  In  the  Appropriations  Committee  18  months  ago. 
the  paragraph  of  our  report  which  was  drafted  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico  and  myself  was  incorporated  in  the 
relief  law.  It  represented  my  views  then;  it  represents  them 
now.  In  this  letter  I  call  attention  to  what  we  did.  Having 
prevented  or  done  all  that  we  could  to  prevent  such  an  at)use, 
we  should  not  now  permit  a  corporation  to  use  its  power  to 
take  money  from  poorly  paid  employees  and  turn  it  in  to  a 
campaign  tund  to  elect  a  President,  whether  or  not  the  indi- 
vidual employee  is  in  favor  of  the  particular  party.  Such 
action  is  coercion,  to  as  great  an  extent  as  anjrthing  ever  com- 
plained of  against  a  W.  P.  A.  worker.  We  corrected  the 
W.  P.  A.  situation.  I  want  the  Congress  to  do  what  it  now 
can  do  to  stop  the  head  of  this  corporation  and  every  other 
like-minded  man  charged  with  the  management  of  a  corpora- 
tion from  abusing  his  power  to  bleed  poor  people  in  order  to 
provide  campaign  funds. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  one  further  observation,  and 
then  I  wish  to  surrender  the  floor,  because  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  (Mr.  Gillette  1  desires  to  speak. 

I  am  very  happy  to  have  provoked  this  discussion  today.  I 
am  very  happy  to  have  heard  the  observations  about  the  use 
of  money  in  campaigns.  I  hope  that  both  the  Republican 
Party  and  the  DemcKratic  Party  will  respond  to  the  challenge 
I  Issued  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  will  make  all  contri- 
butions for  the  national  campaign  to.  and  all  expenditures  by, 
the  national  committee,  staying  clearly  within  the  $3,000,000 
limitation.  Then  theie  will  be  no  evasion.  There  will  be  no 
need  for  assessments  against  workers  in  the  5-and-lO-cent 
stores  of  the  country,  and  the  election  will  go  exactly  as  it 
would  go  if  more  money  were  raised. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
Question? 

Mr.  HATCH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  quoting  from  the  Attorney  Gene.-al  a  few 
moments  ago  some  reference  was  made  to  a  holding  company. 

Mr.  HATCH.     Yes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  There  was  so  much  confusion  on  the  other 
of  the  Chamber  that  I  did  not  quite  understand  the  sig- 


nificance of  the  statement.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Sen- 
ator repeat  it. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  Attorney  General  drew  a  comparison. 
He  was  referring  to  the  plan  outlined  in  the  statement  which 
Mr.  PI 'tcher  issued  on  Sunday,  in  which  Mr.  Fletcher  advised 
the  creation  of  a  small  local  committee  in  each  community 
in  the  United  States,  with  the  national  committee  at  the  top. 
The  Attorney  General  said  that  such  a  plan  would  be  very 
similar  to  the  holding  company  evil,  with  the  big  company 
at  the  top  and  all  the  afiOliates  and  subsidiaries  beneath.  I 
thought  thr"  illustration  was  very  apt. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  view  of  that  observation,  I  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  MintonI  to  what  he 
said  yesterday.  In  the  light  of  the  last  explanation  made 
about  subsidiaries  and  holding  companies,  all  finally  finding 
♦their  way  to  the  top.  which  consists  of  one  huge  company,  I 
am  not  so  certain  that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  will  not 
want  to  change  his  statement  made  on  yesterday  that  Mr. 
Willkle's  right  hand  does  not  know  what  his  left  hand  doeth. 

Mr.  GILLETTE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Surely. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the  country  is  expecting  us  to 
look  after  the  business  of  preisaredness.  I  am  sorry  that  so 
much  talk  about  purity  in  one  party  and  corruption  in  an- 
other has  been  interjected.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  remarks 
from  the  Republican  side  were  very  appropriate.  I  refer 
to  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
TcBEYl.  Those  who  live  in  glass  houses  ought  not  to  throw 
stones. 

When  the  general  of  the  Democratic  Party,  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes]  gets  the  jitters  so  badly, 
as  is  apparent  here  today,  then  Mr.  Willkie's  statement  of 
3  or  4  weeks  ago.  that  the  Democrats  have  the  jitters,  is  being 
borne  out  by  what  has  been  said  here  today.  We  all  be- 
lieve in  purity  in  politics,  but  the  country  does  not  want  to 
make  the  Senate  a  show  house  as  to  who  is  the  purest. 
Neither  party  has  "clean  skirts." 

We  have  a  job  to  attend  to  here.  We  must  keep  our 
heads.  There  is  no  need  of  trying  to  divert  the  attention 
of  the  people  from  the  real  issues,  which  will  be  before 
the  people  in  this  campaign. 

I  feel  that  the  criticism  made  in  relation  to  one  feature 
of  Mr.  Fletcher's  statement  is  absolutely  imfair.  It  is  true  he 
said  that  the  practice  in  the  past  has  been  that  funds  have 
been  cleared  through  the  national  conunittees  of  the  Demo- 
cratic and  Republican  Parties  and  then  apportioned  back  to 
the  States.  Most  of  such  funds — 80  percent  in  my  own 
State — have  not  been  used  for  the  election  of  a  President 
or  Vice  President.  They  have  been  used  in  the  campaigns 
of  State  candidates.  Senators,  and  Representatives.  Hence 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  idea  of  trying  to  project  before  the 
people  at  this  time  something  which  will  take  their  minds 
off  the  real  issue,  which  is  preparedness,  is  not  only  Im- 
[wlitlc,  but  absolutely  unwise. 

I  should  like  to  read  an  article  which  was  handed  to  me. 
It  is  entitled.  "Hoover's  Mistakes." 

Mr.  GILLET*rE.  Mr.  President.  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
not  ask  me  to  yield  further  for  carrying  on  this  contro- 
versy. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Will  the  Senator  allow  me  to  have  the 
article  printed  at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks? 

Mr.   GILLETTE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  shall  not  read  it.  I  ask  that  It  be  printed 
in  the  Record  at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

HOOVni'S    MOTAKTS 

[From  Wallace  (Idaho)  Miner] 
An  Inspired  piece  from  one  of  the  New  Deal  propa^ndistA  says 
that  "Hoover  was  a  complete  fallxire."  So  he  waa.  He  failed  In 
a  lot  of  things.  He  failed  to  draw  out  his  salary  of  »75  000  a  year 
while  he  was  President,  ttimlng  It  all  back  Into  the  Treasury. 
He  failed  to  have  his  sons  organize  insurance-company  firms  to 
write  insurance  on  CJovernment  enterprl838.  He  built  a  Rapldan 
resort  for  Ashing  and  recreation  at  his  own  expense  and  gave  It 
to  the  Ooverament.     None  of  his  sons  went  racing  throtigh  the 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


9913 


dlToroe  courts  to  the  dislllustonment  of  the  public.  He  never 
bundled  up  a  lot  of  governmental  documents  to  sell  as  a  book  to 
the  faithful  at  a  huge  profit  to  himself,  and  he  never  sold  him- 
self Into  political  slavery  to  a  lat»r  organization  for  a  $500,000 
campaign  fund.  He  gathered  a  marveloxis  collection  of  war  stuff 
and  built  a  museum  for  it,  but  faUed  to  ask  Congress  to  (Miy  the 
bill— he  paid   It   himself. 

He  did  not  preach  and  promote  class  hatred  and  he  did  not  try 
to  pack  the  Supreme  Court.  He  did  not  plow  up  every  third  row 
of  cotton  and  he  did  not  promise  the  American  people  one  thing 
whUe  at  the  very  same  moment  doing  everything  to  accomplish 
the  directly  opposite  result. 

He  did  not  ask  Congress  to  assess  the  taxpayers  a  billion  dollars 
every  time  someone  shot  off  a  firecracker  In  Europe  and  he  did  not 
go  on  fishmg  trips  on  C^overnment  warships  accompanied  by  a 
fieet  of  destroyers.  Neither  did  he  kill  off  all  the  farmers"  little 
pigs  or  encourage  the  Importation  of  Argentine  beef.  In  fact 
there  were  a  lot  of  foolish  things  that  Hoover  didn't  do  that 
some  other  people  have  done.  There  are  a  lot  of  constructive 
things  he  could  have  done  If  he  had  not  had  the  opposition  of  a 
Democratic  Congress  but  anyway  be  did  not  leave  the  American 
people  »45.000  000.000  In  debt. 

Mrs.  Hoover  never  made  speeches  or  raced  hither  and  yon  on 
unimportant  matters.  She  never  wrote  slUy  drivel  on  her  every- 
day life  and  sold  It  to  the  newspapers  and  she  never  sold  soap  over 
the  radio.  Her  only  public  appearance  was  as  an  honorary  mem- 
ber  of  the  Olrl  Scouts  of  America.  She  never  invited  Communist 
youth  to  the  White  House  as  her  guests.  The  Hoover  family  seems 
to  have  made  a  faUure  of  about  everything  that  goes  nowadays. 

Mr.  DAVIS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Does  the  Senator  wish  me  to  yield  to 
him  to  discuss  the  matter  which  has  been  discussed?  For 
what  purpose  does  the  Senator  ask  me  to  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Yesterday  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  my  col- 
league (Mr.  QxjTTtrr]  made  a  statement  which  I  should  like 
to  correct,  If  I  may.  However,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  wait 
until  the  Senator  shall  have  concluded  his  remarks. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  do  so.  if  he  will 
be  so  kind. 

Mr.  President,  I  sought  recognition  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing the  pending  business  before  the  Senate.  A  short  time 
ago  the  able  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Byrnes! 
very  courteously  and  considerately  called  my  attention  to  a 
letter  which  he  had  addressed  to  me  as  chairman  of  the  spe- 
cial Committee  to  Investigate  Campaign  Expenditures,  and 
asked  my  permission  to  have  it  read  at  this  time.  I  was  very 
glad  to  accede  to  that  request.  I  have  not  yet  received  the 
letter  In  the  course  of  ma'l  delivery;  and  when  I  do,  of  course, 
I  shall  bring  It  to  the  attention  of  the  committee.  I  do  not 
care  to  comment  on  it  at  this  time.  Neither  do  I  think  it  Is 
proper  for  me  as  chairman  of  the  committee  to  comment  on 
any  matter  laid  before  the  committee  until  such  time  as  the 
committee,  in  its  quasi  judicial  or  real  judicial  capacity,  has 
considered  the  complaints  laid  before  it.  We  appreciate  hav- 
ing the  matter  called  to  our  attention.  Speaking  for  the  com- 
mittee, I  will  say  that,  being  a  bipartisan  committee,  we 
have  not  acted  on  any  matter  laid  before  us  except  by  the 
imanimcus  action  of  the  committee.  There  has  never  been 
any  question  of  the  united  anxiety  of  the  committee  to  do 
everything  possible  within  the  purview  of  the  authority  con- 
ferred upon  it  to  Investigate  things  which  subvert  and  destroy 
the  sanctity  of  the  American  electorate. 

We  have  been  talking  in  the  Congress  about  preserving 
democracy.  The  surest  way  to  destroy  democracy  is  to  de- 
stroy the  agency  or  tool  through  which  the  people  can 
express  themselves  fairly  and  honestly,  along  the  lines  sug- 
gested by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  Speaking  for  the 
committee,  within  the  limits  of  the  authority  conferred  upon 
us  we  will  consider  any  matter  which  is  laid  before  us  for 
which  there  is  a  sulistantial  bAsis,  and  will  do  one  of  the 
three  things  with  which  we  are  charged:  Report  to  the  Sen- 
ate remedial  legislation  suggested:  turn  over  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  evidence  of  violations  of  statutes  on  the  stat- 
ute books;  or  pubLsh,  in  the  general  welfare,  information 
which  the  electorate  ought  to  possess. 

At  this  time  I  wish  to  thank  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  for  bringing  the  matter  to  our  attention.  I  am 
glad  it  was  presented  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  I  pledge 
the  heartiest  and  most  eames|  consideration  of  every  mem- 
ber of  my  committee. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  OII1.ETTE.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  As  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Iowa, 
he  said  in  his  remarks  that  he  had  not  yet  received  from 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  the  letter  which  was  read 
at  the  desk. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  have  not.  As  I  stated,  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  very  courteously  and  considerately  came  to 
me  and  asked  my  permission  to  have  the  letter  read  prior  to 
its  receipt,  saying  that  he  had  dispatched  it  to  me. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Had  the  Senator  from  Iowa  seen  the 
letter? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  have  not  seen  it  at  any  time.  I  heard 
it  read. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  sent  to  the  desk  for  the  letter,  and  I 
discover  that  the  letter,  which  is  dated  August  5,  on  a  copy 
of  the  letterhead  of  the  United  States  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  has  already  been  mimeographed.  Let  me 
suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa  that  in  the  course  of  his 
inquiry  into  a  letter  purporting  to  have  been  written  by  some- 
one named  Tuttlc,  he  should  also  find  out  why  a  letter  which 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  has  not  yet  received,  although  it  is 
directed  to  him,  has  already  been  mimeographed  for  multiple 
distribution.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa  that  it 
nowhere  appears  that  the  letter  purporting  to  have  been 
written  by  Mr.  Tuttle  was  written  at  the  instance  of  or  in 
behalf  of  the  Republican  Party  in  any  way.  For  all  that 
appears,  Mr.  Tuttle  is  somebody  who  has  been  a  lifelong 
Democrat,  and  who  has  decided  this  year  to  take  a  walk, 
as  many  other  famous  Democrats  are  doing. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Let  me  answer  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut before  I  yield  further. 

Let  me  say  to  the  distinguished  occupant  of  the  chair  and 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  that  until  the  letter  has  been 
mailed  and  delivered  to  me,  it  is  the  property  of  the  sender, 
as  the  Senator  well  knows;  and  if  he  wishes  to  mimeograph 
It,  make  a  poster  out  of  it.  or  do  anything  whatever  with  it, 
it  is  his  property,  and  I  have  nothing  to  say  al)out  it. 

Mr.  BYRNES.    Mr.  President,  wUI  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     I  srield. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Certainly  there  Is  nothing  mysterious  about 
this.  The  letter  was  written  and  mimeographed  yesterday 
afternoon  and  mailed  to  the  Senator.  This  morning,  when 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  rose  and  discussed  the  subject. 
I  walked  around  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  having  a  copy  of 
the  letter  in  my  hand,  and  told  him  I  desired  to  refer  to  It. 
although  he  had  not  yet  received  it.  and  I  asked  permission 
to  do  so.  What  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  objects  to  is 
the  distribution  of  that  letter.  I  do  not  blame  him. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  should  prefer  not  to  yield  any  further 
for  a  lengthening  of  this  controversy.  There  will  be  plenty 
Of  time  to  discuss  this  matter,  I  am  sure,  to  the  heart's  con- 
tent of  those  who  are  in  the  Chamber  and  those  who  are  not 
In  the  Chamt>er. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa  I 
simply  desire  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  if  I  may. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     Very  well;  I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Iowa. 

Let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  If  It  Is  his 
practice  to  cause  letters  addressed  to  other  Senators  to  be 
mimeographed  before  they  are  delivered  to  the  addressee? 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  suggested 
that  Mr.  Tuttle  may  be  a  Democrat  who  has  taken  a  walk. 
I  do  not  know  anything  about  Mr.  Tuttle;  perhaps  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  does;  but  If  not  a  Democrat,  he 
ought  to  be.    He  makes  a  salary  of  $89,000  a  year  with  the 
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Kresge  Co..  of  which  he  Is  vice  president.  The  Kresge  Co, 
in  1933  owed  the  banks  $24,000,000.  Now  they  do  not  owe 
the  banks  a  cent.  They  are  among  the  best  money  makers 
we  have  had  in  this  country  during  the  last  7  or  8  years. 
So  if  Mr.  Tuttle  is  not  a  Democrat,  he  ought  to  be  one. 

Blr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  refuse  to  yield  any  fur- 
ther on  the  matter  which  has  been  under  discussion.  I  wish 
to  speak  as  briefly  as  possible  on  the  pending  joint  resolution 
which  is  before  the  Senate  and  on  the  trainir.?  of  the  National 
Guard  under  the  so-called  National  Guard  training  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Iowa 
declines  to  yield  further. 

ACTIVE     SKRVICI     OF     NATIONAL     GUARD.     RESERVE     AND     RETIRED 

PERSONNEL 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion tS.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and 
to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of 
reserve  components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular 
Army  into  acuve  military  service. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  had  hoped,  Mr.  President,  that  I  could 
support  this  measure.  I  have  had  a  number  of  years  as  a 
trainee  in  the  guard  and  a  number  of  years  as  a  trainer  of 
the  guard.  I  have  had  a  somewhat  interesting,  though  a  very 
minor  part,  in  securing  for  the  guard  Federal  recognition  and 
assistance  in  its  training.  I  wish  to  speak  on  this  measure 
from  the  standpoint  of  a  member  of  the  guard. 

I  had  assumed,  from  the  public  discussion  and  from  news- 
paper articles,  that,  in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  there 
was  in  preparation  a  measxure  looking  to  the  proper  training 
of  the  guard  along  lines  not  possible  under  present  condi- 
tions, by  which  they  could  be  perfected  in  the  use  of  imple- 
ments of  war  of  modern  development  and  design.  I  have  been 
willing  to  go  as  far  as  anyone,  and  still  am,  In  the  support 
of  any  measure  that  is  designed  for  the  defense  of  the  United 
States.  I  was  ready  to  go  along  with  any  measure  properly 
drawn  for  the  training  of  the  guard  over  and  above  that 
Which  is  permitted  by  the  present  statute.  But.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. I  desire  to  call  particular  attention  to  the  measure 
which  is  t>cfore  the  Senate.  There  is  not  one  word  in  it,  from 
start  to  finish,  from  top  to  bottom,  from  the  first  word  to  the 
last  word,  from  Genesis  to  Revelation,  that  deals  with  the 
training  of  the  guard.  Let  me  read  the  title  of  the  Joint 
resolution.    It  is  as  follows: 

To  strengthen  the  common  defense  and  to  authorize  the  Presi- 
dent to  order  members  and  unlta  of  reserve  components  and  retired 
personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  Into  active  mUltary  service. 

I  now  read  from  the  joint  resolution  Itself: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  during  the  period  ending  Jime  30,  1942 — 

A  little  less  than  2  years — 

the  President  be.  and  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  order  Into  the 
active  military  servxe  of  the  United  States  for  a  period  of  12  con- 
secutive months,  any  or  all  members  and  units  of  any  or  all  reserve 
-component*  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  and  retired  personnel 
of  the  Regular  Army,  with  or  without  their  consent,  to  such  extent 
and  in  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  necessary  for  the  strengthening 
of  the  national  defense. 

Then  the  joint  resolution  limits  their  service  to  the  Western 
Hemisphere  and  the  Philippine  Islands.  That  is  the  joint 
resolution.  It  is  not  a  measure  to  enlarge  facilities  for  train- 
ing the  guard;  it  is  not  a  measure  to  make  available  to  them 
as  trainees  implements  whereby  they  can  perfect  themselves 
In  the  development  of  military  methods  and  military  tactics, 
but  it  is  a  measure  designed  for  the  purpose  of  inducting  them 
Into  active  service  anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  or 
the  PhUipplne  Islands.  That  is  the  measiu-e  which  is  before 
US.     Why  is  it  necessary? 

I  had  a  colloquy  yesterday  with  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Vermont  (Mr.  Austin).  Not  due  to  his  lack  in  any  way 
but  to  my  own  obtuseness,  or  the  confusion  in  the  Chamber. 
I  was  unable  to  get  an  answer  from  him  to  the  direct  question 
I  then  asked.  I  desire,  Mr.  President,  to  start  with  the  situ- 
ation as  it  exists  in  the  United  States  of  America  so  far  as 
calling  our  citizens  into  active  service  is  concerned. 

Tlie  militia  of  the  United  States  are  citizens  between  cer- 
tain ages  capable  of  performing  military  service.    That  is  the 


militia  of  the  United  States.  It  consists  of  all  citizens  of  that 
type,  and  is  divided  into  the  unorganized  militia,  the  organ- 
ized militia,  and  certain  naval  units. 

The  National  Guard  of  the  States  and  Territories  are  or- 
ganizations composed  of  these  militiamen,  members  of  the 
unorganized  militia,  who  voluntarily  have  enlisted  in  specific 
organizations  for  a  specific  purpose  with  a  specific  limitation. 
That  is  the  National  Guard  of  the  Nation. 

There  is  a  third  category,  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States.  That  organization  is  set  up  under  a  specific  act  of 
the  Congress  and  under  orders  and  policies  and  regulations 
laid  down  under  that  authority  which  makes  it  a  separate 
entity,  although  its  component  parts  or  the  men  enlisted  in  it 
may  belong  to  both  of  them. 

The  organized  militia  of  the  United  States,  the  National 
Guard,  can  be  called  into  the  Federal  service  in  only  three 
specific  situations,  namely,  to  execute  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  when  the  Executive  is  unable  to  administer  them  with 
the  forces  at  his  command,  to  suppress  insurrections,  and  to 
repel  Invasions.  So  there  are  three  specific  conditions  under 
which  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  authority  of  law. 
can  call  the  National  Guard  into  the  service  of  the  United 
States.  For  how  long?  He  has  to.  in  the  call,  specify  the 
time  for  which  he  calls  them  into  service.  It  cannot  be  for 
longer  than  their  enlistment  iJeriod. 

There  is  one  exception,  that  when  an  emergency  continues 
he  may,  on  his  own  motion,  extend  the  call  for  6  months. 
But  there  is  a  safeguard  for  the  enlisted  man  who  has  volun- 
tarily made  himself  a  part  of  that  organization,  for  he  cannot 
be  called  out  under  that  authority  excepting  when  the  con- 
tiittgencies  mentioned  exist,  when  the  President  has  specified 
in  his  call  the  purpose  for  which  they  are  called,  and  the 
definite  limit  of  time,  with  the  one  exception  noted. 

I  Wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact — 

That  the  Army  of  the  United  States  shall  consist  of  the  Regular 
Army,  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  the  National  Guard 
while  m  the  service  of  the  United  States — 

To  which  I  have  just  referred — 

the  Officers*  Reserve  Corps,  the  Organized  Reserves,  and  the  enlisted 
Reserve  Corps. 

The  organized  peace  establishment,  including  the  Regular  Army, 
the  National  Guard — 

To  which  I  have  just  referred — 

and  the  Organized  Reserves  shall  Include  all  of  those  divisions 
and  other  military  organizations  necessary  to  form  the  basla  for 
a  complete  and  Immediate  mobUizatlon  for  the  national  defense 
la  the  event  of  a  national  emergency  declared  by  Congress. 

The  law  provides  how  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  may  be  called  into  the  Federal  service. 

When  Congress  shall  have  declared  a  national  emergency  and 
shall  have  authorized  the  use  of  the  armed  land  forces  of  the 
United  States  for  any  purpose  reqrlrlng  the  use  of  troops  In  excess 
of  those  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  President  may.  luider  such  regu- 
lations •  •  •  order  Into  the  active  military  service  of  the 
United  States  to  serve  therein  for  the  period  of  the  war  or  emergency. 
unles.<t  sooner  relieved,  any  or  all  units  *  *  *  at  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States. 

Those  are  the  circumstances  under  which  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  can  be  ordered  into,  service.  When 
Congress  has  found  and  declared  that  an  emergency  exists, 
then  the  President  may  order  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  into  the  service.  For  what  time?  For  the 
period  of  the  emergency  or  the  duration  of  the  war.  That 
is  the  limitation;  that  is  the  situation  that  exists  today;  that 
is  the  grant  of  power  under  which  the  Federal  authorities 
can  order  into  active  service  the  organized  or  unorganized 
militia  of  the  United  States,  and  is  the  only  siti;atlon  imder 
which  they  can  do  it. 

But  what  does  the  pending  joint  resolution  attempt  to  do? 
It  attempts  to  destroy  that  and  permit  the  President,  without 
the  declaration  of  an  emergency,  without  any  limitation 
except  a  2-year  time  limitation,  to  take  the  members  of 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  and  order  them  to 
the  Philippines,  to  Rio  de  Janeiro,  to  Buenos  Aires,  to  Trini- 
dad, to  San  Salvador,  to  Jamaica,  order  them  anywhere  within 
the  Western  Hemisphere  or  the  Philippine  Islands,  for  that 
period. 
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How  about  the  enlistment  time,  when  there  is  a  specific 
limitation  in  the  present  law  which  says  the  members  of  the 
National  Guard  cannot  be  ordered  into  any  of  these  services 
for  a  longer  time  than  their  enlistment  period?  There  we 
are  definitely  clothing  the  President  with  authority  to  order 
them  into  the  service  for  12  months. 

I  want  to  speak  for  the  enlisted  man.  Every  Member  of 
this  l)ody  who  has  had  any  experience  with  the  National 
Guard,  either  as  an  enlisted  man  or  as  an  oflBcer — and  I  have 
bad  both — knows  the  sacrifice  that  is  made.  Everyone  knows 
what  these  citizen  soldiers  do  to  try  to  place  themselves  In  a 
condition  of  reasonable  training  so  that  they  may  be  of 
assistance  when  the  need  arises.  I  have  gone  into  the  homes 
of  these  boys  when  I  was  captain  of  a  National  Guard  com- 
pany and  urged  their  enlistment;  I  have  appealed  to  them 
as  a  patriotic  duty  to  enlist  and  get  this  training  so  that  they 
would  be  at  least  partially  prepared  and  in  the  event  that 
the  Regular  forces  were  not  sufficient  they  could  be  called 
into  the  service.  Every  one  of  those  boys  took  the  oath  under 
section  111.  which  provides  that  they  enlist  for  3  years.  They 
agreed  to  abide  by  the  riUes  which  require  training  48  days 
in  a  year.  They  agreed  to  the  requirement  which  provides 
that  they  shall  go  to  a  camp  or  to  a  training  assembly  for 
not  to  exceed  15  days  in  a  year,  and  they  agreed  that  during 
the  period  of  their  enlistment  they  may  be  called  into  the 
Federal  service  as  the  law  provides.  The  law  provides  that 
If  they  are  members  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States,  when  Congress  declares  an  emergency,  they  may  he 
called  Into  active  service  for  the  period  of  the  emergency. 

What  are  we  going  to  do  with  these  patriotic  young  men? 
Consider,  for  instance,  a  young  professional  man  employed  in 
a  factory,  with  a  family,  who  has  yielded  to  the  patriotic 
impulse  and  enlisted  as  a  member  of  his  local  National  Guard, 
ready  to  report  for  drill,  ready  to  take  the  training,  ready,  if 
need  be.  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States  under  which  he 
enlisted,  to  be  ordered  Into  the  Federal  service;  and  then  we 
in  this  body  destroy  the  sanctity  of  his  contract  of  enlistment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     Surely. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  enlisted  men  and  oflBcers 
of  the  National  Guard  may  resign  through  the  Governor  of 
the  State  and  his  adjutant  general;  and  the  War  Department 
Itself  advocates  that  all  men  having  domestic  responsibilities 
shall  resign  from  the  guard  before  this  measure  goes  into 
effect.  If  they  do  not  want  to  be  called  into  the  Federal  serv- 
ice, they  will  have  an  opportunity  to  get  out  of  the  National 
Guard  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  measure.  They  have 
all  been  put  on  notice,  because  this  joint  resolution  is  before 
the  country,  and  they  know  about  it. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    When  virere  they  put  on  notice? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    They  are  on  notice  right  now. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  They  are  on  notice  now.  when  this 
measure  is  pending  before  the  United  States  Senate;  but 
what  man  knew  it  when  he  signed  his  enlistment? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  They  may  resign  now  if  they 
want  to  do  so. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Was  the  Senator  from  Colorado  ever  In 
the  National  Guard  when  it  was  called  into  the  Federal 
service? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  have  been  at  the  head  of 
the  National  Guard  as  Its  chief  in  the  State  of  Colorado  and 
as  Governor  for  4  years.  I  do  not  claim  to  know  all  about  the 
National  Guard,  but  I  know  something  about  the  National 

Guard. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Was  the  Senator  a  member  of  the  Na- 
tional Guard  when  it  was  inducted  into  the  Federal  service? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     I  was  not. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Etoes  the  Senator  think  there  Is  any  man 
With  a  spark  of  manhood  inside  his  chest  and  in  his  veins 
who.  in  the  face  of  a  call  to  service  as  a  member  of  the  guard, 
would  hand  in  his  resignation? 

I  happened  to  be  a  member  of  the  guard  when  they  were 
called  into  service  in  the  Spanish-American  War.  I  hap- 
pened to  be  a  member  of  the  guard  when  they  were  called 


into  service  in  the  World  War.  There  was  not  one  so  con- 
temptible as  to  resign.  There  was  not  one  who  would  refuse 
the  call. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Of  course.  In  Ume  of  war 
there  Is  not  one  who  would  refuse;  but  this  is  not  time  of  war. 
■niey  know  that.  They  know  that  they  are  going  into  train- 
ing; and  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  War  Department  Js  urging 
any  man  with  domestic  responsibilities,  any  man  with  finan- 
cial responsibilities,  to  get  out  of  the  guard,  so  that  unat- 
tached boys  may  come  in  and  take  their  places.  The  officials 
Of  the  War  Department  do  not  want  such  men  in  the  service, 
and  they  are  frankly  telling  them  so:  and  the  men  now  have 
an  opportunity  to  resign  from  the  National  Guard  if  they 
want  to  resign.  Of  coiu-se.  if  there  were  a  war  that  would 
be  a  difiterent  matter,  and  what  the  Senator  states  would  be 
entirely  true. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     There  is  no  war  now? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    No;  there  is  not  any  war  now. 

Mr.  GILLETTK    Is  there  any  emergency  now? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  to  my  mind  there  is  not 
any  emergency  at  all. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    None  whatever? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Not  a  bit;  not  a  particle.  I 
do  not  think  any  emergency  is  facing  the  United  States. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Does  the  Senator  feel  that  if  this  pro- 
posed legislation  should  be  passed  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  any  meml>er  of  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  would  refuse  an  order  into  the  service  issued 
under  this  measure? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Of  course,  every  man  would 
have  to  decide  his  own  problem  for  himself.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  understand  the  Senator's  question;  but  I  do  not  see 
why  any  member  of  the  National  Guard  who  does  not  want  to 
take  a  year's  training  should  not  resign. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  see  every  reason.  Mr.  President.  When 
a  man  has  Identified  himself  with  the  organized  militia  in 
his  own  community  for  month  after  month  and  year  after 
year,  reported  for  drill  and  worn  the  uniform,  and  then  the 
time  comes  when  he  is  called  into  the  service  by  this  leg- 
islation or  any  other,  he  will  go,  and  we  are  penalizing  him. 
We  are  penalizing  the  man  who  yielded  to  his  patriotic  Im- 
pulse and  signed  an  enlistment  blank  in  which  he  agreed 
to  report  for  active  service  if  called  under  the  law  which 
existed  at  that  time  when  we  place  him  beside  his  neighbor 
who  refused  to  go  in.  and  we  say.  "We  want  you  to  go  into 
the  active  service  of  the  United  States.  The  Congress  has  Just 
passed  a  law  authorizing  the  President  to  call  you  into 
active  service  and  send  you  to  the  Philippine  Islands  for  12 
months,  or  to  Montivideo  for  12/ months,  because  we  need 
you  there."  I  do  not  know  what  for,  any  more  than  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  knows;  but  we  are  clothing  the 
President  of   the   United  States  with   that  power. 

Furthermore,  the  law  now  provides  that  if  the  organized 
militia  is  called  into  the  Federal  service,  the  President  shall, 
as  best  he  can,  allocate  and  distribute  the  need  for  the  men 
among  the  States  and  Territories  in  proportion  to  their 
population.  I  asked  the  Senator  from  Vermont  yesterday 
whether,  under  this  joint  resolution,  there  is  anything  to 
prevent  the  President  from  ordering  any  or  all  of  these 
units  into  service  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  or  the  Pliilip- 
plne  Islands. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chawblct  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Arizona? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  Senator  from  Iowa  is  a  very  able 
lawyer,  and  I  wish  some  light.  The  Senator  mentioned  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  He  will  observe  that  the  joint  reso- 
lution, on  page  2.  provides: 

That  the  members-  and  units  of  the  Reserve  components  of  the 
Army  of  the  United  States  ordered  into  active  Federal  service  under 
this  authority  ahall  not  be  employed  beyond  the  hmiU  of  the 
Western  Uemisphere. 
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I  Inquire  If  any  authority,  particularly  international  law. 
has  declared  what  territory  is  within  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere and  what  is  not.  I  happened  lately  to  be  in  the  com- 
pany of  some  well-informed  men,  and  I  have  always  made  it 
A  point  to  associate  w^ith  men  from  whom  I  may  learn 
something.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  I  desire  to  re- 
main in  the  Senate,  One  of  these  men  was  a  historian:  one 
was  a  geographer;  one  was  a  lawyer  of  some  international 
note.  They  were  discussing  the  Western  Hemisphere.  I 
said  nothing,  as  it  was  part  of  my  policy  at  that  time  not 
to  expose  my  ignorance:  but  not  one  of  them  could  say 
what  was  within  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  hope  the  Senator  was  not  unfair  to 
that  assembly  in  that  he  failed  to  contribute  his  own  opinion. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  asked  them,  seriatim.  "What  is  the 
Western  Hemisphere?"  They  disagreed  with  one  another. 
If  there  be  anyone  here  who  knows  what  is  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  I  shall  be  glad  to  be  advised. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Certainly. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  do  not  propose  to  try  to  give  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arizona  any  information,  because  he  already  has 
so  much  more  than  I  have;  but.  on  that  point.  I  heard  an 
argument  the  other  day  as  to  what  was  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. One  very  striking  and  cogent  statement  was  that 
the  Western  Hemisphere  is  180  degrees  of  the  earth's  sur- 
face— there  being,  of  course.  360  degrees  in  all — and  that  the 
Western  Hemisphere  comprises  all  the  territory  beginning  at 
a  point  slightly  west  of  Greenwich  and  coming  out  over  on  the 
other  side  of  the  earth,  and  that  within  that  area  is  con- 
tained a  portion  of  Siberia,  a  portion  of  Russia,  because  it 
comes  out  near  the  United  States. 

I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  that  statement  is  correct; 
but  the  application  we  are  using  here  is  that  it  is  these  two 
continents  of  ours — North  and  South  America — and  the 
contiguous  islands. '  I  mean,  that  is  the  popular  conception 
of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President.  I  believe  the  able  Senator 
from  Texas,  who  is  not  only  a  member  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  but  a  member  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations  as  well,  has  stated  what  is  gen- 
erally believed  to  be  in  the  eye  and  the  mind  of  the  citizen  who 
refers  to  the  Western  Hemisphere,  to  wit.  that  the  Western 
Hemisphere  is  supposed  properly  to  embrace  the  two  conti- 
nents of  the  New  World  and  includes  such  islands  as  are  iix 
the  waters  of  the  New  World.  I  have  heard  it  argued  that 
Ireland  is  a  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere;  I  have  heard  it 
argued  that  the  Philippine  Islands  are  a  part  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere;  and.  while  I  do  not  seek  to  be  hypercritical, 
because  excellent  work  has  lieen  done  on  the  pending  measure, 
_I  believe  it  would  be  a  contribution  looking  toward  clarifying 
international  law — certainly  it  would  aid  Congress — if  some 
proper  authority  would  declare  in  advance  of  critical  events 
Just  what  is  the  Western  Hemisphere.  After  incidents  occur 
It  is  sometimes  diflBcult  to  define  terms.  I  heard  a  great  man 
deliver  a  noted  sjjeech  more  than  36  years  ago.  and  I  shall  try 
to  recite  a  part  of  it.    In  that  speech,  inter  alia,  he  said: 

Events  are  numberless  and  mighty.    No  man  can  tell  which  wire 
runs  around  the  world.     The  nation  today  basking  In  the  sunlight 
ot  peace  and  contentment  may  yet  be  on  some  deadly  circuit  and 
.  tomorrow  writhing  In  the  toUs  of  war. 

That  is  not  my  rhetoric.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  It  were. 
After  an  incident  occurs  we  probably  would  not  make  the 
same  calm,  objective  decision  as  to  what  is  the  Western 
Hemisphere  that  we  would  have  made  anterior  to  the  event: 
hence  it  seems  to  me  that,  in  view  of  the  language  which 
has  been  used,  it  would  certainly  be  appropriate,  it  would  be 
timely,  and  it  might  save  us  a  great  deal  of  trouble  hereafter. 
If  we  could  have  some  authority  define  and  declare  now  what 
is  the  Western  Hemisphere.     I  thank  the  Senator  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  yield  further? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    I  yield. 


Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  the  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  is  merely  an  academic  question — to  determine  what 
is  the  Western  Hemisphere — that  is  one  thing,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  the  joint  resolution  we  can  certainly  delimit  its 
activities  specifically  and  remove  all  doubt  as  to  where  we 
expect  these  troops  not  to  be  sent.  The  language  of  the  joint 
resolution  could  be  so  amended  as  to  make  It  perfectly  clear. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  should  be  willing  to  leave  it  to  the  Judg- 
ment of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
the  senior  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  SheppardI,  and  I  ap- 
preciate the  suggestion  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Texas 
I  Mr.  CONNALLY  1.  We  have  the  power  and  we  have  the  right 
to  say  what  we  think  is  the  Western  Hemisphere.  Such 
declaration  might  not  be  binding  upon  all,  but  it  would  be  a 
legislative  expression  of  opinion  which  would  give  the  country 
some  degree  of  security  and  some  information  as  to  what  we 
intended. 

I  realize  that  in  diplomacy  and  in  war  fixed  principles  soon 
evaporate  and  disappear.  A  man  in  diplomacy  sometimes 
follows  oblique  lines  and  is  like  a  man  on  roller  skates — he 
goes  partly  where  he  would  like  to  go  and  partly  where  the 
skates  take  him.  [Laughter.!  It  might  be  that  many  diplo- 
mats would  object  to  delimiting  the  boundaries  of  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere,  but  it  seems  to  me  it  should  be  done. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  direct  an  inquiry  to 
the  distinguished  and  learned  Senator  from  Arizona.  He  said 
that  Congress  could  define  the  Western  Hemisphere.  The 
Senator  would  not  think  we  could  make  the  hemisphere  less 
than  half  the  sphere.  I  am  sure.  In  other  words,  we  are 
confronted  with  the  fact  that  we  have  to  have  180  degrees  or 
at)andon  the  term.  The  trouble  is  that  we  have  taken  in  too 
much  territory  when  we  proceeded  to  use  the  term  "Western 
Hemisphere." 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Of  course,  the  able  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado is  speaking  as  a  purist  in  language  when  he  makes  that 
suggestion.    I  think  he  made  an  accurate  statement. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  to  the  language  of  the  so-called  draft  bill,  the 
compulsory  military  training  bill.  There  is  a  provision  in  It 
that  the  spirit  of  the  law  must  control  the  letter.  I  wonder, 
if  we  wrote  that  language  into  the  i>ending  Joint  resolution, 
whether  our  whole  problem  would  not  be  solved,  and  if  we 
would  not  have  a  definition  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
will  permit  me  to  reply 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  scholarly  Senator  from  Maine  (Mr. 
Whttb] — and  I  do  not  use  the  word  "scholarly"  with  respect 
to  him  merely  as  a  polite  designation,  for  he  is  one  of  the 
scholars  in  public  life — stated  yesterday  that  the  language  to 
which  he  has  referred  was  unusual  in  a  statute,  where  it  is 
declared  in  its  construction  or  interpretation  that  the  spirit 
must  control  and  not  the  letter.  I  am  willing  at  all  times 
that  the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  the  law  should  control,  but 
it  is  rather  new  and  startling  legislation  to  say  that  the  spirit 
but  not  the  letter  must  control,  and  I  thank  the  Senator  for 
directing  attention  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  need  offer  no  apology  for  interrupting  the  dis- 
cussion to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  matter 
which  he  has  just  mentioned.  So  far  as  I  know — and  I  heard 
the  matter  discussed  rather  thoroughly  in  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations — there  has  been  no  legal  definition  or  ad- 
judication of  what  constitutes  the  Western  Hemisphere. 
There  is  no  question  that  we  could  have  a  northern  and 
southern  hemisphere,  divided  by  the  Equator,  but  a  hemi- 
sphere, as  the  Senator  thinlcs  of  it  and  as  I  think  of  it,  is  90 
degrees  on  either  side  of  where  we  are  standing  at  the  time. 

I  think  the  Senator  has  made  a  very  definite  suggestion. 
It  would  be  well  to  embody  in  the  joint  resolution  a  provision 
that  the  term  "Western  Hemisphere"  as  used  in  this  mea5ure 
shall  be  limited  thus  and  so.    That  would  be  very  proper. 
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The  language  used — that  the  soldiers  may  not  be  sent  beyond 
the  Western  Hemisphere,  excepting  into  the  possessions  of 
the  United  States,  including  the  Philippine  Islands — was  to 
reach  the  situation  as  to  Territories  under  the  sovereignty 
of  the  United  States  which  are  not  contained  within  what  we 
usually,  in  common  parlance,  consider  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere, such  as  a  portion  of  the  Samoan  Islands,  Guam,  and 
the  Midway  Islands,  which  are  possessions  of  the  United 
States,  but  under  the  provisions  of  the  joint  resolution  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  called  into  service  could 
be  sent  to  the  Territories  of  the  United  States,  including  the 
Philippine  Islands. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  take  much  more  time  of  the 
Senate.  As  I  stated,  I  had  hoped  to  be  able  to  support  the 
Joint  resolution,  but  I  cannot  support  it.  I  am  sure  a  large 
majority  of  the  Meml)ers  of  the  Senate  will  support  it  and  it 
will  be  passed,  but  if  95  Members  of  the  Senate  should  support 
the  measure,  I  would  still  take  the  position  which  I  now  take — 
that  when  we  have  carefully  annotmced  and  set  out  in  the 
statutes  of  the  United  States  the  conditions  and  the  limita- 
tions under  which  we  can  call  these  young  men  into  the  public 
service,  with  the  time  fixed,  for  in  every  instance  as  to  the 
unorganized  militia,  the  Organized  Militia,  the  National 
Guard,  and  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  there 
is  a  fixed  arfd  definite  provision  as  to  enlistment,  we  should 
not  put  on  the  statute  books  a  law  under  which  the  President 
Will  have  the  right  in  his  discretion,  as  he  sees  fit,  to  call  all 
or  any  of  them,  and  not  merely  to  call  them  but  to  order  them, 
into  active  service,  not  for  training  necessarily  but  for  service 
in  the  Piulippines  for  12  months,  or  for  such  purpose  as  he 
deems  in  the  Interest  of  the  national  defense.  In  behalf  of 
the  members  of  the  National  Guard,  and  true  to  my  obligation 
as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  and  having  In  my  heart  and 
In  my  thought  the  greatest  sympathy  with  every  effort  to 
place  our  country  in  position  of  defense,  I  caimot.  without 
protest,  see  a  crime  of  this  kind  perpetrated.  I  say  that  in 
all  fairness  and  in  courtesy  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Texas,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
and  those  who  have  worked  with  him.  I  know  how  earnestly 
sioned  officers  of  the  guard  in  Kansas,  who  would  be  subject 
late  a  safeguarding  proposal,  but  to  me  it  is  not  a  safeguard- 
ing measiu-e;  to  me  it  means  destruction,  and  I  cannot  sup- 
port it. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTK     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  I  share  the  feelings  expressed  by  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  as  to  the  conditions  under  wliich  the  National 
Guard  was  created.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  under  our  practice, 
the  National  Guard  man  regarded  himself  as  subject  to  call 
locally  or  within  his  State. 

I  had  In  mind  to  offer  to  the  joint  resolution  an  amend- 
ment similar  to  that  which  has  l)een  printed,  and  which  lies 
on  the  table,  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr. 
BarboukI.  But  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa  that  I 
took  the  precaution,  as  far  as  Kansas  was  concerned,  to  write 
to  National  Guard  men  and  to  telegraph  to  some  of  my 
friends  to  make  inquiry  among  the  enlisted  personnel  of  the 
National  Guard.  Then  I  took  the  further  precaution  of  ask- 
ing the  Associated  Press  to  carry  a  statement  from  me  in  all 
the  Kansas  daily  newspapers,  which  they  did,  asking  the 
enlisted  personnel.  Including  the  noncommissioned  officers,  to 
express  any  views  and  any  objections  they  had  regarding  the 
pending  Joint  resolution,  which  would  call  them  into  the 
national  service. 

I  shall  leave  the  question  of  whether  or  not  we  are  repeal- 
ing or  amending  or  changing  the  Constitution  to  distinguished 
lawyers,  and  also  leave  to  them  the  question  of  what  the 
President  can  do  under  the  pending  measure,  if  it  shall  be 
enacted.  But  I  thought  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  whom  we 
all  esteem  for  his  integrity  and  his  earnestness,  might  be 
interested  in  knowing  that  notwithstanding  the  imusual  effort 
I  made  to  develop  any  objection  on  the  part  of  the  enlisted 
personnel  of  the  guard  in  Kansas  I  have  not  received  a  single 
complaint  from  the  enlisted  personnel  or  the  noncommis- 
sioned officers  of  the  guard  in  Kansas,  who  would  be  subject 


to  call  under  the  proposed  law.  Therefore,  while  holding  the 
same  view  as  that  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  I 
expect  to  vote  for  the  measiwe. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Perhaps  I  am  putting  on  record  my  igno- 
rance, but  I  have  been  unable  to  see  the  accepted  distinction 
which  seems  to  be  made  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa  and  other 
military  authorities  when  they  say  that  there  may  be  in  the 
same  company,  or  the  same  regiment,  at  one  time,  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  the  State  and  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States.  I  concede  that  the  Senator  must  be  right,  but 
I  really  am  unable  to  see  it. 

The  Constitution  does  not  use  the  term  "National  Guard." 
I  know  that  the  statutes  of  the  United  States  make  the  dis- 
tinction. I  am  aware  of  that.  But  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  speaks  of  "the  miUtia."  It  is  within  the  power 
of  the  Federal  Government  to  call  out  the  militia  through  the 
action  of  Congress,  under  certain  specified  conditions,  for  the 
purpose  of  executing  the  laws  of  the  union,  suppressing  insur- 
rection, and  repelling  invasion.  I  am  wondering  if  it  is  pos- 
sible for  the  Congress  to  specify  some  other  occasion  when  It 
can  call  out  the  militia,  other  Uian  those  provided  for  by  the 
Constitution. 

"The  militia"  is  a  very  definite  term.  It  is  a  State  organiza- 
tion. I  do  not  believe  It  can  be  said  that  part  of  the  militia  is 
Federal  and  part  of  it  is  State.  Yet  the  term  "militia"  is  the 
basic  term  with  which  we  must  deal. 

We  have  developed  the  term  "National  Guard,"  and  now 
apparently  the  statutes,  and  the  military  authorities  of  this 
body,  at  least,  are  dividing  it  into  two  parts,  saying  that  the 
State  National  Guard  can  be  called  out  only  in  accordance 
with  the  provision  of  the  Constitution,  but  that  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  may  be  called  out  upon  some  other 
ground. 

Officers  of  the  militia  are  State  officials.  The  militia  is  to 
be  officered  by  the  States.  "Rie  Constitution  specifically  re- 
serves to  the  State  the  power  to  appoint  the  officers  of  the 
militia.  The  officers  of  the  National  Guard,  whether  it  Is  in 
the  class  that  may  be  called  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States,  or  of  the  State,  are  appointed  by  the  State. 

I  say  that  because  I  have  not  been  able  to  get  clearly  in 
mind  the  dual  characterization  of  the  guard,  with  its  inevi- 
table conflict  of  authority.  I  know  that  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  has  a  different  view,  but  I  do  not  want  the  record  to 
continue  with  the  thought  that  there  is  no  difference  of  opin- 
ion in  respect  to  this  matter.  I  feel  that  the  doctrine  of  the 
Constitution  as  to  the  militia  must  be  the  doctrine  as  to  the 
National  Guard,  and  that  the  two  terms  should  mean  the 
same  thing. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  can  readily  see  the  logic 
of  the  position  taken  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  but  under 
the  statutes  now  on  the  books  a  distinction  has  been  drawn. 
The  militia,  of  course,  is  defined  as  all  male  citizens  of  the 
United  States  of  certain  age.  capable  of  performing  military 
duty.  When  the  National  Guard  is  spoken  of  as  in  the  stat- 
ute, it  is  the  National  Guard  of  the  States  and  Territories. 
Under  the  constitutional  authority  it  can  be  called  out  for 
the  specific  purpose  the  Senator  has  outlined,  and  only  that. 
At  the  time  of  calling  it  out  the  purpose  for  which  it  is  called 
must  be  set  forth.  And  there  is  a  limitation  upon  the  time  it 
may  be  called  into  service. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    May  I  interrupt  the  Senator? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     Yes. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  If  we  have  a  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States,  it  is  subject  to  the  Commander  in  Ciiief  of  tlie  Armies 
of  the  United  States,  the  President? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     Yes. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Just  as  every  other  Army  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  No;  with  certain  definite  statutory  limi- 
tations. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  If  I  may  ask  the  Senator  a  further  question, 
can  Congress — and  I  am  inclined  to  think  it  can — say  to  the 
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President  of  the  United  States,  the  Commander  in  Chief,  that 
he  may  not  make  an  order  as  to  where  the  Regular  Anny  may 
be  sent  without  concurrence  of  the  Congress? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    I  think  so. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  am  Inclined  to  think  that  Is  correct. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Yes;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  But  without  the  limitation  of  the  statute, 
once  it  is  assumed  that  there  exists  a  National  Guard  of  the 
United  Slates  the  President  would  have  absolute  command 
over  it.  and  could  direct  where  it  be  sent,  unless  there  were 
statutory  limitations  upon  his  authority  as  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Yes;  and  there  is  a  statutory  limitation. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  who 
is  a  great  lawyer,  a  great  farmer,  and  a  great  legislator 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    I  disavow  two  of   those  qualifications, 
'f^lmt  may  admit  that  I  am  a  farmer. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States  in  peace  times  has  the  power  to  order 
a  soldier  of  the  United  States  to  go  upon  foreign  soil? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  No;  he  has  not  unless  Congress  has 
declared  an  emergency  to  exist.  That  is  the  reason  for  the 
legislation  which  is  now  before  us. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     If  the  President  has  the  authority  to  order 
a  div^ion  of  the  United  States  Army  to  go  upon  foreign  soil, 
the  provision  of  the  Constitution  which  retains  in  the  Con- 
gress the  power  to  declare  war  is  of  no  avail.    In  other  words, 
^that  is  an  act  of  war. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     Absolutely. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  a  fair  interpretation 
to  say  that  the  President,  in  his  command  of  the  Army,  is 
limited  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  over  which 
he  presides,  and  that  any  act  beyond  that  is  an  act  of  war, 
which  is  reserved  for  the  authority  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  is  wholly  correct.  As  I  have  repeatedly  stated,  my 
objection  to  this  proposed  legislation  is  that  it  goes  over  and 
beyond  the  statutory  provisions  under  which  these  men 
enlisted  and  the  conditions  under  which  they  can  be  ordered 
into  the  service.  When  an  emergency  has  been  declared  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  can  be  ordered  out  for 
the  duration  of  the  emergency,  but  we  are  clothing  the  Presi- 
dent with  power  to  order  it  to  go  to  Central  America,  to 
South  America,  anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  to 
the  Philippines,  or  to  our  other  possessions,  for  12  months. 
Without  the  declaration  of  the  existence  of  an  emergency. 
All  may  be  called  from  one  State,  if  he  sees  fit.  or  the  call 
may  be  distributed  among  the  States,  as  he  sees  fit. 

Mr.  President.  I  thank  the  Senate  for  its  courtesy. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  takes 
his  seat  I  wish  to  ask  him  a  question.  Will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  was  interested  in  the  Senator's  dis- 
cussion about  the  limitations  contained  in  the  measure  on 
the  authority  of  the  President.  What  is  the  Senator's  view 
as  to  the  constitutional  provision  which  makes  the  President 
commander  in  chief?  Can  we  impinge  upon  that  authority 
in  any  way,  and  direct  him  where  the  National  Guard  may 
be  sent?  I  should  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  also.  I  am  searching  for  the  truth,  and  I 
know  these  two  eminent  Senators  can  give  us  the  truth.  I 
should  like  to  get  them  to  cooperate. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  am  siu-e  the  Senator  has  gone  to  the  right 
souire  when  he  asks  for  information  from  the  Senator  from 
Iowa. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  was  going  to  ask  the  views  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  and  the  Senator  from  Colorado  as  to  the 
ability  and  power  of  Congress  to  limit  the  authority  and  right 
of  the  President  as  Commander  in  Chief  under  the  Constitu- 
tion. Did  I  understand  both  Senators  to  agree  a  while  ago 
that  Congress  could  limit  that  power? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  was  inclined  to  think  that  the  provision 
of  the  Constitution  giving  to  Congress  the  power  to  make 
rules  for  the  Government  and  regulation  of  the  land  and 
naval  forces  of  the  country  goes  that  far. 


Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  hope  the  Senator  is  correct,  and  yet 
I  am  rather  fearful  that  under  the  broad  authority  to  com- 
mand armies  the  President  could  send  an  army  raised  by 
Congress  and  equipped  and  supplied  by  Congress,  anywhere 
he  wanted  to. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  In  defiance  of  the  right  of  Congress  to 
declare  war? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Yes.  I  do  not  think  it  depends  on  a 
declaration  of  war.  I  think  the  President,  as  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  Army,  could  bring  on  a  situation,  if  he  wanted 
to,  by  sending  troops  to  some  foreign  coimtry  under  circum- 
stances that  would  put  us  in  such  a  posture  that  we  would 
almost  have  to  declare  war.    I  think  the  power  is  that  broad. 

1  do  not  enjoy  entertaining  that  view,  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  is  probably  a  sound  constitutional  view. 

I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  one  other  question.  I  heard 
him  talking  about  calling  out  troops  under  terms  and  con- 
ditions that  were  different  from  the  terms  and  conditions 
in  effect  when  the  men  enlisted.  Does  the  Senator  mean  that 
we  cannot  change  the  law  at  all? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.     No,  indeed. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  every  enlisted  man  has  to  be  con- 
sulted about  what  the  law  was  when  he  enlisted,  before  he  is 
called  out? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  No.  I  mean  that  we  ought  riot  to  change 
the  law.  I  mean  that  when  we  call  on  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  members  of  the  unorganized  militia,  and  ask  them  to 
give  themselves  and  their  time  to  the  service  of  the  country 
in  the  Organized  Militia,  and  they  sign  enlistment  blanks  in 
which  they  agree  to  serve  under  the  conditions  then  existing, 
that  we  should  hesitate  long  and  carefully.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator,  before  we  compel  them  to  serve  under  other  and 
different  conditions  from  those  under  which  their  neighbors, 
who  have  not  seen  titte  lend  themselves  to  that  service  serve. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Does  not  his  enlistment  blank  say  that 
he  enlists  under  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Certainly.. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  What  is  the  use  of  having  a  National 
Guard  if  we  cannot  call  it  out  when  we  need  It?  We  pay 
members  of  the  National  Guard  the  year  around  to  drill  and 
train.    We  give  them  equipment,  and  send  them  to  camp 

2  weeks  in  the  summertime.  If  the  Federal  Government  can- 
not call  out  the  National  Guard  when  it  needs  it  and  when 
there  is  an  emergency,  I  do  not  see  any  use  in  maintaining 
it.  That  is  the  way  I  look  at  the  matter;  and  I  speak  as 
one  who  used  to  be  a  National  Guard  man. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  The  Constitution  fixes  certain  limitations 
under  which  the  National  Guard  may  be  called  out,  and  the 
statutes  fix  other  limitations  under  which  they  may  be  called 
out.  We  are  seeking  to  change  the  law.  and  to  permit  these 
men  to  be  called  for  service  outside  the  Western  Hemisphere 
under  conditions  which  do  not  now  exist,  without  the  limi- 
tation as  to  enlistment  period,  and  without  the  limitation 
as  to  the  duration  of  the  emergency,  but  with  a  specific, 
practically  2-year  limitation. 

WENDELL   L.  WILLKIK 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  my  colleague  the  Senator  from  Peimsylvania  (Mr. 
GuFFEYl  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  alleged 
change  in  the  name  of  Wendell  L.  Willkie.  the  Republican 
candidate  for  President.  The  June  issue  of  Town  and  Coun- 
try magazine  carried  a  front-page  story  stating  that  the 
family  name  was  originally  Willckes. 

This  morning  I  received  a  telegram  from  G.  V.  Newcomer. 
M.  D.,  secretary  of  the  health  board,  and  Calvin  Sizelove, 
city  clerk  of  records,  of  the  city  of  Elwood,  Ind..  informing  me 
that  there  is  no  cfiBcial  record  of  a  church  christening  of 
Wendell  Willkie.  and  no  official  history  of  tiis  father  or  grand- 
father. 

My  colleague  will  grant  that  many  persons  have  dropped 
either  their  first  or  their  middle  names.  Woodrow  Wilson 
was  originally  Thomas  Woodrow  Wilson.  Calvin  Coolidge 
was  really  John  Calvin  Ccolidge.  Abraham,  the  Biblical 
patriarch,  was  originally  called  Abram.    The  Apostle  Paul 
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was  at  one  time  called  Saul.  These  gentlemen  do  not  seem 
to  have  lost  their  standing  with  their  public  on  that  account. 
I  cannot  believe  that  the  dumge  of  a  letter  in  the  Willkie 
family  name  will  long  serve  to  trouble  my  colleague.  Indeed, 
I  should  iK)t  hold  it  against  my  colleague  if  it  should  be 
discovered  that  his  own  family  name  might  possibly  at  one 
time  have  been  McQuffy.  In  fact,  my  own  family  name  was 
Davies.  and  the  *'e"  was  dropped  when  my  father  became  a 
naturalized  citizen. 

I  knew  Herman  F.  Willkie.  the  father  of  WendeU  Lewis 
Willkie.  The  name  on  the  door  of  his  law  office  at  Elwood, 
Ind.,  was  Willkie.  What  does  it  matter  whether  it  is  Willkus 
or  Wilke  or  Willkie?  The  use  of  the  umlaut  over  the  "u" 
in  German  would  make  it  sound  similar  to  "e."  Hence, 
-WUlckes"  or  "Willkus"  would  then  sound  like  "Willkie." 

There  is  nothing  dishonorable  about  a  man  changing  his 
name.  Thousands  of  foreign-l>om  citizens  have  changed  or 
modified  their  names  to  meet  with  practical  American  usage. 
Wendell  Willkie  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  change  in  the 
spelling  of  the  family  name.  The  change  was  made  even 
before  his  father's  time.  Wenttell  Willkie  is  now  known  as 
he  has  always  been  known  by  those  who  have  known  him 
from  his  earliest  days. 

My  colleague  speaks  as  though  any  man  who  changes  his 
name,  his  religion,  or  his  party  politics  is  arbitrarily  to  be 
condemned.  Does  my  colleague  wish  to  set  himself  with  those 
Who  seek  to  resist  change?  I  cannot  believe  that  he  does, 
for  he  has  so  strongly  advocated  the  leader  of  his  own  party, 
who  has  introduced  more  changes  in  government  than  have 
come  in  the  administration  of  any  other  President.  My  col- 
league has  taken  an  outstanding  part  in  advocating  a  change 
In  government  such  as  never  before  has  been  contemplated 
when  he  seeks  to  overthrow  the  American  tradition  which  op- 
poses a  third  term  for  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
Surely  my  colleague  cannot  consider  himself  hostile  to  change. 
I  should  suppose  it  might  be  agreeable  to  him  to  congratulate 
the  Willkie  family,  who  have  sought  to  make  changes  in 
keeping  with  growing  points  of  view.  Or  Is  It  possible  that 
my  coUeague  is  frightened  at  the  thought  that  the  Republican 
Party  now  has  a  leader  who  is  determined  to  make  certain 
changes,  not  the  least  of  which  is  a  new  President  in  the 
White  House? 

Surely  my  colleague  will  not  deny  that  Wendell  Willkie 
took  a  valiant  stand  In  the  World  War,  that  he  served  over- 
seas as  an  artillery  officer,  and  that  he  has  always  l>een  found 
iTi  the  front  ranks  of  those  who  want  to  protect  the  American 
way  of  life. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a  telegram  I  have  re- 
ceived from  G.  V.  Newcomer,  M.  D.,  secretary  of  the  Health 
Board  of  Elwood.  Ind.,  together  with  a  statement  concerning 
Mr.  Willkie  found  in  the  June  Issue  of  Town  and  Coimtry 
magazine. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram  and  article  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  .follows: 

Elwcmo,  Iin>.,  August  6,  1940. 
Senator  Jamxs  A  Davis, 

Washin0on,  D.  C: 
The  record  of  vital  statistics  of  Hwood.  Ind..  show  that  Wendell 
Lewis  WUlkle  was  born  March  18.  1892.  His  parents  were  Metho- 
dists, and  Wendell  was  received  Into  full  membership  September 
18,  1901,  but  no  record  of  church  christening.  His  father  was  bom 
ta  Aschlersleben,  Germany,  1857;  came  to  America  when  3  years  of 
•ge.    No  history  of  grandfather. 

O.  V.  NrwcoMia,  M.  D.. 

Secretary.  Health  Board. 
Calvik  Sizelove. 

City  Clerk  of  BecordM. 

HAS  HE  A  LOOK  OTt 

Fourth  of  6  children  of  a  Oerman  *mlgr4  couple,  the  Willckes. 
WendeU  Lewis  WlllJtle  was  bom  48  years  ago  in  Ellwood,  Ind.  His 
mother  and  father  were  both  lawyers,  his  Aunt  Jennie  was  a  doctor, 
his  maternal  grandfather  a  Presbytertan  minister;  his  only  child, 
Philip,  was  voted  most  likely  to  succeed  by  Princeton  1940.  Prom 
public  school  he  went  to  Culver,  Oberlln,  Indiana's  University  and 
Law  School.  He  worked  as  a  bread-wagon  driver,  a  harvester,  a 
•tecl-miU  hazKU  a  Puerto  Ricaa  sugar -field  laborer,  and  a  history 


teacher.  Radical  young  WlUkle  defended  pickets,  argued  to  aboUah 
Inherited  wealth,  supported  La  FoUette.  crusaded  against  the  Klan. 
Enlisting  the  day  the  war  was  declared,  he  served  In  France,  and 
afterward  defended  without  charge  soldiers  court-martialed  for 
minor  offenses.  In  10S3  his  outsUndlng  succcm  as  a  Middle  West 
corporation  lawyer  brought  him  the  presidency  of  Commonwealth 
&  Southern,  at  $75,000  a  year.  He  is  a  member  of  the  Century 
Association,  a  Town  Hall  trustee,  and  president  of  the  Economic 
Club  His  favorite  sporte  are  golf  (he  rarely  breaks  100)  and  bass 
fishing.  He  has  1,000  pigs  on  his  6  Indiana  farms.  He  dlcUtes 
numerous  magazine  articles  and  any  speeches  which  are  not  extem- 
poraneous. He  has  held  his  own  In  debate  with  Felix  Frankfurter. 
He  has  refused  to  drive  a  car  slnoe  he  abnent-mlndedly  left  the  road 
to  follow  a  trolley  track.  One  year  he  saw  every  show  In  New  York. 
Occasionally  he  drops  In  21  or  El  Morocco.  He  loves  early  Flemish 
painting  and  actually  enjoyed  his  success  as  a  radio  guest  on  "In- 
formation, Please."  Dlsarmlngly  Ingratiating,  he  Is  listed  in  th« 
directory  under  different  spellings  so  that  people  can  find  him 
easily. 

MXSSAGI  FROM  THE  HOUSl 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  without  amendment  the  bill  (S.  4106) 
to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  faciUties  in  Mar- 
Jorie  Park,  Davis  Island,  Tampa,  Pla.,  and  for  other  purposes. 

ENROLLED   KILLS  SIGNED 

A  message  also  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  affixed 
his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  biUs,  and  they  were 
signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

S.  1114.  An  act  to  extend  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  District  Court,  Territory  of  Hawaii,  over  the  Midway 
Islands,  Wake  Island,  Johnson  Island,  Sand  Island,  King- 
man Reef.  Kure  Island.  Baker  Island.  Rowland  Island,  and 
Jarvis  Island,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  2493.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  operation  of  the  recrea- 
tional facilities  within  the  Chopawamsic  recreational  dem- 
onstration project,  near  Dumfries,  Va..  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  through  the  National  Park  Service,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

SELECTTVa     SERVICE     COMPX7LSORT     ICIUTART     TRAININO 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  refer  briefly 
to  a  news  release  of  last  Friday  from  the  Military  Training 
Camps  .Vssoclatlon.  at  28  West  Forty-fourth  Street.  New 
York  City.  This  release  reports  "a  remarkable  shift  in 
public  oplhion  concerning  the  nearness  of  war  and  the 
necessity  for  selective  compulsory  military  training  as  dis- 
closed by  an  analysis  of  editorials  in  midwestem  news- 
papers." 

The  percentage  of  favorable  comment  from  the  entire 
country  is  reported  to  be  90.5  percent,  and  for  the  Middle 
West  87.5  percent.     Thereupon  occurs  this  sentence: 

Excerpts  from  some  of  the  Midwest  editorials,  assembled  State 
by  State,  are  as  follows: 

This  clearly  invites  the  assumption  that  the  newspapers 
thus  quoted  are  in  fa^'or  of  the  Burke -Wadsworth  bill.  I 
assume  they  are  counted  in  the  favorable  percentages ;  but  the 
quotations  themselves  are  partial  and  isolated  excerpts 
which,  taken  by  themselves,  might  seem  to  lean  to  the  idea 
of  compulsory  training.  Although  they  do  not  specifically  say 
so,  they  Invite  a  totally  erroneous  conclusion  regarding  the 
actual  editorial  attitude  of  those  newspapers.  The  n«t 
result — wittingly  or  otherwise — is  calculated  to  be  completely 
misleading  and  is  a  type  of  propaganda  which  I  wish  to  make 
thoroughly  clear  to  the  Senate. 

Let  us  test  this  propaganda  from  the  Military  Training 
Camps  Association  on  the  basis  of  the  Michigan  exhibits  pre- 
sented in  the  news  release.  The  release  quotes  10  newspapers 
and,  of  course,  adroitly  quotes  them  accurately  so  far  as  the 
verbatim  excerpts  are  concerned;  but  when  the  propaganda 
obviously  intends  to  Invite  the  conclusion  that  these  10  news- 
papers contribute  to  the  so-called  favorable  comment,  which 
we  are  told  accumulates  to  90.5  percent  for  the  entire  coun- 
try, I  report  the  facts  as  follows; 

I  asked  the  newspapers  specifically  by  telegraph  where  they 
stand  upon  this  issue,  all  of  them,  mark  you,  having  been 
suggestively  enrolled  by  the  original  authors  of  the  conscript 
bill  in  favor  of  the  conscript  bill  itself.   Ten  of  them  reported 
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favorably.  One,  the  Detroit  News,  supports  the  pending  pro- 
posal. One.  the  Port  Huron  Times-Herald,  supports  the  bill 
with  reservations.  One,  the  Ann  Arbor  News,  supports  the 
principle  but  asks  for  further  congressional  study.  T^e 
other  seven  are  opposed  in  whole,  or  in  substantial  part,  to 
the  measure  which  they  are  presumably  enrolled  in  favor  of 
in  thi5  propaganda. 

Among  the  seven  is  the  Detroit  Free  Press,  which  did  not 
need  to  be  polled,  because  its  editorial  position  has  been  out- 
spoken. The  other  newspapers  may  speak  for  themselves  in 
their  own  telegrams,  which  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegrams  were  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Battix  Cuxk.  Mich.,  August  5,  1940. 
Senator  A.  H.  Vandekbxsg. 

Senate  Office  Building: 
We  do  not  favor  Burke-Wadsworth  conscription  bill.    Are  mailing 
copf^  eiUtorlal  comment  of  Sunday,  August  4. 

A.  L.  Mnxxx. 
Puhliaher,  Enquirer  and  News. 


Houghton.  Mich.,  August  5,  1940. 
Senator  A.  H.  Vanocnbzkg: 

Our  answer  la  "No"  to  bill  In  its  present  form.  Believe  with  you 
that  we  should  try  volimtary  enlistment  first. 

John  W.  Ricc 
President,  Daily  Gazette. 

DowAciAC,  Mich.,  August  5,  1940. 
Senator  Akthttb  H.  Vanoxnbxkc: 

No  grounds  for  concliision  we  favor  Burke  bill.  Have  iirged  more 
study  and  consideration.  Including  exhaustion  other  means  enlist- 
ment. Critical  Army  preparedness  handle  expansion;  lack  equip- 
ment, housing  this  time.  Favor  conscription  In  emergency,  which 
we  do  not  believe  at  hand. 

DowAGiAC  Dailt  News. 
Haart  H.  Whitelxt. 

Bat  Cztt.  Mich..  August  5. 1940. 

AlTHTTB  H.  VaNDENBERC. 

United  States  Senate: 
Although  we  feel  some  form  of  compulsory  service  may  become 
necessary,  we  have  opposed  passage  of  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  In  the 
all-lncluslve  style  as  given  to  Senate  MUltary  Committee.  In  criti- 
cizing Stlmson's  recent  statement  in  editorial  we  are  publishing 
today  we  conclude  with  the  obvious  wish  of  certain  people  at 
Washington  to  rxish  a  poorly  conceived  and  unreasonable  plan 
through  and  frighten  the  country  Into  accepting  It  without  ques- 
tion or  examination  Is  endangering  entire  Army  program. 

Ikix  Bat  Cmr  Tncxa. 

Grand  Rapids,  Mich..  August  5. 1940. 
Senator  Amrux  H.  Vandxnbexo. 

Senate  Office  Building: 
The  Grand  Rapids  Press  never  has  endorsed  Burke-Wadsworth 
conscription  blU.  We  have  maintained  open  mind  on  subject  of 
conscription  generally,  but  have  favored  thorough  trial  of  volun- 
tar>--«nllstment  plan  first.  We  seek  exhaustive  debate  and  discus- 
sion of  conscription  proposal  and  demand  clear  demonstration  of  Its 
need.  Kven  If  conscription  Is  deemed  necessary,  t)elieve  it  should 
be  sharply  modifled  from  form  of  Burke-Wadsworth  draft.  Seri- 
ously doubt  materials  available  for  useful  training  of  huge  draft 
Army.  Cant  see  how  anyone  could  construe  our  attitude  as  favor- 
ing paange  of  pending  bill,  or  even  as  proconscrlption. 
\  Thx  Gsamo  Rapids  Press. 

Jackson.  Mich.,  August  5,  1940. 
Hon.  A.  H.  Vandxnbxro. 

Senate  Office  Building: 

Citizen  Patriot  opposes  Burke-Wadsworth  bill.  Said  In  editorial 
Augtist  4.  quoting  American  Legion  statement:  "The  Legion  per- 
ceives that  the  'pack'  which  is  now  'off  In  full  cry  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  compulsory  military  training'  is  the  same  group  which 
is  clamoring  to  take  our  people  into  the  war  and  ultimately  to 
fight  in  Europe,  regardless  of  protestations  to  the  contrary."  Edi- 
torial today — August  5 — says.  "Arthur  H.  Vandenberg  Is  demon- 
strating again  the  courage  which,  combined  with  broad  under- 
standing and  high  intelligence,  makes  him  an  outstanding  Member 
of  the  United  States  Senate. 

"Leading  the  opposition  to  an  unnecessary  and  tinwlse  wsir 
hysteria.  Michigan's  senior  Senator  opposes  a  peU-mell  rush  Into 
Nation-wide  military  conscription  in  peacetime." 

Carl  M.  SAtmoats. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  many  earnest,  dis- 
tinguished, wholly  conscientious,  and  deeply  patriotic  citizens 
are  associated  with  the  Military  Training  Camps  Association, 
with  headquarters  in  New  York.  I  do  not  impugn  their  mo- 
tives.   They  believe  In  Immediate  conscription,  and  they  are 


entitled  to  full  faith  and  credit  for  their  views.  I  understand 
that  the  basis  of  the  conscript  bill  is  their  handiwork.  But 
I  protest  this  propaganda  effort  to  make  the  country  believe 
that  editorial  opinion  asks  for  the  enactment  of  the  Burke- 
Wadsworth  bill,  at  least  so  far  as  my  section  of  the  country 
Is  concerned.  If  the  Michigan  exhibit  is  any  criterion,  and 
if  the  attitude  of  these  pwirticularly  quoted  newspapers  is  in- 
dicative of  the  basis  of  the  association's  poll  of  Nation-wide 
editorial  opinion,  then  the  association's  press  release  griev- 
ously misleads  those  whom  it  purports  to  instruct.  It  be- 
comes increasingly  evident  that  Congress  and  the  coimtry 
are  sadly  in  need  of  real  facts  in  respect  to  the  conscription 
Issue. 

Mr.  HOLT  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
while  I  send  to  the  desk  and  have  read  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent 
out  by  five  of  the  railroad  brotherhoods,  and  signed  by  A. 
Johnston.  Grand  Chief  Engineer.  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive 
Engineers;  D.  B.  Robertson,  president,  Brotherhood  of  Loco- 
motive Firemen  and  Enginemen;  J.  A.  Phillips,  president. 
Order  of  Railway  Conductors  of  America;  A.  P.  Whitney, 
president.  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen;  and  T.  C. 
Cashen,  president.  Switchmen's  Union  of  North  America? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  for  that  piu-pose? 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  the  letter 
will  be  read. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

(Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers.  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive 
Firemen  and  Enginemen.  Order  of  Railway  Conductors  of  Amer- 
ica, Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen,  Switchmen's  Union  of 
North  America] 

CurvEi^ANo,  Ohio.  August  1,  1940. 
The  Honorable  Morris  Shepparo, 

Chairman,    Senate    Military   Affairs   Committee,   Senate    Office 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
The  Honorable  Andrew  J.  Mat, 

Chairman,  House  Military  Affairs  Committee,  House  Office 
Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sirs:  The  undersigned  chief  .jxecutlves  of  the  organizations 
representing  engineers,  firemen,  conductors,  trainmen,  and  yardmen 
employed  on  the  railroads  of  the  United  States  have  this  day  given 
consideration  to  the  provisions  of  the  proposed  comptilsory  p)eace- 
tlme  draft  or  conscription  bill  which  contemplates  the  mductlng 
into  the  military  and  naval  service  of  the  United  States  In  the  Im- 
mediate future  some  hundreds  of  thousands  of  citizens  of  this 
country  for  a  period  of  training. 

We  refer  to  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bQl  now  before  Congress  for 
consideration  and  feel  that  you  should  be  made  acquainted  with 
our  views,  which  we  are  confident  reflect  the  views  of  the  member- 
ship of  these  organizations  employed  on  American  railroads. 

We  are  In  general  agreement  with  the  prevailing  sentiment  In 
the  United  States  that  every  support  should  be  given  to  adequate 
measures  necessary  to  the  protection  of  our  democratic  institutions 
against  attack  from  the  force  of  dictatorship,  both  within  and  with- 
out our  country.  However,  grave  doubt  exists  in  many  quarters 
with  respect  to  the  wisdom  of  enacting  a  peacetime  conscription 
bill  when  it  is  believed  other  adequate  measures  are  available. 
Such  proposal  borders  closely  on  the  principle  of  dictatorship,  and 
we  hold  the  view  that  regimenting  our  people  Is  un-American  and 
unnecessary. 

Patriotism  Is  not  the  monopoly  of  those  who  are  feverishly  urging 
this  conscription  bill.  We  may  rightly  assume  that  all  citizens 
are  patriotic  and  if  given  the  opportunity  and  Impressed  with  the 
necessity  for  their  doing  so.  they  will  volunteer  their  services  in 
defense  of  our  country. 

At  present  there  Is  a  vast  army  of  unemployed,  thousands  of  whom 
would  be  desirous  of  enlisting  in  the  military  and  naval  service  if 
given  an  opportunity  to  do  so,  but  they  are  so  circumscribed  by 
technical  military  and  naval  physical  requirements  that  many  of 
them  are  precluded  from  voluntary  enlistment.  Consideration 
should  be  given  to  assisting  them  In  removing  minor  physical 
defects  so  that  they  may  be  acceptable  as  volunteers. 

Compulsory  military  service  in  time  of  peace  Is  the  very  antithesis 
of  freedom.  It  involves  an  infringement  on  the  very  principles  of 
democracy  which  it  is  Invoked  to  defend.  It  imposes  upon  the  indi- 
vidual a  mandate  to  give  service  which  he  may  not  be  in  position  to 
render  without  serious  sacrifices  on  the  part  of  himself  or  his 
family,  or  both,  and  this  at  a  time  when  there  are  thotisands  of 
other  individuals  who  would  be  glad  to  avaU  themselves  of  the 
opportxinlty  to  serve  if  such  opportunity  were  not  denied  by  the 
restrictive  rules  observed  by  the  recruiting  service. 

The  youth  of  our  country  who  are  Inducted  into  the  military  and 
naval  services  imder  the  principle  of  conscription  and  who  are  made 
to  aerve  will  quite  naturally  acquire  th«  viewpoint  that  forceful 
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means  should  be  adopted  tn  all  the  alTalrs  of  life  as  an  avenue  to 
achieve  desired  ends. 

While  you  are  giving  thought  to  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  let 
not  the  hysteria  of  the  moment  sweep  you  Into  supporting  such  a 
drastic  and  ill-advised  change  In  the  American  way  of  life.  Democ- 
imcy  means  that  the  state  exists  to  serve  the  Individual.  The 
program  at  present  contemplated  wUl  cause  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  our  youth  to  become  "war  minded"  and  will.  If  carried  out. 
establish  the  fabric  of  a  giant  war  machine,  which  experience 
teaches  us  cannot  and  will  not  be  permitted  to  rust  In  peace.  "War 
games"  inevlUbly  lead  to  war.  The  voluntary-enlistment  principle 
confines  and  restricts  the  dissemination  of  "war  mlndedness"  to 
actual  necessities  through  the  longer  term  of  service  and,  above  aU, 
preserves  the  principle  of  democracy  in  its  strictest  sense. 

Ttieae  organizations  are  wholeheartedly  in  accord  with  the  estab- 
lishment and  maintenance  of  an  adequate  national  defense,  and 
their  membership  will  not  be  found  wanting  in  any  support  of  such 
proper  measures,  but  we  are  convinced  that  under  present  condi- 
tions the  regimenting  of  our  people  according  to  the  contemplateid 
military  pattern  is  unnecessary  and  is  an  infringement  upon  the 
civil  liberties  which  they  may  reasonably  expect  to  enjoy. 

We  trust  that  your  committee  wiU  not  favorably  report  the  Burke- 
Wadsworth  military  conscription  bill. 
Respectfully  yours, 

A.  Johnston. 
Orand  Chief  Engineer,  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engi- 
neers. 

J.  A.  Phillips. 
President,  Order  of  Railway  Conductors  of  America. 

D.  B.  Robertson, 
President,  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Firemen  and  Engine- 
men. 

A    P    WHrrNXT. 
PresiderU.  Brotherhood  of  Railroad  Trainmen. 

T.  C.  Cashen, 
President,  SvHtchmen's  Union  of  North  America. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President.  I  want  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  have  the  facts.  Some  time  ago  I  presented  the 
background  of  the  Committee  to  Defend  America  by  Aiding 
the  Allies.  They  have  now  changed  that  name.  I  told  the 
Senate  where  that  committee  started,  who  was  its  president, 
and  its  background.  This  afternoon  I  intend  to  tell  the  Sen- 
ate the  background  of  and  who  is  behind  the  conscription 
drive  in  America.  The  conscription  drive  was  started  at  the 
Harvard  Club  In  New  York  City.  Perhaps  the  name  should 
not  be  pronounced  as  I  pronounce  it,  but  in  the  way  its  mem- 
bers and  perhaps  some  newspaper  columnists  pronounce  It — 
the  Hahvad  Club.  It  was  at  the  Harvard  Club  on  the  22d 
day  of  May  that  these  patriots  met  to  start  the  conscription 
drive.  Some  of  these  are  the  same  individuals  who  have  been 
talking  about  regimentation  in  America.  Oh,  they  despise 
regimentation;  they  delivered  speeches  over  the  radio:  they 
appeared  before  congressional  committees  and  said  "Do  not 
pass  this  law  against  business  because  it  is  regimentation"; 
but  they  were  the  prime  movers  in  the  conscription  drive  not 
only  to  regiment  America  but  literally  to  regiment  American 
boys. 

Who  are  those  brave  patriots  who  put  this  bill  across  in  the 
meeting  on  the  22d  day  of  May?  I  ask  that  at  the  conclusion 
of  my  remarks  the  list  in  full  be  printed,  but  I  desire  to 
comment  on  some  of  those  individuals  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  Ust 
will  be  printed  at  the  conclusion  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia. 

(See  exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  HOLT.  Who  do  we  find  was  there  at  that  time?  We 
find  Mr.  Grenville  Clark,  of  the  proletarian  law  firm  of  Root, 
Clark,  Buckner  L  Ballantine,  who  have  so  loyally  fought  regi- 
mentation in  America. 

Grenville  Clark  is  a  good  lawyer;  there  is  no  doubt  about 
that;  but  America  has  an  obligation  in  peace  as  in  time  of 
war;  the  country  has  to  raise  taxes  in  peace  as  in  war.  Now, 
let  us  see  what  Mr.  Clark's  record  is  as  a  citizen  relative  to 
the  raising  of  taxes  to  maintain  an  army.  Let  us  look  at  the 
record.  Let  me  quote  from  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
the  1st  day  of  July  1937.  I  may  add  that  Mr.  Grenville  Clark 
was  the  man  who  actually  wrote  the  original  bill  which  has 
been  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  I  read: 
(By  the  Associated  Frees.  July  1,  1937) 

Congressionsl  tax  Investigators  received  testimony  today  that  Mrs. 
GrenvUle  Clark,  of  New  York,  had  saved  $90,000  in  taxes  in  1  year 
throtigh  the  use  of  16  trtists. 


Paul  W.  Bruton,  Internal  Revenue  Bureau  attorney,  identified  her 
as  the  wife  of  a  member  of  the  law  firm  of  Root,  Clark.  Buckner  * 
Ballantine. 

Bruton  also  testified  Martin  F.  Tleman.  who  apparently  lives  at 
Brsex  Palls.  N.  J.,  and  Charles  F.  Wallace,  of  Westfleld.  N.  J.,  had 
accomplished  "a  total  reduction  in  their  income  taxes  of  $611,328'' 
in  1935  and  1936  by  the  use  of  multiple  tnisU  for  the  benefit  of 
minor  children. 

The  article  continues: 

CmLOREN  DECLARE)  BTKE^ICIAKIXS 

The  Clark  trusts  were  established,  Brtiton  said,  by  both  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Clark,  and  operated  so  that  during  the  1936  tax  year  each 
of  their  three  children  was  the  sole  beneficiary  of  five  separate 
trusts,  and  also  was  one  of  the  ultimate  beneficiaries  of  another 
Insurance  trust. 

Mr.  Clark  and  the  Fiduciary  Trust  Co.  are  the  trustees  of  each 
trust,  the  youthful -appearing  lawyer  asserted. 

I  may  interp>olate  that  practically  all  the  directors  of  the 
Fiduciary  Trust  Co.  are  in  the  drive  for  the  conscription  bilL 
The  article  proceeds: 

Referring  to  1936  tax  returns.  Bruton  said  16  individual  retxirns 
were  filed  by  the  trustees,  showing  separate  trust  incomes  aggre- 
gating $170,236.  on  which  taxes  totaled  $10,930. 

He  said  an  Individual  exemption  had  been  claimed  for  each 
trust,  and  that  the  splitting  of  income  among  the  16  trusts  re- 
sulted in  a  drastic  reduction  of  stirtaxes. 

"Had  one  trust  been  created."  he  added,  "the  trustees  would 
have  paid  $77311,  or  $66,38123  more  than  they  did.  Had  no 
trusts  been  created  and  the  trust  income  Included  In  that  of  Mrs. 
Clark,  the  total  taxes  collected  would  have  been  approximately 
$90,000  more  than  have  been  paid." 

That  is  from  the  Associated  Press.  Reading  from  the 
record  of  the  Congressional  Committee  on  Tax  Evasion  and 
Avoidance,  we  find  a  reference  of  the  Treasury  officials  to  Mr. 
Grenville  Clark,  who  loves  his  country  so  much  that  he  wants 
to  regiment  the  boys  to  protect  it.    Let  me  quote  from  that: 

Had  one  trust  been  created,  the  trustees  would  have  paid  $T7,- 
311.30,  or  $66.38123  more  than  they  did.  Had  no  trusts  been 
created  and  the  trust  Income  included  in  that  of  Mrs.  Clark,  the 
total  taxes  collected  would  have  been  approximately  $90,000  mors 
than  have  been  paid. 

Finally,  and  I  think  this  Is  Important: 

If  one  trust  had  been  created  for  each  chUd,  approximately  $24,300 
more  taxes  would  have  been  collected  from  the  trustees. 

I  could  go  ahead  and  read  further  from  that  record,  but 
now  just  turn  to  1940.  What  would  happen,  if  this  con- 
scription bill  passes:  if  an  American  boy,  in  order  to  avoid  his 
duty  of  serving  in  the  forces  of  the  Army,  should  use  the  same 
type  of  evasion  that  Mr.  Clark  used  in  avoiding  his  taxes  in 
1935?     That  l)oy  would  be  in  the  penitentiary. 

While  these  patriots  are  perfectly  willing  for  the  boys  to 
have  no  exemption,  how  are  we  going  to  finance  these  boys  if 
the  people  do  not  pay  their  Just  and  rightful  share  of  taxes? 
That  Is  the  man  who  actually  penned  the  conscription  bill 
that  is  now  before  us.     Such  patriotism! 

Of  course,  I  could  go  ahead  and  discuss  Mr,  Clark  at  some 
length,  but  it  is  not  necessary  to  do  so.  He  is  one  of  the 
Individuals  behind  the  conscription  bill. 

Who  else  was  there?  Gen.  John  F.  CRyan.  Let  me  read 
to  you  what  General  OHyan  said  before  the  Isist  war  as  to 
why  we  should  draft  boys  and  have  them  ready  for  war. 
This  is  the  exact  language  of  General  OTlyan  then,  and  I 
want  to  read  It  to  the  Senate: 

The  first  thing  that  must  be  done  is  to  destroy  all  initiative,  and 
that  with  the  training  fits  men  to  be  soldiers.     •     •     • 

The  recruit  does  not  know  how  to  carry  out  orders.  His  mental 
state  differs  from  that  of  the  trained  soldier  who  obeys  mechani- 
cally.   We  must  get  our  men  so  that  they  are  nxachlnes. 

We  have  to  have  our  men  trained  so  that  the  infiuence  of  fear 
is  overpowered  by  the  peril  of  an  uncompromising  military  system 
often  btu;ked  up  by  a  pistol  In  the  hands  cf  an  officer. 

I  want  to  repeat  the  words  of  General  OTlyan  as  to  the 
need  of  conscription.    This  Is  what  he  says: 

We  have  to  have  our  men  trained  so  that  the  Influence  of  fear 
Is  overpowered  by  the  peril  of  an  uncomprlslng  military  system 
often  backed  up  by  a  pistol  In  the  hands  of  an  officer. 

Then  he  continues: 

The  recruits  have  got  to  put  their  beads  Into  the  military  noose. 
They  have  got  to  be  Jacked  up.    They  have  gut  to  be  bawled  out. 
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General  CRyan,  as  most  of  you  know,  has  already  advo- 
cated the  entrance  of  the  United  States  Into  this  war.  He  is 
in  favor  of  the  United  States  going  over  there  now.  He  is  for 
conscription,  and  was  present  at  the  Harvard  Club  when 
this  committee  was  set  up. 

Who  else  was  there?  Let  us  go  down  through  the  list  of 
some  of  them. 

Lewis  W.  Douglas  was  there.  I  shall  not  say  about  him 
what  the  President  did.    I  shall  Just  pass  him  over. 

Who  else  was  there?  Henry  L.  Stimson,  the  Secretary  of 
War.  who  is  carrying  out  in  the  Cabinet  the  wishes  of  those 
who  want  us  to  go  to  war.  No  matter  how  much  he  proclaims 
otherwise  to  the  public.  Henry  L.  Stimson  would  be  for  war 
today  if  he  felt  he  could  get  a  declaration  of  war  through 
Congress.  Henry  L.  Stimson  has  been  present  at  all  these 
meetings  to  push  America  a  little  closer  to  the  precipice. 
Henry  L.  Stimson  was  present  at  the  meeting,  as  he  was  at 
the  meeting  that  set-up  the  infamous  Clark-Eichelberger- 
William  Allen  White  committee.  Was  that  why  he  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  Cabinet,  because  they  knew  his  record  so  well? 

Who  else  was  present  at  this  meeting  to  draft  American 
boys?  Robert  P.  Patterson,  who  is  now  Assistant  Secretary 
of  War.  He  was  present.  No  wonder  Mr.  Stimson  wants  him 
a.s  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  War. 

Who  else  was  present  at  that  meeting?  I  was  speaking  a 
moment  ago  of  Lewis  Douglas.  I  do  not  want  to  bring  ]>oli- 
tics  into  this  matter.  I  want  to  be  fair.  Whom  else  do  we 
find?  Elihu  Root.  Jr.  He  was  present  at  that  meeting  to  set 
up  this  conscription  drive.  He  is  also  a  member  of  the  firm  of 
Root,  Clark,  Buckner,  and  Ballentine,  and  has  many  other 
Interests  that  I  could  name  to  you.  but  I  do  not  want  to  delay 
the  Senate. 

Who  else  was  present  at  that  meeting?  Julius  Ochs  Adler, 
general  manager  of  the  New  York  Times,  and^a  man  who 
holds  stock  in  corporations  located  in  countries  now  at  war. 
Mr.  Adler  wants  the  American  boy  to  protect  his  invest- 
ments. 

Now  let  us  see  who  else  was  there.  We  find  that  Mr.  K.  P. 
Budd  was  there.  That  may  not  mean  anything  to  you;  but 
who  is  Mr.  K.  P.  Budd?  He  is  a  director  of  the  North  British 
and  Mercantile  Insurance  Co..  with  headquarters  in  London. 

Let  us  look  at  the  others  that  we  have  in  the  list.  We  find 
Mr.  J.  B.  Taylor,  Jr..  who  has  money  invested  in  aircraft, 
and  a  director  of  aviation  corporations. 

Let  us  see  who  else  was  there.  We  find  Mr.  F.  M.  Weld. 
Who  is  Mr.  Weld?  I  will  tell  you  who  he  is.  He  is  a  director 
of  the  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works,  which  is  making  millions 
out  of  this  war. 

Now  let  us  go  down  the  list  of  these  individuals,  and  see  what 
their  patriotism  is.  that  they  want  American  boys  to  be  regi- 
mented. What  else  does  Mr.  Weld  do?  He  Is  in  the  oil  busi- 
ness, in  the  Pilgrim  Exploration  Co.,  and  other  enterprises 
that  I  could  mention  to  you. 

Whom  else  do  we  find  present  at  that  meeting?  Brig.  Gen. 
-Benedict  Crowell.  who  was  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  and 
Director  of  Munitions  during  the  World  War.  You  recall 
that— the  Director  of  Munitions  during  the  World  War — do 
you  not?  He  was  also  present  at  the  Harvard  Club  to  set  up 
this  conscription  drive  to  get  American  boys  in  the  Army. 
Other  individuals  were  present  whose  names  I  could  place  in 
the  Record,  together  with  a  list  of  the  interests  with  which 
they  were  identified. 

They  met  on  the  22d  day  of  May  and  estabUshed  this 
drive  for  conscription.  On  the  23d  day  of  May  they  went 
back  to  the  same  club  and  there  passed  resolutions  for  "aid 
to  the  Allies  short  of  war."  I  have  been  advised  that  their 
statements  there  were  as  bellicose  as  if  we  were  in  war  at 
that  time. 

Now,  let  us  see  what  else  they  did.  They  know  where  to 
get  money.  What  did  this  committee  do?  On  the  3d  day 
of  June  they  met  again.  They  met  to  raise  money.  It  is 
hard  to  tell  how  much  they  raised,  but  they  said  they  were 
going  to  raise  one-quarter  of  a  million  dollars.  What  for? 
Why  should  men  in  business  have  to  raise  a  quarter  of  a 
million  dollars  to  drive  a  conscription  bill  through  the  Con- 


gress of  the  United  States?  Why,  I  ask  again,  should  busi- 
nessmen raise  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars  to  drive  con- 
scription through  the  United  States  Congress?  If  conscrip- 
tion was  a  good  thing  for  this  country,  would  not  our  Army 
and  Navy  ask  for  it  without  pressure?  Would  we  not  vote 
for  It  without  propaganda  to  drive  us  into  line?  That  quar- 
ter of  a  million  dollars  was  to  pay  for  the  type  of  propa- 
ganda spoken  of  just  a  moment  ago  by  the  Senator  from 
Michigan.  A  quarter  of  a  million  dollars  was  raised  at  that 
one  time.  Think  of  that — men  raising  a  quarter  of  a  million 
dollars  to  conscript  boys  in  America.    Such  patriotism. 

Who  else  was  present?  And  what  financial  enterprises 
do  we  find  that  these  individuals  are  engaged  in?  Here  are 
some  of  their  financial  holdings:  We  find  that  some  of 
them  have  foreign  investments — very  decided,  strong,  large 
foreign  investments.  We  find  that  some  of  them  are  di- 
rectors of  abrasive  companies,  directors  of  rubber  companies, 
directors  of  chemical  companies,  directors  of  wire  com- 
panies; and  wire  is  very  important  in  war.  It  is  very  usual 
to  see  a  boy.  one  of  these  conscripted  boys,  hanging  over 
a  barbed  wire,  with  his  stomach  torn  open  by  a  bomb. 
So  we  need  wire  in  war. 

Whom  else  do  we  find?  We  find  directors  of  Iron-ore 
mines  and  Iron  furnaces,  directors  of  oil  companies,  directors 
of  British  insurance  companies,  of  aircraft  companies,  of 
the  Baldwin  Locomotive  Co.,  of  machine  tools,  of  phos- 
phates, of  air  brakes;  and  in  that  list  you  will  find  such  a 
group  of  patriots  as  this  country  has  never  seen. 

No;  conscription  did  not  come  from  labor,  as  shown  by 
the  letter  read  to  the  Senate  at  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Montana  (Mr.  Wheeler].  Conscription  did  not,  come 
from  the  railroad  brotherhoods,  the  C.  I.  O..  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  the  Orange,  or  the  poor  jseople.  if  I  may 
use  that  word. 

It  came  from  those  Individuals  who  have  interests  to  pro- 
tect in  this  war,  and,  if  necessary,  to  protect  them  they  will 
sacrifice  American  boys  on  the  battlefields  of  imy  continent 
to  protect  them  as  they  did  before.  I  intend  to  discuss  the 
matter  later,  either  this  week  or  next  week,  but  some  of  the 
individuals  who  are  behind  this  drive  for  conscription,  and 
helped  finance  it,  are  the  same  Individuals  who  were  anxious 
to  push  America  into  the  World  War  before  1917. 

Let  me  say  this  afternoon,  whether  my  colleagues  agree  with 
me  or  disagree  with  me.  I  have  never  made  a  statement  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  if  I  did  not  have  information  and 
facts  with  which  to  back  it  up.  It  will  be  found  that  these 
patriots  are  willing  to  conscript  boys,  but  when  you  start 
talking  about  drafting  wealth,  what  does  the  New  York  Times 
say?  It  says  that  we  should  go  slowly  on  excess -profits  taxes, 
that  we  should  go  slowly  on  drafting  wealth,  but  full  speed 
ahead  on  drafting  boys.  Yes;  slow  up  on  drafting  wealth 
but  full  speed  ahead  on  drafting  boys.  Conscript  100  percent 
of  their  wealth. 

When  you  start  talking  about  drafting  wealth,  that  Is  regi- 
mentation and  communism,  but  when  you  talk  at>out  taking 
boys,  taking  them  away  to  their  possible  death,  that  is  not 
regimentation  to  them,  that  is  democracy.  Democracy!  Look 
at  these  individuals  behind  it.  We  find  these  individuals 
lik?  Henry  Stimson.  Julius  O.  Adler,  Lewis  Douglas,  John  F. 
©•Ryan.  Karl  H.  Behr.  Elihu  Root.  Jr..  and  Grenville  Clark, 
back  of  moves  to  push  America  closer  to  the  precipice  of  war. 
They  say  we  are  not  In  the  war.  I  am  tired  of  these  people 
talking  in  denial  about  us  taking  steps  toward  war,  but  we 
are  gradually  going  down  that  road,  and  sooner  or  later  we 
are  going  to  get  close  to  the  precipice  and  then  It  means  war 
Itself. 

They  are  the  same  individuals  who  are  advocating  today 
an  act  of  war  In  the  sale  of  destroyers.  I  gave  the  names  of 
some  of  the  individuals  who  helped  finance  the  advertising 
campaign  before  the  recent  conventions.  We  found  interna- 
tional bankers  of  Kuhn.  Loeb  k  Co.  I  received  a  telegram 
from  Mr.  Thomas,  of  Lehman  Bros.,  this  morning,  who  helped 
finance  the  advertising  toward  our  involvement  in  war,  asking 
me  to  go  along  and  support  the  sending  of  destroyers  to 
England.    Director  of  Kuhn,  Loeb  &  Co.,  director  of  Lehman 
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Bros.,  director  of  J.  Plerpont  Morgan  &  Co..  director  of  the 
Guaranty  Trust  Co..  and  others  have  been  named.  Every 
Single,  solitary  large  international  banking  house  in  New  York 
is  represented  on  one  of  these  committees,  either  financially 
or  otherwise,  except  one. 

The  call  for  conscription  did  not  come  from  the  farms  of 
America — and  the  farms  of  America  are  just  as  patriotic  as 
any  other  place  in  America.  If  the  farmers  felt  we  were  in 
need  of  this,  they  would  be  for  it.  It  did  not  come  from  Main 
Street  of  America.  Give  me  a  boy  on  Main  Street,  and  I 
will  show  you  a  boy  who  will  fight  just  as  much  as  the  boy 
who  Is  reared  on  Wall  Street.  The  call  for  conscription  came 
from  this  international  crowd  which  tried  to  get  us  Into  the 
League  of  Nations,  which  tried  to  get  us  into  the  World  Court, 
and  have  gradually  tried  to  push  us  into  involvement  in  inter- 
national affairs  abroad.  I  Intend  to  discuss  that  longer  at  a 
later  time.  I  intend  to  let  the  people  of  America  have  the 
facts,  and  let  them  know  who  is  writing  these  bills  and  who 
is  pushing  them. 

At  times  we  see  In  the  London  newspapers  what  will  happen 
in  the  United  States.  Then  a  few  weeks  later  we  find  the 
story  in  New  York  City;  then  next  we  find  a  bill  introduced 
In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  It  is  almost  uncanny 
to  study  the  predictions  which  have  come  out  of  the  magazines 
of  London  as  to  what  America  was  going  to  do.  I  intend  to 
read  those  to  the  Senate,  and  show  what  they  said  was  going 
to  be  done.  No  greater  prophet  ever  lived  in  history  than  the 
prophets  of  the  Ljndcn  magazines,  who  have  told  what 
America  is  going  to  do  as  to  Involvement  in  this  war — and 
those  papers  are  not  written  for  America;  they  are  written 
for  the  English  public,  and  the  individuals  do  not  get  the 
facts. 

Such  papers  as  the  New  York  Times,  controlled  by  Mr. 
Adler.  who  has  been  howling  regimentation,  never  say  a  word 
in  t>ehalf  of  anything  to  which  they  are  opposed,  but  try  to 
mislead  the  people,  as  they  tried  to  create  the  impression  last 
ueek  that  conscription  was  already  through.  Individuals 
have  said  to  me.  "I  intended  to  write  you  a  letter,  but  I  heard 
Mr.  Blaltenborn  on  the  radio,  and  he  said  conscription  was 
through,  that  there  was  no  need  to  write."  That  is  part  of  the 
program  to  put  America  to  sleep,  so  that  the  people  will  think 
there  is  no  opposition.  But  so  long  as  Americanism  is  present 
In  Congress,  there  will  be  opposition  to  this  klien  doctrine  of 
conscription,  and  the  conscription  program,  which  did  not 
come  from  America,  but  came  from  foreign  shores,  and  was 
Incubated  in  the  banks  and  law  firms  of  New  York  City  on 
Wall  Street. 

[Manifestations  of  applause  In  the  galleries.! 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Russell  in  the  Chair). 
The  Chair  must  admonish  the  occupants  of  the  galleries  that 
they  are  present  as  guests  of  the  Senate,  and  if  continued 
demonstrations  occur,  the  galleries  will  be  cleared.  The  occu- 
pants of  the  galleries  must  observe  the  rules.  It  is  a  rule  of 
the  Senate  that  there  must  be  no  demonstrations  in  the  gal- 
leries. . 

'   I  Exhibit  A 

Some  of  those  present  were:  Julius  Ochs  Adler.  Gasper  O.  Bacon, 
Edward  Bowdltch.  Dr.  A  L.  Boyce.  Kenneth  P  Budd.  Philip  A.  Car- 
roU.  Grenville  Clark.  Henry  H.  Curran,  J.  Uoyd  Derby.  Dr.  Richard 
Derby.  WUllam  J.  Donovan.  Lewis  W.  Douglas.  Duncan  G.  HarrU. 
Robert  H  Jamison.  Df  Lancey  K.  Jay,  Allen  L.  Undley.  Philip  J  Mc- 
Coo»t.  George  C.  McMurtry.  John  McAuley  Palmer.  Robert  P.  Pat- 
terson. Henry  L.  Stimson.  Archibald  B.  Rooaevelt.  Elihu  Root.  Jr.. 
John  P.  G'Ryan.  Archibald  O.  Thacher.  Jonathan  M  Walnwrlght. 
Francis  M.  Weld.  Cornelius  W.  Wickersham.  Oeorge  Wrenn.  and 
Worn  R.  Wyles. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  I  hold  no  brief  for  the  men 
just  excoriated  by  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  I  Mr. 
HoLTl.  So  far  as  I  know,  they  are  high-class,  patriotic  gen- 
tlemen, although  they  might  belong  to  the  Harvard  Club. 
I  think  the  men  who  gathered  on  the  occasion  referred  to 
by  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  to  draft  the  conscription 
bill  were  sincere,  honest,  patriotic  men.  It  may  be  true  that 
they  come  from  the  upper  crust,  so  to  speak,  and  God  knows 
I  hold  no  brief  for  them.  , 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  been  putting  into  a 
certain  category  everyone  who  happens  to  stand  for  the  leg- 


islation that  is  pending  and  that  which  will  shortly  be  pend- 
ing before  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  The  Senator 
Will  stand  and  brand  them,  and  all  the  rest  of  us  who  hap- 
pen to  believe  in  the  legislation  in  which  they  believe,  as 
belonging  in  the  same  category.  Perhaps  the  Senator  is 
right,  but  I  get  a  little  weary  at  being  lectured  about  patriot- 
ism by  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia.  He  has  told  the 
Senate  who  was  at  this  meeting  where  patriots  met  to  con- 
sider defense  meastires  for  this  coimtry.  I  will  tell  the  Sen- 
ate who  was  not  there.  There  were  not  any  Holts  there, 
because  the  Holt  family  does  not  teach  that  kind  of  doctrine. 
When  I  was  over  In  France  in  1917  and  1918.  the  father  of 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  was  preaching  that  peopde 
should  not  raise  any  food  to  send  to  me  and  my  comrades 
who  were  fighting  for  this  coimtry  in  Prance.  The  father 
of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  sent  his  son,  who  was 
eligible  for  service,  to  hide  away  In  South  America  to  avoid 
the  draft.  Talk  to  me  about  patriotism.  TTiat  is  the  kind 
of  patriotism  that  Is  represented  by  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia.  So  I  get  a  litUe  ImpaUent  with  that  kind  of 
patriotism. 

I  get  a  little  Impatient  at  being  lectured  from  a  slacker 
family  about  what  I  consider  to  be  my  patriotic  duty  In  the 
crisis  which  faces  my  beloved  coimtry  at  this  time. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  not  speaking  for  the  men  of  the  Har- 
vard Club,  but  I  am  speaking  for  the  men  who  went  out  with 
me  in  1917  and  1918.  who  had  the  courage  to  go  upon  the 
battlefields  of  France  to  fight  for  our  country,  and  die  for 
it,  if  need  be,  and  the  father  of  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  was  preaching  to  the  people  not  to  send  me  food. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  Piesident.  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  as  soon  as  the  Sen- 
ator concludes  I  will  answer  his  malicious  lie.  I  Laughter 
and  applause  in  the  galleries.] 

Mr.  MINTON.  That  is  the  evidence  that  was  given  before 
a  committee 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Indiana 
will  suspend. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suspend. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  give  those 
In  the  galleries  who  are  visiting  the  Senate  one  more  oppor- 
tunity to  observe  the  common  courtesy  guests  owe  their  host. 
If  the  occupants  of  the  galleries  do  not  observe  the  rules  by 
refraining  from  demonstrations  of  approval  or  disapproval, 
the  Chair  will  see  that  the  galleries  are  cleared.  In  the 
meantime  the  Chair  charges  the  doorkeepers  and  those  in 
charge  of  the  galleries  to  observe  and  see  if  it  is  possible  to 
note  those  indulging  in  applause,  and  escort  them  from  the 
galleries,  in  order  that  those  persotis  who  are  willing  to  abide' 
by  the  rules  and  conduct  themselves  properly  may  not  be 
penalized.    The  Senator  from  Indiana  may  proceed. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President.  I  quoted  the  documents  of 
the  United  States  Senate  for  the  evidence  that  I  am  giving. 
It  was  testified  to.  and  evidence  was  produced  before  a  com- 
mittee here  in  the  United  States  Senate,  as  I  understand,  in 
which  the  charges  were  made  against  the  father  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  West  Virginia  that  I  have  uttered  here  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

So.  Mr.  President.  I,  for  one,  am  supporting  this  legislation 
because  I  believe  It  is  my  patriotic  duty  to  do  so.  I  do  not 
want  to  have  to  conscript  boys.  It  is  no  pleasure  for  me  to 
do  so.  But  we  do  not  have  any  choice  in  the  matter.  There 
Is  a  man  across  the  sea  who  marches  today  before  the  greatest 
military  force  the  world  has  ever  known,  and  he  crushes  out, 
one  by  one.  the  democracies  of  the  world  and  marches  on  and 
on  to  new  victory.  It  is  his  philosophy  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
himself  and  his  kind  to  crush  out  democracy  in  the  world  and 
to  set  up  the  rule  of  his  own  people  over  the  rest  of  us.  I 
stand  in  fear  of  that  dreadful  doctrine.  I  want  to  see  Amer- 
ica preserved.  I  want  to  see  America  go  along  happily  down 
the  road  as  she  has  in  the  years  that  have  gone  by.  I  do  not 
want  to  see  the  will  of  a  foreign  conqueror  imposed  upon  the 
free  people  of  America. 

I  believe  that  this  threat  is  here.  I  believe  that  we  are 
confronted  with  a  frightful  crisis.     We  do  not  have  to  send 
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our  men  to  flght  over  there,  or  to  fight  anywhere,  except  in 
defense  of  America;  but  I  say  that  the  exigencies  of  this 
occasion  demand  that  we  should  get  our  manpower  ready  to 
flght  and  defend  America  if  it  should  ever  unhappily  be 
Challenged. 

I  say.  Mr.  President,  that  I  do  not  want  to  conscript  boys. 
I  would  not  conscript  boys  if  I  did  not  feel  that  it  was  neces- 
sary. Why  did  you  conscript  them  in  wartime?  Only  be- 
cause you  thought  it  was  necessary.  If  you  are  going  to  con- 
script them  now.  you  are  going  to  conscript  them  only  because 
you  think  it  is  necessary. 

Are  we  in  an  emergency  or  are  we  not?  If  we  were  not 
in  an  emergency  which  demanded  this  preparation,  why  did 
we  unanimously  vote  these  billions  of  dollars  to  buy  ships  and 
airplanes  and  tanks  and  other  equipment?  They  do  not 
man  themselves.  The  United  States  Senate  voted  unani- 
mously billions  of  dollars  for  all  this  equipment.  How  are  we 
going  to  operate  it  if  we  do  not  man  it? 

The  Army  tells  us  that  the  volunteer  system  will  not  get 

the  men  in  the  quantities  and  at  the  time  they  need  them 

for  their  training  purposes.     The  Army  and  the  Navy  have 

__the  responsibility  for  using  these  weapons  for  the  defense  of 

OUT  country.    These  men  who  have  that  responsibility  come 

in  and  tell  us  time  and  again  that  if  we  are  going  to  use  these 
weapons,  then  we  must  have  the  men  to  use  them.  Are  we 
to  say  to  the  staffs  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  charged  with 
the  responsibility  of  using  these  engines  of  death  upon  the 
battlefield,  of  defending  America  if  the  time  should  ever 
come  when  that  is  necessary,  that  they  shall  not  have  these 
men  to  train  them  and  get  them  ready,  if  that  unhappy  day 
should  ever  ccme? 

Mr.  President,  there  are  some  of  us  who  have  faced  this 
imhappy  circiunstance  with  heavy  hearts.  As  I  looked  into 
the  face  of  my  little  boy,  who  was  6  months  old  before  ever 
I  laid  eyes  on  him — he  was  bom  while  I  was  over  in  France — 
I  uttered  a  silent  prayer  that  God  forbid  that  ever  he  would 
have  to  go  into  another  war.  He  is  21  years  old  today,  and  he 
had  the  courage  to  go  out  on  his  own  and  offer  his  services 
to  his  country,  by  enlisting  in  the  Reserve  Corps,  and  he  is 
but  a  schoolboftr  yet. 

I  have  another  boy  who  is  15  years  old.  I  love  those  young- 
sters as  any  father  loves  his  son,  and  I  do  not  want  them  to 
go  to  war.  I  do  not  want  any  mother's  son  to  go  to  war. 
But  if  war  should  unhappily  come,  and  the  crisis  should  come 
in  this  country.  I  would  be  ashamed  of  my  sons,  much  as 
I  love  them,  if  they  turned  their  backs  like  slackers  upon 
their  country  in  the  hour  of  its  need. 

Mr.  President.  I  feel  keenly  about  this  matter.  If  the  time 
comes  that  Congress  shall  vote  for  another  war,  and  it  be- 
comes my  duty  to  do  it,  I  will  stand  up  and  do  it  like  a 
man.  but  God  forbid  that  ever  I  have  to  do  it.  But  if  that 
unhappy  time  comes  I  will  walk  out  of  my  door,  and  take  my 
boys'  hands  in  mine,  and  we  will  go  down  to  the  recruiting 
station  together  and  do  our  duty  as  American  citizens. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  what  caused  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  to  get  in  the  spirit  that  he  has  gotten 
into.  I  notice  he  has  been  going  back  and  forth  out  of  that 
door.  But  I  want  to  say  this,  that  if  the  shoe  fits  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  he  can  wear  it.  If  ever  the  administration 
wants  fllth  to  be  thrown  they  get  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
to  throw  it. 

Mr.  MINTON.  And  when  Hitler  wants  it  thrown  you 
throw  it. 

Mr.  HOLT.  No,  no,  not  at  all.  I  want  to  say  this,  that 
there  never  has  l)een  a  time  in  recent  history  when  the  ad- 
ministration wanted  some  dirty,  filthy,  low  Job  done,  that 
they  could  not  get  the  Senator  from  Indiana  to  do  It. 

Mr.   BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,    I    make    the    point    of 

order 

Mr.  HOLT.  Oh.  I  do  not  blame  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky at  all 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  a  matter  of  Indifference  to  me 
whether  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  blames  me  or  not, 
but  the  Senate  has  rules  which  require  the  observance  at 
least  of  decorum  In  debate  here  among  Senators,   and  I 


suggest  to  the  Chair  that  the  language  used  by  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  is  not  in  keeping  with  the  rules  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  HOLT.     Mr.  President.  I  want  the  Senate  to  know 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
has  made  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  want  to  talk  on  that  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
under  the  rule,  has  the  right  to  make  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  suggest  that  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  impugns  the  motives  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 
He  said  in  effect  that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  can  be  ob- 
tained by  the  administration,  or  some  other  agency,  to  deal 
in  low,  dirty,  contemptible  debate  here,  and  ,to  refiect  upon 
Senators.  If  that  is  not  a  violation  of  the  rule  which  pro- 
hibits the  impugning  of  motives  of  Senators.  I  should  like  to 
have  the  rtile  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Tlie  clerk  wUl  read  for  the 
Information  of  the  Senate  paragraph  4  of  rule  XIX. 
The  Chief  Clerk.     Rule  XIX,  paragraph  4: 

If  any  Senator.  In  speaking  or  otherwise,  transgress  the  rules  of 
the  Senate,  the  Presiding  Officer  shall,  or  any  Senator  may,  call  him 
to  order;  and  when  a  Senator  shall  be  called  to  order  he  shall  sit 

down,  and  not  proceed  without  leave  of  the  Senate,  which,  if 
granted,  shall  lie  upon  motion  that  he  be  allowed  to  proceed  In 
order,  which  motion  shall  t>e  determined  without  debate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  that  rule  the  Chair,  or  any  Sen- 
ator, may  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  the  language  of  a 
Senator.  I  have  no  desire  to  prevent  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  or  any  other  Senator  proceeding  In  debate,  but  I  do 
question  the  propriety  of  language  such  as  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  has  used  toward  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  and 
I  ask  the  Chair  to  decide  whether  it  is  a  violation  of  the  nile 
of  the  Senate  against  impugning  the  motives  of  another 
Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  would  place  the  Chair 
in  the  position  of  passing  upon  the  language  used  by  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
in  rising  to  make  the  point  of  order  is  wholly  within  his 
rights,  and  under  rule  XTX  it  would  be  in  order  for  the 
Senate,  upon  motion,  to  allow  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia to  proceed  in  order. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think,  under  the  rule,  it  is  no  more  the 
duty  of  a  Senator  than  of  the  Chair  to  call  a  Senator  to 
order  when  he  violates  the  rule,  but  I  am  willing  to  assimie 
responsibility  for  calling  attention  to  the  language  of  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia.  When  a  Senator  is  called  to 
order  he  shall  sit  down,  and  not  proceed  without  leave  of 
the  Senate.  I  am  willing  to  make  the  motion,  and  do. make 
the  motion,  that  he  be  allowed  to  proceed  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  proceed  in  order.  [Putting  the  question.! 
The  ayes  have  it,  and  the  Senator  from  West  VirgUiia  Is 
recognized  to  proceed  in  order. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Indiana  has 
attacked  my  father.  My  father  is  dead.  He  cannot  protect 
himself.  My  father  was  a  patriot,  and  enlisted  in  the  Civil 
War  when  he  was  13  years  of  age;  and  yet  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  stands  up  and  impugns  his  motives.  My  father 
will  be  long  rememljered  as  a  man  who  stood  courageously 
for  the  things  in  which  he  beheved.  Yes.  my  father  was 
against  the  World  War;  and  thousands  of  American  boys 
would  be  alive  today  if  my  father's  course  had  been  upheld 
by  the  American  people.  Yes;  my  father  was  against  war, 
because  he  had  seen  it.  He  had  seen  boys  of  his  own  age. 
14  and  15  years  of  age,  killed  on  the  battlefield,  and  he  did 
cot  want  any  more  boys  to  be  killed. 

Likewise.  I  say  that  America  gained  nothing  from  her  en- 
trance into  the  World  War.  My  father  was  against  It.  but  he 
was  against  it  openly.  The  Senator  from  Indiana  says  that 
my  distinguished  father— and  pray  God  that  I  may  be  as 
much  of  a  man  as  my  father  was— opposed  sending  food  to 
the  soldiers  abroad.  While  my  father  was  against  the  war.  he 
never  opposed  raising  food  to  send  to  the  soldiers  abroad. 
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Where  did  such  testimony  come  from?  It  came  from  the 
words  of  a  man  who  was  superintendent  of  schools  in  my 
town,  and  who  was  later  appointed  by  the  President  to,smack 
at  me.  What  did  that  man  do?  When  I  was  a  child  12  srears 
old  In  school,  what  did  this  man  who  attacked  my  father 
before  the  committee  do?  He  came  before  the  students  of  my 
own  school,  before  me.  a  child  12  years  old.  with  no  defense 
at  all.  and  said  "Old  Doc  Holt" — my  father  was  a  physician, 
and  a  good  one — "ought  to  be  lined  up  against  a  wall  and 
shot  until  his  blood  stained  the  wall."  He  made  that  state- 
ment before  the  student  group,  and  before  me,  12  years  of 
age.  The  testimony  is  based  on  that  type  of  statement, 
brotaght  about  by  war  hysteria.  Yes;  my  father  was  against 
the  war,  and  he  was  right. 

The  story  about  my  brother  not  being  in  the  Army  is  an- 
other malicious  misstatement  of  fact.  My  brother  did  not 
seek  to  evade  the  draft,  as  the  Senator  from  Indiana  has 
tried  to  intimate.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  ask  that  there  be 
placed  in  the  Rccou) — I  shall  send  home  immediately  for  it— 
a  letter  from  the  War  Department  praising  my  brother  for  his 
work  in  construction  of  military  camps.  He  served  at  Camp 
Sherman.  He  served  at  Camp  Upton,  and  he  served  at  other 
camps  in  America.  It  is  typical  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
to  rise  in  the  Senate,  where  my  brother  has  no  protection, 
and  deliberately  try  to  smear  me. 

Mr.  President,  I  expected  Just  such  an  attack.  Whenever 
a  man  stands  up  and  fights  this  crowd,  he  is  smeared.  I 
have  had  this  experience  before.  I  ask  that  I  be  permitted 
to  place  in  the  Record  the  military  record  of  the  Holts,  There 
has  been  a  Holt  in  every  war  in  American  history.  Holts 
were  in  the  Revolutionary  War,  and  fought  to  make  America 
Independent  from  England.  "liie  Senator  from  Indiana  does 
not  think  we  are  free  today.    He  still  thinks  we  are  a  colony. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  mat- 
ter referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  win  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HOLT.  It  is  imi>ossil>le  to  list,  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment,  all  of  my  direct  relatives  who  have  served  in  the 
Army  and  Navy.  They  served  In  the  Indian  wars.  Revolu- 
tionary War,  War  of  1812.  Civil  War,  and  the  World  War. 

Here  are  my  grandparents  and  uncles  who  have  served  in 
the  Army  and  Navy : 

Joseph  Davis,  lieutenant  tn  Revolutionary  War. 

Joseph  Davis  (son  of  above  mentioned),  surgeon  In  Revolutionary 
War. 

Reuben  Davis,  ensign  In  the  War  of  1812. 

Jacob  Prltchard.  major  of  mllltla. 

William  Henry  Harrison  Dew.  surgeon  In  Confederate  Army. 

Samuel  Dew,  served  in  Confederate  Army.  Killed  In  action  at 
Frederick.  Md. 

WUllam  Dew,  served  as  captain  from  Virginia  In  Revolutionary 
War. 

John  Holt,  served  In  militia  during  Whisky  Rebellion. 

William  Holt,  died  In  Union  Army  during  Civil  War. 

John  Holt,  served  In  Union  Army  during  Civil  War. 

Dr.  James  McCauley,  surgeon  In  United  States  Navy. 

Jonathan  Cobun  (Fort  Cobun  named  (or  him),  served  In  Indian 
wars. 

James  Cobun,  served  m  Indian  wars. 

Robert  Bdwards.  Revolutionary  War  captain. 

Thomas  Highland,  captain. 

Oen.  William  Holt,  quartermaster  general  under  Oen.  Oeorge 
Washington  In  Revolutionary  War. 

Dr.  M.  8.  Holt  (father)  enlisted  in  Union  Army  in  Civil  War. 

Mathew  8.  Holt.  Jr.  (brotber)  served  in  construction  division. 
United  States  Army.  World  War. 

Other  information  as  to  age  of  some  who  were  not  able  to  serve 
in  Army  or  Navy : 

My  father  was  but  13  years  of  age  but  enlisted. 

My  grandfather  Dew  was  but  16  years  of  age  at  the  start  of 
ClvU  War. 

Another  grandfather  Dew  was  Init  7  years  of  age  when  Revolu- 
tionary War  began  but  later  enlisted  in  mllltla  upon  becoming 
at  age.  ' 

No  uncles  or  grandparents  were  at  military  age  for  service  In 
^Tanlsh-Amerlcag  War. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  the  Record 
show  these  things  once  and  for  all. 

My  fine  mother  was  also  against  war,  because  she  did  not 
want  boys  killed;  and  she  was  right.  My  fine  mother  was 
knocked  down  by  stones  thrown  by  brave,  hysterical  patriots. 


Yes;  I  know  something  of  war  hysteria,  because  my  father 
was  honest  and  brave  enough  to  stand  up  and  face  it.  Twice 
afterward  he  was  elected  mayor  of  my  home  city  by  having 
his  name  written  in  on  the  ballot.  He  received  more  votes 
than  both  other  candidates  combined.  My  father  is  dead.  I 
hate  to  say  that.  But  his  memory  goes  on,  in  protest  against 
needless  bloodshed.  I  am  not  ashamed  of  my  father's  record, 
and  I  am  not  ashamed  of  my  brother's  record.  I  am  not 
ashamed  of  the  Holts.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  that  if  he  had  a  spark  of  manhood  about  him  he 
would  look  up  these  facts  and  apologize  in  the  United  States 
Senate;  but  he  dare  not  do  so. 

The  Holts  fought  in  the  wars,  and  many  of  them  died  in 
the  wars.  The  record  which  I  shall  present  to  the  Senate  will 
show  that.  My  father  was  against  the  World  War,  and  I 
am  against  this  war.  because  I  know  that  the  same  path 
which  we  took  in  1916  and  1917  is  being  taken  in  1939  and 
1940. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  said  that  when  Hitler  wanted 
to  smear  he  had  me  do  it.  That  reminds  me  of  the  same 
sort  of  abuse  which  was  heaped  upon  that  great  American, 
the  elder  Senator  La  PoUette  from  Wisconsin,  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska  I  Mr.  NorrxsI.  I  can  find  almost  the 
identical  words  in  the  Congressional  Record. 

I  have  accepted  nothing  from  anybody.  My  duty  is  not  to 
any  other  country  but  to  America.  I  believe  in  national  de- 
fense, but  I  do  not  want  the  bojre  of  my  home  city  sacrificed 
on  the  battlefield  In  order  to  provide  wealth  for  a  few.  The 
Holt  family  has  never  been  a  slacker  family;  but.  thank  God, 
they  have  enough  "guts"  to  say  what  they  believe,  even 
though  they  l>e  alone  in  saying  it.  I  shall  do  so  here,  even 
though  I  be  alone.    I  shall  flght  for  things  that  are  right. 

Mr.  President,  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
is  uncalled  for.  Nothing  was  said  in  my  statement  which 
included  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  but  he  seemed  to  want 
to  include  himself.  The  shoe  seemed  to  fit  him,  and  he  put 
it  on  and  went  to  town  with  it. 

I  am  not  ashamed  of  the  Holts.  I  am  for  America.  Thank 
God.  we  can  still  talk,  and  I  intend  to  do  so. 

ACTIVE     SERVICE     OF     NATIONAL     GUARD,     RESERVE.    AND     RETIRED 

PERSONNEL 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consldertition  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and 
to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of 
Reserve  components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular 
Army  into  active  military  service. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  several  distinguished  lawyers 
who  are  Members  of  the  Senate  have  questioned  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  pending  measure.  I  raised  the  same 
question  in  the  early  stages  of  the  measure;  but  the  result 
of  my  own  research  and  of  the  help  I  have  had  from  others 
who  have  specialized  in  the  matter  of  legislation  for  na- 
tional defense  is  that  I  am  persuaded  that  the  Congress 
possesses  the  power  which  Is  undertaken  to  be  exercised, 
first,  under  and  by  virtue  of  inherent  sovereignty,  and, 
second,  under  the  express  authorities  which  are  laid  down  . 
in  article  I,  section  8,  of  the  Constitution. 

The  most  general  power  Is  that  to  provide  for  the  common 
defense.  Probably  no  power  which  Congress  possesses  is 
superior  to  the  power  to  provide  ior  the  common  defense. 
But  the  Constitution  is  more  specific  than  that.  It  vests  in 
the  Congress  another  sovereign  power,  namely,  the  power 
to  raise  and  support  armies.  There  are  numerous  addi- 
tional powers  ^^ch  bolster  this  general  and  this  specific 
power. 

It  was  by  virtue  of  these  powers  that  Congress  heretofore, 
In  1916  and  again  in  1933,  imdertook  to  include  in  the 
MiUtary  Elstablishment  of  the  United  States  Reserve  com- 
ponents. The  democratic  theory  of  our  Oovemment  is  that 
we  shall  have  a  relatively  small  standing  Army  and  that 
we  shall  have  a  relatively  large  reservoir  of  trained  citizens 
qualified  phjrslcally  and  mentally  to  answer  a  call  to  arms 
in  the  common  defense.  Congress  has  adhered  to  that 
policy  in  setting  up  the  law  under  which  we  work  today. 
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I  believe  it  was  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Iowa 
fMr.  GiLLETTrl  who  called  attention  to  the  power  to  call 
out  and  the  power  to  order  into  the  Federal  service  the 
National  Ouard  and  other  Reserve  components  of  the 
Military  Establishment.  I  need  not  review  the  fact  that 
the  Military  Establishment  consists  not  only  of  the  standing 
Army  but  also  of  the  Reserve  components,  which  include 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  and  the  Nation^ 
Guard  when  called  into  the  service  of  the  United  States, 
which  are  two  different  organizations,  the  Organized  Re- 
serve, and  the  militia  when  organized. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
moat  shield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
Whether  the  constitutional  authorization  giving  Congress  the 
power  to  raise  and  support  armies  is  not  based  on  something 
even  more  fundamental,  if  there  could  be  anjrthing  more 
fundamental,  and  that  is  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
preserve  itself? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Exactly.  There  is  not  a  more  necessary 
power  for  a  government  to  have  than  the  power  to  raise  and 
support  armies  for  the  common  defense.  Section  111  of  the 
National  Defense  Act.  which  is  found  at  page  160.  48  Statutes, 
is  an  exercise  of  that  power  applied  to  the  very  same  thing 
the  Congress  is  asked  to  apply  it  to  today.  Is  there  any 
question  in  the  mind  of  Senators  that  section  111.  which 
enables  the  President  to  order  into  active  service  the  Reserve 
components  of  the  Army  on  two  conditions  is  a  constitutional 
and  valid  piece  of  legislation?  Does  any  Senator  question 
the  validity  of  that  act  of  Congress  which  provides,  in  effect, 
that  the  President  may  order  into  active  service  the  National 
Ouard  of  the  United  States  on  two  conditions,  namely,  that, 
first.  Congress  shall  have  declared  an  emergency  to  exist,  and, 
secondly,  that  Congress  shall  have  declared  that  the  standing 
Army  is  not  adequate  for  the  emergency?  When  once  it  is 
admitted  that  that  is  a  valid  exercise  of  this  great  power  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  and  raise  and  support 
armies,  then  the  necessary  step  has  been  taken  to  come  to  the 
--^conclusion  to  which  I  shall  ask  the  Senate  to  come. 

What  is  the  nature  of  the  pending  joint  resolution?    Is  it 
any  different  in  character  than  the  National  Defense  Act  of 
1933?     No:  it  is  of  identical  character;  it  is  exactly  the  same 
thing;  and  it  deals  with  the  same  subject.     It  has  for  its 
objective  that  lofty  purpose  of  providing  for  the  national 
defense  by  raising  and  supporting  armies.    How  does  the 
pending  joint  resolution  differ  from  the  existing  law.  which  is, 
of  course,  nothing  but  a  statute,  and  no  one  here  now  ques- 
tions its  validity  from  a  constitutional  point  of  view,  and  I 
doubt  if  anyone  ever  will  question  it.    The  joint  resolution 
we  are  considering  changes  the  power  of  the  President  to 
some  extent.    Under  the  existing  law  it  is  necessary  for /the 
Congress  to  make  certain  declarations  of  fact,  namely^  that 
an  emergency  exists,  and  that  the  standing  Army  is  not 
adequate  to  take  care  of  it,  whereas  the  joint  resolution  which 
we  are  considering,  in  effect,  repeals  that  provision,  and.  In 
effect,  makes  it  inapplicable  to  the  situation.     If  the  Con- 
gress sees  fit  to  pass  the  joint  resolution,  then  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  the  Congress  to  declare  an  emergency  to  exist 
and  that  the  standing  Army  Is  Inadequate  to  meet  it.    Under 
the  Joint  resolution,  which  will  have  exactly  the  same  validity 
and  exactly  the  same  force  as  the  act  of  1933.  the  President 
during  the  brief  iperiod  ending  June  30,  1942.  will  be  author- 
ized to  order  Into  active  service  for  limited  periods  of  time 
the  Reserve  components  of  the  Army  without  any  preliminary 
finding  by  Congress  of  an  emergency  or  the  lack  or  inade- 
quacy of  the  standing  Army.    That  is  all  there  is  to  it;  it  is 
as  simple  as  it  can  be. 

Mr.  President,  if  anybody  questions  my  own  thought  on  this 
matter,  which  they  well  might  do,  I  would  call  attention  to 
the  thought  of  another,  namely,  a  district  judge  of  the  United 
States  whose  decision  stands  as  the  law  today.  It  is  the  de- 
cision of  a  great  and  dignified  court  which  has  never  been 
reversed,  so  far  as  I  can  find,  and  has  never  been  modified. 


so  far  as  I  can  find,  and  the  reasoning  which  I  have  attempted 
to  use  in  arriving  at  the  conclusion  I  have  is  similar  to  that 
employed  by  this  judge  in  his  opinion  to  which  I  shall  ask  the 
Indulgence  of  the  Senate  to  refer.  I  shall  not  undertake  to 
read  the  entire  opinion,  and  use  so  much  of  the  valuable  time 
of  the  Senate  as  that  would  require,  but  I  will  read  certain 
paragraphs  in  order  that  Senators  may  know  the  process  of 
the  judge's  thought  not  on  this  measure,  of  course,  not  even 
on  the  act  of  1933,  but  on  the  same  principle,  for  it  was  upon 
the  Conscription  Act  of  1917  that  this  decision  was  rendered. 
A  man  by  the  name  of  Stephens  was  Indicted  for  failure  to 
register  under  the  act  of  May  18,  1917.  He  demurred  to  the 
indictment,  and  the  court  overruled  his  demurrer,  sajing, 
among  other  things — and  I  read  from  j)age  960  of  Two  Hun- 
dred and  Porty-flfth  Federal  Reporter: 

The  power  of  Congress  to  raise  armies,  like  the  power  to  declare 
war.  is  unconditional,  unqualified,  and  absolute;  and  Ck)ngre88  la 
the  exclusive  Judge  of  the  necessity  for  the  exercise  of  the  power 
and  of  the  means  and  manner  prescribed  by  it  for  its  exercise.  The 
constitutional  provisions  relating  to  the  militia  manifestly  apply  to 
State  militia  in  contradistinction  to  militia  of  the  United  States. 
Otherwse  it  would  be  difDcult  to  understand  the  provision  "reserv- 
ing to  the  States,  respectively,  the  appointment  of  the  officers,  and 
the  authority  of  training  the  militia  according  to  the  discipline  pre- 
scribed by  Congress."  Further,  the  clause  providing  for  "calling 
forth  the  militia  to  execute  the  laws  of  the  Union,  suppress  Insur- 
rections, and  repel  Invasions"  Is  predicated  upon  the  organization  of 
the  militia,  without  which  the  ends  intended  could  not  be  attained. 

Note  in  passing  that  these  are  the  grounds  urged  now  In 
questioning  the  validity  of  this  proposal.  I  resume  the 
reading: 

The  provisions  of  the  Constitution  relating  to  the  militia  having 
application  only  to  the  organlied  State  militia,  it  does  not  follow, 
from  the  lack  of  power  in  Congress  to  send  such  militia  to  flght  in  a 
foreign  country,  that  Congress  has  not  power  to  organize  the  militia 
of  the  United  States  and  send  it  to  any  part  of  the  globe  deemed 
best  for  the  conduct  of  military  operations.  There  is  no  necessary 
or  logical  connection  between  the  two  propositions. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  weary  the  Senate  by  reading 
further,  but  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  from  this  point 
forward  until  the  mark  I  have  made  on  the  following  page  be 
inserted  in  the  Record  in  connection  with  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Miller  in  the  chair). 
Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

The  militia  of  the  United  States,  as  defined  in  the  act  of  iune 
3.  1918,  is  sufficiently  Inclusive  to  embrace  most,  if  not  all.  of  the 
Individuals  composing  the  mlUtla.  organized  or  unorganized,  of 
the  several  States.  But  should  they  by  conscription  be  drafted 
into  an  army  destined  for  foreign  parts  they  would  necessarily 
lose  the  character  of  organized  State  militia,  and  the  implied  con- 
stitutional inhibition  against  calling  out  the  organized  State  militia 
except  to  "execute  the  laws  of  the  Union,  suppress  Insurrections, 
and  repel  invasions"  would  cease  to  apply.  The  power  of  Congress 
to  declare  war  and  raise  armies  Is  absolute  and  paramount,  and 
must  be  recognized,  even  if  the  exercise  of  the  power  Interferes 
with  the  organization  of  the  State  militia  in  such  manner  as  to 
leave  no  subject  to  which  the  inhibition  can  apply.  That  power 
infinitely  transcends.  In  Importance,  the  retention  of  organization 
of  State  militia  with  the  result  that  it  can  be  used  for  no  useful 
purpose,  except  the  accomplishment  of  the  three  specified  objects 
within  or  substantially  within  the  national  domain. 

War  was  formally  declared  by  the  United  States  against  Ger- 
many April  6,  1917.  The  Joint  resolution  containing  the  declaration 
sets  forth: 

"That  the  state  of  war  between  the  United  SUtes  and  the  Imperial 
German  Government  which  has  thus  been  thnrst  upon  the  United 
States  is  hereby  formaUy  declared;  and  that  the  President  be,  and 
he  Is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  employ  the  entire  naval 
and  military  forces  of  the  United  States  and  the  resources  of  the 
Government  to  carry  on  war  against  the  Imperial  German  Gov- 
ernment; and  to  bring  the  conflict  to  a  successful  termination  all  of 
the  resources  of  the  country  are  hereby  pledged  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States." 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  position  taken  on  the  part  of  the 
defendant  that,  although  an  able-bodied  American  citizen  of  proper 
age,  he  has  not  given  his  consent  and.  therefore,  cannot  be  com- 
pelled to  serve  his  country  in  a  foreign  field,  or  submit  to  registra- 
tion, cannot  be  maintained.  That  the  exercise  of  the  constitu- 
tional power  to  raise  armies  should  be  dependent  upon  the  consent 
of  the  proposed  soldiers  is  a  startling  proposition  which  this  court 
is  not  prepared  to  accept.  In  Angelus  v.  Sullivan  (246  Fed.  54.  — 
C.  C.  A.  — )  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Second  Circuit  said 
with  respect  to  the  act  in  question: 

'This  Court  has  no  doubt  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  act 
of  Congress  The  Constitution.  Article  I.  paragraph  8,  expressly 
provides  that  the  Congress  shall  have  power  to  raise  and  support 
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armies,  and  to  provide  and  maintain  •  navy,  and  to  make  rules 
for  the  government  and  regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces. 
The  purpose  of  the  Conscription  Act  Is  to  raise  an  army,  and  the 
right  to  raise  It  does  not  involve  the  exercise  of  an  Implied  power 
but  of  one  expressly  granted.  How  can  the  courts  deny  to  Con- 
gress a  right  which  the  Constitution  In  plain  and  distinct  terms 
confers  upon  it?  The  Constitution  In  conferring  the  power  upon 
ODBgresi  has  not  prescribed  the  mode  In  which  the  power  shall 
be  exercised.  The  power  is  conferred  fully,  completely,  and  un- 
conditionally. It  Is  for  the  Congress  to  determine  the  means  by 
which  the  army  shall  be  raised  It  is  left  to  its  Judgment  whether 
It  sball  be  raised  by  calimg  for  volunteers,  or  whether  It  shall  be 
raised  by  conscription.  At  the  time  the  Constitution  was  adopted 
conscription  was  not  an  unknown  mode  of  raising  armies,  but  had 
been  resorted  to  by  governments  throughout  the  world.  •  •  • 
If  It  bad  been  Intended  that  Congress  should  not  have  the  power 
to  raise  anything  but  a  voliuteer  army  the  grant  of  power  would 
have  been  restricted  and  not  nuule  unconditional." 

I  am  satls&ed  that  Congress  under  the  power  to  declare  war, 
to  raise  armies,  and  do  all  things  necessary  and  proper  for  the 
execution  of  that  power,  has  fuU  constitutional  authority  by  con- 
KTlptlon  to  organize  the  militia  of  the  United  SUtes  for  foreign 
warfare,  and,  as  Incident  to  the  exercise  of  that  authority,  to 
provide  for  and  enforce  the  registration  of  those  liable  to  serve. 
Further,  It  does  not  appear  that  the  army  the  Government  Is  en- 
gaged In  raising  may  not  be  used  to  "execute  the  laws  of  the 
Union,  suppress  Insurrections,  and  repel  Invasions."  as  well  as  to 
serve  abroad:  and  it  is  not  denied  that  for  the  former  purposes  the 
militia  of  the  United  States  may  be  compelled  to  register  and 
render  military  service. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  adopt  the  language 
of  that  decision,  but  I  do  agree  with  the  principle  which  Is  so 
well  stated  there;  and  I  am  persuaded  that  the  Congress 
has  complete  authority  to  enact  this  Joint  resolution  in  the 
interest  of  the  common  defense  and  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  an  army. 

Now.  Mr.  President,  if  it  is  in  order  to  do  so,  I  should  like 
to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  which  is  now 
pending. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Let  the  clerk  state  the  com- 
mittee amendment. 

The  LjEGisLArrvE  Clerk.  On  page  2,  after  line  17,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  Insert  the  following: 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Any  person  so  ordered  Into  the  active  military  service 
of  the  United  States  who.  in  the  Judgment  of  those  in  authority 
over  him,  satisfactorily  completes  the  period  of  service  required 
under  this  Joint  resolution  shall  be  entitled  to  a  certificate  to  that 
effect  upon  the  completion  of  such  period  of  service,  which  shall 
include  a  record  of  any  special  proficiency  or  merit  attained. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  any  person  who  by  reason  of  being  ordered 
into  such  active  military  service  is  required  to  leave  a  position, 
other  than  a  temporary  position.  In  the  employ  of  any  employer  and 
who  (1)  receives  such  certificate  of  satisfactory  service.  (2)  Is  stUl 
qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position,  and  (3)  makes 
application  for  reemployment  within  40  days  after  he  U  relieved 
from  such  service — 

(A)  If  such  position  was  In  the  employ  of  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment, its  Territories  or  possessions,  or  the  District  of  Columbia, 
such  person  shall  be  restored  to  such  poslUon  or  to  a  position  of  like 
status  and  pay; 

(B)  If  such  position  was  In  the  employ  of  a  private  employer, 
such  employer  shall  restore  such  person  to  such  position  or  to  a 
position  of  like  status  and  pay  unless  the  employer's  circumstances 
have  so  changed  as  to  make  it  inapossible  or  unreasonable  to  do  so; 

(C)  If  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  any  State  or  political 
subdivision  thereof,  it  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  sense  of  the  Con- 
gress that  such  person  should  be  restored  to  such  position  or  to  a 
position  of  like  status  and  pay. 

(c)  Any  person  who  is  restored  to  a  position  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  paragraphs  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  shall  be 
so  restored  without  loss  of  fccnlority,  insurance  partlclF>atlon  or 
l>enefits.  or  other  benefits,  and  such  person  shall  not  be  discharged 
from  such  position  without  cause  within  1  year  after  such  restora- 
Uon. 

(d)  The  faifure  or  refusal  of  any  private  employer  to  comply 
with  the  provUians  of  paragraph  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  or  with  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (c)  shall  be  an  unfair  labor  practice  within 
the  meaning  of  and  for  aU  the  purposes  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act. 

(e)  In  any  case  in  which  no  remedy  is  available  under  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act  to  require  compliance  by  any  private  em- 
ployer with  the  provisions  of  this  section,  the  district  court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  district  in  which  such  employer  maintains  a 
place  of  business  shall  have  power,  upon  the  filing  of  a  motion,  peti- 
tion, or  other  appropriate  pleading;  by  the  person  entitled  to  the 
l)eneflts  of  such  provisions,  to  specincally  require  such  employer  to 
comply  with  such  provisions.  The  court  shall  order  a  speedy  hear- 
ing in  any  such  case  and  shaU  advance  it  on  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Senator  from  Vermont 
offers  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment,  which 
win  he  stated. 


The  Legislativx  Clkrk.  On  page  2,  line  18,  after  the  word 
"Any",  it  is  proposed  to  insert  "member  of  any  reserve  com- 
ponent of  the  land  or  naval  forces  who  is  on  active  duty, 
and  any";  and  on  page  2,  line  25,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
the  words  "any  person  who"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "any 
such  person  who  has  left  a  position  or." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  it  the  desire  of  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  to  have  the  two  amendments  considered 
together? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  should  like  to  have  that  done,  because 
they  constitute  one  amendment  in  fact,  although  they  happen 
to  occur  at  two  places  in  the  committee  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  sure  that  I  under- 
stood the  Senator's  amendment, 

Ttie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  For  the  InformaUon  of  the 
Senate,  the  clerk  will  again  state  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  am  not  asking  that  it  be  restated.  I  do  not 
know  that  even  a  reading  of  the  language  would  tell  us  ex- 
actly the  scope  of  the  amendment.  Will  the  Senator  explain 
his  amendment? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  will  explain  the  eflTect  of  it. 

If  agreed  to.  this  amendment  would  accord  to  members  of 
the  reserve  components  who  have  offered  their  service  to  the 
country,  or  who  have  been  taken  into  active  duty  with  their 
consent,  the  same  status  that  is  accorded  to  conscripts  by 
the  amendment.  If  this  amendment  should  not  be  agreed 
to,  the  conscript  or  enroUee  under  the  conscription  provi- 
sion and  under  the  order  would  have  a  status  not  granted  to 
the  men  who  volunteer  their  services  or  who  are  now  already 
In  extended  active  service  with  their  consent.  Of  course,  it 
is  an  equitable  thing  to  do,  and  from  the  point  of  view  of 
patriotism  it  is  a  worthy  thing  to  do. 

This  amendment  relates  to  the  employment — that  Is,  the 
Jobs — from  which  the  enrollee  or  conscript  or  person  or- 
dered is  taken,  and  makes  as  good  provision  as  the  commit- 
tee thought  could  be  made  and  was  practicable  for  assuring 
the  return  of  these  boys  to  the  Jobs  which  they  are  called 
upon  to  leave  when  they  go  Into  the  service  of  their  country 
under  this  Joint  resolution. 

This  is  exactly  the  same  amendment  which  was  offered  by 
me  In  cwnmlttee  yesterday,  I  believe,  and  accepted  as  a  part 
of  the  corresponding  labor  provision  of  the  conscription  bill. 
So  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  difference  at  all  except  in  a 
matter  of  text  which  I  cannot  remember.  It  seems  to  me 
there  was  a  slight  change,  but  it  is  not  seriously  material.  In 
other  words,  it  is  the  aim  of  the  amendment  to  treat  alike 
all  those  who  serve  their  country  in  both  the  land  and  the 
naval  forces  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  is  speaking  for 
the  committee,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  No;  I  have  not  any  right  to  speak  for  the 
committee. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  I  thought  we  authorized  the  Senator  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  have  not  any  right  to  speak  for  the  com- 
mittee. Our  very  able  chairman  may  have  something  to  say 
about  this  amendment. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
if  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  the  amendment  Is  entirely 
satisfactory  to  me. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  answer  a 
question,  please?  When  he  refers  to  reserve  components,  as 
he  Just  did,  does  he  not  mean  the  National  Guard,  the  Re- 
serve, and  the  retired  personnel  who  are  referred  to  seriatim 
in  lines  8  and  9  on  page  2? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Yes;  but  that  is  not  in  detail.  That  is  In- 
tended to  indicate,  I  believe,  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  the  National  Guard  while  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps,  the  Organized 
Reserves,  and  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  So  the  Senator's  use  of  the  term  "reserve 
component"  actually  is  broader  than  the  language  appearing 
on  page  2  at  line  8? 
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Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  do  not  think  it  should  be  so  construed,  I 
think  the  Joint  resolution,  where  It  uses  the  word  "reserve," 
should  be  construed  to  include  all  reserve  components. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  simply  wish  to  make  sure  that  the  Sen- 
ator's amendment  does  reach  all  the  personnel  referred  to 
In  section  1  of  the  Joint  resolution. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  my  Intention,  and  I  think  the  lan- 
guage does  cover  It  all. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  AUSTIN  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  I  shall  de- 
tain the  Senate  only  a  moment.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  placed  in  the  body  of  the  Record,  following  my  re- 
marks made  today,  excerpts  from  the  opinions  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  In  two  cases. 

The  first  is  the  selective  draft  law  cases,  which  appear  in 
two  hundred  and  forty-five  United  States  Reports,  af  page 
366.  I  wish  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  only  those  parts 
which  are  marked.  Some  of  them  are  in  the  argument,  at 
pages  371  and  following,  and  the  others  are  in  the  opinion 
by  Mr.  Chief  Justice  White,  on  pages  375  and  following. 

The  other  case  is  in  the  same  volume,  at  page  481,  and  Is 
entitled,  "Ruthenberg  et  al.  Against  United  States." 

Both  these  cases,  of  course,  are  on  draft  laws,  but  they 
deal  with  the  same  principle,  among  other  principles,  which 
Is  involved  in  the  question  raised  about  the  pending  Joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  before  we  adjourn  we  may  have  a 
vote  upon  the  pending  amendment,  for  I  understand  there 
Is  not  a  single  opponent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
unanimous-consent  request  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  have  no  objection 
if  I  may  be  permitted  to  insert  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
able  Senator's  remarks  some  excerpts  from  the  speech  of 
Daniel  Webster  against  conscription. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Let  us  first  dispose  of  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont.    Is  there  objection? 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  desire  to 
object? 

Mr.  REYNOUDS.     No. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  excerpts  may  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  excerpts  are  as  follows: 

SzLicnvK  Draft  Law  Cases 
(Prom  the  Argument  for  the  United  States) 

There  Is  not,  ■«  asserted,  any  common-law  right  of  a  soldier  not 
to  be  sent  out  or  the  country. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

The  act  Infringes  no  provision  of  the  Constitution  concerning  the 
miUtla.  The  fact  that  a  citizen  is  a  militiaman  does  not  exempt 
him  from  service  In  the  National  Army.  The  mllltla  and  the  Na- 
tional Army  are  separate  Institutions,  created  for  separate  purposes; 
and  the  power  of  Congress  over  the  former  (art.  I.  sec.  8,  clauses 
15.  16)  is  not  in  limitation  but  In  extension  of  the  power  to  raise 
armies  (clause  13) .  The  law  infringes  no  reserved  right  of  the  States 
over  tlie  nulitla.  If  there  be  a  conflict  between  the  State  and  Fed- 
eral powers  In  this  respect,  the  latter  must  prevaU  (Ex  parte  Coup- 
land  (26  Tex.  386.  396.  402);  Burroughs  v.  Peyton  (16  Gratt  470 
475.  483-485):  Jeffers  v.  Fair  (33  Oa.  347.  351,  353);  Ex  parte  Tate 
(39  Ala.  254.  288);  Ex  parte  Boiling  (Id.  609):  Bart>€r  v.  Incin  (34' 
0«.  27.  37):  Simmons  v.  MUler  (40  Miss.  19.  26):  Kneedler  v.  Lane. 
supra ) .  Otherwise  the  power  of  Congress  to  raise  armies  must  be 
nullified.  But  there  Is  no  conflict  In  fact.  The  National  C3overnment 
has  never  Impaired  the  right  of  the  States  to  keep  up  the  mllltla. 
The  present  law  draws  Into  the  National  Army  but  a  smaU  portion 
of  the  mllltla  as  a  whole,  and  the  withdrawal  from  possible  call  for 
local  service  la  only  temporary  (adt  of  June  15.  1917.  sec.  4,  40 
Stat.  217).  The  right  of  the  States  to  organize  and  train  mliitla 
remaining  has  been  recognized  and  safeguarded  (act  of  June  14, 
1917;  40  SUt.  181:  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3,  1916.  sec.  61.  39 
Stat.  198).  The  restrictions  of  the  mllltla  clause  are  Inapplicable. 
The  draft  Is  not  based  on  liability  to  j)erform  mllltla  duty,  but  on 
liability  of  citizens  to  render  national  military  service.  When  Con- 
grass  has  made  provision  for  calling  the  mUltla  In  the  past,  the 
woniB  have  been  addressed  to  the  mllltla  expressly  (citing  numer- 
ous Federal  acts) .  The  opposing  briefs  are  In  conflict  as  to  whether 
this  act  calls  the  mllltla.  The  National  Defense  Act  of  1916.  In 
designating  all  able-bodied  Diale  citizens  between  the  ages  of  18 
and  45  as  militiamen,  does  not  call  them  to  mllltla  service,  and 


clearly  does  not  Intend  to  relinquish  the  power  to  call  citizens  Into 
the  National  Army.  The  Draft  Act  does  not  call  the  National  Guard 
In  Its  orgarUzed  form,  but  operates  upon  the  Individuals,  for  reor- 
ganization In  national  units.  Thus,  to  select  the  trained  members 
of  the  National  Guard  from  the  body  of  citizenship  Is  not  arbitrary, 
but  reasonable  and  prudent.  However,  even  If  plaintiffs  In  error 
were  called  as  militiamen,  they  would  not  be  entitled  to  relief  In 
the  courts -(JTarf in  v.  Mott,  supra;  Luther  v.  Borden,  7  How.  1.  44). 

(From  the  Opinion  of  the  Court] 

The  act  proposed  to  raise  a  national  Army,  first,  by  Increasing 
the  regular  force  to  Its  maximum  strength  and  there  maintaining 
It;  second,  by  Incorporating  into  such  Army  the  members  of  the 
National  Guard  and  National  Guard  Reserve  already  In  the  service 
of  the  United  States  (act  of  Congress  of  June  3.  1916,  c.  134.  39 
Stat.  211)  and  maintaining  their  organizations  to  their  full 
strength. 

•  •••••  • 

The  proclamation  of  the  President  calling  the  persons  designated 
within  the  ages  described  In  the  statute  was  made,  and  the  plain- 
tiffs in  error,  who  were  in  the  class  and  under  the  statute  were 
obliged  to  present  themselves  for  registration  and  subject  them- 
selves to  the  law.  failed  to  do  so  and  were  prosecuted  under  the 
statute  for  the  penalties  for  which  It  provided. 

•  ••••• 
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But  the  proposition  simply  denies  to  Congress  the  power  to  raise 
armies  which  the  Constitution  gives.  That  power  by  the  very 
terms  of  the  Constitution,  being  delegated,  is  supreme  (article 
VI ) .  In  truth  the  contention  simply  assails  the  wisdom  of  the 
framers  of  the  Constitution  in  conferring  authority  on  Congress 
and  in  not  retaining  It  as  It  was  \inder  the  Confederation  In  the 
several  States. 

•  •••••• 

It  may  not  be  doubted  that  the  very  conception  of  a  Just  gov- 
ernment and  Its  duty  to  the  citizen  includes  the  reciprocal  obliga- 
tion of  the  citizen  to  render  military  service  in  case  of  need  and 

the  right  to  compel  it. 

•  •••••• 

When  the  Constitution  came  to  be  formed  It  may  not  be  dis- 
puted that  one  of  the  recognized  necessities  for  Its  adoption  was 
the  want  of  jxjwer  In  Congress  to  raise  an  army  and  the  dependence 
upon  the  States  for  their  quotas.  In  supplying  the  power  it  was 
manifestly  Intended  to  give  it  all  and  leave  none  to  the  States, 
since  besides  the  delegation  to  Congress  of  authority  to  raise 
armies  the  Constitution  prohibited  the  States,  without  the  consent 
of  Congress,  from  keeping  troops  In  time  of  peace  or  engaging  in 
war.    Article  I.  I  10. 

•  •••••• 

There  was  left  therefore  under  the  sway  of  the  States  undele- 
gated <he  control  of  the  mllltla  to  the  extent  that  such  control  was 
not  taken  away  by  the  exercise  by  Congress  of  Its  power  to  raise 
armies.  This  did  not  diminish  the  mUltary  power  or  curb  the  full 
potentiality  of  the  right  to  exert  It  but  left  an  area  of  authority 
requiring  to  be  provided  for  (the  mlUtla  area)  unless  and  untU  by 
the  exertion  of  the  military  power  of  Congress  that  area  had  been 
circumscribed  or  totally  disappeared.  This,  therefore.  Is  what  was 
dealt  with  by  the  militia  provision.  It  diminished  the  occasion 
for  the  exertion  by  Congress  of  Its  mlUtary  power  beyond  the  strict 
necessities  for  its  exercise  by  giving  the  power  to  Congress  to  direct 
the  organization  and  training  of  the  mllltla  (evidently  to  prepare 
such  mllltla  In  the  event  of  the  exercise  of  the  Army  power)  al- 
though leaving  the  carrying  out  of  such  command  to  the  States.  It 
further  conduced  to  the  same  result  by  delegating  to  Congress  the 
right  to  call  on  occasions  which  were  specified  for  the  mllltla  force, 
thus  again  obviating  the  necessity  for  exercising  the  Army  power  to 
the  extent  of  being  ready  for  every  conceivable  contingency.  This 
purpose  Is  made  manifest  by  the  provision  preserving  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  militia  so  far  as  formed  when  caUed  for  such  special  pur- 
poses although  subjecting  the  mllltla  when  so  called  to  the  para- 
mount authority  of  the  United  States  (Tarble's  case,  13  Wallace, 
397.  408).  But  because  under  the  express  regulations  the  pxjwer  was 
given  to  call  for  specified  purposes  without  exerting  the  Army  power, 
it  cannot  follow  that  the  latter  power  when  exerted  was  not  com- 
plete to  the  extent  of  Its  exertion  and  dominant.  Because  the 
power  of  Congress  to  raise  armies  was  not  required  to  be  exerted  to 
Its  full  limit  but  only  as  in  the  discretion  of  Congress  It  was 
deemed  the  public  Interest  required,  furnishes  no  ground  for  sup- 
posing that  the  complete  power  was  lost  by  its  partial  exertion.  Be- 
cause, moreover,  the  power  granted  to  Congress  to  raise  armies  In  its 
potentiality  was  susceptible  of  narrowing  the  area  over  which  the 
mllltla  clause  operated,  affords  no  ground  for  confounding  the  two 
areas  which  were  distinct  and  separate  to  the  end  of  confusing  both 
the  powers  and  thus  weakening  or  destroying  both. 

RtrrmNBEac  et  al.  vs.  rNirso  states 
As  every  contention  made  In  this  case  concerning  the  uncon- 
stitutionality of  the  selective  draft  law  was  urged  in  Arv>er  v. 
United  States  (Selective  draft  law  cases),  ante,  366.  and  held  to  be 
without  merit,  that  subject  may  be  put  out  of  view.  The  remain- 
ing assignments  of  error  are  to  say  the  least  highly  technical,  and 
require  only  the  briefest  notice. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
unanimous-consent  request  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota? 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

DAN1XL    WCBSm    ON    TTWCOKb  1  IT  UTION AUrT    OT    CONSCRIPTION 

Congress  having,  by  the  Constitution,  a  power  to  raise  armies, 
the  Secretary  contends  that  no  restraint  Is  to  be  Imposed  on  the 
exercise  of  this  power,  except  such  as  is  expressly  stated  In  the 
written  letter  of  the  Instnmient.  In  other  words,  that  Congress 
may  execute  Its  powers,  by  any  means  it  chooses,  unless  such 
means  are  particularly  prohibited.  But  the  general  nature  and 
object  of  the  Constitution  impose  as  rigid  a  restriction  on  the 
means  of  exercising  power  as  could  be  done  by  the  most  explicit 
Injunctions.  It  is  the  first  principle  applicable  to  such  a  case, 
that  no  construction  shall  be  admitted  which  impairs  the  general 
nature  and  character  of  the  Instrument.  A  free  constitution  of 
government  Is  to  be  construed  upon  free  principles,  and  every 
branch  of  its  provisions  is  to  receive  such  an  interpretation  as  U 
tvll  of  Its  general  spirit.  No  means  are  to  be  taken  by  implica- 
tion which  would  strike  us  absurdly  If  expressed.  And  what  would 
have  been  more  absurd  than  for  this  Constitution  to  have  said 
that  to  secure  the  great  blessings  of  liberty  it  gave  to  government 
an  uncontrolled  power  of  military  conscription?  Yet  Euch  Is  the 
absurdity  which  It  Is  made  to  exhibit,  under  the  commentary  of 
the  Secretary  of  War. 

But  it  is  said  that  it  might  happen  that  an  army  could  not  be 
raised  by  voluntai-y  enlistment.  In  which  case  the  power  to  raise 
armies  would  be  granted  in  vain,  unless  they  might  be  raised  by 
compulsion.  If  this  reasoning  could  prove  anything,  It  would 
equally  show  that  whenever  the  legitimate  power  of  the  Constitu- 
tion should  be  so  badly  administered  as  to  cease  to  answer  the 
great  ends  Intended  by  them  such  new  powers  may  be  assumed  or 
usurped  as  any  existing  administration  may  deem  expedient.  This 
Is  the  result  of  his  own  reasoning,  to  which  the  Secretary  does  not 
profess  to  go.  But  It  is  a  true  result.  For  If  it  is  to  be  assumed 
that  all  powers  were  granted  which  might  by  possibility  become 
necessary,  and  that  government  Itself  Is  the  Judge  of  this  possible 
nsocaslty,  then  the  powers  of  government  are  precisely  what  it 
tbooee»  they  should  be.  Apply  the  same  reasoning  to  any  other 
power  granted  to  Congress  and  test  Its  accuracy  by  the  result. 
Congress  has  power  to  borrow  money.  How  is  it  to  exercise  this 
power?  Is  It  confined  to  voluntary  loans?  There  ts  no  express 
limitation  to  that  effect,  and.  In  the  language  of  the  Secretary,  It 
might  happen — Indeed,  It  has  happened — that  persons  could  not 
be  found  willing  to  lend.  Money  might  be  borrowed  then  in  any 
other  mode.  In  other  words.  Congress  might  resort  to  a  forced  loan. 
It  might  Uke  the  money  of  any  man  by  force  and  give  him  in 
exchange  exchequer  notes  or  certificates  of  stock.  Would  this  be 
quite  constitutional,  sir?  It  is  entirely  within  the  reasoning  of  the 
Secretary,  and  It  is  a  result  of  his  argument,  outraging  the  rights 
Of  individuals  in  a  far  less  degree  than  the  practical  consequences 
which  he  himself  draws  from  It.  A  compulsory  loan  Is  not  to  be 
compared  in  point  of  enormity  with  a  compulsory  military  service. 

IX  the  Secretary  of  War  has  proved  the  right  of  Congress  to  enact 
a  law  enforcing  a  draft  of  men  out  of  the  mllltla  into  the  Regular 
Army,  he  will  at  any  time  be  able  to  prove  quite  as  clearly  that  Con- 
gress has  power  to  create  a  dictator.  The  arguments  which  have 
helped  him  in  one  case  will  equally  aid  him  In  the  other,  the  same 
reason  of  a  supposed  or  pos.sible  state  necessity  which  is  urged  now 
may  be  rei>eated  therein  with  equal  pertinency  and  effect. 

Sir,  In  granting  Congress  the  power  to  raise  armies  the  people 
have  granted  all  the  means  which  are  ordinary  and  usual  and  which 
are  consistent  with  the  liberties  and  security  of  the  people  them- 
selves, and  they  have  granted  no  others.  To  talk  about  the  unlim- 
ited power  of  the  Government  over  the  means  to  execute  its  author- 
ity. Is  to  hold  a  language  which  is  true  only  in  regard  to  despotism. 
The  t3rranny  of  arbitrary  governments  consists  as  much  In  Its  means 
as  in  its  ends,  and  it  would  t>e  a  ridiculous  and  absurd  Constitution 
which  should  be  less  rriutlous  to  guard  against  abuses  In  the  one 
case  than  In  the  other.  All  the  means  and  instruments  which  a 
free  government  exercises,  as  well  as  the  ends  and  objects  which  It 
pursues,  are  to  partake  of  its  own  essential  character  and  to  be  con- 
formed to  its  genuine  spirit.  A  free  government  with  arbitrary 
means  to  administer  it  is  a  contradiction:  a  free  government  with- 
out adequate  provision  for  personal  security  is  an  absurdity:  a  free 
govcrnmont  with  an  uncontrolled  power  of  military  conscription  Is 
a  solecism,  at  once  the  most  rldictilotis  and  abominable  that  ever 
entered  into  the  head  of  man. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  the  statement  was  made 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on  yesterday — at  least,  I  read  It 
in  one  of  the  newspapers — that  Colonel  Lindbergh  was  one 
of  the  "fifth  columnists,"  or  something  of  that  kind,  because 
of  certain  statements  which  he  made  in  a  speech  in  the  city 
of  Chicago. 

I  have  Just  received  a  statement  which  was  published  by 
William  Allen  White  in  1938  in  the  Emporia  Gazette.  I  do  not 
think  anybody  wlU  say  that  William  Allen  White  is  a  "fifth 
columnist."  I  have  known  Mr.  White  for  a  good  many  years. 
He  is  now  the  head  of  the  movement  that  has  placed  adver- 
tisements in  the  newsj)apers  saying,  "Stop  Hitler  Now."  I 
think  it  is  extremely  unfortunate  if  persons  who  disagree 
with  one  another,  either  in  the  Senate  or  outside  of  the  Sen- 
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ate,  are  immediately  accused  of  being  "fifth  columnists"  or 
something  of  the  kind. 

The  conscription  bill  which  is  now  pending  will  lead  to 
honest  differences  of  opinion  between  persons  who  are  equally 
patriotic.  I  happen  to  be  one  of  those  who  disagree  with 
conscription  in  peacetime:  and  when  I  take  that  stand  I 
am  taking  the  same  stand  that  has  been  taken  by  the  people 
of  this  country  for  150  years. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  do  not  care  to  argue  with  the  Senator. 
The  Senator  says  he  is  against  conscription  in  peacetime. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Exactly. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    He  would  be  for  it  In  wartime? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    If  it  should  be  necessary;  yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  would  be  for  it  in  wartime 
but  he  is  against  it  in  peacetime? 

Mr,  WHEELER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Is  there  any  difference  between  calling 
out  troops  when  the  danger  is  so  emergent  that  It  is  neces- 
sary to  have  them  right  now,  and  calling  them  out  a  bttle 
earlier  for  the  same  purpose,  to  train  them  and  equip  them 
so  that  the  danger  will  not  be  so  great?  I  cannot  compre- 
hend the  reasoning  of  the  Senator  as  to  its  being  sound  to  call 
them  out  in  time  of  war  but  unsound  to  call  them  out  in 
time  of  peace. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  think  there  Is  a  vast  dlfTerence.  In  the 
first  place,  I  am  not  finding  fault  with  anybody  who  disagrees 
with  me  on  this  question. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  am  not  quarreling  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  understand  that.  I  am  not  finding 
fault  with  Senators  who  believe  Mr.  Hitler  is  going  to  come 
over  and  take  the  United  States  tomorrow,  or  that  he  is 
going  to  take  Mexico,  or  that  he  is  going  to  take  South 
America.  I  do  not  believe  it,  and  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
warrant  for  that  fear.  Nevertheless,  there  are  men  who 
honestly  believe  that,  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  of  that 
kind  to  fear.  Some  Senators  and  some  other  persons  believe 
that  a  grave  danger  of  invasion  faces  us,  and  that  if  England 
should  happen  to  be  defeated  we  would  be  immediately  at- 
tacked.   I  do  not  subscribe  to  that  view. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Montana 
that  I  do  not  base  my  views  on  the  imminent  danger  of  any 
particular  contingency  of  that  kind  occurring:  but  I  think 
the  national  interest  requires  that  even  as  to  a  remote  possi- 
bility we  ought  to  be  prepared,  so  that  it  would  not  occur 
either  as  to  Hitler  or  Japan  or  England  or  any  other  possible 
enemy.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  National  Government, 
and  those  of  us  who  have  a  small  part  in  running  it,  so  to 
arm  and  equip  and  train  the  military  land  and  naval  forces 
that  it  will  not  be  a  question  of  whether  some  master  wills  to 
come  over  here  or  wills  not  to  do  so,  but  it  will  be  a  question 
that  he  dare  not  come;  he  dare  not  will  it. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  subscribe  to  the  Senator's  views  with 
reference  to  that.  I  feel  that  we  should  be  prepared  to  meet 
any  eventuality.  But  when  we  come  to  conscription  in 
peacetime,  in  my  humble  Judgment,  we  are  acting  contrary 
to  every  principle  we  have  heretofore  followed  in  this  coun- 
try. If  we  can  and  do  conscript  the  lives  of  people  in  peace- 
time, then,  of  course,  we  should  also  conscript  the  wealth  of 
the  country.  When  we  conscript  lives  and  conscript  wealth, 
then  we  are  well  on  our  way  to  the  type  of  totalitarian  gov- 
ernments from  which  we  seek  to  protect  ourselves. 

There  are  men  in  this  country,  and  possibly  men  in  the 
Senate,  who  feel  that  in  order  to  protect  this  country,  not 
only  from  the  military  standpoint  but  from  the  economic 
standpoint,  it  is  necessary  to  temporarily  set  up  some  form 
of  dictatorship  in  order  to  compete  with  totalitarian  govern- 
ments. I  do  not  subscribe  to  that  view.  I  have  never  known 
of  a  dictator  in  the  world  who  ever  got  his  dictatorship, 
however  temporary  it  was  to  be,  who  ever  gave  it  up.  That 
is  not  the  history  of  people  who  get  that  kind  of  power,  and 
It  is  not  going  to  be  so  in  this  country,  if  we  ever  come  to 
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that.  But  the  Senator  and  I  do  not  disaerree  In  the  view  that 
we  should  have  a  defense  program  carried  out  in  a  business- 
like, calm,  cool  way  to  meet  any  eventuality.  We  do  disagree, 
I  understand,  on  the  question  of  conscription. 

But  I  did  not  rise  to  get  into  an  argument  at  this  time 
With  reference  to  that  particular  feature.  I  did  rise  to  say 
that  I  think  It  is  extremely  unfortunate  if  we  are  to  lather 
the  people  into  hysteria.  As  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
said  yesterday,  In  offering  his  proposed  substitute,  the  most 
important  thing  In  connection  with  national  defense  is  to 
have  national  unity,  and  we  are  not  going  to  have  national 
unity  if  we  are  to  make  hysterical  statements  and  accuse 
everyone  who  does  not  agree  with  us  of  being  a  "fifth  column- 
ist," and  If  we  are  going  to  see  "fifth  columnists"  in  every 
comer.  It  \&  not  going  to  do  any  good  to  call  people  of  the 
type  of  Colonel  Lindbergh  "fifth  columnists."  I  never  met 
Colonel  Lindbergh  except  on  one  occasion,  and  then  only  for 
a  brief,  passing  moment,  so  I  do  not  know  much  about  him 
personally,  but  I  cannot  conceive  that  he  is  guided  by  any 
other  motive  than  that  of  patriotism. 

If  Colonel  Undbergh  Is  a  "fifth  columnist"  because  of  what 
he  said  In  Chicago,  then  William  Allen  White,  because  of 
what  he  said  in  1938,  is  likewise  a  "fifth  columnist."  Lind- 
bergh did  not  go  any  further  in  his  statement,  as  I  read  it, 
than  William  Allen  White  went  in  1938.  Let  me  read  from 
Mr.  White's  statement: 

Nineteen  years  ago  this  winter,  the  writer  of  these  lines  was  In 
Paris.  He  was  reporting  for  a  syndicate  of  American  newspapers 
with  a  combined  circulation  of  something  like  2.000,000,  the  doings 
of  the  peace  conference  which  drew  up  the  Treaty  of  Versailles. 
It  was  a  terrible  treaty.  It  penalized  Germany  l>eyond  human 
endurance.  It  humiliated  her.  and  It  imposed  a  financial  burden 
upon  the  vanquished  that  was  out  of  all  reason.  That  treaty  was 
merely  a  declaration  of  the  next  war.  The  readers  of  the  Gazette 
may  remember  that  the  editor,  in  his  syndicated  articles,  which 
were  printed  herein,  protested  against  the  Iniquity  of  the  treaty, 
not  chiefly  as  a  moral  wrong,  but  as  a  chunk  of  dynamite  which 
would  blow  peace  out  of  the  world  and  bring  Inevitable  war. 

CONSXQtTEKCES  nnrvTrABLE 

It  was  not  his  own  wtadom  that  guided  the  typewriter  In  those 
days.  A  large  minority  of  onlookers  at  the  treaty  making — re- 
porters, minority  statesmen,  and  businessmen — were  shocked  and 
alarmed.  Being  practical  men  they  were  more  alarmed  than 
shocked,  pos.«!lbly.  at  the  catastrophic  consequences  looming  up 
Inevitably  ahead  of  that  treaty.  The  consequences  are  here  now. 
The  trouble  started  10  years  ago  when  the  economic  world  t>egan 
to  blow  up,  and  the  economic  phases  of  the  treaty  were  abandoned. 
If  these  punitive  treaty  provisions  had  not  been  written  we  should 
have  had  no  depression,  no  world  panic.  If  the  political  phases 
of  the  treaty  had  not  been  written  we  should  have  today,  no  Hitler, 
no  threat  of  war  t}ecloudtng  the  world. 

With  all  the  evils  of  this  calamitous  crime  before  the  eyes  of 
the  men  who  made  that  treaty,  why  did  they  do  It?  Three  men. 
primarily,  were  responsible.  Each  reflected  a  greed  of  his  own 
home  group. 

He  included  in  that  Clemenceau,  Lloyd  George,  and  Wood- 
row  Wilson.  I  do  not  agree  with  what  he  said  about  Mr. 
Wilson. 

•  Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  explain 
what  Mr.  White  said  about  President  Wilson? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  He  spoke  of  greed.  What  did  we  get 
out  of  the  war? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    We  got  nothing. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  We  did  not  get  a  dollar,  did  not  get  an 
inch  of  territory,  did  not  get  a  new  subject,  or  a  new  citizen. 
If  Mr.  White  said  anything  like  that,  he  permitted  his  parti- 
sanship and  hatred  of  Wilson  to  cause  him  to  make  a  state- 
ment that  was  not  true,  and  I  regret  it.  because  I  like  Mr 
White.      

Mr.  WHEELER  I  agree  with  the  Senator  wholeheartedly 
In  that  statement.    Mr.  White  said: 

Each  reflected  a  greed  of  hla  own  home  group:  Clemenceau. 
Uoyd  George,  and  Woodrow  WUson.  Clemenceau  and  the  French. 
;  Including  their  central  European  allies,  wanted  the  German  colonies 
•and  wanted  Germany  bound  and  chained.  Lloyd  George  and  his 
group  wanted  colonies  and  wanted  Gemiany  to  pay  England  for  the 
British  coat  of  the  war.  Woodrow  WUscn,  representing  America, 
wanted  rK>  colonies,  demanded  from  Germany  no  punitive  repara- 
tions. He  wanted  the  League  of  Nations.  But.  alas,  with  a  folly 
tbat  was  as  stupendous  as  his  vision  of  the  League  of  Nations  was 
BOWe,  Woodrow  Wilson  tied  that  noble  vision  to  the  vengeful  treaty. 
And  so  it  was  that  the  League  of  Nations — his  high  vision — crumbled 


because  of  his  greed  for  the  power  of  his  pet  project.  It  was  a  day 
Of  vengeance  and  greed.  But  evil  carries  Its  own  punishment.  So 
"vengeance  Is  mine,  salth  the  Lord;  I  will  repay."  Human  venge- 
ance Is  the  most  expensive  of  all  the  lusts  of  man.  It  la  a  greed  in 
Itself,  and  greed  always  eats  Its  own  vitals  In  the  end. 

ONI.T  ONX  SOLUTION 

Hitler  Is  the  personification  in  reverse.  What  can  save  the  world? 
Wore  greeds?  No.  They  will  only  aggravate  the  trouble.  The 
hardest  thing  In  the  world  to  do  today  wUl  be  to  turn  the  right  way. 
to  the  only  solution  that  Is  possible,  the  only  thing  that  will  save 
this  civilization  which  we  call  Christendom,  In  the  main,  the  white 
man's  civilization  from  the  Caspian  Sea  westward  to  Honolulu. 
The  saving  grace  that  will  rescue  civilization  is  a  humble  and  a 
contrite  heart:  that  Is  "the  way  and  the  truth  and  the  life."  The 
Allies  still  have  their  opportunity.  They  have  tried  force  when 
Germany  surrendered.  Force  has  failed.  Tbey  can  turn  to  reason 
if  they  have  the  wisdom  to  do  so.  But  now  the  appeal  to  arms  will 
be  futile.  For  no  one  ever  won  any  war.  and  no  one  will  win  this 
new  war  when  it  starts.  The  present  economic,  political,  and  moral 
order  will  fall  under  the  Impact  of  another  war.  If  we  are  to  save 
our  democratic  civilization,  we  should  get  It  Into  otir  democratic 
heads  and  hearts  as  practical  men  that  wc  have  only  one  Saviour; 
one  real,  practical,  common-sense  Redeemer.  And  that  Is  the  phi- 
losophy, the  precepts,  and  the  guiding  morals  of  Jesus  of  Nazareth. 
Not  to  the  leaders,  not  to  the  statesmen,  not  to  the  businessmen 
with  their  self-interest  should  the  democracies  of  the  world  turn 
today.  But  on  their  marrow  bones  they  should  pray  for  the  wisdom 
and  the  strength  of  the  humble,  for  the  guidance  of  the  great  mind 
that  preached  the  great  Sermon  on  the  Mount:  "Do  unto  others  aa 
ye  would  have  them  do  unto  you" — the  second  Sinai  of  man. 

This  was  William  Allen  White  speaking.  While  I  differ 
with  him  with  reference  to  his  views  respecting  selling  oiur 
ships  to  Great  Britain,  and  on  other  matters,  I  believe  that  he 
is  one  of  the  great  men  of  our  day. 

I  certainly  think  it  is  deplorable  that  during  the  debates  in 
the  Senate  there  should  be  bitterness  and  strife  and  men 
should  accuse  one  another  or  call  others  names.  That  will 
not  lead  to  unity  in  our  Nation, 

If  someone  would  rise  today  and  use  the  same  language 
which  Mr.  White  used,  and  say  that  it  was  the  Versailles 
Treaty  which  broiight  about  the  conditions  which  exist  in  this 
country,  immediately  someone  would  say,  "You  are  an  ap- 
peaser,  you  are  an  isolationist,  you  are  a  'fifth  coliminist,' 
you  are  in  the  pay  of  Germany."  In  my  judgment,  Mr. 
White  is  stating  the  simple  facts  and  the  simple  truth.  That 
does  not  change  our  obligation  and  it  does  not  affect  the 
necessity  for  adequate  defense  to  meet  any  eventuality. 
Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEE.  If  the  Senator  claims  that  the  VersalUes  Treaty 
was  the  Justification  for  Germany's  invasloil  of  Belgium  and 
Prance  this  time,  what  was  the  just'fication  for  their  invasion 
some  20  years  ago,  when  there  was  no  Versailles  Treaty? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  Intend  to  go  Into  the  intricacies 
of  European  power  politics.  Every  side  and  every  country  in 
Europe  has  done  a  great  many  things  which  have  been  wrong. 
I  hold  no  biief  for  the  Germans  of  1916  and  I  certainly  hold 
no  brief  for  Mr.  Hitler.  I  think  ttiat  many  of  the  tilings  he 
has  done  are  deplorable  and  despicable.  But  I  do  say  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  that  two  or  three  things  could  have  hap- 
pened when  the  Versailles  Treaty  was  imder  consideration. 
A  reasonable  peace  could  have  beeii  made.  I  will  say  that  one 
of  the  highest  authorities  in  this  country,  a  man  whom  we 
all  respect,  who  attended  the  Versailles  peace  conference 
with  Woodrow  Wilson,  told  me  not  later  than  the  first  of  this 
year  that  he  pleaded  with  representatives  of  England  and 
Prance  to  make  a  peace  treaty  which  would  not  bring  on  an- 
other war.  He  said  he  pointed  out  to  them  at  that  time  that 
the  treaty  they  proposed  to  impose  would  only  bring  on  war, 
but  they  accused  him  of  being  pro-German  and  pro-Russian. 
He  was  ridiculed  and  called  names  because  he  took  the  posi- 
tion he  did. 

The  time  to  have  stopped  Hitler — and  this  does  not  exctise 
him  for  anything  he  has  done — the  time  to  have  stopped 
Hitler,  in  my  judgment,  was  when  he  went  Into  the  Ruhr, 
and  if  England  and  France  had  stopped  Hitler  at  that  time 
he  would  never  have  gotten  any  place  today. 
Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER    I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  this  quesUon: 
Were  there  not  many  people  in  those  coimtrles  who,  whea 
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some  persons  counseled  that  Hitler  be  stopped,  said,  "No;  that 
means  war"?  And  they  went  on  to  say,  "He  has  the  right  to 
rearm  Germany.  He  has  the  right  to  go  into  the  Ruhr.  That 
is  his  territory  and  we  are  not  going  to  interfere." 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Florida 
knows  very  much  more  about  what  was  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  England  and  of  Prance  than  I  do.  and  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  what  was  in  their  minds,  but  I  do  say  that 
my  understanding  of  the  matter  is  that  France  wanted  to 
stop  Hitler,  but  Great  Britain  did  not. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from  Montana  if  that 
has  not  been  the  situation  with  resiject  to  each  progrressive 
step  that  Hitler  has  taken?  When  he  entered  into  the  Ruhr 
and  when  he  took  the  Rhineland,  that  question  presented 
Itself,  and  finally,  as  the  Senator  from  Montana  said — and  I 
think  the  Senator  is  correct — Prance,  suspecting  that  there 
would  come  a  time  when  they  would  find  they  had  waited  too 
long,  protested,  but  Great  Britain  said,  "Perhaps  we  had 
better  let  him  go  along.  Perhaps  he  means  what  he  says. 
If  we  will  just  let  him  have  that,  perhaps  he  will  stop."  But 
he  did  not  stop,  but  took  the  next  step,  and  finally  came  the 
situation  with  respect  to  Czechoslovakia.  The  Senator  from 
Montana  knows  all  about  the  history  of  the  taking  of  Czecho- 
slovakia. Some  people  said  then.  "If  we  are  ever  going  to 
stop  Hitler,  we  had  better  do  so  now  while  the  foundries  of 
Czechoslovakia  are  in  operation,  while  the  great  Skoda  muni- 
tions factory  is  In  operation,  and  Czechoslovakia  has  a  great 
fine  army."  But  some  person  suggested,  "We  cannot  fight 
over  that  issue."  And  so  It  was  every  time  an  issue  presented 
itself — that  no  effort  was  made  to  stop  him  until  finally 
France  and  Britain  became  convinced — at  least,  I  assume 
they  became  convinced — that  Hitler  was  not  trying  to  repair 
the  damage  done  by  the  Versailles  Treaty;  that  he  was  not 
trying  to  right  wrongs;  but  that  he  was  really  trying  to 
conquer  territory. 

The  Senator  will  remember  that  Mr,  Chamberlain,  in  his 
speech  after  he  returned  from  Munich,  said: 

If  I  were  convinced  that  Hitler  was  trying  to  dominate  the  world 
by  force.  I  would  go  to  war.  I  think  at  Berchtesgaden  he  was  not 
trying  to  do  that.  I  think  at  Berchtesgaden  he  was  trying  to  right 
the  wrongs  done  by  the  Versailles  Treaty. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  think  what  Chamberlain  said  was  true. 
I  think  Hitler  wanted  to  right  the  wrongs  done  by  the  Ver- 
sailles Treaty.  Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Florida  will  re- 
call that  Sir  John  Simon,  when  he  was  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  made  a  speech  in  the  House  of  Commons  in  which 
he  said,  'We  have  to  rearm  Grermany  in  order  to  bring 
peace  in  Europe."  And  not  only  that,  but  you  know  and  I 
know  that  as  a  matter  of  fact  some  of  the  leading  indus- 
trialists and  financiers  m  England  helped  to  finance  Mr. 
Hitler.  They  loaned  tremendous  amounts  of  money,  some- 
thing like  $2,000,000,000  on  short-term  credits,  and  something 
like  $1,000,000,000  in  long-term  loans.  Then  it  will  be  re- 
called that  when  France  wanted  to  stop  Hitler.  England  re- 
fused, and  FYance  started  calling  her  loans,  and  when  France 
started  calling  in  her  loans,  the  British  lord,  who  is  the  head 
of  the  great  newspaper  syndicate,  made  a  statement  in 
Canada,  in  his  home  town,  in  which  he  said,  "We  had  to 
scrape  the  barrel  in  order  to  keep  the  banks  of  England  from 
going  under"  by  reason  of  the  calling  of  the  loans  which  had 
been  made. 

I  am  not  anti-British  by  any  manner  of  means,  and  I 
hope  and  pray  that  England  will  hold  out,  and  that  Mr. 
Hitler  will  be  brought  to  terms.  But  I  also  want  to  keep  out 
of  wra.  and  I  want  to  do  nothing  which  is  going  to  take 
this  coimtry  into  the  war  or  lead  us  down  the  road  to  war. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  and  I  differ,  as  I  said,  upon  the 
matter,  because  from  his  conversation  and  his  speeches  I  am 
quite  sure  that  he  feels  that  we  ought  (o  go  to  the  war  now 
In  order  to  stop  Hitler. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  No.  I  made  clear  my  position — If  anybody 
should  be  interested  in  what  I  say — in  a  speech  I  made  at 


Harvard  University  the  other  day,  which  was  placed  in 
the  Record.  I  did  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  we  should  give 
notice  to  all  men  that  we  will  resist,  insofar  as  it  affects 
our  own  security  and  defense,  the  conquest  of  Great  Britain. 

I  would  not  send  a  single  soldier,  or  airman,  or  sailor  to  the 
continent  of  Europe.  I  would  not  want  any  part  in  try- 
ing to  push  Hitler  back  on  any  part  of  the  continent  of 
Europe.  But  I  do  believe  very  conscientiously  that  our  se- 
curity and  safety  would  be  Interfered  with  if  the  British 
Government — not  the  British  Empire,  because  I  do  not 
care  about  any  element  of  It — if  the  British  Government 
ceased  to  be  a  first-class  power,  and  if  the  Brlti5h  Navy 
were  destroyed  or  seriously  impaired,  and  I  would  resist 
that  event  happening  by  such  force  as  might  be  necessary 
to  prevent  It,  starting  off  In  the  fh^t  place  with  letting 
them  have  what  things  they  could  use  themselves  for  their 
defense,  but  if  It  came  to  be  an  eventual  question,  as  I  think 
the  Senate  is  going  to  have  to  face  it,  as  to  whether  we  will 
do  anything  to  aid  in  the  defense  of  Great  Britain  as  a 
part  of  our  own  security,  or  let  it  collapse,  I  would  decide 
in  the  aflSrmative,  and  I  consider  myself  acting  solely  in  the 
defense  of  America  in  doing  it. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida  that  I  do  not  disagree  with  him.  I  should 
hate  to  see  the  British  Government — not  the  British  Em- 
pire, because  I  do  not  know  enough  about  it  to  pass  upon 
that  matter — but  I  would  hate  to  see  the  British  Govern- 
ment collapse.  However,  I  am  not  willing  to  go  as  far  as  the 
Senator  from  Florida  is — that  is  for  the  United  States  to  go 
into  war  in  order  to  keep  that  from  happening. 

Prom  the  statement  which  the  Senator  from  Florida  has 
made  I  cannot  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than  that  the 
Senator  would  take  the  position  that  we  should  declare  war 
if  we  felt  and  saw  that  the  British  Government  would 
collapse. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  am  afraid  I  have  not  always  been  clear, 
so  that  the  Senator  would  imderstand  the  distinction  I 
make. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     That  Is  probably  my  fault. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  No.  In  no  case  would  I  declare  war.  De- 
claring war  has  not  a  thing  In  the  world  to  do  with  It.  I 
have  not  had  the  slightest  notion  of  declaring  war.  I  mean 
by  that,  that  I  would  simply  interpose,  along  with  the  de- 
fenses that  were  being  interposed  by  the  British  people 
against  the  attack  of  the  Germans,  such  force  as  might  be 
necessary  to  keep  that  country  from  collapsing  and  being 
conquered.    I  would  not  declare  war. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    No;  the  Senator  would  simply  go  to  war. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  would  let  them  have  some  destroyers.  I 
would  let  them  have  some  airplanes,  and  some  cruisers,  as 
little  as  might  be  necessary,  and  possible  to  spare,  but  I  would 
allow  them  these  instrumentalities,  which  would  be  for  de- 
fense— for  their  defense  and  for  our  defense — to  be  inter- 
posed between  their  Government  and  the  atUck  of  Hitler  and 
the  Germans,  but  I  would  not  declare  war. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  But  you  would  go  to  war  If  you  took  steps 
which  amount  to  war.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  today  many 
nations  do  not  declare  war;  they  simply  go  to  war.  How- 
ever. I  cannot  subscribe  to  the  idea  of  simply  doing  every- 
thing that  has  always  been  considered  an  act  of  war.  We 
have  always  taken  the  high  position  in  the  United  States  that 
a  treaty  meant  something,  and  we  have  always  taken  the 
position  In  the  United  States  of  America  that  International 
law  meant  something.  We  have  talked  about  it  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  Candidates  for  President  and  Presidents  of 
the  Umted  States  have  talked  about  it.  The  Democratic 
platform  has  gone  on  record  since  1900  with  reference  to 
matters  of  that  kind.  I  say  that  we  cannot  maintain  our 
position  before  the  world  if  we  do  the  very  same  things  that 
we  have  accused  countries  of  doing  and  for  which  we  have 
denounced  them.  That  is  where  the  Senator  from  Florida 
and  I  differ  with  respect  to  this  matter. 

Mr.  President,  I  rose  not  to  discuss  that  particular  matter 
at  this  time,  but  I  rose  because  of  the  statement  that  the 
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Senator  from  Florida  made.  I  know  that  if  anybody  rises 
now  and  says  that  the  Versailles  Treaty  was  responsible  for 
the  rise  of  Hitler,  he  will  be  accused  of  being  a  "fifth  col- 
umnist." not  alone  by  fanatics  but  by  many  honest  and  sin- 
cere people. 

So  I  rose  to  call  attention  to  what  the  man  who  is  leading 
the  propaganda  in  this  country  at  the  present  time  said 
about  It,  and  I  do  not  think  that  even  the  Senator  from 
Florida  would  accuse  William  Allen  White  of  being  a  "fifth 
columnist"  because  of  the  statement  he  made.  As  I  say,  I 
have  no  brief  for  Colonel  Lindbergh  or  for  anybody  else;  but  I 
plead  with  Members  of  the  Senate,  during  these  days  when 
we  are  all  more  or  less  worn  out.  for  the  sake  of  the  country 
Itself  not  to  rise  and  accuse  everyone  who  disagrees  with  them 
of  having  some  ulterior  motive  and  charge  them  with  being  a 
"fifth  columnist."  I  think  that  such  action  belittles  and  be- 
smirches the  Senate  of  the  United  States  as  a  body.  God 
knows.  In  the  minds  of  some  unthinking  people,  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  has  sunk  to  a  low  level.  I  do  not  agree 
with  them;  but  if  we  follow  such  a  course  during  this  period 
many  persons  will  say  that  because  of  the  actions  of  one  or 
two  thoughtless  men  we  ought  to  have  a  dictatorship. 

If  we  go  back  to  what  was  taking  place  in  Italy  before  Mr. 
Mussolini  came  along — and  I  was  there — and  if  we  go  back  to 
Germany  before  Mr.  Hitler  came  in.  and  see  what  was  going 
on  there,  we  can  appreciate  that  dictatorships  were  possible 
because  those  countries  were  torn  asunder  with  bitterness, 
hatred,  and  name-calling.  Every  liberal  who  rose  to  protest 
against  something  that  was  happening  was  immediately  called 
a  Bolshevist  or  a  Communist. 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LEE.  If  Ooebbels.  the  chief  of  propaganda,  had  writ- 
ten the  speech  which  Colonel  Undbergh  delivered,  does  the 
Senator  from  Montana  think  he  could  have  done  any  better 
Job  for  Hitler  than  Lindbergh  did? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  fair  qu^tion,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  is  a  proper  thing  of  which  to  accuse  Mr. 
Lindbergh.  I  have  heard  part  of  the  speech  quoted  here,  but 
I  have  not  read  the  entire  speech.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator 
ought  to  make  such  a  statement.  It  might  just  as  well  be  said 
that  William  Allen  White  is  a  "fifth  columnist"  because  Goeb- 
bels  could  not  have  written  a  letter  statement  than  William 
Allen  White's  statement  in  1938. 

Mr.  LEE.  Was  not  that  before  Hitler  had  bathed  Europe 
with  the  blood  of  izmocent  people? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  think  so.  Almost  from  the  time 
he  came  into  power  Hitler  started  the  persecution  of  racial 
and  religious  groups  in  his  own  country.  I  hate  nazl-ism  and 
despise  Hitler  because  of  the  racial  and  religious  persecutions 
which  he  started  in  Germany.  I  am  opposed  to  the  whisper- 
ing campaigns  which  are  now  going  on  in  this  country  aimed 
at  stirring  up  racial  and  religious  hysteria.  In  my  himible 
Judgment.  Hitler's  program  of  Nazi  Kultur  has  harmed  not 
only  his  own  country  but  the  entire  world.  I  do  not  want 
such  things  to  happen  In  the  United  States.  However,  this  is 
still  a  free  country.  We  are  not  at  war;  and  certainly  we  are 
entitled  to  free  speech  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LEE.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  ill  becomes  any  Member  of  the  Senate 
or  the  House  of  Representatives  to  accuse  Mr.  Lindbergh 
of  being  a  "fifth  columnist,"  or  of  being  in  the  same  class 
a3  the  propaganda  minister.  Ooebbels.  I  do  not  know  Mr. 
Lindbergh,  and  I  have  not  read  any  of  Mr.  Ooebbels'  ma- 
terial. 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senatcw  further  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEE.  Of  course.  It  is  possible  for  a  person  to  be  a 
"fifth  columnist"  innocently.  There  are  many  imconscious 
carriers  of  disease  germs,  but  the  victim  of  those  disease 
germs  is  the  victim  Just  the  same.  A  person  may  be  per- 
fectly sincere,  but  if  the  effect  and  restilt  of  his  activities 
Is  to  soften  America,  as  other  countries  were  softened  before 
they  were  destroyed,  the  effect  on  this  country  is  the  same. 


Mr,  WHEELER.  With  reference  to  softening  America, 
let  me  say  to  the  Senator,  that  I  do  not  know  of  anyone  who 
has  been  accused  of  trying  to  soften  America  economically 
any  more  than  has  the  Senator  from  OklalUHna.  He  should 
be  one  of  the  last  to  talk  about  softening  America,  because  if 
there  has  been  one  Member  jf  the  Senate  who  has  been 
accused  of  softening  America  «nd  trying  to  do  things  which 
would  destroy  the  United  States,  it  has  been  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  be  more 
specific  in  his  charges. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Every  Member  of  Congress,  including 
myself,  who  has  voted  for  a  great  many  of  the  New  Deal 
legislative  measures,  has  been  accused  of  trying  to  soften 
the  American  people.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  as  he 
well  knows,  has  been  one  of  the  most  ardent  New  Dealers 
in  the  Senate,  and  has  wanted  to  go  even  further  than  the 
President  of  the  United  States  with  reference  to  some  social 
legislation.  For  that  reason  I  cannot  t>e  specific,  but  I  have 
seen  editorials  written  about  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LEE.  Because  I  wanted  to  prevent  war  profits,  if 
that  is  what  the  Senator  means. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Yes;  that  is  one  thing. 

Mr.  LEE.     The  Senator  has  agreed  with  me. 

Mr.  WHEELER  Exactly.  I  am  not  criticizing  the  Sen- 
ator for  the  stand  he  has  taken.  I  say  that  he  is  correct. 
If  we  are  to  conscript  the  manpower  of  this  country,  we 
must,  in  Justice,  conscript  capital  property. 

Mr.  LEE.  We  should.  Did  not  England  do  so  when  she 
became  tough? 

Blr.  WHEELER.  Yes.  I  am  only  pointing  out  the  charges 
that  have  t)een  leveled  at  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LEE.    That  is  not  softening.    That  is  getting  tough. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  is  not  what  Dorothy  Thompson  and 
some  of  the  other  columnists  would  say  about  it. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  Preeldent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley  ]  said  yesterday  that  the  period  through  which  we  are 
passing  is  so  utterly  confusing  as  to  be  bewildering.  A  few 
days  ago  I  read  something  which  supports  the  thesis  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  I  saw  a  statement  attributed  to  a 
Wall  Street  publication  which  said  that  the  per  unit  cost  of 
the  material  we  are  busring  in  preparation  for  national  de- 
fense is  so  high,  and  that  prices  are  rising  in  such  an  astound- 
ing fashion  that  the  boondoggling  of  P.  W.  A.  would  look  like 
small  change  in  comparison.  About  that  time  I  ran  across 
another  definition  from  a  publicist  in  America  who  does  a 
beautiful  Job.  This  publicist  defined  a  "fifth  columnist."  I 
should  like  Senators  to  know  what  one  of  the  definitions  is. 
He  says  that  a  "fifth  coliminist"  is  anyone  who  criticizes  the 
cost  of  the  program.  So  Senators  now  have  notice  served 
on  them  that  if  any  Senator  has  the  temerity  to  rise  and 
object  to  the  cost,  he  will  be  classified  as  a  "fifth  coliminist." 
I  will  admit  that  that  is  a  fantastic  theory,  but  it  is  given 
wide  currency. 

I  now  make  bold  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Montana  and  other  Senators  to  some  comment  in  yesterday's 
Recoro.  I  refer  to  a  colloquy  between  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler],  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Indiana  fMr.  Minton] — who  I  assume  speaks  the  views  of 
the  administration — and  the  able  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Thomas).  It  had  to  do  with  the  purchasing  power  of 
the  dollar.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  who  is  an  authority 
on  the  subject,  said  that  today  the  dollar  would  purchase  twice 
as  much  as  it  purchased  in  1920.  The  Senator  from  Indiana 
repeated  that  statement,  and  said  that  the  purchasing  power 
of  the  American  dollar  today  is  twice  what  it  was  in  1920. 

As  a  member  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  of  this  body 
I  beg  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  1920  we  were  engaged 
In  building  the  battleship  West  Virginia,  a  vessel  of  approxi- 
mately 35.000  tons.  She  cost  $26,800,000.  at  a  time  when 
the  dollar  was  buying  what  it  then  bought.  Today  that  same 
type  of  vessel  would  cost  not  less  than  $70,000,000.  at  a  time 
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when  the  purchasing  power  of  the  American  dollar  is  twice 
what  it  was  when  we  vere  building  the  West  Virginia.  If 
Senators  can  figiu-e  that  all  out,  and  add  to  the  computation 
what  is  going  to  happen  to  the  American  taxpayer  with  that 
fantastic  whirlwind  of  finance.  I  wish  they  would  enlighten 
me.  I  know  that  the  "fifth  columnist"  who  wrote  for  the 
Wall  Street  Journal — or  whatever  the  Wall  Street  publication 
was  which  suggested  that  all  this  financial  operation  would 
make  the  boondoggling  of  P.  W.  A.  look  like  petty  change — 
probably  was  mistaken.  He  did  not  know  that  he  was  a 
"fifth  columnist."  but  he  slipped  very  easily  and  gracefully 
into  that  category. 

This  situation  merely  illustrates  how  the  silly  season  has 
come  upon  us.  Distinguished  and  able  Members  of  the  Senate 
sit  around  and  listen  seriously  to  such  talk.  A  Member  of 
Congress  is  a  "fifth  columnist**  if  he  presumes,  when  he  is 
voting  for  tax  bills,  to  question  whether  or  not  the  taxpayers 
Will  receive  value  of  100  cents  on  the  dollar.  Able  Senators 
have  stated  within  the  past  2  hours  that  the  American  dollar 
today  will  buy  twice  what  it  bought  in  1920.  and  yet  we  are 
paying  three  times  as  much  for  battleships  as  we  did  at  that 
time.  I  wish  some  able  Senator  could  figure  it  all  out.  I  think 
the  American  people  are  entitled  to  the  answer,  and  I  wish 
some  able  Senator  would  give  us  the  answer. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  In  1920.  when  we  passed  the  bill  pro- 
viding pay  of  $21  a  month  for  the  enlisted  men  of  the  Army, 
the  wages  of  almost  all  other  classes  of  workingmen  in  the 
United  States  were  on  a  much  higher  level  than  they  are 
today.  But  the  workingmen  of  this  country,  through  organi- 
zation, have  been  able  to  raise  their  wages  in  some  instances 
almost  double  in  the  last  few  years.  Nothing,  however,  has 
been  done  to  raise  the  level  of  pay  of  the  men  in  the  lower 
grades  of  the  Army. 

In  connection  with  the  proposal  to  conscript  men.  let  me 
call  attention  to  the  difference  in  the  way  the  men  them- 
selves are  being  treated  and  the  way  business  is  being  treated. 
We  are  proposing  to  conscript  men  and  say  to  them.  "You 
have  got  to  serve  in  the  Army."  But  when  it  comes  to  busi- 
ness, it  is  a  different  matter.  To  get  business  to  volunteer  and 
to  cooperate  with  the  Qovemment,  we  are  permitting  busi- 
ness to  say  to  us  "Stop  prosecutions  under  the  Sherman  anti- 
trust law."  Some  cases  will  not  be  prosecuted  under  the 
Sherman  antitrust  law  In  order  to  secure  cooperation  from 
business  on  national-defense  items.  Then,  in  addition,  to  get 
cooperation  from  business,  the  Government  is  asked  to  lessen 
restrictions  of  the  labor  acts.  And  some  sections  of  business 
are  saying.  "If  you  want  any  help  from  us.  you  have  got  to 
let  us  make  greater  profits."  Kght-  and  ten-percent  profit 
on  an  order  is  not  enough  when  business  is  working  for  its 
own  Government  during  an  emergency. 

On  the  one  hand  we  are  making  concessions  to  business  in 
order  to  get  them  to  volunteer  but  we  are  not  giving  the  boys 
of  America  an  opportunity  to  volunteer.  We  are  saying  to 
them.  "You  have  got  to  come  in  and  take  your  medicine  and 
you  have  got  to  take  it  at  $21  a  month."  We  do  not  offer 
them  any  Inducement  whatever  to  volunteer. 

In  a  democracy  two  things  always  have  been  held  sacred 
and  inviolate — one  the  right  to  vote  and  the  other  the  right 
to  life.  We  are  not  even  waiting  for  war  to  conscript  men. 
We  are  saying.  "We  are  going  to  take  away  your  right  to 
liberty  in  jjeacetime;  we  are  not  going  to  give  you  a  chance 
to  volunteer  first,  but  we  are  clamping  down  on  you  and 
sending  you  into  the  ranks." 

I  did  not  hear  the  address  of  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia I  Mr.  HoLTl  with  reference  to  some  of  those  who  are 
back  of  the  conscription  proposal,  but  I  venture  the  assertion 
that  if  it  were  suggested  that  their  wealth  be  conscripted 
they  would  rise  in  holy  horror  and  loud  protest  and  say  they 
would  not  go  along  with  the  Government;  yet  they  are  willing, 
nay  anxious,  to  conscript  the  lives  of  the  boys  of  the  country. 

So.  In  conclusion — and  I  had  not  intended  to  take  so  long — 
let  me  say  that  I  hope  we  will  not  start  what  was  started  In 
the  World  War.  This  Is  an  example  of  the  sort  of  rumor 
and  hysteria  I  deplore.    A  young  man  in  my  home  State  was 


reported  to  have  told  the  story  that  Belgian  children,  with 
their  arms  off  or  their  legs  off,  were  being  exhibited  across 
the  country  and  were  going  through  certain  towns  in  Mon- 
tana. The  young  man  denied  he  had  ever  heard  the  story, 
and  when  he  denied  it  some  hysterical  people  accused  him 
of  being  pro-German,  beat  him,  and  then  chased  him  out  of 
town.  That  kind  of  thing  is  starting  in  this  country,  and  I 
hope  that  the  Members  of  the  Senate  will  not.  during  the 
months  to  come,  by  their  voices  and  actions,  further  fan  the 
flames  of  hysteria.  Already  anyone  who  gets  up  and  ex- 
presses an  opinion  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  someone  else  Is 
denounced  by  some,  by  implication,  at  least,  as  being  an  ap- 
peaser — I  do  not  know  what  is  meant  by  that — or  a  "fifth 
columnist." 

After  all.  we  are  not  at  war  with  Hitler.  Some  think  we 
should  be.  but  we  are  not.  Regardless  of  how  much  I  may 
disagree  with  Colonel  Lindbergh  and  what  he  may  say.  he 
has  a  right,  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  to 
express  his  opinion  Just  as  any  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate  has;  and  when  he  does  express  his  opinion  It  ill 
becomes  Members  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  de- 
nounce him  as  a  "fifth  columnist."  The  same  men  who  de- 
nounced him  would  dislike  to  be  accused  of  being  in  the  pay 
of  Great  Britain  because  they  have  taken  a  favorable  atti- 
tude toward  that  country  and  said  they  wished  to  do  every- 
thing they  could  for  the  British  Government.  If  there  is  any 
plan  of  propaganda  in  the  United  States  it  is  on  the  part 
of  the  British 

Mr.  LEE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WHEELER.  They  have  the  greatest  propaganda  or- 
ganization, and  they  indulge  in  propaganda  openly  and 
frankly.  When  their  agents  come  here,  they  are  entertained. 
I  know,  as  other  Senators  know,  that  one  of  their  agents  who 
was  here  and  was  entertained  by  high  officials  was  the  man 
who  started  the  propaganda  that  we  should  sell  or  give  to 
Great  Britain  50  of  our  destroyers. 

Mr.  LEE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  in  a  few  mo- 
ments. Suppose  some  agent  of  Germany  came  here  and  said 
we  ought  to  sell  50  destroyers  to  Germany.  He  would  be  run 
out  of  town  or  hanged  or  something  of  that  kind,  because  it 
would  be  said  "he  is  seeking  to  destroy  our  Government." 

So,  I  repeat,  we  are  not  at  war.  and  under  the  Constitution 
we  still  have  a  guaranty  of  free  speech.  I  do  not  know  how 
long  it  will  last,  because  when  I  see  this  hysteria  growing  I 
wonder  how  long  we  will  be  permitted  to  speak  our  minds  even 
upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  disagree  with  anything  that 
anybody  else  says.  Even  if  we  say  that  we  do  not  want  to  get 
into  the  war.  we  may  be  denounced  as  "fifth  columnists"  or 
as  appeasers  or  isolationists. 

Mr.  LEE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  will  yield  in  a  moment. 

I  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  In  his  Chautauqua  speech  a  few  years  ago.  said, 
when  he  and  others  were  being  accused  of  being  isolationists: 

We  are  not  isolationists  except  Insofar  as  we  want  to  isolate  this 
country  against  war. 

But  today,  only  2  years  later,  if  one  wants  to  isolate  this 
country  against  war  and  keep  it  out  of  war.  he  is  immediately 
denounced  by  every  British  propagandist  in  the  United  States. 

There  are  British  propagandists  in  the  United  States:  there 
are  men  in  this  country  who  want  to  see  us  get  into  this  war, 
and  there  are  men  who  are  doing  everything  in  their  power  to 
try  to  get  us  into  the  war.  When  I  say  that.  I  do  not  refer 
to  anybody  in  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  LEE.  Does  the  Senator  feel  that  it  is  any  more  a  viola- 
tion of  ethics  for  one  on  one  side  to  abuse  somebody  who  is 
preaching  a  doctrine  which  he  thinks  is  sympathetic  to  Ger- 
many and  to  accuse  him  of  being  a  "flfth  columnist"  than 
for  one  on  the  other  side  to  accuse  the  other  fellow,  who  states 
his  opinion,  of  leading  this  country  to  war  or  being  a  war- 
monger or  preaching  a  doctrine  that  will  involve  us  in  war. 
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and  accu5ln?  those  who  hold  that  opinion,  because  it  disa- 

rees  with  his.  of  spreading  war  hysteria? 
Mr.  WHEELER.    Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  think 
both  are  bad. 

Mr.  LEE.  In  his  flist  speech  following  the  President's 
statement  when  the  President  told  the  people  of  this  country 
that  he  thought  there  was  a  serious  situation,  did  not  Colonel 
Undbergh  then  follow  with  a  talk  about  war  hysteria  and 
warmongering? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  think  he  accused  the  President 
of  it,  though,  perhaps,  he  did. 

Mr.  LEE.    But  we  are  all  able  to  put  two  and  two  together. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  did  not  read  his  speech,  but  if  he  did 
say  that  I  woiild  say  that  Colonel  Lindbergh  was  wrong  if 
he  accused  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  warmonger- 
ing. I  have  said,  and  I  say  it  upon  good  authority  and  not 
second-hand  information,  that  there  are  people  in  the 
United  States  of  America  today  who  would  like  to  see  our 
country  get  Into  the  war  tomorrow,  and  I  say  that  those 
people  are  dangerous. 

Mr.  LEE.  Will  the  Senator  deny  that  there  are  people  in 
this  country  also  who  are  friendly  to  Germany  and  would 
like  to  see  Germany  overrun  the  world?  Does  the  Senator 
deny  that? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  there  are  in  the  Senator's  acquaint- 
ance any  such  people  he  is  a  good  deal  more  familiar  with 
them  than  I  am. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  do  not  understand  why  the  Senator  should 
make  such  a  statement  as  that. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Then,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator,  if  there 
is  anybody  of  that  kind  in  the  United  States  of  America  I 
have  not  met  him, 

Mr.  LEE.  We  must  not  forget  that  all  the  countries 
which  have  fallen  have  been  betrayed  from  within. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator,  I  went 
through  the  World  War  as  United  States  district  attorney 
and  at  that  time  everybody  was  seeing  pro-Germans  imder 
every  sagebush.  With  all  the  great  German  population  in 
many  of  our  States  it  is  surprising  how  little  subversive 
activity  there  was  on  the  part  of  anybody  excepting  some 
half-crazy  persons. 

While  there  may  be  some  such  person,  I  cannot  conceive 
of  anybody  in  the  United  Stotcs  wanting  to  see  Mr.  Hitler 
control  the  European  Hemisphere,  and  particularly  I  cannot 
conceive  of  anybody  in  the  United  States  wanting  Hitler- 
no  working  man,  no  farmer—— 

Mr.  LEE.     What  is  the  German-American  Bund  for? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Wait  a  minute.  I  cannot  conceive  of  any 
American  workingman  or  businessman  or  anybody  else  in 
the  United  States  wanting  to  see  Mr.  Hitler  come  over  and 
take  over  this  Government,  or  set-up  in  this  country  the 
kind  of  government  that  he  has  over  there.  I  cannot  believe 
that  there  is  any  such  person :  and  I  should  have  to  be  shown 
specific,  direct  evidence,  and  evidence  that  would  be  beyond 
question  of  a  doubt  In  my  mind,  before  I  would  believe  it  of 
any  American  citizen. 

Mr.  LEE.  Does  not  the  Senator  believe  the  German-Ameri- 
can Bimd  would  like  to  have  that  done? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  cannot  believe  it;  no.  I  cannot  believe 
It.  Perhaps  there  are  some  such  persons.  I  have  heard  about 
the  German-American  Bund.  I  do  not  happen  to  know  any- 
body who  belongs  to  the  German-American  Bund. 

Mr.  LEE.     I  do  not.  either. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  think  anybody  In  my  State 
belongs  to  it. 

Mr.  LEE.  There  are  many  things  which  I  believe  but 
which  I  never  saw  and  do  not  know.  I  never  saw  George 
Washington,  but  I  think  he  was  the  first  President  of  the 
UQited  States.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  surprised  that  the  Senator  admits 
ft.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 
Mr.  WHEELER.     I  do. 
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Mr,  LUCAS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  able  Senator  from 
Montana,  in  view  of  the  line  of  argument  which  has  been 
made,  whether  or  not  he  agrees  that  it  would  make  any 
difference  to  our  future  security  whether  Germany  won  the 
war  or  EIngland  won  the  war. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  think  it  would,  quite  frankly.  I  think  it 
would  make  a  difference  to  our  security.  I  should  much  pre- 
fer, and  think  it  would  mean  much  make  to  our  safety.  If 
England  won  the  war  than  if  Germany  won  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  other  words,  then,  the  Senator  admits  In 
his  last  statement  that  the  safety  of  America,  from  the 
standpoint  of  our  future,  is  in  a  better  position  if  England 
continues  to  exist  as  a  country  than  if  she  is  ovemm  by 
Hitler  and  the  Nazi  Government  of  Germany? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  that  is 
my  Judgment.  I  have  not  any  facts  upon  which  to  base  it. 
That  is  perhaps  my  prejudice  because  of  the  fact  that  every 
drop  of  blood  in  my  veins  is  English,  and  my  prejudices  in  the 
last  war  and  in  this  war  were  and  are  in  favor  of  Great 
Britain.  I  have  not  any  facts  upon  which  to  base  my  judg- 
ment in  that  respect,  but  I  believe  that  is  true. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  want  to  say  frankly  to  the  Senator  that  I 
have  no  particular  affection  for  England.  I  hold  no  brief  for 
England  in  connection  with  this  world  situation,  but  I  do 
have  a  selfish  desire  to  see  England  win  because  of  America. 
If  England  can  be  maintained  as  she  is,  in  my  humble 
opinion,  and  the  British  Empire  kept  more  or  less  intact  and 
the  English  Government  continue  to  go  along  as  she  has  been 
doing  for  the  past  100  years,  it  strikes  me  that  the  people  of 
America  will  be  in  a  much  k)etter  position  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  perpetuity  of  a  free  and  untrammelled  government  as 
we  have  understood  it  than  if  Mr.  Hitler  and  his  legions 
conquer  that  island. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  There  has  never  been  any  dispute  upon 
that  question  between  the  Senator  and  myself. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Not  at  all;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  believe  that  to  be  true,  although,  as  I 
said,  if  somebody  should  ask  me  for  some  concrete  fact  I 
should  have  to  give  it  as  a  conclusion  on  my  part.  I  am 
anxious  to  see  this  country  build  up  its  defenses  against  any 
eventuality,  and  I  thoroughly  believe  that  if  we  build  up  our 
defenses  in  an  orderly,  sane.  safe,  businesslike  way.  Hitler  will 
not  attempt  to  come  over  here,  but  I  am  not  going  to  be 
carried  away  with  all  this  buncombe  and  propaganda  to  the 
effect  that  if  Hitler  wins  over  there  he  will  come  over  to  the 
United  States  and  attack  us  tomorrow  or  the  next  day;  and 
without  knowing  anything  about  it.  I  am  not  willing  to  believe 
that  any  of  the  South  American  countries  are  going  to  go  over 
and  become  part  and  parcel  of  Mr.  Hitler. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  In  reply  to  the  Senator,  let  me  say  that  I  am 
not  going  to  be  carried  away  in  these  debates  by  hysteria. 
I  hope  I  shall  always  keep  my  feet  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
while  I  am  here. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  for  the  Senator.  If  free  and  open 
conventions  are  held  in  his  State.  I  am  confident  he  will  be 
here. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  problematical,  but,  referring  to  the 
argument  which  the  Senator  made  a  moment  ago  in  reading 
the  article  of  William  AUen  White  about  the  Versailles 
Treaty,  no  one  can  consistently  say  that  the  Versailles  Treaty 
was  not  a  hard-driven  bargain  against  Germany. 

There  is  not  any  doubt  about  that,  and  anyone  who  will 
read  the  treaty  must  admit  It.  I  maintain,  however,  that  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  cannot  assess  the  blame  of  the 
past.  It  is  our  duty  as  legislators  to  look  world  problems 
squarely  in  the  face  and  legislate  here  in  order  to  do  what  we 
think  is  best  for  our  own  people  at  this  particular  time. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  agree  with  the  Senator;  but  I  did  not 
read  this  letter  for  that  purpose.  I  read  the  letter  because 
William  Allen  White  said,  at  least  in  part,  substantially  what 
Mr.  Lindbergh  said.  When  Mr.  Lindbergh  said  It,  it  was 
immediately  claimed  that  he  is  a  "fifth  columnist."  I  say 
that  any  body  who  makes  that  statement  is  not  a  "fifth  col- 
lunnist"  by  any  manner  of  means;  and  we  should  not  start 
out  by  so  designating  every  citizen  of  the  United  States  who 
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happens  to  disagree  with  our  views.  We  should  not  start 
out  by  saying  that  such  a  man  is  a  "fifth  columnist"  and 
denounce  everybody  who  has  the  temerity  to  speak  his  mind, 
no  matter  how  wrong  he  may  be.  We  should  not  denounce 
him  and  say.  "You  are  this,"  or  "You  are  that."  We  have 
had  too  much  of  it,  and  those  of  us  who  went  through  the  last 
war  ought  to  try  in  ever>-  possible  way  to  keep  down  this 
hysteria.  I  deplore  organizations,  columnists,  and  other  in- 
dividuals who  are  seeking  to  stir  up  hysteria  for  any  purpose 
whatsoever. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  am  very  happy  to  know  that  the  Senator 
from  Montana  is  In  accord  ^ith  my  views  as  to  the  safety  of 
America  in  the  future  if  England  should  be  successful  in  the 
war.  because  on  Sunday,  when  Colonel  Lindbergh  made  his 
speech,  and  if  the  Senator  will  read  it  very  carefully 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  have  not  read  it. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  He  will  find  that  Colonel  Lindbergh  said  that 
it  does  not  make  any  difference  who  wins  the  war  over  there, 
whether  it  is  England  or  Germany;  that  we  shall  be  able 
thereafter  to  have  one  strong  government  here  in  the  West- 
em  Hemisphere  and  one  strong  government  over  in  Europe, 
and  between  the  two  of  us,  with  treaties,  we  shall  be  able  to 
control  the  world  and  get  along. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  certainly  would  not  subscribe  to  that 
view. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  do  not  subscribe  to  that  doctrine,  and  so 
stated  in  an  address  which  I  made  over  the  radio,  because 
there  is  only  one  reason  why  the  Senate  has  sat  here  day 
after  day  and  appropriated  billions  upon  billions  of  dollars, 
both  Democrats  and  Republicans  alike,  with  unanimity  of 
thought  and  action  and  purpose  and  it  is  not  to  stop  Eng- 
land. It  Is  not  to  stop  Poland,  or  Czechoslovakia,  or  Prance, 
or  any  other  country  than  Germany.  There  is  just  one  rea- 
son when  we  get  down  to  uttering  cold,  solid  truths,  and  that 
Is  to  keep  the  totalitarian  germ  of  Nazi  Germany  from 
spreading  to  the  shores  of  America.  That  is  the  only  reason 
on  which  we  can  base  the  votes  that  we  have  cast  here.  That 
is  the  basic  reason  for  the  justification  of  spending  billions 
upon  billions  of  the  taxpayers'  money. 

Otherwise,  whom  do  we  fear?  We  cannot  say  that  we 
fear  England.  We  have  lived  by  the  side  of  England  for  100 
years  and  more  without  any  trouble.  We  do  not  fear  Canada 
on  the  north.  There  is  not  a  fortress  there.  There  is  not 
a  gun  along  the  line.  We  have  no  trouble  with  Mexico  to  the 
south.    There  are  no  fortresses  there. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    No,  but  wait  a  minute;  wait  a  minute. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    There  is  no  Maginot  line  there. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  we  listen  to  some  people,  they  will  tell 
us  that  we  have  to  feai  Mexico. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Well,  all  right;  assuming  that  we  do  have  to 
fear  Mexico.  Let  me  go  back  to  my  argimient  about  Eng- 
land. We  do  not  fear  Mexico  very  much,  but  perhaps  we 
may  have  to  do  so. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  do  not  think  we  shall. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  But  so  far  as  England  is  concerned  certainly 
she  is  not  the  one  because  of  whom  we  are  appropriating 
these  billions  uix)n  billions  of  the  taxpayers'  money  for  mimi- 
tions  and  implements  of  war.  There  is  only  one  reason  why 
we  are  doing  it,  and  that  is  because  of  Adolf  Hitler  and  the 
Nazi  Government.  He  may  never  attempt  to  come  here.  He 
may  never  attempt  to  invade  us.  and  I  hope  he  will  not.  but 
there  is  an  honest  fear  that  he  will  upon  the  part  of  a  num- 
ber of  patriotic  people,  and  if  we  read  his  book  it  will  be 
found  that  he  tells  the  world  that  his  Storm  Troopers  will 
ultimately  be  here.  The  impossible  in  Europe  has  become 
the  possible  during  the  past  few  months.  My  activities  in 
the  United  States  Srnate  during  the  last  few  months  have  all 
been  predicated  upon  keeping  autocracy  out  of  this  country. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  did  not  do  differently  than 
I  did. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  No;  that  is  true,  and  I  congratulate  the  Sen- 
ator on  that,  but  I  wanted  to  mention  that  point  because  he 
Is  defending  the  Colonel  here  today  and  that  is  perfectly  all 
right.     In  nay  speech  of  yesterday  I  said  that  every  indi- 


vidual has  a  right  to  say  whatever  he  wants  under  our  Bill 
of  Rights. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  correct  the  Senator.  I  am  not 
defending  Colonel  Lindbergh.  I  am  saying  that  when  we 
are  not  at  war,  when  we  are  at  peace,  I  want  to  see  free 
speech  in  this  country  preserved.  I  think  it  is  a  very  bad 
mistake  for  people  to  rise  and  say  that  Colonel  Lindbergh 
is  a  "fifth  columnist."  or  is  pro-German,  or  is  in  the  pay  of 
the  German  Government,  just  as  It  is  unfair  to  say.  when 
a  man  rises  and  makes  a  pro-English  speech,  and  takes  the 
words  out  of  some  Englishman's  mouth  and  uses  them  in  his 
speech,  that  that  man  is  in  the  pay  of  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  What  the  Senator  wants  Is  what  we  should 
have,  and  what  we  will  never  get  because  free  speech  gives 
every  individual  the  right  to  say  just  about  what  he  wants  to 
say,  and  certainly  the  United  States  Senate  is  the  supreme 
forum  for  it  all.  as  it  should  be.  Unity  of  thought  and  unity 
of  action  and  judgment  and  purpose  is  a  most  desirable  objec- 
tive in  a  great  emergency  like  the  one  now  confronting  us, 
but  it  is  difllcult  to  obtain,  because  of  the  different  views 
honestly  entertained  by  Members  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  course,  we  cannot  get  absolute  unity 
of  opinion  in  the  United  States,  and  we  should  not  expect 
it,  but  as  Members  of  the  United  States  Senate,  as  men  to 
whom  a  great  many  people  look  to  because  of  our  ^position, 
when  we  make  statements  indicating  that  this  man  is  a  "fifth 
cclumnlst"  and  that  man  is  a  "fifth  columnist,"  or  that  some- 
one is  in  the  pay  of  some  other  country,  we  are  not  only 
doing  an  injury  to  the  country,  but  in  my  Judgment  we  are 
injuring  ourselves  individually  and  collectively. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  do  not  disagree  with  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana in  that  statement. 

Mr.  WILEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Brown  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  have  listened  several  days  to  what  has  been 
said  in  the  debate  on  the  pending  measure,  but  there  are 
just  two  ideas  I  wish  to  hit,  and  to  hit  hard. 

First,  it  has  gone  out  over  the  country  that  the  United 
States  Senate  is  hysterical.  The  mere  fact  that  several  Mem- 
bers of  the  body  blow  off  steam  is  no  indication  that  the 
Senate  is  hysterical.  There  are  96  of  us  here,  and  I  do  not 
know  of  one  whose  mind  is  not  clicking.  But  we  are  all 
human,  and  when  someone  sticks  a  pin  into  another  he 
naturally  resents  it.    But  that  is  not  serious. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  country,  and  to  say  emphatically,  that 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  is  not  hysterical,  it  is  not 
losing  its  balance,  it  is  not  going  to  pieces,  it  is  keeping  its 
head,  and  it  is  thinking  straight.  No  one  need  worry  about 
the  Senate  muddling  this  country  into  war.  There  is  no  such 
thought  on  the  part  of  any  Senator. 

One  other  thing.  Mr.  President.  On  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle  there  have  come  two  suggestions  in  the  last  two  or  three 
days,  one  that  business  is  not  cooperating  in  this  emergency. 
I  wish  to  hit  that,  and  to  hit  it  hard.  One  suggestion  came 
fron»  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  just  a  few  days  ago  when 
he  Indicated  that  business  was  not  cooperating. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  about  to  close  my  remarks,  and 
then  the  Senator  can  take  all  the  time  he  desires. 

Mr.  WILEY.    It  will  take  me  only  a  moment. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  it  will  take  only  a  moment,  very  well; 
but  I  am  practically  through.  If  the  Senator  wishes  to  Bizk. 
me  a  question,  I  will  sneld;  but  I  did  not  want  to  yield  for  a 
speech,  because  I  wish  to  conclude. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  merely  wanted  to  comment  on  the  state- 
ment I  have  just  made. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Very  well. 

Mr.  WILEY.  A  statement  was  made  that  the  businessmen 
in  this  country  were  not  willing  to  cooperate.  I  wish  to  say 
that  that  is  not  correct.  In  other  words,  assume  a  business- 
man with  an  institution  with  a  capital  of  $5,000,000.  which 
is  making  money  and  is  engaged  in  manufacturing.    The 
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acvemment  c6mes  to  that  man  and  wants  him  to  take  on  a 
war  contract  which  will  mean  an  enlargement  of  the  plant 
and  an  expansion  perhaps  entailing  the  expenditure  of  ten 
or  fifteen  million  dollars.  This  businessman  will  not  have 
such  a  large  amount  of  money  available,  and.  besides,  it  is 
necessary  that  he  give  consideration  to  his  biisiness.  Busi- 
ness has  gone  ahead  and  has  said.  "If  the  Qovemment  will 
Insure  this  ten  or  fifteen  million  dollars,  which  we  have  not 
got.  we  will  be  taken  care  of,  so  that  if  the  emergency  ceases 
tomorrow  we  can  go  ahead  and  carry  on  our  business  without 
having  an  indebtedness  of  ten  or  fifteen  million  dollars.  Then 
we  will  go  ahead." 

I  think  In  that  respect  there  has  been  too  much  reference 
to  failure  to  have  unity  in  the  country.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  about  to  say  that  when  the  Govern- 
ment takes  a  boy  and  puts  him  into  the  Army  and  sends  him 
off  it  not  only  takes  his  capital  but  it  takes  everything  he 
has.  possibly  mcluding  his  life.  I  have  not  much  sympathy 
with  people  who  say.  "You  have  to  act  so  that  we  can  make 
some  more  money,"  and  then  say,  "Conscript  the  youth  of 
the  country  and  not  only  take  their  capital  but  perhaps  take 
tbclr  arms,  their  legs,  or  their  lives."  Who  is  there  that  is 
going  to  make  up  that  capital  to  those  boys? 

Mr.  LEE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  shall  yield  the  floor,  unless  the  Senator 
has  a  question  to  ask. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  should  like  to  read  a  paragraph  in  answer  to 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  turn  this  colloquy  over  to  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President.  I  have  been 
waiting  all  day  for  the  opportunity  to  make  a  brief  state- 
ment, and  I  shall  occupy  the  time  of  the  Senate  now  to 
make  it. 

Yesterday  the  question  of  the  relative  value  of  the  dollar 
of  today  and  20  years  ago.  or  in  1920.  was  raised.  I  made  the 
statement  yesterday  that  the  dollar  at  present  has  twice  the 
buying  power  the  dollar  had  in  1920.  Today  that  statement 
Is  questioned.  Reference  has  been  made  to  the  cost  of  a 
battleship  in  1920  and  the  cost  of  a  battleship  today. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  that 
I  am  not  questioning  his  statement;  I  am  merely  question- 
ing the  propriety  and  the  wisdom  of  the  United  States  paying 
three  times  as  much  for  battleships  with  a  dollar  with  twice 
the  purchasing  power.  I  am  basing  that  conclusion  on  the 
assumption  that  the  Senator's  figures  are  correct.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  challenge  them,  and  I  want  him  to  understand 
that  I  do  not. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Since  my  statement  has  been 
Inferentially  challenged,  at  least.  I  desire  to  make  the  record 
a  little  more  complete.  I  make  the  flat  statement  now  that 
the  American  dollar  today  buys  approximately  twice  as  much 
as  the  American  dollar  bought  in  1920. 

On  June  20.  1920.  cotton  was  selling  for  42.46  cents  a  pound. 
Today  cotton  is  selling  for  9.39  cents  a  pound.  In  other 
words,  cotton  was  more  than  four  times  as  valuable  twenty 
years  ago.  in  terms  of  money,  as  it  Is  today.  That  means. 
In  relation  to  cotton,  the  dollar  today  has  four  times  the 
purchasing  power  it  had  20  years  ago. 

On  June  20.  1920.  corn  was  selling  for  $1.90  a  bushel.  Yes- 
terday com  sold  for  59^4  cents  a  bushel.  So  again,  as 
measured  in  com.  the  dollar  is  worth  more  than  three  times 
what  it  was  worth  in  1920. 

On  June  20.  1920,  wheat  was  selling  for  $3.07  cash  in 
Chicago,  and  $2.91  cash  in  Kansas  City.  Yesterday  wheat 
-^  was  selling  for  74  s  cents  a  bushel  on  the  Chicago  Board  of 
Trade.  So,  as  measuied  in  terms  of  wheat,  the  dollar  today 
buys  more  than  twice  as  much  of  farm  products  as  it  did 
20  years  ago.  in  1920 

Mr.  BONK    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  be  generous 
and  j'ield? 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    I  yield. 


Mr.  BONE.  Again  I  wish  to  repeat  that  I  am  not  challeng- 
ing the  accuracy  of  the  Senator's  conclusion.  I  want  him 
to  understand  that. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Yes,  Mr.  President,  but  the 
illustration  given  a  little  while  ago  could  be  construed  as 
rather  ridicuimg  the  statement  I  made  yesterday,  when  I 
stated  tliat  the  dollar  was  worth  twice  as  much  today  in 
terms  of  property  as  it  was  worth  20  jrears  ago. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  cannot  understand  how  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  can  draw  that  conclusion.  What  I  am  objecting 
to  is  what  we  are  paying  for  battleships  today.  I  am  not 
objecting  to  the  Senator's  thesis. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  wish  to  complete  the  record. 
In  1920  the  Republican  platform  was  adopted  in  Chicago. 
I  was  not  present,  but  I  have  a  copy  of  that  document  in  my 
hand,  and  I  desire  to  read  from  such  Republican  platform 
to  sustain  the  position  I  am  now  taking.  I  read  the  plank 
under  the  title  "The  high  cost  of  living."  The  Republicans 
in  1920  condemned  the  Democratic  Party  as  being  respon- 
sible for  the  high  cost  of  living.  Is  there  anyone  now  con- 
demning anyone  else  for  the  high  cost  of  living?  Is  there 
any  political  party  now  demanding  that  the  high  cost  of 
living  be  reduced?  This  is  what  the  Republicans  declared 
in  1920: 

The  prime  cause  of  the  "high  cost  of  living"  haa  be«n  first  and 
foremost  a  60-percent  depreciation  In  the  purchasing  power  of 
the  dollar,  due  to  a  gross  expansion  of  our  currency  and  credit. 

That  meant  that  the  dollar  in  1920  had  only  50  percent  of 
the  purchasing  power  this  particular  party  thought  it  should 
have.  It  meant  that  the  dollar  was  worth  50  cents,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Republican  Party  In  Chicago  In  1920.  The 
statement  I  made  yesterday  was  that  the  dollar  was  worth 
some  65  cents  In  1920  in  terms  of  commodities  and  property. 

I  did  not  rise  to  dwell  on  this  question  further  than  to 
reassert  my  position,  which  cannot  be  assailed. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr,  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    I  yield. 

Mr,  BONE.  My  point  in  rising  in  the  first  place  was  to 
ask  the  Senator  fairly  about  the  price  level  of  those  materials 
which  went  into  the  construction  of  war  mimitions  in  the 
year  1920.  I  had  In  mind  iron  and  steel  and  textiles,  but 
primarily  iron  and  steel,  which  go  Into  the  construction  of 
battleships,  together  with  electrical  equipment.  The  Senator 
has  misconstrued  my  attitude  entirely.  I  desire  to  know  if 
he  can  advise  us  whether  or  not  Iron  and  steel  and  other 
materials  which  went  into  the  construction  of  warships  in 
1920  had  the  same  relative  prices  other  commodities  he  has 
described  had,  because  then  we  would  have  some  index  figure 
so  that  we  could  determine  whether  or  not  we  were  being 
fairly  treated  now.  I  merely  took  the  declaration  of  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma,  which  was  referred  to  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  [Mr.  MintonI  that  the  dollar  today  would 
buy  twice  as  much  as  would  have  been  the  case  20  years  ago. 

If  It  will  buy  twice  as  much,  the  next  question  Is,  will  it  buy 
twice  as  much  of  such  fundamental  commodities  as  Iron  and 
steel,  and  if  it  will.  I  submit  to  my  brethren  of  the  Senate 
that  this  Government  is  then  paying  three  times  as  much 
for  a  battleship  now  as  it  cost  to  build  a  battleship  In  1920. 
If  there  Is  anything  unfair  in  this  comparison,  feomeone 
should  rise  and  rebuke  me.  This  statement  ought  not  to 
stand  imchallenged  in  the  Congressional  Record.  I  am  as- 
suming that  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  knows  what  he  Is 
talking  about.  I  have  always  listened  to  him  with  Interest, 
and  he  knows  what  he  is  talking  about.  When  he  referred  to 
commodity  prices,  he  referred  to  784  commodities,  and  I 
want  to  ask  him  if  they  included  iron  and  steel,  which  go  into 
battleships. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    They  did. 

Mr.  BONE.  That  being  the  case,  the  Members  of  the 
Senate — ^imless  someone  challenges  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa and  proves  that  he  is  wrong— have  the  Job  of  discover- 
ing why  we  are  paying  three  times  as  much  as  we  did  in  this 
era  of  high  prices,  which  were  denounced  by  Republicans. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  go  into  the  cost  of  battleships  and  the  things  which 
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go  to  make  up  a  battleship.    I  will  have  to  leave  that  to  some- 
one else  to  discuss. 
I  rose  to  refer  to  a  meeting  of  some  100  citizens  from  some 

9  States  in  the  Central  West,  held  in  Kansas  City  about 

10  days  ago.  These  citizens  were  high-ranking  officials  of  the 
several  chambers  of  commerce  of  cities  of  the  States  of  Mis- 
souri, Nebraska.  Iowa.  Kansas,  Arkansas.  Minnesota.  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Oklahoma.  These  100  citizens 
assembled  in  Kan.sas  City  and  held  what  the  newspapers 
termed  a  "revolt  congress."  After  much  discussion,  so  I  am 
advised,  in  this  "revolt  congress"  held  in  Kansas  City,  the 
question  arose  as  to  whether  or  not  the  States  mentioned  were 
securing  their  fair  share  of  the  "pork"  or  "bacon"  that  is  to 
be  the  result  of  this  expansion  program.  It  seemed  to  be  the 
impression  among  these  citizens  from  these  9  States  that 
the  States  were  not  sharing  in  the  factories,  in  the  munitions 
plants,  in  the  arsenals,  in  the  airports,  and  the  other  com- 
ponent parts  of  a  military  program.  So  the  question  finally 
arose  as  to  what  could  be  done  about  it.  Two  suggestions  were 
made.  One  was  that  they  should  send  a  committee  of  100  of 
their  citizens  to  Washington  and  advise  the  administration 
that  this  great  section  of  the  United  States  Is  being  seriously 
neglected.  But  that  was  not  considered  to  be  feasible.  They 
laid  that  was  merely  a  sort  of  usual,  standard  resolution  of  a 
ehamber  of  commerce.  So  the  motion  was  made  that  they 
hold  a  second  "revolt  congress"  in  Kansas  City  on  Augast  30 
of  this  year.  That  motion  prevailed.  So  a  second  "revolt 
congress."  consisting  of  the  Representatives  of  the  9  States 
mentioned,  is  now  called  to  be  held  m  Kansas  City  on  the 
30th  day  of  August. 

The  second  motion  made  was  that  the  Senators  and  the 
Representatives  from  these  nine  States  be  commanded  to 
attend  that  "congress"  in  Kansas  City — not  to  be  invited, 
but  to  be  commanded  to  attend  the  congress.  And  if  any 
Representative  or  Senator  running  for  reelection,  or  nomi- 
nated in  the  first  Instance,  refuses  to  agree  to  attend,  then 
his  opponent  shall  be  Invited  to  attend. 

Mr.  President,  the  clear  Inference  is  that  the  Representa- 
tives and  Senators  must  either  get  "bacon"  for  their  con- 
stituents or  get  out.  because  the  newspaper  rejwrts  are  vei7 
clear  that  if  the  Representatives  and  Senators  do  not  pro- 
ceed forthwith  to  get  airports,  airfields,  arsenals,  and  manu- 
factiuing  establishments,  immediately,  they  are  going  to  be 
defeated  in  November,  and  their  opponents  will  be  elected  to 
take  their  places. 

I  desire  to  call  attention  now  to  the  headlines  appearing 
above  this  news  story.  This  conference,  held  a  few  days  ago, 
elected  as  its  president  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Mr. 
Richard  W.  Robbins,  and  they  chose  to  call  their  conference 
the  Midwest  Defense  Conference,  with  headquarters  at 
Hotel  Muehlebach.  in  Kansas  City.  Mo. 

The  headlines  appearing  In  the  Kansas  City  Times  of 
Saturday.  July  27,  1940,  are  as  follows: 

A  Midwest  call. 

Congressmen  from  9  States  summoned  to  Kansas  City  August  30. 
For  a  share  in  defense. 

••Revolt  Congress"  is  planned  by  chambers  of  commerce  in  area. 
Protest   Is  against  program  ••robbing  us  of   manpower  and  In- 
dustry •• 
Pre8s\ire  to  bring  men. 

I  read  now  the  first  paragraph  from  this  very  lengthy  news 
article.  | 

A  militant  conference  of  middle  western  business  leaders  yester- 
day called  a  "'revolt  congress"  for  August  30  In  Kansas  City  to  which 
will  be  summoned  congressional  representatives  In  a  9-State  area 
to  meet  the  emergency  arising  from  the  present  trend  of  the  na- 
tional-defense program. 

Tlie  unprecedented  move  was  agreed  upon  at  the  Midwest 
Chamliers  of  Commerce  conference  as  necessary  to  halt  the  con- 
tinued Industrial  development  of  established  manufacturing  centers 
at  the  expense  of  the  Middle  West.  Every  Senator  and  Representa- 
tive In  Congress  from  every  State  In  the  area  wlU  be  called  to  the 
1-day  conference  to  be  told — 

Not  advised—  j 

to  be  told  that  the  Middle  West  Is  In  "revolf  against  a  program 
that  "Is  robbing  us  of  our  manpower,  our  Industry,  and  otir  re- 
sources," 


Farther  down  in  this  news  story,  when  the  question  was  up 

for  consideration  as  to  whether  or  not  they  would  come  to 

Washington  or  whether  they  would  have  Washington  come 

to  them,  this  statement  appears: 

Sending  a  delegation  to  Washington  Is  a  routine  chamber 
formula. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  read  further  from  the  news 
article  because  it  is  not  necessary.  I  do  desire  at  this  point 
to  ask  permission  to  Incorporate  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks  my  letter  to  the  chairman  of  this  conference  in 
answer  to  his  invitation  to  attend  the  conference.  Suflftce  it 
to  say  that  I  respectfully  dechned  to  attend  the  conference. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

AtTCiTST  2,   1940. 
Mr.  RiCHAU)  W.  Robbins. 

Chairman,  Midwest  Defense  Conference, 

Hotel  Muehlebach,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

My  Deab  Mr.  Robbins:  I  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  favor  of  July 
30,  containing  news  Items  from  the  Kansas  City  papers.  I  have 
read  the  stories  with  interest,  and  note  that  a  •'revolt  congress" 
has  been  called  to  meet  in  Kansas  City  on  August  30.  and  that  such 
congress  demands  the  presence  of  the  Senators  and  Representatives 
from  the  States  of  Missouri.  Nebraska.  Iowa.  Kansas.  Arkansas. 
Minnesota.  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Oklahoma.  Also.  I 
note  that  the  pulitlcal  opponents  of  the  Congressmen  and  Senators 
are  likewise  commanded  to  attend. 

Prom  the  press  reports  I  note  the  charge  that  the  States  men- 
tioned have  "poor  representation"  in  the  Congress,  and  also  the 
veiled  threat  that  the  Congressmen  and  Senators  must  either  •'get 
bacon  or  get  out. "  If  the  local  press  reported  the  proceedings  cor- 
rectly then  it  Is  clear  that  a  revolution  is  under  way,  and  that  the 
war  will  break  out  very  shortly.  Whether  or  not  the  press  reported 
correctly  the  temper  and  proceedings  of  the  conference,  the  de- 
mands of  the  delegates  attending  must  be  considered. 

Th  s  reply  is  my  own.  and  I  do  not  presume  to  speak  for  any 
Member  of  the  Congress  save  myself. 

I  happen  to  know  the  Senators  and  most  of  the  Representatives 
from  the  States  mentioned,  and  am  certain  that  no  group  of  States 
has  more  able  and  energetic  Representatives  In  the  Congress  than 
those  representing  the  complaining  States.  My  statement  is  in- 
tended to  cover  Senators  and  Representatives  of  tx)th  political 
parties,  without  differentiation. 

Under  the  Constitution  the  Congress  makes  policies  and  appro- 
priates funds  to  carry  such  policies  into  effect;  thereafter,  the  execu- 
tive branch  is  authorized  to  administer  and  execute  the  laws,  and 
to  use  the  funds  appropriated  to  carry  out  the  policies  of  the  Con- 
gress. 

In  the  prosecution  of  the  national-defense  program  the  Congress 
has  not  acted  In  any  partisan  sense  and  the  program  Is  lielng  sup- 
ported by  members  of  all  parties,  and  It  is  certain  that  to  date  the 
program  has  not.  in  any  sense,  been  considered  either  as  a  ••pork 
barrel'^  proposition  or  as  a  "log  rolling"  contest. 

The  news  stories  sent  me  indicate  very  clearly  that  your  confer- 
ence demanded  that  the  vast  areas  of  level  ground  In  that  State 
(Kansas)  be  used  for  air  training  and  underground-munitions 
storehouses:  that  one  of  the  tlu-ee  N.  T.  A.  aviation  trainmg 
schools  be  located  in  Kansas;  that  the  Chililcothe  gunstock  and 
Iron-casting  plants  be  reopened:  that  the  Springfield,  Mo.,  ma- 
chine shopw  be  converted  into  the  production  of  light  tanks  and 
gun  carriages;  that  the  FYlsco  Railroad  shop  located  at  Springfield 
and  the  large  supply  of  slulled  labor  be  utUlzed  in  the  war-ex- 
pansion program;  that  the  Midwest  should  get  a  break,  and  should 
the  Congressman  and  Senators  fall  to  secure  air  bases,  arsenals, 
powder  plants,  manufacturing  plants,  and  other  mUltary  Institu- 
tions for  their  districts  and  States,  then  the  penalty  wlU  be  certain 
defeat  In  November. 

Risking  the  charge  of  "passing  the  buck."  let  me  outline  the  plan 
relative  to  national  defense  under  which  we  operate  here  in  Wash- 
ington. 

The  United  States  maintains  two  great  military  Instltutlona— one 
located  at  Annapolis  for  the  training  of  Navy  oflScers,  and  the  other 
located  at  West  Point  for  the  training  of  Army  ofllcers.  In  the  con- 
duct of  these  schools  the  brightest  t>oys  of  the  country  are  selected 
for  Intensive  training.  After  4  years  these  youngsters  are  graduated 
and  sent  out  for  active  service.  The  more  capable  and  energetic  of 
these  graduates  are  promoted  and  from  time  to  time  are  given  spe- 
cial courses  of  Instruction.  We  have  the  several  special  post-grad- 
uate schools  such  as  the  School  of  Fire  located  at  Fort  Sill,  the 
Cavalry  School  located  at  Fort  Riley,  and  the  special  school  for 
officers  located  at  Fort  Leavenworth,  and  other  schools  for  special 
training  are  located  at  other  points  in  the  United  States. 

After  these  promising  ofllcers  have  gone  through  the  several 
post-graduate  schools  there  is  still  another  school  available  to 
those  who  demonstrate  special  fitness  for  the  military  service. 
This  school  is  located  here  in  Washington  and  Is  known  as  the 
Army  War  College. 

When  our  Army  and  Navy  officers  have  been  thus  trained  scien- 
tifically and  practically  in  the  field  and  on  the  ocean,  they  are 
presvuned  to  be  experts  in  the  affairs  of  the  Army  and  Navy. 
However,    many   of   our   most   efficient    officers    and   experts   hmrm 
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Mctired  tbelr  preliminary  training  at  schoola  other  than  those 
mentioned,  but  all  have  had  the  advantages  of  our  special  schools 
and  the  experience  acquired  In  either  actual  war  ot  long  service 
is  their  respective  branches  of  the  Service.  It  Is  upon  this  group 
of  specially  trained  noen  that  we  rely  for  the  plans  and  advice 
In  the  development  and  management  of  ova  military  and  naval 
establishments. 

So  far  as  I  know  the  members  of  the  Senate  and  House  have 
not  lobbied  with  the  general  staff  of  the  War  Department  or  the 
high  ranking  officials  of  the  Navy  Departnient,  in  trying  to  secure 
the  location  and  establishment  of  depots,  air  bases,  forts,  and 
iQllitary  manufacturing  institutions  within  their  districts  and 
States.  Without  exception,  however,  the  Members  of  the  House 
and  Senate  have  placed  before  the  respective  departments  all 
information  available  relative  to  the  advantages  of  the  several 
districts  and  States  for  military  activities.  Also,  the  Members 
of  Congress  have  arranged  conferences  to  the  end  that  all  citizens 
and  committees  desiring  to  confer  with  the  respective  heads  of 
the  Oovemment  have  had  such  opportunities  made  available  to 
them. 

I  am  sure  that  I  voice  the  opinion  entertained  generally  that 
OUT  military  establishments  should  be  so  expanded  and  developed 
as  to  afford  the  maximum  of  protection  for  our  people,  oiir  prop- 
erty_  and  our  Government.  If  those  In  responsible  positions  are 
not  locating  our  military  Institutions  at  the  proper  points,  then 
our  country  will  surely  suffer,  because  these  men  are  not  poli- 
ticians. In  fact,  very  few  of  them  even  vote,  and  their  whole  duty 
and  responsibility  is  to  see  to  it  that  our  military  establishments 
are  developed,  maintained,  and  managed  In  the  best  possible 
manner. 

You  win  note  that  the  present  expansion  program  provides  for 
the  location  of  our  military  defense  works  along  the  borders  of  the 
United  States.  As  a  matter  of  necessity,  the  naval  bases  and  yards 
must  be  located  on  our  coast  lines,  and  as  a  matter  of  protection 
the  airplane  bases  must  be  located  within  reasonable  distances  of 
the  coast  and  twundary  lines  of  our  country. 

It  occtirs  to  me  that  the  location  of  our  military  factories  for  the 
production  of  military  supplies  should  be  located  away  from  the 
coast  and  boundary  lines,  which  would  mean  in  the  Interior  of  the 
country.  However,  you  must  know  that  the  Oovemment  owns  no 
airplane  factories  and,  aside  from  our  arsenals  located  at  Boston 
and  Springfield.  Mass.,  and  at  Schenectady  and  Troy,  N.  Y..  and  the 
military  plant  located  at  Rock  Island.  Ill  .  practically  all  other  mili- 
tary manufactvirlng  institutions  are  privately  owned  and  operated; 
hence  the  Oovemment  cannot  be  criticized  because  of  the  fact  our 
airplane  factories  are.  as  a  mlt,  located  along  the  Pacific  coast  In 
the  West  and  on  or  near  the  Atlantic  coast  In  the  East.  I  am 
advised  that  some  of  these  great  alrplane-man\ifacturing  concerns, 
realising  the  mistake  they  made  In  the  beginning,  are  establishing 
plants  and  branch  factories  in  the  interior  so  as  to  t)e  more  Immune 
from  enemy  attack  than  they  are  at  present. 

If  we  should  be  attacked  from  abroad,  the  enemy  would  have  to 
enter  the  United  SUtes  either  from  the  Pacific  or  the  Atlantic 
cotets  or  from  Canada  on  the  north  or  Mexico  on  the  south;  hence, 
there  seems  to  exist  the  best  of  reasons  for  establishing  otir  major 
air  bases  not  on  but  near  the  coast  and  boundary  lines  of  our 
Nation. 

%)urlng  the  latter  part  of  1939  I  made  a  22.000-mlle  trip.  Inspect- 
ing our  Military  BstaUlshments.  and  after  this  study  I  came  to 
the  concliiBlon  that  It  was  entirely  proper  lor  the  several  air  bases 
to  be  located  near  the  coast  and  boundary  lines,  birt  that  the 
manufacturing  plknts  should  be  located  away  from  the  coast  and 
boundary  lines.  However.  Inasmuch  as  we  are  not  establishing 
manufactirrlng  plants,  there  is  little.  If  anything,  we  can  do  regard- 
ing the  location  of  the  major  portion  of  our  military  manufactiirlng 
institutions. 

Before  closing  let  me  remind  you  that  the  President  has  requested 
the  services  of  a  ntuntjer  of  the  outstanding  industrialists  and 
technical  experts  to  advise  and  assist  In  carrying  out  our  defense 
program,  and  these  gentlemen  have  quit  their  "private  activities  and 
are  devoting  their  entire  time,  without  remuneration,  to  the  inter- 
ests of  their  Government  and  country. 

I  am  taking  the  liberty  of  calling  the  attention  of  our  high- 
ranking  officials  here  in  Washington  to  the  action  taken  by  the 
Kaosaa  City  conference  It  may  be  that  the  conference  already 
held  and  the  second  conference  coming  on  Augiist  30  may  have  the 
effect  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  advisability 
of  the  location  and  establishment  of  new  military  manufacturing 
Institutions  away  from  the  coast  and  boundary  lines,  which  wotild 
mean  back  in  the  Interior.  If  this  policy  Is  deemed  advisable  and 
should  be  adopted,  then  the  States  located  In  the  Interior  would 
MtaMtlcally  receive  consideration  for  the  location  of  such  estab- 
Witiiiwuts. 

This  communication  Is  not  a  criticism  of  the  cltlaena  who  called 
and  held  the  recent  Kansas  City  conference,  but  rather  an  explana- 
tion of  how  things  military  are  done  here  in  Washington. 

Inasmuch  as  I  was  elected  by  the  citizens  of  Oklahoma  to  serve 
ttiein  In  the  Congress,  and  Inasmuch  as  the  Congress  Is  now  in 
WMlon.  I  i*gret  that  I  shall  not  be  able  to  attend  the  second  Kansas 
City  meeting.  However,  should  the  meeting  l>e  held,  and  should  It 
take  any  action  by  resolutions,  or  otherwise.  I  shall  he  glad  to  give 
due  consideration  to  the  wishes  of  the  conference. 

n^speetXully  submitted. 

BucxB  TRoacAS, 
United  States  Senator.  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.MQfTON.    Mr.  President,  will  Uie  Senator  yield  to  me? 


Mr.  BARKLET.  I  was  about  to  attempt  to  have  an  agree- 
ment reached  to  limit  debate  on  the  measure  under  consid- 
eration, but  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  matter  that  I  shall  now  refer  to  may  appear  imme- 
diately following  my  previous  remarks  in  the  Rccord. 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  should  like  to  know  what  the  request  is. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  object  temporarily  until  I  know  what  the 
request  is. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  am  going  to  put  in  the  Rkcoro  excerpts 
from  newspapers  in  West  Virginia  in  support  of  statements  I 
made  here  in  reference  to  the  Senator  from  West,  Virginia. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HOLT.  Under  the  circumstances.  Mr.  President,  as  '* 
it  can  be  seen  that  I  will  have  no  chance  to  reply  today,  I 
shall  object.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana  that  if 
he  waits  until  tomorrow,  when  I  can  reply  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  Senator  putting  the  matter 
to  which  he  refers  in  the  Rkcoro,  but  I  do  object  now,  near 
the  end  of  today's  session,  to  putting  it  in  the  Rxcord,  when 
I  have  no  chance  to  reply. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  Is  heard. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  wUl  read  It  then. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  make  a 
request  for  an  agreement  to  limit  debate. 

Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  get  this  matter 
to  the  Record  today.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  will 
yield  to  me. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  no  objection  to  yielding  to  the 
Senator.  I  simply  want  to  try  to  get  an  agreement  to  limit 
debate  on  the  measure  under  consideration. 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  shall  take  only  a  minute. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  frwn  Indiana. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  have  made  certain  statements  with  ref- 
erence to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  today  which  he  said 
were  not  true.  The  btisis  of  my  statements  was  the  records 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  page  552  of  the  Senate 
committee  hearings,  1938.  on  the  nomination  of  F.  Roy  Yoke 
to  be  collector  of  mtemal  revenue  for  the  district  of  West 
Virginia,  and  the  speech  of  the  senior  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  tMr.  NklyJ  contained  in  the  Congressional  Record 
of  January  11, 1938.  at  page  322  and  foUowinp. 

I  hold  In  my  hand  a  photostatic  copy  of  the  Clarksburg 
Exponent,  published  in  Clarksburg,  W.  Va.,  of  date  Thursday. 
April  12.  1917,  I  read  from  the  first  page  of  this  newspaper 
as  follows:        _ 

HOLT,  or  WESTON,  8PURMS   UMIIEU  STATXS  FLAG  AS  SOCIALISTS  CHZZS  HIM 

St.  Lotns.  April  11.— In  a  dramatic  appeal  to  the  gathering  not  to 
assist  the  United  States  In  the  war  with  Germany,  Dr.  M.  S.  Holt, 
of  Weston,  W.  Va  ,  today  addressed  the  meeting  of  Socialists  In 
convention  at  the  Planters  Hotel  and  was  loudly  cheered  when  he 
stated  that  he  would  not  let  his  boy  flght  for  the  Stars  and  Stripes. 

"I  sent  my  boy  to  South  America  so  that  he  would  not  have  to 
go  to  war."  declared  Holt.  His  declaration  brought  the  audience  to 
Its  feet  and  he  was  given  round  after  round  of  applause. 

The  same  Clarksburg  Exponent,  on  April  18. 1917.  contained 
an  editorial  in  which  it  quoted  a  letter  from  Dr.  M  S.  Holt, 
which  was  published  in  the  Clarksburg  Telegram. 

This  is  Dr.  Holt's  letter: 

My  son  In  the  last  week  left  America  at  his  own  volition  and  by 
desire  of  his  mother.  Why?  He  left  to  go  to  a  country  where 
they  had  peace.  My  son  went  to  South  America,  started  within 
the  last  week.  He  may  go  to  Brazil,  but  I  want  him  to  go  to  a 
country  that  Is  at  peace.  I  did  not  raise  my  boy  for  cannon  fodder. 
Millions  of  mothers  over  this  country  today  are  looking  forward 
to  see  what  is  going  to  be  the  result  of  this  convention.  I  left 
my  wife  with  tearful  eyes  on  account  of  her  sons,  one  approaching 
the  age  and  the  other  at  the  age  when  he  could  be  conscripted.  He 
Is  in  technical  school,  studying  to  be  a  chemical  engineer.  Now. 
gentlemen,  Prussianlsm  drove  the  best  men  out  of  Prussia,  and 
drove  them  to  America.  Are  we  going  to  adopt  Prussianlsm  here, 
and  drive  our  best  men  to  some  other  country?  That  la  the 
question. 

It  Is  on  the  Iwisis  of  pubUcations  of  that  kind  that  I  made 
my  statement. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  HOLT.  Of  course,  those  present  can  tell  what  is  wrong 
with  the  Senator  from  Indiana.  The  people  of  Indiana  should 
know  what  is  wrong  with  him. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  people  of  West  Virginia  found  out 
what  was  wrong  with  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President.  I  will  not  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  for  any  purpose. 

Mr.  MINTON.  The  people  of  West  Virginia  answered  that 
question  for  him. 

Mr.  HOLT.  That  is  true.  They  did;  but  I  did  not  have  to 
buy  my  seat  in  the  United  States  Senate,  as  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  hopes  to  buy  his  seat  from  the  State  of  Indiana  this 
year. 

The  whole  truth  of  the  matter  is 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HOLT.     Mr.  President.  I  ask  to  be  protected. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  feel  that  I  should  have  a  right  to  reply. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  have  yielded  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  is  not  in  shape  to  be  on  the 
floor. 

Mr.  MINTON.  What  does  the  Senator  mean  by  that  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  MINTON.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator  wishes  to  reply  to  the  article 
read  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  want  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  to 
say  what  he  means  by  his  last  statement. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  think  remarks  such  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  West  Virginia  has  made  are  proper. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  speak  in  my  own  time 
tomorrow. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  say  what  he  means  by  saying  that  I  am  not 
in  shape  to  be  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  allow  me  to  make  a  statement? 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  want  him  to  make  it. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President.  I  ask  to  be  protected. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  have  already  yielded  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  realize  that;  but  I  think  the  Chair  should 
force  the  Senator  from  Indiana  to  be  a  gentleman. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  HOLT.     I  wish  to  make  a  statement. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  curb  his  tongue 
a  little,  if  I  am  to  continue  to  yield  to  him.  I  know  the 
propensity  of  all  of  us  at  times  to  make  remarks  which  are 
not  exactly  proper,  but  I  hope  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
will  observe  the  proprieties.  I  will  say  the  same  thing  to  my 
friend  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  shall  endeavor  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HOLT.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Both  Senators  must  do  so  if  I  am  further 
to  yield. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  speak  in  my  own  time 
tomorrow,  to  prove  that  the  statement  and  the  article  were 
denied  by  my  father  and  proved  to  be  imtrue;  but,  of  course, 
like  lice,  they  continue  to  be  carried  by  rats. 

That  is  all  I  care  to  say  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MINTON.  That  statement  ts  typical  of  the  foul- 
mouthed  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  I  decline  further  to  yield. 

I  rose  to  undertake  to  secure  unanimous  consent  for  a  limr 
itation  of  debate  during  the  further  consideration  of  the  joint 
resolution.  We  have  had  2  days  of  debate,  presumably  on 
the  pending  measure;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  most  of  it  has 
gone  far  afield.  It  has  been  interesting  and  instructive.  I 
am  not  criticizing  any  Senator  or  objecting  to  it,  but  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  time  has  now  arrived  when  we  ought  to  v'on- 
flne  our  discussion  to  the  pending  measure.  Another  bill  is 
expected  to  come  up  Thursday,  upon  which  much  of  the  de- 
bale  which  has  been  carried  on  in  connection  with  the  pend- 
ing measure  would  be  more  appropriate  than  it  has  been  in 
connection  with  the  measure  under  consideration. 


Obviously,  we  cannot  conclude  consideration  of  the  joint 
resolution  today.  I  am  hoping  that  we  can  do  so  tomorrow. 
To  that  end,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  during  the  further 
consideration  of  the  joint  resolution  no  Senator  shall  speak 
more  than  once  or  longer  than  20  minutes  on  the  joint  reso- 
lution or  any  amendment  thereto,  which  means  that  any 
Senator  may  speak  for  40  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will   state   it. 

Mr.  REYNOLI>S.  Do  I  correctly  understand  that  the 
Members  of  this  body  are  limited  to  20  minutes  on  the  joint 
resolution  Itself? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Twenty  minutes  on  the  joint  resolution 
and  20  minutes  on  any  amendment. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  On  each  and  every  amendment  which  is 
offered? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like 
to  ask  what  matter  is  to  be  taken  up  now. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  amendment  which  I  offered  to  the 
committee  amendment,  beginning  on  page  2,  line  18. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Let  the  Chair  state  the  par- 
liamentary situation.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Austin]  to  the  committee  amendment,  on  page  2,  line  18. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  inasmuch  as  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Sheppard]  has  accepted  the  amendment  to 
the  amendment,  may  we  not  dispose  of  it  now? 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator's  amendment 
provides  ^hat  a  member  of  any  reserve  component  of  the 
land  or  ntival  forces  who  is  In  active  duty  shall  be  permitted 
to  flle  a  certificate,  and  so  forth.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
frcm  Vermont  that  the  words  "or  who  may  be  assigned  to 
active  duty"  be  added,  so  that  those  who  may  be  assigned  to 
active  duty  from  day  to  day  may  be  protected,  as  are  the 
Reserves  on  active  duty. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to  that 
mcdiflcation.  If  I  correctly  understand  It. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  WiU  the  Senator  please  state 
the  place  where  he  proposes  to  modify  the  amendment? 

Mr.  WALSH.  In  line  3  of  the  Senator's  amendment,  after 
the  word  "duty",  there  should  be  Inserted  the  words  "or  who 
may  be  assigned  to  active  duty."  The  Senator's  amendment 
takes  care  of  only  those  who  are  now  on  active  duty.  My 
suggestion  would  take  care  of  those  who  may  be  assigned  to 
active  duty,  and  who  may  do  everything  which  Is  required  in 
order  to  flle  the  certiflcate  mentioned. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Let  me  observe  that  I  understand  the  joint 
resolution  to  be  drafted  in  such  a  way  that  those  words  are 
not  necessary,  because  the  language  of  the  joint  resolution  on 
page  1,  line  9,  is  "with  or  without  their  consent."  However, 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept  the  suggestion.  It  Is  a  mere 
redundancy,  but  I  think  It  may  reassure  the  Senator  frcm 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WALSH.  It  is  suggested  to  me  by  the  naval 
authorities. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  talked  to  the  young  gentleman  represent- 
ing the  Naval  Reserve  about  it,  and  pointed  out  the  language 
in  the  original  text  of  the  joint  resolution.  However,  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  accept  the  modification. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  modify  his 
amendment  as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.   I  so  modify  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment 

Mr.  CONN  ALLY.  Mr.  President,  is  not  the  language 
usually  "called  to  active  service"?  ' 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    No;  in  this  case  they  are  ordered.  *'^ 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    The  Senator  used  the  word  "assigned." 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  know  nothing  about  that  particular  word, 
except  that  the  Reserve  officers  may  be  assigned.    They  are 
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not  necessarily  ordered.  They  are  assigned,  with  or  without 
their  consent. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Well,  they  are  in  the  Reserve,  and  they 
are  called  to  active  duty. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Yes;  the  language  of  the  Joint  resolution 
on  page  1  is  "order": 

The  President  •  •  •  Is  hereby  authorized  to  order  •  •  • 
with  or  without  their  consent. 

However,  I  will  not  quibble  about  the  language  of  the 
amendment  or  the  substance  of  It.  I  am  willing  to  take  it 
as  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  mod- 
ifled  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont  to 
the  committee  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

The  question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  now  offer  the  amend- 
ment which  I  previously  sent  to  the  desk,  and  ask  that  it  be 
Stated.    I  do  not  a.sk  for  action  on  it  tonight. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  will  be  stated. 

The  LxGisLATrvE  Clerk.  On  page  4,  after  line  17,  it  is 
proposed  to  add  a  new  subsection,  to  read: 

(f)  Any  person  now  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  1  may 
resign   his  status   within   20   days   after    the    approval   of   this  act. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry:  Is 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  the  pend- 
ing amendment,  or  is  it  merely  submitted  to  lie  on  the 
table?  If  it  is  lying  on  the  table,  I  desire  to  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is  the  pending  amend- 
ment. 

STATDfXirT  BY  AMBASSADOR   CTTDAHY  AS  TO  BKHAVIOB   OF  GKRJiAM 

SOLOIZRS  IN   BKLGIUll 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  I  have  just  read  in  the 
afternoon  Washington  Daily  News  the  most  amazing  state- 
ment that  I  have  seen  in  any  newsi>aper  in  the  United  States 
since  the  war  began.  I  sincerely  hope  I  shall  not  be  called 
"pro-Nazi"  or  "fifth  columnist"  by  reason  of  calling  this 
amazing  statement  to  the  attention  of  the  members  of  this 
body.    I  was  really  appalled  by  it. 

I  desire  to  read  the  statement.  Perhaps  our  representa- 
tive to  Belgium  should  be  investigated.    It  says: 

NAZI  TKOOPS  BXHAVina  BZTTIB  TBAN  AMZUCAKS 

I^MDOM.  August  6. — United  States  Ambassador  to  Belglimi  John 
Cudahy  today  paid  tribute  to  behavior  of  the  German  army  of 
occupation  in  Belgium,  after  prefacing  his  remarks  by  saying - 
"Ycm  may  think  I'm  pro-German." 

"The  German  troops  are  kMhavlng  better  than  American  soldiers." 
he  said. 

Then  the  article  continues  about  his  interest  in  feeding  the 
starving  people  in  that  country. 

I  say  that  I  was  amazed  at  this  statement,  because  I  have 
read  so  many  articles  about  the  Germans  bayoneting  and 
murdering  little  children  and  all  that  sort  of  stuff  that  we 
heard  during  the  last  war,  prior  to  our  entrance  into  it.  that  I 
wanted  to  bring  this  article  to  the  attention  of  this  body 
and  ask  that  it  be  published  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 
I  do  not  understand  what  the  Ambassador  means  when  he 
sajrs  "The  German  troops  are  behaving  better  than  American 
soldiers." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  to  what  American  soldiers 
does  Mr.  Cudahy  refer? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  have  no  Idea.    1  do  not  understand. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Ihere  are  no  American  soldiers  in  Bel- 
gium. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Certainly  not. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Where  are  the  American  soldiers  who 
are  not  behaving  as  well  as  the  Germans? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  is  what  I  cannot  understand.  I 
say  there  are  no  soldiers  on  the  face  of  the  earth  who  are  aa 
well  behaved  as  American  soldiers.  I  wonder  what  is  the 
matter  with  the  article.  I  am  sure  there  is  nothing  the 
matter  with  the  Ambassador.  He  is  a  gentleman  of  very 
high  intelligeDce.    It  must  be  a  typographical  error. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  not  the  Senator  feel  that  before 
the  article  is  printed  and  given  congressional  circulation  he 
ought  to  ascertain  what  American  soldiers  are  referred  to? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  think  possibly  there  ought  to  be  a 
congressional  investigation,  Mr.  President.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  do  not  suggest  that. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  And  in  view  of  the  Senator's  suggestion 
that  there  should  be  a  congressional  Investigation,  I  am  go- 
ing to  withhold  the  article  for  the  present. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  made  no  such  suggestion,  unless  the 
Senator  interprets  my  suggestion  that  he  make  an  investi- 
gation as  the  suggestion  of  a  congressional  Investigation. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  shall  withhold  the  article. 
EXEctrrrvE  session 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

KXCCUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  A  COMMTTTEI 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  svmdry 
postmasters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Brown  in  the  Chair). 
If  there  be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will 
state  the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  post- 
masters be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 
That  concludes  the  calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  8  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow.  Wednesday 
August  7,  1940.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 
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CONFTRMATTONS 

Executive  nomtfiations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  August  8 

(.legislative  day  of  August  5).  1940 

Postmasters 

ARIZONA 

Charles  L.  Kinsey.  Chloride. 

kehtuckt  ^ 

Effle  Lee  Bailey.  New  Castle. 

MICHICAK 

Evert  Van  Den  Berg.  Central  Lake. 
Olaf  Christensen,  Grass  Lake. 
Arvid  J.  Johnson,  Mancelona. 
William  F.  Murphy.  St.  Joseph. 
Walter  P.  Kelly.  Turner. 

north  DAKOTA 

James  P.  Ftord,  Reeder. 

OKLAHOMA 

Mary  H.  West,  Ada. 
Grace  A.  Phillips.  Maud. 
Harold  Cartwright.  Muskogee. 

UTAH 

Gerald  W.  French,  Greenrlver. 

WISCONSIN 

William  E.  Drossart,  Casco. 
Leslie  E.  Sawyer,  College  Camp. 
Hollis  A.  Parkin.  Coloma. 
Leora  M.  Ginsbach,  Elmwood. 

John  J.  Brogan,  Jr.,  Green  Bay. 
Andrew  J.  Clark.  MUltown. 
Arthur  F.  Boles,  Nekooea. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  August  6,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp,  D.  D.,  pastor  of  Gunton  Temple 
Memorial  Presbyterian  Church,  Washington.  D.  C,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

All-wise  and  ever-blessed  GkJd,  by  whose  life  we  live  and 
by  whose  spirit  we  have  understanding,  may  the  blessings  of 
Divine  wisdom  and  strength  be  richly  bestowed  upon  all  who 
share  in  the  responsibilities  of  government.  How  futile  all 
our  thinking  and  how  vain  all  oiu-  efforts  unless  we  have  that 
wisdom  and  strength  which  cometh  from  above. 

We  pray  that  the  spirit  of  the  Great  Master  of  men.  His 
holiness  of  life  and  His  heroism  of  faith  may  become  regnant 
in  our  minds  and  hearts.  May  we  give  ourselves  in  complete 
surrender  to  His  spirit,  desiring  what  Thou  wiliest  and  willing 
to  do  what  Thou  dost  command. 

Grant  that,  as  a  nation  whose  God  is  the  Lord,  we  may 

not  be  afraid  of  that  which  is  iiigh.  l>elieving  that  no  aspira- 
tions and  hopes  implanted  in  the  human  soul  are  too  high  or 
too  holy  to  be  fulfilled  by  Thy  wisdom  and  power.  May  we 
then  earnestly  covet  and  courageously  seek  the  true,  the 
beautiful,  and  the  good  for  ourselves  and  all  men  everywhere. 
In  the  name  of  the  Christ,  our  Saviour,  we  pray.     Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE   FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Prazier.  Its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  amendment 
of  the  House  to  a  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  1114.  An  act  to  extend  the  jiu'isdiction  of  the  United 
States  District  Court,  Territory  of  Hawaii,  over  the  Midway 
Islands.  Wake  Island,  Johnston  Island.  Sand  Island.  Kingman 
Reef.  Kure  Island,  Baker  Island.  Howland  Island,  Jarvis  Is- 
land, Canton  Island,  Enderbury  Island,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

PRIVATE  CALENDAR 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  Private  Calendar  day. 
I  understand  that  those  who  handle  the  calendar  are  not 
ready.  I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  business 
on  the  Private  Calendar  be  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SECREST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
radio  address  I  delivered  last  night. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
two  editorials  from  the  Grand  Rapids  Herald. 

"nie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  wsis  no  objection. 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  yesterday  I  received  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
include  therein  a  speech  by  Daniel  Webster,  I  have  received 
a  commiuiication  from  the  PubUc  Printer  in  which  he  sajrs 
it  will  take  approximately  three  pages.  I  therefore  ask  iman- 
lmous consent  to  place  those  remarks  in  the  Record  despite 
the  fact  they  exceed  the  limitation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  address  delivered  by  Commissioner  John  C.  Page  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  before  the  Seventieth  Annual  Con- 
vention of  the  American  Society  of  Civil  Engineers,  at  Denver 
on  July  24. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Idaho? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Recohd  and  include  therein  a 
discu-ssion  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  by  William  R.  Castle. 
This  article  will  take  approximately  three  and  three-fourths 
pages,  which  is  in  excess  of  the  hmitation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Bender  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
con.sent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  thicre  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  PORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  In  my  hand 
a  copy  of  the  Washington  Post  of  this  morning.  I  see  there  a 
quotation  of  a  reference  by  Attorney  General  Jackson  to  the 
"fifth  column"  as  groups  of  disloyal  citizens,  disloyal  workmen 
who  are  prepared  to  sabotage  Industrial  plants.  I  am  also 
interested  In  his  furtlier  remarics  before  the  State  officials  to 
the  effect  that  the  law  should  be  enforced.  I  am  again  going 
to  ask  Mr.  Jackson  why  he  does  not  conform  to  his  own  oath 
of  ofiBce  and  prosecute  Harry  Bridges  for  perjury,  because  he 
has  in  his  possession  four  documents  by  Mr.  Bridges  giving 
different  dates,  which  are  perjurious  on  their  face.  If  Mr. 
Jackson  can  advise  the  whole  country — and  I  believe  he  is 
sound  in  his  advice — to  enforce  the  law,  why  does  he  not  do  it 
himself?  I  was  gratified  to  see  this  Bureau  transferred  to 
him  from  Secretary  Perkins,  who  had  really  abused  her  ofiBce 
by  not  enforcing  the  law,  so  I  am  asking  Mr.  Jackson  why  he 
does  not  enforce  the  law. 

EXTENSION   or  REMARKS 

Mr.  EDELSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  address  delivered  by  Hon.  Nicholas  Atlas,  assistant  district 
attorney  of  New  York  County,  on  June  28,  1940.  over  station 
WHOM. 

TTie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOYKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  address  by  President  Woodrow  Wilson  delivered  on  April  2, 
1917.  

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
three  short  resolutions  of  the  Department  of  Alabama  of  the 
American  Legion. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BUCKLER  of  Minnesota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  a  letter  I  received  from  a  Townsend  organi- 
zation. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

GOVERNMENT  EXPENDITtrRES 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks 
in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  every  day  there  comes  to  my  desk 
the  United  States  Treasury  statement,  and  when  I  see  the 
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Treasury  statement  of  August  1,  which  is  Just  30  days  after 
the  beginning  of  a  new  fiscal  year,  I  notice  it  reveals  the  fact 
that  you  have  gone  into  the  red  over  one-half  a  billion  dol- 
lars— $502,347,308.39  in  30  days.  That  is  terrible,  you  are  be- 
coming worse  off  every  minute.  You  evidently  do  not  realize 
what  you  are  doing  or  else  you  do  not  care,  which? 

Now.  what  is  the  situation  for  the  coming  year  of  1941? 
Do  you  men  know  that  we  have  appropriated  or  authorized 
about  $20,000,000,000  at  this  session,  which  began  January  1? 
That  is  horrible  to  conceive.  Dreadful  to  anticipate.  It  will 
mean  a  financial  wreck  to  our  Nation. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  3deld7 

Mr.  RICH.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  WiU  not  the  gentleman  tell  the  House 
whether  or  not  he  voted  for  the  bills  appropriating  the 
money  that  he  is  now  complaining  about. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  did  not  approve  very  many  biDs  except  na- 
tional defense. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    That  is  the  big  item. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  do  not  yield  any  further,  Mr.  Speaker.  My 
record  of  voting  will  exonerate  me  from  waste  and  extrava- 
gance. I  am  for  national  defense,  and  that  is  not  the  waste  I 
refer  to.  I  am  for  stopping  this  squandering.  New  Deal  waste 
and  extravagance  In  Grovernment  which  is  just  what  all  the 
New  Deal  Members  of  Congress  have  been  doing.  They  have 
been  squandering  the  funds  of  the  taxpayers,  and  they  ought 
to  be  ashamed  of  themselves.    lApplause.l 

(Here  the  gavel  feU.] 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objciction. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania iMr.  Rich]  rises  every  day  and  reads  the  Treasury 
statement.  He  complains  about  the  amount  of  money  that 
is  being  spent  and  about  the  dencit.  but  still,  on  roll  calls,  he 
votes  for  the  billions  of  dollars  carried  in  the  appropriation 
bUls  that  cause  the  deficit.  It  looks  to  me  as  though  the  gen- 
tleman should  be  consistent. 

Mr.  RICH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    When  I  have  finished  my  statement. 

Mr.  RICH.     That  is  not  so. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  As  I  said.  It  looks  to  me  as  though  the 
•  gentleman  should  be  consistent. 

Mr.  RICH.    And  the  record  shows  it  is  not  so. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  The  gentleman  should  either  stop  voting 
for  the  appropriations  or  stop  complaining.  [Laughter  and 
applause.  1 

WKI   TAPPnfG    AKD    "rtmi    COLUMN"   ACTIVITIIS 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  puzzled  these  days  and 
greatly  puzzled.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  world  is  turning 
upside  down  or  whether  black  is  becoming  white.  Democrats 
are  turning  Republicans.  Republicans  are  turmng  Democrat, 
and  I  am  wondering.    [Laughter  and  applause.] 

Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  condition  we 
are  in  is  rather  peculiar  because  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Cixum],  who  was  responsible  for  doing  away  with 
wire  tapping  some  20  years  ago.  now  has  a  bill  before  us  for 
wire  tapping  and  the  dean  of  the  House,  Mr.  Sabath,  who  has 
always  opposed  the  Dies  committee,  now  has  introduced  a  bill 

that  is  more  drastic  on  the  curbing  of  'fifth  column"  activi- 
ties than  even  the  Dies  committee  would  propose,  and  so  I 
am  wondering  what  is  happening.    [Laughter  and  applause.] 

COL.  CHARLES  A.  LINDBERGH 

Mr.  PITTENGER.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  ob/ecUon  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Minne.<:ota? 
There  was  no  oiaiectioa. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


9943 


Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  according  to  newspaper 
reports,  someone  yesterday  referred  to  Col.  Charles  A.  Lind- 
bergh as  chief  of  the  **flfth  column"  In  the  United  States. 
Such  hysteria  is  contemptible.  Regardless  of  whether  or  not 
we  agree  with  Colonel  Lindbergh's  policies  on  foreign  affairs 
or  on  domestic  problems,  any  fair-minded  person  will  admit 
that  he  is  a  sincere  and  patriotic  American  citizen.  When 
we  reach  a  point  where  we  can  refer  to  a  man  who  disagrees 
with  us  as  a  "fifth  columnist"  and  let  that  sort  of  accusation 
go  unchallenged,  affairs  are  in  a  rather  serious  condition. 

If  I  understand  it  correctly,  the  phraae  "fifth  column" 
originated  in  Spain  and  had  particular  reference  to  people 
who  were  disloyal  or  not  in  sjrmpathy  with  the  existing  Gov- 
ernment in  that  country,  and  the  designation  is  attributed 
to  General  Franco. 

In  the  United  States,  following  the  expose  of  disloyal  and 
communistic  forces  within  our  own  Oovemment,  the  words 
"fifth  cohmMiists"  became  popular  as  designating  people  who 
were  opposed  to  our  form  of  government. 

A  reference  to  Colonel  Lindbergh  in  this  character  is  ridicu- 
lous and  ought  to  have  the  scorn  and  disapproval  of  everyone 
who  believes  in  fair  play.  Disagree  with  a  man  if  you  will, 
but  grant  him  the  right  to  have  his  views  without  attempting 
to  rviin  his  character.  Just  as  you  have  a  right  to  your  views 
and  to  protection  against  dastardly  attacks  upon  your  motive 
and  your  good  name. 

I  repeat  that  CoL  Charles  A.  Lindbergh  Is  an  outstanding 
American  citizen  and  during  the  past  years  has  rendered  a 

real  contribution  to  our  American  life  and  ways  of  living. 
I  have  taken  this  occasion  to  comment  on  what  took  place 

yesterday,  because  Colonel  Lindbergh  was  born  in  Minnesota 
and  the  people  of  that  State  are  proud  of  him.     [Applause.] 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  few  days  ago  there  ap- 
peared an  editorial  In  the  Wyoming  Tribune  entitled  "The 
Third  Term"  as  something  that  is  not  done  in  America,  and 
it  contains  a  statement  by  the  Right  Reverend  Hugh  L.  Mc- 
Menamin.  rector  of  the  Cathedral  of  the  Immaculate  Con- 
cepuon  of  Denver,  which  is  the  finest  statement  on  the  sub- 
ject I  have  yet  seen.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  that  statement. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  right  to  object. 
Did  I  understand  the  gentleman  to  say  that  is  in  reference  to 
a  third  term? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.     Yes. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  distinguished  gentleman  who  recently 
drafted  the  Republican  Party  and  became  its  candidate  for 
President.  Mr.  Wendell  Willkie,  announced  yesterday  that  he 
would  not  ask  for  a  third  term,  so  the  gentleman  may  feel 
relieved  on  that  proposition. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  I  am  very  glad  to  be  assured  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota? 
There  was  no  objection. 

EXPENDITURE  OF  PUBUC   MONEYS 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri (Mr.  CociniAif]  says  that  we  9 re  inconsistent  because 
we  voted  for  some  of  these  bills  and  then  complain  about  the 
way  the  money  is  spent. 

Mr.  COCHR.^N.     Oh.  no:  that  Is  not  what  I  said. 

Mr.  HOFPM.\N.  When  the  President  comes  here  and  says 
they  are  going  to  bomb  Omaha  In  10  or  15  minutes,  and  then 
asks  for  money  to  prevent  it.  if  we  voted  against  the  bUl  we 
would  be  accused  of  being  unpatrioUc.  Why  should  we  be 
criticized  If  we  vote  money  for  national  defense  and  relief  and 
then,  when  it  Is  used  to  buy  a  third  term,  we  kick  about  it? 
What  is  there  inconsistent  about  that?  Why  doesn't  the 
administration  use  the  money  for  the  purpose  for  which  it  is 
appropriated? 


Mr.  COCHRAN.    It  will  be  so  used. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Oh,  no;  the  administration  Is  already 
laying  plans  to  purchase  a  third  term  to  establish  a  dic- 
tatorship.    [  Applause.  1 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
has  expired. 

WENDELL   L.   WILLKIE'S   "CANDY   STICK"   GOVERNMENT 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  yesterday  a  certain  former 
utility  magnate,  Mr.  Wendell  Willkie,  who,  as  I  said,  recently 
drafted  the  Republican  Party  and  l)ecame  its  candidate  for 
the  Presidency,  made  a  statement  in  Iowa  about  what  he 
called  "candy  stick"  government.  He  said  that  this  same 
kind  of  "candy  stick"  government  had  wrecked  France. 

The  intimation  was  that  the  people  who  benefit  from  this 
administration  have  been  given  "sticks  of  candy."  I  wonder 
if  he  took  the  time  or  the  trouble  to  tell  the  people  of  Iowa 
that  the  Power  Trust  he  formerly  represented,  if  he  does  not 
represent  it  now,  was  robbing  the  people  of  Iowa  of  $14,000,- 
000  a  year  in  overcharges  for  electric  lights  and  power.  I 
wonder  if  he  told  them  who  got  that  stick  of  candy. 

I  wonder  if  he  took  the  time  to  tell  them  that  a  few  years 
ago  the  stock  of  the  Commonwealth  and  Southern,  of  which 
he  was  the  president,  was  $30  a  share,  but  after  being  su£a- 
ciently  watered  and  expanded  with  inflated  valuations,  after 
all  of  the  waste  and  extravagance,  it  is  now  down  to  $1.25 
a  share.  I  wonder  if  he  told  them  who  got  that  stick  of 
candy. 

I  want  Mr.  Willkie  to  discuss  that  super-candy-stick  gov- 
ernment, the  utilities  fascist!,  with  which  he  has  been  so 
long  identified,  and  whose  influence  brought  about  his  nomi- 
nation at  Philadelphia.  I  want  him  to  disciiss  that  stick  of 
candy  which  this  sup)ergovemment  wrings  from  the  helpless 
consumers  of  electric  energy  throughout  the  coimtry. 
amounting  to  approximately  $1,000,000,000  a  year,  and  for 
which  they  get  nothing  in  return. 

That  is  the  kind  of  "candy  stick"  that  is  wrecking  this 
country  from  within.  It  would  take  about  twice  the  wheat 
crop  of  the  whole  United  States  to  pay  these  overcharges 
for  electricity  this  year — this  superstick  of  candy  these 
power  interests  are  enjoying  at  the  expen.se  of  the  impro- 
tected  consumers  of  electric  lights  and  power. 

The  State  of  Iowa  makes  only  about  10.000.000  bushels  of 
wheat  a  year,  which  at  the  present  price  would  bring  about 
$7,000,000.  Yet  the  people  of  that  State  are  overcharged 
twice  that  amount,  or  $14,000,000  a  year  for  their  electricity. 

I  wish  Mr.  Willkie  would  tell  the  people  of  Iowa  what  gets 
that  stick  of  candy.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  since  the  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  (Mr.  Rankin]  has  discussed  the 
power  question  in  his  minute,  I  ask  him  to  take  another 
minute  and  explain  the  facts  with  reference  to  the  testimony 
of  Robert  E.  Healy,  former  chief  counsel  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  and  now  a  New  Deal  member  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  who  testified  during 
the  Senate  stock-market  investigation  hearings  that  the 
American  utility  investors  were  robbed  of  more  than  a  billion 
dollars  under  the  Cities  Service  Co.  manipulations  of  Henry 
Lu  Doherty.  The  same  Henry  L.  Doherty  whom  your  New 
Deal  "fuehrer"  selected  to  have  charge  of  his  birthday-ball 
fund  collecting  rackets.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    Mr.  Speaker 

The  SPEAKER.  For  what  purpose  does  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  rise? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    To  propound  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  gentleman  will  state  it. 


Mr.  KNUTSON.  Has  the  chief  meter  reader  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  asked  permission  to  revise  and  extend  h^  remarks 
in  the  Record? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  does  not  understand  the  gen- 
tleman from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  I  say,  has  the  chief  meter  reader  of  the 
Democratic  Party  asked  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  been 
here  too  long  not  to  understand  that  that  is  not  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry.     I  Laughter.] 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Oh,  no,  Mr.  Speaker;  the  gentleman  will 
never  understand  the  power  question.     I  Laughter.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  genUeman  from 
Georgia  I  Mr.  Cox]. 

wire  tapping 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules.  I  call  up  the  resolution.  House  Resolution  537. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  637 

Resolf>ed,  That  Immedintely  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  it 
shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  Into  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  considera- 
tion of  House  Joint  Resolution  571.  a  Joint  resolution  to  authorize 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice 
to  conduct  Investigatjona  in  the  interests  of  national  defense,  and 
for  that  purpose  to  permit  wire  tapping  in  certain  cases.  That  after 
general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  joint  resolution  and 
shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour  to  be  equally  divided  and  con- 
trolled by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  the  Joint  resolution  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.    At  the  conclusion  of  the 

reading  of  the  Joint  resolution  for  amendment,  the  Conrjmlttee  shalT 
rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  Joint  resolution  and  amendment  thereto  to  final 

passage  without  Intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to  reconunlt. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Michigan  (Mr.  MichenirI,  to  be  In  turn  yielded  by 
him  as  he  sees  fit.  I  now  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath ]. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  beloved  RepubUcan  col- 
league from  Illinois  [Mr.  Mason  1,  who  addressed  the  House 
a  few  minutes  ago.  says  he  cannot  understand  the  changing 
conditions;  and  conditions  are  changing.  Well,  I  agree  with 
him.  The  gentleman  stated  that  some  Democrats  are 
changing  to  be  Republicans  and  some  Republicans  are 
changing  to  be  Democrats. 

Mr.  MASON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.    I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  MASON.  In  all  seriousness,  I  want  to  say  that  I  am 
puzzled,  because  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  did  vote  against 
the  continuation  of  the  Dies  committee,  which  had  for  its 
purpose  the  very  same  thing,  that  Is,  the  curbing  of  un- 
American  activities,  which  your  bill  now  has.  I  am  won- 
dering. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  will  explain  that  thoroughly.  In  my 
colleague,  who  is  a  member  of  the  Dies  committee.  I  have 
the  utmost  confidence  and  always  did,  notwithstanding  he  is 
a  Member  coming  from  the  other  side.  [Laughter.]  He  la 
honorable;  he  is  honest;  he  is  fair. 

Mr.  MASON.  Then  your  opposition  was  not  to  the  com- 
mittee or  the  purposes  for  which  the  committee  was  formed? 

Mr.  SABATH.    No,  no. 

Mr.  MASON.  But  just  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
and  his  personal  actions? 

Mr.  SABATH.    That  is  right. 

The  gentleman  is  right  in  the  last  part  of  his  statement 
where  he  says  that  many  Republicans  are  changing  and 
Joining  the  Democratic  ranks  and  will  In  the  real  interest  of 
the  country  vote  the  Democratic  ticket ;  but  in  classifying  the 
few  former  Democrats  who  have  advertised  that  they  are 
going  to  oppose  President  Roosevelt's  reelection  and  have 
joined  the  Republican  Party  he  is  not  accurate,  because  those 
gentlemen,  so-called  former  Democrats  to  whom  he  has  al- 
luded, like  Al  Smith,  Jim  Reed.  Louie  Douglas.  John  W. 
Hanes,  John  Rascob,  and  others,  are  all  "ex's"  and  nearly  all 
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of  them  were  openly  or  secretly  opposed  to  President  Roose- 
velt In  1932  and  1936  and  have  been  antagonistic  to  his 
policies  and  to  the  New  Deal  generally  and  continuously. 
Most  of  these  gentlemen  who  came  into  great  wealth,  many 
times  by  the  efforts  of  others,  have  no  interest  in  progressive 
legislation  in  the  interest  of  the  masses.  This  is  well  known 
to  the  American  people  who  recognize  the  great  and  helpful 
strides  that  have  been  made  by  President  Roosevelt  and  his 
administration  in  the  interest  of  social  and  business  progress 
and  who  also  appreciate  and  approve  his  extraordinary  suc- 
cess in  keeping  the  country  from  becoming  involved  in  the 
European  struggle. 

Mr.  Speaker,  our  good  people  also  appreciate  and  approve 
our  great  President's  work  in  effecting  a  safe  and  sane  pro- 
gram of  national  defense.  All  who  are  well  informed  re- 
member that  in  1933  our  Army  and  Navy  were  at  low  ebb. 
after  12  years  of  Republican  misrule,  and  therefore  they 
recognize  the  great  strides  and  achievements  of  the  Presi- 
dent In  building  up  the  Army  and  creating  the  strongest 
Navy  the  world  has  ever  known.  Also,  those  who  are  well 
informed  must  credit  the  President  with  building  up  the  air 
force  which  is,  though  not  numerically  as  strong  as  other 
air  forces,  relatively  the  equal  of  the  best. 

Referring  to  the  second  i)art  of  the  gentleman's  statement 
in  which  he  says  that  he  cannot  quite  grasp  my  attitude,  and 
he  should,  because  he  is  a  very  intelligent  gentleman,  I  will 
say,  yes,  I  have  introduced  a  strong  bill  which  I  believe  is 
timely  in  the  hope  of  stopping  the  subversive  and  un-Ameri- 
can activities  of  the  fifth  columners.  The  gentleman  says  he 
.  cannot  understand  why  I  should  introduce  such  a  bill  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  I  voted  against  the  proposed  granting  of  an 
additional  $100,000  to  the  Dies  committee.  I  say  that  I  feel 
satisfied  that  I  can  satisfactorily  explain  to  my  fair-minded 
colleague  what  impelled  me  to  oppose  Mr.  Dixs'  activities.  In 
voting  I  did  but  follow,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  a  majority  of 
Mr.  Djes'  own  committee,  who  complained,  and  rightly  so, 
that  Mr.  Dncs  had  made  unsupported  allegations  in  interviews 
and  speeches,  all  the  time  promising  to  prove  them,  but  never 
doing  so. 

Although  Mr.  Dies'  committee  did  investigate  some  of  the 
Nazi  practices,  he  did  not  do  so  painstakingly  and  thoroughly, 
.     and  he  did  not  follow  reliable  information  that  came  to  him 
from  many  sections  of  the  country  relative  to  the  undepend- 
•    ability  of  his  informants,  but.  rather,  he  continuously,  relent- 
lessly, and.  as  it  seemed  to  me,  deliberately  but  without  justi- 
fication assailed  and  attacked  worthy  persons  and  stressed 
to  an  unwarranted  degree  the  so-called  communistic  doings. 
Please  understand,  Mr.  Speaker  and  gentlemen,  that  I  have 
no  more  respect  or  sympathy  for  the  repulsive  Communists 
than  I  have  for  the  despicable  Nazis,  but  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion, based  upon  reliable  information  furnished  me,  that 
for  some  unknown  reason  Mr.  Dies  permitted  himself  to  be 
used,  wittingly  or  unwittingly,  in  an  attempt  to  improperly 
identify  every  progressive  or  new  dealer  as  a  Communist,  and 
in  many  statements  he  charged  outstanding  men  and  women 
in  private  life,  as  well  as  many  in  high  Government  posiUons, 
with  being  connected  with  communism;  but  when  demand 
was  made  upon  him  by  members  of  his  own  committee  to 
give  the  names  of  some  of  those  he  charged  with  being  Com- 
munists, he  was  imable  to  do  so.    Consequently.  I  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  his  efforts  were  aimed  solely  at  weakening 
worthy  progressive  and  New  Deal  policies  and  pracUces,  and 
weakening  labor  organizations,  and  at  the  same  time  simply 
tfosB  over  the  real  subversive  and  un-American  activities  of 
the  Nazis  and  the  Fascists.    It  is  to  be  regretted  that  Mr. 
Dks  has,  to  some  extent,  succeeded  in  what  I  believe  to  be 
Improper  conduct  of  his  committee.    If  he  had  thoroughly 
expo^  the  real  subversive  activities,  I  am  satisfied  there 
would  have  been  no  need  for  my  bill  or  any  other  action  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  or  the  States. 

I  am  confident  that  the  vast  majority  of  the  American 
people  know  and  feel  that  the  outstanding  danger  to  our 
coimtry  comes  from  the  Nazi  source,  which  somehow  or  other 
•eems  to  have,  unfortunately,  endorsement  and  even  the  co- 
operation of  the  Ku  Klux  Klan.  as  is  shown  by  an  article 


from  today's  Times-Herald,  Washington,  D.  C.  which  reads 
as  follows: 

KLAlff   HAILS   BxnvD:    CIIIS   "VttJVWt  mCKA* 

Nzw  YoMC,  August  6. — The  Ku  Klux  Klan  extended  the  hand  of 
friendship  yesterday  to  Prttz  Kuhn's  life  work — the  Oerman-Amerl- 
can  Bund.  Of  the  Nazi  Hitler  hellers,  whose  erstwhile  "fuelirer** 
now  reposes  In  Dannemora  Prison,  a  Klan  statement  In  the  weekly 
Deutscher  Weckruff  and  Beobachter  said:  "Our  hearts  and  sympa- 
thies are  extended  to  our  feUow-Amerlcans  of  German  extraction  to 
whom  the  stigma  of  enemy  alien  has  been  unjustly  attached." 

Is  not  that  amazing?  Must  it  not  t>e  condemned  by  every 
real,  not  professional,  patriotic  American? 

In  this  connection.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  Iwck  to  the  mach- 
inations of  the  Silver  Shirts  and  the  Christian  Front  organi- 
zations who  also  have  been  cooperating  with  and  are  part 
and  parcel  of  the  Ku  Klux  Klan;  and  I  wonder  whether  the 
leaders  of  these  organizations  might  not  be  responsible  for 
Mr.  Dies'  failure  to  proceed  against  the  real  "fifth  columners" 
that  are  fed  and  inspired  by  Hitler-Nazi  money  here  as  well 
as  in  many  Central  and  South  American  Republics. 

But  this  is  extremely  hard  for  me  actually  to  beheve  be- 
cause Mr.  Dies  has  assured  me  many  times,  with  emphasis, 
of  his  uncompromising  oppositive  to  and  earnest  fights 
against  misled  Ku  Klux  Klan  activities. 

I  think  I  have  made  clear  why  I  have  opposed  the  Dies 
committee  on  im-American  activities.  I  have  not  opposed 
proper  purposes  and  plans  of  that  committee,  but  I  have 
opposed  the  manner  in  which  this  committee  has  functioned, 
its  practical  policies  and  procedures;  the  unjustifiable  pub- 
licity traducing  many  worthy  outstanding  men  and  women 
by  charging  them  with  being  Communists,  under  Mr.  Das' 
leadership. 

I  concede  that  my  bill.  H.  R.  10289.  is  drastic,  but  I  do  not 
think  anything  is  too  drastic  when  it  comes  to  protecting  and 
safeguarding  our  beloved  Nation  in  the  existing  emergency. 

If  there  is  any  provision  in  the  bill  that  would  in  any  way 
seem  to  tend  to  deprive  good  American  citizens  or  noncitizens 
of  their  constitutional  rights  in  any  degree,  I  wish  to  asstire 
gentlemen  of  the  House  that  I  am  willing  to  eliminate  any 
such  provision  that  might  deprive  any  citizen  or  noncitizen 
of  his  right  of  free  speech,  freedom  of  peaceful  assembly, 
and  worship  according  to  the  dictates  of  one's  conscience ;  but 
I  do  feel  that  we  are  faced  with  potentially  real  dangers; 
which  I  hope  may  not  materialize.  I  learned,  though,  many 
years  ago  that  a  stitch  in  time  saves  nine. 

I  feel  that  emergency  conditions  demand  that  we  adequately 
safeguard  our  democratic  form  of  government,  the  American 
way  of  living,  and  the  future  of  our  beloved  country,  and  that 
all  those  in  our  midst,  whether  native-born  or  naturalized 
citizens,  should  be  given  unmistakably  to  understand  that  con- 
ditions do  not  justify  any  degree  of  disloyalty  and  it  cannot 
and  must  not  be  tolerated. 

We  know  the  methods  of  the  "fifth  columners"  In  Austria. 
Czechoslovakia.  Poland,  and  all  other  countries  that  have  been 
ruthlessly  deprived  of  their  independence;  and.  unfortimately, 
there  are  some  unbelievers  In  this  country. 

As  for  the  foreign-bom  and  those  of  foreign  parentage.  I 
have  the  utmost  confidence  that  a  vast  majority  of  them  will 
demonstrate  their  loyalty  and  patriotism,  but  we  cannot  any 
longer  Ignore  the  actual  fact  that  we  have  in  this  coimtry.  as 
the  result  of  a  limited  infiltration  in  the  last  20  years,  many 
Nazi  sympathizers,  many  of  whom,  as  I  am  informed,  are  here 
for  the  purpose  of  creating  racial  and  religious  discord.  To 
those  as  to  all  others  I  will  say  that  America,  though  not 
perfect,  is  the  greatest  and  the  best  country  in  the  world. 
[Applause.]  If  some  of  these  misguided  gentlemen  are  dis- 
satisfied here  and  wish  to  give  aid  and  comfort  to  our  na- 
tional enemies,  whether  foreign  or  domestic,  they  are  not 
enUtled  to  any  consideration  and  should  be  dealt  with  stun- 
marily  and  should  pick  up  tiieir  acquired  belongings,  leave 
the  country  of  great  opportunity  that  guarantees  freedom 
and  liberty,  and  return  to  the  country  or  countries  they 
prefer. 

Those  who  came  here  after  the  late  war  and  have  a  mis- 
concepUcn  of  our  form  of  government  and  American  ways, 
let  God  speed  them  on  their  way  whence  they  came. 
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I  hope  that  I  have  to  my  b!imt  but  sincere  manner  made 
my  position  clear,  and  I  assure  you  that  I  have  no  desire  to 
unduly  injure  or  visit  upon  anybody  by  my  bill  a  hardship. 

Mr.  Speaker  and  gentlemen  of  the  House,  no  doubt  you 
have  already  heard  the  false  charges  that  have  been  and  are 
being  circulated  by  these  newcomers  that  the  Germans  here 
are  being  persecuted  and  discriminated  against.  This  is  not 
a  fact.  But  may  I  ask.  how  long  would  an  American  citizen 
be  permitted  to  remain  in  Germany  if  he  should  assail,  con- 
spire, and  disseminate  false  or  even  true  publicity  against 
Hitler  and.  if  in  Italy,  against  Mussolini?  Surely,  any  such 
American  citizen,  if  not  Immediately  deported,  wotild  in  most 
instances  be  severely  punished  and  thrown  into  a  concentra- 
tion camp. 

The  hundreds  of  letters  that  I  originally  received  against 
the  neutrality  bill,  and  the  hundreds  of  letters  that  I  received 
from  Germfoi  organizations  opposing  aid  to  the  Allies,  letters 
and  resolutions  that  I  have  received  against  national-defense 
legislation,  and  the  disclosures  of  the  activities  of  German 
consuls  here  and  in  South  America,  satisfy  me  that  many  of 
the  German  newcomers  are  here  simply  to  create  intolerance 
and  to  weaken  our  governmental  structure.  The  general 
opposition  in  some  groups  to  every  utterance  and  action  of 
President  Roosevelt  convinces  me  that  there  are  himdreds  of 
German  agents  in  our  midst  who  have  infiltrated  into  this 
country,  as  I  have  stated,  since  Hitler  began  his  program,  as 
given  in  Meln  Kampf.  Only  those  who  are  part  and  parcel 
of  this  propaganda  are  finding  fault  with  our  defense  p^- 
gram.  They,  with  some  misled  Americans  imbued  with  Hit- 
krism.  are,  to  my  mind,  the  real  danger  to  our  country. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  title  of  this  Joint  resolution?  It  is  "To  au- 
thorize the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  to  conduct  investigations  in  the  interest  of 
national  defense,  and  for  that  purpose  to  permit  wire  tapping 
in  certain  cases."  That  is  all  there  is  to  this  resolution.  It 
is  not  a  political  matter;  It  is  not  a  partisan  matter;  it  is  a 
matter  of  national  defense. 

This  was  a  live  question  in  prohibition  days.  During  pro- 
hibition Members  like  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
ScHAFER].  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  CkllkrI — the 
author  of  this  bill — and  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  SabathJ  bitterly  op- 
posed wire  tapping,  because  it  was  used  in  enforcing  the 
prohibition  law. 

The  purpose  of  this  resolution  is  to  loosen  up,  if  I  may  use 
the  term,  so  far  as  wire  tapping  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  concerned,  but  only  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  it  is  necessary  to  de- 
tect sabotage,  "fifth  column"  activities,  and  matters  of  that 
kind;  in  short,  in  relation  to  the  national  defense. 

R)r  my  part,  I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  rule  and  the  reso- 
lution.  That  is  all  that  is  involved  here.  It  is  just  a  ques- 
tion of  whether  or  not  the  Congress  wants  to  loosen  up  and 
allow  wire  tapping  to  the  extent  that  our  legally  constituted 
officers  of  the  Department  of  Justice  engaged  in  Federal  in- 
vestigations  may  tap  uires.  if  and  when  In  their  Judgment 
It  Is  necessary  for  the  best  interests  and  the  national  defence 
of  the  country.   It  is  a  simple  resolution  and  I  hope  it  passes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  how  much  time  have  I  used? 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  has  used  3  minutes. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  SchaferI. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  during  the 
kmg.'hard  fight  to  repeal  the  eighteenth  amendment  and  the 
ivohibition  laws,  as  the  record  reveals,  I  took  a  very  active 
part  with  our  present  colleagues,  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  CcixxkI  and  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
8.ABATH1  in  favor  of  such  repeal  and  was  actively  opposed  to 
wire  tapping.  They  both  opposed  wire  tapping  by  prohibition 
agents  during  that  fight. 

Do  you  Members  of  Congress  realize  that  28  States  of  the 
Union  today,  at  this  very  hour,  have  laws  on  their  statute 
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books  which  make  It  a  misdemeanor  or  a  felony  to  tap  tele- 
phone or  telegraph  wires?  I  respectfully  submit  this  for  con- 
sideraUon  to  those  of  you  who  talk  in  favor  of  States'  rights 
and  who  wish  to  maintain  the  separate  fimctions  of  the 
Federal  and  the  State  Governments.  Now.  let  us  look  at  the 
facts  a  moment. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  In 
the  case  of  Olmstead  v.  The  United  States  (277  U.  S.  43«). 
which  I.  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cuxnl.  and 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  (Mr.  SabathI.  talked  much 
about  during  the  prohibition-repeal  fight.  This  is  the  wire- 
tapping case,  coming  down  from  the  West,  which  was  de- 
cided by  a  5-to-4  decision  of  the  United  States  Supreme 
Coiut  on  the  question  of  the  constitutionality  of  wire  tap- 
ping. Today,  with  reference  to  the  wire-tapping  section 
of  this  bill — I  am  not  opposed  to  the  other  section — I  want 
to  take  my  position  as  I  took  it  then  with  the  gentleman 
from  Dlinois.  Brother  Sabath.  and  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  Brother  Ceixxr,  squarely  behind  the  eminent  Justice 
Brandeis,  who  delivered  the  notable,  truly  American  dis- 
senting opinion  in  that  case  of  Olmstead  against  the  United 
States.  What  did  Justice  Brandeis  say  in  that  opinion? 
From  the  opinion  of  Justice  Brandeis  in  the  case  of  Olm- 
stead V.  The  United  States  (277  U.  S.  438),  I  quote: 

If  the  Government  becomes  a  lawbreaker  it  breeds  contempt  for 
law;  It  Invites  every  man  to  become  a  law  unto  himself,  it  mvltet 
anarchy. 

That  Is  the  statement  of  Justice  Brandeis.  Now.  let  us 
see  what  else  the  distinguished  Justice  said  in  that  opinion 
from  which  I  now  quote,  as  follows: 

Applying  to  the  fourth  and  fifth  amendments  the  established 
rule  of  construction,  the  defendants'  objections  to  the  evidence 
obtained  by  wlrc-tapplng  must.  In  my  opinion,  be  sustained.  It 
l£.  of  course.  Immaterial  where  the  physical  connection  with  the 
telepbcme  wires  leading  Into  the  defendants'  premises  was  made. 
And  It  is  alEo  Immaterial  that  the  Intrusion  was  In  aid  of  law 
enforcement.  Experience  should  teach  us  to  be  most  on  our  guard 
to  protect  Uberty  when  the  Government's  purposes  are  beneficent. 
Men  born  to  freedom  are  naturally  alert  to  repel  invasion  of  their 
liberty  by  evil-minded  rulers.  The  greatest  dangers  to  liberty  lurk 
In  Insidious  encroachment  by  men  of  seal,  well-meaning  but  with- 
out understanding 

Mr.  Speaker.  Justice  Brandeis  had  this  to  say  in  that  same 
opinion: 

Decency,  security,  and  liberty  alike  demand  that  government 
officials  Fhall  be  subjected  to  the  same  rules  of  conduct  that  are 
commands  to  the  citizen.  In  a  government  of  laws,  existence  of 
the  government  will  be  Imperiled  If  it  faUs  to  obwrve  the  law 
scrupulously.  Our  Government  is  the  potent,  the  omnipresent 
teacher.  For  good  or  for  ill.  it  teaches  the  whole  people  by  its 
example.  Crime  is  contagious.  If  the  Government  beconies  a  law- 
breaker, It  breeds  contempt  for  law;  it  invltea  every  man  to  become 
a  law  unto  himself:  it  invites  anarchy.  To  declare  that  In  the 
administration  of  the  criminal  law  the  end  justifies  the  means — to 
declare  that  the  Government  may  commit  crimes  In  order  to  secure 
the  conviction  of  a  private  criminal — would  bring  terrible  retribu- 
tion. Against  that  pernicious  doctrine  this  Cotirt  should  resolutely 
set  Its  face. 

I  call  upon  my  Democratic  colleagues  to  adhere  to  the  fun- 
damental enunciation  of  American  democracy  as  expounded 
by  that  notable  democratic  jurist.  Mr.  Justice  Brandeis,  of 
the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  and  to  follow  Justice  Bran- 
deis not  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  Judse  Cellar,  and 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  Judge  Sabath,  who  followed  Jus- 
tice Brandeis  with  me  during  the  long,  hard  fight  against 
prohibition  tyranny.    Now  let  us  turn  to  something  else. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  read  from  a  letter  written  to  me  by 
Mr.  Hoover,  who  heads  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
today.  Mr.  Hoover  had  this  to  say  on  January  13. 1931.  when 
he  was  also  Director  of  the  F.  B.  I.: 

You  are  advised  that  section  14  of  the  Manual  of  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  as  Issued  under  date  of  June  17,  1930,  reads  as  follows: 
"Wire  tapping,  entrapment,  or  the  use  of  any  illegal  or  tmethlcal 
tactics  In  procuring  Information  will  not  be  tolerated  by  tha 
Bureau." 

I  might  state,  for  your  Information,  that  this  provision  has  ^- 
peared  In  the  manual  of  rules  and  regulations  since  March  1,  1038. 

Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  Mr.  Hoover,  who,  we  are  now  told,  U 
now  aslcing  for  the  enactment  of  this  bill  to  authorize  aind 
permit  wire  tapping. 
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Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  srleld 
at  that  point? 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to  our  very  able  and 
distinguished  colleague. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Unquestionably  that  is  the  regulation. 
All  Mr.  Hoover  and  the  Department  of  Justice  are  asking  in 
the  Interest  of  national  defense  is  permission  to  modify  that 
regulation  to  the  extent  mentioned  in  this  resolution. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Yes;  we  have  been  and  will 
be  asked  to  enact  a  great  many  laws  and  make  many  appro- 
priaticms  in  the  name  of  national  defense.  When  Stalin  es- 
tablished his  secret  wire-tapping  Ogpu  it  was  claimed  to  oper- 
ate in  the  mterest  of  national  defense.  When  Hitler  estab- 
IMicd  his  eavesdropping,  window-peeping,  wire-tapping 
Oestapo  to  interfere  with  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  peo- 
ple he  said  that  it  was  in  the  Interest  of  national  defense. 

Now  it  Is  proposed  to  establish  a  New  Deal  wire-tapping 
Oestapo  or  Ogpu  in  the  United  States.  In  violation  of  the 
fourth  and  fifth  amendments  to  the  Constitution,  in  the  name 
of  national  defense. 

I  do  not  propose  to  support  this  proposal  which  is  part  of 
the  New  Deal  program  to  establish  a  dictatorship  in  the 
United  States.  A  wire-tapper  destroys  the  sanctity  of  the 
home  and  Invades  the  person  and  his  house  secretly  and  with- 
out warning,  and  subjects  the  privacies  of  life  and  the  homes 
of  our  people  to  public  sci-utiny  in  violation  of  the  fourth  and 
Afth  amendments  to  the  Constitution,  which  I  now  include  in 
my  remarks. 

CoNSTiTunoN  or  th«  UNnxo  States 

AMENDMENT   IV 

The  right  of  the  people  to  be  secure  In  their  per!>ot»s.  houses, 
papers,  and  effects,  against  unreasonable  searches  and  seizures, 
Shall  not  be  violated,  and  no  warrants  shall  Issue,  but  upon  prob- 
able cause,  supported  by  oath  or  affirmation,  and  particularly 
describing  the  place  to  be  searched,  and  the  persons  or  things  to 
be  seised. 

AMENDMENT  V 

No  person  shall  be  held  to  answer  for  a  capital,  or  otherwise 
Infamous  crime,  unless  on  a  presentment  or  Indictment  of  a 
grand  Jury,  except  In  cases  arising  in  the  land  or  naval  forces,  or 
in  the  militia,  when  In  actual  service  in  time  of  war  or  public 
danger:  nor  shall  any  person  be  subject  for  the  same  offense  to 
be  twice  put  In  Jeopardy  of  life  or  limb;  nor  shall  be  compelled  in 
any  criminal  case  to  be  a  witness  against  himself:  nor  be  deprived 
of  life,  liberty,  or  property,  without  due  process  of  law:  nor  shall 
private  property  be  taken  for  public  use.  without  Just  compensation. 

I  hold  In  my  hand  the  hearings  held  on  the  Department 
of  Justice  appropriation  bill  for  1931  and  I  quote  Mr.  Hoover, 
the  Director  of  the  P.  B.  I.,  from  page  63,  as  follows: 

Mr.  TiNKHAM.  Is  any  of  your  appropriation  spent  for  wire-tapping? 

Mr.  HoovTm.  No.  sir.  We  have  a  very  definite  rule  in  the  Bureau 
that  any  employee  engaging  in  wire-tapping  will  be  dismissed  from 
the  service  of  the  Bureau. 

Mr.  TiNKRAM    I  am  very  much  pleased  that  that  is  so. 

Mr.  Hoovxx.  WhUe  it  may  not  be  Ulegal.  I  thln^  it  Is  unethical, 
and  It  la  not  permitted  under  the  regulatlotis  by  the  Attorney 
General. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  rest  my  case  on  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Hoover 
and  Justice  Brandeis. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Why,  the  very  purpose  of  this  resolution 
is  to  make  it  legal  in  the  present  emergency. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  section  2 
of  the  pending  bill  every  telephone  in  the  United  States  could 
be  tapped  in  the  name  of  national  defense.  I  fought  against 
the  pernicious,  sneaking,  snooping,  eavesdropping,  window- 
peeping  telephone  tapping  for  many  years,  and  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  lay  down  on  the  Job  today,  even  though  the  propKjsed 
authority  to  tap  telephone  wires  is  clothed  in  the  robes  of 
national  defense.  In  these  days  in  the  interest  of  national 
defense  it  is  essential  more  than  ever  to  uphold  and  defend 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  maintain  inviolate 
its  provisions. 

I  also  hold  in  my  hand  the  Senate  hearings  on  the  con- 
firmation of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Burlew  as  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior.  This  hearing  reveals  that  the  great 
self-styled  liberal  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Mr.  Harold  Ickes, 
and  his  supersleuth.  Mr.  Glavis.  who  was  in  charge  of  a  horde 
of  D^xu-tment  of  Interior  gum-shoe  artists,  arranged  for  the 


wholesale  tapping  of  telephones  in  violation  of  the  law  of  the 
land. 

Mr.  Olavis  testified  that  he  conferred  with  Mr.  Ickes  and 
Mr.  Ickes.  that  great  liberal,  whose  only  liberality  is  in 
spending  other  people's  money,  authorized  and  ordered  that 
unlawful  wire  tapping.  Mr.  Olavis  testified  in  these  hearings 
that  he  and  Harold  Ickes  made  arrangements  to  tap  the  tele- 
phone wires  in  the  Interior  Department  in  violation  of  exist- 
ing law.  I  call  upon  all  my  colleagues  to  arouse  from  in- 
difference and  lethargy.  Do  not  wake  up  some  fine  day  and 
find  all  your  rights  and  liberties  taken  away  as  they  have  been 
taken  by  dictators  in  many  foreign  lands.  If  this  bill  is  en- 
acted, it  will  permit  the  agents  of  the  Department  of  Justice 
to  tap  every  telephone  in  every  office  and  home  in'the  United 
States  in  the  name  of  national  defense. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  gentleman  does  not  believe  that  every 
home  in  America  commits  crime  and  carries  on  activities 
ai^ainst  the  Oovemment? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Before  the  gentleman  came 
here,  we  had  these  whisky-snooper  Federal  prohibition 
agents  who  tapped  the  telephones  of  many  people's  homes, 
whether  they  were  violating  the  law  of  the  land  or  were  not. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Does  the  gentleman  realize  that  this  law 
cannot  be  put  into  effect  until  the  Attorney  General  gives 
specific  permLs.sion  to  make  this  type  of  investigation? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Oh.  I  realize  that,  but  if  the 
Attorney  General  is  not  different  from  some  of  those  who 
serve  in  the  New  Deal  Cabinet  with  him.  such  as  Mr.  Ickes. 
Who  in  violation  of  the  criminal  law  had  a  horde  of  wire 
tappers  operating  in  the  Nation's  Capital,  we  cannot  expect 
much  protection  from  a  New  Deal  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  rest  my  case  on  the  testimony  of  Justice 
Brandeis  and  Mr.  Edgar  Hoover's  testimony  in  1931.  and  I 
sincerely  hope  you  gentlemen  will  not  be  fooled  and  led  astray 
because  of  the  national  defense  window  dressing  on  this  bill. 
I  Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution  seems  to  have  been 
reported  in  my  name;  therefore  I  will  endeavor  to  briefly 
explain  the  bill  to  you. 

At  the  outset  may  I  say  that  I  have  no  particular  interest 
in  the  proposal.  It  simply  does  that  which  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Michener]  says  it  does.  It  modifies  or 
changes  the  law  against  wire  tapping  and  puts  activities  of 
this  character  within  the  discretion  of  the  Attorney  General. 

I  regret  that  the  Dies  Committee  had  to  come  in  for  a 
raking  over.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  think  that  com- 
mittee has  done  a  splendid  job.  I  think  the  country  as  a 
whole  believes  that  the  committee  has  done  a  good  job.  I 
hope  that  additional  money  will  be  provided  so  that  the  com- 
mittee may  carry  on  the  work  it  has  been  doing. 

To  my  friend  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  I  Mr.  SchaferI 
may  I  say  that  it  just  happens  that  consistency  Is  no  longer 
necessarily  a  virtue.  I  do  not  like  wire  tapping  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  there  is  any  Member  of  this  House  who  likes  it. 
but  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  which  gave  considerable 
Study  to  this  proposal  made  a  finding  favorable  to  the  adop- 
tion of  the  bill.  Representatives  of  that  committee  came 
before  the  Rules  Committee,  and,  as  I  recall,  the  disclosure 
was  made  that  there  was  no  opposition  to  the  bill  within  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  The  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Celler],  on  behalf  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  has  pre- 
sented a  very  clear  and  understandable  repwrt  on  thl^  bill. 
In  the  second  paragraph  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Ciller]  says  that — 

This  bill  would  confer  on  the  Federal  Biireau  of  Investigation  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  authority  to  conduct  Investigations, 
subject  to  the  direction  of  the  Attorney  General,  to  ascertain,  pre- 
vent, and  frustrate  any  interferfnce,  or  attempt,  or  plans  to  inter- 
fere with  the  national  defeiise  by  sabotage,  treason,  seditious  con- 
spiracy, espionage,  violations  ol  the  ueutzahty  law.  or  in  any  other 
manner. 
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The  third  paragraph  of  this  report  reads  as  follows: 
Section  2  of  the  blU  would  provide  that  the  provisions  of  section 
605  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  which  has  been  construed 
as  barring  the  admissibility  of  evidence  obtained  by  the  use  of 
wire  tapping.  shaU  not  be  applicable  to  investigations  authorized  by 
the  act.  This  provision  of  the  Instant  bill,  however,  is  safeguarded 
by  a  restriction  that  It  can  be  utUlzed  only  In  cases  In  which  the 
Attorney  General  finds  probable  catise  to  IwUeve  that  one  of  the 
offenses  defined  in  the  act  has  been,  is  being,  or  is  about  to  be  com- 
mitted: and  by  a  further  restriction  that  evidence  so  obtained  may 
be  used  for  no  other  purpose,  and  may  be  Introduced  In  evidence 
only  In  connection  with  a  prosecution  for  an  offense  defined  in  the 
act  and  then  only  after  a  production  of  the  Attorney  General's 
certificate  containing  the  foregoing  finding. 

I  think  it  fair  for  us  to  credit  the  Attorney  General  with  a 
disinclination  to  bring  about  a  total  disregard  of  the  act 
which  is  by  this  bill  sought  to  be  amended.  The  Attorney 
General,  in  his  letter  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
Celler].  replied  to  a  request  that  he  make  an  expression  of 
his  opinion  on  the  resolution,  and  in  that  letter  stated  as 
follows: 

In  a  statement  made  by  me  to  the  press  on  March  15,  1940,  the 
foUowlng  observations  are  found  on  this  general  subject: 

"In  a  limited  class  of  cases,  such  as  kidnaping,  extortion,  and 
racketeering,  where  the  telephone  is  the  usual  means  of  conveying 
threats  and  Information,  It  Is  the  opinion  of  the  present  Attorney 
General,  as  It  was  of  Attorney  General  Mitchell,  that  wire  tapping 
should  be  authorized  under  some  appropriate  safeguard.  Under 
the  existing  state  of  the  law  and  decisions,  this  cannot  be  done 
tinlees  Ck^ngress  sees  fit  to  modify  the  existing  statutes." 

I  wonder  if  there  Is  anyone  In  this  House  who  really  takes 
serious  issue  with  the  Attorney  General  in  the  statement  I 
have  just  read.  It  seems  to  me,  as  it  seems  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan,  the  gentleman  representing  the  minority  on 
the  Committee  on  Rules,  that  there  can  be  no  serious  objec- 
tion to  tnl  passage  of  the  bill.  Certainly  there  should  be  no 
objection  whatever  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill.  The 
Attorney  General  is  a  great  lawyer  and  may  be  depended 
upon  to  exercise  a  sound  discretion.  He  favors  the  bill  be- 
cause it  will  make  for  better  law  enforcement.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  no  one  can  successfully 
accuse  me  of  being  unduly  sympathetic  toward  the  Attorney 
General  or  any  other  member  of  the  New  Dead  administration, 
nor  can  anyone  successfully  charge  that  I  believe  in  the 
granting  of  additional  powers  to  any  member  of  that  official 
family.  I  have,  of  course,  the  highest  respect  for  the  al^lity 
of  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schafer],  who  never 
fails,  who  is  always  alert  to  speak  in  t)ehalf  of  oiu:  constitu- 
tional form  of  government,  a  gentleman  whose  ability,  patri- 
otism, alertness,  and  industry  have  caused  us  all  to  listen  when 
he  takes  the  floor.  But  I  wonder  sometimes  if  he  does  not  in 
his  zeal  to  safeguard  our  constitutional  liberties  go  a  little  too 
far.  As  he  talked  here  this  morning  it  seemed  as  though  he 
were  like  the  minister  who  closed  his  eyes  in  prayer  while  a 
fellow  In  the  back  seat  was  stealing  the  church  furniture. 

The  Communists  and  the  professional  criminals  and  rack- 
eteers in  the  United  States  are  always  crawling  behind  the 
Constitution  when  the  hand  of  the  law  reaches  out  and  gets 
hold  of  them. 

We  all  believe  in  the  Constitution.  It  is  regrettable  that  a 
former  Attorney  General,  ohe  Frank  Murphy,  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  Franklin  Roosevelt,  did  not  have 
more  regard  for  Its  provisions  when  the  sit-down  strikers 
drove  men  from  their  jot)s  and  took  possession  of  private 
property  In  Michigan,  when  armed  invaders  brought  civil 
Strife  to  that  State. 

There  is  another  group  which  believes  In  the  Constitution 
only  now  and  then — when  the  jail  doors  seem  swinging  op>en. 
They  are  not  entitled  to  too  much  consideration.  By  that  I 
do  not  mean  that  one  charged  with  crime,  even  though  he  be 
an  alien,  a  known  Communist,  attempting  to  overthrow  this 
Government  by  force,  should  not  have  due  process  of  law.  as 
guaranteed  by  the  Constitution.  But  I  do  say  that  we  should 
not  reserve  all  of  our  tenderness  for  the  malefactor,  nor 
should  we  give  the  Constitution  a  strained  construction  to 
protect  enemies  of  our  Governineat. 


•niis  bill  today  does  not  take  away,  as  I  imderstand  It, 
anyone's  constitutional  rights.  It  is  merely  an  amendment 
to  a  law  which  Congress  has  passed  and  which  will  enable 
the  Department  of  Justice,  when  it  brings  to  the  ber  of  Jus- 
tice men  charged  with  crime,  to  use  evidence  which  it  has 
obtained  in  a  certain  way. 

No  one  would  contend  that  an  officer  should  not  sit  out- 
side a  building  and  eavesdrop — and  no  one  likes  eavesdrop- 
ping— while  criminals  are  engaged  in  perfecting  a  conspiracy. 

No  one  should  be  compelled  to  give  evidence  against  him- 
self, but  criminals  who  use  public  utilities  should  not  be  per- 
mitted to  use  those  utilities  for  the  furtherance  of  their 
criminal  schemes. 

Certainly,  Congress  has  the  right  to  limit  the  use  of  public 
utilities  to  lawful  purposes  and  It  is  my  understanding  that 
the  purpose  of  this  sunendment  is  to  prevent  the  use  of  a 
public  utility,  the  communications  system,  by  crinUnals  en- 
gaged in  criminal  acts. 

If  a  bank  robber,  attempting  to  enter  a  bank,  touches  off 
the  electric  alarm,  no  one  would  criticize  the  officer  who 
comes  running  with  drawn  gun. 

If  one  who  would  destroy  our  Govertunent  uses  a  telephone 
or  a  telegraph  wire  installed  only  for  lawful  business,  should 
he  be  protected  in  his  criminal  use? 

We  have  appropriated  billions  of  dollars.  We  have  been 
twitted  about  voting  for  thc^e  appropriations  this  morning 
by  some  on  the  majority  side,  as  you  recall.  We  are 
going  to  be  asked  to  conscript  men,  to  take  them  from  their 
homes.  Just  why,  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin,  and 
I  ask  It  in  all  sincerity  and  kindliness,  should  we  refuse  to  let 
the  courts  use  evidence,  even  if  it  does  come  from  wire  tap- 
ping, if  it  would  convict  these  professional  criminals  or  the 
"reds"  who  are  trying  to  overthrow  our  Government  by  force 
and  through  treason?    Why  protect  criminals? 

Why  take  a  provision  of  the  Constitution  and  use  it  as  a 
shield  for  those  engaged  in  criminal  enterprises,  rather  than 
as  a  sword  for  the  protection  of  the  honest  citizen? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  believe  everybody  should 
have  the  full  protection  of  the  Constitution.  If  the  gentle- 
man will  read  Justice  Brandeis'  opinion  in  the  5-to-4  de- 
cision in  the  wire-tapping  case  of  Olmstead  against  United 
States,  from  which  I  have  quoted,  he  will  appreciate  the 
necessity  for  safeguarding  those  constitutional  rights.  This 
bill  is  not  limited  to  spies,  to  alien  agents,  to  Communists  and 
Nazis  or  any  criminal  class  of  people.  Under  this  bill  every 
telephone  in  the  United  States  can  be  tapped  in  the  name  of 
national  defense.  I  do  not  desire  to  help  build  up  a  New  Deal 
Gestapo  or  Ogpu  secret,  unconstitutional  espionage  system 
in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HOFFTvIAN.     Oh,  no. 

The  Department  of  Justice  does  not  care  anything  about 
us  or  our  activities  or  our  communications  unless  we  engage 
In  acts  or  a  conspiracy  to  overthrow  our  Government  or  to 
violate  some  Federal  law. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mussolini,  Stalin,  and  Hitler 
all  started  with  and  perfected  their  secret  espionage  system. 
Tills  wire-tapping  bill  and  the  New  Deal  third-term  "blitz- 
krieg" Is  a  part  of  the  New  Deal  program  to  Stallnize  the 
United  States.  It  is  in  violation  of  the  fourth  and  fifth 
amendments  to  the  Constitution  as  Justice  Brandeis  stated 
and  that  is  why  I  am  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  would  rather  have  a  domestic  dictator 
than  a  foreign  one.  if  the  domestic  dictator  will  protect  us 
from  the  enemies  within  as  well  as  from  those  without.  We 
have  had  a  dictator  for  the  last  7  years.  The  New  Dealers 
have  forced  one  upon  us.  but.  thank  God.  this  country  does 
not  need  one;  I  do  not  believe  it  wants  one  and  it  Is  my  hope 
and  prayer  that  we  get  rid  of  the  present  one  at  the  next 
election  in  November.  In  any  event,  this  bill,  as  I  understand, 
applies  only  to  those  people  who  are  canring  on  treasonable 
activities  against  the  United  States.     It  looks  to  me  as  though 
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the  gentleman  Is  taking  under  his  wing  here  all  those  who 
are  professional  criminals.  Why  not  give  this  power  to  the 
Attorney  General  to  use  the  evidence  he  obtains — we  have 
given  him  power  before,  or  at  least  he  assumes  it — and  to 
Mr.  Hoover,  in  whom  we  have  confidence,  so  that  they  can 
do  some  effective  work  against  those  who  would  overthrow 
our  Government.  I  say  to  my  Republican  brethren  here,  we 
can  repeal  It  next  session.  We  wUl  be  in  power  then.  If 
they  do  not  use  it  right,  we  will  take  it  back. 

And  no  doubt  Willkie  will  appoint  Thomas  E.  Dewey,  the 
racketeer's  nemesis,  as  our  next   Attorney  General.     If   he 
does.  It  may  be  that,  instead  of  the  Federal  Housing  Authority 
being  busy  on  new  buildings  to  house  low-income  groups; 
instead  of  erecting  needless  public  buildings,  the  then  Demo- 
cratic minority  may  be  asked  to  assist  us  in  appropriating 
money  for  Jails  to  take  care  of  the  ex-new  dealers  who  have 
trifled  with  Federal  funds;  who  have  violated  the  Hatch  Act; 
who  have  used  relief  money  for  political  purposes.    [Applause.] 
Mr.  COX.    Mr,  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question  on 
the  resolution. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J. 
Res.  571)  to  authorize  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  to  conduct  investigations  in  the 
Interests  of  national  defense,  and  for  that  purpose  to  permit 
wire  tapping  in  certain  cases. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  considera- 
tion of  House  Joint  Resolution  571.  with  Mr.  Robinson  of 
Utah  in  the  Chair. 
The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  Joint  resolution. 
The  first  reading  of  the  Joint  resolution  was  dispensed  with. 
Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 
Mr.  Chairman,  you  have  before  you  the  bill  that  has  been 
under  discussion  for  some  little  time.    It  is  a  very  simple  bill. 
It  received  the  unanimous  consent  of  all  the  members  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee.    It  authorizes  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  to  conduct  certain  investigations  only  in  the 
Interest  of  national  defense,  and  for  that  purpose  permits 
wire  tapping. 

If  you  will  take  your  bill,  you  will  find  that  the  wire  tapping 
to  be  conducted  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  is  to  t)e  used  only  when  authorized  by 
the  Attorney  General  to  prevent  or  frustrate  any  Interference 
or  attempts  or  plans  to  interfere  with  national  defense  in  the 
following  manner: 

<I)  By  sabotage,  treason,  or  seiUtlous  conspiracy,  espionage,  or 
vlolattons  of  neutrality  laws. 

Now.  what  is  sabotage? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.    Yes;  I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 
^   Mr.  EBERHARTER.    The  gentleman  did  not  finish  that 
paragraph  after  "violations  of  neutrality  laws." 

Mr.  CELLER.     'Or  in  any  other  manner." 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  That.  I  think,  is  a  most  important 
part — "in  any  other  manner."  Can  the  gentleman  explain  to 
me  Just  what  that  might  cover? 

Mr.  CELLER.  Yes.  Those  words  "or  in  any  other  manner" 
are  limited  under  judicial  construction,  as  is  always  the  case 
with  general  language  of  that  character,  to  the  specific  lan- 
guage that  precedes,  so  that  if  there  are  some  variations  or 
shadings  of  sabotage,  ti'eason.  seditious  conspiracy,  espionage, 
or  violations  of  neutrality  laws,  they  may  come  under  the  pro- 
Visions  of  the  act.  but  there  cannot  be  any  abrupt  changes 
from  these  specific  provisions  which  precede  the  general  lan- 
guage "or  in  any  other  manner."  Those  general  words  are 
frequently  used  in  criminal  statutes;  and,  incidentally.  I  may 
say  to  the  gentleman  that  this  bill  was  prepared  by  the 
Department  of  Justice  and  submitted  to  us  with  that  ex- 


planation.   Also  examine  my  report  on  the  bill  and  you  will 
find  the  similar  explanation. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  understand  the  Department  pre- 
pared this  bill.  and.  naturally,  the  Department  is  anxious  to 
have  its  powers  as  broad  as  Congress  will  make  them. 

Mr.  CELLER.     No;  I  will  say  to  the  gentl?man 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Under  the  explanation  given  by  the 
gentleman,  are  not  those  five  words  redundant  or  are  they 
not  unnecessary — "or  in  any  other  maimer"? 

Mr.  CELLER.  No;  there  may  be  some  variations  from 
sabotage  which  may  border  on  some  other  criminal  statute, 
and  unless  you  have  that  language  you  would  have  a  statute 
which  would  be  insufBcient  for  the  purposes  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice. 

Now,  what  is  meant  by  sabotage?  Sabotage  is.  in  a  way, 
the  deliberate  stopj>age  of  work  or  slowing  down  by  labor  of 
defense  work  by  the  destruction  of  machinery.  The  word  has 
a  very  interesting  history.  The  word  "sabot"  in  French 
means  wooden  shoe,  and  occasions  arose  where  French  em- 
ployees were  dissatisfied  and  they  would  throw  a  shoe,  a 
"sabot,"  into  the  machinery  to  destroy  the  machinery  or  have 
it  intermeshed  in  some  way  as  to  render  the  machinery 
Ineffective.  That  type  of  sabotage  has  been  used  frequently 
to  interfere  with  our  national  defense  by  destroying  the  ma- 
chinery that  makes  armaments  and  arms. 

Treason  is  defined  in  our  Constitution.  It  is  warring 
against  the  United  States  in  the  method  defined  in  the  Con- 
stitution. 

Seditious  conspiracy,  as  defined  in  the  United  States  Code, 
title  XVin.  section  6,  is  the  overthrowing  of  the  Government 
by  force  and  violence. 

Espionage  is  the  obtaining  of  confidential  or  se«et  infor- 
mation relating  to  national  defense  and  disclosing  same  to 
a  foreign  power  or  an  enemy,  like  the  disc'osure,  for  example, 
of  secret  plans  of  our  Army  or  our  Navy.  Disclosure  of  the 
newly  invented  bomb  sight  to  a  foreign  power  would  be 
espionage. 

Now.  it  Is  only  In  those  cases,  specifically  enumerated,  that 
the  F.  B.  I.  shall  have  the  right  to  indulge  in  wire  tapping, 
and.  to  make  assurance  doubly  sure,  that  there  would  be  no 
abuses  of  the  privilege,  the  committee  very  carefully  inserted 
section  2.  which  throws  additional  safeguards  around  this 
entire  process.  Firstly,  tiiere  must  be  proljable  cause  to  be- 
lieve there  has  been  a  violation  of  the  specific  laws  enumer- 
ated in  section  1,  to  wit.  sabotage,  treason,  seditious  con- 
spiracy, espionage,  or  the  violation  of  neutrality  laws.  In 
other  words,  Mr.  Hoover,  of  the  F.  B.  I.,  must  have  cause  to 
believe  there  are  such  violations. 

Secondly,  he  makes  his  report  to  the  Attorney  General,  and 
the  Attorney  General  must  give  e.  certificate.  He  must  spe- 
cifically certify  as  to  the  need  of  wire  tapping;  otherwise  wires 
cannot  be  tapped. 

Thirdly,  the  information  cannot  be  used  except  in  such  an 
investigation  and  on  trial  after  indictment  or  information; 
and  there  are  dire  penalties.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Members, 
under  the  old  act  of  1934.  in  the  event  of  violations,  and  those 
penalties  would  be  directed  against  Mr.  Hoover  or  any  of  his 
agents  If  he  does  not  follow  carefully  the  arrangements  made 
for  him  and  laid  down  for  him  in  this  intended  statute. 

And.  lastly,  the  evidence  that  is  secured  is  not  admissible 
In  any  court  proceeding  unless  accompanying  that  evidence 
is  a  statement  certified  by  the  Attorney  General  that  the  tap- 
ping of  wires  was  necessary  for  national  defense.  With  these 
safeguards.  I  cannot  conceive  how  there  can  be  abuses. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  And  it  can  only  be  done 
upon  indictment. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Of  course.  There  must  likewise  be  an 
indictment. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.     Yes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Under  the  law  of  the 
State  of  New  York  tapping  telephone  wires  Is  a  criminal 
offense,  with  a  penalty,  and  I  quote,  "not  to  exceed  2  years 
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imprisonment."  Tlie  gentleman  comes  from  the  State  of 
New  York.  Does  he  maintcdn  that  under  this  bill  this  Con- 
gress can  grant  authority  to  any  Federal  agency  to  willfully 
violate  the  law  of  the  State  of  New  York  which  provides  a 
penalty  of  2  years  In  the  penitentiary  for  a  violation  of  it? 
Mr.  CELLER.  I  am  very  glad  that  the  gentleman  has 
asked  that  question  t>ecause  the  gentleman  is  not  conversant 
With  the  law  in  the  State  of  New  York.  Last  year  we  had  a 
constitutional  convention  in  the  State  of  New  York  and  our 
constitution  was  revised  and  changed,  and  In  respect  to  wire 
tapping  it  reads  as  follows  (sec.  12,  par.  2.  adopted  Nov. 
8.  1938) : 

The  right  of  the  peopi*  to  be  secure  against  unreasonable 
Interception  of  telephone  and  telegraph  communications  shall 
not  be  violated,  and  ex  parte  orders  or  warrants  shaU  issue  only 
upon  oath  or  affirmation  that  there  Is  reasonable  ground  to  believe 
that  evidence  of  crime  may  be  thus  obtained,  and  identifying  the 
particular  means  of  communication,  and  particularly  describing 
the  person  or  persons  whose  communications  are  to  be  Intercepted, 
and  the  purpose  thereof. 

In  Other  words,  under  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  wire  tapping  is  now  permitted  in  the  State  of 
New  York  for  the  interception  and  frustration  of  any  kind 
of  crime,  no  matter  what  it  may  be.  All  that  we  ask  in 
the  pending  bill  is  the  right  to  have  wire  tapping  in  the 
Interest  of  national  defense,  in  the  spiecific  cases  mentioned; 
so  that  we  have  this  anomalous  situation:  A  New  York  City 
detective,  or  a  detective  upstate  in  New  York  can  tap  wires 
by  getting  an  ex  parte  order  from  the  court,  whereas  the 
F.  B.  I.  agent  in  New  York  cannot  do  a  darn  thing  relative 
to  tracking  down  those  Nazi  agents,  these  Communists,  and 
these  other  agents  of  foreign  powers.  That  is  an  anomalous 
situation  which  we  are  tryiog  to  avcrid  by  this  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  expired. 

Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  take  5  minutes  more. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.     Yes. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  So  that  the  biU  before  us 
more  nearly  safeguards  the  rigjits  of  the  people  from  wire 
tapping  than  docs  the  constitution  of  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.    I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.    Yes. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  Further  answering  the  Inquiry  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  SchaferJ,  is  it  not  the  truth 
that  In  the  Olmstead  case,  where  the  court  held  that  evidence 
obtained  by  wire  tapping  was  admissible  and  did  not  violate 
the  fourth  amendment,  that  the  statute  of  Oregon  where  the 
case  arose,  prohibited  wire  tapping? 

Mr.  CELLER.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.    Yes. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  The  gentleman  is  basing  his  argument 
upon  the  theory  that  It  is  an  emergency,  and  this  is  for  the 
self-preservation  of  the  Government.  When  does  that  end. 
and  when  does  It  start?  When  the  emergency  ends,  does  this 
continue  as  a  permanent  law? 

Mr.  CELLER.    We  certainly  are  In  an  emergency  now. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  CELLER.  We  are  in  perilous  times.  The  emergency 
would  have  to  end  when  some  declaration  is  made  concerning 
it  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  If  the  emergency  is  ended  tomorrow, 
does  this  end  the  statute? 

Mr.  CELLER.  No.  Then  Congress  would  have  to  take 
suitable  action,  and  I  presume  it  would,  and  if  the  emer- 
gency is  ended  I  am  siu'e  that  we  can  trust  Congress  to  take 
action  which  would  repeal  or  make  some  changes  in  this 
particular  act. 

Certainly  we  should  not  continue  ourselves  in  the  position 
that  we  are  now  in.  where  foreign  spies — and  the  country 
Is  loaded  with  them — are  actually  guaranteed  the  use  of  a 


public  utility,  the  telephone  and  the  telegraph,  without  In-  . 
terference,  without  any  surveillance.   That  is  the  situation. 

We  are  asked  to  put  an  additional  safeguard  upon  wire 
tapping,  namely,  that  there  should  be  an  order  of  a  court. 
The  minute  you  go  with  a  motion  before  a  court  and  say 
you  want  to  rim  down  this  particular  spy  or  this  particular 
bund,  these  particular  Mussolini  agents,  you  then  proclaim 
to  the  whole  world  what  yoxi  are  doing,  and  you  frustrate 
the  very  attempt  to  run  these  men  down,  because  you  give 
them  notice.  Suppose  you  arrange  to  have  it  done  ex  parte, 
without  notice,  by  sutmiitting  some  sort  of  a  petition  to  a 
Federal  Judge.  But  the  court's  secretary  or  aide  would  find 
out.  You  know  "three  men  can  keep  a  secret  if  two  men  die." 
And  secrecy  is  the  essence  of  the  remedy. 

We  have  very  strange  conditions  existing  in  this  country. 
For  example.  Maine.  New  Hampshire,  Delaware,  Vermont, 
Utah.  Wyoming,  Idaho,  and  Kansas  each  have  but  one  Fed- 
eral Judge.  Suppose  that  judge  Is  ill.  Suppose  he  Is  on  vaca- 
tion. Suppose  he  is  in  a  distant  part  of  the  State,  how  are 
you  going  to  get  adequately,  for  all  proper  purixjses,  an  ex 
parte  order?  TTie  State  of  Montana  has  two  judges.  Note 
the  great  distance  l>etween  the  eastern  and  western  termini 
in  that  State.  You  could  not  get  to  a  Judge  in  time.  There- 
fore you  destroy  the  very  purpose  of  the  statute  by  putting  in 
that  kind  of  a  safeguard. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  CELLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Was  there  any  objection  interposed  at 
the  time  of  the  hearings  to  this  measure? 

Mr.  CELLER.  There  were  some  objections  made  by  one 
individual,  namely,  the  attorney  for  the  C.  I.  O. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Mr.  Lee  Pressman? 

Mr.  CELLER.     Mr.  Lee  Pressman. 

Mr.  WALTER.  What  objection  could  Mr.  Pressman  pos- 
sibly have  to  a  measure  of  this  sort?  What  activities  is  he 
engaged  in  that  he  is  afraid  might  be  unearthed? 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  think  the  question  is  very  well  put.  I  have 
great  respect  for  Mr.  Pressman,  but  in  this  particular  he  may 
be  enthusiastically  misguided.  Even  if  labor  or  any  other 
class  of  persons  indulge  in  espionage  or  sabotage  or  treason, 
they  certainly  ought  to  be  met  with  a  remedy  of  this  char- 
acter. Certainly  labor  should  have  no  fears  as  to  this  bill. 
I  cannot  conceive  of  any  adequate  or  proper  answer  to  the 
arguments  made  here  today. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Pressman  was  objecting 
to  the  resolution  before  the  committee  wrote  in  section  2, 
with  its  protection. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Yes.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  reminded 
me  of  that. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  As  written  in  its  present 
form,  I  do  not  recall  that  Mr.  Pressman  expressed  any  oppo- 
sition to  it. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  do  not  think  that  is  exactly  the  case.  He 
wanted  safeguards  and  appreciated  section  2.  but  I  think  he 
wished  additional  safeguards,  as  he  put  it,  for  labor. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  sec- 
tion 2  in  there  to  protect  people. 

Mr.  CELLER.  It  was  because  of  Mr.  Pressman's  statement 
that  we  thought  it  might  be  well  to  put  in  those  safeguards. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  CELLER.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  1  more  minute. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Does  this  law  go  any  further  than  the 
ordinary  law  providing  issuance  of  search  warrants  under 
certain  circumstances  for  the  apprehension  of  certain 
criminals? 

Mr.  CELLER.    No;  it  does  not. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  No  greater  requirement  in  this  law 
than  m  that? 

Mr.  CELLER.    That  is  right. 
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Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  In  dealing  with  these  particular  sub- 
jects the  committee  feels,  and  I  think  rightly,  that  we  ought 
to  do  just  what  this  bill  provides. 

Mr.  CELLER.     Correct. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  We  are  not  violating  constitutional 
rights  any  more  than  we  are  in  the  issuance  of  a  search  war- 
rant under  certain  circumstances. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  will  say  the  Supreme  Court  (Olmstead  v. 
V.  S..  277  U.  S.  438)  has  determined  that  wire  tapping  Is  not 
a  Violation  of  the  ConsUtutlon.  After  all.  wire  tapping  is  a 
sort  of  elonpated  form  of  eavesdropping.   That  Is  all  it  Is. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Mr.  Pressman  expressed  his  opposition 
to  this  bill  in  this  statement,  and  It  Is  a  weak  ground,  it  seenis 
to  me.    He  said: 

The  innocent  would  be  the  ones  to  stiller.  Certainly  the  spy. 
the  one  who  U  actually  interfering  with  national  defense  or  en- 
gaged In  sabotage  or  espionage,  when  he  knows  that  you  can  tap 
his  wire  U  not  going  to  engage  In  telephone  conversation. 

That  is  his  opposition  to  the  bill,  but  you  and  I  know  that 
if  we  are  going  to  detect  a  ring  of  spies  we  have  to  pursue 
the  methods  used  by  the  spies. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Correct.  Furthermore.  Mr.  Hoover  told  me 
personally  that  he  Is  stumped;  that  these  spies  are  In  great 
numbers  in  the  United  States  at  this  very  moment,  doing 
their  foul  and  damnable  work,  undermining  our  morale,  and 
interfering  with  our  national  defense.  He  says  he  cannot 
apprehend  them  and  cannot  «?et  the  proper  evidence  against 
them  to  convict  them  without  wire  Upplng  he  needs.  lie 
urges.  In  his  patriotic  endeavor  to  do  his  duty,  the  passage  of 
this  act. 

The  Supreme  Court  In  Olmstead  v.  United  States  (277  U.  S. 
438).  held  in  1928  that  the  tapping  of  telephone  and  tele- 
graph wires  l)y  law-enforcement  officers  was  not  violative  of 
the  provisions  of  the  fourth  amendment  relating  to  searches 
and  seizures.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  It  did  not  involve  a 
physical  invasion  of  anyone's  premises.  It  was  deemed,  in  a 
way.  merely  a  form  of  eavesdropping. 

Section  605  of  the  Commimications  Act  of  1934  (48  Stat. 
1103)  prohibited  any  person  not  authorized  by  the  sender  to 
Intercept  or  divulge  or  publish  any  radio,  telegraph,  or  tele- 
phone communication.  This  provision  was  recently  con- 
strued by  the  Supreme  Court  as  barring  the  introduction  in 
evidence  in  court  of  any  evidence  obtained  by  tapping  wires. 
Nardone  v.  United  States  (302  U.  S.  379) :  Nardone  v.  United 
^  States  (308  U.  S.  338) :  Weiss  v.  United  States  (308  U.  S.  321) . 
Section  2  of  the  instant  bill  would  relax  the  bar  of  the  statute 
In  respect  to  investigations  for  national-defense  purposes 
indicated  in  the  act.  Such  relaxation,  however,  is  safe- 
guarded by  restrictions  that  would  be  effective  in  preventing 
possible  abuses. 

The  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  has  used  wire  tapping  prior  to  the  date  of  its  pro- 
hibition only  on  Infrequent  occasions  and  solely  in  connection 
with  the  investigatioiis  of  grave  crimes,  such  as  kidnaping  and 
extortion.  In  fact  we  are  Informed  most  of  these  crimes 
could  not  have  been  solved  without  the  right  to  tap  wires. 

The  committee  would  hesitate  to  allow  wires  or  short-wave 
messages  to  be  tapped  in  times  of  normalcy.  We  are.  how- 
ever, in  a  national  emergency.  Some  sacrifices  must  be  made. 
Some  rights  may  have  to  be  yielded.  Just  as  in  a  period  of 
war.  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  may  he  abrogated  and  certain 
Inalienable  rights  temporarily  suspended,  so  in  times  of  dan- 
ger and  peril — although  short  of  war — inroads  must  neces- 
sarily be  made  upon  those  rights,  if  otu*  democracy  is  to  be 
preserved. 

We  recognize  that  abuses  can  easily  accompany  the  privi- 
lege of  wire  tapping,  but  we  have  the  earnest  assurance  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  his  immediate  subordinates  that  the 
utmost  care  and  caution  will  be  exercised,  and  that  there 
will  be  no  atmses  of  this  privilege.  E^specially  do  we  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  there  must  be  no  infringement  of  the  rights 
of  labor  under  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act  and  other 
.similar  statutes. 


Assuredly,  criminals  and  other  persons  inimical  to  the  exist- 
ence of  our  democratic  government  must  be  tracked  down, 
and  every  reasonable  means  at  the  conunand  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  exercised  to  that  end.  The  usual,  if  not 
necessary  method  of  communication  used  by  the  culprits  and 
traitors  aimed  at  by  this  bill  are  the  telephone,  the  telegraph, 
and  the  radio  short  wave. 

The  so-called  "fifth  column"  activities  in  a  number  of 
European  countries  make  us  pause  and  think.  Our  democ- 
racy must  be  Implemented  with  means  to  protect  itself  against 
those  who  would  overthrow  it  by  force  and  violence,  or  by 

cooperation  with  a  totalitarian  government.  To  enable  the 
chief  Federal  law  enforcement  agency  to  maintain  surveil- 
lance of  means  of  commimications  for  that  purpose,  under 
the  safeguards  contained  in  the  bill,  is  a  proper  precaution 
and  at  the  same  time  would  not  imduly  infringe  on  Individual 
lil)erty .     [  Applause.  ] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  OUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  no  re- 
quests for  time  on  this  side. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Clerk  will  read  the  resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  be  suthorlzed  and  directed  to  conduct  in« 
vesUgattons.  subject  to  the  direction  of  the  Attorney  General,  to 
ascertain,  prevent,  and  frustrate  any  interference  or  attempt*  or 
plans  to  Interfere  with  the  national  defense  by  sabotage,  treason, 
seditious  conspiracy  (as  defined  in  17.  8.  C,  title  18,  sec  9), 
espionage.  vloKitlons  of  neutrality  laws,  or  in  any  other  manner. 

Sec  2  The  provuions  of  section  60ft  of  the  act  of  June  19.  1034 
(48  Stat.  1103),  shall  not  apply  to  Investigations  authorized  by 
the  provisions  of  this  Joint  resolution.  If  the  Attorney  General 
finds  that  there  is  probable  cause  to  believe  that  any  violation  of 
la  ■  CncTlbea  in  section  1  hereof  Is  taking  place,  has  taken  place, 
or  may  take  place,  and  so  certifies  In  writing. 

The  information  so  obtained  shall  not  be  used  for  any  other 
purpose  than  such  Investigation  and  shall  not  be  admlsalble  In 
evidence  except  In  connection  with  a  prosecution  for  an  offense 
Indicated  In  section  1  hereof,  and  then  only  on  the  production  of 
said  certlflcate  In  open  court. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  ScHAna  of  Wisconsin:  On  page  2 
strike  out  all  of  section  2. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  know  that 
this  bill  will  be  passed,  as  many  bills  have  been  passed  in 
the  name  of  national  defense.  I  am  not  afraid  to  stand 
alone,  or  practically  alone,  in  opposition  to  it.  When  I  first 
came  to  Congress  in  1923  and  during  my  10  years'  service 
prior  to  being  washed  cut  temporarily  in  the  New  Deal 
tidal  wave  of  1932.  we  could  only  find  about  23  Members  of 
Congress  who  would  introduce  or  support  a  2^4  percent 
beer  bill  and  oppose  wire  tapping.  During  those  10  years 
I  listened  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  CellerI. 
and  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath],  orate  elo- 
quently on  the  floor  of  the  House  in  opposition  to  the  un- 
constitutional wire  tapping;  sneaking  and  snooping  of  the 
Federal  prohibition  agents.  I  am  certainly  surprised  to  see 
their  change  of  position  on  a  great  fundamental  constitu- 
tional principle  today.  During  that  10  years  they  repeatedly 
quoted  the  decision  of  Justice  Brandeis.  an  exceptionally 
fine  declaration  of  the  American  conception  of  constitu- 
tional democracy,  delivered  in  the  wire-tapping  case  of 
Olmstead  against  the  United  States. 

I  stand  today  just  where  I  stood  in  opposition  to  wire- 
tapping tyranny  under  prohibition.  I  do  not  intend  to  run 
to  cover  under  a  wave  of  propaganda  and  become  part  and 
parcel  of  a  move  to  sovietize  and  Stalinize  the  United  States 
and  have  a  dictatorship  established  in  our  country  under 
a  third-term  "blitzkrieg."  I  do  not  intend  to  assist  In  hav- 
ing a  Gestapo  or  Ogpu  secret  police  on  the  Federal  pay 
roll  violating  the  laws  of  more  than  25  States  of  the  Union, 
whose  statutes  make  wire  tapping  a  misdemeanor  or  a  felony. 
The  gentleman  indicates  that  his  State  of  New  York  has 
changed  its  law  with  reference  to  wire  tapping,  but  during 
the  long  fight  to  prohibit  wire  tapping  in  prohibition  cases 
the  State  of  New  York  had  a  law  on  its  statute  books  provid- 
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ing  a  2-year  penalty  for  wire  tailing.  The  gentleman  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  then  spoke  very  affectionately  about 
that  law.  But  even  if  New  York  has  changed  its  law,  there 
are  more  than  25  States  of  the  Union  which  make  it  a  mis- 
demeanor or  a  felony  to  tap  telephone  or  telegraph  wires 
within  the  State.  Notwithstanding  those  State  laws,  how- 
ever, enacted  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
are  we  going  to  put  our  stamp  of  approval  on  a  bill  which 
will  authorize  one  of  Uncle  Sam's  gum-shoe  artists  to  go  out 
into  those  very  States  and  violate  the  criminal  anti-wire-tap- 
ping laws  thereof?  You  can  do  that  if  you  choose;  I  do  not 
propose  to  do  so.  I  propose  to  follow  the  Justice  Brandeis 
conception  of  American  constitutional  democracy  today,  as  I 
have  In  the  past,  with  reference  to  wire  tapping.  I  am  firmly 
convinced  that  when  this  Stallnlstlc  legislative  monstrosity 
gets  to  the  Supreme  Court  that  the  present  members  of  that 
body  will  follow  the  views  of  Justice  Brandeis  and  declare  It 
unconstitutional. 
Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 

a  question?  

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    I  jrield. 
Mr.  KELLER.    I  understood  the  gentleman  to  say  that  the 
most  despicable  thing  in  the  world  was  snooping. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconain.  One  of  the  most  despicable 
things  is  tapping  telephones  In  violation  of  a  citizen's  con- 
fUtutlonal  rightf.  Tapping  telephones,  window  peeping,  and 
cloiet  eavesdropping  are  in  the  tame  class. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Is  it  not  still  more  despicable  to  conspire 
over  the  wires  to  overthrow  the  Government  or  interfere  with 
Its  vital  functions? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  not 
despicable  to  conspire  to  do  treasonable  acts.  We  live  in  a 
constitutional  democracy  under  a  Constitution  which  guaran- 
tees to  the  people  certain  sacred  rights,  liberties,  and  protec- 
tions. According  to  my  interpretation  and  Justice  Brandeis' 
interpretation  of  the  Constitution,  which  I  previously  quoted, 
the  Constitution  protects  the  people  from  wire  tappers  and 
gives  the  Congress  no  authority  to  authorize  and  permit  wire 
tapping. 

Mr.  Chairman,  a  wire  tapper  destroys  the  sanctity  of  the 
home  and  invades  the  person  and  his  house  secretly  and 
without  warning  and  violates  the  fourth  and  fifth  amend- 
ments to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  [  Applause.  1 
Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in  op- 
position to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  regret  to  find  myself  in  disagreement  with 
my  good  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

The  pending  amendment  proposes  to  strike  out  section  2, 
the  only  section  written  into  the  bill  to  protect  the  innocent. 
If  this  resolution  should  be  adopted  without  section  2  we 
would  deprive  the  innocent  of  the  protection  they  are  entitled 
to. 

What  does  section  2  provide?    That  there  can  be  no  wire 
tapping  unless  and  until  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  finds   Lhere  is  probable  cause  to  believe  that  some 
violation  described  in  section  1  of  the  bill  Is  taking  place, 
has  taken  place,  or  about  to  take  place,  and  so  certifies  in 
writing.    Mr.  Pressman  was  concerned  about  protecting  the 
innocent  and  section  2  was  written  into  the  bill  by  the  com- 
mittee to  meet  that  very  situation. 
Mr.  JONKMAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    I  yield. 
Mr.  JONKMAN.    Will  the  gentleman  tell  me  whether  or 
not  it  is  true  that  wire  tapping  can  be  promiscuous  under  all 
circumstances  except  inf ormat'  ^n  so  obtained  cannot  be  used 
unless  the  Attorney  General  says  that  such  a   condition 
obtains? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    No;  it  cannot  be  promiscuous. 
The  Attorney  General  must  certify  that  sabotage,  treason, 
•  seditious  conspiracy,  or  espionage,  or  violation  of  the  neu- 
trality laws — one  of  these  five  things  has  been  done,  is  being 
done,  or  about  to  l>e  done. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  say  that  in 
every  case  in  which  wires  are  tapped  there  must  be  this  cer- 
tification by  the  Attorney  General? 


Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Absolutely,  and  it  goes  even 
further  than  that.  It  says  that  the  information  so  obtained 
shall  not  be  used  for  any  other  purpose  than  the  investiga- 
tion of  these  matters  that  strike  at  the  very  root  of  national 
defense,  that  they  shall  not  be  admissible  in  evidence  except 
In  connection  with  prosecution  for  an  offense  indicated  in 
section  1  of  the  bill,  and  then  only  on  the  production  of 
such  certificate  of  the  Attorney  General  in  court. 

My  good  friend  from  Wisconsin  denounces  wire  tapping, 
and  insists  that  it  would  Invade  the  rights  of  our  people. 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  very  carefully  protected  the 
people  of  this  country  against  improper  or  promiscuous 
wire  tapping,  yet  my  friend  from  Wisconsin  offers  an 
amendment  to  take  out  of  the  bill  the  only  language  in  it 
that  affords  the  Innocent  that  protection. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  I  know  that  he  wants  to  keep  the  record 
straight. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    I  yleM. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  My  amendment  removes 
the  entire  permissive  wire-tapping  provision  from  this  bill, 
and  the  prohibition  against  wire  tapping  which  is  now  on 
the  statute  books  applies  if  the  bill  as  amended  by  my 
amendment  is  enacted  into  law.  I  have  been  opposing  wire 
tapping  for  many  years.  I  beUeve  that  Justice  Brandeis 
was  positively  correct  in  the  position  which  he  took  In  the 
wire-tapping  case  of  Olmstead  against  the  United  States, 
from  which  I  have  quoted  today. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  must 
reach  this  great  group  of  enemy  aliens,  and  some  of  our 
own  people,  who  engage  in  these  treasonable  and  other  acts 
to  destroy  our  Ooveimment  and  who  are  using  our  tele- 
phone and  telegraph  lines  in  order  to  overthrow  this  Gov- 
ernment, destroy  our  factories  and  shops,  and  cripple  our 
national  defense.  These  enemies  use  the  telephone  and 
telegraph  to  plot  against  our  Nation  and  carry  out  their 
diabolical  schemes.  This  bill  only  gives  the  Department  of 
Justice  the  right  to  meet  these  criminal  enemies  on  their 
own  ground  and  bring  them  to  Justice. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
debate  on  this  amendment  and  on  the  bill  itself.  I  am  not 
a  lawyer;  therefore  I  cannot  approach  it  from  the  stand- 
point of  legal  training.  However.  I  take  a  back  seat  to  no 
one  in  regard  to  my  respect  for  and  loyalty  to  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States.  I  am  in  favor  of  this  bill  and  op 
posed  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin IMr.  ScHATEHl,  which  would  emasculate  the  bill. 

Some  time  ago  I  had  occasion  to  make  a  study  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  a  document  which  was  framed 
in  the  closing  days  of  the  eighteenth  century,  and  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  latest  State  which  has  come  into  this  Union. 
Arizona  Is  the  youngest  member  of  the  family.  I  find  there 
is  great  similarity  between  the  bills  of  rights  in  those  two 
documents,  but  the  more  than  a  century  Intervening  between 
the  writing  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  of  the  Federal  Gkjvernment 
and  that  of  my  own  State  has  caused  many  additions  to 
be  made  in  that  of  the  State  of  Arizona.  We  call  ours  the 
declaration  of  rights.  For  instance,  I  find  that  certain 
things,  undreamed  of  by  the  foimders  of  this  Republic,  had 
come  Into  being  between  1787  and  1910  and  the  men  who 
drafted  the  Constitution  of  Arizona  found  that  they  must 
be  dealt  with  with  the  same  wisdom  If  we  can  summon  it. 
as  the  founding  fathers  dealt  with  the  problems  of  human 
liberty  and  rights  back  in  1787.  They  safeguarded  against 
evils  then  existing. 

I  recall  once  upon  a  time  two  religious  leaders  getting  into 
a  violent  dispute  as  to  whether  the  use  of  tobacco  was 
proper  on  the  part  of  Christians.  One  man  declared  that  it 
must  be  all  right  because  it  was  not  forbidden  by  the  Ten 
Commandments  or  in  the  Bible. 

The  other  reminded  him,  of  course,  that  the  use  of  tobacco 
was  unknown  when  the  sacred  literature  was  prepared- 
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There  are  safeguards  against  certain  evils  found  in  the 
newer  Constitution  not  found  in  our  ancient  supreme  law 
for  obvious  reasons.  I  may  say  In  regard  to  wire  tapping 
that  if  there  is  nothing  in  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  menUoning  it  speciilcally.  we  can  explain  the  omis- 
sion easily  on  the  ground  that  such  was  imknown  to  the  men 
who  wrote  the  fundamental  law  of  our  land.  Principles  re- 
main, even  if  names  change,  and  new  names  and  acts  are 
added  through  the  years. 

V/e  have  had  to  revise  our  Bill  of  Rights.  It  may  be  pro- 
claimed that  "the  right  to  bear  arms  shall  never  be  infringed," 
but  we  cannot  take  that  too  literally  and  permit  gangsters 
to  run  our  streets  with  sawcd-off  shotguns  and  that  sort  of 
thing.  In  other  words,  we  must  safeguard  constitutional 
principles  in  the  sense  of  Justice  under  modem,  changed  con- 
ditions as  living  has  become  more  complex.  In  this  high- 
powered,  scientific  age,  crime  has  outrun  law.  For  that 
reason,  this  bill  is  a  safe,  sane  modification  of  the  fimda- 
mental  law  of  the  land.  I  would  make  a  distinction  be- 
tween those  constitutional  principles  which  are  eternal  ver- 
ities, or  those  "ancient  landmarks,  which  we  must  not  re- 
move." and  some  of  the  temporary  provisions  found  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  The  Bill  of  Rights  must 
not  l>e  used  as  a  shield  for  evildoers. 

I  want  to  give  our  citizens  full  protection  and  even  aliens 
all  the  safeguards  which  our  treaty  regulations  provide  for 
them  and  which  the  Constitution  of  our  country  and  the  laws 
of  humanity  make  necessary  for  them,  but  the  defense  of  our 
country  comes  first  m  times  like  these.  We  must  not  let 
criminals,  high  or  low.  alien  or  domestic,  have  a  free  hand. 
Even  though  it  were  not  in  this  time  of  war  emergency.  I 
would  still  favor  giving  the  Department  of  Justice  the  right 
which  this  bill  does  give  it.  I  have  great  confidence  both  in 
the  effectiveness  and  justice  of  our  Federal  Bureau  of  Inves- 
tigation. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  above.  I  ask  that  this  nullifying 
amendment  be  voted  down  and  that  the  bill  be  passed. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The   CHAIRMAN.    The   question   is   on   the   amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  SchaferI. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the  Conunlttee  rises. 
Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  Robitison  of  Utah.  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
reported  that  that  Committee,  having  had  under  considera- 
tion the  Joint  resolution  (R.  J.  Res.  571)  to  authorize  the  Fed- 
eral Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to 
conduct  investigations  In  the  interests  of  national  defense,  and 
for  that  purpo^to^rmit  wire  tapping  in  certain  cases,  pur- 
suant to  House  BesDi^tion  537.  he  reported  the  same  back  to 
the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the  previous  question  is 
ordered.  The  question  i^  on  the  engrossment  and  third  read- 
ing of  the  Jomt  resolution. 

The  Jomt  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
-"third  time,  and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  SPEIAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the 
joint  resolution. 
The  Joint  resolution  was  passed. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

XXTKNSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  which  I  made 
today  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  to  include  therein 
excerpts  from  decisions  of  notable  jurists  and  a  few  excerpts 
from  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
^gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  SchafirI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
Include  therein  two  reports  on  the  financial  condiixoa  of  our 
country. 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  SabathI? 
There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE    OF    ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted,  as 
follows: 
To  Mr.  Shippard.  for  10  days,  on  account  of  ofBclal  business. 
To  Mr.  Marcantonio.  for  yesterday  and  today,  on  account 

of  illness. 

To  Mr.  Clark,  for  3  days,  on  accoimt  of  illness. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  Whelchel,  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  ex- 
tend his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record 
and  include  therein  a  short  clipping. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  was  entirely  mistaken  In 
telling  a  great  many  Members  that  the  so-called  lawyer's 
fee  bill  would  come  up  this  afternoon.  I  had  in  my  pocket 
a  list  given  me  by  the  Cierk  of  the  Committee  on  Rules 
which  stated  that  a  rule  had  been  granted  on  this  bill,  but  I 
find  that  is  not  true;  so  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  other 
business  for  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  previous  special  order  of  the 
House,  the  gentleman  from  New  York  IMr.  Dickstein]  is 
recognized  for  20  minutes. 

SUBVERSIVE  ACTIVITIES 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  President  has  Issued  a 
call  to  all  States  and  Congress  to  join  him  in  fighting  the  de- 
structive activities  of  saboteurs  and  in  uncovering  the  men 
and  organizations  that  are  responsible  for  "fifth  column" 
activities  in  this  country.  This  order  is  commendable.  For, 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  we  have  a  congressional  committee 
which  is  supposed  to  investigate  subversive.  un-American 
activities,  groups  guilty  of  such  activities  have  grown  im- 
mensely In  membershp  and  power  in  the  last  few  years. 

Since  1933  I  have  tried  to  awaken  this  country  and  Con- 
gress in  particular  to  the  dangef  the  penetration  of  such 
subversive  groups  constitutes  to  oiir  political  and  social  way 
of  living  as  a  free  people.  But  apparently  little  attention 
was  paid  to  my  plea,  and  it  was  only  after  great  difficulty 
that  I  was  able  to  bring  about  the  creation  of  a  committee 
to  investigate  some  of  the  charges  I  had  brought  against 
well-functioning,  foreign-subsidized,  subversive  groups  in  this 
country.  The  work  of  the  committee,  which  was  ably  guided 
by  its  chairman,  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  Con- 
gressman John  W.  McCorb«ack,  was  terminated  l)€fore  its  task 
was  finished  because  certain  infiuential  groups  in  the  country 
and  certain  Members  of  this  body  did  not  want  such  an  In- 
vestigation to  be  carried  on.  For  several  years  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization,  of  which  I  have 
the  honor  to  be  chairman,  has  been  pleading  with  Congress 
and  the  Rules  Committee  to  grant  them  the  power  of  sub- 
pena  so  that  they  could  Investigate  further  some  informa- 
tion which  had  t)een  brought  to  their  attention  which  In  their 
opinion  would  disclose  the  activities  of  groups  working  against 
the  Interests  of  this  country.  There  were  a  number  of  wit- 
nesses who  had  important  Information  to  give  but  who  re- 
fused to  appear  before  the  committee  unless  immunity  was 
granted  them.  Even  though  the  committee  unanimously 
passed  a  resolution  asking  for  this  power  they  were  unable  to 
get  it  because  certain  members  of  the  all-powerlul  Rules 
Committee  did  not  wish  them  to  go  on  with  this  investigation. 

Since  1933.  when  I  returned  from  a  trip  to  Germany,  where 
I  was  able  to  observe  the  propaganda  methods  used  by  the 
Nazi  authorities.  I  have  been  warning  the  coimtry  that  Hitler 
agents,  by  creating  race  hatred  and  Intolerance,  will  try  to 
array  Americans  against  their  fellow  Americans,  thus  weak- 
ening our  people  from  within.    The  present  antialien  hysteria 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


9953 


which  is  responsible  for  most  of  the  antialien  legislation  in- 
troduced in  both  Houses  of  Congress  is  one  of  the  direct  out- 
growths of  the  dissemination  of  distrust  among  our  people. 
Instead  of  attacking  peace-loving,  law-abiding  sUiens,  we 
should  use  all  methods  at  our  command  to  tmmask  the  men 
and  organizations,  whether  they  be  directs  from  within  or 
from  without,  who  seek  to  undermine  our  democratic  form  of 
government  and  who  seek  to  force  upon  our  people  the  alien 
ideologies  of  foreign  dictators.  This,  in  my  opinion.  Is  one 
one  the  greatest  emergencies  ever  faced  by  our  country. 
There  are  a  number  of  domestic  groups  which,  by  hiding  be- 
hind protestations  of  American  patriotism,  try  to  do  the  work 
which  foreign  groups  which  could  be  detected  might  not  be 
able  to  do  as  successfully.  While  they  use  their  meetings  and 
gatherings  for  spreading  the  gospel  of  foreign  dictators,  while 
their  speakers  try  to  incite  their  followers  to  acts  of  violence 
against  their  fellow  citizens  who  still  believe  In  the  principles 
of  democracy,  they  have  the  effrontery  to  claim  protection 
imder  our  Constitution,  which  Constitution  they  insult  with 
every  word  they  utter. 

Much  has  been  stated,  Mr.  Speaker,  about  this  problem, 
both  on  the  floor  of  the  Congress  and  in  the  press,  but  very 
little  has  been  accomplished  in  eradicating  this  evil.  No 
doubt  you  have  heard  the  charges  made  by  a  number  of 
Members  of  the  House,  as  well  as  the  Senate,  about  the 
operations  of  so-called  "fifth  columnists."  But  has  any- 
thing actually  been  done  or  been  recommended  to  the  Con- 
gress to  put  a  stop  to  these  subversive  activities?  In  my 
opinion,  nothing  constructive  has  been  done.  This  is  an 
emergency,  a  serious  emergency.  I  know  the  President  is  In 
full  sympathy  with  a  program  designed  to  rid  our  country  of 
spies  and  saboteurs.  I  know  the  great  Attorney  General 
is  doing  his  job  honestly  and  faithfully,  and  I  know  we  can 
rely  upon  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
to  do  a  real  job.  However,  we  do  not  have  the  proper  laws 
to  enable  these  men  to  act  in  such  an  emergency.  I  recom- 
mend strongly  that  this  Congress  provide  them  with  laws 
to  meet  the  situation. 

No.  1.  We  must  Immediately  destroy  and  do  away  with 
the  so-called  Nazi  camps  In  this  country,  and  they  total 
about  30  or  31  in  number.  In  these  camps  they  practice, 
teach,  and  breed  hate  and  Intolerance.  They  use  these 
camps  for  drilling  and  training  of  potential  "fifth  colum- 
nists." These  camps  have  no  place  in  tliis  country  because 
they  are  foreign  to  our  principles,  foreign  to  our  form  of 
government,  and  destructive  instead  of  helpful  to  the  Gov- 
ernment. In  times  like  this  I  think  we  ought  to  make  it  a 
punishable  crime  to  wear  foreign  uniforms  and  foreign  mili- 
tary emblems  or  to  parade  on  our  highways  in  celebrating  the 
victories  of  a  foreign  dictator.  You  simply  have  to  make 
up  your  mind  to  face  the  problem  reallsticaUy. 

On  July  21,  1939,  I  introduced  a  bill  (H.  R.  6940)  to  pro- 
hibit the  wearing  of  certain  foreign  uniforms,  and  for  other 
piu-poses.  This  bill  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs.  I  have  definite  proof  and  evidence  to  present 
to  that  committee  showing  that  Nazi  uniforms  are  being 
brought  into  this  country  and  certain  American  citizens  of 
German  blood  are  compelled  to  wear  them  when  they  attend 
the  conferences  at  these  so-called  Nazi  camps. 

After  many  months  of  appealing  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs,  I  found  that  I  could  not  get  any  action  at  all. 
They  were  not  in  sympathy  with  that  kind  of  legislation.  I 
requested  some  action  and  I  received  a  letter  from  the  clerk 
of  that  committee.    This  Is  what  he  had  to  say: 

The  chairman  has  requested  me  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your 
letter  of  July  6  In  the  Interest  of  H.  R.  6940,  to  prohibit  the  wearing 
of  certain  foreign  uniforms,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  to  advise 
you  that  all  bills  of  this  nature  were  tabled  by  the  full  committee. 

I  then  wrote  another  letter  to  the  chairman,  which  letter 
was  dated  January  17.  1940.  and  received  a  reply  on  Janu- 
ary 27  advising  me  that  the  matter  will  be  called  to  the  com- 
mittee's attention.    I  never  heard  from  them  again. 

In  other  words,  one  cannot  even  get  a  hearing  before  a 
committee  to  present  evidence  of  the  sabotage  and  conspiracy 
existing  in  the  United  States  by  means  of  which  these  uni- 


forms were  being  brought  in  here  and  Americans  were  being 
compelled  to  pay  $18  for  them  and  to  wear  them  at  Nazi 
camps  in  this  country.  This  great  committee  did  not  even 
find  It  necessary  to  give  a  colleague  a  hearing.  They  tabled 
this  bill  end,  as  they  say,  other  bills  without  even  going  into 
the  facts  of  the  matter.  This  is  the  kind  of  cooperation  one 
gets  In  trying  to  purge  subversive  activities. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  something  else.  In  the  last 
6  or  8  months,  ever  since  this  war  began,  there  have  been 
brought  into  this  country  certain  moving-picture  films  from 
Nazi  Germany  and  Fascist  Italy.  There  has  not  been  one 
educational  film  among  them.  Every  film  that  has  been 
brought  in  here  has  portrayed  the  greatness  of  the  Nazi- 
Fascist  Governments.  Every  one  of  these  films  that  has  l)een 
brought  in  here  has  been  shown  in  certain  sections  of  my  city, 
as  well  as  other  cities  that  I  could  name,  and  I  wish  the 
Members  of  the  Congress  could  go  there  and  see  the  differ- 
ence in  reaction  when  they  show  a  picture  dealing  with  our. 
country  and  when  they  show  a  picture  depicting  the  greatness 
of  the  Fuehrer,  Mr.  Hitler,  and  Mr.  Mussolini.  The  crowd  Just 
goes  wild  whenever  anything  about  Germany  and  Italy  is 
shown.  I  say  to  you  that  pictures  of  this  tj'pe  which  Incite 
the  masses  of  our  people  In  these  times  when  we  are  trying 
to  clean  house  of  "fifth  columnists"  should  be  more  carefully 
censored  because  they  are  not  doing  the  country  any  good.  I 
think  we  have  been  very  lax  In  allowing  these  pictures  to  come 
in  because  they  are  not  educational.  They  do  not  show  any- 
thing but  glorification  of  war,  destruction,  and  the  killing  of 
human  beings  by  the  dictators.  Every  one  of  these  pictures 
is  along  the  same  lines,  namely,  the  justification  of  force  for 
the  glory  of  the  Fuehrer.  By  the  way,  if  you  do  not  have  the 
price,  you  can  see  these  pictures  for  nothing  because  admit- 
tance I^  free.  It  must  cost  a  lot  of  money  to  prepare  these 
pictures.  I  wonder  who  is  paying  for  it?  Here  is  an  article, 
taken  from  the  New  York  World-Telegram  of  Augtist  5,  which 
describes  the  reaction  of  the  audience  in  one  of  the  German 
theaters: 

I  Prom  the  New  York  World -Telegram  of  August  6,  1940| 
ToucviLLx.   Cool   to  Roosevelt.    Applattdb   HrrLER   in   War   Film — 

ElCHTT-SlXTH  SniEET  AXTDIENCS  MOVIS  BT   8ICHT  OF  THE  SWASTIKA 

FLTiNG  Ovn  Framcb 

(By  Allan  Keller) 

The  blond  girl  in  the  glassed-in  booth  said  the  newsreel  would 
rtart  at  1:40  p.  m.  Said  It  In  perfect  English  without  a  trace  of 
accent.  Outside  the  sun  shone  brightly  on  restaurant  and  deli- 
catessen windows.  It  mlglit  have  been  Grand  Rapids  or  Dallas  or 
Bait  Lake  City,  but  It  was  Eighty-sixth  Street,  Yorkvillc's  main  drag. 

Inside  the  Eighty-sixth  Street  Garden  a  German  screen  romance, 
with  English  subtitles  and  German  dialogic  drew  to  a  close  and 
the  Itgltts  went  up.  Perhaps  400  men  and  women.  In  shirt  sleeves, 
bouse  dresses,  and  other  unpretentious  costumes  shifted  about  m 
their  seats.    Then  the  American  newsreel  started. 

BILENCK  OSKXTS  BOOSCVKLT 

Lead  item  on  the  reel  was  a  view  of  President  Roosevelt's  visit 
to  the  Navy  Yard  at  Portsmouth,  Va  ,  and  scenes  of  shell  manu- 
facture in  the  United  Stetes  Arsenal  at  Prankford.  Pa.  The  audi- 
ence was  silent  Silent  with  the  oppressive  beavlness  that  greets 
■  speaker  when  he  says  the  wrong  thing. 

There  was  a  horse  race  at  Santa  Anita,  a  glimpse  of  the  tennis 
matches  at  Southampton,  and  a  fashion  parade.  The  audience  sat 
Immobile.  Only  Lew  Lehr's  antics  brought  a  ripple  of  laughter 
which  died  out  before  It  really  started. 

Then  came  the  piece  de  resistance — the  German  newsreel  re- 
leased by  U.  F  A.  It  started  with  a  bit  cf  pageantry  in  Sweden  and 
a  scene  or  two  of  a  boat  trip  in  Denmark.  There  was  a  trotting 
race  at  a  track  outside  Berlin  and  the  audience  stirred  as  if  some 
cf  them  recognized  the  scene. 

APPLAUD  WAB  SCTWES 

As  the  first  wind  of  a  storm  sets  the  trees  to  stirrtcg  before  the 
heavier  blasts  tear  at  the  forests,  so  this  scene  of  the  trotting 
horses  came  before  thota  of  Nazi  field  artillery  and  of  dive  txjmbers 
over  the  little  villages  of  Plcardy.  The  audience  became  restless, 
and  when  a  French  plane  was  knocked  from  the  sky  to  pliuge 
earthward  in  a  plume  of  black  smoke  the  first  applause  came  from 
the  newsreel  watchers. 

Well-paced  and  well-timed  was  the  German  newsreel.  Starting 
slowly  it  moved  ahead  with  increasing  tempo  and  seemed  to  pave 
the  way  for  the  appearance  of  Adolf  Hitler,  on  his  way  to  the 
railway  car  in  Ccmpiegne  Forest,  where  the  French  formally  sued 
for  peace. 

GBBST  BTTLm 

Hitler's  picture  on  the  screen  evoked  fresh  outbursts  of  applause. 

The  Fuehrer  grimaced  In  his  pretty  way  as  an  ofBeer  handed  txun 

a  regimental   book  to  autograph,  and  the  YorkvUle   auAlertce   was 
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radiantly  happy.  He  studied  campaign  maps  with  the  bulbciaa 
OoerUig  and  with  von  Reichenau.  and  the  handclapplng  echoed 
and  reechoed  In  the  theater. 

Swiftly  then  the  newsrecl  moved  through  scenes  of  Nazi  soldiers 
at  hand  grenade  practice,  showing  them  tossing  the  "potato 
mashers"  over  the  brink  of  a  hill:  of  swift  torpedo  boats  ferrying 
soldiers  across  a  river  In  Belgium,  and  of  rubber  boats  like  those 
that  helped  spell  ruin  In  the  polders  of  Holland.  Messerschmltta 
darted  In  and  out  of  the  clouds,  and  machine  gunners  rattled  their 
belts  of  death  through  the  light  weapons.  This  was  the  meat  of 
the  picture,  and  the  audience  loved  it. 

There  was  a  shot  of  the  French  battle  monument  at  Verdun  but 
a  Swastika  banner  unrolled  down  Its  face,  and  the  graven  words 
were  blotted  out.     This  brought  more  applause. 

NO  CSUSSOMZ  SCENES 

Here  were  no  battle  scenes,  no  mangled  bodies  to  make  women 

think  of  relatives  facing  death  and  no  shots  of  the  shattered  homes 
in    Hamburg.    Essen    or    Dortmund.     It    was    war — but    the    war    of 
generals  behind  the  lines,  In  field  headquarters  and  on  the  sleek 
battlewagcns  In  the  North  Sea. 
A  glimpse  of  the  Cathedral  In  Strasbourg.  Alsace,  and  the  words 

of  the  announcer  In  German  pointing  out  that  this  had  once  been 
a  German  city  brought  forth  renewed  clapping. 

So.  Onally  the  newsreel  drew  to  Its  end  with  scenes  of  long  rows 
of  Nazi  banners  napping  In  the  breeze  and  of  church  bells  ringing 
from  a  doaen  towers.  Prom  the  sound  track  came  the  music  of  the 
German  anthem.  Deutschland  Ut)er  Alles. 

Mr.  STEFAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  What  particular  picture  is  the  gentleman 
referring  to?  Will  the  gentleman  explain  that  for  our  own 
cnlighterunent? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Well,  I  cannot  give  you  the  name  of  any 
particular  picture,  but  in  the  last  months  there  have  been 
at  least  10  of  them  brought  in  under  the  heading  "The 
Fuehrer  Conquers"  or  "The  Leader  Will  Conquer."  They  por- 
tray these  war  scenes  and  show  these  death  pictures  to  the 
public  and  the  masses  in  justification  of  Hitler's  aggression, 
and  as  I  said  a  moment  ago.  you  dc  not  have  to  have  the 
price  if  you  want  to  go  in  and  see  the  pictures. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  came  in  just  a  little  late  and  I  beg  the 
gentleman's  pardon  for  that,  but  did  the  gentleman  refer  at 
all  to  the  picture  that  we  looked  at  in  the  old  House  Office 
Building  seme  nights  ago?  Is  that  now  being  relesised  for 
public  con.sumption? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  think  so.  but  I  am  not  talking  about 
that  particular  picture.  I  am  tallcing  about  pictures  that 
are  brought  directly  from  Germany  and  Fascist  Italy  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  inciting  the  people  and  of  impressing  them 
with  the  power  and  leadership  of  a  destructive  group  of 
people  who  are.  as  they  state,  going  to  conquer  the  world. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  The  gentleman  is  referring  to  the  pictures 
that  have  been  released,  apparently,  through  the  regular  pic- 
ture organizations? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  No;  I  do  not  believe  that  they  were  re- 
leased by  American  companies.  They  were  made  on  the 
battlefields  of  Europe  where  the  war  is  on  and  are  definitely 
biased  in  their  approach. 

Mr.  STEFAN.    How  are  they  released  in  this  country? 

B4r.  DICKSTEIN.  Frankly.  I  do  not  know  and  I  think 
that  we  ought  to  look  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  The  gentleman  misses  my  question.  Who 
is  releasing  these  pictures  commercially  for  the  general  public 
to  see? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    They  have  their  Nazi  saboteurs 

Mr.  STEFAN.  But  they  are  not  in  the  regtilar  moving- 
picture  houses? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Yes;  they  bring  them  Into  the  regular 
moving -picture  houses  and  give  them  to  the  operators  in  cer- 
tain areas  to  present,  and  it  does  not  cost  them  anything. 
This  is  done  just  to  create  sympathy  for  their  cause,  and  we 
ought  to  stop  it. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield  further.  I  under- 
stand the  picture  we  looked  at  the  other  night  in  the  old 
House  OfBce  Building  was  brought  in  here  by  M-G-M.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  did  not  see  the  picture  the  gentleman 
Is  referring  to. 
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They  must  be 


Mr.  STEFAN.    You  refer  to  other  pictures? 
released  through  some  exhibitors. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Not  necessarily;  they  may  be  brought  In 
from  Germany  through  diplomatic  channels,  and  in  some  way 
they  find  their  way  into  certain  sections  and  into  certain 
moving-picture  houses.  Of  course,  some  of  them  might  have 
been  released  by  some  exhibitors. 

Mr.  THILL.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrleld? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  THILL.  I  believe  this  propaganda  should  be  con- 
demned bitterly,  and  I  think  also  that  not  only  the  German 
propaganda  film.«!  but  the  Fascist  propaganda  films  and  also 
the  British  films  should  be  kept  out.    There  was  e  picture 

called  The  Lion  Has  Wings,  which  was  nothing  but  pure  Brit- 
ish propaganda.  Does  not  the  gentleman  feel  that  that 
should  be  done  away  with  likewise? 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  If  we  consider  this  an  emergency,  it 
seems  to  me  that  we  should  do  away  with  a  lot  of  things  that 
do  not  belong  here.  These  are  not  educational  pictures  for 
the  benefit  of  our  population.  They  are  war  pictures,  pre- 
pared especially  for  home  consumption  and  for  the  United 
States.  In  fact,  a  few  weeks  ago  the  f>oltce  had  to  go  in  to 
rescue  one  single  American  who  stood  up  and  resented  the 
showing  of  siich  biased  pictures.  The  audience  finally  threw 
him  out.  This  illustrates  the  nature  and  the  tension  of  the 
crowd. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Siieaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  5  minutes  more. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  gentle- 
man proceeding  for  2  minutes.  Is  the  gentleman  asking  for 
any  more  than  that?  j 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    I  am  asking  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  FISH.    I  object  to  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  is  recognized  for  2  additional  minutes. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  We  should  withdraw  the  privilege  of 
second-  and  third-class  mail  from  i)eople  and  organizations 
that  use  the  United  States  mails  to  distribute  their  vicious 
propaganda  material  which  seeks  to  destroy  the  very  foimda- 
tions  of  our  form  of  government.  If  this  should  not  be  pos- 
sible. I  would  suggest  that  such  organizations  be  forced  to 
state  the  contents  of  their  publications  on  the  cover  of  the 
envelopes  so  as  to  show  the  Government  and  the  people  that 
these  publications  are  published  for  propaganda  purposes. 
Misrepresentation  of  contents  should  be  prosecuted,  because 
the  people  who  preach  and  practice  un-Americanism  ought  to 
be  registered  with  the  State  Department  to  show  that  they 
are  in  that  business,  and  that  they  are  sending  out  this  par- 
ticular kind  of  propaganda. 

Mr.  STEFAN.     Oh,  they  are  registered  now. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  They  are  not  registered 
only  registration  the  State  Department  has  is 
McCormack  committee  recommended,  and  that  Is  the  regis- 
tration of  foreign  agents.  I  am  talking  al)out  domestic  and 
foreign  persons  that  use  the  second-class  mail,  not  for  busi- 
ness purposes  but  for  the  purpose  of  distributing  anti-Semitic 
and  un-American  propaganda  in  this  country. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  believe  if  the  gentleman  will  visit  the 
State  Department  he  will  find  that  they  are  doing  a  very  good 
work  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  am  not  criticizing  the  efficiency  of  the 
State  Department  but  the  inefficiency  of  our  postal  laws.  The 
law  ought  to  be  amended. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  that  is  not 
safeguarded,  and  it  ought  to  be;  but  the  State  Department 
has  done  a  great  work. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  went  before  the  Committee  on  the 
Post  Office  and  Post  Roads  and  presented  a  plan  that  I 
thought  was  a  good  plan,  and  I  got  no  action  whatever. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Has  the  gentleman  discussed  it  with  the 
State  Department? 


at  all.    The 
the  one  the 
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Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  No;  I  have  not.  I  think  this  is  a  legisla- 
tive problem  which  should  be  handled  by  Congress.  Congress 
and  the  people  of  this  country  must  act  and  act  before  it  will 
be  too  late.  Americans  must  forget  their  political  differences 
and  unite  in  the  fight  to  preserve  their  heritage  of  freedom 
of  thought  and  freedom  of  action. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  has  again  expired. 

WHY  riKANCI  IKCREASED   AGRICULTUHAL    PRODTTCTION  WHILE   WB 
AlAEAOY  FINANCE  DECREASED  AGUCTTLTUKAL  PRODUCTION? 

Mr.  MURRAY.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimoxjs  consent  to 

revise  and  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
my  statement  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

T^ere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  following  tables  show  the 
amount  of  money  expended  and  the  acreage  put  under  Irriga- 
tion since  the  beginning  of  these  federally  financed  projects: 

Crabt  No.  I— Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
expenditure  by  fiscal  years  (construction  cost) 

Fiscal  year: 

i922rrrrrrrrrrrrmziiririmimrirrrrrr- 


$8,870,755 

e.  244.  200 

6,247,205 

7.991,039 


Chart  No.  1. — Department  of  the  Interior.  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
expenditures  by  fiscal  yeart  (construction  cost) — Continued 

Fiscal  vear — Continued. 

1924 W.  565.  850 

1925 :     7.  610. 030 

1926 _ — 6.354.  147 

1927... 6.  169.026 

1928 6. 966.  449 

1929 7,  898,  SOS 

1930 8.  611.  89T 

1931 13. 037, 300 

1932-._ 26. 806. 669 

1933 25. 307.  007 

1834 26.904.  121 

1935 43,  828.  646 

1938 40, 522. 811 

1937 67.  742.  182 

1938 69. 821.  895 

1939 72, 218.  668 

1940 — —  90.  000.  000 

Yearly  average  appropriation  before  the  New  Deal 8. 863, 000 

Yearly  average  appropriation  under  ttie  New  Deal 62.030.000 

We  appropriate  millions  not  only  to  control  production  but 
also  millions  to  buy  up  surpluses,  millions  for  export  bounties, 
and  continue  to  appropriate  additional  millions  to  increase  the 
agricultural  production  of  our  country.  While  $3,000,000,000 
has  been  paid  as  a  subsidy  to  agriculture  the  past  7  years, 
the  farmers  have  $6,000,000,000  as  their  share  of  the  in- 
creased public  debt  to  be  repaid  by  them  with  interest  added. 


CHAjrr  No.  2. — Reclamation  table — Cumulative  crop  values.  1906-39 


Year 


MM. 
1907. 
NOS. 

law. 

1910. 
1911. 
1912. 
1913. 
1914. 
1915. 
1916. 
1917. 

r)is. 

1919. 
1«». 
1921. 
1922. 
19X3. 
I»24. 
1935. 
I9M. 
1927. 
I92S. 


Fodfral  irr  fatioo  prrjw-ts" 


Irrifnted 
•ercajte 


mo. 

1931. 
19» 

19a. 

igs4. 

193S. 
IIM. 

ns?. 


22.  .100 

1ST.  (V» 

2m.  MS 

410.  «28 

471.423 

£fi2.31I 

614.477 

604.  142 

761.271 

8ia<>49 

922.821 

1.  OK.  163 

I.  nv.  MA 

1. 187. 255 

1,223,4» 

1, 227.  .VM 

1.302.130 

1.213.700 

1.290.  mo 

1.320.300 
1.41 1.«» 
1.37H.9go 
1.44Z(K«) 
1. 4(0. 900 
1.  MM.  810 
1,522.719 
1.5S5.144 
l.aM.77D 
1. 552. 124 
1.640.9M 
1,702.192 
1.725.463 
1,777,»4 


Net  area 
in  culti- 
vation 
(acreage) 


Total  crop  raluc 


For  year — 


'20.100 
«  108. 000 

413.000 

470.  100  I 

540.000 

637.227 

703.434 

7(i0.O35 

M8.J«1 

1.061.193 
1.113.469 
1,15.3.  K» 
1. 1.^7. 900 

1.  ira.  100 

1.179.870 
1.216.610 
1.  242.  750 
1, 32\  810 
1.  32C,.  810 
1.  W.\  560 
1.430,070 
1.467.097 
1.462.S6S 
1.506.331 
1.(39.001 
1.464.40S 
1.601106 
1.629. 174 
1.700.909 
1.761M3 
1.903,209 


S344.900 
4.760,460 
7.635.  S88 
ll,»au.6A3 
12,044,639 
13,Osfi,441 
16. 007,  U4 
IS,  C76,  409 
16.47.1.517 

18. 164.  452 
32.815,972 
6^462.313 
9^821.396 
dei974. 137 
86.171.650 
49.620,300 
50. 360,  HM 
66.046.300 
66.488.560 
77,608.880 
eB,»0.630 
70,985.450 
801238.900 
•7.  sat.  670 
M.418.940 
40. 121.0K9 

31. 165.  752 
48. 138. 576 
59.628.327 
91001.663 
28.902.818 
TtM16«0 

•r.8n.804 

73.769,654 


Cumulntive 
total 


$.\005,360 

12.041.248 

24.  561.U11 

37,  Mt\  hH) 

SO,  Wl.  S91 

66.6no.  125 

82, 276.  .VJl 

98.  7.52. 0.11 

116.016.503 

149.  732.  475 

2r«.  104.  788 

273.016.184 

361.990.321 

42S.161.971 

477. 782. 271 

52S.  143. 121 

W3. 180.  421 

6Sit.  677. 981 

737.286.861 

797. 6.'i6.  4K1 

80. 641.  931 

94\SW.  731 

1. 036.  440.  401 

1.  KKl.  )\.tO.  341 

1.  140,  OSfl  4:«1 

1.172.146.182 

l,2a0.2M.758 

1,27».V13.085 

1.34.3.514.748 

1.422.417.566 

1.4'.«.V  511.21.1 

1.  .163.  171.019 

1, 63G,  94U,  673 


Warreo  Act  lands 


Irrirnted 
•rremiw 


i  501,  KM) 
916.313 
981.940 
1.001.2.10 
983.290 
1.051.380 
930.670 
1. 019. 170 
1, 007.  100 
1,  US.  lit 
1, 23.1. 02C 
1.234.230 
1.286.046 
1,293.889 
1.214.461 
1.230.017 
1.285,081 
1.294.680 
1.335.095 
1.3M),3»I 
1,329,  115 
1. 218, 108 


Net  art>a 

in  cult  i 

vat'on 

Cacr^ase) 


•  481,600 
880.613 
95(1.  891) 
9n>,  550 
951,270 
998.040 
880,  4C0 

051. 2no 

949.590 
1, 072.  486 
1, 192.  (m 
1. 192.  9W) 
1,  2.Vi.  403 
1,111.8.30 
1.  196.  400 
1.190.113 
1.229.504 
1,  256,  970 
1. 272,  745 
1. 3.33.  801) 
1, 276.  3.32 
1. 174, 803 


Total  crop  valoe 


For  year— 


$3.1. 000. 000 
64.368.468 
47.  836,  7.10 
45,  2KS.  030 
33.  244t,  K40 
37.  557.  860 
*A.  237.  47(1 

53.  6.1.1.  S50 
49.  75t).  (HO 
61.160.010 
6Z  19,1.  .rjo 
72.  730,  400 

54.  6.14.  5.10 
S3.  406,  340 
18,627.219 
35,  4Z1,  S70 
40.  160, 676 
43,170.631 
57.  .199.  662 
45.  764. 623 
45.  fi03,  6.16 
40,313.140 


CuinulalJ%-e 
total 


Entire  are* 


Irrigated 
acreage 


S99. 
147. 
192. 
22.1. 
26.3. 

am;. 

360. 
400. 
471. 

,va. 

6(l»l, 

ef<\ 

604, 
712. 
748. 
788. 
831. 
889. 
93.1, 
980. 
1.021, 


368.468 
205,218 
493.848 
734.6,SS 
2U%548 
530. 018 
18.1,868 
93.1.  UOS 
09.1, 918 
.191.238 
311.728 
966.278 
372.618 
099.837 
42.1.  707 
586.383 
766.014 
36.1.676 
130.299 
733.055 
047,095 


22,300 

187.638 

280.549 

410.  r>28 

471.423 

.162,311 

614. 477 

604.  142 

761.271 

810. 649 

022.821 

l,03r..fi63 

» 1,  620.  666 

2.  1(«.  .168 

2.  2(»o,  420 

2.  228,  7.V) 

2.  1R.1,  420 

2.2ii.1.0M) 

2.  221.  .160 

2.  339,  470 

2.508.210 

2.  527.  105 
2, 677.  100 
Z  718.  130 
2.700.8,16 
2.816.607 
2,708.605 
2. 828.  787 
2. 837.  205 
2. 93.1. 616 
3,038,  187 

3.  114.801 
3,  106.609 
3.140,976 


Net  area 

in  cuiti 

vat'on 

(acreaRe) 


'30.100 
'169.000 

•  aco.  .100 

>  3r«.  .100 

413.000 

470.100 

540.000 

637.227 

703.424 

780,035 

858.201 

90C.  7H4 

1,532,79;{ 

1.904.062 

2,  104.  710 

2. 127.  4.10 

2. 120.  370 

2. 172.  910 

2. 106. 0A( 

2.  194.000 

Z278.4O0 

2,389.296 

2.577.590 

2. 613. 060 

2,  721, 500 

Z  714. 395 

2.702,730 

2,729.016 

2,003.999 

Z  861. 136 

2  901.919 

3. 034.  769 

2.(>4U.(>05 

3,078,072 


Total  crop  value 


For  year— 


(244.900 

4.760,460 

7.  «V1.1,  S8S 

ii.»an.«ft.3 
12. 944. 6.39 
13,086.441 
16. 007,  134 

15,  676.  400 

16,  47.1.  517 
18,  164,  412 
32,815,972 
.16.  46Z313 

101.821,396 
1.13.342.605 
114,008,400 
94,  908,  m) 
83,601.600 
Un.  6(14.  160 

109,  72fs  030 
131.264.730 
110.119.660 
132,  145,  460 
142.734,120 
160.  280.  160 

110.  ()7.J,  400 
73,  .127,  429 
49.  702. 071 
8.3.  .V>4.  446 
90.  780.  (103 

106. 781, 294 
136,  .102.  4fl0 
118.6.'W.272 
113,  4&3.  460 
114.082,794 


Cumulative 
t4>tal 


$5,005,900 

12. 641.  348 

24.  SAI.9II 

37. 506,  5.V) 

5a59Z891 

66.600. 1 25 

SZ  276. 534 

OK  7.1Z  051 

116.016.S03 

149,73Z475 

306.  194.  7H8 

308.016,  184 

461.358.789 

675. 367. 189 

670.276,119 

75-».  877.  809 

856,481.060 

066.  217.  000 

1,007.472.729 

1,  207.  69Z  3H9 

1. 339,  737,  849 

1, 48Z  471,  069 

I,64Z7S1129 

1.7«1. 825.619 

1. 835. 353. 048 

1.885.14(5.019 

1.968.  7M,  485 

Z068,49g.488 

Z  175,  2aa  762 

Z  31 1.783,  242 

Z  4.10.  441.  514 

Z  54.3, 004. 974 

Z  657, 987,  708 


'  IdcIuiIm  projects  constructed  by  the  United  Stotes  and  those  for  which  supptemental  water  it  furnished  from  stonwe  works  built  by  United  Statea. 
>  EsUmaled. 


It  Should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  3.078,072  acres  under 
irrigation  represent  less  than  1  percent  of  the  241000.000 
acres  of  cropland  harvested  each  year  in  the  United  States. 
It  should  also  be  recorded  in  this  connection  that  the  $119,- 
000.000 — last  5-year  average — of  the  total  crop  value  from 
irrigated  land  represents  over  2  percent  of  the  national  value 
of  farm  crops  average  of  $5.691,000,000— average  of  1935-39 
without  the  subsidy  payments  which  will  have  to  be  repaid, 
with  interest,  by  the  farmers  of  this  country. 

In  all  fairness,  it  must  be  plainly  stated  that  these  funds 
are  supposed  to  be  recovered  by  the  Federal  Treasury,  al- 
though large  losses  have  been  entailed  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment during  these  years. 

I  am  not  questioning  the  wisdom  of  appropriating  f imds  for 
the  purpose  of  putting  lands  under  irrigation.    I  am  not 


speaking  for  irrigation  or  against  irrigation  as  a  system  of 
crop  production.  In  fact,  having  lived  in  an  area  that  has 
suffered  from  droughts  and  is  still  suffering  the  effects  of  the 
droughts  of  the  past  10  years.  I  am  personally  sympathetic  to 
the  benefits  to  be  obtained  liy  this  method  of  farming. 

The  question  I  wish  to  discuss  is.  Why  should  these  huge 
appropriations  have  been  made  during  the  past  7  years,  when 
everyone  is  crying  about  a  surplus  of  agricultural  products? 
The  foregoing  tables  bring  up  the  following  questions: 
First.  Why  should  we  appropriate  $500,000,000  a  year  under 
the  guise  of  soil  conservation,  which  is  really  crop  control,  in 
an  effort  to  raise  agricultural  prices. when  we  appropriated 
six  times  more  per  annum  for  putting  new  lands  under  Irri- 
gation during  the  pact  8  years  than  we  did  before  the  New 
Deal? 
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Second.  Is  not  the  present  soil-conservation  program 
really  misleading?  Is  It  not  true  the  most  fertile  farm  in 
America  can  be  ruined  and  be  depleted  in  its  fertility  and  still 
have  the  owner  get  New  Deal  checks  for  conserving  the 
fertility? 

Third.  Is  It  not  time  that  someone  take  time  out  and 
study  up  a  little  on  soils  and  soil  chemistry,  enough  to  know 
what  elements  of  fertility  should  be  conserved?  Or  is  the 
main  purpose  to  conserve  the  New  Deal? 

Fourth.  If  anyone  Is  sincerely  interested  In  conserving  the 
fertility  of  the  soil  of  this  Nation,  would  it  not  be  well  to  go 
slow  on  putting  more  land  under  irrigation  and  leave  this 
land  for  future  generations?  At  least,  would  it  not  sound 
reasonable  to  leave  this  land  in  its  natural  state  until  the 
time  the  Government  did  not  have  to  take  money  out  of  the 
Federal  Treasury  to  control  the  crop  production  of  land 
already  under  cultivation? 

Fifth.  Should  not  these  appropriations  be  curtailed  until 
the  Federal  Government  did  not  have  to  pay  an  export  bounty 
of  25  cents  per  bushel  on  wheat  and  $7.50  a  bale  on  cotton  in 
order  to  get  rid  of  it? 

Sixth.  With  millions  of  bushels  of  wheat  and  com  on  hand 
and  millions  of  bales  of  cotton  in  storage  with  loans  In  excess 

ol  the  market  price,  would  it  not  be  using  a  little  common 
horse  sense  to  curtail  these  appropriations  which  put  large 
acreages  of  really  productive  land  under  irrigation? 

Seventh.  Why  should  we  appropriate  money  from  the  Fed- 
eral Treasury  for  a  little  over  a  third  of  the  crops  in  an  effort 
to  give  them  somewhere  near  parity  when  at  the  same  time 
we  appropriate  millions  to  put  more  land  under  heavy  pro- 
duction, as  we  have  done  in  the  irrigated  acres?  Although 
this  is  my  first  term  in  Congress.  I  am  happy  to  think  that  I 
have  at  least  been  able  to  equalize  and  reduce  the  interest 
burden  of  the  farmers  of  this  coimtry  to  an  extent  that  repre- 
sents a  saving  of  tens  of  thousands  of  dollars  each  year  to  the 
farmers  of  my  district  and  an  annual  saving  of  millions  of 
dollars  to  the  farmers  of  the  Nation. 

Eighth.  Is  not  this  Just  one  more  of  the  cross-purposes  of 
the  New  Deal?  Does  not  the  New  Deal  philosophy  call  for 
funds  to  control  a  situation,  more  funds  to  stimulate  the  situ- 
ation, and  then  more  and  more  funds  to  control  the  situation 
they  have  themselves  stimulated  or  caused? 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  in  three  different  particu- 
lars and  to  include  therein  a  list  of  the  Federal  expenditures 
and  loans  made  in  three  different  countries  in  my  district 
Xrom  March  4.  1933.  until  June  30.  1939. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  on  three  sub- 
jects. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

-  j  PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOT7SB 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
on  tomorrow,  after  disposition  of  business  on  the  Speaker's 
table  and  any  other  special  orders  that  have  been  entered.  I 
may  be  permitted  to  address  the  Hoase  for  20  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  special  order  of  the 
House  heretofore  entered  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Fish  J  is  recognized  for  30  minutes. 

NATIONAL    DEFENSE    AND    CONSCRIPTION 

Mr.  FISH.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  asked  for  this  time  this 

afternoon  because  I  expect  to  be  absent  for  several  weeks 
attending  the  war  maneuvers  in  the  northern  part  of  New 
York  as  a  colonel  in  the  Reserve  Corps  and  as  umpire  in 
these  war  games.  I  may  be  a  lone  voice  crying  in  the  wilder- 
ness, but.  nevertheless,  I  desire  to  take  this  opportunity  to 
make  some  comments  on  the  pending  draft  or  conscription 
bill  and  to  iirge  Congress  to  exhaust  every  possibility  of  the 


American  volunteer  system  before  resorting  to  the  Eiu-opean 
war  or  conscription  system. 

The  question  of  national  defense  is  one  of  the  greatest 
issues  before  the  country  at  the  present  time,  second  only  to 
the  major  issue  of  keeping  America  out  of  foreign  wars.  Not 
many  years  ago  in  this  country  the  very  word  "conscript" 
would  raise  a  shudder  in  the  minds  of  free  Americans.  Back 
in  1900  the  Democratic  Party  in  its  national  platform  had  this 
to  say  about  militarism  and  conscription: 

MIUTAIUSM    OPPOSED 

We  oppose  militarism.  It  means  conquest  abroad  and  intimida- 
tion and  opnresslon  at  home.  It  means  the  strong  arm  which  has 
ever  been  fatal  to  free  Institutions. '  It  Is  what  millions  of  our  citi- 
zens have  fled  from  in  Europe.  It  wlU  Impose  upon  our  peace- 
loving  people  •  •  •  an  unnecessary  burden  of  taxation  and 
will  be  a  constant  menace  to  their  llljerties.  •  •  •  This  Re- 
public has  no  place  for  a  vast  military  service  and  conscription. 

THE    NATIONAJ.    COAKO 

In  time  of  danger  the  volunteer  soldier  is  his  country's  beat 
defender.  The  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  shoxild  ever  be 
cherished  in  the  patriotic  hearts  of  a  free  people.  Such  organiza- 
tions are  ever  an  element  of  strength  and  safety.  For  the  first  time 
m  our  history  •  •  •  there  has  been  a  wholesale  departure  from 
our  time-honored  and  approved  system  of  volunteer  organization. 
We  denounce  it  as  un-American,  undemocratic,  and  unrepubllcan. 
and  as  a  subversion  of  the  ancient  and  fixed  principles  of  a  free 
people. 

The  people  In  this  country  came  over  here  to  enjoy  their 
civil  rights  and  liberties  and  to  get  away  from  militarism  and 
autocracy.  In  the  World  War  we  who  fought  on  the  battle- 
fields of  France  were  told  that  we  were  fighting  against  both 
autocracy  and  militarism.  It  would  be  a  sad  travesty  if  now. 
after  22  years,  we  should  import  identically  the  same  Euro- 
pean military  and  war  system  of  conscription  which  has  been 
largely  responsible  for  the  continuous  wars  between  Germany, 
France,  and  Italy. 

These  extracts  regarding  militarism  and  conscription  from 
the  Democratic  platform  of  1900  are  just  as  true  and  sound 
today  as  40  years  ago.  I  submit  to  both  Democrats  and 
Republicans  alike  that  abhorrence  of  conscription  in  Amer- 
ica is  exactly  the  same  today  as  it  was  at  the  beginning  of 
the  century.  I  believe  every  Member  of  Congress  is  in  favor 
of  adequate  national  defense,  a  Navy  second  to  none,  a  Navy 
that  is  the  largest  in  the  world  or  maybe  twice  as  large  as 
any  other  in  the  world;  a  huge  air  force  of  approximately 
20.000  or  25.000  planes,  and  a  large  Regular  Army  and  a 
large  National  Guard  combined  between  800.000  and  1,000.- 
000.  That  ought  to  give  us  absolute  national  defense,  total 
national  defense  against  any  one  enemy  or  against  all  pos- 
sible enemies  combined. 
Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Now  you  have  made  a  very  fine  state- 
ment and  I  agree  with  you,  but  who  is  going  to  take  care  of 
these  armaments — the  ships  and  the  planes?  We  have 
got  the  planes  and  we  have  got  the  ships  and  we  have  got 
everything  ready  to  go.    Who  is  going  to  take  care  of  it? 

Mr.  FISH.  Well,  we  are  having  no  trouble.  I  will  say  to 
the  gentleman,  in  manning  our  Navy.  Every  quota  has  been 
filled  and  all  the  volunteers  asked  for  have  been  forthcoming 
and  our  Navy  new  has  all  the  men  it  needs.  Although  we 
have  few  airplanes — we  have  perhaps  some  on  order — we 
only  have  about  four  or  five  thousand  airplanes  on  hand. 
50,000  young  Americans  have  already  volunteered — selected 
young  Americans,  who  must  have  2  years  college  training 
even  to  volunteer,  have  already  volunteered,  so  we  have  no 
dlfBculty  there  in  manning  our  air  force  now  or  in  the  futxire, 

no  matter  how  large  we,  the  Congress,  may  decree  that  it 
should  be.  When  it  comes  to  the  Army — and  the  reason  I  am 
speaking  today,  as  I  said,  is  because  I  am  leaving  tomorrow 
to  act  as  an  umpire  at  the  Army  war  games  in  northern  New 
York.  I  realize  that  many  Members  of  Congress  are  polit- 
ically on  the  spot  in  regard  to  the  conscription  bill.  I  see 
no  reason  for  those  in  close  districts,  if  they  do  not  want  to. 
to  take  any  sides  on  this  controversial  question  of  conscrip- 
tion at  the  present  time. 

I  am  very  glad  to.  because  with  me  it  Is  a  fimdamental 
American  issue  that  transcends  all  party  lines.    I  am  opposed 
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to  conscription  in  peacetime  unless  it  is  found  to  be  absolutely 
necessary,  after  exhausting  every  effort  to  secure  volunteers. 
In  such  an  event  I  would  vote  for  conscription.  I  do  not  be- 
Ueve.  however,  that  the  conscription  bill  will  oome  before  the 
House  for  two.  or  possibly  three  weeks,  or  maybe  more.  It 
will  be  debated  in  the  other  body  for  two  or  three  weeks.  It 
win  not  be  an  Issue  before  the  House  before  that  time  and  we 
win  not  have  to  go  on  record.  In  the  meanwhile  I  am  making 
my  plea  after  considerable  investigation  to  give  the  volunteer 
system  a  chance. 

I  submit  that  if  the  Congress— and  after  all  it  Is  our  duty 
and  no  one  else's,  we  have  the  power  and  the  duty  to  legis- 
late— if  the  Congress  should  reduce  the  t  -rm  of  enlistment  in 
the  Regular  Army  and  the  National  Guard  from  3  years  to  1. 
at  the  same  time  Increase  the  pay  from  $21  to  $30  a  month,  I 
honestly  and  sincerely  believe  we  would  obtain  400,000  or 
more  vohmteers  by  the  1st  of  October. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Would  the  gentleman  fix  a  time  limit 
within  which  they  should  volunteer? 

Mr.  FISH.     I  certainly  would.    The  gentleman  has  asked  a 

▼ery  pertinent  que6tion^  and  it  is  the  main  question  involved 
in  the  issue  I  am  discussing.  One  of  the  columnists,  Mr.  Jay 
Franklin — whether  that  is  his  name  is  another  matter.  I 
think  it  is  an  alias — has  this  to  say  in  the  Star  of  August  3, 
under  the  heading  of  his  column.  We  the  people: 

Pish  and  WHnxzm  oppose  conscription,  but  suppoae  they  are 
wrong  again? 

That  is  the  heading.  He  refers  primarily,  I  suppose,  to  our 
fight  on  the  neutrality  bill  which.  I  want  to  point  out  to  the 
House,  with  its  cash-and-carry  provision  has  done  what  most 
Of  us  wanted.  It  has  kept  us  out  of  foreign  wars,  and  we  are 
not  ashamed  of  that  fight.  But  he  says  suppose  we  are 
wrong?  And  what  he  is  trying  to  argue  is  that  unless  we  put 
through  the  conscription  bill  immediately  we  will  endanger 
our  national  defense.  That  is  not  true,  we  are  not  asking  for 
any  delay  but  to  try  out  the  volunteer  system.  If  we  are  at- 
tacked by  some  foreign  foe— and  I  do  rwt  believe  we  will  be 
for  a  long  time — I  would  be  willing  to  admit  that  we  would 
be  wrong  if  his  premise  were  correct,  but  his  premise  is  totally 
wrong.  We  are  not  In  any  way  trying  to  prevent  an  identical 
Increase  in  our  Army  or  National  Guard  by  October  1.  We 
want  to  give  the  young  manhood  of  America,  whom  we  think 
as  ixttriotic  as  they  ever  were,  the  opporttmity  to  volimteer. 
During  the  World  War  approximately  1.000.000  volunteered, 
if  I  remember  the  figure  correctly. 

We  want  to  give  them  the  chance  to  volunteer  and  we  want 
to  ask  the  Congress  to  reduce  the  period  of  enlistment  from 
3  years  to  1  and  to  increase  the  pay  from  $21  to  $30  a  month. 
When  this  Ls  done  we  say  we  shall  have  no  difficulty  in  secur- 
ing 400.000  volunteers  by  the  1st  of  October.  Failing  that — I 
would  like  to  see  it  written  into  law— failing  that  the  so-called 
draft  bill  would  go  into  effect  and  we  could  select  400,000  by 
conscription.  I  am  making  my  argument  on  what  I  consider 
to  be  sound  common  sense  and  reason,  we  would  have  identi- 
cally the  same  national  defense,  identically  the  same  nimnber 
of  enlisted  men  that  we  would  imder  the  draft  bill,  and  we 
would  do  it  by  the  volimteer  system.  Failing  to  secure  these 
volunteers  I  would  vote  tar  a  partial  conscription  bill  pro- 
viding for  400.000  draftees  the  1st  of  October,  or  the  differ- 
ence between  the  volunteers  and  that  number. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
fen-  a  question? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.    The  gentleman  would  write  that  Into 

law? 

Mr.  FISH.  Yes.  I  claim  the  War  Department  has  filled 
even  under  the  3-year  enlistments  every  quota  it  has  asked  for. 
The  Eastern  newspapers  and  interventionists  have  built  up  a 
myth  by  propaganda  that  the  volunteer  system  has  been 
tried  and  has  failed. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  And  if  the  gentleman  found  we  could 
not  get  the  proper  quota  by  volimtary  enlistment  under  his 


conditions  he  would  be  willing  to  support  the  conscription 
bill? 

Mr.  FISH.  Yes.  I  would  write  that  into  law.  I  would,  of 
course,  certainly  want  to  give  them  SO  days'  time  to  enlist. 
Assuming  the  bill  was  passed  in  September,  I  would  want  to 
give  them  30  days  in  which  to  volunteer. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  The  gentleman  would  write  that  into 
law?  ; 

Mr.  FISH.    Yes;  I  would  write  that  into  the  law.  ' 
Mr.  FERGUSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  would  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  the  gentleman  In  favor  of  granting 
the  President  power  to  call  out  the  National  Guard  and  the 
Reserves  at  this  time? 

Mr.  FISH.  If  the  Regular  Army  General  Staff  informs 
Congress  it  is  absolutely  neoessary — and  they  claim  it  is — 
in  order  to  train  these  400.000  volunteers  which  I  am  asking 
for.  or  400.000  draftees  if  the  draft  becomes  atisolutely  nec- 
essary for  national  defense,  we  should  give  it  careful  consid- 
eration. I  must  admit,  however,  that  I  think  it  is  a  terrific 
hardship  on  the  members  of  the  National  Guard.  I  think  it 
is  an  unfortunate  position  to^put  them  in,  because  it  means 
they  will  lose  their  jot)s.  and  no  matter  how  we  legislate  we 
cannot  expect  they  will  get  them  back.  I  admit  to  the 
gentleman,  therefore,  that  if  I  were  here  when  the  bill  comes 
up.  and  it  probably  will  come  up  while  I  am  away  at  camp. 
but  if  I  were  here  I  would  vote  for  It  most  reluctantly,  because 
I  think  it  is  a  very  unfair  proposal. 
Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  But  the  gentleman  would  vote  for  it? 
Mr.  FISH.    Yes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
further? 

Mr.  FISH.    Yes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Does  not  the  gentleman  consider,  and  I 
know  he  does,  that  the  National  Guard  and  the  Reserve  ofB- 
cers  are  defense  forces?  They  are  our  front-line  force.  If 
we  vote  to  put  them  into  the  active  service  when  they  are 
the  second-line  defense  force,  how  can  we  Justify  not  rais- 
ing the  Regular  Army  to  a  sufficient  number  so  that  the 
National  Guard  can  go  back  to  its  normal  position? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  do  not  think  we  can,  and  should  raise  400,000 
volunteers.  I  think  it  is  a  shame  that  we  have  to  call  out  the 
National  Guard  to  train  other  troops.  If  they  could  call 
them  out  for  3  or  6  nwnths  at  the  most  to  train  these  400,000 
volunteers  or  draftees  and  get  them  started,  that  might  be 
sufficient.  I  would  like  to  see  the  National  Guard  bill 
amended  so  that  they  would  only  be  called  out  to  the  Ist  of 
April.  That  is  when  the  next  400,000  men  will  be  called 
under  the  pending  draft  bill  I  do  not  understand  why  the 
Regular  Army  officers  and  the  Reserve  officers  cannot  train 
the  newly  enlisted  men. 

I  do  not  want  to  discuss  the  Natioiud  Guard  bill.  I  would 
vote  for  it  most  reluctantly,  although  I  think  it  is  fimda- 
mentally  unfair;  but  if  we  have  to  have  it  to  train  the  volim- 
teers  In  this  emergency  or  the  draftees,  I  suppose  we  have  got 
to  vote  for  that  bill.  I  have  no  other  alternative.  The  way 
to  train  these  men  is  to  have  ofBcers  and  noncommissioned 
officers  who  are  already  trained  to  do  it.  I  suppose  the  Army 
General  Staff  Is  correct,  but  It  Is  most  unfortunate  to  have  to 
call  out  the  National  Guard  for  1  year. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     Is  it  not  most  unfair  to  call  out  the 

National  Guard  and  Reserve  oSlcers,  then  not  vote  conscrip- 
tion to  augment  those  forces? 

Mr.  FISH.  But  you  do  not  have  to  do  that,  because  we  can 
get  all  the  volunteers  we  need  if  my  suggestions  are  enacted 
into  law.  I  propose  to  vote  for  conscription  if  I  have  to  do 
so,  but  I  say  you  can  get  all  the  volimteers  you  want  for  a 
l-year  enlistment,  and  particularly  If  the  pay  is  increased  to 
$30  a  month.  You  can  get  400.000  in  no  time.  If  I  am 
wrong,  no  harm  is  done.  We  have  given  the  volunteer  system 
a  charice.  If  that  fails,  then  I  will  vote  for  conscription  with 
a  good  conscience. 

Mr.  Speaker,  what  I  want  to  do  Is  amend  the  conscription 
bill,  possibly  also  amend  the  guard  bill  when  it  comes  up. 
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reducing  the  term  of  service  from  3  years  to  1  year  and  In- 
creasing the  pay  from  $21  to  $30  a  month.    We  can  then  go 
to  the  youth  of  America  and  ask  them  to  volunteer.    I  am 
absolutely  sincere  in  my  belief  and  conviction  that  we  would 
get  400,000  by  the  1st  of  October,  or  in  a  month's  time.    Then 
we  would  not  need  the  conscript  system  and  Congress  would 
be  spared  imposing  the  Hitler  or  Exiropean  miUtary  or  war 
system  upon  America.    Militarism,  conscription,  autocracy, 
and  dictatorship  are  one  and  inseparable,  and  all  are  danger- 
ous to  free  Institutions  and  a  menace  to  our  American  way 
of  life.    A  new  Congress  will  be  elected  in  November,  which 
will  come  back  here  in  January.     Under  the  pending  draft 
^11  400.000  more  are  to  be  called  on  the  1st  of  April.    The 
volunteer  system  having  worked,  let  us  assume,  we  have  the 
400,000.    The  new  Congress,  looking  the  facts  in  the  face 
from  the  sUndpoint  of  national  defense  in  January,  can  pass 
any  legislation  that  is  needed  for  the  best  interests  of  the 
country,  whether  it  be  the  draft  system  or  the  volunteer  sys- 
tem.   ETverybody   in   this   House  knows  that   the  situation 
abroad  will  change  within  the  next  6  months.    No  one  can 
foresee  what  may  happen.    It  may  be  total  war  or  it  may  be 
total  peace  within  the  next  6  months.     If  you  follow  the  pro- 
gram I  propose  and  give  the  volunteer  system  a  chance  to 
work,  we  can  then  face  the  additional  and  new  facts  and 
world  situation  when  we  meet  next  January  and  In  the  mean- 
while we  will  not  have  one  less  soldier  in  our  armed  forces. 
Mr.  SCHATER  of  Wisconsin.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 
Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.     Under  the  pending  compul- 
sory military  service  bill,  men  up  to  65  years  of   age  are 
Included  in  the  draft.    Why  should  not  your  proposed  vol- 
unteer system  include  men  up  to  65  years  of  age  so  that  our 
colleagues,  who  are  under  65  years  of  age  and  who  favor 
compulsory  military  service,  as  well  as  Mr.  Franklin  and  these 
other  fellows  who  are  in  favor  of  compulsory  military  service, 
can  be  among  the  first  contingent  to  enlist  and  serve  in  Uncle 
Sam's  Army  for  $21  a  month?     Then,  also,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  real  danger  to  our  country  is  from  within,  due 
to  the  threat  of  bankruptcy  of  the  Federal  Treasury,  why 
should  not  your  bill  also  provide  for  voluntary  contributions 
to  pay  for  the  cost  of  national  preparedness  and  fighting  any 
future  war,  so  that  the  multimillionaire  war  propagandists, 
war  mongers,  and  war  Interventionists  can  practice  what  they 
preach  and  give  their  wealth  to  save  the  Nation?     [Applause.] 
Mr.  FISH.     May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin 
that  in  the  first  place  the  Senate  has  already  amended  the 
bill  and  reduced  the  age  limit  from  65  to  31.     That  amend- 
ment has  been  accepted  in  the  committee.    Personally.  I 
think  31  is  too  high.     It  might  as  well  be  reduced   to   25. 
because,  after  all.  if  we  are  preparing  to  fight  everyone  who 
has  served  In  any  war  knows  that  it  Is  the  youth  that  fights 
battles.     We  could  get  plenty  of  men  between  21  and  25.  but 
inasmuch  as  they  have  amended  it  and  made  it  31.  that  takes 
care  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  would  not 
prohibit  these  warmonger  fellows,  like  this  man  who  calls 
himself  Franklin  and  others  hke  him.  from  having  the  golden 
opportunity  of  enlisting  and  serving  Uncle  Sam  at  $21  a 
month.  The  gentleman  would  not  want  to  prohibit  the 
multimillionaire  war  mongers.  Interventionists,  and  inter- 
nationalists who  say.  "Help  the  Allies."  and  take  sides  In  wars 
of  foreign  nations  and  establish  compulsory  mlUtary  service 
In  the  United  States,  from  having  an  opportunity  of  divesting 
themselves  of  their  millions  to  help  preserve  America  In  view 
of  the  almost  bankrupt  condition  of  the  Federal  Treasury? 
Mr.  PISH.  May  I  say  that  some  of  my  rich  friends  in 
New  York  are  going  to  wake  up  with  a  shudder  one  of  these 
days?  The  people  up  In  New  York  who  advocate  conscription 
are  not  the  wage  earners  and  are  not  the  fanners.  They  are 
very  largely  the  men  of  wealth  and  the  InterventlonUsts.  and 
If  I  have  to  vote  for  a  conscription  bill,  and  I  do  not  think  we 
will  have  to  do  that  if  we  give  the  volunteer  ssrstem  a  diance. 
but  if  It  fails  and  I  have  to  vote  for  a  conscription  bill,  then 
I  win  also  vote  for  conscription  of  wealth  and  Industry  in 
the  United  States.    I  Applause.  J    It  is  not  the  man  or  woman 


or  the  farm  who  Is  advocating  conscription,  it  Is  not  the  wage 
earner,  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  the  church  ele- 
ments such  as  the  Methodist  Church,  the  Baptist  Church,  or 
the  Catholic  Church,  or  the  Gold  Star  Mothers,  or  the  Na- 
tional Legion  of  Mothers  of  America.  It  is  the  men  of 
wealth  and  the  militarists. 

If  we  are  going  to  have  a  draft  system.  I  will  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin,  it  is  going  to  be  a  draft  system 
that  will  be  equal  for  everybody  and  everything.  We  will 
draft  the  soldier  and  we  will  likewise  conscript  wealth  and  in- 
dustry. That  is  what  the  American  Legion  asked  for  20  years 
ago  and  it  is  time  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
acted  favorably  upon  it  in  event  of  war.  If  we  are  to  force 
peacetime  conscription  upon  the  American  people,  then 
we  must  also  in  all  fairness  conscript  wealth  and  industry 
and  take  the  profits  out  of  war  and  peacetime  preparedness. 
NaUonal  Commander  Raymond  J.  Kelly,  of  the  American  Le- 
gion, is  also  opposed  to  peacetime  conscription  except  as  a 
last  resort. 

Commander  Kelly  said  at  Indianapolis  on  August  1: 

We  are  not  at  war.  although  everything  that  Is  being  done  seems 
to  be  based  on  the  theory  that  we  are  or  that  we  wUl  l>e  any  moment. 

In  place  of  conscription,  the  Legion  commander  proposed 
to  call  for  a  million  volunteers  for  a  year's  training. 

I  beUeve  the  responae — 
He  said —  ^ 

would  be  tremendous. 

Mr.  ^CHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  But  when  we  register  our 
men  and  conscript  human  beings  to  prepare  them  and  send 
them  to  war  to  be  cannon  fodder,  then  we  should  register 
all  of  the  wealth  in  the  United  States.  When  the  first  class 
is  conscripted  to  do  the  fighting,  the  wealth  of  the  first  class 
Who  have  registered  their  wealth  should  be  conscripted  to  do 
the  paying.  We  can  be  reasonable  and  give  them  a  $50,000 
exemption,  but  if  these  millionaire  war  propagandists,  inter- 
ventionists, and  warmongers  who  want  to  conscript  human 
beings  oppose  wealth  conscription  but  favor  life  conscription, 
they  should  have  all  of  their  worldly  wealth  taken  to  pay  for 
preparing  for  and  fighting  future  wars.  They  then  can  be 
put  on  W.  P.  A.  with  a  nice,  new,  shiny  shovel  with  Uncle 
Sam's  name  on  it.  From  the  beginning  of  the  world  many 
men  have  placed  worldly  wealth  above  human  life.  When  it 
Is  certain  that  wealth  will  be  conscripted  to  pay  when  human 
life  Is  being  conscripted  to  fight,  we  will  have  very  little  war 
propaganda  and  very  few  war-minded  jieople  in  the  land. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  assume  the  gentleman 
would  approve  of  increasing  the  pay  of  the  men  who  volunteer 
their  services  from  $21  a  month  to  $30  a  month,  that  the  gen- 
tleman would  also  approve  of  allowing  these  men  to  take 
out  Government  war-risk  insurance,  that  he  would  approve 
of  allotments  for  their  families  while  they  are  in  the  service, 
and  also  that  we  should  make  every  effort  not  to  have  mort- 
gages on  their  homes  foreclosed. 

Mr.  PISH.  The  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  Is  ob- 
viously a  mind  reader.  I  approve  of  everything  she  said. 
What  she  said  was  simply  this,  that  we  should  treat  the  vet- 
erans at  this  time  just  the  same  as  we  treated  the  veterans 
back  In  1917.  paying  them  $30  a  month  and  giving  them  a 
chance  to  deduct  out  of  their  pay  for  Insurance  piuiMses,  and 
■o  forth.  I  do  not  under-stand  why  we  should  hesitate  to 
Increase  the  soldiers'  pay  from  $21  to  $30.  particularly  when 
we  talk  of  conscripting  them.  When  we  talk  of  taking  them 
out  of  their  jobs  and  permitting  other  wage  earners  at  the 
same  time  to  make  $5,  $10.  and  $15  a  day  In  the  shipyards  and 
in  the  munitions  works,  then  we  would  not  be  overgenerous 
in  Increasing  the  pay  of  our  soldiers  $9  a  month,  or  30  cents 
a  day. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrleld? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  td  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 
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Mr.  MAY.  I  agree  very  heartily  with  the  gentleman's 
statement  that  the  burdens  of  war  should  rest  upon  all  alike 
and  that  there  should  be  equality  in  the  administration  of 
any  military  bill  we  pass  but,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  is 
known  that  modem  wars  are  fought  largely  with  mechanized 
equipment  and  that  a  very  small  percentage  of  the  troops 
who  are  engaged  in  any  campaign  are  equipped  with  rifles 
as  Infantry,  does  not  the  gentleman  believe  that  if  we  spread 
the  niunber  and  increased  the  margin  for  selection  not  alone 
among  youth  from  21  to  31  years  of  age  but  among  men  from 
21  to  45  or  from  21  to  50  or  60.  we  would  have  a  wider  field 
from  which  to  gather,  and  we  could  impose  the  burdens  more 
uniformly  and  Justly? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  sorry  to  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I 
disagree  totally.  I  believe  we  may  as  well  realize  the  fact 
that  war  is  fought  by  youth  and  not  by  middle-aged  or  old 
men.  The  average  age  of  the  soldier  in  the  last  war  was 
something  like  22.  and  it  will  be  so  in  any  future  war.  I 
assume  we  are  not  arming  only  for  the  sake  of  arming,  we 
are  arming  only  for  the  purpose  of  defense,  for  the  purpose 
of  preparedness  against  war. 

Mr.  MAY.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  say  that  a  man 
between  31  and  45  could  not  drive  an  armored  car  or  sit  in 
a  tank  and  use  a  gun? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  say  that  if  we  need 
men  of  31  and  upward  we  win  call  for  them  when  we  need 
them,  and  every  other  nation  h&s  done  the  same  thing. 
England  right  now  is  only  beginning  to  call  men  of  31  and 
32.  No  matter  how  desperate  their  situation  is.  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  record  and  it  is  a  matter  of  sound  common  sense 
because  young  men  will  alwas^  have  to  do  the  actual  fighting. 

I  say  to  the  Members  of  this  House,  Republicans  and 
Democrats  alike,  that  this  certainly  is  one  issue  that  is  not 
partisan,  this  question  of  conscription,  and  also  the  question 
of  keeping  out  of  war.  These  two  questions  are  above  and 
beyond  all  partisanship.  They  are  great  American  issues. 
When  we  depart  from  the  volunteer  system  into  what  I  be- 
lieve is  an  utterly  undemocratic  and  un-American  system  of 
conscription,  we  ought  to  make  haste  very  slowly  and  make 
it  on  nonpartisan  lines. 

Look  at  some  of  the  nations  in  the  war.  South  Africa. 
Canada,  and  Australia.  They  have  not  yet  had  the  draft. 
Canada  is  talking  about  some  temporary  kind  of  draft  tmder 
which  they  cannot  send  their  men  overseas.  The  British 
Dominions  have  not  even  had  the  draft  yet,  but  here  we  are, 
not  in  war.  and  with  nobody  thinking  of  attacking  us,  con- 
sidering bringing  over  this  European  monstrosity — this  Euro- 
pean conscript  S3^tem  that  breeds  war — to  America  and  wip- 
ing out  our  volunteer  system  under  which  our  free  institu- 
tions and  republican  form  of  government  has  prospered  and 
been  preserved. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois  and  Mr.  PATRICK  rose. 

Mr.  FISH.     I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  Is 
pointing  out  what  to  me  is  the  crux  of  the  whole  matter, 
that  we  have  a  peace  problem,  not  a  war  problem.  If  we 
expect  to  get  Into  the  war.  then,  of  course,  we  would  believe 
In  conscription  and  drafting  everybody.  We  hear  from  all 
authorities,  however,  that  Hitler  could  not  attack  us  in  18 
months,  our  ships  and  mimltions  will  not  be  ready  in  18 
months,  and  It  seems  that  the  whole  thing  will  not  be  ready 
until  18  months  have  passed.  Our  purpose  Is  to  have  an  army 
large  enough  and  strong  enough  so  that  we  will  not  get  Into 
war  at  any  time  In  the  future.  What  good,  then,  is  a  con- 
scripted army  that  Is  going  to  be  free  In  a  year?  It  seems 
to  me  very  obvious  that  what  we  need  is  a  peacetime  stand- 
ing army,  and  for  that  we  should  be  ready  to  pay  whatever 
is  necessary  in  salary  and  other  inducements. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  quite  agree  with  the  gentlewoman  from 
Illinois  that  we  should  do  everything  we  can  to  build  up  cur 
Regtilar  Army  and  the  volunteer  system. 

That  Is  the  duty  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and 
if  we  give  these  young  Americans  the  chance,  I  am  absolutely 
convinced  we  will  get  the  400.000  asked  for.  Palling  that,  let 
tis  write  it  into  a  bill  and  provide  for  the  draft. 


I  am  making  these  remarks  now  because  in  the  next  2  or  3 
weeks  this  body  will  also  be  considering  framing  a  proper 
military  defense  bill.  It  will  be  under  discussion  In  the  Senate 
next  week,  and  there  is  one  way  out.  the  American  way.  based 
upon  the  volunteer  system.  I  would  not  stand  here  and 
oppose  conscription  unless  I  was  not  absolutely  convinced 
that  conscription  is  the  road  to  dictatorship,  totalitarianism, 
and  war,  Just  the  way  It  is  and  has  been  In  Europe.  It 
destroys  all  peace  elements,  it  creates  war  psychology.  It 
makes  the  people  believe  that  war  is  natural,  that  war  is 
inevitable,  and  why  not  now.  It  is  the  one  thing  in  the  world 
America  should  keep  away  from  if  we  possibly  can  do  so,  and 
have  adequate  national  defense.  The  lady  from  Illinois  [Afiss 
Sumner]  is  correct.  Whom  are  we  to  fight?  Hitler  is  hesi- 
tating to  go  20  miles  across  the  channel,  and  we  have  a  Navy, 
thanks  to  Congress,  that  is  seven  times  greater  than  the 
German  Navy,  and  anybody  to  attack  us  would  have  to  have 
a  navy  three  times  as  large  as  ours,  and  any  military  man 
would  tell  you  that  no  nation  could  land  50,000  men,  because 
of  lack  of  transports,  even  if  we  had  no  navy.  With  an  army 
of  800,000  or  a  million  we  could  wipe  out  that  50,000  in  no 
time,  or  long  before  the  transports  can  go  back  for  more. 
But  because  we  are  in  the  midst  of  war  hysteria,  of  fear  of 
war,  and  a  "blitzkrieg"  of  propaganda  throughout  the  United 
States,  a  conscription  bill  is  being  rushed  in  and  is  apt  to  be 
rushed  through  and  placed  upon  the  statute  books  for  5 
years,  which  is  the  beginning  of  militarism  and  dictatorship 
and  the  end  of  democracy  as  we  have  known  it  in  America. 

To  my  mind  the  most  dangerous  single  thing  that  can 
happen  to  America  today  is  to  follow  in  the  footsteps  of  the 
European  militarists  and  dictators  by  insisting  on  conscrip- 
tion in  peacetime  and  creating  a  huge  war  machine  that  ^i^ 
devour  our  free  iiistltutions  and.  perhaps,  even  destroy  our 
representative  form  of  government  and  the  Congress  itself. 
A  very  much  needed  defense  in  America  today  is  a  defense 
against  foreign  propaganda  and  propaganda  machines  work- 
ing overtime  to  involve  us  in  wax  sigainst  the  will  of  95  per- 
cent of  the  American  people.  Wittiout  regard  to  partisan- 
ship, no  matter  who  is  President,  give  him  this  huge  military 
and  autocratic  power,  and  what  will  happen?  Prance  went 
into  the  war,  and  now  they  say  that  their  leaders  had  no 
legal  right  to  declare  war,  and  those  leaders  are  being  tried. 
Put  conscription  into  effect  in  America,  and  leaving  out,  for 
sake  of  argimient,  personalities  and  without  referring  to 
President  Roosevelt  or  the  next  man.  a  Republican,  who  may 
be  elected  in  November,  I  submit  a  military -minded  Inter- 
ventionist President  who  wants  to  involve  us  in  war  has 
under  conscription  and  these  huge  armies  at  his  command 
the  power  to  do  so  and  he  will  not  even  have  to  ask  Congress 
to  declare  war,  and  if  he  does  and  we  do  not  declare  war. 
Members  of  Congress  may  be  ousted  at  the  point  of  a  bayonet, 
which  is  exactly  what  has  happened  under  military  dictators 
many  times  before  with  respect  to  parliamentary  bodies  in 
European  nations.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

KXTXNSION  or  RZMARK8 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent. 
In  connection  with  the  statement  I  made  on  the  floor,  to 
extend  my  remarks  by  Including  a  letter  of  January  17,  one  of 
January  27  to  the  Military.  Affairs  Committee,  and  one  letter 
of  July  25,  from  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  and  a  short 
statement  appearing  in  the  New  York  World-Telegram 
dealing  with  the  question  I  have  discussed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

•PKCXAL  ORon 

The  SPEAKER,  Under  the  special  order  of  the  House 
heretofore  made,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  IMr,  Ludlow! 
Is  entitled  to  recognition. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  wlH  the  gentleman  yield  for  a 
unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  LUDLOW.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  radio  program 
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over  the  Columbia  Broadcasting  System's  fiill  network  of 
August  2.  1940.  in  which  I  discussed  the  subject  Safeguarding 
Democracy  With  Roosevelt. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  for  a  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  LUDLOW.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanl- 
mous  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield  to  me  for  a  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  LUDLOW.    I  yield.  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude therein  an  editorial  from  the  Buffalo  Evening  News  of 
yesterday. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 
A  FRATTRNAL   ORDER   THAT  STANDS   FOURSQUARE    FOR   THE    COMMON 

MAN 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  a  few  days  the  grand 
aerie  of  the  Fraternal  Order  of  Elagles  will  meet  in  a  very 
notable  annual  session  at  Chicago,  and  I  deem  it  not  im- 
proper that  I  should  embrace  this  occasion  to  pay  my 
humble  tribute  to  this  order  and  to  cite  Its  splendid  record 

as  an  instrumentality  of  service. 

I  am  proud  to  be  a  member  of  this  order,  and  I  regret  that 
my  duties  here  have  prevented  my  acceptance  of  an  invita- 
tion to  address  the  grand  aerie  at  its  coming  session.  I  am 
always  happy  to  be  invited  to  address  the  Eagles,  whether  it 
be  my  own  aerie  at  Indianapolis,  the  State  aerie,  or  the  grand 
aerie,  for  if  there  is  one  place  where  I  always  feel  at  home 
it  Is  in  a  meeting  of  the  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles. 

Our  order  does  not  boast  the  so-called  aristocracy  of  the 
earth.  You  will  not  find  in  it  any  scions  of  the  ultra  rich,  any 
millionaire  play  boys,  any  ornamental  sprigs  of  the  social 
"400."  any  glittering  tinsel  of  the  human  variety,  but  you  will 

find  in  it  a  world  of  as  good,  honest  folks  as  ever  graced  God's 
footstool.  There  is.  thanks  to  the  Giver  of  all  good  things,  an- 
other kind  of  arlstccracy,  unlike  the  kind  of  which  I  have 
spoken — an  aristrocracy  in  which  the  precious  spirit  of  cama- 
raderie blooms  and  flowers;  an  aristocracy  of  goodness;  an 

aristocracy  of  kindness;  an  aristocracy  of  helpfulness;  an 

aristocracy  of  humaneness,  which  says.  '"We  pass  through  the 
vale  of  tears  only  once  and  let  us  help  others  all  we  can  while 
we  are  here."  That  Is  real  aristocracy.  That  kind  of  aris- 
tocracy represents  the  highest  of  human  values.  It  Is  the 
aristocracy  of  the  human  spirit.  It  is  not  the  kind  of 
aristocracy  that  Ignores  and  isolates  and  spurns  contact 
with  the  ordinary  form  and  mold  of  man.  but  it  is  the 
aristocracy  of  comradeship,  forever  drawing  God's  children 
into  its  encircling  folds. 

At  its  table  is  always  spread  a  feast  of  love,  and  whosoever 
will  may  come.  That  is  the  kind  of  aristocracy  you  will 
find  in  the  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles.  It  has  often  occurred 
to  me  that  the  good  Samaritan,  who  helped  the  sorely  in- 
jured wayfarer  out  of  the  ditch  and  comforted  him  and  took 
him  to  a  place  where  his  wounds  could  be  treated,  and  then 
left  money  for  his  care,  gave  the  first  demonstration  of  the 
splendid  altruism  which  in  these  modem  times  is  exempli- 
fied in  its  finest  flower  and  fruition  in  the  Fraternal  Order 

of  Eagles. 

I  was  made  of  common  clay  and  I  have  never  got  over  it. 
All  through  my  life  there  have  been  not  infrequent  occasions 
when  those  who  live  in  the  lap  of  luxury  and  bask  in  the 
meridian  blaze  of  social  glamor,  wealth,  and  favoritism  have 
looked  at  me  askance  and  have  made  me  feel  the  aloofness 
which  they  have  forced  upon  me.  but  I  never  have  l)een,  and 


am  not  now,  ashamed  of  my  humble  upbringing,  for  though 
my  father  and  mother  were  working  folks,  whose  lives  were 
devoted  to  hard  and  unremitting  physical  toil,  no  better 
people  ever  lived  on  this  earth.  God  bless  their  memory! 
Holding  the  democratic  philosophy  of  life  that  I  do.  I  like 
to  think  that  I  just  naturally  flt  into  the  picture  of  the  Fra- 
ternal Order  of  Eagles.  On  the  waU  of  my  office  in  Wash- 
ington is  a  motto  wliich  I  have  tried  to  live  up  to  In  a  sort 
of  stumbling  way  throughout  the  years.    It  reads  as  follows: 

We  can  do  nothing  better:  we  can  do  nothing  finer:  we  can  do 
nothing  grander  than  to  help  oxir  feUow  mortals  over  the  rough 
places  of  iUe. 

It  seems  to  me  that  motto  might  weU  have  a  place  over  the 
door  of  every  Eagles'  ledge  in  America,  for  helpfulness  in  the 
consecrated  spirit  of  service  to  our  fellow  mortals  is  the  very 
siun  and  essence  of  the  Eagles'  creed. 

This  eagerness  to  serve,  this  out-reaching  and  groping  for 
opportunities  to  be  helpful  to  those  who  need  assistance  in 
the  battles  of  life  has  made  the  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles 
one  of  the  greatest  humanitarian  orders  in  the  world,  if  not 
the  greatest.  I  have  no  criticism  of  the  many  fraternal 
orders  that  serve  good  purposes  and  help  to  make  life  more 
bearable,  but  there  is  something  about  the  Fraternal  Order  of 
Eagles  that  is  different  and  distinctive,  something  not  to  be 
found  in  any  other  order.  Other  orders  promote  friendly 
associations    and    foster    feUowship.    and    provide    sick    and 

death  payments,  which  are  of  immeasurable  value  to  those 
who  most  need  these  benefits,  but  the  Fraternal  Order  of 

Eagles  goes  farther  than  that.     It  reaches  out  and  tries  to 
help  in  solving  the  distressing  and  difficult  problems  of  human  - 

relief,  and  its  record  in  that  direction  stands  out  like  a  great 
rock  of  safety  above  a  turbulent  sea. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  its  magnificent  history.  Because  of 
the  space  limitation  which  I  am  compelled  to  observe  today 
it  must  necessarily  be  a  very  brief  and  fleeting  glimpse  which 
Will  not  even  begin  to  reveal  the  complete  lovely  picture  of 
the  Eagles'  record  of  service  to  humanity. 

No  longer  ago  than  1921  no  State,  no  coimty,  no  city  In 
America  had  anything  to  offer  the  worthy  aged  dependents 
except  the  poorhouse.  over  whose  dark  and  forbidding  por- 
tals were  emblazoned  the  burning  words  of  shame,  "Only 
paupers  are  received  here."  The  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles 
conceived  the  noble  idea  of  making  the  evening  of  life  serene 
and    secure    for    our    old    people    who    are    p>oor    through    no 

fault  of  their  own,  without  requiring  them  to  move  from  their 
homes  and  firesides  which  are  so  sacredly  entwined  in  their 

memories  and  affections. 

In  August  1921  at  the  Newark  Grand  Aerie,  the  representa- 
tives of  half  a  million  Eagles  pledged  all  the  resources  of 

OUT  fraternity  to  the  fulfillment  of  this  great  humanitarian 

conception;  and  three  past  grand  worthy  presidents — Wil- 
liam J.  Brennen.  Michael  O.  Burns,  and  Frank  E.  Hering — 
wrote  the  first  old-age  pension  bill  that  became  a  law  and 
withstood  the  tests  of  the  courts.  Today  48  States — all  of  the 
States  in  the  Union — are  pasring  pensions  to  the  aged  poor. 
The  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles  wrote  on  the  statute  books 
of  the  State  of  Missouri  the  first  mothers'  pension  law  under 
the  leadership  of  Edward  Everett  Porterfleld  of  Kansas  City, 
a  great  Eagle.  Today  practically  all  of  the  48  States  are 
giving  aid  to  widowed  mothers  who  have  no  other  means  of 
support.  What  a  blessing  that  has  been  to  many  a  mother 
whose  heart  ached  imder  her  crushing  load  of  jxjverty  and 
resc>onsibUity  for  her  children,  and  what  a  blessing  it  will  be 
to  many  a  mother  in  the  long  years  to  come.  The  Fraternal 
Order  of  Eagles  originated  workmen's  compensation  and 

sponsored  a  militant  campaign  in  all  of  the  States  to  protect 
workers  against  Industrial  accidents  which  in  the  preceding 
jrears  had  blighted  many  a  life  and  ruined  many  a  home. 
Since  the  first  workmen's  compensation  law  was  written  by 
an  Eagle,  the  late  Mayor  Daniel  W.  Hoan  of  Milwaukee,  the 
Eagles'  campaign  to  protect  the  workingmen  of  our  country 
has  proceeded  so  successfully  that  today  47  States  are  pro- 
tecting the  toilers  from  the  hazards  of  their  jobs. 

On  December  1.  1930.  I  first  introduced  in  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  the  Eagles'  stabilization  of  employment 
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blU.  another  noble  conception  of  our  order  which  embraces 
what  many  economists  think  is  a  perfect  mechanism  to  iron 
out  the  humps  and  depressions  of  our  industrial  maladjust- 
ments to  the  end  that  steady  employment  may  be  furnished 
to  our  millions  of  workers  at  a  saving  wage.  I  have  rein- 
trcduced  the  bill  in  every  Congress  since,  and  it  has  grown 
greatly  in  national  favor  the  better  it  is  understood.  After 
a  masterful  presentation  of  its  merits  by  Past  Grand  Worthy 
President  Frank  E.  Hering,  the  congressional  subcommittee 
to  which  it  was  referred  reported  it  unanimously  and  enthu- 
siasticaUy  with  a  favorable  recommendation.  WhUe  it  has 
never  reached  the  stage  of  final  enactment,  we  have  seen 
some  of  its  vital  provisions  copied  and  paraphrased  in  New 
Deal  legislation,  which  is  a  glowing  testimonial  of  its  worth. 

It  has  been  a  subject  of  discussion  among  economists,  not 
only  of  America,  but  of  the  entire  world,  for  it  embodies  a  i 
principle  of  world-wide  Interest.  I  am  more  convinced  than 
ever  that  what  the  country  needs  is  the  identical,  original 
Eagles'  stabilization  bill.  If  I  am  reelected.  I  shall  reintro- 
duce it  on  the  opening  day  of  the  next  Congress,  and  If  God 
gives  me  health  and  strength  I  shaU  never  cease  to  battle 
for  it.    [Applause.] 

I  have  spoken  of  a  few  of  the  major  achievements  of  our 
order,  but  my  meed  of  praise  would  be  incomplete  if  I  did 
not  make  reference  to  the  attention  wliich  the  Fraternal 
Order  of  Eagles  always  pays  to  the  fine  and  sentimental  things 
Of  life,  and  at  the  head  of  that  catalogue  of  its  interests  and 
attentions  I  would  place  its  sponsorship  of  Mother's  Day.    It 

is  characteristic  of  this  great  order  that  in  its  busy  efforts  to 
make  the  world  a  better  place  for  men  and  women  to  live  in 
it  should  pause  reverently  to  give  to  mother  the  niche  that 
belongs  to  her.  All  of  us  love  our  mothers  if  they  are  living, 
and  if  they  have  passed  from  the  earth  to  Heaven,  as  my 
mother  has.  our  hearts  reach  across  the  mystic  barriers  of 
terrestrial  space  to  teU  them  that  we  still  love  them. 

In  sponsoring  a  day  annually  when  our  thoughts  and  affec- 
tions will  center  on  our  mothers  and  what  we  owe  to  them, 
the  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles  struck  a  chord  that  touches 
every  human  heart. 

I  wish  I  had  more  time  to  pay  adequate  tribute  to  the 
social  and  humanitarian  cchievements  of  the  Fraternal  Order 
of  Eagles  based  on  the  immutable  record,  but  it  is  sufficient 
to  say  that  it  has  a  program  that  is  as  broad  as  humanity 
itself:  a  program  that  not  only  applies  to  present  conditions 
but  that  is  elastic  enough  for  expansion  to  meet  future 
human  needs  as  those  needs  develop.  I  could  not  close  this 
part  of  my  speech  more  appropriately.  I  think,  than  by  cit- 
ing the  tribute  paid  to  our  order  by  President  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt,  one  of  our  feUow  Eagles.    I  quote  the  President: 

I  have  long  observed  with  satisfaction  the  sponsorship  by  the 
p.  O.  K.  of  social-Justice  legislation,  both  in  the  States  and  in  the 
Nation.  The  records  for  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century  bear 
witness  to  the  campaigns  of  education  conducted,  the  literature 
distributed,  and  the  addresses  delivered  by  your  socially  minded 
order.  These  efforts  have  borne,  and  are  bearing,  gratifying  result*. 
Our  countrymen  owe  the  Eagles  good  wiU  for  their  unselfish 
services. 

The  President's  tribute  to  our  beloved  order  is  well  merited, 
for  it  Is  based  on  truth  and  justice. 

The  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles  is  one  of  the  most  demo- 
cratic of  all  of  our  institutions.  It  can  be  said  of  it,  more 
than  of  any  other  organization  I  know  of,  that  its  beneficent 
activities  reach  out  to  the  flotsam  and  the  jetsam.  There 
are  none  too  poor  and  humble  to  be  touched  by  it^  uplifting 
hand.  It  recognizes  the  eternal  truth  that  a  hickory  shirt 
or  a  calico  dress  may  cover  a  heart  as  pure  and  true  as  any 
that  beats  beneath  purple  and  fine  linen;  that  virtue  dwells 
as  often  in  humble  cottages  and  byways  as  in  palaces.  Times 
and  conditions  change  and  in  the  eternal  sweep  of  years 
social  trends  take  on  many  varied  and  fleeting  forms,  but  the 
helping  hand  of  the  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles  will  always  be 
needed  in  this  world  and  my  prayer  is  that  it  wUl  go  on  and 
on.  doing  good  forever.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 
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Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Washington,  who  is  a  very  eminent  member  of  the  Order  of 
Eagles. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  com- 
pliment the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Indiana  on  the 
interesting  and  eloquent  tribute  that  he  has  paid  to  the 
Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles,  which  is  imdoubtedly  the  greatest 
humanitarian  organization  in  the  United  States,  and  probably 
in  the  world.  The  distinguished  gentleman  from  Indiana 
referred  a  few  moments  ago  to  President  Roosevelt  and  his 

membership  In  our  fraternity.  President  Roosevelt  is  a  life 
meml>er  of  the  Buffalo.  N.  Y.,  Aerie,  and  has  participated 
very  actively  in  the  affairs  of  Eagledom  for  many  years  in 
New  York  State.  It  has  been  my  privilege,  as  the  gentleman 
indicated,  to  belong  to  our  fraternity  for  many  years.  I  have 
been  a  member  of  the  Hoquiam.  Wash..  Aerie  for  approxi- 
mately 25  years  and  served  some  years  ago  on  the  Washington 
Eagles  state  committee  on  old-age  pensions.  The  order  now 
has  a  membership  of  600.000,  and  I  know  that  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Indiana  will  agree  with  me  when  I 
say  that  there  probably  is  no  greater  force  for  social  progress, 
for  righteousness,  for  Americanism,  and  for  true  patriotism 
in  our  country  than  the  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles.  There  is 
no  organization  which  can  point  to  such  a  record  of  construc- 
tive achievement,  as  our  colleague  has  outlined,  and  I  com- 
pliment the  gentleman  also  on  his  sponsorship  of  the  Ludlow 
Eagle  stabilization  employment  bill,  H.  R.  4.    I  have  often 

conferred  with  the  gentleman  in  regard  to  It,  and  I  believe  the 

time  is  coming  very  soon,  and  iiecoming  most  propitious,  when 
we  will  be  able  to  obtain  favorable  action  on  the  bill  before 
Congress.     It  provides  a  formula  to  balance  production  with 

consumption  in  industry  and  agriculture;  encourage  capital; 

and  provides  a  solution  for  the  problem  of  unemployment  in 

this  country;  and  give  Iat)or  steady  jobs  at  a  saving  wage. 
Mr.  LUDLOW.     I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  contribution. 
Mr.  HARTER  of  Ohio.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  my 
friend  from  Ohio,  who  is  also  a  very  distinguished  member  of 
the  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  commend 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Indiana  upon  the  fine  and 
deserved  tribute  he  has  paid  to  one  of  the  truly  great  fra- 
ternal organizations  of  this  country.  There  is  little  one 
could  add  to  his  eulogy  of  this  outstanding  humanitarian 

fraternity.  Those  of  us  who  have  been  members  of  the  Fra- 
ternal Order  of  Eagles  for  many  years  past  are  familiar  with 

its  objectives,  its  principles,  and  its  many  acts  of  charity  and 
human    kindness   in    the   hundreds    of   communities    in    the 

United  states  where  it  has  local  aeries.    The  order  has  led 

the  flght  for  adequate  old-age  pensions  and  has  been  instru- 
mental in  securing  the  enactment  of  beneficial  social  legisla- 
tion in  many  of  the  States  of  the  UnlOh.  This  order  is  a  con- 
tinuing influence  for  human  rights  and  human  progress  in 
all  of  the  k>calities  where  it  is  established. 

I  have  taken  this  occasion.  Mr.  Speaker.  In  these  few  words 
to  praise  the  efforts  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  and  to 
add  my  brief  tribute  to  this  great  body  of  patriotic  Americans, 
the  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  thank  the  gentleman  for 
his  splendid  tribute. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Yes;  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  who  also  is  an  outstanding  member  of  our  order. 

Mr.  HARTER  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  add  my 
words  of  praise  to  the  remarks  the  gentleman  has  made  today. 
It  so  happens  that  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  Eagles  for  a 

number  of  years.  I  cannot  place  the  words  In  the  splendid 
manner  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  has.  but  I  commend 
everything  that  he  has  said. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  Yes.  The  Fraternal  Order  of  Eagles  is 
very  strong  in  the  State  of  Minnesota,  and  the  distinguished 
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gentleman  who  is  addressing  me  is  one  of  the  very  best  friends 
of  the  order. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  In  my  district  in  Bdinnesota  we  have  an 
Eagles  lodge  which  has  3,200  members  at  the  present  time, 
which  speaks  pretty  well  for  the  standing  of  that  organiza- 
tion in  that  particular  section.  In  my  experience  over  the 
years  of  my  life  I  have  joined  most  of  the  fraternal  organi- 
zations at  one  time  or  another  and  held  ofSce  in  them.  I 
have  never  seen  any  organization  which  excels  the  Eagles  in 
the  work  which  they  are  doing,  the  ideals  which  they  express 
at  their  meetings,  and  in  the  general  caliber  of  the  things 
for  which  they  stand. 

Mr.  LUDLOW.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  that  kind  trib- 
ute.   [Applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

MARJORUE  PARK,  DAVIS  ISLAKD,  TAMPA,  IXA. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4106) 
to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain  facilities  in  Marjorie 
Park.  Davis  Island.  Tampa,  Pla..  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  CTerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, as  I  understand  this  bill  passed  the  House 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.     A  similar  bUl. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    A  simUar  bill  passed  the  House? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Rorlda.     Yes. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  And  went  to  the  Senate  and  then  the 
Senate  passed  a  similar  bill? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  But  the  Senate  did  not  substitute  the 
House  bill  for  the  Senate  bill:  and  the  purpose  of  this  action 
is  to  pass  the  Senate  bill  in  the  House,  or  substitute  the 
Senate  bill  for  the  House  bill? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  do  I  understand  that  at  the  time  the  Senate 
passed  its  Ull  the  House  bill,  which  had  passed  the  House, 
was  then  pending  In  the  Senate? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.  Yes;  the  House  Wll  had  passed 
the  House  and  was  pending  in  the  Senate,  but  inadvertently 
they  passed  the  Senate  bill  and  did  not  substitute  the  House 
bill. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Are  you  stire  it  was  an  inad- 
vertence, or  that  the  real  reason  was  that  a  Senator  wanted 
to  get  credit  for  the  passage  of  his  own  bill? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Florida.  I  do  not  know  the  reason.  I 
presume  it  was  an  Inadvertence;  but,  anyway,  the  Senate  bill 
was  passed. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  In  view  of  the  gentleman's 
Interest  in  the  bill  and  to  protect  the  integrity  of  the  House, 
1  shall  not  at  this  time  object  to  that  kind  of  maneuvering 
in  the  Senate,  in  order  that  the  gentleman  from  Florida  can 
pass  the  legislation  which  he  sponsored  and  had  the  House 
pass.  The  Record  indicates  that  the  gentleman  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Peterson  1  should  receive  the  credit  for  the  enactment 
of  this  legislatidn. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill, 
as  follows: 

Be  it  enaetrd.  etc.  That  the  Federal  Works  Administrator  be  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  accept  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  without  cost,  title  to  a  tract  of  land  In  Marjorie  Park, 
Davis  Island.  Tampa.  Fla..  suitable  for  use  for  the  site  of  a 
United  States  quarantine  station. 

Ssc.  2.  There  la  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of 
$76,000  to  be  expended  by  the  Federal  Works  Administrator  for  the 
construction  and  installation  of  such  buildings,  utilities,  and  ap- 
purtenances thereto  on  the  trsct  of  land  herein  authorized  to  be 
acquired  to  replace  the  existing  United  States  quarantine  station 
adjoining  MacDUl  Field,  Fla. 

8»c.  3.  Upon  completion  of  the  construction  above  authorized, 
tfae  Federal  Works  Administrator  Is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  traiMfer  to  the  control  and  jvirlsdlctlon  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
as  an  addition  to  MacDill  Field,  Fla.,  or  for  use  for  other  military 
purpoees.  the  land  and  Improvements  now  comprising  the  United 
8ua«8  quarantine  staUon  adJo>"t"8  MacDill  Field.  Fla. 


The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OP  RIMARKS 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  insert  a  letter  from  some 
constituents  regarding  conscription  and  other  national  prob- 
lems. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TH0RKEL60N.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  short  ar- 
ticle from  a  Washington  paper. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SENATE  ENROLLED  BILLS  SfCNED 

The  Speaker  announced  his  signature  to  enroDed  bills  of 
the  Senate  of  the  following  titles: 

S.  1114.  An  act  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  District  Covu-t.  Territory  of  Hawaii,  over  the  Midway 
Islands.  Wake  Island.  Johnston  Island,  Sand  Island,  King- 
man Reef.  Kure  Island,  Baker  Island.  Howland  Island,  and 
Jarvis  Island,  and  for  other  purposes:  and 

S.  2493.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  operation  of  the  recrea- 
tional facilities  within  the  Chopawamsic  recreational  dem- 
onstration project,  near  Dumfries,  Va..  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  through  the  National  Park  Service,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

BILLS  AND  JOINT  RKSCLtmON  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills,  re- 
ported that  that  committee  did  on  this  day  jiresent  to  the 
President,  for  his  approval,  bills  and  a  jc^nt  resolution  of 
the  House  of  the  following  titles: 

H.  R.  719.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis  O.  McDougall; 

H.  R.  2278.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Hurt: 

H.  R.  2490.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fulton  Combs; 

H.  R.  3992.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank  Spears: 

H.  R.  5116.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Miralla  and 
Betty  Miralla; 

H.  R.  5254.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  captain  and  crew 
of  the  fishing  boat  Unione  No.  1; 

H.  R.  5309.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rot)ert  L.  Taylor; 

H.R.5562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  E.  Malle; 

H.  R.  6365.  An  act  to  correct  the  military  records  of  De- 
Rosey  C.  Cabell,  McFarland  Cockrill,  James  N.  Caperton, 
Junius  H.  Houghton,  Otto  F.  Lange,  Paul  B.  Parker,  James 
de.  Walbach.  and  Victor  W.  B.  Wales: 

H.  R.6740.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  J.  L. 
F1"etwell: 

H.  R.  6823.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Wilson  A.  Kramer; 

H.  R.  7416.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  R.  King; 

H.  R.  7668.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Buxton  Hos- 
pital: 

H.  R.  7679.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  E.  Dambach : 

H.  R.  7851.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  of- 
ficers of  the  Division  of  Disbursement.  Treasury  Department; 

H.  R.  7957.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Willie  Perry: 

H.R.  8028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Zoe  Hoyt  Wagner; 

H.  R.  8091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  May  C.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  8217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  R.  Pox: 

H.R. 8246.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  Caietti.  a  minor; 

H.R. 8318.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Charles  H.  Amos 
Handle  Co.; 

H.  R.  8459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  S.  Gardiner; 

H.R. 8504.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade: 

H.  R.  8666.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  claimants  on 
account  of  loss  by  fire  for  which  the  United  States  was 
adjudged  liable; 

H.  R.  8774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  of  Donald  D, 
Elliott: 

H.R.  8946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rufus  K.  Sanderlin; 

H.R. 9130.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Fred  Shelton; 

H.R. 9520.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  F.  Higgins. 
postmaster.  Great  Neck,  N.  Y.; 
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H.  R.  9571.  An  act  to  authorize  the  incorporated  town  of 
Sitka.  Alaska,  to  purchase  and  enlarge  certain  public  util- 
ities and  for  such  purpose  to  issue  bonds  in  the  sum  of 
$200,000  in  excess  of  present  statutory  debt  limit; 

H.  R.  9828.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing 
and  completing  the  construction  of  bridges  across  the 
Monongahela  River  in  Allegheny  County.  Pa.; 

H.  R.  10014.  An  act  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act,  1920. 
as  amended: 

H.  R.  10034.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing 
officers  of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  and  the  Army;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  472.  Joint  resolution  to  prohibit  the  sale  or  dis- 
posal of  the  United  States  Customhouse  for  the  city  of 
Detroit. 

!  ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  2  o'clock  and 
56  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday.  August  7,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


'  COMMITTEE  HEARING 

COmUTTEK   ON   IMMIGRATION    AND    NATURALIZATION 

(Wednesday.  August  7,  1940) 
There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  at  10:30  a.  m.  Wednesday.  August  7,  1940, 
in  room  445  House  Office  Building,  for  the  consideration 
of  refugee  bills  H.  R.  10083.  H.  R.  8502,  H.  R.  8497,  H.  R. 
10150.  House  Joint  Resolution  580,  and  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 581. 


REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BIUJ3    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII, 
Mr.  KELLER:  Committee  on  the  library.  H.  R.  10004.  A 
bill  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  the  duplicates  of  certain 
books  in  the  Library  of  Congress  to  the  Beaufort  Library  of 
Beaufort,  S.  C:  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2829).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 


CHANGE  OF  REFERENCE 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXII,  committees  were  discharged 
from  the  consideration  of  the  following  bills,  which  were 
referred  as  follows: 

A  bill  tH.  R.  9282)  granting  a  pension  to  Alfred  A.  Abel; 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  discharged,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

A  bill  (H.  R.  3634)  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  H.  Mills;  Com- 
mittee on  World  War  Veterans*  Legislation  discharged,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clau.se  3  of  rule  XXH.  pubUc  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  FLANNAGAN: 
H.  R.  10308.  A  bill  to  change  the  base  period  in  case  of 
tobacco  from  August  1919  to  July  1929  to  August  1934  to  July 
1939;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  WHELCHEL: 
H.J.  Res.  590.  Joint   resolution   granting   the   President   of 
the  United  States  powers  to  prepare  national-defense  pro- 
gram ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
By  Mr.  PLANNER Y: 
H.  Res.  564.  Resolution    creating    a    special    committee    to 
study  the  anthracite  emergency  program;  to  the  Committee 
on  rules.  I 


By  Mr.  BLOOM: 

H.R.  10309.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Clara  Larsen;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

H.R.  10310.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eva  Hoffman;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  EDELSTEIN: 
H.  R.  10311.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ernst  Gottlieb,  his  wife 
Margot.  and  daughter  Mary;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  GAMBLE: 
H.R.  10312   (by  request).  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Adolph 
Schultz:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  KRAMER: 
H.R.  10313.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Kurt  Frings;   to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  LANDIS: 
H.  R.  10314.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  James  L.  Kackley;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9117.  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the  New 
York  League  of  Women  Voters,  favoring  House  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 257.  giving  the  residents  of  the  District  of  Columbia  the 
right  to  vote  for  the  President  and  Vice  President  and  the 
same  rights  as  other  citizens  in  respect  to  access  to  the  courts, 
as  well  as  the  possibility  of  full  control  over  District  affairs: 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

9118.  Also,  petition  of  the  Amalgamated  Machine  and  In- 
strument Local  No.  475,  representing  3,000  workers  In  this 
industry,  requesting  the  President's  council  of  national  defense 
to  insure  the  rights  of  labor,  by  granting  Government  con- 
tracts only  to  such  concerns  as  have  deaft  fairly  with  labor 
under  the  terms  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9119.  By  Mr.  LUDLOW:  Petitions  submitted  by  Ruth  Mill- 
holland,  secretary  of  Citizens  for  Peace  and  Defense,  and 
signed  by  persons  living  in  Indiana.  New  Jersey.  Pennsylvania. 
New  York.  Ohio.  Iowa,  and  Kentucky,  setting  forth  principles 
of  peace,  democracy,  and  defense:  to  the  Committee  Ott 
Military  Affairs. 

9120.  By  Mr.  MERRITT:  Resolution  of  the  Southern  New 
York  Volunteer  Firemen's  Association,  pledging  its  undying 
support  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  the  Congress 
in  their  program  of  national-defense  preparedness;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  August  7,  1940 

iLegislative  day  of  Monday,  August  5,  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Fraser,  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the 
Epiphany.  Washington,  D.  C.  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  who  art  the  Father  of  all  men  upon  the 
earth:  Most  heartily  we  pray  that  Thou  wilt  deliver  Thy 
children  from  cruelties  of  war,  and  lead  the  nations  into 
the  way  of  a  just  peace.  Help  us  to  put  away  all  bitterness 
and  misunderstanding,  that  we  and  all  the  brethren  of  the 
Son  of  Man  may  draw  together  as  one  comity  of  peoples, 
and  dwell  ever  more  in  the  fellowship  of  that  Prince  of 
Peace,  who  liveth  and  reigneth  with  Thee  in  the  unity  of 
the  Holy  Spirit,  world  without  end.    Amen. 

THE   JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Tuesday,  August  6,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 
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mSSAGI  ntOM  THK  HOtTSE 

\  A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Cal- 
loway, one  of  iU  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  a  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  571)  to  authorize 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  to  conduct  investigations  in  the  interests  of  national 
defense,  and  for  that  purpose  to  permit  wire  tapping  in  cer- 
tain cases,  in  which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 
The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  having  pro- 
ceeded to  reconsider  the  bill  (H.  R.  3233)  to  repeal  certain 
acts  of  Congress  ( pocket- vetoed) ,  returned  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States  with  his  objections,  to  the  House  of 
Representatives,  in  which  it  originated,  it  was — 

Resolved.  That  the  said  bill  do  not  pass,  two- thirds  of  the  Hoiiae 
at  Representatives  not  agreeing  to  p&ss  the  same. 

ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  af- 
fixed his  signature  to  the  enrolled  bill  (S.  4106)  to  authorize 
the  construction  of  certain  facilities  in  Marjorie  Park,  Davis 
Island,  Tampa.  Fla..  and  for  other  purposes,  and  it  was  signed 
by  the  President  pro  tempore. 

CALL   or   THE   ROLL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Downey 

Lodge 

Schwarta 

Prmzler 

Lucas 

Bchwellenbach 

George 

Lundeen 

Sbeppard 

Oerry 

McCarran 

Shlpstead 

OtbMn 

McKellar 

Slattery 

OilletM 

McNary 

Smatbers 

Green 

Maioney 

Stewart 

Gurney 

Mead 

Taft 

Hale 

MUler 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Harrison 

Minton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Hatch 

Murray 

Thomas,  Utah 

Bayden 

Neely 

Tobey 

Herring 

NorrU 

Townsend 

Hill 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Hoi  man 

OMahoney 

Van  Nuys 

Bolt 

Overton 

Wagner 

Hughes 

Pepper 

Walsh 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Plttmaa 

Wheeler 

Johnaon,  Colo. 

Kadcltfle 

White 

King 

Reed 

WUey 

La  Follette 

Reynolds 

Lee 

Russell 

Audiswa 
Ashurst 
Austin 
Barbour 
Barkley 
BUbo 
Bone 
Brown 
Bulow 
Burke 
Byrd 
Byrnes 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark,  Idaho 
Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 
--  Ijonahey 

Mr.  MTNTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  fMr.  BAttEYl,  the  Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr. 
BAifKHEAOl.  the  Senators  from  Missouri  (Mr.  Clark  and  Mr. 
Truman],  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  fMr.  EllenderI,  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania (Mr.  Ottffet].  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
(Mr.  Smith),  and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  (Mr.  TydincsI 
are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-flve  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

ACTIVE  DUTY  FOR  RETIRED  OFFICERS  OF  COAST  GUARD 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temiwre  laid  before  the  Senate  a  let- 
'  tier  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting 
a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  order  retired  commissioned  and  warrant  ofiB- 
cers  of  the  Coast  Guard  to  active  duty  during  time  of  na- 
tional emergency,  and  for  other  purposes,  which,  with  the 
accompanying  paper,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce. 

Disposmon  of  exicutivb  papcrs 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  10 
letters  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States,  transmitting, 
pursuant  to  law,  lists  of  papers  and  documents  on  the  files  of 
the  Departments  of  the  Navy,  the  Interior,  Commerce  (2), 
and  Labor  (2):  Federal  Security  Agency.  Social  Security 
Board:  and  Federal  Works  Agency.  Public  Buildings  Admin- 
istration, and  Work  Projects  Administration  (2).  which  are 
not  needed  In  the  conduct  of  business  and  have  no  permanent 
value  or  historical  Interest,  and  requesting  action  looking  to 
tbeir  disposition,  which,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  were 


referred  to  a  Joint  Select  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Papers  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  appointed  Mr.  Barkley  and 
Mr.  ToBEY  memlaers  of  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the 

Senate. 

petitions  and  memorials 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
petition  of  Father  Divine  and  simdry  other  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  praying  that  the  Americas  be  united  for  peace, 
and  also  praying  for  the  enactment  of  pending  legislation  to 
prevent  and  punish  the  crime  of  lynching,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature 
of  a  memorial  from  Ed  Henrickson,  on  l)ehalf  of  the  member- 
ship of  the  National  Maritime  Union,  Chicago  (El.)  Branch, 
remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of  compulsory  military- 
training  legislation,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  In  the  nature 
of  a  memorial  from  sundry  citizens  of  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of  compulsory  military- 
training  legislation,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Christian 
Citizenship  Conference  held  under  the  auspices  of  the  Na- 
tional Reform  Association  at  Winona  Lake.  Ind.,  favoring 
setting  aside  a  day  for  prayer  and  repentance  for  the  Nation, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

REPORTS  ON  DISPOSITION  OF   EXECUTIVE  PAPERS 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  from  the  Joint  Select  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers,  to  which  were  referred,  for 
examination  and  recommendation,  nine  lists  of  records  trans- 
mitted to  the  Senate  by  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
which  appeared  to  have  no  permanent  value  or  historical 
interest,  submitted  reports  thereon  pursuant  to  law. 

ENROLLED   BILL   PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  on  August  6,  1940,  that  committee  presented  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  the  enrolled  bill  tS.  3998) 
to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration. 

BILLS  AND   JOINT  RESOLTTnON   INTRODUCKD 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  Introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred as  follows: 

By  Mr.  CLARK  of  Idaho: 

S.  4249.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  widows  of  the  late  George 
A.  Mefifan  and  John  Glenn;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  REYNOLDS: 

S.  4250.  A  bill  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of  North  Caro- 
lina to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgments  upon  the 
claims  against  the  United  States  of  I.  M.  Cook,  J.  J.  Allen, 
and  the  Radiator  Specialty  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  NYE: 

8.4251.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Rudolph  Mundt;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  BRIDGES: 

S.  J.  Res.  289.  Joint  resolution  proposing  an  amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  relative  to  terms  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

HOUSE  JOINT   RESOLUTION   REFERRED 

The  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  571)  to  authorize  the  Fed- 
eral Bureau  of  Investigation  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to 
conduct  Investigations  in  the  Interests  of  national  defense, 
and  for  that  purpose  to  permit  wire  tapping  in  certain  cases, 
was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  Commerce. 

SELECTIVE      COMPULSORY      MILITARY      TRAINING      AND      SERVICS — 

AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  DOWNEY  and  Mr.  GURNEY  each  submitted  amend- 
ments intended  to  he  proposed  by  them,  resj>ectively,  to  the 
t)ill  (S.  4164)  to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the 
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United  States  through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  mili- 
tary training  and  service,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table  and  to  be  printed. 

STATEMENTS  BY  GRENVILLE  CLARK  AND  JULIUS  OCHS  ADLER 

Mr.  BURKE.     Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  statements  by  Mr.  Grenville  Clark 
and  Col.  Julius  Ochs  Adler  in  reply  to  certain  allegations  made- 
to  the  Senate  on  yesterday  by  the  junior  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  (Mr.  Holt]. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statements  were  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

(From  the  New  York  Times  of  August  7.  1940] 

Backers  or  CoMPtrLSORT  Selectivb  Sestick  Reply  to  Attacks  Made 

BT  Senator  Holt 

DuBUN.  N.  H..  Augtist  6. — Grenville  Clark,  clialrman  of  the  Na- 
tional Emergency  Committee  of  the  Military  Training  Camps  As- 
sociation of  the  United  States,  Issued  the  following  statement 
tonight : 

'"The  personal  attacks  by  Senator  Holt  in  the  Benate  today  on 
members  of  the  Military  Training  Camps  Association  who  sponsored 
the  original  selective-service  bill  are  to  be  expected  In  view  of  the 
source  from  which  they  come.  The  Integrity  and  character  of  those 
concerned  resu  on  many  years  of  private  and  public  life  In  their 
communities. 

••The  origin  of  the  pending  bill,  the  names  of  those  who  worked 
on  It.  and  their  retisons  for  so  doing  were  openly  and  fully  stated 
at  the  first  session  of  the  hearings  In  the  Senate  Military  Affairs 
Committee.  This  body  of  men  has  no  need  to  meet  Irresponsible 
and  false  charges,  but  can  stand  on  their  records  and  the  patriotic 
character  of  their  motives. 

•I  myself  have  felt  fairly  honored  that  this  group  of  men  which 
includes  two  holders  of  the  Congressional  Medal  of  Honor  and  five 
holders  of  the  EMstlngulshed  Service  Cross  Invited  me  to  t>e  their 
chairman. 

"Every  demagogic  effort,  every  device  of  false  rumor  and  mis- 
statement, every  Intrigue  of  the  agents  of  Hitler,  may  now  be 
expected  to  try  to  defeat  this  bill.  But  it  will  pass,  because  the 
time  has  come  for  all  Americana  to  stand  up  and  be  counted  and 
to  decide  whether  America  is  to  foUow  the  Judgment  of  Roosevelt 
and  Pershing  and  Stimson  and  Marshall,  or  of  Senator  Holt  and 
his  llke.^' 

statememt  bt  colonel  aoleb 

Col.  Julius  Ochs  Adler,  civilian  aide  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 
made  the  following  reply  last  night  to  Senator  Holts  attack: 

"Senator  Holt's  statement  concerning  those  present  at  the  Har- 
vard Club  meeting  favoring  comptilsory  military  service,  embodied 
in  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill,  contained  nothing  that  was  not 
publicly  known.  There  was  a  meeting  of  the  Second  Corps  Area 
MUltary  Training  Camps  held  at  the  Harvard  Club  on  May  22,  and 
the  list  of  those  present,  as  well  as  the  resolutions  adopted,  were 
given  to  the  press  and  published  in  the  New  Ycrk  Times  and  other 
newspapers,  and  were  carried  by  the  press  associations. 

••The  Military  Training  Camps  Association  is  recognized  by  the 
War  Department.  The  governing  body  consists  of  9  civilian  aides 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  48  civilian  State  aides  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War.  It  represents  thousands  of  World  War  officers  who 
were  trained  at  Plattsburg  and  slmUar  camps. 

•'Almost  the  first  words  of  the  constitution  of  the  association 
state  that  the  association  believes  in  universal  military  conscrip- 
tion as  the  proper  means  for  defense  of  the  Nation.  This  has 
been  In  Its  constitution  since  the  association  was  founded  in  1920. 
As  corps-area  head  for  the  second  Corps  Area.  I  naturally  was 
present  at  the  meeting,  held  under  the  auspices  of  the  Second 
Corps   Area. 

••With  respect  to  charges  made  that  I  favored  the  bill  for  selec- 
tive service  in  order  to  protect  my  foreign  Investments  in  coun- 
tries now  at  war.  I  have  this  to  say: 

••I  have  no  Investments  of  any  kind  whatsoever  In  any  corpora- 
tion other  than  The  New  York  Times  Co.  and  The  Times  PrlnMng 
Co..  the  latter  publishing  The  Chattanooga  Times,  in  Tennesoce, 
and   in  Government  bonds. 

"As  I  have  publicly  stated  heretofore,  having  served  as  an  offi- 
cer overseas  during  the  World  War  and  having  continued  as  a 
Reserve  ofttcer  since  that  time  to  date,  I  believe  that  the  only  way 
adequately  to  prepare  this  country  for  defense  is  a  selective-serv- 
ice bill  that  will  pe;-mlt  a  stifficlent  nximber  of  men  to  be  trained 
before  a  war  emergency  arises.  The  volunteer  system,  throughout 
the  entire  history  of  this  Nation,  has  never  worked. 

"If  these  views  are  unpatriotic,  then  Senator  Holt  must  similarly 
find  fault  with  Gen.  George  Marshall.  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army; 
General  Pershing;  President  Conant,  of  Harvard  University;  Pres- 
ident Dodds,  of  Princeton,  and  many  other  di.stinguLshed  and  com- 
petent soldiers  and  citizens  who  hold  similar  views." 

I  ADDRESS   BY   JEANNETTE   RANKIN 

[Mr.  LimDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  Miss  Jeannette 
Rankin,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 


PRAYER  OFFERED  BY  GEORGE  WASHINGTON 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  prayer  offered  by  George  Washington,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.  1 

••fifth      COLUMNISTS"      AND      TROJAN      HORSES — EDITORIAL      FKOM 
CHICAGO  DAILY  CALITMET 

(Mr.  Slattery  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Daily  Calumet 
of  June  8.  1940.  under  the  heading  "Mr.  Dies  in  South 
Shore,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  HABANA  CONFERENCE — STATEMENT  BY  SECRETARY  HULL 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  statement  by  Secretary  Hull  regarding  the 
Habana  Conference,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

JUDAISM  AND  AMERICANISM — ARTICLE  BY  HON.  HENRY  A.  WALLACE 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  article  from  the  Menorah  Journal  of  July- 
September  1940  by  Hon.  Henry  A.  Wallace  entitled  "Judaism 
and  Americanism,"  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

REPORT  BY  COMMITTEE  ON  ECONOMIC  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  report  by  the  Committee  on  Economic  Defense 
published  by  the  American  Council  on  Public  Affairs,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

WHY  FRANCE  FELL 

[Mr.  Bridges  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  editorial  published  in  the  Carroll  County  Inde- 
pendent, Center  Ossipee,  N.  H.,  July  12.  1940.  entitled  "Why 
France  Pell."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ATTITUDE  OF  GOVERNOR  HOEY  TOWARD  COMMUNIST  PARTY 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  dated  Raleigh.  N.  C,  August  5,  deaUng 
with  Governor  Hoey's  attitude  toward  the  Communist  Party, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

TELEGRAM  FROM  SENATOR  REYNOLDS  TO  GOVERNOR  HOEY 

[  Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  telegram  sent  by  him  to  Gov.  Clyde  R.  Hoey.  of 
North  Carolina,  on  August  6,  1940,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

DEFENSE    PLANS    OF    THE    UNITED    STATES — ^ARTICLE    BY    WILUAlf 

PHILIP  SIMMS 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  article  by  William  Philip  Slmms  entitled 
"Defense  Plans  of  United  States  Questioned  by  Latins,"  pub- 
lished in  the  Washington  Daily  News  of  Tuesday,  August  6. 
1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

,      PROPOSED  SALE  OF  DESTROYERS  TO  ENGLAND 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  entitled  "One  Man's  Opinion,"  by  Hugh 
S.  Johnson,  published  in  the  Washington  Daily  News  of  Tues- 
day, August  6.  1940,  dealing  with  the  proposal  to  sell  50  de- 
stroyers to  England,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

EXPROPRIATION  OF  PRIVATE  MANUFACTtTRING  PLANTS 

Mr.  DANAHER  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  and 
ask  to  have  read  a  short  but  very  Important  and  interesting 
editorial  which  appeared  in  yesterday's  Newark  Evening  News. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  clerk  will  read  as  requested. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

ONE  woman's  alertness 

Old  Demosthenes  voiced  the  idea  first  In  an  attack  upon  the 
menace  to  Greece  of  Philip  of  Macedon,  and  thence  through  the 
ages  has  developed  a  conviction  that  eternal  vigilance  is  the  price  of 
liberty.  That  conviction  has  Just  found  a  new  exemplar  in  a 
Verona  housewife.  Mrs.  8.  B.  Cruden,  of  42  Oakridge  Road.  She 
could  scarcely  believe  her  eyes  In  reading  In  the  National  Defense 
Act  of  last  June  that  the  Congress  had  bestowed  on  the  Secretary 
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ol  the  Navy,  with  the  President's  approval,  the  right  In  peacetime 
to  take  over  private  manufacturing  plants  In  the  Interest  of  de- 
fense, and  to  fU  compensation  therefor.  Did  the  Congress  know 
what  It  had  dorie?  She  sat  herself  down  and  wrote  to  EUpresenta- 
tlve  KzAN.  of  the  twelfth  district,  to  find  out.  and  thereby  started 
acme  thing. 

This  power  to  take  over  private  Industry  had  been  In  the  bill  at 
the  beglnnlnR.  but  had  been  stricken  out  by  txDth  House  and 
Senate.  Then  In  conference  It  had  been  slipped  In  again  without 
authority  by  some  friend  of  the  administration.  All  unwittingly, 
without  accesa  to  printed  copies  of  the  conference  report,  both 
Houses  paaacd  the  compromise  bill  and  the  President  signed  It.  Mrs. 
Cruden's  letter  to  Representative  KxAjf  was  on  July  38.  and  3  days 
later  the  House  voted  repeal  of  the  "Joker."  Senator  Bakboub  wlU 
eng.neer  the  plan  for  its  repeal  In  the  Senate. 

This  episode  Is  a  refreshing  Instance  of  democracy  at  work  In  a 
dlctator-rldden  world.  Only  a  free  press  could  have  conveyed  to 
Mrs.  Cruden  the  knowledge  of  what  her  Oovernment  was  about. 
And  only  where  freedom  of  speech  la  guaranteed  woiild  an  Individual 
voter  dare  to  question  It. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  encroach 
too  greatly  on  the  time  of  my  learned  and  generous  friend 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Danahir],  because  of  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  now  in  force  which  limits  his  time  to  hold 
the  floor,  but  I  desire  to  point  out  that  the  broad,  far-reach- 
ing power  to  take  over  private  manufacturing  plants  referred 
to  In  the  editorial  just  read  was  first  suggested  to  the  Con- 
gress and  the  coxmtry  in  a  communication  by  the  then  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy,  Mr.  Edison.  Later  on  he  said,  both  in 
speeches,  and.  I  think  in  statements  which  he  sent  either  to 
the  committee  or  to  the  Congress,  that  he  thought  this  par- 
ticular grant  of  power  to  the  President  was  a  mistake,  and  I. 
as  a  member  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee,  thought  the  epi- 
sode was  closed.  It  was  not  until  Just  recently  that  I  heard, 
from  one  of  my  colleagues  in  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
others,  that  it  was  not  a  closed  episode  at  all  but  was  a  very 
live  one;  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  these  broad  powers  which 
were  not  in  either  the  Senate  bill  or  the  House  bill  were  some- 
how included  in  the  final  bill  as  signed  by  the  President. 

The  action  which  the  House  has  taken  is  recited  in  the 
editorial  which  has  been  read,  and  I  feel  that  the  Senate  must 
of  course  be  of  exactly  the  same  mind  as  is  the  House.  I  have 
had  this  editorial  read  so  that  the  Senate  may  know  what  hap- 
pened, and  so  that  nothing  may  be  done  to  prevent  the  repeal 
of  this  msrsterious  provision  referred  to,  which  certainly  I  my- 
self felt  would  in  no  way  be  associated  with  the  naval  de- 
vtrlopment  program,  which,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  I  was  confident 
was  not  In  the  bill  when  it  passed  the  Senate,  and  which  I  am 
advised  by  most  competent  authority  was  not  in  the  bill  that 
passed  the  House. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  do. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  make  a  comment  on  the 
editorial  which  the  Senator  has  had  read  and  has  been  talk- 
ing about. 

I  know  nothing  about  the  matter  except  what  I  have  heard 
of  the  editorial  which  has  Just  been  read  by  the  clerk;  but.  on 
the  face  of  the  editorial,  it  seems  to  me  that  there  is  prob- 
ably an  error.  If  the  editorial  is  correct,  then  the  particular 
bill — I  do  not  even  know  what  It  is — went  through  a  confer - 
eT\ce  committee  which  put  into  the  bill  something  that  was 
not  in  the  House  bill  and  was  not  in  the  Senate  biU. 

That  is  a  violation  of  the  rules  of  both  the  Senate  and  the 
House,  and  if  the  statement  in  the  editorial  is  correct  the 
conference  report  would  have  been  subject  to  a  point  of  order 
in  either  House.  So  it  appears.  If  that  is  what  happened,  that 
everybody  in  both  the  Senate  and  the  House  has  permitted 
something  to  be  done  in  a  conference  report  which  is  a  viola- 
tion of  the  rules  of  both  the  House  and  the  Senate. 

If  the  Senator  will  Investigate.  I  think  he  will  find  that  the 
editorial  Is  wrong.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  possible  that  that 
kind  of  a  thing  could  happen.  When  it  is  claimed  that  it  is 
necessary  to  go  to  a  newspaper  to  get  the  facts  of  a  matter 
of  this  kind,  it  seems  to  me  we  oiight  to  know  Certainly  that 
the  newspaper  Is  stating  the  matter  accurately^  and  that  the 
newspaper  itself  has  not,  tmintentlonally  perhaps,  related 
something  that  actually  did  not  happen  when  it  says  that 
It  did. 


Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut will  yield  to  me  for  a  moment  further.  I  am.  of 
course,  not  surprised  at  the  astonishment  expressed  by  the 
distinguistied  Senator  from  Nebraska.  I  was  as  much  sur- 
prised as  he  was  when  I  first  heard  about  this  strange  episode. 
The  facts  in  the  case  are — and  this  can  be  easily  verified 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraska  or  ansrone  else — 
that  the  House  itself  has  already  taken  action  to  correct  this 
action  on  the  part  of  the  conferees  or  someone  else  following 
the  passage  of  the  bill  by  both  Houses.  That  fact  Is  also 
mentioned  in  the  editorial.  It  was,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that 
action  on  the  part  of  the  House  which  awakened  my  interest 
and  surprise.  The  House  has  taken  action,  and  took  it  on  the 
very  premises  and  because  of  the  very  reasons  given  in  the 
editorial.  That  Is  the  reason  why  I  am  sashing  now  that  the 
Senate  must  be  on  its  guard  and  on  notice  not  to  become  a 
part  of  whatever  it  was  that  was  done,  but  instead  to  correct 
the  error  which  has  !jeen  made.  Certainly,  as  far  as  my 
knowledge  is  concerned,  as  I  have  said  before,  this  proposition 
was  certainly  not  voted  in  the  bill  in  either  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  or  the  Senate  when  the  bill  came  to  the  floor. 

I  remember  the  first  Instance  perfectly  clearly.    I  remember 
Mr.  Edison's  statement  on  the  subject.    I  remember  his  later 
saying  that  this  suggestion  or  proposal  was  a  mistake — "a 
mistake,"  I  am  quite  sure,  were  his  own  words.    I  think,  too, 
that  he  said  when  he  came  before  our  committee — but  I  am 
not  absolutely  sure  about  this — that  his  thoughts  in  this  par- 
ticular connection  had  t)een  misinterpreted,  or  something  of 
that  kind;  but,  anyway,  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  in  my 
mind  that  no  such  powers  as  originally  suggested  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  be  given  to  the  President  in  peace- 
time over  the  acquisition  of  private  plants  and  many  other 
things  were  included  in  any  bill,  either  here  or  in  the  House, 
The  House  had  exactly  the  same  feelifigs,  because  it  has  taken 
action  on  the  subject  to  correct  the  situation. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    What  has  the  House  done? 
Mr.  BARBOUR.    I  think  the  House  has  entered  a  repealer. 
Mr.  NORRIS.     What  is  the  repealer? 
Mr.  BARBOUR.    It  is  to  repeal  that  part  of  the  act  which 
was  added  apparently  in  conference,  as  I  tmderstand. 
Mr.  NORRIS.     It  is  a  new  bill  to  repeal  a  law? 
Mr.  BARBOUR.    No;  I  should  not  think  so.    I  know,  how- 
ever, the  House  has  taken  appropriate  action,  and  exactly 
what  this  action  Is  can  be  easily  ascertained. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  action  does  not  mean  that  the  con- 
ferees absolutely  violated  the  rules  of  both  Houses,  but  it 
means  that  someone  has  introduced  a  bill  which  repeals  a 
provision  that  is  now  law.  It  may  be  all  right.  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  delay  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Danaher]  any  longer.  I  am 
trying  to  make  clear  that  In  my  considered  Judgment  that 
provision  was  put  in  the  bill  somehow,  at  some  time.  and.  I 
presume,  by  some  conferee,  without  authority  of  either  House. 
I  saw  in  the  newspaper  a  statement  made  by  one  of  the 
Representatives  who  was  a  conferee  to  the  effect  that  he  was 
amazed  when  he  learned  later  that  that  provision  was  in  the 
bill  when  it  went  to  the  President  for  signature. 

I  am  making  no  accusations,  but  I  am  merely  endeavoring, 
vigorously,  promptly,  and  at  once,  to  put  the  Senate  on  notice. 
I  am  going  to  find  out  more  about  just  what  corrective  action 
has  been  taken  by  the  House.  I  trust  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska,  who  has  shown  characteristic  interest  in  the  mat- 
ter, will  do  the  same  thing.  I  feel  that  something  was  done 
which  should  not  have  been  done,  and  which  has  now  been 
detected. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  the  editorial  is  correa,  that  certainly  is 
true. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Connec- 
ticut yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  DakoU. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  should  like  to  contribute  what  I  have  found 
In  the  proceedings  of  the  House  of  Representatives  upon  this 
subject. 

A  Representative  from  Illinois,  Mi.  Chttrch,  on  July  31. 
speaking  on  the  floor  of  the  House  in  connection  with  the 
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repealer,  stated  what  had  occurred  and  then  asked  the  ques- 
tion. "How  did  it  happen?"    And  then  he  proceeds  to  answer: 

The  bill  as  reported  by  o\ir  commltte^^ 

Ttiat  is.  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  of  the  House- 
did  not  contain  such  language. 

That  was  the  language  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  and  the  President  to  commandeer  industries  if  they 
saw  fit. 

It  did  not  confer  such  powers  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and 
the  President.  If  you  examine  H.  R.  9822.  as  reported  to  the  House 
and  subsequently  passed  by  the  House,  you  will  not  discover  any 
such  terms  as  is  now  embodied  in  section  8  (b)  of  the  act  of  June  28. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  amended  that  section. 
But  if  you  examine  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  Senate  conunlttee  and 
aa  passed  by  the  Senate,  you  wUl  not  find  the  language  In  question. 

Obviously  these  far-reaching  terms  were  Inserted  while  the  blU 
was  in  conference.  The  record  shows  that  on  June  21  the  Senate 
asked  for  a  conference.  On  June  22  the  House  and  Senate  agreed 
to  a  conference;  and.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  the  same  day  the  conference 
committee  made  Its  report  to  the  House  and  Senate.  On  the  same 
day  the  House  and  Senate  agreed  to  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  committee  report  was  not  printed.  When  the 
House  agreed  to  the  report  It  relied  on  the  explanation  made  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs.  But  nowhere  in  his 
explanation  of  the  report  will  be  found  any  mention  of  this  very 
Important  provision  Inserted  in  the  bill.  I  am  confident  he  did  not 
realize  the  potentialities  of  this  new  matter  In  the  report.  Some- 
how, by  some  means,  in  the  haste  of  the  conference  committee  to 
bring  the  bill  back  to  the  House  and  the  Senate,  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment advisers  had  the  words  put  in  the  bill. 

When  my  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  met  today  I  insisted  upon 
an  executive  session  so  that  I  might  bring  this  matter  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  for  the  first  time.  That  any  such  langviage 
was  embodied  *ln  the  bill  as  finally  enacted  was  news  to  the  com- 
mittee.   Our  committee  would  never  accept  any  such  provision. 

And  let  me  add,  Mr.  President,  that  nowhere  in  this  col- 
loquy in  the  House  was  there  any  dispute  concerning  the  alle- 
gations of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  DANAHEai.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  appreciate  very  much  the  valuable 
contribution  just  made  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Dakota. 

In  answer  to  the  question  which  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nebraska  was  good  enough  to  ask  me  as  to  what  the 
House  has  done  to  correct  the  situation  in  which  we  now  find 
ourselves,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  now  read  from  the  record 
that  in  House  bill  10263.  making  supplementary  appropria- 
tions for  the  national  defense  fiw  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1941.  and  other  purposes,  on  page  26,  line  15.  appears  the 
following : 

The  first  proviso  In  section  8  (b)  of  the  act  approved  June  28. 
1940  (Public,  No.  671),  is  hereby  repealed. 

SELECTIVI    SERVICE    COMPtTLSORY    MILITARY    TRAINING 


1ST.  WALSH.     Mr.  President- 


Mr.  DANAHER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  received  this  morning  a  brief  telegram 
from  a  distinguished  clergyman  of  the  Middle  West,  with 
the  request  that  the  information  it  contains  be  transmitted 
to  Congress.    I  ask  that  it  be  read  at  the  desk.    It  will 

take  but  a  minute. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  telegram  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  telegram,  as  follows: 

DXTBTTQITK,  lOWA,  AUffUSt   6.   1940. 

Senator  Davis  I.  Walsh, 

SeTiate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Catholic  bishops  of  my  province  and  overwhelming  majority  of 
Catholic  people  in  Midwest  are  vigorously  oppKJsed  to  compulsory 
peacetime  draft  legislation.  Urge  as  a  substitute  that  voluntary 
system  be  intensified  and  given  thorough  trial.  Please  transmit 
these  views  to  your  colleagues  m  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repie- 
■entatlves. 

[  Prakcis  J.  Beckman, 

I  Archhiahop  of  Dubuqxie. 

ACnVK     SERVICE     OF     NATIONAL     CTTARD.     RESERVE.     AND     RETIRED 

PERSONNEL 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and 
to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of  re- 


serve components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army 
into  active  military  service. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  pending  question  is 
on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Danahir].  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  4,  after  Une  17.  it  is  proposed 
to  add  a  new  subsection,  to  read: 

(f)  Any  person  now  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  1  may 
resign  his  status  within  20  days  after  the  approval  of  this  Joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  offered  as  an 
amendment,  which  is  now  the  pending  business,  the  proposal 
that  we  add  a  new  subsection  to  be  known  as  subsection  (f ) , 
on  page  4  of  the  Joint  resolution,  the  amendment  reading  as 
follows: 

Any  person  now  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  1  may 
resign  his  status  within  20  days  after  the  approval  of  this  Joint 
resolution. 

It  would  seem  that  In  the  light  of  the  discussion  to  which 
we  have  Just  listened  there  well  might  be  more  considered 
attenti(in  given  to  some  of  the  objectives  sought  by  the  legis- 
lation evoked  by  the  national -defense  program  of  which  the 
pending  joint  resolution  is  a  part.  Section  1  of  the  Joint 
resolution  definitely  provides  that  the  President  is  hereby  au- 
thorized, not  to  call  into  service,  not  to  train,  but  "to  order 
into  the  active  military  service  of  the  United  States  for  a 
period  of  12  consecutive  months  any  or  all  members  and 
units  of  any  or  all  reserve  components  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States,  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army. 
With  or  without  their  consent." 

Mr.  President,  the  situation  which  confronts  us  when  we 
consider  that  language  necessarily  takes  us  back  to  an  exam- 
ination of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3.  1916.  as 
amended.  Reading  from  the  monograph  prepared  for  the 
use  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Senate,  at 
page  118.  in  section  111.  we  find  these  words: 

When  Congress  shall  have  declared  a  national  emergency  and 
shall  have  authorized  the  use  of  armed  land  forces  of  the  United 
States  for  any  purpose  requiring  the  use  of  troops  In  exceis  <>t 
those  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  President  may  •  •  •  order 
Into  the  active  mUltary  service  of  the  United  States,  to  serve  therein 
for  the  period  of  the  war  or  emergency  •  •  •  any  or  aU  units 
and  members  of  the  National  Ouard  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  the  measure  before  us  has  commonly  been 
referred  to,  both  on  the  floor  and  in  the  public  prints,  as  a 
Joint  resolution  to  call  out  the  National  Guard.  The  distin- 
guished senior  Senator  from  Vermont  IMr.  Austin  1,  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  yesterday  pointed 
out,  in  response  to  my  question,  as  appears  in  the  Record 
at  page  9927.  that  the  components  referred  to  are  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  the  United  States,  the  National  Guard  while 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps, 
the  Organized  Reserves,  and  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps. 

Hundreds  of  thousands  of  men  are  affected  by  this  measure. 
They  may  be  ordered  out  for  service  at  any  point  in  the  West- 
em  Hemisphere,  from  Iceland  and  Greenland,  or  the  Aleutian 
Islands  in  Alaska,  all  the  way  to  the  tip  of  South  America, 
They  can  be  sent,  and  doubtless  will  be  sent,  to  any  of  the 
territories  and  insular  possessions  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  provision  in  the  Joint  resolution 
for  what  is  to  happen  to  the  economic  welfare  of  116,000  mem- 
bers of  the  Officers*  Reserve  Corps,  merely  to  take  one  unit. 
Contemplate,  If  you  will,  some  yoimg  professional  man  and 
an  acquaintance  of  mine  as  to  whom  the  facts  are  appro- 
priate may  serve  for  purposes  of  illustration,  who  for  15  years 
has  annually  undertaken  the  training  required  for  the  Offi- 
cers' Reserve  Corps.  Late  in  life,  comparatively  speaking,  he 
married.  He  bought  a  home.  He  mortgaged  the  home  under 
the  Federal  Housing  Administration  plan,  which  was  the  only 
way  in  which  he  could  acquire  a  home.  That  plan  requires 
that  he  amortize  the  payments  of  Interest  and  principal 
monthly.  Of  course,  there  are  included  payments  for  taxes 
and  insurance,  in  addition. 

Mr.  President,  that  yoimg  man  has  been  spending  the  in- 
tervemng  years  in  developing  a  law  practice,  dependent  solely 
upon  his  personal  efforts  for  its  success.    IX  he  is  called  out 
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and  ordered  to  some  point  on  the  bleak  coast  of  Greenland. 
there  to  render  active  military  service  in  the  Anny  of  the 
United  States,  in  defense  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  he  will 
have  a  year  to  think  over  exactly  what  sacrifice  he  is  making 
and  exactly  what  the  Congress  is  falling  even  to  consider  as 
to  the  plight  of  himself  and  his  family.  Of  course  the  case 
of  this  young  professional  man  can  be  multiplied  by  thousands. 
The  plight  of  yet  others  in  the  National  Guard  may  equally  be 
worthy  of  consideration. 

Mr.  President,  those  who  are  members  of  these  component 
reserves  willingly,  and  gl&dly.  and  volimtarily  assumed  their 
respective  roles  in  the  respective  services  referred  to,  but  they 
did  it  at  a  time  when  they  knew  as  a  matter  of  law  that 
they  were  not  to  be  ordered  into  the  active  military  service 
of  the  United  States  unless  the  Congress  "shall  have  declared 
a  national  emergency  and  shall  have  authorized  »iie  use  of 
armed  land  forces  of  the  United  States"  throughout  the 
period  of  the  emergency. 

The  Inequity  of  ordering  these  men  into  service  without 
giving  them  an  opportunity  to  protect  themselves,  and  their 
status  and  the  status  of  their  families  becomes  apparent 
with  the  mere  statement  and  outline  and  exposition  of  the 
situation.  We  find  that  the  committee  has  undertaken,  on 
page  3  of  the  Joint  resolution,  to  require  that  under  certain 
circumstances  some  employees,  members  of  the  forces  called 
into  service,  are  to  be  rehired  at  the  end  of  the  year  of 
service.  We  find  In  subsection  (A)  of  section  3  that  if  the 
employee  was  engaged  in  the  service  of  the  United  States 
ht  shall  be  restored  to  his  position,  or  to  a  like  position  of 
like  status.  We  find,  however,  yet  another  classification  re- 
ferred to,  that  if  the  person  was  in  the  employ  of  a  private 
employer,  "such  employer  shall  restore  such  person  to  such 
position,  or  to  a  petition  of  like  status  and  i>ay,  vmless  the 
employer's  circumstances  have  so  changed  as  to  make  it 
impossible  or  unreasonable  to  do  so." 

Mr.  NGRRIS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  read  the  language  referring  to  a 
private  employer,  and  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator's 
opinion  in  regard  to  it.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  that 
would  have  any  legal  effect?  Why  is  it  in  the  Joint  reso- 
lution? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  In  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska, 
I  think  that  the  language  constitutes  a  delusion  and  a  snare, 
that  it  will  lead  men  to  think  that  if  they  left  their  private 
employment  the  Congress  would  have  the  power  and  would 
take  steps  to  protect  them;  and  I  deny  that  the  Congress 
has  any  such  power. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  seems  perfectly  apparent  to  me.  I 
did  not  realize,  however,  until  the  Senator  so  forcefully  called 
our  attention  to  it,  that  it  might  mislead  someone.  I  thought 
it  was  really  harmless.  But  I  can  see,  as  the  Senator  has 
stated,  that  it  might  mislead  some  who  may  have  the  idea 
that  Congress  has  Jurisdiction  in  that  kind  of  a  case. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  thank  the  Senator  from  Nebraska, 
and  proceed  to  point  out  that  there  has  not  been  developed 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  the  thought  which  underlies  these 
particular  paragraphs. 

Last  night  a  vote  was  called  for  on  the  committee  amend- 
ment, and  without  objection  the  vote  was  taken,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  it  should  not  have  been  taken;  but  when 
the  Joint  resolution  was  being  explained  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  a  few  days  ago,  I  asked 
about  this  matter,  for  he  undertook,  in  the  course  of  his 
explanation,  to  interpolate  in  the  language  the  words  "in  in- 
terstate commerce."  from  which  those  of  us  who  were  listen- 
ing to  him  might  have  drawn  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
claimed  that  the  Congress  had  power  to  order  some  private 
employer  somewhere  to  restore,  under  a  contractual  status, 
an  employee  who  was  ordered  into  the  military  service,  on 
the  theory  that  the  employer  was  engaged  in  interstate 
commerce. 

When  I  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Texas 
the  turt  that  that  language  was  not  in  the  joint  resolution, 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas!  undertook  to  explain 


tc  us  that  it  had  been  omitted  in  the  committee;  that  the 
Senator  from  Texas  inadvertently  had  Interpolated  the  lan- 
guage; that  actually  the  committee  apparently  was  proceed- 
ing on  the  theory  that  the  Congress  had  the  authority  so  to 
legislate,  on  the  ground  that  since  the  Congress,  under  the 
Constitution,  has  power  over  the  raising  of  armies,  it  also 
has  power  to  follow  collateral  and  derivative  exigencies,  ap- 
parenUy.  in  all  phases  of  the  employment  of  the  personnel 
of  the  Army. 

I  asked  whether  the  Senators  who  had  expressed  the  op- 
posing views  had  reconciled  their  views,  and.  so  far  as  I 
know,  they  have  done  so.  in  that  the  language  still  stsmds, 
and  the  words  "interstate  commerce"  have  not  been  restored 
to  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 

me? 
Mr.  DANAHER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  the 
measure,  as  it  was  first  formed,  contained  the  words  "in 
interstate  commerce,"  and  I  do  not  recall  when  I  made  my 
opening  address  on  the  Joint  resolution  that  later  those 
words  were  omitted  by  the  committee  and  that  the  form 
now  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  was 
adopted  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  a 
question  while  he  is  on  his  feet.  The  measure  in  the  form 
in  which  it  now  is  on  oiur  desks,  omitting  that  language, 
proceeds  on  the  theory,  does  it  not,  that  the  Congress  may 
legislate  with  reference  to  future  employmeot  and  the 
restoration  of  employees  to  their  emplojrment  on  the  theory 
that  the  Congress  has  power  under  the  Constitution  to  con- 
trol the  raising  of  armies  and  aU  collateral  incidents? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  my  understanding. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  And  that  is  the  basis,  is  it  not,  on  which 
this  measure  now  proceeds? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  is  on  that  basis  on  which  it  pro- 
ceeds in  connection  with  this  particular  provision. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  it  is  perfectly  apparent, 
even  if  we  grant  that  Congress  has  such  power,  that  it  does 
not  apply  to  the  individual  businessman:  it  does  not  apply 
to  the  professional  man;  it  certainly  does  not  apply  to  the 
man  who  has  no  emplo3mient  at  the  present  time  and  who 
would  be  denied  the  opportunity  to  seek  to  restore  himself 
with  reference  to  It. 

But,  Mr.  President,  in  order  further  apparently  to  lead 
people  to  think  that  Congress  has  that  power  to  protect 
them,  on  page  4  of  the  measure  we  undertake  to  say  that  an 
employer  who  refuses  to  restore  such  an  employee  to  his 
previous  employment  is  gxiilty  of  an  uAfaIr  lat)or  practice 
within  the  meaning  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act,  a 
matter  which  I  took  up  with  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Wagner)  in  brief  conference,  pointing  out  ihat  In  my 
hiunble  opinion  that  actually  is  a  definite  diversion  of  the 
whole  purpose  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  which 
may  lead  to  incalculable  harm  in  that  particular. 

In  any  event,  if  the  employer  shall  not  restore  the  em- 
ployee, the  Congress  now  says  that  a  district  court  shall 
order  a  speedy  hearing  on  motion  of  an  employee  who  is 
not  taken  back  in  his  employment,  and  shall  advance  the 
case  on  the  calendar,  as  though  we  have  any  power  to  con- 
trol the  orderly  disposition  of  the  judicial  process,  and  to 
say  in  what  order  a  court  shall  determine  the  cases 
before  it. 

Moreover,  Mr.  President,  we  undertake  to  confer  jurisdic- 
tion on  the  Federal  court,  upon  the  filing  of  a  motion,  a 
petition,  or  other  appropriate  pleading  by  the  person  en- 
titled to  the  benefits  of  the  provisions,  specifically  to  require 
the  employer  to  comply  with  such  provisions. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  the  first  test  of  any  such 
attempted  conferring  of  jurisdiction  will  meet  with  complete 
denial  by  the  courts  of  any  such  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Does  the  Senator  contend  that  Congress 
cannot  regulate  the  Jurisdiction  of  inferior  courts? 
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Mr.  DANAHER.  I  mean  to  say  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  under  the  provisions  of  the  pending  Joint 
resolution,  has  no  power  whatever  to  prescribe  the  order  in 
which  a  court  shall  hear  petitions. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  know,  but  a  minute  ago  the  Senator 
was  contending,  as  I  understood  him,  that  Congress  could 
not  regulate  the  Jurisdiction  of  inferior  courts. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  am  not  covering  the  whole  wide  field  of 
Jurisprudence.  I  am  talking  about  the  pending  Joint  reso- 
lution, and  talking  about  the  language  which  I  think  fails  of 
its  purpose. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the  lan- 
guage is  sufficient,  but  Congress  certainly  has  the  power  to 
confer  on  courts  under  its  jurisdiction  the  power  to  hear  these 
cases.  If  the  language  is  not  in  proper  form.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  can  draft  proper  language  and  will 
be  prepared  to  submit  it  to  the  committee.  But  under  the 
authority  given  Congress  to  create  inferior  courts.  Congress 
has  the  power  to  regulate  and  control,  or  entirely  abolish 
their  jurisdiction  if  it  sees  fit  to  do  so. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  if  he 
claims  that  the  Congress  has  the  right  to  prescribe  the  order 
in  which  any  court  on  which  it  confers  jurisdiction  shall  hear 

cases? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    The  Senator  from  Texas  did  not  say 

that.  ^  .»         « 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Well,  does  the  Senator  say  it  now? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.  Of  course.  Congress  may  not  underUke 
to  say  how  a  court  shaU  decide  a  case,  but  under  the  provision 
of  the  Constitution  the  Congress  has  the  power  to  say  that 
certain  cases  shall  be  advanced,  as  we  have  done  in  many 
insUnces,  and  shall  have  a  preferential  status  for  hearing. 
Congress  may  not  tell  a  court  how  to  decide  a  case,  but  the 
Congress  has  the  power  to  say  that  the  district  court  shall 
give  preferential  consideration  to  certain  character  of  cases 
imder  its  broad  powers.  Yes;  I  say  that. 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.     Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator 

yield  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  am  in  complete  sympathy  with 
the  amendment  which  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has 
offered.  However,  I  am  completely  out  of  harmony  with 
what  the  Senator  Is  saying  in  regard  to  the  matter  contained 
in  section  3.  the  amendment,  which  has  to  do  with  an  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  Congress  to  protect  the  interests  of 

those  men  who  are  ordered  into  service,  especially  those  who 
are  ordered  into  service  for  1  year's  training.  I  am  sure 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  docs  not  wish  to  leave  the 
impression  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  should 
not  take  any  action,  or  possibly  cannot,  within  the  law,  to 
see  that  the  men  who  are  ordered  to  this  training  are  re- 
stored to  their  proper  places  in  industry.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  does  not  wish  to  leave  such  an 

impression.  ,  . 

Mr.  DANAHER.  The  Senator  from  Utah  correctly  under- 
stands my  attitude  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  THOMAS  Of  Utah.  The  problem  of  how  to  do  It,  of 
course,  faced  the  committee.  We  know  that  the  President's 
war  powers  are  great.  We  know  also,  from  various  decisions. 
that  the  war  powers  of  the  President  and  of  the  Congress 
are  great.  We  have  assumed  that  those  powers  can  be  ex- 
tended to  peacetime  training.  We  do  not  have  much  to  sup- 
port us.  so  far  as  decisions  are  concerned,  l)ecause  I  think 
this  is  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  our  country  when  an 
attempt  has  been  made  to  extend  such  powers  to  peacetime. 
But  the  committee  decided  to  put  into  this  measure  every  pro- 
tection which  it  thought  it  could,  and  which  it  thought  was 
possibly  justified,  and  therefore  there  is,  if  the  Senator  will 
permit  the  use  of  the  expression,  a  sort  of  tjring  up  at  various 
things  to  protect  persons  affected  hy  the  measure,  and  the 
bringing  in  of  the  provisions  of  the  unfair  labor  practices 
act,  so  that  an  employer  may  not  take  advantage  of  the  fact 
that  the  Government  has  called  upon  certain  of  his  employees 
to  come  into  the  Government  service  for  a  year,  and  not 
take  them  t}ack. 


The  Senator 

I  know  what  the  Senator  wants,  and  I 


I  think  if  the  Senator  favors  the  spirit  of  this  measure, 
which  I  am  sure  he  does,  he  can  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment  which  will  add  more  protection  to  those  persons 
than  the  amendment  already  gives. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  on  the  amendment  has  expired. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Of  course,  I  have  further  time  on  the 
joint  resolution. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  not  to  yield  further  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  in  view  of  the  shortness  of  my  speaking 
time,  but  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Utah  for  his  courtesy  and 
for  his  cooperation  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DANAHER.    No;  not  Just  now.    Let  me  develop  my 
thought. 

Mr.  CONNALLY. 

Mr.  DANAHER. 

Will  come  back  to  it. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  point  out  that  the  moment  this  meas- 
ure becomes  law  and  the  moment  the  component  reserves 
are  ordered  into  Federal  service — not  called  out,  as  under 
existing  law,  but  ordered  into  acUve  military  service — 
the  commissioning  of  the  officers  will  follow  the  order,  and 
there  will  be  no  opportunity  whatever  under  existing  law  for 
any  officer  to  resign.  The  Federal  statutes  are  absolutely 
barren  of  an  opportunity  for  any  officer  to  resign  except  upon 
the  acceptance  of  his  superior,  who  is,  in  fact,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army. 
There  is  no  statutory  authority  whatever  under  which  these 
men  will  be  able  to  protect  themselves  If,  in  their  own  Judg- 
ment, the  economic  welfare  of  their  families  and  their  de- 
pendents, and  their  influence  and  status  in  their  respective 
communities,  may  be  injured  by  a  year's  service  in  the  active 
military  branch  of  the  United  States  Army. 

Mr.  President,  It  seems  to  me  when  we  are  confronted  with 
the  Inequitable  situation  thus  arising,  that  the  very  least  we 
can  do  is  to  give  these  men— 116.000  in  the  Officers'  Reserve 
Corps,  approximately  228.000  in  the  NaUonal  Guard,  and  I  do 
not  know  how  many  thousands  on  the  retired  list— the  oppor- 
tunity of  assaying  and  judging  their  own  situation.  If,  on 
the  same  voluntary  basis  on  which  they  previously  aspired  to 
and  assumed  the  status  which  they  today  hold  in  the  respec- 
Uve  services,  they  equally  voluntarUy  wish  to  go  forward  and 
remain  amenable  to  the  law.  then  It  should  be  on  their  option, 
and  in  that  spirit  there  would  be  legally  jusUflable  acUon  so 
far  as  they  individually  are  concerned. 
Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  May  not  a  Reserve  officer  resign  at  the  pres- 
ent time  if  he  so  desires? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Under  the  law,  he  may  not.    He  has  no 
right  whatever  to  resign.    He  may  tender  his  resignaUon. 
but  Its  acceptance  depends  solely  and  entirely  upon  the  whim 
and  will  of  the  Commander  in  ClUef  of  the  forces. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    Mi .  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  the  Senator  contend — and  I  am  ask- 
ing for  information— that  at  any  time  prior  to  the  call  of 
the  President,  a  member  of  the  National  Guard  may  not 
resign  to  the  Governor  of  his  State? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     At  the  present  moment  he  may. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    As  I  understand,  the  passage  of  the  jolrit 
resolution  would  not  change  that  situation.    At  the  present 
time  a  member  of  the  National  Guard  may  resign  to  his 
own  Governor? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  He  does  not  have  to  take  up  the  matter 
with  any  Federal  officer? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  That  Is  correct  at  this  moment,  imder 
existing  law. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Until  the  National  Guard  is  called  out  by 
the  President,  would  not  any  member  of  the  National  Guard 
have  the  right  to  resign  to  his  own  Governor? 
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Mr.  DANAHER.  No;  for  the  reason  explained  so  care- 
fully yesterday  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Axjs- 
Tml.  supported  by  the  decisions  which  he  read  into  the 
Record,  to  the  effect  that  immediately  upon  the  order  of 
the  President  he  becomes  a  member  of  the  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  admitted  that.  Why  may  not  Na- 
tional Guard  members  resign  prior  to  the  order  of  the 
President? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Under  existing  law  National  Guard  of- 
ficers may  resign  to  the  Governors  of  their  respective  States. 
OflQcers  In  the  Offlcers'  Reserve  Corps  may  not. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  passage  of  the  Joint  resolution  by 
Congress  would  not  take  away  the  right  of  a  National 
Guard  officer  to  resign  to  the  Governor  of  his  State. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska that  the  burden  of  the  argument  of  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  was  to  the  effect  that  the  Senator's  question 
should  be  answered  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  language  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion, the  President  is  authorized  from  time  to  time,  during 
the  period  until  1942.  to  call  out  any  or  all  of  the  National 
Guard. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  That  is  correct;  with  all  other  compo- 
nents. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand;  but  suppose  that  imder 
the  provisions  of  the  Joint  resolution  he  should  order  into 
training  on  the  1st  of  September  the  National  Guard  of  Ken- 
tucky. Until  the  1st  of  September  any  member  of  that 
organization  might  still  resign  to  his  Governor.  But  suppose 
the  President  should  not  order  into  service  the  National 
Guard  from  Connecticut,  New  Hampshire,  at  Maine  until 
the  1st  of  January:  It  Ls  still  true  that  until  the  1st  of  Janu- 
ary, when  he  is  ordered  into  training,  a  meml)er  of  the 
National  Guard  might  still  resign  to  the  Governor  of  his 
State.    Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  That  is  what  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
contends,  and  that  is  the  implication  of  what  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  says.  However,  I  do  not  understand  that  to 
be  the  conclusion  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  joint  resolution  does  not  change  the 
status  of  any  National  Guard  organization  until  the  Presi- 
dent has  actually  ordered  it  into  training.  It  is  subject  to 
order  at  any  time,  but  tintil  the  President  actually  exercises 
his  authority  its  status  is  not  changed. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  think  the  Senator  is  missing  the  point. 
I  now  see  fully  what  he  is  getting  at.  The  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  or  the  Judge  Advocate  General's  Depart- 
ment, has  put  in  line  9,  qxx  page  1.  the  words  "with  or  without 
their  consent." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  language  pertains  to  the  President's 
order  calling  them  into  service. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  No;  I  think  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
had  better  read  section  18  of  the  act  of  June  15.  1933.  appear- 
ing in  Fortieth  Statutes,  i>age  160.  where  he  will  find  that  the 
question  of  the  consent  of  the  Individual  is  dealt  with.  In 
order  to  avoid  the  effect  and  protection  of  that  very  statute, 
those  who  drafted  the  Joint  resolution  put  in  Une  9,  on  pag^  1. 
the  words  "with  or  without  their  consent." 

Mr.  President,  I  have  a  very  few  minutes  left.  Let  me 
briefly,  in  conclusion,  submit  that  the  Joint  resolution  on  its 
face  does  not  give  adequate  protection  to  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  men  who,  under  circumstances  of  fairness  and 
equity,  ought  to  decide  whether  or  not  their  individual  status 
will  presently  justify  their  being  answerable  to  the  order  into 
active  military  service.  In  the  second  place,  in  my  judg- 
moit,  the  Joint  resolution  as  drawn  does  not,  as  a  matter  of 
law,  protect  those  who  are  employees  of  employers  named  in 
section  3.  subparagraph  (b),  clause  (B). 

I  believe  further.  Mr.  President,  that  as  to  the  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  men  who  are  on  the  retired  list  and  who  are 
officers  in  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps,  and  for  whom  no  pro- 
vision for  resignaUon  at  present  exists,  there  should  be  an 


opportunity  within  a  reasonable  time — which  I  have  arbi- 
trarily set  at  20  days  in  the  amendment  which  is  pending— 
to  decide  whether  or  not  they  wish  to  continue  answerable  to 
the  call  for  active  military  service  anywhere  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere.    Remember,  this  is  not  training.    This  is  active 

military  service. 

On  those  premises.  Mr.  President.  I  draw  the  conclusion 
that  fairly  and  equitably,  since  we  are  suspending  the  pro- 
tection we  previously  gave  those  men.  if  the  Congress  should 
declare  a  national  emergency  we  should  give  them  the  oppor- 
tunity and  the  option,  at  their  choice,  of  resignation.  If 
thereafter  they  choose  to  continue,  they  will  have  made 
their  choice,  and  at  their  option  may  go  forward  and  serve 
if  and  when  called.  • 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  DanaherI. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  some  of  the  testimony  before  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  with  reference  to  the  question 
whether  or  not  the  National  Guard  ought  to  be  called  out. 
and  more  particularly  to  the  question  whether  or  not.  under 
the  terms  of  the  joint  resolution,  we  should  call  out  men  who 
do  not  wish  to  be  called  out.  and  who  therefore  perhaps 
should  not  be  called  out. 

The  committee  had  before  it  two  witnesses  who  spoke  for 
the  National  Guard.  One  was  General  Williams.  Chief  of 
the  National  Guard  Bureau.  Previous  to  his  appointment  to 
that  office  he  had  been  adjutant  general  of  the  National 
Guard  of  the  State  of  Missouri.  He  is  today  a  National 
Guard  officer  temixirarily  on  duty  in  Washington  as  Chief 
of  the  National  Guard  Bureau.  The  other  witness  was  CJen. 
Milton  A.  Reckord.  who  is  today  adjutant  general  of  the  State 
of  Maryland,  and  who  is  the  chairman  of  the  legislative  com- 
mittee of  the  National  Guard  Association.  For  many  years — 
certainly  during  the  15  or  16  years  I  have  been  in  Congress — 
General  Reckord  has  held  that  position  and  has  really  been 
what  we  might  term  the  Washington  representative  of  the 
National  Guard  Association,  which  association  is  composed 
of  the  officers  and  men  who  constitute  the  National  Guard 
Of  the  United  States. 

General  Williams,  in  testifying  before  the  committee,  said 
this: 
Kinety-elght  percent  of  them — 

Speaking,  of  course,  for  the  National  Guard  officers  and 
men — 

I  would  say.  are  anxious  to  get  Into  the  service  and  get  the  train- 
ing which  they  feel  they  should  have  in  view  of  the  present  condi- 
tion of  world  affairs. 

General  Reckord  said: 

The  National  Guard  as  an  Institution — that  Is.  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States — and  the  Adjutant  General  Association 
have  gone  on  record  ofBcially  In  favor  of  some  such  legislation  as 
this.  •  •  •  We  want  the  guard  to  be  ordered  to  duty  for  not 
less  than  a  year,  because  we  t>elleve.  as  well  as  others,  that  the 
guard  does  need  Intensive  training,  and  the  sooner  we  can  get  to 
It  the  better  It  wlU  be. 

For  the  past  2  years  the  National  Guard  Bureau  In  Wash- 
ington has  been  putting  forth  its  best  efforts  to  get  out  of 
the  National  Guard  men  who.  because  of  dependents  or  for 
some  other  good  reason,  perhaps  would  be  put  to  too  great 
a  s^icriflce  if  called  into  the  Federal  service;  and  during  the 
past  few  weeks  the  National  Guard  Bureau  has  been  putting 
oh  a  drive,  so  to  speak.  In  an  effort  to  get  such  men  out  of 
the  National  Guard.  The  National  Guard  Bureau,  as  an 
agency  of  the  Federal  Government,  may  not  discharge  them, 
because,  as  has  been  so  well  brought  out.  until  they  actually 
go  into  the  F^eral  service  they  are  under  the  control  of 
their  respective  States  and  State  Governors,  and  they  may 
be  discharged  only  by  State  authority.  However,  as  General 
Wilhams  says: 

0\ir  letters  of  Instructions  to  the  States,  which  were  sent  out  a 
few  weeks  ago.  advised  that  all  enlisted  men  from  the  first  three 
grades,  from  the  grade  of  sergeant  on  down.  If  they  claimed  de- 
pendents, that  the  States  were  authorized  and  urged  to  replae* 
Uienx.     We  couldn't  teU  them  to.  because  under  the  law  In  tla* 
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of  peace  it  is  a  State  function,  and  the  discharge  of  men  in  the 
guard  is  a  State  function,  and  the  appointment  of  officers  Is  a 
State  function.    So  we  urged  them  to  get  rid  of  them. 

That  is,  the  National  Guard  Bureau  in  Washington  has 
urged  the  States  and  the  National  Guard  authorities  in  the 
States  to  get  rid  of  any  men  who  might  be  put  to  too  great 
a  sacrifice,  or  who  might  present  cases  in  which  it  would  not 
be  wise  to  call  the  men  into  service.  General  Williams  testi- 
fied that  for  2  years  they  had  been  trying  to  do  this;  that 
some  2  years  ago  when  they  made  a  survey  of  the  situation 
they  found  that  perhaps  al>out  8  percent  of  the  men  in  the 
National  Guard  ought  to  be  replaced  for  one  good  reason  or 
another,  and  that,  due  to  the  efforts  that  had  been  made,  he 
would  estimate  today  that  8i  percent  had  been  reduced  to 
only  about  3  percent.  So.  according  to  the  testimony  of 
General  Williams,  some  97  percent  of  the  National  Guard 
today  are  ready  for  this  Federal  service,  and  the  National 
Guard  Bureau  is  endeavoring  to  eliminate  the  3  i)ercent 
that,  because  of  dependency  or  some  other  good  reason, 
otight  not  perhaps  to  be  called  into  the  service. 

Let  me  say  that  I  cannot  subscribe  to  the  doctrine  that 
these  men  ought  not  to  be  called  into  the  service  because 
it  may  be  they  were  not  told  that  perhaps  at  a  particular 
date  there  would  arise  the  particular  situation  which  now 
confronts  the  Nation  and  they  would  be  called  into  the 
service.  Every  man  knows  when  he  enlists  in  the  National 
Guard  that  he  is  enlisting  with  the  idea  that  his  service 
will  be  available  to  his  State  and  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment when  and  if  his  services  are  needed. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  wilT  the  Senator  yield 
there? 

Mr.  HILL.  The  man  who  Joins  the  National  Guard  joins 
it  with  the  very  idea  in  mind  that  he  may  be  called  into 
the  service  under  some  such  condition  as  confronts  the 
country  today.    I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator.  Is  not  the  effect  to 
be  given  to  the  Senator's  present  argument  that,  Insofar  as 
the  National  Guard  is  concerned,  they  are  entitled  to  resign 
if  they  choose?  In  point  of  fact,  the  National  Guard  have 
been  trj'ing  to  get  those  who  ought  to  resign  to  do  so. 
Therefore,  if  this  amendment  were  to  be  adopted.  It  would 
not  apply  to  the  National  Guard,  anyway. 

Mr.  HILL.  But  the  Senator's  amendment  is  entirely  dif- 
ferent from  that. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  further  ques- 
tion. Is  it  not  a  fact  that  everything  he  has  said  so  far  In 
nowise  applies  to  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps  or  to  the  other 
components? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  will  get  to  that  In  a  moment. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Very  well. 

Mr.  HILL.  Of  course,  the  difference  between  what  the 
Senator's  amendment  would  do  and  what  I  have  said  we  are 
proposing  to  do  is  that  the  Senator's  amendment  would  per- 
mit any  man  in  the  National  Guard  to  resign  within  20  days 
without  any  good  cause,  without  any  good  reason  for  resign- 
ing. The  amendment  of  the  Senator  would  permit  any  one  cf 
the  242.000  men  in  the  National  Guard  today  to  resign  and 
walk  out  without  a  single  man  being  left  in  the  National 
Guard. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Sienator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  Let  me  say  a  word  or  two  further,  and  then  I 
will  yield.  All  these  years  the  Federal  Government  has  been 
spending  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  clothing  the  Na- 
tional Guard,  equipping  the  National  Guard,  training  the 
National  Guard,  preparing  the  National  Guard,  having  offi- 
cers of  the  Regular  Army  assigned  to  duty  with  the  National 
Guard  so  that  they  may  obtain  proper  training  and  proper 
instruction.  As  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  must  know, 
most  of  the  officers  of  the  National  Guard  draw  each  year 
from  the  Federal  Treasury  approximately  $500.  We  pay 
them  that  money  to  encourage  them  to  be  in  the  National 
Guard,  so  that  we  may  have  the  National  Guard  fit  and 
available  for  service  when  a  condition  confronts  the  country 
such  as  confronts  it  today.  It  Is  absurd  and  ridiculous  to 
stand  on  this  floor  and  imply  that  perhaps  by  calling  cut  the 


National  Guard  we  are  doing  something  that  nobody  had 
previously  contemplated. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Will  the  Senator  not  have  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  and  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  have  already  pointed  out  that  all  the  members  of 
the  National  Guard  can  tender  their  commissions  to  the 
Governors  of  the  States  who  appointed  them?  Is  not  that 
a  fact? 

Mr.  HTTiIi  They  can  tender  their  commissions,  but 
whether  or  not  the  tender  of  the  commissions  would  be  ac- 
cepted would  depend  upon  the  State  authority.  I  would  not 
say  that  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  the  en- 
listed men,  noncommissioned  officers,  and  commissioned  offi- 
cers, may  all  walk  out  today  If  they  see  flt  to  do  so.  The  truth 
is  the  National  Guard  men  have  a  term  of  enlistment.  En- 
listed personnel  go  in  for  a  3-year  period,  the  original  enlist- 
ment, and  then  they  have  a  subsequent  enlistment  for  the 
dtu*ation  of  a  year's  time. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  HILL.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Then,  is  It  not  a  fact,  in  the  light  of  the 
explanation  of  the  Senator,  that  all  these  National  Guard 
men,  according  to  his  very  argument,  are  l>ound.  and  there  is 
no  opportunity  now  for  them  to  decide,  if  this  Joint  resolu- 
tion shall  be  enacted  into  law.  whether  they  will  or  will  not 
answer  to  a  year's  active  military  service.    Is  not  that  so? 

Mr.  HILL.  No;  I  would  say  that  for  any  good  reason,  any 
good  cause,  such  as  dependency  or  being  engaged  in  some 
business  or  occupation  which  is  more  Important  to  the  na- 
tional defense  than  that  they  should  have  this  National 
Guard  training  or  some  other  good  cause,  they  can  get  out, 
but  I  do  not  say  that  after  they  have  enlisted  for  a  3-year 
period  they  can  all  walk  up  and  say,  "We  are  quitting  today." 
No,  I  do  not  say  that,  and  when  they  are  drawing  their  pay 
each  month  from  the  Federal  Government,  as  each  and  every 
one  of  them,  from  the  lowest  private  up  to  the  highest  officer 
does,  they  take  that  pay  knowing  that  the  Government  is 
paying  them  under  a  responsibility  on  their  part.  II  the 
Government  needs  them  the  Government  can  call  them. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.  I  win  be  glad  to  yield,  but  the  Senator  knows 
there  is  a  limit  on  the  time  for  debate. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Very  well.  I  will  not  interrupt  the  Sen- 
ator further. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  asked  about  the  Reserves.  The 
Reserve  officers  hold  commissions  as  officers  In  the  Reserve 
of  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  There  can  be  but  one 
reason  for  having  that  Reserve,  there  can  be  but  one  reason, 
Mr.  President,  for  issuing  Reserve  commissions  and  spending 
the  money  to  train  these  men.  and  that  reason  is  that  they 
may  be  available  when  the  Government  needs  them.  Remem- 
ber the  Reserve  officer  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  States,  he 
has  no  connection  with  the  National  Guard  or  the  militia  of 
the  States,  he  Is  a  Reserve  officer  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  a  Reserve  officer  of  the  Army  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  the  very  purpose  of  commissioning  him,  the  very 
purpose  of  training  him.  providing  schools  for  him  to  go  to 
and  sending  him  to  summer  encampments  Is  that  he  may  be 
ready  when  the  Federal  Government  needs  him  to  be  called 
Into  service. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrleld? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  do  not  want  to  encroach  on  the  Sen- 
ator's time,  but  I  am  sure  the  Senator  does  not  desire  to  be 
understood  as  saying  that  the  National  Guard  men  enlisted 
with  any  idea  or  thought  or  conception  that  they  could  be 
ordered  into  the  service  imder  the  conditions  proposed  by  the 
pending  joint  resolution,  for  instance,  to  serve  in  South  Amer- 
ica without  the  declaration  of  an  emergency? 

Mr.  Hlli.  I  would  say  that  when  a  man  takes  the  oath, 
becomes  a  member  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States,   and   takes  his  pay   from  the  Federal  Government 
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each  month,  he  knows  that  he  Is  subject  to  be  called  by  the 
Federal  Government  whenever  there  is  such  a  condition  in 
this  country  that  the  Congress  feels  that  it  is  Its  duty  to 
pass  a  law  to  authorize  the  President  to  call  that  guard 

into  service. 

Mr.  QILLFPrE.  When  Congress  declares  that  an  emer- 
gency exists. 

Mr.  HTT.T.  That  is  Just  what  we  are  doing;  we  are  pass- 
ing this  legislation  now  authorizing  the  President  to  call  the 

guard  Into  service. 

So  far  as  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  is  concerned — 
I  think  I  am  accurate,  and  if  I  am  in  error  I  wish  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  to  correct  me — there  has  l)een  no 
indication  from  any  National  Guard  man.  or  any  National 
Guard  organization,  or  any  Reserve  officer  or  Reserve  Offi- 
cers' Association  except  that  each  of  them  and  all  of  them 
are  not  only  ready  to  answer  this  call  but  that,  viewing  the 
situation  In  the  world  as  it  Is  today,  they  feel  that  they 
should  be  called,  so  that  they  may  receive  the  training  which 
they  feel  to  be  so  necessary.     By  the  passage  of  the  pend- 
ing Joint  resolution,  we  are  doing  the  very  thing  the  Con- 
gress had  in  mind  should  be  done  and  would  be  done  in  the 
light  of  such  a  situation  when  the  Congress  passed  the  Na- 
tional Defense  Act  of  1920,  when  we  set  up  the  Army  of 
the  United  States,  composed  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  the  United  States,  and  the  other  reserve  com- 
ponents.   That,  as  I  have  said,  is  the  reason  why  we.  rcp- 
Wientatlves  of  the  Federal  Government,  have  gone  into  the 
FWeral  Treasury  and  taken  out  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars  to  clothe  and  equip  and  prepare  these  men.  in  order 
that  they  might  be  ready  for  just  such  a  situation  as  con- 
fronts us  today;  and  it  is  absurd,  to  my  mind,  even  to  think 
about  an  amendment  such  as  that  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  that  will  permit  any  man  in  the  National 
Guard,  no  matter  what  his  reason  might  he.  no  matter  what 
his  whim  might  be,  to  quit  now  after  he  has  received  this 
pay,  this  training,  and  this  preparation  from  the  Federal 
Government. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Ttie  question  is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
DamahebI. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  On  the  amendment  I  ask  for  the  "yeas" 
and  "nays." 

Mr.  SHKPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  trust  that  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  will  be  rejected.  Every 
man  called  under  this  joint  resolution,  if  it  shall  be  enacted, 
can  be  discharged  for  good  cause  at  any  time.  To  give  this 
_  proposed  authority  for  wholesale  discharges,  regardless  of  any 
reason,  would  be  demoralizing  to  the  machinery  for  dis- 
charges already  set  up.  and  it  seems  to  me  would  be  a  reflec- 
tion on  the  legislation. 

SivBKAL  Senators.    Vote! 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Danaher],  on  which  he  has  demanded  the  yeas  and  najrs. 
Is  the  demand  seconded? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  withhold 
that  suggestion?     I  desire  to  make  a  remark. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  withhold  his  suggestion? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  gladly  withhold  it,  and  am  happy  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  I  believe  some  of  our  troubles 
are  imaginary.  As  I  understand — and  I  expect  to  vote  for 
this  proposed  legislation  with  that  understanding  and  that 
belief— the  real  objective  to  be  attained  by  this  measure  Is  the 
training  of  several  hundred  thousand  men.  many  of  whom 
are  already  partially  trained.  My  idea  is  that  that  is  what 
will  come  out  of  this  Joint  resolution — the  training,  or  the 
completion  of  the  training,  of  several  hundred  thousand  men, 
who  will  then  be  in  shape  to  enter  the  service  of  their  country 
if.  by  any  possible  contingency.  It  should  become  Involved  in 
any  war  in  which  their  services  are  needed. 


My  understanding  Is— and  I  should  like  to  be  corrected  If 
I  am  In  error— that  up  to  the  time  the  President  calls  out  the 
National  Guard,  any  member  of  the  National  Guard,  private 
or  officer,  may  resign,  regardless  of  what  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment wants  him  to  do.  He  may  resign  to  the  Governor  of 
his  State.  I  think  that  win  take  care  of  most  of  the  cases  of 
men  who  ought  not  to  be  called  into  acUve  service.  I  should 
feel  favorable  to  any  amendment  which  provided  for  the  ex- 
emption, upon  proper  showing,  of  men  who  are  called  into  the 
service.    I  do  not  think,  however,  it  ought  to  be  absolutely 

left  to  the  man  himself. 

The  other  day  I  received  a^  letter  from  the  commanding 
officer  of  a  National  Guard  imit.  I  thought  it  was  a  very 
beautiful  letter.  He  said  in  the  letter  that  it  was  the  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  members  of  his  unit — I  think  there  were 
75  or  80  men  in  the  unit — that  they  should  be  called  into 
training  by  the  President  of  the  United  States.  He  wanted 
this  Joint  resolution  passed;  but  he  said: 

There  are  some  of  our  member*— 

It  was  in  a  town  of  about  five  or  six  thousand  persons — 

for  whom  a  call  to  Immediate  service  would  mean  a  great  hardship, 
and  they  ought  to  be  exempted.    There  are  very  few  of  them. 

He  said  there  would  not  be  to  exceed  10  or  a  dozen  such 
jncn  in  his  company ;  and  he  said : 

We  are  talking  the  matter  over  now  with  those  men  and  with 
tbelr  comrades,  and  are  taking  st^ps  to  get  them  out  of  the  National 
Guard  prior  to  any  call  the  President  may  Issue. 

In  addition  to  that,  he  said: 

There  are  quite  a  nximber  of  young  men  who  arc  not  members  of 
the  guard  who  want  to  t>e  members  of  It.  and  would  be  If  they  knew 
they  were  to  be  called  into  active  training  under  the  Joint  resolution 
which  is  now  pending  before  Congress. 

So  he  thought  the  membership  of  the  guard  would  be 

increased. 

It  seems  to  me  that  a  man  such  as  the  one  the  Senator 
has  described,  having  a  dependent  as  he  has.  ought  to  be 
exempted.  I  am  laboring  under  the  impression  that  as  a 
matter  of  prstctical  application  of  this  measure  he  will  be 
exempted,  and  that  he  may  get  out  of  the  guard  at  any 
time  before  the  President  issues  his  call. 

I  think  the  members  of  the  National  Guard  are  anxious 
to  have  this  joint  resolution  enacted.  They  want  the  train- 
ing. They  are  not  thinking  of  going  to  war.  They  are 
thinking  in  terms  of  preparation,  in  terms  of  the  training 
they  will  receive  in  the  12  months.  They  are  anxious  to  get 
it.  regardless  of  whether  there  comes  a  greater  emergency 
than  now  exists  or  whether  there  does  not;  and  I  believe 
most  of  these  difficulties  will  U-on  themselves  out. 

I  desire  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Shcppard],  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  He  has  Just 
said  there  will  be  ample  opportunity  for  those  who  have 
cause  to  get  out  of  the  service  to  do  so  if  a  call  is  made. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    That  is  correct  under  the  law? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     It  Is. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Assuming  that  to  be  true,  I  do  not  see  any 
necessity  for  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut. 

Now.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  ask  a  parliamentary  ques- 
tion. What  is  the  amendment  in  the  Joint  resolution  now 
pending  to  which  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  applies? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  restate  the 
amendment    for    the    information    of    the    Senator    from       / 
Nebraska. 

The  LscisLATivx  Clxmc.    On  page  4.  after  line  17,  it  is 

proposed  to  add  a  new  subsection  to  read,  as  follows: 

(f)  Any  person  now  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  1  may 
rcidgn  his  status  within  20  days  afta*  the  approval  of  this  Joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  another  question. 
Has  the  amendment  commencing  on  line  8  of  page  3  and 
ending  on  line  11  of  page  3  been  agreed  to? 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    It  has  been  agreed  to,  as 
amended. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    And  was  section  (Bl   also  agreed  to? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Section  (B)  was  also 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  it  has  seemed  to  me  all  the 
time  that  section  (B) — I  do  not  know  that  It  is  very  ma- 
terial— has  not  any  place  in  the  joint  resolution.  I  think 
everytxxly  agrees  that  if  a  man  is  called  to  military  service, 
and  he  has  a  job.  he  ought  to  get  that  job  back  when  and 
If  he  gets  out  of  the  military  service;  but  when  a  man  is 
employed  by  a  private  person  or  a  private  corporation.  I 
very  much  doubt  whether  Congress  has  the  authority  to  say 
that  he  shall  be  taken  back.  I  very  much  doubt  whether  it 
would  be  fair,  even  if  we  could  do  so.  for  us  to  say  to  a 
private  corporation  or  a  private  individual  that  within  a 
given  time  it  or  he  must  take  back  Mr.  A  and  give  him  a 
certain  kind  of  job.  It  depends  entirely  upon  local  circum- 
stances. It  may  not  be  possible  for  the  employer  to  do  that. 
It  may  be  an  absolute  imF>ossibility.  If  he  is  a  patriotic 
citizen  he  will  try  to  do  that  If  he  can, 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  idea  is  embodied  in  the  amend- 
ment itself. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  amendment  says  "unless  the  employer's 
circiunstances  have  so  changed  as  to  make  it  impossible  or 
unreasonable  to  do  so";  but  it  seems  to  me  that  makes  the 
language  useless  as  a  matter  of  law,  because  I  think  that 
condition  exists  anyway.  It  is  not  any  more  than  a  notice 
that  a  man  will  be  taken  back  if  possible.  If  the  employer 
is  a  patriotic  citizen,  he  will  do  that  anyway. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  committee  was  endeavoring  to  do 
what  it  could  on  this  subject.  It  realized  that  this  is  a  new 
field  of  operation,  but  It  was  trying  to  do  everything  It  could 
to  safeguard  the  employment  of  the  man  who  is  called  into 
active  service. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  doubt  very  much  if  the  language  has  any 
legal  effect,  which  provides  that  if  an  employer  refuses  to 
take  back  a  man,  and  complaint  is  made,  it  becomes  a  viola- 
tion of  the  Labor  Relations  Act. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  may  be  true.  Nevertheless,  we 
are  making  the  effort. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  understand;  but  while  the  effort  undoubt- 
edly has  a  noble  purpose,  and  every  patriotic  citizen  wants 
to  see  the  objective  accomplished,  I  am  afraid,  as  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  has  suggested,  that  a  layman  who  might 
enlist  in  the  guard  and  get  into  the  service  in  that  way. 
realizing  that  this  language  that  we  are  putting  Into  the  law 
is  in  it,  would  think  that  it  had  legal  effect,  and  later  on 
would  find  to  his  disappointment  that  the  language  had  no 
legal  effect  whatever.  I  would  rather  see  it  out,  but  I  do  not 
know  that  it  will  do  any  great  damage  if  it  stays  in. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  we  made  the  same 
amendment  to  the  military-training  bill. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no  doubt  in  my  own 
mind  as  to  the  proper  interpretation  of  the  Joint  resolution 
as  it  is  written  at  the  present  time.  However,  in  view  of  the 
amendment  which  has  been  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut, and  in  view  of  the  position  he  takes  with  respect  to 
a  proper  construction  of  the  joint  resolution  as  now  written, 
I  thought  it  apropos  that  I  should  say  a  word  or  two  because 
of  my  position  with  the  National  Guard  in  Illinois,  realizing 
that  in  the  next  few  months  to  come  several  questions  may 
be  asked  by  guard  members  with  respect  to  this  very  impor- 
tant question. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  the  Senator  is 
Judge  advocate  general  of  the  National  Guard  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HILL.  In  other  words,  any  question  of  law  which 
came  before  the  Illinois  National  Guard  would  be  passed  on 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  LUCAS.    The  Senator  is  correct  about  that. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska,  the  Senator  from  Alabama, 
and  the  Senator  from  Texas  are  all  agreed  that  no  individual 
wculd  be  prohibited  from  resigning  from  the  National  Guard 
prior  to  the  time  when  he  was  ordered  out  by  the  Com- 


mander In  Chief  of  the  Army,  who  Is  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  TAPT.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  believe  that  is  the  proper  interpretation  of 
the  act.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to  finish  the 
point 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  desired  to  ask  whether  that  did  not  require 
the  consent  of  the  Governor  of  the  State,  and  If  the  Gov- 
ernor refused  to  agree,  then  the  resignation  would  not  have 
effect. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  shall  touch  on  that  In  a  moment,  if  the 
Senator  will  permit  me. 

In  view  of  the  argument  made  by  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut— and  I  respect  his  abibty  and  his  Judgment  as  a 
lawyer  on  questions  of  importance — I  thought  it  the  better 
Ijart  of  wisdom  to  rise  at  this  moment  for  the  purpose  of 
asking  the  Senator  from  Vermont  I  Mr.  Austin  1 ,  who  I  con- 
sider one  of  the  able  lawyers  in  this  body,  to  give  his  opinion 
upon  this  question,  because,  as  I  understood  a  few  moments 
ago,  while  the  Senator  from  Vermont  was  absent  from  the 
Chamber  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  said,  in  substance, 
that  he  imderstood  the  Senator  from  Vermont  to  say  yester- 
day, in  his  constitutional  argument  on  the  measure  before 
the  Senate,  that  once  this  measure  became  the  law.  from 
that  time  on  It  would  be  impossible  for  any  man  in  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  to  resign.  That  seems 
to  be  the  controversy  here,  and  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut was  reljring  upon  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  and  I 
should  be  delighted  to  have  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
express  his  opinion  upon  that  question  before  we  vote  upon 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  DANAHER  rose. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Did  I  correctly  state  to  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  what  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  said  yesterday? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Will  the  Senator  yield  to  me  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  LUCAS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  correct  the  Senator  only  In  this 
particular,  that  at  no  time  did  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  so 
far  as  I  know,  discuss  the  matter  of  resignation.  What  he 
did  discuss  was  the  distinction  between  the  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States  and  the  National  Guard  of  a  State,  and 
I  was  relying  upon  the  explanation  of  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont, with  which  explanation  I  concurred,  as  to  when  a 
member  of  the  National  Guard  of  a  State  becomes  a  member 
of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States.  That  is  the 
point  I  sought  to  make. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  do  not  disagree  with  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  or  the  Senator  from  Vermont  upon  that  ques- 
tion; but  there  Is  a  tremendous  distinction  between  what 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  says  now  and  what  I  under- 
stand he  relied  upon  as  having  been  stated  by  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  yesterday.  If  I  may,  I  still  should  like  to 
have  a  statement  from  the  Senator  from  Vermont  upon  that 
legal  question. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut Is  correct  in  stating  that  I  did  not  discuss  the  question  of 
resignation  at  all.  As  he  has  said,  I  did  discuss  the  distinc- 
tion between  the  status  of  a  person  while  he  is  in  the  National 
Guard  of  a  State  and  that  of  the  same  person  when  he  be- 
comes a  member  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States. 
I  think  there  is  a  difference  in  his  rights  with  respect  to 
resignation;  that  Is,  while  he  Is  still  a  member  of  the  Na- 
tional Guard,  he  may  resign,  with  the  consent  of  the  State, 
but  the  moment  he  becomes  a  member  of  the  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States,  he  comes  tmder  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Federal  Goverrunent.  and  the  question  whether,  being  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Military  E^stabllshment  of  the  United  States,  he 
may  resign,  depends  upon  the  facts.  I  know  I  have  some- 
times participated  in  getting  young  men  out  of  the  Army  or 
Navy,  when  mothers  have  applied  to  me,  because  circum- 
stances had  changed  since  the  boys  enlisted  or  for  some  other 
reason.  For  example,  in  one  case  a  Ixjy  who  had  enlisted  in 
the  Navy  was  continually  seasick,  and  I  was  able  to  get 
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him  out  of  the  Navy.    There  was  good  cause  shown,  and  the 
exercise  of  diicretion  permitted  his  getting  out  for  ciaivse. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator  say  now  that  in  the  event 
this  Joint  resolution  shall  be  enacted  as  it  is  written,  an 
individual  who  is  now  in  the  service,  we  will  say.  In  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  the  State  of  Illinois,  immediately  becomes 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Government,  and 
under  no  circum.stances  can  offer  his  resignation  to  the 
Governor  of  his  State? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  No;  I  have  not  made  that  claim.  Let  me 
make  it  clear.  If  I  have  given  that  impression,  that  I  did  not 
meiui  that.  The  enactment  of  this  measure  would  merely 
enlarge  the  power  of  the  President. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     I  agree  with  that. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  ali  it  would  do.  It  would  not  re- 
sult in  calling  out  the  National  Guard  or  any  other  Reserve 
component  of  the  Array.  The  joint  resolution  itself  does  not 
operate  in  that  way.  It  merely  adds  to  the  power  of  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  temporarily.  The  joint  resolution 
is  limited  to  the  period  ending  in  June  1942.  and  it  is  only 
during  that  period  that  it  increases  the  authority  of  the 
President.  If  he  exercises  the  authority,  and  a  National 
Guard  man  passes  from  the  service  of  his  State  into  the 
service  of  the  Federal  Government,  thereupon  his  status 
changes. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  correct.  The  President  of  the 
United  States  has  to  exercise  the  power  delegated  to  him 
under  the  proposed  act,  before  the  present  status  of  the 
guardsmen  changes. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Illln<^  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut? 

Mr.  LUCAS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  If  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  will  wait 
a  moment.  I  should  like  to  finish  my  answer  with  reference 
to  existing  law.  I  refer  to  section  111,  about  which  we  are 
speaking.    I  read  from  that  section: 

All  peraons  so  ordered  Into  the  active  military  service  of  the 
United  States  shall  from  the  date  of  such  order  stand  relieved 
from  duty  In  the  National  Guard  of  their  respective  States. 

That  marks  the  time  of  change,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  That  is  correct.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  for  his  explanation  and  statement.  I  now  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  SlinoLs.  My 
question  is  to  be  directed  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont.  I 
am  correct  in  saying,  am  I  not.  that  there  is  no  statutory 
authorization  for  resignation  by  a  member  of  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States,  or  of  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps, 
or  of  the  inactive  officers? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  have  never  seen  one. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  One  other  question:  There  is  this  addi- 
tional power,  under  the  pending  joint  resolution,  to  the 
power  already  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  as 
I  understand,  that  is.  that  whereas  the  existing  law  requires 
that  the  Congress  declare  a  national  emergency  before  the 
Natioiud  Guard  of  a  State  can  be  ordered  into  active  Fed- 
eral service,  if  we  enact  the  joint  resolution  the  President 
by  a  mere  order  could  order  into  active  service  any  or  all 
members  of  any  or  all  reserve  components  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  so  understand. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  not  detain  the  Senate 
very  long,  but  it  seems  that  I  should  make  a  few  more  re- 
marks In  connection  with  the  argument  upon  the  pend- 
ing amendment. 

There  are  a  great  number  of  men  in  the  National  Guard 
throughout  the  United  States  who  do  not  imderstand  what 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  doing  at  this  moment. 
For  instance,  in  the  State  of  lUinois  the  National  Guard  are 
proceeding  on  the  theory  that  the  moment  they  finish  a  3 
weeks'  training  tour  in  Camp  Sparta.  Wis.,  they  will  prob- 


ably be  called  out  immediately  as  a  component  part  of  the 
Army  of  the  United  States  and  then  sent  on  to  Texas  for 
another  year's  training. 

In  fact,  certain  officers  of  the  Illinois  National  Guard  have 
already  flown  to  Texas  to  look  over  a  camp  where  they  expect 
to  train.  But  in  running  through  the  report  made  by  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  I  find  that  General  Marshall, 
in  his  testimony  before  the  committee,  suggested  to  the  com- 
mittee that  under  the  authority  of  the  measure  now  before 
U8  there  will  be  brought  into  the  active  military  service  of 
the  United  States  only  certain  units  of  the  National  Guard, 
and  I  note  that  most  all  of  these  units  are  Coast  Artillery 
outfits.    I  fully  understand  the  significance  of  that  move. 

In  the  State  of  Illinois  we  have  approximately  10.003  men 
In  the  National  Guard,  and  from  conversations  I  have  had 
with  the  officers  of  the  guard  I  knew  that  they  are  expecting 
to  be  called  out  immediately  following  the  training  now  in 
progress.  Yet,  according  to  the  testimony  of  General  Mar- 
$hall,  the  only  part  of  the  Illinois  National  Guard  which  will 
be  called  out  in  the  first  instance  is  the  Two  Hundred  and 
Second  Coast  Artillery,  which  is  composed  of  some  300  men. 
There  is  a  possibility  that  ncme  of  the  other  men  of  the  guard 
will  be  called  out,  £is  I  view  the  situation.  So  it  does  seem  to 
me  that  such  may  be  an  additional  argument  why  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  should  not  be  agreed 
to,  because  there  is  the  possibility  that  many  of  the  men  in 
the  National  Guard  of  Illinois,  for  instance,  will  never  be 
called  out  at  all  during  this  emergency. 

Of  course,  there  is  a  possibility  that  all  10.000  of  them  will 
be  called  out  in  due  course  of  time,  but  in  the  first  instance 
some  300  men  in  the  Two  Hundred  and  Second  Coast  Artil- 
lery group  are  to  be  csdled.  When  the  next  300  or  the  next 
1.000  are  to  be  called  no  one  knows.  That  will  depend  upon 
circumstances  and  conditions  as  they  arise  in  the  future.  I 
hope  I  am  right  about  this,  but.  if  I  am  not.  I  want  members 
of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  to  inform  me.  because  it 
becomes  very  important  throughout  the  country  to  stabilize 
the  mental  condition  of  these  men  with  respect  to  what  they 
may  or  may  not  be  compelled  to  do.  Senators  can  readily  see 
that  if  an  entire  National  Guard  in  one  State  is  expected  to 
be  called  out,  and  in  the  first  instance  General  Marshall  calls 
for  only  some  300  of  them,  and  sends  them,  as  is  suggested  in 
this  report,  to  Camp  Logan,  Bl..  for  training,  they  should  know 
about  that. 

So.  Mr.  President,  under  the  circumstances  I  cannot  by  the 
widest  stretch  of  the  imagination  conceive  how  it  can  be  said 
that  simply  because  we  pass  this  measure,  with  every  man 
in  the  Elinois  National  Guard  not  knowing  whether  he  is 
going  to  be  called  out  at  all,  he  woukl  Immediately  become 
subject  to  the  Federal  jurisdiction  to  the  point  where  he  could 
under  no  circumstances  tender  his  resignation  <o  the  Governor 
of  his  resijective  State.  I  maintain  that  until  the  order  is 
issued  by  the  Commander  in  Chief  he  still  has  the  same  rights 
he  has  at  the  present  time  under  the  State  laws  and  regula- 
tions with  respect  to  resigning. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LUCAS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Under  the  present  law  a  man  does  not 
have  an  absolute  right  to  resign. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  He  has  the  right  to  tender  his  resignation 
to  the  Governor,  and  the  Governor  may  either  accept  it 
or  reject  It. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    But  an  enlisted  man  cannot  resign? 
Mr.  LUCAS.    I  am  talking  about  the  National  Guard. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    Yes.    If  a  man  enlists  for  3  years  the 
Governor  is  under  no  obligation  to  accept  his  resignation. 
Mr.  LUCAS.    I  do  not  know  what  the  practice  has  been 
In  other  States.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas,  but 
the  turn-over  in   the  National  Guard  of  Illinois   annually 
has  been  aroimd  20  or  25  percent.    In  other  words,  they 
have  in  no  cases  enforced  the  strict  and  rigid  rules. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Governor  may  accept  the  resigna- 
tion if  he  wants  to.  but  there  is  no  obligation  on  him  to 
accept  the  resignation  of  an  enlisted  man  who  signs  up  for 
a  period  of  3  years  or  5  years. 
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Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  is  correct.  However.  I  am  mak- 
ing the  distinction  between  the  statute  of  the  State  con- 
trolling resignations  and  the  proposition  under  the  pending 
measure. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah  rose. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  desire  to  ask 
a  question? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  was  going  to  make  a  few  remarks 
In  my  own  time. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President,  I  made  the  state- 
ment during  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
I  Mr.  Danaher]  that  I  favored  his  amendment  with  re.spect 
to  resignation,  and  in  spite  of  all  that  has  been  said,  I  still 
favor  his  amendment,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  incorporated 
in  the  measure.  I  think  that  if  we  would  all  get  the  spirit 
of  these  measures  as  they  have  been  planned,  and  imder- 
stand how  they  actually  would  work,  many  of  these  misgivings 
and  many  of  these  questions  would  not  arise. 

For  example,  there  are  in  the  United  States  Army  today 
about  15,000  officers.  In  the  National  Guard  there  are  about 
a  like  number — 14,000  or  15.000.  In  the  Officers'  Reserve 
Corps  there  are  120,000.  That  makes  available,  if  all  were 
to  be  called  into  the  service  of  the  United  States,  149,000 
commissioned  officers. 

Figtiring  on  a  basis  of  20  men  to  an  officer,  if  all  the 
officers  are  called  into  service  and  we  build  all  the  com- 
ponents up  on  the  ratio  of  20  men  to  an  officer,  if  we  use  all 
these  officers  we  shall  have  an  army  of  2,900,000  men.  Think- 
ing of  the  training  part  of  this  measure.  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  there  will  never  be  in  training  an  army  of  that  size, 
and  there  should  not  be.    ^It  is  not  necessary  or  proper. 

We  should  also  remember  that  among  the  approximately 
120,000  Reserve  officers,  many  have  gained  through  age  and 
through  study,  seniority  standing.  Many  of  them  would  not 
be  available  for  training  today.  This  holds  true  all  the  way 
down  through  the  Reserves,  the  National  Guard,  and  all 
connected  with  this  contemplated  call  for  training.  If  when 
we  are  thinking  about  this  measure  and  the  other  one,  we 
emphasize  the  word  "selective,"  instead  of  the  idea  of  "imi- 
versal."  we  will  catch  the  spirit  of  the  measure. 

The  Army  of  the  United  States  wants  to  do  things  in  an 
orderly  way.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  as  soon  as  It 
was  reported  In  the  newspapers  that  the  National  Guard 
might  be  called  into  the  Federal  service  for  training,  the 
Governors  of  the  respective  States  became  exercised  for  fear 
they  might  be  left  without  military  units  within  their  States. 
They  wanted  provision  made  for  the  organization  of  a  home 
guard,  or  something,  to  take  the  place  of  the  National  Guard. 

If  we  reflect  on  the  experiences  we  have  actually  hereto- 
fore had.  we  will  realize  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  this 
imcertainty.  There  is  not  going  to  be  a  turning  of  our  whole 
country  inside  out.  or  the  gathering  together  of  great  num- 
bers of  men.  It  all  will  he  extremely  orderly.  If  the  selective 
service  idea  works,  we  shall  find  that  its  spirit  will  underlie 
every  one  of  the  actions  contemplated  by  the  Army,  and 
that  there  will  be  no  disorderly  process. 

For  example,  notice  has  been  given  of  the  branches  and 

"types  of   service  that  will  be  called  on   for  training  first. 

^This  does  not  contemplate  the  whole  National  Guard.     It 

Is  the  desire  to  train  those  components  which  are  most 

needed,  and  which  should  be  built  up. 

Let  us  confine  ourselves  for  a  minute  to  the  National  Guard 
and  see  what  happens  with  respect  to  it.  The  National 
Guard  organization,  as  I  said  the  other  day.  Is  at  best  a 
skeleton  organization,  both  as  to  officers  and  men — more  so 
as  to  men  than  as  to  officers.  The  moment  the  guard  be- 
comes a  part  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  its  status  Is 
changed.  It  will  be  built  up.  Its  skeleton  form  will  no 
longer  exist.  Today,  in  each  of  the  units  of  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States,  which  should  carry  200  men 
imder  complete  and  full  organization,  probably  there  are  not 
more  than  60  or  70  men.    Each  unit  is  merely  a  skeleton. 

Of  those  60  or  70  men  there  always  will  l>e  foimd  In  any 
National  Guard  organization  which  has  been  in  existence  for 


a  number  of  years  a  number  of  unavailables;  that  is,  men 
who  would  not  be  called  for  this  sort  of  work  but  who  have 
stayed  in  the  guard  out  of  loyalty  to  the  organization.  Some 
are  in  the  guard  because  they  like  the  training  once  a  year. 
It  gives  them  the  best  vacation  they  can  get.  They  may  be 
fathers  of  families,  and  under  the  selective  draft  theory  they 
would  not  be  available  for  this  kind  of  training  without  great 
hardship.  There  are  thousands  of  others  who  would  want 
to  be  available  for  this  training,  and  the  selective-service  law 
takes  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  guard  will  build 
itself  greatly  by  getting  men  who  want  to  be  available. 

We  now  come  down  to  the  way  in  which  the  amendment  , 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  will  actually  work — and  that 
is  why  I  support  the  amendment.  The  amendment  will  make 
it  pKJssible  for  the  men  who  are  uncertain  and  who  are  wor- 
ried, to  become  very  certain  about  their  status.  One  hundred 
and  twenty  thousand  Reserve  officers  will  not  be  called  into 
training.  Yet  each  one  Is  uncertain  because  of  newspaper 
reports  at>out  this  measure  and  at>out  what  is  happening. 
Each  one  is  making  an  inventory  of  his  own  affairs,  and  it  is 
very  much  better  for  the  Army  which  calls  him  that  he  should 
do  so. 

Senators  may  imagine  that  there  will  be  a  rush  of  resig- 
nations whenever  the  call  for  duty  threatens;  but  most  men 
who  have  had  any  military  service  at  all  or  who  have  been 
connected  with  any  military  service  long  for  the  time  of 
active  duty;  they  welcome  this  call  for  a  year's  training,  and 
they  all  want  it  if  they  can  possibly  get  it.  Others  who  are 
not  subject  to  the  call  would  also  like  it. 

There  wUl  be  no  scarcity  of  officer  material  in  the  United 
States  for  this  training.  The  training  will  be  selective,  and 
the  man  who  goes  will  realize  that  he  is  being  honored  among 
his  fellows.  There  will  be  no  resignations  in  the  face  of 
duty;  but  the  right  to  resign  should  be  put  into  the  law 
because  of  the  temporary  character  of  the  training  which  is 
implied,  so  that  adjustments  may  be  made  in  an  orderly  way. 
and  so  that  the  man  who  makes  adjustments  will  realize 
that  he  is  doing  what  he  is  doing  as  a  matter  of  right  and 
because  his  rights  are  recognized  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States. 

If  a  great  emergency  should  occur;  if  we  should  need  the 
149,000  men  who  are  now  on  the  list  as  officers;  if  we  should 
need  an  army  of  3.000,000  men.  which  would  be  required  to 
absorb  that  officer  personnel,  then  we  should  have  an  emer- 
gency indeed,  and  nobody  would  resign.  Everyone  knows  that 
no  one  would  resign.  American  citizens  do  not  resign  In  the 
face  of  a  call  to  duty,  and  no  Reserve  officer  whom  I  have 
ever  known  would  ever  think  of  resigning  In  the  face  of  a 
call  to  duty.  No  National  Guard  member  who  has  ever  been 
recognized  by  the  Federal  Government,  who  has  ever  re- 
ceived a  commission,  or  has  ever  passed  an  examination  and 
who  understands  what  It  means,  would  resign  in  the  face  of 
duty. 

This  training  is  selective.  It  is  entirely  a  privilege,  not  an 
obligation,  not  a  risk.  It  is  entirely  a  privilege,  and  should 
be  thought  of  as  a  privilege.  The  Army  of  the  United  States 
is  extending  something  to  the  National  Guard  and  to  the 
Reserves  which  every  American  Army  officer  has  desired  to 
have  since  he  had  shoulder  straps  put  upon  him.  Under 
those  circumstances,  if  we  understand  the  spirit  of  the  thing, 
and  if  we  remember  that  General  Marshall  himself  said  that 
the  spirit  of  the  selective  draft  idea  would  govern  the  actions 
of  his  Etepartment.  we  can  see  that  by  this  simple  amendment 
we  can  remove  many  of  the  uncertainties  in  the  minds  ot 
scores  and  scores  of  officers  who  want  to  have  their  own 
activities  and  their  own  welfare  considered. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  Is  a  member  of  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee;  Is  he  not? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.     I  am. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Was  this  question  discussed  with  General 
Marshall  when  he  appeared  before  the  committee? 
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Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    The  resignation  question? 

Mr.  LUCAS.     Yes. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Not  that  I  know  of.  The  resigna- 
tion question  probably  had  no  place  in  our  discussion.  It 
Is  something  which  has  been  brought  up  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Did  the  committee  take  up  the  question  at 
all  during  the  hearings,  and  discuss  it  with  anyone? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Not  while  I  was  present.  I  think 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  will  bear  me  out  in  that 
statement. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  committee  did  not  deal  with  the 
matter. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  The  amendment  was  offered  on 
the  floor.  It  has  been  considered  only  on  the  floor,  and 
I  am  offering  my  remarks  in  what  I  think  is  harmony  with 
the  two  great  acts  we  have  before  us. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jneld? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  whether  or  not  he 
recalls  what  General  Marshall.  General  Williams,  and  Gen- 
eral Reckord  had  to  say  on  the  matter?  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  General  Marshall  made  such  a  statement, 
but  certainly  Genei  al  Reckord  and  General  Williams  pointed 
out  to  the  committee  the  policy  of  the  C3rovernment  to  en- 
courage resignations,  stating  that  within  the  past  month 
opportunity  had  been  tendered  to  officers  of  the  National 
Guard  to  hand  in  their  resignations.  I  believe  the  same 
opportunity  was  extended  to  other  components  of  the  Re- 
serve. I  ask  the  Senator  what  his  recollection  is  on  that 
subject? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  am  sure  that  they  all  expressed 
the  same  spirit  which  we  have  been  discussing.  Take  the 
case  of  a  man  who  is  not  an  officer,  and  who  earns  $100  a 
month,  and  is  the  father  of  five  or  six  children.  Under  the 
draft  act  his  service  would  be  deferred,  but  under  the  Na- 
tional Guard  call  there  would  be  no  opportunity  for  defer- 
ring his  service.  We  asked  General  Marshall  point  blank 
if  the  spirit  of  the  draft  act  would  be  used  in  calling  the 
guar^.  and  he  said  it  certainly  would  be  used.  I  know 
from  actual  practice  that  it  would  be.  Let  me  add  that 
these  men  all  expressed  the  idea  that  the  National  Guard 
would  welcome  the  call  for  a  year's  training  and  service. 
I  think  there  is  no  doubt  of  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  srield  for 
a  question? 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  terms  of  the  selective-draft 
bill  as  it  Is  presented,  and  under  any  well-thought-out  se- 
lective-draft system,  any  person  who  comes  within  certain 
categories  may  claim  exemption. 

He  may  waive  the  exemption,  but  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  the  agencies  set  up  by  the  law.  have  some 
voice  in  determining  whethier  or  not  the  service  of  any  indi- 
Tldual  shall  be  deferred,  or  whether  or  not  he  shall  be  ex- 
empted. However  the  language  of  the  amendment  does  not 
seem  to  give  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  even 
the  Governor  of  a  State,  any  voice  in  the  matter.  It  gives  the 
members  of  these  components,  for  a  period  of  20  days,  the 
right  to  resign.  It  might  be  interpreted  as  a  command  to  the 
Governor  of  a  State  to  accept  the  resignation  of  any  member 
of  tike  National  Guard,  regardless  of  his  situation,  and  also  a 
canrnMUKi  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  accept  the 
resignation  of  any  Reserve  officer.  It  seems  to  me,  therefore, 
that  there  is  a  difference  between  a  selective-service  provi- 
sion, in  which  the  Government  and  its  agencies  are  author- 
ized to  make  some  decision  as  to  whether  or  not  any  individual 
is  exempt  or  whether  or  not  his  service  should  be  deferred, 
and  the  language  of  the  amendment,  which  it  seems  to  me 
gives  him  the  uncondittonal  right  to  resign.  He  may  resign 
within  20  days,  and  the  resignation  must  be  accepted.  Has 
the  Senator  given  any  thought  to  that  difference? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  No;  I  have  not  given  any  thought 
to  it.  but  I  have  thought  of  a  resignation  following  the  ordi- 
nary course  which  resignations  f  oUow  in  the  military  branches. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.    Anyone  may  resign  anything,  but  the 
resignation  does  not  always  have  to  be  accepted. 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    No. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.   I  think  that  the  members  of  the  National 
Guard  who  have  not  been  called  into  service  may  still  exercise 
their  right  to  resign  to  the  State  Governor. 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    Certainly. 

Ii4r.  BARKLEY.  Then,  of  course,  it  is  up  to  the  Governor 
or  the  State  authorities  under  State  law  to  determine  whether 
or  not  the  resignation  shall  be  accepted. 

Mr.  THO:.IAS  of  Utah.  Under  the  theory  of  resignation,  I 
accept  the  principle  of  mutuality.  The  person  who  accepts 
the  resignation  must  be  desirous  of  accepting  it. 

Mr.  BARirr.EY.  An  amendment  of  this  sort  is  not  required 
to  give  any  man  in  the  National  Guard  the  right  to  tender  his 
resignation. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    Certainly  not. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     He  may  tender  his  resignation,  but.  It 
seems  to  me,  that  the  language  of  the  amendment  gives  him 
the  right  not  merely  to  tender  his  resignation  but  to  resign 
and  have  his  resignation  accepted. 

I  am  not  uneasy  about  any  great  exodus  from  the  National 
Guard  as  the  result  of  such  an  amendment  as  this,  but  I 
think  I  am  correct  in  my  theory  that  until  the  President 
exercises  his  authority  to  order  any  National  Guard  con- 
tingent into  service  or  into  training,  the  members  of  such 
contingent  have  the  same  rights  which  they  now  have. 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    I  think  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  that  contention. 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  think  there  is  no  doubt  about  it. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Then  I  do  not  see  any  need  for  an 
amendment  which  might  be  regarded  as  an  inducement  to 
tender  an  earlier  resignation,  simply  because  there  is  a  20-day 
limit,  whereas  members  of  the  National  Guard  may  resign, 
subject  to  the  refusal  of  the  State  authority  to  accept  the 
resignation,  at  any  time  l)efore  they  are  called  into  the 
Federal  service  by  order  of  the  President. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  think  that  all  the  Senator  says 
holds  completely  for  the  National  Guard  officers;  but  I  doubt 
very  much  whether  it  holds  completely  for  meml>ers  of  the 
Reserve. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  resignation  of  a  National  Guard 
officer  or  private  may  be  accepted  only  by  the  Governor  of  the 
State,  whereas  in  the  case  of  Reserve  officers,  who  have  l)een 
in  the  United  States  Army  but  who  are  now  in  the  Reserve 
Corps,  their  resignations  must  be  accepted  by  the  President. 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.    Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  only  difference  is  in  the  person  who 
must  accept  the  resignation. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  That  is  true;  and  it  is  because  of 
the  latter  class  that  the  amendment  becomes  rather  essential, 
because  we  have  120,000  of  such  persons  in  varying  circum- 
stances. In  addition,  because  the  joint  resolution  is  all- 
embracing,  calling  up  all  the  Reser\'e  components,  it  reaches 
even  into  the  retired  personnel  of  the  Army. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  on  the  amendment  has  expired. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  shall  Uke  time  on  the  joint 
resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  has  20  min- 
utes on  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  If  we  read  carefully,  we  see  that 
we  are  putting  into  the  law  a  provision  for  doing  something 
which  has  not  ordinarily  tx;en  done  before.  We  are  changing 
the  status  of  the  retired  officers  of  the  United  States  Army, 
not  directly,  but  by  implication,  and  we  ought  to  be  a  little 
thoughtful  about  it. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  said  as  much  as  I  intended  to  say 
In  support  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut, but  before  I  take  my  seat  I  should  like  to  make  a 
statement  attempting  to  reinforce  in  a  way,  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  in  regard  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment designated  as  section  3.  and  to  show  the  reason  why 
we  adopted  that  amendment.   In  order  that  I  may  not  merely 
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talk  theory,  but  may  turn  to  caaes,  I  shall  read  this  part  of 
my  remarks  on  the  power  of  Congress  to  require  private 
employers,  whether  or  not  engaged  in  interstate  commerce, 
to  reemploy  men  called  from  their  employment  under  the 
proposed  conscription  statute. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  confers  upon  Con- 
gress the  express  jxjwer  "to  raise  and  support  armies"  (art. 
I,  sec.  8.  clause  12) .  This  power  is  plenary  and  exclusive.  Tlius 
In  rorWe'5  case  (80  U.  S.  (13  Wall.)  408)  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  said,  in  refusing  to  enforce  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  for  the  discharge  of  an  enlisted  soldier  in  the 
United  States  Army: 

Among  the  powers  assigned  to  the  National  Government  Is  the 
power  "to  raise  and  support  armies."  and  the  power  "to  provide 
for  the  Oovernment  and  regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces." 
The  execution  of  these  powers  falls  within  the  lines  of  Its  duties: 
and  its  control  over  the  subject  ts  plenary  and  exclusive.  It  can 
determine  without  question  from  any  State  authority,  how  the 
armies  shall  be  raised,  whether  by  voluntary  enlistment  or  forced 
draft,  the  age  at  which  the  soldier  shall  be  received,  and  the  period 
for  which  he  shaU  be  taken,  the  compensation  he  shall  be  allowed, 
and  the  ser\ice  to  which  be  shaU  be  assigned. 

And  in  United  States  v.  WUliams  <302  U.  S.  46)  the  Supreme 
Court  stated: 

In  virtue  of  Its  power  to  raise  and  support  armies,  to  provide 
and  maintain  a  Navy,  and  to  make  rules  for  the  government  of 
land  and  naval  forces,  the  Congress  may  require  military  service  of 
adults  and  minors  alike.  The  power  of  the  United  States  may  be 
exerted  to  supersede  parents'  control  and  their  right  to  have  the 
services  of  minor  sons  who  are  wanted  and  fit  for  military  service. 
And  the  Congress  may  •  •  •  authorize  them  to  enlist  or  draft 
tbem  on  such  terms  as  It  may  deem  expedient  and  just. 

The  Constitution  likewise  proxides  that  Congress  shall  have 
power  'to  make  all  laws  which  shall  be  necessary  and  proper 
for  carrying  into  execution  the  foregoing  powers,"  including 
the  power  to  raise  and  support  armies  (art.  I,  sec.  8,  clause  18) . 
In  interpreting  the  scope  of  the  implied  powers  granted  under 
this  clause,  the  Supreme  Court  said  in  the  old  case  of  McCvl- 
loch  v.  Maryland  (17  U.  S.  159.  206  (4  Wheat.)  316,  421) : 

Let  the  end  bo  legitimate,  let  It  be  within  the  scope  of  the 
Constitution,  and  all  the  means  which  are  appropriate,  which  are 
plainly  adequate  to  that  end.  and  which  are  not  prohibited  but 
consist  with  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  Constitution,  are  consti- 
tutional.    (See  also  Knox  v.  Lee  (19  U.  8.  (12  Wall.)  457.  533,  543) .) 

In  Ashuxinder  v.  Tennessee  Vailey  Authority  (297  U.  S.  288) . 
which  is  a  recent  case,  the  Supreme  Court  held  that  Congress 
in  the  exercise  of  its  national  defense  and  commerce  powers — 
and,  incidentally  we  left  out  the  words  "in  interstate  com- 
merce" in  the  draft  of  the  joint  resolution  which  is  now  be- 
fore the  Senate,  despite  the  fact  that  those  words  were  in- 
cluded originally — had  authority  to  construct  Wilson  Dam 
on  the  Tennessee  River  for  the  production  of  electric  power. 
The  statute  authorizing  the  construction  of  Wilson  Dam  was 
a  part  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  3,  1916,  before  the 
United  States  entered  the  war.    The  Court  stated : 

We  take  Judicial  notice  of  the  International  situation  at  the 
time  the  act  of  1916 — 

And  we  were  not  in  war  in  1916. 
was  passed,  and  It  cannot  be  successfully  dl«t>uted  that  the  Wilson 
Dam  and  it«  auxiliary  plants  are.  and  were  Intended  to  be.  adapted 
to  the  purposes  of  national  defense  •  •  •  the  maintenance  of 
Bald  properties  In  operating  condition  and  the  assurance  of  an 
abundant  supply  of  electrical  energy  in  the  event  of  war,  con- 
stitute   national    defense    assets. 

•  •••••• 

The  Wilson  D«un  and  Its  power  plant  must  be  taken  to  have  been 
constructed  In  the  exercise  of  the  constitutional  functions  of  the 
Federal    Government. 

In  United  States  v.  Gettysburg  Electric  R.  Co.  (160  U.  8. 
668)  the  Supreme  Court  upheld  the  validity  of  acts  of  Con- 
gress authorizing  condemnation  of  land  for  monuments,  and 
so  forth,  on  the  battlefield  of  Gettysburg  as  germane  and 
appropriate  to  thp  exercise  of  the  power  to  declare  war  and 
to  create  and  equip  armies  and  navies.  In  this  decision  the 
Court  declared: 

The  (jovernment  has  the  constitutional  power  to  condemn  the 
land  for  the  proposed  use.  It  Is.  of  course,  not  necessary  that  the 
pcwer  of  condemnation  for  such  ptirpose  be  expressly  given  by  the 
ConsUtution     It  results  from  the  powers  that  are  given,  and  it  Is 
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implied  because  of  its  necessity,  or  because  it  is  approprlat«  in 
exercising  those  powers.  Congress  has  power  to  declare  war  and 
to  create  and  equip  armies  and  navies.  It  has  the  great  power  of 
taxation  to  be  exercised  for  the  common  defense  and  general  wel- 
fare. Having  such  powers,  it  has  such  other  and  implied  ones  as 
are  necessary  and  appropriate  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  tb« 
powers  expressly  given  Into  effect.  Any  act  of  Congress  which 
plainly  and  directly  tends  to  enhance  the  respect  and  love  of  the 
citteen  for  the  institutions  of  his  country  and  to  quicken  and 
strengthen  his  motives  to  defend  them,  and  which  is  germane  to 
and  Intimately  connected  with  and  appropriate  to  the  exercise  of 
acme  one  or  all  of  the  powers  granted  by  Congress,  must  be  valid. 

The  question,  then,  is  simply  whether  the  requirement 
that  private  employers  restore  to  their  Jobs  men  who  have 
been  called  to  military  duty  is  properly  calculated  to  aid 
in  the  raising  and  supporting  of  an  army.  Of  this  there  can 
be  no  doubt.  The  knowledge  upon  the  part  of  men  drafted 
for  the  service  that  their  jobs  will  be  open  upon  completion 
of  their  military  duty  is  without  doubt  a  highly  important 
factor  in  sustaining  and  Improving  morale  during  their 
period  of  service.  Likewise  the  imposition  of  such  a  require- 
ment upon  employers  would  play  a  significant  part  in  lessen- 
ing economic  maladjustments  which  inevitably  accompany 
the  conscription  of  an  army.  By  reason  of  these  considera- 
tions, as  well  as  others  of  a  similar  nature,  it  is  plain  that 
a  provision  to  assure  the  restoration  of  employment  after 
military  service  is  necessary  and  proper  in  exercise  of  the 
power  to  raise  and  support  armies,  and  is  therefore  valid 
under  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  President,  in  drafting  this  part  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion it  seemed  necessary  for  us  to  clo  some  studying,  because 
we  were  going  into  an  entirely  new  field.  I  think,  there- 
fore, in  spite  of  all  that  has  been  said  here,  the  question  of 
the  constitutionality  of  these  provisions  about  guaranteeing 
the  jobs  of  the  men  who  are  called  into  the  service,  that 
which  I  have  said  is  definitely  in  order. 

I  think  also,  Mr.  President,  that  it  should  be  said  that  if 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  were  not  interested  in 
making  secure  the  lives  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  in 
every  particular,  even  during  time  of  emergency  and  during 
time  of  training  for  an  emergency,  the  Congress  would  be 
thoughtless  about  the  welfare  of  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  only  take  a  few 
moments  of  the  Senate's  time  to  discuss  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut   [Mr.  DanaherI. 

The  pending  joint  resolution  authorizes  the  President  to 
call  into  service  or  order  into  service  certain  component 
parts  of  the  Reserve  Army  of  the  United  States,  including 
the  National  Guard.  Until  the  President  orders  them  into 
service,  it  is  my  view  that  the  status  of  these  organizations 
is  not  changed;  they  are  still  organizations  organized  under 
the  laws  of  the  States,  subject  to  certain  laws  which  make 
them  a  part  of  the  iwtential  Army  of  the  United  States; 
that  until  and  unless  the  President  calls  them  into  service  or 
orders  them  out,  there  is  no  diflference  whatever  in  their 
relationship  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  to 
the  respective  States  under  which  they  are  organized. 

The  language  of  the  joint  resolution  provides  that  the 
President  may  call  them  from  time  to  time.  It  contem- 
plates that  he  does  not  have  to  call  all  of  them  at  once.  He 
may  call  the  National  Guard  of  my  State  in  October  or 
September;  he  may  call  the  National  Guard  of  Utah  in 
January,  or  at  any  future  date  prior  to  the  date  fixed  in 
the  joint  resolution,  1942.  He  may  never  call  any  of  them; 
there  may  be  some  of  them  that  will  never  be  called,  al- 
though I  assume  that  they  will  all  be  called,  though  the 
President  is  not  required  to  do  it.  Therefore,  until  and 
unless  they  have  been  ordered  into  the  Federal  service  for 
training  or  for  the  purposes  contemplated  in  the  joint  reso- 
lution, they  are  under  the  control  of  the  State  authority 
which  authorizes  their  formation. 

They  may  still  resign.  Their  resignation  must  be  accepted 
by  the  Governor,  or  it  may  be  in  some  States  by  the  adjutant 
general  of  the  State,  though  I  think  in  most  of  the  States,  if 
not  all,  it  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Governor  to  decide.  In  de- 
termining  whether   to   accept   particular   resignations,  the 
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Governor  has  the  right  to  take  into  consideration  all  the  facts 
pertaining  to  the  particular  Individual.  The  same  thing  is 
true  of  the  Reserve  offlcers  of  the  United  States,  whose  resig- 
nations may  be  sent  to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
He  may  or  may  not  accept  them.  In  my  judgment,  this 
amendment  would  grant  within  20  days  after  the  passage  of 
the  joint  resolution  a  discharge  to  every  man  affected  by  it 
on  his  own  motion  or  his  own  volition,  because  if  they  have 
the  right  to  resign,  and  tender  their  resignation  to  the  Gov- 
ernor or  the  President,  as  the  case  may  be,  the  President  still 
has  the  right  to  determine  whether  the  circumstances  justify 
the  acceptance  of  the  resignation.  What  object  would  there 
be  in  putting  in  this  measure  a  provision  for  a  20-day  period 
during  which  any  man  may  resign?  That  means  he  may  get 
out.  TTie  effect  of  it,  it  seems  to  me,  is  to  grant  by  law, 
within  the  20-day  period,  an  absolute  discharge  to  anylxxiy 
on  his  own  request. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Sen- 
ator a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah,  taking  into  consideration  the 
condition  of  the  Army,  the  Heserve,  and  the  National  Guard, 
the  great  numbers  in  those  organizations,  and  the  spirit  be- 
hind what  we  did  when  we  passed  the  Army  promotion  bill, 
would  not  the  Army  welcome  such  resignations? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  certain  about  that.  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  would  or  not.  It  might  depend  on  the 
character  and  numljer  of  them.  I  do  not  think  the  Army 
would  welcome  a  situation  in  which  they  had  no  voice  in  de- 
termining whether  or  not  a  resignation  should  be  accepted, 
and  I  think  that  is  what  this  amendment  does. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  I  do  not  know  alxjut  the  wording 
of  the  amendment;  but.  as  I  said  to  the  Senator  before,  I 
assumed  that  the  word  "resignation"  meant  a  sort  of  mutu- 
ality: that  the  officer  to  whom  the  resignation  was  handed 
would  lie  in  a  position  to  advise,  would  be  in  a  position  to  ac- 
cept, or  would  be  in  a  position  to  reject. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    TTie  language  of  the  amendment  says: 

Any  person  now  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  1  may  resign 

That  does  not  mean  simply  to  tender  his  resignation  with 
the  power  of  somebody  to  reject  it.  It  means  th^t  he  may 
resign  aa  a  matter  of  right ;  that  is.  he  may  get  out  within  20 
days  on  his  own  application.  That  is  the  way  I  interpret 
the  language.  Certainly  it  is  a  rather  strange  situation  that 
we  are  willing  to  say  to  anybody  in  the  National  Guard  or 
in  the  Reserve  Corps  of  the  United  States.  "All  you  have  to  do 
within  20  days  is  to  say  you  want  to  quit  and  get  out,  and 
you  are  out." 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  is  that  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  is  the  one  I  am  talking  about. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  may  be  done  at  any  time  after 
this  measure  passes? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Within  20  days  he  may  resign.  That  is 
an  unqualified  right.    He  may  resign. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  is  just  going  back  to  the  volunteer 
system.    We  might  as  well  not  have  any  draft,  then. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  is  true;  that  is  the  effect  of  it. 

Mr.  President,  having  said  that.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  any 
further  time;  but  I  wish  to  have  read  two  paragraphs  of  a 
letter  which  I  received  this  morning  from  Capt.  Philip  R. 
Ross,  of  the  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-eighth  Field  Artillery. 
Battery  C.  which  is  a  part  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  State 
of  Kentucky,  which,  in  my  judgment,  represents  the  attitude 
of  the  National  Guard  of  my  State  and  the  State  of  the 
Senator  who  now  happens  to  be  presiding  over  the  Senate 
(Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair)  with  respect  to  this  bill  and  the 
bill  which  is  to  come  up  later.  In  this  connection  I  wish  to 
state  that  my  colleague,  who  is  now  presiding  over  the  Senate, 
advises  me  that  he  has  received  a  similar  letter  from  Gen. 
Ellerbe  Carter,  who  has  had  long  experience  with  the  National 
Guard  of  Kentucky,  and  has  had  wide  experience  in  military 
affairs  during  most  of  his  adult  life. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  the  let- 
ter will  be  read. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

BaTTEET    C.   OHT   HtrNDRED    AND 

Thutt-etghth  Field  ARrnxzaT, 

jErmSON    COUNTT    Akmost. 
Louisville,  Ky..  July  30.  1940. 
Hon.  Albkn  W.  Bauclct. 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Honorable  Sis:  I  hold  a  commission  as  captain  in  the  Kentucl:y 
National  Guard,  commanding  the  organization  shown  on  this  let- 
terhead. I  have  a  pretty  good  job  In  clvU  life.  But  I  want  to 
state  that  I  am  In  favor  of  the  compulsory  service  bill  and  that  I 
consider  such  a  step  necessary.  I  also  favor  Induction  of  the  Na- 
tional Guard  into  Federal  service,  because  I  know  how  badly  wo 
need  Intensive  training.  I  respectfully  urge  you.  as  the  «enior 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  to  relay  this  letter  to  Senator  Chandlcb 
and  the  several  Representatives  from  Kentucky  In  the  House. 

While  I  cannot  speak  for  my  brother  officers,  I  do  know  that 
the  general  opinion  here  Is  overwhelmingly  In  favor  o*  both  bills 
mentioned  In  the  preceding  paragraph.  We  'eel  that  Inasmuch  as 
the  Federal  Government  has  Invested  thousands  of  dollars  In  us. 
and  we  have  been  accepting  Federal  pay  during  tfie  years  of  peace- 
tlme'duty.  we  may  expect  to  be  called  Into  Federal  service  in  times 
of  emergency  and  wUi  gladly  respond. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

Respectfully. 

Philip  R.  Ross. 
Captain,  One  Hundred  and  Thirty-eighth  Field  ArtiUery. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Mr.  President,  a  bttle  earlier  in  the  dny 

I  had  a  colloquy  with  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  I  Mr. 
DanaherI  with  respect  to  the  authority  of  the  Congress  to 
affect  the  jurisdiction  of  the  inferior  Federal  courts.  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  ConnectLcut  to  the  wartime 
Draft  Act  of  1917,  section  5.  in  which  is  found  the  following 
language: 

Provided,  That  In  the  call  of  the  docket — 

This  refers  to  proceedings  in  the  Federal  courts — 

precedence  shall..be  given.  In  courts  trying  the  same,  to  the  trial 

of  criminal  proceedings  under  this  act. 

I  cite  that  merely  as  a  precedent  showing  that  we  have 
heretofore  done  what  the  Senator  says  we  cannot  now  do. 

QUESTION   or  PERSONAL   PRIVILEGE 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  personal 
privilege. 

I  ask  any  fair-minded  individual  to  read  the  Record  of 
yesterday  and  see  if  there  was  the  slightest  excuse  for  the 
malicious,  uncalled-for,  and  untrue  attack  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana. 

I  spoke  about  the  group  who  were  pushing  the  conscrip- 
tion bill.  At  no  time  was  any  reference  made  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana,  but  he  seemed  to  feel  that  he  desired  to  be 
included  with  those  mentioned.  I  did  not  include  him  in  the 
Dst.    He  included  himself. 

Furthermore,  he  did  not  answer  the  charges  made,  but 
Immediately  entered  into  a  venomous  attack  upon  my  fine 
father,  who  cannot  answer  him  because  he  is  not  now  living. 
My  father  was  an  excellent  man.  He  was  a  patriot.  Gen- 
tlemen who  disagreed  with  him  respected  him,  and  I  empha- 
size the  word  "gentlemen."  I  leave  it  to  the  Senate  if  they 
would  not  have  considered  me  an  unworthy  son  of  a  great 
father  if  I  did  not  rise  to  defend  him  when  he  was  attacked 
and  dead.  Were  my  father  living,  he  would  have  been  able 
tc  answer  the  Senator  from  Indiana.  Yes;  even  though  he 
would  have  been  90  years  of  age,  he  probably  would  have  met 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  personally,  and  would  have 
answered  him  in  the  manner  in  which  he  should  be 
answered.  He  knew  no  fear.  My  father  recognized  a  cow- 
ard when  he  saw  one.   He  fought,  but  never  hit  below  the  belt. 

My  father,  as  I  said  yesterday,  did  oppose  the  entrance  of 
the  United  States  into  the  World  War.  He  felt  that  we 
should  not  have  been  involved  in  that  terrible  conflict.  He 
was  honest  enough  to  say  so.  and  did  it  openly.  My  father's 
position  has  been  upheld  by  time.  He  does  not  have  to  have 
the  support  of  those  who  want  to  keep  the  war  alive  for  their 
political  gain.  He  would  not  want  men  to  praise  him  who 
hoped  to  profit  out  of  their  war  service.  I  hope  my  brother, 
who  was  also  attacked  and  could  not  reply  here,  will  per- 
sonally answer  the  Senator  as  he  should  l>e  answered  when 
he  comes  to  Washington.    Let  us  see  who  will  be  brave. 
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I  shaU  not  discuss  references  to  me.  I  am  able  to  take  care 
of  myself.  I  shall  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  answer 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  as  I  would  like  to  do.  However, 
my  dead  father  has  been  cowardly  attacked.  I  shall  meet 
that  challenge. 

In  passing,  I  ask  the  Senate  to  read  the  Reccad  and  note 
how  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BarkleyI  sat  silently 
during  the  attack  on  me  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana.  He 
did  not  invoke  the  rule;  but  when  I  rose  to  answer,  imme- 
diately the  Senator  from  Kentucky  l>ecame  incensed  and 
tried  to  stop  my  reply.  It  was  within  the  rule  for  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  viciously  to  attack  me  and  my  family, 
according  to  the  Senator,  but  a  violation  of  the  rule  for  me 
to  «eply.  I  do  not  care  to  dwell  on  that  phase,  however,  ex- 
cept to  call  attention  to  the  matter. 

Let  us  see  the  statements  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  said — and  I  quote  him: 

He  has  told  the  Senate  who  was  at  this  meeting  where  patriots 
met  to  consider  defense  measures  for  this  country.  I  will  tell  the 
Senate  who  was  not  there.  There  were  not  any  Holts  there.  bec»use 
the  Holt  family  does  not  teach  that  kind  of  doctrine. 

No;  the  Holts  do  not  teach  that  professional  patriots 
should  stay  at  home  and  reap  millions  out  of  war.  Twenty- 
odd  thousand  millionaires  were  created  in  that  war.  My 
father  protested  against  that.  No;  the  Holts  do  not  teach 
that  free  speech  should  be  destroyed  and  that  mob  rule  should 
be  substituted.  My  father  was  attacked  by  such  a  group,  most 
of  whom  apologized  as  time  proved  my  father  right.  No; 
the  Holts  do  not  teach  that  men  should  be  allowed  to  raid 
the  Treasury  under  the  name  of  p>atriotism.  No;  the  Holts 
do  not  l>elieve  in  boys  being  killed  on  the  battlefield  while 
favorites  sit  In  swivel  chairs  in  Washington,  far  removed 
from  the  scene  of  action.  No;  the  Holts  are  not  professional 
Iiay-roII  patriots. 

Then  the  Senator  from  Indiana  made  this  statement,  and 
I  quote  him:    i 

When  I  was  orver  In  France  In  1917  and  1918  the  father  of  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  was  preactilng  that  people  should 
not  ralae  any  food  to  send  me  and  my  comrades  who  were  fighting 
for  this  country  in  Prance. 

So  said  the  Senator  from  Indiana.  This  is  a  malicious 
misstatement  of  fact.  My  father  at  no  time  took  such  a 
position,  and  not  a  scintilla  of  evidence  can  be  presented  to 
substantiate  the  charge.  My  father  wanted  to  feed  the 
soldiers.  I  have  heard  him  say,  "Nothing  is  too  good  for  the 
soldiers  who  are  fighting,  but  nothing  is  too  bad  for  those 
who  caused  them  to  be  sent  to  their  slaughter  needlessly." 
That  was  my  father's  position.  He  was  for  the  soldiers,  but 
against  those  who  forced  the  soldiers  to  be  killed  in  the  war. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  also  said: 

The  father  of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  sent  his  son  who 
was  eligible  for  service  to  hide  away  In  South  America  to  avoid 
the  draft. 

What  are  the  facts?  My  father  never  sent  any  son  of  his 
to  South  America  to  avoid  the  draft.  I  do  not  believe  the 
son  in  question  was  ever  in  South  America  in  his  entire  life, 
certainly  not  to  my  knowledge.  He  went  to  Mexico,  but  not 
to  avoid  the  draft.  Correspondence  will  prove  that  he  was 
offered  a  position  there  in  1916;  months  before  the  draft 
was  inaugurated.  He  was  In  Mexico  before  the  Draft  Act 
was  passed,  but  returned  to  this  coimtry,  and  registered  in 
that  draft.  He  asked  no  exemptions.  He  did  not  wait  until 
August  of  1917  to  get  married.  He  served  in  the  Construc- 
tion Division  of  the  United  States  Army. 

For  the  Congressional  Record,  I  read  a  statement  received 
by  my  brother  from  Brigadier  General  Marshall  who  was 
then  In  the  Construction  Division  of  the  United  States 

Army: 

War  DEPARTMEirr. 
or  OoMBTBTTcnoN  Division  or  Asmt. 
WoMhinffton.  D.  C.  November  15,  1919. 
BCatrtw  S.  Holt,  Jr.: 

On  your  retirement  today  from  service  In  Construction  Division 
of  the  Army.  I  desire  to  expreas  my  appreciation  of  the  creditable 
assistance  rendered  by  you  In  helping  win  the  war. 
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Let  me  continue  with  the  letter  from  Brigadier  General 
Marshall: 

The  spirit  of  loyalty,  cooperation,  and  the  intelligent  effort  which 
characterized  your  service  in  Construction  Division  Is  one  of  the 
instruments  by  which  the  suoceasful  prosecution  of  its  great  work 
has   been   made  possible. 

I  congratulate  you  on  the  part  you  have  taken  In  the  Nation"! 
record  of  accomplishment,  and  extend  to  you  my  cordial  and  sin- 
cere good  wishes. 

R.  C.  Mabshaix.  Jr.. 
Brigadier  General.  United  States  Army. 

I  doubt  whether  the  Senator  from  Indiana  can  present 
such  a  letter,  unless  he  writes  it  himself.  This  was  a  docu- 
ment sent  to  a  man  now  charged  with  not  t>eing  in  the 
service.  He  asked  no  exemption  before  the  draft  board. 
He  served  up  until  November  15,  1919,  a  year  after  the  war 
was  over. 

Later  the  Senator  tried  to  sUp  into  the  Record  this  attack 
from  the  Clarksburg  Exponent.    I  quote  fi-om  the  Record: 

Holt  of  Weston  spurns  United  States  flag  as  Socialists  cheer  him. 

The  only  possible  truth  back  of  that  Is  that  my  father  was 
a  Socialist.    He  was  a  Socialist,  and  made  no  denial  of  it. 

My  father  never  spurned  the  flag.  He  has  said  many  times 
that  It  is  a  tragedy  when  men  take  the  flag  and  wrap  them- 
selves in  that  flag  in  order  to  cover  up  crime.  He  said  it  was  a 
disgrace  that  the  flag  was  used  to  make  American  boys  sacri- 
fice their  lives  to  defend  foreign  investments.  He  said  it  was  a 
disgrace  when  people  refused  to  sing  the  entire  Star-Spangled 
Banner,  omitting  the  third  verse,  because  they  feared  they 
would  step  on  the  feelings  of  England.  My  father  loved  the 
American  flag,  but  he  did  object  to  its  l>elng  misused.  He  be- 
lieved It  to  be  a  symbol  of  liberty,  meaning  free  speech  and 
free  press;  of  courage,  meaning  the  sacrifices  of  his  ancestors 
who  had  fought  to  make  this  land  independent.  I  refer 
Members  of  the  Senate  to  the  Congressional  Record,  to  the 
Holts  and  members  of  my  family  who  have  served  in  war. 

My  father  believed  In  the  flag  being  an  emblem  of  honor, 
not  of  selfishness.  My  father  believed  in  the  flag  as  a  symlxd 
of  right,  not  oppression.  My  father  believed  in  the  flag  as 
belonging  to  all,  not  Just  to  the  professional  patriots.  My 
father  despised  professional  patriots.  He  exposed  those  who 
served  in  the  Army  and  used  that  service  for  selfish,  personal, 
political  gain  afterwards.  He  said  that  he  always  noted  that 
the  soldiers  who  proclaimed  to  the  world  of  their  service  in 
war  were  those  who  expected  to  he  given  special  favors  over 
their  comrades.  The  record  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  on 
this  use  of  his  service  can  he  checked.  My  father  felt  men 
should  serve  because  they  believed  In  the  cause,  not  in  the 
hope  of  getting  political  positions  as  a  result  of  such  service. 
He  never  felt  that  a  brave  man  fought  In  war  hoping  for  the 
reward  of  a  seat  in  the  United  States  Senate. 

Why  was  not  the  Senator  from  Indiana  fair  and  honorable 
enough  to  put  in  the  reply  of  the  other  Clarksburg  paper  to 
this  untrue  story  in  one  Clarksburg  paper?  For  the  Record, 
I  read  it:  ^ 

Dr.  M.  S.  Holt,  of  Weston,  who  has  been  given  considerable '' 
unenviable  notoriety  following  a  report  that  In  a  speech  at  a 
Socialists'  meeting  In  St.  Louis,  he  has  denounced  the  United  States 
flag  and  declared  that  he  had  sent  his  son  to  South  America  rather 
than  let  him  fight  for  his  country,  has  returned  home.  He  denies 
In  toto  the  remarks  accredited  to  him  and  he  has  sent  for  sten- 
ographic reports  of  his  speech  to  prove  to  his  townsmen  that  he 
made  no  such  remarks. 

At  the  time  the  report  became  public  here  the  Telegram  gave  It 
no  credence,  and  because  of  that  fact  there  were  expressions  here 
and  there  to  the  effect  that  the  Telegram  had  turned  Socialist. 

Some  newspapers  seized  upon  the  occasion  of  the  report  to  wrap 
themselves  In  the  American  flag  and  make  a  mountain  out  o(  a 
molehill  instead  of  heeding  the  advice  of  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  keep  down  all  possible  internal  ugliness  of  word  and  bad 
feeling. 

So  said  the  Clarksburg  Telegram.  The  Senator  from 
Indiana  had  that,  but  did  not  use  it. 

A  stenographic  report  of  that  speech  proves  that  my 
father  did  not  make  the  statement  attributed  to  him  by 
the  Expoiient  or  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana.     I  recall 
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distinctly  the  Intident,  and  recall  my  father  procuring  the 

stenographic  report,  which  disproved  what  was  charged. 

But  let  us  see  the  attitude  of   the  paper  quoted   by  the 

Senator  from  Indiana.     He  would  naturally  quote  from  a 

^,„^^paper  filled  with  such  viciousness.     I  have  here  an  editorial 

from  that  paper  about  my  father : 

Any  man  who  would  utter  such  sentiments  against  the  Nation 
that  protects  him  when  It  Is  at  war  with  a  foreign  foe  should  be 
strung  up  by  the  thumbs  and  attended  to  with  a  baseball  bat. 

So  said  the  Exponent.  Is  not  that  Americanism?  That 
was  the  type  of  democracy  advocated  by  the  Exponent  in 
attacking  my  distinguished  father. 

Nazi-ism?  Just  think  of  this  viciousness  in  America,  and 
to  think  that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  upholds  it.  The 
World  War  produced  such  hysteria  where  the  freedom  of  men 
was  attacked,  where  few  men  dared  speak.  The  hysteria  to- 
day is  following  the  same  jjattern.  For  my  expression  of 
causes.  I  mean  causes  I  believe  to  be  right.  The  Senator  from 
Indiana  would  advocate  just  such  methods  today  in  the  name 
of  democracy.  The  editorial  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  may  be  his  gospel  of  Americanism.  If  some  indi- 
viduals have  their  way  now  we  will  find  the  same  methods 
being  advocated  and  pursued  by  those  who  follow  such  indi- 
viduals as  the  Senator.  I  believe  men  have  the  right  to  ex- 
press their  views  on  national  affairs.  I  may  disagree  with 
some  of  them,  but  I  would  not  advocate  beating  or  killing  them 
by  way  of  answer.     Americanism  still  lives. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  read  a  letter  purportedly  written 

by  my  father.   My  family  has  no  knowledge  of  this  letter.   I 

have  no  knowledge  of  it.    Probably  it  is  just  as  viciously  untrue 
as  the  other  statements  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

My  father  was  vindicated  by  the  people  of  ray  home  city. 
He  was  elected  mayor  thereafter.  For  67  years  he  practiced  as 
a  physician  there.  No  night  was  too  dark  for  him  to  rise 
from  his  bed  and  minister  to  those  who  needed  him.  No  dis- 
tance was  too  long  for  him  to  travel  if  he  could  be  of  service. 
My  father  a  slacker?  Why.  my  friends,  he  never  dodged  a 
^^"^^hing  in  his  life,  regardless  of  the  obstacle.  He  lost  many  bat- 
tles, ijut  he  fought.  He  never  left  a  fight  when  right  was  at 
stake. 

My  father  a  slacker?  Why.  my  friends,  he  would  not  know 
the  word.  He  served  without  fear,  expecting  no  favor.  My 
father  had  more  red  blood  in  his  little  finger  than  some 
of  those  who  attack  him  have  In  their  bodies.  He  never  mis- 
represented a  dead  man  who  could  not  reply.  Let  me  read  a 
tribute  paid  to  my  father  by  a  citizen  of  my  home  city,  by  a 
man  who  disagreed  with  my  father  on  the  war,  by  a  man  who 
was  active  in  all  activities  during  that  confilct.  These  are  the 
words  of  Judge  Robert  Bland,  a  respected  citizen  of  Weston, 
W.  Va.    He  said  about  my  father: 

He  was  a  fighter.  He  was  a  soldier  for  any  cause  he  espoxised 
and  he  never  backed  anything  that  he  did  not  believe  in  truly 
and  honestly.  I  have  known  him  to  stand  up  and  champion  some 
view  ttoat  he  entertained  and  perhaps  he  was  all  alone  but  he 
fought  and  he  fought  like  a  soldier  and  never  gave  up.  No  man 
could  say  that  Dr.  Holt  was  a  coward.  He  could  stand  crltl- 
clam.  He  had  the  cotirage  to  stand  up  and  maintain  a  position. 
There  was  a  man  who  never  hesitated,  no  matter  under  what 
circumstances,  to  stand  up  for  those  he  deemed  to  be  oppressed. 
He  was  •  fighter  and  never,  never  quit.  He  was  a  fighter  unto 
the  end. 

So  said  Judge  Bland,  who  disagreed  with  my  father  about 
war,  and  about  many  things. 

I  may  add — my  father  may  be  considered  to  have  been 
a  slacker  in  the  ejres  of  a  man  who  never  knew  him — a 
slacker  in  the  eyes  of  a  professional  patriot,  who  wraps  his 
service  around  him  for  a  seat  in  the  Senate — but  he  was  a 
^  fighter  In  the  eyes  of  a  man  who  knew  him  well.  My 
^  father  may  have  been  considered  a  slacker  in  the  eyes  of 
professional  patriots,  but  he  was  a  fighter  in  the  eyes  of  a 
true  American. 

I  am  proud  of  my  father,  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana.  I  am  proud  of  his  courage  and  his  patriot- 
Ism  and  his  honor.  I  am  proud  to  be  his  son.  Was  he  a 
slacker?  No.  he  was  a  patriot.  May  the  day  never  come 
when  men  attack  my  father's  name  that  I  shall  not  arise 
and  defend  him  as  he  rests  defenseless  in  his  grave. 


Mr.  MINTON.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  not  violate  the 
proprieties  of  the  Senate.  I  know  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 
They  were  enacted  for  a  high  purpose.  I  know  that  parlia- 
mentary language  would  not  permit  me  to  express  my  con- 
tempt for  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  President.  I  suppose  the  Senator's  father  was  a  brave 
man.  I  have  no  doubt  about  it.  I  had  no  purpx)se  to  say  that 
he  was  not.  My  sole  purpose  was  to  point  out  what  his  doc- 
trine and  teachings  were,  and  to  suggest  that  his  doctrine  and 
teachings  were  different  from  those  which  were  inculcated  in 
me.  I  have  never  said  the  Senator's  father  was  a  slacker. 
I  said  that  his  father  did  teach  a  slacker  doctrine.  I  repeat 
it.  I  only  wanted  the  country  to  know  that  when  the  Sen- 
ator from  West  Virginia  speaks,  he  is  not  si)eaking  the^ind 
of  patriotism  I  have  understood;  he  Is  not  speaking  the  kind 
of  patriotism  I  learned  at  my  revered  father's  knee:  and. 
without  indulging  in  personal  referc(nces.  I  dare  say  that  my 
humble  family  has  played  its  part  as  honorably  and  as  well  as 
has  the  family  of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

My  father  was  a  "war  baby"  who  never  saw  his  soldier 
father  who  was  killed  in  the  Civil  War.  I  learned  the  kind  of 
patriotism  at  my  father's  knee — he  is  also  dead — that  taught 
me  that  when  my  country  was  in  danger  and  needed  men  they 
should  shoulder  arms  for  their  country;  that  it  was  my  duty  to 
do  so;  and  in  May  1917  I  went,  before  there  wsis  a  draft 
law. 

The  Senator  referred  sneeringly  to  my  marrying  in  August 
of  1917,  as  if  that  was  done  In  any  way  to  keep  me  out  of 
service.  I  had  already  registered,  and  I  was  in  the  Army  when 
I  registered.  So  the  Senator  cannot  accuse  me  of  using  my 
marriage  or  anythin?  else  to  avoid  service. 

I  say  I  do  not  know  about  the  doctrines  preached  by  the 
Senator's  father  in  West  Virginia  In  the  days  of  1917  and 
1918.  except  what  was  printed  in  the  contemporary  press  of 
that  time.  It  is  somewhat  late  for  the  Senator  to  deny  the 
statements  which  were  published  broadcast  in  the  public  press 
of  that  time.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator's  father  did  noc 
make  that  speech  in  St.  Louis,  and  he  had  a  stenographic  re- 
port of  It,  why  did  he  not  publish  it  in  the  Telegram  that  was 
so  favorable  to  him  in  West  Virginia? 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  says  he  does  not  know 
about  the  letter  which  I  read  into  the  Record  yesterday;  that 
the  family  does  not  know  about  it,  and  he  denounces  the 
Exponent  for  publication  of  the  letter.  But  he  praises  the 
Telegram  for  its  attitude  toward  his  father.  How^r,  the 
letter  I  read  into  the  Record  yesterday  was  published  in  the 
Telegram,  and  it  was  reprinted  in  the  Clarksburg  Exponent 
on  April  18, 1917.  The  letter  was  also  published  in  the  Clarks- 
burg Telegram,  and  this  is  what  it  said: 

My  son  in  the  last  week  left  America  at  his  own  volition  and  by 
desire  of  his  mother.  Why?  He  left  to  go  to  a  country  where 
they  had  peace.  My  son  went  to  South  America,  started  within 
the  last  week.  He  may  go  to  BrazU.  but  I  want  him  to  go  to  a 
coxintry  that  is  al  peace.     1  did  not  raise  my  boy  for  cannon  fodder. 

Mr.  President,  that  was  a  publication  in  a  newspaper  of 
which  the  Senator  approved.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is 
true,  but  it  was  published  in  those  newspapers  in  those  days, 
and  there  was  no  denial  of  it  in  any  publication  at  that  time. 
I  am  unwilling  to  accept  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  that  it  is  not  true. 

If  his  father  did  not  make  that  speech  in  St.  Louis  and  he 
had  a  stenographic  copy  to  the  contrary,  why  did  he  not 
publish  it?  There  is  no  publication  which  contains  that 
speech. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  quoted  from  a  fine  Judge  In 
West  Virginia  about  his  father.  I  have  no  fault  to  find  with 
that.  I  dare  say  his  father  was  a  brave  man.  It  takes  cour- 
age to  stand  up  in  times  of  stress  and  express  your  opinion, 
whatever  it  may  be.  especially  if  it  is  a  minority  opinion,  and 
I  dare  say  that  Dr.  Holt's  opinion  w&s  a  minority  opinion. 
I  received  three  telephone  calls  from  West  Virginia  last  night 
assuring  me  that  it  was  and  that  those  who  called  could 
furnish  me  with  affidavits  by  the  armful  that  the  things  I 
said  were  true. 

The  Senator  quotes  a  fine  judge  in  West  Virginia  as  to 
what  was  thought  about  his  father.    I  quote  another  fine 
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judge  from  West  Virginia,  who  Is  now  on  the  Supreme  Court 
of  West  Virginia,  as  I  understand,  and  that  Is  Judge  Raymond 
Maxwell.    This  is  what  he  said: 

I  heartily  commend  my  Weston  friends  for  their  emphatic  de- 
nunciation of  the  disreputable  and  disloyal  conduct  and  utterances 
of  M.  S.  Holt. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  said  these  documentary  bits  of 
evidence  are  all  false.  If  they  are  false,  that  ought  to  hove 
been  made  of  record  at  the  time  they  were  published,  and  it 
is  a  little  late  now  to  expect  me  at  least  to  accept  the  Senator's 
denial. 

As  I  said  before,  I  had  no  other  purpose  than  to  draw  the 
distinction  between  the  doctrine  on  which  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  was  raised  and  the  doctrine  to  wliich  I  adhere. 
My  father  never  wrote  to  the  newspapers  or  made  speeches 
to  the  Socialists  saying  that  he  did  not  raise  his  boy  to  be 
a  soldier. 

The  Senator  says  his  father  was  a  Socialist.  Such  men  are 
called  Communists  today. 

Mr.  President.  It  is  simply  because  I  do  not  believe  in  such 
doctrines  but  do  believe  In  the  doctrine  of  defending  this 
country  when  it  is  in  distress  that  I  thought  it  was  worth 
while  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  doctrine  of 
pariotism  of  the  Senator  from.  West  Virginia  does  not  jibe 
with  mine. 

I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  his  brother  went  away  to 
avoid  the  draft.  That  is  what  everyone  in  West  Virginia  says. 
He  did  go  away,  according  to  Dr.  Holt's  letter,  to  avoid  serving 
In  the  armed  forces  of  his  own  country.  He  came  back,  and 
he  went  into  service.  I  do  not  know  what  kind  of  service — 
perhaps  construction  engineering.  That  is  all  right.  I  shall 
not  reflect  upon  him  for  that;  but  everybody  In  West  Virginia 
with  whom  I  have  talked  or  from  whom  I  have  heard  says 
he  went  away,  as  his  father  said  he  did,  to  avoid  service  in 
the  armed  forces  of  this  coimtry. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  not  my  idea  of  patriotism.  I  under- 
stood it  to  be  the  doctrine  of  slackerism,  and  I  said  so.  That 
Is  all  I  Intended  to  say.  I  simply  wanted  to  draw  a  dis- 
tinction l>etween  the  kind  of  patriotism  upon  which  I  was 
raised  and  the  kind  which  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
embraces. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  take  much  of  the 
time  of  the  Senate.  I  do  not  need  to  do  so.  Anyone  who 
heard  the  Senator  from  Indiana  knows  that  his  statement 
answers  itself.  I  attacked  no  member  of  his  family.  I  have 
too  much  courage  to  do  that.  I  attacked  no  member  of  his 
family  because  I  hope  that  I  am  a  gentleman.  I  did  not 
attack  his  father,  his  wife,  or  anyone  else  in  his  family.  I 
wish  I  could  say  what  I  think  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana, 
who  speaks  of  my  father  being  a  slacker  when  he  volim- 
teered  in  the  United  States  Army  at  13  years  of  age.  A 
slacker?     Slacker  doctrine? 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  asks  why  I  did  not  reply  when 
the  sutement  was  made  In  the  newspaper.  I  was  12  years 
of  age  at  that  time.  My  father  did  reply  at  that  time,  and 
the  Exponent  did  not  publish  his  reply. 

The  Senator  says  that  he  was  called  four  times  last  night 
from  West  Virginia.  I  do  not  doubt  It.  We  have  some  of 
that  type  of  people  In  West  Virginia.  We  have  many,  many 
fine  people  in  West  Virginia,  and  we  also  have  a  group 
which  is  very  low.  It  is  foreign  to  my  knowledge.  I  do 
not  know  who  called  him,  but  no  respectable  citizen  did. 

The  Senator  says  my  father  was  a  Socialist.  He  was  an 
open  socialist.  He  did  not  hide  his  socialism  behind  some 
political  philosophy,  as  the  Senator  from  Indiana  tries  to 
do.  That  is  an  insult  to  socialism.  Oh.  yes;  my  father 
was  an  open  socialist.  He  advocated  socialism  in  the  name 
of  socialism. 

The  Senator  says  that  everyone  In  West  Virginia  with 
whom  he  had  talked  has  said  such  things  about  my  father. 
I  do  not  doubt  that.  I  know  the  class  of  people  to  whom 
he  talked.  He  quoted  Judge  Maxwell.  He  did  not  tell  the 
Senate  that  Judge  Maxwell  wrote  that  statement  in  the 
hysteria  of  the  World  War,  and  later  apologized  to  my 


father  near  the  State  capltol  In  Charleston.  In  my  presence. 
Among  my  father's  letters,  which  I  wish  I  had  with  me,  will 
be  found  a  written  apology  from  Judge  Maxwell  for  his 
statement.  He  said  that  he  had  written  it  in  the  hysteria 
of  war,  and  that  he  was  sorry  for  it. 

One  can  find  almost  anj'thing  for  which  he  looks.  The 
Senator  from  Indiana  may  search  the  gutters  of  West  Vir- 
ginia— and  we  have  them — and  come  out  with  many  things 
which  he  cannot  find  elsewhere.  Of  course,  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  would  naturally  ^arch  there,  feeling  at  home. 

I  wish  to  say  nothing  further  in  defense  of  my  father.  He 
needs  no  defense.  The  people  of  Weston  who  knew  him  have 
given  him  all  the  defense  he  needs.  He  did  not  preach  the 
doctrine  of  slackerism,  but  he  preached  patriotism,  not  with 
the  expectation  of  a  seat  In  the  United  States  Senate. 

My  father  enlisted  in  the  Army  at  13  years  of  age.  At  no 
time  in  his  political  campaign  did  he  wrap  the  flag  around 
him  in  the  hope  people  would  send  him  to  the  United  States 
Senate. 

There  are  two  different  types  of  patriotism — professional 
patriotism  and  honest  patriotism.  My  father  was  an  honest 
patriot. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  sometimes  in  the  heat  of  anger 
people  say  things  which  they  do  not  mean.  In  order  to  keep 
the  Record  straight,  I  wish  to  answer  a  charge  which  was 
made  by  Implication  yesterday.  On  page  9924  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Holt]  made  the  statement: 

Mr.  Holt.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  what  caused  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  to  get  in  the  spirit  that  he  has  gotten  into.  1  notice 
he  has  been  going  back  and  forth  out  of  that  door. 

On  page  9939  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  said: 

Mr.  Holt.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  is  not  In  shape  to  be  on  the  floor. 

By  inference  this  statement  might  raise  a  suspicion  in 
somebody's  mind.  The  Senator  from  Indiana  asked  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  what  he  meant  by  that  state- 
ment, but  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  did  not  explain. 
The  inference,  however,  might  cause  some  to  think  that  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  had  charged  by  inference  that 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  was  drinking.  Therefore,  for  fear 
some  might  put  that  interpretation  upon  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  I  wish  to  say  that  I  was  sitting 
by  the  Senator  from  Indiana  talking  with  him  and  that  there 
was  no  Indication  whatever  that  he  had  been  drinking.  In 
fact.  I  have  served  here  with  the  Senator  from  Indiana  for 
nearly  4  years,  and  I  have  never  seen  him  with  even  the 
slightest  evidence  of  liquor  on  his  breath. 

Statements  of  the  kind  made  by  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  In  the  heat  of  debate  might  result  In  an  unfair 
interpretation  if  left  unchallenged  in  the  Record.     Therefore, 

I  make  this  sUtement  in  behalf  of  my  good  friend  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  [Mr.  Minton],  whose  conduct  as  a  gentle- 
man, whose  statesmanlike  service  and  whose  patriotism  can- 
not Justly  be  challenged.  I  wish  to  make  the  Record  clear  on 
that  point. 

Mr.  HOLT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  has  become  an  expert  on  halitosis,  and  I  urge  him 
to  join  the  Listerine  Co.    [Laughter.] 

ACTIVE     SraVICE     OF     HATIOKAL     GUARD,     RESERVI,     AWD     RETIUD 

PERSONNEL 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and 
to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of 
Reserve  components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular 
Army  into  active  military  service. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  the  Senate 
adopted  a  unanimous-consent  agreement  that  no  Senator 
should  speak  more  than  once  or  longer  than  20  minutes  on 
the  joint  resolution  or  any  amendment.  I  hope  the  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  will  be  observed  by  Senators,  and  If 
not.  that  it  will  be  enforced  by  the  Chah-. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  of  the  opinion 
that  a  Senator  speaking  on  a  question  of  personal  privilege 
would  automatically  be  entitled  to  speak  for  a  longer  time. 
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The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Dawaher].  The  Senator 
from  Connecticut  requests  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  support  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  because  as  I 
understand  the  law— with  all  due  apologies  to  the  chairman 
of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  I  Mr.  Shepp.^rd]— a  Na- 
tional Guard  m^n  may  net  of  his  own  volition  retire  from  the 
National  Guard  after  he  has  enlisted,  and  during  his  period 
of  enlistment. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  did  the  Senator  under- 
stand me  to  make  such  a  statement? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  did. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  did  not  make  such  a  statement. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  so  understood  the  Senator,  and  I  think 
the  Senate  so  understood  him. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  did  not  Intend  to  make  any  such 
statement. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  very  glad  the  Senator  did  not,  be- 
cause I  think  that  question  is  the  crux  of  the  whole  case.  I 
did  not  mean  any  reflection  whatever  upon  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  for  he  knows  that  I  greatly  admire  and  love  him,  but 
I  did  understand  him  to  say  that  a  member  of  the  National 
Guard  miglit  now  voluntarily  resign. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  What  I  meant  to  say  was  that  for  good 
cause  given  he  could  resign  or  be  discharged. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  has  said  that,  and 
that  I  think.  Mr.  President,  is  the  whole  case.  I  shall  not 
speak  so  much  about  the  other  components  of  the  Army 
that  are  brought  in  under  the  pending  joint  resolution.  I 
am  not  so  much  concerned  with  them,  although  the  same 
question,  of  course,  arises  with  revu'd  to  all  other  members 
and  units  in  all  the  Reserve  components  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  as  that  which  arises  in  the  case  of  the  Na- 
tional Guard. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  National  Guard  man  may  enlist 
for  3  years;  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  cannot  resign  unless  his 
resignation  be  accepted  for  cause,  as  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee  now  advises  the  Senate.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  cannot  quit  the  service;  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  has  not  any  choice  about  It.  even  before  the  enact- 
ment of  this  joint  resolution,  if  it  shall  be  enacted,  unless 
the  reason  for  his  action  is  submitted  to  the  Governor  of 
his  state  and  the  Governor  approves  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  asks  for  his  discharge.  Those  grounds  are  well 
known.  There  may  not  be  great  rigidity  in  the  ofiBce  of  the 
Governors  of  the  several  States  in  passing  upon  such  ap- 
plications, but  the  members  of  the  National  Guard  have  not 
the  option  to  resign. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  members  of  the  National  Guard 
will  not  resign.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas]  in  his  very  able  and 
scholarly  statement  upon  this  subject  today.  Of  course, 
the  American  soldier,  the  National  Guard  man,  who  is  purely 
a  volimteer  and  has  all  the  elements  of  the  volunteer 
soldier  who  has  made  American  arms  illustrious  in  our  whole 
history,  is  not  going  to  resign  In  the  face  of  danger  or  in 
the  face  of  a  threat  to  the  peace  and  seciuity  of  his  country. 
That  is  true.  I  do  not  think  for  a  moment  that  the  members 
of  the  National  Guard  will  avail  themselves  of  this  oppor- 
tunity to  resign  unless  they  have  reasonable  cause  to  resign. 

But.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senate  is  mindful  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  we  are  proceeding  and  of  the  very 
extraordinary  step  that  we  are  now  taking,  it  must  know 
that  members  of  the  National  Guard  who  went  up  to  their 
respective  county  seats  or  to  their  State  capitals  and  volun- 
teered as  guardsmen  thought  they  were  volunteering  to 
defend  their  country.  They  never  dreamed  that,  aside  from 
a  state  of  war  which  would  be  declared  not  by  the  Army's 
Chief  of  Staff,  not  by  the  General  Staff,  not  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  but  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  for  whom  they  were  privileged  to  vote,  they  could  he 
sent  outside  their  respective  States. 


They  became  members  of  the  National  Guard  upon  that 
imdoubted  understanding  of  the  law  of  the  land:  they  be- 
came members  of  the  National  Guard  with  that  unquestioned 
understandmg;  they  became  National  Guard  men  because 
they  wanted  to  protect  the  interests  of  their  respective  States. 

We  are  all  familiar  with  the  fact  that  by  a  circuitous 
method  the  National  Guard  is  now  given  the  dual  character 
of  an  organized  State  militia  and  of  a  national  organization. 
I  do  not  care  to  discuss  that,  but  the  National  Guard  in 
every  State  was  organized,  was  continued,  and  the  latest 
enlistments  were  made,  upon  the  definite  understanding  and 
the  law  that  they  were  members  of  a  State  militia.  They 
might  he  called,  it  is  true,  into  the  service  of  the  country 
in  time  of  war,  but  who  has  the  right  to  declare  it? 
Only  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  may  rightfully  declare 
it.  But  I  warn  this  country  now  that  we  may  become  par- 
ticipants in  a  war  without  a  declaration  of  war.  The  joint 
resolution  now  before  the  Senate  provides,  in  express  terms, 
that  the  National  Guard  may  be  called  into  active  military 
service,  not  for  training;  the  very  suggestion  that  they  are 
called  for  training  is  hjrpocrisy  of  the  plainest  character 
and  type.  They  are  to  he  called  for  active  military  service. 
Is  there  a  Member  of  the  Senate  who  does  not  recall  that  in 
the  days  of  President  Polk  Ihe  Army  of  the  United  States 
was  sent  outside  the  United  States,  clearly  beyond  the  bound- 
aries of  Texas,  and  in  a  position  of  advanced  danger?  When 
that  Army  was  assailed,  the  cry  arose  all  over  the  Nation. 
"We  are.  for  all  intents  and  purposes,  in  war;  we  must  defend 
ourselves."  Then  it  was  that  a  statesman  stood  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  John  C.  Calhoun,  of  South  Carolina,  and  in  a 
memorable  speech,  then  unassailed  and  yet  unassailable, 
declared  that  if  we  must  make  war  upon  Mexico  it  was  not 
necessary  that  we  make  war  upon  the  American  Constitution 
in  the  same  breath. 

The  [tending  joint  resolution  provides  that  the  National 
Guard,  enrolled  for  the  enforcement  primarily  of  the  law  and 
for  the  preservation  of  the  peace  within  the  States,  with  no 
thought  that  it  would  be  called  as  a  part  of  the  armed  forces 
of  the  United  States  save  in  war,  may  now  be  sent — where, 
Mr.  President?  Under  the  plain  language  of  the  measure,  to 
any  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  but  not  outside  the 
Western  Hemisphere — God  save  the  mark!  Not  outside  the 
Western  Hemisphere?  It  may  be  sent  to  the  possessions  of 
the  United  States  and  to  the  Philippine  Islands  in  the  very 
doorway  of  a  conflagration  which  has  arisen  in  the  east. 
Can  we  not  give  them  the  opportunity  to  step  out  of  the 
guard  if  they  want  to?  That  is  all  the  pending  amendment 
provides.  It  does  not  leave  it  optional  to  any  Governor,  and 
I  am  happy  that  it  does  not  do  so.  It  does  not  leave  it 
optional  to  any  Governor  who  may  be  under  great  obligations 
to  Washington. 

The  hour  has  come  when  men  should  speak  plainly.  The 
amendment  leaves  it  to  the  discretion  of  nobody;  the  amend- 
ment is  perfectly  plain;  and  Senators  should  want  to  go  on 
record:  they  should  want  to  face  the  issue.  It  Is  a  plain 
amendment.  It  provides  that  the  members  of  the  National 
Guard  and  other  Reserve  components  of  the  Army  may  not 
be  called  into  the  Federal  service  under  existing  law  save  In 
war;  and  by  that  is  meant  a  declared  war  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States. 

Senators  will  remember  that  there  was  another  occasion 
when  the  armed  forces  of  this  Nation,  xinder  a  great  man  who 
loved  peace — though  he  finally  led  the  country,  or  else  the 
country  led  him.  into  the  Great  War— were  sent  into  a  Mexi- 
can port,  where  the  lurid  flame  of  American  cannon  was 
seen.  But  the  great  President  Woodrow  Wilson  lost  no  time 
in  asking  for  a  ratification  of  the  things  he  had  done  in 
sending  the  armed  forces  into  the  Mexican  port,  and  the 
Congress  ratified  his  action. 

What  are  we  asked  to  do?  We  are  asked  to  lift  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  our  States  into  the  Army  of  the  United 
States — for  training?  No;  for  active  service  ansrwhere  in 
the  Western  Hemisphere,  in  Mexico,  In  Brazil,  in  the  Argen- 
tine, anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  in  Canada,  any- 
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where,  and  anywhere  outside  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  if 
it  is  still  within  the  territory  of  the  United  States. 

What  does  a  party  declaration  mean  when  it  says  "We  are 
against  war;  we  will  not  send  American  men  to  fight  in  the 
battles  of  any  other  nation  beyond  the  seas,"  when  here, 
before  the  ink  is  dry  upon  that  platform,  we  are  asked  to 
fiend  the  guard,  without  opportunity  of  its  members  to  give 
assent — men  who  have  enlisted  in  their  local  communities 
largely  for  the  protection  of  local  interests,  the  old  idea  of 
the  militia — into  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  and  any- 
where in  the  Western  Hemisphere? 

Senators  may  vote  for  such  a  measure  if  they  wish  to.  but 
they  will  answer  questions  when  they  go  home.  All  America 
has  not  lost  Its  common  sense.  Men  and  women  in  humble 
walks  of  life  still  have  some  sanity  left.  They  will  ask  ques- 
tions that  we  cannot  answer  if  we  vote  against  this  amend- 
ment. All  this  amendment  does  is  to  say.  "Now,  since  we  are 
doing  this  extraordinary  thing,  you  have  a  right  to  resign  if 
you  wish  to  do  so.  and  neither  your  Government  nor  anybody 
else  can  prevent  you  from  offering  your  resignation."  The 
President  of  the  United  States  cannqt  say  to  the  man  who 
has  an  honorable  record  of  service  and  has  been  retired  that 
he  shall  be  brought  back  into  the  active  service,  even  in 
peacetime,  if  this  amendment  becomes  a  part  of  the  Joint 
resolution.  It  is  a  very  simple  proposition.  Why  should  we 
not  adopt  it? 

You  and  I  know  that  there  are  many  men  in  the  National 
Guard,  there  are  many  men  in  the  Reserves,  there  are  many 
men  in  all  the  component  units  who  are  uncertain  about 
the  course  they  should  pursue  even  In  their  personal  smd 
their  business  relationships.  They  do  not  know.  If  we 
pass  this  measure  as  it  stands,  they  have  no  option  of  mak- 
ing it  final  and  settling  It.  They  may  be  called;  they  may 
not  be  called.  As  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Thomas  1  has  so  ably  pointed  out.  they  must  sit  there;  they 
must  wait  there.  They  cannot  arrange  their  personal  af- 
fairs; they  cannot  outline  their  business  program  and  follow 
it  up  consistently.  "We  do  not  know  whether  or  not  we  will 
be  called.  If  we  were  certain  we  would  be  called,  we  would 
be  glad  to  serve,  but  we  may  not  be  called."  When  it  is  pos- 
itively certain  that  not  all  of  them  will  be  called,  not  half 
of  them  will  be  called,  I  dare  say  not  10  percent  of  them  will 
be  called,  why  not  say  to  them,  "If  you  want  to  settle  that 
uncertainty,  you  may  do  so.  You  came  Into  the  service  un- 
der other  conditions.  You  are  not  obligated  to  remain  in 
the  service  when  conditions  have  so  vastly  changed.  "Hiere 
is  no  reflection  upon  you  if  you  want  to  make  certain  your 
course,  your  business  relationships;  if  you  want  to  act  in- 
telligently in  laying  out  jrour  farm  for  another  year,  or  In 
following  and  pursuing  your  ordinary  vocation  for  another 
year."  Why  not  say  to  them,  "You  may  step  out  of  this 
organization  if  you  want  to  do  so"? 

Not  many  of  them  will  do  it.  but  those  who  are  under  an 
imperative  necessity  probably  will.  At  least,  it  will  give  all 
of  them  the  opportunity,  and  those  who  remain  will  occupy 
the  status  of  volunteers.  They  will  occupy  the  jwsition  that 
the  American  soldier  always  wants  to  occupy,  a  position  he 
himself  has  chosen  and  taken  In  obedience  to  the  demands 
or  the  necessities  or  the  needs  of  his  country,  not  imder  a 
measure  like  this. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  all  this  amendment  is.  It  simply 
takes  the  situation  as  it  exists,  and  offers  to  those  who  are 
now  in  the  National  Guard — or  in  other  components  of  the 
Army— the  opportunity  within  20  days  of  saying  to  the  Gov- 
ernment, "I  elect  to  resign  from  this  organization."  If  they 
are  within  the  draft  age,  and  we  subsequently  pass  a  draft 
act,  they  will  be  caught,  anyway;  but  that  is  not  the  con- 
sideration which  will  appeal  to  them.  They  will  not  resign 
unless  there  is  a  reason  for  resigning;  but  if  there  is  a  rea- 
son for  resigning  the  Senate  ought  to  be  willing  to  say.  "You 
may  do  it  without  the  slightest  stain  or  reflection  upon  your 
character,  without  the  slightest  question  regarding  youi 
patriotism  and  your  desire  to  serve  your  country." 

Mr.  President,  It  seems  to  me  that  this  simple  amendment 
assumes  a  tremendous  degree  at  importance  when  it  la  con- 


sidered that  Congress  is  now  doing  almost  blindly  the  most 
extraordinary  thing  that  was  ever  seriously  contemplated  in 
the  whole  history  of  this  Nation;  to  wit.  covering  the  militia, 
the  home  gtiard,  the  State  forces,  into  the  Natiorial  Army, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  training — I  have  heard  that  state- 
ment made  so  often  that  I  can  hardly  respectfully  repeat 
it — but  for  the  purpose  of  making  them  a  part  of  the 
national-defense  forces  and  sending  them  anywhere,  so 
long  as  they  are  kept  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  or  in  the 
possessions  of  the  United  States  or  in  the  Philippine  Islands, 
sending  them  Into  a  position  of  advanced  danger.  Who 
cares?  Is  it  your  responsibility  as  a  Member  of  the  Con- 
gress, or  is  it  General  Marshall's  responsibility  as  the  Chief 
of  Staff?  Is  it  your  responsibility  and  mine  as  Members 
of  the  Senate,  or  is  It  the  responsibility  of  some  officer  of 
the  United  States  Army,  or  of  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government,  if  you  please?  Their  duties  are  different. 
They  are  not  similar  to  ours.  The  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  Congress  alone,  has  the  power  to  declare 
war,  has  the  power  to  do  this  extraordinary  thing,  has  the 
power  to  create  a  condition  from  which  there  can  be  no 
retreat,  and  from  which  we  must  steadily  advance  to  war 
as  America  advanced  to  war  during  the  Presidency  of  Polk, 
when  American  soldiers  were  sent  outside  of  the  United 
States. 

The  strange  doctrine  has  arisen  in  this  country  that  we 
must  send  oiu-  soldiers  outside  to  take  up  a  defensive  posi- 
tion for  the  United  States.  Mr.  President,  there  is  no  logic 
or  reason  in  that  position.  v 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  on  the  amendment  has  expired. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  will  take  just  a  minute  or  so  on  the 
Joint  resolution. 

I  do  not  care  who  lays  down  the  premise  that  we  must 
advance  to  some  point  outside  of  the  United  States  to  take  up 
a  defensive  position  for  this  Nation.  I  know  the  military 
experts  may  say  that  the  best  defense  is  an  offense,  and  that 
if  we  go  out  soon  enough  to  stop  the  other  fellow  he  cannot 
ever  get  to  us.  That  is  the  doctrine  of  militarism,  that  is  the 
doctrine  of  tyranny,  that  is  the  doctrine  of  dictatorships. 
That  is  not  the  doctrine  of  democracy;  it  is  not  now,  it  never 
has  been. 

The  doctrine  of  a  free  people  is  that  we  will  defend  our 
own  land  against  invasion;  that  we  will  listen  to  the  siren 
voice  and  song  of  no  military  leadership  which  tells  us  that 
the  best  way  to  defend  oiu"  country  is  to  go  over  on  the 
Rhine,  or  to  take  up  a  defensive  position  just  outside  of 
London,  or  anyu-here  else  in  the  British  Empire.  That  is  the 
doctrine  of  militarism.  That  is  not  the  doctrine  of  a  free 
ipeople.     That  is  not  the  basis  on  which  we  have  acted. 

When  those  who  framed  the  American  Constitution  talked 
about  the  militia  to  be  used  to  enforce  the  laws  of  the  Nation, 
to  repel  invasion,  to  suppress  Insurrection,  they  meant  inva- 
sion of  America.  Once  commit  yourselves  to  the  doctrine 
that  you  will  meet  the  invader  somewhere  outside  of  the 
Nation  and  you  have  subscribed  to  the  doctrine  that  you  will 
meet  the  invader  anywhere,  anywhere  the  Army  may  lead  or 
anywhere  some  ambitious  man  in  power  may  choose  to  draw 
the  battle  line,  lliat  is  not  the  doctrine  of  America.  That 
is  not  the  doctrine  of  a  free  people. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  a  free  Constitution.  It  is  written 
in  the  simplest  language  possible.  It  is  written  in  under- 
standable language.  It  is  as  plain  as  the  nose  upon  the  face 
of  the  average  man,  and  anyone  can  follow  it  if  he  desires. 
The  Constitution  was  written  for  a  free  people,  was  written 
to  preserve  the  liberties  of  the  individual,  was  written  to  pro- 
tect us  against  the  insidious  wiles  which  spring  out  of  the 
doctrines  which  always  have  been  invoked  by  arbitrary  gov- 
ernments, of  whatever  form.  They  have  proceeded  to  inter- 
pret the  character  of  a  free  people  by  invoking  the  doctrine 
of  those  enslaved  to  arbitrary  government.  Every  member 
of  the  guard  enlisted,  if  not  with  an  actual  knowledge  which 
he  could  defend  in  a  town  meeting,  at  least  with  a  conscious- 
ness In  his  American  soul  that  he  was  enlisting  primarily  and 
exclusively  for  the  defense  of  his  home,  his  State,  unless  his 
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country— that  Is  to  say.  his  Congress,  for  whom  he  Is  yet 
privileged  to  vote — should  declare  that  a  state  of  war  existed 
between  our  Nation  and  some  other  nation  and  the  President 
shotild  call  him  Into  the  military  service  of  the  Nation. 

I  do  not  In  the  slightest  reflect  on  the  patriotism  of  a  single 
member  of  the  National  Guard,  from  Maine  to  Florida,  from 
the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  but  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
them,  as  a  solemn  duty  to  home  and  to  children  and  to  wives, 
may  properly  exercise  that  right  and  that  privilege,  and  I 
want  to  give  it  to  them  without  making  them  the  obedient 
servants  of  the  Governor  of  some  State  who  may  say.  "I  am 
surprised  that  you  have  handed  me  your  resignation.  You 
should  withdraw  it.  You  should  apologize  for  ever  having 
thought  of  resigning." 

The  whole  piu'port  of  the  amendment  is  that  those  who 
have  come  into  service  under  the  conditions  which  I  have 
enumerated  may  voluntarily,  if  they  wish,  exercise  their 
privilege  of  resigning  within  20  days,  and  no  one  can  say  nay 
to  them.  I  do  not  see  why  the  Senate  should  not  be  willing 
to  vote  to  that  end. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
I  Mr.  Dan.\her1.  On  that  amendment  the  "yeas"  and  "nays" 
have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  ^Mr.  President,  the  major  premise  of  the 
argument  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr.  George]  is  en- 
tirely in  accord  with  my  views,  but  I  do  not  reach  the  same 
ccnclusion.  The  reserve  forces  of  the  United  States  and  the 
National  Guard  were  established  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
protection  to  the  United  States  and  to  the  States,  under  the 

conditions  provided  in  the  Constitution.    If  we  are  to  permit 
the  members  of  the  guard  and  the  members  of  the  Reserve  to 
j"esign  whenever  there  is  a  threat  to  call  them  out,  we  are 
leaning  upon  a  very  weak  support. 

The  argiunent  for  the  amendment  is  that  the  Senate  of  the 
Uiated  States  and  the  Congress  propose  to  disregard  the  Con- 
stitution and  call  out  the  militia  and  the  Reserves  under  con- 
ditions which  are  not  authorized  by  the  Constitution.  It 
stems  to  me  that  the  thing  for  the  Senate  to  do  is  to  comply 
with  the  Constitution,  and  not  he  forced  to  say  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  guard  or  the  Reserve.  "We  are  going  to  exact  of  you 
a  service  which  you  did  not  contemplate  when  ycu  entered  the 
service."  It  seems  to  me  we  should  not  pass  a  measure  which 
goes  beyond  the  Constitution.  Then  there  would  be  no  occa- 
sion to  say  to  the  members  of  the  guard.  "You  are  going  to  be 
called  out  into  a  service  you  did  not  contemplate:  therefore 
we  will  permit  you  to  withdraw  from  the  service."  We  would 
put  a  member  of  the  guard  in  an  embarrassing  position  if  we 
were  to  say  to  him.  "You  can  resign  if  you  do  not  want  to  go." 
He  has  a  perfect  moral  right  to  resign,  but  he  will  not  resign, 
and  we  are  doing  an  injustice  to  the  meml)ers  of  the  guard 
If  we  trespass  upon  the  contract  which  they  have  made. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  very  plainly  provides 
the  circumstances  and  conditions  imder  which  the  members 
of  the  guard  may  be  called  into  service.  They  may  be  called 
Into  service  by  the  Congress  to  execute  the  laws  of  the  Union, 
to  suppress  insurrection,  or  to  repel  invasion.  Under  the  pro- 
posed law  we  are  not  planning  to  call  them  out  to  enforce  the 
laws,  to  suppress  insurrection,  or  to  repel  invasion.  As  was 
pointed  out  by  the  able  Senator  from  Georgia,  we  are  seeking 
to  call  the  guard  to  the  colors  for  foreign  service.  We  pro- 
pose to  say  to  them.  "You  shall  become  a  part  of  the  Army 
cf  the  United  States,  subject  to  the  direction  and  control  of 
the  Commander  in  Chief.  If  he  sees  fit  to  send  you  to  Ja- 
maica, an  English  colony,  he  can  do  so.  If  he  wishes  to  send 
you  to  Martinique,  a  French  colony,  he  may  do  so.  If  he 
wishes  to  send  you  to  Patagonia,  he  may  do  so."  And  that  is 
based  upon  what?  Upon  the  uncertain  term  "Western  Hem- 
isphere." 

A  distinguished  Senator  stated  yesterday  that  I  was  a 
purist  because  of  my  attempt  to  hold  the  term  hemisphere 
to  what  it  plainly  means,  one-half  of  the  globe.  That  is 
what   hemisphere   meaxis.   and   Western    Hemisphere   means 

tbe  western  half.  Irom  wherever  one  may  begin.   I  say  that 


once  we  take  180  degrees  from  any  point,  we  take  half  the 
globe.  If  it  is  desired  to  include  Iceland,  as  some  do.  a  part  of 
Africa  is  included,  and  New  Zealand  and  thousands  of  islands 
in  the  South  Seas,  as  well  as  a  part  of  Siberia.  To  any  of 
those  places,  imder  this  measure  as  it  stands,  the  National 
Guard  can  be  sent. 

There  is  at  the  desk  an  amendment,  which  I  expect  to  call 
up  following  action  on  the  pending  amendment,  wh!ch  will 
restrict  the  use  of  the  American  Reserves  to  the  continental 
United  States  and  its  possessions  and  territories.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  Congress  wishes  to  abdicate  the  power  vested 
in  it  to  make  and  declare  war.  If  we  vest  in  the  Commander 
in  Chief  of  the  Armies  of  the  United  States  the  power  to  send 
the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  into  foreign  territory, 
we  are  vesting  in  him  the  power  to  declare  war — nothing  less 
than  that.  If  the  armed  forces  are  sent  into  foreign  terri- 
tory, that  is  the  equivalent  of  war,  either  for  or  against  the 
country  into  whose  te.Titory  they  are  sent. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Congress  should  retain  its  author- 
ity, and  consequently,  largely  because  of  the  reasons  pre- 
sented by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  as  to  the  unconstitutional 
character  of  the  authority  sought  to  be  granted,  I  am  unwill- 
ing to  assume  that  the  Congress  will  exact  of  the  soldier 
an  obligation  which  he  did  not  undertake. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  made  a  very  novel  argument.  He 
tells  us  in  effect  that  he  realizes  the  amendment  will  be  a 
dead  letter — that  in  all  probability  no  National  Guardsman 
will  resign.  Yet  as  an  expression  of  disgust  with  this  reso- 
lution he  wants  us  to  adopt  the  amendment.   At  least  that  is 

the  way  his  argument  impresses  me. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  ought  to  be  stated  and  understood 
that  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut does  not  simply  apply  to  memt)ers  of  the  National 

Guard.  It  applies  to  every  Reserve  officer  in  the  United 
States.  It  applies  to  every  boy  who  has  graduated  at  Kelly 
Field,  in  Texas,  in  the  Air  Corps,  and  who  is  now  on  the 
Reserve.  Under  this  amendment  he  can  resign  in  20  days, 
and  the  President  is  obliged  to  accept  his  resignation.  As 
I  said  awhile  ago,  the  amendment  will  compel  a  discharge  to 
be  granted  within  20  days  to  everyone  who  wants  it  in  the 
National  Guard  and  the  Reserve  Corps  or  any  of  the 
branches  of  our  military  service. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     That  Is  very  true,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  HILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HTI.Ii  Of  course,  it  would  defeat  or  make  possible 
the  defeat  of  the  purpose  the  Congress  has  had  in  mind 
ever  since  1920,  in  line  with  which  It  has  appropriated  mil- 
lions and  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  to  train  and  pre- 
pare and  to  equip  the  National  Guard,  and  to  train  and 
prepare  the  oflBcers  of  the  Reserve.     Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    It  Is. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  very  reason  for  spending  millions  cf  dollars 
to  develop  the  OflBcers'  Reserve  Corps,  is  that  these  men  may 
be  available  to  the  country  if  the  coimtry  needs  their  service. 
Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Quite  true.  Let  no  Senator  imagine  for 
a  moment  that  we  are  attempting  to  deal  with  the  militia  of 
the  States  as  such.  We  are  dealing  with  bodies  of  militia  who 
are  made  members  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  by  law 
of  Congress. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  wanted  to  bring  out  this  point  for  the  In- 
formation of  the  Senate,  that  there  will  not  be  one  single  man 
subject  to  order  under  this  measure,  who  has  not  taken  a 
separate  oath,  an  oath  separate  from  any  oath  that  he  has 
taken  as  a  member  of  the  National  Guard  of  a  State,  this 
separate  oath  l>eing  an  oath  of  allegiance  and  loyalty  to  the 
Federal  Government,  recognizing  that  he  is  subject  to  caU  for 

service  by  the  Federal  Government. 
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Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Senator  is  correct,  Mr.  President. 
And  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  his  message  re- 
questing this  proposed  legislation,  said: 

The  National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  an  Integral  and  vital 
part  of  the  Army,  comprises  a  body  of  men  who  have  voluntarily 
assumed  an  obligation  to  serve  the  Nation  In  any  crisis. 

I  wish  to  read  a  law  enacted  by  Congress  in  June  1916: 
The  Mllltla  of  the  United  States- 
Permit  me  to  interject  that  this  law  creates  the  Militia  of 
the  United  States — 

The  Mllltla  of  the  United  States  shall  consist  of  all  able-t>cdled 
male  citizens  of  the  United  8tate.s  and  all  other  able-bodied  males 
vho  have  or  shall  have  declared  their  Intention  to  become  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  who  shall  be  mere  than  18  years  of  age  snd, 
except  as  hereinafter  provided,  not  more  than  45  years  of  age.  and 
said  mllltla  shall  be  divided  into  three  classes,  the  National  Guard, 
the  Naval  Militia,  and  the  Unorganized  Mllltla. 

Since  that  time  the  clause  "the  naval  militia"  has  been 
stricken. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  In  another  section  of  that  National 
Defense  Act  of  1916  It  Is  provided: 

That  the  Army  of  the  United  States  shaM  consist  of  the  Regular 
Army,  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  the  National  Guard 
while  In  the  service  of  the  United  States,  the  Officers"  Heserve 
Corps,  the  Organized  Reserves,  and  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps. 

Thus  the  National  Guard  Is  made  a  vital  part  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  and  is  subject  to  the  same  duties  and 
resp>onsibilities  as  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  National  Guard  man  welcomes  that  conception  of 
the  law.    The  National  Guard  man  wants  no  limitation  placed 

upon  his  services.  He  wants  to  stand  by  the  side  of  the 
soldier  in  the  Regular  Army  on  a  basis  of  equality  and  re- 
spond to  any  call  of  duty  that  may  be  imposed  upon  the 
soldier  of  the  Regular  Army. 

Again.  Mr.  President,  the  authority  in  clause  15,  article 
8,  of  the  Constitution,  to  provide  for  caUlng  forth  the  militia 
to  execute  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  suppress  insurrec- 
tions and  repel  invasions  is  not  the  only  authority  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter  In  the  Constitution.  In  the  next 
clause,  clause  16,  article  8,  of  tbe  Constitution.  Congress  is 
given  power — 

To  provide  for  organizing,  arming,  and  disciplining  the  mllltla, 
and  for  governing  such  part  of  them  as  may  be  employed  In  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  reserving  to  the  States  respectively, 
the  appointment  of  the  officers — 

And  so  forth.  Every  National  Guard  man  who  takes  the 
oath  takes  it  with  the  understanding  that  he  is  a  part  of  the 
Regular  Army  and  subject  to  the  same  obl.gations  that  may 
be  imposed  upon  the  Regular  Army. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  particularly  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  DanaherI. 
whose  amendment  is  under  discussion,  I  understand  that 
the  senior  Senator  from  Colorado  I  Mr,  Adams]  is  shortly  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  pending  measure,  under  the 
terms  of  which  National  Guard  men  may  be  sent  only  to 
the  islands  in  the  Caribbean  and  to  our  own  Territories  and 
insular  possessions.  If  the  amendment  which  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  expects  to  offer  were  to  l>e  accepted,  would 
not  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  consider  withdrawing  his 
amendment? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  If  I  understand  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  to  be  propounding  a  question,  certainly  the  answer 
to  It  is  "No." 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  thought,  perhaps,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  amendment  to  be  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  would  permit,  under  the  measure,  authority  only 
to  the  extent  of  sending  National  Guard  men  to  our  Terri- 
tories and  insular  possessions 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Will  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
yield  further? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  There  Is  a  question  of  principle  involved, 
let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  and  il  the 


Senator  will  refer  to  page  1  of  the  measure  he  will  discover 
in  line  9  that  those  who  constitute  the  component  Reserves 
are  to  be  called  out  with  or  without  their  consent,  when  it 
was  the  understanding  at  the  time  they  enlisted  or  accepted 
assignment  under  existing  law  that  they  were  not  to  be 
called  out  unless  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  declared 
an  emergency  to  exist. 

If  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  will  examine  the  act 
of  June  4,  1920.  he  will  find  that— 

The  President  Is  hereby  authorized  to  order  annually,  with  their 
consent,   the  officers  of   the   Reserve  Corps   Into   annual   training. 

He  will  find  with  reference  to  the  National  Guard  that 
the  act  provides  specifically  that,  with  their  consent,  the 
National  Guard  oflBcers  may  be  ordered  into  training.  But 
in  this  case  not  only  are  these  oflBcers  not  being  ordered 
into  training  at  all  but  they  are  being  ordered  against  their 
consent  Into  the  active  military  service  of  the  United  States, 
as  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has  pointed  out,  ansrwhcre 
from  Tierra  del  Puego  to  the  North  Pole. 

Mr.   REYNOLDS.    I  thought   that   perhaps   the   Senator 
likewise  was  taking  into  considsratlon  the  fact  that  many, 
no  doubt,  would  object  to  being  sent  outside  mir  Territories  ,^ 
and  our  insular  possessions. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  wish  to  ask  the  judgment  of  the  Senator  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  amendment  which  I  propose  to  present 
ought  to  be  offered  In  Its  logical  order  ahead  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  The  Senator  from 
Connecticut  has  two  major  objections,  one  of  which,  the  ex- 
traterritorial use  of  our  troops,  would  be  covered  by  my 
amendment.    The  other  is  the  authorization  to  call  out  the 

troops  when  there  is  no  Insurrection  or  invasion.  If  the 
Senate.  In  its  august  wisdom,  should  decline  to  limit  the  call- 
ing out  of  troops  as  provided  by  my  amendment,  I  should 
vote  for  the  Senator's  amendment;  but  I  cannot  vote  for  It 
in  the  uncertainty  as  to  what  the  Senate  may  do, 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut will  consider  deferring  consideration  of  his  amend- 
ment until  after  we  have  passed  upon  the  amendment  which 
is  to  be  offered  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  that  at  this  time  I  will  not  agree  to  defer  the  posi- 
tion of  the  pending  amendment.  Had  this  particular  request 
been  propounded  24  hours  ago,  I  most  certainly  would  have 
been  glad  to  yield  its  jxjsltlon.  The  fact  remains  that  If  the 
view  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  as  advanced  by  him  in 
his  previous  arguments,  should  prevail,  as  a  matter  of  con- 
viction and  principle  he  necessarily  would  vote  against  the 
bin  whether  or  not  his  amendment  should  prevail.  That  is 
not  the  point  at  issue  with  me.  I  feel  that  the  pending 
amendment  has  been  so  thoroughly  argued  in  its  present  order 
that  it  should  not  be  displaced. 

Mr.  RETYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  I  am  entirely  in  favor  of 
sending  men  out  of  this  country;  I  am  100  percent  in  favor 
of  sending  men  to  foreign  lands;  I  insist  that  we  send  men 
from  this  cotmtry  to  foreign  countries;  but  the  men  of  whom 
I  speak  are  aliens  who  are  now  here.  I  Manifestations  of 
applause  in  the  galleries.] 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  f Mr.  Mcao  In  the  chair) .  The 
Chair  admonishes  the  occupants  of  the  galleries  that  the  rules 
of  the  Senate  forbid  demonstrations  on  their  part.  Such 
demonstrations  are  a  violation  of  the  rules  of  the  Senate  and 
may  cause  the  Chair  to  order  the  galleries  to  be  cleared.  The 
Chair  asks  the  occupants  of-  the  galleries,  as  guests  of  the 
Senate,  to  remain  In  order. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  may  proceed. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  I  have  in  mind  particu- 
larly one  Harry  Bridges.  We  are  spending  money  hand  over 
fist.  We  have  authorized  and  appropriated  approximately 
$18,000,000,000.  We  are  contemplating  conscripting  2.000.- 
000   men   for    the   purpose   of   preparing   to   resist   Hitler   or 

anyone  else  who  might  have  the  nerve  to  come  over  here  and 
attempt  to  lick  us.    We  have  billions  of  dollars  to  spend. 
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However,  Mr.  President,  the  appalling  thing  to  me  is  that 
with  all  our  wealth  and  all  our  money  we  cannot  lick  one 
man.  That  one  man  is  Harry  Bridges.  He  has  licked  us. 
I  am  ashamed  to  make  that  statement  to  the  American 
people,  but.  unfortunately,  it  is  true.  He  is  one  of  the  worst 
enemies  this  Government  ever  had.  The  American  people, 
led  by  the  American  Legion,  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars, 
and  other  organizations,  have  been  trying  for  years  to  get 
rid  of  that  enemy  within  our  midst;  but  despite  the  influence 
of  the  American  Legion,  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  the 
Disabled  Veterans  of  the  World  War,  and  every  other  patri- 
otic organization  in  the  country,  and  despite  our  wealth. 
Harry  Bridges  has  licked  us.  He  is  sUll  here.  However,  the 
American  people  are  insisting  that  he  get  out. 

In  that  connection.  I  think  that  the  enemies  within  are 
much  more  imminently  dangerous  and  destructive  than  the 
enemies  without,  in  fear  of  whom  we  have  authorized  and 
appropriated  billions  of  dollars.  We  are  daily  talking  about 
Hitler  coming  over  here.  Who  Is  afraid  of  Hitler?  None  of 
us  is.  It  is  true  that  some  persons  are  afraid  of  him.  which 
circumstance  is  attributable  to  the  fact  that  the  American 
people  are  hysterical;  but  I  repeat  that  if  Hitler  cannot  get 
across  the  little  ditch  between  the  British  Isles  and  conti- 
nental Europe,  he  would  have  a  hell  of  a  time  crossing  3.000 
miles  of  ocean  and  coming  over  here.  All  we  hear  about  is 
preparation  against  somebody  who  may  attack  us.  We  never 
liear  anything  about  the  enemy  who  is  already  here,  who  is 
raising  hell  with  the  foundations  of  this  Government,  who  is 
organizing  against  us.  and  who  eventually  will  destroy  us — 
and  it  will  not  be  long. 

I  shall  endeavor  to  concentrate  all  my  thoughts  and  most 
of  my  time,  as  I  have  for  the  past  8  years  in  this  body,  on  the 
destruction  of  tiie  enemies  of  our  Government  who  are  here. 
I  shall  not  waste  my  time  and  utilize  my  energy  in  hating 
the  people  of  other  parts  of  the  world,  because  they  do  not 
care  whether  we  hate  them  or  not. 

I  think  it  is  time  for  us  to  begin  to  think  about  the  United 
States.  I  think  it  is  time  for"  us  to  begin  to  think  aix)Ut  the 
130.000.000  or  135.000.000  people  in  this  country— our  friends, 
our  ncighlwrs.  American  citizens — and  let  the  other  people  of 
the  world  take  care  of  themselves.  We  hate  every  nation 
upon  the  face  of  the  earth  except  Great  Britain,  and  Great 
Britain  hates  us,  so  we  are  in  a  pretty  bad  way. 

Mr.  President,  the  American  people  have  reached  the  point 
where  they  are  demanding  that  we  give  some  time  and  atten- 
tion to  them.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  things  have  reached  the 
point  that  if  a  man  says  something  or  tries  to  do  something 
in  behalf  of  his  own  pecple  and  his  own  country,  many  per- 
sons say  that  he  is  pro-Hitler.  pro-Japanese,  or  pro  something 
else.  A  man  cannot  be  pro-American  and  be  anything  else. 
Things  have  reached  the  point  that  if  a  preacher  rises  in  his 
pulpit  and  sheds  tears  and  prays  to  God  above  that  we  take 
care  of  our  own  little  orphans  and  feed  cur  own  starving 
little  children  in  the  United  States,  some  "pro"  fellow  will  say. 
"That  fool  evidently  does  not  want  us  to  bring  over  here  all 
the  children  from  England.  Ireland.  Scotland,  Belgium,  and 
other  places." 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  that  my  words  could  reach  the  ears 
of  every  person  in  America.  I  wish  to  say  that  first  I  am  for 
the  starving  children  in  my  State  of  North  Carolina  and  in 
the  other  Slates  of  the  Union.  My  sympathies  are  first  with 
the  orphans  in  my  State — and  there  are  thousands  of  them — 
for  whom  we  are  seeking  homes.  My  heart  beats  first  for  the 
orphans,  the  unfortunate  little  l)oys  and  girls  in  every  State 
in  the  Union  whose  fathers  and  mothers  are  dead.  My  sson- 
pathies  are  with  them  first.  My  sjmipathies  are  first  with 
the  American  people;  and.  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall 
devote  all  my  thought,  time,  attention,  and  energy  to  the 
interests  of  the  133,000.000  people  in  the  United  States.  After 
we  shall  have  provided  for  our  own  orphans  and  our  own 
homeless,  hungry,  and  starving  children;  after  we  shall  have 
provided  joljs  for  our  own  unemployed;  and  after  we  shall 
have  put  our  own  house  in  orjler.  then  those  who  c^re  to  do 
so  may  devote  their  time  and  attention  to  the  interests  of  th6 
people  of  other  parts  of  the  world. 


Mr.  President,  the  American  Legion  is  Interested  in  getting 

rid  of  Harry  Bridges,  one  of  millions  of  aliens  In  this  country. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  tlw  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Connally  in  the  chair). 

Does  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator 

from  Utah? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  First,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  think 
upon  reflection  he  may  desire  to  modify  one  of  the  observa- 
tions which  he  made  a  moment  ago,  and  I  hope  he  will  forgive 
me  for  making  the  suggestion.  I  do  not  l)elieve  that  the 
American  people  hate  all  the  nations  of  the  world.  I  do 
not  think  the  American  people,  by  and  large,  hate  any  nation. 
We  may  feel  a  great  amount  of  exasperation  and  anger  at 
some  of  the  tyrants  and  ruthless  dictators  in  other  lands; 
but.  speaking  generally,  I  think  the  American  people  are 
sufficiently  animated  by  the  spirit  of  Christianity  to  love  the 
world,  although  regretting  evils  which  exist.  The  American 
people  regret  tyranny  wherever  it  exists,  but  they  do  not  feel 
any  hatred.  I  know  that  we  do  not  have  any  hatred  for 
Holland.  Belgium.  Denmark,  and  other  democratic  nations, 
or  for  China,  which  is  today  under  the  iron  heel  of  a  despotic 
nation.  Twenty  million  Chinese  have  been  killed;  50,000.000 
have  lost  their  homes.  We  feel  profound  sympathy  for  them 
and  for  the  distressed  and  oppressed  generally. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  is  true.  We  feel  profound  sym- 
pathy for  everybody  on  God's  earth  except  the  people  here 
in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator  as  to  that. 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.  And  I  cannot  agree  with  the  Senator. 
I  say  that  we  are  devoting  our  time  and  attention  to  the 
people  of  the  world  while  we  ought  to  be  thinking  about  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  We  are  all  upset  about  children 
all  over  the  world,  while  in  our  own  country  there  are  or- 
phans, poverty,  hunger,  and  unemployed.  I  say  we  ought 
to  devote  our  time  and  energies  and  concentrate  them  upon 
conditions  here  at  home. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  think  the  American  people  need  any 
defense.  I  think  the  most  chivalrous,  charitable  people  in 
the  world  are  the  American  people.  ^ 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  do,  too,  but  I  want  charity  to  begin  at 
home. 

Mr.  KING.  I  think  charity  is  beginning  at  home.  We  are 
spending,  perhaps  not  enough,  but  millions  and  tens  of  mil- 
lions of  dollars  annually  for  the  amelioration  of  the  condition 
of  the  American  people.  Perhaps  we  should  spend  more,  but 
I  am  sure  that  the  many  charitable  organizations  in  the  State 
of  North  Carolina  and  in  all  the  other  States  call  for 
admiration  and  commendation.  I  know — and  I  speak.  I 
think,  for  millions  of  American  people — that  they  are  sympa- 
thetic with  the  downtrodden  and  oppressed.  They  are  sym- 
pathetic with  those  who  are  underprivileged  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  But  we  ought  to  put  our  sympathies  into 
action. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  on  the  amendm?nt  has  expired. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  will  take  time  on  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  KING.    I  hope  the  Senator  will  pardon  me. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Certainly;  I  am  very  much  obliged  to  the 
Senator  for  his  statement. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  yield,  if  the  Senator  from  Utah  so  de- 
sires. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  want  to  defend  the  American  people  from 
any  imputation  that  they  entertain  hatred  for  other  nations 
or  other  peoples. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  When  the  Senator  rose  I  thought  he  was 
going  to  talk  about  Harry  Bridges,  because  I  know  the  Senator 
Is  chairman  of  the  sut)committee  that  has  been  designated  to 
consider  the  bill  passed  by  the  other  House. 
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Mr.  KINO.  I  thought  the  Senator  would  not  object  to  my 
calling  attention  to  one  of  his  observations  which  I  thought 
was  too  sweeping. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Not  at  all;  I  am  grateful  to  the  Senator, 

Mr.  KING.  Now  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  com- 
mittee, of  which  I  am  only  a  member,  intends  to  meet  this 
afternoon  to  make  such  disposition  as  the  committee  feels 
proper  of  the  so-called  Harry  Bridges  case.  It  would  have 
met  this  morning  but  for  the  fact  that  one  Senator  was  com- 
pelled to  be  in  another  committee.  Upon  a  number  of  pre- 
vious occasions  efforts  have  been  made  to  have  a  committee 
meeting,  but  prior  engagements  of  meml)ers  of  the  committee 
prevented. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  extremely  glad  to  learn  that  at 
last  we  are  going  to  get  some  action  on  that  case.  I  know,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  Senator  has  inconvenienced  himself  to 
come  back  here  from  Utah,  where  he  is  engaged  in  a  cam- 
paign, to  look  after  this,  with  other  important  governmental 
matters,  and  I  am  sure  the  people  of  his  State  and  the  people 
of  the  Nation  appreciate  his  action;  at  least,  I  hope  they  do. 

I  desire  to  take  a  little  time  about  this  very  important 
matter.  I  have  l)efore  me  a  letter  from  Col.  John  Thomas 
Taylor,  director,  national  legislative  committee  of  the  Amer- 
ican Legion.  I  have  conferred  with  Colonel  Taylor  innu- 
merable times  in  regard  to  the  all-important  matter  of 
deporting  this  ahen  enemy.  Bridges.  A  day  or  two  ago  I  re- 
ceived from  him  a  letter.  It  is  dated  Washington,  D.  C.  July 
30,  sent  to  me  by  special  delivery,  and  reads: 

I  Tm:  Amckican   Legion. 

I  National  LEcisrAmi  CoMMirm, 

Wa^ington.  D.  C,  July  30,  1940. 
Hon.  RonxT  Retnoum. 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Bob;  I  am  forwarding  to  you  herewith  pages  clipped  from 
The  Saturday  Evening  Post.  Issue  of  July  27.  1940.  which  carry  an 
article  entitled  "Madame  Secretary,"  by  Benjamin  Stolbcrg.  a 
writer  on  labor  aubjects.  This  article  is  particularly  interesting 
In  a  number  of  phases,  and  especially  that  part  under  the  subhead 
"The  Bridges  Case."  It  seems  to  me  this  material  ought  to  t>e 
▼ery  helpful  In  getting  the  Bridges  bUl  reported  to  the  Senate. 

^)r  Instance.  Stolberg  makes  the  statement  that  Bridges'  denial 
that  Bridges  is  a  Communist  "is  a  piece  of  incredible  gall.""  Could 
not  Stolbcrg  be  called  as  a  witness  by  the  Senate  committee  ar 
«ut>ccmmlttee  to  give  whatever  information  he  has  on  this  subject? 

Then,  there  is  Stolt>erg"s  statement  that  Harry  Lundet>erg,  secre- 
tary of  the  Sailors'  Union  of  the  Paciflc.  "'knows  Bridges"  record 
In  the  Communist  Party  in  great  detail."  Could  not  Lundeberg 
be  called  as  a  witness? 

I  was  also  Interested  to  read  Stolb»g"8  charge  that  he  had  af>ked 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  why  a  "certain  person  of  undoubted,  in- 
tegrity, who  had  originally  inducted  Bridges  into  the  Communist 
Party""  was  not  called  as  a  witness  in  the  Landis  hearing.  The 
Secretary  of  Labor  asserted  such  '"certain  pi^rson"  was  "being  paid 
by  such  and  such  an  organisation."  It  seems  to  me  that  regard- 
less of  who  might  be  paying  such  a  valuable  witness,  such  witness 
cculd  supply  authentic  Information  If  he  "had  originally  Inducted 
Bridges  into  the  Communist  Party." 

Other  matters  In  the  article  which  interested  me  are.  (1)  that 
Dr.  Louis  Bloch,  a  memt>er  of  the  United  States  Maritime  Labor 
Board,  is  one  of  Bridges'  closest  friends":  (2)  that  "one  of  the 
leading  fellow  travelers  in  Washington  Is  Merle  D.  Vincent,  director 
Oi  hearings  in  the  Wage  anc  Hour  Division.'  and  that  "this  gentle- 
man is  president  of  the  Washington  Committee  for  Democratic 
Action,  which  is  the  direct  succefisor  of  the  League  for  Peace  and 
Democracy,  where  Mr.  Vincent  also  has  been  active";  and  (3)  and 
that  there  is  a  Communist  cell  on  every  boat. 

I  hope  you  can  make  effective  use  of  the  enclosed. 
Smcerely. 

John  Thomas  TATi-oa, 
I         Director.  National  Legislative  Committee. 

I  am  very  greatful  to  Col.  John  Thomas  Taylor  for  hav- 
ing provided  me  that  Information  and  brought  to  my  atten- 
tion the  article  in  the  Satuiday  Evening  Post. 

In  connection  therewith,  I  desire  to  bring  to  the  attention 
of  the  able  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee 
on  Immigration  of  the  Senate  at  the  same  time  a  letter 
which  I  have  today  received  from  Representative  Leland 
M.  Ford,  of  the  Rrst  District  of  California,  after  which  I 
shall  read  excerpts  from  The  Saturday  Evening  Post  article. 
Mr.  PoRB  provided  me  today,  by  hand,  with  a  copy  of  a 
letter  directed  to  the  very  able  chairman  of  the  Immigra- 
tion Committee  of  the  Senate  [Mr.  Russell  1.  who  gave  im- 
mediate attention  to  the  Brtdges  matter  when  It  was  referred 


to  his  committee,  by  appointing  a  subcommittee  to  consider 
it.    The  letter  wrttten  by  Mr.  Ford  is  as  follows: 

Concuss  or  ths  Unitd  Statbs. 

House  or  RKPRESENTAm'Es. 
Washington,  D.  C.  August  2.  1940. 
Hon.  RicHAKO  B.  Russell, 

Chairman.  Committee  on  Immigration. 

United  States  Senate. 
Mt  Deak  Mr.  Chaikman:    I  understand  that   the  bill  providing 
for  the  deportation  of  Harry  R.  Bridges,  now  pending  lief  ore  your 
ccmmlttee.  has  been  referred  to  a  subcommittee  for  Investigation 
and  report  to  the  full  committee. 

As  you  will  perhaps  recall.  I  Introduced  the  original  bill  pro- 
viding for  the  deportation  of  undesirable  aliens,  and  pwirtlculariy 
one  Harry  R.  Bridges,  whose  case  was  very  thoroughly  heard  before 
the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Committee  of  the  House  on 
May  8  and  14. 

I  respectfully  request  that  when  the  House  bill  is  heard  htttort 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Immigration  I  be  permitted  to  testify 
before  your  comnUttee,  as  I  have  in  my  possession  very  valuable 
evidence  and  data  which  I  should  like  to  present  to  the  Senate 
Committee. 

Thanking  you  for  an  immediate  response  and  designation  of  the 
date  and  hour  on  which  I  may  appear  before  your  conunlttee.  I 
remain 

Sincerely  yours. 

L.  M    FoKO. 

Mr.  Ford,  although  a  Representative  in  Congress  from 
California,  is  a  native  of  the  State  of  Virginia.  He  has 
devoted  a  great  deal  of  time  ta  this  matter  in  which  the 
American  Legion  has  taken  a  lead  and  in  which  the  American 
people  are  thoroughly  interested.  I  send  to  the  desk  now 
a  copy  of  House  bill  8310  relative  to  the  deportation  of  un- 
desirable aliens  which  was  introduced  by  Mr.  Ford  of  Cali- 
fornia in  the  House  of  Representatives  on  February  5.  1940. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  ask  that  it  be  printed  or  has  he  read  all  that  he 
cares  to? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  have  read  the  letter  In  full  and  I 
should  like  to  have  the  bill  introduced  by  Mr.  Ford  of  Cali- 
fornia printed  ip  the  Record  in  order  that  he  may  have  full 
credit  for  his  fine  work  in  this  particular  matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  requests  to  print  certain  matter  in  the  Record.  Is 
there  objection?    The  Chair  hean.  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Tlie  bill  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  any  alien  shall  be  deported  In  the  manner 
hereinafter  provided  by  law  who,  while  in  the  United  States,  Is.  or 
has  been,  by  his  words  or  acts.  B3rmpathetlc  with,  or  is,  or  has  been, 
associated  with,  or  afBliated  with,  or  seeks  or  has  sought  the  sup- 
port, or  who  has  U£ed  or  uses  the  support  of  Communists  in  the 
United  States  or  elsewhere,  i^hether  communistic  individuals  or 
communistic  organizations,  cither  of  domestic  or  of  foreign  origin 
In  whole  or  In  part.  In  the  interference  with  the  good  order  and 
happiness  of  any  local  community,  or  with  the  e.stabllKhed  dem- 
ocratic econonilc  or  domestic  relations  within  this  Republic,  or 
who  has  used  or  uses  such  communistic  Individuals  or  communistic 
organizations  for  compelling  the  adoption  of  his  views,  aims,  or 
purposes  regarding  such  domestic  or  economic  relations,  or  who 
has  heretofore  admitted  any  of  the  foregoing  acts. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  now  to  read 
from  the  Saturday  Evening  Post,  issue  of  June  27.  1940, 
which  was  referred  to  by  Colonel  Taylor,  of  the  American 
Legion,  who  asked  me  to  bring  it  to  the  attention  of  this 
body.  Again  I  thank  him  for  having  brought  to  my 
attention  the  Bridges  case. 

Miss  Perkins  Is  especially  proud  of  the  work  of  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  while  It  was  under  her  Jurisdiction. 

I  might  digress  Uhere  to  recall  to  the  Members  of  this 
body  that  during  hW  supervisorship  of  that  Service  of  the 
Government  she  perh^ltted  700  alien  criminals  to  leave  this 
country  and  then  to  return  to  the  coimtry.  for  the  reason 
that  that  was  the  only  way  they  could  possibly  get  In  under 
her  interpretation  of  the  seventh  proviso.  But  since  that 
cime  this  division  has  been  transferred  from  the  Department 
of  Labor  to  the  Department  of  Justice. 

She  feels  that  under  her  administration  it  has  dealt  with  aliens 
as  humanely  as  the  law  permlU. 

I  Will  admit  that,  certainly. 

And  that  Is  true.    She  never  used  far-fetched  technicalities  to 
break  up  families  in  deportation  cases,  and  political  refugees 
never  deported  to  their  homeland. 
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It  was  very  rarely  that  any  of  them  were  ever  deported 
because  I  remember  at  one  time  I  investigated  more  than 
3.000  such  cases  in  the  Department  of  Labor. 

In  cases  where  deportation  was  mandatory,  the  refugee  was  per- 
mitted to  choose  the  country  to  which  he  preferred  to  go.  It  is  a 
pity  that  this  humanitarian  picture  has  been  marred  by  Miss 
Perkins'  attitude  in  the  deportation  cases  against  Harry  Bridges 
and  Joseph  Zack.  two  dramatic  public  examples  of  her  Incapacity  to 
realize  the  scope  and  Influence  of  Stalinist  "fifth  column"  activities. 

Bridges  Is  the  head  of  the  west  coast  longshoremen  and  an  Im- 
portant C.  1  O  leader.  He  Is  an  Australian  who  has  never  liecome 
a  citizen.  A  great  many  persons,  including  Members  of  Congress, 
demanded  his  deportation  for  alleged  Communist  activities. 

Bridges  has  consistently  denied  that  he  Is  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mimist  Party  or  even  a  "fellow  traveler  '  The  denial  Is  a  piece  of 
Incredible  gall,  for  Bridges  is  known  In  the  labor  movment  as  the 
leading  Communist  trade-unionist  In  the  United  States,  and  there 
Is  ample  evidence  to  prove  It. 

Bridges  Is  the  key  man  In  all  the  maritime  unions.  East  and  West, 
and  on  the  Gulf,  which  are  outside  the  A  P.  of  L.  They  are  con- 
trolled by  the  Communist  Party,  lock,  stock,  and  barrel.  Recently 
the  Communist  Party,  or  rather  the  Ogpu,  has  set  up  the  so-called 
"Cuban  plan. '  which  provides  for  a  Communist  cell  on  every  boat. 
By  this  arrangement,  letters,  messages— "directives"  of  all  sorts — 
can  be  smuggled  to  any  port,  and  Ogpu  agents  stowed  away.  This 
network  extends  throughout  the  Caribbean  and  reaches  into  South 
America.  EKiring  tlie  last  hsUf  year  Harry  Bridges  has  spent 
practically  nil  his  time  In  the  East,  helping  to  organize  and  re- 
organize powerhouses  and  warehouses.  These  are  of  military 
Importance 

Here  is  a  man  working  night  and  day  against  our  Govern- 
ment, which  we  are  trying  to  preserve;  and  with  all  of  our 
wealth  and  with  all  of  our  power  we  cannot  deport  him.  and 
the  American  people  want  to  know  why. 

Vartoui  former  members  of  maritime  unions  who  have  broken 
with  the  Communists  have  testified  before  the  Dies  Committee  and 
have  written  books  and  pamphlets;  which  clarify  ccmpletrly  the  role 
of  Harry  Bridges  In  the  Communist  Party  Harry  Lundeberg.  secre- 
tary of  the  Sailors'  Union  of  the  Pacillc,  knows  Bridges"  record  In 
the  Communist  Party  in  great  detail  and  has  constantly  published 
it  in  the  West  Coast  Sailor. 

In  short,  the  Idea  that  Harry  Bridges  Is  not  a  Communist  makes 
aa  much  sense  as  the  Id^^a  that  Herbert  Hoover  is  not  a  Republican, 
or  that  Norman  Thomas  is  not  a  Socialist.  Miss  Perkins  has  known 
Bridges'  record  for  some  time,  for  about  2  years  ago  I  myself  told 
her  in  considerable  detail  about  his  activities  up  to  then,  all  of 
which  she  could  easily  nave  checked 

Giving  In  to  congressional  pressure,  she  finally  allowed  a  warrant 
to  be  Issued  for  the  arrest  of  Hairy  R.  Bridges  on  March  2.  1938. 

She  finally  allowed  that. 

She  appointed  as  the  trial  examiner  Dean  James  M.  Landls.  of 
the  Harvard  Law  School.     Hearings  were  opened  on  July  10.   1939. 

Right  here  I  want  to  digress  to  inquire  why  those  deporta- 
tion proceedings  were  not  referred  to  the  Federal  Judge  on 
the  west  coast  who  had  been  trying  deportation  proceedings 
of  that  sort  theretofore.  The  answer  is  because  Madam 
Perkins,  of  the  Department  of  Labor,  knew  that  if  Bridges 
was  tried  before  ay  Federal  judge  he  would  be  deported,  and 
so  the  ofBclals  didf  not  send  the  matter  before  that  Federal 
Judge.  They  sent  it  before  Dean  Landis,  believing  that  he 
would  "whitewash"  him.  I  assert. 

They  continued  for  almost  11  weeks.  The  testimony  covers  7.724 
pages.  Finally,  after  months  of  labor.  Dean  Landis  found  th.^t 
"the  evidence  •  •  •  establishes  neither  that  Harry  Bridges 
Is  a  member  of  or  afflllated  with  the  Communist  Party  of  the 
United  States  of  America." 

Dean  Landls  may  or  may  not  be  right  in  his  conclusion  from  the 
evidence  submitted  Tbe  important  tblng  is  that  the  whole  so- 
called  trial  t>efore  Dean  Landls  was  a  political  whitewash.  It  was 
accomplished  by  a  very  simple  device.  The  prosecution  called  as 
its  own  wltneases  people  whose  veracity  was  open  to  serious  doubt 
on  the  basis  of  previous  criminal  or  otherwise  unsavory  records. 
Not  a  single  reputable  person  who  has  l>een  In  the  Communist 
Party  with  Harry  Bridges  was  subpenaed  to  testify.  No  docu- 
mentary evidence  from  various  Communist  publications  or  from 
the  labor  press  or  other  sources,  which  would  have  given  the 
picture  of  the  real  Bridges  case,  was  presented. 

TO  be  sure,  several  reputable  ex-Commiinista  were  Interviewed 
by  a  Department  of  Labor  Investigator.  None  were  subpenaed. 
They  were  not  eager  to  testify  before  what  they  considered  an 
obvious  whitewash,  partly  t>ecause  they  were  afraid  that  they  might 
be  framed  by  the  Communist  Party.  And  apparently  they  were 
not  far  wrong.  For  when  I  asked  Miss  Perkins  why  a  certain 
person  of  undoubted  integrity,  who  had  originally  inducted  Bridges 
Into  the  Communist  Party,  had  not  been  subpenaed  to  testify,  she 
replied:  "Why.  don't  you  know  that  that  person  was  being  paid 
by  such  and  such  an  organization? "     And  she   named  a  Fascist 


outfit  on  the  west  coast.  The  Idea  was  preposterous.  In  other 
words,  iiisa  Perkins  unquestioningly  accepted  the  picture  handid 
along  to  the  Department  by  the  professional  Stalinist  cbaracter 
assassins. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Certainly.  I  am  always  delighted  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CHANDLER-.  I  want  to  ask  my  friend  from  North 
Carolina  how  long  the  Bridges  deportation  bill  has  been  in 
the  Committee  on  Immigration? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Does  the  Senator  mean  in  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  No;  in  the  Senate — since  it  came  from 
the  House,  after  it  passed  there. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  imagine  it  has  been  here  about   30 
days;  but  several  bills  on  the  subject  have  been  introduced. 
Mr.  CHANDLER.    No;  the  question  I  ask  is,  How  long  since 
the  passage  of  the  bill  in  the  House  has  it  been  in  the  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  think  approximately  30  days. 
Mr.  CHANDLER.    Is  the  Senator  a  member  of  that  com- 
mittee? 
•  Mr.  REYNOLDS.     No;  I  am  not. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.    Does  he  consider  that  the  bill  has  been 
before  the  committee  an  unreasonable  time? 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.     Oh.  no;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  As  a  practical  proposition,  if  I  were  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina,  and  thought  the  bill  had  l)een 
before  the  committee  an  unreasonable  time,  I  would  give 
notice  that  on  a  day  certain  I  would  move  to  discharge  the 
committee  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill. 
Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  am  very  grateful  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  wish  to  make  a  practical  suggestion,  so 
that  we  can  get  a  vote  not  only  on  this  but  on  other  important 
matters.  I  think  we  are  wasting  a  good  deal  of  time  on  non- 
essential matters  when  we  should  be  devoting  our  time  to 
preparing  more  adequately  for  the  defense  of  the  country; 
and  we  have  also  expressed  a  wish  to  prepare  adequately  for 
any  eventuality.  I  do  not  mean  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  is  wasting  time. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
realizes,  as  I  do.  that  we  have  enemies  right  here  among  us 
who  are  trying  to  undermine  us,  and  if  we  are  not  careful 
they  are  going  to  undermine  us  and  destroy  us  before  those 
across  the  ocean  get  to  us. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  want  to  remind  my  good  friend  from 
North  Carolina  that  there  was  one  man  in  EIngland  who  for 
years  warned  the  people  of  England  that  they  were  in 
danger.  There  is  not  anylxxly  in  the  country  today  who  does 
not  know  that  the  children  of  England  are  in  danger  of  being 
bomljed  and  machine-gunned.  I  cannot  answer  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  or  not  the  children  of  America  will  ever 
be  in  such  danger,  but  we  cannot  alTord  to  speculate  on  it. 
Therefore,  it  is  important  that  as  speedily  as  possible  we  re- 
move enemies  such  as  Harry  Bridges,  if  he  is  one — and  I 
share  the  view  of  the  Senator  that  he  is  an  enemy  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  of  America — and  that  we  im- 
mediately prepare  adequate  defenses  here  and  on  the  islands 
outside  to  meet  any  eventuality,  so  that  we  will  not  have  wasted 
our  time  and  subjected  the  children  and  people  of  America 
to  the  same  danger  that  Is  confronting  those  in  Britain  at 
this  hour. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  thank  the  Senator  immensely  for  his 
fine  pro-American  contribution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  on  the  joint  resolution  has  expired. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senate  extend 
to  me  the  coiutesy  of  permitting  the  remainder  of  this  article 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record  from  the  point  where  I  discon- 
tinued reading  it? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  asks  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the 
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Record  the  remainder  of  the  article,  part  of  which  he  has 
read.    Is  there  objection?    The  Chair  hears  none. 
The  remainder  of  the  article  is  as  follows: 

Nobody  bellevea  that  Gerard  D.  Rellly,  the  Solicitor  of  the  Depart- 
ment, or  Thomas  B.  Shoemaker,  his  assistant,  who  represented  the 
Government,  is  either  a  Communist  or  a  fellow  traveler  They 
merely  fell  Into  line  What  happened  was  that  some  Important 
new  dealers,  who  were  Communist  fellow  tourists,  got  into  the 
pictiu-e  and  got  Mi.'^s  Perkins  to  accept  it.  Among  these  new  deal- 
ers was  Dr.  Louis  Bloch.  a  member  of  the  United  States  Maritime 
Labor  Board,  who  ts  one  of  Bridges'  closest  friends,  and  who  has 
been  following  the  party  line  for  years. 

Harry  Bridges  has  not  been  deported  for  a  very  simple  reason. 
Until  very  recently  he  has  been  considered  by  the  New  Deal  high- 
brows as  one  of  the  great  "progressive"  leaders  of  American  labor. 
And  lilaa  Perkins  dreaded  the  thought  that  she  might  not  seem  as 
"Uberal"  as  the  next  one  She  could  not,  and  she  did  not  dare, 
rise  above  the  parlor-red  New  Deal  atmosphere  which  hung  over 
Washington.  And  what  Is  even  more  Important,  she  did  not  dare 
to  offend  John  L.  Lewis  and  the  C.  I.  O 

After  the  Landls  report  Miss  Perkins  offlcially  canceled  the  de- 
portation proceedings  against  Bridges  But  she  has  never  lifted  the 
deportation  warrant  against  a  man  named  Joseph  Zack.  who  Is  out 
on  tSOO  ball  The  Zack  case  is  no  lees  fascinating  than  the  Bridges 
case.  Zack  at  one  time  was  a  member  of  the  Central  Committee 
of  the  Communist  Party  and  a  Comintern  agent  In  Colombia, 
South  America.     In  1934.  he  broke  with  the  party 

Zack  is  the  lllegltlmato  child  of  Czechoslovaklan  parents.  He 
claims  that  he  was  bom  In  Scranton.  Pa.  In  1893  and  that 
soon  after  his  birth  his  mother  took  him  to  Czechoslovakia,  where 
he  spend  his  childhood  and  early  yourth.  He  was  one  of  the 
founders  of  the  American  Communist  Party,  and  In  1923  he  was 
arrested    at   Its   famous   secret   meeting   In    the   Michigan    woods. 

A  deportation  warrant  was  Issued  against  htm.  But  later  the 
deportation  proceedings  were  dropped,  on  the  ground  that  he 
was  a  native  citizen. 

Not  long  after  Zack  broke  ¥rith  the  Communist  Party,  two 
party  members  reported  him  to''the  State  Department  as  having 
used  a  false  passport  on  a  trip  to  the  Soviet  Union.  They  said 
\hat  he  was  an  alien,  born  in  Czechoslovakia,  aack  presented 
a  notarized  statement  from  his  mother,  since  dead,  that  he  was 
bom  m  Scranton.  The  city  of  Scranton  Issued  to  him  a  birth 
certificate.  The  Czechoslovaklan  consul  stated  that  he  would 
refuse  to  supply  him  with  a  passport,  because  Prague  denied 
that  he  was  a  Czech  citizen.  It  may  not  be  Irrelevant  to  add 
that  as  a  reaction  to  his  former  Stalinist  activities,  Mr.  Zack 
is  today  a  rabid  believer  in  democracy,  a  very  usual  retwund.  Yet 
the  Department  of  Labor  has  never  lifted  the  deportation  war- 
rant against  him.     He  has  no  friends  at  court. 

On  June  14.  1940.  the  Immigration  and  NaturalizaUon  Service 
was  transferred  to  the  Department  of  Justice. 

Miss  Perkins  is  not  a  Communist,  nor  even  remotely  a  Com- 
munist svmpathizer.  She  is  as  true  a  Democrat  In  her  convic- 
Uons  as  I  have  ever  known.  But  she  r^reaento  the  classic  type 
erf  soft-minded  liberal  whom  the  Stalinists  behind  the  scenes  know 
how  to  exploit  for  their  own  purposes  Completely  lacking  In  polit- 
ical astuteness,  she  Is  Incapable  of  recognizing  the  protean  forms 
and  devious  nihilism  of  totalitarian  technique  or.  for  that  matter, 
of  any  oblique  strategy. 

In  the  case  of  Miss  Perkins  this  soft  liberalism  Is  complicated 
by  her  fwlitlcal  fears.  The  reason  she  Insists,  quite  unconsciously, 
upon  a  sharp  distinction  between  her  public  and  her  private  life 
Is  that  the  public  Mlas  Perkins  and  the  real  Miss  Perkins  are  in 
permanent  conflict. 

In  the  good  politician,  like  Jim  Parley,  the  private  person  and 
the  public  flgure  are  at  one.  But  In  the  case  of  Frances  Perkins 
her  real  self  Is  forever  worried  about  what  Bdme.  Secretary  may 
■ay  or  do  or  even  think.  With  such  a  sense  of  insecurity,  she  obvi- 
ously cannot  ride  the  winds  of  doctrine  and  storms  of  politics  which 
beat  about  her  ears.  No  wonder  she  thinks  of  the  original  Perkins 
homestead  as  "the  only  place  where  I  can  hide." 

Mr.  NEELY.    Mr.  President — 

In  that  elder  day,  to  be  a  Roman  was  greater  than  [  to  be  |  a  king. 

In  more  modem  times,  to  be  a  United  States  Senator  was 
greater  than  to  be  either  a  Roman  or  a  king.  But  thought- 
ful persons  who  read  the  record  of  yesterday's  proceedings 
In  this  Chamber  will  probably  wail  with  Byron: 

Ancient  of  day«!     •     •     •     where. 

Where  are  thy  men  of  might?  thy  grand  in  soul? 

Gone — glimmering  through  the  dream  of  things  that  were: 

First  in  the  race  that  led  to  Glorys  goal. 

They  won.  and  paas'd  away — Is  this  the  whole? 

A  schoolboy's  tale,  the  wonder  of  an  hour! 

The  warrior's  weapon  and  the  sophist's  stole 

Are  sought  In  vain,  and  o'er  each  mctilderlng  tower. 

Dim  with  the  mist  of  years,  gray  flits  the  shade  of  power. 

The  newspaper-reading  public  today  probably  believes 
dignity  rests  as  lightly  upon  the  shoulders  of  a  United 
States  Senator  as  it  rests  upon  the  shoulders  of  a  circus 
clown. 


The  Senate  has  lost  more  of  its  good  reputation  during  the 
last  2  days  than  it  ever  lost  in  any  other  entire  session  dur- 
ing the  16  years  that  I  have  had  the  honor  of  being  a 
Memt)er  of  this  body. 

Manifestly  the  rules  which  forbid  the  imputing  of  un- 
worthy motives  to  Senators  have  been  shamefully  violated 
and  flagrantly  Ignored.  I  deplore  the  degrading  of  Senate 
debate  to  the  low  level  on  which  it  has  raged  during  the 
last  30  hours. 

I  disclaim  any  Intention  of  criticizing  any  ptairticular  Sen- 
ator. But,  as  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  am 
charged  with  some  duty  to  help  preserve  proper  decoriun  on 
the  floor  and  promote  orderly  conduct  of  the  business  of 
what  has  long  been  called  and  should  in  fact  forever  be 
the  greatest  legislative  Ixxly  In  the  world. 

With  malice  toward  none  and  such  charity  for  every 
other  Member  as  I  desire  for  myself,  I  now  give  notice,  in 
the  most  unoffensive  but  most  unequivocal  language  at  my 
command,  that  I  shall,  in  the  future,  make  a  point  of  order 
against  any  violation  of  the  rule  which  is  designed  to  pre- 
vent Senate  debate  from  becoming  as  unseemly  as  a 
barroom  brawl. 

Henceforth  let   us  scrupulously  endeavor   to   regain   at 
least  a  part  of  the  priceless  asset  we  have  Just  lost.    Let  us 
so  conduct  ourselves  that  the  public  will  respect  the  United  a 
States  Senate:  so  that  United  States  Senators  can  respect 
themselves.  .. 

■  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  DanaherJ,  upon  which  the  yeas  and  nays  have  already 
been  ordered. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum.  I  do 
not  desire  to  make  the  point  of  no  quorum  if  there  is  anyone 
else  who  desires  to  speak  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  Che  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  rose  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Then  the  suggestion  Is  unanimous. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 

Adams 

Andrews 

Ashurst 

Austin 

Bailey 

Bankhead 

Barbour 

Bai-kley 

Bilbo 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Bjrmes 

Capp'T 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavez 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davis 

IXinabey 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-six  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  Is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Danaher],  which  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chxef  Clerk.  On  page  4.  after  line  17,  it  is  proposed 
to  add  a  new  subsection,  to  read: 

(f)  Any  person  now  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  1 
may  resign  his  status  within  20  days  after  the  approval  of  thU 
Joint  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll.  » 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  caDed).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  LMr.  Glass!.    I 


Downey 

Lodge 

Schwartz 

Prazler 

Lucas 

Schwelienbach 

George 

Lundeen 

Sheppard 

Gerry 

McCarran 

Shtpstead 

Gibson 

McKellar 

Slattery 

Gillette 

McNary 

Smathers 

Green 

Maloney 

Stewart 

Gurney 

Mead 

Taft 

Hale 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Harrison 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Hatch 

Murray 

Thomas,  Utah 

Hayden 

Neely 

Tobey 

Herring 

Norris 

Town  send 

Hill 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Holman 

O'Mahoney 

Van  Nuys 

Holt 

Overton 

Wagner 

Hughes 

Pepper 

Walsh 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Plttman 

Wheeler 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Radcliffe 

White 

King 

Reed 

WUey 

La  PoUette 

Reynolds 

Lee 

Rxusell 
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am  not  informed  as  to  how  he  would  vote  if  present.  If 
permitted  to  vote.  I  should  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  I  Mr.  BailiyJ,  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington (Mr.  BoNEl.  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Clark], 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  (Mr.  Clabk).  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  (Mr.  Ellender],  the  Senator  from  Virginia  I  Mr. 
Glass),  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  GtTFFEY],  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith],  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  (Mr.  Trukan],  and  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land (Mr.  Tydincs],  are  unavoidably  detained  from  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  HILL.  My  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  Bankheao],  is  absent  on  important  public 
business. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  On  this  question  I  have  a  pair  with  the 
senior  Senator  from  Maryland  llMr.  Tydincs].  If  he  were 
present  he  would  vote  "nay."  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote, 
I  should  vote  "yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  36,  nays  47,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 36 
Andrews 
Austin 
Barbour 
Bilbo 
Brown 
Bulow 
Capper 
Danaher 
Davis 

Adams 

Asburst 

Barkiey 

Bridges 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Caraway 

Chandler 

Chavea 

Con  nail  y 

Oerry 

Bailey 
Bank head 
Bone 
Clark.  Idaho 

So  Mr.  Danaher's  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  there  is  on  the  desk  an  amend- 
ment which  I  now  offer  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Miller  in  the  chair). 
The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  2,  line  5.  It  is  pToposed  to 
Strike  out  the  remainder  of  section  1  beginning  with  words 
"the  Western  Hemisphere"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following:  "continental  United  States  and  Territories  and 
possessions  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  is  very  simple. 
My  explanation  will  be  very  short.  As  the  measure  stands, 
section  1  in  sut)stance  authorizes — while  it  is  put  in  a  negative 
form — the  sending  of  those  who  are  to  be  brought  into  the 
national  service  to  any  point  within  the  Western  Hemisphere. 
The  amendment  which  I  have  offered  proposes  to  limit  the 
service  of  the  men  who  come  into  the  Federal  service  under 
this  legislation  to  service  in  continental  United  States  and  the 
Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United  States.  In  other 
words,  the  service  of  a  National  Guard  man  who  enlisted  as 
a  National  Guard  man.  primarily  as  a  State  soldier,  and  of  the 
Reserve  offlcer  who  entered  the  service  as  a  United  States 
soldier,  shall  be  limited  to  service  upon  lands  under  the  flag 
of  the  United  States:  that  is.  that  the  Congress  should  not 
authorize  the  Executive  of  the  United  States  or  any  Army 
ofBcer  to  send  National  Guard  men  into  any  country  which  is 
not  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  It  seems  to 
me  that  unless  we  wish  to  abdicate  the  power  and  authority 
of  tlie  Congress  to  declare  war,  we  must  make  this  limitation. 
If  the  President  of  the  United  States,  or  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
or  some  commanding  oflHcer  can  transport  an  armed  force 
onto  foreign  soil,  that  very  act  may  be  an  act  of  war. 


Donahey  McNary  Thomas.  Idaho 

Downey  Maloney  Thomas,  t7tah 

George  Murray  Tobey 

Gillette  Nye  Townsend 

Holt  Plttman  Vandenberg 

Johnson.  Calif.       Reed  Van  Nuys 

King  Reynolds  Walsh 

Lundeen  Schwellenbach       Wheeler 

McCarran  Taft  Wiley 

NAYS — 47 

Gibson  La  Pollett*  Pepper 

Green  Lee  Radcllffe 

Oumey  Lodge  Russell 

Hale  Lucas  Schwartz 

Harrison  McKellar  Sheppard 

Hatch  Mead  Slattery 

Hayden  Miller  Smathers 

Herring  Mlnton  Stewart 

HUl  Neely  Thomas.  Okla. 

Hoiman  Norrls  Wagner 

Hughes  O'Mahoney  White 
Johnson.  Colo.       Overton 

NOT  VOTING— 13 

Clark.  Mo.  Glass  Smith 

El  lender  Ouffey  Truman 

Frazier  Shipstead  Tydlngs 


The  Constitution  gives  the  power  to  declare  war  to  the 
Congress.  We  should  not  delegate  to  any  official  to  do  that 
which  is  the  equivalent  of  an  act  of  war.  Certainly  it  ought 
not  to  be  our  intention  to  bring  the  militia  of  the  several 
States  into  the  Federal  service  and  send  them  to  Patagonia, 
or  New  Zealand,  or  Greenland,  or  Bermuda. 

Mr.  LODGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  like  to  put  a  hypothetical  case  to 
the  Senator  from  Colorado.  Suppose  some  foreign  govern- 
ment were  to  estabbsh  temporarily  air  bases  in  Newfound- 
land. New  Brunswick,  or  Nova  Scotia,  at  a  time  when  Con- 
gress was  not  in  session,  and  from  that  point  proceeded  to 
Ixjmb  Boston  and  New  York  and  other  cities  in  the  north- 
eastern comer  of  the  United  States?  Mind  you,  I  do  not 
think  that  is  likely,  but  I  think  we  must  prepare  for  the  worst. 
In  such  a  case  would  not  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  seriously  embarrass  the  protection  of  the  peo- 
ple in  the  area  affected? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  It  depends  on  the  Senator's  view  of  the 
Constitution,  and  whether  the  Senator  believes  that  war 
should  not  be  declared  except  by  Cor  gress.  Congress  can  be 
assembled  within  2  or  3  days  at  the  outside  in  case  of  an 
emergency,  and  if  it  sees  fit  to  declare  war  it  can  declare  war. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  Congress  as  a  body  did  not  wish  to  de- 
clare war,  we  should  not  leave  in  the  hands  of  the  Executive 
the  power  to  make  war.  In  other  words,  the  whole  problem 
is  as  to  the  purpose  of  the  Congress.  Ek)  we  wish  to  put  into 
the  hands  of  a  single  man  the  right  to  involve  the  United 
States  in  war? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Does  not  the  Executive  now  have  the  right 
to  send  the  Navy  and  the  Marines  to  Nova  Scotia,  or  New- 
foundland, or  New  Brunswick,  if  he  wants  to? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Navy  goes  on  the  high  seas,  and  It 
goes  into  harlwrs,  but  the  question  of  sending  an  armed 
force  upon  land  imder  the  flag  of  another  nation  is  a  very 
different  one. 

Mr.  LODGE.  But  if  we  send  Marines  we  send  them  under 
the  flag,  and  that  is  just  as  much  a  warlike  act. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  There  are  some  of  those  who  do  not  enthuse 
very  much  about  sending  the  Marines  to  other  countries. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  do  not  enthuse  about  sending  the  Marines 
to  other  coimtries  either,  but  the  point  I  am  trying  to  make 
is  that  the  Executive,  if  he  wants  to  get  us  Into  war,  can  do  so. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  a  very  simple  question  is 
presented.  We  are  providing  for  calling  out  the  Reserves. 
The  Reserves  are  made  up  in  the  main  of  the  militia  of  the 
several  States,  the  militia  being  primarily  the  home  guard 
of  the  States,  organized  under  State  law.  It  is  now  proposed 
to  take  them  from  the  command  of  the  Governors.  Their 
oflBcers  are  appointed  by  State  authority.  Their  training 
under  the  Constitution  is  under  State  authority,  subject  to 
the  discipline  prescribed  by  Congress.  If  Senators  desire 
to  go  beyond  that  and  say  to  the  President,  or  to  the  Chief 
of  Staff,  "You  may  take  the  National  Guard  of  the  State 
and  send  it  to  any  place  in  the  Western  Hemisphere."  they 
should  vote  against  my  amendment.  If  they  want  to  place 
some  limitation,  so  that  the  home  guard  shall  only  be  used 
under  the  American  flag.  Senators  should  sustain  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator's  amendment  should  be 
adopted,  and  the  Congress  later,  under  any  circumstances 
vhich  might  seem  Justifiable,  were  to  declare  war,  would  it 
not  be  necessary,  in  connection  with  any  legislation  au- 
thorizing the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  to  be  used  in 
the  prosecution  of  the  war,  to  repeal  the  provision  which  the 
Senator  seeks  to  insert  in  the  pending  measure,  before  the 
President  could  use  these  component  forces  for  the  purpose 
of  offense  or  defense  outside  continental  United  States? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Yes,  in  one  sense:  and  yet  when  Congress 
declares  war.  Congress  by  that  very  act  places  the  war  power 
into  the  hands  of  the  President — a  power  that  he  does  not 
have  until  the  Congress  acts,  a  power  that  he  should  not  have 
until  the  Congress  acts. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  it  not  true  that  every  man  who  has 
Joined  the  National  Guard  since  1916,  when  the  National 
Defense  Act  was  passed,  has  done  so  knowing  that  he  has 
joined  an  organization  which  is  a  part  of  the  Army  of  the 
United   States? 

Mr.   ADAMS.    I   think   not. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  true  in  a  general  sense,  though  per- 
haps not  technically  tliat  he  joined  an  organization  with 
notice  that  it  may  be  called  into  service  by  the  Government 
of  the  United  SUtes,  and  is  it  not  designated  in  the  law  as  a 
part  of  the  armed  forces? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Not  in  the  paramount  law.  The  paramount 
law,  which  governs  all  of  us,  is  the  Constitution  of,  the 
United  States,  and  we  cannot  modify  that  by  passing  stat- 
utes.   That  is  apparently  what  was  attempted  to  be  done 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  National  Guard  does  not  become  a 
part  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  SUtes  until  it  is  called 
into  active  service,  and  it  cannot  be  called  into  active  service 
until  a  war  is  declared  by  the  Congress,  or  unless  the  Con- 
gress declares  some  other  extraordinary  emergency  to  exist. 

The  first  question  asked  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
was,  "If  the  amendment  offered  by  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  should  be  adopted,  and  subsequently  the 
Congress  should  declare  war,  would  we  not  be  obliged  to  repeal 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado?  "  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  answer  is  so  obviously  "No"  that  it  ought  not 
to  trouble  anyone,  because  if  war  were  declared  by  the  Con- 
gress, of  course  every  arm  of  the  Army  and  Navy  would  enter 
the  war,  and  be  subject  to  go  wherever  the  exigencies  made  it 
necessary  for  those  in  command  to  send  it  and  direct  it.  So 
that  if  this  amendment  should  be  adopted,  and  subsequently 
war  should  be  declared,  of  course  nothing  whatever  would 
have  to  be  done  with  respect  to  the  amendment  which  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  is  now  offering. 

With  respect  to  the  contention  about  every  man  enlisting 
in  the  National  Guard  knowing  that  he  might  be  called  into 
the  Federal  service,  in  point  of  law  and  in  point  of  fact  the 
statement  is  entirely  without  any  foundation,  because,  on 
the  contrary,  he  enlisted  with  the  positive  knowledge  that, 
under  the  law,  he  would  not  be  called  into  service  unless  war 
were  declared  by  Congress.  The  act  itself  so  declares — 
except  when  an  extraordinary  emergency  is  declared  by  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  only  power  the  Congress  has  under  the 
Constitution  is  to  call  the  militia  out  to  execute  tlie  laws  of 
the  Union,  to  suppress  insurrections,  or  repel  invasions,  no 
one  of  which  occasions  exists. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  was  not  willing  to  have  the  statement 
which  has  been  made  remain  unchallenged  in  the  Record.  I 
can  well  sympathize  with  the  great  impatience  of  the  Chief 
of  Staff  of  the  Army,  who  says  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  is  the  bottleneck  which  is  holding  up  the  de- 
fense program.  The  Senate  of  the  United  States  has  a  re- 
sponsibility. If  it  wishes  to  delegate  it  to  somebody  else,  all 
well  and  good;  but,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  as  a  Member  of 
the  Senate,  I  do  not  share  that  sentiment  or  that  spirit.  I 
think  the  Senate  should  do  its  duty.  So  far  as  concerns 
the  contention  that  the  members  of  the  National  Guard  en- 
listed with  the  understanding  that  they  might  be  sent  out 
of  the  country  under  a  measure  such  as  this,  I  dare  say  that 
no  Member  of  the  Senate  ever  so  imderstood  until  the  joint 
resolution  was  proposed. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not  think 
Congress  may  delegate  the  authority;  and  if  it  could  delegate 
it,  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  delegate  It. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  is  mistaken  about  that.  Con- 
gress seems  to  be  in  that  humor. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    The  Senator  does  not  mean  to  say 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Within  the  past  30  to  60  days  I  have 
seen  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  refuse  to  allow  the 
boys  in  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  to  have  voluntary  military  train- 
ing; and  today  I  see  the  same  Senate  proposing  to  send  the 
National  Guard  anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  with- 


out giving  the  men  the  opportunity  of  saying,  "We  now  elect, 
under  the  law,  to  say  whether  or  not  we  shall  remain  as 
members  of  the  National  Guard." 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  Constitution  vests  in  Congress  the 
authority  to  raise  armies.  In  the  exercise  of  that  authority 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  may.  by  legislation,  pro- 
ceed to  raise  armies  in  any  manner  it  sees  fit.  There  is  no 
limit  on  the  authority  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  raise  armies.  It  may  draft  into  the  service  men  between 
the  ages  of  21  and  31,  as  contemplated  in  the  selective- 
service  bill  which  has  been  reported,  or  it  may  muster  into 
service  all  the  National  Guard.  It  may  muster  into  service 
all  the  lawyers  in  the  United  States.  It  may  muster  into 
service  only  women,  if  it  so  desires.  There  is  absolutely  no 
abridgment  on  the  authority  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  raise  armies  in  any  manner  in  which  it  desires  to 
do  so,  either  in  peacetime  or  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  There  is,  however,  a  limitation  on  the 
power  of  Congress  to  call  the  militia  of  the  States  into 
service. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    As  a  miUtla. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Yes. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  ArDAMS.  That  is  what  we  are  dealing  with.  We  are 
now  dealing  with  the  question  of  calling  into  the  service  the 
State  militia;  and  there  is  a  speciflc  provision  as  to  how 
it  may  be  done.  There  Is  a  limitation  as  to  conditions,  a 
specification  as  to  its  training,  and  a  sp)eciflcatlon  as  to  how 
the  officers  shall  be  appointed.  I  grant  that  Congress  h^ 
full  power  to  form  armies;  but  Congress  does  not  have  fuM 
and  unlimited  power  over  the  State  militia.  Congress  may 
act  only  in  accordance  with  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  Congress,  by  the  pending  joint  res- 
olution, is  seeking  to  call  out  the  militia,  not  as  a  militia. 
It  is  drafting  the  military  force  of  the  United  States,  known 
as  the  militia;  and  certain  component  parts  of  the  Organized 
Reserves  constitute  a  part  of  tiie  active  military  force  of  the 
United  States.  Congress  may  do  so  without  being  guilty  of 
any  vmjust  discrimination.  It  may  draft,  muster  into  the 
service,  and  designate  as  part  of  the  Army  the  militia  and 
the  Organized  Reserves. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Without  any  compliance  with  the  Consti- 
tution? 

Mr.  OVERTON.     Under  its  authority  to  raise  armies. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Of  course,  the  Senator  and  I  are  going 
down  different  paths. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  wish  to  observe  that  according  to 
the  only  atlas  available  to  me,  the  term  "Western  Hemi- 
sphere" includes  not  only  New  Zealand,  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  has  referred,  but  also  includes  all  of  Polynesia 
and  also  a  portion  of  Siberia. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  And  a  portion  ot  Africa,  if  we  wish  to  be 
liberal. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Yes.  I  am  wondering  whether  or 
not  It  was  the  intention  to  extend  the  operations  of  the 
National  Guard  that  far? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan — 
and  this  is  the  last  thing  I  shall  have  to  say — that  I  cannot 
comprehend  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  being  willing 
to  entrust  to  anybody  the  power  to  send  outside  the  domain 
presided  over  by  the  Congress  and  the  President  boys  who 
enlisted  in  the  National  Guard  from  patriotic  motives, 
motives  of  State  loyalty  and  State  protection. 

Mr.  HATCH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  ask  the  Senator  to  yield  to  me  because  I 
seek  information.  Does  any  restriction  such  as  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  now  proposes  with  respect  to  the  men  in  the 
National  Guard  apply  to  members  of  the  Regular  Army,  the 
Navy,  or  the  Marine  Corps? 
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Mr.  ADAMS.  I  know  of  no  such  provision  In  the  law.  We 
are  drafting  a  new  law  in  reference  to  carrying  these  par- 
ticular men  into  service,  and  we  are  putting  into  the  law  as 
it  stands  authority  to  take  them  anywhere  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  I  think  it  is  fairly  open  to  implication  that 
In  peacetime  the  Regular  Army  may  not  be  sent  out  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  Senator  says  there  is  no  provision  in 
the  law  prohibiting  that  course  of  conduct. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Senator  has  many  times  decided  on 
the  bench  that  the  Federal  Gt^Vemment  is  a  Government  of 
granted  powers,  and  that  the  grant  must  be  found  within 
the  Constitution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  on  the  amendment  has  expired. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  shall  take  time  on  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  HATCH.  If  the  Senator  will  further  yield,  the  point  I 
wish  to  make  is  this:  The  Senator  from  Colorado  has  based 
his  argument,  at  least  in  part,  upon  the  point  that  the 
President  might  send  this  group  of  men  anywhere  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  and  that  to  protect  against  that  situ- 
ation, as  I  understand  the  Senator's  argument,  we  should 
write  the  proposed  restriction  into  the  joint  resolution.  If 
he  Is  correct  alwut  that,  I  derive  no  comfort  from  the  amend- 
ment, because  a  President  who  would  send  National  Guard 
troops  into  Siberia.  Africa,  or  South  America  would  not 
hesitate  to  send  the  Regular  Army  and  all  the  naval  forces. 
I  point  out  that  argument  merely  to  show  the  Senator  that 
If  that  Is  the  fear,  his  amendment  will  not  accomplish  any- 
thing. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Will  the  Senator  be  good  enough  to  sug- 
gest a  limitation  which  would  be  perfectly  clear?  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  include  the  Regular  Army. 

Mr.  NORRIS  and  Mr.  GILLETTE  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  yield,  and 
If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  did  not  hear  the  reading  of  the  amend- 
ment. Does  the  Senator's  amendment  begin  to  strike  out,  in 
line  5,  with  the  words  'Western  Hemisphere"? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Yes.  The  words  "Western  Hemisphere"  are 
take.D-^ut.    The  provision  would  then  read: 

That  the  members  and  units  of  the  Reserve  components  of 
the  Army  of  the  United  States  ordered  Into  active  Federal  service 
under  this  authority  shall  not  be  employed  t>eyond  the  limits  of 
continental  United  States  and  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  As  I  indicated  yesterday,  I  am  strongly 
In  favor  of  the  Senator's  proposal  and  Its  purpose.  Hov^;- 
ever.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  has  explored  this  contingency: 
The  present  law  permits  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
When  Congress  shall  have  declared  an  emergency  to  exist, 
to  order  into  the  service  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
-States,  without  any  limitation.  The  amendment  which  the 
Senator  proposes  authorizes  the  President,  until  1942,  with- 
out such  declaration  of  emergency,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  joint  resolution  to  order  the  National  Guard  into  the 
active  service,  limiting  it  to  certain  territory.  The  joint 
resolution  provides,  in  section  4,  that — 

•  All  laws  and  parts  of  laws  In  conflict  herewith  are  hereby  sus- 
I>ended  to  the  extent  that  they  may  be  In  conflict  with  any 
provision  hereof. 

My  question  Is,  Has  the  Senator  explored  the  possible 
effect  on  the  present  law  of  the  adoption  of  his  amendment? 
Would  It  suspend  the  present  law,  which,  if  Congress  should 
declare  an  emergency  during  the  2  years,  would  permit 
the  employment  of  the  National  Guard  in  territory  other 
than  that  to  which  he  proposes  to  limit  it? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  not 
made  any  thorough  exploration.  I  was  trying  to  improve 
the  particular  measure  pending  before  us,  which  not  only 
leaves  the  matter  wide  open  and  unrestrained,  but  suggests 
ttuU  the  troops  may  be  used  anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemi- 


sphere, and  to  confine  the  use  of  the  forces  drawn  into 
service  under  the  provisions  of  the  joint  resolution  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BROWN  and  Mr.  DANAHER  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  yield,  and 
If  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  note  that  the  Senator,  in  phrasing  his 
amendment,  includes  a  portion  of  the  language  in  lines  6 
and  7  on  page  2.  "Territories  and.  possessions  of  the  United 
States."  but  does  not  include  the  phrase  "including  the  Philip- 
pine Islands."  Does  the  Senator  intend,  by  his  amendment, 
to  exclude  the  Philippine  Islands? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Senator  will  realize  that  the  reason 
why  the  Philippine  Islands  are  referred  to  is  because  the 
limitation  was  that  they  should  not  be  employed  beyond  the 
Western  Hemisphere  except  in  the  possessions  of  the  United 
States  and  in  the  Philippine  Islands.  In  other  words,  it  was 
an  expansion  beyond  the  Western  Hemisphere  of  the  power 
to  use  the  troops.  I  submit  to  my  friend  the  question 
whether  or  not  the  term  "possessions"  includes  the  Philip- 
pine Islands. 

Mr.  BROWN.  There  seems  to  be  some  doubt  about  that 
in  the  minds  of  the  authors  of  the  measure;  but  I  think  it 
would  be  very  unfortunate  if  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  should  enact  legislation  which  would  appear  to  ex- 
clude the  Philippine  Islands  from  the  protection  of  any 
armed  forces  we  have. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Of  course.  I  think  the  term  "possessions" 
Includes  the  Philippine  Islands.  They  are  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  Congress. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  am  willing  to  vote  for  the  Senator's 
amendment  if  he  includes  in  it  the  term  "including  the 
Philippine  Islands,"  and  I  do  not  see  what  harm  that  can 
do. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  My  understanding  is  that  the  term  "posses- 
sions" includes  the  Philippine  Islands. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Would  not  the  Senator  be  willing  to  add 
those  words  to  his  amendment,  so  as  to  have  no  doubt 
about  it? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BROWN.  Will  the  Senator  ask  that  the  amendment 
be  modified  in  that  way,  to  clear  up  the  matter? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  will. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  modifies  his 
amendment  by  including  the  words  "the  Philippine  Islands." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
at  that  point,  I  will  state  that  it  is  my  understanding  that 
the  joint  resolution  as  written  by  the  committee  used  the 
language  "the  possessions  of  the  United  States,  including 
the  Philippine  Islands,"  because  there  had  been  an  inter- 
pretation that  the  Philippine  Islands  were  technically  not 
a  possession  of  the  United  States.  I  agree  with  the  Senator 
that  they  certainly  ought  to  be  Included. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  understand  that  they  are  included  now— 
"including  the  Philippine  Islands." 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  in  reply  to  the  question 
propounded  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette ]  to 
the  Senator  from  Colorado,  may  I  not  invite  his  attention 
to  section  4  of  the  pending  joint  resolution,  and  will  he  not 
there  find  the  answer  to  the  question?  Let  me  call  to  the 
Senator's  attention  the  fact  that  it  specifically  says  that — 

All  laws  and  parts  of  law  In  conflict  herewith  are  hereby  sus- 
pended to  the  extent  that  they  may  be  in  conflict  with  any 
provision  hereof. 

Mr.  PEPPER  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  BONE.  In  view  of  the  discussion  we  have  been  indulg- 
ing in  about  extraterritorial  operations  of  our  armed  forces, 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  (Mr.  Sheppard] 
tf  he  can  answer  this  question : 

What  authority  existed  in  the  statutes  at  that  time — I  am 
not  "familiar  with  the  statutory  history  of  that  period — for  the 
use  of  the  United  States  Fleet  in  an  attack  on  Vera  Gnu, 
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Mexico?  What  authority  resided  in  the  Executive  to  order 
the  fleet  to  attack  a  city  of  a  neighboring  country? 

I  seek  information  on  that  subject  because  I  think  it  is 
vitally  important.  If  there  was  statutory  authority  for  it, 
was  it  speciflc.  or  was  it  merely  the  authority  that  resides  in 
the  President  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy? 

I  hope  some  Senator  can  enlighten  me.  because  I  think  it 
is  important  that  we  know  now.  as  this  discussion  proceeds, 
what  authority  the  President  has  to  order  our  armed  forces 
to  go  as  far  as  was  done  at  that  time.  There  was  no  declara- 
tion of  war.  and  if  the  President  has  such  authority  it  seems 
to  me  that  If  it  Is  broad  enough  to  permit  him  to  order  an 
attack  upon  a  Mexican  city  and  have  it  shelled,  then  by  the 
same  token  he  would  have  authority  to  order  the  American 
Fleet  to  shell  Hamburg,  Germany,  or  to  go  Into  the  estuary 
of  the  Thames  and  .'^hell  London. 

I  may  be  wholly  in  error  about  the  matter,  but  I  should  like 
to  have  an  exposition  of  that  authority  now,  for  the  benefit 
of  myself  and  others  who  are  interested. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  would  not  the  Senator  from 
Texas  like  to  go  fully  into  that  matter?  If  so,  will  he  let  me 
say  a  word  or  two.  and  then  yield  the  floor  to  him? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  I  thought 
the  Senator  from  Washington  had  the  floor. 

Mr.  BONE.  No;  I  asked  the  question  with  the  permission 
of  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  from  Washington  called  on 
the  Senator  from  Texas  to  answer  the  question.  I  assume  he 
referred  to  my  colleague  Mr.  Sheppard. 

Mr.  BONE.    Yes;  I  did. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  He  is  temporarily  absent  from  the 
Chamber.  I  do  not  want  a  judgment  by  default,  so  I  want 
to  answer  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  was  not  aware  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
Texas  was  not  in  the  Chamber  until  after  I  started  to  speak. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  want  to  say  a  few 
words.  I  have  good  reason  to  believe — and  Senators  can 
Verify  it — that  when  our  representatives  went  to  Habana  re- 
cently, to  the  conference  there  in  which  they  participated, 
they  saw  very  clearly  the  results  of  propaganda  which  had 
been  spread  in  the  countries  to  the  south  of  us  in  the  state- 
ment which  was  presented  by  representatives  of  other  coun- 
tries that  the  United  States  of  America  was  not  able  to  or 
capable  of  defending  the  Western  Hemisphere;  that  we  did 
not  have  the  necessary  Army,  that  we  did  not  have  the  neces- 
sary Navy,  that  we  were  in  a  state  of  terrible  disorganization, 
that  the  sentiment  in  this  country  was  divided,  and  that  the 
first  argument  our  representatives  had  to  meet  was  that  the 
United  States  was  merely  putting  up  a  bluff  and  doing  a  lot 
of  talking,  but  was  not  capable  of  defending  the  Western 
Hemisphere. 

I  submit  to  Senators.  What  could  be  more  injurious  to  our 
relationships  with  those  countries  now  immediately  after  we 
have  had  a  successful  conference  with  them  and  there  has 
been  unity  and  they  have  agreed  to  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment In  certain  cases  acting  as  trustee  for  the  whole 
hemisphere  in  the  protection  of  certain  territory,  than  for  us 
in  the  Senate  to  pass  a  measure  giving  notice  to  the  world 
that  not  a  single  member  of  our  real  Reserve  Army,  when 
called  into  active  service,  could  be  sent  to  the  defense  of  any 
one  of  those  countries  if  it  were  attacked?  I  sincerely  submit 
to  Senators  that  it  is  contrary  to  our  national  interest.  It 
would  create  lack  of  confidence  in  our  policy  on  the  part  of 
those  countries  if  we  were  to  adopt  such  an  amendment. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  HILL.  Taking  Panama  as  an  illustration,  my  under- 
standing is  that  there  is  a  strip  of  territory  in  Panama  which 
the  United  States  owns  and  which,  of  course,  we  must  defend, 
which  it  Is  our  obligation  to  defend.  A  large  part  of  that 
strip  is  only  10  miles  wide.  If  we  should  put  this  amend- 
ment on  the  joint  resolution,  no  matter  how  imperative  the 
necessity  might  be  demanding  that  one  of  our  soldiers  cross 
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that  strip  and  go  beyond  the  lO-mlle  limit,  of  course,  he  could 
not  go  beyond  the  10-mile  limit.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    That  is  correct, 

Mr.  HILL.  As  the  Senator  says,  we  are  calling  this  Reserve 
into  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  I  do  not  know  what  is 
in  the  minds  of  other  Senators,  but  I  do  know  that  on  the 
17th  day  of  June,  about  2  months  ago.  the  Senate  passed 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  271.  That  was  a  joint  resolution 
approving  nonrecognition  of  the  transfer  of  any  geographic 
region  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non-American 
power  to  another  non-American  power.  This  is  what  the 
Senate  adopted;  this  is  what  the  Senate  said  to  the  world: 

Whereas  many  unexpected  devlopments  are  dally  arising  from 
the  present  grave  lnternatlonal_Bltuatlon;   and 

Whereas  such  developments  are  afff'ctlng  states  which  have  pos- 
sessions In  the  Western  Hemisphere;   and 

Whereas  an  endeavor  to  transfer  such  possessions  or  any  of  them 
from  their  present  owners  to  any  other  non-American  state  would 
endanger  the  peace  and  security  not  only  of  this  country  but  of 
the   other  American   republics. 

Then  the  joint  resolution  goes  on  and  states  that  it  Is — 

Resolved,  etc.,  (1)  That  the  United  States  would  not  recognize 
any  transfer,  and  would  not  acquiesce  In  any  attempt  to  transfer 
any  geographic  region  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non- 
American  power  to  another  non-American  power. 

And  yet  we  are  calling  out  this  Reserve  of  ours  which  we 
built  up  through  the  years,  which  the  people  of  the  United 
States  have  gone  into  their  pockets  to  pay  for.  We  have  spent 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  on  the  Reserve.  We  are  now 
calling  it  out.  and  yet  while  on  June  17  we  said  that  we  would 
not  recognize  any  such  transfer,  today  we  say  to  the  world, 
"Oh.  well,  we  passed  that  joint  resolution,  but.  so  far  as  the 
great  Reserve  of  the  Army  is  concerned,  we  would  not  think  of 
letting  anybody  use  any  part  of  that  Reserve  to  enforce  the 
very  declaration  that  we  uttered."  Is  not  that  the  position  in 
which  we  find  ourselves? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    May  I  ask  the  Senator  a  question? 

Mr.  HILL.    Certainly. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Senator  then  would  go  to  the  extent 
that  if  there  should  be  a  transfer  of  coral  islands  containing 
10  acres  we  should  make  war? 

Mr.  HILL.  No;  the  Senator  does  not  go  to  that  extent. 
The  Senator  knows,  because  he  is  a  man  of  good,  common, 
sound  sense,  that  other  people  have  good,  common,  sound 
sense,  too.  and  that  no  one  in  the  Government  would  do  any 
such  foolish  thing  as  that. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  hope  the  Senator  is  right. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  Mr.  President,  if  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  should  be  agreed  to.  would  it  not  be  true  that  we 
could  not  send  one  member  of  the  Reserve  components  to 
uphold  the  Monroe  Doctrine  anywhere? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  That  is  ju.st  the  point.  I  hear  sentiments 
expressed  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  which  leave  me  In  some 
doubt  as  to  whether  or  not  we  have  a  Monroe  Doctrine.  It 
is  time  we  made  up  our  minds  whether  we  mean  to  defend 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  or  whether  we  do  not.  If  we  do  not, 
now  is  a  good  time  to  let  the  world  know  we  do  not.  and  if  we 
do.  it  is  a  dangerous  time  to  leave  any  doubt  about  it  in  the 
mind  of  anyone  in  the  world. 

Mr.  LODGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Stewart  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Is  it  not  correct  that  under  the  terms  of 
the  proposed  amendment  National  Guard  men  from  Florida, 
or  Alabama,  or  Georgia,  or  South  Carolina,  could  not  go  to 
Cuba  In  the  event  of  a  bombardment,  or  In  the  event  an 
attack  should  be  launched  in  Cuba? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Of  course. 

Mr.  LODGE.  But  they  would  have  to  go,  as  they  properly 
should,  to  repel  an  invasion  on  the  west  coast,  for  Instance. 
And  National  Guard  men  from  New  England  would  not  be 
able  to  fight  in  defense  of  their  homes  In  the  event  of  a  threat 
from  Canada,  but  they,  too,  would  have  to  repel  an  Invasion 
in  some  other  part  of  the  coimtry? 
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Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  Is  completely  correct  about 
that. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  When  the  Senator  says  "completely  correct," 
I  want  to  add  a  little  qualification.  What  I  am  trying  to  do 
is  to  maintain  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  the  right 
and  the  power  to  say  whether  or  not  the  forces  shall  go  to 
Cuba,  and  not  delegate  that  power  to  a  single  man.  It  is 
not  that  we  would  not  go  to  defend  the  declaration  we  are 
talking  about,  if  it  were  made  by  the  Congress,  but  it  should 
be  for  the  Congress  to  say  how  far  we  would  go  in  carrying 
it  out  and  defending  it. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  jield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  am  wondering  whether  the  point  raised  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida  does  not  involve  the  matter  dis- 
cussed by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  (Mr.  GkorciI  a  moment 
ago.  If  the  Monroe  Doctrine  were  violated  and  outraged, 
we  probably  wou.d  assume  that  that  would  be  an  act  of  war 
against  the  United  States;  that  is.  I  assume  that  reflects  the 
attiude  of  mind  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  If  it 
were  an  act  of  war,  and  war  were  declared,  that  would  elimi- 
nate the  thing  the  Senator  from  Florida  suggests,  because  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  regardless  of  the  categories 
imder  which  they  might  fall,  regardless  of  their  character  as 
State  militia,  or  National  Guard  men,  or  Regulars,  or  Marines, 
would  all  automatically  go. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  make  the  point  of 
order  that  it  is  impossible  to  hear  what  is  going  on  in  the 
Chamber.  When  the  Chair  calls  for  order,  for  about  2  seconds 
quiet  is  maintained,  and  then  it  is  impossible  to  hear  more 
than  a  yard  from  the  speaker. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  point  of  order  is  well 
taken,  and  the  Senate  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  BONE.  Resuming,  it  was  my  idea — and,  frankly,  in 
reaching  the  conclusion,  I  agree  with  the  suggestion  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Georgia — that  if  there  were  a  war — and 
war  might  arise  out  of  a  violation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine — 
then  the  fear  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  would 
not  be  valid,  because,  obviously,  then  all  the  segments  of  the 
national  defense  would  automatically  be  called  Into  service 
and  would  serve.  I  tl>ink  perhaps  we  have  the  matter  In 
reverse,  because  the  assumption  is  we  would  be  fighting  with- 
out a  declaration  of  war.  Certainly  if  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
were  involved  to  a  point  where  we  would  declare  war.  the 
fear  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  would  not  be 
valid,  because  all  the  soldiers  of  every  category  would  be  in 
the  service.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  the  conclusion  expressed 
by  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  able  Senator  from  Florida  a  moment 
ago  suggested  that  he  ofttimes  wondered  if  we  had  a  Mon- 
roe Doctrine.  Likewise.  I  ofttimes  wonder  if  a  clear  percep- 
tion of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is  in  the  minds  of  statesmen. 
The  Monroe  Doctrine  is  a  two-way  street.  The  Monroe  Doc- 
trine declares  that  we  will  not  permit  European  powers  to 
Intermeddie  with  affairs  of  the  New  World.  It  also  declares 
that  the  United  States,  while  not  permitting  European  powers 
to  intermeddle  in  els-Atlantic  affairs,  will  not  in  any  way 
Intermeddle  in  European  affairs.  That  declaration  is  one  of 
the  important  parts  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  although  in  the 
minds  of  some  historians,  some  scholars,  and  even  in  the 
minds  of  siome  statesmen,  that  vitally  important  part  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  seems  to  have  fallen  into  obsolescence;  but 
it  is.  nevertheless,  one  of  the  essential  principles  of  the  Mon- 
roe Doctrine. 

We  should  remember  that  the  obligation  or  proposal  to 
enforce  the  Monroe  Doctrine  in  the  New  World  'carries  also 
an  obligation  that  we  will  not  in  any  way  intermeddle  with 
the  concerns  of  European  countries,  which  means  that  we  are 
not  to  send  armies  to  foreign  coimtries  if  we  are  to  observe 
the  Monroe  Doctrine. 


Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  appreciate  the  inquiry  by 
the  ever-able  and  eloquent  Senator  from  Arizona. 

There  is  a  course  of  action,  of  course,  which  might  te 
regarded  by  some  as  aggression  and  which  could  not  possibly 
arise  under  this  measure,  because  it  is  not  contemplated  by 
anyone  that  the  militia  or  any  other  armed  forces,  certainly 
the  forces  involved  in  the  Joint  resolution,  would  be  sent  be- 
yond the  Western  Hemisphere,  or  the  possessions  of  the 
United  States,  or  the  Philippines.  So.  of  course,  we  would 
not  be  violating  even  the  Senator's  concept  of  the  limitations 
of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  under  this  particular  Joint  resolution. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Tlie  Senator  has  but  20  minutes,  and  it  is 
not  my  disposition  to  impose  upon  his  good  nature  by  asking 
him  to  yield,  but  it  seems  to  me  we  would  save  a  vast  deal  of 
trouble  in  the  future  by  defining  what  the  term  'Western 
Hemisphere"  includes,  or  else  adopt  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  by  the  act  of  Congress  of 
February  28.  1795.  during  the  administration  of  General 
Washington,  there  was  delegated  to  the  President  the  power 
to  call  forth  the  militia,  and  the  act  was  held  constitutional 
hy  two  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Under  the  act 
the  power  to  determine  when  the  exigency  requiring  calling 
forth  the  militia  was  held  to  be  exclusively  in  the  President, 
and  it  was  held  that  his  determination  upon  that  point  was 
conclusive.    So  said  the  Supreme  Court. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Presidential  power  and  au- 
thority is  conclusive  on  this  subject,  it  seems  to  me  that 
Judgment  and  foresight  would  require  the  Congress  to  de- 
clare what  is  the  Western  Hemisphere,  or  adopt  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  in  order  to  save 
ourselves  trouble  in  the  future.  I  thank  the  Senator  for 
yielding. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  always  makes 
an  able  contribution  to  any  subject  to  which  he  addresses 
himself. 

It  seems  to  me  there  can  be  only  three  questions  involved. 
The  first  is  whether  or  not  the  Joint  resolution  as  reported 
by  the  committee  is  constitutional.  That  is  a  legal  question, 
which  I  assume  the  conmilttee  of  the  Senate  explored  be- 
fore it  reported  the  measure.  They  had  access  to  the 
Attorney  General;  they  had  access  to  the  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  They  could  have  had 
able  legal  advice  put  at  their  disposal  on  this  subject,  and 
I  assume,  I  believe  fairly,  that  the  committee  determined 
that  the  joint  resolution  was  constitutional.  Therefore  I 
do  not  propose  to  go  into  a  debate  of  the  constitutional 
question  in  the  limited  time  available. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
again? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  apologize  for  interrupting  further,  but 
there  is  a  way  in  which,  by  the  insertion  of  a  few  words, 
the  constitutionality,  if  it  be  in  doubt — and  I  do  not  think 
it  is — could  be  settled  by  declaring  that  there  exists  a  reason, 
namely,  to  repel  Invasion,  to  enforce  the  laws,  or  to  sup- 
press rebellion.  If  that  language  were  Inserted  there  could 
be  no  doubt,  even  in  the  mind  of  a  wayfarer,  as  to  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida  on  the  amendment  has  expired. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  will  take  my  time  on  the  Joint  resolution. 

The  second  question  Is.  If  this  discretion  devolves  upon  the 
President,  if  It  should  be  vested  in  him,  whether  at  this  par- 
ticular time,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  we  ought  to  create  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  and  have  it  a  mobile  and  available 
force,  or  whether  we  should  simply  halfway  put  this  Reserve 
unit  at  the  disposal  of  the  proper  authorities — even  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States?  In  other  words,  it  is  a  question 
of  whether  or  not  we  are  to  have  an  Army  to  defend  the 
United  States  and  the  Western  Hemisphere  that  is  subject 
to  immediate  command  of  competent  authority,  that  is 
equipped  and  ready  to  go  wherever  its  legal  course  may 
reqiiire  it  to  go. 

If  we  are  to  impose  conditions  precedent  upon  that,  and 
show  a  sort  of  half-hearted  determination  to  have  a  feal. 
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mobile,  vital  army,  it  seems  to  me  it  will  endanger  the  mili- 
tary seciuity  of  our  country. 

The  third  question  is  the  psychological  effect  the  adoption 
of  the  amendment  will  have  upon  the  Western  Hemisphere 
and  those  nations  which  are  trying  brazenly  to  get  a  foothold 
in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  I  have  considerable  authority  to 
cause  me  to  make  the  statement  that  our  representatives  at 
the  Habana  Conference  had  to  meet  the  argument.  I  venture 
to  suggest,  that  we  did  not  have  a  force  large  enough  to 
defend  oiu-  own  cotmtry.  let  alone  the  Western  Hemisphere, 
and  fim  was  made  of  our  Army,  and  even  our  naval  force, 
and  it  was  even  intimated  that  the  United  States,  as  always, 
was  trying  to  get  the  rest  of  the  countries  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  to  fight  its  wars,  and  that  we  were  trying  to  fool 
these  people  into  defending  us.  That  was  the  kind  of  propa- 
ganda which.  I  venture  to  say,  was  disseminated  In  the  coun- 
tries to  the  south  of  us.  and  which  our  representatives  had 
to  meet. 

If  the  ijendlng  amendment  is  adopted  the  newspapers  to- 
morrow morning  and  the  telegraiA  and  cable  lines  tonight 
will  send  the  message  to  South  America  that  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  which  they  think  of  as  dealing  pri- 
marily with  foreign  affairs,  has  taken  action  which  they 
construe  as  turning  our  back  on  the  declaration  of  June, 
which  the  able  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill]  reported  to 
the  Senate,  and  for  which  many  Senators  spoke  so  ably  on 
the  Senate  floor,  and  which  our  delegation,  together  with  the 
delegations  of  the  other  countries  of  the  Americas,  so  vigor- 
ously defended  in  the  fine  sentiments  expressed  by  them  a  few 
days  ago.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  adoption  of  this  amend- 
ment would  be  contrary  to  the  policy  of  our  country,  and 
dangerous  to  the  security  of  our  hemisphere. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.     B^.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senator  complains  about 
the  restriction  that  the  amendment  will  place  upon  the  United 
States.  Is  not  the  whole  proviso  on  page  2.  beginning  in  line 
2  and  including  line  7.  a  restriction  in  itself?  As  I  under- 
stand the  argument  made  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  HmchI  a  moment  ago.  imder  the  Constitution  the  Pres- 
ident could  send  the  Regular  Army  any  place  in  the  Eastern 
Hemisphere  or  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  correct  that  im- 
pression. I  do  not  think  the  President  has  the  constitutional 
right  to  do  that.    I  said  there  w^  no  statute  prohibiting  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,    "rtie  Senator  said  he  did  not 
get  much  comfort  out  of  the  restriction. 
Mr.  HATCH.     Not  a  bit. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Then  why  not  strike  out 
everything  beginning  with  line  2  down  to  and  including  line 
7,  and  get  away  from  the  declaration  that  is  so  objectionable 
to  some  Senators? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  think  the  committee  acted  In  a  forthright 
and  candid  way  with  the  Senate  by  putting  that  language  in, 
and  not  leaving  it  to  Executive  interpretation  hereafter  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  President  had  that  power.  I  think  the 
committee — and  I  compliment  them  for  It — wanted  to  let  the 
world  know  that  our  military  forces  were  available  not  only 
to  defend  this  country  but  to  defend  this  continent,  and  that 
is.  of  course,  what  we  mean  primarily  by  the  term  "Western 
Hemisphere." 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  detain  the  Senate 
only  briefly.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  discussing  this  measure, 
and  the  authority  of  the  President,  the  Commander  In  Chief, 
It  might  be  well  for  us  occasionally  to  advert  to  the  Constitu- 
tion.   What  does  the  Constitution  provide  as  to  the  power  of 

Congress?  Section  8.  article  I.  provides  that  Congress  shall 
have  the  power  to  do  what?  To  raise  and  support  armies. 
That  does  not  mean  to  raise  a  piece  of  an  army.  It  means 
to  raise  and  support  armies. 

That  does  not  mean  simply  to  make  an  army  on  paper.  It 
means  to  raise  a  real  army.  If  an  army  is  needed,  we  have 
the  power  to  raise  it. 


Congress  further  has  the  right — 

To  make  all  laws  which  shall  be  necessary  and  proper  for  carrying 
into  execution  the  foregoing  powers. 

Under  that  grant  of  constitutional  power  we  could  draft 
all  the  firemen  in  the  United  States.  We  could  provide  that 
every  man  who  belongs  to  a  fire  company  shall  be  auto- 
matically drafted  Into  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  Who 
Is  there  to  say  no?  It  is  a  power  as  broad  and  sweeping 
as  the  ilngllsh  language  can  make  it. 

What  other  authority  has  the  Congress? 

To  make  rules  for  the  Government  and  regulation  of  the  land  and 
naval  forces. 

Congress  has  that  power.  There  is  no  limitation  to  It. 
Furthermore,  we  have  the  authority — 

To  provide  for  calling  forth  the  militia  to  execute  the  laws  of  the 
Union,  to  suppress  insurrections,  and  repel  invasions. 

Some  Senators  seem  to  think  that  that  is  a  limitation. 
That  does  not  refer  to  the  organized  National  Guard  or  the 
Regular  Army.  That  refers  to  the  great  body  of  the  citiaen- 
ship.  When  we  speak  of  militia  we  mean  every  able-bodied 
man  within  the  United  States  who  is  subject  to  military  duty. 
Of  course,  we  have  that  authority. 

We  find  further  this  language:        | 

To  provide  for  organizing,  arming,  and  disciplining  the  militia, 
and  for  governing  such  part  of  them — 

We  do  not  have  to  call  them  all.  We  can  call  any  of  them 
we  want  to  call — 

And  for  governing  such  part  of  them  as  may  be  employed  In  the 
service  of  the  United  States. 

Senators  say  that  we  must  not  draft  them  in  time  of  peace; 
that  we  must  wait  until  the  war  begins;  that  we  must  wait 
until  we  arc  defeated,  and  then  call  out  the  National  Guard. 
The  Constitution  provides,  however,  that  we  have  authority 
to  call  out  the  Guard  and  arm  them  and  discipline  them 
before  war  begins.  Is  there  any  limitation  in  the  Constitu- 
tion upon  our  right  to  raise  and  support  armies  in  time  of  war 
only?  We  must  have  an  army  in  time  of  peace  as  well  as  in 
time  of  war,  and  the  authority  to  raise  and  support  armies 
exists  in  the  Congress  in  time  of  peace  the  same  as  it  does  in 
time  of  war. 

Every  article  of  the  Constitution  means  the  same  thing  in 
time  of  peace  that  It  means  in  time  of  war.  Every  guaranty 
that  that  instnmient  carries  goes  to  the  citizen  in  time  of 
war  as  well  as  it  does  in  time  of  peace. 

Let  us  see  what  authority  the  President  has.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  when  the  Constitution  was  written,  while 
its  authors  were  trying  to  get  away  from  European  concepts 
of  power,  there  was  in  their  minds  the  British  conception  of 
the  executive  who  controlled  foreign  affairs  and  of  the  ex- 
ecutive who  controlled  the  army.  We  had  Just  come  out  of  8 
years  under  the  Articles  of  Confederation.  When  the  Con- 
gress tried  to  handle  oiu-  foreign  affairs,  through  a  commit- 
tee, we  know  what  a  chaotic  state  of  affairs  existed.  We  had 
Just  come  out  of  8  years  under  the  Articles  of  Confederation, 
during  which  the  Congress  had  undertaken  to  maintain  our 
military  affairs.  The  States  had  refused  to  make  their  con- 
tributions of  militia  and  of  money.  All  those  things  were  in 
the  minds  of  the  framers  of  the  Constitution,  and  they  de- 
termined to  set  up  a  strong  central  executive. 

Senators  may  not  like  that ;  rather,  they  may  wish  that  the 
President  did  not  have  as  much  power  as  he  has.  I  am  not 
speaking  of  the  present  President  or  any  future  President. 
I  am  speaking  of  the  Presidency.  It  Is  an  oflBce  which  today 
perhaps  carries  with  It  more  constitutional  power  than  any 
reigning  authority  on  earth.  I  am  not  speaking  about  the 
military  masters  that  overthrow  clvilan  authority  and  dis- 
regard constitution-,  but  I  say  that  the  Presidency  has  today 
more  power  than  a*iy  constitutional  authority  on  earth.  He 
has  more  authority  than  the  King  of  England  has.  The  King 
of  England  is  more  or  less  of  a  decoration.  He  Is  a  sort  of 
painted  king  on  a  painted  throne.  He  sits  on  the  throne,  but 
he  has  no  real  authority. 
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Let  us  see  what  the  drafters  of  the  Constitution  said  they 
would  do  for  our  Hlxecutive.  They  wanted  to  repose  the  cen- 
tral executive  power  somewhere.  What  does  the  Constitution 
say?    Article  n.  section  1,  says: 

Tb«  executive  power  shall  be  vested  in  a  President  ot  the  United 
States  of  America. 

It  does  not  say  a  little  at  the  executive  power;  It  does  not 
say  some  of  the  executive  power;  it  does  not  say  three-quar- 
ters of  the  exectitlve  power.    It  says: 

The  executive  power  shall  be  vested  In  a  President  at  the  United 
States  oi  America. 

_  That  executive  power  applies  to  the  Army  and  Navy  as 
well  as  to  civilians.  The  Senate  could  not  be  the  Commander 
In  Chief  of  an  army.  Imagine  the  House  of  Representatives 
commanding  an  army!  [Laughter.]  Congress  cannot  com- 
mand armies;  It  cannot  direct  navies.  Somebody  must  do 
it.  however.  The  makers  of  the  Constitution  said,  "This  is 
an  executive  function,  and  we  will  put  it  in  the  President  of 
the  United  States."  The  people  of  the  United  States  are  sup- 
posed to  be  wise  enough  to  pick  the  right  man  for  President. 
They  are  supposed  to  select  a  man  in  whom  they  have  confi- 
dence, a  man  who  has  a  lofty  conception  of  his  obligation  aiid 
his  duties  under  the  Constitution;  and  he  Is  vested  with 
these  lofty  functions.  I  have  read  the  provision  with  respect 
to  the  general  executive  power. 
Section  2  of  Article  n  says: 

The  President  shaU  be  Commander  In  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy 
Of  the  United  States — 

What  President?  The  President  of  the  United  States — 
not  the  president  of  the  city  councU,  not  the  president  of  the 
Democratic  Party  or  the  Republican  Party,  but  the  President 
of  the  United  States. 

Is  that  all?    No. 
and  of  the  mUltla  of  the  several  States. 

Senators  say  that  National  Guard  men  are  State  officers, 
and  that  we  must  allow  the  National  Guard  to  be  run  by  the 
States.  Of  course,  they  are  State  National  Guard  men,  but 
what  does  the  Constitution  say? 

« 

^^^^The  President  shall  be  Commander  In  Chief  of  the  Army  and 
Nftvy  Qf  the  United  States,  and  of  .he  mUltia  of  the  several  States, 
when  called  into  the  actual  service  of  the  United  States. 

The  President  is  Commander  in  Chief  of  them;  and  as 
Commander  in  Chief  he  may  send  them  anywhere  he  wishes 
in  the  United  States.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  is  simply  a  limitation  upon  the  power  of  the  Presi- 
dent. It  grants  him  no  new  authority.  Whatever  authority 
the  President  has  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  he  derives  from  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
and  not  from  an  act  of  Congress. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Will  the  Senator  discuss  the  effect  of  the 
committee  proviso  on  page  2? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  effect  of  that  proviso  is  that  it  Is 
the  will  of  Congress  that  these  troops  be  not  employed  any- 
where except  in  the  territories  mentioned  in  the  joint  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  HATCH.  It  was  argued  that  It  Is  an  implied  vesting 
of  power  in  the  President  to  send  the  troops  to  any  point  with- 
in the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  shall  undertake  to  dissipate  th^^t  con- 
ception. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  finish  the  answer  on  this  point, 
and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

According  to  my  view,  the  language  in  the  Joint  resolution 
itself  is  a  limitation.  It  says  that  the  troops  we  SLte  now 
<iraftlng  may  not  be  sent  anywhere  except  to  the  places  men- 
tioned. It  does  not  give  any  added  authority.  Whatever 
authority  the  President  has.  he  has  sdready. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 


Mr.  HATCH.  Without  this  provision  In  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion, would  the  President  have  authority  to  send  these  par- 
ticular troops  to  any  point  in  the  Western  Hemisphere? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  think  he  would. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  Senator  contends  that  he  already  has 
that  authority? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  He  has  it  under  the  Constitution. 
Nothing  we  say  about  it  can  add  anything  to  his  authority. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  In  view  of  that  contemplation  of  the  consti- 
tutional prerogative  of  the  President,  is  it  possible  for  Con- 
gress, by  statute,  to  circumscribe  the  President's  right? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Only  by  the  control  of  the  purse.  We 
may  refuse  to  appropriate.  That  is  the  reason  for  the  pro- 
vision that  no  appropriation  for  an  army  shall  be  made 
for  a  longer  period  than  2  years.  The  purpose  of  that  pro- 
vision is  to  give  Congress  a  check  over  the  Executive  in  the 
establisliment  of  a  great  military  machine. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  wish  to  submit  this  thought  to  the  Sena- 
tor :  While  the  President  is  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  of  the  United  States,  he  has  no  extraterritorial 
jurisdiction.  He  has  jurisdiction  upon  the  high  seas;  that 
is.  all  our  ships  are  entitled  to  traverse  the  high  seas;  but  the 
President  has  no  extraterritorial  jurisdiction  in  any  other 
country.  I  grant  that  it  always  has  l)een  the  case  that  the 
power  has  been  exercised,  when  necessary,  to  send  the  Army 
and  Navy  to  protect  the  life  or  property  of  an  American  citi- 
zen in  a  foreign  land,  but  that  is  the  only  sound  basis  on 
which  such  authority  can  rest.  It  is  true,  whether  we  all 
approve  it  or  not — I  heard  a  great  many  Democrats  con- 
demning it  at  the  time,  some  of  whom  were  very  vociferous 
in  their  condemnation 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  On  the  floor  of  the  Senate  or  in  the 
cloakroom?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Both.  It  is  true  that  imder  the  present 
Secretary  of  War — I  l)elieve  he  was  then  Secretary  of  State — 
we  sent  some  marines  to  one  of  the  South  American  countries 
to  supervise  an  election.  However,  that  authority  rested 
upon  the  altogether  tenable  doctrine,  let  us  say.  that  if  that 
country  did  not  have  an  orderly  election  it  might  have  a 
revolution,  and  the  property  of  Americans  invested  in  that 
country  might  ^  endangered  and  perhaps  violated  and  de- 
stroyed. However,  the  President  of  the  United  States  may 
not  send  our  Army  on  active  duty — I  do  not  say  he  may  not 
let  them  visit  wherever  he  wants  them  to  visit — into  the  heart 
of  Brazil,  or  into  the  heart  of  England,  or  Into  darkest  Russia, 
or  into  any  other  nation  in  the  world,  without  violating  the 
law  of  nations. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  was  appealing  to  our  own 
law.  He  was  not  appealing  to  the  law  of  nations  a  while  ago 
when  he  said  that  the  President  had  no  extraterritorial  au- 
thority. Let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  where  is  there 
anything  in  the  Constitution  or  laws  which  says  that  the 
President  may  not  do  so? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  There  is  nothing  except  the  fact  that  the 
Constitution  is  a  constitution  for  a  free  people  which  respects 
the  rights  of  all  other  nations.  Where  Is  there  anything  in 
the  Constitution  which  says  that  the  President  has  the  right 
to  do  so?  The  Senator's  question  reminds  me  very  much 
of  the  question  which  was  propounded  to  me  many  years  ago, 
when  an  old  gentleman  came  into  my  office  and  said.  "I  want 
you  to  search  the  lawlx>oks  and  show  me  where  it  is  stated 
that  a  one-legged  man  has  any  right  to  make  a  will." 
[Laughter.)  Of  course,  there  is  nothing  in  the  Constitution 
giving  the  President  the  express  right. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  say.  in  answer  to  the  Senator's 
one-legged  illiistratlon.  that  we  would  have  a  one-legged 
Army  if.  in  time  of  war.  the  Commander  In  Chief  could  not 
send  the  Army  anywhere  our  national  Interests  required  It 
to  go. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Is  the  Senator  talking  about  time  of  war? 
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Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  talking  about  any  time  when  our 
interests  are  at  stake.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
a  question. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  if  we  are 
in  war,  then,  of  course,  the  war  machine  Is  in  the  hands  of 
the  President,  and  may  be  sent  anywhere  where  it  is  deemed 
advisable  to  use  military  force,  but  not  in  i)eacetime. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Not  in  peacetime? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Not  in  peacetime.  We  have  no  right  to 
send  our  Army,  let  us  say.  into  Russia  in  peacetime,  unless 
Russia  assents  to  It,  and  I  dare  say  nobody  would  ever  think 
we  h£wi  that  right,  except,  as  it  always  has  been  held — and  I 
think  it  is  sound  doctrine — that  the  President  may  send  the 
Army  and  Navy,  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  any- 
where to  protect  the  hfe  and  property  of  the  American 
citizen. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  is  exactly  the  point  the  Senator 
from  Texas  Is  undertaking  to  make;  not  that  he  advocates 
the  President  sending  the  Army  anci  the  Navy  around  on  an 
expedition  to  butt  in  anywhere,  but  that  Is  one  of  the  dis- 
cretions which,  under  the  Constitution,  are  vested  in  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Army  and  Navy. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     No;  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    It  is  up  to  his  decision,  and  not  ours. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from  Texas 
wants  to  take  that  broad  gromid. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  from  Texas  has  already 
taken  it. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  sorry,  then,  and  I  think  the  Senator 
had  better  draw  himself  in  a  little.  In  war  that  may  be  done, 
yes ;  but  not  in  peacetime,  because  to  send  an  army  on  active 
duty  into  a  peaceful  country  would  be  an  act  of  war. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Certainly  it  would,  and  the  Senator  from 
Texas  is  not  advocating  that  course.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  is  talking  about  the  power  which  is  given  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  The  President  of  the  United  States 
is  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  during 
the  day  and  during  the  night,  during  peacetime  and  during 
wartime.  There  is  no  limitation  on  his  authority  as  Com- 
mander in  Chief. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    And  he  may  do  as  he  pleases  with  it? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  He  may  embezzle  the  power,  yes;  but 
It  is  up  to  his  conscience  and  his  responsibility  to  tell  the 
Army  where  it  should  go. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  the  Senator  now  is  sas^ng  that  th,e 
President  does  not  have  to  embezzle  the  power;  that  hie 
has  it.  and  has  it  rightfully. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  say  he  has  the  power.  Just  as  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  the  power,  to  do  wrong;  but  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  is  not  going  to  do  wrong,  because  he 
knows  better. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Not  If  I  can  help  it;  but  the  President 
has  not  any  power  except  what  the  Constitution  gives  him. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Exactly. 

yb.  GEORGE.  He  has  not  any  power  in  peace  or  in  war 
that  is  not  drawn  from  the  Constitution,  and  he  cannot 
send  the  Army  on  active  duty  into  a  peaceful  country  with- 
out committing  an  act  of  war. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  agree  with  the  Senator.  I  am  not 
saying  that  he  ought  to  do  it.  but  I  say  that  under  the  Con- 
stitution he  has  the  authority  and  the  power  to  do  it  if  he 
sees  fit. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  If  the  Senator  from  Texas  says  the  Presi- 
dent has  the  power  to  do  it,  but  it  is  an  embezzlement  of 
power,  then  I  grant  that  that  is  true. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  grant  that  anytxxly  who  has  a  i>owcr 
and  misuses  it  is  an  embezzler  of  power;  and  if  any  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  should  send  the  Army  Into  a 
peacefiil  country  and  invade  it.  of  course  he  would  be  doing 
wrong. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  If  it  is  a  usurped  power,  it  is  not  a  granted 
power.  If  the  power  to  send  the  Army  into  another  coimtry 
is  merely  usurped,  it  is  not  a  granted  power  under  the 
Constitution.  The  Constitution  does  not  contemplate  that 
we  shall  send  oiu*  Army  Into  any  other  country  except  on 


a  declaration  of  war  by  the  Congress.  I  have  aheady  said 
that  there  are  exceptions,  and  those  exceptions  are  propcrb 
exercised.  I  think. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  think  there  is  no  real  quarrel  between 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  and  msrself . 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  say  Just  one  thing  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  GeorgiJi,  and  then  I  will  jrteld  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  do  not  want  to  take  the  Senator's  time. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  Is  all  right.  It  Is  the  Senate's 
time;  It  is  not  mine. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  says  we  cannot  take  action  in 
times  of  peace,  but  we  have  to  wait  until  Congress  meets  and 
declares  war  before  the  President  can  send  a  single  soldier 
into  any  other  country  with  which  we  are  at  peace.  Let  us 
suppose  that  Congress  were  in  adjournment,  and  we  were  all 
at  home,  and  next  week  Japan— I  will  not  use  Hitler's  name; 
I  see  him  In  my  dreams,  and  it  startles  me.  but  I  am  not 
going  to  use  his  name  in  this  connection — suppose  Japan  next 
week  should  land  an  army  in  the  Republic  of  Panama,  not  on 
our  territory,  not  on  our  soil,  not  attacking  us,  but  should  lai^d 
an  armed  force  in  the  Republic  of  Panama  near  the  Panama 
Canal;  is  there  any  man  in  the  Senate  who  would  not  say 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States,  under  his  solemn 
obligation  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  ought  to  send, 
and  that  he  would  be  derelict  in  his  duty  if  he  did  not  send, 
the  Navy  and  the  armed  forces,  if  necessary,  into  Panama  to 
see  that  the  Japanese  force  stayed  in  Panama  and  never 
crossed  the  line  into  the  Panama  Canal?  Yet  Panama  is  a 
peaceful  country.  We  are  not  making  war  on  Panama.  We 
are  defending  the  rights  and  the  sovereignty  and  the  power 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  I  submit  that  under  the 
Constitution  the  President  would  have  the  authority  to  do 
that  very  thing,  and  If  he  did  not  do  It  I  think  he  would  be 
derelict  in  his  duty. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  I  Mr.  McKellarI. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
The  time  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  the  Senator 
has  well  illustrated  my  own  argument. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  take  my  time  on  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion, and  a  little  on  the  next  bill  that  i£  coming  up. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  will  take  the  floor.  In  the  case  the 
Senator  has  supposed,  the  President  would  be  defending 
not  merely  the  property  and  rights  of  the  United  States 
but  the  very  territory  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  is  what  I  am  Ulking  about  in 
cormectlon  with  this  whole  measure.  I  do  not  want  to  send 
any  army  over  to  the  Fiji  Islands. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  thought  the  Senator's 
time  had  expired;  and  I  was  about  to  suggest  to  the  able 
leader  that  we  recess  at  this  time  imtil  tomorrow. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  have  a  recess, 
if  I  may  conclude  In  the  morning. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Before  we  recess,  however.  I  shall  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  am  much  obliged  to  the  Senator. 

As  I  understand  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Texas, 
it  is  that  when  the  United  States  calls  the  militia  into  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  under  the  Constitution  has  the  right  to  do  with  the 
militia  just  as  he  has  the  right  to  do  with  any  other  part  of 
the  United  States  Army. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Exactly. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  for  an  observation? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Is  it  not  also  true  that  under  section  10  of 
Article  I  of  the  Constitution,  by  implication  certainly,  if  not 
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directly,  a  single  State  has  the  right  to  go  to  war  in  its  own 
defense? 

Mr.  CONNAIXY.    To  repel  invasion. 

Mr.  LODGE.    Or  In  case  of  "imminent  danger." 
_     Mr.  CONNAIXY.     I  think  that  is  true.     I  have  not  looked 
at  the  Constitution  lately,  but  I  have  a  very  vivid  recollec- 
tion Of  its  provisions. 

Mr.  LODGE.  "Such  Imminent  danger  as  will  not  admit 
of  delay."  

The    PRESIDINO    OFFICER.     Does    the    Senator    from 

Texas  yield  the  floor? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  yield  the  floor,  with  notice  that  I 
will  appeal  to  the  Chair  in  the  morning  to  recognize  me. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  afraid  that,  under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  that  could  not  be  done 
without  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  have  not  used  up  my  time  yet. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  is  no  trouble  about  it;  but  the 
Senator  will  recall  that  under  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment no  Senator  may  speak  more  than  once  or  longer  than 
20  minutes  on  any  amendment  or  the  Joint  resolution.  I 
want  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  go  on  tomorrow,  but  his 
action  in  doing  so  might  be  interpreted  as  making  two 
speeches  on  the  Joint  resolution. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    If  anybody  objects,  I  will  subside. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  if  we  rece.ss 
until  tomorrow  the  Senator  from  Texas  may  resimie  during 
the  remainder  of  the  20  minutes  that  he  would  htkve  on  the 
Joint  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  None  is 
beard. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  had  hoped  that  we  might 
vote  on  the  pending  amendment  today,  but  it  is  obvious  that 
we  cannot  do  so. 

The  other  day  it  was  announced  and  generally  understood 
that  we  would  take  up  the  military-training  bill  tomorrow, 
assuming  that  this  measure  would  be  out  of  the  way.  It  is 
obvious  that  the  joint  resolution  will  have  to  go  over  until 
tomorrow.  I  am  wondering  if  we  cannot  enter  into  an  agree- 
ment to  vote  on  the  joint  resolution  and  all  amendments 
thereto  at  some  hour  tomorrow,  suggesting  3  o'clock. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  that  would  have  been  pos- 
sible an  hour  ago;  but  now  that  we  have  dragged  out  the 
debate  for  another  hour  I  think  the  Senator  should  make 
the  time  4  o'clock  tomorrow. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  and  I  ask  that 
the  requirement  for  a  roll-call  l>e  waived 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  not  later 
than  4  o'clock  p.  m.  tomorrow  the  Senate  proceed  to  vote 
without  funher  debate  on  the  pending  joint  resolution  and 
all  amendments  thereto. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.   Jsthere  objection? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  said  numbers  of  times 
that  I  thought  the  rules  of  the  Senate  ought  to  be  observed. 
This  particular  rule  that  the  Senate  has  seen  fit  to  waive  on 
some  occasions  Is  a  rule  adopted  for  the  protection  of  the 
Senate.  I  do  not  think  the  Senate  ought  to  waive  that  rule, 
which  gives  to  Senators  notice  of  the  final  vote  on  an  im- 
portant measure. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  that,  and  it  will  not  take 
long  to  make  the  call.    I  now  make  the  point  of  no  quorum. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Just  a  moment.  Let  me  make  a  par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  will  state  the 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Immediately  after  the  usual  roU  call  to- 
morrow to  ascertain  the  presence  of  a  quorum — which  will  not 
be  made  for  the  purpose  of  making  this  luianimovis-cr.nsent 
request — will  it  be  in  order,  without  another  roll  call,  for  me 
to  make  this  request? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  would  think  that 
that  would  be  in  order,  without  objection.  If  there  should  be 
no  objecUon,  the  Chair  would  «o  riile. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wonder  if  we  could  obtain  a  further 
agreement  on  a  limitation  of  debate  on  amendments  and  the 
Joint  resolution. 

Mr.  McNARY.    B4r.  President.  I  think  the  matter  Is  in  good 

shape  and  that  if  after  the  roll  call  tomorrow  the  able  leader 
will  proiX)se  his  tmanimous-consent  agreement  for  a  vote  at 
4  O'clock  there  probably  will  not  be  any  objection.  I  may 
say.  as  to  a  further  limitation  of  debate,  that  I  personally 
have  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  not  propose  a  further  limitation  at 
this  time. 

CLAIMS  OF  MISSISSIPPI  CHOCTAWS 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  have  to  be  away  from 
the  Senate  for  the  next  20  days,  because  the  election  will 
take  place  in  my  State  on  the  27th  of  this  month.  I  am  very 
much  mterested  in  Senate  bill  3524,  conferring  jurisdiction 
on  the  Court  of  Claims  to  hear  and  determine  the  claims  of 
the  Choctaw  Indians  of  the  State  of  Mississippi,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  that  bill  now  considered.  There 
is  no  objection  to  the  bill.  It  has  been  unanimously  reported 
by  the  committee,  and  I  am  particularly  interested  in  having 
it  passed  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  there  is  a  bill  on  the  cal- 
endar which  has  to  do  with  all  matters  of  this  kind.  There 
Is  another  bill  pending  in  one  of  the  committees — I  think  in 
the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs — which  has  to  do  with  this 
very  matter,  and  It  Involves  language  which  the  Department 
of  Justice  has  rather  insisted  on  as  being  a  part  of  any  bill 
having  to  do  with  Indian  claims. 

I  may  say  to  the  able  Senator  at  this  time  that  the  matter 
of  Indian  claims  has  been  very  carefully  considered  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 
and  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys,  as  well,  and 
it  is  one  which  requires  some  reformatory  legislation.  The 
Department  of  Justice  has  suggested  language  which,  to  my 
mind,  would  be  very  salutary  in  matters  of  this  kind. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  object,  as  I  do  not 
believe  this  is  a  matter  which  should  be  brought  up  in  this 
manner. 

Mr.  BILBO.  Mr.  President.  I  am  sure  that  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  will  withdraw  his  objection  when  he  has  had 
opportunity  to  read  the  measure. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  withdraw  his  objection? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  an  inquiry 
about  the  bill.  I  should  like  to  know  what  the  provisions  are 
li;  reference  to  the  allowance  of  interest. 

Mr.  BILBO.    That  is  set  out  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    In  what  way? 

Mr.  BELBO.    By  naming  the  parties. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  mean  as  to  the  interest  on  the  claims.  My 
reason  for  making  the  inquiry — and  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa agrees — is  that  there  has  been  a  very  serious  abuse  in 
the  allowance  of  interest  on  such  claims.  In  the  matter  of 
ordinary  claims  against  the  Government  interest  is  allowed 
for  only  6  years.  On  Indian  claims  mterest  has  been  claimed 
clear  back  for  75  or  100  years,  and  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice has  suggested  limiting  interest  to  a  6-year  period.  There 
are  Indian  claims  now  pending  before  the  Court  of  Claims 
aggregating  $600,000  on  which  there  is  a  demand  for  interest 
in  the  amount  of  $1,400,000,000. 

Mr.  BILBO.  There  is  no  such  provision  in  my  bilL  The 
matter  is  all  to  be  tiirned  over  to  the  Court  of  Claims. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     But  the  Court  of  Claims  will  be  compelled. 

i  under  the  law,  unless  there  is  a  limitation  in  the  act,  to  allow 
hiterest  from  the  beginning  of  the  claims,  which  might 
amount  to  400  or  500  percent.    That  is  why  I  was  asking  the 

j  St  nator  whether  there  was  any  limitation  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  BILBO.  It  is  my  information  that  there  is  a  limitation 
In  the  bilL 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Could  it  go  over  until  tomorrow  morning? 
Mr.  BIT  .BO.    No;  I  am  compelled  to  leave  this  evening. 
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Mr.  ADAMS.  I  shall  object  unless  I  can  see  the  provision, 
and  see  that  the  Government  is  protected  in  that  item.  If 
the  Senator  will  get  a  copy  of  the  bill,  it  will  not  take  long. 

Mr.  BILBO  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  I  have  ex- 
amined the  bill  hurriedly,  and  in  order  that  it  may  be  passed. 
I  move  that  it  be  amended  bfr  limiting  the  interest  to  6 
years. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  bill  <S.  3524)  conferring  jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear  and  determine  the  claims  of  the  Choctaw 
Indians  of  the  State  of  Mississippi,  which  was  read,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.  That  the  Court  of  Claims  be.  and  it  is  hereby, 
given  Jurisdiction  to  hear  and  determine  the  claims,  legal  or 
equitable,  of  the  Choctaw  Indians  of  the  State  of  Mississippi 
against  the  United  States  for  losses  claimed  to  have  been  caused 
by  the  failure  of  the  United  States,  its  officers,  agents,  or  repre- 
sentatives, to  comply  with,  perform,  and  execute  the  provisions 
of  treaties,  agreements,  or  statutes  of  the  United  States  relating 
to  the  reservations,  lands,  funds,  and  citizenship  rights  of  said 
Indians,  in  regard  to  the  following  matters: 

(a)  The  claims  of  the  Choctaw^  Indians  of  Mississippi  and  of 
other  reservees  arising  under  the  treaty  of  September  27.  1830. 
known  as  the  Treatv  of  Dancing  Rabbit  Creek  (7  Stat.  L.  333). 
for  compensation  for  the  faUure  to  grant  to  them  the  lands  to 
which  they  were  entitled  under  said  treaty,  and  for  the  value  of 
scrip  or  indemnity  for  the  same  to  which  said  Indians  and  reservees 
were  entitled  under  the  acts  of  Congress  approved  August  23. 
1842  (5  Stat.  L.  513).  and  March  3.  1845  (5  Stat.  L.  777).  Includ- 
ing interest  at  5  percent  per  annum  for  a  {leriod  not  to  exceed 
6  years. 

(b)  The  claims  of  said  Choctaw  Indians  of  MLasisslppl  for  com- 
pensation for  the  loss  of  their  interest,  vested  or  contingent,  in 
the  assets  or  property  of  the  Choctaw  Nation  to  which  they  were 
entitled  under  the  provisions  of  the  several  treaties  and  agree- 
ments t>etwcen  the  United  States  and  the  Choctaw  Nation  and 
statutes  of  the  United  States  relating  thereto  (1)  by  representa- 
tion to  said  Indians  that  the  United  States  would  provide  for 
their  removal:  (2)  by  advising  against  their  accepting  the  aid  of 
private  persons  to  effect  their  removal;  (3)  by  the  failure  to  give 
reasonable  notice  or  aid  In  their  removal;  (4)  by  the  disapproval 
of  a  roll  of  identification  containing  the  names  of  a  large  number 
of  said  Choctaws.  which  roU  had  been  held  without  action  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  a  long  period  of  time  and  was  dis- 
approved without  consideration  of  its  merits  by  said  Secretary 
upon  representation  to  him  by  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs 
that  if  approved  the  time  for  removal  of  those  identified  would 
extend  beyond  the  date  fixed  tor  the  final  closing  of  the  rolls 
of  citizenship  of  the  Choctaw  Nation;  or  (5)  by  the  action  of  the 
United  States  in  allotting  lands  and  distributing  the  property  of 
the  Choctaw  Nation  in  disregard  of  the  provisions  of  the  treaty 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Choctaw  Nation  of  April  28. 
1868.  with  respect  to  the  citizenship  rights  of  the  Choctaws  of 
Mississippi:  Provided.  That  if  the  said  court  shall  find  that  the 
said  Choctaws  of  Mississippi  had  a  vested  or  contingent  property 
right  of  which  they  were  deprived  by  any  of  the  foregoing  causes, 
each  person  whose  rights  were  lost  thereby  shall  be  entitled  to 
an  award  of  the  average  value  of  the  interest  so  lost  by  him, 
including  his  proportionate  share  in  the  funds  and  proceeds  of 
the  property  of  said  nation  as  distributed  to  the  enrolled  mem- 
bers thereof,  and  the  average  value  as  of  the  time  of  loss  of  the 
individual  allotments  made  to  citizens  of  the  Choctaw  Nation: 
Provided,  hover^er.  That  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  by  this  act 
shall  not  extend  to  or  embrace  any  claim  or  claims  of  any  natvire 
against  the  Choctaw  Nation  of  Indians  in  OUahoma.  but  solely 
to  claims  against  the  United  States  asserted  by  those  Indians 
hereby  authorized  to  sue,  and  no  sum  or  .sums  recovered  in  any 
action  hereby  authorized  or  sums  appropriated  in  payment  or 
settlement  thereof  shall  ever  be  the  subject  of  a  charge  against 
or  claim  for  reimbursement  out  of  any  of  the  property  or  funds 
of  the  said  Choctaw  Nation  of  Indians  in  Oklahoma,  directly  or 
indirectly,  or  as  a  set-off  or  counterclaim  against  any  claim  or 
demand  of  said  nation  against  the  United  States  now  or  hereafter 
asserted,  whether  said  claim  or  demand  be  of  a  legal  or  equitable 
nature,  or  for  a  gratuity. 

See.  2.  That  this  action  shall  be  brought  in  said  Court  of  Claims 
as  a  class  action  by  a  representative  number  of  said  Choctaws  of 
Mississippi  in  their  own  behalf  and  in  behalf  of  others  similarly 
situated,  and  the  petition  or  petitions  filed  under  the  provisions 
of  this  act  xnAj  l>e  executed  and  verified  by  J.  A.  Rlddell  as  the 
representative  of  said  petitioners  and  of  all  those  In  whose  behalf 
said  petition  or  petitions  are  filed  and  signed  by  William  E. 
Richardson  and  Thomas  E.  Rhodes  as  attorneys  for  said  Indians, 
and  said  representative  and  said  attorneys  are  hereby  authorized 
to  prosecute  said  claims  to  the  final  conclusion  of  any  action 
brought  hereunder 

Sbc.  3.  That  any  petition  or  petitions  filed  in  the  said  Court  of 
Clain\s  under  the  provUlons  of  tlxis  act  shaU  be  submitted  to  said 
court  within  2  years  from  the  date  of  this  act.  and  said  cause  or 
causes  shaU  thereupon  be  proceeded  with  in  accordance  with  the 


law  and  practice  of  said  court,  and  any  claims  not  so  presented 
within  the  said  period  of  2  years  shall  t>e  thereafter  forever  barred. 
Sec.  4  That  the  hearing  and  adjudication  of  said  claims  shall  be 
governed  by  equitable  principles  and  shall  fairly  and  flnaUy  de- 
termine the  merits  of  the  claims  of  said  Indians  and  the  obligatlOM 

of  the  United  States  to  them  in  administering  the  affairs  of  In- 
dians subject  to  the  guardianship  and  authority  of  the  United 
States,  in  accordance  with  the  customary  action  and  precedents  In 
the  conduct  of  the  estates  of  incompetent  Indians,  if  the  court 
shall  find  that  said  Mlssi^^slppi  ChocUw  Indians  were  in  fact  as  a 

group  Incompetent  to  manage  their  own  affairs. 

Ssc.  5.  That  the  amount  of  any  Judgment  rendered  In  nald  cause 
when  appropriated  shall  be  set  aside  as  a  special  fund  to  Ije  paid  or 
disbursed  to  the  persons  legally  entitled  to  receive  the  fame  only 
upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  Congress  may  by  its  .-subsequent 
legislation  direct:  Provided,  hovoever.  That  in  entering  its  final 
Judgment  In  said  cause  the  Court  of  Claims  shall  hear  and  de- 
termine the  amount,  not  to  exceed  10  percent  of  the  amount  of  any 
final  award,  which  on  a  quantum  meruit  basis  it  shall  find  to  be 
a  reasonable  compensation  for  the  respective  services  and  expenses  ^ 
of  J.  A.  Rlddell  as  the  representative  and  of  Wllllaih  E.  Richardson 
and  Thomas  E.  Rhodes  as  attorneys  for  said  Indians  as  a  class, 
heretofore  rendered,  or  which  may  hereafter  be  rendered  in  the 
suit  authorized  by  the  provisions  of  this  act,  and  shall  as  a  part  of 
said  Judgment  award  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay 
said  compensation  and  reimbursement  upon  the  basis  herein  di- 
rected to  such  person  or  persons,  respectively,  as  the  said  court  may 
find  entitled  thereto. 

Sac.  6.  That  said  court  shaU  have  further  jurisdiction  to  hear 
and  determine  any  counterclaims  or  counterdemands  on  the  part 
of  the  United  States  against  the  said  Choctaw  Indians  of  Mississippi 
upon  the  said  basis  of  equity  and  Justice  as  directed  In  respect  to 
the  adjudication  of  all  matters  under  the  authority  of  this  act. 

Sec.  7.  That  either  party  aggrieved  by  any  final  decision  of  the 
said  Court  of  Claims  in  said  cause  shall  have  the  right  to  appeal 
such  final  decision  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  as 
provided  by  law  in  respect  to  appeals  from  the  Court  of  Claims  to 
said  Supreme  Court:  Provided,  That  on  the  question  of  the  validity 
of  the  claim  or  claims  of  said  Choctaw  Indians  against  the  United 
States,  or  any  counterclaims  or  demands  of  the  United  .States  against 
said  Indians,  the  appellate  Jurisdiction  of  said  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  is  hereby  expressly  extended  to  the  hearing  and 
determination  of  an  appeal  by  or  on  behaU  of  said  Choctaw  Tnrti«t>» 
or  the  United  Sutes. 

Sec.  8.  That  for  the  purpose  of  this  act  the  term  "Choctaws  of 
the  State  of  Mississippi"  shall  include  only  reservees  under  the 
treaty  of  September  27.  1830,  and  their  descendants;  those  persons 
who  on  July  I,  1902.  were  residents  in  the  States  of  Mississippi. 
Alabama,  and  Louisiana,  having  not  less  than  one-eighth  Choctaw 
Indian  blood,  and  their  descendants,  and  such  persons  as  wete  there- 
after identified  on  any  approved  roll  of  Mississippi  Choctaws  and 
their  descendants,  and  shall  not  Include  any  persons  who  were  cn- 
roUed  on  the  final  citizenship  rolls  of  the  Choctaw  Nation  in  Okla- 
homa. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  suggest  that  the  amendment  be  Inserted  In 
line  12.  on  page  2.  after  the  words  "per  annum,"  to  add  the 
words  "for  a  period  not  to  exceed  6  years  " 

Mr.  BIT. BO.     I  accept  that  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  will  be  necessary  to  strike 
out  some  words  in  line  12.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  is  proposed,  on  page  2.  line  12.  after 
the  words  "per  annum,"  to  strike  out  the  words  "as  provided 
in  the  latter  act"  and  to  insert  "for  a  period  not  to  exceed  6 
years." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

JXTLIUS  O.  ADLER 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  yesterday  the  junior  Senator 

from  West  Virginia  I  Mr.  HoltI  made  some  uncomplimentary 
remarks  about  various  individuals  who  live  in  New  York  City, 
one  of  them  being  Julius  O.  Adler,  who  is  vice  president  and 
general  manager  of  the  New  York  Times.  I  shall  not  take 
time  to  discuss  the  remarks  of  the  Senator,  the  Record 
speaks  for  itself,  but  I  do  wish  to  put  into  the  Record  a  gen- 
eral order  of  the  War  Department  bestowing  on  Mr.  Adler 
the  Distinguished  Service  Cross  for  gallantry  while  serving 
with  the  Army  in  Prance  during  the  World  War.  The  cita- 
tion reads: 

[Citation  from  Decorations  United  States  Army.  1862  to  1028. 
Published  by  the  War  Department,  Office  of  the  Adjutant  Oen- 
eral,  1927] 

DISTINGinSHED  SEkVICE  CK088 

Adler,  Julius  O.  At  St.  Juvln.  Prance.  Oct.  14,  1918.  R.  Mew 
York,  New  York.  B.  Chattanooga.  Tcnn.  O.  O..  No.  44.  W.  D.. 
1019.  Major,  Three  Hundred  and  Sixth  Infantry.  Seventy-seven tb 
Divistpn. 
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"Accompanied  by  another  officer.  Major  Adler  waa  supervising 
the  work  of  clearing  the  enemy  Irom  St.  Juvm  when  they  sud- 
denly^ came  upon  a  party  of  the  enemy  numbering  150.  Firing 
on  the  enemy  with  his  pistol.  Major  Adler  ran  toward  the  party, 
calling  on  them  to  surrender.  His  bravery  and  good  marksmanship 
rwuited  In  the  capture  of  50  Germans,  and  the  remainder  fled." 

KXECtmVK  SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  bxislness. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

ixEccrnvc  reports  of  committees 

Mr.  MILLER,  f-rom  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  re- 
ported favorably  the  nomination  of  Robert  L.  Russell,  of 
Georgia,  to  be  United  States  district  judge  for  the  northern 
district  of  Georgia,  to  fill  a  new  position. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
If  there  be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will 
state  the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
_jrf  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomi- 
nations of  postmasters  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  Pf^SIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations are  confirmed. 

That  completes  the  Executive  Calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    As  in  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
^Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 
I      The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6  o'clock  p.  m.)  the 

Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Thursday,  August  8. 

1940.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by   the  Senate  August  7 

(legislative  day  of  August  5.  1940) 

Postmasters 

connecticut 

Daniel  P.  Hurley.  Terryville. 

MAINE 

Lula  E.  Crockett.  North  Haven. 

M.\SSACHUSETTS 

Dorothy  Durant.  Becket. 
Thomas  J.  Brown,  Hopkinton, 
Maurice  P.  Murphy.  Hull. 
John  D.  Anthony.  Orleans. 
Edward  C.  Moroney,  Shrewsbury. 

MONTANA 

Frances  B.  Burchard,  Bigfork. 

OHIO 

James  B.  Preston,  Nelsonville. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  7,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp,  D.  D.,  pastor  of  Gunton  Temple 
Memorial  Presbyterian  Church,  Washington,  D.  C,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  whose  strength  is  invincible  and  whose  re- 
sources are  inexhaustible,  hitherto  Thou  hast  blessed  us,  for 
by  Thy  mercies  we  have  been  spared  and  by  Thy  power  we 
are  sustained. 

May  we  enter  upon  each  day  unafraid  for  we  know  that 
we  cannot  drift  beyond  Thy  love  and  care.  Amid  all  the 
confusion  and  fluctuating  shadows  of  a  troubled  world,  may 
we  go  about  our  daily  duties  with  confidence  in  the  Eternal 


God,  who  is  too  wise  to  err  and  too  kind  to  withhold  from  us 
that  which  is  needfuL 

Bless  the  lonely  of  soul  with  Thy  fellowship  and  the 
wounded  of  heart  with  Thy  healing.  Reveal  Thy  mercy 
unto  all  who  are  in  dire  plight  of  faith  by  reason  of  bitter 
sorrow  and  disappointment.  Lift  the  light  of  Thy  coimte- 
nance  upon  all  from  whom  the  sun  is  veiled  by  the  pale  cast 
of  fear  and  foreboding. 

Unto  the  Christ  we  ascribe  all  praise  and  thanksgiving. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

CONSCRIPTION  IN  PKACmXI 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  Hou.se  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  in  this  body  are  soon  to 
be  confronted  with  a  question  which  perhaps  will  be  one  of 
the  greatest  questions  ever  to  confront  the  American  people 
and  the  American  Congress.  That  question  is  whether  or 
not  we  shall  surrender  individual  liberty  and  freedom  as  we 
have  known  it  In  this  country,  and  In  Its  place  establish  a 
despotism  never  before  known  in  this  Nation  in  time  of  peace. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  during  the  Civil  War  in  this 
country,  out  of  2,690,000  men  enrolled  in  the  Union  Army, 
only  255,000  were  secured  by  the  draft.  The  issue  then  was 
the  preservation  of  the  Union.  In, the  World  War,  during  the 
first  3  weeks  of  voluntary  enlistments  in  the  Eastern  States 
having  a  population  of  18,000.000,  when  men  were  asked  to 
fight  on  foreign  soil  only  3,594  volunteered. 

It  seems  to  me  a  question  which  projx)ses  to  extend  the 
strong  arm  of  the  Government  into  every  home  in  the  United 
States  ought  to  be  approached  with  the  greatest  caution  on 
the  part  of  the  American  Congress.  We  are  taking  a  long 
step  to  bring  to  the  United  States  a  policy  that  has  domi- 
nated Europe  for  more  than  1,000  years.  Let  us  beware  be- 
fore we  substitute  force  for  patriotism.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

COOPERATING  WITH  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  In  receipt  of  a  very  un- 
usual telegram.  For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  county 
of  Monroe  in  the  State  of  New  York,  the  Republicans  have 
asked  me  to  cooperate  with  the  President  wholeheartedly. 
Recently — to  be  exact,  on  the  18th  day  of  July — the  President 
in  a  radio  address  stated  that  he  had  spent  many  sleepless 
nights  pondering  over  the  troubles  of  this  country  and  that 
he  planned  and  wished  to  retire  to  private  life  In  January 
1941.  To  help  him  realize  this  hope,  the  Republicans  of  my 
district  want  me  to  cooperate  with  him  to  see  that  this  re- 
quest is  granted  that  he  does  retire  to  private  life  in  January 
1941.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Does  the  gentleman  Include  an  three  of  his 
constituents  when  he  says  "all"? 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  I  thank  my  friend  from  Mississippi  for  the 
very  generous  contribution  he  has  made,  t)ecause  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  forgets  I  have  more  voters  in  my  district 
than  he  has  in  his  whole  State.  I  also  extend  an  Invitation 
to  those  Democrats  who  feel  like  helping  the  President  realize 
his  ambition  to  retire  in  January  1941  to  join  us  in  our  effort. 
[Laughter  and  applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
re\ise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a 
speech  given  by  J.  Edgar  Hoover  on  August  7. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objecticm.  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 
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ETTROPEAN  FOOD  RELIEF 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  B4r.  Speaker,  at  this  time  I 
should  like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  membership  to  a 
resolution  I  have  Just  introduced.  This  resolution  provides 
that  a  European  Pood  Distribution  Commission  be  appointed 
by  the  President  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  a  great  numbet 
of  people  subject  to  starvation  in  Europe  who  are  in  no  way 
responsible  for  the  present  war. 

The  statement  attributed  to  Ambassador  John  Cudahy, 
which  was  published  in  this  morning's  paper,  lends  im- 
portance to  my  proposal. 

Let  us  adopt  my  resolution  and,  by  so  doing,  we  win  again 
assume  world  leadership  on  behalf  of  helpless  people.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 

lo  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 

therein  an  address  by  Ambassador  Josephus  Daniels,  who 

presided  at  the  Bryan  breakfast  at  the  Chicago  convention, 

Wednesday  morning.  July  17,  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  DouoiiTONl? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CALENDAR  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  business  in  order  for  today.  Calendar  Wednesday,  may  be 
dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER!  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  RayburnI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CONGRESSIONAL  COURTESY 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  DirksenJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  doubt  whether  in  my  serv- 
ice of  8  years  I  quite  entertained  such  a  distressed  spirit  as 
I  did  this  morning  on  reading  the  Congressional  Record  and 
the  morning  newspapers.  For  Memt)ers  of  a  congressional 
body  to  characterize  themselves  as  was  done  in  the  Congres- 
sional Record  in  the  manner  indicated  this  morning  is  a 
frightful  reflection  on  the  Congress.  In  addition,  there  ap- 
peared on  the  front  page  of  the  papers  this  morning  the 
account  of  a  closed  meeting  of  a  House  committee  In  which 
Members  reflected  on  the  patriotism  of  each  other.  Have  we 
become  so  wanting  In  tolerance,  have  we  become  so  devoid  in 
forbearance,  that  this  Congress  cannot  set  a  good  example 
for  the  American  people  as  we  discuss  highly  controversial 
measures  and  proposals?  If  so,  it  is  going  to  have  a  deflnlte 
effect*  and  impact  on  the  thinking  of  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try as  this  thing  appears  on  the  front  pages  of  the  papers 
from  one  ocean  to  the  other.  The  time  has  come  for  us  to  be 
a  little  more  forbearing,  tolerant,  and  discriminating  in  our 
remarks  and  attitudes  one  toward  another.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  THILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Recopo  and  to  include  therein 
a  short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Thill]? 

"niere  was  no  objection. 

THE  third  term 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Jenkins]? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  most  significant 
thing  happened  last  Sunday.  The  Cincinnati  Enquirer  for 
probably  100  years  has  been  one  of  the  outstanding  Demo- 
cratic papers  of  the  Nation.  On  last  Sunday  on  its  front 
page  appeared  an  editorial  of  great  significance,  which  reads 
as  follows: 

CREDO  NO.   1 

I  am  an  American. 

I  believe  in  American  Institutions.  I  believe  In  American  ideals. 
In  American  standards  of  living  and  morals,  and,  above  all  else,  in 
the  blessed  heritage  of  liberty  bequeathed  by  the  founders  of  tills 
free  Nation. 

Whether  I  call  myself  a  Democrat  or  a  Republican  Is  Inconse- 
quential. I  am  not  a  New  Dealer.  No  one  holding  my  beliefs  can 
give  aid.  comfort,  or  support  to  a  leadership  that  is  destroying  the 
sound  principles  of  representative  government  enunciated  by 
Thomas  Jefferson  and  applied  by  Abraham  Lincoln. 

I  am  for  preservation  of  the  Republic  as  a  republic,  and  not  for 
its  conversion  into  a  socialistic  sUte  with  totalitarian  power  in 
Washington.  I  am  opposed  to  a  regimentation  of  the  manpower 
of  this  country.  I  don't  believe  that  prosperity  can  be  established 
by  application  of  the  doctrine  of  scarcity.  1  don't  believe  that 
this  Nation  can  spend  itself  Into  financial  health  and  strength. 
I  don't  believe  in  the  Incitatlon  of  class  hatred,  nor  do  I  believe 
that  character  and  courage  can  be  built  by  destroying  the  initia- 
tive and  Independence  of  the  individual. 

I  am  for  a  government  of  laws  created  by  intelligent,  untram- 
meled.  clear-thinking,  patriotic  legislative  bodies:  a  government  of 
laws  interpreted  and  applied  by  a  free  Judiciary,  uninfluenced  by 
political  considerations  or  pressure,  and.  finally,  I  am  for  a  govern- 
ment in  which  the  Chief  EStecutive  does  not  assume  to  exercise  all 
three  governmental  functions.     I  am  not  a  New  Dealer. 

Mr.  SABATH.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  SABATH.     By  whom  is  that  written? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  It  was  written  by  the  editor  of  the 
Cincinnati  Enquirer. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Bender]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  PRESIDENT  AND  ADJOURNMENT  OF  CONGRESS 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  t|>ilr.  Rich]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  note  in  the  Post  of* June  7  that 
President  Roosevelt  at  that  time  informed  Democratic  leaders 
it  was  imperative  that  Congress  adjourn  by  June  22.  It 
states:  , 

Mr.  Roosevelt  advised  his  chieftains  that  he  would  send  a  message 
to  Congress  on  the  adjournment  date,  in  which  he  will  say  that 
all  necessary  legislation  to  meet  the  present  war  threat  had  been 
enacted. 

Previous  to  the  time  that  statement  was  made  by  the  Presi- 
dent, Congress  appropriated  about  $5,000,000,000  for  the  Army 
and  Navy  in  preparation  for  war.  Since  the  time  he  said 
Congress  should  adjourn  he  has  asked  the  Congress  to  appro- 
priate $5,000,000,000  additional  money,  making  $10,000,000,000 
in  all.  Now,  tell  .me.  in  the  name  of  the  American  people, 
what  is  this  great  war  hysteria  about?  Who  is  going  to  war 
on  the  United  States?  Who  said  we  are  going  to  have  a  war? 
There  is  considerable  talk  about  the  conscription  bill,  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  if  we  would  do  less  talking  about  war  and 
forget  about  it,  we  will  never  get  into  war.  and  I  hope  that  we 
wiU  have  no  conscription  and  no  war.  If  we  want  more  men 
for  our  Army  and  Navy,  why  not  make  It  financially  as 
attractive  as  the  C.  C.  C.  boys,  who  get  $30  a  month,  at  least, 
or  $40  a  month  for  1  year's  service,  and  we  will  probably  get 
all  the  boys  to  join  our  Army  we  need?  It  is  certainly  worth 
a  trial  at  least  before  we  conscript.  By  offering  proper  In- 
ducement, those  who  want  to  serve  will  have  the  opportunity 
and  we  will  not  have  to  demand  those  who  do  not  care  to 
serve  for  a  year  to  go  against  their  will.  Are  we  to  become 
I  a  militaflsUc  nation?    Are  we  going  to  create  a  gi^eat  vtnj 
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and  navy  in  peacetime?    Who  is  going  to  attack  us?    Cer- 
tainly not  Canada.    Certainly  not  Mexico,    llien  who?    Why 
all  this  war  hysteria?    Who  wants  war?    I  do  not. 
[Here  the  gavel  (elLl 

PERMISSION  TO  AOORKSS  TBI  HOtTSI 
Mr.  MIIXER.     Mr.  Speaker,  on  yesterday  I  was  granted  20 
minutes  to  address  the  House  today.    I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  I  may  have  an  additional  20  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut? 
There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS  • 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the 
W.  P.  A.  and  to  include  certain  extracts  from  newspapers 
and  letters  received  in  this  connection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
,.  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude therein  a  letter  I  have  received  and  an  editorial,  and 
also  to  address  the  House  at  this  time  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  today  plac- 
ing on  the  Speaker's  desk  a  petition  to  discharge  the  com- 
mittee from  further  consideration  of  the  Geyer  anti-poll-tax 
bill. 

When  we  are  talking  these  days  about  reaching  down  into 
these  8  Southern  States  and  taking  those  young  men  and 
putting  them  into  uniform,  let  us  first  give  them  a  little 
democracy  for  which  they  can  fight.  There  are  three  and  a 
half  million  colored  people  without  the  vote  and  7,000,000 
white  people  without  the  vote  in  those  Southern  States.  I 
hope  my  colleagues  on  my  right  will  do  something  to  clean 
this  thing  up  that  exists  in  our  own  democratic  one-party 
States. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  of  all  the  stupid  attacks  I 
have  ever  heard  made,  the  one  coming  from  the  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  GbterI  on  the  people  of  the  Southern 
States  is  about  the  limit.  It  comes  with  poor  grace  from  a 
man  representing  the  district  in  which  Harry  Bridges,  the 
/Communist  trouble-maker  lives,  and  especially  one  who  voted 
■"•gainst  the  deportation  of  Harry  Bridges,  to  be  continuously 
arising  in  the  House  and  maligning  the  people  of  other  States 
about  their  election  laws,  or  the  way  they  conduct  their  in- 
ternal affairs,  and  about  which  he  knows  absolutely  nothing. 

If  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Geyer]  wants  to  do 
some  cleaning  upr  as  he  calls  it,  let  him  begin  in  his  own  dis- 
trict, and  get  rid  of  Communists,  such  as  Harry  Bridges,  and 
stop  his  silly,  false,  malicious,  and  insidious  attacks  on  the 
people  of  the  Southern  States. 

The  bill  to  which  he  refers  will  never  become  a  law,  as  all 
well-informed  Members  of  the  House  know.  But  I  am  get- 
ting tired  of  having  a  few  Members  arise  on  this  floor  and 
make  these  misleading  statements  without  regard  to  the  facts 
or  the  feelings  of  the  rest  of  the  membership. 

They  are  constantly  telling  the  country  that  only  a  few 
thousand  voters  go  to  the  polls  in  Mississippi,  or  in  other 
Southern  States,  and  then  pointing  out  the  number  of  their 
Representatives  in  the  House,  to  try  to  leave  the  impression 
that  only  a  few  people  are  permitted  to  participate  in  select- 
ing their  Members  of  Congress  or  other  officials. 

Now.  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  those  States  where  there  Ls 
only  one  party,  as  is  the  case  in  Mississippi,  and  practically 


all  the  other  Southern  States,  our  battles  are  settled  in  the 
primaries  and  there  is  no  opposing  ticket  in  the  general  elec- 
tion. Therefore,  the  vote  in  the  general  election  is  very 
light.  These  facts  are  well  known  to  all  the  Members  of  the 
House  with  the  exception  of  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Geter].  and  the  probable  exception  of  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schafer]. 

Even  in  those  districts  where  a  Republican  candidate 
does  run,  in  the  general  election,  in  those  States,  he  invariably 
does  not  attract  enough  attention  to  bring  any  appreciable 
number  of  voters  to  the  polls.  The  last  time  a  Republican 
put  his  name  on  the  ticket  in  the  district  I  represent  he  polled 
391  votes  to  my  19,208. 

I  seriously  doubt  that  if  the  stentorian  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schafer]  were  to  move  down  into  that  coim- 
try,  run  for  Congress,  and  stump  one  of  those  southern  dis- 
tricts from  one  end  to  the  other  he  would  get  250  votes  in  the 
general  election,  even  if  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in 
the  district  were  permitted  to  go  to  the  polls  and  vote,  without 
paying  a  poll  tax.  And  I  doubt  if  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Geyer]  who  would  evidently  have  to  run  on 
the  Democratic  ticket  if  he  ran  at  all,  would  get  10  votes  to 
the  county,  if  those  people  learned  of  his  record  in  the  Bridges 
case. 

It  is  about  time  to  stop  this  nonsense  of  trying  to  mislead 
the  American  people,  or  the  M^bers  of  Congress,  on  this 
proposition. 

[Here  the  gavel  feD.l 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker  and  fellow  Members,  it  is 
becoming  pretty  well  aired  about  now  that  Mr.  Willkie  asked 
to  meet  "the  champ"  and,  of  course,  that  Is  putting  the 
Presidency  of  the  United  States  somewhat  on  the  basis  of  a 
prize  fight,  but  let  it  go  at  that.  He  got  his  wish  when  the 
Democratic  Party  nominated  the  "champ." 

The  greatest  subject  before  the  people  today  and  the  one 
In  which  they  are  most  keenly  interested,  perhaps,  is  that 
of  the  selective  draft,  and,  after  the  manner  of  a  champ, 
the  President  immediately  announced  how  he  stands  on  that 
question,  but  the  man  who  wanted  to  meet  "the  champ"  is 
still  on  his  bicycle.  He  has  not  decided  whether  to  lead  with 
a  right  or  a  left.  I  think  he  is  trying  to  determine  that  from 
the  voice  in  the  gallery,  the  voice  heard"  in  Philadelphia,  that 
said,  "We  want  Willkie,"  that  he  may  determine  by  it  which 
side  that  gallery  is  on.  You  see  when  the  gong  starts  the 
fight  starts  and  the  fight  has  started.  Round  one  is  already 
on  or,  perhaps,  round  two.  Of  course,  Mr.  Willkie  has  come 
out.  I  understand,  and  has  said  that  the  Democratic  farm 
program  is  O.  K..  so  we  just  wonder  whether  he  will  lead  with 
a  right  or  a  left  on  the  draft  issue,  or  whether  he  actually 
meets  "the  champ"  or  merely  bicycles  away  from  him. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

LEAVE  or  absence  * 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  gentleman  from  West  ^Hrginla  [Mr.  KkxI  may  have 
leave  of  absence  for  5  days  on  account  of  official  duties. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  request  will  be 
granted. 

There  was  no  objection. 

HARRY  BRIDGES 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objectioo. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  believe  that  was  a 
well-directed  remark  upon  the  part  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]  that  gentlemen  should  confine  their 
efforts  to  their  own  districts.  Unfortunately  some  Members 
endeavor  to  confine  their  efforts  to  my  district  and  tell  my 


There  was  no  objection. 
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district  what  to  do  with  respect  to  the  motion -picture  In- 
dustry bill,  which  was  fortunately  defeated.  The  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Geyer]  represents  a  district  from  which 
comes  Mr.  Harry  Bridges,  or  at  least  a  lot  of  his  activity  is 
expended  in  his  district,  and  is  directed  there  by  Mr.  Bridges. 
I  used  to  be  supervisor,  and  my  district  included  Wilmington, 
San  Pedro,  and  Long  Beach,  and  I  know  some  of  the  activities 
in  that  section.  I  think  If  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Geyer]  would  direct  some  of  his  activity  to  trying  to  get 
Harry  Bridges  out  of  this  country,  his  efforts  would  be  well 
directed.     [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  California 
has  expired. 

MR.  WENDELL  WILLKIB 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend 
my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr,  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  and  gentlemen  on  the  left,  I 
hear  gentlemen  on  the  left  every  day  announcing  that  this 
man  and  some  other  man  will  oppose  President  Roosevelt's 
election.  The  gentlemen  to  whom  they  refer  are  usually 
some  ex-Congressmen  or  ex-Senators  or  some  ex-offlcehold- 
ers  who  have  been  repudiated  by  their  people.  They  are 
generals  who  have  no  army  behind  them.  The  people  of 
America,  the  masses  of  sensible  people  who  have  no  special 
interest  in  mind  except  the  interest  of  the  country,  are  at 
heart  with  Mr.  Roosevelt,  and  they  will  again  elect  him 
President  of  the  United  States,  because  they  appreciate  his 
great  work  and  the  service  which  he  has  rendered  to  our 
country,    [Applause.] 

SOUTHERN  REPRESENTATION 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin],  the  electricity  expert,  made 
a  plea  a  few  moments  ago  in  favor  of  State  rights.  With 
reference  to  his  demanding  that  the  Federal  biu-eaucracy  here 
In  Washington  regulate  the  electric  utilities  in  the  State  of 
Mississippi,  and  the  other  States  in  the  Union,  I  suggest  that 
he  practice  what  he  preaches  today  about  State  rights.  I 
sincerely  hope  that  the  Geyer  poll-tax  legislation  will  be 
enacted.  In  the  State  of  Mississippi,  becaiise  of  the  Missis- 
sippi poll  tax,  seven  Members  of  Congress  in  the  last  election 
received  a  total  of  32,000  votes — less  than  one-half  of  the  votes 
cast  for  each  Congressman  In  most  of  the  congressional  dis- 
tricts north  of  the  Mason  and  Dixon's  line.  Let  us  enforce 
the  fourteenth  amendment  to  the  Constitution  and  reduce 
representation  in  the  Southern  States  in  compliance  with  the 
fourteenth  amendment,  so  that  we  will  have  representation 
in  Congress  from  the  Southern  New  Deal  States  and  Electoral 
College  in  conformity  with  the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.     [Applause.] 

MR.  WENDELL  WILLKIE 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  SabathI,  so  far  as  his  reference  to  the  men 
who  are  supporting  Mr.  Willkie  is  concerned,  may  I  say  that 
those  few  men  out  of  the  New  Deal  Cabinet  who  forced  the 
nomination  of  the  President  for  a  third  term,  or  assisted  him. 
have  never  demonstrated  their  vote-getting  ability.  Not  one 
man  who  was  back  of  that  proposition  or  acted  with  him  in 
any  way  has  ever  come  out  and  been  elected  to  office.  Not 
one  of  them  would  have  the  courage  to  expose  himself  to  the 
electorate.  They  have  been  pulled  out  of  the  bushes  some 
place  and  appointed  to  office  by  the  President,  regardless  of 


ability  or  influence,  and  when  It  comes  down  to  votes  for  the 
President  that  crowd  has  never  demonstrated  any  ability  to 
collect  votes,  and  they  will  not  demonstrate  any  such  ability 
next  fall.  There  was  one  gentleman  among  them.  That  was 
Jim  Parley,  who  could  commandeer  votes,  but  he  walked  out 
on  them. 

May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  that  there  were  a, 
few  good  men  coming  up  during  the  last  few  years,  but  the 
President  did  like  Charley  McCarthy — he  "mowed  them  down" 
and  Wallace  "plowed  them  under."  ' 

tmiFORM  COVERAGE  IN  FEDERAL  IT^URANCE  BENEFITS 

Mr.  CROSSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (S.  4070)  to  provide 
for  uniform  coverage  of  certain  persons  employed  in  coal- 
mining operations  with  respect  to  insurance  benefits  pro- 
vided for  by  certain  Pedersd  acts,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
for  its  present  consideration. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio  asks  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  S. 
4070  and  consider  the  same.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  title 
of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  reported  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection?  ^ 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. This  is  the  bill  that  was  called  up  the  other  day.  which 
1  asked  to  have  go  over. 

Mr.  CROSSER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  have  conferred  with  the  minority 
members  of  the  committee,  and  have  no  objection  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  BOLLES.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  objects  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  BOLLES.     I  do. 

Mr.  CROSSER.  But  I  understood  that  the  gentleman  bad 
no  objection. 

Mr.  BOLLES.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

Mr.  CROSSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  reserve 
his  right  to  object? 

Mr.  BOLLES.  I  want  further  examination  of  this  bill.  I 
want  discussion  of  this  bill.  I  am  opposing  this  bill,  and  I 
object  to  its  present  consideration. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  objects 
to  the  unanimous-consent  request. 

PERIUTTING     AMERICAN     VESSELS     TO     ASSIST     IN     EVACTJATION     OF 

REFUGEE   CHILDREN 

Mr.  COLMER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  House  Resolution 
562  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 
The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  562 
Resolved.  That  immediately  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution  It 
shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
eideratlon  of  H.  R.  10213.  a  bill  to  permit  American  vessels  to  assist 
in  the  evacuation  from  the  war  zones  of  certain  refugee  children. 
That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and 
shall  continue  not  to  exceed  2  hours,  to  he  equally  divided  and 
controUed  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  ths 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amrend- 
ment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading 
of  the  bin  for  amendment  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  th« 
same  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been 
adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered 
on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  flnal  passage  without 
Intervening  motion,  except  one  motion  to  reconunlt. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Fish],  to  be  in  turn  yielded 
by  him  as  he  sees  fit. 

I  now  yield  myself  4  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  rule  on  the  so-called  refugee  chil- 
dren bill  which  is  sponsored  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
(Mr.  HENNiNcsl.^This  is  an  open  rule  on  a  very  important 
subject.  I  do  not  have  anything  to  say,  I  am  sure,  that 
would  throw  any  light  on  the  subject,  but  I  think  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  utmost  Importance  and  deep  gravity,  and  should  receive 
the  careful  attention  of  this  House. 
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In  Just  a  few  words,  this  bill  seeks  to  amend  the  present 
neutrality  law  to  permit  American  ships  to  go  into  combat 
zones,  from  which  they  are  now  prohibited,  to  bring  from 
those  zones  and  the  foreign  countries  Involved,  certain 
refugee  children  who  would  otherwise  be  permitted  to  come 
Into  this  country. 

.  The  bin  In  no  sense  amends  the  present  immigration  law. 
It  merely  amends  the  neutrality  law  to  permit  American 
Ehips  to  go  into  thase  zones  for  the  sole  purpose  of  bringing 
those  children  out  of  those  zones. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLMER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Will  this  entail  any  financial  obligatloa 
upon  the  Government  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  COLMER.  None  that  I  understand.  I  would  not  be 
positive  about  that. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    WUl  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  a 
member  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  who  is  an  au- 
thority on  that  question. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  In  response  to  the  ques- 
tion asked  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Dondero], 
whether  or  not  this  would  entail  any  financial  expense,  the 
answer  is  emiHiatically  no;  that  it  does  not  authorize  or 
direct.  It  simply  modifies  the  neutrality  law  so  that  these 
ships  may  go  in,  but  there  is  no  expense  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  with  no  assumption  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  all. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLMER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  would  like  to  inquire  what 
refugees  will  be  brought  in  under  this  bill? 

Mr.  COLMER.  The  children  of  any  nation  could  be 
brought  in;  that  is,  any  of  the  belligerent  nations,  who  would 
otherwise  be  admissible. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  How  are  we  to  determine  that 
they  are  refugees? 

Mr.  COLMER.  That  is  a  matter  that  is  to  be  worked  out 
by  the  authorities. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLMER.    I  shield  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  that  will  be  ex- 
plained afterward  when  we  take  up  the  bill  for  debate,  but 
there  are  organizations  In  England  which  are  determining 
the  children  who  should  be  classed  as  refugees.  There  is  no 
special  classification,  either  rich  or  poor.  Anyone  that  these 
societies  can  find  a  place  for  in  this  country  will  be  deter- 
mined as  refugees.  It  has  no  classification  with  regard  to 
nationalities.  Any  refugee  child  in  England  today  or  in  any 
part  of  the  war-stricken  countries  may  be  determined  as  a 
refugee. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Will  this  be  limited  to  refugee 
children  of  the  Allies? 

Mr.  COLMER.    Most  certainly  not. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  jrield  myself  3  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  would  like  to  find  out  about 
how  many  children  are  supposed  to  be  involved  in  this? 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  cannot  answer  that  question.  I  doubt  If 
anytxxiy  else  could. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Then  if  poor  children  are 
brought  here,  what  arrangements  will  be  made  to  take  care 
of  them? 

Mr.  COLMER.  If  the  gentleman  will  defer  that  question 
until  the  matter  is  taken  up  later,  I  am  sure  that  will  all  be 
explained. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  We  will  be  glad  to  answer  all  those  ques- 
tions later  In  the  debate. 

Mr.  COLMER.  As  I  said  at  the  outset,  this  U  a  most  seri- 
ous matter.  It  is  an  amendment  of  the  present  neutrality 
law.  I  think  the  present  neutrality  law  has  prevented  this 
country  from  becoming  involved  in  this  war  up  to  this  time, 
because  we  have  kept  our  ships  out  of  those  zones.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  question  but  what  this  country  would  be 


involved  in  this  war  today  if  it  had  not  been  for  that  provi- 
sion of  the  neutrality  bill.  Now,  this  is  a  deviation  and  one 
which  should  certainly  be  fully  and  seriously  considered  by 
the  Congress. 

It  is  a  question  of  whether,  in  our  desire  to  be  of  assistance 
to  humanity,  we  should  make  this  departure  from  the  present 
law.  Personally  I  doubt  il  this  legislation,  if  enacted  by 
Congress,  will  amount  to  a  great  deal.  I  say  that  for  two 
reasons:  First,  the  legislation  requires  that  the  safe  conduct 
of  these  vessels  be  guaranteed  by  all  of  the  belligerent  nations. 
I  doubt  that  that  will  happen.  Suppose,  for  instance,  appli- 
cation is  made  to  Germany  for  safe  conduct  for  one  of  these 
vessels  for  these  refugee  children,  and  Gennany  simply  does 
nothing  about  it.  In  her  business  of  prosecuting  the  war  she 
does  not  answer  that  request.  Then  it  would  be  nugatory. 
The  ship  could  not  go  there  and  therefore  I  doubt,  from  that 
standpoint,  if  it  would  be  practical. 

Then  the  other  question  involved,  it  seems  to  me.  is  whether 
the  English  people,  whom  of  course  this  bill  in  its  final  analy- 
sis is  aimed  to  assist,  would  be  willing  for  their  children,  in 
this  bitter  sea  warfare,  to  embark  upon  a  vessel  imder  those 
hazardous  conditions. 

You  can  readily  see  what  would  happen  if  an  American 
vessel  with,  say.  2,000  or  2.500  small,  innocent  English  chil- 
dren were  sunk  in  passage.  What  a  furor  would  be  raised  in 
this  country.    We  would  be  upon  the  verge  of  war. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  humane  effort  on  the  part  of  a  great 
humane  government  to  save  the  lives  of  possibly  untold  thou- 
sands of  innocent,  helpless,  little  children.  While  I  have 
some  misgivings  about  its  practical  operation  and  am  appre- 
ciative of  its  serious  implications,  I  shall  support  the  resolu- 
tion and  the  legislation. 

What  I  have  tried  to  say  is  that  I  think  this  House  ought 
to  give  serious  consideration  to  this  legislation,  and  when  the 
sponsor  of  the  bill  and  those  familiar  with  it  who  have  given 
great  study  to  it  address  you  on  the  subject  I  hope  you  will 
give  them  the  attention  they  deserve  and  to  the  subject  the 
serious  thought  it  merits. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  at  the  conclusion  of  business  and  other  special 
orders  today  I  may  address  the  House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMITTING    AMERICAN    VESSELS    TO     ASSIST    IN     EVACTTATION    OP 

REFUGEE  CHILDREN 

Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  is  recog- 
nized for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  fair  and  open  rule,  and 
there  should  be  no  objection  to  the  rule  or  to  the  considera- 
tion of  this  important  piece  of  legislation.  This  is  a  human- 
itarian proposal,  nothing  more  or  nothing  less.  We.  in  the 
United  States,  should  be  grateful  and  thankful  every  day  in 
the  week  that  we  are  able  to  keep  out  of  the  European  War, 
and  we  propose  to  try  to  keep  out  of  foreign  wars  now  and 
hereafter.  But  we  have  a  certain  moral  and  humanitarian 
duty  and  obligation  to  those  stricken  European  nations  suf- 
fering as  a  result  of  the  horrors  of  modem  warfare. 

This  proposal  merely  enables  Americans  who  want  to. 
to  provide  the  money  to  send  mercy  ships  over  to  bring 
back  refugee  children  from  the  war-stricken  countries  of 
Europe.  It  also  provides  that  before  they  may  do  so  all 
belligerent  nations  must  give  their  approval  and  consent,  in 
order  to  guarantee  the  safety  of  these  ships.  In  other  words. 
Great  Britain,  Italy,  and  Germany  must  consent  to  having 
these  American  ships  go  into  the  war  zone  to  bring  back 
refugee  children.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  compulsion,  we  cannot 
force  Gkrmany,  England,  or  Italy  to  give  their  consent,  but 
I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  all  of  these  countries,  if  properly 
asked,  will  gladly  give  their  consent  to  a  humanitarian  pro- 
posal of  this  kind.  I  think  it  will  have  the  support  of  most 
of  the  American  people,  certainly  of  all  the  church  elements 
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in  the  country,  for  It  Is  a  .tep  toward  providing  shelter  and 
safety  to  the  youth  of  Europe,  and  at  this  moment  particu- 
larly of  England. 

No  one  in  this  Congress  knows  when  total  war  will  break 
out  in  England.  No  one  knows  whether  it  will  break  out 
this  week  or  next  month,  but  when  it  does  English  cities  may 
be  wiped  out  by  airplane  bombs  and  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
helpless  and  Innocent  children  wounded  or  killed. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Some  question  has  been 
raised,  and  several  Members  have  asked  me,  with  reference 
to  the  effect  the  passage  of  this  resolution  might  have  on 
increasing  the  number  of  immigrants  to  come  into  this 
country. 

Mr.  FISH.  This  does  not  interfere  at  all  with  our  immi- 
gration laws.  Most  of  these  children  will  come  into  the 
country  under  temporary  visas  of  6  months*  duration. 

If  the  war  is  over  in  6  months,  they  will  go  back  home.  If 
the  war  should  continue  for  a  year.  I  assume  the  visas  would 
be  extended  another  6  months.  If  anyone  wants  to  come  in 
from  England  under  the  American  quota,  the  quota  is  far.^ 
from  exhausted;  and  if  these  children  want  to  come  in  per- 
manently, they  can  come  in  until  the  quota  is  exhausted.  But, 
according  to  the  British  Government  as  announced  by  its 
Ambassador,  Lord  Lothian,  not  more  than  50.000  English 
children  have  applied  for  admission  into  this  country.  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  private  capital  will  be  able  to  pro- 
vide sufficient  ships  to  bring  over  as  many  as  50.000.  The 
Congress  of  the  United  States  should  not  in  any  way  put  any 
monkey  wrenches  into  the  machinery  of  this  idealistic  meas- 
ure, or  in  any  way  delay  the  immediate  consideration  of  this 
humanitarian  proposel  to  enable  those  who  have  the  money 
to  provide  the  means  to  bring  these  young  war  victims  out  of 
the  danger  zones.  This,  in  a  nutshell,  is  the  proposition,  and 
it  is  not  only  humanitarian  but  it  is  idealistic,  generous,  and 
the  American  way. 

Mr.  BEAM.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BEAM.  I  am  sympathetic  with  what  the  gentleman 
says,  but  I  am  Interested  to  know  if  the  chUdren  from 
other  countries,  for  instance.  Poland,  Belgitmi,  and  so  forth, 
are  to  be  beneficiaries  of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  asked  that  question. 
This  bill  does  not  apply  to  England  alone;  it  applies  to  all 
war-stricken  countries  equally.  It  could  apply  to  China,  to 
Poland,  Denmark.  Norway,  Holland.  Belgium,  and  France,  or 
to  any  other  country  that  may  be  invaded.  I  do  not  believe 
I  would  support  the  measure  if  it  applied  to  any  one  particular 
nation. 

Mr.  BEAM.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  gentleman  state  that 
because  we  are  interested  in  all  these  children. 

Mr.  FISH.  As  soon  as  I  get  through  discussing  this  phase 
of  the  bill  I  want  to  go  a  little  further  and  make  some  remarks 
regarding  the  appalling  famine  situation  arising  in  western 
Europe.  I  could  not  support  this  bill  if  an  amendment  were 
adopted  to  do  away  with  the  proviso  which  requires  the  con- 
sent and  approval  of  all  belligerent  nations.  I  think  it  would 
be  extremely  dangerous  to  strike  that  out  and  to  permit  these 
mercy  ships  to  go  into  the  war  zones  without  any  guaranty. 
It  would  be  too  dangerous  for  the  children  themselves  and  too 
dangerous  for  the  United  States  of  America,  because  it  might 
involve  us  in  war. 

Mr.  MASON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  Then  the  picture  painted  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missisippi  of  a  ship  with  2,500  children  on  It  being  sunk 
could  not  possibly  happen  if  we  live  up  to  that  clause  and 
that  protection? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  would  advise  the  House  to  vote  down  the  bill 
if  that  clause  is  stricken  out. 

Mr.  MASON.    I  wUl  too. 

Mr.  FISH.  As  tong  as  I  am  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  I  will  do  nothing  that  will  jeopardize  the  peace  of 
America  or  do  anything  to  involve  us  in  war. 


Mr.  MASON.  That  Is  the  one  clause  in  the  bill  that  pro- 
tects us  from  becoming  involved  in  the  war. 

Mr.  KELLER.   Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Does  the  gentleman  not  believe  that  if  we 
make  It  clear  this  will  also  include  German  children  and 
Italian  children,  in  case  they  also  become  refugees,  it  would 
clarify  the  situation? 

Mr.  FISH.  The  language  Is  perfectly  clear.  It  does  apply 
to  Germans,  to  the  French,  Dutch,  and  Belgians,  and  to  all 
refugee  children  equally. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  this  bill  does 
not  mention  any  nation  or  any  of  the  belligerent  countries. 
It  is  an  open  bill  and  applies  to  any  country  that  is  named 
in  the  proclamation  issued  by  the  President.  If  you  are 
going  to  name  Germany,  then  you  will  have  to  name  all  of 
the  countries.    This  applies  to  all  countries  now. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  wanted  to  have  the  issue  clar- 
ified for  the  House  so  that  It  will  be  definitely  understood.  As 
the  bill  Is  written  all  countries  are  provided  for. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    It  says  so  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  KELLER.  I  did  not  ask  whether  we  should  mention 
Germany  or  any  other  nation  in  the  bill.  What  has  occurred 
to  me  is  simply  this:  If  we  pass  the  bill,  and  I  hope  we  will,  I 
want  It  made  clear  that  when  we  ask  for  these  rights  to  go 
in  there  and  have  our  ships  respected,  we  can  say  to  Germany 
and  Italy,  "Your  refugee  children  will  also  be  Included  in 
this,"  and  I  think  under  those  circumstances  we  will  receive 
the  kind  of  consideration  we  should. 

Mr.  FISH.  The  gentleman  Is  correct.  If  we  had  specified 
Great  Britain,  for  instance,  all  these  other  nations  would  ob- 
ject, and  they  would  have  a  right  to  object,  but  we  have 
specified  no  nation.  This  is  a  humane  proposition.  We 
are  trying  to  do  our  bit  in  America  to  fight  man's  inhumanity 

against  man. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  FISH.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  sympathetic  with  the 
object  sought  to  be  attained  by  the  bill.  In  view  of  some  of 
the  pictures  we  have  seen  of  these  refugee  children  coming 
from  abroad  with  their  governesses  and  their  nurses,  may  I 
ask  if  the  adults  in  charge  of  the  children  should  not  be  lim- 
ited to  American  citizen  adult  personnel? 

Mr.  FISH.  Permit  me  to  read  in  answer  to  the  gentleman 
an  extract  from  a  letter  from  the  British  Ambassador,  L6i-d 
Lothian,  to  me  under  the  date  of  July  30,  1940: 

AppllcatlOM  to  the  Children's  Overaeaa  Reception  Board  for 
evacuation  to  the  United  States  already  exceeds  32,000.  of  which 
10.000  are  for  located  homee.  It  is  estimated  that  the  applications 
would  reach  a  figure  of  60,000.  The  great  majority  of  theae  chU- 
dren are  from  homes  other  than  those  of  rich  parents.  Ninety- 
eight  percent  of  the  applications  are  In  respect  to  children  from 
grant-aided  schools. 

This  shows  that  98  percent  of  the  English  children  will 
come  from  poor  parents. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  How  about  this  adult  per- 
sonnel? Under  the  present  language  you  can  bring  in  Just 
as  many  adult  nurses  and  tutors  as  you  can  children.  There 
is  no  provision  preventing  that. 

Mr.  FISH.  This  bill  in  no  way  changes  the  Immigration 
laws.  Those  nurses  might  be  able  to  get  a  temporary  visa  or 
If  they  wanted  to  they  could  get  permanent  visas  because  the 
quota  is  far  from  exhausted. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  5  additional  min- 
utes. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  j^eld  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  There  has  been  some  discussion 
here  about  the  children  of  Belgium.  Poland,  Norway,  and 
Sweden.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  under  present  conditions  Great 
Britain  is  sending  boats  over  here,  bringing  their  chUdren 
over  here,  and  has  access  to  this  country,  while  the  boata  of 
Norway,  Poland,  Belgium,  and  Sweden  have  difficulty  coming 
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over  here?    Under  this  bill  It  would  permit  them  all  to  come 
over? 

Mr.  PISH.  There  is  no  discrimination  in  the  bill.  It  woiild 
permit  all  refugee  children  to  come  over.  May  I  say  that  the 
reason  why  the  British  Government  does  not  send  them  over 
In  their  own  ships  is  contained  In  Lord  Lothian's  letter,  part 
of  which  reads  as  follows: 

His  Majesty's  Government  has  decided  that  It  cannot  assume  the 
respoiMlbtllty  for  sending  children  to  the  North  American  continent 
tn  British  ships  unless  they  are  convoyed.  As  there  Is  a  lack  ol 
convoyed  British  ships  at  present  the  Board  Is  unable  Itself  to  take 
the  responsibility  for  sending  children  to  the  United  State*. 

The  ships  that  we  send  over  there  will  not  be  convoyed,  under 
the  terms  of  this  bill,  and  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  the 
American  flag  must  be  flown  at  all  times,  spotlighted  at  night, 
and  painted  on  both  sides  of  the  ship,  like  the  Red  Cross 
ships  under  a  previous  act  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  will  there 
be  any  refugee  children  come  except  from  Great  Britain? 

Mr.  PISH.  I  rather  think  that  at  the  moment  the  children 
in  the  greatest  danger  are  the  British  children.  I  think  for 
the  next  few  months — and  I  hope  this  bill  will  be  passed 
within  the  next  few  days.  The  children  to  come  here  will 
probably  l>e  British  children  in  order  to  get  them  out  of  the 
war  zone  immedialely  and  away  from  the  dangers  of  airplane 
bomt>ing  that  is  expected  over  the  big  cities  of  England  within 
the  next  30  days. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  They  will  not  come  here 
under  the  quota? 

Mr.  FISH.  The  English  quota  is  still  tmcxhausted,  but 
refugee  children  could  come  from  other  nations  on  tempo- 
laxy  visas  for  6  months,  which  could  be  extended  if  necessary. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  In  other  words,  it  is  planned 
for  all  of  them  to  come  in  under  temporary  visas. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  PISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  5  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.     What  would  happen  if  the 
war  should  last  5  years  or  6  years  or  10  years?     We  might 
■extend  them  and  extend  them  and  then  they  might  marry 
here. 

Mr.  FISH.  If  the  war  should  last  a  long  time  these  visas 
would  be  extended.  Naturally,  we  cannot  bring  over  a  great 
quantity  of  children.  I  do  not  believe  we  can  bring  over 
the  50.000.  I  do  not  believe  we  can  get  enough  money  to 
send  the  ships  over  to  take  care  of  50.000.  but  if  the  war 
should  last  these  visas  would  be  extended  until  the  war 
ended,  if  it  were  1  year  or  5  years.  They  are  al!  young  chil- 
dren; and  all  of  these  children,  before  they  come  here  and 
before  they  get  on  an  American  ship,  have  been  assured  that 
American  citizens  are  willing  to  adopt  them  and  their  ability 
to  take  care  of  them  has  been  investigated  and  approved. 
So  we  are  in  no  way  Iwthered  financially,  or  in  any  other 
way.  If  they  should  remain  here  1  or  2  or  3  years. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  my  friend  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  may  say  that  I  am  in  sympathy  with  the 
spirit  of  this  bill,  but  ought  there  not  to  be  some  limitation? 
If  we  are  going  to  hold  out  to  the  whole  world  that  we  are 
going  to  be  an  asylum  for  all  the  oppressed  children,  ought  we 
not  to  put  in  a  limitation  of  5.000,000  or  10.000.000  or 
25.000.000,  so  we  will  know  where  we  are  going? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  I  think  It  would  be 
probably  a  happy  and  proper  thing  to  put  in  a  limitation  of 
100.000. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.    It  seems  to  me  that  is  important. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  do  not  believe  we  could  reach  that  figure,  or 
anywhere  near  that  figure.  I  do  not  think  we  can  even  reach 
the  figure  of  50.000:  but  I  certainly  believe,  as  one  who  is  a 
member  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  that  I  would  vote 
for  ahy  such  amendment  limiting  it  to  100.000,  and  that  would 
take  care  of  what  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Rob- 
szoHl  also  has  in  mind. 


Mr.  TAYLOR.  And  ought  there  not  to  be  a  limitation  on 
the  personnel  that  can  come  along  with  them?  Will  not  all 
the  fathers  and  mothers  and  cousins  and  uncles  and  aunts 
want  to  come  along  with  them? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  do  not  believe  the  fathers  and  mothers  can 
come  over. 

Mr.  MASON.    The  bill  specifies  "imder  16  years  of  age." 

Mr.  FISH.  Only  nurses  can  come  over,  I  understand,  with 
tlie  younger  children. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  do  feel  there  ought  to  be  a  limitation  of 
that  kind. 

Mr.  FISH.  This  is  a  wide-open  rule,  and  I  am  sure  we  all 
want  to  do  the  humanitarian  thing  and  at  the  same  time  we 
want  to  protect  American  interests. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.    Yes. 

Mr.  FISH.  And  I  think  any  proper  amendment  like  that 
ought  to  t>e  accepted  by  the  committee,  and  while  I  do  not 
speak  for  the  committee,  I  believe  the  committee  will  accept 
any  such  amendment. 

Mr.  STEFAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Is  this  bill  approved  by  the  Department  of 
State? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  cannot  answer  ^at  question.  Does  any  mem- 
ber of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Coihmittee  know  whether  this  bill 
has  been  approved  by  the  State  Department? 

Mr.  BLOOM.    I^will  say.  "Yes." 

Mr.  FISH.   .That  is  a  good  guess,  Sol. 

Mr.  BLOOM.     No;  it  is  not  a  good  guess. 

Mr.  FISH.    Well,  I  will  guess  the  same  way. 

Mr.  STEFAN,  If  the  gentleman  will  yield  further,  the 
quota  from  Great  Britain,  as  I  understand,  is  65,000  a  year. 

Mr.  FISH.     Yes. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  And  under  the  quota  there  can  come  from 
Great  Britain  10  percent  per  month. 

Mr.  FISH.    Yes. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Does  the  gentleman  know  how  many  of  the 
British  citizens  have  taken  advantage  of  the  quota  this  year 
under  the  10  percent  per  month  or  has  that  10  percent  per 
month  been  changed  and  made  fiexlble  in  order  to  bring  over 
these  children? 

Mr.  FISH.  I  think  very  few  British  citizens  have  taken 
advantage  of  it,  but  on  the  other  hand  I  understand  the  quota 
has  been  changed  so  that  if  these  refugee  children  want  to 
come  in  permanently,  they  can  come  in  beyond  the  quota 
allowed  for  each  month  but  not  beyond  the  total  of  the  annual 
quota. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Then  more  than  10  percent  British  children 
could  come  in  under  the  regular  quota  of  65,000? 

Mr.  FISH.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  does  the  gentleman  also 
understand  that  last  year  63.000  British  people  did  not  take 
advantage  of  the  quota? 

Mr.  FISH.    That  ?s  correct. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  v 

Mr.  FISH.     Yes.  \ 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  the  belief  of  many 
that  this  legislation  really  is  not  necessary,  that  the  President 
has  the  power  under  section  3  (a)  of  the  present  act  to  allow 
these  ships  to  go  over  there  and  bring  the  refugee  children 
into  this  coimtry?  But  as  the  President  has  not  acted  this 
legislation  is  considered  necessary,  is  it  not,  in  order  to  expe- 
dite the  matter? 

Mr.  FISH.  This  is  an  amendment  to  the  neutrality  law. 
I  doubt  very  much  whether  the  President  has  that  power. 
If  he  did  exercise  it,  it  might  be  questioned. 

Mr.  DUNN.     Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    Yes. 

Mr.  DUNN.  I  wonder  if  it  is  possible  for  us  to  bring  every 
person  from  Europe  over  to  this  country? 

Mr.  FISH.  No;  I  do  not  think  it  is,  and  I  do  not  think  It 
is  desirable. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  again  expired. 
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Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  take  5  minutes  more. 

Mr.  HARE.  Does  not  the  gentleman  think  there  should  be 
some  limitation  as  to  what  countries  these  refugees  should 
come  from? 

Mr.  FISH.  No;  I  do  not  believe  in  specifying  any  nation, 
but  I  think  they  should  come  from  the  war  rones  or  the  war- 
stricken  countries. 

Mr.  HARE.  Does  not  the  gentleman  think  that  making 
no  discrimination  would  be  a  contribution  to  Germany  and 
to  her  carrying  on  her  warfare? 

Mr.  FISH.  Not  in  any  possible  way.  Germany  has  to  ap- 
prove this  bill  before  it  becomes  imperative,  and  I  hope  that 
she  will. 

Mr.  HARE.  She  will  approve  It  and  send  all  of  these 
refugees  over  here  for  us  to  support. 

Mr.  FISH.  They  are  not  sending  German  children  out  of 
Germany. 

Mr.  HARE.  But  they  may  send  children  out  of  conquered 
countries. 

Mr.  MOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISH.     Yes. 

Mr.  MOTT.  In  respect  to  the  suggestion  that  German 
children  might  come  here.  I  think  under  the  language  of  this 
bill  it  could  not  apply  to  German  children,  because  this  speci- 
fies children  under  16  years  of  age  fieeing  from  the  war  zone. 
No  German  children  are  fleeing  from  the  war  zone. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  now  digress  for  a  moment 
from  this  bill,  though  not  very  far,  and  read  a  statement  from 
the  American  Ambassador  to  Belgium.  Mr.  John  Cudahy,  and 
I  hope  the  House  will  bear  with  me  for  a  few  minutes  while  I 
read  a  brief  statement  and  give  attention  to  it.  Our  Ambas- 
sador to  Belgium  has  this  to  say: 

If  3rou  think  Europe  Is  a  howling  hell  now,  there  are  no  words  In 
the  English  language  adequate  to  describe  what  It  will  be  next 
Winter  unless  something  Is  done  about  it. 

That  is  what  he  told  newspapermen,  and  outside  of  this 
statement  he  had  no  definite  suggestion  except  to  say  that  he 
was  on  his  way  to  America,  where  he  would  tell  people  what 
he  had  seen  and  thought,  and  his  thought  was: 

Tou  cannot  look  at  8.000,000  starring  people  without  doing 
something  about  It. 

This  t)ill,  in  my  opinion,  stands  on  its  own  merits  and  is 
aimed  primarily  to  bring  refugee  children  from  the  war- 
stricken  parts  of  Europe  over  to  this  country,  but  I  believe 
that  we  must  eventually  go  much  further.  During  the  World 
War  we  fed  all  of  Belgium.  Can  we,  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  and  the  American  people,  wash  our  hands  of 
the  appalling  famine  situation  m  these  stricken  countries? 
Can  we  sit  quiet  and  let  millions  of  European  children  starve 
to  death  in  France,  Belgium,  Holland,  Denmark.  Norway,  and 
Poland? 

Can  we  do  that  this  winter  when  our  granaries  are  glutted 
and  bursting  with  food,  when  we  have  surplusage  in  wheat 
and  corn  and  all  kinds  of  foodstuffs,  meat,  and  pork?  Cer- 
tainly that  is  not  the  American  way  if  we  can  prevent  this 
mass  starvation  of  women  and  children  without  Injuring  our 
peace  or  our  own  food  supply.  We  should  help  these  suffering 
nations  and  prevent  starvation  not  only  in  Belgium,  but  in 
the  rest  of  war-ravaged  Ehjrope.  I  believe  this  is  the  first 
step,  merely,  bringing  a  limited  number  of  refugee  children 
over  here,  but  that  the  biggest  step  is  to  prevent  millions  of 
European  women  and  children  from  starving  this  winter.  I 
deny  that  this  would  help  Germany  or  the  German  Army. 
We  sent  700  ships  abroad  to  help  Belgium  relief  in  the  last 
war,  and  Mr.  Hoover  said  not  one  pound  of  those  foodstuffs 
went  to  the  German  Army.  We  may  be  called  upon  to  feed 
these  starving  children  and  women  in  France  and  Belgium, 
and  possibly  other  countries,  as  we  did  from  1915  to  1920. 

We  can  set  up  an  American  commission.  We  can  see  to  It 
that  none  of  this  food  gets  into  the  hands  of  the  German 
Army.  I  say  to  you  this  Is  the  American  way;  this  Is  the 
humane  way;  this  Is  the  only  way  that  we  can  prevent 
starvation  In  western  Europe  at  the  present  time.  We  have 
a  tremendous  surplus  of  food  supplies  and  I  hope  the  Con- 
gress will  do  the  generous  thing  and  the  big  thing  when  the 
time  comes  for  proper  and  adequate  legislation.    [Applause.] 


Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker,  wlU  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  FISH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  I  know  the  gentleman  will 
be  pleased  to  know  that  a  resolution  I  introduced  today  at 
the  opening  of  the  House  provides  Just  what  he  has  stated. 

Mr.  FISH.  Well.  I  believe  that  time  has  come  and  I  hope 
the  gentleman  will  press  the  resolution.  I  will  support  it  m 
every  possible  way  from  now  until  it  is  enacted  Into  law. 
[Applause.] 

(Here  the^^vel  fell.] 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  I  Mr.  CellekI. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  going  to  recite  some- 
thing familiar  to  you: 

Between  the  dark  and  the  daylight,  when  the  night  is  beginning 

to  lower, 
CXnnes  the  pause  In  the  day's  occupations  that  is  known  as  the 

children's  hour. 

The  children's  hour  In  England,  alas,  Is  fraught  with  the 
greatest  peril.  Gone  is  the  deep  sense  of  happiness  and  con- 
tentment found  in  family  life.  The  parents  of  English  chil- 
dren are  occupied  day  and  night  with  the  defense  of  their 
country.  Added  to  this  tremendous  responsibility  Is  the 
dreadful  knowledge  that  their  children  will  be  forced  to  en- 
dure with  them  the  threatened  horrors  of  a  Nazi  "blitzkrieg." 
Parents  throughout  the  world  will  admit  that  recognition  of 
this  factor  alone  must  require  all  the  courage  the  English 
can  simimon. 

There  is  no  time  to  lose. 

Imagine  for  one  moment  the  Heinkels,  the  Junkers,  spit- 
ting forth  their  volumes  of  deadly  fire  from  high  altitudes, 
out  of  effective  range  of  British  antiaircraft  guns  tielow. 
There  will  be  no  discrimination  as  to  children.  The  Nazi 
huftwaffe  will  not  bother  to  determine  between  factory, 
school,  airdrome,  orphan  asylums,  children's  homes,  and  oil 
dumps.  All  will  be  treated  alike  by  death-precnant  Stukas. 
The  threatened  destruction  of  London  from  above  focuses 
our  attention  upon  the  recent  destruction  of  Rotterdam,  in 
which  54  Dorniers,  Junkers,  and  Heinkels  killed  30,000  people 
and  reduced  the  center  of  the  city  to  rubble  in  7 '72  minutes. 
But,  instead  of  54  planes,  there  may  be  1,500  or  more  planes 
over  London,  Liverpool,  and  other  thickly  populated  sections 
of  England.  Hitler  is  reported  to  have  threatened  to  send 
over  England  ten  to  fifteen  thousand  death-dealing  sky 
wolves.  Before  that  day  comes,  let  us  hasten  the  passage  of 
the  bill  providing  for  these  mercy  ships  for  children. 

All  that  this  bill  does  is  to  provide  an  exception  to  the 
Neutrality  Act,  an  exception  which  we  have  already  pro- 
vided for  other  mercy  ships,  which  we  call  Red  Cross  ships. 
Section  4  of  the  Neutrality  Act  says  that  Red  Cross  ships 
can  proceed  to  and  through  combat  zones  imder  safe  con- 
duct. We  have  even  gone  so  far  as  to  take  out  the  words 
"safe  conduct"  by  a  recent  amendment  about  3  weeks  ago 
with  reference  to  section  4.  But  I  feel  that  safe  conduct 
should  be  provided  for  these  mercy  ships  for  children  to 
reduce  the  possibility  of  war  involvement. 

I  will  say  that  Mussolini  and  Hitler  would  not  dare  refuse 
safe  conduct  under  those  conditions.  They  have  l)een  con- 
demned in  the  court  of  public  opinion  for  many  other  things, 
but  as  to  this,  the  rescue  of  children  in  this  merciful  fashion. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  there  will  be  no  denial  of  that  safe  con- 
duct as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  proceeding  of  these  ships 
to  this  rescue  work. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  CELLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Is  there  any  other  pledge  made 
by  Hitler  and  Mussolini,  or  by  either  of  them,  that  they  have 
not  broken  when  it  suited  their  pleasure  or  their  supposed 
advantage  to  break  or  disregard?  What  real  assurance  have 
you? 

Mr.  CELLER.    You  have  no  assurance. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Do  we  want  to  Invite  the  bring- 
ing In  of  refugee  children  in  American  ships  depending  merely 
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upon  the  assurance  or  pledge  of  safe  conduct  by  men  whose 
pledged  word  has  been  broken  on  every  occasion?  For  my 
part.  I  am  not  willing  to  assiune  the  responsibility  of  encour- 
aging such  a  risk. 

Mr.  CELLER.  I  am  willing  to  take  that  chance.  The 
record  must  be  made  clear.  There  is  some  danger  that  those 
men  will  not  keep  their  plighted  word.  They  may  refuse  to 
continue  that  safe  conduct,  but  I  doubt  whether  they  will 
do  that.  They  would  not  risk  condemnation  in  the  world 
court  of  public  opinion.  I  am  sure  that  they  will  give  safe 
conduct,  and  that  we  need  not  offer  unnecessary  alarms  in  that 
regard. 

British  children,  and  children  of  other  nations  who  have 
sought  refuge  there  must,  in  the  name  of  humanity,  be 
brought  to  safety. 

I  and  one  of  my  colleagues  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Hennings]  offered  a  bill  amending  the  Neutrality  Act 
so  as  to  permit  the  sending  of  American  ships  for  this  pur- 
pase.  A  composite  bill  has  been  recommended  by  the  FV)reign 
Affairs  Committee,  and  is  now  pending  before  you  in  the 
House.  More  than  200.000  British  families  have  registered 
their  children  with  the  children's  overseas  reception  committee 
In  London.  Funds  are  available  for  the  payment  of  passage 
for  these  unfortunate  victims  of  Nazi  hate.  Funds  will  be 
available  for  the  poor  children  as  well.  Machinery  has  been 
set  up  for  the  selection  and  the  sending  of  these  children 
to  us. 

As  the  situation  now  prevails,  there  are  no  ships  available 
In  England  that  could  be  used  to  rescue  these  children  from 
Nazi  Stukas  and  Ixjmbers.  Practically  all  of  England's  naval 
strength  is  engaged  in  the  coastal  defense  of  the  island  and 
in  an  active  blockade,  which  Is  another  form  of  defense. 
^  To  send  our  ships  which  are  now  lying  idle  is  an  act  of 
rfjeer  mercy — the  nth  degree  of  humanity — to  save  and  spare 
these  helpless  children  from  a  Nazi  holocaust.  We  have  the 
mearis — transports  and  funds.  Dare  we  refuse?  I  think  it 
would  be  a  blot  upon  our  national  escutcheon  which  would 
remain  forever. 

In  a  short  space  of  time  many  millions  of  dollars  have  been 
made  available  in  the  United  States  for  the  housing  and  care 
of  these  children.  Organizations  sponsored  by  highly  repu- 
table citizens  have  been  organized  to  undertake  the  problem 
of  the  adequate  attention  these  hapless  refugees  will  require. 
Responsible  groups  in  more  than  a  score  of  States  are  ready 
and  waiting  to  accomplish  the  task.  Thousands  of  homes  in 
America  are  wiling  to  open  their  doors  to  these  unfortunate 
children. 

The  United  States  Government  is  not  asked  to  assume  any 
risk  or  cost.  All  that  is  requested  is  that  the  barrier  now 
existing  will  be  removed,  so  that  United  States  citizens  will  be 
permitted  to  evacuate  and  receive  these  children. 

In  the  bill  that  I  offered  and  in  the  bill  reported  favorably 
by  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  of  the  House,  no  attempt  is 
made  to  strike  at  or  whittle  away  the  provisions  of  the  Neu- 
trahty  Act.  The  act  remains  unimpaired.  Simply  another 
section  is  added  thereto.  I  refer  to  the  so-called  Red  Cross 
secUon.  4.  of  the  Neutrality  Act.  which  permits  an  exception 
to  the  general  prohibitions  contained  therein,  in  that  Ameri- 
can Red  Cross  ships,  proceeding  under  the  consent  and  so- 
called  safe  conduct  of  the  belligerent  nations,  may  enter 
combat  areas. 

The  biU  I  offered  and  the  bUl  which  has  been  reported 
favorably  would  permit  the  transportaUon  by  vessels  of  United 
States  registry  in  l)allast.  unarmed,  and  not  under  convoy,  of 
refugee  children  not  over  the  age  of  12  years  fleeing  from  war 
aones,  together  with  such  officials  and  adult  personnel  in 
charge  as  are  members  or  employees  of  suitable  and  well- 
recognized  organizations  approved  and  certified  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  state,  if  such  vessel  is  proceeding  under  safe  conduct 
granted  by  all  of  the  states  named  in  the  proclamations 
issued  by  the  President  and  provided  further  that  each  such 
vessel  has  painted  prominently,  distinctly,  and  immistakably 
on  each  side  thereof  an  American  flag  and  a  statement  that 
such  vessel  is  a  refugee-child  rescue  ship  of  the  United  States 
or  under  United  States  registry,  so  tliat  night  or  day  there  can 
be  no  mistake  as  to  the  identity  of  such  vessels. 


You  will  note  that  safe  conduct  Is  necessary;  that  Is.  if 
children  are  to  be  rescued  out  of  England  and  ships  are  to 
operate  from  British  ports,  and  as  Italy  and  Gtermany  are  bel- 
ligerents, consent  must  be  first  obtained  from  these  nations 
that  the  ships  may  proceed  to  the  United  States  with  these 
child  cargoes.  This  should  minimize  the  danger  of  such 
conveyance.  Furthermore,  only  those  organizations  which 
have  been  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  State  may  arrange  for 
transportation.  This  would  limit  this  work  to  well-flnanced 
and  reputable  groups.  With  these  ships  flying  the  American 
flag  and  plainly  marked  as  to  their  missions,  Nazi  bombers 
from  above  or  submarines  would  not  dare  bomb  or  torpedo 
ships  of  this  character.  Such  vessels  unmistakably  marked  as 
are  the  Red  Cross  ships  should  lead  to  no  danger  or  casualties. 
They  could  plainly  be  painted  with  the  American  flag  and 
high  letters  could  identify  them  as  rescue  ships. 

Electric  lights  at  night  could  be  used  to  mark  them  as 
mercy  ships.  The  Nazis  would  not  dare  fire  upon  them. 
There  is  no  danger  therefore  of  war  involvement.  There  is 
no  British  war  propaganda  connected  with  my  bill.  The 
saving  from  slaughter  is  not  limited  to  British  children.  In- 
fants of  all  nationals,  Belgian.  French,  Dutch.  German,  even 
Italian  and  Irish,  may  be  saved  from  death.  Furthermore, 
there  is  no  limitation  in  the  bill  as  to  German  children.  The 
Lord  only  knows  what  course  this  war  will  take.  The  time 
may  not  be  very  far  distant  when  German  children  will  like- 
wise be  imperiled.    This  bill  would  permit  their  rescue. 

Thousands  of  homes  in  America  are  now  available  for  these 
unfortunate  children.  Scores  of  committees  and  organiza- 
tions will  supply  all  necessary  funds.  Let  us  start  the  ships 
on  errands  of  mercy  at  once.  There  will  be  no  distinction 
as  to  wealth,  creed,  color,  or  nationality. 

There  are  a  niunber  of  ships  of  the  United  States  Lines, 
now  idle,  which  could  readily  be  used,  including  the  Wash- 
ington and  the  Manhattan.  Both  these  ships  contemplate 
tours  along  our  coastal  regions.  They  could  easily  l)e  diverted 
In  this  humanitarian  cause.  I  have  just  received  an  invita- 
tion to  voyage  from  Virginia  to  New  York  on  the  new  United 
States  liner  America.  This  is  one  of  our  best,  fastest,  and 
most  luxurious  liners  built  In  the  United  States.  This  ship, 
likewise,  could  enter  such  rescue  service. 

The  ruthless  slaughter  of  English  children  must  be  averted. 
"Hie  State  Department  has  removed  the  last  vestige  of  for- 
mality m  order  to  have  English,  as  well  as  any  Belgian.  Dutch, 
or  other  child  refugees  now  in  England  brought  to  this  coun- 
try, in  order  to  save  them  from  the  widely  advertised  Nazi 
reign  of  terror.  These  children  may  now  enter  as  Immigrants 
or  as  visitors. 

Furthermore,  the  admimstratlon,  with  a  deep  sense  of  the 
humanities  Involved,  has  made  it  unnecessary  to  require,  in 
each  individual  instance,  an  affidavit  of  support  from  a  rela- 
tive or  a  friend  of  each  child.  The  corporate  form  of  affi- 
davit has  now  been  approved,  so  that  a  responsible  charitable 
organization,  such  as  the  United  States  Committee  for  the 
Care  of  European  Children,  may  now  guarantee  the  support 
of  as  many  children  as  their  funds  permit.  Therefore,  chil- 
dren without  friends  or  relatives  in  this  country  shall  be 
assured  of  support  while  they  remain  here. 

The  Nazi  Heinkels  will  not  discriminate,  and  children  will 
be  struck  down  by  the  thousands.  Such  wholesale  slaughter 
Is  unthinkable.  We  have  a  paramount  duty  to  evacuate  these 
English  children,  as  well  as  the  children  of  any  other  nation, 
who  have  sought  refuge  in  England.  This  should  be  done  as 
quickly  as  possible.  Thousands  of  Americans  have  offered 
their  homes  and  over  500  institutions  have  signified  their 
willingness  to  care  for  these  unfortunates. 

We  must  all  realize  the  horrible  effects  of  war  upon  chil- 
dren. We  know  from  experience  that  children  who  have  been 
through  war  are  no  longer  children.  Their  emotional  systems 
are  so  severely  shocked  that  it  takes  years  for  them  to  recover. 

Only  the  most  thick-skinned  Isolationist  could  refuse  to 
support  a  bill  of  this  character.  A  Gallup  poll  recently 
showed  that  6.000.000  families  In  the  United  States  stood 
ready  to  shelter  these  young  unfortunates  for  the  duration 
of  the  war.  In  1  week.  20.000  inquiries  were  received  and 
they  conUnued  to  arrive  at  the  rate  of  500  per  day 
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Of  course,  absolute  safety  for  these  children,  either  now 
in  Great  Britain  or  even  on  the  high  seas  is  not  assurable. 
It  is  a  question  of  compiarable  danger.  In  Great  Britain  at 
the  present  time  danger  hangs  over  the  head  of  every  child  ' 
every  time  a  Nazi  bomber  approaches.  In  American  ships 
which  have  been  properly  identifled.  both  night  and  day,  sail- 
ing a  well-known  course  given  in  advance  to  the  Germans, 
the  danger  should  be  negligible.  Even  Adolf  Hitler,  with  all 
his  ferocity,  woukl  not  dare  sink  a  shipload  of  children,  even 
if  he  could  stupidly  believe  there  would  be  a  military  or  naval 
advantage  gained  thereby.  The  conclusion,  even  to  that 
scoundrel,  must  be  that  the  sinking  of  such  a  ship  would  be 
likely  to  infuriate  a  nation.  It  may  be  that  securing  so-called 
safe  conduct  from  Germany  and  Italy  may  be  difficult,  but. 
easy  or  arduous,  the  attempt  must  be  made.  Italy  and  Ger- 
many would  l)e  eternally  damned  if  they  refuse. 

Frankly,  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe  ships  should  l)e  sent 
whether  safe  conduct  is  given  or  refused.  Again  I  say  Hitler 
or  Mussolini  would  not  dare  strike  at  these  ships  carrs^ng 
helpless  children.  Frtuikly,  pubUc  opinion  In  the  country 
wants  these  ships  to  go  on  this  errand  of  mercy,  regardless. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  when  difficulty  was  experienced  in  secur- 
ing safe  conduct  for  Red  Cross  ships,  we  immediately 
amended  the  Neutrality  Act  so  that  Red  Cross  ships  are  per- 
mitted to  go  on  their  missions  of  rescue  and  salvation  without 
safe  conduct. 

Curiously  enough,  when  hearings  were  held  before  the 
House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  the  chairman,  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York,  Congressman  Bloom,  read  a  report  that 
oiu"  Ambassador  to  Great  Britain,  the  Honorable  Joseph  P. 
Kennedy,  opposed  the  sending  of  United  States  vessels  for 
these  child  evacuees.  The  chairman  espoused  the  alleged 
objection  of  Ambassador  Kennedy.  Fortunately,  there  was 
present  at  the  hearing  Mr.  Marshall  Field,  chsdrman  of  the 
United  States  Committee  for  the  Care  of  European  Children, 
and  he  promptly  stated  that  such  report  of  such  objection 
by  Kennedy  was  an  utter  misrepresentation  and  imtrue.  He 
gave  as  his  authority  for  that  statement  no  less  a  personage 
than  the  Honorable  Sumner  Welles.  Under  Secretary  of  State. 
At  the  hearings,  questions  were  raised  concerning  Prime  Min- 
ister Churchill's  statement  In  the  House  of  Commons  a  week 
or  so  ago.  Efforts  were  made  thereby  to  discourage  the  pas- 
sage of  this  measure  of  child  rescue.  In  that  regard.  I  read 
from  an  editorial  appearing  In  the  New  York  Times: 

Mr.  Churchill  characterized  plans  for  the  wholesale  evacu- 
ation of  British  children  as  most  undesirable.  He  believed 
that  such  plans,  put  forward  In  Great  Britain  and  requiring 
the  use  of  British  ships  and  convoys,  reflected  a  state  of  panic 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  national  defense. 

But  he  added  that  an  American  movement  to  take  the 
children  out  of  danger  would  Immediately  engage  the  most 
earnest  consideration  of  His  Majesty's  Government.  There 
can  be  no  other  conclusion  than  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment is  willing  to  let  us  evacuate  in  American  ships  those 
children  whose  parents  wish  them  to  go.  though  It  is  reluct- 
ant to  risk  them  on  British  ships,  imable  to  detach  warships 
to  give  them  adequate  protection,  and  probably  hesitant  to 
push  the  plan,  on  its  own  initiative,  because  such  action  might 
be  regarded  as  defeatism. 

It  is  not  for  us  to  advise  the  British  Government.  What 
we  can  do  is  to  offer  such  facilities  as  the  Government  and 
people  of  Great  Britain  are  ready  to  use.  "Hie  safest  way — 
Indeed,  the  only  reasonably  safe  way— of  getting  refugee 
children  out  of  Great  Britain  Is  to  take  them  on  American 
ships,  lighted  at  night  and  beflagged  by  day  so  as  to  make  a 
mistake  as  to  their  identity  impossible. 

Furthermore,  it  has  been  stated  that  no  amendment  to 
the  Neutrality  Act  is  necessary  that  the  so-called  mercy  ships 
may  proceed  to  a  belligerent  nation  to  evacuate  refugee  chil- 
dren. I  have  examined  carefully  the  Neutrality  Act  and 
come  to  no  such  conclusion.  It  is  argued  In  some  quarters 
that  the  Neutrality  Act  gives  the  President  the  right  to  de- 
fine a  combat  area  and  that  it  would  be  unlawful  "except 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  for 
any  citizens  of  the  United  States  or  any  American  vessel  to 
proceed  into  or  throiigh  any  such  combat  are^" 
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But  this  means  that  the  President  can  issue  a  general 
regulation  to  permit  an  American  vessel  into  or  through  the 
combat  zone  and  do  anything  consistent  with  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  by  the  President.  It  is  argued  that 
the  President  could  issue  such  a  rule  and  refugee  children 
could  be  evacuated.  ' 

In  the  first  place.  Congress  never  intended  such  a  tre- 
mendous burden  to  l)e  placed  upon  the  President.  Suppose 
the  President  were  disincUned  to  issue  such  a  rule  or  reig:ula- 
tlon.  Congress  never  intended  placing  the  matter  squarely 
upon  the  President.  Congress,  therefore,  should  assume  this 
burden  Itself.  The  President  has  not  acted  up  to  this  junc- 
ture. If  he  clearly  had  such  a  power  or  thought  he  had  such 
a  power,  we  may  infer  from  his  inaction  that  be  lacks  the 
power.  He,  therefore,  puts  action  squarely  up  to  Congress. 
In  passing  the  Neutrality  Act,  Congress  did  not  contemplate 
the  evacuation  of  children.  Scan  the  debates  and  you  will 
find  no  mention  thereof.  Only  a  few  weeks  ago,  we  amended 
the  Neutrality  Act  and  again,  by  inference,  reaffirmed  these 
conclusions.  In  any  event,  there  should  be  no  doubt  els  to 
who  has  the  authority.  We  should  cut  the  Oordian  knot  of 
doubt  right  now.  The  bill  now  before  the  House  and  a  similar 
bill  now  t>efore  the  Senate  should  be  passed  expeditiously. 
Failure  to  pass  this  act  would  be  a  confession  of  our  inability 
to  rescue  these  innocents.  It  would  be  an  inexcusable  failure. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes,  the  balance 
of  my  time,  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  MicHEKnl. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  purpose  of  this  bill  is 
most  laudable.  We  must  realize,  however,  that  its  enactment 
Is  fraught  with  many  implications.  This  Is  the  first  amend- 
ment to  our  neutrality  law,  which  would  change  the  principle 
of  that  law. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman peld? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  only  have  5  x^inutes.  The  gentleman 
is  a  member  of  the  committee  and  will  have  plenty  of  time. 
He  possibly  refers  to  the  Red  Cross  ships.  "Hie  Red  Cross  is 
an  Institution  and  I  do  not  consider  this  bill  in  the  same 
class.  If  I  vote  for  this  bill,  I  sun  not  voting  without  some 
appreciation  of  what  I  am  doing.  We  cannot  settle  a  ques- 
tion like  this  by  reciting  poetry  from  the  Well  of  the  House. 
We  should  not  settle  this  question  that  might  put  us  into 
war  on  the  basis  of  sympathy  alone.  Every  instinct  within 
us  impels  us  to  vote  for  anything  that  would  help  the  children 
of  these  stricken  lands.  If  this  bill  becomes  law,  we  are 
authorizing  a  mercy  ship,  so-called,  to  go  into  belligerent 
waters  imder  the  American  fiag,  provided  it  has  been 
promised  safe  conduct  by  the  several  belligerent  nations. 
Now.  assume  that  all  these  nations  should  grant  consent, 
assume  that  they  should  all  keep  their  word,  assiune  that  the 
mercy  ship  should  be  blown  up  or  destroyed  by  a  floating 
mine — a  pure  accident.  England  has  lost  ships.  Belgium  has 
lost  ships,  Germany  has  lost  ships  during  this  conflict  by 
virtue  of  the  exploding  of  their  own  mines — not  Intentional, 
of  course,  but  accidents. 

Now  this  fioating-mine  danger  lurks  in  the  path  of  every 
ship  plsring  the  waters  near  and  about  these  belligerent  coun- 
tries. What  would  happen  if  one  of  these  mercy  ships,  laden 
with  its  cargo  of  precious  refugee  English  children,  should  be 
sunk  or  destroyed,  even  by  one  of  these  floating  mines?  It  is 
not  difficult  to  imagine  what  would  happen  in  the  United 
States.  The  news  would  be  broadcast  over  the  radio  and 
through  the  press.  Our  people  would  be  not  only  shocked, 
grieved,  and  depressed  but  they  would  be  belligerent  at  once. 
It  would  be  no  easy  task  to  convince  an  already  hysterical, 
wrought-up,  and  exasperated  people  that  the  explosion  was 
not  brought  about  through  German  treachery. 

I  think  we  are  all  agreed  that  there  is  an  overwhelming 
sentiment  in  America  favorable  to  the  Allies  or  England  at 
this  time.  This  is  because  of  the  ruthless  Hitler  way  of  doing 
things.  I  do  not  want  this  country  to  get  into  this  European 
war,  yet  I  realize  that  there  are  many  in  the  land  who  at 
this  good  hour  feel  that  duty  reqiUres  our  immediate  entry. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  are  many  who  do  not  want  to  enter 
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the  war  but  whose  feelings  would  be  so  aroused.  If  one  of 
these  mercy  shij)s  should  be  so  destroyed,  that  It  would  be 
almost  impossible  to  keep  this  country  out  of  the  conflict. 
It  docs  not  take  any  stretch  of  the  imagination  to  visualize 
Just  such  a  condition  and  therefore  sound  reasoning  must 
suggest  the  Inherent  dangers  in  a  biU  of  this  kind.  The  neu- 
trality law  has  kept  our  ships  out  of  belligerent  waters,  and 
as  a  re-^ult  we  have  avoided  incidents  which  lead  to  war. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  PiSHl  made  a  splen- 
did speech.  He  told  how  we  ought  to  take  care  of  these  chil- 
dren and  said  we  ought  to  keep  all  the  peoples  of  Europe 
from  starving  this  year.  That  Is  fine  Idealism  and  sentiment. 
That  Is  not  the  question  before  us  today,  however.  As  sug- 
nated  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  this  Is  the  opemng 
Mdge:  this  is  the  first  step:  and  Just  so  surely  as  we  are  here 
it  followf  naturally  that  this  legislation  is  the  forerunner 
of  similar  legislation  which,  if  carried  far  enough,  will  inevi- 
tably get  us  into  the  conflict  unless  we  are  almighty  careful. 
Now  is  the  time  to  stop  and  to  look  and  to  listen.  Let  us  not 
be  controlled  entirely  by  what  we  would  like  to  do. 

All  children  coming  on  these  mercy  ships  will  come  under 
the  immlgraUon  quota  law.  There  is  no  way  of  guessing 
the  number  Involved.  That  will  depend  entirely  upon  the 
.  generosity  of  American  citizens  who  provide  homes  for  these 
Nrhildren.  plus  the  generosity  and  activity  of  these  refugee 
children  organizations  that  arrange  the  details  in  connec- 
tion with  bringing  the  children  to  this  country.  We  must 
not  forget  that  In  time  this  legislation  may  bring  large 
numbers  of  children  to  our  shores  and.  after  the  war  is 
over  in  Europe,  we  may  be  confronted  with  another  prob- 
lem Of  course,  the  same  sentiment  that  prompts  us  in 
bringing  the  children  to  our  country  now  will  prevent  us 
from  returning  them  to  the  land  from  whence  they  came, 
unless  conditions  over  yonder  are  as  good  as  they  are  In 
this  country  at  that  time.  I  am  not  finding  any  fault  about 
this,  but  am  simply  pointing  out  what  will  happen.  We 
all  realize  that  this  is  the  situation. 

Now,  this  bill  is  before  us  today  because  of  the  activity 
of  those  refugee  organizations  interested  at  this  time  in 
chUdren  residing  in  England.  While  we  all  want  to  help 
those  children,  we  must  not  forget  that  the  children  in 
Norway,  Holland.  Sweden.  Prance,  and  other  over-run  coun- 
tries, parts  of  which  are  now  being  bombed,  also  appeal  to 
the  sympathy  of  our  people.  We  should  like  to  give  aid 
and  succor  to  all  of  them  but.  being  realists,  we  know  that 
this  cannot  happen.  At  the  most,  we  can  give  but  little 
assistance  in  this,  the  hour  of  peril  for  the  children  of 
Europe.  It  is  very  difClcult  to  vote  against  a  bill  of  this 
kind,  and  there  will  be  few.  if  any.  votes  against  it  in  the 
House.  Nevertheless,  the  Congress  is  approaching  the  time 
when  sentiment  cannot  possibly  control  and  when  we  must 
use  our  minds  as  well  as  yield  to  our  S3mipathetic  impulses. 
It  is  not  pleasant  to  address  the  House  in  this  vein.  and. 
believe  me,  I  would  not  be  doing  so  if  I  did  not  feel  that  it 
was  a  duty.  It  is  so  easy  to  have  one's  motives  miscon- 
strued In  these  days.  While  this  bill  will  undoubtedly  be- 
come a  law.  I  am  doubtful  of  its  efficacy  so  far  as  actual 
results  are  concerned.  At  least  it  is  a  humanitarian,  senti- 
mental gesture  in  keeping  with  our  American  ideals.  If  it 
does  become  law  and  is  put  into  operation,  then  the  most 
we  can  do  is  to  hope  that  none  of  the  things  I  have  sug- 
gested might  happen  to  these  mercy  ships  will  happen. 
[Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  felLl 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  1 3^eld  2  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  (Mr.  Kxllxr]. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  simply  want  to  ctill  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  provision  on  page  2  requiring  an 

American  flag  to  be  painted  on  each  side  of  the  ship.  In  my 
opinion  this  is  not  sufficient.  I  feel  it  is  quite  as  necessary 
that  an  American  flag  or  some  equally  plain  identifying  mark 
be  painted  on  the  superstructure  of  the  ship  to  be  clearly 
Visible  from  the  air.  I  propose  to  offer  an  amendment  pro- 
viding that  this  further  identifjing  mark  be  added  to  the 
^  flags  on  the  sides.     I  think  this  should  be  done  in  order  that 


airplanes  flying  over  such  a  ship  may  see  clearly  what  ship 
It  is. 

When  I  returned  from  Sweden  on  the  Kungsholm.  even  so 
early  In  the  war  as  that,  they  had  a  great  Swedish  flag 
painted  on  the  superstructure  of  the  ship  so  there  could  be 
no  mlsUke.  This  ought  to  be  done  in  the  case  of  these  refu- 
gee ships,  and  unless  someone  else  desires  to  offer  the  amend- 
ment I  suggest,  I  shall  certainly  do  so. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  5^eld  the  balance  of  my 
time  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  HenningsI. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri  is  recog- 
nized for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker.  If  the  Members  will  bear 
with  me  for  the  short  time  allotted  to  me  I  should  like  to 
make  a  statement  undertaking  in  as  simple  terms  as  I  am 
capable  to  point  out  that  this  bill  is  a  simple  measure  and 
does  not  involve  many  of  the  complex  aspects  which  have 
been  raised  by  some  of  the  questions  presented  here  by  the 
membership. 

This  measure  is  an  amendment  to  the  Neutrality  Act  of 
1939.  It  is  an  amendment  which  undertakes  to  provide  that 
certain  very  simple  things  be  done:  Namely,  that  section  4 
of  this  act  shall  not  prohibit  the  transportation  by  vessels  in 
ballast  unarmed  and  not  under  convoy,  of  refugee  children 
under  16  years  of  age  fleeing  war  zones,  together  with  such 
necessary  adult  personnel  in  charge  as  may  l>e  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  State. 

In  undertaking  to  answer  some  of  the  arguments  raised 
here  this  afternoon  I  certainly  do  not  want  to  impugn  either 
the  courage,  the  patriotism,  or  the  good  faith  of  any  Member 
of  this  body.  If  those  gentlemen  who  seriously  urge  with 
some  reason,  perhaps,  that  a  measure  of  this  kind  might  pro- 
ject the  American  people  into  war  because  of  the  atUck  on 
and  the  sinking  of  one  of  these  vessels  bearing  its  precious 
burden  of  children.  I  would  say  that  in  many  ways  the  be- 
ginning of  the  break-down  in  democracy  is  the  failure  of  those 
undertaking  to  speak  for  the  people  to  trust  democracy. 
Are  we  going  to  say  that  we.  the  Congress,  are  so  parsi- 
monious, so  timorous  that  when  given  an  opportunity  by  a 
simple  change  in  a  law  to  meet  a  cruel  emergency  which  I 
am  satisfied  was  not  contemplated  when  the  law  was  en- 
acted, are  we  to  say  that  because  of  the  possibiUty  of  some 
disaster  overtaking  these  children  on  the  high  seas  that  we 
prefer  to  have  them  bombed  and  gimned  to  death  like  rats 
in  the  alleys  of  London  or  Birmingham  because  of  a  remote 
chance  of  disaster  on  the  high  seas,  even  under  the  safe  con- 
duct of  the  belligerents?  Are  we  to  say  that  the  American 
people  who  have  already  spoken  upon  this  measure  are  not 
to  be  trusted?  That  if  because  of  some  tragedy  or  unfore- 
seen circumstances  one  of  these  ships  were  to  meet  disaster 
the  people  would  immediately  and  by  that  cause  alone  be 
impelled  to  enter  the  European  conflict? 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  you  do  discredit  to  the  good  sense 
and  to  the  temper  of  the  American  people.  It  has  been 
suggested  this  amendment  will  result  in  there  being  a  num- 
ber of  British  adult  persons  brought  over  to  the  United 
States.  It  has  also  been  suggested  that  there  may  be  a  great 
strain  placed  upon  the  Government  budget  or  upon  the  relief 
rolls  because  of  these  helpless  children  being  brought  to  our 
shores.  This  measure  specifically  provides  that  the  adult 
personnel  to  accompany  the  children  on  the  vessels  shall  be 
under  the  direction  and  supervision  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
I  may  say  to  the  House  that  into  my  own  office  within  the 
past  3  weeks  there  have  presented  themselves  a  dozen  Ameri- 
can women  who  are  wiUing  to  volunteer  their  services  to  go 
aboard  these  boats.  I  may  also  say  that  the  Seamen's  Union 
of  America  has  volunteered  to  man  one  of  these  ships  without 
one  cent  of  compensation.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a  high  regard  for  the  opinion,  the 
judgment,  and  good  faith  of  the  membership  of  this  House. 

but  if  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  in  this  country  are 
willing  to  contribute  of  their  services,  are  willing  to  talce  the 

Children  into  their  homes— and  there  are  many  thousands  of 
homes  now  on  record  that  are  willing  to  undertake  this  re- 
sponsibility— is  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  going  to 
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stand  supinely  and  callously  by,  indifferent  to  this  public 
demand,  when  the  American  people  want  action?  Are  we 
going  to  say  that  because  of  some  fancied  or  possibly  real, 
but,  I  think,  remote,  danger  of  our  being  carried  into  the  war 
they  should  not  be  permitted  to  do  this?    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  TARVER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  TARVER.  The  gentleman  speaks  of  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  homes.  Does  the  gentleman  contemplate  that  more 
than  the  immigration  quota  from  any  country  shall  be  ad- 
mitted under  the  provisions  of  his  bill? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  do  not  believe  the  gentleman  was 
present  when  the  question  was  iMresented  earlier  in  the 
debate. 

Mr.  TARVER.     Perhaps  I  was  not. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    This  does  not  so  contemplate. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  May  I  say  this  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  quota  law.  These  children  are  brought  in  here  tempo- 
rarily and  after  the  emergency  returned  to  their  homes. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  The  Attorney  General  has  passed  upon 
this  matter. 

Mr.  TARVER.  I  am  sorry  I  did  not  hear  the  other  discus- 
sion. The  gentleman  says  they  are  to  be  brought  here 
temporarily. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  They  are  to  be  brought  here  imder 
Yisitors'  visas. 

Mr.  TARVER.  They  may  come  here  under  circumstances 
under  which  they  can  never  be  returned.  Does  the  gentle- 
man contemplate  bringing  in  here  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
children,  perhaps  a  million  or  more  children,  from  the  war 
Bone  into  this  coimtry? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  The  gentleman's  question  is  well  taken, 
and  I  will  undertake  to  answer  it. 

This  contemplates  no  change  whatever  in  the  immigra- 
tion laws.  These  children  come  in  under  visitors'  permits 
or  visas.  Assuming,  as  has  been  suggested,  that  a  hundred 
thousand  do  come  in.  the  plan  of  the  committee,  of  which 
Marshall  Field  3d  is  now  chairman,  for  the  care  of  refugee 
E^uropean  children  is  as  follows:  It  has  on  file  and  on  record 
the  names  of  thousands  of  people  in  this  country  who  have 
made  a  showing  as  to  their  stability  and  their  ability  to 
maintain  these  children  at  their  own  expense,  and  they  have 
been  found  upon  investigation  by  this  committee  to  l>e  com- 
petent to  take  these  children  into  their  homes,  not  for  adop- 
tion but  as  visitors.  They  must  post  a  bond  and  they  must 
go  through  the  necessary  requirements.  No  change  is  being 
made  in  any  of  our  immigration  or  naturalization  laws  or 
processes.    Does  that  answer  the  gentleman's  question? 

Mr.  TARVER.  Only  partially,  because  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  gentleman's  plan  might  result  in  many  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  children  being  brought  here  who  could  never 
be  returned.  Notwithstanding  the  law  might  contemplate 
their  return,  physical  circumstances  might  make  their  return 
impossible. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Does  the  gentleman  realize  that  the 
child-welfare  agencies'  reports  show  that  in  this  country 
there  are  something  like  four  times  as  many  homes  wanting 
children  as  there  are  children  available  for  adoption? 

Jkir.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  intimated 
that  these  children  would  not  come  within  the  Immigration 
quota  but  under  the  visitor  section  of  the  immigration  law. 
If  that  be  so.  I  am  wondering  how  they  are  going  to  come 
here  t)ecause  only  2  weeks  ago  I  called  the  State  Department 
in  an  attempt  to  bring  over  here  for  a  visit  my  mother-in- 
law's  sister,  who  now  resides  in  England.  The  State  Depart- 
ment informed  me  that  visitors'  visas  will  not  be  issued  because 

a  Showing  cannot  be  made  that  at  the  expiration  of  the  date 
of  the  visitor's  visa  they  will  be  able  to  return  to  the  country 
from  which  they  came.  I  told  them  that  I  saw  in  the  head- 
lines of  the  paper  a  few  days  ago  where  Baron  Rothschild  and 
his  Wife  came  to  the  United  States  on  a  visitor's  passport  with 
a  satchel  containing  a  million  dollars'  worth  of  Jewels.  The 
State  Department  then  "passed  the  buck"  and  said  that  the 


Rothschilds  must  have  been  Issued  visitors'  passports  by  an 
American  consul. 

If  the  State  Department  correctly  Informed  me  only  a  week 
ago  that  they  would  not  issue  a  visitor's  visa  to  an  English 
citizen  to  come  over  here  imder  a  visitor's  passport  because 
they  could  not  make  a  showing  that  when  the  passport  expires 
they  can  return  to  England,  how  can  they,  under  that  inter- 
pretation, issue  a  visitor's  passport  or  visa  to  the  children 
covered  in  this  bill? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I 
would  not  undertake  as  an  expert  to  interpret  the  rulings 
of  the  Department  of  State  or  the  Bureau  of  Immigration. 
but  I  do  know  that  these  children,  before  they  can  be  received, 
must  have  the  proper  clearance.  Of  course,  you  realize  it  is 
a  technical  matter  to  some  extent  in  England,  as  well  as  the 
assurances  made  over  here  to  the  proper  authorities  that 
they  will  not  become  jHiblic  charges  and  will  not  under  any 
circumstances  form  a  part  of  those  people  now  on  the  relief 
rolls. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  With  reference  to  the  public- 
charge  matter,  from  newspaper  accounts  in  my  city  and  in 
other  cities,  we  And  tliat  the  only  guaranty  they  will  not 
become  a  public  charge  is  the  putting  up  of  a  $50  bond,  while 
an  Amerlcan-bom  citizen  World  War  veteran,  whom  I  have 
in  mind,  who  has  been  trying  to  get  his  wife  oyer  from  Italy 
to  take  care  of  his  five  ctiildren.  cannot  bring  her  over  here 

because  he  cannot  show  sufficient  income  that  she  will  not 
become  a  public  charge.    He  is  required  to  prove  that  he  has 

an  income  of  around  $2,000  a  year  and  post  a  $1,000  bond 
that  she  will  not  become  a  public  charge. 
fMr.  KITCHENS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

'Mr.  HENNINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KITCHENS.  Does  not  the  gentleman  feel  that  this 
bill  is  an  absolutely  futile  gesture,  for  the  reason  that  Ger- 
many claims  that  England  is  trying  to  starve  her  children 
and  Germany  would  never  in  this  world  consent  for  any 
children  or  women  to  be  moved  out  of  England,  because 
those  women  and  children  and  the  women  and  children  of 
other  peaceful  countries  have  been  the  special  objects  of 
attack  and  murder  by  Germany  and  some  other  countries? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  do 
not.  There  are  many  competent  and  authorized  groups,  for 
example,  the  Society  of  Friends,  the  Quakers,  who  have  been 
successful  in  obtaining  some  assurances  and  understandings 
with  the  German  Government  in  other  relief  instances. 
Those  of  us  who  are  interested  in  the  passage  of  this  resolu- 
tion feel  this  will  not  be  a  futile  gesture,  but  if  it  should 
unfortunately  come  to  pass  that  it  is  a  futile  gesture,  let  us 
make  the  gesture  by  removing  the  barrier  which  now  exists. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Montana. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Just  how  are  these  refugee  children  to 
be  selected  and  what  is  a  refugee  child  as  contemplated  by  the 
bill? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  have 
no  detailed  knowledge  of  the  manner  In  which  they  are  to  be 
selected,  but  I  will  say  that  that  is  being  done  entirely  in 
England. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Let  us  assume  that  we  have  himdreds  of 
thousands  of  children — this  bill  is  not  limited  to  English 
children 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  The  bill  is  a  blanket  form  of  bill,  and 
any  child  from  any  country  may  apply  to  come  under  the 
provisions  of  this  law,  if  enacted. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at  Is  by  what 
means  are  we  to  determine  who  has  a  right  to  come  and  who 
has  not? 

The  SPEAKER.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 

has  expired.     All  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  COLM£R.     Mr.  Spteaker,  I  move  the  previous  questioa 

on  the  resolution. 
The  previous  question  was  ordered. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
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.  Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10213)  to 
permit  American  vessels  to  assist  In  the  evacuation  from  the 
war  zones  of  certain  refugee  children. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr  BLOOM.     I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  courte- 
ous gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Heniomcs],  the  author  of 
this  measure,  has  done  an  enormous  amount  of  work  on  this 
measure  and  in  this  morning's  Post  there  was  an  editorial 
speaking  of  him  and  praising  his  bill.  Two  other  newspapers 
have  spoken  of  cur  able  colleague  as  a  great  humanitarian. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  that  editorial  may  be  in- 
serted as  a  part  of  my  remarks  at  this  point. 

^The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows: 
-  j  [Prom  the  Washington  Post  of  Aug.  7,   19401 

'  '  SAVX   THX  CHILORZN 

The  Hennlngs  bill  authorizing  the  use  of  American  ships  to 
trfuutport  child  refugees  from  the  European  war  zones  will  come 
up  for  debate. today  In  the  House  under  a  special  arrangement 
by  the  Ru'es  Committee.  Little  opposition  to  passage  of  the  bill 
Is  anticipated,  and  indeed  It  Is  difficult  to  understand  why  there 
should  t>e  any  opposition  at  all. 

There  Is  probably  no  other  question  relating  to  Europe  on  which 
American  sentiment  la  so  nearly  unanimous  as  on  the  jxistlce 
and  propriety  of  saving  as  many  young  children  as  possible  from 
the  horrors  and  perils  of  total  war. 

Many  isolationists  In  Congress  have  promised  to  support  the 
Hennlngs  bill.  They  can  do  so  with  logic  and  consistency,  since 
the  broad  question  of  neutrality  Is  In  nowise  involved.  How- 
ever. American  ships  are  now  forbidden  under  the  Neutrality  Act 
to  enter  waters  which  have  been  defined  by  the  President  as 
part  of  the  combat  area.  The  Hennlngs  bill  would  not  repeal  this 
provision;  It  would  merely  exempt  ships  In  ballast,  unarmed  ai.d 
without  convoy,  sent  for  the  express  purpose  of  removing  war 
refugees  under  18  years  of  age. 

This  exemption  would  become  operative  only  If  such  ships  were 
guaranteed  safe  conduct  by  all  the  belligerents.  Representatives 
of  those  war-relief  agencies  to  whom  the  task  of  organizing  and 
supervUlng  the  transportation  of  refugees  would  logically  fall 
are  confident  that  such  guaranties  wlU  be  given  by  the  Ger- 
Bwns.  It  Is.  therefore,  imperative  that  the  Hennlngs  bill  be 
ptnari  promptly  so  that  the  evacuations  can  get  imder  way  t)efore 
it  Is  too  late. 

Immediate  plans  contemplate  only  the  transportation  of  British 
children  who  have  t>eeu  registered  for  evacuation  by  their  parents. 
But  the  Hennlngs  bill  would  also  legalize  the  transportation  In 
American  ships  of  child  war  refugees  from  the  continent,  whence 
rumors  come  dally  of  an  even  more  terrible  scourge  than  war 
itself.  It  Is  hoped  that  the  Germans,  now  faced  with  the  pos- 
sibility of  famine  and  plague  in  the  occupied  territories,  will  con- 
sent to  such  evacuations  and  also  that  the  British  will  permit 
the  rescue  ships  to  pass  through  their  blockade. 

Surely,  all  who  continue  to  set  value  on  human  life  and  on 
the  mitigation  of  human  suffering,  or  even  upon  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  human  species,  will  want  this  bill  enacted  without 
further  delay. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Bloom]. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  (H.  R.  10213)  to  permit  American  vessels  tc 
assist  in  the  evacuation  from  the  war  zones  of  certain  refugee 
children,  with  Mr.  McGranixy  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  first  reading  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hknnings).  The  gentleman  Is 
making  a  good  speech  and  I  want  him  to  continue  in  the 
same  vein.     I  Applause.] 

Mr.  HENNINOS.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  time  allotted  me 
today,  and  before  proceeding  to  discuss  the  subject  matter  at 
hand,  I  want  to  take  opportimity  to  commend  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  IMr.  Bloom],  for  the  expedition  which  has  char- 
acterized the  progress  of  this  important  emergency  measure, 


enabling  the  membership  to  have  it  presented  for  considera- 
tion a  little  over  2  weeks  following  the  day  of  its  introduction 
in  the  House.  I  would  be  remiss  were  I  not  also,  on  l>ehalf  of 
the  many  Members  who  have  expressed  to  me  and  to  others 
their  Interest  in  this  proposed  amendment  to  the  Neutrality 
Act,  to  say  here  that  the  distinguished  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  FishI.  has  also,  in  his  capacity  as  a  member 
of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  as  well  as  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  assisted  in  every  possible 
manner.  These  gentlemen,  as  well  as  the  members  of  thp 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  the  Committee  on  Rules, 
have  realized  that  this  measure  is  one  in  which  party  politics 
should  have  no  part,  and  that  the  all-important  humane 
policy  involved  transcends  narrow  partisanship  and  is  con- 
sonant with  our  humane  and  democratic  ideals  as  a  nation. 
Last  November,  supported  by  an  overwhelming  majority  of 
public  opinion,  the  Congress  passed  the  Neutrality  Act  of 
1939.  Its  primary  purpose  was,  insofar  as  It  Is  himianly  pos- 
sible, to  prevent  the  entrance  of  the  United  States  into  this 
or  any  other  war.  I  believe  we  all  understand  that  any  legis- 
lation which  seeks  to  establish  rules  governing  the  conduct  of 
the  United  States  in  the  face  of  vmpredictable  events  must  be 
flexible.  It  must,  of  necessity,  repose  judgment  and  discre- 
tion in  the  officers  of  our  Government  whose  duty  it  is  to 
enforce  such  laws  and  to  take  into  account  changing  condi- 
tions and  circumstances. 

We  here  in  Congress  enacted  the  Neutrality  Act  of  1939. 
which  law  Is  now  in  force.  This  act  made  articulate  the  firm 
resolve  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  remain  at  peace. 
To  avoid  at  all  costs,  save  that  of  our  national  honor  and 
safety,  any  Involvement  in  European  or  Asiatic  wars.  I  know 
that  you,  as  Members  of  Congress,  are  thoroughly  familiar 
with  our  Neutrality  Act.  and  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  a 
detailed  discussion  of  it  now.  I  want  to  attempt  to  explain, 
as  clearly  as  I  can.  just  what  change  in  this  law  we  are  under- 
taking to  propose  by  offering  this  amendment  to  section  4  of 
the  act.  Now.  I  want  also  to  tell  you  why  I  believe  this 
amendment  should  be  enacted  into  law  and  to  give  you  the 
reasons  for  my  firm  conviction  that  If  this  is  done  the  United 
States  will  be  able  to  continue  to  serve  humanity  in  its  highest 
capacity,  as  the  one  great  nation  in  the  world  which  has 
always  been  a  haven  of  refuge  for  the  weak  and  oppressed  of 
all  peoples,  regardless  of  their  nationality  and  political  or 
religious  beliefs.  This  is  an  expression  in  highest  terms  of 
our  right  as  a  nation  to  exist. 

We  all  know  that  our  people  want  to  be  permitted,  through 
voluntary  action,  to  give  temporary  homes  to  thousands  of 
helpless  children  who  are  today  confined  in  the  temporary 
fortress  of  Great  Britain.  We  all  know  that  our  people  want 
to  shelter  them  and  care  for  them  imder  peaceful  American 
skies,  and  at  the  same  time  to  do  this  legally,  with  all  possible 
assurance  of  safety  to  these  children  and  with  no  risk  of  our 
becoming  involved  in  war. 

At  the  present  time  no  American  citizen,  no  matter  how 
much  he  may  wish  to  do  so,  may  send  for  a  child  from  the 
British  Isles.  This  is  because  there  is  contained  in  our  Neu- 
t'-ality  Act  a  provision  which  gives  the  President  authority  to 
define  what  is  known  as  combat  areas,  and  forbids  any  Ameri- 
can citizen  or  ship  to  proceed  into  or  through  any  such  combat 
areas.  Of  course,  the  waters  surrounding  Great  Britain  have 
been  declared  by  the  President  to  be  such  a  combat  area 
under  the  authority  given  him.  We  have  now  embraced  in 
the  act  an  exception  to  this  provision  relating  to  combat  areas, 
permitting  Red  Cross  ships,  under  assurances  of  safe  conduct, 
to  take  Red  Cross  workers,  doctors,  medical  supplies,  food, 
and  clothing  into  the  war  zone  for  the  relief  of  human  suffer- 
ing. This  section  now  needs  immediate  amendment  to  permit 
also  the  bringing  of  children  from  places  of  danger  into  the 
United  States.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  difference  tjetween 
the  relief  of  civiUan  suffering  and  the  saving  of  children's 
lives  as  a  matter  of  human  principle.  Our  Neutrality  Act 
was  never  intended  to  prevent  such  measures  of  mercy. 

There  has  t)een  some  discussion  about  this  business  of  per- 
mitting our  own  ships  to  go  abroad  to  bring  these  children 
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back,  and  the  question  has  been  raised  as  to  why  England  can- 
not herself  do  this.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  British 
ships  are  not  available,  nor  are  BriUsh  war  vessels  available 
to  convoy  them.  Since  the  closing  of  the  Mediterranean  and 
the  collapse  of  .France,  it  is  estimated  that  England,  in  order 
to  sustain  lives  on  the  British  Isles  and  to  maintain  their 
defense,  now  requires  three  ships  to  do  the  work  done  by 
one  before.  England  Is  using  every  available  ship,  including 
pleasure  craft,  in  her  back- to-the- wall  fight  for  life.  Even  If 
British  ships  were  available,  they  would  of  necessity  fly  the 
British  flag  and,  whether  under  convoy  or  not.  would  be  sub- 
ject to  attack  and  possible  destruction. 

The  permissive  amendment  proposed  in  H.  R.  10213  is 
Simple  and  easily  understood.  It  provides  that  to  do  this  job 
the  secUon  of  the  Neutrality  Act  forbidding  entrance  of 
American  ships  into  danger  zones  be  liberalized,  as  was  done 
in  the  c^  of  the  Red  Cross  ships,  and  that  American  vessels 
unarmed  and  not  under  convoy  be  permitted  to  enter  into 
such  zones  for  the  purpose  of  transporting,  from  any  coun- 
tries, refugee  children  imder  16  years  of  age  who  are  fleeing 
from  war  zones,  provided  such  vessel  is  proceeding  imder  safe 
conduct  granted  by  all  of  the  states  now  classed  as  bellig- 
erents. 

This  does  not  mean  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  on  Its  own  responsibility  or  at  cost  to  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country,  proposes  to  send  our  ships  to  England  or  any 
other  place.  It  does  mean  that  generous  and  charitably  dis- 
ix>sed  individuals  and  groups  may.  upon  their  own  initiative, 
charter  American  vessels  for  this  purpose.  It  does  not  mean 
that  we  are  going  to  change  or  alter  our  immigration  laws.  It 
does  mean  that  these  children  are  to  be  allowed  to  enter  this 
country  as  visitors  under  visitors'  permits  and  not  as  Immi- 
grants under  the  immigration  quotas. 

This  proposed  amendment  provides  further  that  these 
American  ships  are  to  have  painted  distinctly  and  unmis- 
takably on  each  side  an  American  flag  and  the  statement 
that  such  vessel  is  a  refugee  children's  ship  of  the  United 
States,  and  they  are  to  be  fully  lighted  by  night  so  that  there 
can  be  no  mistake  as  to  their  identity. 

Mr.  CELLER.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
-    Mr.  HENNINGS.    I  yield- 
Mr.  CELLER.    In  answer  to  the  question  propounded  to 
the  gentleman  a  moment  ago  as  to  how  these  children  were 
to  be  selected,  I  wish  to  state,  and  I  am  sure  the  gentleman 
will  agree  with  me,  there  Is  a  committee  known  as  the  Chil- 
dren's Overseas  Reception  Bureau  in  London,  presided  over  by 
Geoffrey  Shakespeare,  who  is  a  member  of  the  Cabinet.    This 
bureau  determines  who  shall  come,  and  with  the  bureau  there 
has  already  been  registered  200.000  British  families  who  have 
children  to  be  evacuated. 
Mr.  HENNINGS.    Exactly, 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
for  just  a  question? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  will  be  glad  to  yield  to  my  colleague. 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Following  the  suggestion  that  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Ckllkh]  has  made  that  the  selec- 
tion is  to  be  made  by  authorities  in  some  other  country, 
does  not  the  gentleman  feel  that  those  who  are  going  to  be 
our  guests  should  be  determined  by  our  own  authorities 
instead  of  giving  that  authority  to  some  other  country? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  In  answer  to  the  gentleman,  I  may  say 
that  we  have  not  any  legally  constituted  authority  that 
would  undertake  to  go  over  to  England  and  select  children 
to  come  over  here. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  But  we  do  have  the  right  to  say  who 
shall  come. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  We  have  to  trust  the  British  people  and 
their  duly  organized  committees  and  agencies.  I  think  that 
is  immaterial  anyway. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    We  do  have  the  right  to  say  who  shall 
txxne  here  and  who  shall  not. 
Mr.  HENNINGS,    Naturally. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  membership  will  Indulge  me  for  a 
few  moments.  I  shall  make  a  brief  sUtement  of  the  pur- 
poses of  the  bill.    There  are  many  things  about  this  measure. 


because  it  is  an  important  measure  Involving  policy 
which  should  be  cleared  up.  I  am  sure  that  the  advocates 
of  the  bill,  and  its  proponents,  do  not  want  the  House  to 
pass  a  bill  simply  upon  humanitarian  grotmds.  without  a 
clear  concept  of  its  purpose  and  its  terms,  and  the  far- 
reaching  effect  of  any  of  its  provisions. 
Mr.  TABER  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HENNINGS.     Yes. 

Mr.  TABER.  My  understanding  is  that  it  Is  suggested 
that  these  youngsters  be  l>rought  in  here  under  visitors'  visas, 
with  the  Idea  that  they  are  going  back.  Has  the  gentleman 
figured,  or  has  the  House  or  the  Congress  figured,  on  whether 
we  are  doing  these  children  a  good  turn  or  a  bad  turn  in 
bringing  them  here,  when  after  a  certain  period  of  time— 
a  year  or  so — they  are  expected  to  go  l)ack.  when  we  do  not 
know  whether  they  can  go  back  or  not. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  might  say  to  the  gentleman  that  in 
undertaking  to  answer  his  question  I  think  we  are  certainly 
doing  them  a  good  turn  by  bringing  them  here,  if  we  are 
going  to  save  them  from  the  wrath  of  German  stukas. 
Moreover,  we  are  not  undertaking  to  bring  them  here  unless 
their  mothers  and  fathers  and  those  responsible  for  them 
want  them  to  come. 

In  the  third  place,  we  are  not  going  to  undertake  to  bring 
them  here  unless  public -spirited  citizens  in  the  United 
States,  In  every  State,  not  just  the  State  of  New  York, 
undertake  to  pay  the  jpassage  of  these  children,  and  to  take 
care  of  them  after  they  arrive.  The  decision  rests  with  the 
English  and  with  the  mothers  and  fathers  of  the  children. 
I  think  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  might  yield  to  the 
mothers  and  fathers  of  these  children  the  simple  concession 
that  they  know  what  is  best  for  their  own  children. 

Mr.  TABER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  for  another  ques- 
tion? 
Mr.  HENNINGS.    Yes. 

Mr.  TABER.  My  understanding  is  that  the  authorities 
of  this  country  feel  that  few  families  can  be  trusted  with 
that  kind  of  responsibility  toward  children  of  no  kin  to 
them,  and  that  rules  and  regulations  and  inspections  must 
be  set  up  under  the  authority  of  the  Labor  Department. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  And  I  may  say  that  my  information  is 
directly  contrary  to  the  gentleman's. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  would  say  to  the -gentleman  that  my  in- 
formation is  correct. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  cannot  yield  further.  I  should  be 
glad  to  go  into  that  later. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  3^eld 
for  a  question? 
Mr.  HENNINGS.    For  a  short  question. 
Mr.  WALTER.    Has  any  assurance  been  given  the  Gov- 
ernment that  the  safe  passage  of  these  boats  will  be  guar- 
anteed? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    That  is  one  of  the  terms  of  the  bill. 
Mr.  WALTER.    I  understand  that,  but  I  am  wondering 
whether  or  not  any  assurance  has  been  given  that  these 
nations  will  look  favorably  on  this  legislation. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  do  not  think  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  has  been  in  the  habit  generally,  in  passing 
legislation,  to  consider  whether  foreign  nations  will  view  It 
favorably  or  unfavorably.  I  do  know  that  the  British  Par- 
liament, if  we  are  to  judge  its  temper  by  the  expressions 
of  the  members  of  that  body,  are  hoping  that  these  children 
will  be  given  some  means  by  which  they  can  escape  what 
may  be  and  probably  is  in  store  for  many  of  them. 
Mr.  BARNES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  HENNINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARNES.  Are  these  children  coming  In  under  vls- 
Itors'  visas  or  under  the  quota? 

Biir.  HENNINGS.  I  am  glad  to  say  to  the  gentleman  they 
are  coming  in  linder  visitors'  visas.  I  did  not  understand 
whether  the  gentleman  heard  the  previous  discussion  of  the 

bUL 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man jrield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Is  It  the  gentleman's  Judg- 
ment as  a  lawyer  and  conftitutional  authority  that  the  Presi- 
dent has  this  power  whether  we  pass  this  bill  or  not? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  happen  to  be  a  lawyer,  but  I  do  not 
pose  as  a  constitutional  authority.  There  seems  to  be  grave 
doubt  as  to  whether  the  President  has  or  has  not,  imder  the 
act  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 

Mi-:  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  1 3^eld  the  gentleman  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  The  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri has  Just  disclaimed  the  fact  that  he  was  a  constitutional 
authority.  I  want  to  say  as  one  who  has  served  with  him 
upon  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  that  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  is  not  only  a  lawyer,  but  a  splendid  lawyer.  Further- 
more. I  want  to  take  this  opportunity  to  express  my  deep  re- 
gret that  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  the  author  of  this 
bilL  Is  voluntarily  retiring  from  the  House  at  the  expiration 
of  this  term.  I  want  to  say  that  his  retirement  is  a  distinct 
loss  to  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  and  the  Nation  and  to 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States.    [  Applause.  1 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  simply  want  to  take  a  moment  to 
second  the  motion  of  my  colleague  from  Texas. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.     I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  Will  the  gentleman  yield  to 
me  to  concur  in  that  statement  most  heartily,  as  a  fellow 
member  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    I  thank  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  rank- 
ing majority  member  whether  in  his  opinion  the  President 
has  the  power  to  send  these  ships,  whether  this  legislation  is 
enacted  or  not? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  do  not  know.  I  doubt 
whether  he  has.  Some  take  the  position  that  he  might  have, 
but  I  think  it  is  doubtful,  and  I  think  that  as  long  as  the 
neutrality  law  is  concerned  the  President  should  not  exercise 
the  authority  unless  the  Congress  gave  him  the  right  to 
exercise  it.  I  think  the  neutrality  law  should  be  rigidly  en- 
forced. I  think  that  the  mandate  should  come  from  the 
Congress  and  that  the  President  should  not  stretch  the  neu- 
trality law.  but  that  its  interpretation  should  be  placed  by 
Congress.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  think  this  act  should  be 
passed. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr:  HENNINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  just  wanted  to  say  in  answer  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Barton]  that  the  President's 
statement  made  the  other  day  answers  that  statement  con- 
clusively. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BARTON  of  New  York.  I  sometimes  get  a  little  be- 
hind in  my  reading  of  the  President's  statements.  I  wonder 
If  the  gentleman  could  tell  us  what  that  statement  was? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  shall  be  pleased  to  read  that  statement 
when  the  time  comes.    I  have  it  here. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  permissive  amend- 
ment jproposed  in  H.  R.  10213  is  simple  and  easily  under- 
stood. It  provides  that  to  do  this  Job  the  section  of  the 
Neutrality  Act  forbidding  the  entrance  of  American  ships  into 
danger  zones  be  liberalized,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  the 
Red  Cross  ships,  and  that  American  vessels  unarmed  and 
not  under  convoy  be  ptrmitted  to  enter  into  such  zones  for 
the  purpose  of  transporting  from  any  countries  refugee 
children  under  16  years  of  age  who  are  fleeing  from  war 
zones. 

This  does  not  mean  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  on  its  own  responsibility  or  at  cost  to  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country  proposes  to  send  our  ships  to  England  or  to 
any  other  place.    It  does  mean  that  generous  and  charitably 


disposed  Individuals  and  groups  may,  upon  their  own  Initia- 
tive, charter  American  vessels  for  this  purpose.  It  does  not 
mean  that  we  are  going  to  change  or  alter  our  immigration 
laws.  It  does  mean  that  these  children  are  to  be  allowed  to 
enter  this  country  under  visitors'  permits. 

The  proposed  amendment  provides  further  that  these 
American  ships  are  to  have  painted  distinctly  and  unmistak- 
ably on  each  side  an  American  flag  and  the  statement  that 
such  vessel  is  a  refugee  children's  ship  of  the  United  States. 
They  are  to  be  fully  lighted  by  night  so  that  there  can  be  no 
mistake  as  to  their  identity. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gerttleman  3  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  time  so  gen- 
erously given  me  by  the  chairman  of  our  committee  has  been 
probably  better  used  in  undertaking  to  answer  questions 
which  have  occurred  to  the  membership  than  by  availing 
myself  of  the  opportunity  to  discuss  the  humane  phases  of 
this  bill,  knowing  as  I  do  that  every  Member  of  the  House 
is  possessed  of  Just  as  much  humanity,  good  will,  and  desire 
to  do  the  right  thing  as  I  or  any  other.  I  could  enlarge  at 
some  length  upon  that  phase  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  language  on  page  1,  line  9,  "imder 
16  years  of  age.  together  with  such  necessary  adult  personnel 
in  charge  as  may  be  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  State." 
When  these  adults  come  in  with  these  children,  what  is  the 
machinery  for  having  them  returned  to  their  European  home 
at  some  later  time? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  In  answer  to  the  gentleman,  I  will  say 
that  a  number  of  Americans  have  already  offered  their  serv- 
ices to  go  on  these  boats. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    And  come  back  with  the  children? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Yes.  The  seamen's  union  has  offered 
to  man  one  of  these  boats  without  pay.  As  to  the  others, 
they  would  come  in  under  visitors'  permits.  Not  being  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion, I  do  not  care  to  undertake  to  interpret  it,  but  I  would 
say  that  some  could  still  come  in  under  the  quota  and  remain"" 
in  this  country. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Does  the  gentleman  understand  that 
this  language  in  any  way  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  State 
administering  this  particular  language  to  deviate  from  the 
immigration  laws  under  which  he  must  operate? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  do  not,  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman; 
and  I  will  say  further  that  the  Attorney  General  has  so  inter- 
preted it. 

Mr.  CHIPERPIELD.  Does  the  gentleman's  bill  have  the 
approval  of  the  State  Department? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  That  question  has  been  asked  before, 
I  am  not  in  position  to  answer  whether  it  lias  jr  not.  I 
think  this  is  essentially  the  resjwnsibility  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD.  It  has  not  expressed  any  opposition 
to  it. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  It  has  not  expressed  any  opposition  to 
it.  I  can  tell  the  gentleman  that. 

Mr.  EATON.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EATON.  I  have  here  a  release  from  the  Department  of 
State  dated  July  14.  1940.  which  begins  as  follows: 

The  Department  of  State  and  the  Department  of  Justice  today 
announced  the  adoption  of  simplified  procedure  which  will  make 
pcaslble  the  admission  of  refugee  children  from  the  war  zone  In 
whatever    numbers    shipping    facilities    and    private    assurances    of 

support  will  permit. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  The  gentleman  is  correct.  I  thank  him 
for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  EATON.  It  is  signed  by  Mr.  O'Shaunessy  and  ap- 
proved by  Mr.  Schofleld  and  by  Francis  Biddle,  Acting  At- 
torney General,  and  it  is  headed  "Department  of  State." 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his  contribu- 
tion. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  American  people  have  shown  in  an  over- 
whelming variety  of  ways  that  they  want  not  a  few,  but  large 
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numbers  of  British  childroi  brought  here  for  the  duration 
of  the  war.  Nearly  every  large  city  in  the  country  has  a 
group  who  are  offering  their  homes  to  these  children.  These 
offers  are  coming  from  homes  of  every  kind.  A  surprisingly 
large  number  come  from  homes  where  the  family  income  is 
barely  enough  to  sustain  the  household  itself.  Some  offers 
are  coming  from  homes  where  the  taking  of  a  child  will  entail 
personal  sacrifice  by  the  members  of  the  family.  This  is  an 
evidence  of  the  great  spirit  and  heart  of  the  American  people. 
People  who  are  willing  to  make  not  just  an  heroic  gesture  and 
to  fiuTiish  lip  service,  Iwt  who  are  willing  to  give  up  their 
own  comforts  and  luxuries  to  give  expression  to  a  fine  human 
instinct.  The  Gallup  poll  shows  that  nearly  5.000.000  such 
homes  are  eager  and  willing  to  care  for  these  children. 

In  any  discussion  of  this  subject,  however,  I  think  three 
things  must  be  borne  in  mind.  First,  this  is  not  a  movement 
for  rich  English  children.  It  is  for  children — rich  and  poor 
alike.  The  selection  of  British  children  for  evacuation  lies 
in  the  hands  of  the  British  Goverrmient  whose  policy  as  ex- 
pressed in  Parliament,  provides  for  absolute  Impartiality  in 
dealing  with  the  question,  without  regard  to  influence  or 
position.     Tliat  is  one  thing  to  remember. 

The  second  thing  to  remember  is  that  while  American  dti- 
Kns  are  sending  for  the  children  in  the  British  Isles,  the 
tBBponsibility  for  their  safety  bes  primarily  in  the  hands  of 
the  British  Government  which  is  responsible  to  the  English 
mothers  of  these  children.  The  third  thing  to  remember  is 
that  all  American  ships  chartered  for  the  purpose  of  going 
to  the  British  Isles,  or  to  any  other  country,  should  the 
theater  of  war  change,  and  bringing  the  children,  must  do  so 
under  the  terms  of  this  amendment,  under  rules  and  regula- 
tions prescribed  by  our  own  Department  of  State.  There 
can  be  no  haphazard  evacuation  of  the  British  children. 

If  you  pass  this  amendment,  you  simply  remove  the  bar- 
rier now  existing,  in  a  strict  construction  of  the  Neutrality 
Act,  preventing  the  passage  of  American  ships  through  com- 
bat areas.  It  b.  so  to  speak,  simply  and  solely  an  act  to 
enable  our  own  passenger  ships,  privately  chartered  and  now 
idle  for  the  most  part,  to  be  used  in  this  humanitarian  en- 
deavor. 

Certainly  jrou,  the  framers  of  the  Neutrality  Act,  did  not 
foresee  the  cruel  emergency  which  now  condemns  young 
children  to  face  the  terrors  of  siege  without  hope  of  escape. 
Moreover,  these  ships  are  to  go  over  in  t>allast,  carrying  no 
cargo  of  any  kind.  Tlie  cash-and-carry  clause  of  our  neu- 
trality law  was  intended  to  avert  our  possible  involvement  in 
war  through  the  sending  of  an  American  ship  alleged  to  be 
canring  contraband.  Certainly,  children  are  not,  under  any 
construction  of  the  word  "contraband." 

A  few  hundred  children — children  of  the  rich  and  of  the 
poor,  of  soldiers  and  peers,  sailors,  seamen,  and  factory 
workers,  are  l)eginning  to  arrive.  Behind  them  are  200,000 
more  who  could  be  loaded  immediately  on  shipboard  if  there 
were  ships  to  carry  them. 

With  America  aiding,  real  evacuation  is  not  an  impossible 
task.  The  greatest  need  is  ships,  and  this  modification  of 
our  law  will  permit  some  of  the  many  vessels  now  in  our 
ports  to  be  used. 

To  do  this,  I  am  sure,  would  involve  no  breach  whatever  of 
real  neutrality. 

We  must  not  delay — signs  multiply  that  the  long-heralded 
"battle  of  Britain"  is  soon  to  start.  The  increased  tempo  of 
bomb  raids  is  already  taking  the  toD  of  lives  of  British  chil- 
dren. This  is  all  but  a  prelude.  Whether  England  repels 
the  thrust  or  not,  the  slaughter  of  innocents  will  be  appalling. 
If  we  have  left  a  particle  of  our  vaunted  hiunanity,  of  our 
traditional  disregard  for  the  consequences  of  a  charitable 
deed  bravely  done,  of  our  time-honored  concern  for  the  wel- 
fare of  innocent  victims  of  p(^tical  persecution,  this  House 
will  not  hesitate  to  act,  and  act  now. 

This  is  a  move,  not  to  aid  England,  but  of  Christian  de- 
liverance. 

Let  us  by  our  act  today  enable  our  public-spirited  citizens 
who  are  willing  to  give  shelter  to  a  few  thousand  helpless 
diildren  now  caught  m  the  path  of  a  terrible  wave  of  death 
and  destruction  not  of  their  own  dc^ng. 


In  this  heartbreaking  world,  mifflntm  of  Americans  are 
wtindering  what  they  can  do  to  uphold  the  banner  of  freedom, 
democracy,  and  humanity. 

This  is  something  that  we  can  (to.  We  can  hold  the  chil- 
dren of  British  democracy  while  their  father  fights  for  his 
life.  Every  child  of  intelligent  British  parents  who  survives 
m  the  safety  of  America  may  yet  t)ecome  a  power  in  the  re- 
establishment  of  the  democratic  ideal  aroxmd  the  earth.  The 
world  of  tomorrow  will  stand  in  desperate  need  of  those  who 
have  been  brought  up  in  a  tradition  of  tolerance  and  fair 
play.  These  British  youngsters  have  In  them  the  breath  of 
better  things.    They  are  worth  preserving. 

The  response  of  our  people  to  the  dictates  of  conscience  and 
humanity  has  always  been  characteristic  of  the  best  that  is  in 
us  in  times  of  emergency.  Is  this  not  an  opportunity  for  the 
expression  of  the  best  that  is  in  us?    [Applause.] 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentlewoman  from  New  York  (Mrs.  O'DatI. 

Mrs.  ODAT.  Bdr.  Chairman,  in  urging  my  colleagues  to 
pass  the  Hennings  bill  I  feel  I  am  voicing  the  plea  of  the 
majority  of  women  and  men  in  these  United  States,  for  since 
the  Committee  for  Mercy  Ships  for  Children  was  first  organ- 
ized— and  that  was  only  3  weeks  ago — ^It  has  been  flooded 
With  letters  and  telegrams  from  all  sections  of  the  country 
thousands  and  thousands  of  them,  offering  help,  money,  and 
homes  to  the  children. 

The  homes  will  be  supplied  and  supervised  by  the  United 
States  Committee  for  the  Care  of  Euroj)ean  Children  under 
Marshal  Field,  in  cooperation  with  Miss  Katherine  Lenroot 
and  the  Children's  Bureau.  With  the  Women's  Committee 
for  Merc3^  Ships  lies  the  responsibility  of  securing  American 
ships  in  which  to  transport  the  32,000  children  whose  parents 
have  signified  willingness  to  siiffer  this  temporary  separation 
from  them. 

Lorld  Lothian  has  said  98  percent  of  these  children  are  from 
"free-grant  schools,"  which  correspond  with  our  putilic 
schools.  It  is  only  by  means  of  American  funds  and  ships 
that  they  will  be  able  to  reach  the  haven  of  these  United 
States. 

And  this  haven  must  be  gained.  It  is  unthinkable  that 
little  children  should  be  left  to  suffer  and  perish  should  that 
threatened  annihilation  overtake  their  country,  when  we 
have  ships  and  money  with  which  to  rescue  them  and  fail 
to  do  so. 

One  can  realize  the  anguish  of  parents  who  must  weigh 
the  relative  danger  of  the  perils  of  an  ocean  crossing  in  these 
fearful  times  of  war  and  the  perils  of  invasion  by  a  ruthless 
enemy.  If  they  are  willing  to  trust  these  most  precious  of 
cargoes  to  our  ships  and  to  our  care,  surely  we  have  the 
courage  to  assume  any  risks  that  may  accrue  to  our  country. 
Time  is  the  very  essence  of  safety.  The  bill  should  be 
passed  at  once.  To  fall  to  do  so  will  be  a  crime  against  ail 
humanity.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  6  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  [Mr.  Jenkins]. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  afraid  it  is 
very  unfortunate  that  this  bill  has  been  permitted  to  come 
before  us  today  for  consideration.  There  seems  to  be  a 
feeling  that  it  Is  not  necessary,  "niere  is  danger  that  we 
allow  our  sympathies  to  run  away  with  our  Judgments.  I 
am  going  to  vote  for  the  bill,  for  it  is  a  gesture  in  the  right 
direction. 

Another  reason  I  have  for  saying  that  thLs  bill  should  not 
come  before  us  for  consideration  today  is  because  the  mem- 
bership of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs — ^I  have  talked 
with  several  of  them — none  of  them  seem  to  have  a  very 
strong  conviction  that  this  bill  ought  to  be  brought  before  us. 
No  one  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion has  spoken. 

Mrs.  O'DAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  gentleman  will  yield.  I 
would  remind  him  that  I  am  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  beg  the  gentlewoman's  pardon; 
she  is  a  member  of  that  committee,  and  I  have  great  respect 
for  her  Judgment  in  these  matters.  But  I  was  about  to  say 
that  to  my  mind  this  bill  is  not  necessary  either  from  the 
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standpoint  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  or  the  Com- 
mittee on  ImmigraUon  and  Naturalization,  because  the  Presi- 
dent can  do  now  exacUy  what  it  is  proposed  to  do  by  this  bill. 
There  is  no  question  about  it. 

Mr.  CELLER.    Mr.  Chairman.  wUl  the  gentleman  yield? 
I  am  sure  he  wants  to  have  that  point  cleared  up. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    Yes;  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  my 
good  friend  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CELLER.  If  we  were  so  sure,  why  did  we  amend 
secUon  4  of  the  NeutraUty  Act  with  reference  to  Red  Cross 
ships?  If  the  President  had  the  authority  to  send  Red  Cross 
ships  without  convoy,  why  did  we  feel  it  necessary  to  adopt 
an  amendment  permitUng  them  to  go?  And  would  not  the 
same  argument  apply  in  this  case?  If  the  President  already 
had  this  power,  why  would  we  introduce  this  bill? 
■  Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  do  not  want  to  agree  with  what 
the  genUeman  says,  but  I  respect  his  opinion.  The  authority 
given  the  President  is  very  wide.  This  is  the  very  section 
that  gives  him  the  authority,  and  especially  does  it  give  him 
authority  with  reference  to  humane  matters,  and  there  is  no 
limitation. 

Mr.  CELLER.    Why  did  we  amend  the  Red  Cross  provi- 
sion in  that  regard? 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  JENKINS  of  Crtiio.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio,  a  distinguished  member  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Will  not  the  gentleman  agree  that 
the  reason  that  the  Red  Cross  amendment  and  this  one  were 
brought  here  is  twofold — first,  the  administration  does  not 
want  the  country  to  know  what  broad  powers  were  granted 
under  section  3.  and.  second,  they  want  to  have  ratification 
by  the  Congress  before  they  act? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  am  glad  for  the  contribution 
from  both  of  these  gentlemen.  They  are  brilliant  lawyers, 
and  their  arguments  indicate  I  am  right. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Is  not  the  real  purpose  back  of  this 
to  throw  the  responsibility  onto  the  Congress  if  anything 
should  hap^n  to  the  children?  It  would  throw  the  respon- 
sibility on  the  Congress.  Is  that  not  the  real  purpose  back 
of  the  bill? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio,  I  hope  the  gentleman  heard  the 
remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  (Mr.  MichenerL 
He  explained  that  matter  very  clearly,  absolutely,  and  satis- 
factorily, and  supported  the  viewpoint  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  (Mr.  Michener]  gave 
a  very  clear  exposition  of  the  proposition,  and  I  will  not  go 
further  into  it.  In  the  few  minutes  I  have  left  I  should  like 
the  attention  of  the  author  of  the  bill  in  order  to  bring  a 
matter  before  him.  Regardless  of  whether  we  pass  the  bill 
or  not,  none  of  these  children  can  come  to  this  country  unless 
they  comply  with  the  immigration  laws. 
Mr.  HENNINGS.  The  gentleman  is  corrects 
Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  That  is  the  position  of  the  gen- 
tleman. There  Is  no  question  but  that  there  Is  going  to  be 
some  misunderstanding  about  this.  For  instance,  it  has  been 
the  law  of  this  country  for  years  that  the  entry  of  immi- 
grants should  be  controlled  by  law.  And  it  was  brought  out 
here  today  that  when  a  certain  individual  called  up  and 
wanted  a  relative  to  come  in  that  he  was  advised  that  a 
$1,000  bond  would  be  required.  They  are  not  admitted,  be- 
cause the  exigencies  or  the  circumstances  are  such  that 
they  cannot  assure  the  authorities  that  they  will  return  or 
that  they  can  return.  Another  person  says  that  the  State 
Department  has  been  permitting  these  people  to  come  in 
under  a  $50  bond.  Let  us  not  have  a  misunderstanding  about 
this.  Now,  will  the  gentleman  permit  an  amendment  to  be 
offered  as  follows:  After  the  words  "Secretary  of  State"  in- 
sert the  words  "subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  immigration 
laws"?  If  he  will  permit  that,  I  am  sure  it  will  satisfy  a  good 
many  MemlOers. 
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Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  I  do  not 
think  such  an  amendment  is  necessary.  It  probably  is  not 
germane.  We  have  assumed  that  the  immigration  laws  oper- 
ate.   I  have  no  objection  to  it,  although  it  is  surplusage. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  gen- 
tleman. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.]  ^ 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  2  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  he  does  not  deem 
it  necessary  to  offer  it,  perhaps  I  shall  offer  it. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  am  unable  to  offer  it.  I  may  say  that 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  the  Committee  on 
Rules  considered  this  bill  as  written.  I  think  the  gentleman's 
suggestion  is  unnecessary.  We  know  the  immigration  laws 
operate  regardless  of  anjrthing  we  may  do  in  this  bill,  and  I 
think  the  gentleman's  amendment  is  siurlusage. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  do  not  want  to  create  any  confusion 
about  this  bill,  because  it  is  an  amendment  to  the  Neutrality 
Act,  having  no  relation  whatsoever  to  ovu-  immigration  laws. 
Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Then  can  the  gentleman  answer 
this  question:  Why  is  it  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
taken  these  refugee  children  and  put  them  in  A  separate 
category?  At  one  time  they  were  going  to  come  in  under 
visas.  Now  they  are  coming  in  as  visitors.  The  law  pro- 
vides an  unlimited  numt)er  of  these  visitors  may  come  in, 
but  they  must  all  come  in  alike.  Why  is  it  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  compels  the  giving  of  a  thousand -dollar  bond 
in  certain  cases  while  these  children  can  come  in  by  giving 
only  a  $50  bond,  which  is  so  small  that  it  amounts  to  no 
bond  whatever? 

The  gentleman  should  not  stand  here  and  make  the  prin- 
cipal part  of  his  argument  to  the  effect  that  this  does  not 
obviate  and  does  not  set  aside  any  immigration  laws  and 
still  he  is  not  willing  to  close  the  door  and  say  there  shall 
not  be  any  ambiguity  about  the  matter.  Let  us  be  fair. 
Let  us  permit  the  children  to  come  in  but  let  us  put  it  up  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  protect  the  immigration  laws.  I 
am  willing  to  trust  the  Secretary  of  State,  but  let  us  give 
him  to  understand  that  all  must  come  in  alike  and  that 
they  must  come  in  under  the  terms  of  the  immigration  law 
about  which  the  gentleman  has  protested  so  loudly  and 
which  he  says  they  must  comply  with.  That  ought  to  be 
fair.  [Applause.] 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  expect  to  offer  such  an  amendment. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  srield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vorys). 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  is  unnec- 
essary, it  is  fraught  with  danger,  yet  I  am  going  to  vote  for 
it.  It  is  unnecessary  because  clearly  sections  2  and  3  of  the 
Neutrality  Act  do  not  need  any  amendment  in  order  to 
permit  this. 

Section  2  merely  says  that  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  an 
American  vessel  to  carry  any  passengers  or  articles  or  mate- 
rials to  any  State  named  in  such  proclamation. 

Section  3  provides  that  after  the  President  has  designated 
combat  areas  it  shall  be  unlawful,  except  under  such  rules 
and  regiilatlons  as  may  be  prescribed,  for  any  citizen  of  the 
United  States  or  any  American  vessel  to  proceed  in  or  through 
such  combat  areas. 

The  President  therefore  has  full  power  to  prescribe,  by 
rules  and  regulations,  for  the  bringing  l>ack  of  refugee  chil- 
dren. The  reasons,  I  submit,  why  we  have  approval  of  this 
bill  by  the  administration  are  two:  Rrst,  that  the  adminis- 
tration does  not  want  the  country  to  know  the  broad  impli- 
cations and  the  broad  powers  conferred  upon  the  President 
under  the  combat-areas  provision;  and,  second,  the  adminis- 
tration wishes  the  approval  of  Congress  before  any  such 
unprecedented  and  unusual  and  unexpected  step  is  taken. 
I  welcome  the  attitude  of  the  administration  on  this  second 
point  in  being  willing  to  share  its  responsibility  for  the  con- 
duct of  foreign  affairs  with  the  Congress,  and  that  is  one 
reason  why  I  intend  to  vote  for  this  bilL 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


10017 


\ 


Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Did  not  the  President  exercise 
that  authority  a  numt)er  of  weeks  ago  when  he  sent  the  Amer- 
ican-flag fliip  Manhattan  and  another  flag  ship  to  Ireland  and 
to  Italy  through  the  war  zone  to  bring  back  American  citizens? 
The  gentleman  remembers  that  the  Associated  Press  stated 
that  the  President  sent  an  American-flag  ship  to  Italy  to 
bring  back  American  citizens  from  the  war  zone  and  that 
ship  left  a  thousand  or  more  American  citizens  in  the  war 
zone  while  they  brought  back  892  alien  refugees. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  mistaken  in 
those  two  instances,  because  Ireland  is  still  neutral,  and  Italy 
was  neutral  and  not  a  belligerent  at  the  time  the  ship  was 
sent,  although  the  ship,  in  all  probability,  had  to  traverse  war 
zones,  or  certainly  danger  zones,  in  going  to  and  from  the 
places  to  which  it  was  sent. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  is  a  meml)er 
of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    Yes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Has  the  Dominion  cf  Canada 
or  Australia  or  the  other  large  and  wealthy  portions  of  the 
British  Empire  made  arrangements  to  bring  some  of  the 
British  refugee  children  to  their  lands  and  to  take  care  of 
them? 

Mr,  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  understand  they  have,  although  I 
am  willing  to  be  corrected  on  that. 

Mr.   VAN   ZANDT.    Mr.   Chairman,   will   the   gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman  is  a  member  of  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee.  Have  any  overtures  been  made 
to  Germany  or  Italy  for  the  safe  passage  of  these  ships? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Not  directly  by  our  Government  that 
I  know  of. 

Mr.    CRAWFORD.    Mr.    Chairman,    will    the    gentleman 

yield? 
Mr.  VORYS  of   Ohio.    I  yield  to  the   gentleman   from 

Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  gentleman  being  a  member  of  the 
Rjreign  Affairs  Committee,  I  want  to  ask  him  this  question: 
If  the  President  has  had  the  power  heretofore  to  bring  chil- 
dren from  the  war  areas  to  the  United  States  imder  suspen- 
sion of  the  rules,  or  whatever  law  may  govern  the  situation, 
why  was  not  that  benefit  given  to  the  French  and  the  Bel- 
gians and  the  citizens  of  the  other  so-called  Low  Coimtries? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  think  the  reason,  probably,  was 
that  the  developments  were  so  rapid  that  there  was  not  time 
to  have  such  a  migration  organized. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Does  this  bill  apply  only  to  British 
children? 

Mr.  VORYS.jof  Ohio.  This  bill  is  occasioned  by  the  pres- 
ent plight  of  British  children  as  publicized  in  tiiis  country 
by  the  British  committee,  but  it  applies 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  EATON.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  5  more 

minutes. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  This  bill,  however,  applies  with 
equal  force  to  any  other  nation.  It  does  not  specify  any 
country,  although  it  was  the  situation  cf  the  English  chil- 
dren which  was  the  occasion  for  its  being  introduced  and 
considered. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  So,  theoretically,  it  does  apply  to  all 
coimtries.  but.  practically,  only  to  England  at  the  moment? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    For  the  moment;  yes. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    I  yield  to  my  colleague  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Ohio.    Has  the  President  endorsed  this  bill? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    Not  that  I  know  of. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Ohio.  Is  it  not  reasonable  to  assume,  then, 
that  the  President,  having  charge  of  foreign  affairs  and  pos- 
sessing informaUon  that  this  Congress  does  not  have,  we  may 
assume  be  would  consider  it  dangerous  for  our  ships  to  travel 


in  this  zone:  in  other  words,  having  the  power  and  not  exer- 
cising it,  can  we  not  assiune  he  considers  it  too  dangerous 
for  him  to  make  that  decision? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  That  is  a  possible  assumption,  but 
I  believe  that  the  safegufiads  contained  in  this  bill  will  be 
sufficient,  although  as  has  already  been  pointed  out,  this 
bill  is  fraught  with  great  possibilities  for  International 
involvement. 

Here  is  the  reason  I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  bill.  This 
is  a  typical,  American,  idealistic,  sentimental,  humanitarian 
gesture.  In  a  world  filled  with  war  and  hatred,  I  am  glad 
to  see  our  nation,  even  at  some  risk,  take  steps  that  are 
in  the  direction  of  peace  and  friendship. 

Now,  what  wiU  happen  if  this  bill  passes?  We  will  put 
Germany  on  the  spot  just  as  the  bill  we  passed  for  $50,000.- 
000  for  Red  Cross  relief,  a  bill  that  was  originally  sponsored 
by  the  distinguished  ranking  minority  member  of  the  For- 
eign Affairs  Committee  [Mr.  Fish].  That  bill  has  put  Eng- 
land on  the  spot.  We  will  now  find  out  whether  the  starva- 
tion and  the  bombing  of  women  and  children  are  a  necessary 
part  of  the  conflict  that  is  going  on  over  there. 

I  cannot  conceive  that  either  of  the  belligerents  would 
grant  a  safe  conduct  imder  circumstances  that  would  not 
be  beneficial  to  it,  unless  the  other  belligerent  would  turn 
around  and  grant  a  similar  safe  conduct  under  circumstances 
which  would  be  beneficial  to  that  belUgerent.  Therefore 
we  are  going  to'  smoke  out  the  fundamental  hvunanitarlan 
intentions  of  the  belligerents  by  this  bill  and  by  the  prior 
one  that  we  passed.  That  will  be  a  good  thing.  It  will  also 
be  a  good  thing  that  we  annoimce  to  the  world  once  more 
that  America  is  a  hmnanitarian,  a  kindly  and  friendly  nation 
toward  little  children  and  toward  people  in  distress.  We 
may  have  advantage  taken  of  our  generosity.  We  will 
attempt  to  prevent  it,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  in  such  times 
it  is  worth  while  even  though  this  law  is  not  needed  to  make 
this  possible,  even  though  this  law  is  fraught  with  certain 
dangers  for  us  to  take  this  step. 

Mr.    CRAWFORD.    Mr.    Chairman,    will    the    gentleman 

yield? 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    Yes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Do  I  understand  the  gentleman  to  say 
something  like  this,  that  Germany,  for  Instance,  is  not  likely 
to  give  her  consent  to  such  traixsfer  of  refugee  children  unless 
England  in  turn  gives  her  consent  that  we  may  send  ships  to 
Germany,  in  the  event  starvation  becomes  Imminent  there, 
as  a  result  of  the  British  blockade,  so  that  German  refugee 
children  may  be  brought  to  the  United  States? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  That  is  one  possibility.  The  other 
is  that  Germany  may  refuse  ^afe  conduct  to  these  ships 
which  bring  away  English  refugee  children  imless  and  until 
England  gives  safe  conduct  to  have  ships  go  to  Belgiimi  and 
to  France,  and  we  In  turn  would  not  send  those  food  ships 
/unless  we  had  additional  guaranties  from  Germany  that  the 
food  supplies  would  go  to  refugees  who  need  them. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  And  if  we  do  send  food  ships  to  Ger- 
many under  such  an  agreement  we  run  contrary  to  oiu-  par- 
allel action  in  helping  England  enforce  the  embargo  against 
Germany  and  the  axis,  for  instance.  In  other  words,  we 
run  contrary  to  our  proposed  hemisphere  agreement,  which 
is  now  before  us  asking  for  half  a  million  dollars. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  We  have  to  do  some  thinking  on 
this  proposition  that  it  Is  Just  as  brutal  to  starve  little  chil- 
dren as  it  is  to  bomb  them  any  place  in  the  world,  and  we 
have  to  think  through  the  implications  that  go  with  that 
thought. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
has  again  expired. 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  IMr.  Bekder]. 

Mr  BENDER.  Nir.  Chairman,  I  am  in  favor  of  this  bill, 
and  I  am  for  It  because  I  believe  that  it  is  in  keeping  with 
our  Christian  American  traditions.  I  cannot  for  the  life  -  of 
me  become  aroused  about  the  implications  made  here  of  the 
dangers  with  which  this  bill  is  fraught  in  the  possibility  of 
one  of  our  ships  being  mined  when  bringing  some  of  these 
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children  over  here.  We  have  appropriated  biHlons  of  dollars 
lor  defense,  and  we  are  going  to  appropriate  more  money  for 
defense.  We  have  allotted  money  to  be  sent  over  to  these 
belllRerert  nations  for  the  Red  Cross  to  take  care  of  the 
suffering  over  there,  and  we  have  shipped  airplanes  and  other 
Implements  of  warfare  to  some  of  the  belligerents  with  which 
•  men.  women,  and  children,  and  all  of  the  people  in  other 
^^  countries,  will  be  slain.  Certainly  it  is  in  keeping  with 
American  ideals  in  giving  aid  and  in  assisting  people  through- 
out the  world  who  are  in  danger.  In  voting  for  this  bill  we 
serve  notice  on  the  world  that  this  country  is  not  interested 
In  anything  except  good  will,  and  in  promoting  good  will 
among  men.  I  do  not  l)elieve  we  want  the  rest  of  the  world 
to  get  the  impression  that  we  are  a  Shylock.  and  I  do  not 
want  our  people  to  get  that  view.  This  is  not  going  to  cost 
the  American  Government  any  money.  It  is  not  going  to 
cost  us  anything. 

-  It  merely  gives  our  people,  who  will  take  over  these  indi- 
vidual cases,  the  opportimity  to  spend  their  money  in  doing 
good  for  the  people  in  greatest  need.  I  cannot  Join  with 
some  of  my  colleagues  in  their  view  or  in  their  fear  that  if 
something  happens  to  one  of  these  ships  it  might  Involve 
us  in  war.  If  the  intemperate  statements  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  are  not  sufficient  to  involve  us  in  war. 
If  our  activity  on  behalf  of  some  of  the  belligerents  and  our 
opposition  to  other  belligerents  will  not  involve  us  in  war. 
certainly  bringing  in  these  children  from  all  these  countries 
will  not.     [Applause.] 

I  understand  this  bill  not  only  applies  to  British  children 
but  it  applies  to  the  children  of  every  one  of  these  nations. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  It  does  not  refer  to  any  particular  children. 
It  says  "refugee  children  of  all  war-torn  countries." 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  understand  that. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  It  does  not  mention  any  particular  class  of 
children  at  all. 

Mr.  BENDER.  That  Is  what  the  bill  provides  and  that  is 
what  the  sponsors  of  the  bill  say. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.     I  yield  to  my  good  friend. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman  has  made  the  state- 
ment that  this  will  cost  this  country  nothing.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  Katharine  Lenroot  of  the  Labor  Department  ap- 
peared before  the  Appropriations  Conmiittee  thi&  morning 
and  asked  for  $124,000  to  administer  this  movement? 

Mr.  BENDER.  The  gentleman  makes  the  point  that 
Katharine  Lenroot  of  the  Labor  Department  has  asked  for 
$124,000.  On  the  basis  of  our  appropriation  of  $69,000,000 
for  a  dam  at  T.  V.  A.  and  on  the  basis  of  our  appropriation  of 
billions  for  defense  and  our  appropriation  for  ships  to  send 
to  some  of  the  belligerents,  that  is  almost  nothing.  What  is 
a  mere  $124,000  as  compared  with  billions  of  dollars  we 
appropriated  last  week?  In  fact,  that  bill  went  through  this 
House  like  a  cat  goes  through  a  dog  show.    [Laughter. J 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  3 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  BENDER.  We  passed  that  bill  in  a  few  minutes'  time 
Without  a  record  vote,  with  less  than  100  Members  on  the 
floor.  Here  we  are  spending  2  hours,  plus  1  hour  on  the  rule, 
discussing  a  bill  which  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Smtth]  says  will  cost  $124,000. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  BENDEIR.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  want  to  ask  this  question  with  refer- 
ence to  cost.  It  is  my  understanding  that  when  refugees 
,,,^  '^  want  to  leave  England  and  ccme  to  the  United  States  they 
-  have  to  pay  something  like  three  or  four  times  the  travel 
cost  or  tariff  on  the  American  ship  sent  over  in  this 
manner,  that  they  have  to  pay  on  a  British  ship  coming  this 
way.  Is  the  situation  such  that  England  does  not  have  the 
ships  on  which  to  send  these  people,  so  tliat  we  have  to  send 


our  ships,  or  Is  It  necessary  for  us  to  send  ships  in  order  to 
have  space  to  accommodate  the  passengers? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  am  not  an  expert  on  that.  I  j^eld  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  committee  to  answer  the 
question. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  In  other  words,  these  ships  are  going  over 
there  enUrely  for  this  purpose.  It  is  the  safety  of  the  thing 
that  counts.  That  is  all  we  are  concerned  with.  If  the  Brit- 
ish ships  go  over,  they  will  have  to  l)e  convoyed,  and  it  is 
impossible  for  them  to  do  that  at  the  present  time.  These 
ships  go  over  in  ballast  and  come  l)ack  only  with  the  children 
and  their  guardians. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Is  it  intended  that  they  will  pay  the  full 
tariff? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  We  do  not  know  anything  about  the  tariff 
they  will  charge,  but  I  assure  the  gentleman  it  is  not  a 
money-making  proposition.  These  organizations  and  differ- 
ent societies  are  composed  of  women  of  the  highest  standing 
in  the  community.  They  are  very  charitable  women.  They 
are  only  trying  to  do  a  humanitarian  act.  I  do  not  think 
anyone  has  ever  questioned  the  fact  that  they  will  do  It  as 
cheaply  as  they  possibly  can,  but  without  one  cent  of  cost 
to  this  country. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  yield  to  my  good  friend  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman  was  mentioning  the 
possible  cost.  If  we  have  to  take  the  word  of  this  fellow 
Hitler  guaranteeing  safe  passage,  and  if  we  know  him.  he  may 
break  his  promise,  and  if  a  ship  is  sunk,  carrying  all  these 
children,  you  can  imagine  our  country  going  right  into  war. 
Then  it  will  be  the  cost  of  war. 

Mr.  BENDER.  If  we  are  doing  this  on  the  word  of  Hitler, 
I  would  not  take  Hitler's  word  on  a  stack  of  Bibles  any  more 
than  I  would  the  word  of  most  of  these  international  states- 
men. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  You  must  have  a  guaranty  from  Mus- 
solini and  Hitler  before  you  have  safe  passage. 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  understand  that. 

Mr.  FISH.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  think  that  is  a  fair  question,  but  In  the  name 
of  common  sense  and  reason  everybody  must  know  that  Hitler 
is  not  looking  to  take  us  on.  at  least  at  the  present  time.  He 
does  not  want  war  with  the  United  States,  and  he  is  not  going 
to  sink  one  of  these  ships.  l)ecause  he  knows  it  may  involve 
his  country  in  war. 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  thank  the  gentleman.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  [Mr.  Luthxr  A.  Johnson  J.  ranking  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  for  this 
bill  without  apology.  I  have  heard  several  speeches  made 
today  where  Members  criticized  the  bill  and  then  wound  up 
by  saying  they  were  going  to  vote  for  it.  I  am  for  the  bill 
because  I  believe  that  the  bill  is  right.  I  believe  the  bill  is 
just.  I  believe  it  is  in  the  interest  of  himianity  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  it  compromises  our  rights  as  a  neutral,  or  affects 
our  neutrality.  It  treats  refugee  children  of  all  countries 
alike,  and  provides  our  ships  shall  not  go  into  danger  zones 
unless  in  advance  they  are  granted  safe  conduct  by  all  of  the 
belligerents. 

I  think  I  know  something  about  the  neutrality  legislation 
on  the  statute  books  and  the  previous  laws  we  have  written. 
This  bill  was  not  brought  in  without  a  hearing  by  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee.  Exhaustive  hearings  were  held  at  two 
different  sessions  of  the  conunittee.  At  the  conclusion  of 
the  hearings  the  committee  unanimously  reported  it  out.  I 
think  it  is  one  of  the  few  bills  in  recent  years  that  have  come 
from  our  committee  with  an  entirely  unanimous  vote.  In 
order  to  be  sure  that  the  vote  was  unanimous — there  was  no 
demand  for  a  roll  call — at  my  suggestion  I  asked  the  chair- 
man to  have  a  raising  of  the  hands  of  those  present.  I 
wanted  to  know  whether  it  was  unanimous  or  not.    Itiere 
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was  a  full  attendance.  Not  all  the  memlwrs  were  there,  but 
considerably  more  than  a  majority,  and  both  parties  were 
represented.    Every  member  present  raised  his  hand. 

Mr.  CURTIS.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLTITIS.  I  notice  this  bill  provides  that  such  vessel 
Is  proceeding  under  safe  conduct  granted  by  all  of  the  states 
named  in  the  proclamation  issued  imder  the  authority  of 
section  1  (a)  of  the  Neutrality  Act.  Does  that  include 
Russia? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  That  includes  every  country 
that  has  been  named  as  a  belligerent  In  the  neutrality  procla- 
mation. 

Mr.  CURTIS.    Has  Russia  been  named? 

Mr.  LLmiER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  cannot  say.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  Russia  has  been  named  as  a  t>elligerent.  or  not.  It 
may  have  been  so  named  when  they  attacked  Finland.  For 
the  moment  I  do  not  recall. 

We  could  not  in  this  bill  affect  any  governments  except 
those  nations  that  had  been  named  as  belligerents,  because 
we  are  simply  amending  the  neutrality  law  as  applied  to 
nations  that  have  been  denounced  as  belligerents  in  the  neu- 
trality proclamations,  and  we  have  got  to  conform  to  that. 

Mr.  CURTIS.    When  was  the  last  proclamation  issued? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  cannot  answer  the  gentle- 
man as  to  the  date  of  the  last  neutrality  proclamation.  The 
gentleman  can  find  that  out  from  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Does  the  gentleman  know  whether  or  not 
Italy  is  included  in  that  group? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Yes;  I  distinctly  recall  that 
Italy  has  been  designated  as  a  belligerent  in  one  of  the  Pres- 
ident's neutrality  proclamations. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  jrleld? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  am  sure  my  friend  read  in  the  news- 
papers recently  where  Oreat  Britain  sent  word  to  the  world 
that  she  would  not  permit  relief  to  be  sent  into  the  coxmtries 
that  are  now  dominated  by  Germany.  Would  not  this  bill  be 
far-reaching  if  we  amended  it  to  tell  Oreat  Britain  that  we 
would  not  take  her  children  into  the  United  States  unless  she 
permitted  the  United  States  to  send  foodstuffs  to  children 
who  are  starving  in  the  countries  dominated  by  Germany? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  In  reply  to  the  gentleman's 
question  I  may  say  that  the  bill  is  not  designed  to  affect  the 
rights  of  one  belligerent  against  another,  it  is  not  designed 
to  determine  whether  a  t)elligerent  is  acting  rightly  or 
wrongly;  it  is  simply  designed  to  amend  the  neutrality  law 
so  that  these  mercy  ships  can  go  to  save  the  lives  of  children 
in  war-stricken  countries.  Now  I  would  like  to  proceed  in 
explanation  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Before  the  gentleman  does  that  will  he 
not  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  yield- 
Mr.  DONDERO.  This  bill  has  a  tremendous  human  appeal. 
The  thought  has  occurred  to  me  that  if  one  of  the  belligerent 
powers  should  refuse  consent  to  guarantee  the  safe  passage 
of  these  ships,  the  responsibility  for  the  safety  of  these  chil- 
dren shifts  from  the  United  States  to  that  nation  which 
refuses  to  give  its  guaranty  of  safe  passage. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  The  gentleman  is  right.  If 
the  bill  becomes  a  law,  our  ships  will  not  go  into  danger  zones 
unless  all  warring  nations  agree  to  grant  safe  conduct  to  such 
ships  which  go  to  evacuate  these  refugee  children.  If  a  nation 
refuses  to  grant  such  safe  conduct,  the  responsibility  is  theirs, 
not  ours,  but  in  the  passage  of  this  bill  we  will  at  least  have 
made  an  effort  to  save  the  lives  of  some  of  these  innocent 
children  who  are  about  to  be  slaughtered. 

Let  me  for  a  moment  discuss  the  question  raised  by  my 
good  friend,  and  a  member  of  the  committee,  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  VorysI,  with  reference  to  whether  or  not 
the  President  now  has  this  jwwer  and  whether  or  not  legis- 
lation is  required.  He  is  a  good  lawyer  and  entitled  to  his 
opinion,  but  I  differ  with  the  gentleman. 

Earlier  in  the  debate  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Barton]  asked  my  opinion  on  this  question,  to  which  I  re- 
plied in  my  opinion  the  President  did  not  have  the  power  to 
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modify  the  danger-zone  i»x)vlsions  of  the  neutrality  law  so 
as  to  permit  mercy  ships  to  go  In  to  rescue  refugee  children. 
I  have  since  carefully  studied  the  law  and  am  positive  he  does 
not  have  such  power. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.1 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  2  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Carmot  the  gentleman  let 
me  have  more  time? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Demands  for  time  are  such  that  I  cannot 
spare  more. 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  gives  me  great  pleasure  to 
yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas  if  he  needs  it. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  thank  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey.  I  shall  try  to  answer  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  VoRYs]  in  3  minutes,  but  that  does  not  allow  me  much 
time.  The  gentleman  bases  his  opinion  that  the  President 
now  has  such  power  upon  the  ground  that  section  3,  subdi- 
vision (c)  states  that  the  President  may  from  time  to  time 
modify  or  extend  any  proclamation  issued  under  authority  of 
this  section.  Is  that  the  section  the  gentleman  contends 
gives  the  President  this  power? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield  briefly, 
I  base  it  on  section  3  (a)  containing  the  exception:  "Except 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed." 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  call  attention,  however,  to 
the  fact  that  the  section  on  combat  areas  is  all  predicated 
upon  one  question  and  one  question  only,  and  that  Is  with 
reference  to  protection  of  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
Combat  areas  are  defined  and  prescribed  for  one  purpose  and 
one  purpose  only:  That  the  President  shall  find  that  the 
protection  of  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  so  requires. 
You  hang  every  authority  he  has  under  the  act  upon  that 
power.  That  is  the  keystone  of  the  provision.  These  refu- 
gee children  are  not  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  the 
power  now  sought  to  be  imputed  to  him  under  the  neu- 
trality law  is  not  with  reference  to  the  protection  of  citizens 
of  the  United  States  but  citizens  of  other  countries,  and  it 
is  obvious  he  could  not  so  expand  the  law.  I  call  attention 
further  to  the  well-known  rule  of  interpretation  and  con- 
struction: That  when  certain  exceptions  are  specified 
wherein  power  can  be  exercised  that  in  itself  is  an  inhibi- 
tion against  further  exceptions  not  named  therein.  So 
the  act  provides  "excepting  the  American  Red  Cross"  in 
section  4  of  the  provisions.  Since  the  law  itself  specifies  an 
exception  with  reference  to  the  Red  Cross  under  the  well- 
known  rule  of  interpretation  that  in  itself  is  an  inhibition 
precluding  other  exceptions,  and  particularly  so  with  refer- 
ence to  citizens  of  other  countries  within  the  combat  zone. 
Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 

briefly? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  am  sorry,  I  cannot  yield: 
I  have  only  2  minutes  and  perhaps  that  has  expired. 

Let  me  conclude  with  this  thought:  There  are  a  great 
many  hobgoblins  conjured  up  in  the  brains  of  certain  Mem- 
bers. They  are  afraid  we  are  going  to  have  a  flood  of  for- 
eigners descend  upon  us.  They  are  afraid  it  is  going  to  get 
us  into  war.  This  bill  does  not  affect  the  immigration  and 
naturalization  laws.  It  will  not  bring  in  a  single  person  or 
individual  who  is  not  now  permitted  to  come  in  under  the 
immigration  and  naturalization  laws.  It  will  not  be  effective 
unless  all  goverrunents  consent  in  advsuice  thereto.  I  have 
no  sympathy  with  the  plea  that  because  all  children  cannot 
be  saved,  none  should  be  saved. 

This  bill  should  be  passed.  I  believe,  because  it  is  purely 
a  humanitarian  measure  to  save  the  lives  of  innocent  chil- 
dren, and  its  passage  means  that  America  stands  for  the 
preservation  and  the  salvation  of  hiunan  life.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  myself  one-half  min- 
ute to  say  that  I  have  Just  received  a  petition  from  nearly  100 
of  the  citizens  of  my  district  urging  that  the  Congress  pass 
immediately  the  pending  legislation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  now  gives  me  great  pleasvire  to  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Michigan  LMr. 
Crawford]. 
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Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  page  9873  of  the 
CoNcmssiONAL  RxcoRD.  dated  August  5.  1940.  there  appears 
this  language: 

Mr.  CiuwTOED  Mr  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  at  the  present  time. 

That  had  reference  to  the  bill  now  being  considered.  I 
objected  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  when  it  was  on  the 
Consent  Calendar  last  Monday  because  I  felt  Its  provisions 
should  be  discussed  on  the  floor  of  the  House  before  being 
approved.  I  make  no  apology  whatsoever  for  my  objection 
made  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  bill  is  far  reaching.  It  does  tear  your 
emotions  to  pieces,  and.  of  course,  the  bill  will  not  be  voted 
down.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  wisest  thing  the  British  people 
could  possibly  do  would  be  to  keep  these  children  under  the 
British  flag,  in  Canada  or  Australia,  or  in  some  other  posses- 
sion of  the  British  Empire,  surrounded  by  British  institutions, 
British  atmosphere,  and  British  culture.  But  it  is  not  for  us 
to  say  what  they  shall  do  with  their  children  after  the  bill  is 
approved.  If  they  come  here,  we  shall,  no  doubt,  do  with  them 
the  best  we  can.  II  they  do  not  come  here,  then  that  relieves 
us  of  any  responsibility.  But  if  they  come,  we  will  certainly 
have  the  responsibility  of  a  guest  in  our  home.  That  we  can- 
not avoid.  The  responsibility  will  be  with  us  24  hours  a  day 
so  long  as  those  children  are  within  the  continental  United 
States  or  its  territories. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  simply  wanted  to  make  this  very  brief 
statement  in  the  Record  to  clear  my  position  on  the  bill. 

I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  RobsionI. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  to  no 
man  in  my  sympathy  for  the  children  of  Eurojpe  who  are 
the  victims  of  the  war  now  going  on.  I  doubt  if  anyone  in 
the  House  here  has  a  monopoly  on  the  milk  of  human  kind- 
ness. We  should  not  permit  our  emotions  to  keep  us  from 
looking  into  the  provisions  of  the  measure  before  us.  The 
report  on  this  bill  is  very  incomplete,  and  the  House  has  very 
little  information  before  it  as  to  what  this  measure  means. 
The  bill  on  its  face  would  permit  all  of  the  children  under  16 
years  of  age  in  Italy,  Germany,  Holland,  Belgium.  France, 
Norway,  and  Great  Britain  to  be  brought  to  this  country  in 
American  ships. 

While  some  of  the  proponents  urge  that  only  a  handful 
would  come,  yet  as  a  matter  of  fact  It  would  permit  millions 
to  come.  There  is  no  limitation  whatsoever  in  the  bill  as  to 
numbers  or  as  to  nationalities.  It  is  said  that  the  bill  does 
not  amend  our  immigration  laws.  I  insist  that  It  does.  One 
of  the  proponents  said  we  could  bring  in  children  from  China 
under  this  bill.  Under  our  immigration  laws  Chinese  na- 
tionals have  no  right  to  come  to  this  country  as  temporary 
or  permanent  Immigrants.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  my  opin- 
ion, the  proponents  of  this  bill  are  thinking  alone  of  the 
refugee  children  of  Great  Britain.  We  have  no  information 
before  as  to  the  need  of  bringing  these  children  into  the 
United  States.  There  Is  nothing  said  about  their  financial 
condition  or  whether  in  the  end  they  would  become  charges 
on  the  people  of  the  United  States.  If  we  are  about  to  take 
a  long,  big  step  amending  the  immigration  laws  of  this  coun- 
try, we  ought  to  know  it.  If  we  permit  50,000  or  100,000 
to  come  in  under  this  bill  in  contravention  of  our  present 
Immigration  laws,  as  the  war  progresses  will  we,  under  its 
terms,  admit  tens  of  thousands  or  perhaps  a  million  others? 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  will  have  to  have  a  little 
more  time. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  will  srleld  the  gentleman  a  minute  if  be 
will  permit  me  to  make  this  observation. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  this  in 
no  way  amends,  alters,  or  does  anything  in  the  way  of  taking 
away  from  our  present  immigration  laws.  You  could  do 
the  same  thing  if  this  were  peacetime.  You  could  do  the 
same  that  we  are  asking  in  this  resolution  if  it  were  not 
for  the  fact  we  want  to  be  secvure  so  far  as  the  safety  of 
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these   children   is  concerned, 
amending  the  law. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  If  that  be  true,  then  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  the  immigration  au- 
thorities could  act  without  any  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Perhaps  they  could,  but  the  idea  of  being 
secure  and  having  the  safety  of  these  children  secure  by 
getting  permission  from  all  of  the  countries  named  in  the 
President's  proclamation  is  the  whole  crux  of  this  resolution. 
Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Of  course,  we  know,  and 
the  gentleman  and  the  House  know,  that  there  will  be  no 
refugees  from  Germany,  nor  from  Italy.  We  are  going  to 
take  sides  with  Great  Britain.  No  other  ship  can  go  to 
these  warring  nations  and  bring  children  unless  Germany. 
Italy.  England,  Prance,  and  other  warring  nations  agree. 
I  think  it  is  an  idle  gesture  because  the  chances  are  that 
Germany  and  Italy  having  no  refugees  will  not  agree  to 
this  proposition.  We  are  simply  making  a  gesture  here 
that  does  not  mean  ansrthlng. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Blr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman  mentioned  a  moment 
ago  certain  immigration  barriers.  The  several  organiza- 
tions sponsoring  this  bill  we  are  now  considering  likewise 
appeared  before  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  advocating  a  change  in  the  inunlgration 
laws. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Absolutely.  This  is  just  an 
entering  wedge.  You  bring  in  50,000  or  100,000  under  this 
procedure  and  you  will  have  a  stronger  appeal  later  on, 
perhaps,  to  let  In  another  100.000,  then  still  another  100,000. 
and  whatever  the  good  intentions  of  the  people  are  who  take 
care  of  them  now.  who  can  look  forward  to  a  year  from  now 
or  to  5  years  from  now  so  far  as  the  conditions  are 
concerned? 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  1 
additional  minute. 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  jield  the  gentleman  5 
additional  minutes. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  believe  we  all  share  the  great  humani- 
tarian spirit  demonstrated  in  this;  bill,  but  the  proponents 
seem  to  indicate  that  we  are  proposing  to  take  care  of  a 
large  percentage  of  these  children.  I  wonder  If  the  gentle- 
man can  estimate  the  percentage  of  children  of  Great  Brit- 
ain that  will  be  cared  for  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill 
and  the  great  hiunanltarlan  efforts  of  our  people.  Let  us 
not  fool  ourselves  on  that  point.  Would  it  not  be  something 
like  only  one-fourth  or  one-half  of  1  percent  of  all  of  the 
children  exposed  to  shot  and  shell  in  England? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  That  Is  the  point.  It  has 
never  been  made  clear  to  me  why  we  should  reach  out  and 
take  care  of  one-half  of  1  percent  of  the  refugee  children  of 
Great  Britain  and  neglect  the  other  99  Vj  percent  or  ignore 
Belgium.  Prance,  Holland,  and  all.  It  is  not  merely  a  question 
of  taking  care  of  a  few  thousand  refugee  children  of  Great 
Britain.  That  Is  not  the  only  issue  here.  There  are  other 
questions. 

All  sorts  of  propaganda  have  been  and  are  now  being  used  in 
this  country  in  order  to  get  us  into  war  on  the  side  of  Great 
Britain.  Is  it  the  purpose  In  bringing  these  British  children 
here  and  scattering  them  over  the  United  States  to  create 
another  great  source  of  propaganda  to  involve  us  in  the  Euro- 
pean war? 

Our  present  neutrality  laws  that  were  urged  upon  the  Con- 
gress by  the  President  and  his  administration  forbid  Ameri- 
can ships  to  enter  the  waters  of  these  warring  nations.  Tliis 
bill  amends  our  neutrality  laws  to  permit  American  ships  to 
go  into  these  waters  to  bring  refugee  children  to  the  United 
States  to  be  cared  for  by  American  families  who  are  willing 
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to  take  the  children,  provided  each  and  all  these  warring  na- 
tions agree  that  this  be  done.  In  other  words,  Italy  and 
Germany  must  agree  that  these  ships  may  enter  the  harbors 
of  Great  Britain.  Prance.  Belgium.  Holland,  and  so  forth,  and 
no  nation  will  molest  the  ships  or  the  children. 

Now  It  is  generally  understood  that  Germany  and  Italy 
have  no  refugee  children.  Is  It  reasonaWe  to  suppose  that 
Germany  and  Italy  will  agree  for  the  United  States  to  take 
care  of  the  refugee  children  of  Great  Britain  and  thereby 
shift  this  btirden  of  food  and  clothing  for  the  children  to  the 
United  States? 

And  no  one  yet  has  told  us  what  refugee  children  are. 
Are  they  children  of  famiUes  driven  out  of  Germany,  Italy, 
Poland,  and  other  countries  tato  Great  Britain,  or  are  they 
the  children  of  British  subjects?  It  Is  urged  that  these 
children  be  brought  from  Great  Britain  to  escape  the  dan- 
gers of  war.  I  assume  that  there  are  at  least  10,000.000 
children  under  16  years  of  age  living  In  Great  Britain.  Why 
bring  a  handful,  as  some  say,  to  escape  the  dangers  of  war 
and  leave  the  10,000.000  other  children  behind  if  they  are  the 
children  of  British  subjects?  It  has  never  yet  been  answered 
how  many  are  to  come,  what  Is  their  nationality,  or  why 
should  some  come  and  99*^  percent  remain  behind.  Is  the 
whole  thing  propaganda,  or  will  they  come  in  great  numbers, 
and  what  arrangements  will  there  be  to  protect  these  chil- 
dren, this  year  and  for  a  year  or  5  years  if  the  war  should 
coitlnue  that  long?  How  and  when  are  they  to  return  to 
their  own  country?  We  have  been  unable  to  get  answers  to 
these  questions. 

My  own  personal  opinion  is  that  the  purpose  of  this  move- 
ment is  war  propaganda.  We  notice  in  the  press  pictures 
day  by  day  of  c^tain  socially  prominent  American  families 
taking  some  children  of  socially  prominent  persons  in  Great 
Britain.  Will  the  children  of  the  working  class  and  common 
people  of  Great  Britain  have  an  equal  chance  to  escape  the 
horrors  of  war.  T 

It  is  provided  in  this  bill  that  American  ships  must  be 
used;  and  why? 
Mr.  BLOOM  rose. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    I  know  why. 
Mr.  BLOOM.    I  thought  you  were  asking  me. 
Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    Can  I  not  look  at  the  gentle- 
man without  causing  him  to  rise  from  his  seat?    [Laughter.] 
Great  Britain  is  using  her  ships  to  carry  munitions  of 
war  and  war  supplies.    She  needs  ships  and  this  is  a  plan  to 
have  America  furnish  the  ships  to  go  into  the  war  zones  and 
bring  her  refugee  children  here  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.     Are  not  those  British   ships   returning 
empty  from  British  ports  to  the  United  States? 
Mr.  ROBSION  of  KentudQr.    The  ships  are  returning  empty. 
Mr.  BLOOM.    If  I  give  the  gentleman  a  minute,  will  not 
the  gentleman  let  me  answer? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Of  course,  the  gentleman  as 
usual  has  the  answer,  but  it  is  not  always  convincing  to  me 
and  a  lot  of  others.  But  I  am  going  to  let  the  gentleman  give 
his  answer. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  will  Just  say  to  the  gentleman  that  Eng- 
land is  certainly  not  bringing  any  war  materials  in  ships  here. 
and  let  me  say  also  that  If  we  brought  these  children  over 
here  in  her  own  ships  they  would  have  to  be  convoyed  and 
if  they  were  convoyed  they  would  be  doubly  subject  to  attack. 
Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Yes;  and  that  is  what  I  have 
in  mind  with  respect  to  our  American  ships.  Our  Navy  de- 
pends upon  its  merchant  marine  and  this  is  just  simply  a 
plan  to  use  the  American  merchant  marine  to  augment  the 
British  Navy  and  the  British  merchant  marine. 

You  are  going  to  have  the  American  flag  painted  on  the 
sides  of  these  ships.  You  are  going  to  British  harbors  be- 
cause that  Is  where  you  are  going  to  get  your  refugees,  if  you 
get  any.  Now,  something  is  liable  to  happen  to  one  of  those 
ships.  The  papers  today  carry  the  report  that  one  of  these 
child  refugee  ships  was  sunk  or  lost  somewhere.  Now,  you  let 
one  of  these  American  ships  over  there  in  the  war  zone  get 
sunk  with  a  lot  of  children  on  the  ship,  and  we  know  at  once 
that  there  will  be  a  great  flare-up  of  denunciation,  intense 


hatred  and  feeling  toward  Germany  which  would  inflame  the 
American  people  and  push  us  closer  and  closer  to  this  war 
precipice  on  which  we  are  standing  today.  Why  should  the 
United  States  take  that  chance?  Some  people  here  want  to-; 
take  care  of  them,  you  say.  Why,  srou  have  millions  of  chil- 
dren here  in  America  today  in  worse  shape  than  those  you 
seek  to  bring  here.  Why  not  let  your  humanitarian  spirit 
run  riot  a  little  while  and  take  care  of  these  little,  hungry, 
deserted  orphans  and  the  starving  and  naked  children  here 
in  America,  because  in  reading  that  old  Book  of  Books  you 
will  find  that  it  points  out  "He  that  provideth  not  for  his 
own  household  has  denied  the  faith  and  is  worse  than  an 
infldeL"    This  could  get  us  into  that  war. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  intervention  of  this  Nation  in  the 
European-Asiatic-African  war.  If  we  become  involved  in 
that  war.  with  $50,000,000,000  of  direct  and  indirect  debts  and 
obligations  of  this  Government  today,  it  will  mean  the  com- 
plete bankruptcy  of  this  country,  a  complete  overturn  of  our 
economic,  social,  and  political  life,  a  tremendous  lowering  of 
our  standard  of  living,  and  it  would  mean  a  great  loss  of  life 
of  the  flower  of  the  young  manhood  of  this  country,  it  would 
mean  hundreds  of  thousands  of  widows  and. orphans,  and 
worst  of  all.  in  the  end  we  would  likely  lose  our  own  freedom 
and  liberty. 

It  is  our  first  duty  as  the  chosen  representatives  of  the 
American  people  to  isrotect  oiu*  own  country  and  the  rights 
and  interests  of  our  own  children  and  people.  I  am  unwill- 
ing to  take  any  step  that  will  likely  lead  this  country  into  war. 

I  wonder  what  plan  would  be  used  to  select  the  handful  of 
British  children,  leaving  millions  of  other  British  children  as 
well  as  millions  of  children  in  Prance,  Belgium,  Holland. 
Poland,  and  Norway  behind?  The  children  in  those  coimtries 
have  suffered  and  will  suffer  because  of  the  ravages  of  this 
war,  but  Great  Britain,  l)elieving  it  is  to  her  own  interest,  has 
adopted  a  blockade,  the  purpose  of  which  is  to  starve  her 
enemies  into  submission.  It  is  not  for  me  to  criticize  this 
policy  of  Great  Britain,  but  by  reason  of  this  policy,  according 
to  reports,  an  Innumerable  host  of  children  and  adults  will 
perish  because  of  the  lack  of  the  necessities  of  life.  Great 
Britain  thinks  this  policy  is  necessary  to  protect  her  national 
life  and  her  people  and  weaken  Germany. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  President  Roosevelt  and  his 
administration  do  not  favor  sending  food  to  the  needy  people 
in  the  countries  conquered  by  Germany  because  it  would 
nullify  the  blockade  policy  of  Great  Britain  and  help  Ger- 
many. This  policy  is  not  dictated  by  humanity — it  is  one  of 
the  cruel  necessities  of  war. 

The  European  nations  have  not  been  able  through  the 
centuries  to  solve  their  disputes.  We  found  through  bitter 
and  costly  experience  in  the  last  World  War  that  we  could 
not  settle  their  age-old  quarrels  for  them.  My  first  and  deep- 
est concern  is  to  save  this  country  from  the  horrors  of  another 
World  War. 

Great  Britain  has  many  dominions— Canada.  Australia, 
South  Africa,  and  others.  What  refugees,  if  any.  have  these 
dominions  received  from  the  British  Empire? 

We  have  already  suffered  much  from  this  war.  I  hope  that 
it  will  not  break  down  our  immigration  laws,  with  our  ten  to 
twelve  million  unemployed  industrial  workers  and  with  20.- 
000,000  people  demanding  some  form  of  relief  in  our  own 
country.  No  cause  could  appeal  to  us  more  strongly  than  to 
aid  distressed  innocent  children  who  are  not  responsible  for 
the  war.  We  should  insist,  however,  in  knowing  something 
about  this  whole  matter.  Will  this  break  down  our  immigra- 
tion laws,  is  it  propaganda,  and  will  it  likely  mvolve  us  in  the 
European  war? 

"nils  is  an  unusual  and  extraordinary  proceeding  for  this 
country.  I  know  of  no  other  neutral  coimtry  In  the  world 
that  has  taken  a  similar  course. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  jrield  the  gentleman  1  addi- 
tional minute. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    I  shall  insist  on  adopting 
amendments  that  will  set  up  safeguards  for  our  coimtry.    I 
am  imwilling  to  throw  down  the  bars  of  our  immigration  laws, 
or  to  take  steps  that  will  likely  involve  our  country  in  war 
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by  sending  our  ships  Into  these  war  zones.  We  remember  the 
Maine.  It  was  In  Cuban  waters  in  the  war  between  Cuba 
and  Spain.  The  Maine  was  blown  up.  Many  persons  Insist 
that  some  daring  Cubans  blew  up  the  Maine  in  order  to  get 
the  United  States  into  that  war  on  the  side  of  Cuba.  The 
seas  are  full  of  floating  mines  and  submarines.  Within  the 
last  2  months  German  submarines,  by  mistake,  destroyed  a 
British  transport  which  was  carrying  hundreds  of  German 
prisoners  to  Canada.  Another  submarine  blew  up  a  ship  that 
was  carrying  French  soldiers  who  had  surrendered  back  to 
Prance.  They  thought  the  sea  was  clear  and  they  had  safe 
conduct.  I  again  pose  the  question.  What  if  one  of  these 
American  ships  loaded  with  refugee  children  should  be  acci- 
dentally torpedoed  or  blown  up  by  these  magnetic  mkies  or 
some  daring  persons,  anxious  to  create  sentiment  against  Ger- 
many should  intentionally  torpedo  or  blow  up  the  ship?  It 
would  be  blamed  on  Germany  or  Italy,  and  our  people  would 
be  swept  into  a  war  frenzy,  and  we  might  find  ourselves  in- 
volved in  that  war  overnight.  In  that  event  our  own  children 
and  our  own  country  would  be  scourged  by  war. 

May  I  again  urge  In  the  consideration  of  this  measure,  as 
one  of  our  colleagues  said  today,  to  stop,  look,  and  listen,  and, 
above  all  things,  to  do  some  deep  thinking. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  California  [Mr.  IzacI.  a  very  prominent  member 
of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee. 

Mr.  IZAC.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any 
danger  of  oiu-  having  trouble  with  the  immigration  laws  as  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Robsion]  seems  to  visualize. 
The  British  quota  is  65.000  a  year,  and  they  have  about  50.000 
yet  for  this  year.  They  could  take  over  all  the  little  children 
under  that  quota  without  having  a  visitor's  visa  or  permit. 
However,  this  does  not  apply  merely  to  BriUsh  children. 
You  may  remember  when  Norway  was  invaded,  that  several 
Norwegian  families  migrated  to  England.  Likewise,  thousands 
of  Holland  and  Belgian  and  French  children  went  to  England. 
This  would  permit  the  evacuation  of  those  children  as  well  as 
BnUsh  children  if  this  legislation  becomes  law.  And  also 
of  children  from  all  the  warring  nations. 

Many  of  our  people  do  not  like  the  idea  of  our  taking 
foreign  children  when  there  is  distress  and  suffering  in  this 
country,  but  I  really  beUeve  that  where  there  are  families 
who  want  to  adopt  these  children,  or  at  least  have  them  as 
visitors  for  6  months  or  a  year,  it  certainly  is  a  humanitarian 
thing  to  do  to  permit  them  to  come  over  here  and  have 
these  families  take  them,  especially  as  it  applies  to  British 
children.  They  speak  the  same  language  as  we  do,  and 
therefore  it  is  not  such  a  terrible  thing  to  take  them  away 
from  their  families,  and  give  them  this  little  vacation. 

Mr.  KEEFE.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  IZAC.     Yes. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Do  I  understand  that  this  movement  Is  to  be 
done  at  the  expense  of  the  organizations  that  are  fostering 
this  movement? 

Mr.  IZAC.     That  is  correct.     Tlie  only  thing  that  we  are 

attempting  to  do  by  this  legislation  is  to  make  it  possible  for 
our  ships  or  any  neulral  ships  to  go  into  the  combat  zones. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Does  the  gentleman  understand  from  his 
knowledge  of  this  bill  and  the  hearings  before  his  committee 
that  no  expense  is  contemplated  to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment if  this  bill  becomes  law? 

Mr.  IZAC.     That  is  absolutely  correct, 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Is  the  gentleman  aware  of  the  fact  that  Miss 
Lenroot.  of  the  Children's  Bureau,  appeared  l>efore  the  defi- 
ciency committee  yesterday  morning  and  asked  them  for  an 
appropriation  to  provide  fluids  to  inspect  the  homes  into 
which  these  children  are  to  go.  and  that  she  made  the  state- 
ment, substar.tially.  so  I  am  advised,  that  it  is  the  contention 
of  that  department  that  these  people  who  are  showing  such 
an  interest  now  in  these  children  would  lose  that  Interest  in  3 
or  4  months,  and  that  it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Chil- 
dren's Bureau  to  make  constant  Inspection  of  those  children 
at  public  expense  in  order  to  see  that  they  are  properly  taken 
care  of? 

Mr.  IZAC.  I  say  to  my  friend  that  that  is  exactly  what 
occurs  when  any  immigrants  come  in  here.    In  many  in- 
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stances  the  Children's  Bureau  has  to  go  and  inspect  where 
these  immigrant  children  are  and  eventually  some  of  them 
land  in  orphanages.  But  we  are  not  going  to  bring  any  of 
these  children  here  until  they  have  been  passed  on  by  the 
organizations  interested,  and  I  am  sure,  from  the  caliber  of 
the  people  interested  in  this  thing,  that  you  do  not  have  any- 
thftig  to  fear  on  that  score.  When  men  like  Bishop  Buddy, 
of  San  Diego,  and  the  greatest  churchmen  in  the  country, 
Protestant.  Catholic,  Jewish,  all  feel  the  same  way  about  it, 
that  at  least,  as  huroanltarlans,  we  should  offer  this  asylmn 
for  these  people  at  a  time  when  they  are  under  actual  bom- 
bardment. Just  visualize  If  you  will  our  navy  yard  down 
here  and  the  settlements  surrounding  It  on  all  sides.  Sup- 
pose it  were  bombed.  Suppose  bombs  were  dropped  on  that 
yard  as  an  objective;  they  would  not  always  fall  in  that  little 
enclosure.  Some  would  fall  on  the  homes  of  these  poor  peo- 
ple in  the  neighborhood.  The  same  thing  is  hapj)ening  today 
in  the  thickly  populated  war  zones  of  Europe.  If  we  can  get 
any  of  those  children  over  here,  I  say  it  is  a  wonderful  thing 
to  do,  and  I  believe  we  should  try  to  do  more  than  what  they 
are  planning  on  at  the  present  time,  but  I  do  not  see  how  it 
is  humanly  possible  with  the  Umited  shipping  that  we  have 
and  the  limited  time  apparently  prior  to  the  launching  of 
the  Hitler  "blitzkrieg." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia has  expired.  _, 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Martin  J.  Kennedy  1. 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr^  Chairman,  at  this  time  I 
wish  to  congratulate  the  two  Members  who  worked  so  hard 
and  faithfully  on  this  bill,  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
Ciller]  and  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  HenningsI. 
I  also  congratulate  the  committee  of  American  men  and 
women  who  are  devoting  themselves  to  the  problem  of  bring- 
ing the  children  from  the  war  zones  abroad  to  homes  in  this 
country. 

Last  year  at  this  time  I  was  walking  around  the  streets  of 
London.  Everywhere  one  looked  you  could  see  large  posters 
with  the  question:  "Have  you  gas  masks  for  the  children?  Be 
sure  to  obtain  them  at  once  for  all  of  your  children." 

On  the  second  Sunday  of  August  I  was  attending  Mass  in 
the  Roman  Catholic  cathedral  in  London  and  heard  the  be- 
loved Cardinal  Hinsley  address  his  flock.  It  was  with  a  heavy 
heart  and  a  sob  in  his  voice  that  the  cardinal  urged  the  con- 
gregation to  cooperate  with  the  Government's  plan  to  evacu- 
ate the  children  from  the  city.  As  we  listened  to  the  appeal 
of  the  cardinal,  I  could  not  help  to  notice  the  tragedy  written 
upon  the  faces  of  the  parents  as  they  looked  down  at  their 
little  children.  Needless  to  say,  there  was  not  a  dry  eye  in 
that  whole  cathedral.  Throughout  England  that  same  scene 
was  being  enacted  in  all  of  the  churches. 

The  parents  were  asked  to  bring  their  children  to  the  local 
schoolhouse  with  a  limited  supply  of  food  and  clothing.  The 
school  authorities  would  then  transfer  them  to  a  rural  area. 
The  parents  were  told  not  to  go  to  the  railway  stations  be- 
cause it  was  thought  the  parUng  at  the  friendly  schoolhouse 
would  be  less  difficult  for  the  child  and  parent. 

When  I  left  the  cathedral  on  that  Sunday  morning  I  was 
sad.  At  my  side  was  my  own  son.  who  would  be  leaving 
shortly  to  return  to  our  own  beloved  and  peaceful  country. 
In  contrast  to  his  situaUon  I  visioned  those  helpless  English 
children  being  separated  from  their  parents. 

In  spite  of  the  impending  danger,  many  of  the  parents  had 
served  notice  on  the  authorities  that  under  no  circumstances 
would  they  permit  their  children  to  be  evacuated. 

A  year  has  rapidly  passed  since  that  eventful  day  in  the 
cathedral  in  London,  and  we  all  know  what  has  transpired 
abroad  in  that  time.  Today  many  European  countries  are 
confronted  with  the  same  nightmare,  only  to  a  greater  degree. 
England.  Germany.  France.  Belgiimi.  and  all  of  the  other 
coimtries  do  not  know  what  will  happen  from  day  to  day. 
When  I  speak  of  "those  countries."  I  am  only  thinking  of 
the  minor  children  in  "those  countries."  I  am  not  thinking 
of  the  rulers  or  the  military  machines.  It  is  the  plight  of  the 
children  that  we  are  attempting  to  i3leviate  by  this  bill.  I 
do  not  know  of  any  other  act  of  mercy  that  the  people  of  our 
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country  could  perform  that  would  serve  humanity  to  a  greater 
degree  than  the  passage  of  this  legislation. 

One  of  the  gentlemen  who  spoke  expressed  great  fear  at 
the  number  of  children  that  might  gain  admission  to  the 
United  States  with  the  passage  of  this  bill.  Personally.  I 
would  rather  see  thousands  of  helpless  children  brought  into 
this  country  than  to  permit  one  child  to  die  as  a  result  of 
the  war. 

We  may  have  to  give  up  sMne  of  our  luxuries  to  aid  these 
unfortimate  yoimgsters,  but.  after  all,  we  have  a  brother- 
hood with  the  children  of  the  world  which  requires  sacrifices. 
Let  us  take  this  opportunity  to  perform  a  genuine  service  to 
humanity. 

Our  action  here  today  will  reflect  the  sentiment  and  spirit 
of  a  great  people.  The  himianity  that  we  have  always  dis- 
played to  the  world  will  again  be  displayed  in  the  passage 
of  this  measure. 

The  Members  of  Congress  who  vote  for  this  Wll  will  be 
making  a  contribution  to  world  peace  and  happiness  that  we 
cannot  appreciate  at  the  moment. 

I  am  anxious  to  have  the  Rkcoro  show  that  we  are  going 
to  welcome  the  children  of  all  nations;  that  It  is  not  for  the 
benefit  of  any  one  country.  It  would  be  well  for  the  chan- 
celors  of  Europe  to  know  that  what  we  are  now  doing  is  not 
to  favor  one  particular  nation  or  to  punish  another,  but  only 
to  show  our  affection  for  all  children.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Treadway]. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  duties  of  a  member 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  are  so  exacting  and  so 
confining  in  time  that  I  have  found  it  rather  necessary  to  Umlt 
my  appearance  on  the  fioor  to  matters  directly  concerning 
that  important  committee.  But  today  I  cannot  help  Joining 
In  the  humanitarian  plea  that  is  going  up  in  this  House  to 
care  for  these  refugee  children. 

I  was  in  my  district  about  the  time  this  bill  was  introduced 
■  and  I  told  the  press  at  that  time  that  so  far  as  I  was  con- 
cerned I  believed  in  cutting  every  bit  of  red  tape  possible  in 
order  to  accomplish  the  purposes  provided  for  in  the  bill. 

I  recall  being  in  London  the  same  day  to  which  the  gentle- 
man who  Just  preceded  me  referred,  as  attending  the  Roman 
Catholic  cathedral.  I  walked  through  Hyde  Park  and  even 
then,  before  war  had  been  declared,  preparations  were  being 
made  to  care  for  the  women  and  children  by  digging  tunnels 
under  that  great  park.  As  we  traveled  across  England  we 
saw  timnels  and  holes  being  dtig.  tmmbproof  places  being 
dug  in  t>ack  yards  of  homes  to  protect  the  families  of  people 
Who  lived  in  the  adjoining  houses. 

What  more  could  we  do  for  the  sake  of  humanity  than  to 
care  for  these  children,  or  such  part  as  can  be  brought  to 
this  country?  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  referred  to  the 
fact  that  some  wealthy  children  could  be  brought  here  and 
cared  for.  That  may  be  true,  and  I  suppose  it  is  true,  be- 
cause with  financial  connections  you  can  make  contacts  with 
your  friends  either  here  or  abroad,  and  bring  a  few  here 
under  those  conditions.  But  because  there  happens  to  be  a 
few  dollars  back  of  a  child  is  no  indication  that  the  other 
child,  without  that  fortunate  backing,  is  not  as  much  entitled 
to  humanitarian  consideration  as  the  child  of  the  wealthy. 
TTiis  bill  applies  to  all  children — not  the  type  that  can  come 
here  and  be  cared  for  with  maids  and  governesses  and  so  on. 
as  has  been  referred  to.  but  it  applies  to  the  children  of  all 
the  people.  It  is  in  their  behalf  that  we  should  make  that 
appeal  here  today. 

Mr.  FISH.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  FISH.  In  the  letter  which  the  British  Amba.ssador. 
Lord  Lothian,  wrote  to  me  and  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee it  shows  that  98  percent  of  the  children  frmn  England 
Will  be  from  poor  parents. 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  That  is  the  advantage  of  this  legisla- 
tion, that  will  appeal  to  the  care  of  the  poor  children  and  not 
the  ones  to  whom  one  or  two  gentlemen  referred,  as  I  have 
nid  before,  children  of  wealthy  parents. 


We  still  have  therefore  a  greater  burden  to  cover  under  the 
protection  of  our  American  flag  these  children  w^ho  can  be 
brought  here  and  cared  for  in  the  homes  of  Americans,  what- 
ever the  financial  status  of  their  families  may  be. 

Let  me  add  Just  this  one  thought,  that  It  Is  very  unfor- 
tunate any  red  tape  should  be  put  In  the  way  of  a  great 
humanitarian  movement  such  as  this  being  carried  on  all 
over  the  country.  Let  us  appreciate  the  fact  that  our  fellow 
Citizens  want  to  carry  out  this  desire  and  are  willing  to  step 
forward  and  assiune  the  responsibility:  but  It  is  up  to  us  as 
legislators  to  cut  that  red  tape  and  see  that  that  punx>se  can 
be  accomplished  by  the  people.  Many  groups  are  ready  to 
assume  the  responsibility  of  the  care  of  these  children.  I 
have  at  least  two  instances  in  my  home  town  where  respon- 
sible persons  desire  to  care  for  the  refugee  children. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  genUeman  yleW? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  If  we  make  a  mistake  in  the  passage  of 
this  bill  It  will  be  on  the  side  of  mercy. 

Mr.  JHEADWAY.  It  wUl  be  on  the  right  side.  To  believe 
that  everything  we  do  is  done  right  or  must  be  done  right  is 
not  human.  We  are  simply  human  beings.  We  do  not  want 
to  make  mistakes,  but  in  this  instance  if  we  do  make  a  mis- 
take it  will  be  in  the  cause  of  humanity,  so  I  am  willing  to 
take  the  chance  of  making  a  mistake. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MURIXX:K  of  Arizona.  A  moment  ago  It  was  stated 
that  there  are  American  children  not  l)eing  properly  cared 
for.  that  charity  should  begin  at  home  and  for  that  reason  we 
Should  spend  our  resources  in  taking  care  of  these  under- 
privileged American  children.  I  recognize  the  force  of  that 
observation  and  sympathize  with  it.  for  I  am  deeply  interested 
In  taking  care  of  American  children.  However,  I  ask  the 
gentleman  if  he  does  not  feel  that  our  opening  our  hearts 
and  homes  for  taking  care  of  these  refugee  children  may  not 
generate  In  us  a  desire,  even  In  the  hearts  of  these  same 
people,  to  take  care  of  our  own  needy  children? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  I  believe  so.  Most  certainly  we  want 
to  take  care  of  our  own  suffering  children,  but  I  believe  the 
experience  of  taking  care  of  these  refugee  children  will  fur- 
nish the  Inspiration  for  us  to  go  on  with  our  own. 

IHere  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  1  additional  minute 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  MURRAY.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  srield? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Last  year  I  brought  to  the  attention  of  tlie 
House  the  fact  that  we  had  2,240  foundling  homes  in  the 
United  States  and  about  242,000  children  in  those  homes. 
Does  not  the  gentleman  believe  wc  should  help  them?  At  that 
time  I  made  a  plea  for  the  Surplus  Commodity  Credit  Cor- 
poration to  distribute  food  to  them  on  a  nonsectarian  basis. 
They  told  me  the  law  allowed  them  to  do  it.  What  has  the 
gentleman  to  say  about  such  a  situation? 

Mr.  TREADWAY.  The  gentleman  is  speaking  on  a  differ- 
ent subject  entirely  ffom  what  we  are  discussing  at  this  time, 
and  personally  I  do  not  care  to  be  drawn  into  that  sort  of 
discussion  on  this  bill.  Here  is  a  bill  that  appeals  to  our 
humanitarian  Instincts,  the  effort  to  bring  these  children 
over  here  from  war-stricken  Europe  and  find  homes  for  them, 
and  that  is  what  these  organizations  are  anxious  to  do.  This 
legislation  is  deserving  of  our  wholehearted  support.  (Ap- 
plause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.1 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tlewoman from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Chairman,  clearly 
it  seems  to  me  the  President  at  the  present  time  has  the  power 
to  bring  these  children  in,  but  the  bill  Is  before  us  and  was 
reported  unanimously  from  our  committee.  It  Is  a  humani- 
tarian measure.  It  seems  little  enough  for  us  to  do.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  a  sound  argument  against  allowing  these  chil- 
dren to  come  in  to  cite  the  fact  that  we  have  many  In  our 
own  country  who  are  not  cared  for.     I  (xily  wish  all  children 
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In  this  country  were  adequately  cared  for  Perhaps  this  very 
measure  will  make  the  people  more  conscious  of  their  obll- 
Ration  and  more  wiUing  to  take  care  of  them  if  we  extend  this 
aid  to  some  of  the  poor  little  terrified  refugee  children  of 
Europe. 

The  bill.  I  am  sure,  will  go  through,  and  I  believe  it  will  go 
through  without  a  single  dissenting  voice,  if  I  know  the  mem- 
bership of  the  House. 

My  hope  now  is  that  God  may  grant  them  safe  passage.  I 
wish  also  He  might  give  us  the  wisdom  to  make  them  feel  not 
like  refugees  but  to  make  them  know  they  are  welcome  little 
visitors  in  our  homes,  and  that  we  may  treat  them  wisely  and 
well.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts 

"yields  back  1  minute. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Ferguson  1. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  is  before  the 
House  of  Representatives  today  because  England  for  the  first 
Ume  in  900  years  is  going  to  be  invaded.  The  people  who 
sponsored  this  legislaUin  realize,  and  the  Congress  must 
realize  it  too.  that  we  are  trying  to  move  the  children  out  of 
England  that  they  may  escape  death  and  destruction  at  the 
hands  of  the  inva  iing  nations.  And  that  invasion  is  almost 
sure  to  come  to  pass. 

I  am  reminded  today,  when  we  hear  so  much  Christian 
spirit  expressed,  of  the  crusades  that  occurred  a  little  after 
the  invasion  of  England,  the  Children's  Crusade,  when  little 
children  were  led  in  an  army  attempting  to  recapture  Jenisa- 
lem  from  the  Mohammedans.  Those  children,  of  course,  were 
starved,  slaughtered,  and  enslaved.  As  we  debate  this  meas- 
ure today.  I  have  wondered  how  many  of  us  consider  how 
much  like  that  Children's  Crusade  oiir  forces  in  the  United 
SUtes  are.  We  have  voted  $10,000,000,000  for  defense,  but 
as  I  hear  Member  after  Member  express  his  opinion  on  con- 
scription. I  think  our  motto  is  going  to  be  "Billions  for  defense 
but  not  one  man  to  carry  the  arms."  We  are  soon  to  have 
before  us  the  National  Guard  bill,  placing  the  National  Guard 
and  the  Reserves  in  the  Army.  When  this  l)ill  is  passed,  we 
will  have  raised  our  standing  force  to  318.000  men;  that  is 
after  the  National  Guard  and  Reserves  are  put  into  service. 
Yet  there  are  Members  who  say  it  is  not  yet  time  to  vote  coh- 
scription.  I  am  in  favor  of  calling  the  National  Guard  and 
Reserves  for  training.  But  if  it  is  necessary— and  it  is — to 
call  out  the  National  Guard  and  Reserves,  take  them  away 
from  their  Jotw  and  families,  certainly  it  is  fair  to  conscript 
the  necessary,  qualified,  and  economically  best  able  men  of  the 
country  to  twister  our  Regiilar  Army  to  an  adequate  defense 
force.  They  want  to  see  the  insignia  on  the  Invading  boats 
or  airplanes.  They  want  to  see  whether  they  are  bearing  the 
Nazi.  Fascist,  or  some  other  foreign  emblem  on  the  wings  of 
the  attacking  vessel  l)efore  they  start  preparation  to  repel 
such  an  invasion. 

I  want  to  read  a  quotation  from  the  speech  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Fish]  yesterday,  as  follows: 

I  realise  that  many  Members  of  Congress  are  politically  on  the 
ipot  in  regard  to  the  conscription  bill.  I  see  no  reason  for  those 
In  close  districts,  if  they  do  not  want  to,  to  take  any  side  on  this 
controversial  question  of  conscription  at  the  present  time. 

I  hope  imd  pray  that  no  Member  of  this  House  in  close 
districts  will  play  politics  with  our  national  defense  and  let 
the  political  futvu^e  of  Members  delay  consideration  of  the 
vitally  necessary  conscription  bill.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  1 3^eld  3  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  I  Mr.  DicksteinI. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  that  the  thoughts 
of  the  Memt)ers  will  be  carried  out  and  that  not  only  English 
children  but  the  children  of  Poland.  Belgium,  and  other  parts 
of  the  world,  who  have  had  to  run  away  from  these  dictators, 
may  be  given  the  same  opportunity  to  come  over  here.  In 
connection  with  red  tape  in  the  immigration  laws,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  of  the  House  has  t>een  holding  hear- 
ings in  connection  with  the  State  Depsu-tment  and  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  to  try  to  cut  this  red  tape  in  order  that 


you  and  I  may  do  something  real  for  the  unfortimate  children 
of  those  countries. 

Many  questions  have  been  raised  by  a  ntunber  of  Members 
of  the  House  as  to  who  is  going  to  select  these  children  and 
as  to  how  we  are  going  to  pass  on  this  selection.  The  fact  of 
the  matter  is  that  whatever  measure  my  committee  may  bring 
out  to  bring  atx)ut  their  relief  will  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  present  neutrality  law.  The  bill  we  are  passing  here 
today  does  not  repeal  or  have  anything  to  do  with  the  present 
immigration  law.  Under  the  present  immigration  law  each 
immigrant,  whether  he  comes  in  here  under  a  permanent  visa 
or  a  temporary  visa  must  comply  with  the  existing  provisions, 
namely,  those  having  to  do  with  an  examination  by  a  health 
oCQcer  and  qualifications  with  reference  to  mental  and  physi- 
cal ability.  All  of  the  requirements  must  be  olaserved  before 
that  person,  whether  it  be  a  child  or  an  adult  on  a  visitor's 
or  a  permanent  visa  is  allowed  to  enter  this  country. 

This  bill,  in  my  opinion,  only  deals  with  the  cutting  of  red 
tape  in  the  neutrality  law,  and  I  think  you  are  doing  a  wise 
thing  in  cutting  it  fast.  I  hope  and  trust  that  my  committee 
will  work  as  fast  to  cut  such  red  tape  as  we  think  ought  to  be 
cut  in  order  to  give  equal  opportunity  to  all  refugee  children, 
no  matter  where  they  are  within  the  confines  of  this  world. 
We  were  informed  only  this  morning  that  the  Nazi  Govern- 
ment is  bringing  to  bear  a  lot  of  pressure  on  other  countries 
not  yet  in  the  destructive  area  and  that  some  English.  Polish. 
Belgian,  and  Finnish  children  are  within  those  areas,  and  that 
they  must  be  taken  out  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  I 
appeal  to  the  Members  of  Congress,  let  us  get  together  and 
pass  this  bill  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  and  if  there 
is  any  red  tape  dealing  with  our  immigration  laws,  my  com- 
mittee is  now  considering  legislation  to  remedy  that  phase  of 
the  problem,  too. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  CellerI. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  been  interested  in 
the  evacuation  of  these  children  from  England  and  else- 
where for  some  time,  and  on  July  22  of  this  year  I  offered 
the  bill.  H.  R.  10214.  which  was  practically  at  the  same  time 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hennings]  offered  his  bill. 
I  may  say  that  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  HenningsI 
and  myself  exercised  the  utmost  care  in  the  drafting  of  the 
bill.  We  consulted  the  Bill  Drafting  Commission  and  advised 
them  to  draft  a  bill  so  that  there  would  be  no  discrimination 
so  far  as  creed  or  nationality  is  concerned.  I  say  beyond  any 
peradventure  of  doubt  that  this  bill  is  not  necessarily  for  the 
protection  only  of  British  children.  It  covers  children  all 
over  Europe,  and  I  would  be  just  as  anxious  to  aid  German 
children  as  I  would  be  to  aid  Belgium,  French,  or  British 
children. 

A  very  significant  statement  has  recently  been  made  by  a 
very  distinguished  columnist,  Raymond  Clapper,  in  the 
Scripps-Howard  newspapers  recently.  He  propounds  a  ques- 
tion that  Hitler  might  sink  one  of  these  ships  and  answers  that 
question: 
First— 

Said  Clapper — 
Hitler  Is  no  fool.  He  Is  not  dragging  us  Into  this  war  right  now  If 
he  can  help  it.  Second,  I  am  authoritatively  informed  that  the 
British  Government  has  good  reason  to  believe  that  if  the  United 
States  made  official  request  of  the  German  Government,  and  pro- 
vided the  guaranties  that  Hitler  would  naturally  expect  against 
misuse  of  the  occasion,  a  pledge  of  safe  conduct  would  be  forth- 
coming from  the  German  Government. 

Why  not  try  it? 

I  repeat.  Why  not  try  it?  Why  not  try  to  rescue  these 
children  from  the  chamel  houses  that  Hitler  will  make  pres- 
ently in  Great  Britain? 

A  statement  has  laeen  made  that  the  President  already 
has  the  authority  to  send  these  ships  across  the  sea  on  this 
rescue  work.  I  doubt  the  President  has  such  authority. 
I  have  examined  with  experts  both  in  and  out  of  the  State 
Department  most  carefully,  various  sectionst)f  the  neutrality 
law.  Section  3.  which  has  been  referred  to  as  being  the 
authority  for  the  President  to  do  this  thing,  to  my  mind. 
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gives  him  no  such  authority.  Section  3  simply  provides  that 
the  President  shall,  by  proclamation,  define  combat  areas, 
and  thereafter  it  shall  be  unlawful,  except  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  for  any  citizen  of  the 
United  States  or  any  vessel  to  proceed  into  or  through  any 
such  combat  area. 

In  the  first  place,  it  Is  rather  a  dreadful  burden  to  place 
on  any  one  man  as  to  sending  those  ships  abroad.  It  is 
cruel  to  pl£u;e  it  on  a  man  even  as  enlightened  and  as  bril- 
liant as  is  the  President  of  the  United  States.  He  has  not 
acted.  If  he  clearly  had  the  power  I  am  sure,  judging  from 
his  humanitarianism.  that  he  would  have  acted.  The  mere 
fact  he  has  not  acted  is  tantamoimt  to  the  fact  that  he  has 
no  such  authority.  Scan  the  debates  on  the  neutrality  law. 
go  over  the  Issues  carefully,  and  you  will  not  find  the  word 
child  even  mentioned.  It  was  never  within  the  realm  of 
contemplation  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  this  act  that 
we  would  have  the  right  o*  that  anyone  would  have  the  right 
to  send  these  ships  abroad. 

Furthermore,  we  specifically  made  an  exception  when  we 
devised  section  4  with  reference  to  Red  Cross  ships.  We  said 
with  reference  to  Red  Cross  ships  that  they  would  have  to 
get  safe  conduct  before  they  could  proceed;  yet  they  could 
proceed  regardless  of  the  prohibition  contained  in  other  pro- 
visions of  the  act. 

If  the  power  to  send  ships  across  rested  In  the  President's 
discretion — Red  Cross  or  otherwise — why  did  we  put  in  the 
exception  as  embodied  in  section  4.  Section  4  would  be  need- 
less If  the  contention  now  made  concerning  the  President's 
power  were  sound. 

Recently  we  amended  section  4  and  thus  reaffirmed  that 
the  President  had  no  such  authority. 

Let  me  read  to  you  portions  of  a  letter  sent  by  the  Secretary 
of  State.  Cordell  Hull,  to  the  Congress,  under  date  of  June 
17,  1940.  wherein  he  has  asked  £Ui  amendment  to  section  4 
concerning  Red  Cross  ships: 

The  Red  Cross  has  dispatched  to  Europe  the  ship  McKeesport. 
which  It  chartered  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  Red  Cross  supplies 
to  Prance.  The  supplies  were  to  be  landed  in  Bordeaux.  Under 
the  neutrality  law  it  was  necessary  to  obtain  safe  conduct  from 
the  belligerent  governments.  This  safe  conduct  was  not  forth- 
coming from  all  the  necessary  governments,  and  consequently  the 
vessel  was  dispatched  to  Bilbao.  Spain,  with  the  expectation  that 
its  cargo  might  be  landed  there  and  transported  into  Prance. 
There  seem  to  be  practical  difficulties  as  far  as  that  procedure  is 
concerned,  and  the  question  now  arises  as  to  whether  the  vessel 
ought  not  be  diverted  from  itspstirse  to  one  of  the  belligerent  ports 
where  the  need  Is  paramount. 

This  raises  the  question  of  the  general  applicability  of  the  neu- 
trality law  to  Red  Cross  shipments  and  has  put  the  matter  In  the 
forefront  of  the  Department's  thought.  After  consultation  with 
Mr.  Norman  Davis  of  the  Red  Croes.  we  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  It  would  be  inflnltely  better  If  the  Neutrality  Act  were  amended 
to  permit  Red  Cross  ships  on  voyages  of  mercy  to  proceed  simply 
after  notification  to  belligerents  that  the  specific  vessel  will  go  to 
a  named  port.  It  now  being  demonstrated  that  It  Is  Impracticable 
to  operate  under  the  present  provisions  of  the  law. 

In  other  words,  the  Secretary  of  State  called  for  an 
amendment  to  section  4  so  as  to  send  the  Red  Cross  ship 
McKeesport  from  Bilbao.  Spain,  to  France.  The  boat  was 
originally  to  go  to  Bordeaux,  but  Bordeaux  was  about  to  be 
bombarded  and  the  course  of  the  ship  was  changed  so  that 
It  might  proceed  to  Marseilles.  However,  the  ship  could  not 
go  to  Marseilles  because  of  section  4.  Therefore,  we  had  to 
further  amend  section  4.  which  we  did  by  passing  House 
Joint  Resolution  573.  wherein  we  struck  out  of  section  4  the 
words  "proceeding  under  safe  conduct  granted  by  states 
named  in  any  proclamations  Issued  under  the  authority  of 
section  1  (a)."  In  other  words,  the  Red  Cross  ship,  the 
S.  S.  McKeesvort,  then  proceeded  to  Marseilles  without  safe 
conduct. 

We  passed  the  bill  because  Secretary  of  State  Cordell  Hull 
had  stated  in  the  aforesaid  letter  of  June  17  the  following: 

If  you  feel  that  you  can  support  this  measure.  I  should  be  very 
glad  if  you  would  Introduce  it  and  expedite  Its  passage  to  what- 
ever extent  possible,  becaxise  it  seems  desirable  In  view  of  the 
tmsettled  situation  in  Europe  to  divert  the  McKeesport,  which  Is 
now  at  sea,  from  its  present  run.  to  Bordeaux  or  some  other  bel- 
ligerent port  as  conditions  render  advisable  or  expedient  and 
Where  there  Is  very  great  need  for  the  carga 
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Thus,  by  amending  section  4.  we  again  affirmed  the  con- 
clusion that  the  President  could  not  act  without  some  au- 
thority from  Congress.  If  the  President  had  the  power  to 
send  any  ship,  mercy  ship,  or  Red  Cross  ship,  why  would 
we  have  put  Into  the  Neutrality  Act  section  4.  in  the  first 
place,  and  in  the  second  place,  why  would  we  have  amended 
section  4  with  regard  to  the  Red  Cross  ships?  This  matter 
should  be  taken  from  the  realm  of  doubt.  The  President 
should  not  be  asked  to  act  where  there  is  such  doubt,  espe- 
cially with  the  lives  of  thousands  of  helpless  children  at 
stake.  We  should  cut  the  Gordian  knot  of  doubt  by  definite 
action.  There  is  no  time  to  lose.  Get  these  children  out  of 
this  blazing  hell,  which  is  what  Hitler  will  soon  make  of 
Great  Britain.  -^ 

I  am  very  happy  at  this  Junctiu'e  to  insert  some  corre- 
spondence which  I  have  received  concerning  this  bill: 

MxacT  Ships  for  CHn.oKKif. 

New  York  City.  JtUy  31. 
Congreasman  Emakttxl  Ckuxb. 

Sew  York. 
Mr  Deax  Congressman  Cellzb:  I  was  disappointed  not  to  find 
you   in   when   I   called  at  your  office   before    leaving  Washington. 
Tour  secretary  informed  me  that  you  had  not  returned  from  New 
York. 

As  I  wrote  you,  I  am  very  happy  to  enclose  to  you  herewith  a 
statement,  which,  telling  a  little  of  our  women's  organization  and 
our  sympathy  with  the  cause  of  child  rescue,  may  be  Incorporated, 
we  believe.  Into  your  remarlLS.  However,  If  you  choose  to  quote 
my  Ideas  In  your  own  words  or  to  quote  only  excerpts,  be  assured 
I  shall  wholly  understand,  and  am  only  pleased  you  asked  for 
our  statement  of  feeling  In  this  matter. 

You  may  be  sure  we  shall  all  be  listening  with  full  83rmpathy  at 
the  time  you  speak  tomorrow,  and  we  add  our  earnest  wishes  for 
your  great  success  in  putting  this  plan  before  the  public. 

Kindly  Inform  ua  here  if  you  think  of  anything  at  all  which 
your  committee  could  do  to  further  this  great  cause. 
Yours   very   sincerely, 

StTSAM  N.  V^vnjsrm, 

Co-Chairman, 

8TATKICXNT  OF  "iCnCT  8RIP  FOR  CBUJUBXtt"  COMMrrmC 

JlTLT    31.     1040. 

One  of  the  interesting  and  significant  aspects  about  this  cam- 
paign to  free  our  ships  for  European  children  is  the  fact  that 
the  group  in  America  most  vlgorotisly  and  fearlessly  campa!gning 
for  the  change  in  the  Neutrality  Act  is  a  committee  of  women 
in  New  York;  but  do  not  mistake  us;  this  Is  no  local  New  York 
committee,  but  one  with  representatives  from  many  other  States 
on  Its  executive  committee  of  fifty  or  so.  and  backing  up  the 
executive  measures  and  the  crusading  spirit  of  these  fifty  or 
BO  women  at  their  national  headquarters  In  New  York  are  many 
clubs  and  organizations  all  over  the  country  and  thousands  uf 
individual  women. 

It  is  interesting  and  yet  really  not  at  all  strange  that  the  most 
aggressive  group  pushing  for  this  measure  should  be  made  up  of 
very  average  women  and  mothers;  for  these  ladles  have,  natu- 
rally, been  the  first  to  see  and  feel  and  express  the  feeling  of 
the  women  of  America  that  something  must  be  done  about  the 
Imperiled  or  persecuted  children  of  Europe.  When  you  come 
to  think  of  It,  it  is  Just  this — the  unprotectablllty  of  women  and 
children  in  present-day  warfare  never  really  envisaged  even  a 
year  ago,  when  the  Neutrality  Law  was  passed,  that  now  10 
months  after.  leads  to  the  considered  change  in  the  bill.  Mod- 
em warfare  has  turned  the  defenseless  children  in  every  covin- 
try  where  war  maintains  Into  the  status  of  fleeing  refugees, 
though  they  remained  In  their  own  dooryards  and  gardens,  the 
English  children  may  soon  be  fleeing  from  gun  fire  over  their 
heads.  And  where  are  they  to  flee  to?  Canada,  far  more  sparsely 
settled  than  our  United  States,  has  already  undertaken  to  harbor 
10.000  of  these  children;  it  Is  impossible  for  her  to  absorb  them 
all.  There  are  200,000  children  now  ready  to  embark  .  .  .  but 
the  English  boats  caimot  wait  upon  their  desires.  England  has 
her  hands  full  fighting  to  maintain  her  very  life.  She  has  ap- 
pealed to  us  on  the  children's  behalf.  Shall  her  plea  go  un- 
answered? 

There  are  many  different  plans  and  hopes  and  procedures  for 
this  chUd-rescue  work  now  being  discussed.  It  is  natural,  and 
even  right,  that  the  thought  that  our  boat*  may  be  soon  set 
free  for  tlJls  mercy  work,  should  arouse  the  hopes  and  dreams 
of  help  for  the  children  in  charitable  American  hearts.  But 
here  the  women  reply,  most  practically,  too.  It  seems  to  me: 
'•Leave  these  questions  tlU  later;  bend  every  effort  now  to  remov- 
ing the  disability  In  otir  shipping  In  the  Interest  of  this  mercy 
work.  When  this  is  done,  and  we  have  the  ships,  let  us  help 
persecuted  European  childhood  wherever  It  Is  possible,  practica- 
ble, and  comparatively  safe  to  do  so.  But  now,  with  the  present 
outlook  It  is  the  children  of  all  nationalities  living  in  England  who 
wish  to  come,  are  ready  to  come,  whose  parents  wish  them  to 
come — and  whom  It  is  practicable  for  us  to  fetch,  given  the  ships. 
Later,  when  the  outlook  changes,  let  us  hope  we  can  relieve  ooa- 
ditions  for  still  other  unhappy  children." 
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We  are  proud  of  otir  American  ahipa,  especially  tbe  beautiful 
new  America.  And  what  Is  a  more  suitable  and  prouder  mlaalon 
for  our  American  boats  than  to  carry  out  a  mercy  errand  of  our 
great  American  democracy;  designated  In  the  terms  of  our  Dec- 
laration of  Independence  and  our  American  Constitution  as 
"asylum." 

Coancrrm  to  Dumu  Akzsica  bt  Ammo  tttb  Aixnai, 

New  York,  July  30,  1940. 

Hon.  Emakxjwl  CcLixa, 

1450  BToadioay.  Seto  York,  N.  7. 
Mt  Dsas  CoNcazssMAN:   At  the  request  of  Mr.  Duncan  of  this 
ofloe.  I  take  pleasure  In  enclosing  a  brief  stotement  that  you  may 
wtoh  to  consider  for  Inclusion  In  your  WEAP  radio  4>eech  Friday 
erenlng,  Augxist  2. 

We  are  most  grateful  for  your  cooperation  and  wish  you  every 
success  In  speeding  the  passage  of  the  child -refugee  measvure. 
Sincerely  yours, 

William  C.  Banta,  Jr.. 

Publicity  Department. 

■TATSMZMT   FOB    VSE    0»    HON.    nCANTTXL    CKLLZK 

Aatdt  from  the  humane  aspects  of  this  measxire  to  permit  Ameri- 
can veaKls  to  rescue  child  refugees.  It  has  important  military  slg- 
nlflcance  as  well.  We  recall  how  the  presence  of  thousands  of 
rafugMa  In  the  camps  of  the  Belgian  Army  affected  its  defensive 
tactics  and  was  a  factor  that  led  up  to  the  sxirrender  of  this  little 
country.  It  would  be  most  deplorable  if  the  defense  of  Britain 
should  fall  because  of  refugees  becoming  a  hindrance  to  British 
troop  movements  and  otherwise  being  an  unfortunate  impediment 
to  tactical  maneuvers  of  the  defending  forces.  For  this  reason 
alone,  the  United  SUtes  can  and  should  let  nothing  stand  In  the 
way  of  removing  child  refugees  from  the  war  zone. 

To  this  end,  American  public  opinion  has  already  been  out- 
spoken. Since  the  middle  of  May  It  has  been  voiced  through  the 
Committee  to  Defend  America  by  Aiding  the  Allies,  of  which  WU- 
11am  Allen  White  la  national  chairman.  In  seeking  the  moral  and 
material  Md  that  may  legally  be  given  to  maintain  England  as 
our  first  line  of  defense.  The  committee,  organized  through  nearly 
600  community  units  from  Maine  to  California,  has  alretkdy  made 
known  Its  stand  through  petitions  to  the  President  and  to  their 
elected  representatives,  Jn  which  upward  of  3,000.000  Americans 
have  Joined  in  signing.  Many  thousands  of  others  have  personally 
telegimphed  or  written  to  Washington  their  sentiments  in  behalf 
of  tbe  measure. 

This  is  the  way  of  a  democracy,  in  which  the  people  tell  the  Gov- 
ernment what  to  do.  In  a  dictatorship,  the  government  tells  the 
people  what  to  do.  I  urge  you.  therefore,  to  exercise  your  rights  as 
a  citizen  in  a  democracy.  If  you  have  not  already  done  so,  act  now 
to  inform  your  President  and  elected  representatives,  by  letter  or 
telegram,  that  you  desire  the  passage  of  the  child-refugee  measure. 
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New  York,  N.  Y,  July  30,  1940. 
Ur.  EkCAifTTSL  CnjLm. 

1450  Broadtcay.  Seto  York  City.  N.  T. 

DBAS  Mb.  Cbllbb:  Grateful  thanks  for  your  letter  of  July  27. 
We  encloae  herewith  a  brochure  which  will  tell  you  In  detaU  about 
the  work  we  are  doing  in  England. 

It  Is  our  earnest  prayer  that  Just  as  many  children  be  brought  to 
Mf«  sborss  as  possible  and  without  loss  of  time.  For  the  past  4 
y«Brs  w«  have  been  caring  for  children  in  countries  at  war.  First 
In  Spain,  then  in  Prance,  and  now  In  England. 

We  have  come  to  know  sadly  enough  the  horrible  effect  of  war 
upon  children.  Par  more  horrible  than  the  ph3rslcal  danger  Is  the 
mental  effect,  not  only  of  air  raids  but  "the  waiting  for  air  raids," 
after  the  first  has  been  experienced. 

Our  files  are  made  up  of  photos  and  histories  of  thousands  of 
children  who  have  been  through  war.  "Riey  are  no  longer  children 
but  strained,  worried  little  old  men  and  women.  Far  too  often  up- 
pears  the  notation  "this  child  has  been  so  badly  shocked  It  may 
take  years  for  a  recovery."  It  Is  because  of  this  experience  we  plead 
Jar  &igland's  children  to  be  saved. 

The  colonies  established  by  the  Foster  Parents'  Plan  for  War 
Children  will  act  as  a  collecting  center  for  those  children,  we  hope, 
will  eihbark  for  safe  shores.  The  main  function  of  the  colonics, 
however.  Is  to  house,  feed,  and  extend  loving  c&re  to  those  children 
of  all  nationalities  in  England  who  will  not  find  a  safe  haven. 
They.  too.  must  be  helped  Colonies  are  situated  In  what  are  con- 
sidered to  be  "safe  areas"  in  England. 

With  earnest  hope  that  your  broadcast  will  bring  some  quick, 
moclfxil  action. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Edna  Blue. 

Chairmon. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  VoorhtsI. 

B4r.  VOORHIS  of  California.  The  American  people  are 
like  all  other  people  in  the  world,  a  strange  people.  We  have 
the  idea  that  the  farther  away  we  go  with  our  kind  acts  the 
more  slgniflcance  there  is  to  them.  We  have  had  the  idea  for 
years  that  it  was  going  to  destroy  the  character  of  our  own 
citizens  if  we  provided  public-works  Jobs  for  them,  bat  that  it 


was  not  going  to  have  any  such  effect  on  people  far  away  in 
other  countries  if  we  provided  them  direct  relief.  I  do  not 
know  why  this  is.  I  do  not  understand  it.  We  have  even 
given  away  buying  power  to  foreign  countries  over  and  over 
in  our  history,  literally  given  it  away,  and  it  has  stimulated 
our  economic  order  when  we  did  it,  but  at  home  we  do  not 
seem  to  imderstand  the  tremendous  importance  of  enabling 
our  own  people  to  consume  their  own  production. 

Some  people  have  said  that  we  ought  to  take  care  of  our 
own  children  first.  They  are  right;  we  ought  to.  But  I  have 
spent  most  of  my  life  doing  exactly  that,  and  I  know  that  the 
thing  that  causes  people  to  take  care  of  needy  children  is 
something  in  their  hearts  that  prompts  them  to  do  that. 
And  the  question  we  must  ask  ourselves  is  whether  or  not  the 
failure  of  this  bill  would  cause  one  single,  solitary  American 
child  that  is  not  now  cared  for  to  be  cared  for.  I  am  sure  that 
will  not  be  the  result.  On  the  contrary,  the  Impulses  in 
people's  hearts  that  cause  them  to  do  good  to  people  are  not 
limited  by  any  boimdaries,  and  if  some  people  are  willing  to 
assume  a  burden  and  do  a  good  thing  in  this  connection,  both 
they  and  others  may  learn  for  this  experience  and  example 
to  give  the  care  our  own  children  need.  So  by  passing  this 
measure  I  believe  you  might  be  making  it  more,  not  less,  likely 
for  needy  American  children  to  be  taken  care  of. 

These  kids  did  not  have  anything  to  do  with  this  war.  It 
was  not  of  their  making.  Yet  I  believe  they  are  the  ones  who 
suffer  most.  Those  few  who  are  brought  here  will  come  only 
because  some  persons  in  this  country  have  guaranteed  to  care 
for  them.  Every  one  of  them  will  therefore  create  an  addi- 
tional demand  for  the  things  we  produce  here. 

And  now  I  want  to  make  another  point  that  I  am  sure  is 
very  important  and  tremendously  misvmderstood.  There  are 
a  lot  of  people  who  have  the  Idea  that  it  would  solve  the 
imemployment  problem  if  we  had  fewer  people  around.  That 
is  silly.  I  come  from  the  city  of  San  Dimas.  Calif.,  a  fine 
little  community  which  has  a  population  of  about  3.000.  I 
am  sure  it  is  not  going  to  improve  business  in  San  Dimas  if 
we  have  less  people  there,  and  every  one  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  knows  that  the  same  thing  is  true  In  his  own  com- 
munity. The  solution  of  the  unemployment  problem  is  not 
fewer  people  but  more  bujring  power  in  the  hands  of  American 
ctxisumers,  so  they  will  be  able  to  buy  the  products  that  the 
American  farms  and  industries  can  so  easily  produce.  That 
Is  the  only  road  to  the  solution  of  the  unemployment; 
problem. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  srield  the  gentleman  from 
California  1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  That  Is  the  only  basis  for 
the  solution  of  the  imemployment  problem  and  it  is  a  thing 
I  have  been  pleading  for  in  this  House  as  long  as  I  have  been 
here.    This  measure  has  no  effect  on  that  problem. 

The  other  great  question  here  is  what  might  happen  to  one 
Of  these  ships  and  what  might  happen  to  us  if  harm  befell 
one  of  them.  On  this  point,  of  course,  the  main  thing  is  that 
none  of  these  ships  can  go  unless  all  belligerents  first  grant 
safe  conduct.  I  do  not  believe  any  government  would  be 
foolish  enough  to  touch  one  of  these  ships.  I  do  believe  that 
we  ought  to  make  up  our  minds  here  and  now  that,  so  far  as 
we  are  concerned,  we  are  going  to  keep  our  beads  under  all 
circiunstances. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  EATON.    Mr.  Chairman,  before  we  proceed  to  casting 
a  unanimous  vote  for  this  bill,  I  yield  the  balance  of  my  time 
to  the  distinguished  minority  leader  on  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs,  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Pish). 
Mr.  FISH.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
speak  out  of  order  during  the  time  allotted  to  me. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  few  moments  ago  the  gentle- 
man from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  FkrgusonI  made  a  statement  in 
which  he  inferred  that  those  of  us  who  are  supporting  this 
bill  do  so  because  we  realize  that  England  is  about  to  he 
bombed,  and  we  want  to  do  the  humane  and  hMrp^'n'^^'^'^" 
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thing  and  get  some  of  the  English  children  out  of  that  coun- 
try before  the  English  cities  are  bombed.  He  also  intimates 
that  we  should  realize  our  danger  from  Germany  and  vote 
for  the  conscription  bill. 

Let  me  say  a  few  words  as  this  is  the  last  time  that  I 
shall  be  here  to  speak  for  several  weeks,  due  to  attending 
Army  maneuvers,  and  try  to  make  my  views  clear.  I  hon- 
estly believe  that  the  whole  conscription  plan,  and  I  am  not 
impugning  the  motives  of  anybody  back  of  it.  and  I  say  this 
with  all  the  sincerity  I  am  able  to  muster,  in  absolute  good 
faith.  Is  dishonest  and  fraudulent,  and  I  propose  to  prove 
it.  It  is  based  on  a  dishonest,  false,  and  fraudulent  premise, 
and  that  Is  that  the  volimteer  system  has  faUed.  Every 
single  quota  asked  for  by  the  Army  General  Staff  to  fill  up 
the  Regular  Army  has  been  met  on  time. 

This  conscription  idea  and  proposal  has  been  built  up 
by  the  eastern  press  and  a  handful  of  sincere  and  influential 
business  and  professional  men  in  New  York  City.  It  has 
not  only  deceived  the  American  people,  but  it  has  also  de- 
ceived Members  of  Congress.  They  have  been  led  to  believe 
that  the  volunteer  system  has  broken  down  and  failed  and 
that  the  Army  cannot  get  sufficient  volunteers  to  fill  the 
quotas  as  prescribed  by  the  Congress.  This  is  not  the  truth. 
Therefore  I  say  to  you  that  this  conscription  bill  that  is 
being  forced  on  Congress,  is  an  attempt  to  push  and  rail- 
road it  through  and  Is  dishonest  and  unnecessary  because 
It  is  based  upon  a  fraudulent  premise. 
Mr.  FERGUSON  rose. 

Mr.  FISH.  I  cannot  yield.  I  do  not  in  any  way  Impugn 
the  motives  of  any  Member  of  this  House  who  favors  the 
conscription  system,  or  the  motives  of  those  on  the  outside 
who  have  forced  this  on  the  Congress  and  the  public,  but  I 
do  denounce  those  in  Congress  and  outside  of  Congress  who 
attempt  to  draw  a  picture  and  impugn  the  motives  of  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  and  other  Americans  who  still  believe  in 
the  volunteer  system,  because  it  is  the  traditional  American 
way.  I  do  impugn  the  motives  of  anyone  who  resorts  to 
personal  abuse  and  attacks  on  <^hose  who  are  opposing  the 
conscription  bill  as  "fifth  columnists."  I  ask  whether  the 
commander  of  the  American  Legion,  Raymond  Kelly,  who 
is  for  the  volunteer  system  as  against  conscription  except  in 
the  last  resort.  Is  a  "fifth  columnist."  I  ask  whether  the 
Catholic  Church  that  is  opposed  to  conscription  is  a  "fifth 
columnist."  and  whether  the  Methodist  and  Baptist  Churches 
are  "fifth  columnists."  whether  the  Gold  and  Silver  Star 
Mothers,  and  the  National  Legion  of  American  Mothers  are 
"fifth  columnists,"  and  whether  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor  and  railroad  brotherhoods  are  "fifth  columnists."  I 
will  not  vote  for  conscription  until  the  volunteer  system  has 
failed  because  I  honestly  believe  that  conscription  Imports 
from  Europe  their  ancient  war  system,  that  It  will  create  a 
psychology  of  war  here,  and  develop  a  militarism  and  autoc- 
racy in  America,  and  that  It  is  the  road  to  dictatorship  and 
war.  I  hope  this  Issue  will  be  fought  out  to  the  very  bitter 
end  to  give  the  volunteer  system  a  chance,  because  I  am 
convinced  that  conscription  in  the  United  States  is  the  road 
to  dictatorship,  autocracy,  militarism,  and  war.  [Applause.] 
The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  has  expired. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  RabautI. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Chairman,  when  the  gentle  Nazarene 
walked  the  earth.  He  said: 

Suffer  the  little  children  to  con»e  unto  Me.  for  of  such  Is  the 
kingdom  of  heaven. 

It  Is  a  grand  thing  this  afternoon  to  see  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  In  Its  present  frame  of  mind,  extending  to 
the  stricken  children  of  all  nations  of  the  war-torn  world 
the  hospitality  of  these  United  States.  I  can  Imagine  the 
world  recognizing  the  smile  of  approval  playing  upon  the  face 
of  Uncle  Sam.  I  can  imagine  the  warmth  in  the  heart  of 
Columbia,  the  general  mother  of  this  Nation.  I  can  Imagine 
the  plaque  on  the  wall  of  the  American  home— "Charity  for- 
gives a  multitude  of  sins."    Today  perhaps  we  are  paving  the 


way  for  a  greater  appreciation  for  our  own  children  In  this 
country,  where  at  times  silent  sanction  has  been  given  to  the 
blrth-amtrol  advocates  who  would  slay  the  Nation  from 
within.  The  story  told  by  our  school  system  demonstrates 
the  truth  of  this  statement.  We  have  vacancies  In  the  lower 
grades  today  that  we  never  had  before.  Perhaps  realizing  the 
plight  of  these  youngsters,  a  greater  appreciation  will  come 
from  our  children  for  their  own  parents,  coupled  with  an 
appreciation  of  their  own  country,  in  this  great  spirit  of 
charity  manifested  today  in  this  body  of  Congress.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  great  pleasure  in 
yielding  2  minutes  to  the  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey  [Mrs. 
Norton  1. 

Mrs.  NORTON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  unfortunately  been 
away  the  past  few  weeks  recuperating  from  an  illness,  and 
although  I  realize  that  my  vote  will  not  be  necessary  to  have 
this  very  well  thought  out  piece  of  legislation  passed  by  the 
House,  nevertheless,  because  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  the 
provisions  of  the  bill,  I  made  some  effort  to  be  here  today 
to  support  It.  Regardless  of  whether  or  not  the  President  has 
the  power  to  bring  these  helpless  children  to  our  shores,  I 
believe  the  Congress  should  go  on  record  as  approving  a  bill 
that  may  mean  life  or  death  to  thousands  of  helpless  children 
who  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  horrible  conditions 
prevailing  In  Europe  today.  I  believe  that  this  cotmtry.  In 
Its  charity,  can  well  provide  for  the  children  that  will  be 
brought  here  should  It  become  necessary  to  do  so.  I  am 
sure  that  God  will  help  those  who  are  willing  to  accept  the 
responsibility  of  securing  homes  for  His  unfortunate  little 
ones  and  that  He  will  guide  them  safely  to  our  beloved 
America. 

So,  my  colleagues,  it  is  with  my  heartfelt  ssmipathy  for  the 
children  of  Europe  that  I  want  to  go  on  record  today  as 
approving  this  great  humanitarian  piece  of  legislation.  lAp- 
pkfjse.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chalrmsui,  I  yield  the  balance  of  the 
time  to  myself. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is  recognized  for  3 
minutes. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  that  about  every- 
thing that  could  be  said  on  this  legislation  has  already  been 
said.  I  would  like  to  clear  up  just  a  couple  of  points.  One 
Is  with  reference  to  what  the  President  said  In  his  press 
Interview  on  July  27.    The  President  said: 

The  use  of  American  ships  to  evacuate  children  from  Great 
Britain,  Prance,  and  Belgium  depends  largely  upon  the  validity  of 
assurance  of  safe  conduct  for  those  vessels. 

The  President  wanted  to  be  sure  of  safe  conduct  for  the 
children. 

There  is  one  point  I  would  like  to  bring  out  with  regard  to 
refugees  in  England.  You  all  know  when  the  refugees  started 
to  move  from  one  of  the  different  countries  to  the  other  they 
had  the  opportunity  to  go  into  another  country.  From 
Poland,  from  Holland,  from  Belgium,  from  Denmark,  or  any 
of  the  countries,  they  could  get  out.  But  you  must  remem- 
ber that  the  refugees  who  are  now  in  England,  who  have 
come  there  from  all  of  the  other  countries,  if  they  are  forced 
to  flee,  have  no  place  to  go.  Where  are  they  going  to  go? 
There  is  no  place  for  them  to  go  at  ail,  because  they  are  on 
the  island  and  they  are  just  trapped.  They  are  trapped  the 
same  as  millions  of  citizens  of  France  today  are  trapped  on 
the  borderline  between  the  occupied  and  the  unoccupied 
area. 

I  would  like  to  say  as  emphatically  as  I  can  that  this  In 
no  way  amends  or  affects  the  present  Immigration  law.  The 
Immigration  law  Is  not  changed  In  this  bill  and  it  is  not 
affected  In  any  way. 

As  far  as  refugees  from  other  countries  are  concerned,  con- 
sent must  be  received  from  all  of  the  belligerent  countries 
named  In  the  President's  proclamation,  whoever  they  may  be 
or  however  many  there  are.  All  of  the  consents  must  be  given 
before  any  of  our  ships  will  be  permitted  to  go  over  there 
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In  ballast  to  bring  those  refugee  children  to  this  country. 
That  is  the  only  safe  way  they  can  be  taken  out  of  England. 
There  is  no  other  way  that  can  be  devised  to  take  them  out. 

As  far  as  the  State  Department  Is  concerned,  I  would  like 
to  say  that  your  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  received  this 
bin  on  Tuesday.  We  called  a  meeting  on  Wednesday.  We 
had  hearings  on  Thxirsday  and  an  executive  session  on  Friday 
and  reported  the  bill  out.  So,  under  those  circumstances,  it 
was  impossible  to  receive  proper  communications  from  the 
State  Department.  But  your  chairman  did  call  up  the  State 
Dejjartment  to  find  if  there  was  any  objection  to  this  bill. 
The  State  Department  said  they  had  no  objection  at  all  to 
this  bUl  In  Its  present  form. 

Mr.  EDELSTEIN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BLOOM.    I  yield. 

Mr  EDELSTEHN.  It  is  my  Intention  to  vote  for  and  sup- 
port this  bill. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has  expired.  The  Clerk  will 
read  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc  ,  That  section  4.  as  amended,  of  the  Neutrality 
Act  of  1939  Is  amended  by  Inserting  "(a)"  after  "Sec.  4."  and  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

"(b)  The  provisions  of  section  2  (a)  and  3  shall  not  prohibit  the 
transportation  by  vessels.  In  ballast,  unarmed,  and  not  under  con- 
voy, of  refugee  children,  under  16  years  of  age,  fleeing  from  war 
zones,  toother  with  such  neceasary  adult  personnel  In  charge  as 
may  be  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  If  such  vessel  Is  pro- 
ceeding under  safe  conduct  granted  by  all  of  the  states  named  In 
the  proclamations  Issued  under  the  authority  of  section  1." 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  2.  at  the  end  of  the  bill,  change  the  period  to  a  comma  and 
insert  "(&),  and  if  such  vessel  has  painted  prominently,  distinctly, 
and  unmistakably  on  each  side  thereof  an  American  flag  and  a  state- 
ment that  such  vessel  is  a  refugee-child  rescue  ship  of  the  United 
States  or  under  United  States  registry,  so  that  night  or  day  there 
can  be  no  mistake  as  to  the  identity  of  such  vessels." 

Mr.  FISH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment,  on  page 
1,  line  9,  to  strike  out  the  word  "fleeing."  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  the  author  of  the  bill 
to  consider  that  amendment,  my  idea  being  that  it  is  su- 
perfluous and  a  very  unhappy  term  and  might  well  t>e  stricken 
out,  if  they  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  IMr.  Fish!  is 
agreed  to. 

There  was  no  objection." 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  parliamentary 
Inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Otiio.  Has  the  committee  amendment 
been  adopted  yet? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  No.  The  committee  amendment  is  still 
pending  and  Is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  have  an  amendment  to  offer  to 
the  body  of  the  bill.  I  think  the  committee  amendment 
should  be  acted  upon  first. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  is  true.  It  can  be  offered  after 
the  committee  amendment  has  been  disposed  of.  Are  there 
amendments  to  the  committee  amendments? 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Kt.i.w  to  the  committee  amendment ; 
On  page  2.  line  3.  after  the  word  "painted",  insert  the  words  "on  a 
larfs  Kale",  and  in  line  4.  after  the  word  "thereof",  insert  "and 
upon    the   superstructure    thereof   plainly    visible    from    the    air." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  is  recog- 
nized for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  not  take  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
necessity  for  this  only  because  of  a  personal  experience  I 
had.  On  the  day  war  was  announced  I  left  Sweden  for  home 
on  a  Swedish  steamer.  Even  that  early  in  the  conflict  the 
Swedish  Government  had  ordered  painted,  not  only  on  the 


sides  of  that  ship  but  on  the  top  as  well  In  plain  view  from 
the  air,  very  larere  Swedish  flags.  They  were  lighted  at  nipht 
so  that  submarines  approaching  from  either  side  of  the  ship 
or  airplanes  from  overhead  could  see  very  plainly  what  waa 
what. 

The  bill  as  It  stands  does  not  provide  for  the  airplane 
flying  over  the  ship.  An  airplane  flying  toward  the  ship 
would  have  no  way  of  knowing  what  was  painted  on  the  sides. 
The  flag  should  be  painted  on  the  superstructure  as  welL 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KELLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Tliere  is  no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KELLER.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

"n^e  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  ccmmittee 
amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

liir.  JENILINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Jenkhts  of  Ohio:  On  page  1.  Une  11. 
•fter  the  words  "Secretary  of  State",  Insert  "subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Immigration  laws." 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the  amend- 
ment I  spoke  about  when  I  discussed  this  matter  a  short 
time  ago. 

I  think  we  all  agree  we  have  had  some  very  beautiful 
speeches  here  this  afternoon  on  the  subject  of  humanity  and 
sympathy,  and  with  all  of  these  I  agree  most  thoroughly. 
This  is  a  very  practical  amendment.  Every  man  who  has 
spoken — and  many  of  them  were  experts  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs  and  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion— has  been  very  careful  to  stress  to  you  this  one  fact, 
that  this  bill  would  not  in  any  way  change  the  immigration 
laws. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  The  committee  has  no  objection  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  I  am  glad  that  the  chairman  of 
the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  has  agreed  to  my  amendment. 
With  this  assurance  I  am  sure  that  the  amendment  will  pass. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Smtth  of  Ohio:  On  page  3,  add  the 
following  as  a  new  section: 

"Sec.  3  That  before  refugee  children  shall  be  admitted  to  the 
United  States  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  any  citizen  of  the 
United  States  offering  to  give  a  child  or  children  domicile  and 
subetstence  shall  give  bond  in  such  amount  as  may  be  prescrit>ed 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  that  such  child  or  children  will  not 
become  a  public  charge,  and  such  bond  shall  also  cover  the  cost 
of  returning  such  child  or  children  to  the  cotmtry  of  emigration  If 
and  when  such  return  becomes  necessary." 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  reserve  a  point  of  order 
against  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  reserves 
a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

The  gentleman  from  Ohio  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  has  been  stated 
here  on  the  floor  that  there  would  be  no  cost  to  the  American 
taxpayer  in  this  program.  There  is  nothing  in  the  bill  to 
prevent  such  cost.  If  there  are  people  in  this  country  who 
wish  to  take  these  children  mto  their  homes  and  care  for 
them.  I  do  not  see  what  objection  there  could  possibly  be  to 
providing  in  this  law  that  they  shall  be  made  financially 
responsible  for  the  care  of  these  children.  That  is  all  this 
amendment  provides. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  has  made  a  point  of  order 
against  the  amendment.  I  am  not  sulDciently  familiar  with 
the  rules  of  parliamentary  procedure  to  argue  the  pomt. 
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Mr.  CRAWFORD.     Mr.'  Chairman,   will  the   gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    At  the  present  time,  if  you  want  to 
bring  some  relative  or  friend  here  from  Europe  under  the 
quota  system,  you  must  give  satisfactory  evidence  to  the 
Department  of  State  that  the  relative  will  not  become  a 
public  charge.    In  some  instances  it  is  necessary  to  have  the 
bank  with  which  the  applicant  does  business  certify  that  the 
citizen  is  financially  responsible  to  meet  future  obligations. 
As  I  understand  this  amendment  it  does  no  more  than  to 
guarantee  to  the  United  States  that  these  people  will  not 
become  public  charges  dependent  upon  the  Federal  Treasury. 
That  is  the  stun  and  substance  of  the  amendment. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    That  is  right. 
Mr.  KLEBERG.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 
Mr.  KLEBERG.    I  would  like  to  make  the  comment  that  if. 
as  stated,  this  bill  does  no  violence  to  the  present  immigration 
laws,  then  the  provision  referred  to  by  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  CRAwrow)]  makes  the  gen- 
tleman's amendment  unnecessary. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  The  amendment  may  be  unneces- 
sary. I  am  not  saying  it  is  absrtutely  necessary,  but  it  will 
do  no  harm.  It  will  provide  by  statute  exactly  that  which 
the  proponents  of  the  bill  are  claiming  will  be  done:  that 
Is,  that  there  will  be  no  cost  to  the  taxpayers  of  the  United 
States.  Therefore  I  am  asking  that  you  support  the  amend- 
ment. I  think  It  is  fair.  I  do  not  think  there  Is  anything 
unfair  about  It  and  I  caimot  see  how  anyone  can  possibly 
object  to  it  since  the  argument  has  been  made  that  the 
people  who  take  these  children  intend  to  bear  all  the  cost. 
[Here  the  gavel  felLl 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in  op- 
ixjsition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  ought  to  be  voted  down. 
We  cannot  in  this  legislation  provide  regulations  with  ref- 
erence to  the  admission  of  these  children.  If  you  start  in 
with  one  regulation,  you  will  insert  another  regulation.  This 
is  a  matter  controlled  by  the  immigration  laws,  and  under 
the  Immigration  laws  all  these  matters  are  safeguarded.  The 
amendment  which  the  committee  accepted  provides  that  they  j 
shall  be  admitted  imder  the  immigration  laws,  which  Is  a 
sufficient  guaranty  that  the  laws  will  be  followed  in  the 
admission  of  these  children  and  that  they  will  not  become 
public  charges. 

It  would  be  unvirlse  to  undertake  to  provide  by  legislation 
the  rules  and  regulations  under  which  they  will  be  admitted 
when  we  have  expressly  said  by  the  Jenkins  amendment  that 
the  Immigration  laws  shall  apply.  We  may  come  into  con- 
flict with  the  immigration  laws  by  adopting  some  such  pro- 
vision, when  the  Inunigratlon  laws  already  controL 
Mr.  SCHULTE.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana. 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  as  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Immigration  that  there  will  be  a  bill 
presented  to  this  House  very  shortly  dealing  with  this  par- 
ticular subject.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  IMr.  SMrrHl  is  absolutely  unnecessary. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Entirely  so.  It  Is  a  matter 
of  legislation  relating  to  immigration  with  which  this  bill 
does  not  deal.  This  bill  with  the  amendment  that  has  been 
accepted  already  provides  that  children  shall  be  admitted 
under  the  immigration  laws.  We  should  not  therefore  under- 
take to  amend  the  Immigration  laws  here. 
Mr.  EATON.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EATON.  Under  the  present  ruling  of  the  immigration 
authorities,  these  children  wiU  go  to  these  homes  exactly  as 
any  other  visitor  from  abroad  is  taken  in  and  those  who  take 
the  children  will  have  to  provide  evidence,  sometimes  to  the 


extent  of  being  compelled  to  turn  over  their  Income  tax  re- 
turns to  the  authorities  to  demonstrate  their  ability. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Absolutely.  Our  immlgra- 
Uon  laws  are  very  strict  in  that  regard  and  everything  is 
safeguarded.  We  should  not  undertake  to  legislate  here  with 
reference  to  the  immigration  question. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN,  ^fhe  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  f*o»-Ohio  IMr.  Smith]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an 
amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  ScHAn*  of  Wisconsin:  On  page  1.  Una 
10,  after  the  word  "necessary",  Inaert  "American  cltl«en. ' 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  reserve  a  point  of  order  on 

the  amendment.  w    w    -^ 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Does  the  gentleman  wish  to  be  heard 

now? 

Mr.  BLOOM.   No. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  amend- 
ment is  in  order  under  the  rules  of  the  House.  Perhaps  the 
point  of  order  objection  is  because  my  amendment  lets  the 
cat  out  of  t^e  bag.  and  that  the  major  purpose  of  this  bUl  Is 
to  bring  in  adult  refugees.  This  amendment  is  a  perfecting 
'  one  to  insure  evacuation  to  the  United  States  of  child  refu- 
gees and  not  adult  refugees.  Without  my  amendment  one  or 
more  adults  could  be  brought  here  for  every  child.  The 
child's  care  would  be  guaranteed,  but  the  adult's  would  not. 
Wc  now  have  more  than  10,000,000  unemployed  people  in  the 
United  States,  including  nurses,  teachers,  and  tutors.  I  and 
many  others  are  sick  and  tired  of  reading  in  the  headlines  of 
the  press  where  this  duke's  child  and  that  earl's  child  and 
this  duchess'  child  Is  coming  over  here  as  a  war  refugee  with 
a  tutor  and  2  or  3  nursemaids  in  the  name  of  evacuating 
refugee  children  and  providing  homes  for  them  during  the 
war  emergency.  .  ,^. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

TpxftS 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Does  the  gentleman  think  his 
amendment  is  necessary  in  view  of  the  acceptance  of  the 
Jenkins  amendment?  After  we  put  in  the  bill  that  these 
children  shall  come  in  under  the  immigration  laws,  which 
means  that  there  will  be  no  further  Increase  In  the  number 
tc  come  In,  would  not  the  gentleman's  amendment  be  super- 
fluous? Cannot  the  gentleman  visualize  also  that  some  little 
child  coming  over  here  would  have  to  have  a  nurse  to  come 
with  it?    Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  gentleman's  amendment  is 

unjustified?  ^    ,  ,  _ 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Under  the  language  of  the 

bill,  without  my  amendment,  there  could  be  brought  in  one  or 

more  custodians  or  attendants  for  each  child  which  is  brought 

to  the  United  States  under  this  bUl.    This  bin  Is  sponsored  In 

the  name  of  a  child  war-refugee  bill  and  should  not  be  used 

as  a  vehicle  for  the  purpose  of  sending  American-flag  ships 

into  the  war  zone  to  transport  alien  emigrants  and  visitors 

to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.     No.  >/ 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Many  of  the  children  who 

have  been  coming  In  here  as  war  refugees,  according  to  the 

press,  are  children  of  the  dukes,  the  duchesses,  and  the 

wealthy  who  have  arrived  with  one  or  more  adult  attendants. 

If  the  proponents  of  the  blU  really  mean  what  they  say  they 

mean  that  they  sponsor  this  bill  as  a  child  war  refugee  blU, 

then  they  will  support  my  amendment  and  make  It  possible 

to  bring  over  children  under  16  years  of  age  and  not  adults 

like  Baron  Rothschild,  and  his  wife,  who  came  over  here  by 

cbpper  plane  with  a  million  dollars'  worth  of  Jewels  In  a 

bag.    I  have  a  battle-scarred  American  war  veteran  In  my 

district  who  cannot  bring  his  wife  over  here  from  Italy  to 

take  care  of  his  five  children  because  he  could  not  make  a 

showing  that  she  would  not  become  a  public  charge.    Uncle 

Sam  requires  him  to  prove  that  he  has  an  annual  income 
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of  more  than  $2,000.  and  also  requires  him  to  post  a  $1,000 
bond. 

Mr  EATON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  8CHAPER  of  Wisconsin.    I  shield. 
Mr.  EATON.    Would  the  gentleman  Inform  the  House  as 
to  the  basis  of  his  attitude  indicating  that  he  is  allergic  to 
nursemaids?     TLaughter.l 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  I  do  not  Intend  to  have  a 
facetious,  inquiry  by  my  distinguished  Republican  colleague 
throw  any  of  the  Members  off  of  the  right  track.  We  have 
plenty  of  unemployed  nursemaids  in  the  United  States  with- 
out bringing  in  alien  nursemaids  In  the  name  of  providing 
ft  temporary  haven  for  war  refugee  children.  The  gentle- 
man Is  in  favor  of  bringing  in  children  under  16  years  of 
age.  and  I  hope  he  will  support  my  amendment  and  let  us 
bring  in  children  to  be  taken  into  the  homes  of  American 
citizens  who  will  care  for  them  and  guarantee  that  they 
will  not  become  a  public  charge.  Let  us  not  bring  in  two 
or  three  nursemaids  and  tutors  and  valets  for  the  child  of 
the  wealthy,  the  child  of  the  dukes  and  tha  earls  and  the 
wealtiiy  like  the  Rothschilds,  who  came  over  here  with  a 
million  dollars'  worth  of  Jewels  in  a  bag. 

With  my  uiiendment  incorporated  I  shall  be  glad  to  sup- 
port and  vft?  for  the  bill     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  ScHAFER  of  Wisconsin)  there  were — ayes  73,  noes  51. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair  appointed  as  tellers 
Mr.  Bloom  and  Mr.  Schafer  of  Wisconsin. 

llie  Committee  again  divided;  and  the  tellers  reported 
that  there  were — ayes  91,  noes  64. 

8o  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Tabes:  Page  2.  after  prevloxis  amend- 
ments. Insert  "Provided,  That  if  any  such  child  shall  be  brought 
Into  the  United  States  and  any  person  who  sponsors  such  child  and 
agrees  to  see  that  nMch  child  shall  not  become  a  public  charge,  shaU 
be  liable  for  the  care  and  support  of  such  child  In  the  same  man- 
ner as  for  the  care  and  support  of  hU  or  her  own  child  in  the  State 
of  hit  or  her  residence,  and  that  the  statutes  providing  for  such 
care  and  support  shall  be  enforced  against  such  sponsor." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  has  been  heralded  as 
ft  great  humanitarian  measure.  No  one  more  than  I  would 
like  to  do  something  for  the  youngsters  over  across  the  water 
who  are  in  distress,  but  my  understanding  of  the  situation — 
and  I  think  I  speak  with  absolute  assurance  and  absolute 
authority — is  that  the  ofBcials  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment do  not  feel  that  these  youngsters  can  be  brought  in  here 
and  turned  over  to  private  people  to  look  after  imless  the 
United  States  authorities  provide  a  method  of  fixing  stand- 
ards for  their  care  and  Inspectors  to  see  that  the  people  who 
take  them  take  proper  care  of  them  and  live  up  to  those 
standards,  and  on  top  of  that  they  want  a  lot  of  money  to  do 
that. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  gentleman  is  making  a  very  serious 
statement.  Will  the  gentleman  repeat  the  statement?  It 
seems  Impossible. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  understand  that  the  authorities  of  otu-  own 
Government  feel  with  reference  to  the  children  that  it  is 
proposed  to  bring  in  that  we  must  have  a  lot  of  money  to  set 
up  standards  under  which  these  children  would  have  to  be 
cared  for  and  inspectors  to  enforce  those  standards,  and  that 
they  do  not  feel  that  the  families  that  would  agree  to  take 
them  could  be  trusted  to  do  so  and  go  along  through  with 
it  t)ecause  they  feel  that  after  their  enthusiasm  had  worn 
off.  in  a  few  months  they  would  begin  to  neglect  them.  I  do 
not  want  to  see.  Incidentally,  the  people  of  this  country  tak- 
\Dg  over  a  burden  of  this  kind  without  realizing  what  they 
are  doing  and  knowing  just  how  they  are  doing  it. 


I  have  offered  this  amendment  so  that  anyone  who  takes  a 
child  under  these  circumstances  will  be  responsible  for  that 
child  In  the  same  manner  that  a  parent  would  be  responsible. 
This  coimtry  cannot  afford  to  bring  these  children  in  here 
unless  we  provide  safeguards  for  them.  We  cannot  do  this 
by  some  bureau  having  an  investigation  and  establishing 
standards.  We  must  make  them  live  up  to  the  standards 
already  provided. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  would  like  to  know  upon  what  re- 
sponsible authority  the  gentleman  makes  that  statement. 

Mr.  TABER.  I  cannot  tell  the  name  of  the  party,  but  It 
came  directly  and  straight  from  a  department  before  a 
regular  committee  of  this  House. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.    1 3rield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman's  amendment  would 
not  be  really  beneficial  to  the  children  who  are  coming  over 
here.  Inasmuch  as  they  are  coming  into  a  strange  country 
and  should  not  be  subjected  to  the  hazard  of  being  placed  into 
the  hands  of  some  Irresponsible  person.  An  amendment 
which  would  require  the  person  who  gets  custody  of  them  to 
take  care  of  them  ought  to  be  adopted  as  a  part  of  this  legis- 
lation. 

Mr.  TABER.  Yes;  and  they  should  not  be  left  to  the 
▼agaries  of  United  States  bureaucrats. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  As  I  understand  the  gentleman's  amend- 
ment, it  creates  a  continuing  obligation  on  the  part  of  anyone 
who  takes  a  child  to  take  care  of  that  child  as  long  as  the 
child  is  in  the  United  States.  The  gentleman's  amendment 
will  not  only  be  a  protection  to  the  child  but  also  a  protection 
to  the  public  in  not  having  at  some  future  time  to  care  for 
the  child  when  the  glamor  is  worn  off. 

Mr.  TABER.  That  is  right;  tmd  unless  we  do  that  we 
would  have  to  provide  institutions  to  put  them  In. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  gentleman's  amend- 
ment and  will  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  TABER.    I  hope  it  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the  outset,  when  the  first 
amendments  were  offered  to  this  bill.  I  stated  that  any 
amendment  that  could  be  or  would  be  offered  which  would 
strengthen  the  bill  would  be  accepted  by  the  committee. 
The  bill  Itself  is  very  clear.  We  have  stayed  here  for  hours 
trying  to  pass  a  bill  to  help  the  refugee  children  of  the  war 
stricken  countries.  What  you  have  done  now  is  to  destroy 
the  bill.  It  is  impossible  for  this  bill  to  become  properly 
operative  according  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schafer]  and  Just  adopted 
in  the  Committee.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  I  Mr.  Taber]  is  at  the  present  time 
already  in  the  existing  law.  Either  you  want  to  pass  a  bill 
to  permit  American  vessels  to  assist  in  the  evacuation  from 
war  zones  of  refugee  children  or  you  do  not.  I  have  heard 
99  percent  of  the  speakers  on  the  floor  today  say  that  they 
are  In  favor  of  it.  All  are  in  favor  of  it.  Why  should  we 
at  the  last  moment  destroy  it  by  offering  certain  amend- 
ments that  would  naturally  destroy  its  effectiveness?  You 
cannot  bring  anyone  into  this  country  unless  you  give  proper 
guaranties  that  they  will  not  become  public  charges.  This 
is  protected  in  any  event.  In  the  first  place  the  British 
Government  has  something  to  say  as  to  what  children  they 
Will  allow  to  be  brought  over  here. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr,  Chairman.  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield?  j 

Mr.  BLOOM.     Yes. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Is  It  not  true  also  that  what 
was  said  in  opposition  to  the  previous  amendment,  that  you 
should  not  by  this  amendment  undertake  to  amend  our  im- 
migration laws,  is  applicable  to  this?  That  Is  a  matter  that 
should  be  taken  up  when  the  immigration  law  is  considered. 
Is  not  this  an  attempt  to  amend  the  immigration  laws  in  an 
Indirect  manner  which  should  be  done  directly. 
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Mr.  BLOOM.  Yes;  and  Mr.  Chairman,  your  cmnmlttee 
wants  to  be  fair  In  this  matter.  If  you  want  to  destroy  it,  vote 
in  this  amendment,  and  let  the  people  understand  how  this 
Congress  feels  with  reference  to  this  matter.  I  want  to  d<> 
the  right  thing,  and  I  do  not  want  to  pass  a  fake  bill.  I  do  not 
want  to  pass  a  bill  that  means  nothing.  I  have  heard  some- 
thing alx)ut  gestures.  It  is  about  time  that  we  stop  making 
gestures  and  do  something  real,  and  not  laugh  while  we  ari 
doing  it.  { 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield?       j 

Mr.  BLOOM.  The  gentleman  refused  to  yield  to  me  and  I 
am  sorry  I  cannot  yield.  I  was  very  much  surprised  when  the 
gentleman  refused  to  shield  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee). 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentlemaii 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot.  This  amendmenjt 
should  not  prevail  at  this  time.  Let  us  be  fair  with  these 
children  and  not  take  an  advantage  of  this  kind  to  do  some- 
thing that  will  destroy  the  purpose  of  this  bill.  I  hope  thfe 
amendment  will  not  prevalL  i 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  ♦iib 
last  word.  Without  undertaking  to  reflect  upon  the  good 
spirit  and  Intent  of  any  of  the  Members  I  say  that  in  adopt- 
ing the  last  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisj- 
consln  [Mr.  Schafer  1,  and  in  seriously  considering  thp 
adoption  of  this  amendment,  as  the  chairman  of  our  com- 
mittee has  said  and  well  said,  we  are  undertaking  by  that 
act  to  say  that  you  do  not  want  this  bill.  We  who  have 
studied  this  in  conunlttee  have  made  an  honest  effort,  in 
clear,  simple  language  to  embrace  everything  that  is  neces- 
sary, providing  at  the  same  time  every  proper  safeguard. 
We  have  asked  that  you  repose  some  confldence  In  the  Sec- 
retary of  State,  in  relying  upon  his  good  faith,  and  the  use 
of  his  soimd  discretion  in  the  proper  administration  of  tflis 
amendniCTit  to  the  Neutrality  Act.  whether  or  not  it  relates 
to  the  immigration  law. 
-Mr.  KEEFE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINOS.  Not  at  this  time.  I  have  not  the  tlmie. 
I  am  sy-mpathetic  with  the  desire  of  Members  of  the  Houfie 
to  safeguard  this  measure  in  every  possible  way,  but  I  do  say, 
please  let  us  not  be  swept  off  our  feet  in  our  desire  to  enact 
amendments  which  we  think  may  be  safeguards,  but  whlCh 
are  in  effect  emasculation  and  possible  destruction  of  the 
intent  of  the  bill.  I  do  not  believe  the  House  wants  to  do 
that,  but  I  appeal  to  you  to  consider  the  smiendments  care- 
fully before  you  undertake  to  support  them.  I  yield  now  to 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  KEEFE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HENNINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  and  the 
gentleman  have  indicated  that  there  is  something  in  this 
bill  which  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  State  to  make  restric- 
tions and  rules  and  regulations. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.    Yes. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  I  have  read  this  bill  very  carefully  and  I 
wish  the  gentleman  would  point  out  to  me  just  where  you 
find  authority  for  that  statement. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  will  point  it  out  very  clearly.  It  Is  In 
line  10.  "together  with  such  necessary  adult  personnel  in 
charge,  as  may  be  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  State." 

Mr.  KEEFE.  But  that  only  applies  to  the  regulation  as  to 
personnel. 

Mr.  HENNINGS.  I  do  not  yield  further.  I  do  not  have 
the  time. 

Mr.  KEEFE.    That  only  applies  to  personnel;  that  Is  ajll. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  two  words. 

Mr,  Chairman.  I  am  very  much  opposed  to  the  amendment 
that  was  offered  by  our  good  friend,  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  I  Mr.  Taber  1.  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  is  holding  hearings  at  the 
present  time  on  this  refugee  problem.  We  are  hearing  wit- 
nesses from  all  over  the  country  relative  to  this  matter. 


There  was  a  bill  just  Introduced  by  myself  that  was  re- 
iwrted  out  by  a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization,  and  I  want  to  read  it  to  you. 

I  want  my  good  friend,  the  gentleman  from  New  Yoi^  (Mr. 

Taber].  to  listen  to  this: 

A  blU  to  provide  a  temporary  haven  from  the  dangers  of  war  tat 
European  children  under  the  age  of  16  ' 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  3  years  from 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act.  or  for  such  shorter  period  as 
the  President  may  prescribe,  children  under  16  years  of  age  who 
are  citizens  or  residents  of  any  country  In  Europe  and  who.  In 
the  opinion  of  the  United  States  consul  before  whom  they  appear 
for  visas,  are  seeking  to  enter  the  United  States  to  be  safe  from 
the  dangers  or  the  effects  of  war,  may  be  issued  visas  ••  tem- 
porary visitors  and  temporarily  admitted  to  the  United  States,  not- 
withstanding that  (1)  they  are  under  16  years  of  age,  unaccom- 
panied by  or  not  coming  to  one  or  both  of  their  parents;  (2)  their 
tickets  or  passage  la  paid  for  with  the  money  of  another,  or  they 
are  assisted  by  others  to  come;  or  (3)  their  tickets  or  passage  la 
paid  for  by  any  corporation,  association,  society,  municipality,  or 
foreign  government,  either  dlrecUy  or  Indirectly :  Provided,  hotoever. 
That  m  all  cases  assurances  have  been  given  which  satisfy  the 
Attorney  General  that  such  chUdren  wUl  be  properly  cared  for  and 
will  not  become  public  charges. 

Such  children  shall  be  exempt  from  the  payment  of  head  tax 
and  visa  fees. 

Such  children  may  be  admitted  for  a  period. of  2  years  subject, 
however,  to  the  power  of  the  Attorney  General  to  shorteA  or  extend 
the  period  of  admission  upon  a  finding  that  such  action  wotild 
be  In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of  this  act. 

Sec.  2  The  Attorney  General  Is  authorized  to  prescribe  and 
promulgate  rules  and  regulations  for  the  enforcement  of  this  act, 
except  that  all  such  rules  and  regulations.  Insofar  as  they  relate 
to  the  performance  of  fxmctlons  by  consular  officers,  shall  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Secretary  of  State  upon  recommendation  of  the 
Attorney  General. 

Each  and  every  one  of  us  who  profess  to  be  sympathetic  to 
the  cause  of  bringing  children  into  the  United  States  from 
Europe  and  to  help  those  children  who  are  victims  of  the  war, 
this  is  your  chance,  if  you  are  not  fooling.  I  agree  with  many 
of  the  Members  here,  but  this  is  the  time  when  we  can  show 
that  we  are  a  charitable  people,  with  our  hearts  in  sympathy 
with  those  who  are  victims  of  that  terrible  tragedy  across  the 
sea.  little  do  we  realize  what  the  children  of  Poland.  Caecho- 
slovakia.  Belgium,  Holland,  France,  and  the  Netherlands  have 
endured  In  this  European  crisis,  children  wandering  through 
the  streets  aimlessly,  not  knowing  the  whereabouts  of  their 
parents  or  whether  they  have  survived  the  war.  Being  the 
peace-loving  Nation  that  we  are,  and  always  ready  to  do  all 
we  can  to  help  others,  it  Is  only  the  humanitarian  thing  for 
us  to  do  to  bring  these  small  life  victims  to  our  shelter  for 
the  duration  of  the  European  war. 

Under  our  present  law  not  one  child  can  come  Into  this 
United  States  unless  there  Is  a  guaranty  by  the  person  ac- 
cepting the  child  to  harbor  It  and  to  take  care  of  it,  that  they 
are  absolutely  responsible  for  It  at  all  times. 

Mr.  BLOOM.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHULTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Does  not  that  law  apply  to  this  resolution 
that  is  under  consideration  today? 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Of  course.  It  Is  on  the  statute  books 
today.  There  is  no  need  to  rewrite  Immigration  legislation  at 
this  particular  time  and  in  this  bill. 

My  bill  will  be  taken  up  for  consideration  in  a  few  days  and 
reported  out.  We  want  to  go  along  and  help  these  refugee 
children.  There  is  a  crying  demand  that  something  be  done, 
certainly.  We  want  to  bring  these  children  here.  There  are 
any  number  of  applications  on  file  today.  Witnesses  who 
have  appeared  before  our  committee  have  testified  that  there 
are  applications  now  on  file  in  the  amount  of  15,000  to  20.000 
from  families  here  in  this  country  who  are  anxious  to  care  for 
these  refugee  children  through  the  duration  of  the  war.  Let 
us  not  throw  anything  in  the  way  that  will  take  these  little 
tots  out  of  the  danger  zone  and  bring  them  over  here  during 
the  length  of  time  that  this  war  is  on.     [Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  be 
advised  as  to  the  number  of  the  last  word  that  waa  stricken 
out. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is  recognized  for  5  min- 
utes.    [Laughter.] 
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Mr.  MASSINOALE.  Mr,  Chairman.  I  do  not  have  any- 
thing of  value  to  add  to  this  debate.  I  did  seek  recognition 
for  a  minute  or  two  just  to  give  my  views  on  this  matter,  but 
I  couid  not  get  it. 

This  question  is  chock  full  of  both  pathos  and  tragedy,  and 
yet  in  the  midst  of  it  here  we  are  in  tliis  House  making  it  a 
matter  of  considerable  levity  about  these  unfortunate  chil- 
dren. I  do  not  care  where  they  come  from — ^whether  from 
England  or  Germany  or  Prance  or  from  what  country — but 
we  ought  not  to  have  the  proceedings  of  this  deliberative 
body  ruined  by  any  horseplay  of  the  kind  we  have  Just  had 
here  over  whether  or  not  tt  is  going  to  cost  a  little  money. 
Now,  it  is  not  going  to  cost  any  money.  Surely  there  is  no 
danger  of  tainting  or  polluting  the  stream  of  red  blood  in 
America  to  take  these  children,  who  are  now  under  the  very 
heels  of  the  dictators  and  whose  lives  are  either  being  crushed 
out  or  will  be  crushed  out  almost  any  night.  Bringing  them 
bexe  is  at  least  an  act  of  mercy  and  the  precautions  that  have 
been  taken  to  get  them  out  of  the  battlefields  and  away  from 
almost  certain  death  from  bursting  shells  and  deadly  gas  and 
burning  flames  is  worthy  the  undertaking  of  any  free  peoples. 
The  fact  that  we  cannot  bring  all  of  them  is  no  reason  why 
we  should  not  bring  as  many  as  we  can.  I  believe  that  God 
will  smile  down  upon  America  for  doing  the  best  that  she 
can  do  to  rescue  them  from  the  perilous  places  in  which  they 
find  themselves  without  any  fault  of  their  own. 

It  Is  a  serious  matter.  It  la  a  fine  thing  that  we  are  so 
constituted,  we  Americans,  that  we  can  pass  from  the  sublime 
to  the  ridiculous  without  worry  and  in  a  hurry.  We  often  do 
that.  Here  we  have  been  engaged  for  2  or  3  months  in 
bickerings  and  disputes  about  preparedness,  spending  billions 
of  dollars.  If  you  please,  to  purchase  war  materials  and  then 
we  are  about  to  embark  upon  another  phase  of  that  work  in 
determining  whether  we  shall  just  buy  that  stuff  to  have  or 
whether  we  expect  to  train  men  to  use  it.  And  then  it  is  a 
splendid  retreat — to  me  at  least — to  see  the  House  able  to  get 
control  of  Itself  and  march  from  the  sordid  fields  of  politics 
and  war  up  to  a  matter  so  sublime  as  this  matter  concerning 
the  welfare  of  little  children. 

I  do  not  care  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  where  these  children 
come  from.  I  do  not  know  how  you  view  it  but  I  feel  that  it  is 
a  mighty  smaU  contribution  for  the  people  of  the  greatest 
country  on  earth  to  make  in  this  welter  of  blood  and  con- 
fusion that  is  engrossing  the  world  to  offer  to  take  care  of  a 
few  of  these  children:  and  I  am  not  particularly  concerned 
where  they  come  from.  I  wish  we  couid  take  care  of  every 
one  of  them. 

I  dislike  to  see  men  who  I  know  have  learning — and  I  know, 
of  course,  that  all  of  us  have  or  are  supposed  to  have  some  of 
it — but  when  a  man  sajrs  he  is  unwilling  to  extend  his  helping 
hand  to  a  child  who  is  under  the  crushing  iron  heel  of  the 
great  murderer  of  Europe  because  perhaps  there  Is  some  other 
child  who  has  not  jret  been  rescued — we  ought  not  to  have 
that  sort  of  attitude,  that  sort  of  spirit. 

I  think  the  best  thing  that  could  happen  In  these  proceed- 
ings today  is  to  have  a  lot  of  the  levity  engaged  in  deleted 
from  the  Rscord.  Let  us  view  this  thing  intelligently. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition 
to  the  pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  BLOOM.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

ICr.  REES  of  Kaivsas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLOOM.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  all  debate  on  this  amendment  and  all  amendmentii 
.  thereto,  and  all  debate  to  this  section  close  in  5  minutes. 

Tlie  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  g^tleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  intention  of 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Tabkk]  is  to  provide  as  far  as  possible  that  those  who 
take  charge  of  these  refugee  children  accord  them  the  same 
care,  protection,  and  opportimlty  as  they  provide  for  their 


own.  Most  of  them  will  do  it,  of  course.  But  It  is  a  good 
thing  to  put  in  the  law.  As  I  understand  it.  the  British  law 
does  not  permit  the  adoption  of  their  children.  I  don't  know 
about  other  European  coimtries.  I  think  if  these  children 
arc  to  be  taken  into  American  homes,  we  should  see  to  it,  as 
.  far  as  we  can.  that  they  have  whatever  protection  that  may 
i-be  afforded  them.  I  know  as  well  as  you,  these  children  are 
going  to  be  taken  with  the  very  best  of  intentions,  but  it  will 
do  no  harm  to  require  the  same  responsibility  as  would  be 
expected  if  they  were  the  parents,  and  the  children  be  af- 
forded the  same  opportunities.  I  agree  with  those  who  have 
expressed  their  deepest  sympathy  for  these  unfortunate  chil- 
dren. Thousands  without  homes,  many  of  them  separated 
from  their  parents,  whom  they  will  not  see  again.  Children 
who  lack  food  and  shelter  and  no  place  to  go.  Then  we  have 
those  children  whose  parents  want  their  children  to  escape 
the  terror  of  bombs  and  machine-gun  fire  that  may  over- 
whelm them  at  any  time.  They  are  irmocent  victims  of  a 
dreadful  situation  for  which  they  are  in  nowise  responsible. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  may  be  possible  that  some  of  the  en- 
thusiasm on  the  part  of  some  of  our  people  will  not  nm  so 
high  in  a  year  or  two  or  three  from  now.  So  I  feel  that  any 
guaranties  that  may  be  fairly  provided  for  the.se  helpless 
children  after  they  reach  the  United  States  wlU  be  extremely 
helpful  and  important.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  has  been  sug- 
gested that  this  amendment  should  be  placed  in  the  immigra- 
tion law.  Perhaps  it  should.  Personallj'.  I  see  no  objection 
to  placing  It  right  here  in  this  bill.  I  think  it  is  fair  and 
should  be  supported.  I  expect  to  support  the  measure  that 
is  before  us.  I  really  believe  this  amendment  will  strengthen 
the  measure,  and  add  a  little  more  help  to  these  children  who 
are  going  to  need  all  the  protection  that  may  be  afforded 
them,-  I  think  this  amendment  will  help  them.  I  trust  you 
will  support  it.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

The  question  was  taken;  and.  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Taber)  there  were — ayes  89,  noes  68. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNS.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr  Johns:  Page  1,  line  8.  after  the  word 
"dilldreu",  insert  "not  exceeding  75,000  In  number." 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  be  heard  on  the  amend- 
ment? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  order  of  the  Committee  all 
debate  on  this  section  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Wisconsin. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Under  the  rule  the  Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair.  Mr.  McGrahtry.  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  reported 
that  that  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (H.  R.  10213)  to  permit  American  vessels  to  assist  in  the 
evacuation  from  the  war  zones  of  certain  refugee  children, 
under  the  provisions  of  House  Resolution  562,  he  reported  the 
same  back  to  the  House  with  sundry  amendments. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the  previous  question  Is 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  to  final  passage. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any  amendment? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  a  separate  vote  on 
the  so-called  Schafer  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any  other 
amendment?    If  not.  the  Chair  will  put  them  in  gross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  Schafer  amend- 
ment. 

Hie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  1.  line  10.  after  the  word  "neoeaaary".  Inaert  the  words 
"American  citizen.** 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  it  possible,  now  that  the 
Clerk  has  reported  the  Schafer  amendment,  to  have  the  reso- 
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lutlon  read  as  it  would  be  with  the  adoption  of  the  Schafer 
amendment;  in  other  words,  to  give  an  idea  of  how  it  would 
read  with  the  Schafer  amendment? 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  Clerk  win  read 
the  resolution  as  affected  by  the  Schafer  amendment,  if 
adopted. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

(b)  The  provlsiona  of  sections  3  (a)  and  3  shall  not  prohibit 
the  transportation  by  vessels.  In  ballast,  iinarmed.  and  not  under 
convoy,  of  refugee  children,  under  18  years  of  age,  fleeing  from  war 
■ones,  together  with  such  necessary  American  citizen  adult  per- 
Bomiel.  etc. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the  Chair  being  in  doubt, 
the  House  divided;  and  there  were— ayes  108.  noes  78. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the 
ground  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After  counting.] 
Two  hundred  and  thirty-one  Members  are  present,  a  quorum. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  timej 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sider was  laid  on  the  table. 

MORK  UNITORM  COVERAGE  OF  CERTAIN  PERSONS  EMPLOTED  IH  COAL-I 

MINING   OPERATIONS 

Mr.  CROSSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  foil 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4070)  to  provide 
for  more  uniform  coverage  of  certain  persons  employed  in 
coal-mining  operations  with  respect  to  insurance  benefits 
provided  by  certain  Federal  acts,  and  for  other  purposes.        , 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Crosser]? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  followst 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  1  (a)  of  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act  of  1937.  section  1  (a)  of  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937.  section 
1532  (a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  and  section  1  (a)  of  the 
Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act  are  amended,  effective  in 
the  case  of  each  such  act  as  of  the  date  of  its  enactment,  by  adding 
at  the  end  of  each  such  section  the  following  new  sentence:  "The 
term  'employer'  shall  not  Include  any  company  by  reason  of  ItJi 
being  engaged  In  the  mining  of  coal,  the  supplying  of  coal  to  an 
employer  where  delivery  is  not  beyond  the  mine  tipple,  and  the 
operation  of  equipment  or  facilities  therefor,  or  In  any  of  such 
activities." 

Skc.  2.  Section  1  (a)  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1935  and 
paragraph  first  of  section  1  of  the  Railway  Labor  Act.  as  amended, 
are  amended,  effective  in  the  case  of  each  such  act  as  of  the  date 
of  Its  enactment,  by  adding  at  the  end  of  each  such  section  and 
paragraph  the  following  new  sentence:  "The  term  'carrier'  shall  not 
Include  any  company  by  reason  of  its  being  engaged  in  the  mining 
of  coal,  the  supplying  of  coal  to  a  carrier  where  delivery  is  not 
beyond  the  mine  tipple,  and  the  operation  of  equipment  or  facilities 
therefor,  or  in  any  of  such  activities." 

Sbc.  3.  Section  1  (b)  of  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937. 
■ectlon  1  (b)  of  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937.  section  1S32  (b) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  the  first  paragraph  of  section  1  (d) 
of  the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act.  section  1  (b)  of  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1935.  and  paragraph  fifth  of  section  1  of 
the  Railway  Labor  Act.  as  amended,  are  amended.  In  the  case  of  each 
such  act  as  of  the  date  of  Its  enactment,  by  adding  at  the  end  of 
each  such  section  and  paragraph  the  foUowlng  new  paragraph: 

"The  term  'employee'  shaU  not  Include  any  individual  whUe  such 
mdlvidual  is  engaged  In  the  physical  operations  consisting  of  the 
mining  of  coal,  the  preparation  of  coal,  the  handling  (other  than 
movement  by  rail  with  standard  raUroad  locomotives)  of  coal  not 
beyond  the  mine  tipple,  or  the  loading  of  coal  at  the  tipple." 

Sec.  4.  (a)  The  laws  hereby  expressly  amended,  the  Social 
Security  Act.  approved  August  14,  1935,  and  all  amendments  thereto, 
shall  operate  as  If  each  amendment  herein  contained  had  been 
enacted  as  a  part  of  the  law  it  amends,  at  the  time  of  the  original 
enactment  of  such  law. 

(b)  No  person  (as  defined  In  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of  1937) 
shall  be  entitled,  by  reason  of  the  provisions  of  this  act,  to  a  refund 
of,  or  relief  from  llabUlty  for.  any  income  or  excise  taxes  paid  or 
accrued,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  at 
1937  or  subchapter  B  of  chapter  9  of  tha  Internal  Revenoe  Code, 
prior  to  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  by  reason  of  employ- 
ment In  the  service  of  any  carrier  by  railroad  subject  to  part  I  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  but  any  Individual  who  has  been 
employed  In  such  service  of  any  carrier  by  railroad  subject  to  part  I 
at  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  as  is  excluded  by  the  amendmenti 


made  by  this  act  from  coverage  imder  the  Carriers  Taxing  Act  of 
1937  and  subchapter  B  of  chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
and  who  has  paid  income  taxes  under  the  provtalons  of  such  act  or 
subchapter,  and  any  carrier  by  raUroad  subject  to  part  I  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  which  has  paid  excise  tazee  under  Xh» 
provisions  of  the  Carriers'  Taxing  Act  of  1937  or  subchapter  B  of 
chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  may,  upon  making  proper 
application  therefor  to  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Reveniie,  have  th« 
amount  of  taxes  so  paid  applied  in  reduction  of  such  tax  llabUlty 
with  respect  to  employment,  as  may,  by  reason  of  the  amendments 
made  by  this  act,  accrue  against  them  under  the  provisions  of 
title  Vm  of  the  Social  Security  Act  or  the  Federal  Insurance  Con- 
tributions Act  (subchapter  A  of  chapter  9  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code). 

(c)  Nothing  contained  In  this  act  shall  operate  (1)  to  affect  any 
annuity,  pension,  or  death  benefit  granted  under  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1935  or  the  Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937. 
prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  or  (2)  to  Include  any 
of  the  services  on  the  basis  of  which  any  such  annuity  or  pension 
was  granted,  as  employment  within  the  meanlng«of  section  210  (b) 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  or  section  209  (b)  of  such  act.  as  amended. 
In  any  case  in  which  a  death  benefit  alone  has  been  granted,  the 
amoimt  of  such  death  benefit  attributable  to  services,  coverage  of 
which  Is  affected  by  this  act,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  paid 
to  the  deceased  under  section  204  of  the  Social  Security  Act  In  effect 
prior  to  January  1,  1940,  and  deductions  shall  be  made  from  any 
Insvirance  benefit  or  benefits  payable  under  the  Social  Security  Act, 
as  amended,  with  respect  to  wages  paid  to  an  Individual  for  such 
services  until  such  deductions  total  the  amoimt  of  luch  death 
benefit  attributable  to  such  services. 

(d)  Nothing  contained  In  this  act  shall  oi>erate  to  affect  the 
benefit  rights  of  any  Individual  under  the  RaUroad  Unemployment 
Insurance  Act  for  any  day  of  imemployment  (as  defined  In  section 
1  (k)  of  such  act)  occturlng  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  act. 

Sec.  5.  Any  application  for  pa3rment  filed  with  the  Railroad  Re- 
tirement Board  prior  to,  or  within  60  days  after,  the  enactment  of 
this  act  shall,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Social  Security  Board 
may  prescribe,  be  deemed  to  be  an  application  filed  with  the  Social 
Security  Board  by  such  Individual  or  by  any  person  claiming  any  * 
payment  with  respect  to  the  wages  of  such  Individual,  under  any 
provision  of  section  202  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended. 

Sec.  6.  Nothing  contained  In  this  act,  nor  the  action  of  Congress 
In  adopting  It,  shall  be  taken  or  considered  as  affecting  the  question 
of  what  carriers,  companies,  or  individuals,  other  than  those  In  this 
act  specifically  provided  for,  are  Included  In  or  excluded  from  the 
provisions  of  the  various  laws  to  which  this  act  Is  an  amendment. 

Sbc.  7.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  1605  (b)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  no  Interest  shall,  during  the  period 
February  1,  1940,  to  the  eighty-ninth  day  after  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act,  incltislve,  accrue  by  reason  of  delinquency  in  the 
payment  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  1600  with  respect  to  services 
affected  by  this  act  performed  during  the  period  July  1,  1939  to 
December  31,  1939,  Inclusive,  with  respect  to  which  servloes  amounts 
have  been  paid  as  contributions  under  the  Railroad  Unemployment 
Insurance  Act  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  1601  (a)  (3)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  the  credit  allowable  under  section  1601  (a) 
against  the  tax  imposed  by  section  1600  for  the  calendar  year  1939 
shall  not  be  disallowed  or  reduced  by  reason  of  the  payment  Into  a 
State  unemployment  fund  after  January  31,  1940,  of  contributions 
with  respect  to  services  affected  by  this  act  performed  during  the 
period  July  1.  1939,  to  December  31,  1939,  inclusive,  with  respect  to 
which  services  amounts  have  been  paid  as  contributions  under  the 
Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act  prior  to  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act :  Provided.  That  this  subsection  shall  be  applicable 
only  If  the  contributions  with  respect  to  such  services  are  paid  Into 
the  State  unemployment  fund  before  the  ninetieth  day  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  tha 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

AMENDMENT  TO  INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  ACT 

Mr.  LEA  of  California  submitted  a  conference  report  and 
statement  on  the  bUl  (S.  2009)  to  amend  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act,  as  amended,  by  extending  its  application  to  addi- 
tional types  of  carriers  and  transportation  and  modifying 
certain  provisions  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  30  seconds. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  LbaI? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, will  the  gentleman  take  time  enough  to  tell  us  when  be 
expects  to  call  up  the  conference  report  on  this  bill? 

Mr.  LEA.  Monday  morning;  and  I  may  say  copies  of  the 
bill  as  agreed  to  in  conference  is  available  in  the  House  at 
this  time. 
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KXTXKSZON  or  KmARKS 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record  by  in- 
cluding at  this  point  in  the  Recobd  a  statement  by  The  Adju- 
tant General  of  the  Army  covering  voluntary  enlistments  Xor 
the  period  beginning  the  1st  of  January  this  year. 

The  SPEIAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  T^okasonJ. 

T^ere  was  no  objection. 

The  statement  referred  to  follows: 

The  following  table  shows  enlistmenta  for  the  months  of 
Jantiary  through  J\ine  IMO  by  State  or  reslclence.  as  tabulated 
from  enlistment  reconU  received  through  August  3.  1©40: 

Nuim>er  of  enU*tmenU 

Arlaooa « — —— — 

Arkansas 

California -— — 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

District  of  Columbia 

Georgia 


Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 


2.168 

814 

1,071 

a.  847 

978 

636 

108 

184 

1.129 

2.823 

838 

2.784 


Louisiana   ,  ■  ■ 

liatiM 

liaryland 

Massachuaetta— 

Michigan 

innnaaoU 


ICsBourl.. 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada. 


1.470 

726 

1.022 

8.053 

1,086 

682 

704 

1, 974 

1.264 

671 

1, 167 

1. 266 

204 

680 

48 

New  Bampshlre 265 

New  Jersey 1. 434 

New  Ifezico «©l 

N«w  York 8. 471 

North  Carolina L- 8, 442 

North  Dakota 215 

CAlahoma— ~II 2. 261 

Pennsylvania 7. 411 

Rhode  Isl&nd --Jt-^i. 851 

South  Carolina 1. 763 

South  Dakota 313 

TMmesMt a.  «ao 

Ut«h--V/Jl~~"'"_~"l""*-- 264 

Vennont 240 

Virginia 2.  !» 

Washington 1. 084 

West  Virginia 1. 618 

Wisconsin 1. 18* 

Wyamlng 266 


HawaU. 

Panama  Canal  2k>ne 

Philippines 

Puerto  Rico 

United  States  Army  posts — 
Alaska 

Total 


22 

29 

188 

22 


74.  579 

K.   S.   AOAMS. 

ifa^or  General,  The  Adjutant  General. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  In  the  month  of  June  the  total  enlist- 
ments were  23.444.  The  enlistments  for  July  are  not  quite 
complete.  The  record  shows  31,958,  but  the  War  Department 
advises  there  may  be  about  2.000  not  yet  tabulated  and 
recorded. 

It  should  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  reenlistments  for  the 
first  6  montlis  of  this  year  were  20.538.  Tlie  reenlistments 
for  the  month  of  June  were  3,518  and  2,947  for  the  month  of 
July.  The  losses,  however,  during  these  2  months  were  ap- 
proximately 15.991.  which  would  leave  a  net  gain  in  the 
Regular  Army  during  Uiose  2  months  of  39,411. 

EtTENSIOlf  or  REMARKS 
'  Mr.  BLOOM.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
an  Members  may  have  5  legislative  dajrs  in  which  to  extend 
their  remarks  on  the  bill  Just  agreed  to. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Bloom]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TXNnowicz  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend 
his  own  remarks  in  the  Rxcobd. 

Mr.  PuLMEH  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
own  remarks  in  the  Rbcord. 

Mr.  ELLIS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Rccoro  and  to  include  therein 
a  report  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Trade  Barriers  and 
Unemployment. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  ElusJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Murray  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  extend 
his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  Springer  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
ccxisent  that  on  tomorrow,  at  the  conclusion  of  any  previous 
special  order.  I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for 
20  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  aw  REMARKS 

Mr.  MicHKKER  and  Mr.  Hortok  asked  and  were  given  per- 
mission to  revise  and  extend  their  own  remarks  in  the  Rscoro. 

Mr.  TH0RKEU30N.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include 
excerpts  from  H.  R.  7604  and  8.  3876. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request^  the 
gentleman  from  Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  article  written  by  Mr.  Vanderpoel.  the  financial 
editor  of  the  Chicago  American,  indicating  the  earnings  of 
industrial  corporations  for  the  first  half  of  1940  as  11.4 
percent  net. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
a  short  editorial  from  the  Chattanooga  Times  of  August  6. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  special  order  heretofore  m£ule. 
the  gentleman  frcHn  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller]  is  recognized 
for  40  minutes. 

NATIONAL  defense 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hour  is  late,  and  I  do  not 
intend  to  take  the  40  minutes  that  have  been  granted  me. 
I  have  asked  for  this  time  to  discuss  certain  phases  of  our 
national-defense  problem  in  an  effort  to  stimiUate  thinking, 
and  not  because  I  think  I  know  all  the  answers.  Like  other 
Members  of  the  House,  I  have  lain  awake  nights  and  thought 
of  these  problems  that  the  Congress  now  faces. 

As  I  see  it,  there  is  nothing  more  important  at  the  present 
time  than  that  we  have  national  unity  in  connection  with 
providing  for  the  strengthening  of  our  national  defense. 
Before  we  can  have  the  desired  national  unity,  the  Congress 
and  the  counti^  must  be  given  all  possible,  relevant  informa- 
tion; not.  of  course,  oillitary  secrets.  If  anything,  we  have 
been  too  free  in  that  direction  in  the  years  past.  We  have 
got  to  instill  confidence.  People  must  have  reason  to  believe 
that  the  various  national-defense  bills  enacted  mean  just 
what  they  appear  to  mean  on  the  surface,  that  a  bill  pro- 
I  Tidiiig  a  year's  training  for  the  National  Guard  must  mean 
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Just  that,  and  nothing  more;  that  a  bill  providing  for  the 
expansion  of  essential  industries  must  mean  Just  that,  and 
'•nothing  more,  and  it  must  not  be  a  vehicle  that  allows  the 
Government  to  go  into  competitive,  private  business. 

We  had  an  example  here  m  the  House  just  recently  of 
•how  important  items  can  be  injected  into  a  bill  almost 
Without  the  knowledge  of  a  majority  of  the  Members  of 
the  House.  I  am  referring  to  a  provision  inserted  In  a  bill 
recently  passed  that  would  have  allowed  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  at  his  discretion,  to  actually  take  over  and  operate 
any  plant  that  he  might  declare  to  be  necessary  for  the 
national  defense.  No  one  seems  to  know  liow  that  got  into 
the  bUl.  It  appeared  certainly  In  the  first  printed  copy,  after 
the  bill  had  been  passed  and  signed  by  the  President,  and 
then  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  offered  an 
amendment  to  another  bill  suggesting  that  we  strike  that 
out.  The  conferees  themselves  say  that  it  was  not  there  when 
they  considered  it  and,  certainly,  the  chairman  of  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee  made  no  reference  to  that  important 
provision  when  he  explained  the  conference  report.  The 
chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  showed  a  mighty 
fine  spirit  by  coming  into  the  House  at  the  first  opportunity 
and  suggesting  that  that  provision  be  removed. 

We  have  appropriated  billions  of  dollars  for  planes,  bat- 
tleships, arms,  and  munitions  of  all  kinds,  but  the  possession 
of  this  equipment  alone  is  not  going  to  solve  our  problems. 
We  will  soon  be  called  upon  to  consider  an  elaborate  bill 
for  compulsory  universal  military  training,  and  I  intend  to 
explain  a  little  later  why  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  is  not 
what  the  people  generally  think  it  is.  While  we  have  con- 
sidered more  or  less  grandiose  ideas.  I  am  wondering  if  we 
have  not  been  overlooking  some  of  the  helpful  little  things 
that  might  have  been  done  in  the  past  3  months  or  that  we 
might  speedily  do  now  that  would  be  very  helpful.  | 

Three  months  have  elapsed  since  the  President's  message 
on  May  16.  I  am  wondering  just  what  we  have  done  in 
that  period  to  strengthen  and  improve  the  efflciency  of  our 
National  Guard.  The  National  Guard  today  is  not  up  to  its 
authorized  peacetime  strength.  The  guard  should  be  up  to 
its  peacetime  strength  of  330.000.  Instead  of  that  we  have 
authorized  funds  for  only  280,000  and  the  guard  has  263,000 
actually  enrolled  at  the  present  time.  They  have  little  or 
no  equipment.  In  my  own  State  of  Connecticut  we  recently 
created  an  antiaircraft  regiment  out  of  a  former  cavalry 
outfit.  A  week  ago  they  returned  from  3  weeks'  encamp- 
ment. They  had  practically  no  equipment  for  training. 
The  War  Department  did  not  have  the  equipment  to  send 
to  them.  They  borrowed  one  piece  of  equipment  from 
Massachusetts  and  another  fnxn  Rhode  Island,  and  did 
the  best  they  could  with  the  limited  equipment  they  had. 
Many  of  those  men  left  responsible  positions  in  essential 
industries  to  devote  3  weeks  to  training,  and  somewhere 
along  the  line  we  fell  down;  we  did  not  give  them  equip- 
ment with  which  to  train. 

I  think  the  most  important  thing  this  Congress  could 
do  immediately  to  speed  up  the  procurement  program  would 
be,  as  soon  as  possible — and  I  believe  it  could  be  done 
almost  by  unanimous  consent — pass  a  concurrent  resolution 
that  would  provide  for  the  amortization  of  funds  invested 
in  plant  expansion.  We  should  follow  that  by  immediately 
suspending  the  provisions  of  the  Vinson-Trammell  Act. 
The  need  of  such  action  is  borne  out  by  testimony  before 
the  Appropriations  Committee  by  both  Admiral  Towers  of 
the  Navy  and  General  Brett  of  the  Army,  who  testified  that 
the  failure  of  Congress  to  take  such  action  is  holding  back 
our  procurement  program. 

The  uncertainty  of  what  Congress  will  do  in  this  respect 
has  certainly  mterfered  with  negotiating  contracts.  I  do 
not  think  we  can  rightfully  blame  mdustry.  They  are  not 
asking,  as  I  understand  It,  that  we  at  once  pass  an  excess- 
profits  tax.  I  have  been  told  that  if  we  can  take  up  the 
resolution  for  this  amortization  plan  and  repeal  the  Vinson- 
Trammell  Act,  that  they  are  ready  to  go  ahead.  They  know 
as  well  as  we  do  that  there  is  going  to  be  an  excess-profits 
tax.  and  that  there  should  be  an  excess  profits  tax  law 
passed.    They  cannot  be  passed  overnight.    It  Is  safe  to  say 


that  It  will  take  a  month  for  the  House  and  the  Senate  to 
pass  an  excess -profits  tax,  and  we  cannot  afford  to  wait  a 
month  before  these  essential  contracts  are  awarded. 

Under  some  of  the  legislation  passed  by  this  Congress  we 
have  actually  penalized  the  two  most  Important  industries 
that  will  contribute  most  to  the  success  of  our  national -de- 
fense program,  lliey  are  the  aircraft  and  shipbuilding  In- 
dustries. The  President  vehemently  denied  newspaper  stories 
that  the  placing  of  contracts  for  aircraft  and  other  defense 
material  was  being  delayed  by  legislation  passed  in  June, 
lowering  the  profit  limitation  on  aircraft  contracts  from  12 
to  8  percent  and  by  the  vague  talk  of  an  excess-profits  levy. 

I  think  the  Members  would  be  interested  if  I  read  Into  the 
Record  a  part  of  the  testimony  of  Admiral  John  A.  Towers, 
Chief,  Bureau  of  Aeronautics,  before  the  House  Committee 
on  Appropriations.    He  said: 

It  Is  a  fact  that  at  the  present  time  we  are  having  great  dlfflculty 
in  placing  contract*  with  the  manufacturers.  There  was  a  law 
passed  recently  which  greatly  reduced  the  profit  limitation  on 
aircraft  contracts.     It  waa  very  materially  reduced. 

Most  of  the  aircraft  manufacturers  and  all  of  the  aircraft -engine 
manufacturers  do  a  great  deal  of  subcontracting,  and  their  con- 
tracts are  placed,  for  instance,  with  a  firm  which  forges  crankshafts. 
That  Is  the  business  of  that  firm.  They  will  Uke  a  subcontract 
from  an  aircraft-engine  manufactiirer,  and  that  probably  repre- 
sents a  small  percentage  of  their  total  business. 

This  law  limits  the  subcontractors  to  the  same  profit,  and  their 
new  profit  when  they  are  working  on  a  limitation  of  8  percent 
gross  profit  Is  very  small.  They  are  not  anxious  to  get  the  biul- 
ness.  and  they  can  fill  up  tlielr  plants,  so  they  say.  with  buslnea* 
from  other  sources.  Including  munition  manufacturers,  which  are 
not  subject  to  the  same  profit  limitations.  That,  coupled  with 
the  uncertainty  about  amortization  of  expanded  plants  and  equip- 
ment, makes  It  very  difficult  to  place  those  contracU. 

Admiral  Towers  said  he  could  cite  a  specific  case  in  which 
a  contract  for  300  planes  was  awarded  by  the  Navy  "to  a 
very  large  company,  a  very  reputable  company." 

Subsequently  legislation  was  passed  cutting  the  profit  limi- 
tation from  12  to  8  percent.  The  manufacturer  called  Ad- 
miral Towers  that  the  various  subcontractors  who  had  pre- 
viously agreed  to  do  a  part  of  the  work  were  no  longer 
interested  in  those  contracts  so  the  manufacturer  just  could 
not  see  how  he  could  take  the  contract.  The  admiral  declared 
that— 

That  Is  a  firm  which  has  probably  made  the  best  record  In  aircraft 
production  and  has  shown  the  most  reasonable  prices  of  any  firm 
In  this  country  In  the  last  few  years. 

Gen.  George  H.  Brett.  Chief  of  the  Materiel  Division,  Office 
of  Chief  of  Air  Corps,  War  Department,  was  even  more  em- 
phatic in  insisting  that  profit  limitations  and  legislative 
uncertainties  were  making  it  impossible  for  the  Army  to  buy 
airplanes.    Said  the  general,  in  testif3ring: 

We  had  $279,000,000  appropriated  for  the  purchase  of  airplane* 
available  the  first  part  of  June,  and  on  the  15th  of  June  our  con- 
tracts were  all  ready  to  be  signed,  under  the  proposed  law  which 
would  permit  us  to  negotiate  contracts.  Those  contracts  were  held 
awaiting  passage  of  the  law.«whlch  was  not  signed  untU  July  2.  On 
June  29.  however,  there  was  a  modification  of  the  Vinson-Trammell 
Act  which  threw  all  of  our  contracts  Into  the  wastebasket.  and  we 
bad  to  start  all  over  again  and  negotiate  those  contracts. 

The  negotiations  had  to  be  conducted  on  an  entirely  new  basis. 
In  the  meantime  we  went  to  the  Treasury  and  we  are  getting  a 
decision  with  regard  to  taxes  on  expansion.  We  are  getting  a 
decision  with  regard  to  what  can  be  considered  costs  under  the 
Vinson-Trammell  profit  limitation.  But  now  another  objection  hae 
been  made  because  there  has  been  an  announcement  to  the  effect 
that  the  Vinson-Trammell  Act  is  likely  to  be  repealed  and  that 
there  will  be  a  tax  on  profits. 

Today  I  am  doing  my  best  to  have  the  contracts  signed.  The 
Industry  wlU  not  sign  contracts  becaxise  they  do  not  know  what  the 
effect  win  be  If  they  repeal  the  Vinson-Trammell  Act.  Therefore,  we 
are  now  again  In  a  quandary  over  It.  I  am  ready  to  buy  approxi- 
mately 4,000  airplanes,  and  that  is  the  situation. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman 
yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    Yes. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  did  not  hear  all  of  my  friend's  re- 
marks, but  I  happen  to  know  something  about  the  matter 
which  the  gentleman  is  talking.  I  am  a  member  of  the 
subcommittee  on  taxation.  Is  the  gentleman  offering  any 
criticism  of  any  committee  of  the  House  or  any  official  of  the 
Government  because  of  the  present  predicament? 
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Mr.  BGLLER.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  would  be  called 
a  criticism.  1  was  making  a  suggestion.  I  said  the  pro- 
curement program  was  lagging.  I  said  there  were  two 
things  that  Congress  could  do  to  lessen  such  Sagging.  Ap- 
parently all  are  agreed  that  a  5-year  amortization  plan 
will  be  adopted.  I  am  told  that  the  Treasury  has  agreed 
to  that  program.  Apparently  it  has  the  support  of  the  ad- 
ministration right  down  the  Une.  If  that  is  true,  we  could 
pass  that  almost  overnight.  The  Vinson-Trammel  Act,  ap- 
parently, is  also  going  to  be  suspended.  My  suggestion  was 
that  those  two  items  of  the  so-called  three-point  program 
now  before  your  committee  be  adopted  speedily  and  that 
your  committee  take  whatever  time  is  necessary  to  con- 
sider and  adopt  the  excess  profits  tax  bill,  which  I  said  should 
be  passed. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Well,  that  is  very  nice.  I  thoroughly 
agree  that  business  should  not  be  criticized,  but  is  the  gen- 
tleman aware  that  as  far  as  any  Member  of  Congress  is 
concerned,  the  fact  that  the  excess-profits  tax  was  con- 
nected up  with  national  defense,  and  the  fact  that  these 
contracts  were  being  held  up  pending  the  passage  of  legis- 
lation, was  only  known  within  the  past  week? 

Mr.  MILLER.  To  whom?  I  have  just  quoted  Admiral 
Towers  and  General  Britt  testifying  before  the  House  Appro- 
priations Committee  weeks  ago  on  this  subject.     ITiey  both 

say  our  failure  to  act  is  holding  up  their  program. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Is  the  gentleman  aware  that  3  weeks 
or  so  ago  a  statement  was  made  by  Mr.  Knudsen  and  some 
Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  as  to  what  legislation  would 
ondoubtedly  pass  with  reference  to  amortization  and  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Vinson -Trammel!  Act?  The  Vinson-Tram- 
mell  Act  should  not  be  repealed,  but  it  should  be  suspended 
during  the  operation  of  the  excess-profits  tax.  That  state- 
ment was  made  in  the  hope  that  it  would  induce  contractors 
to  sign,  but  3  weeks  later  Mr.  Knudsen  reported  that,  while 
he  had  hoped  it,  his  hopes  had  materialized  only  to  a  very 
limited  extent. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  can  assure  the  gentleman  that  they  will 
not  materialize  simply  because  Representatives  of  the  House 
say  they  will  pass  it. 

BIr.  McCORMACK.  I  am  not  criticizing.  I  think  the  gen- 
tleman's position  is  fair.  My  purpose  Is  to  correct  any  erro- 
neous views  honestly  entertained  by  the  gentleman.  If  we 
were  in  war  our  manufacturers  would  do  anything.  At  the 
present  time  I  am  not  criticizing  them,  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
I  want  to  say  to  my  friend  that  no  criticism,  expressed  or 
implied,  should  be  made  of  any  Member  of  Congress,  because 
since  that  matter  has  been  known  the  subcommittee  of  wliich 

I  am  a  member  has  been  working  morning  and  afternoon. 
We  completed  our  report  last  night  and  the  report  is  being 

drafted  to  be  made  to  the  full  committee,  upon  which  public 
bearings  will  be  held  on  Tuesday.  FHjr  whatever  value  my 
opinion  may  be  worth,  while  I  appreciate  the  suggestion  of 
my  friend  from  Connectjeut.  it  is  absolutely  essential  for  in- 
terested business  to  know  what  the  excess-profits  tax  will  be, 
and  that  the  tax  law  be  passed,  in  addition  to  the  amortiza- 
tion and  the  suspension  of  the  Vinson-Trammell  Act. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  gentleman's  opinion  is  worth  a  great 
deal  to  the  House,  as  the  gentleman  well  knows.  But  the 
question  of  excess-profits  tax  is  not  the  chief  concern  of  the 
manufacturers  of  aircraft,  aircraft  engines,  and  guns.  They 
are  willing  to  go  ahead.  I  have  talked  to  representatives  of 
some  of  the  largest  units.  They  are  not  only  willing  but  glad 
to  go  ahead  if  you  suspend  the  Vinson-Trammell  Act  and 
adopt  the  5-year  amortization  plan.  They  are  willing  for 
ycu  to  take  your  own  sweet  time  on  the  excess-profits  tax. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  am  glad  to  receive  that  information. 
because  it  is  not  the  type  of  information  that  I,  as  a  member 
of  the  subcommittee,  have  received.  Tlie  information  I  have 
received  is  that  the  businessmen  would  like  to  see  the  law, 
would  like  to  see  what  it  Is  going  to  be.  and  I  do  not  blame 
them.  But.  on  the  other  hand,  the  information  is  with  refer- 
ence not  only  to  the  amortization  and  the  suspension  of  the 
Vinson-Trammell  Act  but  the  excess-profits  tax.  Further- 
more, why  should  we  as  Members  of  Congress  give  accelerated 

/       - 


depreciation,  a  very  good  amortization  plan,  without  com- 
pleting the  whole  program  and  passing  the  excess-profits  tax 
bill?  In  any  event,  hearings  will  be  completed  on  Monday  or 
Tuesday  of  next  week.  In  all  probability,  and  I  am  hopeful 
that  the  bill  will  pass  the  House  before  the  latter  part  of  next 
week,  in  which  event  I  am  confident,  it  being  linked  up  with 
national  defense,  that  the  Senate  would  not  take  much  time 
in  which  to  pass  the  bill. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  predicted  before  the  gentleman  came  in 
that  it  will  take  a  month  from  this  day  before  that  t>ill  is 
passed  and  signed  by  the  President.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
mistake  to  hold  up  the  first  two  provisions  because  of  the 
latter.  The  matter  of  excess-profits  tax  is  not  of  concern  to 
them  for  this  reason.  They  know  it  is  going  to  be  passed, 
and  whether  they  make  2  percent  or  4  percoit  or  12  per- 
cent, everything  above  a  normal  profit  will-*be  taken  away 
from  them,  and  it  should  be.  But  the  provisions  of  the 
Vinson-Trammell  Act  and  the  amortization  plan  are  de- 
cidedly different  in  their  effect  on  the  negotiation  of  con- 
tracts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  That  is  not  the  information  that  I 
and  other  members  of  the  sutKommittee  on  taxation  have 
received.  The  information  we  have  received  from  respon- 
sible sources 

Mr.  MILLER.  Prom  representatives  of  some  of  the  ma- 
jor Industries? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  assiune  that  members  of  the  Ad- 
visory Committee  on  National  Defense  are  in  a  position  to 
know,  and  the  information  we  have  received — only  the  other 
day  Mr.  Knudsen  appeared  before  the  subcommittee,  the  day 
before  yesterday,  and  with  the  full  sutx^ommittee  there,  my 
friend  the  gentleman  from  Msissachusetts  [Mr.  Treadway], 
making  a  statement  for  the  Republican  members,  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee,  Chairman  Cooper,  making  a  statement 
with  Mr.  Knudsen  there, ^that  the  subcommittee  was  going  to 
recommend  the  suspension  of  the  Vinson-Trammel  Act  dur- 
ing the  operation  of  the  excess  profits;  was  going  to  recom- 
mend a  5-year  amortization  plan;  that  If  the  emergency  was 
over  at  the  end  of  3  years  we  would  allow  them  to  have  33V3- 
percent  amortization  instead  of  20  percent  over  5  years.  That 
statement  was  made.  The  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  Chair- 
man CooPKR,  also  said  that  he  could  speak  for  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  iMr.  Harrison],  and  that  he  joined  with  him 
in  his  statement.  The  chainnan  of  the  full  committee.  B^. 
DoucHTON.  also  made  a  statement,  all  in  the  hope  that  busi- 
nessmen would  make  these  contracts  before  we  actually 
passed  the  law.  It  was  a  hope.  We  have  even  gone  to  that 
extent.  I  do  not  know  how  much  further  we  can  go.  Cer- 
tainly the  excess-profits  tax  ought  to  be  passed  with  the 
other  two  important  elements. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  see  no  connection  between  the  other  two 
and  as  the  gentleman  has  indicated  everybody  who  has 
Studied  this  problem  feels  that  the  first  two  points  should  be 
taken  care  of.  and  I  do  not  know  of  any  objection  to  taking 
care  of  them.  Certainly  you  have  heard  Mr.  Knudsen.  but 
you  should  get  the  viewpoint  of  the  people  involved  in  these 
matters,  you  should  invite  into  the  committee  representatives 
of  the  industry  concerned.  I  realize  they  are  in  conference 
with  Mr.  Knudsen,  Ijut  if  there  is  any  difference  of  opinion, 
if  there  is  any  belief,  and  there  is  in  certain  industries  that 
the  first  two  points  of  that  three-point  program  if  you  want 

to  call  it  that,  are  t>eing  held  for  consideration  of  the  third 
as  leverage  to  get  the  third  point  through  just  the  way  the 
administration  wants  to  get  It  through 

Mr.  McCORMACBL  The  gentleman  Is  too  fair  to  make  a 
statement  that  I  know  is  without  foimdation.  In  fact,  the 
information  we  have  is  that  the  businessmen  want  to  see  the 
entire  law  passed  before  they  enter  into  the  contracts. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Just  a  minute.  My  only  suggestion  Is  to 
get  that  information  from  the  manufacturers  and  not  from 
representatives  of  the  GkJvemment. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  They  are  going  to  have  that  oppor- 
tunity. We  are  holding  public  hearings  starting  Friday.  Mr. 
Knudsen  came  into  the  executive  session  of  the  subcommittee 
as  the  Chairman  of  the  Advisory  Board.    All  we  have  had 
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before  us  have  been  officials,  the  same  as  any  oth:!r  com- 
mittee in  executive  session  considering  a  preliminary,  ex 
parte  matter,  to  be  the  l>asis  of  public  hearings  by  the  whole 
committee.  Certainly  the  impression  should  not  go  out  that 
businessmen  were  not  invited,  because  they  had  no  place  in 
there.  They  will  have  an  opportimity  to  be  heard  Friday  at 
the  public  hearings.  Mr.  Knudsen  appeared  in  his  official 
capacity  as  Chairman  of  the  Advisory  Committee. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  cannot  yield  further.  There  is  no  use  pro- 
ceeding further  along  that  line.  I  have  not  criticized  any- 
one. I  have  simply  made  a  suggestion.  I  did  not  say  that 
industry  was  denied  the  opportunity  of  appearing  l)efore 
your  committee.  I  say  they  should  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  appear  and  state  their  views. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  And  they  will  be  given  that  oppor- 
tunity Friday.  The  hearings  so  far  have  simply  been 
exploratory. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Exploratory  or  not,  the  suggestion  was  that 
the  representatives  of  the  industries  concerned  should  be 
heard;  that  your  committee,  either  as  individuals  or  as  a 
committee,  should  hear  representatives  of  the  industry. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  They  will  be  given  that  opportunity 
Friday.  I 

Mr.  MILLER.    They  will  appear  undoubtedly.  I 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  hope  when  they  do  appear  they  will 
not  appear  through  paid  representatives.  The  committee 
likes  to  see  the  men  in  the  industry,  not  their  paid  repre- 
sentatives. It  is  all  right  to  have  representatives  appear,  but 
businessmen  interested  in  any  pending  legislation  should 
also  appear.  They  make  a  bad  business  mistake  In  not  doing 
so.  as  well  as  falling  in  their  civic  duty. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  would  the  gentleman  care 
to  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  am  very  much  in  sympathy  with  the 
thought  that  we  should  dispose  of  these  two  proposals  before 
we  go  into  the  excess- tax  formula.  While  one  or  two  mem- 
bers of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  are  here  now,  I  want 
to  serve  notice  on  the  committee  in  this  informal  manner 
that  I  want  to  be  heard  by  that  committee  on  the  excess- tax 
featiuv.  I  I 

I  am  Inclined  to  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Connecti- 
cut that  it  will  be  30  days,  and  maybe  longer,  before  we  get 
the  whole  three  propositions  through.  We  are  going  to  have 
to  discuss  the  question  of  what  constitutes  excess  profits.  We 
have  got  to  go  into  the  question  of  the  business  cycle.  We 
have  got  to  go  into  the  question  of  new  industries  that  halve 
been  developed  entirely  within  the  last  4,  5,  or  6  years,  start- 
ing from  scratch  and  working  up  to  maybe  $1,500  a  year 
profits  and  then  on  to  $300,000  or  $400,000  a  year.  They  will 
now  find  themselves  presented  with  a  40-percent  tax  on 
6,  8,  or  10  i3ercent  of  the  invested  capital.  So  I  am  Inclined 
to  believe  that  we  will  not  get  through  this  thing  in  a  month. 
There  will  be  further  executive  sessions  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  and  then  it  will  be  considered  thoroughly 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  and  the  Senate.  It  will  linger  along 
for  30  days  and  maybe  longer. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MILLER,    I  yield.  '  ; 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  hope  it  will  not  take  that  long,  but 
I  am  glad  to  hear  my  friend  say  that  he  wants  to  appear 
before  the  committee,  because  some  of  us  supp>osed-to-be- 
radlcal  Democrats,  as  we  are  called  by  some  businessmen, 
need  the  assistance  of  some  of  you  Republican  Members  to 
restrain  the  so-called  conservative  Republicans  from  impos- 
ing confiscatory  rates.  The  only  evidence  I  have  seen  of  con- 
fiscatory rates  In  the  discussions  we  have  had  in  the  copi- 
mittce  Is  when  the  Republicans  suggest  them.  We  have  great 
difficulty  in  keeping  the  Republicans  from  imposing  higher 
rates. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield. 


Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts has  made  a  contribution  without  any  invitation.  Let 
me  say  in  reply  that  the  country  never  has  been  afraid  of  the 
Republicans.  The  country  is  afraid  of  the  President  now,  and 
that  Is  the  reason  the  country  wants  to  keep  Congress  here. 
The  country  never  has  been  afraid  of  the  RepubLcans. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  As  I  understand  the  gentleman's  sug- 
gestion, he  hopes  that  both  the  amortization  plan  and  the 
Vinson-Trammell  feature  will  be  suspended  prior  to  the  time 
Congress  considers  the  excess-profits  tax? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  do  hope  that  the  Vinson-Trammell  Act  will 
be  repealed  and  a  fair  amortization  plan  adopted  at  once  with- 
out waiting  for  tax  legislation  recapturing  excess  profits. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  I  further  take  it  from  his  contribution 
that  it  has  been  indicated  to  the  gentleman  that  seme  very 
vital  Individual  in  the  defense  plan  of  the  industrial  fabric 
has  made  that  recommendation  to  him.  On  th<;  premise  that 
if  the  Congress  were  to  enact  the  amortization  plan  coupled 
with  the  suspension  of  the  Vinson-TrammeU  Act  require- 
ments, Industry  would  proceed  without  any  fuither  delay  to 
accept  from  the  advisory  council  and  the  Procurement  Divi- 
sion of  the  Army  and  Navy  the  necessary  contracts  with  which 
to  lay  down  the  finished  article  for  defense? 

Mr.  MILLER.    That  is  my  recommendation. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  I  thought  I  understood  the  gentleman 
correctly.  I  would  like  the  gentleman  to  yield  for  another 
observation.  In  the  event  that  the  gentleman  can  make 
known  to  those  who  have  reported  that  statement  to  him  that 
the  subcommittee  jointljj  speaking  for  the  Senate,  as  evidenced 
by  Senator  Harrison's  approval  and  the  full  committee  as 
evidenced  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Triad- 
way]  agreeing  with  the  subcommittee  chairman,  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee  tMr.  Cooper]  that  those  two  factors  are 
to  be  covered  in  the  manner  that  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  McCORMACK  1  has  indicated.  I  wonder  if  the 
gentleman  can  ask  those  who  made  the  objection  to  him  if 
there  is  any  further  reason  for  delay  in  accepting  the  con- 
tracts that  are  necessary  for  the  defense  program  of  this 
country? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  do  not  have  to  ask  anybody  that.  Sup- 
posing a  contract  was  entered  into  as  of  today,  with  the  laws 
just  as  they  are  today. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.    I  am  speaking  about  these  changes. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  gentleman  says  he  can  assure  industry 
that  the  changes  will  be  made. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.     Yes. 

Mr.  MILLER.  That  assurance  is  not  worth  anything  to 
them,  because  when  they  take  the  contract,  today  or  tomor- 
row, are  they  going  to  operate  mjider  the  Vinson-Trammell 
Act  or  are  they  going  to  operate  outside  of  it? 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  If  the  gentleman  does  not  know,  in- 
dustry knows  whatever  this  excess-profits  tax  may  be,  and 
whatever  action  is  taken  on  the  suspension  of  the  Vinson- 
Trammell  Act  and  the  amortization  plan  will  obviously  apply 

either  from  the  first  of  this  year  or  from  the  declaration  of  an 

emergency  by  the  President. 

Mr.  MILLER.     There  is  nobody  can  assure  industry  that. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  Assuming  they  can,  does  the  gentleman 
want  to  convey  to  Congress,  speaking  for  some  section  of 
industry 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  am  speaking  for  myself  as  a  Member  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  The  gentleman  is  relaying  It  from  a 
section  of  industry. 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  have  not  indicated  any  such  thing. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.    I  misunderstood  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  am  representing  the  constituents  of  my 
district. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  That  includes  some  engaged  in  the  war- 
defense  program? 

Mr.  MILLER.  We  have  two  or  three  working  on  It  up 
there. 
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'  Mr.  McKEOUGH.  The  gentleman  does  not  want  to  indi- 
cate to  the  Confess  that  there  is  any  feature  of  industry  in 
the  United  States,  assuming  that  Industrj'  as  a  whole  accepts 
the  presence  of  an  existing  emergency,  would  quibble  about 
what  the  excess  profits  might  be  when  the  Congress  Is  con- 
sidering drafting  human  beings  to  go  to  war? 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  gentleman  is  putting  words  In  my 
mouth.  I  have  said  as  plainly  as  I  can  that  industry  knows 
that  there  Is  going  to  be  an  excess-profits  tax  and  that  any 

unreasonable  profit  will  be  taken  away  from  them.  The 
question  of  amortization  and  the  question  of  suspending  the 
Vinsort-Irammell  Act  are  decidedly  different.  There  is  no- 
body in  this  Govemiment  who  can  assxire  them  Just  what  will 
be  done  until  such  laws  are  passed  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  Assuming  it  is  passed  tomorrow,  they 
will  not  proceed  until  it  is  passed;  is  that  the  demand  of 
Industry? 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  gentleman  has  heard  the  testimony 
before  his  committee. 

'  Mr.  McKEOUGH.  No;  I  have  not  heard  a  single  buslness- 
Bian  make  that  contribution. 

Mr.  MILLER.     Is  the  gentleman  on  the  subcommittee? 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.     I  am  not  on  it. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    Briefly. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  There  is  no  way  on  earth  that  responsi- 
ble management  can  proceed  until  the  question  is  answered 
Which  the  gentleman  is  proposing.  It  is  not  a  question  of 
loyalty,  patriotism,  or  anything  else.  It  Is  a  question  of 
balance  sheets,  operating  statements,  and  responsibility  to 
Btockholders. 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  think  we  all  understand  that. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  That  Is  in  line  with  the  capitalistic 
system. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  said  at  the  outset  that  the  bringing  about 
of  national  unity  did  not  mean  there  could  not  be  construc- 
tive criticism. 

The  next  matter  I  wish  to  refer  to  perhaps  could  be  termed 
criticism,  and  I  hope  constructive  criticism.  I  think  we  all 
agree  that  we  want  all  possible  speed  in  connection  with 
national-defense  preparation,  all  the  speed  we  can  have  and 
still  have  safety,  and  I  want  to  point  out  a  situation  that  ap- 
parently exists,  and  I  am  .depending  on  information  that 
I  believe  is  reliable.  I  have  been  told  that  last  month — 
and  I  will  insert  the  dates  in  the  Record — 14  contracts  were 
sent  over  from  the  Navy  Department,  all  completed,  every- 
thing ready  to  start  the  work  except  they  were  lacking  the 
signature  of  the  President,  and  that  these  14  contracts  stayed 
In  the  White  Hoii^  for  11  days.  Now,  if  that  is  so  and  we 
are  embarking  on  an  extensive  program.  I  think  it  is  some- 
thing we  might  well  look  into  to  find  out  and  determine 
why  it  is  necessary  for  the  contracts  of  the  War  and  Navy 
Departments,  in  the  first  place,  to  have  the  signature  of  the 
Pre.sident.  and  if  so.  why  they  should  be  held  up  for  11  days. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  yield,  briefly. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  Did  the  gentleman  make  Inquiry  at 
the  White  House  to  find  out  whether  or  not  that  was  the 
situation  by  contacting  and  making  inquiry  formally  or 
otherwise? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  made  inquiry  that  satisfies  myself  that 
that  Is  true.  I  have  no  contacts  with  the  White  House,  as 
the  gentleman  well  knows.  _ 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  I  do  not  know  why  not.  The  geiHle- 
man  is  a  Member  of  the  Congress.  Will  the  gentleman  state 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Record,  in  view  of  the  very  serious 
charge  he  has  made,  the  source  of  his  information  so  that 
the  matter  may  be  investigated? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  indicated  the  soiuxe  as  being  very  re- 
liable, and  the  facts  can  be  ascertained  very  readily  as  to 
vbether  the  contracts  lay  there  11  days  or  not. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  I  would  like  the  gentleman,  for  the 
benefit  of  myself  and  any  other  Member  who  may  be  in- 
terested, to  indicate  how  I  might  inquire  into  that,  as  I  am 
very  much  interested. 


Mr.  MILLER.  You  can  inquire  whether  there  were  14 
contracts  signed  on  the  12th  day  of  July  that  had  been  In 
the  President's  office  or  in  the  White  House  for  11  days 
prior  to  that  time  that  were  sent  over  by  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.    And  were  unsigned? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  were  unsigned 
or  not,  but   they  remained  there  for  11  das^. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.     The  gentleman  does  not  know  whether 

they  were  signed  or  otherwise? 

Mr.  MILLER.  That  Is  immaterial.  There  was  a  delay 
there  of  11  days,  and  they  were  of  course  signed  by  the 
President  before  he  returned  them  to  the  Navy  Department. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  The  gentleman  is  just  making  the 
statement  for  the  purpose  of  declaring  that  the  President  is 
delaying  the  program — is  that  the  purpose  of  your  implica- 
tion? 

Mr.  MILLER.  If  that  is  the  way  you  want  to  interpret 
It — the  program  was  delayed  for  11  days. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  And  your  statement  is  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Army  and  the  Navy,  is  maliciously  delajang  the  program 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  cannot  yield  further,  if  you  are  going  to 
use  the  word  "maliciously." 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.    The  gentleman  is  implying 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  am  not  implying  anything. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  What  was  the  purpose,  then,  of  offer- 
ing that  suggestion? 

Mr.  MILLER.  So  that  somebody  with  more  Influence  than 
I  have  will  try  to  work  out  some  plan  so  the  President  will 
not  have  to  sign  every  single  contract  in  this  entire  pro- 
gram. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  Has  the  gentleman  introduced  a  bill 
or  resolution  to  bring  that  about? 

Mr.  MILLER.  A  resolution  Is  not  necessary,  and  I  decline 
to  yield  further  after  the  word  "malicious"  has  been  brought 
into  this  discussion. 

For  the  remaining  5  or  10  minutes  I  want  to  make  a  few 
observations  on  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill.  I  stated  at  the 
outset  of  this  discussion  that  I  thought  the  Burke-Wads- 
worth bill  was  more  than  the  general  public  understood  it  to 
be;  that  is,  it  is  more  than  a  conscription  training  program. 
I  am  not  ducking  or  hedging  on  this  proposal.  I  want  to  do 
whatever  is  necessary  to  meet  the  emergency,  but  I  want  to 
do  it  in  the  way  that  will  affect  our  national  economy  the 
least  and  make  sure,  insofar  as  possible,  that  every  citizen 
carries  his  share  of  the  load  but  no  more  and  no  less. 

The  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  attempts  to  solve  two  separate 
problems  in  one  piece  of  legislation.  It  attempts  to  provide 
the  manpower  which  is  needed  right  now  to  bring  our 
Rogular  Army  up  to  the  strength  desired  by  General 
Marshall,  and  it  also  intends  to  provide  a  training  program 
for  young  men.  who  will  be  trained  at  some  time  in  the  near 
future  when  we  may  need  them.  I  believe  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States  should,  insofar  as  possitile.  take  the 
people  of  this  country  into  his  confidence.  He  should  tell 
them  just  what  his  policy  is  to  be.  and  whether  or  not  he 
proposed  to  respond  to  every  request  for  military  assistance 
that  may  come  from  the  South  American  republics.  In  other 
words,  he  should  tell  them  as  much  as  he  can  about  the 
emergency  he  discusses  so  frequently.  Is  his  information 
such  that  he  believes  we  are  in  imminent  danger  of  military 
attack  from  some  EJuropean  or  Asiatic  source?  Does  he 
think  that  the  attack  will  be  made  against  South  America, 
and  that  we  will  be  called  upon  t<i  assist  our  South  American 
neighbors?  These  questions  are  being  asked  by  the  young 
men  of  the  country  who  are  thinking  about  the  possibility  of 
being  asked  to  give  1  year  of  their  life  to  the  service  of  the 
Government. 

Our  first  big  job,  assuming  that  the  present  emergency  is 
even  one  half  as  acute  as  many  believe  it  is,  is  to  acquire 
an  adequately  equipped  and  strong  Initial  protective  force. 
Apparently,  from  the  testimony  of  General  Marshall  and 
others,  this  protective  force  should,  at  the  present  time,  con- 
sist of  375.000  men.    We  have  increased  the  Regular  Army 
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from  165.000  to  263,000  during  the  past  few  months.  This 
force,  with  the  addition  of  various  National  Guard  imits, 
Reserve  officers,  and  Regular  Army  Reserves,  will  exceed  the 
375.000  men  which  General  Marshall  feels  we  need  at  this 
time.  Let  us  see  Just  what  we  have  in  the  way  of  man- 
power for  an  initial  protective  force.  We  have  a  Regular 
Army  of  263.000  men.  a  National  Guard  of  242,000  men. 

we  have  116.000  members  of  the  OfBcers'  Reserve  Corps,  we 
have  38.000  in  the  Regular  Army  Reserve,  and  approximately 

3.700  retired  officers  subject  to  call  for  active  duty.  This 
gives  us  a  total  of  more  than  556.000  officers  and  men.  Of 
this  huge  force,  however,  only  165.000  men  have  had  any 
great  amount  of  training.     Therefore,  our  first  problem  is  to 

bring  the  balance  of  the  556,000  men  up  to  the  highest 
point  of  efficiency  in  the  shortest  possible  time. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  disturb  the  training  program  of 
this  group  by  calling  into  the  service  400,000  recruits  by 
October  1,  we  will  interfere  with  the  efficient  training  of 
this  protective  force,  which  we  definitely  need.  I  think  it  Is 
fair  to  assimie  that  if  400.000  recruits  were  brought  into  the 
service,  we  would  have  to  take  about  25  percent  of  our  so- 
called  protective  force  away  from  its  various  imits  to  be 
used  as  instructors  for  the  new  force. 

Apparently,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Burke-Wadsworth 
bill,  the  400.000  trainees  called  Into  service  for  1  year's 
training  would  be  assigned  to  various  Regular  Army  and 
National  Guard  organizations.  They  would  become  an  inte- 
gral part  of  the  organization  to  which  they  had  been  assigned 
and.  for  example,  in  case  of  trouble  in  South  America,  they 
would  be  expected  to  go  along  with  this  organization  witli 
which  they  had  been  trained.  After  we  have  the  proposed 
initial  protective  force  at  its  highest  point  of  efficiency,  then 
it  will  be  time  enough  to  embark  on  a  training  program  to 
give  us  the  needed  further  Reserve.  I  believe  that  that  can 
be  worked  out  by  largely  expanding  the  Citizens  Military 
Training  Camps.  It  is  almost  unbelievable  that,  although 
this  emergency  was  called  to  the  attention  of  Congress  on 
May  16,  nothing  has  been  done  during  this  summer  to  expand 
the  citizens'  military  training  camps. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER    Yes.  I 

Mr.  KELLER.  Is  it  not  possible  to  get  this  Idea,  that  ^e 
limit  the  service  to  1  year,  that  we  raise  the  pay  to  $30 
as  in  the  Navy  and  C  C.  C.  and  try  out  the  volunteer  serv- 
ice before  we  enact  the  other?  I  would  like  to  see  that 
considered  and  I  would  like  to  have  the  gentleman's  Judg- 
ment on  that.  I 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  do  not  be- 
lieve the  volunteer  system  can  raise  400,000  men  In  the  2 
months,  nor  am  I  convinced  that  it  is  necessary  to  raise 
that  number  of  men  in  that  period  of  time.  I  would  not 
hesitate  for  a  minute  to  adopt  some  form  of  selective  serv- 
ice if  the  men  who  are  called  for  a  year's  training  under  a 
form  of  selective  service  are  assured  that  they  will  not  be 
used  as  part  of  an  offensive  army  and  that  they  will  not 
be  shipped  outside  of  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States  without  their  consent,  imtil  Congress  declared  an 
actual  state  of  war  to  exist.  If  we  are  going  to  call  400.000 
into  the  military  service  specifically  for  training  purposes, 
they  should  be  called  under  the  provisions  of  a  selective 
service  act,  as  that  is  the  only  fair  way,  to  my  mind,  to 
select  such  a  large  number  of  men. 

Great  Britain  is  now  convinced  of  that  because  of  her 
experience  during  the  early  years  of  the  World  War.  In 
1914  thousands  of  Britain's  finest  young  men  rushed  to  the 
colors  in  response  to  a  call  for  volunteers.  Many  of  them 
were  killed  in  the  early  months  of  the  war  and  by  1916 
Great  Britain  was  feeling  a  very  definite  shortage  of  officers 
and  noncommissioned  officers'  material. 

In  any  rapid  expansion  of  the  Army  and  Na\'y  I  believe 
we  should  and  will  have  to  turn  to  a  selective  service  act- 
call  it  conscription,  if  you  will. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Do  I  get  from  your  present  expression  the 
same  idea  that  I  had,  that  is,  the  Regular  Army  has  its  hands 
full  and  then  some  to  take  these  116,000  young  officers  and 


train  them  and  at  the  same  time  train  the  National  Guard, 
without  calling  In  anybody  else? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  certainly  agree  with  that. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    I  want  the  gentleman's  comment  on 

this:  The  gentleman  has  pointed  out  how  industry  is  refus- 
ing to  volunteer  for  the  national  defense  unless  and  until 
terms  are  made  satisfactory  to  them 

Mr.  MILLER.  Until  they  are  made  clear,  I  may  say, 
rather  than  satisfactory. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Well,  industry  is  simply  refusing 
to  volunteer  at  present,  and  we  all  know  that  these  many 

contracts  are  all  ready,  but  that  they  will  not  be  signed  be- 
cause industry  will  not  volunteer.  We  are  told  that  men  wlU 
not  volunteer  for  our  services  in  the  armed  forces.  We  say 
to  industry.  "Well,  gentlemen,  we  will  give  you  every  as- 
surance that  the  ticket  will  be  written  in  a  way  that  will 
be  so  pleasing  that  you  will  volunteer." 

We  say  to  the  manpower,  "If  you  wont  volunteer  we  are 
going  to  draft  you."  As  I  understand  it,  we  are  saying  both 
of  these  things  in  the  name  of  democracy.  I  would  like 
to  have  the  gentleman  comment  on  the  differences  between 
industry  or  capital  In  a  democracy  and  manpower. 

Mr.  MILLER.  For  the  purpose  of  this  argument,  there  is 
no  difference. 

Mr.  HEALEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  limitation  on  profits 
in  the  Vinson-Trammell  bill  is  10  percent  on  naval  ships  and 
12  percent  on  airplanes? 

Mr.JkllLLER.    Yes;  gross. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Does  the  gentleman  think  that  limitation 
Is  proving  to  be  a  serious  obstacle  in  the  way  of  business  going 
forward  and  accepting  these  contracts? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  do  not  want  to  go  back  over  It,  but  before 
the  gentleman  came  in  I  read  the  testimony  of  Admiral  Tow- 
ers and  referred  to  the  testimony  of  General  Brett,  pointing 
out  that  it  was  the  subcontractors  who  come  under  this  Vin- 
son-Trammell Act,  who  are  not  wiUing  to  accept  these  con- 
tracts, and  therefore  they  cannot  get  the  castings  and  the 
parts  they  need. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  And  they  allege  that  because  of  that  condi- 
tion it  causes  a  serious  deterrent  to  the  going  forward  with 
the  defense  program? 

Mr.  MILLER.  No.  I  think  I  pointed  out  it  was  not  the 
question  of  profits,  because  that  Industry  and  every  other 
knows  that  they  will  not  be  allowed  to  make  any  excessive 
profits.  As  the  gentleman  knows,  there  is  a  lot  more  to  the 
Vinson-Trammell  Act  than  the  matter  of  profits. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  has  expired. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Does  the  gentleman  know  at  this  point 
just  exactly  what  the  final  provisions  of  the  Burke-Wads- 
worth bill  will  be? 

Mr.  MILLER.  No;  I  just  said  that  I  could  not  say  I  would 
vote  for  it.  l)ecause  nobody  knows  yet  what  it  will  contain 
when  it  finally  reaches  this  House. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Is  there  anybody  who  can  honestly  say  he 
is  for  or  against  the  bill  until  he  knows  what  Is  In  the  bill? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  do  not  see  how  he  can. 

I  want  to  close  with  the  thought  that  I  expressed  at  the 
very  beginning,  that  the  thing  most  essential  now  is  to  have 
the  confidence  of  the  people,  and  that  everjlhing  we  pau 
through  this  Congress  be  explained  to  them.  If  a  bill  Is 
passed  and  word  is  sent  out  that  this  Is  a  bill  to  give  a  year's 
training  for  the  National  Guard,  let  it  be  that  and  nothing 
more.  The  resolution  In  the  other  body  and  which  the 
country  understands  is  a  bill  to  give  the  National  Guard  a 
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year's  training,  is  a  whole  lot  more  than  that.  A  simple 
reading  of  the  bill  will  convince  any  Member  of  the  House 
that  it  is  more  than  that. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  I  recall  the  Army  Chief  of  Staff  or  some- 
one in  high  authority  stating  that  the  375.000  authorized  men 
were  coming  In  and  would  be  enlisted  by  December  1.  How 
long  would  it  take  to  get  the  equipment  they  are  talking 
about  for  a  big  Navy  and  all  this  mechanized  equipment?  It 
would  take  a  great  deal  longer  than  that,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  MILLER.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  have  well  in  excess 
of  the  375.000  men  now  and  they  do  have  the  equipment. 

Mr.  HOUSTOhF.  Then  why  not  wait  imtil  December  1, 
and  if  they  have  fallen  down  on  the  volunteer  system,  then 
we  can  Invoke  this  conscription. 

Mr.  MILLER.  That  is  all  right  for  the  needed  protective 
force. 

Mr.  ct:ccOMBE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  The  gentleman  will  agree  that  there 
were  some  50,000  enlisted  in  a  short  period  of  time  recently. 
I  think  that  proved  that  if  the  average  young  man  is  given 
an  opportunity  to  enlist,  and  knows  that,  according  to  the 
President's  promise,  he  will  not  be  sent  to  foreign  soil,  there 
would  be  a  general  volunteer  enlistment,  with  the  thought  in 
mind  to  protect  American  shores. 

The  gentleman  will  agree,  however,  that  the  enlistment 
today  is  in  the  aviation  service,  and  we  have  now  far  exceeded 
the  planes  we  have  to  train  the  men. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  number  of  men  enlisting  far  exceed  the 
number  of  planes  with  which  to  train  them. 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.     That  is  in  aviation. 

Mr.  MILLER.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman  is  well  informed  on 
the  subject  on  which  he  is  speaking.  Could  he  tell  the  House 
the  number  of  voluntary  enlistments  up  to  the  time  of  the 
draft  in  1917? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  do  not  know  the  exact  number,  but  I 
heard  it  said  recently  that  approximately  a  million  men 
enlisted  before  the  draft. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
further? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Does  not  the  gentleman  believe  we  should 
give  the  voluntary-enlistment  boys  a  chance  to  enlist  before 
we  put  conscription  into  effect? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  do.  Enactment  of  the  Burke-Wadsworth 
bUl  would  not  prevent  further  enlistments.  And  I  think, 
further,  that  the  Congress  must  determine  very  soon  just 
what  we  are  building  up  this  army  for.  I  think  we  should 
have  that  explained  to  us  first.  Is  the  force  going  to  be 
used  to  police  every  repubUc  of  South  America?  If  so.  we 
shall  need  an  army  20  times  the  size  we  have  in  mind.  If  it  is 
to  be  purely  a  protective,  defensive  force,  then  the  original 
testimony  of  General  Marshall  that  the  protective  force 
should  be  about  375.000  men  should  t>e  the  answer,  unless 
there  is  information  of  threats  that  we  as  Members  of  Con- 
gress do  not  know  about. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  We  do  not  expect  the  State  Department 
to  turn  all  their  information  over  to  us.  but  we  should  make 
sure  there  is  Justification  for  it. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  thinlTthe  one  thing  the  young  men  of  the 
coimtry  want  to  know  Is  the  nature  of  the  defense.  I  went 
home  2  weeks  ago  to  take  part  in  a  discussion  on  this  subject, 
and  that  was  the  thought  these  young  fellows  expressed,  par- 
ticularly after  the  meeting  was  over:  "Where  is  the  threat 
coming  from?  Do  3^u  think  war  is  imminent?"  And  I  could 
not  honestly  tell  them  that  I  thought  war  was  imminent. 
Then  they  said.  "If  war  is  not  imminent,  why  must  we  have 
conscription?"  This  thing  is  going  to  develop  into  a  guessing 
game  as  to  whether  or  not  war  is  imminent.  The  question 
of  whether  a  patriotic  young  man  wilJ  enlist  is  going  to  be  a 
guessing  game ;  he  is  going  to  sit  back  and  try  to  guess  whether 
war  is  imminent.  We  as  a  Congress  should  be  in  position  to 
give  them  that  information.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 
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The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  previous  order  of  the 
House  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Wiggles- 
worth]  is  recognized  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  asked  for 
this  opportunity  because  of  two  instances  which  have  re- 
ccBtly  been  brought  to  my  attention  of  what,  on  their  face, 
appear  to  be  further  examples  of  ineCBciency  and  waste  on 
the  part  of  the  Works  Progress  Administration  and  because 
I  have  been  asked  to  bring  these  instances  to  the  attention  of 
the  Congress  and  the  country. 

The  first  instance  is  in  Massachusetts  in  connection  with  ' 
a  project  near  New  Bedford,  which  apparently  contemplates 
the  conversion  of  some  5  miles  of  fire  lanes  in  thickly  wooded 
territory  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  New  Bedford  water 
department  into  macadam  roads  upon  which  there  can  be 
no  conceivable  travel,  the  construction  of  which  will  necessi- 
tate further  clearing  and  plowing  of  earth  to  provide  mate- 
rial for  extinguishing  fires  at  a  rate  of  about  $14,000  per 
mile.  The  project  appears  to  have  t>een  started  without 
proper  sponsorship. 

Under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks.  I  include  at  this  point 
the  following  article  appearing  on  August  3.  1940.  in  the  New 
Bedford  Standard  Times: 

State  W.  P.  A.  Investigates  New  BEoroKO  Roao  Job 

Boston,  Augxist  3. — Charges  that  Federal  and  city  funds  ar<?  being 
wasted  on  the  New  BedTord  watershed  road  Improvement  project 
are  being  investigated  upon  complaint  of  Howard  C.  Mandell,  chleX 
engineer  of  the  New  Bedford  Water  Department.  State  W.  P.  A. 
Administrator  Denis  Delaney  said  today. 

Mr  Mandell  also  charged  in  hla  letter  to  Mr  Delaney  that 
"there  appears  to  be  a  vital  omission  In  the  legal  authorization 
of  the  project." 

Although  project  specifications  show  the  New  Bedford  Planning 
Board  approved  the  watershed-roads  project.  Chairman  Joseph 
ficcleaton.  of  the  planning  board,  states  in  a  letter  accompany- 
ing the  Mandell  complaint  that  the  planning  board  never  "ap- 
proved, considered,  or  discussed"  the  work  as  far  as  the  chairman 
knowa. 

riKB   LANES   EXPLAINED 

Mr.  Mandell  limits  his  charge  of  wasted  funds  to  that  section 
of  watershed -road  Improvements  which  Intends  to  pave  25.200 
lineal  feet  of  Ore  lanes. 

"The  purpose  of  these  fire  lanes  was  twofold."  Mr.  Mandell's 
letter  to  Mr  Delaney  states.  "First,  to  provide  a  fire  stop  so  that 
fires  originating  beside  the  public  highway  would  not  readily 
spread  to  the  forested  areas;  and  second,  to  provide  handy  reser- 
voirs of  soft  earth  with  which  to  fight  fires  once  started. 

"The  fire  lanes  are  about  20  feet  wide,  located  on  water-works 
proi>erty  beside  and  parallel  to  public  highways,  and  are  Inaccessible 
to  the  public  by  reason  of  natural  barriers,  fences,  and  locked 
gates. 

"How  can  anyone  Justify  the  expenditure  of  $14,000  per  mile  for 
roads  upon  which  there  can  conceivably  be  no  travel  whatever  and 
which,  by  occupying  present  areas  of  plowed  ground,  will  necessitate 
the  clearing  and  plowing  of  new  adjacent  strips  of  earth  to  provide 
material  for  the  extinguishment  of  fires?" 

CHAIXMAN   DENIES   AFPSOVAL 

Mr.  Efccleston's  letter  stated: 

"This  Is  to  Inform  you  that  as  chairman  and  presiding  officer  of 
the  New  Bedford  Planning  Board  I  have  no  knowledge  that  the 
board  has  ever  approved,  considered,  or  discussed  a  certain  W.  P.  A. 
project  known  as  Mass.  30406.  covering  the  construction  of  cer- 
tain roads  on  lands  under  the  >urlsdlctlon  of  the  New  Bedford 
waterworks.  The  planning  board  has  no  jurtsdiction  whatever 
over  the  watershed." 

Mr.  Mandell's  letter  explained  that  he  had  been  assigned  by 
Edward  T  Hodson.  sponsor's  representative,  to  supervise  the  fire 
lane  paving  project.  This  project  had  been  discussed  with  him  and 
Stephen  H  Taylor,  former  superintendent  of  the  water  department, 
before  the  project  was  prepared.  Mr.  Mandell  wrote,  and  piivlng  the 
fire  lanes  was  then  pronounced  by  them  as  'unnecessary,  unjusti- 
fiable, and  unwise" 

Project  specifications  show  that  paving  the  25.300  feet  of  fire  lanes 
would  cost  New  Bedford  131.321  and  the  Federal  Government  $38.- 
805.  a  total  of  $70,126.  Of  the  city  share.  $9,860  would  be  spent  for 
bus  hire  to  transport  workers  and  $8,635  for  trucks  to  haul  ma- 
terials, a  total  of  $18,495  for  trucks  and  busses. 

Justification  for  the  fire-lane  paving,  as  given  In  the  project  speci- 
fications, is  "jumbled."  Mr.  Mandell's  letter  charges. 

This  Justification  reads: 

"The  city  of  New  Bedford.  In  order  to  obtain  clear  title  to  certain 
properties  at  the  watershed,  had  to  grant  life  leases  to  property 
owners,  some  of  whom  are  still  residing  there.  Use  of  these  prop- 
erties by  the  owners  increases  the  fire  hazards,  especially  during  the 
spring  thaws  which  result  In  deep  ruts  In  the  roads  which  are  the 
only  means  of  access  to  large  areas  of  the  watershed  bordering  city- 
owned  ponds. 
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"They  must  be  kept  open  to  permit  the  waterworks  apparatus 
and  watershed  patrol  to  reach  these  vital  sections.     Should  a  fire 
start  at  one  of  these  leased  properties,  severe  damage  would  Cer- 
tainly resiilt  to  city-owned  property."  | 
dTT  omciALS  ascLim  to  comment  ' 

Gilbert  J.  Francis.  W.  P.  A.  coordinator.  Commissioner  Edward  T. 
Hodson  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  James  F.  McKenna. 
secretary  to  Mayor  Carney,  declined  to  comment  on  the  compliiint 
brought  by  Mr.  Mandell.  and  all  disclaimed  any  knowledge  that!  an 
investigation  was  under  way  today. 

I  hold  In  my  hand  a  letter  received  in  this  connection  fr^m 
Mr.  Howard  C.  Mandell.- chief  engineer  of  the  New  Bedfdrd 
water  department,  from  which  I  quote  in  part  as  follows:    , 

The  patent  absurdity  of  that  part  of  the  project  which  contem- 
plates the  replacement  of  about  5  miles  of  plowed  fire  lanv^s  wjth 
broken  stretches  of  macadam  road  which  start  nowhere  and  eind 
similarly  and  are  not  open  to  the  public  Is  proof  positive  of  the 
Incompetence  and  Ineptitude  of  the  local  administrator's  office.    | 

•  •  •  This  project  was  proposed  by  the  local  administrator 
in  spite  of  the  strongest  possible  condemnation  by  qualified  luid 
experienced  officials  of  the  waterworks  and  without  the  sponsor- 
ship or  approval  of  the  water  board  In  which  Is  vested  all  legal 
Jurisdiction  The  arbitrary  assumption  by  others  of  power  to  make 
changes  In  the  property  which  vitally  oppose  the  long-term  poUdes 
of  the  water  board,  without  even  consulting  the  board.  Is  an  un- 
warranted violation  of  the  authority  duly  Invested  In  the  board  Iby 
State  legislation  and  city  ordinances.  I 

The  fact  that  this  Improperly  authorized  infantile  fantasy  pasied 
the  presumptive  examinations  of  the  W.  P  A.  to  the  point  of  Ire- 
celvlng  Presidential  approval  must  be  accepted  as  strong  evidence 
that  such  examinations  are  valueless,  and  that  anything  goes.      T 

It  is  generally  considered  good  policy,  from  the  local  point  of  view, 
to  secure  as  much  Federal  money  as  possible  with  the  least  expendi- 
ture of  local  money,  the  former  being  blindly  accepted  as  martna 
from  Heaven.  The  fire  lane  proposal,  however,  does  not  conform 
with  the  accepted  policy,  because  the  local  contribution  Is  alnioet 
as  large  as  the  Federal  share.  The  explanation  of  this  seenung 
paradox  lies  In  the  fact  that  the  larger  part  of  the  city  funds  il  to 
be  expended  for  the  hire  of  private  trucks  and  busses  vinder  patron- 
age This  Item  was  given  more  consideration  in  the  preparatjlon 
and  submission  of  the  project  than  any  humanitarian  or  utllita^an 
objectives.  i 

The  SUte  W.  P.  A.  examiners  probably  accepted  this  propoi 
face   value   because   the   unusually   large   proportion   of   spoi 
funds  was  deemed   to   Indicate  an   exceptionally   desirable   proj 
The  examlratlon  must  have  been  of  the  most  cursory  natwe. 

•  •      •     I  am  disturbed  by  the  possibility   that  our  local 
Is  but  a  typical  example  of  the  national  exploitation  of  W.  P. 

•  •     •     It  Is  my  suggestion  that,  whether     •     •     •     this 
ticular  project  (is  halted)  or  not.  the  abuses  of  the  system  be  force- 
fully called  to  the  attention  of  the  general  public  by  press  releases 
and  appropriate  action  from  your  office. 

The  facts,  if  substantiated,  speak  for  themselves  and  ire, 
of  course,  in  line  with  many  similar  situations  which  l^ve 
been  brought  to  light  in  other  parts  of  the  country.  I 

The  second  Instance.  Mr.  Speaker,  Is  in  Los  Angeles  ind 
Is  covered  in  three  newspaper  stories  appearing  recentlj  In 
Los  Angeles  Times. 

The  first  article,  alleging  wholesale  destruction  and  on- 
slgnment  to  the  Imperial  Boulevard  dump  of  vast  quantities 
of  W.  P.  A.  clothing  and  equipment,  I  include  under  leave  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  point:  1 

W.  P.  A.  Waste  Discovesed — Slashed  Boots.  Slickxbs.  and  OTfni 
Sttpplies  Fottnd  on  Domp  Pile  i 

Evidence  of  wholesale  destruction  of  vast  quantities  of  clothjlng 
and  equipment  bearing  labels  of  the  W.  P.  A. — most  of  which  Was 
In  good  condition— was  discovered  last  nigbt  by  the  Times  at  an 
Imperial  Boulevard  dump.  1 

Hundreds  of  rubber  boots  which  had  been  slashed  with  a  kalfe 
or  ax.  together  with  heavy  garbage  cans,  buckets,  chopped-up  ejec- 
tions of  nearly  new  rubber  hose  have  been  delivered  there  by  trticks 
to  be  dumped  and  ultimately  burned. 

The  deliveries  have  been  made  during  the  last  2  weeks,  according 
to  E   P   Shoemaker,  owner  of  the  dumping  grounds. 

Dozens  of  buckets,  galvanized  Iron  garbage  cans,  and  smaller 
metal  containers — each  rendered  useless  by  holes  driven  through  by 
a  pick — were  dlspoeed  of.  Each  bears  the  small  metal  tag  identi- 
fying It  as  W    P.  A.  property. 

In  some  cases  the  Items  were  so  new  and  had  seen  so  little  actual 
service  that  the  original  manufacttirer's  paper  label  was  stUl  In 
evidence. 

There  were  hip  boots  on  which  the  sole  tread  was  virtually 
unused  and  yellow  slickers  from  which  the  original  gloss  had 
not  been  worn. 

On  the  baclk  of  each  at  the  raincoats  was  blocked  in  large 
letters.    W.  P.  A." 

But  deft  strokes  of  a  sharp  knife  or  rasor  blade,  it  was  ob- 
aerved.  had  cut  them  Into  a  condition  of  utter  uselessneas. 

The  bottoms  of  15  26-lnch-blgh  Iron  cans  which.  It  was  appar- 
ent, had  seen  but  little  wear,  were  punched  with  pick  holes. 
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Shoemaker   said   that    the   wholesale    value    of   each    when    new 
approximated  $2. 

NEW    PICK    HANDLES    OI7MPCD 

The  owner  said  that  3  weeics  ago  the  truck  delivered  300  pick 
handles  to  a  large  pile  of  refuse  which  was  to  be  burned  later  In 
the  afternoon.  Shoemaker  asserted  that  he  had  salvaged  sev- 
eral dozen  which  were  apparently  brand  new. 

It  Is  understood  that  the  loads  are  sent  from  a  supply  ware- 
house of  the  Government  agency. 

The  second  article,  entitled  "W.  P.  A.  Officials  Explain 
'Junking'  as  Easier  Way.  Cheaper  to  Buy  New  Materials  Than 
Repair  Old,  Their  Excuse  for  Dumping."  contains  the  fol- 
lowing statements,  among  others:  < 

E.  P  Shoemaker,  owner  of  the  dump,  who  has  made  a  business  of 
salvaging  for  many  years,  kept  two  men  busy  yesterday  soldering  the 
large  pick-driven  holes  in  nearly  a  score  of  buckets  which  had  been 
tossed  away.     •     •      • 

Workmen  or  employees  of  the  W.  P.  A.  are  not  permitted  to  carry 
boots  or  raincoats  home.  It  was  asserted,  under  Government  regu- 
lation Shoemaker,  on  the  other  hand,  is  given  free  rein  to  repair 
and  sell  what  he  may. 

•  •  •  Shoemaker  said  that  2  years  ago  3  barrelfuls  of  pick 
handles,  some  of  which  had  never  been  used,  were  delivered  to  his  i* 
dump  to  be  'burned  immediately."  Each  handle.  Shoemaker  said, 
bore  the  W.  P.  A.  stamp,  and  Instead  of  burning  them,  as  the 
driver  of  a  Government  truck  had  Instructed  him  to  do,  be  saved 
them,  giving  some  away,  selling  others. 

I  Include  the  article  at  this  point. 

W.  p.  A.  OmciALs  Explain  "JtTNKiNc"  as  Easieb  Wat — Ciieapeb  To 
Bt7T  New  Materials  Than  Rspaie  Old,  Thsib  Kxcusk  roa 
Dumping 

The  discovery  by  the  Times  of  the  "junking"  of  slightly  used 
clothing  and  supplies  by  the  W.  P.  A.  because  "Its  easier  to  buy 
new  materials  than  make  repairs."  yesterday  brouRht  forth  the 
following  revelations  from  spokesmen  of  the  Government  agency: 

1  "When."  said  Herbert  C  Legg.  ?=outhem  California  adminis- 
trator, "the  W.  P.  A.  uses  buckets  to  carry  paste  or  powdery  scenery 
paint,  their  usefulness  Is  Immediately  nullified  and  they  are  dis- 
carded The  W  P.  A.  never  washes  out  the  remains  In  the  bottom 
so  that  they  can  be  used  again." 

TORN   KAINCOA-rS 

3  "When  a  raincoat  is  found  to  have  a  slight  rent."  said  R.  P. 
Franck.  State  property  custodian,  "we  feel  it  Is  easier  and  more 
economical  to  buy  new  ones  than  to  attempt  to  make  repairs."  His 
aaslstant.  T.  W.  Aungst.  added  that  the  W  P.  A.  would  be  unable 
to  make  such  repairs,  because  the  W.  P.  A.  baa  no  facilities  for 
such  things. 

3  If  a  workman's  hlp-hlgh  heavy  rubber  boots  are  discovered  to 
have  a  small  crack  In  the  material,  the  W.  P.  A.  Immediately 
sends  for  a  new  pair  for  him.  for  the  W.  P.  A.  never  lets  its  work- 
men get  their  feet  wet. 

CANS   USED  ONCX 

4.  The  W.  p.  A.  uses  large  heavy  galvanized  Iron  garbage  cans  on 
many  of  its  Jobs  as  latrines  But  when  the  cans,  which  were 
found  on  an  Imperial  Boulevard  dump  Monday  night,  together 
with  hundreds  of  other  items,  have  t>een  used  on  one  project,  re- 
gardless of  their  time  of  service,  they  are  Immediately  classified  as 
"Junk,"  according  to  Aungst.  and  disposed  of  as  quickly  as  possible. 
"Some  folks  might  put  drinking  water  In  them." 

5  If  sections  of  new  rubber  hose  were  discovered  on  this  dump, 
says  Legg.  "some  politician  must  have  planted  them  there." 

LEGO    SATISriED 

Legg  said  yesterday  that  he  was  satisfied  with  the  explanation 
of  the  matter  as  brought  him  early  yesterday  by  a  half  dozen  as- 
sistants of  various  capacities.  Legg  further  satisfied  himself  that 
there  was  "absolutely  nothing  salvable  at  the  diunp"  by  making 
an  early  morning  visit   there. 

"I  have  just  visited  the  dump."  he  said  In  ati  official  statement, 
"and  examined  such  materials  as  bore  the  W.  P.  A  stamp.  All 
the  stuff  there  Is  beyond  economical  repair.  As  to  salvage,  no  Junk 
dealer  would  bid  anything  for  It " 

However.  E.  P.  Shoemaker,  owner  of  the  dump,  who  has  made  a 
business  of  salvaging  for  many  years,  kept  two  men  busy  yesterday 
soldering  the  large  pick-driven  holes  in  nearly  a  score  of  buckeu 
which  had  been  tossed  away. 

AX    AND   PICK    MAEKa 

Each  bucket  and  galvanized  Iron  container  Is  carefully  given 
the  mark  of  the  pick,  and  raincoats  and  rubber  boots  are  slashed 
with  an  ax.  said  Franck.  to  emphasize  their  classification  by  the 
W.  P.  A.  officially  as  Junk. 

Workmen  or  employees  of  the  W.  P.  A.'' are  not  permitted  to  carry 
such  boots  or  raincoats  home.  It  was  asserted,  under  Government 
regulation. 

Shoemaker,  on  the  other  hand.  Is  given  free  rein  to  repair  atul  sell 
what  he  may,  Franck  said. 

BEPOBE  BOABO 

Legg  said  that  at  the  conclusion  of  a  project,  all  materials  are 
brought   before   a   three-man    stirvey   board  consisting  of   a    iisss 
sentatlve  each  from  the  supply,  operations,  and  finance  dlvwooi   ) 
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of  the  agency.  They  pan  on  whether  the  matertala  are  to  be  con- 
signed to  the  JunJt  heap,  the  warehouae,  or  If  bids  are  taken  on  them 
for  salvage. 

Much  of  the  vast  qiiantlty  of  goods  discovered  Monday  night 
on  the  dump,  which  had  been  labeled  •"Junk"  by  this  three-man 
commission,  appeared  to  be  In  virtually  new  condition.  Shoemaker 
•aid. 

mw    PICK    HANDLES 

Shoemaker  said  that  2  years  ago  two  barrels  full  of  plckhandlcs, 
aome  of  which  had  never  been  used,  were  delivered  to  his  dump 
to  be   "burned    ImmMllately." 

Each  handle.  Shoemaker  said,  bore  the  W.  P.  A.  stamp,  and  In- 
stead of  burning  them,  as  the  driver  of  a  Government  truck  had 
Instructed  him  to  do.  he  saved  them,  giving  some  away,  seUlng 
others. 

The  third  article,  entitled  "Yes.  Yes.  Mr.  Legg.  But—"  in- 
cludes the  following  editorial  comment : 

It  Is  very  apparent  that  these  costly  Government  materials  were 
purposely  rendered  useless.  However,  why  worry  alxjut  It?  Its 
only  taxpayer's  money.  The  W.  P.  A.  has  never  bothered  about 
such  minor  considerations. 

I  include  the  article  at  this  point: 

TBS.   TC8,   MR.  LXGC.   BUT 

Herbert  C.  Legg.  W.  P.  A.  Administrator  for  this  district,  denies 
that  any  usable  or  salvageable  materials  were  thrown  on  a  dump 
en  Imperial  Boulevard.  He  Inspected  the  slashed  rubber  coats,  the 
cut-up  fire  hcse.  the  razored  boots,  and  the  big  galvanized  garbage 
cans  full  of  pick  holes,  and  said  they  were  useless. 

No  doubt  they  are:  but  how  did  they  get  that  way?  It  Is  a  point 
en  which  Mr.  Legg  throws  no  light  These  holes  and  slashes  do  not 
indicate  ordinary  wear  and  tear:  quite  the  contrary.  Some  of  the 
cans  are  so  new  they  still  have  the  paper  labels  on  them.  Mr 
Ltgg's  ideas  of  ■economical  salvage  differ  from  those  of  the  Salvation 
Army.  GoodwlU  Industries,  and  similar  organizations,  to  all  ap- 
pearances. 

The  gartwge  cans,  he  said,  had  been  rendered  Insanitary.  Any 
galvanlzed-lron  container,  no  matter  what  it  has  been  used  for. 
can  l>e  completely  and  thoroughly  sterilized  In  a  short  time  by 
simple  methods.  Hosing  out  and  exposxire  to  the  sun  do  the  trick 
If  no  other  sterilizing  agents  are  handy.  It  is  very  apparent 
that  these  costly  Government  materials  were  purposely  rendered 
useless 

However,  why  worry  about  It?  It's  only  taxpayers'  money  The 
W.  P.  A.  has  never  bothered  about  such  minor  considerations. 

I.  of  course,  have  no  personal  knowledge.  Mr.  Speaker,  of 
the  facts  alleged  in  either  instance.  They  have  been  brought 
to  my  attention  by  persons  whose  testimony  should  be  reliable. 
They  appear  to  evidence  continuing  IneflBciency  and  waste, 
serving  to  deprive  those  in  need  of  funds  appropriated  by 
Congress  for  their  relief. 

I  trust  that  the  W.  P.  A.  will  investigate  both  matters 
thoroughly  and  deal  with  them  as  they  deserve  to  be  dealt 
with. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  SECCOMBE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a 
newspaper  article  by  Oen.  Hugh  S.  Johnson. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  and  to  include  therein  an  editorial  from  the  Hot 
Springs  (S.  Dak.)  Evening  Star  entitled  "The  Indispensable 
Man." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  brief  summary  of  the  Federal  exp)enditures  in  my 
State  from  March  1.  1933,  to  January  1.  1940,  and  a  table 
showing  the  internal-revenue  collections  in  my  State  during 
the  same  period. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TINKHAM.  Mr.  Si)eaker.  with  unanimous  consent  I 
desire  to  have  Inserted  in  the  Record  a  statement  from  tlie 
Economist,  of  London. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 
There  was  no  objection. 

SENATE   ENROLLED   BILL   SIGNED 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  an  enrolled  bill 
of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  4106.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
facilities  in  Marjorie  Park.  Davis  Island.  Tampa.  Fla.,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

AOJOtTRNMENT 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  5  o'clock  and 
36  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  imtil  tomorrow, 
Thursday.  August  8.  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


REPORTS    OP    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

.    Under  clause  2  of  rule  XTTI. 

Mr.  LANHAM:  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 
Grounds.  H.  R.  10267.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Administra- 
tor of  Veterans'  Affairs  to  grant  an  easement  in  a  small  strip 
of  land  at  Veterans'  Administration  facility,  Los  Angeles. 
Calif.,  to  the  county  of  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  for  sidewalk  pur- 
poses: without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2830).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BLAND:  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
H.  R.  10205.  A  bill  to  amend  section  4  (f )  of  the  Communi- 
cations Act  of  1934.  as  amended,  to  provide  for  extra  compen- 
sation for  overtime  of  inspectors  in  charge  and  radio  in- 
spectors of  the  Field  Division  of  the  Engineering  Depart- 
ment of  the  Federal  Communications  Commission;  without 
amendment  »Rept.  No.  2831).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  LEE:  Committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses.  S.  2009.  An  act  known  as  the 
Transportation  Act;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2832). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows; 
By  Mr.  BLAND: 

H.  R.  10315.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  United  States  Maritime 
Commission  to  furnish  suitable  vessels  for  the  benefit  of  cer- 
tain State  nautical  schools,  and  for  other  purposes:  to  the 
Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Michigan: 

H.  R.  10316.  A  bill  to  Amend  certain  laws  so  as  to  define  the 
duties  of  shipping  commissioners,  to  define  the  authority  of  the 
master  in  the  selection  of  the  crew,  to  provide  suitable  space 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  shipping  commissioners  where 
seamen  may  congregate,  and  for  other  purposes:  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
By  Mr.  FLANNAGAN: 

H.  R.  10317.  A  bill  to  change  the  base  period  In  case  of 
Burley  and  flue-cured  tobacco  from  the  period  August  1919 
to  July  1929  to  the  period  Augtist  1934  to  July  1939;  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut: 

H.  R.  10318.  A  bill  to  amend  section  61  of  the  National 
Defense  Act  of  June  3,  1916,  by  adding  a  proviso  which  will 
permit  States  to  organize  military  units  not  a  part  of  the 
National  Guard,  and  for  other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  COOLEY: 

H.R.  10319.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
facilitate  the  execution  of  arrangements  for  the  exchange  of 
surplus  agricultural  commodities  produced  in  the  United 
States  for  reserve  stocks  of  strategic  and  critical  materials 
produced  abroad."  approved  August  11.  1939;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 
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By  Mr.  PAY: 

H.  R.  10320.  A  bill  to  authorize  admission  of  flying  cadets 
from  Latin  American  republics  to  the  school  for  flying  cadets, 
San  Antonio.  Tex.;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  MAY: 

H.  R.  10321.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  sale,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  act  of  March  12,  1926  (44  Stat.  203),  of  surplus 
War  E>epartment  real  property;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  RANDOLPH: 

H.  R.  10322.  A  bill  to  amend  further  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia Unemployment  Compensation  Act;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  SCHULTE: 

H.  R.  10323.  A  bill  to  provide  a  temporary  haven  from  the 
dangers  or  effects  of  war  for  European  children  under  the 
age  of  16:  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. 

By  Mr.  COSTELLO: 

H.  J.  Res.  591.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  celebration 
of  National  Aviation  Day,  Augtist  19;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY: 

H.  Res.  565.  Resolution  for  the  appointment  of  a  European 
Food  Distribution  Commission;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs. 
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PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were   introduced   and   severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BARRY:  ! 

H.  R.  10324.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Kazys  Motuzas;  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  naturalization. 
By  Mr.  CLAYPOOL: 
H.  R.  10325.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  the  Coppel  Coal  Co.; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims.  i 

By  Mr.  MACIEJEWSKI:  | 

H.  R.  10326.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Frantlsek  Blonek 
and  Ema  Blonek;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  MAGNUSON: 
H.  R.  10327.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Raymond  J.  McMahon ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  MOSER: 
H.  R.  10328.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  Harry  E.  WiUiams;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  PLUMLEY:  \ 

H.  R.  10329.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Herbert  Zucker,  Emma 
Zucker,  Hanni  Zucker,  Dorrtt  Claire  Zucker,  and  Martha 
Hirsch;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion. I 
By  Mr.  WOLCOTT:  ' 
H.  R.  10330.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lillian  Ethel  Flexen 
and  children  Beatrice  Mabel  Flexen.  Elizabeth  Amy  Flexen, 
and  Edward  Oscar  Flexen;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigra- 
tion and  Naturalization. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXii.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

4b121.  By  Mr.  CARTER:  Resolution  of  the  Oakland  City 
Council.  Oakland,  Calif.,  offering  the  facilities  of  the  park 
department,  recreation  department,  port  department,  ahd 
board  of  education  to  the  Federal  Government  for  home- 
defense  training  projects:  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

9122.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Martinez  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, Martinez.  Calif.,  urging  immediate  development  of  an 
adequate  national  defense;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

9123.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Oakland  City  Council.  Oakland. 
Calif.,  endorsing  application  of  Transcontinental  It  Western 
Air  Lines.  Inc..  for  transcontinental  line  between  Oakland  and 
New  York  via  Los  Angeles;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 


9124.  By  Mr.  MONKIEWICZ:  Resolution  adopted  at  a  mass 
meeting  held  unuer  the  auspices  of  American  citizens  of 
Lithuanian  origin  and  extraction  of  the  city  of  New  Britain 
and  adjacent  towns,  Connecticut,  protesting  against  the  Com- 
munist invasion  of  the  Republic  of  Lithuania,  and  favoring 
withdrawal  of  the  recognition  of  the  Soviet  Union  of  Russia; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


SENATE 

Thursday,  August  8,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  August  5,  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Eraser,  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the  Epijrti- 
any.  Washington.  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer : 

O  God,  who  knowest  tis  to  be  set  in  the  midst  of  so  many 
and  such  great  dangers  that,  by  reason  of  the  frailty  of  oui 
nature,  we  cannot  always  stand  upright:  Grant  to  us  such 
strength  and  protection  as  may  support  us  in  all  dangers  and 
carry  us  through  all  temptations.  Through  Jesus  Christ,  our 
Lord.    Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Wednesday,  August  7,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved.  .^ 

MESSAGES    FROM    THE    PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  were  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  without  amendment  the  bill  (S.  4070)  to  provide 
for  more  imiform  coverage  of  certain  persons  employed  in 
coal -mining  operations  with  respect  to  Insurance  benefits  pro- 
vided for  by  certain  Federal  acts,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  passed  a 
bill  (H.  R.  10213)  to  permit  American  vessels  to  assist  in  the 
evacuation  from  the  war  zones  of  certain  refugee  children,  In 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

PETITIONS   AND  MEMORIALS 

Mr.  BARKLEY  (for  Mr.  Tydincs)  presented  memorials  of 
simdry  citizens  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  remonstrating 
against  the  enactment  of  compulsory  military-training  legis- 
lation, which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO  presented  memorials  numerously 
signed  by  sundry  citizens  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  remon- 
strating against  the  enactment  of  compulsory  military-train- 
ing legislation,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I  present  for  appropriate 
reference  a  petition  which  is  being  circulated  by  Mr.  O.  Alli- 
son Phelps,  an  author  and  radio  commentator,  of  Holljrwood, 
Calif.,  and  ask  that  it  be  published  in  the  Record  under  the 
head  of  "Petitions  and  memorials." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petition  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[Defend  America  by  preserving  America's  laws,  principles,  and 
products,  and  by  aiding  Americana — A  petition  of  patriotic 
American  cltlzecsj 

AMERICA    rOK   AlCSaiCANS 

Our  forefathers  fought,  and  thousands  died,  to  win  Independence 
from  European  bigotry,  Intolerance,  and  oppression,  and  to  estab- 
lish the  United  States  of,  America  as  an  independent  Republic,  the 
affairs  of  which  would  be'  of.  by,  and  for  a  free  people.  Since  then 
the  United  States  never  has  been  dependent  upon  the  rise  or  faU  of 
any  foreign  power,  and  It  is  not  now. 

However,  there  are  those  In  America  who  are  afflicted  with  the 
European  complex,  whose  patriotism  has  been  d^nujralized  by  the 
clever  propaganda  of  the  agenta  of  foreign  nations,  and  who  are 
showing  excessive  partiality  for  some  foreign  nations  and  exccsslTe 
hatred  of  others,  attitudes  against  which  Oeorge  Washington,  the 
Father  of  our  Country,  warned  us.     These  demoralized  people  are 
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assisting  foreign  agents  and  alien  propagandists  In  an  attempt  to 
destroy  our  Independence  and  our  peace  by  forcing  us  to  Interweave 
our  destiny  with  the  destinies  of  Old  World,  crumbling.  European 
empires,  whose  leaders  endeavor  continuously  to  Involve  this  inde- 
pendent democracy  In  their— quote  from  George  Washington — "fre- 
quent controversies,  the  causes  of  which  are  essentlaUy  foreign  to 
our  concerns." 

^-  If  we  are  to  preserve  our  lAmerican  freedom.  Independence,  and 
peace  In  our  New  World,  we  must  not  make  the  mistake  again  of 
becoming  involved  In  another  of  Europe's  outbursts  of  mass  murder 
and  destruction  in  the  Old  World.  We  mtist  take  care  of  our  own 
unemployed,  destitute,  afflicted  men  and  women,  and  of  our  own 
underprivileged  and  undernourished  boys  and  girls.  We  must  re- 
main free  of  the  toils  of  European  Intrigue,  deception,  treachery, 
and  dishonesty,  and  uncontamlnated  by  Europe's  royalist  class 
distinctions  and  racial  and  rellgloxis  hatreds. 

Therefore  In  order  that  we  may  remain  at  peace  with  each  and 
all  <rf  the  nations  of  the  world.  In  order  that  America  may  be  pre- 
served as  an  independent  nation,  and  our  force,  energy,  and  intel- 
lect be  concentrated  In  America  to  further  the  Interests  of  America 
and  to  create  prosperity  for  the  poople  of  America,  the  undersigned 
cltlMns  of  the  United  States  requeet  the  President  and  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States— 

1.  To  keep  In  the  possession  of  our  Army  and  Navy  all  materials 
of  war  as  our  major  forces  of  defense  are  developed  to  a  point  of 
impregnability,  that  such  forces  shall  not  be  weakened  even  to  the 
slightest  degree. 

2.  To  expand  our  industrial  facilities  Immediately  in  order  to 
rapidly  produce  airplanes,  ships,  tanks,  guns,  etc.,  to  be  used 
entirely  for  American  national  defense. 

3.  To  use  only  American  citizens  In  American  Industry,  and  to 
-exclude  all  aliens  from  jobs  needed  by  our  millions  of  unemployed 

American  citizens. 

4.  To  siispend  no  Immigration  qtiotas.  to  tighten  otir  immigration 
laws,  and  to  see  that  they  are  strictly  enforced.  In  order  to  protect 
the  United  States  from  further  invasions  of  foreign  refugees  of  all 
ages,  races,  and  classes  from  all  foreign  lands. 

5.  To  distribute  any  surplus  food  supplies  America  may  have  at 
the  present  time,  or  in  the  future,  among  America's  unemployed, 
destitute  citizens  for  the  benefit  of  America's  undernourished  men, 
women,  and  children. 

6.  To  refuse  to  repeal  at  the  solicitation  of  European  agents  and 
propagandists,  or  foreign  sympathizers,  our  law  which  prohibits 
Americans  from  volunteering  in  the  armies  of  foreign  powers. 

CmtOLLEO    BILLS    PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills. 
reported  that  on  Augiist  7.  1940.  that  committee  presented  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  the  following  enrolled 
bills: 

8. 1114.  An  act  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  District  Court.  Territory  of  Hawaii,  over  the  Midway 
Islands,  Wake  Island.  Johnston  Island.  Sand  Island.  King- 
man Reef,  Kure  Island,  Baker  Island.  Howland  Island,  and 
Jarvis  Island,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  2493.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  operation  of  the  rece- 
ational  facilities  within  the  Chopawamsic  recreational  dem- 
onstration project,  near  Emm  fries.  Va.,  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  through  the  National  Park  Service,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and.  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows; 

By  Mr.  VANDENBERO: 
'    S.  4252.  A  bill  to  amend  the  antitrust  act  approved  July  2, 
1890.  and  the  act  supplemental  thereto  approved  October  15. 
1914;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  BURKE: 
S.  4253.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  L.  Simuners.  deceased, 
former  disbursing  clerk.  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury 
Department;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  WAL5H: 
S.  4254.  A   bill   authorizing   postgraduate   instruction    for 
clviban  employees  of  the  Naval  Establishment;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SHIPSTEAD: 
S.  4255.  A  bill  to  modify  the  project  for  extension  of  the 
9-foot  channel  in  the  Mississippi  River  above  St.  Anthony 
FeJIs,  MiimeapoUs,  Minn.;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

ROtTSK   BILL   RKTEMtKD 

The  bill  (H.  R.  10213)  to  permit  American  vessels  to  assist 
in  the  evacuation  from  the  war  zones  of  certain  refugee  chil- 
dren, was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations. 


RETIREMENT   FOR    CHIEF   OF    MILITIA    BUREAU   OH    NATIONAL    GUARD 

BUREAU — AMENDMENT 

Mr.  ANDREWS  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  3495)  to  provide  for  the  re- 
tirement of  any  officer  of  the  National  Guard  who  has  served 
as  Chief  of  the  Militia  Bureau  or  Chief  of  the  National  Guard 
Bureau,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SELECTIVE    COMPULSORY    BCLITARY    SERVICE — AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  WALSH  submitted  amendments  Intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  4164)  to  protect  the  integrity 
and  institutions  of  the  United  Statues  through  a  system  of 
selective  compulsory  military  training  and  service,  which 
were  ordered  to  lie  en  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

He  also  submitted  amendments  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
him  to  the  so-called  Maloney  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute  to  Senate  bill  4164.  supra,  which  were  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL     APPROPRIATIONS    FOR     THE     NATIONAL     DEFENSE 

AMENDMENT 

Mr.  WAGNER  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10263)  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1941,  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

On  page  27  following  section  301.  to  Insert  the  following: 

"See.  301A.  To  the  President  for  allocation  solely  to  projects 
approved  by  him,  to  be  developed  or  assisted  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  Federal  laws  by  any  appropriate  departments  or  agencies 
of  the  United  States  now  or  hereafter  authorized  by  Congress  to 
develop  or  assist  such  projects,  to  assure  the  availability  of  dwell- 
ings solely  for  persons  engaged  in  national-defense  activities  in 
localities  where  the  President  determines  that  there  is  an  acute 
shortage  of  housing  which  Impedes  the  national-defense  program 
and  that  the  necessary  housing  would  not  otherwise  be  provided 
when  needed.  $300,000,000,  to  be  immediately  and  contmuously 
available  until  expended." 

ARTICLE  BY  SENATOR  THOMAS  OF  UTAH  ON  THE  FUTIUTY  OF  WAR 

[Mr.  Lee  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  published  in  the  July  number  of  the  China 
Monthly  entitled  "Nations  Do  Not  Fulfill  Their  Destiny  in 
War."  written  by  Senator  Thomas  of  Utah,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

CONSCRIPTION  OF  WEALTH STATEMEHT  OF  PHILIP  MURRAY   *^~* 

[Mr.  Lee  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  newspaper  item  under  the  heading  "Conscript 
wealth.  Murray  demands."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

TRIBUTE   TO   THE   LATE  COL.   RICHARD   RUTLKDGI 

[Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  by  Carl  Jacobson.  of 
Denver,  Colo.,  paying  tribute  to  the  late  Col.  Richard  Rut- 
ledge,  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

TRANSPORTATION   OF   CHILD    REFUGEES 

[Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  article  by  Boake  Carter  relative  to 
the  transportation  of  refugee  children  to  America,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Appendix.] 

NEWSPAPER   CLIPPINGS   REFERRING  TO  HON.   JAMES  A.   FARLEY 

[Mr.  Byro  (for  Mr,  Glass)  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  newspaper  clippings  making  refer- 
ence to  Hon.  James  A.  Parley,  Postmaster  General  of  the 
United  States,  which  api;>ear  in  the  Appendix.] 

INVASION  OF  THE  SOUTH  BY  WENDELL  L.  WILLKIX 

[Mr.  Bridges  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  George  Rothwell  Brown  regarding 
Wendell  Willkie's  decision  to  invade  Dixie,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  BY  ROBERT  M.  HARRISS  ON  MONEY  AND  AGRICULTURE 

[Mr.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  dealing  with  the  rela- 
tionship of  money  to  agriculture  and  agricultural  interests  by 
Robert  M.  Harrlss,  published  in  the  Journal  of  Commerce  and 
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Commercial,  New  York.  July  31,  1940,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.  ] 

AKTICLES  ON  REFUGEE  CHILDREN  AND  CONDITIONS  IN  BELGIUM 

[Mr.  Reynolds  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  two  articles  from  the  Washington  Times- 
Herald  of  today,  one  relative  to  the  evacuation  of  English  chil- 
dren and  the  other  to  conditions  in  Belgium,  and  also  extracts 
from  a  lx)ok  entitled  "America  for  Americans"  by  G.  Allison 
Phelps,  which  appear  In  the  Appendix.] 

ADVOCACY  or  AND  ENLISTMENT  IN  WAR — EOITORUL  FROM  AVE  MARIA 

[Mr.  Holt  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  Ave  Maria  relative  to  advocacy 
of  and  enlistment  in  war,  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.! 

ACTIVE   SERVICE   OF   NATIONAL   GUARD.    RESERVE.   AND    RETIRED    PER- 
SONNEL 

♦-The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and 
to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of 
Reserve  components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular 
Army  into  active  military  service. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  desire  now  to  submit  a  imanimous-con- 
sent  request  prior  to  the  calling  of  the  roll,  as  required  under 
the  rule.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  not  later  than  4 
o'clock  p.  m.  today  the  Senate  proceed  to  vote  on  the  pending 
joint  resolution  and  all  amendments  thereto,  and  I  make  the 
point  of  no  quorum  under  the  rule  so  that  Members  may  be 
called  into  the  Chamber. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Lee 

Schwartz 

Andrews 

Frazler 

Schwellenbach 

Ashurst 

Corge 

Lucas 

Sheppard 

Austin 

Oerrjp 

Lundeen 

Shlpstead 

Barbow 

Olboon 

llcCarran 

Slattery 

Barkley 

OlUettc 

McKellar 

Smatbers 

Bone 

Oreen 

McNary 

Stewart 

Bridges 

OuffeF 

Maloney 

Taft 

Brown 

Qumey 

Mead 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Billow 

Hale 

Miller 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Burke 

Harrison 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Utah 

Byrd    • 

Hatrh 

Murray 

Tobey 

Byrnes 

Hayden 

Norris 

Town&end 

Capper 

Heninc 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Chandler 

Hill 

Ollahoney 

VanNuys 

ChATez 

Holman 

Overton 

Wagner 

C!ark.  Idaho 

Holt 

Pepper 

Walsb 

Clark.  Mo. 

Hughes 

Plttman 

Wheeler 

Connaily 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Radcllfle 

White 

Danahf 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reed 

Wiley 

Davis 

King 

Reynolds 

fhrtmhtT 

La  F^illette 

Russell 

1 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey  1.  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
BankheaoI,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  BilboI.  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mrs.  Caraway],  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  (Mr.  Ellenoer],  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Glass),  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  (Mr.  Neely],  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith),  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Truman  1.  and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  1  Mr. 
TydingsI  are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-six  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  renew  my  request  for  unanimous  con- 
sent that  at  not  later  than  4  o'clock  p.  m.  today  the  Senate 
proceed  to  vote  on  the  pending  joint  resolution  and  all 
amendments  thereto  without  further  debate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senate  has  heard  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  made  prior  to  the 
calling  of  the  roll.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  as  I  stated  last  evening, 
cmder  the  modification  now  presented  I  will  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  whether  under 
the  limitation  now  proposed  one  Senator  could  hold  the  floor 
from  now  until  4  o'clock? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  Is  a  20-minute  limitation  on  de- 
bate on  the  Joint  resolution  and  each  amendment  thereto. 
No  Senator  can  speak  longer  than  40  minutes  and  no  Sena- 
tor who  has  spoken  on  the  Joint  resolution  can  speak  for 
longer  than  20  minutes. 


Mr.  LODGE.  I  desire  about  5  minutes  on  the  Joint  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  will  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  securing  the  time  he  desires. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  object 
to  the  unanimous-consent  request,  but  I  desire  to  point  out 
that  under  the  proposed  agreement  the  entire  time  could 
be  taken  up  by  one  single  Member. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Theoretically,  that  might  be  true,  but 
practically  I  think  the  Senator  need  have  no  fear  on  that 
score.  I  think  we  will  probably  reach  a  vote  on  the  pending 
amendment  after  another  speech  or  two.  Then,  until  4 
o'clock,  other  amendments  may  be  offered  and  discussed. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  As  I  have  said.  I  (\o  not  want  or.  In  fact, 
intend  to  interpose  an  objection;  but  I  certainly  do  want  to 
point  out  that  there  are  a  number  of  amendments  to  be 
offered;  and  if  we  are  going  to  continue  at  the  same  rate 
of  progress,  or  rather  lack  of  progress,  that  has  been  evi- 
denced during  the  last  day  or  two,  it  is  easy  to  conceive  that 
two  or  three  amendments  might  take  the  whole  afternoon, 
and  remaming  amendments  would  go  by  the  board  without 
any  chance  of  explanation  or  adoption. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  hope  the 
matters  which  have  retarded  our  progress  will  soon  be  gotten 
out  of  the  way. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President,  may  I  make  a  suggestion? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  apprehend  that,  due  to  the  fact  that 
so  much  time  has  been  taken  in  the  discussion  of  one  or  two 
amendments — and  I  think  there  have  been  only  two  amend- 
ments disposed  of  outside  of  the  committee  amendments — it 
might  be  better  to  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be  a 
shorter  time  limit  on  the  discussion  of  amendments  than  to 
request  that  a  vote  be  taken  at  a  certain  hour.  Otherwise  a 
good  many  amendments  may  be  oHered  without  opportunity 
for  explanation. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  tliat  is  a  risk  we  always  take 
when  we  try  to  fix  a  time  for  a  final  vote  on  a  mcasuie;  but 
during  the  next  4  hours,  while  I  do  not  know  how  many 
amendments  will  be  offered,  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any 
difficulty  about  the  Senator  having  an  opportunity  to  dis- 
cuss his  amendment.  If  he  thought  the  time  was  nmning 
short,  he  might  have  it  read  for  the  information  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  discuss  it,  even  though  the  Senate  had  under  con- 
sideration another  amendment,  so  that  it  might  be  under- 
stood when  voted  upon. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  May  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky that  he  ask  unanimous  consent  that  no  Senator  be 
allowed  to  speak  more  than  10  minutes  on  any  amendment? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  would  rather  not  have  the  two  requests 
come  together.  If  I  can  get  an  agreement  to  the  request  I 
have  made.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  should  It  develop 
that  there  may  be  a  lack  of  time,  I  will  make  a  request  for  a 
further  limitation  of  delaate  on  amendments  and  on  the  Joint 
resolution. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  desire  to  make  a  statement,  and  ask  the 
majority  floor  leader  what  the  situation  would  be  in  a  certain 
contingency. 

Yesterday  the  Danaher  amendment  was  defeated.  I  voted 
against  that  amendment.  During  this  morning  some  circum- 
stances have  come  to  my  knowledge  which  may  compel  me 
to  make  a  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  on  that  amendment, 
which  was  defeated.  Under  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  would  I  be  precluded  from  making  such  a  motion? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  there  is  no  preclusion  of  making  a 
motion,  but  when  the  hour  of  4  o'clock  arrives,  under  the 
unanimoiis-consent  request  I  have  made,  all  amendments  and 
motions  will  be  voted  upon  without  further  debate. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  time  limit,  but  I 
want  the  word  "motion"  specifically  Included,  so  that  If  I 
determine  that  I  want  to  move  to  reconsider  the  Danaher 
amendment,  I  shall  have  the  opportimity  to  do  so. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  is  no 
question  that  he  would  have  that  right  anyway,  but  I  am 
willing  to  modify  my  request  by  proposing  that  at  4  o'clock 
p.  m.,  under  the  request  I  have  made,  the  Senate  proceed  to 
vote  without  further  debate  on  the  joint  resolution  and  all 
amendments  and  motions  pertaining  thereto. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  thought  the  proposal  was 
not  later  than  4  o'clock  p.  m. 

Mr.  BAPIKLEY.    Not  later  than  4  o'clock  p.  m.,  that  is 

true. 

Mr.  McNARY.    So  it  is  not  4  o'clock,  it  is  whenever  debate 

subsides? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  there  is  another  possible  situ- 
ation that  might  develop,  and  which  I  want  to  have  made 
clear.  Suppose  I  should  move  to  reconsider  the  amendment 
to  which  I  have  referred,  and  the  motion  should  be  carried, 
and  the  hour  of  4  o'clock  should  arrive.  Then  a  vote  could 
not  be  had  on  the  amendment,  could  it? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Oh.  yes.  If  the  motion  should  be  carried, 
and  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  was  rejected  should 
be  reconsidered,  of  course,  the  amendment  would  come  back 
before  the  Senate,  and  would  be  voted  on  at  4  o'clock,  with 
other  amendments. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
modified  request  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  should  like  to  inquire  what  time  I  have. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  is  informed  that 
the  Senator  has  17  minutes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  thank  the  Chair. 

Mr.  President,  when  the  Senate  recessed  last  evening  I  was 
endeavoring  to  reply  to  the  contention  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  I  Mr.  George]  about  the  power  of  the  President  as 
Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy.  My  conten- 
tion is  that.  und?r  the  language  of  the  Constitution  giving  the 
President  power  as  Commander  in  Chief,  that  power  resides 
In  the  President  in  time  of  peace  as  well  as  in  time  of  war.  I 
do  not  contend  that  the  President  has.  we  will  say,  the  moral 
right  to  send  an  army  of  the  United  States  into  a  peaceful 
country  and  conquer  it  without  any  declaration  of  war  by 
Congress,  but  I  do  contend  that,  as  Commander  in  Chief  of 
the  Army  and  Navy,  the  President,  and  the  President  alone, 
has  power  to  direct  the  movements  of  the  Army  as  to  where 
It  shalLgQ.  both  In  peace  and  in  war, 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
that  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  real  difference  of  viewpoint 
between  his  position  and  mine.  Of  course,  the  President,  as 
Commander  in  Ch'ef  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  has  the  power. 
Of  course,  however,  that  would  not  warrant  an  abuse  of  the 
power. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Oh.  no. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  was  the  only  point  I  was  making  so 
far  as  peacetime  operations  are  concerned. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  had  gotten  the  idea  that  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  was  contending  that  the  President  had  no  right 
to  send  the  Army  outside  the  territorial  Umits  of  the  United 
States  unless  the  Congress  made  a  specific  declaration  of  war. 

In  that  connection  I  remind  the  Senator  from  Georgia  that 
In  1918.  I  believe,  the  President  of  the  United  States  sent  an 
army  to  Siberia,  into  Russian  territory.  We  were  not  at  war 
with  Russia.  We  had  made  no  declaration  of  hostility  against 
Russia.  She  was  allied  with  us  at  the  beginning  of  the  war: 
and  yet.  because  of  the  military  situation,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  sent  a  division  of  troops  into  Siberia,  and  they 
occupied  Vladivostok  for  a  considerable  period.  They  were 
In  command  of  Major  General  Graves,  of  the  United  States 
Army.  They  remained  there  for  more  than  a  year,  as  I  now 
recall,  well  into  1919. 

The  Pj-esldent  of  the  United  States,  as  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  Army,  also  sent  an  army  to  the  European  side  of  Rus- 
sia, at  Archangel,  and  they  prosecuted  a  campaign.  Mansr* 
Of  our  men  were  killed  in  that  campaign.    I  remember  that 


one  boy  from  my  own  district  was  killed  In  the  Archangel 
expedition.  We  were  not  at  war  with  Russia.  There  was  no 
declaration  of  war;  but  the  President  of  the  United  States,  as 
Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army,  sent  those  forces  to  those 
points;  and,  so  far  as  I  recall,  there  was  no  outburst  in  Con- 
gress and  no  declaration  challenging  the  power  and  authority 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

I  recall  that  in  1916,  I  believe,  when  ViUa  invaded  New 
Mexico  or  Arizona,  the  President  of  the  United  States  sent 
General  Pershing  and  an  army  into  Mexico  without  a  dec- 
laration of  war,  on  the  theory,  of  course,  that  they  had  a 
right  to  continue  *the  pursuit  of  invaders  and  marauders 
until  they  apprehended  them,  no  matter  where  that  appre- 
hen.sion  might  take  place. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  merely  wish  to  suggest  that  that  was  on 
the  theory  that  Villa  did  not  represent  the  Government  of 
Mexico,  but  was  a  mere  outlaw. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  result  would  have  been  the  same 
if  he  had  represented  the  Government  of  Mexico.  If  the 
Government  of  Mexico  sends  an  army  and  attacks  the  United 
States,  we  have  a  right  to  chase  it  back. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Does  not  the  Senator  make  a  distinction 
between  pursuing  an  outlaw  across  the  border  and  sending  an 
army  to  attack  the  established  form  of  government  of  a 
country? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  certainly  do;  but,  at  the  same  time,  in 
pursuing  that  outlaw  we  went  into  the  territory  of  a  neigh- 
boring nation  without  a  declaration  of  war,  and  a  number  of 
persons  in  Mexico  protested  against  it;  but  the  President,  as 
Commander  in  Chief,  sent  the  Army  there  because  he  had  a 
right  to  say  where  the  Army  should  go. 

I  am  not  approving  what  happened  in  all  these  cases;  but 
I  am  saying  that  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
the  President  is  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army,  not  part 
of  the  time,  but  all  the  time;  not  of  a  part  of  the  Army,  but  of 
all  of  the  Army.  He  has  the  power.  If  we  do  not  want  a 
President  to  abuse  that  power,  we  ought  not  to  elect  a  Presi- 
dent who  will  abuse  it.  • 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  weary  the  Senate  with  constitu- 
tional quotations  and  court  decisions;  but  I  hold  in  my  hand 
a  copy  of  the  Federalist.  Therein,  in  an  article  by  Mr. 
Hamilton,  he  clearly  points  out  the  authority  which  Is  given 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  as  Commander  in  Chief. 

He  differentiates  between  the  power  vested  in  the  Presi- 
dent and  that  vested  in  the  British  monarch.  He  shows  that 
under  the  British  Constitution  the  King  may  declare  war. 
Of  course,  under  our  Constitution  the  President  may  not  de- 
clare war. 

I  readily  agree  that  the  President  of  the  United  States,  as 
Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army,  if  he  should  so  desire,  by 
invading  another  country  or  by  sending  the  Navy  to  another 
country  and  making  a  demonstration,  could  put  the  United 
States  in  such  a  position  that  we  could  not  well  recede  from 
a  state  of  war;  but  that  is  simply  one  of  the  incidents  of 
power.  Any  power  may  be  abused.  Congress  may  pass  a 
fool  law.  but  that  does  not  mean  that  Congress  should  be 
divested  of  the  power  to  pass  laws.  I  think  we  could  convict 
the  Congress  in  any  court  in  the  land  of  having  passed  fool 
laws,  but  that  is  no  reason  why  we  should  take  away  from 
Congress  the  power  to  enact  laws. 

Let  me  say  a  further  word,  and  then  I  shall  conclude. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  do  not  want  to  trespass  on 
the  Senator's  time  if  his  time  is  limited. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    It  is  Umited. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator if,  in  his  opinion,  under  the  proviso  on  page  2  of  the 
joint  resolution  providing  that  the  members  and  units  of 
the  Reserve  components  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
ordered  into  active  Federal  service  shall  not  be  employed 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  so  forth. 
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the  President  is  given  any  power  over  the  National  Guard 
when  it  is  ordered  into  active  Federal  service  that  he  does 
not  have  over  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No  additional  power  what- 
soever? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  think  not.  Under  the  constitutional 
provision,  when  the  National  Guard  is  called  into  the  Federal 
•ervice.  the  President  becomes  the  commander  In  chief  of 
the  guard  to  the  same  extent  that  he  is  already  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  the  Regular  Army  and  Navy. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Then,  if  that  whole  proviso 
were  stricken  from  the  Joint  resolution  and  nothing  at  all 
were  said  about  it.  the  President  would  have  the  same  power 
under  the -Constitution  that  he  would  have  under  this  pro- 
viso, except  as  to  Its  limitations  to  the  Western  Hemisphere, 
and  so  forth? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  should  say  so.  The  Senator  refers, 
no  doubt,  to  the  proviso  on  page  2: 

Provided.  That  the  members  and  units  of  the  Reserve  components 
of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  ordered  Into  active  Federal 
service  under  this  authority  shaU  not  be  employed  beyond  the 
limits  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

That  is  a  limitation  upon  the  authority  of  the  President, 
and  if  It  were  all  stricken  out  the  President  would  still  have 
the  same  power  he  now  has  imder  the  Constitution  to  order 
these  troops  anywhere  he  desired  to  send  them. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  yesterday  charged  that  Presi- 
dent Polk  had  sent  an  army  clearly  beyond  the  limits  of 
the  United  States.  I  know  the  Senator  made  the  statement 
In  good  faith,  but  I  wish  to  say  to  him  that  he  is  in  error. 
The  two  battles  of  Palo  Alto  and  Resaca  de  la  Palma  occurred 
on  the  north  side  of  the  Rio  Grande.  There  was  a  conten- 
tion by  tht  Mexican  Government  that  the  true  boundary 
between  Mexico  and  Texas  was  the  Nueces  River,  but  Texas 
always  contended  that  the  boundary  was  the  Rio  Grande, 
and  imdertook  to  enforce  its  claim  with  arms. 

In  1842  two  Mexican  armies  invaded  Tcx£is  and  in  each 
Instance  captured  a  city.  They  captured  the  city  of  San 
Antonio,  but  as  soon  as  the  Texas  army  was  rallied  the 
Mexicans  retreated  beyond  the  Rio  Grande.  So  when  Presi- 
dent Polk  sent  the  army  of  General  Taylor  to  the  vicinity 
of  the  Rio  Grande,  near  Brownsville,  Tex.,  he  was  occupying 
territory  which  Texas  claimed  and  had  always  claimed  as 
her  territory.  Of  course,  when  Texas  joined  the  Union  she 
contended  that  her  boundary  extended  to  the  Rio  Grande. 
Therefore  President  Polk  was  not  violating  any  alien  terri- 
tory when  he  sent  the  Army  to  that  point. 

Of  course,  it  might  be  charged  that  President  Polk  might 
have  known  that  as  a  result  of  his  sending  the  Army  to  that 
Vicinity  Inevitably  there  would  be  a  clash  with  the  Mexican 
Army.  The  Mexican  Army  crossed  the  Rio  Grande  and  at- 
tacked Taylor  north  of  the  Rio  Grande  at  these  two  points — 
Palo  Alto  and  Resaca  de  la  Palma.  I  have  been  on  those 
battlefields — subsequent  to  the  l>attles,  of  course,  and  In 
time  of  peace.  I  Laughter.]  I  know  the  location  of  the 
battlefields,  and  I  know  that  they  are  north  of  the  Rio 
Grande,  so  that  there  was  nothing  improper  in  President 
Polks  ordering  Taylor's  army  to  that  vicinity  in  that  par- 
ticular instance. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  as  Commander  in  Chief, 
has  also  on  numerous  occasions  sent  marines  to  Central  and 
South  America.  The  marines  occupied  Haiti  for  a  period  of 
years.  I  do  not  approve  of  the  general  doctrine  of  policing 
Central  and  South  America,  but  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  did 
send  marines  to  Haiti.  The  senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
King]  knows  about  it  because  the  commander  of  the  United 
States  marines.  General  Russell,  would  not  let  him  land  In 
Haiti.  He  declined  to  let  the  Senator  from  Utah  go  to  Haiti. 
(Laughter.]  General  Russell  denied  it,  but  the  Senator  from 
Utah  averred  that  he  was  denied  access  to  Haiti  on  one  occa- 
sioo.  I  think  General  RusseU  did  the  Senator  a  favor  in 
not  letting  him  go  to  Haiti,  but  still  that  is  what  he  did. 
[Laughter.! 


The  President  of  the  United  States,  as  Commander  In  Chief 
of  the  Army  and  Na\T,  has  also  sent  marines  to  Nicaragxia  on 
several  occasions.  During  the  Boxer  Rebellion  in  China,  in 
1900,  the  President  of  the  United  States,  as  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  sent  an  expedition  to  China. 
We  were  not  at  war  with  China,  and  never  declared  war.  but 
the  President  had  a  right  to  send  the  armed  forces  wherever 
the  interests  of  the  United  States  and  of  American  clUaens 
were  Involved. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  limitation  to  which  the  Senator  refers 
would  prevent  the  President  from  sending  the  guard  to  China. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Would  the  Senator  like  to  have  the  llmiu- 
tion  removed  so  that  the  whole  globe  would  be  subject  to  this 
jurisdiction  of  the  President? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    What  is  that? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Senator's  argimient  would  suggest  that 
we  remove  this  limitation  so  that  the  President  would  be 
permitted  to  send  troops  to  China  or  anywhere  else. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  As  I  understand  the  Senator's  motion, 
we  could  not  send  troops  to  Venezuela. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    That  is  correct  as  to  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Congress  some  time  ago  by  a  solemn 
declaration  restated  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and  told  the  world 
that  we  would  not  permit  the  transfer  of  any  territory  In  the 
Western  Hemisphere  from  one  non -American  power  to  an- 
other. That  is  the  law.  We  have  declared  It  by  a  solemn 
statute.  The  President  of  the  United  States  Is  given  a 
solemn  injunction  to  see  that  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
are  enforced,  and  one  way  to  enforce  them  is  by  giving  him 
an  army  and  a  navy.  Suppose  some  European  power,  or  some 
Asiatic  power,  should  next  year  or  next  month  send  an  army 
to  a  South  American  country  and  conquer  it.  Would  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  be  In  favor  of  our  remaining  quiet, 
and  doing  nothing  about  it? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  am  not  sure  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the 
learned  and  able  Senator's  terminology  when  he  says  that 
the  resolution  which  was  adopted  as  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
is  the  law.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  can  pass  a  law  providing  that  one  foreign  nation  may 
not  transfer  the  title  to  its  property  to  another. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     We  can  if  we  have  a  stick  big  enough. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    It  would  not  be  the  law. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  It  would  be  the  law  of  might,  and  that  is 
what  is  now  ruling  the  world. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Senator  would  not  want  to  make  war 
upon  any  nation  which  violated  any  portion  of  this  very 
elaborate  declaration  which  was  pstssed  by  the  Congress,  but 
was  not  signed  by  the  President,  and  therefore  is  not  the  law. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  It  has  not  been  signed?  The  act  has 
not  been  signed  yet?  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  it  has 
been  signed;  but  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  whether  It  has 
been  signed  or  not,  I  think  so  much  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
that  if  a  EJuropean  power  should  undertake  to  conquer  any 
country  in  South  or  Central  America  I  would  be  in  favor  of 
sending  the  Army  and  Navy  down  there  and  putting  them 
out;  if  that  answers  the  question.  That  is  the  attitude  of 
the  Senator  from  Texas. 

What  did  we  do  with  regard  to  Mexico  In  1867?  We  had 
been  involved  in  a  terrible  and  tragic  War  between  the  States. 
Napoleon  III  had  sent  his  Emperor  Maximilian  to  Mexico, 
and  he  had  conquered  the  country  and  was  on  the  throne. 
But  in  1867,  when  we  had,  temporarily,  at  least,  settled  our 
own  troubles  at  home,  the  President  of  the  United  States 
served  notice  on  Napoleon  HI  that  he  would  have  to  get  out  of 
Mexico,  and  old  Napoleon  UI  took  his  army  and  went  back  to 
Europe,  and  left  Maximilian  as  the  victim,  to  suffer  death  as 
a  punishment  for  his  Inordinate  ambition.  That  is  what  we 
did  in  Mexico.  What  right  had  we  to  do  it  except  our  right 
under  the  Monroe  Doctrine? 
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I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  whom  I  have 
always  very  greatly  admired,  and  who  Is  a  learned  lawyer, 
that  when  his  father  and  my  father  were  bivouacked  yonder 
at  Appomattox,  and  upon  the  other  battlefields  of  the  South, 
there  emerged  from  those  battlefields  a  nation.  There  can- 
not be  48  States  any  longer,  each  State  running  its  own  army 
and  its  own  na\T.  There  emerged  from  the  battlefields  of  the 
War  between  the  States  a  nation,  and  the  Army  and  Navy  of 
the  United  States  have  been  created  to  serve  the  Nation,  and 
they  are  to  be  commanded  by  the  Nation.  Under  the  power, 
to  raise  armies  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  has  plenary 
authority  to  raise  an  army  or  a  navy  by  any  means  it  may 
see  fit  to  employ.  Of  course,  it  should  always  employ  methods 
of  impartiality  and  fairness,  but  we  can  draft  armies  in  time 
of  peace  as  well  as  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  agree  fully  with  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas  with  reference  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 
I  think  he  has  the  right  conception  of  it.  I  think  it  was  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  which  made  this  Government  threaten  to 
send  an  army  into  Mexico  to  get  the  French  out  of  that 
country.  The  only  complaint  the  South  American  or  Latin- 
American  countries  have  as  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine  is  that, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  in 
existence,  the  United  States  did  not  do  a  thing  at  the  time 
England  took  over  British  Honduras,  and  at  the  time  England 
took  over  the  Falkland  Islands,  while  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
was  in  existence.  I  think  the  Senator's  conception  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  is  correct. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  interruption. 
His  charge  may  be  true,  but  it  was  not  true  as  to  the  conduct 
of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Venezuela  and  her  boun- 
dary dispute  with  England.  Mr.  Olney,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  President  Cleveland,  thrilled  the  world  by  the  restate- 
ment of  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  President  Cleveland  indicated 
to  Great  Britain  very  clearly  that  if  they  insisted  upon  send- 
ing their  navy  and  armed  forces  to  Venezuela  they  would 
meet  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas  has  expired. 

DEATH  or  REPRESENTATIVE  GIBBS.  OF  GEORGIA 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Cal- 
loway, one  of  its  reading  clerks,  communicated  to  the  Senate 
the  intelligence  of  the  death  of  Hon.  W.  Ben  Gibes,  late  a 
RepresenUtive  from  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  transmitted 
the  resolutions  of  the  House  thereon. 

The  message  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  appointed 
Mr.  Brown  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Peterson  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Pace. 
and  Mr.  Camp  a  committee  of  the  House  to  be  joined  with 
such  Members  of  the  Senate  as  may  be  appointed  to  attend 
the  funeral  of  the  deceased  Representative. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  resolutions  of 
the  House  be  laid  before  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
resolutions  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  which  were  read, 
as  follows: 

In  thk  Housi  of  Reprisentativts, 

August  8,  1940. 

Resolved.  That  the  House  has  heard  with  profound  sorrow  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  W.  Ben  Gibbs.  a  Representative  from  the  State  of 
~-^  Georgia. 

Jtesolred.  That  a  conunlttee  of  four  Members  of  the  House,  with 
such  Members  of  the  Senate  as  may  be  Joined,  be  appointed  to 
attend  the  funeral. 

Resolved.  That  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  House  be  authorized 
and  directed  to  take  such  steps  a»  may  be  necessary  for  carrying  out 
the  provUlons  of  these  resolutions,  and  that  the  necessary  expenses 
In  connecUon  therewith  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House. 

Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  communicate  these  resolutions  to  the 
Senate  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  famUy  of  the  deceased. 

Resolvfd.  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  on  behalf  of  my  colleague 
[Mr.  RtnsssixJ  and  myself.  I  offer  the  resolutions  which  I  send 
to  the  desk. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  resolutions  will  be 

read. 

The  resolutions  (S.  Res.  294)  were  read,  considered  by 
unanimous  consent,  and  imanimously  agreed  to.  as  follows: 

Resolved  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with  profound  sorrow  the 
announcement  of  the  death  of  Hon.  W.  Ben  Gibbs.  late  a  Repre- 
sentatives from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Resolved.  That  a  committee  of  two  Senators  be  appointed  by  the 
President  pro  tempore  to  Join  the  committee  appointed  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  attend  the  funeral  of  the  de- 
cea-sed  Representative. 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  communicate  these  resolutions  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the 
family  of  the  deceased. 

Resolved.  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  the 
deceased  Representative  the  Senate,  at  the  conclusion  of  Its  busi- 
ness today,  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  m.  tomorrow.  ^ 

Under  the  second  resolving  clause,  the  President  pro  tem- 
pore appointed  the  Senators  from  Georgia  (Mr.  George  and 
Mr.  Russell)  the  committee  to  join  the  committee  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  attend  the  funeral  of  the  deceased  Repre- 
sentative. 

ACTIVE     SERVICE     OF     NATIONAL     GUARD.      RESERVE.     AND     RETIRED 

PERSONNEL 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and  to 
authorize  the  Prtesident  to  order  members  and  units  of  Re- 
serve components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army 
into  active  military  service. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  make  a  few 
brief  observations  concerning  the  pending  amendment. 

I  agree  fully  with  the  Senator  from  Texas  in  his  Inter- 
pretation of  the  authority  of  the  President  in  regard  to  con- 
trol of  the  movements  of  our  armed  forces.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  yesterday  referred  to  that  provision  of  the  Constitution 
which  authorizes  Congress — 

"To  provide  for  organizing,  arming,  and  disciplining  the  miUtla. 
and  for  governing  such  part  of  them  as  may  be  employed  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States— 

And  SO  forth.   What  is  the  militia? 

The  militia  of  the  United  States  shall  consist  of  all  able-bodied 
male  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  all  other  able-bodied  males 
who  have  or  shall  have  declared  their  intention  to  t)ecome  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  who  shall  be  more  than  18  years  of  age  and. 
except  as  hereinafter  provided,  not  more  than  45  years  of  age;  and 
said  militia  shall  be  divided  into  three  classes,  the  National  Guard. 
the  Naval  Militia,  and  the  unorganized  militia. 

So  every  able-bodied  man  between  18  and  45  who  is  a  citi- 
zen of  the  United  States,  or  who  has  declared  his  intention 
to  become  a  citizen,  is  a  part  of  the  militia  of  the  United 
States,  and  under  the  law  that  militia  is  divided  into  the 
National  Guard,  the  Naval  Militia,  and  the  unorganized 
militia.  The  unorganized  militia  means  all  other  able-bodied 
males  l)etween  18  and  45  who  are  not  meml)ers  of  the  Na- 
tional Guard  or  the  Naval  Militia. 

What  does  the  Army  of  the  United  States  consist  of? 

Under  the  law — 

The  Army  of  the  United  States  shall  consist  of  the  Regular 
Army,  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  SUtes,  the  National  Guard 
while  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps, 
the  Organized  Reserves,  and  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps. 

The  measure  with  which  we  are  dealing,  which  is  now 
pending,  and  upon  which  we  shall  have  a  vote  this  after- 
noon, does  not  deal  merely  with  the  National  Guard.    It 

deals  with  all  the  component  parts  of  the  Reserve  Army  of  the 
United  States. 

The  National  Guard  happens  to  consist  of  230.000  or 
240.000  men,  but  the  Reserve  Corps  consists  of  116.000,  I  be- 
lieve. They  are  not  members  of  the  National  Guard.  They 
are  men  who  have  served  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
and  have  been  discharged,  and  are  now  members  of  the  Re- 
serve Corps,  subject  to  be  called. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  3^eld? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    They  are  really  now  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States.    They  are  in  a  reserve  status. 
I       Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  is  true. 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


10049 


Mr.  CONNALLY,  They  are  not  National  Guard  men,  of 
course.    They  are  now  in  the  service  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Texas  Is  correct  about 
that.  So  that  the  amendment  now  pending,  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  (Mr.  AdaxsI  not  only  prohibits  the 
President  from  sending  the  National  Guard  out  of  continental 
United  States  or  its  possessions,  but  prevents  him  from  send- 
ing any  of  this  reserve  army,  which  has  served  in  the  United 
States  Army  and  is  now  in  the  Reserve  Corps,  outside  con- 
tinental United  States  or  the  possessions  of  the  United  States. 
which  might  include  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Panama  Canal  and 
Hawaii,  and  under  the  amendment  which  I  think  the  Senator 
accepted,  the  Philippine  Islands. 

Mr.  President,  however  much  we  may  be  Inclined  in  the 
Senate  to  deal  in  a  technical  way  with  the  subject  of  na- 
tional defense  and  our  program  to  defend  the  interests  of 
the  United  States,  I  do  not  believe  the  American  people  are 
looking  on  this  problem  in  any  teclinical  sense.  They  want 
the  interests  of  the  United  States  defended.  They  want  to 
have  defended  not  only  continental  United  States,  not  only 
the  territory  between  Canada  and  tlie  Gulf  of  Mexico,  not 
only  the  territory  between  the  two  oceans,  but  they  want  every 
vital  Interest  of  the  United  States  of  America  defended  wher- 
ever that  interest  may  lie.  I  do  not  think  they  interpret  that 
attitude  to  mean  that  we  have  to  wait  until  an  aggressor  gets 
on  our  front  porch.  It  might  be  all  right  for  us  not  to  defend 
ourselves  tmtil  somebody  comes  into  continental  United  States 
or  into  the  Panama  Canal  Zone  or  lands  an  army  in  Hawaii 
or  Puerto  Rico,  but  I  do  not  beheve  that  is  the  construction 
the  American  people  have  of  our  duty  as  a  nation. 

I  might  be  in  my  home  in  a  certain  square  and  say  that,  so 
long  as  there  is  a  thief  or  a  robl)er  or  a  murderer  in  my 
neighl>or's  house  I  owe  no  duty  to  help  protect  my  community 
against  such  an  aggressor.  I  may  conclude  that  it  is  proper 
for  me  to  wait  imtil  he  enters  my  yard  and  gets  on  my  front 
porch,  and  then  I  might  go  into  the  living  room  and  lock  the 
front  door,  hoping  that  he  would  not  get  in.  and  do  nothing 
further  so  long  as  he  would  stay  on  the  front  porch.  Of 
course,  I  might  even  go  back  to  the  kitchen  before  I  would 
be  willing  to  defend  my  home.  But  the  American  people, 
whenever  they  have  been  In  a  conflict  with  any  nation,  have 
never  been  willing  to  sit  aroimd  and  wait  imtil  the  enemy 
lands  in  their  country.  They  not  only  have  been  willing  but 
they  have  demanded  that  oiu-  Army  and  our  Navy  search  out 
an  enemy  wherever  he  might  be  found  anywhere  in  the  world. 

According  to  that  theory,  Admiral  Dewey  attacked  the 
Spanish  Navy  at  Manila.  The  consequences  of  that  great 
battle  may  have  been  in  some  respects  unfortunate,  depend- 
ing entirely  upon  the  viewpoint  of  individuals  with  respect 
to  the  propriety  and  wisdom  of  our  taking  over  the  Ptiilippine 
Islands.  That  is  an  academic  question  now  and  may  be 
settled  in  a  few  years  by  the  independence  of  the  islands, 
but  according  to  the  theory  which  is  advocated  by  some  of 
our  colleagues  and  friends.  Admiral  E>ewey  should  have  kept 
the  fleet  In  the  harlwr  of  San  Francisco,  or  New  York,  or 
New  Orleans,  and  if  the  Spanish  Fleet  came  by  the  Golden 
Gate,  then  It  would  have  been  all  right  to  shoot  after  we 
could  see  the  whites  of  the  enemy's  eyes. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Conn  ally]  has  referred  with 
illumination  to  the  use  of  our  Army  in  Russia  and  In  Mexico, 
and  the  naval  forces  at  Vera  Cruz.    I  do  not  see  how  the 

adoption  of  the  pending  amendment  can  be  held  as  consist- 
ent with  the  duty  of  our  Government  to  protect  the  interests 
of  the  United  States,  by  which  I  mean,  to  protect  the  Inter- 
ests of  the  Western  Hemisphere.  The  original  Monroe  Doc- 
trine was  not  promulgated  on  any  theory  except  that  of 
any  European  nation  obtaining  a  foothold  In  the  Western 
Hemisphere  which  would  endanger  the  safety  of  the  Uruted 
States,  not  necessarily  by  an  Invading  army,  but  by  an  In- 
vading theory  of  government.  It  was  to  keep  out  not  only 
armies  and  conquerors  and  enemies,  but  political  theories  of 
government,  that  Monroe  declared  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  Of 
course,  at  that  time  It  applied  particularly  to  European 
nations,  because  the  South  American  dependencies  of  Euro- 
pean nations  had  either  declared  their  independence  or  were 


in  process  of  obtaining  their  independence.  But  the  Mon- 
roe Doctrine  would  be  just  as  aps^cable  if  any  Asiatic  nation 
were  seeking  to  obtain  a  foothold  in  the  Western  Hemisphere. 
A  few  years  ago  there  was  a  great  furor  In  this  country,  be- 
cause  It  was  thought  that  Japan  was  about  to  land  or  send 
immigrants  or  a  contingent  of  her  population  over  to  south- 
ern California  and  establish  a  base  in  Mexico  in  order  that 
she  might  take  off  from  that  base  and  in  some  way  attack 
California  or  the  western  coast  of  the  United  States. 

Every  man  who  has  enlisted  in  the  National  Guard  in  any 
SUte  since  1916,  enlisted  with  the  knowledge  that  that 
organization  was  a  part  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States, 
so  declared  by  law.  and  when  he  enUsted  he  took  upon  him- 
self all  the  obligations  that  might  be  inciunbent  upon  such 
enlistment. 

I  think  we  underestimate  the  National  Guard  of  this 
country;  I  think  we  underestimate  their  flt>er  and  their  spirit 
if  we  assume  that  they  are  not  willing  to  go  wherever  any 
Other  soldier  of  the  United  States  may  be  called  on  to  go  In 
order  to  defend  the  interests  of  the  country.  I  certainly  have 
heard  from  no  National  Guard  man  who  desired  to  shirtc 
any  responsibility  that  may  be  inciunbent  upon  him  as  such. 
We  in  the  Senate  on  the  17th  of  June,  by  unanimous  vote, 
declared  it  to  be  the  poUcy  of  this  Government  that  we  would 
not  permit  the  transfer  of  any  territory  In  the  Western  Hem- 
isphere now  owned  by  one  European  nation,  to  another  Euro- 
pean nation  or  other  foreign  nation.  I  do  not  wish  to  restrict 
it  by  using  the  word  "European."  I  think  the  Joint  resolution 
which  we  adopted  declared  our  opposition  to  the  transfer  of 
any  territory  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  now  owned  by  a 
non-American  government  to  another  non-American  gov- 
ernment, no  matter  where  it  might  be.  That  Joint  resolu- 
tion was  adopted  by  unanimous  vote  of  the  United  States 
Senate.  Seventy-six  members  of  this  body  voted  for  it,  and 
not  a  single  Senator  voted  against  It. 
Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  The  Senator  a  moment  ago  made  the 
statement  that  every  man  who  enlisted  in  the  National 
Guard  by  present  law  became  automatically  a  member  of 
the  Army  of  the  United  States.  The  Senator  does  not  mean 
that,  does  he? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Well,  yes;  under  the  definition  of  the 
United  States  Army,  of  course,  subject  to  being  called  into 
service.  I  mean  that  he  enlisted  knowing  that  he  was 
entering  an  organization  that  might  be  called  Into  the 
service  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  GILLETTE.  Under  certain  conditions. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  under  certain  conditions,  yes. 
I  did  not  mean  to  mislead  the  Senate,  but  what  I  meant  was 
that  every  man  who  joined  the  National  Guard  knew  at  the 
time  he  joined  that  he  was  subject  to  call  into  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  and  would  become  an  integral  part 
of  the  United  States  Army. 

Mr.  HILL.     Mr.   President,   will    the   Senator   yield? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  resolution  referred  to  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  went  even  further  than  the  Senator  sug- 
gested, in  that  it  disapproved  any  transfer  of  any  possession 
from  any  present  owner  to  a  non-American  owner,  which, 
of  course,  means  a  transfer  from  any  American  owner  or 
any  non-American  owner  to  any  non-American  owner. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Tliat  is  correct.  In  other  words,  the 
resolution  was  intended  to  serve  notice  on  the  world  that 
we  propose  to  integrate  the  territory  of  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere as  sacred  to  the  Americas,  and  that  we  propose  to 
insulate  it  against  any  traxisfer  of  territory  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere   to   any  foreign   country   which   does   not   now 

own  it. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  Senator  used  the  phrase  that  the  reso- 
lution provided  that  the  United  States  would  not  permit  such 
transfer.     Is  the  Senator  accurate  in  his  use  of  terms? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  am  not  quoting  from  tbe  resolution. 
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Mr.  ADAMS.  It  seems  to  me  we  said  we  would  not  recog- 
nize such  a  transfer.  That  is  quite  a  different  thing  from 
not  permitting  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     How  are  we  to  recognize  or  fail  to  recog- 

N  nlze    such    a    transfer?     Was    the    resolution    unanimously 

^^, -^     adopted  merely  to  be  regarded  as  though  it  had  been  passed 

by  a  sewing  circle,  or  by  a  Rotary  Club,  or  by  a  chamber  of 

commerce,  or  was  it  a  solemn  declaration  of  the  Congress  of 

the  United  States? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  It  was  a  solemn  declaration,  but  not  a  dec- 
laration that  the  United  States  would  make  war  in  any  in- 
stance in  which  the  policy  was  not  complied  with,  any  more 
than  was  the  original  Monroe  Dcctrine,  in  substance,  a  dec- 
laration of  war. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  of  course,  it  was  not  a  declaration  of 
war.  any  more  than  was  the  original  Monroe  Dcctrine;  but 
I  recall  no  instance  since  Monroe  uttered  that  doctrine  in 
which  the  United  States  would  not  have  been  willing  to  go  to  . 
war  in  order  to  prevent  its  violation.  I  recall  particularly 
that  when  I  was  a  boy  Gr«£^  Britain  was  undertaking  to 
bring  pressure  upon  Venezuela  for  the  collection  of  a  debt. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Was  it  as  far  back  as  that?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  as  far  back  as  that.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  cannot  remember  it,  but  I  do.  [Laughter.]  Grover 
Cleveland  went  out  of  ofBce  in  1897,  and  I  was  l>om  several 
months  before  that  transaction  occurred.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  ADAMS.    What  a  wonderful  memory     I  Laughter.! 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  recall  Grover  Cleveland's  message,  and 
his  warning  to  Great  Britain  that  any  effort  to  use  the  power 
of  Great  Britain  even  to  collect  a  debt  against  Venezuela 
would  be  regarded  as  a  violation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and 
that  the  United  States  Government  would  resist  it. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    The  Venezuelan  dispute  was  not 
with  regard  to  collecting  a  debt.    It  was  a  dispute  with  re- 
t  gard  to  the  boundary  between  British  Guiana  and  Venezuela. 

'  Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Certainly  President  Cleveland, 
or  Secretary  Olney,  who  wrote  the  message — said  in  it  some 

things  which  none  of  us  would  t>e  willing  to  reiterate  at  this 
time.  In  that  message  he  said  flatly  that  the  United  States 
is  sovereign  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  which  is  contrary 
to  the  good-neighbor  policy  now  being  pursued  by  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  A  Iwundary  dispute  was  involved;  but, 
as  I  recall,  there  was  also  the  matter  of  an  indebtedness. 
My  recollection  may  be  faulty,  but  the  point  is  the  same. 

TTie  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Adams  I  has  called  atten- 
tion to  the  language  of  the  joint  resolution  which  has  been 
passed  by  Congress.  The  joint  resolution  says  that  the 
United  States  will  not  recognize  any  such  transfer  and  will 
not  acquiesce  in  any'  attempt  to  transfer  any  geographic 
region  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  If  we  are  not  to  acquiesce 
in  any  such  transfer,  how  are  we  to  refuse  to  acquiesce? 
We  certainly  cannot  refuse  to  acquiesce  merely  by  remain- 
ing at  home,  sitting  on  our  front  porch,  and  doing  nothing 
to  repel  the  efforts  of  any  foreign  nation  to  take  possession 
of  American  territory  which  comes  under  the  purview  of  the 
Joint  resolution.  I  do  not  believe  Congress  meant  for  our 
own  country  or  for  the  world  to  interpret  the  joint  resolu- 
tion which  we  adopted  In  any  such  fashion.  Certainly  I  do 
not  believe — and  there  is  nothing  in  the  debates  which  sus- 
tains any  such  contention — that  when  we  unanimously 
adopted  the  joint  resolution  we  had  anything  else  in  mind 
except  active  resistance  to  any  program  which  might  violate 
the  spirit  of  the  joint  resolution. 
^  We  do  not  know  what  may  happen  In  the  world.    I  very 

seriously  doubt  if  mankind  has  ever  before  faced  a  situation 
such  as  the  ^ne  which  confronts  it  today.  We  have  read 
about  the  Napoleonic  wSrs  and  about  the  well-nigh  success- 
ful effort  of  Napoleon  to  obtain  control  of  Europe;  but  I  do 
not  believe  that  even  the  control  of  Europe  by  Napoleon  car- 
ried with  it  the  menace  to  civilization  and  to  America  which 


the  present  situation  in  Europe  carries  to  our  theory  of 
government  and  to  our  safety  and  the  safety  of  our 
Institutions. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
on  the  amendment  has  expired. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not  intend  to  take 
time  on  the  joint  resolution  in  connection  with  this  amend- 
ment, but  I  shall  take  a  few  minutes,  even  though  I  thereby 
deny  myself  the  right  to  speak  further  on  the  joint  resolution 
from  now  until  the  time  of  the  vote. 

Mr.  President,  no  one  can  predict  the  future  for  as  much 
as  a  week  ahead.  We  all  have  our  ssmipathies,  and  we  have 
our  antipathies.  We  are  all  hoping  and  praying  that  the 
process  and  theory  of  democracy  may  not  be  driven  from 
the  earth;  but  it  may  be  that  democracy's  last  stand  will  Ix; 
made  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  ; 

Are  we  willing  by  our  action  Jiere  to  say  to  the  American 
people  and  to  the  world— and  I  think  we  must  keep  in  mind 
the  effect  of  our  action  here  upon  others  throughout  the 
world— that  although  we  believe  in  democracy  and  in  our 
theory  of  government  and  that  any  encroachment  upon  our 
neighbors  who  believe  in  the  same  theory  is  in  effect  an 
encroachment  upon  us,  we  are  not  willing  to  send  our  Army 
out  of  the  United  States,  or  out  of  Puerto  Rico,  or  the  Canal 
Zone,  or  Hawaii,  or  the  Philippines,  in  order  to  Justify  our 
faith  in  the  democratic  theory?  It  is  proposed  not  only  that 
we  shall  not  send  the  National  Guard  but  that  we  shall  not 
send  the  Reserve  force,  which  has  already  served  in  the  United 
States  Army,  not  as  a  part  of  the  National  Guard  but  as  a 
part  of  the  Regular  Army.  We  are  not  willing  to  send  them 
across  the  Canadian  border,  where  for  150  years  not  even  a 
rifle  has  been  mounted  to  protect  us  against  our  neighbor 
or  our  neighbor  against  us.  We  are  not  willing  to  send  our 
armed  forces  across  the  line  to  protect  ourselves  by  protecting 
our  neighbor.     We  are  not  "willing  to  send  them  to  Mexico. 

In  Habana  a  week  or  two  ago  Secretary  of  State  Hull 
accomplished  a  stupendous  victory  in  bringing  about  a  fur- 
ther consolidation  of  the  21  republics  of  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere, at  which  conference  the  American  nations  were  or- 
ganized into  an  agreement  to  cooperate  not  only  in  carrying 
out  the  joint  resolution  which  we  adopted  by  unanimous  vote 

but  in  assuming  a  joint  resc>onsibiIity  in  the  administration 
of  such  territories  as  may  come  within  that  category  and  a 
joint  responsibility  in  the  preservation  of  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. It  is  proposed  that  in  pursuance  of  that  agreement 
we  shall  not  send  any  of  the  men  Involved  in  this  legislation 
into  any  of  those  countries,  either  with  or  without  their  con- 
sent, without  an  act  of  Congress  repealing  the  law  as  it  will 
stand  if  the  amendment  now  pending  shall  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  all  these  things,  in  view  of  the 
obligations  we  have  willingly  assumed,  and  which  the  Amer- 
ican people  are  willing  to  carry  out  without  regard  to  any 
sacrifice  they  may  be  called  upon  to  make,  it  seems  to  me 
it  would  be  extremely  unwise  to  adopt  this  amendment  on 
our  own  account;  and  it  seems  to  me  it  would  be  folly  by  its 
adoption  to  serve  notice  on  the  rest  of  the  world  that  all  our 
pious  resolutions  in  t)ehalf  of  liberty,  democracy,  and  Amer- 
ican solidarity  are  of  no  more  effect  than  if  they  had  been 
adopted  by  a  quilting  league. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Colorado? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  think  the  Senator  ought  to  qualify  that 
statement  somewhat.  The  only  purpose  of  the  amendment  is 
to  retain  that  power  in  the  Congress,  and  let  the  Congress 
carry  out  its  resolutions,  rather  than  turn  the  matter  over 
to  the  uncontrolled  discretion  of  the  Executive.  The  amend- 
ment which  is  now  pending  would  not  prevent  the  United 
States  from  performing  in  a  constitutional  way  whatever  ol>- 
ligations  it  may  have. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Let  us  take  the  Senator's  observation  at 
Its  face  value,  which  I  do.    I  take  all  his  statements  at  their 
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face  value,  because  the  Senator  knows  that  for  no  other  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  have  I  greater  respect  and  affection  than  I 
have  for  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  I  know  that  It  Is  some- 
times hard  for  me  to  follow  him,  and  frequently  impossible, 
but  I  always  respect  his  sincerity  and  I  think  that  situation 
is  mutual,  by  the  way. 

Mr,  ADAMS.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Bilr.  BARKLEY.  I  always  respect  his  sincerity  and  his  abil- 
ity, and  I  always  try  to  look  into  any  suggestion  he  makes 
with  meticulous  care  lest  I  might  be  wrong  in  my  opposition 
to  it.  But  let  us  suppose  that  Congress  were  not  in  session — 
and  I  realize  that  under  modem  transportation  the  President 
can  get  us  here  in  a  few  days— and  that  an  enemy  army  should 
land  in  Mexico  or  in  Canada  or  in  Bermuda  or  Martinique  or 
in  some  other  territory  close  by  the  United  States,  and  it  was 
necessary  for  us  to  oppose  that  invasion  "pronto,"  as  they  say 
In  the  West,  would  the  Senator  think  we  ought  to  wait  for 
the  President  to  call  Congress  back  in  session? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  It  is  merely  a  question  whether  the  Senator 
believes  in  the  fundamentals  of  the  American  Constitution, 
The  Constitution  may  be  wrong,  but  the  Constitution  places 
the  determination  of  that  question  in  the  Congress. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Oh,  yes;  Congress  has  power  to  declare 
war,  but  if  some  other  nation  makes  war  upon  us,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  is  not  necessarily  required  to  wait 
until  Congress  adopts  a  formal  declaration  of  war  before  he 
can  defend  the  institutions  and  the  territory  of  the  United 
Sutes. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  is  true:  the  Senator  agrees  to  It. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  at  the  proper 
place  I  should  be  quite  willing  to  insert  the  words  "they  shall 
not  be  employed  in  time  of  peace."  That  is,  I  think,  the  dis- 
tinction which  should  be  drawn,  and  I  have  in  mind,  if  the 
amendment  should  be  adopted,  to  add  those  words. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  do  not  think  that  would  help  it  any. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  know  the  Senator  does  not. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  frank  about  that,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  would:  we  might  as  well  say  that  the  Army  shall  not  be 
employed  in  time  of  peril. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.   BARKLEY.    I   yield   to   the   Senator   from   North 

Carolina. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  merely  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  does 
he  mean  to  say  that  any  nation  in  the  world  could  land  an 
army  in  Mexico  overnight  and  we  would  not  know  anything 
about  it? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    No;  I  am  not  saying  that. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Before  an  army  started  from  Europe  we 
would  know  of  it  3  months  in  advance. 

Mr.  BARKLEry.  What  would  we  do  about  it  under  the 
authority  of  this  amendment? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Congress  could  be  called  in  session. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  author!^  of  this  amendment, 
if  we  could  not  send  our  Army  to  repel  such  an  invasion,  we 
ought  not  to  send  our  Navy. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  We  can  give  the  President  authority  to 
dispatch  men  there. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Chandler  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nevada? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  desire  to  give  the  National  Guard  and 
other  components  of  the  Army  when  covered  into  the  Amiy 
absolute  liberty  under  the  direction  of  the  President.  I  find, 
however,  that  I  cannot  do  that  tmless  I  have  some  assurance 
that  there  will  be  exemptions  in  the  case  of  the  present 
National  Guard.  The  Senator  froih  Connecticut  [Mr. 
DanaherI  yesterday  offered  an  amendment  providing  that 
within  20  days  any  member  of  the  guard  might  resign.  I 
voted  for  that  amendment.  It  was  defeated  by  a  few  votes. 
I  think  that  amendment  should  apply  solely  to  men  who  have 
dependents,  a  wife  or  a  child  or  children,  and  who  must  rely 
solely  upon  their  wa«es  or  salary  to  support  their  dependents. 


There  is  no  doubt,  as  the  Senator  from  Texas  said,  it  is  the 
intention  to  weed  out  those  who  have  dependents.  If  that 
is  the  case,  why  not  let  these  men  have  assurance  that  they 
will  be  weeded  out?  The  Governor  of  my  State  would 
probably  accept  the  resignation  of  a  member  of  the  National 
Guard  who  had  a  wife  and  child  or  children  dependent  upon 
him  and  who  had  no  means  of  supporting  himself  except  his 
wages  or  his  salary.  But  why  not  give  some  assurance  to  the 
man  in  tliat  class  who  joined  the  National  Guard  probably 
under  the  theory  that  it  was  a  home-defense  unit,  no  matter 
what  the  law  might  be? 

I  shall  vote  against  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  on  the  theory  that  the  amendment  I  propose  to 
offer,  which  is  the  same  as  the  one  as  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut offered  except  it  is  limited  to  persons  in  the  class 
who  have  dejpendents  upon  them,  a  wife  or  a  child  or  chil- 
dren, and  who  have  to  rely  upon  their  wages  and  salaries  to 
support  their  dependents,  will  sufficiently  safeguard  the  situ- 
ation. If  that  amendment  subsequently  shall  not  be  adopted. 
I  shall  move  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  was  rejected,  if  it  shall  be 
rejected. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  the  Danaher  amendment,  which  was 
debated  at  considerable  length  yesterday,  except  to  say  that  I 
do  not  believe  we  can  justify  putting  the  National  Guard  on  a 
different  basis  from  everybody  else  in  the  United  States  who 
is  subject  to  call  to  the  military  service.  Assuming  that  we 
pass  the  military-training  bill,  every  man  who  is  called  up 
will  not  himself  be  authorized  to  determine  whether  he  is 
exempted  or  excused,  but  the  Government  of  the  United 
states  will  have  some  voice  in  determining -that  question. 
Based  upon  the  fact  that  any  officer  or  enlisted  man  in  the 
Na};ional  Guard  can  now  tender  his  resignation  and  claim  that 
his  circumstances  justify  his  dismissal,  just  so  any  draftee 
may  under  the  military-training  bill,  after  such  draftee  shall 
be  drawn  into  the  service,  make  similar  application  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  My  objection  to  the  Danaher 
amendment  and  to  any  similar  amendment  is  that  it  leaves 
it  entirely  to  the  soldier  himself  to  decide  whether  he  shall  be 
relieved  of  service. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.    Is  that  true? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  it  is  true  imder  the  language  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr,  PITTMAN.  Is  it  true  with  the  qualiflcatlon  that  the 
soldier  himself  must  have  a  dependent  wife  or  dependent 
child  or  children,  and  that  he  has  no  means  of  support  except 
his  wage  or  salary? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  a  fact  that  ought  to  be  taken  Into 
consideration,  but  under  the  Danaher  amendment  it  is  simply 
provided  that  he  may  resign. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  understand  that,  but  the  War  Depart- 
ment will  determine  for  the  President  as  to  whether  those 
facts  exist,  and  if  they  do  not  exist  the  Department  will  not 
grant  the  request. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  If  another  amendment 
along  that  line  is  offered,  we  can  discuss  it  at  the  time.  I  do 
not  desire  to  take  any  more  time  of  the  Senate,  but  I  hope  the 
amendment  now  pending,  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado I  Mr.  ADAMS  ]<  will  be  rejected. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  my  purpose  to 
discuss  the  pending  Adams  amendment,  except  to  observe 
that  I  shall  cast  my  vote  against  it. 

Under  the  unanimous-consent  rule  which  was  adopted 
earlier  today,  providing  that  a  vote  shall  be  had  upon  the 
Joint  resolution  and  all  amendments  and  motions  thereto  at 
4  o'clock  this  afternoon,  I  apprehend  that  I  shall  not  have 
an  opportunity  to  explain  an  amendment  which  I  prop>ose  to 
offer  to  the  pending  joint  resolution.  So  I  shall  take  advan- 
tage of  this  opportunity  to  make  a  brief  explanation  of  it. 

On  August  1. 1  sent  to  the  desk  to  be  printed  in  the  Record 
an  amendment  to  the  pending  joint  resolution.  The  amend- 
ment aw>lies  the  benefits  of  the  Soldiers  and  Sailors'  Civil 
Relief  Act,  approved  March  18.  1918,  "to  all  National  Guard. 
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Reserve,  and  retired  personnel  ordered  Into  the  active  mili- 
tary service  under  the  authority  of  this  joint  resolution."  and 
so  long  as  they  shall  continue  "in  such  service  and  for  60 
days  thereafter." 

There  are  certain  provisions  of  the  Soldiers'  and  Sailors' 
Relief  Act.  which,  in  my  humble  judgment,  are  not  applica- 
ble to  the  present  situation,  and.  therefore,  under  the  terms 
of  the  amendment  they  are  excluded. 

Mr.  President,  the  situation  which  will  confront  the  Na- 
tional Guard  and  other  personnel  of  the  Reserves  who  will 
be  drafted  into  service  under  the  joint  resolution  is  practi- 
cally the  same  as  that  which  confronted  the  men  who  were 
drafted  into  the  military  service  in  the  World  War.  They 
Will  be  men  who  will  be  called  from  their  usual  vocations; 
they  will  be  drafted  into  the  military  service:  they  will  not 
be  able  properly  to  defend  themselves  in  civil  actions  which 
may  be  instituted  against  them.  They  will  be  men  who  have 
incurred  obligations  which  under  the  incomes  they  derive 
from  their  vocations  or  from  their  present  employment  they 
could  readily  and  promptly  meet,  but  which,  under  the  sti- 
pend which  will  be  paid  them  as  component  parts  of  the 
United  States  Army,  they  will  be  unable  to  meet.  So  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  in  1918.  when  it  had  enacted 
the  selective  draft,  provided  for  the  relief  of  men  thus  mus- 
tered into  the  service.  That  act,  which  by  this  amendment 
I  seek  to  make  a  part  of  the  pending  joint  resolution,  leaves 
a  large  discretion  in  all  the  courts  of  the  United  States.  Iwth 
Federal  and  State,  courts  of  record  and  courts  that  are  not  of 
record,  to  grant  relief  to  defendants  who  are  in  the  military 
service  in  suits  that  are  instituted  against  them. 

The  court  has  authority  to  abate  proceedings.  The  act 
requires  that  no  judgment  by  default  shall  be  rendered 
against  one  in  the  military  service  unless  an  attorney  has 
been  appointed  to  represent  him:  and  that,  if  a  judgment 
is  rendered  against  him.  then  the  coiort  may  require  the 
plaintlfT  to  furnish  bond  in  such  amount  as  will  indemnify 
the  soldier  when  he  returns  home  in  the  event  that  he  suffers 
any  loss  by  reason  of  the  rendition  of  the  judgment.  It  also 
authorizes  the  court  rendering  judgment  to  vacate  the  judg- 
ment when  the  soldier  makes  a  showing  to  the  court  that 
he  had  a  meritorious  defense  of  which  he  had  t)een  deprived. 

Spe:ifically,  in  reference  to  rental  contracts,  the  act  pro- 
vides that  no  one  in  the  military  service  may  be  evicted 
under  a  rental  contract  when  the  rent  is  under  $50  a 
month,  and  that  the  court,  on  application  of  the  person  in 
the  military  service  or  anyone  in  his  behalf,  may  grant  a  stay 
of  proceedings  for  a  certain  time. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrleld? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  OVERTON.     I  do. 

Sru-.  BONE.  I  think  most  of  us  are  familiar  with  the  pro- 
visions that  were  adopted  during  the  World  War  for  the 
protection  of  men  in  the  service.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  if  the  suggestion  he  now  Intends  to  make  in  the 
form  of  an  amendment  is  substantially  that  which  was  in 
existence  during  the  World  War. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  It  is  substantially  the  same,  with  two 
exceptions.  I  have  not  included  within  my  amendment  the 
provision  in  reference  to  taxes  and  the  provision  in  refer- 
ence to  insurance,  because  I  do  not  think  they  are  alto- 
gether applicable  to  the  present  situation. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  do  not  recall  what  provision  for  taxes 
existed  during  the  World  War.  Perhaps  some  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  will  recall.  I  do  not  know  whether  we 
would  have  a  right  to  forbid  a  State,  or  a  political  sub- 
division of  a  State,  from  assessing  and  collecting  taxes.  It 
might  be  that  the  authority  of  Congress  would  extend  that 
far.  I  do  recall,  however,  that  we  abated  suits  very  com- 
pletely: and  as  this  measure  has  been  under  discussion  I 
have  wondered  what  we  were  going  to  do  to  protect  the  men 
who  are  called  into  the  service.  Obviously,  many  of  them 
have  conunitments  of  some  sort,  and  their  families  are  going 
to  lose  their  income,  and  some  protection  will  have  to  be 
given  them  along  the  lines  indicated  by  the  Senator  from 


Louisiana,  or  else  they  »ill  be  In  serious  trouble.     Many  of 
them  have  no  idea  how  long  they  will  be  in  the  field. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  contribution. 
Take  the  case  of  furniture,  automobiles,  or  other  articles 
bought  on  installment.  If  one  who  is  drafted  is  an  employee 
in  some  industry  or  imder  other  private  employment  making 
$150.  $200,  or  $250  a  month,  he  can  very  well  meet  the  obhga- 
tion  he  has  incurred:  but  when  the  strong  arm  of  the  Govern- 
ment reaches  out  and  drafts  him  into  the  military  service 
and  pays  him  $21  a  month  he  then  becomes  financially  im- 
able,  by  our  own  act,  to  meet  such  an  obligation,  and  he  is 
entitled  to  relief. 

This  act  also,  as  the  Senator  doubtless  knows,  provides  that 
when  one  who  is  in  the  military  service  is  otherwise  finan- 
cially able  to  meet  his  obligations,  he  can  be  required  to  re- 
spond to  them,  and  judgment  may  be  rendered  against  him: 
but  in  other  cases  involving  purchases  on  installments,  both 
of  real  estate  as  a  home,  or  otherwise,  and  the  acquisition  of 
personal  property,  the  court  has  authority  to  do  several 
things.  For  instance,  it  may  reqiiire  the  creditor  to  return 
all  Installments  that  have  been  previously  paid,  or  it  may 
continue  the  proceedings,  or  it  may  take  such  other  action 
as  the  court  deems  proper  and  necessary  in  order  to 
protect  the  rights  of  the  absentee  soldier  in  the  service  of  his 
country. 

I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  objection  on  the  part  of 
any  Member  of  the  Senate  to  this  amendment.  I  called  the 
attention  of  the  able  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  SheppardI, 
who  is  in  charge  of  this  joint  resolution,  to  the  amendment  I 
have  proposed  to  offer,  and  I  understood  him  to  say  he  would 
have  no  objection  to  the  amendment:  on  the  contrary,  he 
thought  seme  action  of  that  kind  should  be  taken. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  similar 
action  was  taken  during  the  World  War. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Similar  action  was  taken  during  the 
World  War. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I 
have  no  objection. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  In  conclusion.  I  desire  to  say  that  I  do 
not  contend  that  this  is  a  perfect  amendment.  I  think  the 
legislation  of  1918  could  probably  be  perfected  so  as  more 
adequately  or  more  properly  to  meet  the  present  situation. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  j^eld? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  I  took  up  the 
matter  with  the  War  Department,  and  it  stated  that  it  had 
in  contemplation  drafting  a  separate  bill  which  it  thought 
would  meet  the  problem.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  War 
Department  has  any  objection  at  all  to  this  amendment,  or 
that  any  other  Department  of  the  Government  has:  but  the 
bill  which  the  War  Department  is  contemplating  will  take 
some  time  to  prepare,  and  in  the  meantime  I  think  this 
amendment  ought  to  be  adopted.  When  that  bill  is  intro- 
duced it  may  be  used  as  a  substitute  for  this  amendment. 

I  yield  to  the  Senafor  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  merely  wish  to  interrupt  the  Senator  to 
say  that  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  leave  the  chamber,  and 
I  shall  not  be  present  to  vote  on  this  amendment,  or  perhaps 
on  any  of  the  amendments  pending  to  the  joint  resolution; 
but  I  very  much  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted,  and 
desire  to  record  myself  as  aflarmatively  favoring  It.  I  think 
the  Senator  is  wise  in  Inserting  the  amendment  in  this  par- 
ticular joint  resolution,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  there 
may  be  some  subsequent  general  legislation  that  will  cover  it. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Georgia  for  his 
cooperation  and  his  statement  in  support  of  the  amendment. 

In  conclusion,  I  desire  to  say  that  if  the  legislation  now 
being  prepared  by  the  War  Department  is  not  ready  when  the 
compulsory  military  training  bill  is  brought  up,  I  propose  to 
offer  to  that  bill  an  amendment  similar  to  the  one  I  am  now 
proix>sing  to  this  measure. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  during  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion some  doubt  has  been  raised  as  to  Just  what  is  meant 
by  the  expression  "Western  Hemisphere."  I  should  like  to 
advise  about  that  matter  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Texas 
LMr.  SuEPPAROJ.  the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
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mittee.  and  ask  him  to  correct  me  if  I  am  in  error  when  I 
give  my  understanding  of  what  is  meant  by  that  phrase. 

As  I  understand  the  phrase,  it  does  not  include  Europe  or 
Africa.  It  does  not  include  New  Zealand  or  Siberia.  It  does 
include  all  of  the  American  continents,  and  the  waters  and 
islands  thereto  appertaining. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  LODGE.  The  question  of  whether  or  not  Iceland  Is  a 
part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  is  not  decided  one  way  or 
the  other. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  repeatedly  stated  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  it  is  my  judgment  that  the  area  which  we  should 
defend,  and  which  we  must  defend,  and  the  defense  of  which 
is  essential  to  the  existence  of  this  Nation,  is  what  I  have 
called  the  base  area  embracing  North  America,  Central  Amer- 
ica, the  coasts  and  islands  of  the  Caribbean,  the  Panama 
Canal  Zone,  and  the  area  necessary  to  the  defense  of  the 
Canal.  In  other  words,  I  do  not  think  the  extreme  southern 
end  of  South  America  is  essential  to  the  defense  of  the  United 
States,  and  if  I  were  to  prescribe  the  formula  I  would  not 
include  it;  nor  do  I  think  we  are  capable  of  defending  the 
Philippine  Islands.  I  very  much  doubt  whether,  even  under 
the  most  happy  and  peaceful  conditions  in  Europe,  we  could 
defend  the  Philippine  Islands  against  an  oriental  aggressor. 
It  would  take  several  years  merely  to  construct  the  shipping 
which  would  be  necessary  to  maintain  a  fleet  at  the  end  of 
such  a  long  line  of  commimlcatlon. 

I  recognize  that  we  are  obligated  to  defend  the  Philippines 
until  they  shall  have  acquired  their  Independence,  and  that 
that,  of  course.  Is  the  reason  why  that  language  is  Included 
In  the  Joint  resolution;  but  I  want  the  Record  to  show  my  lack 
of  faith  in  our  ability  to  do  that,  together  with  my  conviction 
that  a  foreign  policy  which  is  not  accurately  geared  to  a 
nation's  military  policy  is  a  snare  and  a  delusion.  One  of  the 
things  which  did  Prance  so  much  harm  was  that  their  mili- 
tary policy  contemplated  simply  the  defense  of  their  own 
country,  whereas  their  foreign  policy  undertook  to  underwrite 
Czechoslovakia  and  Poland  and  a  number  of  other  countries: 
and,  in  my  opinion,  when  the  day  comes  when  we  are  no 
longer  responsible  for  the  defense  of  the  Philippines,  it  will 
be  a  very  happy  day  for  the  United  States.  "^ 

I  merely  make  these  observations  because  I  am,  on  the 
whole,  favorably  impressed  with  the  language  which  the  com- 
mittee put  into  the  Joint  resolution.  To  my  mind  what  we 
should  have  In  this  measure,  as  In  the  next  one  to  come 
before  us,  Is  a  flat  declaration  that  we  will  not  send  any 
troops  to  ETurope.  In  my  opinion,  that  is  the  most  important 
thing  of  all.  If  the  language  which  is  in  the  joint  resolution 
does  not  suit  every  Member  of  the  Senate  down  to  the  last 
detail,  that  Is  only  natural,  and  I  can  perfectly  well  under- 
stand the  reluctance  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  make  any 
changes  In  language  which  has  l)een  agreed  to  by  the  com- 
mittee. I  think  it  is  a  splendid  thing  to  have  language  in 
the  joint  resolution  which  will  specifically  prohibit,  as  I 
understand  the  language  definitely  does,  the  sending  of  any 
soldiers  to  Europe,  because  in  my  opinion  that  Is  one  of  the 
greatest  dangers  we  face. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  purpose  of  the  Record.  I  wish  to 
take  up  a  matter  which  is  not  related  to  the  pending  meas- 
ure, but  which  Is  of  some  interest  to  Massachusetts,  and 
Which  has  a  very  real  relationship  to  national  defense.  I 
refer  to  the  proposal  to  abandon  the  Old  Colony  Railroad, 
which  serves  a  group  of  Industrial  communities  south  of  Bos- 
ton, and  which,  it  may  properly  be  said,  is  the  Ufeblood  of 
many  of  those  communities  and  on  which  10,000  people 
depend  as  commuters  alone. 

It  is  interesting  to  point  out  that  the  abandonment  of  this 
railroad  undoubtedly  will  have  an  adverse  effect  on  the 
national-defense  program.  Tlie  Fore  River  Shipbuilding 
Co..  at  Quincy,  Mass.,  which  at  present  Is  engaged  In  the  con- 
struction of  a  great  many  warships  of  various  types,  employs 
7.900  people  and  has  a  pay  roll  averaging  a  million  dollars  a 
month.  I  am  advised  that  the  superintendent  of  this  plant 
testified  that  If  this  rail  service  were  discontinued  their 
operations  would  be  so  adversely  affected  within  30  days 


as  to  make  continuance  uneconomical,  and  perhaps,  as  a 
practical  matter,  Impossible. 

At  this  point  it  may  be  well  also  to  mention  the  fact  that 
Capt.  Louis  P.  Davis.  Inspector  of  Ordnance.  In  charge  of 
the  Naval  Ammunition  Depot  at  Hingham.  Mass..  also 
took  part  in  the  hearing,  representing  the  commandant 
of  the  First  Naval  District.  He  testified  that  the  proposed 
abandonment  would  seriously  affect  the  efficiency  of  the 
Naval  Ammunition  Depot  at  Hingham.  and  thereby  adversely 
affect  national  defense.  He  referred  to  the  Hingham  Depot 
as  the  only  naval  ammunition  depot  on  the  New  England 
coast,  and  emphasized  that  rail  connections  were  necessary 
to  permit  the  proper  handling  of  gunpowder,  shells,  cartridge 
cases,  cartridge  tanks,  fuzes,  and  other  supplies. 

I  may  say  that  the  present  status  of  the  abandonment  pro- 
ceedings is  that  the  hearings  have  been  closed  and  briefs  filed, 
and  parties  in  Interest  are  now  awaiting  the  examiner's 
report. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  during  the  debate  on  the  pend- 
ing amendment  my  mind  has  constantly  gone  back  to  the 
months  of  last  year,  to  January  1939,  and  the  winter  and 
spring  of  that  year,  when  the  Chief  Executive  of  this  Nation 
and  the  State  Department  of  our  Government  were  both 
doing  everything  they  could  to  get  the  Senate  and  the  Con- 
gress to  pass  a  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  repeal  of  the 
arms  embargo.  We  recall  how  through  those  months  the 
Chief  Elxecutive-and  the  State  Department  urged  upon  the 
Senate  and  the  Congress  the  enactment  of  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion for  the  repeal  of  the  arms  embargo.  We  recall  how  the 
State  Department  advised  members  of  this  body  that  in  itfl 
opinion  if  the  Congress  would  pass  the  Joint  resolution  pro- 
viding for  the  repeal  of  the  arms  embargo  such  action  by 
the  Congress  might  even  prevent  the  outbreak  of  war  in 
Europe. 

We  recall  how,  in  spite  of  the  pleas  and  the  entreaties  on 
the  part  of  the  Chief  Executive  and  the  State  Department, 
on  July  11  last  year  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, by  a  vote  of  12  to  11,  refused  to  report  favorably  to 
the  Senate  the  Joint  resolution  for  the  repeal  of  the  arms 
embargo. 

We  recall  how  in  September  war  broke  out  in  Europe,  and 
Congress  was  called  into  special  session,  and  in  October  we 
pcussed  the  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  repeal  of  the 
arms  embargo.  But  we  did  not  pass  that  Joint  resolution 
imtil  after  the  war  had  broken  out  in  Europe  and  it  was  too 
late  to  help  avert  the  tragedy. 

As  we  consider  the  war  in  Europe,  all  of  the  misery,  all 
of  the  heartaches,  all  of  the  sorrow  and  the  suffering,  all 
of  the  devastation  and  destruction,  all  of  the  tragedy  it  has 
wrought,  some  of  us  cannot  but  feel  that  the  Senate  and  the 
Congress  made  a  grievious  mistake  when  they  turned  a  deaf 
ear  to  the  pleas  of  the  Chief  Executive  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  refused  to  pass  the  Joint  resolution  before  the 
outbreak  of  the  war. 

I  am  fearful  that  if  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Adams]  shall  be  adopted  and  shall  become  a 
part  of  the  pending  measure,  the  hour  may  come  wnen 
Members  of  the  Senate  will  have  cause  to  feel  that  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  was  a  fearful  mistake.  In  fact, 
I  believe  that  it  is  entirely  possible  that  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  might  bring  results  more  far  reaching,  might 
bring  results  which  would  more  adversely  and  far  more 
dangerously  affect  our  country  than  did  even  the  outbreak  of 
the  war  in  Europe.  So  I  rise,  Mr,  President,  to  utter  my  pro- 
test against  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

As  has  been  stated  by  different  Senators  in  the  debate,  on 
the  17th  day  of  June  last  the  Senate  passed  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  271,  In  which  the  Senate,  speaking  for  the  Amer- 
ican people,  declared  to  the  world  that  the  Senate  recog- 
nized that  many  unexpected  developments  were  arising 
daily  from  the  present  grave  International  situation,  and 
that  such  developments  were  affecting  States  in  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere,  and  might  even  endanger  the  peace  and 
security  of  oiu:  country.    The  resolution  further  declared 
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that  the  United  States  would  never  recogmze  or  acquiesce  In 
any  violation  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Armed  with  this  resolution,  armed  with  this  expression  of 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  our  Secretary  of  State.  Mr. 
Cordell  Hull,  went  to  the  Habana  Conference,  and  there  he 
won  what  has  been  acclaimed  generally  throughout  the 
Nation  as  a  great  triumph.  There  he  accomplished  one  of 
the  most  outstanding  and  signal  accomplishments  ever 
achieved  by  any  American  statesman  in  all  the  history  of 
our  country,  because  in  that  conference  Cordell  Hull,  as  our 
Secretary  of  State,  got  the  other  republics  of  this  hemisphere 
to  agree  not  only  to  accept  and  recognize  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine, but  to  assume  their  responsibility  and  play  their  part 
in  the  enforcement  and  defense  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  am  Impressed  with  the  very  interesting  and 
able  address  of  the  Senator,  and  I  presume  he  may  intend  to 
speak  of  what  seems  to  me  appropriate  at  this  time:  that  is. 
that  the  House  of  Representatives  also  passed  House  Joint 
Resolution  556.  which  restated  the  Monroe  Doctrine  in  a 
similar  way  to  that  adopted  by  the  Senate.  So  that  really 
both  Houses  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  have  an- 
nounced a  sort  of  restatement  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine, 
although  they  have  not  concurred. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  contribution.  The 
Record  shows  that  both  Houses  of  Congress  spoke  on  the 
subject,  that  both  Houses  reaffirmed  their  belief  In  and  their 
allegiance  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  proclaimed  to  the  world 
that  we,  would  not  recognize  or  acquiesce  in  any  action 
contrary  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  Hull,  our  Secretary  of  State,  returned  a  few  days  ago 
from  his  great  work  at  Habana.  and  on  Monday,  liefore  leav- 
ing the  city  for  a  few  days  to  take  a  much  needed  and  greatly 
deserved  rest,  he  issued  a  statement.  Although  the  statement 
was  issued  to  the  country.  I  cannot  but  feel  that  when  Mr. 
Hull  Issued  the  statement  he  had  directly  In  mind  the  Senate 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  the  question  which 
confronts  the  Senate  this  day. 

Mr.  Hull  stated: 

The  vast  forces  of  lawlefeness,  conquest,  and  destruction  are  still 
moving  acroM  the  earth  like  a  savage  and  dangerous  animal  at  large. 
By  their  very  nature,  those  forces  will  not  stop  unless  and  untU 
they  recognize  that  there  exists  unbreakable  resistance. 

At  Habana^ 

Says  Mr.  HuU— 

we  forged  now  instrumentalities  of  continental  defense.  These  will 
be  of  vast  Importance  to  our  Nation  and  to  every  American  nation. 
But  there  are  other  and  Immense  tasks  stiU  before  us. 

Then  Mr.  HuU  goes  on  to  say: 

I  would  greatly  prefer  to  say  that  we  are  safe  In  this  country  and 
In  this  hemisphere  from  outside  danger.  But  I  am  firmly  convinced 
that  what  is  taking  place  today  In  many  areas  of  the  earth  Is  a 
relrntleas  attempt  to  transform  the  clvUlzed  world  as  we  have  known 
it  Into  a  world  in  which  lawlessness,  violence,  and  force  will  reign 
supreme,  as  they  did  a  thousand  years  ago.  The  people  of  this  coun- 
try cannot  recognize  too  soon  this  fact  and  Its  overwhelming  signifi- 
cance for  our  national  safety  and  for  the  maintenance  of  our 
national  institutions. 

The  one  and  only  sure  way  for  our  Nation  to  avoid  being  drawn 
Into  serious  trouble  or  actual  war  by  the  wild  and  destructive  forces 
now  abroad  elsewhere  In  the  world  and  to  command  respect  for  Its 
rights  and  Interests  abroad  Is  for  our  people  to  become  thoroughly 
conscious  of  the  possibilities  of  danger,  to  make  up  their  minds  that 
we  must  continue  to  arm,  and  to  arm  to  such  an  extent  that  the 
forces  of  conquest  and  ruin  will  not  dare  make  an  attack  on  tis  or 
on  any  part  of  this  hemisphere.  •  •  •  In  the  face  of  terrific 
problems  and  conditions — 

Says  Mr.  Hull— 

and   until   the   present   serious   threats   and   dangers   have   disap- 
peared,  we   cannot  pursue  complacently  the  course  of  our  cus- 
tomary normal  life. 
I  feel  constrained — 

He  closes — 

thus  to  offer  my  views  In  the  light  of  what  Is  already  a  dangerously 
Widespread  movement  tor  world  conquest  and  for  the  destruction 
of  most  of  the  worth-while  things  which  civlllcatlon  has  given 
the  human  race. 


Mr,  President,  we  must  recognize  Mr.  Hull,  as  Secretary 
of  State,  has  sources  of  information  which  are  not  available 
to  us  which,  by  their  very  nattu^e.  cannot  be  made  public. 
He  has  his  official  reports  from  the  representatives  of  the 
State  Department  in  every  country  and  in  every  quarter  of 
the  globe.  These  representatives — trained,  educated,  experi- 
enced men — are  constantly  sending  their  reports  on  condi- 
tions in  the  countries  in  which  they  now  reside,  and  on 
world  conditions  as  they  learn  those  conditions.  Secretary 
Hull  has  at  his  command  all  the  while,  due  to  these  reports. 
a  present-day  picture  of  the  situation  in  each  country  of  the 
world.  He  says  to  us  that  the  danger  is  so  great,  that  the 
peril  is  so  great — 

That  we  must  continue  to  arm,  and  to  arm  to  such  an  extent 
that  the  forces  of  conquest  and  ruin  will  not  dare  make  an 
attack  on  us  or  on  any  part  of  this  hemisphere. 

Yet  we  sit  here  today  considering  the  proposition  that  we 
will  call  out  the  great  Reserve  forces  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States,  and  then  say  to  those  Reserve  forces.  "You 
shall  go  so  far.  and  no  further,  in  the  defense  of  our  qoun- 
try.  We  will  limit  you.  we  will  circumscribe  you,  and  we  will 
hamstring  you  when  we  call  you  out.  and  we  will  say  that 
only  within  certain  limitations  can  you  function,  only  within 
certain  limitations  can  you  defend  the  country,** 

Not  only  do  we  hamstring  and  seriously  hamper  the  effec- 
tiveness of  the  Reserves  that  we  propose  to  call  out.  but  we 
also  hamstring  and  hamper  the  effectiveness  of  our  Regular 
Army,  because  when  these  Reserves  are  called  out  they  will 
be  brought  into  the  same  organizations  with  our  Regular 
trooi)s.  There  will  no  longer  be  a  Reserve  compwnent.  a 
National  Guard  component,  and  a  Regular  Army  component. 
Efficiency  and  effectiveness  demand  that  they  must  all  be 
brought  together  in  one  great  organization,  one  great  army 
of  the  United  States. 

Let  me  say  that  whatever  we  may  think  of  the  Germans, 
however  much  we  may  hate  everything  that  Nazi  Germany 
stands  for  today,  the  world  has  been  forced  to  stand  in  admi- 
ration, not  because  of  the  many  tanks  or  airplanes  that 
Germany  has  produced,  not  because  of  the  large  numbers  of 
men  she  has  called  to  the  colors,  but  because  of  the  mar- 
velous coordination  and  the  marveloiis  efficiency  of  her  Army. 
Above  all  else,  the  victories  that  the  German  Army  has  won 
have  been  due  to  this  marvelous  coordination,  and  efficiency 
of  that  Army  moving  forward  as  one  united,  powerful,  strik- 
ing machine.  Yet  we  are  going  to  constitute  the  Army  of  the 
United  States,  and  it  is  proposed  that  we  say  to  some  of  the 
units.  "You  can  go  thus  far,"  and  to  other  units.  "You  cannot 
go  that  far.    You  can  only  go  part  of  the  way." 

The  Reserve  officers,  the  Reserves  of  the  enlisted  personnel 
of  the  Army,  are  Reserves  of  the  Regular  Army,  and  when 
they  come  in  they  will  come  in  to  serve  with  that  Army  and 
as  a  part  of  that  Army. 

Yesterday.  I  celled  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  strip 
of  land  which  we  own  in  Panama  is  only  about  10  miles 
wide.  If  anything  should  occur  on  either  side  of  that  10- 
mile  strip  which  in  any  way  threatens  oiu*  country  or  its 
interests,  the  President  of  the  United  States  as  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  the  Army,  could  send  any  part  of  the 
Regular  Army,  or  the  whole  Regular  Army,  across  that 
10-mile  strip  to  meet  the  threat.  But  if  there  are  Reserve 
officers  with  that  Regular  Army,  if  there  are  any  Reserve 
components  with  that  Regular  Army,  and  if  we  shall  adopt 
the  amendment  which  is  now  pending,  then,  before  any 
soldier  can  move  out  to  meet  the  threat,  to  stop  the  danger, 
we  must  first  stop  and  reorganize  our  Army  so  as  to  be  sure 
to  cull  out  and  leave  at  home  those  who  might  be  in  that 
Army  who  have  come  from  the  Reserve  comiMjnents. 

So.  Mr.  President,  if  we  must  adopt  this  amendment,  if 
the  joint  resolution  cannot  be  passed  except  by  writing  this 
amendment  into  it.  I  serioiisly  doubt  whether  or  not  we  will 
do  very  much  for  the  national  defense  by  calling  out  these 
Reserve  components. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Alabama  has  expired. 
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Mr.  HILL.    Then  T  shall  take  20  minutes  on  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sezuitor  has  taken  his 
time  on  the  bilL 

Mr.  HILL.  No;  I  have  taken  30  minutes  on  the  amend- 
ment. I  will  say  to  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  informed  that 
the  Senator's  time  has  expired  in  lx)th  respects. 

Mr.  HILL.  Surely  the  Senator  has  not  been  si)eaking  for 
40  minutes. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  say  that  he 
Is  now  informed  that  the  Senator  has  20  minutes  left  on  the 
biU. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Seimtor  from  Alabama  would  like  to  sub- 
mit an  inquiry. 

The  PRESmiNQ  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  understood  that  he  had  20  min- 
utes on  the  amendment  and  that  he  had  20  minutes  on  the 
bin. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  is  correct,  but 
the  Chair  had  been  informed  that  the  Senator  had  already 
used  20  minutes. 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Senator  used  20  minutes  yesterday,  but 
be  used  those  20  minutes  discussing  the  Danaher  amend- 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  informed  that 
he  is  in  error.  The  Senator  has  20  minutes  on  the  bill.  The 
Senator  from  Alabama  may  proceed. 

Mr.  HILL.    The  Senator  from  Alabama  thanks  the  Chair. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  thinking  of  what  will  be  the  effect  on 
our  neighbors  in  Central  and  South  America,  and  on  the 
dictator  nations  in  Europe,  if  the  trending  amendment  Is 
written  Into  the  Joint  resolution.  When  I  think  of  our  neigh- 
bors in  South  America,  my  mind  turns  to  an  article  which 
appeared  in  the  Washington  Daily  News  of  August  5  last, 
captioned  "South  America  doubts  United  States  power  in 
crisis." 

I  do  not  have  time  to  read  the  excerpts  from  that  article 
which  I  should  like  to  read.  The  article  Is  written  by  Mr. 
William  Philip  Sinmis,  one  of  the  most  inteUigent,  one  of  the 
most  otMervant,  and,  I  dare  say,  one  of  the  most  patriotic 
correspondents  we  have  in  America,  a  man  who  has  won  an 
international  reputation  by  the  articles  he  has  sent  back  to 
us  from  Europe  on  the  European  war.  Mr.  Simms  captions 
the  article  with  these  words: 

South  America  doubts  United  States  power  In  crisis. 

The  opening  sentences  of  the  article  are: 

American  history  hangs  In  the  balance.  The  way  the  balance 
wUl  swing  depends  upon  whether  Hitler  crushes  England  or  comes 

to  grief  agaiiibtthe  white  cliffs  of  Dover. 

Mr.  Simms  then  goes  on  to  tell  of  a  very  recent  trip  of 
some  15.000  miles  which  took  him  south  of  the  Caribbean 
Sea,  almost  to  Cape  Horn.  In  the  article  he  tells  of  dangers 
and  dangerous  conditions  which  he  himself  foimd  in  South 
America.  Then  he  closes  with  a  significant  conversation 
wiiich  took  place  between  him  and  an  Argentinian.  This 
Argentinian  had  said: 

If  Germany  wins,  she  wlU  dominate  ETurope.  There  will  be  no 
balance  of  power  and  probably  no  British  Fleet  to  stand  between 


Meaning  the  Western  Hemisphere,  the  Americas — 

and  whatever  unscrupulous  nations  might  wish  to  expand  in  our 
direction.  With  nothing  to  fear  from  a  down-and-out  England 
and  France — or  from  Russia,  whdee  chief  desire  of  the  moment 
la  to  see  the  United  States  and  Japan  in  a  war  so  she  can  gobble 
up  the  pieces — what's  to  keep  Hitler  from  crossing  the  Atlantic? 

Mr.  Simms'  answer  was  that  Uncle  Sam's  Navy  might  keep 
him  from  crossing.    Then  the  Argentinian  said: 

And  leave  Hawaii,  the  Philippines,  yovir  rubt>er  and  tin  routes  to 
the  East  Indies,  and  the  Pacific  approaches  to  Panama  Canal 
unguarded?  Have  yoii  any  guaranty  that  Japan  won't  strike  the 
momeotyou  mix  wit^  Germany  in  the  Atlantic? 

The  dictators  have  a  way  of  EtrilLing  without  warning.  Tliat  is 
one  of  the  lessons  of  the  past  year. 

The  "blitzkrieg,"  the  hurricane  of  death,  the  storm  of  de- 
struction overnight  without  warning,  which  comes  from  the 
dictator  nations. 


Mr.  Simms  closes  his  article  with  these  significant  words: 

It  may  surprise  you — 

■niat  Is,  it  may  surprise  us  tn  the  United  States — 

and  hurt  your  pride  to  hear  this,  but  South  Americans  aeem  to 
doubt  our  abUity  to  cope  with  the  totaliUrlan  world  now  abom- 
liig.  •  •  •  They  are  waiting  to  aae  which  way  the  cat  U  going 
to  Jump. 

Of  course,  the  South  Americans  were  told  before  the  Ha- 
bana Conference — and  they  are  no  doubt  being  told  by  their 
"fifth  columnists"  and  by  the  representatives  of  foreign 
governments  In  South  America  today— that  the  whole  pur- 
pose and  object  of  the  United  States  In  its  efforts  at  the 
Habana  Conference  was  to  have  the  South  American  repub- 
lics committed  to  fight  for  the  protection  and  security  of  the 
United  States.  If  we  adopt  the  landing  amendment,  they 
will  be  taunted  with  the  statement  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  suggested  the  Habana  compact,  proclaiming 
allegiance  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and  then  proceeded  to 
write  into  the  law  a  limitation  prohibiting  the  great  reserve 
components  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  from  protect- 
ing or  defending  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

What  would  be  the  effect  of  such  a  sittiation  on  the  South 
American  people?  We  declare  that  we  are  for  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  and  after  we  persuade  the  other  nations  to  Join 
us  in  tliat  declaration  and  in  a  mutual  covenant  to  defend 
and  support  It  we  say  that  we  will  not  allow  a  large  part  of 
our  Army  and  trained  forces  to  be  used  to  defend  that 
doctrine. 

What  would  be  the  effect  of  the  pending  am«idment  so  far 
as  the  dictator  nations  of  Europe  are  concerned?  We  can 
Imagine  the  smirking  smile  which  will  come  to  the  faces  of 
some  of  the  dictators  when  they  read — which  I  hope  to 
heaven  they  will  never  do— that  this  amendment  has  been 
put  in  the  Joint  resolution.  What  will  they  say?  "It  is  the 
same  old  story  of  the  democracies.  They  have  not  the  will 
or  the  purpose  to  defend  themselves.  The  Congress  of  the 
United  States  is  doing  the  same  tiling  that  all  the  parliamen- 
tary bodies  of  the  democracies  of  Eiu-ope  did  before  they  went 
to  their  deaths  and  their  people  went  to  slavery  at  our  hands. 
They  are  dawdling.  They  are  delaying.  They  are  bungling. 
They  have  not  the  courage,  the  will,  or  the  purpose  to  recog- 
nize the  threat  and  to  meet  It,  and  to  go  for^i-ard  In  a  way  as 
to  build  their  arms  and  to  insure  their  defense." 

The  failure  of  the  democracies  of  Europe  lay  in  the  fact 
that  the  people  and  the  representatives  of  those  people  in 
their  parliamentary  bodies  failed  to  recognize  the  magni- 
tude of  the  task  which  lay  before  them.  Those  people  were 
too  short  of  vision  to  combine  their  strength  while  they  were 
free  people,  that  they  might  continue  to  be  free. 

This  is  the  challenge,  Mr.  President,  which  the  pending 
amendment  presents  to  the  Senate  today.  Shall  we  go  for- 
ward with  high  resolution  and  determination  and  build  our 
defenses  as  we  should  if  we  are  to  meet  the  threat?  We 
cannot  prepare  half-heartedly.  We  cannot  prepare  deli- 
cately. The  only  way  we  can  prepare  is  with  all  our  heart, 
all  our  mind,  and  all  our  soul.  Surely  the  best,  If  not  the 
only,  guaranty  we  have  of  peace  for  our  country  is  to  build 
our  arms,  so  strong  that,  as  Secretary  Hull  sugg^ts,  no  na- 
tion will  dare  to  attack  us. 

I  said  in  the  beginning  that  I  feared  that  if  this  amend- 
ment were  adopted  the  hour  would  come  when  we  should 
rue  its  adoption  as  much  and  possibly  far  more  than  we 
rue  the  fact  that  the  Senate  did  not  pass  the  resolution  for 
the  repeal  of  the  arms  embargo  when  the  President  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  were  begging  us  and  urging  tu  to 
pass  it.  I  can  think  of  nothing  at  this  time  which  might 
be  more  inviting  of  distress  and  danger  for  our  country  than 
the  adoption  of  this  amendment.  I  hope  It  will  be  voted  down 
and  that  by  its  rejection  the  Senate  will  again  serve  notice 
on  all  the  world  that  we  propose  to  defend  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine, and  that  we  intend  to  go  forward  as  speedily  and  effec- 
tively as  possible  in  preparing  to  defend  that  doctrine. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  sat  in  my  seat  and  lis- 
tened with  much  pleasure  and  profit  to  the  able  presentation 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama  LMr.  Hn.Ll.    I  am  la 
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accord  with  almost  every  word  he  said;  but  I  am  not  In  accord 
with  some  of  his  conclusions.  ^  ,    .  ,  », 

Having  stated  my  attitude  toward  this  proposed  legislation 
day  before  yesterday,  at  this  time  I  should  not  intrude  and 
impose  my  voice  on  the  Senate  were  it  not  for  the  fact  that 
statements  have  been  made  in  the  debate  which  I  feel  should 
not  be  left  unchallenged,  and  which.  I  am  sorry  to  say.  in  my 
humble  opinion,  show  some  misconception  as  to  the  proposal 
before  us  in  its  purpose  and  import. 

I  do  not  presume,  nor  have  I  the  temerity,  to  attempt  to 
argue  with  the  able  constitutional  lawyers  of  the  Senate  the 
constitutional  questions  which  have  presented  themselves 
here;  but.  Mr.  President.  whUe  I  cannot  build  a  road,  while 
I  cannot  discuss  civU  engineering  or  construction  engineermg 
I  can  see  the  road  when  it  is  built,  and  I  think  I  can  see  the 
road  on  which  this  proposed  legislation  is  taking  us.  So  I 
do  not  want  this  debate  to  close  without  the  Record  showing 
the  problems  and  the  questions  that  are  before  us  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  vote  of  the  Senate  at  4  o'clock  this  afternoon, 
so  far  as  the  action  of  this  body  is  concerned. 

I  de^e  to  start  where  the  able  jimior  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  COKWALLY]  started  yesterday.    I  will  not  stop  however, 
where  he  stopped.    I  desire  to  start  with  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  and  the  powers  that  it  confers  upon  the 
Congress  with  reference  to  the  national  defense.    I  will  do 
so  as  briefly  as  possible.    I  am  aware  that  I  shall  cover  ground 
that  has  been  covered  before,  but.  in  order  to  point  to  the 
conclusion  which  I  have  reached.  I  must  refer  to  it  again. 
-      The  ConsUtution  of  the  United  States  clothes  the  Congress 
with  the  power  to  provide  for  the  common  defense,  to  declare 
war,  to  raise  and  support  armies,  to  provide  and  maintain  a 
navy,  to  make  rules  for  the  government  and  regulation  of  the 
land  and  naval  forces,  to  provide  for  calling  forth  the  militia 
to  execute  the  laws  of  the  Union,  suppress  insurrections,  and 
repel  invasions.    It  also  clothes  Congress  with  the  power- 
To  provide  for  organizing,  arming,   and  disciplining   the  mUltla. 
»nd  for  governing  such  part  of  them  as  may  be  emplojred  in  the 
■ervlce  ol  the  United  States,  reserving  to  the  States,  respectively, 
the  appointment  of  the  officers  and  the  authority  of  training  the 
mlUtla  according  to  the  discipline  prescribed  by  Congress. 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Texas  turned  to  the  provision  of 
the  Constitution  which  clothes  the  President  with  the  power 
of  lieing  Commander  in  Chief. 

The  President  shall  be  Conunander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  of  the  United  States — 

Does  it  stop  there?    No — 
and  of  the  mllitla  of  the  several  States,  when  called  Into  the  actual 
serrtce  of  the  United  States. 

He  becomes  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  militia  when  they 
are  called  into  the  actual  service  of  the  United  States. 

The  able  majority  leader  this  morning,  in  his  prefatory  re- 
marks called  attention  to  a  provision  of  law  which,  under 
authority  conferred  by  the  Constitution,  the  Congress  has 
enacted. 

The  Army  of  the  United  States — 

That  is  the  first  thing — 

The  Army  of  the  United  States  shaU  consist  of  the  Regt}lar  Army- 
It  formerly  read  this  way : 

The  Regular  Army,  the  National  Guard  while  In  the  service  of  the 
imited  States,  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps,  and  the  Organized  Re- 
serves. 

But  in  1920  the  words  "National  Guard  of  the  United 
8tates"  were  added.  Those  components  constitute  the  Army 
of  the  United  States.  For  peacetime  purposes  the  Army  of 
the  United  States  is  composed  of — 

The  Regular  Army,  the  National  Guard,  the  Organized  Reserves 
•  -•  •  necessary  to  form  the  basis  for  a  complete  and  immediate 
mobUintlon  for  the  national  defense  In  the  event  of  a  luitional 
emergency  declared  by  Congress. 

The  Regtilar  Army  of  the  United  States  can  be  called  into 
service  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  for  foreign 
service.    The  militia  of  the  United  States,  which,  of  course, 


is  divided,  as  has  been  said  over  and  over  again,  into  the  un- 
organized militia,  composed  of  men  between  certain  ages  and 
with  certain  other  qualifications,  the  Organized  Militia  and 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States.  Often  they  com- 
prise the  same  component  units,  but  not  necessarily  so. 
Congress  has  drawn  the  distinction. 

The  question  was  raised  before  the  Supreme  Court  at  the 
time  of  the  draft:  Does  not  the  limitation  placed  in  the  Con- 
stitution, which  gives  the  power  to  Congress  to  provide  for 
calling  out  the  militia  only  in  the  three  specified  instances, 
preclude  and  prevent  the  enactment  of  a  conscription  law 
which  will  call  them  into  the  foreign  service  in  time  of  war? 
The  United  States  district  court  in  Delaware  discussed  the 
matter  very  fully  in  the  case  of  United  States  v.  Stephens 
(245  Fed.  Reporter) ,  and  this  is  a  brief  statement: 

Congress  under  the  power  given  by  the  Constitution  (art.  I, 
sec.  8)  to  declare  war,  raise  armies,  and  do  all  things  neces- 
sary and  proper  for  execution  of  that  power,  can  by  conscrip- 
tion organize  the  militia  of  the  United  States,  as  defined  by 
the  National  Defense  Act.  June  3. 1916,  for  foreign  warfare,  as 
done  by  the  Selective  Draft  Act  of  May  18,  1917;  and  the 
power  given  by  such  section  of  the  Constitution  to  provide  for 
calling  forth  the  militia  to  execute  the  laws  of  the  Union  In 
the  three  instances  specified  in  the  Constitution  relate  only 
to  the  Organized  State  Militia  as  such. 

In  discussing  that  question,  in  its  opinion,  the  Court  said: 

The  power  of  Congress  to  raise  armies,  like  the  power  to  declare 
war.  is  unconditional,  unqualified,  and  absolute,  and  Congress  is 
the  exclusive  Judge  of  the  necessity  for  the  exercise  of  the  power 
and  of  the  means  and  manner  prescribed  by  it  for  its  exercise.  The 
constitutional  provisions  relating  to  the  militia  manifestly  apply 
to  State  militia  In  contradistinction  to  the  militia  of  the  United 
States. 

Let  me  go  back  to  an  earlier  statement  in  the  opinion  where 

the  CoiU"t  said: 

It  is  not  denied,  but  conceded,  that  the  Regular  Army  as  consti- 
tuting part  of  the  permanent  Military  Establishment  of  the  United 
States  may  be  compelled  to  render  military  service  abroad. 

The  Court  said  there  is  no  question  of  that. 

The  provisions  of  the  Constitution  relating  to  the  militia  having 
application  only  to  the  Organized  State  Militia.  It  does  not  follow — 

Listen  to  this — 

It  does  not  follow,  from  the  lack  of  power  In  Congress  to  send  such 
militia — 

That  is,  the  Organized  State  Militia — 

to  flght  in  a  foreign  country,  that  Congress  has  not  the  power  to 
organize  the  militia  of  the  United  States  and  send  it  to  any  part 
Of  the  globe  deemed  best  for  the  conduct  of  military  operations. 

The  Congress  in  the  Defense  Act  made  another  provision. 
They  redefined  what  the  militia  is,  and  provided — 

That  whenever  the  United  Stotes  Is  Invaded  or  In  danger  of 
invasion  from  any  foreign  nation,  or  of  rebellion — 

Repeating  the  language,  of  course,  of  the  Constitution — 
against  the  authority  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or 
the  President  is  unable  with  the  regular  forces  at  his  command  to 
execute  the  laws  of  the  Union.  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  President 
to  call  forth  such  number  of  the  mlUtla  of  the  State  or  of  the  States 
or  Territories  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  he  may  deem  neces- 
sary to  repel  such  Invasion,  suppress  such  rebellion,  or  to  enable 
him  to  execute  such  laws. 

And  so  forth. 
I  quote  fiu-ther: 

That  whenever  the  President  calls  forth  the  Organized  Militia  of 
any  State.  Territory,  or  of  the  District  of  Coltimbla  •  •  •  he 
may  specify  In  his  call  the  period  for  which  such  service  Is  re- 
quired, and  the  mlUtla  so  called  shall  continue  to  serve  during  the 
term  so  specified,  either  within  or  without  the  United  SUtes. 

That  Is,  when  the  call  is  made  under  the  constitutional 
powers  ampbfled  and  reasserted  by  the  Congress,  the  Presi- 
dent has  the  power,  for  the  specific  purposes  mentioned,  to 
order  the  militia  into  the  service — and  the  distinction  was 
drawn  by  the  eminent  Senator  from  Vermont  earlier  In  this 
debate. 
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The  Supreme  Court,  In  a  decision  In  Thirty-third  United 
States,  said: 

Whenever  the  United  States  Is  Invaded  or  In  danger  of  Invasion 
by  any  foreign  nation  or  rebellion  against  the  authority  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  President  is  unable,  with  the  regular  forces, 
to  execute  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  we  are  all  of  the  opinion — 

The  Court  said — 

we  are  all  of  the  opinion  that  the  authority  to  decide  whether  the 
exigency  as  arisen  belongs  exclusively  to  the  President  and  that  his 
decision  Is  conclusive  on  any  other  person. 

With  the  constitutional  provision  reasserted  in  the  stat- 
ute, when  those  conditions  arise  and  we  have,  following  our 
constitutional  duty,  said  under  what  conditions  that  call  can 
be  exercised,  and  it  is  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  President, 
then  we  cannot  question  it.  He  has  the  right  for  those  pur- 
poses to  call  them  in,  as  the  statute  says,  within  or  without 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States;  and  he  can  use  the 
Regular  Army,  he  can  use  the  Marine  Corps,  he  can  use  the 
Navy  for  national  defense.  But  we  are  dealing  in  this  par- 
ticular case  with  another  element  entirely. 

We  added  to  the  statute  a  separate  category,  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States:  we  specified  what  constituted  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States;  and  we  provided  by 
statutory  enactment  the  conditions  under  which  they  may  be 
ordered  into  the  service.  This  is  outside  of  the  call  of  the 
militia  under  the  constitutional  provision.  This  is  outside  of 
the  right  of  the  President  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army 
and  Navy.  It  is  a  statutory  provision  under  which  we  defi- 
nitely lay  down  the  conditions  under  which  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  may  be  ordered  into  the  service 
of  the  United  States. 

What  are  those  conditions?  When  shall  they  be  called? 
When  Congress  shall  have  declared  a  national  emergency  to 
exist,  and  shall  have  authorized  the  use  of  troops  over  and 
above  the  Regular  Army.    That  is  when  they  may  be  called. 

Where  shall  they  be  called  to  serve?  They  may  be  ordered 
Into  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  "to  serve 
therein."    How  long?    For  the  period  of  the  war  or  emergency. 

In  the  case  of  the  unorganized  militia,  which  the  President 
under  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  may  now  organize 
into  an  army,  and  in  the  case  of  the  Organized  State  Militia 
which  he  may  call  out.  he  states  the  time  for  which  they  are 
called.  No  man  may  be  compelled  to  serve  for  longer  than 
the  term  of  his  enlistment,  excepting  that  when  he  is  called 
out  under  that  authority  of  the  Constitution,  when  the  Presi- 
dent has  called  out  the  State  militia,  he  may  extend  the  time  6 
months.  Under  this  provision  for  ordering  out  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States — not  calling  it  out  under  the  con- 
stitutional provision,  but  ordering  it  out  under  the  statute  in 
which  we  lay  down  the  conditions  under  which  it  may  be 
ordered  out.  when  we  say  an  emergency  exists,  to  serve  the 
United  States  therein  for  the  period  of  emergency — what 
about  these  men  who  are  enlisted  for  a  year  and  have  another 
30  days  to  run,  if  this  joint  resolution  is  passed?  Under  the 
law,  even  if  this  joint  resolution  is  passed,  could  they  be 
ordered  to  serve  for  12  months,  in  the  face  of  the  provision 
which  limits  their  service  definitely  to  the  expiration  of  their 
enlistment? 

But.  leaving  that  aside,  we  are  asked  by  some  not  to  take 
such  a  position  that  our  action  will  have  an  imfortunate  psy- 
chological effect  on  South  America  or  Central  America  or 
anywhere  else  In  the  world,  because  the  power  exists  under 
the  Constitution  and  the  statutes  to  order  out  certain  parts 
of  our  defense  forces  and  use  them  as  the  President  sees  fit, 
and  under  that  constitutional  authority  he  is  the  sole  judge  as 
to  the  use  of  certain  troops,  the  marines,  the  Regular  Army, 
the  Organized  Militia  of  the  States.  The  point  with  me,  and 
the  one  I  have  tried  to  present  here,  is  that  I  want  first  to 
preserve,  as  the  Senator  from  Colorado  I  am  sure  wants  to 
preserve  and  I  am  sure  every  Senator  wants  to  preserve  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  where  the  Constitution  has 
placed  it,  and  where  the  present  statutes  place  it,  the  right  to 
declare  an  emergency. 

As  a  side  light  on  that  subject,  may  I  refer  to  the  history 
of  this  legislation?     Let  me  give  one  excerpt. 
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The  President  sent  to  Congress  a  message  from  which  I 
will  quote.  Gen.  George  C.  Marshall,  Chief  of  Staff,  on 
July  30,  1940,  declared  it  to  be  "urgently  necessary  that  at 
least  a  portion  of  the  National  Guard  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  and  recruited  up  to  full  strength  and  seasoned  and 
trained  as  rapidly  as  possible";  and  the  Constitution  placed 
that  training  in  the  hands  of  the  States  under  the  discipline 
laid  down  by  the  Congress.  On  July  29.  1940,  the  President 
sent  up  the  following  communication: 

I  am  therefore  transmitting  herewith  legislation  that.  If  en- 
acted, will  enable  me  to  order  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  to  active  service  for  such  period  of  Intensive  training  as  may 
be  necessary  to  raise  Its  efficiency  to  a  point  comparable  with  that 
of  our  small  Regular  EBtabllshment. 

On  May  31,  1940,  the  President  sent  to  Congress  a  message 
in  which  he  urged — 

That  before  adjournment  this  Congress  grant  me  the  authority 
to  call  into  active  service  such  portion  of  the  National  Guard 
as  may  be  deemed  necessary  to  maintain  our  position  of  neu- 
trality and  to  safeguard  the  national  defense. 

Following  that  message,  on  June  3,  Representative  May. 
chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  intro- 
duced House  Joint  Resolution  555.  In  its  original  form,  It 
provided: 

That  if.  at  any  time  prior  to  the  convening  of  the  Seventy- 
seventh  Congress,  the  present  Congress  is  not  In  session  and.  in  the 
opinion  of  the  President,  a  national  emergency  arises  requiring  the 
use  of  troops  In  excess  of  those  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  President 
be.  and  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  use  any  or  all  reserve  components 
of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  and  retired  personnel  of  the 
Regular  Army  to  such  extent  and  In  such  manner  as  he  may  deem 
necessary  for  the  proper  observance,  safeguarding,  and  enforce- 
ment of  the  neutrality  of  the  United  States,  and  for  the  strengthen- 
ing of  the  national  defense. 

By  that  joint  resolution  it  was  proposed  if  during  a  time 
when  the  Congress  was  not  in  session  a  certain  contingency 
should  develop,  that  the  President  should  be  clothed  with 
certain  power;  but  that  has  been  entirely  dropped.  As  I  said 
the  other  day,  there  is  not  one  word  in  the  pending  measure, 
from  start  to  finish,  relative  to  training.  We  are  repealing 
the  provisions  to  which  I  have  referred,  and  are  clothing  the 
President,  without  any  further  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Congress,  with  the  right  to  order  these  men  ipto  the  active 
military  service  of  the  United  States,  and,  as  the  measure 
now  stands,  anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  or  the 
possessions  of  the  United  States,  including  the  Philippine 
Islands. 

What  for?  For  training?  Oh,  no;  not  for  training.  For 
active  military  service  to  such  extent,  with  or  without  their 
consent — and  that  meets  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court — 
and  in  such  manner  as  the  President  may  deem  necessary, 
for  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense. 

Nothing  is  said  atxsut  training.  Any  man  who  has  had 
ansrthlng  to  do  with  National  Guard  service  knows  that  these 
units  can  be  trained  under  the  provision  the  Constitution  has 
imposed  on  the  States,  according  to  the  discipline  which  the 
Congress  is  authorized  to  prescribe.  But,  aside  from  the  ques- 
tion of  policy  or  advisability,  there  are  differences  of  opinion 
as  to  that.  I  can  understand  such  differences  of  opinion,  but 
I  cannot  understand  the  proposed  unfairness  to  these  men. 
Every  one  of  them  signed  an  enlistment  blank,  and  if  I 
wanted  to  impose  on  the  Senate  I  would  read  the  oath  they 
take.  Under  the  conditions  prescribed  by  law  they  were 
ready  and  are  ready  to  go  into  the  Federal  service,  to  he 
ordered  in  when  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  declares 
an  emergency  and  declares  that  it  is  necessary  to  use  addi- 
tional troops.  Under  the  limitations  laid  down,  they  are 
ready  to  go  In;  but  those  men  sacrifice  themselves.  They 
sacrifice  their  business,  they  sacrifice  their  social  conveniences 
in  the  local  communities,  and  they  give  freely  of  themselves, 
month  in  and  month  out,  in  this  service.  Now,  by  this  pro- 
posed legislation,  even  if  it  were  wise  and  justified  as  a  matter 
of  policy,  we  are  imposing  on  these  men  duties  and  obliga- 
tions which  do  not  pertain  to  their  neighbors  next  door  who 
have  taken  no  steps  along  this  line. 
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The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator's  tiihe  on  the 
amendment  has  expired. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  shall  not  even  use  my  time  on  the  joint 
resolution,  except  to  close.  Mr.  President. 

As  I  have  said.  I  am  covering  the  same  ground  that  has  been 
already  covered  here;  but  to  me  this  proposal  is  manifestly 
unfair.  To  me  there  is  not  a  shadow  of  justification  for  it. 
My  colleagues  argue  speciously  and  with  sophistry  that  we 
must  not  create  such  a  situation  as  will  be  notification  to  the 
world  that  we  are  not  ready  to  back  up  the  superb  work  of 
Secretary  Hull  and  his  assistants,  in  connection  with  the 
other  representatives  of  the  pan-American  republics,  at 
Habana.  Nothing  can  be  further  from  the  case.  Nothing 
can  be  more  unfair  than  that.  My  colleagues.  I  say  that. 
while  I  know  they  intend  no  unfairness,  nothing  can  be  more 
unfair  than  that.  We  are  ready  to  go.  We  are  ready  to  take 
any  step  that  is  necessary  to  maintain  that  declaration  of 
principle;  and  I,  for  one.  urged  it.  I  visited  the  State  De- 
partment and  urged,  with  my  poor  power,  such  steps  as  have 
been  taken,  and  we  are  ready  to  back  them  up;  but  those 
who  advocate  this  proposal  are  doing  two  things.  They  are 
proposing  that  we  abdicate  oiu-  power  and  confer  on  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  full  power  to  go  far  beyond  the 
present  law,  and  order  these  men  anywhere  he  sees  fit.  within 
the  limitations  of  the  joint  resolution,  not  for  training  but 
for  such  purposes  as  he  sees  fit.  Perhaps  other  Senators 
want  to  do  it.  If  so.  very  well.  I  do  not.  But,  over  and 
beyond  that,  those  who  favor  such  action  are  imposing  on  a 
group  of  the  most  patriotic  and  finest  young  men  the  country 
affords,  both  in  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  and 
In  the  Reserve  Corps,  obligations  which  they  are  not  imposing 
on  the  other  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  all  very  well  to  say.  "We  have  adopted  a  policy  under 
Which  we  are  urging  these  men  to  leave  the  service."  They 
have  no  inherent  right  to  leave  until  their  resignations  are 
accepted;  and.  as  I  said  the  other  day  in  answer  to  an  inquiry 
from  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado,  the  American 
boy  does  not  live  who  is  worthy  the  name  of  American  man- 
hood who  will  sign  his  name  to  an  enlistment  blank  and  aline 
^himself  with  a  local  organization  and  go  into  training  under 
-  the  rules  laid  down.  and.  when  the  time  comes  that  there  is 
a  call  in  the  face  of  possible  danger,  hand  in  his  resignation. 
He  will  not  do  it.     American  manhood  is  made  of  finer  stuff. 

Because  of  these  two  considerations.  Mr.  President.  I  find 
myself  unable  to  support  the  proposal.  I  shall  support  the 
amendment  offered,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  adopted;  but 
whether  it  is  adopted  or  not,  I  shall  vote  against  the  pending 
joint  resolution. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  want  to  make  an  observation  and  see 
Whether  or  not  the  Senator  concurs.  As  I  understand,  the 
Senator  is  standing  firmly  on  the  provisions  of  our  Federal 
Constitution. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.    Absolutely. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  That  Constitution  was  drafted  by  men  who 
were  students  of  history,  students  of  government,  who  were 
cognizant  of  the  things  which  had  happened  in  turbxilent 
times,  in  critical  times,  and  who  sought  to  put  into  the  hands 
of  the  Congress  the  war  power.  They  did  not  mean  to  make 
a  distinction,  to  say  that  Congress  should  merely  have  the 
power  to  declare  war,  while  the  Executive  had  the  pwwer  to 
make  war.  They,  representing  the  people,  representing  the 
boys  who  would  have  to  fight  any  war,  meant,  did  they  not, 
to  put  into  the  hands  of  Congress  the  power  to  decide 
whether  or  not  war  should  be  made? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  The  Senator  is  absolutely  correct;  and 
in  addition  to  taking  that  position,  they  wrote  it  into  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  it  has  been  so  inter- 
preted by  the  courts. 

Mr.  AUSTIN,    Mr.  President,  I  hold  a  different  opinion 
"^from  that  of  the  distingtiished  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Ga- 
LKTTsl  and  that  of  the  author  of  the  amendment,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  LMr.  Asaics],  in  the  first  place,  about 


the  contract  Into  which  every  member  of  these  reserve  com- 
ponents has  entered  and  about  the  question  of  equity.  The 
charge  was  made  a  moment  ago  of  unfairness  to  these  men, 
and  a  similar  charge  was  made  yesterday  by  the  author  of 
the  amendment  in  the  following  language — I  read  from  page 
9991  of  the  Congressional  Record: 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Bfichlgan — and  this  Is  the  last 
thing  I  »hall  have  to  say — that  I  cannot  comprehend  the  Congress 
of  the  ITnlted  States  being  willing  to  entrust  to  anybody  the  power 
to  send  outside  the  domain  presided  over  by  the  Congress  and  the 
President  boys  who  enlisted  In  the  National  Guard  from  patriotic 
motives,  motives  of  State  loyalty. 

Later  on  he  said: 

We  are  drafting  a  new  law  in  reference  to  carrying  these  par- 
ticular men  into  service,  and  we  are  putting  mto  the  law  as  it 
stands  authority  to  take  them  anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. I  think  It  Is  fairly  open  to  Implication  that  in  peace- 
time the  Regular  Army  may  not  be  sent  out  of  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  tJnlted  States. 

Mr.  President,  let  the  contract  be  considered.  Here  is  the 
oath  of  the  National  Guard  man  of  the  United  States.  I  read 
from  page  95  of  the  pamphlet  entitled  "The  National  Defense 
Act:" 

1  do  hereby  acknowledge  to  have  roluntarlly  enlisted  this  ..l 

day  of 19...  blb  a  soldier  In  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 

States  and  of  the  SUte  of ,  for  the  period  of  3   (or  1) 

year...  under  the  conditions  prescribed  by  law,  unless  sooner  dis- 
charged by  proper  authority.  And  I  do  solemnly  swear  that  I  will 
bear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United  States  of  America  and 

to  the  State  of and  that  I  will  serve  them  honestly  and 

faithfully  against  all  their  enemies  whomsoever,  and  that  I  will 
obey  the  orders  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  of  the 

Governor  of  the  State  of ,  and  of  the  officers  appointed 

over  me  according  to  law  and  the  rules  and  Articles  of  War. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  t)efore  me  at  least  one  decision  of  a 
district  court  of  the  United  States,  one  decision  of  a  circuit 
court  of  appeals  of  the  United  States,  and  one  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  dealing  with  the 
relationship  of  the  member  of  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  to  his  country  under  that  contract.  In  effect 
it  is  held  that  he  is  a  part  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States, 
and.  as  such,  enjoys  the  same  rights  and  is  imder  the  same 
obligations  as  every  other  man  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  whether  he  is  a  member  of  the  standing  Army,  whether 
he  is  a  member  of  the  Organized  Reseires,  or  whether  he  is  a 
member  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States.  E\'ery 
one  of  them,  under  the  law,  until  this  joint  resolution  shall  be 
enacted,  is  bound  by  his  contract  and  his  oath  to  the  same 
degree  and  to  the  same  obligation  to  serve  on  foreign  soil  if 
ordered  to  do  so. 

What  the  amendment  as  it  stands,  and  before  it  shall  be 
amended,  does  is  to  place  a  limitation  upon  that  obligation. 
The  joint  resolution  does  not  do  what  the  distinguished 
author  of  the  pending  amendment  says,  that  is,  "We  are 
putting  into  the  law  as  it  stands  authority  to  take  them  any- 
where In  the  Western  Hemisphere." 

It  is  exactly  the  opposite  of  that.  Under  the  law  they  can 
be  taken  anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  unless  dis- 
crimination in  their  favor  is  made  by  this  joint  resolution. 
The  jomt  resolution  would  create  a  new  status  which  does 
not  exist  imder  the  law  for  members  of  the  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States  and  other  reserve  components  of  the 
Army  of  the  United  States.  They  would  be  protected  agamst 
being  sent  everywhere  else  In  the  world  where  every  other 
member  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  can  be  sent.  So 
far  as  I  am  acquainted  with  National  Guard  members — and 
I  think  I  have  quite  a  close  personal  acquaintance  with  many 
of  them — they  are  not  asking  for  this  discrimination,  and 
they  will  not  like  it  if  it  is  forced  upon  them. 

Mr.  B.ARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  referred  to  the 
joint  resolution.  He  means  the  amendment  now  pending, 
if  adopted,  would  do  that? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  amendment  now  pending  if  adopted 
would  do  that,  and  the  Joint  resolution  now  pending  does 
discriminate,  for  as  to  that  part  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  It  is  a  limitation,  and  provides  that  the  members  shall 
not  do  something.    It  is  not  an  extension  of  authority. 
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Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  would  not  the  Senator  prefer, 
then,  to  have  that  limitation  removed  from  the  committee's 
Joint  resolution? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  would. 

Mr.  LEE.     So  would  I.    I  agree  with  what  the  Senator  says. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the 
Senate  long,  but  I  desire  to  cull  attention  to  a  short  extract 
from  each  of  the  three  decisions  to  which  I  have  referred, 
showing  that  the  enlistment  of  every  one  of  these  members  of 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  contemplates  service 
on  foreign  soil.  By  their  oaths  they  undertake  to  perform 
according  to  the  law  of  the  United  States,  and  the  decision  I 
have  in  my  hand  was  a  part  of  the  law  of  the  United  States 
to  which  they  obligated  themselves. 

The  first  case  to  which  I  refer  was  decided  November  13, 
1917.  in  the  United  States  District  Court  of  the  District  of 
Delaware.  United  States  against  Stephens,  reported  in  245 
Federal  Reporter  956.  I  shall  read  a  part  from  page  959.  as 
follows: 

It  Is  not  denied,  but  conceded,  that  the  Regular  Army  as  con- 
stituting part  of  the  permanent  MlUtary  Establishment  of  the 
United  SUtes  may  be  compelled  to  render  military  service  abroad. 
But  it  Is  asserted  that  this  obligation  results  from  the  fact  that  the 
soldiers  of  the  Regular  Army  in  their  contract  of  enlistment  con- 
sent to  such  service,  and  that  without  such  consent  they  could  not 
constitutionally  be  sent  abroad  to  take  part  In  the  war.  In  other 
words.  It  is  contended  that,  however  exigent  the  demand  for  mili- 
tary operations  on  a  large  scale  In  Europe,  however  inadequate  the 
Regular  Army  to  conduct  those  operations,  the  Government  is  power- 
less In  this  dire  struggle  between  democracy  and  a  powerful  autoc- 
racy practicing  the  atrocities  of  barbarism  and  threatening  the 
freedom  of  the  world  to  compel  anyone  not  belonging  to  the 
permanent  military  forces  of  the  Nation,  to  flght  for  this  country 
in  the  only  place  where,  perchance,  his  efforts  may  be  of  avail. 
Were  such  the  case,  the  American  Nation  would  present  a  pitiable 
spectacle  of  emasculated  sovereignty.  But  I  regsu-d  the  contention 
as  utterly  unsound  The  fundamental  right  of  self-preservation 
forbids  any  construction  of  the  Constitution  so  limiting  powers  of 
Congress  essential  to  continued  national  existence. 

I  omit  part  of  the  page  and  come  down  to  this 

Mr.  WILEY.    What  judge  rendered  that  opinion? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    It  was  rendered  by  Judge  Bradford.    I  con- 
tinue to  read : 

.  The  provisions  of  the  Constitution  relating  to  the  militia  having 
''  application  only  to  the  organized  State  mllltla,  It  does  not  follow, 
from  the  lack  of  power  in  Congress  to  send  such  militia  to  flght  In  a 
foreign  country,  that  Congress  has  not  power  to  organize  the  mllltla 
of  the  United  States  and  send  it  to  any  part  of  the  globe  deemed 
best  for  the  conduct  of  military  operation.  There  is  no  necessary 
or  logical  connection  between  the  two  propositions.  The  mllltla 
of  the  United  States,  as  defined  in  the  act  of  June  3,  1916,  is  suffi- 
ciently Inclusive  to  embrace  most.  If  not  all,  of  the  individuals  com- 
posing the  militia,  organized  or  unorganized,  of  the  several  States. 
But  should  they,  by  conscription,  be  drafted  into  an  army  destined 
for  foreign  parts  they  would  necessarily  lose  the  character  of 
organized  State  mllltla,  and  t^e  Implied  constitutional  inhibition 
against  calling  out  the  organized  State  mllltla  except  to  "execute 
the  laws  of  the  Union,  suppress  Insurrection,  and  repel  tovaslon" 
would  cease  to  apply. 

There  is  more,  and  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  to  have  the 
remainder  of  the  paragraph  and  another  paragraph  inserted 
in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Brown  in  the  chair). 
Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

The  power  of  Congress  to  declare  war  and  raise  armies  Is  abso- 
lute and  paramount,  and  must  be  recognized,  even  if  the  exercise  of 
the  power  Interferes  with  the  organization  of  the  State  militia  In 
such  manner  as  to  leave  no  subject  to  which  the  inhibition  can 
apply.  That  power  Infinitely  transcends,  in  Importance,  the  re- 
tention of  organization  of  State  mllltla  with  the  result  that  It  can 
be  used  for  no  useful  purpose,  except  the  accomplishment  of  the 
three  specified  objects  within  or  substantially  wlthm  the  national 
domam. 

•  •••••• 

I  am  satisfied  that  Congress  under  the  power  to  declare  war,  to 
raise  armies,  and  do  all  things  necessary  and  proper  for  the  execu- 
tion of  that  power,  nas  full  constitutional  authority  by  conscription 
to  organize  the  mllltla  of  the  United  Stat«8  for  foreign  warfare, 
and.  as  Incident  to  the  exercise  of  that  authority,  to  provide  for 
and  enforce  the  registration  of  those  liable  to  service.  Further,  It 
does  not  appear  that  the  army  the  Government  Is  engaged  In  rais- 
ing may  not  be  used  to  "execute  the  laws  of  the  Union,  suppress 
insurrections,  and  repel  mvaslons,"  as  well  as  to  serve  abroad:  and 


it  Is  not  denied  that  for  the  former  purposes  the  mllltla  of  the 
United  States  may  be  compelled  to  register  and  render  military 
service. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  Is  a  part  of  the  contract  of  every 
man  who  took  that  oath  to  his  country. 

Here  is  another  part  of  it.  This  is  in  a  decision  of  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  of  the  First  Circuit,  Aldrich  deliver- 
ing the  opinion  of  the  court.  There  was  a  dissenting  opinion 
by  Putnam.  The  title  of  the  case  is  Sweetser  against  Emer- 
son. It  is  reported  in  Two  Himdred  and  Thirty-sixth  Federal 
Reports,  page  161.   I  am  reading  now  from  page  166: 

Under  the  theory  of  ample  Federal  constitutional  power  through 
Congress  to  organize,  reorganize,  and  discipline  the  organized  mllltla 
of  the  States,  and  upon  the  theory  of  adequate  means  of  segrega- 
tion under  the  provisions  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  June  8. 
1916,  through  military  orders,  there  are  no  obvious  reasons  for 
not  merging  those  who  voluntarily  elect  to  enter  upon  the  broader 
and  longer  service  Into  units  of  the  National  Guard  for  service  both 
within  and  beyond  the  national  boundaries;  and  under  the  same 
theory  we  see  no  reason  why  those  who  elect  not  to  enter  upon 
the  broader  and  longer  service,  but  must  serve  the  term  for  which 
they  enlisted,  may  not  be  lawfully  merged  Into  designated  mili- 
tary units  for  service  In  the  narrower  field  contemplated  by  the 
original  enlistment  within  the  Iwundarles.  and  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  national  borders  from  invasions  and  of  suppreasiiig 
Insurrection. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  several  other  paragraphs  dealing 
•with  service  abroad  by  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  them  inserted  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  without  reading. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  Is  80 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

There  is  no  occasion  to  go  much  into  the  history  of  the  earlier 
discussions  as  to  what  constitute  the  primary  mllltla,  as  distinct 
from  the  organized  mllltla,  or  much  Into  the  earlier  controversies 
as  to  the  power  of  the  President  to  use  the  organized  State  mUltla 
as  a  Federal  military  force,  because,  as  stated  by  the  learned  Judge 
of  the  district  court,  &tM  indeed  as  conceded,  unless  existing  obli- 
gations were  dissolved  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  1916,  the  petitioner 
was  bound  under  his  engagement  of  service  to  respond  to  the  call 
of  the  President  and  render  service  when  needed  to  suopress  Insur- 
rections within  the  national  domain,  or  to  repel  invasions. 

•  •••••• 

No  question  being  made  here  against  the  idea  that  the  organized 
militia  and  the  National  Guard  of  the  States,  under  laws  and  obli- 
gations existing  prior  to  June  3,  1916,  might  be  Invoked  by  the 
President  as  a  military  force  for  certain  Federal  purposes  within  the 
national  domain,  we  have  no  occasion  to  refer  to  that  aspect  of 
Government  military  strength  further  than  to  refer  to  the  power 
as  something  which  had  existence  as  a  Government  force,  to  be 
called  out  by  the  President  through  the  Governors  of  States,  and 
j  u-sed  under  military  orders  In  such  fields  as  the  prior  laws  and  the 
nature  of  the  engagement  for  service  contemplated. 

Obviously,  the  National  Guard,  as  distinctively  classified  and 
standardized.  Is  Intended  to  be  a  constituent  part  of  the  broader 
oiganlzatlon  known  as  the  Army  of  the  United  States;  but  that 
being  so  by  no  means  necessarily  carries  with  it  the  Idea  that  the 
organized  mllltla  and  National  Guard  of  the  beveral  States  may  not 
be  distinctively  recognized  as  military  forces  to  be  mobilized  under 
constitutional  mlllUry  orders,  regulations,  and  designations,  and. 
being  organized  into  military  units  for  the  unexpired  term,  may  not 
be  utilized  for  defending  the  national  bounds  and  for  suppressing 
Insurrection  wlthm. 

•  •••••• 

The  act  of  1916,  being  one  for  national  defense,  and  one  for  more 

effectual  provisions  to  that  end,  and  Congfress,  upon  it.<5  passage, 
being  under  the  weight  of  well-lcnown  existing  conditions  of  for- 
eign menace,  and  In  the  presence  of  a  recent  invasion  by  an  or- 
ganized military  body  of  armed  men  from  a  foreign  country,  the 
view  is  an  impossible  one  that  Congress  intended  to  make  it  op- 
tional with  the  whole,  or  any  substantial  part,  of  the  organized 
military  force  of  the  States,  under  obligation  to  aid  the  Federal 
Government  In  repelling  invasion  and  suppressing  Insurrection, 
to  march  or  not,  at  will.  In  furtherance  of  the  duty  which  they  liad 
previously  as.sumed.  and  for  which  they  had  been  maintained  in  part 
b>  the  Government  making  the  emergency  call  for  help. 

•  •••••• 

It  Is  our  conclusion  that  the  so-called  National  Defense  Act  of 
1916  was  Intended  to  give  greater  efficiency  and  effectiveness  to 
the  Federal  military  force,  through  classification  and  standardiza- 
tion under  military  regulations  and  orders  based  upon  existing 
rights  and  obligations,  rather  than  one  Intended  to  operate  to 
the  end  that  members  of  the  organized  mUltla.  and  of  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  the  States,  who  do  not  see  fit  to  voluntarUy  enllat 
for  a  longer  term  and  assume  the  broader  obligations  which  might 
require  them  to  go  beyond  the  national  bounds,  should  be  ab- 
solved from  the  duty  of  responding  to  the  emergency  call  of  the 
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President  and  the  mobUlTatlon  orders  of  the  Governor  to  dis- 
charge of  the  obligations  into  which  they  had  entered,  and  from 
the  narrower  service  which  they'  had  already  assumed  under 
existing  laws,  that  of  serving  a  specified  term  within  the  national 
domain  under  the  lawful  orders  of  the  President. 

It  resulu,  therefore,  that  when  the  petitioner  had  elected  not  to 
enlist  for  the  longer  term  and  for  the  broader  service,  thotigh 
not  recognized  as  distinctively  a  member  of  the  National  Guard, 
that  he  was  still  In  the  service  for  the  Federal  purposes  contem- 
plated at  the  time  he  enlisted  In  the  Massachusetts  mllltla  and 
took  the  oath  to  obey  all  laws  and  regulations  for  the  government 
of  the  volunteer  mllltla  of  the  Commonwealth,  to  obey  the  orders 
of  all  officers,  and  support  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

The  petitioner  being  hi  service  for  such  Federal  purposes,  he 
was  not  entitled  to  be  discharged  upon  habeas  corpus. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
in  dealing  with  this  subject,  referred  to  the  background  of 
this  commonplace  rule  and  understanding  and  contract.  At 
page  378  of  Two  Hundred  and  Porty-flfth  United  States  Re- 
ports. Chief  Justice  White,  rendering  the  opinion  in  the 
Selective  Draft  Law  Cases,  said  this: 

It  may  not  be  doubted  that  the  very  conception  of  a  just  gov- 
ernment and  Its  duty  to  the  citizen  includes  the  reciprocal  obli- 
gation of  the  citizen  to  render  military  service  in  case  of  need  and 
the  right  to  compel  it. 

And.  on  the  next  page,  he  points  out  one  of  the  roots  ol 
this  obligation,  of  the  principle  I  have  just  read.    I  read: 

So  also  It  Is  wholly  unnecessary  to  explore  the  situation  for  the 
purpose  of  fixing  the  sources  whence  in  England  it  came  to  be 
understood  that  the  citizen  or  the  force  organized  from  the  militia 
as  such  could  not  without  their  consent  be  compelled  to  render 
service  In  a  foreign  cotmtry,  since  there  Is  no  room  to  contend 
that  such  principle  ever  rested  upon  any  challenge  of  the  right  of 
Parliament  to  Impose  compulsory  duty  upon  the  citizen  to  perform 
military  duty  wherever  the  public  exigency  exacted,  whether  at 
home  or  abroad.  This  is  exemplified  by  the  present  English  Service 
Act. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  other  paragraphs  in  this 
opinion,  which  I  have  marked,  may  be^  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record  as  follows: 

The  act  proposed  to  raise  a  national  army,  first,  by  increasing 
the  regular  force  to  its  maximum  strength  and  there  maintaining 
It:  second,  by  incorporating  into  such  army  the  members  of  the 
National  Guard  and  National  Guard  Reserve  already  In  the  service 
of  the  United  States  (Act  of  Congress  of  June  3,  1918,  c.  134,  39 
Stat.  211)  and  maintaining  their  organizations  to  their  full 
■trength:  •  •  •  It  may  not  be  doubted  that  the  very  concep- 
tion of  a  just  government  and  its  duty  to  the  citizen  includes  the 
reciprocal  obligation  of  the  citizen  to  render  military  service  in 
ease  of  need  and  the  right  to  compel  It.  •  •  •  Because  the 
power  of  Congress  to  raise  armies  was  not  reqiiired  to  be  exerted 
to  Its  full  limit  but  only  as  In  the  discretion  of  Congress  It  was 
deemed  the  public  interest  required,  furnishes  no  ground  for  sup- 
posing that  the  complete  power  was  lost  by  its  partial  exertion. 
Because,  moreover,  the  power  granted  to  Congress  to  raise  armies 
In  Its  potentiality  was  susceptible  of  narrowing  the  area  over  which 
the  mllltla  clause  operated,  affords  no  ground  for  confounding  the 
two  areas  which  were  distinct  and  separate  to  the  end  of  confusing 
both  the  powers  and  thus  weakening  or  destroying  both. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  ThaX  was  the  law  to  which  every  member  of 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  subscribed.  If  was 
a  part  of  his  obligation  and  his  contract.  As  I  have  already 
said  in  answer  to  a  question  by  the  Senator  from  Okl£ihoma, 
I  should  prefer  not  to  start  out  at  this  time  with  a  proviso 
that  discriminates  in  favor  of  any  part  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States.  I  visualize  this  proposed  legislation  as  a 
part  of  the  great  effort  that  we  owe  to  society  to  provide  for 
national  delense,  not  merely  to  obtain  temporary  immunity 
from  war  at  this  moment,  but  having  in  view  the  futiu-e. 
Mr.  President,  which  rational  men  ought  not  to  omit  to 
consider  at  this  instant. 

I  regard  this  piece  of  legislation  a  necessary  part  of  legis- 
lation which  is  to  come  and  that  which  has  been  already 
passed  with  reference  to  setting  up  such  a  force,  such  a  mili- 
tary and  naval  establishment  in  the  United  States,  that  no 
nation  will  dare  to  attack  the  United  States  or  to  attack 
her  rights.  I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  when  it  comes  to  meet- 
ing, as  we  are  meeting  and  will  all  the  more  meet  from  day 
to  day,  the  world  revolution  which  has  overthrown  the  re- 
publics of  Europe,  our  voice  as  a  leader  of  thought  in  the 
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world,  our  voice  as  the  only  great  Nation  which  stiU  holds 
aloft  the  torch  of  liberty,  will  have  some  sanction  behind  it. 
Mr.  CHANDLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  for  a  question? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Does  not  the  Senator  distinguish  be- 
tween a  situation  where  we  are  called  upon  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  get  the  National  Guard  into  the 
Federal  service  for  the  purpose  of  training,  and  another  situa- 
tion where  we  are  in  danger  of  going  to  war  or  being  invaded? 
I  have  a  feeling  that  there  is  enough  territory  possessed  by 
the  United  States  of  America  to  train  our  soldiers  of  all 
branches  of  the  service.  I  do  not  recall  that  any  nation,  even 
any  of  the  aggressor  nati(»is.  has  used  the  territory  of  some 
other  country  to  train  its  soldiers  before  they  ever  faced  an 
emergency. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  would  answer  that  ques- 
tion in  the  affirmative.  But  let  me  make  this  reservation: 
I  regard  the  situation  as  one  of  extreme  peril.  I  do  not 
know  what  moment  there  will  be  an  explosion  in  this  hemi- 
sphere which  cannot  help  but  affect  our  country.  .Are  we 
going  to  paralyze  the  sovereigrnty  of  this  country  simply 
because  we  are  unwilling  to  trust  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  to  exercise  the 
authority  contained  in  this  proposed  act?  It  is  an  act  which 
gives  added  authority  to  the  President  over  what  he  has 
by  any  other  law.  It  says  to  him,  "Now.  without  waiting 
for  a  declaration  of  an  emergency  by  Congress,  and  without 
waiting  for  Congress  to  say  to  you  that  it  knows  the  stand- 
ing Army  is  Inadequate  for  the  purposes,  you  may  go  ahead 
and  use  the  Reserve  components  ol  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  if  necessary." 

I  do  not  expect  he  is  going  to  send  any  of  them  into  a 
foreign  land  unless  there  is  cause  for  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  has  expired. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     May  I  take  some  time  further  on  the  joint 

resolution  ?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  Is  recognized 
for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Of  course,  the  President  is  not  going  to 
war  without  cause.  What  man  would  do  such  a  thing? 
He  is  not  going  to  send  Reserve  components  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  into  a  foreign  land  unless  it  is  neces- 
sary to  do  so.  Some  one  must  have  authority  to  do  so 
instantly,  without  calling  into  session  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  Who  should  have  that  authority?  Under 
our  Constitution,  the  officer  in  whom  it  is  exclusively  vested 
should  have  it.  I  am  not  for  one  part  of  the  Constitution 
while  kicking  another  part  of  it.  I  am  for  it  ail. 
Mr.  CHANDLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr,  CHANDLER.  I  know  the  Senator  will  agree  with  me 
when  I  say  that  if  the  emergency  were  acute,  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  several  States  is  now 
in  no  position  to  perform  any  service.  The  President  would 
be  compelled  to  call  upon  the  Regular  Army,  the  air  force, 
and  the  Navy. 

When  the  call  is  for  training.  I  cannot  bring  myself  to  the 
position  of  saying  that  we  may  not  train  the  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States  in  the  United  States.     I  want  to  train 

them  as  thoroughly  and  as  speedily  as  possible. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President.  I  can  say  "Yes"  again.  The 
Senator's  statements  are  perfectly  correct.  If  that  were  all 
there  were  to  the  joint  resolution,  we  could  stand  together. 
All  we  need  to  do  by  the  joint  resolution  is  to  authorize  the 
President  to  call  out  the  Reserve  components  of  the  Army 
for  the  purjxise  of  training.  We  can  do  it.  We  tiave  the 
authority  to  do  it. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.    That  is  what  was  asked  for. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  But  that  is  not  what  we  are  doing.  We  are 
doing  much  more  than  that.  We  are  calling  them  out  with 
such  power  in  the  President  that  they  may  be  used  in  the 
service  if  necessary.    That  is  the  idea. 
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Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  do  not  lack  confidence  in  the  Presi- 
dent. I  do  not  feel  that  the  President  would  abuse  the 
authority:  but  I  am  unable  to  bring  myself  to  subscribe  to 
the  view  held  by  some  of  my  colleagues  that  we  must  neces- 
sarily be  swept  off  our  feet  if  any  portion  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  is  molested.  If  such  portions  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  are  molested  as  place  in  danger  the  rights  and 
property  of  the  people  of  the  United  States— that  is,  if  they 
are  close  enough  to  warrant  our  becoming  involved  in 
trouble — then  I  should  say,  all  right;  but  we  are  asked  to 
approve  a  proposal  to  train. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    And  more.  too. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  hold  the  view  that  we  have  enough 
territory  in  the  United  States  and  its  possessions  adequately 
to  train  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States.  Congress 
will  remain  in  session.  If  an  emergency  should  arise  which 
it  is  tjeyond  the  power  of  the  forces  which  the  President  has 
at  his  command  to  meet,  I  should  join  the  Senator  if  there 
were  danger;  but  I  cannot  bring  myself  to  the  position  of 
disagreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Colorado,  which  provides  for  calling  the  National  Guard  for 
training  in  the  United  States  and  its  possessions. 

It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  simple  proposal.  We  are  to  train 
the  National  Guard  in  the  United  States  and  its  possessions. 
We  are  not  going  to  hunt  war;  we  are  not  going  to  hunt 
trouble.  I  am  anxious  to  protect  the  Monroe  Doctrine;  but, 
the  way  it  has  spread  cut,  it  goes  too  far  for  me.  It  has 
been  extended  so  far  that  not  only  is  it  not  practicable  to 
enforce  it.  but  it  is  absolutely  impossible. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  comment  about 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  is  justified.  We  do  much  talking,  but 
little  acting.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  is  not  inflexible.  It  does 
not  require  the  United  States  to  intervene  if  one  country 
tran.sfers  land  to  another  country,  or  even  if  the  dangerous 
thuig  which  the  Monroe  Doctrine  expressly  speaks  about 
occurs,  and  an  attempt  is  made  by  a  totalitarian  power  to 
plant  its  doctrines  in  this  hemisphere.  We  have  not  promised 
by  the  Monroe  Etoctrine  to  intervene  even  in  that  case.  All 
we  have  said  is  that  such  circumstances  may  be  a  cause  for 
our  intervention.  We  are  in  the  attitude  which  America, 
thank  God.  has  always  maintained  in  her  international  rela- 
tions, with  her  hands  free  and  unfettered,  free  to  adapt  her 
action  with  reference  to  her  neighboring  nations  to  the  known 
circumstances  and  dangers.  I  want  to  have  America  always 
free.  That  is  why  I  strenuously  object  to  tsang  her  hands 
either  by  a  permanent  treaty  or  by  a  restrictive  statute. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  Does  not  the  Senator  agree  that  Trini- 
dad, for  example,  might  well  change  hands,  and  that  we 
might  be  just  as  well  off  with  Trinidad  in  the  hands  of  some 
other  power  than  the  one  which  now  holds  it?  We  should 
not  become  so  excited  sis  to  feel  that  we  must  go  to  war 
because  we  are  obligated  generally  on  the  theory  that  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  binds  us  to  the  proiMsition  that  we  do  not 
like  colonization  of  possessions  in  this  hemisphere,  and  that 
we  will  not  stand  for  it. 

Some  other  power,  which  might  not  be  any  more  unfriendly 
than  the  power  which  now  has  Trinidad,  might  take  it.  If 
that  were  the  case,  we  might  let  the  other  power  have  it 
and  not  say  a  word  about  it. 

I  think  we  should  attend  to  our  own  business  so  far  as 
we  can,  and  keep  other  nations  from  taking  possessions  which 
are  near  enough  to  us  to  cause  us  possible  trouble  and  harm. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  To  answer  the  Senator,  it  would  make  all 
the  difference  in  the  world  with  me  what  the  circumstances 
of  the  taking  of  Trinidad  were.  If  Trinidad  and  other  insular 
possessions  now  owned  and  held  by  countries  which  are 
friendly  to  the  United  States  were  to  be  taken  by  a  victor 
who  is  unfriendly  to  us,  who  has  already  commenced  the 
attack  on  us  and  on  the  Western  Hemisphere,  I  should  favor 
putting  a  stop  to  it.  I  should  favor  absolutely  preventing  it. 
I  want  to  see  the  United  States  strong  enough  so  that  if 
Germany  wins  she  will  not  try  to  take  Trinidad  or  any  other 
insular  possession  within  striking  distance  oX  the  Western 
Hemisphere. 


Mr.  CHANDLER.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  if  any 
power  should,  by  taking  Trinidad  or  some  other  possession, 
thereby  create  a  dsmger  to  us.  we  should  be  strong  enough  to 
resist. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Exactly. 

Mr.  CHANDLER.  If  trouble  comes,  then  it  were  well 
that  it  come  quickly.  I  agree  with  that;  but  we  do  much 
talking  about  how  far  we  shall  go.  I  am  not  so  certain  that 
we  are  always  right  in  agreeing  to  go  further  than  we  would 
actually  go  unless  we  were  placed  in  danger  by  the  action. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  lock  hands  with  the  Senator  on  that  state- 
ment. Let  us  not  commit  ourselves  in  our  foreign  relations 
to  such  an  extent  that  we  cannot  strike  with  all  our  might 
when  it  becomes  necessary  to  do  so. 

Mr,  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  is  familiar  with 
the  draft  law  which  was  passed  in  Canada  a  short  time  ago. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    No;  I  have  never  read  it. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  My  information  is — I  am  not  sure  about 
it.  but  I  have  it  from  a  reliable  source — that  when  Canada 
passed  the  diaft  law.  it  provided  that  the  men  should  be 
used  only  in  Canada  for  home  defense.  It  seems  to  me  we 
are  going  much  further  than  did  Canada. 

I  know  the  Senator  is  in  favor  of  conscription.  I  wish  to 
call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the  last  war.  even  when 
the  British  Empire  was  at  war,  along  about  1916  or  1917. 
Australia  actually  took  a  vote  on  the  question.  All  the  news- 
papers in  Australia  were  in  favor  of  the  draft  law.  However, 
the  question  was  submitted  to  a  referendum,  and  the  people 
Of  Australia  turned  down  the  proposal. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    That  is  hardly  in  point. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  is  certainly  in  point  so  far  as  Canada  in 
concerned.  Canada  passed  a  law  drafting  men.  and  pro- 
vided that  they  should  not  be  sent  beyond  the  borders  of 
Canada. 

Mr.  GIBSON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  I  aek  the  Senator  if  he  does  not  think  that 
when  the  National  Guard  and  Reserve  officers  are  called  out 
they  will  then  become  a  part  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
Stetes? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  do. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  After  they  have  become  a  part  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  States,  can  Congress  in  any  way  command 
them? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     It  cannot. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Then,  how  can  the  Congress  say  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  "You  may  use  part  of  yoiu- 
Army  in  this  country  and  part  of  it  overseas?"  Is  not  that 
an  unconstitutional  infringement  of  the  power  of  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  our  forces? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  is  not  the  way  I  view  the  joint  resolu- 
tion, I  have  looked  upon  it  as  I  have  looked  upon  the  two 
statutes  relating  to  calling  out  the  militia  and  ordering  out 
the  militia.  Congress  has  said,  "Mr.  President,  you  may  caU 
out  the  militia  on  condition."  As  I  understand  the  joint 
resolution,  it  is  proposed  to  say,  "You  may  call  out  the  militia 
on  another  and  different  condition."  If  that  is  a  correct 
interpretation  of  it,  we  are  not  beyond  our  powers. 

I  comprehend  the  question  asked  by  my  colleague.  It  has 
real  merit,  and  I  admit  that  I  have  not  thought  it  through. 

Mr.  aiBSON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  provision  of  the 
joint  resolution  limiting  the  service  to  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere should  not  be  in  the  joint  resolution  at  all,  because  It 
seems  to  me  that  is  an  act  of  Congress  commanding  the 
Army,  and  saying  that  the  President  may  not  use  part  of  the 
Army  outside  the  country,  or  wherever  he  sees  fit. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  appreciate  the  observation  of  my  colleague, 
and  I  thank  him. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  Reverting  to  the  interjection  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  [Mr.  WrxklkkI.  I  do  not  think  the  situa- 
tion in  Canada  is  apropos.  I  have  not  read  the  Canadian 
draft  law.  but  I  recall  reading  a  few  dasrs  ago  that  Canada  is 
training  300.000  men  for  overseas  duty.  I  do  not  know  whether 
they  are  to  be  volunteers  or  whether  they  are  going  in  under 
the  Canadian  draft  law.  But  even  if  Canada  had  passed  a 
law  of  that  sort  it  docs  not  in  any  way  approximate  our  situa- 
tion, because  Canada  has  taken  on  no  obligation  of  any  sort, 
so  far  as  I  know,  beyond  her  obligation  to  Canada  and  to  the 
British  Dominions,  of  which  she  is  a  part.  Certainly  she  has 
taken  on  no  Western  Hemisphere  obligation,  and  no  obliga- 
ion  even  to  protect  herself  against  aggression  in  other  parts 
of  the  Americas. 

I  do  not  see  the  application  of  any  Canadian  law  to  our 
situation. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  brings  out  the  point  I  was  trying  to 
make.  The  cold  fact  is  that  the  National  Defense  Act  of  1916. 
ard  its  subsequent  amendments  in  1920  and  1933.  were  all  in 
effect  when  nearly  every  man  who  is  now  a  member  of  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  made  his  contract,  and 
they  are  all  a  part  of  his  contract. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Absolutely.    That  is  the  position  I  take. 

Let  me  ask  the  Senator  then,  referring  to  the  colloquy  with 
my  colleague  with  regard  to  Trinidad,  which,  I  presume,  was 
taken  merely  as  an  example 

Mr.'  AUSTIN.  It  must  have  been,  for  there  are  many 
others. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  are  many  other  islands  in  that 
section  of  the  world,  but  let  us  take  Trinidad.  It  is  possible, 
ot  course,  that  authority  and  Jurisdiction  over  Trinidad  might 
be  taken  over  by  some  nation  for  no  ulterior  purpose,  for  its 
economic  development,  and  without  involving  any  threat 
against  any  part  of  the  Americas:  but.  under  the  Monroe 
Doctrine,  under  our  solemn  resolution  unanimously  adopted, 
and  the  policy  which  we  have  pursued  and  in  which  we  believe, 
would  it  not  be  our  duty  scrupulously  to  scrutinize  such  a 
transfer  of  authority  even  over  Trinidad,  for  how  can  we  tell, 
however  Innocently  the  transaction  might  appear  at  the  time. 
whether  in  a  year  or  two  or  in  5  years  the  use  of  that  island 

might  be  devoted  entirely  to  the  establishment  of  an  un- 
friendly base  from  which  operations  could  be  carried  on 
against  the  entire  Americas? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  we  are  on  notice;  we  have 
been  on  notice  for  a  long  time  of  the  aggressive,  dynamic  for- 
eign policy  of  the  totalitarian  states,  with  world  dominion 
as  their  objective,  and  specifically  of  their  having  entered  the 
Western  Hemisphere  and  organized  a  s3^tem  of  education,  a 
system  of  military  training,  a  system  of  depots  where  the 
exchange  of  commercial  airplanes  into  military  planes,  could 
be  made.  We  are  on  notice:  we  know  all  about  it;  and  how 
unwise,  how  imprudent  we  would  be  if  we  did  not  act.  and  act 
as  promptly  as  possible. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Let  me  also  refer  to  the  fact  that  we  can- 
not always  rely  on  newspaper  reports  as  being  accurate,  but 
I  recently  noticed  in  the  press  a  dispatch  to  the  effect  that 
negotiations  are  now  in  progress  between  one  of  the  totali- 
tarian governments  and  ofie  of  its  victims  with  reference  to 
the  transfer  of  the  island  of  Martinique,  which  is  in  as 
dangerous  position  to  the  Americas  as  is  Trinidad. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President,  I  have  finished. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President.  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  (Mr.  AsaicsI.  I 
suppose  the  reason  for  including  the  provision  in  the  joint 
resolution  providing  for  the  limitation  of  the  National 
Guard,  bmitlng  their  si^ere  to  the  Western  Hemisphere,  was 
Intended  as  a  compromise  in  order  to  quiet  the  fears  of  some 
that  we  might  be  planning  another  expeditionary  force.  I 
say  I  suppose  that  was  the  reason  for  it.  but  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  limiUng  the  field  in  which  the 
National  Guard  could  be  ordered  to  the  territory  of  the 
United  States  is  not  a  cranpromise;  it  Is  a  surrender.  It  is 
a  surrender  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  In  my  opinion,  it  would 
deal  a  damaging  blow  to  the  prestige  of  the  United  States 
at  this  time.     It  would  be  an  invitation  to  the  totalitarian 


powers  to  start  at  once  upon  the  establishment  of  military 
bases  in  South  America.  It  would  be  an  announcement  to 
the  world  that  the  United  States  has  abandoned  a  doctrine 
to  which  we  have  adhered  for  150  years,  a  doctrine  which 
the  other  nations  of  the  world  respect.  But  in  this  one 
amendment  we  would  bow  out  and  say  in  effect  to  the  totali- 
tarian powers.  "The  field  is  yours."  Then  the  totalitarian 
powers  would  l>egin  to  move  in.  They  would  establish  one 
base.  The  Nazi  disease  germ  is  like  creeping  paralysis.  It 
would  not  be  long  until  the  continent  south  of  the  Panama 
Canal  would  be  occupied  by  totalitarian  powers.  Where  , 
would  that  growing  cancer  stop?  The  place  to  stop  it  is 
before  it  crosses  the  line  into  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

In  1917  the  United  States  fought  for  the  right  of  freemen 
to  govern  themselves.  We  still  l)elieve  in  that  doctrine.  We 
have,  however,  decided  to  limit  the  territory  of  our  enforce- 
ment of  that  doctrine  to  the  Western  Hemisphere,  but  I  am 
unwilling  that  we  should  retreat  further,  draw  the  line  at 
the  Mexican  border,  and  invite  the  totalitarian  powers  to 
come  to  South  America  and  begin  there  establishing  their 
bases  from  which  to  strike  at  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  a  National  Guard  in  the  United 
States,  and  the  Federal  Government  has  spent  a  great 
amount  of  money  on  the  National  Guard.  It  Is  made  up  of  . 
the  finest  men  to  be  found  In  the  country.  Today  we  are*, 
facing  an  emergency.  If  we  are  not,  then,  in  my  opinion, 
some  Senators  who  do  not  believe  we  are  facing  an  emer- 
gency convict  themselves  of  extravagance  by  voting  money 
that  is  unnecessary  when  they  voted  billions  of  dollars  for 
national  defense  here  without  even  an  opposing  voice,  with- 
out an  opposing  vote.  If  we  are  not  facing  an  emergency, 
there  is  no  use  for  the  joint  resolution  at  all.  But  we  are 
facing  an  emergency,  and  we  want  to  give  the  President 
power  to  order  out  the  National  Guard. 

Under  the  law.  when  the  National  Guard  Is  ordered  out 
It  becomes  a  part  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  In  my 
opinion,  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  puts 
these  men  under  one  dispensation  and  the  Regular  Army  of 
the  United  States  under  another. 

Suppose,  for  example,  that  some  of  the  members  of  the 
National  Guard  are  made  a  part  of  a  military  organization 
as  oflQcers  and  an  emergency  arises  because  of  which  it  Is 
necessary  for  the  President,  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  that 
organization,  to  order  it  to  Panama:  would  it  not  be  neces- 
sary, if  this  amendment  were  adopted,  to  remove  from  that 
organization  all  the  men  who  had  come  into  the  Regular 
Army  from  the  National  Guard  under  this  measure? 

We  would  have  two  kinds  of  national  armies  if  this  amend- 
ment were  adopted. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  rejected. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President.  I  intend  to  vote  for 
the  Adams  amendment  because  it  is  my  view  that  if  the  ne- 
cessity ever  arises  to  send  the  National  Guard  outside  con- 
tinental United  States,  it  is  a  decision  in  which  the  Congress 
should  specifically  participate.  I  intend  to  vote  for  the 
pending  joint  resolution,  with  or  without  the  Adams  amend- 
ment, because  it  recognizes  the  traditional  peacetime  Ameri- 
can method  of  preparing  against  emergencies.  In  other 
words,  I  shall  support  the  joint  resolution  for  precisely  the 
same  reason  that  I  shall  oppose  peacetime  conscription  as 
a  primary  recourse  for  the  first  time  in  150  years  of  American 
history  and  tradition.  If  and  when  the  primary  and  tradi- 
tional peacetime  methods  fail — and  there  is  no  present  proof 
of  it — then  I  shall  join  In  a  resort  to  compulsion,  and  I  shall 
Join  when  there  is  yet  time.  But  It  must  be  the  last  and 
necessary  recourse,  and  not'  the  first  and  unnecessary 
recourse. 

Mr.  President,  since  I  am  supporting  the  joint  resolution, 
I  desire  to  put  into  the  Record  information  which  seems  to 
be  essential  to  quiet  the  fears  of  a  number  of  earnest  citizens 
of  the  country.  One  of  the  almost  constant  complaints  that 
have  come  to  me  in  my  m&U  is  the  fear  that  men  who  are 
taken  into  the  National  Army,  through  the  National  Guard 
or  otherwise,  will  be  deprived  of  their  voting  privilege.  I 
think  this  idea  is  very  generally  held. 
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I  have  before  me  the  George  Washington  Law  Review  for 
December  1939,  which  deals,  with  that  subject:  and  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Record  I  want  to  present  its  conclusions  upon 
the  subject. 

The  Law  Review  says  that  the  following  general  conclusions 
may  be  drawn  regarding  the  suffrage  right  of  the  soldier 
and  the  sailor: 

1.  A  soldier  or  saUor  of  the  United  States  is  not  deprived  of  his 
right  to  vote  by  reason  of  his  Federal  employment. 

There  are  one  or  two  exceptloxis  to  that  generalization. 
According  to  the  footnotes  and  the  text,  it  appears  that  Texas 
is  the  one  State  which  absolutely  has  excluded  military  men 
from  any  right  to  the  elective  franchise.  The  Law  Review 
reads  as  follows: 

Texas,  unlike  any  otlier  State,  classes  soldiers,  marines,  and 
seamen  with  idiots,  .lunatics,  paupers,  and  convicts  in  denying 
them  the  right  to  vote. 

This  clause  in  the  Constitution  apparently  was  amended 
in  1932  so  as  to  allow  reserves,  and  retired  oflBcers  and  en- 
listed men.  to  vote;  but  the  footnote  also  says  on  that  subject: 

Members  of  the  Texas  National  Guard  while  actively  employed 
In  the  service  of  the  United  States  Army,  however,  cannot  vote. 

And  apparently  the  matter  has  been  adjudicated  in  the  case 
of  Savage  v.  Umphries  vll8  S.  W.  893). 

There  Is  a  possible  argument  as  to  whether  or  not  soldiers 
and  sailors  from  the  State  of  Missouri  may  vote.  There 
seems  to  be  a  constitutional  question  which  is  unliquidated: 
but,  with  these  two  exceptions,  the  fundamental  fact  remains 
that  a  soldier  or  sailor  of  the  United  States  is  not  deprived 
of  his  right  to  vote  by  reason  of  his  Federal  employment. 

The  second  general  conclusion  presented  is  that — 

His  domicile  is  tinchanged  by  •  mere  change  of  station  of  duty, 
even  for  years. 

The  third  general  conclusion  is  that — 

He  has  the  same  right  to  make  a  change  of  domicile  as  that 
poesessed  by  any  other  citizen. 

The  fourth  generalization  is: 

If  he  is  otherwise  qualified  to  vote,  he  may  exercise  that  right 
bt  the  place  of  his  domicile.  < 

The  fifth  and  final  generalization  is  that — 

II  the  law  of  his  domicile  permits  absentee  voting,  he  may  avail 
himself  of  that  right  by  compliance  with  that  law. 

This  generalization,  in  turn,  requires  a  reservation.  Of 
course,  the  practical  privilege  of  voting  depends  entirely  upon 
whether  the  State  of  the  voter's  origin  has  an  absentee  voters' 
law,  because  except  as  the  soldier  or  sailor  could  be  released 
from  his  assignment  away  from  his  domicile  to  vote  in  person, 
he  could  vote  only  by  absentee  ballot.  Therefore,  returning 
again  to  the  footnotes  In  the  Law  Review,  it  is  important  to 
note  under  this  generalization  that  there  q»re  six  States  which 
do  not  have  absentee  ballot  privileges:  namely,  the  States  of 
Indiana.  Kentucky.  Maryland,  Mississippi.  Pennsylvania,  and 
New  Jersey.  Therefore  in  those  six  States  the  right  to  vote  of 
the  conscript  or  the  National  Guard  man  covered  Into  the 
national  service  Is  more  apparent  than  real. 

This  seems  to  be  the  situation  regarding  the  right  of  the 
soldier  and  sailor  to  vote;  and  I  have  thought  it  important 
to  spread  the  information  on  the  Record  in  view  of  the  very 
large  national  interest  in  the  subject. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  IMr. 
AdamsI. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Austin 

Bone 

BulOW 

Barbour 

Bridges 

Burke 

Barkley 

Brown 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Hale 

McNary 

Shlpatead 

Capper 

Harrison 

Ualoney 

Slattery 

Chandler 

Hatch 

Mead 

Smatbers 

Cbavea 

Hayden 

Miller 

Stewart 

Clark.  Idaho 

Herring 

Mlnton 

Taft 

Clark.  Mo. 

Hill 

Murray 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Connally 

Holman 

NorrU 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Danaher 

Holt 

Nye 

Thomas.  Utah 

OavIb 

Hughes 

0*Mahoney 

Tobey 

Donahey 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Overton 

Townaaml 

Downey 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Pepper 

Vandeafcwrt 

Prazler 

King 

Plttman 

VanWuya 

George 

La  Follette 

Radcllfle 

Wagner 

Oerry 

Lee 

Reed 

Walsh 

Gibson 

Lodge 

Reynolds 

Wheeler 

0111ett« 

Lucas 

RUSMll 

White 

Green 

Lundeen 

Schwartz 

Wiley 

Guffey 

McCarran 

Schwellenbach 

Gxirney 

McKellar 

Shcppard 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-six  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Adams]. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  If  Congress  has  faith  In 
its  Army  to  defend  the  United  States  it  should  not  hamper  Its 
planning  and  operations. 

To  properly  defend  this  country  of  ours  it  is  necessary  for 
the  Army,  in  view  of  what  has  happened  in  Europe,  to  lay 
plans  which,  if  conditions  warrant  or  demand  it,  might  neces- 
sitate elements  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  ex- 
tending its  power  to  any  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  to 
preclude  foreign  powers  from  gaining  a  foothold  in  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere. 

Time  might  be  an  essential  factor  in  frustrating  the  plans 
of  a  foreign  power  which  might  attempt  invasion  of  part  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere.  Even  1,  2,  or  3  days'  delay  might 
throw  the  advantage  to  an  enemy.  Hence,  it  would  not  be 
safe  under  some  circumstances  to  wait  for  the  action  of  Con- 
gress even  for  1  day. 

At  the  Habana  Conference  the  United  States  Joined  with 
other  American  countries  for  the  protection  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  We  should  now  reinforce  that  agreement  by 
authorizing  the  National  Ouard  to  go  anywhere  in  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere  with  or  without  the  Regular  Army. 

Thorough  protection  of  the  United  States  in  the  present 
day  cannot  be  carried  out  without  protecting  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  Prom  a  military  point  of  view  the  restriction 
contemplated  by  the  pending  amendment  would  seriously  in- 
terfere with  the  plans  of  our  armed  forces  for  the  protection 
of  the  United  States.  It  would  be  folly  to  restrict  the  plan- 
ning and  operation  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  of  which 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  Is  a  ftmdamental 
part. 

If  the  National  Guard  men  are  to  come  into  the  service  con- 
templated by  the  joint  resolution,  let  them  come  on  equal 
terms  with  the  Regular  Army  soldier  by  whose  side  they  are  to 
stand.  Let  us  not  say  to  them,  as  the  amendment  would  say. 
that  they  come  into  the  service  presumably  as  soldiers  under 
the  Nation's  flag  but  that  they  cannot  go  where  the  Regular 
soldiers  go  in  carrying  out  the  vital  policies  of  the  Nation. 
They  are  technically  full-fiedged  soldiers  in  the  Federal  serv- 
ice, but  in  reality,  under  the  amendment,  they  would  be  only 
halfway  soldiers,  so  far  as  the  real  work  of  the  Nation  may 
l>e  concerned.  I  am  sure  they  would  resent  a  discrimination 
of  this  kind. 

The  enactment  of  the  amendment  would  be  to  say  to  South 
America  that  If  Its  security  and  liberty  should  he  threatened 
by  a  European  power  we  have  deliberately  crippled  our  abil- 
ity to  come  immediately  to  its  assistance  by  the  enactment  of 
a  law  forbidding  about  half  of  our  forces  from  being  utilized 
for  this  purpose,  from  holding  back  Invading  forces  imtil 
Congress  coi^ld  decide  the  matter  of  declaring  war,  perhaps 
after  an  Interminable  debate  in  the  United  States  Senate. 
Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Assuming  that  the  Congress  passes  the  con- 
scripUon  law,  rrill  it  be  the  policy  of  the  War  Department  to 
fuse  into  the  National  Guard  part  of  the  men  who  are  taken  ^ 
in  under  the  Draft  Act? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Only  foiLthe  training  year. 


'^^^ 
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Mr.  BfflLLEIR.    The  Senator  means  only  those  who  go  into 
the  draft  will  be  fiised  into  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Not  permanently,  but  only  for  whatever 
part  of  the  training  year  remains. 

Mr.  MILLER.    But  is  It  not  to  be  the  policy  of  the  War 
Department,  and  has  it  not  already  been  announced,  that 
^    ^    they  would  use  the  ^National  Guard  as  a  nucleus  of  training? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.'  That  Is  very  true. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Then  I  am  wondering  what  the  committee 
f    ^    meant  by  Inserting  the  proviso  to  which  the  Adams  amend- 
ment  is  directed,  the  proviso  on  page  2,  lines  2  to  7.    What 
was  the  purpose  of  inserting  that  proviso  in  the  joint  reso- 
lution at  all? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    To  notify  the  administration  and  the 
■    "world  of  our  opposition  against  going  outside  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  with  the  exceptions  included  in  the  proviso,  with 
either  the  Army  or  the  Nfitional  Guard. 
.^        Mr.  MILLER.    Was  that  the  purpose  of  it? 
^        Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  was  my  purpose. 

'     Mr.  MILLER.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  would  not  have  that 
effect  if  the  administration  desired  to  send  them. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  do  not  think  the  President  would  give 
any  consideration  to  sending  our  troops  outside  the  Western 
Hemisphere  with  this  expression  of  the  opinion  of  Congress 
.in  the  law. 
^     '      Mr.  MILLER.    I  see;  it  is  to  be  taken  as  an  expression  of 
the  opinion  of  Congress? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  it. 
"     Mr.  REYNOLDS  obtained  the  floor. 

"     '  '       Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  If  the  Senator  wishes  to  address  the 
Senate.  I  shall  not  trespsiss  upon  his  tin>e. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  am  very  happy  to  accommodate  the 

Senator. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  am  pleased  to  have  the  opinion  of  the 
able  Senator  from  Arkansas  I  Mr.  Mh-lerI.  I  read  with  in- 
terest the  speech  of  the  able  Senator  from  Utah  I  Mr. 
Thomas  1.  I  listened  with  interest  and  pride  to  the  speech 
Just  delivered  by  the  able  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  SheppardI. 

As  I  view  the  proviso  on  page  2.  lines  2  to  7,  it  is  nothing 
more  than  a  pious  wish;  the  expression  of  an  earnest  hope. 
It  expresses  a  hope  in  which  I  share.  I  may  be  wrong,  but 
my  view  is  that  Congress  may  declare  war.  raise  and  support 
armies,  but  the  President  commands  the  Army.  The  Presi- 
dent is  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy  of 
the  United  States  and  may  send  the  Army  wherever  he 
chooses. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  always  yield  to  the  able  Senator  from 
Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  tell  me 
whether  he  thinks  the  Constitution  gives  Congress  the  right 
to  impose  limitations.  Congress  is  given  the  power  not  only 
to  raise  armies,  but  "to  make  rules  for  the  government  and 
regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces."  I  Should  like  to 
know  whether  or  not  that  does  not  enable  the  Congress  to 
say  to  the  President,  the  Commander  in  Chief.  "There  are 
these  limitations." 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  could  wish  that  the  able  Senator  from 
Colorado  had  addressed  his  question  to  some  Senator  more 
k,  learned  on  constitutional  questions  than  am  I;  but  to  answer 

the  able  Senator  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  I  repeat,  I  doubt 
very  much  whether  under  the  Constitution  we  may  limit  the 
evolutions  of  the  Army.  The  Army  may  be  sent  wherever  the 
President  chooses. 

Congress  declares  war.  but  the  President  conducts  the 
war.  Therefore  we  ought  now  to  be  put  on  notice  that 
when  we  vote  for  the  pending  measiu-e,  even  though  the 
amendment  of  the  able  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  AjiamsI 
should  prevail,  or  with  the  proviso  which  the  committee.  I 
believe,  wisely  incorporated,  the  President  nevertheless  would 
have  the  power  to  send  the  Army  wherever  he  chose.    In  the 


face  of  this  solemn  declaration  by  Congress,  expressed  in 
respectful  and  proper  language,  to  the  effect  that  Congress 
is  of  opinion  that  United  States  troops,  our  Army,  these  men 
here  referred  to,  should  not  be  sent  beyond  the  boundaries 
of  the  Western'  Hemisphere,  I  am  quite  certain  that  no 
President  would,  except  in  most  extreme  emergencies,  tran- 
scend this  expression  of  Congress. 

I  am  under  no  illusions;  I  know  it  is  not  binding  on  anyone. 
I  repeat  it  is  an  expression  of  opinion  or  desire  and  has  no 
effect  in  law.  While  it  is  but  an  expression  of  opinion,  it  is 
a  wise  and  a  timely  expression,  that  we  want  no  troops,  no 
American  soldiers,  sent  to  Europe. 

The  fault  I  find  with  the  proviso  is  that  it  says  that  these 
troops  shall  not  be  sent  beyond  the  limits  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  and  I  will  say,  for  the  third  time,  we  should 
define  the  expression  "Western  Hemisphere"  if  we  are  to 
use  such  phrase.  Forsooth,  able  Senators  say  that  it  is  difficult 
to  define  the  Western  Hemisphere.  That  is  all  the  more 
reason  why  Congress  should  define  "Western  Hemisphere." 

If  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  will  further  indulge 
me 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  am  not  an  expert  on  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine. In  front  of  me  is  the  able  Senator  from  Nevada  fMr. 
Patman  I ,  chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations, who  is  an  expert  on  our  foreign  relations,  who  knows 
a  vast  deal  more  about  the  Monroe  Doctrine  than  do  I. 
But  I  think  it  is  a  part  of  my  duty  to  my  constituents  and  to 
the  coimtry  that  I  say  what  I  shall  say  about  the  Monroe 
Doctrine. 

I  repeat,  the  Monroe  Doctrine  works  both  ways.  It  is  a 
two-way  street.  Too  long  have  statesmen  been  oblivious  lo 
the  fact  that  there  are  two  essential  parts  to  the  Monrce 
Doctrine.  One  part  is  that  we  will  not  permit  European 
powers  to  intermeddle  with  what  we  call  cis-Atlantic  affairs. 
The  other  essential  part  of  the  doctrine  Is  that  we  shall  not 
interfere  in  European  affairs.  Therefore.  Mr.  President,  if 
under  any  contingency,  if  in  any  circumstance,  the  troops  we 
are  discussing  or  any  other  of  our  troops  should  be  sent  to  a 
European  country,  we  would  violate  that  doctrine,  of  which 
we  have  so  frequently  and  so  stridently  spoken. 

It  does  not  require  a  trained  lawyer,  it  does  not  require  a 
person  skilled  in  logical  analysis  to  perceive  that  when  we 
send  troops  into  Europe,  if  we  do,  we  violate  the  Monroe 
Doctrine. 

Another  essential  feature  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and  one 
that  we  sometimes  forget  is — and  it  is  so  expressed  in  the 
doctrine — that  as  to  European  affairs  we  recognize  or  con- 
sider rather  the  de  facto  government.  Under  that  doctrine 
the  United  States  does  not  spin  out  the  tangled,  fine,  and 
oblique  threads  and  declare  what  is  the  legitimate,  the  de 
jure  government  in  Europe.  If  we  intend  to  observe  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  we  consider  the  de  facto  government. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  make  a  motion 
to  strike  from  the  measure  the  words  "including  the  Phihp- 
pine  Islands."  I  am  under  the  impression  that  I  would  be 
entitled  to  have  a  vote  upon  my  motion  before  a  vote  is  taken 
upon  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Parliamentarian  ad- 
vises the  Chair  that  the  motion  made  by  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  is  not  in  order  at  this  time.  The  Senator 
from  Colorado  having  accepted  that  amendment  to  his 
amendment,  it  would  be  in  order  to  move  to  strike  the  Ian-  x.. 
guagc.  to  which  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  refers,  from 
the  Adams  amendment,  but  not  from  the  Joint  resolution  ■ 
itself. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  T  make  the  motion  that  the  language  be 
stricken  from  the  Adams  amendment,  and  in  that  situation 
I  am  still  imder  the  impression  that  I  am  entitled  to  a  vote 
on  that  question,  prior  to  the  vote  being  taken  on  the  Adams 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  wishes  to  state 
the  parliamentary  situation  a  little  further.  The  Chair  takes 
it  the  Senator  desires  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  the  matter? 
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Mr.  REYNOLDS.    Yes;  I  do. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  Informed  that 
if  the  Senator  now  offers  his  motion,  it  would  take  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  CaroUna  from  his  feet,  and  the  Chair  sug- 
gests that  the  Senator  proceed  with  his  remarks  for  the 
remainder  of  his  tim.^.  and  then  make  the  motion. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.     I  thank  the  Presiding  OflBcer. 

Mr.  President,  do  I  understand  that  there  is  an  agreement 
to  the  effect  that,  regardless  of  any  circumstances,  the  Senate 
Is  to  vote  on  the  Joint  resolution  itself  at  4  o'clock? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Yes. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  That  being  the  case,  I  should  like  to 
avail  myself  of  my  20  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  has  consumed — 
or  rather  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  AshxjrstI  has  con- 
sumed— a  considerable  part  of  the  time  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  shall  take  my  remaining  20  minutes  in 
speaking  on  my  motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  has  6  minutes 
remaining.  The  Chair  feels  under  compulsion  to  recognize 
another  Senator  at  the  conclusion  of  that  time.  The  time 
the  Senator  had  was  20  minutes. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Of  course,  first,  I  wanted  to  accommo- 
date my  friend  the  Senator  from  Arizona.  In  the  second 
place,  I  was  very  happy  indeed  to  have  the  opportunity  of 
jrielding  to  him.  for  this  morning  I  made  inquiry  as  to 
whether  or  not  I  would  be  entitled  to  40  minutes  if  I  made  a 
motion  to  strike  from  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  the  words  I  have  mentioned,  and  I  was  advised  by 
someone  who.  I  take  it.  is  informed  on  parliamentary  sub- 
jects, that  in  that  case  I  would  be  entitled  to  40  minutes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  present  occupant  of  the 
chair  feels  that  he  ought  to  follow  as  nearly  as  possible  the 
request  of  Senators  to  speak  in  order.  The  present  occupant 
of  the  chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
under  that  arrangement.  He  feels  that,  in  fairness  to  other 
Senators,  he  should  not  recognize  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  the  second  time,  and  it  would  be  necessary  for  the 
Chair  to  do  that  under  the  circumstances  now.  That  would 
eliminate  other  Senators  from  consideration. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Desiring  to  weigh  this  matter  in  the 
scales  of  justice,  so  far  as  the  matter  of  time  is  concerned. 
I  should  say  that  certainly  I  beheve  I  should  have  more  than 
6  minutes,  in  view  of  the  fact  that,  laboring  under  the  im- 
pression that  I  would  have  40  minutes,  I  yielded  gladly  to  the 
Senator  from  Arizona. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  present  occupant  of  the 
chair  feels  that  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina srielded  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona  should  not  prevent 
other  Senators  from  speaking  who  have  requested  time  to 
speak. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  I  was  under  the  impression  that  I  had 
40  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Chair  holds 
that  I  shall  have  but  about  3  minutes  now.  I  wish  to  make  a 
motion  to  strike  from  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  the  concluding  words  "including  the  Philippine 
Islands."  The  purpose  of  the  joint  resolution  is  what?  It  is 
the  purpose  of  the  joint  resolution  to  strengthen  our  national 
defense.  I  say  that  our  national  defense  cannot  be  strength- 
ened by  sending  soldiers  8.000  miles  away  from  the  United 
States,  and  for  that  reason  I  make  the  motion  to  strike  from 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  the  words 
"including  the  Philippine  Islands." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tte  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Lecislativi  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  strike  from  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  the 
words,  "including  the  Philippine  Islands." 

Mr.  BARBOUR.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  recognizes  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 
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Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  wish  to  address  myself.  If  I  may,  to  my 
amendment,  which  was  merely  read  several  days  ago.  Be- 
cause of  the  parliamentary  situation,  I  have  had  no  oppor- 
tunity to  the  meantime  to  explain  it.  I  now  call  up  and 
send  the  an.endment  to  the  desk  and  ask  that  It  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  after  line  16,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  the  following: 

(b)  The  President  shall,  under  such  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  defer  training  and  service  in  the  land  and  naval  forces 
of  the  United  States  of  those  members  of  the  National  Guard 
whose  employment  in  Industry,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations 
or  employment  or  whose  work  m  engineering,  chemistry,  physics, 
medicine,  or  dentistry  are  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  Interest.  The  determina- 
tion of  each  deferment  of  training  and  service  shall  be  made  with 
regard  to  the  status  of  the  individual  and  shall  not  be  made  by 
deferring  the  training  and  service  of  individuals  by  occupational 
groups  without  regard  to  the  status  of  the  Individual  therein. 
The  President  is  also  directed  under  such  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe  to  defer  the  training  and  service  In  the  land  and  naval 
forces  of  those  members  of  the  National  Guard  in  a  status  with 
respect  to  persons  dependent  upon  them  for  support  which  renders 
their  deferment  advisable:  Provided,  That  no  deferment  for  any 
reason  shall  be  approved  except  on  application  therefor  by  an 
Individual  member  of  the  National  Guard,  in  his  own  Interest, 
and  no  deferment  from  service  shall  continue  after  the  cause 
therefor  ceases  to  exist.  The  President  shall  utilize  the  services 
of  the  National  Guard  Bureau  of  the  War  Department  In  the 
administration  of  this  subsection  (b),  and  the  decisions  of  the 
Chief  of  the  National  Guard  Bureau  shall  be  final  as  to  all  appli- 
cations for  deferment  of  members  of  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  consume  as  little 
time  as  I  possibly  can,  out  of  consideration  for  other  Senators, 
because  the  hour  of  4  o'clock,  when  we  must  vote,  is  near  at 
hand.  I  do  not  think  there  is  the  slightest  doubt  in  the  minds 
of  most  Senators,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  doubt  in  the 
minds  of  most  people,  nor  do  I  think  there  is  any  doubt  in 
the  minds  of  nearly  all  the  members  of  the  National  Guard, 
as  to  the  necessity  and  propriety  of  (?alling  out  the  guard 
under  present  world  conditions.  It  isijperfectly  obvious,  how- 
ever, from  the  lengthy  and  laborious?  discussion  that  we  have 
heard  for  many  hours  now  on  this  subject,  that  there  is  a  tre- 
mendous difference  of  opinion  among  Senators  under  what 
circiunstances  the  National  Guard  should  be  called  out  for 
training  in  the  Federal  service. 

By  the  same  token,  one  of  those  circiunstances  and  condi- 
tions undoubtedly  is  what  exemptions,  if  any,  those  who  find 
themselves  unexpectedly  thrust  into  this  unusual  position  and 
these  circumstances  should  be  granted. 

In  light  particularly  of  the  rejection  by  the  Senate  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Danaher], 
which  gave  members  of  the  National  Guard  at  least  some  time 
in  which  to  determine  what  course  they  must  pursue,  because 
of  dependents  or  other  considerations,  and  in  light  of  the  fact 
that,  as  yet,  we  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Colorado  will  be  adopted, 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  should  certainly  have  at  least  these 
limitations  in  this  measure,  because  while  undoubtedly  a  cer- 
tain niunber  of  members  of  the  guard  have  been  given  an  op- 
portunity by  State  officers  and  officials  to  retire,  and  some  of 
them  have  retired,  yet  many  have  not  been  given  a  chance  to 
do  so.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  as  of  today  the  matter  of  any 
exemptions  at  all  in  the  National  Guard  is  a  very  narrow  one. 
The  recent  order  to  adjutant  generals  of  the  States  permits 
the  discharge  of  enlisted  men  only  when  their  pay  is  less  than 
approximately  $70  a  month.  National  Guard  officers,  how- 
ever, cannot  be  discharged  because  they  have  dependents, 
although  the  War  Department  I  admit  will  probably  let  them 
resign  if  they  are  in  key  positions  in  essential  Industries. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  trying  to  obstruct  the  passage  of 
this  proposed  legislation.  I  simply  feel  that  the  approach 
and  method  of  calling  the  guard  into  the  Federal  service  is 
totally  different  than  it  was  in  1917,  when  as  a  member  of  the 
National  Guard  I  went  to  the  Mexican  Iwrder.  and  because  of 
the  very  obvious  difference  of  opinion  among  so  many  Sena- 
tors as  to  what  the  obligations  of  the  guardsmen  will  be,  I 
feel  that  my  amendment  should  be  adopted. 
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Mr.  DAVIS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Jilr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 

me? 

Mr.  DAVIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  see  how  difficult  it  is  to  get  consideration 
of  amendments.  There  is  an  amendment  pending  here  known 
as  the  Adams  amendment,  which  is  undisposed  of.  The 
amendment  just  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  not 
in  order  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  the  Adams  amendment  is 
pending.  ■* 

I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  which  I  think  will  be  unani- 
mously accepted.  If  there  is  to  l)e  any  debate  upon  It,  there 
Is  no  use  in  presenting  It.  I  offer  the  following  amendment, 
to  be  added  as  subsection  (f)  in  section  3: 

Any  member  or  the  National  Guard  may  resign  hla  statiu  within 
20  days  after  ordered  Into  the  active  military  service  of  the  United 
States  If  at  such  time  he  has  dependent  upon  him  a  wife  or  child, 
or  both,  and  baa  no  means  with  which  to  supjxnt  such  dependent 
or  dependents  except  the  wages  or  salary  he  can  earn. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  vote  on  that 
amendment  now. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  is  no  trouble  about  voting  on  the 
amendment.  The  unanimous-consent  agreement  does  not 
preclude  the  offering  of  amendments  after  4  o'clock.  While 
they  may  not  be  det)ated,  they  may  be  read  and  offered  and 
voted  upon. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  If  there  be  no  objection,  I  ask  a  vote  on 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  a  little  irregular  to  set  aside  a  pend- 
ing amendment  and  vote  on  another  amendment  when  it 
may  be  voted  upon  later. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  quite  cor- 
rect; but  the  nature  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  is  such  that  it  may  determine  how  some  Senators  may 
subsequently  vote.  It  would  be  a  most  convenient  and  happy 
clrcimistance  if  we  could  vote  on  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada  first.    It  will  not  affect  me. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  no  objection,  except  that  it  Is 
Irregular,  and  the  amendment  may  he  voted  on  later.  If  the 
Senator  wants  a  vote  upon  it  now.  I  shall  not  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Nevada?  The  Chair  hears  none. 
The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
the  amendment  is  acceptable. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  is  agreed  to. 

The  question  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  IMr.  Reynolds]  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Adams).  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  has  requested 
the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  may  the  amendment,  as 
proposed  to  be  amended,  he  stated? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  to  the 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chitf  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  to  strike  from  the  amend- 
ment the  words  "including  the  Philippine  Islands." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  a  sufficient  demand 
for  the  yeas  and  nays? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  it  occurs  to  me  that  It 
would  be  most  unfortunate  to  adopt  an  amendment  of  this 
nature  at  this  time  so  long  as  the  Philippines  are  under  our 
jurisdiction.  It  would  be  giving  notice  to  them  and  to  the 
world  that  we  have  practically  abandoned  and  lost  interest 
in  them. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
what  seems  to  me  to  have  been  a  very  sound  observation 
earlier  in  the  day  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [l£r. 
BKO¥ail,  who  now  occupies  the  chair. 


It  seems  to  me  it  would  he  most  unfortunate  for  the  Sen- 
ate to  take  action  which  might  he  construed  in  the  rest  of 
the  world  as  notice  that  although  the  Philippine  Islands 
are  still  under  our  jurisdiction  and  will  so  continue  until 
and  unless  they  shall  he  finally  freed,  we  do  not  propose  to 
do  anything  in  case  they  are  attacked  by  some  other  nation. 
For  that  reascm — while  I  hope  we  may  never  have  to  send 
any  soldiers  to  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  it  is  doubtful 
that  we  ever  shall — certainly  we  do  not  want  to  notify  the 
world  that,  regardless  of  what  happens,  we  are  unwilling  to 
discharge  our  obligation  so  long  as  the  Philippines  are 
under  our  jurisdiction. 

I  hope  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  will  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Reynolds]  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  now  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Col- 
orado [Mr.  Adams]. 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  najrs. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  ques- 
tion I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Tydincs].  I  imderstand  that  If  he  were  present  and 
voting  he  would  vote  as  I  shall  vote.   I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass  1.    I  am 

Informed  that  if  present  and  voting  he  would  vote  "nay."  If 
I  were  at  liberty  to  vote  I  should  vote  "yea."  I  withhold  my 
vote. 

Mr.  TAFT  (when  his  name  was  called) .  On  this  question 
I  have  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Bn.Bo  ] .    Not  knowing  how  he  would  vote,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MILLER.  My  colleague  [Mrs.  Caraway]  is  necessarily 
detained  from  the  Senate.  I  understand  that  if  she  were  pres- 
ent she  would  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  HILL.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Bankhead]  Is  absent  on  im- 
portant public  business.  I  am  informed  that  if  he  were  pres- 
ent he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  annoimce  the  following  pairs  on  this 
question: 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George],  who  would  vote 
"yea,"  with  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smathers], 
^ho  would  vote  "nay":  and 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Herring],  who  would  vote 
"yea",  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  who 
would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  ConnallyI  is  alosent  on  offi- 
cial business.    If  present,  he  would  vote  "nay." 

The  Senators  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George  and  Mr.  Russell] 
are  members  of  the  committee  to  attend  the  funeral  of  the 
late  Representative  Qibbs.  and  are  therefore  necessarily 
absent. 

The  following  Senators  are  necessarily  absent : 
The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  BAttEY],  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Bn.Bo],  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mrs.  Caraway],  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  EllenderI. 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass!,  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Herring],  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  MeaoI, 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Smathers  1.  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Smith],  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Tru- 
man], the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr,  Tydings],  and  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Van  NtJYs]. 
The  result  was  annoimced — yeas  38,  nays  39,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 38 

Chandler 
Clark,  Idaho 


1940 


Adams 

Andrews 

Barbour 

Bone 

Brown 

Bulow 

Byrd 


Clark.  Mo. 
Danaber 
Donahey 
Downey 


Fraxler 
OUlette 
Holt 
Johnson,  Calif. 
Johnson.  Colo. 
La  Ft}llette 
Lundeen 


McOuran 
McNary 

Maloney 

Murray 

NorrU 

Nye 

Reed 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


10067 


Reynolds 

Thonriaa.  Idaho       Vardenberg 

Wheeler 

Battery 

Tobey 

Walsh 

White 

Stewart 

Townaend 

NAYS— 39 

Aahurst 

Green 

King 

Plttman 

Austin 

Ouffey 

Lee 

Radcliffe 

Barkley 

Oxirney 

Lodge 

Schwarta 

Bridges 

Hale 

Lucas 

Schwcllenbach 

Burke 

Harrison 

McKellar 

Shcppard 

Byrnes 

Hatch 

Miller 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Chavez 

Hayden 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Utah 

DSTU 

Hill 

O'Mahoney 

Wagner 

Oerry 

Holman 

Overton 

WUcy 

Gibson 

Husti^ 

Pepper 

NOT  VOTINa — 19 

Bailey 

Ellender 

Neely 

Taft 

Bankhead 

George 

Russell 

Truman 

BUbo 

Glass 

Sbipstead 

Tjdlngs 

Caraway 

Herring 

Smathers 

Van  Nuys 

Connaliy 

Mead 

Smith 

So  Mr.  Adams*  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  move  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that, 
under  the  order,  the  Senate  is  compelled  to  vote  now  finally 
upon  the  joint  resolution.  I  do  not  insist  upon  the  motion  to 
reconsider. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  motion  is  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     Very  well. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment.  I   ' 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  the  amendment 
which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Before  the  amendment  is 
stated,  the  Chair  will  state  that  there  will  be  no  opportunity 
to  discuss  amendments  now  offered.  Therefore,  the  Chair 
requests  Iwth  the  Senate  and  the  occupants  of  the  galleries  to 
preserve  the  best  of  order,  so  that  Senators  may  understand 
the  amendments  as  they  are  read.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment  offered]  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

The  Chief  Clerio  On  page  4.  after  line  17,  following  sec- 
tion 3,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following  new  section: 

Sec.  4.  (a)  The  benefits  of  the  Soldiers  and  Sailors  Civil  Relief 
Act.  approved  March  8.  1918.  are  hereby  extended  to  all  National 
Guard.  Reserve,'  and  retired  personnel  ordered  Into  the  active 
military  service  under  authority  of  this  Joint  resolution,  so  long 
as  such  personnel  are  in  such  service  and  for  60  days  thereafter, 
and  except  as  hereinafter  provided,  the  provisions  of  such  act 
shall  be  effective  for  such  purposes. 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section — 

(11  the  following  provisions  of  such  act  of  March  8,  1918,  shall 
be  inoperative:  Section  100:  and  paragraphs  (1).  (2).  and  (5)  of 
section  101;  article  4;  article  5;  paragraph  (2)  of  section  601;  and 
section  603. 

(2)  the  term  "persons  In  military  service."  when  used  In  such 
act.  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  persons  ordered  Into  the  active  mili- 
tary service  unde'  the  authority  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

(3)  the  term  "period  of  military  service,"  when  used  In  such  act, 
when  applicable  with  respect  to  any  person,  shall  be  deemed  to 
mean  the  period  beginning  with  the  date  on  which  such  person 
Is  ordered  into  such  active  military  service  and  ending  with  the 
date  on  which  he  is  relieved  from  such  service. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Illinois 
will  state  his  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Am  I  to  understand  that  imder  the  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  which  was  entered  into  earlier 
today  the  Senate  must  now  vote  on  the  amendment  which 
has  just  been  read  without  further  debate  or  any  information 
about  it  at  all? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  Is  correct  in  his 
statement.  Under  the  imanimous-consent  agreement  the 
Senate  must  vote  at  4  o'clock  on  all  amendments  and  on  the 
joint  resolution  itself  without  further  debate. 

Mr.  OVERTON.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Would  it  be  in  order  for  the  Chair  to 
advise  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  an  explanation  of  this 
amendment  was  made  earlier  this  afternoon  by  me,  as  ita 
author;  that  It  was  accepted  by  the  Senator  from  Texas, 
who  has  charge  of  the  joint  resolution;  and  that  other  Sen- 
ators commented  on  it? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  believes  the  Sen- 
ator from  Louisiana  is  out  of  order  in  attempting  to  explain 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  OVERTON.     A  further  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  if 
this  amendment  is  acceptable  to  him? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     It  is.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Regular  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Both  the  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana and  the  Senator  from  Texas  are  out  of  order. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  IMr.  OvehtonI. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARBOUR.  I  now  call  up  the  amendment  which  I 
have  discussed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  after  line  16.  It  is  proposed 
to  insert  the  following: 

(b)  Tlie  President  ahall.  under  such  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  defer  training  and  service  in  the  land  and  naval  forces 
of  the  United  States  of  those  members  of  the  National  Guard 
whose  employment  in  Industry,  agriculture,  or  other  occupationB 
or  employment  or  whose  work  in  engineering,  chemistry,  physics, 
medicine,  or  dentistry  are  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest.  The  determination  of 
each  deferment  of  training  and  service  shall  be  made  with  regard 
to  the  status  of  the  individual  and  shall  not  be  made  by  deferring 
the  training  and  service  of  individuals  by  occupational  groups 
v,-ithout  regard  to  the  status  oX  the  individual  therein.  The 
President  is  also  directed  under  such  regulations  as  he  may  pre- 
scribe to  defer  the  training  and  service  in  the  land  and  naval 
forces  of  those  members  of  the  National  Guard  In  a  status  with 
respect  to  persons  dependent  upon  them  for  support  which  renders 
their  deferment  advi.sable:  Proiudcd^  That  no  deferment  for  any 
reason  shall  be  approved  except  on  application  therefor  by  an 
Individual  member  of  the  National  Guard,  in  his  own  interest, 
and  no  deferment  from  service  shall  continue  after  the  cauae 
therefor  ceases  to  exist.  The  President  shall  utilize  the  services 
of  the  National  Guard  Bureau  of  the  War  Department.  In  the 
administration  of  this  subsection  (b),  and  the  decisions  of  the 
Chief  of  the  National  Guard  Bureau  shall  be  final  as  to  all  applica- 
tions  for   deferment   of   members   of   the   National   Guard. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Barbour]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  a  motion 
to  recommit  with  instructions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  motion  will  be  stated  by 
the  clerk. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  moves  to  re- 
commit Senate  Joint  Resolution  286  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  with  Instructions  to  report  it  back  forthwith 
with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

On  page  2.  line  5.  strike  out  the  remainder  of  section  1  brginnlng 
with  the  words  "Western  Hemisphere"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following:  "continental  United  States  and  Territories  and  poaaes- 
slons  of  the  United  States." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark  1. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  ques- 
tion I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Tydincs].  I  am  informed  that  if  he  were  present  he 
would  vote  "nay."  If  I  were  at  liberty  to  vote.  I  should  vote 
"yea."    I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  Making 
the  same  announcement  as  before,  I  withhold  my  vote.  I 
announce  that  if  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Glass),  with  whom  I  am  paired,  were  present  he  would  vote 
"nay."    If  I  were  at  lil)erty  to  vote.  I  should  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  STEWART  (when  his  name  was  called).  This  is  a 
motion  to  recommit,  not  a  motion  to  reconsider? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  is  correct. 


.-* 


10068 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


August  8 


Mr.  STEWART.  A  parliamentary  Inquiry,  if  I  may  make 
It.  U  the  motion  prevails,  that  means  that  the  joint  resolu- 
tion goes  back  to  the  committee  entirely? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentar:* 
irquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  motion  to  recommit  directs 
the  committee  to  report  forthwith.  Is  it  not  correct  that 
under  the  instruction  to  report  forthwith  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  is  under  an  obligation  to  get  up  immediately  and 
present  the  report  in  accordance  with  the  instructions  of  the 
Senate?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Missouri 
correctly  states  the  parliamentary  situation. 

Mr.  STEWART.     I  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  TAFT  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  question 
I  have  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Bilbo].  I  am  advised  that  if  he  were  present  he  would  vote 
"nay."  If  I  were  at  liberty  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "yea."  I 
withhold  my  vote. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Florida 
I  Mr.  Andrews  I.  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  I  Mr. 
Bailey],  the  Senator  from  Alabama  I  Mr.  BankheadI,  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Bilbo],  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mrs.  Caraway),  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  TMr. 
EllenderI,  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa  [Mr.  Herring],  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Neely],  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smathkks],  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith  I, 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Truman),  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Van  Ntrvs],  and  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Tydincs]  su-e  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  ConnallyI  is  absent  on 
official  business.  If  present,  he  would  vote  "nay"  on  this 
question. 

The  Senators  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George  and  Mr.  Russell] 
are  absent  in  attendance  upon  the  funeral  of  the  late  Repre- 
sentative GiBBS.  of  Georgia. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  31,  nays  45,  as  follows: 

YEAS — 31 


Adams 

Clark.  Mo. 

La  PoUette 

Reynolds 

Barbour 

Danaher 

Lundeen 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bone 

Davis 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Bulow 

Donabey 

McNary 

Townsend 

Byrd 

XJiUette 

Maloney 

Vandenberg 

Capper 

Holt 

Norrls 

Walsh 

CbancUer 

Johnaon.  Calif. 

Nye 

Wheeler 

ClATk,  Idaho 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Eteed 

NAYS— 45 

Aaliurst 

Oufley 

Lucas 

Schwellenbach 

Austin 

Oumey 

McKellar 

Sheppard 

Barkley 

Hale 

Mead 

Slattery 

Brtdtw 

Harrison 

Miller 

Stewart 

Brown 

Hatch 

Minton 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Burke 

Hayden 

Murray 

Thomas,  Utah 

Byrnes 

HIII 

O'Mahoney 

Wagner 

ChATes 

Holman 

Overton 

White 

Downey 

Hughes 

Pepper 

WUey 

QfTTJ 

King 

Plttman 

OllMon 

Lee 

Radcllffe 

Oreen 

Lodge 

Bchwartz 

NOT  VOTINO— ao 

Andrews 

ConnAlly 

Herring 

Smith 

Bailey 

Slender 

Neely 

Taft 

Bankbead 

Prazler 

Russell 

Truman 

Biibo 

Oeorge 

Shlpstead 

Tydlngs 

Caraway 

Glass 

Bmathers 

Van  Nuys 

8o  the  motion  of  Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  to  recommit  with 
lilstructions  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  joint  resolution  is  open 
to  further  amendment.  If  there  be  no  further  amendment 
to  be  proposed,  the  question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading  and  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  joint  resolution  having 
been  read  three  times,  the  question  is.  Shall  it  pass? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  pas- 
sage of  the  joint  resolution. 


The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  OVERTON  (when  Mr.  Ellenders  name  was  called). 
My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellkn- 
DER]  is  detained  from  the  Senate  on  important  business.  I 
I  am  advised  that  if  present  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  FRAZIER  <when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  ques- 
tion I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Tydings].  I  understand  that  if  he  were  present  he 
would  vote  "yea."  If  I  were  at  liberty  to  vote  I  should  vote 
"nay."    I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  BYRD  (when  Mr.  Glass's  name  was  called >.  My  col- 
league the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass  J  is  un- 
avoidably absent.  I  am  instructed  to  say  that  were  he  pres- 
ent he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  am 
paired  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass! 
and  therefore  withhold  my  vote.  I  am  informed  that  if  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  were  present  he  would  vote  "yea."  If 
at  liberty  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  TAFT  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  question 
I  am  paired  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Bilbo  1.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  he  would  vote  as  I  am 
about  to  vote.  I  therefore  am  at  liberty  to  vote  and  vote 
"yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded, 

Mr.  MILLER.  My  colleague  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mrs.  Caraway]  is  unavoidably  detained.  If  present  she 
would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  HILL.  My  colleague  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Bankhead)  is  detained  on  important  public  business.  If 
present  and  voting  he  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey],  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Bilbo],  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connally],  the  Sena- 
tor from  Iowa  I  Mr.  Herring],  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Neely],  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  (Mr. 
Smathers],  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Truman],  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tydincs],  and  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Van  Nuys]  are  necessarily  detained  from 
the  Senate.    If  present  all  these  Senators  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senators  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George  and  Mr.  Russell! 
are  al>sent  in  attendance  upon  the  funeral  of  the  late  Repre- 
sentative Gibes.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  and  voting 
they  would  vote  "yea." 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  is  neces- 
sarily absent.  He  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey [Mr.  Smathers  J.  If  present  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey would  vote  "yea,"  and  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
would  vote  "nay." 

The  result  was  announced — jreas  71,  nays  7,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 71 


Adams 

Downey 

Lodge 

fVhwartz 

Andrews 

Gerry 

Lucas 

Schwellenbach 

Ashurst 

Gibson 

McCarran 

Sheppard 

Austin 

Oreen 

MrKellar 

Slattery 

Barbour 

Gufley 

McNary 

Stewart 

Rarkley 

Gumey 

Maloney 

Taft 

Bone 

Hale 

Mead 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bridges 

Harrison 

Miller 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Brown 

Hatch 

Minton 

Thomas,  Utah 

Burke 

Hayden 

Murray 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Hill 

Norrls 

Townsend 

Birrnes 

Holman 

O'Mahoney 

Vandenberg 

Capper 

Hughes 

Overton 

Wagner 

Chandler. 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Pepper 

Walsh 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Plttman 

Wheeler 

Clark.  Idaho 

King 

Radclllle 

White 

Clark.  Mo. 

LaFoUette 

Reed 

'     Wiley 

D»vls 

Lee 

Reynolds 

NAYS— 7 

Bulow 

Donahey 

Holt 

Nye 

Danaher 

Gillette 

Lundeen 

NOT  VOTINO— 18 

Bailey 

Blender 

Neely 

Trumaa 

Bankbead 

nwder 

Russell 

Tydlasi 

Bilbo 

George 

Shlpstead 

VanMvys 

Caraway 

Glass 

Smathers 

Connally 

Herring 

Smith 
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I      So  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  286)  was  passed. 


SENATOR  HIRAM  JOHNSON 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Mr.  President,  during  all  the  years  of  my 
public  life,  and  many  years  before  coming  to  Washington,  I 
have  had  the  most  profound  admiration  for  that  stalwart, 
lilDeral-minded  statesman,  the  senior  Senator  from  California, 
Hiram  Johnson.  Our  association  together  in  the  Senate  has 
been  a  source  of  great  inspiration  to  me.  At  all  times  he  has 
been  most  generous,  gifted  in  speech,  devoted  to  the  Consti- 
tution, strong  for  the  right  as  he  has  seen  the  right,  and  loyal 
to  the  United  States  in  a  way  that  has  made  his  name  a  last- 
ing symbol  of  faithful  love  of  country. 

It  was  therefore  with  more  than  ordinary  interest  that  I 
read  the  article  by  David  Lawrence  in  the  Evening  Star  of 
last  evening,  August  7.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
article  be  printed  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of  August  7,  1940] 
Johnson  Defended  as  Liberal — Roosevelt  Remark  Untobttjnate, 

WarrEB  Holds 
(By  David  Lawrence) 

President  Roosevelt  often  makes  Impromptu  remarks  in  his  press 
conferences,  which  on  further  reflection  he  doubtless  would  not 
make,  and  one  of  there  t«  the  tinfortunate  comment  to  the  effect 
Senator  Johnson  cf  California  Is  no  longer  a  liberal. 

It  so  happens  that  Mr.  Johnson  is  up  for  reelection  and  Is  a  can- 
didate m  both  the  Republican  and  Democratic  primaries  on  August 
27  It  so  happens  also  that  all  the  five  candidates  are  entered  in 
both  primaries,  a  circumstance  made  possible  by  California's  pe- 
culiar priniarj-  laws  It  so  happens  also  that  Senator  Johnson  In  1934 
In  this  way  won  both  the  Republican  and  the  Democratic  nomina- 
tions and  it  would  not  be  at  all  surprising  If  he  repeated  that  per- 
formance this  month. 

The  reason  le  simple:  Hikam  Johnson  Is  the  greatest  liberal  In 
American  public  life  today.  No  man  can  match  his  record.  His 
career  as  Governor  of  CaUfomla  as  a  foe  of  the  political  machines 
and  twsses  has  been  followed  by  23  years  in  the  United  States 
Senate,  during  which  he  has  supported  liberal  legislation  Irrespective 
of  which  party  sponsored  it. 

Speciflcally  under  the  New  Deal  regime,  the  Califomia  Senator 
voted  for  the  social-security  law.  the  securities  and  exchange  laws, 
and  the  Wagner  labor  relations  law.  as  well  as  for  a  lot  of  minor 
measure*  of  a  progressive  nature  sponsored  by  the  administration. 
The  greatest  act  of  liberalism,  however,  to  the  Senator's  credit  was 
his  refusal  to  vote  for  a  bill  that  would  have  permitted  the  President 
to  pack  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  In  the  year  1987. 
It  turned  out  that  Mr.  Roosevelt  was  able  In  subsequent  years  by 
means  of  vacancies  to  place  five  men  on  the  Supreme  Bench,  but  as 
for  the  Court  bill  Itself  Hikam  Johnson's  record  is  as  clear-cut  as  any 
progressive  could  wish. 

isolationist   ATTTrtTDE 

The  President  may  have  been  thinking  about  Mr.  Johnson's 
vigorous  opposition  to  the  court  blU.  because  of  which  other  Sena- 
tors were  designated  for  "purge"  In  the  1938  primaries  by  the  New 
Dealers,  or  he  may  have  been  thinking  about  the  Callfornlan's  well- 
known  Isolationist  attitude. 

This  correspondent  has  never  agreed  with  Senator  Johnson's 
views  on  foreign  policy  and  has  written  again  and  again  that  the 
Johnson  Act,  forbidding  credits  to  foreign  countries  defaulting  on 
war  debts  was  a  mistaken  piece  of  legislation,  but  differences  of 
opinion  on  foreign  questions  are  by  no  means  determinative  of 
whether  a  man  Is  a  conservative  or  a  liberal  or  whether  he  is  a 
friend  of  the  common  people  or  of  the  seekers  after  special 
privilege.  ,        . 

Senator  Johnson  has  maintained  his  convictions  and  his  prin- 
ciples against  any  and  aU  overtures  from  pressure  groups.  The 
Senator  takes  his  stand  and  fights  honorably  for  his  views.  He  is 
highly  regarded  by  his  colleagues  In  the  Senate  because  of  his 
fearlessness  and  his  Independence  of  spirit.  It  would  be  a  drab 
world  if  everybody  in  Washington  agreed  on  everything  and  it 
would  hardly  be  a  liberal  government  If  the  legislators  were  nicked 
for  public  office  through  the  influence  of  the  Chief  Executive,  the 
retention  of  whose  favor  alone  would  then  be  a  factor  in  the  oppor- 
ttmlty  of  a  public  man  to  win  reelection. 

A  nXTXntS  IN  SENATE 

Senator  Johnson  is  as  much  a  flxttire  In  the  United  States  Senate 
as  anybody  who  has  been  there  in  the  last  60  years.  He  can  be 
counted  on  to  fight  against  tyranny  or  despotism,  whether  it  arises 
from  the  political  Ixieses  or  the  Government  bosses.  He  is  alert  at 
73 — Just  as  much  if  not  more  so  than  the  present  Secretary  of  War 
recently  appointed,  who  is  73. 

The  test  of  a  statesman  Is  not  whether  he  originates  a  lot  of  laws 
or  puts  into  effect  the  bills  of  special  groups,  however  benevolent 
their  purposes.  It  is  whether  a  legislator  stands  on  guard  against 
the  influences,  beneficent  or  otherwise,  which  sap  the  economic 
vitality  of  the  Nation  and  the  Integrity  of  government  itself. 

Senator  Johnson  is  one  of  those  watchdogs  of  human  liberty, 
who  can  he  counted  on  to  put  aside  the  plaudits  of  the  moment 
for  what  he  believes  in  the  long  run  Ls  for  the  best  InteresU  of  his 


country.  My  own  prediction  Is  that  the  people  of  California  wUI  - 
repudiate  the  Idea  that  Senator  Johnson  isn't  liberal  by  renomi- 
nating and  reelecting  him  for  another*  6  years.  There'll  be  neither 
fascism  nor  communism  in  the  American  Government  so  long  as 
Hiram  Johnson  can  raise  his  powerful  voice  in  the  United  States 
Senate 

REGUI-ATION  OF  INVESTMENT  COMPANIES  AND  ADVISERS 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  10065,  Calendar 
No.  2111. 

Mr.  McNARY.    May  the  Utle  of  the  bill  be  read? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  bill  will  be  read  by  title. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (H.  R.  10065)  to  provide  for  the 
registration  and  regulation  of  investment  companies  and 
investment  advisers,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President,  that  Is  a 
debatable  question,  is  it  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  is.  The  Senator  _from 
California  is  recognized. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President,  is  the  bill 
the  one  in  relation  to  increasing  the  capital  of  the  R.  F.  C? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Oh,  no;  I  told  the  Senator  I  would  not 
bring  that  bill  up  unless  I  consulted  with  him.  This  is  a  bill 
which  has  already  passed  the  House  of  Representatives  by 
imanimous  vote.  It  provides  for  the  regulation  of  invest- 
ment trusts  and  investment  advisers. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Califomia.    I  am  not  interested  in  that. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  It  is  not  the  bill  to  which  the  Senator 
refers. 

Mr.   McNARY.    Was  there   a   unanimous  report   by   the 

committee? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes.  This  bill  is  the  result  of  4  weeks  of 
hearings,  at  the  conclusion  of  which  the  industry  and  the 
8.  E.  C.  sat  down  together,  and,  after  consideration  for  3 
weeks,  agreed  upon  its  terms  and  provisions.  I  do  not  know 
of  any  opposition  anywhere  in  the  investment-trust  Industry; 
and  the  industry  today  is  urging  the  proposed  legislation  even 
more  strongly  than  is  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr,  President,  the  only  question  I 
have  heard  raised  is  from  the  so-called  investment  counsel. 
Does  the  Senator  say  that  they  also  are  for  the  bill? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  There  was  originally  some  opposition  as 
to  some  detailed  provisions.  The  Commission  conferred  with 
the  investment  advisers,  as  it  did  with  the  investment  trusts, 
and  they  have  agreed  on  the  iwroposed  legislation,  I  assure  the 
Senator.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  (H.  R.  10065)  to  provide  for  the  registration 
and  regulation  of  investment  compwinies  and  investment  ad- 
visers, and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill  is  open  to  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  offer  an 
amendment  which  is  really  separate  from  the  regulation  of 
the  investment  trusts.  It  would  liberalize  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933.  This,  too,  has  been  agreed  upon  by  the  National 
Association  of  Security  Dealers,  the  Investment  Bankers  Asso- 
ciation, and  the  S.  E.  C.  I  have  been  instructed  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency  to  present  the  amendment. 
It  relaxes  the  present  provision  that  20  days  must  elapse  after 
an  application  for  registration  has  been  made  before  the 
securities  may  be  sold. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Califomia.  Mr.  President,  we  have  been 
unable  to  hear  on  this  side,  and  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the 
amendment  is  to  the  30-day  clause. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  amendment  is  sought — and  I  think  it 
is  a  very  fair  amendment — by  the  security  dealers  and  invest- 
ment bankers  of  the  country,  and  by  the  Securities  and  Ex- 
change Commission,  in  a  joint  statement,  which  I  will  offer 
for  the  Record.  It  is  a  very  simple  amendment.  The  present 
law  is  absolutely  rigid  and  automatic.  An  issuer  must  wait 
20  days  after  filing  his  registration  statement  before  he  can 
offer  his  securities  for  sale.    The  amendment  vesta  discretion 
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in  the  S.  E.  C.  so  that  an  earlier  date  may  be  fixed  in  appro- 
priate cases,  subject  to  appropriate  standards  set  forth  in  the 
amendment.    That  is  all  it  would  do. 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendment. 

The  Chief  Clehk.  At  the  end  of  the  bill,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  the  following  new  section : 

TTTIX    ni.    AMXNDMXMT    OF    SXCUKITIES    ACT   OF    1933 

Sec.  301.  Section  8  (a)  of  the  Sectirlties  Act  of  1933,  as  amended. 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  ^  »       # 

-Sec  8  (a)  Except  as  hereinafter  provided,  the  effective  date  or 
a  reflitratlon  statement  shall  be  the  twentieth  day  after  the  filing 
theraof  or  such  earlier  date  as  the  Commission  may  determine, 
having  due  regard  to  the  adequacy  of  the  Information  respecting 
the  Issuer  theretofore  available  to  the  public,  to  the  facility  with 
which  the  nature  of  the  securities  to  be  registered,  their  relation- 
ship to  the  capital  structure  of  the  Issuer  and  the  rights  of  holders 
thereof  can  be  understood,  and  to  the  public  interest  and  the  protec- 
tion of  investors.  If  any  amendment  to  any  such  statement  is  filed 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  such  statement,  the  registration  state- 
ment shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  filed  when  such  amendment  was 
nied-  except  that  an  amendment  filed  with  the  consent  of  the  Com- 
mission, pr(or  to  the  effective  date  of  the  registration  statement,  or 
flJed  pursuant  to  an  order  of  the  Conunlsslon,  shall  be  treated  as 
a  part  of  the  registration  statement." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  before  us.  which  covers 
178  pages,  was  prepared  by  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  and  it  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Currency.  Much  opposition  was  expressed  by  mem- 
bers of  different  investment  trusts,  and  then  the  i)ill  was 
referred  to  the  Investment  Trust  Association  and  the  Securi- 
ties and  Exchange  Commission,  and  various  modifications 
were  made  by  the  Commission  which  were  satisfactory  to 
the  Investment  Trust  Association.  I  do  not,  therefore,  wish 
to  oppose  the  bill.  Yet  I  should  not  like  to  permit  the  bill 
to  go  through  without  expressing  my  opposition  to  this  type 
ol  legislation. 

There  have  been  many  abuses  in  connection  with  invest- 
ment trusts,  and  I  think  there  should  be  a  regulation  of  such 
trusts.  I  believe  that  a  simple  control  bill,  by  which  ihey 
might  be  subjected  to  the  same  kind  of  investigation  to  wh:ch 
banks  are  subjected  from  time  to  time,  and  required  to  make 
an  official  statement,  and  the  prohibition  against  three  or 
four  of  the  practices  which  are  obviously  in  many  cases  al- 
ready criminal,  in  which  many  of  the  less  responsible  trusts 
have  engaged,  would  be  sufficient. 

I  dislike  very  much  the  practice  of  giving  infinite  and  all 
kinds  of  discretionary  power  to  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  power  to  tell  c  man  how  he  shall  conduct  his 
business,  what  kind  of  directors  he  shall  have,  how  his  busi- 
ness generally  shall  be  operated  in  detail. 

Incidentally,  the  bill  in  effect  is  practically  a  provision  for 
a  Federal  incorpwration  of  investment  trusts,  because  the 
provisions  dealing  with  the  kind  of  securities  which  may 
be  issued,  and  the  kind  of  corporate  set-up  an  investment 
tnist  may  have,  are  so  detailed  that,  as  a  practical  matter,  we 
are  saying  to  this  kind  of  company  exactly  how  it  shall  in- 
corporate, what  kind  of  stock  it  shall  have,  and  what  kind  of 
stock  it  shall  not  have. 

It  seems  to  me  the  justification  for  the  bill  would  extend 
also  to  a  general  Federal  regulation,  in  fact,  incorporation,  of 
insurance  companies,  which  are  very  much  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  Investment  trusts,  although  there  have  not  been  the 
same  abuses  which  have  occurred  in  that  field. 

For  these  reasons  I  do  not  like  to  let  the  bill  go  through 
without  expressing  my  opposition  to  this  general  tjiJe  of 
legislation.  Yet  I  certainly  admit  the  fact  that  the  trusts 
should  be  regulated,  and  since  the  Investment  Trust  Asso- 
ciation itself  has  agreed  upon  the  bill,  I  do  not  desire  to 
oppose  it. 

I  may  say  that  one  of  the  great  difficulties  of  the  Congress 
in  attempting  to  avoid  the  detailed  regulation  of  business, 
with  indefinite  power  in  a  Federal  bureau,  is  the  fact  that 
In  many  cases  the  businessmen  themselves  seem  to  want  that 
kind  of  regulation.  It  is  so  in  this  case,  and  so  it  has  been 
In  other  cases.    So  it  was  in  the  case  of  the  N.  R.  A.    Much 


of  the  demand  for  that  regulation  came  from  businessmen 
themselves.  Personally.  I  think  in  the  end  they  will  bit- 
terly regret  that  they  have  agreed  to  that  kind  of  regulation, 
but  at  the  present  time  I  do  not  wish  to  oppose  the  passage  of 
this  particular  bill. 
Mr.  KING.    Ml .  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 

for  a  question? 
Mr.  TAFT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  KING.  Let  me  inquire  of  the  Senator  whether,  if  the 
bill  shall  be  enacted  into  law.  it  will  oust  the  States  of  juris- 
diction over  investment  trusts  even  though  they  confine  their 
activities  to  the  limits  of  their  respective  borders. 

Mr.  TAFT.  My  recollection  is — and  I  speak  with  some 
hesitation  because  I  have  not  studied  the  revised  bill — that 
there  is  practically  no  distinction  between  interstate  com- 
merce and  ordinary  commerce,  so  far  as  the  bill  is  concerned; 
that  the  bill  rather  assumes  that  the  whole  business  is  sub- 
ject to  Federal  regulation,  because  much  of  it  is  interstate 
and  therefore  subject  to  control.  Whether  if  an  investment 
trust  showed  that  its  business  was  strictly  intrastate  it  could 
escajje  the  provisions  of  the  law  would  probably  be  up  to  the 
courts.  I  think  in  this  bill  Congress  is  rather  asstiming  that 
it  has  power  over  all  investment  trusts. 

Mr.  KING.  I  was  interested  in  the  observation  made  by 
the  Senator  that  this  may  be  a  prelude,  if  I  understood  him 
correctly,  to  the  Federal  Government  taking  over  insurance 
companies,  or  bringing  them  under  the  jurisdiction  of  some 
Federal  agency.  Does  the  Senator  think  this  would  be  in  the 
nature  of  a  precedent  to  guide  the  courts  or  Congress  in  the 
determination  of  what  kind  of  insurance  companies  we 
should  have? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  can  see  no  difference  whatever  between  the 
situation  of  the  insurance  companies  and  that  of  the  invest- 
ment trusts,  with  the  exception  that  the  investment  trusts 
have  been  inadequately  regulated  by  the  States,  being  a  new 
kind  of  institution.  The  States,  in  many  cases,  have  not  got- 
ten around  to  regulating  them,  although  in  Ohio  they  are 
regulated  by  State  control.  There  is  also  the  fact  that  the 
tosurance-ccmpany  abuses  occurred  a  great  many  years  ago, 
and  there  have  been  no  serious  abuses  lately,  the  companies 
having  been  well  conducted,  whereas  in  the  investment-trust 
fle!d.  following  the  depressions  of  1929.  1930,  and  1932.  there 
were  many  serious  abuses,  in  many  cases  amounting  to  crimi- 
nal action  on  the  part  of  the  investment  trusts. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  is  a  member  of  the  committee 
which  reported  the  bill,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  TAFT.    Yes. 

Mr.  KING.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  whether  there 
was  any  testimony  before  the  committee  in  opposition  to  the 
bill,  or  critical  of  any  of  its  provisions,  so  critical  as  to  war- 
rant amendment  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  TAFT.  There  was  much  objection,  but  the  objections 
were  nearly  all  met  by  the  Wll  as  it  was  reported,  so  far  as 
the  ordinary  investment  trusts  are  concerned.  I  think  I  have 
received  other  objections,  from  companies  which  are  not  quite 
in  the  nature  of  investment  trusts,  which  think  they  will 
be  restricted  by  the  bill.  I  have  received  letters  and  other 
communications.  But  we  have  had  no  hearing  since  the 
original  hearing,  and  I  do  not  believe  those  objections  are 
important. 

Mr.  KINO.  Then,  as  I  understand  the  Senator,  the  bill 
is  merely  one  in  harmony  with  the  present  trend  of  political 
and  governmental  activities,  namely,  to  concentrate  addi- 
tional authority  and  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  TAFT.    The  Senator  is  correct,  in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President.  I  merely  wish  to  assure 
the  Senator,  in  the  first  place,  that  of  course  we  cannot  deal 
with  matters  beyond  the  constitutional  authority  of  Con- 
gress, and  we  do  not  attempt  to  do  so.  The  bill  deals  with 
matters  affecting  interstate  commerce  or  involving  the  use  of 
the  mails  or  instrumentalities  of  interstate  commerce.  Sec- 
ondly, although  there  was  opposition  to  the  original  bill,  as 
introduced,  virtually  every  witness  representing  any  part  of 
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the  industry  who  so  testified  subsequently  gave  testimony  ap- 
proving the  legislation  as  now  proposed. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  Mr.  President,  the  bill  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  regulation  of  insurance  companies. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Of  course  not. 

Mr.  BYRNES.  The  platforms  of  both  political  parties  have 
urged  super\ision  of  insurance  by  the  several  States,  but  not 
regulation  by  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  say  that  there  is 
some  opposition  to  the  bill  on  the  part  of  certain  companies. 
I  realize  that  it  would  be  useless  to  oppose  it  on  the  fioor  of 
the  Senate,  and  that  is  not  my  purpose  because  investment 
trusts  should  be  regulated.  But  the  bill  will  have  the  effect  of 
deterring  the  growth  of  the  investment-trust  business,  and 
in  many  sections  of  the  country,  mine  included,  it  will  be  a 
distinct  detriment  to  small  companies  because  of  the  lim- 
ited incomes  of  such  companies.  I  think  it  will  be  necessary 
with  a  year  or  within  6  months  to  amend  the  law.  unless  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  as  it  claims  it  can  do 
under  its  discretionary  power,  shall  be  willing  to  give  the 
small  investment-trust  companies  an  opportunity  to  grow 
and  meet  the  competition  of  the  huge  investment  trust 
companies. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Of  course,  if  any  Injustice  is  done,  we 
will  be  alert  to  remove  it.    We  do  not  know  of  any. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  amendment  and  the  third  reading  of  the 

bill. 
The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  the  bill 

to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  'H.  R.  10065)  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  Senate 
bill  4108  will  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be 
printed  in  the  Record  the  report  of  the  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency Committee  on  Senate  biU  4108:  also  a  joint  sUtement 
by  the  sponsors  of  the  20-day  amendment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report  and  statement  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
iKvnncKirr  Compant  Act  or  1940  and  Investment  Advisees  Act 

or  1940 

Mr  Waone«,  from  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency, 
■ubmltted  the  following  report  (to  accompany  S.  4108)  :  

The  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  to  which  was  referred 
a  bill  (S  4108)  to  provide  for  the  registration  and  regulation  of 
Investment  companies  and  Investment  advisers  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, having  considered  the  same,  reports  favorably  thereon,  and 
recommends  that  the  bill  do  pass. 

This  bill  is  a  subatltute  for  S.  3580,  Introduced  March  14,  1940. 
The  original  blU  was  the  outgrowth  of  an  extensive  study  and 
InvestlgaUon  of  Investment  trusts  and  investment  companies  con- 
ducted by  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  pursuant  to 
the  direction  of  the  Congress.  A  subcommittee  held  hearings  on 
the  original  bill  extending  over  a  period  of  approximately  4 
weeks.  At  these  hcsarlngs,  while  the  Immediate  need  for  national 
legislation  regulating  Investment  companies  was  conceded  by  vir- 
tually every  witness  who  testified,  representatives  of  the  companies 
affected  expressed  considerable  opposition  to  some  features  of  the 
bill  Many  of  these  Joined  In  submitting  to  the  subcommittee,  at 
the  clcae  of  the  hearings,  concrete  proposals  to  regulate  Investment 
trusts  and  investment  companies. 

Almost  Immediately  after  the  conclusion  of  the  hearings,  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Investment  companies  and  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  advised  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
that  they  believed  it  might  be  possible  for  them  to  reach  a  com- 
mon ground  and  to  submit  a  Joint  recommendation  as  to  the 
Bcop>e  and  provisions  of  the  bill.  The  chairman  encoxiraged  them 
in  this  endeavor,  and  as  a  resxilt  of  their  cooperative  efforts,  the 
substitute  bill,  S  4108.  was  drafted. 

The  substitute  bill  represents  the  result  of  intensive  effort  for  a 
period  of  some  5  weeks  by  representatives  of  the  industry  and  of  the 
Commission.  Not  merely  the  principles  of  this  bill,  but  also  its 
provisions  as  drafted,  are  strongly  endorsed  both  by  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  and  by  almost  every  company  which 
appeared  in  opposition  to  the  bill  as  originally  drafted.  In  addition, 
the  subitituT.e  bill  Is  endorsed  by  a  number  of  companies  which  did 
net  appear  either  in  opposition  to  or  In  support  of  the  original  bill. 
Thus  the  8Ul>stitute  biU.  as  Introduced  and  reported,  has  the  dis- 
tinction of  having  the  virtually  unanimous  support  of  the  persons 
for  whose  regulation  it  provides,  as  weU  as  of  the  regulatory  agency 
by  which  it  is  to  be  administered.  Representatives  of  the  industry 
urged  upon  the  committee  that  the  present  International  situation 
should  not  only  be  a  deterrent  to  the  enactment  of  this  legis- 
lation but  should  rather  serve  as  a  vital  reason  for  its  Immediate 
passage.    As  was  stated  by  the  representative  of  a  substantial  por- 


tion  of  the   Investment  company   industry  at   the  close   of  the 
hearing : 

"•  •  •  we  feel  that  this  bill  is  not  only  a  workable  bill,  but  U 
a  bill  which  is  a  good  thing  for  the  Industry.  We  would  like  very 
much  to  see  it  passed,  and  we  hope  very  much  that  it  can  be  passed 
at  this  session.  The  Industry  would  like  to  feel  that  It  has  regula- 
tion behind  it;  that  is,  that  we  may  know  what  the  regulation  Is 
to  be  and  that  we  will  no  longer  live  In  uncertainty  as  to  what  the 
future  holds  for  us.  This  Is  the  type  of  regulation  under  which 
the  Industry  feels  It  can  work  and  which  it  feels  will  be  very 
beneficial  to  the  Industry.  We  are  hopeful  that  If  this  legislation 
passes  It  wlU  constitute  a  stlmultis  to  the  investment  company 
Industry's  contributing  to  venture  capital. 

"•  •  •  the  critical  period  that  we  are  going  through  now. 
rather  than  being  a  reason  for  postponing  legislation.  Is.  In  our 
opinion,  an  added  reason  for  passing  this  legislation.  We  feel  that 
it  would  be  helpful  not  only  to  the  industry  to  have  this  legisla- 
tion passed  now,  •  •  •  but  also  •  •  •  we  feel  that  it  Is  a 
very  healthy  sign  that  Government  and  Industry  can  come  together 
and  do  a  constructive  Job  of  this  kind." 

Tttle  I.  Investment  Trxjsts  and  Investment  Companies 

GENERAL    STATEMENT 

Natures  and  tjrpes  of  Investment  trusts  and  Investment  com- 
panies: Investment  trusts  and  investment  companies  are  essen- 
tially institutions  which  provide  a  medium  for  public  investment 
In  common  stocks  and  other  securities.  They  may  be  divided  into 
four  broad  claEsiflcatlons:    (1)  Management  Investment  companies; 

(2)  unit  Investment   trusts.   Including  the   so-called   fixed  trusts: 

(3)  periodic   or    installment    payment    plans:    and    (4)    companies 
Issuing  face-amount  certificates. 

The  distinctive  feature  of  the  management  Investment  com- 
panies is  that  no  restrictions,  or  only  limited  restrictions,  are 
Imposed  with  respect  to  the  nature,  type  and  amounts  of  Invest- 
ment which  their  managemenU  may  make.  These  companies  faU 
into  two  broad  classes — the  open-end,  and  the  closed-end  type. 
The  peculiarity  of  open-end  companies  Is  that  they  issue  so-called 
redeemable  securities — that  Is,  a  security  which  provides  that  the 
holder  may  tender  it  to  the  company  at  any  time  and  receive  a 
sum  of  money  approximating  the  current  market  value  of  his 
proportionate  Interest  in  the  company's  assets.  Because  of  the 
exercise  of  this  redemption  feature,  the  assets  of  most  open-end 
companies  would  constantly  be  shrinking  if  they  did  not  con- 
tinuously sell  new  securities  to  investors.  It  is  because  of  this 
constant  redemption  and  sales  activity  that  these  compwinles  are 
called  open-end  companies.  Closed-end  companies  are  manage- 
ment Investment  companies  which  do  not  have  this  redemption 
feature.  They  do  not  distribute  their  securities  continuously  but 
only  from  time  to  time  as  they  need  new  capital.  Up  to  1929 
nearly  all  Investment  companies  were  of  the  closed -end  type. 
However,  the  open-end  companies,  though  a  relatively  recent 
development,  have  expanded  rapidly. 

In  the  fixed  or  unit  investment  trusts,  management  discretion  Is 
completely  or  almost  completely  eliminated.  The  Investor  la  sold 
an  undivided  interest  In  a  specified  package  or  unit  of  securities, 
which  are  deposited  with  a  trustee.  The  underlying  securities  can- 
not be  changed,  or  can  be  eliminated  only  upon  the  happening  of 
certain  specified  contingencies,  such  as  the  passing  of  a  dividend  on 
any  security  In  the  package  for  a  prescribed  period  of  time,  or  the 
reduction  In  the  Investment  rating  of  the  security  by  a  prescribed 
stetistlcal  service.  ^,  ^     , 

The  so-called  Installment  investment  or  periodic  payment  plan 
Is  In  essence  a  device  to  sell  Investment  trust  or  investment  company 
shares  to  the  public  on  the  Installment  plan.  These  plans  have 
been  designed  to  tap  the  savings  of  Individuals  in  the  lowest  eco- 
nomic and  income  strata  of  the  population,  for  Investment  In 
common  stocks.  Some  plans  have  provided  for  installments  as  low 
as  t5  a  month,  but  the  usual  payment  is  $10  a  month  and  the 
period  of  payment  is  generally  10  years. 

The  so-called  face-amount  certificates  are  In  essence  contracts 
between  the  corporation  which  issues  them  and  the  purchaser, 
whereby  In  consideration  of  the  payment  of  certain  specified  Install- 
ments the  corporation  agrees  to  pay  to  the  purchaser  at  maturity  a 
definite  sum.  the  "face  amount"  of  the  certificate;  or  to  pay  prior  to 
maturity  a  specified  surrender  value  of  the  certificate. 

Public  participation  in  investment  trusts  and  companies:  Invest- 
ment companies  have  emerged  as  Important  financial  Institutions 
only  within  the  last  20  years.  The  growth  of  the  Industry  has  l>een 
phenomenal,  particularly  since  1926.  During  the  1920'b  the  type  of 
Investment  company  which  was  almost  exclusively  organized  was 
the  closed-end  management  Investment  company.  So  rapid  was 
their  organization  during  this  period  that  by  1929  they  were  being 
created  at  the  rate  of  almost  one  a  day. 

After  the  market  crash  of  1929,  the  substantial  losses  suffered 
by  closed-end  management  Investment  companies  acted  as  an  im- 
pediment to  the  further  distribution  of  their  securities,  and  the 
rise  of  other  types  of  companies  was  accelerated.  The  open-end 
management  companies,  which  offered  the  investor  the  opportu- 
nity to  redeem  his  stock  or  security  at  approximately  Its  actual 
value  If  dissatisfied  with  the  management  of  the  company,  and  the 
unit  Investment  trusts,  which  dispensed  with  management  en- 
tirely, rapidly  Increased  the  sales  of  their  securities  after  1930. 
Although  face-amount  certificate  companies  have  been  In  existence 
since  1894,  the  greater  portion  of  their  certificates  have  been  sold 
since  1929.  Finally,  since  1930,  periodic  payment  plans  have  at- 
tracted the  savings  of  a  large  number  of  Individuals  in  the  lower 
income  strata  of  the  country's  population. 
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The  Amertcan  public  has  Invested  ;Uto^th<?r  almost  17 .000. 000. 000 
to  lnve«tment  companies  of  all  types.  This  sum  may  be  compared 
with  the  $14,000.000000  roughly  estimated  as  the  Investment  In 
the  electrlc-llght  Industry.  The  present  assets  of  all  Investment 
companies  have  a  value  of  approximately  $4,000,000,000.  Investors 
have  suffered  tremendous  losses  on  their  investment  In  such  com- 
panies. 

At  present  the  securities  of  such  companies  are  owned  by  approxi- 
mately 2.000  000  Investors  throughout  this  country.  The  number  of 
security  holders  of  Investment  tnists  and  Investment  companies 
probably  exceeds  that  of  all  other  Industries  except  utility  holding 
company  systems  It  Is  estimated  that  1  out  of  every  10  holders 
of  securities  of  all  types  In  this  country  Is  a  holder  of  Investment 
trust  and  investment  company  shares  or  certificates.  Widely  pro- 
moted as  Institutions  for  the  small  Investor,  the  seciirltles  of  In- 
vestment companies  evidently  appealed  moftly  to  that  type  of 
Individual  The  reports  of  the  Seciirltles  and  Exchange  Commission 
Indicate  that  approximately  one-fourth  of  the  common-stock 
holders  In  the  large  management  Investment  companies  hold  10 
shares  or  less  and  well  over  half  of  all  such  common-stock  holders 
hold  50  shares  or  less.  Similarly,  approximately  half  of  the 
preferred -stock  holders  In  such  companies  hold  10  shares  or  less, 
and  about  95  percent  hold  100  shares  or  less.  Stated  In  terms  of  the 
market  values  of  holdings  of  common-stock  holders,  approximately 
one-half  of  common-stock  holders  In  management  Investment 
companies  hold  common  shares  with  a  market  value  of  $500  or  less. 
The  certificates  and  shares  of  unit  Investment  trusts,  periodic 
payment  plans  and  face-amount  certificate  companies  are  also  held 
predominantly  by  small  investors. 

Relationship  of  Investment  companies  to  the  national  economy: 
Investment  trusts  and  investment  companies  are  vitally  associated 
with  the  national  economy.  They  conduct  their  bu.slness  by  the 
use  of  the  malls  and  the  channels  of  Interstate  and  foreign  com- 
merce. In  numerous  cases  they  conduct  a  substantial  portion  of 
their  business  in  States  other  than  those  In  which  they  are  Incor- 
porated or  otherwise  created.  Their  security  holders  are  situated  in 
every  State  and  in  several  foreign  countries.  A  large  proportion  of 
•11  corporate  securities  sold  In  this  country  are  those  of  Investment 
trusu  and  Investment  companies.  For  example,  from  1927  to  1936. 
Inclusive,  the  reports  of  the  Securities  and  Elxchange  Commission 
Indicate  that  these  organizations  sold  approximately  $6,500,000,000 
of  their  securities  to  the  public.  These  sales  represented  approxi- 
mately 22  percent  of  all  nonrefundlng  sales  of  corporate  securities 
during  the  period.  Furthermore,  apprcximately  one-half  of  all 
ccmmon-stcck  issues  registered  with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  are  those  of  invest- 
ment companies.  From  the  effective  date  of  the  Securities  Act  up 
to  the  end  of  1939,  approximately  $2,200,000,000  of  common  stocks 
of  Investment  trusts  and  companies,  as  compared  with  a  total  of 
•4.000.000.000  of  common-stock  offerings  of  all  types  of  companies, 
have  been  registered  with  the  Commission.  Investment  comp'^aies 
are  also  substantial  purchasers  of  secxirities  listed  en  national 
securities  exchanges,  and  their  trading  may  have  an  important  effect 
on  the  price  movements  of  securities. 

The  Securities  and  Exciiange  Commission's  studies  Indicate  that 
management  Investment  companies  Individually  held  directly  or 
Indirectly  1  percent  or  more  of  the  voting  stocks  of  200  noninvest- 
ment  companies  having  total  assets  and  resources  of  perhaps  $30.- 
000.000.000.  The  enterprises  subject  to  the  control  and  Influence 
of  Investment  companies  Include  banks,  insurance  and  mortgage 
financing  companies,  aviation  and  steamship  companies,  oil-pro- 
ducing and  refining  companies,  chemical  companies,  motion -picture 
producing  and  exhibiting  companies,  steel  and  rubber  companies, 
food  and  food-products  companies,  manufacturing  companies  of  all 
types,  department  stores  and  other  merchandising  companies  en- 
gaged in  sales  of  their  wares  by  mall  order  and  the  channels  of 
Interstate  commerce. 

Finally,  a  most  significant  function  of  Investment  companies  in 
relation  to  the  Immediate  needs  of  the  national  economy  is  their 
potential  usefulness  in  the  supply  of  new  capital  to  industry,  par- 
ticularly vj  small  and  promotional  ventures.  Although  in  the  past 
investment  companies  have  furnished  but  comparatively  little  capi- 
tal to  Industry,  it  is  the  hope  of  the  committee,  as  well  as  of  the 
Investment  company  industry  and  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  that  regulation  of  Investment  companies,  as  provided 
for  in  this  bill,  may  stimulate  venture  capital  and  the  financing  of 
industry. 

Study  of  Investment  companies  by  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission:  The  study  of  investment  trusts  and  investment  com- 
putes by  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  to  which  refer- 
ence has  previously  been  made,  furnishes  much  of  the  background 
and  data  for  this  bill.  The  study  was  conducted  pursuant  to  the 
authorization  and  direction  of  the  Congress  contained  in  section  30 
o<  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935. 

Most  of  the  basic  data  of  the  study  was  obtained  from  answers 
to  questionnaires  prepared  by  the  Commission  after  consultations 
with  committees  of  the  Industry.  By  the  end  of  1937  the  Conunls- 
slon  had  received  replies  from  about  700  trusts  and  companies  of  all 
types  and  from  about  400  investment  advisers.  In  addition,  field 
studies  were  made  of  many  companies.  After  the  examinations  In 
the  field  and  study  of  the  questionnaires,  the  Commission  prepared 
a  detailed  preliminary  report  on  each  company.  Each  report  was 
submitted  to  the  company  concerned  for  criticism  and  comment. 

Public  examinations  were  held  on  250  companies,  practically  every 
compciny  which  had  $10,000,000  or  more  of  assets.  In  these  public 
hearings  the  companies  examined  were  entitled  to  be  represented  by 


counsel  to  crosa-examlne  wltneaaea  produced  by  the  Commission. 

and  to  present  evidence  through  witnesses  of  their  own  choosing. 
The  record  of  these  public  examinations  consist  of  33.000  pages  of 

testimony  and  4  800  exhibits.  ^ 

Baaed  on  the  dau  thus  obtained,  the  Commission  s  reports  were 
prepared  and  from  time  to  time,  as  they  were  completed,  were  trans- 
mitted to  the  Congress.  The  scope  and  subject  matter  of  these 
reports  are  as  follows: 

Part  1  of  the  Commission's  over-all  report,  entitled  The  Nature. 
ClaoBlflcatlon,  and  Orlt^lns  of  Investment  Trusts  and  Investment 
Companies'  (H.  Doc.  No.  707.  76th  Cong.),  deals  with  the  scope, 
magnitude,  and  conduct  of  the  CommiSBlons  study;  the  nature  and 
classification  cf  investment  companies  and  the  origins  of  the  invest- 
ment company  movement  In  this  country. 

Part  2  of  the  report,  entitled  •Statistical  Survey  of  Investment 
Trusts  and  Investment  Companies"  (H.  Doc.  No.  70.  76th  Cong.),  la 
a  detailed  statl.stlcal  study  of  the  growth  of  the  total  assets  of  in- 
vestment companies;  sales  and  repurchases  of  the  securities  of  such 
companies;  trading  In  their  securities;  the  ownership  and  control  of 
such  companies;  the  performance  of  large  management  Investment 
companies;  the  investor's  experience  in  such  companies  and  the 
portfolio  investments  made  by  such  companies. 

Part  3  of  the  Commission's  report,  entitled  "Abuses  and  Deficien- 
cies In  the  Organization  and  Operation  of  Investment  Trusts  and 
Investment  Companies"  (H.  Doc.  No.  279.  76th  Cong.),  deals  with 
the  background  of  the  Industry  in  relation  to  abuses  and  contains 
detailed  histories  of  various  investment  trusts  and  Investment  com- 
panies In  addition  this  part  of  the  report  deals  with  problems  in 
connection  with:  (1)  The  sales  and  repurchases  of  the  securities  of 
Investment  companies;  (2)  shifts  In  control,  mergers,  and  consolida- 
tions of  Investment  companies;  (3)  capital  structures  of  Investment 
companies;  (4)  accounting  practices  and  reports  to  stockhold"rs  of 
Investment  companlea;  and  (5)  the  management  of  the  assets  of 
s\ich  companies. 

In  addition  to  Its  over-all  report,  the  Commission  has  submitted 
to  the  Congress  six  supplemental  reports  dealing,  respectively, 
with  Fixed  and  Semifixed  Trusts  (H.  Doc.  No.  567.  76th  Cong). 
Companies  Sponsoring  Installment  Investment  Plans  (H.  Doc.  No. 
482.  76th  Cong. ) .  Commingled  or  Common  Trust  Funds  Adminis- 
tered by  Banks  and  Trust  Companies  (H.  Doc.  No.  380.  76th  Cong.), 
Investment  Counsel.  Investment  Management.  Investment  Super- 
visory, Investment  Advisory  Services  (H  Doc.  No.  477.  76th  Cong), 
Investment  Trusts  in  Great  Britain  (H.  Doc.  No.  380.  76th  Cong), 
and  Companies  Issuing  Face-Amount  Certificates  (H.  Doc.  No.  659, 
76th  Cong.). 

Problems  In  connection  with  the  Investment  company  industry: 
The  record  of  the  study  of  the  Securities  and  Eitchange  Comm:s  Ion 
and  the  testimony  taken  before  the  sulxrommlttee  show  there  are 
various  problems  with  respect  to  the  organization  and  operation  of 
Investment  companies  which  should  be  remedied  by  legislation. 
That  this  is  so  is  recognized  by  representatives  of  the  industry.  The 
more  important  of  these  problems  will  be  briefly  summarized. 

Basically  the  problems  flow  from  the  very  nature  of  the  assets  of 
Investment  companies.  The  assets  of  such  companies  Invariably 
consist  of  cash  and  securities,  assets  which  are  completely  liquid, 
mobile,  and  readily  negotiable.  Because  of  these  characteristics, 
control  of  such  funds  offers  manifold  opportunities  for  exploitation 
by  the  unscrupulous  managements  of  some  companies.  These  a-ssets 
can  and  have  been  easily  misappropriated  and  diverted  by  such  types 
of  managements  and  have  been  employed  to  foster  their  personal 
Interests  rather  than  the  Interests  of  public  security  holders.  It  Is 
obvious  that  In  the  absence  of  regulatory  legislation.  Individuals 
who  lack  Integrity  will  continue  to  be  attracted  by  the  opportuni- 
ties for  personal  profit  available  In  the  control  of  the  liquid  assets 
of  Investment  companies  and  that  deficiencies  which  have  occuir?d 
In  the  past  will  continue  to  occur  in  the  future. 

The  wide  appeal  to  the  public  which  has  been  made  by  investment 
companies  In  the  past  has  been  Indicated  In  the  testimony  before 
the  committee.  It  is  evident  that  companies  honestly  and  efficiently 
managed  can  serve  a  most  useful  purpose  in  extending  to  the  public 
an  opportunity  to  participate  financially  In  the  economic  enterprise 
of  the  country.  The  corxunittee  believes  that  this  bill  will  provide 
safeguards  without  undue  restriction,  so  that  those  who  desire  to 
put  tbeir  savings  to  work  in  tbis  manner  may  do  so  with  greater 
confidence. 

Since  no  specified  amount  of  capital  is  required  to  organize  invest- 
ment trtists  and  companies,  they  can  be  and  have  been  created  and 
"their  securities  have  been  sold  to  the  public  in  many  instances  by 
Irresponsible  individuals.  Persons  convicted  or  enjoined  by  courts 
because  of  perpetration  of  securities  frauds  are  able,  nevertheless,  to 
organize  and  operate  investment  companies  Brokers,  security  deal- 
ers, investment  bankers,  and  commercial  tjanks  ore  in  a  position  to 
dominate  the  board  of  directors  and  control  the  management  of 
Investment  companies;  and  thus,  when  they  are  unscrupulous,  to 
advance  their  own  pecuniary  Interests  at  the  expense  of  the  invest- 
ment companies  and  their  security  holders. 

MAKAGEMKNT  IKVESnCKNT  COMPANIZS 

The  capital  structures  of  management  investment  companies  have 
often  been  inordinately  complex,  and  the  rights,  preferences,  and 
dividend  claims  of  senior  securities  have  In  many  instances  been 
Inadequately  safeguarded.  By  various  devices  of  control,  such  as 
special  voting  stocks  issued  to  distributors  and  managements,  voting 
trtists.  long-term  management  contracts,  control  of  the  proxy  ma- 
chinery, and  pyramiding  of  companies,  public  Investors  are  effec- 
tively denied.  In  many  Instances,  any  real  participation  in  the  man- 
agement of  their  companies. 
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The  distribution  and  repurchase  of  the  securities  Issued  by  in- 
Testment  companies  have  on  occasion  resulted  in  discrimination  in 
favor  of  the  management  or  other  "insiders"  who  have  been  able  to 
acquire  the  securities  and  to  have  the  compaiUes  repurchase  them 
on  a  basis  more  favorable  than  that  accorded  public  stockholders 
In  the  ooen-end  companies  the  method  of  pricing  their  securities, 
which  thev  are  continuously  selling  and  redeeming,  may  lead  at 
times  to  substantial  dilution  of  the  investors'  equity  in  the  com- 
panies, and  In  some  Instances  has  even  been  used  by  persons  cloeely 
connected  with  the  companies  to  realize  riskless  trading  profits. 

A  major  problem  in  the  case  of  management  companies  Is  cre- 
ated by  the  absence  of  any  legal  requirement  for  adherence  to  any 
announced  investment  policies  or  purposes.  Such  policies  have 
often  been  radically  changed  without  the  knowledge  or  prior  con- 
sent of  stockholders.  Similarly,  after  investors  have  Invested  in 
companies  on  their  faith  in  the  reputation  and  standing  of  the 
existing  managements,  control  of  the  public's  funds  has  fre- 
quently t>een  transferred  without  the  prior  knowledge  or  consent 
of  stockholders  to  other  persons  who  were  subsequently  guilty  of 
gross  mismanagement  of  the  companies. 

The  representatives  of  the  investment-trust  indtistry  were  of 
the  unanimous  opinion  that  "self-dealing" — that  is.  transactions 
between  officers,  directors,  and  similar  persons  and  the  invest- 
ment comF>anles  with  which  they  are  associated — presented  oppor- 
tunities for  gross  abuse  by  unscrupvilous  persons,  through  unload- 
tog  of  securities  upon  the  companies,  unfair  purchases  from  the 
companies,  the  obtaining  of  unsecured  or  inadequately  secured 
loans  from  the  companies,  etc.  The  industry  recognized  that 
even  for  the  most  conscientious  managements,  transactions  be- 
tween these  aflUlated  persons  and  the  investment  companies  pre- 
sent many  difficulties.  Many  investment  companies  have  volun- 
tarily barred  this  type  of  transaction. 

The  small  investors  in  certain  investment  companies,  particu- 
larly In  unit  Investment  trxists  and  open-end  management  compa- 
nies, have  been  subjected  to  switching  operations  from  one  Invest- 
ment company  to  another  to  their  pecuniary  damage.  Similarly, 
tovestors  have  been  often  powerless  to  protect  themselves  against 
plans  of  reorganization  which  have  been  grossly  unfair  or  have 
constituted  gross  abuses  of  trust  on  the  part  of  their  sponsors. 

Finally,  particularly  with  respect  to  those  companies  which  have 
not  registered  their  securities  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  or 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  and  only  a  small  number  has 
so  registered  Its  securities,  the  investor  has  l)een  unable  to  obtain 
adequate  information  as  to  their  operations.  The  accounting  prac- 
tices and  financial  reports  to  stockholders  of  management  invest- 
ment companies  frequently  are  deficient  and  inadequate  in  many 
respects  and  ofttimes  are  misleading.  In  many  cases,  dividends 
have  been  declared  and  paid  without  informing  the  stockholders 
that  such  dividends  represented  not  earnings  but  a  return  of  cap- 
ital to  stockholders. 

I  TTHIT    nfVSSTlfXNT    TBT7STS 

Certain  abuses  and  deficiencies  characterised  particularly  the 
unit  investment  or  fixed  trusts.  These  abuses  are  traceable  to  the 
fact  that  the  most  important  emolument  to  the  promoters  of  such 
trusts  were  the  profite  to  be  derived  by  the  methods  of  pricing  and 
selling  the  certificates  of  such  trusts  to  the  public  Inequitable 
pricing  of  shares,  excessive  sales  loads,  hidden  loads,  and  charges 
have  not  been  Infrequent. 

Furthermore,  rlskless  trading  profits  and  Improper  dilution  of 
the  investors'  equity  have  not  heen  unusual.  The  fixed-trust  share- 
holder was  particularly  subject  to  switching  operations.  Each  of 
these  switches  invariably  Included  additional  loading  charges 
exacted  from  the  investor.  Usually  the  trustee  of  the  underlying 
assets  of  trusts  would  also  cease  its  active  connection  with  the  tnost, 
frequently  because  the  rate  of  compensation  was  InstifBcient  to 
sustain  its  Interest  in  the  tnist.  The  result  Is  that  no  responsible 
party  is  connected  with  the  trust  with  whom  the  Investor  can 
deal.  Certificate  holders  are  thus  left  without  any  method  of 
realizing  on  their  certificates  and  the  trusts  Ix^come  "orphans." 

PEUOOIC  PATMENT  PLANS 

Early  In  1930  a  somewhat  novel  variety  of  Investment  scheme, 
called  variously  "installment-investment  plan."  "pwriodlc-payment 
plan."  "thrift  plan."  "foundation  plan."  etc.,  was  conceived.  Tliese 
periodic -payment  plans  are  In  essence  devices  for  selling  Investment 
trust  or  Investment  company  securities  on  a  periodic  or  installment- 
plan  basis.  These  periodic-payment  plans  should  be  distinguished 
from  programs  sponsored  by  savings  banks,  building  and  loan  asso- 
ciations, insurance  companies,  etc.  ^  The  holder  of  a  periodic  pay- 
ment-plan certificate  Is  not  entitled  to  be  repaid  a  fixed  sum  of 
money  or  a  fixed  amount  of  Income,  but  Is  entitled  to  receive  only 
the  asset  value  of  his  certificate.  This  asset  value  is  in  essence 
basfd  upon  the  market  value  of  the  securities  in  the  portfolio  of 
the  Investment  company  or  investment  trust  underlying  the  install- 
ment Investment  certificate.  The  amotint  to  which  the  certificate 
holder  Is  entitled  niay  be  less  than,  equal  to.  or  more  than  the 
amount  paid  by  the  certificate  holder,  depending  upon  market 
prices  of  these  portfolio  securities  which  almost  invariably  con- 
sisted of  common  stocks.  The  purchaser  of  a  periodic  payment 
plan  certificate  Is.  therefore,  speculating  or  investing  in  the  stock 
market 

The  structure  of  the  periodic-payment  plan  in  most  Instances, 
but  not  in  every  instance,  was  that  of  a  "trust  on  a  trust"  whereby 
two  sets  of  sales  loads  were  Imposed  upon  the  Investors,  usually 
without  their  knowledge. 

The  plans  which  were  most  widely  sold  to  the  public  had 
sales  loads  ranging  from  17  percent  to  20  percent.     The  Securitira 
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and  Exchange  Commission,  In  Its  report  to  the  Congress  on  peri- 
odic-payment plans,  stated  that  the  total  loading  charges.  Includ- 
ing trustees'  fees  and  secondary  loading  charges,  were  more  than 
30  percent  of  the  net  amount  invested  by  certificate  holders 
during  the  period  studied.  A  serious  problem  is  presented  by  the 
fact  that  these  subetantlal  sales  loads  have  been  xisually  deducted 
entirely  from  the  payments  made  in  the  early  months  of  the 
periodic  payment  plan  contract.  As  a  consequence,  only  a  very 
small  part  of  the  purchaser's  early  payments  were  Invested  for 
his  account.  An  investor  withdrawing  in  the  first  year  of  the 
plan  almost  inevitably  received  substantially  less  than  the  amount 
he  had  paid  on  his  certificate.  During  the  first  6  months  of  most 
plans  a  withdrawing  certificate  holder  austalned  practically  a 
total  loss.  At  the  end  of  the  year,  this  loss  was  well  over  80 
percent  in  many  plans.  Lapses  of  certificates  in  the  early  period 
of  the  contract  have  been  frequent.  In  fact,  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  reported  to  the  Congress  that  well  over 
85  percent  of  the  payments  made  by  certificate  holders  of  periodic- 
payment  plans  was  lost  to  them  because  of  lapses  during  the  first 
year.  Approximately  40  percent  of  the  total  sunount  payable  on 
periodic  payment  plan  certificates  sold  in  the  period  1930-35  was 
lapsed  at  the  end  of  1935.  The  holders  of  periodic  payment  plan 
certificates  were  subject  to  a  variety  of  switching  operations  restilt- 
ing  in  profits  to  the  sponsor  and  a  loss  to  the  investor  by  the 
exaction  of  another  secondary  sales  load  on  the  switches. 

These  periodic  payment  plan  certificates,  which  were  sold  for 
as  low  as  $5  a  month,  were  specifically  designed  to  make  their 
strongest  appeal  to  wage-earning  nien  and  women  who  were  not 
in  a  financial  position  to  invest  or  speculate  in  common  stocks. 
As  a  result,  these  certificates  were  sold  to  housewives,  domestic 
workers,  laborers,  nurses,  stenographers,  clerks,  and  others  who 
had  littlei  financial  experience.  Inasmuch  as  the  refinement  and 
technique  Of  the  operation  of  periodic-payment  plans  are  Intricate, 
they  were  far  beyond  the  comprehension  of  the  class  of  persons 
to  whom  these  certificates  were  sold. 

In  addition  to  the  fact  that  persons  unqualified  to  understand 
the  intricacies  of  the  plan  were  employed  as  salesmen,  the  com- 
mittee was  Impressed  by  the  evidence  that  salesmen  often  fla- 
grantly misrepresented  these  plans.  Fees  were  minimized  or  not 
disclosed.  Undue  emphasis  was  placed  on  the  trustee  and  trustee- 
ships. The  trustee,  whose  functions  were  usually  confined  to  nold- 
ing  title  and  custody  of  the  underlying  securities  for  the  benefit  of 
the  certificate  holder,  was  usually  a  large  financial  institution. 
Salesmen  would  show  the  balance  sheets  of  these  banks  to  prospects 
who  would  be  advised  that  the  trustee  was  back  of  and  sponsored 
the  plan.  Thus,  subscribers  to  these  plans  were  apfiarently  under 
the  misapprehension  that  these  large  financial  Institutions  actually 
guaranteed  the  so-called  maturity  value.  Actually  the  trustee  is  In 
no  way  responsible  for  the  operation  of  the  plan.  Further  supposed 
similarities  between  the  plans  and  savings  accounts  and  Insurance 
and  endowment  policies  were  Indicated.  A  maturity  value  or  ter- 
mination value  which  did  not  represent  an  obligation  was  placed  on 
the  installment-plan  certificate.  Withdrawal  and  borrowing  privi- 
leges were  enlarged  upon  as  salesmen  analogized  the  periodic - 
payment  plans  to  savings  bonds.  Glowing  predictions  of  wealth 
and  financial  independence  were  made.  Emphasis  was  placed 
upon  the  great  corporations,  the  common  stocK  of  which  unaer- 
lald  the  installment  plan.  Not  only  was  there  a  tendency  to  con- 
fuse the  soundness  of  the  great  corporations  with  the  sound- 
ness of  the  periodic-payment  plan,  but  many  certificate  holders 
were  mislead  Into  believing  that  their  money  was  directly  In- 
vested in  these  securities  rather  than  In  interposed  investment 
trust  shares.  Emphasis  on  the  savings.  In  the  periodic  payment 
plan  literature  was  made  in  an  effort  to  meet  the  sales  resist- 
ance of  a  prospective  purchaser  to  a  speculative  incursion  into 
the  investment  field. 

COMPAKIXS    ISStnNG    FACE-AMOUNT    MfSTAIXMOTT    CES'l If 'ICATCB 

Pace-amount  Installment  certificates  are.  in  essence,  unsecxired 
obligations  to  pay  a  specified  amount  to  the  holder  at  a  specified 
future  date  provided  the  purchaser  makes  all  the  payments  re- 
quired by  these  contracts.  The  contracts  after  a  certain  number 
of  prescribed  payments  have  a  cash  surrender  value — the  holder  of 
the  contract  is  entitled  to  receive  prior  to  mattirlty  a  specified 
amount  if  he  surrenders  his  certificate  to  the  Issuing  company. 

The  face  amounts  of  these  certificates  are  usually  $2,500  or  less 
with  payments  In  Installments  over  a  period  of  10  or  15  years, 
varying  according  to  series.  A  typical  certificate  issued  by  these 
companies  has  a  face  amount  of  $2,500  and  requires  payments  in 
installmenU  over  a  period  of  15  years  of  $1,800  or  $120  per  year. 
The  strength  of  the  appeal  of  these  certificates  to  investors  is 
indicated  by  the  fact  that  at  the  end  of  1936  such  investors  had 
contracted  to  invest  some  $700,000,000  in  these  companies  and  had 
already  paid  in  about  $100,000,000  on  this  obligation. 

Many  instances  have  been  disclosed  where  this  type  of  security 
has  been  sold  on  the  basis  of  the  comparison  with  savings-bank 
deposits  and  insurance  policies.  Although  savings  banks  and  in- 
surance companies  are  subject  to  strict  regtilatlon  as  to  assets  and 
reserves,  the  face-amount  certificate  companies  have  operated 
without  any  such  uniform  tjrpe  of  regulation  with  the  result  that, 
in  some  cases,  assets  have  been  carried  at  highly  fictitious  values, 
and.  in  other  cases,  inadeqtiate  reserves  have  been  maintained  for 
the  fixed  obligations. 

The  Commissions  study  has  indicated  that  in  certain  cases 
obligations  of  face-amount  companies  with  high  improvement  rates 
have  been  met  despite  changed  conditions  with  lower  prevailing 
Interest  returns  on  Investments,  through  a  combination  of 
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factor*.  The  lapse  experience  of  Investors  was  high,  particularly 
during  the  Qrst  and  second  years  when  the  Investor  had  no  8\ir- 
render  value  or  a  Burrender  value  substantially  less  than  the  toUl 
of  the  amount  be  had  paid  (although  the  certificates  Issued  by 
some  of  the  face-amount  companies  provided  for  reinstatement 
with  credit  for  the  amount  paid  In).  The  so-called  stretch-out 
practice  of  depriving  the  Investor  pursuant  to  contract  of  any 
Interest  return  on  his  eny/elnvestment  during  any  period  in  which 
he  has  been  In  default,  lowered  the  improvement  rate  so  far  as 
the  company  was  concerned. 

Furthermore,  sxirrender  values  only  accrued  as  of  anniversary 
dttes  of  the  certlflcates.  which  was  yearly.  Monthly  paymcnta  leas 
than  a  year  and  Interest  on  the  last  attained  surrender  value  would 
■^~  _  not  Increase  the  surrender  value  above  the  preceding  anniversary 
date.  Payments  made  and  interest  on  the  entire  Investment  be- 
tween anniversary  dates  therefore  might  be  sacrificed  under  the 
terms  of  the  contract  In  the  event  of  any  surrender  between  such 
dates 

As  a  result  of  the  various  types  of  regulatory  provisions  In  the 
many  States  In  which  face-amount  companies  operate,  there  is 
presently  no  unlforn^  actuarial  reserve  S3rstem  required  by  law. 

Another  serious  aspect  of  this  type  of  Investment  company  relates 
to  the  problems  of  the  Investors  In  these  certificates  In  the  event  of 
the  bankruptcy  of  such  a  company  Not  all  of  these  companies  are 
at  present  required  to  deposit  qualified  assets  with  any  ctistodian  for 
the  benefit  of  all  their  certificate  holders.  Some  State  authorities 
do  reqtilre  such  deposits  for  the  protection  of  certificate  holders 
rejMlr^(  In  the  particular  States,  and  even  such  requirements  are 
not  on  a  uniform  basis.  In  the  event  of  bankruptcy  a  situation 
might  be  created  where  inequality  of  treatment  might  exist  for 
certificate  holders  of  the  various  States.  Furthermore,  the  prob- 
lems arising  cut  of  bankruptcy  would  be  accentuated  by  the  fact 
that  the  assets  of  these  companies  are  located  In  almost  every  State 
In  this  country. 

NscxssrrT  roa  lkcislation 

The  committee  has  been  greatly  Impressed  with  the  sincerity  and 
public-spirited  attitude  evinced  by  the  representatives  of  the 
Industry  In  participating  In  the  formulation  of  this  legislation. 
The  committee,  in  recommending  this  regulatory  legislation,  does 
not  mean  to  imply  that  most  Investment  trusts  and  Investment 
companies  at  present  operating  In  this  country  were  guilty  of 
'Unfair  practices  or  were  mismanaged.  Nor  does  It  mean  to  Indi- 
cate that  In  the  last  decade  progress  has  not  been  made  by  the 
members  of  the  industry  voluntarily  to  eliminate  some  of  the 
major  abuses  and  deficiencies,  and  to  improve  generally  standards 
of  practice  In  the  light  of  experience.  However,  the  record  does 
Indicate  that  some  of  the  grossest  abuses  were  perpetrated  in 
most  recent  years,  in  fact,  during  the  very  course  of  the  Commis- 
sion's study  The  conclusion  is  clear  that  the  perpetrations  of 
these  misfeasances  and  the  recurrence  of  these  abuses  cannot  be 
completely  abated  nor  the  deficiencies  eliminated  without  the 
enactment  of  adequate  Federal  legislation  regulating  these  institu- 
tions. Virtually  every  representative  of  Investment  companies 
who  appeared  before  the  subcommittee  conceded  the  necessity  lor. 
and  in  fact  urged  the  Immediate  passage  of.  effective  legislation  to 
regulate  investment  companies  Practically  no  dissenting  voice 
has  been  raised  against  any  of  the  provisions  of  the  substitute  bill. 
In  fact,  this  bill  has  received  the  affirmative  and  unequivocal 
apiwoval  of  the  industry  as  a  whole. 

The  Securities  Act  of  1933  and  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
15>S4  have  been  ineffective  to  correct  abuses  and  deficiencies  in  In- 
vestment companies.  First,  because  the  record  before  the  com- 
mittee is  clear  that  publicity  alone,  which  in  general  Is  the  remedy 
provided  by  these  acts,  i«  Insufficient  to  eliminate  the  abuses  and 
deficiencies  which  exist  in  investment  companies:  and.  second,  be- 
cause a  large  number  of  such  companies  have  never  come  under 
the  purview  of  these  acts.  The  representatives  of  the  indtistry 
recognized  that  the  protection  of  investors  against  unscrupulous 
management  and  the  necessity  for  the  prevention  of  the  recvir- 
rence  of  the  abuses  disclosed  by  the  Commission's  study  and  the 
committee  hearings  made  Indispeiisable  the  Inunedlate  enactment 
or  adequate  legislation  regulating  investment  companies.  This  is 
also  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  and  the  Securities  and  Ex- 
change Conunlsslon  concurs.  Representatives  of  the  industry 
have  stated  for  the  committee's  record  that  they  definitely  feel 
that  this  biU  (S.  4108)  will  materially  abate,  if  not  virtually 
eliminate,  the  malpractices  and  deficiencies  In  these  organizations. 
*I3iey  have  urged  that  this  legislation  will  serve  the  most  salu- 
tary purpose  of  protecting  small  Investors  from  breaches  of  trust; 
will  afford  investors  a  regulated  and  supervised  institution  in 
which  to  invest  their  savings:  will  act  as  an  Incentive  for  venture 
and  risk  capital:  and  will  supply  an  intelligent  and  articulate 
group  of  stockholders  in  industrial  and  other  public  corporations. 
The  Indtistry  asserted,  and  the  Commission  and  the  conunittee  be- 
lieve, that  this  legislation  will  tend  to  prevent  those  abuses  which 
have  been  a  stigma  upon  and  impaired  the  useftilness  of  the  in- 
vestment trust  industry  as  a  whole. 

Representatives  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  and 
of  the  Industry  who  appeared  at  the  hearings  called  the  attention 
of  the  committee  to  the  serious  tax  problem  affecting  investment 
companies.  It  appears  that  the  nature  of  these  companies  in  many 
respects,  constituting  a  conduit  for  distribution  of  Income  to  the 
smaller  investor.  Is  such  that  they  should  not  be  subjected  to  the 
same  type  of  taxation  as  the  ordinary  business  corporation.  This 
has  already  been  recognized  in  respect  of  certain  classes  of  open-end 


companies  which  receive  special  tax  treatment  under  existing  Fed- 
eral tax  laws.  The  record  Ijefore  the  committee  indicates  that  the 
tax  problem  is  acute  with  respect  to  cloeed-end  companies  of  the 
type  classified  In  this  bill  as  "diversified."  If  this  bill  Is  passed,  the 
committee  believes  that  the  tax  problem  of  these  companies  should 
receive  prompt  consideration. 

ANALTSIS  OF  PROVISIONS  OF  TTTUt  I 

Findings  and  declaration  of  policy :  Section  1  of  the  bill  contains 
the  findings  of  the  Congress  with  respect  to  Investment  companies 
and  the  declaration  of  policy  of  the  blU. 

Definitions  and  exemptions  of  investment  companies:  Investment 
companies  within  the  purview  of  this  bill  are  In  general  defined  as 
companies  which  are  engaged  primarily  in  the  business  of  investing, 
reinvesting,  and  trading  in  securities:  and  issuers  which  Invest  in 
or  hold  securities  (other  than  securitiee  of  noninvestment  company 
subsidiaries)  having  a  value  exceeding  40  percent  of  the  value  of 
their  total  assets.  A  third  group  of  investment  companies  covered 
by  the  bill  are  companies  which  engage  in  the  business  of  Issuing 
so-called  face-amount  installment  certificates.  Provision  Is  made 
generally  to  exclude  from  the  bUl  companies  primarily  engaged, 
directly  or  through  subsidiaries,  in  the  operation  of  a  business  other 
than  that  of  an  investment  company.  In  addition  the  bill  specifi- 
cally excludes  brokers,  underwriters,  banks,  insurance  companies, 
common  or  commingled  trust  funds  administered  by  a  bsnk.  bank 
holding  compiiUy  affiliates  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  companies  subject  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  and  those  of  their  wholly  owned 
sulssidiaries  sut^tantially  all  of  whose  assets  consist  of  securities  of 
companies  which  themselves  are  subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  small  loan  companies,  factoring  companies,  companies  dealing 
in  mortgages  or  discount  paper,  holding  companies  subject  to  the 
Pubhc  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935.  and  certain  other 
special  types  of  companies  (sec.  3).  The  bill  makes  provision  for 
the  exempting  of  employees"  Investment  companies  and  certa'n 
other  persons  who  are  not  within  the  intent  of  the  proposed  legis- 
lation (see.  6). 

Classification  and  subclassificatlon  of  investment  companies: 
Investment  companies  are  broadly  classified  into  three  categories: 
management  companies,  unit  Investment  trusts,  and  face-amount 
certificate  companies.  Management  companies  are  divided  into 
two  types:  open -end  companies — companies  in  which  the  stock- 
holder or  certificate  holder  lias  a  right  to  compel  the  company  to 
redeem  his  shares  at  their  asset  value;  and  closed-end  companies — - 
companies  in  which  the  shareholders  do  not  have  such  a  right. 
Management  companies,  both  of  the  open-end  and  closed-end  type, 
are  further  subclassifled  upon  the  basis  of  the  extent  of  the 
diversification  of  their  Investments,  into  diversified  companies 
which,  speaking  generally,  must  have  at  least  75  percent  of  their 
assets  in  diversified  securities  and  nondiversiflecl  companies  which 
are  not  required  so  to  diversify  their  investments  (sees.  4  and  5). 
Transactions  by  unregistered  Investment  companies:  Investment 
companies,  unless  registered  as  provided  in  the  bill,  are  forbidden 
to  conduct  their  activities  through  use  of  the  malls  or  instru- 
mentalities of  Interstate  commerce.  Foreign  Investment  com- 
panies may  not  register  as  investment  companies  or  publicly  offer 
sectirlties  of  which  they  are  the  Issuer  in  the  United  States  unless 
the  Commission  finds  that  these  foreign  Investment  companies 
ran  be  effectively  subjected  to  the  same  type  of  regulation  as 
domestic   investment   companies    (sec.   7). 

Registration  of.  disclosure  of  investment  policy,  and  size  of  In- 
vestment companies:  Provision  is  made  for  the  registration  oi 
investment  companies  with  the  Conunlsslon.  In  the  main,  the 
Commission  may  require  the  information  required  to  register 
securities  under  the  Secuirlties  Act  of  1933  and  the  Securities  Ex- 
change Act  of  1934.  In  addition,  the  registration  statement  must 
state  the  policy  of  the  company  as  to  items  specifically  enumerated 
in  the  bill  and  supply  Information  with  respect  to  the  business 
afllllatlon  and  experience  of  the  officers  and  directors  of  the  com- 
pany. Provision  is  made  for  the  simplification  of  the  registration 
procedure  by  permitting  the  filing  of  copies  of  registration  state- 
ments already  filed  under  the  acts  now  administered  by  the  Com- 
mission. No  shift  in  the  company's  fundamental  policies  as  stated 
in  the  registration  statement  may  be  made  without  the  approval 
of  a  majority  of  the  company's  outstanding  voting  securities  (sees. 
8  and  13). 

To  put  a  brake  on  the  irresponsible  formation  of  investment  com- 
panies, no  Investment  company  organized  hereafter  may  make  a 
public  offering  of  its  securities  unless  it  has  or  is  assured  of  hav- 
ing at  least  $100,000  through  private  subscription.  The  bill  does 
not  contain  any  limitation  with  respect  to  maximum  size  of  In- 
vestment companies,  but  authorizes  the  Commission  to  study  and 
report  from  time  to  time  the  effect  of  size  of  investment  companies 
both  on  the  national  economy  and  on  the  trusts  themselves 
(sec.  14). 

Ineligibility  of  certain  affiliated  persons  and  underwriters:  Any 
person  who  within  10  years  has  been  convicted  of  a  crime  or  Is 
enjoined  by  a  court  In  connection  with  a  security  or  financial  fraud 
Is  prohibited  by  the  bill  from  acting  as  an  officer  or  director  of  any 
Investment  company  or  In  certain  other  capacities.  The  bill  rec- 
ognizes, however,  that  even  such  a  person  may  rehabilitate  him- 
self, and  so  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  exempt  persons  from 
this  prohibition  where  it  is  shown  that  the  penalty  as  applied  to 
any  such  person  would  be  xmduly  or  disproportionately  severe  or 
that  the  conduct  of  such  person  has  been  such  as  not  to  make  it 
against  the  public  interest  or  protection  of  investors  that  such 
exception  be  granted  (sec.  9). 
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Provisions  relating  to  directors,  officers,  and  certain  affiliated  per- 
sons: In  the  future  no  person  shall  serve  as  a  director  of  an  In- 
vestment company  unless  elected  by  the  holders  of  its  outstanding 
Toting  sectirltles.  except  that,  in  effect,  vacancies  not  exceeding 
one-third  of  the  board  occurring  between  meetings  of  stockholders 
may  t>e  filled  in  any  othervtlse  legal  manner.  However,  with  respect 
to  existing  strict  trusts,  where  no  provision  is  made  for  election 
of  trustees,  the  bill  does  not  require  an  afllrmative  election  of 
trustees  but  provides  a  procedure  for  their  removal  by  certificate 
holders  (sec.  16) . 

The  bUl  provides  that  at  lea-^t  40  percent  of  the  board  of  directors 
of  an  investment  company  shall  be  independent;  that  is,  no  more 
than  60  percent  may  consist  of  investment  advisers  to  the  oompany 

or  affiliated  pei'sons  of  such  an  adviser  or  officers  or  employees  ctf 
the  comi>any.  Moreover,  a  majority  of  the  board  of  directors  of  an 
Investment  ccmpany  must  be  composed  of  persons  who  are  not 
regular  brokers  for  the  company  or  principal  underwriters  of  its 
securities,  or  investment  bankers,  or  In  each  case  persons  affiliated 
with  them.  An  exception  Is  made  to  take  care  of  certain  types  of 
investment  companies  which  are  closely  affiliated  with  investment 
advisers  and  which  are  desl(;ned  primarily  to  make  available  thla 
medium  of  diverslOcation  of  investment  to  the  smaller  customers 
of  these  advisers.  This  exception  Is  carefully  safeguarded  by  8p>eclflc 
conditions.  Hereafter  the  majority  of  the  board  of  directors  of  an 
Investment  company  may  not  consist  of  persons  who  are  officers  or 
directors  of  any  one  bank,  except  that  any  investment  company 
which,  on  March  15,  1940.  shall  have  had  a  majority  of  Its  directors 
consisting  of  such  persons  may  continue  to  do  so  (sec.  10). 

In  the  future,  persons  who  are  officers,  directors.  Investment  ad- 
vmcs.  etc..  or  persons  affiliated  with  such  persons  may  not.  as  prin- 
etfml,  knowingly  sell  to  or  purchase  from  any  investment  company 
any  securities  or  other  property  or  borrow  from  any  such  investment 
company.  Provision  is  made  for  certain  exceptions  with  respect  to 
transactions  involving  the  company's  own  secvirity  issvies  and  for 
tnmsactions  exempted  by  the  Commiasion  (sec.  17) . 

In  general,  agency  transactions  are  not  affected  by  the  bill,  but 
brokerage  commiaslons  are  limited  in  the  main  to  standard  rates 
with  provlsl{<n  for  special  exemptions.  Provision  is  made  that  those 
officers  and  employees  who  have  access  to  securities  or  funds  of 
Investment  companlis  may  be  required  to  be  bonded.  Securities  of 
Investment  companies  must  t>e  placed  In  the  custody  either  of 
banks,  or  with  stock  exchange  firms  subject  to  supervision  by  the 
Commission  as  to  methods  of  safekeeping  /sec.  17) . 

Investment  companies  may  not  purchase  securitiee  underwritten 
by  persons  affiliated  with  the  investment  company,  unless  the 
Investment  company  Itself  Is  a  principal  underwriter  of  such 
•ecurltles.  until  after  the  termination  of  the  underwriting  syndi- 
cate (sec.  10).  Officers  and  directors  of  investment  companies  and 
certain  other  persons  are  not  allowed  to  exculpate  themselves 
from  liability  for  any  willful  misfeasance,  bad  faith,  gross  negli- 
gence, or  reckless  disregard  of  their  duties  (sec.  17).  The  pro- 
visions of  section  16  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  re- 
lating to  transactions  of  officers,  directors,  and  controlling  per- 
•ons  which  now  apply  to  equity  securitjes  of  investment  com- 
panies whose  aecuritles  are  listed  on  a  national  securities  ex- 
change are  made  applicable  to  all  securities  of  all  registered 
doaed-end  companies  (sec.  90).  Gross  misconduct  or  gross  abuse 
of  trust  by  directors,  officers,  investment  advisers,  principal  under- 
writers, etc..  Is  made  a  basis  for  mjunctive  proceedings  in  a 
Federal  court  to  l>e  Instituted  by  the  Commission  (sec.  36).  Lar- 
ceny or  embezzlement  of  property  of  Investment  companies  is 
made  a  Federal  crime  (sec.  37). 

Provisions  with  respect  to  certain  activities  of  investment  com- 
panies: Investment  companies,  generally  speaking,  may  not  ti^de 
on  margin,  participate  in  joint  trading  accounts,  or  effect  short 
sales  in  portfolio  securities  in  contravention  of  rules  and  regula- 
tions  which  may  be  prescribed.  Investment  companies  may  en- 
gaga  in  vuiderwrltlng  activities  if  consistent  with  their  declared 
tcvestment  policies  (sec.  12).  Upstream  loans  to  investment  com- 
panies, except  by  wholly  owned  subsidiaries,  are  prohibited  (sec.  21) , 

Hereafter,  an  investment  company  or  group  of  controlled  com- 
panies may  not  purchase  securities  Issued  by  another  investment 
company  if  as  a  result  of  such  acquisition  such  group  will  have 
more  than  3  percent  of  the  outstanding  voting  securities  of  such 
other  investment  company,  or  5  percent  of  a  specialized  investment 
company  Investment  companies,  however,  may  increase  their 
holdings  In  other  investment  companies  of  which  they  already  hold 
35  percent  of  the  voting  stock,  since  such  holdings  constitute  pre- 
sumptive control.  A  similar  provision  limits  the  acquisition  by 
investment  companies  of  an  insurance  company's  stock  to  10  per- 
cent, with  additional  exceptions  relating  to  the  organization  of 
new  Insurance  companies  and  the  ptircliaae  of  stock  of  Insurance 
companies  from  other  investment  companies  or  where  it  is  found 
that  svich  acquisition  Is  in  the  public  interest  because  the  financial 
condition  of  such  insurance  oon^jMmy  will  be  improved  as  a  result 
of  such  acquisition  or  any  plan  contemplated  as  a  result  thereof 
(sec.  13). 

Cross  and  circular  ownership  as  defined  are  prohibited  in  the 
future  and  existing  croas  and  circular  ownership  must  be  eliminated 
within  5  years  (sec.  20). 

Although  Investment  companies  are  in  general  prohibited  from 
acquiring  securities  of  peraons  engaged  in  the  brokerage  business 
or  in  the  business  of  underwriting  azul  dealing  in  securities,  pro- 
vision is  made  to  permit  Investment  companies,  either  alone  or 
Jointly  with  other  investment  companies,  to  purchase  stock  of  a 


company  engaged  primarily  In  the  business  of  underwriting  and 
distributing  securities  and  to  acquire  stock  of  a  company  formed 
to  engage  in  the  business  of  furnishing  new  capital  to  Industry, 
financing  promotional  enterprises  and  similar  activities  (sec.  12). 
It  is  hoF>ed  that  investment  companies  will  soon  Jointly  form  such 
a  company.  It  Is  believed  It  should  make  a  material  contribution 
to  national  recovery. 

Distribution,  repurchases,  and  redemptions  of  investment  com- 
pany securities:  No  open-end  company  and  no  closed-end  com- 
pany may  issue  any  of  its  securities  except  for  cash  or  for  securi- 
ties   (sees.  23   and   23). 

Publicly  offered  securities  of  all  Investment  companies  must  be 
registered  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  but  provision  Is  made 
to  eliminate  duplication  in  the  material  filed  under  that  act  and 
the  present  bill.  Circular  literature  intended  for  distribution  to 
prospective  purchasers  of  the  securities  of  open-end  companies, 
unit -investment  trusts,  and  face-amount  certificate  companies  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  (sec.  24). 

Closed-end  companies  may  not  Issue  their  common  stock  at  a 
price  below  the  current  net  asset  value,  except  in  connection  wl»h 
an  offering  to  their  secvirity  holders,  conversion  of  a  convertible 
security,  exercise  of  any  warrant  outstanding  on  the  date  of  en- 
actment of  this  bill,  or  with  consent  of  a  majority  of  their  stock- 
holders. No  closed-end  company  may  frepurchase  any  of  Its  out- 
standing securities  except  on  a  securities  exchange  or  open  mar- 
ket upon  prescribed  notice  to  its  stockholders  or  pursuant  to  ten- 
ders or  under  other  circumstances  to  be  prescribed  to  insure  fair 
treatment  of  all  security  holders  (sec.  23). 

With  respect  to  the  distribution  and  redemption  of  securities 
Issued  by  open-end  companies,  an  association  of  securities  dealers 
registered  under  section  15A  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
is,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  that  section,  empowered  to  make 
rtiles  to  protect  investors,  so  far  as  is  reasonably  practicable, 
against  any  dilution  of  their  equity  due  to  the  methods  of  pric- 
ing, distribution,  and  redemption  of  redeemable  securities  and  to 
prevent  grossly  excessive  sales  loads  on  such  securities.  The  Com- 
ml^ion.  after  1  year,  is  empowered  to  make  rtiles  and  regulations 
to  deal  with  these  subjects.  In  other  words,  the  industry  is  given 
a  year  in  which  to  solve  this  problem  for  ilself.  In  addition,  pro- 
vision is  made  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  redeemable  securities  to  any 
person  other  than  a  dealer  or  principal  underwriter  at  a  price  leas 
than  that  at  which  the  security  is  sold  to  the  public.  The  bill 
prohibits  the  suspension  of  redemption  of  a  redeemable  security 
for  a  period  more  than  7  days  except  during  certain  specified  emer- 
gency periods  or  other  period  fixed  by  the  Commission.  The  nego- 
tiability of  open-end  securities  may  not  he  restricted  in  contra- 
vention of  provisions  which  may  i>e  formulated  ^sec.  22). 

Capital  structure :  Except  for  refunding  cf  outstanding  securities 
and  securities  Issued  in  connection  with  reorganizations,  closed-end 
companies  In  the  future  may  not  Issue  more  than  three  classes  of 
securities — one  class  of  security  representing  indebtedness  (includ- 
ing loans  not  publicly  distributed) ,  one  class  of  preferred  stock  and 
one  class  of  common  stock.  Securities  representing  IndebtedneH 
must  have  at  the  time  of  issue  an  asset  coverage  of  at  least  SOO 
percent  and  preferred  stock  an  asset  coverage  of  at  least  300  percent. 
Similarly  no  dividends  or  distributions  may  he  decided  or  made 
upon  the  common  stock  unless  the  securities  representing  indebted- 
ness and  preferred  stock  Issued  in  the  future  have  an  asset  coverage 
of  300  percent  and  200  percent,  respectively,  and  dividends  may  not 
be  paid  on  such  preferred  stock  unless  such  Indebtedness  has  an 
asset  coverage  of  at  least  200  percent.  Voting  rights  are  also  pro- 
vided for  preferred  stock  and  In  certain  contingencies  for  senior 
securities  representing  Indebtedness  other  than  loans.  Temporary 
borrowings  up  to  5  percent  are  exempted  from  this  provision  (sec. 
18). 

Open-end  Investment  companies  are  not  permitted  to  issue  any 
senior  securities,  except  that  such  companies  are  permitted  bank 
txirrowings  provided  that  an  asset  coverage  of  300  percent  is  main- 
tained at  all  times  for  such  borrowings  (sec.  18). 

Dividends:  In  resp>ect  of  dividends  on  existing  securities,  as  well 
as  securities  Issued  In  the  future,  investment  companies  are  re- 
quired to  disclose  by  written  statement  accompanying  any  dividend 
the  source  of  such  pa3micnt  when  made  other  than  from  the  current 
or  accumulated  net  income  as  defined  (sec.  19). 

Proxies  and  voting  trusts:  Solicitations  of  proxies,  consents,  and 
authorizations  relating  to  sectuitles  of  investment  companies  reg- 
istered under  this  bill  are  to  be  subject  to  the  regulations  to  which 
solicitations  relating  to  securities  listed  on  national  securities  ex- 
changes are  already  subject  by  reason  of  the  Commission's  regu- 
lations adopted  under  section  14  (a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934.  To  assure  uniformity  of  interpretation  and  adminis- 
tration as  between  that  act  and  the  present  bill,  section  20  (a) 
of  the  bill  has  t>een  so  drafted  as  to  follow  verbatim  section  14  (a) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Art,  with  only  such  slight  modifications 
of  langauge  as  are  necessary  because  of  the  special  classes  of  com- 
panies to  which  section  20  (a)  applies. 

Hereafter,  no  public  offering  may  be  made  of  voting  trust  certifi- 
cates of  investment  companies.  Existing  voting  trusts  may 
continue  until  their  expiration   (sec.  20). 

Investment  advisory  contracts  and  contracts  for  distribution  of 
open-end  company  securities:  After  1  year  from  the  effective  date 
of  the  act  all  investment  advisory  or  management  contracts  mtist 
be  in  writing,  must  prescribe  in  decall  the  compensation  to  be 
paid,  and  must  be  nonassignable  and  termiiuible  upon  00  days' 
notice.  In  effect,  the  contract  has  to  be  approved  by  a  majority 
of  the  voting  stock,  may  be  for  an  initial  period  of  2  yevs.  and 
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renewable  annually  thereafter  by  the  board  of  directors  or  stock- 
holders. Analogous  provisions  are  Incorporated  with  respect  to  con- 
tracts for  the  distribution  of  open-end  company  securities.  Exist- 
ing arrangenaenta  are  permitted  to  continue  for  a  period  not 
exceeding  6  years  (sec.  15). 

Reorganizations  of  Investment  companies:  With  respect  to  Invest- 
ment company  reorganizations  as  defined,  the  bill  provides  that  the 
Commission,  at  the  request  of  25  percent  of  any  class  of  the  security 
holders  to  be  affected  by  such  reorganization,  or  on  the  request  of 
a  company  which  is  a  party  to  such  a  plan,  may  give  an  advisory 
opinion.  The  company  is  required  to  send  a  copy  of  such  advisory 
opinion  to  its  security  holders.  The  Commission  may  institute 
injunction  proceedings  in  a  Federal  Court  to  restrain  the  consum- 
mation of  grossly  unfair  plans  of  reorganization  or  plans  which 
constitute  grom  mi-sconduct  or  gross  abxise  of  trust  (sec.  25).  The 
functions  and  duties  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
under  the  Bankruptcy  Act  remain  unchanged. 

Reports  and  accounting:  Investment  companies  are  required  to 
file  with  the  Commission  annual  reports,  including  financial  state- 
ments, similar  to  the  annual  repwrts  now  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sion under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  by  companies  hav- 
ing securities  listed  on  national  securities  exchanges,  and  less 
comprehensive  report*  on  the  semiannual  or  quarterly  basis.  In 
addition,  investment  companies  must  file  with  the  Commission 
copies  of  reporu  sent  to  their  security  holders  and  may  be  re- 
quired to  transmit  semiannually  to  their  stockholders  reports 
containing  certain  specified  financial  and  other  information.  The 
reports  to  stockholders  may  not  be  misleading  In  any  material 
respect  In  the  light  of  the  reports  filed  with  the  Commission. 
Under  other  acts  administered  by  the  Commission,  lacking  such  a 
provision  as  this,  mlslfading  financial  statements,  inconsistent 
With  those  filed  with  the  Commission,  have  t>€en  sent  security 
holders  m  an  appreciable  number  of  instances.  Annual  reports 
to  the  Commission  and  to  stockholders  may  be  required  to  be 
certified  by  Independent  public  accountants,  whose  certificate  muse 
be  based  on  a  reasonably  comprehensive  audit   (sec.  30). 

The  Commission  is  authorized  to  require  investment  companies 
Mid  certain  of  their  majority-owned  subsidiaries  to  preserve  ac- 
counts, records,  and  documents  upon  which  the  financial  state- 
ments filed  with  the  Commission  are  predicated.  Investment 
advisers,  depositors,  and  principal  underwriters  of  certain  invest- 
ment companies  may  likewise  be  required  to  preserve  records  show- 
ing their  transactions  with  the  investment  companies  with  which 
they  are  associated.  These  accounts,  records,  and  documents  are 
subject  at  all  times  to  examination  by  the  Conunlssion  or  its 
representatives.  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  provide  for  a 
reasonable  degree  of  uniformity  In  the  accounting  policies  and 
principles  to  be  followed  by  Investment  companies  In  maintaining 
their  accounts  and  records  and  preparing  the  financial  statements  re- 
quired in  their  reports  to  the  Commission  and  stockholders  (sec.  31) . 

Subject  to  certain  exceptions,  the  selection  of  Independent  public 
accountants  of  investment  companies  must  be  submitted  for  ratifi- 
cation or  rejection  to  stockholders  who,  in  addition,  at  any  time  by 
a  majority  vote  may  terminate  their  employment.  The  auditor's 
certificate  must  be  addressed  to  security  holders  as  well  as  the 
directors.  The  controller  or  other  principal  accounting  officer  of 
every  company  is  to  be  chosen  either,  by  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  company  or  by  Its  sectirtty  holder*,"  and  not  merely  be  appointed 
.^by  Its  executive  officers.  The  Commission  is  also  empowered  to 
require  accountants  and  auditors  to  keep  reports  and  work  sheets 
and  other  documents  relating  to  Investment  companies  (sec.  32). 

Unit  investment  trusts:  The  trust  Indentures  of  unit  Investment 
trusts  must  designate  as  trustee  or  custodian  a  bank  of  a  specified 
minimum  size;  must  require  that  all  property  and  funds  of  the  trust 
will  be  held  by  the  trustee;  and  that  the  trustee  (which  may  not 
resign  unless  a  successor  trustee  has  been  designated  or  the  trust 
liquidated)  be  entitled  to  reimburse  itself  out  of  the  trust  property 
for  its  expenses  actually  Incurred  and  fees  actually  earned.  Except 
under  special  circunistances.  the  depositor  or  underwriter  must  be 
prohibited  from  deriving  any  fees  from  the  trust  other  than  the 
original  sales  load  for  distributing  the  shares.  Provision  must  also 
be  made  to  advise  shareholders  of  portfolio  changes.  Finally,  pro- 
ceedings in  court  may  Vf  Instituted  by  the  Commission  to  liquidate 
so-called  orphan  trusts  (sec.  26). 

Periodic-payment  plans:  The  bill  contains  additional  provisions 
which  relate  specifically  to  companies  issuing  periodic  payment  plan 
certificates.  These  provisions  fall  roughly  into  three  classes:  Pro- 
visions relative  to  sales  load;  provisions  regulating  the  incidents 
and  denominations  of  the  certificates,  and  provisions  regarding  cus- 
todianship. The  sales  load  is  limited  to  9  percent.  Recognizing 
the  heavier  Initial  expense,  due  primarily  to  sales  commissions,  the 
bill  permits  half  of  the  sales  load  to  t>e  taken  out  during  the  first 
year  of  the  plan;  the  balance  is  to  be  spread  equally  over  the  sub- 
sequent years.  To  prevent  evasion  of  these  restrictions  on  sales 
load  by  the  Imposition  of  so-called  management  fees,  the  Commis- 
sion is  authorized  to  prescribe  maximum  management  fees.  The 
provision  relating  to  sales  lead  may  be  modified  by  the  Commission 
to  meet  the  problems  of  small  companies.  Periodic  payment  plan 
certificates  must  be  redeemable  securities;  and  the  initial  payment 
under  any  plan  must  be  at  least  $20.  with  each  subsequent  pay- 
ment at  least  $10  (sec.  27). 

Face-amount  certificate  companies:  Companies  which  sell  face- 
amount  certificates  are  generally  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  bill 
but  must  comply  with  certain  provisions  which  are  specifically  ap- 
plicable to  that  type  of  company.  The  bill  contains  provisions  with 
respect  to  minimum  capitalization  of  face-amount  certificate  com- 
panies.   All  companies  which  in  the  fut\ire  sell  these  certificates 


must  at  all  times  maintain  reserves,  which,  accumulated  at  a  rate 
not  to  exceed  S'j  percent  compounded  annually,  must  provide  an 
amount  sufficient  to  meet  at  all  times  all  the  liabilities  and  obliga- 
tions of  the  company  to  all  its  certificate  holders.  The  companies 
must  have  cash  or  qualified  Investments  (investments  which  are 
qualified  under  the  Code  for  the  District  of  Columbia  for  life  Insur- 
ance companies)  of  a  value  not  less  than  the  aggregate  of  their 
capital  and  reserve  requirements.  The  bill  makes  provision  to  re- 
quire deposit  with  certain  qualified  banks  all  or  any  part  of  the  in- 
vestments maintained  by  such  company  as  certificate  reserve  re- 
quirements except  that  the  company  may  be  credited  with  deposits 
made  pursuant  to  law  or  regulation  with  State  authorities  In  re- 
spect to  liabilities  of  the  certificates  sold  to  the  residents  of  such 
States.  The  bill  makes  provision  for  the  distribution  of  the  loading 
charge  (the  maximum  amount  of  which  charge  la  fixed  by  the  bill) 
over  the  life  of  the  certificate.  In  essence,  no  more  than  50  jsercent 
of  the  load  may  be  taken  out  the  first  year,  no  more  than  7  percent 
in  each  of  the  following  4  years,  and  not  more  than  4  percent  the 
remaining  years.  The  surrender  value  of  the  certificate  for  the  first 
year  must  be  equal  to  at  least  50  percent  of  the  gross  annual  pay- 
ment made  on  the  certificate  and  for  any  subeequent  time  must  be 
the  amount  of  reserve  of  such  certificate  less  a  prescribed  surrender 
charge.  A  certificate  may  not  contain  a  provision  making  the  holder 
liable  for  any  unpaid  balance  on  the  certificate  and  must  provide 
for  th^  issuance  to  the  certificate  holder  upon  the  happening  of 
certain  contingencies  of  a  so-called  p>ald-up  certificate. 

The  obligations  of  the  company  to  a  certificate  holder,  who  has 
defaulted,  are  specifically  enumerated  in  the  bill  (sec.  28).  If  a 
face-amount  company  does  not  maintain  the  minimum  certificate 
reserve  on  all  its  outstanding  face-amount  certificates  issued  prior 
to  the  effective  date  of  the  bill  then  the  company  cannot  make  any 
distribution  or  pay  any  dividend  on  any  senior  capital  security 
which  exceeds  a  prescribed  percentage  of  Its  earnings  or  which  the 
Commission  determines  might  impair  the  financial  integrity  of 
the  company  or  its  ability  to  meet  its  liabilities  on  the  outstanding 
certificates.  In  the  future,  face  amount  certificate  companies  can- 
not issue  senior  capital  seciu-lties  in  contravention  of  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  the  Commission  may  prescribe  as  necessary  or 

appropriate  for  the  protection  of  investors,  or  if  such  company  has 
such  senior  capital  securities  outstanding  to  make  any  distribution 
or  pay  any  dividend  in  contravention  of  such  rviles  and  regulations 
as  the  Commission  may  prescribe  to  Insure  the  financial  Integrity 
of  the  company  and  to  prevent  the  impairment  of  the  company's 
abilities  to  meet  its  obligations  on  its  face-amount  certificates  (sec. 
18).  A  face-amount  company  can  acquire  the  securities  of  another 
face-amount  company  only  upon  certain  prescribed  conditions 
(sec.  12).  The  bill  makes  provision  to  obtain  equality  of  treat- 
ment of  certificate  holders  who  are  residents  of  various  States  in 
the  event  of  bankruptcy  of  a  face-amount  company.  The  bill 
preserves  the  rights  of  residents  in  those  States  which  require 
specific  deposits  with  their  State  ofllcials  but  makes  provision  for 
equalization  of  treatment  of  all  certificate  holders,  by  providing 
that  residents  of  other  States  must  receive  an  amount  equal  to 
that  received  by  the  residents  of  States  with  deposits,  before  the 
latter  can  share  In  the 'general  assets  of  the  bankrupt  company 
(sec.  29). 

Unlawful  representations:  The  bill  contains  the  usual  provisions 
prohibiting  misrepresentations  and  half-truths  in  registration 
statements,  reports,  and  other  documents  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sion, and  prohibiting  the  misrepresentation  of  the  effect  of  regis- 
tration with  the  Commission.  In  addition,  the  use  of  misleading 
names  by  registered  Investment  companies  Is  specifically  pro- 
hibited. The  latter  provisions  may  be  enforced  by  order  of  the 
Commission  when  the  name  is  adopted  after  the  effective  date  of 
the  bill,  and  by  a  court  at  the  suit  of  the  Commission  as  to  names 
theretofore  adopted  (sees.  34  (b),  35). 

Administrative  and  enforcement  machinery:  The  bill  contains 
ample  provisions,  but  appropriately  circumscribed,  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  Its  provisions;  for  the  carrying  out  of  the  powers  and 
duties  vested  in  the  Commission,  and  for  court  review  of  the 
Commission's  action  (sees.  38  to  46,  49). 

Formal  provisions:  The  bill  contains  the  usual  provisions  regard- 
ing validity  of  contracts,  liability  of  controlling  persons,  the  effect 
of  the  bill  on  existing  law,  and  separability  of  provisions.  The 
effective  date  of  title  I  is  November  1.  1940,  as  to  all  companies 
except  face-amount  certificate  companies,  as  to  which  the  bill  does 
not  become  effective  until  January  1,  1941.  The  short  title  of  the 
bill  Is  the  "Investment  Company  Act  of  1940"  (sees.  47,  48.  60 
to  53). 

Trru  n.  Intistment  Aovisess 

Title  11.  which  deals  with  Investment  advisory  services.  Is  an 
outgrowth  of  the  Commission's  survey  of  these  organizations  In 
connection  with  its  study  of  investment  trusts  and  investment 
companies.  The  subcommittee  held  hearings  on  the  original 
provisions  of  title  II  as  they  were  Included  in  8.  3580.  At  these 
hearings  representatives  of  the  larger  investment-adviser  firms 
and  representatives  of  a  voluntary  association  of  Investment 
advisers  opposed  that  title.  However,  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
hearings,  much  as  in  the  case  of  the  investment  trusts  and  invest- 
Rient  companies,  representatives  of  the  investment-adviser  organi- 
zations and  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  chairman  of  the  Fubcommittee.  conferred  with  a 
view  to  drafting  proposals  which  would  have  the  support  of  the 
Investment  advisers  and  the  Commission.  As  a  result,  title  n  of 
8.  4108  was  prepared.  This  title  has  the  afBrmatlve  support  of 
virtually  all  Investment  advisers,  both  the  members  of  the  assocla- 
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tlon  and  those  who  are  not  members,  who  i^peared  before  the 
committee.       i 

I  GKNIXAL  STATEMENT 

Investment  advisers  are  persons  who  for  compensation  engage  In 
the  business  o*  advising  others,  either  directly  or  through  publica- 
tion or  writings  as  to  the  value  of  securities,  or  as  to  the  advisability 
of  Investing  in,  purchasing,  or  selling  sectirltles  or  who  for  compen- 
sation and  as  part  of  a  regular  business  issue  or  promulgate  analyses 
or  reports  concerning  securities. 

The  emergence  of  the  investment  adviser  as  an  important  occupa- 
tion or  profession  did  not  occur  tintll  the  World  War.  However,  It 
was  not  until  after  1929  that  the  investment  adviser  firms  organized 
and  increased  rapidly.  The  ntmiber  of  investment  advisers  pres- 
ently functioning  has  been  difficult  to  ascertain.  The  Commission 
reported  to  the  Congress  that  In  connection  with  Its  study  of  these 
Anns,  it  obtained  replies  to  questionnaires  from  only  394  persons  or 
flims  which  administer  funds  or  give  investment  advice. 

Similarly,  it  is  dlffictilt  definitely  to  estimate  the  amount  of  funds 
under  the  influence  or  control  of  Investment  advisers.  However, 
•ome  idea  of  the  size  of  the  funds  administered  by  investment  ad- 
Tlsers  may  be  deduced  from  the  fact  that  51  firms  for  which  in- 
formation was  obtainable  by  the  Conunlssion  managed,  supervised, 
and  gave  Investment  advice  with  respect  to  funds  aggregating 
approximately  $4,000,000,000. 

The  nature  of  the  functions  of  investment  advisers,  their  mcreas- 
Ing  widespread  activities,  their  potential  influence  on  security  mar- 
kets, and  the  dangerous  potentialities  of  stock-market  tipsters 
Imposing  upon  unsophisticated  Investors  convinces  this  committee 
that  protection  of  Investors  requires  the  regulation  of  investment 
advisers  on  a  national  scale. 

The  report  of  the  Commission  to  the  Congress  and  the  record 
before  the  committee  is  clear  that  the  solution  of  the  problems 
and  abuses  of  investment  advlswy  services — individuals  and  com- 
panies which  either  handle  pools  of  liquid  fimds  of  the  public  or 
give  advice  with  respect  to  security  transactions — caiuiot  lie  effected 
without  Federal  legislation. 

Not  only  must  the  public  be  protected  from  the  frauds  and 
mifirepresentatlons  of  unscrupulous  tipsters  and  touts,  but  the 
bona  flde  Investment  counsel  must  be  safeguarded  against  the 
stigma  of  the  activities  of  these  individuals.  Virtually  no  limita- 
tions or  restrictions  exist  with  respect  to  the  honesty  and  integrity 
ctf  individuals  who  may  solicit  funds  to  be  controlled,  managed,  and 
cupervised.  Persons  who  may  have  been  convicted  or  enjoined  by 
courts  because  of  perpetration  of  securities  fraud  are  able  to  assume 
the  role  of  investment  advisers.  Individuals  assuming  to  act  as 
Investment  advisers  at  present  can  enter  profit-sharing  contraots 
ifhich  are  nothing  more  than  "heads  I  wm,  tails  you  lose"  ar- 
rangements. Contracts  with  Investment  advisers  which  are  of  a 
personal  nature  may  be  assigned  and  the  control  of  funds  of  In- 
vestors may  be  transferred  to  others  without  the  knowledge  or 
consent  of  the  client. 

Title  II  recognizes  that  with  respect  to  a  certain  class  of  Invest- 
ment advisers,  a  type  of  personalized  relationship  may  exist  with 
their  clients.  As  a  consequence,  this  relationship  Is  a  factor  which 
should  t>e  considered  in  connection  with  the  enforcement  by  the 
Commission  of  the  provisions  of  this  bill. 

ANiLLTSIS  or  PSOVISIOWS  OF  TTTLE  11 

Findings  and  definitions:  Sections  201  and  202  contain,  respec- 
tively, the  findings  of  the  Congress  with  respect  to  investment 
advisers  and  the  definitions  of  various  terms  used  in  title  II.  The 
term  "Investment  adviser"  Is  so  defined  ais  specifically  to  exclude 
banks,  bank  holding-company  affiliates,  lawyers,  accountants,  engi- 
neers, teachers,  brokers  (insofar  as  their  advice  is  merely  Incidental 
to  brokerage  transactions  for  which  they  receive  only  brokerage 
commissions),  publishers  of  bona  flde  newspapers,  news  magazines. 
or  financial  publications  of  general  and  regular  circulation,  and 
persons  whose  advice  is  limited  to  securities  issued  by  the  United 
states  and  certain  instrumentalities  of  the  United  States.  In  addi- 
tion, the  Commission  is  authorized  by  rules  and  regulations  or  order 
to  make  certain  further  exceptions  according  to  prescribed  statutory 
standards. 

Registration  of  Investment  advisers:  Investment  advisers  who 
make  use  of  the  mails  or  instrumentalities  of  interstate  commerce 
In  connection  with  their  investment  advisory  business,  tinless  they 
tall  within  one  of  the  specific  exemptions  provided  in  section  203 
(b),  are  required  to  register  by  filing  with  the  Commission  an  appli- 
cation for  registration  containing  certain  information,  the  character 
of  which  is  sp)eclfied  in  the  bill.  The  administrative  machinery  for 
registration  is  similar  to  that  provided  In  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  for  the  registration  of  over-the-counter  brokers  and 
dealers.  Registration  may  be  denied  or  revoked  If  the  registrant 
bas  within  10  years  been  convicted  of  a  crime  or  is  enjoined  by  a 
court  In  coniiectlon  with  a  security  or  financial  fraud,  or  if  his 
application  for  registration  is  materially  misleading.  The  data  con- 
tained in  the  application  for  re^stration  must  be  kept  reasonably 
current  by  such  annual  and  special  reports  as  the  Commission  may 
require  for  that  purpose  (sees.  203.  204). 

Investment  advisory  contracts:  Contracts  or  agreements  between 
an  investment  adviser  and  a  client  may  not  provide  for  compen- 
sation to  the  investment  adviser  based  upon  capital  gains  or  capital 
appreciation.  Kach  such  contract  must  l>e  nonassignable  and 
must  provide.  If  the  Investment  adviser  is  a  partnership,  that  the 
cUent  will  be  notified  of  any  change  in  the  membership  of  the  firm, 
•o  that  he  will  be  in  a  position.  If  he  so  desires,  to  disaffirm  the 
oontract  (sec.  305). 


Certain  prohibited  transactions:  Transactions  and  practices 
which  defraud  or  operate  as  a  fraud  or  deceit  upon  clients  or  pros- 
pective clients  are  prohibited.  Registered  investment  advisers  are 
also  forbidden  to  purchase  securities  from  or  aell  securities  to  any 
client,  either  as  principal  or  in  connection  with  a  brokerage  busi- 
ness, without  first  advising  the  client  of  the  transaction  and  obtain- 
ing his  consent  thereto  (sec.  206). 

Unlawful  representations,  administrative  and  enforcement  ma- 
chinery, and  formal  provisions:  In  these  respects  title  II  contains 
provisions  generally  comparable  to  those  of  title  I  (sees.  307  to  231. 
inclusive).  Section  210.  which  relates  to  publicity,  recognizes  that 
in  many  Instances  the  adviser -client  relationship  has  a  confidential 
basis,  and  provides  for  confidential  treatment  of  Information  ob- 
tained in  the  administration  and  enforcement  of  the  title,  to  the 
extent  that  such  treatment  is  consistent  with  efficient  enforcement. 

SECxramES  and  Exchange  Commission, 

Washington.  August  r,  1940. 
The  Honorable  Robert  P.  Wacke«. 

Chairman,  Banking  and  Currency  Committee,  United  Statet 
Senate.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Deab  Senator  Wagner:  The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis- 
sion, in  conjunction  with  representatives  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc.,  and  the  Investment  Bankers  Asso- 
ciation, suggests  the  enclosed  modification  of  section  8  (a)  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933.  as  amended,  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Congress  and  respectfully  urges  that  It  may  be  enacted  at  the 
present  session. 

The  Commission  and  the  representatives  of  the  National  Aaso- 
elation  of  Securities  Dealers  and  the  Investment  Bankers  Asso- 
ciation wish  to  make  it  clear  to  the  Members  of  the  Congress  that 
this  proposal  is  experimental.  They  have  already  agreed  to  pre- 
sent to  Congress  in  January  their  Joint  and  several  views  as  to 
modifications  of  this  statute,  based  on  study  and  conferences  to 
be  conducted  in  the  meantime.  They  all.  therefore,  expressly 
wish  to  reserve  the  right  to  make,  at  that  time,  any  further 
stiggestions  for  the  modification  of  section  8  (a)  which  they 
may  believe  to  be  desirable. 

"The  representatives  of  the  National  Association  of  Securities 
Dealers  and  the  Investment  Bankers  Association  express  the  view 
that  the  proposed  amendment  should  be  helpful,  although  not  a 
complete  solution  of  the  problem.  They,  therefore,  Intend  In  Janu- 
ary to  make  suggestions  for  further  changes  In  this  section  as  well  as 
In  other  sections  of  the  act,  but  In  order  to  make  It  possible  to 
shorten  the  time  in  which  securities  may  be  registered  and  offered, 
they  Join  in  the  request  that  this  single  amendment  be  enacted 
into  law  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  during  the  present  session 
of  the  Congress. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Robert  E.  Hxalt. 
Acting  Chairman  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 

Francis  A.  Bonner. 
Chairman,  National  Securities  Dealers  Association.  Inc. 

E.  P.  COMNELT, 

President,  Investment  Bankers  Association  of  America. 

SXLECnVE-SERVICE  COMPULSORY  MILITARY  TRAINING 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  Intend  to  make  a  motion, 
but  in  connection  with  that  motion  I  wish  to  make  a  state- 
ment to  the  Senate. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  consider  Senate  bill  4164, 
Calendar  No.  2110,  the  so-called  military  training  bill,  not 
with  a  view  to  taking  it  up  this  afternoon,  but  to  make  it  the 
unfinished  business,  and  then  have  It  go  over  until  tomorrow. 

I  wish  to  state  that  I  have  been  asked  whether  it  is  the 
program  to  have  a  session  Saturday.     I  am  prepared  to  say  to 
Senators  that  we  shall  not  have  a  session  this  coming  Satur-  . 
day,  but  I  can  hold  out  no  such  assurance  for  any  subsequent 
Saturdays  until  this  program  has  been  completed. 

I  wish  to  say  that  in  addition  to  the  bill  which  is  the  subject 
of  my  motion  there  is  in  the  offlng  a  tax  bill  which  will  prob- 
ably be  considered  in  the  House  In  the  next  few  days  and 
sent  to  the  Senate.  There  is  also  pending  in  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  the  $4,800,000,000  measure  which  the  House 
recently  passed,  and  which  will  soon  be  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

As  to  one  or  two  of  these  measures,  If  not  all  of  them,  the 
element  of  time  is  of  extreme  importance,  and  therefore  it  is 
very  urgent  that  the  Senate  devote  itself  without  interruption 
to  the  consideration  of  these  measures  until  they  are  disposed 
of.  and  it  may  be  necessary  to  have,  and  I  hope  Senators  will 
prepare  themselves  for,  Saturday  sessions  after  the  coming 
Saturday,  but  there  will  be  no  ses.slon  of  the  Senate  next 
Saturday. 

With  that  statement,  I  move  that  the  Senate  now  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  Senate  bill  4164. 
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— Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bJl  <S.  4164*  to  protect  the  Integrity  and  institu- 
tions of  the  United  States  through  a  system  of  selective  com- 
pulsory military  training  and  service,  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  with  an  amendment 
to  strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  to  Insert: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  (a)  the  Congress  hereby  declares  that 
It  Is  imperative  to  Increase  and  train  the  personnel  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  Sutes. 

(b)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  In  a  free  society  the 
obligations  and  privileges  of  military  training  and  service  should 
be  shared  generally  In  accordance  with  a  fair  and  Just  system  of 
selective  compulsory  military  training  and  service. 

(c»  The  Congress  further  declares.  In  accordance  with  our  tra- 
ditional mllliary  policy  as  expressed  In  the  National  Defense  Act 
of  1916.  as  amended,  that  It  Is  essential  that  the  strength  and 
organization  of  the  National  Guard  as  an  Integral  part  of  the 
first-line  defenses  of  this  Nation  be  at  all  times  maintained  and 
arsured.  To  this  end  It  Is  the  Intent  of  the  Congress  that  when- 
ever the  Congress  shall  determine  that  troops  are  needed  for  the 
national  security  in  excess  of  those  of  the  Regular  Army,  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  or  such  part  thereof  as  may 
b«  necessary,  shall  be  ordered  to  active  Federal  service  and  con- 
tinued therein  so  long  as  such  necessity  exists. 

Sic.  2.  Except  as  provided  in  section  5  (a).  It  shall  be  the  duty 
of  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  of  every  male  alien 
residing  In  the  United  States,  who  Is  t)€tween  tl^e  ages  of  21  and 
31.  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  registration,  to  present  himself  for 
and  submit  to  registration  at  such  time  and  place,  and  in  such 
manner  and  in  such  age  group,  as  shall  be  determined  by  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  hereunder. 

Sic  3  (a)  Every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every 
male  alien  residing  in  the  United  States  who  has  declared  his  in- 
tention to  become  such  a  citizen,  beween  the  ages  of  21  and  31 
(other  than  those  excepted  from  registration  under  section  5  (a)), 
shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  In  the  land  and  naval  forces 
of  the  United  States.  The  President  is  authorized,  whetlier  or  not 
a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  for  training  and  service  in  the 
manner  herein  provided,  and  to  Induct  into  the  land  and  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States,  such  number  of  men  between  such 
ages  as  in  his  Judgment  is  required  for  such  forces  in  the  national 
Interest:  Proi~ided.  That  any  person  between  the  ages  of  18  and  35 
fhall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  voluntarily  to  enlist  and  be  in- 
ducted into  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  for  the 
training  and  service  prescribed  In  subsection  (b).  If  he  Is  accept- 
able to  the  land  or  naval  forces  for  such  training  and  service. 
The  men  Inducted  intn  the  land  or  naval  forces  for  such  training 
and  service  shall  be  assigned  to  camps  or  units  of  such  forces. 

(b)  Whenever  the  United  States  Is  not  at  war,  each  man  so 
Inducted  shall  serve  for  a  training  period  of  12  consecutive  months. 
unless  sooner  discharged:  Proitded.  That  if  during  his  training 
period  the  Congress  shall  declare  that  the  national  interest  Is  im- 
periled, he  may  be  required  to  remain  in  service  until  the  Con- 
gress shall  declare  that  the  national  Interest  permits  his  being 
relieved  from  such  service.  Each  such  man,  after  completion  of 
the  rervlce  required  by  this  sut>section,  shall  be  transferred  to  a 
Reserve  component  of  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
until  the  provisions  of  this  act  become  Inoperative,  or  until  the 
expiration  of  a  period  of  10  years,. or  until  he  Is  discharged  from 
such  Reserve  component,  whichever  event  first  occurs;  and  during 
the  period  that  he  Is  a  member  of  such  Reserve  corajxinent  he  shall 
be  subject  to  such  additional  training  and  service  as  may  now  or 
hereafter  be  prescribed  by  law:  Provided.  That  any  man  who  com- 
pletes 12  months'  training  and  service  In  the  land  forces  In  time 
of  peace,  as  provided  herein,  who  thereafter  completes  not  less 
than  2  years'  satisfactory  service  In  the  Regular  Army  or  In  the 
active  National  Guard,  shall,  upon  completion  of  such  service, 
be  relieved  from  further  liability  to  serve  in  the  Reserve  components 
of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  In  time  of  peace. 

(c)  The  men  Inducted  for  training  and  service  as  provided  for 
In  this  section  shall,  during  the  period  of  their  training  and  serv- 
ice, receive  the  same  pay.  allowances,  and  other  benefits  as  are 
provided  by  law  for  enlisted  men  of  UlEe  grades  and  length  of 
service  of  that  component  of  the  land  or  naval  forces  to  which 
they  are  assigned,  and  after  transfer  to  a  Reserve  component  of  the 
land  or  naval  forces  as  provided  in  subsection  (b)  they  shall 
receive  the  same  benefits  as  are  provided  by  law  in  like  cases  for 
members  of  such  Reserve  component.  Men  in  such  training  and 
service  shall  have  an  opportunity  to  qualify  for  promotion. 

'  Sic.  4.  (a)  The  selection  of  men  for  the  training  and  service  pro- 
vided for  In  section  3  (other  than  those  who  enlist  vqjuntarily 
pursuant  to  this  act)  shall  be  made  In  an  Impartial  manner, 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe, 
from  all  the  men  between  the  ages  of  21  and  31  who  are  llabla 
for  such  training  and  service. 

(b)  Quotas  of  men  to  be  furnished  for  such  training  and  serv- 
ice shall  be  determined  for  each  State.  Territory,  and  the  District 
of  Coliunbia.  and  for  subdivisions  thereof,  on  the  basis  of  the 
actual  number  of  men  in  the  several  States.  Territories,  and  the 
Distrtct%of  Columbia,  and  the  subdivisions  thereof,  who  are  liable 
for  such  training  and  service  but  who  are  not  deferred  after  classifi- 
cation, credits  shall  be  given  to  fixing  such  quotas  for  residents  of 
such  sutxllvisions  who  are  in  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States  on  the  date  fixed  for  determining  such  quotas;  and 


until  the  actual  numbers  necessary  for  determining  the  quotas 
are  known,  the  quotas  may  be  l>ased  on  estimates,  and- sut>sequent 
adjustments  therein  made  when  such  actual  numbers  are  known; 
all  In  accordance  with  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  President 
may  prescribe. 

Sic.  5,  (a)  Commissioned  officers,  warrant  officers,  field  clerks, 
pay  clerks,  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  Navy,  the 
Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey, 
the  federally  recognized  active  National  Guard,  the  Officers"  Re- 
serve Corps,  the  Regular  Army  Reserve,  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps, 
the  Naval  Reserve,  and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve;  cadets.  United 
States  Military  Academy,  midshipmen.  United  States  Naval  Acad- 
emy: cadets.  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy:  and 
cadets  of  the  advanced  course,  senior  division.  Reserve 
Officers'  Training  Corps:  and  diplomatic  representatives,  technical 
attach^  of  foreign  embassies  and  legations,  consuls  general,  con- 
suls, vice  consuls,  and  consular  agents  of  foreign  countries,  resid- 
ing In  the  United  States,  who  are  not  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  or  who  have  not  declared  their  Intention  to  become  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  shall  not  be  required  to  be  registered  luider 
sectlori  2.  No  exceptions  from  registration  shall  continue  after 
the  cause  therefor  ceases  to  exist:  Provided.  That  any  officer,  war- 
rant officer,  or  enlisted  man  of  the  Regular  Army  who  is  excepted 
from  registration  under  section  2  and  who  shall  have  served 
therein  satisfactorily  for  a  period  of  3  years,  and  any  officer,  war- 
rant officer,  or  enlisted  man  of  the  active  National  Guard  or  a 
member  of  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps  on  the  eligible  list,  who  is 
excepted  from  such  registration  and  who  shall  have  served  therein 
satisfactorily  for  a  period  of  6  years,  shall  be  excepted  from  such 
registration  and  further  duty  in  the  Reserve  components  of  tli« 
Army  of  the  United  States  in  time  of  peace:  Provided  further. 
That  any  officer,  warrant  officer,  or  enlisted  man  of  the  active 
National  Guard  who  satisfactorily  serves  as  a  member  of  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  in  active  Federal  service  for  the  period 
of  1  year,  who  thereafter  completes  not  less  than  2  years'  satis- 
factory service  in  the  Regular  Army  or  In  the  active  National 
Guard,  shall,  upon  completion  of  such  service,  be  relieved  from 
further  liability  to  serve  In  the  Reserve  components  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  In  time  of  peace. 

(b)  The  Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  and  the  officers, 
legislative,  executive,  and  Judicial,  of  the  United  States,  and  of 
the  several  States,  Territories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  while 
holding  such  official  positions  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and 
service  in  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States. 

(c)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regula- 
tions as  he  may  prescribe,  to  defer  training  and  service  under  this 
act  in  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  of  those  men 
whose  employment  In  industry,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations 
or  employment  Is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
national  health,  safety,  or  interest,  and  the  President  shall  defer 
training  and  service  under  this  act  in  the  land  and  naval  forces 
cf  the  United  States  of  regular  or  duly  ordained  ministers  of 
religion  engaged  in  the  regular  discharge  of  their  ministerial 
duties.  No  deferment  of  training  and  service  shall  be  made  In 
the  case  of  any  individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the  status  of 
such  Individual,  and  except  In  the  case  of  regular  or  duly  ordained 
ministers  no  such  deferment  shall  t>e  made  of  individuals  by  occu- 
pational groups  or  of  groups  of  Individuals  In  any  plant  or  insti- 
tution. The  President  is  also  authorized,  under  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  defer  the  training  and  service 
under  this  act  in  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
(1)  of  these  men  in  a  status  with  resf>ect  to  persons  dependent 
upon  them  for  support  which  renders  their  deferment  advisable, 
and  (2)  of  those  men  found  to  be  physically,  mentally,  or  morally 
deficient.  No  deferment  of  such  training  and  service  shall  continue 
after  the  cause  therefor  ceases  to  exist. 

(d)  Nothing  contained  In  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  require 
any  person  to  be  subject  to  combatant  training  or  service  In  the 
land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  who,  by  reason  of  religious 
training  and  Ijelief.  Is  conscientiously  opposed  to  participation  In 
war  in  any  form.  All  persons  claiming  such  exemption  from 
combatant  training  and  service  because  of  sucn  conscientious  ob- 
jections Shall  be  listed  on  a  Register  of  Conscientious  Objectors 
at  the  time  of  their  classification  by  a  local  board,  and  the  names 
of  the  persons  so  registered  shall  be  at  once  referred  by  such  local 
board  to  the  Department  of  Justice  for  Inquiry  and  hearing.  After 
appropriate  Inquiry  by  the  proper  agency  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  a  hearing  shall  be  held  by  the  Department  of  Justice  In 
the  case  of  each  such  person  with  respect  to  the  character  and 
good  faith  of  his  objections,  and  such  person  shall  be  notified  cf 
the  time  and  place  of  such  hearing.  The  Department  shall,  after 
such  hearing,  if  the  objections  are  found  to  be  sustained,  recom- 
mend (1)  that  the  objector  shall  be  assigned  to  noncombatant 
service  as  defined  by  the  President,  or  (2)  if  the  objector  is  found 
to  be  conscientlotisly  opposed  to  part  :clpation  in  such  noncom- 
batant service,  that  he  shall  be  assigned  to  work  of  national  Im- 
portance under  civilian  direction.  If,  after  such  hearing,  the  ob- 
jections of  any  such  person  are  found  net  to  be  sustained,  the 
objector  and  the  local  board  shall  be  immediately  notified  thereof, 
the  name  of  the  objector  shall  then  be  removed  from  the  Register 
of  Consclentioiw  Objectors,  and  such  objector  shall  thereafter  be 
liable  to  training  and  service  as  provided  by  this  act.  If.  within 
5  diys  after  the  date  of  such  findings  by  the  Department  cf  Jus- 
tice, the  objector  or  the  local  board  gives  notice  to  the  other  of 
disagreement  with  such  findings,  the  local  board  shall  Immediately 
refer  the  matter  for  final  determination  to  an  appropriate  appeal 
board  established  pursuant  to  section  10  (a)   (2). 


1940 


*   4 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


10079 


8k.  6.  The  President  shall  have  no  authority  to  induct  peraons 
Into  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  under  this 
act  untU  Congress  sbsll  hereafter  appropriate  funds  specifically 
for  such  purpose. 

Sec.  7.  No  IXJunty  shall  b#  paid  to  induce  any  person  to  enlist  in 
or  l>e  inducted  into  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States: 
Prmided,  That  the  clothing  or  enlistment  allowances  authorized  by 
law  shall  not  be  regarded  as  iMunties  within  the  meaning  of  this 
section.  No  person  liable  to  service  in  such  forces  shall  be  per- 
mitted or  allowed  to  furnish  a  substitute  for  such  service;  no  such 
subsUtute  shsU  be  received,  enlisted,  enrolled,  or  inducted  into  the 
land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States;  and  no  person  liable  to 
service  in  such  forces  shall  be  permitted  to  escape  such  service  or 
be  discharged  therefrom  prior  to  the  expiration  of  his  term  of 
service  by  the  payment  of  money  or  any  other  valuable  thing 
whatsoever  a-i  conslderntlon  for  his  release  from  service  In  such 
forces  or  liability  thereto. 

Sbc.  8.  (a)  Any  meml)er  of  any  Reserve  component  of  the  land  or 
naval  forces  who  is  on  active  duty,  and  any  person  Inducted  Into  the 
land  or  naval  forces  under  this  act  who,  in  the  Judgment  of  those 
in  authority  over  him,  satisfactorily  completes  the  service  required 
under  this  act  shall  be  entitled  to  a  certificate  to  that  effect  upon 
the  completion  of  such  service,  which  shall  include  a  record  of  any 
special  proficiency  or  merit  attained. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  any  such  person  who  has  left  a  {xtsition  or  by 
reason  of  being  so  Inducted  Into  such  forces  Is  required  to  leave  a 
position,  other  than  a  temporary  position.  In  the  employ  of  any 
employer  and  who  ( 1 )  receives  such  certificate  of  satisfactory  service, 

(2)  is  still  qualified   to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position,  and 

(3)  makes  application  for  reemployment  within  40  days  after  he  is 
relieved  from  such  service — 

(A)  if  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment, its  Territories  or  possessions,  or  the  District  of  Columbia. 
such  person  shall  be  restored  to  such  position  or  to  a  position  of  like 
status  and  pay: 

(B)  If  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  a  private  employer, 
such  employer  shall  restore  such  person  to  such  position  or  to  a 
position  of  like  status  and  pay  unless  the  employer's  circumstances 
have  so  changed  as  to  make  it  impossible  or  unreasonable  to  do  so: 

(C)  if  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  any  State  or  political 
BUbdlvLslon  thereof,  it  Is  hereby  declared  to  he  the  sense  of  the 
Congress  that  such  person  should  be  restored  to  such  position  or  to 
a  position  of  like  status  and  pay, 

(c)  Any  person  who  is  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  shall  be  so 
restored  without  loss  of  seniority.  Insurance  participation  or  benefits, 
or  other  benefits,  and  such  person  stiall  not  be  discharged  from 
such  position  without  cause  within  1  year  after  such  restoration. 

(d)  The  failure  or  refusal  of  any  private  employer  to  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  or  with  the  pro- 
visions of  subsection  (c)  shall  be  «m  unfair  labor  practice  within 
the  meaning  of  and  for  all  the  purposes  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act. 

(e)  In  any  case  in  which  no  remedy  is  available  under  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Act  to  require  compliance  by  any  private  employer 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section,  the  district  court  of  the  United 
States  for  any  district  In  which  such  employer  maintains  a  place  of 
business  shall  have  power,  upon  the  filing  of  a  motion,  petition,  or 
other  appropriate  pleading  by  the  person  entitled  to  the  ttenefits  of 
such  provisions,  to  specifically  require  such  employer  to  comply  with 
such  provisions.  The  coiu"t  shall  order  a  speedy  hearing  in  any  such 
case  and  shall  advance  it  on  the  calendar, 

(f)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service  herein  provided  for  shall 
establish  a  Personnel  Division  with  adequate  facilities  to  render 
Bid  In  the  replacement  in  their  former  positions  of  persons  who 
have  satisfactorily  completed  their  service  under  this  act,  and  to 
aid  such  persons  in  finding  employment  elsewhere  If  such  replace- 
ment in  their  former  positions  is  impossible  or  unreasonable. 

(g)  The  Chief  of  Finance,  United  States  Army,  is  hereby  desig- 
nated, empowered,  and  directed  to  act  as  the  fiscal,  disbursing,  and 
accounting  agent  of  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  In  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  9.  Any  person  charged  as  herein  provided  with  the  duty  of 
carrying  into  effect  anv  of  the  provisions  of  this  act.  or  the  rules 
or  regulations  made  or  directions  given  thereunder,  who  shall 
knowingly  fall  or  neglect  to  perform  such  duty,  and  any  person 
Charged  with  such  duty,  or  having  and  exercising  any  authority 
tinder  said  act,  rules,  regulations,  <»  directions  who  shall  knowingly 
make,  or  be  a  party  to  the  making,  ot  any  false,  improper,  or  in- 
correct registration,  classification,  physical  or  mental  examination, 
deferment,  induction,  enrollment,  or  muster,  and  any  person  who 
shall  make,  or  tie  a  party  to  the  making  of.  any  false  statement  or 
certificate  as  to  the  fitness  or  unfitness  or  liability  or  nonliability 
of  himself  or  any  other  person  for  service  under  the  provisions 
of  this  act,  or  rules,  regulations,  or  directions  made  pursuant 
thereto,  or  who  otherwise  evades  registration  or  service  in  the 
land  or  naval  forces  or  any  of  the  requirements  of  this  act,  or 
who  counsels,  aids,  or  abets  another  to  evade  registration  or 
service  in  the  land  or  naval  forces  or  any  of  the  requirements  of 
this  act.  or  of  said  rules,  regulations,  or  directions,  or  who  in  any 
manner  shall  knowingly  fall  or  neglect  to  perform  any  duty 
required  of  him  under  or  in  the  execution  of  this  act,  or  rules  or 
regulations  made  in  pursuance  of  this  act,  or  any  person  or 
persons  who  shall  knowingly  hinder  or  interfere  in  any  way  by 
force  or  violence  with  the  administration  of  this  act  or  the  rules 
or  regulations  made  pursuant  thereto,  or  conspire  to  do  so,  shall. 


upon  conviction  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  Sutes  having 
Jurisdiction  thereof,  be  punished  by  imprisonment  for  not  more 
than  5  years  or  a  fine  of  not  more  than  tlCOOO,  or  by  both  such 
fine  and  imprisonment,  or  if  subject  to  military  or  naval  law  may 
be  tried  by  court  martial,  and.  on  conviction,  shall  suffer  such 
punishment  as  a  court  martial  may  direct.  In  cases  of  persons 
subject  to  this  act  who  fall  to  report  for  duty  in  the  land  or  naval 
forces  as  ordered,  military  and  naval  courts  martial  shall  have 
concurrent  Jurisdiction  of  offenses  arising  out  of  such  failure. 
Precedence  shall  be  given  by  courts  to  the  trial  of  cases  arising 
under  this  act. 
Sbc.  10.  (a)  The  President  Is  authorized — 

(1)  to  prescribe  the  necessary  rules  and  regulations  to  carry  this 
act  Into  effect; 

(2)  to  create  and  establish  a  selective  service  system,  to  provide 
for  the  classification  of  registered  men  on  the  basis  of  availability 
for  service  and  training  and  to  establish  local  boards  and  such 
other  agencies,  including  appeal  boards  and  agencies  of  appeal,  as 
he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry  the  provisions  of  this  act  into 
effect; 

(3)  to  appoint,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
and  fix  the  compensation,  at  a  rate  not  in  excess  of  $10,000  per 
annum,  of  a  Director  of  Selective  Service  who  shall  be  directly 
responsible  to  him,  and  to  appoint  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such 
other  officers,  agents,  and  employees  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act:  Provided,  That  any  person  so 
appointed  whose  salary  Is  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  $5,000  per  annum 
shall  be  appointed  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate: 

(4)  to  utilize  the  services.  Information,  facilities,  and  personnel 
of  the  departments  and  agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government,  and  of  the  several  States,  Territories,  possessions,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  sulxlivlsions  thereof.  In  the  exe- 
cution of  this  act,  and  to  require  of  each  the  performance  of  such 
duties  as  he  directs  In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  act: 

(6)  to  have  done  such  printing,  binding,  and  blank-book  work  in 
such  public  or  private  printing  establishments  or  binderies  as  he 
may  designate,  and  to  obtain  such  office  equipment,  as  he  may 
deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act,  with  or  with- 
out advertising  or  formal  contract:  and 

(6)  to  prescribe  ellglbUlty,  rules,  and  regulations  governing  the 
parole  for  service  In  the  land  or  naval  forces,  or  for  any  other 
special  service  established  pursuant  to  this  act,  of  any  person  con- 
victed of  a  violation  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

(b)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regula- 
tions as  he  may  prescribe,  to  delegate  any  authority  vested  in  him 
under  this  act  to  such  officers,  agents,  or  persons  as  he  may  desig- 
nate or  appoint  for  such  ptirpose. 

(c)  The  decisions  of  local  boards  with  respect  to  any  matters 
within  their  Jurisdiction  shall  be  final  except  where  appeals  are 
authorized  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  act  and  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe.  In  the  ad- 
ministration of  this  act  voluntary  services  may  be  accepted.  Cor- 
respondence necessary  in  the  execution  of  this  act  may  be  carried  in 
official  penalty  envelopes. 

Sec.  11.  (a)  Every  person  shall  be  deemed  to  have  notice  of  the 
requirements  of  this  act  upon  publication  by  the  President  of  a 
proclamation  or  other  public  notice  requiring  registration. 

(b)  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  construed  liberally  to 
effect  the  purpose  thereof,  the  spirit  always  controlling  the  letter, 
and  any  technical  deficiencies  therein  shall  be  supplied  by  the 
reasonable  intent  of  the  act  as  a  wliole,  in  the  light  of  national 
needs, 

(c)  If  any  provision  of  this  act,  or  the  application  thereof  to 
any  person  or  circumstance.  Is  held  invalid,  the  remainder  of  the 
act,  and  the  application  of  such  provision  to  other  persons  or  cir- 
cumstances, shall   not   l>€  affected   thereby. 

(d)  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  repeal, 
amend,  or  suspend  the  laws  now  in  force  author  lei  ng  voluntary 
enlistment  or  reenlistment  In  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States,  Including  the  reserve  components  thereof, 

Sbc.    12.  When   used   in   this  act — 

(a)  The  term  "between  the  ages  of  21  and  31"  shall  refer  to 
Ijersons  who  have  reached  the  twenty-first  anniversary  of  the  day 
of  their  birth  and  who  have  not  reached  the  thirty-first  anni- 
versary of  the  day  of  their  birth:  and  other  terms  designating 
different  age  groups  shall   be  construed  in  a  similar  manner. 

(b)  The  term  "United  States,"  when  used  in  a  geographical 
sense,  shall  be  deemed  to  include  the  several  States,  the  District 
of  Coltunbla.  the  Territories,  and  the  possessions  of  the  United 
States,  except   the   Philippine   Islands, 

Sec.  13.  (a)  All  laws  and  parts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  the 
provisions  of  this  act  are  hereby  suspended  to  the  extent  of  such 
conflict  for  the  period  in  which  this  act  shall  be  in  force. 

(b)  All  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  become  inoperative  and 
cease  to  apply  on  and  after  May  15,  1945,  unless  continued  in 
effect  by  the  Congress,  except  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to 
such  date. 

Sec.  14.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940." 

CLAIM    OF    THEODORE    R.    TSOEIVDLC.    FOB    THE    DAWSOlf    SPBDIGS' 
CONSTRUCTION  CO. — VETO  MESSAGE   (S.  DOC.  NO,  268) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 

lowmg  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 


10080 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


August  8 


which  was  read,  and.  with  the  accompanying  bill,  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  a  bill  (S.  4037)  to 
confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Western  District  of  Kentucky  to  hear,  determine,  and 
render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  Theodore  R.  Troendle, 
for  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction  Co. 

It  appears  that  in  1920  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction 
Co..  of  Dawson  Springs,  Ky.,  entered  into  a  contract  with  the 
United  States  for  the  construction  of  eight  buildings  for  a 
United  States  Public  Health  Sanatorium  at  Dawson  Springs, 
Ky.  One  of  the  provisions  of  the  agreement  required  the 
Government  to  furnish  rough  lumber  for  use  in  connection 
with  the  project.  It  apparently  is  claimed  that  the  lumber 
supplied  by  the. Government  was  unsuitable  for  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  intended  and  that  the  contractor  was  re- 
quired to  purchase  the  necessary  lumber  at  an  expense  of 
approximately  $7,100. 

It  is  evidently  the  purpose  of  the  legislation  to  waive  the 
statute  of  limitations  against  this  claim  so  that  the  contractor 
may  bring  suit  against  the  Government  in  the  District  Court 
Of  the  United  States  for  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky. 
While  I  would  have  no  objection  to  a  bill  properly  limited  to 
the  ostensible  purpose  of  the  legislation  and  safeguarding  the 
rights  of  the  Government,  I  am  constrained  to  disapprove  the 
instaht  measure,  because  in  its  present  form  it  is  unfortu- 
nately subject  to  a  number  of  serious  objections. 

The  first  proviso  of  the  bill  would  permit  a  review  by  the 
Supreme  Court  on  certiorari  of  any  decision  or  judgment 
rendered  in  any  suit  filed  under  the  authority  of  the  act. 
This  clause  is  subject  to  the  construction  that  an  application 
for  a  writ  of  certiorari  may  be  made  directly  to  the  Supreme 
Court  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  district  court  without  an 
intermediate  appeal  to  the  circuit  court  of  appeals.  No  rea- 
son is  discernible  for  making  such  an  exception  from  the  usual 
procedure  in  this  instance.  It  may  be  observed  that  it  is  not 
customary  to  include  such  a  provision  in  private  jurisdictional 
bills  In  which  jurisdiction  is  conferred  on  a  United  States  dis- 
trict court  in  respect  to  an  individual  claim. 

Instead  of  proposing  to  confer  on  the  court  jurisdiction  over 
the  claim  for  alleged  breach  of  contract,  it  would  do  so  in 
respect  to  "losses  or  damages  arising  out  of"  the  contract. 
Obviously  the  contractor  may  conceivably  have  sustained 
losses  arising  out  of  the  contract  not  due  to  any  breach  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  and  for  which  the  Government  is 
In  no  wise  responsible,  either  legally  or  morally.  In  the  light 
of  this  circumstance  the  jurisdictional  clause  of  the  bill  ap- 
pears entirely  too  broad. 

Contrary  to  the  usual  practice,  the  bill  contains  no  limita- 
tion on  the  time  within  which  suit  may  be  brought. 

While  because  of  the  foregoing  objections  I  am  impelled  to 
return  the  bill  without  my  approval,  I  also  desire  to  call 
attention  to  two  defects  of  the  measure  which  should  be  cor- 
rected in  the  event  that  it  should  be  passed  in  a  revised  form. 

The  contract  out  of  which  the  claim  arises  was  made  by  the 
United  States  with  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction  Co.  The 
bill  would  permit  suit  to  he  brought  in  behalf  of  Theodore  R. 
Troendle  for  the  Dawson  Springs  Construction  Co.  No  ex- 
planation of  Mi.  Troendle's  connection  with  the  claim  is 
vouchsafed. 

The  last  pro\iso  contained  in  the  bill  would  prohibit  the 
jnjrment  of  attorneys'  fees  in  an  amount  exceeding  10  percent 
df  "the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act,"  whereas,  in  fact,  no 
appropriation  would  be  made  by  the  act,  since  it  would  merely 
confer  jurisdiction  on  a  specified  court  over  the  claim.  While 
such  a  restriction  is  generally  included  in  bills  making  direct 
appropriations  for  the  payment  of  claims,  in  its  present  form 
It  appears  unsuitable  to  a  jurisdictional  measure. 

Praioclin  D.  Roosivilt. 

Th«  Wurrx  Housb.  August  7.  1940. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXEcnnvx  messages  referred 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Brown  In  the  chair) 
laid  before  the  Senate  messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nominations,  which  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

EXECTTTIVE  REPORTS  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  OfBces  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  several 
postmasters. 

COLLECTOR  OF  INTERNAL  REVENTTE 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance.  I  report  the  nomination  of  Paul  H.  Maloney,  of  New 
Orleans,  La.,  to  be  collector  of  internal  revenue  for  the  dis- 
trict of  Louisiana,  to  fill  an  existing  vacancy,  and  I  ask  that 
the  nomination  be  confirmed  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  nomination  will  be 
stated. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Paul  H.  Ma- 
loney. of  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  be  collector  of  internal  revenue 
for  the  district  of  Louisiana,  to  fill  an  existing  vacancy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.    OVERTON.     I    ask    unanimous    consent    that    the 
President  be  immediately  notified  of  the  confirmation  of  the. 
nomination  of  Paul  H.  Maloney. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  notified. 

If  there  be  no  further  reijorts  of  committees,  the  clerk  will 
state  the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

THE  JXJDICIARY 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Robert  L. 
Russell,  of  Georgia,  to  be  United  States  district  judge  for  the 
northern  district  of  Georgia. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
nomination  is  confirmed. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sxmdry  nomina- 
tions of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  post- 
masters be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
nominations  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  as  In  legislative  session  I 
move.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Senate  Resolution 
294.  unanimously  agreed  to  earlier  today,  and  as  a  further 
mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  the  late  Representative 
GiBBs.  of  Georgia,  that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess  until  12 
o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed  to;  and  (at  4  o'clock 
and  42  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomor- 
row. Friday.  August  9.  1940.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive   nominations  received   by   the   Senate  August   i 
(legislative  day  of  August  5),  1940 
United  States  Hoxising  AuTHORmr 
William  P.  Seaver,  of  New  York,  to  be  Assistant  Admin- 
istrator in  charge   of  Project  Management,   United  States 
Housing  Authority.  Federal  Works  Agency. 

Collector  of  Internal  Reventte 
Paul  H.  Maloney  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  be  collector  of 
Internal  revenue  for  the  district  of  Louisiana,  to  fill  an  exist- 
ing vacancy. 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

Lois  M.  McCurdy  to  be  postmaster  at  Flomaton,  Ala.,  in 
place  of  W.  W.  Whittaker.  removed- 
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ALASKA 

Alfred  J.  Ohezzi  to  be  postmaster  at  Fairbanks.  Alaska,  in 
place  of  R.  E.  Sheldon,  resigned. 

ARKANSAS 

Harvey  H.  Puller  to  be  postmaster  at  Eureka  Springs,  Ark., 
in  place  of  H.  H.  Fuller.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
A^ril  26.  1939.    ; 

CALIFORNIA 

Earl  D.  Sherer  to  be  postmaster  at  Canby,  Calif.  OfBce 
^became  Presidential  July  1,  1939. 

Minnie  F^rretti  to  be  postmaster  at  Groveland.  Calif.,  in 
place  of  Minnie  Ferrettl.  Incumbent's  conmiission  expired 
July  1.  1940. 

Jasper  L.  Moss  to  be  postmaster  at  Morgan  Hill,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  J.  L.  Moss.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 

24,  1940. 

Lewis  P.  Franklin  to  be  postmaster  at  North  Pork,  Calif.,  In 
place  of  L.  F.  Franklin.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
July  1,  1940. 

George  H.  German  to  be  postmaster  at  Port  Chicago.  Calif., 
in  place  of  G.  H.  German.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired 
May  22.  1940. 

Cornelius  D.  Mangan  to  be  postmaster  at  Saint  Mary's 
College,  Calif.,  in  place  of  C.  D.  Mangan.  Incumbent's  com- 
mission expired  April  25,  1940. 

Charles  E.  Stonesipher  to  be  postmaster  at  Whittier.  Calif., 
in  place  of  C.  E.  Stonesipher.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired June  18.  1940. 

COLORADO 

Mary  M.  Young  to  be  postmaster  at  Otis,  Colo.,  In  place  of 
R.  E.  Vincent,  removed. 

FLORIDA 

Mell  J.  Barnett  to  be  postmaster  at  Fern  Park.  Fla..  in  place 
of  M.  J.  Barnett.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August 
26.  1939. 

ILLINOIS 

Earnest  W.  Zoll  to  be  postmaster  at  Carlock.  HI.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1.  1939. 

George  N.  Taylor  to  be  postmaster  at  Evanston.  m.,  in 
place  of  G.  N.  Taylor.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 

25,  1940. 

Kenneth  J.  Masonlck  to  be  postmaster  at  Lake  Bluff.  CI.,  in 
place  of  J.  A.  Masonick.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  27.  1939. 

Bernard  J.  Hemann  to  be  postmaster  at  New  Baden.  HI.,  in 
place  of  H.  J.  Hemann,  deceased. 

INDIANA 

Orville  Allen  Saunders  to  t>e  postmaster  at  Albany.  Ind..  in 
place  of  N.  A.  Booher.  transferred. 

Basil  L.  Ferguson  to  be  postmaster  at  Bargersville.  Ind.,  in 
place  of  B.  L.  Ferguson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  15.  1939. 

Pierre  L.  Helms  to  be  postmaster  at  Centervllle.  Ind.,  in 
place  of  Pierre  Helms.  Incumbent's  conmiission  expired  June 
8.  1940. 

William  H.  Luking  to  be  postmaster  at  Connersville,  Ind., 
in  place  of  W.  H.  Luking.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  15,  1939. 

I  IOWA 

August  Sindt  to  be  postmaster  at  Lake  Park.  Iowa,  in  place 
of  August  Sindt.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  19. 
1940. 

Emmett  S.  Armstrong  to  be  postmaster  of  Nevada.  Iowa.,  in 
place  of  E.  S.  Armstrong.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  16,  1940. 

Anna  Bliem  to  be  postmaster  at  Plymouth.  Iowa.,  in  place 
of  Anna  Bliem.   Incumbent's  commission  expired  July  1.  1940. 

Kathryn  P.  Thomas  to  be  postmaster  at  Red  Oak.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  K.  P.  Thomas.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  19.  1940. 

Harry  P.  Lewis  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Liberty.  Iowa,  in 
place  of  H.  F.  Lewis.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  April 
3.  1940. 


KANSAS 

Orval  D.  Allis  to  be  postmaster  at  Virgil,  Kans..  in  place  of 
J.  H.  Pennebaker,  transferred. 

KENTUCKY 

Mattie  W.  Blackwell  to  be  postmsister  at  Dixon.  Ky.,  in 
place  of  Mattie  Blackwell.  Inciunbent's  commission  expired 
March  10.  1940. 

Lucy  W.  Dyer  to  be  postmaster  at  Sturgls.  Ky..  in  place  of 
L.  W.  Dyer.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  10,  1940. 

LOUISIANA 

Herman  E.  Hebert  to  be  postmaster  at  Berwick,  La.,  in 
place  of  H.  E.  Hebert.  Incimibent's  commission  expired  May 
8.  1940. 

Ella  A.  McDowell  to  be  postmaster  at  Hodge.  La.,  in  place  of 
E.  A.  McDowell.  Incumbent's  conunission  expired  May  23. 
1940. 

J.  Clyde  Arceneaux  to  be  postmaster  at  Rayne.  La.,  in  place 
of  J.  C.  Arceneaux.  Incmnbent's  commission  expired  March 
18.  1940. 

Murphy  A.  Tannehill  to  be  postmaster  at  Urania.  La.,  in 
place  of  G.  M.  Tannehill.  deceased. 

MARYLAND 

Neal  A.  Sibley  to  be  postmaster  at  Baltimore,  Md..  in  place 
of  Ernest  Green,  retired. 

Edna  W.  Hart  to  be  postmaster  at  Sudlersville.  Md.,  in  place 
of  M.  O.  Rambo.  removed. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Francis  B.  Larkin  to  be  postmaster  at  Harwich,  Mass.,  in 
place  of  A.  P.  Cahoon,  retired. 

Elizabeth  A.  Norris  to  be  postmaster  at  Sagamore,  Mass.. 
In  place  of  O.  L.  Small,  retired. 

Roy  H.  Amstein  to  be  postmaster  at  Shelbume  Palls,  Mass.. 
in  place  of  C.  J.  Delaney,  deceased. 

Everett  W.  Bailey  to  be  postmaster  at  South  Lancaster, 
Mass.,  in  place  of  J.  W.  Mitchell,  deceased. 

MICHIGAN 

Stanley  G.  MacParlane  to  be  postmaster  at  Falrgrove,  Mich^ 
in  place  of  G.  B.  Mclntyre,  retired. 

Vem  P.  Beadle  to  be  postmaster  at  Freeland.  Mich.,  In  place 
of  Clara  Woodruff,  retired. 

Gladys  Hallenbeck  to  be  postmaster  at  Metamora.  Mich., 
in  place  of  Thomas  Newton.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired January  31,  1940. 

MINNESOTA 

Donovan  Grover  to  be  postmaster  at  Ashby,  Minn.,  In  place 
of  C.  C.  Stubbe.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  8, 
1940. 

John  Gowan  to  be  postmaster  at  Bamum.  Minn.,  in  place  of 
L.  W.  Rhoads.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  August  26. 
1939. 

Elisha  L.  Creech  to  be  postmaster  at  Grand  Marais,  Minn., 
in  place  of  E.  L.  Creech.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  8.  1940. 

George  W.  Strand  to  be  postmaster  at  Taylors  Falls,  Minn., 
in  place  of  O.  W.  Strand.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  25.  1940. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Grady  E.  Hill  to  be  postmaster  at  Calhoun  City,  Miss.,  In 
place  of  M.  D.  Wall.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
2.  1940. 

NEBRASKA 

Prank  D.  Conley  to  be  postmaster  at  Madison,  Nebr.,  in  place 
of  F.  D.  Conley.  Incimibent's  commission  expired  Jime  19, 
1940. 

NEW  JERSEY 

John  Gilbert  Stout  to  be  postmaster  at  Hackettstown,  N.  J., 
in  place  of  W.  E.  Bayley.  Incuml>ent's  commission  expired 
August  26.  1939. 

James  McQuilken,  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Waldwick,  N.  J., 
in  place  of  P.  P.  Martin,  removed. 
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NTWr  YORK 

Joseph  P.  Murphy  to  be  postmaster  at  Beacon.  N.  Y..  in 
place  of  J.  P.  Murphy.  Incumbent's  cc»nmi3sion  expired  June 
20.  1940. 

George  John  Bassakalis  to  be  postmaster  at  Ghent.  N.  Y..  in 
place  of  O.  B.  Ostrander.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
April  6.  1939. 

Edward  Devitt  to  be  postmaster  at  Montgomery.  N.  Y..  in 

place  of  William  McNeal.  retired. 

Dorothea  L.  Wolfe  to  be  postmaster  at  Oscawana.  N.  Y.,  in 
place  of  J.  J.  Lynch,  retired. 

John  P.  Hewitt  to  be  postmaster  at  Phelps.  N.  Y..  in  idace 
of  J,  P.  Hewitt.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  6, 

1939. 

Mary  P.  McGayhey  to  be  postmaster  at  Shelter  Island 
Heights.  N.  Y..  in  place  of  M.  P.  Mack.    To  correct  name. 

Patrick  H.  McCarthy.  Jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Tupper  Lake, 
N.  Y..  in  place  of  J.  H.  McCarthy,  Jr.  Incumbents  commission 
expired  June  25.  1940. 

OHIO 

Fred  J.  Tank  to  be  postmaster  at  Elmore.  Ohio,  in  place  of 
F.  J.  Tank.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  May  13.  1940. 

James  A.  Gilmore  to  be  postmaster  at  Lisbon,  Ohio,  in  place 
of  J.  A.  Gilmore.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January 
17.  1939. 

CRECOH 

Harry  W.  Chenoweth  to  be  postmsister  at  Sutherlin.  Greg., 
in  place  of  P.  O.  Young,  deceased. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Goldie  E.  Camell  to  be  postmaster  at  Dott,  Pa.,  in  place  of 
S.  M.  Camell.  retired. 

Rachael  M.  Montanye  to  be  postmaster  at  Huntingdon 
Valley.  Pa.,  in  place  of  C.  S.  Clayton,  retired. 

John  A.  J.  Fischer  to  be  postmaster  at  Miquon,  Pa.,  In  place 
of  M.  M.  Jones.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  6, 
1940. 

Charles  F.  McCartney  to  be  postmaster  at  Reedsvllle,  Pa., 
in  place  of  C.  P.  McCartney.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired January  28.  1940. 

Harry  B.  Wallace  to  be  postmaster  at  Spartansburg,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  W.  L.  Blakeslee,  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  20.  1940. 

Reese  S.  Poffenbarger  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Fairview, 
Pa.,  in  place  of  W.  T.  Feaser.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired July  1.^  1940. 

Joseph  Caesar  to  be  postmaster  at  Woodville.  Pa.,  in  place 
of  M.  J.  Kostak.  removed. 

SOUTH    CAROLINA 

Joseph  G.  Holland  to  be  jxjstmaster  at  Edgefield.  S.  C.  in 
place  of  J.  G.  Holland.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  15,  1940. 

Waddy  J.  Hill  to  be  postmaster  at  Fountain  Inn.,  S.  C, 
in  place  of  W.  J.  Hill.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June 
25.  1940. 

George  K.  Dominick  to  be  postmaster  at  Newberry.  S.  C. 
in  place  of  G.  K.  Dominick.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  24.  1940. 

Adoniram  J.  Nicholson  to  be  postmaster  at  Saluda.  S.  C. 
in  place  of  A.  J.  Nicholson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  20.  1940. 

SOUTH   DAKOTA 

Anna  E.  Healy  to  be  postmaster  at  Langford,  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  M.  H.  Vickers.  removed. 

TEXAS 

'  Benton  C.  Anderson  to  be  postmaster  at  Knox  City,  Tex., 
In  place  of  J.  A.  Wilson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
June  3,  1940. 

Joseph  D.  Durham  to  be  postmaster  at  Lakeview,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  W.  A.  Gatlin,  retired. 


Neville  W.  Durham  to  be  postmaster  at  Merkel.  Tex.,  in 
place  of  N.  W.  Durham.  Incumbent's  conunission  expired 
June  3,  1940. 

WISCONSIN 

Frank  S.  Ertiooge  to  be  postmaster  at  Ashland.  Wis.,  in 
place   of   F.   S.  Dhooge.     Incumbent's  commission   expired 

June  1, 1940. 

William  Wright  to  be  postmaster  at  Kewaunee.  Wis.,  in 
place  of  William  Wright.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
AprU  24,  1940. 

Fred  W.  Krohn  to  be  postmaster  at  Movmt  Hope,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  P.  W.  Krohn.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
July  1,  1940. 

Joseph  C.  Harland  to  be  postmaster  at  Mukwonago.  Wis., 
in  place  of  J.  C.  Harland.  Incimibent's  commission  expired 
April  24.  1940. 

Exilda  L.  Grendahl  to  be  postmaster  at  Sheldon.  Wis.,  in 
place  of  E.  L.  Grendahl.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  4.  1940. 

Samuel  Dewar  to  be  postmaster  at  Westfield,  Wis.,  in  place 
of  Samuel  Dewar.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Feb- 
ruary 4.  1940. 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  ccmfirmed  by  the  Senate  August   8 
(legislative  day  of  Auffust  5).  1940 

United  States  District  Judge 

Robert  L.  Russell  to  be  United  States  district  judge  for  the 
northern  district  of  Georgia. 

Collector  or  Internal  Revenuk 

Paul  H.  Maloney  to  be  collector  of  internal  revenue  for  the 
district  of  Louisiana. 

Postmasters 
arkansas 
John  L.  Conley,  Green  Forest. 

COLORADO 

Lester  William  Dillow.  Hugo. 
Ira  O.  Martin.  Keenesburg. 
Anna  C.  Hanson,  Strasburg. 

FLORIDA 

Edward  N.  Mitchell,  Altamonte  Springs. 
Broder  Alfred  Millergren,  Wewahitchka. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

William  A.  Euston,  Annville. 

Edna  T.  Brodhead,  Delaware  Water  Gap. 

Charles  D.  Hoffman,  Fairoaks, 

Viola  B.  Nellings,  Gladwyne. 

Eugene  M.  Burke,  Karns  City. 

William  Boyle,  Linwood. 

Charles  R.  Graham.  Millmont, 

Goldie  M.  Bower.  New  Oxford. 

Samuel  T.  Hershey,  Paradise. 

Philip  C.  Fermier,  Trumbauersville. 

Charles  R.  Aiken.  Wampum. 

Harry  P.  Rieser,  West  Leesport, 

Claude  E.  Minnich,  Wiconisco. 

Milton  R.  Luft,  Wyomissing. 

TENNESSEE 

Douglas  B.  Hill.  Collierville. 
Addison  Barry.  Lebanon. 

WASHINGTON 

Rafael  Pumala,  Kalama. 

WEST    VIRGINIA 

Daisy  L.  Lester,  Elbert. 
Don  R.  Nlckell,  Lewisburg. 
Walker  A.  Pollard.  Red  Jacket. 
Harry  Kelley.  Rivesville. 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  8,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp.  D.  D.,  pastor  of  GKmton  Temple 
ICemorial  Presbyterian  Church,  Washington,  D.  C,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  our  Father,  who  art  the  great  source  of 
life  and  of  light  for  each  new  day.  to  Thy  power  and  Thy  love 
we  bring  all  our  needs;  to  Thy  greatness  our  littleness,  to 
Thy  strength  our  weakness,  to  Thy  forgiving  grace  our  hearts 
to  be  cleansed  and  renewed.  ITie  duties  of  this  day  are 
ours:  its  issues  are  Thine.  Answer  our  aspirations  by  Thy 
divine  Inspiration.  May  we  place  our  trust,  not  in  the  chang- 
ing tides  of  time,  but  Ui  the  mercy  and  the  majesty  of  Lord 
God  omnipotent. 

O  Thou  who  art  the  author  and  disposer  of  human  life, 
from  whom  our  spirits  have  come  and  unto  whom  they 
return,  with  bowed  heads  and  imcovered  hearts  we  come  into 
Thy  presence.  We  mourn  the  loss  of  a  beloved  Member  of 
this  Congress.  We  are  not  murmuring  or  complaining,  but 
only  saying.  "Lord.  Thy  will  be  done."  for  Thou  dost  give  and 
Thou  dost  take  away,  and  blessed  is  Thy  name  forevermore. 
Whatever  was  beautiful  in  his  life,  in  Thy  sight  and  in  our 
sight,  abides  forever.  We  shall  miss  him  because  his  place 
will  be  empty,  but  we  thank  Thee  for  the  glad  assurance  that 
his  soul  is  at  home  with  the  Lord,  for  he  was  numbered 
among  those  who  seek  to  do  justly,  who  love  mercy,  and  walk 
humbly  with  their  God.  seeking  to  serve  his  generation  ac- 
cording to  Thine  own  holy  will.  We  are  not  saying  farewell, 
but  only  good  night,  hoping  in  that  blessed  mom  to  meet 
with  all  who  have  gone  before  him. 

Thou  who  art  the  support  of  the  weary  and  the  consola- 
tion of  the  sorrowing,  wilt  Thou  put  Thine  arms  of  love 
about  the  bereaved  members  of  the  family,  sustaining  them 
by  Thy  grace.  May  they  avail  themselves  of  the  eternal 
companionship  of  the  Christ,  that  friend  who  sticketh  closer 
than  a  brother,  who  is  willing  to  abide  with  us  all,  not  for 
an  hour,  but  throughout  life  and  through  eternity. 

Wilt  Thou  also  so  teach  us  to  number  our  days  that  we  may 
apply  our  hearts  unto  wisdom,  and  when  our  life's  day  is 
done,  wilt  Thou  give  us  an  abundant  entrance  into  that 
eternal  kingdom.  We  ask  it  in  the  name  of  the  Christ,  our 
Saviour.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier,  Its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  a  bill  of  the 
following  title.  In  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested : 

5.  3524.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear  and  determine  the  claims  of  the  Choctaw 
Indians  of  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Vice  President  had 
appointed  Mr.  Barkley  and  Mr.  Tobey  members  of  the  joint 
select  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  as  provided  for 
in  the  act  of  February  16.  1889,  as  amended  by  the  act  of 
March  2.  1895,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  and  provide  for 
the  disposition  of  useless  papers  in  the  executive  depart- 
ments." for  the  disposition  of  executive  papers  in  the  follow- 
ing departments  and  agencies: 

1.  Department  of  Commerce. 

2.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

3.  Department  of  Labor. 

4.  Department  of  the  Navy. 

6.  Federal  Security  Agency. 
6.  Federal  Works  Agency. 

adjournment  over 
Mr.  RAYBURN.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Monday  next. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas?  • 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  entertain  Members  briefly 
this  morning  for  preliminary  requests. 

EXTENSION  or   REMARKS 

Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  therein  a  letter  that  I  have  sent  to  the  House 
Military  Affairs  Committee  today. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  FARM — THE  HOPI  OP  AMXRICA 

Mr.  CROWE.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to^ 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CROWE.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  so  often  occurs  in  the  heat 
of  campaign  that  real  issues  are  obscured.  Basic  facts  are 
hidden.  I  desire  to  bring  to  your  attention  some  facts  con- 
cerning agriculture — farming  as  it  is  in  southern  Indiana. 
My  district  has  much  fine  farm  land  but  does  not  have  the 
great  farms  of  the  prairies.  Our  farms  are  for  the  most 
part  one-man  farms,  sometimes  one  man  and  his  boys  or  a 
hired  man.  I  grew  to  young  manhood  on  such  a  farm  in 
Washington  County,  Ind.  I  own  the  farm  and  operate 
it  today  and  have  for  many  years.  It  has  l>een  in  our  family 
for  at  least  125  years,  owned  by  Joshua  Crowe.  Sr..  later 
Joshua  Crowe.  Jr.,  and  now  by  myself.  You  can  see  I  have 
the  background  of  a  farmer,  particularly  the  small  farmer. 
His  hands  may  t>e  hard  from  honest  toil,  his  clothes  may 
be  coarse,  his  shoes  hard,  but  his  heart  is  right,  he  is  sym- 
pathetic and  kindly  and  his  toil  feeds  the  millions  of  the 
earth. 

In  a  recent  news  dispatch  from  Des  Moines,  la..  Mr.  Willkie, 
the  Republican  candidate  for  President,  was  headlined  as 
saying  that  if  elected  President,  "he  would  not  take  away 
any  of  the  benefits  gained  by  agficxilture  during  the  past 
several  years."  Grains  for  agriculture  during  the  past  several 
years  undoubtedly  mean  gains  under  the  New  Deal.  If  the 
gains  to  agriculture  are  worth  keeping,  why  not  keep  the 
gains  for  labor,  for  banking,  protection  to  investors,  the 
j  gains  in  reduced  rates  to  all  utility  consumers — especially 
i  the  million  or  more  now  enjoying  rural  electrification.  Why 
not  also  continue  aid  to  the  youth  through  the  C.  C.  C.  and 
the  N.  Y.  A. ;  the  aid.  through  Social  Security,  to  the  widows, 
orphans,  the  blind,  crippled,  and  the  aged.  In  all  of  these 
great  beneficial  and  far-reaching  programs  would  Mr.  Will- 
kie keep  only  the  farm  program?  Would  he  repeal  all  the 
others?    Of  course  he  would  not  repeal  any  of  them. 

The  farm  program  could  not  be  abolished  without  de- 
stroying many  of  the  others  because  it  is  a  closely  Integri'ated 
program,  many  phases  of  which  overlap  the  others.  To  keep 
one,  we  should  keep  all.  To  destroy  one  would  probably 
ultimately  destroy  them  all. 

The  farmers  have  not  forgotten  the  dark  days  leading  up 
to  1933  and  they  are  not  going  to  give  up  their  program  of 
rehabilitation.  No  nation  throughout  all  history  has  pos- 
sessed a  firmer  fovmdation  for  its  liberties,  its  traditions, 
and  institutions  than  has  our  country,  which  has  been  given 
it  largely  by  the  American  farmer.  They  have  always  labored 
at  a  great  disadvantage  against  protected  industry.  For- 
tunately, their  common  ideal  has  always  been  for  freedom 
of  the  individual,  freedom  consistent  with  the  proper  regard 
for  the  rights  and  privileges  of  others. 

This  is  the  kind  of  freedom  the  farmers  are  finding  In  the 
farm  program  under  the  present  administration. 

The  greatness  of  America,  which  has  permitted  great  in- 
dustries to  spring  up.  long  lines  of  railways  to  girdle  the 
continent.  ];>ermitted  great  utilities  to  develop^  all  had  its 
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beginning  In  the  early  pioneer  farm  days.  Prom  the  begin- 
ning of  American  history,  the  very- foundation  of  our  liberty 
has  been  found  on  the  American  tarms  from  the  very  start 
of  our  earliest  beginning  in  Virginia  or  Plymouth  Rock, 
the  basic  social  unit  was  established  by  the  family  on  the 
family-owned  farm.  Destroy  that  farm  and  the  farm  family 
and  you  will  destroy  America.  Build  up  that  farm  and  that 
farm  family  and  you  will  build  up  and  make  strong  this 
great  republic.  In  these  troubled  times  more  than  at  any 
time  perhaps  since  the  foundation  of  this  Government,  the 
family  home-owned  farm  is  today  all  important. 

Some  say  the  family  home-owned  farm  must  give  way  to 
modern  methods  of  large-scale  farming.  This  is  not  true. 
Ftortunately.  during  the  last  8  years  under  the  very  able 
leadership  of  this  administration  plus  the  leadership  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Mr.  Wallace,  the  American  farmer 
is  coming  again  into  his  own.  The  number  of  American 
home-owned  farms  is  today  at  an  all-time  high.  The  major- 
ity of  them  are  family  owned  and  operated  farms.  Of 
course,  the  farm  program  will  not  be  destroyed.  No  one  will 
dare  destroy  this  program  and  I  have  a  lot  of  pleasiure 
and  satisfaction  in  having  supported  all  of  it. 

While  great  strides  have  been  made  in  machinery,  science, 
culture,  and  art.  nothing  has  or  will  ever  take  the  place  of 
the  farmer.  Labor-saving  devices  will  make  work  easier,  but 
the  farmers'  toll  to  a  large  extent  goes  on.  Science  and 
invention  produce  wonders  in  things  only  recently  unthought 
of  or  unheard  of.  but  the  farmers'  work  goes  on  and  on. 
But  with  all  the  science,  nothing  yet  except  the  farmer  has 
fed  mankind.  With  all  of  our  science  and  invention,  nothing 
has  been  found  to  take  the  place  of  bread  and  bacon,  pota- 
toes and  milk,  all  of  which  is  produced  on  the  farm.  The 
farmers  as  a  class  work  more  hours,  do  more  hard  work  than 
any  other  comparable  group  to  be  found  anywhere.  He  took 
his  wheat  to  the  elevator  and  accepted  the  price  offered.  He 
asked  the  price  of  the  binder  or  fertilizer  and  paid  the 
price  asked.  The  things  he  must  buy  at  set  prices  cost  more 
than  hts  produce  would  bring  at  the  fixed  prices  he  was 
obliged  to  accept  for  them.  This  process  went  on  for  many 
years. 

The  farmer,  through  farm  organizations,  for  years  called 
the  two  great  parties  for  help.  Year  after  year  help  was 
promised.  Nothing  was  given  him  except  the  Farm  Board 
proceeding  1933.  miring  the  heyday  of  business  in  the 
twenties  the  farmers  were  going  broke.  During  the  prosper- 
ity of  the  twenties,  for  the  manufacturer,  the  merchant,  in- 
dustrialist, the  banker,  the  lawyer,  the  farmer  was  going 
broke.  But  the  two  great  parties  were  making  promises  to; 
the  farmer  all  the  while.  The  year  1932  found  the  farmers 
all  either  broke  or  on  the  verge  of  bankruptcy.  Pew  farmers 
were  unmortgaged  who  were  able  to  secure  loans.  Interest 
rates  were  high,  averagmg  more  than  6  percent.  Under  the 
old  rate,  the  farmer  with  a  $2,000  mortgage  on  his  farm  paid 
$120  per  year  interest.  Under  the  present  program,  all  farms 
that  can  qualify  have  been  refinanced  at  3 ''2  percent  interest. 
At  this  rate,  on  a  $2,000  loan  the  farmer  pays  only  $70.  This 
item  alone  saves  him  $50  per  year.  Taxes  were  high.  All 
farm  products  were  low.  July  and  August  1932.  in  my  dis- 
trict I  saw  high-grade  yellow  com  selling  at  8,  9,  and  10  cents 
a  bushel  at  the  elevator.  Grade- A  wheat,  60  pounds  to  the 
bushel,  was  bringing  34  cents  to  38  cents  per  bushel,  and  fine 
fat  hogs  bringing  $2.50  to  $2.85  per  hundred  pounds.  All 
other  farm  products  in  proportion.  I  am  sure  no  farmer  can 
ever  forget  those  lean  years.  Nothing  but  dogged  determina- 
tion could  have  saved  the  farmer  as  a  whole. 
*  Then  this  administration  came  into  power  March  4,  1933; 
the  Nation  had  hit  low.  Immediate  legislation  to  save  us 
from  total  ruin  was  passed  speedily.  The  farmer  came  in  for 
his  full  share  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  To  give  him 
a  breathing  spell,  for  a  time  a  moratorium  was  declared  on 
all  foreclosures.  In  many  cases  where  his  credit  has  been  ex- 
hausted crop  loans  were  advanced.  Corn,  wheat,  and  cotton 
loans  have  been  made  en  these  products  when  placed  in  stor- 
age, thereby  preventing  rxiinous  low  prices  at  harvest  times. 
Farmer-controlled  committees  have  been  organized  in  every 


county  and  a  cooperative  spirit  built  up  to  where  more  than 
75  percent  of  all  farmers  have  joined  in  the  program. 

Por  more  than  100  years  legislation  has  been  enacted  to  aid 
select  and  favored  groups.  Business  programs  have  added  to 
the  costs  of  things  the  farmer  must  buy.  Tariff,  trusts,  mo- 
nopolies, and  many  other  things  have  taken  the  farmers' 
profits.  To  offset  this  advantage  a  program  of  soil  building 
and  parity  payments  has  been  instituted.  This  program 
alone  has  and  will  continue  to  save  many  farmers  from  fore- 
closure and  bankruptcy. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION 

We  have  adopted  a  program  of  rebuilding  and  conserving 
the  soil.  Everyone,  even  though  in  city  or  town,  as  well  as 
the  country,  is  vitally  interested  in  this  program.  A  short 
drive  in  almost  any  rural  community  will  show  the  dire  dis- 
tress of  farmers  on  millions  of  acres  of  ground,  gullied,  eroded, 
much  of  it  almost  beyond  repair.  Marvelous  work  has  been 
done  to  rebuild  the  land  all  over  the  country.  The  waste  has 
been, stopped  in  millions  of  gullies.  The  surface  has  been 
covered.  The  water  has  been  retained.  The  water  supply 
has  been  conserved,  which  aids  in  time  of  drought  and  lessens 
the  crest  of  the  floods.  The  water  level  is  being  raised  in  the 
earth  through  this  program  of  soil  coverage,  low  dams,  and 
reforesting,  all  of  which  is  a  part  of  this  great  program. 
Would  anyone  try  to  put  an  end  to  all  of  this? 

BUKAL   XLBCTRinCATION 

Rural  electrification  is  the  farmers'  greatest  blessing  in  the 
past  50  years.  At  the  time  the  R.  E.  A.  began  to  function, 
few  rural  communities  had  electricity.  Now  some  25  percent 
of  farms  of  America  have  electricity.  I  hope  for  the  day,  and 
speedily,  when  every  farm  home  in  America  which  desires 
electricity  can  have  it.  Por  the  past  5  years  200,000  farm 
homes  per  year  have  been  supplied  with  electricity,  or  a  total 
of  1.000.000  homes.  In  all  these  homes  the  same  labor- 
saving  devices  can  be  installed  as  in  the  city  homes — electric 
radios,  ranges,  irons,  vacuum  cleaners,  washing  machines, 
and  so  forth:  electric  lights  in  the  barn,  the  outbuildings,  and 
the  garage.  Electricity  lifts  the  chores  of  the  farm  and  home 
out  of  the  drudgery  class.  It  has  brought  to  the  farm  home 
the  comforts  and  conveniences  of  the  cities.  Any  commodity 
that  has  become  so  important  and  necessary  as  electricity 

I   must  be  made  at  the  cheai>est  rate  rather  than  the  highest. 

I  That*  is  what  Rural  Electrification  has  done.  It  has  reduced 
the  price  and  broadened  the  field  of  service  until  millions 
are  now  enjoying  its  blessing  who  could  never  have  afforded 
it  through  the  big  utilities.  It  has  brought  joy  to  millions 
of  people.  I  want  it  brought  to  millions  more.  Would  any- 
one call  this  a  failure?  Would  anyone  attempt  or  offer  to 
end  this  great  program?    No;  they  would  not. 

INTEREST   RATES   TO   FARM    OWNERS 

The  Farm  Credit  Administration  coyers  all  types  of  farm 
credit.  More  farmers  were  refinanced  in  4  years  of  this 
program  we  established  than  for  many  years  before.  Re- 
]  flnancmg  was  made  at  the  lowest  rate  ever  before  made  in 
I  this  or  any  other  great  country.  Cooperatives  have  been 
financed.  Production-credit  and  crop-loan  loans  have 
financed  Immediate  needs  of  the  farmer.  High  interest  rates 
have  always  been  the  curse  of  the  farmer.  They  have  kept 
him  in  debt.  The  low  interest  rates  we  have  given  him  were 
not  to  get  him  in  debt,  but  to  get  him  out  of  debt.  Out  of 
debt,  the  farmer  can  sell  his  crops  when  and  where  he  desires, 
free  to  sell  when  and  where  he  chooses. 

INCOME  or  THE  FARMER 

The  farmer  is  never  overpaid  for  his  product.  He  is  usually 
underpaid.  The  income  of  the  farmer  is  not  what  it  should 
be.  I  have  been  acquainted  and  connected  with  the  farm 
for  more  than  a  half  century.  During  aU  that  time  I  have 
never  seen  the  farmer  get  too  much  for  his  product.  He 
usually  gets  far  too  small  an  amount.  The  income,  however, 
of  the  farmer  in  1939  was  more  than  double  his  income  in 
1932.  The  farm  buying  power  in  1939  was  72  percent  more 
than  in  1932.  From  1921  to  1929  they  loaned  $8,000,000,000 
to  foreign  countries  to  stimulate  foreign  purchases;  then  in 
1930  they  passed  the  high-tariff  act,  which  curtailed  world 
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trade,  thereby  we  lost  our  money  which  they  had  loaned 
and  lost  our  world  trade. 


AID  TO  ruaan  wot  a  stmsicT 

Critics  contend  money  expended  on  the  fanner  is  a  subsidy. 
It  is  not  a  subsidy.  It  is  an  evening  up  at  this  late  date  with 
the  manufacturer.  Manufactured  goods  in  the  United  States 
in  1937  was  $60,000,000,000.  of  which  more  than  80  percent 
was  protected  by  tariff.  The  average  rate  reduced  to  ad 
valorem  basis  was  near  36  percent.  It  has  been  estimated 
this  added  to  increased  industrial  prices  at  least  $6,000.- 
000.000 — a  subsidy  to  business.  The  farmer  has  to  pay  his 
full  share  of  that  subsidy.  He  is  entitled  to  a  set-off,  an 
evening  up.  fair  play.  This  Is  only  an  adjustment  of  the 
differences. 

I  shall  continue  support  of  this  program  as  long  as  it  is 
necessary  to  offset  the  disadvantages  which  the  fanner  has 
to  pay. 

All  in  all,  this  administration,  of  which  I  am  happy  to  be 
a  r>art.  has  set  up  machinery,  has  passed  laws  which,  if  con- 
tinued, will  bring  the  farmer  into  his  own.  I  have  supported 
this  program.  I  have  voted  for  this  program.  It  is  aiding  in 
bringing  prosperity  to  the  people  on  the  farm.  Why  should 
not  the  farmer,  the  landowner,  the  people  who  feed  the 
world,  have  their  full  share  of  pay  for  their  service?  Does 
iK)t  the  Good  Book  say — First  Corinthians,  ninth  chapter, 
seventh  verse:  "Who  planteth  a  vinyard  and  eateth  not  of 
the  fruit  thereof"?     i Applause.  1 

I POMISSIOH  TO  ADDRESS  THX  ROUSI 

Mr.  EDELSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EDELSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  August  7  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bender]  rose  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
and  stated  that  a  prominent  Jewish  Rabbi  of  Cincinnati,  who 
was  formerly  a  Democrat,  came  out  for  Mr.  Willkie. 

The  newspapers  publish  such  items  constantly  in  what 
seems  an  inspired  publicity  campaign,  but  I  am  surprised 
that  such  statements  should  be  made  in  the  House  as  welL 
The  purpose  and  object  of  heralding  the  fact  that  a  promi- 
nent American  of  Jewish  faith  has  annoimced  his  support 
of  one  candidate  or  another  is  not  merely  to  record  that  fact 
but  also  to  have  it  imply,  or  create  the  impression,  that  citi- 
zens of  Jewish  faith,  as  a  group,  are  in  favor  of  one  candidate 
or  another.  To  endeavor  to  create  a  sentiment  or  get  votes 
upon  religious  grounds  is,  to  my  mind,  un-American.  To 
endeavor  to  create  the  illusion  that  Americans  of  Jewish  faith 
vote  as  Jews,  in  one  bloc,  is  also  un-American,  unfair,  and 
imjust. 

I  believe  that  the  Jews  of  America,  whether  they  vote  for 
one  side  or  the  other,  be  it  Mr.  Willkie  or  Mr.  Roosevelt,  vote 
not  as  Jews  but  as  Americans,  and  I  deny  that  there  is  a 
Jewish  vote  cast  as  such,  just  as  I  deny  the  idea  of  a  Polish 
vote,  of  a  Russian  vote,  of  an  Irish  vote,  or  of  an  Italian  vote, 
or  any  other  racial  vote. 

I  come  from  a  district  which  is  composed  of  Jews,  Italians, 
Russians.  Poles.  Ukrainians.  Hungarians.  Irish,  and  also  Ger- 
mans, and  these  people  belong  to  many  different  faiths.  They 
do  not  vote  in  racial  or  national  groups,  as  Italians,  Jews. 
Russians,  Poles.  Ukrainians,  Hungarians.  Irish,  or  Ctermans, 
but  they  vote  as  Americans,  and  only  as  Americans  will  they 
cast  their  ballots  on  election  day.  not  l)ecause  they  are  Jews, 
not  because  they  are  Italians,  not  because  they  are  Russians, 
not  because  they  are  Poles,  not  because  they  are  Ukrainians, 
not  because  they  are  Hungarians,  not  because  they  are  Irish, 
not  because  they  are  Germans;  and  when  their  votes  are 
counted  they  will  declare  that  they  believe  in  the  principles 
of  the  New  Deal  and  the  principles  of  President  Roosevelt. 
Their  votes  and  their  Ideals  show  that  they  vote  as  Americans 
only,  and  I  trust  and  hope  that  no  party  will  ever  endeavor 
to  achieve  oCDce  by  attempting  to  claim  that  they  have  control 
Of  the  votes  of  a  particular  race,  creed,  or  color.    [Applause.] 


Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Spetdcer,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  ever  since  the  day  I  entered 
Congress,  I  have  supported  without  exception  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments,  as  well  as  bills 
reported  by  the  Committees  on  Military  and  Naval  Affairs, 
which  had  for  their  purpose  an  adequate  national  defense. 
Of  course,  I  regret  that  for  about  15  years,  starting  in  1920,  we 
did  practically  nothing  to  improve  our  national  defense.  It 
was  a  fatal  mistake  that  we  scrapped  the  vessels  that  were 
three-fourths  completed  as  a  result  of  the  disarmament  con- 
ference during  the  Harding  administration. 

We  all  know  during  the  entire  period  that  President  Hoover 
occupied  the  White  House  we  did  not  lay  down  one  naval 
vessel. 

The  situation  Uiroughout  the  world  today  requires  us  to  pre- 
pare; and  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  the  citizens  of  this  country 
stand  squarely  behind  the  President  in  the  recommendations 
he  has  made  to  the  Congress  providing  for  ships  as  well  as 
equipment  for  our  Army. 

In  a  period  such  as  this,  the  Congress  receives  many  sug- 
gestions. Among  the  very  important  suggestions  that  have 
come  to  us  recently  is  the  question  of  conscription.  The 
President,  and  I  think  any  fair-minded  person  in  time  of 
war  or  when  a  great  emergency  confronts  us,  will  admit  that 
conscription  would  be  fair  to  all.  It  Is  the  democratic  way. 
However,  I  doubt  the  wisdom  of  providing  for  conscription  at 
this  time  because  I  have  not  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is 
absolutely  necessary,  or  that  the  Army  and  Navy  are  ready 
now  to  train  a  million  let  alone  2,000.000  men. 

When  the  hearings  were  held  upon  the  last  appropriation 
bill  for  money  for  the  Army  and  Navy  for  additional  planes, 
equipment,  and  so  forth,  the  Secretary  of  War.  Mr.  Stlmson. 
in  reply  to  a  question  as  to  why  the  National  Guard  as  a  whole 
would  not  be  called  out.  stated  it  was  because  we  did  not  have 
the  neoessary  facilities.  He  mentioned  that  housing  was  ab- 
solutely essential  and  stated  that  at  the  outset  they  would 
only  call  certain  units  of  the  National  Guard.  He  was  im- 
mediately supported  by  Gen.  George  C,  Marshall.  Chief  of 
Staff. 

When  we  do  not  have  the  necessary  facilities  to  take  care 
of  the  entire  National  Guard,  how  can  we  t>e  in  a  position  to 
conscript  a  million  men  for  service  at  this  time?  Where  will 
you  house  them?     What  will  you  use  to  train  them  with? 

I  do  not  feel  it  should  be  said  that  we  cannot  secure  suffi- 
cient voluntary  enlistments  at  this  period. 

As  an  alternative  for  conscription,  I  would  offer  the  follow- 
ing suggestions: 

First.  Determine  whether  the  Census  Bureau  can  supply 
from  the  last  census  information  that  would  enable  the  com- 
piling of  the  names  of  all  eligible  for  service.  If  that  cannot 
be  furnished,  then  authorize  the  registration  at  once  but  do 
not  extend  the  power  to  conscript  at  this  time. 

Second.  Agree  to  provide  all  facilities  necessary  to  any 
educational  institution  in  the  United  States,  private  or  public, 
for  voluntary  military  training. 

Third.  Extend  the  same  facilities  to  the  Civilian  Conserva- 
tion Corps  for  voluntary  military  training. 

Fourth.  Provide  for  1-year  enlistments  in  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Marine  Corps. 

Fifth.  Give  the  President  the  authority  at  once  to  call  out 
the  National  Guard  and  the  Officers  Reserve  Corps,  as  he  hag 
requested.  Extend  the  same  authority  as  to  the  Naval  Re- 
serve if  it  is  requested. 

Sixth.  Require  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  to 
change  their  present  policy  as  well  as  rules  and  regulations, 
relative  to  enlistments,  so  that  men  with  minor  defects  such 
as  a  missing  tooth  or  an  injured  toe  will  not  be  denied  the 
right  to  enlist.     [Applause.! 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  presented  these  suggestions  to  the    "^ 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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T  have  received  letters  from  hundreds  of  young  men  who 
have  been  denied  the  right  to  enlist  In  the  Army  and  Navy, 
especially  those  who  desire  to  be  flying  cadets.  The  restric- 
tions have  been  such  that  the  young  men  just  could  not 
meet  them.  Many  of  the  boys  could  not  meet  the  educational 
requirements,  having  lacked  2  years  In  college. 

It  might  be  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  require  the  Air 
Corps  to  reduce  the  period  of  enlistment  to  1  year,  but  I  do 
understand  that  a  2-year  enlistment  would  enable  them  to 
properly  train  a  man  for  combat  service.  One  year  would 
be  sufficient  for  other  branches  of  the  service. 

Mr.  Speaker,  It  seems  to  me  that  the  program  I  have  sug- 
gested will  get  all  the  personnel  we  can  handle  at  this  time. 
If.  at  some  future  date,  conscription  should  be  necessary,  then 
the  registration  would  be  at  hand  and  the  Army  could  move 
without  delay. 

The  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  want 
conscription  now.  and  still  the  Secretary  of  War  tells  an 
official  committee  of  this  House  the  War  Department  cannot 
call  out  the  entire  National  Guard  because  it  is  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  take  care  of  them. 

When  the  winter  months  come  on,  where  will  the  men  be 
housed?  Build  all  the  equipment  necessary,  get  the  planes, 
the  tanks,  and  so  forth,  and  when  we  have  a  sufficient  num- 
ber, then  will  be  the  time  to  consider  calling  men  for  training 
if  the  situation  demands. 

Give  the  young  men  of  this  Nation  a  chance  to  get  into  all 
branches  of  the  service  and  do  not  deprive  them  of  a  chance 
X&  enlist  because  they  have  not  been  to  college.  I  have  found 
practical  men  are  equal  to  men  with  college  education. 

Only  last  week  I  had  the  case  of  a  young  man  nearly  6  foot 
tall,  weight  178  pounds,  hard  as  a  rock,  4  years  at  college  and 
4  years  in  business,  but  he  could  not  get  his  application  ac- 
cepted for  an  opportunity  to  become  an  ensign  in  the  Navy 
because  he  was  27  years  of  age,  26  being  the  age  limit.  Does 
not  this  seem  foolish  on  the  face  of  it?  Of  course,  voluntary 
enlistment  will  fail  if  such  requirements  are  not  set  aside. 
Those  who  want  to  enlist  will  l>e  more  contented  than  the 
man  who  Is  conscripted. 

Mr.  Speaker,  a  situation  exists  at  this  very  time  that  should 
convince  the  people  of  this  country  that  in  case  of  war  ap- 
proximately a  million  men  could  he  put  in  the  field  imme- 
diately. The  mobile  ground  forces  of  approximately  750,000 
men  are  engaged  in  the  biggest  maneuvers  the  Army  has  ever 
held  in  peacetime  this  month.  This  is  not  my  view,  but  an 
official  statement  from  the  War  Department.  The  Depart- 
ment said  about  85  percent  of  the  mobile  Regular  Army  and 
the  National  Guard  troops  and  Organized  Reserves  for  the 
next  21  days  will  take  part  In  maneuvers  scattered  over  five 
areas.  Naturally,  it  would  be  this  group  that  would  be  called 
first  in  the  event  of  war. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  no  matter  how  the  Army  offi- 
cers feel  on  the  subject  Congress  will  eventually  demand  mod- 
ern mechanization  of  our  Army.     In  past  years  the  Infantry, 

SO  far  as  the  Army  was  concerned,  was  the  first  line  of  defense. 

It  has  been  demonstrated  in  the  war  abroad  that  the  infantry 
is  helpless  :n  combating  modern  equipment,  such  as  tanks, 
and  so  forth.  If  we  will  train  our  Regulars  so  that  they  will 
be  efficient  in  the  operation  of  tanks,  and  the  Army  will  provide 
for  a  sufficient  number  of  tanks  out  of  the  appropriations  we 
hav«  placed  at  their  disposal,  we  will  be  making  great  strides 
in  providing  a  proper  national  defense. 

Aside  from  this,  the  Army  should  expedite  its  program  of 
securing  planes,  training  pilots  to  operate  them,  and  me- 
chanics to  keep  them  in  proper  condition.  Surely  there  is  a 
limit  to  the  number  of  men  that  we  can  use  at  this  time,  be- 
cause we  must  confess  we  do  not  have  the  equipment  to  train 
a  million  men.  Right  at  this  moment  near  Ogdensburg,  N.  Y., 
wooden  guns  are  being  used  to  train  Regulars.  Reserves,  and 
National  Guard  men.    That  demonstrates  we  lack  equipment. 

It  seems  to  me  unless  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  get 
together  on  equipment  the  President  is  going  to  be  required 
to  step  in  and  provide  for  an  investigation  to  determine  what 
is  the  best  for  our  armed  forces.  For  instance,  there  is  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion  at  tht-  present  time  as  to  what  make  of 
rifle  is  the  best  weapon.    The  Army  is  going  ahead  on  a  large 


scale  purchasing  the  new  Garand  rifle,  while  the  Marine 
Corps,  after  using  this  rifle  for  1  year,  says  the  old  Spring- 
field rifle,  with  certain  improvements,  is  the  superior  weapon. 
This  seems  to  me  to  be  of  sufficient  importance  for  a  thorough 
investigation.  The  Marine  Corps  says  there  will  be  a  test 
early  in  this  month  of  a  new  semiautomatic  rifle  submitted 
by  the  Winchester  Repeating  Arms  Co.  The  Commandant 
of  the  Marine  Corps,  Major  General  Holcomb,  is  quoted  as 
saying  they  have  seen  a  demonstration  of  these  rifles  and  it 
appears  to  the  Marine  Corps  it  is  the  complete  answer  to  what 
they  need,  and  it  will  cost  about  one-half  the  cost  of  the 
Garand  rifle.  The  Marine  Corps  had  one  battalion  equipped 
with  the  Garand  rifle  for  1  year  and  it  is  on  the  basis  of  their 
report  that  they  have  about  concluded  that  the  Winchester 
rifle  is  sufficient  for  their  need.  If  this  rifle,  costing  one-half 
the  cost  of  the  Garand  rifle,  is  suitable  for  the  Marine  Corps, 
why  should  it  not  be  sviitable  for  the  Army? 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  plan  I  suggest  is  put  into  execution  and 
fails.  I  will  vote  for  conscription,  but  at  the  present  time  I  do 
not  feel  it  is  necessary. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  letter  and  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, many  of  us  were  interested  in  a  program  that  was  to 
be  taken  up  in  the  House  today,  but  on  account  of  the  passing 
of  one  of  our  distinguished  Members,  we  have  decided  there 
will  be  no  program  today,  and  I  do  hope  in  these  1-minute 
speeches  there  will  be  nothing  of  a  pwlitical  nature. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  Chair  joins  in  that  request. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right 
to  object,  I  would  like,  if  I  may  do  so.  to  submit  to  Members 
of  the  House  that  even  minute  addresses  be  postponed  unless 
they  are  of  an  emergency  nature.  If  they  can  be  postponed 
until  the  next  session  of  the  House,  the  members  of  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee  would  greatly  appreciate  it. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  are 
we  going  to  have  any  bills  up  for  consideration  today? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  We  have  no  legislative  program  at  all 
for  today  and  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  has 
a  resolution  to  introduce  in  a  moment  when  he  can  get  the 
floor. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of  the 
request.  I  withdraw  my  unanimous-consent  request. 

Mr  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  may.  I  wish  to 
express  the  appreciation  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
for  the  very  great  consideration  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia has  shown. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARK^"** 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  speech 
delivered  over  the  radio. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein 
an  article  from  the  Chicago  Tribime. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEHRMANN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
letter  I  received  from  the  wife  of  a  veteran. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a  clipping. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TOLAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 
The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

SKNATK   BILL  BXFERRE9 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title  was  taken  from  the 
l^jeaker's  table  and.  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  3524.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear  and  determine  the  claims  of  the  Choctaw 
Indians  of  the  State  of  Mississippi:  to  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs. 

THI  LATT  REPRESENT ATIVK  W.  BEN  GIBBS 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  with  profound 
sorrow  that  I  announce  to  the  House  the  sudden  and  untimely 
death  last  night  of  our  distinguished  and  beloved  colleague. 
Hon.  W.  Ben  Gibss,  of  the  Eighth  Congressional  District  of 
Georgia. 

Only  yesterday  be  was  here  with  us  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duties,  ii^iich  brings  to  our  minds  the  frailty  and  uncertainty 
of  life. 

Mr.  Gibbs  was  serving  his  first  term  in  Congress,  but  had. 
nevertheless,  attracted  the  favorable  attention  of  his  col- 
leagues as  an  outstanding  Member  of  this  body.  On  account 
of  his  profound  legal  ability  he  was  given  an  assignment  on 
the  important  Judiciary  Committee.  He  was  capable  and 
efficient  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  and  his  sudden  death 
brings  to  a  close  a  long  period  of  public  service. 

Before  coming  to  Congress  he  was  solicitor  of  the  city  court 
of  Jesup,  Ga^  and  for  14  years  was  solicitor  general  of  the 
Brunswick  judicial  circuit. 

In  his  passing  the  Eighth  District  and  the  State  of  Georgia 
have  lost  an  outstanding  citizen  and  the  Nation  a  faithful 
Representative. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  a  later  and  more  appropriate  time  the 
House  will  pay  proper  respect  to  his  memory. 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  the  following  resolution: 

House  Resclutlcm  566 

tteaolved.  ThAt  the  House  has  heard  with  profound  sorrow  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  W.BkhOibbs.  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Reaolved.  That  a  committee  of  four  Members  of  the  House,  with 
sach  Members  of  the  Senate  as  may  be  Joined,  be  appointed  to 
attend  the  funeral 

Rssolved.  That  the  Sergeant  at  Anns  of  the  Hou.se  be  authorized 
and  directed  to  take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  these  resolutions  and  that  the  necessary 
expenses  in  connection  therewith  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  House. 

Resolved.  That  the  Clerk  commtinlcate  these  reac^utlons  to  the 
Senate  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  fionUy  of  the  deceased. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
resolution. 

Hie  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  Speaker  appointed  the  following  funeral  committee 
on  the  part  of  the  House:  Mr.  Broww  of  Georgia,  Mr. 
PrriRSON  of  Georgia,  Mr.  Pack,  and  Mr.  Camp. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read  the  concluding  para- 
grai^  of  the  resolution. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  the  House  do  now 
adjotim.  I 

ADJOTTMQIDrT 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and 
15  minutes  p.  m.),  pursuant  to  the  order  heretofore  made, 
the  House  adjourned  until  Monday,  August  12,  1940,  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV.  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1871.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting 
the  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  provide  for  the  extension  of 
enlistments  in  the  Navy;  to  suspend  the  provisions  of  section 
1422  of  the  Revised  Statutes  In  time  of  war  or  national  emer- 
gency; to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 


1872.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  traosmftting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  authorizing  postgraduate  Instruc- 
tion for  civilian  employees  of  the  Naval  ieigtJtKn«hTw<m^-  iq  tbe 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

1873.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  traosmftting 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  providing  additional  pay  for  aides 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

1874.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting  a 
draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  remove  the  restriction  placed  upon 
the  use  of  certain  lands  acquired  in  connection  with  the  ex- 
pansion of  Mitchel  Field.  N.  Y.,  under  the  authority  contained 
In  the  Military  Appropriation  Act,  1938,  approved  July  1. 
1937  (50  Stat.  452) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

1875.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting  the  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  order  retired  commissioned  and 
warrant  officers  of  the  Coast  Guard  to  active  duty  during  time 
of  national  emergency;  to  the  Committee  on  Merchant  Ma- 
rine and  Fisheries. 

1876.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  the  dlspositlcm  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Federal  Works  Agency,  Public  Buildings  Ad- 
ministration; to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Execu- 
tive Pap>ers. 

1877.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  Work  Projects  Adminis- 
tration; to  the  Committee  on  the  Ehsposition  of  Executive 
Papers. 

1878.  A  letter  frcKn  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Federal  Works  Agency,  Work  Projects  Adminis- 
tration; to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposlticm  of  Executive 
Papers. 

1879.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  Social  Security  Board; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papen. 

1880.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  o< 
papers  by  the  Department  of  Labor;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1881.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  Labor;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1882.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  Commerce;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1883.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of  rec- 
ords by  the  Department  of  Commerce;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1884.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Disix>sition  of  EScecutive  Papjers. 

1885.  A  letter  from  the  Archiylst  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Navy  Department;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 


REPORTS    OF   COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILIB    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2833.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  War  Department;  without 
amendment.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2834.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in  the 


I 


I 

It- 

'i 


10088 

custody  of  The  National  Archlycs;  without  amendment.    Or- 
dered to  be  iMlnted. 

Mr.  ELUOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2835.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Federal  Works  Agency;  with- 
out amendment.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2836.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Federal  Works  Agency;  with- 
out amendment.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

B«r.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecuUve  Papers.  House  Report  No.  2837.  Report  on  the  dis- 
position of  records  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency;  with- 
out amendment.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Conmiittee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2838.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Federal  Security  Agency;  with- 
out amendment.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  283».  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  by  the  Railroad  Retirement  Board; 
without  amendment.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Ifr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Conunittee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
•  ecutlve  Papers.     House  Report   No.   2840.     Report   on   the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior; 
without  amendment.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

B4r.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of 
Executive  Papers.  House  Report  No.  284L  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  m  the  Department  of  the  Interior; 
without  amendment.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Blr.  ELLIOTT:  Joint  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Ex- 
ecutive Papers.  House  Report  No.  2842.  Report  on  the 
disposition  of  records  in  the  Federal  Works  Agency:  with- 
out amendment.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 
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PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
under  claiise  3  rule  of  XXli,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  ALEXANDER: 
H.  R.  10331.  A  bill  modifying  the  project  for  the  extension 
of  the  9-foot  channel  in  the  Mississippi  River  above  St.  An- 
thony Falls.  Minneapolis.  Minn.;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers 
and  Harbors. 

By  Mr.  LESIN8KI: 
H.  R.  10332.  A  bUl  to  grant  pension  for  disability  or  death 
resulting  from  service  in  the  United  States  Coast  Ouard  b^ore 
July  2.  1930.  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
valid Pensions^ 


PRIVATE  BTLUS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn. 

Ii4r.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY  introduced  a  bill  (H.  R.  10333) 
for  the  relief  of  Thomas  E.  Bums,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn.  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

912&.  By  Mr.  THOMASON:  Resolution  of  the  Earl  S.  Bailey 
Post.  No.  430.  American  Legion  of  Texas,  requesting  that 
legislation  be  enacted  to  control  not  only  foreign-controlled 
organizations,  but  any  organization  that  might  have  a  sub- 
versive influence  in  the  United  States;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  AfTalrs. 

9126.  Also,  resolution  <rf  the  Earl  S.  BaUey  Post,  No.  430, 
American  Legion  of  Texas,  requesting  that  Congress  enact 
legislation  that  will  curb  the  activities  of  Jehovah's  Witnesses 
or  any  other  organization  that  advocates  or  teaches  that  our 
organized  government  is  a  failure;  and  that  demands  its 
rights  as  to  freed(Mn  of  speech  and  freedom  of  the  press;  and 
fi-eedom  of  worship  as  provided  in  our  Constitution,  but  re- 
fuses to  owe  alleirlance  to  the  Oovemment  under  which  these 

rights  are  granted  them;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


9127.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Earl  S.  Bailey  Post.  No.  430. 
American  Legion  of  Texas,  endorsing  a  plan  whereby  aU  male 
citizens  between  the  ages  of  18  and  45  years  and  45  and  65 
years  be  given  military  training  best  suited  to  the  class  in 
which  they  would  be  a  part;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

9128.  Also,  petition  of  the  El  P4so  Junior  Chamber  d 
Commerce,  endorsing  inunediate  compulsory  military  train- 
ing as  the  fairest,  safest,  and  most  scientific  answer  to  the 
dangers  now  facing  the  country;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

9129.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  Italian -American 
World  War  Veterans  of  the  United  States,  Inc..  Department 
of  Connecticut,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  the  PuIjUc  Housing  program  of  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

9130.  By  Mr.  MARTIN  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the 
National  Woman's  Christian  Temperance  Union,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  urging  support  of  the  Neely  bill  (S.  280) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


SENATE 

Friday,  August  9,  1940 

(.Leffislative  day  of  Monday.  Auffust  5.  1940^ 
The  Senate  met  at  13  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Fraser.  assistant  rector.  Chvirch  of  the  Epiph- 
any. Washington,  D.  C.  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  gracious  Father,  we  hiunbly  beseech  Thee  for  the  United 
States  of  America,  that  Thou  wouldsl  be  pleased  to  fill  it  with 
an  truth  and  all  peace;  where  it  is  corrupt,  purify  it;  where 
it  is  in  error,  direct  it;  where  in  anything  it  is  remiss,  reform 
it;  where  it  is  right,  establish  it;  where  it  is  in  want,  provide 
for  it;  where  it  is  divided,  reunite  it;  for  the  sake  of  Him 
Who  died  and  rose  again,  and  ever  liveth  to  make  interces- 
sion for  us.  Jesus  Christ,  Thy  Son.  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THS  JOTTKlf  AL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barklcy.  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Ttiursday.  Augiist  8.  1940.  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  iy?proved. 

CALL  or  THZ  BOLL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Adama  Q«rry 

Andrews  OltMon 

Ashurst  OUlett* 

Barbour  Green 

Barkley  Quffey 

Bone  Q-amey 

Brtdcfls  Haie 

Brown  Hamaon 

Bulow  Batcb 

Burke  Bayden 

Byrnes  Herring 

Capper  mil 

Chandler  HoUnan 

Chavez  Holt 

Clark.  Idaho  Hughes 

Clark.  Ito.  Johnson.  Calif. 

Danaher  Johnson,  Colo. 

Oonahey  King 

Downsy  LaFoUetto 

Prader  Lodge 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Geosgz]  and  the  Junior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  RussKLL]  are  absent  from  the  Senate  in  attendance 
upon  the  funeral  of  the  late  Representative  Qlbbs,  of  Georgia, 

I  also  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
BAnjrrl,  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  BankhkaoI,  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  BilboI.  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas   [Mrs.  CakawatI,  the  Senator  from  Texas   [Mr. 

CoNNALLT],  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellxivdes],  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass!,  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Nult],  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 


Luns 

SchweUentoach 

Lundeen 

Sheppard 

MoCarran 

Bhlpstead 

McKeUar 

Slattery 

McNary 

Stewart 

Bdaloney 

Taft 

Mead 

Miller 

Thoaoas.  Okla. 

Mlnton 

Tbomas,  I7tah 

Murray 

TDbey 

Norrls 

Townsend 

wye 

Truman 

O-Mahoney 

Vandenberg 

Van  Nuys 

Pepper 

Walsh 

Plttman 

Wheelar 

RadcUfle 

Whlt« 

Reed 

WUey 

Reynolds 

Schwarta 
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SMATHnis].  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smtth], 
and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  TtdingsI  are  unavoid- 
ably detained  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Austin]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Davis)  is  absent  on 
putdlc  business. 

The  PRESIDE2JT  pro  tempore.  Seventy-eight  Senators 
having  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Acnvi    SERVicc    or    national    gttari).    reservi.'   and    rxtired 

personnel 

Mr.  BARKLEY  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  Senate  Joint  Resolution  286.  the  National  Guard  bill 
passed  yesterday,  be  printed  as  passed  by  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

BRIDGES  ACROSS  THE  STRAITS  OF  ICACKINAC.  MICH. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill  (S. 
1379)  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the  Mackinac 
Straits  Bridge  Authority  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate 
a  toll  bridge  or  series  of  bridges,  causewairs,  and  approaches 
thereto  across  the  Straits  of  Mackinac  at  or  near  a  point 
between  St.  Ignace,  Mich.,  and  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Mich- 
igan. 

Mr.  BROWN.  I  move  that  the  Senate  disagree  to  the 
amendments  of  the  House,  ask  a  conference  with  the  House 
thereon,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  President  pro  tempore 
ai^^ointed  Mr.  Bailkt.  Mr.  Sheppard,  and  Mr.  Vandenberg 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

t 
PETITIONS    AND    MEMORIALS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
radiogram  In  the  nature  of  a  memorial  from  sundry  citizens 
of  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  remonstrating  against  the  enact- 
ment of  compulsory  military-training  legislation,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  from  R.  A.  Miller, 
of  Hampton.  Va..  in  relation  to  the  bill  (S.  4164)  to  protect 
the  integrity  and  Institutions  of  the  United  States  through 
a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military  training  and  service, 
which,  with  the  accompanying  statement,  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  REED  presented  memorials  of  99  citizens  of  Marion 
County  and  members  of  the  W.  C.  T.  U..  of  Haviland.  all  in 
the  State  of  Kansas,  remonstrating  against  the  enactment 
of  compulsory  military-training  legislation,  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  LODGE  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  delegates  to 
the  convention  of  the  Disabled  American  Veterans  of  the 
World  War.  held  at  Boston.  Mass..  on  August  4,  1940,  favor- 
ing the  enactment  of  the  bill  (S.  2386)  conferring  citizenship 
upon  alien  World  War  veterans,  which  wsis  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigration. 

RESOLXmONS   OF   ITALIAN -AMERICAN  WORLD   WAR   VETERANS 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  present  for  appropriate  reference  and  printing  in  the 
Record  lesolutlons  adopted  by  the  Italian-American  World 
War  veterans  at  their  sixth  annual  convention  held  at  Tor- 
rington.  Conn.,  in  July  1940. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
resolutions  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  will 
be  printed  in  the  Record  and  appropriately  referred. 

To  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs: 

Resdutlon  3 
To  Officers  and  Delegates  of  the  Connecticut  State  Department  of 
the    Italian-American    World    War    Veterans    in    Convention 
Assembled  at  Torrivgton,  Conn.,  JvXy  12.  13,  14,  1940,  Greetings: 

Whereas  our  country  has  finally  awakened  to  the  repeated  uriglng 
of  the  veterans  and  their  leaders  for  a  better  and  stronger  national 
defenBc;  and 

Whereas  the  interests  of  otir  Nation  demand :  Therefore  be  It 

lUsolved.  That  we  as  veterans  of  the  first  World  War  respectfully 
request  of  otir  Oovcmor  of  the  State  pt  Connecticut  and  State 
CouncU  tor  National  Defense  that  plans  be  formulated  to  create 
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mUltary -training  claves  In  principal  ettletf  in  the  CRat*  of  Con- 
necticut for  professional  and  busines-smeD  or  any  peraons  between 
the  age  of  30  to  50     They  shall  signify  their  wlUlngncM  to  Join 
these  mlUtary-tralnlng  claases  for  1  year. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

JoHir  Dmactsato, 
Commander,  Florio  Post.  No.  4. 1.  A.  W.  W.  V. 

ANtaXO  POSSKMAlO. 

Propoaer. 
MlCBAXL  DiPaiMio. 


♦  yt 


MXCHAEL  OXOaBANO. 


To  the  taUe: 

Resohrtlon  4 
To  Officers  and  Delegates  of  the  Connecticut  Department  of  the 
Italian- American   World   War  Veterwns  in  Convention  Assem- 
bled at  Torrington.  Conn..  July  12,  13,  14,  1940.  Greetings: 
Whereas  there  Is  before  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  a  bin 
to  enact  Into  law  oompxilsory  mUltary  training  for  the  young  men 
of  America:   Be  It  therefore 

Resolved,  That  we,  as  veterans  who  can  still  remember  the  un- 
prepared America  of  1917,  go  on  record  as  being  heartily  In  favor 
of  the  enactment  Into  law  of  said  bill;  be  it  further 

Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  this   resolution  l>e  forwarded   to  His 
EzceUency  the  President  of  these  United  States  and  our  represent*- 
tlvefi  in  the  House  and  Senate  at  Washington,  D.  C. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

John  Dibchino. 
Commander.  Florio  Post.  No.  4,  I.  A.  W.  W.  W. 

Amqblx)  Posssmato. 

Propoter. 
Michael  DiPrimio. 
MicHAB.  OxoaikaNO. 

SELECnVE-SERVlCB      COMPITLSORY      MILITARY      TRAINWG AMKHD- 

MENTS 

Mr.  LODGE  and  Mr.  OVERTON  each  submitted  an  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  respectively,  to  the 
bill  (S.  4164)  to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the 
United  States  through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  mili- 
tary training  and  service,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table  and  to  be  printed. 

COTTON    AITD    COMMODITT    LOANS — LEITER    SIGNED    BT    ITIJlCnODS 
SENATORS  AND  LBTTOt  BY  IDWARO  A.  O'NXAL 

[Mr.  Harrison  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Coresident,  signed  by 
numerous  Senators,  appealing  for  a  higher  cotton  loan,  and 
also  a  letter  from  Mr.  Edward  A.  O'Neal,  president.  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation,  in  behalf  of  increased  agricultural 
commodity  loans,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

questions  addressed  to  members  of  national  defense  ADVXBOtT 

commission 
[Mr.  ScHWELLENBACH  askcd  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  questions  asked  by  radio  commentators 
and  answered  by  members  of  the  National  Defense  Advisory 
Commission  in  a  broadcast  from  Washington,  D.  C.  on  August 
8,  1940,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

the  mystery  of  money — ^address  by  b.  w.  mason 

[Mr.  Frazier  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  extracts  from  an  address  on  The  Mystery  of 
Money,  delivered  by  E.  W.  Mason,  chairman  of  the  board  of 
control  of  the  One  Dollar  an  Hour  Club,  at  Moultrie,  Ga., 
March  19,  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

RELATIONSHIPS  WITH  SOUTH  AMERICA — ARTICLE  BY  JOSEPH  AI.80P 

AND   ROBERT   KINTNER 

[Mr.  Maloney  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  article  on  relationships  with  South  America, 
written  by  Joseph  Alsop  and  Robert  Kintner.  published  In  the 
Washington  Evening  Star  of  August  8.  1940,  which  a]H)ears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  BY  ERNEST  K.  LINDLEY  ON  THE  VALUE  OF  THE  C.  C.  C. 

[Mr.  Maloney  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  article  by  Ernest  K.  Lindley,  printed  in  the 
Washington  Post  of  August  9,  1940.  entitled  "The  Value  c* 
C.  C.  C,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

FRIENDSHIP    of    AMERICAS    CEMENTED    BY    AIRWAYS — ARTXCLB    BT 

WILLIAM   PHILIP   SIMMS 

[Mr.  REYNOLDS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  William  I^llip  Slmms  entitled 

"Friendship  of  America  Cemented  by  Airways,"  published  in 
the  Washington  CD.  C.)  Dally  News  of  Friday,  August  9.  1940. 
Which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 
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THI  HABAKA  PACT— ASnCLK  BT  WILLIAM  PHILIP  SIMMS 
[Mr.  RmroLos  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Rkcord  an  article  by  William  Philip  Simms  headed  "Latins 
Doubt  Habana  Pact  Will  Succeed,"  published  in  the  Wash- 
ington (D.  C.)  Daily  News  of  Thiirsday,  Aiigtist  8.  1940.  which 
appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

COKSCRIPTIOH  or  WIALTH 

Mr.  WILiEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  calmly  proceeds  on  its  way  in  spite  of  the  sjrmptoms 
of  fear  and  hysteria  evidenced  in  numerous  places  in  our 
land. 

Yet  Congress,  at  times,  has  a  great  deal  to  do  with  pre- 
cipitating that  fear  and  hysteria.  In  times  like  these,  phrases 
or  words  seem  to  take  on  additional  meaning  to  certain  per- 
sons. Some  persons  are  in  the  mood  of  looking  for  magic 
remedies. 

I  rise  today  to  say  just  a  word  in  relation  to  that  seldom 
comprehended,  much  abused  and  much  misunderstood  phrase 
"conscription  of  wealth."  It  has  been  used  so  much  of  late 
by  one  of  our  distinguished  Members  when,  with  the  fervor 
of  an  ancient  prophet,  he  calls  out.  "If  you  conscript  men  you 
must  likewise  conscript  wealth." 

This  Is  appealing  language,  but  deceptive  language.  .  Con- 
scripting wealth,  the  phrase  would  imply,  is  a  remedy.  A 
remedy  for  what? 

Let  us  analyze  the  meaning  of  the  phrase.  As  generally 
understood,  conscription  of  wealth  means  virtually  a  capital 
levy.  But  what  does  a  capital  levy  mean,  and  what  effect 
would  it  have  upon  any  program  we  were  undertaking?  It 
would  result  in  the  depletion  of  capital  in  every  industrial 
and  economic  endeavor  of  our  people.  It  undoubtedly  would 
increase  unemployment,  lower  values,  and  add  to  the  mental 
confusion  of  our  people. 

Let  us  see  how  the  capital  levy  would  apply  to  a  farm,  an 
Industry,  a  business,  or  a  home.  Suppose  the  levy  were  20 
percent,  and  the  farm  were  worth  $20,000.  There  would  be  a 
$4,000  levy  on  the  farm.  If  a  business  institution  were  worth 
$10,000,000.  and  the  levy  were  20  percent,  there  would  be  a 
$2,000,000  levy.  If  a  home  were  worth  $20,000.  the  levy  would 
be  $4,000. 

I  do  not  rise  today  to  make  any  particular  argument  on  the 
subject.     There  are  two  things  that  provoked  my  remarks: 

First,  the  constant  reference  to  conscription  of  wealth  by 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Lek]. 

Secondly,  an  article  by  Westbrook  Pegler.  appealing  today 
in  the  Washington  Post. 

Among  other  things.  Mr.  Pegler  sajrs: 

Wealth  Isn't  Just  stock  certlflcates  and  sawbucks.  It  Is  the  prop- 
erty, and  wben  the  Ooverninent  conscripts  the  property,  then  even- 
tually the  Oovernment  becomes  the  only  employer  In  the  country. 
and  Its  orders  to  the  employees  are  not  to  be  disregarded  or  argued! 
u  In  the  free  countries. 

I  expect  to  speak  at  length  on  this  subject  a  little  later  in 
the  session.  I  ask  that  Mr.  Pegler's  article  be  included  in  the 
RicoRO  at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

FAJa    ENOUGH— CONSCKIPT    WEALTH? 

(By  Westbrook  Pegler) 

Excuse  me,  friends,  but  do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  If  men 
are  to  be  conscripted  for  military  training  or  war,  then  wealth 
should  be  conscripted,  too? 

Because,  before  I  bet  on  that  proposition,  I  want  to  take  another 
squint  at  my  hand. 

Now.  as  I  read  the  cards.  I  observe  that  men  are  conscripted  to 
defend  the  wealth  of  a  country  because  the  life  and  freedom  of  the 
people  are  based  on  the  possession  of  that  wealth:  and,  of  course.  It 
sounds  handsome  to  say  that  the  wealth  of  a  nation  shoxild  belong 
equally  to  all  the  people,  but  If  you  will  take  a  look  around  you  will 
obeerve  that  freedom  exists  only  In  those  countries  in  which  the 
wealth,  or  most  of  it.  Is  privately  owned  and  shifted  from  one 
possessor  to  another  In  constant  toU.  trade,  competition,  and 
speculation. 

I  don't  know  why  It  works  out  that  way.  but  It  does.  In'  Russia. 
Oermany.  and  Italy  the  wealth  belongs  entirely  to  the  state,  or,  in 
your  way  of  speaking,  to  all  the  people,  equally,  and  the  result  is 
that  no  Individual,  except  the  few  bosses,  has  any  wealth  at  all  or 
any  ot  the  rights  that  Americans  enjoy. 
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They  can't  sp«ak  out  of  turn;  they  can  be  shot  for  reading  for- 
bidden material  or  listening  to  forbidden  stations  on  the  air;  they 
have  to  work  where  they  are  put  as  many  hours  as  they  are  told  to; 
they  can't  quit  one  Job  to  seek  another  or  sass  the  boss  or  strike 
or  even  mention  the  idea  of  organizing  a  union. 

And  they  have  to  serve  In  armies  and  fight  In  wars.  too.  even  with 
no  prospect  of  acquiring  any  wealth  of  their  own  if  they  happen 
not  to  be  killed 

When  the  war  Is  over.  If  they  live,  back  they  go  to  their  tasks. 
The  farmer  is  staked  to  hi?  farm  on  a  short  tether,  and.  though 
he  may  think  he  owns  It.  that  Is  only  an  Illusion.  Let  him  faU 
behind  the  production  figured  out  for  htm  by  the  nation  and  they 
chase  him  down  the  road,  and  his  family  with  him.  and  give  the 
farm  to  someone  else  who  will  work  harder  and  better  and  for  a 
bare  living. 

Or  If  he  Just  happens  to  be  in  wrong  with  the  local  boss  he  can 
be  chased  off  down  the  road  or  slapped  Into  a  concentration  camp, 
where  the  guards  will  beat  his  ears  off.  while  the  farm  is  given  to 
someone  who  happens  to  be  in  right  with  the  boss — perhaps  the 
boss'  cousin  or  the  father  of  some  doUy  that  the  boss  is  playing 
around  with 

If  he  Is  a  white-collar  or  a  hand  worker  In  a  plant,  he  can  be 
hoisted  out  of  a  Job  In  his  home  town  and  sent  somewhere  'way  to 
hell  and  gone  In  a  strange  part  of  the  country  because  they  happen 
to  need  his  kind  of  talent  there. 

That  Is  what  has  to  happen  in  a  country  where  you  conscript  the 
wealth  as  well  as  the  man.  It  has  to  happen,  and  It  does  happen, 
because  when  the  government  of  a  nation  takes  over  the  wealth  It 
becomes  the  owner  of  all  the  farms  and  factories,  as  well  as  the 
diamond  bracelets  and  the  stocks  and  Ixjnds 

Wealth  Isn't  Just  stock  certlflcates  and  sawbucks.  It  Is  the  prop- 
erty; and  when  the  government  conscripts  the  property,  then  even- 
tually the  government  becomes  the  only  employer  In  the  country, 
and  Its  orders  to  the  employees  are  not  to  be  disregarded  or  argued, 
as  In  the  free  countries. 

The  government's  orders  as  the  employer  and  the  boss  are  not 
mere  orders  but  law,  and  you  know  what  happens  when  you  disobey 
a  law  of  the  government,  especially  In  time  of  national  danger. 
They  send  for  the  secret  police  and  give  you  a  quick  trial,  and  you 
go  to  the  "clink"  If  they  don't  take  a  notion  to  shoot  you. 

So.  on  reading  my  hand  carefully.  I  have  to  bet  against  your 
proposition  that  wealth  should  be  conscripted  along  with  men.  If 
you  are  going  to  do  that,  there  is  no  reason  to  conscript  the  men. 
because  this  country's  only  reason  for  doing  that  Is  to  fight  off  the 
very  thing  that  would  happen  here  the  minute  we  decided  to  con- 
script wealth. 

THE  irmTED  AUTOMOBILE  WORKERS  OF  TODAT 

Mr.  BROWN.  Mr.  President,  the  United  Automobile  Work- 
ers, in  convention  at  St.  Louis  a  few  days  ago,  adopted  a  reso- 
lution condemning  communistic  activities  on  the  part  of  any- 
one connected  in  any  way  with  their  organization,  and  con- 
demning communism  generally. 

A  very  fine  editorial  was  published  in  the  Detroit  Free 
Press  Immediately  thereafter.  It  is  only  five  paragraphs 
long,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may  be  read  at  this 
time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Without   objection,   the 
editorial  will  be  read. 
The  legislative  clerk  read  the  editorial,  as  follows: 
(Prom  the  Detroit  Free  Press  of  Augtist  6.  1940| 
THE  tTwrrEO  atttomobhj:  woekers  or  today 

By  all  odds  the  most  eloquent  feature  of  the  third  annual  motor 
festival  In  Flint  was  the  presence  In  the  parade  of  a  C.  I.  O.  float 
riding  alongside  displays  by  the  manufacturers  and  applauded  on 
every  hand  with  enthusiasm. 

That  item  in  the  pagentry  symbolized  an  Industrial  harmony  and 
good  will  which  3  years  ago  few  would  have  dared  prophesy. 

It  meant  -^hat  in  so  brief  a  period  relations  between  employers 
and  employees,  which  were  an  anxiety  to  the  whole  country,  have 
been  placed  on  a  plane  of  understanding  t)ecause  men  on  both  sides 
remembered  they  were  Americans,  put  aside  teeth  gnashing,  and  met 
together  and  threshed  out  differences  on  the  basis  of  reason  and 
intelligence. 

As  one  consequence,  the  United  Automobile  Workers  today  Is  a 
civic  and  patriotic  force  in  Flint,  with  a  membership  held  In  respect 
and  pledged  to  defend  and  preserve  the  peace  of  the  country. 

In  condemning  communistic  Russia  as  a  brutal  and  predatory 
dictatorship  with  which  we  can  have  no  fellowship,  the  convention 
of  the  United  AutomobUe  Workers  In  St.  Louis  indicates  that  what 
is  true  of  the  organization  in  PUnt  Is  largely  true  of  it  generally. 

SELECTIVE-SERVICE  COBffULSORY   MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  <S.  4164) 
to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the  United  States 
through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military  training 
and  service. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President,  inasmuch  as 
some  time  has  been  taken  up  with  the  introduction  of  various 
communications  and  letters,  I  wish  to  introduce  into  the 
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Record  the  action  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  In 
regard  to  the  bill  now  before  us,  if  it  has  not  already  been 
inserted.  In  doing  so  I  shall  read  portions  of  a  statement 
issued  by  the  President  of  the  Federation  so  that  it  may  be 
understood. 

President  William  Green,  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor,  today  issued  the  following  statement,  dated  August 
5.  1940: 

Developments  which  have  taken  place  in  the  war  situation  in 
Europe  have  served  to  arouse  feelings  of  apprehension  among  aU 
classes  of  people  and  a  consciousness  of  the  need  of  the  formation 
of  a  constructive,  practical  national-defense  policy.  This  state  of 
mind  Is  reflected  in  the  action  which  Congress  took  when  It  appro- 
priated large  sums  of  money  for  the  construction  of  naval  vessels, 
airplanes,  tanks,  and  war  materials.  While  public  opinion  showed 
Its  opposition  to  the  Involvement  of  oiu-  Nation  in  the  E?uroj)ean 
conflict.  It  responded  most  favorably  to  the  need  for  home  defense 
and  adequate  preparation  against  any  attempt  of  Invasion  by  an 
aggressor  nation. 

I  Will  reread  the  last  sentence,  so  that  it  may  be  emphasized 
in  this  body,  which  perhaps  has  forgotten  the  fundamental 
principle  upon  which  this  Nation  was  founded: 

While  public  opinion  showed  Its  opposition  to  the  Involvement 
of  our  Nation  in  the  European  conflict.  It  responded  most  favorably 
to  the  need  for  home  defense  and  adequate  preparation  against  any 
attempt  of  invasion  by  an  aggressor  nation. 

The  American  Federation  of  Labor  has  cooperated  and  will  con- 
tinue to  cooperate  with  the  Federal  Government  in  the  formation 
and  execution  of  Its  preparedness  plans. 

I  may  remark  at  that  point  that  everyone,  no  matter  what 
his  politics,  will  so  cooperate — 

The  American  Federation  of  Labor  has  cooperated  and  will  con- 
tinue to  cooperate  with  the  Federal  Oovernment  In  the  formation 
and  execution  of  its  preparedness  plans.  We  have  expounded  a 
philosophy  which  proclaims  that  loyalty  to  labor  unions  presupposes 
loyalty  to  our  Government.  This  is  both  primary  and  basic.  Labor, 
as  represented  by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  will  stand  im- 
movable in  its  defense  of  our  Government,  of  cur  democratic  insti- 
tutions, and  of  the  blessings  of  liberty,  freedom,  and  Justice  pro- 
vided for  In  the  Declaration  of  Independence  and  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States. 

Those  two  cutwom  documents  still  live,  Mr.  President,  in 
the  hearts  of  some  men  in  this  country. 

In  pledging  universal  support  the  men  and  women  of  labor  ac- 
cept the  assurance  of  our  Government  that  social,  industrial,  and 
economic  standards  set  up  and  recognized  by  the  Government  will 
be  maintained  and,  In  turn,  they  assume,  in  tvdl  measure,  their 
responsibility  for  service  of  the  highest  order  both  In  Industry  and 
for  the  Nation. 

The  full  use  of  our  material  resources  and  the  construction  of 
_  naval  vessels,  airplanes,  tanks,  guns,  and  war  material  Is  but  a  part 
of  national  preparedness.  Full  realization  of  any  goal  set  for  the 
production  of  material  to  be  used  In  the  creation  of  an  adequate 
national  defense  would  avail  nothing  unless  such  achievement 
would  be  supplemented  by  the  creation  of  an  army  large  enough 
and  strong  enough  to  man  cur  defenses  and  to  resist  successfully 
any  attempt  by  any  enemy,  no  matter  how  large  or  powerful  It 
might  be.  to  set  foot  upon  our  homeland.  We  are  firmly  of  the 
opinion  that  our  Oovernment  should  formulate  a  plan  designed 
to  mobilize  adequate  manpower  for  national  defense  and  through 
the  President  make  known  to  Congress  and  the  country  the  man- 
power need  of  the  Nation.  Under  such  circumstances  It  is  my 
opinion  American  labor  will  support  the  organization  and  crea- 
tion of  an  army  large  and  strong  enough  to  meet  national 
requirements.  * 

We  do  not  regard  the  Burke- Wadsworth  bill,  which  provides  for 
compulsory  mlliiary  service,  as  a  well-planned  measure.  We  can- 
not, therefore,  give  it  our  approval  and  support. 

If  it  becomes  apparent  that  legislation  providing  for  compulsory 
military  service  is  necessary  such  legislation  should  embody  provi- 
sions which  would  adequately  protect  the  economic  and  industrial 
status  of  working  men  and  women.  The  following  stipulations  and 
safeguards  should  be  incorporated  therein: 

First  of  all,  working  men  and  women  whose  services  may  be 
given  to  our  country  should  be  assured  that  they  will  not  be 
called  upon  individually  or  collectively  to  engage  in  a  foreign  war 
or  to  be  sent  abroad  to  become  Involved  in  foreign  wars. 

We  negatived  that  particular  averment  yesterday,  perhaps. 

An  absolute  guaranty  should  be  accorded  them  that  their  serv- 
ices would  be  used  only  for  home  defense,  for  the  protection  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  our  homes,  our  homeland,  and  our  govern- 
mental institutions. 

Who  cannot  agree  with  that?  But  some,  unfortunately,  in 
the  stress  of  the  moment  and  the  jittery  character  of  the 
emotions  which  aflljct  us,  have  forgotten  all  the  precepts  of 
the  fathers  of  this  country  and  all  the  traditions  which  have 
been  handed  down  to  us. 


Secondly,  the  positions  of  workers  must  be  protected.  They 
should  be  guaranteed  a  return  to  the  positions  they  occupy  after 
they  have  served  the  time  required  for  military  training  as  may 
be  required  by  law. 

Thirdly,  the  compensation  allowed,  while  engaged  in  mUltary 
training,  should  be  sufficient  to  provide  for  the  maintenance  of  a 
standard  of  living  approximating  that  already  established  for  those 
dependent  upon  them. 

The  standard  of  living  is  fixed  by  the  bill,  for  services  of 
the  natiu-e  which  shall  be  rendered,  at  $30  or  $21  or  $31  a 
month.    I  have  forgotten  which. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Twenty-one  dollars. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Of  course,  then,  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  has  seen  to  it  that  they  are  to  be 
compensated,  or  to  receive  a  living  wage,  and  a  man  who  has 
gone  to  the  rescue  of  his  country  may  rest  sissured,  with  the 
munificent  sum  of  $21  a  month,  that  his  loved  ones  will  be 
fully  cared  for. 

Fourthly,  the  cost  of  transportation  Incurred  by  those  who  are  a 
part  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  from  their  homes  to  the  places  where 
their  services  are  utilized,  should  be  borne  by  the  Government.  This 
should  Include  all  Industrial  workers,  skilled,  semiskilled,  and 
unskilled  who  are  called  upon  to  serve  in  war  manufacturing  indus- 
tries remotely  located  from  their  homes  and  home  communities. 

I  concede,  of  course,  that  that  particular  provision  is  com- 
plied with  amply,  fully,  and  generously  by  the  payment  of  $21 
a  month  to  those  who  may  be  conscripted.  Let  some  of  us  try 
to  live  upon  that  sum. 

The  American  Federation  of  Labor  will  give  support  to  compulsory 
military  training  service  legislation  when  such  action  becomes 
necessary  In  order  to  defend,  protect,  and  preserve  America. 

We  are  trying  to  preserve  every  country  on  this  hemisphere. 
We  are  going  to  preserve  and  protect  every  South  American 
country,  every  Central  American  country.  Of  course,  we 
therefore  protect  America — perhaps. 

However,  In  providing  an  adequate  army  for  defensive  purposes 
the  American  way — 

What  way  is  that,  the  American  way?  We  have  forgotten 
the  word,  all  of  us.  We  no  longer  think  in  terms  of  America. 
We  are  thinking  in  terms  of  some  other  nation,  and  we  have 
forgotten  the  American  way. 

However,  in  providing  an  adequate  army  for  defensive  purposes 
the  American  way  should  be  followed  first.  A  voluntary  eiUlstment 
program  should  be  launched  by  the  Government  designed  to  create 
an  army  of  one  mllllou  and  a  half  men.  This  would  be  putting 
voluntary  action  before  compulsion.  a. 

Just  think  what  a  crime  it  would  be  to  put  voluntary  action 

before  compulsion.    Then,  after  that  he  says: 

American  labor  would  respond  to  such  a  program  wholeheartedly 
and  enthusiaotically. 

I  say  "amen"  to  much  that  is  written  in  this  statement  of 
William  Green.  I  am  very  glad  to  see  that  he  has  come  to 
take  the  stand  he  has  taken,  a  stand  which  a  few  of  us  will 
take  and  will  persist  in,  notwithstanding  we  have  to  do  this 
thing  today,  and  that  we  have  to  get  through  with  this  bill  by 
1:30,  or  3  minutes  after  1,  or  4  minutes  after  2,  that  we  must 
have  it  rammed  down  our  throats  after  the  very  brief  period 
of  consideration  which  may  be  given  it.  "Amen,"  say  I  to 
Mr.  William  Green's  statement. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  California  that  the  statement  be 
printed  in  the  Record? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  bo 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows:  ' 

Developments  which  have  taken  place  in  the  war  situation  In' 
Europe  have  served  to  arouse  feelings  of  apprehension  among  all 
classes  of  people  and  a  consciousness  of  the  need  of  the  formation 
of  a  constructive,  practical  national  defense  policy.  This  state  of 
mind  is  reflected  In  the  action  which  Congress  took  when  It  appro- 
priated large  sums  of  money  for  the  construction  of  naval  vessels. 
airplanes,  tanks,  and  war  materials.  While  public  opinion  showed 
its  opposition  to  the  Involvement  of  our  Nation  in  the  European 
conflict  it  responded  most  favorably  to  the  need  for  home  defense 
and  adequate  preparation  against  any  attempt  of  Invasion  by  an 
aggressor  nation. 

The  American  Federation  of  Labor  has  cooperated  and  will  con- 
tinue to  cooperate  with  the  Federal  Oovernment  In  the  formation 
and  execution  of  Its  preparedness  plans.  We  have  expounded  a 
philosophy  which  proclaims  that  loyalty  to  labor  unions  presup- 
poses loyalty  to  our  Oovernment.  This  Is  both  primary  and  basic. 
Labor,  as  represented  by  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  will 
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stand  Immovable  In  Its  defence  of  our  Government,  of  our  d^-mo- 
cratlc  InsUtutlonfl  and  of  the  blessingB  of  liberty,  freedom,  and  J\i8- 
tlce,  provided  for  In  the  Declaration  of  Independence  and  the  Ckm- 
Btltution  of  the  United  States. 

In  pledging  universal  support  the  men  and  women  of  labor  accept 
the  assurance  of  our  Oovemment  that  social.  Industrial,  and 
economic  standards  set  up  and  recognized  by  the  Government  will 
be  maintained  and.  In  turn,  they  assume.  In  full  measure,  their 
responsibility  for  service  of  the  highest  order  both  In  Industry 
and  for  the  Nation. 

The  full  use  o/  our  material  resources  and  the  construction  of 
naval  vessels,  airplanes,  tanks,  giuis,  and  war  material  Is  but  a  part 
Of  national  preparedness.  Pull  realization  of  any  goal  set  for 
the  production  of  material  to  be  used  In  the  crestlon  of  an  ade- 
quate national  defense  would  avail  nothing  tinless  such  achieve- 
ment would  be  supplomented  by  the  creation  of  an  army  large 
enough  and  strong  enough  to  man  our  defenses  and  to  resist  suc- 
cessfully any  attempt  by  any  enemy,  no  matter  how  large  or  power- 
ful It  might  be.  to  set  foot  up<m  our  homeland.  We  are  firmly  of 
the  opinion  that  our  Goremment  should  formulate  a  plan  designed 
to  mobilize  adequate  manpower  for  national  defense  and  through 
the  President  make  known  to  Congress  and  the  country  the  man- 
power need  of  the  Nation.  Under  such  circumstances,  It  Is  my 
opinion  American  labor  will  support  the  organization  and  creation 
of  an  army  large  and  strong  enough  to  meet  national  requirements. 

We  do  not  regard  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bUl.  which  provides  for 
compulsory  military  service,  as  a  well -planned  measure.  We  can- 
not, therefore,  give  It  our  approval  and  support. 

If  It  becomes  apparent  that  legislation  providing  for  compulsory 
military  service  Is  necessary,  such  legislation  should  embody  provi- 
sions which  would  adequately  protect  the  economic  and  Industrial 
status  of  working  men  and  women.  The  following  stipulations 
and  safeguards  should  be  Incorporated  therein: 

First  of  all,  working  men  and  women  whose  services  may  be  given 
to  our  country  should  be  assured  that  they  will  not  be  caUed  upon 
Individually  or  collectively  to  engage  In  a  foreign  war  or  to  be 
sent  abroad  to  l>ecome  involved  In  foreign  wars.  An  absolute  guar- 
anty should  be  accorded  them  that  their  services  would  be  used 
only  for  home  defense,  for  the  protection  of  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere, our  homes,  our  homeland,  and  our  governmental  Institu- 
tions. 

Secondly,  the  positions  of  workers  must  be  protected.  They 
should  be  guaranteed  a  return  to  the  positions  they  occupy  after 
they  have  served  the  time  required  for  military  training  as  may 
be  required  by  law. 
,  Thirdly,  the  compensation  allowed,  while  engaged  In  military 
training,  should  be  suflBclent  to  provide  for  the  maintenance  of  a 
standard  of  living  approximating  that  already  established  for  those 
dependent  upon  them. 

Fourthly,  the  cost  of  transportation  incurred  by  those  who  are  a 
part  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  from  their  homes  to  the  places  where 
their  services  are  utilized,  should  be  borne  by  the  Government. 
This  should  Include  all  industrial  workers,  skilled,  semi-skilled,  and 
unskilled,  who  are  called  upon  to  serve  tn  war-manufacturing  in- 
dustries remotely  located  from  their  homes  and  home  conununltles. 

The  American  Federation  of  Labor  will  give  support  to  com- 
pulsory military  training  service  legislation  when  such  action  be- 
comes necessary  In  order  to  defend,  protect,  and  preserve  America. 
However,  in  providing  an  adequate  army  for  defensive  purp>oses  the 
American  way  should  be  followed  first.  A  voluntary  enlistment 
program  should  be  launched  by  the  Oovemment  designed  to  create 
An  army  of  one  million  and  a  half  men.  This  would  be  putting 
voluntary  action  befc.e  cooapulslon.  American  labor  would  re- 
spond to  such  a  program  wholeheartedly  and  enthusiastically. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  in  delivering  my  remarks 
on  the  pending  bill  I  wish  to  proceed  without  interruption 
until  I  conclude.  At  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks  I  shall  be 
glad  to  answer  any  questions  which  may  be  propounded. 
Last  Monday  I  3aelded  to  all  interruptions,  and  it  required 
about  3 '2  hours  to  deliver  a  speech  which,  if  delivered  con- 
tinuously, would  have  taken  about  15  minutes,  and  I  do  not 
want  that  condition  to  recur. 

'■Mr.  PresldeHt.  the  matter  of  our  national  defense  Ls  so 
vital,  the  time  elements  involved  in  the  establishment  of  a 
sound  defense  so  insistent  that  failure  to  take  the  necessary 
steps  in  time  might  result  in  perilous  consequences. 

The  doctrines  and  aggressions  of  certain  dictator-con- 
trolled nations  become  every  day  more  menacing  toward  free 
and  independent  democratic  countries  and  the  bloody  con- 
flicts they  have  imposed  on  many  of  such  coimtries  outside 
the  United  States,  and  are  still  imposing  on  those  they  have 
not  already  conquered,  In  a  crusade  which  evidently  they 
do  not  propose  to  end  until  all  democracy  and  freedom  shall 
have  been  blasted  from  the  earth,  call  for  the  immediate 
estabbshment  by  us  of  a  nucleus  of  armed  forces  in  air.  on 
sea.  on  land,  properly  equipped  and  capable  of  expansion 
within  adequate  time  into  proportions  sufficient  to  overcome 
attack  on  the  United  States  or  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

This  Is  the  best  assurance  of  the  preservation  of  our  lib- 
erties and  of  the  liberties  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 


This  Is  the  strongest  and  most  permanent  guaranty 
against  our  involvement  in  any  war. 

Aside  from  the  existence  of  present  dictatorships  and  the 
existing  world  situation,  we  need  a  permanent  defense  pol- 
icy to  protect  us  against  any  aggression  and  from  all  war 
until  that  day  shall  come  for  which  we  most  fervently  pray 
when  "the  blast  of  war's  great  organ  shall  no  longer  shake 
the  skies." 

Here  let  us  examine  our  present  defense  requirements. 
We  cannot  draw  a  line  around  the  sea  and  land  frontiers  of 
continental  United  States,  as  it  was  attempted  to  do  during 
our  consideration  of  the  bill  which  preceded  this,  and  say 
that  this  alone  is  what  we  will  defend. 

The  Panama  Canal,  Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico,  and  Alaska  are 
vital  links  in  our  defense  chain.  These  areas  are  often  re- 
ferred to  as  outposts.  This  is  in  error.  Outposts  are  usually 
considered  as  warning  or  delaying  forces  to  be  withdrawn 
when  they  have  accomplished  their  mission,  or  when  they 
are  overwhelmed,  or  when  their  position  shall  have  become 
untenable. 

There  can  be  no  withdrawal  from  Panama.  Hawaii.  Puerto 
Rico,  or  Alaska  without  vital  disaster  to  the  Nation.  To  per- 
mit these  strategical  areas  to  fall  into  the  hands  of  any 
enemy  would  jeopardize  the  security  of  continental  United 
States  Itself. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  have  asked  not  to  be  interrupted  dur- 
ing the  course  of  my  remarks.  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  the 
Senator  when  I  shall  have  concluded. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
defer  my  request  until  later. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  any  questions 
I  can  at  the  close  of  my  remarks. 

Moreover,  if  there  is  one  policy  involving  a  foreign  angle  to 
which  the  American  people  subscribe,  it  is  embodied  in  the 
doctrine  that  the  western  world  belongs  to  the  western 
nations. 

A  violation  of  this  policy  by  Invasion  from  Europe,  which 
is  prohibited  by  our  Monroe  Doctrine,  would  probably  not 
occur  as  a  sudden  overt  act.  It  could  easily  take  the  form 
of  a  step-by-step  movement,  or  of  the  continuance  of  a  peace- 
ful j)enetration  by  foreign  nationals  of  some  of  our  western 
nations,  until  definite  and  powerful  minorities  would  be 
established,  with  the  result  that  hostile  nations  might  already 
have  secured  a  foothold  in  areas  that  would  threaten  the  most 
important  link  in  our  national  defense — the  Panama  Canal. 

With  the  Panama  Canal  out  of  commission,  permanently, 
or  for  a  prolonged  period  of  time,  our  Navy  as  at  present 
constituted  would  be  helpless  as  the  guardian  of  the  oceans, 
and  our  present  defense  system  would  collapse.  It  is  to  be 
hoped  that  it  will  never  be  necessary  to  fight  to  preserve  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  and  the  freedom  of  the  Western  Hemisphere 
from  aggression  and  conquest;  but  if  we  must  fight,  prompt 
action  will  be  imperative.  Inability  to  act  promptly  would  in 
the  end  necessitate  a  long  and  costly  war.  But  what  is  more 
imjaortant.  the  knowledge  on  the  part  of  invaders  that  we 
have  the  ability  to  act  promptly  would  be  the  best  form  of 
security  against  the  necessity  for  action. 

It  is  gratifying  to  note  that  along  all  the  necessary  channels 
of  action  we  are  taking  intensive  steps  to  bring  about  a  proper 
state  of  national  defense. 

One  of  such  steps  was  the  passage  yesterday  by  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  bill  for  the  training  and  use  of  the  National  Guard 
and  other  Reserve  components  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States. 

Another  such  step  is  the  bill  now  before  us,  a  bill  for  the 
training  of  a  vast  citizenship  reserve  in  military  science  and 
practice. 

This  bill  does  not  substitute  the  compulsory  for  the  volun- 
teer system  of  enlistment  for  military  purposes. 

It  combines  the  compulsory  with  the  volunteer  system,  be- 
cause the  needed  numt)er  of  men  within  the  necessary  time 
cannot  be  secured  by  the  volunteer  system  alone. 

To  be  specific.  400,000  men.  the  number  needed  to  carry 
out  the  plan  of  oiu-  War  Department  in  connection  with  the 
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first  increment  by  the  1st  of  October,  cannot  be  secured  by 
the  volunteer  system  alone.  Tlie  situation  is  such  that  every 
day  is  vital  to  a  proper  national  defense  at  the  earliest  prac- 
ticable time. 

The  volunteer  system  continues  to  be  the  system  of  our 
Regular  Army,  because  the  Regular  Army  does  not  need  men 
in  the  vast  numbers  required  by  the  proposed  training  system 
in  so  short  a  time. 

The  volunteer  system  continues  to  be  the  system  of  the 
Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Officers*  Reserve  Corps,  the  Reg- 
ular Army  Reserve,  for  the  same  reason. 

The  compulsory  system  is  added  in  the  present  bill  to  the 
volunteer  system  to  meet  an  immediate  emergency  in  which 
the  time  element  is  a  tragic  necessity  and  because  the  volun- 
teer system  cannot  obtain  the  necessary  numbers  within  the 
time  needed  in  the  Nation's  defense. 

We  want  to  start  400.000  men  in  training  in  October.  400.- 
000  in  April,  and  additional  increments  from  time  to  time 
of  a  size  demanded  by  what  may  be  an  increasing  emergency 
each  year  or  a  lessening  emergency  until  the  bill  ceases  to 
operate  in  1945,  unless  Congress  should  extend  it. 

Why  should  not  a  combination  of  systems  be  used  to  insure 
the  result  desired? 

When  the  bill  ceases  to  operate,  the  compulsory  phase  of 
enlistment  ceases  also  to  operate. 

The  volunteer  system  continues  as  the  permanent  peace- 
time policy. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  desire  to  analyze  the  pending  bilL 

CamCAL  ANALYSIS  OF  8.  4164,  AS  AMENDED 

Subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  1  declare  the  reasons 
for  the  measure  and  express  the  need  for  increasing  and 
training  the  armed  forces  under  a  system  of  selective  compul- 
sory military  training  and  service  combined  with  the  voluntary 
system. 

Subsection  (c)  expresses  as  a  statement  of  policy  the  inten- 
tion that  the  National  Guard  be  not  relegated  to  a  status 
Inferior  to  that  which  it  now  holds,  and  that  it  be  not  replaced 
or  demoted  by  use  of  the  other  reserve  elements. 

Section  2  provides  for  the  registration  of  all  male  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  wherever  residing,  and  of  all  male  aliens 
residing  in  the  United  States,  within  the  21-  to  31 -year  age 
group,  under  regulations  prescribed  in  accordance  with  the 

bill. 

Although  large  numbers  of  men  are  subject  to  registration 
and  are  liable  for  military  training  and  service,  only  compara- 
tively few  of  those  registered  will  actually  be  selected  and 
inducted  for  military  training  and  service.  The  numbers  to 
be  so  selected  and  inducted  will  depend  upon  the  requirements 
of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments.  In  other  words,  many 
are  registered  and  are  liable  for  service,  but  comparatively 
few  will  actually  be  inducted. 

Under  this  bill  about  12.000.000  men  will  be  registered.  Of 
this  number,  the  number  actually  inducted  for  training  during 
the  5  years  of  the  bill's  operation  will  finally  be  determined 
by  Congress  through  its  power  of  appropriation.  It  is  planned 
to  submit  to  Congress  estimates  for  the  induction  of  400,000 
trainees  this  fall  and  400,000  next  spring.  Further  plans 
have  not  been  perfected. 

Section  3  fa)  creates  liability  for  training  and  service  in 
the  land  and  naval  forces  on  the  part  of  male  citizens,  wher- 
ever residing,  and  male  declarant  aliens,  within  the  21-  to 
31-year  age  group,  other  than  citizens  and  aliens  excepted 
from  registration. 

Those  who  are  liable  for  service  will  be  classified,  depending 
upon  their  degree  of  availability  for  military  service;  but  all, 
regardless  of  their  classification,  will  continue  to  be  liable  for 
military  service.  The  classification  will  be  made  by  local 
boards  composed  of  civilians,  who  will  be  neighbors  of  the 
men  to  be  classified. 

It  is  deemed  advisable  to  have  all  male  aliens,  though  not 
liable  for  training  and  service,  registered  and  classified  so  as 
to  obtain  information  essential  for  the  most  efficient  operation 
of  the  system — such  as,  for  example.  Information  as  to  the 
particular  type  of  jobs  they  are  engaged  in  and  fitted  for. 
In  this  connection,  it  is  important  to  ascertain  the  available 


source  of  the  various  types  of  .^killed  workers,  so  as  to  deter- 
mine in  what  proportion  the  skilled  workers  are  available  for 
the  various  armed  forces  and  necessary  industries.  It  is  im- 
portant to  note  that  the  bill  does  not  provide  for  the  selection 
and  Induction  of  men  for  Industry  or  agricultvu-e.  as  some 
opponents  might  have  pecple  believe.  It  Is  solely  a  bill  for  the 
procurement  of  men  for  military  functions  in  the  armed 
forces.  Certain  men  are  not  primarily  taken  for  the  armed 
forces  for  the  reason  that  they  should  be  left  at  home  to  fol- 
low their  jobs,  which  at  the  time  are  thought  to  include  neces- 
sary functions  for  fostering  defense  preparedness. 

Section  3  (a)  also  confers  upon  the  President  the  power  to 
select  and  induct  whatever  number  of  men  he  may  desire, 
whether  or  not  war  exists,  provided  that  the  President  must 
select  and  induct  in  accordance  with  the  other  provisions  of 
the  bUl. 

One  of  such  other  provisions  of  the  bill  limiting  this  power 
is  section  6.  which  gives  Congress  full  control  over  the  num- 
bers of  men  to  be  inducted.  Section  6  definitely  prohibits  the 
induction  of  men  without  the  appropriation  by  Congress  of 
funds  specifically  for  that  purpose.  This  places  a  definite 
limitation  on  the  power  of  the  President,  and  affords  control 
by  Congress  over  the  number  of  men  to  be  inducted  from  time 
to  time.  It  is  Inconceivable  that  Congress  will  desire  to  have 
inducted  more  men  than  will  be  al)Solutely  necessary;  and 
Congress  will  be  the  final  judge,  through  its  power  of  appro- 
priation, of  the  number  necessary. 

Section  3  (a)  further  confers  on  persons  subject  to  regis- 
tration— and.  in  addition  thereto,  men  between  18  and  21  and 
between  31  and  35 — the  right  to  enlist  as  trainees,  as  dis- 
tinguished from  the  right  to  enlist  in  the  regtilar  forces,  as 
provided  by  section  11  (d) . 

It  is  believed  that  voluntary  .^enlistment  permitted  simul- 
taneously with  compulsory  selection  will  not,  if  properly  con- 
trolled, interfere  with  or  change  the  ultimate  democratic, 
impartial,   and   speedy   results   which   compulsory   selection 
would  attain  by  itself.    It  is  believed  that  a  system  of  volun- 
tary enlistment  operating  alone,  and  without  a  system  of 
compulsory  selection  oijerating  simultaneously  with  it,  would 
fail  to  produce  now,  and  hereafter  as  needed,  sufficient  ntmi- 
bers  of  qualified  men  in  an  impartial,  efficient,  speedy,  and 
democratic  manner.    The  experiences  of  past  wars  show  that 
systems  providing  for  volunteering  solely,  and  without  com- 
pulsory selection,  failed  to  obtain  sufficient  numbers  of  quali- 
fied men  in  sufficient  time  and  in  a  sufficiently  steady,  uniform 
stream.     Volunteering  did  not  produce  a  sufficient  volume  of 
men;  and  even  the  insufficient  volume  decreased  and  ended 
abruptly.    In  the  war  between  the  States,  both  sides  were 
forced  to  adopt  compulsory  conscription  for  these  reasons. 
The  World  War  is  an  outstanding  example  of  the  need  of  the 
compulsory  system  of  selection.    The  present  experiences  of 
the  War  and  Navy  Departments  with  respect  to  volunteering, 
enlistment,  and  recruiting,  indicate  that  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem  alone   will   not  satisfactorily   meet    their  requirements. 
Figures  and  statements  presented  by  representatives  of  the 
War  and  Navy  Departments  at  the  hearings  before  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  confirm  this  view,  and  show 
that  this  bill,  which  combines  the  voluntary  and  compulsory 
systems,  will  meet  such  requirements  impartially  and  effi- 
ciently.   It  Is  clear  that  under  a  voluntary  system  operating 
by  itself,  and  without  a  compulsory  system  of  selection,  the 
armed  forces  would,  because  of  the  limited  numbers  of  men 
volunteering,  be  compelled  to  admit  into  service  many  men 
having  dependents,  or  needed  in  war  industries,  the  develop- 
ment of  necessary  natural  resources,  or  in  necessary  agri- 
culture. 

The  bill  is  based  on  the  traditional  principle  that  every 
citizen  owes  a  duty  to  defend  the  Nation.  Under  the  terms 
of  the  bill,  the  burdens  of  military  service  will  be  borne  not 
only  by  the  willing  and  by  those  compelled  to  volunteer  be- 
cause of  lack  of  funds — as  is  true  under  a  volunteer  system 
operating  alone — but  such  burdens  will  be  borne  equally  by  all 
classes,  regardless  of  economic  means. 

We  must  not  fail  to  realize  that  in  order  to  have  benefits 
we  must  assume  some  burdens  and  discomforts.  It  is  high 
time  for  us  to  check  up  and  take  stock  of  our  moral  fiber  and 
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character.    We    cannot    ignore    the   facts.    They   must    be 
faced. 

The  last  sentence  of  section  3  (a)  requires  that  trainees 
be  assigned  to  camps  or  units  of  the  land  and  naval  forces  of 
the  United  States.  This  is  another  definite  indication  that 
trainees  will  be  inducted  solely  for  military  functions,  and 
will  not  be  Inducted  for  industrial  functions. 

Section  3  (b)  provides  for  a  peacetime  training  period  of 
12  consecutive  months,  with  a  provision  for  an  extension  of 
such  period  by  Congress,  should  Congress  declare  the  national 
interest  to  be  imperiled  during  such  12  months,  such  extension 
to  end  when  Congress  declares  that  the  national  interest  so 
permits.  Representatives  of  the  War  Department,  including 
General  Marshall,  recommended  a  training  period  of  18 
months,  and  have  definitely  stated  that  a  12-month  training 
period  is  the  minimum  which  would  be  of  any  benefit.  Con- 
gress has  control  over  the  length  of  any  extension  of  the  train- 
ing period,  for  It  is  provided  that  no  such  extension  shall 
continue  until  further  declaration  by  the  Congress. 

Section  3  (b)  further  provides  for  the  transfer  of  a  trainee 
after  completion  of  his  training  period  to  a  trainees'  reserve 
until  the  act  becomes  inoperative,  or  for  10  years  or  until 
discharge  therefrom,  whichever  shall  occur  first  in  time:  and 
during  the  time  that  the  trainee  shall  be  in  a  reserve  com- 
ponent he  will  be  subject  to  such  additional  training  as  is  now 
or  may  hereafter  be  prescril>ed  by  law. 

The  la-st  portion  of  section  3  (b)  releases  a  trainee  from 
liability  to  serve  in  the  reserves  in  time  of  peace,  provided 
he  shall  have  had  12  months'  training  and  service  in  the  land 
forces  in  time  of  peace  and  at  least  2  years'  satisfactory 
service  in  the  Regular  Army  or  in  the  active  National  Guard. 
This  will  enable  at  least  some  of  those  desiring  to  reinain  in 
active  service  with  the  Regular  Army  or  with  the  National 
Guard  to  do  so.  and  will  likewise  be  an  inducement  which 
will  aid  in  maintaining  the  authorized  strength  of  the  Regular 
Army  and  the  National  Guard. 

It  is  intended  that  there  shall  exist  and  be  maintained  a 
reasonably  small  Regular  Army  of  approximately  375.000  men 
to  be  maintained  as  a  permanent  nucleus,  capable  of  expan- 
sion by  utilizing  the  National  Guard  and  the  trainees'  reserve 
In  such  numbers  as  may  be  required  by  any  emergency.  The 
trainees  will  be  trained  in  groups  for  periods  of  1  year,  after 
which  they  will  be  transferred  to  the  trainees'  reserve,  and 
will  be  free  to  go  home  to  private  life  and  employment,  sub- 
ject to  recall  as  previously  stated.  Within  as  reasonable  a 
period  of  time  as  possible,  there  will  be  available  suflBcient 
numbers  of  men  who  have  served  their  training  period  and 
who  have  been  transferred  to  the  reserves,  so  that  there  will 
be  available  for  purposes  of  defense  and  protection  of  the 
Nation,  should  the  occasion  arise,  a  vast  number  of  trained 
reserves  not  t)eing  maintained  in  the  regular  armed  forces 
who  can  spring  to  arms  at  a  moment's  notice.  The  result 
will  be  great  elasticity,  which  will  enable  rapid  expansion,  but 
which  will  also  permit  contraction,  which  is  a  very  important 
factor  overlooked  by  many. 

Section  3  (c)  provides  that  trainees,  during  their  service 
and  training,  shall  receive  the  same  pay.  allowances,  and 
other  benefits  as  are  provided  by  law  for  enlisted  men  of  like 
grades  and  length  of  service  of  that  component  of  the  land 
or  naval  forces  to  which  they  are  assigned,  and  after  transfer 
to  a  reserve  component  they  shall  receive  the  same  benefits 
as  are  provided  for  by  law  in  like  cases  for  members  of  such 
reserve  components.  Trainees  shall  also  have  an  opportunity 
to  qualify  for  promotion. 

The  trainees  should  receive  the  same  pay  as  men  in  the 
regular  forces  performing  the  same  functions  and  with  whom 
the  trainees  are  working  side  by  side.  Upon  being  transferred 
to  the  reserve,  trainees  should  have  the  same  benefits  and 
obligations  as  members  of  other  reserve  components. 

Section  4  (a)  requires  the  selection  of  men  l>etween  the 
ages  of  21  to  31.  who  are  liable  for  training  and  service,  to 
be  made  in  an  impartial  manner.  Selection  in  an  impartial 
manner  will  so  be  assured  for  the  reason  that  the  selection 
will  be  made  by  local  boards  composed  of  civilians  who  will 
be  neighbors  of.  or  persons  known  by.  the  men  to  be  selected. 
The  decentralized  administration  of  this  bill  by  civilians  in 
their  respective  localities  and  communities  is  all-important. 


Such  an  administration  proved  successful  under  the  World 
War  act.  Centralized  administration  by  Federal  military 
and  naval  officers  of  the  compulsory  system  used  in  the  War 
between  the  States  gave  rise  to  most  imfavorable  criticism, 
brought  great  disfavor,  and  attached  considerable  stigma  to 
the  compulsory  system.  At  the  time  of  the  World  War,  such 
feeling  had  not  as  yet  been  dispelled  and  was  still  in  evidence. 
However,  by  modifying  the  system  and  providing  for  decen- 
tralized civilian  administration,  with  the  local  boards  taking 
the  most  important  part,  the  system  gained  great  popularity, 
and  disfavor  and  stigma  in  connection  therewith  were  for  the 
most  part  completely  and  definitely  removed.  Of  approxi- 
mately 200,000  persons  required  to  administer  the  World  War 
act.  only  approximately  195  were  officers  of  the  armed  forces, 
and  they  were  merely  used  for  purposes  of  necessary  coordi- 
nation, direction,  and  instruction.  All  the  others  were 
civilians,  the  vast  majority  of  whom  were  operating  in  their 
local  communities.  The  same  sort  of  administration  is  con- 
templated under  this  bill. 

Section  4  (b)  establishes  the  method  of  determining  the 
quotas  of  men  selected  and  volunOeerlng  for  training  from  the 
21-  to  31-year  age  group  for  each  State.  Territory,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  their  respective  subdivisions. 
Quotas  are  determined  on  the  basis  of  the  actual  number  of 
men  at  any  specified  time  who  are  in  the  21-  to  31-year-age 
group  and  who  are  liable  for  training  and  service  but  who 
are  not  deferred  after  being  classified.  The  words  "who  are 
liable  for  such  training  and  service,  but  who  are  not  deferred 
after  classification"  are  a  further  indication  that  liability 
continues  regardless  of  deferment. 

Quotas  will  be  based  upon  the  number  of  men  who  are 
liable  for  military  traimng  and  service,  but  who  have  not  been 
placed  in  a  deferred  class  after  being  classified.  World  War 
experience  demonstrated  the  unfairness  of  iMising  quotas  ac- 
cording to  the  total  male  population  or  even  according  to  all 
of  the  men  liable  for  military  training  and  service,  including 
those  classified  into  deferred  classes.  The  unfairness  resulted 
from  the  fact  that  some  States  and  localities  were  discovered 
to  have  either  great  numbers  of  nondeclarant  aliens  or  others 
in  deferred  classes,  whereas  other  States  and  localities  had 
very  few.  In  other  words,  it  was  ascertained  that  there  was 
an  unequal  distribution  of  those  classified  in  deferred  classes. 
When  such  unfairness  was  recognized  it  was  decided  to  base 
quotas  on  the  numl)er  of  men  in  the  first  class,  or,  in  other 
words,  upon  the  number  of  men  liable  for  military  service  Init 
not  deferred. 

A  quota  is  that  niunber  of  men  which  the  Army  and  Navy 
Departments  will  need  as  of  a  certain  time.  For  instance,  if 
a  national  quota  of  approximately  400.000  men  is  fixed  for 
October  1,  1940,  a  particular  State's  quota  will  be  the  frac- 
tional portion  of  that  nimiber  determined  by  using  for  the 
numerator  the  total  number  of  men  in  the  State  classified  into 
the  first  class  who  are  liable  but  not  deferred;  and  for  the 
denominator,  the  total  number  of  men  in  the  United  States 
classified  into  the  first  class  who  are  Uable  but  not  deferred. 

Section  5  (a>  excepts  men  in  the  land  and  naval  forces, 
including  Reserve  components  thereof,  from  registration:  for, 
if  they  are  already  in  the  service,  there  is  no  need  to  register 
or  classify  them.  Cadets  of  the  advanced  course,  senior  di- 
vision, R.  O  T.  C.  are  also  excepted  from  registration  so  as 
to  permit  them  to  complete  the  course  and  enter  the  Reserve 
components.  If  any  student  should  drop  from  the  course  or 
finish  the  course  without  going  into  a  Reserve  component,  he 
would  forthwith  be  required  to  register  under  the  provision 
of  this  act,  that  there  shall  be  no  exceptions  from  registration 
after  the  cause  therefor  ceases  to  exist.  The  section  also 
excepts  from  registration  noncitizen  and  nondeclarant  con- 
sular representatives. 

Section  5(a)  also  provides  that  a  man  who  Is  excepted  from 
registration  and  who  has  or  will  have  satisfactorily  served  3 
years  in  the  Regular  Army  or  for  6  years  in  the  Officers'  Re- 
serve Corps  on  the  eligible  list,  or  6  years  in  the  active  Na- 
tional Guard  will  be  excepted  from  registration  and  further 
duty  in  the  Reserve  comjxjnents  of  the  United  States  in  time 
of  peace.  The  section  also  provides  that  a  man  who  satis- 
factorily serves  as  a  member  of  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  in  active  Federal  service  for  a  period  of  1  year 
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and  who  thereafter  completes  not  less  than  2  years'  satisfac- 
tory service  In  the  Regular  Army  or  in  the  active  National 
Guard  shall  be  relieved  from  further  liability  to  serve  in  the 
Reserves  in  time  of  peace.  This  provision  supplements  the 
last  part  of  section  3  (b),  which  provides  for  excepting 
trainees  from  service  in  the  Reserves  but  not  from  registra- 
tion. This  wording  of  section  5(a)  has  to  do  with  men  in  the 
Regular  Army  or  the  active  National  Guard  and  does  not 
have  to  do  with  trainees  who  are  covered  by  the  last  portion 
of  section  3  (b).| 

The  wording  of  section  5  Cb)  corresponds  with  the  wording 
of  the  World  War  Act  and  provides  for  deferment  from 
selection  and  induction  of  the  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States;  officers — legislative,  executive,  and  judicial — of  the 
United  States,  the  States.  Territories,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  while  holding  office. 

Section  5  <  c )  authorizes  the  President  to  defer  selection  and 
induction  of  men  working  and  needed  in  industries,  agricul- 
ture, or  other  occupations  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
national  health,  safety,  or  interest. 

It  also  authorizes  the  President  to  defer  selection  and  in- 
duction of  men  with  dependents  and  men  physically,  men- 
tally, or  morally  deficient. 

The  section  requires  deferment  of  regular  or  duly  ordained 
ministers  of  religion  engaged  in  the  regular  discharge  of  their 
ministerial  duties. 

The  section  requires,  except  with  respect  to  regular  or 
duly  ordained  ministers,  deferment  on  an  individual  basis  and 
not  on  a  hit-or-miss  or  inequitable  blanket  deferment  basis, 
such  as  by  occupational  groups,  without  regard  to  the  status 
of  the  particular  individual  therein  or  the  necessity  for  his 
particular  deferment.  In  other  words,  it  is  recognized  that  a 
man  should  not  be  deferred  merely  because  he  is  working  in 
a  necessary  war  indiistry.  Such  a  man  should  only  be  de- 
ferred if  he  cannot  immediately  be  replaced  by  somelxxiy  in  a 
deferred  class  or  by  a  person  not  subject  to  the  bill.  The 
length  of  any  such  deferment  must,  of  course,  depend  on 
the  length  of  time  required  to  replace  such  men.  By  pro- 
hibiting blanket  occupational  deferments  there  will  be  no 
chance  unjustly  to  escape  military  training  and  service. 

The  last  sentence  of  section  5  (c)  states  that  the  defer- 
ment shall  not  continue  after  the  cause  therefor  ceases  to 
exist.  As  an  example  of  the  operation  of  this  provision,  a 
man  placed  in  a  deferred  class  by  reason  of  being  physically 
deficient  and  whose  deficiency  in  that  respect  is  subsequently 
removed  will  be  reclassified  immediately  upon  the  removal 
thereof. 

Section  5  (d)  provides  for  relieving  conscientious  objectors 
from  combatant  training  or  service.  Those  claiming  to  be 
conscientious  objectors  will  be  listed  on  a  register  of  con- 
scientious objectors,  and  thereafter  will  be  referred  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  for  inquiry  and  hearing.  If  the  De- 
partment shall  find  that  the  particular  objector  is.  by  reason 
of  religious  training  and  belief,  conscientiously  opposed  to 
participation  in  war  in  any  form,  it  will  recommend  that  such 
objector  be  assigned  to  noncombatant  service  or  to  work  of 
national  importance.  If.  however,  the  Department  shall  find 
the  particular  objector  not  to  be  a  conscientious  objector 
in  good  f^ith,  it  shall  so  notify  the  local  board,  and  the 
objector's  name  shall  be  forthwith  removed  from  the  register 
of  conscientious  objectors,  and  such  objector  shall  continue 
to  be  liable  for  combatant  training  and  service  as  provided 
in  the  bill.  Either  the  objector  or  the  local  Ixjard  may  ques- 
tion the  findings  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  in  which 
event  the  particular  case  will  be  submitted  to  the  Selective 
Service  Appeal  Board  having  jurisdiction  for  final  deter- 
mination. 

Section  6  leaves  with  Congress  full  control  over  the  num- 
bers of  persons  who  may  be  selected  and  inducted  for  mili- 
"  tary  service,  for  it  specifically  prohibits  selection  and  induc- 
tion of  men  for  military  training  and  service  until  Congress 
shall  hereafter  appropriate  funds  specifically  for  such  pur- 
pose. It  is  quite  evident  and  elementary  that  Congress  will 
enact  legislation  permitting  selection  and  induction  for  mili- 
"  tary  training  only  of  those  numbers  of  men  whose  training 
and  service  in  the  military  forces  is  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  defense  and  protection  of  the  Nation. 
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Section  7  contains  substantially  the  wording  of  the  World 
War  Act.  and  is  deemed  essential;  for  it  prohibits  payment 
of  bounties  to  Induce  enlistment,  and  it  also  prohibits  a  man 
from  furnishing  a  substitute  or  making  payment  in  order  to 
escape  selection  and  induction.  Similar  prohibitions  were 
not  included  in  the  compulsory  systems  established  during 
the  War  l)etween  the  States;  and.  as  a  consequence,  great 
injustices  were  done  by  way  of  bounties  a^d  by  way  of  sub- 
stituting or  buying  one's  way  out  of  miUtary  service.  Based 
upon  the  unfortunate  experiences  from  such  injustices,  there 
was  inserted  into  the  World  War  Act  a  section  similar  to 

section  7. 

Section  8  attempts  to  offer  a  trainee  or  Reserve  officer  on 
active  duty  as  much  protection  with  respect  to  reemployment 
and  retention  of  employment  benefits  as  is  within  reasonable 
bounds.  It  attempts  to  prevent  loss  of  seniority,  accrued 
employment  benefits,  including  participation  in  insurance, 
pension,  bonus,  and  other  beneficial  programs. 

Section  8  (g)  provides  that  the  Chief  of  Finance,  United 
States  Army,  shall  act  as  the  fiscal  and  disbursing  and  ac- 
counting agent  of  the  director  of  selective  service  in  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  the  act.  This  will  avoid  the  expense  of 
setting  up  and  maintaining  a  separate  disbursement  and 
accounting  system. 

Section  9  contains  the  penalty  provisions  of  the  bill,  which 
are  substantially  the  same  as  those  of  the  World  War  act. 
Experience  with  the  World  War  provisions  shows  that  they 
worked  satisfactorily  in  providing  the  necessary  protection. 
Punishment  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  5  years 
or  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000,  or  by  both  such  fine  and 
imprisonment,  is  provided  in  the  event  of  convection  in  the 
district  court  of  the  United  States.  Provision  is  also  made 
for  punishment  by  court  martial  of  convicted  violators  who 
are  subject  to  military  or  naval  law. 

Section  10  <a)  confers  ujwn  the  President  authority  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  act. 

Section  10  (a)  (1)  authorizes  the  President  to  prescribe  the 
necessary  rules  and  regulations  to  carry  the  act  into  effect. 
Section  10  (a)  (2)  provides  for  the  creation  and  establish- 
ing of  a  selective  and  volunteer  service  system  providing 
for  classification  of  registered  men  and  for  establLshlng  local 
boards,  appeal  boards,  agencies  of  appeal,  and  other  agencies 
deemed  necessary  to  make  the  provisions  of  the  act  effective. 
The  system  contemplates  the  classification  of  men  within 
the  age  group  into  four  classes  "on  the  basis  of  availability 
for  service  and  training."  as  provided  in  section  10  (a)  (2). 
The  respective  classes  represent  decreasing  degrees  of  avail- 
ability, commencing  with  the  first  class,  but  men  in  all  classes 
continue  to  be  available  for  training  and  service  In  varying 
degrees,  and  continue  to  be  liable  therefor.  In  other  words, 
the  men  in  the  first  class  are  not  the  only  ones  liable  or 
available  for  training  and  service  but  they  are  merely  more 
readily  available  than  are  those  in  the  other  classes  whose 
selection  and  induction  are  deferred.  The  volunteer  waives 
all  classifications. 

Se.:tion  10  (a)  (3)  fixes  the  salary  of  the  director  of 
selective  service  at  not  in  excess  of  $10,000,  and  requires 
confirmation  by  the  Senate  of  his  appointment,  and  of  the 
appointment  of  all  persons  under  the  director  whose  salaries 
are  in  excess  of  $5,000  per  annum. 

Section  10  (a)  (4)  provides  authority  for  the  use  of  Federal 
and  State  services,  information,  facilities,  and  personnel. 

Section  10  (a)  (5)  authorizes  printing,  binding,  and  blank- 
book  work,  and  the  obtaining  of  oflBce  equipment. 

Section  10  < a)  (6)  relates  to  paroles  for  violators  of  the  act. 
Section  10  (b)  authorizes  delegation  of  authority  by  the 
President.  This  authority  is  deemed  necessary  in  order  that 
the  director  of  selective  service  may  conduct  the  administra- 
tion of  this  act  efficiently  and  without  unnecessary  red  tape 
and  delays. 

Section  10  (c)  provides  that  decisions  of  local  boards  shall 
be  final,  except  when  appeals  are  authorized.  Section  10  (c) 
also  contains  a  provision  for  acceptance  of  voluntary  services. 
This  provision  was  added  so  as  to  be  able  to  curtail  expenses 
should  any  of  the  civilian  personnel  desire  to  perform  their 
services  gratuitously. 
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Section  10  (c)  also  authorizes  use  of  oflSclal  penalty  en- 
velopes for  necessary  correspondence. 

Section  11  (a)  provides  that  publication  by  the  President  of 
a  proclamation  or  other  pubUc  noUce  requiring  registraUon 
shall  constitute  notice  of  the  reqturements  of  the  act. 

Section  11  »b)  provides  for  liberal  and  reasonable  construc- 
tion of  the  act. 

Section  11  <c)  is  a  customary  provision  protecting  other 
provisions  of  the  act  In  the  event  any  provision  be  held  invalid. 

Section  11  <d>  expressly  protects  existing  laws  authorizing 
voluntary  enlistment  or  reenllstment  In  the  regular  armed 
forces  and  the  reserve  components  thereof. 

Section  12  (a)  provides  that  the  words  "between  the  ages 
of  21  and  31"  shall  refer  to  persons  who  have  reached  their 
twenty-flrst  birthday  and  who  have  not  reached  their  thirty- 
first  birthday. 

Section  12  (b)  defines  the  words  "United  States"  as  includ- 
ing the  several  States,  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  Terri- 
tories, and  the  possessions  of  the  United  SUtes.  except  the 
Philippine  Islands,  when  used  geographically. 

Section  13  (a)  Is  a  customary  provision  suspending  existing 
laws  and  parts  of  laws  In  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  the 

fiCl 

Section  13  <b)  provides  that  the  act  shall  become  inop- 
erative and  shall  terminate  on  May  15.  1D45,  unless  continued 
In  effect  by  further  act  of  Congress  and  except  as  to  offenses 
commltteti  prior  to  such  date. 

Section  14  provides  for  citing  the  act  as  the  Selective  Train- 
ing and  Service  Act  of  1940. 

Under  this  bill  no  large  Regular  Army  is  contemplated. 
The  induction  is  merely  for  a  1-year  period,  unless  extended 
by  Congress.  This  b  11  provides  the  means  for  commencing 
the  training  of  men  in  military  capacities  for  1-year  training 
periods  and  is  part  of  our  military  policy  which  contemplates 
a  Regular  Army  of  apprcximately  375.000  trained  men,  a 
National  Guard  of  approximately  250.000  trained  men.  and 
such  number  of  trained  Reserves  as  may  be  necessary  to  sup- 
plement the  Regular  Army  and  National  Guard.  In  the  ab- 
sence of  further  action  by  Congress,  trainees  will  go  home  to 
private  lives  after  a  1-year  training  period,  unless  at  that  time 
they  enlist  in  the  Regular  Army  or  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  President,  this  completes  my  analysis  of  the  bill,  which 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  has  reported  favor- 
ably by  a  vote  of  13  to  3.     I  trust  it  will  receive  your  approval. 

Mr.    VANDENBERG.      Mr.    President,    will    the    Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  In  his  able  discussion  the  Senator 
has  referred  to  the  experience  of  the  War  and  Navy  Depart- 
ments as  condemning  the  efficiency  of  the  volut\tary  system. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  No.  They  do  not  do  that,  except  in  one 
respect. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    What  is  that  respect? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Where  there  is  a  time  emergency,  and 
men  in  especially  large  numbers  are  needed  within  a  limited 
time. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  the  Senator  will  review  his  very 
able  statement  he  will  find  that  he  has  asserted  that  the 
past  experience  of  the  War  Department  justifies  their  expec- 
tation that  they  cannot  get  adequate  numbers  of  men  in 
sufficient  time. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  They  cannot  get  400.000  men  by  October 
under  the  voluntary  system  alone. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  What  I  want  to  know  is  what  there 
is  about  the  experience  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments 
which  leads  them  to  believe  that  they  cannot  get  sufficient 
numbers  of  men  by  the  voluntary  system. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    T'heir  actual  experience. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    What  Is  their  experience? 

MP.  SHEPPARD.  Their  actual  experience  has  been  that 
the  largest  number  they  ever  obtained  under  the  voluntary 
system,  exercising  every  expedient  of  which  they  could  think. 
was  about  30.000  in  1  month,  an  all-time  record. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  whether  It 
is  not  true  that  the  War  and  Navy  Depcu-tments  have  filled 
the  volimteer  quota  they  have  asked  for  this  year. 


Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Yes;   but  the  same  time  element  was 

not  involved  that  is  mvolved  in  the  present  case.    It  is  only 

the  present  situation  that  makes  the  time  element  Important. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    If  they  do  not  get  their  full  quota, 

it  Is  because  they  do  not  fix  their  quota  big  enough. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  With  the  vo'untary  system  for  large 
quotas  they  would  not  get  them  in  a  limited  time. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  How  does  the  Senator  know  that  is 
true  if  it  has  not  been  tried? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  have  been  reliably  advised  as  to  the 
largest  number  the  Army  has  secured  in  1  month. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  can  call  the  attention  of  the  Sena- 
tor to  innumerable  recruiting  stations  which  have  declined 
to  receive  recruits  because  the  quotas  have  been  filled. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  At  times  that  Is  true,  but  never  were 
those  quotas  as  large  as  the  contemplated  quotas  now  con- 
fronting us  In  connection  with  so  short  a  period. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  the  experience  up  to  date  Is  that 
every  quota  attempted  has  succeeded,  why  is  it  assumed  that 
larger  quotas  automatically  will  fall? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Because  the  authorities  feel  confident 
that  they  got  the  largest  number  they  could  get.  within  cer- 
tain limits,  under  their  past  experience,  and  Admiral  Nimltz. 
of  the  Navy  Department,  said  at  the  hearings  on  this  bill  that 
the  voluntary  system  had  not  yet  failed  the  Navy  In  the  mat- 
ter of  relatively  small  numbers  of  men,  but  he  said  that  as 
the  Navy  increased  in  numbers  he  would  use  this  bill  like  the 
present  one. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  another 
question  regarding  the  number  needed,  inasmuch  as  he  now 
stresses  that  element. 

With  a  Regular  Army  of  375.000  men  and  a  National  Guard 
of  250,000,  which  has  now  been  made  available,  at  least  so  far 
as  Senate  action  is  concerned,  and  the  other  Reserves,  who 
alfo  have  been  made  available,  we  already  have  a  potential 
total  of  750.000.  I  heard  Mr.  Knudsen  testify  this  mornin? 
before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  that  it  will  be  1942 
before  there  will  be  complete  equipment  for  an  army  of 
750.000  men.  If  it  takes  until  1942  to  equip  an  army  of 
750,000  men.  and  we  already  have  potentially  750.000  men. 
why  is  it  necessary  to  resort  to  extraordinary  peacetime 
methods  for  additional  men? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD. '  We  have  sufBcient  equipment  and  sup- 
plies for  the  training  of  the  first  increment  of  trainees. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  we  cannot  equip  the  Army,  what 
is  the  use  of  having  them?  The  equipment  Is  just  as  much  a 
limitation  as  the  lack  of  personnel. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Army  has  not  yet  reached  375,000; 
it  is  only  about  260.000  now;  and  they  are  equirping  the 
Army  as  rapidly  as  they  can;  but  they. do  have  the  equip- 
ment and  the  housing  for  the  first  increment  of  trainees, 
and  that  will  give  them  sufficient  time  to  secure  housing  for 
the  remaining  trainees,  because  they  are  to  come  In  as 
Increments. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Why  do  they  need  them  If  the  only 
army  they  can  put  into  completely  equipped  functioning  in 
2  years  is  already  pf>tentially  in  sight? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  They  do  not  know  what  army  they  wfU 
have  to  put  into  use.  It  may  be  less  than  750.000.  All  they 
have  to  do  is  to  provide  sufficient  equipment  for  the  number 
presenting  themselves  for  training  from  time  to  time. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  They  know  what  army  they  cannot 
put  Into  use.  because  they  know  they  cannot  equip  one  beyond 
750.000  until  after  1942. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  By  equipment,  the  Senator  means  ma- 
teriel, guns,  and  things  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  mean  to  set  an  army  of  750,000  men 
in  effective  combat  motion. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  period  of  this  bill  extends  to  1945. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  probably  very  inept  in  present- 
ing my  question.  I  think  the  Senator  fails  to  imderstand 
what  I  am  trying  to  find  out.  I  am  merely  seeking  Informa- 
tion. I  do  not  understand  why.  if  the  maximum  army  that 
can  be  handled  up  to  the  end  of  1942  is  750.000  men,  and  we 
have  already  750.000  men  in  sight,  at  least,  it  Is  necessary  to 
have  additional  men.  and  particularly  why  it  is  necessary  to 
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invoke  conscription  for  the  first  peacetime  moment  In  150 
years  in  order  to  do  that.  Why  do  we  need  the  additional 
men? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Because  in  peacetime  we  will  not  have 
750.000  men  in  active  service  at  one  time,  and  if  such  an  emer- 
gency should  occur  that  we  have  to  gather  men  together  in 
larger  numbers  than  we  have  the  equipment  or  the  housing 
to  supply,  we  will  have  to  do  the  best  we  can,  as  we  did  during 
the  World  War.  with  temporary  housing,  and  get  the  equip- 
ment In  any  way  we  can.  In  fact,  that  emergency  is  upon  us 
and  we  must  go  ahead  and  build  up  a  reserve  to  meet  every 
demand  for  such  larger  numbers,  regardless  of  permanent 
equipment  and  permanent  housing  conditions. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  just  one 
further  question  about  another  phase  of  the  matter.  What  is 
the  total  civilian  staff  which  will  be  necessary  to  administer 
the  conscription  law?  I  am  talking  about  the  local  draft 
boards,  and  so  forth.    What  is  the  total  personnel  involved? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  cannot  give  the  Senator  the  exact 
figure,  but  I  shall  get  it  for  him. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  noticed  the  Senator  referred  to 
200.000  as  involved  in  the  World  War  effort.  I  assume  it 
would  be  at  least  200.000  now.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  shall  seciu^  the  definite  information 
and  give  it  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Will  the  Senator  tell  me  how  these 
local  draft  boards  are  to  be  chosen? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  They  are  appointed  by  the  President  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  State  Governors.  The  Governors 
are  assisted  in  this  matter  and  other  matters  pertaining  to 
the  system  by  State  committees  composed  of  National  Guard 
men.  Legionnaires.  Reserve  officers,  and  other  citizens. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Is  there   any  provision  in  the  bill 
governing  the  establishment  of  these  local  boards.  I  mean 
as  to  the  methods  by  which  they  shall  be  established? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  will  be  done  by  regulation. 
Mr.  VANDENBEIRG.     It  Is  not  in  the  bill. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     It  Is  not  in  the  bllL 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question  fol- 
lowing the  interrogation  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan.  We 
have  provided  for  a  maximum  Regular  Army  of  375,000  men. 
Of  course,  if  we  bring  in  the  National  Guard  and  the 
Reserve  officers,  and  all  of  them  come  in  or  are  called  In,  we 
get  up  to  around  700.000.  Of  the  375,000  men  authorized  as 
the  maximum  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  Senator  says  there 
are  about  260.000  now  in  the  Army  who  have  been  accepted 
for  service. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  present  enlisted  strength  of  the 
Regular  Army  is  in  that  neighborhood. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  noticed  a  statement  this  morning  that  there 
were  270.000  now  enlisted,  today,  in  the  Regular  Army. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  may  have  gotten  to  that  figure. 
When  I  last  saw  the  figure.  It  was  260.000.  I  thank  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  A  day  or  so  ago.  in  a  statement  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  made  on  the  National  Guard  bill,  I  think  he 
informed  the  Senate  that  under  the  provisions  for  an  Increase 
in  the  Regular  Army,  the  net  increase  being  taken  in  now 
amounts  to  about  16.000  a  month. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  was  the  case  a  short  time  ago. 
Mr.  ADAMS.    It  is  something  over  20.000  now, 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Yes.  20.000. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  it  is  20,000.  and  there  are  now  260.000 
or  270,000.  which  would  leave  more  than  a  hundred  thousand 
still  to  be  brought  into  the  Regular  Army,  at  that  rate  it 
would  take  4  or  5  months  to  fill  up  the  Increments  necessary 
to  make  the  Regvilar  Army  375.000. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Perhaps  more  than  that. 
Mr.  WHEELER.  They  are  asking  for  forty-some  thousand 
in  August. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  They  are  taking  in  these  additional  men 
necessary  to  provide  for  a  maximum  of  375.000.  as  they  are 
enlisting  and  are  weeding  out,  so  as  to  get  those  qualified. 


and  I  expect  also  the  question  of  facilities  and  eqtiipment  has 
something  to  do  with  the  number  accepted. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  A  certain  number  drop  out.  TTie  net 
gain  is  never  what  the  gross  enlistment  is.  Sometimes  it  is 
five  or  six  thousand  under,  or  more. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Sometimes  enlistments  expire,  so  that  we 
have  to  subtract  the  nimiber  of  those  who  go  out  and  do  not 
reenlist. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Permit  me  to  interrupt,  because  we  have 
had  some  figures  before  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  the 
last  few  days.    The  net  gain  is  a  little  over  20,000  a  month. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Who  has  the  floor? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Texas  has  the  floor, 
and  I  have  been  proct^ding  on  the  theory  that  the  Senator 
from  Texas  had  the  floor. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  have  the  floor,  and  I  have  yielded  to 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky;  and  I  yield  to  him  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  glad  vicariously  to  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  Just  a  few  days  ago  General  Marshall 
testified  as  to  the  enlistments  in  June.  In  June  there  were 
enlisted  as  volunteers  22,947.  The  result  of  that  was  a  net 
gain  of  16.000.  In  other  words,  the  difference  between  22.000 
and  16.000  were  those  who  dropped  out. 

Also,  in  connection  with  the  question  raised  by  the  Senator 
from  Michigan,  who  said  there  were  some  recruiting  stations 
which  were  not  taking  them,  the  general  made  a  statement 
which  had  reference  to  that.  I  read  from  the  record  of  the 
hearings  before  the  committee  at  page  11: 

Senator  Austin.  Yes.    I  ascertained  you  were  then  only  taking 

tbe  replacements. 

General  Marshall.  Yes.  In  June  I  started  the  recruiting,  before 
I  got  the  appropriation.  I  gambled,  very  frankly.  And  I  had  to 
watch  and  see  that  we  cut  off  this  recruiting  before  I  was  involved 
In  a  financial  dilemma,  but  the  situation  was  so  serloxos  that,  for- 
tunately, congressional  action  and  the  retroactive  effect  of  the  1941 
Budget  saved  me  from  being  investigated  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  WHEELER  rose. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  complete 
my  question. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     If  I  may  Interrupt.  General  Marshall 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  nUes  of  the  Senate 
require  that  when  a  Senator  desires  to  Interrupt,  the  Chair  be 
addressed,  and  that  the  Senator  having  the  floor  state 
whether  he  will  yield  or  not. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    The  Senator  has  already  said  he  would 

yield. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Chair  did  not  hear  it. 

Very  well. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  General  Marshall  was  speaking  of  the 
Army;  but  likewise,  as  I  understand,  the  marines  and  the 
Navy  are  enlisting  men.  So  what  the  Senator  is  giving  to  us 
is  Just  the  figures  as  to  the  Army,  and  not  as  to  the  whole 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  has  referred 
to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Knudsen  before  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  which,  I  am  sorry.  I  did  not  hear:  but  I  had  another 
appointment  and  could  not  go  to  the  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

I  do  not  know  how  far  the  suggestion  he  made  was  ex- 
plored, and  whether  he  meant  to  refer  to  750,000  men  as  the 
750.000  men  who  are  made  up  of  the  Regular  Army  and  the 
National  Guard  and  these  Reserves  that  the  measure  we 
passed  yesterday  will  call  out,  or  whether  he  was  talking  about 
750.000  men  under  a  selective  military  training  system  pro- 
vided for  in  the  pending  bill.  But  it  is  my  understanding 
that  the  plan  is  to  call  these  400.000  the  1st  of  October  and 
then  probably  the  1st  of  January  to  caH  out  another  400,000 

men. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    The  1st  of  April. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  proposed  on  the  1st  of  April  to  call 
out  another  400.000  men,  making  800.000.  Those  men  are 
to  be  trained  for  a  year.  So  it  would  be  1942  before  the 
second  contingent  of  400,000  men  are  trained  to  become  a 
part  of  any  750,000  men  who  may  have  been  in  the  mind  of 
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Mr.  Kniidsen  when  he  testified  on  that  subject.  80  with  the 
third  contingent,  which  would  make  the  number  1,200,000 
men  in  all,  if  a  total  of  that  many  are  called  in  the  various 
contingents,  it  would  be  well  into  1942.  and  probably  toward 
the  end  of  1942,  before  the  training  was  completed.  Of 
course,  the  trainees  would  have  to  have  a  certain  amount  of 
equipment  while  they  were  being  trained,  but  training  does 
not  require  the  san^e  equipment  per  man  that  is  required 
for  the  Regular  Arn?:y.  or  certainly  for  an  army  which  expects 
to  engage  in  warfare.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  was  going  to  propourtd  an  inquiry.  The 
able  Senator  from  Texas  in  his  address  stated  that  the  bill 
combines  the  voluntary  and  the  compulsory  system.  That 
Statement,  standing  by  itself,  did  not  mean  a  great  deal  to 
me.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  amplify  that  state- 
ment and  point  out  wherein  that  proposition  can  be  found 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    In  section  3. 

Mr.  McNARY.  How  does  it  work?  The  Senator  is  familiar 
with  it.  How,  in  the  bill,  is  the  voluntary  system  combined 
with  the  compulsory  system?  I  thought  the  philosophy  of 
the  bill  was  that  of  a  compulsory  system. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  have  not  had  the  opportunity  of  hearing 
the  witnesses  nor  have  I  obtained  the  information  from  mem- 
bers of  the  committee.  For  my  sake  alone  I  should  like  to 
have  the  Senator  explain  more  in  detail  the  dual  aspects  of 
this  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  When  the  men  are  registered  they  are 
asked  to  indicate  whether  they  want  to  volunteer,  and  they 
are  allowed  to  do  so  If  they  desire  to  volunteer.  Not  only 
that,  but  the  draft  phase  of  the  bill  applies  only  to  those 
between  21  and  31  years  of  age.  whereas  anyone  from  18  to  35 
may  volunteer,  according  to  the  terms  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
to  ask  him  a  question  on  that  point? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  says  men  are  given  permission 
to  state  whether  they  volunteer? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    No;  they  are  asked  whether  they  do  so. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     They  are  asked? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Yes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  thought  that  would  be  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  They  are  asked  whether  they  are 
volunteers. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    After  they  are  called  into  the  service? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    No.  indeed. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Or  w^hen  they  are  called?  When  are  they 
asked  that  question? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  They  are  asked  that  when  they  are 
classified  after  registration. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    If  they  volunteer,  they  are  taken  in. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Yes. 

Mr.  LODGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts is  recognized. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  make  a  brief 
analysis  of  this  bill,  comparing  it  with  the  bill  which  I  have 
Introduced  on  the  same  subject,  aijd  comparing  it  with  the 
original  Burke-Wadsworth  bill,  the  language  of  which  was 
quite  different. 

I  think  I  have  heretofore  made  clear  my  conviction  that 
this  terrible  war  has  taught  us  one  lesson,  if  it  has  not  taught 
us  any  other,  and  that  is  that  modern  armies  cannot  be 
created  after  a  war  has  been  begiin.  The  experience  which 
I  have  had  has  impressed  me  with  the  fact  that  a  soldier 
must  be  a  man  of  many  special  skills.  I  think  that  is  widely 
appreciated.  We  know  he  has  to  be  a  radioman,  an  electric 
welder,  a  machine  gunner,  an  armorer,  and  be  familiar  with 
a  whole  host  of  special  occupations.  Equally  important  is 
the  fact  of  his  training  and  his  coordination  with  others. 
In  other  words,  we  are  not  simply  trying  to  develop  numbers 


of  men  who  are  good  soloists  with  the  machine  gxm  or  with 
the  tank,  or  whatever  the  weapon  may  be.  We  are  trying  to 
get  men  who  understand  the  roles  which  those  various 
weapons  have  to  play,  the  lack  of  which  was  one  of  the 
things  which  was  of  such  tremendous  weakness,  I  am  ad- 
vised  

Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  shield? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  like  to  make  my  statement  as  a 
connected  coherent  statement,  and  I  think  it  would  be  sim- 
pler for  the  Senate  to  have  it  set  forth  in  that  way,  and  then 
I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Will  the  Senator  give  me  an  idea  of  about 
how  long  he  thinks  it  will  take  him  to  exmund  his  views? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  never  make  a  long  si)eech,  I  will  say  to 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  No;  but  would  the  Senator  give  me  an 
estimate  of  his  contemplated  time? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  do  not  know.  It  all  depends  on  the  inter- 
ruptions. I  do  not  think  I  have  spoken  longer  than  20  min- 
utes on  any  occasion  since  I  have  t)een  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  what- 
ever time  the  Senator  takes  is  always  well  worth  while.  He 
is  most  instructive. 

Mr.  LODGE.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  But  let  me  say  further,  Mr.  President,  that, 
while  the  explanation  made  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  is  in 
our  minds,  and  l)efore  we  undertake  a  comparative  analysis  of 
the  original  so-called  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  and  the  bill 
which  has  been  offered  as  a  substitute  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts,  which,  by  the  way.  has  a  very  great  deal  of 
merit  in  it,  it  would  seem  to  me  that  we  could  much  better 
understand  and  appreciate  the  Senator's  analysis  If  we  could 
clear  up  some  of  tiie  points  that  are  doubtful,  perhaps,  in  the 
minds  of  mor6  than  merely  myself,  with  reference  to  what 
the  Senator  from  Texas  has  told  us.  With  that  thought  in 
mind,  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  if  he  will  yield, 
so  that  I  may  be  permitted  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  a 
few  questions;  but  if  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  would 
prefer  to  add  not  only  to  the  confusion  that  exists  in  my 
mind  with  reference  to  the  bill  as  explained  by  the  Senator 
from  Texas,  but  also  the  confusion  that  arose  originally 
from  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill,  by  a  discussion  of  the  sub- 
stitutes that  have  been  proffered,  including  the  Senator's 
own,  then  all  right.  I,  of  course,  thank  the  Senator  for 
permitting  this  much  leeway. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  clear  up  some  of 
those  doubts,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut; 
and,  with  his  permission.  I  shall  try  to  do  so.  In  any  event, 
I  shall  not  take  very  long.  I  appreciate  the  point  the  Sen- 
ator has  in  mind,  but  I  will  try  to  come  to  it  at  the  proper 
time.  I  simply  wanted  to  say  that  it  is  not  solely  a  question 
of  training  men  in  special  skills.  It  is  a  question  of  training 
them  in  coordination  and  working  together. 

One  of  the  troubles  which.  I  think,  the  British  Army  had 
during  the  Flanders  campaign  was  that  there  was  practically 
no  coordination  between  the  ground  troops  and  the  elements 
that  were  in  the  air.  In  the  case  of  the  German  Army,  the 
commander  of  a  battalion  of  tanks  could  get  aviation  bom- 
bardment at  whatever  place  he  wanted  it.  with  the  direct- 
voice  telephone  S3rstem.  They  had  that  degree  of  coordina- 
tion. Senators  can  readily  see  that  such  coordination 
amounts  to  more  than  the  siun  total  of  the  individual  skills 
of  groups  of  tank  soldiers  or  aviators;  and  that  is  one  of  the 
things  training  develops.  In  training  that  iyipe  of  coordi- 
nation or  teamwork  it  is  not  essential,  although  it  is  desir- 
able, to  have  all  the  weapons  and  equipment  on  hand. 

The  nucleus  of  the  present  German  Army  trained  with 
make-believe  tanks  made  of  canvas,  and  they  trained  their 

antiaircraft  giuuiers  with  little  .22  guxis  and  «rnnii  toy 
airplanes.     • 

One  of  the  reasons  I  have  been  so  much  opposed  to  send- 
ing our  military  equipment  abroad  is  because  here  in  the 
United  States  it  is  worth  so  much  more  than  it  would  be 
abroad. 

Ouf  400  tanks,  which  would  disappear  In  a  day  under  the 
conditions  which  obtained  in  Europe  in  the  Battle  of  Flanders. 
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are  worth  1.500  or  2.000  tanks,  because  numbers  of  different 
men  can  be  trained  in  the  same  tanks.  That  is  the  point  I 
wanted  to  bring  out. 

I  have  therefore.  Mr.  President,  long  favored  some  form  of 
obliKatory  service,  and  it  seemed  to  me  that  our  national- 
defense  policy,  which  assumed  that  we  could  declare  war  on  a 
certain  day  and  then  wait  6  months  to  get  ready  for  it.  was 
not  only  an  obsolete  policy  but  was  almost  suicidal. 

It  may  very  well  be  that  this  country  will  not  be  attacked, 
and  I  hope  it  will  not.  and  I  am  rather  inclined  to  believe 
that  it  will  not;  but  I  have  simply  felt  that  those  of  us  who  are 
In  a  position  of  responsibility  have  got  to  assume  the  worst, 
and  then  if  the  worst  does  not  happen,  so  much  the  better. 
People  may  think  of  us  as  being  unduly  alarmed  and  that 
we  hear  noises  under  the  bed.  but  so  far  as  the  security  of  the 
country  is  concerned  it  seems  to  me  that  our  proper  duty  is 
to  assume  the  worst  and  prepare  for  it,  and  then  perhaps  it 
will  not  happen. 

Mr.  President,  although  I  am  sjmipathetic  with  and  favor 
the  idea  of  some  obligatory  service.  I  am  likewise  extremely 
critical  of  many  provisions  of  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  as  it 
was  first  introduced  and  presented  to  the  Senate,  and  I  should 
like  to  list  some  of  the  features  of  that  bill  which  are  not  in 
the  legislation  which  now  confronts  the  Senate. 

First,  the  original  bill  stated  in  its  preamble  that  every 
able-bodied  man  was  to  be  placed  under  a  system  of  com- 
pulsory military  service.  This  was  obviously  unnecessary  and 
Impossible,  inasmuch  as  neither  the  weapons  nor  the  housing 
facilities  exist  to  accommodate  more  than  a  small  fraction 
of  the  able-bodied  men  in  the  country.  Such  a  scheme  woxild 
also  have  completely  dislocated,  if  not  destroyed,  our  normal 
civilization — something  which,  of  course,  should  be  resisted 
not  only  for  its  own  sake  and  for  the  sake  of  preserving  civil 
liberties  but  for  military  reasons  as  well. 

Second,  the  bill  called  for  the  registration  of  every  man 
between  the  ages  of  18  and  65.  a  total  of  about  42,000.000 
men.  This  would  have  caused  a  possible  crucial  delay,  which 
could  have  been  justified  only  on  the  ground  that  time 
was  not  vitally  important.  Together  with  the  preamble,  this 
provision  brought  up  the  whole  picture  of  1917 — a  picture  of 
a  huge  army  to  be  trained  with  considerable  delay  and  with- 
out suflBcient  weapons.  In  1917  this  was  a  good  method,  be- 
cause we  had  the  time  and  Great  Britain  and  France  sto(Jd 
ready  to  provide  us  with  weapons.  However,  in  1917  we 
were  at  war.  In  1940.  although  we  are  now  in  an  abnormal 
and  perhaps  perilous  situation,  we  are  at  peace. 

Third,  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  contained  no  limit  of 
any  kind  on  the  total  number  of  men  to  be  raised.  This  gave 
the  impression  that  a  virtually  unlimited  grant  of  power  was 
requested.  Actually,  of  course,  the  appropriation  bills  will 
and  must  limit  the  size  of  the  Army.  The  Army  itself  must 
set  limits  if  it  is  to  be  able  to  make  intelligent  plans;  and.  of 
course,  the  Army  has  done  so.  I  am  told  that  it  plans  to 
Induct  into  the  service  about  350,000  or  400,000  men  in  the 
autumn,  and  another  similar  number  to  take  their  places 
next  year.  Why  the  bill  did  not  give  to  the  people  the  assur- 
ance which  a  definite  limit  would  convey  is  hard  to  grasp, 
because  if  the  bill  were  limited  as  to  the  number  of  men  to  be 
raised,  the  number  would  figure  out  to  about  1  man  in  every 
3,000  of  population,  which  is  not  a  very  high  jjercentage.  I 
plan  later  to  offer  an  amendment  on  this  point. 

Fourth,  the  original  bill,  by  taking  in  so  much  territory 
and  asking  for  so  many  unlimited  grants  of  power,  naturally 
caused  the  suspicion  to  arise  that  social  and  internal  changes 
were  in  contemplation  which  had  little  real  value  to  national 
defense. 

Fifth,  it  stated  in  the  preamble  that  the  burdens  of  mili- 
tary service  would  be  "shared  by  all"— a  laudable  sentiment 

which  was  effectively  contradicted  by  the  language  of  section 
5  of  the  bill,  which  stated  that  "not  more  than  87  percent 
nor  less  than  78  percent  of  the  men  selected  shall  be  between 
the  ages  of  21  and  31." 

This  Ipst  provision  illustrates  the  hard,  practical  fact  which 
centuries  of  miUtary  history  have  proved — that  the  brunt 
of  war  falls  on  young  men.  This  must  inevitably  be  so.  be- 
cause, as  a  general  rule,  young  men  alone  possess  the  stamina 


and  ability  to  recover  quickly  from  phj^ical  hardships,  which 
quality  is  essential  to  a  soldier.  Under  those  circumstances  it 
served  no  good  purpose  to  foster  the  belief  that  the  burdens 
of  military  service  would  be  equally  borne.  They  never  have 
been. 

Sixth,  the  bill  contained  a  provision  exempting  public 
officials,  which,  while  of  comparatively  slight  importance 
numerically,  is  significant.  I  think,  from  the  standpoint  of 
morale.  Not  many  public  officials  are  of  the  requisite  age  to 
be  subject  to  service;  but  should  not  those  who  are  able  to 
render  military  service  set  the  example  by  so  doing? 

Seventh,  the  bill  contained  provisions  for  organizing 
home-defense  units.  This  is  something  for  which  the  War 
Department  is  not  organized.  It  is  the  special  province  of 
the  States,  which  have  the  knowledge  of  personnel  and  of 
conditions  necessary  to  do  a  satisfactory  job. 

Eighth,  the  bill  contained  provisions  for  reducing  the  pay 
of  soldiers  to  mere  cigarette  money,  something  which  no  one 
who  desired  to  build  up  an  army  of  highly  selected  personnel 
would  advocate,  and  something  which  would  be  justified  only 
in  a  mass  army  following  an  acute  financial  crisis. 

Ninth,  the  bill  contained  no  method  whereby  the  volunteer 
system  would  have  a  chance  to  show  what  it  could  do. 

Tenth,  the  bill  took  neither  a  long-term  view  nor  a  short- 
term  view,  being  too  cumbersome  for  an  emergency  and  not  a 
proper  bill  for  a  long-term  military  training  policy.  Such  a 
bill — a  long-term  bill — should^  of  course,  seek  to  train  boys 
only  when  they  reach  a  given  age. 

Eleventh,  and  finally,  the  original  bill  appeared  to  rest  on 
the  assumption  that  we  were  certain  to  enter  a  war  in  the 
near  future,  which  war  would  be  similar  in  its  personnel 
requirements  to  the  World  War. 

That,  Mr.  President,  is  my  criticism  of  the  Burke-Wads- 
worth bill.  The  bill  which  I  introduced  was  frankly  an  emer- 
gency bill,  which  sought  to  achieve  manpower  in  a  hurry. 
The  registration  was  confined  to  a  small  class  of  men,  be- 
tween the  ages  of  21  and  25.  an  age  from  which  the  best 
soldiers  are  recruited,  and  at  which  few  men  have  made  as 
important  commitments  as  they  make  a  few  years  later. 
Moreover,  it  is  also  an  age  which  would  keep  men  in  the 
reserve  for  the  longest  possible  period,  which  is  a  point  worth 
considering. 

Secondly,  my  bill  sought  to  raise  men  for  the  Regular  Army, 
so  that  it  would  be  at  all  times  up  to  a  strength  of  750,000. 
That  is  the  figure  to  which  the  weapon  program  is  adjusted. 
As  I  have  said.  Inasmuch  as  the  Regular  Army  already  stands 
at  375.000,  or  it  is  planned  to  stand  at  that  figure,  this  would 
have  required  about  400,000  to  be  raised  by  conscription,  or 
about  1  in  every  3,000  of  population. 

My  bill  w£is  a  simple  defense  bill.  No  social  upheavals  or 
any  kind  of  major  changes  were  possible  under  its  terms.  It 
envisioned  a  "highly  selected  personnel"  for  a  larger  army 
than  we  now  have,  but  not  a  mass  army,  with  its  inevitable 
complement  of  men  of  doubtful  military  value.  It  recognized 
the  fact  that  the  bnmt  of  war  always  falls  on  young  men. 
It  contained  no  exemption  for  public  officials.  It  had  no  pro- 
vision for  home-defense  units  and  no  provision  for  reducing 
the  soldiers'  pay.  It  took  a  frankly  short-term  view,  aiming 
to  build  up  the  Army  in  the  promptest  possible  way.  It 
rested  on  the  assimiption — which  is  necessarily  different  from 
the  assumption  of  the  original  Burke -Wad.sworth  bill — that 
while  we  are  in  an  abnormal  and  possibly  perilous  situation, 
we  are  not  at  war.  It  assimied  that  a  sufficiently  impressive 
show  of  force  might  keep  war  away  from  us  completely. 
Finally,  it  rested  on  the  assumption  that  the  personnel  re- 
quirements of  war  today  are  drasticaUy  different  from  those  of 

the  World  War. 

We  now  come  to  the  committee  bill.  The  committee  bill 
has  eliminated  the  following  items,  which  were  in  the  original 
Burke-Wadsworth  bill: 

The  provision  that  "every  able-bodied  man"  shall  come 
under  the  system. 

The  provision  for  a  42.000,000  registration. 

The  statement  that  military  service  would  be  "shared  by 
alL" 
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The  provision  that  young  men  share  78  to  87  percent  of  it. 

The  provision  for  home  defense. 

The  provision  for  reducing  soldiers'  pay. 

The  commiltee  bill  has  added  the  following  items: 

A  provision  to  facilitate  men  recovering  their  jobs  after 
their  military  service  is  completed. 

A  provision  to  give  the  volimteer  system  a  chance  to  oper- 
ate by — 

(A)  Reducing  the  volunteer  enlistment  period  from  3  years 

tol. 

(B)  Giving  credit  to  a  State  or  subdivision  for  the  number 
of  volunteers,  said  niunber  to  be  deducted  from  their  conscrip- 
tion quota. 

My  understanding  of  that  provision — and  I  hope  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  will  correct  me  if  I  am  mistaken — is  that  if  a 
certain  county  has  a  quota  of  5.000  men  to  be  raised  by 
■elective  service,  and  5.000  men  proceed  to  enlist  voluntarily, 
then  no  men  will  have  to  be  drafted  from  that  county.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  think  the  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  LODGE.    That  is  my  understanding  of  it. 

I  have  always  been  friendly  to  the  volimteer  system,  but 
I  have  been  reluctant  to  permit  such  a  state  of  affairs  to  exist 
as  that  the  volunteer  system  would  cause  a  real  delay  In  the 
procurement  of  men.  The  system  in  the  bill  enables  the 
volunteer  system  to  have  a  real  chance  to  show  what  it  can 
do.  but  it  does  not  delay  the  procurement  of  men. 

There  is  only  one  difference  which  I  would  suggest,  and 
that  is  that  the  pay  of  the  soldiers  be  increased.  If  we  should 
Increase  the  pay  of  the  soldiers  and  reduce  the  enlistment 
period,  I  should  not  be  at  all  surprised  if  the  ntimber  of  men 
we  might  have  to  draft  would  be  very,  very  small,  indeed,  and 
in  many  counties  there  might  be  no  occasion  to  draft  men. 

Those  are  the  two  points  which  the  committee  bill  adds — 
the  piovision  for  the  recovery  of  jobs  and  the  provision  for 
the  voluntary  system. 

The  committe  bill  does  not  touch  the  question  of  the  exemp- 
.  tlon  of  public  oflQcials.  which,  of  course,  now  that  the  age  limit 
has  been  reduced,  is  not  a  very  vital  question.  I  frankly 
believe  that  there  should  be  such  an  exemption,  but,  of  course, 
with  the  age  limits  between  21  and  31  in  this  particular  bill, 
that  is  more  or  less  of  an  academic  matter. 

Finally  the  committee  bill  does  not  touch  the  point — and  I 
think  it  Is  regrettable  that  it  does  not — of  the  failure  to  pro- 
vide a  limit  to  the  number  of  men  to  be  raised.  I  still  cannot 
understand  why  that  should  not  be  done.  The  War  Depart- 
ment Will  have  to  come  before  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
and  a  limit  will  be  set  there.  The  Army  must  have  its  own 
Umit  if  it  is  to  know  how  many  cantonments  to  build,  how 
much  food  to  order,  and  how  many  pairs  of  shoes  wUl  be 
required.  Why  there  is  a  reluctance  to  put  a  limit  in  the  bill 
on  the  number  of  men  to  be  raised  I  am  sure  I  cannot  under- 
stand, because  no  single  change  could  be  made  in  the  bill 
which  would  be  more  of  a  reassurance  to  the  American  people. 

It  is  true,  of  course,  that  the  committee  bill  is.  in  my  opinion, 
a  vast  improvement  on  its  original.  It  is  much  more  limited; 
It  is  much  more  practical ;  its  new  title,  I  think,  better 
describes  it.  namely: 

A  bin  to  provide  lor  the  common  defense  by  Increastog  the  per- 
sonnel of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  and  providing  for 
tts  training. 

It  is  immeasurably  nearer  to  the  kind  of  bill  for  which  I 
have  been  striving,  but  I  think  there  should  be  a  limit  in  it. 
and  at  this  point,  Mr.  President,  I  submit  an  amendment, 
which  I  ask  to  have  lie  on  the  table  and  which  I  shall  call  up 
at  the  proper  time.  The  amendment  would  come  in  on  page 
15,  line  18.    Beginning  in  line  15  on  that  page  the  bill  reads: 

The  President  Is  authorized,  whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists, 
to  select  for  traming  and  service  in  the  manner  herein  provided,  and 
to  Induct  into  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States,  such 
number  of  men — 

At  that  point  my  amendment  would  add  the  words  "(not 
to  exceed  800,000)." 


I  base  the  flgxu-e  800.000  on  a  statement  on  page  8  of  the 
committee  report,  which  reads  as  follows: 

The  War  Department  plans,  if  this  bill  is  enacted,  to  Induct  for 
military  training  and  service  approximately  400.000  men  this  autumn 
and  about  400.000  in  AprU  1941. 

That  is  the  authority  for  the  particular  flgiu-e  proposed  by 
my  amendment. 

Of  course.  I  think  it  is  clear  that  the  actual  Increase  of 
sUength  wUl  not  be  800.000,  but  will  be  400.000.  As  enlist- 
ments expire,  I  think  wisely,  the  Army  plans  to  take  in  addi- 
tional men.  so  that  there  will  be  an  overlapping  period,  and 
recruits  will  start  training  before  the  men  who  have  had  their 
training  leave  the  service. 

Mr.  President,  that  concludes  my  remarks.  I  have  already 
submitted  an  amendment,  similar  to  the  language  in  the  Na- 
tional Guard  bill,  which  specifically  prohibits  the  sending  of 
any  troops  imder  this  bill  to  E^urope  and  confines  their  service 
to  the  Western  Hemisphere.  I  think  if  the  Senate  will  adopt 
that  amendment  and  also  the  amendment  limiting  the  num- 
ber of  men  who  can  be  raised  under  this  bill — and  that  is  a 
limit  which  exists  anyway — the  bill  will  be  much  improved. 

Mr.  DANAHER  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HUGHES.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut yield  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  of 
course. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon,  and  I  thank 
him  very  much. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  I  am  receiving,  as  I  presume  every 
other  Senator  is  receiving,  a  great  many  letters  and  r>ostal 
cards,  the  writers  of  which  seem  to  have  the  impression  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  voluntary  system  has  been  thrown  into 
the  discard  and  that  we  are  now  considering  drafting  men 
to  make  up  the  Army.  I  wondered  if  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts would  emphasize  in  pari  what  he  has  just  said,  that 
such  is  not  the  case,  but  that  the  bill  does  provide  a  plan  for 
the  voluntary  system  and  first  gives  that  opportunity? 

Mr.  LODGE.  That  is  vei-y  definitely  so.  I  think  this  mat- 
ter has  been  unfortunately  presented  in  the  first  instance 
and  a  great  deal  of  easily  avoidable  alarm  has  been  aroused. 
The  original  bill,  of  course,  did  not  have  anything  about 
the  voluntary  system,  but  imder  the  pending  bill,  provided 
we  increase  the  pay  of  the  soldier,  I  think  we  will  then  be 
doing  all  that  we  possibly  can  for  the  voluntary  system.  As 
this  bill  now  stands,  the  voluntary  system  is  given  a  com- 
plete opportunity  to  show  what  it  can  do  and  to  such  an 
extent  that  if  400.000  men  will  volunteer  within  the  next 
month  or  so,  then  the  draft,  of  course,  will  not  apply  at  all. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.    I  apologize  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  consid- 
ered a  bill  which  passed  the  House  unanimously,  came  to  the 
District  of  Coltunbia  Committee,  and  was  reported  unani- 
mously by  that  committee  to  the  Senate.  It  is  simply  a  codi- 
fication of  the  fire,  marine,  and  casualty  insiurance  laws  of 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield, 
as  I  understand  it  is  a  codification  of  laws  and  is  not  the 
enactment  of  any  new  statutes? 

Mr.  KING.  It  is  a  codification  of  laws  with  respect  to  fire, 
marine,  and  casualty  insurance.  It  was  handled  in  the 
Senate  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  I  Mr.  McCarranI.  who 
held  hearings.  The  bill  has  been  reported  unanimously,  and 
there  is  no  objection  to  it.  It  is  desired  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Insurance  and  by  the  authorities  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  when  I  yielded  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah  with  reference  to  his  request  that  he  be 
permitted  to  ask  for  the  present  consideration  of  a  bill.  I 
did  not  know  what  the  bill  was.    I  do  know  that  the  bill  to 
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which  he  refers  has  previously  been  handled  by  the  Senator 
from  Nevada,  and  there  are  two  or  three  points  with  refer- 
ence to  the  bill  which  I  wish  to  discuss  with  the  Senator  from 
Nevada.  I  respectfully  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  presently 
to  withheld  his  request.  I  think  that  we  can  easily  adjust 
what  I  had  in  mind  by  a  question  or  two,  and.  if  so,  I  will 
thereafter  happily  withdraw  any  objection. 
Mr.  KING.  I  withdraw  my  request. 
Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
Mr,  President,  when  I  previously  remarked  about  the  ex- 
planation that  was  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Shepp.ard]  to  the  pending  bill,  of  course,  it  must  have  become 
apparent  that  I  was  interested  especially  in  the  bill  that 
is  before  the  Senate  rather  than  in  those  which  are  "on 
order."  I  desire  to  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas  to  one  or  two  points  in  his  explanation  which,  it 
seems  to  me.  require  elucidation.  I  refer  particularly  to  his 
statement  that  the  Congress  at  all  times  has  within  Its  con- 
trol how  many  men  are  to  be  taken,  the  Senator  from  Texas 
having  pointed  to  section  6  of  the  bill  as  the  control  feature, 
namely,  the  power  of  Congress  to  appropriate. 

Let  me,  therefore,  calling  the  Senator's  attention  to  sec- 
tion 6.  appearing  on  page  22.  ask  him  first  whether  or  not 
the  bill  which  we  passed  yesterday  with  reference  to  calling 
reserve  components  has  already  been  provided  for  financially 
In  the  general  army  appropriation  bill  for  1940-41. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  cannot  answer  that  question  because 
I  do  not  recall  the  facts  at  this  time. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Mr.  President.  I  can  answer  it. 
Mr.  DANAHER.    I  will  be  happy  to  have  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  help  me  in  that  particular. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  question  was  raised  this  morn- 
ing in  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  when  estimates  for  the 
next  fiscal  year  were  presented,  and  we  were  shown  a  pros- 
pective deficit  of  approximately  $6,000,000,000,  which  does  not 
include  the  cost  either  of  the  National  Guard  bill  or  the  con- 
script bill,  and  we  were  told  that  there  were  no  available  esti- 
mates even  as  to  what  the  cost  will  be  in  respect  to  those 
bills. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  did  not  know.  Mr.  President,  what  the  facts  were  in  that 
particular.  I  am  not  on  the  committee  handling  it,  but  I 
suspected  that  that  very  situation  existed.  So  long  as  it  exists 
with  reference  to  the  bill  which  was  passed  yesterday,  let  me 
ask  the  Senator  from  Texas,  please,  how  he  estimates  the 
cost  per  man  for  those  who  will  be  taken  under  the  present 
bUl.  Senate  bill  4164? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  have  made  no  estimate. 
Mr.  DANAHER.  Can  the  Senator  from  Texas  give  us  from 
the  War  Department  an  estimate  of  how  much  the  cost  per 
man  will  be? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  will  get  such  an  estimate  and  put  it  in 
the  Record. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    The  Senator  does  not  have  it? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     No. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Then  the  Senator  would  answer,  I  take  it. 
that  if  we  are  to  draft  400,000  men  for  duty  as  of  October  1, 
at  the  present  moment,  as  we  are  now  undertaking  to  con- 
sider the  bill,  there  is  no  estimate  of  what  it  will  cost  to  take 
those  400,000  men  and  induct  them  into  the  service?  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  There  is  probably  an  estimate,  but  1 
have  it  not  at  hand. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Then,  the  Senate  in  considering  the  bill, 
if  we  were  to  be  guided  by  the  element  of  financial  cost,  cer- 
tainly could  not  rely  upon  any  existing  figures  either  before 
it  now  or  appearing  in  the  hearings?    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Oh,  yes;  the  figure  will  be  supplied  in  the 
course  of  debate.    I  do  not  have  it  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  The  information  was  not  brought  out  in 
the  hearings  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
I  take  it? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  do  not  recall,  but  I  say  the  information 
will  be  supplied  in  the  course  of  the  debate.  I  will  be  glad 
to  give  it  to  the  Senator. 


Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Further  amplifying  my  previous 
statement,  the  Secretary  of  War  stated  this  morning  specifi- 
cally that  he  knows  that  no  such  information  is  available  in 
hLs  Department  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator:  Of  course  those 
are  the  things  to  which  I  am  referring. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Yes;  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  It  is  my  understanding,  subject  to  veri- 
fication, that  the  cost  will  be  between  $1,100  and  $1,200  per 
man.  I  think  that  testimony  was  given  before  the  Appro- 
priations Committee. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    That  is  per  year,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Yes;  per  year  jier  man.  I  think  that  was 
the  testimony  given  before  the  Appropriations  Committee 
the  other  day. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  So  we  have  a  bill  before  us,  as  I  under- 
stand, let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas.  In  which  no 
specific  number  is  provided  to  be  drafted:  no  specific  limita- 
tion is  placed  on  the  total  number  ultimately  to  be  drafted, 
but  men  will  be  called  for  by  the  Chief  of  Staff,  and  the  only 
control  that  Congress  will  have  over  the  matter  will  be 
through  providing  or  failing  to  provide  appropriations  for  the 
cost?     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Yes.    And  that  gives  Congress  complete 

control. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  also  in  his  ex- 
planation undertook  to  outline  a  formula  on  the  basis  of 
which  men  are  to  be  conscripted.  Inviting  his  attention  to 
subparagraph  (b)  of  section  4,  appearing  on  page  17  of  the 
bill  we  find  that  quotas  are  to  be  furnished  "on  the  basis  of 
the  actual  number  of  men  in  the  several  States.  Territories, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  subdivisions  thereof, 
who  are  liable  for  such  training  and  service  but  who  are  not 
deferred  after  classification." 

Mr.  President,  let  us  assume  a  case.  Take,  for  instance,  a 
State  such  as  Mississippi,  where  the  Negro  citizens  outnum- 
ber the  white  citizens;  let  us  assume  that  the  white  citizens 
are  actually  engaged  in  and  the  national  Interest  requires  that 
they  continue  to  be  engaged  in  occupations  in  furtherance  of 
the  national  defense  or  the  national  interest  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  pending  bill;  does  that  mean  that  the  quota  as  pro- 
vided in  the  bill  would  take  the  total  number  of  men  between 
the  prescribed  ages,  defer  those  who  are  required  to  be  de- 
ferred and  not  to  be  subject  to  conscription,  and  then  draw 
from  the  remainder  the  number  who  are  to  be  inducted  into 
the  service? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  bill  says  that  the  number  the 
Senator  last  mentioned  shall  be  a  basis  for  the  calculation  of 
the  quota.  The  formula  which  I  gave  took  that  number  as  a 
basis  and  divided  that  number  by  the  total  number  of  men  in 
the  United  States  eligible  for  service;  but  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  that  he  will  not  find  many  citizens  of  Mississippi  ad- 
vancing any  excuse  for  not  getting  into  the  service, 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  really  believe  that  is 
wholly  true.  I  believe  It  is  eminently  true  In  the  State  of 
Connecticut.  Let  me  also  say  to  the  Senator  from  TexM. 
however,  that  when  he  undertook  to  explain  the  formula  he 
most  certainly  did  not  follow  the  language  of  the  bill  which 
is  now  before  us;  for  very  definitely,  upon  checking  his 
statement  In  the  Record,  he  will  find  that  it  does  not  follow 
the  language  of  section  4.  subparagraph  (b) . 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  again  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  to  the  fact  that  the  bill  says  that  that 
number  shall  be  used  as  a  basis  for  the  calculation. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  When  the  Senator  talks  about  "basis,- 
I  take  it  that  he  is  using  terms  literally  and  Is  undertaking 
to  have  us  understand  that  this  measure,  if  it  becomes  a  law, 
will  be  universally  and  equally  applied  throughout  all  the 
States.    Is  not  that  so? 
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1&:  SHEPPARD.  That  Is  true:  and  the  formula  which  has 
been  worked  out  in  the  E>epartment  applies  the  same  basis 
in  the  same  way  to  every  State  in  the  Union. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas 
that  the  language  of  the  bill  says  that  those  conscripted  are 
to  be  laken  on  the  basis  of  the  actual  number  of  men.  It 
does  not  say  on  the  basis  of  those  available  for  service,  does 
it?    It  says  the  actual  number  of  men. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Yes;  on  the  basis  of  the  actual  number 
of  men  in  class  I  who  are  available  for  service;  that  is,  all 
those  not  deferred. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    That  is  the  Senator's  explanaUon.  that 
the  entire  thing — the  numerator,  as  he  described  it — will  be 
based  on  class  I  men  who  are  available  for  service? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     That  is  correct. 
Mr.  DANAHER.    Without  any  deferments  of  any  kind? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Without  the  deferments. 
Mr.  DANAHER.    That  is  correct.    I  was  restating  the  mat- 
ter in  my  own  language  to  make  certain  that  the  Record 
showed    an    imderstanding    on    my   part    of    the    Senator's 
explanaUon. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  that.  I  appre- 
ciate It. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  also  told  us  that  there  is  an 
Immediate  emergency  which  creates  a  tragic  necessity  for 
conscription  of  American  youth  In  this  measure.  Will  the 
Senator  tell  us  whether  or  not  there  was  any  evidence  before 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  nature  of 
the  Immediate  emergency? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  We  did  not  need  any  evidence  except 
what  is  known  to  everybody.  I  think  everybody  In  the 
United  States  knows  what  is  going  on.  It  Is  this  onslaught 
of  dictatorial  powers  against  democracy  throughout  the 
world.     (Manifestations  of  applause  in  the  galleries.] 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.     The  Chair  must  admonish 
.i/ the  occupants  of  the  galleries  that  they  are  not  to  Indicate, 
by  word  or  applause  of  any  kind,  agreement  with  or  dissent 
from  what  is  said  In  the  Senate. 

The  occupants  of  the  galleries  will  please  preserve  order; 
and  the  men  in  charge  of  the  galleries  will  see  that  there  is 
no  further  applause. 

Mr  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator's  sentiment,  as 
he  expressed  it  in  his  reply.  I  am  certain  is  the  sentiment  of 
everyone  in  this  body;  but,  Mr.  President,  technically  and 
specifically.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the  emergency  is  imme- 
diate, contemplating  that  the  American  Fleet  will  have  been 
destroyed  before  ansrone  attempts  to  invade  our  hemisphere 
or  to  endanerer  our  national  interest. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Whether  or  not  the  fleet  is  destroyed, 
right  now,  Germany  has  annoimced  her  claim  to  the  islands 
adjacent  to  the  United  States  because  Fiance  owned  them. 
Mr.  TAPT.    Mr.  President,  is  the  Senator  from  Texas  cor- 
rect in  that  statement? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Yes;  Germany  has  announced  a  claim. 
Mr.  TAFT.    Can  the  Senator  show  any  statement  in  which 
Germany  has  claimed  the  island  of  Martinique? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  think  I  can. 
Mr.  TAFT.    I  think  the  Senator  is  entirely  mistaken. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  think  not. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
Mr.  HOLMAN.    I  can  assure  the  Senator  that  from  au- 
thoritative military  sources  I  have  learned  of  the  peril  of 
Invasion  of  Alaska  from  the  Pacific,  which  would  endanger 
the  entire  Pacific  slope. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Oregon  for  his 
contribution. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  whether 
or  not  there  has  been  any  evidence  of  how  many  men  it  would 
take  to  effect  a  beach  head,  a  landing,  in  the  event  that  the 
United  States  Navy  were  attempting  to  repel  invasion. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  Is  not  necessary  to  say  how  many  men 
It  will  take.  If  they  get  a  iKise  near  our  coimtry  which  can 
be  upbuilt,  our  liberty  Is  endangered.  Does  the  Senator  say 
there  is  not  any  danger? 


Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  if  he  can  point 
out  to  us  any  possible  source  of  expected  or  threatened  danger 
in  this  hemisphere. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  have  Just  told  the  Senator  one  source 
of  immediaie  danger,  and  that  is  the  seizure  by  Germany  of 
the  islands  near  us,  or  of  a  foothold  in  South  America.  I 
devoted  the  first  portion  of  my  opening  address  to  describing 
what  I  considered  the  emergency. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Without  any  facts;   and  that  is  what 
I  am  after. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  gave  the  facts. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  if  he 
understands  that  this  expected  invasion  will  come  from  Ger- 
many or  from  Italy,  or  from  both. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     From  Germany,  mainly. 
Mr.  DANAHER.    Let  me  ask  the  Senator,  further,  whether 
or  not  it  is  expected  that  the  United  States  Navy  will  under- 
take to  repel  an  attempted  invasion. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  As  best  it  can.  The  Navy  is  needed  now 
in  the  Pacific  Ocean,  where  an  attack  Is  already  Imminent 
from  Japan.  Within  the  past  few  days  Japan  has  made 
assertions,  through  her  military  department,  that  she  is  about 
to  assert  claim  to  the  tin  and  the  rubber  in  the  Dutch  East 
Indies.  That  might  be  a  very  serious  injury  to  the  United 
States  if  it  made  those  materials  inaccessible  to  us. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Does  the  Senator  understand,  and  there- 
fore express  to  us  as  one  of  the  reasons  for  this  bill,  that 
the  United  States  Navy  must  be  kept  in  South  Sea  Island 
waters  on  account  of  that  threat  or  that  claim  by  Japan? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    This  bill  does  not  relate  to  the  Navy. 
Mr.  DANAHER.     No:  but  it  relates  to  facts  involving  our 
alleged  imminent  emergency,  and  I  want  to  find  out  from  the 
Senator. whether  or  not  he  considers  that  the  United  States 
Navy  is  adequate  for  our  defense. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  do  not. 

Mr.  DANAHER.     Does  the  Senator  think  our  Navy  will  be 
required  to  be  kept  in  the  waters  of  the  South  Sea  Islands? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  am  afraid  it  will  have  to  be  kept  in  the 
Pacific. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Then  does  the  Senator  understand  and 
believe  that  we  need  all  the  ships  we  have  in  our  Navy? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.     We  need  twice  as  many  as  we  have. 
Mr.    DANAHER.     We    caruiot    spare    even    50,    can    we? 
[Manifestations  of  applause  in  the  galleries]. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  like  to  complain, 
but  the  Chair  has  already  notified  the  occupants  of  the  gal- 
leries that  it  Is  against  the  rules  of  the  Senate  to  manifest 
approval  or  disapproval  of  what  is  said  on  the  floor.  We 
appreciate  the  presence  of  our  guests  in  the  galleries,  but  the 
Senate  has  made  rules  for  its  orderly  procedure.  It  seems 
to  me  that  oiu"  guests^  in  the  galleries  ought  to  have  enough 
respect  for  the  United  States  Senate  to  observe  the  rules  we 
have  made. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  "Hie  Chair  hopes  it  will  not  b« 
necessary  to  order  the  galleries  cleared. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 
Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  has  been  discussing  with  the 
Senator  from  Texas  the  question  of  invasion.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  who  has  the  floor  and  who 
is  making  the  discussion,  whether  or  not  he  believes  the  coun- 
try is  threatened  with  any  invasion  in  the  immediate  future, 
or  sometime  in  the  future. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  answer  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
to  this  effect: 

The  Senator  from  Texas  In  his  statement  has  told  us  that 
there  is  an  immediate  emergency  which  presents  a  tragic 
necessity  for  the  enactment  of  this  bill.  Those  are  his  words 
and  those  are  his  phrases.  What  he  told  us,  on  the  basis  of 
the  information  supplied  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  of  which  he  is  the  chairman,  was,  that  no  overt  act  is 
expected:  that  no  act  of  invasion  is  looked  for;  that,  in  fact, 
any  possible  danger  to  us  will  come  through  the  infiltration 
of  large  numbers  of  persons  who,  through  economic  and  other 
penetration,  achieve  a  foothold  in  the  South  American  repub- 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


10103 


lies.    I  think  that  was  the  sense  of  the  Senator's  comment; 
was  it  not? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     It  was  not. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Then  what  was^t.  please? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  was  discussing  the  Monroe  Doctrine, 
and  that  is  just  another  danger  that  confronts  us — an  inter- 
ference with  South  America  through  this  infiltration  that 
might  call  on  us  to  act  In  defense  of  that  Doctrine.  The  other 
dangers  I  have  enumerated  are  in  addition  to  that. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Did  not  the  Senator  tell  us  that  he  did 
not  expect  an  overt  act  by  way  of  attack  or  invasion  upon  us? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    As  to  the  Monroe  Doctrine  only. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Then,  of  course.  If  anyone  should  attack 
any  republic  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  the  Senator  would 
expect  that  to  be  construed  to  be  a  violation  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine:  would  he  not? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  would.  That  would  be  another  form  of 
violation;  but  I  was  speaking  of  another  line  of  action.  I  did 
not  mean  to  embrace  the  entire  situation  in  my  discussion 
of  that  particular  form  of  action  making  it  necessary  for  us 
to  invoke  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  see.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Yes;  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     Will  the  Senator  answer  my  question? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  sought  to  undertake  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion by  having  the  Senator  from  Illinois  get  my  understanding 
of  the  explanation  submitted  by  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs.  ^ 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
in  his  colloquy  with  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  say  that  he 
thought  the  Senator  from  Texas  believed  there  was  some 
peril  to  the  United  States  from  the  standpoint  of  an  invasion. 
The  Senator  has  the  floor,  and  I  should  like  to  have  the 
Senator's  opinion  as  to  what  he  thinks  about  the  question 
whether  or  not  this  country  is  in  danger  of  an  Immediate 
invasion  by  anyone — Germany,  or  England,  or  Japan,  or  who- 
ever it  might  be — or  whether  or  not  the  United  States  is  in 
danger  In  any  way  whatsoever  hnmediately,  or  will  be  in 
danger  in  the  immediate  future. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
that  I  am  only  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  and  I  am  not  advised 
of  what  are  the  facts. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    That  is  hardly  an  answer. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Yes;  it  is  an  answer.  I  can  point  out  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  we  have  been  passing  bill  after 
bill,  and  we  have  been  loosely  told  that  there  Is  an  Immediate 
emergency  which  constitutes  a  tragic  necessity  for  this  and 
that  action,  but  there  is  never  submitted  to  tis,  either  in  the 
hearings  or  otherwise,  facts  as  to  the  alleged  danger,  who  Is 
threatening  us,  from  what  source,  or  on  what  account. 

Mr.  LUCAS.     Will  the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  The  Senator  will  correct  me  if  I  am  mistaken, 
but  I  was  imder  the  impression  that  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut voted  for  every  appropriation  submitted  by  the 
administration  for  national-defense  purposes.  Is  not  that 
correct  ? 
Mr.  DANAHER    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Why  did  the  Senator  vote  for  those  appro- 
priations if  he  was  in  no  fear  of  what  was  going  to  happen 
to  this  country  in  the  future? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  never 
said  that  he  was  in  no  fear,  or  in  any  fear,  or  anything  about 
It.     Those  are  words  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  am  trying  to  ascertain  from  the  Senator 
what  he  fears  from  the  standpoint  of  Europe,  or  Asia,  or  any 
other  quarter  which  led  to  his  votes  upon  every  measure  which 
has  Included  appropriations  of  billions  upon  billions  of  dollars 
for  adequate  national  defense. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not  expect  to  under- 
take to  answer  that  question  today,  but  I  will  do  so. 

Let  US  go  back  for  a  few  months,  and  let  us  remember  that 
month  after  month  those  who  had  knowledge  of  the  facts, 
and  those  who  were  charged  with  the  conduct  of  our  foreign 
policy,  have  been  conducting  a  series  of  public  comments, 


public  expositions  of  doctrines  against  nations  with  whom 
we  are  at  peace.  Let  me  point  out  that  it  has  been  told  to 
us  that  our  Nation  faces  a  conflagration,  that  the  world  faces 
a  conflagration,  that  we  must  see  that  our  house  is  in  order. 
>^e  have  been  told  vicariously  that  our  frontier  is  on  the 
t  Rhine,  that  we  must  take  "measures  short  of  war  "  to  stop  ag- 
gressors, that  we  must  undertake  this,  that,  and  the  other 
means  of  protecting  our  welfare.  At  the  same  time,  corollary 
to  these  public  declarations,  we  And  a  series  of  steps  being 
taken  leading  in  exactly  the  opposite  direction. 

There  is  not  a  man  In  this  Chamber  who  does  not  know- 
It  was  charged  last  fall  deflnitely  and  positively  as  a  fact — 
that  there  was  only  one  reason  for  the  repeal  of  the  arms 
embargo  in  the  neutrality  act.  and  that  was  the  desire  to 
assist  Great  Britain  in  the  present  war,  and  that  that  was 
the  orJy  purpose  of  It. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     Not  yet.     I  will  answer. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Not  just  now.    I  will  yield  in  due  course. 

From  that  time  on  there  has  been  a  series  of  acts  and  public 
declarations,  every  one  being  one  more  step,  one  new  trend, 
all  to  an  ultimate  destination,  surely,  and  inescapably.  And 
now,  when  we  have  gone  through  life,  so  to  speak,  making 
enemies  Instead  of  friends,  we  are  called  upon  to  meet  an 
immediate  emergency  which  creates  a  tragic  necessity  to  draw 
out  of  civilian  and  economic  life  of  this  country  millions  of 
American  youth,  who  are  now  to  be  trained  to  operate  tanks, 
and  dive  bombers,  and  submarines,  in  order  to  protect  us 
against  this  possible  danger. 

Mr.  LUCAS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Not  just  now.  I  submit  that  when  we 
come  down  to  an  analysis,  when  we  undertake  to  get  the  facts 
as  to  the  state  of  our  preparedness,  and  we  hear  the  Presi- 
dent on  the  air  tell  the  waiting  Nation  that  we  have  1.700 
tanks  on  hand  and  on  order,  when  he  knows  that  we  have 
on  hand  only  450,  from  Honolulu  to  Eastport;  when  he  tells 
us,  as  Senators  heard  him  tell  us,  about  the  state  of  our 
alleged  defense,  at  a  time  when  we  hear  that  it  will  take  until 
1942  before  we  can  put  a  fully  equipped  army  of  only  750.000 
men  in  the  field;  and  when  we  who  have  been  appropriating 
seven  or  eight  billion  dollars  in  the  past  6  years,  thinking  that, 
of  course,  we  were  providing  for  American  defense,  find  that 
we  have  no  defense,  and  are  aware  of  a  series  of  actions  which 
will  compel  us  apparently  to  defend  ourselves;  then  the  very 
least  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  or  any  other  right-minded 
Senator  could  do  would  be  to  vote  for  the  defense  appro- 
priations, in  a  belated  effort  to  make  up  what  those  in  charge 
of  our  defense  should  have  seen  was  fulfilled  in  tha  fullest 
measure  all  the  time.  That,  Mr.  President,  Is  the  answer  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois.  I  now  yield,  if  he  has  anything 
further  to  say. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  I  have  any  fur- 
ther questions  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  His 
answer  is  so  vague  and  imcertain,  so  filled  with  ambiguity, 
that  I  do  not  care  to  ask  him  further  question^.  The  one  I 
asked  was  very  direct.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  was 
interrogating  the  Senator  from  Texas  in  all  good  faith,  asking 
him  who  he  thought  was  going  to  invade  this  country,  who 
he  thought  was  going  to  violate  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and 
how  eoon,  and  when,  and  where,  and  all  I  did  was  to  attempt 
to  get  an  answer  to  the  same  questions  from  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut.  If  he  has  no  belief  that  any  nation  Is  going 
to  violate  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  if  he  has  no  notion  that  this 
country  is  In  the  slightest  danger  of  being  invaded,  either  In 
the  immediate  future  or  at  some  time  In  the  future.  If  he 
thinks  there  is  no  danger  in  this  world  today  from  the  stand- 
point of  our  own  safety  and  security  from  any  other  nation 
any^'here  in  the  universe,  it  is  beyond  my  comprehension  how 
he  or  anyone  else  who  has  the  interest  of  the  taxpayers  at 
heart  can  day  after  day  and  week  after  week  vote  for  the 
billions  upon  billions  of  dollars  which  have  been  voted. 

Why  have  Senators  and  Members  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives taken  upon  themselves  the  responsibility  in  these 
legislative  bodies  during  the  last  60  days  of  voting  for  bills  for 
a  sound  and  adequate  national  defense  If  there  Is  not  some 
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danger  somewhere?  I  have  asked  several  times  from  what 
source  that  danger  threatens.  Whom  do  we  fear  at  the  pres- 
ent Ume.  if  we  fear  anyone  at  all?  Why  is  it  that  almost 
imanimously  in  the  Senate,  one  after  another,  there  have  heen 
reported  and  passed  measures  which  seek  to  appropriate  bil- 
lions of  dollars  for  the  purpose  of  securing  our  homes  and  our 
land  and  the  liberty  which  was  given  to  us  by  the  founding 
fathers,  and  was  preserved  through  blood  and  tears  in  the 

iong  ago? 

Ours  Is  about  the  last  democracy  that  is  left  in  the  world. 
England  today  stands  with  her  back  to  the  wall,  fighting  the 
last  fight  in  Europe  for  democracy.  Is  it  England  we  fear? 
Is  that  the  fear  which  leads  us  to  appropriate  these  billions 
of  dollars?  Is  it  Canada  we  fear?  Is  it  Czechoslovakia,  or 
Poland?  Is  it  Holland,  which  was  ruthlessly  invaded  a  few 
weeks  ago?  I  ask  that  question  from  the  bottom  of  my  heart. 
The  American  people  want  to  know  wliy  we  are  appropriating 
billions  upon  billions  of  dollars  if  there  is  no  one  In  the  world 
we  fear  at  the  present  time.  Providing  a  sound  and  adequate 
national  defense,  of  coiurse,  in  line  with  and  in  the  spirit  of 
the  National  Defense  Act  of  1920.  was  something  I  admit  we 
should  have  attended  to  long  ago.  But  when  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  Ukes  to  task  the  present  administration  for 
failure  to  provide  a  sound  and  adequate  national  defense 
during  the  last  6  or  7  years,  he  does  an  injustice  to  the  ad- 
ministration and  to  his  coimtry. 

If  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  had  gone  out  in  his  cam- 
paign in  1938  and  had  asked  the  people  of  his  State  to  send 
him  to  the  Senate  on  the  theory  that  he  was  going  to  vote 
$5,000  000.000  by  way  of  appropriations  for  an  adequate  na- 
tional defense,  the  people  of  Connecticut  would  never  have 
sent  him  to  the  Senate.  The  people  of  Illinois  never  would 
have  sent  the  Senator  from  Illinois  to  the  Senate  in  1938 
upon  that  kind  of  an  issue,  because  Americans  are  a  peace- 
loving  people.  We  do  not  want  war.  We  seek  only  to  be  left 
alone,  and  to  lead  the  life  we  so  desire  under  the  banner 
of  freedom,  peace,  righteousness,  justice,  and  democracy.  But 
something  has  happened  in  this  old  world  during  the  last 
few  months  which  has  aroused  the  people  of  America  as  they 
have  never  been  aroused  before.  Something  has  happened 
and  that  is  the  something  which  I  am  tnring  to  ascertain 
in  this  argvmient.  I  have  undertaken  to  say  that  there  is 
only  one  thing  we  are  appropriating  these  billions  upon  bil- 
lions of  dollars  for,  and  that.  Mr.  President,  is  to  keep  the 
■totalitarian  germ  of  EXirope  from  spreading  to  the  free  shores 
of  America. 

Yes.  we  left  autocracy  in  Europe  about  300  years  ago,  and 
by  the  ever-living  God,  it  shall  remain  there,  insofar  as  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  is  concerned. 

There  may  be  no  danger,  and  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
can  question  the  Senator  from  Texas  and  other  Senators  here 
from  now  until  doomsday,  but  he  will  not  convince  very  many 
people  in  America  that  today  there  is  no  real  danger  or  threat 
in  this  world,  so  far  as  the  future  peace  and  security  of  our 
-  Nation  is  concerned. 

I  am  not  talking  particiilarly  now  a^ut  the  conscription 
bill  either.    Not  at  all. 
Mr.  DANAHER.    Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt 

the  Senator 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  for 
yielding  to  me.  It  was  with  socae  difQculty  that  I  obtained 
that  yielding.  But  he  has  not  answered  the  question  yet  as  to 
why  he  voted  for  the  appropriation  of  billions  upon  billions  of 
dollars  if  he  did  not  think  there  was  any  danger  to  the  homes, 
and  to  the  safety,  the  security,  the  peace,  the  happiness 
.  and  comfort  of  American  citizens  in  the  future. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  simply  wish  to  remark  that  those  pres- 
ent will  say.  and  the  Rxcosd  will  so  show,  that  I  was  most 
happy  to  yield  to  my  colleague  from  Illinois.  I  would  not 
want  any  such  imputation  to  the  contrary  to  stand.    Above 

all.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  LUCAS.     Mr.  President.  I  apologize  to  the  Senator  if 
he  thinks  I  was  attempting  in  any  way  to  say  anything  to 
■   the  contrary. 

Mr.  DANAHER,  I  do  not  mean  any  discourtesy,  but  the 
cold  written  word  going  out  over  the  country  might  be  miscon- 
strued; that  is  alL 


Mr.  LUCAS.  I  asked  the  Senator  from  ConnecUcut  to 
yield  two  or  three  times,  but  he  said  he  could  not.  That  is 
perfectly  all  right. 

Mr.   BARKLEY.    Mr.   President,   will   the   Senator   yield 

to  me? 

Mi.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  Senator  from  Connecticut  said  he 
would  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  but  he  put  him  in 
a  deferred  status.     [Laughter  in  the  galleries.] 
Mr.  DANAHER.     That  is  it — a  deferred  status. 
Mr.  LUCAS.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hatch  in  the  chair) .  The 
occupants  of  the  galleries  have  been  admonished  two  or  three 
times.  Under  the  rules  of  the  Senate,  no  demonstration,  no 
laughter,  no  applause,  is  permitted  in  the  galleries.  Occu- 
pants of  the  galleries  are  here  as  guests  of  the  Senate.  As 
our  guests,  they  must  obey  the  niles. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  without  reflecting  in  the 
slightest  on  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  or  the  admonition  by  the 
Chair,  if  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  says  something  that  is 
really  humorous,  I  laugh  at  it  also,  and  I  do  not  at  all  blame 
those  in  the  galleries. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  hope  the  Senator  has  no  Insidious  or 
invidious  implication  in  saying  that  he  laughs  at  what  I  say. 
Mr.  DANAHER.    I  often  laugh  with  the  Senator. 
Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  say  that  I  am  one  of  those  who 
voted  for  these  billions  of  dollars  of  appropriations.  I  voted 
for  them  because  the  President  of  the  United  States  said  it 
was  necessary  that  we  should  have  adequate  defense  and 
because  of  the  fact  that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  know 
specifically  just  what  is  needed  for  defense. 

But  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator,  if  he  will  permit  me,  that 
I  did  not  vote  for  them  becaiise  I  was  afraid  that  Mr.  Hitler 
or  Mr.  Mussolini  or  the  Japanese  Government  would  come 
here  and  take  over  the  United  States  of  America.  If  I  be- 
lieved that,  and  if  I  believed,  as  the  Senator  from  Texas  said 
the  other  day  he  felt,  that  Germany  was  going  to  attack  us, 
then  I  would  not  simply  vote  for  these  appropriations,  and  I 
would  not  simply  vote  to  call  out  men  for  training  or  to  con- 
script them;  I  would  vote  for  a  declaration  of  wax.  because 
If  it  be  a  fact  that  if  England  is  defeated  we  shall  be  attacked 
by  Germany,  then,  of  course,  we  ought  to  vote  for  a  declara- 
tion of  war.  Why  do  not  those  Senators  who  stand  on  the 
Senate  floor  and  say  they  are  afraid  that  Germany  will  come 
over  here  and  attack  us  tomorrow,  or  the  next  day.  or  in 
3  months'  time,  or  in  6  months'  time,  have  the  courage  to  go 
to  the  people  of  the  country  and  say,  "Let  us  vote  for  a 
declaration  of  war"? 

Mr.  President,  it  is  nonsense.    Let  me  call  attention  to 
what  Canada  did.  if  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  will  yield 
further. 
Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Canada  passed  a  conscription  act.  Did 
the  Canadian  Government  go  before  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try and  ask  that  they  conscript  men  to  send  them  overseas? 
Not  at  all.  I  have  a  copy  of  the  act  in  my  hand  now.  It 
provides : 

The  powers  conferred  by  the  next  preceding  section  may  not  be 
exercised  for  the  purpose  of  requiring  persons  to  serve  in  the  mlU- 
tary.  naval,  or  air  forces  outside  of  Canada  and  the  territorial  waters 
thereof. 

That  act  was  passed  since  the  declaration  of  war  by  Canada 
against  Germany.  Yet  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  while  it 
voted  for  conscription,  voted  not  to  send  those  called  outside 
Canada. 

As  I  have  said,  when  Senators  rise  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  and  say  that  we  are  going  to  be  attacked  next,  and 
that  it  is  necessary  for  us,  in  order  to  preserve  democracy  in 
this  country,  to  have  conscripti<m.  I  say  that  conscription  is 
one  of  the  first  steps,  and  has  always  been  so  recognized. 
away  from  democracy,  whether  it  is  taken  in  this  country 
or  in  any  other  country.  It  is  a  step  away  from  democracy. 
It  is  a  step  toward  totalitarianism.  The  way  to  preserve 
democracy  in  the  United  States  of  America  is  not  to  set  vp 
conscription,  it  is  not  to  take  the  lives  and  liberties  of  the 
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people  away  from  them.  The  way  to  preserve  democracy  in 
the  United  States  of  America  is  to  make  democracy  work 
here,  to  find  work  for  the  xmemployed.  and  to  put  our  own 
house  in  order.  If  we  do  that  we  do  not  need  to  fear  totali- 
tarianism coming  here  and  taking  away  the  liberties  of  the 
American  p)eople. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield  to 
me  in  order  that  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from  Montana  a 
question? 

Mr.  DANAHER.     Yes,  indeed. 

Mr.  MALONEY.     Does  the  Senator  from  Montana  think 
the  people  of  Switzerland  made  democracy  work  at  home? 
Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes;  I  think  Switzerland  has  done  a  very 
good  job  of  it. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Does  the  Senator  think  they  have  been 
disturbed  by  conditions  around  them? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  know  what  country  would  not  be 
disturbed  under  the  present  conditions  surrounding  Switzer- 
land. It  is  a  small  country,  not  much  larger  than  the  State 
of  Connecticut,  and  it  has  Germany  on  one  side,  Italy  on 
another,  and  Prance  on  yet  another.  But  we  cannot  compare 
the  United  States  with  Switzerland. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield 
further? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  was  not  trying  to  compare  the  United 
States  with  Switzerland.  I  was  referring  to  the  Senator's 
mention  of  democracy,  and  the  need  only  for  internal  con- 
sideration, with  a  neglect  of  what  happens  outside.  We  can- 
not be  unmindful  of  what  goes  on  in  other  places. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut, in  view  of  that  question,  that  I  was  reading  the 
other  night  the  propaganda  that  was  carried  on  auring  the 
last  war  In  order  to  get  us  into  the  war.  I  was  reading  what 
was  said  by  British  Government  repre.sentatives  as  to  what 
they  did  in  order  to  try  to  get  us  to  carry  on,  and  the  slogans 
that  were  used  for  that  purpose.  What  were  they?  They 
were  the  Identical  slogans  that  are  being  used  today.  What 
was  it  that  was  said  at  that  time?  The  propaganda  minister 
said  that  Germany  was  an  autocracy,  and  that  England  was 
the  last  democracy  left  In  Europe,  and  that  If  democracy  failed 
there  it  would  also  fail  in  the  United  States  of  America. 

The  question  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  also  brought  up 
in  connection  with  this  propaganda,  and  it  was  said  that  the 
German  Government  would  violate  the  Monroe  Doctrine  and 
take  over  some  of  the  South  American  countries.  The  same 
slogans  were  used  at  that  time  that  are  used  now  to  get  us 
Into  the  war — to  get  Americans  to  say  that  this  is  our  war. 
Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Montana  tell  me  what  point  he  is  trying  to  make  by  his 
statement? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  get 
the  Senator  to  see  the  point.  Perhaps  it  is  due  to  my  lack 
of  clearness  that  I  cannot  make  him  see  it.  I  am  trying  to 
get  the  Senator  to  see  that  the  identical  slogans  which  were 
used  to  try  to  get  us  into  the  last  war  are  being  used  at  the 
present  time  to  get  us  Into  the  present  war. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  am  not  disputing  that.  The  Senator 
from  Montana  need  not  make  that  argument  to  me. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  not  making  it  to  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut.  I  am  making  It  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States.  I  thought  there  were  other  Senators  present  besides 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  The  Senator  speclflcally  addressed  him- 
self to  me. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Not  at  all.  I  was  looking  at  the  Senator, 
but  I  was  addressing  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  aia  very  sorry.  I  thought  the  Senator 
from  Montana  a^ked  my  colleague  to  yield  so  he  might  reply 
to  me  and  that  he  said  he  was  replj-ing  to  me.  and  then  the 
Senator  from  Montana  proceeded  to  talk  about  something 
entirely  irrelevant  to  my  question. 
Mr.  WHEELER.    That  is  quite  true. 

Mr.  MALONEY.    I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana  that    certain   foreign   nations   would   like   to   have   lis 
become  involved  in  the  war,  and  I  quite  agree  with  what  he 
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says  In  regard  to  war.  I  hate  war  as  much  as  the  Senator 
from  Montana  hates  war,  and  he  need  not  make  that  sort 
of  an  argument  to  me. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  was  not  making  that 
argument  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  I  was  making  it 
to  those  Senators  and  to  those  peoi^ift  who  have  used  exactly 
the  same  slogans  that  were  used  in  the  last  war.  I  am  ad- 
dressing those  who  at  the  present  time  are  using  exactly  the 
same  slogans  that  were  put  out  by  the  British  Ministry  of 
Propaganda  before  we  entered  the  last  war.  It  is  being  done 
at  the  present  time  by  some  Members  of  the  Senate  and  by 

others. 

Mr.   MALONEY.     Mr.   President,  win  the   Senator   from 
Connecticut  yield  to  me  for  a  moment? 
Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  merely  wish  to  say,  so  that  the  Rfcord 
may  be  clear,  that  I  am  entitely  in  accord  with  what  the 
Senator  from  Montana  has  just  said.  I  am  not  influenced 
by  that  propaganda. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  I  gave  the  impression  that  I  was  ad- 
dressing my  remarks  to  the  Senator  from  Coimecticut.  I  wish 
to  remove  the  impression.  I  was  not.  I  did  not  know  what 
his  views  were;  but  I  have  listened,  as  he  has.  to  the  same 
arguments  by  some  Members  of  the  Senate  on  the  floor  of  tlie 
Senate,  using  exactly  the  same  slogans  that  were  used  to  get 
us  into  the  last  war. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  srield? 
Mr.  DANAHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  The  Senator  from  Montana  said  that 
what  the  British  said  at  that  time  was  that  if  Germany 
won  she  would  come  over  here  and  destroy  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine, or  go  into  South  America.  The  only  trouble  wit»  that 
argument  is  that  Germany  did  not  win.  and  we  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  she  would  have  come  over  here. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Does  the  Senator  think  shfi^would  have 
come  over? 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  I  certainly  think  she  would  have  come 
over  if  she  had  won  the  war. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  observe  that  it  is  probably  to 
no  effective  purpose  now  to  refer  to  the  propaganda  which 
was  used  in  this  country  prior  to  our  entry  into  the  last  war. 
We  may  well  admit  that  it  was  used  to  the  fullest  possible 
extent  on  both  sides.  I  recall  that  the  German  Ambassador 
to  the  United  States,  Count  von  Bernstorff,  became  prac- 
tically persona  non  grata  because  he  used  his  oflQcial  status 
in  this  country  as  German  Ambassador  for  purposes  of 
spreading  propaganda.  I  recall  that  Capt.  Boy  Ed  and  Prana 
von  Papen — Mr.  von  Papen  being  now  one  of  the  trusted  lieu- 
tenants of  the  Fuehrer  in  Germany— were  practicaUy  asked 
to  get  out  of  this  country  because  of  their  activities.  So  we 
may  very  well  agree  that  prior  to  our  entry  into  the  World 
War  both  sides  were  engaged  in  propaganda.  However,  cer- 
tainly nobody  can  contend  that  it  was  English  propaganda 
which  resulted  in  the  sinking  of  the  ships  of  the  American 
people,  flying  the  American  flag,  and  the  destruction  of 
American  lives,  which  were  responsible  for  our  ultimate  entry 

into  the  war. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  wish  to  make  only  a  brief  observation. 
We  have  been  talking  about  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  It  la  not 
Gel  many  which  is  in  the  Falkland  Islands;  it  is  Great 
Britain.  It  is  not  Germany  which  is  in  British  Honduras, 
but  Great  Britain.  It  is  not  Germany  which  is  sending  one 
of  her  dukes  to  America,  but  Great  Britain.  If  the  Monroe 
Etoctrine  means  anything,  what  has  England  to  do  in  the 
Falkland  Islands  or  British  Honduras? 

That  is  the  only  observation  I  wish  to  make. 

Mr.  DANAHER     I  thank  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

I  wish  to  recur  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  any  of  the  Senator's 
time;  but  I  think  it  would  be  in  accordance  with  the  facts  to 
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say  that  the  Monroe  Doctrine  never  sought  to  drive  out  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere  any  European  power  already  in  it. 
^~-^t  applied  only  to  the  acquisition  of  new  territory  by  foreign 
coUniries. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct;  and  the  Falkland  Islands 
were  taken  over  by  Great  Britain  after  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
was  announced. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  do  not  recall  the  date. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  British  Honduras  was  taken  from  Hon- 
duras in  1853.  after  the  Monroe  Doctrine  was  in  existence. 
r  Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  recall  the  date;  but  certainly 
not  all  the  territory  which  Great  Britain  owns  in  America 
was  taken  over  after  the  establishment  of  the  Monroe  Doc- 
trine. I  think  the  vast  majority  of  her  territory  in  the  West- 
ern Hemisphere  was  owned  by  her  before  that  time. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  That  is  correct;  but  so  far  as  the  Falkland 
Lslands  are  concerned,  they  were  taken  over  after  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  was  announced  and  declared  to  be  the  policy 
of  the  United  States. 

Great  Britain  took  over  British  Honduras  in  1853.  as  I  re- 
call, not  wltji  a  view  to  defending  Great  Britain  against  Ger- 
many, but  with  a  view  to  defending  herself  against  the  United 
States.  British  Honduras  was  taken  over  after  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  was  announced. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Tex£is  I  Mr.  Sheppard]  for  his  patient  courtesy  with  me. 
With  his  permission,  I  should  like  to  come  back  to  the  bill  for 
a  moment. 

Inviting  the  Senator's  attention  to  that  part  of  section  5 
appearing  on  j>ages  20  and  21.  particularly  in  subsections  (c) 
and  <  d ) ,  I  find  that  regular  or  duly  ordained  ministers  of  re- 
ligio#  engaged  in  the  regular  discharge  of  their  ministerial 
duties  may  receive  a  deferred  training  status, 

I  also  discover  that  in  subsection  (d)  there  is  provision  for 
deferment  of  status  with  reference  to  conscientious  objectors 
who  are  found  to  be  such  after  individual  hearing.  They  are 
entitled  to  exemption.  Will  the  Senator  from  Texas  please 
tell  me  whether  or  not  students  in  regularly  constituted  theo- 
logical seminaries  are  exempted  from  military  service? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     They  are  not. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Will  the  Senator  state  whether  or  not 
those,  for  instance,  who  have  taken  vows  in  certain  orders 
are  exempted?  For  example,  I  have  in  mind  the  Franciscan 
monks  at  the  monastery  in  Washington,  which  is  the  mecca 
for  many  devotees  who  seek  that  particular  shrine.  Are  such 
religious  orders,  including  monks,  exempt  from  a  combatant 
status? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    TTiey  are  not. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Does  not  the  Senator  feel  that  very  prob- 
ably we  ought  to  take  steps  to  exclude  the  very  small  num- 
ber— after  all,  the  number  is  very  small — who  are  regularly 
enrolled  students  in  theological  seminaries  studying  for  the 
ministry,  as  well  as  those  who  have  taken  vows  to  live  a  life 
r^-of  peace,  such  as  those  in  the  orders  to  which  I  have 
referred  ? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  do  not. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Was  that  matter  gone  into  by  the 
committee? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Very  thoroughly.  I  will  say,  however, 
that  any  of  those  men  may  be  exempted  if  they  will  show 
that  they  have  conscientious  objections  to  killing  people  in 
war. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  What  It  amounts  to  is  that  if  a  person 
can  establish  that  in  fact  he  has  conscientious  scruples 
against  war  and  killing  people  in  the  process  of  war.  he  may 
be  exempt  from  assuming  a  combatant  status? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Yes. 
HvMr.  DANAHER.    And  I  believe  properly  so. 
'  Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Whether  he  is  a  divinity  student,  or  a 
member  of  one  of  the  orders  to  which  the  Senator  refers, 
or  whether  he  belongs  to  no  church  at  all. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Yes. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  depends  upon  what  the  individual 
thinks,  regardless  of  the  organization  to  which  he  belongs. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  If  we  can  undertake  to  assay  the  state 
Of  mind,  and  it  can  be  found  favorable  to  the  claim  that  he 


is  entitled  to  a  conscientious-objector  status.  I  agree  that  it 
Is  a  wholly  proper  provision.  I  .should  want  no  less  than  that 
in  the  bill.  In  fact.  I  want  more.  That  is  why  I  asked  the 
Senator  the  questions. 

I  now  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  section  8. 
subsection  (c),  in  lines  8  to  13.  inclusive,  on  page  24.  In  a 
moment  I  wish  to  direct  the  Senator's  attention  to  a  question, 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Schwellenbach  In  the 
chair).  Does  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  DANAHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  the 
bill  we  passed  in  the  last  war,  those  who  were  attending 
theological  seminaries  and  those  who  had  taken  religious 
orders  were  exempted? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Perhaps  the  Senator  Is 
correct.  I  do  not  question  his  statement,  because  I  assume 
the  Senator  has  gone  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  We  exempted  members  of  churches 
whose  creeds  prohibited  their  members  from  engaging  in 
war.  Under  the  pending  bill  we  do  not  exempt  any  institu- 
tions or  classes  as  such,  but  operate  on  the  individual.  If  he 
wishes  to  claim  exemption  through  conscientious  objection 
to  engaging  in  war,  we  have  set  up  a  tribunal  to  pass  upon 
the  validity  of  his  claim. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  understand  that.  The  bill 
exempts  those  who  can  establish  the  fact  that  they  are  con- 
scientious objectors? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  is  correct;  except,  of  course,  that 
we  make  a  direct  exemption  of  ministers  of  religion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California!  Does  the  bill  make  a  direct 
exemption  of  ministers  of  religion  and  not  of  those  who  are 
in  the  process  of  becoming  ministers? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  We  do  not  exempt  those  In  the  process 
of  becoming  ministers,  because  many  of  them  enroll  in  fake 
schools  of  religion  when  they  see  that  they  can  evade  service 
by  pretending  to  study  for  the  ministry.  Many  correspond- 
ence schools  giving  religious  training  spring  up. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  It  is  not  a  question  of  corre- 
spondence schools. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  We  are  trjring  to  avoid  givmg  the  oppor- 
tunity to  those  who  would  endeavor  fraudulently,  imder  the 
pretense  of  becoming  ministers,  to  evade  service. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Fraud  would  vitiate  any- 
thing; but  that  is  not  the  problem.  The  problem  is  that  there 
Is  a  cla.ss  of  persons — not  many  in  numbers,  perhaps — who 
are  attending  theological  schools  and  who  may  seek  exemp- 
tion. Does  the  Senator  mean  to  tell  me  that  those  who  are 
learning  the  teachings  of  Christ  will  not  be  exempted  unless 
they  prove  that  they  are  conscientious  objectors? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Yes.  A  boy  who  dies  on  the  battlefield 
for  his  country  is  carrying  out  the  teachings  of  Christ  as 
much  as  is  the  man  who  wants  to  stay  at  home  to  carry  out 
the  teachings  of  Christ.  There  is  a  sacramental  suggestion 
in  the  blood  of  man  shed  for  man.  for  family,  for  home,  for 
country. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  There  is  a  vast  difference 
between  the  two.  The  bill  makes  a  distinction.  Will  the 
Senator  please  look  into  the  matter — I  shall  also  look  into  it 
in  the  interim — to  determine  the  question  of  whether  or  not 
we  exempted  such  persons  in  the  last  war? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  told  the  Senator  my  impression. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.    I  know  the  Senator  did. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  We  have  no  assurance  that  the  student 
will  ever  complete  his  course.   ' 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Of  course  we  may  question 
any  man's  motive,  and  arrive  at  any  conclusion  we  wish. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  am  not  questiomng  the  motive  of  any- 
one. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.    Yes;  the  Senator  is. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Somethmg  may  happen  to  keep  him 
from  completing  his  course. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.    That  is  true.    He  may  die.   ' 
or  anything  may  happen.    However,  I  did  not  understand 
the  Senator  to  say  positively,  or  with  any  degree  of  certainty, 
that  such  a  provision  was  not  included  in  the  bill  passed  m 
the  last  war. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  am  willing  to  join  the  Senator  in  an 
effort  to  find  out  what  was  the  fact. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.     That  is  what  I  asked. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Very  well. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  If  we  find  the  fact  to  be  as 
I  have  indicated,  will  the  Senator  consent  to  an  amendment? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  The  Senator  does  not 
think  so? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Then  the  Senator  disagrees 
with  the  previous  law,  and  disagrees  with  everybody  else. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  No;  I  do  not;  and  the  committee  joined 
in  the  report  on  the  bilL 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  But  the  committee,  I  assume, 
did  not  study  this  question  at  all.  or  the  chairman  would  have 
some  degree  of  certainty  regarding  wliat  was  in  the  last  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  bill  operates  on  the  basis  of  what 
the  particular  individual  believes  as  to  war,  and  we  do  not 
exempt  any  class  except  ministers  themselves.  That  is  the 
principle  on  which  the  bill  operates. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  CaUlorma.  Those  to  whom  I  refer  are 
practically  ministers,  men  who  have  come  within  a  month 
of  finishing  their  courses  of  study,  and  who  have  pursued  their 
peaceful  avocations  during  their  lives  thus  far.  Those  men 
are  entitled  to  receive  the  benefit  of  an  exemption,  are  they 
not? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Very  well,  then,  we  will  fight 
it  out. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  now  let  me  refer  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  to  the  provision  on  page  24.  which  reads: 

(c)  Any  person  who  Is  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (A)  xx  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  shall  be 
so  restored  without  loss  of  seniority.  Insurance  participation  or 
benefits,  or  other  benefits,  and  such  person  shall  not  be  discharged 
from  stich  petition  without  cause  within  1  year  after  such 
restoration. 

Let  me  ask  the  Senator,  please,  if  he  feels  that  Congress 
properly  can  superimpose  upon  an  existing  contract  of  em- 
ployment between  a  substitute,  if  you  choose,  for  a  con- 
scriptee  and  the  employer  a  clause  which  will  so  operate  as 
to  cause  the  employer  to  rehire  and  to  restore  the  conscriptee 
to  his  former  position? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Frankly.  I  do  not  know.  We  are  trying 
to  do  everything  we  can  to  help  the  men  called  into  the 
service  get  tjack  their  jobs. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Then,  let  me  ask  if  It  Is  the  understand- 
ing of  the  Senator  that,  under  the  clause  providing  that  the 
conscriptee  shall  be  restored  without  loss  of  insurance  par- 
ticipation or  benefits,  that  someone  else  Is  going  to  make  up 
somehow  to,  let  us  say,  the  employer's  reserve  fund  the 
amount  of  contribution  which  the  poxticular  employee 
formerly  paid  Into  that  fund? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  provision  refers  solely  to  the  bene- 
fits to  which  he  was  entitled  up  to  the  time  he  left  his  em- 
ployment. It  does  not  apply  to  the  time  when  he  was  absent 
in  the  service. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  But  when  the  bill  provides  that  he  shall 
be  restored  without  loss  of  insurance  participation  or  benefits. 
or  other  l)enefits.  Is  It  meant  by  that  that  If  a  man  goes  out 
to  serve  his  country  under  this  conscription  plan  and  comes 
back  he  assumes  his  prior  status  less  1  year's  payment? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  That  is  what  this  bill  intends,  as  I  under- 
stand. That  is  what  the  members  of  the  committee  thought 
should  be  and  could  be  done. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  It  is  not  a  case  of  someone  else  from  some 
source  making  up  those  pasrments? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     No. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  A  day  or  two  ago  we  discussed  the  theory, 
or  the  lack  of  it,  if  you  hke,  of  the  application  of  the  National 


Labor  Relations  Act  to  a  situation  such  as  Is  contemplated 
here.  I  take  it  that  what  the  Senator  understood  with  refer- 
ence to  the  bill  affectmg  the  National  Guard  and  the  Offi- 
cers' Reserves  has  equal  application  to  the  language  in  the 
pending  bill? 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  wish  to  thank 
him  especially  for  his  courtesy. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  am  very  glad  to  answer  any  questions, 
especially  from  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  intend  to  take  but  little 
of  the  time  of  the  Senate  now,  because  I  propose  in  a  few 
moments  to  move  that  we  suspend  for  the  present  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill:  but  in  view  of  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  IMr.  DamaherI  to  reply  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  IMr.  Lucas  1  a  while  ago  when  the  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois  asked  him  a  question  concerning  his  vote 
and  attitude  on  certain  appropriations,  and  since  it  seemed 
to  me  that,  as  a  basis  for  the  answer  which  he  intended  to 
give  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  the  Senator  from  Connect- 
icut started  out  on  a  sort  of  political  speech  by  implication 
and  insmuation  to  blame  the  administration  now  in  power  for 
the  situation  which  calls  forth  these  appropriations  and 
other  legislation,  I  should  like  to  make  a  brief  comment. 

It  has  been  my  feeling  all  along — and  I  entertain  that  feel- 
ing now — that  in  the  consideration  of  this  bill  we  should  rise 
above  partisanship,  that  we  should  not  accuse  any  political 
party  of  being  responsible  for  the  situation  which  makes 
defense  appropriations  and  legislation  necessary.  But  if  that 
is  to  be  the  basis  on  wliich  the  pending  measure  is  to  be  dis- 
cussed, I  can  assure  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  that  we 
are  perfectly  willing  to  have  it  passed  upon  on  that  basis. 
We  are  perfectly  willing  to  have  the  record  of  the  last  7  years, 
both  In  connection  with  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  compared 
with  the  record  of  the  previous  12  years  in  order  that  the 
American  people  may  understand,  if  it  is  desired  to  deal  with 
the  question  on  that  basis,  who  has  been  responsible  for  most 
of  the  lack  of  preparation  which  now  is  so  jauntily  referred 
to  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  I  hope  that  during  this 
entire  discussion  we  may  avoid  any  partisan  rancor  or  any 
partisan  reference.  I  hope  that  we  may  not  be  leW  into  any 
partisan  discussion,  because,  in  my  judgment,  tliis  is  not  a 
partisan  question. 

The  American  people  believe  by  an  overwhelming  majority 
that,  without  regard  to  anybody's  political  affiliations,  every 
man  owes  a  duty  to  his  country  and  to  its  Institutions,  and 
that  duty  is  no  less  compulsive  among  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
people  than  it  is  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  The  legis- 
lation which  we  enact  affects  all  the  people  without  regard 
to  their  politics  or  their  religion. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 
Mr.  NORRIS.  I  hope  that  in  the  discussion  of  this  bill  we 
may  consider  it  on  the  high  ground  the  Senator  has  outlined; 
but  still,  while  I  have  no  intention  of  diverging  from  that 
course,  and  while  I  feel  bitterly  opposed  to  this  bill,  I  would 
have  to  admit,  I  think,  in  order  to  be  fair,  that  any  Senator 
who  felt  that  any  political  party  was  to  blame  for  any  un- 
favorable condition  would  be  Justified  in  calling  attention  to 
it  if  he  wanted  to  do  so.  I  do  not  know  that  anybody  feels 
that  way;  I  hope  there  is  no  such  feeling;  but  still  the  Sen- 
ator must  admit,  I  think,  that  it  is  within  the  right  of  anyone 
in  discussing  this  bill,  if  he  thinks  he  properly  can  and  that 
he  ought  to  do  so,  to  blame  any  poutical  party  with  any 
dereliction. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  dispute  that,  with  a  reservation. 
If  by  the  bringing  In  of  any  partisan  complaint  or  charge  or 
any  recital,  light  can  be  shed  upon  the  situation  with  refer- 
ence to  the  measure  now  before  us,  whether  one  is  for  it  or 
against  it,  aiid  it  is  not  done  siniply  to  seek  some  partisan 
advantage  In  the  discussion,  the  Senator  would  be  right;  but 
I  doubt  the  propriety  of  injecting  partisan  politics  Into  the 
discussion  simply  for  the  purpose  of  attempting  to  gain 
political  advantage. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  I  had  my  way.  I  should  like  to  keep  every- 
thing out  of  partisan  politics;  but,  of  course,  I  do  not  have 
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my  way,  and  I  do  not  suppose  anybody  agrees  with  me  fully 
In  that  respect. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  occupies  the 
unique  and  distinguished  position  of  being  the  outstanding 
advocate  cf  nonpartisanship  not  only  in  the  Senate  but  in 
the  country  with  respect  to  vital  legislation,  and.  while  all  of 
us  cannot  always  rise  to  the  high  eminence  which  the  Senator 
has  attained,  we  all  honor  him  for  the  convictions  which  he 
entertains  and  which  he  has  done  so  much,  I  believe,  to  Im- 
part to  the  American  people  and  to  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  NORRIS.   Now.  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a  question? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Certainly. 
"^  Mr.  NORRIS.  The  question  was  suggested  to  me  when  I 
came  into  the  Chamber  recently  and  heard  some  of  the 
debate  between  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Texas  in  regard  to  restoring  soldiers  to  the  place  of 
employment  which  they  occupied  previously  in  private  busi- 
ness. I  feel  as  deeply  as  anybody  can  the  desirability  of  that 
— — -occurring  and  happening,  if  It  can  be  made  possible.  Yet  I 
do  not  think  we  ought  to  deceive  ourselves,  and  we  should  not 
do  something  that  might,  although  entirely  innocently,  de- 
ceive the  soldiers  who  would  be  in  the  Army  and  their  friends 
by  suggesting  that  the  law  would  do  certain  things  which  I 
cannot  see  how  any  law  we  might  pass  could  do. 

Does  the  Senator  believe  that  a  provision  in  a  statute  to  the 
effect  that  when  any  soldier  leaves  the  service  and  returns  to 
his  home,  the  position  which  he  occupied  before  he  entered 
the  service  shall  be  restored  to  him,  would  have  any  legal 
effect  whatever? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  doubt  very  much  whether  it  could  have 
any  legal  effect,  especially  in  those  industries  and  occupations 
that  have  no  relationship  to  interstate  commerce.  It  may  be 
possible  that  under  the  National  Defense  Act  and  under  this 
proposed  law  such  occupations  as  have  to  do  with  interstate 
commerce  may  be  subject  to  such  a  provision.  But  even  in 
iojch  cases  I  think  there  are  twund  to  be  exceptions  as  to 
which  it  would  not  be  r>ossible  to  enforce  such  legislation, 
because  within  a  year  the  entire  condition  may  change. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Of  course.  It  might  entirely  change.  But 
the  point  I  want  to  make — and  I  think  it  ought,  at  least,  to  be 
in  the  Record — if  we  are  going  to  let  that  language  stay  in 
the  bill,  so  that  no  man  who  enters  the  Army  will  be  de- 
ceived— that,  while  we  are  anxious  to  restore  him  to  the  posi- 
tion he  had  before  he  went  into  the  service,  and  while  we 
believe  it  is  the  patriotic  duty  of  the  corporation  or  individual 
that  employed  him  to  restore  him,  if  possible,  we  ought  not 
let  the  idea  go  out  to  the  country  so  that  those  who  enlist  or 
are  drafted  will  enter  the  service  under  the  belief  that  at  the 
end  of  their  service  the  positions  which  they  formerly  held  will 
(^        be  reserved  for  them  under  the  law  passed  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  the  Senator's  frankness,  and 
I  share  that  desire.    I  think  it  is  the  desire  of  all  of  us. 

I  do  not  happen  to  be  a  member  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee,  and  I  was  not  present  during  the  hearings  or  the 
discussion  in  the  committee  on  that  point;  but  I  think  it  is 
true  that  we  all  hope  and  wish,  and  so  far  as  we  can  would 
like  to  provide,  that  when  these  men  come  back  and  go  into 
^juvU  Hfe — as  we  hope  all  of  them  will  do,  on  the  ground  that 
they  may  not  be  necessary  to  serve  fiu-ther  in  the  Army — 
they  may  have  their  positions  restored  to  them:  but  it  would 
not  l>e  a  frank  statement  to  say  or  to  hold  out  the  hope  to  all 
of  them  that  that  can  be  done. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  hate  to  have  the  country  get  the 
impression  that  if  I  were  the  employer  of  a  large  or  a  modest 
number  of  men  m  a  factory,  or  some  institution  of  that  kind, 
I  was  going  to  restore  to  his  original  position,  at  the  end  of 
his  service,  every  employee  who  enlisted  or  who  was  drafted. 
I  sliould  hate  to  put  the  manufacturer  in  such  an  attitude 
that  many  persons  would  say  he  was  in  duty  bound,  under  the 
law,  to  restore  these  men  to  their  positions.  I  think,  as  a 
patriotic  citizen,  he  ought  to  restore  them  to  their  positions 
if  possible:  but  there  will  be  thousands  and  thousands  of 
cases  in  which  it  will  be  absolutely  impossible  for  the  employer 
to  do  that,  no  matter  how  patriotic  he  is. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  agree  with  the  Senator. 


Mr.  NORRIS.  And  I  should  not  like  to  put  him  in  the 
attitude  in  the  community  in  which  he  lives  of  being  a  slacker, 
or  something  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  might  be  nimierous  Instances  in 
which,  in  the  period  of  the  year  covered  by  the  absence  of  the 
regular  employees,  the  condition  of  the  company  would  have 
so  changed  that  they  could  not  take  on  additional  employees. 
They  might  even  have  fewer  regular  employees  at  the  end  of 
the  year  than  they  had  at  the  time  the  individual  employees 
entered  the  service:  and  m  cases  of  that  sort  it  seems  to  me  we 
could  not  require  a  company  to  restore  the  employment  of 
men  who,  if  there  had  been  no  military  service,  might  have 
been  discharged  during  the  year  because  of  a  necessary  re- 
duction of  the  company's  force. 

While  I  do  want  to  hold  out  the  hope,  and  the  moral 
obligation,  and  the  legal  obligation  insofar  as  we  can.  that 
these  men  are  not  to  lose  their  status  when  they  return  by 
reason  of  their  service  to  their  country,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  fair  to  undertake  to  deceive  the  American  people 
into  the  belief  that  every  individual  who  is  to  be  called  into 
ser\'ice  can  be  restored  to  his  particular  job. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  that  it  seems  to  me  it  is  a  very  serious  question 
whether  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  ought  to  run  the 
risk  of  deceiving  our  people,  or  any  goodly  share  of  them,  into 
the  idea  that  a  man's  position  is  to  be  held  open  for  him. 
When  a  citizen  holding  a  job  in  some  manufacturing  estab- 
lishment gives  it  up  for  patriotic  reasons,  or  the  Government 
compels  him  by  a  draft  to  give  it  up  and  go  into  the  service  of 
his  coimtry,  it  is  the  saddest  of  all  things,  it  seems  to  me,  to 
see  that  man,  after  he  has  given  the  l)est  years  of  his  life  to 
the  service  of  his  country,  come  back  and  find  that,  after  all, 
he  is  nothing  but  a  pauj^er,  and  there  is  no  job  for  him. 

If  there  is  any  way  to  remedy  that  state  of  affairs.  I  should 
like  to  do  it :  but  it  seems  to  me  it  is  beyond  the  power  of  any- 
body, any  government  or  any  Congress,  to  remedy;  and  I  am 
very  doubtful  whether  we  ought  to  put  into  this  bill  anything 
that  might  under  any  condition  bring  about  a  deception  of 
some  of  our  people  on  that  account. 

While  I  probably  ought  not  to  have  my  ideas  as  to  what 
shall  be  in  the  bill  considered  as  fully  as  the  ideas  of  those  who 
favor  the  proposed  legislation,  because  I  am  opposed  to  the 
legislation  and  shall  vote  against  it — I  am  bitterly  opposed  to 
the  principle — yet,  if  we  must  have  this  bill  enacted,  I  should 
like  to  relieve  it  of  any  such  possibility.  It  is  a  jxjssibility 
that  may  come  home  to  our  people  50  years  after  we  shall 
have  disappeared  from  the  face  of  the  earth,  because  the 
story  will  go  from  mouth  to  mouth  that  Congress  deceived 
them  when  it  passed  the  law  and  that  men  were  imable  to 
support  their  wives  and  their  families  because  of  their  service 
in  the  United  States  Army. 

That  certainly  would  be  very  deplorable,  and  if  we  can  pos- 
sibly do  so,  we  should  prevent  it  rather  than  to  try  to  make 
anybody  believe  that  we  are  going  to  do  something  that  we 
certainly  cannot  do,  as  we  will  realize  if  we  think  aboul  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  has  said. 
His  statement,  of  course,  as  we  all  know,  is  in  accord  with  his 
lifelong  record  of  beinft  frank  and  forthright  with  the  Ameri- 
can people  and  with  the  Senate.  When  we  get  to  that  point 
in  the  bill  it  may  be  possible  to  enter  more  into  detail  into 
this  discussion,  and  determine  whether  the  language  goes  too 
far,  or  what  modification  in  the  language  of  the  bill  may  be 
desired. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Will  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  permit 
me  to  read  the  clause  of  the  bill  ui\der  consideration? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
do  so. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    It  is  as  follows: 

If  such  person  was  in  the  employ  of  a  private  employer,  such 
employer  shall  restore  such  person  to  such  position  or  to  a  posi- 
tion of  like  statiis  and  pay.  unless  the  employer's  circumstances 
have  so  changed  as  to  make  it  Impossible  or  iinreasonable  to  do  so. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  NORRIS.  In  my  opinion,  that  does  not  lead  us  any- 
where. I  have  read  that  language,  and  I  concede  that  the 
committee  were  acting  in  good  faith  in  putting  It  in.  I  am 
afraid,  however,  it  will  do  more  harm  than  good.  When  we 
say  "unless  the  employer's  conditions  have  changed,"  we 
raise  a  question  as  to  which  there  might  be  honest  differences 
of  opmioti.  The  person  who  lost  his  job  woiUd  say.  "Your 
conditions  have  not  changed."  The  employer  would  say, 
"They  have  changed.  I  cannot  restore  you  now";  and,  after 
all,  if  it  is  his  factory  and  he  is  paying  the  salaries,  we  can- 
not leave  him  out  of  consideration  in  settling  the  controversy. 
To  say  to  him,  "You  are  compelled  to  restore  this  man,"  it 
seems  to  me,  asks  for  an  imix)ssibility,  and  one  that  cannot 
be  enforced  imder  our  laws,  or  the  laws  of  any  other  free 
government. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course.  If  that  language  creates  only 
a  moral  obligation,  there  is  no  way  to  enforce  it.  If  it 
creates  a  legal  obligation,  it  can  be  enforced,  of  course,  in 
the  courts,  which  would  naturally  involve  litigation;  but  it 
could  be  enforced. 

Mr.  BURKE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  BURKE.  In  connection  with  the  matter  now  under 
discussion,  I  think  every  Member  of  the  Senate  who  has  not 
yet  had  the  opportunity  to  do  so  should  carefully  read  the 
testimony  of  Col.  Lewis  Sanders,  particularly  beginning  on 
page  89  of  the  printed  record.  I  will  read  merely  a  short 
excerpt  from  it  to  throw  some  light  on  this  problem,  coming 
from  experience  in  the  World  War. 

Colonel  Sanders  had  this  to  say: 

We  came  back  to  New  York  City  \uider  very  adverse  employnwnt 
conditions.  A  very  large  percentage  of  the  employment  in  New  York 
City  is  service  employment,  like  the  operation  of  elevators  and  other 
work  which  could  be,  and  was.  taken  over  by  women  in  large  groups, 
and  they  did  not  like  to  give  up  their  jobs  when  the  men  came  back, 
and  the  employers  were  not  overenthvisiastlc  about  letting  them  go, 
because  the  women's  wage  scale  was  substantially  lower  than  that  of 
the  men.  However,  we  had  13,000  men  in  the  Greater  New  York  area 
whose  employers  had  promised  to  hold  their  jobs  oj)€n  for  them. 
With  V(?ry  few  exceptions,  those  promises  were  made  good.  The 
few  exceptions  that  came  to  my  attention,  I  merely  had  to  send  one 
of  my  stati  oQcers  up  to  the  employer  and  say,  "This  has  been  re- 
ported to  us.  We  would  like  the  facts,  because  the  newspapers  desire 
sntch  information  and  we  want  to  be  sure  we  are  not  doing  an  In- 
justice by  giving  out  your  name  erroneously."  The  officers  In  every 
case  came  back  with  the  job. 

At  the  end  of  6  months  we  had  placed  9,600  men  In  new  jobs; 
had  practically  closed  up  our  employment  bioreau.  We  reduced  It 
to  only  the  secretary  of  the  clubhouse,  Iwcause  no  other  was  needed. 
We  did  not  have  a  man  in  the  division,  to  the  beat  of  my  recollection, 
at  that  time  who  had  not  been  placed  In  a  job.  Our  unemployed 
was  exclusively  at  that  time  the  comparatively  small  group  of  men 
who  were  constitutionally  unable  to  hold  a  job  after  they  got  it. 
Otir  record-breaker  we  placed  22  times.  I  think  he  probably  is  still 
out  of  a  job. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  on  what  page  is  that 
testimony? 

Mr.  BURKE.  It  is  on  page  90  of  the  record.  I  read 
further: 

Another  thing.  We  found  that  men  coming  out  of  the  Army 
had  a  greater  economic  efficiency  than  before  they  went  in.  I  was 
talking  to  the  late  Richard  Rice,  general  manager  at  that  time  of 
the  Lynn  Works  of  the  General  Electric  Co.,  employing  14,000  men, 
and  gave  him  my  opinion  that  a  man  having  had  the  benefit  of 
Army  service  was  about  a  20-percent  l>etter  man  than  he  had  been 
when  he  went  in.  His  reply  was,  "You  are  overconservative.  We 
have  had  700  men  return  from  the  Army,  and  they  are  consid- 
erably better  than  that." 

I  Wish  to  say  only  this  in  cormection  with  this  interrup- 
tion: Personally,  I  have  faith  in  the  employers  of  the  coun- 
try that  in  an  emergency  they  will  to  the  fullest  pos»ble 
extent,  and  without  any  provision  in  the  law — although  I 
have  no  objection  to  this  provision — go  to  the  utmost  limit 
in  seeing  that  the  men  who  give  up  their  employment  and 
enter  the  service  of  the  country,  will,  when  they  come  back, 
if  it  is  humanly  possible,  find  their  jobs  waiting  for  them. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.    The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  agree  that  the  large  percentage,  indeed, 
almost  all.  of  the  employers  of  the  country  are  patriotic; 


that  they  will  restore  the  men  to  their  positions  if  they  can 
do  so.  But  that  is  not  imanimous.  and  it  is  the  exception  to 
the  rule  which  makes  it  necessary  to  make  laws,  and  which 
brings  about  the  enactment  of  laws.  A  majority  of  the  peo- 
ple are  patriotic  and  honest,  and  would  get  along  very  well 
if  we  did  not  have  any  laws,  but  because  there  are  a  few 
who  are  exceptions,  we  have  to  pass  laws  to  protect  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  from  the  few  evildoers  and  those  who 
will  not  respect  law. 

Mr.  LODGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  In  a  moment  I  shall  be  through.  The 
Senator  from  Kentucky  has  the  floor,  although  he  has  not 
been  talking  very  much,  and  that  is  an  exception  for  him. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  may  be  to  the  Senate's  advantage. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  agree  that  the  man  who  serves  in 
war  is  a  better  man  when  he  comes  out  at  the  close  of  the 
war  than  he  was  when  he  entered.  If  a  man  served  only  a 
short  time,  it  might  be  true  that  the  training  he  would  re- 
ceive would  do  him  good  and  make  him  a  better  man 
physically.  But  I  lay  it  down  as  a  proposition  which  I  do 
not  believe  can  be  successfully  controverted,  that  any  man 
in  any  war,  especially  a  war  of  modem  times,  who  is  in  active 
service,  and  goes  through  the  trials  and  tribulations  and 
suffering  and  agony  which  come  to  every  soldier  in  that 
kind  of  a  war,  gives  up  some  of  his  strength,  some  of  his 
vitality,  and  some  of  his  abibty,  so  that,  as  a  general  rule, 
he  is  not  quite  as  able  as  he  was  when  he  went  in. 

I  think  that  was  demonstrated  after  the  Civil  War.  A  man 
who  has  to  go  through  the  tribtUations  and  trials  and  suffer- 
ings which  come  to  every  soldier  gives  up  some  of  his  vitaUty, 
something  from  his  life.  That  does  not  apply  to  a  man  who 
Is  sitting  on  a  swivel  chair,  it  is  true,  but  it  does  apply  to  the 
men  who  do  the  real  work  in  the  field.  They  cannot  expect 
to  serve  an  enlistment  of  3  years  in  that  kind  of  service 
without  its  affecting  their  health  and  their  ability  to  earn 
and  maintain  themselves  and  their  families. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  In  connection  with  what  the  senior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  has  been  saying,  I  think  it  is  very  true  that 
there  is  something  very  distressing  and  pathetic  about  a  man 
who  is  established  in  a  certain  position  having  to  leave  it  and, 
when  he  comes  back,  finding  it  is  no  longer  open  to  him.  For 
that  reason  I  should  like  to  submit  to  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska and  to  the  Senate  as  a  whole  the  taking  of  men  when 
they  are  so  young  that  they  have  not  yet  acquired  a  real  Job 
status,  and  thereby  do  them  a  minimum  amoxint  of  harm 
from  the  standpoint  of  their  employment,  taking  them  at  an 
age  when  the  fatigue  and  the  depletion  of  vitality,  to  which 
the  Senator  referred,  would  be  at  the  minimum.  That  is  a 
suggestion  which  I  have  embodied  in  a  bill  which  I  myself 
have  Introduced,  and  which  I  think  has  a  great  deal  to  com- 
mend it  for  the  reason  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  so  that  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
a  question? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  been  laboring  under  the  impression 
ever  since  the  World  War  that  there  are  branches  in  the 
military  service  in  which  young  men  are  considered  more 
desirable  than  plder  men.  As  an  illustration,  let  us  take  the 
Air  Service,  r  have  the  impression  that  the  Air  Service 
wants  men  whose  judgment  perhaps  is  not  fully  matured. 
They  want  reckless  men.  men  who  will  take  desperate  chances. 
A  man  of  25  years  of  age  would  not  be  so  apt  to  take  that 
kind  of  a  chance,  perhaps,  as  a  man  of  18.  Is  that  not  a 
well-recognized  principle  in  the  Air  Service? 

Mr.  LODGE.     I  believe  so. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  So  that  there  would  be  at  least  some 
branches  In  the  service  in  which  the  best  result  could  be 
obtained  by  taking  even  the  immatiu^  and  those  not  fully 
developed. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  not  be  In  favor  of  taking  a  boy  who 
had  not  reached  the  age  of  21,  but  I  think  that  for  almost 
all  military  purposes,  so  far  as  soldiers  are  concerned,  a  man 
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Is  at  his  best,  from  a  military  standpoint,  when  he  is  In  his 
early  twenties.  I  believe  the  average  age  of  all  the  famous 
armies  in  history  has  besn  in  the  early  twenties  so  far  as  the 
enlisted  men  were  concerned. 

I  make  this  suggestion  merely  because  very  few  men  at  21 
have  been  able  to  develop  a  substantial  type  of  employment, 
whereas  when  they  get  to  be  25  or  26  years  of  age  they  are 
begining  to  develop  some  real  earning  power. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like/to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  a  question. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Would  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
take  young  men  at  21  who  had  not  completed  their  college 
courses? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Does  the  Senator  mean  students  for  the 
ministry? 

Mr.  MALONEY.     I  mean  any  college  student. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  think  the  provision  in  the  bill  regarding 
the  senior  R.  O.  T.  C.  students  is  probably  a  wise  one,  but  so 
far  as  the  others  are  concerned  I  have  not  given  the  matter  a 
great  deal  of  study. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  If  the  Senator  has  not  given  it  study. 
I  cannot  address  a  further  question  to  him.  but  I  hope  he  will 
consider  the  matter  very  seriously,  because  it  seems  to  me  tre- 
mendously important  that  we  do  not  take  a  young  man  out  of 
college  in  his  second  or  third  or  last  year,  when  we  might 
under  any  bill  we  pass  give  him  a  deferred  status  until  he  has 
completed  his  undergraduate  college  work. 

Mr.  LODGE.  The  Senator  would  not  treat  a  boy  in  college 
differently  from  the  way  he  treated  a  boy  who  could  not 
afford  to  go  to  college,  would  he? 
^  Mr.  MALONEY.  I  would  put  him  in  a  deferred  status,  if 
I  could,  m  the  bill,  assuming  it  is  to  pass.  I  would  give  him 
the  opportunity  for  military  training  while  in  college.  I 
would  subject  him  to  all  of  the  provisions  of  whatever  bill  we 
might  pass  immediately  upon  the  completion  of  his  college 
course,  and  I  would  limit  it  to  24  years  of  age.  I  have  pre- 
pared an  amendment  which  takes  in  theological  and  ecclesi- 
astical students,  and  also  takes  in  other  college  students.  I 
respectfully  call  it  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr.  LODGE.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  question  raised  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  is  a  very  legitimate  one,  as  to  whether  after 
all  the  battles  of  the  Republic  and  the  defense  of  our  coimtry 
are  to  be  imposed  upon  the  extremely  young.  I  realize  that, 
because  of  their  situation,  they  may  be  more  conveniently 
called  than  men  who  are  older,  because  of  lack  of  obligations, 
domestic  and  otherwise.  But  if  the  theory  of  the  proposed 
legislation  is  correct,  as  I  believe  it  to  be — and  I  mean  by  that 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  all  of  our  people,  in  accordance  with 
their  abUity  and  their  obligation  and  responsibility,  to  de- 
fend the  country  against  whatever  it  is  necessary  to  defend 
it — that  raises  the  question  whether,  if  we  are  to  emphasize 
the  calling  into  service  of  young  men  21  or  22  or  23  years  of 
age,  we  do  not  overemphasize  the  release  of  others  who  are 
under  the  same  if  not  greater  obligation  and  responsibility 
to  the  country  than  the  immature  young  man  who  is  even 
just  out  of  college  or  high  school. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Of  course,  no  matter  what  age  limit  may  be 
selected,  there  are  always  arguments  against  it.  and  the 
Senator  has  stated  a  criticism,  and  I  think  to  some  extent  a 
\'alid  criticism,  of  my  suggestion.  But  I  think  to  assume  that 
the  burden  of  war  can  be  equally  distributed  over  the  entire 
population  is  a  hallucination. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  agree  that  we  cannot  distribute  it. 

Mr.  LODGE.     We  cannot  do  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  cannot  distribute  it  equally  among  all 
of  the  people. 

Mr.  LODGE.    We  cannot  do  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  we  can  at  least  spread  it  out  over  a 
sufficient  field  so  that  it  will  not  unnecessarily  concentrate 
itself  on  a  group  t)ecause  of  their  youth. 

Mr.  LODGE.  It  can  be  done,  but  if  we  once  start  drawing 
lines,  we  shall  discriminate  in  any  event.    Of  course,  if  we 


had  a  peacetime,  long  view  system  of  military  training,  we 
would  have  our  training  come  each  year  whenever  a  boy 
reached  the  age  of  21.  and  have  it  all  confined  to  one  year. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  if  we  had  had.  as  we  did  not, 
such  a  system  as  that,  for  a  long  enough  j)eriod  of  years,  so 
that  every  man  who  is  now  31  would  have  been  trained  when 
he  was  21.  many  of  the  questions  we  now  face  would  not  be  at 
our  doorstep. 

Mr.  LODGE.    That  Is  very  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  we  are  beginning  from  scratch,  as 
we  say.  to  consider  men  who  have  not  been  trained,  regard- 
less of  their  age,  except  in  certain  isolated  cases  in  which 
they  went  to  military  training  schools,  or  have  been  memt>ers 
of  the  R.  O.  T.  C,  or  other  voluntary  training  organizations. 

Mr.  LODGE.  That  is  very  true;  and  if  we  were  at  war 
I  think  the  broader  we  extended  the  field  probably  the  better. 
But,  after  all.  we  are  at  peace,  and  I  assiune  the  reason  we 
want  this  Army  and  the  reason  we  want  this  defense  estab- 
lishment is  that  it  will  keep  us  at  peace.  I  firmly  believe  that 
if  we  develop  our  Army  and  Navy  so  that  they  are  so  mani- 
festly strong  that  their  strength  is  obvious  to  all  the  world, 
this  terrible  war  will  not  be  brought  to  our  country.  That  is 
why  I  am  in  favor  of  the  development  of  our  forces. 

If  I  thought  the  Army  was  being  developed  because  we 
wanted  t'o  get  into  a  war.  I  would  be  opposed  to  it.  I  believe 
that  we  want  this  Army  in  order  to  keep  us  out  of  war.  Of 
course,  it  is  no  more  unfair  to  take  men  from  21  to  25  years 
of  age  than  it  is  to  take  men  from  21  to  31  years  of  age. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  that  connection  it  seems  to  me  there 
Is  no  fundamental  difference,  when  we  really  think  the 
matter  through.  l)etween  the  training  of  these  men  or  a  simi- 
lar number  of  men  after  we  get  into  war  and  the  training  of 
them  l)efore  we  get  in.  The  theory,  of  course,  is  that  if  we 
train  them  beforehand,  and  we  do  get  into  war,  they  will  be 
ready  for  war  when  the  war  begins,  whereas,  if  we  wait  till 
war  comes  before  we  train  them,  we  shall  have  the  same 
situation  as  that  which  existed  in  1917  and  1918,  when  we  had 
to  wait  13 '2  months  t)efore  the  men  whom  we  drew  for  the 
service  were  trained  sufficiently  to  be  sent  into  combat  areas. 
Of  course,  that  is  a  debatable  system.  I  realize  that  honest 
men  have  different  theories  about  it.  But  I  went  through 
that  period  in  the  House  of  Representatives.  There  was  a 
great  fight  in  the  House  and  Senate  then  over  the  question 
of  the  selective  draft,  and  it  was  adopted  on  the  theory  that 
it  was  the  fairest  way,  after  all,  to  raise  an  army,  even  in  the 
midst  of  war,  l)ecause  it  did  not  leave  to  the  individual,  how- 
ever well  qualified  he  might  be  to  fight,  to  determine  whether 
he  would  fight,  but  it  left  it  to  the  people,  or  to  their  Govern- 
ment at  least,  to  decide,  or  to  have  a  voice  in  the  decision. 

The  only  difference,  it  seems  to  me.  in  the  matter  of  train- 
ing beforehand  or  afterhand,  is  that  we  hope  we  will  never 
go  to  war.  I  share  the  hope  of  the  Senator  in  that  respect, 
and  I  hope  that  whatever  we  do  in  the  matter  of  defense  will 
keep  us  out  of  war.  will  make  it  unnecessary  for  us  to  go  to 
war,  will  ward  off  any  attack  from  whatever  source  it  might 
come.  But  I  cannot  for  the  life  of  me  see  any  fundamental 
difference  between  training  men  so  they  will  be  ready  if  war 
comes,  and  waiting  until  the  war  comes,  and  then  train  them 
for  a  period  of  a  year  or  so  before  they  will  be  of  any  benefit 
to  the  country  in  the  way  of  being  fighting  soldiers. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  submit  one  thought, 
and  then  I  shall  subside.  I  think  there  is  a  distinction  be- 
tween a  peacetime  selective-service  law  and  a  wartime  selec- 
tive-service law.  In  a  wartime  selective-service  law,  when 
there  is  a  real  chance  that  men  will  lose  their  lives  and  suffer 
all  kinds  of  wounds,  obviously  we  must  make  the  age  limit 
just  as  broad  as  we  can  make  it.  In  peacetime,  when  there 
is  an  excellent  chance  that  we  will  not  go  to  war  and  when 
our  whole  policy  is  directed  toward  staying  out  of  war,  I 
think  it  is  perfectly  legitimate  to  subject  certain  groups  to 
training  under  a  peacetime  law.  If  we  subject  a  man  to 
training,  that  is  an  entirely  different  thing  from  subjecting 
a  man  to  shell  fire.  That  is  the  whole  distinction  I  wish  to 
make. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  that  distinc- 
tion. There  would  probably  be  a  necessity  for  different  details 
in  connection  with  the  application  of  a  draft  law  passed  after 
we  got  into  a  war.  compared  with  one  passed  in  peacetime. 
But  that  affects  only  the  details  of  its  application  and  does 
not  affect  the  fundamental  principle  or  obligation  of  the 
people  to  be  of  service  in  time  of  emergency. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  agree 
with  what  the  able  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  LodgbI 
has  said  with  respect  to  the  pending  bill.  I  think  the  purpose 
of  the  bill  is  to  keep  us  out  of  war.  I  think  we  are  not  con- 
templating the  drafting  of  these  men  with  the  view  to  becom- 
ing involved  in  war.  I  have  heard  many  of  my  colleagues 
say  that  the  bill  was  for  the  purpose  of  training  men  so  that 
In  the  future  they  would  be  in  a  physical  condition  to  defend 
their  country. 

I  wish  to  make  one  observation.  In  1933,  when  our  Presi- 
dent was  inaugurated,  we  formulated  legislation  providing 
for  the  establishment  of  what  are  known  as  the  C.  C.  C. 
camps.  Since  that  time  we  have  had  these  camps,  and  we 
have  trained  in  them  approximately  1.400.000  men.  If  at  the 
time  we  inaugurated  those  camps  we  had  permitted  the  men 
who  went  to  them  to  indulge  in  military  activities  to  the 
extent  at  least  of  participating  in  the  manual  of  arms,  we 
would  have  today  in  this  land  about  1,400,000  men  who  would 
have  had  the  training  which  we  are  in  a  sense  proposing  for 
them  now. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  just  noted  In  the  colimins  of  the 
afternoon  newspaper,  the  Washington  News,  that  the  cartel 
plan  has  l)een  abandoned.  I  was  very  happy  to  note  that. 
If  the  administration  had  gone  ahead  with  that  plan  I  think 
It  would  simply  have  meant  that  the  taxpayers  of  the  United 
States  would  have  been  called  upon  to  put  up  anywhere  from 
$1,500,000,000  to  $2,000,000,000  annually  for  the  purpose  of 
buying  up  the  surplus  crops  of  South  America,  of  coffee  and 
cotton  and  other  products  of  the  republics  to  the  south  of  us. 
I  believed  then  and  I  believe  now  that  if  we  would  surround 
Central  and  South  America  with  a  wall  of  gold,  and  would 
take  all  the  billions  of  dollars  in  gold  bullion  we  have  now 
burled  in  the  State  of  our  able  leader,  we  could  not  eventually 
keep  the  totalitarian  powers  out  of  South  America.  If  the 
American  taxpayers  were  to  put  up  about  $2,000,000,000 
a  year  for  the  next  10  years,  we  might  during  the  course  of 
that  time  be  successful  in  keeping  the  totalitarian  powers  out, 
but  eventually  we  would  find  the  totalitarian  powers  ganging 
up  on  us;  we  would  find  that  they  would  use  some  method  by 
which  they  could  get  the  surplus  products  of  South  America 
which  they  must  have. 

In  connection  with  that  thought,  we  must  take  into  con- 
sideration the  fact  that  the  very  things  they  produce  In 
surplus  in  South  America  suad  in  Central  America  are  pro- 
duced here. 

So  I  am  glad  that  we  have  decided  not  to  waste 
$2,000,000,000  annually  of  the  taxpayers'  money  to  try  to 
keep  the  totalitarian  powers  out  of  there.  We  should  bring 
ourselves  to  a  realization  that  the  time  is  soon  to  come  when 
we  shall  have  to  compete  with  the  other  nations  of  the  world 
on  the  question  of  latKir  and  trade. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  earlier  In  the  day  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  (Mr.  VandenbercI  asked  me  as  to  the 
size  of  the  force  required  to  administer  selective  service.  I 
now  have  that  Information,  as  follows: 

Local  boards,  25,000;  appeal  boards,  11.500;  appeal  agents, 
6.500;  doctors,  6,500;  advisory  boards  for  registrants,  65.000, 
making  a  total  of  114.500  required  for  the  personnel  of  the 
selective-service  administration. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  means  an  average  of  practically  one 
appeal  board  for  every  two  local  boards.  What  is  the  neces- 
sity of  having  an  appeal  board  for  every  two  local  boards? 
Why  could  not  an  appeal  board  have  Jurisdiction  over  the 
territory  or  the  work  of  more  than  two  local  boards? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  am  unable  to  answer  that  question. 
I  think  it  is  because  of  the  vohune  of  the  work.    However,  the 


Senator  has  asked  a  very  proper  question,  and  I  shall  look 
into  It. 

Mr.  HILL.    Mr.  President,  wID  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  think  one  object  Is  to  avoid  compelling  those 
who  appeal  to  travel  great  distances. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  assiune  that  the  flgiu^  of  25.000  local 
boards  means  a  board  in  each  county,  or  practically  so.  With 
modern  means  of  transportation  it  seems  to  me  that  an  appeal 
board  might  exercise  jurisdiction  over  several  counties  or 
several  boards.  I  think  that  phase  of  the  question  prob- 
ably ought  to  be  looked  Into,  because  It  strikes  me  that  the 
appeal  boards  are  a  little  top-heavy  as  compared  with  the 
local  boards. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  to  my  good 
friend  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Johnson]  that  I 
have  ascertained  that  during  the  World  War  ministry  stu- 
dents were  exempted  from  liability  for  military  service.  The 
theory  of  the  pending  bill  is  to  operate  on  the  individual,  and 
not  on  any  class  of  individuals,  except  the  class  of  actually 
ordained  ministers.  If  a  divinity  student  can  show  that  he 
is  a  conscientious  objector  to  taking  part  in  war,  he  will  be 
exempted. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Dama- 
HER 1  that  the  War  Department  reported  to  the  Senate  Mili- 
tary Affairs  Committee  that  the  cost  of  the  National  Guard 
and  trainees  would  be  $800,000,000  for  trainees  and  $350,- 
000,000  for  the  National  Guard  during  this  fiscal  year. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECtrriVE  REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES 

Mr.  SHEPPARD,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Capt.  William  Price 
Connally,  Jr.,  Field  Artillery,  for  appointment,  by  transfer, 
to  the  Judge  Advocate  General's  Department,  Regular  Army. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
nominations  of  several  officers  for  appointment  to  temporary 
rank  in  the  Air  Corps,  Regular  Army,  under  the  provisions 
of  law. 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Schwellenbach  in  the 
chair).  If  there  be  no  fuither  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  post- 
masters be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

•niat  concludes  the  calendar. 

RECESS  TO  MONDAY 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  on  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  3  o'clock  and  50  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  Monday,  August 
12.  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  August  9 
{legislative  day  of  August  5),  1940 

POSTMASTERS 
BAWAn 

John  I.  Silva.  Eleele. 

MINNESOTA 

Anna  M.  Manahan,  Chatfleld. 
Bobert  B.  Forrest.  Lake  Wilson. 
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SENATE 

Monday,  August  12,  1940 

•    '  (Legislative  day  of  Monday,  August  5,  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  exiriration 
of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Praser.  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the  Epiph- 
any, Washington.  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  everlasting  God,  who  art  always  more  ready 
to  hear  than  we  to  pray  and  art  wont  to  give  more  than 
either  we  desire  or  deserve :  Pour  down  upKjn  us  the  abundance 
of  Thy  mercy,  forgiving  us  those  things  whereof  cur  conscience 
is  afraid,  and  giving  us  those  good  things  which  we  are  not 
worthy  to  ask  but  through  the  merits  and  qiediation  of 
Jesus  Christ,  Thy  Son,  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley.  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Friday.' August  9,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

!  MESSAGES   FROM   THE   PRESIDENT 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  submitting  nominations,  were  commimicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of  his  secretaries. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonmi. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Downey 

La  Pollette 

Schwellenbach 

Andrews 

Ellender 

Lee 

Sheppard 

AKhurst 

Prazier  . 

Lundeen 

Shipstead 

Austin 

George 

McCarran 

Slattery 

Barbour 

Gerry ', 

McKellar 

Smathers 

Barkley 

Gibson 

McNary 

Stewart 

Bone 

Gillette 

Mead 

Taft 

Bridges 

Glass 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Brown 

Ouffey 

Ml  n  ton 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Bulow 

Gurney 

Murray 

Thomas,  Utah 

Burke 

Hale 

Neely 

Towusend 

Byrd 

Harrison 

Norrls 

Truman 

Byrnes 

Hatch 

Nye 

Tydlngs 

Capper 

Hayden 

O'Mahoney 

Vandenberg 

Chandler 

Herring 

Overton 

Van  Nuys 

Chavez 

Hill 

Pepper 

Wagner 

Clark.  Idaho 

Hoi  man 

Pittman 

Wlveler 

WWite 

Clark.  Mo. 

Holt 

Radcliffe 

Conually . 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reed 

Wiley 

Davis 

John.son.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

Donahrr 

King 

Schwartz 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  I  Mr.  Bailey],  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
BankheadI,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Bilbo],  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mrs.  Cara'way],  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  RxtssellI,  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Hughes],  and  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith] 
are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Green],  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Maloney],  and  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  are  on  a  trip  with  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  inspecting  various  naval  ports  in  New 
England,  and  are,  therefore,  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas]  is  in  camp  with 
the  Illinois  National  Guard,  and  is.  therefore,  unavoidably 
detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut [Mr.  Danaher],  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Lodge],  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey] 
are  necessarily  absent. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-two  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE — ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signatiire  to  the  enrolled  bill 
(S.  4070)  to  provide  for  more  uniform  coverage  of  certain 
persons   employed  in  coal-mining  operations  with  respect 


to  insurance  benefits  provided  for  by  certain  Federal  acts, 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  it  was  signed  by  the  President 
pro  tempore. 

PETITIONS   AND  MEMORIALS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
resolution  of  the  German-American  League  for  Culture,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  favoring  definition  of  the  preparedness 
progranr  so  that  national  defense  may  be  construed  as  defense 
of  the  United  States  and  not  of  any  other  interest  or  inter- 
ests,  which   was   referred   to   the   Committee   on   Military 

AiTairs. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  of  the  Academic 
and  Civil  Rights  Council's  Forum,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  pro- 
testing against  the  enactment  of  compulsory  military-train- 
ing legislation,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  of 
a  memorial  from  Jcrtin  Egan,  of  New  York  City,  N.  Y.,  re- 
monstrating against  the  enactment  of  compulsory  military 
training  legislation,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
committee  on  medical  preparedness  of  the  American  Medical 
Association.  Chicago.  111.,  requesting  that  in  preparing  for 
the  conscription  of  personnel,  provision  be  made  for  the 
continuation  of  medical  education  and  for  exemption  from 
conscription  of  all  medical  students  and  interns  in  accredited 
and  approved  institutions,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  REED  presented  a  memorial  of  161  citizens  of  Hesston, 
Kans.,  remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of  compulsory 
military  training  legislation,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG  presented  memorials  of  simdry  citizens 
of  the  State  of  Michigan,  remonstrating  against  the  enact- 
ment of  compulsory  military  training  legislation,  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Fort  Worth. 
Tex.,  section.  Society  of  Architects,  pledging  cooperation  for 
the  national  defense  and  offering  the  services  of  its  members 
in  any  necessary  capacity,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  KING  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Hawaii  Equal 
Rights  Commission,  favoring  the  deletion  from  House  bill 
9654,  to  extend  for  an  additional  year  the  pro\isions  of  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1937.  of  that  jwrtion  of  the  so-called  McCormack 
amendment  placing  a  limitation  of  29,616  short  tons,  raw 
value,  on  the  amount  of  direct-consumption  sugar  from 
Hawaii,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

BILLS  INTROD17CEO 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  imani- 
mous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

S.  4256.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joe  Shepard;  and 

S.  4257.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  W.  Yoimg  (with  accom- 
panying papers) :  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

S.  4258.  A  bill  to  remove  the  restriction  placed  upon  the 
use  of  certain  lands  acquired  in  connection  with  the  expan- 
sion of  Mitchel  Field,  N.  Y.;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  KING: 

S.  4259.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Albert  K.  Ottenheimer  and 
his  wife  Nora  Bendix  Ottenheimer:  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration. 

By  Mr.  McNARY: 

S.  4260.  A  bill  authorizing  the  appointment  of  certain  per- 
sons as  second  lieutenants  in  the  Regular  Army  Air  Corps;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  HILL: 

S.  4261.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  requisition 
certain  articles  and  materials  for  the  use  of  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

S.  4262.  A  bill  to  fiurther  amend  the  act  of  July  30,  1937. 
authorizing  the  conveyance  of  a  portion  of  the  Stony  Point 
Light  Station  Reservation  to  the  Palisades  Interstate  Park 
Commission;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 
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©tPORTATIOH   OF   CERTAIH  ALIZirS 


Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  introduce  a  bill  for  appropriate  reference.  I  re- 
quest that  the  bill  may  be  read  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S.  4263)  providing  for 
the  deportation  of  certain  aliens,  was  read  the  first  time  by  its 
title,  the  second  time  at  length,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  any  alien  eligible  to  become  a  citizen  of 
the  United  Slates  who  has  been  In  the  United  States  for  5  years  or 
more  and  hiis  not,  within  the  period  of  7  years  immediately  preced- 
ing the  enactment  of  this  act.  filed  a  declaration  of  Intention  to 
become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  does  not,  within  6  months 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act.  file  such  a  declaration 
of  intention  ahall.  upon  the  warrant  of  the  Attorney  General,  be 
taken  Into  custody  and  deported  In  the  mai.ner  provided  in  sec- 
tions 19  and  ao  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  February  5,  1917. 

SEUECnVB  COMPtTLSORY  MnJTAinr  SERVICE AMENDMEKTS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  submitted  amendments  In- 
tended to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (S.  4164)  to  protect 
the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the  United  States  through  a 
system  of  selective  compulsory  military  training  and  service, 
which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  TAPT  submitted  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  Senate  bill  4164. 
supra,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

REVIEW   or   THE   HABAHA   CX)NFEEEKCB   BY   SENATOR   CHAVEZ 

[Mr.  Chavez  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  August  11 
reviewing  the  recent  Habana  Conference,  which  appears  In 
the  Appendix.] 

labor  and  national  defense — ARTICLE  BY  SENATOR  WAGNER  AND 
ARTICLE  FROM  THE  AMERICAN   FEDBRATIONIST 

[Mr.  Wagner  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  entitled  "Elxploding  a  Myth,"  published 
In  the  American  Federationist,  of  the  issue  of  Augtist  1940. 
and  also  an  article  by  himself  from  the  American  Forum  en- 
titled "Does  National  Defense  Require  Modification  of  Exist- 
ing Labor  Laws?"  which  appear  In  the  Appendix.] 

senator    HOLT — ^EDITORIAL    FROM    THE    MOUNT    STERLING     (KY.) 

GAZETTE 

[Mr.  Holt  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  Mount  Sterling  (Ky.)  Gazette 
entitled  "More  Like  Holt  Needed."  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

IRELAND'S  STAND  IN  THE  PRESENT  WAR 

[Mr.  Murray  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  Interview  In  Eire  with  Mr.  Frank  Aiken,  Min- 
ister of  Defense  for  Eire,  by  Dennis  Johnson,  with  respect  to 
the  stand  taken  by  the  Irish  people  in  the  present  war,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

AGREEMENT    BETWEEN    TENNESSEE    VALLEY    AUTHORITY    AND    THE 
TENNESSEE   VALLEY   TRADES  AND   LABOR   COUNCIL 

[Mr.  Schwartz  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  memorandum  of  the  agreement  effective  August 
6.  1940.  between  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  the  Ten- 
nessee Valley  Trades  and  Labor  Council,  which  appears  in  the 
^pendlx.] 


ARTICLE    BY    FREDERICK    J. 


HASKIN    or    CIVILIAN 
COSPS 


CONSERVATION 


[Mr.  Thomas  of  Utah  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
IMinted  in  the  Record  an  article  on  the  Civilian  Conserva- 
tion Corps  by  Frederick  J.  Haskin,  and  also  a  resum6  by  the 
New  York  Times,  which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 


THE      PEXSHINO 


BROADCAST — EDITORIAL 
POST-DISPATCH 


FROM     THI     ST.  L0T7XS 


[Mr.  Wheslee  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  published  in  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dis- 
patch of  Saturday.  August  10.  1940.  entitled  "Who  Inspired 
the  Pershing  Broadcast?"  which  appears  In  the  Appendix.] 

TRANSFER  OF  DESTROYERS 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  a  letter  addressed  to  the  New  York  Times  by 


Charles  C.  Burllngham,  Thomas  D.  Thacher,  George  Rulrfec, 
and  Dean  Acheson  on  August  10, 1940,  relative  to  legal  aspects 
of  the  transfer  of  destroyers,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.  • 

EDITORIAL      FROM      THE       ATLANTIC       CITY      DAILY       WORLD       OW 

CONSCRIPTION 

[Mr.  Smathcts  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Atlantic  City  Daily  World 
on  the  subject  of  conscription,  which  appears  in  the  Ap- 
pendix.] 

SELECTIVE  COMPULSORY  MTLriARY  SERVICl 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4164) 
to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the  United  States 
through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military  training  and 
service. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
senting briefly  what  I  believe  to  be  objections  to  the  proposed 
legislation  now  pending,  objections  which  make  such  legisla- 
tion untenable  unless  we  are  radically  to  change  the  future 
history  of  our  country. 

I  feel  very  deeply  about  this  proposed  legislation.  There 
Is  one  aspect  of  it.  one  objection  to  it.  which  so  far  as  I  know, 
has  received  but  scant  notice.  To  me  that  objection  is  the 
most  serious  of  any.  because  I  think  it  has  direct  bearing 
upon  a  fundamental  principle  which  must  prevail  if  our 
democracy  is  to  be  permanent.  There  are  other  objections  to 
this  bill,  serious  I  think,  but  which  to  me  do  not  present  the 
same  logical  cause  for  opposition  to  the  measure  as  is  pre- 
sented when  we  think  of  the  effect  this  proposed  legislation 
will  have  upon  the  future  of  our  country. 

Compulsory  military  training  in  time  of  peace.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, as  I  see  it.  cannot  long  prevail  in  a  democratic  form  of 
government  without  leading  that  government  into  the  realm 
of  dictatorship. 

I  desire  first.  Mr.  President,  to  pay  my  respects  to  those 
who  favor  this  bill.  I  do  not  question  their  fidelity,  their 
patriotism,  their  ability,  or  their  logic.  We  are  living  in 
times  when  all  of  us,  whether  or  not  we  favor  a  large  stand- 
ing Army,  whether  or  not  we  favor  a  large  Navy,  or  a  large 
air  force,  cannot  be  unmindful  of  world  conditions.  I  con- 
fess that  within  the  past  2  or  3  years,  looking  at  the  ques- 
tion, as  I  beUeve.  fairly  and  honestly  and  conscientiously.  I 
have  been  compelled  to  modify  views  on  this  question  which 
I  have  held  during  all  of  my  mature  life. 

I  take  it  that  no  one  in  the  Senate  wants  to  engulf  this 
country  in  the  world  catastrophe  now  going  on  in  Europe. 
When  I  hear  Senators,  as  I  have  heard  them  in  the  Senate, 
say  they  are  in  favor  of  compulsory  military  training  In 
order  to  keep  us  out  of  war,  having  respect  for  their  opinions, 
their  judgment,  and  their  honesty.  I  am  compelled  to  admit, 
when  I  disagree  with  men  of  such  ability,  there  may  be  some 
doubt  as  to  my  position,  and  yet  to  me  it  is  as  clear  as  the 
noopday  sun. 

I  think  the  great  objection  to  this  legislation  Is  the  effect 
it  will  have  on  the  history  of  our  coimtry  in  the  years  to 
come.  It  will  bring  about  a  radical  change  in  the  historic 
course  we  have  taken  since  the  birth  of  our  Nation.  As  I 
see  It,  Mr.  President,  that  change,  if  it  takes  place,  will  in- 
evitably lead  us  into  a  realm  where  we  will  have  what  we 
are  complaining  about  in  other  nations — a  dictatorship. 
I  can  see  no  escape  from  it.  If  we  are  to  hiave  compulsory 
military  training  in  time  of  peace,  we  shall  put  ourselves  on 
a  level  with  the  dictator  nations  of  the  world.  To  me,  it 
seems  perfectly  clear,  and  It  is  with  a  feeling  of  hesitancy 
and  of  great  regret  that  I  take  the  floor  now  to  give  expres- 
sion to  my  views  on  the  question  as  they  pertain  to  the  effect 
of  this  bill  upon  our  history  as  a  government. 

In  my  opposition  to  this  legislation.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not 
thinking  so  much  of  today  as  I  am  of  tomorrow.  I  am  think- 
ing of  the  children  who  are  still  unborn  and  of  the  future 
mothers  and  fathers  who  are  now  the  little  children  of  our 
Nation  if  we  establish  compulsory  military  training  in  time 
of  peace.  I  am  thinking  of  the  little  child  when  he  first 
opens  his  eyes  and  gets  a  view  of  his  surroundings.  I  am 
thinking  of  the  environment  In  which  he  will  have  to  llTe. 
I  am  thinking  of  how  it  will  affect  all  our  descendants  to  be 
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bom  In  an  atmosphere  where  the  prevailing  and  most  Im- 
portant thing  connected  with  their  lives  is  service  in  a  con- 
scripted army,  devoting  all  or  most  of  their  lives  to  learning 
hew  to  murder  and  to  slay,  even  though  it  be  called  war. 

I  wish  I  could  impress  upon  my  fellow  Members  and  upon 
the  people  of  the  country  what  I  think  is  the  important  thing 
we  ought  to  consider.  When  a  Lttle  child  is  born  in  a  coun- 
try controlled  by  an  army,  the  chief  end  in  view  for  every 
boy  will  be  that  some  day  he  must  attain  a  place  in  a  military 
establishment  where  he  can  learn  how  to  fight  and  how  to 
murder.  He  will  know  no  other  atmosphere.  He  will  live  in 
no  other  atmosphere.  He  has  come  into  a  world  dominated 
by  militarism.  He  has  come  into  a  world  where  the  ruler 
eventually  will  care  more  for  training  his  people  in  the  arts 
of  warfare  than  for  training  them  in  the  arts  of  peace. 

It  never  has  been  that  way  in  this  country.  We  have  lived 
in  an  environment  of  peace  all  our  lives,  except  for  an  occa- 
sional war.  We  were  not  always  warlike.  We  were  not 
always  learning  how  to  kill  our  fellow  men,  against  whom 
we  had  no  grudge,  against  whom  we  had  no  enmity,  and  for 
whom  we  had  a  fellowship  of  kindness  and  of  love.  Yet,  sur- 
rounded by  a  military  force  that  engulfs  everything  else  with 
It,  the  children  of  the  future  will  come  Into  a  world  where 
all  those  attributes  will  he  absent,  and  they  will  not  see  them; 
they  will  not  observe  them.  They  will  grow  up  in  a  country 
where  the  eventual  ambition  of  every  boy  will  be  to  see  how 
far  he  can  ascend  on  the  military  ladder.  The  finer  sensi- 
bilities of  human  nature  will  be  absent.  TTie  finer  sensibili- 
ties of  peace  and  love  for  one's  fellow  man  will  have  disap- 
peared. They  will  not  be  there.  The  child  will  not  see  them 
as  he  grows  up.  The  predominating  thing  in  the  life  of  the 
Nation  and  the  individual  will  be  to  know  how  to  fight  and 
how  to  kill. 

Will  that  aflfect  human  nature?  I  think  it  will.  I  think 
it  will  change  it.  It  will  revolutionize  it.  Mothers  and  fath- 
ers will  grow  up  In  this  atmosphere,  knowing  nothing  about 
the  finer  attributes  of  living  in  peace  and  harmony  with  their 
neighbors.  They  will  think  only  of  the  exploits  of  generals, 
ol  battles  in  which  millions  of  men  are  killed.  They  will 
think  that  Is  the  great  end  of  life.  They  will  look  with  pride 
upon  their  little  children,  but  will  not  undertake  to  guide 
their  footsteps  In  any  other  direction.  They  will  know  of  no 
other  direction  themselves.  Everything  will  be  military. 
They  will  learn  to  fight,  and  to  die.  if  necessary,  at  the  com- 
mand of  the  niler.  That  is  the  kind  of  a  world  into  which 
compulsory  military  training  brings  us.  The  finer  things  of 
life  are  blotted  out;  they  disappear.  To  my  mind  that  Is  the 
greatest  objection  to  the  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  President,  I  traveled  in  Germany  at  one  time,  the  only 
time  I  have  ever  been  in  Europe.  It  was  in  a  time  of  peace, 
many  years  ago.  I  had  just  entered  upon  my  service  in  the 
House  of  Representatives.  There  was  not  a  war  cloud  in 
the  sky.  The  world  was  at  peace.  With  a  small  committee 
of  the  other  House  of  Congress  I  went  to  Berlin.  I  went  there 
a  day  or  two  before  the  great  national  military  maneuvers 
took  place,  and,  with  three  or  four  of  my  colleagues,  I  was 
Invited  to  see  the  maneuvers.  The  Kaiser,  learning  that 
Members  of  the  American  Congress  were  there  and  desired 
to  see  the  maneuvers,  sent  an  ofBcial  carriage  for  our  accom- 
modation. We  drove  into  the  country  where  one  of  the  great- 
est armies  I  had  ever  seen  was  on  parade.  There  was  mili- 
tary marching,  there  was  the  artillery,  there  was  the  cavalry. 
It  was  a  great  day  in  Germany.  Every  German,  from  the 
little  child  just  out  Df  the  cradle  to  the  gray-haired  man  tot- 
tering to  his  approaching  grave,  was  wildly  enthusiastic 
about  that  day. 

We  saw  the  maneuvers.  There  was  on  our  carriage  some 
kind  of  a  mark.  I  myself  did  not  see  it.  but  there  was  some 
mark  on  the  side  of  it.  some  designation,  which  indicated  that 
It  was  a  royal  carriage,  and  when  the  little  boy  and  girl  in 
the  street,  the  young  man  and  the  young  woman,  saw  that 
carriage,  although  they  did  not  know  who  was  in  it,  they  took 
off  their  hats,  and  saluted  the  carriage.  It  had  a  mark  of 
royalty  on  it.  It  was  a  great  thing  for  them  to  salute  It.  It 
gave  them  a  thrill.  It  made  them  proud  of  their  country. 
There  was  an  emblem  of  royalty,  there  was  an  emblem  of 


dictatorship,  perhaps  not  Isirger  than  one's  hand,  on  the  side 
of  the  carriage,  which  said  to  them,  •'Here  Is  something  which 
in  some  way  is  related  to  divinity  itself," 

The  Army  was  greater  than  anj^hing  else  in  the  country. 
Men  and  women  of  all  classes  were  one  in  their  attitude  to- 
ward it.  because  they  had  grown  up  in  that  atmosphere.  They 
never  knew  what  It  was  to  live  in  any  other.  Hence  they 
were  not  to  be  blamed.  Their  attitude  was  perfectly  nat- 
ural. It  was  human  nature.  That  was  the  greatest  day  of 
the  year  for  all  the  citizens  of  that  great  empire. 

The  different  provinces  had  their  yearly  military  celebra- 
tion. I  traveled  in  different  sections  of  the  empire.  I  would 
be  awakened  in  the  night  by  the  sound  of  the  tramp,  tramp, 
tramp  upon  the  streets,  and  when  I  rose  from  my  bed  in  the 
early  morning  I  saw  men  in  uniform  plodding  along.  I  saw 
the  cannon;  I  saw  the  cavalry  at  that  early  hour  marching 
to  some  place  where  military  maneuvers  demanded  their 
presence.  The  whole  country  was  alive  with  the  military 
spirit. 

Mr.  President,  what  effect  did  that  have  upon  the  people? 
That  had  been  going  on  in  that  country  for  many  years.  No 
one  lived  there  then  who  knew  any  other  life.  It  was  always 
the  same.    Their  natures  were  changed,  were  perverted. 

When  an  oflBcer  of  the  Army  happened  to  stroll  along  the 
sidewalk,  with  his  sword  dangling  by  his  side,  little  children 
and  grown-up  men  and  women  would  get  off  the  sidewalk  in 
order  that  he  might  pass.  They  had  no  feeling  of  resentment. 
They  were  proud  to  give  way  to  the  soldier.  They  were  glad 
of  the  opportunity  to  get  a  glimpse  of  him  as  he  passed. 

I  rode  on  a  train  through  the  country.  It  was  in  Septem- 
ber. The  fall  crops  were  being  gathered.  I  saw  mostly 
women  in  the  fields.  I  remember  a  hay  field  we  passed  one 
day.  About  a  dozen  women  were  on  that  little  farm,  some 
with  rakes,  some  taking  the  hay  up  and  putting  it  in  piles 
by  hand,  some  with  pitchforks.  There  was  one  man,  and  he 
was  driving  the  only  team  in  sight.  He  sat  in  the  seat  and 
drove  the  mowing  machine.  There  was  only  one  man,  but 
there  were  a  dozen  or  two  dozen  women.  I  said  to  the  man 
at  my  side,  a  German  with  whom  I  had  been  talking  for  some 
time,  "Where  are  the  men?"  The  answer  came,  "In  the 
Army."    Yes,  they  were  in  the  Army. 

Those  women  were  proud  of  what  they  were  doing.  They 
had  never  known  any  other  condition,  and  they  were  willing 
to  toil  in  the  sim  and  do  labor  which  we  would  do  almost 
anything  to  prevent  our  women  doing.  They  were  willing  to 
toil  and  sweat  their  lives  away  in  order  that  their  sons  and 
their  husbands  might  be  supported  In  the  Army  and  learn  to 
be  soldiers. 

There  was  no  dissatisfaction.  If  we,  too.  had  always  that 
kind  of  an  atmosphere  surrounding  us.  there  would  be  none 
here.  If  we  were  bom  and  reared  In  such  an  atmosphere. 
we  might  never  know  of  the  happier  things  of  life— of  the 
dearer  things.  We  might  not  know  anything  about  the  love 
and  affection  which  the  lowly  Nazarene  said  we  should  bear 
to  our  brethren.  That  would  all  have  been  forgotten  and 
cast  aside.  We  would  be  military  men.  One-half  of  the 
people  would  toil  in  misery  and  drudgery  that  the  other  half 
might  be  clothed  in  uniforms  and  learn  how  to  handle  muskets 
and  other  weapons. 

Do  we  want  that  in  our  country?  Is  not  that  the  differeqce 
between  a  dictatorship  and  a  democracy?  Do  we  want  to 
convert  our  country  into  that  kind  of  a  place?  It  seems  to 
me,  although  the  thought  may  be  bitter,  that  rather  than 
put  my  country  into  that  kind  of  condition  I  would  rather 
see  the  end  come  and  cross  the  river  Into  eternity.  If  that 
is  all  this  life  means,  then  life,  indeed,  as  I  see  it.  is  a  failure — 
and  that  Is  what  It  means.  Senators.  We  may  not  believe  it, 
but  I  think  that  in  your  hearts,  when  you  consider  It,  you 
must  realize  that  what  I  say  is  true. 

What  are  the  dictator  nations?  Who  are  they,  prowling 
around,  tramping  upon  innocent  people?  Someone  said. 
"Think  of  Holland,  think  of  Denmark,  think  of  Czechoslo- 
vakia." The  fate  that  has  befallen  them  is  the  reason  why, 
it  is  indicated,  we  should  pass  the  pending  measure.  There 
may  be  something  in  that  argument  when  applied  to  Europe. 
but  there  is  absolutely  nothing  in  it  when  applied  here.    If 
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we  were  a  small  country,  with  a  nation  controlled  by  a 
dictator  next  to  us,  I  can  understand  that  we  might  feel 
our  salvation  depended  upon  arming  ourselves  to  the  teeth 
and  training  all  our  people  so  they  would  know  how  to  fight 
if  war  came.  The  argument  for  arming  may  apply  to 
Europe,  but  the  logic  that  applies  to  Europe  does  not  apply 
altogether  to  America.  If  we  were  a  nation  In  Europe,  sur- 
rounded by  dictator  powers,  I  should  feel  differently.  I 
think  it  can  easily  be  shown  that  a  condition  such  as  exists 
in  Europe  does  not  exist  on  this  side  of  the  ocean,  and,  not 
only  that,  but  that  there  is  no  danger  of  such  a  situation 
existing  here,  provided  we  do  what  we  have  already  imder- 
taken  to  do — increase  our  Navy,  increase  our  air  force,  and 
increase  our  standing  Army,  as  we  have  already  provided  for. 
We  have  passed  legislation  providing  for  practically  doubling 
the  standing  Army.  We  have  given  the  President  authority  | 
to  call  out  the  National  Guard.  I  would  not  have  been  will- 
ing to  do  that  10  years  ago,  but.  Mr.  President,  I  voted  for 
that  legislation  now  because  I  am  not  unmindful  of  world 
conditions,  and  I  thought  it  was  necessary  for  us  to  take  the 
course  we  have  taken. 

But.  Mr.  President,  Is  there  no  limit  to  all  this?  Is  there 
no  place  on  God's  earth  for  men  who  want  to  be  peaceful, 
who  want  to  love  their  fellow  men,  who  want  to  live  in  peace 
and  harmony?  Has  the  world  gone  so  far  astray  that  there 
is  no  nook  or  comer  in  it  for  any  except  those  who  want  to 
flght  and  kill?  If  that  be  true,  then  the  world  Is  not  worth 
saving.  If  that  be  true,  and  we  are  to  live  only  to  see  how 
big  an  Army  and  how  strong  a  Navy  we  can  get  for  the  pur- 
pose of  killing  Innocent  people,  or  even  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
fending our  shores  from  a  war-mad  world  ruled  by  dictators, 
then  life  has  lost  all  the  attributes  and  all  the  adjuncts  that 
make  it  happy  and  that  make  us  love  our  homes,  our  fellow 
men,  and  our  children. 

Mr.  President,  when  I  was  in  Germany  and  looked  over  its 
fields  and  saw  women  working  in  them.  I  asked,  "Where  are 
the  men?"  If  compulsory  military  training  is  adopted  in 
the  United  States,  and  conscription  becomes  our  national 
policy,  50  years  from  now  travelers  In  our  country  will  see 
women  in  the  fields,  will  see  women  digging  potatoes,  putting 
up  the  hay,  picking  com,  threshing  wheat,  because  the  men 
will  be  in  the  Army.  I  had  rather  not  have  a  coimtry,  if  that 
Is  the  kind  of  country  we  must  have.  As  I  see  the  situation, 
however,  there  is  no  reason  for  our  having  such  a  country. 

Hitler,  perhaps  the  greatest  dictator  in  the  world,  is,  I  be- 
lieve, hated  by  more  peace-loving  people  throughout  the  civi- 
lized world  than  any  other  man.  Stalin  rules  great  Russia. 
Mussolini  rules  Italy.  Then  there  Is  also  Japan.  Those  four 
nations  are  dictator  nations.  Every  one  of  those  dictators  is 
dreaming  of  the  time  when  his  particular  nation  shall  rule 
the  world.     This  is  a  natural  result  of  dictatorship. 

Hitler  dreams  of  tliat  time,  and  so  do  many  of  his  people. 
Stalin  dreams  of  that  time  and  so  do  many  of  his  people.  The 
same  thing  is  true  of  Mussolini  and  the  Italian  people;  It 
holds  true  with  respect  to  Japan.  Each  dictator  believes  the 
country  over  which  he  rules  occupies  a  superior  place  in  his- 
tory, is  a  superior  product  of  the  handiwork  of  God  Almighty, 
and  that  his  people  are  destined  eventually  to  rule  the  world. 
That  is  what  the  Kaiser  thought  in  his  day.  That  is  wliat 
Hitler  thinks.  That  is  what  his  people  believe,  and  what  tha 
Kaiser's  people  believed,  and  it  is  perfectly  natural  that  they 
should  do  so,  because  it  Is  human  nature. 

When  the  finer  sensibilities  of  life  are  blotted  out,  and 
nothing  is  left  but  a  desire  for  gtms  and  arms  and  the  de- 
struction of  others,  one  of  the  things  that  buoys  up  a  people 
and  builds  up  their  hopes  is  the  feeling  that  they  are 
destined  to  rule  the  world.  Hitler  dreams  of  the  time  when 
he  can  do  so.  So  it  Is  with  the  three  other  dictators;  they 
dream  of  the  time  when  their  respective  coimtries  shall  be 
*'   all-powerful. 

How  can  any  one  of  them  attain  his  ambition,  and  reach 
the  position  which  he  thinks  his  ];)eople  should  occupy  un- 
less he  eliminates  the  other  three?  That,  I  believe  will  be 
the  salvation  of  civilization.  The  one  bright  hope,  it  seems  to 
me,  is  that  these  dictators,  suspicious  now  of  each  other. 


enemies  at  heart  right  now.  Jealous  of  each  other,  will  fight 
among  themselves.  They  will  have  to.  In  his  journey  toward 
the  goal  to  control  the  world,  each  dictator  will  have  to  cross 
the  path  of  another  dictator  seeking  likewise  to  control  the 
world,  and  when  the  course  of  elimination  commences  and 
they  flght  each  other  there  will  dawn  a  brighter  day  for 
democracy. 

So  far  the  dictators  have  taken  one  nation  after  another, 
adding  them  to  their  domains.  That  they  may  eventually 
come  to  us,  I  concede.  I  concede  they  would  like  to  conquer 
the  United  States.  It  goes  without  sayihg  that  every  one  of 
them  would  like  to  do  that.  But  what  must  they  do,  Mr. 
President,  before  they  can  conquer  us?  They  must  first  of 
all  overcome  our  air  force  and  our  Navy.  With  the  large  ex- 
panse of  sea  which  must  be  crossed,  who  thinks  for  a  moment 
that  they  could  land  a  single  soldier  upon  American  soil, 
unless  they  had  first  destroyed  our  Navy  and  our  air  force? 
Where  are  the  transports  now  In  all  Europe  that  will  bring 
their  men  across  the  ocean?  If  they  know  anything,  they 
know  enough  not  to  start  at  the  present  time.  To  do  so,  it 
seems  to  me,  would  be  perfectly  foolish.  I  may  be  wrong  in 
my  judgment,  about  that.  Perhaps  I  ought  to  apologize  to 
Senators  who  do  not  agree  with  my  position  and  v/ho  favor 
the  bin  when  I  make  the  statement  that  It  is  perfectly  foolish 
to  think  that  an  enemy  could  land  on  our  shores.  I  will  mod- 
ify the  statement  by  saying  that  it  seems  to  me  it  is  foolish 
to  think  that  such  an  attempt  will  be  made. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  My  attention  was  called  the  other  day  to 
a  speech  made  by  the  now  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Stlmson. 
He  made  It  before  our  entrance  into  the  last  war.  I  have  a 
copy  of  It  in  my  oflBce  which  I  intend  to  call  to  the  Senate's 
attention  later  6n.  In  that  speech,  Mr.  Stlmson  predicted, 
before  we  got  Into  the  last  war.  that  at  that  particular  time, 
if  E:ngland  and  Prance  should  lose  the  war.  the  Germans  cotild 
land — I  think  the  figures  were — three-himdred-and-ninety- 
odd-thousand  men  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard  and  also  80.000 
animals.  He  predicted  that  with  a  force  of  390,000  men  and 
80.000  animals  the  United  States  of  America  could  then  be 
captured.  He  went  on  to  point  out  that  they  would  first 
come  up  the  Potomac  and  take  Washington ;  next  they  would 
take  Philadelphia  and  New  York  City,  and  then  the  whole 
country  would  collapse.  That  is  the  same  kind  of  story  we 
are  hearing  at  the  present  time.  He  said  that  with  such  a 
force  of  390,000  men  and  80,000  animals  the  Kaiser  could  take 
the  United  States  of  America. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  I  will  have  to 
apologize  now  when  I  say  I  think  that  idea  is  foolish;  I  think 
It  is  silly;  It  Is  preposterous.  What  is  Hitler  doing  now  with 
22  miles  of  water  to  cross?  He  cannot  get  over  to  England. 
Where  are  the  transports  to  carry  his  troops.  I  predict  that 
before  he  takes  England  many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  his 
soldiers  will  be  at  the  bottom  of  the  sea,  even  though  he  should 
finally  succeed  In  Invading  England. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the 
Senator  again? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yesterday  I  read  in  the  Washington  Star 
a  statement  which  purports  to  quote  a  British  oflQcer: 

If  an  attempted  "blitzkrieg"  is  not  launched  before  then,  ob- 
servers predict  It  wlU  never  come,  for  when  favorable  weather 
returns  In  the  spring  the  British  are  determined  to  Mlze  tha 
advantage. 

"We  are  not  afraid  Hitler  will  try  to  invade  ub,"  one  officer 
commented.     "We  are  afraid  he  won't." 

England  is  22  miles  away;  and  yet  it  has  been  intimated  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  Mr.  Hitler  may  come  over  at  any 
moment  and  attack  the  United  States.  The  British  are  22 
miles  away  and  the  British  ofiBcer  is  saying,  "We  are  not  afraid 
Hitler  will  try  to  invade  us.    We  are  afraid  he  won't." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrleld? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  know  who  the  officer  referred  to 
may  have  been,  but  if  he  represents  the  British  Government, 
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and  the  British  are  afraid  that  Hitler  will  not  invade  Eng- 
land, why  are,  they  going  to  such  desperate  lengths  to  keep 
him  from  invading  England? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  say — although  I  do 
not  rememt)er  the  exact  language  quoted  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana — that  the  British  want  him  to  try  to  invade  England. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  not  what  the  officer  said.  He  said 
that  the  British  are  afraid  he  will  not  try  to  invade  England. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    That  is  an  entirely  different  thing. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  b?g  the  Senator's  pardon.    He  did  not 
understand  the  language.    The  ofiBcer  is  reported  to  have  said. 
i    "We  are  not  afraid  Hitler  will  try  to  invade  us.    We  are  afraid 
he  won't." 

In  other  words,  they  are  afraid  Hitler  will  not  try  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  misunderstood  the  language:  but  the 
point  is  still  the  same.  Of  course,  there  is  a  difference.  I  do 
not  wish  to  interrupt  the  Senator  to  go  into  the  possibilities 
of  an  invasion  of  this  country;  but  there  is  one  thing  which  I 
think  probably  makes  a  difference  in  the  basis  of  argument 
and  posoibility.  I  presume  that  as  much  of  the  British  Navy 
as  is  regarded  as  necessary,  or  as  much  as  can  be  concen- 
trated, is  concentrated  in  the  English  Channel,  which  is  22 
miles  wide  at  the  narrowest  point. 

i  So  the  response  to  any  German  effort  to  invade  England  Is 
concentrated  in  a  small  area.  If  the  conditions  should  resolve 
themselves  in  such  a  way  as  to  afford  two  oceans,  almost  from 
the  Norths  Pole  to  .  r.s  South  Pole,  over  which  any  enemy 
might  attack  anotuer  country,  it  strikes  me  that  it  would 
present  a  different  situation  from  that  in  which  the  defense 
is  concentrated  within  a  few  miles,  with  the  entire  force  of 
'  defense  at  one  place,  and  not  scattered  over  thousands  of 
miles  of  territory  or  water. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  might  be;  but  if  an  attempt  such  as  the 
^  Senator  from  Montana  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  have 
been  discussing  should  be  made,  if  by  reason  of  a  large  ex- 
panse of  coast  we  would  not  know  just  where  the  enemy  was 
going  to  land.  I  ask  the  Senator  frj^  Kentucky  whether  or 
not  he  thinks  Hitler  now  has  transports  to  carry  100,000  men 
or  200.000  men  to  any  point  m  the  Atlantic  coast,  and  an- 
other transport  system  to  trpnsfer  a  similar  number  of  men 
to  the  Pacific  coast,  or  if  the  Senator  thinks  Hitler  could  come 
from  Germany  to  either  the  Pacific  coast  or  the  Atlantic 
coast  without  our  Navy  knowing  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  I  should  not  say  that.  I  do  not  know 
the  strength  of  the  German  transport  system.  I  presume  it 
is  nothing  compared  to  that  of  the  British. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     It  is  practically  nothing,  of  course. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    All  this  is  in  the  realm  of  speculation. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  think  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  think  anybody  knows  in  advance 
what  may  happen;  but  if  we  can  conceive  of  such  a  situ- 
ation as  that  England  is  defeated  and  her  transport  system 
is  taken  by  the  successful  aggressor,  laying  aside  her  navy — 
.  because  we  see  statements  in  the  newspapers  that  before 
the  British  would  turn  over  their  navy  to  the  enemy  they 
woiild  sink  It  or  send  it  to  Canada.  Australia,  or  somewhere, 
else — leaving  the  navy  out  of  it  altogether,  the  German  peo- 
ple are  highly  skilled  in  the  mechanical  arts.  They  are  inven- 
tive, and  they  have  the  mechanical  genius  which  enables 
them  to  do  things  of  a  mechanical  nature  probably  as  suc- 
cessfully and  as  rapidly  as  any  other  nation  in  the  world. 
Regardless  of  the  outcome  of  the  European  war.  assuming 
that  at  the  moment  Germany  could  not  transport  100.000 
men  to  the  Western  Hemisphere,  that  does  not  mean  that  in 
a  year  or  two.  if  the  Germans  saw  fit  to  undertake  it.  they 
could  not.  with  their  Inventive  genius,  create  a  transport 
system  which  could  transport  infinitely  more  than  100,000 
men.  However.  I  realize  that  It  would  be  the  business  of  our 
Navy  not  only  to  know  about  It  in^  advance,  but  to  do  every- 
thing possible  to  prevent  it. 

However,  the  point  I  was  undertaking  to  make  was  that 
with  such  a  wide  expanse  of  territory  and  water  it  is  easier 
to  land  on  a  shore  or  make  an  attack  than  it  would  be  when 
the  operations  of  both  the  aggressor  and  the  defenders  axe 
concentrated  in  a  small  territory. 


Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  expressed 
one  Idea  which  I  think  has  much  reason  in  it.  He  says  that, 
while  Hitler  probably  would  not  want  to  attack  us  right  away, 
in  2  or  3  years  he  could  build  up  a  transport  system.  What 
have  we  provided  for  in  the  way  of  building  up  oiu-  Navy? 
We  have  gone  far  beyond  the  imagination  of  most  men.  We 
have  laid  the  foimdation.  The  Senator  is  correct  in  saying 
that  Hitler  would  require  2  or  3  years  to  prepare  to  attack 
us.  He  cannot  bring  his  Army  over  in  rowboats.  He  has  no 
transport  system  to  fight  the  waves  of  the  ocean  and  bring 
an  army  over  here.  Probably  his  Army  would  be  destroyed 
or  drowned  l)efore  it  could  reach  our  shores.  But  if  Hitler 
undertakes  to  build  up  a  transport  system,  we  are  building  up 
a  navy.  I  am  not  trying  to  prevent  it.  I  voted  for  it.  I 
think  we  ought  to  do  it,  because  that  is  the  way  we  ought  to 
meet  that  kind  of  a  tyrant. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  speak  as  an  expert,  of  course,  but 
merely  as  a  result  of  common  observation.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  realizes  that  it  is  iMssible  to  build  up  a  transport 
system  of  boats  to  carry  soldiers  much  more  readily  than  to 
build  battleships.  We  have  approjM-iated  enormous  simis  to 
build  battleships. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     We  have  a  few  on  hand  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  have  a  few  on  hand,  yes;  but  we  have 
not  on  hand  as  many  as  we  had  15  years  ago. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     We  are  doing  the  best  we  can. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ  rose. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  For  a  period  of  12  years  not  a  single  bat- 
tleship was  laid  down  for  construction  in  this  country.  In  the 
past  7  years  10  have  been  laid  down,  and  we  have  appropri- 
ated for  more.  According  to  the  statement  of  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  however — and  I  think 
it  is  an  accurate  statement  supported  by  the  testimony  of 
representatives  of  the  Navy  Department — it  will  be  1946  be- 
fore those  ships  are  completed  and  become  a  part  of  our  Navy. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    By  1946  we  shall  have  a  two-ocean  Navy. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  By  1946  we  shall  have  a  navy  greater  than 
any  that  has  ever  existed  in  the  history  of  the  world.  It 
will  be  1946  before  Mr.  Hitler  will  have  his  navy  and  his 
transport  system  built  up  sufficiently  to  come  across  the 
Atlantic  to  attack  us.  I  think  that  is  a  conservative  state- 
ment. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  The  suggestion  I  desired  to  make  was 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  DONAHEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  DONAHEY.  Does  the  able  Senator  know  any  sound 
economic  reason  for  Nation-wide  conscription  at  the  mo- 
ment? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not.  That  question  reminds  me  of 
what  I  think  I  ought  to  say  in  answer  to  the  interruption  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BarkixyL  Assume  all 
those  things  to  be  true;  assume  that  Hitler  can  start  next 
week  to  invade  the  United  States;  assume  that  he  can  bind 
all  the  dictators,  and  do  it  within  30  days;  what  good  would 
the  pending  bill  do  to  prevent  it?  Not  a  bit  in  the  world.  If 
such  a  thing  is  going  to  happen,  it  would  be  absolutely  use- 
less to  pass  this  bill  and  expect  the  working  of  the  bUl  to 
prevent  it. 

Mr.  BARBCLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  is  not  going  to  be  a  speedy  occurrence. 
Let  us  not  deceive  ourselves.  The  bill  provides  for  compul- 
sory military  training  in  time  of  peace.  If  it  stays  on  the 
statute  books,  it  means  that  eventually  we  are  to  have  in  the 
Army  every  able-bodied  man  in  the  United  States  He  is 
going  to  be  trained.  Every  child  who  grows  up  will  be 
trained.  Not  a  single  one  will  escape.  We  shall  have  an 
army,  God  knows  how  big.  In  time  of  peace,  and  the  rest  of 
us  will  be  down  in  the  dirt,  struggling  to  make  some  money 
to  keep  that  army  in  existence. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  DoNAHirrI  asked  if  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  knew 
of  any  economic  reason  why  this  bill  should  pass.  Of  course, 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  answered  that  he  did  not.  It 
has  not  been  my  imderstanding  that  the  bill  is  based  upon 
economics. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Very  well.  Let  us  eliminate  that  factor 
from  the  question. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  Is  not  based  upon  economic  need.  It 
Is  more  military  than  economic.  Otherwise,  it  would  not  be 
projected.         i 

I  do  not  want  to  take  the  Senator's  time,  but  he  is  always 
Interesting  and  always  fair.  I  like  to  interrupt  him,  be- 
cause I  get  information,  and  get  an  honest  expression  of 
views;  but  I  shall  not  do  it  ad  libitimi. 

Assuming,  however,  the  premise  laid  down  by  the  Senator, 
that,  if  Hitler  is  coming  over  here  to  invade  us.  this  bill 
cannot  prevent  it — granting  that,  for  the  sake  of  the  argu- 
ment— does  not  the  Senator  think  that  if  he  should  do  that, 
even  though  this  bill  would  not  prevent  him  from  doing  it, 
we  ought  to  be  as  well  prepared  to  meet  him  when  he  gets 
here  as  we  possibly  can  be? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes;  I  agree  to  that;  and  I  think  we  are. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    As  to  that  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  admit  that  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion: 
but.  in  my  Judgment,  assuming,  as  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
do.  that  the  direst  things  that  are  prophesied  by  any  of  the 
advocates  of  this  bill  will  happen,  assuming  that  their 
prophecies  will  all  come  true,  and  that  Hitler.  Stalin.  Musso- 
lini, and  Japan  are  coming  over  here  next  week,  this  bill  will 
not  help  us  at  all.  If  they  delay,  as  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky has  said,  they  will  have  to  do.  if  they  have  good  sense, 
as,  of  course,  they  have,  it  will  take  them  2  or  3  years  to 
get  ready.  In  the  meantime  we  have  a  standing  Army  of 
375,000  men;  we  have  a  Navy,  probably,  as  good  as  any  navy 
in  the  world  today:  we  have  a  flying  force  which  is  being 
enlarged.  Even  if  we  should  embark  on  war  tomorrow,  we 
could  enter  upon  a  program  of  further  enlarging  our  flying 
force,  and  increase  it  rapidly. 

What  must  an  enemy  army  do?  First,  it  must  destroy  us 
in  the  air;  second,  it  must  destroy  our  Navy:  third,  it  must 
destroy  our  standing  Army  and  the  National  Guard,  number- 
ing, all  told,  about  700.000  men.  I  concede  that  it  is  reason- 
able to  assume  that  these  dictators  must  take  some  time,  but 
how  long  will  it  be  after  they  commence  before  we  can  train 
an  army  that  will  be  as  good  as  any  army  In  the  world?  If 
we  train  an  army  today,  and  get  it  in  flne  shape,  in  6  months 
from  now  It  will  have  retrograded,  not  because  we  want  it  to 
do  so  but  l)ecause  that  is  the  way  of  Nature.  It  will  not  be 
so  good  after  a  lapse  of  time.  An  army  can  be  trained  in  a 
year's  time  and  be  made  very  efficient. 

I  should  like  to  have  such  an  army,  if  needed,  called  out  by 
the  selective  draft.  I  am  not  opposing  that  method.  We 
adopted  it  In  the  World  War,  and  I  think  it  worked  well. 
I  think  it  Is  fair;  I  think  it  is  the  fairest  way  to  get  an  army. 
It  divides  the  burdens  up  equally  among  all  classes  of  people 
who  ought  to  be  in  the  Army.  I  am  not  opposing  the  selec- 
tive-draft method  of  raising  an  army;  I  am  opposing  the  Idea 
as  a  permanent  proposition  to  engraft  conscription  onto 
our  civilization,  thus  turning  the  clock  back  a  thousand  years. 
There  never  will  be  any  possibility  afterward  when  It  Is  flnally 
engrafted  on  our  system  of  oiu-  ever  getting  out  of  it  except 
in  the  way  Hitler  is  going  to  get  out  of  it. 

After  such  an  army  has  been  built  up.  and  many  of  the 
young  men  of  the  coimtry  are  in  it,  and  are  armed  to  the 
teeth,  what  will  happen  to  the  Army?  What  will  happen 
to  us? 

What  happened  in  Germany?  What  is  the  history  of  such 
armies?  It  is  the  same  evenrwhere.  We  will  put  a  chip  on 
our  shoulders.  Do  not  get  away  from  the  idea  that  if  we  have 
a  permanent  draft  army  always  standing  in  arms  they  will 
flnd  a  way  to  fight.  They  will  do  as  armies  of  dictators  have 
done  throughout  the  history  of  the  world:  they  will  do  as 
Stalin  did  in  the  little  republics  in  the  Baltic  Sea;  they  will 
do  as  Hitler  did  in  Denmark  and  other  countries:  they  will 
do  as  Mussolini  did  in  Ethiopia  and  Albania.    If  we  have  such 


an  army  and  keep  it  permanently  In  time  of  peace,  armed  to 
the  teeth  those  who  compose  it  will  know  nothing  else,  espe- 
cially if  the  predominant  idea  is  a  big  army  alwasrs  able  to 
fight.  We  cannot  escape  what  nature  imposes  upon  all 
people. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  There  will  be 
Inculcated  In  the  minds  of  those  soldiers  and  of  the  people 
at  home  the  Idea  that  they  should  not  take  anything  from 
anybody,  and  the  next  thing  will  be  to  take  anything  they 
want  from  anybody  who  is  not  able  to  defend  himself. 

Mr.  President.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  grant  everything 
advocated  by  those  who  favor  this  bill,  their  argument  falls 
to  the  ground.  The  enactment  of  the  bill  would  not  do  any 
good  so  far  as  the  present  emergency  is  concerned. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  is  it  not  a  fact 
that  this  scheme  for  universal  compulsory  military  service 
in  time  of  peace  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  so- 
called  present  emergency? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Nothing  whatever. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  But  It  Is  an  old  scheme  for  the 
purpose  of  engrafting  a  system  of  universal  compulsory  mili- 
tary service  In  time  of  peace  in  the  United  States. 

I  saw  almost  Identically,  though  not  precisely,  the  same 
scheme  as  that  of  the  so-called  Burke-Wadsworth  bill,  which 
has  been  written  by  Mr.  Grenvllle  Clark,  as  I  understand, 
before  I  came  home  from  FYance  during  the  World  War. 
That  plan  had  been  prepared  at  that  time  by  Gen.  H.  B. 
PIske,  Assistant  Chiel  of  Staff  (O.  5)  at  the  general  headquar- 
ters. I  happened  to  see  this  plan  in  my  capacity  as  a  Gen- 
eral Staff  officer.  I  was  not  permitted  to  have  a  copy  of  it; 
but  I  was  required  to  Initial  the  draft  of  the  plan  as  soon  as  I 
had  read  it,  and  then  I  sent  it  back.  At  that  time  the 
Secretary  of  War  did  not  know  anything  about  any  such 
scheme  and  did  not  until  I  told  him  about  It,  and  when  he 
found  out  about  It  he  communicated  with  General  Piske  at 
sea  by  wireless  while  he  was  on  his  way  home  and  assigned 
him  to  his  place  in  the  Regiilar  Army  as  a  major  for  getting 
up  such  a  scheme  without  the  consent  of  the  Secretary  of 
War. 

The  very  men  who  are  now  sponsoring  this  scheme — 
Grenvllle  Clark,  Secretary  Stimson,  Secretary  Knox,  Col. 
Julius  Ochs  Adler,  and  the  whole  caboodle  of  them — have 
been  advocating  universal  compulsory  military  service  in 
time  of  peace  since  before  the  World  War. 

I  read  a  speech  not  long  ago  that  Secretary  Stimson  made 
before  we  got  into  the  last  war  advocating  universal  com- 
pulsory military  service.  The  first  time  I  ever  saw  Prank 
Knox  was  at  the  convention  of  the  American  Legion  at 
Minneapolis  In  1919,  when  we  sat  up  all  night  In  the  com- 
mittee on  military  policy,  with  Knox  struggling  against  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  committee  and  the  Legion  to 
try  to  conunit  the  Legion  then  to  universal  compulsory  service 
in  time  of  peace.  This  effort  was  overwhelmingly  defeated, 
and  the  Legion  has  never  advocated  compulsory  service  In 
time  of  peace.  Adler  and  his  whole  crowd  have  been  always 
striving  to  impose  such  a  system,  not  for  an  emergency  but 
as  a  part  of  the  permanent  structure  of  the  life  of  the  Ameri- 
can people. 

Of  course,  the  General  Staff  of  the  Army  has  always  been 
for  universal  compulsory  service,  and  we  cannot  blame  them 
for  that.  The  scheme  will  make  colonels  out  of  captains, 
brigadier  generals  out  of  majors,  and  major  generals  and 
lieutenant  generals  out  of  colonels.  So  naturally  they  are 
for  this  scheme.  When  I  say  that  I  mean  no  reflection  on 
their  patriotism;  but  the  point  I  am  trying  to  make  is  that 
this  entire  proposal  at  this  time  has  nothing  to  do  with  any 
emergency.  It  is  an  effort  to  take  advantage  of  the  hysteria 
which  is  now  sweeping  over  the  country  to  engraft  this  as 
part  of  the  permanent  life  of  the  American  people,  to  let 
every  boy,  in  his  cradle,  as  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  said 
a  few  moments  ago,  be  certain  that  his  destiny  is  to  grow 
up  to  be  a  soldier,  to  be  regimented  and  subjected  to  the 
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militarism  which  Is  repugnant  to  every  American  instinct 
and  institution. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  reminds  me  of 
something  I  want  to  say  and  which  I  think  probably  I  would 
have  forgotten,  had  it  not  been  for  the  interruption.  It  is 
that  the  Army  and  the  Navy  naturally  want  to  get  a  big 
army  and  a  big  navy.  We  follow  them;  they  are  experts; 
they  advise  us ;  but  we  always  have  to  consider  the  influences 
which  have  been  brought  to  bear  upon  them  and  which  sur- 
roimd  ofiBcers  of  the  Army  and  of  the  Navy.  I  do  not  blame 
them :  I  would  do  the  same  thing  if  I  had  gone  into  the  Army 
as  a  young  map  and  lived  the  life  of  the  Army.  I  would  then 
think  that  the  Army  was  the  only  thing  worth  having  in 
this  life.  That,  again,  is  human  nature.  They  are  sur- 
rounded by  Influences,  morning,  noon,  and  night,  which 
lead  them  in  that  direction,  and  rarely  do  we  find,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  high  oSBcial  of  the  Army  who  does  not  want  a  big 
army  or  who  does  not  want  compulsory  military  training  in 
time  of  peace.  These  men  are  honest  about  it ;  they  are  con- 
scientious; but  their  viewpoint  is  erroneous.  It  is  not  sui>- 
ported  by  the  rank  and  file  of  our  citizenship.  It  comes  from 
professional  soldiers  who  went  to  West  Point  when  they  were 
young  and  were  taught  that  doctrine  all  their  lives;  it  is 
a  part  of  their  lives.  That  circumstance  always  ought  to  be 
taken  into  consideration  when  we  are  considering  their  testi- 
mony. If  we  create  this  army  and  a  portion  of  it  is  raised, 
there  will  be  that  much  additional  force  trying  to  convince 
the  people  of  the  coimtry  that  they  ought  to  go  all  the  way 
along  this  road. 

Mr.  BURKE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  was  interested  in  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  that  we  could  go  back  before  the 
World  War  and  trace  the  Inception  of  this  proposal  that  men 
who  may  be  called  upon  to  fight  should  be  trained  for  It  in 
time  of  peace.  The  Senator  from  Missouri  could  go  back  a 
great  deal  further  than  that — back,  indeed,  to  1783,  and  find 
the  recommendations  for  a  peace  establishment  in  this  coun- 
try submitted  to  Congress  by  George  Washington  in  which  he 
outlined  at  great  length  and  in  much  detail  all  the  essential 
things  which  are  contained  in  the  pendmg  bill. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouii.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will 
permit  me,  I  think  the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Burke  1  will  not  dispute  that  the  record  of  the  almost  uni- 
versal decision  and  desire  of  the  American  jseople  has  always 
and  ever  been  against  the  principle  of  compulsory  military 
service  in  time  of  peace.  "Hie  very  conception  is  absolutely 
repugnant  to  the  system  upon  which  oiu-  Government  was 
founded  and  under  which  we  have  lived  since  the  foundation 
of  the  Republic. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  during  all  our  national  life 
we  have  lived  under  a  system  which  has  abhorred  com- 
pulsory military  training  in  time  of  peace.  Tnat  is  a 
part  of  our  nature.  We  have  grown  up  under  a  system  of 
that  kind.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  natural  that  we  should  prefer 
It  to  a  military  system  which  will  dominate  and  control  every 
avenue  of  our  Government  and  every  avenue  of  the  lives  of 
our  peace-loving  people.  Nothing  unnatural  has  happened. 
Human  nature  is  asserting  itself  all  the  time;  and  here  we 
are  undertaking  to  change  the  very  fundamental  principle 
of  our  human  liberty,  upon  which  our  Government  was 
founded  and  has  lived  for  150  years,  and  make  it  one  similar 
to  Hitler's.  Stalin's,  Mussolini's,  and  Japan's. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  speaks 
of  George  Washington  advocating  compulsory  military  train- 
ing.    He  was  probably  one  of  the  most  popular  and  beloved 

Presidents  of  the  United  States.  If  he  advocated  it  and  did 
not  "put  it  across,"  it  was  because  the  people  of  the  United 
States  would  not  stand  for  It ;  and.  so  far  as  I  know,  no  other 
President  has  ever  dared  to  propose  it  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  in  a  civil- 
ized age  we  should  be  able  to  do  some  thinking  for  ourselves. 


When  we  can,  we  should  follow  the  advice  of  our  forefathers 
and  especially  of  those  who  are  wiser  than  we.  That  is 
proper.  We  ought  to  hold  their  opinions  in  reverence;  but, 
after  all.  we  have  to  act. 

The  responsibility  for  action  is  not  on  George  Washington. 
It  is  on  us.  If  Senators  wish  to  use  George  Washington  as  a 
witness,  that  is  all  right.  We  ought  to  consider  his  evidence, 
if  he  has  any;  but  when  we  come  to  consider  the  history  of 
the  United  States  and  our  people,  and  we  have  to  decide  a 
question  of  this  kind,  we  should  give  it  such  weight  as  we 
think  is  proper,  as  a  judge  always  tells  a  jury,  and  render 
our  verdict  accordingly. 

Mr.  BURKE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  am  glad  to  have  my  colleague  make  that 
statement,  because  the  argument  made  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  and  in  the  press  and  elsewhere  against  this  proposal 
is  that  neither  a  generation  ago  nor  at  any  other  time  in  the 
history  of  the  country  have  we  had  imiversal  military  train- 
ing in  time  of  peace,  and  therefore  we  must  not  consider  it 
now.  I  am  glad  to  know  that  one  of  the  sturdy  opponents 
of  this  measure  says  that  we  are  living  In  a  new  day,  and 
that  we  must  meet  our  own  problems  in  our  own  way. 

I  should  like  to  say  a  further  word.  I  recognize,  as  we  all 
do,  that  there  has  been  in  this  country  almost  universal  op- 
position to  what  we  call  militarism;  but  I  think  there  is  very 
great  danger  that  we  may  at  this  time  confuse  the  real  mean- 
ing of  that  term.  There  has  been  opposition  to  a  large  stand- 
ing army  in  time  of  peace,  and  I  think  opposition  to  a  large 
standing  army  would  be  almost  as  strong  if  It  were  main- 
tained by  voluntary  enlistments  as  It  would  if  compulsion 
were  Involved  in  It,  though  possibly  not  so  strong.  But  as 
against  a  large  standing  army  in  time  of  peace,  which  is 
what  we  mean  by  "militarism,"  this  country  has  set  its  face; 
and  I  think  when  we  search  down  into  the  hearts  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  coimtry  today,  or  at  any  time  in  the  past,  we 
shall  not  find  any  very  general  opposition  to  adequate  train- 
ing In  military  matters  for  a  suflBcient  number  of  our  citizens 
so  that  they  may  constitute  a  real  reserve  from  which  a 
trained  army  may  be  drawn  in  time  of  need  rather  than  to 
rely  upon  a  large  standing,  professional  army  in  time  of  peace 
as  well  as  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  This  bill  means  a  large  standing  army.  The 
bill  means  just  that,  or  it  is  not  any  good.  Prom  my  col- 
league's own  standpoint  we  are  going  to  train  everybody. 
Then  we  are  going  to  quit  training  them  and  send  them  all 
back  home  In  order  that  we  may  have  a  citizenry  all  of  whom 
are  trained  and  from  whom  we  can  get  an  army  at  a 
moment's  notice. 

That  is  an  impossibility.  That  will  not  occur.  It  cannot 
occur.  What  is  proposed  here  means  compulsory  military 
training  today,  and  tomorrow,  and  for  all  time  in  the 
future.  It  means  nothing  else.  It  cannot  accomplish  any- 
thing, according  to  my  colleague's  own  idea,  if  it  does  not 
mean  that.  We  must  have  this  Army  all  the  time,  every 
day;  and  if  we  pass  this  bill,  and  its  provisions  are  carried 
out,  the  Army  will  be  so  large  that  it  will  stagger  the  imagi- 
nation of  all  of  us  when  we  realize  Its  size.  It  will  be  with 
us  every  day.  We  will  train  a  portion  of  our  citizens  for  a 
year,  and  then  they  will  go  back  into  private  life.  We  will 
train  another  portion  of  them  for  a  year,  and  then  they 
will  go  back  into  private  life.  We  will  train  another  portion 
of  them  for  a  year,  and  they  will  go  back  to  private  life. 
We  shall  have  to  be  doing  that  all  the  time.  There  is  no 
such  thing  as  training  an  army  today  and  having  it  well 
trained,  and  25  years  from  now,  if  we  do  no  more  training 
in  the  meantime,  expect  to  get  adequate  military  service 
from  the  men  we  trained  25  years  earlier.  That  will  be  an 
impossibility.  In  6  months  they  will  begin  to  lose  a  great 
deal  of  their  ability  as  soldiers.  The  advocates  of  this  bill 
have  started  something  that  means  an  eternity  of  militarism, 
nothing  else.    It  cannot  mean  anything  else. 

Mr.  BURKE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  BURKE.  The  most  serious  misconception  in  the 
minds  of  those  who  oppose  this  measure  for  selective  train- 
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Ing  in  time  of  peace  has  just  been  eloquently  expressed  by 
my  coUeague;  that  is.  that  there  is  anything  in  the  bill 
which  provides  for  or  contemplates  a  large  standing  army. 

This  bill  is  the  very  antithesis  of  that.  Under  the  pro- 
gram as  already  outlined.  Congress  willing  and  making  the 
necessary  appropriations,  there  would  be  selected  on  the  first 
of  October  400.000  men  to  go  into  training.  Congress  again 
being  willing  and  providing  the  necessary  money,  on  the 
first  of  next  April  another  400.000  men  would  be  selected. 
The  men  would  be  trained  for  I  year,  and  then  would  go 
back  into  civil  life,  being  subject  only  to  call  for  not  more 
than  30  days'  service  each  year  to  keep  them  in  fit  physical 
condition,  and  familiar  with  the  latest  military  tactics. 
The  men  would  not  be  made  professional  soldiers  by  the_ 
fact  that  for  1  year  they  were  taken  out  of  civil  life  and 
given  adequate  and  thorough  training  in  military  matters. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  My  colleague  must  realize  that  I  do  not 
want  him  to  take  up  my  time  by  making  a  speech.  If  he  has 
a  question  he  wants  to  ask  me.  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  it  if 
I  can. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  was  attempting  to  answer  what  ha^  been 
said,  but  I  yield  the  floor  back  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  My  colleague  says  this  will  not  be  a  stand- 
ing army.  Then  what  win  it  be?  My  God!  If  taking  400.000 
men  in  October  and  400.000  men  in  April  and  training  them 
for  a  year  in  military  camps  does  not  mean  a  standing  army, 
I  should  like  to  know  what  it  does  mean.  If  we  want  to  call 
It  by  another  name,  we  may  do  so,  but  the  condemnation  of 
a  standing  army  applies,  regardless  of  what  it  is  called,  just 
as  much  as  though  it  were  called  a  standing  army,  We  are 
going  to  train  all  the  able-bodied  men  of  the  United  States. 
We  shall  be  doing  it  50  years  from  now.  we  shall  be  doing  it 
100  years  from  now,  if  we  carry  out  the  principles  of  this 
bill.  That  is  what  Germany  did.  and  we  see  the  result.  That 
is  what  forced  conscription  does  everywhere  in  any  country. 
It  cannot  be  escaped.  It  is  human  nature.  We  cannot  get 
away  from  it.  Ask  the  mothers  of  this  country  now  what 
they  think  about  it. 

I  have  not  said  anything  about  what  I  believe  the  people 
think  in  regard  to  this  proposal,  because  I  am  opposed  to  it, 
and  I  would  vote  against  it  if  every  citizen  in  my  State,  from 
the  cradle  to  old  age,  came  forward  and  confronted  me  now 
and  told  me  I  had  to  vote  for  it.  I  would  not  carry  oui  that 
kind  of  a  command.  I  have  some  responsibility  of  my  own. 
I  would  resign,  I  would  quit  the  service,  if  they  wanted  some- 
one to  vote  differently.    I  would  let  them  get  someone  else. 

Since  what  the  people  say  about  the  matter  has  been  re- 
ferred to.  I  wish  the  proponents  of  the  bill  would  consult  the 
mothers  of  the  country  and  ask  them  what  they  think  of  com- 
pulsory military  service,  the  women,  the  patriotic  women,  who 
have  given  birth  to  boys  and  raised  them  to  manhood  and 
who  love  them  as  they  love  their  own  lives.  Ask  them  what 
they  think  of  compulsory  military  service  in  time  of  peace,  if 
you  will.  I  know  what  the  answer  would  be.  In  my  opinion, 
it  would  be  almost  unanimous  that  we  should  not  have  it. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  not  for  a  moment  think  that  in  voting 
on  the  bill  before  us  we  are  passing  on  something  which 
applies  only  to  the  present.  As  I  have  stated,  if  we  considered 
everjrthing  the  advocates  of  this  measure  have  said  in  regard 
to  an  invasion  by  foreign  coimtries  we  would  inevitably  con- 
clude that  the  l>ill  would  not  do  one  iota  of  good.  It  is  in 
fact  an  effort  to  engraft  upon  this  country  a  system  of  com- 
pulsory military  training  in  time  of  peace  which  would  mean 
a  standing  army,  which  would  mean  that  the  remainder  of 
the  people,  as  has  been  the  case  in  other  coxintries  where  this 
policy  has  been  adopted,  would  have  to  toll,  and  work,  and 
drudge,  and  save  to  pay  the  taxes  to  meet  the  necessary 
expeases  which  our  country  would  have  to  incur  in  order 
to  carry  out  this  program. 

Mr.  LDNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  able  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Propaganda  has  gone  out  that  the  people 
are  for  the  bill.    I  have  just  read  the  Gallup  poll 

BIr.  NORRIS.    I  read  it,  too. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  Gallup  poU  sUtes  that  MinnesoU 
Is  57  percent  for  the  conscription  bill  and  43  percent  against 


it.  That  is  one  of  the  most  fraudulent  polls  I  have  ever 
heard  of.  I  have  never  had  much  confldence  in  the  poU 
anyway,  but  some  folks  do.  Our  correspondence  from  Min- 
nesota shows  50  to  1,  some  of  it  100  to  1,  against  this 
proposal.  Anyone  can  come  to  my  oCace  and  examine  the 
telegrams  and  letters  and  other  communications  coming  in 
great  numbers.  I  know  that  the  situation  in  Minnesota  is 
far  different  from  that  pictured  by  this  gentleman  who 
gallops  through  all  the  front  pages  of  the  press. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I 
shall  not  vote  by  the  Gallup  poll.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
Gallup  poll;  I  have  no  objection  to  anyone  givmg  it  all  the 
consideration  he  desires,  and  I  am  not  criticizing  it.  I  do 
not  believe  the  last  poll  is  accurate.  That  is  merely  my 
opinion.  The  Gallup  poll  may  be  right  and  I  may  be  wrong; 
but  if  the  Gallup  poll  is  right,  or  if  any  other  similar  poll  is 
right,  and  the  pecple  of  this  country  are  unanimous  for  the 
bill,  the  people  of  my  State  will  have  to  get  someone  else  to 
carry  out  their  mandate. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield?    : 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  was  heralded  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other  a  short  time  ago  that  the  Gallup  poll 
showed  75  percent.  I  l>clieve,  in  favor  of  compulsory  military 
training.  But  what  was  the  question  asked  in  the  first  Gallup 
poll?  The  question  was.  "Do  you  favor  military  training  for 
the  youth  of  the  country  between  the  ages  of  18  and  21?" 
Of  course.  I  might  say  that  I  was  in  favor  of  military  training, 
but  that  is  quite  different  from  asking,  "Do  you  think  that 
the  Government,  in  time  of  peace,  has  a  right  to  conscript 
the  people  of  this  country?"  As  a  matter  of  fact,  If  we  can 
do  that  under  the  Constitution,  then  wc  have  a  perfect  right 
to  conscript  wealth  and  property.  How  many  of  the  people 
who  are  now  shouting  in  favor  of  conscripting  the  youth 
would  be  howling  if  someone  introduced  a  bill  and  proposed 
"Let  the  Government  take  over  private  property;  not  merely 
Impose  taxes,  but  take  over  the  property  itself"?  Either  Dr. 
Gallup  himself  or  those  who  sent  out  the  questions  for  the 
Gallup  poll  weighted  the  question  which  was  asked. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  As  I  have  said,  so  far  as  the  fundamental 
principle  Involved  in  the  proposed  legislation  is  concerned.  I 
do  not  pay  any  attention  to  the  Gallup  poll.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  if  we  shall  pass  the  bill  we  will  put  this  country 
on  a  road  which  means  ultimate  destruction  of  democracy, 
and  I  am  as  honest  in  that  l)elief  as  any  I  have  ever  enter- 
tained. I  think  it  is  demonstrated  by  the  history  of  other 
governments;  it  follows  from  what  we  know  of  human  nature, 
and  in  my  opinion  it  would  be  one  of  the  worst  steps  we 
could  possibly  take.  It  Is  contrary  to  the  principles  of  human 
freedom  and  human  liberty.  It  is  a  complete  denial  of  all 
the  principles  underlying  any  democracy.  It  cannot  stand 
against  reason  or  togic.  It  is  wrong  in  principle,  It  is  in- 
jurious, and  in  time  will  be  ruinous  to  democracy. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be  In- 
serted in  the  Record  at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks  a  copy 
of  a  letter  I  have  written  to  a  constituent  on  the  subject. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Sti^abt  in  the  chair). 
Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Jin.T  23.  liMO. 
Bev.  a.  A.  Moon, 

I  Minister.  Havelock  Methodist  Church.  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

Mt  Dear  Rewrkko  Moon:  I  am  In  receipt  of  your  letter  in  regard 
to  the  compulsory  mUltary-tralnlng  bill  now  pending  l3efore  • 
committee  of  the  Senate.  I  am  opposed  to  this  bUl  and  expect  to 
▼ote  against  it. 

I  realize  we  are  confronted  at  present  with  world  conditions  that 
make  a  logical  argument  m  favor  of  the  bill,  so  I  realize  the  ques- 
tion has  two  sides.  I  am  not  questioning  in  any  way  the  con- 
■clentloixsness  or  good  faith  of  those  who  favor  the  bill,  but  I  do 
not  believe  we  are  confronted  with  conditions  of  such  Imminent 
danger  as  to  justify  changing  the  established  pxjllcy  of  our  Oov- 
eminent  on  this  question.  During  all  the  years  of  our  history  It 
~  has  t)een  unnecessary  to  do  anything  of  this  kind,  and  to  start  in 
now,  at  the  enormous  expense  that  would  be  entailed  and  when,  as 
I  tee  it,  there  Is  no  proper  Justification  for  It,  would  be  both  unwise 
and  illogical. 

We  are  not  surrounded,  as  were  Switzerland.  Holland.  Belgium, 
and  Denmark,  nations  which  could  be  confronted  almost  on  a  mo- 
ment's notice  with  an  army  of  mvaslon.     Before  any  nation  of 
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E\u-ope  could  prepare  to  Invade  the  United  States,  we  would  have 
ample  time  to  prepare  and  to  train  a  large  army,  without  Its  being 
necessary  to  prepare  years  in  advance  I  am  speaking  now  of  an 
army  of  military  men  fighting  on  the  ground.  It  does  not  apply  to 
the  air  forces  or  to  the  Navy,  for  instance,  which  would  engage  the 
enemy  long  before  there  would  be  any  attempt  to  land  troops  on 
our  shores.  Before  an  invasion  could  be  attempted,  our  Navy  and 
our  air  force  would  have  to  be  practically  destroyed. 

The  only  possibility  of  the  success  of  an  invading  army  at  the 
preaent  time,  or  even  in  the  near  future,  would  be  if  Hitler  suc- 
ceeded In  conquering  England  and  securing  the  British  Navy.  By 
uniting  this  with  his  own  and  with  such  of  the  French  Navy  as 
Oermany  might  control,  added  to  that  of  Italy  and  possibly  that  of 
Japan,  an  attempt  might  be  made  to  land  an  invading  army.  Even 
that  could  not  possibly  succeed,  and  no  sane  man.  in  fact,  would 
attempt  It.  until  after  both  the  air  and  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States  had  been  destroyed.  To  begin  with,  we  would  have  a  stand- 
ing Army  of  several  hundred  thousand  troops.  Our  standing  Army 
of  280  000  has  recently  been  increased  to  aT.S.OOO.  and  that  would  be 
a  nucleus  for  the  commencement  of  the  training  of  a  greater  Army 
for  defense. 

Td  compel  our  young  men  to  serve  In  the  Army  In  time  of  peace 
ts.  to  me.  abhorrent.  I  do  not  see  the  necessity  or  the  reason  for  it. 
It  Is  contrary  to  our  history,  and.  in  my  opinion,  the  burden  of 
It  would  be  not  only  unnecessary,  but  its  enormous  annual  expense 
would  be  so  great  our  people  would  not  sustain  such  a  move.  If  we 
were  a  weak  nation,  surrounded  as  the  smaller  nations  of  Europe 
have  been,  by  strong  nations  with  great  standing  armies  and  mili- 
tary equipment,  the  case  would  be  diffetent.  Moreover,  the  con- 
tinuation of  a  policy  of  compulsory  military  training  would  gradu- 
ally change  our  Nation  and  the  attitude  of  our  people.  To  a  very 
great  extent,  they  would  be  drawn  gradually  but  inevitably  from 
their  peace-loving  ways  into  those  of  a  nation  whose  chief  object 
would  be  to  destroy  other  nations. 

The  military  attitude,  for  instance,  of  the  people  of  Germany, 
where  they  have  had  compulsory  military  training  for  many,  many 
years.  Is  an  lllu.stration  of  this  fact.  In  that  country,  men  and 
women  are  6om  Into  an  environment  of  pride  In  a  large,  well- 
equipped,  standing  army,  comprising  practically  all  of  the  citizenry 
of  the  country.  Bom  into  such  a  heritage,  the  first  thing  the  child 
sees  is  uniformed  men.  The  ordinary  civilian  looks  upon  the  mili- 
tary system  as  a  natural  condition,  because  he  knows  no  other.  The 
soldier  In  uniform  becomes  the  ideal  of  the  little  child  In  the 
street.  Gradually,  as  he  grows  older,  he  learns  to  get  off  the  side- 
walk when  the  soldier  in  uniform  goes  by. 

The  highest  ambition  of  all  the  people  would  be  to  train  a  great 
army  to  kill  and  murder.  We,  however,  have  grown  up  in  a  different 
environment.  We  do  not  look  upon  a  large  standing  army  or  the 
training  of  a  great  body  of  men  as  a  necessity  for  our  happiness, 
but  If  oxir  young  men  are  to  be  compelled  to  spend  a  goodly  portion 
of  every  year  in  a  military  training  camp,  it  would  have  an  effect 
upon  their  natures,  and.  If  such  a  program  were  carried  on  for  50 
years,  the  rising  generation  would  know  no  other  ideal  except  that 
of  nUlltary  force.  We  do  not  live  in  such  an  atmosphere,  and  I  pray 
Ocd  we  never  shall. 

In  addition.  I  believe  an  army  of  millions  of  men.  supported  by 
•  large  part  of  the  people,  in  order  that  they  may  wear  fine  uni- 
forms and  devote  their  entire  time,  energies,  ambitions,  and  abilities 
to  military  tactics,  would  mean  in  the  end  that  we  would  get  into 
war.  It  ts  but  natural  In  such  a  ca.se  that  we  would  disregard  and 
eventually  forget  the  finer  instincts  of  humanity  that  make  men 
and  women  peaceful  and  peace-loving,  that  cause  them  to  love  their 
fellow  men.  even  those  of  other  nations.  The  result  would  be.  we 
would  have  a  great  class  of  citizens  who.  instead  of  being  peaceful 
citizens,  pursuing  the  ways  of  peace,  would  be  armed  to  the  teeth, 
ready  to  quarrel  or  fight  at  the  drop  of  the  hat,  and  continually  we 
would  be  at  war  somewhere,  with  somel)ody.  Our  international 
troubles  and  difficulties  would  be  greatly  Increased,  If  the  majority 
of  our  people  were  armed  soldiers.  It  Is  true  with  a  nation  as  It  Is 
with  men.  We  would  become  a  bully  upon  the  International  field, 
not  only  willing  to  fight,  but  hunting  for  a  fight.  We  would  be 
continually  finding  fault  with  everybody  and  everything.  Our 
Nation,  flgxiratlvely  speaking,  would  carry  a  chip  on  each  shoulder 
all  of  the  time. 

It  does  not  take  a  lifetime  to  train  a  soldier  to  fight.  The  Ameri- 
can soldiers  in  the  World  War.  it  is  admitted,  after  a  training  In 
many  cases  of  but  a  few  months,  were  able  to  compete  in  all  respects 
with  the  men  who  had  been  trained  for  a  lifetime.  Compulsory 
military  training  in  this  coilntry  means  that  at  all  times  we  would 
have  millions  of  men  under  arms.  If  that  Is  not  provided  for  in  the 
Initial  bill.  It  will  follow  soon  afterward.  So  the  people  who  are 
not  of  military  age  would  to  a  very  great  extent  be  spending  all  their 
energies  and  efforts  to  pay  for  the  taking  care  of  millions  of  other 
nJen  who  did  nothing  but  prepare  for  war. 

I  believe  such  a  law.  if  carried  on  for  several  years  wotild  change 
the  very  nature  of  most  of  our  citizens.  We  would  become  warlike. 
and  when  we  had  become  warlike,  there  would  be  no  doubt  but  that 
we  would  soon  be  fighting  with  somebody. 

I  have  been  voting  for  great  appropriations  for  an  Increased  air 
force,  an  increased  standing  army,  and  a  greater  navy.  I  have 
voted  for  amounts  so  great  that,  years  ago,  the  very  thought  of 
them  would  have  frightened  me.  I  have  done  it,  because  of  the  new 
methods  of  recent  warfare,  the  inhtmian  methods,  the  dominant 
methods,  the  methods  which  control  the  four  greatest  dictator  coun- 
tries on  earth.  It  has  all  been  against  mv  wish  and  my  will,  but, 
faced  with  these  facta,  I  am  compelled,  I  believe,  to  favor  what  I 


believe  to  he  ample  preparation  for  any  emergency  that  may  arise 
In  the  future.    Feeling  as  I  do  and  believing  as  I  do.  I  cannot  see 
my  way  clear  to  vote  for  compulsory  military  training. 
With  best  wishes.  I  am 
Sincerely  yours, 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  dtirlng  the  course  of  his 
remarks  I  interrupted  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  and  quoted 
Secretary  Stimson.  In  order  to  be  perfectly  correct,  I  wish  to 
say  that  the  quotation  was  from  a  speech  entitled  "The  Issues 
of  the  War,"  by  Henry  L.  Stimson,  Issued  by  the  National  Se- 
curity League.  31  Pine  Street.  New  York.  While  the  speech 
is  not  dated,  I  take  it  from  the  context  that  it  was  delivered 
before  our  entry  into  the  World  War.  because  he  was  talking 
about  what  we  should  do.  In  that  speech  he  said  we  should 
both  give  money  and  send  men.  But  I  wish  to  call  particular 
attention  to  this  statement  in  his  speech: 

There  Is  on  file  fin  the  War  College  at  Washington  a  document 
which  has  a  direct  bearing  on  this  subject.  It  contains  the  calcu- 
lations of  our  General  Staff  showing  what  Germany  could  do  in 
such  a  contingency  as  that.  It  shows  that,  with  her  merchant 
marine  as  it  was  in  1914.  within  16  days  after  obtaining  control  of 
the  sea.  she  could  land  upon  cur  coast  a  force  cf  387,000  men  and 
81.000  animals,  together  with  all  the  necessary  arms  and  equipment 
for  an  invasion.  It  shows  that  in  30  days  more  that  could  be  fol- 
lowed by  a  still  larger  expedition.  And  there  has  been  recently  pub- 
lished a  letter  of  the  late  Admiral  of  our  Navy — George  Dewey — 
showing  that  there  are  very  few  places  on  our  eastern  coast — from 
Maine  to  Virginia — where  such  an  eiqjedition  could  not  land  with 
perfect  ease. 

In  the  path  of  such, an  invasion  would  lie  the  American  Fleet. 
Ten  years  ago  our  fleet  was  larger  and  stronger  than  that  of  Ger- 
many. But  we  learn  now.  on  the  potent  authority  of  Admiral  Fiske, 
that  even  by  1914  the  German  Fleet  had  grown  until  it  was  twice  as 
strong  as  our  own  and  that  during  the  war  its  construction  has 
been  progressing  under  pressure,  while  otirs  has  been  virtually 
standing  still.  We  also  know  that  the  German  Fleet  is  manned  by 
veterans  and  that  our  fleet  is  today  short  some  40,000  men.  In  the 
face  of  such  figures  can  anyone  say  that  prompt  control  cf  the  sea 
ag-olnst  us  by  Germany  would  not  t>e  a  mathematical  probability? 

Ah,  but  someone  says,  what  nonsense.  Neither  Germany  nor  any 
foreign  nation  would  be  foolish  enough  to  try  to  conquer  so  large 
a  territory  as  the  United  States.  MaJ.  Eric  Wood,  of  the  Reserve 
Corps,  tells  how.  during  the  autumn  of  1914,  he  made  Just  such  a 
statement  to  an  officer  of  the  German  staff  in  Berlin.  The  German 
looked  at  him  and  quietly  replied: 

"It  Is  true  that  yoiu-  country  Is  very  large,  but  its  heart  is  very 
small  and  very  vulnerable,  and  you  must  remember,  my  friend,  that 
In  nations,  as  in  individuals,  the  body  falls  if  the  heart  is  struck." 

Further  the  Secretary  of  War  stated: 

Turning  to  an  atlas  he  traced  a  line  upon  it  which  began  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Chesapeake,  ran  thence  up  that  waterway,  up 
the  Potomac  River  to  its  upper  reaches,  then  across  country 
through  Maryland  and  Pennsylvania  to  Harrlsburg,  then  along  the 
Susquehanna  to  near  Scranton,  then  across  to  Kingston.  N.  y., 
and  by  way  of  the  Hudson.  Lake  George,  and  Lake  Champlaln  to 
Canada.  That  makes  a  line  not  much  longer  than  the  line  which 
the  Germans  hold  in  France  today.  Elast  of  it  lies  a  territory  only 
half  as  large  as  what  Germany  holds  of  Russia  today.  In  that 
strip  of  territory  lie  the  National  Capital,  the  capitals  of  11  States, 
our  largest  and  richest  cities,  and  nearly  all  our  munition  plants, 
besides  25.000.000  people.  It  embraces  all  the  termini  of  our 
transcontinental  railroads.  It  contains  the  political  and  com- 
mercial capitals  of  the  country  and  a  very  large  percentage  of  its 
manufactories.  ShovUd  this  country  be  invaded  today,  it  would 
be  the  work  of  but  a  few  weeks  to  seize  that  line  and.  once 
seized,  it  would  be  a  far  easier  line  to  hold  than  the  line  which 
the  Germans  are  now  holding  In  France.  The  line  In  France  has 
no  natural  barriers  to  make  it  defensive.  The  line  In  America  has 
the  great  barriers  of  the  Chesapeake,  the  Potomac,  the  Susque- 
hanna, the  Hudson,  Lake  Champlaln.  and  Lake  George.  Once 
fortified,  it  could  be  held  against  our  best  efforts  by  a  com- 
paratively small  force  of  German  veterans. 

The  man  who  made  that  statement  Is  now  telling  us  what 
we  ought  to  do  with  reference  to  conscription.  He  is  the 
man  whose  word  we  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  are 
now  supposed  to  heed. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  any  man  who  in  1917  made  a 
speech  in  which  he  said  that  390.000  enemy  soldiers  together 
with  80,000  animals  could  in  16  days  l)e  transported  across 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  landed  on  our  shores.  Is  not  fit  to  be 
Secretary  of  War.  and  it  seems  to  me  that  his  judgment  is 
not  worthy  of  being  followed  by  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Now  he  again  has  taken  a  position,  and  he  advocates  a 
conscription  bilL    In  1917  he  did  not  go  so  far  as  he  does 
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now  in  connection  with  his  advocacy  of  the  conscription  bill. 

He  then  took  in  compart ively   few  of   the  youth  of  the 

country.    At  that  time  he  said: 

The  Chamberlain  bill  proposes  a  training  period  of  6  months  for 
the  youth  of  this  country.  In  that  respect  It  follows  the  conclu- 
sions of  the  General  Staff  embodied  In  a  careful  report  in  1912. 
In  which  it  was  stated  that,  assuming  competent  instructioms  and 
a  proper  staff  organization,  such  a  period  would  be  sufficient  to 
create  a  respectable  army. 

When  the  war  hysteria  seized  the  country  there  was  talk 
first  of  conscripting  all  the  men  of"  the  country  and  training 
them,  but  since  public  spirit  has  been  aroused,  it  is  proposed 
to  cut  down  the  number,  and  now  the  talk  is  of  training  men 
from  21  to  30  years  of  age.  not  for  a  6-month  period,  as  previ- 
ously advocated  by  Mr.  Stimson,  but  for  1  year.  Then,  as 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  NorrisI  pointed  out.  those 
men  who  have  had  training  for  a  period  of  a  year  will  go 
into  the  Reserves,  and  may  be  called  back  for  further  train- 
ing from  time  to  time  during  the  next  15  years.  So.  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  what  is  proposed  to  be  done  is  to  set  up  a 
permanent  military  organization. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amend- 
ment, which  I  ask  to  have  stated.  The  purpose  of  the  amend- 
ment is  to  raise  the  base  pay  of  soldiers  in  acccrdance  with 
the  Army  recommendations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  to  the 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.     At  the   end   of  the  committee 

amendment  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following  new  section: 

Sec.  — .  (a)  The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army 
shall  be  as  follows:  EInlisted  men  of  the  first  grade,  $126;  enlisted 
men  of  the  second  grade.  $84;  enlisted  men  of  the  third  grade,  1J72; 
enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade,  $60;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth 
grade.  $54;  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade.  $36;  enlisted  men  of  the 
seventh  grade,  $30:  except  that  the  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted 
men  with  less  than  4  months'  service  during  their  first  enlistment 
period  and  of  enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade  whose  inefficiency 
or  other  unfitness  has  been  determined  under  regulations  pre- 
scribed by  the  Secretary  of  War,  shall  be  $21.  The  pay  for  special- 
ists' ratings,  which  shall  be  In  addition  to  monthly  base  pay,  shall 
be  as  follows:  First  class,  $30;  second  class,  $25;  third  class,  !f20; 
fourth  class,  $15;  fifth  class,  $6:  sixth  class.  $3.  Enlisted  men  of 
the  Army  shall  receive,  as  a  permanent  addition  to  their  pay,  an 
Increase  of  10  percent  of  their  base  pay  and  pay  for  specialists' 
ratings  upon  completion  of  the  first  4  years  of  service,  and  an  addi- 
tional increase  of  5  percent  of  such  base  pay  and  pay  for  specialists' 
ratings  for  each  4  years  of  service  thereafter,  but  the  total  of  such 
Increases  shall  not  exceed  25  percent. 

(b)  The  pay  for  specialists'  rating  received  by  an  enlisted  man  of 
the  Army  at  the  time  of  his  retirement  shall  be  Included  In  the 
computation  of  his  retired  pay. 

(c)  The  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade  of  the  National 
Guard  for  each  armory  drill  period,  and  for  each  day  of  participa- 
tion in  exercises  under  sections  94.  97.  and  99  of  the  National  De- 
fense Act.  shall  be  $1.20. 

(d)  No  back  pay  or  allowances  shall  accrue  by  reason  of  this  act 
for  any  period  prior  to  the  date  of  Its  enactment. 

(e)  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  operate  to  reduce  the  pay  now  being 
received  by  any  retired  enlisted  man. 

(f)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  effective  during  the 
period  September  1.  1940.  to  May  15.  1945.  During  such  period  aU 
laws  and  parts  of  laws  insofar  as  the  same  are  inconsistent  here- 
with or  In  conflict  with  the  provisions  hereof  are  hereby  suspended. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  is  in  accordance 
with  a  recommendation  which  was  made  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment. A  hearing  was  had  on  Senate  bill  2224,  which  was 
introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  SheppardI. 
Capt.  Ira  Swift,  of  the  War  Department  General  Staff,  and 
others,  gave  testimony  in  support  of  the  measure.  It  was 
drawn  by  I  hem  and  recommended  by  them. 

The  bill  raises  the  pay  in  line  with  the  pay  of  sailors. 

Ttiere  are  three  increases  in  the  lower-pay  schedules.  It 
raises  the  cne  from  $21  to  $30  a  month. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  LEE.  Permit  me  to  complete  my  statement.  It  raises 
the  next  one  above  that  from  $42  to  $52.  and  the  one  above 
that  from  $54  to  $60. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  increase  from  $21  to  $30 
would  simply  put  enlisted  men  of  the  Army  in  the  same  status 
as  those  of  the  Navy  have  had  for  many  years? 

Mr.  LEE.    Tliat  is  correct. 
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Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  was  never  able  to  see  any 
rhyme  or  reason  for  enlisted  men  In  the  Navy  getting  more 
pay  than  those  in  the  Army  to  begin  with. 

Mr.  LEE.     Nor  could  I. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  have 
had  a  bill  pending  along  this  line  for  2  or  3  years. 

Mr.  LEE.  The  bill  to  which  I  refer  is  the  bill  introduced 
by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  am  very  favorable  to  the  proposal. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  am  in  favor  of  it. 

The  PRESIDINa  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  is  the  Chair  putting 
the  question  on  the  amendment  just  presented  by  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Yes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  quorum 
call  before  that  is  done  or  else  have  a  general  discussion  of 
the  subject  now. 

CAMPAIGN   TEXTBOOKS 

Mr.  HATCH.     Mr.  President,  I  seek  recognition. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  wish  to  be 
recognized  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma? 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  desire  to  be  recognized.  I  wish  to  speak 
on  the  amendment  just  offered.  I  think  I  am  in  hearty 
accord  with  its  purpose.  But  certainly  before  an  important 
amendment  of  that  kind  is  adopted  there  should  be  a  quorum 
call  and  Senators  should  be  apprised  of  the  nature  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  President.  I  did  not  rise,  however,  to  speak  on  that 
amendment,  nor  on  the  bill  today.  I  dislike  to  take  the  time 
of  the  Senate  from  matters  of  legislation  under  discussion, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  that  is  the  common  rule  and 
practice  of  the  Senate. 

A  week  ago  today  I  took  the  floor  to  criticize  and  condemn 
what  I  thought  was.  and  what  I  characterized  as.  an  open, 
flagrant  violation,  or  rather  evasion  of  the  bill  Congress 
recently  passed,  as  well  as  the  one  it  passed  last  year,  relating 
to  political  activities.  In  that  instance  I  criticized  and  con- 
demned a  flagrant  evasion  o'  the  terms  of  the  bill  relating 
to  campaign  contributions  as  laid  down  and  expressed  in  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Fletcher,  general  counsel  for  the  Repubbcan 
National  Committee.  I  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  I  thought 
the  scheme  was  vicious  and  bad,  and  was  destructive  of  the 
principle  and  intent  of  the  law.  I  am  of  the  same  opinion 
today. 

But,  Mr.  President,  over  the  week  end  there  has  developed 
another  situation.  In  fairness  I  feel  compelled  today  to  take 
the  same  attitude  I  took  1  week  ago  today,  except  that  on  this 
occasion  my  criticism  goes  to  the  actions  of  the  committee 
of  my  own  party,  the  Democratic  National  Committee,  with 
reference  to  the  so-called  convention  book. 

I  had  heard  about  that  book  for  some  time.  I  knew  about 
the  instance  of  the  last  campaign,  in  1936.  I  had  hoped  that 
would  not  be  repeated  in  this  campaign.  I  read  in  the  press* 
the  statements  made  by  members  of  the  committee  as  to  the 
reasons  for  the  publication  and  sale  of  the  campaign  book 
this  year;  and  I  say  now.  Mr.  President,  that  I  think  what 
the  national  committee  of  my  own  party  is  doing  today,  or 
proposing  to  do,  with  the  publication  and  sale  of  the  conven- 
tion book,  amounts  to  just  as  much  of  an  evasion  of  the  law, 
an  evasion  of  its  principle  and  purpose,  as  the  plan  which 
Mr.  Fletcher  conceived,  and  which  I  denounced  last  week. 

Every  word  I  used  in  denunciation  of  the  plan  proposed  by 
Mr.  Fletcher  I  use  today  in  connection  with  the  Democratic 
convention  book.  I  wish  to  point  out,  Mr.  President,  exactly 
where  the  vice  in  the  sale  of  the  convention  book  lies. 

I  think  probab?y  it  is  entirely  correct,  from  the  standpoint 
of  strict  legal  construction,  that  advertising  which  had  been 
contracted  for  and  paid  for  before  the  book  was  published 
is  probably  not  a  technical  violation  of  the  act.  The  con- 
tracts having  been  made  before  the  act  became  effective,  and 
being  completed  transactions,  a  law  reaching  backward  would 
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probably  be  in  the  natxire  of  an  ex  post  facto  law.  So.  tech- 
nically, that  contention  may  be  correct.  So  far  as  the  so- 
called  Hatch  law  is  concerned,  such  advertising  may  not  be 
a  violation  of  the  provisions  of  that  particular  law.  How- 
ever, last  week  I  said  that  I  did  not  care  about  the  technical 
construction  placed  upon  the  act  by  Mr.  Fletcher  and  his 
committee.  This  week  I  do  not  care  about  the  technical  con- 
struction placed  upon  the  act  by  members  of  my  own  party. 
If  it  Is  bad  in  the  one  case,  it  is  bad  in  the  other.  Even 
though  the  advertising  in  the  convention  may  be  technically 
legal  under  the  so-called  Hatch  Act.  in  my  opinion  it  clearly 
amounts  to  an  evasion.  If  not  a  violation,  of  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act,  insofar  as  advertising  was  solicited  from  cor- 
porations, and  corporations  paid  for  advertising  in  the  con- 
vention book. 

I  know  the  terms  of  the  Corrupt  Practice?  Act.  I  have  it 
before  me.  I  know  that  it  relates  only  to  contributions.  Cor- 
porations are  forbidden  to  make  contributions  to  campaigns: 
and.  again,  technically  there  may  be  no  violation  of  that  law. 
because  the  corporation  buys  advertising  space.  But  I  say, 
as  I  said  about  Mr.  Fletchers  plan,  that  it  is  an  evasion  of 
the  law.  because  no  corporation  will  buy  advertising  space  in 
a  campaign  book  for  its  value  from  an  advertising  standpoint. 
In  my  judgment,  it  amounts  to  at  least  an  indirect  contribu- 
tion to  the  campaign  fund  and  an  evasion  of  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act.    So  much  for  that. 

I  do  not  wish  to  talk  long  on  this  occasion.  I  merely  wish 
to  make  clear  and  definite  the  fact  that  I  do  not  apply  to  the 
Republican  Party  a  rule  which  I  do  not  also  apply  to  the 
Democratic  Party.  However,  at  this  time  I  wish  to  mention 
particularly  the  exact  conditions  of  the  sale  or  distribution 
of  the  book. 

It  was  said  that  the  national  committee  proposes  to  sell 
the  book  for  25  cents  a  copy.  The  proceeds  of  the  sale  natu- 
rally— it  could  not  be  otherwise — would  inure  to  the  benefit  of 
the  Democratic  National  Committee  and  the  candidates  on 
the  Democratic  ticket.  As  Attorney  General  Jackson  pointed 
out.  unfortunately  the  sale  is  not  prohibited;  but  the  buying 
Is  prohibited,  whether  the  sale  is  made  directly  by  the  Demo- 
cratic National  Committee,  or  indirectly,  through  State  and 
local  committees,  as  is  suggested  in  one  news  dispatch  on  my 
desk,  wherein  it  is  said  the  national  committee  does  not  pro- 
pose to  sell  the  books  itself,  but  to  send  them  to  State  and 
county  committees  and  let  them  sell  them  for  a  price  not  to 
exceed  25  cents.  Possibly,  so  far  as  the  selling  agency  is  con- 
cerned, such  a  transaction  would  be  strictly  legal.  However, 
every  person  who  bought  the  book  would  be  violating  a  crimi- 
nal statute  enacted  by  the  Congress. 

The  Corrupt  Practices  Act  provides  that : 

It  Is  further  declared  to  be  a  pernicious  political  activity,  and  It 
shall  hereafter  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  individual,  partnership, 
committee,  association,  oorporatlon,  and  any  other  organization  cr 
group  of  persons,  to  purchase  or  buy  any  goods,  commodities,  adver- 
tL«!lng.  or  articles  of  any  kind  or  description  where  the  proceeds  of 
such  a  purchase,  or  any  portion  thereof,  shall  directly  or  Indirectly 
Inure  to  the  benefit  of  or  for  any  candidate  for  an  elective  Federal 
office  (inclixling  the  offices  of  President  of  the  United  States  and 
Presidential  and  Vice  Presidential  electors)  or  any  political  com- 
mittee or  other  political  organization  engaged  In  furthering,  ad- 
vancing, or  advocating  the  nomination  or  election  of  any  candid.^te 
for  any  such  office  or  the  success  of  any  national  political  party: 
ProiHded.  That  nothing  in  this  sentence  shall  be  construed  to  Inter- 
fere with  the  usual  and  known  business,  trade,  or  profession  of 
any  candidate. 

So  I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  whether  a  sale  is  made  by 
the  national  committee,  by  a  State  committee,  or  by  a  local 
or  county  committee,  every  person  who  buys  one  of  the  books 
Is  violating  that  provision  of  the  law.  I  do  not  think  the 
national  committee  of  my  party  or  any  other  party  wants  to 
sponsor  sales  which  subject  the  purchasers  to  penalties  con- 
sisting of  fines  of  as  much  as  $5,000  or  5  years  in  the 
penitentiary. 

There  is  but  one  thing  to  do  about  the  convention  book, 
Mr.  President.  Regardless  of  what  the  cost  may  be.  or  what 
effect  it  may  have,  it  should  be  discontinued  at  once.  Last 
week  I  said  to  the  Republican  National  Committee,  "Obey 
the  spirit  as  well  as  the  letter  of  the  law."    This  week  I  say 


to  the  Democratic  National  Committee.  "Obey  the  spirit  as 
well  as  the  letter  of  the  law." 

In  that  connection.  Mr.  President,  while  I  shall  not  take 
time  to  read  it,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  very  fine  statement  on  respect  for 
law,  made  many  years  ago  by  one  of  the  greatest  Americans 
who  ever  lived — Abraham  Lincoln. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  question  recurs,  "How  shall  we  fortify  against?"  The  an- 
swer is  simple.  Let  every  American,  every  lover  of  liberty,  every 
well-wisher  to  his  posterity,  swear  by  the  blood  of  the  Revolution 
never  to  violate  in  the  least  particular  the  laws  of  the  country,  and 
never  to  tolerate  their  violation  by  othere.  As  the  patriots  of  '76 
did  to  the  support  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  so  to 
the  Constitution  and  laws  let  every  American  pledge  his  life,  his 
property,  and  his  sacred  hcrior — let  every  man  remember  that  to 
violate  the  law  is  to  trample  on  the  blood  of  his  father,  and  to 
tear  the  charter  of  his  own  and  his  children's  liberty.  Let  reverence 
for  the  laws  be  breathed  by  every  American  mother  to  the  lisping 
babe  that  prattles  on  her  lap;  let  it  be  taught  In  schools,  in 
seminaries,  and  in  colleges:  let  It  be  written  in  primers.  speUlng 
books,  and  in  almanacs;  let  it  be  preached  from  the  pulpit,  pro- 
claimed in  legislative  halls,  and  enforced  in  courts  of  Justice.  And 
in  short,  let  it  become  the  political  religion  of  the  Nation;  and  let 
the  old  and  the  youn^.  the  rich  and  the  poor,  tiie  grave  and  gay, 
of  all  sexes  and  tongues  and  colors  and  conditions,  sacriflce 
unceasingly  upon  its  altars. 

WhUe  ever  a  state  of  feeling  such  as  this  shall  universally  or 
even  very  generally  prevail  throughout  the  Nation,  vain  will  be 
every  effort  and  fruitless  every  attempt,  to  subvert  our  national 
freedom.  (A.  Lincoln  address  before  the  Young  Men's  Lyceum, 
Springfield,  Ul.,  January  27.   1837.) 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  l)efore  the  absence  of 
a  quorum  is  suggested.  I  wish  to  make  a  brief  comment  on  the 
observations  just  submitted  by  the  able  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch]. 

The  Senator's  ol>servations  this  morning,  demonstrating  the 
ability,  courage,  independence,  and  impartiality  with  which 
he  insists  upon  the  ethics  and  the  equity  of  the  act  which 
bears  his  name,  are  a  simple  demonstration  of  the  reason  why 
he  holds  so  completely  the  confidence  of  his  colleagues  and 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Of  course,  I  wish  to  express  my  thanks  to 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  for  his  very  kind  remarks.  Some- 
body else  said  that  it  would  take  courage  to  make  this 
criticism  today.  I  do  not  think  so.  After  my  statement  of 
last  week.  I  think  it  would  have  been  extremely  unfair  not 
to  have  made  the  statement  which  I  made  today.  It  re- 
quired only  fairness  and  impartiality. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  sure  that  is  the  estimate  the 
Senator  placed  upon  the  obligation  which  he  confronted. 
Nevertheless,  there  are  many  who,  in  similar  circumstances, 
would  have  found  a  reason  to  be  absent.  I  renew  my  compli- 
ment to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

SKLBCnVE  COB«PtJLSORY  MlLrtARY  SERVICE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4164) 
to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the  United  States 
through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military  training 
and  service. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG  obtained  the  floor, 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
so  that  I  may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonun? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Chandler 

01a5s 

La  Pollett0 

Andrews 

Chavez 

Ouffey 

Lee 

Aahurst 

Clark.  Idaho 

Gumey 

Lundeen 

Austin 

Clark.  Mo. 

Hale 

McCarraa 

Barbour 

Connally 

Harrison 

McKellar 

Barkley 

Davis 

Hatch 

McNary 

Bone 

Donahcy 

Hayden 

Mead 

Bridges 

Downty 

Herring 

Miller 

Brt>wn 

Elender 

Hill 

Mlnton 

Bulow 

Frazler 

Holman 

Murray 

Burke 

George 

Holt 

Neely 

Byrd 

Oerry 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Nonis 

Byrnes 

Gibson 

Johnsca,  Oolo. 

Nye 

Capper 

OUlett« 

Klnt 

O'MahODcy 

1940 


Overton 

Pepper 

Pittman 

Radcliffe 

Reed 

Reynolds 

Schwartz 
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Schwollenbach 

Sheppard 

Shlpstead 

Slattcry 

Smathers 

Stewart 

TaXt 


Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 


Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Wheeler 

White 
WUey 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty- two  Senators  having 
responded  to  their  names,  a  quonim  is  present. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I  am  opposed  to  the 
peacetime  conscription  of  American  youth  power  unless  it  is 
reasonably  established  that  a  positive  national  emergency  can 
be  served  and  saved  in  no  other  way.  I  am  opposed  to  tear- 
ing up  150  years  of  American  history  and  tradition,  in  which 
none  but  volunteers  have  entered  the  peacetime  Armies 
and  Navies  of  the  United  States,  unless  there  is  valid  reason, 
to  believe  that  this  reliance  in  1940  has  become  a  broken 
reed  for  the  first  time  in  a  century  and  a  half. 

There  must  have  been  sound  reasons  all  down  the  years 
why  our  predecessors  in  the  Congress  always  consistently  and 
relentlessly  shunned  this  thing  which  we  are  now  asked  to  do. 
These  reasons  must  have  been  related  in  some  indispensable 
fashion  to  the  fundamental  theory  that  peacetime  military 
conscription  is  repugnant  to  the  spirit  of  democracy  and  the 
soul  of  Republican  institutions,  and  that  it  leads  in  dark 
directions.    That  certainly  is  my  view. 

Those  who  tell  me,  in  this  so-called  emergent  hour,  that 
we  dare  not  think  of  this  long  background  which  is  our  in- 
heritance leave  me  cold.  The  very  conditions  which  the 
world  confronts  today — the  ruthless  destruction  of  personal 
liberty  under  a  dozen  flags,  the  rape  of  civil  freedom  to  the 
west  and  to  the  east,  the  challenge  in  behalf  of  civilization 
which  are  urged  in  justification  of  this  apostasy — all  these 
really  are  reasons  why  we  should  be  doubly  jealous  of  the 
American  way  of  life,  rather  than  being  excuses  why  we 
should  hastily  abandon  it. 

I  may  be  supersensitive  upon  this  score.  Mr.  President,  but 
I  cannot  escape  the  deep  conviction  that  when  we  inject  the 
military  regimentations  of  peacetime  conscription  into  the 
life  of  this  Nation  we  wrench  from  it  a  precious  possession 
with  which  we  should  not  lightly  part. 

We  set  a  military-minded  precedent — a  precedent  in  regi- 
menting human  life  and  action — which  Invites  dangerous 
expansion  and  which  may  permanently  afflict  and  alter  the 
Character  of  our  institutions.  Such  a  revolutionary  change, 
even  though  a  majority  may  be  persuaded  of  its  need  and 
wisdom,  is  not  to  be  lightly  made. 

That  explains  the  solemn  feelings  which  move  me  Into  this 
debate. 

Now  let  me  hasten  to  say  that  I  do  not  discount  the  bitter 
fact  that  grave  menace  is  loose  In  the  world  today,  that  it 
deals  with  grim  realities,  and  that  those  who  collide  with  It 
need  something  more  substantial  than  history  and  tradition 
or  any  other  spiritual  values  with  which  to  defend  them- 
selves.   Yet  spiritual  values  are  still  priceless  things. 

The  degree  of  our  exposure,  still  protected  as  we  are  by  two 
God-given  oceans,  may  be  a  matter  of  dispute,  as  it  may 
also  be  related  to  the  provocative  extent  of  the  foreign  poli- 
cies which  we  may  pursue.  I  am  one  of  those  who  most 
emphatically  believe  that  war  for  us  is  not  inevitable  unless 
we  ourselves  needlessly  make  it  inevitable.  Yet  I  am  also  one 
of  those  who  believe  that  we  dare  not  lean  upon  any  specu- 
lative immunities,  nor  upon  any  wishful  thinking.  Barring 
surrender  to  wholly  Irrational  hysteria,  we  must  prepare  for 
the  worst.  Therefore,  with  one  or  two  inconsequential  excep- 
tions, I  have  voted  for  every  appropriation  which  the  Army 
or  the  Navy  has  sought,  not  only  in  the  recent  months'  pell 
men  defense  legislation  but  also  throughout  the  last  7  years. 
I  have  voted  to  authorize  the  President  to  mobilize  the  Na- 
tional Guard  and  all  our  component  reserves,  because  that  is 
the  logical  step,  the  historic  and  traditional  step,  according 
to  the  American  way  in  the  presence  of  emergency.  I  un- 
equivocally accept  the  axiom  that  our  expanding  national- 
defense  equipment  must  be  matched  with  the  paralleling 
expansion   of   our   national-defense   personnel,   competently 


matched  and  matched  In  fully  ample  time.  Thus  far  I  have 
no  disagreement  with  the  proponents  of  a  conscript  army  and 
a  conscript  navy  when  the  emergency  is  established. 

But  beyond  this  point,  Mr.  President,  the  issue  sharply 
rises,  and  with  it  rises  the  dire  question  whether  these  facts 
and  these  necessities  have  made  it  plain  to  us  that  we  may 
no  longer  safely  lean  upon  the  historic  and  traditional  Amer- 
ican peacetime  method  of  volunteer  enlistments  for  the 
national  defense,  or  whether  the  fateful  time  has  now  ccme, 
in  1940,  when  the  American  way,  from  1787  to  1939,  must  be 
abandoned,  and  with  it  one  of  the  glorious  trade-marks  of 
our  democracy. 

The  controlling  consideration  is  a  simple  one.  It  Involves 
authentic  answer,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  to  this  one  plain 
question  which  I  submit  to  the  Senate;  the  question  upon 
which  my  entire  discussion  hangs,  and  upon  which  I  think 
the  decision  ought  to  hang.  This  is  the  question:  Has  the 
volunteer  system,  under  adequate  trial,  demonstrated  that  it 
cannot  be  trusted  to  produce  the  recruits  required  by  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  as  swiftly  as  may  be  needed  fully  to 
match  and  man  our  new  facilities  for  the  defense  of  America 
and  her  essential  outposts? 

If  and  when  the  justified  answer  is  "Yes,"  I  will  vote  for 
peacetime  conscription.  So  long  as  the  justified  answer  is 
"No."  I  will  not  vote  for  peacetime  conscription.  That  is  the 
proposition  I  wish  to  discuss.  Such  a  position  cannot  be 
inimical  to  the  national  defense,  because  it  proposes  com- 
pletely and  adequately  to  implement  the  national  defense 
in  one  way  or  the  other. 

Even  though  President  Roosevelt  now  endorses  conscription 
In  general  terms,  and  even  though  he  went  so  far  on  June  18 
as  to  suggest  the  idea  of  compulsory  Government  service  for 
all  young  American  men  and  women  to  aid  the  national  de- 
fense, my  position  does  not  differ  from  the  sentiment  at- 
tributed to  the  President  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  Representative  Sabath  on  August  5.  who  said: 

He  (the  President)  favors  a  draft  only  If  sufflclent  men  cannot  be 
obtained  for  the  Army  and  the  Navy  through  voluntary  enlistment. 

Indeed,  Representative  Sabath  was  so  violently  critical  of 
the  Burke-Wad-sworth  bill  that  he  called  it  "nothing  but  a 
Republican  scheme  to  smear  the  President  and  the  adminis- 
tration." I  really  doubt  if  we  are  that  cunning,  that  subtle^ 
or  that  malevolent.  The  final  attitudes  of  all  concerned  may 
be  allowed  to  speak  for  themselves.  I  repeat  that  the  posi- 
tion I  define  cannot  be  inimical  to  the  national  defense, 
because  It  proposes  completely  and  adequately  to  implement 
the  national  defense  either  by  the  voluntary  system,  or,  if  It 
defaults,  by  the  conscript  system. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Representative  Sabath  Is  the  chairman 
of  the  Rules  Committee  of  the  House,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  And  one  of  the  Democratic  leaders  who 
is  generally  recognized  as  a  spokesman  for  the  administra- 
Uon? 

Mr.  VANDEINBERG.     I  assume  that  is  so. 

Mr.  BURKE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska. 

Mr.  BURKE.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  has  asked  a 
specific  question,  or  stated  the  case  for  and  against  this  bill 
in  a  very  definite  and  proper  way.  If,  by  the  time-honored 
method  of  volunteer  enlistment,  we  cannot  secure  the  neces- 
sary manpower  for  our  greatly  increased  war  machine,  the 
Senator  is  willing  that  we  should  go  beyond  that,  and,  by 
some  method  of  compulsion,  bring  men  into  the  service, 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BURKE.  But  he  is  not  willing  to  take  the  second  step 
until  the  first  shall  have  been  demonstrated  as  impossible  of 
accomplishment. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    That  is  correct.    ^  " 
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Mr.  BURKE.  I  rise  only  to  call  the  Senator's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  in  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate  there  is 
a  specific  provision  authorizing  the  Continuance  of  volunteer 
enlistment  for  all  men  between  the  ages  of  18  and  35,  and 
at  the  same  time  going  ahead  with  the  provision  for  the 
selective  compulsory  requirement— the  draft,  if  you  will — 
and  in  ail  seriousness  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
whether  he  and  those  who  share  his  view  should  not  be 
entirely  satisfied  by  this  provision:  Voluntary  enlistment  pro- 
vided for  in  the  bill  if  the  requisite  number  of  men  come 
forward  of  their  own  free  will;  and  those  who  are  charged 
with  the  authority  of  saying  what  that  number  is  say  that 
it  must  be  400.000  by  October  1.  If  that  number  comes  for- 
ward, there  will  be  no  selection  made  on  October  1.  On 
April  1  of  next  year 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  understand  the  Senator's  question, 
and  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  it.  I  do  not  think  it  is  neces- 
sary to  enlarge  upon  it  indefinitely. 

Mr.  BURKE.  If  the  Senator  is  in  a  hurry  to  complete 
bis  remarks.  I  will  desist. 

Mr.   VANDENBERG.     No;   I  do   not   want   to   be   diverted 

unduly.  The  Senator  has  asked  a  perfectly  fair  question, 
and  he  Is  entitled  to  a  perfectly  frank  answer.  I  had  in- 
tended to  reach  that  subject  a  little  later,  but  I  will  answer 
the  question  now  for  the  time  being. 

The  difference  between  the  Senator  and  me  is  this:  The 
^^^JSenator  proposes  to  set  up  the  entire  machine  of  conscrip- 
tion, he  proposes  to  write  the  conscript  principle  into  Ameri- 
can practice,  regardless  of  whether  the  volunteer  system  suc- 
ceeds or  not.  and  in  advance  of  any  determination  that  this 
infamous  thing  is  necessary — and  it  Is  infamous  if  It  Is  un- 
necessary. The  Senator  is  proposing  to  establish  a  great 
system  of  draft  boards  across  the  country,  200.000  civilian 
bureaucrats  who  will  be  in  control  of  the  life  and  livelihood 
of  every  young  man  from  21  to  31.  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific  and  from  the  Lakes  to  the  Gulf.  He  Is  proposing  to 
erect  that  system  of  compulsory  military  bureaucracy  in 
advance  of  a  determination  whether  or  not  it  is  necessary  to 
use  it,  under  the  theory  of  the  thing  which  he  now  presents 
to  me. 

The  difference  between  the  Senator  and  me  is  simply  this 
fundamental  difference:  I  decline  to  take  this  step  until  the 
proof  of  its  necessity  Is  apparent.  The  Senator  proposes  to 
take  it  Immediately,  regardless  of  any  such  proof,  and  there- 
fore to  put  the  prospective  volunteer  under  the  shotgun  im- 
pulse of  volunteering  because  otherwise  he  may  be  drafted 
later.     I  think  that  is  a  very  great  difference  between  us. 

Mr.  BURKE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BURKE.  The  Senator  declares  that  the  principle  of 
compulsory  selective  training  or  service  in  time  of  peace  is 
Irjfamous.    Let  that  pass. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Let  me  interrupt  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BURKE.     There  is 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Wait  a  minute;  let  me  interrupt  the 
Senator.  I  said  it  was  infamous  if  it  was  perpetuated  need- 
lessiy. 

Mr.  BURKE.     All  right. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  it  has  to  be  done,  it  is  just  as 
honorable  as  any  other  system  that  could  be  applied. 

Mr.  BURKE.  All  right.  With  the  qualifications  stated  by 
the  Senator,  this  proposal  to  train  our  men  in  order  that 
they  may  be  able  adequately  to  take  their  part  in  a  national- 
defense  system  is  infamous.  I  say.  let  that  pass.  There  is 
one  thing  more  infamous  than  such  a  proposal,  even  if  we 
were  to  admit  the  Senator's  allegation,  and  that  would  be  for 
us  to  get  into  a  position  where  we  required  manpower  and  had 
to  rely  upon  Ill-trained  and  improperly  trained  manpower. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    There  is  not  any  doubt  about  that. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  do  not  think  we  can  properly  wait  to  see 
whether,  by  some  great  ballyhoo  and  recruiting  encourage- 
ment, with  bands  and  white  feathers  and  everything  else,  we 
can  get  the  requisite  number  by  volunteer  enlistment.  I 
think  the  sane,  sensible,  proper  thing  to  do  is  to  proceed 
right  now  to  apply  the  just,  democratic  principle  of  selection. 


Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  know  the  Senator  does,  and  he  be- 
lieves in  it  profoundly  and  conscientiously,  and  I  completely 
respect  his  view  and  his  sincerity.  I  do  not  want  him  to  put 
any  words  in  my  mouth.  I  had  no  meaning  to  attach  the 
word  "infamous"  to  the  service  itself.  I  say  that  the  infamous 
thing  would  be  the  act  of  a  Congress  which  deserts  the 
volimteer  system  needlessly  and  goes  to  the  conscript  system. 
There  is  nothing  infamous  about  the  draft  if  and  when  It 
has  to  be  applied.  There  is  no  finer  or  more  honorable  story 
in  the  history  of  the  United  States  than  the  story  of  the 
service  rendered  under  the  draft  in  the  World  War.  The 
Senator  must  not  attempt  to  impute  to  me  the  thought  that 
I  am  trying  to  deprecate  or  depreciate  the  high  standard  and 
qualiy  of  service  under  a  draft  law.  That  is  the  remotest 
thing  from  my  mind.  When  I  used  the  word  "infamous"  I 
was  appb'ing  it  to  the  congressional  act  which  might  need- 
lessly, in  the  lack  of  proofs  of  its  necessity,  desert  the  volun- 
tary system  and  precipitate  the  draft  system. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  word  "infamous"  is  an  ugly  word. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Yes;  I  think  it  is;  and  I  will  withdraw 
it.     I  do  not  think  it  is  infamous. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    And  it  carries  with  it  many  Implications. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  contend  that  in  this 
particular  instance,  any  more  than  any  other  in  which  Con- 
gress exercises  its  judgment,  although  it  might  be  mistaken 
in  its  judgment,  the  fact  that  it  does  an  imnecessary  thing 
renders  it  infamous  any  more  than  if  we  should  levy  a  tax 
that  was  unnecessary? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  has  not  been  here.  He 
has  just  entered  the  Chamber,  and  he  has  not  heard  what  I 
have  said. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  heard  what  the  Senator  said  about 
"infamous." 

Mr.  VANDENBE310.  Very  well.  The  Senator  has  not 
heard  me  lay  down  the  basis  of  my  deep  feeling  that  It  is  a 
terrible  thing  for  the  United  States  to  depart  from  150  years 
of  peacetime  history  and  tradition  in  respect  to  compulsory 
military  service;  and  I  feel  utterly  deeply  about  the  char- 
acter of  the  error  that  Congress  would  make  if  it  should 
needlessly  depart  from  the  volunteer  system.  I  think  the 
word  "infamous,"  as  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  properly 
indicates,  has  connotations  and  implications  which  I  did  not 
remotely  have  in  my  mind. 

I  was  attempting  to  define  what  I  believed  to  be  the  utterly 
terrific  nature  of  the  responsibility  which  we  are  exercLsing. 
The  last  thing  in  the  world  that  I  would  wL^h  to  inject  into 
the  debate,  as  I  am  about  to  say  in  just  a  few  moments,  would 
be  the  remotest  suspicion  of  a  complaint  against  the  motives 
or  the  attitude  of  any  man  on  either  side  of  this  question, 
because  I  think  one  of  the  serious  things  involved  in  this 
discussion,  particularly  in  the  country.  Is  the  growing  habit 
of  insisting  that  the  attitude  of  the  man  who  does  not  believe 
with  one  has  some  sinister  purpose  or  reason  behind  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  that,  Mr.  President,  and  I 
pay  tribute  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan  for  his  utter  sin- 
cerity. I  have  no  doubt,  and  have  never  questioned  the  fact, 
that  he  has  profound  convictions  upon  this  subject,  and  I 
do  not  intend  to  get  into  any  colloquy  here  which  could  lead 

on  either  side  to  any  questioning  of  motives.  But  the  Sen- 
ator realizes  that  in  tomorrow  morning's  paper  the  headline 
will  probably  be  carried  that  the  Senator  from  Michigan  de- 
nounced this  proposal  as  "infamoiis."  and  to  the  average 
American  citizen  the  word  "infamous"  carries  with  it  impli- 
cations and  connotations  which  automatically,  to  the  un- 
thinking, those  who  are  not  able  to  distinguish  between  defi- 
nitions of  words,  means  that  whatever  we  might  do,  however 
honest  we  might  be.  however  we  might  be  mistaken,  carries 
with  it  the  infamy  of  imputed  wrong,  which  I  think  no  one 
should  impute  or  charge  in  this  Chamber. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  think  the  Senator  understands  my 
attitude  and  my  feeling  about  the  matter,  and  as  I  proceed 
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I  win  make  It  still  plainer  that  I  think  the  decision  involves 
considerations  so  utterly  fundamental  in  respect  to  the  Amer- 
ican system  and  in  respect  to  the  life  of  the  Repubhc  that 
almost  any  word  appropriately  applied  could  scarcely  do  jus- 
tice to  my  feelings  about  a  description  of  the  mistake  Con- 
gress would  make  if  it  should  pass  the  pending  measure  in  its 
present  form  at  the  present  time. 

Now  I  shall  continue.  I  repeat,  the  position  I  define  cannot 
be  inimical  to  the  national  defense  because  it  proposes  com- 
pletely and  adequately  to  implement  the  national  defense 
either  on  tlie  one  hand  by  the  voluntary  system  or  if,  as,  and 
when  the  voluntary  system  falls,  then  by  conscription.  It 
simply  prefers  volimteers  to  conscripts.  It  siniply  prefers 
history  to  hysteria.  It  simply  prefers  peacetime  methods  in 
peace  to  wartime  methods  in  peace.  It  simply  prefers  lib- 
erty of  action  to  regimentation.  It  prefers  freedom  to  force. 
It  prefers  democracy  to  dictation. 

It  is  the  same  position  taken  by  Raymond  J.  Kelly,  national 
commander  of  the  American  Legion,  when  he  says: 

The  pro\-i8lons  of  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  should  not  be  put 
into  effect  until  aU  other  avenues  have  been  exhaiisted. 

TTien  Commander  Kelly  pertinently  adds: 

We  are  not  at  war,  although  everything  being  done  seems  to  be 
based  on  the  theory  that  we  are,  or  that  we  will  be  any  minute. 

Mr.  President,  before  going  further  with  my  theme  I  wish 
to  turn  for  a  moment  from  pursuit  of  the  question  I  have 
posed  to  one  or  two  general  comments  upon  this  whole  situa- 
tion. Let  me  respectfully  say  that  I  think  It  is  deeply  un- 
fortunate that  this  and  kindred  issues  have  precipitated  a  tide 
of  vast  intolerance  across  the  country.  Motives  and  purposes 
are  impugned  wholly  without  reason.  It  Is,  of  course,  a  fa- 
miliar phenomenon  in  tense  moments  of  great  feeling,  but  in 
its  climax  it  flames  and  flares  In  ugliest  Injustice. 

Reading  some  of  my  mail,  one  could  believe  that  any  pro- 
conscrlptionlst  is  either  a  "fifth  columnist"  for  King  George 
or  some  incarnate  devil  bent  upon  swiftly  subverting  the  Re- 
public. Reading  other  sections  of  my  mail,  one  could  believe 
that  any  anticonscriptionist  is  either  a  "fifth  columnist"  for 
Hitler  or  a  supine  appeaser  or  a  self -immolated  ostrich. 
These  things  simply  are  not  so.  Patriotic  men  and  women 
who  deeply  love  their  country  are  conscientiously  devoted  to 
the  belief  that  the  time  has  come  to  draft.  I  completely 
respect  their  opinions,  although  I  completely  disagree  with 
them.  Just  as  patriotic  men  and  women  who  just  as  deepljl^ 
love  their  country  are  conscientiously  devoted  to  the  belief 
that  the  time  has  not  come  to  draft.  Their  opinions  are  en- 
titled to  the  same  respect. 

Indeed,  as  I  run  through  50,000  earnest  letters  against  the 
draft  which  have  come  to  me,  obviously  from  the  troubled 
hearts  of  good  men  and  good  women  who  are  speaking  out 
of  their  anxiety  and  their  simple  convictions  and  their  doubts 
and  their  p>erplexities,  I  am  moved  to  observe  that  the  com- 
mentator who  dismisses  them  all  with  the  contemptuous  as- 
sertion they  are  just  ignorant  victims  of  subversive  propa- 
ganda Is  nothing  short  of  brutal  in  his  cruel  error. 

Mr.  President,  I  pray  that  we  may  remember  this  is  stUl  a 
land  of  free  speech  and  free  thought  and  free  petition,  and 
even  though  we  may  be  writing  one  form  of  unprecedented 
and  unwelcome  compulsion  into  our  institutions  with  this 
bill,  that  we  still  shall  wish  to  preserve  freedom  of  opinion 
and  the  mutual  tolerance  without  which  it  cannot  survive. 

I  wish  to  refer  to  one  other  thing  before  I  return  to  my 
question.  We  have  here  a  magnificent  example  of  the  value 
and  the  virtue  of  full  and  free  discussion  ahead  of  decisions 
upon  important  public  problems,  and  the  corresponding 
danger  of  impatient,  impulsive  legislative  haste.  Even  the 
preliminary  debates  upon  the  Burke- Wadsworth  bill,  and  the 
reactions  of  the  country  to  these  debates,  have  already  pro- 
duced a  profound  change  in  the  original  text.  Even  if  we  get 
no  further,  the  battle  already  has  justified  itself,  and  a  sub- 
stantial victory  for  reason  has  been  won.  The  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  has  already  ameliorated  some  of 
the  major  challenges  which  were  originally  contemplated. 
The  bill  no  longer  demands  registration  of  all  men,  virtually 
from  the  cradle  to  the  grave.  42,000,000  of  them,  who  would 
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have  been  drawn  into  the  shadow  of  Impressment.  Its  ap- 
petite is  now,  relatively,  greatly  constrained.  The  bill  no 
longer  asserts  that  peacetime  military  service  must  be 
shared  by  all,  a  concept  which  u'ould  have  changed  the 
spiritual  dedications  of  our  people. 

The  bill  no  longer  proposes  to  reduce  the  soldier's  meager 
pay  from  its  present  pittance  to  a  petty  gratuity  unworthy  of 
America,  and  certainly  unworthy  of  a  Congress  just  about  to 
rewrite  the  tax  laws  so  as  to  permit  wider  latitude  for  capital. 

Meanwhile,  the  bill  now  includes  a  new  provision,  which 
promises  some  degree  of  protection  to  the  young  man  whom 
the  peacetime  draft  ruthlessly  yanks  out  of  the  job  in  which 
he  hopes  to  make  a  career.  It  tries  to  say  that  he  shall  have 
his  job  back  when  his  Government  is  finished  with  his  serv- 
ices, and  this  compulsory  draft  Is  done.  I  hope  it  Is  more  than 
a  pious  platitude  which  will  be  more  honored  in  its  breach 
than  in  its  jierformance.  At  any  rate,  it  is  a  thoroughly  hu- 
man thing,  and  It  shows  that  the  Senate  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs  appreciates  that  this  peacetime  conscription  Is 
shot  through  with  economic  hazard  to  the  generation  just 
entering  upon  life's  stage. 

The  bill  now  also  Includes  a  provision  for  voluntary  enlist- 
ments on  a  1-year  basis,  preliminary  to  the  draft,  the  thing 
which  I  was  discussing  a  few  moments  ago  in  my  colloquy 
with  the  able  Senator  from  Nebraska.  This,  too,  is  a  worthy 
concession  to  a  noble  and  traditional  American  Ideal,  and  it 
certainly  is  far  better  than  no  concession  at  all.  But,  un- 
fortunately, it  is  what  might  be  termed  a  shotgun  con- 
cession, or,  using  the  current  language  of  one  of  my  friends. 
a  stiletto  concession,  because  It  virtually  says  to  young 
America:  "We'll  draft  you  unless ." 

Nevertheless,  in  respect  to  all  of  these  things  I  wish  to 
make  the  point  that  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Af- 
fairs has  wholesomely  tried  to  meet  the  rising  storm  of  na- 
tional objection  to  a  peacetime  draft,  and  it  has  done  the  best 
it  could  so  long  as  It  proposes  to  cling  to  what  I  believe  to  be 
its  fundamental  fallacy. 

Mr.  BURKE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  I  wish  to 
make  the  point  that  if  the  bill  had  been  jammed  through  on 
the  spur  of  a  white-hot  moment,  as  seemed  to  be  the  imminent 
prospect  two  or  three  weeks  ago.  it  would  have  lacked  the 
judicial  tempering  which  a  little  debate  and  a  little  delibera- 
tion have  already  contributed  to  It^ 

I  now  yield  to  my  able  friend  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  BURKE.  The  Senator  complained  somewhat  of  the 
provision  in  the  bill  for  voluntary  enlistment  for  1  year, 
and  the  possibility  of  an  increase  in  pay,  on  the  ground,  as  I 
understand — and  I  do  not  wish  to  put  words  in  the  Senator's 
mouth  which  have  not  come  from  him — ^that  that  amounts  to 
saying  to  the  young  men  of  the  country,  "We  will  draft  you, 

unless  ";  and  of  course  that  is  true;  that  is  the  whole 

purpose  of  it. 

The  question  I  wish  to  ask  is:  How  does  that  differ  from 
the  proposal  which  the  Senator  advocates,  which  would  be  to 
hold  the  matter  of  enlistment  open,  with  the  threat  or  the 
promise,  whichever  way  one  wants  to  look  at  it,  that  if  by 
January  1,  or  some  other  date,  the  enlistments  do  not  come 
in,  then  the  draft  may  be  applied? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  is  the  same  question  the 
Senator  previously  asked  me,  and  I  give  him  the  same  answer. 
In  the  form  in  which  the  Senator  proposes  to  proceed  he  is 

putting  the  volunteer  system  under  the  suspicion  that  it  is 
likely  to  fail.  He  is  anticipating  failure  by  establishing  a  sub- 
stitute in  advance  without  waiting  for  its  failure,  I  repeat, 
he  is  tearing  up  150  years  of  peacetime  history,  and  pre- 
cipitating compulsory  peacetime  service  before  he  knows 
whether  or  not  it  will  be  necessary.  The  difference  between 
us  is  the  fundamental  one  that  I  do  not  want  the  Congress 
to  commit  itself  to  a  principle  which  I  consider  to  be  re- 
pugnant to  the  American  way  of  life,  unless  and  until  it  is 
obvious  and  e\'ident  that  there  is  absolutely  no  other  way  by 
which  we  can  adequately  prepare. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
further? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 
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Mr.  BURKE.  It  would  appear  to  me  that  the  difference 
between  the  two  proposals  is  simply  whether  we  want  effi- 
ciency or  do  not  want  It.  Under  the  one  system  we  say 
•*Come  forward  and  enlist  In  the  number  required  to  perfect 
the  national  defense."  But  meanwhile,  in  order  to  be  effl- 
cient,  and  save  time,  which  is  of  the  essence  of  this  matter, 
we  are  setting  up  the  machinery  to  take  care  of  the  situa- 
tion if  there  are  not  a  suflBclent  nimiber  of  enlistments. 

The  other  view  is.  "Well,  we  win  Just  take  a  chance  on  it. 
We  hope  that  there  will  be  a  sufficient  number  of  enlistments. 
We  do  not  know,  and  we  will  take  no  steps  now  to  take  care 
of  the  situation  if  the  volunteers  do  not  come  forward  in  suffi- 
cient nimaber." 

That,  it  seems  to  me.  is  the  real  difference  between  the  two 
proposals. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  The  Senator's  idea  of  efficiency  and 
mine  are  different.  The  Senator's  idea  of  efficiency,  as  now 
presented,  is  that  he  would  establish  this  tremendous  bureauc- 
racy of  a  draft  tward  in  every  county  of  America,  perhaps 
200.000  persons  in  all.  put  it  in  motion,  finance  it.  prepare  it 
for  its  labors,  and  then,  if  he  found  that  he  could  still  get 
volunteers,  he  would  demobilize  the  draft  boards,  and  incur  all 
that  expense  with  no  result. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Am  I  to  vmderstand  the  Senator  to  say 
that  he  favors  trying  out  the  volunteer  system  first,  and  then 
if  that  does  not  result  in  getting  a  sufficient  number  of  troops, 
use  the  draft  method?     Is  that  the  Senator's  attitude? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.     Oh,  that  is  it  in  a  short  form. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Would  the  Senator  then,  il  he  did  not 
get  them  by  voluntary  enlistment,  draft  men? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.     I  tried  to  make  that  plain. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Well,  why? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Does  the  Senator  who  is  questioning 
me  completely  agree  as  to  the  existence  of  the  necessity  for 
the  extension  of  our  defense  personnel? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  I  did  not  I  would  not  have  voted  for  all 
the  defense  measures  for  which  I  have  voted. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Neither  would  I.  The  whole  ques- 
tion is  the  difference  as  to  how  the  expanded  personnel  shall 
be  obtained,  and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  in  a  few  moments  to 
make  my  position  plainer  to  the  Senator,  if  I  have  failed 
thus  far. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  the  proposed  method  Is  all  wrong. 
If  it  will  tear  at  the  heart  of  all  our  institutions,  then  I  do 
not  see  how  anyone  can  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  VAJIDENBERG.  Because  everything  is  relative  In 
life,  and  there  are  some  things  even  worse  than  that;  and 
one  of  them  would  be  to  be  unequal  to  the  challenge  which 
we  might  confront  one  of  these  days. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  always  enjoy  hearing  the  Senator 
from  Michigan. 

Let  me  ask  him  another  question.  We  admit  the  necessity. 
We  need  the  men.  We  say,  "Come  on  boys,  volunteer.  We 
are  going  to  have  a  rally  tonight.  We  are  going  to  have  a 
speech.  We  are  going  to  have  a  brass  band  out.  We  are 
going  to  have  a  lot  of  girls  there  with  bimtlng  and  with 
flags  and  everything  draped  over  them.  We  are  going  to 
persuade  all  you  folks  to  volunteer  and  get  in  the  Army. 

•now  any  of  you  hard-boiled  fellows,  though,  who  do  not 
want  to  fight,  do  not  have  to;  you  need  not  come  in.  We 
will  take  these  brave,  heroic,  willing  fellows  who  love  the 
country;  we  will  put  them  In  the  front  lines:  they  will  be 
shot  first;  but  as  to  the  rest  of  you  boys,  we  serve  notice  on 
you  now  that  if  you  go  to  the  brush  you  can  stay  there 
until  all  these  other  fellows  are  killed  off,  and  then  we  may 
come  and  root  you  out." 

If  there  is  any  military  obligation  on  anybody,  it  is  on 
everybody. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President.  I  now  return  to  the 
question  which  I  have  posed  as  representing  the  crux  of 
this  controversy.  It  does  not  have  anything  to  do  with  girls 
dressed  up  In  buntiijg.  It  deals  solely  with  a  terrific  chal- 
lenge to  the  fundamen^.al  philosophy  of  American  life. 


This,  I  repeat,  is  the  question:  Has  the  volunteer  system 
under  adequate  trial  demonstrated  that  it  cannot  \x  trusted 
to  produce  the  recruits  required  by  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
as  swiftly  as  may  be  needed,  fully  to  match  and  man  our 
new  facilities  for  the  defense  of  America  and  her  essential 
ideals?  I  answer  "No,"  and  I  now  propose  to  examine  my 
proofs. 

The  first  important  fact  to  note  is  that  the  Army  and 
the  Navy  have  filled  every  volunteer  quota  they  have  sought 
this  year.  That  major  fact  stands  out  beyond  controversy. 
Certainly  it  Is  a  key  fact.  The  Army  and  the  Navy  have 
filled  every  volunteer  quota  they  have  sought  this  year, 
It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  the  quotas  have  not  been 
sufficiently  large  to  satisfy  the  Army's  growing  appetite. 
That  begs  the  question.  Until  larger  quotas  have  been 
tried  and  have  failed,  the  clear  and  highly  creditable  pre- 
sumption must  persist  that  the  Army  and  the  Navy  can  get 
what  they  want  by  the  traditional,  peacetime  volunteer 
system. 

Army  enlistments  totaled  23,442  in  June,  and  31.958  in 
July — "a  peacetime  record,"  commented  the  Washington  Star 
last  Saturday  night.  With  no  more  stimulus  than  a  sporadic 
newspaper  discussion  of  prospective  enlistment  needs  the  July 
enlistments  jumped  nearly  50  percent  over  June.  In  both 
Instances  the  Army  got  everything  it  asked  from  the  volun- 
teer spirit  of  American  youth.  It  could  have  gotten  much 
more,  as  I  shall  presently  show,  but,  in  any  event,  It  got 
everything  it  sought. 

The  Navy  has  always  gotten  everything  it  has  sought.  Yet 
we  are  told  that  the  volunteer  system  has  "broken  down." 
We  are  told  that  it  is  no  longer  reliable.  We  are  told  that  it 
is  a  poor,  decrepit  thing.  We  are  told  that  it  must  be  aban- 
doned as  a  peacetime  recoturse.  We  are  told  the  record  makes 
these  things  plain. 

Mr.  President,  I  must  confess  that  the  record  does  not  make 
them  plain  to  me.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  only  logic  in  the 
situation  leads  to  an  exactly  contrary  and  completely  con- 
vincing conclusion. 

The  Army  and  the  Navy  have  filled  every  volunteer  quota 
they  have  sought  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  volunteer 
system  has  not  had  adequate  trial.  There  has  been  no  re- 
mote effort  to  emphasize  the  need  or  the  desire  for  recruits. 
Has  the  President  issued  a  ringing  call  for  volunteers?  He 
has  not.  Has  there  been  a  persuasive  fireside  chat  upon  the 
subject?  [Laughter  in  the  galleries.]  There  has  not.  Has 
there  been  a  vigorous  campaign  to  instruct  young  America 
In  Its  country's  need  for  volunteers?  There  has  not.  Have 
volunteer  enlistments  on  a  1-year  instead  of  a  3-year  basis 
been  permitted?  They  have  not.  Has  the  Army  base  pay 
of  $21  a  month  been  raised  to  equal  the  $30  average  quickly 
attained  by  naval  enlistees,  thus  equalizing  a  gross  and  re- 
tarding discrimination?    It  has  not. 

Have  the  desired  quotas  been  stepped  up  to  the  tempo 
required  by  contemplated  needs?    They  have  not. 

Yet  the  volunteer  system  is  now  condemned  as  a  prospec- 
tive failure,  although  it  has  not  failed  a  single  contemporary 
demand,  and  we  are  told  It  must  give  way  to  the  wartime 
draft  In  time  of  peace. 

I  confess  that  that  is  wholly  mystifying  to  me.  I  can 
understand  why  the  defense  need  took  on  new  color  of  urg- 
ency— particularly  In  the  minds  of  those  who  fearfully  believe 
that  our  involvement  in  the  European  war  sooner  or  later  is 
Inevitable,  and  who  favor  a  foreign  pohcy  which  might,  how- 
ever unwittingly  take  us  nearer  to  this  hazard. 

I  can  tmderstand  why  the  defense  need  took  on  new  color 
of  urgency  after  the  battle  of  Flanders  In  early  June;  I  can 
understand  how  trepidation  would  increase.  In  the  mind  of 
any  prudent  person,  after  the  French  surrender  later  in  June, 
but  I  cannot  understand  why  these  factors  should  not  have 
immediately  recommended  a  swift  step-up  in  efforts  to  invite 
larger  recruitment  by  the  volunteer  method,  which  up  to  that 
moment,  and  even  up  to  now,  has  not  failed  a  single  contribu- 
tion asked  of  it. 

I  cannot  understand  why  the  situation  suddenly  called  for 
an  abandonment  of  the  volunteer  process;  suddenly  called 
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for  a  sinister  compulsion  which  never  heretofore  has  been  em- 
braced until  we  have  l)een  well  Into  war  itself ;  suddenly  called 
for  general  conscription,  which,  in  my  humble  judgment,  will 
not  stop  with  the  mere  regimentation  of  men  when  once  we 
launch  this  new  peacetime  element  of  duress  into  oiu*  na- 
tional life;  suddenly  called  for  a  national  system  which  will 
set  up  a  new  bureaucracy  in  every  county  in  the  land,  with 
broad  powers  to  control  the  life  and  destiny  of  every  young 
American;  suddenly  called  for  an  army  not  only  of  yoimg 
conscripts,  but  also  for  another  army  of  draft-board  over- 
lords— there  were  more  than  200,000  of  them  in  the  World 
War  draft — and  the  tremendous  added  burden  of  expense 
involved  therein.  I  can  understand  how  American  public 
opinion  itself,  harassed  and  perplexed  by  constant  rumors  of 
war  and  by  our  deeply  sympathetic  reactions  to  the  plight  of 
the  victims  of  black  conquest  elsewhere,  should  swing  rest- 
lessly— even  impatiently — toward  greater  and  ever  greater 
national  defense,  groping,  as  it  were,  for  safety.  Certainly 
that  was  the  subconscious  process  of  my  own  mind.  I  think 
It  explains  the  trend  of  the  so-called  Oallup  poll  from  61 
percent  against  conscription  last  October  to  66  percent  in 
favor  of  it  today.  It  explains  the  trend,  but  it  does  not  vindi- 
cate the  result,  because  the  specific  question  asked  by  Dr. 
Gallup  did  not  pose  the  true  question  at  issue  in  this 
controversy. 

Please  understand,  this  Is  no  complaint  against  Dr.  Oallup's 
motive.  It  is  merely  the  result  of  the  inevitable  prejudice 
inherent  in  his  mechanism.  Was  anybody  asked  whether  he 
would  prefer  peacetime  conscription  even  though  we  could 
still  obtain  in  the  traditional  American  voluntary  way  all 
the  men  the  Army  and  the  Navy  need?  Oh.  no!  Was  there 
a  single  word  In  either  of  the  Gallup  questions  to  remind 
the  voters  of  the  voluntary,  as  oppwsed  to  the  compulsory, 
principle?  Oh,  no!  True,  one  of  his  questions  explored  the 
theme  of  universal  military  training,  and  attempted  to  argue 
that  the  result  automatically  swept  voluntary  service  Into 
the  discard:  but.  In  my  view,  universal  military  training  as 
an  abstract  thesis  is  wholly  different  from  the  present  spe- 
cific issue,  which  potentially  Is  a  war-service  issue,  involving 
implications  all  its  own  at  this  particular  moment  in  our 
national  life. 

The  Oallup  question  bearing  upon  the  real  problem  of 

today  was: 

Do  you  favor  increasing  the  size  of  our  Army  and  Navy  by  draft- 
ing noen  between  the  ages  of  18  and  32  to  serve  In  the  armed  forces 
for  1  year? 

I,  myself,  would  answer  that  question  "Yes,"  under  certain 
circumstances.  I.  myself,  could  not  answer  that  question 
"No"  and  truthfully  refiect  my  whole  view.  My  answer  would 
be  "Yes."  if  the  volunteer  system  showed  any  signs  of  failing. 
My  answer  would  be  "No"  only  if  the  volunteer  system  con- 
tinued to  operate  successfully,  as  it  has  been  operating,  and 
is  operating  today  in  respect  to  every  quota  sought  by  the 
Army  and  Navy. 

How  many  voters  in  the  Gsillup  poll  faced  this  same  con- 
fusion? How  many  voted  "Yes"  because  under  the  prejudicial 
circumstances  involved.  It  was  their  only  chance  of  supporting 
the  general  project  of  a  bigger  Army  and  Navy  personnel? 
Would  not  the  result  have  been  even  more  affirmative  if  the 
question  had  been,  "Do  you  favor  the  peacetime  volimteer 
system  of  enlistments  so  long  as  the  Army  and  Navy  can  fill 
their  quotas?" 

What  would  have  happened  if  this  had  been  the  question, 
"If  the  volunteer  system  of  enlistment  fails,  would  you  then 
favor  a  draft  law?"  I  think  about  95  percent  would  have 
approved. 

So  I  come  back  again  to  my  own  text.  In  my  view,  the 
volunteer  system  Is  not  receiving  a  fair  test,  either  in  practice 
or  In  public  opinion;  yet  in  practice  it  is  not  failing  to  meet  a 
single  test.  No  wonder  Hon.  Harry  H.  Woodring,  who  has 
just  retired  after  7  distinguished  years  as  Secretary  of  War, 
in  which  position  he  certainly  had  more  than  casual  oppor- 
timities  to  assess  this  problem,  and  in  which  he  was  intimately 
in  touch  with  the  inside  opinions  of  our  Army  experts,  bravely 
says: 


How  any  fair-minded  Member  of  Congress  could  rty  that  we  have 
given  the  voluntary  system  of  enlistment  for  the  United  States 
Army  service  a  fair  trial  and  that  It  has  broken  down,  and  there- 
fore we  need  the  compulsory  service.  Is  beyond  my  understanding. 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  man  who  has  had  longer  asso- 
ciation with  Army  responsibility  and  defense  responsibility 
under  this  administration  during  the  past  8  years  than  has 
any  other  man  except  the  President  himself. 

Let  us  scan  a  few  revealing  exhibits  over  the  country.  Let 
us  look  around  and  see  how  the  volunteer  system  is  breaking 
down. 

Here  is  a  news  dispatch  from  my  own  State  of  Michigan : 

More  than  900  Detroit  and  Michigan  youths  Joined  the  United 
States  armed  forces  In  July.  establkhJng  a  new  peace-time  recruit- 
ing record.  Every  branch  reached  or  exceeded  Its  quota,  as  937  men 
were  selected  from  more  than  2,000  applicants. 

A  new  peacetime  recruiting  period;  every  branch  exceed- 
ing its  requirements;  yet,  we  are  told  that  the  system  is 
breaking  down.  In  Detroit  the  Marine  Corps  had  so  many 
applicants  that  a  number  equal  to  50  percent  of  the  July  quota 
is  waiting  for  August  enlistments.  The  services  could  not 
even  take  care  of  those  who  wanted  to  volunteer;  yet  the 
volunteer  system  is  indicted  for  failing  to  produce  the  men 
the  Nation  needs. 

Prom  the  same  State  of  Michigan,  at  Saginaw: 

At  the  present  time  25  men  are  on — 

What  do  you  suppose?  k 

the  watting  list,  and  will  be  assigned  to  various  departments  of  the 
Army — 

When? 

as  soon  as  vacancies  occur. 

Down  in  the  Carolinas.  from  the  Charlotte  Observer: 

Army  enlistments  for  the  Charlotte  district  broke  all  prevlbus 
records  last  week  when  504  men  were  recruited  In  the  Carolinas. 

"Broke  all  records."  We  find  the  same  story  from  every 
corner  and  quarter  of  this  land.  Yet  It  is  said  that  the 
volunteer  system  has  broken  down.  It  has  not  broken  down. 
There  must  be  another  reason  for  suddenly  and  precipitately 
asking  America  to  submit  to  peacetime  compulsory  militarism 
for  the  first  time  in  150  years. 

Out  in  California — I  am  "sampling  the  Nation."  as  Dr. 

Gallup  would  say — the  Los  Angeles  Evening  Herald  for  July 

31  says: 

Recruiting  at  the  United  States  Army  station  In  Loe  Angeles  so 
far  this  month  has  broken  all  peacetime  records. 

Mr.  President,  wherever  we  explore  the  situation  we  seem 
to  find  the  phrase,  "broken  all  peacetime  records,"  yet  we 
are  told  that  the  volimteer  system  has  broken  down. 

I  continue: 

Navy  and  Marine  Corps  recruiting  offices  are  crowded  with  appli- 
cants, and  the  aviation  branches  of  all  services  are  overenllsted  and 
have  waiting  lists. 

Yet  we  are  told  that  the  men  needed  cannot  be  obtained 
by  relying  upon  the  traditional  volunteer  system. 
In  Illinois,  a  citizen's  letter  in  a  Chicago  newspaper  says: 
I  suggested  to  a  young  man  out  of  a  job  that  he  Join  the  Army. 
I  phoned  the  United  States  Army  recruiting  ofBcer  for  Information 
and  was  told  there  were  no  vacancies.  I  nearly  fell  over  in  a  faint. 
The  quota  full,  and  yet  all  this  hullabaloo  about  the  draft!  On 
repeating  the  story  to  a  friend  1  found  that  27  young  men  In  the 
little  town  of  Ashley  had  been  told  there  were  no  vacancies. 

From  the  same  State  of  Illinois,  a  letter  to  me  dated  August 
7  sa5^: 

On  Tuesday,  Augtist  6,  at  United  States  Courthouse,  Chicago.  23 
voluntary  Army  recruits  were  turned  down.  Reason:  Quota  fUled, 
no  housing,  no  equipment. 

Back  to  North  Carolina.  "Hils  Is  from  the  Greensboro 
Record: 

More  rigid  rules  are  being  set  for  applicants.  They  will  not  be 
applied  to  applicants  now  on  the  waiting  list. 

My  God,  they  cannot  even  take  in  those  who  are  trying 
to  get  in,  and  yet  they  say  the  system  has  broken  down  and 
that  it  is  not  producing  the  youth  power  which  the  Nation 
needs. 
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Back  to  Michigan  and  my  home  city  of  Grand  Rapids.  The 
board  of  education  has  been  trying  for  3  years  to  obtain  four 
additional  junior  units  of  the  R.  O.  T.  C;  but  as  late  as  last 
June  14  The  Adjutant  General  of  the  War  Department  ad- 
vised that  there  would  be  no  extension  of  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  for 
some  time.  Thirty  such  applications  In  the  Sixth  Corps  Area 
are  in  a  pigeonhole,  where  the  whole  volunteer  system  seems 
destined  needlessly  to  go. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.     I,  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  same  situation  exists  in  Montana. 
Many  young  men  have  wanted  to  go  Into  the  R.  O.  T.  C. 
They  have  appealed  to  the  Army  people  in  Washington  and 
have  been  unable  to  obtain  any  allotment  or  anything  else. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  the  testimony  is  so 
universal  that  it  could  be  duplicated  in  every  quarter  of  every 
State  In  the  Union.  There  is  no  break-down  in  the  volunteer 
system,  but  there  is  a  break-down  in  the  willingness  to 
acknowledge  its  success. 

Mr.  BURKE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BURKE.  In  sjirite  of  all  that  the  Senator  has  quoted 
from  different  sections  of  the  country,  the  records  seem  to 
indicate  that  for  the  first  five  and  a  half  months  of  this 
year,  until  the  15th  of  June,  the  total  increase  in  the  enlisted 
force  of  the  United  States  Army  was  a  little  less  than  15.000 
men,  notwithstanding  the  fact  th&t  a  very  active  drive  was 
put  on.  Then  June  came,  and  the  selective-service  l>ill  was 
Introduced.  There  has  been  much  discussion  of  it,  condi- 
tions have  become  much  more  serious  abroad,  and  the  enlist- 
ments have  very  greatly  increased.  However,  there  is  still  a 
total  lack  of  evidence  that  we  can  safely  rely  on  the  volunteer 
system. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President.  I  suppose  the  most 
authentic  publication  in  service  circles  is  the  Army  and  Navy 
Journal.  The  Army  and  Navy  Journal  for  last  August  3  boasts 
in  its  leading  front-page  article  of  "the  great  and  successful 
drive  to  rapidly  increase  the  enlisted  strength  of  the  Army 
under  a  volunteer  recruiting  system." 

How  about  the  thousands  of  patriotic  colored  citizens  of 
the  United  States  who  cannot  get  into  volunteer  service  at  all 
because  so  relatively  few  units  are  provided  for  them?  Under 
date  of  August  5  the  Secretary  of  War  writes  me  regarding 
this  question,  as  follows: 

A  large  portion  of  the  colored  men  who  enlist  In  the  Army  make 
the  service  a  Ufe-tlme  career.  For  this  reason  there  Is  a  compara- 
tively low  tiirn-oyer  in  colored  organizations  and.  consequently, 
comparatively  a.smaU  number  of  openings  for  original  enlistments 
at  any  one  time.  •  •  •  The  question  of  the  formation  of  addi- 
tional colored  units  is  under  study  in  the  War  Department. 

Here  is'a  great  sector  of  our  people  which  can  scarcely  chisel 
Its  volunteer  way  into  a  service  which,  when  it  has  had  the 
chance  it  has  always  sustained  with  great  devotion.  We  are 
advised  that  there  is  a  small  nimiber  of  opemngs  for  original 
enLstment  and  that  the  opening  up  of  these  volunteer  op- 
portunities is  now  under  study.  Yet  we  are  told  the  volun- 
teer S3rstem  has  broken  down.  No.  Mr.  President,  it  has  not 
broken  down,  and  there  are  no  signs  that  it  will  break  down. 
•Hie  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  simply  proposes  to  abandon  it 
arbitrarily  and  without  justification. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  volunteer  record  ought  to  be  a 
source  of  deep  American  gratification  and  iwride;  that  we 
ought  to  cheer  it  as  a  spontaneous  demonstration  of  voluntary 
fidelity  to  the  American  system  and  as  a  source  of  immeasur- 
able national  strength,  rather  than  falsely  to  brand  it  as  an 
outmoded,  impotent  reliance  upon  volimteer  devotions  which 
no  longer  exist. 

Mr.  TAPT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Is  the  Senator  aware  of  the  fact  that  at  the 
end  of  the  5  months  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska, on  June  1,  the  total  authorized  strength  of  the 
Army  was  only  228.000.  and  that  quota  had  been  filled  by 
enlistment  on  the  1st  of  June.  So  the  Senator's  statement 
that  the  system  met  the  demands  upon  it  is  just  as  true  of  the 
first  5  months  of  the  year  as  it  is  of  the  months  since  that 
time? 


Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  testi- 
mony. It  is  unquestionably  true,  as  asserted  by  him.  and  as 
I  have  repeatedly  stated,  that  no  Army  quota  has  failed  this 
year. 

Mr.  President,  if  one  of  our  purposes  is  to  impress  alien 
conquerors  with  the  inadvisability  of  trifling  with  Uncle  Sam, 
I  submit  that  the  lesson  would  be  doubly  significant,  its  im- 
pact would  be  far  more  conclusive  if  the  telltale  message  went 
across  the  seas  that  without  conscription,  without  regimenta- 
tion, without  even  the  threat  of  a  forced  draft,  young  America 
has  fully  and  adequately  volunteered  to  sustain  the  institu- 
tions of  democracy  in  the  Western  World. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  again  that  if  the  choice  we 
must  make  between  volunteer  enlistment  and  the  forced  draft 
was  a  choice  between  two  implements  equally  consistent  with 
our  free  institutions,  the  matter  would  be  of  less  importance 
and  certainly  of  less  concern  to  me.  But  such  is  not  the  case. 
Peacetime  military  compulsion,  I  care  not  what  its  form  or 
what  Its  sugar-coating  may  be.  is  alien  to  American  ideal; 
it  is  deeply  repugnant  to  the  consciences  of  millions  of  our 
people  who  are  just  as  devoted  to  adequate  national  defense 
as  is  the  Chief  of  Staff  himself.  If  they  are  in  the  minority, 
which  I  doubt,  still  they  number  millions;  indeed,  I  have  pre- 
sented one  such  petition  bearing  1,000,000  signatures.  Peace- 
time military  compulsion  has  never  been  a  part  of  the  Army 
pattern.  It  has  been  reserved  for  hard-pressed  monarchs  or 
for  imperial  marshals  on  the  march. 

Peacetime  military  compulsion  cannotes  many  another 
form  of  peacetime  compulsion.  Say  what  you  please,  some- 
thing precious  goes  out  of  the  American  way  of  life  and  some- 
thing potentially  sinister  enters.  Look  out  for  the  next  step. 
Our  choice  is  not  a  choice  between  implements  equally  con- 
sistent with  our  free  institutions. 

Therefore,  in  my  view,  compulsion  should  be  embraced 
only  when  the  volunteer  system  shows  at  least  some  sign  of 
failing  to  supply  our  needs.  It  has  shown  no  such  slEm  as 
yet,  even  though  it  has  not  had  the  benefit  of  a  real  drive  and 
a  fair  chance.  Give  it  the  benefit  and  stimulus  of  a  Presi- 
dential call;  give  it  the  opportunity  for  1  year  enlistments 
Instead  of  3;  Justly  reorganize  the  pay  scale;  expand  the 
quotas;  make  a  real  business  of  seeing  that  it  works;  and 
then.  If  it  fails,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  the  test  can  be 
completed  in  the  next  hundred  days;  Congress  will  be  here 
in  session;  we  can  pass  a  draft  law  in  short  order,  and  we 
will  not  have  to  follow  the  theory  and  philosophy  of  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  (Mr. 
BttkksI  that  it  is  imperative  to  legislate  now  in  anticipation 
of  a  default  which  is  not  likely  to  occur. 

Oh,  but  It  is  said  400.000  men  are  wanted  by  October  1. 
Why?  In  terms  of  emergency,  why?  We  have  Just  voted 
the  Commander  in  Chief  252,000  National  Guard  men  and 
some  160.000  other  component  reserves.  Yet  we  are  told 
that  only  50.000  will  really  be  called  for  some  time  to  come. 
The  remainder  will  simply  be  "on  order,"  like  most  of  our 
equipment.  Why  the  October  quest  for  400.000  conscripts 
when  200.000  National  Guard  men  and  160.000  other  com- 
ponent reserves  will  still  be  available  and  uncalled?  Why 
this  positively  frenzied  speed  to  upset  the  volunteer  system? 
What  is  in  the  wind?  The  Regular  Army,  the  National 
Guard,  and  the  component  reserves  will  shortly  number  a 
total  of  750.000.  Chief  William  S.  Knudsen.  of  the  National 
Defense  Council,  told  us  last  Friday  that  equipment  for  a 
fully  balanced  combat  army  of  even  750.000  men  will  not  be 
available  until  1942.  Why  400,000  additional  conscripts  over 
and  above  750.000  men  by  next  October  1? 

There  is  no  pretense  that  Navy  volunteers  are  not  coming 
Just  as  fast  as  they  can  possibly  be  assimilated.  There  is  no 
pretense  that  the  air  force  is  not  getting  everything  it  can 
handle;  and.  so  far  as  the  defense  emergency  is  concerned. 
Secretary  of  War  Stimson  spent  most  of  his  time  last  Friday 
before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  proving  that  the  air 
force  is  the  key  to  the  whole  situation  and  that  armies  are  a 
secondary  consideration.  Why  this  sudden,  precipitate  Army 
need  for  men,  which  is  the  only  reason  given  us  for  this  equally 
sudden  and  precipitate  demand  for  immediate  conscription? 
It  is  sudden  and  precipitate.    The  best  proof  is  that  neither 
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the  Republican  convention  in  Philadelphia  last  June  24  nor 
the  Democratic  convention  in  Chicago  last  July  15  even  knew 
anything  about  this  need,  and  a  draft  resolution  in  either  con- 
vention would  have  been  howled  out  of  the  forum.  They 
would  not  have  dared  write  it  in  their  party's  platform.  After 
all.  we  are  not  at  war.  although — now  listen — as  reproduced 
in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  July  26,  the  'selective- 
service  questionnaire  for  all  American  men  18  to  64  under  the 
pending  bill " — I  quote  the  headline  verbatim — contained  this 
sentence  in  the  instructions: 

The  Nation  Is  at  war.  and  every  registrant  is  thus  put  on  notice 
to  know  his  pcsttlon  and  duty. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment.  Undoubt- 
edly by  now  that  telltale  line  has  been  deleted,  but  it  cannot 
be  deleted  from  most  of  our  understandings  as  to  what  drafts 
are  for  and  as  to  why  conscription  laws  heretofore  have  been 
written  into  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

I  trust  there  was  no  such  a  prophecy  in  that  omnious  line ; 
or  was  there?     I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  as  a  member  of  the  reso- 
lutions committee  of  the  Democratic  convention  at  Chicago, 
let  me  say  that  while  conscription  was  never  mentioned  a 
plank  was  offered  which  would  tend  to  indicate  that  the  per- 
son who  offered  it  favored  conscription.  That  plank  was 
voted  down  almost  unanimously  by  the  committee.  Let  me 
say  further  that  if  it  had  been  attempted  in  that  committee 
to  endorse  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  it  would  have  been  prac- 
tically unanimously  voted  down,  and  likewise  I  am  sure  it 
would  have  been  voted  down  by  the  convention  itself. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
asserts  his  history  correctly. 

I  repeat  we  are  hot  at  war.  Most  of  us.  despite  our  deep- 
seated  resentment  against  the  new  technique  of  European  and 
Asiatic  conquest,  say  we  do  not  intend  to  go  to  war  except  as 
war  comes  to  us. 

Our  aid  to  Britain  is  alwasrs  presumed,  according  to  the 
current  phrase,  to  stop  short  of  war.  If  we  think  things 
through,  and  avoid  impulsive  errors  which  would  do  more 
credit  to  our  hearts  than  to  our  heads,  I  believe  we  can 
honorably  and  safely  avoid  war.  particularly  if  we  perfect 
an  adequate  defense — and  I  mean  defense.  Yet  no  one 
knows  what  lies  ahead.  We  have  renewed  a  tremendous 
obligation  under  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  although  I  sincerely 
hope  it  is  not  construed  to  mean  that  our  Armies  shall  garri- 
son every  foot  of  territory  in  the  Western  World.  Our  poli- 
cies in  the  Far  East,  so  far  as  any  of  us  up  here  on  Capitol 
Hill  can  understand  them,  could  lure  us  into  trouble  in  Asia 
even  easier  than  in  EuroiDe.  I  am  frank  to  say  that  I  think 
we  sometimes  are  entirely  too  prone  to  ask  for  trouble.  But, 
anj-way.  there  is  no  denial  of  the  need  for  supreme  vigilance 
and  the  swiftest  practical  mobilization  of  a  balanced  na- 
tional defense.  If  this  were  not  so.  we  should  not  have 
almost  unanimously  authorized  present  and  prospective  de- 
fense appropriations  already  crowding  $15,000,000,000. 

I  accept  this  thesis.  Furthermore,  I  do  not  propose  to  ask 
the  country  to  risk  any  error  of  judgment  of  mine  as  to 
what  lies  ahead,  because  I  frankly  imderstand  that  what  lies 
ahead  depends  in  considerable  measure  upon  decisions  al- 
most exclusively  in  the  hands  of  the  President,  and  I  have 
no  means  of  knowing  what  he  contemplates.  It  depends, 
too.  upon  foreign  factors  entirely  beyond  the  control  of  any 
of  us.  I  do  not  propose  to  pose  as  a  military  strategist, 
which  I  am  not.  So.  even  though  I  am  completely  mystified 
as  to  why  we  need  an  additional  400,000  men  in  the  Army 
this  fall,  unless  we  are  planning  to  go  to  war,  I  will,  to  be 
on  the  safe  side,  accept  even  that  measure  of  our  need, 
although  the  arbitrary  date  of  Octot)er  1  is  obviously  a  fic- 
tion, because  it  would  have  to  be  extended  even  under  the 
workings  of  the  pending  bill.  I  will  even  accept  the  figure 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  I  carmot  understand  it.  I  quarrel 
simply  with  the  method  soioght  to  be  pursued,  and  the  im- 
plications it  invites. 

I  dismiss  all  collateral  controversy,  and  I  come  back  to 
the  one  and  single  proposition  upon  which  I  stand:  TTiis 


democracy  cannot  afford,  for  the  sake  of  the  spirit  of  its 
institutions,  to  embrace  peacetime  military  compulsion  un- 
less and  until  its  legitimate  and  essential  national  defense 
cannot  otherwise  be  served. 

Neighboring  Canada  did  not  do  so  until  she  had  been  all 
the  way  into  this  war  for  more  than  a  year,  and  even  then 
there  will  be  no  such  action  as  we  are  asked  to  take.  In- 
deed, the  Canadian  parallel  is  not  without  its  illuminating 
significance.  Canada's  conscription  date  is  October  1.  So, 
too,  will  ours  be  October  1  under  the  pending  bill.  But 
there  the  similarity  abruptly  ends. 

Canada  takes  the  step  after  12  months  as  an  active  bel- 
ligerent. We  take  it  before  we  go  to  war,  before  we  are 
threatened  with  war,  and  while  we  are  constantly  asserting 
that  we  shall  keep  out  of  war. 

Canada,  at  war,  conscripts  for  30  days*  active,  continuous 
training,  and  then  sends  her  sons  back  to  their  home  areas 
for  part-time  supplemental  instruction,  so  that  their  eco- 
nomic life  shall  not  be  wholly  and  needlessly  disrupted. 
Canada,  at  war,  conscripts  for  30  continuous  days.  The 
United  States,  not  at  war,  conscripts  for  1  full  year,  and  thus 
completely  dislocates  the  economic  life  of  those  upon  whom 
it  lays  its  compulsory  hands. 

Canada,  at  war,  confines  the  service  of  its  conscripts  to 
the  home  area.  The  United  States,  not  at  war.  conscripts 
them  for  any  spot  or  place  on  earth. 

Evidently,  some  of  our  short-of-war  ideas  rival  war 
itself:  and.  evidently,  some  of  our  new  democracy  is  less 
democratic  than  that  of  a  dominion  acknowledging  a  king. 

Perhaps  Canada  agrees  more  sympathetically  than  we  do 
with  the  considered  opinions  of  Hanson  W.  Baldwin,  highly 
respected  military  expert  of  the  New  York  Times,  regarding 
the  nature  of  our  hazard.  Mr.  Baldwin  dismisses  the  idea 
that  even  the  powerful  German  war  machine,  if  foolish 
enough  to  bring  its  war  to  this  side  of  the  ocean,  could  suc- 
cessfully prosecute  it.  He  points  out  that  it  would  take  seven 
and  a  half  tons  of  shipping  per  man  to  bring  an  army  here, 
and  13  tons  or  more  of  shipping  per  month  per  man  to 
sustain  it.  He  suggests  that  these  figures  multiplied  by  fifty 
or  one  hundred  thousand  Illustrate  the  vastness  and  the  im- 
probabilities of  the  problem.  He  says  that  the  dlfBculty 
would  be  nearly  as  great  for  this  potential  foe  even  if  the 
United  States  should  lose  control  of  the  sea.  So  he  con- 
cludes— and  he  is  one  of  the  acknowledged  experts  of  the 
land — that  our  predominant  defense  need  is  on  the  sea  and 
in  the  air,  and  he  asserts  that  a  highly  skilled  and  integrated 
army  of  400,000  men  is  our  maximum  land  requirement,  and 
he  Insists  that  it  should  be  built  from  volimtary  enlistment. 

It  is  interesting  to  note,  in  passing,  that  this  rather  agrees 
with  the  testimony  given  in  pre-conscription  days  by  a  high 
ranking  officer  of  our  own  General  Staff  before  the  House 
Military  Affairs  Committee  last  January,  when  he  said  that 
if  we  had  480,000  properly  equipped  men,  plus  the  National 
Guard,  all  the  nations  of  Europe  combined,  with  full  control 
of  the  high  seas,  could  not  land  one  corps  of  troops  on 
American  shores.  That,  of  course,  would  not  take  account  of 
our  broader  respjonsibilities  under  the  Monroe  Doctrine:  yet 
President  Roosevelt  himself  said,  as  recently  as  last  week, 
that  it  is  his  opinion  that  "the  chances  are  100  to  1  against 
American  Regular  troops  or  National  Guard  men  ever  being 
assigned  to  active  service  outside  of  the  continental  United 
States  or  its  possessions."  If  his  speculative  figures  are  of 
any  reliance  whatever,  then  the  chances  of  any  remote  need 
for  the  legislation  now  upon  the  bar  of  the  Senate  are 
100  to  1. 

But  perhaps  Mr.  Baldwin.  In  the  observations  I  have 
quoted  from  him.  is  wrong,  and  we  must  take  no  chances. 
I  agree  that  we  must  take  no  chances.  We  must  give  our- 
selves the  benefit  of  every  doubt  by  way  of  vigilance.  Mr. 
Baldwin  is  not  wrong,  however,  when  he  warns  that  our 
conscription  decision  must  not  be  lightly  taken.  He  is  not 
wrong  when  he  says: 

Invocation  of  a  compulsory  service  act  has  many  arguments  In  Its 
favor,  but  It  should  be  clearly  understood  that  its  adoption  would 
create  a  profound,  lasting,  and  inescapable  change  in  the  economic. 
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•oclal.  and  political  life  of  otir  country  and  might  well  retard  the 
grc«-th  of  our  civilization.  A  measure  of  such  confiequence.  11 
enacted  In  time  of  peace,  may  become  a  permanent  part  of  oxir  Instl- 
tutton«:  it  should  not.  therefore,  be  considered  by  Congress  In  this 
era  of  hysteria,  but.  If  Intended  as  a  permanent  measure,  only  in  a 
time  of  calm  calculation.  On  the  other  hand.  If  conscription  Is 
needed  merely  as  a  temporary  emergency  measure  to  last  for  the 
duration  of  the  emergency,  then  the  emergency  ought  to  be  defined. 
11  the  international  picture  Is  black  enough  to  warrant  conscription. 
then  the  President  should  declare  a  state  of  national  emergency  or 
CongresB  should  declare  a  state  of  war. 

Mr.  President.  I  think  this  concludes  the  statement  of  my 
position.    I  sum  it  up  as  follows : 

I  am  opposed  to  American  entry  into  war  unless  war  comes 
to  us  or  to  our  outposts. 

I  am  opposed  to  any  foreign  policies  which  would  hasten 
this  calamity  by  one  needless  single  hourf 

I  favor  and  I  support  the  maximum  military,  naval,  and  air 
facilities  required  for  the  fully  adequate  defense  of  the  United 
States  and  our  essential  outposts. 

I  accept  my  share  of  our  full  and  complete  responsibility  for 
enforcing  the  Monroe  Doctrine  in  territory  contiguous  to  us 
or  directly  related  to  our  safety,  and  I  accept  a  reciprocal 
partnership  share  in  defense  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  else- 
where in  the  Western  Hemisphere  as  recently  sketched  at  the 
Habana  Conference. 

1  want  our  appropriate  defense  equipment  and  personnel 
developed  as  swiftly  as  they  can  be,  but  in  this  process  I  want 
to  save  as  much  of  precious  democracy  as  is  still  possible  in 
this  still  free  America. 

I  am  opposed  to  peacetime  military  compulsions  because  I 
think  they  tear  at  the  vitals  of  the  American  ideal  and  the 
American  way  of  life.  I  think  they  connote  sweeping  impli- 
cations of  menace  far  beyond  the  immediate  thing  itself. 
Therefore  I  believe  they  should  neither  be  embraced  nor 
approached  except  in  the  presence  of  clear  proof  that  there 
is  no  other  way  to  save  ourselves.  I  believe  that  the  tradi- 
tional peacetime  method  of  voluntary  military  service  has  not 
failed  or  promised  to  fail.  I  believe  that  it  can  be  made  to 
serve  our  every  realistic  peacetime  need,  as  it  has  done  up  to 
this  good  hour. 

I  fully  recognize  the  menace  that  roams  the  Old  World.  I 
hate  every  phase  of  its  conquest.  I  want  a  powerful  America 
to  be  able  to  keep  this  menace  from  the  Western  Hemisphere; 
yes,  and  to  be  able  to  lift  a  powerful  voice  of  coimsel  in  behalf 
of  restored  autonomies  for  submerged  peoples  when  the  final 
post-war  readjustment  comes. 

I  will  not  for  an  instant  stand  in  the  way  of  adequate  pre- 
paredness. But,  on  the  face  of  the  record  and  on  the  face 
of  peacetime  experience,  the  voluntary  military  system  can 
and  does  and  will  continue  to  produce  adequate  prepared- 
ness; it  can  and  does  and  will  continue  fully  to  keep  pace 
with  our  expanding  equipment  and  material.  If  and  when 
it  falls — and  when  it  even  shows  that  it  has  started  to  com- 
mence to  fall — I  will  promptly  take  the  other  course.  Until 
then  I  shall  continue  to  oppose  compulsory  peacetime  mili- 
tary service — ^flrst  because  it  is  presently  urmecessary  in 
behalf  of  full  defense;  second,  because  it  is  a  wrenching  de- 
parture from  the  traditional  American  ideal  of  liberty  for  a 
century  and  a  half;  third,  because  it  injects  into  our  econ- 
omy a  philosophy  of  forced  controls  which  should  be  resisted 
because  of  their  direction  and  their  further  implications,  as 
well  as  their  immediate  length;  fourth,  because  Congress  is 
here  and  can  promptly  supply  any  correction  if  it  be  required 
by  imfcriding  destiny. 

With  reluctance  I  disagree  in  this  matter  with  some  of  my 
cherished  friends,  whose  opinions  I  deeply  respect,  but  with 
profoimd  conviction  I  assert  my  faith  and  take  my  stand. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    I  have  not  concluded,  but  I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Did  the  Senator  from  Michigan  vote  for 
the  peacetime  compulsory  draft  of  the  National  Guard  last 
week? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  did. 

Mr.  BURKE  obtained  the  floor. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill  in  the  chair) .  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  nances: 


Adams 

Downey 

La  FoUette 

Schwellenbach 

Andrews 

Ellender 

Lee 

Sheppard 

Ashurst 

Prazler 

Lxindeen 

Ships  tead 

Austin 

George 

McCarran 

Slattery 

Barbour 

Gerry 

McKellikr 

Smathera 

Barkley 

Gibson 

McNary 

Stewart 

Bone 

Gillette 

Mead 

Taft 

Bridges 

Glass 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Brown 

Guffey 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Okia. 

Buiow 

Gurney 

Murray 

Thomas,  Utah 

Burke 

Hale 

Neely 

Townsend 

Byrd 

Harrison 

Norrls 

Truman 

Byrnes 

Hatch 

Nye 

Tydlngs 

Capper 

Hay den 

CMahoney 

Vandenberg 

Chandler 

Herring 

Overton 

Van  Nuys 

Chavez 

Hill 

Pepper 

Wagner 

Clark.  Idaho 

Holman 

Plttman 

Wheeler 

Clark,  Mo. 

Holt 

Radchffe 

White 

Connally 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reed 

Wiley 

Davis 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Reynolds 

Donahey 

King 

Schwartz 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-two  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  President,  the  selective  training  and 
ser\ice  bill,  now  under  consideration,  is  the  result  of  the 
hard  work  and,  I  may  say.  the  inteUigent  and  clear-headed 
effort  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  To  all 
the  members  of  that  committee,  and  in  particular  to  its  able 
and  farsighted  chairman,  the  senior  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Sheppard  1,  Congress  and  the  country  owe  a  debt  of 
gratitude  that  will  be  more  fully  appreciated  with  every  day 
that  passes. 

It  was  my  privilege  and  honor  to  present  the  bill  which 
formed  the  basis  of  discussion  in  that  conunittee.  A  large 
niunl)er  of  able  witnesses  appeared  and  offered  their  views, 
both  pro  and  con.  concerning  every  phase  of  the  matter. 
From  the  start  it  was  apparent  that  the  overwhelming  ma- 
jority of  the  members  of  the  committee  saw  clearly  that  to 
safeguard  the  security  of  the  United  States  requires  the 
prompt  enactment  of  a  well-considered  selective  compulsory 
military  training  and  service  act.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
committee  sentiment  fairly  represents  that  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  this  iKxly  and  of  the  entire  country. 

There  has  been  reference  during  the  day  by  several  dif- 
ferent speakers  to  the  Gallup  poll,  which  was  reported  yes- 
terday in  the  Washington  Post,  among  other  newspapers. 
I  am  not  one  of  those  who  consider  the  Gallup  poll  as  the 
Bible  and  that  its  conclusions  can  be  relied  upon  without 
question.  I  think  the  evidence  indicates  that  it  has  hereto- 
fore been  able  to  assay  the  sentiment  of  the  country  with  a 
very  considerable  degree  of  accuracy.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  time  will  come  w^hen  it  will  make  a  mistake,  if  it  has  not 
already  done  so.  as  all  those  who  attempt  to  judge  sentiment 
certainly  do  at  one  time  or  another.  But  up  to  this  time  it 
would  be  rather  a  foolish  position  for  anyone  to  take  that 
no  credence  at  all  should  be  placed  in  the  Gallup  poll.  In 
fact,  I  think  its  conclusions  are  worthy  of  serious  considera- 
tion. I  would  not  have  referred  to  this  matter  except  that, 
as  I  have  said,  it  has  been  mentioned  on  the  floor  by  a  num- 
ber of  speakers  today;  and  since  that  has  been  done.  I  shall 
in  a  moment  offer  the  last  poll  for  insertion  in  the  Record. 
Before  doing  so  let  me  read  the  first  paragraph.  The  head- 
ing is  "Voters  in  all  States  favor  conscription  by  2  to  1,  poll 
shows." 

And  then  beginning  the  disctission  by  Dr.  George  Gallup: 

If  the  voters  of  the  48  States  went  to  the  polls  tomorrow  to 
■ettle  the  question  of  compulsory  military  training  In  a  Nation- 
wide refendum — 

Which  some  now  advocate — 

the  military-training  principle  wctUd  sweep  to  vlcUuj  in  tvtrj 
State  in  the  t7nlon. 
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That  fact  Is  revealed  today  In  a  State-by-State  survey  of  the 
American  Institute  of  Public  Opinion,  as  Congress  debates  the 
pros  and  cons  of  the  Isfuc  in  Washington. 

Despite  America's  long  trRdltion  of  "no  conscription  in  peace- 
time.' the  events  of  recent  months  have  so  altered  United  States 
opinion  that  compulsory  military  training  would  carry  the  country 
by  a  2-to-l  vote. 

In  a  counlrv  with  upward  of  60.000.000  eligible  voters,  the  sur- 
vey Indicates  approximately  40,000,000  in  favor  of  conscription. 
20,000,000  opposed. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  ask  tmanimous  consent  that 
there  may  be  inserted  as  part  of  my  remarks  what  is  called  j 
the  Gallup  poll  survey  appearing  in  the  Washington  Post  of 
Sunday,  August  11.  1940. 

Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Post  of  August  11.  1940] 
The  Gallup  Poll— Voters  in  All  States  Favok  Conscription  bt 

2  TO  1,  Poll  Shows 
(By   Dr.    George    Gallup,    Director.    American    Institute    of    Public 

Opinion) 

Princeton.  N.  J  .  August  11.— If  the  voters  of  the  48  States  went  to 
the  polls  tomorrow  to  settle  the  question  of  compulsory  military 
training  in  a  Nation-wide  referendum,  the  military -training  prin- 
ciple would  sweep  to  victory  in  every  State  In  the  Union. 

That  fact  is  revealed  today  in  a  State-by-State  survey  of  the 
American  Institute  of  Public  Opinion,  as  Congress  debates  the  pros 
and  cons  of  the  issue  in  Wa.ehlngton. 

Despite  Americas  long  tradition  of  no  conscription  In  psacetlme. 
the  events  of  recent  months  have  so  altered  United  States  opinion 
that  compulsory  military  training  would  carry  the  country  by  a 
2-to-l  vote 

In  a  country  with  upwards  of  60.000.000  eligible  voters,  the  sur- 
vey indicates  approximately  40.000,000  In  favor  of  conscription. 
20.000.000  opposed. 

States  whe'e  conscription  sentiment  has  reached  the  greatest 
peaks  are  Mississippi,  87  percent;  Texas,  80  percent;  Georgia.  79 
percent;  Maine.  77  percent;  and  Florida,  75  percent.  But  even  In 
such  tradltlcnally  isolationist  States  as  Kansas.  Minnesota,  and 
Iowa,  the  vote  favoring  conscription  averages  well  over  50  percent. 
The  closest  division  of  opinion  Is  In  Indiana,  where  65  percent  say 
they  favor  peacetime   conscription. 

Just  what  plan  for  compulsory  military  training  will  finally 
emerge  iram  congresfiicnal  ccnierence  rooms,  no  one  can  yet  ray. 
Anticlpntlng  that  the  question  of  peacetime  conscription  might 
come  before  the  United  States,  the  American  Institute  of  Public 
Opinion  began  more  than  20  months  ago  to  measure  public  senti- 
ment en  the  Issue. 

Voters  in  every  State  in  tho  Union  have  been  asked: 

"Do  you  think  every  able-bodied  young  man.  20  years  old.  should 
be  made  to  serve  In  the  Army.  Navy,  or  air  forces  for  1  year?" 

This  is  the  principle  of  conscription  most  lamlllar  in  European 
nations.  It  Is  Important  to  note  that  this  proposal  Involves  the 
conscription  of  all  able-bodied  youths  reaching  the  age  of  20,  with- 
out exceptlcn. 

In  the  survey  Just  completed  the  national  vote  Is: 

Percent 

Favor  conscription ^ 

Oppose  conLcriptlon 3* 

One  voter  In  12  (8  percent)  said  he  was  undecided  or  without  an 
opinion  on  the  question. 

AtaO   FAVOt   DRAFT   TOM   MEN    18-32 

In  a  supplementary  question,  the  Institute  measured  sentiment 
on  one  of  the  many  proposals  for  selective-service  training  of  men 
between  the  ai^es  of  18  and  32.     Voters  were  asked: 

•  Do  you  favor  Increasing  the  size  of  our  Army  and  Navy  by 
draft  ine  men  between  the  ages  of  18  and  32  to  serve  in  the  armed 
forces  for  1  year?" 

The  replies  to  this  specific  proposal  show  an  even  greater  ma- 
jority favoring  conscription; 

PerceiU 

Favor  draft  for  18-32  group.— '1 

Oppose  draft *■*' 

Only  1  voter  In  20  (5  percent)  said  he  was  undecided  or  without 
an  opinion. 

SUPPORT  PROM   LAdOR.   TOUNO   PIOPLR 

Not  only  would  the  conscription  principle  carry  every  1  of  the  48 
States  at  the  present  time,  but  It  would  win  majorities  with 
virtually  all  the  Important  political  and  social  groups  which  to- 
gether make  up  the  American  people,  the  survey  shows. 

Labor-union  members,  interviewed  in  the  course  of  the  Institute 
survey  averaged  71  percent  In  favor  of  such  a  policy,  despite  the 
fact  that  labor  leaders  like  John  L.  Lewla  and  William  Green  have 
spoken  In  opposition. 

Young  people  between  the  ages  of  21  and  30 — the  age  group  most 
likely  to  be  directly  affected  by  conscription— averaged  62  percent 
In  favor  of  It 


As  analyzed  separately,  the  vote  of  Republicans  and  DcmocraU. 
and  men  and  women,  are  as  follows: 


IVmoorats 

Hri>ii>ili<iins  .. 
Men  VKtors 
Wouicn  voters 


FHvorlng 

Opposinf 

coascnp- 

COUMlip- 

tion 

Ilun 

Perernt 

PtTttnt 

73 

27 

00 

40 

68 

32 

63 

S7 

•    EVENTS    SINCE   SPRING   CHANCED    OPINION 

It  was  not  until  the  German  "blitzkrieg"  against  Holland  and 
Belgium  last  May  that  a  majority  of  American  voters  came  to  ap- 
prove a  policy  of  peacetime  conscription  for  the  United  States, 
Institute   surveys   reveal. 

Over  the  past  20  months  the  trend  of  opinion  has  been  as 
follows : 

State-by-state  vote  on  conscription 


Fiivorinf 
con.«orii>- 

liCD 


New  F.nclan-1: 

Maine 

New  Hampshire- 
Vermont  .  .. 
MiiiiS3chi»etis... 

Kho<le  Island 

('Dnnectinit 

MiiMle  .M Untie: 

New  Yorlc 

New  Jersey 

Pennsylvania 

Maryland 

I)el8w:ire   -. 

Wi«t  Vireinia. .. 
F.ast  l"«ntral: 

Ohio   

Indiana 

Michican 

Illinois   . 

West  t'entral: 

Wiswnsin 

Minnesota- 

Iowa 

MiwHirt    

North  Dakol*... 
South  Dakota... 

N('l)r35ka 

Kansas 

South; 

Vir^nla 

North  Carolina.. 
South  ("aroliixa.. 

riforcia 

Florifla 

Alabama  

Mis-sissippl 

Kentucky 

Tonnos.s«i.' 

ArkansiiS 

l>iuisiiuia 

Tr\as   

Oklahoma 

West 

Colorado 

Wyoming 

Montana 

-  Idaho 

I  tab 

Ni'va«la  

Nfw  Mexico 

Arirona   

California 

On-pon      

WashinKtoo 


Opposing 

ctiiiscrip- 

lion 


Perctnt 

Perctnt 

77 

23 

74 

» 

74 

» 

71 

« 

72 

n 

m 

n 

» 

» 

09 

n 

ftS 

» 

89 

91 

fi2 

n 

«S 

u 

as 

a 

56 

98 

8 

64 

H 

m 

m 

67 

4» 

w 

43 

64 

M 

71 

23 

66 

34 

ra 

SI 

56 

44 

73 

27 

68 

32 

72 

SB 

7» 

21 

7.^ 

2S 

76 

24 

87 

13 

72 

28 

72 

M 

67 

n 

72 

» 

W 

20 

72 

2S 

F.7 

43 

70 

30 

M 

.-M 

73 

Z7 

57 

43 

70 

30 

63 

37 

71 

3B 

<vt 

S3 

74 

as 

67 

33 

SUMMARY 


Deocmber  103R  (after  Munich) 

Oflol>er  1959  (alter  w.-j-  becan) 

June  2.  I'>44i  ((fier  B.jtile  of  Flanders). 

June  23  (after  French  surrender) 

July 

Today 


FavorinR 
conscrip- 
tion 


Ptreenl 

;{7 

.<w 

64 
67 


OppoBlnt 

conscrip- 

liua 


Percent 


63 
ftl 
M 
SC 
S3 
34 


In  the  last  fortnight,  the  survey  shows,  opinion  has  leveled  ott 
somewhat  possibly  as  the  result  of  criticism  of  compulsory  military 
training  by  some  Members  of  Congress.  Nevertheless.  American 
opinion  U  still  approximately  2  to  1  in  favor. 
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■Ten  to  North  Dakota,  home  State  of  the  Isolationist.  Senator 
GxEALo  P  Nte  the  vote  favoring  conscription  reaches  71  percent, 
and  In  Montana,  home  oX  Senator  Wmzi-xa.  the  vote  averages  64 
percent  In  lavor. 

SHAaP  CONTRAST  WTTH   CONGRESSIONAL   MAIL 

The  results  of  the  Institute's  survey  are  In  sharp  contrast  with 

much   of  the  congreaelonal   mall   received   In    the   last   few  weeks. 

Reporu  from  Washington  Indicate  that  a  majority  of  the  letter 

writers  thus  far  have  been  against  military  training,  and  some  Con- 

■  liMii have  given  great  weight  to  such  indications  of  sentin.ent. 

ft  la  Interesting  to  note,  however,  that  the  Institutes  surveys  at 
the  time  of  the  lifting  of  the  arms  embargo  were  also  In  sharp  con- 
tradiction to  the  congressional  mail  at  that  time,  some  of  the  maU 
running  as  high  as  9  to  1  against  selling  arms  to  the  Allies,  while 
the  polls  consistently  showed  a  majority  In  favor  of  sending  arms. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  have  said,  Mr.  President,  that  I  have  no 
doubt  the  committee  sentiment— and  I  am  referring  to  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  which,  as  I  imder- 
stand.  voted  this  bill  out  13  to  3— fairly  represents  that  of 
the  great  majority  of  this  body  and  of  the  entire  country. 

There  was  no  partisanship  in  the  presentation  of  views  on 
the  part  of  the  witnesses  who  appeared,  whether  they  were 
on  one  side  or  the  other,  nor  in  the  action  of  the  committee. 
All  conducted  themselves  as  men  do  when  they  are  engaged 
in  the  performance  of  a  patriotic  duty. 

I  recall  only  one  discordant  note  in  the  committee.  The 
committee  recognized  it  as  such  and  paid  no  attention  to  it. 
Possibly  I  should  not  refer  to  it  here,  but  I  mention  it  now 
merely  because  it  is  a  matter  of  record  appearing  in  the 
printed  report  of  the  hearings,  and  perhaps  should  not  be  ig- 
nored, petty  though  it  was  and  a  silly  performance  on  the 
part  of  a  witness  who  was  supposed  to  have  some  sense. 

Norman  Thomas  opened  his  testimony  in  opposition  to  the 
bill  by  charging  that  the  humble  sponsor  of  the  measure,  the 
jimlor  Senator  from  Nebraska,  is  pro-Hitler  and  that  there 
was  some  deep  significance  in  the  fact  that  I  should  be  the 
one  to  introduce  a  bill  which,  according  to  this  leader  of  the 
Socialist  Party  grossly  violates — and  I  quote  his  language — 

American  tradition  and  the  American  way  of  life. 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Am  I  to  understand  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nebraska  to  state  that  he  was  accused  by  the  witness  of  being 
pro-Hitler? 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  will  read  the  exact  language  of  the  witness. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  was  wondering  if  that  witness  had  read 
the  remarks  made  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  at 
the  time  we  were  coiisidering  the  repeal  of  the  arms  embargo? 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  am  very  sure  that  the  witness  could  not 
have  read  them,  or  have  known  anything  about  my  attitude 
iii  the  matter,  other  than  that  he  had  at  some  time  seen 
headlines  In  a  certain  newspaper  and  accepted  them  as  a 
full  measure  of  my  position. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  do  not  desire  to  Interrupt  the  Sonator.  but 
in  justice  to  him  I  should  like  to  say  that  I  was  present  In  the 
Senate  the  day  the  Senator  made  his  statement  as  to  his 
position  on  the  repeal  of  the  arms  embargo.  There  was  no 
more  vigorous  and  forceful  statement  made  in  favor  of  the 
Allies  and  against  the  government  represented  by  Mr.  Hitler, 
than  was  made  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  Tlie 
testimony  of  the  witness,  to  which  I  have  referred,  appears 
on  page  255  of  the  printed  record  of  the  hearings,  and  after 
referring  to  a  headline  which  had  appeared  in  a  New  York 
newspaper  at  one  time,  Mr.  Thomas  went  on  to  say: 

It  is  sjrmbolically  appropriate  and  significant  that  it  is  a  Sena- 
tor holding  these  sentiments  who  is  author  and  sjwnsor  of  the 
proposal  for  peacetime  mUitary  oonscription  which  your  committee 
18  now  considering — 

And  so  forth. 

I  am  referring  now  to  the  statement  of  the  witness  that 
the  sponsor  of  this  legislation  has  sympathy  with  the  Hitler 
regime,  and  to  his  further  statement  that  the  proposal  is  a 
violation  of  American  traditions  and  the  American  way  of 
life. 

In  both  respects  the  distinguished  Socialist  leader  appar- 
ently  reached   his   conclusions    after   the   most   superficial 


study— in  the  one  case,  a  newspaper  headline,  in  the  other, 
probably  no  more  than  a  casual  reading  of  the  bill. 

I  do  not  need  to  read  the  next  sentence  I  have  in  my  re- 
marks, because  of  the  very  helpful  interruption  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico,  but  I  will  read  it.  anyway. 

Even  a  cursory  study  of  the  record — not  tliat  it  is  a  matter 
Of  any  importance — would  have  made  it  clear  to  Mr.  Thomas 
that  I  have  been  outspoken  in  condemnation  of  the  sup- 
pression of  liberty  by  Hitler;  that  I  have  denounced  on  the 
public  platform  in  many  sections  of  the  coimtry  the  racial 
and  religious  persecution  which  will  make  that  name  in- 
famous for  all  time  to  come,  and  that  I  have  supported  every 
measure  short  of  war  by  which  this  coimtry  could  aid  his 
intended  victims. 

Mr.  Thomas  is  equally  in  error.  Mr.  President,  in  believing 
or  stating  that  there  is  anything  in  the  selective  training  and 
service  bill  that  is  un-American  or  in  any  particular  violates 
the  finest  American  traditions.  It  is  that  phase  of  the  matter 
which  I  propose  to  discuss:  but  before  doing  so.  I  wish  briefly 
to  present  the  facts  concerning  the  drafting  of  the  original 
bill.  It  is  a  subject  which  has  been  much  discussed,  and  I 
fear  greatly  misrepresented.  I  am  now  quoting  from  official 
records. 

Acting  under  the  authority  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of 
June  4.  1920.  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  created  a  committee  consisting  of  Army  and  Navy  offi- 
cers to  study  the  question  of  manpower  for  our  armed  forces. 
In  1926  this  committee  was  organized  into  the  Joint  Army 
and  Navy  Selective  Service  Committee,  and  additional  per- 
sonnel was  added,  including  oflBcer  p)ersonnel  from  the  Reg- 
ular Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Marine  Corps. 

Let  me  observe  at  this  point  that  there  are  some  who 
seem  to  think  it  is  a  matter  of  discredit  that  the  Chief  of 
Staff  and  the  highest  commanding  oflBcers  of  the  Army,  as 
well  as  those  who  hold  like  positions  in  the  Navy,  should  have 
anything  to  do  with  drafting  a  measure  relating  to  military 
pobcy.  It  seems  to  me  that  second  thought  would  convince 
even  a  schoolboy  that  in  dealing  with  matters  of  national 
policy  and  in  working  out  a  peace  program  we  naturally 
turn  to  those  men  for  their  opinions,  not  necessarily  because 
the  elected  representatives  of  the  people  must  follow  them, 
but  because  they  are  entitled  to  great  weight. 

So  I  say  that  in  1926  the  committee  was  enlarged.  Special- 
ist Reserve  officers  of  the  Army  were  called  in  who  had 
played  a  prominent  part  in  the  administration  of  selective 
service  during  the  World  War.  together  with  legal  ofBcers 
from  the  Judge  Advocate  General's  department  of  the  Army 
and  the  Judge  Advocate  General's  office  of  the  Navy. 

The  committee  immediately  set  about  to  study  the  man- 
power draft  systems  employed  in  the  North  and  in  the  South 
during  the  War  between  the  States,  our  selective-service 
system,  and  the  systems  for  securing  manpower  in  Great 
Britain.  Prance,  and  Germany  during  the  World  War,  to- 
gether with  the  applicable  constitutional  and  statutory  pro- 
visions. Out  of  this  study  the  joint  committee  developed  a 
selective-service  bill. 

At  the  same  time  there  was  at  work  a  civilian  committee 
representing  the  Military  Training  Camps  Association.  From 
the  record  I  give  the  facts  concerning  that  association. 

The  association  was  created  in  1915  as  a  part  of  the 
Plattsburg  training -camp  movement.  It  became  a  national 
group,  with  representatives  in  every  State  in  the  Union.  It 
had  much  to  do  with  the  fimctionlng  of  the  officers'  training 
camps  in  1917.  After  the  war  the  Military  Training  Camps 
Association  was  active  In  support  of  the  National  Defense 
Act  of  1920.  Each  year  it  has  aided  materisdly  in  recruiting 
young  men  for  the  Citizens'  Military  Tiaining  Camps.  The 
president  of  the  association  serves  automatically  as  the  chief 
civilian  aide  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

The  governing  body  of  the  association  is  composed  of  the 
nine  corps  area  civilian  aides  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  There 
are  also  State  aides  in  every  State,  and  coimty  chairmen  in 
most  counties. 

Mr.  President,  it  must  be  clear,  to  every  reasonable  mind 
that  this  volimtary  association  of  patriotic  and  able  men  has 
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been  rendering  to  the  cause  of  national  defense  a  service 
which  is  of  inestimable  value.  A  few  months  ago.  when  con- 
ditions in  Europe  began  to  assume  their  present  alarming  as- 
pect, these  men.  who  for  years  have  been  giving  ftiuch  thought 
and  effort  to  the  question  of  military  training  of  the  citizen, 
realized  that  the  time  had  come  when  their  work  must  be 
greatly  expanded.  They  saw  that  the  country  confronted  a 
crisis  which  placed  upon  every  citizen  an  obligation  to  pre- 
pare himself  to  render  the  fullest  measure  of  service  of  which 
he  could  be  made  capable.  So  the  Military  Training  Camps 
Association  selected  a  special  emergency  committee.  Mr. 
Grenville  Clark,  able  lawyer  and  lifelong  student  of  the  prob- 
lem of  citizen  training,  was  named  as  chairman.  From  the 
very  beginning  of  this  movement.  25  years  ago,  Mr.  Clark  has 
given  unstintedly  of  his  time  and  superior  talents  to  the  cause 
of  preparedness  of  the  manpower  of  this  Nation. 

Serving  on  the  committee  with  Mr.  Clark,  among  others, 
was  Gen.  John  McAuley  Palmer,  probably  the  most  dis- 
tinguished authority  in  the  country  on  military  policy.  He 
was  cliief  of  operations  for  General  Pershing  in  France 
during  the  World  War.  He  was  one  of  the  able  draftsmen 
of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  1920.  and  served  at  that 
time  as  adviser  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Af- 
fairs, of  which  Senator  Wadsworth  was  then  chairman. 

Another  member  of  the  emergency  committee  was  Col. 
William  J.  Donovan,  who  Is  well  known  to  practically  every 
Member  of  this  body.  Without  doubt.  Colonel  Donovan  has 
had  a  wider  military  experience  than  has  any  other  civilian 
soldier  in  the  United  States.  Only  a  few  day!  ago  the  press 
reported  his  return  from  a  confidential  mission  across  the 
water  as  a  representative  of  the  Commander  in  Chief  of 
our  Army  and  Navy. 

I  shall  not  take  the  time  to  give  the  names  of  the  other 
distinguished  gentlemen  who  served  on  the  committee  of 
the  Military  Training  Camps  Association  to  assist  in  draft- 
ing a  selective  training  and  service  bill. 

While  the  bill  was  being  drafted  the  program  was  discussed 
by  the  committee  with  our  leading  military  authorities,  in- 
cluding General  Pershing;  General  Bullard;  General  Har- 
bord;  General  Marshall.  Chief  of  Staff;  General  Drum;  Gen- 
eral Miles;  General  O'Ryan;  General  Ha.skell.  head  of  the 
New  York  National  Guard;  General  Reckord.  head  of  the 
Maryland  National  Guard;  Col.  Frederick  Palmer,  veteran 
war  correspondent:  and  innumerable  others  who  have  ideas 
based  upon  experience  and  observation  which  the  commit- 
tee thought  would  be  worth  while  considering  in  the  draft- 
ing of  this  legislation. 

The  men  whose  names  I  have  mentioned,  the  members 
of  the  committee,  and  the  others  who  were  consulted,  are 
one  in  their  firm  conviction  that  the  safety  and  welfare  of 
the  United  States  require  the  prompt  passage  of  a  com- 
pulsory training  and  service  act.  In  the  face  of  such  una- 
nimity on  the  iMirt  of  those  who  are  best  advised  on  the 
subject  of  the  requirements  of  our  national  defense,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  average  citizen,  in  or  out  of  the  Senate, 
would  of  necessity  proceed  with  caution  and  care  before 
opposing  the  principle  embodied  in  the  measure. 

In  matters  of  detail  there  are.  of  course,  many  conflict- 
ing views.  The  committee  which  has  reported  the  bill  under 
the  able  guidance  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
SheppardI  urges  its  passage.  The  committee  studied  the 
proposal  which  I  submitted  on  behalf  of  the  Military  Trac- 
ing Camps  Association,  the  divergent  views  in  many  details 
of  the  report  of  the  Joint  Army  and  Navy  committee,  and 
the  testimony  of  a  great  many  witnesses.  They  have 
brought  forth  a  finished  product,  sound  in  principle,  care- 
fully studied  In  every  provision,  and  deserving  of  most  seri- 
ous consideration. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  time  I  do  not  care  to  enter  into  any 
particular  discussion  of  details.  Some  have  already  been 
discussed,  and  others  will  follow  as  the  debate  proceeds.  I 
shall  be  present  and  hope  to  take  p)art  in  the  discussion. 
Today  it  Is  the  broad  underlying  principle  which  holds  my 
attention.  That  principle  Is  attacked  in  a  number  of  ways. 
First,  the  question  is  asked.  Is  a  system  of  compulsory  se- 


lective military  training  and  service  undemocratic  and  un-* 
American?    I  have  already  read  what  Norman  Thomas  had 
to  say  as  a  witness  before  the  committee  when  he  answered 
the  question  In  the  affirmative. 

Those  words  come  readily  to  the  lips  of  those  who  for 
any  reason  do  not  want  the  legislation  enacted.  They  are 
used  by  many  whose  devotion  to  democracy  and  the  Ameri- 
can way  of  life  is  beyond  all  question.  They  are  also  spoken 
by  others  whose  Americanism  might  be  subject  to  serious 
doubt. 

I  have  in  my  folder  a  placard  which  I  am  told  is  being 
distributed  from  house  to  house  throughout  southern  Cali- 
fornia. It  is  headed  in  big  black  lines.  'Stop  conscription! 
Peacetime  conscription  Is  contrary  to  every  principle  of  our 
American  form  of  Government." 

By  whom.  It  may  be  asked.  Is  this  campaign  being  carried 
on?  The  placard  recites  at  the  bottom  of  the  first  page 
that  it  is  Issued  by  "Los  Angeles  County  Communist  Party. 
Los  Angeles  County  Young  Communist  League." 

On  the  reverse  side  of  the  placard  is  a  political  advertise- 
ment headed,  'We.  the  Communist  candidates,  take  our 
stand." 

The  placard  concludes  with  the  admonition  to  hear  Earl 
Browder,  Communist  candidate  for  President,  on  Septem- 
ber 8. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  cite  this  in  criticism  of  the  Com- 
munist Party  or  the  Communist  candidate.  Certainly  those 
men,  as  American  citizens,  have  a  right  to  express  their 
views  for  or  against  any  measure  as  they  see  flt.  However, 
I  assert  that  it  Is  not  very  persuasive  to  have  a  Communist 
shout  that  the  selective  training  and  service  bill  Is  undemo- 
cratic and  un-American. 

Certainly  not  all  those  who  are  opposed  to  this  measure  are 
Communists;  no  one  would  make  so  silly  a  contention  as  that; 
but.  with  equal  certainty.  I  think  it  can  be  said  that  every 
Communist  is  opposed  to  It.  As  against  this  declaration  of 
the  Communists  and  of  those  who  share  thef^r  view  that  this 
bill  is  un-American,  let  us  put  a  few  witnesses  on  the  stand, 
and  first  George  Washington. 

If  Washington  felt  that  the  principle  Involved  in  this  bill 
would  violate  the  spirit  of  the  new  Republic,  which  he  had 
risked  everything  to  establish,  he  would  have  stated  his  po- 
sition, and  his  words  would  carry  authority  today  whether  or 
not  we  felt  that  under  the  changed  conditions  which  now 
exist  It  was  possible  to  follow  them  fully.  But  on  May  2, 
1783.  Washington  submitted  to  Alexander  Hamilton,  by  re- 
quest, an  article  entitled  "Sentiments  on  a  peace  establish- 
ment." discussing  a  permanent  peace  establishment  for  this 
country,  the  Revolutionary  War  then  being  at  an  end. 
Hamilton  was  at  that  time  chairman  of  a  committee  of  Con- 
gress on  a  peace  estabUshment.  This  document  Is  a  comnlete 
and  well-reasoned  argument,  as.  of  course,  would  be  expected. 
From  It  I  quote  merely  these  significant  words  of  Washington: 

It  may  be  laid  down  as  a  primary  position,  and  the  basla  of  our 
ayatem.  that  every  citizen  who  enjoys  the  protection  of  a  free  govern- 
ment, owes  not  only  a  proportion  of  his  property,  but  even  of  his 
personal  services  to  the  defenae  of  It,  and  consequently  that  the 
citizens  of  America  (with  a  few  legal  and  offlcial  exceptions)  from 
18  to  50  years  of  age  should  be  borne  on  the  militia  rolls,  provide^ 
with  uniform  arms,  and  »o  far  accustomed  to  the  use  of  them,  that 
the  total  strength  of  the  country  might  be  called  forth  at  a  short 
notice  •  •  •  for  these  purposes  they  ought  to  be  duly  organized 
Into  commands  of  the  same  formation.  •  •  •  They  ought  to  be 
regularly  mustered  and  trained. 

I  end  the  quotation  there,  although  the  entire  document 
covering  many  pages  Is  well  worth  reading.  George  Washing- 
ton saw  nolhing  un-American  in  the  Idea  that  every  citizen 
owes  a  duty  to  prepare  himself  and  submit  to  being  prepared 
to  render  the  fullest  possible  service  to  his  country.  He  did 
not  fear  that  if  we  should  take  the  entire  manpower  of  this 
country  from  18  to  50  years  of  age.  provide  them  with  arms, 
organize  them  into  troops  and  companies,  see  that  they  were 
mustered  and  drilled.  It  would  make  this  country  a  militaris- 
tic nation.  His  argument  It  seems  to  me  is  Just  as  effective 
today  as  when  it  was  uttered. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  jrield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
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^  Mr  BARKLEY.  The  Senator,  of  course,  is  familiar  with 
the  repeated  supplications  of  Washington  while  ComraandCT 
in  Chief  of  the  Revolutionary  army  to  the  Congress  to  furnish 
him  an  army,  and  it  is  probably  true  that  if  Washington  had 
had  the  sort  of  army  which  he  asked  the  Continental  Con- 
gress to  provide  for  him  he  would  have  won  the  Revolutionary 
War  in  2  years  instead  of  7  or  8.  .        ^    w    .w- 

Mr  BURKE.    I  have  no  doubt  the  statement  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  is  substantiated  by  the  facts  of 

history.  '  ,^     * 

Mr   JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    Mr.  President 

Mr  BURKE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 
Mr  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    I  understood  the  Senator  to 
say  the  statement  of  General  Washington  was  made  in  1783? 
Mr  BURKE.     It  was  made  on  May  2.  1783. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    That  was  several  years  before 
the  adoption  of  the  Constitution? 
Mr.  BURKE.     Yes;  I  realize  that. 

Mr  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Does  the  Senator  know 
whether  George  Washington  ever  made  any  such  statement 
after  the  formation  of  the  Republic? 

Mr  BURKE.    Yes;  in  1790  there  was  proposed  to  the  Con- 
gress a  bill  built  upon  this  principle.    I  understand,  although 
I  should  not  want  to  vouch  definitely  for  the  statement,  that 
_it  had  the  full  support  of  the  thpn  President,  but  the  Con- 
gress did  not  enact  the  measure.    However,  in  the  bill  intro- 
duced in  the  Congress  in  1790  I  think  the  idea  of  selective 
"compulsory  training  in  time  of  peace  was  embodied,  which 
gives  rise  to  the  comment  made  earlier  in  the  day  when  this 
matter  was  mentioned  that  if  George  Washington,  with  all 
the  power  he  possessed,  with  all  the  love  and  admiration  of 
the  people  of  the  country,  was  not  able  to  have  such  a  meas- 
ure written  into  the  law  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  and 
these  who  favor  this  measure  have  a  very  serious  task  on 
their  hands.     It  must  be  remembered,  however,  that  m  1790 
this  country  was  at  peace.    There  were  some  things  ihreaten- 
-  Ing.  but  we  were  looking  forward  to  a  long  period  of  peace, 
and.  so  far  as  the  Members  of  Congress  and  the  citizenry  of 
the  country  in  general  knew,  there  was  nothing  in  the  offing 
comparable  to  the  condition  which  prevails  in  the  world  to- 
day, and  nothing  to  indicate  the  necessity  for  military  train- 
ing .such  as  confronts  us  today. 

A  further  fact  which  we  must  consider  is  that  in  the  pioneer 
period  it  was  a  very  natural  condition  for  the  normal  citizen 
'  to  be  familiar  M^ith  the  use  of  firearms,  and.  of  course,  to 
keep  himself  in  good  physical  condition.  Unpleasant  as  it 
may  be  to  admit  it.  we  must  in  frankness  say  that  the  Nation. 
as  a  whole,  has  become  greatly  softened.  The  need  for  rigor- 
ous discipline  and  military  training  is  now  on  a  scale  and  is 
apparent  to  a  degree  that  would  not  have  been  true  at  aU  in 

1783  or  1790. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield  further? 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Is  it  not  true  that  at  that  time 
there  was  a  constant  danger  from  savage  Indian  tribes,  and 
that  European  powers  had  colonies  in  the  United  States  which 
were  constantly  threatening  the  peace  and  order  of  the 

country? 

Mr.  BURKE.  There  certainly  was  danger  from  hostile  In- 
dians. That  was  one  of  the  things  that  undoubtedly  ac- 
counted for  the  fitness  in  which  the  citizenry  of  the  country 
■  kept  themselves  at  all  times.  It  was  either  a  matter  of  being 
fit  and  able  to  defend  themselves  or  probably  not  remaining 
very  long  on  this  earth.  But  there  was  not  any  world-wide 
disturbance.  Although  one  was  not  far  off ,  it  was  nof  appar- 
ent at  that  moment. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Is  it  not  a  fac^  that  during  Wash- 
ington's administration  there  was  a  situation  similar  to  the 
situation  which  is  now  existing  and  has  recently  existed  in 
• .  Europe  of  an  attempt  at  conquest  of  the  world  by  one  man? 

Mr.  BURKE.  That  was  toward  the  end  of  Washington's 
i  administration. 
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Mr  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  there  were 
parties  in  this  country,  one  headed  by  Alexander  Hamilton, 
just  such  a  party  as  that  new  headed  by  Col.  Julius  Ochs  Adler 
and  his  associates,  trying  to  drag  Uie  United  States  into  a  war 
on  behalf  of  Great  Britain,  and  another  party  roanung  up  and 
down  the  country,  with  the  French  Ambassador  at  their  head 
trying  to  drag  the  United  States  into  the  war  on  behalf  of 
France'  In  other  words,  there  was  such  a  situation  then  that 
Americans  were  divided  into  parUes.  trying  either  to  stay  out 
of  war  or  to  drag  the  country  into  the  war  on  behalf  of  one  or 
the  other  set  of  belligerents? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  will  yield  In  a  moment.  I  would  say,  first, 
in  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  that  I  do  not  agree 
ai  all  with  his  statement  that  Col.  Julius  Ochs  Adler  or  the 
others  he  mentions  have  done  anything  or  have  any  thought 
in  their  minds  of  dragging  us  mto  war.  They  believe  in  pre- 
paredness of  the  citizens  to  resist  aggression. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Does  the  Senator  read  the  New 
York  Tjnos? 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  read  it  every  day. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  he  will  read  it  any  day  he  will 
see  the  efforts  made  on  behalf  of  the  newspaper  controlled  by 
Col.  Ochs  Adler,  at  least  in  large  part,  to  drag  the  United 
States  into  war. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Does  the  New  York  Times  go  any  further 
tlian  the  President  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  think  it  does;  and  let  me  say 
that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Presi- 
dent in  such  speeches  as  that  made  at  Charlottesville,  calcu- 
lated to  drag  the  United  States  into  war. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  differ  with  the  Senator  from  Missouri  in 
that.  I  agiee  fully  with  the  President  in  reference  to  his 
foreign  policy. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  the  Senator 
'  from  Nebraska,  but  the  Senator  from  Missouri  referred  to 
'   trouble  in  Europe.    Most  of  that  occurred  under  the  admin- 
istration of  John  Adams  rather  than  that  of  George  Wash- 
I  ington. 

1      Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President 

I       Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  will  ask  the  Senator  to  wait  for  a 
I   moment,  please.    The  Senator  from  Nebraska  yielded  to  me, 
and  I  have  the  floor  for  the  time  being. 
Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Very  well. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Of  course.  Napoleon  was  in  Prance  creat- 
ing a  good  deal  of  disturbance,  but  our  own  difficulties  mostly 
I   occurred  during  the  administration  of  John  Adams,  after 
i   Washington  had  gone  cut  of  office. 

i       Mr,  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Of  course,  it  was  during  the 

administration  of  John  Adams  that  we  came  to  the  verge  of 

war  and  raised  an  Army  for  the  purpose  of  fighting  Prance, 

but  during  Washington's  administration  the  French  Minister 

was  going  up  and  down  the  country  denouncing  the  President 

I    of  the  United  States,  who  was  George  Washington,  compelling 

i   Washington  to  demahd  the  recall  of  Citizen  Oen^t.  and  it 

I  was  during  Washington's  administration  that  the  President 

i   of  the  United  States  was  burned  in  effigy  on  one  side  for  not 

\    getting  into  war  on  behalf  of  Great  Britain,  and  burned  in 

i    effigy  on  the  other  side  for  not  getting  into  war  on  behalf  of 

I  Fiance. 

Mr.  BURKE.    In  what  part  of  Washington's  admlnistra- 
I   tion? 

'       Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    During  his  second  administration. 
!       Mr.  BURKE.    The  period  I  am  referring  to  now  was  in  1790 
1    when  Washington  was  still  in  his  first  term.    It  is  true  that 
before  Washington's  8  years  were  up  the  world  was  aflame. 
i    These  who  say  that  in  an  emergency  it  is  all  right  for  a 
!   President  of  the  United  States  to  continue  in  office  indefi- 
nitely, and  that  we  cannot  draw  any  conclusion  from  the 
example  set  by  Washington,  overlook  the  fact,  as  the  Senator 
from.  Missouri  has  just  pointed  out.  that,  at  the  end  of  Wash- 
ington's administration,  the  world  was  in  a  very  serious  con- 
dition, and  yet  General  Washington  felt  that  he  could  safely 
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turn  the  helm  of  the  ship  of  state  over  to  another  citizen, 
though  not  setting  it  on  a  different  tack. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  wiU 
permit  one  further  Interruption  I  will  not  interrupt  him  any 
more, 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  im- 
mediately after  Washington  had  retired  from  the  Presidency 
in  the  midst  of  a  grave  crisis  during  the  Adams  administration 
he  was  authorized  to  raise  several  divisions  of  troops  for 
possible  use  against  France,  of  which  troops  General  Wash- 
ington was  nominally  the  commander,  although  General 
Hamilton  was  the  actual  commander;  and  that  was  done  by 
voluntary  enlistment  and  not  by  conscription. 

Mr.  BURKE.    Mr.  President,  I  proceed. 

The  principle  outlined  by  Washington  in  1783  in  his  article 
entitled  Sentiments  on  a  Peace  Establishment"  forms  the 
solid  basis  upon  which  this  bill  is  constructed.  It  affords  a 
workable  program  for  translating  into  action  the  obligation 
which  rests,  as  Washington  said,  upon  every  citizen  who  en- 
joys the  protection  of  this  free  Government  to  contribute 
of  his  personal  service  to  the  defense  of  it.  Senators  may 
take  their  choice  of  witnesses  as  to  whether  compulsory  peace- 
time military  training  of  the  citizen  is  in  accord  with  the 
fundamental  principle  of  American  liberty.  I  prefer  Wash- 
ington. With  him.  the  sponsors  of  this  legislation  declare 
that  it  forms  the  very  basis  of  our  proper  peace  establishment. 

I  shall  omit  some  of  the  other  witnesses  on  this  particular 
point,  and  come  down  over  a  long  span  of  years  to  the  Pro- 
gressive Party  in  1916.  There  are  some  Members  of  the 
Senate,  and  some  I  l)elieve  within  the  sound  of  my  voice,  who 
thought  that  a  good  deal  of  wisdom  and  patriotism,  and  cer- 
tainly an  understanding  of  Americanism,  was  represented  in 
the  Progressive  Party  of  1912  and  1916.  Whether  one  agrees 
with  much  or  Uttle  of  the  things  for  which  the  Bull  Moose 
Party  stood  for.  it  cannot  be  questioned  that  its  membership 
ranked  as  high  in  patriotic  devotion  to  American  ideals  as 
any  group  that  ever  assembled  in  this  country.  The  Pro- 
gressive platform  adopted  at  Chicago  on  June  8.  1916,  con- 
tains as  splendid  an  exposition  of  Americanism  as  can  be 
found  anywhere  in  our  literature.  My  attention  has  never 
been  called  to  any  pronouncement  of  the  Communist  Party 
that  comes  within  hailing  distance  of  it.  Let  me  read  a  few 
excerpts  from  that  platform: 

As  members  of  an  international  commvmlty  we  are  subject  to 
certain  basic  duties: 

To  secure  the  rights  and  equal  treatment  of  our  citizens,  native 
or  naturalized,  on  land  and  sea,  without  regard  to  race,  creed,  or 
nativity. 

To  guard  the  honor  and  uphold  the  Just  Influence  of  our  Nation, 

To  maintain  the  integrity  of  International  law. 

These — 

The  platform  sajrs — 
are  the  cornerstones  of  civilization.    We  must  be  strong  to  defend 

them. 

•  •••••• 

Then  the  platform  goes  on: 

Whatever  our  country  can  legitimately  do  to  attain  peace  for  war- 
stricken  Europe  and  to  aid  In  the  procurement  of  equal  rights  with- 
out discrlmlnaUon  because  of  race  or  creed  to  aU  men  in  all  lands 
should  be  done. 

Adequate  provision  for  the  common  defense  has  become  the  task 
of  foremost  national  concern. 

•  •••••• 

And  then  this  final  section : 

We  must  be  ready  In  spirit,  arms,  and  industry.  Preparation  in 
arms  requires: 

Remember,  this  was  in  1916 — 

A  Navy  restored  to  at  least  second  rank  in  battle  efficiency. 
A  Regular  Army  of  250,000  men  fully  armed  and  trained,  as  a 
first  Une  of  land  defense. 

And  then,  and  most  important,  this  significant  statement: 
A  system  of  military  training  adequate  to  organize  with  prompt- 
ness l>ehlnd  that  first  line  of  the  Army  and  Navy  a  citizen  soldiery 
supplied,  armed,  and  controlled  by  the  National  Government. 
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In  our  democracy  every  male  citizen  Is  charged  with  the  duty  of 
defending  his  country.  This  duty  Is  not  new.  It  has  existed  from 
the  foundation  of  the  Government.  Under  modern  conditions  it 
cannot  be  performed  without  military  training.  Service  without 
training  means  slaughter  and  disaster.  As  the  Nation  has  always 
recognized  and  exercised  the  right  to  enforce  compulsory  mUltary 
service  in  time  of  war.  so  should  there  be  universal  military  train- 
ing for  that  service  during  times  of  peace. 

That  is  the  last  quotation  I  give  from  that  very  able  plat- 
form, adopted  during  another  period  when  the  world  was  In 
very  great  stress.  I  wish  every  Member  of  this  body  and  every 
individual  in  the  country  would  realize  the  full  significance  of 
that  language  used  by  those  very  able  leaders  of  the  Progres- 
sive Party,  that  "service  without  training  means  slaughter  and 
disaster" — I  am  going  to  talk  a  little  more  about  that  later — 
and  then  their  solemn  declaration  that — 

As  the  Nation  has  always  recognized  and  exercised  the  right  to 
enforce  compulsory  military  service  In  time  of  war,  so  should  there 
be  universal  military  training  for  that  service  during  times  of 
peace.  "  -^ 

Those  patriotic  Americans  could  see  nothing  undemocratic 
or  un-American  in  universal  military  training  for  service  in 
times  of  p)eace. 

General  Pershing,  of  course,  should  have  been  called  and 
was  called  and  appeared  before  the  committee  as  a  witness. 
His  view.  I  think,  will  be  accepted  by  most  Americans  as 
being  rather  convincing  on  what  is  or  is  not  American.  In 
his  letter  to  the  Senator  from  Texas  I  Mr.  SheppardI.  which 
appears  on  page  5  of  the  printed  record  of  the  hearings. 
General  Pershing  heartily  endorses  the  principles  emlwdied 
in  this  bill.  So  do  a  great  host  of  others  across  the  country 
whose  devotion  to  Americanism  cannot  be  questioned. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  go  further  with  the  presentation  of 
witnesses  to  establish  that  compulsory  military  training  in 
time  of  peace  is  in  full  accord  with  the  best  American  tra- 
dition. It  is  the  only  democratic  way  to  provide  an  ade- 
quate national  defense.  It  recognizes  the  obligation  of  all 
to  serve,  and  adequately  to  train  for  that  service.  Rich  and 
poor,  all  classes,  races,  and  creeds,  are  treated  with  exact 
and  equal  justice.  Instead  of  being  contrary  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  American  liberty  and  freedom,  this  proposal  is 
implicit  with  the  true  spirit  of  Americanism. 

In  closing  this  part  of  my  presentation.  I  offer  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  on  June  14.  shortly  before  this  measure  was 
filed  in  Congress.  I  offer  it  as  typical  of  scores,  probably 
hundreds,  of  others  from  all  sorts  of  groups  and  organiza- 
tions scattered  over  the  country.    The  resolution  is  short: 

Resolved,  That  we,  those  alumni,  faculty,  and  undergraduates 
of  WUllams  College  who  are  assembled  at  a  meeting  at  WUUams- 
town  this  14th  day  of  June  1940.  believing  that  the  result  of  the 
war  now  raging  In  Europe  will  affect  the  lives  of  us  all  and  of  the 
generations  succeeding  us.  and  further  believing  that  the  sectirlty 
of  the  United  States  of  America  Is  threatened  by  the  events  at 
this  moment  occurring  abroad,  do  hereby  petition  Congress  to 
enact  immediately  legislation  providing  for  universal  compulsory 
military  training,  and  for  universal  service  in  time  of  war,  as  the 
only  way  to  defend  this  country  adequately,  in  time  and  In  a 
manner  befitting  a  democracy. 

There  is  no  suggestion  on  the  part  of  those  undergrad- 
uates, alumni,  and  faculty  members  of  that  great  historic 
institution  that  we  should  wait  for  more  weeks  and  more 
months  to  see  if  eventually  the  required  number  might  vol- 
tmteer.  so  that  selective  service  would  not  be  needed. 

I  understand  that  there  Is  some  question  about  the  figures 
in  reference  to  the  number  of  enlistments  during  different 
periods.  I  stated,  in  asking  the  Senator  from  Michigan  to 
yield  not  long  ago.  that  I  was  informed — and  I  have  the 
official  statement — that  during  the  first  S'iz  months  of  this 
year  there  was  a  net  increase  of  our  National  Army  of  only 
14,500,  approximately.  I  understand  that  those  figures  are 
questioned,  and  at  least  their  validity,  or  the  validity  of  the 
conclusion,  is  open  to  some  question  because,  during  a  part 
of  that  period,  at  least,  the  Army  was  not  seeking  any  addi- 
tional enlistments.  But  I  waive  all  of  that.  Let  the  figures 
be  what  they  are,  and  let  us  take  the  last  figures  given.  As 
I  understood  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Michigan  to 
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say.  during  the  month  of  July,  if  I  recaD  correctly,  the  vol- 
unteer enlistments  exceeded  31.000.  which  set  an  all-time 
record,  at  least  in  peacetime,  for  enlistments  in  the  Army; 
and  that  is  certainly  a  very  encouraging  and  creditable 
showing.  But  if  we  need — and  as  to  that  need  there  will 
be  discussion  later — 400,000  men  October  1.  and  another 
400.000  the  1st  of  April,  to  put  them  into  training,  even  this 
all-time  peace  record  of  31.000  in  1  month  would  be  alto- 
gether inadequate,  as  it  would  take,  unless  my  computation 
is  in  error.  12  months  at  that  figure  to  get  the  first  400.000. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  31,000  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  referred  to  are  simply  the  enlistments  in  the  Army. 
To  that  number  must  be  added  the  enlistments  in  the  Navy, 
the  Marine  Corps,  the  Air  Corps,  and  all  the  other  branches 
of  the  armed  forces.  The  31,000  enlistments  are  in  only  one 
branch  of  the  armed  forces. 

Mr.  BURKE.  As  stated  by  the  Senator  from  MichiEan 
[Mr.  VandenbergI.  there  has  been  no  diflBculty  in  getting 
enUstments  in  the  Navy.  The  testimony  clearly  indicates 
that  they  get  all  of  the  enlistments  they  want.  In  fact.  In 
the  Navy  there  is  a  waiting  list;  and  the  enlistment  period  in 
^  the  Navy  is  6  years,  which  may  be  worth  consideration  in 
weighing  the  validity  of  the  argument  that  a  reduction  of 
the  enlistment  period  in  the  Army  from  3  years  to  1  year 

would  settle  our  difiBculties. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado   and  Mr.  MILLER  addressed 

the  Chair. 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  merely  wanted  to  state 
^that  the  400,000  who  will  be  needed  on  October  1  are  for 
air  the  branches  of  the  armed  forces,  including  the  Navy  and 
the  marines  and  other  military  establishments. 

Mr.  BURKE.  That  is  correct.  They  are  to  go  into  train- 
ing for  all  branches  of  the  service. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  It  appears  to  me  that  under  the  theory  of 
the  bill  it  is  not  necessarily  material  whether  or  not  the 
volunteer  sjretem  has  broken  down  or  whether  it  is  function- 
ing prrperly.     Section  2  of  the  bill  merely  provides  for  the 

•  registration  of  a  certain  class  of  people  between  the  ages 
of  21  and  31.  Then  section  3 — and  I  wish  to  call  the  Sena- 
tor's special  attention  to  it — beginning  with  line  15,  on  page 
15.  authorizes  the  President — 

Whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exlsta.  to  select  for  training  and 
service  In  the  manner  herein  provided,  and  to  induct  Into  the  land 
and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States,  such  number  of  men  be- 

•  tween  such  ages  as  In  his  judgment  Is  required  for  such  forces  In 
the  national  Interest. 

That  does  not  mean  that  because  a  million  men,  or  2,- 

000.000  men.  or  4.000.000  men  may  be  registered,  any  more 

>  will  be  called  into  the  service  than  are  necessary  in  the 
national  interest.  The  bill  further  provides,  in  the  same  sec- 
tion, that  the  volunteer  ssrstem  may  be  in  force. 

I  have  great  respect  for  those  Senators  who  are  opposing 
the  conscription  theory,  but  it  seems  to  me  this  is  not  a 
conscription  bill,  but  is  merely  a  measure  setting  up  ma- 
chinery to  provide  an  ample  reservoir  of  manpower  which 
may  be  drawn  upon  by  the  President  at  such  times  as  the 
national  interest  demands.  That,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  crux 
of  the  entire  bill,  for  section  5  provides  that  no  man  can  be 
called  into  service  until  an  appropriation  is  made  by  the 

.  Congress  to  pay  for  his  services.  I  submit  to  the  Senator, 
who  has  had  no  small  part  in  the  preparation  of  the  bill, 
that  all  it  is  proposed  to  do  is  to  provide  a  reservoir  from 
which  the  manpower  may  be  drawn  if  circumstances  arise 

\  which  make  it  imperative  in  the  national  interest  that  the 
reservoir  be  tapped.    Is  that  correct,  or  is  it  not? 

Mr.  BURICE.  The  Senator  is  entirely  correct  and  states 
the  matter  most  forcefully,  embodying  the  very  heart  and 

'  essence  of  the  bill.  It  retains  the  volunteer  sjrstem,  with  a 
little  different  age  limit,  the  ages  being  from  18  to  35. 


Any  young  man  may  volunteer  after  the  bill  goes  Into 
effect.  It  sets  up  the  machinery  for  classification,  so  as  to 
get  an  inventory  of  the  manpower  of  the  country,  but  It  will 
never  go  beyond  that  point  if  the  hopes  of  all  of  us  that  the 
voluntary  system  will  be  adequate  are  realized.  While  we 
talk  alwut  400.000  on  October  1,  that  Is  merely  what  the 
Chief  of  Staff  and  other  officers  of  the  Army  and  the  Na\-y 
and  other  recognized  officials  say  they  want,  and  they  state 
that  they  can  be  prepared  by  October  1  with  housing,  cloth- 
ing, arms,  and  other  facilities  to  take  400.000  men.  But  if  we 
Ijass  the  pending  measure  and  set  up  an  organization  for 
listing  the  manpower  of  the  country,  before  we  come  to  apply- 
ing the  rule  of  compulsion,  or  the  rule  of  selection,  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  House  must  make  an  appropriation.  That  is 
specifically  provided  in  section  6  of  the  bill,  which  reads: 

The  President  shall  have  no  authority  to  Induct  persons  Into  the 
land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  under  this  act  until 
Congress  shall  hereafter  appropriate  funds  specifically  for  such 
purpose. 

So  if  we  pass  the  bill,  when  September  comes,  or  the  1st  of 
October,  Congress  can  then  have  before  it  the  record  of 
enlistment  during  the  intervening  weeks,  and  If  it  is  satisfl-d 
that  the  enlistments  are  speeding  up  and  that  at  that  time 
there  is  no  necessity  to  make  any  appropriation  to  call  a 
single  man  into  the  service  under  the  selective  process.  Con- 
gress need  not  make  an  appropriation,  but  the  machinei-y 
will  be  available.  If,  a  few  months  later,  the  need  is  greater, 
or  the  enlistments  fall  off,  and  it  is  necessary  to  get  men 
under  the  selective  system,  we  will  not  have  a  long  and  costly 
delay. 

Mr.  MILLER.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  passed  the  National 
Guard  bill,  and  if  all  the  National  Guard  units  are  filled 
and  are  called  into  training  it  may  not  be  necessary,  under 
the  program,  to  call  a  single  man  under  the  pending  bill  for 
months.  But  if  such  conditions  develop  as  to  make  it  un- 
wise  to  call  all  the  units  of  the  National  Guard  into  training, 
and  four  or  five  hundred  thcusand  men  are  required  in  the 
interest  of  national  defense,  we  will  still  have  this  reservoir 
from  which  to  fill  the  requirements. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  understand  it  will  be  possible  to  call  400.- 
000  men  October  1,  in  addition  to  the  National  Guard.  It 
may  be  inadvisable  or  unnecessary,  but  I  tt'ink  if  the  Senator 
had  in  mind  the  ability  to  provide  clothing,  housing,  shelter, 
and  arms,  that  has  already  been  taken  into  consideration,  as 
the  National  Guard  bill  was  considered  from  the  start  as  an 
integral  part  of  the  selective-service  program.  From  the 
very  begirming  it  was  understood  that  in  order  to  make  it 
workable  at  all  it  was  necessary  to  call  the  National  Guard 
into  active  duty,  and  with  that  realization  the  Chief  of  Staff 
and  others  said  they  still  would  be  able  to  take  400,000  men  on 
the  1st  of  October.  But  it  may  be  altogether  unnecessary 
or  inadvisable  to  do  so  at  that  time. 

Mr.  MILLER.  They  will  be  able  to  take  them,  provided  th« 
Congress  authorizes  them  to  do  so  by  further  appropriation. 

Mr.  BURKE.     That  is  absolutely  necessary. 

Mr.  TAFT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  It  has  been  frequently  stated  that  the  Gov- 
ernment would  call  400,000  men  on  the  1st  of  October  under 
the  draft  law;  that  that  was  the  purpose  of  the  law.  Has 
the  Senator  any  figures  showing  that  we  could,  under  the 
draft  law,  get  that  number  of  men  by  that  time?  I  have  had 
occasion  to  refer  to  the  draft  law  of  1917.  and  I  find  that, 
while  the  law  was  approved  on  the  20ih  of  May,  it  was  Sep- 
tember before  250,000  men  were  inducted  into  (he  Army,  and 
October  before  400,000  were  inducted.  So.  unless  we  can 
proceed  faster  than  in  1917 — unless  there  was  some  reason  for 
the  delay  at  that  time— It  would  be  December  or  January 
before  we  could  get  these  men  inducted  under  the  selective 
draft.     Has  the  Senator  any  figures  on  that  question? 

Mr.  BURKE.  Yes.  That  matter  was  gone  into  very  fully 
before  the  committee.  We  would  start  very  considerably 
further  along  the  road  than  was  the  case  in  1917.  because  the 
Joint  Army  and  Navy  Committee  have  already  had  the  mat- 
ter fuUy  organ^.zed.    Major  Hershey  testified  before  the  com- 
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mittee,  and  his  testimony  win  be  found  in  the  report  of  the 
hearings.  They  have  at  least  made  very  great  progress  in 
being  ready  to  start  without  any  delay.  Of  coiu-se,  it  is  true 
that  if  Congress  finds  it  necessary  to  debate  this  matter  at 
very  great  length,  undoubtedly  it  will  be  necessary  to  extend 
the  time  from  October  1  to  October  15  or  November  1,  or 
whatever  the  time  might  be,  and,  I  assume  that  is  one  of  the 
things  those  who  are  inclined  to  indulge  in  long  debate  will 
have  to  weigh,  whether  they  wish  to  run  the  risk  of  delaying 
the  matter.  Certainly  we  should  have  full  discussion  of  the 
measure. 

Mr.  TAFT.  They  acted  very  quickly  In  1917,  because  the 
registration  was  begun  the  5th  of  June,  which  was  within  2 
weeks  of  the  approval  of  the  act.  and  still  there  was  the  long 
process  of  appointing  draft  boards.  Setting  up  the  clerical 
forces  necessary  to  register  the  men  and  to  determine  whether 
they  should  be  deferred  or  should  not  be  deferred  took,  under 
the  pressure  of  war,  4  months  to  accomplish.  So  it  seems  to 
me  we  have  no  reason  to  think  that  the  proposed  draft  law 
would  provide  400,000  men  before  the  1st  of  January  1941. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  do  not  propose  to  set  my  judgment  against 
that  of  General  Marshall,  General  Shedd,  Major  Hershey, 
and  the  others  who  testified  that  if  Congress  passed  the  bill 
around  the  middle  of  August  they  would  be  able,  in  the  light 
of  experience  they  have  had,  and  In  view  of  the  steps  already 
taken,  to  take  care  of  400.000  men  on  October  1. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  have  understood  that  the  need  of  passing 
the  bill  is  that  we  must  have  400,000  men  on  October  1.  Not 
only  do  I  think  we  will  not  get  them  under  the  proposed  draft 
law,  but.  as  I  understand  the  Senator's  present  statement, 
no  effort  is  to  be  made  even  to  try  to  get  them.  For  3  or  4 
months  the  voluntary  system  will  be  tested  before  they  under- 
take the  draft. 

Ml.  BURKE.  No,  indeed:  the  Senator  misunderstood  my 
statement  entirely  if  he  reached  that  conclusion.  I  say  that 
in  the  bill  as  it  now  stands  there  is  a  provision  for  continuing 
the  voluntary  system.  If  the  bill  shall  be  passed,  the  Gov- 
ernment will  proceed  immediately  to  the  first  step,  which  is 
the  registration  of  all  men  within  the  specified  group.  The 
second  important  step  will  be  the  classification,  so  that  we 
may  know  what  our  manpower  is.  All  that  will  be  done 
whether  or  not  enlistments  come  in  fully  the  first  week  to 
take  care  of  the  required  number.  We  will  know  about  that, 
anyway. 

Some  may  say  that  will  be  a  waste  of  money  and  a  waste  of 
effort.  I  do  not  think  so  at  all.  I  think  that  if  we  have 
to  apply  the  selective  compulsory  system,  all  those  steps  will 
be  out  of  the  way.  Tlien  the  final  step  of  drawing  the  num- 
bers and  calling  the  men  in  is  a  matter  which  will  require 
only  a  short  time.  If  the  enlistments  are  not  up  to  the  proper 
mark,  that  last  step  will  be  taken  by  the  1st  of  October. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  if  the  bill 
shall  be  passed  all  interest  of  the  administration  and  the 
Army  in  the  voluntary  system  will  cease,  and  that  the  volun- 
tary system  will  not  have  a  fair  trial?  Does  not  the  Senator 
think  that,  with  the  easy  method  provided,  if  merely  by  a 
stroke  of  a  pen  it  will  be  possible  to  get  400.000  men,  efforts  to 
make  the  volunteer  system  work  will  lose  all  force? 

Mr.  BURKE.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  that  exactly  the 
opposite  would  result,  that  the  very  fact  that  Congress  had 
applied  itself  in  the  past  and  worked  out  an  effective  com- 
pulsory draft  measure,  to  go  into  operation  on  a  certain  day. 
and  that  registrations  and  classification  were  taking  place, 
would  of  itself  in  a  very  helpful,  sane  way  provide  a  tre- 
mendous impetus  to  voluntary  enlistment,  and  would  be  much 
better  for  the  country  than  to  go  out  with  bands  and  white 
feathers  and  everything  else  and  try  to  stir  up  enlistments. 

Mr.  TAFT.  In  other  words,  no  real  effort  will  be  made  in 
any  serious  way  by  the  administration  to  get  volunteer  enlist- 
ments. The  administration  will  simply  rely  on  the  fact  that 
the  draft  is  threatened,  and  so  enlistments  will  increase,  as 
I  understand  the  Senator's  position.  There  will  be  no  peneral 
appeal,  no  general  effort,  no  statement  by  the  President,  no 
real  calHng  attention,  not  to  the  patriotic  duty,  but  to  the 
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advantages  the  Army  has,  if  we  change  the  limits  and  change 
the  enlistment  period? 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  cannot  speak  for  the  President,  and  say 
whether  or  not  he  will  make  a  fireside  chat.  I  hope  he  will 
not.  If  the  bill  is  passed  I  hope  there  will  be  no  organized 
concerted  effort  in  the  newspapers,  and  in  the  movies,  or  on 
the  street  comers  to  bring  about  an  increase  in  voluntary 
enlistment.  There  is  only  one  way  to  do  that,  and  that  is  to 
create  a  war  spirit.  Those  who  are  trying  in  their  serious  and 
honorable  way  to  hold  down  the  war  spirit  ought  to  be  the 
enthusiastic  supporters  of  this  measure,  because  when  we 
shall  have  passed  it  we  can  do  away  with  all  hysteria  and 
everything  else  connected  with  putting  on  a  recruiting  drive. 
We  will  all  recognize  then  that  we  shall  simply  have  the  se- 
rious task  of  registering  those  within  the  age  limits,  of 
^rolling  them,  and  classifying  them,  and  sending  them  into 
training,  and  we  shall  get  away  almost  completely  from  the 
hysteria  that  otherwise  must  result. 
Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Most  of  the  prominent  opponents  of  the 
bill  assert  that  it  is  perfectly  sound  to  draft  men  in  time  of 
war.  If  it  is  sound  to  draft  men  to  fight  a  war,  why  Is  it  not 
sound  to  draft  men  to  keep  us  out  of  war? 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  will  answer  that  by  saying  I  believe  one 
principle  is  just  as  sound  as  the  other,  though  I  suppose  some 
opponents  of  the  measure  may  give  a  different  answer. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  one 
more  question? 

Mr.  BURKE.    Yes.  indeed. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Prom  the  first  part  of  the  Senator's  speech  do 
I  understand  that  he  is  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  the  bill 
retiardless  of  any  war  emergency  simply  because  compulsory 
military  training  is  necessary  for  the  hardening  of  the  youth, 
presimiably? 

Mr.  BURKE.  1  think  it  would  be  fully  justifiable  on  that 
ground,  but  I  admit  that  if  all  the  world  was  at  peace  and 
our  minds  were  directed  along  other  lines,  I  would  not  urge 
the  passage  of  such  a  measure  with  any  hope  that  it  would  be 
enacted.  However,  I  think  a  good  deal  could  be  said  for  It 
even  under  such  conditions. 
Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  heard  the  Senator's  statement  a  moment  ago 
about  the  provision  of  section  6  of  the  bill  that  the  President 
may  not  induct  anyone  into  the  service  under  the  bill  until 
Congress  shall  have  appropriated  the  money. 
Mr.  BURKE.  Specifically  for  that  purpose. 
Mr.  BONE.  Specifically  for  that  purpose.  So  that  is  as 
specific  as  the  English  language  can  make  it.  Are  we  to 
understand  from  that,  that  regardless  of  any  other  consid- 
eration, no  man  will  be  inducted  into  the  military  service  of 
the  United  States  under  the  bill  until  the  Congress  shall  have 
actually  passed  an  appropriation  measure  for  that  specific 
purpose?  What  will  be  done  with  funds  available  to  be 
employed  by  the  Army?  Are  they  to  remain  In  statu  quo? 
And  If  a  million  or  two  million  young  men,  or  five  million, 

whatever  number  are  registered 

Mr.  BURKE.    Twelve  million. 

Mr.  BONE.  What  will  they  do?  Will  they  simply  go  home 
and  remain  there  until  Congress  appropriates  the  money  to 
bring  them  into  service  after  they  are  selected? 

Mr.  BURKE.  Under  no  circumstances  would  more  than  a 
small  percentage  of  those  who  register  ever  be  called  to  servloe. 
Between  the  age  limits  now  contained  in  the  bill.  21  to  20,  in- 
clusive, there  are  approximately  12.000.000  men  who  will 
register.  The  Army  wants  only  a  trained  reserve  of  1.200.000 
men  altogether,  so  that  a  very  large  proportion  of  men  who 
register  will  never  do  anything  other  than  register,  and  be 
classified  In  A-1  or  D-3.  or  some  place  else,  and  those  men 
will  know  what  the  likelihood  of  their  being  called  is  as  soon 
as  they  find  out  how  they  are  classified. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  am  glad  to  get  that  Information,  but  the 
specific  point  on  which  I  sought  information  is  this:  Will  it 
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be  possible,  under  this  legislation,  if  it  shall  be  enacted,  for  a 
single  man  actually  to  be  called  for  training,  and  inducted  into 
the  ser\'ice.  and  put  into  a  uniform,  and  be  given  training, 
unless  the  Congress  shall  pass  the  legislation  making  appro- 
priation for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  BURKE.    No. 

Mr.  BONE.  So  that  if  this  legislation  shall  be  passed,  a 
second  necessary  step  will  have  to  be  taken,  and  that  is  to  pro- 
vide the  money  to  implement  Senate  bill  4164? 

Mr.  BURKE.  Yes.  that  is  correct,  with  the  exception  of 
setting  up  the  machinery  and  registration  organizations. 

Mr.  BONE.    Where  will  that  money  come  from? 

Mr.  BURKE.  It  will  come  from  the  general  fund.  That 
can  all  be  done.  Not  a  single  man  can  be  selected  or  inducted 
into  the  service  until  Congress  appropriates  the  money  for 
that  purpose,  but  the  rest  of  the  work  can  be  done. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  We  have  already  appropriated 
a  lump  sum  of  $400,000,000  as  a  sort  of  lagniappe.  for  the 
Pres  dent  to  do  with  as  he  pleases.  Can  he  take  that  $400,- 
000.000  and  use  it  to  Induct  men  into  service? 
'  Mr.  BURKE.  Certainly  not,  because  the  language  is  as 
plain  as  the  English  language  can  be.  that  the  money  must  be 
specifically  appropriated  for  this  purpose. 

I  read  it  again: 

Sec  6  The  President  shall  have  no  authority  to  Induct  persons 
into  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  under  this  act 
until  Congress  shall  hereafter  appropriate  funds  specifically  for 
such  purpose. 

There  can  be  no  argument  about  it. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Let  me  ask  one  more  question. 
The  Senator  stated  that  very  few  of  those  to  be  registered  will 
be  called.  How  does  the  Senator  know  that?  He  says  the 
Army  wants  only  a  reserve  of  1,200.000.  Of  course,  the  Army's 
desires  are  on  a  rising  scale.  When  they  find  they  can  get  a 
certain  number  they  ask  for  a  certain  number  more.  0--igi- 
nally  they  wanted  a  standing  Army  of  300.000;  then  they  went 
up  to  500.000;  and  then  up  to  a  million. 

The  Senator  will  well  recall  that  in  the  last  war  it  was  stated 
at  first  that  we  would  not  have  to  send  any  troojjs  overseas. 
When  we  declared  war  the  assurance  was  given  on  every  hand 
that  the  Allies  did  not  want  any  men  sent  overseas;  that  they 
simply  wanted  our  moral  and  material  aid.  Then  as  soon  as 
we  got  into  the  war  they  said  they  needed  a  few  token  divi- 
sioris  to  be  sent  over  simply  to  show  that  we  actually  had  our 
hearts  in  the  war  and  so  that  the  American  flag  could  appear 
on  the  western  front.  We  passed  a  draft  law  more  or  less 
with  the  understanding  that  only  a  few  troops  were  to  be  sent, 
but  as  we  got  a  little  farther  in  the  Army  raised  its  sights  a 
little  bit  more,  and  the  necessities  of  the  situation  developed 
a  little  bit  more,  and  the  first  thing  we  knew  we  had  4.000.000 
men  in  uniform. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  are  to  pass  the  bill  at  all  we  should 
not  do  it  on  the  assumption  of  telling  the  American  people 
that  only  a  few  men  out  of  the  12.000.000  registered  will  be 
called.  It  is  said  that  the  Army  wants  400.000  men.  but  the 
Senator  has  no  assurance  that  by  the  time  we  shall  have 
passed  the  bill  the  Army  will  not  have  raised  its  sights  and 
Will  want  800.000  men. 

If  the  Congress  believes  in  this  bill  it  ought  to  be  passed, 
but.  of  coiu-se.  Congress  ought  not  to  pass  it  under  a  fradu- 
lent  pretense  that  only  a  few  out  of  the  12.000.000  registered 
will  actually  be  called,  because  no  one  knows  how  large  the 
demand  will  be. 

Mr.  BURKE.  There  is  no  fraud  or  pretense  whatever. 
What  the  Army  wants  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter 
except  to  form  the  basis  of  the  request  for  an  appropriation 
by  Congress.  When  the  request  comes  to  Congress  to  make 
an  appropriation,  if  the  Senator  from  Missouri  is  here,  he  will 
be  able  to  say.  "The  Army  now  \x£ants  1.500.000  men  instead 
of  1.200.000,  and  I  am  not  in  favor  of  giving  them  the  300.000 
additional  men, "  and  he  will  imdoubtedly  be  able  to  keep  the 
Army  to  the  smaller  force. 


Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  doubt  that  very  much.  The 
Senator  from  Missouri  win  undoubtedly  be  here  If  he  is  alive, 
and  the  Senator  from  Missouri  will  undoubtedly  oppose  this 
tremendous  expansion.  But  I  have  seen  committees  of  the 
Senate  and  committees  of  the  House,  appropriations  com- 
mittees and  military  and  naval  affairs  committees,  often 
roll  over  and  play  dead,  often  reverse  themselves.  An  Army 
officer  or  a  naval  officer  may  appear  before  a  committee  and 
say,  "There  is  a  national  emergency.  We  have  to  do  thus 
and  so."  Then  the  officer  may  come  back  the  next  week  and 
say.  "We  did  not  ask  for  half  enough  last  week.  We  asked 
for  only  $2,000,000,000  last  week.  We  ned  $4,000,000,000  more 
this  week."  And  the  committees  have  often  reversed  their 
previous  action.  I  have  seen  that  hapj)en  so  often  I  have  no 
delusions  that  my  feeble  voice  will  prevent  it  in  the  future. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  think  I  should  qualify  the  statement  I 
made  to  this  extent;  that  certainly  under  the  machinery  set 
up  by  the  bill,  if  Congress  was  convinced  that  the  conditions 
demanded  it.  and  was  willing  to  appropriate  the  money,  prob- 
ably 10.000,000  men  could  be  Inducted  into  the  Army.  As 
the  bill  now  stands  there  are  about  12.000,000  in  this  classifi- 
cation. We  will  assume  that  2.000.000  will  be  physically, 
mentally,  or  otherwise  unfit,  or  conscientious  objectors.  That 
would  leave  certainly  10,000.000  men.  It  would  be  possible, 
certainly  under  this  machinery,  to  bring  into  the  Army  10.- 
000.000  men.  I  hope  that  if  the  future  of  American  civili- 
zation depends  upon  it.  Congress  will  make  the  appropriation 
to  bring  the  full  10,000,000  men  into  the  Army,  and  lower 
the  21 -year  age  limit,  and  raise  the  31 -year  age  limit,  to  obtain 
whatever  other  millions  may  be  needed. 

But  what  I  was  saying — and  it  has  nothing  to  do  with 
that — Is  that  the  present  exigencies  of  the  country's  needs 
seem  to  call  now  for  400,000  men  for  training  October  1.  and 
an  additional  400.000  for  training  April  1  next  year.  That  is 
all  I  can  say  for  the  present. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  let  me  add  one  word  of  in- 
formation. The  Appropriations  Committee  has  also  had 
submitted  to  it  a  list  of  materiel  and  equipment  for  4.000,000 
men.    That  is  already  in  the  committee's  hands. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  think  that  was  a  very  wise  course.  The 
Congress  is  not  now  asked  to  make  an  appropriation,  but  is 
advised  as  to  what  will  be  needed  if  we  reach  the  point  where 
we  must  take  this  matter  more  seriously  than  some  appear 
to  be  taking  it. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ.  It  is  unfortimate  that  those  who  oppose 
the  bill  are  so  quick  to  take  the  fioor  and  say  that  the  provi- 
sions they  do  not  like  are  based  upon  fraud  and  that  anyone 
who  is  in  favor  of  the  bill  must  either  be  dense  or  trying  to 
put  over  on  the  Congress  and  the  people  of  the  United  States 
some  sort  of  fraudulent  scheme. 

It  further  seems  to  me,  Mr.  President,  that  there  is  some 
merit  in  the  suggestion  that  if  we  are  to  have  so  many  sol- 
diers we  must  have  authority  from  Congress.  I  am  old- 
fashioned  enough  to  believe  that  the  Congress  has  some  juris- 
diction. If  the  Army  wants  something.  I  do  not  think  Con- 
gress ought  to  sit  down  supinely  and  say,  "Yes;  if  you  generals 
want  all  this  money,  we  will  give  it  to  you."  I  have  noticed 
at  times  that  the  Appropriations  Committee  has  not  been 
very  lil>eral  in  giving  some  of  us  what  we  want.  That  is  espe- 
cially true  when  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Colorado 
heads  the  subcommittee  in  the  Appropriations  Committee. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  appreciate  the  compliment;  but  in  the  Ap- 
propriations Committee  this  morning  the  Army  representa- 
tives said  to  us  that  the  House  had  appropriated  exactly  what 
they  asked  for  in  this  modest  $5,000,000,000  bill.  That  branch 
of  the  Government  did  not  attempt  to  trim  the  appro- 
priation. Seme  of  us  will  try — perhaps  imsuccessfully — to 
trim  it. 

Mr.   SCHWARTZ.    It   is   probably   merely   a   coincidence 
when  two  intelligent  bodies  happen  to  agree  on  the  amount 
of  a  necessary  appropriation.     (Laughter.] 
Mr.  TAFT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BURKE.     I  yield. 
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Mr.  TAFT.  I  notice  from  tfie  hearings  that  Colonel  Adler 
advocates  training  2.000  000  men  a  year  until  we  have  a  reser- 
voir of  20.000.000  trained  men  at  the  end  of  10  years.  Of 
course,  the  bill  makes  that  possible. 

Mr.  BURKE.  The  machinery  is  set  up  to  train  every  able- 
bodied  man  between  the  ages  of  21  and  31  who  cannot  claim 
exemption  on  the  groimd  that  he  is  a  Member  of  Congress, 
a  conscientious  objrctor.  or  is  in  one  of  several  other  classes. 
I  assume,  if  we  take  them  all.  that  we  shall  have  about 
10.000,000  all  told,  and  that  number  would  be  added  to  at  the 
rate  of  about  1.200  000  a  year  by  those  who  come  within  the 
age  limits.  I  suppose  theoretically  the  bill  provides  the  ma- 
chinery to  train  them  all  if  Congress  thinks  it  is  necessary 
and  appropriates  the  money. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  the  Senator  agree  with  Colonel  Adler 
that  that  should  be  done? 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  agree  with  General  Marshall,  Genei.al 
6hedd.  and  others  who  feel  that  if  we  have  a  well-trained  re- 
serve of  alwut  1.200,000.  with  the  Regular  Army  increased  to 
the  size  at  present  authorized,  under  present  conditions  that 
Is  about  as  far  as  we  should  go. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Does  the  Senator  agree  with  the  views  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  War.  Judge  Patterson,  that  we  should 
today  have  1 .300.000  men  under  arms? 

Mr.  BURKE.     I  think  we  should  have  that  many  in  training. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  the  Senator  mean  that  in  the  Regular 
Army  and  in  training  we  should  have  1.300.000  men? 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  think  that  as  quickly  as  possible  we  should 
try  to  have  between  a  million  and  a  million  and  a  half.  We 
cannot  be  definite  about  the  matter.  I  think  the  proper 
Kimib?r  is  l)etween  a  million  and  a  million  and  a  half. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  noticed  a  week  ago  Sunday  that  Judge  Pat- 
terson unequivocally  laid  down  the  need  for  the  United  States 
to  have  an  Army  of  1.300.000  men  under  arms.  He  did  not 
say  an3^hing  about  training.  He  said  we  needed  that  num- 
ber. He  said  we  needed  850.000  for  a  mobile  Army.  150.000 
In  garrisons,  and  150.003  for  some  other  purpose.  He  said 
that  we  should  have  under  arms  an  £u:tual  Army  of  1.300,000 
men.    I  wcnder  if  the  Senator  agrees  with  that  view. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  should  be  very  greatly  persuaded  by  the 
views  of  Judge  Patterson,  now  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
War.  whom  I  consider  one  of  the  ablest  public  servants  who 
has  ever  come  to  Washington,  a  man  with  vital  experience  in 
military  matters,  and  a  far  more  thorough  knowledge  than 
I  have.  I  should  certainly  weigh  his  statement  with  very 
great  care.  He  goes  a  little  further  than  I  had  thought  was 
necessary;  but  if  he  is  convinced  that  his  figures  are  correct. 
I  should  o-rtainly  wish  to  examine  them  with  great  care  and 
humility.  Jn  deference  to  his  superior  judgment  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  a  general  question. 
I  do  not  wish  to  Intrude  It  in  the  midst  of  the  Senator's  re- 
marks and  interfere  with  the  curi-ent  of  his  thought.  I  in- 
tended to  ask  the  question  after  the  Senator  should  have  con- 
cluded. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the  question  asked 
now. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  suppose  that  in  common  with  a  great  many 
others  who  have  been  following  the  debates  in  Congress  and 
in  the  press  of  the  country  about  the  proposal  to  register 
young  men  for  service,  the  Senator  has  noticed  the  continued 
assertion  that  the  times  In  which  we  are  living  call  for  a 
great  sacrifice  on  the  part  of  all  the  American  people — on  the 
part  of  the  general  public,  as  well  as  on  the  part  of  business. 
That  necessity  has  been  emphasized  many  times.  In  one  of 
the  local  newspapers  this  morning  there  appeared  an  edi- 
torial to  the  effect  that  the  troubled  waters  in  which  we  are 
swimming  call  for  a  very  great  sacrifice — a  real,  and  not  an 
ostensible  or  outward  sacrifice — on  the  part  of  every  Ameri- 
can. I  wonder  if  the  Senator  agrees  that  that  is  a  true 
statement  of  the  condition  which  confronts  us. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  think  the  times  are  such  that  it  is  impera- 
tive that  every  citizen  of  this  free  country  should  realize  that 


he  owes  eversrthlng  he  has — his  life,  his  property,  and  every- 
thing else — to  the  cause  of  preserving  the  liberties  which  we 
cherish,  and  that  so  far  as  Is  necessary  our  organized  society 
in  the  United  States  has  the  right  to  call  upon  him  to  make 
that  sacrifice.  The  matter  of  calling  upon  us  to  go  Into 
training,  under  conditions  which  will  be  prescribed.  In  order 
that  we  may  fit  ourselves  to  render  that  service,  involves  only 
a  minor  sacrifice.     If   the  Senator  Is  referring  to  taxing 

profits 

Mr.  BONE.    I  am. 

Mr.  BURKE.  If  the  Senator  Is  referring  to  taxing  profits, 
or  property,  or  anything  else,  I  say  that  every  citizen,  so 
far  as  his  life  and  property  are  concerned,  must  realize  that 
if  the  need  should  arise,  he  must  make  the  full  contribution 
in  whatever  way  is  most  effective.  I  entirely  approve  the 
principle  of  excess-profits  taxes,  drafting  money,  or  forcing 
loans  In  time  of  war.  The  only  question  I  shall  have  in  my 
mind  in  approaching  any  specific  proposal  of  that  kind  will 
be.  "Is  this  the  practical,  feasible,  and  wise  way  to  accomplish 
the  desired  results?"  Whenever  I  reach  a  conclusion  on  that 
question.  I  shall  go  the  whole  way. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  was  prompted  to  ask  the  question  because 
I  have  served  on  one  rather  important  committee  in  which 
the  question  was  seriously  raised  by  representatives  of  the 
National  Defense  Council  that  men  manufacturing  airplanes 
and  warships  could  not  be  expected  to  be  enthusiastic  In  the 
rearmament  program — that  they  might,  to  use  a  vulgarism, 
pull  back  in  the  traces  and  not  give  the  enthusiastic  service 
they  otherwise  would  give — unless  there  were  guaranteed  to 
them  what  I  should  call  a  considerable  measure  of  profit. 
There  was  no  suggestion  of  sacrifice.  On  the  contrary.  It 
was  as  cold.  hard,  and  ruthless  a  business  proposition  as  I 
have  ever  listened  to — and  I  have  represented  businessmen 
all  my  profes.sional  life.  Aside  from  the  discussion  of  the 
necessities  of  the  country,  the  whole  thing  revolved  around 
whether  or  not  they  were  to  be  guaranteed  what  was  de- 
scribed as  a  reasonable  return,  which  seemed  to  me  to 
be  quite  generous  in  the  light  of  the  sacrifice  we  may  have 
to  impose  on  the  boys  who  go  into  the  Army.  I  am  wonder- 
ing if  all  the  sacrifice  about  which  newspaper  publicists  talk 
is  to  be  the  sacrifice  of  the  boys. 

Mr.  BURKE.     Certainly  not. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  do  not  want  it  that  way;  and  I  am  wondering 
how  much  of  this  talk  is  rear  and  how  much  is  unreal, 
amounting  almost  to  hypocrisy.  We  read  articles  in  the 
newspapers  about  the  necessity  for  everybody  sacrificing,  and 
the  necessity  for  the  sacrifice  being  real  and  not  apparent. 
In  the  next  breath  we  are  assured  that  we  cannot  have  the 
whole  procedure  of  preparedness  carried  on  in  a  decent  and 
effective- way  unless  we  guarantee  sizeable  profits  to  the  men 
who  are  to  make  the  instrumentalities  of  war.  A  great  ques- 
tion is  raised  in  my  mind  as  to  whether  or  not  all  the  sacrifice 
is  to  be  on  the  part  of  the  boys. 

I  am  not  tilting  a  lance  against  business,  but  I  am  frankly 
questioning  in  my  own  mind  the  validity  of  much  of  the 
argimaent  when  the  emphasis  is  laid  on  the  necessity  for 
large  profits  for  munitions  makers,  and  the  emphasis  for 
sacrifice  is  with  respect  to  the  service  of  the  boys  in  the  Army. 
If  we  take  a  young  man  away  from  a  $200-,  $300-,  or  $400-a- 
month  job  and  put  him  in  the  Army  at  $21  a  month,  the 
sacrifice  is  regarded  as  a  pjatriotic  gesture  on  his  part;  but 
we  cannot  go  out  to  the  west  coast  and  ask  airplane  manu- 
facturers to  make  a  comparable  .sacrifice. 

I  feel  that  the  suggestion  I  am  making  Is  very  logical  and 
very  legitimate,  because  I  know  that  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska is  aware  of  the  history  of  the  two  major  parties,  both 
of  which,  with  pontifical  solemnity,  have  announced  in  their 
platforms — which  we  occasionally  read  for  the  amusement  of 
ourselves  and  the  general  public — that  if  a  sacrifice  is  to  be 
made  by  so-called  cannon  fodder,  then  businesis  must  make 
identically  the  same  sacrifice. 

The  Senator  is  aware  of  the  wording  of  those  platform 
declarations,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  have  not  in  mind  the  exact  language. 
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Mr.  BONE.  They  are  much  more  emphatic  than  ansrthing 
I  could  utter.  They  say.  "In  case  of  war"— and  we  are 
assvu-ed  that  this  is  \-irtuaUy  a  state  of  war  now — "we  call 
upon  the  country  to  make  a  draft  of  property"— and  they  use 
this  language,  or  its  equivalent — "exactly  as  we  draft  men." 
I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  these  parties  were  "kidding" 
the  American  people.  I  suspect.  I  will  admit  to  the  Senator. 
I  have  a  deeply  ingrained  suspicion,  that  they  were  "kidding" 
the  country,  because  there  has  not  been  evinced  on  the  part 
of  Congress  in  this  whole  program  a  single  intention,  so  far 
as  I  have  been  able  to  determine,  to  draft  property  as  we 
now  propose  to  draft  the  services  of  young  men;  and  I  am 
wondering  why  these  two  great  parties  are  now  defaulting  in 
their  solemn  promise  to  the  American  people. 

Mr.  LEE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BONE.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  it  is  the  part  of 
wisdom  to  do  it.  I  am  simply  saying  that  both  these  parties 
lied  to  the  American  people  when  they  made  that  pledge 
unless  they  now,  in  the  face  of  this  crisis,  have  the  sand  and 
the  courage  and  the  intestinal  fortitude  to  make  good  on 
their  solemn  pledges. 

Perhaps  a  party  platform  is  not  a  pledge.  I  do  not  know. 
After  I  see  what  conventions  do.  I  have  reached  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  is  so  much  opera  bouCfe — not  even  grand  opera; 
Just  the  lower  order  of  English  music-hall  comedy.  But 
they  ought  not  to  do  it:  and  my  purpose  in  questioning  the 
Senator  was  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  he  felt  that  in 
order  to  be  square  with  the  American  people  we  ought  to 
make  the  sacrifice  of  business  somewhat  comparable  to  the 
sacrifice  of  the  boys  who  go  into  the  service. 

I  have  a  little  fellow  who  may  have  to  go.  The  Senator 
may  have  one  who  may  have  to  go.  Nobody  will  stand  here 
and  say  that  my  boy  has  a  right  to  have  an  assurance  of  his 
pre-war  or  pre-service  earnings.  Those  are  taken  from  him. 
If  he  has  any.  But  there  is  not  a  Senator  on  this  floor  who 
will  not  agree  with  me  that  in  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
and  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  the  one  problem  we  are 
-facing  now  is  how  to  assure  business  profits,  and  good  profits, 
during  this  whole  program. 

What  is  our  answer  to  that  sort  of  a  picture?  I  want  the 
Senator  to  tell  me  why  he  thinks  the  publicists  in  this  coun- 
try who  are  writing  about  this  subject  do  not  attempt  to  say 
to  the  American  people  that  business  should  make  a  sacrifice 
as  well  as  the  boys.  I  think  we  ought  to  illuminate  that 
subject  for  the  American  people,  or  else  we.  as  a  Senate, 
should  pass  a  resolution  asking  the  parties,  in  the  name  of 
God.  to  quit  putting  that  sort  of  stuff  in  their  platforms.  It 
is  a  disgrace. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  phase  of  the 
matter  just  so  eloquently  discussed  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington  will  be  fully  presented  in  the  committees  and 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  when  the  appropriate  legislation 
Is  before  Congress.  I  will  say  to  him  only,  as  I  said  l)efore. 
that  I  feel  that  his  fundamental  proposition  is  absolutely 
sound  and  proper— I  do  not  see  how  anyone  could  dispute 
it — that  if  we  call  upon  the  manhood  of  this  country,  the 
young  men  and  the  older  men.  to  go  into  training  In  order 
to  fit  themselves  to  render  the  highest  measure  of  service 
of  which  they  are  capable,  certainly  we  have  the  right  to 
call  upon  the  owners  of  property,  business,  to  do  their  utmost 
also  to  see  that  the  program  is  made  successful.  But  that 
does  not  mean  at  all  to  me  that  I  should  espouse  at  once 
any  high-sounding  clatter  about  drafting  wealth  In  the 
country,  and  interfering  with  the  processes  by  which  alone 
we  can  hope  to  make  war  succeed.  I  want  to  see  the  specific 
proposals  and  examine  them. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  BURKE,    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  it 
is  very  significant  and  striking  that  in  the  program  of  legis- 
lation now  before  Congress  the  measure  for  conscripting  the 
youth  of  the  country,  to  be  made  cannon  fodder  if  need  be, 
tanmediately  precedes  the  bill  which  is  designed  to  repeal 
every  linMtation  which  Congiess  in  its  wisdom  heretofore 
has  imposed  on  excessive  war  profits  from  the  manufacture 


of  munitions,  and  the  bill  designed  to  permit  munition  man- 
ufacturers to  amortize  the  establishments  for  which  the 
Government  is  subsidizing  them,  either  directly  or  by  con- 
tract, over  a  period  of  5  years?  In  other  words,  is  it  not 
significant  that  we  first  pass  the  bill  to  conscript  the  young 
boys  of  the  country  and  send  them  off  to  the  Army,  and 
then  the  next  week  bring  in  a  bill  to  remove  every  limitation 
on  profits  which  may  be  made  by  the  shipbuilders  and  muni- 
tion makers,  and  suspend  the  tax  laws  in  their  behalf  so  as 
to  permit  them  to  amortize  these  excessive  earnings  over  a 
period  of  5  years? 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  do  not  like  to  have  the  Senator  criticize 
this  program,  or  me  in  connection  with  it,  for  drafting  the 
young  boys  of  the  country  for  "cannon  fodder."  as  he  says. 
I  do  not  like  that  expression,  but  we  will  let  that  pass. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Well,  what  is  the  bill  for  if  that 

is  not  its  purpose? 

Mr.  BURKE.  The  bill  I  introduced  provided  age  limits 
from  18  to  65.  and  there  was  a  great  hue  and  cry  by  many 
of  those  now  opposing  the  measure  that  we  were  covering 
too  much  territory;  we  were  stirring  up  a  war  spirit,  and  so 
forth.  So  the  conunittee.  after  considering  the  whole  mat- 
ter, reduced  the  ages  to  21  to  31.  I  say.  it  does  not  seem  to 
me  quite  fair  to  criticize  me  in  that  connection. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  certainly  did  not  mean  to  be 
unfair  to  the  Senator.  I  think  making  the  lower  limit  21  in- 
stead of  18  was  a  very  great  improvement  in  the  Senator's 
bill  because,  as  bad  as  I  think  the  bill  is  at  present,  it  would 
have  been  infinitely  worse  to  draft  a  lot  of  poor  boys  who  were 
not  even  able  to  go  to  the  polls  and  express  themselves. 
[Manifestations  of  applause  in  the  galleries.] 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill  in  the  chair).  The 
Senator  from  Nebraska  will  suspend  for  a  moment.  The 
Chair  will  advise  the  guests  in  the  galleries  that  it  is  a  direct 
violation  of  the  rules  of  the  Senate  for  the  occupants  of  the 
galleries  to  manifest  approval  or  disapproval  by  applause  or 
in  any  other  way.  The  Chair  will  ask  the  guests  to  conform 
strictly  to  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.   BONE.    Mr.    President,   will   the   Senator   yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.  One  moment;  I  have  one  more  word  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

If  the  Senator  from  Missouri  had  read  the  bill  which  I 
Introduced,  or  if  those  in  the  galleries  who  apparently  support 
his  position  had  taken  the  trouble  to  read  it.  they  would  have 
found  that  there  was  never  any  provision  in  the  bill  for  taking 
for  8  months'  training,  as  it  was  originally — now  a  year's 
training — the  boys  between  18  and  21.  The  bill  provided  that 
those  subject  to  draft  were  between  the  ages  of  21  and  45, 
and  I  wish  that  provision  were  still  in  the  bill.  Then,  in  order 
to  have  the  inventory  of  the  manpower  of  the  Nation  com- 
plete, and  to  make  some  other  provisions,  we  had  those  of  the 
ages  from  18  to  21  and  from  45  to  65  put  into  what  we  called 
the  Home  Guard  unit,  and  provided  that  they  should  all  reg- 
ister, but  that  no  more  would  be  done  about  the  young  group 
or  the  old  group  unless  Congress  later  thought  It  advisable  to 
make  appropriations  and  organize  home-defense  units  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  homes  or  the  educational  institutions  where 
the  young  people  were,  or  in  the  vicinity  of  the  homes  and 
employment  where  the  older  group  were,  so  that  they  would 
be  merely  trained.  So  far  as  the  sponsors  of  the  bill  are  con- 
cerned there  never  was  any  intention  to  draft  for  military 
service  even  those  between  18  and  21.  but  there  again  there 
has  been  very  great  complaint,  some  of  it  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  some  sajdng  that  wars  are  always  fought  by  the  very 
young  men,  and  that  we  are  making  a  very  great  mistake  in 
not  taking  the  younger  group  into  this  draft,  but  I  do  not 
think  so.  I  think  we  should  extend  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  units  in 
our  colleges  and  the  other  means  of  military  training  for 
the  young  men.  but  make  subject  to  draft  as  the  bill  does, 
only  those  who  have  passed  their  twenty-first  birthday. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  desire  to  make  an  observation  in  reply 
to  what  sounded  like  the  insinuation  of  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  that  there  was  something  significant  about  the  fact 
that  this  bill  is  being  proposed  in  advance  of  the  tax  bill 
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which  proposes  to  make  some  amendment  of  the  present  law 
with  regard  to  profits.  There  could  not  be  any  significance 
attached  to  that  fact  unless  Senators  could  conjure  up  a  con- 
spiracy l>etween  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate 
and  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
let  me  interrupt  him  at  that  point? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  a  moment.  This  bill  has  been  vmder 
consideration  for  weeks  by  the  Committee  on  Military  Af- 
fairs. The  tax  matter  has  been  under  consideration  and 
under  study  by  both  the  revenue-raising  committees  of  the 
House  and  the  Senate,  and  also  the  Treasury  Department, 
ever  since  we  passed  the  last  tax  bill,  which  was  enacted 
some  6  or  8  weeks  ago.  It  was  recognized  then  that  there 
would  probably  have  to  be  levied  what  was  called  an  excess- 
profits  tax.  I  see  no  connection  between  the  tax  bill,  which 
must  originate  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  as  the  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri  knows,  and  the  pending  bill,  which  could 
originate  in  either  House. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  yield  further? 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  certainly  had  no  intention  of 
making  any  insinuation  whatever  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky.  I  was  merely  commenting  on  the  signifi- 
cance of  the  juxtaposition  of  events  which  brings  before  the 
Congress  in  1  week  a  bill  for  the  drafting,  for  the  conscription 
of  the  youth  of  the  coimtry,  and  brings  before  the  Congress 
Immediately  after  that  a  bill  for  exempting  the  shipbuilders 
and  the  munition  makers  from  any  limitation  whatever  on 
their  profits,  and  allows  them  to  amortize  property  which 
they  will  in  large  measure  retain  for  their  own  benefit,  and 
allows  an  exemption  from  taxaUon  over  a  5-year  period.  I 
do  not  charge  any  conspiracy.  I  do  not  insinuate  any  con- 
spiracy, but  it  seems  to  me  to  be  very  significant  of  the  trend 
of  the  events  at  this  time  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  that  the  conscription  bill  comes  in  one  week,  and 
an  exemption  of  munition  manufacturers  as  to  profits  and 
taxes  comes  in  Immediately  following. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  may  not  In- 
sinuate that,  but  It  seems  to  me  that  there  would  be  sig- 
nificance in  those  two  events  only  if  there  were  collusion 
between  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  and 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate  in  bringing 
in  the  bills. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  does  not  make  any  difference 
which  one  comes  first,  the  fact  is  that  there  is  proposed  a  bill 
conscripting  the  youth  of  the  country  and  sending  them  to 
war.  and  at  the  same  time  one  proposing  to  remove  any  ex- 
emption on  the  tremendous  profits  of  munition  manufacturers 
and  shipbuilders,  and  relieving  them  from  taxation,  and  no 
amoimt  of  sophistry  on  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky can  remove  the  significance  of  the  juxtaposition  of  those 
two  measures. 

Mr.  BURKE.  We  can  all  see  that  this  is  an  apparent  effort 
to  becloud  the  issue  and  cast  discredit  on  the  very  essential 
military  training  bill,  and  not  a  serious  effort  to  help  meet  the 
very  great  problems  which  confront  the  Congress  and  the 
country.  What  difference  does  it  make  which  bill  comes  first. 
Just  so  they  have  complete  and  fair  consideration? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  did  not  say  it  made  any  differ- 
ence which  one  came  first.  The  significance  is  that  both  of 
the  bills  are  now  pending,  one  to  relieve  the  munition  manu- 
facturers from  any  limitation  on  profits,  and  exempt  them 
from  taxation,  and  the  other  to  draft  the  manpower  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  BURKE.  We  have  before  us  a  bill  for  military  train- 
ing, and  In  due  time.  I  take  it,  the  other  bill  will  be  before  us, 
and  receive  the  same  full  and  searching  examination  the 
pending  bill  is  getting.  I  see  nothing  significant  or  collusive 
cr  reprehensible  about  the  matter  at  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Let  me  make  a  further  observation.  In 
all  probability  the  pending  bill  would  have  been  here  re- 
gardless of  any  tax  bill,  and  the  same  thing  Is  true  of  the 
tax  bill;  it  wotUd  have  been  taken  up  and  considered  by  the 


House  committee  if  this  bill  had  not  been  thought  of.  So 
that  there  cannot  be  any  possible  significance  because  of  the 
fact  that  we  have  this  bill  before  us  and  the  House  committee 
is  considering  a  bill  which  they  presumably  will  report  within 
a  few  days. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska whether  he  desired  to  have  the  bill  go  over  until 
tomorrow  or  whether  he  can  conclude  today, 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  am  enjoying  the  debate  very  much  but 
will  take  possibly  half  an  hour  longer  and  will  be  willing  to 
have  the  matter  go  over.  But  let  me  yield  first  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  view  of  what  the  Senator  has  said, 
I  think  that  after  he  yields  we  had  better  suspend  for  the 
day. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  attempted  to  ask  the 
questions  I  have  asked  l)ecause,  in  common  with  others.  I 
have  read  some  of  the  tax  proposals  dealing  with  excess- 
profits  taxes,  and  it  makes  me  smile  when  I  see  the  kind  of 
sacrifices  it  Is  proposed  to  impose  on  some  of  the  "boys"  in 
the  steel  business  and  the  other  outfits  furnishing  war 
supplies. 

For  instance,  if  we  should  attempt  to  levy  an  excess-profits 
tax  on  profits  in  excess  of  those  over  a  period  of  normal 
operations,  they  would  pay  to  the  Government  the  normal 
income  tax  on  their  incomes,  and  then  40  to  50  percent  of 
the  excess  profits,  and  in  this  era  of  fat  profits  they  could 
keep  50  percent  of  the  excess  for  themselves.  If  anyone  can 
find  in  that  anything  like  a  sacrifice,  it  seems  to  me  he  has 
a  very  deep  and  well-developed  sense  of  humor. 

I  think  if  such  provisions  are  written  Into  the  law  they 
will  constitute  one  of  the  beautiful  ironies  of  the  period.  I 
would  not  want  anything  better  if  I  were  a  businessman.  I 
can  understand  the  attitude  of  the  gentlemen  on  the  Advisory 
Commission,  Mr.  Stettinius  and  Mr.  Knudsen,  who  have  per- 
haps the  viewpoint  of  the  average  big-business  man.  who  feels 
that  business  must  be  protected;  and  I  understand  why  they 
would  translate  that  viewpoint.  If  possible,  Into  legislation. 
It  recalls  the  statement  of  Mr.  du  Pont,  who  said  that  during 
the  World  War  his  duty  was  that  of  a  trustee  for  his  stock- 
holders, and  that  that  came  before  the  necessities  of  the 
United  States.  If  the  two  had  to  be  put  side  by  side  and 
measured,  his  trusteeship  to  his  stockholders  assumed  the 
more  ominous  proportions  in  his  own  mind. 

When  the  Senator  says  that  he  does  not  like  this  high- 
sounding  clatter  about  taxing  wealth,  I  agree  with  him;  it 
was  high-sounding  clatter,  but  I  quoted  it  from  the  platform 
of  my  own  party.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  wants 
me  now  to  say  that  my  party  was  a  bit  oblique,  or  that  the 
grand  old  Republican  Party,  with  its  noble  traditions,  made 
up  of  a  bunch  of  fakers,  put  some  high-sounding  clatter  over 
on  the  country.  If  it  was  high-sounding  clatter,  certainly  the 
party  of  Abraham  Lincoln  announced  the  doctrine  with  pon- 
tifical solemnity,  and  If  that  is  high-sounding  clatter,  we 
ought  to  say  it  was  a  fake  and  a  fraud,  and  that  we  shall 
wash  that  aspect  of  political  life  out  of  the  picture. 

If  no  one  else  does,  I  see  significance  in  the  proposal  for 
the  abrupt  removal  of  the  ceiling  on  profits.  I  am  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  and  representatives  of 
the  Council  of  National  Defense  came  before  us  recently  and 
said  we  must  remove  the  ceiling  on  profits  of  the  airplane  and 
warship  manufacturers.  I  do  not  know  what  the  significance 
of  that  is,  but  I  think  it  Ls  very  significant. 

I  stood  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago  and 
called  attention  to  a  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas],  who  Is  an  authority  on  the  subject, 
who  said  that  today  the  American  dollar  will  buy  twice  as 
much  as  it  would  buy  In  1920,  and  Republicans  have  risen 
on  this  floor  and  asked  what  became  of  the  money  that  we 
have  poured  into  national  defense  In  recent  years.  Where 
did  it  go?  Did  it  go  down  a  rat  hole?  We  appear  to  have 
obtained  nothing  for  It,  or  at  least  that  Is  the  thesis  of  Re- 
publicans, that  the  country  is  utterly  defenseless  because  we 
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poured  out  millions  and  got  nothing  for  them.  I  have  great 
respect  for  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  who  says  that  the 
dollar  has  t^his  increased  purchasing  power.  Yet  we  have 
poured  out  millions  of  dollars  without  the  people  getting  what 
they  ought  to  get.  Where  did  the  money  go?  We  are  today 
paymg  $75,000,000  for  a  battleship  that  could  be  produced 
a  few  years  ago  for  $26,800,000.  Do  Senators  wonder  why  I 
ask  where  the  money  is  going?  I  want  to  know  where  it  is 
going.  If  it  would  buy  twice  as  much  today  as  in  1920,  we 
have  a  right  to  know  whether  we  are  being  rooked. 

If  we  do  not  settle  down  to  a  consideration  of  tax  problems 
and  quit  juggling  with  excess  profits,  allowing  munitions 
makers  to  get  away  with  everything  in  sight,  we  will  make  a 
mess  of  the  whole  program;  what  we  do  will  go  down  in 
history  as  what  the  Senator  called  it.  "high-sounding  clatter." 
and  all  the  talk  on  this  floor  about  the  sacrifices  on  the  part 
of  the  boys  will  be  so  much  sounding  brass  and  tinkling 
cymbals.  It  will  not  have  any  meaning  except  to  those  who 
utter  it.  At  the  same  time  we  will  do  as  we  did  before  when 
we  passed  a  war  tax  bill,  which  went  into  conference  and 
was  thrown  into  the  ashcan  right  afterward.  That  tax  was 
to  apply  only  in  wartime,  but  the  conference  committee  of 
the  Senate  and  the  House  threw  it  out.  It  did  not  apply  to 
the  present. 

So.  as  the  Senator  from  Missouri  has  said,  we  will  soon 
have  a  bill  come  l)efore  us  to  remove  all  the  ceilings  on 
profits  of  airplane  manufacturers,  war-vessel  manufacturers, 
powder  manufacturers,  but  we  will  draft  the  boys  and  bring 
them  into  the  service.  I  have  no  particular  quarrel  with 
some  of  the  provisions  of  the  pending  bill,  l)ecause  I  am  one 
who  thinks  we  are  headed  for  war.  I  have  said  so  re- 
peatedly. I  have  said  it  In  letters  and  on  the  floor.  I  think 
If  the  present  business  of  fanning  the  flames  continues 
longer,  we  will  be  in  war  very  shortly.  I  am  not  sajring 
that  for  the  first  time,  but  I  said  it  a  few  days  ago  in 
answer  to  the  Senator  from  Florida.  This  country  is  going 
into  war.  so  the  draft  may  come  a  few  months  later. 

It  is  perhaps  a  moot  question  to  discuss  here  now.  How- 
ever, every  newspaper  in  the  eastern  part  of  the  United 
States,  day  after  day,  contains  editorials  saying  either  that 
we  are  actually  in  war  or  that  we  ought  to  be  in  it,  that  we 
are  taking  a  cowardly  position  by  not  getting  in  it.  and  we 
are  yellow  dogs  because  we  do  not  dec4are  war  on  Germany. 
Admiral  Standley,  not  later  than  today,  actually  said  that 
a  state  of  war  exists,  and  that  we  are  cowardly  if  we  do 
not  declare  war  on  Germany.  If  that  sort  of  thing  con- 
tinues we  will  probably  be  in  war.  and  then  probably  it  will 
be  a  futile  thing  to  discuss  the  draft,  because  it  will  be  on 
on  us.  and  along  with  the  draft  will  come  a  dictatorship. 

Mr.  BURKE.  If  I  share  the  views  of  the  Senator  from 
Washington  that  we  are  on  the  edge  of  war,  nothing  would 
prevent  me  from  spending  24  hours  a  day  in  urging  the  enact- 
ment of  the  measure,  because  I  can  conceive  of  nothing  more 
horrible  than  the  responsibility  and  the  guilt  that  would  rest 
upon  those  who  would  send  the  country  into  war  imprepared. 
But.  if  I  may  say  a  word  fiu-ther.  I  was  not  objecting — pos- 
sibly I  used  an  unfortunate  expression — to  the  substance  of 
anything  the  Senator  from  Washington  or  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  had  to  say  about  the  obligation  we  must  put  upon 
the  owners  of  property  and  wealth.  I  want  to  examine  those 
proposals  when  they  come  before  us  from  the  committees,  as 
this  proposal  has.  However,  I  think  the  discussion  rather 
Inapplicable  at  this  time,  because  we  are  all  agreed  that  we 
must  strengthen  our  national  defense,  and  that  young  men 
should  be  in  the  military  service  up  to  the  numbers  that 
Congress  thinks  necessary,  either  by  voluntary  enlistment  or 
by  the  application  of  the  selective-service  principle.  We  will 
face  the  same  obligation  of  taxing  the  wealth  of  the  country, 
impounding  the  wealth  of  the  covmtry.  whether  it  is  in  one 
form  or  another.  Therefore  I  do  not  think  the  discussion  Is 
particularly  appropriate  In  connection  with  this  particular 
bill,  but  I  welcome  the  interruptions,  and  shall  be  glad  to  have 
more  of  them  tomorrow. 

MILITART    COMPENSATION — STATEMENT     BY    RODES-RAPIER     CO. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me? 


Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  obvious  that  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska cannot  conclude  his  discussion  today.  I  understand 
he  wishes  to  continue  his  remarks  tomorrow. 

Mr.  BURKE.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  send  to  the  desk  a  statement  clipped 
from  the  Louisville  Courier-Journal,  containing  not  exactly 
an  advertisement  but  a  statement  by  the  Rodes-Rapier  Co., 
of  Louisville.  I  think  that  every  other  private  industry  in  the 
United  States  is  going  to  do  the  same  thing.  I  ask  that  the 
statement  be  read  at  the  desk  as  showing  an  example  of  a 
high  degree  of  patriotism  and  willingness  to  cooperate  with 
our  Government  and  all  the  people  in  the  present  emergency. 
I  think  as  a  good  example  it  would  be  refreshing  to  have 
this  statement  read  from  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  statement  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

tnUTAXT    COB4PENSATION 

If  the  United  States  Congress  decides  that  universal  military 
training  Is  the  tiest  method  of  defense  for  our  security,  we  feel  aU 
of  the  burden  should  not  fall  on  the  young  men — that  the  employer 
should  do  his  part  also. 

Young  men  who  have  been  employed  here  for  1  year  or  more 
who  are  selected  for  military  training  or  service  In  the  Army  or 
Navy  will  not  only  be  given  their  old  positions  here  upon  their 
return  to  civilian  life  but  we  will  pay  them  in  cash  each  month 
the  difference  between  their  salaries  now  at  Rodes-Rapler  Co.  and 
the  compensation  allowed  them  by  the  Government  during  their 
training  and  service  to  their  country. 

Rodes-Rapikr  Co.,  Inc., 

Fourth  and  Walnut. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  say  simply  that  the  Rodes- 
Rapler  Co.  is  one  of  the  oldest  and  most  outstanding  mer- 
chandising establishments  in  the  State  of  Kentucky,  and  I 
am  very  happy  to  have  their  statement  placed  in  the  Record 
as  an  example  of  their  conduct. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message   from   the   House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 

Megill,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 

had  agreed  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on 

I  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments 

of  the  House  to  the  bill  <S.  2009)   to  amend  the  Interstate 

Commerce  Act,  as  amended,  by  extending  its  application  to 

I  additional  types  of  carriers  and  transportation  and  modify- 

I  ing  certain  provisions  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes. 

EXECUTIVE   SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES   REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill  in  the  chair)   laid 
before  the  Senate  messages  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  submitting  several  nominations,  which  were  referred 
[  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  OflBces  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there  be  no  further  reports 
of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
calendar. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  postmasters 
be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
nominations  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

IN  THE  ARMY 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
in  the  Army. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  in  the  Army 
be  confirmed  en  bloc,  and  that  the  President  be  notified. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations in  the  Army  are  confirmed  en  bloc,  and  the  President 
Will  be  notified,  i 

I  RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  26  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Tuesday, 
August  13,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


I  NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the  Senate  August  12  (leg- 
islative day  of  August  5),  1940 
United  States  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 
Hon.  John  D.  Martin,  Sr..  of  Tennessee,  to  be  judge  of  the 
United  States  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Sixth  Circuit, 
to  fill  a  new  position. 

Coast  Guard  or  the  United  States 
Boatswain  Peter  F.  Shea  to  be  chief  boatswain  in  the  Coast 
Guard  of  the  United  States,  to  take  effect  from  date  of  oath. 

Reappointment  in  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army 

or  the  Untteo  States 

Brig.  Gen.  Frank  Thonias  Hines,  Reserve,  to  be  brigadier 
general.  Reserve,  from  September  7,  1940. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  August  12 

(legislative  day  of  August  5).  1940 

Appointment,  by  Transfer,  in  the  Regular  Armt 

TO  JUDGE  advocate  GElfXRAL'S  DEPARTMENT 

Capt.  William  Price  Connally,  Jr. 

Appointments  to  Temporary  Rank  in  the  Air  Corps  in  th« 

Regulak  Army 

Asa  North  Duncan  to  be  colonel.  Air  Corps. 
Edmimd  Pendleton  Gaines  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Air 
Corps. 
Clifford  Palmer  Bradley  to  be  major,  Air  Corps. 
I  Postmasters 

GEORGIA 

Alton  H.  Harvey,  Thomaston. 

I  INDIANA 

Paul  G.  Weber.  Huntington. 
Denzll  B.  Mann,  Lynn. 
Wrighta  S.  Williams,  Monon. 
Russell  W.  Rosenbush,  Union  City. 

KANSAS 

Francis  J.  McAuliffe.  Leavenworth.  ^ 

MARYLAND 

Alice  M.  Davis,  Whiteford. 

i  MICHIGAN 

Stanley  G.  MacFarlane,  Fairgrove. 
Vem  F.  Beadle,  Freeland. 
Gladys  Hallenbeck.  Metamora. 

I  OREGON 

Harry  W.  Chenoweth.  Sutherlin. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  August  12,  1940 

T^e  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp.  D.  D..  pastor  of  Gunton  Temple 
Memorial  Presbyterian  Church,  Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the 
following  prayer: 

Eternal  God,  Thou  hast  committed  unto  these  Thy  servants 
the  lolemn  trust  of  government.  May  that  trust  never  lose  its 
lOBfeer  and  its  sacred  halo. 

We  pray  that  every  duty  may  be  diligently  performed. 
When  mountains  of  difficulty  kxan  in  our  pathway  may  we  be 


endowed  with  faith  and  courage  to  remove  them.  May  trials 
and  tribulations  teach  us  to  put  our  confidence  in  Thee.  Give 
us  such  steadfastness  of  mind  and  heart  that  no  unworthy 
affection  or  unholy  purpose  can  ever  drag  us  down  and  tempt 
us  to  break  faith  with  our  nobler  and  better  self. 

May  this  Nation  be  the  honored  instrument  of  God  to  bring 
in  that  blessed  day  when  every  need  shall  be  supplied  and 
righteousness  shall  flow  everywhere  as  a  mighty  stream.  To 
Thy  name  through  Christ  our  Lord  shall  be  the  glory.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday.  August  8,  1940, 
was  read  and  approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE  * 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier.  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  adopted  the  following 

resolution: 

Senate  Resolution  294 
In  the  Senate  or  the  tJNrrED  States, 
August  8  (legislative  day.  August  5).  1940. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with  profound  sorrow  the 
announcement  of  the  death  of  Hon.  W.  Ben  Gibbs.  late  a  Repre- 
sentative from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Resolved,  That  a  corrunittee  of  two  Senators  be  appointed  by  the 
President  pro  tempore  to  Join  the  committee  appointed  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  attend  the  funeral  of  the 
deceased  Representative. 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  communicate  these  reeolutlons  to  the 
House  of  Repreaentatlves  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family 
of  the  deceased. 

Resolved.  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  the 
deceased  Representative  the  Senate,  at  the  conclusion  of  its  business 
today,  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  meridian  tomorrow. 

The  message  also  announced  that,  pursuant  to  the  fore- 
going resolution,  the  President  pro  tempore  had  appointed 
Mr.  George,  of  Georgia,  and  Mr.  Russell,  of  Georgia,  as  mem- 
bers on  the  part  of  the  Senate  of  the  said  funeral  committee. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  S^'inate  had  passed  a 
joint  resolution  of  the  following  title,  in  which  the  concur- 
rence of  the  House  is  requested: 

S.  J.  Res.  286.  Joint  resolution  to  strengthen  the  common 
defense  and  to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and 
units  of  reserve  components  and  retired  persormel  of  the 
Regular  Army  into  active  military  service. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed. 
with  an  amendment  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  10065.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  registration  and  reg- 
ulation of  investment  companies  and  Investment  advisers, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  disagrees  to 
the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  1379)  entitled 
"An  act  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the  Mackinac 
Straits  Bridge  Authority  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate 
a  toll  bridge  or  series  of  bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches 
thereto,  across  the  Straits  of  Mackinac  at  or  near  a  point 
between  St.  Ignace.  Mich.,  and  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi- 
gan," requests  a  conference  with  the  House  on  the  disagree- 
ing votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints  Mr. 
Bailey,  Mr.  Sheppard,  and  Mr.  Vandenbero  to  be  the  con- 
ferees on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  FULMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  FuLMER  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  Include  therein  a  paper 
written  by  Mr.  Brundage.  associate  regional  forester,  of  Port- 
land, Oreg. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  an  article 
prepared  by  Mr.  Cole  E.  Morgan,  appearing  In  the  New  York 
Journal-American,  imder  date  of  August  4. 
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The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  submit  two 
unanimous-consent  requests:  One  to  include  in  the  Record 
with  an  extension  of  my  remarks  an  address  given  at  San 
Francisco  before  the  annual  convention  of  National  Foreign 
Trade  Council,  by  John  W.  Hausermann.  known  as  the  first 
American  citizen  of  the  Philippines. 

The  other  request  is  to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  in- 
clude in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  my  home  paper,  the 
Saginaw  News. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  requests  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

I  Mr.  Murray  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

I  extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  including  a  short 
editorial  from  the  Pontlac  Daily  Press,  with  reference  to 
the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  in  Michigan,  entitled  "Strait 
Into  the  Red.' 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  letter  from  The 
Adjutant  General's  ofBce  and  also  a  table  showing  that  under 
existing  law  1-year  enlistments  in  the  Regular  Army  are 
I)ermissible. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  letter  from  Mr. 
John  R.  Rood,  former  professor  of  law  at  the  University  of 
Michigan. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEMKE.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  letters  from  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  Bank  and  the  Treasury  Department  and  ex- 
^  cerpts  from  a  speech  by  Senator  Pittman. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  Include  therein  a  speech 
delivered  by  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  TreadwayJ  last  night  over  the  radio. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  including  an  ex- 
change of  correspondence  between  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior and  myself. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  two  letters  from  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  Hon.  Henry  A.  Wallace. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection? 

Mr.  DIMOND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  two  requests,  one  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  therein 
a  radio  address  given  by  me;  and  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  Include  an  article  written 
by  Mr,  Hallett  Abend,  a  famous  newspaper  correspondent, 
with  reference  to  Alaska. 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  insert  In  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  a  compUation  of  in- 
formation concerning  our  national  defense. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PROGRESS  OF  WORK  FOR  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  present  a  privileged  resolution 
from  the  House  Military  Affairs  Commitee.  House  Resolution 
557. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  557 
Resolved.  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  hereby  re- 
quested, if  not  incompatible  with  the  public  interest,  to  transmit 
to  the  House  of  Representatives  weekly  a  report  giving  a  brief  out- 
line by  the  Advisory  Commission  to  the  Council  of  National  Defense 
showing  the  progress  of  the  work  for  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  do  not  know  what  this  resolution  would  do;  I 
do  not  know  what  its  military  value  might  be;  but  I  should 
like  to  know  from  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  who  Is  head 
of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  the  source  of  all  the  propa- 
ganda that  is  going  on  asking  Members  of  Congress  to  vote 
for  conscription.  Can  he  tell  us  why  there  Is  all  this  war 
propaganda,  war  hysteria?  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  alx)Ut 
getting  into  war,  and  if  we  do  not  weigh  our  words  and  guard 
our  tongue  we  will  get  into  war.  I,  as  a  Member  of  Congress, 
have  asked  a  great  many  other  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  . 
aisle.  Who  are  we  going  to  war,  when  are  we  going  to  war,  and 
why;  but  I  cannot  find  anylwdy  who  knows  anjrthing  about 
it.  As  a  Member  of  Congress  I  should  like  to  know  the  reason 
for  all  this  war  hysteria  and  propaganda  that  is  going  on. 
Certainly  the  Members  of  Congress  should  be  enlightened  on 
this  subject.  I  want  no  war  with  any  nation  for  America. 
I  am  against  a  war  of  aggression  with  any  nation. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  understand  the  situation — 
and  I  get  more  letters  perhaps  than  most  men  in  Congress; 
they  are  running  600  or  700  and  up  to  1,000  a  day — as  I  under- 
stand it  the  American  people  have  a  right  to  communicate 
with  their  Representatives  and  express  their  views.  I  think 
that  Is  what  they  are  doing.  I  am  overwhelmed  with  it.  I 
am  not  excited  about  it,  but  I  think  the  situation  that  has 
developed  In  this  country  is  due  wholly  to  the  conduct  of  a 
certain  gentleman  across  the  way — over  in  Germany. 

Mr.  RICH.  Certainly  the  Members  of  Congress  should'  be 
enlightened  about  this  war  hysteria.  We  are  getting  pleas 
every  day  to  do  this,  to  do  that,  and  to  do  something  else. 
We  ought  to  know  what  the  real  object  is. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  I  shall  have  to  decline  to 
yield  further  to  the  gentleman  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  RICH.    Can  we  not  get  enlightenment? 

Mr.  MAY.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  resolution  was 
introduced  by  the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  [Mrs. 
Rogers  1, 1  think  if  she  wants  me  to  yield  I  must. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Yes;  I  ask  the  gentle- 
man to  yield. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand  the  regular 
order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  regular  order  is  that  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  priv- 
ileged resolution  calls  for  a  weekly  report  as  to  the  progress 
of  oiu-  preparedness  prc^ram  from  the  President  through  the 
National  Advisory  Committee  for  National  Defense.  I  believe 
the  Members  of  Congress  are  entitled  to  this  information. 
They  now  receive  some  information  through  the  press;  at 
present  the  press  receives  information  before  the  Congress 
and  that  information  Is  meager.  I  feel  that  greater  consider- 
ation should  be  shown  the  Meml)ers  who  are  the  most  direct 
representatives  of  the  people.  The  people  of  the  Nation  are 
entitled  to  the  information.   They  want  to  know  exactly  what 
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Is  being  done,  how  our  defense  program  is  coming  along,  and 
how  the  money  is  being  spent.  It  is  their  money  that  is  being 
spent  and  It  may  be  that  they  and  their  families  will  pay 
with  their  lives  if  America  be  not  prepared. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  answering  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts.  I  may  say  that  the  War  Department  issues 
dally  press  releases  which  are  available  to  all  Members  of 
Congress.  These  press  releases  show  the  progress  of  the 
program  from  time  to  time.  In  addition  to  that  there  is  con- 
ducted on  the  air  through  the  facilities  of  the  National  Broad- 
casting Co.  on  a  Nation-wide  hook-up  of  more  than  100 
stations  round-table  discussions  by  Mr.  Knudsen  and  the 
other  members  of  the  committee  on  industrial  mobilization 
and  on  the  preparation  of  the  war  program. 

Furthermore,  the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee 
through  the  very  fine  courtesy  and  cooperation  of  the  gentle- 
woman from  Massachusetts  had  hearings  on  this  privileged 
resolution.  It  appeared  from  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses 
representing  the  War  Department  that  they  are  working 
day  and  night  in  their  efforts  to  forward  this  program  just 
as  rapidly  as  possible.  In  addition,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  were 
told  by  the  witnesses  that  if  this  resolution  should  he  adopted 
they  would  be  required  to  do  that  which  is  utterly  impossible, 
because  if  they  made  weekly  reports  they  would  have  to  get 
reports  from  some  10,000  industries  scattered  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  country.  Perhaps  the  information 
would  not  be  available  each  week  because  of  the  enormity  of 
the  program. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield  to  the  floor  leader. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  may  say  also  that  the  very  people  who 
are  trying  to  carry  out  this  program  of  defense  as  fast  as  is 
humanly  possible  would  have  to  sacrifice  a  great  deal  of  time 
to  get  this  information  at  such  short  periods  as  weekly 
intervals. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  evidence  adduced  before  our  committee, 
I  may  say  to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Texas,  showed 
that  they  could  not  possibly  do  it  without  greatly  interfering 
with  the  program. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Further  than  that.  I  believe  on  last 
Thursday  the  country  was  given  a  complete  synopsis  of  the 
general  program  and  the  progress  made  by  the  National  De- 
fense Committee. 

Mr.  MAY.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  That  brings  us  up  to  exactly  now  on  It. 
Should  the  officers  of  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  be 
called  upon  each  week  to  furnish  these  reports  they  would 
have  to  devote  2  or  3  days  each  week  to  the  task  merely  to 
appease  somebody's  curiosity.  Time  is  all-important  in  fur- 
thering the  program.  To  make  these  weekly  reports  might 
be  a  matter  that  would  delay  the  program  more  than  any 
one  thing  that  could  be  done.  Is  not  that  the  opinion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  MAY.  Prom  the  hearings  we  have  had  and  the  Infor- 
mation that  is  available  in  the  records  of  the  House  Military 
Affairs  Committee,  It  would  greatly  retard  the  progress  of  the 
program. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  3^eld? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  appreciate  very  much 
the  courtesy  of  the  gentleman  and  the  members  of  his  com- 
mittee in  giving  me  a  hearing.  There  was  a  lot  more  behind 
the  resolution,  however,  than  mere  Idle  curiosity.  The  people 
want  to  know  what  is  being  done  In  the  buUding  up  of  na- 
tional defense.  We  know  what  happened  In  Europe;  we 
know  what  has  happened  to  almost  every  country  in  Europe 
because  they  were  unprepared. 

We  know  what  today  is  probably  happening  to  England. 
People  are  more  interested  in  our  national  defense  than  in 
anything  else  today  and  I  feel  that  it  is  our  duty  and  our 
grave  responsibility  as  Members  of  Congress,  who  will  be  held 
to  strict  accoimtability,  to  sectire  this  information  for  them. 
The  heads  of  the  President's  Advisory  Committee  for  National 
Defense.  Mr.  Knudsen  and  Mr.  Stettinius.  are  great  business 


executives  and  as  such  I  am  sure  can  easily  send  the  Con- 
gress weekly  reports  upon  their  progress  in  defense. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  If  the  gentlewoman  will  pardon 
me  for  interrupting  her  and  in  answer  to  her  question,  may 
I  say  that  the  statement  she  has  made  Is  the  very  thing  that 
prompted  the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee  to  take  this 
action.  In  order  that  we  may  not  in  any  way  interfere  with 
the  program  that  has  been  made  absolutely  necessary  by 
that  which  is  going  on  in  Europe,  in  the  Far  East,  and  even 
In  the  southern  part  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  in  almost 
the  entire  world,  as  a  matter  (d  fact,  or  at  least  two-thirds 
of  it. 

Mr.  COX.    Win  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  May  I  inquire  of  the  gentleman  if  there  is  any 
disposition  on  the  part  of  his  committee  or  on  the  part  of 
anybody,  so  far  as  he  knows,  to  restore  to  the  Congress  some 
modicum  of  the  power  of  control  which  the  Congress  has 
heretofore  given  away?  In  other  words,  in  the  mind  of  the 
gentleman,  should  the  Congress  not  exercise  some  element  of 
control  in  the  building  of  this  war  machine? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  am  very  glad  the  gentleman  asked  that  ques- 
tion, and  I  am  happy  to  say  to  him  that  the  House  Military 
Affairs  Committee  is  giving  full  consideration  to  all  of  the 
questions  involved  in  these  matters.  Both  the  Senate  bill  on 
the  National  Guard  and  the  Burke-Wadsworth  selective  serv- 
ice training  bill  are  now  in  the  committee. 

Mr.  COX.    What  is  the  promise  of  favorable  results? 

Mr.  MAY.  Just  a  moment.  We  have  Just  completed  rather 
extensive  hearings  this  morning,  having  held  them  for  a  con- 
siderable length  of  time  on  both  bills.  We  are  continuing 
hearings  over  Wednesday.  We  hope  to  have  the  National 
Guard  bill  before  the  House  on  Wednesday.  We  are  doing 
everything  that  we  think  the  law  and  the  Constitution  will 
allow  us  to  do,  commensurate  with  the  safety  of  this  cotmtry 
and  the  vast  powers  that  are  given  under  the  Constitution  to 
the  Commander  in  Chief  in  time  of  emergency. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  resolution  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MILITARY   AFFAIRS   COmirmX 

Mr,  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Military  Affairs  CcHnmlttee  of  the  House  may  be  permitted 
to  sit  during  the  sessions  of  the  House  for  the  remainder  of 
the  week. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  LMr.  May]? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  may 
I  ask  the  gentleman  one  question?  When  the  gentleman  and 
the  majority  leader  talked  about  a  program  in  preparation 
for  war,  what  war  are  you  talking  about? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
knows  that  any  reasonable  interpretation  would  not  permit 
of  that  thought. 

Mr.  MAY.    We  are  not  talking  about  preparation  for  war. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  No  reasonable  person  would  interpret 
anything  I  said  to  mean  what  the  gentleman  has  said  it  did 
mean. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  Just  spoke 
about  the  program.  What  Is  this  program?  Your  war  pro- 
gram? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    It  Is  a  program  for  defense. 

Mr.  RICH.    You  are  talking  about  a  program  for  war. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  am  talking  about  a  program  of  de- 
fense. 

Mr.  MAY.    And  peace,  to  keep  this  country  out  of  war, 

Mr.  RICH.  What  is  It  that  makes  It  necessary  to  have 
2.000.000  men  under  arms  and  to  spend  $10,000,000,000  at  a 
time  like  this  when  we  are  3,000  miles  away  from  Europe? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  is  do- 
ing now  the  same  thing  he  alwasrs  does.  He  votes  for  things, 
then  complains  about  their  operation. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mi.  Speaker,  I  take  exception  to  that  state- 
ment.   I  do  not  vote  for  things  that  way,  and  I  will  put  my 
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vote  up  against  any  New  Deal  Member  on  that  side  of  the 
House  or  any  other  side  of  the  House.  I  want  to  say  here 
that  all  the  gentleman  does  is  get  up  here  and  try  to  criticize 
me.  He  knows  my  votes  have  been  for  economy  and  common 
sense.  Watch  the  vote  of  your  own  brethren  over  there.  I 
say  you  are  preparing  for  war. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  IMr.  May]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  H0I7SE 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute,  to  revise  and  extend  my  own 
remarks  in  the  Record,  and  to  include  a  couple  of  letters 
which  I  have. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection,  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  RAiaaNJ?  / 

There  was  no  objection.  ' 

[Mr.  Rankin  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Bfentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  regret  the  distinguished 
gentlman  from  Mississippi  believes  there  is  any  official  Re- 
publican responsibility  for  collecting  funds  through  this 
chain  method.  I  say  here  and  now,  for  the  benefit  not  only 
of  the  Memljers  of  the  House  but  the  people  of  the  country, 
that  the  Republican  National  Committee,  or  anyone  who  is 
officially  running  the  Republican  campaign,  or  Mr.  Willkie, 
has  not  had  anything  to  do  with  any  letter  advocating  the 
raising  of  funds  through  the  chain  letter.  We  do  not  want 
people  to  contribute  to  or  respond  to  that  proposal.  We  can- 
not stop  people  from  sending  out  chain  letters  or  collecting 
money  as  far  as  I  know.  If  Mr.  Jackson  or  anyone  else  can 
do  It,  we  would  invite  him  to  do  so.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  RANKIN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.    No;  I  do  not  yield, 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

CALL  or  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  CULKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After  counting.! 
One  hundred  and  sixty-three  Members  are  present,  not  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 
A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members  failed 
to  answer  to  theftr  names: 

(Roll  No.  177] 


Allen.  Pa. 

Etempsey 

McAndrews 

Schaefer.  ni. 

Andrews 

Dies 

McArdle 

Schiffler 

Arnold 

outer 

McOranery 

Scrugham 

Ball 

McLeod 

Seger 

Barton.  N.  Y. 

Durham 

Shanley 

BatM.  Ky. 

Evans 

Mahon 

Sheppard 

B>it«s.  Mass. 

Fernandez 

Maloney 

Sheridan 

Beam 

Fl5h 

Marcantonlo 

Smith,  III. 

Bolton 

PI  tzpa  trick 

Marshall 

Smith.  Va. 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Polger 

Martin,  ni. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Garrett 

Merrltt 

Snyder 

Brewster 

Glfford 

Mills.  La. 

Somers.  N  T. 

Buck 

Grant.  Ala. 

Mitchell 

Starnes,  Ala. 

Buckley.  N.  Y. 

Green 

Mouton 

Stearns.  N.  H. 

Bvron 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Mvers 

Sullivan 

Caldwell 

Kail.  Leonard  W. 

ONeal 

Sumners,  Tex 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Hancock 

Osmers 

Taylor 

Cartwright 

Barter.  Ohio 

Plumley 

Terry 

Celler 

Hoffman 

Rabaut 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Chapman 

Hook 

Randolph 

Tlnkham 

CJurk 

Horton 

Risk 

Vrceland 

Collins 

Jarman 

Robertson 

Wallgren 

Connery 

Jenks.  N  H 

Rockefeller 

Warren 

Cooley 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Romjue 

Welch 

Crt»al 

Kelly 

Sabath 

White,  Idaho 

Crowther 

Kerr 

Sacks 

White.  Ohio 

Darrow 

Leslnskl 

Sasscer 

Williams,  Mo. 

The  SPEAKER.    Three  hundred  and  twenty-two  Members 
have  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum. 

Further  proceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed  with. 


COMMITTEE  ON  MILITARY  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  may  have  until  inid- 
night  tonight  to  file  a  report  on  the  National  Guard  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERBOSSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  this  afternoon,  following  the  legislative  program  of  the 
day.  I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  25  minutes 
on  the  conscription  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  legislative  program  today  and 
following  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  I  may 
be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  15  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Jarman] 
may  be  permitted  to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Sj)eaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  remarks  I  made  today  may  be  printed  in  the  Appendix 
of  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

There  was  no- objection. 

TRANSPORTATION  BILL  OF  1940 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference  report  on 
the  bill  (S.  2009)  to  amend  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended,  by  extending  its  application *to  additional  tjrpes  of 
carriers  and  transportation  and  modifying  certain  provisions 
thereof,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  time  for  debate  may  be  1  hour  and  20  minutes  instead 
of  1  hour. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
statement  on  the  part  of  the  managers  of  the  House  may  be 
read  in  lieu  of  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  my  purpose  to  raise  a  point  of  order  against 
the  conference  report.  If  the  report  is  not  to  be  read,  as  I 
understand,  the  point  of  order  should  be  raised  before  the 
statement  is  read. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  can  reserve  the  point  of 
order  at  this  juncture  and  make  it  later,  after  the  statement 
is  read, 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Then  I  reserve  the  point  of  order, 
Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr.  Speaker, 
if  the  gentleman  from  New  York  is  prepared  to  present  his 
point  of  order,  I  believe  it  should  be  submitted  now,  because 
if  the  point  of  order  is  sustained  a  lot  of  time  will  be  saved. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  point  of  order  cannot  be  made  until 
the  conference  report  is  read. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  reser\e  the  right  to 
make  a  point  of  order  against  the  conference  report  and  two 
sections  of  the  report,  in  addition  to  the  reservation  which 
has  been  made  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  reserves 
the  right  to  interpose  points  of  order  against  the  conference 
report. 


1940 
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Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California  that  the  statement  may  be  read  in  lieu  of  the 
report? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  reading  of  the  statement  may  be  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  are  as  follows: 

I  CONrXRENCC    aSPOKT 

The  conunltt«e  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Bouses  on  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (8.  2009)  to 
amend  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended,  by  extending  its 
application  to  additional  types  of  carriers  and  transportation  and 
modifying  certain  provisions  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and 
do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  Its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  House  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  lollows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  House 
amendment  Insert  the  foUowliig: 

"Tliat  this  Act,  divided  Into  titles  and  sections  according  to  the 
following  Uble  of  contents,  may  be  cited  as  the  Transportation  Act 
of  1940: 

"Table  of  OoimwTS 
"rrrLB  i — amendmdhts  to  existing  law 

"Sec.  1.  Short  title  for  act  to  regulate  commerce;  declaration  of 
'     national  transportation  policy. 

"Sec.    2.  Amendments  to  section  1  (3),  (4).  and  (5). 

••Sec.   3.  Transportation  free  or  at  reduced  rates. 

"Sec.    4.  Amendments  to  section  1  (14).  (17).  and  (18). 

••Sec.   5.  Amendments  to  section  3. 

"Sec.    6.  Long-and-short-haul  provision. 

•"Sec.    7.  Pooling:  unifications,  mergers,  and  acquisitions  of  control. 

"Sec.    8.  Amendments  to  section  6. 

"Sec.   9.  Amendments  to  sections  12  and  13. 

••Sec.  10.    Amendments  to  sections  15  and  15a. 

"Sec.  11.    Amendments  to  section  16. 

"Sec.  12.  Commls.slon  procedure:  delegation  of  duties;  rehearlngs. 

"Sec.  13.  Amendments  to  section  20. 

"Sec.  14.  Amendments  to  sections  25,  26.  and  27, 

"Sec.  15    Short  title  for  part  U. 

••Sec.  16.  References  to  policy  declared  In  part  II. 

•'Sec.  17.  Amendments  to  section  202. 

*TSec.  18.  Amendments  to  section  203. 

"Sec.  19.  Exemption  of  certain  Interstate  and  foreign  commerce  op- 
erations of  motor  carriers. 

•nSec.  20.  Amendments  to  sections  204,  205.  and  206. 

"Sec.  21.  Amendments  to  sections  210.  210a.  and  212;  repeal  of  sec- 
tion 213. 

"Sec  22.  Amendments  to  sections  214,  216.  and  217. 

•'Sec.  23.  Amendments  to  section  218. 

••Sec.  24.  Accounts,  records,  and  reports  of  motor  carriers. 

"Sec  25.  Amendments  to  sections  221  and  222. 

"Sec.  26.  New  section  relating  to  allowances  to  shippers. 

"Sec  27.  Investigation  of  need  for  regulating  sizes  and  weight  of 
motor  vehicles 

"TII'LE  n UCULATION   OF  WATEB  rSBWmW  Xlf   DfTEBSTATE  AND  rOBEIOlf 

COMICXBCC 

"8ec  201.  Part  m  of  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

"  Part  in 
"•Sec.  301    Short  title. 
•"Sec  302    Definitions. 

"  'Sec.  303    Application  of  provisions;  exemptions. 
"  •Sec.  304    General  powers  anil  duties  of  the  Commission. 
"  "Sec  305    Rates,  fares,  charges,  and  practices;  through  routes. 
"  'Sec.  306.  Tariffs  and  schedules. 

"  "Sec.  307    Commission's  authority  over  rates,  and  so  forth. 
" 'Sec  308    Reparation  awards:  limitation  of  actions. 
"*6ec,309.  Certificates    of    public    convenience    and    necessity    end 

permits. 
"  "Sec.  310   Dual  operations  under  certificates  and  permits. 
"•Sec.  311.  Temporary  operations. 
"'See.  312.  Transfer  of  certificates  and  permit*. 
"  'Sec.  313.  Accounts,  recoitls,  and  reports. 
•"Sec  314.  Allowances  to  shippers  for  transportation  service*. 
••Sec. 815  Notices,  orders,  and  service  of  process. 

"•Sec.  316    Enforcement  and  procedure. 

* 'Sec  317    Unlawful  acta  nnd  penalties. 

•"Sec.  318    Collection  of  rutes  and  charges. 

"'Sec  319   Employees. 

•"Sec  320    RepAls. 

•"Sec.  321.  Transfer  of  employees,  records,  property,  and  appropria- 
tions. 

•"Sec.  322.  Existing  orders,  rules.  tarilTs,  and  so  forth;  pending 
matters. 

•"Sec.  323    Separability  of  provisions.' 

"Bee.  202.  Time  effective. 


"TITLE  m — MLSCELLANEOm 

"Part  I — Investigation  of  Various  Modes  of  Transportation 

"Sec.  301. 
"Sec.  302. 
"Sec.  303. 
"Sec.  304. 
"Sec.  305. 
"Sec.  306. 

"Part  n — Rates  on  Government  Trafflo 

"Sec.  321.  Government  to  pay  full  rates. 

"Sec.  322.  Deduction  of  overpayments. 

"Part  III — Amendments  to  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act 

"Sec.  331. 

"Tttle  I — Amendments  to  ExisriNa  Law 

"SHORT   TnXE    rOR    ACT    TO    REGULATE    COMMERCE;    DECLARATION    OF 
NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  POUCT 

"SECTION  1.  The  Act  entitled  An  Act  to  regulate  commerce*, 
approved  Pebruarv  4.  1887.  as  amended  (U.  8.  C.  1934  edition,  title 
49,  sees.  1-27;  Supp.  IV.  title  49.  sees.  3,  6,  11.  16.  18.  21.  22,  26.  26. 
301-327).  is  amended  by  inserting  before  part  I  the  following: 

•'  'SHORT    TITLE 

"  'This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

"  'NATIONAL    TRANSPORTATION    POLICY 

"  Tt  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  national  transportation  policy 
of  the  Congress  to  provide  for  fair  and  impartial  regulation  of  all 
modes  of  transportation  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  so 
administered  as  to  recognize  and  preserve  the  inherent  advantages 
of  each:  to  promote  safe,  adequate,  economical,  and  efficient  service 
and  foster  sound  economic  conditions  in  transportation  and  among 
the  several  carriers:  to  encourage  the  establishment  and  mainte- 
nance of  reasonable  charges  for  transportation  services,  without 
tmjust  discriminations,  undue  preferences  or  advantages,  or  unfair 
or  destructive  competitive  practices;  to  cooperate  with  the  several 
States  and  the  duly  authorized  officials  thereof;  and  to  encourage 
fair  wages  and  equitable  working  conditions: — all  to  the  end  of 
developing,  coordinating,  and  preserving  a  national  transportation 
s>'stem  by  water,  highway,  and  rail,  as  well  as  other  means,  adequate 
to  meet  the  needs  of  the  commerce  of  the  United  Sutes.  of  the 
Postal  Service,  and  of  the  national  defense.  All  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Act  shall  be  administered  and  enforced  with  a  view  to  carrying 
out  the  above  declaration  of  policy.' 

"AMENDMENTS    TO    SECTION    1     (3).     <4).    AND     (8) 

"Sec.  2.  (a)  Paragraph  (3)  of  section  1  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  Inserting  after  '(3)'  the  letter 
"(aC  and  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence  as  follows: 
•The  term  "person"  as  used  in  this  part  Includes  an  individual, 
firm,  copartnership,  corporation,  company,  association,  or  joint- 
stock  association;  and  Includes  a  trustee,  receiver,  assignee,  or  per- 
sonal representative  thereof.' 

"(b)  Such  paragraph  (3)  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
a  new  subparagraph  (b)  as  follows: 

"'(b)  For  the  purposes  of  sections  6,  12  (1),  20.  204  (a)  (7). 
210.  220.  304  (b) ,  310,  and  313  of  this  Act,  where  reference  Is  made  to 
control  (In  referring  to  a  relationship  between  any  person  or  persons 
and  another  person  or  persons) .  such  reference  shall  be  constrtied  to 
Include  actual  as  well  as  legal  control,  whether  maintained  or  exer- 
cised through  or  by  reason  of  the  method  of  or  circumstances  sur- 
rounding organization  or  operation,  through  or  by  common  direc- 
tors, officers,  or  stocXholders.  a  voting  trust  or  trusts,  a  holding  or 
investment  company  or  companies,  or  through  or  by  any  other 
direct  or  indirect  means;  and  to  include  the  power  to  exercise 
control." 

"(c)  Paragraph  (4)  of  such  section  1  (which  relates  to  the  duty 
of  common  carriers  eubject  to  part  I  to  establish  through  routes  and 
rates  applicable  thereto),  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

""(4)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  common  carrier  subject  to  this 
part  to  provide  and  furnish  transportation  upon  reasonable  request 
therefor,  and  to  establish  reasonable  through  routes  with  other  such 
carriers,  and  Just  and  reasonable  rat^es,  fares,  charges,  and  classifica- 
tions applicable  thereto:  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  common  carriers 
by  railroad  subject  to  this  part  to  establish  reasonable  through 
routes  with  common  carriers  by  water  subject  to  part  III,  and  Jtwt 
and  reasonable  rates,  fares,  charges,  and  classifications  applicable 
thereto.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  such  common  carrier  estab- 
lishing through  routes  to  provide  reasonable  facilities  for  operating 
such  routes  and  to.  make  reasonable  rules  and  regulations  with 
respect  to  their  op>eratlon.  and  providing  for  reasonable  compensa- 
tion to  those  entitled  thereto;  and  in  case  of  joint  rates,  fares,  or 
charfes,  to  establish  just,  reasonable,  and  equitable  divisions 
thereof,'  which  shall  not  unduly  prefer  or  prejudice  any  of  such 
participating  carriers.'  ^ 

"(d)  Paragraph  (5)  of  such  section  1  Is  amended  by  inserting 
after  '(5)'  the  letter  '(a)'  and  by  striking  out  the  following: 
':  And  provided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  part  shall  be  con- 
strued to  prevent  telephone,  telegraph  and  cable  companies  from 
entering  into  contracts  with  common  carriers  for  the  exchange  of 
services',  and  by  adding  after  such  paragraph  (5)  (a)  a  new  para- 
graph as  follows: 

"•(b)  Nothing  m  this  Act  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any 
common  carrier  subject  to  this  Act  from  entering  Into  or  operating 
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under  any  contract  with  any  telephone,  telegraph,  or  cable  com- 
pany, for  the  exchange  of  their  services.' 

'Transportation  free  or  at  redttcid  rates 

"Sec  3.  (a)  Paragraph  (7)  of  section  1  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  as  amended.  Is  amended  by  striking  out  'and  their 
famines.  Its  officers,  agents,  surgeons,  physicians,  and  attorneys  at 
law'  arid  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  a  comma  and  the  followmg: 
•Its  officers,  surgeons,  physicians,  and  attorneys  at  law.  and  the 
families  of  any  of  the  foregoing:  to  the  executive  officers,  general 
chairmen,  and  counsel  of  employees'  organizations  when  such  or- 
ganizations are  authorized  and  designated  to  represent  employees 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Railway  Labor  Act; 

"(b)  Such  paragraph  (7)  Is  further  amended  by  striking  out 
'to  Railway  Mall  Service  employees,  post-office  Inspectors.'  and 
Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  'to  railway  mail-service  employees  and 
persona  In  charge  of  the  malls  when  on  duty  and  traveling  to 
and  from  duty,  and  all  duly  accredited  agents  and  officers  of  the 
Post  Office  Department  and  the  Railway  Mall  Servicg  and  post- 
office  inspectors  while  traveling  on  official  business,  upon  the  ex- 
hibition of  their  credentials:  to'. 

"(c)  The  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (1)  of  section  22  of  the 
Interstatfl.  Commerce  Act.  as  amended,  is  amended — 

"(1)  by  Inserting  after  'the  necessary  agents  employed  In  such 
transportation.'  the  following:  'or  the  transportation  of  persons 
for  the  umted  States  Government  free  or  at  reduced  rates.';   and 

"(2)  by  in-sertlng  after  'free  carriage  to  their  ow^n  officers  and 
employees.'  the  following:  or  to  prevent  the  free  carriage,  storage, 
or  handling  by  a  carrier  of  the  household  goods  and  other  personal 
eflecu  of  lU  own  officers  or  employees  when  such  goods  and  effects 
must  necessarily  be  moved  from  one  place  to  another  as  a  result 
of  a  change  in  the  place  of  employment  of  such  officers  or  employees 
while  In  the  service  of  the  carrier.'. 

"(d)  The  last  sentence  of  paragraph  (1>  of  such  section  22 
(which  relates  to  reduced  rates  to  Improve  housing  conditions. 
and  so  forth)  Is  hereby  repealed. 

"(e)  Paragraph  (1)  of  such  section  23  Is  hereby  amended  by 
striking  out  '(l)-  and  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  such  section  22 
(which  relate  to  the  issuance  of  mterchangeable  mileage  tickets), 
are  hereby  repealed. 

"amendments    to    section     1     (14),     (17).    AND     (18) 

"Sec.  4.  (a)  Paragraph  (14)  of  section  1  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  as  amended.  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"•(14)  (a)  The  Commission  may,  after  hearing,  on  a  complaint 
or  upon  its  own  Initiative  without  complaint,  establish  reasonable 
rules,  regulations,  and  practices  with  respect  to  car  service  by 
common  carriers  by  railroad  subject  to  this  part.  Including  tbe 
compensation  to  be  paid  and  other  terms  of  any  contract,  agree- 
ment, or  arrangement  for  the  use  of  any  locomotive,  car.  or  other 
vehicle  not  owned  by  the  carrier  using  it  (and  whether  or  not 
owned  by  another  carrier),  and  the  penalties  or  other  sanctions 
for  nonobservance   of  such   rules,   regulations,   or   practices. 

•"(b)  It  shall  he  unlawful  for  any  common  carrier  by  railroad  or 
express  company,  subject  to  this  part,  to  make  or  enter  into  any 
contract,  agreement,  or  arrangement  with  any  person  for  the  fur- 
nishing to  or  on  behalf  of  such  carrier  or  express  company  of  pro- 
tective service  against  heat  or  cold  to  prop>erty  transported  or  to  be 
transported  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  or  for  any  such  car- 
ter or  express  company  to  continue  after  April  1.  1941,  as  a  party  to 
any  such  contract,  agreement,  or  arrangement  unless  and  until  such 
contiact.  agreement,  or  arrangement  has  been  submitted  to  and 
approved  by  the  Commission  as  Just,  reasonable,  and  consistent 
with  th«  public  interest:  Provided.  That  If  the  Commission  is  un- 
able to  make  its  determination  with  respect  to  any  such  contract, 
agreement,  or  arrangement  prior  to  said  date,  it  may  extend  It  to 
not  later  than  October  1.  1941.' 

"(b)  Paragraph  (17)  of  such  section  1  (which  relates  to  the  duty 
of  carriers  by  railroad,  and  their  agents,  to  obey  orders  of  the  Com- 
mission relating  to  car  service)  Is  amended  by  inserting  after  '(17)' 
the  letter  '(a)';  and  by  adding  after  such  paragraph  (17)  (a)  the 
following  new  subparagraph: 

••■(b)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  offer  or  give  or 
cause  or  procure  to  be  offered  or  given,  directly  or  Indirectly,  any 
money,  property,  or  thing  of  value,  or  bribe  In  any  other  form  what- 
soever, to  any  person  acting  for  or  employed  by  any  carrier  by  rail- 
road subject  to  this  part  with  Intent  to  Influence  his  decision  or 
action,  or  because  of  his  decision  or  action,  with  respect  to  the  sup- 
ply, distribution,  or  movement  of  cars  or  other  vehicles,  or  vessels, 
used  in  the  tran^jportation  of  propjerty.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
person  acting  for  or  employed  by  any  carrier  by  railroad  subject  to 
this  part  to  aohclt.  accept,  or  receive,  directly  or  Indirectly,  any 
money,  property,  or  thing  of  value,  or  bribe  in  any  other  form  what- 
soever, with  Intent  to  be  influenced  thereby  In  his  decision  or  action, 
or  because  of  his  decision  or  action,  with  respect  to  the  supply, 
distribution,  or  movement  of  cars  or  other  vehicles,  or  vessels,  used 
In  the  transportation  of  property.  Any  person  who  violates  the 
provisions  of  this  subparagraph  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor and  be  subject  for  each  offense  to  a  fine  of  not  more 
than  tl.OOO.  or  imprisonment  In  the  penitentiary  for  a  term  of  not 
more  than  two  years,  or  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment.' 

"(c)  Paragraph  (18)  of  such  section  1  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence  as  follows:  'Nothing  In  this  para- 
graph or  In  section  5  shell  be  considered  to  prohibit  the  making 
of  (xiniTacts  between  carriers  by  railroad  subject  to  this  part,  with- 
out the  approval  of  the  Commission,  for  the  Joint  ownership  or 
Joint  use  of  spur.  Industrial,  team,  switching,  or  side  tracks.' " 


"amendments  to  sicnoN  3 
"Sec    5    (a)   Paragraph   (1)   of  section  3  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce  Act.  as   amended    (which   prohibits   the   giving   of   undue   or 
unreasonable    preferences    or    advantages    by    carrier*    subject    to 
part  I),  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  w.    ♦  ♦ 

"'(1)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  common  carrier  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  thU  part  to  make.  give,  or  cause  any  undue  or 
unreasonable  preference  or  advantage  to  any  particular  P«'"son. 
company  firm,  corporation,  association,  locality,  port,  port  district, 
gateway  transit  point,  region,  district,  territory,  or  any  particular 
description  of  traffic.  In  any  respect  whatsoever;  or  to  subject  any 
particular  person,  company,  firm,  corporation,  association,  locality, 
port  port  district,  gateway,  transit  point,  region,  district,  territory, 
or  any  particular  description  of  traffic  to  any  undue  or  unreasonable 
prejudice  or  disadvantage  In  any  respect  whatsoever:  Prottded. 
however.  That  this  paragraph  shall  not  be  construed  to  apply  to 
discrimination,  prejudice,  or  disadvantage  to  the  traffic  of  any  other 
carrier  of  whatever  description.  .  ^     ^        ♦»,„♦ 

"•(la)  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  Congress  that 
Shippers  of  wheat,  cotton,  and  all  other  farm  commodities  for  ex- 
port shall  be  granted  export  rates  on  the  same  principles  as  are 
applicable  in  the  case  of  rates  on  Industrial  products  for  export. 
TThe  Commission  is  hereby  directed,  on  its  own  initiative  or  an 
application  by  Interested  persons,  to  make  such  Investigations  and 
conduct  such  hearings,  and.  after  appropriate  proceedings.^  to  Issue 
such  orders,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  such  policy. 

"(b)  The  Interstate  Commerce  (Commission  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  Institute  an  investigation  Into  th?  rates  on  manufac- 
tiued  products,  agricultural  commodities,  and  raw  materials,  be- 
tween points  m  one  classification  territory  and  points  in  another 
such  territory,  and  into  Uke  rates  within  any  of  such  territories 
maintained  by  common  carriers  by  rail  or  water  subject  to  part  I 
of  the  Interstate  Commeree  Act.  as  amended,  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  said  rates  are  unjust  and  unreasonable  or 
unlawful  in  any  other  respect  In  and  of  themselves  or  In  their 
relation  to  each  other,  and  to  enter  such  orders  as  may  be  appro- 
priate for  the  removal  of  any  unlawfulness  which  may  be  found 
to  exist:  Protnd^d.  That  the  Commission  In  Its  discretion  may  con- 
fine its  Investigation  to  such  manufacttired  products,  agricultural 
commodities,  and  raw  materials,  and  the  rates  thereon  as  shippers 
thereof  may  specifically  request  be  included  in  such  investigation. 
"(c)  Paragraph  (2)  of  such  section  3  (which  requires  payment 
of  charges  prior  to  delivery  of  freight,  and  prescribes  certain  rules 
of  liability  for  payment  of  charges).  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  the  following  sentences:  •On  shipments  reconslgned  or  diverted 
by  an  agent  who  has  furnished  the  carrier  In  the  reconslgnment  or 
diversion  order  with  a  notice  of  agency  and  the  proper  name  and 
address  of  the  beneficial  owner,  and  where  such  shipments  are 
refused  or  abandoned  at  ultimate  destination,  the  said  beneficial 
owner  shall  be  liable  for  all  legally  applicable  charges  In  connection 
therewith.  If  the  reconslgnor  or  dlverter  has  given  to  the  carrier 
erroneous  Information  as  to  who  the  beneficial  owner  Is.  such 
reconslgnor  or  dlverter  shall  himself  be  liable  for  all  such  charges, 
and  an  action  for  the  enforcement  of  his  liability  may  be  begun 
Within  the  same  period  provided  In  the  case  of  an  action  against  a 
consignee  who  has  given  erroneous  inI(jrmatlon  as  to  the  beneficial 
owner.' 

•'(d)  Such  section  3  is  amended  by  adding  after  paragraph   (2) 
thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

"•(3)  If  a  shipper  or  consignor  of  a  shipment  of  property  (other 
than  a  prepaid  shipment)  is  also  the  consignee  named  in  the  bill 
of  lading  and.  prior  to  the  time  of  delivery,  notifies.  In  writing,  a 
delivering  carrier  by  railroad  or  a  delivering  express  company  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  this  part,  (a)  to  deliver  such  property  at 
destination  to  another  party,  (b)  that  such  party  is  the  beneficial 
owner  of  such  property,  and  (c)  that  delivery  Is  to  be  made  to  such 
party  only  upon  payment  of  all  transportation  charges  In  resp)ect  of 
the  transportation  of  such  property,  and  delivery  is  made  by  the 
carrier  to  such  party  without  such  payment,  such  shipper  or  con- 
signor shall  not  be  liable  (as  shipper,  consignor,  consignee,  or  other- 
wise) for  such  transportation  charges  but  the  party  to  whom 
delivery  is  so  made  shall  in  any  event  be  liable  for  transportation 
charges  billed  against  the  property  at  the  time  of  such  delivery,  and 
also  for  any  additional  charges  which  may  \>e  found  to  be  due  after 
delivery  of  the  property,  except  that  If  such  party  prior  to  such 
delivery  has  notified  in  writing  the  delivering  carrier  that  he  Is  not 
the  beneficial  owner  of  the  property,  and  has  given  In  writing  to 
such  delivering  carrier  the  name  and  address  of  such  beneficial 
owner,  such  party  shall  not  be  liable  for  any  additional  charges 
which  may  be  found  to  be  due  after  delivery  of  the  property;  but 
if  the  party  to  whom  delivery  is  made  has  given  to  the  carrier 
erroneous  Information  as  to  the  beneficial  owner,  such  party  shall 
nevertheless  be  liable  for  such  additional  charges.  If  the  shipper 
or  consignor  has  given  to  the  delivering  carrier  erroneous  Informa- 
tion as  to  who  the  beneficial  owner  is,  such  shipper  or  consignor 
shall  himself  be  liable  for  such  transportation  charges,  notwith- 
standing the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  paragraph  and  irrespective 
cf  any  previsions  to  the  contrary  in  the  bill  of  lading  or  in  the 
contract  of  transportation  under  which  the  shipment  was  made. 
An  action  for  the  enforcement  of  such  liability  either  against  the 
party  to  whom  delivery  is  made  or  the  shipper  or  consignor  may  be 
begun  within  the  period  provided  in  paragraph  (3)  of  section  16.  or 
before  the  expiration  of  six  months  after  final  Judgment  against 
the  carrier  in  an  action  against  either  of  such  parties  begun  within 
V  the  limitation  period  provided  in  paragraph    (3)    d   section   16. 
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The  term  "delivering  carrier"  means  the  line-haul  carrier  making 

ultimate  delivery.' 

"(e)  Paragraph  (3)  of  siich  section  3  (which  relates  to  the  afford- 
ing of  facilities  for  interchange  of  traffic),  is  amended  by  striking 
out  '(3)'  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  •(4)'  and  is  further 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(4)  All  carriers  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  part  shaU. 
according  to  their  respective  powers,  afford  all  reasonable,  proper, 
and  equal  facilities  for  the  interchange  of  traffic  between  their 
respective  lines  and  connecting  lines,  and  for  the  receiving,  forward- 
ing, and  delivering  of  pass«>ngers  or  property  to  and  from  connecting 
lines;  and  shall  not  discriminate  in  their  rates,  fares,  and  charges 
between  connecting  lines,  or  unduly  prejudice  any  connecting  line 
in  the  distribution  of  traffic  that  is  not  specifically  routed  by  the 
shipper.  As  used  in  this  paragraph  the  term  "connecting  line" 
means  the  connecting  line  of  any  carrier  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  part  or  any  commcn  carrier  by  water  subject  to  part  HI.' 

"(f)  Paragraph  (4)  of  such  section  8  (which  relates  to  the  (Com- 
mission's power  to  require  common  tise  of  terminals),  is  amended — 

"(1)   by  striking  out  •(4)^  and  substituting  In  lieu  thereof  '(5)'; 

••(2)  by  striking  out  In  the  first  sentence  the  words  'a  carrier'  and 
substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  a  common  carrier  by  rail- 
road'; 

"(3)  by  striking  out  to  the  first  sentence  the  words  'any  carrier, 
by  another  carrier  or  other  carriers'  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words  'any  common  carrier  by  railroad,  by  another  such  carrier 
or  other  such  carriers';  and 

"(4)  by  adding  after  the  words  'shall  have  power'  in  the  first 
sentence  the  words  "by  order*. 

•'LOIfO  AKO  SHOST  HAUL  PROVISIOIf 

"Sec.  8.  (a)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section  4  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  as  amended.  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

••  •(I)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  common  carrier  subject  to  this 
part  or  part  m  to  charge  or  receive  any  greater  compensation  in  the 
aggregate  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  or  of  like  kind  of 
property,  for  a  shorter  than  for  a  longer  distance  over  the  same 
line  or  route  in  the  same  direction,  the  shorter  being  included  within 
the  longer  distance,  or  to  charge  any  greater  compensation  as  a 
through  rate  than  the  aggregate  of  the  Intermediate  rates  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  pait  or  part  m,  but  this  shall  not  be  con- 
strued as  authorizing  any  common  carrier  within  the  terms  of  this 
part  or  part  III  to  charge  or  receive  as  great  compensation  for  a 
shorter  as  for  a  longer  distance:  Provided,  That  upon  application 
to  the  Commission  such  common  carrier  may  In  special  cases,  after 
investigation,  be  authorized  by  the  Commission  to  charge  less  for 
longer  than  for  shorter  distances  for  the  transportation  of  passen- 
gers or  property;  and  the  Commission  may  from  time  to  time  pre- 
scribe the  extent  to  which  such  designated  common  carrier  may  Ije 
relieved  from  the  operation  of  this  section,  but  In  exercising  the 
authority  conferred  upon  It  in  this  proviso  the  Commission  shall 
not  permit  the  establishment  of  any  charge  to  or  from  the  more  dis- 
tant point  that  is  not  reasonably  compensatory  for  the  service  per- 
formed: and  no  such  authorization  shall  be  granted  on  account  of 
merely  potential  water  competition  not  actually  in  existence:  And 
provided  further.  That  tariffs  proposing  rates  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  paragraph  may  be  filed  when  application  is  made  to 
the  Commission  under  the  provisions  hereof,  and  in  the  event  such 
application  is  approved,  the  Conunission  shall  permit  such  tariffs  tn 
become  effective  upon  one  day's  notice.' 

"(b)  In  the  case  of  a  carrier  heretofore  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  (1)  of  section  4  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended,  no  rate,  fare,  or  charge  lawfully  in  effect  at  the  time  of 
the  enactment  of  this  Act  shall  be  required  to  be  changed  by  rea- 
son of  the  amendments  made  to  such  paragraph  by  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section.  In  the  case  of  a  carrier  not  heretofore  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  such  paragraph,  no  rate,  fare,  or  charge  lawfully  in 
effect  at  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this  Act  shall  be  required  to 
be  changed,  by  reason  of  the  provisions  of  such  paragraph,  as 
amended  by  subsection  (a)  of  this  section,  prior  to  six  months  after 
the  enactment  of  this  Act.  or  in  case  application  for  the  continu- 
ance of  any  such  existing  rate,  fare,  or  charge  Is  filed  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  within  such  six  months  period, 
until  the  Commission  has  acted  upon  such  application. 


••poouNo;  UNincATioNs.  Mraeon,  and  ACQinsmoNs  or  control 
"Sec.  7.  Section  6  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended. 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'Sbc.S.  (1)  &cept  upon  specific  approval  by  order  of  the  Com- 
mission as  in  this  section  provided,  and  except  as  provided  In  para- 
graph (16)  of  section  1  of  this  part,  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
ccHTimon  carrier  subject  to  this  part,  part  II.  or  part  III  to  enter 
Into  any  contract,  agreement,  or  combination  with  any  other  such 
ooounon  carrier  or  carriers  for  the  pooling  or  division  of  traffic,  or 
of  service,  or  of  gross  or  net  earnings,  or  of  any  portion  thereof; 
and  in  any  caat  of  an  unlawful  agreement  for  the  pooling  or  divi- 
sion of  traffic,  service,  or  earnings  as  aforesaid  each  day  of  its  con- 
tinuance shall  be  a  separate  offense:  Provided,  That  whenever  the 
Commission  is  of  opinion,  after  hearing  UF>on  application  of  any 
such  carrier  or  carriers  or  upon  its  own  initiative,  that  the  pooling 
or  division,  to  the  extent  indicated  by  the  Commission,  of  their 
traffic,  service,  or  gross  or  net  earnings,  or  of  any  portion  thereof, 
will  be  in  the  interest  of  better  service  to  the  public  or  of  economy 
In  operation,  and  will  not  imduly  restrain  competition,  the  Com- 
TwiMtirtTi  ahall  by  order  approve  and  authorize.  If  assented  to  by  all 
the  carriers  involved,  such  pooling  or  division,  under  such  rules 
and  regulations,  and  for  such  consideration  as  between  such  car- 
riers •.nri  upon  audi  terms  and  (xuulitions,  as  shall  be  foui.d  by  ths 


Commission  to  be  Just  and  reasonable  In  the  premises:  Provided 
further,  That  any  contract,  agreement,  or  combination  to  which 
any  common  carrier  by  water  subject  to  part  in  is  a  party,  relating 
to  the  pooling  or  division  of  traffic,  service,  or  earnings,  or  any  por- 
tion thereof,  lawfully  existing  on  the  date  this  paragraph  as 
amended  takes  effect,  if  filed  with  the  Commission  within  six 
months  after  such  date,  shall  continue  to  be  lawful  except  to  the 
extent  that  the  Commission,  after  hearing  upon  application  or 
upon  its  own  initiative,  may  find  and  by  order  declare  that  such 
contract,  agreement,  or  combination  is  not  in  the  Interest  of  better 
service  to  the  public  or  of  economy  in  operation,  or  that  it  will 
unduly  restrain  competition. 

••'(2)  (a)  It  shall  be  lawful,  with  the  approval  and  authoriza- 
tion of  the  Commission,  as  provided  in  subdivision  (b)  — 

•••(1)  for  two  or  more  carriers  to  consolidate  or  merge  their 
properties  or  franchises,  or  any  part  thereof,  into  one  corporation 
for  the  ownership,  management,  and  operation  of  the  properties 
theretofore  in  separate  ownership;  or  for  any  carrier,  or  two  or 
more  carriers  Jointly,  to  purchase,  lease,  or  contract  to  operate 
the  properties,  or  any  part  thereof,  of  another;  or  for  any  carrier, 
or  two  or  more  carriers  Jointly,  to  acquire  control  of  another 
through  ownership  of  its  stock  or  otherwise;  or  for  a  person  which 
Is  not  a  carrier  to  acquire  control  of  two  or  more  carriers  through 
ownership  of  their  stock  or  otherwise;  or  for  a  person  which  is 
not  a  carrier  and  which  has  control  of  one  or  more  carriers  to 
acquire  control  of  another  carrier  through  ownership  of  lU  stock 
or  otherwise:  or 

••  '(U)  for  a  carrier  by  railroad  to  acquire  trackage  rights  over,  or 
Joint  ownership  In  or  Joint  use  of.  any  railroad  line  or  lines  owned 
or  operated  by  any  other  such  carrier,  and  terminals  Incidental 
thereto. 

•'•(b)  Whenever  a  transaction  Is  proposed  under  subparagraph 
(a),  the  carrier  or  carriers  or  person  seeking  authority  therefor 
shall  present  an  application  to  the  Commission,  and  thereupon  the 
Commission  shall  notify  the  Ckavernor  of  each  State  in  which  any 
part  of  the  properties  of  the  carriers  involved  in  the  proposed 
transaction  is  situated,  and  also  such  carriers  and  the  applicant 
or  applicants  (and,  in  case  carriers  by  motor  vehicle  are  involved, 
the  persons  specified  in  section  205  (e)),  and  shall  afford  reason- 
able opportunity  for  Interested  parties  to  be  heard.  If  the  Com- 
mission shall  consider  it  necessary  in  order  to  determine  whether 
the  findings  specified  below  may  properly  be  made.  It  shall  set 
said  application  for  public  hearing,  and  a  public  hearing  shall  be 
held  in  all  cases  where  carriere  by  railroad  are  Involved.  If  the 
Commission  finds  that,  subject  to  such  terms  and  conditions  and 
such  modifications  as  it  shall  find  to  be  Just  and  reasonable,  the 
proposed  transaction  Is  within  the  scope  of  subparagraph  (a)  and 
will  be  consistent  with  the  public  interest.  It  shall  enter  an  order 
approving  and  authorizing  such  transaction,  upon  the  terms  and 
conditions,  and  with  the  modifications,  so  foxmd  to  be  Just  and 
reasonable:  Provided.  That  if  a  carrier  by  railroad  subject  to  this 
part,  or  any  person  which  is  <x)ntrolled  by  such  a  carrier,  or 
affiliated  therewith  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  (6),  U  an 
applicant  in  the  case  of  any  such  proposed  transaction  Involving 
a  motor  carrier,  the  Commission  shall  not  enter  such  an  order 
unless  It  finds  that  the  transaction  proposed  will  be  consistent 
with  the  public  Interest  and  will  enable  such  carrier  to  use  service 
by  motor  vehicle  to  public  advantage  in  its  operations  and  will 
not  vmduly  restrain  competition. 

"•(c)  In  passing  upon  any  proposed  transaction  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  paragraph  (2).  the  Commission  shall  give  weight 
to  the  following  considerations,  among  others:  (1)  The  effect  of 
the  proposed  transaction  upon  adequate  transportation  service  to 
the  public;  (2)  the  effect  upon  the  public  Interest  of  the  Inclusion, 
or  faUure  to  Include,  other  railroads  In  the  territory  Involved  In  the 
proposed  transaction;  (3)  the  total  fixed  charges  resulting  from  the 
proposed  transaction;  and  (4)  the  Interest  of  the  carrier  employees 
affected. 

••'(d)  The  Commission  shall  have  authority  In  the  case  of  a 
proposed  transaction  under  this  paragraph  (2)  involving  a  railroad 
or  railroads,  as  a  prerequiste  to  its  approval  of  the  proposed  trans- 
action, to  require,  ujwn  equitable  terms,  the  inclusion  of  another 
railroad  or  other  railroads  In  the  territory  involved,  upon  petition 
by  such  railroad  or  railroads  requesting  such  Inclusion,  and  upon  a 
finding  that  such  Inclusion  Is  consistent  with  the  public  Interest. 
••'(e)  No  transaction  which  contemplates  a  guaranty  or  assump- 
tion of  payment  of  dividends  or  of  fixed  charges,  shall  be  approved 
by  the  Commission  under  this  paragraph  (2)  except  upon  a  specific 
finding  by  the  CJommisslon  that  such  guaranty  or  assumption  is  not 
inconsistent  with  the  public  Interest.  No  transaction  shall  be  ap- 
proved under  this  paragraph  (2)  which  will  result  in  an  mcresiae 
of  total  fixed  charges,  except  upon  a  specific  finding  by  the  Com- 
mission that  such  Increase  would  not  be  contrary  to  public  Interest. 
"•(f)  As  a  condition  of  its  approval,  under  this  paragraph  (2), 
of  any  transaction  involving  a  carrier  or  carriers  by  railroad  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  this  part,  the  Commission  shall  require  a 
fair  and  equitable  arrangement  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  rail- 
road employees  affected.  In  its  order  of  approval  the  Commission 
shall  include  terms  and  conditions  providing  that  during  the  jjerlrd 
of  four  years  from  the  effective  date  of  such  order  such  transaction 
will  not  result  in  employees  of  the  carrier  or  carriers  by  railroad 
affected  by  such  order  being  In  a  worse  position  with  resf>ect  to  their 
employment,  except  that  the  protection  afforded  to  any  employee 
pursuant  to  this  sentence  shall  not  be  required  to  continue  for  a 
longer  period,  following  the  effective  date  of  such  order  than  the 
period  during  which  employee  was  in  the  employ  of  such  carrier 
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or  carriers  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  such  order.  Notwithstand- 
ing any  other  provisions  of  this  Act.  an  agreement  pertaining  to  the 
protection  of  the  interests  of  eald  employees  may  hereafter  be 
entered  Into  by  any  carrier  or  carriers  by  railroad  and  tbe  duly 
authorized  representative  or  representatives  of  Its  or  their  employees. 

"•(3)  Whenever  a  person  which  Is  not  a  carrier  Is  authorized,  by 
an  order  entered  under  paragraph  (2),  to  acquire  control  of  any 
carrier  or  of  two  or  more  carriers,  such  person  thereafter  shall,  to 
the  extent  provided  by  the  Commission  In  siich  order,  be  considered 
as  a  carrier  subject  to  such  of  the  follovirlng  provisions  as  are  appli- 
cable to  any  carrier  Involved  In  such  acquisition  of  control:  Sec- 
tion 20  (1)  to  (10).  inclusive,  of  this  part,  sections  204  (a)  (1) 
and  (2)  and  220  of  part  II.  and  section  313  of  part  III.  (which 
relate  to  reports,  accounts,  and  so  forth,  of  carriers),  and  section 
20a  (2)  to  (11).  Inclusive,  of  this  part,  and  section  214  of  part  n. 
(Which  relate  to  Issues  of  securities  and  assumptions  of  liability  of 
carriers).  Including  In  each  case  the  penalties  applicable  In  the  case 
of  violations  of  such  provisions.  In  the  application  of  such  pro- 
visions of  section  20a  of  this  part  and  of  section  214  of  part  II,  In 
the  case  of  any  such  person,  the  Commission  shall  authorize  the 
iMue  or  as.sumption  applied  for  only  If  it  finds  that  such  Issue  or 
assumption  is  consistent  with  the  proper  performance  of  its  service 
to  the  public  by  each  carrier  which  Is  under  the  control  of  such 
person,  that  It  wlU  not  impair  the  ability  of  any  such  carrier  to 
perform  such  service,  and  that  It  Is  otherwise  consistent  with  the 
public  Interest. 

••'(4)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  except  as  provided  In 
paragraph  (2).  to  enter  Into  any  transaction  within  the  scope  of 
subparagraph  (a)  thereof,  or  to  accomplish  or  effectuate,  or  to 
participate  In  accomplishing  or  effectuating,  the  control  or  man- 
agement in  a  common  interest  of  any  two  or  more  carriers,  however 
such  result  Is  attained,  whether  directly  or  indirectly,  by  use  of  com- 
mon directors,  officers,  or  stockholders,  a  holding  or  investment  com- 
pany or  companies,  a  voting  trust  or  trusts,  or  In  any  other  manner 
whatsoever.  It  shall  be  unlawful  to  continue  to  maintain  control 
or  management  accomplished  or  effectuated  after  the  enactment  of 
this  amendatory  paragraph  and  In  violation  of  Its  provisions.  As 
uaed  In  this  paragraph  and  paragraph  (5).  the  words  "control  or 
management"  shall  be  construed  to  Include  the  power  to  exercise 
eontrol  or  management. 

"'(5)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  but  not  In  anywise  limit- 
ing the  application  of  the  provisions  thereof,  any  transaction  shall 
be  deemed  to  accbmplish  or  effectuate  the  control  or  management 
In  a  common  Interest  of  two  carriers — 

*"(a)  If  such  transaction  Is  by  a  carrier,  and  if  the  effect  of  such 
transaction  is  to  place  such  carrier  and  persons  affiliated  with  it, 
taken  together.   In  control   of  another  carrier: 

"'(b)  If  such  transaction  Is  by  a  person  affiliated  with  a  carrier, 
and  If  the  effect  of  such  transaction  Is  to  place  such  carrier  and 
persons  affiliated  with  It.  taken  together,  in  control  of  another 
carrier; 

"'(c)  If  such  transaction  Is  by  two  or  more  persons  acting  to- 
gether, one  of  whom  Is  a  carrier  or  Is  affiliated  with  a  carrier,  and 
if  the  effect  of  such  transaction  Is  to  place  such  persons  and  car- 
riers and  persons  affiliated  with  any  one  of  them  and  persons 
affiliated  with  any  such  affiliated  carrier,  taken  together.  In  con- 
trol of  another  carrier. 

"•(6)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  a  person  shall  be  held  to 
be  affiliated  with  a  carrier  If.  by  reason  of  the  relationship  of  such 
person  to  such  carrier  (whether  by  reason  of  the  method  of.  or 
circumstances  surrounding  organization  or  operation,  or  whether 
established  through  common  directors,  officers,  or  stockholders,  a 
voting  trust  or  trusts,  a  holding  or  Investment  company  or  com- 
panies, or  any  other  direct  or  Indirect  means ) .  It  is  reasonable  to 
believe  that  the  affairs  of  any  carrier  of  which  control  may  be 
acquired  by  such  person  will  be  managed  In  the<  interest  of  such 
other  carrier.  / 

"  '(7)  The  Commissioner  Is  hereby  authorized^  upon  complaint  or 
upon  its  own  Initiative  without  complaint,  but  after  notice  and 
hearing,  to  Investigate  and  determine  whether  any  person  is  vio- 
lating the  provisions  of  paragraph  (4).  If  the  Commission  finds 
after  such  Investigation  that  such  per^n  Is  violating  the  provi- 
sions of  such  paragraph,  it  shall  by  order  require  such  person  to 
take  such  action  as  may  be  necessary,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mission, to  prevent  continuance  of  such  violation.  The  provisions 
of  this  paragraph  shall  be  In  addition  to.  and  not  In  substitution 
for.  any  other  enforcement  provisions  contained  In  this  part:  and 
with  respect  to  any  violation  of  paragraphs  (2)  to  (12).  Inclusive, 
of  this  section,  any  penalty  provision  applying  to  such  a  violation 
by  a  common  carrier  subject  to  this  part  shall  apply  to  such  a 
violation  by  any  other  person. 

"'(6)  The  district  courts  of  the  United  States  shall  have  Juris- 
diction upon  the  complaint  of  the  Commission,  alleging  a  viola- 
tion of  any  of.  the  provisions  of  this  section  or  disobedience  of 
any  orde^  Issued  by  the  Commission  thereunder  by  any  person,  to 
Issue  suc!i  writs  of  Injunction  or  other  proper  process,  mandatory 
or  otherwise,  as  may  be  necessary  to  restrain  such  person  from 
violation  of  such  provision  or  to  compel  obedience  to  such  order. 

"•(9)  The  Commission  may  from  time  to  time,  for  good  cause 
shown,  make  such  orders,  supplemental  to  any  order  made  under 
paragraph  (1),  (2),  or  (7),  as  It  may  deem  necesssary  or  ap- 
propriate. 

"•(10)  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  require  the 
approval  or  authorization  of  the  Commission  in  the  case  of  a 
transaction  within  the  scope  of  paragraph  ({})  where  the  only 
parties  to  the  transaction  are  motor  carriers  subject  to  part  II 


(but  not  including  a  motor  carrier  controlled  by  or  afBUated  with 
a  carrier  as  defined  In  section  1  (3)).  and  where  the  aggregate 
number  of  motor  vehicles  owned,  leased,  controlled,  or  operated 
by  such  parties,  for  purposes  of  transportation  subject  to  part  II. 
does  not  exceed  twenty. 

•"(11)  The  authority  conferred  by  this  section  shall  be  exclusive 
and  plenary,  and  any  carrier  or  corporation  participating  In  or  re- 
sulting from  any  transaction  approved  by  the  Commission  there- 
under, shall  have  full  power  (with  the  a.ssent.  In  the  case  of  a  pur- 
chase and  sale,  a  lease,  a  corporate  consolidation,  or  a  corporate 
merger,  of  a  majority,  unless  a  different  vote  Is  required  under  ap- 
plicable State  law.  in  which  case  the  number  so  required  shall 
assent,  of  the  votes  of  the  holders  of  the  shares  entitled  to  vote  of 
the  capital  stock  of  such  corporation  at  a  regxilar  meeting  of  such 
stockholders,  the  notice  of  such  meeting  to  include  such  purpose, 
or  at  a  special  meeting  thereof  called  for  such  purpose)  to  carry 
such  transaction  Into  effect  and  to  own  and  operate  any  properties 
and  exercise  any  control  or  franchises  acquired  through  said  trans- 
action without  Invoking  any  approval  under  State  authority;  and 
any  carriers  or  other  corporations,  and  their  officers  and  employees 
and  any  other  persons,  participating  In  a  transaction  approved  or 
authorized  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  and  they 
are  hereby  relieved  from  the  operation  of  the  antitrust  laws  and  of 
all  other  restraints,  limitations,  and  prohibitions  of  law.  Federal, 
State,  or  municipal.  Insofar  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  them 
to  carry  Into  effect  the  transaction  so  approved  or  provided  for  In 
accordance  with  the  tenns  and  conditions,  if  any,  imposed  by  the 
Commission,  and  to  hold,  maintain,  and  operate  any  properties  and 
exercise  any  control  or  franchises  acquired  through  such  transac- 
tion. Nothing  In  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  create  or  pro- 
vide for  the  creation,  directly  or  Indirectly,  of  a  Federal  corporation, 
but  any  power  granted  by  this  section  to  any  carrier  or  other 
corporation  shall  be  deemed  to  be  in  addition  to  and  in  modifica- 
tion of  its  powers  under  its  corporate  charter  or  under  the  laws  of 
any  State. 

"'(12)  If  any  provision  of  the  foregoing  paragraphs  of  this  sec- 
tion, or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances,  is 
held  Invalid,  the  other  provisions  of  such  paragraphs,  and  the  ap- 
plication of  such  provision  to  any  other  person  or  circumstances, 
shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

"'(13)  As  used  in  paragraphs  (2)  to  (12),  Inclusive,  the  term 
"carrier"  means  a  carrier  by  railroad  and  an  express  company,  sub- 
ject to  this  part;  a  motor  carrier  subject  to  part  II;  and  a  water 
carrier  subject  to  part  III. 

"'(14)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (2),  from 
and  after  the  1st  day  of  July  1914,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
carrier,  as  defined  in  section  1  (3).  or  (after  the  date  of  the  enact- 
ment of  this  amendatory  section)  any  person  controlling,  con- 
trolled by.  or  under  common  control  with,  such  a  carrier  to  own. 
lease,  operate,  control,  or  have  any  Interest  whatsoever  (by  stock 
ownership  or  otJierwlse.  either  directly,  indirectly,  through  any 
holding  compary.  or  by  stockholders  or  directors  in  common,  or 
In  any  other  manner)  In  any  common  carrier  by  water  operated 
through  the  Panama  Canal  or  elsewhere  with  which  such  carrier 
aforesaid  does  or  may  compete  for  traffic  or  any  vessel  carrj-lng 
freight  or  passengers  upon  said  water  route  or  elsewhere  with 
which  said  railroad  or  other  carrier  aforesaid  does  or  may  compete 
for  traffic:  and  in  case  of  the  violation  of  this  provision  each  day 
In  which  such  violation  continues  shall  be  deemed  a  separate 
offense. 

"'(15)  Jurisdiction  Is  hereby  conferred  on  the  Commission  to 
determine  questions  of  fact,  arising  under  paragraph  (14),  as  to 
the  competition  or  possibility  of  competition,  after  full  hearing. 
on  the  application  of  any  railroad  company  or  other  carrier. 
I  Such  application  may  be  filed  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  any  existing  service  is  In  violation  of  such  paragraph  and 
may  pray  for  an  order  permitting  the  continuance  of  any  vessel 
or  vessels  already  In  operation,  or  may  pray  for  an  order  under 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (16).  The  Commission  may  on  Its 
own  motion  or  the  application  of  any  shipper  institute  proceed- 
ings to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  any  vessel  in  uce  by  any 
railroad  or  other  carrier  which  has  not  applied  to  the  Commis- 
sion and  had  the  question  of  competition  or  the  possibility  of 
competition  determined  as  herein  provided.  In  all  such  cases  the 
order  of  said  Commission  shall  be  final. 

•"(16)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (14),  the 
Commission  shall  have  authority,  upon  application  of  any  carrier, 
as  defined  in  section  1  (3),  and  after  hearing,  by  order  to  author- 
ize such  carrier  to  own  or  acquire  ownership  of.  to  lease  or 
operate,  to  have  or  acquire  control  of.  or  to  have  or  acquire  an 
Interest  in.  a  common  canier  by  water  or  vessel,  not  operated 
through  the  Panama  Canal,  with  which  the  applicant  does  or 
may  compete  for  traffic,  if  the  Commission  shall  find  that  the 
continuance  or  acquisition  of  such  ownership,  lease,  operation, 
control,  or  Interest  will  not  prevent  such  common  carrier  by  water 
or  vessel  from  being  operated  in  the  Interest  of  the  public  and 
with  advantage  to  the  convenience  and  commerce  of  the  people, 
and  that  it  will  not  exclude,  prevent,  or  reduce  competition  on 
the  route  by  water  under  consideration:  Provided,  That  If  the 
transaction  or  Interest  sougfit  to  be  entered  Into,  continued,  or 
acquired  is  within  the  scope  of  para'^'aph  (2)  (a),  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  (2)  shall  be  applicable  thereto  in  addition  to  the 
provisions  of  this  paragraph :  And  provided  further.  That  no  such 
authorization  shall  be  necessary  if  the  carrier  having  the  owner- 
ship, lease,  operation,  control,  or  interest  has.  prior  to  the  date 
this  section  as  amended  becomes  effective,  obtained  an  order  of 
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extension  under  the  proTlslons  of  paragraph  (21)  of  thte  section. 
M  In  effect  prior  to  such  date,  and  such  order  la  still  in  effect.' 

"AMIKDMENTS  TO  SECTION  6 

~S»c.  8  (a)  Paragraph  (C)  of  section  6  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  as  amended  (which  relates  to  the  Commission  s  authority  with 
respect  to  schedules  of  carriers  subject  to  part  I),  Is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"'(6)  The  schedules  required  by  this  section  to  be  filed  shall  be 
published,  filed,  and  posted  In  ruch  form  and  manner  as  the  Com- 
mi.'^slon  by  regulation  shall  prescribe;  and  the  Commission  Is  au- 
thorized to  reject  any  schedule  filed  with  It  which  Is  not  In 
accordance  with  this  section  and  with  such  regulations.  Any  sched- 
ule so  rejected  by  the  Commission  shall  be  void  and  its  use  shall 
be  unlawful." 

"(b)  Paragraphs  (11)  and  (12)  of  such  section  «  (which  require 
•ny  common  carrier  subject  to  part  I  to  furnish,  on  written  re- 
quest, a  written  statement  of  the  rate  applicable  to  a  described  ship- 
ment, and  which  require  a  conunon  carrier  by  railroad  to  keep  posted 
In  every  freight  station  the  name  of  a  resident  agent),  are  hereby 
repealed. 

"(c)  Paragraph  (13)  of  such  section  (which  relates  to  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  CommtsBlon  as  to  through  routes.  Joint  rates,  and 
other  matters  In  connection  with  certain  combination  rail  and 
water  transportation).  Is  further  amended — 

"(1)  by  striking  out  '(13)*  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  '(11)*; 

••(2)   by  repealing  subparagraph  (b)   thereof; 

"(3)  by  striking  out  '(c)'  In  subparagraph  (c)  thereof  and  In- 
aertlng  in  lieu  thereof  '(b)';  and 

"(4)   by  repealing  subparagraph  (d)  thereof. 

•*(d)  Such  section  6  Is  further  amended  by  inserting  at  the  end 
thereof  a  new  paragraph  as  follows: 

"'(12)  If  any  common  carrier  subject  to  this  Act  enters  Into 
arrangements  with  any  water  carrier  operating  from  a  port  In  the 
United  States  to  a  foreign  country,  through  the  Panama  Canal  or 
otherwise,  for  the  handling  of  through  business  between  Interior 
points  of  the  United  States  and  such  foreign  country,  the  Com- 
mission may  by  order  require  such  common  carrier  to  enter  Into 
similar  arrangements  with  any  or  all  other  lines  of  steamships 
operating  from  said  port  to  the  same  foreign  country.' 

"AMXNDknNTS  TO   SECTIONS    12   AND    13 

••Sbc.  9.  (a)  The  provisions  of  paragraph  (1)  of  section  12  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended,  down  to  and  Including  the 
second  semicolon  therein,  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(1)  The  Commission  shall  have  authority.  In  order  to  perform 
the  duties  and  carry  out  the  objects  for  which  It  was  created,  to 
Inquire  into  and  report  on  the  management  of  the  business  of  aU 
common  carriers  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  part,  and  to  In- 
quire Into  and  report  on  the  management  of  the  business  of  persons 
controlling,  controlled  by,  or  under  a  common  control  with,  such 
carriers,  to  the  extent  that  the  business  of  such  persons  Is  related 
to  the  management  of  the  buslneas  of  one  or  more  such  carriers, 
and  the  Commission  shall  keep  Itself  Informed  as  to  the  manner 
and  method  in  which  the  same  are  conducted.  The  Commission 
may  obtain  from  such  carriers  and  persons  such  Information  as  the 
Commission  deems  necessary  to  carry  cut  the  provisions  of  this 
part;  and  may  transmit  to  Congress  from  time  to  time  such  recom- 
mendations (including  recommendations  as  to  additional  legisla- 
tion) as  the  Commission  may  deem  necessary.  The  Commission 
is  hereby  authorized  and  required  to  execute  and  enforce  the  pro- 
visions of  this  part;'. 

"(b)  Paragraph  (2)  of  section  13  of  stich  Act,  as  amended  (which 
relates  to  investigations  by  the  Commission  upon  complaint  or  upon 
Ita  own  motion).  Is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  sentence:  'Representatives  of  State  commissions  sitting 
with  the  Commission,  under  the  provisions  of  this  section.  In  cases 
pending  before  the  Commission,  shall  receive  such  allowances  for 
travel  and  subsistence  expen.se  as  the  Commission  shall  provide.' 

"(c)  The  last  two  sentences  of  paragraph  (3)  of  such  section  13 
(which  relates  to  the  authority  of  the  Commission  to  confer  and 
cooperate  with  State  authorities  In  certain  cases)  are  amended  by 
striking  out  the  words  'this  part'  where  they  appear  therein  and 
Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  'this  part  or  part  HI'. 

"AKKNDMKNTS   TO   SBCTTONS    15    AND    ISA 

"Sbc.  10.  (a)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section  15  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  as  amended  (which  relates  to  the  Commissions  power 
to  prescribe  Just  and  reasonable  rates  for  carriers  subject  to  part 
I).  Is  amended  by  striking  out  the  following:  '(or,  In  the  case  of  a 
thorough  route  where  one  of  the  carriers  is  a  water  line,  the 
maximum  rates,  fares,  and  charges  applicable  thereto)'. 

"(b)  Paragraphs  (3)  and  (4)  of  such  section  15  (which  relate 
to  the  Commission's  authority  to  establish  through  routes  and  Joint 
rates,  fares,  and  charges,  and  divisions  of  such  rates,  fares,  and 
charges;  and  which  Impose  certain  limitations  on  the  Commisfilon's 
power  to  prescribe  through  routes)  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(3)  The  Commission  may.  and  It  shall  whenever  deemed  by  It 
to  be  necessary  or  desirable  In  the  public  interest,  after  full  hearing 
upon  complaint  or  upon  Its  own  Initiative  without  complaint, 
establish  through  routes.  Joint  classifications,  and  Joint  rates,  fares, 
or  charges,  applicable  to  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  prop- 
erty by  carriers  subject  to  this  part,  or  by  carriers  by  railroad  subject 
to  this  part  and  common  carriers  by  water  subject  to  part  III. 
or  the  maxima  or  minima,  or  maxima  and  minima,  to  be  charged, 
and  the  divisions  of  such  rates,  fares,  or  charges  as  hereinafter 
provided,  and  the  terms  and  conditions  under  which  such  through 
routes  shall  be  operated.   The  Com  miss  ion  shall  not,  however,  estab- 


lish any  through  route,  classification,  or  practice,  or  any  rate,  fare, 
or  charge,  between  street  electric  pasMOger  railways  not  engaged 
In  the  general  business  of  transporting  freight  In  addition  to  their 

passenger  and  express  business,  and  railroads  of  a  different  char- 
acter. If  any  tariff  or  schedule  canceling  any  through  rout«  or 
Joint  rate,  fare,  charge,  or  classification,  without  the  consent  of 
all  carriers  parties  thereto  or  authorization  by  the  Commission, 
is  suspended  by  the  Commission  for  investigation,  the  burden  of 
proof  shall  be  upon  the  carrier  or  carriers  proposing  such  cancela- 
tion to  show  that  It  is  consistent  with  the  public  interest,  without 
regard  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph    (4)   of  this  section. 

"(4)  In  establishing  any  such  through  route  the  Commission 
shall  not  (except  as  provided  in  section  3.  and  except  where  one  of 
the  carriers  Is  a  water  line)  require  any  carrier  by  railroad,  without 
Its  consent,  to  embrace  In  such  route  substantially  less  than  the 
entire  length  of  Its  railroad  and  of  any  Intermediate  railroad  oper- 
ated In  conjunction  and  under  a  common  management  or  control 
therewith,  which  lies  between  the  termini  of  such  proposed  through 
route,  (a)  unless  such  Inclusion  of  lines  would  make  the  through 
route  unreasonably  long  as  compared  with  another  practicable 
through  route  which  could  otherwise  be  established,  or  (b)  unless 
the  Commission  finds  that  the  through  route  proposed  to  be  estab- 
lished is  needed  in  order  to  provide  adequate,  and  more  efficient 
or  more  economic,  transportation:  Provided,  however,  That  In  pre- 
scribing through  routes  the  Commission  shall,  so  far  as  is  consistent 
with  the  public  Interest,  and  subject  to  the  foregoing  limitations 
In  clauses  (a)  and  (b),  give  reasonable  preference  to  the  carrier  by 
railroad  which  originates  the  traffic.  No  through  route  and  Joint 
rates  applicable  thereto  shall  be  established  by  the  (Commission  for 
the  purpose  of  assisting  any  carrier  that  would  participate  therein 
to  meet  Its  financial  needs.  In  time  of  shortage  of  equipment, 
congestion  of  traffic,  or  other  emergency  declared  by  the  Commis- 
sion, It  may  (either  upon  complaint  or  upon  Its  own  Initiative 
without  complaint,  at  once.  If  It  so  orders,  without  answer  or  other 
formal  pleadings  by  the  Interested  carrier  or  carriers,  and  with  or 
without  notice,  hearing,  or  the  making  or  filing  of  a  report,  accord- 
ing as  the  Commission  may  determine)  establish  temporarily  such 
through  routes  as  In  Its  opinion  are  necessary  or  desirable  In  the 
public  Interest." 

"(c)  The  last  sentence  of  paragraph  (7)  of  such  section  16  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'At  any  hearing  Involving  a  change  In  a  rate,  fare,  charge,  or 
classification,  or  in  a  rule,  regulation,  or  practice,  after  the  date 
this  amendatory  provision  takes  effect,  the  burden  of  proof  shall 
be  upon  the  carrier  to  show  that  the  proposed  changed  rate,  fare, 
charge,  classification,  rule,  regulation,  or  practice  Is  Just  and  rea- 
sonable, and  the  Commission  shall  give  to  the  hearing  and  decision 
of  such  questions  preference  over  all  other  questions  pending  before 
It  and  decide  the  same  as  speedily  as  possible.' 

"(d)  Paragraph  (13)  of  such  section  15  (which  relates  to  allow- 
ances to  owners  of  property  for  services  rendered  to  carriers  In 
connection  with  transportation)  is  amended  by  Inserting  after  "the 
charge  and  allowance  therefor  shall  be",  the  following:  'published 
In  tariffs  or  schedules  filed  In  the  manner  provided  in  this  part  and 
shall  be*. 

"(e)  Paragraph  (2)  of  section  15a  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  as  amended  (which  contains  the  rule  of  rate  making  for  part 
I),  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(2)  In  the  exercise  of  Its  power  to  prescribe  Just  and  reason- 
able rates  the  Commission  shall  give  due  consideration,  among 
other  factors,  to  the  effect  of  rates  on  the  movement  of  traffic  by 
the  carrier  or  carriers  for  which  the  rates  are  prescribed:  to  the 
need.  In  the  public  Interest,  of  adequate  and  efficient  railway  trans- 
portation service  at  the  lowest  cost  consistent  with  the  furnishing 
of  such  service;  and  to  the  need  of  revenues  sufficient  to  enable 
the  carriers,  under  honest,  economical,  and  efficient  management, 
to  provide  such  service.' 

"amkndv.ents  to  section  is 
"Sec.   11.  (a)  Section    16   of  the   Interstate   Commerce   Act.   as 
amended   (which  relates  to  orders  of  the  CJommlsslon  and  enforce- 
ment thereof),  is  amended — 

"(1)  by  striking  out  in  paragraph  (2)  thereof  the  word  'circuit' 
before  'court'  wherever  it  appears  and  substituting  In  lieu  thereof 
the  word  'district';  by  striking  out  the  word  "petition"  In  the  first 
sentence  and  substituting  In  lieu  thereof  the  word  'complaint';  by 
striking  out  the  word  'petitioner'  In  the  second  and  third  sentences 
and  substituting  In  lieu  thereof  the  word  'plaintiff'; 

"(2)  by  striking  out  In  paragraph  (3)  (a)  thereof  the  words 
'three  years'  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  'two  years'; 
"(3)  by  striking  out  In  paragraph  (3)  (c)  thereof  the  words 
'three  years'  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  'two  years', 
and  by  striking  out  the  word  'three-year*  and  substituting  In  lieu 
thereof  the  word  'two-year'; 

"(4)  by  striking  out  In  paragraph  (3)  (d)  thereof  the  WOTd 
•three-year"  and  substituting  In  lieu  thereof  the  word  'two-year"; 

"(5)  by  striking  out  In  paragraph  (3)  (f)  thereof  the  word  'pe- 
tition' and  substituting  In  Ueu  thereof  the  word  complaint';  and 

"(6)  by  striking  out  In  paragraph  (12)  thereof  the  words  the 
Commerce  Court"  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  'any 
district  court  of  the  United  States  of  competent  Jurisdiction"  and 
by  striking  out  the  words  'that  Court'  and  the  words  'the  Court" 
in  the  second  sentence  and  substltuUng  In  lieu  thereof  the  words 
•such  court'. 

"(b)  Paragraph  (5)  of  such  section  16  Is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence  as  follows:  'In  proceedings  before 
the  Commission  Involving  the  lawfulness  of  rates,  fares,  charges. 
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clasaiflcaticns.  or  practices,  service  of  notice  upon  an  attorney  In 
fact  of  a  carrier  who  haa  filed  a  tariff  or  schedule  In  behalf  of  such 
carrier  shall  be  deemed  to  be  due  and  sufficient  service  upon  the 
carrier,  except  where  the  carrier  has  designated  an  agent  In  the 
city  of  Washington.  District  of  Columbia,  upon  whom  service  of 
notices  and  processes  may  be  made,  as  provided  In  section  6  of 
the  Act  of  June  18.  1910  (U.  8.  C.  1934  ed.,  title  49.  sec.  50).' 
,  "(c)  The  amendments  made  by  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  to 
paragraph  (3)  (a)  and  (c)  of  section  16  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  as  amended,  shall  apply  only  In  the  case  of  causes  of  action 
accruing  after  the  date  this  section  takes  effect. 

"COMMISSION  PROCEDUar:   DELEGATION  OF  DUTIES;   aEHEARINCS 

"Sec  12.  Section  16a  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended. 
Is  hereby  repealed,  and  section  17  of  such  Act.  as  amended,  is 
amended  to  read  aa  follows:  ^     ,^        j 

"  Sec.  17.  (1 )  The  Commission  is  hereby  authorized  by  Its  order 
to  divide  the  members  thereof  into  as  many  divisions  (each  to  con- 
sist of  not  less  than  three  members)  as  It  may  deem  necessary, 
which  may  be  changed  from  time  to  time.  Such  divisions  shall  be 
designated,  respectively,  division  one.  division  two.  and  so  forth,  or 
by  a  term  descriptive  of  the  principal  subject,  work,  business,  or 
function  assigned  or  referred  to  such  divisions.  The  Commission 
may  designate  one  or  more  of  Its  divisions  as  appellate  divisions. 
Any  Commissioner  may  be  assigned  to  such  division  or  divisions  aa 
the  Commission  may  direct,  and  the  senior  in  service  of  the  Com- 
missioners constituting  a  division  shall  act  as  chairman  thereof 
unless  otherwise  directed  by  the  Commission.  When  a  vacancy 
occurs  m  any  division  or  when  a  Commissioner  becaiose  of  absence, 
or  other  cause,  is  unab'.e  to  serve  thereon,  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mission or  any  Commissioner  designated  by  him  for  that  purpose 
may  serve  temporarily  on  such  division  vmtll  the  Commission  other- 
wise orders. 

"  '(2)  The  Commission  may  by  order  direct  that  any  of  Its  work. 
business,  or  functions  under  any  provision  of  law  (except  matters 
required  to  be  referred  to  Joint  boards  by  section  205.  and  except 
funcUona  vested  in  the  Commission  under  this  section),  or  any 
matter  which  shall  have  been  or  may  be  referred  to  It  by  Congress 
or  by  either  branch  thereof,  be  assigned  or  referred  to  any  division, 
to  an  individual  Commissioner,  or  to  a  board  to  be  composed  of 
three  or  more  eligible  employees  of  the  Commission  (hereinafter 
in  this  section  called  a  "board")  to  be  designated  by  such  order, 
for  action  thereon,  and  the  Commission  may  by  order  at  any  time 
amend  modify,  supplement,  or  rescind  any  such  assignment  or 
reference.  The  following  classes  of  employees  shall  be  eligible  for 
designation  by  the  Commission  to  serve  on  such  boards:  examiners, 
directors  or  assistant  directors  of  bureaus,  chiefs  of  sections,  and 
attorneys.  The  assignment  or  reference,  to  divisions,  of  work,  busi- 
ness or  functions  relating  to  the  lawfulness  of  rates,  fares,  or 
charges  shall  be  made  according  to  the  character  of  regulation  to  be 
exercised  and  not  according  to  the  kind  or  class  of  the  carriers 
Involved  or  to  the  form  or  mode  of  transportation  in  which  such 
carriers  may  be  engaged.  When  an  individual  Commissioner,  or 
any  employee,  is  unable  to  act  upon  any  matter  so  assigned  or 
referred  because  of  absence  or  other  cause,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commission  may  designate  another  Commissioner  or  employee,  as 
the  case  may  be.  to  serve  temporarily  until  the  Commission  other- 
wise orders. 

"•(3)  The  Commission  shall  conduct  Its  proceedings  under  any 
provision  of  law  in  such  manner  as  will  best  conduce  to  the  proper 
dispatch  of  business  and  to  the  ends  of  Justice.  The  Commission 
shall  have  an  offlcial  seal,  which  shall  be  JudiciaUy  noticed.  Any 
member  of  the  Commission,  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  or 
any  member  of  a  board  may  administer  oaths  and  affirmations  and 
any  member  of  the  Commission  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
(or  any  member  of  a  board  m  connection  with  the  performance  of 
any  work,  busimss.  or  functions  referred  under  this  section  to  a 
board  upon^ which  he  serves)  may  sign  subpenas.  A  majority  of  the 
Commission,  of  a  division,  or  of  a  board  shall  constitute  a  quorum 
for  the  transaction  of  business.  The  Commission  may,  from  time  to 
time,  make  or  amend  such  general  rtiles  or  orders  as  may  be  requisite 
for  the  order  and  rtgulatlon  of  proceedings  before  it.  or  before  any 
division.  Individual  Commissioner,  or  board,  including  forms  of 
notices  and  the  service  thereof,  which  shall  conform,  as  nearly  as 
may  be,  to  those  in  use  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States.  Any 
party  rnay  apjpear  before  the  Commi.ssicn  or  any  division,  indi- 
vidual Commissioner,  or  board  and  be  heard  in  person  or  by  attor- 
ney. ETvery  vote  and  official  act  of  the  Commission,  or  of  any  divi- 
sion. Individual  Commissioner,  or  board,  shall  be  entered  of  record. 
and 'such  record  shall  be  made  public  upon  the  request  of  any  party 
Interested.  All  hearings  before  the  Commission,  a  division,  indi- 
vidual Commissioner,  or  board  shall  be  public  upon  the  request  of 
any  party  Interested.  No  Commissioner  or  employee  shall  partici- 
pate m  any  hearing  or  proceeding  In  which  he  shall  have  any 
pecuniary  Interest. 

•■•(4)  A  division,  an  Individual  Commissioner,  or  a  board  shall 
have  authority  to  hear  and  determine,  order,  certify,  report,  or 
otherwise  act  as  to  any  work,  business,  or  functions  assigned  or 
referred  thereto  under  the  provisions  of  this  section,  and  with 
respect  thereto  shall  have  all  the  Jurisdiction  and  powers  conferred 
by  law  upon  the  Commission,  and  be  subject  to  the  same  duties  and 
obligations.  The  secretary  and  seal  of  the  Commission  shall  be  the 
secretary  and  seal  of  each  division,  individual  Commissioner,  or 
board.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  section,  any  order, 
decision,  or  requirement  of  a  division,  an  Individual  Commissioner. 
or  a  board,  with  respect  to  any  matter  so  assigned  or  referred,  shall 
have  the  same  force  and  effect,  and  may  be  made  and  evidenced  In 
the  same  manner  as  If  made  or  taken  by  the  Commission. 


"■(5)  Any  finding,  report,  or  requirement  of  an  individual  Com- 
missioner or  board,  with  respect  to  any  matter  ??  ^signed  or  «?- 
ferred  involving  the  taking  of  testimony  at  a  public  hearing,  shall 
be  accompanied  by  a  statement  In  writing  of  the  reasons  therefor 
together  with  a  recommended  order,  which  shaU  be  filed  with  the 
Cdinmlssion.  Copies  thereof  shall  be  served  upon  Interested  partes 
(including,  m  proceedings  under  part  H.  persons  specmed  in  sec- 
tion 205  (e) )  who  may  file  exceptions  thereto,  but  If  vvKh.n  twenty 
days  after  service  upon  such  persons,  or  within  such  further  period 
as  the  Commission  or  a  duly  designated  division  thereof  may  au- 
thorize no  exceptions  shall  have  been  filed,  such  recommended 
order  shall  become  the  order  of  the  Commission  and  become  effec- 
tive unless  within  such  period  the  order  shall  have  been  stayed  or 
postponed  by  the  Commission  or  by  a  duly  designated  division 
thereof.  The  Commission,  or  a  duly  designated  division  thereof, 
upon  its  own  motion  may.  and  where  exceptions  are  filed  It  shall, 
reconsider  the  matter  either  upon  the  same  record  or  after  further 
hearing,  and  such  recommended  order  shall  thereupon  be  stayed  or 
postponed  pending  final  determination  thereof.        ^  ,.   ^ 

•■(6)  After  a  decision,  order,  or  requirement  shall  have  been 
made  by  the  Commission,  a  division,  an  individual  Commi3slor»r, 
or  a  board,  or  after  an  order  recommended  by  an  Individual  Com- 
missioner or  a  board  shall  have  become  the  order  of  the  Commis- 
sion as  provided  in  paragraph  (5),  any  party  thereto  may  at  any 
time  subject  to  such  limitations  as  may  be  established  by  tr.e 
Commission  as  hereinafter  authorized,  make  application  for  re- 
hearing reargument.  or  reconsideration  of  the  same,  or  of  any 
matter  determined  therein.  Such  applications  shall  be  governed 
by  such  general  rules  as  the  Commission  may  esUbllsh.  Any  such 
application.  If  the  decision,  order,  or  requirement  was  made  by  the 
Commission,  shall  be  considered  and  acted  upon  by  the  Commis- 
sion. If  the  decision,  order,  or  requirement  was  made  by  a  dl'  1- 
slon.  an  Individual  Commissioner,  or  a  board,  such  application  shall 
be  considered  and  acted  upon  by  the  Commission  or  referred  to  an 
appropriate  appellate  division  for  consideration  and  action.  Re- 
hearing, reargument,  or  reconsideration  may  be  granted  if  sufficient 
reason  therefor  be  made  to  appear;  but  the  Commission  may.  from 
time  to  time,  make  or  amend  general  rules  or  orders  establishing 
limitations  upon  the  right  to  apply  for  rehearing,  reargument.  cr 
reconsideration  of  a  decision,  order,  or  requirement  of  the  Commis- 
sion or  of  a  division  so  as  to  confine  such  right  to  proceedings,  or 
classes  of  proceedings.  Involving  issues  of  general  transportation 
Importance.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this 
paragraph,  any  application  for  rehearing,  reargument.  or  reconsid- 
eration of  a  matter  assigned  or  referred  to  an  individual  Comml.^- 
.sioner  or  a  board,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (2).  If  su"h 
application  shall  have  been  filed  within  twenty  days  after  the  rec- 
ommended order  in  the  proceeding  shall  have  become  the  order  tf 
the  Commission  as  provided  in  paragraph  (5).  and  if  such  matter 
shall  not  have  been  reconsidered  or  reheard  as  provided  in  such 
paragraph,  shall  be  referred  to  an  appropriate  appellate  division  cf 
the  Commission  and  such  division  shall  reconsider  the  matter 
either  upon  the  same  record  or  after  a  further  hearing. 

"'(7)  If  after  rehearing,  reargument,  or  reconsideration  of  a 
decision,  order,  or  requirement  of  a  division,  an  Individual  Coa»- 
mlssloner.  or  board  It  shall  appear  that  the  original  decision,  order, 
or  requrement  is  in  any  respect  unjust  or  unwarranted,  the  Com- 
mission or  appellate  division  may  reverse,  change,  or  modify  ths 
same  accordingly.  Any  decision,  order,  or  requirement  made  after 
rehearing,  reargument.  or  reconsideration,  reversing,  changing.  f,r 
modifying  the  original  determination  shall  be  subject  to  the  hame 
provisions  with  respect  to  rehearing,  reargument,  or  reconsideration 
as  an  original  order. 

""(8)  Where  application  for  rehearing,  reargument.  or  reconsid- 
eration of  a  decision,  order,  cr  requirement  of  a  division,  en 
Individual  Commissioner,  or  board  is  made  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  section  and  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission,  and  the  decision,  order,  or  requirement  has  not  yet 
become  effective,  the  decision,  order,  or  requirement  shall  te 
stayed  or  postponed  pending  disposition  of  the  matter  by  the 
Commission  or  appellate  division;  but  otherwise  the  making  cf 
such  an  application  shall  not  excuse  any  person  from  complying 
with  or  obeying  the  decision,  order,  or  requirement,  or  operate  to 
stay  or  postpone  the  enforcement  thereof,  without  the  speclnl 
order  of  the  Commission. 

"'(9)  When  an  application  for  rehearing,  reargument.  or  recon- 
sideration of  any  decision,  order,  or  requirement  of  a  division,  an 
Individual  Commissioner,  or  a  board  with  respect  to  any  matter 
assigned  or  referred  to  him  or  it  shall  have  been  made  and  shall 
have  been  denied,  or  after  rehearing,  reargument.  or  reconsidera- 
tion otherwise  dlspcsed  of.  by  the  Commission  or  an  appellate 
division,  a  suit  to  enforce,  enjoin,  stispend.  or  set  aside  such 
decision,  order,  or  requirement,  in  whole  or  In  part,  may  be  brought 
In  a  court  of  the  United  States  under  those  provisions  of  law 
applicable  In  the  case  of  suits  to  enforce,  enjoin,  suspend,  or  set 
aside  orders  of  the  Commission,  but  not  otherwise. 

•"(10)  Any  matter  arising  In  the  administration  of  part  II  of 
this  Act  as  to  which  a  hearing  is  to  be  held  may  be  referred  to  an 
examiner  of  the  Commission,  for  action  thereon,  subject  to  the 
conditions  and  limitations  provided  In  this  section  In  the  case 
of  reference  of  work,  business  or  functions,  as  to  which  a  hearing 
is  to  be  held,  to  an  individual  Commissioner  or  board. 

"■(11)  Representatives  of  employees  of  a  carrier,  duly  desig- 
nated as  such,  may  Intervene  and  be  heard  In  any  proceeding 
arising  \inder  this  Act  affr^ting  such  employees. 

"'(12)  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  promulgate  reasonable 
rules  and  regtilatlons  relating  to  admission  to  practice  before  It. 
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and  Is  authorized  to  impose  a  reasonable  fee  for  such  admission. 
and  such  fees  shall  t»e  covered  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
as  miscellaneous  receipts.' 

"AMENSMEMTS  to  section   20 

"S«c.  13.  (a)  Paragraphs  (1)  to  (8),  Inclusive,  of  section  20  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended  (which  relate  to  ac- 
counts, records,  reports,  etc.,  of  carriers  subject  to  part  I),  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"•Sec.  20.  (1)  The  Commission  Is  hereby  authorized  to  require 
annual,  periodical,  or  special  reports  from  carriers  (as  defined  In 
this  section)  and  from  lessors  (as  defined  In  this  section),  to 
prescribe  the  manner  and  form  in  which  such  reports  shall  be 
made,  and  to  require  from  such  carriers  and  lessors  specific  and 
full.  true,  and  correct  answers  to  all  questions  upon  which  the 
Commission  may  deem  information  to  be  necessary,  classifying 
such  carriers  and  lessors  as  It  may  deem  proper  for  any  of  these 
purposes.  Such  annual  reports  shall  give  an  account  of  the 
affairs  of  the  carrier  or  lessor  In  such  form  and  detail  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Commission. 

"  •(2)  Said  annual  reports  shall  contain  all  the  required  Informa- 
tion for  the  period  of  12  months  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  De- 
cember in  each  year,  unless  the  Commission  shall  specify  a  different 
date,  and  shall  be  made  out  under  oath  and  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission at  Its  office  in  Washington  within  3  months  after  the  close 
of  the  year  for  which  the  report  Is  made,  unless  additional  time  be 
granted  In  any  case  by  the  Commission.  Such  periodical  or  spe- 
cial reports  as  may  be  required  by  the  Commission  under  paragraph 
(I)  hereof,  shall  also  be  under  oath  whenever  the  Commission  so 
requires. 

"'(3)  The  Commission  may.  in  Its  discretion,  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  It  the  better  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  part, 
prescribe  a  uniform  system  of  accounts  applicable  to  any  class  of 
carriers  subject  thereto,  and  a  jjerlod  of  time  within  which  such 
class  shall  have  such  uniform  system  of  accounts,  and  the  manner 
In  which  such  accounts  shall  be  kept. 

"  '(4)  The  Commission  shall,  as  soon  as  practicable,  prescribe  for 
carriers  the  classes  of  property  for  which  depreciation  charges 
may  properly  be  Included  under  operating  expenses,  and  the  rate 
or  rates  of  depreciation  which  shall  be  charged  with  respect  to  each 
of  such  classes  of  property,  classifying  the  carriers  as  it  may  deem 
proper  for  this  purpose.  The  Commission  may.  when  It  deems  nec- 
essary, modify  the  classes  and  rates  so  prescribed.  When  the  Com- 
mission shall  have  exercised  Its  authority  under  the  foregoing  pro- 
visions of  this  paragraph,  earners  shall  not  charge  to  operating  ex- 
penses any  depreciation  charges  on  classes  of  property  other  than 
those  prescribed  by  the  Commission,  or  charge  with  respect  to  any 
class  of  property  a  rate  of  depreciation  other  than  that  prescribed 
therefor  bv  the  Commission,  and  no  such  carrier  shall  Include 
under  operating  exp>enses  any  depreciation  charge  In  any  form 
whatsoever  other  than  as  prescribed  by  the  Commission. 

"  '(5)  The  Commission  may.  In  Its  discretion,  prescribe  the  forms 
of  any  and  all  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda  to  be  kept  by 
carriers  and  their  lessors.  Including  the  accounts,  records,  and 
memoranda  of  the  movement  of  traffic,  as  well  as  of  the  receipts 
and  exp)endltures  of  moneys,  and  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  such  car- 
riers or  lessors  to  keep  any  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda 
contrary  to  any  rules,  regulations,  or  orders  of  the  Commission  with 
respect  thereto.  The  Commission  or  any  duly  authorized  special 
agent,  accountant,  or  examiner  thereof  shall  at  all  times  have  au- 
thority to  Inspect  and  copy  any  and  all  accounts,  books,  records, 
memoranda,  correspondence,  and  other  documents,  of  such  car- 
riers and  lessors,  and  such  accounts,  books,  records,  memoranda, 
correspondence,  and  other  documents,  of  any  person  controlling, 
controlled  by.  or  under  common  control  with  any  such  carrier, 
as  the  Commission  deems  relevant  to  such  person's  relation  to  or 
transactions  with  such  carrier.  The  Commission  or  Its  duly  au- 
thorized special  agents,  accountants,  or  examiners  shall  at  all  times 
have  access  to  all  lands,  buildings,  or  equipment  of  such  carriers 
or  lessors,  and  shall  have  authority  under  Its  order  to  Inspect  and 
examine  any  and  all  such  lands,  buildings,  and  equipment.  Such 
carriers,  lessotB,  and  other  persons  shall  submit  their  accounts, 
books,  records,  memoranda,  correspondence,  and  other  documents 
for  the  Inspection  and  copying  authorized  by  this  paragraph,  and 
such  carriers  and  lessors  shall  submit  their  lands,  buildings,  and 
equipment  to  Inspection  and  examination,  to  any  duly  authorized 
special  agent,  accountant,  or  examiner  of  the  Commission,  upoa 
demand  and  the  display  of  proper  credentials. 

"•(6)  The  Commission  or  any  duly  authorized  special  agent, 
accountant,  or  examiner  thereof  shall  at  all  times  have  authority 
to  Inspect  and  copy  any  and  all  accounts,  books,  records,  memo- 
randa, correspondence,  and  other  documents,  of  persons  which 
furnish  cars  or  protective  service  against  heat  or  cold  to  or  on 
behalf  of  any  carrier  by  railroad  or  express  company  subject  to  this 
part:  Provided,  hotoever.  That  such  authority  shall  he  limited  to 
accounts,  books,  records,  memoranda,  correspondence,  or  other  doc- 
uments which  pertain  or  relate  to  the  cars  or  protective  service  so 
furnished.  The  Commission  shall  further  have  authority.  In  Its 
discretion,  to  prescribe  the  forms  of  any  or  all  accounts,  records, 
and  memoranda  which  It  Is  authorized  by  this  paragraph  to  Inspect 
and  copy,  and  to  require  the  persons  furnishing  such  cars  or  pro- 
tective service,  as  aforesaid,  to  submit  such  reports  and  specific 
and  full,  true,  and  correct  answers  to  such  questions,  relative  to 
iuch  cars  or  service,  as  the  Commission  may  deem  necessary.  Per- 
sons furnishing  such  cars  or  protective  service  shall  submit  their 
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accounts,  books,  records,  memoranda,  correspondence,  or  other 
documents,  to  the  extent  above  provided,  for  Inspection  or  copying 
to  any  duly  authorized  special  agent,  accountant,  or  examiner  of 
the  Commission  upon  demand  and  the  display  of  proper  credentials. 
"  '(7)  (a)  In  case  of  failure  or  refusal  on  the  part  of  any  carrier, 
lessor,  or  other  person  to  keep  any  accounts,  records,  and.  memo- 
randa in  the  form  and  manner  prescribed,  under  authority  of  this 
section,  by  the  Commission,  or  to  submit  any  accounts,  books,  rec- 
ords, memoranda.  correspoEidence.  or  other  documents  to  the  Com- 
mission or  any  of  its  authorized  agents,  accountants,  or  examiners 
for  inspection  or  copying,  as  required  under  this  section,  sucn  car- 
rier, lessor,  or  person  shall  forfeit  to  the  United  States  not  to  exceed 
$500  for  each  such  offense  and  for  each  day  during  which  such  fail- 
ure or  refusal  continues. 

"  '(b)  Any  person  who  shall  knowingly  and  willfully  make,  cause 
to  be  made,  or  participate  In  the  making  of.  any  false  entry  in  any 
annual  or  other  report  required  under  this  section  to  be  filed,  or 
In  the  accounts  of  any  book  of  accounts  or  In  any  records  or  memo- 
randa kept  by  a  carrier,  or  required  under  this  section  to  be  kept 
by  a  lessor  or  other  person,  or  who  shall  knowingly  and  willfully 
destroy,  mutilate,  alter,  or  by  any  other  means  or  device  falsify  the 
record  of  any  such  accounts,  records,  or  memoranda,  or  who  shall 
knowingly  and  willfully  neglect  or  fail  to  make  full.  true,  and  correct 
entires  In  such  accounts,  records,  or  memoranda  of  all  facts  and 
transactions  appertaining  to  the  business  of  the  carrier,  lessor,  or 
person,  or  shall  knowingly  and  willfully  keep  any  accounts,  records, 
or  memoranda  contrary  to  the  rules,  regulations,  or  orders  of  the 
Commission  with  respect  thereto,  or  shall  knowingly  or  willfully  file 
with  the  Commission  any  false  report  or  other  document,  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall  be  subject,  upon  convic- 
tion In  any  court  of  the  United  States  of  competent  Jurisdiction  to  a 
fine  of  not  more  than  five  thousand  dollars  or  Imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  two  years,  or  both  such  fine  and  Imprisonment :  Provided. 
That  the  Commission  may  In  Its  discretion  Issue  orders  specifying 
such  oi>erating.  accounting,  or  financial  papers,  records,  books, 
blanks,  tickets,  stubs,  correspondence,  or  documents  of  such  carriers, 
lessors,  or  other  persons  as  may.  after  a  reasonable  time,  be  de- 
stroyed, and  prescribing  the  length  of  time  the  same  shall  be  pre- 
served. 

"•(c)  Any  carrier  or  lessor,  or  person  furnishing  cars  or  pro- 
tective service,  or  any  officer,  agent,  employee,  or  representative 
thereof,  who  shall  fall  to  make  and  file  an  annual  or  other  report 
with  the  Commission  within  the  time  fixed  by  the  Commission, 
or  to  make  specific  and  full,  true,  and  correct  answer  to  any  ques- 
tion within  thirty  days  from  the  time  it  Is  lawfully  required  by  the 
Commission  so  to  do,  shall  forfeit  to  the  United  States  the  sum 
of  one  hundred  dollars  for  each  and  every  day  It  shall  continue  to 
be  m  default  with  respect  thereto. 

"'(d)  In  case  of  failure  or  refusal  on  the  part  of  any  carrier 
or  lessor  to  accord  to  the  Commission  or  its  duly  authorized 
special  agents,  accountants,  or  examiners,  access  to.  and  oppor- 
tunity for  the  inspection  and  examination  of,  any  lands,  buildings, 
or  equipment  of  said  carrier  or  lessor,  as  provided  In  this  section, 
such  carrier  or  lessor  shall  forfeit  to  the  United  States  the  sum  of 
one  hundred  dollars  lor  each  day  during  which  such  failure  or 
refusal  continues. 

"'(e)  All  forfeitures  authorized  In  this  paragraph  (7)  shall  be 
recovered  In  the  manner  provided  for  the  recovery  of  forfeitures 
under  the  provisions  of  this  part. 

"■(f)  Any  special  agent,  accountant,  or  examiner  who  knowingly 
and  willfully  divulges  any  fact  or  Information  which  may  come 
to  his  knowledge  during  the  course  of  any  examination  or  inspec- 
tion made  under  authority  of  this  section,  except  Insofar  as  he  may 
be  directed  by  the  Commission  or  by  a  court  or  Judge  thereof,  shall 
be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall  be  subject,  upon  conviction  in 
any  court  of  the  United  States  of  competent  Jurisdiction,  to  a 
fine  of  not  more  than  fSCX)  or  imprisonment  for  not  exceeding 
six  months,  or  both. 

•"(8)  As  used  in  this  section  the  words  "keep"  and  "kept"  shall 
be  construed  to  mean  made,  prepared,  or  complied,  as  well  as  re- 
tained: the  term  "carrier"  means  a  common  carrier  subject  to  this 
part,  and  Includes  a  receiver  or  trustee  of  such  carrier:  and  the 
term  "lessor"  means  a  person  owning  a  railroad,  a  water  line,  or 
a  pipe  line,  leased  to  and  ojjerated  by  a  common  carrier  subject 
to  this  part,  and  includes  a  receiver  or  trustee  of  such  lessor.' 

"(b)  Paragraph  (11)  of  such  section  20  (which  relates  to  liability 
of  carriers  for  loss  of  property),  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  first 
proviso  contained  therein  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow- 
ing: 'Provided.  That  if  the  loss,  damage,  or  Injury  occurs  while 
the  property  is  in  the  custody  of  a  carrier  by  water  the  liability  of 
such  carrier  shall  be  determined  by  the  bill  of  lading  of  the  carrier 
by  water  and  by  and  under  the  laws  and  regulations  applicable  to 
transportation  by  water,  and  the  liability  of  the  Initial  or  delivering 
carrier  shall  be  the  same  as  that  of  such  carrier  by  water:'. 

"amendments    to    sections    2S,    28.    AND    27 

"Sec.  14.  (a)  Section  25  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  repealed. 

"(b)  Section  26  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended, 
is  amended  by  striking  out  ■26'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  '26'. 

"(c)  Section  27  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended.  U 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

'■  'Sec.  26.  This  part  may  be  cited  as  part  I  of  the  Intentat* 
Commerce  Act.' 


10154 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


August  12 


"short  tttli  fob  pa«t  n 
"See.  15.  Section  201  of  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Act,  as  amended, 
]§  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'SHOrr   TTTtJ! 

"'Skc^  201.  This  part  may  be  cited  as  part  II  of  the  Interstate 
Ocmmefce  Act.' 

"BDTaENCIS   TO    POUCT    DECUkSED    IK    PABT   n 

"Sec.  16.  Part  II  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  strllKlng  out  the  following  wherever  appearing  therein: 
tbe  policy  declared  In  section  202  (a)  of  this  part',  and  'the  policy 
of  Congress  enunciated  in  section  202'.  and  by  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  'the  national  transportation  policy  declared 
In  this  Act.' 

AMKNDBCZNTS    TO    BECmON     302 

•^ic.  17.  (a)  Section  202  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as 
amended  (which  relates  to  the  scope  of  the  application  of  part  II). 
Is  amended — 

•'(1)  by  striking  out  the  heading  thereof,  •dkclahation  of  polict 
AWD  DELEGATION  OP  JUKisDicTioN'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  new 
heading  as  follows:  'application  op  p«ovisions':  and 

"(2)  by  repealing  subsection  (a)  of  such  section,  by  striking  out 
•(b)'  and  inserting  In  lieu  thereof  '(a)',  and  by  striking  out  '(c)' 
and  inser'^^lng  in  lieu  thereof  •(b(.' 

"(b)  Such  section  202  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
8  new  subsection  as  follows: 

"  '(c)  Notwithstanding  any  provision  of  this  section  or  of  section 
203.  the  provisions  of  this  part  shall  not  apply — 

***(1)  to  transportation  by  motor  vehicle  by  a  carrier  by  railroad 
■ubject  to  part  I  or  by  a  water  carrier  subject  to  part  in.  incidental 
to  transportation  subject  to  such  parts.  In  the  performance  within 
terminal  areas  of  transfer,  collection,  or  delivery  services;  but  such 
transportation  ehall  be  considered  to  be  and  shall  be  regulated  as 
transportation  subject  to  part  I  when  performed  by  such  carrier  by 
railroad,  and  transportation  subject  to  part  III  when  performed  by 
such  water  carrier. 

"  "(2)  to  transportation  by  motor  vehicle  by  any  person  (whether 
as  agent  or  under  a  contractual  arrangement)  for  a  common  carrier 
by  railroad  subject  to  part  I.  an  express  company  subject  to  part  I, 
a  motor  carrier  subject  to  this  part,  or  a  water  carrier  subject  to 
part  m.  In  the  performance  within  terminal  areas  of  transfer, 
collection,  or  delivery  services:  but  such  transportation  shall  be 
considered  to  be  performed  by  such  carrier  or  express  company  as 
part  of.  and  shall  be  regulated  In  the  sanne  manner  as,  the  trans- 
portation by  railroad,  express,  motor  vehicle,  or  water  to  which  such 
•ej-vlces  are  incidental.' 

"AMINDMENTS  TO  SECTIOK    203 

^^tJJJKr.'lB.  (a)  Paragraphs  (14)  and  (15)  of  subsection  (a)  of 
Mction  203  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended,  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'(14)  The  term  "common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle"  means  any 
person  which  holds  Itself  out  to  the  general  public  to  engage  In 
the  transportation  by  motor  vehicle  in  Interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce of  passengers  or  property  or  any  class  or  classes  thereof  for 
compensation,  whether  over  regular  or  irregular  routes,  except  trans- 
portation by  motor  vehicle  by  an  express  company  to  the  extent  that 
•uch  transportation  has  heretofore  been  subject  to  part  I.  to  which 
extent  such  transportation  shall  continue  to  be  considered  to  be 
and  shall  be  regulated  as  tran.'nsortation  subject  to  part  I. 

■•■(15)  The  term  "contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle"  means  any 
person  which,  under  individual  contracts  or  agreements,  engages  in 
the  transportation  (other  than  transportation  referred  to  in  para- 
graph (14)  and  the  exception  therein)  by  motor  vehicle  of  passen- 
gers or  property  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  for  compensation.' 

■'(b)  Section  203  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended.  Is 
fxorther  amended — 

"(I)  by  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  of  paragraph  13  of  sub- 
section (a)  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  a  comma  and  the  fol- 
lowing: ■or  a  trolley  bus  operated  by  electric  power  derived  from  a 
fixed  overhead  wire,  furnishing  local  passenger  transportation  simi- 
lar to  street-railway  service.' 

"(2)  by  striking  out  clause  (5)  of  subsection  (b)  of  said  section. 

"(3)  by  amending  clause  (4a)  of  such  subsection  (b)  to  read  as 
follows:  '(4a)  motor  vehicles  controlled  and  operated  by  any  farmer 
when  used  in  the  transportation  of  his  agricultural  commodities  and 
products  thereof,  or  in  the  transportation  of  supplies  to  his  farm:  or'. 

"(4)  by  amending  clause  (4b)  of  such  subsection  (b)  to  read  as 
follows:  '(5)  motor  vehicles  controlled  and  operated  by  a  coopera- 
tive association  as  defined  In  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act,  ap- 
proved June  15.  1929.  as  amended,  or  by  a  federation  of  such  co- 
operative associations.  If  such  federation  possesses  no  greater  powers 
or  purposes  than  cooperative  associations  so  defined;  or*. 

"(5)  by  Inserting  in  clause  (6)  of  such  subsection  (b)  the  word 
'ordinary'  before  the  word  'livestock'. 

"(8)   by  amending  clause  (9)  of  subsection  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

*'  '(9)  the  casual,  occasional,  or  reciprocal  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers or  property  by  motor  vehicle  in  Interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce for  compensation  by  any  person  not  engaged  In  transportation 
by  motor  vehicle  as  a  regiilar  occupation  or  business,  unless.  In  the 
case  of  tn\nsportatlon  of  f>assen^rs.  such  transportation  Is  sold  or 
offered  for  sale,  or  provided  or  procured  or  furnished  or  arranged  for, 
by  a  broker,  or  by  any  other  penou  who  sells  or  offers  for  sale  trans- 
portation furnished  by  a  person  lawfully  engaged  in  the  transporta- 
tion of  passengers  by  motor  vehicle  under  a  certificate  or  permit 


Issued  under  this  part  or  under  a  pending  application  for  such  a 
certificate  or  permit.' 

"EXEMPTION       or      CZHTAIN       INTERSTATE      AHD      FOaDON       COMM^CX 
OPIXATIONS    or    MOTOB    CABBTPtS 

"Sbc  19  Subsection  (a)  of  section  204  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  as  amended,  is  amended  by  adding  after  subparagraph 
(4)  thereof  the  following  new  subparagraph: 

"•(4a)  To  determine,  upon  its  own  motion,  or  upon  application 
by  a  motor  carrier,  a  State  board,  or  any  other  party  in  interest, 
whether  the  transportation  In  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  per- 
lormed   by  any   motor  carrier  or  class  of  motor   carriers   lawfully 
engaged   In  operation  solely  within  a  single   State   Is  In  fact  of 
such  nature,  character,  or  quantity  as  not  substantially  to  affect 
or  impair  uniform  regulation  by  the  Commission  of  transportation 
by   motor   carriers   engaged   in   Interstate   or   foreign   commerce   In 
effectuating   the   national   transportation   policy   declared   In    thia 
Act.    Upon  so  finding,  the  Commission  shall  issue  a  certificate  of 
exemption  to  such  motor  carrter  or  class  of  motor  carriers  which, 
during  the  period  such  certificate  shall  remain  effective  and  un- 
revoked, shall  exempt  such  carrier  or  class  of  motor  carriers  from 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  part,  and  shall  attach  U> 
such  certificate  such  reasonable  terms  and  conditions  as  the  public 
Interest    may    require.      At   any   time    after    the    issuance    of    any 
such  certificate  of  exemption,  the  Commission  may  by  order  revoke 
all  or  any  part   thereof,  if  it  shall   find  that   the  transportation 
in   interstate  or  foreign  commerce  performed  by  the  carrier  or 
class  of  carriers  designated  in  such  certificate  shall   be.  or  shall 
have  become,   or  U  reasonably  likely   to   become,  of  such   nature, 
character,  or  quantity  as  In  fact  substantially  to  affect  or  Impair 
uniform   regulation  by   the   Commission   of   Interstate   or   foreign 
transportation    by    motor    carriers    In    effectuating    the    national 
transportation    policy   declared    in    this    Act.     Upon   revocation    of 
any  such  certificate,  the  Commission   shall   restore   to  the   carrier 
or    carriers    affected    thereby,    without    further    proceedings,    ihe 
authority,   if   any,   to   operate   In   Interstate   or   foreign   commerce 
held    by   such   carrter   or  carriers   at    the   time   the   certificate    cf 
exemption  pertaining  to  such  carrier  or  carriers  became  effective. 
No    certificate    of   exemption    shall    be    denied,    and    no    order    of 
revocation  shall  be  Issued,  under  this  subparagraph,  except  after 
reasonable  opportunity  for  hearing  to  interested  parties.     Where 
an  application  is  made  in  good  faith  for  the  exemption  of  a  motor 
carrier  under  this  subparagraph,  accompanied  by  a   certificate  of 
a  State  board  of  the  State  In  which  the  operations  of  such  carrier 
are  carried  on  stating  that  In  the  opinion  of  such  board  such 
carrier  is  entitled  to  a  certificate  of  exemption  under   this  sub- 
paragraph,  such   carrier   shall    be   exompt    from    the   provisions   of 
this   part   beginning  with   the  sixtieth   day   following    the   making 
of  such  application  to  the  (Commission  unless  prior  to  such  time 
the  Commission  shall  have  by  order  denied  such  application,  and 
such  exemption  shall   be  effective   until  such   time   as  the   Com- 
mission, after  such  sixtieth  day.  may  by  order  deny  such  appli- 
cation or  may  by  order  revoke  all  or  any  part  thereof  as  herein- 
before authorized.    In  any  case  where  a  motor  carrter  has  become 
exempt    from    the   provisions    of    this    part    as    provided    In    this 
subparagraph,  it  shall  not  be  considered  to  be  a  burden  on  inter- 
state  or   foreign    commerce   for    a   State    to   regulate   such   carrier 
with  respect  to  the  operations  covered  by  such  exemption.     Appli- 
cations   under    this    subparagraph    shall    be    made    In    writing    to 
the  Commission,  verified  under  oath,  and  shall  be  In  such  form 
and  contain  such  information  as  the  Commission  shall  by  regula- 
tions require." 

"AMENDMENTS    TO    SECTIONS    204.    20S,    AND    206 

"Sec.  20.  (a)  Paragraph  (7)  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  204  of 
the  Interstate  Conmierce  Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

"■(7)  For  purposes  of  the  administration  of  the  provisions  of 
this  part,  to  inquire  into  the  management  of  the  business  of 
motor  carriers  and  brokers,  and  into  the  management  of  the  busi- 
ness of  persons  controlling,  controlled  by.  or  under  common  con- 
trol with,  motor  carriers  to  the  extent  that  the  business  of  such 
persons  is  related  to  the  management  of  the  business  of  one  or 
more  motor  carriers,  and  the  Commission  shall  keep  Itself  in- 
formed as  to  the  manner  and  method  in  which  the  same  are  con- 
ducted, and  may  obtain  from  such  carriers  and  persons  such  In- 
formation as  the  Commission  deems  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  part;  and  may  transmit  to  Congress  from  time 
to  time,  such  reconunendations  (including  recommendations  as 
to  additional  legislation)  as  the  Commission  may  deem  necessary.' 

'•(b)  Such  section  204  Is  further  amended — 

•'(1)  by  repealing  subsection  (b)  thereof  (which  relates  to  codes 
of  fair  competition  under  the  National  Industrial  Recovery  Act): 

"(2)  by  repealing  subsection  (e)  thereof  (which  relates  to  re- 
hearing by  the  Commission  on  matters  arising  vmder  part  11); 

"(3)  by  reletterlng  subsections  (c),  (d),  and  (f)  as  (b),  '(c), 
and   (d),  respectively;   and 

"(4)  by  striking  out  in  subsection  (a)  (3)  thereof  '204  (d) 
and  ke)'  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  '204  (c)'. 

"(c)  Section  205  of  such  Act,  as  amended.  Is  amended — 

"(1)  by  repealing  subsection  (a)  thereof  (which  relates  to  pro- 
cedure  In   connection   with   recommended  orders   imder   part   11); 

"(2)  by  striking  out  in  the  remaining  subsections  thereof  the 
letters  '(b)'.  '(c)',  '(d)'.  '(e)'.  '(f)'.  '(g)'.  '(h)'.  '(1)'.  '(J)',  and 
'(k)'.  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  '(a)',  '(b)',  '(c)'.  •(d)',  '(e)*, 
'(f)'.  '(g)'.    (h)',  'U)",  and  '(J)",  respectively; 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


10155 


"(3)  by  striking  out  In  the  new  subsection  (a)  thereof  the 
words  'paragraph  (a)  of  this  section'  in  the  first  proviso  and  sub- 
stituting in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  'section  17'; 

"(4)  by  striking  out  In  the  new  subsection  (a)  thereof  the  words 
•this  section"  in  the  third  proviso,  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:   'section   17'; 

"(5)  by  striking  out  In  the  new  subsection  (b)  thereof  the 
words  'paragraph  (a)  of  this  section*  in  the  second  sentence  and 
substituting  In  lieu  thereof  the  following:  'section  17'. 

"(d)  The  new  subsection  (b)  of  such  section  205  (which  re- 
lates to  the  creation,  procedure,  and  powers  of  Joint  boards),  is 
amended  by  Inserting  after  the  eighth  sentence  thereof  a  new 
sentence  as  follows:  'The  failure  of  a  duly  appointed  member  of 
a  Joint  board  to  participate  in  any  hearing  on  a  matter  referred 
to  such  Joint  board,  after  notice  thereof,  shall  be  considered  to 
constitute,  as  to  the  matter  referred,  a  waiver  of  action  on  the 
part  of  the  State  from  which  such  member  was  appointed.' 

"(e)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  206  of  such  Act,  as  amended 
(which  relates  to  the  Issuance  of  certificates  to  common  carriers  by 
motor  vehicle),  is  amended  by  Inserting  after  the  words  'during  the 
season  ordinarily  covered  by  its  operation',  which  appear  in  the  first 
sentence  of  such  subsection,  the  following:  'and  has  so  operated 
since  that  time", 

■■amendments  TO  SECTIONS  210,   210A.  AND   212;    BEFEAL  OP  SECTION    21S 

"Sec.  21.  (a)  Section  210  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended.  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

•'  'DUAL    OPEBA-nONS 

'■  ■Sec.  210.  Unless,  for  good  cause  shown,  the  Commission  shall 
find,  or  shall  have  found,  that  both  a  certificate  and  a  permit  may 
be  80  held  consistently  with  the  public  interest  and  with  the 
national  transportation  policy  declared  in  this  Act — 

"  '(1)  no  person,  or  any  person  controlling,  controlled  by.  or  under 
common  control  with  such  person,  shall  hold  a  certificate  as  a  com- 
mon carrier  authorizing  operation  for  the  transportation  of  projjerty 
by  motor  vehicle  over  a  route  or  within  a  territory,  If  such  person,  or 
any  such  controlling  person,  controlled  person,  or  person  under 
common  control,  holds  a  permit  as  a  contract  carrier  authorizing 
operation  for  the  transportation  of  property  by  motor  vehicle  over 
the  same  route  or  within  the  same  territory;  and 

"  "(2)  no  person,  or  any  person  controlling,  controlled  by,  or  under 
common  control  with  such  person,  shall  hold  a  permit  as  a  contract 
carrier  authorizing  operation  for  the  transportation  of  property  by 
motor  vehicle  over  a  route  or  within  a  territory,  if  such  person,  or 
any  such  controlling  person,  controlled  person,  or  person  under 
common  control,  holds  a  certificate  as  a  common  carrier  authorizing 
operation  for  the  transportation  of  property  by  motor  vehicle  over 
the  same  route  or  within  the  same  territory.' 

"(b)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  210a  of  such  Act,  as  amended 
(which  relates  to  temporary  operation  of  motor  carrier  properties 
pending  action  on  application  for  consolidation,  merger,  and  so 
forth),  is  amended  by  striking  out  'as  contemplated  In  section  213 
(a)  of  this  part,'. 

"(c)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  212  of  such  Act.  as  amended  (which 
relates  to  suspension,  change,  revocation,  and  transfer  of  certificates, 
permits,  and  licenses),  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  the  first  proviso 
'section  204  (d)'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  'section  204  (c)'. 

"(d)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  212  of  such  Act,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  'section  213'  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof 
'section  5'. 

"(e)  Section  213  of  such  Act.  as  amended  (which  relates  to  con- 
solidations, mergers,  and  acquisitions  of  control  in  case  of  motor 
carriers).  Is  hereby  repealed. 

"AMENDMENTS  TO  SECTIONS  214,  216,  AND  217 

"Sec  22.  (a)  Section  214  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as', 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  'entered  under  section  213' 
(a)    (1)'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  'of  the  Commission'. 

"(b)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  216  of  such  Act,  as  amended 
(which  prohibits  the  giving  of  undue  preferences  or  advantages  by 
common  carriers  by  motor  vehicle).  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"'  (d)  All  charges  made  for  any  service  rendered  or  to  be  ren- 
dered by  any  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  engaged  in  inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce  m  the  tran-sportatlon  of  pas.«engers  or 
property  as  aforesaid  or  in  connection  therewith  shall  be  Just 
and  reasonable,  and  every  unjust  and  unreasonable  charge  for 
such  service  or  any  part  thereof,  is  prohibited  and  declared  to  be 
unlawful.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  common  eerier  by  motor 
vehicle  engaged  in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce  to  make,  give, 
or  cause  any  undue  or  unreasonable  preference  or  advantage  to 
any  particular  person,  port,  gateway,  locality,  region,  district,  ter- 
ritory, or  description  of  traffic,  in  any  respect  whatsoever;  or  to 
subject  any  particular  person,  pwt.  gateway,  locality,  region,  dis- 
trict, territory,  or  description  of  traffic  to  any  unjust  discrimination 
or  any  undue  or  unreasonable  prejudice  or  disadvantage  In  any 
respect  whatsoever:  Provided,  however.  That  this  subsection  shall 
not  be  construed  to  apply  to  discriminations,  prejudice,  or  dis- 
advantage to  the  traffic  of  any  other  carrier  of  whatever  de- 
scription.* 

"(c)  SubFectlon  (g)  of  such  section  216  (which  relates  to  in- 
vestigations by  the  Commission  as  to  lawfulness  of  proposed  new 
rates  involving  common  carriers  by  motor  vehicle,  and  the  sus- 
pension of  such  rates),  is  amended — 

"(1)  by  Inserting  before  the  words  'suspend  the  operation  of  such 
schedule'.  In  the  first  sentence  thereof,  the  words  'from  time 
to  time'. 


"(2)  by  striking  out  In  the  first  sentence  thereof  the  words  for 
a  period  of  ninety  days  and  if  the  proceeding  has  not  been  con- 
cluded and  a  final  order  made  within  such  period  the  Commission 
may,  from  time  to  time,  extend  the  period  of  suspension  by  order, 
but  not  for  a  longer  period  in  the  aggregate  than  one  hundred 
and  eighty  dajrs'  and  substituting  In  lieu  thereof  the  words  'but 
not  for  a  longer  period  than  seven  months*. 

■■(3)  by  amending  the  second  sentence  in  the  proviso  therein 
to  read  as  follows:  'At  any  hearing  Involving  a  change  in  a  rate, 
fare,  charge,  or  classification,  or  in  a  rule,  regulation,  or  practice, 
the  burden  of  proof  shall  be  upon  the  carrier  to  show  that  the 
proposed  changed  rate.  fare,  charge,  classification,  rule,  regulation, 
or  practice  Is  Just  and  reasonable.' 

"(d)  Subsection  (1)  of  such  section  216  (which  contains  the  rUle 
of  rate  making  for  part  II),  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  ■(I)  In  the  exercise  of  its  power  to  prescribe  Just  and  reasonable 
rates,  fares,  and  charges  for  the  transportation  of  passen^tirs  or 
property  by  common  carriers  by  motor  vehicle,  and  classifications. 
regiUations,  and  practices  relating  thereto,  the  Commission  shall 
give  due  consideration,  among  other  factors,  to  the  Inherent  ad- 
vantages of  transportation  by  such  carriers;  to  the  effect  of  rates 
upon  the  movement  of  traffic  by  the  carrier  or  carriers  for  which 
the  rates  are  prescribed:  to  the  need.  In  the  public  Interest,  of  ade- 
quate and  efficient  transportation  service  by  such  carriers  at  the 
lowest  cost  consistent  with  the  furnishing  of  such  service;  and  to 
the  need  of  revenues  sufficient  to  enable  such  carriers,  under  honest, 
economical,  and  efficient  management,  to  provide  such  service.' 

"(e)  The  proviso  in  subsection  (b)  of  section  217  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  '22 
(1)'  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  '22'. 

"AMENDMENTS  TO   SECTION   218 

"Sec.  23.  (a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  218  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  as  amended,  is  amended — 

"(1)  by  striking  out  the  first  sentence  thereof  (which  relates  to 
the  duty  of  contract  carriers  by  motor  vehicle  to  file  schedules  and 
contracts  including  minimum  rates,  etc.)  and  substituting  In  lieu 
thereof  two  new  sentences  as  follows:  'It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every 
contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  to  establish  and  observe  reasonable 
minimum  rates  and  charges  for  any  service  rendered  or  to  be 
rendered  in  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  projierty  or  in  con- 
nection therewith,  and  to  establish  and  observe  reasonable  regula- 
tions and  practices  to  be  applied  in  connection  with  said  reasonable 
minimum  rates,  fares,  and  charges.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every 
contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  to  file  with  the  Commission,  pub- 
lish, and  keep  open  for  public  Inspection,  In  the  form  and  manner 
prescribed  by  the  Commission,  schedules  containing  the  minimum 
rates  or  charges  of  such  carrier  actually  maintained  and  charged 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  property  in  Interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  and  any  rule,  regulation,  or  practice  affecting 
such  rates  or  charges  and  the  value  of  the  service  thereunder.' 

"(2)  By  striking  out,  in  the  third  sentence  thereof,  the  words  'or 
copies  of  contracts.' 

"(b)  Subsection  (b)  of  such  section  218  (which  relates  to  the 
Commission's  authority  to  prescribe  minimum  charges  of  contract 
carriers  by  motor  vehicle).  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"■(b)  Whenever,  after  hearing,  upon  complaint  or  upon  Its  own 
Initiative,  the  Commission  finds  that  any  minimum  rate  or  charge 
of  any  contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  or  any  rule,  regulation, 
or  practice  of  any  such  carrier  affecting  such  mlnlmvmi  rate  or 
charge,  or  the  value  of  the  service  thereunder,  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  pa.ssengers  or  property  or  in  connection  therewith,  con- 
travenes the  national  transportation  policy  declared  in  this  Act, 
or  is  In  contravention  of  any  provision  of  this  part,  the  Commis- 
sion may  prescribe  such  Just  and  reasonable  minimum  rate  or 
charge,  or  such  rule,  regulation,  or  practice  as  in  Its  Judgment 
may  t>e  necessary  or  desirable  In  the  public  Interest  and  to  pro- 
mote such  policy  and  will  not  be  in  contravention  of  any  provi- 
sion of  this  part.  Such  minimum  rate  or  charge,  or  such  rule, 
regulation,  or  practice,  so  prescribed  by  the  Commission,  shall  give 
no  advantage  or  preference  to  any  such  carrier  in  competition 
with  any  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  subject  to  this  part, 
which  the  Commission  may  find  to  be  undue  or  inconsistent  with 
the  public  Interest  and  the  national  transportation  policy  declared 
in  this  Act,  and  the  ConimLssion  shall  give  due  consideration  to 
the  cost  of  the  services  rendered  by  such  carriers,  and  to  the  effect 
of  such  minimum  rate  or  charge,  or  such  rule,  regulation,  or  prac- 
tice, upon  the  movement  of  traffic  by  such  carriers.  All  com- 
plaints shall  state  fully  the  facts  complained  of  and  the  reasons 
for  such  complaint  and  shall  be  made  under  oath.' 

"(c)  Subsection  (c)  of  such  section  218  (which  relates  to  In- 
quiries as  to  the  lawfulness  of  reductions  In  charges  of  contract 
carriers  by  motor  vehicle,  and  suspension  of  such  charges)  Is 
amended   to   read   as   follows: 

'••(c)  Whenever  there  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission  by  any 
contract  carrier  any  schedule  stating  a  charge  for  a  new  service  or 
a  reduced  charge  directly,  or  by  means  of  any  rule,  regulation,  or 
practice,  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  property  in  inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce,  the  Commission  is  hereby  authorized 
and  empowered  upon  complaint  of  interested  parties  or  upon  Its 
own  initiative  at  once  and,  If  It  so  orders,  without  answer  or  other 
formal  pleading  by  the  interested  party,  but  upon  reasonable  no- 
tice, to  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  such 
charge,  or  such  rule,  regulation,  or  practice,  and  pending  such 
hearing  and  the  decision  thereon  the  Commission,  by  filing  with 
such    schedule   and   delivering   to    the  carrier    affected    thereby    a 
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statement  to  writing  of  Its  reasons  for  such  suspension,  may  from 
time  to  time  suspend  the  operation  of  such  schedule  and  defer 
the  use  of  such  charge,  or  such  rule,  regulation,  or  practice,  but 
not  for  a  longer  period  than  seven  months  beyond  the  time  when 
It  would  otherwise  go  into  effect;  and  after  hearing,  whether  com- 
pleted before  or  after  the  charge,  or  rule,  regulation,  or  practice 
goes  into  effect,  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  with  refer- 
ence thereto  as  would  be  proper  In  a  proceeding  instituted  after 
it  had  become  effective.  If  the  proceeding  has  not  been  con- 
cluded and  an  order  made  within  the  period  of  suspension,  the 
proposed  change  in  any  charge  or  rule,  regulation,  or  practice 
shall  go  into  effect  at  the  end  of  such  period:  Provided.  That 
this  paragraph  shall  not  apply  to  any  initial  schedule  or  sched- 
ules fUed  on  or  before  Jtily  31.  1938,  by  any  such  carrier  in  bona 
fide  operation  when  this  section  takes  effect.  The  rule  as  to  bur- 
den of  proof  specified  in  section  216  (g)  shall  apply  to  this 
paragraph.' 

"AOCOCKTB,   mXCOnM,    AITD    BZPORT8    OF    MOTOa    CAItRIKBS 

"Sxc.  24.  Section  220  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"  'Sh:.  220.   (a)   The  Conunlsslon  is  hereby  authorized  to  require 
aimual.  periodical,  or  special  reports  from  all  motor  carriers,  bro- 
kers, and  lessors  (as  defined  in  this  section),  to  prescribe  the  man- 
ner and  form  in  which  such  reports  shall  be  made,  and  to  require 
from  such  carriers,  brokers,  and  lessors  specific  and  full,  true,  and 
correct  answers  to  all  questions  upon  which  the  Commission  may 
deem  information  to  be  necessary.     Such  annual  reports  shall  give 
an  account  of  the  affairs  of  the  carrier,  broker,  or  lessor  In  such 
form  and  detail  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Commission.    The 
Commission  may  also  require  any  motor  carrier  or  broker  to  file 
with   it   a  true  copy  of  any  contract,   agreement,   or   arrangement 
between  such  carrier  and  any  other  carrier  or  person  In  relation  to 
any  traLlc  tiffected  by  the  provisions  of  this  part.     The  Commission 
•hall  not.  however,  make  public  any  contract,  agreement,  or  ar- 
rangement between  a  contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  and  a  ship- 
per, or  any  of  the  terms  or  conditions  thereof,   except   as  a  part 
of  the  record  in  a  formal  proceeding  where  it  considers  such  action 
consistent  with  the  public  Interest:  Provided.  That  If  it  appears 
from  an  examination  of  any  such  contract  that  It  falls  to  conform 
to  the  published  schedule  of  the  contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle 
as  required  by  section  218  (a),  the  Commission  may.  in  its  discre- 
tion, make  public  such  of  the  provisions  of   the  contract   as  the 
Commission  considers  necessary  to  disclose  such  failure  and  the 
extent  thereof. 

••■(b)  Said  annual  reports  shall  contain  all  the  required  Infor- 
mation for  the  period  of  twelve  months  ending  on  the  thirty-first 
day  of  E>ecember  in  each  year,  unless  the  Commission  shall  specify 
a  different  date,  and  shall  be  made  out  under  oath  and  filed  with  the 
Commission  at  its  office  in  Washington  within  three  months  after 
the  close  of  the  year  for  which  the  report  Is  made,  unless  additional 
tlnw  be  granted  in  any  case  by  the  Commission.  Such  periodical 
or  speciaJ  reports  as  may  be  required  by  the  Commission  under 
BUbsectlon  (a)  hereof  shall  also  be  under  oath,  whenever  the 
Conunlaslon  so  requires. 

'•'(c)  The  Commission  may  prescribe  for  motor  carriers  the 
classes  of  property  for  which  depreciation  charges  may  properly  be 
Included  under  operating  expenses,  and  the  rate  or  rates  of  deprecia- 
tion which  shall  be  charged  with  respect  to  each  of  such  classes 
of  property,  classifying  the  carriers  as  It  may  deem  proper  for  this 
purpose.  "The  Commission  may.  when  It  deems  necessary,  modify 
the  claases  and  rates  so  prescribed.  When  the  Commission  shall 
have  exercised  Its  authority  under  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this 
BUbsectlon.  motor  carriers  shall  not  charge  to  operating  expenses 
any  depreciation  charges  on  classes  of  prop>erty  other  than  those 
prescribed  by  the  Commission,  or  charge  with  respect  to  any  class 
of  property  a  rate  of  depreciation  other  than  that  prescribed  there- 
for by  the  Commission,  and  no  such  carrier  shall  include  under 
operating  expenses  any  depreciation  charge  In  any  form  whatsoever 
other  than  as  prescribed  by  the  Oommlsslon. 

"*(d)  The  Conunlsslon  may.  in  Its  discretion,  prescribe  the  forms 
of  any  and  all  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda  to  be  kept  by 
motor  carriers,  brokers,  and  lessors.  Including  the  accounts,  rec- 
ords, and  memoranda  of  the  movement  of  traffic,  as  well  as  of  the 
receipts  and  expenditures  of  moneys;  and  It  shall  be  unlawful  for 
such  carriers,  brokers,  and  lessors  to  keep  any  accounts,  records, 
and  memoranda  contrary  to  any  rules,  regulations,  or  orders  of  the 
Commission  with  respect  thereto.  The  Commission  may  Issue  or- 
ders specifying  such  operating,  accoxintlng.  or  financial  papers,  rec- 
ords, books,  blanks,  tickets,  stubs,  correspondence,  or  documents  of 
motor  caniera.  brokers,  or  lessors  as  may  after  a  reasonable  time  be 
destroyed,  and  prescribing  the  length  of  time  the  same  shall  be 
preserved.  The  Commission  or  Its  duly  authorized  special  agents, 
accountants,  or  examiners  shall  at  all  times  have  access  to  and 
authority,  under  its  order,  to  Inspect  and  examine  any  and  all 
lands,  buildings,  or  equipment  of  motor  carriers,  brokers,  and 
lessors;  and  shall  have  authority  to  Inspect  and  copy  any  and  all 
accounts,  books,  records,  memoranda,  correspondence,  and  other 
doctmients  of  such  carriers,  brokers,  and  lessors,  and  such  accounts, 
books,  records,  memoranda,  correspondence,  and  other  documents 
of  any  person  controlling,  controlled  by,  or  under  conunon  control 
with  any  such  carrier,  as  the  Cbnunlsslon  deems  relevant  to  such 
person's  relation  to  or  transactions  with  such  carrier.  Motor  car- 
riers, brokers,  lessors,  and  persons  shall  submit  their  accounts, 
books,  records,  memoranda,  correspondence,  and  other  documents 


for  the  Inspection  and  copying  authorized  by  this  paragraph,  and 
motor  carriers,  brokers,  and  lessors  shall  submit  their  lands,  buUd- 
ings.  and  equipment  for  examinaUon  and  inspection,  to  any  d\uy 
authorized  special  agent,  accountant,  or  examiner  of  the  Commis- 
sion upon  demand  and  the  display  of  proper  credentials. 

"•(e)  As  used  In  this  section,  the  words  "keep"  and  "kept"  shau 
be  construed  to  mean  made,  prepared,  or  compiled,  as  well  as  re- 
tained; the  term  •lessor"  means  a  lessor  of  any  right  to  operate 
as  a  motor  carrier;  and  the  term  "motor  carrier",  "lMX)ker",  or 
"lessor"  includes  a  receiver  or  trustee  of  any  such  motor  carrier. 
broker,  or  lessor.  .  ,        , 

•*  '(f)  No  report  by  any  motor  carrier  of  any  accident  arising  in 
the  course  of  the  operations  of  such  carrier,  made  pursuant  to  any 
requirement  of  the  Commission,  and  no  report  by  the  Commission 
of  any  inveetlgatlon  of  any  such  accident,  shall  be  admitted  as 
evidence,  or  used  for  any  other  purpose,  in  any  suit  or  action  for 
damages  growing  out  of  any  matter  mentioned  in  siich  report  or 
Investigation.' 

"AKZNDMDrrS  TO  SECTIONS  321  AND  Ml 

"Sec.  25.  (a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  221  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  as  amended  (which  relates  to  the  designation  of  an 
agent  to  receive  service,  and  the  making  of  service).  Is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence  as  follows:  'In  proceedings 
before  the  Commission  Involving  the  lawfulness  of  rates,  fares, 
charges,  classifications,  or  practices,  service  of  notice  upon  an 
attorney  ta  fact  of  a  carrier  who  has  filed  a  tariff  or  schedule  In 
behalf  of  such  carrier  shall  be  deemed  to  be  due  and  sufficient 
service  upon  the  carrier.' 

"(b)  Subsection  (b)  of  such  section  221  (which  relates  to  the 
time  of  taking  effect  of  orders  of  the  Commission  under  part  11) 
Is  amended  by  Inserting  after  the  words  'within  such  reasonable 
time'  a  comma  and  the  following:  "not  less  than  thirty  days,'. 

"(c)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  222  of  such  Act.  as  amended  (which 
Imposes  penalties  for  unlawful  disclosure  of  Information  by  a  spe- 
cial agent  or  examiner).  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"•(d)  Any  special  agent,  accountant,  or  examiner  who  knowingly 
and  willfully  dlviilges  any  fact  or  information  which  may  come  to 
his  knowledge  during  the  coiirsc  of  any  examination  or  Inspection 
made  under  authority  of  section  220,  except  as  he  may  be  directed 
by  the  Commission  or  by  a  covut  or  Judge  thereof,  shall  be  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall  be  subject,  upon  conviction  In  any 
court  of  the  United  States  of  competent  Jurisdiction,  to  a  fine  of 
not  more  than  $500  or  imprisonment  for  not  exceeding  six  months, 
or  both.' 

"(d)  Subsection  (g)  of  such  section  222  (which  Imposes  penalties 
for  failure  or  refxisal  to  make  reports,  keep  accounts,  and  so  forth) 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

"•(g)  Any  motor  carrier,  broker,  or  other  person,  or  any  ofllcer, 
agent,  employee,  or  representative  thereof,  who  shall  willfully  fail 
or  refuse  to  make  a  report  to  the  Conunlsslon  as  required  by  this 
part,  or  to  make  specific  and  full,  true,  and  correct  answer  to  any 
question  within  thirty  days  from  the  time  It  Is  lawfully  required  by 
the  Commission  so  to  do.  or  to  keep  accounts,  records,  and  memo- 
randa In  the  form  and  manner  prescribed  by  the  Conunlsslon,  or 
shall  knowingly  and  willfully  falsify,  destroy,  mutilate,  or  alter 
any  such  report,  account,  record,  or  memorandum,  or  shall  know- 
ingly and  willfully  file  with  the  Conunlsslon  any  false  report,  ac- 
count, record,  or  memorandum,  or  shall  knowingly  and  willfully 
neglect  or  fall  to  make  full,  true,  and  correct  entries  in  such  ac- 
counts, records,  or  memoranda  of  all  facts  and  transactions  apper- 
taining to  the  business  of  the  carrier,  or  person  required  under  this 
part  to  keep  the  same,  or  shall  knowingly  and  willfully  keep  any 
accounts,  records,  or  memoranda  contrary  to  the  rules,  regulations, 
or  orders  of  the  Commission  with  respect  thereto,  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  nUsdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  be  subject  for 
each  offense  to  a  fine  of  not  more  than  (5.000.  As  used  In  this 
subsection,  the  words  "keep"  and  "kept"  shall  be  construed  to  mean 
made,  prepared,  or  compiled,  as  well  as  retained.' 

"NEW   SZCnON  RZLATINO  TO  ALLOWANCES  "TO  SHIFFEXS 

"Sec.  26.  (a)  Part  n  of  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Act.  as  amended. 
Is  amended  by  adding  after  section  224  the  following  new  section: 

"  'ALLOWANCES  TO  SHIPPEIS  FOB  TEANSPOSTATION  SXSVICES 

"  'Sec.  225.  If  the  owner  of  property  transported  under  this  part 
directly  or  indirectly  renders  any  service  connected  with  such  trans- 
portation, or  furnishes  any  In.strumentallty  used  therein,  the  charg* 
and  allowance  therefor  shall  t>e  published  In  tariffs  or  schedules  filed 
In  the  manner  provided  In  this  part  and  shall  be  no  more  thf^n  Is 
Just  and  reasonable;  and  the  Commission  may.  after  hearing  on  a 
complaint  or  on  Its  own  Initiative,  determine  what  Is  a  reasonable 
charge  as  the  maxlmmn  to  be  paid  by  the  carrier  or  carriers  for  the 
services  so  rendered  or  for  the  use  of  the  instrumentality  so  fur- 
nished, and  fix  the  same  by  appropriate  order.' 

"(b)  Sections  225.  226.  and  227  of  such  Act.  as  amended,  are 
amended  by  renumbering  such  sections  as  228.  227.  and  228.  respec- 
tively, and  such  section  renumt>ered  as  228  Is  further  amended  by 
striking  out  '(a)'. 

"INVESTIGATION   OF   NEED  FOE   KECULATTNG   SIZES  AND   WEIGHT   OF  MOTOS 

VEHICLES 

"Sec.  27.  The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Is  authorized  and 
directed  to  expedite  the  Investigation  of  the  need  for  Federal  regu- 
lation of  the  sizes  and  weight  of  motor  vehicles,  authorized  by  sec- 
tion 226  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended,  and  to  report 
to  Congress  thereon  at  the  earliest  practicable  date. 
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"TTTLE  II— REctn-ATiON  OF  Wate«  Cauiebs  IN  Inteestate  and  Pc«- 

XICN    COMMEBCX 
••PA«T  in  OF  INTERSTATE  COMMERCE   ACT 

"See.  201.  The  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended,  is  further 
amended  by  addUig  after  part  II  thereof  the  following  part  III: 

!  "  'Pabt  in 

"  'SHORT  TITLE 

•"Sbc.  301.  This  part,  divided  into  sections  according  to  the 
following  table  of  contents,  may  be  cited  as  part  III  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act:' 

"TABLE   OF   CONTENTS 

-Sec.  301.  Short  title. 

••Sec.  302    Definitions. 

"Sec.  303.  Application  of  provisions;   exemptions. 

••Sec.  304.  General  powprs  and  duties  of  the  Commission. 

••Sec.  305.  Rates,  fares,  charges,  and  practices;  through  routes. 

"Sec.  306.  Tariffs  and  schedules. 

••Sec.  307.  Commission's  authority  over  rates,  and  so  forth. 

"Sec.  308.  Reparation  awards;  limitation  of  actions. 

"Sec.  309.  Certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  and 
permits. 

"Sec.  310.  Dual  operations  under  certificates  and  permlU. 

"Sec.  311.  Temporary  operations. 

■•Sec.  312.  Transfer   of   certificates  and   permlU. 

••Sec.  313.  Accounts,  records,  and  reports. 

"Sec.  314    Allowances   to  shippers  for  transportation  rervlces. 

"Sec.  315.  Notlcee.  orders,  and  service  of  process. 

"Sec.  316    Enforcement  and  procedure. 

"Sec.  317.  Unlawful   acts  and  penalties. 

"Sec.  318.  Collection  of  rates  and  charges. 

••Sec.  319.  Employees. 

"Sec.  320   Repeals. 

••Sec.  321.  Transfer  of  employees,  records,  property,  and  appropria- 
tions. 

■•Sec.  322.  Existing  orders,  rules,  tariffs,  and  so  forth;  pending 
matters. 

"Sec.  323.  Separability  of  provisions. 

"  'OEFINTnONS 

*•  'Sec.  302.  For  the  purposes  of  this  part — 

"'(a)  The  term  "person"  includes  any  individual,  firm,  copart- 
nership, corporation,  company,  association.  Joint  stock  association, 
and  any  trustee,  receiver,  aaslfikee,  or  personal  represenUtlve 
thereof. 

"•(b)  The  term  ••Conunlsslon"  means  the  Interstate  Conunerce 
Commission. 

"  ■  ( c  (  The  term  ••water  carrier"  means  a  common  carrier  by 
water  or  a  contract  carrier  by  water. 

"•(d)  The  term  ••common  carrier  by  water"  means  any  person 
which  holds  Itself  out  to  the  general  public  to  engage  In  the  trans- 
portation by  water  In  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce  of  passengers 
or  property  or  any  class  or  classes  thereof  for  compensation,  except 
transportation  by  water  by  an  express  company  subject  to  part  I 
In  the  conduct  of  Its  express  business,  which  shall  be  considered 
to  be  and  shall  be  regulated  as  transportation  subject  to  part  I. 

"'(e)  The  term  "contract  carrier  by  water"  means  any  person 
which,  under  Individual  contracts  or  agreements,  engages  In  the 
transportation  (other  than  transportation  referred  to  In  paragraph 
(d)  and  the  exception  therein)  by  water  of  passengers  or  property 
in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce  for  compensation.  The  furnish- 
ing for  compensation  (under  a  charter,  lease,  or  other  agree- 
ment) of  a  vessel,  to  a  person  other  than  a  carrier  subject 
to  this  Act,  to  be  used  by  the  person  to  whom  such  vessel  Is 
furnished  in  the  transportation  of  Its  own  property,  shall  l>e  con- 
sidered to  constitute,  as  to  the  vessel  so  furnished,  engaging  Jn 
transportation  for  compensation  by  the  person  furnishing  such 
vessel,  within  the  meaning  of  the  foregoing  definition  of  "contract 
carrier  by  water".  Whenever  the  Comml-sslon.  upon  its  own  mo- 
tion or  upon  application  of  any  interested  party,  determines  that 
the  application  of  the  preceding  sentence  to  any  person  or  class 
of  persons  is  not  necessary  in  order  to  effectuate  the  national 
transportation  policy  declared  In  this  Act.  it  shall  by  order  exempt 
such  person  or  class  of  persons  from  the  provisions  of  this  part 
for  such  period  of  time  as  may  be  specified  In  such  order.  The 
Commission  may  by  order  revoke  any  such  exemption  whenever 
It  shall  find  that  the  application  of  such  sentence  to  the  exempted 
person  or  class  of  persons  Ls  necessary  in  order  to  effectuate  such 
national  transportation  policy.  No  such  exemption  shall  be  denied 
or  revoked   except  after  reasonable  opportunity  for  hearing. 

"'(f)  The  term  ••vessel"  means  any  watercraft  or  other  artificial 
contrivance  of  whatever  description  which  Is  used,  or  Is  capable 
of  being,  or  Is  Intended  to  be.  used  as  a  means  of  transportation 
by  water. 

"•(g)  The  term  '•transportation  facility"  Includes  any  vessel, 
warehouse,  wharf,  pier,  dock,  yard,  grounds,  or  any  other  Instru- 
mentality or  equipment  of  any  kind,  used  In  or  In  connection  with 
transportation  by  water  subject  to  this  part. 

•"(h)  The  term  "transportation"  includes  the  use  of  any  trans- 
portation facility  (Irrespective  of  ownership  or  of  any  contract,  ex- 
press or  Implied,  for  such  use),  and  Includes  any  and  all  services 
In  or  In  connection  with  transportation.  Including  the  receipt, 
delivery,  elevation,  transfer  In  transit,  refrigeration  or  Icing,  venti- 
lation, storage,  and  handling  of  property  transported  or  the  Inter- 
change thereof  with  any  other  agency  of  transportation. 


"•(1)  The  term  "Interstate  or  foreign  transportation**  or  "trans- 
portation In  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce",  as  used  In  this  part, 
means  tran.sportatlon  of  persons  or  property — 

"  •(!)  wholly  bv  water  from  a  place  In  a  State  to  a  place  In  any 
other  State,  whether  or  not  such  transportation  takes  place  wholly 
m  the  United  States; 

•"(2)  partly  by  water  and  partly  by  railroad  or  motor  vehicle, 
from  a  place  in  a  State  to  a  place  in  any  other  State;  except  that 
with  respect  to  such  transport atlon  taking  place  partly  m  the 
Unltfd  States  and  partly  outside  thereof,  such  terms  shall  Include 
transportation  by  railroad  or  motor  vehicle  only  Insofar  as  It  Ukes 
place  within  the  United  States,  and  shall  Include  transportation 
by  water  only  Insofar  as  It  takes  place  from  a  place  in  the  United 
States  to  another  place  in  the  United  States; 

"  (3)  wholly  by  water,  or  partly  by  water  and  partly  by  railroad 
or  motor  vehicle,  from  or  to  a  place  In  the  United  States  to  or  from 
a  place  outside  the  United  States,  but  only  (A)  Insofar  as  such 
transportation  by  rail  or  by  motor  vehicle  takes  place  within  the 
United  States,  and  (B)  In  the  case  of  a  movement  to  a  place  cut- 
side  the  United  States,  only  Insofar  as  such  transportation  by  water 
takes  place  from  any  place  In  the  United  States  to  any  other  place 
therein  prior  to  transshipment  at  a  place  within  the  United  States 
for  movement  to  a  place  outside  thereof,  and.  In  the  case  of  a 
movement  from  a  place  outside  the  United  States,  only  insofar  as 
such  transportation  by  water  takes  place  from  any  place  In  the 
United  States  to  any  other  place  therein  after  transshipment  at  a 
place  within  the  United  States  In  a  movement  from  a  place  outside 
thereof. 

•"(J)  The  term  "United  States"  means  the  States  of  the  United 
States  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

"*(k)  The  term  "State"  means  a  State  of  the  United  States  or 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

•••(1)  The  term  "common  carrier  by  railroad"  means  a  common 
carrier  by  railroad  subject  to  the  provisions  of  part  I. 

"'(m)  The  term  "common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle"  means  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  subject  to  the  provisions  of  part  n. 

••  'APPLICATION    OF    PROVISIONS;     EXEMPTIONS 

'"Sec.  303.  (a)  In  the  case  of  transportation  which  is  subject 
both  to  this  part  and  part  I,  the  provisions  of  part  I  shall  apply 
only  to  the  extent  that  part  I  imposes,  with  respect  to  such  trans- 
portation, requirements  not  imposed  by  the  provisions  of  this  part. 

"  '(b)  Nothing  in  this  part  shall  apply  to  the  transportation  by  a 
water  carrier  of  commodities  In  bulk  when  the  cargo  space  of  the 
vessel  In  which  such  commodities  are  transported  Is  being  used  for 
the  carrying  of  not  more  than  three  such  commodities.  This  sub- 
section shall  apply  only  In  the  case  of  commodities  in  bulk  which 
are  (In  accordance  with  the  existing  custom  of  the  trade  in  the 
handling  and  transportation  of  such  commodities  as  of  June  1. 
1939)  loaded  and  carried  without  wrappers  or  containers  and  re- 
ceived and  delivered  by  the  carrier  without  transp>ortatlon  mark 
or  count.  For  the  purposes  of  this  subsection  two  or  more  vessels 
while  navigated  as  a  unit  shall  be  considered  to  be  a  single  vessel. 
This  subsection  shall  not  apply  to  transportation  subject,  at  the 
time  this  part  takes  effect,  to  the  provisions  of  the  Intercoastal 
Shipping  Act,  1033.  as  amended. 

"•(c)  Nothing  In  this  part  shall  apply  to  transportation  by  a 
contract  carrier  by  water  of  commodities  In  bulk  in  a  non-ocean- 
going vessel  on  a  normal  voyage  during  which  (1)  the  cargo  space 
of  such  vessel  Is  used  for  the  carrying  of  not  more  than  three  such 
commodities,  and  (2)  such  vessel  passes  within  or  through  waters 
which  are  made  International  for  navigation  purposes  by  any  treaty 
to  which  the  United  States  is  a  party. 

"'(d)  Nothing  In  this  part  shall  apply  to  the  transportation  by 
water  of  liquid  cargoes  In  bulk  In  tank  vessels  designed  for  use  ex- 
clusively in  such  service  and  certified  under  regulations  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
4417a  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C,  1934  edition,  Supp.  IV,  title 
46.  sec.  391a). 

"'(e)  It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  Congress  to  ex- 
clude from  the  provisions  of  this  part.  In  addition  to  the  transp>or- 
tatlon  otherwise  excluded  under  this  section,  transportation  by 
contract  carriers  by  water  which,  by  reason  of  the  inherent  nature 
of  the  commodities  transported,  their  requirement  of  special  equip- 
ment, or  their  shipment  In  bulk,  is  not  actually  and  substantially 
competitive  with  transportation  by  any  common  carrier  subject  to 
this  part  or  part  I  or  part  n.  Upon  application  of  a  carrier,  made 
In  such  manner  and  form  as  the  Commission  may  by  regulations 
prescribe,  the  Commission  shall,  subject  to  such  reasonable  condi- 
tions and  limitations  as  the  Commission  may  prescribe,  by  order 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  this  part  such  of  the  transportation 
engaged  In  by  such  carrier  as  It  finds  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
policy  above  declared.  A  carrier  (other  than  a  carrier  subject,  at 
the  time  this  part  takes  effect,  to  the  provisions  of  the  Intercoastal 
Shipping  Act.  1933.  as  amended)  making  such  application  prior  to 
January  1,  1941,  shall  be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  this  part 
until  a  final  determination  has  been  made  upon  such  application  if 
such  carrier  or  a  predecessor  in  Interest  was  in  bona  fide  operation 
as  a  contract  carrier  by  water  on  January  1,  1940.  over  the  route  or 
routes  or  between  the  ports  with  respect  to  which  application  Is 
made  and  has  so  operated  since  that  time  (or.  If  engaged  In  furnish- 
ing seasonal  service  only,  was  In  bona  fide  operation  during  the 
seasonal  period,  prior  to  or  Including  such  date,  for  operations  of 
the  character  In  question)  except.  In  either  event,  for  interrup- 
tions of  service  over  which  such  carrier  or  lU  predecessor  in  Interest 
bad  no  control. 
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•"(f)  Notwithstanding  any  provision  of  thla  section  or  of  section 
302,  the  provisions  of  this  part  shall  not  apply — 

•'  (1)  to  transportaUon  by  water  by  a  carrier  by  railroad  subject 
to  part  I  or  by  a  motor  carrier  subject  to  part  H,  incidental  to  trans- 
portaUon subject  to  such  parts,  in  the  performance  within  terminal 
areas  of  transfer,  collection,  or  delivery  services,  or  in  the  perform- 
ance of  noatage.  car  ferry,  lighterage,  or  towage:  but  such  trans- 
portation shall  be  considered  to  be  transportation  subject  to  part  I 
when  porformed  by  such  carrier  by  raUroad.  and  transportotlon  sub- 
ject to  part  n  when  performed  by  such  motor  carrier. 

"  '(2)  to  truLsportatlon  by  water  by  any  person  (whether  as  agent 
or  under  a  contractual  arrangement )  for  a  common  carrier  by  raU- 
road subject  to  part  I.  an  express  company  subject  to  part  I,  a  motor 
carrier  subject  to  part  U,  or  a  water  carrier  subject  to  this  part.  In 
the  performance  within  terminal  areas  of  transfer,  collection,  or 
delivery  aervices.  or  In  the  performance  of  floatage,  car  ferry,  light- 
erage, or  towage;  but  such  transportation  shall  be  considered  to  be 
performed  by  such  carrier  or  express  company  as  part  of.  and  shall 
be  regulated  In  the  same  manner  as,  the  transportation  by  railroad, 
express,  motor  vehicle,   or  water  to  which  such  services  are   Incl- 

"  -(g)  Except  to  the  extent  that  the  Commission  shaU  from  time 
tn  time  find,  and  by  order  declare,  that  such  application  is  neces- 
sary to  carry  out  the  national  transportation  policy  declared  In  this 
Act  the  provisions  of  this  part  shall  not  apply  ( 1 )  to  transportation 
m  interstate  commerce  by  water  solely  within  the  limits  of  a  single 
harbor  or  between  places  in  contiguous  harbors,  when  such  trans- 
pcrUtlon  is  not  a  part  of  a  continuous  through  movement  under  a 
common  control,  management,  or  arrangement  to  or  from  a  place 
without  the  limits  of  any  such  harbor  or  harbors,  or  (2)  to  trans- 
portaUon by  smaU  craft  of  not  more  than  one  hundred  tons  carry- 
ing capacity  or  not  more  than  one  hundred  indicated  horsepower, 
or  to  vtiaeis  carrying  passengers  only  and  equipped  to  carry  no  more 
than  sUteen  passengers,  or  to  ferries,  or  to  the  movement  by  water 
carriers  of  contractors'  equipment  employed  or  to  be  employed  In 
ccnstrucUon  or  repair  for  such  water  carrier,  or  to  the  operation  oX 
salvors. 

•*'(h)  The  Commission  shall  have  the  power  to  determine,  upon 
iU  own  motion  or  upon  application  of  any  party  in  Interest,  whether 
any  water  carrier  is  engaged  solely  In  tranEportIng  the  property  of  a 
person  which  owns  all  or  substantially  aU  of  the  voting  stock  of 
such  carrier.  Upon  so  finding  the  Ctommlsslon  shall  Issue  a  certifi- 
cate of  exemption  to  such  carrier,  and  such  carrier  shall  not  be  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  this  part  during  the  period  such  certificate  shaU 
remain  In  effect.  At  any  time  after  the  issuance  of  such  certificate 
the  Commission  may  by  order  revoke  such  certificate  If  It  finds  that 
such  carrier  is  no  longer  entitled  to  the  exemption  under  the  fore- 
going provisions  of  this  stibsectlon.  Upon  revocation  of  any  such 
certificate  the  Commission  shall  restore  to  such  carrier,  without 
further  proceedings,  the  authority.  If  any.  to  engage  In  transportation 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  part  held  by  such  carrier  at  the  time 
the  certificate  of  exemption  pertaining  to  such  carrier  became  effec- 
tive. No  certificate  of  exemption  shall  be  denied  and  no  order  of 
revocation  shall  be  Issued,  under  this  subsection,  except  after  rea- 
sonable opportunity  for  hearing. 

•'•(I)  In  the  application  of  the  provisions  of  this  part  to  any 
earrter  owned  of  controlled  by  the  United  States,  no  different 
policy,  rule  of  rate  making,  system  of  accounting,  or  method  of 
determining  costs  of  service,  value  of  property,  or  rate  of  return 
shall  be  applied  than  Is  applied  in  the  case  of  carriers  not  so 
owned  or  controlled. 

"•(J)  Nothing  In  this  part  shall  be  construed  to  Interfere  with 
the  exclusive  exercise  by  each  State  of  the  power  to  regulate  Intra- 
state commerce  by  water  carriers  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  such 

State. 

**  '(k)  Nothing  In  this  part  shall  authorize  the  Commission  to  pn*- 
scrlbe  or  legulate  any  rate.  fare,  or  charge  for  Intrastate  transpor- 
tation, or  lor  any  service  connected  therewith,  for  the  purpose  of 
removing  dlscrlmlnaUon  against   Interstate   commerce  or  for  any 

other  purpose. 

•"  ( 1 )  Whenever  transportation  exempted  under  the  provisions  ox 
subsection  (g),  or  by  order  of  the  Commission  under  subsection 
(e).  becomes  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  part,  the  carrier  may 
continue  to  engage  in  such  transportation  for  a  period  of  one  hun- 
dred and  twenty  days  without  a  certificate  or  permit  covering  such 
transportation,  and.  if  application  for  a  certificate  or  permit  cover- 
ing such  transportation  is  made  to  the  Commission  within  such 
period,  the  Commls-sion  shall,  without  further  proceedings.  Issue 
to  the  carrier  a  «;rtlflcate  or  permit,  whichever  Is  appropriate, 
authorizing  such  transportation  previously  exempted. 

••  'CZNESAL    POWIRS    AND    DTJTIIS    OF    THK    COMMISSION 

"  •Sk.304.  (a>  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  admin- 
ister the  provisions  of  this  part,  and  to  that  end  the  Ctommisslon 
-  shall  have  authority  to  make  and  amend  such  general  or  special 
rules  and  regulations  and  to  Issue  such  orders  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  such  provisions. 

•"(b)  The  Commission  shall  have  authority,  for  purposes  of  the 
administration  of  the  provisions  of  this  part,  to  Inquire  Into  and 
report  on  the  management  of  the  business  of  water  carriers,  and 
to  Inquire  into  and  report  on  the  management  of  the  business  of 
persoi3s  controlling,  controlled  by,  or  tinder  a  common  control  with 
water  carriers,  to  the  extent  that  the  business  of  such  persons  is 
related  to  the  management  of  the  business  of  one  or  more  such 
carriers,  and  the  Comnusslon  shall  keep  Itself  Informed  as  to  the 
manner  and  method  In  which  the  same  are  conducted.  The  Com- 
mission may  obtain  from  such  carriers  and  persons  such  informa- 


tion as  the  Commission  deems  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisloris 
of  this  part;  and  may  transmit  to  Congress  from  time  to  t  me  such 
recommendations  (Including  recommendations  as  to  additional  leg- 
islation) as  the  Commission  may  deem  necessary 

"•(c)  The  Commission  may  establish  from  time  to  time  such 
hjst  and  reasonable  classifications  of  groups  of  carriers  included  in 
the  terms  •common  carrier  by  water",  or  "contract  carrier  by 
water",  as  the  special  nature  of  the  services  performed  by  such 
carriers  shaU  require;  and  such  Just  and  reasonabre  rules  regula- 
tions, and  requirements  consistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  part 
to  be  observed  by  the  carriers  so  classified  or  grouped,  as  the  Com- 
mission, after  hearmg,  finds  necessary  or  desirable  In  the  public 

'"(d)  Whenever  It  shall  appear  from  complaint  made  to  the 
Commission  or  otherwise  that  the  rates,  fares.  regulaUons  or 
practices  of  persons  engaged  in  transportation  by  water  to  or  from 
a  port  or  ports  of  any  foreign  country  in  competition  with  common 
carriers  by  water  or  contract  carriers  by  water,  cause  undue  dU- 
advantage  to  such  carriers  by  reason  of  such  competition  the  Com- 
mission may  relieve  such  carriers  from  the  provisions  of  this  part 
to  such  extent,  and  for  such  time,  and  In  such  manner  as  in  .ts 
Judgment  may  be  necessary  to  avoid  or  lessen  such  undue  dlsad- 
vamage.  consistently  with  the  public  interest  and  the  national 
transportation  policy  declared  in  this  Act. 

•"(e)  Upon  complaint  In  writing  to  the  Commission  by  any 
person  or  upon  its  own  mitiative  without  complaint,  the  Com- 
mission may  Investigate  whether  any  water  carrier  has  faUed  to 
comply  with  any  provision  of  this  part  or  with  any  requirement 
established  pursuant  thereto,  and  If.  after  notice  of  and  hearing 
upon  any  such  Investigation,  the  Commission  finds  that  any  such 
carrier  has  failed  to  comply  with  any  such  provision  or  require- 
ment It  shall  issue  an  appropriate  order  to  compel  such  carrier  to 
comply  therewith.  Whenever  the  Commission  is  of  opinion  that 
any  complaint  does  not  state  reasoiieble  grounds  for  action  on  lU 
part.  It  may  dismiss  such  complaint^ 

"  *mATlS,    FAKES,    CHARGES,     AND    PRACTICES;     THROUGH    ROUTES 

"  'Sec.  305.  (a)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  common  carrier  by 
water  with  respect  to  transportaUon  subject  to  this  part  which  It 
undertakes  or  holds  Itself  out  to  perform,  or  which  It  is  required 
by  or  under  authority  of  this  part  to  perform,  to  provide  and 
fxunish  such  transportation  upon  reasonable  request  therefor,  and 
to  establish,  observe,  and  enforce  Just  and  reasonable  rates,  fares, 
charges,  and  classifications,  and  Just  and  reasonable  regulation* 
and  practices,  relating  thereto  and  to  the  Issuance,  form,  and  sub- 
stance of  tickets,  receipts.  bUls  of  lading,  and  manifests,  the  manner 
and  method  of  presenttog.  marking,  packing,  and  delivering  prop- 
erty for  transportation,  the  carrying  of  personal,  sample,  and  excess 
baggage,  the  facilities  for  transportation,  and  all  other  matters 
relatmg  to  or  connected  with  such  transportation  In  Interstate  or 
foreign  commerce.  All  charges  made  for  any  service  rendered  or 
to  be  rendered  In  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  property.  a« 
aforesaid,  or  in  connection  therewith,  shall  be  Just  and  reasonable, 
and  every  unjust  and  imreasonable  charge  for  such  service  or  any 
part  thereof  is  prohibited  and  declared  to  be  unlawftil. 

'"(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  common  carriers  by  water  to  estab- 
lish reasonable  through  routes  with  other  such  carriers  and  with 
common  carriers  by  railroad,  for  the  transporUtlon  of  persons  or 
property,  and  Just  and  reasonable  rates,  fares,  charges,  and  classifi- 
cations applicable  thereto,  and  to  provide  reasonable  facilities  for 
operating  such  through  routes,  and  to  make  reasonable  rules  and 
regulations  with  respect  to  their  operation  and  providing  for  rea- 
sonable compensation  to  those  entitled  thereto.  Conunon  carriers 
by  water  may  establish  reasonable  throtigh  routes  and  rates,  fares. 
Charges,  and  cJassiflcatlons  applicable  thereto  with  common  carriers 
by  motor  vehicle.  In  the  case  of  Joint  rates,  fares,  or  charges  It 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  carriers  parties  thereto  to  establish  Just, 
reasonable,  and  equitable  divisions  thereof,  which  shall  not  unduly 
prefer  or  prejudice  any  of  such  carriers. 

"  (c)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  common  carrier  by  water  to 
make.  give,  or  cause  any  undue  or  unreasonable  preference  or  ad- 
vantage to  any  particular  person,  port,  port  district,  gateway,  transit 
point,  locality,  region,  district,  territory,  or  description  of  traffic  in 
any  respect  whatsoever;  or  to  subject  any  particular  person,  port, 
port  district,  gateway,  transit  point,  locality,  region,  district,  terri- 
tory, or  description  of  traffic  to  any  unjust  dit-cnmlnation  or  any 
undue  or  unrea.sonable  prejudice  or  disadvantage  In  any  respect 
Whatsoever:  Provided,  That  this  subsection  shall  not  be  construed 
to  apply  to  discriminations,  prejudice,  or  disadvantage  to  the  traffic 
of  any  other  carrier  of  whatever  description.  Differences  In  the 
classifications,  rates,  fares,  charges,  rules,  regulations,  and  practice* 
of  a  water  carrier  In  respect  of  water  transportation  from  those  In 
effect  by  a  rail  carrier  with  respect  to  rail  uansportatlon  shall  not 
be  deemed  to  constitute  imjust  dlscrlmlnaUon,  prejudice,  or  dis- 
advantage, or  an  tmfair  or  destructive  competitive  pracUce,  within 
the  meaning  of  any  provision  of  this  Act. 

"•(d)  All  conunon  carriers  by  water  shall,  according  to  their  re- 
spective powers,  afford  all  reasonable,  proper,  and  equal  facilities  for 
the  Interchange  of  traffic  between  their  respective  lines  and  con- 
necting lines,  and  for  the  receiving,  forwarding,  and  delivering  of 
passengers  or  property  to  and  from  connecting  lines:  and  shall  not 
discriminate  In  their  rates,  fares,  and  charges  between  connecting 
lines,  or  unduly  prejudice  any  connecting  line  in  the  distribution 
of  trafflc  that  is  not  specifically  routed  by  the  shipper.  As  used 
in  this  subsection  the  term  "connecting  line"  means  the  connecting 
line  of  any  common  carrier  by  water  or  any  common  carrier  subject 
to  part  I. 
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•"Sbc.  30<J.  fa)  Every  common  carrier  by  water  shall  file  with 
the  Commission,  and  print,  and  keep  open  to  public  Inspection 
tariffs  showing  all  rates,  fares,  charges,  classifications,  rules,  regu- 
lations, and  practices  for  the  transportation  In  Interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  of  paasengers  and  propierty  between  places  on  its  own 
route,  and  between  such  places  and  places  on  the  route  of  any  other 
such  carrier  or  on  the  route  of  any  common  carrier  by  railroad  or 
by  motor  vehicle,  when  a  through  route  and  joint  rate  shall  have 
been  established.  Such  tariffs  shall  plainly  sUte  the  places  between 
which  property  or  passengers  will  be  carried,  the  classification  of 
property  or  passengers  and.  separately,  all  terminal  charges,  or 
other  charges  which  the  Commission  shall  require  to  be  so  stated, 
all  privileges  or  facilities  granted  or  allowed,  and  any  rules  or 
regulations  which  in  anywise  change,  affect,  or  determine  any  part 
or  the  aggregate  of  such  rates,  fares,  or  charges,  or  the  value  of  the 
service  rendered  to  the  passenger,  shipper,  or  consignee. 

"'(b)  All  charges  of  common  carriers  by  water  shall  be  stated 
in  lawful  money  of  the  United  States.  The  Commission  shall  by 
regulations  prescribe  the  form  and  manner  In  which  the  tariffs 
required  by  this  section  shall  t)e  published,  filed,  and  posted;  and 
the  Commission  Is  authorized  to  reject  any  tariff  filed  with  It  which 
is  not  in  accordance  with  this  section  and  with  such  regulations. 
Any  tariff  so  rejected  by  the  Commission  shall  be  void  and  Its  use 
shall  be  unlawful. 

"•(c)  No  common  carrier  by  water  shall  charge  or  demand  or 
collect  or  receive  a  greater  or  less  or  different  compensation  for 
transportation  subject  to  this  part  or  for  any  service  In  connection 
therewith  than  the  rates,  fares,  or  charges  specified  for  such  trans- 
portation or  such  service  In  the  tariffs  lawfully  in  effect:  and  no 
such  carrier  shall  refund  or  remit  in  any  manner  or  by  any  device 
any  portion  of  the  rates,  fares,  or  charges  so  specified,  or  extend 
to  any  person  any  privileges  or  facilities  for  transportation  affecting 
the  value  thereof  except  such  as  are  specified  In  Its  tariff :  Provided, 
That  the  provisions  of  sections  1(7)  and  22  of  part  I  (which  relate 
to  transportation  free  and  at  reduced  rates),  together  with  such 
other  provisions  of  such  part  (including  penalties)  as  may  be  neces- 
sary for  the  enforcement  of  such  provisions,  shall  apply  to  common 
carriers  by  water. 

•"(d)  No  common  carrier  by  water,  unless  otherwise  provided 
by  this  part,  shall  engage  in  transportation  subject  to  this  part 
unless  the  rates,  fares,  and  charges  upon  which  the  same  are 
transported  by  said  carrier  have  been  filed  and  published  In  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  this  part.  No  change  shall  be  made 
In  any  rate.  fare,  charge,  classification,  regulation,  or  practice 
specified  In  any  effective  tariff  of  a  common  carrier  by  water  except 
after  thirty  days'  notice  of  the  proposed  change  filed  and  posted  In 
accordance  with  this  section  Such  notice  shall  plainly  sUte  the 
change  proposed  to  be  made  and  the  time  when  such  change  will 
take  effect  The  Commission  may.  in  lU  discretion  and  for  good 
cause  shown,  allow  changes  upon  notice  less  than  that  herein 
specified,  or  modify  the  requirements  of  this  section,  either  in 
particular  Instances  or  by  general  order  applicable  to  special  cir- 
cumstances or  conditions. 

"'(e)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  contract  carrier  by  water  to 
establish  md  observe  reasonable  minimum  rates  and  charges  for 
any  service  rendered  or  to  be  rendered  In  the  transportation  of 
passengers  or  property  or  In  connection  therewith  and  to  establish 
and  observe  reasonable  regulations,  and  practices  to  l)e  applied  In 
connection  with  said  reasonable  minimum  rates  and  charges.  It 
shall  be  the  duty  of  every  contract  carrier  by  water  to  file  with 
the  Commission,  post,  and  keep  open  for  public  Inspection.  In  ac- 
cordance with  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Commission  shall 
prescribe,  schedules  of  mlnimtmi  rates  or  charges  actually  main- 
tained and  charged  for  Interstate  and  foreign  transportation  to 
which  It  Is  a  party,  and  any  rule,  regulation,  or  practice  affecting 
such  charges  and  the  value  of  the  service  thereunder.  No  contract 
carrier  by  water,  unless  otherwise  provided  by  this  part,  shall  engage 
In  transportation  subject  to  this  part  unless  the  minimum  rates  or 
charges  actually  maintained  and  charged  have  been  published,  filed. 

and  posted  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  part.  No  new 
rate  or  charge  shall  be  established  and  no  reduction  shall  l>e  made 
In  any  rate  or  charge,  either  directly  or  by  means  of  any  change 
in  any  rule,  regulation,  or  practice  affecting  such  rate  or  charge, 
or  the  value  of  service  thereunder,  except  after  thirty  days'  notice 
of  the  proposed  new  rate  or  charge,  or  of  the  proposed  change,  filed 
In  accordance  with  this  section.  The  Commission  may.  In  Its 
discretion  and  for  good  cause  shown,  allow  the  establishment  of  any 
such  new  rate  or  charge,  or  any  such  change,  upon  notice  less  than 
herein  specified,  or  modify  the  requirement  of  this  section  with 
respect  to  posting  and  filing  of  such  schedules,  either  in  particular 
instances  or  by  general  order  applicable  to  special  or  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances or  conditions.  Such  notice  shall  plainly  state  the  new 
rate  or  charge,  or  the  change  proposed  to  be  made,  and  the  time 
when  It  will  take  effect.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  such  carrier 
to  transport  pa-ssengers  or  property  or  to  furnish  facilities  or  services 
In  connection  therewith  for  a  less  compensation,  either  directly  or 
by  means  of  a  change  In  the  terms  and  conditions  of  any  contract, 
charter,  agreement,  or  undertaking,  than  the  rates  or  charges  so 
filed  with  the  Commission:  Provided.  That  the  Commission,  in  Its 
discretion  and  for  good  cause  shown,  either  upon  application  of  any 
such  carrier  or  carriers,  or  any  class  or  group  thereof,  or  upon  Its 
own  Inltialh'e  may.  after  hearing,  grant  relief  from  the  provisions 
of  this  subsection  to  such  extent,  and  for  such  time,  and  In  such 
manner  as.  In  Its  Judgment,  is  consistent  with  the  public  interest 
and  the  national  transp>ortation  policy  declared  in  this  Act. 


"  'commission's  ATTTHORrrT  OVTR  KATES,  AND  SO  FORTH 
"  'Sec.  307.  (a)  Any  person  may  make  complaint  in  writing  to  the 
Commission  that  any  individual  or  Joint  rate.  fare,  charge,  classifica- 
tion, regulation,  or  practice  of  any  common  carrier  by  water  or  any 
contract  carrier  by  water  Is  or  will  be  In  violation  of  this  part. 
Every  complaint  shall  state  fully  the  facts  complained  of  and  the 
reasons  for  such  complaint  and  shall  be  made  under  oath. 

"•(b)  Whenever,  after  hearing,  upon  complaint  or  In  an  In- 
vestigation on  Its  own  Initiative,  the  Commission  shall  be  of 
opinion  that  any  Individual  or  joint  rate,  fare,  or  charge  de- 
manded, charged,  or  collected  by  any  common  carrier  or  carrier* 
by  water  for  transportation  subject  to  this  part,  or  any  regulation, 
practice,  or  classification  of  such  carrier  or  carriers  relating  to  such 
transportation.  Is  or  will  be  unjust  or  unreasonable,  or  unjustly 
discriminatory,  or  unduly  preferential  or  prejudicial,  or  otherwise 
In  violation  of  any  provision  of  this  part.  It  may  determine  and 
prescribe  the  lawful  rate,  fare,  or  charge  or  the  maximum  or 
minimum,  or  maximum  and  minimum  rate,  fare,  or  charge  there- 
after to  be  observed,  or  the  lawful  regulation,  practice,  or  classifica- 
tion thereafter  to  be  made  effective. 

"  '(c)  In  any  proceeding  to  determine  the  Justness  or  reasonable- 
ness of  any  rate,  fare,  or  charge  of  any  common  carrier  by  water 
there  shall  not  be  taken  Into  consideration  or  allowed  as  evidence 
or  elements  of  value  of  the  property  of  such  carrier  either  good- 
will, earning  power,  or  the  certificate  under  which  such  carrier  Is 
operating:  and  In  applying  for  and  receiving  a  certificate  under 
this  part  any  such  carrier  shall  be  deemed  to  have  agreed  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subsection  on  Its  own  behalf  and  on  behalf  of 
all  transferees  of  such  certificate. 

"■(d)  The  Commission  may.  and  it  shall  whenever  deemed  by  It 
to  be  necessary  or  desirable  In  the  public  Interest,  after  full  hear- 
ing upon  complaint  or  upon  Its  own  Initiative  without  a  com- 
plaint, establish  through  routes,  joint  classifications,  and  joint 
rates,  fares,  or  charges,  applicable  to  the  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers or  property  by  common  carriers  by  water,  or  by  such  car- 
riers and  carriers  by  railroad,  or  the  maxima  or  minima,  or  maxima 
and  minima,  to  be  charged,  and  the  divisions  of  such  rates,  fares. 
or  charges  as  hereinafter  provided,  and  the  terms  and  conditions 
under  which  such  through  routes  shall  be  operated.  In  the  case 
of  a  through  route,  where  one  of  the  carriers  Is  a  common  carrier 
by  water,  the  Commission  shall  prescribe  such  reasonable  differ- 
entials as  It  may  find  to  be  Justified  between  all-rail  rates  and  the 
joint  rates  In  connection  with  such  common  carrier  by  water 
The  Commission  shall  not.  however,  esUbllsh  any  through  route, 
classification,  or  practice,  or  any  rate,  fare,  or  charge,  between 
street  electric  passenger  railways  not  engaged  In  the  general 
business  of  transporting  freight  In  addition  to  their  passenger  and 
express  business,  and  common  carriers  by  water.  If  any  tariff  or 
schedule  canceling  any  through  route  or  Joint  rate,  fare,  charge, 
or  classification,  without  the  consent  of  all  carrlerti  parties  thereto 
or  authorization  by  the  Commission,  is  suspended  by  the  Com- 
mission for  Investigation,  the  burden  of  proof  shall  be  upon  the 
carrier  or  carriers  proposing  such  cancelation  to  show  that  It  is 
consistent  with  the  public  Interest,  without  regard  to  the  provi- 
sions of  paragraph  (4)  of  section  15. 

"'(e)  Whenever,  after  hearing  upon  complaint  or  upon  Its  own 
initiative,  the  Commission  Is  of  opinion  that  the  divisions  of  Joint 
rates,  fares,  or  charges,  applicable  to  the  transportation  of  passengers 
or  property  by  common  carriers  by  water,  or  by  such  carriers  and 
common  carriers  by  railroad  or  by  motor  vehicle,  are  or  will  be  im- 
just unreasonable,  inequitable,  or  unduly  preferential  or  prejudicial 
as  lietween  the  carriers  parties  thereto,  the  Commission  Ghall  by 
order  prescribe  the  Just,  reasonable,  and  equitable  divisions  thereof 
to  be  received  by  the  several  carriers.  In  cases  where  the  Joint 
rate,  fare,  or  charge,  was  established  pursuant  to  a  finding  or  order 
of  the  Commission  and  the  divisions  thereof  are  found  by  It  to 
have  been  unjust,  unreasonable,  or  Inequitable,  or  unduly  prefer- 
ential or  prejudicial,  the  Commission  may  also  by  order  determine 
what  (for  the  period  subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the  complaint  or 
petition  or  the  making  of  the  order  of  Investigation)  would  have 
been  the  Just,  reasonable,  and  equitable  divisions  thereof  to  be 
received  by  the  several  carriers,  and  require  adjustment  to  be  made 
In  accordance  therewith.  In  so  prescribing  and  determining  the 
divisions  of  Joint  rates,  fares  and  charges,  the  Commission  shall 
give  due  consideration,  among  other  things,  to  the  efficiency  with 
which  the  carriers  concerned  are  operated,  the  amount  of  revenue 
required  to  pay  their  respective  operating  expenses,  taxes,  and  a 
fair  return  on  their  property  held  for  and  used  In  the  service  of 
transportation,  and  the  Importance  to  the  public  of  the  trans- 
portation services  of  such  carriers  and  also  whether  any  particular 
participating  carrier  Is  an  originating,  intermediate,  or  delivering 
line,  and  any  other  fact  or  circumstance  which  would  ordinarily, 
without  regard  to  the  mileage  haul,  entitle  one  carrier  to  a  greater 
or  less  proportion  than  another  carrier  of  the  Joint  rate,  fare,  or 
charge. 

"'(f)  In  the  exercise  of  Its  power  to  prescribe  Just  and  reason- 
able rates,  fares,  and  charges  of  common  carriers  by  water,  and 
classifications,  regulations,  and  practices  relating  thereto,  the  Com- 
mission shall  give  due  consideration,  among  other  factors,  to  the 
effect  of  rates  upon  the  movement  of  trafflc  by  the  carrier  or  car- 
riers for  which  the  rates  are  prescribed:  to  the  need,  in  the  public 
interest,  of  adequate  and  efficient  water  transportation  service  at 
the  lowest  cost  consistent  with  the  furnishing  of  such  8er\ice;  and 
to  the  need  of  revenues  sufficient  to  enable  water  carriers,  under 
honest,  economical,  and  efficient  management,  to  provide  such 
service. 
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"UZ)  Wher.PTCT  there  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission  any 
•chedule   (except  a  achedule  referred  to  In  section  322)    "tatlng  a 
new  rate    fare,  charge,  classification,  regulation,  or  practice  lor  the 
interstate  or  foreign  transportation  cf  passengers  or  property  by  a 
common  carrier  or  carriers   by   water,   the  Commission   may   upon 
protest  of  interested  parties  or  upon  its  own  Initiative  at  once.  and. 
1?  It  so  orders,  without  answer  or  other  formal  pleading  by  such 
carrier  or  carriers,  but  upon  reasonable  notice,  enter  upon  an  in- 
VWtlgatlon   concerning    the   lawfulness   of    such    rate.    fare,    charge. 
dMBtflcatlon.  regulation,  or  practice,  and  pending  such  hearing  and 
the  deci.slon  thereon,  the  Commission,  by  filing  with  such  schedule 
and  delivering  to  the  carrier  or  carriers  affected  thereby  a  statement 
In  writing  of  its  reasons  for  such  suspension,  may  from  time  to  time 
■vupend  the  operation  of  such  schedule  and  defer  the  use  of  such 
rate  fare,  charge,  classification,  regulation,  or  practice,  but  not  for 
a  longer  period  than  seven  months  beyond  the  time  when  It  would 
otherwise    go    into    effect:    and    after    hearing,    whether    completed 
before   or  after  the  rat«,  fare,  charge,  claaslflcatlon,  regulation,  or 
practice  goes  into  effect,  the  Commission  may  make  such  order  with 
reference  thereto,   as  would  be  proper  In  a  proceeding  instituted 
after  such  rate.  fare,  charge,  classification,  regulation,  or  practice 
bad  become  effective.     If  the  proceeding  shall  not  have  been  con- 
cluded  and  an   order  made   within   the   period  of   suspension,   the 
proposed  rale    fare,  charge,  classification,  regtilatlon.  or  practice 
•hall  ^o  Into  effect  at  the  end  of  such  period:  Provided,  however. 
That   this  subMctlon  ahaU  not  apply  to  any  Initial   schedule  filed 
prior  to  October  1.  1941.  by  any  such  carrier  (other  than  a  carrier 
■tibject.  at  the  time  this  part  takes  effect,  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Intercoastal  Shipping  Act,  1933.  aa  amended,  or  the  Shipping  Act. 
1816,  as  amended)  Insofar  as  such  schedule  names  rates  on  traffic, 
or  for  services  connected  therewith,  as  to  which  such  carrier  was 
In  Liona  fide  operation  on  January  1,  1940.    At  any  hearing  Involving 
a  change  in  a  rate.  fare,  charge,  cr  classification,  or  in  a  rule,  regu- 
lation, or  practice,  the  burden  of  proof  shall  be  upon  the  carrier  to 
abow  that  the  proposed  changed  rate,  fare,  charge,  classification, 
rule,  regulation,  or  practice  Is  Just  and  reasonable. 

"•(h)  Whenever,  after  hearing,  upon  complaint  or  its  own  Ini- 
tiative, the  Commission  finds  that  any  minimum  rate  or  charge  cf 
any  contract  carrier  by  water,  or  any  rule,  regulation,  or  practice  of 
any  such  carrier  affecting  such  minimum  rate  or  charge,  or  the 
▼olue  of  tie  service  thereunder,  contravenes  the  national  trans- 
portation policy  declareo  in  this  act.  or  Is  in  contravention  of  any 
provision  of  this  part,  the  Commission  may  prescribe  such  Just  and 
reaaonable  minimum  rate  or  charge,  or  such  rule,  regulation,  or 
practice  as  in  its  Judgment  may  be  necessary  or  desirable  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  promote  such  policy  and  will  not  be  in 
contravention  of  any  prevision  of  this  part.  Such  minimum  rate 
or  charge,  or  such  rule,  regulation,  cr  practice,  so  prescribed  by  the 
Cumml83ion.  shtUl  give  no  advantage  or  preference  to  any  such 
carrier  In  conipetltlon  with  any  conunon  carrier  by  water  subject  to 
this  part,  which  the  Comml.^sion  may  find  to  be  undue  or  incon- 
sistent with  the  public  interest  and  the  national  transportation 
policy  declared  In  this  act,  and  the  Commission  shall  give  due 
consideration  to  the  cost  of  the  services  rendered  by  such  carriers, 
and  to  the  effect  of  such  minimum  rate  or  charge,  or  such  rule, 
regulation,  or  practice,  upon  the  movement  of  traffic  by  such  car- 
riers All  complaints  shall  state  fully  the  facts  complained  of  and 
the  reasons  for  such  complaint  and  shall  be  n^ide  under  oath. 

"•(i)  Wlienever  there  shall  t>e  filed  with  the  Commission  by  any 
•uch  contract  carrier  any  schedule  (except  a  schedule  referred  to  in 
^  •ection  322)  stating  a  charge  for  a  new  service  or  a  reduced  charge, 
directly  or  by  meaiis  of  any  rvile.  regulation,  or  practice,  for  trans- 
portation In  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  the  Commission  may 
upon  complaint  of  Interested  parties  or  upon  its  own  initiative  at 
once  and.  if  it  so  orders,  without  answer  or  other  formal  pleading 
by  the  interested  party,  but  upon  reasonable  notice,  enter  upon  a 
hearing  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  such  charge,  or  sixch  rule, 
regu:atlon.  or  practice,  and  pending  such  hearing  and  the  decision 
thereon  the  Commifslon.  by  filing  with  such  schedule  and  delivering 
to  the  carrier  affected  thereby  a  statement  In  writing  of  its  reasons 
for  such  suspension,  may  from  time  to  time  suspend  the  operation 
of  such  schedule  and  defer  the  use  of  such  charge,  or  such  rule, 
regulation,  or  practice,  but  not  for  a  longer  period  than  seven 
months  beyond  the  time  when  It  would  otherwise  go  Into  effect;  and 
after  hearing,  whether  completed  before  or  after  the  charge,  or  ru!e, 
regulation,  cr  practice  goes  into  effect,  the  Commission  may  make 
Buch  order  with  reference  thereto  as  would  be  proper  In  a  proceed- 
ing instituted  after  it  had  become  effective.  If  the  proceeding  has 
not  been  concluded  and  an  order  made  within  the  pieriod  of  sus- 
pension, the  proposed  change  in  any  charge  or  rule,  regulation,  or 
practice  shall  go  Into  effect  at  the  end  of  such  j>eriod:  Provided. 
That  this  subsection  shall  not  apply  to  any  Initial  schedule  fil?d 
prior  to  October  1.  1941.  by  any  such  carrier  (Other  than  a  carrier 
subject,  at  the  time  this  part  takes  effect,  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Intercoastal  Shipping  Act,  1933.  as  amended,  or  the  Shipping  Act. 
1916.  as  amended  i  insofar  as  sxich  schedule  names  charges  on  traffic. 
or  for  services  connected  therewith,  as  to  which  such  carrier  was  In 
bona  fide  operation  on  January  1.  1940.  The  rule  as  to  btirden  of 
proof  specified  in  subsection  <g)  of  this  section  shall  apply  to  this 
•abaecUon. 

"  'RXPAaATION    AWAXOS;     LURTATION    OF    ACTIONS 

'•  •8BC.  308.  (a)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  the  term  "carrier** 
■Mans  a  water  carrier  engaged  In  transportation  subject  to  this  part 
(1>  l»y  way  of  tiie  Panama  Canal,  or  (2)  as  a  common  carrier  by 
water  on  the  high  seas  or  the  Great  Lakes  on  regular  routes  from 
port  to  port. 


"•(b)  In  case  any  carrier  shaU  do,  cause  to  be  done,  or  permit 
to  be  done  any  act.  matter,  or  thing  in  this  part  prohibited  or 
declared  to  be  unlawful,  or  shall  omit  to  do  any  act,  matter,  or  thing 
m  this  Dort  required  to  be  done,  such  carrier  shaU  be  liable  to  the 
person  or  peraons  injured  thereby  for  the  full  amount  of  damages 
sustained  in  consequence  of  any  such  violation,  together  with  a  rea- 
sonable counsel  or  attorney's  fee.  to  be  fixed  by  the  ^^^  »°  «\«'7 
case  of  recovery,  which  attorney's  fee  shall  be  taxed  and  collected  as 
part  of  the  costs  m  the  case. 

"•(c)  Any  person  or  persons  claiming  to  be  damaged  by  any 
(5arrler  may  either  make  complaint  to  the  (Commission  or  may  bring 
suit  m  his  or  their  own  behalf  for  the  recovery  of  the  damages  for 
which  such  carrier  may  be  liable  under  the  provisions  of  subsection 
(b)  in  any  district  coxirt  of  the  United  States  of  competent  Juris- 
diction; but  such  person  or  persons  shall  not  have  the  right  to 
ptirsue  both  of  said  remedies.  . 

"•(d)  If  after  hearing  on  a  complaint,  the  Commission  snau 
determine  that  any  partv  complainant  is  entitled  to  an  award  of 
damages  under  the  provisions  of  this  part  for  a  violation  thereof 
by  any  carrier,  the  Commission  shall  make  an  order  directing  the 
carrier  to  pay  to  the  complainant  the  stim  to  which  he  Is  entitled 
on  or  before  a  day  named.  ^       „       »w     „„„ 

"•(e)  If  such  carrier  does  not  comply  with  an  order  for  tne  pay- 
ment of  money  within  the  time  limit  In  such  order,  the  complain- 
ant or  any  person  for  whose  benefit  such  order  was  made,  may  nie 
with  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  In 
which  he  or  it  resides  or  In  which  is  located  the  principal  operat- 
ing office  of  such  carrier  or  In  which  Is  located  any  port  of  call 
on  a  route  operated  by  such  carrier,  or  In  any  State  court  of  gen- 
eral Jurisdiction  having  Jurisdiction  of  the  parties,  a  complaint  set- 
ting forth  briefly  the  causes  for  which  he  claims  damages,  and  the 
order  of  the  Commission  in  the  premises.  Such  suit  In  the  district 
court  of  the  United  States  shall  proceed  In  all  respects  like  other 
civil  suits  for  damages,  except  that  on  the  trial  of  such  suit  the 
findings  and  order  of  the  Commission  shall  be  prima  fade  evidence 
of  the  facts  therein  stated,  and  except  that  the  plaintiff  shall  not 
be  liable  for  coats  in  the  district  court  nor  for  costs  at  any  sub- 
sequent stage  ol  the  proceedings  tmless  they  accrue  upon  his  appeal. 
If  the  plaintiff  shall  finally  prevail  he  shall  be  allowed  a  reason- 
able attorney's  fee.  to  be  taxed  and  collected  as  a  part  of  the  costs 
of  the  suit. 

•••(f)  (1)  All  complaints  against  carriers  for  the  recovery  of  dam- 
ages or  overcharges  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  three 
years  from  the  time  the  cause  of  action  accrues,  and  not  after. 

•••(2)  The  cause  of  action  In  respect  of  a  shipment  of  property 
shall,  for  the  purpoees  of  this  section,  be  deemed  to  accrue  upon 
delivery  or  tender  of  delivery  thereof  by  the  carrier  and  not  after. 

•"(3)  A  complaint  for  the  enforcement  of  an  order  of  the  Com- 
mission for  the  payment  of  money  shall  be  filed  In  the  district 
court  or  the  State  court  within  one  year  from  the  date  of  the 
order,  and  not  after. 

'•'(4)  The  term  •'overcharges"  as  used  In  this  section  means 
charges  for  transportation  services  In  excess  cf  those  applicable 
thereto  under  the  tariffs  lawfully  on  file  with  the  Commission. 

•••(5)  The  provisions  of  this  subsection  (f)  shall  take  effect  six 
months  after  this  section  becomes  effective  and  extend  to  and 
embrace  cases  In  which  the  cause  of  action  has  heretofore  accrued. 
••'(g)  In  such  suits  all  parties  In  whose  favor  the  Commission 
may  have  made  an  award  of  damages  by  a  single  order  may  be 
Joined  as  plaintiffs,  and  all  of  the  carriers  parties  to  such  order 
awarding  such  damages  may  be  Joined  as  defendants,  and  such  suit 
may  be  maintained  by  such  Joint  plaintiffs  and  against  such  Joint 
defendants  In  any  district  where  any  cne  of  such  Joint  plaintiffs 
could  maintain  such  suit  against  any  one  of  such  Joint  defendants; 
and  service  of  process  against  any  one  of  such  defendants  as  may 
not  be  found  in  the  district  where  the  suit  is  brought  may  be  made 
In  any  district  where  such  defendant  has  his  or  its  principal  op- 
erating office.  In  case  of  such  Joint  suit  the  recovery,  if  any.  may 
be  by  Judgment  In  favor  of  any  one  of  such  plaintiffs,  against  the 
defendant  found  to  be  liable  to  such  plaintiff. 
"  •caanncA-rEs  or  pxjelic  convinienc*  akd  KxcBssrrr  ajto  PESMrrs 

•• 'Src  309  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  section  and 
section  311.  no  common  carrier  by  water  shall  engage  In  transporta- 
tion subject  to  this  part  unless  It  holds  a  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience and  necessity  Issued  by  the  Commission:  Provided.  hoto~ 
ever.  That,  subject  to  section  310.  If  any  such  carrier  or  a  predeces- 
sor in  interest  was  in  bona  fide  operation  as  a  common  carrier  by 
water  on  January  1,  1940.  over  the  route  or  routes  or  between  the 
ports  with  respect  to  which  application  is  made  and  has  so  operated 
since  that  time  (or.  If  engaged  In  furnishing  seasonal  service  only, 
was  In  bona  fide  operation  during  the  seasonal  period,  prior  to  or 
Including  such  date,  for  operations  of  the  character  In  question) 
except,  in  either  event,  as  to  Interruptions  of  service  over  which 
the  applicant  or  its  predecessor  In  Interest  had  no  control,  the 
Commission  shall  Issue  such  certificate  without  requiring  further 
proof  that  public  convenience  and  necessity  will  be  served  by  such 
operation,  and  without  further  proceedings,  If  application  for  such 
certificate  Is  made  to  the  Commission  as  provided  In  subsection 
(b)  ol  this  section  and  prior  to  the  expiration  of  one  hundred  and 
twenty  days  after  this  section  takes  effect.  Pending  the  determina- 
tion of  any  such  application,  the  continuance  of  stich  operation 
shall  be  lawful.  If  the  application  for  such  certificate  Is  not  made 
within  one  hundred  and  twenty  days  after  this  section  takes  effect. 
It  shall  be  decided  In  accordance  with  the  standards  and  procedure 
provided  for  In  suttsectlon  (c).  and  such  certificate  shall  t>e  issued 
or  denied  accordingly.     Any  person,  not  included  within  the  pro* 
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visions  of  the  foregoing  proviso,  who  is  engaged  In  transportation  as 
a  common  carrier  by  water  when  this  secUon  takes  effect  may 
continue  such  operation  for  a  period  of  one  hundred  and  twenty 
davs  thereafter  without  a  certificate,  and.  If  application  for  such 
certificate  Is  made  to  the  Commision  wnthin  such  period,  the  con- 
tinuance of  such  operation  shaU  be  lawful  pending  determination 
of  such  application. 

"  '(b)  Application  for  a  certificate  shall  be  made  In  writing  to  the 
Commission,  be  verified  under  oath,  and  shall  be  In  such  form  and 
contain  such  information  and  be  accompanied  by  proof  of  service 
upon  such  Interested  parties  as  the  Commission  shall,  by  regulations, 
require. 

"  '(c)  Subject  to  section  310.  upon  application  as  provided  In  this 
section  the  Commission  shall  issue  a  certificate  to  any  qualified 
applicant  therefor,  authorizing  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the  opera- 
tions covered  bv  the  application,  if  the  Commission  finds  that  the 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform  the  service  pro- 
posed and  to  conform  to  the  provisions  of  this  part  and  the  require- 
ments, rules,  and  regulations  of  the  Commission  thereunder,  and 
that  the  proposed  service,  to  the  extent  authorized  by  the  certifi- 
cate. Is  or  will  be  required  by  the  present  or  future  public  conven- 
ience and  necessity;  otherwise  such  application  shall  be  denied. 

"  •(d)  Such  certificate  shall  specify  the  route  or  routes  over  which, 
or  the  ports  to  and  from  which,  such  carrier  is  authorized  to  operate, 
and.  at  the  time  of  issuance  and  from  time  to  time  thereafter,  there 
shall  be  attached  to  the  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by  such 
certificate  such  reasonable  terms,  conditions,  and  limitations  as  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity  may  from  time  to  time  require, 
including  terms,  conditions,  and  limitations  as  to  the  extension  of 
the  route  or  routes  of  the  carrier,  and  such  other  terms,  and  con- 
ditions, and  limitations  as  are  necessary  to  carry  out,  with  respect 
to  the  operations  of  the  carrier,  the  requirements  of  this  part  or 
those  established  by  the  Commission  pursuant  thereto:  Provided, 
hotcever.  That  no  terms,  conditions,  or  limitations  shall  restrict  the 
right  of  the  carrier  to  add  to  Its  equipment,  facilities,  or  service 
within  the  scope  of  such  certificate,  as  the  development  of  the  busi- 
ness and  the  demands  of  the  public  shall  require,  or  the  right  of 
the  carrier  to  extend  its  services  over  uncompleted  portions  of  water- 
way projects  now  or  hereafter  authorized  by  Congress,  over  the  com- 
pleted portions  of  which  It  already  operates,  as  soon  as  such  un- 
completed portions  are  op>en  for  navigation. 

"•(e)  No  certificate  issued  under  this  part  shall  confer  any  pro- 
prietary or  exclusive  right  cr  rights  in  the  use  of  public  waterways. 
"*(f)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  In  this  section  and  section 
311.  no  person  shall  engage  in  the  business  of  a  contract  carrier  by 
water  unless  he  cr  it  holds  an  effective  pernUt.  issued  by  the  Com- 
mission authorizing  such  operation:  Prcnided.  That,  subject  to  sec- 
tion 310.  If  any  such  carrier  or  a  predecessor  In  interest  was  in  bona 
fide  operation  as  a  contract  carrier  by  water  on  January  1.  1940. 
over  the  route  or  routes  or  between  the  ports  with  respect  to  which 
application  is  made,  and  has  so  operated  since  that  time  (cr,  11 
engaged  in  furnishing  seasonal  service  only,  was  In  bona  fide  opera- 
tion during  the  leasonal  period,  prior  to  or  Including  such  date,  for 
operations  of  the  character  In  question)  except.  In  either  event,  as 
to  interruptions  of  service  over  which  the  applicant  or  Its  prede- 
cessor in  interest  had  no  control,  the  Commission  shall  Issue  such 
permit  without  further  proceedings.  If  application  for  such  permit 
Is  made  to  the  Commission  as  provided  In  subsection  (g)  of  this 
section  and  prior  to  the  expiration  of  one  hundred  and  twenty  days 
alter  this  section-  takes  effect.  Pending  the  determination  ol  any 
such  application,  the  continuance  of  such  operation  shall  be  lawful. 
If  the  application  for  such  permit  Is  not  made  within  one  hundred 
and  twenty  days  after  this  section  takes  effect.  It  shall  be  decided  In 
accordance  with  the  standards  and  procedure  provided  for  In  sub- 
section (g).  and  such  permit  shall  be  Issued  or  denied  accordingly. 
Any  person,  not  Included  within  the  provision  of  the  foregoing  pro- 
viso, who  la  engaged  in  transportation  as  a  contract  carrier  by  water 
when  this  section  takes  effect  may  continue  such  operation  for  a 
period  of  one  himdred  and  twenty  days  thereafter  without  a  permit, 
and.  if  application  for  such  permit  is  made  to  the  Commission  within 
such  period,  the  continuance  of  such  operation  shall  be  lawful  pend- 
ing the  determination  of  such  application. 

"  "(g)  Application  for  such  permit  shall  be  made  to  the  Commis- 
sion In  writing,  be  verified  under  oath,  and  shall  be  In  such  form 
and  contain  such  Information  and  be  accompanied  by  proof  of 
service  upon  such  Interested  parties  as  the  Commission  shall,  by 
regulations,  require.  Subject  to  section  310.  upon  application  the 
Commission  shall  Issue  such  permit  If  It  finds  that  the  applicant  Is 
fit.  willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform  the  service  pr^iosed  and 
to  conform  to  the  provisions  of  this  part  and  the  requirements, 
rules,  and  regulations  of  the  Commission  thereunder,  and  that  such 
operation  will  be  consistent  with  the  public  interest  and  the  na- 
tional transportation  policy  declared  In  this  act.  The  business  of 
the  carrier  and  the  scopje  thereof  shall  be  specified  In  such  permit 
and  there  shall  be  attached  thereto  at  time  of  Issuance  and  from 
time  to  time  thereafter  such  reasonable  terms,  conditions,  and  limi- 
tations, consistent  with  the  character  of  the  holder  as  a  contract 
carrier  by  water,  as  are  necessary  to  carry  out  the  requirements  of 
this  part  or  those  lawfully  established  by  the  Commission  pursuant 
thereto:  Prcnided.  however.  That  no  terms,  conditions,  or  limita- 
tions shall  restrict  the  right  ol  the  carrier  to  substitute  or  add 
contracts  within  the  scope  of  the  permit,  or  to  add  to  his  equipment, 
facilities,  or  service,  within  the  scope  of  the  permit,  as  the  develrp- 
ment  of  the  business  and  the  demands  of  the  carrier's  patrons  shall 
require. 


"  'DUAL  OPERATIONS  UNDER  CEmnCATXS  AND  PERMTTS 

"  "Sec.  310.  Unless,  for  good  cause  shown,  the  Commission  shall 
find,  or  shall  have  found,  that  both  a  certificate  and  a  permit  may 
be  so  held  consistently  with  the  public  interest  and  with  the  na- 
tional transportation  policy  declared  in  this  act —        . 

"  •(!)  no  person,  or  any  person  controlling,  controlled  by.  or  tinder 
common  control  with  such  person,  shall  hold  a  certificate  aa  a 
common  carrier  by  water  If  such  person,  or  any  such  controlling 
person,  controlled  person,  or  person  under  common  control,  holds  a 
permit  as  a  contract  carrier  by  water;  and 

"  ^(2)  no  person,  or  any  person  controlling,  controlled  by,  or  under 
common  control  with  such  person,  shall  hold  a  permit  as  a  contract 
carrier  by  water  if  «uch  person,  or  any  such  controlling  person, 
controlled  person,  or  person  under  conunon  control,  holds  a  certifl- 
catc  as  a  common  carrier  by  water. 

"  'TEMPORART  OPERATIONS 

"  'Sec.  311.  (a)  To  enable  the  provision  of  service  for  which  there 
is  an  immediate  and  urgent  need  to  a  point  or  points  or  within  a 
territory  having  no  carrier  service  capable  of  meeting  such  need,  the 
Commission  may.  In  Its  discretion  and  without  hearings  or  other 
proceedings,  grant  temporary  authority  for  such  service  by  a  com- 
mon carrier  by  water  or  a  contract  carrier  by  water,  as  the  case 
may  be.  Such  temporary  authority  shall  be  valid  for  such  time  as 
the  Commission  shall  specify  but  not  for  more  than  an  aggregate 
of  one  hundred  and  eighty  days,  and  shall  create  no  presumption 
that  corresponding  permanent  authority  will  be  granted  thereafter. 

"•(b)  Pending  the  determination  ol  an  application  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  this  act  for  approval  of  a  consolidation  or  merger 
of  the  properties  of  two  or  more  water  carriers,  or  of  a  purchase, 
lease,  or  contract  to  operate  the  properties  of  one  or  more  water 
carriers,  the  Commission  may.  for  good  cause  shown,  and  without 
hearings  or  other  proceedings,  grant  temporary  approval,  for  a 
period  not  exceeding  one  hundred  and  eighty  dajrs,  of  operation  of 
the  properties  of  such  carriers  by  water  by  the  person  proposing  to 
acquire  them,  as  aforesaid. 

"  "TRANSFEK    OF    CEBTmCATaS    AND    PEKMITS 

"  'Sbc.  312.  Except  as  provided  in  this  part,  any  such  certificate 
or  permit  may  be  transferred  in  accordance  with  such  regtilations 
as  the  Commission  shall  prescribe  for  the  protection  of  the  public 
interest  and  to  insure  compliance  with  the  provisions  ol  this  part. 

"  •ACCOtJNTS,   RECORDS,  AND  REPORTS 

"  'Sec.  313.  (a)  The  Commission  Is  hereby  authorized  to  require 
annual,  periodical,  or  special  reports  from  water  carriers  and  lessors 
(as  defined  In  this  section),  and  to  prescribe  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  such  reports  shall  be  made,  and  to  require  from  such 
carriers  and  lessors  specific  and  ftill.  true,  and  correct  answers  to 
all  questions  upon  which  the  (Commission  may  deem  Information 
to  be  necessary.  Such  annual  reports  shall  give  an  account  of  the 
affairs  of  the  carrier  or  lessor  in  such  form  and  detail  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Commission.  Said  annual  reports  shall  contain 
all  the  required  Information  for  the  period  of  twelve  months  ending 
on  the  thirty-first  day  of  December  In  each  year,  unless  the  Com- 
mUslon  shall  specify  a  different  date,  and  shall  be  made  out  under 
oath  and  filed  with  the  Commission  at  its  office  in  Washlngfton 
within  three  months  after  the  close  of  the  year  for  which  the  report 
Is  made,  unless  additional  time  be  granted  in  any  case  by  the 
Commission.  Such  periodical  or  special  reports  as  may  be  required 
by  the  Commission  under  this  paragraph  shall  also  be  under  oath 
whenever  the  Commission  so  requires. 

•••(b)  The  Commission  may  also  require  any  such  carrier  to  file 
with  it  a  true  copy  of  any  contract,  charter,  or  agreement  between 
such  carrier  and  any  other  carrier  or  person  In  relation  to  trans- 
portation facilities,  service,  or  traffic  affected  by  the  provisions  of 
this  part.  The  Commission  shall  not,  however,  make  public  any 
contract,  charter,  or  agreement  between  a  contract  carrier  by  v/ater 
and  a  shipper,  or  any  of  the  terms  or  conditions  thereof,  except  as 
a  part  of  the  record  In  a  formal  proceeding  where  It  considers  such 
action  consistent  with  the  public  interest:  Provided.  That  If  It 
appears  from  an  examination  of  any  such  contract  that  It  falls  to 
conform  to  the  published  schedule  of  the  contract  carrier  by  water 
as  required  by  section  308  (e),  the  Commission  may,  in  Its  discre- 
tion, make  public  such  of  the  provisions  of  the  contract  as  the 
Commission  considers  necessary  to  disclose  such  failure  and  th« 
extent  thereof. 

•••(c)  The  Commission  may,  in  Its  discretion,  for  the  ptupose  of 
enabling  it  the  better  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  part,  pre- 
scribe a  uniform  system  of  accounts  applicable  to  any  class  of  water 
carriers,  and  a  period  of  time  within  which  such  class  shall  have 
such  uniform  system  of  accounts,  and  the  manner  in  which  sucn 
accoiuits  shall  be  kept. 

"•(d)  The  Commission  shall,  as  soon  as  practicable,  prescribe  for 
water  carriers  the  classes  of  property  for  which  depreciation  charges 
may  properly  be  Included  under  operating  expenses,  and  the  rate  or 
rates  of  depreciation  which  shall  be  charged  with  respect  to  each 
of  such  classes  of  property,  classifying  the  carriers  as  it  may  deem 
proper  for  this  purpose.  The  Commission  may,  when  it  deems  neces- 
sary, modify  the  classes  and  rates  so  prescribed.  When  the  Com- 
mission shall  have  exercised  Its  authority  under  the  foregoing  pro- 
visions of  this  subsection,  water  carriers  shall  not  charge  to 
operating  expenses  any  depreciation  charges  on  classes  of  property 
other  than  those  prescribed  by  the  Commission,  or  charge  with 
respect  to  any  class  of  property  a  rate  of  depreciation  other  th»n 
that  prescribed  therefor  by  the  (^mmisslon,  and  no  such  carrier 
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shall  m  any  aw  include  \inder  operating  expenses  any  depreciation 
charge  in  any  form  whataoever  other  than  as  prescribed  by  the 

Conuniaslon.  ,.      ..      . 

"•(e)  The  Commission  may.  In  Its  discretion,  prescribe  the  lormB 
of  any  and  all  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda  to  be  kept  by 
water  carriers  and  lessors.  Including  the  accoimts.  records,  and 
memoranda  of  the  movement  of  traffic,  as  well  as  of  the  receipts  and 
expenditures  of  money,  and  it  shall  be  unlawf\il  for  such  carriers  or 
lessors  to  keep  any  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda  contrary  to 
any  rules,  regulations,  or  orders  of  the  Commission  with  respect 
tii«reto.  ^     ^  .  ,  »     _„ 

"•(f)  The  Commission  or  lU  duly  authorized  special  agents,  ac- 
countants, or  examiners  shall  have  authority  to  Inspect  and  copy 
sny  and  all  accounts,  books,  records,  memoranda,  correspondence, 
and  other  documents,  of  such  water  carriers  and  lessors,  and  such 
accounts,  bookj.   records,   memoranda,   correspondence,   and   other 
documents  of  any  person  controUlng,  controlled  by.  or  under  com- 
mon control  with  any  such  carrier  as  the  Commission  deems  rele- 
vant to  such  persons  relation  to  or  transactions  with  such  carrier. 
The  Commission  or  its  duly  authorized  special  agents,  accountants, 
or  examiners  shall  at  all  times  have  access  to  all  lands,  buildings,  or 
equipment  of  such  carriers  or  lessors,   and  shall  have   authority 
under  Its  order  to  inspect  and  examine  any  and  all  such  lands, 
buildings,  and  eqtilpment.     All  such  carriers,  lessors,  and  persons 
shall    submit    their    accotmts,    books,    records,    memoranda,    corre- 
spondence, and  other  doctunents  for  the  inspection  and  for  copying 
authorized  by  this  paragraph,  and  such  carriers  and  lessors  shall 
submit  their  Unds.  buildings,  and  equipment  for  Inspection  and 
examination,  to  any  duly  authorized  special  agent,  accountant,  or 
examiner   of   the   Comniisslon,   upon   demand   and   the   display   of 
proper  credentials. 

••■(g)  The  Commission  may  issue  orders  specifying  such  operating, 
accounting,  or  financial  papers,  records,  books,  blanks,  tickets. 
stubs,  comsspondcnce.  or  documents  of  water  carriers  or  lessors  as 
may.  after  a  reasonable  time,  be  destroyed,  and  prescribing  the 
length  of  time  the  same  shall  be  preserved. 

"  •(h)  As  used  In  this  section,  the  words  •'keep"  and  ••kept"'  shall 
be  construed  to  mean  made,  prepared,  or  compiled,  as  well  as  re- 
tained; the  term  "lessor"  means  a  lessor  of  any  right  to  operate  as 
a  water  carrier:  and  the  term  •'water  carrier"  or  •'lessor"  Includes  a 
receiver  or  trustee  of  such  water  carrier  or  lessor. 

"  'AIXOWANCES    TO    SHIPPiaS    rOB    TRANSPOBTA"nON    SERVIC13 

"  •Ssc.  314.  If  the  owner  of  property  transported  under  this  part 
directly  or  Indirectly  renders  any  service  connected  with  such  trans- 
portation, or  furnishes  any  Instrtimentallty  used  therein,  the  cha»^o 
and  allowance  therefor  shall  be  published  in  taritfs  or  schedules 
filed  in  the  manner  provided  In  this  part  and  shall  be  no  more  than 
Is  Just  and  reasonable;  and  the  Commission  may.  after  hearing  on  a 
complaint  or  on  its  own  initiative,  determine  what  Is  a  reasonable 
charge  as  the  maximum  to  be  paid  by  the  carrier  or  carriers  for 
the  services  so  rendered  or  for  the  use  of  the  Instrumentality  so 
furnished,  and  fix  the  same  by  appropriate  order. 

*•  'NOncXS,    OKOEKS.    AND   SEBVICX    OF    PKOCTSS 

"  •Sbc.  316.  (a)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  water  carrier  to  file 
with  the  Commission  a  designation  In  writing  of  the  name  and 
poBt-offlce  address  of  an  agent  upon  whom  or  which  service  of 
notices  or  orders  may  be  made  under  this  part.  Such  designation 
may  from  time  to  time  be  changed  by  like  writing  similarly  filed. 
Service  of  notices  or  orders  In  proceedings  under  this  part  may  be 
mad.  upon  such  carrier  by  personal  service  upon  It  or  upon  an 
agent  so  designated  by  It.  or  by  registered  mall  addressed  to  It  or  to 
such  agent  at  the  address  flied.  In  default  of  such  designation, 
service  of  any  notice  or  order  may  be  made  by  posting  In  the  office 
of  the  secretary  of  the  Commission.  Whenever  notice  or  order  is 
■erved  by  mall,  as  provided  herein,  the  date  of  mailing  shall  be 
cosMidered  as  the  time  of  service.  In  proceedings  before  the  Com- 
mlaslon  involving  the  lawfulness  of  rates,  fares,  charges,  classlflca- 
ttons,  or  practices,  service  of  notice  upon  an  attorney  in  fact  of  a 
eaiTler  who  has  filed  a  tariff  or  schedule  In  behalf  of  such  carrier 
•hall  be  deemed  to  be  dv»e  and  svifBclent  service  upon  the  carrier. 

"•(b)  No  order,  based  upon  a  finding  that  any  water  carrier  has 
violated  any  provision  of  this  part,  shall  be  made  by  the  Commis- 
sion except  after  hearing  upon  complaint  or  after  an  Investigation 
upon  Its  own  Initiative. 

'••(c)  The  Commission  may  suspend,  modify,  or  set  aside  its 
orders  under  this  part  upon  such  notice  and  In  such  manner  as  it 
shall  deem  proper. 

"  '(d)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  part,  all  orders  of  the 
Commission,  other  than  orders  for  the  payment  of  money,  shall 
take  effect  within  such  reasoiuible  time,  not  less  than  thirty  days, 
as  the  ComnUsslon  may  prescribe  and  shall  continue  in  force  until 
its  further  order,  or  for  a  specified  period  of  time,  according  as  shall 
be  prescribed  In  the  order,  unless  the  same  shall  be  suspended, 
modified,  or  set  aaide  by  the  Commission,  or  be  suspended  or  set 
aside  by  a  coxirt  of  competent  jurisdiction. 

"  '(e)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  water  carrier.  Its  agents  and 
employees,  to  observe  and  comply  with  s\ich  orders  so  long  as  the 
same  shall  remain  In  effect. 

"  'XNTORCXICENT    AMD    PaOCEDTTRB 

"  'Sec.  316.  (a)  The  provisions  of  section  12  and  section  17  of 
part  I.  and  the  Compulsory  Testimony  Act  (27  Stat.  443),  and  the 
Immunity  of  Witnesses  Act  (34  Stat.  798;  32  Stat.  904.  ch.  755, 
sec.  1),  shall  apply  with  full  force  and  effect  in  the  administration 
and  enforcement  of  this  part. 


•"(b)  If  any  water  carrier  falls  to  comply  with  or  operates  in  viola- 
tion of  any  provision  of  this  part  (except  provisions  as  to  the  reason- 
ableness of  rates,  fares,  or  charges,  and  the  discriminatory  character 
thereof)  or  any  rule,  regtilatlon,  requirement,  or  order  thereunder 
(except  an  order  for  the  payment  of  money),  or  of  any  term  or  con- 
dlUon  of  any  certificate  or  permit,  the  Commission  or  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  (or,  in  case  of  such  an  order,  any  party 
injured  by  the  failure  to  cc«nply  therewith  or  by  the  violation 
thereof)  may  apply  to  any  district  court  of  the  United  States 
having  jtirisdlction  of  the  parties  for  the  enforcement  of  such 
provision  of  this  part  or  of  such  rule,  regulation.  reqxUrement. 
order  term,  or  condition;  and  such  court  shall  have  jurisdiction 
to  enforce  obedience  thereto  by  a  writ  or  writs  of  Injunction  or 
other  process,  mandatory  or  otherwise,  restraining  such  carrier  and 
any  officer,  agent,  employee,  or  representative  thereof  from  further 
violation  of  such  provision  of  this  part  or  of  such  rule,  regulation, 
requirement,  order,  term,  or  condition  and  enjoining  obedience 
thereto. 

"•(c)  The  Commission  shall  enter  of  record  a  written  report 
of  hearings  conducted  upon  complaint,  or  upon  Its  own  Initiative 
without  complaint,  stating  its  conclusions,  decision,  and  order  and. 
if  reparation  is  awarded,  the  findings  of  fact  upon  which  the 
award  is  made;  and  shall  furnish  a  copy  of  such  report  to  all 
parties  of  record.  The  Commission  may  provide  for  the  publica- 
tion of  such  reports  In  the  form  best  adapted  for  public  Informa- 
tion and  use,  and  such  authorized  publications  shaU,  without 
further  proof  or  authentication,  be  received  as  competent  evidence 
of  such  reports  In  any  court  of  competent  jvtrlsdlction. 

"'(d)  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  313.  the  copies  oi 
schedules,  and  classifications  and  tariffs  of  rates,  fares,  and  charges, 
and  of  all  contracts,  agreemenu,  and  arrangements  of  water 
carriers  filed  with  the  Commission  as  herein  provided,  and  the 
statistics,  tables,  and  figtires  contained  In  the  annual  or  other 
reports  of  carriers  made  to  the  Commission  as  required,  under 
the  provisions  of  this  part  shall  be  preserved  as  public  records  In 
the  custody  of  the  secretary  of  the  Commission,  and  shall  be 
received  as  prima  lacie  evidence  of  what  they  purport  to  be  for 
the  purpose  of  investigations  by  the  Commission  and  in  all  judicial 
proceedings;  and  copies  of  and  extracts  from  any  of  said  schedules, 
classifications,  tariffs,  contracts,  agreements,  arrangements,  or  re- 
ports, made  public  records  as  aforesaid,  certified  by  the  secretary, 
imder  the  Commission's  seal,  shall  be  received  in  evidence  with 
like  effect  as  the  originals. 

"  'UNt-AWTOT.   ACTS   AND   PENALTIES 

"'Sic.  317.  (a)  Any  person  who  knowingly  and  willfully  violates 
any  provision  of  this  part,  or  any  rule,  regulation,  requirement,  <«• 
order  thereunder,  or  any  term  or  condition  of  any  certificate  or 
permit,  for  which  no  penalty  is  otherwise  provided,  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  uj>on  conviction  thereof  in  any  court 
of  the  United  States  of  competent  jurisdiction  in  the  district  in 
which  such  offense  was  in  whole  or  in  part  committed  shall  be 
subject  for  each  offense  to  a  fine  not  exceeding  $500.  Each  day  of 
such  violation  shall  constitute  a  separate  offense. 

"•(b)  Any  water  carrier  or  any  officer,  agent,  employee,  or  repre- 
sentative thereof,  who  shall  knowingly  and  willfully  offer,  grant,  or 
give,  or  cause  to  be  offered,  granted,  or  given,  any  rebate,  deferred 
rebate,  or  other  concession.  In  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this 
part,  or  who.  by  any  device  or  means,  shall  knowingly  and  willfully 
assist,  or  shall  willingly  suffer  or  permit,  any  person  to  obtain 
transportation  subject  to  this  part  at  less  than  the  rates,  fares,  or 
charges  lawfully  in  effect,  shall  l>e  deemed  guilty  of  a  mlsdemeancv 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  in  any  court  of  the  United  States  of 
competent  jurisdiction  within  the  district  in  which  such  offense 
was  wholly  or  in  part  committed  shall  be  subject  for  each  offense 
to  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $5,000. 

••'(c)  Any  person  who  shall  knowingly  and  wlllftilly  solicit,  ac- 
cept, or  receive  any  rebate,  deferred  rebate,  or  otHer  concession  in 
violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  part,  or  who  shall  by  any  device 
or  means,  whether  with  or  without  the  consent  or  connivance  of 
any  water  carrier  or  his  or  Its  officer,  agent,  employee,  or  representa- 
tive, knowingly  and  willfully  obtain  transportation  subject  to  this 
part  at  less  than  the  rates,  fares,  or  chfu-ges  lawfully  In  effect,  or 
shall  knowingly  and  willfully,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  false  claim, 
false  billing,  false  representation,  or  other  device  or  means,  obtain 
or  attempt  to  obtain  any  allowance,  refund,  or  repayment  in  con- 
nection with  or  growing  out  of  such  transportation,  whether  with 
or  without  the  consent  or  connivance  of  such  carrier  or  his  or  its 
officer,  agent,  employee,  or  representative,  whereby  the  compensation 
of  such  carrier  for  such  transportation  or  service,  either  before  or 
after  payment,  shall  be  less  than  the  rates,  fares,  or  charges  law- 
fully in  effect,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  in  any  court  of  the  United  States  of  competent 
jvirisdiction  within  the  district  In  which  such  offense  ^-as  In  whole 
or  In  part  committed,  be  subject  for  each  offense  to  a  fln^  of  not 
more  than  95,000. 

"•(d)  Any  water  carrier  or  other  person,  or  any  officer,  agent, 
employee,  or  representative  thereof,  who  shall  willfully  fail  or 
refuse  to  make  a  report  to  the  Commission  as  required  by  this 
part,  or  to  make  specific  and  full,  true,  and  correct  answer  to  any 
question  within  thirty  days  from  the  time  It  is  lawfully  required 
by  the  Commission  so  to  do,  or  to  keep  accounts,  records,  and 
memoranda  In  the  form  and  manner  prescribed  by  the  Commis- 
sion, or  shall  willfully  falsify,  destroy,  mutilate,  or  alter  any  report, 
account,  record,  memorandum,  book,  correspondence,  or  other 
document,  reqtUred  under  this  part  to  be  kept,  or  who  shall  wlll- 
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fully  neglect  or  fall  to  mftke  full.  true,  and  correct  entries  In  such 
accounts  records,  or  memoranda  of  all  facts  and  transactions  as 
required  under  this  part,  or  shall  willfully  keep  any  accounts, 
records,  or  memoranda  contrary  to  the  rules,  regulations,  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  with  respect  thereto,  or  shall  knowingly  and 
willfully  file  with  the  Commission  any  false  report,  account,  record, 
or  memorandum,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  In  any  court  of  the  United  States  of  competent 
jurisdiction  within  the  district  in  which  such  offense  was  In  whole 
or  m  part  committed,  be  subject  for  each  offense  to  a  fine  of  not 
more  than  »5.000.  As  used  In  this  subsection,  the  word  '"keep" 
shall  be  construed  to  mean  made,  prepared,  or  compiled,  as  well 
as  retained. 

••'(e)  Any  special  agent,  accountant,  or  examiner  of  the  Com- 
mission who  knowingly  and  willfully  divulges  any  fact  or  Informa- 
tion which  may  come  to  his  knowledge  during  the  course  of  any 
examination  or  Inspection  made  under  authority  of  section  313, 
except  as  he  may  be  directed  by  the  Commission  or  by  a  court  or 
judge  thereof,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall  be  sub- 
ject, upon  conviction  in  any  court  of  the  United  Slates  of  com- 
petent jtuisdlction.  to  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $500  or 
Imprisonment  for  a  term  not  exceeding  six  months,  or  both. 

•••(f)  It  shall  be  imlawful  for  any  common  carrier  by  water,  or 
any  officer,  receiver,  trtistee.  lessee,  agent,  or  employee  of  such 
carrier,  or  for  any  other  person  authorized  by  such  carrier  or 
person  to  receive  Information,  knowingly  and  willfully  to  disclose 
to  or  permit  to  be  acquired  by  any  person  other  than  the  shipper 
or  consignee,  without  the  consent  of  such  shipper  or  consignee,  any 
Information  concerning  the  nature,  kind,  quantity,  destination, 
consignee,  or  routing  of  any  property  tendered  or  delivered  to  such 
carrier  for  transportation  subject  to  this  part,  which  Information 
may  be  used  to  the  detriment  or  prejudice  of  such  shipper  or 
consignee,  or  which  may  or  does  improperly  disclose  his  business 
transactions  to  a  competitor:  and  it  shall  also  be  unlawful  for  any 
person  to  solicit  or  knowingly  and  wUlfully  receive  any  such  In- 
formation which  may  be  or  is  so  used.  Any  person  violating  any 
provisions  of  this  subsection  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  In  any  cotirt  of  the  United  States  of  com- 
petent jurisdiction  within  the  district  In  which  such  offense  was 
In  whole  or  In  part  committed  shall  be  subject  to  a  fine  of  not 
more  than  $2.(XX).  Nothing  In  this  part  shall  be  construed  to  pre- 
vent the  giving  of  such  Information  In  response  to  any  legal 
process  Issued  under  the  authority  of  any  court,  or  to  any  officer 
or  agent  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  State, 
Territory,  or  District  thereof.  In  the  exercise  of  his  powers,  or  to 
any  officer  or  other  duly  authorized  person  seeking  such  Informa- 
tion for  the  prosecution  of  persons  charged  with  or  suspected  of 
crimes,  or  to  another  carrier,  or  Its  duly  authorized  agent,  for  the 
purpose  of  adjusting  mutual  traffic  accounu  In  the  ordinary 
course  of  business  of  such  carriers. 

"  'COLLECTION    OF    RATES    AND    CHARGES 

"  'Sec.  318.  No  common  carrier  by  water  shall  deliver  or  relinquish 
possession  at  destination  of  any  freight  transported  by  It  until  all 
tariff  rates  and  charges  thereon  have  been  paid,  except  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  the  Commission  may  from  time  to  time 
prescribe  to  govern  the  settlement  of  all  such  rates  and  charges. 
Including  rules   and   regulations  for   periodical   settlement,   and   to 
prevent   unjust   discrimination  or  undue  preference  or   prejudice: 
Proi'idcd    That  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall  not  be  con- 
strued to  prohibit  any  such  carrier  from  extending  credit  In  con- 
iiectlon    with    rates   and    charges   on   freight    transported    for    the 
United  States,  for  any  department,  bureau,  or  agency  thereof,  or 
for  any  State  or  Territory  or  political  subdivision  thereof,   or  for 
the  District  of  Columbia.     Where  such  carrier  is  Instructed  by  a 
shipper  or  consignor  to  deliver  property  transported  by  such  car- 
rier to  a  consignee  other  than  the  shipper  or  consignor,  such  con- 
signee   shall    not    be    legally    liable    for    transportation    charges    In 
respect  of  the  transportation  of  such  property  (beyond  those  billed 
against  him  at  the  lime  of  delivery  for  which  he  is  otherwise  liable) 
which  may  be  found  to  be  due  after  the  property  has  been  de- 
livered to  him,  if  the  consignee  (1)   Is  an  agent  only  and  had  no 
beneficial  title  in  the  property,   and    (2)    prior  to  delivery  of  the 
property  has  notified  the  delivering  carrier  in  writing  of  the  fact 
of  such  agency  and  absence  of  beneficial  title,  and.  in  the  case  of 
a  shipment   reconslgned  or  diverted  to  a  point  other  than  that 
specified  in  the  original  bill  of  lading,  has  notified  the  delivering 
carrier  In  writing  of  the  name  and  address  of  the  beneficial  owner 
of   the   property.     In   such   cases  the   shipper   or   consignor,   or   in 
the  case  of  a  shipment  so  reconsigned  or  diverted,  the  beneficial 
owner  shall   be   liable  for  such  additional  charges  Irrespective   of 
any  provisions  to  the  contrary  in  the  bill  of  lading  or  in  the  con- 
tract under  which  the  shipment  was  made  or  handled.    An  action 
for  the  enforcement   of   such  liability   may  be  begun   within   two 
years  from  the   time   the   cause  of  action   accrues,   or   before   the 
expiration  of  six  months  after  final  judgment  against  the  carrier 
In   an    action   against    the    consignee   begun   within   said    period. 
If   the   consignee   has  given   to  the  carrier   erroneous   information 
as  to  who  Is  the  beneficial  owner,  such  consignee  shall   himself 
~    be  liable  for  such  additional  charges,  notwithstanding  the  forccolng 
provisions  of  this  paragraph.     An  action  for  the  enforcement  of 
such  liability  may  be  begun  within  two  years  from  the  time  the 
cause  of  action  accrues,  or  before  the  expiration  of  six  months  after 
final  judgment  against  the  carrier  in  an  action  against  the  beneficial 
owner   named   bv    the    consignee   begun   within    said    period.     On 
shipments  reconslgned  or  diverted  by  an  agent  who  has  furnished 
the   carrier  with  a  notice   of   agency   and   the  proper   name   and 


address  of  the  beneficial  owner,  and  where  such  shipments  are 
refused  or  abandoned  at  ultimate  destination,  the  said  beneficial 
owner  shall  be  liable  for  all  legally  applicable  charges  in  connection 
therewith. 

"  'EMPLOYEES 

'••Sec.  319.  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  employ  such  ex- 
perts, assistants,  special  agents,  examiners,  attorneys,  and  other 
employees  as  in  its  judgment  may  be  necessary  or  advisable  for 
the  convenience  of  the  public  and  for  the  efficient  administration 
of  this  part.  Such  examiners  shall  have  power  to  admiuisler 
oaths,  examine  witnesses,  and  receive  evidence. 

"  'REPEALS 

"'Sec.  320.  (a)  The  Shipping  Act,  1916.  as  amended,  and  the 
Intercoastal  Shipping  Act.  1933,  as  amended,  are  hereby  repealed 
Insofar  as  they  are  Inconsistent  with  any  provision  of  this  part 
and  Insofar  as  they  provide  for  the  regulation  of,  or  the  making 
of  agreements  relating  to,  transportation  of  persons  or  property 
by  water  In  commerce  which  Is  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  under  the  provisions  of  this  part;  and  any  other  pro- 
visions of  law  are  hereby  repealed  insofar  as  they  are  inconsistent 
with  any  provision  of  this  part. 

"'(b)   Nothing  in  subsection  (a)   shall  be  construed  to  repeal — 

"  '(1)  section  205  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended, 
or  any  provision  of  law  providing  penalties  for  violations  of  tucli 
section  205; 

"'(2)  the  third  sentence  of  section  2  of  the  Intercoastal  Ship- 
ping Act,  1933,  as  amended,  as  extended  by  section  5  of  such  Act, 
or  any  provision  of  law  providing  penalties  for  violations  of  such 
section  2; 

"'(3)  the  provisions  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as  amended. 
Insofar  as  such  Act  provides  for  the  regulation  of  persons  'ncluded 
within  the  term  "other  person  subject  to  this  Act",  as  defined  In 
such  Act; 

•"(4)  Sections  27  and  28  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1920, 
as  amended. 

••'(c)  Nothing  m  subsection  (a)  shall  be  construed  to  affect 
the  provisions  of  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  so  r.s  to 
prevent  any  water  carrier  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  part 
from  entering  into  any  agreement  under  the  provisions  of  such 
section  15  with  respect  to  transportation  not  subject  to  the  provi- 
sions of  this  part  In  which  such  carrier  may  be  engaged. 

•"(d)  Nothing  in  this  part  shall  be  construed  to  affect  any  law 
of  navigation,  the  admiralty  jurisdiction  of  the  courts  of  the 
United  States,  liabilities  of  vessels  and  their  owners  for  loss  or 
damage,  or  laws  respecting  seamen,  or  any  other  uiarltaue  law. 
regulation,  or  custom  not  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this 
part. 

•"(e)  Subsection  (e)  of  section  3  of  the  Inland  Waterways  Cor- 
poration Act  of  June  7,  1924.  as  amended  (U  S.  C.  title  49.  sec. 
153  (e)).  Is  hereby  repealed  as  of  October  1,  1940:  Proinded.  hcno- 
ever.  That  (1)  any  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
granted  to  any  carrier  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  such  sub-sec- 
tlon  (e)  shall  continue  in  effect  as  though  issued  under  the  provi- 
sions of  section  309  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended; 
and  (2)  through  routes  and  joint  rates,  and  rules,  regulations,  and 
practices  relating  thereto,  put  into  effect  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  such  subsection  (e)  shall,  after  the  repeal  of  such  subsection 
(e),  be  held  and  considered  to  have  been  put  Into  effect  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended. 

••  'TRANSFER     OF    EMPLOYEES,     RECORDS,     PROPERTY,     AND    AFPEOPRIATIONS 

"'Sec.  321.  (a)  Such  officers  and  employees  of  the  United  States 
Maritime  Commission  as  the  President  shall  determine  to  have  been 
employed  In  the  administration  of  the  provisions  of  law  repealed  by 
section  320.  and  whose  retention  by  the  United  States  Maritime 
Commission  Is  not  necessary,  in  the  opinion  of  the  President,  for 
the  performance  of  other  duties,  are  transferred  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  upon  such  date  or  dates  as  the  President 
shall  specify  by  Executive  order.  Such  transfer  of  such  persoruiel 
shall  be  without  reduction  in  classification  or  compensation,  except 
that  this  requirement  shall  not  operate  after  the  end  of  the  fiscal 
year  during  which  such  transfer  is  made  to  prevent  the  adjustment 
of  classification  or  compensation  to  conform  to  the  duties  to  which 
such  transferred  personnel  may  be  assigned. 

"•(b)  All  files,  reports,  records,  tariff  schedules,  prop>erty  (in- 
cluding office  furniture  and  equipment),  contracts,  agreements, 
documents,  or  papers  kept  or  used  by,  made  to,  or  filed  with  the 
United  States  Maritime  Commission  under  or  In  the  administration 
of  any  provision  of  law  repealed  by  this  part,  are  hereby  transferred 
to  the  jurisdiction  and  control  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission, and  may  be  used  for  such  purposes  as  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  may  deem  necessary  in  the  administration 
of  this  part:  except  that  in  the  case  of  files,  reports,  records,  tariff 
schedules,  contracts,  agreements,  documents,  or  papers,  the  reten- 
tion of  which  is  necessary  for  purposes  of  the  administration  by  the 
United  States  Maritime  Commission  of  matters  within  Its  jurisdic- 
tion, the  furnishing  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  of 
copies  thereof  shall  constitute  sufficient  compliance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  this  subsecticn. 

••'(c)  All  appropriations  and  unexpended  balances  of  appropria- 
tions available  for  expenditure  by  the  United  States  Maritime  Com- 
mission m  the  administration  of  any  provision  of  law  repealed  by 
this  part  shall  be  available  for  expenditure  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  for  any  objects  of  expenditure  authorized  by  thU 
part,  in  the  discretion  of   the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
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without   regard  to  the  requirement  of   apportionment  under  the 
Anll-Deflcleucy  Act  oX  February  27.  1906. 

"  *XZISnNC    OBDKBS.    BU1X8.    TAMIT8,    AWB    SO    FOrTH;    l»ENDrNO    MATTEKS 

"•Sec  322.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  320. 
or  any  otiier  provision  of  this  part,  all  orders,  rules,  regulations, 
permlta.  tariffs  (including  rates,  fares,  charges,  classifications,  rules, 
and  relations  relating  thereto),  contracts,  or  agreements,  to  the 
extent  that  they  were  Issued,  authorized,  approved,  entered  Into,  or 
filed  under  any  provision  of  law  repealed  by  this  part,  and  are  still 
In  effect.  abaU  continue  In  force  and  effect  according  to  the  terms 
thereof  as  though  this  part  had  not  been  enacted,  except  that  the 
Commission  may  modify,  set  aside,  or  rescind  any  such  order,  rule, 
regulation,  permit,  tarifT,  contract,  or  agreement  to  the  extent  that 
It  finds  the  same  to  be  in  violation  of  any  provision  of  this  part  or 
Inconsistent  with  the  national  transportation  policy  declared  In  this 
Act. 

"•(b)  Any  proceeding,  hearing,  or  Investigation  commenced  or 
pending  before  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission  at  the  time 
this  section  takes  effect,  to  the  extent  that  It  relates  to  the  admin- 
istration of  any  provision  of  law  repealed  by  this  part,  shall  be  con- 
tinued or  otherwise  acted  upon  by  the  Commission  as  though  such 
proceeding,  hearing,  or  Investigation  had  been  instituted  under  the 
provisions  of  this  part. 

"'(c)  Any  pending  Judicial  proceeding  arising  under  any  provl- 
«lon  of  law  repealed  by  the  provtslons  of  this  part  shall  be  con- 
tinued, heard,  and  determined  In  the  same  manner  and  with  the 
••me  effect  as  If  this  part  had  not  been  enacted;  except  that  in  the 
case  of  any  such  proceeding  to  which  the  United  States  Maritime 
Commission  Is  a  party,  the  court,  upon  motion  or  supplemental 
petition,  may  direct  that  the  Commission  be  substituted  for  the 
United  States  Maritime  Commission  as  a  party  to  the  proceeding 
or  made  an  additional  party  thereto. 

••  'sEPAaABn-rrr  or  provisions 
"  'Sec.  323.  If  any  provision  of  this  part  or  the  application  thereof 
to  any  person,  or  commerce,  or  circumstance  Is  held  Invalid,  the 
remainder  of  the  part  and  the  application  of  such  provision  to  other 

Eersons.  or  commerce,  or  circumstances  shall  not  be  affected  there- 
y'  , 

"TIMT  EmCTIVK 

"Sbc  202.  Part  III  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  shall  take 
effect  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  Act,  except  that  sections 
304  «c).  305  to  308.  Inclusive.  309  (a)  and  (f),  313  to  318.  inclusive. 
S20.  321.  and  322  shall  take  effect  on  the  1st  day  of  January  1941: 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  shall. 
If  found  by  It  nece&sary  or  desirable  in  the  public  Interest,  by  gen- 
eral or  special  order  postpone  the  taking  effect  of  any  of  the  provl- 
8lon.s  above  enumerated  to  such  time,  but  not  beyond  the  1st  day 
of  April  1942.  as  the  Commission  shall  prescribe. 

"TiTLI    III — MlSCKTXAJTEOtrS 
**PaKT    I iFfVISTICATION    OF    VARIOUS    MOOES    OF    TRANSPORTATION 

"Ssc  301.  There  Is  hereby  established  a  board  of  Investigation 
and  research  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  'Board')  to  be  com- 
posed of  three  members  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President. 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  for  the  i>eriod 
of  the  existence  of  the  Board  as  hereinafter  provided.  Not  more 
than  two  members  of  said  Board  shall  be  members  of  the  same 
political  party.  The  President  shall  designate  the  member  to  act 
as  Chairman  of  the  Board  and  the  Board  may  elect  another  of  its 
members  as  Vice  Chairman,  who  shall  act  as  Chairman  in  the  case 
at  ftlMence  or  incapacity  of  the  Chairman.  A  majority  of  the  Board 
shall  constitute  a  quorum  and  the  powers  conferred  upon  the 
Board  by  this  section  may  be  exercised  by  a  majority  vote  of  its 
members.  A  vacancy  on  the  Board  shall  not  affect  the  powers  of 
the  remaining  members  to  execute  the  functions  of  the  Board,  and 
shall  be  filled  In  the  same  manner  as  the  original  selection.  The 
members  of  the  Board  shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of 
•  10.000  per  annum,  and  In  addition  shall  be  relmbtirsed  for  travel, 
subsistence,  and  other  necessary  exp^^nses  incurred  by  them  In  the 
exercise  of  the  functions  vested  In  the  Board.  Carriers  by  railroad, 
motor  carriers,  and  water  carriers  shall  be  permitted  to  provide  free 
transportation  and  other  carrier  service  to  the  Board  and  Its  em- 
ployees while  traveling  on  official  business,  regardless  of  any  pro- 
Visions  In  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended,  restricting 
■uch  carriers  from  furnishing  free  transportation  or  service. 
^♦•Skc.  302.   (a)    It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Board  to  Investigate — 

"(1)  the  relative  economy  and  fitness  of  carriers  by  railroad, 
motor  carriers,  and  water  carriers  for  transportation  service,  or  any 
particular  classes  or  descriptions  thereof,  with  the  view  of  deter- 
mining the  service  for  which  each  type  of  carrier  Is  especially  fitted 
or  unfitted;  the  methods  by  which  each  tyj)e  can  and  should  be 
developed  so  th«t  there  may  be  provided  a  national  transportation 
system  adequate  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  of  the  Postal  Service  and  of  the  national  defense; 

"(2)  the  extent  to  which  right-of-way  or  other  transportation 
facilities  and  special  serA-lces  have  been  or  are  provided  from  pub- 
lic funds  for  the  use,  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  conti- 
nental United  States,  of  each  of  the  three  types  of  carriers  with- 
out adequate  compensation,  direct  or  indirect,  therefor,  and  the 
extent  to  which  such  carrlors  have  been  or  are  aided  by  donations 
of  public  property,  payments  from  public  funds  in  excess  of  ade- 
quate compensation  for  services  rendered  in  return  therefor,  or 
extensions   of   Government  credit;    and 

"(3)  the  extent  to  which  taxes  are  imposed  upon  such  carriers 
by  the  United  States,  and  the  several  States,  and  by  other  agen- 
cies of  government,  including  county,  municipal,  district,  and 
local  agencies. 


"(b)  The  Beard  Is  further  authorized,  in  Its  discretion,  to  In- 
vestigate or  consider  any  other  matter  relating  to  rail  carriers, 
motor  carriers,  or  water  carriers,  which  It  may  deem  Important  to 
investigate  for  the  Improvement  of  transportation  conditions  and 
to  effectuate  the  national  transportation  policy  declared  In  the 
Interstate   Commerce  Act,   as   amended. 

''Sec.  303.  The  Board  Is  authorized  to  employ,  without  regard  to 
the  civil  service  laws  or  the  Classification  Act.  1923,  as  amended, 
a  secretary  who  shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $7  500 
per  annum  and  a  general  counsel  who  shall  receive  compensation 
at  the  rate  of  $9,000  per  annum;  and  to  employ,  without  regard  to 
the  civil  service  laws,  a  clerk  to  each  member  of  the  Board.  The 
Board  Is  also  authorized  to  employ  such  experts,  assistants,  special 
agents,  examiners,  attorneys,  and  other  employees  as  In  Its  Judg- 
ment may  be  necessary  for  the  performance  of  Its  duties,  and  Is 
authorized  to  utilize  the  services,  information,  facilities,  and  per- 
sonnel of  the  various  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  extent  that  such  services.  Information,  facilities,  and 
personnel.  In  the  opinion  of  such  departments  and  agencies,  can 
be  fvirnlshed  without  undue  interference  with  the  performance  of 
the  work  and  duties  of  such  departments  and  agencies 

"Sec.  304.  (a)  The  Board  and  its  agents  shall  at  all  times  have 
access  to  all  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda  of  the  carriers  and 
to  their  properties,  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  carriers  to  fur- 
nish the  Board  or  Its  agents,  such  Information  and  reports  as  It 
may  desire  In  investigating  any  matter  within  the  scope  of  Its  duties. 
"(b)  For  the  purpose  of  csu-rylng  out  the  provisions  of  this  part 
the  Board  may  seek  Information  from  such  sources  and  conduct 
Its  investigations  in  such  manner  as  it  deems  advisable  In  the 
Interest  of  a  correct  ascertainment  of  the  facts,  and  the  Board 
and  Its  examiners  shall  be  entitled  to  exercise  the  same  powers 
with  respect  to  conducting  hearings  and  requiring  the  attenda.nce 
of  witnesses  and  the  production  of  books,  papers,  correspondence, 
memoranda,  contracts,  agreements,  or  other  records  and  docu- 
ments £is  are  conferred  upon  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
and  Its  examiners  by  sections  17  and  12  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  as  amended,  and  the  provisions  of  jjaragraphs  (3>.  (4), 
and  (7)  of  section  12  of  such  Act  shall  be  applicable  to  all  per- 
sons summoned  by  subpena  or  otherwise  to  attend  and  testify  or 
to  produce  books,  papers,  correspondence,  memoranda,  contracts, 
agreements,  or  other  records  and  documents  before  the  Board. 

"Sec.  305.  On  or  before  May  1.  1941.  the  Board  shall  transmit 
to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  preliminary  reports  of  the 
studies  and  investigations  carried  on  by  It.  together  with  such 
findings  and  recommendations  as  it  is  by  that  time  prepared  to 
make.  In  addition  to  such  preliminary  reports  the  Board  shall 
submit  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  an  annual  report,  a 
final  report,  and  such  other  reports  as  It  may  deem  necessary,  of 
^he  studies  and  Investigations  carried  out  by  it  pursuant  to  the 
•provisions  of  this  section,  together  with  Its  findings  and  recom- 
mendations based  thereon. 

"Sec.  306.  This  part  shall  cease  to  have  effect  at  the  end  of  two 
years  after  its  enactment  unless  extended  by  a  proclamation  of 
the  President  for  an  additional  period  which  shall  not  exceed  two 
3rears.  i 

"Part  II—  Rates  on  Government  Traftic 

"GOVERNMENT  TO  PAT  FtTLL  RATES 

"Sec.  321.  (a)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  but 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  sections  1  (7)  and  22  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  as  amended,  the  full  applicalile  commercial  rates, 
fares,  or  charges  shall  be  paid  for  transportation  by  any  common 
carrier  subject  to  such  Act  of  any  persons  or  property  for  the 
United  States,  or  on  its  behalf,  except  that  the  foregoing  pro- 
vision .shall  not  apply  to  the  transportation  of  military  or  naval 
property  of  the  United  States  moving  for  military  or  naval  and 
not  for  civil  use  or  to  the  tran.sportatlon  of  members  of  the  military 
or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  (or  of  property  of  such  mem- 
bers) when  such  members  are  traveling  on  official  duty;  and  the 
rate  determined  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as  reason- 
able therefor  shall  be  paid  for  the  transixirtatlon  by  railroad  of 
the  United  States  mall :  Proinded.  however.  That  any  carrier  by  rail- 
road and  the  United  States  may  enter  into  contracts  for  the  trans- 
portation of  the  United  States  mail  for  less  than  such  rate:  Provided 
further.  That  section  3709.  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C.  1934  edition, 
title  41.  sec.  5).  shall  not  hereafter  be  construed  as  requiring 
advertising  for  bids  in  connection  with  the  procurement  of  trans- 
portation services  when  the  services  required  can  be  proctired  from 
any  common  carrier  lawfully  operating  In  the  territory  where  such 
services  are  to  be  performed. 

"(b)  If  any  carrier  by  railroad  furnishing  such  tran.sportation.  or 
any  predecessor  In  Interest,  shall  have  received  a  grant  of  lands  from 
the  United  States  to  aid  In  the  construction  of  any  part  of  the 
railroad  operated  by  It.  the  provisions  of  law  with  respect  to  com- 
pensation for  such  transportation  shall  continue  to  apply  to  such 
transportJation  as  thoiigh  subsection  (a)  of  this  seciicn  had  not 
been  enacted  until  such  carrier  shall  file  with  the  8.>crctary  of  the 
Interior,  in  the  form  and  manner  prescribed  by  him.  a  release  of  any 
claim  It  may  have  against  the  United  States  to  lands.  Interests  In 
lands,  compensation,  or  reimbursement  on  account  of  lands  or 
Interests  In  lands  which  have  been  granted,  claimed  to  have  been 
granted,  or  which  it  is  claimed  should  have  been  granted  to  such 
carrier  or  any  such  predecessor  In  Interest  under  any  grant  to  such 
carrier  or  such  predecessor  in  interest  as  aforesaid.  Such  release 
must  be  flltd  within  one  year  from  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  Act.  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed  as  requiring  any 
such  carrier  to  recovery  to  the  United  States  lands  which  have  been 
heretofore  patented  o^  certified  to  It,  or  to  prevent  the  issuance  (rf 
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patents  confirming  the  title  to  such  lands  as  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  shall  find  have  been  heretofore  sold  by  any  such  carrier  to 
an  innocent  purchaser  for  value  or  as  preventing  the  issuance  of 
patents  to  lands  listed  or  selected  by  such  carrier,  which  listing  or 
selection  has  heretofore  been  duly  and  finally  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  the  extent  that  the  issuance  of  such 
patents  may  be  authorized  by  law. 

"DEDircnON  OF  OVEEPATMrNTS 

"Sec.  322.  Payment  for  transportation  of  the  United  States  mall 
and  of  persons  or  property  for  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  by 
any  common  carrier  subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  as 
amended,  or  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938.  shall  be  made  upon 
presenutlon  of  bills  therefor,  prior  to  audit  or  settlement  by  the 
General  Accounting  Office,  but  the  right  Is  hereby  reserved  to  the 
United  States  Government  to  deduct  the  amount  of  any  overpay- 
ment to  any  such  carrier  from  any  amount  subsequently  foxmd  to 
be  due  such  carrier. 

"PArr  m— Amindjctntb  to  Rbconst»uction  Pinanci:  Coepo»ation 

Act 
"Sec.  331.   (•>    Section  6  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion Act.  as  amended,  is  amended  by  amending  that  portion  of  the 
third   sentence,   of   the   third   paragraph,   which   precedes  the   last 
proviso  in  such  sentence  to  read  as  follows:  'Within  the  foregoing 
limitations  of  this  section,   the  Corporation.   notwlthsUndlng   any 
limitation  of  law  as  to  maturity,  with  the  approval  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission.  Including  approval  of  the  price  to  be 
paid,  may.   to  aid   In   the  financing,   reorganization,   consolidation, 
maintenance,  or  construction    thereof,  pvirchase   for   Itself,  or  for 
account  of  a  railroad  obligated  thereon,  the  obligations  of  railroads 
engaged  in  interstate  commerce,  or  of  receivers  or  trustees  thereof, 
including  equipment  trust  certificates,  or  guarantee  the  payment  of 
the   principal   of,   and  or   Interest  on,   such  obligations.   Including 
equipment  trust  certificates,  or.  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Cor- 
poration,   funds    are    not    available   on    reasonable   terms   through 
private  channels,  make  loans,  upon  full  and  adequate  security,  to 
such  railroads  or  to  receivers  or  trustees  thereof  for  the  purposes 
aforesaid:  Prot'tded.  That  In  the  case  of  loans  to  or  the  purchase  or 
guarantee  of  obligations.  Including  equipment  trust  certificates,  of 
railroads  not  in  receivership  or  trusteeship,  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  shall.  In  connection  with  its  approval  thereof,  also  cer- 
tify that  such  railroad,  on  the  basis  of  present  and  prospective 
earnings,      may      reasonably     be     expected      to     meet     its      fixed 
charges   without  a  reduction  thereof  through  Judicial  reorganization, 
except    that    such    cerliflcate    shall    not    be    required    in    case    of 
stKh   loans,   purchases,   or   guaranties  made   for   the   maintenance 
of,  or  purchase  of  equipment  for.  stich  railroads:  Provided,  further. 
That  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  general  funds  of  the  Cor- 
poration available  for  further  loans  or  commltmenU,  such  guaran- 
ties shall,  to  the  extent  of  the  principal  amount  of  the  obligations 
guaranteed,  be  interpreted  as  loans  or  commitments  for  loans:  And 
provided  further.  That  the  total  amount  of  loans  and  commitments 
to  railroads,  receivers,  and  trustees,  and  purchases  and  guaranties  of 
obligations  of  railroads,  under  this  paragraph,  as  amended,  shall  not 
exceed  at  any  one  time  ♦500.000,000.  In  addition  to  loans  and  com- 
mitments made  prior  to  January  31,  1935.  and  renewals  of  loans  and 
commitments  so  made;'. 

"(b)  Such  section  5.  as  amended.  Is  fvirther  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  of  the  third  paragraph  thereof  the  following  sentence: 
The  title  of  any  owner,  whether  as  trustee  or  otherwise,  to  any  prop- 
erty leased  or  conditionally  sold  to  a  railroad,  or  a  receiver  or  trustee 
thereof,  which  the  Corporation  has  financed,  or  In  the  financing  of 
which  the  Corporation  has  aided,  any  right  of  such  owner  to  take 
possession  of  such  property  in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  any 
such  lease  or  conditional  sales  contract,  and  the  title  of  any  owner 
of  a  collateral  note  evidencing  a  loan  from  the  Corporation  to  a  rail- 
road not  now  m  receivership  or  involved  in  proceedings  under  sec- 
tion 77  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  or  a  receiver  or  trustee  thereof,  and 
the  right  of  any  such  owner  to  acquire  title  to  the  collateral  securing 
such  note,  free  and  clear  of  any  equity  of  redemption.  In  compliance 
with  the  contract  of  pledge,  and  thereafter  to  deal  with  the  same  as 
the  absolute  owner  thereof,  shall  not  be  affected,  restricted,  or 
restrained  by  or  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  July  1,  1898. 
entitled  "An  Act  to  establish  a  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy 
throughout  the  United  States",  as  amended,  or  by  or  pursuant  to 
any  other  provteion  of  law  applicable  to  any  proceedings  thereunder.' 

"(c)  The  first  sentence  of  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  Jan- 
uary 31  19.'^5  (49  SUt..  ch.  2.  pp.  1-2),  is  hereby  amended  by  striking 
out  'January  31.  1945"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  'January  31, 
1955'." 

And  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

That  the  title  of  the  bill  be  amended  to  read  as  follows:  "An  act 
to  amend  the  act  to  regulate  commerce,  approved  February  4.  1887, 
as  amended,  so  as  to  provide  for  unified  regulation  of  carriers  by 
railroad,  motor  vehicle,  and  water,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Clarence  F.  Lea, 

ROBCKT   CROSSER, 

A.  L.    BULWINKLE, 

William  P.  Cole.  Jr., 
Chas.  a.  Wolvertom, 
Pehr  G.  Holmes, 
Charles  A.  Hallbck. 
Managen  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

B.  K.  Wheeler. 
Vic  Donahet, 
Harrt  Truman, 
Clyde  M.  Reed. 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


BTATTMIVT 
The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  House 
to  the  bill  (S.  2009).  to  amend  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended,  by  extending  its  application  to  additional  types  of  car- 
riers and  transportation  and  modifying  certain  provisions  thereof, 
and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  explana- 
tion of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in 
the  accompanying  conference  report: 

The  House  amendment  strikes  out  all  of  the  Senate  bill  after  the 
enacting  clause.  The  Senate  recedes  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  House,  with  an  amendment  which  is  a  substitute 
for  both  the  Senate  bill  and  the  House  amendment.  The  differ- 
ences between  the  House  amendment  and  the  substitute  agreed  to 
in  conference  are  noted  in  the  following  statement,  except  for  Inci- 
dental changes  made  necessary  by  reason  of  agreements  reached  by 
the  conferees,  minor  clarifying  changes,  and  changes  moving  for- 
ward certain  dates  due  to  the  lapse  of  time  since  the  conference 
committee  submitted  Its  first  report. 

Section  2  (b) .  Definition  of  control 
This  subsection  Inserts  in  paragraph  (3)  of  section  1  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act  a  definition  of  "control"  which  will  apply  In 
certain  specified  sections  of  the  act  where  that  term  Is  used  In 
referring  to  a  relationship  between  any  person  or  persons  and 
another  person  or  persons.  Since  the  term  "person"  Is  defined  to 
Include  artificial  as  well  as  natural  persons,  the  definition  of  control 
will  cover  relationships  between  corporations,  companies,  associa- 
tions, etc. 

The  definition  of  control  was  made  to  apply  only  In  the  specined 
sections  because  It  was  thought  undesirable  to  make  any  change 
In  the  Interpretation  of  present  law  In  certain  other  provisions  of 
the  act,  notably  section  1  (1)  (a)  and  section  15  (4).  The  appli- 
cation of  this  definition  of  control  will  In  most  cases  be  In  connec- 
tion with  the  use  In  the  sections  to  which  It  applies  of  the  phrase 
"controlling,  controlled  by,  or  under  common  control  with"  a  car- 
rier. This  phrase  has  been  used  because  It  has  recently  had  the 
benefit  of  Interpretation  by  the  Supreme  Court  In  the  case  of 
Rochester  Telephone  Corp.  v.  United  States  (307  U.  8.  125,  decided 
April  17,  1939). 

Regulation  of  forwarding  carriers 
Section  2  of  the  House  amendment  amended  section  1  (3)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  so  as  to  bring  forwarding  carriers  under 
regulation  as  common  carriers  subject  to  Part  I  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  The  Senate  blU  did  not  provide  for  regulation 
of  forwarding  carriers. 

The  conference  substitute  does  not  provide  for  the  regulation  of 
forwarding  carriers. 

The  conferees  were  friendly  to  the  proposal  of  providing  legis- 
lation for  such  regulation,  but  the  legislative  situation  at  the 
present  time  makes  It  inadvisable  to  Include  such  provisions  In 
the  present  bill.  On  June  24.  1940,  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Interstate  Commerce  concluded  hearings  on  Senate  Resolution  146, 
which  authorized  an  investigation  and  study  of  freight  forwarders. 
Subsequently  bills  providing  for  regulation  of  freight  forwarders 
were  Introduced  In  the  Senate  and  House  and  are  now  subject  to 
report  from  the  appropriate  committees  to  the  Senate  and  House, 
respectively. 

Section  2  (d).  Exchange  of  services  between  carriers  and  telephone, 
telegraph,  and  cable  companies 
The  conference  substitute  In  section  2  (d)  amends  section  1  (6) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  which  contains  a  proviso  to  the 
effect  that  nothing  In  part  I  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  telephone, 
telegraph,  and  cable  companies  from  entering  Into  contracts  with 
common  carriers  for  the  exchange  of  service.  The  amendment 
strikes  out  the  proviso  and  adds  a  separate  provision  reading  as 
follows: 

"Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any  common 
carrier  subject  to  this  act  from  entering  Into  or  operating  under  any 
contract  with  any  telephone,  telegraph,  or  cable  company  for  the 
exchange  of  their  services." 

This  change  was  made  In  consideration  of  the  fact  that  there  Is  a 
provision  in  section  201  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934  to 
the  effect  that  nothing  In  that  act  or  In  any  other  provision  of  law 
shall  be  construed  to  prevent  a  common  carrier  subject  to  that  act 
from  entering  Into  any  contract  with  any  common  carrier  not  sub- 
ject thereto  for  exchanges  of  services.  If  the  Federal  Communica- 
tions Commission  Is  of  the  opinion  that  such  contract  is  not  con- 
trary to  the  public  Interest. 

Section  3   (o).   (b)    and   (c) .    Transportation,  free  or  at  reduced 

rates 
The  House  amendment  In  section  4  amended  the  free-pass  and 
free-transportation  provision  of  present  law  (sec.  1  (7),  Interstate 
Commerce  Act)  to  permit  free  transportation  of  certain  additional 
classes  of  persons.  The  conference  substitute  in  section  3  elimi- 
nates "agents"  from  the  class  of  persons  to  whom  free  tran.sporta- 
tlon  may  be  given  under  sections  1  (7)  and  22  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  The  substitute  also  Includes  a  provision  ttom  the 
Senate  bill  extending  the  privilege  of  free  transportation  to  addi- 
tional classes  of  Post  Office  Department  employees. 
Section  3  (d)  and  (e) .  Repeal  of  certain  provisions  in  section  22 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
The  conference  substitute  contains  In  section  3  (d)  ^ovlsions 
repealing  the  last  sentence  of  paragraph  (1)  of  section  22  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  relating  to  the  authority  of  carriers  by 
railroad  to  grant  reduced   rates  with   the   objecuve  of  improving 
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Nation-wide    housing    standards    and    providing    employment    and 
stimulating  Industry.  ^        ».        «« 

Section  3  (e)  repeaU  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  such  section  22 
which  authorizes  the  Commission  to  require  carriers  by  raUroad 
to  issue  Interchangeable  mileage  or  scrip  coupon  tickets.  This 
latter  provision  Is  repealed  because  It  is  not  necessary  in  view  ol 
the  provisions  ol  present  law  in  section  22  (1)  which  authorizes  the 
tauance  oX  interchangeable  5.000-mile  tickets. 

Section   4   (a).  Car  service:  protective  service 
Section  5  of  the  House  amendment  amended  section  1   (14)    of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  so  as  to  make  it  clear  that  the  Com- 
mission's Jurisdiction   with   respect   to   car   service   and   the   com- 
pensation  to   be  paid   for  the   use   of   any   car   now  owned   by   tne 
carrier   tislng    It    Includes    a    car   of   private    as    well    as   of    carrier 
ownership.     T  ^  conference  mbetltute   in   section  4    (a)    retains 
thl»  change  In  present  law  and  also  gives  the  Commission  increased 
authority  as  to  the  terms  of  any  contract,  agreement,  or  arrange- 
ment  for   the   use  of   any   locomotive,   car,   or   other  vehicle.     The 
conference   substitute    adds   a    new   subparagraph    (b)    to   section 
I   (14)   reciulrlng  approval  of  the  Conunission  in  the  case  of  con- 
iracta  for  the  furnishing  to  common  carriers   by   railroad,  or  to 
express  companies,  of  protective  service  against  heat  or  cold. 
section  4   (b).  Bribery  in  car  service  matters 
The    conference    substitute    in    section    4     (b).    which    Is    new. 
amends  section  1    (17)    of  the  present  law  so  as  to  prohibit   any 
person  from  giving  a  brltje  to  any  person  acting  for  or  employed 
by  any  carrier  by  railroad  with  Intent  to  influence  his  decision  or 
action  with  respect  to  car  service  and  prohibits  any  person  acting 
for  or  employed  by  such  carrier  to  receive  any  bribe  In  connec- 
tion  with  car   service.     It   provides  a  penalty   of   not   more   than 
$1,000  or  Imprisonment  for  a  term  of  not  exceeding  2  years,  or  both. 
Section  4  (C).  Spur,  industrial,  team,  swttching,  or  side  tracks 
Section  1  (18)  of  the  present  law  provides  for  the  Issuance  of  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  to  a  carrier  by  rail- 
road which   undertakes   to  extend   Its  line  or   to  construct   a   new 
line   etc.     The  conference  substitute;  In  section  4  (c).  adds  a  new 
sentence  providing  that  nothing  in  this  paragraph  or  In  section 
6  shall  t>e  con.strued  to  prohibit  the  making  of  contracts  between 
carriers  by  railroad,  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission,  for 
the  Jomt  ownership  or  Joint  use  of  spur.  Industrial,  team,  switch- 
ing, or  side  tracks. 

Section  5  (a).  Undue  preference  and  undue  prejudice 
Section  6  of  the  House  amendment  amended  section  3  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  which  makes  it  unlawful  for  any  com- 
mon carrier  subject  to  part  I  to  give  any  undue  preference,  or 
cause  undue  prejudice,  to  any  person,  locality,  port,  port  district. 
gateway,  or  transit  point,  or  to  any  particxilar  description  of  traffic. 
The  House  amendment  .idded  the  words  "region,  district,  territory" 
to  the  list  of  places  and  localities.  ^ 

The  conference  substitute  In  section  5  retains  this  amendment 
and  adds  a  proviso  that  this  paragraph  shall  not  be  construed  to 
apply  to  discrimination,  prejudice,  or  disadvantage  to  the  traffic  of 
any  other  carrier  of  whatever  description. 

A  similar  proviso  la  contained  In  section  216  (d)  of  part  II  with 
respect  to  common  carriers  by  motor  vehicle,  and  In  section  305 
(C)  of  new  part  III  with  respect  to  common  carriers  by  water. 
Section  5  (a) .  Export  rates  on  agricultural  commodities 
Section   6   of   the   House   amendment    Included    an    amendment, 
adopted  on  the  floor  of  the  House  (the  Jones  amendment)   which 
added  a  new  paragraph  to  section  3  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 
a4^  follows: 

"(l»>Jt  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  Congress  that  ship- 
pers of  wheat,  cotton,  and  all  other  ^arm  commodities  for  export 
ahould  have  sulwtantially  the  same  advantage  of  reduced  rates,  as 
Cfunpared  to  shippers  of  such  coounodities  not  lor  export,  that  are 
In  effect  in  the  case  of  shipment  of  Industrlul  products  for  export 
a-s  compared  with  shipment  of  Industrial  products  not  for  export, 
and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Is  hereby  directed  to  Insti- 
tute such  investigations,  to  conduct  such  hearings,  and  to  Issue 
ciders  making  such  revision  of  rates  as  may  be  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  such  policy." 

There  was  no  similar  provision  in  the  Senate  bill. 
*  The  substitute  an>endment  for  the  Jones  amendment,  agreed  upon 
toy  the  conferees,  provides  for  the  benefits  contemplated  by  the 
original  amendment  and  removes  the  uncertainties  involved  in  the 
original  language  The  substitute  also  recognizes  that  agricultural 
and  Uidvistrlal  products  should  be  granted  export  rates  on  the  same 
principles  and  without  unjust  discrimination.  The  substitute  also 
provides  for  investigations,  hearings,  and  orders  that  may  be  neces- 
sary to  correct  any  such  discriminations  that  might  be  found  to 
exist  In  the  administering  of  export  rates. 

The  substitute  amendment,  which  the  conferees  believe  fully  ac- 
complishes the  purposes  of  the  original  amendment,  reads  as  fol- 
lows: 

"(la)  It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  Congress  that  ship- 
pers of  wheat,  cotton,  and  all  other  farm  commodities  for  export 
shall  be  granted  export  rates  on  the  same  principles  as  are  applicable 
In  the  case  of  rates  on  Industrial  products  for  export.  The  Commis- 
sion is  hereby  directed,  on  its  own  initiative  or  on  application  by 
Ir -erested  persons,  to  make  such  investigations,  and  conduct  such 
hearings,  and.  after  appropriate  proceedings,  to  issue  such  orders, 
aa  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  such  policy." 
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Section  S  (c)  and  (d).  LiatriUty  for  legally  applicable  chargea 
The  conference  substitute  In  a  new  provision  In  section  5  (c) 
amends  paragraph  (2)  of  section  3  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
by  adding  two  sentences  providing  that  In  case  of  a  shipment  trans- 
ported by  a  carrier  by  railroad  which  has  been  reconsigned  or  di- 
verted by  an  agent  who  has  furnished  the  carrier  in  the  reconslsm- 
ment  or  diversion  order  with  a  notice  of  agency  and  the  proper  name 
and  addres.s  of  the  beneficial  owner,  and  where  shipment  is  refused 
or  abandoned  at  ultimate  destination,  the  beneficial  owner  shall  be 
liable  for  all  legally  applicable  charges.  If  the  recoiislgnor  or  dl- 
verter.  however,  has  given  erroneous  Information  as  to  who  the  bene- 
ficial owner  is,  such  reconfilgnar  or  diverter  shall  himself  be  liable 
for  such  charges. 

The  House  amendment  In  section  6  thereof  amended  section  3  or 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (3)  which 
relieved  from  liability  for  transportation  charges  a  consignor  (who 
Is  also  the  consignee  named  In  the  bill  of  lading)  who,  prior  to  the 
time  of  delivery,  notified  in  writing  a  delivering  carrier  by  railroad 
or  by. express  (a)  to  deliver  such  property  at  destination  to  another 
party,  (b)  that  such  party  was  the  beneficial  owner,  and  (c)  that 
delivery  was  to  be  made  to  such  party  only  upon  payment  of  all 
transportation  charges  in  respect  of  the  transportation  of  such  prop- 
erty, and  delivery  was  made  by  the  carrier  to  such  party  without 
svch  payment.  The  party  to  whom  delivery  was  so  made  (if  such 
party  was  the  beneficial  owner)  was  made  liable  for  such  transpor- 
tation charges  and  for  any  additional  charges  which  might  be  found 
to  be  due  after  delivery  of  the  property.  If  the  consignor,  however, 
gave  the  delivering  carrier  erroneous  Information  as  to  who  the 
beneficial  owner  was.  such  consignor  was  made  liable  for  such  trana- 
portatlon  charges. 

The  conference  substitute  in  section  5  (d)  retains  these  provisions 
except  that  In  making  liable  for  charges  the  party  to  whom  delivery 
Is  made  it  omits  the  phrase  "(if  such  party  is  the  beneficial  owner)" 
and,  in  addition,  provides  that  if  the  party  to  whom  delivery  Is  made 
has,  prior  to  such  delivery,  notified  In  writing  the  delivering  carrier 
that  he  is  not  the  beneficial  owner  of  the  property  and  has  given  the 
delivering  carrier  in  writing  the  name  and  address  of  such  beneficial 
owner,  such  party  shall  not  be  liable  for  any  additional  charges 
which  may  be  found  to  be  due  after  delivery  of  the  property:  but  If 
the  party  to  whom  delivery  is  made  has  given  to  the  carrier  errone- 
ous information  as  to  the  beneficial  owner,  such  party  shall  never- 
theless be  liable  for  such  additional  charges. 

Section  5  (/).  Joint  use  of  terminal  facilities 
The  conference  substitute,  in  section  6  (f>.  amends  section  3  (4) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  which  authorizes  the  Commission 
to  require,  in  the  public  interest,  the  use  of  the  terminal  facilities 
of  a  carrier  subject  to  part  I  by  another  carrier  or  carriers  at  a  just 
and  reasonable  compensation.  The  amendment  limits  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section  so  as  to  make  them  apply  only  to  common 
carriers  by  railroad. 

Section  6.  Long-and-short-haul  provision 
The  conference  substitute.  In  section  6,  amends  section  4  (1)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

The  effect  of  the  amendment  is  to  extend  the  provisions  of  section 
4  (1).  which  contains  the  long-and-short-haul  provision  and  the 
aggregate-of-intermcdiate-rates  provision,  fo  that  they  will  apply  to 
common  carriers  by  water  subject  to  part  III  as  well  as  to  common 
carriers  subject  to  part  I.  It  repeals  the  "equidistant"  clause, 
which  reads  as  follows: 

"And  If  a  circuitous  rail  line  or  route  is,  because  of  such  circuity, 
granted  authority  to  meet  the  charges  of  a  more  direct  line  or  route 
to  or  from  competitive  points  and  to  maintain  higher  charges  to  or 
frcm  intermediate  points  on  its  line,  :the  authority  shall  not  include 
intermediate  points  as  to  which  the  haul  of  the  petitioning  line  or 
route  Is  not  longer  than  that  of  the  direct  line  or  route  between  the 
competitive  points." 

A  new  proviso  is  added,  as  follows : 

"And  provided  further.  That  tariffs  proposing  rates  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  paragraph  may  be  filed  when  application  Is  made 
to  the  Commission  under  the  provisions  hereof,  and  in  the  event 
such  application  is  approved,  the  Commission  shall  permit  such 
tariffs  to  become  effective  upon  1  day's  notice." 

Section  7.  Consolidntions,  mergers,  acquisitions  of  control,  etc. 

The  House  amendment  In  section  8  and  the  Senate  bill  In  section 
49  provided  for  the  revision  of  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  relating  to  consolidations,  mergers,  acqtil- 
sltions  of  control,  etc..  making  such  revised  section  apply  to  all 
types  of  carriers  subject,  and  proposed  to  be  made  subject,  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  As  a  necessary  Incident,  the  repeal  of 
section  213  (relating  to  vmtflcatlons,  etc..  In  case  of  motor  carriers) 
was  provided  for. 

The  conference  substitute,  in  section  7.  Includes  the  provisions  of 
the  House  amendment  with  certain  revisions,  and  in  section  21  (e) 
repeals  section  213  of  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Act.  A&ide  from 
clarifying  changes,  these  revisions  are  as  follows: 

1  Paragraph  (2)  is  changed  by  adding  the  words  "or  otherwise" 
In  several  places,  so  that  acquisitions  of  control  by  methods  other 
than  through  ownership  of  stock  is  authorized  with  Commission 
approval. 

2.  Paragraph  (2)  is  made  to  cover  a  consolidation  or  merger  of 
franchises.  , 

3.  Specific  authority  is  granted  to  acquire  trackage  rights,  with 
Commission  approval.  This  provision  was  taken  from  the  Senate 
blU. 
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4.  The  House  amendment  included  a  proviso  (the  Harrington 
amendment)  prohibiting  approval  of  any  transaction  which  would 
result  in  unemployment  or  displacement  of  employees,  or  in  the 
Impairment  of  their  employment  rights.  There  was  no  similar 
provision  in  the  Senate  bill.  In  lieu  of  this  provl.so.  the  following 
provision  has  been  Included  in  the  conference  substitute: 

"(f)  As  a  condition  of  Its  approval,  under  this  paragraph  (2),  of 
any  transaction  involving  a  carrier  or  carriers  by  railroad  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  part,  the  Commission  shall  require  a  fair  and 
equitable  arrangement  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  railroad  em- 
ployees affected.  In  Its  order  of  approval  the  Commission  shall  In- 
clude terms  and  conditions  providing  that  during  the  period  of 
4  years  from  the  effective  date  of  such  order  such  transaction 
will  not  result  In  employees  of  the  carrier  or  carriers  by  railroad 
affected  by  surh  order  being  In  a  worse  position  with  respect  to 
their  cmploym.  ..t,  except  that  the  protection  afforded  to  any  em- 
ployee pursuant  to  this  sentence  shall  not  be  required  to  con- 
tinue for  a  longer  period,  following  the  effective  date  of  such  order, 
than  the  period  during  which  such  employee  was  in  the  employ  of 
such  carrier  or  carriers  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  such  order. 
Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  act.  an  agreement 
pertaining  to  the  protection  of  the  Interests  of  said  employees  may 
hereafter  be  entered  Into  by  any  carrier  or  carriers  by  railroad  and 
the  duly  authorized  representative  or  representatives  of  its  or  their 
employees." 

The  substitute  proposal  for  the  Harrington  amendment,  as 
recommended  to  the  conferees  by  instruction  of  the  House,  pro- 
vided in  substance  that  in  case  of  consolidations  and  other  unifi- 
cations Involving  carriers  by  railroads,  the  Commission  should  In 
its  order  of  approval  require  fair  and  equitable  arrangements  to 
protect  the  Interests  of  the  railroad  employees  affected.  This  pro- 
vision has  been  reUlned  In  the  substitute  amendment  agreed  upon 
In  conference. 

The  Instruction  of  the  House  also  made  the  provisions  of  the 
amendment  applicable  to  the  case  where  another  means  of  trans- 
portation was  substituted  for  rail  transportation  proposed  to  be 
abandoned.  This  provision  is  omitted  from  the  substitute  adopted 
in  conference.  A  consideration  of  the  application  of  this  provision 
was.  in  the  judgment  of  the  conferees,  found  to  be  impracticable 
of  proper  administration. 

The  conference  agreement  on  the  Harrington  amendment  In- 
cludes a  provision  of  the  instruction  which  provides  that  the  order 
of  approval  shall  Include  terms  and  conditions  providing  that  the 
transaction  shall  not  result  in  the  employees  being  In  a  worse  po- 
sition with  respect  to  their  employment.  The  conference  agree- 
ment, however,  qualifies  this  provision  by  confining  lU  operation  to 
a  period  of  4  years  from  the  effective  date  of  the  order  approving 
the  transaction  and  providing  further  that  the  protection  afforded 
to  an  employee  shall  not  be  required  to  continue  for  a  longer  period 
following  the  effective  date  of  the  order  than  the  period  for  which 
such  employee  was  in  the  employ  of  an  affected  carrier  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  the  order. 

In  other  words,  the  Harrington  amendment  made  all  employees 
of  the  affected  carriers  equal  beneficiaries  of  its  provisions  regard- 
less of  the  length  of  time  they  may  have  been  employed  prior  to  a 
consolidation.  It  also  required  the  carrier  to  maintain  the  benefits 
of  Its  provisions  Indefinitely  and  without  any  specified  limitation 
by  time  or  otherwise.  Under  the  terms  of  the  conference  agree- 
ment the  benefits  to  employees  will  be  required  to  be  paid  for  not 
longer  than  4  years  after  the  consolidation,  and  in  no  case  for 
longer  than  the  service  of  the  employee  for  the  affected  carriers 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  order  authorizing  the  consolidation. 

5.  The  definitions  of  "person"  and  "control"  have  been  eliminated 
as  unnecessary  because  of  the  new  definitions  of  "person"  and  "con- 
trol" applying  generally  to  part  I. 

6.  Forwarding  carriers  are  not  Included  among  the  carriers  to 
which  the  revLsed  section  5  will  apply. 

7.  The  so-called  Panama  Canal  Act  provisions  (pars.  19.  20.  and 
21  of  sec  5  of  the  present  law)  have  been  modified  for  the  purpose 
of  clarifying  their  relation  to  the  other  provisions  of  the  section  and 
of  making  more  certain  the  authority  of  the  Commission,  in  con- 
nection with  which  there  has  apparently  heen  doubt,  with  respect 
to  the  Installation  of  new  service. 

Section    8    (a).  Authority   teith   respect   to   schedules 
The  conference  substitute,  in  section  8  (a),  amends  section  6  (6) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  so  as  to  clarify  the  Commission's 
authority    with    respect    to    the    filing,    publication,    posting,    and 
rejection  of  schedules  required  to  be  filed  under  such  section  6. 

Section  «  (b).  Repeal  of  paragraphs  (11)  and  (12)  of  section  6 
The  conference  sulwtitute.  In  section  8  (b).  repeals  paragraphs 
(11)  and  <12)  of  section  6  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  which 
require  part  I  carriers  to  furnish,  upon  written  request,  a  state- 
ment of  the  rate  applicable  to  a  described  shipment,  and  require 
rail  carriers  to  post  in  every  freight  station  the  name  of  a  resident 
agent.    These  paragraphs  are  considered  to  be  obsolete. 

Section  8  (c)  and  (d).  Arrangements  xcith  icater  carriers  operating 

to  foreign  ports 
TTie  conference  substitute  In  section  8  (c)  and  (d)  amends  sec- 
tion 6  (13»  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  which  provides  that  if 
any  carrier  by  railroad  enters  into  an  arrangement  with  any  water 
carrier  operating  from  a  port  in  the  Unlttd  States  to  a  foreign 
country  for  handling  through  business  between  Interior  points  of 
the  United  States  and  such  foreign  country,  the  Commission  may 
require  such  rail  carrier  to  enter  Into  similar  arrangements  with 


any  and  all  other  lines  of  steamships  operating  from  the  said  port 
to  the  same  foreign  country. 

The  amendment  repeals  the  present  paragraph  (d)  and  embodies 
these  provisions,  with  amendments.  In  a  new  paragraph  (12)  of 
such  section  6,  'applicable  to  any  common  carrier  subject  to  the  act 
which  enters  Into  such  arrangements. 

Section  9  (a).  Authority  of  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  manage- 
ment of  persons  controlling  carriers 
Section  12  (1)  of  the  present  act  grants  the  Commission  au- 
thority to  inquire  Into  the  management  of  the  busines.s  of  all  com- 
mon carriers  subject  to  part  I.  The  conference  substitute  In  sec- 
tion 9  (a)  amends  such  section  12  (1)  by  granting  the  Commission 
power  also  to  inquire  Into  and  report  on  the  management  of  tne 
business  of  persons  controlling,  controlled  by.  or  under  a  common 
control  with,  such  carriers  to  the  extent  that  the  business  of  such 
persons  is  related  to  the  management  of  the  buslne.-w  of  one  or 
more  such  carriers.  The  Commission  Is  authorized  to  obtain  from 
such  persons  such  information  as  the  Commission  deems  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  part  I;  and  to  tiansmit  to  Congress 
from  time  to  time  such  recommendations,  including  recommenda- 
tions as  to  additional  legislation,  as  the  Commission  considers 
necessary.  ^  ^ 

The  same  power  is  granted  the  Commission  In  amended  section 
204  (a)  (7)  of  part  II  with  respect  to  such  persons  In  relation  to 
motor  carriers  and  in  section  304  (b)  of  new  part  III  In  relaUon 
to  water  carriers. 

Section  10  (b) .  Limitation  on  "short  hauling"  a  rail  carrier 
Section  15  (4)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  Imposes  a  restric- 
tion upon  the  authority  of  the  Commi.'^sion  to  establish  through 
routes  over  railroad  lines.  The  (Commission  Is  prohibited  from  re- 
quiring "any  carrier  by  railroad,  without  its  consent,  to  embrace 
in  such  route  substantially  less  than  the  entire  length  of  its  rail- 
road and  of  any  Intermediate  railroad  operated  in  conjunction  and 
under  a  common  management  or  control  therewith,  which  lies 
between  the  termini  of  such  proposed  through  route  '  There  are 
four  exceptions,  or  conditions,  under  which  the  restriction  does  not 
apply.  First,  where  such  inclusion  of  lines  would  make  the  through 
route  unreasonably  long  as  compared  with  another  practicable 
throxigh  route  which  could  otherwise  be  established;  second,  where 
one  of  the  carriers  Is  a  water  line:  third,  where  there  Is  Involved 
a  matter  arising  under  the  provisions  of  section  3  which,  among 
other  things,  relate  to  undue  preference  of.  or  undue  prejudice  to. 
persons,  localities,  or  traffic,  discriminations  in  the  Interchange  of 
traffic,  and  requirements  by  the  Commission  with  respect  to  com- 
mon use  of  terminals;  and  fourth,  where  the  establishment  of  tem- 
porary throtigh  routes  are  necessary  or  desirable  In  the  public 
interest  In  time  of  shortage  of  equipment,  congestion  of  traffic,  or 
other  emergency  declared  by  the  Commission. 

The  House  amendment  made  no  change  In  the  short-haul  pro- 
visions of  section  15  (4)  and  the  exceptions  thereto.  The  confer- 
ence substitute  in  section  10  (b)  retains  them  and  Includes  another 
exception  by  providing  that  the  restriction  against  short  hauling 
a  rail  carrier  shall  not  apply  where  the  Commission  finds  that  the 
through  route  proposed  to  be  established  is  needed  in  order  to  pro- 
vide adequate  and  more  efficient  or  more  economic  transportation. 
The  Commission  In  the  exercise  of  this  additional  authority  Is 
directed  to  give  reasonable  preference  in  any  particular  case  to  the 
carrier  by  railroad  which  originates  the  traffic,  so  far  as  Is  con- 
sistent with  the  public  interest  and  subject  to  the  limitations  with 
respect  to  unreasonably  long  routes  and  the  necessity  of  providing 
adequate  and  more  efficient  or  more  economic  transportation.  The 
Commission  is  prohibited  from  establishing  any  through  route  and 
Joint  rates  applicable  thereto  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  any 
carrier  that  would  participate  therein  to  meet  its  financial  needs. 

A  further  amendment  Is  made  to  the  through-routes  provision,  by 
providing  in  section  15  (3)  of  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Act  a 
provision  that  if  any  tariff  or  schedule  canceling  any  through  route 
or  joint  rate.  fare,  charge,  or  classification,  without  the  consent  of 
all  carriers  parties  thereto  or  authorization  by  the  Commission.  Is 
suspended  by  the  Commission  for  Investigation,  the  burden  of  proof 
shall  be  upon  the  carrier  or  carriers  proposing  such  cancelation  to 
show  that  it  is  consistent  with  the  public  Interest,  without  regard 
to  the  short-haul  provisions  of  section  15  (4). 

Section  10  (c) .  Burden  of  proof  on  change  of  rates 
The  conference  substitute  in  section  10  (c)  amends  section 
15  (7)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  The  effect  of  the  amend- 
ment is  to  place  the  burden  of  proof  upon  a  carrier  subject  to 
part  I  to  show  that  any  proposed  change  made  by  It  In  a  rate,  fare, 
charge,  classification,  rule,  regulation,  or  practice  Is  Just  and  rea- 
sonable, at  any  hearing  involving  such  change.  The  provision  In 
existing  law  places  this  burden  upon  the  carrier  only  where  the 
carrier  proposes  to  increase  a  rate,  fare,  or  charge. 

A  similar  change  is  made  in  section  216  (g)  with  respect  to  a 
propKjsed  change  made  by  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  in 
Its  rate.  fare,  charge,  classification,  or  rule,  regulation,  or  practice; 
In  section  218  (c)  with  respect  to  any  proposed  new  rate  or  any 
reduced  charge  made  by  a  contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle;  and 
m  section  307  (g)  and  (1)  of  new  part  in  with  respect  to  carriers 
by  water. 

Section  10  (d).  Allowances 

Section  15  (13)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  authorizes  car- 
riers subject  to  part  I  to  pay  allowances  to  the  owner  of  property 
transported  for  any  service  or  instrumentality  furnished  by  such 
owner  in  connection  with  the  transportation.  The  conference  sub- 
stitute In  section  10  (d)  provides  that  such  charge  and  aUowance 
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shall  be  published  In  tariffs  or  schedules  filed  In  the  manner  pro- 
vided In  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

The  conference  substitute  In  section  225  of  part  IT  adds  a  similar 
provision  with  respect  to  charges  and  allowances  paid  by  motor 
carriers,  and  In  section  314  of  part  HI  with  respect  to  charges  and 
allowances  paid  by  water  carriers. 

Section  10  (e).  Rtile  of  rate  making  for  rail  carriers 
The  conference  substitute  In  section  10  (e)  amends  paragraph  2 
of  section  15a  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  read  as  follows. 
Inserting  the  words  "by  the  carrier  or  carriers  for  which  the  rates 
are  prescribed": 

'•(2)  In  the  exercise  of  Its  power  to  prescribe  Just  and  reason- 
able rates  the  Commission  shall  give  due  consideration,  among 
other  factors,  to  the  effect  of  rates  on  the  movement  of  trafBc  by 
the  carrier  or  carriers  for  which  the  rates  are  prescribed;  to  the 
need.  In  the  public  Interest,  of  adequate  and  efficient  railway  trans- 
.portatlon  service  at  the  lowest  cost  consistent  with  the  furnishing 
of  such  service;  and  to  the  need  of  revenues  sufficient  to  enable 
the  carriers,  under  honest,  economical,  and  efficient  management, 
to  provide  such  service." 

Section  11  (b).  Service  of  notice 
The    conference    substitute    In    section    11    (b)    amends    section 
16  (5)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  which  relates  to  the  serv- 
ice of  orders  upon  the  designated  agent   In  Washington  of  a  car- 
rier subject  to  part  I,  by  providing  that  In  prweedings  before  the 
Commission  Involving  the  lawfulness  of  rates,  fares,  charges,  classi- 
fications, or  practices,  service  of  notice  upon  an  attorney  In  fact 
of  a  carrier  who  has   filed   a   tariff  or  schedule   In   behalf  of  such 
carrier  shall  be  deemed  sufficient  service  upon  the  carrier,  except 
where  the  carrier  has  designated  an  agent  in  Washington  upon 
whom  service  of  notices  and  processes  may  be  made. 
Section  12.  Commiashm  procedure 
Section    13  of  the  House   amendment  rewrote  section   17  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  which  deals  with  the  administrative  dis- 
position of  matters  coming  within  the  Commissions  Jurisdiction. 
The  revision  included  matter  in  sections  204  (e)  and  205  (a)  which 
contained  provisions  dealing  with  procedural  matters  under  part  H 
Of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  relating  to  motor-carrier  proceed- 
ings.    Such  sections  204   (e)    and  205   (a)    were  repealed.     Among 
other  things,  the  revised  section  17  provided  for  the  assignment  of 
work  or  functions  to  an  individual  commissioner,  an  examiner,  or 
board  of  examiners. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  of  the  Hoxise  bill  are  retained  In 
the  conference  substitute  In  section  12.  but  modlflcatlons  are  made 
therein,  the  more  Important  of  which  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  Conuniaslon  may  not.  under  the  rewritten  section,  assign 
work  or  functions  to  an  Individual  examiner,  except  to  the  extent 
that  such  assignment  is  already  permitted  under  part  n  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

2.  Instead  of  providing  for  the  assigiunent  of  work  or  functions 
to  boards  of  examiners,  the  rewritten  section  provides  for  assign- 
ment thereof  to  txjards  of  employees.  The  employees  who  are 
eligible  to  serve  are  examiners,  directors,  or  assistant  directors  of 
bureaus,  chiefs  of  sections,  and  attorneys. 

3.  The  secretary  to  the  Commission  is  given  authority  to  admin- 
ister oaths  and  sign  subpenas. 

4  A  new  paragraph  (9)  Is  Included  providing  that  orders  of  a 
division,  an  individual  Commissioner,  or  a  board  shall  be  subject 
to  Judicial  review,  as  In  the  case  of  full  Commission  orders,  after 
an  application  for  rehearing  has  been  made  and  acted  upon. 

6.  The  rewritten  section  includes  a  provision  taken  from  the  Sen- 
ate bill  authorizing  the  Commission  to  promulgate  regulations  re- 
lating to  admission  to  practice  before  it  and  authorizing  the  Com- 
mlMlon  to  Impose  a  reasonable  fee  In  connection  with  such 
admission,  such  fees  to  be  deposited  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Section  13  (a).  Accounts,  records,  and  reports 

The  conference  substitute  amends  section  20  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  which  relates  to  accoimts.  records,  reports,  etc..  of 
carriers  subject  to  part  I.  The  principal  change  Is  that  which 
gives  the  Commission  or  Its  agents  authority  to  Inspect  and  copy 
accounts,  books,  records,  memoranda,  correspondence,  and  other 
documents  of  any  person  controlling.  controlU'd  by.  or  under  com- 
mon control  with  any  such  carrier,  as  the  Commission  deems  relevant 
to  such  person's  relation  to  or  transactions  with  such  carriers  The 
provision  in  the  present  law  that  the  Commission  may  require 
annual  periodical,  or  special  reports  from  the  owner's  of  railroads 
and  prescribe  the  manner  in  which  such  reports  shall  be  made  Is 
amrnded  so  as  to  make  such  provisions  apply  to  a  lessor,  which  Is 
defined  to  mean  a  person  owning  a  railroad,  a  water  line,  or  a  pipe 
line,  leased  to  and  operated  by  such  common  carrier.  The  provi- 
sion in  present  law  which  authorizes  the  Commission  to  require 
from  such  carriers  specific  answers  to  questions  upon  which  the 
Commission  may  need  information  Is  amended  by  providing  that 
the  Commission  may  require  from  such  carriers  and  lessors  spe- 
cific and  full.  true,  and  correct  answers  to  such  questions.  Cer- 
tain other  changes  are  made  with  respect  to  the  matter  to  be  con- 
tained in  annual  reports  and  the  time  within  which  annual  reports 
shall  l>e  filed  with  the  Commission. 

An  additional  provision  Is  added  which  authorizes  the  Commis- 
sion or  Its  agents  to  Inspect  and  copy  the  accounts,  books,  records, 
memoranda,  correspondence,  and  other  documents  of  persons  which 
furnish  cars  or  protective  service  against  heat  or  cold  to  any  carrier 
by  railroad  or  express  company.  This  authority  Is  limited  to  ac- 
counts, etc.,  which  pertain  or  relate  to  the  cars  <a  protective  service 


so  furnished.  The  Commis.«ion  may  prescribe  the  forms  of  accounts, 
records,  and  memoranda  which  it  is  authorized  by  this  paragraph 
to  inspect  and  copy  and  to  require  the  persons  furnishing  such  cars 
or  service  to  submit  such  repjorts  and  specific  and  full,  true  and 
COTTect  answers  to  such  questions  relative  to  such  cars  or  service 
as  the  Commission  deems  necessary.  Certain  other  changes  of  lesser 
Importance  are  Included  in  the  amended  section. 

Penalties  are  provided  for  violations  of  the  new  requirements 
Included  In  the  amended  section. 

The  conference  substitute  In  section  13  (a)  amends  paragraph 
(8)  of  section  20  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  which  provides 
a  penalty  In  the  case  of  an  examiner  who  divtilges  any  Information 
which  may  come  to  his  knowledge  during  the  course  of  examination 
of  accounts,  records,  etc..  by  providing  specifically  that  the  offense 
shall  be  a  misdemeanor  and  reducing  the  maximum  penalty  now 
provided  by  law  from  tSOOO  to  $500  and  from  2  years"  Imprisonment 
to  6  months'  imprisonment. 

Section  13  (b).  Liability  for  loss  and  damage 
The  conference  substitute  amends  section  20  (111  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act,  which  provides  that  any  receiving  or  delivering 
carrier  subject  to  part  I  shall  be  liable  (except  as  provided  in  the 
paragraph)  for  the  full  actual  loss  or  damage  to  property  trans- 
ported. The  paragraph  contains  a  proviso  to  the  effect  that  If  the 
loss  or  damage  occurs  while  the  property  Is  In  the  custody  of  a 
carrier  by  water  the  liability  of  the  carriers  concerned  shall  be 
determined  by  the  laws  and  regulations  applicable  to  transportation 
by  water.  The  conference  substitute  In  section  13  (b)  amends  the 
proviso  to  read  as  follows: 

"Provided.  That  If  the  loss,  damage,  or  Injury  occtirs  while  the 
property  is  in  the  custody  of  a  common  carrier  by  water  the  liability 
of  such  carrier  shall  be  determined  by  the  bill  of  lading  of  the 
carrier  by  water  and  by  and  under  the  laws  and  regtilatlons  ap- 
plicable to  transportation  by  water,  and  the  liability  of  the  Initial 
or  delivering  carrier  shall  be  the  same  as  that  of  such  carrier  by 
water." 

Section  14  (a).  Repeal  of  section  25  relating  to  tcater  carriers  in 

foreign  commerce 
The  conference  substitute  In  section  14  (a)  rep»eals  section  25 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  which  requires  common  carriers  by 
water  In  foreign  commerce  to  file  with  the  Commission  schedules 
of  sailings  to  foreign  destinations,  and,  upon  application  of  any 
shipper  or  carrier  by  railroad,  to  reserve  spmce  In  its  vessels  at  a 
specific  rate  for  the  quantity  of  cargo  offered  when  such  shipper 
delivers  the  shipment  on  a  through  bill  of  lading  to  a  carrier  by 
railroad  at  places  designated  by  the  Commission. 

The  retention  of  this  provision  In  the  law  was  deemed  unneces- 
sary. 
Section  17  (b).  Transportation  by  motor  vehicle  in  terminal  areas 

Section  18  of  the  House  amendment  amended  the  definition  of 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  and  of  contract  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  contained  in  section  203  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 
These  definitions,  as  rewritten,  provided  that  In  case  of  transfer,  col- 
lection, or  delivery  services  by  motor  vehicle  within  terminal  areas, 
performed  by  rail  carriers  or  water  carriers,  and  Incidental  to  trans- 
portation subject  lo  part  I  or  part  HI.  such  transportation  would  be 
subject  to  part  I  and  part  IH.  respectively,  and  be  regulated  as 
transportation  subject  to  those  parts  of  the  act. 

These  definitions,  as  rewritten,  also  dealt  with  the  case  where  a 
person  (acting  as  agent  or  under  a  contractual  arrangement)  per- 
formed transfer,  collection,  or  delivery  services  by  motor  vehicle 
within  terminal  areas  for  carriers  by  railroad,  express  companies, 
other  motor  carriers,  or  water  carriers,  and  provided  that  In  such  a 
case  the  transportation  should  be  regulated  as  transportation  per- 
formed by  the  person  for  whom  the  services  were  rendered  In  tha 
same  manner  as  the  railroad,  express,  motor  carrier,  or  water  trans- 
portation to  which  the  services  were  Incidental. 

The  provisions  referred  to  above  are  retained  In  the  conference 
substitute,  but  for  purposes  of  simplification  and  clarification  the; 
are  taken  out  of  the  definitions  above  referred  to  and,  by  section 
17  (b).  are  Included  In  a  new  subsection  (c)  added  to  section  202 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Section  18  (b)  (1)  and  (2).  Trolley  busses 
The  conference  substitute  In  section  18  (b)  (1)  and  (2)  amends 
section  203  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  by  striking  out  the  pro- 
vision In  clause  (5)  of  subsection  (b)  which  gives  a  qualified  ex- 
emption from  the  provisions  of  part  II  applicable  to  trolley  busses 
furnishing  local  passenger  transportation  service  similar  to  street 
railway  service,  and  provides  an  absolute  exemption  for  such  trolley 
busses  by  excluding  them  from  the  definition  of  the  term  "motor 
vehicle"  in  section  203  (a)    (13). 

Section  18  (b)    (J).  Motor  vehicles  operated  by  a  farmer 

Section  203  (b)  (4a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  gives  a 
qualified  exemption  from  the  provisloris  of  part  n  applicable  to 
motor  vehicles  controlled  and  operated  by  any  farmer  and  used  In 
the  transportation  of  his  agricultural  commodities  and  product* 
thereof,  or  in  the  transportation  cf  supplies  to  his  farm. 

The  conference  substitute  in  section  18!  (b)  (3)  amends  this  pro- 
vision by  providing  that  the  exemption  shall  apply  only  when  such 
motor  vehicles  are  used  in  such  transportation. 

Section  18  (b)    (4).  Federation  of  cooperative  associations 
Section  203    (b)    (4b)    of  the  Interstate  Commerce   Act   gives  a 
qualified   exemption   from   the   provisions  of   part   n   applicable   to 
motor  vehicles  contn^ed  and  operated  by  a  cooperative  associatloa 
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as  defined  In  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act.   approved  June   16, 
1929. 

The  conference  substitute  in  section  18  (b)  (4)  retains  this  pro- 
▼islon  and.  in  addition,  grants  the  same  exemption  to  motor  ve- 
hicles controlled  and  operated  by  a  federation  of  such  cooperative 
associations  if  such  federation  possesses  no  greater  powers  or  pur- 
poses than  cooperative  associations  so  defined. 

Section  18  (b)    (5).  Ordinary  livestock 

The  conference  substitute  amends  section  203  (b)  (fl>  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  which  provides  among  other  things  a 
qualified  exemption  from  the  provisions  of  part  n  applicable  to 
motor  vehicles  used  In  carrying  property  consisting  of  livestock, 
by  limiting  the  exemption  to  the  carriage  of  or<}inary  livestock. 
Section  18  (b)   (6).  Casual  transportation  by  motor  vehicle 

Section  203  (b)  (9)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  provides 
a  qualified  exemption  from  the  provisions  of  part  II  applicable 
to  the  casual,  occasional,  or  reciprocal  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers or  property  for  compensation  by  any  person  not  engaged 
In  transportation  by  motor  vehicle  as  a  regular  occupation  or  busi- 
ness 

The  conference  substitute  in  section  18  (b)  (6)  retains  thl« 
provision  but  provides  an  exception  in  the  case  of  such  trans- 
portation of  passengers,  where  the  transportation  is  sold,  or  offered 
for  sale,  or  furnished,  or  arranged  for.  by  a  broker  or  by  any 
Other  person  who  sells  or  offers  for  sale  transportation  furnished 
by  a  person  lawfully  engaged  in  the  transportation  of  passengers 
by  motor  vehicle  under  a  certificate  or  permit  issued  by  the 
Commission. 

Section  19.  Exemption  of  certain  interstate  and  foreign  operations 

of  motor  carriers 

The  House  amendment  added  to  section  204  (a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  a  new  paragraph  (4a)  authorizing  the  Commis- 
sion to  make  exemptions  in  the  case  of  motor  carriers  operating 
In  mtersute  or  foreign  commerce  but  physically  operating  wholly 
within  the  borders  of  a  State.  The  exemptions  were  made  de- 
pendent upon  findings  by  the  Commission  that  the  operations 
were  in  fact  of  such  nature,  character,  or  quantity  as  not  substan- 
tially to  affect  or  impair  uniform  regulation  by  the  Commission 
of  transportation  by  motor  carriers  engaged  In  Interstate  com- 
merce In  effectuating  the  national  transportation  policy  declarf'd 
in  the  Act.  This  subparagraph  provided  that  the  filing  of  an 
application  for  exemption,  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  the 
State  beard  of  the  State  in  which  the  operations  of  the  carriers 
vere  carried  on.  sutlng  In  the  opinion  of  such  board  such  carrier 
was  entitled  to  a  certificate  of  exemption,  should  exempt  the 
carrier  until  final  disposition  of  the  application. 

The  conference  sutjstitute  in  section  19  follows  the  House 
amendment  except  that  the  provision  relating  to  the  certificate 
of  a  State  board  is  changed  so  that  the  filing  of  such  a  certificate 
operates  to  exempt  the  carrier  only  after  the  expiration  of  60 
days  from  the  date  application  is  made  to  the  Commission,  ♦bus 
giving  the  Commls-slon  60  days  within  which  It  can  act  to  prevent 
Uie  automatic  exemption  from  taking  effect. 

It  is  further  provided  that  in  case  a  motor  carrier  has  become 
exempt  as  provided  in  this  subparagraph,  it  shall  not  be  con- 
sidered to  be  a  burden  on  Interstate  commerce  for  a  State  to 
regulate  such  carrier  with  respect  to  the  operations  covered  by 
the  exemption. 

Section  20  (a).  Authority  to  inquire  into  the  management  of  the 
business  of  persons  controlling  motor  carriers,  etc. 

The  conference  substitute  in  section  20  (a)  amends  section  204  (a) 
(7)  of  the  Intersute  Commerce  Act  which  gives  the  Commission 
authority  to  inquire  Into  the  organization  of  motor  carriers  and 
brokers  and  into  the  management  of  their  btislness.  and  to  transmit 
to  Congress  from  time  to  time  such  recommendations  as  to  addi- 
tional legislation  relating  to  such  carriers  or  brokers  as  the  Com- 
ml.'slon  may  deem  necessary. 

The  amendment  retains  the  authority  with  respect  to  Inquiry  Into 
the  management  of  the  business  of  motor  carriers  and  brokers  and 
•trlkcs  out  the  authority  to  Inqtilre  into  the  organization  of  such 
carriers  and  brokers.  It  broaderis  the  provision  so  that  the  Com- 
mission will  have  this  authority  also  with  respect  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  business  of  persons  controlling,  controlled  by,  or  under 
common  control  with,  motor  carriers,  to  the  extent  that  the  business 
of  such  persons  is  related  to  the  management  of  the  business  of 
such  motor  carriers.  A  further  change  is  made  to  authorize  the 
Commission  to  transmit  to  Congress  from  time  to  time  such  recom- 
mendations as  the  Commission  may  deem  necessary.  In  addition  to 
recommendations  as  to  additional  legislation. 

Section  20  (b).  Code  of  fair  competition 

Section  204  (b)  of  the  Interj?tate  Commerce  Act  provides  that  the 
provisions  of  any  code  of  fair  competition  for  any  industry  embrac- 
ing motor  carriers  approved  pursuant  to  the  National  Industri£il 
Recovery  Act  which  is  in  conflict  or  inconsistent  with  any  action 
under  the  provisions  of  jMut  n  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  shall 
have  no  force  and  effect.  The  conference  substitute  in  section  20 
(b)  repeals  the  said  subsection  because  It  \b  obsolete. 

Section  20  (d).  Joint  boards — failure  of  member  to  participate 

The  conference  substitute  in  section  20  (d)  amends  the  proposed 
new  subsection  (b)  of  section  205  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
by  adding  a  new  provision  reading  as  follows: 

"The  failure  of  a  duly  appointed  member  of  a  Joint  board  to 
participate  in  any  hearing  on  a  matter  referred  to  such  Joint  board 
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after  notice  thereof  shall  be  considered  to  constitute,  as  to  the 
matter  referred,  a  waiver  of  action  on  the  part  of  the  State  from 
which  such  member  was  appointed." 

Section    20    (e).    "Grandfather"    certificates    based    on    seasonal 

operations 

The  conference  substitute,  in  section  20  (e) ,  amends  section  206 
(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  relating  to  the  issuance  of 
"grandfather"  certificates  to  common  carriers  by  motor  vehicles 
engaged  in  seasonal  operations  on  June  1,  1935.  by  requiring  that 
the  carriers  must  have  "so  operated  since  that  time"  in  order  to  be 
entitled  to  a  certificate. 

Provision  relating  to  potter  of  the  Commissitm  to  limit  scope  of 

motor-carrier  operations 

Section  21  of  the  House  amendment  amended  subsection  (a)  of 
section  208  and  subsection  (b)  of  section  209  of  part  II  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act.  by  providing  that  the  Commission  should  not 
Impose  any  condition  or  limitation  which  would  prevent  a  motor 
carrier  entitled  to  a  certificate  or  permit  on  the  basis  of  its  opera- 
tions on  or  prior  to  June  1.  1935.  or  July  1,  1935,  respectively,  from 
transporting  any  commodity  or  class  thereof  which  It  transported, 
or  from  engaging  in  tiansportatlon  from  or  to  points  to  or  from 
which  it  transported  such  commodity  or  class,  on  or  prior  to  said 
dates. 

These  amendments  were  Intended  to  correct  certsUn  purported 
Inequities  which  had  developed  In  the  administration  of  part  n 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Various  proposed  mnclllicctlons 
of  these  amendments  were  considered  by  the  conference  commit- 
tee but  no  satisfactory  amendment  was  presented  to  the  con- 
ferees. In  view  of  this  fact,  and  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
provisions  proposed  to  be  amended  have  been  in  effect  since  1935 
and  readjustments  in  the  business  of  motor  carriers  have  thtia 
far  taken  place  upon  the  basis  of  the  present  provisions  of  law, 
the  conference  committee  omitted  these  proposed  amendments 
to  sections  208  and  209  from  the  conference  sui>stltute  bill. 

Section  21    (a).  Dual  operations  under  certificates  and  permits, 

motor  carriers 
The  conference  substitute  In  section  21  (a)  amends  section 
210  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  which  prohibits  a  person  from 
holding  at  the  same  time  both  a  certificate  as  a  common  carrier 
of  property  by  motor  vehicle  and  a  permit  as  a  contract  carrier 
of  property  by  motor  vehicle  over  the  same  route  or  within  the 
same  territory,  vmless  for  good  cause  shown  the  Commission  shall 
find  that  both  forms  of  operating  authority  may  be  held  con- 
sistent with  the  public  interest  and  with  the  policy  dcclarfd  tn 
part  II.  so  that  the  section  will  apply  not  only  to  a  partlctilar 
motor  carrier  but  also  to  any  person  controlling,  controlled  by.  or 
under  common  control  with,  such  person. 

Section  22  (b).  Undue  preference  or  advantage 

The  conference  substitute  in  section  22  (b)  amends  section 
216  (d)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  by  extending  the  prohibi- 
tion against  undue  or  unreasonable  preference  to  cover  a  region, 
district,  or  territory,  so  as  to  make  It  conform  to  the  revised 
section  3  (I)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  applicable  to  com- 
mon carriers  subject  to  part  I. 

Section   22    (c) .  Suspension  of   schedules   of   common   carriers   by 
motor  txhicle;  burden  of  proof 

Section  216  (g)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  authorizes  the 
Commission  to  suspend  any  schedule  of  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle  which  states  a  new  rate  or  charge  or  any  new  rule 
or  regulation  affecting  a  rate  or  charge.  The  operation  of  such 
schedule  may  be  stispended  for  an  initial  period  of  90  daj-s  which 
may  be  extended  but  not  for  a  longer  period  in  the  aggregate  than 
180  days.  The  conference  substitute  In  section  22  (c)  retains  the 
suspension  power  but  provides  for  a  suspension  period  which  shall 
not  exceed  7  months. 

Said  section  216  (g)  also  provides  that  the  burden  of  proof 
shall  be  upon  the  common  carrier  to  show  that  the  increased  rate 
or  the  proposed  rule.  etc..  Is  Just  and  reasonable.  The  conference 
substitute  amends  the  burden -of -proof  rule  by  providing  that  the 
burden  of  proof  shall  be  upon  the  common  carrier  to  show  that 
any  proposed  changed  rate  or  rule,  etc.,  is  Just  and  reasonable. 
Section  22   (d).  Rule  of  rate  making  for  motor  carriers 

The  conference  substitute  In  section  22  (d)  amends  section 
216  (1)   of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  read  as  follows: 

'(1)  In  the  exercise  of  its  power  to  prescribe  Just  and  reasonable 
rates,  fares,  and  charges  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  or 
property  by  common  carriers  by  motor  vehicle,  and  clsujslflcatlons, 
regulations,  and  practices  relating  thereto,  the  Commission  shall 
give  due  consideration,  among  other  factors,  to  the  inherent 
advantages  of  transportation  by  such  carriers;  to  the  effect  of  rates 
upon  the  movement  of  traffic  by  the  carrier  or  carriers  for  which 
the  rates  are  prescribed;  to  the  need,  in  the  public  Interest,  of 
adequate  and  efficient  transportation  service  by  such  carriers  at  the 
lowest  cost  consistent  with  the  furnishing  of  such  service;  and 
to  the  need  of  revenues  sufllcient  to  enable  such  carriers,  under 
honest,  economical,  and  efficient  management,  to  provide  such 
service." 

The  change  from  existing  law  Is  the  addition  of  the  words  "and 
ciassiflcatlons.  regulations,  and  practices  relating  thereto,"  and  the 
words  "by  the  carrier  or  carriers  for  which  the  rates  are  prescribed." 
The  addition  of  these  words  makes  this  subsection  in  this  respect 
corre-spond  to  amended  section  15a  of  part  I  and  secUon  307  (f )  Ot 
the  new  part  III. 
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The  rule  at  rate  making  for  contract  carriers  by  motor  vehicle  is 
In  amended  section  218   (b)   of  part  H.  and  the  rule  for  contract 
carriers  by  water  Is  In  section  307   (h)   of  the  new  part  HI. 
Section    23    (e).    Schedules    of    rates,    and    contracts,   of    contract 
carriers  by  motor  vehicle 

St'Cttcn  24  of  the  House  amendment  amended  subsection  (a)  of 
■ectlcn  218  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  which  relates  to  sched- 
ules of  rates  and  to  contracts  of  contract  carriers  by  motor  vehicles. 
It  provided  that  the  schedules  required  to  be  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission by  such  carriers  should  contain  the  minimum  charges 
actually  maintained  and  charged.  It  retained  the  provision  that 
the  Commission.  In  Ite  discretion,  might  require  such  a  carrier  to 
file  with  it  In  lieu  of  such  schedules,  copies  of  contracts  between 
It  and  shippers  The  section  authorized  the  Commission  to  make 
public  the  min  num  rates  or  charges  contained  in  such  contracts 
but  prohibited  it  from  making  public  the  names  of  the  persons  for 
whom  the  prooeny  Is  transported  and  other  terms  of  the  contracts, 
except  where  "the  Commission  determined  such  contracts  should 
be  made  available  as  a  part  of  the  record  in  a  formal  proceeding 
provided  the  Commission  found  such  action  consistent  with  the 

''"'The  conference  substitute  in  section  23  (a)  retains  the  provision 
of  this  section  of  the  House  amendment  which  required  the 
schedules  to  contain  the  rates  actually  maintained  and  charged. 
A  provision  Is  added  which  makes  It  the  duty  of  every  contract 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle  to  establish  and  observe  reasonable 
minimum  rates  and  charges  and  reasonable  regulations  and  prac- 
tices to  he  applied   in  connection  therewith. 

The  provLslon  with  respect  to  the  filing  of  contracts  In  lieu  of 
schedules  is  omitted  in  view  of  the  provision  in  the  present  law  In 
section  220  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  which  giyw  the 
Commission  authority  to  require  any  motor  carrier  to  file  with  it  a 
cony  of  any  contract  between  the  carrier  and  any  other  carrier 
or   person   In  relation  to  any  trafllc  affected  by  the  provisions  of 

part  n  of  the  act.  ^  ^       ^    ,       ,_^ 

The  provision  with  respect  to  publicity  of  such  contracts  Is  also 
omitted  but  In  lieu  thereof  provisions  are  added  by  section  24  to 
said  section  220  (a)  providing  for  publicity  under  certain  con- 
ditions. 

Section  23  (b).  Commusion's  power  to  prescrihe  minimum  charges 
of  contract  carriers  by  motor  vehicle 

The  conference  substitute  amends  section  218  (b)  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act.  This  subsection  of  existing  law  authorizes 
the  Commission  to  prescribe  the  minimum  charge  of  a  contract 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle  or  the  rule,  regulation,  or  practice  affect- 
ing such  charge  or  the  value  of  the  services  where  the  Commis- 
sion finds  that  any  charge,  rule,  regulation,  or  practice  of  such 
a  carrier  contravenes  the  policy  declared  In  section  202  (a)  of 
part  II  The  Commission  may  prescribe  such  minimum  charge, 
rule  regulation,  or  practice  as  in  its  Judgment  may  be  necessary 
or  desirable  in  the  public  interest  and  to  promote  the  policy 
declared  in  said  section. 

The  conference  substitute  In  section  23  (b)  retains  these  pro- 
visions but  amends  them  by  providing  that  the  Commission  may 
prescribe  the  just  and  reasonable  minimum  rate  or  charge,  or 
the  rule  regulation,  or  practice  affecting  such  minimum  rate 
or  charge,  where  the  Commission  finds  that  such  rate  or  charge, 
or  rule  regulation,  or  practice  contravenes  the  national  trans- 
portation policy  declared  In  this  act  or  is  in  contravention  of 
any  provision  of  part  II  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  pre- 
scribe such  Just  and  reasonable  minimum  rate  or  charge,  or  such 
rule,  regulation,  or  practice  as  in  its  Judgment  may  be  necessary 
or  desirable  In  the  public  Interest  and  to  promote  such  policy, 
and  win  not  be  in  contravention  of  any  provision  of  such  part. 
Section  23  (c).  Suspension  of  schedules  of  contract  carriers  by 
motor  vehicle:   burden  of  proof 

Section  218  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  authorizes  the 
Commission  to  susptnd  any  schedule  of  a  contract  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle  which  states  a  reduced  charge  directly  or  by  means 
of/any  rtUe.  regulation,  or  practice.  The  operation  of  such  sched- 
ule may  be  suspended  for  an  Initial  period  of  90  days,  which  may 
be  extended  but  not  for  a  longer  period  In  the  aggregate  than 
180  days.  The  conference  substitute  in  section  23  (c)  retains  the 
suspension  power  but  provides  for  a  suspension  period  which  shaU 
not  exceed  7  months. 

The  present  law  places  no  burden  of  proof  upon  the  contract 
carrier  to  show  that  any  proposed  charge  for  a  new  service  or  any 
— reduced' charge  or  changed  rule.  etc..  affecting  such  charge  is  Just 
-^and  reasonable.  The  conference  substitute  adds  a  provision  that 
the  rule  as  to  burden  of  proof  specified  In  section  216  (g)  with 
respect  to  common  carriers  by  motor  vehicle  shall  apply  to  con- 
tract carriers  by  motor  vehicle. 

Section  24.  Accounts,  records,  and  reports  of  motor  carriers 

Section  220  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  authorizes  the 
Commission  to  require  annual  and  other  reports  from  motor  car- 
riers and  brokers  and  to  prescribe  the  forms  of  accounts,  records, 
and  memoranda  to  be  kept  by  such  carriers:  and  authorizes  the 
Commission  or  Its  duly  authorized  agents  to  have  access  to  lands, 
buildings,  and  such  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda  for  Inspec- 
tion and  examination. 

The  conference  substitute  In  section  24  retains  these  provisions. 
and  said  section  amends  section  220  by  authorizing  the  Commission 
to  require  annual  and  other  reports  from  a  lessor,  which  Is  defined 
to  mean  a  lessor  of  any  right  to  operate  as  a  motor  carrier.  The 
amended  section  authorizes  the  Conunlssion  or  its  agents  to  Inspect 


and  copy  accounts,  records,  etc..  of  lessors:  and.  also,  such  accounts, 
records  etc  of  any  person  controlling,  controlled  by.  or  under 
common  control  with  any  such  carrier  as  the  Commission  deems 
relevant  to  such  person's  relation  to  or  transactions  with  such 
carrier  Certain  other  changes  are  made  in  the  amended  section 
with  respect  to  accounts,  records,  and  reports  In  order  to  make  the 
requirements  thereof  more  definite  and  specific. 

Section  24.  Accident  reports,  motor  carriers 
The  conference  substitute  In  section  24  adds  to  section  220  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act   (which  relates  to  accounu,  records,  and 
reports)  a  new  subsection  (f),  reading  as  follows: 

"(f)  No  report  by  any  motor  carrier  of  any  accident  arising  In  the 
course  of  the  operations  of  such  carrier,  made  pursuant  to  any 
reqviirement  of  thS  Commission,  and  no  repwrt  by  the  Commission 
of  any  investigation  of  any  such  accident,  shall  be  admitted  aa 
evidence  or  used  for  any  other  purpose  In  any  stilt  or  action  for 
damages  growing  out  of  any  matter  mentioned  In  such  report  or 
Investigation." 

Section  24.  Contracts  of  contract  carriers  by  motor  vehicle 
Section  220  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  provides  that  the 
Commission  may  require  any  motor  carrier  to  file  with  it  a  copy  of 
any  contract,  agreement,  or  arrangement  between  such  carrier  and 
any  person  In  relation  to  any  trafllc  affected  by  the  provisions  of 
part  n.  The  conference  substitute  in  section  24  adds  an  additional 
provision  that  the  Commission  shall  not  make  public  any  such  con- 
tract, etc..  between  a  contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  and  a  shipper 
except  as  a  part  of  the  record  In  a  formal  proceeding  where  it  con- 
siders such  action  consistent  with  the  public  Interest.  It  further 
provides  that  If  such  contract  falls  to  conform  to  the  publl.shed 
schedule  of  the  contract  carrier  as  required  by  section  218  (a),  the 
Comml.sslon  may  make  public  such  of  the  provisions  of  the  contract 
as  it  considers  necessary  to  disclose  such  failtire  and  the  extent 

thereof. 

Section  25  (a).  Service  of  notice 

The  conference  substitute  amends  section  221  (a)  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act,  which  relates  to  the  designation  of  an  agent 
by  a  motor  carrier  to  receive  service  of  notices  or  orders,  by  adding 
a  new  provision  that  in  proceedings  before  the  Commission  Involv- 
ing the  lawfulness  of  rates,  fares,  charges,  classifications,  or  prac- 
tices, service  of  notice  upon  an  attorney-in-fact  of  a  carrier  who 
has  filed  a  tariff  or  schedule  In  behalf  of  such  carrier  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  due  and  sufficient  service  upon  the  carrier. 

Section    25    (b) .    Orders    of    the    Commission    in    motor    carrier 

proceedings 
The  conference  substitute  In  section  25  (b)  amends  section  221 
(b)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  which  provides  that  all  orders 
of  the  ComnTission  shall  lake  effect  within  such  reasonable  time  as 
the  Commission  may  specify.  The  ^amendment  requires  that  such 
orders  shall  take  effect  within  "not  less  than  30  days."  This 
amendment  makes  section  221  (b)  correspond  In  tbls  respect  to 
section  15  (2)  of  part  I  and  with  section  315  (d)  In  new  part  m. 

Section  25  (c).  Penalty  in  case  of  disclosure  of  information  by 
special  agent  or  examiner 
The  conference  substitute  amends  section  222  (d)  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act.  which  provides  a  penalty  In  the  case  where  a 
special  agent  or  examiner  divulges  information  which  may  come  to 
his  knowledge  during  the  course  of  his  examination  of  accounts, 
records,  or  memoranda  of  motor  carriers  or  brokers,  by  specifically 
providing  that  the  offense  shall  be  a  misdemeanor  and  by  reducing 
the  maximum  penalty  provided  under  present  law  from  $5,000  to 
$500  and  from  2  years'  Imprisonment  to  6  months'  Imprisonment. 

Section  25  (d) .  Penalties  for  failure  of  motor  carriers  or  other  persons 
to  make  reports,  keep  accounts,  etc. 

Section  222  (g)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  provides  certain 
penalties  for  failure  on  the  part  of  motor  carriers,  brokers,  and 
certain  other  persons  to  make  reports  or  to  keep  accounts,  or  for 
falsifying,  destroying,  etc  ,  reports,  accounts,  and  records,  or  for 
filing  any  false  report,  account,  etc.  Section  25  (d)  of  the  confer- 
ence substitute  amends  said  section  223  (g)  by  adding  thereto 
certain  other  acts  of  motor  carriers,  brokers,  or  other  persons.  In 
violation  of  part  II  to  which  the  same  penalties  are  made  applicable. 

Section  26  (a).  Alloicancaa  to  shippers 
The  House  amendment  In  section  23  Included  a  new  section  pro- 
viding for  allowances  to  an  owner  of  property  transported  who 
rendered  any  service  connected  with  the  transportation  or  furnished 
any  instrumentality  used  therein.  The  conference  substitute  in 
section  26  ( a )  includes  this  provision  in  a  new  section  225  in  part  n 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  It  amends  the  said  provision  by 
requiring  that  such  allowance  shall  be  published  In  tariffs  ot 
schedules  filed  in  the  manner  provided  In  said  part  n. 

Section  302.  Definitions  in  proposed  part  III 

The  definitions  contained  In  the  conference  substitute  conform, 
for  the  most  part,  to  those  in  the  House  amendment. 

As  stated  In  the  report  of  the  House  committee,  the  scope  of 
water  regulation,  wlilch  Is  prescribed  by  virtue  of  the  definition  of 
"Interstate  or  foreign  commerce."  is  limited  to  domestic  transporta- 
tion, and  to  foreign  transportation  to  the  extent  that  there  is  a 
movement  from  a  point  In  the  United  States  to  another  point  in 
the  United  States  either  before  or  after  transshipment  at  a  place 
within  the  United  States.  Transportation  between  the  continental 
United  States  and  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  the  various  possessions  of 
the  United  States  does  not  come  within  the  scope  of  this  legislation. 
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Section  302  of  the  new  part  m  ol  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 
added  by  the  House  amendment,  contained  definitions  of  "common 
carrier  by  water"  and  "contract  carrier  by  water."  These  definitions 
contained  provisions  which  provided  that  in  case  of  certain  water- 
carrier  operations  performed  by  rail  carriers  subject  to  part  I,  or  by 
motor  carriers  subject  to  part  II,  Incidental  to  transportation  subject 
to  parts  I  and  II,  respectively,  such  transportation  would  be  subject 
to  part  I  or  part  n.  as  the  case  might  be.  and  be  regulated  as  trans- 
portation subject  to  those  parts  of  the  act. 

These  definitions  also  dealt  with  the  case  where  a  person  (acting 
as  agent  or  under  a  contractual  arrangement)  performed  certain 
•ervices  by  water  for  carriers  by  railroad,  expre*^^  companies,  motor 
carriers,  or  other  water  carriers,  and  provided  that  in  such  a  case 
the  transportation  should  be  considered  to  be  engaged  in  by  the 
person  for  whom  the  services  were  performed,  and  regulated  In  the 
•aine  manner  as  the  railroad,  express,  motor  carrier,  or  water  trans- 
portation to  which  the  services  were  incidental. 

The  provisions  referred  to  above  are  retained  in  the  conference 
substitute,  but  for  purpose*  of  simplification  and  clarification  they 
are  taken  out  of  the  definitions  above  referred  to  and  are  included 
in  subsection  (f)  of  section  303  of  the  new  part  III  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act. 

The  conference  substitute  also  makes  a  change  in  the  description 
of  the  transportation  to  which  the  provisions  above  referred  to 
relate.  The  transportation  as  to  which  this  special  treatment  was 
provided  In  the  definitions  In  the  Hotise  amendment  was  de8crlt>ed 
In  two  places  in  the  definition  of  "common  carrier  by  water"  and  in 
two  places  in  the  definition  of  "contract  carrier  by  water."  but  the 
language  was  not  imlform  in  all  of  such  places.  As  Incorporated  in 
the  new  subsection  (f )  of  section  303,  this  language  is  as  follows: 
"in  the  performance  within  terminal  areas  of  transfer,  collection,  or 
delivery  services,  or  in  the  performance  of  floatage,  car  ferry, 
lighterage,  or  towage." 

In  the  definition  of  "common  carrier  by  water"  as  included  in 
section  302  (d)  of  the  conference  substitute,  the  following  lan- 
guage is  Included: 

"except  transportation  by  water  by  an  express  company  subject  to 
part  I  in  the  conduct  of  it«  express  business,  which  shall  be  con- 
sidered to  be  and  shall  be  regulated  as  transportation  subject  to 
part  I." 

The  definition  of  "contract  carrier  by  water"  in  the  House  amend- 
ment contained  a  sentence  as  follows: 

"For  the  purposes  of  this  paragraph  a  person  which,  imder  a 
charter,  lease,  or  other  agreement,  furnishes  a  vessel  to  another 
person,  for  compensation,  for  use  in  the  transportation  of  property 
of  such  other  person,  shall  Itself  not  be  considered  to  be  engaged 
in  the  transportation  of  such  property  as  a  contract  carrier  by 
water." 

In  the  conference  substitute  the  word  "not",  which  waa  Inserted 
on  the  House  floor,  has  been  omitted,  but  the  provision  (which  is  In 
sec.  302  (e))  has  been  limited  so  that  it  only  applies  where  the 
vessel  is  furnished  to  a  person  other  than  a  carrier  subject  to  the 
IniersUte  Commerce  Act.  and  the  language  Is  clarified  to  make 
•ure  that  the  person  furnishing  the  vessel  will  not,  simply  by 
reason  of  furnishing  the  vessel,  become  a  contract  carrier  subject  to 
part  rri  of  the  act  as  to  that  part  of  Its  business  not  related  to  the 
ftimishing  and  use  of  the  vessel.  A  new  provision  Is  added  giving 
the  Commission  authority  to  exempt  (either  permanently  or  for  a 
limited  time)  any  person  or  cla^s  of  persons  when  the  CommlsBJon 
deems  it  unnecessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  national  trans- 
portation policy,  for  stich  person  or  class  of  persons  to  be  regulated 
as  a  contract  carrier  or  contract  carriers. 

Section  303.  Water  carrier  exemption* 

Section  303  (b)  of  the  proposed  part  III  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  In  the  House  amendment,  exempted  transportation  by  a 
contract  carrier  by  water  of  coounodities  In  bulk  in  a  vessel  the 
cargo  space  of  which  Is  used  for  the  carrying  of  not  more  than 
three  such  commodities  at  any  given  time. 

In  the  conference  substitute  this  provision  is  extended  to  cover 
common  carriers  by  water  as  well  as  contract  carriers  by  water. 

This  provision  as  Included  In  the  House  amendment  waa  sus- 
ceptible to  the  Interpretation  that  if  at  any  time  the  vessel  carried 
three  bulk  comnuxilties  or  less,  transportation  thereon  would  be 
exempt  as  to  any  numt>er  of  bulk  commodities.  Therefore,  without 
making  any  change  In  the  intended  policy  and  In  order  to  clarify 
this  provision  the  first  sentence  has  been  changed  to  read  as 
tdHdrnn. 

"Nothing  in  this  i>art  shall  apply  to  the  transportation  by  a 
water  carrier  of  commodities  in  bulk  when  the  cargo  space  of  the 
vessel  m  which  such  commodities  are  transported  is  being  used  for 
the  carrying  of  not  more  than  three  such  conunodltles." 

This  subsection  in  the  House  amendment  also  provided  that  It 
should  apply  only  In  the  case  of  commodities  received  and  delivered 
by  the  carrier  "without  mark  or  coimt."  In  the  conference  sub- 
stitute the  word  "transportation"  is  inserted  before  the  words 
••mark  or  count". 

Section  303  (e)  of  the  proposed  part  ni  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act,  in  the  House  amendment,  contained  provisions  grant- 
ing exemptions  to  contract  carriers  by  water  under  certain  con- 
ditions. The  dates  contained  therein  governing  exemption  of 
carriers  in  oporatlon  at  the  time  part  in  takes  effect  are  changed 
from  January  1.  1939.  and  October  1,  1939.  to  January  1.  1940,  and 
January  1,  1941.  respectively. 

SecUon  303  (f )  of  the  proposed  part  m  of  the  IntersUte  Com- 
merce Act,  contained  in  the  House  an^ndment,  read  as  follows: 

"(X)   Nothing  in  this  part  shall  be  construed  to  affect  any  law 


of  navigation,  the  admiralty  Jurisdiction  of  the  courts  of  the 
United  States,  liabilities  of  vessels  and  their  owners  for  loss  or 
damage,  or  laws  respecting  seamen,  or  any  other  statute  or  mari- 
time law.  regtilation,  or  custom  not  in  coxiflict  with  tiie  provisions 
of  this  part." 

This  provision  is  retained  in  the  conference  substitute  but  Is 
transferred  to  the  section  dealing  with  repeals  of  existing  law. 

Section  303   (/).  Operating  authority  of  carriers  whose  exemption 

is  termirutted 
The  conference  bill  includes  as  section  303  (1)  a  new  provision 
providing  that  whenever  transportation  exempted  under  the  pro- 
visions of  subsection  (g)  or  (e)  of  such  section  becomes  subject 
to  regulation  the  carrier  may  continue  operation  for  120  days 
without  a  certificate  or  permit,  and  If  application  for  a  certificate 
or  permit  covering  the  previously  exempted  transportation  Is  made 
within  such  pertod.  the  Commission  shall  issue  a  certificate  or 
permit,  whichever  is  approprtate,  authorizing  the  transportation 
previously  exempted. 

Section  304  (b).  Authority  to  inquire  into  the  business  of  xoater 
carriers  and  other  persons 

Section  304  (b)  of  the  new  part  in  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  added  by  the  House  amendment,  gave  the  Commission  author- 
ity to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the  organization  of  water  carriers 
and  the  management  of  their  business,  and  to  transmit  to  Congress 
from  time  to  time  such  reconunendatlons  as  the  Commission  might 
deem  necessary. 

The  conference  substitute  In  section  304  (b)  omits  the  provision 
with  respect  to  authority  to  Inquire  Into  and  report  on  the  organi- 
zation of  water  carriers  and  broadens  the  application  of  the 
amended  subsection  so  that  the  Commission  will  liave  authority  to 
inquire  Into  the  management  of  the  business  of  persons  controlling, 
controlled  by.  or  under  common  control  with,  water  carriers,  to  the 
extent  that  the  business  of  such  persons  is  related  to  the  control 
or  management  of  the  business  of  such  carriers.  A  fiu^her  change 
is  made  to  specifically  authorize  the  Commission  to  reconunend 
to  Congress  such  additional  legislation  as  It  deems  necessary. 

Section  305  (c) .  Undue  preference  or  advantage 

Section  305  (c)  of  the  proposed  part  in  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  in  the  House  amendment,  prohibited  common  carriers 
by  water  from  giving  any  luidue  or  unreasonable  preference  or 
advantage  in  certain  specified  cases.  The  conference  substitute 
retains  this  provision  but  after  the  word  "locality"  adds  "region, 
district,  territory."  so  as  to  conform  with  similar  provisions  In 
parts  I  and  n. 

Section  306  (d).  Tariffs  of  common  carriers  by  water 

Section  306  (d)  of  the  new  part  UI  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  proposed  by  the  House  amendment,  prohibits  any  change  in  any 

rate  or  charge  of  a  common  carrier  by  water  except  after  30  days' 
•'  notice  unless  the  Conunlssion  allows  a  change  upon  shorter  notice. 
This  subsection  is  retained,  and  a  provision  Is  added  that  no  com- 
I  mon  carrier  by  water,  unless  otherwise  provided  by  this  part,  shall 
i  engage  in  transportation  subject  to  this  part  unless  the  rates,  fares, 
I  and  charges  of  said  carrier  have  been  filed  and  published  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  this  part. 

Section  306    («).  Schedules  of  contract  carriers   by  water 
Section  306  (e)  of  new  part  in  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 

proposed  by  the  House  amendment  made  it  the  duty  of  every  con- 
tract carrter  by  water,  among  other  things,  to  file  with  the  Com- 
mission and  keep  open  for  public  inspection  schedules  of  minimum 
rates  or  charges  actually  maintained  and  charged  by  such  carrier. 
The  provisions  of  the  House  amendment  are  retained  and  three 
additional  provisions  added  as  follows: 

1.  It  is  made  the  duty  of  every  contract  carrier  by  water  to  estab- 
lish and  observe  reasonable  minimum  rates  and  charges  and  reas- 
onable regulations  and  practices  to  be  applied  In  connection  with 
said  reasonable  minimum  rates  and  charges. 

2.  A  contract  carrier  is  prohibited,  unless  otherwise  provided  by 
this  part,  from  engaging  in  transportation  unless  the  minimum 
rates  or  charges  actually  maintained  and  charged  have  been  pub- 
lished, filed,  and  posted  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
part. 

3.  No  new  rate  or  charge  shall  be  established  and  no  reduction 
shall  be  made  in  any  rate  or  charge  except  upon  30  da3r8'  notice 
of  the  proposed  rate  or  charge,  or  of  the  proposed  change,  unless 
the  Commission  allows  the  establishment  of  such  rate,  charge,  or 
change  upon  shorter  notice. 

Contracts  of  Contract  Carriers  by  Water 
Section  306  (e)  of  the  new  part  HI  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  proposed  by  the  House  anrtendment,  authorizes  the  Commis- 
sion in  its  discretion  to  require  any  contract  carrier  by  water  to 
file  with  it.  in  lieu  of  schedules  of  rates  actually  maintained  and 
charged  by  such  carriers,  its  contracts  with  shippers  providing  for 
transportation  of  property.  The  section  further  provided  for 
making  public  the  rates  contained  in  such  contracts,  but  pro- 
hibited making  public  the  names  of  the  persons  for  whom  the 
property  is  transported  and  other  terms  of  the  contract,  except 
where  the  Commission  made  such  contract  available  as  part  of  tha 
record  in  a  formal  proceeding  where  it  considered  such  action 
consistent   with  the   public   Interest. 

The  provision  with  respect  to  the  filing  of  contracts  in  lieu  of 
schedules  is  omitted  in  view  of  the  provision  in  section  S13  (b) 
of  the  new  part  III  which  gives  the  Commission  authority  to 
require  any  water  carrier  to  file  with  it  a  «^y  of  any  contrae^ 
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charter,  or  agreement  between  such  carrier  and  any  other  carrier 
or  person  In  relation  to  traffic  affected  by  the  said  part.  The 
provision  with  respect  to  publicity  of  such  contracts  is  also  omitted, 
but  In  lieu  thereof  a  provision  Is  added  to  said  section  313  (b) 
priihlbitlng  the  Commission  from  making  public  any  contract, 
charter,  or  agreement  tjetween'a  contract  carrier  by  water  and  a 
shipper,  or  any  of  the  terms  thereof,  except  as  a  part  of  the 
record  in  a  formal  proceeding  where  the  Commission  considers  such 
action  consistent  with  the  public  Interest.  It  is  further  provided 
In  such  section  313  (b)  that  if  It  appears  from  an  examination 
of  any  such  contract  by  the  Commission  that  it  falls  to  conform 
to  the  published  schedule  of  the  contract  carrier  as  required  by 
section  306  (e)  the  Commission  may  make  public  such  of  the 
provisions  of  the  contract  as  the  Commission  considers  necessary 
to  disclose  such  failure  and  the  extent  thereof. 

These  provisions  are  essentially  the  same  as  those  In  the  case  of 
contracts  of  contract  carriers  by  motor  vehicle. 

Section  307  (e) .  Divisions  of  joint  rates 

Section  307  (e)  of  new  part  m  of  the  House  amendment 
contained  provisions  authorizing  the  Commission  to  prescribe  the 
reasonable  divisions  of  Joint  rates  of  common  carriers  by  water, 
or  of  such  carriers  and  common  carriers  by  railroad  or  by  motor 
vehicle,  and  to  require  adjustment  thereof  between  such  carriers 
from  the  date  of  filing  the  complaint  or  entry  of  the  order  of  In- 
vestigation or  such  other  dates  subsequent  thereto  as  the  Com- 
mission finds  Justified. 

The  conference  substitute  retains  the  provision  authorizing  the 
Commission  to  prescribe  the  divisions  but  limits  the  power  of  the 
Commission  to  require  adjustments  to  those  cases  in  which  the 
Joint  rates  have  been  established  pursuant  to  a  finding  or  order 
_of  the  Commission.  The  substitute  also  prescribes  certain  factors 
to  which  the  Comnvlsslon  Is  directed  to  give  consideration  In  de- 
termining the  reasonableness  of  the  divisions  prescribed  by  It. 
By  these  changes  the  provisions  with  respect  to  divisions  of  Joint 
rates  under  new  part  in  are  made  substantially  the  same  as  those 
applicable  to  divisions  under  part  I. 
Section  307  (/).  Rule  for  rate  making  for  common  carriers  by  water 

Section  307  (f )  of  the  House  amendment  contained  a  rule  of  rate 
making,  applicable  to  common  carriers  by  water,  similar  to  the  rule 
prescribed  In  section  15a  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  Tlie 
conference  substitute  retains  this  provision  but  after  the  language 
directing  the  Commission  to  "give  due  consideration,  among  other 
factors,  to  the  effect  of  rates  upon  the  movement  of  traffic."  the 
following  words  are  added:  "by  the  carrier  or  carriers  for  which  the 
rates  are  prescribed." 

House  Amendment  as  to  Reductions  of  Rates 

In  the  House  amendment  In  section  307  (f )  of  the  new  proposed 
part  III  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  there  was  Included  the 
provision  as  follows: 

"In  order  that  the  public  at  large  may  enjoy  the  benefit  and 
economy  afforded  by  each  type  of  transportation,  the  Commission 
Bhall  permit  each  t3rpe  of  carrier  or  carriers  to  reduce  rates  so  long 
as  such  rates  maintain  a  compensatory  return  to  the  carrier  or  car- 
riers after  taking  Into  consideration  overhead  and  all  other  ele- 
ments entering  into  the  cost  to  the  carrier  or  carriers  for  the  service 
rendered :  Provided.  That  nothing  In  this  paragraph  shall  be  con- 
strued so  as  to  affect  the  long-  and  short-haul  provision  of  sec- 
tion 4." 

A  similar  provision,  with  the  exception  of  the  proviso,  was  In- 
cluded in  the  Senate  bill. 

The  conference  substitute  omits  these  provisions  of  the  Senate 
bill  and  the  House  amendment. 

It  will  be.  observed  that  this  amendment  restricts  any  type  of 
carrier  from  reducing  its  rates  below  an  amount  sufficient  to  cover 
Its  overhead  and  other  elements  of  cost  for  the  service  rendered,  in- 
cluding a  compensatory  return.  This  compels  the  carrier  to  charge 
a  higher  rate  than  is  commonly  ImfXJsed  for  carrying  a  great  per- 
centage of  all  freight  by  land  and  water  In  domestic  commerce.  The 
immediate  effect  of  this  amendment.  If  enforced,  would  be  to  com- 
pel an  increase  of  rates  on  a  large  part  of  the  freight  now  carried  by 
ships,  highway,  and  rails. 

Everywhere  in  the  world  transportation  rates  take  -4nto  considen»- 
ticn  the  class  of  traffic  carried  and  at  what  rate  It  will  move.  Raw 
materials  such  as  grains,  farm  products,  coal,  and  other  heavy  ma- 
terials frequently  move  at  a  rate  less  than  required  by  this  pro- 
vision. Low-profit  freight  compensates  for  its  carriage,  but  or- 
dinarily the  carrier  could  not  successfully  continue  In  business  on 
low-cost  freight  alone.  It  is  the  greater  profit  made  on  high-class 
freight  that  makes  the  maintenance  of  ovir  low-cost  transportation 
B>-stein  possible. 

At  the  present  time  about  100  railroads  are  under  the  protection 
of  the  courts  because  their  revenues  do  not  meet  their  expenses. 
This  proposed  amendment  might  drive  these  lines  out  of  existence 
If  enforced  against  them  because  it  would  force  their  rates  to  a 
higher  level  and  would  transfer  the  business  to  their  competitors 

This  proposed  amendment,  if  enacted,  would  Impose  numerous 
administrative  difficulties,  for  instance,  establishment  of  a  permis- 
sible rate  on  a  given  product  would  require  the  production  of  evi- 
dence to  show  from  the  whole  income  and  expense  accounts  of  the 
carrier  what  rate  would  be  required  to  meet  the  standard  of  rate 
making  this  amendment  would  establish. 

Such  an  amendment  would  place  its  greatest  burdens  on  the 
transportation  of  heavy  freight  such  as  farmers'  products  and  would 
cause  an  unwarranted  Increase  in  freight  rates  which  would  be 
tUgtily   detrUnent&l    to  our  transportation  system. 


The  conferees  are  unanimously  In  harmony  in  the  viewpoint  that 
the  Inherent  advantages  of  each  type  of  currier  should  be  preserved 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Nation.  L€^gltlmato  regulation  must  look  to 
the  protection  of  the  economic  advantagi;  of  each  type  of  carrier 
against  destructive  competition  of  the  other.  No  carriers  should  be 
required  to  charge  unreasonable  rates  for  the  benefit  or  purpose  of 
compelling  diversion  of  traffic  to  a  competitor.- 

The  other  provisions  of  this  bill  afford  ample  protection  for  the 
preservation  of  the  Inherent  advantages  of  water  transportation. 

The  new  declaration  of  policy  to  be  eirbodled  in  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provides  a  rule  of  Interpretation  applicable  to  all  the 
provisions  of  that  Act,  namely,  that  "all  of  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  shall  be  administered  and  enforced  with  a  view  to  carrying  out 
the  above  declaration  of  policy."  The  declaration  of  policy  abKJ 
asserts  It  to  be  "the  national  transportation  policy  of  the  Congress 
to  provide  for  fair  and  impartial  regulation  of  all  modes  of  trans- 
portation" subject  to  the  Act.  It  further  declares  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  are  to  be  "so  administered  as  to  recognize  and 
preserve  the  Inherent  advantages  of  each." 

It  Is  further  declared  that  the  end  to  be  accomplished  is  the 
coordination  and  preservation  of  a  national  transportation  system 
by  water,  highway,  and  rail. 

This  legislation  is  a  forward  and  fostering  step  for  water  trans- 
portation as  well  as  national  transportation.  Heretofore,  with  lim- 
ited exceptions,  water  transportation  has  not  been  within  the  fos- 
tering care  of  Interstate  regulation.  This  measure  will  place  upon 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  not  only  the  power,  but  The 
duty,  to  protect  and  foster  water  transportation  and  preserve  its 
Inherent  advantages. 

Section  307  (f )  provides  that  the  Corrunlsslon  In  prescribing  rates 
for  common  carriers  by  water  shall  give  due  consideration  "to  the 
effect  of  rates  upon  the  movement  of  traffic  by  the  carrier  or  car- 
riers for  which  the  rates  are  prescribed;  to  the  need,  in  the  public 
Interest  of  adequate  and  efficient  water  transportation  service  at 
the  lowest  cost  consistent  with  the  furnishing  of  such  service. ** 
This  rule  of  rate  making  for  water  transportation  Is  wholly  Incon- 
sistent with  the  theory  that  the  Commission  might  prescribe  an 
unreasonable  rate  for  a  water  carrier  for  the  purpose  ol  forcing  its 
traffic  to  a  competing  carrier. 

Other  provisions  of  the  conference  substitute,  further  protect 
water  carriers  in  their  right  to  operate  at  low  rates.  In  section  305 
(c),  prohibiting  common  carriers  by  water  to  give  undue  or  unrea- 
sonable preference  or  advantage,  a  proviso  is  Included  as  followo: 

"Provided.  That  this  subsection  shall  not  be  construed  to  apply 
to  discriminations,  prejudice,  or  disadvantage  to  the  traffic  of  any 
other  carrier  of  whatever  description." 

This  subsection  also  contains  a  provision  as  follows: 
"Differences  In  the  classifications,  rates,  fares,  charges,  rules, 
regulations,  and  practices  of  a  water  carrier  In  respect  of  water 
transportation  from  those  In  effect  by  a  rail  carrier  with  respect  to 
rail  transportation  shall  not  be  deemed  to  constitute  unjust  dis- 
crimination, prejudice,  or  disadvantage,  or  an  unfair  or  destructive 
competitive  practice,  within  the  meaning  of  any  provision  of  this 
Act." 

Outside  of  special  provisions  designed  to  protect  water  carriers 
the  rule  of  reasonable  rates  in  itself  prohibits  the  imposition  of  an 
unreasonably  high  rate  for  any  carrier  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  a 
competitive  carrier.  There  is  no  authority  for  the  contention  that 
the  Commission  has  any  right  to  require  a  rate  higher  than  Is 
reasonable  for  the  purpose  of  diverting  traffic  from  any  given  type 
of  carrier  to  a  competitor. 

Section   307    (g)    and    (i).    Suspension   of   tariffs   arui   schedules; 

burden  of  proof 

Section  307  (g)  and  (1)  of  new  part  m  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act,  as  added  by  the  House  amendment,  authorized  the 
Commission  to  suspend  any  schedule  of  a  water  carrier  which 
stated  a  new  rate  or  charge  or  a  reduced  rate  or  charge  or  any 
new  rule  or  regulation  affecting  such  rate  or  charge.  In  the 
case  of  a  contract  carrier  by  water  the  rate,  etc.,  could  be  sus- 
pended for  an  Initial  period  of  90  days,  which  could  be  extended, 
but  not  for  a  longer  period  In  the  aggregate  than   180  days. 

The  conference  substitute  provides  for  a  suspension  period 
which  shall  not  exceed  7  months.  It  also  includes  a  new  provi- 
sion applicable  to  water  carriers  that  the  burden  of  proof  shall  be 
upon  the  carrier  to  show  that  a  proposed  changed  rate,  charge,  rule, 
or  regulation  is  Just  and  reasonable.  Corresponding  changes  are 
made  in  sections  216  (g)  and  218  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  As  a  result  of  these  changes  provisions  with  respect  to  the 
periods  of  suspension  and  the  burden  of  proof  are  made  the  same 
for  motor  carriers  and  for  water  carriers. 

Section  307  (h) .    Provisions  of  charters,  contracts,  etc..  of  contract 
carriers  by  icofer.  unlawful  rates,  r~ules.  and  practices 

Section  307  (h)  of  the  new  part  m  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  added  by  the  House  amendment  gave  the  Commission  authority 
to  prescribe  the  form  or  provisions  of  charters,  contracts,  agree- 
ments, or  undertakings  of  contract  carriers  by  water  when  it  found 
that  such  charters,  contracts,  agreements,  or  undertakings  con- 
travene the  national  transportation  policy  declared  in  the  act. 
The  conference  substitute  modifies  this  subsection  so  that  the 
Commission  will  not  have  this  authority. 

In  the  conference  substitute  in  section  307  (h)  this  subsection. 
In  Its  application  to  rates  of  contract  carriers,  is  confined  to  mini- 
mum rate?  since  the  only  regulation  of  contract  carrier  rates  is 
as  to  minimum  rates.  The  power  of  the  Commission  with  respect 
to  rules,  regulations,  and  practices  of   contract  carriers  is  ilinlte<t 
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to  those  "affecting  such  minimum  rate  or  charge,  or  the  value  of 
the  service   thereunder  " 

In  the  House  amendment,  the  Commission's  authority  to  pre- 
•crll>e  the  rate  or  rule  was  limited  to  cases  where  the  Commission 
found  that  the  rate  or  rule  contravened  the  national  transporta- 
tion policy.  The  conference  substitute  retains  this  provision  and. 
In  addition,  authorizes  the  Commission  to  prescribe  the  minimum 
rate  or  rule  where  it  finds  such  rate  or  rtile  is  In  contravention 
of  any  provision  of  new  part  III. 

This  subsection  further  provides  that  the  minimum  rate  or 
charge,  or  the  rule,  regulation,  or  practice,  prescribed  by  the 
Commission,  shall  give  no  undue  advantage  or  preference  to  a 
contract  carrier  in  competition  with  a  common  carrier  by  water, 
and  the  Commission  is  directed  to  "give  due  consideration  to  the 
cost  of  the  services  rendered  by  such  carriers."  In  this  provision 
as  contained  in  the  House  amendment  the  language  was  as  fol- 
lows: "give  due  consideration  to  the  cost  of  the  services  rendered 
by  such  contract  carriers." 

Section  309  (a).  "Grandfather"  date  for  common  and  contnuft  car- 
riers by  vMter 
Section  309  of  new  part  III  added  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  by  the  House  amendment  provided  a  "grandfather"  date  of 
June  1,  1939.  in  the  case  of  common  and  contract  carriers  by  water. 
The  conference  substitute  changes  this  date  to  January  1.  1940. 

Section  310.  Dual  operations  under  certificates  and  permits — loater 

carriers 

Section  310  of  new  part  in  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  added 
by  the  Hoiise  amendment  authorized  the  Commission  to  issue  to  a 
water  carrier  both  a  certificate  and  a  pernUt  If  the  Commission  was 
of  the  opinion  that  the  granting  of  both  a  certificate  and  a  permit 
to  the  carrier  would  be  consistent  with  the  public  Interest  and  with 
the  national  tran.sportation  policy. 

In  the  conference  substitute  this  section  is  changed  so  as  to  make 
It  similar  to  the  corresponding  provision  relating  to  motor  carriers 
(sec.  210  of  pt.  11).  and  prohibits  any  person  from  holding  both  a 
certificate  and  a  permit  unless  for  good  cause  shown  the  Commis- 
sion shall  find  that  txith  may  be  held  by  such  person  consistently 
with  the  public  Interest  and  with  the  national  transportation  policy. 
and  this  restriction  also  applies  to  any  person  controlling,  con- 
trolled by.  or  under  common  control  with  such  person.  Other  pro- 
visions of  the  bill  are  changed  so  that  this  limitation  will  apply 
not  only  to  new  operations  but  also  to  operations  under  "grand- 
father" applications. 

Section  313.  Accounts,  records,  and  reports — irafer  carriers 

The  House  amendment  In  section  313  of  new  part  Ht  contained 
provisions  with  respect  to  accotints.  records,  and  reports  of  water 
carriers.  It  authorized  the  Commission  to  require  annual  and 
other  reports  from  water  carriers  and  to  prescribe  the  forms  of  ac- 
covmts,  records,  and  memoranda  to  be  kept  by  such  carriers;  and 
gave  authority  to  the  Commission  or  Its  agents  to  Inspect  and 
examine  such  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda.  The  conference 
substitute  retains  these  provisions  and.  in  addition,  among  other 
things,  authorizes  the  Commission  to  require  annual  and  other 
reports  from  a  lessor,  which  term  is  defined  to  mean  a  lessor  of 
any  right  to  operate  as  a  water  carrier.  The  Commission  Is  author- 
ized in  its  discretion  to  prescribe  a  uniform  system  of  accounts  ap- 
plicable to  any  class  of  water  carriers  and  the  period  of  time  within 
which  such  class  shall  have  such  uniform  sjnstem.  The  amended 
section  authorliies  the  Commission  to  prescribe  for  water  carriers 
the  classes  of  property  for  which  depreciation  charges  may  be  in- 
cluded and  the  rates  of  depreciation.  The  Commission  may  also 
prescribe  the  forms  of  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda  to  toe 
kept  by  a  lessor.  The  Commission  Is  given  authority  to  Inspect  and 
copy  the  accounts,  records,  memoranda,  and  other  documents  of  a 
lessor  and  of  any  person  controlling,  controlled  by,  or  under  com- 
mon control  with  any  water  carrier  as  the  Commission  deems  rele- 
vant to  such  person's  relation  to  or  transactions  with  such  carrier. 
Certain  other  provisions  are  Included  corresponding  to  those  In- 
cluded in  amended  sections  20  and  220. 

Section  315  (o).  Service  of  notice 

Section  315  (a)  of  the  new  part  m  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  added  by  the  House  amendment  made  it  the  duty  of  every  water 
carrier  to  file  with  the  Commission  a  designation  of  an  agent  upon 
whom  services  of  notices  or  orders  might  be  made.  The  conference 
substitute  retains  this  provision  and  amends  it  by  providing  that  in 
proceedings  before  the  Commission  involving  the  lawfulness  of  rates, 
fares,  charges,  classifications,  or  practices,  service  of  notice  upon  an 
attorney  in  (act  of  a  carrier  who  has  filed  a  tariff  or  schedule  in 
behalf  of  such  carrier  shall  be  deemed  to  be  due  and  sufficient  service 
upon  the  carrier. 

Section  317  (d).  Penalty  in  case  of  failure  to  make  full,  true,  and 

correct  entries,  etc. 

The  conference  substitute  amends  section  317  (d)  of  the  new  part 
in  added  to  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Act  by  the  House  amendment, 
•o  as  to  make  the  penalty  of  such  subsection  apply  in  the  case  of  any 
peraon  who  shall  willfully  neglect  to  make  full.  true,  and  correct 
entries  in  uxotints,  records,  or  mecnoranda,  or  who  shall  willfully 
keep  any  accounts,  records,  or  memoranda  contrary  to  the  rules, 
regulations,  or  order  of  the  Commission. 

Section   317    (e).  Penalty  in   case  of  di»clo»ure  of   infor4iation   by 
special  agent  or  examiner 

jSubsectlon  (e)  of  section  317  of  the  new  part  m  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  added  by  the  House  amendment  provided  a  maximum 


penalty  of  $5,000.  or  Imprisonment  for  2  years,  or  both  Buch  fine  »nd 
imprisonment,  in  case  of  the  knowing  and  willful  disclosure  by  a 
special  agent  or  examiner  of  the  Commission  of  information  coming 
to  his  knowledge  during  the  course  of  examination  of  the  accounts, 
records,  and  memoranda  of  a  water  carrier.  The  conference  substi- 
tute modifies  this  provision  by  specifically  providing  that  the  offense 
shall  be  a  misdemeanor  and  by  reducing  the  maximum  fine  to  $500 
and  the  maximum  Imprisoiunent  to  6  months. 

Section  319.  Appointment  of  employees 

Section  319  of  the  new  part  III  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
added  by  the  House  amendment  authorized  the  Commission  to 
employ  necessary  experts,  assistants,  special  agent.s.  examiners,  at- 
torneys, and  other  employees.  Tills  provision  Is  retained  In  the  con- 
ference substitute.  The  Senate  bill  provided  that  compensation  of 
employees  should  be  determined  in  accordance  with  the  Classifica- 
tion Act  of  1923  "Insofar  as  said  act  Is  applicable."  This  reference 
to  the  Classification  Act  Is  not  included  In  the  conference  substitute 
because  the  well-settled  interpretation  of  laws  previously  enacted  by 
Congress  has  been  that  where  authority  is  given  to  an  administrative 
agency  to  employ  personnel,  both  the  clvU-servlce  laws  and  the 
Classification  Act  of  1923  apply  to  the  appointment  of  such  em- 
ployees and  the  fixing  of  their  compensation  unless  a  clear  inten- 
tion to  the  contrary  is  indicated  in  the  authorizing  legislation.  It 
is  clear,  therefore,  that  under  this  provision  of  the  conference  sub- 
stitute the  new  personnel  authorized  to  be  appointed  by  the  Com- 
mission will  be  appointed  subject  to  the  clvll-scrvlce  laws,  and  their 
compensation  will  be  ftx?d  under  the  Classification  Act  of  1923. 

A  new  sentence  Is  added  to  this  section  In  the  conference  sub- 
stitute authorizing  examiners  to  administer  oaths,  examine  wit- 
nesses, and  receive  evidence,  since  similar  provisions  are  now  con- 
tained in  parts  I  and  II  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Conference  agreements  between  water  carriers  under  section  IS  of 

the  Shipping  Act,  1916 

Under  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  19»,  water  carriers  en- 
gaged In  commerce  by  water  subject  to  that  act  are  authorized 
to  enter  into  conference  agreements  relating  to  rates,  competition, 
pooling,  allotment  of  ports,  limiting  or  regulating  the  volume  of 
traffic,  and  other  matters,  and  the  carriers  involved  are  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  antitrust  laws  when  such  agreementa 
are  approved  by   the  Maritime   Commission. 

Under  section  320  (a)  of  the  new  part  III  In  the  conference 
substitute  the  provisions  of  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916, 
are  repealed  Insofar  as  they  would  authorize  any  such  agreements 
to  be  entered  into  with  respect  to  transportation  subject  to  the 
new  pwutr  III  of  the  Interstate  Commerce   Act. 

Under  section  320  (c)  of  the  conference  substitute  It  is  pro- 
vided, however,  that  nothing  In  section  320  (a)  shall  be  construed 
to  prevent  a  carrier  subject  to  part  in  from  entering  into  such 
agreements  with  respect  to  transportation  not  subject  to  part  m. 

By  virtue  of  section  322  of  the  conference  substitute  all  agree- 
ments heretofore  entered  into  under  such  section  16  of  the  Shipping 
Act.  1916,  will  continue  to  be  lawful  even  to  the  extent  that  they 
relate  to  transportation  subject  to  part  in  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act,  until  such  time  as  the  Conrunlsslon  may  find  such  agree- 
ments in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  part  ni  or  inconsistent  with 
the  national  transportation  policy. 

Investigation  of  various  modes  of  transportation 

There  is  included  In  the  conference  substitute  a  new  provision 
(part  I  of  title  III  of  the  bill)  establishing  a  tx)ard  of  investigation 
and  research  (to  be  composed  of  three  members  to  be  appointed 
by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen- 
ate)   which  is  specifically  directed  to   investigate — 

(1)  The  relative  economy  and  fitness  of  carriers  by  railroad, 
motor  carriers,  and  water  carriers  for  transportation  service,  or 
any  particular  classes  or  descriptions  thereof,  with  the  view  of 
determining  the  service  for  which  each  type  of  carrier  is  especially 
fitted  or  unfitted;  the  methods  by  which  each  type  can  and  should 
be  developed  so  that  there  may  be  provided  a  national  trans- 
portation system  adequate  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  commerce  of 
the  United  States,  of  the  Postal  Service,  and  of  the  national 
defense; 

(2)  The  extent  to  which  right-of-way  or  other  transportation 
facilities  and  special  services  have  been  or  are  provided  from 
public  ftinds  for  the  use,  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  con- 
tinental United  States,  of  each  of  the  three  types  of  carriers  with- 
out adequate  compensation,  direct  or  indirect,  therefor,  and  the 
extent  to  which  such  carriers  have  been  or  are  aided  by  donations 
of  public  property,  payments  from  public  funds  in  excess  of  ade- 
quate compensation  for  services  rendered  In  rettim  therefor,  or 
extensions    of    Government    credit;    and 

(3)  The  extent  to  which  taxes  are  Imposed  upon  such  carriers  by 
the  United  States,  and  the  several  States,  and  by  other  agencies 
of  government.  Including  coimty,  municipal,  district,  and  local 
agencies. 

The  Board  is  further  authorized  to  Investigate  any  other  matters 
relating  to  rail  carriers,  motor  carriers,  or  water  carriers,  which 
It  may  deem  important  to  Investigate  for  the  Improvement  of 
transportation  conditions  and  to  effectuate  the  national  trans- 
portation policy  declared  in  the  Interstate  Cotzmaerce  Act.  as 
amended. 

The  Board  Is  directed  to  report  the  results  of  this  investigation, 
together  with  Its  recommendations,  to  the  President  and  to  the 
Congress. 
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"  The  authority  of  the  Board  !s  to  cease  at  the  end  of  2  years 
•fter  the  enactment  of  this  legislation,  unless  extended  by  procla- 
maMon  of  the  President  for  an  additional  period  not  exceeding  2 

years. 

Land-grant  rates 

Section  321  of  part  11  of  title  III  of  the  House  amendment  pro- 
Tided  that  the  full  applicable  commercial  rates,  fares,  or  charges 
should  be  paid  to  any  common  carrier  subject  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  for  transportation  of  persons  or  property  for  the 
United  States,  or  on  its  l)ehalf.  but  this  provision  was  conditioned 
on  the  release  by  the  carrier  of  claims  against  the  United  States 
to  lands.  Interest  in  lands,  compensation  or  reimbursements  on 
account  of  lands,  or  Interests  In  lands  which  have  been  granted, 
claimed  to  have  been  granted,  or  which  it  was  claimed  should 
have  been  granted  to  such  carrier,  under  any  grant  from  the 
United  States. 

The  conference  substitute  changes  this  provision  by  making  an 
exception  from  this  requirement  of  the  payment  of  full  commercial 
rates  by  the  United  States,  in  the  case  of  the  transportation  of 
military  or  naval  property  moving  for  military  or  naval  use,  and    j 
in   the  case  of   the  transportation  of  members  of   the   military  or    , 
naval  forces  of  the  United  States  (or  of  property  of  such  members)    | 
when  such  members  are  traveling  on  official  duty.     In  the  case 
of   transportation   thus  excepted,   existing  legal   requirements   and 
arrangements   providing   for  reduced  rates  will   continue   to   apply. 
.  Amendmenta    to   Reconstruction   Finance   Corporation    Act 

1.  The  House  amendment  In^  subsection  (a)  of  section  331.  title 
III.  of  the  bill,  amended  certain  portions  of  section  5  of  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Act.  It  enlarged  the  author- 
ity of  the  Corporation  so  that  purchases  of  railroad  obligations, 
guaranty  of  payment  thereof  and  loans  authorized  to  be  made  by 
the  Corporation  to  railroads  or  receivers  or  trustees  of  railroads. 
could  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about  a  reduction  of 
readjustment  of  priacipal  and  Interest  charges,  and  modified  the 
standard  governing  the  approval  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
CommlMion  of  purchase  of  obligations,  guaranty  thereof,  and 
loans.     ' 

The  conference  substitute,  in  section  331  of  title  III  of  the  bill, 
omits  the  provision  of  the  House  amendment  and  retains  present 
law.  with  certain  exceptions  as  follows: 

(a)  It  authorizes  loans  not  only  to  railroads  but  to  "receivers  or 
trustees  thereof." 

(b)  It  further  amends  the  present  law  by  providing  that  a 
certificate  of  approval  from  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
shall  not  be  required  in  the  case  of  "purchases,  or  guaranties" 
of  railroad  obligations  made  for  the  maintenance  of.  or  purchase 
of.  equipment  for  railroads  not  In  receivership  or  trusteeship.  The 
present  law  excepts  from  the  provisions  requiring  Commission 
approval  in  such  cases  only  "loans'  for  such  maintenance  or 
purchase. 

(c)  It  also  Increases  the  total  amount  of  loans  and  commit- 
ments to  railroads.  leceivers,  and  trustees,  and  purchases  and 
guaranties  of  obl.gatlons  of  railroads  from  $350,000,000  to 
♦500.000.000.  in  addition  to  loans  and  commitments  made  prior  to 
January  31.  1935.  and  renewals  of  loans  and  commitments  so  made. 

2.  The  House  amendment,  in  subsection  (b)  of  such  section  331. 
also  amended  section  5  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation 
Act  by  providing  that  the  tUle  of  any  owner  to  any  property 
leased  or  conditionally  sold  to  a  railroad  which  the  Corporation 
had  financed  or  aided  in  financing,  or  the  right  of  such  owner  to 
take  possession  of  the  property,  should  not  be  affected  or  re- 
BtsictStt  by  the  provisions  of   the  Bankruptcy  Act. 

The  House  amendment  also  provided  that  the  title  of  any  owner 
of  a  collateral  note  evidencing  a  loan  to  a  railroad  or  receiver  or 
trustee  thereof  from  the  Corporation  "heretofore  or  hereafter 
made  by  the  Corporation"  and  the  right  of  any  such  owner  to 
acquire  a  title  to  the  collateral  securing  such  note,  free  and  clear 
of  any  equity  of  redemption.  In  compliance  with  the  contract  of 
pledge,  and  thereafter  to  deal  w.th  the  same  as  the  absolute  owner 
thereof  shall  not  be  affected  or  restricted  by  or  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act 

The  conference  substitute  retains  these  amendments  but 
changes  them  insofar  as  they  apply  to  the  title  to  collateral  notes 
evidencing  loans  from  the  Corporation  "heretofore  or  hereafter" 
made  by  the  Corporation,  so  that  they  will  apply  only  to  a 
collateral  note  evidencing  a  loan  from  the  Corporation  to  a 
railroad  "not  now  in  receivership  or  Involved  in  proceedings  under 
section  77  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  or  a  receiver  or  trustee  thereof." 

BRIDGES   OVEX    N.WICABLE    WATERS 

Title  m  of  the  House  amendments,  in  part  I  thereof,  contains 
provisions  (sees.  301-312)  Intended  to  supersede  provisions  of 
existing  law  relating  to  the  construction  and  alteration  of  br.dges 
ovpr  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States,  and  providing  for  the 
apportionment  between  the  owner  of  the  bridge  and  the  United 
States  of  the  cost  of  building  and  altering  such  bridges. 

These  provisions  are  omitted  from  the  conference  substitute. 

Clarence    F.    Lea. 
Robert  Crosser, 
a.  l.  bulwinkle, 
William    P.   Cole.   JT^     ^ 

ClIAS.      A.      WOLVEBTON,        ^ 

Pthr  O.  Holmes. 
Charles  A.   Halleck, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 


Mr.  WADSWORTH.     Mr.  Speaker.  T  raise  the  point   of 
order  against  the  conference  report. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  gentleman  will  state  his  point  of 

order. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  raise  a  point  of  order 
against  this  conference  report  as  now  presented  to  the  House. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  on  May  9  the  House,  by  a  ma- 
jority vote,  recommitted  this  transportation  bill  to  the  con- 
ferees with  definite  instructions  to  insist  upon  certain  amend- 
ments.   As  to  two  of  those  amendments  the  conferees  are 
reporting  what  might  be  termed  "compromises."    As  to  the 
third  amendment,  kno^^-n  generally  as  the  Wadsworth  amend- 
ment, the  conferees  have  eliminated  it  entirely  from  this 
conference  report.     My  contention  is  that  in  doing  so  the 
conferees  have  ignored  the  instructions  of  the  House  and  have 
exceeded  their  power.     Having  been  instructed  by  the  House 
to  insist  upon  this  specific  amendment,  it  was  their  duty, 
obviously,  to  strive  earnestly  in  its  behalf  in  their  negotia- 
tions with  the  Senate  conferees.    Failing  to  persuade  the 
Senate  conferees  to  accept  the  Wadsworth  amendment,  it  was 
their  duty  to  report  the  amendment  back  to  the  House  as 
being  in  disagreement,  and  to  ask  the  House  for  further 
instructions  concerning  it.    This  the  House  conferees  have 
failed    to    do.     Instead,    they    have    completely    ignored    the 
amendment  in  their  report,  and  in  doing  so  they  have  ignored 
the  instructions  of  the  House.    I  contend,  sir,  that  the  House, 
having  once  by  a  majority  vote  instructed  its  conferees  to 
Insist  upon  a  certain  amendment,  and  the  Senate  conferees 
having  refused  to  accept  it.  it  is  the  duty,  under  the  rule,  of 
the  House  conferees  to  report  such  disagreement  to  the  House 
and  await  further  instructions.    This  the  House  conferees 
have  not  done,  and  in  failing  to  do  so  they  have  not  only 
violated  their  instructions  but  attempted  to  subvert  the  rights 
of  the  House  itself.    Be  it  remembered  that  when  the  House 
has  instructed  its  conferees,  those  conferees  are  bound  by  the 
instructions  until  released  by  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Will  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  at  this 
point,  for  the  benefit  of  the  Chair,  make  his  point  of  order 
against  the  conference  report? 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  a  point  of  order  against 
the  conference  report  because  the  conferees,  in  excess  of  their 
authority,  have  included  in  the  bill,  as  reported  back  to  the 
House  at  this  time,  matters  that  were  not  contained  in  the 
bill  previously  and  were  not  covered  by  instructions  which 
were  given  to  the  conferees  when  the  matter  was  before  the 
House. 

The  particular  items  to  which  I  refer  are  subsections  (14) 
and  1 16)  of  section  5  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  as  pro- 
posed to  be  amended  by  section  7  of  the  proposed  Transporta- 
tion Act  of  1940,  and  to  be  foimd  on  pages  13  and  14  of  the 
conference  report. 
Subsection  (14).  appearing  on  page  13.  reads  that — 

(14)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (2).  from  and 
after  the  1st  day  of  July  1914.  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  carrier, 
ns  defined  In  section  1  (3).  or  (after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
this  amendatory  section)  any  person  controlling,  controlled  by.  or 
under  comn»on  control  with  such  a  carrier  to  own.  lease,  operate, 
control,  or  have  any  interest  whatsoever  (by  stock  ownership  or 
otherwise,  either  directly,  indirectly,  through  any  holding  company, 
or  by  stockholders  or  directors  In  common,  or  In  any  other  manner) 
in  any  common  carrier  by  water  operated  through  the  Panama 
Canal  or  elsewhere  with  which  such  carrier  aforesaid  does  or  may 
compete  for  traffic  or  any  vessel  carrying  freight  or  passengers  upon 
said  water  route  or  elsewhere  with  which  said  railroad  or  other 
carrier  aforesaid  does  or  may  compete  for  trafBc;  and  in  case  of  the 
violation  of  this  provision  each  day  in  which  such  violation  con- 
tinues shall  b?  detmed  a  separate  offense. 

And  along  with  this  should  be  considered  subsection  (16), 
which  provides  as  follows: 

(16)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (14).  the  Com- 
mission shall  have  authority,  upon  application  of  any  carrier,  as 
defined  in  section  1  (3).  and  after  hearing,  by  order  to  authorize 
such  carrier  to  own  or  acquire  ownership  of.  to  lease  or  operate,  to 
have  or  acquire  control  of.  or  to  have  or  acquire  an  Interest  In  a 
common  carrier  by  water  or  vessel,  not  operated  through  the 
Panama  Canal,  with  which  the  applicant  does  or  may  compete  for 
traffic,  if  the  Commission  shall  find  that  the  continiiance  or  acquisi- 
tion of  such  ownership,  lease,  operation,  control,  or  Interest  will 
not  prevent  such  common  carrier  by  water  or  vessel  from  being 
operated  in  the  interest  of  the  public  and  with  advantage  to  the 
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convenience  and  commerce  of  the  people,  and  that  It  will  not  ex* 
dude,  prevent,  or  reduce  competition  on  the  route  by  water  under 
consideration:  Provided,  That  if  the  transaction  or  interest  nought 
to  be  entered  Into,  continued,  or  acquired  Is  within  the  scope  of 
paragraph  (2)  (a),  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (2)  shall  be  ap- 
plicable thereto  in  addition  to  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph: 
And  provided  further.  That  no  such  authorization  shall  be  neces- 
sary if  the  carrier  having  the  ownership,  lease,  operation,  control, 
or  interest  has.  prior  to  the  date  this  section  as  amended  becomes 
effective,  obtained  an  order  of  extension  under  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (21)  of  this  section,  as  in  effect  prior  to  such  date,  and 
BUcb  order  is  still  In  effect. 

My  point  is.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  Congress,  having  carefully 
considered  carriage  of  freight  cargo  by  water  or  transporta- 
tion by  water,  prescribed  certain  limitations  and  new  matter 
cannot  be  Included  in  the  bill  at  this  stage  of  the  legislation 
without  such  matter  having  been  considered  in  the  House, 
without  such  matter  having  been  considered  in  the  Senate. 
This  applies  when  a  conference  report  has  been  returned  to 
the  House  after  instructions  have  been  expressly  given  by 
this  House  on  other  points.  It  is  beyond  the  jurisdiction  or 
the  authority  of  the  conferees  to  write  new  matter  that  was 
not  contained  or  treated  of  In  the  original  bill  as  it  passed 
the  Senate  or  in  the  original  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  or 
dealt  with  in  the  original  conference  report  that  was 
submitted. 

While  I  recognize  the  generally  accepted  principle  that 
there  is  very  considerable  authority  vested  in  the  conferees 
in  the  writing  of  a  bill,  there  comes  a  time  when  there  is  a 
limit  to  the  exercise  of  that  authority  and  that  power.  That 
time  comes  when  the  conferees  have  wTitten  a  bill  within 
the  limits  that  were  prescribed  by  the  Senate,  and  within  the 
limits  prescribed  by  the  House,  if  not  exceeded,  but  now  they 
seek  in  a  supplemental  conference  report  to  inject  new  matter 
that  has  never  been  considered  by  the  House  and  never  been 
considered  by  the  Senate.  I  submit  that  such  a  rule  would 
permit  the  conferees  in  any  legislation  to  write  anything  that 
they  wanted  to  without  any  limits  whatsoever.  This  report 
exceeds  their  authority. 

On  the  question  of  the  ownership  of  stock  in  competing 
waterways  this  would  permit,  we  will  say.  the  Oreat  Liakes — 
and  I  believe  expressly  does  permit  railroad  ownership  on 
the  Oreat  Lakes  now  prohibited  by  existing  legislation.  That 
brings  In  questions  that  this  House  ought  to  have  the  right 
to  consider  and  that  are  beyond  the  pKjwer  of  the  conferees 
to  bring  in.  If  they  can  write  in  these  new  sections  at  this 
stage,  they  can  write  in  anything  they  please.     ( Applause.  1 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Chair  will  recall  the  history 
of  this  legislation.  In  the  first  place,  a  bill  passed  the  Senate 
and  came  to  the  House  which  revised  the  whole  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  including  the  Panama  Canal  Act,  referred  to 
by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Bland  J.  The  House 
Struck  out  the  entire  Senate  bill  and  wrote  a  substitute.  The 
bill  which  passed  the  House  covered  this  subject  in  subsec- 
tions 15  and  16,  on  page  217  and  page  218  of  the  bill  as  it 
passed  the  House.  The  only  change  made  In  conference  was 
in  the  clarification  of  the  language  of  these  two  sections.  The 
luw  remains  substantially  as  it  is  in  the  existing  law  under 
these  two  sections.  There  is  a  change,  a  clarifying  change, 
hut  the  substantial  language  involved  in  the  bill  today  was  in 
tbe  bill  when  it  passed  the  House.  The  subject  was  also  cov- 
ered in  the  Senate  bill.  What  we  have  here  is  a  clarification 
made  since  this  bill  passed  the  House,  and  that  has  been 
agreed  on  by  the  conferees,  which  involved  in  working  on  the 
two  bills  that  covered  the  whole  question  of  our  transporta- 
tion laws. 

The  SPEAKER.  If  the  gentleman  will  permit  the  Chair  to 
interrupt,  is  there  anything  in  the  original  House  bill  with 
reference  to  this  provision  affecting  the  Panama  Canal? 

Mr.  LEA.  Yes,  indeed.  That  is  what  I  refer  to.  Those  pro- 
visions were  amended  by  the  Senate  bill  and  by  the  House 
bUl. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  And  is  It  not  true  that  the  House  bill  did 
undertake  to  amend  a  part  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
that  had  to  do  with  the  Panama  Canal? 

Mr.  LEA.     It  did.    That  was  in  both  bills. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  And  the  House  bill  was  substituted  for 
the  whole  Senate  bill.    In  other  words,  the  House  Committee 


struck  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  of  the  Senate  bill  and 
substituted  an  entirely  new  bill,  which  dealt  with  the  only 
section  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  which  has  to  do  with 
the  Panama  Canal. 

Mr.  LEA.     That  Is  true. 

Mr.  BLAND.  That  dealt  with  the  section  that  has  to  do 
with  the  Panama  Canal,  but  was  there  anything  in  the  orig- 
inal bill  that  dealt  with  the  specific  questions  now  embraced 
in  this  bill? 

Mr.  LEA.  The  gentleman  from  California  is  claiming 
nothing  for  himself  from  the  standpoint  of  parliamentary 
law,  but  I  do  say  that  the  House  bill  amended  all  three  of 
the  paragraphs  under  discussion  and  reads  in  substance  that 
these  paragraphs  are  amended  to  read  as  follows.  The  very 
language  we  start  out  with  referring  to  July  1914  is  a  direct 
quotation  from  the  Panama  Canal  Act. 

Mr.  HALLECK     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LEA.     Yes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Is  It  not  true  that  under  the  rules,  under 
a  motion  to  recommit  and  send  the  bill  back  to  conference, 
the  whole  bill  was  again  in  conference  even  as  it  was  in 
conference  when  we  first  entered  into  a  conference  with  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  LEA.  I  understand  that  to  be  the  rule.  The  fact  that 
we  brought  In  a  report  that  was  not  approved  lays  the  whole 
matter  open  to  further  conference. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  LEA.     Yes. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  ask  the  gentleman,  In  the  interest 
of  clarity,  to  turn  to  subparagraph  16,  found  on  page  14  of 
the  conference  report,  and  say  to  the  House  whether  that 
paragraph  16  as  now  written  does  not  confer  upon  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  a  new  power,  not  contained  now 
In  the  law,  and  I  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  to  the 
language  of  It. 

Mr.  LEA.    I  think  not. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.    I  quote: 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (14),  the  Com- 
mission shall  have  authority — 

to  authorize  the  operation  and  leasing  of  a  vessel  by  a  rail- 
road on  the  Great  Lakes  and  the  Inland  waterways,  that 
being  the  effect  of  it.  Does  that  authority  reside  now  in 
existing  law? 

Mr.  LEA.    I  think  It  does. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.     Is  the  gentleman  sure? 

Mr.  LEA.  Section  5  of  the  present  law  provides  juris- 
diction— 

Is  hereby  conferred  on  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to 
determine  questions  of  fact  as  to  the  competition  or  possibility 
of  competition,  after  full  hearing,  on  the  application  of  a;iy  rail- 
road company  or  other  carrier.  Such  application  may  be  filed  for 
the  ptirpose  of  determining  whether  any  existing  service  is  in  vio- 
lation of  that  section  •  •  •  and  pray  for  an  order  permitting 
the  continuance  of  any  vessel  or  vessels  already  in  operation,  or  for 
the  purpose  of  asking  an  order  to  Install  new  service  not  In  con- 
flict with  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  WHl'l'l'lNGTON.  Will  the  gentleman  yield  in  that 
connection? 

Mr.  LEA.  Will  the  gentleman  just  permit  me  to  continue 
for  a  moment?  This  question  came  up  17  years  ago  and 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  rendered  Its  decision, 
which  has  not  been  appealed  from  and  has  exercised  the 
power  that  we  provide  for  in  this  section  in  question.  No- 
body claims  that  the  Commission  has  abused  its  power  for 
any  Improper  purpose. 

The  substance  of  the  decision  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  is  as  follows: 

New  water  service.  The  same  consideration  of  advantage  to 
the  convenience  and  commerce  of  the  people  which  applies  to  the 
continuance  of  an  existing  service  applies  equally  to  the  Installa- 
tion of  a  new  service,  and  under  this  paragraph  the  Commlaalon 
may  not  only  extend  the  time  dtirlng  which  a  service  by  water 
may  be  continued,  but  it  may  grant  authority  to  Install  a  new 
service.  It  is  not  apparent  from  this  section  that  It  was  the 
intention  of  Congress  to  permit  the  continuance  of  an  existing 
Una.  and  at  the  same  time  to  prohibit  the  further  development 
of  service  when  traffic  offered  warrants,  and  it  is  in  the  pubUe 
interest. 
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Mr.  WHl'l'llNGTON.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LEA.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  In  connection  with  the  inquiry  of 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  W.\dsworth]  that  the 
bill  now  under  consideration  does  very  materially  repeal  at 
least  a  part  of  the  Panama  Canal  Act  of  1914,  permit  me  to 
call  attention  to  a  case  decided  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  found  in  Thirty-third  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  Reports,  page  699,  on  the  application  of  the 
'Great  Lakes  line.  On  that  application  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commisi.ion,  among  other  things,  made  the  following 
announcement: 

These  t>oat  lines,  under  control  of  petitioner  railroads,  have  been 
first  a  sword  and  then  a  shield 

In  the  said  case,  under  the  Panama  Canal  Act  of  1914. 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  denied  authority  to 
the  petitioning  railroads  in  1915.  shortly  after  the  act  was 
passed,  that  would  enable  them  to  acquire  competing  water 
lines  on  the  Great  Lakes.  As  stated  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  under  the  provisions  of  the  conference  report, 
^at  authority  for  the  first  time,  although  efforts  have  been 
made  to  repeal  the  Panama  Canal  Act  for  25  years,  would 
be  given  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

The  SPEAKER.  These  suggestions,  while  interesting,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Chair  do  not  bear  Upon  the  point  of  order 
under  consideration. 

The  Chair  is  prepared  to  rule. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  LEA.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this  section  16  com- 
pletely revolutionizes  congressional  and  governmental  theory 
of  competition  in  the  transportation  field? 

Mr.  LEA.  No;  it  does  not.  The  basis  of  action  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  is  exactly  the  same  as  it  is 
under  the  Panama  Canal  Act.  The  Commission  must  be  con- 
vinced that  the  competition  will  not  be  decreased  by  the  con- 
solidation or  purchase,  and  that  the  operation  is  in  the  public 
welfare. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  In  other  words,  the  gentleman  wishes  to  say 
that  if  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  so  finds,  it  does 
revolutionize  governmental  and  congressional  theory  of  com- 
petition in  transportation? 

Mr.  LEA.  I  did  not  quite  understand  what  the  gentleman 
said. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  I  asked  the  gentleman  if  it  Is  not  a  fact 
that  if  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  which  some 
people  are  evil  enough  to  say  is  rai^oad-minded,  finds  a  cer- 
tain state  of  facts  under  this  section,  it  does  revolutionize 
congressional  and  governmental  theory  on  competition  in  the 
transportation  field? 

Mr.  LEA.  No;  I  think  not.  The  power  that  the  Commission 
has  exercised  for  17  years  is  the  same  as  in  this  language 
that  is  written  here  today.  The  substance  of  it  is  rewritten 
for  clarification. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  What  do  you  mean  by  striking  out  the  word 
"elsewhere*  in  that  section?    What  does  that  mean? 

Mr.  LEA.  It  means  that  the  main  act  applies  to  the 
Panama  Canal  Act. 

Mr.  CULKIN.     Inland  waterways  and  coastal  waterways? 

Mr.  LEA.  The  rule  as  to  the  Panama  Canal  is  not  affected 
here. 

Mr.  CULKIN.     I  understand  that. 

Mr.  LEA.  It  is  only  as  to  other  places  that  are  affected  by 
the  language. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  the  effect  Is  to  create  a 
moQopoIy  of  transportation  and  hand  it  over  to  the  railroads? 

Mr.  LEA.  No.  indeed.  That  can  be  done  only  after  proper 
evidence  furnished  the  Commission  to  support  an  order  of 
approval. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like  to  be 
beard  very  briefly  on  the  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  be  glad  td  hear  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland. 


Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  an  Important 
question,  raised  rather  hurriedly.  There  is  no  doubt  what- 
ever that,  in  the  report  of  the  conferees,  we  have  not  abused 
the  very  broad  discretionary  power  which  is  vested  in  us  as 
managers,  under  the  rules  of  this  House,  where  all  after 
the  enacting  clause  is  stricken  and  an  entirely  new  bill  Is 
substituted. 

Even  in  the  case  where  legislation  is  returned  to  con- 
ference under  specific  instructions  as  is  the  case  before  us, 
the  managers  are  permitted  to  disregard  such  instructions 
if  they  care  to.  in  the  interest  of  reporting  the  bill  back  in 
form  acceptable  to  the  Members  of  the  House. 

Even  a  casual  reading  of  the  authorities  is  sufiBcient  to 
support  this  well-known  rule.  I  call  the  Speaker's  attention, 
however,  to  paragraph  546  of  Jefferson  Manual,  Rules  and 
Practices  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  the  authorities 
listed  therein. 

Mr.  ^eaker.  without  tiring  the  chair  with  many  refer- 
ences, I  think  the  committee  can  rest  upon  the  authority  of 
Speaker  Gillett  when,  in  a  similar  situation,  page  12711  of 
the  Congressional  Record  of  September  15, 1922,  the  Speaker 
ruled  in  this  language: 

This  case  does  not  rest  simply  on  the  Chair's  opinion,  but  there 
is  a  decision  by  a  Speaker  whose  opinion  carries  as  much  author- 
ity, probably,  as  that  of  anybody  who  Jias  even  been  In  the  chair. 
Speaker  Carlisle.  In  a  decision  cited  In  Hinds"  Precedents,  volume 
5,  section  6395,  he  went  even  further  than  It  Is  necessary  for  the 
Chair  to  go  now.  He  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  If  the  House  con- 
ferees disobeyed  the  Instructions  of  the  House,  still  the  report  Is 
not  on  that  account  subject  to  a  point  of  order.  Of  covu-se,  the 
House  Is  not  bound  to  agree  to  it  and  probably  would  not  agree 
with  Its  conferees  If  they  so  acted,  but,  as  Speaker  Carlisle  said, 
the  conferees  are  partly  from  the  House  and  partly  from  the  Senate. 
They  are  there  to  come  to  an  agreement,  and  the  House  conferees, 
of  course,  are  subject,  and  feel  themselves  subject  to  the  orders 
of  the  House,  but  if  they  disobey  It  and  come  back,  It  Is  not  Eub- 
Ject  to  a  point  of  order,  but  it  is  subject  to  review  by  the  House. 

The  foregoing  decision  by  Speaker  Gillett,  under  para- 
graph 541  of  Jefferson  Manual.  Rules  and  Practice  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  a  hurried  reading  thereof  sug- 
gests that  in  this  decision  handed  down  by  Speaker  Gillett 
in  1922  in  which  he  adopted  the  rule  that  although  managers 
may  disregard  instructions,  their  report  may  not  for  that 
reason  be  ruled  out  of  order.  He  confirmed  previous  deci- 
sions upholding  the  same  ni^e  by  former  Speakers.  I  am 
sorry  I  have  not  had  the  time  to  go  into  a  more  detailed  study 
of  these  decisions  but  I  am  sure  they  are  most  familiar  to  our 
distiguished  Speaker. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  returning  this  important  bill,  the  only 
change  of  any  consequence  with  which  some  Members  might 
find  fault  is  the  elimination  of  the  Wadsworth  amendment. 
All  other  changes  are  clarifying  in  nature.  No  one  can  read 
what  the  conferees  have  done  in  this  matter  without  coming 
to  the  conclusion  that  we  have  not  injected  anything  into  this 
legislation  beyond  that  which  the  rules  permit.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would  like 
just  briefly  to  mention  the  fact  that  during  the  incumbency 
of  the  present  Speaker  a  ruling  was  had  on  the  Farm  Act 
of  1938,  when  a  very  similar  situation  arose  after  the  House 
had  adopted  on  entire  substitute  for  the  Senate  bill.  In  that 
instance,  if  I  remember  correctly,  the  report  was  permitted 
to  go  to  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  prepared  to  rule  upon  the 
several  points  of  order  submitted  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth]  and  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Bland].  The  Chair  in  ruling  upon  these  points 
of  order  will  consider  them  en  bloc  because  they  either  raise 
the  question  that  the  conferees  have  violated  the  instructions 
given  them  by  the  House  of  Representatives  or  that  the 
conferees  in  reporting  this  bill  have  included  new  matter  that 
was  not  germane  to  the  text  of  either  the  Senate  or  the  House 
bill. 

The  decision  of  the  Chair  on  this  question  Is  predicated, 
of  course,  upon  the  showing  made  by  the  record  that  when 
this  bill  came  over  from  the  Senate  the  House  committee 
and  the  House  itself  in  subsequently  passing  the  bill  struck 
out  all  of  the  Senate  bill  after  the  enacting  clause  and  substl- 
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tuted  an  entirely  new  bill.  This  is  not  a  new  question, 
although  the  Chair  has  not  had  the  opportunity  fully  to 
conalder  all  of  the  precedents.  It  is  clearly  one.  from  the 
precedents  which  the  Chair  will  cite,  that  has  been  fully 
considered  and  determined  by  former  Speakers  of  the  House, 
and  the  Chair  has  not  been  presented  with,  nor  has  the  Chair 
been  able  to  lay  his  hands  upon,  any  decision  that  goes 
contrary  to  these  precedents. 

Bilr.  Speaker  Clark,  as  reported  in  section  3248,  voliune 
Vm.  of  Cannon's  Precedents,  rendered  a  decision  upon  which 
the  following  syllabus  is  based: 

The  Speaker  may  not  rule  out  of  order  a  conference  report  as 
In  contravention  of  Instructions  Imposed  on  the  managers. 

Where  one  House  has  amended  a  bUl  of  the  other  by  striking 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  substituting  a  new  text,  the 
conferees  have  the  entire  subject  before  them  and  may  report  any 
germane  biU. 

Inasmuch  as  the  bill  covered  by  the  pending  conference 
report  undertakes  to  cover  the  whole  question  of  transporta- 
tion in  all  of  its  phases,  it  is  apparent  to  the  Chair  with 
reference  to  the  changes  that  were  made  in  the  conference 
report  that  they  certainly  were  germane  to  the  general  sub- 
ject of  the  entire  provisions  of  the  bill. 

The  Chair  reads  the  following  from  the  precedent  he  has 
just  cited: 

On  June  12.  1917.  the  House  was  considering  the  conference 
report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  3673)  amending  the  Federal  Reserve  Act. 
when  Mr.  Pat  Hauuson.  of  Mississippi,  made  the  point  of  order  that 
the  conferees  had  violated  instructions  imposed  on  them  on  May  10, 
as  follows: 

"That  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  be  Instructed  to 
agree  in  conference  to  the  substance  of  the  following  provision  In 
the  Senate  amendment: 

"  'Protnded.  Such  nonmember  bank  or  trust  company  maintains 
with  the  Federal  Reserve  bank  of  its  district  a  balance  sufficient 
to  offset  the  Items  In  transit  held  for  its  account  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  bank :  Protfided  further.  Tbat  nothing  in  this  or  any  other 
section  of  this  act  shaU  be  construed  as  prohibiting  a  member  or 
nonmember  bank  from  making  reasonable  charges,  in  no  case  to 
exceed  10  cents  per  $100  or  fraction  thereof  based  on  the  total  of 
checks  and  drafts  presented  at  any  one  time,  for  collection  or 
payment  of  checks  and  drafts  and  rem^isslon  therefor  by  exchange 
or  otherwise.' " 

Mr.  Harrison  charged  that  the  conferees  instead  tf  report- 
ing the  two  provisos  in  the  form  in  which  directed  had  substi- 
tuted for  them  this  provision: 

That  nothing  In  this  or  any  other  section  of  this  act  shall  be 
construed  as  prohibiting  a  member  or  nonmember  bank  from  mak- 
ing reasonable  charges  to  be  determined  and  regulated  by  the  Fed- 
eral Reserve  Board.  But  no  such  charges  shall  be  made  against  the 
Federal  Reserve  bank — 

Thus  changing  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  from  an  agency 
of  administrative  capacity  to  one  of  judicial  capacity  and  giv- 
ing them  the  power  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  rates. 

After  debate,  the  Speaker.  Champ  Clark,  of  Missouri,  ruled: 

•The  situation  Is  this:  The  Senate  struck  out  everything  after 
the  enacting  clause  of  the  House  bUl.  It  has  been  decided  so  many 
times  that  It  Is  hardly  necessary  to  repeat  It.  that  where  that  is 
done  a  very  wide  discretion  is  given  to  the  conferees,  even  to  the 
bringing  in  of  an  entirely  new  bill.  Of  course,  such  new  bUl  would 
have  had  to  be  on  the  same  subject. 

"The  transactions  In  repard  to  conference  reports  are  divided  Into 
two  parts — what  the  House  can  do  and  what  the  Speaker  can  do. 
On  the  23d  day  of  June  1812.  105  years  ago,  M'-.  Speaker  Henry 
Clay  laid  down  the  limits  of  what  conferees  can  do  so  clearly  that 
his  rullnn;  has  been  followed  ever  since.  The  conferees  cannot  go 
outside  at  what  Is  submitted  to  them  and  lug  in  entirely  new  n-.atter 
and  new  questions.  They  are  alw^ays  trying  to  do  it.  As  the  gentle- 
man from  Wyoming  |Mr.  Mondell]  suggests,  it  Is  a  very  serious 
proposition  for  the  Speaker  to  refuse  to  rule  out  a  conference 
report  in  the  last  days  of  the  session,  and  .It  Is  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion for  him  to  rule  It  out.  The  Chair  did  so  twice  In  the  last  dajrs 
of  a  session  on  very  important  bills,  but  both  were  clear  cases.  The 
Chair  did  it  with  a  great  deal  of  reluctance,  but  it  had  to  be  done 
under  the  universal  practice. 

"The  Speaker  has  not  a  thing  to  do  in  passing  upon  the  question 
at  vtether  the  conferees  did  or  did  not  comply  with  the  Instruc- 
ttOOS  (tf  the  House.  That  question  is  for  the  House  to  decide.  That 
baa  been  decided.  I  do  not  know  how  many  times,  but  several 
ttmes,  and  the  Chair  decided  it  once  himself.  That  was  the  reason 
my  opinion  in  that  caae  was  ao  short.  The  Chnlr  did  not  elaborate 
It.  for  the  House  was  busy,  and  It  had  been  decided  that  way  several 
times,  and  he  simply  followed  the  old  ruling. 

"The  leading  case  is  found  in  section  6395  of  Hinds'  Precedents. 
The  opinion  was  written  by  Mr.  Speaker  Carlisle.     He  was  a  great 


man  and  a  great  SF>eaker.  The  headline  of  Mr.  Speaker  Carlisle's 
decision  was  written  by  Asher  C.  Hinds,  construing  Mr.  Speaker 
Carlisle's  opinion.  It  is  not  any  secret  with  people  who  have  been 
arcvmd  here  any  considerable  length  of  time  that  Mr.  Hinds  prob- 
ably knew  more  about  parliamentary  law  than  any  other  man  that 
ever  lived.  He  knew  more  than  the  Speakers  whom  he  advised,  and 
they  were  great  Speakers.  He  had  made  it  the  study  of  his  life. 
Here  is  what  Mr.  Hinds  said,  and  then  I  will  read  what  Mr.  Speaker 
Carlisle  said. 

The  Speaker  then  read  section  6395  of  Hinds'  Precedents,  and 
concluded : 

"It  seems  to  the  Chair  that  that  opinion  is  as  clear  as  crystal. 
This  is  a  matter  for  the  House  to  decide.  The  point  of  order  is 
overruled,  and  the  Hou.se  has  the  conference  report  before  It.  If 
the  House  does  not  like  the  conference  report,  it  can  vote  it  down. 
That  is  its  remedy." 

In  other  words,  at  the  proper  stage  in  the  proceedings  on 
this  conference  report,  after  the  previous  question  has  been 
ordered,  if  it  is  ordered  on  the  adoption  of  the  conference 
report,  the  Members  making  these  points  of  ordr,  or  any 
other  Member,  may,  in  addition  to  the  opportunity  to  vote 
down  the  conference  report,  have  the  right  to  offer  a  motion 
to  recommit  this  entire  bill  to  the  conferees. 

Mr,  Nicholas  Longworth,  when  Speaker,  following  that  deci- 
sion in  principle,  held,  as  shown  section  3266,  volume  "VTII.  of 
Cannon's  Precedents,  page  751 — and  the  Chair  quotes  the 
syllabus: 

Where  an  entire  bill  has  been  stricken  out  and  a  new  text  In- 
serted, the  conferees  exercise  broad  authority  and  may  discard  lan- 
guage occurring  both  in  the  bill  and  the  substitute.  On  January 
29.  1927,  the  House  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the  conference 
report  on  the  biU  (H.  R.  9971)  for  tbe  regtilatlon  of  radio  com- 
munications. 

Mr.  Tom  D.  McKeown,  of  Oklahoma,  made  the  point  of 
order  that  the  conferees  had  stricken  out  matter  agreed  to  by 
both  Houses. 

The  Speaker  said: 

The  Chair  thinks  he  can  simplify  this  situation  by  ruling  with 
reference  to  the  points  of  order  that,  inasmuch  as  the  Senate  strtick 
out  the  entire  House  bill  and  inserted  a  bill  of  its  own.  any  amend- 
ment which  was  germane  is  in  order.  The  Chair  will  quote  the 
precedent  from  Hinds'  Precedents,  volume  5,  section  6421.  as  follows: 

"The  Chair  understands  that  the  Senate  adopted  a  substitute 
for  the  House  bill.  If  the  two  Houses  had  agreed  upon  any  par- 
ticular language  or  any  part  of  a  section,  the  committee  of  con- 
ference could  not  change  that;  but  the  Senate  having  stricken  out 
the  bill  of  the  House  and  inserted  another  one,  the  committee  of 
conference  have  the  right  to  strike  out  that  and  repcM-t  a  substitute 
in  its  stead.  Two  separate  biUs  have  been  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee, and  they  can  take  either  one  of  them,  or  a  new  bill  entirely, 
or  a  bill  embracing  parts  of  either.  They  have  a  right  to  report 
any  bUl  that  is  germane  to  the  bills  referred  to  them." 

The  Chair  thinks  that  is  the  better  practice,  and  it  has  been 
universally  followed  in  the  House,  that  where  the  Senate  strikes 
out  the  entire  House  bill  and  substitutes  one  of  its  own,  it  is  in 
order  for  the  conferees  to  recommend  the  adoption  of  any  provi- 
sion that  is  germane.     Tbat  ruling  will  cover  all  amendments. 

There  are  a  number  of  other  decisions  that  conform  to  and 
confirm  these  decisions  I  have  read  in  making  this  ruling. 
Of  course,  decisions  of  the  Chair  never  reflect  the  individual 
views  necessarily  of  the  occupant  of  the  chair,  but  in  order 
that  there  may  be  continuity  and  consistency  in  the  rulings 
of  various  Speakers  of  the  House  it  is  absolutely  necessary  and 
essential  that  whoever  the  Speaker  may  be  he  must  in  sub- 
stance, unless  he  can  find  some  very  sound  reasons  for  de- 
parting from  them,  hold  to  the  precedents  and  decisions  that 
have  been  well  considered  by  former  Speakers  of  the  House 
and  which  have  t)een  embodied  in  what  might  be  called  the 
law  of  precedents  governing  not  only  the  Speaker  but  the 
membership  of  this  body. 

In  view  of  the  decisions  read,  the  Chair  feels  constrained 
to  overrule  the  point  of  order  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  I  Mr.  Wadsworth  1  and  the  two  points  of  order  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  I  Mr.  Bland]. 

The  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Lea]  is  now  recog- 
nized for  1  hour  and  20  minutes. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  my  intention  to  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  tMr.  Wolverton]  one-half  of 
the  time  allotted  In  this  debate.  It  is  understood  on  both 
sides  that  we  expect  to  recognize  Members  for  and  against 
the  proposal. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  jield  ms^self  10  minutes. 
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Mr.  Speaker,  the  conferees  have  given  to  this  bill  a  large 
jjart  of  more  than  1  year  of  study  and  consideration.  To- 
day we  come  before  you  bringing  a  conference  report  which 
all  Members  except  one  in  the  Senate  have  signed,  proposing 
that  we  write  the  conference  agreement  into  law.  We  be- 
lieve we  are  firesenting  to  you  a  conference  report  that 
deserves  the  approval  of  the  Members  of  the  House. 

One  thing  apparently  that  all  should  consider  in  connec- 
tion with  this  legislation  is  that  it  has  many  ramifications. 
A  great  many  people  have  been  interested  primarily  in  one 
particular  thing  or  phase  of  the  legislation  that  affected 
thf>m.  frequently  losing  sight  of  the  broader  question  of  the 
veifare  of  the  United  States  and  its  transportation  system. 
The  House  instructed  the  conferees  to  "insist  on  three 
amendments  that  were  sent  back  to  conference.  We  come 
here  with  a  modification  of  two  of  those  proposals  and  a 
complete  rejection  of  the  third.  One  point  I  would  like  to 
direct  your  attention  to  is  that  in  voting  the  instruction  to 
the  conferees,  at  least  three  questions  were  involved.  The 
Instruction  to  the  conferees  was  carried  by  a  comparatively 
narrow  majority  in  this  House.  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that 
it  does  not  necessarily  mean  a  majority  in  this  House  was  in 
favor  of  any  one  of  the  three.  However,  in  coming  here 
today,  we  believe  we  have  a  conference  agreement  that  rep- 
resents the  majority  opinion  of  the  House  and  what  the  con- 
ferees have  done,  we  believe,  carries  out  the  will  of  the 
House. 

The  first  of  these  amendments  submitted  to  us  was  the 
Jones  amendment.  Objections  were  made  to  the  Jones 
amendment  as  it  was  presented  to  the  House  before  on  the 
basis  that  it  set  up  an  arbitrary  rule  to  determine  whether 
or  not  agricultural  products  were  entitled  to  export  rates 
granted  industrial  products.  What  we  have  done  in  the 
substitute  amendment  for  the  Jones  amendment  is  to  de- 
clare the  policy  of  Congress  to  be  that  agricultural  products 
shall  be  granted  export  rates  on  the  same  principles  as 
industrial  products.  We  go  further  than  that,  and  provide 
that  the  Commission  on  its  own  initiative  or  on  complaint 
shall  make  investigation  and  after  hearings  make  orders 
to  carry  out  the  policy  that  Congress  has  here  declared 
and  directed  the  Commission  to  do. 

At  this  time  I  am  at  liberty  to  say.  and  I  am  happy  to 
say.  that  the  Jones  amendment  as  we  have  WTitten  it  in  this 
conference  agreement  has  the  approval  of  Mr.  Jones,  the 
author  of  that  amendment,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  it  ac- 
complishes in  a  sound  way  what  Mr.  Jones  desired  to  ac- 
complish, that  is,  to  secure  equal  justice  to  agricultural  and 
industrial  products  so  far  as  export  rates  are  concerned. 

The  next  amendment  concerning  which  the  House  in- 
structed us  was  known  as  the  Harrington  amendment.  There 
were  certain  things  involved  in  the  Instructions  as  to  this 
amendment  to  which  I  want  to  call  your  attention.  The 
first  was  that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  should 
make  fair  and  equitable  provisions  for  employees  affected 
adversely  by  reason  of  consolidations  or  unifications.  We 
had  a  provision  in  the  original  bill  that  came  to  the  House 
to  that  effect  and  the  amendment  that  we  have  agreed  upon 
embodies  that  same  provision. 

Another  provision  was  that  where  there  is  a  substitution 
of  transportation,  for  instance,  by  truck  instead  of  rail,  the 
employees  of  the  abandoned  line  should  have  under  those 
circiunstances  an  order  of  the  Commission  fairly  protecting 
tlieir  rights  against  unemployment.  That  is  the  only  provi- 
sion that  is  eliminated  in  this  conference  report. 

There  was  a  further  provision — the  instruction  as  to  the 
Harrington  amendment — that  the  agreement  should  include 
conditions  so  that  the  transaction  will  not  result  in  em- 
ployees being  placed  in  a  worse  condition  with  respect  to 
their  employment.  That  provision  is  written  in  the  confer- 
ence agreement. 

Then  there  was  a  provision  confirming  the  right  of  em- 
ployees to  enter  into  agreements  with  railroads  to  take  care 
Of  them  in  case  of  unemployment  as  a  result  of  consolida- 
tions. 


The  substitute  that  we  bring  in  here  provides  two  addi- 
tional things.  First,  there  is  a  limitation  on  the  operation 
of  the  Harrington  amendment  for  4  years  from  the  effec- 
tive date  of  the  order  of  the  Commission  approving  the  con- 
solidation. In  other  words,  the  employees  have  the  pro- 
tection against  unemployment  for  4  years,  but  the  Commis- 
sion is  not  required  to  give  them  benefits  for  any  longer 
period.  If  the  employees  themselves  make  an  agreement 
with  the  railroad  company  for  a  better  or  a  longer  period, 
that  is  a  matter  between  the  railroad  men  and  the  rail- 
roads, but  this  4-year  limitation  is  established  by  the  pend- 
ing conference  agreement. 

There  is  another  limitation  on  the  protective  benefits  af- 
forded by  the  amendment.  The  benefit  period  shall  not  be  re- 
quired for  a  longer  period  than  the  prior  employment  of  the 
employee  before  the  consolidation  occurred.  In  other  words, 
under  the  original  Harrington  amendment,  if  a  man  was 
employed  for  6  months,  he  would  indefinitely  be  subject  to 
the  benefits  of  the  amendment  from  the  railroad  company. 
We  have  changed  that  so  the  railroad  company  will  not  be 
required  to  maintain  him  in  no  worse  condition  as  to  his 
employment  for  any  longer  period  than  he  worked  before  the 
consolidation  occurred. 

We  believe  that  is  a  very  fair  and  a  very  liberal  provision 
for  labor.  We  believe  that  railway  labor  substantially  agrees 
in  that  viewpoint.  We  take  nothing  from  labor  by  this  agree- 
ment. We  simply  write  specific  provisions  that  shall  be  in 
the  order  of  approval  of  the  Commission,  but  otherwise  we 
do  not  tie  its  hands. 

Mr,  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 
Mr.  LEA.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 
Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Would  this  4-year  rule  have  the 
effect  of  delaying  a  consolidation  for  4  years,  or  would  it 
mean  that  if  a  consolidation  were  made  there  would  still 
be  a  4-year  period  during  which  the  man  would  be  paid? 

Mr.  LEA.  No;  this  rule  does  not  delay  consolidation.  It 
means  from  the  effective  date  of  the  order  of  the  Com- 
mission the  benefits  are  available  for  4  years.  The  order 
determines  the  date,  and  the  protective  benefits  run  4  years 
from  that  date. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.    That  would  be  whether  or  not  they 
were  still  employed? 
Mr.  LEA.     Yes. 

Mr.  OCONNOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  LEA.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Montana. 
Mr.  O'CONNOR.  As  I  want  to  see  those  who  might  lose 
their  jobs  as  a  result  of  consolidation  protected,  I  should  like 
to  have  the  gentleman's  interpretation  of  the  phrase  that 
the  employee  will  not  be  placed  in  a  worse  position  with 
respect  to  his  employment.  Does  "worse  position"  as  used 
mean  that  his  compensation  will  be  just  the  same  for  a  period 
of  4  years,  assuming  that  he  were  employed  for  4  years,  as 
it  would  if  no  consolidation  were  effected? 

Mr.  LEA.  I  take  that  to  be  the  correct  interpretation  of 
those  words.  Our  conference  agreement  followed  the  in- 
structions of  the  House  in  that  respect.  It  gives  railway 
labor  generous  protection  against  sudden  fend  long  unemploy- 
ment. 

To  proceed  to  the  Wadsworth  amendment.  The  Wads- 
worth  amendment,  as  you  know,  places  a  floor  under  freight 
rates.  There  is  a  similarity  to  the  wage  and  hour  bill  in 
that  here  we  have  a  floor  below  which  rates  should  not  go 
with  the  permission  of  the  Commisssion  in  its  control  of  the 
freight -rate  structure.  The  amendment  would  deprive  the 
Commission  of  the  discretion  it  ordinarily  has  in  making 
rates.  Ordinarily  the  Commission  considers  the  value  of 
the  freight,  the  value  of  the  service,  the  high  or  low  cost  of 
the  freight,  the  conditions  under  which  it  must  be  trans- 
ported, the  effect  on  the  movement  of  trafiSc.  and  so  forth. 
The  Wadsworth  amendment  deprives  the  Commission  of 
authority  to  exercise  that  discretion. 

I  wish  to  say  in  the  l)eginning  with  reference  to  the  Wads- 
worth amendment  that  it  Is  a  provision  that  has  been  con- 
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sidered.  so  my  information  Is.  In  every  transportation  country 
in  the  world  for  years  gone  by,  and  in  every  place  in  the 
world  where  there  is  rail  transportation  it  has  been  rejected 
as  impracticable  and  undesirable.  So  far  as  my  time  will 
permit  I  believe  I  can  point  out  some  of  the  objections. 

Here  is  a  situation  that  you  must  recognize  to  begin  with. 
We  have  an  average  cost  of  freight  in  this  country.  Much  of 
it  is  hauled  below  that  cost.  Much  freight  is  above  that 
average  cost. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LEA.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  msrself  3  additional  minutes. 

The  Wadsworth  amendment  states  that  the  Commission 
shall  permit  the  freight  to  be  placed  at  a  certain  elevation. 
It  must  be  compensatory,  and  in  addition  to  that  it  must  cover 
overhead  and  all  elements  of  cost.  That  means  overhead,  in- 
cluding taxes.  Without  including  any  return  on  the  invest- 
ment we  have  this  situation.  Assume  that  the  figure  100 
involves  what  the  Wadsworth  amendment  states  shall  be 
included,  compensation,  including  overhead,  and  it  would 
carry  taxes.  The  statistics  show  that  in  this  country  the 
average  cost  of  transportation  would  be  less  than  80  percent 
of  the  Wadsworth  standard,  that  is,  what  is  rated  as  trans- 
portation cost.  The  additional  costs  are  necessary,  of  course, 
for  overhead  and  taxes. 

There  is  much  freight  at  the  present  time  that  is  carried 
as  low  as  80,  imder  100,  because  of  competitive  conditions  or 
because  it  will  not  move  at  a  higher  freight  rate.  Cheap 
freight — low-grade  freight  like  grain,  fertilizer,  sand  and 
gravel,  and  building  materials — must  move  at  that  lower  level 
on  a  narrow  margin  or  they  do  not  move  at  all.  Therefore 
the  effect  of  the  Wadsworth  amendment  would  be  to  require 
this  100-percent  Instead  of  the  80-percent  floor  on  which  the 
freight -rate  structure  is  founded. 

The  effect  of  this  amendment,  if  put  into  practical  effect 
and  enforced,  would  be  to  raise  the  freight  rates  on  a  large 
portion  of  the  heavy  commerce  of  the  United  States.  There 
is  nothing  unusual  about  that  practice.  In  this  country  there 
is  the  greatest  need  of  cheap  transportation  of  any  place  in 
this  world  because  of  the  wide  spread  of  the  country  and 
the  great  productive  centers  we  have  scattered  throughout 
the  Nation. 

The  high-cost  freight,  the  high-priced  freight,  makes  pos- 
sible the  low-coat  freight  in  the  United  States.  For  instance, 
here  is  a  passing  train.  One  car  is  loaded  with  building 
materials.  The  railroad  hauls  that  at  a  very  low  margin. 
Next  to  that  oar  is  a  car  full  of  merchandise,  dry  goods.  The 
car  that  is  loaded  with  dry  goods  probably  pays  $200  for  the 
trip,  while  the  car  loaded  with  building  material  pays  $100. 
The  high  price  that  is  charged,  for  the  higher  grade  freight 
makes  it  p>ossible  for  the  railroad  to  make  something  for 
carrying  the  low-grade  freight.  It  carries  the  low-grade 
freight  at  a  very  minimum  of  profit,  but  its  inccmie  is  some- 
thing above  what  it  would  have  been  had  it  not  carried 
that  freight. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LEA.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Will  the  gentleman  not  explain  to  the 
Members  that  this  amendment  will  also  raise  passenger  rates? 

Mr.  LEA.  Yes.  Passengers  in  the  United  States  are  car- 
ried at  a  loss  of  $100,000,000  a  year.  If  the  Wadsworth 
amendment  were  put  into  effect  the  railrocuis  would,  theo- 
retically, have  to  recover  that  $100,000,000  by  higher  fares, 
which  they  could  not  do.  It  would  simply  mean  that  the 
rates  would  be  raised  and  we  would  have  less  trafQc  on  the 
railroads  and  less  income. 

I  have  touched  only  a  few  of  the  objections  to  the  Wads- 
worth amendment.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  IMr.  Wadsworth!  . 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  addressed  the 
House  upon  this  subject  upon  a  former  occasion  and  there- 
fore I  am  somewhat  hesitant  about  doing  it  again.  I  may 
make  this  observaition,  however,  at  the  outset,  while  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker  conforms  with  the 


precedents  of  the  House.  I  cannot  escape  the  conclusion 
that  as  a  result  of  those  precedents  instructions  given  to 
conferees  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  House  are  but  idle 
gestures  and  need  not  be  indulged  in  in  the  future.  They 
are  not  binding  in  any  sense. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHTITINGTON.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  so  stated  when  that  amendment  was  orig- 
inally adopted,  having  been  adopted  by  the  Senate  and  the 
House,  there  was  not  any  escape  from  including  it  in  the 
final  draft  of  the  act? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Yes;  the  gentleman  from  Texas, 
when  the  bill  was  originally  before  the  House,  stated  that  if 
this  amendment  was  adopted  it  did  not  go  to  conference 
where  they  might  have  an  opportunity  to  iron  it  out,  that 
when  It  is  adopted  here  it  is  the  law  unless  the  President  of 
the  United  States  happens  to  veto  it. 

That  is  all  there  is  to  be  said.  The  House  has  directed  its 
conferees  to  do  a  certain  thing,  they  have  not  done  so,  and 
since  we  have  no  control  over  them  at  all,  we  might  just  as 
well  admit  it.  I  make  these  observations  in  the  hope  that 
some  one  skilled  in  parliamentary  law  will  give  some  con- 
sideration to  amending  the  conference  rules. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  word  about  the  so-called  Wadsworth 
amendment.  I  need  not  recite  it  to  you  that  it  was  adopted 
by  both  Houses.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  in  the  debate 
in  the  Senate,  when  the  Senator  from  Arkansas,  Senator 
Miller,  offered  it,  it  contained  an  additional  paragraph  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Montana,  Senator  Wheeler,  ob- 
jected, and  he  stated  in  the  debate  that  if  that  paragraph 
was  eliminated  from  Senator  Miller's  amendment,  he  would 
accept  the  remainder.  That  paragraph  was  eliminated  and 
the  Senator  from  Montana  said  he  had  no  objection  to  it 
and  accepted  the  Miller  amendment.  It  passed  the  Senate 
thus  unanimously.    Well,  it  is  out. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  us  who  was 
the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Senator  Wheeler,  the  chairman  of 
the  committee. 

It  was  accepted  and  put  in  by  both  Houses,  but  it  is  out. 
so  here  we  are. 

Now  just  for  a  moment  let  me  discuss  the  merits  of  the 
amendment.  I  regard  it,  incidentally,  as  the  one  hope  of 
the  water  carriers  in  this  bill.  Without  it  I  fear  their  days 
are  numbered. 

My  good  friend  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Lea] 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  Members  ot  the  House,  or  a  good 
number  of  them,  under  date  of  August  7,  urging  them  to 
oppose  the  amendment,  and  in  the  letter  he  used  this  lan- 
guage, and  he  used  language  somewhat  like  It  just  a  few 
minutes  ago: 

The  Wadsworth  amendment  sets  up  an  arbitrary  minimum-rate 
rule  that,  if  enforced,  would  increase  the  rates  on  a  large  percentage 
of  low-cost  material  that  now  moves  at  lower  rates. 

For  the  life  of  me  I  cannot  see  any  arbitrary  rate  rule  in 
the  Wadsworth  amendment.  There  is  none.  Let  us  see 
how  it  reads: 

In  order  that  the  public  at  large  may  enjoy  the  benefit  and 
economy  afforded  by  each  tsrpe  of  transportation,  the  Commission 
shall  permit  each  type  of  carrier  to  reduce  rates  so  long  as  such 
rat«s  retain  a  compensatory  return — 

And  so  forth.  Is  there  an  arbitrary  mlnimtim-rate  rule 
in  any  such  amendment?  I  canhot  see  it.  It  provides,  in 
effect,  that  If  a  carrier  of  any  type  comes  to  the  Commission 
and  demonstrates  to  the  Commission  that  it  can  carry  a  cer- 
tain kind  of  material  from  one  point  to  another  at  a  lower 
rate  than  the  rates  it  has  been  charging,  and  still  get  com- 
pensation from  It.  the  Commission  shall  let  them  do  it 

There  Is  nothing  arbitrary  in  the  fixing  of  a  floor.  The 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  says  the  Wadsworth  amend- 
ment puts  a  floor  under  rates.  I  can  see  no  floor  fixed.  It 
does  make  more  elastic  and  more  feasible,  as  I  see  it,  the 
lowering  of  a  rate  when  the  lower  rate  is  compensatory. 
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Mr.  HALLECK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.     Yes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Is  it  fair  to  say  that  the  inclusion  of  the 
language  of  the  gentleman's  amendment  in  the  act  would 
prevent  any  carrier  from  putting  into  effect  a  wage  lower 
than  that  that  would  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  full  allocated 
cost  of  the  performance  of  that  service,  including  profits? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.     Hereafter;  yes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Does  the  gentleman  contend  that  it  is  an 
Inflexible  rule?  Does  the  gentleman  contend  that  the  appli- 
cation of  that  rule  would  not  result  in  the  raising  of  rates  aU 
over  this  country — rates  that  are  now  lower  than  the  full 
allocated  cost,  including  profit,  rates  that  have  to  do  with 
an  amount  above  the  out-of-pocket  cost,  that  are  established 
and  put  into  effect  in  order  that  traffic  can  move? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  do  not  so  concede.  This  provides 
for  applications  for  reductions,  not  increases. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  But  if  they  wanted  to  apply  for  a  lower 
one.  the  wording  of  the  amendment  is  that  no  rate  can  be  put 
into  effect  if  it  does  not  include  the  full  allocated  cost  and  it 
was  offered,  if  I  understood  the  amendment,  merely  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr,  WADSWORTH.    Let  me  read  from  a  letter  which  I 

prepared  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  California    I  Mr. 

LcAl: 

The  amendment  merely  provides  that  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  shall  permit  a  carrier  to  reduce  rates  so  long  as  those 
rates  are  compen.satcry.  lu  purpose  Is  to  prevent  arbitrary  rate 
Increases  being  imposed  upon  low-cost  carriers  in  order  to  benefit 
their  high-cost  oompetltors.  While  it  clearly  Indicates  that  the 
Congress  does  not  approve  of  wlde.'^pread  below-cost  rates  being  used 
to  destroy  competition,  it  contains  nothing  which  would  or  could 
be  construed  as  requiring  that  all  rates  bear  the  same  proportionate 
share  of  over-all  expenses.  There  has  never  come  to  my  attention 
any  meritorious  criticism  of  the  amendment  or  of  the  purpose  It 
seeks  to  accomplish— the  protection  of  the  shipping  public  in  their 
enjoyment  of  low-cost  transportation. 

That  is  the  purpose  of  this  amendment.  It  is  not  arbi- 
trary, it  does  not  fix  a  mmimum.  it  does  not  fix  a  maximum. 
It  opens  the  door  to  lower  rates  where  they  are  justifiable,  and 
I  know,  of  course,  that  there  are  certain  elements  in  the 
transportation  industry  that  do  not  want  lower  rates  for  the 
benefit  of  their  competitors. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.     Yes: 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Is  there  anything  in  the  law  now 
which  would  prevent  the  Commission  from  doing  what  the 
Wadsworth  amendment  provides? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  cannot  conceive  that  there  Is.  or 
there  would  not  be  such  a  row  to  prevent  this  getting  in. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Bland  I. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record.  - 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  authority  of  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Warren  1,  I  call  attention  to  a 
telegram  which  I  received  from  him,  which  reads: 

Circxunstances  beyond  my  control  will  probably  prevent  my  being 
there  |in  Washington  1  on  Monday  when  conference  report  comes 
up  on  Wbeeler-Lea  bill.  My  offloe  Is  trying  to  secure  a  pair  against 
it.  I  still  regard  It  as  thoroughly  bad  legislation,  which  Is  not  In 
the  interest  of  public  welfare,  and  trust  it  will  again  be  defeated. 
The  conferees  have  violated  the  Instructions  of  the  House  by  not 
Including  the  Wadsworth  amendment  after  both  bodies  had  passed 
this  amendment.  It  is  the  only  possible  protection  the  public  will 
get.     I  wish  someone  would  explain  my  unavoidable  absence. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  the  Members  will  generally  under- 
stand the  reasons  why  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
I  Mr.  Warren)  is  not  with  us  today  and  join  with  me  in 
deploring  his  absence.  The  conference  report  rejects  the 
Wadsworth  amendment.  That  amendment  was  accepted 
originally  in  the  Senate  as  the  Miller  amendment.  It  was 
stricken  out  by  the  House  conunittee.  It  was  reinserted  in 
the  House  by  an  overwhelming  majority  and  was  in  the  bill 
originally  when  it  was  sent  to  conference.     The  conferees 


rejected  the  provision,  although  It  had  been  adopted  by  the 
Senate  and  by  the  House.  The  conference  report  in  which  it 
was  rejected  came  before  the  House  for  adoption.  By  an  over- 
whelming vote  the  House  directed  that  the  report  be  recom- 
mitted, and  directed  that  the  Wadsworth  amendment  and 
other  amendments  be  reinserted.  The  other  amendments 
have  been  inserted  in  a  modified  form,  but  the  Wadsworth 
amendment  has  been  entirely  omitted.  It  has  again  been 
rejected  in  violation  of  the  instructions  of  the  House. 

I  wish  particularly  to  call  attention  to  the  circiunstances 
incident  to  the  rejection  of  this  amendment.  The  amend- 
ment itself  protects  the  public  and  constitutes  the  principal, 
if  not  the  only,  protection  given  the  public.  It  says  that  rates 
shall  not  be  reduced  below  a  rate  that  is  compensatory.  That 
amendment  is  rejected.  There  is  written  for  the  first  time 
into  the  bill  a  provision  expressly  giving  the  Commission  the 
power  to  destroy  the  waterways  of  the  inland  waters  of  the 
United  States  and  of  the  Great  Lakes  if  they  so  desire.  The 
railroads  are  permitted  to  own  them.  It  appears  that  there 
is,  I  will  not  say  a  conspiracy,  but  a  subtle  desire  to  strike 
down  all  opposition  to  the  railroads  and  to  create  such  a  sit- 
uation that  the  railroads  may  control  it.  A  policy  established 
many  years  past  after  careful  consideration  is  to  be  destroyed 
without  committee  consideration,  without  consideration  by 
the  Senate  or  House,  but  in  the  mandate  of  the  conferees. 

Waterway  transportation  exists  for  the  public.  The  cheaper 
transportation  exists  for  the  public.  The  question  involved 
here  is  not  a  question  of  waterway  transportation:  it  Is  not  a 
,  question  of  railroad  transportation;  but  it  is  the  broader  ques- 
I  tion  of  the  right  of  the  public  to  have  their  goods  transported 
at  the  cheapest  rate  at  which  goods  may  be  transported.  That 
issue  has  been  clearly  brought  before  the  House.  I  wish  to  em- 
phasize the  fact  that  the  effect  in  rejecting  the  Wadsworth 
amendment  to  destroy  waterway  transportation  is  increased 
by  the  new  language  that  is  written  into  the  bill  for  rail- 
road ownership  of  the  waterways.  I  am  going  to  ask  the 
House  in  protection,  not  of  the  waterways,  not  of  the  rail- 
roads, but  in  the  protection  of  the  public  of  America,  to 
send  the  bill  back.  Please  observe  that  when  the  Jones 
amendment  was  t)efore  us  formerly,  when  other  amend- 
ments were  here,  they  were  said  by  the  conferees  to  be  un- 
workable and  impracticable.  The  conferees  said  it  would 
be  impossible  to  enforce  any  such  provisions.  But  for  the 
purpose  of  winning  the  votes  of  the  agricultural  interests 
and  of  the  labor  interests,  the  conferees  have  found  a  prac- 
tical way  to  include  the  Jones  and  fiarrington  amendments 
formerly  denounced  as  unworkable.  I  ask  you  to  reject  the 
conference  report  and  direct  the  conferees  to  find  a  practi- 
cal way  of  carrying  the  Wadsworth  amendment  into  effect. 
[Applause.] 

Pursuant  to  leave  given  me  to  e::tend  and  revise  my  re- 
marks, I  desire  to  call  attention  to  some  other  matters. 

The  trouble  with  the  report  and  with  this  whole  bill  is 
that  the  conferees  have  lived  and  served  so  many  years  in  a 
railroad  atmosphere  and  heard  the  troubles  of  the  railroads 
adroitly  presented  by  their  special  pleaders  that  they  have 
unconsciously  magnified  those  troubles  and  attributed  them 
to  causes  contributing  in  but  small,  if  any,  degree  to  their 
plight  in  the  years  of  depression.  The  result  is  that  the 
conferees  seek  to  correct  the  railroad  evils  in  a  manner 
which  will  destroy  competition  whereas  the  primary  source 
of  the  railroad  difflculties  may  be  found,  first,  in  their  own 
practices  and.  second,  in  the  strait  jacket  fixed  upon  them 
by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

What  is  the  Wadsworth  amendment,  and  what  does  it  do? 
It  provides  that: 

In  order  that  the  public  at  large  may  enjoy  the  benefit  and 
economy  afforded  by  each  type  of  transportation,  the  Commission 
shall  permit  each  type  of  carrier  or  carriers  to  reduce  rates  so 
long  as  such  rates  maintain  a  compensatory  return  to  the  carrier 
or  carriers  for  the  service  rendered:  Provided.  That  nothing  In  this 
paragraph  shall  be  construed  so  as  to  affect  the  long-and-shori- 
haul  provision  of  section  4. 

The  amendment  protects  the  public.  It  is  expressly  pred- 
icated upon  the  interest  of  the  public.    It  says: 

In  order  that  the  public  at  large  may  enjoy  the  benefit  and 
economy  afforded  by  each  type  of  transportation — 
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And  so  forth.  It  expressly  directs  that  the  public  at  large 
shall  be  taken  into  consideration,  and  provides  that  rates 
may  be  lowered  to  that  end.  but  when  these  rates  are  low- 
ered, the  Commission  must  see  to  it  that  the  type  of  carrier 
lowering  its  rates  shall  "maintain  a  compensatory  return  to 
the  carrier  or  carriers  after  taking  into  consideration  over- 
head and  all  other  elements  entering  into  the  cost  to  the 
carrier  or  carriers  for  the  service  rendered.'' 

The  prohibition  to  maintain  a  compensatory  return  pro- 
hibits such  a  lowering  by  one  carrier  of  rates  as  will  destroy 
a  competitor  if  the  rates  thus  permitted  do  not  maintain  a 
compensatory  return.  The  public  at  large  should  have  the 
benefit  of  that  kind  of  service  which  will  give  it — the  pub- 
lic— maximum  transportatjon  at  minimum  cost.  The  con- 
ferees should  have  in  contemplation  always  the  best  inter- 
est of  the  public. 

The  persistent  defiance  by  the  conferees  of  the  will  of 
the  Senate  and  of  the  House  on  this  important  amendment 
Is  conclusive  of  the  philosophy  imderlying  this  legislation. 
The  conferees  are  men  of  high  integrity,  but  so  thoroughly 
imbued  with  the  railroad  psychology  and  so  completely 
dominated  with  railroad  views  that  they  fail  to  see  the  bene- 
fits of  other  types  of  transportation. 

In  speeches  made  by  me  on  April  16.  1940,  and  on  May  9. 
1940,  I  tried  to  point  out  many  reasons  why  this  legislation 
should  not  pass.  I  shall  not  undertake  to  repeat  those  argu- 
ments now,  but  I  shall  summarize  them  briefiy: 

First.  The  fundamental  differences  between  different  kinds 
of  water  carriers  are  such  that  legislation  should  recognize 
these  differences  and  provide  adequate  safeguards  to  protect 
the  public  interest. 

The  economic  principles  involved  in  various  types  of  car- 
riers, including  the  various  t5T?es  of  water  carriers,  are 
so  vastly  different  that  any  regulation  which  does  not  recog- 
nize the  fundamental  differences  between  them  is  boimd  to 
be  a  failure.  Any  attempt  to  apply  the  same  rules  of  regu- 
lation to  a  barge  line  on  the  Mississippi  River  as  to  a  coast- 
wise or  intercoastal  line  would  be  just  as  bad  as  to  attempt 
to  regulate  the  coastwise  and  intercoastal  lines  in  accord- 
ance with  the  railroad  rule  book. 

Second.  The  coastwise  and  intercoastal  water  carriers  are 
already  subjected  to  ample  regulation  by  a  Federal  agency — 
the  United  States  Maritime  Commission — which  is  ac- 
quainted with  their  problems,  which  understands  their  oper- 
ations, and  which  knows  their  difflculties.  Tlie  proposed 
law,  so  far  as  water  carriers  are  concerned,  shifts  the  regu- 
lation from  an  agency  which  understands  their  problems 
and  transfers  the  regulation  to  an  agency  which  does  not 
understand  their  problems  but  has  been  identified  through- 
out its  history  with  the  interests  of  their  competitors. 

The  proper  approach  to  a  coordination  of  the  activities  of 
both  should  be  through  the  cooperation  of  existing  agencies 
and  not  by  the  destruction  of  one  agency  as  a  regulating 
medium  with  the  transfer  of  its  authority  to  the  other 
agency  whose  functions  have  always  been  identified  with  one 
of  the  competitors. 

There  is  no  more  justification  for  the  transfer  of  authority 
over  the  water  carriers  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission than  there  would  be  for  the  transfer  of  authority 
over  the  railroads  to  the  United  States  Maritime  Commission. 

Third.  The  differences  between  rail  transportation  and 
water  transportation  are  so  basic  and  vital  that  any  attempt 
to  apply  the  same  statutory  rules  of  regulation  tp  both  must 
necessarily  produce  inequality  instead  of  equality.  The  at- 
tempt to  cut  a  steamship  cloak  from  a  railroad  pattern  will 
prove  disastrous  to  some  types  of  water  carriers,  and  resembles 
an  attempt  to  reguldte  clocks  and  watches  according  to  in- 
structions Issued  for  the  regulation  of  aircraft  engines. 

Fourth.  Delays  ordinarily  incident  to  the  settlement  of  dis- 
crimination cases  Involving  railroads  would  be  desti-uctive  to 
water  lines  with  their  limited  capital  and  limited  service, 
whereas  the  railroads'  interests  are  so  much  more  diversified, 
its  field  of  operation  so  much  more  extended,  and  its  sources 
of  revenue  so  much  more  niunerous  that  they  are  able  to 
survive  a  long  fight.  In  such  a  contest  the  railroads  could 
easily  strangle  their  competitors.    In  self-defense  the  water 


carriers  must  yield  or  transfer  their  operations  to  other 
streams,  with  the  result  that  the  public,  whom  they  serve, 
would  suffer. 

Fifth.  The  fiexibility  of  water  transportation  will  be  de- 
stroyed by  reason  of  the  time  and  expense  necessarily  in- 
volved in  acquiring  the  certificates  of  convenience  and  neces- 
sity required  by  the  proposed  law.  Elasticity  of  service  by 
water  lines  is  of  tremendous  benefit  to  the  shipping  public 
and  should  be  preserved. 

Sixth.  Procedural  delays  of  a  year  or  more  Incidental  to 
railroad  regulation  in  reaching  a  decision  affecting  railroads 
may  literally  bankrupt  water  lines.  The  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  takes  years  to  decide  a  railroad  case.  This  delay 
would  mean  the  death  of  water  carriers.  The  exF>erience  of 
water  carriers  to  date  in  their  dealings  with  the  Commission 
on  railroad  water  rates  and  decisions  show  that  these  dangers 
exist.  The  railroads  know  that  this  result  will  follow  and 
they  seek  to  profit  by  it. 

Seventh.  Railroad  carriers  may  easily  discriminate  in  favor 
of  one  water  carrier  against  a  competing  water  carrier  and 
drive  the  latter  out  of  existence.  If  the  injured  line  should 
seek  redress  from  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
the  formal  procedure  at  present  in  force  with  the  Commis- 
sion would  delay  a  decision  for  months  and  sometimes  for 
years.  If  the  conferees  in  rewriting  the  bill  had  desired  to 
protect  the  water  carriers  and  the  public,  they  should  have 
placed  the  biu"den  of  justifying  dLscriminations  on  the  rail- 
roads where  the  burden  belongs.  They  failed  to  do  this,  and 
thus  again  made  it  obvious  that  the  bill  as  drawn  Is  In  the 
interest  of  the  railroads  and  not  of  the  public  or  their 
competitors. 

Eighth.  The  proposed  legislation  contains  a  very  real  dan- 
ger in  attempting  to  apply  the  rules  and  technique  of  railroad 
regulations  to  water-hne  cases  with  the  result  that  the  de- 
velopment of  water  transportation  will  be  discouraged  if  not 
destroyed. 

Ninth.  The  public,  water  carriers,  and  railroads  can  be 
protected  and  the  advantage  of  all  promoted  by  the  passage 
of  H.  R.  4307.  now  pending  on  the  House  Calendar.  That  bill 
would  extend  the  regulatory  jurisdiction  of  the  Maritime 
Commission  to  common  carriers  by  water  engaged  in  Inter- 
state transportation  on  Inland  waters,  and  the  system  for  the 
regulation  of  water  carriers  would  be  rounded  out  and  made 
national  in  scope.  The  bill.  H.  R.  4307,  provides  a  means  to 
effect  coordination  In  the  regulation  of  carriers  subject  to 
the  Maritime  Commission  and  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  where  there  Is  competition  between  such  car- 
riers. This  would  provide  a  tested  and  workable  plan  of 
regulation  and  one  that  is  not  unduly  restrictive  or  burden- 
some. The  machinery  provided  in  the  bill  H.  R.  4307  would 
easily  dispose  of  the  small  number  of  cases  which  would  not 
be  disposed  of  by  voluntary  arrangements,  negotiations,  and 
cooperation  between  the  two  Commissions. 

The  speech  which  I  delivered  in  the  House  on  April  16,  1940, 
discusses  at  greater  length  the  objections  I  have  mentioned 
above,  but  there  are  other  Insuperable  objections  to  the  legis- 
lation which  I  pointed  out  In  my  speech  of  May  9,  1940.  and 
which  I  shall  smnmarize  by  a  continuation  of  the  above  ob- 
jections. 

Tenth.  The  bill  as  prepared  by  the  conferees  provides  the 
means  whereby  the  railroads  may  destroy  competing  carriers. 
This  is  contained  in  the  form  of  a  proviso  added  to  each  part 
Of  the  bill,  rail,  motor  and  carrier,  whereby  It  Is  declared  In  a 
proviso  to  each  part  that  the  prohibition  against  discrimina- 
tions which  is  contained  in  the  bill.  I  quote:  "shall  not  be 
construed  to  apply  to  discrlmiiiation,  prejudice,  or  disadvan- 
tage to  the  traffic  of  any  other /carrier." 

The  language  quoted  constitutes  an  open,  legislative  invi- 
tation by  Congress  to  the  stronger  form  of  transportation  to 
destroy  its  competitor,  and  obviotosly  operates  to  the  advan- 
tage of  rail  trans|X)rtation  which  has  a  larger  field  of  non- 
competitive traflSc.  The  railroads  are  invited  to  lower  their 
competitive  rates  to  a  point  where  they  may  destroy  their 
competitors,  and  they  may  do  so  since  they  are  no  longer  re- 
strained by  the  language  of  the  Miller-Wadsworth  amend- 
ment which  the  conferees  have- rejected.    Tlie  railroads  have 
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the  ability  because  cf  size  and  financial  strength  to  engage 
In  cutthroat,  dpstructive  competition  for  long  periods  of 
time.  They  can  place  high  rates  on  noncompetitive  traffic, 
xOmposed  in  large  part  of  agricultural  products,  and  recoup 
ftl  that  wa^  their  revenue  losses  from  reduced  rates  on  com- 
petitive traffic.  They  can  proceed  to  discriminate  without  re- 
striction, and  in  fact  they  have  a  legislative  invitation  to  dis- 
criminate to  the  destruction  of  their  competitors  with  the 
congressional  assurance  that  nothing  shall  be  done  about  it. 
Eleventh.  The  proposed  legislation  contains  a  direction 
to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  the  division  between 
carriers  of  the  proceeds  of  the  joint  rail  and  water  move- 
ments to  divide  the  levenues  between  the  carriers,  not  on  the 
basis  of  their  respective  costs  in  relation  to  the  service  ren- 
dered, not  on  the  basis  of  the  service  rendered  by  each,  but 
en  the  basis  of  total  operating  expenses,  taxes  on  a  fair  re- 
turn on  the  property  employed  m  the  service,  and  in  addi- 
tion on  the  basis  of.  I  quote:  "importance  to  the  public  of 
transportation  service  of  each  carrier."  This  last  basis  would 
enable  the  Commission  to  disregard  every  other  factor,  and 
fix  the  division  upon  the  basis  cf  whatever  the  Commission 
may  thinJc  as  to  the  importance  to  the  public  of  the  respective 
carriers. 

Twelfth.  Inland  waterways  were  developed  by  direction  of 
this  Congress  in  the  1920's  in  order  to  hold  the  rail  monopoly 
in  check  in  the  interest  of  the  producer  and  the  consumer, 
and  to  that  end  coastwise  and  intercoastal  water  transporta- 
tion was  regulated  and  inland  waterways  developed  with  the 
objective  of  maintaining  and  providing  a  domestic  system 
of  efficient  low-cost  transportation.  This  wholesome  na- 
tional policy  will  be  thrown  overboard  if  this  pending  con- 
ference report  is  adopted. 

Thirteenth.  The  proposed  legislation  forever  removes  the 
possibilities  and  potentialities  of  improving  water-transpor- 
tation facilities  and  extending  the  benefits  of  low -cost  trans- 
portation facilities  to  aid  consumers  and  producers.  This  is 
accomplished  through  the  imposition  of  the  requirements 
for  certificates  and  permits  under  which  only  existing  water 
facilities  are  protected.  Experience  with  the  Motor  Carriers 
Act  of  1935  has  demonstrated  that  the  facilities  of  water 
carriers  will  be  restricted  to  those  necessary  to  take  care  of 
existing  needs,  and  the  possibilities  of  development  in  the 
future  will  be  wholly  ignored. 

Fourteenth.  The  proposed  bill  provides  a  Board  of  Investi- 
gation to  help  to  determine  what  the  policies  of  administra- 
tion in  respect  to  the  various  tjrpes  of  transportation  shall 
be  in  the  future  after  providing  effective  means  for  the 
destruction  of  agencies  competing  with  the  railroads  in  the 
present. 

The  appropriate  approach  would  be  to  investigate  before 
destroying,  and  that  could  be  accomplished  by  delaying  this 
bill  imtil  the  conclusion  of  the  investigation  which  the  con- 
ferees desire. 

It  is  in  the  interest  of  the  public  that  consideration  of  the 
proposed  changes  be  deferred  and  particularly  at  the  present 
moment  when  it  appears  that  all  of  the  transportation  facil- 
ities will  be  taxed  to  the  utmost. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  7  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mi.ssissippi  [Mr.  WHimNCtoNl. 

Mr,  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  an  entirely  different 
situation  obtains  today  with  respect  to  the  situation  of  the 
railways  in  this  country  from  that  which  obtained  when  the 
study  that  resulted  in  the  consideration  of  the  bill  was  begun 
2  years  ago.  I  am  advised  that  the  income  of  railways  for  the 
first  6  months  of  the  present  year  has  increased  46  percent. 
Inland  waterway  traffic  was  inaugiu^ted  to  supplement  rail- 
way transportation  during  the  first  World  War.  There  is 
room  for  all  modes  and  methods  of  transportation,  whether 
by  rail,  by  airway,  highway,  or  waterway,  at  the  present  time. 
It  is  my  view,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  Wadsworth  amendment 
would  not  only  have  authorized  the  waterways,  for  a  com- 
pensatory return,  to  reduce  their  rates,  but  at  the  same  time 
It  would  have  prevented  the  railways  from  tmduly  reducing 
their  rates  under  the  "added  traffic"  theory  and  thus  destroy- 
ing water  competition. 
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But  I  rose  to  call  attention  to  an  entirely  new  matter  that 
has  been  incorporated  in  the  second  conference  report  that 
was  not  incorporated  in  the  first  conference  report.  The 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  LeaI.  stated  that  there  was  a  reference  in  the  bUl  that 
passed  the  House,  and  a  similar  reference  in  the  Senate  bill,  to 
the  Panama  Canal  Act.  and  that  the  purpose  of  the  provision 
in  the  present  bill  with  respect  to  the  Panama  Canal  Act  was 
to  clarify  existing  law.  He  read  to  us  not  a  decision,  not  an 
excerpt  from  a  decision,  but  from  a  note  to  the  case  of  South- 
ern Pacific  Railroad  Co.  (77  L  C.  C.  124.  p.  1411,  vol.  2, 
Interstate  Commerce  Acts.  Annotated)  in  support  of  his  con- 
tention, that  by  inserting  the  word  "new"  in  this  pending  bill, 
or  the  equivalent  of  it,  the  language  of  the  act  of  1912.  the 
Panama  Canal  Act.  was  perfected  and  clarified. 

Now  we  have  before  us  in  the  pending  bill  the  provisions  of 
the  Panama  Canal  Act.  In  a  word,  the  Panama  Canal  Act  of 
1912  prevented  railway  carriers  from  acquiring  competing 
water  carriers  through  the  Panama  Canal  and  elsewhere,  as 
was  pointed  out  by  the  gentleman  fom  Virginia.  Judge  Bland, 
when  he  read  previously  during  this  debate  the  provision  of 
the  act.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  a  significant  statement 
and  call  attention  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  gen- 
tleman from  California  I  Mr.  Lea  1.  to  the  fact  that  in  clarify- 
ing he  has  left  out  that  word  "elsewhere,"  and  that  his  clarifi- 
cation, whether  he  has  given  full  force  and  effect  to  the 
language  of  the  pending  report  or  not.  repeals  the  Panama 
Canal  Act  insofar  as  prohibiting  railways  from  acquiring  com- 
peting water  carriers  on  the  Great  Lakes  and  on  the  inland 
waterways  is  concerned. 

I  submit  this  question  to  the  chairman:  If  it  be  fair  and 
proper  to  retain  existing  law  for  existing  or  new  water  carriers 
with  respect  to  traffic  through  the  Panama  Canal,  is  it  not 
equally  fair  and  just  to  retain  it  with  respect  to  the  Great 
Lakes  and  to  the  great  inland  waterways?  It  may  satisfy 
California  to  retain  the  competitive  provisions  for  commerce 
transported  from  the  Pacific  coast  through  the  Panama 
Canal,  but  when  that  law  is  repealed  with  respect  to  the 
Great  Lakes  and  the  great  inland  waterways  of  the  country, 
I  maintain  that  it  crucifies  comiietition  in  all  those  areas 
adjoining  the  Great  Lakes,  along  the  upper  and  lower  Missis- 
sippi River,  the  Ohio  River,  and  the  Missouri  River— thus 
destroying  the  great  inland  waterways  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Speaker,  from  the  beginning  we  have  known  that  the 
act  would  be  written  in  conference.  It  may  be  all  right 
to  reject  that  language  which  the  distinguished  majority 
leader,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Rayburn],  during  the 
debate  on  the  bill  stated  could  not  be  rejected  if  approved 
by  the  Senate,  twice  approved  by  the  House,  the  so-called 
Wadsworth  amendment,  but  it  does  occur  to  me  that  if  this 
were  a  clarification,  to  use  the  language  of  the  distinguished 
chairman,  the  gentleman  from  California  I  Mr.  LeaI.  it  is 
passing  strange  that  this  clarification  was  left  out  of  the  first 
conference  report  submitted  to  this  body  on  April  26.  and  it 
is  more  than  passing  strange  that  it  should  be  embraced  in 
the  present  conference  report  with  the  simple  statement  that-, 
it  clarifies  existing  law  when  in  truth  and  in  fact  it  repeals 
all  competition  between  the  railways  and  the  competing 
waterways,  except  through  the  Panama  Canal. 
Mr.  LEA.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WHTTTINGTON.  I  yield  to  the  chairman. 
Mr.  LEA.  I  think  the  gentleman  misunderstood  my  state- 
ment with  reference  to  the  word  "new."  The  new  language  I 
referred  to  was  included  in  the  revised  Panama  Canal  Act  of 
October  1,  1935,  which  gave  the  Commission  the  right  to  make 
an  order  to  install  new  service. 

Mr.  WHimNGTON.  I  am  very  glad  to  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman. I  read  from  the  notes  to  which  he  referred-  I  re- 
ferred in  the  Southern  Pacific  case  (77  I.  C.  C.  124) ,  page  1411. 
as  they  appeared  in  volume  2,  Interstate  Commerce  Acts, 
Annotated,  and  the  gentleman  read  from  the  note  as  to  new 
service  and  not  from  the  decision  in  the  case. 

Mr.  LEA.     I  was  reading  from  the  law.  in  substance. 
Mr.  WHITTINGTON.    I  understand  the  text  from  which 
the  gentleman  was  reading. 
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Mr.  Speaker,  under  existing  law  no  competition  is  pre- 
Tented,  not  only  in  the  Panama  Canal  but  in  the  waterways 
of  the  country.  Shortly  after  the  act  was  passed  in  1915. 
application  was  filed  by  the  railways  of  the  country  to  take 
advantage  of  the  existing  law  and  the  provision  of  the  law 
with  respect  to  existing  service.  I  shall  read  to  you  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  the  Lake 
Line  application  under  the  Panama  Canal  Act.  This  is  found 
In  Thirty-third  Interstate  Commerce  Conmiission.  page  699. 
The  decision  was  handed  down  May  7,  1915: 

Tbese  boat  lines  under  the  control  of  the  petitioning  railroads 
bave  been  first  a  sword  and  then  a  shield.  When  these  roads  ruc- 
ce«ded  in  gaining  control  of  the  boat  lines  which  had  been  In  com- 
petition with  paralleling  rails  in  which  they  were  interested,  and 
later  effected  their  combination  through  the  Lalce  Line  Association, 
by  which  they  were  able  to  and  did  drive  all  Independent  boats 
from  the  through  lake-and-rail  transportation,  they  thereby  de- 
stroyed the  poeslbUity  of  competition  with  their  railroads  other  than 
■uch  competition  as  they  were  of  a  mind  to  permit.  Having  dis- 
posed of  rail  competition  via  the  Lakes,  these  beats  are  now  held  as 
•  shield  against  possible  competition  of  new  independents.  Since 
It  appears  from  the  record  that  the  railroads  are  able  to  operate 
their  boat  lines  at  a  loss  where  there  is  now  no  competition  from 
Independent  lines,  it  is  manifest  that  they  could  aniQ  would  operate 
at  a  further  loss  in  a  rate  war  against  independents.  The  large 
financial  resources  of  the  owning  railroads  make  it  impossible  for 
an  independent  to  engage  in  a  rate  war  with  a  boat  line  so  financed. 

If  you  want  to  give  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
With  respect  to  existing  or  new  service  authority  to  do  that 

which  they  said  they  had  no  authority  to  do  under  the  Panama 
Canal  Act.  approve  this  conference  report.  If  you  are  opposed 
to  it  and  stand  for  competition  smd  reduced  rates  on  heavy 
trafllc  borne  by  the  waterways  of  this  country  vote  to  recom- 
mit this  to  the  conferees,  or  vote  to  reject  the  report. 

I  recall  the  days  when  the  law  existed  as  provided  by  this 
conference  report,  and  I  recall  that  Jay  Gouki,  of  New  York, 
to  eliminate  water  competition  on  the  Mississippi  River,  estab- 
lished or  acquired  lines  cf  boats,  naming  them  after  his 
children.  Very  shortly  thereafter  the  George  Gould,  the 
Anna  Gould,  and  other  boat  lines  that  he  established  or 
acquired  disappeared  and  the  railroads  enjoyed  a  monopoly. 

I  trust  that  the  motion  to  be  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  to  instruct  the  conferees  respecting  the  Wads- 
worth amendment  and  the  repeal  of  the  Panama  Canal  Act 
will  be  adopted  or  that  this  conference  report  will  be  rejected. 
(Applause.] 

Under  leave  to  revise  and  extend,  permit  me  to  say  that 
from  the  beginning  I  have  opposed  the  provisions  of  the  pend- 
ing legislation  for  the  regulation  of  water  carriers.  I  have 
maintained  that  it  was  the  purpose  of  railways  to  destroy  the 
competition  of  the  waterways. 

When  the  conference  report  of  April  26,  1940,  was  consid- 
ered, it  was  recommitted  to  the  conferees  with  instructions 
to  embody  the  Wadsworth,  the  Jones,  and  the  Harrington 
amendments. 

The  conferees  submit  a  second  conference  report  on  August 
7, 1940.  w^hich  undertakes  to  embody  substitutes  for  the  Jones 
and  Harrington  amendments  but  it  utterly  ignores  and  dis- 
regards the  irxstructions  of  the  House  respecting  the  Wads- 
worth amendment.  The  Wadsworth  amendment  is  elimi- 
nated altogether.  The  second  conference  report  is  identical 
with  the  first  conference  report  so  far  as  the  Wadsworth 
amendment  is  concerned. 

As  I  have  previously  stated  it  has  been  understood  from  the 
beginning  that  the  transportation  bill  would  be  written  in 
conference,  but  as  was  stated  by  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  [Mr.  Rayburn)  when  the  Wadsworth  amendment  was 
adopted,  this  amendment  would  have  to  be  embraced  in  the 
trill.  The  Wadsworth  amendment  is  identical  with  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Miller  amendment  adopted  in  the  Senate.  Both 
the  Senate  and  the  House  have  thus  agreed  upon  the  Wads- 
worth amendment. 

Surely  it  is  not  too  much  to  ask  that  a  provision  that  has 
been  agreed  to  by  the  Senate  once  and  by  the  House  twice 
should  be  incorporated  In  a  bill  that  was  rewritten  entirely 
In  conference.  A  regard  for  the  views  of  the  Senate  and  the 
House  would  require  that  the  Wadsworth  amendment  be  em- 
braced.   The  instructions  of  the  House  should  not  be  flouted. 


WAOSWOBTH   AMSNDMKirr 

Under  the  Wadsworth  amendment  each  type  of  carrier 
shall  be  permitted  by  the  Commission  to  reduce  its  rates  so 
long  as  such  rates  maintain  a  compensatory  return  to  the 
carrier,  after  taking  into  consideration  overhead  and  other 
elements  entering  into  the  cost  to  the  carrier  or  carriers  for 
the  service  rendered. 

Under  this  amendment  water  carriers  would  be  protected 
against  ruinous  and  destructive  rate-cutting  policies  of  the 
railroads.  The  railroads  could  no  longer  make  rates  on  the 
so-caUed  added  traffic  theory.  For  this  reason  the  railroads 
vigorously  oppose  the  amendment. 

It  may  be  contended  that  the  proviso  of  subsection  (c)  ol 
section  305,  page  40  of  the  the  Conference  Report,  would 
protect  the  water  carriers;  however,  a  water  carrier  could 
reduce  its  rates  but  there  is  no  protection  whatever  to  a 
water  carrier  against  a  reduced  rate  by  a  railroad  even  though 
such  railroad  rate  might  be  so  low  as  to  drive  the  water 
carrier  out  of  business. 

It  may  be  argued  that  subsection  (f)  of  section  307  will 
protect  the  water  carriers.  I  call  attention  to  the  total  ab- 
sence in  this  last  section,  or  any  other  section  of  the  bill, 
of  a  protection  for  water  carriers  against  ruinous  railway  rate 
reductions. 

By  omitting  the  Wadsworth  amendment,  the  water  car- 
riers have  been  deprived  of  a  statutory  protection  against  the 

establishment  of  "added  traffic"  rates.  It  may  be  conceded 
that  the  Commission  has  the  power  to  stop  those  practices  if 
it  desires  to  do  so.  I  insist  that  there  be  a  statutory  instruc- 
tion, positive  and  definite,  that  will  protect  the  waterways. 

PANAMA    CANAI.    ACT 

The  Second  Conference  Report  not  only  disregards  the  in- 
structions thrice  given  respecting  the  Wadsworth  amend- 
ment, but  to  my  astonishment  it  repeals  paragraphs  in  the 
Panama  Canal  Act  designed  to  protect  the  public  against  a 
monopoly  of  transportation  by  the  railroads.  Under  the  Pan- 
ama Canal  Act,  in  effect  since  1914,  it  was  unlawful  for  a 
railroad  to  own  or  operate  a  common  carrier  by  water  oper- 
ated through  the  Panama  Canal,  or  elsewhere.  It  was  thus 
unlawful  to  so  acquire  water  carriers  on  the  Great  Lakes  and 
the  Inland  Waterways.  In  the  second  Conference  Report, 
the  prohibition  against  acquiring  water  carriers  on  the  In- 
land Waterways  and  the  Great  Lakes  has  been  repealed.  No 
such  repeal  was  contained  in  the  first  Conference  Report. 
Only  a  passing  reference  is  made  to  the  repeal  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  managers.  On  page  69  of  the  statement  it  Is 
said  that  the  Panama  Canal  Act  has  been  modified  for  the 
purpose  of  clarification  and  with  respect  to  the  installation 
of  new  service.  All  must  agree,  however,  that  the  rejjeal  goes 
very  much  further  than  providing  for  new  service.  It  destroys 
the  competition  of  existing  services.  At  one  fell  swoop  the 
Conference  Report  undertakes  to  do  what  Congress  has  em- 
phatically declined  to  do  for  25  years.  Repeated  efforts  have 
been  made  to  repeal  the  prohibition  against  railways  acquir- 
ing competing  water  carriers  on  the  inland  waterways  and 
on  the  Great  Lakes.  The  repeal  of  the  Panama  Canal  Act 
will  give  to  the  railroads  the  same  power  and  authority  that 
they  had  to  acquire  water  carriers  prior  to  the  adoption  of 
the  Panama  Canal  Act.  Instead  of  providing  for  new  water- 
ways service,  it  will  eliminate  all  waterways  service. 

No  consideration  was  given  to  the  subject  in  the  first  con- 
ference report.  It  was  not  referred  to  in  the  debates  with 
respect  to  recommitting  the  report.  The  second  report  re- 
peals the  Panama  Canal  Act  by  rewriting  its  provisions  and 
removing  the  imconditlonal  prohibition  against  the  acquisi- 
tion of  water  carriers  by  the  railroads,  and  granting  complete 
authority  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  uix)n  ap- 
plication of  any  railroad,  to  authorize  the  acquisition  by 
ownership  or  control,  lease,  or  operation  of  such  water 
carriers. 

The  new  provision  which  grants  this  authority  is  contained 
in  section  5,  paragraph  16,  page  14,  of  the  conference  report, 
which,  in  part,  reads  as  follows: 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  paragraph  14  (which  contains 
the  Panama  Act  prohibition)  "the  Comml.sslon  shall  have  author- 
ity, upon  application  of  any  carrier,  as  defined  in  section  1   (3) 
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fntilroads  only),  ar.d  after  heartng.  by  order  to  authorize  such 
cafTter-to-Own  or  acquire  ownership  of.  to  lease  or  operate,  to  have 
or  acquire  control  of.  or  to  acquire  an  Interest  In.  a  conunon  car- 
rier by  water,  or  vessel,  not  operated  through  the  Panania  Canal. 
With  which  the  applicant  does  or  may  compete  lor  traffic." 

I  can  recall  the  heyday  of  water  traffic  on  the  Mississippi 
^River  some  50  years  ago.  Under  the  corrupt  and  cut-throat 
competition  of  the  railroads  it  disappeared.  The  public  suf- 
fered. Others  are  familiar  with  the  disappearance  of  compe- 
tition followmg  the  acquiring  of  water  carriers  by  the  rail- 
ways on  the  Great  Lakes. 

Under  the  Panama  Canal  Act  in  the  Lake  Line  Application 
case  (33  L  C.  C.  699.  decided  May  7.  1915) .  from  which  I  have 
already  quoted,  the  Commission  pointed  out  that  the  compet- 
ing boat  lines  acquired  by  the  railways  are  first  a  sword  with 
Which  to  destroy  competitors,  and  then  they  are  a  shield  to 
destroy  competition,  for.  having  acquired  them,  abandon- 
ment follows  sooner  or  later. 

WATEKWATS  ESSENTIAL  IN  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

In  the  first  World  War.  adtfitional  transportation  was 
needed.  Provision  was  made  for  the  Inland  Waterways  Serv- 
ice. In  the  current  national-defense  program,  the  railways 
are  among  the  chief  beneficiaries.  The  pending  legislation 
has  been  under  consideration  for  2  years.  Whatever  may 
have  been  the  justification  for  the  transportation  bill  2  years 
ago.  a  different  situation  obtains  at  present.  For  the  first  6 
months  of  1940  the  net  income  of  the  railroads  has  increased 
some  46  percent,  as  I  have  stated.  I  favor  aid  for  the  rail- 
Ways,  but  It  is  not  necessary  to  destroy  the  waterways. 

DISTRIBTJTION 

Water  transportation  on  our  coasts.  Great  Lakes,  and  in- 
land waterways  since  1920  has  promoted  distribution  of  the 
products  of  the  farm  and  factory  for  the  benefit  of  the  pro- 
ducers and  growers,  as  well  as  the  consumers  of  the  country. 
Lower  rates  have  been  promoted.  Legislation  alone  will  not 
solve  the  difficulties  of  the  railways.  The  public  is  entitled 
to  the  best  and  the  cheapest  transportation.  Railways  must 
solve  their  problems  by  meeting  and  not  destrojring  competi- 
tion. The  public  is  entitled  to  the  inherent  benefits  of  all 
transportation. 

INLAND    WATERWAYS    DISCRIMINATED    AGAINST 

It  is  Significant  that  the  conference  report  repeals  competi- 
tion on  the  inland  waterways  and  Great  Lakes,  but  does  not 
repeal  competition  through  the  Panama  Canal.  The  Great 
Lakes  and  the  inland  waterways  are  discriminated  against. 
The  great  interior  of  the  Nation  will  suffer.  The  Pacific 
coast,  including  the  State  of  California,  will  receive  the  bene- 
£lts  of  low  rates  through  the  Panama  Canal,  but  the  States 
along  the  Mississippi.  Ohio,  and  Missouri  Rivers,  and  the 
Great  Lakes  States,  in  securing  outlets  for  both  farms  and 
factories,  will  be  discriminated  against.  If  it  is  unwise  to 
repeal  the  competition  features  respecting  water  transporta- 
tion through  the  Panama  Canal,  it  is  unwise  to  repeal  them 
respecting  transportation  on  the  inland  waterways  and  Great 
Lakes. 

CONCLUSION 

The  motion  to  recommit  with  instructions  should  be 
adopted  or  the  conference  report  should  be  rejected. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
S  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van 
ZandtI. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  many  months  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  railroad  workers  throughout  the  Nation 
have  been  anxiously  awaiting  congressional  approval  of 
8.  2009.  the  Wheeler-Lea  railroad  bill.  They  are  interested 
In  this  bill  because  it  will  help  their  employers,  the  railroads 
of  this  country.  Today  the  21  brotherhoods  representing 
the  railroad  workers  of  this  country  are  united  in  their 
support  of  the  conference  report  on  S.  2009  which  we  are 
now  considering,  and  plead  for  its  passage  by  this  House. 

Much  has  been  said  and  more  will  be  said  about  the  earn- 
ings of  the  railroads  of  the  country  during  this  temporary 
boom  caused  by  the  heavy  expenditures  of  cur  Government 
for  national  defense.    So  that  the  Members  of  the  House 


will  have  a  true  picture  of  the  railroad  industry.  I  want  to 
read  a  statement  that  came  into  my  possession  this  morning, 
entitled,  "Railways  in  Hands  of  Receivers  and  Trustees."  as 
follows:  

RAILWAYS   n*    HANDS   OT   RBCETVEES    AND  TRUSTEES 

The  Bureau  of  Statistics  of  the  Interatate  Commerce  Commlsalon 
made  public  this  week  a  compilation  showing  steam  railways  in 
the  hands  of  receivers  and  trustees  on  December  31,  1939.  and 
changes  in  the  list  of  companies  affected  by  receivership  or  trustee- 
ship to  July  31.  1940.  This  compilation  showed  that  107  railwa3r« 
were  In  the  hands  of  receivers  and  trustees  (excluding  switching 
and  terminal  companies)  on  July  31  this  year,  compared  with  108 
on  December  31.  1939.  Of  the  total  number  10  class  I  and  24  other 
railways  were  In  charge  of  receivers  on  July  31  this  year,  and  28 
class  I  and  45  other  railways  were  in  charge  of  trxistees.  The  total 
number  In  the  hands  of  receivers  and  trustees  at  the  close  of  1939 
represented  69.351  miles  of  road,  and  an  Investment  In  road  equip- 
ment totaling  $6,001,585,750.  The  capital  stock  of  those  raUways 
was  12.299,838  636  and  the  unmatxired  funded  debt,  12.794.232.519. 
The  percentage  of  all  steam  railways  In  the  hands  of  receivers  and 
trustees,  based  on  miles  of  road  operated,  waa  31.05  percent. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  CuuaN]. 

Mr.  CULKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  conferees  on  this  bill,  for 
all  of  whom  I  have  great  personal  affection,  have  risen  to  new 
heights  of  parliamentary  Hitlerism  by  writing  into  this  re- 
port the  repeal  of  the  section  relating  to  the  acquisition  of 
competing  water  lines. 

May  I  say  at  this  point  that  the  waterways  of  the  Nation 
carry  yearly  500.000,000  tons  generally  at  one-tenth  the  cost 
of  rail  transportation.  This  great  saving  has  a  profoimdly 
beneficial  effect  upon  the  life  of  every  American.  Sometime 
about  1935  the  Sun  Oil  Co.  caused  some  figures  to  be  gathered 
which  show  that  if  gasoline  were  transported  by  rail  instead 
of  by  water  the  gasoline  would  cost  20  cents  additional  at  the 
pump.  That  is  only  one  of  the  savings.  The  figures  on  na- 
tional consumption  show  something  like  a  saving  of  $4,000,- 
000.000  a  year  to  the  users  of  gasoline.  There  are  likewise 
great  savings  on  all  other  bulk  commodities. 

All  these  savings  will  be  wiped  out  if  this  conference  report 
becomes  law.  This  amendment  now  brought  in  here  is  a 
revolutionary  step  which  spells  transportation  monopoly  and 
resulting  economic  disaster  to  the  farmer,  consumer,  and 
shipper  in  industry.  The  proposition,  may  I  say,  comes  out 
of  a  clear  sky  and  is  clothed  in  deceptive  language.  On  page 
69  of  the  conference  report  the  matter  is  glossed  over  with 
weasel  words  in  a  fashion  that  does  no  credit  to  the  conferees' 
willingness  to  take  the  House  into  their  confidence.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  House  will  act  other  than  that  this  bill 
should  be  sent  back  to  conference  and  that  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  this  provision  should  be  given  full  and  adequate  hear- 
ings. 

May  I  say  again,  as  I  have  said  here  before,  that  trans- 
portation is  a  matter  of  vital  importance  to  the  well-being  of 
every  American  and  his  right  to  live  comfortably  should  not 
be  destroyed  in  such  manner  as  is  here  presented.  This  is  a 
time  when  we  need  an  eflQcient  America.    This  bill  puts 

America  in  chains. 

I  urge  every  patriotic  Member,  and  I  know  you  are  all 
patriotic,  including  the  distinguished  but  misled  members  of 
the  conference  committee,  in  the  interest  of  the  country  to 
vote  down  this  conference  report  and  send  the  bill  back  to  the 
committee.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  I 
minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  HxtllI. 

Mr.  HULL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  sought  this  limited  time  in 
order  that  I  might  have  inserted  in  the  Record,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  House,  a  letter  from  the  Midland  Cooperative 
Wholesale  Co.,  a  large  farmers'  cooperative  association  op- 
erating in  both  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin,  in  which  it  voices 
its  opposition  to  the  bill  S.  2009.  known  as  the  Wheeler-Lea 
bill,  unless  the  Miller-Wadsworth  amendment  is  included. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  include  this  letter 
in  the  Record: 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  ol  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Hull]? 

There  was  no  objection. 


1940 


The  letter  referred  to  follows: 
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Hon.  Meblin  Hull. 

Congressman.  State  of  Wisconsin. 

Dear  Congressman:  I  am  writing  you  this  letter  so  that  you 
may  know  as  to  what  our  position  is  on  the  bill  S.  2009,  also  known 
as  the  Wheeler-Lea  bill. 

We  are  unalterably  opposed  to  the  passage  of  this  bill,  if  the 
Miller-Wadsworth  amendment  is  not  Included  in  the  bill.  After  the 
Introduction  of  the  original  bill  Into  Congress  our  interest  caused 
us  to  study  the  contents.  It  is  very  clear  to  us  that  the  Wadsworth 
amendment  is  about  the  only  section  of  the  bill  that  gives  any 
consideration  to  the  producers  and  the  consumers  of  the  Northwest. 
I  would  like  to  give  you  a  few  figures  and  facts  which  we  beUeve 
you  would  be  interested  in. 

The  interest  of  the  general  public  In  the  Northwestern  States  In 
the  costs  of  transportation  Is  great,  because  they  must  find  a 
market  for  their  surplus  goods  a  long  distance  from  home  markets. 
The  farmer's  realization  on  his  agricultural  products  is  the  price  the 
distant  market  pays,  less  the  cost  of  transportation  to  that  market. 
The  same  rule  applies  on  what  light  manufacturing  exists  in  the 
Northwest.  The  farmer  Is  the  largest  shipper  of  out-bound  and  In- 
bound freight  in  the  Northwest.  On  the  products  he  consumes  for 
home  or  production  use  he  always  pays  the  freight  in  the  final 

price. 

We  have  dtudled  various  domestic  markete  In  the  United  States 
with  a  view  to  moving  farm  products  by  river  transportation.  Let 
me  give  vou  an  example.  The  all-rail  freight  rate  on  kscally  pro- 
duced grain  at  Red  Wing,  Minn.,  to  Nashville.  Tenn..  Is  »10.80  per 
ton  or  54  cents  per  hundred  pounds.  The  rlver-transportatlon  rate 
on  the  same  product  Is  »3  20  per  ton,  or  16  cents  per  hundred 
pounds  That  same  situation  would  apply  to  many  points  between 
the  Northwest  and  various  points  In  the  South  and  East  on  our 
inland-waterway  system,  such  as  Alabama.  Kentucky.  Mississippi, 
West  Virginia  Pennsylvania,  etc.  This  widespread  differential  has 
been  a  factor  in  keeping  living  costs  In  these  last  States  high.  This 
same  wide  dlfTerentlal  has  helped  to  produce  the  break-down  of 
agriculture  in  the  Northwest.  It  is  very  clear  that  there  is  no 
relief  in  sight  from  any  regulated  transportation  that  has  one 
purpose,  that  oi  seeking  only  higher  and  higher  rates. 

Let  me  give  you  an  example  on  a  commodity  that  the  consumer 
must  pay  the  freight  on  in  the  final  price.  VVlsconsln  and  Mlnne- 
Eota  as  you  know,  are  two  of  the  few  States  in  the  United  States 
that  do  not  produce  coal.  It  must  all  be  shipped  In  from  the 
South  and  East.  After  the  Transportation  Act  of  1920  was  passed 
m  Congress  coal  rates  advanced  about  40  percent  to  the  consumer. 
The  retail  price  of  fuel  In  these  two  States  will  average  higher  than 
perhaps  any  two  States  In  the  Union  where  climate  demands  fuel. 

The  present  all-rail  freight  rale  on  lump  coal  from  West  Virginia 
to  western  Wisconsin  and  eastern  Miimesota  points  on  the  upper 
Mississippi  ranges  from  $5  35  to  »5  55  per  ton.  The  river  rate  on  the 
same  complete  coal  movement  is  from  »3.50  to  »3  70  per  ton.  The 
retaU  price  on  coal  in  many  points  in  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota, 
such  as  La  Crosse,  Winona.  Red  Wing.  Prescott.  Minneapolis,  and 
St  Paul  have  already  been  reduced  to  the  final  consumer  to  the 
extent  of  $1  to  »2  per  ton  on  account  of  coal  moved  into  these  points 
by  river. 

The  Northwest  it  a  large  consumer  of  petroleum  products,  xne 
farmer  depends  more  and  more  on  his  tractor  and  Internal-combus- 
tion engine  The  Mississippi  and  Ohio  River  basin  has  within  its 
I  reach  over  70  percent  of  the  known  available  oil  reserve.  The  aU- 
rail  freight  rate  on  petroleum  products  from  production  In  and 
around  St  Louis.  Mo.,  to  the  upper  Mississippi  by  all  rail  will  aver- 
age over  3  cents  per  gallon.  The  rate  via  river  transportation  on  the 
same  complete  movement  would  be  as  low  as  1  cent  per  gallon  to 
river  cities  Now.  in  the  early  stages  of  the  development  of  the 
UDper  Mississippi  several  large  oil  companies  started  moving  petro- 
leum products  by  river.  The  Increase  in  the  tonnage  has  been  great. 
With  a  dependable  9-foot  channel  these  oil  companies  have  now 

put  Into  operation  their  own  barges  and  towboats  These  large 
mtcgrated  oil  companies  are  not  against  this  proposed  regulatiori 
because  if  the  small  operator  who  must  hire  equipment  is  regulated 
off  the  river  they  will  then  control  the  situation  and  enjoy  a 
transportation  monopoly  created  by  an  act  of  Congress  at  the 
public  expense.  .      ^  „,  . 

If  Congress  wants  to  defeat  the  purposes  of  the  Inland  Waterways 
and  create  a  transportation  monopoly  for  large  interests  who  control 
captive  tonnage  of  coal.  oil.  etc..  they  certainly  could  not  find  a 
better  method  than  by  passing  the  Lea-Wheeler  bill  w  thout  the 
Wadsworth  amendment.  The  record  of  the  Army  engineers  and 
War  Department  from  the  viewpoint  of  the  relationship  of  Inland 
Waterways  to  national  defense  is  well  known  and  the  War  Depart- 
ment has  maintained  its  consistency  on  this  matter  by  attacking 
this  bUl.    We  know  you  will  not  be  a  party  to  the  passage  of  this  bUl. 

Very  truly  yours.  „,        _^     _ 

Midland  Coopehativi:  Wholesale, 

By  Eahl  Pettrson, 

Manager,  Coal  Department. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Cole]. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record 
and  to  include  some  references  from  a  report. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  I  Mr.  Cole]?  ^ 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  one  of  the  con- 
ferees may  I  again  call  to  the  attention  of  the  House  the 
problem  before  the  conferees  in  this  matter.  We  have  re- 
turned to  you  this  important  bill  with  the  exception  of  one  or 
two  item.s,  practically  as  the  House  instructed  some  months 
ago.  I  was  amused  a  moment  ago  when  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  I  Mr.  Whittington)  was  trying  to  find  a  reason 
to  oppose  this  report  and  talked  about  the  problems  of  the 
Great  Lakes.  The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Whit- 
tington! should  have  witnessed,  as  we  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
mittee have,  the  work  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr. 
Grosser  1,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  I  Mr.  HalleckI,  and 
a  number  of  other  members  of  our  committee  from  the 
Great  Lakes  section  of  the  country  in  looking  out  for  the 
interests  of  that  great  section  of  our  country.  The  rep- 
resentatives from  the  Great  Lakes  section,  I  am  sure,  are 
not  in  sympathy  with  the  criticism  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  I  Mr.  Whittington],  so  far  as  this  report  is  con- 
cerned because  they  have  too  much  confidence  in  the  desire 
of  our  committee  to  be  fair  to  the  interests  to  which  the 
gentleman  has  referred. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  lengthy  bill.  There  is  a  lot  to  it. 
I  am  very  happy  to  note  thai  the  only  substantial  criticism 
of  the  work  done  by  the  conferees  is  the  elimination  of  the 
Wadsworth  amendment.  I  do  not  believe  the  Wadsworth 
amendment  means  as  much  as  its  author  contends. 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  gentleman  2  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  care  for 
additional  time.  I  would  like  to  have  those  gentlemen  who 
are  opposed  to  the  report  given  time.  Maybe  they  can  tell 
us  more  substantial  reasons  why  the  report  should  be  re- 
jected than  we  have  heard  in  the  last  hour,  otherwise  the 
report  will  certainly  be  adopted. 
Mr.  BLAND.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia. 

Mr.  BLAND.  I  wonder  if  it  would  not  be  worth  while  for 
the  gentleman  to  tell  us  why  the  conference  should  be  agreed 
to?    Then  maybe  we  can  tell  him  why  it  should  not  be. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  committee  bent 
over  backwards  almost  to  accommodate  the  objection  raised 
by  water  carriers,  but  no  matter  what  we  do  it  apparently 
has  no  influence  whatsoever  upon  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia. Let  me  prophesy  now  that  after  a  reasonable  period 
of  administering  this  act  he  will  disagree  with  his  position  of 
today.  I  have  before  me  a  letter  from  the  Merchants  & 
Miners  Transportation  Co.  All  recognize  this  company  as 
fair,  reasonable,  and  representative.  It  operates  along  the 
entire  Atlantic  coast.  That  company  not  only  favors  the 
legislation  but  has  advocated  it. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  The  gentleman  spoke  about  those 
interested  in  the  Great  Lakes  region.  The  preceding  speaker 
lives  in  the  Great  Lakes  area,  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Wadsworth)  does,  and  so  does  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  I  Mr.  DonderoI. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  I  have  the  pleasure  of  serving 
with  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth]  as  a 
member  of  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee. 
I  doubt  if  he  would  support  this  legislation  even  with  his 
amendment  a  part  thereof.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr  DoNDERO],  like  some  others,  looks  at  legislation  of  this 
broad  character  through  cloudy  glasses.  He  is  so  water- 
minded. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  is  called  upon  to  pass  upon  the 
very  perplexing  problem  whether  all  forms  of  transporuuon 
shall  be  regulated  by  one  great  agency  in  this  country  and 
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regulated  fairly  as  this  bill  provides.     I  hope  the  Members 
siistain  our  report  asking  that  this  be  done.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  Ravel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1 
minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Alexander]. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
Insert  seme  letters  and  telegrams  from  firms  and  Individuals 
In  Minnesota. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Aldcander]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.     Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  been  said  that  you 
can  ship  Ireight  by  water  at  approximately  one-tenth  the  cost 
of  shipping  it  by  rail.    You  have  also  heard  it  said  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York   [Mr.  Wadsworth)   that  if  the 
Wadsworth  amendment  is  rejected  and  the  Wheeler-Lea  bill 
adopted  without  that  amendment  being  inserted,  it  means 
the  end  of  the  waterways.    May  I  say  that  there  is  probably 
one  way  out  with  respect  to  that  idea,  and  that  is  this:  The 
private  carriers  will  still  be  able  to  provide  themselves  with 
transportation.     I  refer  to  the  large  concerns  such  as  the 
Standard  Oil  Co.  and  firms  of  that  kind  which  can  afford  to 
purchase  tugs  and  barges  in  which  to  ship  their  own  freight. 
What  is  the  final  result  of  that  sort  of  thing  when  you  carry 
It  into  practical  operation?    It  eliminates  the  small-business 
man,  the  little  fellow,  and  it  eliminates  competition.     The 
net  result  of  it  all  will  be  that  you  will  go  one  step  further 
along  the  road  to  the  corporative  state  idea  which  Mr.  Mus- 
solini has  perfected  so  well  in  Italy.    If  that  is  the  sort  of 
thing  we  want  in  America,  then  you  should  vote  down  the 
Wadsworth    amendment;     otherwise,    keep    it    in    there. 
[Applause! 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  insert  herewith  certain  letters  and  tele- 
grams which  I  have  received  expressing  opposition  to  the 
Transportation    Act    unless    it    contains    the    Wadsworth 

amendment. 

St.  Paui..  Minn.,  August  8,  1940. 
Hon.  John  O.  Ai-EXANBni. 

House  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C: 
We  urge  your  support  bf  the  Mlller-Wadsworth  amendment  to 
the  conference  report  on  the  Wheeler-Lea  bill  which  gives  to  our 
lon:Tshoremen    In   Minnesota    the    same    protection   as   Is   accorded 
railroad  employees  under  the  proposed  law. 

Geo.  W.  Lawson. 
Secretary,  Minnesota  Federation  of  Labor. 

St.  Paul,  Minn.,  August  7,  1940. 
Bon.  John  O.  Alkxandex. 

House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Understand  as  result  of  concerted  drive  by  forces  hostile  to 
Inland  waterways  the  conferees  will  report  back  the  Wheeler- 
Lea  transportation  bill  minus  Miller- Wadsworth  amendment.  The 
welfare  of  Minnesota  demands  your  unyielding  opposition  to  any 
proposal  to  enact  such  legislation  without  this  mitigating  amend- 
ment which  the  House  ordered  reinstated. 

Uppca  Mississippi  and  St.  Csoix  Rives  Improvement  Com- 
mission or  Minnesota. 
Herman  Nuxller,  Secretary. 

^  Minneapolis,  August  7,  1940. 

Hon. -John  O.  Alexander. 

United  States  Congressman, 

House  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C: 
Just  been  advised  that  effort  is  being  made  to  rush  through 
Wheeler-Lea  bill.  Bill,  we  are  advised,  eliminates  Mlller-Wads- 
worth amendment.  We  all  urge  you  to  insist  upon  retention  of 
Mlller-Wadsworth  amendment  for  this  Is  only  feature  of  Wheeler- 
Iiea  bill  that  protects  low  rates  for  shipper  using  Mississippi  River 
to  Minneapolis. 

Tom   Von   Kustkr. 
Harlan  Ntgaard. 
A.  D    Strong. 
Kingslxt  DAT. 

Minneapolis,  Mnnt.,  August  9,  1940. 
Hon.  John  O    Alexanobb. 

House  Office  Building.  Washington.  D   C: 
We  understand  Wheeler -Lea  omnibus  transportation  bill  to  be 
presented  to  Congress  twelfth.     Strongly  urge  as  a  protection  to 
•hlppers  in  this  territory  you  insist  on  retention  ol  Mlller-Wads- 
worth amendment  to  this  bill. 

The  Crxam  or  Wheat  Corporation. 


Dtn-UTH,  MwM.,  August  i.  1940. 
Hon.  J.  O.  Alexander. 

Washington.  D.  C: 
The  International  Longshoremen's  Unions  of  Minnesota  are  op- 
posed to  passage  of  bill  S.  2009,  known  as  the  Wheeler-Lea  Trans- 
portation Act.  as  reported  by  conference  committee.  If  railroad 
workers  are  to  be  protected  under  S  2009.  then  water-front  workers 
demand  also  their  Jobs  be  protected  to  same  extent.  The  Mlller- 
Wadsworth  amendment  will  not  only  protect  longshoremen's  Jobs 
but  will  prevent  the  ruination  of  a  very  important  arm  of  cur 
national  defense,  namely,  the  carrier  by  water. 

E.  L.  Slattghter, 
Secretary.  International  Longshoremen's  Council  of  Minne- 
sota and  Wisconsin  Labor  Temple,  Duluth,  Minn. 

Cargill.  Inc.. 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  August  9.  1940. 
Hon.  John  O.  Alexander, 

Hcuje  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Sir:  As  large  users  of  all  types  of  transportation,  we  a?k 
your  support  to  insist  upon  the  retention  of  the  Mlller-Wadsworth 
amendment  in  the  Wheeler-Lea  omnibus  transportation  bill,  which 
will  be  submitted  to  the  House  for  consideration  on  Monday.  Augtist 
12,  In  order  to  provide  full  protection  to  the  public  at  large  in  the 
benefits  and  economy  afforded  by  each  type  of  transportation. 
Yours  sincerely. 

J.  H.  MacMhxam. 

• 

Minneapolis  Jttntor  Association  or  Commerce. 

Minneapolis,  Minn,  August  9,  1940. 
Hon.  John  Alexander, 

Hcuse  of  Representatii^s.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  John:    I   understand   that  the   conference   report   on   the 
Wheeler-Lea   bill    Is    scheduled    for   House    consideration    Monday, 
August  12. 

It  is  also  my  understanding  that  It  entirely  eliminates  the 
Mlller-Wadsworth  amendment. 

As  you  know,  the  Junior  Association  of  Commerce  is  strongly  in 
favor  of  the  Upper  Mississippi  Waterway  Harbor  and  has  been  since 
1932.  Therefore,  if  this  Miller-Wadsworth  bill  is  eliminated,  it 
would  undoubtedly  work  a  hardship  on  the  waterway. 

I  would  like  to  urge  you  to  insist  upon  the  retention  of  the 
Mlller-Wadsworth  amendment,  as  It  Is  the  only  feature  of  the 
Wheeler-Lea  bill  that  protects  low  rates  for  shippers  on  the  Missis- 
sippi River. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Ocralo  L.  Moore. 
President,  Junior  Association  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Harden]. 

Mr.  HARDEN  of  North  Carolina.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  listened 
with  interest  to  the  chairman  denouncing  the  Wadsworth 
amendment,  as  he  did  the  Jones  amendment,  the  Wadsworth 
amendment,  and  the  other  amendments  last  July  when  the 
bill  was  considered.  I  listened  to  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land say  that  more  time  should  be  consumed  by  those  who 
object  to  the  passage  of  this  bill  without  the  Wadsworth 
amendment.  I  simply  want  to  say  to  the  distinguished  gen- 
tleman and  the  other  members  of  the  conference  committee 
that  you  were  very  definitely  and  jwsiUvely  instructed  by  a 
majority  vote  of  this  House  to  put  that  amendment  in  this 
bill.  You  may  have  some  parliamentary  right  to  bring  this 
bill  back  into  the  House  without  it,  but  you  certainly  have  no 
moral  right  to  do  it.  I  hope  the  House  will  send  the  bill  back 
to  you  and  give  you  another  opportunity  to  cany  out  the 
instructions  of  a  majority  of  this  House.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
8  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  been  intimated  here 
that  some  of  us  have  been  misled  by  being  persuaded  that 
we  should  be  for  this  bill.  I  have  not  been  overly  enthusiastic 
in  my  sessions  in  the  Congress  about  some  of  the  extensions 
of  governmental  regulation,  but  I  believe  I  can  say  that  when 
it  is  evident,  as  it  is  evident  in  respect  to  transportation, 
that  the  country  is  committed  to  a  policy  of  governmental 
regulation,  then  it  is  only  fair  to  say  that  competing  systems 
of  transjwrtation  should  also  be  brought  under  regulation. 

We  have  seen  such  regulation  extended  to  the  motor  car- 
riers. Has  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  destroyed 
them?  Of  course  not.  They  are  not  complaining.  We  have 
seen  regulation  extended  to  the  air  carriers.  Have  they  been 
destroyed? 

There  is  another  peculiar  thing  about  this.  The  original 
Harrington  amendment  provided  that  if  any  employee  on 
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a  railroad  lost  employment  by  reason  of  a  consolidation  the 
railroad  would  have  to  continue  to  pay  him  his  salary.  Right 
or  wrong,  in  principle  that  is  something  of  regulation,  is  it 
not.  regulation  appUed  to  the  rail  carriers?  Yet  many  of 
those  who  are  opposing  this  bill  because  it  seeks  to  bring 
water  carriers  under  some  modest  type  of  regulation  joined 
in  voUng  to  recommit  the  bill  to  clamp  that  further  regulation 
on  the  rail  carriers.  Is  that  consistency  in  respect  to 
regulation? 

The  conferees  have  acted  in  good  faith.  If  it  coiUd  be  said 
that  we  could  bring  nothing  back  to  the  House  unless  we  fol- 
lowed to  the  letter  the  mandate  of  the  House,  we  would  never 
have  legislation  so  long  as  the  Senate  conferees  refused  to  go 
along  with  the  instructions  we  had.  I  do  not  care  what  im- 
plications are  made;  I  say  to  you  here  and  now  on  this  floor 
that  the  Senate  conferees  would  not  go  along  with  the  Wads- 
worth amendment,  so  what  were  we  to  do  except  to  bring 
back  to  the  House  the  best  solution  we  could.  The  House  can 
now  determine  for  itself  whether  it  wants  to  Insist  on  the 
Wadsworth  amendment. 

We  have  worked  out  a  compromise  of  the  Jones  amend- 
ment that  seems  to  suit  everybody.  If  you  will  recall,  it  was 
urged  by  some  that  export  freight-rate  differentials  were  not 
given  to  farm  products  as  they  were  given  to  manufactured 
products  shipped  for  export.  I  thought  ujaon  looking  into  it 
that  about  the  same  treatment  had  been  given  to  agricul- 
tural exports,  and  I  could  not  see  the  need  for  the  Jones 
amendment.  But  as  it  was  originally  written  it  went  too  far. 
It  would  have  required  the  application  of  the  same  formula 
used  on  manufactured  products  to  farm  products.  Farm 
products  move  at  much  cheaper  rates.  You  cannot  apply  the 
same  formula  to  them.  So  we  bring  back  language  which 
provides  that  the  principles  which  are  designed  primarily  to 
equalize  port  conditions  and  bring  about  an  increase  in  for- 
eign trade  shall  be  applied  to  farm  products  as  well  as  indus- 
trial products. 

As  to  the  Harrington  amendment.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
author  of  that  amendment  is  going  to  do  about  this  bill,  but 
I  do  know  and  understand  that  the  people  whose  cause  he 
so  valiantly  championed  are  not  objecting  to  this  provision 
as  it  is  now  written.  It  follows  the  principle  of  the  so-called 
Washington  agreement  that  was  a  contract  entered  into  by 
the  carriers  with  their  employees  to  fix  the  rights  of  em- 
ployees whose  employment  terminated  upon  consolidation. 
This  language  gives  to  the  employees  greater  protection  and 
more  far-reaching  protection  and  recognizes  the  principle  to 
which  we  all  subscribe,  that  rights  of  employees  should  be 
protected,  and,  beyond  that,  writes  it  into  law. 

Mr.   HARRINGTON.    Mr.   Speaker,    will    the    gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Does  it  take  care  of  the  employees 
with  respect  to  abandonments? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  do  not  understand  that  it  does,  but  I 
may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  that  when  he  first 
offered  his  amendment  the  amendment  did  not  take  care  of 
abandonments. 

Mr  DONDERO.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  briefly  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan 

Mr.  DONDERO.  What  answer  does  the  gentleman  believe 
the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  is  to  make  to  the 
Army  engineers  when  they  come  before  us  and  say  that  this 
project  will  furnish  cheap  water  transportation  to  the  Amer- 
ican people? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  would  Just  like  to  say  about  that  ques- 
tion that  if  anyone  can  find  in  the  hearts  or  the  minds  of  any 
of  us  who  have  worked  on  this  bill  any  intent  or  determination 
to  take  from  the  country  the  benefits  of  cheap  transportation. 
I  fail  to  see  it.  I  have  said  time  and  again  here  and  to  the 
country  that  there  were  proposals  coming  from  different 
sources  that  would  have  done  that  but  we  refused  to  accept 
them.  The  very  declaration  of  pobcy  requires  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  to  say  to  the  country  whatever 


benefits  of  cheap  transportation  we  have.  I  would  be  the 
last  person  to  say  that  after  we  have  spent  all  of  this  money 
to  develop  water  transportation  we  ought  to  throw  it  away.  At 
the  same  time,  however,  there  is  such  a  thing  as  fair,  uni- 
fied regulation.  There  is  such  a  thing,  if  you  please,  as  well- 
designed,  well-intentioned,  and  well-administered  regulation 
that  will  improve  the  condition  of  the  waterways. 

Now,  let  us  consider  the  Wadsworth  amendment.  I  have 
never  been  able  to  get  some  folks  who  are  interested  in  that 
amendment  to  say  definitely  whether  it  referred  to  out-of- 
pocket  cost  or  full  allocated  cost,  although  it  seems  to  mean 
the  latter.  Some  of  you  may  not  be  altogether  familiar 
with  its  purpose  and  I  am  frank  to  confess  that  I  do  not 
know  as  much  about  It  as  I  might,  but  I  know  that  with 
certain  movements  of  freight  traffic  on  the  railroads,  or 
anywhere  else  for  that  matter,  certain  traffic  will  not  move 
unless  it  has  a  cheap  rate.  Much  of  that  includes  agricul- 
tural products.  So  they  do  not  fix  that  rate  on  the  full 
allocated  cost  which  would  include  overhead  and  profit  and 
all  the  other  things,  but  they  figure  what  the  out-of-pocket 
co.st  is  to  move  that  carload  of  freight  or  trainload  of  freight, 
add  a  little  to  it  on  the  theory  that  it  is  better  to  make 
something  than  to  not  move  the  freight  at  all.  Now,  there 
are  rates  like  that  all  over  this  country.  There  are  rates 
that  are  lower  than  the  full  allocated  cost  put  into  effect 
simply  to  equalize  the  competitive  advantages  of  different 
communities  trying  to  get  into  a  consumer  market. 

Now.  what  does  the  Wadsworth  amendment  say?  It  says 
that  a  carrier  can  reduce  rates  so  long  as  such  rates  main- 
tain a  compensatory  return  to  the  carrier  after  taking  into 
consideration  overhead  and  all  other  elements  entering  into 
the  cost  to  the  carrier  for  the  service  rendered. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield 
the  gentleman  2  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Now.  what  does  that  mean?  That  simply 
means  that  a  rail  carrier  could  not  reduce  a  rate  below  the 
full  allocated  cost  in  order  to  move  the  traffic  that  would 
otherwise  not  be  moved;  and  if  anyone  can  successfully  con- 
tend to  me  that  it  would  not  have  that  effect  I  challenge  him 
to  do  it.  It  states  that  you  can  reduce  the  rates  only  so  long 
as  you  provide  a  comp)ensatory  return,  which,  I  take  it,  al- 
though the  language  is  garbled  and  not  clear,  refers  to  full- 
allocated  cost,  including  overhead  and  profit.  I  take  it  that 
it  would  mean  clearly  and  simply  that  these  out-of-pocket 
rates  would  not  be  permitted  on  the  railroads. 

The  effect  of  that  would  be  to  raise  rates  all  over  this 
coimtry.  I  do  not  believe  any  one  of  you  wants  to  do  that. 
There  are  those  who  have  insisted  that  this  amendment 
should  be  written  into  the  law  because  it  is  necessary  to  per- 
mit water  carriers  to  reduce  their  rates  below  what  the  com- 
peting rail  rate  would  be.  This  is  predicated  on  the  false 
assumption  that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  is  go- 
ing to  willfully  and  wrongfully  raise  water  rates  above  a  fair 
return  just  to  improve  the  competitive  condition  of  the  rail- 
roads. I  say  we  are  backed  up  with  experience  and  history 
against  that  argiunent  when  we  recognize  that  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  has  had  control  of  the  motor 
carriers  and  has  had  the  power  to  do  the  same  thing  with 
them,  yet  has  never  seen  fit  to  exercise  any  such  authority  or 
judgment  and  will  never  see  fit  to  do  so.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Faddis], 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  about  every  point  in 
connection  with  this  legislation  has  been  thoroughly  covered, 
but  I  do  want  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  membership  of 
the  House  this  one  fact.  Originally  there  were  three  different 
interests  represented  among  those  in  opposition  to  this  legis- 
lation as  it  was  brought  to  the  House.  It  has  been  found 
expedient  by  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  grant 
the  wishes  of  two  of  those  groups.  Let  those  who  represent 
those  two  groups  remember  that  what  they  gained  was 
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brought  about  by  the  assistance  of  a  third  group,  the  group 
that  is  still  insisting  upon  consideration  of  the  Miller-Wads- 
worth  amendment.  I  hope  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  WadsworthJ  will  carry.    [Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  But  winkle  I. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  2  minutes. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  conference  re- 
port which  is  now  before  us  there  is  one  main  controversy, 
and  that  is  the  so-called  Wadsworth  amendment.  I  doubt 
very  much  if  more  than  a  very  few  Members  of  the  House 
have  consulted  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
regard  to  the  effect  on  the  country  of  this  amendment. 

The  language  of  the  Wadsworth  amendment  is  not  as  clear 
as  it  might  be.  but  there  seems  to  be  little  doubt  that  it  not 
only  requires  the  Commission  to  permit  reduced  rates  which 
meet  certain  cost  tests  or  compensatory  standards,  but  that 
by  implication  it  also  requires  the  Commission  to  refuse  to 
permit  reduced  rates  which  fail  to  meet  these  tests  and  stand- 
ards. This  was  the  view  repeatedly  stated  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  WadsworthJ  in  his  speech  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  on  July  25. 1939 — Congressional  Record,  perma- 
nent bound  edition,  volume  84,  part  9,  pages  9962  and  9963. 

The  cost  test  or  standard  for  comiJensatory  reduced  rates, 
as  prescribed  by  the  amendment,  takes  into  account  not  only 
out-of-pocket  cost  but  all  elements  of  cost,  including  over- 
head. "It  is  the  general  cost."  to  use  the  expression  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth!. 

Thus  the  amendment  would  preclude  the  establishment  of 
a  reduced  rate  by  the  Commission  or  by  a  carrier  unless  such 
reduced  rate  was  compensatory  and  met  full  cost  standards. 
Although  the  amendment  is  directed  by  its  terms  only  to 
reduced  rates,  obviously  the  same  cost  standards  which  apply 
to  reduced  rates  must  logically  apply  to  all  rates.  The  exist- 
ing passenger  fares  and  great  numbers  of  existing  freight 
rates  are  lower  than  would  be  necessary  to  meet  the  full 
cost  standard. 

Consider  first  the  jmssenger  fares.  The  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  has  developed  and  prescribed  a  formula 
designed  to  ascertain  the  cost  of  passenger  transportation. 
The  use  of  this  formula  demonstrates  that  for  every  year 
since  1929  passenger  transportation  has  failed  to  produce 
revenues  equal  to  full  cost  of  this  service,  even  without  con- 
sideration of  return  on  investment.  For  the  4-year  period 
from  1936  to  and  including  1939.  there  has  been  an  annual 
average  deficit  as  a  result  of  passenger  transportation  of  more 
than  $240,000,000. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  I  am  sorry.  Senator,  but  I  have  only 
4  minutes. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Of  course,  this  does  not  apply  to 
passengers. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.     It  does. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.     No:  it  says  material. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  It  follows  that  the  Wadsworth  amend- 
ment would,  in  effect,  deprive  the  Commission  of  any  power 
to  reduce  these  fares.  Also,  it  would  make  it  impossible  for 
the  railroads  to  make  voluntary  reductions  in  passenger 
fares.  The  passenger  fare  reductions  accomplished  by  the 
Commission  in  Passenger  Fares  and  Surcharges  (214  I.  C.  C. 
174.  227  I.  C.  C.  17.  227  I  C.  C.  685.  237  I.  C.  C.  271)  would 
have  been  impossible  if  the  Wadsworth  amendment  had  been 
In  effect.  Moreover,  if  the  full  cost  standard  should  be  ap- 
plied to  passenger  fares  at  this  time,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
put  into  effect  very  large  increases  in  fares.  Of  course,  it 
would  not  necessarily  follow  that  these  increases  in  fares 
would  produce  corresponding  increases  in  net  revenue,  be- 
cause the  volume  of  business  affects  the  unit  cost  per  passen- 
ger, and  the  amount  of  fare  affects  the  volimie  of  business. 

The  tremendous  extent  to  which  reductions  in  freight 
rates  would  be  precluded  by  the  Wadsworth  amendment  is 
fairly  Indicated  by  the  facts  to  which  we  shall  now  call  atten- 


tion. Since  1930  the  railroads  of  the  United  States,  taken  as 
a  whole,  have  never  earned  a  return  on  investment  equal  to 
3  percent.  In  fact,  during  that  period  they  have  earned  as 
much  as  2y2  percent  In  only  1  year.  1936,  when  the  rate  of 
return  was  2.57  percent.  For  the  year  1939,  the  rate  of  re- 
turn was  2.25  percent,  and  for  the  year  1938,  1.43  percent. 
This  is  a  mathematical  demonstration  that  the  great  bulk 
of  the  freight  business,  as  well  as  the  passenger  business,  on 
all  the  railroads  together,  did  not  meet  a  compensatory 
standard  which  includes  in  overhead  expenses  a  fair  return 
on  investment.  It  follows  that  with  respect  to  the  great  bulk 
of  freight  rates,  the  Wadsworth  amendment  would  eliminate 
any  possibility  of  reductions  either  by  action  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  or  by  voluntary  action  of  the 
railroads. 

Up  to  this  point  our  discussion  has  dealt  with  the  railroads 
as  a  whole.  It  is  common  knowledge  that  many  individual 
lines  have  operating  results  much  more  unfavorable  than 
the  average  results  for  all  railroads.  Approximately  30  per- 
cent of  the  total  mileage  of  the  coimtry  Is  in  the  hands  of 
the  courts  under  receivership  or  trusteeship  proceedings.  It 
cannot  be  questioned  that  as  to  a  great  many  individual  lines 
a  relatively  small  part  of  their  freight  rates  would  meet  the 
test  of  full  cost  including  overhead  and  a  fair  return.  As  a 
result,  reductions  of  rates  by  these  railroads,  either  volun- 
tary or  by  order  of  the  Commission,  would  appear  to  be  pre- 
cluded, generally  speaking,  if  the  full  cost  standard  of  the 
Wadsworth  amendment  should  be  applied. 

In  the  Motor  Carrier  Act  of  1935,  part  II  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  at  section  213  (a)  (1).  In  speaking  of  the 
acquisition  of  control  of  one  carrier  by  another,  we  find  the 
following  proviso: 

Provided,  hotc^ver.  That  If  a  carrier  as  defined  in  section  1  (3) 
of  part  I.  or  any  person  which  Is  conu°olle<l  by  such  a  carrier  or 
aflUlated  therewith  within  the  meaning  ot  section  5  (8)  of  part  I, 
Is  an  applicant,  the  Commission  shall  not  enter  such  an  order  unless 
It  finds  that  the  transaction  proposed  will  promote  the  public  In- 
terest by  enabling  such  carrier  to  use  service  by  motor  vehicle  to 
public  advantage  in  Its  operations  and  will  not  undtily  restrain 
competition. 

This  section  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Act  is  specifically  re- 
];)ealed  by  section  21  (e)  of  the  conference  report,  but  section 
7  of  the  conference  report  amends  section  5  (2)  (b)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  by  including  within  that  section 
commensurate  language  as  follows: 

Provided.  That  if  a  carrier  by  railroad  subject  to  this  part,  or  any 
person  which  is  controlled  by  such  a  carrier,  or  aflUiated  therewith 
within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  (6),  Is  an  applicant  in  the  case 
of  any  such  proposed  transaction  Involving  a  motor  carrier,  the 
Commission  shall  not  enter  such  an  order  unless  It  finds  that  the 
transaction  proposed  wiU  be  consistent  with  the  public  Interest 
and  wtU  enable  such  carrier  to  use  service  by  motor  vehicle  to  pub- 
lic advantage  In  Its  operations  and  will  not  unduly  restrain  com- 
petition. 

The  conferees  wish  to  make  it  plain  that  it  is  not  their 
intention,  by  changing  the  language  of  section  213,  herein- 
before quoted,  to  change  the  legislative  intent  of  the  Congress 
one  lota  with  respect  to  the  acquisition  of  a  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle  by  a  carrier  by  railroad,  and  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  conferees  that  section  5  (2)  (b),  as  amended  by  sec- 
tion 7  of  the  conference  report,  shall  have  the  same  practical 
application  and  legal  effect  as  section  213  (a)  (1)  as  it  is  now 
shown  in  part  II  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  now 
jrield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Holmes]. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  we  are  wasting  our 
time  in  discussing  but  one  phase  of  this  whole  transportation 
legislation.  If  you  will  take  your  bill,  and  read  the  policy  of 
this  Congress,  I  think  you  will  see  that  the  Congress  is  try- 
ing to  lay  out  for  the  benefit  of  all  forms  of  transportation 
the  best  rule  possible  for  all  involved,  and  you  will  find  that 
we  have  clearly  stated  the  reasons  why  this  legislation  is 
necessary  at  this  time.  We  began  the  hearings  on  the  trans- 
portation legislation  1  year  ago  last  January.  At  that  time, 
and  for  nearly  3  solid  months,  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  invited  every  Member  of  this  House 
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to  appear  and  give  their  views  on  this  legislation.  We  had 
the  interest  of  the  railroads,  the  motor  carriers,  the  water 
carriers  all  present,  when  we  considered  the  various  phases 
of  this  legislation.  When  we  fotmd  that  we  were  going  to 
do  an  injustice  in  any  form,  you  will  find  that  we  modified 
the  legislation  to  eliminate  any  such  injustice,  and  indeed, 
and  what  we  are  hearing  today  and  what  we  have  heard  in 
opposition  to  this  bill,  is  the  same  cry  out  of  the  wilderness 
that  came  into  the  well  of  this  House  when  we  brought  the 
Motor  Carrier  Act  into  the  House  and  passed  that  legisla- 
tion. And  can  you  find  any  industry  that  has  made  such 
progress,  such  strides  in  bringing  back  its  business  as  the 
motor  carriers'  modem  trucks  makes?  It  is  safer  today  to 
travel  by  motor  over  the  highways  than  ever,  because  that 
legislation  made  it  possible  to  get  rid  of  delapidated  trucks 
on  the  highways  and  have  safe  equipment  substituted  in  its 
place. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts has  expired. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  remains  to  this  side. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  is  recognized  for  9 
minutes. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  con- 
ference report  now  before  the  House  is  the  result  of  an 
earnest  and  sincere  effort  upon  the  part  of  your  conferees  to 
arrive  at  a  fair  and  just  settlement  of  the  differences  exist- 
ing between  the  House  and  Senate  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  transportation  bill  passed  by  both  Houses  of 
Congress  more  than  a  year  ago. 

Your  conferees  from  the  House  have  not  overlooked  or 
failed  to  appreciate  the  obligation  placed  upon  them  by  the 
action  of  the  House  in  directing  the  inclusion  in  the  bill  of 
the  Jones.  Harrington,  and  Wadsworth  amendments  written 
into  the  bill  upon  the  floor  of  the  House. 

We  have  been  able  to  obtain  from  the  Senate  conferees 
an  agreement  that  sustains  the  principle,  if  not  the  exact 
language  of  the  House,  of  the  Jones  and  the  Harrington 
amendments.  This  agreement,  as  presented  in  our  report, 
does  not  destroy  the  purpose  or  intent  of  either  amendment. 
And  it  is  our  understanding  that  the  language  agreed  upon, 
which  in  no  way  materially  changes  the  Jones  amendment 
and  only  slightly  modifies  the  Harrington  amendment,  is  not 
opposed  by  those  who  were  interested  in  having  these  amend- 
ments written  into  the  bill. 

The  Jones  amendment  was  adopted  by  the  House  to  place 
farm  commodities  upon  the  same  basis  as  industrial  com- 
modities with  respect  to  export  rates.  This  amendment  was 
opposed  In  the  House  by  some,  not  because  of  opposition  to 
Xhe  principle  involved,  but  because  in  the  opinion  of  those 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce who  had  given  the  matter  careful  study  it  seemed  that 
the  principle  involved  was  already  adequately  set  forth  in 
the  bill  and  already  recognized  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Conmiission  in  the  exercise  of  its  rate-making  powers,  and 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  amendment,  as  drawn,  was 
uncertain  and  seemed  to  create  conditions  not  contemplated 
or  intended  by  the  sponsors  of  the  amendment.  In  other 
words,  in  an  effort  to  fix  the  principle  above  mentioned  the 
language  used  created  doubt  and  uncertainty  as  to  its  effect. 
The  language  adopted  by  the  conferees,  which  we  understand 
meets  with  the  approval  of  the  sponsor,  leaves  no  doubt  as 
to  the  intent  and  scope  of  the  amendment.  While  I  am 
still  of  the  opinion  that  the  Jones  amendment  is  unneces- 
sary, yet  I  favor  its  adoption  as  written  into  the  report  be- 
cause I  t)elieve  In  the  principle  it  seeks  to  establish,  and  I 
am  willing  to  put  it  in  the  language  as  agreed  upon  that  it 
may  be  satisfactory  to  those  less  certain  than  myself  as  to 
the  effectiveness  of  the  provisions  of  the  bill  as  originally 
reported  by  the  committee,  supplemented  by  the  practice  of 

the  Commission. 

Now.  as  to  the  Harrington  amendment,  the  conferees  have 
adopted  practically  the  same  language  as  originally  adopted 
by  the  House,  but  with  a  modification  as  to  the  length  of 
time  the  provisions  are  to  be  effective.    This  amendment,  as 


you  are  all  possibly  aware,  was  not  in  the  Senate  bill  In  any 
form  whatsoever.  Objection  was  made  that  the  amend- 
ment, in  the  language  adopted  by  the  House,  would  guar- 
antee for  life  the  employment  of  any  and  all  employees  of 
railroads  participating  in  a  consolidation  or  merger  of  their 
lines  even  though  the  employee's  service  may  have  been  as  lit- 
tle as  a  month,  or  even  less;  and,  furthermore,  if  there  was  no 
work  for  them  as  a  result  of  the  consolidation  or  merger,  yet 
their  compensation  would  continue  upon  the  same  basis  as  at 
the  time  of  consolidation  and  until  death  or  their  voluntary 
separation  from  the  service  of  the  company. 

In  fact  there  were  some  who  were  of  the  opinion  that  it 
froze  every  job  for  the  employee  in  service  at  the  time  of 
ccnsolidation  but  also  froze  perpetually  every  job  which 
existed  at  the  time  of  the  consolidation  or  merger.  So.  even 
death  or  resignation  of  the  employee  did  not  end  the  job.  It 
would  descend  to  someone  else  even  though  not  in  the  em- 
ploy of  the  railroad  at  the  time  of  the  consolidation  or  merger. 
And,  then  there  was  also  further  uncertainty  in  the  opinion  of 
some  representatives  of  railroad  labor  as  to  whether  the  lan- 
guage of  the  amendment  might  not  preclude  voluntary  agree- 
ments, between  management  and  men  by  collective  bargain- 
ing, from  being  entered  into. 

I  want,  however,  to  make  it  clear  that  no  one  who  expressed 
the  opinions  I  have  mentioned  thought  for  a  moment  that 
any  of  these  possibilities  were  ever  intended  by  the  sponsors 
of  the  amendment.    II  was  recognized  that  the  real  intent 
of  the  sponsors  was  to  save  railroad  employees  from  being 
suddenly  thrust  out  of  employment  as  the  result  of  any  con- 
solidation or  merger  entered  into.    The  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce  of  this  House  in  presenting  its 
original  bill  used  language  which  it  thought  accomplished 
that  purpose.    We  thought  we  were  giving  legislative  assur- 
ance of  at  least  a  continuance  of  the  Washington  agreement 
which  had  been  previously  entered  into  by  the  railroads  and 
the  21  railroad  brotherhoods.    This  agreement  had  further- 
more been  recognized  and  accepted  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  as  a  condition  precedent  for  its  approval 
in  the  Rock  Island  case.  United  States  v.  Lotcden  (308  U.  S. 
225),  and  this  action  of  the  Commission  has  been  affirmed 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  a  suit  attack- 
ing its  vaUdity.    We  thought  that  the  language  we  had  used 
not  only  established  this  agreement  for  all  succeeding  cases 
of  consolidation  or  merger  but  that  the  language  used  would 
not  preclude  the  Commission  from  improving  upon  the  terms 
of  that  agreement  if  necessary  to  provide  equitable  and  fair 
treatment  of   employees   affected   by   any  consolidation   or 
merger  in  the  future.    Thus,  it  will  be  seen  that  there  has 
been  no  difference  in  thought  and  desire  between  the  com- 
mittee and  the  sponsors  of  the  Harrington  amendment.     In 
fact  the  provision  contained  in  the  original  bill  had  the  ap- 
proval of  20  out  of  the  21  railroad  brotherhoods.    And,  It  is 
significant  in  this  connection  that  the  one  brotherhood  which 
did  not  agree  to  our  language  had  never  asked  for  anything 
other  than  that  the  entire  consolidation  provision  be  left  out 
of  the  bill  and  the  matter  be  left  at  this  time  as  a  matter  for 
collective  bargaining. 

The  conferees  have  struggled  long  and  hard  to  agree  upon 
language  that  would  be  mutually  satisfactory  to  all  the  Senate 
conferees,  the  brotherhoods,  and  the  railroads.  We  believe 
the  language  now  proposed  as  a  compromise  is  a  fair  and  Just 
solution.  We  also  understand  that  it  is  acceptable  to  all 
who  are  to  be  affected  by  the  provision.  I  sincerely  hope 
that  it  will  have  the  approval  of  the  House  as  I  do  not  believe 
anything  further  can  be  done  if  this  fails  to  be  acceptable. 
If  this  should  fail  then  I  am  fearful  that  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  obtain  any  legislation  on  the  subject.  I  do  not 
beUeve  that  any  one  who  is  truly  interested  in  the  welfare  of 
the  employees,  or  in  helping  the  plight  of  the  distressed  rail- 
road industry  would  want  such  a  result.  Nor  should  anyone 
overlook  the  fact  that  the  adoption  of  this  amendment  as 
agreed  to  by  the  conferees  gives  railroad  workers  protection 
against  sudden  dismissal  and  financial  assistance  that  is  not 
enjoyed  by  workers  in  any  other  industry.  And.  this  is  true 
without  any  exception  or  qualification  whatscc/er. 
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I  now  wish  to  discuss  the  Wadsworth  amendment.  In  or- 
der that  we  might  all  understand  the  full  Import  of  this 
amendment  I  wish  to  read  it  at  this  point: 

In  order  that  the  public  at  large  may  enjoy  the  benefit  and 
economy  afforded  by  each  type  of  transportation,  the  Commission 
shall  permit  each  type  of  carrier  or  carriers  to  reduce  rates  so  long 
»r,  such  rates  maintain  a  compensatory  return  to  the  carrier  or  car- 
riers after  taking  Into  consideration  overhead  and  all  other  elements 
entering  Into  the  cost  to  the  carrier  or  carriers  for  the  service  ren- 
dered: Provided;  That  nothing  In  this  paragraph  shall  be  construed 
so  as  to  affect  the  long-and-short-haul  provision  of  section  4. 

While  there  is  a  similarity  between  this  amendment  and 
the  Miller  amendment  adopted  by  the  Senate,  yet  there  is  a 
great  difference  between  them.  The  Miller  amendment  did 
not  contain  the  proviso  which  is  part  of  the  Wadsworth 
amendment,  namely: 

Provided.  That  nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  construed  so 
u  to  affect  the  long-and-ehort-haul  provision  of  section  4. 

The  addition  of  this  provision  to  the  Wadsworth  amend- 
ment was  made  after  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wadsworth]  had  offered  his  amendment.  It  was  made  at 
the  insistent  demand  of  some  Members  from  the  West  who 
were  fearful  that  the  language  of  the  Wadsworth  amendment 
would  repeal  or  £idversely  affect  the  long-and-short-haul  pro- 
vision of  section  4.  Without  it,  many  would  not  have  voted 
for  the  Wadsworth  amendment  as  offered.  The  adoption  of 
this  addition  to  the  Wadsworth  amendment  chsmged  that 
amendment. 

This  amendment  to  the  Wadsworth  amendment  not  only 
illustrates  the  uncertainty  smd  ambiguity  arising  from  the 
language  of  the  Wadsworth  amendment,  and  to  which  I  in- 
tend to  speak  more  at  length  in  a  minute  or  two.  but  it  also 
brought  a  new  element  into  the  rate-making  policy  attempted 
to  be  set  up  by  the  Wadsworth  amendment.  And  in  this  con- 
nection we  must  continue  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  addition 
of  this  amendment  created  a  different  policy  than  that  con- 
tained in  the  Miller  amendment  adopted  by  the  Senate. 

I  now  wish  to  discuss  the  Wadsworth  amendment  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  harm  it  would  do  if  adopted,  even  without 
the  proviso. 

To  fully  appreciate  what  the  Wadsworth  amendment  pro- 
posed to  do  and  the  far-reaching  effects  that  would  result,  it 
is  necessary  to  have  a  clear  understanding  of  it.  But,  unfor- 
tunately, this  cannot  be  obtained  simply  by  reading  the 
amendment.  t)ecause  its  ambiguous  language  fails  to  reveal 
the  true  purport  of  the  amendment  and  leaves  an  inaccurate 
impression. 

The  Wadsworth  amendment,  according  to  the  way  it  is 
expressed,  provides  that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion should  permit  each  mode  of  transportation  to  reduce 
rates  "so  long  as  such  rates  maintain  a  compensatory  return 
to  the  carrier  or  carriers  after  taking  into  consideration  over- 
head and  all  other  elements  entering  into  the  cost  to  the 
carrier  or  carriers  for  the  service  rendered."  Inferentially, 
it  means  there  can  be  no  reduction  at  any  time  unless  it 
meets  that  standard.  We  all  know  that  many  rates  now 
in  existence  could  not  have  been  obtained  if  such  a  rate- 
making  standard  as  the  Wadsworth  amendment  set-up  had 
been  in  effect.  I  know  of  no  standard  that  could  be  set-up 
that  would  work  more  havoc  and  hardship  to  the  farmers  of 
this  country.  It  would  seem  that  the  primary  effect  of  the 
amendment  is  to  promote  and  facilitate  the  reduction  of 
rates.  Actually,  the  very  opposite  would  be  true.  The  im- 
portant effect  of  the  amendment  would  be  to  prohibit  the 
Commission  from  allowing  a  reduction  that  would  result  in  a 
rate  which  would  not  be  high  enough  to  pay  a  proportionate 
share  of  all  costs  and  profits.  I  shall  have  more  to  say  on 
this  point  a  little  later. 

I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  the  manner  in  which  this 
amendment  would  operate.  Although  the  amendment  does 
not  expressly  so  provide,  the  fact  remains  that  before  the 
Commission  would  permit  a  lower  rate,  the  carrier  seeking 
the  reduction  would  have  to  prove  to  the  complete  satisfac- 
tion of  the  Commission  that  the  rate  would  be  compensa- 
tory. The  gentleman  from  New  York  LMr.  Wadsworth] 
himself  said  on  this  floor,  in  discussing  his  amendment,  that 


"the  carrier  must  demonstrate  that  his  rate  is  compensa- 
tory. Including  overhead." 

I  wonder  if  the  House  knows  what  this  would  mean.  In 
fact.  I  wonder  \i  the  proponents  of  the  amendment  fully 
realize  what  it  would  mean.  If  they  had  understood  its  true 
significance,  I  feel  certain  they  would  never  have  advocated 
its  inclusion  in  the  bill. 

The  proponents  of  the  amendment  have  argued  that  its 
operation  would  result  in  giving  the  public  lower  rates  by 
promoting  and  facilitating  rate  reductions.  They  have  held 
it  out  as  an  effective  way  of  taking  care  of  so-called  terri- 
torial discriminations  In  rates  and  said  that  it  would  assure 
each  tjrpe  of  carrier  of  the  benefit  of  its  inherent  advan- 
tages. They  have  said  also  that  the  amendment  would  pro- 
tect one  mode  of  transportation  from  unfair  rate-cutting 
competition  by  another  tjrpe  with  higher  costs. 

Actually,  the  amendment  would  not  accomplish  any  of 
these  things.  Instead,  it  would  operate  to  produce  results 
directly  contrary  to  what  its  supporters  allege  they  desire. 

As  I  mentioned  l)efore,  the  amendment  is  so  worded  that 
it  would  appear  that  its  chief  purpose  is  to  require  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  to  permit  carriers  to  reduce 
their  rates  under  stated  conditions.  This,  however,  would  not 
be  the  effect  of  the  amendment.  The  amendment  would  not 
only  slow  up  and  seriotisly  hamper  all  reductions  but  would 
absolutely  prevent  a  great  many  desirable  reductions  from 
being  made. 

There  are  several  reasons  why  this  would  be  true.  In  the 
first  place,  there  is  no  sound  economic  reason  why  It  should 
be  necessary  for  each  rate  to  pay  its  full  share  of  all  costs 
and  at  the  same  time  contribute  something  to  profit.  If 
rates  were  made  on  this  theory,  classification  of  goods  and 
commodities  for  rate-making  purposes  would  be  next  to  im- 
possible and.  as  a  consequence,  the  rates  on  a  large  num- 
ber of  commodities,  particularly  farm  products,  would  \ye 
prohibitive.  What  this  would  do  to  industry  and  agriculture 
can  easily  be  seen. 

Do  not  misunderstand  me.  I  am  not  contending  that  the 
freight-rate  structure  should  not  be  set  up  so  as  to  produce 
revenues  which,  in  the  aggregate,  will  pay  all  costs  and  net 
a  fair  profit.  I  do  not  believe  anyone  would  argue  against 
that  point.  But  it  is  unnecessary  that  each  individual  rate, 
in  order  to  be  profitable,  must  bear  its  full  share  of  all  costs, 
including  overhead,  and  produce  a  reasonable  profit  above 
such  costs.  If  a  rate  is  high  enough  to  pay  more  than  out- 
of-pocket  operating  expenses,  it  helps  meet  some  of  the 
constant  overhead. 

There  are  many  rates  and  fares  in  force  at  the  present 
time  that  do  not  and  should  not  be  compelled  to  measure  up 
to  the  full-cost  standard.  The  amendment  would  prevent 
rates  from  being  lowered,  irrespective  of  the  reason  for  the 
reduction.  Under  such  circumstances,  in  a  good  many  in- 
stances, traffic  due  to  the  rates  in  force  could  not  possibly 
afford  to  move  in  volume. 

Almost  as  serious  is  the  effect  that  the  operation  of  the 
amendment  would  have  on  proposed  reductions.  A  carrier 
or  shipper  proposing  a  reduction  would  have  to  prove  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Commission  that  the  lesser  rate  would 
be  compensatory.  In  an  effort  to  accomplish  this  the  carrier 
or  stiipper  would  have  to  make  a  cost  study.  This  would 
take  time  and  money.  Moreover,  it  is  difficult  to  determine 
the  true  cost  of  transporting  a  commodity  from  one  point 
to  another  for  the  simple  reason  that  a  carrier  performs 
almost  innumerable  different  services,  the  operating  costs  of 
many  of  which  are  Joint  expenses.  For  instance,  how  should 
a  railroad  charge  up  the  cost  of  maintaining  its  track?  The 
track  is  used  by  both  passenger  and  freight  trains,  and  in 
the  case  of  freight,  all  kinds  of  goods  and  commodities  are 
transported.  What  should  be  the  relation  that  varied  com- 
modities should  bear  to  each  other  in  fixing  a  cost  estimate 
for  rate  purposes?  This  is  but  Mie  of  many  questions  that 
would  arise. 

It  is  obvious  that  tliis  complicated  procedure  would  place 
an  undue  burden  on  both  the  shipper  or  the  carrier — an 
imnecessary  and  onerous  expense  which,  in  the  final  analysis, 
must  be  assumed  by  the  shipping  public.    Furthermore,  it 
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would  consume  a  great  deal  of  the  Commission's  time  at  the 
expense  of  the  taxpayers. 

Bear  in  mind,  also,  that  the  Nation's  transportation  needs 
are  changing  constantly.  Long  delays  in  adjusting  rates  to 
meet  these  needs  may  stop  the  movement  of  traffic. 

The  amendment,  therefore,  would  not  promote  and  facili- 
tate rate  reductions.  Indeed,  it  would  strongly  operate  in  the 
other  direction,  and  no  one,  in  the  long  run,  would  stand  to 
benefit. 

Furthermore,  the  Wadsworth  amendment  is  totally  un- 
necessary as  a  means  of  dealing  with  any  so-called  territorial 
rate  discriminations.  This  matter  is  adequately  covered  in 
another  section  of  the  bill.  And  even  without  S.  2009.  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  possesses  the  authority 
to  deal  with  this  subject  comprehensively  either  upon  its 
own  motion  or  upon  complaint.  The  amendment  would  not 
be  helpful  in  this  respect,  and.  indeed,  would  make  it  more 
difficult  to  adjust  rates  between  territories. 

The  bill  before  us  provides  for  fair  and  impartial  regula- 
tion of  all  modes  of  transportation  so  that  the  inherent  ad- 
vantages of  each  will  be  recognized  and  preserved.  There 
is  no  need  for  any  amendment  to  give  each  form  of  trans- 
portation assurance  on  this  point. 

The  bill,  as  it  stands,  also  fully  protects  one  type  of  common 
carrier  from  unfair  rate-cutting  competition  by  another 
having  higher  costs.  In  the  light  of  its  provisions,  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  could  not  permit  such  unfair 
or  destructive  competitive  practices.  Consequently,  the  Wads- 
worth amendment  would  contribute  nothing  in  the  way  of 
safeguarding  a  carrier  from  unfair  rate-cutting  but  would 
create  an  unbearable  and  unjust  burden  upon  shippers. 

The  Wadsworth  amendment  would  not  accomplish  the 
things  which  its  proponents  say  they  would  like  to  bring 
about.  It  would  not  benefit  the  carriers,  the  shippers,  or  the 
general  public. 

If  this  were  the  only  reason  for  not  incorporating  the 
Wadsworth  amendment  in  S.  2009,  it  would  be  sufficient.  But 
there  are  other  reasons.  The  Wadsworth  amendment,  were  it 
to  be  written  into  law,  would  bring  about  a  revolution  in  the 
economics  of  the  country.  It  would  go  far  beyond  what  its 
proponents  intended,  or  even  thought  of.  and  would  be  de- 
cidedly injurious  to  the  public  welfare. 

Lack  of  time  will  not  permit  me  to  discuss  all  of  the  far- 
reaching  and  disastrous  effects  that  would  result  from  the 
proposed  amendment,  but  I  should  like  to  touch  briefly  upon 
several  of  the  most  serious. 

Under  the  amendment  Congress  would  prescribe  a  rigid 
rule  to  control  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission's  judg- 
ment concerning  minimum  rates.  It  has  long  been  recog- 
nized that  making  freight  rates  by  sUtute  cannot  be  success- 
fuL  Neither  can  regulation  by  arbitrary  and  inflexible  rate- 
making  rules  be  successful.  Flexibility  and  elasticity  are  as 
important  to  transportation  price  making  as  they  are  to  price 
making  in  other  industries,  and  rates  cannot  be  made  by 
formula,  but  must  be  regulated  by  the  sound  judgment  of 
an  administrative  body. 

We  should  not  forget  that  Government  has  had  little  ex- 
perience in  the  regulation  of  minimum  rates.  Consequently, 
there  is  no  practical  basis  upon  which  Congress  could  suc- 
cessfully—if. Indeed,  it  should— fix  an  arbitrary  standard  for 
such  rates.  It  is  far  better  that  the  principles  controlling 
minimum  rates  be  developed  from  decisions  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce.  Commission  under  general  statutory  guides  rather 
than  under  a  specific  arbitrary  rule. 

I  rather  suspect  that  the  proponents  of  the  Wadsworth 
amendment  gave  little  thought  to  the  effect  that  the  full-cost 
standard  would  have  not  only  on  those  rates  being  considered 
for  reduction  but  also  on  other  rates,  passenger  and  freight 
alike. 

If  we  were  to  operate  on  the  theory  that  each  individual 
rate  must  be  high  enough  to  meet  aU  costs  and  contribute 
to  profit,  then  it  would  be  necessary  to  raise  a  great  many 
rates  now  in  force.  This  would  be  particularly  true  of  pas- 
senger fares,  and  many  farm  products  now  transported  in 
bulk,  which,  as  we  all  know,  do  not  produce  sufficient  revenues 


to  pay  all  the  costs  of  passenger  transportation  as  determined 
by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  computing  the 
costs  of  this  service.  U  these  rates  were  to  be  increased  to 
reduce  the  theoretical  $100.000,000-a-year  loss,  we' have  no 
assurance  that  this  action  would  stimulate  passenger  reve- 
nues. Indeed,  there  are  those,  including  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  who  believe  that  higher  rates  would  re- 
duce traffic,  and  the  railroads  would  suffer  an  even  greater 
loss.  Who.  then,  will  argue  that  either  the  railroads  or  the 
public  would  benefit  were  the  full-cost  standard  to  be  applied 
to  passenger  fares? 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth]  stated 
during  his  discussion  today  that  his  amendment  did  not  In- 
clude passenger  rates,  but  only  rates  relating  to  materials. 
In  this  he  was  mistaken.  It  includes  both,  and  he  has  so 
discovered  in  discussing  the  matter  with  me  a  few  minutes 
ago.  As  an  honorable  Member  of  this  House,  he  does  not 
wish  the  membership  to  be  misled,  and  hence  I  have  his 
authority  to  make  this  explanation. 

It  is  true,  to  a  great  extent,  of  the  freight  business.  There 
are  countless  freight  rates  which  are  not  on  the  full-cost 
basis — rates  that  were  made  so  that  traffic  which  could  not 
move  on  the  higher  rate  levels  could  move  at  the  prevailing 
rates.  On  such  a  basis.  America  has  developed  industrially 
and  agriculturally,  and  also  on  this  basis  business  is  now 
established  and  adjusted. 

Imagine,  if  you  can,  what  would  happen  were  this  rate 
structure  to  be  destroyed.  Much  of  the  traffic  new  moving 
could  move  no  longer.  Many  industrial  centers  and  agricul- 
tural regions  which  depend  on  low -cost  transportation  to  get 
their  products  to  market  would  suffer  immeasurably.  Rates 
on  other  commodities  would  necessarily  increase,  thereby 
placing  an  added  burden  on  the  shippers  of  these  conunodi- 
ties  and  the  eventual  consumers. 

But  that  is  not  all.  The  full-cost  standard  would  serve  to 
strengthen  private  carriers  at  the  expense  of  common  car- 
riers; it  would  encourage  traffic  to  go  by  an  imeconomical 
form  of  transportation;  it  would  place  American  carriers  at 
a  disadvantage  with  foreign  carriers.  Surely  these  are  not 
the  intent  of  the  amendment's  advocates. 

Although  the  sole  purpose  of  the  Wadsworth  amendment 
was  apparently  to  control  competition  between  rival  car- 
riers, it  will  be  seen  that  its  inescapable  effects  would  extend 
far  beyond  this.  No  good  could  possibly  come  from  It.  but 
the  damage  It  would  do  to  the  economic  structure  of  oiu* 
Nation  is  incalculable.  There  Is  no  valid  reason  why  the 
amendment  should  be  included  in  S.  2009,  and  there  are 
many  reasons  why  it  should  not  be  a  part  of  the  bill.  We 
should  do  nothing  that  will  unnecessarily  prevent  or  delay 
rate  reductions;  strike  a  blow  at  the  fundamental  principle 
of  rate  making  ujwn  which  this  country  was  developed,  and 
obstruct  or  hinder  the  free  flow  of  commerce  which  is  so 
essential  to  our  economic  welfare. 

In  closing,  I  wish  to  call  particular  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  after  deliberate 
consideration,  has  reached  the  conclusion  that  a  restriction 
such  as  that  which  would  be  imposed  by  the  Wadsworth 
amendment  is  both  unnecessary  and  undesirable.  I  quote 
from  a  report  accompanying  the  letter  of  January  29,  1940, 
submitted  by  Joseph  B.  Eastman,  chairman  of  the  legislative 
committee  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce 
and  the  chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce: 

In  our  Judgment,  the  provision  in  question  Is  not  neces.sary  in 
order  that  the  public  at  large  may  enjoy  the  benefit  and  economy 
afforded  by  each  type  of  transportation.  The  requirement  In  the 
rate-making  rule  that  the  Commission  give  due  consideration 
to  the  effect  of  rates  on  the  movement  of  traffic  by  the  carrier  of 
carriers  for  ve^hich  the  rates  are  prescribed  and  also  to  the  need  in 
the  public  Interest  of  adequate  and  efficient  transportation  by  such 
carrier  or  carriers  at  the  lowest  cost  consistent  with  the  furnishing 
of  such  service,  coupled  with  the  admonition  In  the  declaration  of 
policy  In  section  1  that  the  provisions  of  tho  act  be  so  administered 
as  to  recognize  and  preserve  the  Inherent  advantages  of  each  mode 
of  transportation,  will  afford  adequate  protection  In  this  re.spect. 
If  experience  should  show  that  further  protection  Is  needed,  con- 
trary to  our  -"xpectatlon,  Ck)ngre8s  can  amend  the  act,  but  such  a 
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restriction  as  la  now  proposed  is.  we  believe,  both  unnecessary  and 
undesirable. 

The  conference  report  should  be  adopted.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  LiiiA.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  balance  of  my  time  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Grosser]. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio  Is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  GROSSER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  ipending  transportation 
bill  involves  many  highly  technical  provisions.  It  is,  however, 
oX  great  importance  to  the  shippers  of  the  country  and  to  the 
transportation  agencies  as  well.  The  greater  part  of  the 
discussion  in  opposition  to  the  bill  now  before  the  House  is 
based  on  an  incorrect  assumption.  There  is  nothing  what- 
ever in  the  pending  measure  which  could  by  any  fair  inter- 
pretation be  regarded  as  unjust  to  water  transportation  or  to 
any  othei;  kind  of  transportation.  Let  me  read  from  the  bill. 
In  section  1  appears  the  following  language: 

It  is  bcreby  declared  to  be  the  national  transportation  policy  cf 
Congress  to  provide  for  fair  and  impartial  regulation  of  all  modes 
of  transportation,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  act.  so  admin- 
istered as  to  recognize  and  preserve  the  inherent  advantages  of 
each. 

How  much  plainer  could  language  be  than  that  is?  It  is 
crystal  clear  that  there  is  no  basis  in  the  bill  for  the  appre- 
hension expressed  by  those  opposed  to  the  measure. 

Now.  let  as  examine  the  proposal  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Wads  worth  1  to  require  that  rates  shall 
maintain  a  conffpensatory  return  to  the  carrier.  In  answer 
to  a  question,  when  the  bill  was  before  the  House  previously, 
Mr.  Wabsworth  made  the  following  statement:  "May  I  say 
in  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  that  under  this 
amendment  the  compensatory  return  is  estimated  from  tak- 
ing into  consideration  overhead  and  all  other  elements.  The 
carrier  must  demonstrate  that  his  rate  is  compensatory. 
Including  overhead." 

Now.  if  such  a  rule  were  enforced  a  great  deal  of  the  grain 
that  the  farmers  now  ship  would  be  required  to  pay  an 
increased  freight  rate.  Of  course,  nobody  desires  that  to 
happen.  A  rigid  legal  requirement  that  rates  must  be  fully 
compensatory  would  necrasitate  a  great  increase  in  passenger 
rates  and  that  would  simply  drive  passenger  traffic  off  the 
roads  altogether  smd  therefore  necessitate  an  increase  in  the 
rates  that  shippers  of  freight  would  be  forced  to  pay  in  order 
to  make  up  the  revenue  lost  to  the  carriers  as  a  result  of 
losing  the  passenger  business. 

Now  let  me  say  a  word  in  regard  to  the  so-called  Harring- 
ton amendment.  I  think  it  was  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
IMr.  Harrington]  himself  who  expressed  great  concern  be- 
cause of  the  alleged  failure  to  protect  against  loss  of  posi- 
tion because  of  abandonments  of  railroad  service.  Let  me 
read  you  the  language  that  Mr.  Harrington  offered  origi- 
nally when  the  bill  was  before  the  House  and  which  was 
adopted.     It  reads  as  follows: 

ProiHded,  however.  That  no  such  transaction  shall  be  approved 
by  the  Commission  If  such  transaction  will  result  in  unemploy- 
ment or  displacement  of  the  employees  of  the  carriers  or  In  the 
Impairment  of  existing  emplojrment  rights  of  said  employees. 

That  is  the  exact  language  of  his  amendment  and  all  of 
his  amendments.  There  is  not  a  single  word  in  his  amend- 
ment about  abandonments. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  GROSSER.    I  am  sorry.  I  do  not  have  time. 

I  believe  the  Members  of  the  House  know  that  I  have 
sponsored  many  measures  which  are  beneficial  to  the  railroad 
workers  of  the  United  States.  I  believe  I  know  how  railroad 
men  feel.  I  do  not  hesitate  a  moment  in  saying  that  the 
revised  provision  contained  in  the  present  conference  report 
Is  more  advantageous  to  railroad  workers  than  was  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Harrington], 
offered  when  the  bill  was  before  the  House.  Now,  my 
friends,  let  me  urge  again  the  importance  of  not  being  mis- 
led by  any  fictitious  issue.  Let  us  meet  this  problem 
squarely.  If  we  really  believe  in  regulation,  we  must  have 
scientific  regulation  applied  to  all  forms  of  transportation. 
You  cannot  make  fish  (rf  one  and  fowl  of  the  other  and  have 


any  logical  regulation.  None  of  those  supporting  this  meas- 
ure desires  any  advantage  for  one  type  of  transportation  over 
any  other  kind  of  transportation.  If  I  thought  that  there  is 
any  deliberate  plan  to  do  an  injustice  to  one  kind  of  trans- 
portation in  order  to  give  an  advantage  to  some  other  kind 
of  transportation,  whether  it  be  highway,  rail,  or  water.  I 
would  protest  in  every  way  possible  against  the  passage  of 
the  measure. 

Let  me  tell  you  that  the  conferees  have  labored  long  and 
earnestly  to  do  what  they  thought  was  wise  and  equitable 
considering  every  interest  involved  and  constantly  keeping 
in  mind  the  public  who  use  transpKirtation  service  and  pay 
the  price  that  makes  it  possible  for  the  transportation  agen- 
cies to  operate. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Speaker,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSSER.     Just  briefly. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  WiU  you  teU  the  House  the  attitude  of 
organized  railroad  labor? 

Mr.  GROSSER.  I  do  not  have  any  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  railroad  workers  of 
the  United  States  are  looking  hopefully  for  the  enactment 
of  this  measure  because  they  feel  that  It  would  aid  in  pro- 
moting justice.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question  on 
agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

Mr.  WAIDSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  a  motion  to 
recommit,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Glerk  will  report  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Now  York.  i 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

MOTION  TO  REXrOMMTT 

Mr.  Waosworth  moves  that  the  bUl  (8.  2009)  to  amend  the  Inter- 
state Comir.crce  Act.  as  amended,  by  extending  Its  application  to 
additional  types  of  carriers  and  transportation  and  modifying  cer- 
tain provisions  thereof,  and  for  other  purposes,  together  with  the 
House  amendment  thereto,  and  the  conference  report  thereon,  be 
recommlttted  to  the  committee  of  conference  w;th  the  foUowtng 
instructions  to  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House: 

That  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  insl.st  on  the  Inclu- 
sion in  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  the  provision 
adopted  by  the  House  known  as  the  Wadswcrth  amendment,  which 
reads  as  lollcws: 

•In  order  that  the  public  at  large  may  enjoy  the  l>eneflt  and 
economy  afforded  by  each  type  of  transportation,  the  Commission 
shall  permit  each  type  of  carrier  or  carriers  to  reduce  rates  so  long 
as  such  rates  mamtain  a  compensatory  return  to  the  carrier  or 
carriers  after  taking  into  consideration  overhead  and  all  other  ele- 
ments entering  into  the  cost  to  the  carrier  or  carriers  for  tbe  service 
rendered." 

That  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  Insist  on  the  exclu- 
sion from  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  the  provision 
for  new  legislation  found  In  section  7  of  the  proposed  bill,  amend- 
ing section  5  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  by  insertiog  a  new 
paragraph.  16,  reading  as  follows: 

"(16)  Notwithsta.ndiug  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (14).  the 
CommtsSiOn  shall  have  authority,  upon  application  of  any  carrier 
as  defined  in  section  1  (3).  and  after  hearlnt;.  by  order  to  authorize 
such  carrier  to  own  or  acquire  ownership  of.  to  lease  or  operate,  to 
have  or  acquire  control  of,  or  to  have  or  acquire  an  interest  In  a 
common  carrier  by  water  or  vessel,  not  operated  through  the  Panama 
Canal,  with  which  the  applicant  does  or  may  compete  for  traffic,  if 
the  Commission  shall  find  that  the  continuance  or  acquisition  of 
such  ownership,  lease,  operaUon.  control,  or  iniereit  will  not  prevent 
such  common  carrier  by  water  or  vessel  from  being  operated  In  the 
Interest  of  the  public  and  with  advantage  to  the  convenience  and 
commerce  of  the  people,  and  that  it  will  not  exclude,  prevent,  or 
reduce  competition  on  the  route  by  water  under  consideration: 
Provided.  That  if  the  transaction  or  interest  sotight  to  be  entered 
Into,  continued,  or  acquired  is  within  the  scope  of  paragraph  (2) 
(a),  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (2)  shall  be  applicable  thereto  in 
addition  to  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph:  Arui  provided  further. 
That  no  sxich  authoriz-^tion  sball  be  necessary  if  the  carrier  ha\ing' 
the  ownership,  lease,  operation,  control,  or  Interest  has,  prior  to  the 
date  of  this  section  as  amended  becomes  effective,  obtained  an  order 
of  extension  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (21)  of  this  section, 
as  in  effect  prior  to  such  date,  and  such  order  Is  stiU  in  effect." 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.   The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I  ask  for  the 
yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 
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The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were 
212.  not  voting  106,  as  follows: 


-yeas  112,  nays 


[Roll  No.  178) 

'                  YEAS— 112 

Alexander 

Ellis 

Kllbum 

Pittenger 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Elston 

Kir  wan 

Poace 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Faddls 

Kitchens 

Angell 

Fcrd,  Miss. 

Kleberg 

Richards 

Barden.  N.  C. 

Ford,  Thomas  P. 

Ijinham 

Rogers,  Okla. 

Barry 

Pulmer 

Lea\-y 

Sandager 

Bland 

Oavagan 

Luce 

Sasacor 

Brewster 

Oejer.  Calif. 

Lynch 

Schwert 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Guyer,  Kans. 

McCormack 

Sec  rest 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Hare 

McOehee 

Shannon 

Byron 

Harrington 

McKeough 

Short 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Harter  N.  Y. 

McLaughlin 

Smith.  Maine 

Casey,  Ma&s. 

Havenner 

McMillan.  Clara 

Smith.  Wash. 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Healey 

Mansfield 

South 

Coffee.  Wash. 

Hendricks 

Biason 

Sparkman 

CoUins 

Hess 

Massingale 

Steagall 

Colmer 

Hill 

MlUa,  Ark. 

Stefan 

Cravens 

Hull 

Moser 

Sumners.  Tex. 

Crowe 

Izsc 

Mott 

Sutphin 

Culkln 

Jacobsen 

Mouton 

Sweet 

D'Alesandro 

Jenkins.  Ohio 

Nichols 

Thill 

Davis 

Johns 

NorreU 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Disney 

Johnson  .Luther  A.  O  Day 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Dondero 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Oliver 

Wadsworth 

Doxey 

John»on.Okla. 

Parsons 

Ward 

Dworshak 

Johnson,  W.  Va. 

Patton 

West 

Eberliarter 

Ke« 

Peterson.  Oa. 

Whlttlngton 

Edelsteln 

Keiler                       Pierce 
!                  NAYS— 212 

Zinunernian 

Allen,  ni. 

Duncan 

Kean 

Reed.  Ill 

Allen.  Ia. 

Dunn 

Keefe 

Reed   N.  Y. 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Eaton 

Kefauver 

Rees.  Kans. 

Anderson.  Mo. 

ElitJtt 

Kelly 

Rich 

Arends 

BDCel 
Knilebrlght 

Kennedy,  Martin 

Robertson 

Austin 

Kennedy.  Md. 

Robinson.  Utah 

Bamrs 

Fenton 

Ki:day 

Robslon.  Ky. 

Beckworth 

Pc  rguson 

Klnzer 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Bell 

Flannagan 

Knutson 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Bender 

Flannery 

Kocialkowski 

Routzohn 

Biackney 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Kunke; 

Rutherford 

Bloom 

Fries 

Lambertson 

Rvan 

Boehne 

Gamble 

Landis 

Satterfleid 

Boland 

Gartner 

Larrabee 

Schafer,  Wis. 

BoUes 

Gathmgs 

Lea 

Schuetz 

Boren 

Gearhart 

LeCompte 

Schulte 

Brocks 

Oebrmann 

Lemke 

Seccombe 

Brown.  Oa. 

Gcrlach 

Lewis.  Colo. 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Brcwn.  Ohio 

Gilchrist 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Simpson 

Br>son 

Olllle 

Ludlow 

Smith,  Conn. 

Buck 

Goodwin 

McDowell 

Smith,  Ohio 

Bulwtnkle 

Gore 

McGregor 

Smith,  Va. 

Burdick 

OoMett 

McLean 

Snyder 

Burgln 

Graham 

McMillan.  John  L 

..  Spence 

Byms.  Tenn. 

Grant.  Ind. 

Maas 

Springer 

Camp 

Gregory 

Maciejewskl 

Sumner,  HI. 

Carlson 

Griffith 

Marshall 

Sweeney 

Carter 

Gross 

Martin,  Iowa 

Taber 

Cartwrlght 

Gwynne 

Martm.  Maas. 

Talle 

Case.  8  Dak. 

Hail,  Edwin  A 

May 

Tarter 

Chlperfleld 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Michener 

Taylor 

Church 

Halleck 

MUler 

Thomason 

Clason 

Hancock 

Monklewicz 

Thorkelson 

Claypool 

Hahiess 

Monroney 

Tlbt>ott 

Clevenger 

Hart 

Mvmdt 

Treadway 

Cluett 

Hartley 

Murdeck,  Ariz 

Van  Zandt 

Cochran 

Hawks 

Murdock.  Utah 

Vinson,  Ga. 

Coie.  Md. 

Hennlngs 

Murray 

Voorhls.  Calif. 

Cole.N.y. 

Hln^haw 

Myers 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Cooper 

Hobbs 

Nelson 

Walter 

Corbett 

Holmes 

Norton 

Weaver 

Costello 

Hope 

O'Brien 

Wheat 

Cotirtney 

Horton 

O'Connor 

Whelchel 

Cox 

Houston 

Osmers 

Wlgglesworth 

Crawford 

Hunter 

Pace 

Williams,  Del. 

Grosser 

Jarrett 

Patman 

Winter 

Crowther 

Jeffries 

Patrick 

Wolcott 

Curtis 

Jensen 

Pearson 

Wolfenden.Pa. 

Darden.  Va. 

Johnson,  ni. 

Peterson,  Fla. 

Wolverton,  N.  J. 

Dlngell 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Polk 

Wood 

Dirksen 

Jones,  Ohio 

Powers 

Woodruff,  Mich. 

Dougbton 

Jones.  Tex. 

Ramspeck 

Woodrum,  Va. 

Douglas 

Jonkman 

Rayburn 

Youngdahl 

1         Nar  VOTING— 106 

Allen.  Pa. 

Caldwell 

Dlcksteln 

Gifford 

Andrews 

Cannon  Mo. 

Dies 

Grant,  Ala. 

Arnold 

Celler 

Ditter 

Green 

Ball 

Chapman 

Drewry 

Harter.  Ohio 

Barton  N.  Y. 

Clark 

Durham 

Hoffman 

Bates.  Ky. 

Connery 

Edmlston 

Hook 

Bates,  Mass. 

Cooley 

Evtkns 

Jarman 

Beam 

Creal 

Fay 

Jenks.  N.H. 

Bolton 

Cullen 

Fernandez 

Jennings 

Boykln 

Cimimings 

Fish 

Kennedy,  Michael 

Bradley,  Mich. 

Darrow 

Fltzpatrlck 

Keogh 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Drlaney 

Flaherty 

Kerr 

Buckley,  N.  Y. 

Dempsey 

Folger 

Kramer 

Burch 

De  Rouen 

Garrett 

LffilriMltl 

McAndrews 

Mc.\rcUe 

McGranery 

McLeod 

Magnuaon 

Mahon 

Maloney 

Marcantonlo 

Martin,  El. 

Merrltt 

Mills.  La. 

MitcheU 

O'Leary 


.  O'Neal 
0"Toole 
Pfeifer 
Plumley 
Rabaut 
Randolph 
Reece.  Tenn. 
Risk 

Rockefeller 
Romjue 
Sabath 
Sac  lis 
Schaefer,  ni. 


Schlfller 
Scrugham 
Seger 
Shanley 
Sheppird 
Sheridan 
Smith,  111. 
Smith.  W.  Va. 
Somers,  N.  Y. 
Starnes,  Ala. 
Stearns,  N  H. 
Sullivan 
Tenerowlca 


N.J. 


Terry 

Thomas.  N. 

Tinkham 

Tolan 

Vreeland 

Wallgren 

Warren 

Welch 

White.  Idaho 

White.  Ohio 

Williams.  Mo. 


Mr 
M 


So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  rejected. 
The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 
On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Schlfller   (for)    with  Mr.  Vreeland   (against). 

Mr.  McArdle   (for)    with  Mr.  Dfmpsey  (ngalnst). 

Mr.  Warren   (for)    with  Mr.  Pish   (against). 

Mr.  Edmlston   (for)    with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey   (against). 

Mr.  Rabaut   (for)    with  Mr.  Ditter    (against). 

Mr.  Andrews  (for)   with  Mr.  Jennings   (against). 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Cullen  with  Mr.  Plumley. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  McAndrews  with  Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee, 

Mahon  with  Mr.  Darrow. 

Beam  with  Mr.  McLeod. 
Mr.  Dies  with  MV    Barton  of  New  York. 
Mr.   Burch   with    Mr     Welch. 
Mr.  Hook  with  Mr.  Bates  of  Mas.sachusett8. 
Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  Gifford. 

Mr.  Chapman  with  Mr    Stearns  of  New  Hampshire. 
Mr.    Drewry   with    Mr.   Ball. 
Mr.  Keogh  with  Mr.  Tinkham. 
Mr.  Martin  of  Illinois  with  Mrs.  Bolton. 
Mr.  Clark  with  Mr.  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire. 
Mr.  Magnuson  with  Mr.  Seger. 

Mr.   Schaefer  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Ri.sk.  - 

Mr.    Arnold    with    Mr.   Hoffman. 
Mr.  Garrett  with   Mr.  Rockefeller. 
Mr.  Starnes  of  Alrtbarr.a  with  Mr    White  of  Ohio. 
Mr.  Wallgren  with  Mr.  Marcantonlo. 
Mr.  Somers  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Harter  of  Ohio. 
Mr.  Terry  with   Mr.  Michael  J.  Kennedy. 
Mr.  Boykln  with  Mr.  Grant  of  Alabama. 
Mr.  Creal  with  Mr.  Fltzpatrlck, 
Mr,  Tenerowlcz  with  Mr.  Pfeifer. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  question  recurs  on  agreeing  to  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  LEA.    Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I  demand  the  yeas  and 
nays. 
The  yesis  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — yeas  247,  nays 
75,  not  voting  108,  as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  179] 
YEAS— 247 


Allen,  ni. 

Allen.  La. 

Anderson.  Calif. 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Andresen,  A.  H. 

Arends 

Austin 

Barnes 

Beckworth 

Bell 

Bender 

Biackney 

Bloom 

Boehne 

Boland 

Bolles 

Boren 

Boykln 

Brown,  Ga. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Bryson 

Buck 

Bulwlnkle 

Burdick 

Burgln 

Byrns.  Tenn. 

Byron 

Camp 

Carlson 

Carter 

Cartwrlght 

Case.  S.  Dak. 

Chiperfield 

Church 

Clason 

Claypool 

Clevenger 


Cluett 

Cochran 

Cole,  Md. 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Collins 

Cooper 

Corbett 

Costello 

(Courtney 

Cox 

Cravens 

Crawford 

Crosser 

Crowe 

Crowther 

Curtis 

Darden,  Va. 

Dingell 

Dirksen 

Douglas 

Duncan 

Dunn 

Eaton 

Elliott 

Elston 

Engel 

Englebrlght 

Fenton 

Ferguson 

Flannagan 

Flannery 

Ford.  Leland  M. 

Ford,  Miss. 

Ford,  Thomas  P. 

Fries 

Fulmer 

Gamble 


Gartner 

Gathings 

Gearhart 

Gehrmann 

Gerlach 

Gilchrist 

Olllle 

Goodwin 

Gore 

Gossett 

Graham 

Grant.  Ind. 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Gross 

Gwynne 

Hall,  Leonard  W. 

Halleck 

Hancock 

Hare 

Harness 

Hart 

Hartley 

Hawks 

Healey 

Hennlngs 

Hess 

Hlnshaw 

Hobtw 

Holmes 

Hope 

Horton 

Houston 

Hunter 

Jacobsen 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 


Jenkins.  Ohio 

Jensen 

Johnson,  ni. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Johnson,  Lyndon 

Johnson,  Okia 

Jones,  Ohio 

Jones,  Tex. 

Jonkman 

Kean 

Kee 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

Keller 

Kelly 

Kennedy,  Martin 

Kennedy,  Md. 

Kllday 

Klnzer 

Knutson 

Kocialkowski 

Kunkel 

Lambertson 

Landis 

Larrabee 

Lea 

LeCompte 

Lemke 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Luce 

Ludlow 

McDowell 

McGregor 

McKeough 

McLean 

McMillan,  Clara 


■J 

i 


10194 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


August  12 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


10195 


ICcMlUan.  Jobn  L.  Paraons 

Satterfleld 

Tibbott 

Mmu 

Patman 

Schafer.  Wl*. 

Tlnkham 

MaclrJewaU 

Patrick 

Schuetz 

Tolan 

Marshall 

Pearson 

Schulte 

Tread  way 

Martin.  Iowa 

Peterson.  Fla. 

Seccombe 

Van  Zandt 

Martin,  Mass. 

Peterson.  Oa. 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Vinson.  Ga. 

Ma-'^n 

Polk 

Shannon 

Voorhis.  CallX. 

May 

Ram!T)eck 

Short 

Vorys,  Ohio 

MicheDcr 

Raybum 

Simpson 

Walter 

Miller 

Reece.  Tenn. 

Smith.  Conn. 

Ward 

Monkiewlcz 

Reed,  HI. 

Smith.  Ohio 

Weaver 

Monroney 

Reed.  NY. 

Snyder 

Wheat 

Mouton 

Rees.  Kans. 

Spence 

Whelthel 

Mundt 

Rich 

Springer 

Wlgglesworth 

Murdock.  Arte. 

Rlchard.s 

Stefan 

Williams.  Del. 

Murdock,  UUh 

Robertson 

Sumner.  111. 

Winter 

Murray 

Robinson.  Utah 

Sutphln 

Wolcott 

Myers 

Robelon.  Ky. 

Sweeney 

Wolfenden.  Pa. 

Nelson 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Sweet 

Wolverton,  N.  J 

Norrell 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Taber 

Wood 

Norton 

Routzohn 

Talle 

Woodruff.  Mich 

O'Brien 

Rutherford 

Tarver 

Woodrum.  Va. 

O'Connor 

Ryan 

Taylor 

Youngdahl 

Osmers 

Sandager 

ThUl 

Zimmerman 

Pace 

Saawer 

NAYS— 75 

Alexander 

Dworshak 

Kirwan 

Pittenger 

Andersen.  H.  Carl 

Eberharter 

Kitchens 

Poage 

Angell 

EdeUteln 

Kleberg 

Rankin 

Harden.  N.  C. 

Ellis    ■ 

Lanham 

Rogers.  Okla. 

Bland 

FaddU 

Leavy 

Schwert 

Brewster 

Guvagan 

Lynch 

Secrest 

BucUer.  Minn. 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

McConnack 

Smith.  Maine 

Buckley.  N  Y. 

Guyer.  Kana. 

McOehee 

Smith.  Wash. 

Byrne.  N.  Y. 

Harrington 

McLaughlin 

South 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Barter.  N.  Y. 

Mansfield 

Sparkman 

Ca.«ey.  Mass. 

Havenner 

Mas^lngale 

Steagall 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Hendricks 

Mills.  Ark. 

Siimners.  Tex. 

Coffee.  Wasti. 

HIU 

Mooer 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Colmer 

Hull 

Mott 

Thorkelson 

Culkln 

Izac 

NlchoU 

Vincent.  Ky. 

D'Alesandro 

Johns 

ODay 

Wadsworth 

Davis 

Johnson XutherA.  Oliver 

West 

Dnndero 

Johnson  W.  Va. 

Patton 

Whlttlngton 

Doxey 

KUburn 

Pierce 

NOT  VOTINO— 108 

Allen.  Pa. 

De  Rouen 

Kennedy.  Michael  Romjue 

Andrews 

Dlckfiteln 

Keogh 

Sabath 

Arnold 

Dies 

Kerr 

Sacks 

Ball 

Dtsney 

Kramer 

Schaefer,  lU. 

Barry 

Dltter 

Leslnskl 

Schlfller 

Barton.  N.Y. 

Doiighton 

McAndrews 

Scrugham 

Bates.  Ky. 

Drewry 

McArdle 

Seger 

Bates.  Maas. 

Durham 

McOranery 

Shanley 

Beam 

Edmiston 

McLeod 

Sheppard 

Bolton 

Evans 

Magnuson 

Sheridan 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Fay 

Mahon 

Smith,  m. 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Fernandez      ' 

Maloney 

Smith.  Va. 

Brooks 

Fish 

Marcantonio 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Burch 

Fitzpatrlck 

Bitortln.  Dl. 

Somers.  N.  Y. 

Caldwell 

Flaherty 

Merrltt 

Starnes.  Ala. 

Cannon.  Mo. 

Polger 

Mills.  La. 

Stearns.  N.  H. 

Celler 

Garrett 

Mitchell 

Sullivan 

Chapman 

Gtfford 

OLeary 

Tenerowlcz 

Clark 

Grant.  Ala. 

O'Neal 

Terry 

Connery 

Green 

OToole 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Cooley 

Han.  Edwin  A. 

Pfelfer 

Vreeland 

Creal 

Barter.  Ohio 

Plumley 

Wallgren 

Cullen 

Hoffman 

Powers 

Warren 

Cummlngs 

Hook 

Rabaut 

Welch 

Darrow 

Jarman 

Randolph 

White.  Idaho 

Delaney 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Risk 

White.  Ohio 

Dempaey 

Jennings 

Rockefeller 

WUllams.  Mo. 

> 


So  the  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 
On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Flah  (for)   with  Mr.  Warren   (against). 
Mr.  Dempaey  (for)   with  Mr.  McArdle  (against). 
Mr.  Dltter  (for)   with  Mr.  Magnuaon   (against). 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Cullen  with  Mr.  Pltimley. 

Mr.  Kerr  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  McAndr«ws  with   Mr    Risk. 

Mr.  Mahon  with  Mr.   Darrow. 

Mr.  Beam  with  Mr    McLeod. 

Mr.  Dies  with  Mr.  Barton  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Folger  with  Mr.  Edwin  A.  Hall. 

Mr.   Burch   with  Mr.   Welch. 

Mr.  Rook  with  Mr.  Bates  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  Glfford. 

Mr.   Coapman   with    Mr.   Steams   of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Drewry  with  Mr.  Ball. 

Mr.  Keogh  with  Mrs.  Bolton. 

Mr.  MarUn  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr   aark  with  Mr.  Seger. 

Mr.  Arnold  with  Mr.  Hoffman. 

Mr.  Garrett  with   Mr.   Rockefeller. 

Mr.  Starnea  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Wallgren  wUh  Mr.  Marcantonio. 

Mr.  Somers  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Barter  of  Ohio. 


Mr.  Oooley  with  Mr.  Andrews. 

Mr.  Doughton  with  Mr.   Vreeland. 

Mr.   Edmiston   with  Mr.  Jennings. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia  with  Mi.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Rabaut  with  Mr.  SchiOer. 

Mr.  Romjue  with  Idi    Powers. 

Mr.  Terry  with  Mr.  Michael  J.  Kennedy. 

Mr.  Creal  with  Mr.  Fitzpatrlck. 

Mr.  Tenerowlcz  with  Mr.  Pfelfer. 

Mr.  Scrugham  with  Mr.  Williams  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  Sullivan  with  iir.  Randolph. 

Mr.  Coffee  of  Washington  changed  his  vote  from  "yea" 
to  "nay." 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced/ as  above  recorded. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  LEA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all 
Members  may  be  allowed  5  da.ys  in  which  to  extend  their 
own  remarks  on  the  conference  report  just  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  [Mr.  Bloom].  Is  there  objec- 
tion to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr, 
Lea]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION   TO   ADDRESS   THE   HOUSE 

Mr.  C(X:HRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  it  is  in  order  I  ask  for 
recognition  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  There  are  several  special  orders  which 
have  heretofore  been  made,  and  this  is  Ehstrlct  day.  The 
Chair  will  recognize  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  later. 

Mr.  SCHULTE  rose. 

The  SPEAKER.  For  what  purpose  does  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Schulte]  rise? 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  sjpeak  relative  to 
a  bill  that  has  t)een  agreed  to  by  the  District  of  Columbia 
Committee. 

The  SPEAKER.  This  is  District  day.  Does  the  District 
of  Columbia  Committee  desire  to  call  up  any  bill? 

Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  rank- 
ing member  of  that  committee,  may  I  inform  the  Chair  that 
the  District  of  Columbia  Committee  has  no  bills  to  call  up 
today. 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent,  to 
address  the  House  for  5  minutes  on  District  business. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Schulte]? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, there  will  be  no  bills  called  up  today? 

Mr.  SCHULTE.    That   is  right. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  has  so  stated.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Schulte  ]  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  MILK  SITUATION  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  quite  some  time  a  great 
many  of  us.  who  are  very  much  interested  In  the  milk  situa- 
tion here,  have  been  fighting  to  get  an  adequate  supply  of 
milk  and  at  a  decent  price  for  people  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. We  are  all  agreed.  I  believe,  that  there  has  been  a 
vicious  monopoly  here  in  the  District  of  Columbia  for  some 
time  and  that  the  monopoly  still  exists.  In  order  to  pacify 
a  great  many  Members  of  Congress  this  monopoly,  aided 
and  abetted  by  the  Maryland-Virginia  Producers'  Associa- 
tion and  the  Chestnut  Farms  Dairy  of  Chevy  Chase,  are 
heralding  the  fact  to  the  world  today  that  "District  of  Co- 
lumbia 5-cent  milk  goes  on  sale  today." 

What  a  monstrosity  and  what  a  joke  to  wish  on  people 
who  are  oppressed,  and  what  a  shameful  effort  to  try  to 
pacify  some  Members  of  Congress.  Let  us  see  what  this 
does.  It  says  here  that  the  milk  stations  are  open  from  1 
o'clock  to  5  every  day  except  Sundays  and  holidays.  In  other 
words,  the  people  are  given  4  hours  a  day  to  purchase  this 
milk. 

Let  us  see  who  may  get  this  milk  and  how  generous  this 
monopoly  is.  A  nursing  mother  may  have  1  pint  of  milk  a 
day.  Children  under  17  years  of  age  may  have  1  pint  a 
day.  Irrespective  of  how  sick  they  may  be,  irrespective  of  how 
broken  in  health,  yet  they  dare  not  violate  this  law  because 


they  will  be  criminals — so  all  they  get  is  the  1  pint  a  day.  All 
adults  over  that  age  may  have  only  a  half-pint  of  milk  a 
day.  again  irrespective  of  how  badly  their  health  may  be 
affected,  irrespective  of  what  the  doctor  says,  or  how  much 
milk  they  care  to  drink  to  build  up  their  bodies,  yet  according 
to  the  monopoly  one-half  pint  is  all  they  get;  and  If  they 
violate  this  law  they  will  be  branded  v/orse  than  criminals, 
and  again  the  Corporation  Council's  ofiBce  will  be  watching 
them. 

Mr.  Sr>eaker.  I  have  gone  around  to  several  members  of 
the  Maryland-Virginia  Producers'  Association  and  asked  why 
they  were  trying  to  foster  this  law.  and  if  they  did  not  have 
an  adequate  supply  of  this  surplus  milk  as  it  was  going  to 
waste  anj-way. 

Here  is  what  a  member  of  the  organization  told  me.  He 
says: 

I  will  tell  you.  Mr.  Congressman,  we  have  been  feeding  this  milk 
to  cur  pigs,  and  It  Is  necessary  that  we  have  some  to  feed  our  hogs. 

In  other  words,  ladies  and  gentlemen  of  this  Congress,  the 
pigs  on  the  farms  in  Maryland  and  Virginia  come  ahead  of  the 
nursing  mothers  and  children,  the  invalids,  the  crippled,  the 
sick,  and  the  downtrodden  of  Washington. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHULTE.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  This  Chestnut  Farms  Dairy, 
which  has  the  milk  monopoly  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
is  part  of  the  $90,000,000  National  Dairy  Trust.  Is  not  furnish- 
ing the  milk  to  these  poor  people  at  5  cents  per  quart.  If  the 
gentleman  will  read  the  entire  announcement,  he  will  find  that 
Uncle  Sam's  Treasury  is  paying  this  milk  monopoly  an  addi- 
tional 2.7  cents  a  quart  for  the  nulk  which  is  sold  to  a  few 
people  for  5  cents  a  quart. 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Yes.  It  says  here.  "The  cheap  milk  is 
made  possible  through  cooperation  of  the  Maryland-Virginia 
Prcducers*  Association.  Surplus  Market  Corporation,"  and  so 

forth. 

There  Is  only  one  organization  that  can  seU  this  milk  In 
the  District  of  Columbia.  That  is  the  Chestnut  Farms  E>airy. 
Now  why  is  it  that  only  one  organization  can  sell  this  milk — 
why  can't  it  be  made  possible  that  all  be  given  an  opportunity? 

Mr.  HULL.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHULTE.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  HULL.  May  I  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to  the 
further  fact  that  the  Surplus  Market  Corporation  pays  the 
Chestnut  Farms  Dairy  2.7  cents  per  quart  as  a  subsidy  on  this 
same  milk. 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  they  have  been  yelling  about 
the  purity  of  their  milk,  about  how  superior  their  milk  is  over 
any  other  milk,  and  today  my  good  friend  from  Pennsylvania, 
who  was  very  much  in  sympathy  with  us,  will  tell  you  they 
are  buying  milk  in  Pennsylvania  which  does  not  come  imder 
the  District  of  Columbia  inspection,  and  I  am  under  the  im- 
pression that  that  milk  Is  just  as  good  and  just  as  pure  as  any 
milk  that  is  produced  in  Maryland  or  Virginia,  or  any  other 
State,  as  certainly  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  looks 
healthy  to  me. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield?  The 
gentleman  has  challenged  the  milk  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  No;  I  do  not  s^eld.  Probably  the  gentle- 
man is  a  member  of  this  Virginia  organization.  I  do  not 
know.  If  so,  he  ought  to  hang  his  head  in  shame  to  think 
that  he  is  denying  the  mothers  and  children  In  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  invalids  and  cripples,  and  everyone  else  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  who  is  compelled  to  pay  that  exorbitant 

price. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  wiB  the  gentleman  yield?  He 
has  made  reference  to  me. 

Mr.  SCHULTE.  I  refuse  to  yield,  Mr.  Speaker.  No;  I  have 
not  made  reference  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania — 
certainly  he  does  not  represent  the  entire  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Those  who  are  associated  and  aflBliated  with  this  organiza- 
tion ought  to  be  ashamed  of  themselves — picking  on  the 
innocent  mothers  and  children  who  cannot  afford  to  protect 
themselves.    There  is  only  one  place  the  people  of  the  Dis- 


trict of  Columb!a  can  look  for  help,  and  that  is  the  Congress. 
They  have  no  government  here,  which  we  all  know.  They 
have  no  one  here  to  whom  they  can  bring  their  troubles 
except  the  Members  of  this  Congress,  and  I  know  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  Congress  are  very  sympathetic  toward  their  cause, 
and  especially  so  in  this  milk  fight,  because  of  the  many  Mem- 
bers who  have  personally  told  me  that  they  want  to  help. 

I  say  to  you  that  if  Congress  stays  in  session  long  enough  I 
want  to  bring  back  and  revive  the  so-called  Schulte  bill  to 
force  the  issue  here  in  the  Nation's  Capital  and  to  see  whether 
a  monopoly  as  huge  and  vicious  as  this  is  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  can  continue  to  exist  and  deny  the  people  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  adequate  milk  at  a  decent  price. 
[Applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

EXTENSION   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  Include  therein 
an  article  from  the  New  York  Times  of  yesterday  which 
contains  a  few  tables. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  Incorporate  in  the  Record  a  copy  of  a  letter 
I  wrote  on  August  8,  1940.  to  the  No.  2  warmonger  In  the 
United  States,  Mr.  William  Allen  White. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BURGIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  address  delivered  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina, 
Hon.  Robert  L.  Douchton,  last  evening  over  the  radio. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO   ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
on  tomorrow,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  legislative  program  of 
the  day  and  following  all  special  orders  heretofore  granted,  I 
may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  40  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  Cochran  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise 
and  extend  his  remarks  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  LE  COMPTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  Centerville  (Iowa)  Daily  lowegian,  rela- 
tive to  Willkie's  visit  to  Iowa. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr^  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
tent to  extend  my  own  remarks  Ui  the  Record  and  include 
therein  excerpts  from  H.  R.  10289.  I  also  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  a  short  article  from  one  of  the  Washington  papers. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

resignation  from  COMMITTEE 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  the  following  resigna- 
tion from  a  committee: 

August  1.  1940. 
Hon.  William  B.  Bankheao, 

Speaker,  House  of  Representatives,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Mt  Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  I  respectfully  tender  ycu  my  resignation 
as  chairman  of  the  Special  Committee  to  Investigate  Campaign 
Expenditures. 

with  highest  esteem  and  best  wishes,  I  am. 
Sincerely, 

LlNDSAT  C.  WaIKDI. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  the  resighation  will 
be  accepted. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  appoints  the  gentleman  from 
Bfississippi  (Mr.  WHrrnNCTONl  as  chairman  of  the  Special 
Committee  to  Investigate  Campaign  Expenditures  to  fill  the 
vacancy  caused  by  the  resignation  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Warren]. 

SPECIAL   ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  previous  special  order,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alabama  [Mr.  Patrick]  is  recognized  for  25 
minutes. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  i-ssue  that  Is  perhaps 
most  in  the  mind  of  every  Member  of  this  body  right  now  is 
this  draft  measure.  One  trouble  with  Congress  is  that  we 
have  in  this  body  so  many  sincere  and  faithful  Members 
that  work  up  fine  plans  for  yesterday.  The  folks  in  this 
country  are  depending  upon  those  who  can  recognize  a 
today  and  can  imagine  a  tomorrow.  Sometimes  we  think  of 
tomorrow  but  do  not  fully  comprehend  it. 

Let  us  see  whether  or  not  a  draft  is  needed.  Also  we  hear 
a  great  cry  of  a  draft's  being  of  an  un-American  nature. 

I  got  in  touch  with  the  military  authorities  of  this  Nation 
and  tried  to  detcnnine.  before  I  reached  a  conclusion  of  my 
own  on  this  issue,  what  we  should  do.  This  is  one  thing  in 
which  there  is  no  politics.  It  has  been  so  pronounced,  and 
It  seems  pretty  nearly  the  fact.  There  may  be  a  few  who 
have  opposed  the  administration  on  this  or  that  measure  who 
find  it  easier  if  they  think  the  administration  is  for  it  to  go  in 
that  direction,  but  I  think  those  are  few  indeed;  but  there 
are  persons  in  this  country  who  have  held  hands  with  the 
past  so  long  that  they  are  unable  to  get  the  appalling  sig- 
nificance of  the  fact  that  only  Great  Britain  and  America 
today  stand  between  grim  totalitarianism  and  lilaerty  and 
freedom  as  we  understand  and  feel  it.  Holland,  Belgium, 
Prance,  and  Scandinavia  did  not  become  quite  hysterical 
enough,  if  you  choose  to  call  this  alarm  hysteria.  They  heard 
the  sword  rattling  over  on  the  Rhine;  they  heard  a  strange 
rustling  of  the  leaves  of  the  linden  trees,  but  they  did  not 
feel  that  they  should  be  disturbed  about  it,  until  the  light  of 
their  freedom  was  dimmed,  yet  we  have  those  in  our  own 
midst  today  who  ask  the  foolish  question,  "Where  is  the 
enemy  and  who  is  the  enemy?"  By  this  time  every  school 
child  should  know  that  a  revolution  is  shaking  the  earth, 
and  war  has  been  declared  against  freedom,  freedom  for  the 
Individual:  a  war  has  been  declared  against  competitive  com- 
^^^jaerce  in  the  world,  and  it  is  coming  nearer  to  us  every  day. 

Thomas  Jefferson  saw  a  time  when  this  might  come.  Mon- 
roe foresaw  that  a  foreign  foot  set  upon  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere would  imperil  oiu*  security  and  was  able  to  get  his 
doctrine  established  as  a  safeguard — and  in  his  day  there 
had  never  been  an  army  tank,  a  Stuka  dive  twmber,  or  a 
flame  thrower,  or  an  Adolf  Hitler  loose  in  the  world. 

We  have  listened  to  the  wishful  thinker  imtll  we  have  come 
to  the  threshold  of  our  greatest  danger  in  a  state  of  ixwitive 
unpreparedness.  The  few  things  we  are  doing  today  should 
have  been  done  months  and  even  years  ago.  The  cry  of  the 
isolationists  is  the  cry  of  a  baby.  We  must  build  our  defenses 
so  no  nation  will  dare  strike  us.  We  must  do  this  with  all 
speed  or  we  shall  certainly  perish  as  a  free  people.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  question  on  earth  about  that.  Where  would 
we  be  today  If  it  were  not  for  Great  Britain?  Our  beloved, 
solemn,  and  sacred  Monroe  Doctrine  is  sitting  behind  the 
safety  and  security,  the  t)enign  protection  of  the  English  Navy, 
and  has  been  for  these  many  years. 

I  do  not  call  Col.  Charles  Lindbergh  a  "fifth  columnist." 
I  do  not  know  what  he  is.  In  his  better  days  he  was  a  crack- 
ing good  mechanic;  I  know  that.  This  is  the  country  of  Ell 
"^^hitney.  and  Thomas  A.  Edison,  and  Luther  Burbank,  Orville 
Wright,  and  of  Morse,  Bell,  and  Pulton;  and  none  of  them 
felt  caned  upon  to  become  a  Moses  or  to  come  forward  as  a 
great  seer  and  thinker  to  lead  a  blind  and  dumb  nation  into 
light  and  hearing.  I  wish  Colonel  Lindbergh  would  take  time 
out  from  his  broad  instructions  to  his  country  in  economic 
philosophy  to  read  a  story  by  Aesop — a  simple  story  of  a  frog 


that  tried  to  become  a  bull.  Everyone  should  see  by  now  that 
dictators  barge  right  in  and  take  what  they  want.  Hitler, 
as  well  as  Mussolini,  has  announced  to  the  world  what  he 
thinks  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine.  Why  did  he  feel  called  upon 
to  make  this  pronouncement?  Does  any  reasoning  American 
need  more  to  make  him  realize  our  position  on  this  earth? 

Then  we  have  those  who  stand  up  with  head  uncovered  and 
say,  "Conscription  means  war.  It  gives  a  war  psychology  to 
the  Nation."  Such  quibbling  remarks  have  no  place  in  the 
discussion  of  what  is  going  on  today.  Of  course,  instead  of 
meaning  war  it  may  mean,  or  it  has  a  chance  cf  meaning, 
quite  the  reverse.  But  this  Nation  is  the  world's  richest 
prize,  with  its  coal  and  iron  ore  and  oil  and  broad,  rich  acres; 
rivers  and  harbors;  roads;  and  industrial,  alert  people.  It  is 
the  earth's  strongest  temptation  to  the  dictator. 

In  preparing  to  spend  $10,000,000,000  for  airplanes,  tanks, 
guns,  and  additional  Navy,  we  must  have  men  who  have  a 
working  education  and  men  who  are  prepared  to  do  business 
with  this  armament.  Today  the  Army  calls  for  needed  men. 
and  a  call  for  50,000  nets  only  23.000.  A  drive  was  made  for 
2  weeks  for  recruits  in  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  the  home  of 
Senator  Vandenberg.  This  is  reported  to  me  by  the  military 
enlisting  oflBce  which  was  in  charge  of  the  drive.  Billlsoards 
and  announcements  were  used,  and  how  many  were  signed 
up  in  2  weeks?  One  man.  We  are  right  now  short  over 
100.000  men  on  our  congressional  authorization  with  respect 
to  the  Army.  We  are  not  short  on  our  Navy  enlistments  and 
we  are  not  short  on  marines,  but  we  are  short  on  our  Army 
authorization. 

Then  there  is  the  mama  who  sasrs  that  she  did  not  raise 
her  boy  to  be  a  soldier.  The  boy  may  be  a  very  good  t)oy. 
You  remember  Sergeant  York,  who  was  one  of  the  ace 
soldiers  of  the  war.  He  was  not  a  volimteer,  yet  he  made 
a  very  good  soldier.  It  is  just  like  the  mountain  girl  who 
said  of  her  mountain  mate,  that  Bolivar  is  a  wonderful  hus- 
band, but  that  she  had  an  awful  time  making  him  pwp  the 
question.  We  must  have  our  ramparts  defended.  We  must 
wake  up  America  and  put  her  to  work.  It  is  not  a  little 
job  to  recruit  men  for  the  Army.  Even  with  regularity,  only 
32  percent  that  present  themselves  pass  muster  into  the 
Army,  the  physical  requirements  must  be  standard,  and  then 
besides  there  is  the  definite  need  of  discipline  among  our 
young  men  today.  There  is  no  way  of  knowing  the  per- 
centage, but  a  great  percentage  of  these  would  get  discipline 
that  today  they  are  not  getting  on  the  streets,  and  many  a 
man  owes  the  fact  that  he  is  made  respectable  and  an 
honorable  fine  citizen  to  the  fact  that  at  some  time  in  his 
life  he  has  been  submitted  to  a  discipline  that  taught  him 
to  serve  and  obey  rules  and  regulations.  Of  the  young  men 
who  volunteer,  only  32  out  of  each  100  pass,  and  the  Ad- 
jutant General's  Office  informs  me  that  so  far  as  the  Navy 
and  Marine  Corps  are  concerned,  there  is  no  present  per- 
sonnel problem.  But  here  is  one  thing.  Their  enlistments 
come  from  the  States  as  do  the  Army  enlistments.  Oklahoma, 
Kentucky.  Tennessee,  Georgia— those  are  the  places  in  which 
you  find  names  like  Mitchell  and  Johnson  and  Brown  and 
Smith  and  Jones,  and  they  are  the  ones  inspired  by  the 
power  of  patriotism  to  maintain  a  preparedness  army.  I 
think  some  of  the  boys  in  some  other  States  never  go  into 
the  Army  until  they  rush  in  to  get  rid  of  some  girl  they 
ought  to  marry,  and  as  soon  as  she  marries  seme  other 
fellow,  if  she  does,  then  they  go  to  their  Congressman  to  get 
them  out  again.  We  want  some  folks  to  join  the  Army  for 
patriotic  reasons.  If  you  are  talking  of  democracy,  what  is 
the  finer  brand  of  democracy  than  that  which  would  properly 
distribute  those  equally  in  preparing  a  defense  army?  I  am 
interested  in  the  patriots  from  New  York.  I  am  greatly 
attracted  by  the  spirit  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wadsworth],  the  co-author  of  the  Wadsworth- Burke  bill. 
The  gentleman  from  New  York  is  one  of  the  real  statesmen 
in  this  lawmaking  body.  I  think  the  population  of  New 
York  amounts  to  12,588,000.  In  the  first  6  months  of  this 
year  7,013  volunteered  in  the  State  of  New  York.  Now  let 
us  drop  down  to  Texas.  Texas  has  a  population  of  only  a 
little  over  5.000.000.  and  yet  6,648  men  vqlunteered  there  in 
these  first  6  months.  ». 
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Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man jrield? 

Mr.  PATRICK.     Yes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wiscor*ain.  The  gentleman  has  men- 
tioned people  with  names  like  Brown.  Smith,  Jones.  Mitchell, 
and  Johnson  as  enlisting  from  Tennessee.  Texas,  Kentucky, 
Oklahoma,  and  other  Southern  States.  Does  the  gentleman's 
statistics  show  that  there  are  many  Peppers  from  Florida  or 
Ochs  Adlers  from  New  York  enlisting  at  this  time? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  From  New  York  and  Florida?  Why,  I 
am  not  taking  up  individuals.  There  are  130,000,000  people 
in  the  United  States  and  we  have  not  time  to  take  them  all 
up  individually. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  But  the  gentleman  men- 
tioned the  Mitchells,  the  Bro)*-ns,  the  Joneses,  the  Johnsons, 
and  the  Smiths  as  recently  enlisting  from  Oklahoma,  Texas, 
Kentucky,  and  Tennessee.  He  mentioned  those  as  recently 
enlisting,  and  I  ask  him  whether  there  are  any  Peppers  from 
Florida  or  Adlers  from  New  York  among  those  who  have 
recently  enlisted  for  active  military  service. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  We  have  some  Schafers  down  in  Alabama 
but  of  course  they  are  Democrats.  We  have  Democratic 
Schafers  in  Alabama. 

Mr.  McDowell,  is  the  gentleman  trying  to  make  the 
point  that  the  volunteers  from  the  South  number  up  more 
than  the  volunteers  from  the  North? 

Mr.  PATRICK.     Kentucky  leads. 

Mr.  McDowell.  Does  it  occur  to  the  gentleman  that 
perhaps  the  amazing  difiference  in  wage  scales  between  what 
they  pay  in,  say,  Mississippi  and  what  they  pay  in  Pennsyl- 
vania, might  account  for  much  of  that?  Down  there  $21  a 
month  in  the  Army  might  appeal  to  them,  while  up  in  Penn- 
sylvania they  get  that  much  a  week. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  It  may  be.  I  do  not  know.  Something 
accounts  for  it,  and  the  fact  remains  that  we  are  faced  with 
the  need,  and  that  the  Army  right  now  imder  the  authori- 
zation ought  to  be  375.000,  and  there  is  a  hole  there  now  of 
105.000  that  we  must  fill,  and  yet  you  say  give  the  volunteer 
enlistments  a  chance.  Throw  the  Nation  into  a  sea  of  danger 
to  give  a  system  a  chance  when  that  system  has  already  been 
weighed  and  found  wanting. 

By  the  first  of  the  year  the  program  is — and  I  do  not  hear 
anybody  demur  to  It — that  we  should  have  in  the  Army 
400.000  more  men.  How  are  you  going  to  get  400.000  more 
men  when  you  are  already  105,000  shy  under  the  congres- 
sional authorization  now  open? 

Mr.  McDowell,    win  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATRICK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  Mcdowell.  Last  week  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia 
650  men  tried  to  enlist  and  less  than  300  were  accepted.  The 
others  were  declined  for  various  physical  reasons.  Do  you 
not  think  the  United  States,  under  the  present  emergency, 
should  reduce  the  physical  qualifications — such  a  thing  as 
all  of  a  man's  teeth  needed,  flat  feet,  and  so  forth?  I  am  37 
years  old  and  the  Army  refused  me  under  any  clrcimistances 
and  yet,  according  to  the  doctors,  my  health  is  perfect.  Do 
3rou  not  think  that  we  could  get  thousands  more  soldiers  in 
our  Army  if  they  would  reduce  these  peacetime  regulations 
for  the  soldiers?  We  do  not  need  perfect  men  to  die  in 
battle. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  The  hope  is  we  will  build  up.  Remember, 
we  are  not  building  an  Army  to  get  our  men  killed.  We  are 
building  an  Army  to  get  it  so  that  the  people  of  the  earth 
can  see  and  hear,  and  no  dictator  will  dare  tread  this  way. 
Personally  I  would  be  glad  to  see  the  enlistment  go  as  it  was 
originally,  from  18  to  63.  and  then  all  the  nations  of  the  earth 
could  see  and  know  that  Uncle  Sam  was  reaching  out  and 
putting  on  a  real  home  guard.  Then  no  Hitler,  no  matter 
how  much  he  would  like  to  invade  this  Nation,  would  try  to 
establish  a  foothold  in  South  America  and  come  in  and 
take  the  fine  things  that  the  eyes  of  totalitarian  nations  look 
upon  so  lustfully  today. 

Mr.  Mcdowell,    win  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  PATRICK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McDowell.  The  gentleman  will  agree.  I  presume. 
that  when  a  German  soldier  with  flat  feet  and  no  teeth  at 


all  shoots  you.  you  are  just  as  dead  as  if  he  had  been  a  perfect 
man?     The  German  Army  is  filled  with  all  kinds  of  men. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Oh.  yes.  But,  of  course,  we  are  not  in 
war  yet.  Those  who  are  opposing  this  bill — I  do  not  know 
whether  the  gentleman  has  determined  yet  whether  he  is  for 
or  against  the  bill 

Mr.  MILLER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATRICK.    I  jield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  every  quota  set  up  by 
the  War  Department  has  today  been  met? 

Mr.  PATRICK.     No;  it  has  not.     It  lacks  105.000. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Every  quota  set  by  The  Adjutant  General 
for  each  month  of  this  year  has  been  met,  according  to  a 
letter  on  my  desk  this  morning. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  PATRICK.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  There  has  been  a  grave  misunder- 
standing of  the  meaning  of  the  word  "quota."  The  War  De- 
partment has  tried  to  measure  the  effectiveness  of  the  recruit- 
ing system  over  a  long  period  of  time.  It  has  sent  out  word 
from  time  to  time  to  the  recruiting  areas,  "We  hope  you 
can  get  so  many  men  next  month.  We  expect  you  to  get 
5.000  In  that  area."  That  Is  put  down  as  the  quota.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Department  wanted  10  times  as  many. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  think  they  should  have  asked  for  more, 
then. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  The  word  "quota"  has  been  greatly 
misunderstood.  The  figures  mentioned  in  the  quotas  were 
not  the  figures  of  the  men  needed.  They  were  the  figures 
which  the  War  Department  hoF>ed  that  the  recruiting  service 
could  get.  It  was  a  line  to  shoot  at  by  the  recruiting  serv- 
ice.   It  is  very  misleading. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  got  that  same  information  and  it  is  an 
interesting  thing.  And  there  is  something  else:  For  example, 
they  got  30,000  one  month — the  best  that  has  ever  been 
done  in  the  history  of  the  Nation;  but  in  that  same  month 
7,000  finished  their  enlistments  and  went  home.  So  the  net 
increase  was  only  23.000.  That  23.000  st&nds  today  as  the 
best  that  has  ever  been  done.  Fifty-one  thousand  is  what 
they  really  wanted.  Because  they  said,  "Try  to  get  us  this  or 
try  to  get  us  that  or  the  other,"  some  called  that  the  quota. 
Not  because  that  is  what  they  wanted,  but  that  is  what  they 
hoped  to  be  able  to  get  from  that  corps  area  or  this  corps 
area. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  PATRICK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  have  263.000  in  the 
Regular  Army;  approximately  240.000  in  the  National  Guard; 
116,000  Reserve  Army  oflBcers.  Mr.  Knudsen  testified  Friday 
morning  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  that  It  will 
take  until  January  1,  1942.  to  equip  an  army  of  750,000  men. 
Still  the  plan  proposed  to  us  is  that  we  authorize  recruiting 
of  400.000  October  1.  400.000  April  1.  which  is  not  taking  at  all 
into  consideration  the  600,000  we  have  on  call  now,  and  we  will 
not  have  any  equipment  for  them.  We  saw  pictures  in  our 
Sunday  papers  with  two  tanks  and  a  couple  of  trucks.  Why 
should  we  take  men  from  industry  where  they  are  producing 
wealth  and  needed  equipment  of  the  country  and  put  them  in 
the  Army  until  we  are  ready  to  use  them  and  until  we  know 
what  the  emergency  is? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  think  any  school  child  in  the  United 
States  who  has  studied  it  for  20  minutes  can  answer  that 
question.  The  answer  is  we  are  not  at  war  now.  We  are 
thankful  to  high  heaven  that  we  have  seen  it  in  time  that  we 
can  get  our  men  together  and  train  them  with  whatever  is 
available,  so  that  instead  of  feeding  them  to  the  lion,  as  poor 
France  did  in  some  of  those  encounters  over  there,  we  will  be 
prepared.  There  were  cases  of  10  Frenchmen  being  killed  to 
1  German  soldier,  because  they  were  throwing  the  poor 
unprepared  French  boys  in  front  of  bands  of  steel  and  iron 
and  fiame,  unprepared  and  unqualified. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jdeki  again 
very  briefly? 

Mr.  PATRICK.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  MILLER.  The  gentieman  spoke  of  the  fate  of  the 
French  Army.  The  gentleman  from  Alabama  must  know 
that  France  has  had  compulsory  training  as  far  back  as 
1927.  Every  time  jrou  went  to  any  part  of  Prance  you  saw 
men  under  arms  and  training.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  France 
had  the  greatest  army  and  the  best  trained  army  in  the  world. 
It  was  not  lack  of  manpower  that  ruined  the  French  Army. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Surely  the  gentleman  does  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  destruction  of  an  army  of  that  kind  was  entirely  due 
to  "fifth  column"  activities. 

Mr.  MILLER.    It  was  not  due  to  lack  of  maniKiwer. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  It  certainly  soon  became  a  lack  of  man- 
power when  the  casualties  in  some  instances  were  as  high 
as  7  and  8  to  1. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATRICK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  How  does  the  gentleman  feel  about  1- 
3rear  enlistments?  What  does  he  believe  should  be  our 
policy  in  that  regard? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  I  am  not.  a  military  expert,  but  I  believe 
we  should  not  have  too  many  1-year  enlistments  because  of 
the  vast  and  rapid  turn-over  involved.  It  is  hoped  to  train 
1,200,000  men  through  the  selective-service  program.  To 
build  up  an  Army  of  that  size  each  year  would  take  how 
many  men  a  month?  It  seems  to  me  it  would  create  great 
confusion.  F\inher,  we  must  have  our  men  l)etter  trained 
than  they  can  be  all  in  a  1-year  period.  Not  only  must  we 
have  raw  recruits,  but  we  must  have  as  many  3-year  men 
as  possible.  Another  fact  to  bear  in  mind  is  that  the  con- 
scription plan  will  not  prevent  voluntary  enlistments.  We 
will  still  need  patriotic  men  willing  to  serve  for  3  years. 

Mr.  BENDER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PATRICK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BENDER.  The  gentleman  speaks  of  1-year  enlist- 
ments. Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  conscription  provides  for 
only  1  year  of  service? 

Mr.  PATRICK.  The  service  clause  of  the  bill  as  it  now 
stands  provides  for  only  1  year  of  training,  that  is  true;  but, 
as  I  say.  the  mere  fact  that  we  put  the  conscription  plan 
Into  operation  will  not  do  away  with  the  opportunity  for 
men  to  enlist  voluntarily;  it  will  not  interfere  with  any- 
body's enlisting  for  3  yefirs.  anybody  who  feels  the  patriotic 
urge  to  do  so.  Such  people  will  still  be  able  to  serve  the 
Nation  longer.  I  feel  we  should  avoid  too  many  short 
^  enlistments. 

,  We  need  the  guaranty  of  enough  3-year  men  to  train  the 

short-term  men.  We  need  the  3-year  men  as  a  foundation 
to  work  upon,  to  give  us  the  safety  and  security  of  men  used 
to  Army  methods.    [Applause.! 

[Here  the  gavel  fell. J 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  cannot  submit  that  request. 
There  are  other  special  orders  pending. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Dingell],  is  recog- 
nized for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  SHANNON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrleld? 

Mr.  DINGELL  I  yield,  to  permit  the  gentleman  to  submit 
a  unanimous  consent  request. 

Mr.  SHANNON.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
faisert  in  the  Record  at  this  point  my  views  on  the  question 
of  conscription  which  are  contrary  to  those  held  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alabama  [Mr.  Patrick],  who  Just  addressed  us. 
The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
Thexe-was  no  objection. 

PEAcrmre  conscription 
Mr.  SHANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  hearing  much  in 
these  days  about  conscription.  Conscription — how  I  hate  the 
word!  It  has  the  soimd  of  a  whip-lash  upon  the  shoulders  of 
^a  free  people.  It  conveys  the  idea  of  a  doubt  upon  American 
patriotism  and  duty.  Obliterate  that  word  from  the  vocabu- 
laries of  the  world  and  the  war  lords  will  have  no  soldiers — 
their  tagged  and  numbered  armies  will  disapi)ear.  As  for 
peacetime  conscription,  the  idea  seems  strange  and  out  of 
place.    Our  country  today  is  at  peace.    We  want  to  remain 


so — we  are  preparing  our  country  to  maintain  the  peace  that 
we  are  now  enjoying  and  I  have  never  a  doubt  that  we  will 
defend  it  from  any  foreign  or  domestic  threat.  But  when 
It  comes  to  conscription — to  the  drafting  of  our  boys  and  men 
out  of  their  daily  occupations  and  duties  into  a  standing  army, 
I  will  not  only  have  to  be  shown  imminent  cause,  but  doubly 
shown,  before  I  will  be  for  it. 

THE  WATS  AND  MEANS   COMMITTEE 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  been  privileged  to 
serve  my  constituency  for  a  period  of  8  years.  I  was  singularly 
honored  by  my  colleagues  at  the  end  of  my  first  term,  when 
by  the  same  process  that  made  you  Speaker,  I  was  elected 
by  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  become  a 
member  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  the  most  im- 
portant and  powerful  committee  in  the  Congress. 

I  am  grateful  to  my  constituents  for  the  kindness  and  the 
confidence  shown  to  me  each  and  every  time  that  I  sought 
their  favor  and  have  been  re-elected.  I  am  appreciative  of 
the  fine  feeling  and  spirit  exhibited  by  the  membership  of 
this  House  for  having  elected  me  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  at  the  end  of  my  first  term.  Of  course,  I  am  not 
an  exception  in  this  respect.  Some  very  distinguished  and 
able  Members  of  the  Congress  have  been  previously  so  hon- 
ored. Among  these  was  a  former  member  of  this  committee 
and  a  former  member  of  the  Cabinet,  the  Honorable  William 
Jennings  Bryan.  Of  course,  I  am  not  deserving  of  compari- 
son with  any  such  exceptional  personage  as  the  distinguished 
and  eloquent  Commoner,  for  my  background  was  modest  and 
obscure,  my  beginnings  lowly  and  unrecognized. 

The  people  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  recognize  the  im- 
portance of  my  assignment  and  the  honor  which  has  been 
conferred  upon  me.  The  citizens  of  Detroit,  especially  those 
of  the  Fifteenth  District  are  conscious  of  the  fact  that  because 
of  my  place  upon  this  committee  I  am  in  a  position  to  safe- 
guard the  interests  of  one  of  the  most  important  and  the 
largest  tax-paying  districts  In  the  Nation.  These  good  citi- 
zens who  have  sent  me  to  represent  them  know  and  under- 
stand that  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  is  important 
because  it  passes  upon  and  presents  for  consideration  legisla- 
tion that  is  vital.  They  understand  full  well  that  such  legis- 
lation as  might  come  from  this  committee  enjoys  precedence 
over  other  legislation  which  is  considered  by  major  and  ex- 
clusive committees  of  this  House. 

I  was  privileged  to  take  part  in  and  protect  the  Interests 
of  my  people  in  every  tax  and  revenue  measure  which  came 
before  this  committee  since  the  Seventy-fourth  Congress.  I 
was  directly  and  intimately  occupied  with  the  consideration 
ol  such  important  bills  as  the  soldiers'  bonus,  the  Social 
Security  Act  and  subsequent  amendments.  National  Indus- 
trial Recovery  Act.  reciprocal-trade  agreements.  Bituminous 
Coal  Act,  Railroad  Retirement  Act.  and  various  other  Im- 
portant bills  reported  by  this  committee.     [Applause.] 

I  am  indebted  to  the  Librarian  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  the  preparation  of  the  record  of  distinguished  con- 
gressmen who  have  risen  to  higher  places  within  the  structure 
of  the  United  States  Government  after  serving  as  members  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  Among  these  we  find  the 
names  not  only  of  members  of  the  Cabinet,  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  Speakers  of  the  House,  but  also  the  names  of  Vice 
Presidehts  and  even  several  Chief  Executives  of  the  United 
States  whose  names  made  history.  I  am  proud  that,  as  a 
committeeman,  my  name  has  been  linked  with  theirs  and 
appears  en  the  ofHcial  roster  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee among  these  distinguished  former  members. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  within  the  span  of  100  years, 
since  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Michigan  into  the  Union 
that  35  of  her  most  distinguished  citizens  were  called  to  service 
in  the  capacity  of  Chief  Executive  of  the  State  or  succeeded  a 
regularly  elected  Governor.  Twenty-eight  of  Michigan's  sons 
were  honored  either  by  election  or  appointment  to  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States.  One  hundred  and  seventy-nine  repre- 
sentatives were  elected  to  directly  represent  and  protect  the 
interest  of  the  people  of  the  various  congressional  districts  of 
Michigan  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  An  examina- 
tion of  the  roll  discloses  the  names  of  some  of  the  foremost 


families  who  pioneered  in  Michigan,  and  who  have  made 
Michigan's  glorious  history.  While  there  were  35  Governors 
of  Michigan.  28  United  States  Senators  from  Michigan,  and 
179  Representatives  In  Congress  from  Michigan,  there  were 
only  12  in  the  history  of  the  State  who  were  elected  to  mem- 
bership on  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

Following  is  a  list  of  present  and  former  members:  Omar  D. 
Conger.  William  A.  Howard.  Henry  Waldron.  William  C.  May- 
bury,  Justin  R.  Whiting,  William  A.  Smith,  Joseph  W.  Fordney, 
James  C.  McLaughlin.  Austin  Blair.  Julius  C.  Burrows,  Roy 
Woodruff,  and  John  D.  Dingell. 

It  will  be  noted  that  today  there  appear  the  names  of  two 
Michigan  congressmen  who  are  active  members  of  this  com- 
mittee, that  of  my  distinguished  colleague.  Roy  Woodruff,  a 
high-ranking  memt)er  of  the  minority,  and  of  your  humble 
servant  privileged  to  serve  with  the  majority.  Michigan  en- 
Joys  a  unique  and  influential  position  on  this  all  important 
policy-making  committee.  Some  very  important  States  like 
Illinois,  Ohio,  and  Texas,  have  but  one  member  each. 
Thirty  States  have  no  representation  while  Michigan  is  one  of 
the  few  States  which  has  two  members.  I  submit  a  list  of 
these  members  in  the  order  of  their  rank  and  standing  on  the 
committee,  and  the  States  which  they  represent: 

1.  Robert  L.  E>oughton.  chairman.  Nortb  Carolina. 

2.  Thomas  H   Cullen,  New  Tork 

3.  Christopher  D.  Sullivan.  New  York. 

4.  John  W   McCormack.  Massachusetts. 

5.  Jere  Cooper.  Tennei>see. 

6.  John  W    Boehne,  Jr..  Indiana. 
7    Wesley  E   Disney.  Oklahoma. 

8.  Prank  H    Buck.  California. 

9.  Richard  M.  Duncan.  Missouri. 

10.  John  D.  Dingell.  Michigan. 

11.  A.  Willis  Robertson.  Virginia. 

12.  Paul  H.  Maluney.  Louisiana 

13.  Patrick  J    Boland.  Pennsylvania. 
14    Milton  H   WcBt.  Texas. 

15.  Raymond  S   McKeough,  Illinois. 

16.  Allen  T    Treadway.  Massachusetts. 

17.  FYank  Crowther.  New  York.  _        < 

18.  Harold  Knutson,  Minnesota.  ' 

19.  Daniel  A    Reed,  New  York.  ' 

20.  Roy  O.  Woodruff.  Michigan. 

21.  Thomas  A.  Jenkins.  Ohio. 

22    Donald  H   McLean.  New  Jersey. 

23.  Bertrand  W.  Oearhart.  California. 

24.  Frank  Carlson.  Kansas. 

25.  Benjamin  Jarrett.  Pennsylvania. 

While  this  committee  is  privileged  to  exercise  the  highest 
constitutional  power  and  authority;  that  is.  the  power  to  tax 
and  to  formulate  certain  definite  policies  of  the  administra- 
tion, it  enjoys  at  the  same  time  insofar  as  the  majority  mem- 
bers are  concerned  the  power  to  create  new  committees  subject 
to  the  ratification  by  the  House  of  Representatives  and  to  fill 
all  committee  vacancies  on  all  standing  committees.  Each 
majority  memt)er  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  is  desig- 
nated by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  exercise  jurisdic- 
tion over  a  given  territory  involving  one  or  more  States,  and  it 
then  becomes  the  responsibility  of  the  member  exercising  such 
jurisdiction  to  nominate  Members  of  Congress  to  various 
committees.  I  have  been  privileged  to  exercise  discretion,  and 
to  nominate  members  from  seven  States;  namely,  Michigan, 
Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Mon- 
tana, and  Idaho.  Election  to  a  given  committee  is  dependent 
upon  nomination  by  the  member  having  Jurisdiction  over  a 
given  zone  or  area.  Interesting  and  at  the  same  time  im- 
portant to  the  people  of  Michigan  is  the  fact  that  since  I  have 
been  a  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  of  the 
Committee  on  Committees  I  have  succeeded  in  placing  every 
Democratic  Member  of  Congress  elected  from  Michigan  since 
1934  upon  an  important  and  exclusive  major  committee. 

The  list  follows  showing  former  members  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  who  have  risen  to  the  office  of  President, 
Vice  President,  became  members  of  the  Cabinet,  served  as 
Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  or  were  elevated  to  the  Speak- 
ership of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

PRESmENTS 


James  Madison.  Virginia. 
Andrew  Jackson.  Tennessee. 
James  K   Polk.  North  Carolina. 
MUlard  FUlmore.  New  York. 
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James  A.  Garfield,  Ohio. 
William  McKinley.  Ohio. 

VICE   PKESIDENTB 

El  bridge  Gerry.  Massachusetts. 
Richard  M.  Johnson.  Kentucky. 
John  Tyler.  Virginia. 
Millard  Plllmore.  New  York. 
John  C    Breckenrldge.  Kentucky. 
Charles  Curtis,  Kansas. 
John  N.  Garner,  Texas. 

8ECSETARIXS    OT  STA1S 

James  Madison.  Virginia. 
Louis  McLane,  Delaware. 
John  Sherman.  Ohio. 
William  J.  Bryan.  Nebraska. 
Cordell  Hull.  Tennessee. 

SECKETARHS  Or  THB  TBIAStJIlT 

Albert  Gallatin.  Pennsylvania. 

George  W.  Campbell.  Tennessee.      . 

Samuel  D.  Ingham.  Pennsylvania. 

Louis  McLane.  Delaware. 

Thomas  Corwin.  Ohio. 

Howell  Cobb.  Georgia. 

John  Sherman.  Ohio. 

Cliarles  Poster.  Ohio. 

John  G.  Carlisle.  Kentucky. 

Ogden  L.  MlUs,  New  York. 

ATTORKETS    CENEBAb 

John  Breckenrldge.  Kentucky. 
Caesar  A.  Rodney,  Delaware. 
Joseph  McKenna,  California. 
A.  Mitchell  Palmer,  Pennsylvania. 

POSTMASTERS    CENERAI. 

Cave  Johnson,  Tennessee. 
Samuel  D.  Hubbard.  Connecticut. 
James  Campbell,  Permsylvanla. 
Horace  Maynard.  Tennessee. 
WUliam  L.  WUson,  West  Virginia. 

SECRTTARIES    OF    THE    NAVT 

Thomas  W.  Gilmer.  Virginia. 
Hilary  A.  Herbert,  Alabama. 
Victor  H.  Metcalf.  California. 
Claude  A.  Swanson,  Virginia. 

SECRETARY  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Jacob  Thompson,  Mississippi. 

JUSTICES   OF   THE  SUPRXMS  COURT 

Philip  p.  Barbour,  Virginia. 
John  McKinley,  Alabama. 
Joseph  McKenna,  California. 

SPEAKERS  OF  THE   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVSS 

Theodore  Sedgwick,  Massachusetts. 

Langdon  Cheves,  South  Carolina. 

John  W.  Taylor.  New  York. 

Philip  B.  Barbour,  Virginia. 

Andrew  Stevenson.  Virginia. 

James  K.  Polk.  Tennessee. 

John  W.  Jones.  Virginia. 

Robert  C.  Wlnthrop.  Massachusetts. 

Howell  Cobb,  Georgia. 

Nathaniel  P.  Banks.  Massachusetts. 

Michael  C.  Kerr.  Indiana 

Samuel  J.  Randall.  Pennsylvania. 

John  G.  Carlisle,  Kentucky. 

Thomas  B.  Reed.  Maine. 

Charles  F.  Crisp,  Georgia. 

Champ  Clark,  Missouri. 

Nicholas  Longworth.  Ohio. 

John  N.  Garner,  Texas. 

Henry  T.  Ralney,  Dllnois. 

THE  LATE   SABCTTEL  E.   WINSLOW 

Mr.  HOLiMES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  5  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  Mr.  Speaker,  an  outstanding  citizen,  a 
former  Member  of  this  House  for  12  years,  my  great  and  good 
friend  Samuel  E.  Winslow,  a  lifelong  resident  and  civic  and 
political  leader  of  my  home  city  of  Worcester,  died  recently 
in  his  home  environment,  mourned  by  his  host  of  friends 
there  and  throughout  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachu.setts. 
And  I  am  sure  that  among  the  present  Members  of  the  House 
who  served  here  with  "Sam,"  or  "Colonel,"  Winslow.  as  he 
was  known  to  them  affectionately,  they  will  share  with  me 
deep  sorrow  at  his  passing. 

Notable  among  such  Members  is  the  able  and  distinguished 
majority  leader  the  gentleman  from  Texas  lB4r.  RavbuejiJ, 
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who  served  on  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Cwiunerce  when  "Sam"'  Winslow  was  chairman  of  that  great 
committee. 

Colonel  Winslow  stemmed  from  colonial  stock  and  was  to 
the  manner  bom  a  gentleman  of  the  old  school.  He  was 
affable,  kindly,  and  tolerant,  although  strong  and  unyielding 
in  his  convictions  which  he  would  not  compromise  for  personal 
advantage. 

"Sara"  Winslow's  activities  were  multifarious.  In  all  of 
Which  he  stood  out  prominently  as  a  leader,  whether  in  col- 
lege debates,  whether  in  sports,  in  which  he  excelled  in  base- 
ball and  in  football  as  a  member  of  the  old  Harvard  champion 
eleven,  whether  in  business  as  an  executive  in  many  enter- 
prises and  civic  movements,  or  whether  as  Member  of  Con- 
gress, with  keen  knowledge  of  national  affairs,  especially  in 
relation  to  the  tariff  question,  the  varied  problems  of  inter- 
state and  foreign  commerce,  the  merchant  marine,  and  the 
complexities  of  banking  and  currency. 

Colonel  Winslow  retired  from  this  House  in  1925.  He  was 
appointed  by  President  Hoover  to  be  a  member  of  the  Board 
of  Mediation,  an  appointment  that  met  with  general  ap- 
proval, for  no  man  was  ever  better  equipped  by  temperament 
and  other  j)ersonal  characteristics  than  he  for  such  exacting 
and  dehcate  duty.  Upon  relinquishing  that  office  at  a  ripe 
age  and  after  a  long  life  of  constructive  service  to  his  fellow 
men  and  to  his  city.  State,  and  Nation,  he  retired  to  his  home 
there  to  live  in  retrospect  and  to  content  himself  in  making 
weekly  newspaper  contributions  of  his  reminiscences  from 
what  he  called  Colonel  Winslow's  Easy  Chair,  and  while 
thus  engaged  this  gentleman,  this  lovable  character,  this 
American  statesman  and  patriot,  passed  to  his  sure  reward, 
leaving  the  legacy  of  a  life  well  spent  and  an  example  of 
exalted  citizenship  worthy  of  emulation- 
Mr.  Sp*»aker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  to  include  an  editorial  and  an  article  from 
a  local  paper  relating  to  the  life,  character,  and  public 
service  of  Colonel  Winslow. 

The  SPEAKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  editorial  and  article  referred  to  follow: 

Samuix  E.  Wikslow 
The  death  of  Samuel  E.  Winslow,  for  12  years  Member  of  Con- 
gress from  this  district,  takes  from  the  Worcester  scene  a  man 
who  has  been  prominent  In  Its  affairs  In  many  ways  for  over  half 
•  century.  Colonel  Winslow,  early  In  his  young  manhood,  began 
to  take  part  In  tl^  public  and  political  life  of  the  community,  and 
he  continued  to  rtake  part  in  increasing  measure  as  long  as  his 
days  lasted. 

He  was  of  a  genial  disposition  with  a  great  ftmd  of  humor  and 
ready  wit.  which  made  him  an  interesting  figure  in  any  gathering. 
He  was  much  sought  after  as  a  toastmaster  and  as  a  speaker  at 
public  events.  He  had  a  host  of  friends  because  he  was  the  sort 
of  man  who  simply  radiated  friendship. 

with  all  his  prominence  In  biosiness  and  In  public  life,  and 
despite  his  marked  affability,  he  was  withal  a  modest  man.  Not- 
withstanding the  hardening  which  comes  with  long  service  in  pub- 
lic life,  he  was  a  sensitive  man.  He  was.  in  an  unostentatious  way, 
a  markedly  rellgioiis  man.  There  were  many  faceu  to  his  char- 
acter. 

His  modesty  and  his  dislike  of  ostentation  Is  well  evidenced  In 
the  letter  of  Instructions  he  left  with  reference  to  his  funeral 
Here  was  a  document  written  9  years  ago,  and  It  evidently  was 
well  thought  out,  because  he  reaffirmed  it  only  2  years  ago.  He 
wanted  none  of  the  pomp  and  circumstance  that  so  ofttimes  go 
with  the  funeral  of  a  public  man.  He  wanted  no  church  service, 
no  outpouring  of  friends  to  show  their  respect,  no  expenditures 
for  a  great  maw  of  flowers,  nor  any  of  the  trappings  that  mari 
the  obsequies  of  the  prominent.  Just  a  simple  service  at  the 
crenuktory.  a  senrice  Just  for  his  wife,  his  chUdren.  and  their  con- 
•orts,  and  his  grandchildren— the  immediate  family  and  none 
others.  That  shows  a  side  of  the  man  which  few  knew.  There 
were  indeed,  as  we  have  said,  many  facets  to  his  character. 

The  last  few  years,  sin^ce  his  retirement  from  the  United  States 
Board  of  Mediation,  his  last  public  office,  he  had  lived  quietly  at 
his  former  home  in  Leicester  and  later  here  In  Worcester.  The 
,  last  3  years  he  conducted  a  column  in  the  Gazette.  Colonel  Wins- 
low's Easy  Chair,  where  he  dispensed  some  of  his  knowledge  of 
events  in  public  life  and  some  of  his  philosophy. 

He  loved  the  newspaper  office.  He  liked,  to  browse  around  its 
▼artcus  editorial  and  reportorlal  offices,  and  he  had  become  a  much 
honored  and  highly  regarded  member  of  this  newspaper  family. 

He  had  a  fuU  and  colorful  life.  He  will  be  missed  in  many  a 
quarter.  We  shall  miss  his  gcmgs  and  comings  here  In  the  Tele- 
gram  and   Gasette.     He   was  a  character   in  this  community — a 


character  of  worth  and  wholeaomeness.  Rls  passing  will  bring 
real  regret  In  many  places,  both  modest  and  high,  becaxise  Colonel 
Winslow's  friends  were  all-lncluslve. 

CoLONKL  Winslow  StrcccMBS  tN  Hospital — Formhi  Conciessman 
Prominent  in  PoLmcAL  Lin  for  Half  Centuht 

Samuel  Ellsworth  Winslow,  78,  prominent  in  the  political  life  of 
the  county.  State,  and  Nation  for  more  than  half  a  centry,  died  at 
4:30  o'clock  this  morning  after  a  short  Illness.  He  was  stricken 
with  a  shock  at  his  apartment  in  the  Hotel  Bancroft  July  9  and 
removed  to  City  Hospital. 

Colonel  Winslow's  request  for  a  simple  and  private  funeral  service 
will  be  followed  out  by  the  family.  The  request  was  made  In  a 
statement  prepared  by  himself  in  1931  and  recently  discussed  with 
members  of  his  family  and  Rev.  Dr.  Maxwell  Savage,  who  will  offici- 
ate. In  this  statement  Colonel  Winslow  said.  "Although  I  am 
respectfully  mindful  of  the  general  practice  and  the  views  of  others, 
it  would  please  me  to  be  cared  for,  after  death,  In  the  simpiest 
manner  po.ssible." 

The  body  wUl  be  cremated  and  the  asihes  buried  in  Hope  Cemetery. 

Better  known  as  "Colonel"  or  "Sam"  to  a  host  of  friends  through- 
out New  England  and  in  Washington,  where  he  represented  his 
congressional  district  12  years,  Mr.  Winslow  was  a  fanilllar  flgtire 
In  the  civic  and  political  life  of  Worcester  for  many  years.  After 
he  retired  from  active  participation  In  politics  he  kept  in  touch 
with  national  and  local  affairs  of  his  party  and  was  often  consulted 
In  an  advisory  capacity. 

He  was  a  Republican,  and  in  his  younger  days  had  no  peer  as  a 
campaigner.  He  could  give  and  take  with  the  best  of  his  political 
advor.saries.  and  In  1912  answered  the  demand  of  party  leaders  to 
redeem  the  district  from  the  Democrats  and  consented  to  run  for 
Congress.  He  was  elected  that  year  and  continued  to  serve  in  Con- 
gress more  than  a  decade. 

rvZNING   CAZETTX   WRTTEK 

In  recent  years  he  had  given  the  public  some  of  the  Interesting 
and  amusing  Incidents  of  his  long  and  colorful  career  in  a  weekly 
column  "Colonel  Winslow's  easy  chair."  In  the  Evening  Gazette. 

On  June  5.  1937.  he  began  making  weekly  contributions  to  the 
Gazette  and  his  writings  brought  forth  favorable  comment  from 
many  sources. 

R^arded  as  a  leader  in  the  National  House.  Mr.  Winslow.  as  chair- 
man of  the  United  States  Mediation  Board  for  8  years,  was  brought 
into  the  public  eye  as  one  of  the  outstanding  public  servants  cf  the 
country.  He  was  appointed  to  this  board  in  1930  by  President 
Hoover. 

He  had  a  way  of  making  friends  even  among  his  political  oppo- 
nents. He  came  by  his  politics  naturally,  as  his  father  was  four 
times  mayor  of  Worcester. 

In  1896  he  was  mentioned  as  the  party  candidate  for  lieutenant- 
governor. 

When  a  pupil  in  one  of  the  low  grades  In  Worcester,  he  Joined  a 
drum  corps  organized  by  Mrs  George  H.  Ward,  widow  of  Colonel 
Ward  of  the  Fifteenth  Massachusette  Regiment,  who  was  klUed  In 
the  BatUe  of  Gettysburg.  Later  he  became  drum  major  of  a  corns 
of  125  Harvard  students. 

It  was  while  a  student  in  high  school  the  decea.sed  gained  his 
first  experience  in  politics.  As  election  day  came  around  he  would 
go  to  the  ward  room  in  the  Oxford  Street  School  and  get  a  list  of 
these  who  had  not  voted  and  go  after  them  in  his  father's  carriflge 

While  at  Wllliston  Seminary  he  helped  to  organize  political 
parades  in  the  Garfield  and  Arthur  Presidential  campaign. 

LXAOKR  AT  HARVARD 

At  Harvard.  Mr.  Winslow  was  a  leader  in  many  departments  He 
was  editor  of  the  Crimson  and  business  manager  of  the  Lampoon 
He  was  a  leader  in  the  Republican  Political  Club  of  Harvard  2  vears 
and  organized  the  Harvard  Machine  Club  It  was  however  In 
athletics  he  attracted  public  attention  while  in  college  He  was  a 
giant  in  stature  and  a  baseball  and  football  player  of  exceptional 

In  the  year  he  was  captain  of  the  winning  Harvard  nine.  It  played 
16  championship  games,  winning  10  In  18»4  and  1885  he  was  a 
center  rusher  on  the  Harvard  football  eleven 

At  coUege  he  also  made  his  mark  as  a  "debater  and  political 
organizer.  *~"i4v-«i 

He  was  a  pitcher  and  captain  of  the  Harvard  baseball  ter«m  that 
won  the  intercollegiate  championship  In  1885.  He  continued  his 
Interest  in  athletics  down  through  the  years  and  was  frequently  a 
6p«:tator  at  the  home  games  of  the  Washington  Senators 

Six  years  ago  he  was  one  of  a  large  committee  of  old-time  ball 
players  who  greeted  Connie  Mack,  venerable  leader  of  the  Phila- 
delphia Athletics,  when  he  brought  his  team  to  a  home-comlne 
reception  In  North  Brookfleld.  Colonel  Winslow.  the  same  age  al 
Connie,  was  always  an  admirer  of  the  latter. 

Colonel  Winslow  was  prominent  in  the  club  and  social  life  of 
Harvard,  being  a  member  of  the  Delta  Kappa  Epsllon  Zeta  Pi  th« 
Haety  Pudding  Club,  and  other  organizations.  ' 

XNTXRXn   FATHSS'S  BUSimSS 

After  his  graduation  from  Harvard,  he  traveled  In  Eurone  several 
months,  returning  to  engage  in  business  in  Worcester  in  1886  He 
went  into  business  with  his  father  as  secretary  and  clerk  of  the 
Samuel  Winslow  Skate  Manufacturing  Co.  After  an  exiitrlence  In 
LY™.'''P«''"^"'%°'  ^^t  '^"^in^ss.  he  went  on  thrroad  m  a 
ralesman.  He  was  also  a  buyer,  traveling  throughout  the  United 
States,  and  later  became  president  of  the  company.  "^"^ 
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In  addition  he  became  active  In  many  of  the  business  enterprises 
of  his  home  city,  being  a  director  of  the  United  States  Envelope 
Co.  and  the  State  Mutual  Life  Assurance  Co.  of  Worcester,  the 
Worcester  Consolidated  Street  Railway,  and  the  Mechanics  Bank. 

He  was  bom  in  Worcester  April  11,  1862,  the  son  of  Samuel  and 
Mary  Weeks  (Robbins)  Winslow.  He  was  educated  In  the  public 
schools  and  graduated  from  Worcester  High  School  as  president  of 
his  class  In  1880.  He  then  attended  WUllston  Seminary,  where 
he  was  class  president,  and  graduated  bachelor  of  arts  from  Harvard 
In  the  class  of  1886. 

On  his  father's  side  he  was  a  descendant  of  Kenelm  Winslow, 
one  of  the  Pilgrim  fathers  and  a  brother  of  Edward  Winslow,  one 
of  the  Governors  of  the  Plymouth  Colony. 

Colonel  Winslow  lived  at  10  Linden  Street.  Worcester,  and  main- 
tained Stonewall  farm  atop  Leicester  Hill,  Leicester,  long  recog- 
nized as  one  of  the  show  places  of  Worcester  County.  The  resi- 
dence Is  a  stately,  dignified,  and  handsomely  proportioned  man- 
sion of  the  true  colonial  style  and  has  spacious  lawns  and  extensive 
grounds.  The  estate  of  24  acres  was  acquired  by  Leicester  Academy 
In  Octolxr  1939.  and  the  nuiln  house  nmde  over  for  a  residence 
for  faculty  members  and  students. 

He  was  ast-ociated  with  Worcester  City  Hot^pltal  22  years,  21  as 
a  trustee,  and  was  a  former  president  of  the  Ixjard  of  trustees.  He 
was  a  member  of  the  executive  committee  of  Leicester  Academy,  a 
trxistee  of  Worcester  Academy,  a  member  of  the  Worcester  County 
Musical  Association,  and  a  vice  president  of  Worcester  Agricultural 
Society. 

ON  GOVBtNOR^S  STAFT 

In  religion,  Mr.  Winslow  was  a  Unitarian. 

He  was  an  aide-de-camp  on  the  staff  of  Gov.  J.  Q.  A.  Brackett, 
with  the  rank  of  colonel  In  1890,  was  chairman  of  the  Republican 
City  Committee  of  Worcester  from  1890  to  1892.  and  of  the  Massa- 
chusetts Republican  Committee  from  1893  to  1894. 

In  1908  he  was  a  delegate  to  the  National  Republican  Convention 
at  Chicago. 

Colonel  Winslow  was  associated  with  several  clubs.  Including  the 
Worcester.  Commonwealth.  Automobile.  Tatnuck  Country,  Worces- 
ter Country,  Qulnslgamond  Boat,  the  Harvard  Clubs  of  Boston. 
Worcester.  New  York,  and  Washington,  the  Metropolitan,  Chevy 
Chase,  and  National  Press  Clubs  of  Washington,  the  Worcester 
Grange,  and  many  other  organizations  for  special  purposes 

Mr.  Winslow.  April  17.  1889.  married  Bertha  Lucenla  Russell, 
daughter  of  Col.  Edward  J.  and  Lucenla  (Prouty)  Russell,  of  Worces- 
ter.    Six  children  were  born  to  them,  Samuel  2d  dying  In  Infancy. 

He  is  survived  by  his  widow;  one  daughter,  Dorothy  W  ,  wife  of 
William  H  Sawyer.  Jr.;  four  sons.  Russell  Winslow,  of  Chicago.  111., 
Samuel  E  Winslow.  Jr..  of  Brookllne,  and  John  and  Kenelm  Wins- 
lew,  of  Worcester;  eight  grandchildren;   and  one  great-grandchild. 

TXaXLZSS  WOBKXa 

George  P.  Booth.  wrlUng  of  "Sam"  Winslow  in  1912,  had  this  to 
•ay:  "He  is  a  tireless  worker.  He  Is  one  of  the  solid  businessmen  of 
Worcester.  Next  to  the  skate  business  he  loves  politics  and  is  never 
■o  happy  as  when  in  the  thick  of  a  political  campaign.  He  Is  an 
aggressive  fighter,  but.  withal,  diplomatic,  a  good  organizer,  and  a 
good  mixer." 

"Many  men  who  have  occupied  places  of  high  honor  in  the 
political  life  of  the  city,  county,  and  State  owe  much  to  the  ener- 
getic work  of  Mr.  Winslow.  He  has  been  fortunate  in  leading  In 
the  fights  for  others. 

"In  Congress  Mr  Winslow  did  much  to  protect  the  manufactur- 
ing Interests  of  the  New  England  States  against  encroachment  by 
the  South.  He  was  in  Congress  at  the  time  the  Underwood  tariff 
bill  was  under  consideration,  which,  some  seemed  to  think  at 
that  time,  was  boiuid  to  destroy  the  prosperity  of  the  North.  It 
was  said  of  him  then  if  New  England  had  not  been  represented  by 
men  like  Colonel  Winslow  the  Underwood  bill  would  have  been 
mvtch  more  drastic. 

"He  took  a  big  part  In  framing  the  Currency  Act,  which  eventu- 
ally revolutionized  the  financial  sjrstem  of  the  United  States. 

"His  knowledge  of  finance  and  currency,  coupled  with  his  ex- 
perience in  business,  was  worth  much  to  the  committee  that  had 
the  bUl  in  charge. 

"He  was  regairded  as  one  of  tlte  most  faithful  of  Massachusetts 
men  in  Congress.  He  was  in  his  seat  day  after  day,  doing  what  he 
cculd  to  assist  m  unraveling  many  of  the  issues  of  the  day.  It  was 
because  of  the  work  done  by  calm-minded  thinking  men  like 
Colonel  Winslow  the  strict  neutrality  of  the  United  States  was 
made  possible  prior  to  the  first  World  War. 

"The  advice  of  Congressman  Winslow  when  the  merchant  ma- 
rine bill  was  before  the  House,  that  being  one  of  the  direct  results 
of  the  war  m  Europe,  was  of  great  Importance.  He  stood  out  at 
that  time  as  one  of  the  efficient  members  whose  knowledge  of 
business  conditions  generally,  and  whose  ability  to  face  a  crUis, 
were  at  the  disposal  of  the  Nation,  regardless  of  party  ties  or 
partisan  inclinstion." 

Congressman  Winslow,  although  a  Republican  of  the  old  school, 
had  acme  strength  among  the  Democrats.  He  gained  thU  because 
of  his  kindly  disposition  and  fair-minded  methods  of  dealing 
with  labor.  His  genial  personality  made  friends  for  him  among 
all  parties  The  result  of  that  was  shown  in  the  1912  campaign, 
when,  with  the  Republican  Party  spUttlng  everywhere,  Mr.  Winslow 
bad  no  difficulty  In  winning  election. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Jenkins  1. 
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SHOT7LD  THE  PRESIDENT  HAVE  A  THIRD  TERM? 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  of 
whether  we  should  elect  a  President  for  a  third  term  is  the 
most  important  issue  of  the  1940  campaign.  It  is  an  American 
tradition  almost  imiversally  accepted  that  no  man  should 
seek  his  third  term  as  President.  Most  Americans  adhere 
tenaciously  to  this  tradition  and  even  those  who  might  con- 
cede that  under  some  circumstances  this  tradition  might  be 
relaxed,  will  insist  that  it  should  be  relaxed  only  in  a  case  of 
great  national  emergency  or  in  a  case  where  the  services  of 
the  incumbent  are  indispensable. 

Is  there  such  an  emei-gency?  Is  Mr.  Roosevelt  indispensa- 
ble? If  these  are  the  two  exceptions  and  the  only  two  let  us 
examine  them  carefully. 

EMEBCENCT 

Ever  since  the  New  Deal  came  into  power  we  have  heard 
the  word  "emergency."  Nearly  all  legislation  has  been  de- 
manded as  an  "emergency"  and  all  mistakes  have  been  justi- 
fied as  "emergencies." 

If  there  is  an  emergency  calling  for  Mr.  Roosevelt's  election 
for  a  third  term  it  must  arise  from  war  conditions  or  from 
economic  conditions  such  as  relief^  W.  P.  A.  and  unemploy- 
ment. 

WAR  CONOmONS 

The  manner  in  which  Mr,  Roosevelt  has  handled  the  war 
situation  has  brought  more  criticism  than  any  other  one  mat- 
ter. He  has  been  quite  generally  condemned  for  his  pwlicies 
and  more  especially  for  his  personal  conversations  and  con- 
duct. There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  American  people  quite 
generally  believe  that  he  is  strongly  pro-war.  Tliis  is  proved 
by  the  almost  universal  demand  of  the  people  that  Congress 
stay  in  session  in  spite  of  the  President's  wish  that  Congress 
adjourn.  The  people  are  afraid  of  the  President's  war  policies. 
Therefore  war  emergency  arises  from  the  fact  that  Mr.  Roose- 
velt is  in  office  and  not  from  any  fear  that  he  may  not  continue 
in  office. 

BELIET,   W.  p.  A.,  AND  XTNXMPLOTMENT 

The  fact  that  conditions  calling  for  relief  and  W.  P.  A. 
assistance  are  yet  very  grave  problems  in  our  country  prove 
that  the  New  Deal  has  not  solved  these  problems  and  that  if 
there  is  an  emergency  it  is  such  l)ecause  of  the  New  Deal  ineffi- 
ciency. Unemplosnnent  has  been  an  emergency  and  it  is  an 
emergency  now.  The  8  years  of  Mr.  Roosevelt's  administra- 
tion has  not  removed  the  emergency,  for  unemployment  is  as 
gieat  now  as  formerly.  This  emergency  will  best  be  removed 
by  the  restoration  to  power  of  the  Republican  Party. 

INDISPINSASLX 

Is  Mr.  Roosevelt  indispensable?  In  a  speech  in  New  York 
on  November  3, 1932,  Mr.  Roosevelt  himself,  quoting  President 
Wilson,  said: 

There  Is  no  indispensable  man. 

To  admit  that  any  one  man  is  indispensable  to  the  perpe- 
tuity of  our  Government  is  to  admit  that  our  system  of  gov- 
ernment is  wrong.  It  is  to  admit  that  a  democracy  or  republic 
cannot  function.  It  is  an  admission  that  our  country  must 
have  a  dictator  or  a  one-man  government.  Mr.  Roosevelt  is 
rot  indispensable.  No  man  since  the  foundation  of  the  Gtov- 
einment  has  been  indispensable.  Our  country  went  right  on 
when  Washington  retired,  and  it  went  right  on  when  Lincoln 
died.  Anyone  who  argues  that  Roosevelt  or  any  other  man  is 
indispensable  should  hang  his  head  in  shame.  The  glorious 
past  of  this  Republic  refutes  it,  and  the  serious  prospects  of 
the  future  protests  against  it.  With  freedom's  soil  beneatti 
cur  feet  and  freedom's  banner  floating  over  us  we  cannot  be 
worthy  of  freedom's  blessings  if  we  k)eheve  that  there  is  within 
our  citizenship  but  one  man  capable  of  leadership.  If  the 
Democratic  Party  is  committed  to  such  a  philosophy  it  does 
not  deserve  to  succeed.  If  there  is  but  one  man  capable  of 
leading  America  what  will  we  do  if  he  should  die?  A  most 
dismal  prospect  it  would  be. 

Roosevelt  did  not  receive  his  third-term  nomination  by 
reason  of  any  great  ground  swell  of  pub.ic  sentiment  but  by 
reason  of  a  well-planned  and  well-executed  political  campaign 
where  the  power  and  influence  of  public  funds  and  public 
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patronage  was  exerted  with  terrific  effect  on  the  candidacies 
of  other  well-qualifled  men.  That  prominent  Democrats  such 
as  Vice  President  Gamer  and  Postmaster  Farley  and  ex-Gov- 
ernor White,  of  Ohio,  and  thousands  of  others  looked  with 
disfavor  on  the  third-term  candidacy  of  Mr.  Roosevelt  prove 
that  there  was  no  emergency  or  any  other  condition  that  de- 
manded that  Mr.  Roosevelt  be  nominated  for  his  third  term. 

The  crass  arrogance  and  wasteful  extravagance  of  the 
New  Deal  and  the  high-handed  political  tyranny  manifested 
in  the  Chicago  convention  convinces  any  reasonable  mind 
that  Mr.  Roosevelt's  nomination  was  effected  by  reason  of 
"blitzkrieg"  methods,  and  in  spite  of  the  wishes  of  the  people. 

The  great  Washington  no  doubt  could  have  had  a  third 
consecutive  term,  but  he  declined  it  emphatically.  Although 
Jefferson  was  popular,  he  would  not  have  a  third  term  because 
he  had  on  many  previous  occasions  indicated  his  opposition 
to  it  and  gave  most  convincing  reasons  for  his  position.  An- 
drew Jackson  also  was  popular,  but  he  had  recommended  in 
each  of  his  annual  messages  to  Congress  that  the  Constitu- 
tion be  amended  to  provide  for  a  single  term  of  4  or  6  years. 
I  have  seen  it  in  print  that  Mr.  Coolidge  could  have  had  a 
third  term.  I  think  this  is  doubtful.  At  any  rate.  Mr.  Cool- 
idge had  not  served  two 'full  consecutive  terms.  Theodore 
Roosevelt  contested  for  what  might  be  considered  as  a  third 
term,  although  he  had  not  served  two  full  terms,  but  it  was 
not  for  a  third  consecutive  term.  Grant  reluctantly  per- 
mitted himself  to  be  considered  for  the  nomination  for  a  third 
full  term,  but  it  was  not  consecutive,  and  he  was  not  nomi- 
nated. The  danger  from  a  third  term  comes  from  its  being 
consecutive.  Three  nonconsecutive  terms  would  not  be 
fraught  with  the  dangers  from  bureaucracy  and  dictatorship 
that  would  attend  three  consecutive  terms.  All  our  two- 
term  Presidents  have  declined  to  consider  three  consecutive 
terms,  and  those  who  considered  a  third  nonconsecutive 
term  were  emphatically  denied  it. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  refuses  to  emulate  Washington  or  Jefferson 
and  turns  his  back  on  the  admonitions  of  Andrew  Jackson, 
who  is  his  model  President  and  ideal  American.  How  dif- 
ferent the  positive,  thrifty,  and  determined  Jackson  and  the 
Insincere,  prodigal,  and  fickle  Roosevelt! 

He  now  gives  no  heed  to  the  Democratic  platform  of  1912 
on  which  Woodrow  Wilson  was  elected  and  which  says: 

No  man  should  be  eligible  for  a  third  term  ol  the  Presidential 
office. 

That  platform  also  advocated  a  constitutional  amendment 
as  follows: 

We  favor  the  single  Presidential  term  and  to  that  end  urge  the 
adoption  of  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  making  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  Ineligible  for  reelection  and  we  pledge 
the  candidate  of  the  convention  to  this  principle. 

Woodrow  Wilson  ran  on  that  platform  but  accepted  his 
second  term.  Mr.  Roosevelt  stood  for  that  platform,  yet  he 
will  accept  a  third  term. 

In  1896  the  Democratic  convention  adopted  a  plank  as 
follows: 

We  declare  It  to  be  the  unwritten  law  of  the  Republic  established 
by  custom  and  usage  of  a  hundred  years,  and  sanctioned  by  the 
example  of  the  greatest  and  wisest  of  those  who  founded  and 
maintained  our  Government,  that  no  man  should  be  elected  for 
•  third  term  of  the  Presidential  office. 

In  1928  when  it  appeared  that  Mr.  Coolidge  might  aspire 
to  a  third  term,  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  adopted  a 
resolution  against  a  third  term.  This  was  supported  by  prac- 
tically all  of  the  Democrats  in  the  Senate.  The  resolution 
is  as  follows: 

Resolved.  That  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  the  precedent 
established  by  Washington  and  other  Presidents  of  the  United 
States  In  retiring  from  the  Presidential  office  after  their  second 
term,  has  become,  by  a  universal  concurrence,  a  part  of  our  repub- 
lican system  cf  government,  and  that  any  departure  from  this 
time-honored  custom  would  be  unwise,  unpatriotic,  and  fraught 
with  peril  to  our  free  institutions;  and  b<»  it  further 

Resolved.  That  the  State  commends  observance  of  this  precedent 
by  the  President. 

Hiis  was  only  a  few  years  ago.  Many  of  the  Democratic 
Senators  who  voted  for  this  resolution  then  are  yet  Members 
of  that  great  body.     Among  them  are  Senators  Ashtjrst, 


(Dear  Alben)  Barkley,  Glass,  Harrison.  King,  McKellar, 
Neely.  Pittman,  Sheppard,  Smith.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma, 
Tydings.  and  Wheeler.  No  doubt  each  of  these  great  Dem- 
ocrats, all  friends  of  the  President,  will  find  it  difBcuIt  to 
square  that  vote  with  an  open  advocacy  of  his  candidacy 
for  a  third  term.  Senator  Norris  also  voted  for  that  resolu- 
tion, but  somehow  it  seems  he  has  changed  his  mind,  and 
argues  vigorously  for  a  third  term  for  Roosevell^.  It  will  be 
Interesting  to  know  his  excuse  for  his  inconsistency.  It  will 
be  difficult  for  him  to  explain  how  a  procedure  that  in  1928 
was  "unwise,  unpatriotic,  and  fraught  with  danger  to  our 
free  Institutions"  is  wise,  patriotic,  and  fraught  with  great 
and  everlasting  benefits  to  the  Republic  in  1940.  Verily, 
verily  "consistency  thou  art  a  jewel." 

Whether  the  best  interests  of  the  Republic  demand  the 
reelection  of  the  present  incumbent  for  his  third  consecu- 
tive term  should  not  be  decided  upon  the  present-day  eco- 
nomic conditions.  This  is  a  much  larger  question  than 
personal  interests  or  party  success.  It  is  beyond  and  outside 
of  the  personality  or  the  personal  welfare  of  the  man.  It  is  a 
matter  that  was  given  much  consideration  in  the  Consti- 
tutional Convention  of  1787.  Hamilton  favored  a  strong 
National  Government  with  long  tenure  for  the  President. 
His  position  had  practically  no  support.  Jefferson,  whose 
opposition  to  a  monarchy  was  a  passion  with  him.  although 
he  was  in  Europe  when  the  Constitution  was  being  written, 
through  his  followers  was  successful,  early  in  the  Convention, 
in  having  the  tenure  fixed  at  one  term  of  7  years  with  no 
succession.  This  provision  remained  in  the  tentative  draft 
of  the  Constitution  until  September  1,  2  days  before  the  final 
adjournment  of  the  Convention,  when  the  term  was  reduced 
to  4  years  with  no  mention  of  additional  terms.  Of  this 
change  Jefferson,  many  years  later,  still  strongly  convinced 
that  he  was  right,  said: 

My  wish  therefore  was  that  the  President  should  be  elected  for 
7  years,  and  be  Ineligible  afterward.  This  term  I  thought  suffi- 
cient to  enable  him.  with  the  concurrence  of  the  legislature,  to 
carry  through  and  establish  any  system  of  Improvement  he  should 
propose  for  the  general  good.  But  the  practice  adopted  I  think  Is 
berter.  allowing  his  continuance  for  8  years,  with  a  liability  to  be 
dropped  at  the  half-way  of  the  term,  making  a  period  of  probation. 

Jefferson,  further  commenting  on  this  question  of  whether 
the  best  interests  of  the  Republic  demand  the  retention  of 
any   one   man   In   the   Presidency   for   three   terms,   said: 

If  some  termination  to  the  services  of  the  Chief  Magistrate  be 
not  fixed  by  the  Constitution,  or  supplied  by  practice,  his  office, 
nominally  for  4  years,  will  in  fact  become  for  life:  and  history 
shows  how  easily  that  degenerates  into  an  inheritance. 

When  Jefferson  said,  "His  office,  nominally  for  4  years,  will, 
in  fact,  become  for  life,"  he  knew  what  we  know,  that  If  we 
ever  break  this  third-term  rule  for  a  President  he  will  be 
President  for  life,  if  he  desires  it.  Roosevelt,  with  his  abund- 
ant ego.  would  not  turn  It  down. 

Some  men  may  be  strong  enough  to  carry  on  the  demo- 
cratic processes  of  a  government  for  life,  but  history  does 
not  name  one.  On  the  contrary,  history  shows  where  bu- 
reaucracy has  throttled  the  strongest.  When  the  executive 
usurps  the  other  branches  and  the  orderly  processes  of  gov- 
ernment fail,  the  Constitution  is  impotent.  An  impotent  con- 
stitution In  the  hands  of  a  senile,  benevolent  dictator  is  as 
impotent  as  in  the  hands  of  a  despotic  dictator.  When  a 
dictator,  benevolent  or  despotic,  comes  in,  the  Constitution 
goes  out. 

Philosophically  Jefferson  was  sound,  and  practically  he  was 
sound  when  he  said: 

Should  a  President  consent  to  be  a  candidate  for  a  third  election 
vlewT^         '^^^'^  ^  rejected  on  this  demonstration  of  ambitious 

It  is  irresistible  that  If  Jefferson  were  living  to  vote  in 
November  he  would  not  vote  for  Roosevelt,  but  like  many 
sincere  Democrats  of  this  day  he  would  vote  for  Willkie. 

All  down  through  cur  history  are  many  important  Inci- 
dents that  prove  how  loyal  our  people  and  our  Presidents  have 
been  to  this  tradition  established  by  Washington.  WiUiam 
Henry  Harrison  took  office  pledged  to  one  term  only.  Ruther- 
ford B.  Hayes  favored  only  ^ne  term  for  a  President  and  was 
not  a  candidate  for  a  second  term.    Cleveland.  In  his  char- 
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acteristlc  strong  language,  declared  himself  against  a  third 
term.  McKinley  said,  "I  am  not  and  will  not  be  a  candidate 
for  a  third  term."  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  when  he  entered 
upon  his  second  term  apparently  adhered  to  this  tradition 
as  closely  as  he  ever  adhered  to  any  policy  or  principle.  He 
said  on  March  4,  1937,  on  the  occasion  of  his  Victory  Dinner 
and  when  he  was  entering  upon  his  second  term: 

I  am  by  no  means  satisfied  with  having  twice  been  elected  Presi- 
dent  of   the   United   Stales  by   very   large   majorities.     I   have  an 
even  greater  ambition.     My  ambition  relates  to  January  20.  1941 
My  great  lonbltlon  on  January  20.  1041.  Is  to  turn  over  this  desk 
and  chau-  in  the  White  House  to  my  successor. 

It  is  hard  to  conceive  that  a  President  would  fail  to  keep 
bis  promise.  Although  there  Is  no  constitutional  provision 
prohibiting  a  third-term  candidacy,  yet  there  Is  no  provision 
sanctioning  it.  We  do  know  that  a  large  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  Constitutional  Convention  did  not  favor  long 
tenure.  We  hope  that  the  people  will  on  election  day  take 
such  action  as  will  assist  Mr.  Roosevelt  to  realize  his  greatest 
of  all  ambitions — to  turn  over  his  chair  In  the  White  House 
to  his  successor  on  January  20,  1941.  In  view  of  the  almost 
imanimous  opposition  to  a  third  term  of  all  classes  of  people 
from  George  Washington  down  to  the  present  time,  the  Presi- 
dent should  not  demand  a  third  term.  With  great  unrest  in 
the  world  we.  of  all  nations,  should  not  encourage  internal 
unrest  and  discord.  Dictatorships  ttirive  on  discord  and  un- 
rest. They  stalk  across  the  world,  recognizing  neither  right 
nor  justice,  disregarding  all  promises,  however  solemnly 
entered  Into,  defying  nature,  and  denying  God.  All  this 
comes  from  a  usurpation  of  executive  power. 

To  break  the  time-honored  custom  of  two  terms  for  a 
President  and  to  elect  him  for  a  third,  a  fovu-th,  and  a  fifth 
term  would  launch  us  on  a  course  that  might  irresistibly  lead 
us  to  national  destruction.  Unlike  the  legislative  and  judi- 
cial branches  of  the  Oovemment,  the  executive  branch  is  one 
man  only.  This  one  man  is  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Army  and  the  Navy.  He  names  the  Secretary  of  State  who  Is 
our  spokesman  in  all  delicate  international  matters.  He 
names  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  might  improperly 
take  from  the  people  their  right  to  control  the  purse  strings 
of  the  Nation.  He  names  the  Attorney  General,  who  is  the 
legal  representative  of  the  Government  in  all  its  activities. 
To  give  him  the  additional  power  that  comes  from  the  con- 
trol of  a  million  Federal  employees,  federated  into  bureaus, 
by  controlling  their  action  for  a  long  and  uncertain  tenure 
is  a  danger  which  we  should  recognize  before  it  is  too  late. 

Totalitarianism  inevitably  displaces  individual  freedom  of 
action  in  business,  and  chokes  free  speech,  and  stifles  free 
worship.  God  forbid  that  the  time  may  ever  come  in  America 
when  only  one  man  shall  be  considered  competent  to  be 
President.  And  God  forbid  that  the  time  shall  ever  come 
when  any  one  man  shall  have  such  power  as  to  enable  him 
to  say,  "I  am  the  state."     (Applause.! 

EXTE3fSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  LANDIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  some 
quotations  from  Army  experts. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  I  Mr.  LahoisI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENKINS  cf  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Jenkins]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENKINS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  Congressional 
Record  of  July  30  there  appears  a  short  speech  made  by  Sen- 
ator OufTEY,  of  Pennsylvania.  He  refers  to  an  editorial  ap- 
pearing in  the  Philadelphia  Record  dated  July  29,  1940.  and 
he  states:  | 

It  Is  an  open  letter  addressed  to  Wendell  Wlllkle.  and  when  Will- 
kie replies  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  place  his  reply  in  the  Ricoao. 

It  is  seldom  that  I  have  felt  impelled  to  make  an  answer  to 
any  statement  made  by  any  Senator  or  Congressman  with 


reference  to  some  other  individual,  and  I  would  not  take  it 
upon  mj'self  to  make  answer  to  this  statement  of  Senator 
GtTFFEY  except  for  the  fact  that  I  know  something  about  the 
matter  discussed  in  the  editorial.  It  Is  likely  that  because  of 
my  connection  with  the  investigation  of  the  T.  V.  A.  that  I 
would  know  more  about  this  than  practically  any  other  Con- 
gressman. Of  course.  I  am  not  speaking  for  Mr.  Willkie.  and 
it  Is  probable  tliat  Mr.  Willkie  has  never  seen  the  Congres- 
sional Record  on  this  subject  or  the  Philadelphia  Record 
editorial. 

If  Senator  Guffet  expected  Mr.  Willkie  to  answer  the 
question  he  asked,  v/hich  is,  "Who  killed  the  paper  that  fought 
Willkie?"  I  ^111  say  that  he  probably  will  not  receive  any 
answer  from  Mr.  Willkie  to  such  an  Inconsequential  question. 
But  In  my  remarks  I  propose  to  ask  a  few  questions  myself. 
My  first  question  is  to  Senator  Guffey  as  to  how  he  came  to 
Insert  In  the  Record  this  editorial  from  the  Philadelphia 
paper.  For  fear  he  does  not  answer,  I  wID  say  that  It  Is  my 
guess  that  he  did  this  at  the  suggestion  of  one  Francis  Blddle. 
Then  I  wish  to  ask  Mr.  Francis  Biddle  two  questions,  and 
when  he  answers  them  to  Mr.  Guffey  I  should  be  glad  to  see 
them  appear  In  the  Congressional  Record.  My  first  question 
is.  Is  it  not  true  that  Francis  Biddle  supplied  the  information 
tc  the  Philadelphia  paper  for  the  editorial  above  referred  to? 
Second.  Dd  Francis  Biddle  own  stock  In  the  Chattanooga 
News  at  the  time  he  ordered  the  Investigation  of  that  paper's 
competitor?  If  he  did  not  own  It  at  that  time,  how  soon 
after  the  investigation  was  it  that  he  bought  stock  in  this 
paper  thut  Senator  Guffey  is  complaining  about  that  was 
killed  by  someone? 

Now,  let  me  give  you  some  facts.  One  Francis  Biddle  in 
1938  was  employed  as  general  counsel  by  the  congressional 
committee  appointed  to  investigate  the  T.  V.  A.  I  was  a 
member  of  that  committee.  I  objected  to  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Biddle  for  various  reasons.  I  maintained  that  he 
would  not  make  a  fair  Investigation,  and  my  judgment  was 
vindicated  In  this  respect  at  every  turn  during  the  whole 
investigation.  It  was  well  recognized  by  any  impartial  ob- 
server that  he  was  at  all  times  cooperating  with  the  T.  V.  A. 
officials  and  Its  attorneys  and  at  no  time  attempted  to  make 
a  fair  examination  but.  on  the  contrary,  bent  his  every  energy 
to  justify  the  T.  V.  A.  Instead  of  making  a  fair  investigation. 

Late  In  the  investigation  he  insisted  that  the  committee 
go  down  from  Knoxville  to  Chattanooga  to  make  seme  inves- 
tigations there.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  no  definite  In- 
formation was  given  to  the  committee  as  to  what  was  ex- 
pected to  be  investigated  and  what  was  to  be  done  on  this 
trip  to  Chattanooga.  When  we  arrived  there  we  found 
that  Mr.  Biddle  had  already  sent  down  to  Chattanooga  a 
large  number  of  snoopers  and  Investigators  who  were  not 
known  to  at  least  three  members  of  the  committee  and 
probably  not  known  to  any  members  of  the  committee. 
These  men  had  been  in  Chattanooga  making  a  snooping  In- 
vestigation into  the  activities  of  one  newspaper,  to  wit, 
the  Chattanooga  Fiee  Press.  This  paper  was  a  competitor 
of  the  Chattanooga  News.  Two  years  before  there  had  been 
a  very  bitter  fight  in  Chattanooga  over  the  proposition  of 
whether  the  city  would  buy  out  the  facilities  of  a  power 
company  which  was  serving  the  city  of  Chattanooga  and 
which  was  at  that  time  a  part  of  the  Commonwealth  and 
Southern  system,  of  which  Mr.  Willkie  was  the  active  head. 
This  contest  was  decided  by  an  election  held  in  the  city,  the 
result  of  which  found  its  way  into  the  courts.  Charges  and 
countercharges  were  filed  by  the  different  groups  interested. 
It  developed  at  the  hearing  that  the  grand  jury  2  years  be- 
fore had  considered  the  whole  matter  and  had  done  nothing 
about  it  and  it  was  also  brought  out  in  the  hearings  that 
those  whose  duty  it  was  to  file  reports  as  to  expenditures  In- 
curred in  the  election  had  filed  the  same  in  the  proper  way 
and  at  the  proper  places.  Just  why  this  man  Biddle  should 
want  to  drag  the  committee  down  to  Chattanooga  to  make 
this  investigation  was  always  a  mystery  to  me  until  after 
October  1.  1939,  when  the  Chattanooga  News  of  Tennessee 
filed  Its  report  giving  a  list  of  Its  stockholders  and  it  appeared 
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at  that  time  that  Mr.  Francis  Biddle  was  one  of  the  stock- 
holders of  the  Chattanooga  News.  Apparently  he  called  the 
investigation  of  the  Chattanooga  Piee  Press  with  the  hope 
tliat  he  could  scandalize  it  in  some  way  so  as  to  break  it  up 
or  so  that  he  might  bring  out  some  filth  that  his  strong- 
armed  investigators  might  have  raked  together  or  put  to- 
gether. The  whole  Investigation  fell  flat  when  it  was  brought 
out  that  these  strong-armed  investigators,  some  of  whom 
were  supposed  to  be  J.  Edgar  Hoover  men,  had  been  dined 
at  the  home  of  one  George  Port  Milton,  who  was  the  editor 
and  publisher  of  the  Chattanooga  News.  Mr.  Biddle  sub- 
penaed  the  officials  of  the  Chattanooga  Free  Press  and  others 
that  he  could  embarrass,  but  he  did  not  call  the  pompous 
George  Port  Milton.  In  order  to  have  both  sides  of  the 
story  I  decided  that  we  would  subpena  this  gentleman. 
He  admitted  that  he  had  been  invited  up  to  Knoxville  and 
had  a  conference  with  Mr.  Biddle  and  that  they  had  arranged 
'^  that  Biddle  should  send  his  men  down  to  Chattahooga  and 
investigate  his  competitor.  Whether  by  arrangement  or  by 
accident  these  investigators  came  to  the  Chattanooga  Free 
Press  when  its  editor  and  manager  was  away  and  strong- 
armed  themselves  into  the  banks  and  other  institutions  in 
Chattanooga  in  an  effort  to  pry  into  all  of  the  financial 
and  business  affairs  of  those  connected  with  the  Free  Press. 

To  make  a  long  story  short  the  facts  brought  out  in  the 
investigation  indicated  clearly  that  it  was  a  wild-goose  chase 
gotten  Into  purely  for  spite.  Francis  Biddle  should  not  have 
made  that  investigation  without  the  knowledge  and  approval 
of  the  investigating  conuiiittee.  The  fact  that  he  did  ar- 
range for  it  clandestinely  -condemns  him  in  the  mind  of  any 
fair-minded  person.  If  he  owned  stock  in  the  Chattanooga 
News  at  the  time  he  called  this  clandestine  investigation  of 
the  Chattanooga  Free  Press  his  conduct  was  extremely  rep- 
rehensible. He  should  be  called  to  give  what  the  facts  are 
in  that  connection.  If  he  did  not  own  the  stock  at  that  time 
but  had  bargained  for  it  his  conduct  would  be  more  repre- 
hensible. If  during  these  investigations  he  made  any  ar- 
rangements to  buy  stock  in  this  company  his  conduct  would 
alsa  be  reprehensible.  And  if  he  bought  the  stock  after  the 
investigation  was  over  I  should  like  to  know  what  his  excuse 
would  be  for  making  such  a  purchase  because  he  could  not 
have  made  it  for  investment  purposes  because  it  was  well 
known  at  the  time  when  the  committee  was  in  Chattanooga 
that  the  Chattanooga  News  was  on  its  last  legs  financially. 
The  News  blew  up  on  about  the  1st  of  December  1939.  which 
was  about  2  months  after  the  statement  appeared  showing 
that  Biddle  had  stock  in  it. 

Wendell  Willkle  did  not  kill  the  Chattanooga  News.  It 
died  because  of  the  incompetency  of  its  managers.  If  the 
Chattanooga  News  spent  practically  all  of  its  time  In  lam- 
basting Mr.  Willkle  and  his  Interests,  it  would  be  entirely 
natural  if  these  interests  would  fight  back.  Anybody  who 
fights  WendeU  Willkie  ought  to  know  that  he  is  fighting  a 
real  fighter. 

My  advice  to  Senator  Oumrr  and  to  Francis  Biddle  is 
that  if  they  want  to  battle  Wendell  Willkie  that  they  get  out 
in  the  open  and  start.  They  will  find  in  their  contest  from 
now  to  November  that  such  tactics  as  they  employ  will  not 
win  for  them.  They  will  find  that  Willkie  has  always  been  a 
^  two-fisted  fighter  and  that  their  muck-raking  methods  will 
not  avail  them  anything. 

Again  I  call  on  Senator  Gtttfey  and  Francis  Biddle  to 
answer  the  questions  that  I  have  hereinbefore  asked  of  them. 
[Applause.! 

LEAVE  or  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as 
follows: 

To  Mr.  Mahon  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Thomason).  for  5 
days,  on  account  of  official  business,  being  member  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  inspecting  Army  posts. 

To  Mr.  Shanley.  for  2  days,  on  account  of  important 
business. 

To  Mr.  Coffee  of  Nebraska,  for  3  days,  on  account  of 
engagement  in  his  district. 

To  Mr.  AuroLo,  indefinitely,  on  account  of  illness. 


extension  of  remarks 
Mr.  BREWSTER,    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
an  address  by  me. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maine  I  Mr.  Brewster]? 
There  was  no  objection. 

PERBnssioN  to  address  the  house 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute  and  to 
Include  in  my  remarks  an  editorial  appearing  in  the  Wash- 
ington Post  of  Isist  Saturday. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  IMrs.  Rogers!? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Speaker,  today  much 
to  my  regret  the  House  tabled  a  privileged  resolution  I  Intro- 
duced which  called  for  a  weekly  repwrt  with  reference  to  the 
progress  of  national  defense  by  the  President's  National  Ad- 
visory Committee  on  National  Defense.  The  editorial  in  the 
Post  speaks  with  praise  of  the  committee  because  they 
broadcasted  some  pwints  on  their  progress  on  Thursday 
night.  Mr.  David  Lawrence  states  in  tonight's  Star  that  it 
was  not  candid  but  I  am  sure  it  was  interesting.  I  did  not 
hear  it.  I  am  sure  the  Post  would  feel  that  the  Congress 
should  be  informed  first  of  what  is  going  on.  And  informed 
regularly.  Many  may  not  be  in  a  position  to  listen  to  broad- 
casts— but  the  Congress  certainly  should  be  kept  in- 
formed of  what  is  accomplished  or  not  accomplished.  Lack 
of  knowledge  of  the  unpreparedness  of  the  countries  in  Europe 
Is  responsible  for  their  tragic  plight.  We  cannot  afford  to 
let  that  happen  in  America. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  also  believe  that  the  public  should  realize 
fully  what  is  being  done  so  far  as  national  defense  is  con- 
cerned and  they  should  be  informed  as  to  what  is  being 
actually  accomplished  and  not  just  by  radio  addresses,  inter- 
esting as  they  may  be.  If  the  public  were  kept  fully  advised 
the  task  would  be  greatly  speeded  up  and  facilitated  be- 
cause the  people  of  America  want  to  do  their  part  in  the 
national  defense.  If  the  defense  is  not  progressing  true 
Americans  want  to  know.  Americans  are  intensely  patriotic, 
they  always  rise  to  any  emergency.  The  Members  of  Congress 
will  be  taken  to  task  if  they  do  not  do  their  part  in  pushing 
ahead  with  the  defense  program.  They  must  see  that  America 
is  not  kept  in  the  dark;  they  must  not  be  kept  in  the  dark 
themselves.  I  ask  the  Members  if  they  do  not  think  they 
are  placing  themselves  in  a  rather  ridiculous  position  if  con- 
stituents ask  or  write  them  about  the  progress  of  our  prepared- 
ness when  they  must  answer.  I  heard  thus  and  so  over  the 
radio,  or  I  received  that  information  in  a  press  release.  I  ask 
the  Members  in  all  seriousness  if.  having  appropriated  bil- 
lions upon  billions  for  national  defense,  they  then  are  giving 
up  their  duty  and  their  control  of  the  defense  policy  of  the 
United  States.  Remember.  America  will  judge  us  not  just 
for  today  but  for  tomorrow.  Certainly  we  are  unprepared 
to  defend  ourselves  today,  and  totally  without  excuse.  I  have 
believed  always  it  is  far  cheaper  to  be  overprepared  than  to 
be  caught  unprepared  as  we  are  today  when  it  seems  that  the 
entire  world  is  caught  in  a  revolution.  The  Congress  must 
not  lay  down  the  reins  of  leadership.  The  Congress  must 
guide  and  guard  the  coimtry  in  these  perilous  times. 

The  foUowing  is  the  article  from  the  Washington  Post  of 
Saturday : 

I  Prom  the  Washington  Post  of  Augxxst  10,  1940) 

A    CANDID    REPORT 

^rJ^l  National  Defense  Advisory  Commlaglon  Is  taking  the  public 
lh!^o^^r°J^  """*  ^^  ^''^"^  °"^  ^^^*°  pertinent  facts  concerning 
S  thU?^^"?^^  P*"^"^  "^^  interview  with  various  membera 
of  the  Commission  broadcast  on  Thursday  was  reassurlne  because 
no  extravagant  claims  were  made  and  there  was  uo  effort  to  min- 
imize the  difficulty  of  the  task  ahead. 

•^JfliJ^S^"*^"  reported  the  production  of  airplanes  to  be  approxl- 
fi.TJL  .^^'.T'i^  '^"  instgniflcant  output  compared  with 
the  goal  set  by  the  President.  But  he  expects  production  to  have 
been  stepped  up  to  1.500  planes  monthly  by  the  first  of  the  y«r 
That  is  an  encouraging  outlook.    It  is  also  reassuring  to  hear  that 
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the  number  of  workers  In  aircnft  factories  has  increased  nearly 
one-third  since  last  January. 

Mr.  Knudsen'B  information  about  production  progress  was  sup- 
plemented by  Mr  Hillman's  dtscmsion  of  plans  for  training  skilled 
workers.  Mr.  Stettlnlus  dealt  with  the  procurement  of  essential 
rmw  materials  needed  for  the  manufacture  of  thousands  of  required 
articles  He  confesned  frankly  that  the  mobilization  and  coordina- 
tion of  industry  for  defense  purposes  would  be  a  long  job  and  not 
aneasy  one.     "It  calls  for  full  cooperation  and  patience,"  he  said. 

By  giving  the  public  detailed  reports  of  progress  at  frequent 
Intervals  the  Commission  should  be  able  to  scotch  unfounded  ru- 
mors of  an  alarmist  nature  about  the  defense  program.  It  should 
not  heslUte.  however,  to  expose  weaknesses  of  the  defense  organl- 
Eat'.on  that  call  for  the  reme<llal  action  afforded  by  an  aroused 
public  opinion 

Since  the  Commission  acts  only  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  reg- 
ular Government  agencies,  it  is  in  a  position  to  take  an  objective 
critical  view  of  actual  accomplishments  Its  usefulness  will  un- 
doubtedly be  enhanced  by  maintaining  an  objective  attitude  and 
■baring  its  information  with  the  public. 

SENATE   JOINT   RESOLXTTION   RETERREO 

A  joint  resoluUon  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title  was 
taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and.  under  the  rule,  referred 
as  follows: 

S.  J.  Res.  286.  Joint  resolution  to  strengthen  the  common 
defense  and  to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members 
and  units  of  reserve  components  and  retired  personnel  of  the 
Regular  Army  into  active  military  service;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

SENATE  ENROLLED   BILL  SIGNED 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  an  enrolled  bill 
Of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  4070.  An  act  to  provide  for  more  uniform  coverage  of 
certain  persons  employed  in  coal-mining  operations  with  re- 
elect to  insurance  benefits  provided  for  by  certain  Federal 
acts,  and  for  other  purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to:  accordingly  (at  4  o'clock  and  31 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Tues- 
«lay.  August  13.  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

ICEETIKG  or  IRRIGATION  AND  RECLAMATION  COMMITTEE 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Irrigation  and  Reclamation 
Committee  at  10  a.  m.  on  Tuesday,  August  13,  in  room  128, 
Bouse  Office  Building,  for  consideration  of  H.  R.  9734. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1886.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  trans- 
mitting a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  increase  the  number  of 
midshipmen  at  the  United  States  Naval  Academy;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs. 

1887.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  schedule  of  claims  amounting  to  $239,- 
166  63,  allowed  by  the  General  Accounting  Office,  as  covered 
by  certificates  of  settlement  (H.  Doc.  No.  897)  ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1888.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  estimates  of  appropriations  submitted  by 
Uie  several  executive  departments  to  pay  claims  for  damages 
to  privately-owned  property  in  the  sum  of  $4,087.69  (H.  Doc. 
No.  898 > :  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

1889.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in  the  amount  of 
$250,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  899) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
ticms  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1890.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropriation 
for  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal  year  1941 
amounting  to  $137,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  900) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


1891.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  supplrtnental  estimates  of  appropriations 
totaling  $825,000  for  the  Post  Office  Department  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1941  (H.  Doc.  No.  901) ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1892.  A  communlcaflon  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  deficiency  estimate  of  appropriation  for 
the  legislative  establishment.  United  States  Senate,  for  the 
fiscal  year  1940,  amounting  to  $40,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  902) ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1893.  A  conmiunicatlon  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  an  estimate  of  appropriation  for  pay- 
ment of  certain  claims  allowed  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office,  amounting  to  $166,249.91  (H.  Doc.  No.  903) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1894.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  list  of  judgments  rendered  by  the  Court 
of  Claims.  amounUng  to  $137,089  (H.  Doc.  No.  904) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1895.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  records  of  Judgments  rendered  against 
the  Government  by  United  States  district  courts,  as  submitted 
by  the  Attorney  General  through  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, amounting  to  $13,308.81  (H.  Doc.  No.  905) ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1896.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  record  of  judgment  rendered  against  the 
Government  by  the  United  States  district  court  in  a  special 
case,  as  submitted  by  the  Attorney  General  through  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  and  which  requires  an  appropriation 
for  its  payments  amoimting  to  $26,904.21  (H.  Doc.  No.  906) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

1897.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  an  estimate  of  appropriations  submitted 
by  the  Navy  Department  to  pay  a  claim  for  damages  by 
collision  or  damages  incident  to  the  operation  of  vessels  of 
the  Navy,  in  the  sum  of  $566.25  (H.  Doc.  No.  907) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1898.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  an  estimate  of  appropriation  submitted 
by  the  War  Department  to  pay  a  claim  for  damages  under 
river  and  harbor  work  in  the  sum  of  $1,148.67  (H.  Doc.  908), 
which  has  been  considered  and  adjusted  under  the  provisions 
of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act.  approved  June  5,  1920  (33 
U.  S.  C.  564),  and  which  requires  an  appropriation  for  Its 
payment:  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

1899.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  schedule  of  claim  allowed  by  the  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office,  as  shown  by  certificate  of  settlement 
forwarded  to  the  Treasury  Department  for  payment  covering 
a  judgment  rendered  by  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Southern  District  of  New  York  against  the  collector  of 
customs,  as  provided  under  section  989  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes (U.  S.  C,  title  28,  sec.  842),  amounting  to  $529.51  (H. 
Doc.  909) :  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

1900.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  trans- 
mitting the  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  amend  the  act  ap- 
proved March  4.  1925,  entitled  "An  act  providing  for  sundry 
matters  affecting  the  Naval  Service,  and  for  other  purposes," 
as  amended ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

1901.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting 
draft  of  a  proposed  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  W.  Young;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 


REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    "RTfJSi    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII, 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturali- 
zation. H.  R.  10323.  A  bill  to  provide  a  temporary  haven 
from  the  dangers  or  effects  of  war  for  European  children 
under  the  age  of  16;  without  amendment  (.Rept.  No.  2M6>. 
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Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. V 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  286.  Joint  resolution  to  strengthen  the  common 
defense  and  to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and 
units  of,  reserve  components  and  retired  personnel  of  the 
Regular  Army  into  active  military  service;  with  amendments 
(Rept.  No.  2847).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS   OF  COMMITTEES   ON   PRIVATE   BILLS   AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XHI. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Naturaliza- 
tion.- H.  R  10149.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Jose  Mendez 
(Anthony  Sayer);  with  amendment  <Rept.  No.  2844).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  LESINSKI:  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  H.  R. 
7956.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ella  B.  Crider;  without  amend- 
ment (Rept.  No.  2845).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 


ADVERSE  REPORTS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  MAY:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  House  Resolu- 
tion 557.  Resolution  requesting  the  President  to  transmit  a 
weekly  report  showing  the  progress  of  the  work  for  the 
national  defense  cRept.  No.  2843).    Laid  on  the  table. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
i^^      By  Mr.  ELLIOTT: 

H.  R.  10334.  A  bill  to  promote  the  national  health  through 
the  prevention  and  control  of  tuberculosis  among  migrants, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  MAY: 
-.  H.  R.  10335.  A  bill  to  remove  the  restriction  placed  upon 
the  ase  of  certain  lands  acquired  in  connection  with  the 
expansion  of  Mitchel  Field,  N.  Y.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Washington: 
H.  R.  10336.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture   to   conduct   certain   researches,    investigations,    and 
experiments  with  respect  to  hemlock  pulpwood  and  Sitka 
spruce  barks;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
By  Mr.  BLAND: 
H.  R.  10337.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  order  retire^  commi^ioned  and  warrant  officers  of 
^"^e  Coast  Guard   to  active   duty   during   time  of   national 
emergency,  and  for  other   purposes;    to   the  Committee   on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  MAY: 
H.  R.  10338.  A  bill  to  promote  and  strengthen  the  national 
defense  by  suspending  enforcement  of  certain  civil  liabilities 
of  persons  serving  in  the  Military  and  Naval  Establishments, 
including  the  Coast  Guard;   to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FADDIS: 
H.  R.  10339.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  requisition 
certain   articles   and    materials    for    the   use    of    the    United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs.  ;  , 
By  Mr.  BARNES: 
H.  R.  10340.  A  bill  to  amend  section  13  of  the  Civil  Serv- 
ice Retirement  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 
By  Mr.  YOUNGDAHL: 
H.  R.  10341.  A  bill  permitting  the  assignment  to  banks  and 
trust  companies  of  certain  claims  against  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.            j 
By  Mr.  OUYER  of  Kansas: 
H.  J.  Res.  592.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  acquisition 
of  a  suitable  frame  for  the  painting  of  the  signing  of  the 


Constitution  to  be  used  in  mounting  said  painting  in  the 
Capitol  Building;  to  the  Committee  on, the  Library. 


PRIVATE   BILLS   AND   RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  OLIVER: 
H.  R.  10342.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Pet rin.  Joseph 
A.  Petrln,  Rudolph  Petrin,  Angus  LeBlanc,  WiUiam  J.  De- 
melle,  Samuel  Fishman,  and  Hector  LaPointe;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  THOMASON: 
H.  R.  10343.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Heid  Bros.  Corporation: 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr,  BROWN  of  Ohio: 
H.  R.  10344.  A   bill   granting   an   infirease   of   pension   to 
Laura  M.  Dellinger;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
H.  R.  10345.  A    bill    granting    an    increase    of    pension    to 
Maggie  Custard;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  West  Virginia: 
H.  R.  10346.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  A.  Ruble; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9131.  By  Mr.  FLAHERTY:  Petition  of  the  Department  of 
Massachusetts,  Yankee  Division  Veterans'  Association,  Bos- 
ton. Mass..  supporting  the  adoption  of  compulsory  military 
service  in  the  United  States,  and  to  limit  the  profits  of  man- 
ufacturers of  arms  and  implements  of  war;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs. 

9132.  Also,  petition  of  K  Company,  One  Hundred  and  First 
Infantry  Veterans'  Association,  American  Expeditionary 
Forces.  Hingham,  Mass.,  supporting  the  adoption  of  compul- 
sory military  service  in  the  Umted  States;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

9133.  By  Mr.  HART:  Memorial  of  the  Inland  Boatman's 
Division  of  the  National  Maritime  Union  of  America,  against 
peacetime  conscription;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

9134.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  Jersey  State  Industrial 
Union  Council,  favoring  the  passage  of  House  bill  7534;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

9135.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  Jersey  State  Industrial 
Union  Council,  opposing  House  bill  9766;  to  the  Committee 
on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

9136.  Also,  petition  cf  the  New  Jersey  State  Industrial  Union 
Council,  requesting  that  fair  and  just  treatment  be  accorded 
all  aliens  and  all  citizens  of  this  country;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

9137.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  Jersey  State  Industrial  Union 
Council,  protesting  against  the  inclusion  of  amendment  Sen- 
ate bill  1032,  to  the  Healey-Walsh  Act;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

9138.  Also,  memorial  of  the  New  Jersey  State  Industrial 
Union  Council,  requesting  that  the  Navy  and  War  Depart- 
ments insert  in  all  Government  contracts  a  provision  requir- 
ing private  contractors  enjoying  the  benefits  of  Government 
busmess  to  acknowledge  and  practice  the  principles  underlying 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

9139.  Also,  petition  cf  the  New  Jersey  State  Industrial  Union 
Council,  opposing  House  bill  9848;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

9140.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  Jersey  State  Industrial 
Union  Council,  urging  the  inclusion  in  House  bill  9822  of  a 
provision  that  employees  covered  at  present  under  the  Wage 
and  Hour  Act  and  Healey-Walsh  Act  should  continue  to  re- 
ceive such  protection;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs 

9141.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  Jersey  SUte  Industrial 
Union  Council  requesting  fair,  just,  and  equitable  tax  legis- 
lation: to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 

9142  By  Mr.  MICHAEL  J.  KENNEDY:  Petition  of  the 
Central  Trades  and  Labor  Council  ol  New  York,  protest- 
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Ing  against  the  passage  of  the  Wheeler-Lea  transporta- 
tion bill  as  reported  by  conference  committee,  and  favoring 
adoption  of  Miller-Wadsworth  simendment  that  will  protect 
the  jobs  of  the  carrier  by  water  sls  well  as  the  railroad  work- 
ers; to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

9143.  Also,  petition  of  David  C.  Reid  Co..  Inc.,  of  New  York 
City,  opposing  enactment  of  the  Wheeler-Lea  transportation 
bill  in  its  present  form;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

9144.  Also,  petition  of  the  Transport  Workers  Union  of 
Greater  New  York,  Local  No.  100.  favoring  enactment  of 
House  bill  7534.  the  Geyer  anti-poll-tax  bill,  now  before  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

9145.  Also,  petition  of  New  York  Dock  Railway,  relative  to 
the  conference  report  on  the  Wheeler-Lea  transportation 
bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

9146.  Also,  petition  of  the  Marine  News,  opposing  the  con- 
ference report  on  the  Wheeler-Lea  transportation  bill  as  un- 
fair to  those  who  will  be  deprived  of  the  savmgs  through 
shipping  and  receiving  freight  at  lower  rates  through  the  use 
of  our  waterways;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce. 

9147.  Also,  petition  of  T.  A.  O.  War  Veterans'  Club.  New 
York  City,  favoring  every  step  taken  by  the  President  with 
approval  of  the  Congress  to  bring  our  country  up  to  neces- 
sary military  strength,  and  favoring  a  selective  compulsory 
conscription  that  summons  manpower  progressively  from  18 
years  of  age  without  age  limit  when  and  if  needed;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9148.  Also,  petition  of  the  Trade-Union  Athletic  Associa- 
tion of  New  York  City,  concerning  the  Burke-Wadsworth 
conscription  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Mihtary  Affairs. 

9149.  Also,  petition  of  the  United  Construction  Workers' 
Organizing  Committee,  concerning  the  Burke-Wadsworth 
conscription  bUl;  to  the  Committee  on  MiUtary  Affairs. 

9150.  Also,  petition  of  the  Merchant  Truckmen's  Bureau 
of  New  York,  concerning  House  bill  10180;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

9151.  Also,  petition  of  the  New  York  Joint  Council  of 
United  Office  and  Professional  Workers  of  America,  concern- 
ing the  Burke-Wadsworth  conscription  bill;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

9152.  By  Mr.  LUCE:  Petition  of  the  Mystic  Valley  Chap- 
ter. No.  55.  of  Medford.  Mass..  of  the  Disabled  American 
Veterans  of  the  World  War.  urging  exemption  from  registra- 
tion and  fingerprinting  of  aliens  who  served  in  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States  of  America  during  the  World 
War  and  were  honorably  discharged  from  such  service  under 
the  recently  enacted  leglslaUon  generally  referred  to  as 
"Alien  Registration  Act  of  1940."  and  further  enact  into  law 
Senate  bill  2386.  introduced  by  Hon.  David  I.  Walsh,  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, and  endorsed  by  Hon.  Henry  C.  Lodce,  Jr..  of 
Massachusetts,  for  the  purpose  of  conferring  American  cit- 
izenship upon  the  aforesaid  aliens;  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

9153.  Also,  petitions  from  residents  of  Massachusetts,  urg- 
ing action  for  provision  to  use  American  ships  to  evacuate 
English  children  to  this  country;  to  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs. 

9154.  By  Mr.  LYNCH:  Petition  of  the  Central  Trades  and 
Labor  Council,  urging  adoption  of  Miller-Wadsworth  amend- 
ment to  the  Wheeler-Lea  transportation  bill,  to  protect  the 
Jobs  of  the  carrier  by  water  as  well  as  the  railroad  workers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

9155.  Also,  petition  of  the  Merchant  Truckmen's  Bureau 
of  New  York,  urging  enactment  of  House  bill  10180.  which 
provides  that  all  employees  of  "for  hire"  motor  carriers  be 
subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as  to  hours; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

9156.  By  Mr.  MONKIEWICZ:  Resolution  adopted  at  a 
mass  meeting  held  by  American  citizens  of  Lithuanian  origin 
and  extraction  of  the  city  of  Waterbury  and  vicinity,  Con- 
necticut, protesting  against  the  Commimlst  Invasion  of  the 


Republic  of  Lithuania,  and  favoring  withdrawal  cf  the  recog- 
nition of  the  Soviet  Union  of  Russia;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

9157.  By  Mr.  REED  of  Illinois:  Petition  of  Franklyn  J. 
Kramer,  of  Elgin,  HI.,  and  299  others,  protesting  against  the 
Burke-Wadsworth  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9158.  Also,  petition  of  Julia  M.  Johnson,  of  Elgin,  III.,  and 
29  others,  protesting  against  the  passage  of  the  Burke-Wads- 
worth bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9159.  By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT:  Petition  of  the  Centre  County 
Women's  Christian  Temperance  Union  of  State  College,  Pa., 
stating  their  opposition  to  peacetime  conscription;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9160.  Also,  petition  of  Cambria  County  Committee,  Ameri- 
can Legion,  Sldman,  Pa.,  protesting  against  the  appointment 
of  Sidney  Hillman  to  any  position  in  connection  with  the 
youth  training  program;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

9161.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  the  Academic  and 
Civil  Rights  Council  of  California,  ipetitioning  consideration 
of  the  resolution  with  reference  to  the  conscription  bills;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9162.  Also,  petition  of  the  Lions  Club  of  Temple.  Tex.,  pe- 
titioning consideration  of  their  resolution  vrith  reference  to 
the  conscription  bills;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9163.  Also,  petition  of  the  Merchant  Truckmen's  Bureau  of 
New  York  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  Hou^e  bill  10180,  known  and  referred  to  as  the 
"for -hire"  motor  carriers;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

9164.  Also,  petition  of  the  German  American  League  for 
Culture  (H.  Waldbaum,  per  H.  T.,  secretary) .  petitioning  con- 
sideration of  their  resolution  with  reference  to  the  defense 
program) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9165.  Also,  petition  of  William  J.  Bussert.  Masrwood,  HI., 
and  others,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution  with 
reference  to  military  affairs;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

9166.  Also,  petition  of  the  American  Legion  of  Kings 
County,  Brooklyn.  N.  Y..  petitioning  consideration  of  their 
resolution  with  reference  to  a  drydock  at  New  York  Har- 
bor, In  the  city  of  Brooklyn;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

9167.  Also,  petition  of  Paul  William  Voigt,  of  Brooklyn, 
N.  Y..  and  others,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  resolution 
with  reference  to  calling  the  people  to  prayer  and  repent- 
ance— seeking  dependence  on  God;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 


SENATE 

Tuesday,  August  13,  1940 

(Leffislative  day  of  Monday,  August  5,  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Fraser,  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the  Epiph- 
any. Washington,  D.  C.  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  God  of  peace,  who  hast  taught  us  that  in  returning  and 
rest  we  shall  be  saved.  In  quietness  and  In  confidence  shall 
be  our  strength:  By  the  might  of  Thy  Spirit  lift  us,  we  pray 
Thee,  to  Thy  presence,  where  we  may  be  still  and  know  that 
Thou  art  God.  and  pursue  our  duties  with  a  quiet  mind. 
Through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THE   JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  BAHKLrr,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Monday,  August  12.  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

CALL   or   THE   ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the 
roU. 
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The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Downey 

La  FoIIette 

Schwellenbach 

Andrews 

E  lender 

Lee 

Sheppard 

Aflburst 

Frazier 

Lundeen 

Shlpstead 

Austin 

George 

McCarran 

Slattery 

Barboxir 

Gerry 

McKellar 

Smatbers 

Barkley 

Gibson 

McNary 

Stewart 

Bone 

GiUett« 

Maloney 

Taft 

Br.dgra 

Gian 

Mead 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Brown 

Green 

Miller 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bulow 

Guffey 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Utah 

Burke 

Gurney 

Murray 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Hale 

Neely 

Townsend 

Byrnes 

Harrison 

Norrls 

Truman 

Capper 

Hatch 

Nye 

Tydings 

Chandler 

Hayden 

O'Mahoney 

Vandenberg 

Chavei 

Herring 

Overton 

Van  Nuys 

Clark  Idaho 

Hill 

Pepper 

Wagner 

Clark.  Mo. 

Hoi  man 

Plttman 

Walsh 

Connally 

Holt 

RadcUffe 

Wheeler 

Danaher 

Jobn5on,  Calif. 

Reed 

White 

Davis 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

Wiley 

Donahey 

King 

Schwartz 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey  I,  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
BankheadI.  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Bilbo],  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  I  Mrs.  Caraway!,  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  (Mr.  Hughes  I,  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell],  and  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  I  Mr.  Smith  1 
are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  IMr.  Lucas)  is  In  camp  with  the 
Illinois  National  Guard,  and  is.  therefore,  unavoidably  de- 
tained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Lodge!  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-seven  Senators 
having  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Mr.  TYDINGS  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Anne  Arundel  Countjv  Md.,  praying  that  material  aid  be 
extended  to  England  iii  the  existing  war  crisis,  and  also  that 
American  ships  be  made  available  to  transport  British  chil- 
dren to  this  country,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  Central  Labor  Union, 
of  Hagerstown.  Md.,  protesting  against  the  enactment  of 
compulsory  military  training  legislation,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  letter  addressed  to  me  by  the 
San  Prarlcisco  Coordinating  Coimcil  for  Peace,  stating  that 
they  are  sending  to  me  a  petition  praying  for  peace,  signed 
by  19.667  individuals,  the  petition  being  addressed  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  to  the  Congress. 

I  also  ask  leave  to  offer  a  giant  postcard,  being  a  memorial 
remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of  conscription  legisla- 
tlon,  «igned  by  283  citizens  of  the  State  of  California.  I  re- 
quest that  the  body  of  the  memorial  be  incorporated  in  the 
Record  and  that  the  memorial  itself  lie  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is 
so  ordered. 

The  letter  and  memorial  (without  the  signatures  of  memo- 
rialists attached)  are  as  follows: 

San  Francisco  Coordinating  Council  for  Peace, 

San  FToncisco.  Calif.,  July  17,  1940. 
Benator  Sheridan  Downey. 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Downet:  Under  separate  cover  We  have  sent  you 
by  express  a  petition  signed  by  19.667  Individuals,  addressed  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  to  the  Congress,  as  follows- 

We.  the  people,  in  order  to  build  a  steel  wall  of  defense  against 
the  European  war  threat  to  America's  peace,  send  out  our  message- 
The  YanJts  ar**  not  coming! 

We.  the  people,  raise  our  voices  to  declare:  We  want  no  more 
wnr  profiteering,  no  more  gold-star  mothers,  no  more  American 
youth  killing  and  being  killed,  no  more  miles  of  white  crosses  on 
foreign  soil,  no  more  tombs  In  Arlington  to  an  "Unknown  Soldier  ' 

We  want  the  BUI  of  Rights  and  guaranties  that  we  wUl  not  be 
deprived  ot  o\u-  Inalienable  rights  of  frole  speech,  press,  and 
•fsenibiage. 

"We   want  America   to  keep  out   of  this  war  and  we  want  our 
Oovernment  to  do  aU  that  U  humanly  possible  to  stop  the  war 
We  want  peace  I 


We  ask  that  this  resolution  and  the  number  of  signers  be 
memorialized  In  Congress  and  be  printed  in  the  Concr.'ssional 
Record.  We  further  request  that  you  have  the  original  petitions 
presented  to  President  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt.  Enclosed  covering 
letter  to  the  President. 
Will  you  please  advise  our  council  when  this  has  been  done? 
Very  truly  yours. 

San  Francisco  Coordination  Council  for  Peacz. 

Rev.  Hesrick  J.  Lane.  Chairman. 

Dorothea  M.  Sawvellz,  Secretary-Treasurer. 

To  the  table: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Congressmen:  We.  as  citizens  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
demand  of  you.  our  elected  representatives,  that  you  vote  against 
the  compulsory  military  training  bill  (the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill,  S. 
4164)  as  unconstitutional,  as  dictatorial,  as  un-American. 

STATEMENT  BY  EXECXTTIVE  BOARD  OF  INDIANA  STATE  FEDERATION  Of 

LABOR 

Mr.  MINTON  presented  a  statement  by  the  executive  board 
of  Indiana  State  Federation  of  Labor,  relative  to  conscription, 
etc..  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  executive  board  of  the  Indiana  State  Federation  of  Labor, 
having  earnestly  and  thoughtfully  considered  the  question  of  na- 
tional defense,  adds  its  endorsement  to  that  of  the  executive  council 
of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  of  the  general  defense  program 
adopted  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

We  favor  preparedness  adequate  to  meet  possible  attack,  either 
military  or  economic,  by  any  world  power  or  possible  combination 
of  world  powers.  We  share  the  common  alarm  that  conquering  the 
Americas,  the  last  bulwark  of  democracy,  may  become  an  objective 
of  the  totalitarian  powers  now  engaged  In  the  destruction  of  po- 
litical freedom,  culture,  and  the  common  rights  of  man  In  Europe 
and  Asia 

We  also  fear  an  uncontrolled  development  of  a  vast  war  machine 
In  America  that  may  Insidiously  encroach  upon  the  prerogatives  of 
the  people  to  determine  general  policies  affecting  the  destiny  of 
America  and  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

We  therefore  favor  setting  up  civilian  controls  to  prevent  the 
military  from,  either  intentionally  or  from  misdirected  enthusiasm, 
usurping  the  powers  reserved  to  Congress. 

We  fear  that  if  recruiting  of  personnel  to  man  the  equipment  of 
,  mechanized  implements  of  war  is  left  on  a  volxmtary  basis,  that 
flag  waving  and  economic  pressure  will  tend  to  drive  the  unem- 
ployed and  the  sons  of  the  les.s  fortunate  into  military  service,  while 
the  sons  of  the  wealthy  and  powerful  wUl  remain  in  civilian  life 
on  some  pretext  or  ether. 

We  therefore  endorse  a  selective-service  law  for  preparedness  to 
include  persons  ranging  from  the  age  of  18  to  65,  not  only  for 
actual  mlitary  service  but  also  for  the  production  of  materials 
essential  to  national  defense. 

It  follows  that  we  favor  the  enactment  of  necessary  legislation 
to  enable  the  Government  to  draft  men.  money,  plants  equipment 
raw  materials,  transportation,  and  all  other  essentlaf  facilities  to 
advance  the  preparedness  program  and  conduct  a  defensive  war  In 
case  of  attack. 

We  hereby  go  on  record  as  favoring  the  selective-service  law  with 
the  proviso  that  adequate  compensation  for  enlisted  men  to  protect 
their  investments,  their  homes,  insurance  estates,  and  other  eco- 
nomic advantages  which  they  have  created  for  themselves  and  their 
families  by  their  labors. 

We  demand  that  selections  for  service  shaU  be  conducted  by 
committees  representative  of  all  walks  of  life  and  all  political  and 
religious  points  of  view,  except  those  who  deny  God  and  opDOse 
the  fundamental  principles  of  democracy. 

We  believe  it  Is  wise  to  have  some  regulations  established  by  the 
e.xecutive  branch  of  the  Government  with  military  approval  to 
govern  such  committees  to  prevent  undue  exemptions  and  personal 
favoritism.  We  will  thus  avoid  a  situation  where  any  section  of 
the  country  or  group  of  people  carry  a  greater  burden  than  other 
sections  and  other  groups. 

Wo  demand  that  such  committees  shall  be  localized  insofar  as 
possible  and  shall  function  with  the  advice  of  the  mlliUry  but  shall 
not  be  subject  to  military  dominance  or  orders 

♦  ^K  *^^J^  M^^"  i*^^  organized  labor  movement  In  Indiana  to  rally 
to  the  Nation  s  defense,  but  to  be  ever  watchful  that  a  national 
emergency  shall  not  be  used  by  the  enemies  of  labor  to  destroy  the 
gains  made  by  53  years  of  coUectlve  struggle. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 
Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  fcl'ows- 
By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado: 
S.  4264.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Albert  J.  Taylor;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  AflTairs. 

By  Mr.  HATCH  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Chavez)  • 
^K^xt^S^",  ^J^'"i.°  authorize  an  appropriation  for  payment  to 
the  Middle  Rio  Grande  Conservancy  District  of  construction 
costs  assessed  against  certain  lands  within  such  district  ac- 
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quired  by  the  United  States  for  the  benefit  of  certain  Indians 
in  the  State  of  New  Mexico;  to  the  Comoiittee  on  Indian 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MEAD: 

8. 4266.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  alien  Jacques  (GUacomo) 
Medvedieff;  to  the  Committee  on  Immisration. 

murikl  thokpsom 

Mr.  MEAD  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res.  295) , 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate: 

Resoli^ed.  That  the  SecreUry  of  the  Senate  hereby  is  authorieed 
and  directed  to  pay  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  to 
Muriel  Thompson,  widow  of  Charles  Thompson,  late  an  employee 
of  the  Senate  restaurant  under  supervision  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  the  sum  of  %210.  an  amount  equal  to  6  months  of  his  last 
compensation  as  such  employee,  said  sum  to  be  considered  inclusive 
at  funeral  expenses  and  all  other  allowances. 

INTERVIEW  WITH  SENATOR  AT7STOT  ON  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  last  night  in  the  program  of 
the  Washington  Merry-Go-Round  Radio  Forum  broadcast 
over  the  National  Broadcasting  hookup.  I  was  interviewed  by 
Drew  Pearson  and  Bob  Allen  on  the  subject  of  National  De- 
fense, which  is  now  under  consideration  in  the  Senate.  The 
matter  is  of  public  importance,  and  I  should  like  my  colleagues 
to  know  my  position.     I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  to 

insert  In  the  Recou>  at  this  point  my  reply  to  the  interroga- 
tories. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  interview  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

llr.  Allen.  Now,  Drew,  we  have  been  talking  about  taxes  and 
national  defense  and  oonscrlptlon.  It  occurs  to  me  that  the  man 
who  can  talk  about  these  problems  perhaps  better  than  almost  any- 
one else  is  one  of  the  most  important  leaders  on  Capitol  Httl, 
Senator  Austin.  Senator  Austin,  as  you  know,  is  awictant  Repub- 
lican leader,  and  he  occupies  a  unique  position.  He  Is  on  the  Mili- 
tary Affairs  Committee,  which  is  extremely  vital  at  tills  moment  in 
our  history,  and  also  he  occupies  key  posts  on  other  Important  com- 
mittees, such  as  the  Judiciary  and  Interstate  Commerce.  But  the 
fine  thing  about  Senator  Austin,  \n  my  opinion — and  somewhat 
tinique  among  Senators — is  that  although  he  can  flght  furiotisly, 
be  fights  fair.  For  instance,  he  fought  President  Roosevelt  vigor- 
ously on  the  Supreme  Cotirt  bill,  but  has  been  one  of  the  Presi- 
dent's most  ardent  supporters  when  it  comes  to  national  defense. 
Like  Uiat  Granite  State  from  which  be  comes.  Vermont.  Senator 
ArsTUi  can  always  be  depended  upon  by  his  colleagues  to  flght  the 
Nation's  legrlslative  battles  fair,  square,  and  Intelligently.  It  is  a 
great  pleasure  to  have  him  as  our  guest  speaker  tonight,  and  so  we 
Introdtice  Senator  Austin. 

Senator  AuvrtN.  Delighted  to  be  with  you  gentlemen.  Your 
column  has  become  a  daily  habit  in  my  household.  It  is  very  m- 
fonnatlve  and  entertaining  to  the  American  public.  I  wish  you 
equal  success  with  this  new  venture  of  yours. 

Question.  Senator,  in  regard  to  national  defense,  can  you  teU  us 
whether  that  is  makmg  real  progress? 

Answer.  I  thmk  we  are  moving.  There  has  been  terrific  inertia 
In  this  country,  but  I  believe  we  have  overcome  It.  People  write 
In  to  me.  knowing  my  views,  and  wanting  to  know  why  we  are  not 
moving  faster.  But  on  the  whole  I  lielleve  we  have  made  real 
progress.  For  Instance,  when  we  passed  a  bill  not  long  ago  doubling 
our  Navy,  It  was  a  tremendous  thing.  There  wasn't  much  shouting 
about  it  or  tearing  of  hair  m  Congress.  It  was  done  quietly  and 
rather  grimly,  and  the  public  may  not  have  realized  Its  entire  sig- 
nificance. But  when  we  decided  that  we  were  going  to  keep  a  navy 
both  in  the  Atlantic  and  in  the  Pacific,  we  served  notice  on  tlie 
world  that  we  Intended  to  qualify  ourselves,  not  merely  for  tempo- 
rary immunity  from  war  but  for  enduring  security.  We  made  a 
decision  to  become  an  influential  party  to  any  peace  settlement. 
We  gave  to  the  voice  of  the  United  States  authority  in  the  negotia- 
tions rearranging  world  trade  and  planning  for  the  long  future. 
We  served  notice  that  we  intended  to  preserve  within  the  New 
World  our  own  system  of  democracy  and  peace. 

Question.  Speaking  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  and  the  New 
World,  Senator,  do  you  think  that  war  Is  likely  to  come  over 
here? 

Answer.  The  t)e8t  illustration  of  that  is  the  island  of  Martinique. 
We  thought  of  It  only  as  the  frame  for  Mount  Pelee — a  place  where 
eruptions  were  only  volcanic — an  Island  only  50  miles  long  and 
avfraglng  20  miles  wide.  It  slumbered  In  Its  azure  sea  until  It  was 
suddenly  awakened  In  the  character  of  a  political  volcano.  It  t)e- 
came  an  important  focal  point  on  the  map  of  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere. Ftench  ships  carrying  the  French  gold  reserve  and  Amer- 
ican airplanes  dodged  In  and  out  of  the  Islands  of  the  Caribbean 
Sea  and  finally  found  refuge  in  this  French  island.  Now  they  are 
cornered  there,  and.  fortunately,  our  British  friends  have  refrained 
frcn^  any  act  of  war.  Now  these  French  ships  are  the  war  prize 
of  Oe'rmany  We  are  faced  with  a  eltuaticn  In  which  Britain  and 
Germany  actuaUy  are  within  shooting  distance  in  a  body  of  water 


most  vital  to  the  United  States  and  adjacent  to  the  Panama  Canal. 
No;  to  further  answer  your  question.  I  dont  see  how  It  is  poasl- 
ble  for  us  to  Ignore  the  fact  that  war  may  come  to  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  Prudence  requires  government  to  act  on  the  theory 
that  war  would  come  if  the  United  States  were  unprepared. 

Question.  Senator.  I  think  that  tiie  American  public  has  become 
more  concerned  about  Latin  America  since  the  Habana  Conference. 
I  gather  from  what  you  say  that  you  are  concerned  about  possible 
Nazi  encroactunent  there      Can  you  give  us  any  details? 

Answer.  Known  facts  made  public  in  the  Committee  on  MlUtarj 
Affairs  of  the  Senate  and  elsewhere  dictate  protective  action  at 
once.  I  should  say  the  most  significant  situation  to  watch  in 
South  America  Is  the  Nazi -Fascist  air  lines.  We  have  already  SMB 
in  Europe  the  great  part  which  the  air  has  played  in  the  conquaat 
of  Poland.  Holland.  Belgium,  and  France.  In  South  America  It 
Is  no  secret  ttiat  Germany  haa  established  her  commercial  air 
lines — the  Condor,  the  Lufthansa,  and  others — In  such  a  way  that 
she  already  has  air  bases,  gasoline  supplies.  Interchangeable  parts, 
and  actual  planes  iii  operation  In  this  vital  and  strategic  area.  If 
Germany  wished  to  send  a  large  numt>er  of  four-motored  bombing 
planes  throiigh  Latin  America  across  our  southern  boundaries,  she 
would  have  the  facilities  to  do  so.  In  Ecuador  there  Is  the  Sedta 
Line,  run  entirely  by  Germany,  and  which  has  esUbllshed  routes 
to  distant  Jungle  areas  in  the  country.  Since  no  one  lives  in  these 
Jungles,  since  there  can  be  no  trade,  there  is  only  one  reason  for 
such  routes.  They  are  of  strategic  military  importance.  Again 
m  Colombia  there  is  the  Scadta  Line,  until  recently  manned  95 
percent  by  German  pilots  sent  out  In  rotation  from  Berlin.  For- 
tunately, an  American  firm  has  now  acted  rather  belatedly  under 
pressure  of  the  State  Department  to  clean  out  these  German 
aviators.  If  we  consider  the  Panama  Canal  the  lifeline  of  Amer- 
ican defense-^and  I  think  the  entire  Nation  agrees  with  that — 
then  we  must  bear  In  mind  that  one  or  two  carefully  placed  bombi 
can  blow  up  the  locks  of  the  Canal  and  put  it  out  of  commission 
for  a  or  3  months.  Therefore.  German  air  lines  In  South  America, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  glider  clubs,  the  cycling  clubs — all  of  which 
train  for  the  new  Nazi  strategy  of  parachutists — must  be  a  mat- 
ter Of  grave  concern  to  the  United  States.  The  world  revolution, 
in  which  we  are  already  enmeshed,  has  made  progress  there.  It 
breaks  down  the  morale  of  the  people.  It  prepares  for  quick  con- 
quest by  leaching  the  people  not  to  prepare  to  flght — not  to  defend 
their  couatry.     It  pacifies  by  teaching  that  there  is  no  peril. 

Question.  Senator.  General  Marshall,  and  to  a  certain  extent 
also.  Secretary  of  War  Stlmson,  have  indicated  that  the  United 
States  faces  grave  danger  from  foreign  Invasion  as  early  as  this 
fall.     Can  you  tell  us  your  views  on  that? 

Answer.  It  seems  to  me  we  must  give  Hitler  the  benefit  of  the 
characierlstlcs  which  he  has  already  portrayed — extreme  shrewd- 
ness, extreme  acquisitiveness,  and  a  dynamic  foreign  policy  having 
world  dominion  for  Its  objective.  If  be  continued  to  run  true  to 
form,  and  If  he  were  able  to  conquer  Great  Britain  in  the  next 
month,  tlien  he  would  probably  strike  for  the  country  which  could 
profit  him  most  and  afford  him  world  outposts  to  support  world 
trade  and  world  dominion.  When  we  look  over  Europe,  we  note 
tn&t  tbt.  countries  that  Hitler  has  conquered  so  far,  the  Nether- 
lands, Belgium,  Norway,  and  even  France  are  among  the  most 
densely  populated  areas  In  the  world.  They  have  few  raw  materials, 
therefore.  Hitler's  chief  alms  are  area  and  raw  materials.  He  can 
get  them  more  easily  in  South  America  than  any  other  place  m 
the  world.  It  Is  the  largest,  the  least  populated,  and  the  weakest 
continent.  He  could  get  even  more  raw  materials  In  the  United 
States.  Whether  he  will  strike  directly  at  the  United  States  we 
do  not  know;  but  we  know  that  if  he  Invaded  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere, he  would  require  naval,  submarine,  and  airplane  bases  on 
Islands  near  us.     This  we  could  not  tolerate. 

Since  Hitler  has  struck  at  both  Prance  and  England  before  they 
were  adequately  prepared,  it  Is  prudent  to  conclude  that  he  would 
strike  at  the  Western  Hemisphere  before  we  were  prepared.  Hitler 
has  shown  that  he  knows  time  is  of  the  essence.  He  has  been 
willing  to  sacrifice  a  million  men  on  the  western  front  because  he 
knew  that  If  the  war  lasted  too  long,  his  own  raw  materials  would 
not  last.  He  also  knows  that  the  United  States  is  In  a  preparednoM 
race  and  that  within  12  months  we  will  be  in  a  far  stronger  position 
to  defend  our  civilization.  Given  Immediate  and  efBcient  produc- 
tion and  training  of  men,  we  would  be.  in  a  few  years,  invincible. 
Therefore  I  think  that  General  Marshall  and  Secretary'  Stlmson 
do  not  exaggerate  when  they  warn  the  American  public  of  the 
danger  which  faces  us  immediately.  That,  I  may  add.  Is  one  reason 
why  I  believe  that  time  is  so  essential  In  the  passage  of  the  Selective 
Service  Draft  Act. 

Queetion.  Senator,  do  you  believe  that  that  bill  wUl  pass  Congress 
soon? 

Answer.  Yes;  possibly  within  2  weeks;  certainly  within  a  month. 
And  its  passage  in  Itself  will  be  of  tremendous  Importance.  It  wlU 
serve  notice  to  the  world  that  we  are  ready  to  defend  what  we 
have.  Also,  I  think  It  will  help  to  awaken  the  youth  of  this  coun- 
try to  the  act  of  all  pulling  together  In  emergency.  I  think  It 
will  make  the  young  men  from  21  to  31  realize  that  they  have 
something  to  defend  which  Is  very  precious  and  that  we  are  among 
the  few  countries  in  the  world  where  It  stUl  remains.  It  will  be 
our  answer  to  the  world  revolution.  We  love  peace,  but  we  will 
have  liberty.     It  cannot  be  taken  from  us  by  seduction  or  by  force. 

Question.  Suppose,  Senator,  that  Germany  Is  unsuccessful  in  her 
Impending  "blitzkrieg"  and  that  Great  Britain  In  the  end  wins  the 
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Answer  From  th*  point  of  view  of  national  defense,  no  matter 
Who  wins  the  war.  It  Is  all -important  that  we  be  prepared.  IX  Ger- 
many wins,  we  already  know  the  consequences — some  of  which  we 
have  Just  diacxwsed.  If  Great  Britain  wins,  then  all  E\irop)e  will  be 
prostrate.  We  will  see  the  most  desperate  system  of  slave  labor 
and  cutthroat  competition  and  barter  deals  that  the  world  has 
witnessed  perhaps  In  history.  If  Great  Britain  wins,  our  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  strong  enough  to  protect  the  interests  and  wel- 
fare of  Its  people.  In  the  adjustment  of  world  affairs  the  United 
States  ought  not  to  be  dictated  to  by  any  victor.  Furthermore, 
there  will  be  a  situation  In  which  a  strong  Communist  nation, 
which  may  have  kept  aloof  from  the  war,  can  take  advantage  of  the 
prostrate  nations.  I  don't  think  that  I  am  warmongering  when  I 
say  thLs:  Even  an  armed  peace  is  preferable  to  war;  but  I  firmly 
believe  that  what  we  do  now  gains  security  and  peace  for  us  now 
and  qualifies  us  to  promote  in  the  futuz^e  new  sanctiocs  for  endur- 
ing peace  for  the  world. 

ADDRESS  ON   CONSCRIPTION  BY  THE  LATE  CHAMP  CLARK 

TMr.  LuNDEEN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  address  on  the  subject  of  conscription,  deliv- 
;  ercd  by  the  late  Champ  Clark,  of  Missouri,  on  April  25.  1917, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  BY  ANSON  T.  MCOOK  ON  THE  CONSTITUTION 

[Mr.  Danaher  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  Anson  T.  McCook  entitled  "Above 
All.  the  Constitution."  published  in  the  American  Legion 
magazine  of  July  1940,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

EDITORIAL    ON   CONSCRIPTION   FROM   WALLACES*    FARMER    AND    IOWA 

HOMESTEAD 

[Mr.  Gillette  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  on  the  subject  of  conscription,  pub- 
lished in  Wallaces*  Parmer  and  Iowa  Homestead  of  August  10. 
1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

KOITORUL  BY  RALPH  INCCRSOLL  ON  COLONEL  LINDBERGH  S  CHICACO 

SPEECH 

IMr.  GUFFEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  by  Ralph  Ingersoll.  published  in  P.  M. 
of  the  issue  of  August  6,  1940.  relative  to  the  recent  radio 
address  by  Colonel  Lindbergh,  which  appears  in  the  Appen- 
dix.] 

ARTICLE    BY    JAMES    J.    MENTEE    ON    THE    C.    C.  C.    AND    NATIONAL 

DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Mttrray  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  by  James  J.  McEntee,  Director  of  the 
Civilian  Conservation  Corps,  published  in  the  July  1940  issue 
of  American  Forests,  entitled  "The  C.  C.  C.  and  National 
Defense."  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

delay  in  airplane  orders — EDITORIAL   FROM  CINCINNATI  TIMES- 
STAR 

[Mr.  Bridges  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  under  the  heading  "Why  33  planes 
are  on  order."  published  in  the  Cincinnati  Times-Star  of 
Monday.  August  12.  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ARTICLE  BY  JAY  FRANKLIN  ON  CONSCRIPTION  OF  WEALTH 

[Mr.  Lee  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  by  Jay  Franklin  on  the  conscription  of 
wealth,  published  in  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of  today, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

MANGANESE 

Mr.  BDRKE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me? 

•*     Mr.  BURKE.     I  3^eld  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 
1     Mr.  ASHURST.    I  thank  the  Senator.    Mr.  President,  a 
telegram  I  have  received  from  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of 
Mohave  County.  Ariz.,  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

The  Washington  broadcast  program  of  American  Defense  Advisory 
Commission  last  evenltig  through  the  showing  of  the  Chairman  on 
War  Minerals  stated  that  the  United  States  was  secviring  its  war 
supply  of  nfiauganese  from  Brazil,  and  in  explaining  a  delay  railed 
attention  that  they  had  to  build  a  railroad  in  Brazil  to  get  to  the 
manganese.     •      •      • 

MoHAvi:  CocNTT  Chambeb  or  Commerce. 
By  J.  H.  Smtth.  President. 
Lemoy  V.  Root. 

Chairman.  Committee  on  iltnes. 

Mr.  President,  the  signers  of  this  telegram  have  performed 
a  timely  and  patriotic  service  in  furnishing  this  information. 
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For  many  years  I  have  pointed  out  that  there  are  abundant 
deposits  of  manganese  in  the  United  States.  I  shall  not  now 
trespass  upon  the  time  of  the  able  Senator  from  Nebraska,  who 
has  yielded  to  me,  to  point  out  from  what  sources  comes  the 
opposition  to  developing  the  manganese  mines  of  the  United 
States  except  to  say  that  manganese  is  used  to  sweeten  pig 
iron.  On  November  7,  1929.  in  an  extended  debate  in  the 
Senate.  I  held  the  floor  some  hours.  Indicating  not  only  the 
States  in  which  the  manganese  mines  are  located  but  also  the 
counties,  the  districts,  and  in  some  instances  the  names  of  the 
mines  in  the  various  States  whence  abundant  supplies  of 
manganese  for  war  purposes  and  for  industrial  purposes  may 
be  secured. 

The  list  of  States  is  as  follows:  Alabama,  Arizona.  Arkansas. 
California.  Colorado.  Georgia,  Idaho,  Maine.  Maryland.  Michi- 
gan. Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri.  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Jersey,  New  Mexico,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota.  Tennessee, 
Texas.  Utah,  Vermont.  Virginia,  Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

Powerful  interests  have  for  years  opposed  the  levying  of 
a  protective  tariff  on  manganese,  forsooth,  because  these 
interests  preferred  to  seciu^e  manganese  from  Brazil  or  other 
foreign  lands. 

I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  part  of  my  remarks,  the  debate  of  Novemlaer  7.  1929, 
wherein  I  disclosed  that  our  own  country  has  within  her 
bosom  abundant  supplies  of  manganese.  It  is  unnecessary  to 
spend — if  indeed  it  is  being  done  or  is  contemplated — moneys 
of  the  United  States  in  biulding  railroads  in  Brazil  to  trans- 
port manganese. 

May  I  secure  permission  to  have  printed  at  this  point  In 
the  Record  the  matter  to  which  I  have  referred? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

(See  exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  Interrupt  the 
Senator? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  If  I  have  the  floor,  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana.  , 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  know  what  thel  Senator  and  others 
have  done  with  reference  to  trying  to  develop  manganese 
production  in  this  coimtry.  I  have  joined  in  that  effort.  I 
wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  Government  recently — 
in  the  last  week.  I  think — entered  into  a  contract  with  some 
of  the  mining  companies  in  Montana  for  the  production  of  a 
large  quantity  of  manganese,  which  will  result  in  the  employ- 
ment of  about  three  or  four  hundred  men.  They  are  building 
there  a  concentrating  plant  which  will  cost  about  a  million 
and  a  half  dollars.  However,  if  this  had  been  done  at  the 
time  the  Senator  suggested,  we  should  be  in  a  much  better 
position. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Will  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to 
me  again? 

Mr.  BURKE.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  In  the  debate  which  I  purpose  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  it  will  be  noted  that  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler],  as  well  as  other  Senators,  took, 
I  believe,  a  most  statesmanlike  attitude:  and  reading  this 
Rebate  now.  in  the  light  of  history,  it  is  interesting  to  ol)serve 
that  with  an  almost  clear  horoscope  the  future  was  foreseen. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  for  yielding  to  me. 

ExHiBrr  A 
November  7,  1929 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate 
commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Industries  of 
the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Oddle 
to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  of  the  committee  was,  on  page  56.  after  line 
21.  to  strike  out  the  first  subdivision  of  paragraph  302  In  the 
foUowlng  words:  ^ 

••Pa«.302  (a)  Manganese  ore  or  concentrates  containing  in  excess 
of  30  percent  of  metallic  manganese,  1  cent  per  pound  on  the 
metallic  manganese  contained  therein." 

Mr  CMdies  amendment  to  the  amendment  is  to  insert  in  lieu  at 
the  language  proposed  to  t>e  stricken  out  by  the  committee: 

"Pah  302  (ai  Manganese  ore  or  concentrates  of  all  kinds,  con- 
taining less  than  10  percent  of  metallic  manganese,  shall  be  admitted 
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free  of  duty;  containing  10  percent  or  more  of  metallic  manganese 
and  less  than  20  percent,  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound  on  the 
metallic  manganese  contained  therein;  containing  20  percent  or 
mere  of  metallic  manganese  and  leas  than  25  percent,  1  cent  per 
pound  on  the  metallic  manganese  contained  therein;  containing 
25  percent  of  metallic  manganese,  or  more,  1  Vi  cents  per  pound  on 
the  metallic  manganeite  contained  therein." 

Mr.  AsHuasT  Mr.  President,  inasmuch  as  during  the  course  of 
my  remarks  I  shall  refer  to  certain  maps  now  on  the  wall  in  rear  of 
the  Chamber.  I  ask  permission  of  the  Senate,  and  particularly  of 
the  Vice  President,  that  I  may  stand  at  a  point  In  front  of  this 
desk,  thereby  tem{x)rarily  turning  my  b&c±  upon  the  Presiding 
OfBcer. 

The  Vict  PmsroEHT.  Without  objection,  permission  is  granted. 
Mr.  AsHTTKST.  Mr.  President,  even  if  I  possessed  the  capacity  so 
to  do,  it  would  not  be  necessary  so  to  enter  Into  a  general  homily  as 
to  the  phllosopny,  history,  and  the  operation  of  the  tariff  In  the 
United  States  In  that  respect  the  general  field  haa  been  covered 
ably  in  the  debate  by  a  number  of  Senators. 

Opulent  as  history  Is  In  irony,  I  am  unable  to  call  to  mind  at  the 
moment  any  irony  more  distinct  than  the  efforts  of  my  honorable 
friend  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Reed,  to  promote  free 
trade  on  manganese. 

With  due  deference  to  the  talent  and  the  genius  of  Alexander 
Hamilton.  I  assert  that  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  not  Hamilton. 
was  the  father  of  the  protective  tariff  system  in  the  United  States. 
The  subject  of  revenue  was  a  vexatious  one  during  the  colonial 
times.  Until  1789  each  State  controlled  the  Imposition  of  Its  vari- 
ous customs  duties,  and  in  colonial  times  each  State  that  had  a 
seaport  applied  Its  own  tariff  schedules  and  no  two  tariff  schedules 
were  alike. 

Mr.  Bahkltt.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 
The  Vicr  PmxsiDCivT.  The  Senator  will  state  it. 
Mr.   BARKLfT.  By   what    authority   have   Kresge   and   Woolworth 
moved  into  the  Senate  Chamber? 

Mr.  ASHTTVST.  Mr.  President,  my  amiable  friend  the  statesman 
from  Kentucky  [Mr  Bakklet]  Just  secured  recognition  to  propound 
a  parliamentary  inquiry,  and  ask  by  what  authority  did  Kresge  and 
Woolworth  move  into  the  Senate  Chamber.  The  cold  Congressional 
Recoko.  which  does  not,  of  course,  disclose  a  picture  of  the  exhibits 
piled  upon  the  tables  in  the  rear  of  the  Chamber,  might  lead  some 
reader  to  believe  that  the  Senator  was  referring  to  me.  (Laughter  ] 
Mr.  Barklet.  I  want  to  disclaim  that  Implication.  I  had  refer- 
ence to  the  exhibit  over  In  the  corner  of  the  Chamt>er. 

Mr.  AsHtrssT.  Woolworth  and  Kiv^jge  are  5-and-lO-cent  people, 
and  I  do  not  desire  any  reader  to  gain  any  such  Impression  as  might 
be  conveyed  by  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
{Laughter.) 

The  tariff  bUl  of  1789  was  the  first  bill  discussed  in  our  first  House 
of  Representatives.  James  Madison,  of  Virginia,  who  Introduced  the 
subject  of  the  tariff,  was  then  In  the  early  maturity  of  a  life  of 
much  usefulness,  and  his  ablMty  as  a  counselor  and  his  skill  In 
drafting  laws  and  constitutions  were  everywhere  recognized.  He 
■aid  in  his  speech  of  April  8,  1789: 

"A  national  revenue  must  be  obtained,  but  the  system  must  be 
such  that  while  It  secures  the  object  of  revenue  it  shall  not  be 
oppressive  to  our  constituents." 

And  he  urged  the  collection  of  the  national  revenue  without 
oppression  upon  the  people. 

The  next  day  the  discussion  of  the  tariB  bill  became  general,  and 
Mr.  Thomas  FltzSlmmons,  of  Pennsylvania,  said  that  he  extended 
bis  views  further  than  the  other  speakers.  Among  other  things, 
Mr.  FltzSlmmons  said  that  the  duties  shotild  be  calculated  "to 
encourage  the  protection  of  Infant  Industries."  Here,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, we  encounter,  at  the  very  inception  of  our  national  history. 
Pennsylvania's  demand  for  a  tariff.  From  that  good  day  down 
through  the  annals  of  our  national  history,  like  a  golden  thread, 
has  run  the  demand  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  for  a  protective 
tariff,  and  this  thread  was  never  severed  until  my  able  and  honor- 
able friend  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  Mr.  Reed,  demanded 
free  trade  on  manganese.  In  the  Sute  of  Pennsylvania  vast  quanti- 
ties of  steel  are  manufactured. 

Mr.  Simmons  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  able  Senator  from 
Arizona  a  question? 

The  Vice  PREan>EMT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina? 
Mr.  AsHtJasT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Simmons.  I  desire  to  ask  If  Pennsylvania  has  not  always 
demanded  free  raw  material? 

Mr.  AsHuasT.  As  I  have  said,  vast  quantities  of  steel  are  manu- 
facttired  in  Pennsylvania.  I  need  not  at  this  time  employ  any 
words  in  telling  the  Senate  that  manganese  is  used  generally 
in  the  production  of  steel;  Indeed.  I  doubt  not  that  a  score,  pos- 
■il>ly  two  acore.  of  Senators  know  far  more  about  the  technique, 
as  to  how  manganese  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  steel,  than 
do  I;  but  It  Is  wttliln  the  common  knowledge  of  every  Senator, 
and  it  Is  within  the  common  knowledge  of  practically  every 
ordinarily  well-informed  citizen,  that  manganese  Is  used  to 
harden  steel  products  and  to  sweeten  pig  iron. 

The  representatives  of  the  steel  Interests  appeared  last 
winter — and  I  make  no  complaint  of  that;  they  had  a  right  to 
do  so — before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  asked  the  committee  to  free  list  manganese, 
which   the   committee  refused  to  to.     Thus   the  tariff  bill   which 


we  are  now  considering.  House  bin  2667,  as  It  passed  the  House 
carried  a  duty  on  manganese  ore  or  concentrates  conulnlng  in 
effect  Increasing  the  duty  over  and  above  the  l-cent-per-pound 
on  the   metaUic  manganese  contained  therein. 

The  Senate  committee  at  first  accepted  the  House  rate  on  the 
metallic  content  of  manganese  ore,  and  the  Senate  committee 
even  broadened  it  out  to  apply  to  ore  of  low  content,  thus  in 
effect  Increasing  the  duty  over  and  above  the  l-cent-per-pound 
level. 

Then  subsequently,  to  wit.  on  the  13th  of  August,  there  came 
the  announcement  from  Russia  that  the  United  States  Steel 
Corporation  had  signed  a  5-year  contract  with  the  Russian 
Soviet  agreeing  to  purchase  from  80.000  to  150.000  tons  of  Rus- 
sian manganese  annually.  Reconsidering  this  item,  the  Senate 
committee  on  the  14th  of  August,  after  having  taken  the  action  I 
have  Just  described,  executed  a  volte-face,  reversed  Itself,  and 
voted  6  yeas  and  5  nays  to  place  manganese  ore  on  the  free  list, 
with  a  saving.  If  such  action  shall  be  ratified  by  the  Congress 
and  approved  by  the  President  of  between  $2,000,000  and  M.OOO.- 
000  annually  In  tariff  duties  to  the  United  States  Steel  Corpora- 
tion on  its  Russian  contract  alone. 

Mr.  Wheeler.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  President.  £>oe8  the  Senator  from  Arizona  jrleld  to 
the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  AsHTjRST.  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  Wheeler.  I  should  like  to  Inquire  If  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  knows  why  the  members  of  the  committee  changed 
their  opinion  about  it?  I  have  t>een  told  that  it  was  at  the 
instance  of  the  White  House  and  that  the  President  asked  them 
to  do  it.  I  was  curious  to  know  why  It  was  that  the  President 
had  changed  his  mind  with  reference  to  the  question,  particu- 
larly in  view  of  his  speech  In  Colorado.  In  which  he  said  he  was 
in  favor  of  a  tariff  on  manganese. 

Mr.  Smoot.  Bi4r.  President 

The  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  AsHtjRST.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
Mr    Smoot.  I  think   the  Senator  from  Montana   Is  mistaken. 
Mr.  Wheeler.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  I  do  not  think  I  am 
mistaken . 

Mr.  Smoot.  I  know  that  the  President  never  said  a  word  to 
me  about  it,  and  I  do  not  believe  he  said  a  word  on  the  subject 
to  a  single  member  of  the  majority  of  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  Wheeler  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  he  is  entirely  mis- 
taken about  that,  unless  I  am  misinformed  by  some  members 
of  the  Finance  Committee.  I  will  Inquire  if  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  |Mr  Moses]  is  in  the  Chamber?  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  if  he  knows,  or  if  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  |Mr.  Bingham]  knows  why  the  change 
was  made  and  if  it  was  not  made  at  the  request  of  the  White 
House? 

Mr.  Reed.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  Prkshjent.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  Ashitrst.  I  yield,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  lose  the  floor. 
The  Vice  President.  Under  the  rules  the  Senator  has  only  the 
right  to  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  AsHiTRST.  Then.  I  yield  for  a  question  only. 
Mr.  Reed.  I  will  have  to  put  an  Interrogation  point,  then,  after 
what  I  say. 

Bftr.  AsHtTRST.  The  Senator  is  entitled  to  take  some  liberty  with 
me. 

Mr.  Reed.  When  I  heard  the  statement  about  this  so-called 
Soviet  contract  with  the  steel  corporation.  ]|  made  inquiry  of 
the  steel  corporation  as  to  whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the 
report.  I  was  told  that  it  was  completely  Incorrect;  that  they  had 
made  no  such  contract  at  all,  and  that  the  report  was  erroneous. 

Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana.  Mr.  President 

The  Vice  President  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to 
the   Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  AsHtTRST   I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 
Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana.  My  information  is  that  it  is  the  Beth- 
lehem Steel  Co.  that  has  the  contract,  and  not  the  United  States 
Steel  Corporation.     I   inquire   of   the   Senator   from  Pennsylvania 
if  he  can  give  us  any  information  as  to  that? 
Mr.  Reed.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon. 

Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana.  I  say  my  Information  about  the  matter 
is  that  it  is  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  that  h^  the  contract  with  the 
Soviet   Government. 

Mr.  Reed.  I  do  not  know.  The  newspapers  said  It  was  the  United 
States  Steel  Corporation,  so  I  made  my  inquiry  of  them.  I  never 
until  this  moment  heard  it  suggested  that  It  was  the  Bethlehem 
Co.     That  may  be  so  for  all  I  know. 

The  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the 
Senator   from   New    Mexico? 

Mr.  Ashurst.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 
Mr.  Bratton.  In  view  of  the  inquiry  propounded  by  the  Jtmlor 
Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Wheelsr),  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  to  the  press  dispatch  appearing  in  ttie  New 
York  World  of  August  16  last,  in  which  this  is  said : 

"Washington.  August  15. — Responsibility  for  the  action  of  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  In  placing  manganese  ore  on  the  fret 
list,  thereby  reversing  the  committee's  previous  action  and  granting 
a  saving  of  $8,000,000  a  year  to  the  steel  manui'acturers,  was  laid 
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on  the  White  House  doorstep  today  by  Senator  Hiram  Bingham 
(Republican.  Connecticut),  a  member  of  the  committee. 

•"In  a  secret  sesElon  of  Rrpubllcan  Finance  Committee  members 
•  few  weeks  ago  Bingham  voted  for  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  on  ore 
containing  10  percent  or  more  of  metallic  manganese.  Yesterday 
he  was  one  of  the  two  members  of  toe  committee  who  reversed  their 
previous  votes  and  put  manganese  on  the  free  list.  When  asked  why 
he  changed  he  said  the  White  House  advised  It." 

I  do  not  vouch  for  that  statement,  but  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  it  appeared  In  one  of  the  most  reputable 
newspai>ers  In  the  United  States,  and  this  morning  Is  the  first  time 
I  have  heard   It  disputed  ^ 

Mr    Bingham    Mr    President 

The  Vici  President.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  3rleldHo  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut?  j 

Mr    AsHVRST    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  i 

Mr.  Bingham.  My  friend  from  New  Mexico  |Mr.  Bratton)  was 
not  present  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  some  weeks  ago  when  the 
senior  Senator  from  Montana  |Mr  Walsh  |  referred  to  this  rfeport. 
I  was  present  at  the  time,  and  I  said,  without  mentioning  the  name 
of  the  newspaper  at  that  time,  that  a  newspaper  had  stated  that  I 
had  given  out  a  statement  and  had  said  that  I  had  voted  first  for 
the  duty  on  manganese:  that  I  had  later  voted  against  It.  and  that 
I  had  changed  my  vote  at  the  request  of  the  White  House.  I  said 
at  that  time  that,  except  for  the  fact  that  I  gave  out  no  statement, 
that  I  had  not  voted  for  a  duty  on  manganese,  that  I  had  not 
changed  my  vote,  and  that  whatever  had  been  done  had  not  been 
done  at  the  request  of  the  White  House,  the  story  was  correct. 

Mr    Wheelex    Mr    I^esldent 

The  Vicx  President  [Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the 
Senator   from    Montana? 

Mr.  Ashurst    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr  Wheeler.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut   a   question? 

Mr   AsHtJ»sT.  If  I  may  yield  .for  such  purpose. 

Mr  Whezlek.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
If  It  was  not  his  understanding  that  this  change  was  made  at  the 
request  of  the  White  House? 

Mr.  Bingham.  The  Senator  is  asking  something  which  la  in  the 
nature  of  hearsay  or  of  understanding:  and  I  do  not  think  the 
Senator's  question  Is  one  that  can  well  be  answered  at  this  time. 
I  have  stated  very  frankly  that  the  article  in  the  newspaper  waa 
entirely  Incorrect. 

Mr    Whezles    Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  pardon  me 

The  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  Ashurst    I   yield  further. 

Mr.  Wheeler  I  should  like  to  direct  my  question  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  |Mr  Moses).  I  see  that  he  Is  in  the  Chamber 
at  the  present  time. 

The  Vice  President.  Will  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  give 
his  attention? 

Mr.  Wheeler.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  if  It  was 
not  his  understanding  that  this  rate  on  manganese  was  changed 
at  the  request  of  the  White  House? 

Mr.  MosKs.  Mr.  President.  I  cannot  say  that  I  had  any  particular 
understanding  about  it.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and.  as  I  recall,  these  rates  were  belns  made  at  a  time  when 

wja  absent  from  the  city  I  remember  tha^  the  city  of  Washing- 
ton was-Itill  of  rumors  to  that  effect  at  the  tli|ie. 

Mr.  Whexlsx.  I  will  state  that  a  member  of  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee, who  does  not  happen  to  be  present,  stated  to  me  that  the  rate 
was  changed  because  of  that  fact. 

Mr  Ashurst.  Mr.  President.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept,  and 
do  accept,  the  statement  of  a  Senator:  If  he  changed  his  vote  at 
the  behest  of  the  White  House,  he  probably  should  not  be  too  se- 
verely condemned:  and  I  shall  not  discuss  the  reasons  why  any 
member  of  the  committee  changed  his  vote.  It  was  a  singular  cir- 
cumstance, however,  that  the  Finance  Committee  should  first  at 
one  sitting  broaden  out  and  thus  practically  In  effect  Increase  the 
duty  on  manganese,  and  then,  as  soon  as  the  Russian  contract  with 
the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  was  made,  the  committee 
should  execute  this  volte-face  and  thus  change  Its  position. 

But  even  if  those  members  of  the  committee  who  did  change 
their  vote  did  say  that  they  took  such  action  at  the  request  of  the 
White  House,  such  statement  would  be  of  little  probative  value, 
because  Mr.  Hoover  dtiring  his  candidacy  for  the  Presidency  of  the 
United  States,  speaking  for  a  duty  on  manganese,  said  In  his  speech 
delivere<i  in  Pueblo.  Colo.,  on  November  3.  1928,  which  speech  was 
widely  quoted — I  have  a  photostat  copy  of  the  page  of  the  news- 
paper carrying  the  speech  and  have  had  it  verified,  as  follows: 

"I  know  of  no  State  in  the  Union  where  continuation  of  the  Re- 
publican Party  in  power  is  of  more  vital  Importance  than  to  the 
people  of  Colorado.  There  Is  hardly  a  product  of  your  whole  State 
that  Is  not  dependent  upon  tariff  for  its  very  existence.  Of  your 
minerals,  zinc,  tungsten,  and  manganese  could  scarcely  be  produced 
except  for  the  protective  tariff." 

Is  that  the  speech  to  which  the  able  Senator  from  Montana  refers? 

Mr  Wheeler.  Yes.  Mr.  President;  that  Is  the  matter  to  which  I 
had  reference. 

Mr.  Ashurst.  The  United  States  Steel  Corporation  was  formed 
under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Ebert  H  Gary,  now  deceased:  and  It 
was  formed  at  a  time  when  the  steel  Industry  was  about  to  enter 
upon  an  era  of  Its  greatest  expansion.     That  corporation  became 


the  most  colossal  single  producer  In  that  Industry.  Indeed.  It  is 
the  giant  of  that  Industry  and  has  136  distribution  agencies  In  44 
countries  Mr.  President,  it  has  been  said  that  the  United  States 
Steel  Corporation  is  indifferent  as  to  a  tariff;  but  my  opinion  is 
that  if  it  is  not  demanding  a  protective  tariff  It  occupies  the  posi- 
tion of  Addison's  valetudinarian,  who  whilst  loudly  complaining 
that  he  was  starving  to  death  grew  so  fat  that  he  was  shamed  into 
silence. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  now  going  to  advert  to  another  phase  of  this 
question,  but  before  I  do  so  I  desire  to  take  the  Judgment  of  the 
Senate  as  to  the  propriety  of  reading  from  the  statement  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  and  at  this  Juncture  I  particu- 
larly ask  the  attention  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  |Mr  Smoot). 

I  do  not  wish  to  violate  the  proprieties  or  any  confidence  of  the 
Senate.  I  desire  to  refer  to  some  figures  in  the  statement  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  in  response  to  Senate  Resolution 
108  relative  to  furnishing  the  Committee  on  Finance  with  state- 
ments of  profits  and  losses  of  certain  taxpayers.  I  desire  to  know 
if  I  am  at  liberty  to  read  extracts  from  that  publication? 

Mr.  Smoot.  That  rests  entirely  with  the  Senator. 

Mi  Ashurst  I  do  not  want  to  violate  any  propriety  or  any  con- 
fidence of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Smoot  I  will  say  that  personally  I  would  not  do  It;  but.  If  I 
wanted  to.  I  would  refer  to  the  report  as  to  whether  the  taxpayer's 
business  was  profitable  or  whether  It  was  not  profitable.  That  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  impropriety  in  doing. 

Mr.  AsHtjRST.  In  the  Senate,  above  any  other  place,  or.  rather, 
as  well  as  in  any  other  place,  the  amenities  that  guide  and  guard 
gentlemen  should  be  observed.  I  think  we  all  agree  on  that;  and  I 
expect  to  refer  to  and  to  read  some  extracts  from  these  reports  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  that  have  been  sent  to  us, 
but  if  Senators  feel  that  I  would  thereby  be  violating  the  proprieties 
or  the  amenities.  I  would  not  do  so.  I  ask  the  Judgment  of  the 
Senate  on  this  point. 

Mr.  Smoot.  I  can  only  say.  Mr.  President,  that  I  would  not  do  It; 
but  If  I  wanted  to  refer  to  any  company  whose  report  has  been  sent 
to  the  Finance  Committee  and  to  the  Senate  I  would  do  It  In  a 
general  way  by  saying  that  Its  operations  were  very  profitable,  or 
they  were  profitable,  or  they  were  not  profitable. 

Mr.  Ashurst.  Would  the  Senator  deem  that  any  reference  to  losses 
would  be  a  violation? 

Mr.  Smoot.  No;  I  do  not  think  that  would  be  a  violation. 

Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  AsHtjRST    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana.  I  trust  the  Senator  from  Arizona  will  not 
be  restrained  by  any  consideration  of  amenities  or  what  might  be 
regarded  as  gentlemanly  conduct.  If  he  is  not  restrained  by  the  law 
from  discussing  these  reports,  and  he  does  not  feel  that  the  law 
restrains  him.  I  know  of  no  consideration  of  propriety  or  appropri- 
ateness In  debate  that  ought  to  restrain  him  In  the  slightest  degree. 

Mr  ASHURST.  I  am  glad  to  have  that  light  thrown  upon  the  matter. 

Mr  Smoot  and  Mr   Phipps  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr  Ashurst.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Utah.  Then  I  will 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr  Smoot  Mr.  President.  I  fully  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Montana:  but.  In  my  opinion.  It  would  be  a  violation  of  law  to  do  so. 
I  do  not  mean  that  It  would  be  a  violation  of  law  to  state  whether 
the  taxpayer's  operations  were  profitable  or  whether  they  were  un- 
profitable, or  whether  there  was  a  loss  or  whether  there  was  a  gain; 
but  I  do  believe  that  the  law  prevents  the  publication  of  this  matter 
here,  where  It  would  be  published  In  the  Record  and  open  to  the 
world. 

Mr.  Phipps    Mr.  President 

The  Presiding  Oiticer  (Mr.  Pess  In  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr  Ashurst    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  Phipps  May  I  say  that  having  looked  at  some  of  the  reports 
that  have  come  to  us  from  the  Tariff  Commission.  I  note  that  In 
some  Instances  concerns  have  been  losing  money  year  after  year  in 
certain  lines  of  business  As  far  as  the  Steel  Corporation  Is  con- 
cerned, of  course  It  Is  a  leader  In  the  steel  business,  and  It  Is  an 
outstanding  mark  Everyone  refers  to  it.  It  publishes  all  of  Its 
information.  It  conceals  nothing  Nothing  that  the  Senator  might 
refer  to  in  Its  report  would  be  objected  to;  but  I  beg  the  Senator 
not  to  call  attention  to  concerns  that  have  been  losing  money, 
particularly  at  this  moment,  when  a  reference  to  their  condition 
might  have  a  disastrous  effect  on  their  business. 

Mr  Ashurst  I  shall  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  and  not  refer  to  the  losses  of  any  company  by  name. 

Mr.  Simmons    Mr   President 

The  Presiding  Otticer  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  Ashurst    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr  Simmons.  The  Senator  is  discussing  a  very  Interesting  qtie** 
tlon.  and  one  which  has  been  the  subject  of  some  controversy  here- 
tofore In  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Montana.  Mr  Walsh.  Is  absolutely  correct. 
Nothing  m  the  way  of  courtesy  or  the  amenities — to  use  the  term  of 
the  Sfnator  from  Montana — ought  to  restrain  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  In  the  use  of  the  Information  to  which  he  refers.  It  Is  purely 
a  question  of  how  far  he  Is  permitted  to  use  this  information  under 
the  law. 

The  Federal  law  is  that  the  returns  of  the  taxpayer  are  secret,  and 
not  to  be  divulged  by  the  Treasury  Department  to  anyone  except  by 
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authority  of  law.  The  law  provides,  however,  that  either  the  Finance 
Committee  or  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  may  ask  for  these 
returns  for  their  use.  and  that  they  may  report  these  returns  to  the 
Congress.  I  do  not  think  they  have  reported  these  urns  to  the 
Congress,  but  they  have  fxirnlshed  them  to  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  and  probably  to  the  Members  of  the  House. 

With  reference  to  the  tise  of  thoae  returns,  the  Senator  from  Utah, 
I  think,  volunteered  the  opinion  a  few  minutes  ago  that  a  Senator 
might  refer  to  the  losses. 

Mr.  Smoot.  A  loss,  but  not  the  amount  of  the  loss;  or  a  gain,  but 
not  the  amount  of  the  gain. 

Mr.  Simmons.  A  Senator  might  refer  to  a  profit  but  not  to  the 
amount  of  the  profit. 

Blr.  Smoot.  Yes. 

Mr.  Simmons.  If  that  Is  the  only  tise  that  the  Senate  committee 
or  the  Members  of  the  Senate  can  make  of  this  information  after 
they  get  It.  then  It  is  absolutely  useless  Information,  and  there  Is 
no  practical  object  or  purpoee  in  the  law  which  authorizes  them  to 
ask  for  these  returns  and  to  report  them  to  the  Congress. 

I  think  that  when  those  returns  are  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  Sen- 
ator for  his  use  It  Is  a  matter  of  discretion  with  him  as  to  how  he 
will  use  this  Information  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  him  In  the  study 
or  In  the  exposition  of  questions  relating  to  the  tariff;  and,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  if  I  felt  that  It  was  proper  to  use  the  exact  re- 
turns of  any  concern  In  order  to  enlighten  the  Senate  or  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  with  reference  to  the  tariff  rate  under  discus- 
sion. I  should  not  have  the  slightest  hesitation  in  doing  it. 

Mr.  Smoot.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  Ashurst.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Smoot.  So  that  the  Senator  will  know  Just  what  the  law  Is 
In  this  respect.  I  want  to  read  It: 

"Any  relevant  or  useful  information  thus  obtained  may  be  sub- 
mitted by  the  committee  obtaining  it  to  the  Senate  or  the  House,  or 
to  both  the  Senate  and  House,  as  the  case  may  be." 

There  Is  no  need  of  my  reading  the  rest  of  It. 

Mr.  Ashurst.  It  is  not  at  all  to  my  taste  to  exploit,  here  or  else- 
w^here,  figures  as  to  what  somebody  has  made  or  lost,  but  I  did 
think  I  had  a  right — Indeed,  that  It  was  my  duty — to  point  out  that 
the  steel  Interests,  which  have  opposed  a  duty  on  manganese,  have 
no  grounds  to  complain  that  their  Industries  were  languishing,  and 
that,  therefore,  they  could  not  stand  any  duty  upon  their  raw 
materials.  I  thought  to  reinforce  my  argument  by  showing  that 
In  many,  if  not  in  practically  all.  Instances  these  steel  industries 
were  opulent  and  have  enjoyed  extremely  large  profits. 

Mr.  Simmons.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  Ashurst    I  yield. 

Mr.  Simmons.  Even  If  the  Senator  were  not  disposed  to  go  as  far 
as  I  said  that  I  felt  he  was  Justified  In  going,  certainly  he  could 
read,  without  mentioning  the  names,  that  certain  steel  companies 
dx>wed  a  profit.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me  further.  I  cannot 
understand  why  those  who  are  demanding  high  duties  for  certain 
Industries  In  this  country  are  so  bent  upon  preventing  the  use  of 
these  returns  of  the  income  taxes. 

Mr.  Smoot.  It  Is  not  that  at  all. 

Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  Ashurst.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana.  I  think  It  would  be  quite  appropriate  at 
this  place  to  have  incorporated  In  the  Record  the  law.  In  my  Judg- 
ment there  Is  no  reason  at  all  under  the  law  why  the  Senator  should 
not  make  such  use  of  these  reports  as  he  cares  to  make.  Section 
1024  of  title  26  of  the  Code  of  Lav^-s  reads  as  follows: 

"1024.  Inspection;  lists  of  persons  making  returns;  amount  paid: 
(a)  Returns  upon  which  the  tax  has  been  determined  by  the  Com- 
missioner of  Internal  Revenue  shall  constitute  public  records:  but 
they  shall  be  open  to  Inspection  only  upon  order  of  the  President 
and  under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  and  approved  by  the  President :  Providfd.  That  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and.  Means  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  the 
Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate,  or  a  special  committee  of  the 
Senate  or  House  shall  have  the  right  to  call  on  the  Secretary  of  the 
TYeasury  for.  and  It  shall  be  his  duty  to  furnish,  any  data  of  any 
character  contained  In  or  shown  by  the  returns  or  any  of  them, 
that  may  be  required  by  the  committee;  and  any  such  committee 
shall  have  the  right,  acting  directly  as  a  committee,  or  by  and 
through  such  examiners  or  agents  as  it  may  designate  or  appoint, 
to  inspect  all  or  any  of  the  returns  at  such  times  and  In  such 
manner  as  it  may  determine;  and  any  relevant  or  useful  informa- 
tion thus  obtained  may  be  submitted  by  the  committee  obtaining  it 
to  the  Senate  or  the  House,  or  to  both  the  Senate  and  House,  as 
the  case  may  be." 

The  Finance  Committee  has  called  upon  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  this  Information,  and  the  information  has  been  put 
Into  the  hands  of  every  Member  of  the  Senate,  so  that  the  matter 
has  been  submitted  to  the  Senate;  and,  of  course.  If  it  is  submitted 
to  the  Senate,  it  can  be  submitted  only  for  such  use  as  Senators 
may  care  to  make  of  it. 

Mr.  OzoRcs.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AsHtnusT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  OsoRcs.  I  desire  to  say  that  the  position  taken  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana  Is  precisely  the  position  taken  by  me  in  the  Finance 
Committee  meeting  at  the  time  when  It  was  decided  by  the  com- 
mittee to  submit  to  the  Senate  this  information  which  is  now 
published.  Certainly,  submitting  this  information  to  the  Senate 
means  the  submi.<:Flon  to  the  Senate  in  open  session.     It  becomes 


a  matter  of  public  record,  since  we  have  no  secret  sessions  of  the 
Senate  unlees  by  an  express  vote,  and  then  only  on  executive  mat- 
ters, like  the  confirmation  of  persons  nominated  to  office. 

Mr.  Ashurst.  Mr.  President,  I  have  tried  fairly  to  take  the  senti- 
ment and  Judgment  of  the  Senate  upon  this  question,  and  with 
dtje  deference  to  those  who  may  criticize  my  use  of  the  figures — 
and  I  shall  be  conservative  in  xising  them — I  believe,  as  a  humble 
member  of  the  bar  of  my  State,  that  any  Senator  is  Justified  in 
following  the  legal  opinions  of  such  eminent  lawyers  as  the  senior 
Senator  from  Montana  |Mr.  Walsh]  and  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Georgia  (Mr.  Georce|.  In  fact,  lawyers,  when  talking  with  them, 
may  be  likened  to  Saul  sitting  at  the  feet  of  Gamaliel.  I  speak 
now  of  that  period  from  the  date  of  the  signing  of  the  Pordney- 
McCumber  tariff  bill  until  the  end  of  the  year  192S.  The  entire 
losses  of  the  steel  interests,  upon  which  reports  were  asked  by  the 
committee,  for  the  years  1922.  1923,  1924.  1926,  1926.  1927.  and  1938 
amount  to  $1,503,259.34. 

Mr   Smoot.  As  the  companies  reported. 

Mr.  AsHXTRST.  Yes;  as  the  companies  reported.  Now,  as  to  the 
profits  I  take  first  the  Otis  Steel  Co.  The  yearlyjiroflts.  by  years, 
according  to  their  books,  were: 

1922 MM.  207 

1923 — - 1, 358,  231 

1925 1,  162.  612 

1927 1, 359, 904 

1928 3,746,811 

Mr.  Whexlxs.  Mr.  President,  what  the  Senator  is  reading,  I  take 
It.  is  the  net  gain  after  all  of  the  depreciations,  which  in  some  In- 
stances were  tremendous. 

Mr.  Ashurst.  Yes;  the  net  gain,  according  to  the  books  of  the 
various  comf>anle8,  after  paying  all  replacements,  taxes,  betterments, 
salaries,  and  so  forth — the  net  gain,  according  to  their  books. 

The  yearly  profits  of  the  Bethlehem  Sleel  Corporation,  according 
to  their  books,  were: 

1922 M.  607.  254 

1923 12, 710.  712 

1924 r. 8.  922.  446 

1925 13. 866.  753 

1926 20.246.  166 

1927 15. 529,  917 

1928 —  16. 980, 836 

Mr.  Black,  lb.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  Ashurst.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Black  Has  the  Senator  computed  the  percentage  of  profits 
of  the  outstanding  stock  for  any  year? 

Mr.  Ashurst.  I  have  not. 

The  profits  by  years,  according  to  the  books  of  the  Gulf  State 
Co.,  of  Birmingham.  Ala.,  were  as  follows: 

1922 $958,  207 

1923 .^ 1,  676,  621 

1924-. 912.  878 

1925 1, 036.  777 

1926 ^  779,  792 

1927 : - .  756,  403 

1928 - 924,746 

The  profits  by  years  of  the  Inland  Steel  Co..  according  to  their 
books,  were  as  follows: 

1922 •!.  160,008 

1923 6,  600,  168 

1924 6, 190.  COO 

1925 6. 538,  734 

1926 8, 039.  704 

1927 _' 7,800.  894 

1928 - 10,  394.  297 

The  profits  of  the  Republic  Iron  ft  Steel  Co.,  Youngstown,  Ohio, 
according  to  their  books,  were  as  follows: 

1922 Not  given. 

1923- - - »6.  644.  343 

1924 2.  068.  297 

1925 3,  813.  484 

1926 3.  623.  774 

1927 8,  018,  282 

1928-- - - 4,  642,480 

The  profits  of  the  Wheeling  Steel  Corporation.  Wheeling,  W.  Va., 
according  to  their  books,  were  as  follows: 

1922 »1, 726,  260 

1923 6,  448, 169 

1924. 866,  110 

1925 4,  073,  296 

1926 6,  660.  184 

1927 4.  028.  916 

1928 - ---      6.  443.  739 

The  profits  of  the  American  Belling  Mills  Co.,  Mkldletown.  Ohio, 
according  to  their  books,  were  as  follows: 

1922 a2. 605.  766 

1923 3. 518.  223 

1924 2.  662.  831 

1926 2.  785.  093 

1926 4.015  999 

1927 3. 452.  549 

1928 - 14.  062.  978 
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Mr.  Sackett    Mr    President—^ 

The  Presidinc  Ofticzii.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  AsHURST.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Sackxtt.  Has  the  Senator  any  data  to  sbow  whether  the  com- 
panies are  the  same  size  or  whether  they  have  purchased  other 
plants? 

Mr.  AsHtntsT.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Sackett.  The  Senator  stirely  does  not  want  to  intimate  that 
U  they  have  purchased  other  plants  they  are  simply  growing  In 
profits?  It  may  be  due  to  mergers  or  various  other  matters  of  that 
kind,  and  simply  to  read  the  profits  would  give  a  wrong  Impression. 

Mr.  AsHuasT.  I  am  statmg  net  profits  according  to  the  books  of 
the  various  companies. 

Mr.  Sackxtt.  That  Is  perfectly  true.  Those  are  the  net  profits 
according  to  their  own  books;  but  naturally  the  net  profits  would 
depend  upon  the  size  of  the  units  which  were  operating  in  par- 
ticular years.  It  may  be  If  they  had  added  units  to  the  organization 
the  totals  would  show  more,  although  the  profits  were  less. 

Mr.  AsHtrssT.  The  last  one  I  shall  read  is  United  States  Steel. 
Their  profits,  according  to  their  books,  were  as  follows:  For  the 
year  1922.  t39.653.455:  for  1923.  $108,707,064;  for  1924.  $85,110,940; 
for  1925.  $90,602,652;  for  1926,  $116,687,404;  for  1927.  $87,896,836; 
for  1928,  $114,173,774;  a  total  of  profits,  according  to  their  own 
books,  since  the  signing  of  the  Pordney-McCumber  tariff  bill,  of 
$642,812,128. 

To  recapitulate,  the  total  profits,  according  to  the  books  of  the 
companies  reported  upon,  aggregate  $877,684,318.89,  but  deducting 
losses  during  this  period,  aggregating  $1.503,259  34,  leaves  a  grand 
total  of  profits  in  the  steel  Industry  since  the  signing  of  the  Ford- 
ney-McCumber  bill  until  the  end  of  1928  of  $876,181,059  55. 
■-~~~«  The  reliability  of  these  figures  t»ecomes  apparent  in  the  light  of 
the  fact  that  they  are  submitted  by  the  different  corporations  as 
a  basis  on  which  to  compute  their  Income  taxes.  Obviously  the 
net  Income  would  not  be  reported  as  less  than  the  figures  given. 
Incidentally,  It  U  interesting  to  note  that  these  enormous  profits 
have  been  earned  by  the  steel  companies  during  a  period  of  hope- 
less depression  on  the  part  of  mines  and  agriculture. 

The  able  Senator  from  Nevada  |  Mr.  Oddie  | ,  in  the  course  of  his 
address  yesterday,  pointed  out — and  I  shall  not  traverse  the  ground 
over  which  he  passed — the  need  for  the  tariff  which  would  be 
afforded  If  his  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

When  he  concluded  his  address  the  senior  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington I  Mr.  Jones)  read  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  who  went  on  co 
say  that  manganese  is  a  very  necessary  item  in  our  national  defense 
and  that  therefore  we  ought  not  to  put  a  tariff  thereon.  The  point 
the  Senator  from  Washington  made  Is  to  my  mind  conclusive,  to 
wit :  That  if  manganese  be,  as  it  is,  a  metal  necessary  in  the  manu- 
facture of  ordnance  and  other  munitions,  for  a  stronger  reason, 
a  fortiori,  we  ought  to  build  up  the  industry  at  home.  Senators 
will  remember  in  the  dark  days  of  March  and  April  1918  that  our 
^  miners  and  prospectors  in  response  to  the  call  of  their  Goverrunent 
went-^»ut^  upon  the  hills,  smote  the  obdurate  face  of  nature  to 
compel  her  to  bring  forth  her  treasures,  not  of  gold,  not  of  sliver, 
but  cf  manganese,  that  we  thereby  stimulated  the  production  of 
manganese  but  at  that  same  time  we  were  bringing  from  overseas 
half  of  our  manganese.  Who  does  not  recall  the  unfortunate  and 
mysterious  disappearance  of  the  steamship  Cyclops  which  was  last 
heard  of  some  time  during  the  month  of  March  1918,  somewhere 
In  the  West  Indies;  she  was  bound  for  an  Atlantic  port  in  the 
United  States  from  Barbados,  laden  with  manganese  ore;  she  had 
a  complement  of  211  men,  15  officers,  and  57  passengers.  Nothing 
was  ever  heard  of  her  further,  and  men  and  cargo  were  all  lost, 
^flhe  sank  without  a  trace.  Not  a  spar  has  ever  come  to  the  surface 
to  indicate  her  fate.  We  remember  that  poignancy  of  the  grief 
that  fell  upon  us  because  upon  the  Cyclops  at  the  time  she  sank 
was  a  close  relative  of  a  United  States  Senator  who  was  serving 
then  with  us.  What  was  the  mission  of  that  ship?  With  what 
was  she  laden?  She  was  bringing  manganese  to  the  UnlteU  States 
to  assist  In  the  manufacture  of  our  own  ordnance  and  other  miml- 
tlons  of  war. 

Pas.sing  from  a  discussion  as  to  the  use  of  manganese  In  the 
manufacture  of  munitions.  I  repeat  that  1  need  not  here  tell  anyone 
how  widely  is  manganese  now  used  in  the  manufacture  of  steel 
products.  The  opponents  of  a  duty  on  manganese  have  Invcterately 
said  that  "It  Is  hopeless,  it  is  useless,  to  attempt  even  by  a  tariff 
to  stimulate  the  production  of  manganese  In  the  United  States." 
•Let  us  surrender,"  they  say.  "We  cannot  ever  hope  to  be  in  a 
position  where  the  United  States  can  produce  enough  manganese  to 
meet  our  own  demands,  but  we  must  have  free  trade  on  this  ore, 
because."  as  they  assert.  "American  genius  and  American  capital 
cannot  produce  enough  manganese  to  take  care  of  our  own  needs." 

Let  us  examine  that  contention.  On  the  wall  Is  a  map.  That 
map  is  not  made  by  someone  connect'-d  with  the  manganese  In- 
dustry. It  Is  made  by  the  Geological  Survey.  I  ask  Senators  to 
examine  the  map  and  they  will  see  a  large  number  of  black  pins — 216 
In  number. 

Each  black  pin  represents  a  manganese  def>oslt.  Passing  along 
we  reach  and  pass  through  Arkansas-  and  Oklahoma  and  reach  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  so  ably  represented  here  by  her  two  Senators. 
There  manganese  deposits  exist.  Crossing  my  own  State  of  Arizona 
we  still  see  black  pegs,  and  in  and  around-the  area  where  the  tip  of 
Nevada  touches  Arizona,  at  about  the  position  of  the  proposed 
Boulder  Dam,  are  enormous  deposits  of  manganese.  Passing  on  into 
the  State  of  California,  a  State  io  well  represented  In  this  body,  I 
call  attention  to  the  black  pegs  on  the  map  showing  manganese 


deposits.  I  cannot  refer  to  each  State,  but  I  ask  Senators  to  look 
at  the  map  and  see  how  many  there  are.  There  are  more  than  216 
black  pegs  representing  manganese  deposits,  and  I  cannot  take  time 
to  mention  them  all. 

I  have  here  in  my  hand  another  map  made  by  the  Government, 
not  a  map  privately  made  by  myself  or  someone  else  but  made  by 
the  United  States  Government  in  1918.  I  digress  to  ask  why  was 
this  map  withheld  from  the  public  all  these  years?  Why  was  It  not 
promulgated?  This  map  bears  the  stamp  "First  proof,"  I  presume, 
of  the  Geological  Survey,  "February  20,  1920,"  but  so  far  as  I  am 
advised  It  has  Just  come  to  light.  It  discloses  that  the  Goverrunent 
officials  themselves  not  lately  indicated,  but  years  ago,  many  of  the 
same  places  and  same  deposits  indicated  by  the  black  pins  on  the 
large  map  to  which  I  have  Just  called  attention. 

In  order  that  Senators  may  know  where  these  deposits  are  and 
how  vast  they  are  I  shall  read  a  few  of  them,  but  I  cannot  read  them 
all.  I  ask  permission  at  this  Juncture  to  include  in  the  Record  not 
the  map  but  the  legend  or  list  containing  the  names  of  the  States, 
the  names  of  the  counties,  and  the  names  of  the  mines  or  districts 
where  manganese  deposits  are  found. 

The  PREsroiNG  Officer.  Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  list  Is  as  follows: 

Location  of  manganese  deposits 


District 


County 


,     ALABAMA 

Woodstock  ,    

R<K'k  Kiin-Borden  Springs 

Shinbone  Vulley . 

Walnut  Orove . 

Keener , 

ARIZONA 

Tombstone , 

Wurren  (HIsbee) 

Pine  ili.-iirict,  .V5  miles  southwest  of  Winsiow 

l.")  miles  northeast  of  Canyon  Diablo 

Globe  

Fort  Thomas . 

Morenci  . ,  . 

Ash  F««k      . 

Bift  Horn  Mountain.^ 

2  miles  east  of  Hos(|ue 

IS  miles  .-umthwest  of  Sentinel 

r."  miles  southeast  of  Columbia _ . . 

Owtn.-s  (Williams  Hiver),  4.5  to  53  miles  west  of  Congress 
Juni-tion. 

Xi  miles  west  of  Congress  Junction   , 

Colorado  River,  42  miles  north  of  Parker . 

li'>  miles  east  of  SenrchliKht,  N'ev. . . , 

ToiKX'k  district,  9  miles  south  of  Topock , 

Florence  district,  12  miles  southeast  of  Florence 

Su{)€rior 

Old  Hat  di.>5trict,  12to  IR  mile,*  south  of  Wlnkelman . 

Table  Mountain  district,  lomiiesea.'^t  of  Mammoth . 

Patasonia  district,  V2  milt-s  S4iuth  vf  I'ataconia. 

Mayer  dL<frict,  \2  mil»~i  southeast  of  Mayer . 

.^fiuila  district,  9  miles  northwest  of  .\puila ... 

2:)  miles  northeast  of  Hot  Springs  Junction , 

Bouse  district,  «  miles  ea.st  of  Boii.se 

Ellsworth,  32  miles  southwest  of  Salome 

12  miles  northwest  of  Midway '..'.. 

2  mUes  east  of  Ligurta . '.].. 


ARKANSAS 

Cushman 

( lien  wood 1. 1. II. 

Brushy,  Brooks,  and  Hogp«>n  Mountain ..l.,"l. 

StatehousT,  Sugar  Tree,  and  I>«>a<ler  -M oun tain. . I .*"''"" - 
llanna  Range  and  Shadow  Rock  Mountain...iL.». ,.!.. 

CALIFOR.VIA 

Livermore-Tcsla  district,  8  to  12  miles  southeast  of  Liver- 
more. 

Defender 

Pine  Clrove,  Volcano,  and  Olets -IIIIIII^II 

Mountain  Springs  "11,11" 

Clipi*r  Mills  and  Lumpkin  "11111"" 

Murphy's,  Collierville,  and  Sheep  Randi "1™!!!!" 

Copperopolis,  Keystone,  and  Oopher  Ridge .rjlllirj 

San  Andreas  ^ ...I,"I 

Diamond  Springs  and  Placerville 1""IIII*I" 

Squaw  V.alley . ..11111111111" 

Watts  Valley  and  Sycamore . ^""'Ullll" 

f;  miles  n<'rthwest  of  Stonyford . rill"ll"l 

3  miles  north  of  Areata .."""'"I  *"' 

Fort  Seward '_  "" 

Charles   Mountain  district,   20  miles   northeast   of   Fort 
Si'ward. 

Fort  Baker  district.  25  to  30  miles  east  of  Carlotta 

Chocolate  Mountains,  29  to  33  miles  northeast  of  Olamls 

WileyWell ' 

Sf  i*     "■■-•>.  district.  10  miles  north  of  Trona .... 

;i.'  --t  of  Zat>riskie ..-.—IIIIII! 

Blue  Uikes  and  Witter  Springs ""rUmr""' 

1(1  miles  north  of  l'pi>er  Lake '...'.'.'.'.'.'.".' 

IS  miles  east  of  Pieta  . ."."""""" 

Cobb  Mountain,  Cieyser,  and  other  districts,  25  to  30  niiles 

northeit,st  of  Calistoga. 
AratulU  and  other  districts.  40  to  46  mik's  north  of  Calistoga 

IS  miles  west  of  Rumaey 

HiEhh-!d  .-^prinss  .HIIIIIIIIIIH' 

I'almdale        ._ I... """"II"" 

b'^rra  Petuna I.IIII 


Bibb. 

C  herokee-Cleburne. 

Clay. 

Ktowah-Blount. 

Etowah. 


Cochise. 

Do. 
Coconino. 

Do. 
Gila. 
Graham. 
Ore«'nIee. 

Do. 
Maricopa. 

Do. 

Do. 

l>o. 
Mohave. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Pinal. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Santa  Cms. 
Vava|«i. 

Do. 

Do. 
Yuma. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Independenos. 
Pike. 

IM. 

Do. 
Polk. 


.\lanieda. 

.\mador. 

Do. 

Do. 
Butte. 
Calaveras. 

Ua 

Do. 
Eldorado. 
Fresno. 

Do. 
Olenn. 
Humboldt. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Imperial. 

I>o. 
Inyo. 

Do. 
Kern. 
Lake. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
l>o. 
Los  Angelea 
Do. 
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Location  of  manganese  deposits — Continued 


District 


CALirounA— oontinoed 


Gold 

S  miles  north  of  San  RaM. 

Coulterrille 

SwM'twaier 

Calpella  and  Redwood 

Banhedrin  Mountains  and  WIDetts. 

Sand  S5  miles  east  of  Dos  Rios 

8py  Rock 

Longvate . 

MiiM  » 

Btud  Covi I J 


Lam.. 

tmOes  I 


r  Ciowdaw. 


8  mOes  north  of 

Covelo.  Woodman,  and  Dos  RioB 

as  miles  east  of  Ttw  PUms 

Danown 

San  Carpojoro  Creak 

Montio^o „ 

Caliatoga — r 

Rutherford [ 

WoW  Creek 4 

Bear  Elver 

Yaakaeiiat ._... 

Quincy,  Crescent  MiUs,  TaylonviUe,  and  Qi 

uoowood 

Maria  Mountains 

Staiiiore 

IS  to  a  mOas  eaat  of  Trai  Plnoa 

SI  mOci  southeast  of  Tres  Pinoa 

U  mitai  Boritieiuit  of  HoUister 

43  mOes  north  of  Parker 

to  mites  north  of  Dreiman 

Nmt  berry 


villa. 


4- 


B 


OwlUotM 

Boulevard 

Corral  Hollow 

San  Simeon    

Ban  Lui?  and  Loa  Oias. 

Arroyo  Grande . 

AtaMsdero  and  Cambria 

Santa  Barbara.  

Red  Mountain  and  Mllpitas 

24  toM  mites  south  of  livennof* 

Madrone  

Harrison  Ouldi . ^.^ 

Heraolt f 

Yr^a  and  Fort  Jones...... 

Klamathon  .     .._. 

Caflahan  Uulcb 

Ptoeliat  

MBile<i  tH)rtheast  of  OeysmiDe 

9  miles  we.st  of  tJeyservule      .    .    ^.. 

X  miles  northwest  iif  .Mark  West  Spriocs.. 

loitraham  and  Hospital  Canyon 

FaskcoU  

Brushy  Mountain 

Naphis  Peak ^ 

Wildwood 

Ufkt 

Lindsay 

Chinese  Camp 

Booorm 


OOLOaADO 

Falida  district,  10  mfles  north  of  Salida 

Silver  Clifl 

RedClifl 

WeUsville  district.  2  miles  east  of  Wells vOIe 

OhioCity 

Cebolla  Valley,  3  miles  (outh  of  Powderbom  post  office. 

Sapioero      .  ^. 

Steuben  VaUay 


4- 


Spring  Creek . 
White  Pine  . 
Capital  City. 
Peari 

Leadville  .. 

\fi  miles  ea.'«t  of  Moftat 

Klondy  ke  distric:,  to  milrn  west  of  PlaearvBle. 
Cripple  Creek . 

OlOtOU 

Cartentvilla 

Blue  Ridm  and  C 

Cave  Springs     . 

I'nioo  Point  and  Robinaoa. 

Motint  -Airy 

Dtaketown 


Buveisi  Dla ....«..•• 

lAieolnion 

Doofan  Moantatn  

QihotU  and  Tunnel  HUI. 


IDAHO 

Imile  north  of  .''oda  Springs 

Sto  3  miles  southeast  of  Sturgill,  Oref. 


County 


Hill 


MAIM! 


Madera. 

Do. 
Marin. 
Mariposa. 

Do. 
Mendocino. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

l>o. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Merced. 
Mono. 
Monterey. 
Napa. 

Do. 

Do. 
Nevada. 

Do. 
Placer. 
Plumas. 
Iliverside. 

Do. 

Do. 
San  Benita 

Do. 

Do. 
San  Bernardlna 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 
San  Diego. 
San  Joaquin. 
San  Lnis  Obispa 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Santa  Barbara. 
SanU  Clara. 

Da 

I>a 
Shasta. 

l>a 
Siskiyou. 

Do. 

Do. 
Sonoma. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 
Stanislaus. 
Tehama. 
Trinity. 

Do. 

Do. 
Tulara 

l>o. 
Tuolumne. 

Do. 


Chailee. 

Custer. 

Karle- 

Fr«mont. 

Gunnison. 

I>o. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

I>o. 
Hinsdale. 
Jacicson. 
Lake. 
Saguache. 
San  Miguel. 
Taller. 


Bartow. 

Fannin  and  Gilmer. 

Floyd  and  Polk. 

Oreene  and  Taliaferro. 

Habersham. 

Haralson     and    Patil- 

ding. 
Hart  and  Franklin. 
Llnoote. 
Miinay. 
Whitiieldand  Catooaa. 


Bannock. 
Waabington. 


Hancock. 


Loco^ton  of  manganese  deposits — Continued 


Diiitrlct 


Dargan 

Stambaugh. 


MAaTLAND 
MKinOAN 


Cuyuna  Ranse. 
Mesa  ha 

Virginia __. 


MINNESOTA 


Wlnbom. 


ifississnn 


Mtasoinu 


Pilot  Knob  and  Arcadia. 
ComwaU 


MO.\'TANA 


4  miles  west  of  Melroae 

Neihart 

Boteman.  Elk  Creek 

Philit>sburg 

7  mik-s  southwest  of  HaD 

Wickes _ 

Wigwam  Cn>ek,  42  miles  south  of  Norris. 

7  miles  southeast  of  Norris 

Point  of  Rocks,  i  miles  south  of  Ronova. 

Varney 

Ca.stle ^ 

1  mile  north  of  Bonita 

Butte 


KITADA 

15  in  18  mtlos  southeast  of  Las  VetM ..... 

12  miles  s()Uthea.st  of  Shafter   

16  miles  south  of  Jaspier  Siding . 

6  to  7  miles  south  of  OoldfJeld . 

Eureka 

Oolconda 

20  miles  south  of  Mill  City 

22  miles  southwest  of  Stonehouse 

12  miles  southwest  of  Uolconda 

Austin , 

Pioche  -  -  .  .. 

Jack  Rabbit"  "d'rstrict'.'fi  "miies"  "norUi  "of  Picidie I 

24  miles  ea-st  of  Vigo  

1  mile  .southwest  of  Sodavilie 

8  miles  east  of  Rand 

12  miles  northeast  of  Srhurt. 

70  miles  northeast  of  Tooopah 

3  miles  south  of  Carson  City 

Ely 

Si^ _ :... 


Annandale 

Franklin  Furnace. 


KKW  JBRSKT 


NIW  MBXKO 

Rinonn 

P  miles  northwest  of  Rincon 

Fierro 

Silver  City 

Cap  Rock  Mountain 

Florida  Mountains ,,» 

Cooks  Range ...1 .... . 

4  miles  northeast  of  Santa  Fe 

New  Placers  district,  18  miles  northwest  of  Stanley. . 

HilLsboro 

Kingston  district,  28  miles  northwest  of  Lake  Valley. 

Lake  Valley 

Hot  Springs  district,  18  miles  southwest  of  Engle 

E>erTy  

Socorro  Mountains 

San  Ixirenro 

Magdalena. 

Luis  Lopec 


Jefferson 

Sh<xiting  Creek.. 
Kings  .Mountain. 

Hot  Springs 

Mount  .\iry 

Brevard 


MOini  CABOUNA 


OKLABOMA 


Bromide 

West  He  Mountain. 

Pine  Springs 

Uocfaalown 


ORBOON 


Durkeeand  Pleasant  Valley 

12  miles  northe»wt  of  Rogue  River 

4  miliaeeast  of  Rogue  River 

Lake  Creek  district,  11  to  18  milee  east  of  Kagte  Point.. 

Wagner  . - --. 

Watklns  district,  43  miles  southwest  of  Grants  Paas 


rKNNSTLVANIA 


Ironton 


County 


Washington. 
Iron. 


Crow  Wing. 
St.  Loub. 
Do. 


Benton. 


Iran. 

Madison. 


Beaverhead. 
Ca.sc»<le. 
Gallatin. 
Granite. 

Do. 
Jefferson. 
Mailison. 

Do. 

Da 

Do 
Meagher. 
Mi&soula. 
SQver  Bow. 


Clark. 
Elko. 

Da 
Esmeralda. 
Eureka. 
Humboldt. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Lander. 
Lincoln. 

Do. 

Do. 
Mineral. 

Do. 

Do. 
Nye. 
Ormsby. 
White  PiBe. 

Do. 


Hunt«rdoo. 

Sussex. 


Dona  Ana. 

Do. 
Grant. 

Do. 

Do. 
Luna. 

Do 
Santa  F«. 

Do. 
Sierra. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

l>o. 
Sooorro. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Ashe. 

Cljerokee. 

Cleveland. 

Madison. 

f^lrry. 

TraneylTsnla. 


Johnston. 
McCuruin. 

Do. 

Do. 


Baker. 
[Jackson. 

Do. 

Do. 
Joaephlne. 


I. 


Lehifb. 
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Location  of  manganese  deposits — Continued 


District 


County 


Abh*ville  ... 
McCormick. 


SOUTH  CAROLINA 


■OCTH  DAKOTA 

IlcIIirate  Canyon.  13  miles  southwest  of  Custer. 
L«Ml 


CoppPT  Ridf^ 

f  Irtt'nback    

Chilhow*^  Mount:  n 

LouMvillr    

Tuokalt-t^che  Cot« 

Charleston 

Cfc-vi'land  '    

WhitMwk  Mountain. 

Stony  Creek 

Hampton............ 

Dpi  Rio 

Newport . 

RulMiTP 

Washburn 

Haywville      

Boatman  Ridge 

Jetlfr«)n 

SJwily  Valley 

Mountain  City 

ButkT  

Kno\vilI« 

Pine  KMge 

I>ou>lon      -   

Fork  Creek  Knobs... 

Athens 

McMtnn 

Sweetwater 

Tellim  Plains 

Ea-st  Fork 

rnicoi 

BampuB  Cove 


nmrissu 


TSXAS 

5  milM  north  of  Llann 

12  miles  northeast  uf  Mason 

II  miles  southeast  of  Langtry 


rtAB 

12  miles  south  of  Oreen  River 

Little  (iranile  di.«trici.  6  to  13  miles  southwest  of  Floy 

Ifi  miles  south  of  Kloy 

Mo<lena  ..     .  .  

Detroit  district,  art  to  38  miles  northwest  o(  Lucerne 

ManiiiDK  Creek,  near  Marysvale       ,_ 

I>urkee  distrii-t,  s  miles  southeast  of  Elsinare . 

K  miles  northwdiit  o(  Mount  Pleasant : 

Alta 

Park  City 

Ophir         .  

Wtst  Tintic  or  Erickson  district.  31  to  33  miles  north  of 
Lucerne. 

70  niiU's  south  of  Oreen  River,  Wyo 

10  miles  southwest  of  Lehi 

Tiiitic 

«  niiks  south  of  HiutSTille 


South  Wallingford. 


TKBHONT 


Covlnirten 

Crimora 

Lyiidhurst 

Suiter 

I..«nespur 

Buchanan 

Lynch  bum 

Otter  River... 

Newcastle 

Scottjvilte 

Star  Tannery. 

Flat  Top 

I^ui5a  

Warminster... 

Stanley 

Pulaski ; 

Mid  vale . 

Elkton    

PowelU  Fort... 
Bonnet  HIU.... 
Rve  Valk>y.... 

Tip  Top     

Tanners  ville... 
Front  Royal... 
Cripple  Creek. 


moiNU 


WASHniGTO!! 

Humptulips 

15  mile?  west  of  Quilcene 

*Tntles  northwest  of  Hoodsport...... 

3  mQes  northwest  of  Omak ... 

6  miles  south  of  .\nacortes ... 


WTCMINa 

3S  miles  northeast  of  Medicine  Bow. 
10  miles  north  of  Sundance.. 


Abbeville. 
Do. 


Custer. 
Lawrence. 


.\n<lerson. 
Blount. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Bra«lley. 

Do. 

Do. 
Carter. 

Do. 
Cooke. 

Uo. 
Orainser. 

Do. 
Greene. 
Hamblen. 
Jefferson. 
John-son. 

l>o. 

Do. 
Knox. 

Do. 
Loudon. 

Do. 
McMinn. 

Do. 
Monroe. 

Do. 
Sevier. 
Unicoi. 

Do. 


Llano. 

-Mason. 
Valverde. 


Emery. 
Urand. 

Do. 
Iron. 
Juab. 
Piute. 

Do. 
Sanpete. 
Salt  Lake. 
Summit. 
Tooele. 

Do. 

rinta. 
Utah. 

Do 
Weber. 


Rutland. 


.\Ile2hany. 
.\UKU.sta. 

Do. 
Blaod. 

Do. 
Botetourt. 
Car  i)belL 

Do. 
C-ais. 
Fluvanna, 
Frederick. 
Giles. 
Louisa. 
Neboo. 
Pan. 
Piila-ski. 
Rockbridee. 
Rockinttham. 
Shenandoah. 

l>o. 
Smythe. 
TaicwcU. 

Do. 
Wam-a. 
Wythe. 


Orays  Ilarbor. 

Jetlerson. 

Mason. 

Okanogan. 

Skagit. 


Albany. 
Crook. 


Mr.  OvnucAM.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  read  the  counties  to 
North  Carolina  where  manganese  Is  found? 

Mr.  AsHURST  I  thank  my  able  friend  from  North  Carolina  for 
his  Interruption.  In  Ashe  County,  the  Jefferson  district:  In  Chero- 
kee County,  the  Shooting  Creek  district;  in  Cleveland  County,  the 
Kings  Mountain  manganese  properties — and  what  a  host  of  precious 
niemoriea  are  conjured  up  by  the  very  name  "Kings  Mountain";  Hot 
Springs  district.  In  Madison  County:  in  Surry  County,  the  Mount 
Airy  claims;  and  In  Transylvania  County,  the  Brevard  properties; 
and  so  on.  About  these  deposits  the  argument  Is  to  the  effect,  "Oh. 
yes;  but  the  ores  are  of  low  grade." 

Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana.  Mr.  President 

The  Presiding  Officeh.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  AsHXTHST    I  yield. 

Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana.  Before  the  Senator  parses  that  particular 
matter.  I  desire  to  advise  the  Senate  that  In  1927  the  Geological 
Survey  and  the  Bureau  of  Mines  published  a  bulletin  entitled  "Man- 
ganese and  Manganiferous  Ores."  In  which  are  listed  17  States  In 
which  not  only  are  there  deposits  of  manganiferous  ores  but  In 
which  the  deposits  are  actually  worked  and  shipments  made,  and 
In  the  caae  of  each  State  the  productive  mines  are  listed. 

Mr  AsHURST.  A  va.st  deal  of  misinformation  and  erroneous  prop- 
aganda have  been  sent  forth  alleging  that  there  Is  very  little  low- 
grade  manganese  ore  In  the  United  States  and  that  there  Is  even  a 
still  smaller  cniantity  of  high-grade  manganese  ore  In  the  United 
States;  thus  tfe  impression  has  l>een  created  in  some  quarters  that 
our  steel  manufacturers  would  dwindle  and  would  probably  dis- 
appear If  the  steel  Interests  depended  upon  the  United  S'.ates  for 
their  manganese,  but  the  very  reverse  Is  true,  to  wit.  there  Is  an 
abundance  of  manganese  ore.  both  of  the  high  grade  and  the  low 
grade,  in  the  United  States. 

Within  the  past  few  years  chemistry  and  metallurgical  methods 
for  beneflclatlng  these  manganese  ores  have  made  enormous  prog- 
ress. Indeed,  these  discoveries  and  advances  In  chemistry,  geo- 
physics, metallurgy,  and  chemical  engineering  within  the  past  7  or 
8  years  are  so  dazzling  that  they  almost  rival  the  old  dream  of  the 
Alembic;  and  when  we  Invoice  and  catalog  the  recent  great  dis- 
coveries In  science  we  feel  that  Aladdin's  Lamp  and  the  Purse  of 
Fortunatus  In  comparison  are  tame  and  prosaic.  To  this  genera- 
tion has  been  given  the  keys  to  the  kingdom  of  the  material 
world. 

No  well-lnfcrmed  man  would  attempt  to  delimit  the  Iwundarles 
of  chemical  science  or  deny  that  the  quiet  laboratory  may  signify 
more  agencies  for  national  defense  and  more  potentialities  for 
the  victories  of  peace  than  a  whole  regiment,  and  that  sometimes 
a  timid  and  bespectacled  chemist  Is  as  Important  In  bringing 
about  victory  In  war  or  in  advancing  peaceful  pursuits  and  mobil- 
izing the  resources  of  civilization  as  are  bankers,  parliamentarians, 
and  Government  executives  Just  so,  within  the  past  decade, 
scientific  chemistry  now  beneflclates  manganese  ores,  and  these 
manganese  ore  deposits  of  our  own  country  are  ample  to  supply 
the  needs  and  requirements  of  cur  Industries. 

Therefore  when  we  are  told  in  the  lugubrious  jeremiads  of  the 
steel  manufacturers  that  there  Is  not  a  sufficient  quantity  of 
manganese  in  the  United  States  for  our  Industries,  we  reply  to 
stifch  a  plea  of  pessimism  and  defeatism  that  the  prospector  and 
miner,  that  science  and  chemistry,  refute  such  doleful  assertions. 
Science  Is  the  fifth  estate,  and  her  wizardries  may  with  confldenco 
be  depended  upon  to  beneflciate  our  manganese  ores. 

SELECTIVE  COMPULSORY   MILITARY   SERVICE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4164) 
to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the  United  States 
through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military  training 
and  service. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  briefly  conclude  the 
remarks  on  the  pending  bill  which  I  commenced  yesterday. 
One  reason  for  being  brief  is  that  I  understand  certain  op- 
ponents of  the  measure  are  to  speak,  and  I  am  sure  we  all 
wait  With  great  interest  to  see  what  possible  objections  can 
be  urged  to  this  wholly  meritorious  measure. 

Yesterday  I  attempted  to  show  the  origin  of  the  bill.  I 
did  that  because  in  the  press  and  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
and  elsewhere  it  has  been  charged  that  it  is  a  hastily  thrown 
together  measure,  poorly  drafted,  and  not  having  back  of  it 
the  solid  thought  and  consideration  which  so  weighty  a  meas- 
ure should  always  have.  I  pointed  out  to  the  Senate  yester- 
day that,  going  back  a  number  of  years,  under  the  authority 
of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  1920,  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
chiefs  have  united  in  setting  up  a  joint  Army  and  Navy  Com- 
mission or  Board  to  study  the  question  of  manpower  in  our 
armed  forces;  that  beginning  at  least  in  1926  that  Commis- 
sion set  itself  to  the  task  of  studying  selective  compulsory 
service  in  this  country  and  throughout  the  world,  and  ap- 
plied itself  to  the  task  of  trying  to  put  into  form  to  submit  to 
Congress  the  ideas  of  our  Military  Establishment  upon  the 
question  of  selective  service  in  a  democracy  as  the  proper 
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method  of  maintaining  the  proper  armed  strength  and  the 
appropriate  number  and  quality  of  Reserves.  I  stated  that 
that  Commission,  which  is  still  in  existence,  had  continued 
Its  work  through  the  years,  studying,  as  I  say.  the  selective- 
service  systems  that  were  used  in  the  South  and  in  the  North 
during  the  Civil  War,  the  compulsory-service  systems — if  we 
must  call  them  that — used  by  England  and  the  other  coun- 
tries across  the  water  during  the  World  War.  and  our  own 
selective-service  system,  and  that  as  a  result  of  all  those  ideas 
the  Commission  had  finally  worked  out  a  measure  which  was 
submitted  to  the  Military  Affairs  Committee.  Many  of  the 
Ideas  contained  in  that  measure  are  embodied  in  the  p>ending 
bill;  in  fact,  it  formed  the  foimdation  of  the  measure  now  Ije- 
fore  the  Senate,  coming  from  the  very  l)est  minds  in  the  coun- 
try so  far  as  military  policy  is  concerned. 

I  also  pointed  out  that,  along  with  this  matter,  there  had 
been  worked  into  shape  a  proposal  for  a  selective-service 
measure  by  the  Military  Training  Camps  Association,  and 
because  that  association  has  suffered  some  aspersions  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  I  took  occasion  to  point  out  just  what 
that  organization  is.  I  shall  not^review  the  matter  now.  since 
it  is  fully  set  out  in  the  Record,  which  is  on  the  desk  of  each 
Senator,  other  than  to  say  that  this  organization  goes  back  to 
the  period  of  the  Plattsburg  camps  prior  to  the  World  War; 
that  the  head  of  the  Military  Training  Camps  Association 
serves  as  the  chief  civilian  aide  to  the  Secretary  of  War; 
that  there  is  a  governing  board  consisting  of  the  chief  civilian 
aides  in  each  of  the  nine  corps  areas:  and  that  it  is  an  organi- 
zation extending  into  every  State  and  into  almost  every  county 
in  the  country,  composed  not  of  warmongers,  not  of  men  who 
believe  In  war  as  an  instrument  of  national  policy,  but  of  men 
who  thoroughly  believe  that  in  a  democracy  there  is  a  duty 
resting  u]x>n  every  citizen  to  be  trained  and  ready  to  render 
whatever  service  he  may  he  called  upon  to  render. 

I  went  on  from  that  point  and  attempted  to  answer  the 
charge,  so  frequently  made,  that  compulsory  military  service 
is  un-American  and  undemocratic.  Going  back  to  George 
Washington  and  following  the  matter  down  through  the  years, 
I  suggested  that  it  would  be  very  hard  for  anyone  suc- 
cessfully to  maintain  the  proposition  that  there  is  anything  at 
all  undemocratic  or  un-American  in  a  proposal  which  recog- 
nizes that  every  citizen  in  a  free  government  owes  a  proper 
proportion,  not  only  of  his  property  but  also  of  his  personal 
service,  in  order  to  maintain  and  defend  the  free  institutions 
which  he  has  the  benefit  of  enjoying. 

I  should  like  to  go  on  briefly  from  that  point.  Mr.  President, 
and  say  that  it  seems  to  me  the  debate  in  the  Senate  has 
already  reached  such  a  point  that  but  a  single  issue  is  in- 
\-olved.  The  chief  opponents  of  the  measure  are  already  on 
record  as  saying  that  they  have  no  objection  to  compulsory 
military  ser\ice  in  time  of  war.  Very  well.  If  that  be  so, 
it  is  an  important  admission.  But  an  even  more  signifi- 
cant statement  and  admission  is  made  when,  almost  without 
exception,  the  same  opponents  of  the  pending  measure  say 
that,  even  in  time  of  peace,  in  the  matter  of  training  men  for 
war,  if  the  volunteer  system  should  break  down,  if  it  .«hould 
not  bring  an  adequate  number  of  men  into  the  service,  or 
should  not  bring  them  in  time,  they  would  favor  the  com- 
pulsory selective  system  in  time  of  peace.  So,  it  seems  to  me, 
the  single  major  issue  in  reference  to  the  measure  now  pend- 
ing before  the  Senate  is.  Can  we  safely  rely  upon  a  continua- 
tion of  the  volunteer  system  in  order  to  bring  into  training 
the  requisite  number? 

I  think  the  distinction  attempted  to  be  drawn  between  com- 
pulsory military  service  in  time  of  war  and  compulsory  train- 
ing for  such  service  in  time  of  peace  is  wholly  without  founda- 
tion. Once  it  is  admitted  that  the  Nation  has  the  right  to 
compel  the  citizen  to  l)ear  arms  in  its  defense — and,  as  I  have 
said,  probably  not  a  single  Member  of  the  Senate  disputes  that 
right — the  whole  case  is  conceded,  for  it  cannot  be  that  a 
just  and  humane  people  would  permit  itself  to  be  so  restricted 
that  it  must  send  untrained  soldiers  into  battle  for  the  na- 
tional defense.  To  conscript  them,  if  you  will,  take  them 
out  of  private  life,  and  send  them  forth  to  do  battle  for  their 
country  untrained  to  me  is  unthinkable. 
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I  quote  again  the  sentence  I  quoted  yesterday  from  the 
Progressive  platform  of  1916: 

Service  without  training  means  slaughter  and  disaster. 

Every  officer  who  has  seen  active  service  bears  witness  to 
the  fact  that  it  is  positively  criminal  to  expose  men  to  danger 
unless  they  are  well  trained  and  know  how  to  take  care  of 
themselves.  Colonel  Donovan,  World  War  hero,  states  over 
and  over  again  his  belief  that  no  one  who  believes  that  the 
men  who  may  be  called  upon  to  fight  in  defense  of  their 
country  should  be  given  a  reasonable  opportunity  to  survive, 
could  possibly  oppose  this  measure  for  compulsory  training  in 
time  of  peace. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.     I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  is  the  same  Colonel  Donovan  whom 
Colonel  Knox  sent  to  Europe,  is  It  not? 

Mr.  BURKE.  It  is  the  same  Colonel  Donovan  who  very 
recently  went  to  Europe  and  returned,  either  at  the  direction 
of  Colonel  Knox  or  the  President  of  the  United  States,  I  do 
not  know  which. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  And  it  is  the  same  Colonel  Donovan  who 
was  in  Harry  Daugherty's  office  as  Assistant  Attorney  General, 
is  It  not? 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  believe  Colonel  Donovan  served  very  ably 
as  an  assistant  to  the  Attorney  General  during  the  Coolidge 
administration. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  And  it  is  the  same  Colonel  Donovan  who 
was  part  and  parcel  of  the  frame-up  of  the  case,  and  sent 
agents  to  Montana  "to  get  something  on  me."  That  is  the 
same  man. 

Mr.  BURKE.  My  acquaintance  with  Colonel  Donovan 
comes  in  much  more  modern  times  than  what  I  consider 
the  very  infamous  proceeding,  as  I  read  about  it  many  years 
ago,  against  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  My  acquaintance  came  at  a  time  when  he 
was  in  Daugherty's  office,  and  when  they  sent  Blair  Coan  out 
"to  get  something  on"  Senator  Walsh  and  to  try  "to  get 
something  on  me." 

Mr.  BURKE.  On  that  point,  if  I  recall  correctly,  at  that 
time  the  present  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Harlan  Stone, 
was  or  became  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  and  I 
found  great  difficulty  at  the  time,  having  a  very  high  regard 
then  and  now  for  Harlan  Stone,  to  reconcile  myself  to  the 
fact  that  he  was  head  of  the  Justice  Department  when  these 
proceedings,  which  seemed  to  me  to  be  nefarious,  were  being 
prosecuted  against  the  Senator  from  Montana.  As  I  have 
said.  I  had  not  realized  that  it  was  during  the  time  that  Colo- 
nel Donovan  was  with  the  Department  that  those  proceedings 
originated,  but  I  should  certainly  want  to  investigate  the 
matter  very  carefully  for  myself  to  determine  whether  I 
should  not  put  Colonel  Donovan  in  the  same  position  with 
Justice  Stone  in  reference  to  those  matters,  because  every 
instinct  I  have  tells  me  that  this  man.  whom  I  have  come  to 
know  well  recently,  and  with  whose  war  record  I  am  very 
familiar,  has  nothing  in  his  nature  which  would  permit  him 
willingly  to  do  an  injustice  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  or 
anyone  else. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that,  regardless 
of  what  he  may  think  about  Colonel  Donovan,  all  he  has  to  da 
is  to  read  the  record,  and  if  he  reads  the  record,  either  one 
of  two  things  is  demonstrated:  Either  Colonel  Donovan  was 
misled  by  the  people  who  were  in  the  office — and  I  cannot 
conceive  how  any  lawyer  of  any  ability  whatsoever  could  be 
misled  by  the  kind  of  stories  that  were  told  to  him — one  must 
come  to  the  conclusion  either  that  he  was  not  a  good  lawyer, 
and  did  not  know  anything  about  the  prosecution  of  cases, 
or  that  he  was  part  and  parcel  of  the  frame-up. 

Mr.  BURKEJ.    Was  Justice  Stone  misled  in  the  same  way? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes.  indeed:  let  me  say  to  the  Senator. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  one  of  the  reasons  why  Colonel  Donovan 
was  not  appointed  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  was 
the  protests  which  went  in  from  Senator  Borah  and  other 
members  of  the  United  States  Senate.  They  felt  that  he  could 
not  be  confirmed  as  Attorney  General,  and  I  am  told  by  very 
reliable  authority,  by  a  former  distinguished  Member  of  the 
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Senate,  that  Justice  Stone  made  the  statement  to  him  that 
they  had  lied  to  him. 

Mr.  BURKE.  If  Justice  Stone  was  misled.  I  can  understand 
that  Colonel  Donovan  might  also  have  been  misled. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  But.  mind  you.  Colonel  Donovan  was  in 
Daugherty's  office  at  the  time  the  prosecution  was  started, 
and  he  was  one  of  the  men  who  were  handling  it.  Stone  came 
in  after  Daugherty  was  forced  out  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  after  he  was  forced  out  because  of  his  activities. 
Subsequently  Mr.  Daugherty  was  prosecuted,  and  subse- 
quently a  petit  Jury  came  within  one  vote  of  convicting  him 
of  matters  wh'ch  were  shown  up  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  BURKE.  In  siMte  of  all  the  Senator  from  Montana 
now  states.  I  have  complete  confidence  in  the  moral  integ- 
rity and  the  intellectual  honesty  of  Colonel  Donovan.  But 
I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  to  the  fact 
that  he  has  not  said  anything  bearing  upon  the  question  of 
Colonel  Donovan's  knowledge  of  military  policy,  his  distin- 
guished record  In  the  World  War,  the  fact  that  he  stands 
today  as  the  most  experienced  civilian  soldier  in  the  entire 
country,  and  has  observed  military  affairs  everywhere.  Cer- 
tainly, in  spite  of  the  strong  feeling  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana has  on  this  subject,  which  is  understandable,  he  would 
not  question  the  strength  of  Colonel  Donovan  as  a  witness 
In  the  matter  of  a  measure  of  the  kind  we  are  now 
considering. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Because  Justice  Stone's  name  has  been 
connected  with  that  of  Mr.  Donovan  in  the  debate,  I  wish 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  Donovan  was  with  the  case 
referred  to  from  the  beginning,  and  Harlan  Stone  did  not 
come  in  as  Attorney  General  until  toward  the  end  of  that 
very  sordid  story.  Because  he  permitted  the  second  trial  of 
Senator  Whkklis  to  continue,  I  voted  against  the  confirma- 
tion of  Harlan  Stone. 

Mr.  BURKE.    And  It  disturbed  me  very  greatly. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  did  not  think  he  should  have  done  so. 
But  I  have  come  t^j  the  conclusion  since,  and  I  have  been 
satisfied  In  my  own  mind,  that  the  conspiracy  had  gone  so 
far  that  If  Harlan  Stone,  coming  into  the  case  at  a  late 
hour,  had  not  let  It  go  to  its  ultimate  conclusion  and  go  to 
the  jury,  his  integrity  might  have  been  questioned.  I  came 
to  the  conclusion  quite  a  long  time  ago  that  I  made  a  mistake 
when  I  voted  against  the  confirmation  of  Harlan  Stone;  but 
I  did  it  under  a  misapprehension,  thinking  that  he  knew  the 
facts  of  the  conspiracy,  and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  he  did  not  know  them.  He  merely  took  the  word  of 
those  who  had  been  working  under  Daugherty,  and  had  pre- 
pared the  case,  and  permitted  the  case  to  go  to  trial. 

I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  opportunity  to  make  this  expla- 
nation as  to  why  I  have  changed  my  mind  about  the  vote  I 
cast  on  the  confirmation  of  Harlan  Stone.  I  think  he  is  a 
very  fine  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  and 
wish  to  say  that  my  feeling  in  the  whole  matter  has  been 
exactly  like  his  as  he  has  stated  it  to  be.  that  if  I  had  been 
a  Member  of  the  Senate  at  that  time.  I  feel  very  sure  I  would 
have  voted  against  the  confirmation,  and  I  am  equally  certain 
that,  as  matters  have  developed,  and  I  have  come  to  under- 
stand the  situation  more  fully,  I  would  join  with  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  in  stying  that  had  I  done  so  I  would  have 
made  a  mistake. 

But  we  are  getting  a  little  far  afield  from  the  question  at 
issue.  I  had  presented  Colonel  Donovan's  name  only  in  this 
connection,  that  as  the  leader  of  the  Fighting  Sixty-ninth, 
probably  his  name  is  familiar  to  more  people  in  this  country 
than  that  of  almost  any  of  the  other  soldiers  who  served  in 
Prance.  He  hiis  often  told  me  that  the  most  shocking  ex- 
perience he  had  on  the  other  side,  what  grieved  him  most, 
was.  the  fact  that  day  after  day  he  found  that  he  was  in 
command  of  troops  some  of  whom  were  not  adequately 
trained,  and  he  determined  then  that,  so  far  as  it  lay  within 
his  power,  hoping  all  the  time  that  his  country  would  never 


have  occasion  to  send  any  of  Its  sons  into  battle  again,  he 
would  devote  all  the  energies  at  his  command  to  seeing  that 
the  citizens  of  this  country  were  adequately  trained,  so  that 
he  might  never  again  have  to  live  through  the  experiences  he 
had  undergone  on  the  other  side. 

I  have  cited  Colonel  Donovan's  opinion  as  bearing  out  the 
declaration  in  the  Progressive  platform  of  1916.  that  "Serv- 
ice without  training  means  slaughter  and  disaster,"  and  that 
those  who  honestly  but  mistakenly  place  them.selves  in  the 
way  of  and  in  opposition  to  giving  adequate  military  train- 
ing, must  realize  that  they  are  assuming  a  considerable  meas- 
ure of  responsibility  if  unfortunately  sometime  we  should  find 
ourselves  in  need  of  trained  troops,  and  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem and  no  other  system  had  given  the  adequate  training. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say.  with  reference  to  the  inter- 
ruption concerning  Colonel  Donovan,  that  anyone  who  has 
tried  hard-fought  law  suits  realizes  that  frequently  quite  ex- 
traneous matters  with  reference  to  a  witness  are  brought  in 
to  attack  the  credibility  of  the  witness,  although  the  attor- 
ney examining  the  witness,  the  judge,  and  the  Jury,  and 
everyone  else  may  be  satisfied  that  the  witness  is  telling  the 
complete  and  full  truth  on  the  jjarticular  point  under  inves- 
tigation. So.  I  recognize  the  right  of  saying  something  about 
any  of  the  witnesses  that  I  present. 

I  referred  to  George  Washington  yesterday  as  saying  that 
the  conscription  system  is  democratic  and  American.  I  have 
read  some  debunking  histories  which  make  GJeorge  Washing- 
ton out  to  be  a  bad  man  in  some  respects,  but  I  am  glad  that 
no  one  in  the  Senate  took  occasion  to  attack  him  as  a  witness. 

I  mention  next  General  Pershing.  I  have  no  doubt  there 
9ie  some  doughboys  and  under  ofllcers  and  others  who  have 
pretty  strong  feeling  against  General  Pershing,  but  I  do  not 
expect  them  to  use  it  as  an  argument  against  General  Per- 
shing when  he  states,  as  he  did  to  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  a  few  weeks  ago: 

First  of  all,  let  me  say  ttiat  if  we  had  adopted  compulsory  mili- 
tary training  in  1914  it  woxild  not  have  been  necessary  for  us  to 
send  partially  trained  boys  Into  battle  against  the  veteran  troops 
of  our  adversary,  and  certainly  we  could  have  ended  the  conflict 
much  sooner,  with  the  saving  of  many  thousands  of  lives  and  bil- 
lions of  treasure. 

That  is  the  testimony  of  General  Pershing.  , 

The  citizens  of  this  country  in  large  part  realize  the  truth 
of  the  contention  I  am  now  making.  They  do  not  want  to 
wait  until  war  comes,  if  unhappily  It  should  ever  come, 
before  we  start  the  training  of  our  citizens.  Let  no  one 
here  deceive  himself  into  believing  that  his  would  be  a  happy 
lot  if  by  his  action  he  had  helped  to  prevent  or  unduly  post- 
pone adequate  military  training  for  those  who  some  day  may 
be  called  ujwn  to  defend  their  country. 

At  this  point  I  should  like  to  read  a  short  letter  I  re- 
ceived a  day  or  two  ago  from  a  New  York  mother.  She 
says: 

I  would  like  this  to  be  an  open  letter  to  those  Senators  who 
oppose  military  training  for  young  men.  I  am  a  widow  and  the 
mother  of  a  young  man.  I  have  been  both  mother  and  father  to 
my  son  since  early  childhood,  which  makes  him  doubly  dear  to  me. 
I  have  always  believed  that  every  jroung  man  should  know  how  to 
box  stifBclently  to  defend  himself,  how  to  swim,  and  how  to 
shoot      •     •     • 

I  would  like  to  remind  these  Senators  who  oppose  military  train- 
ing that  we  liave  our  children  taught  swimming  to  keep  them  from 
drowning  and  we  do  not  wait  until  an  emergency  brings  them  face 
to  face  with  a  watery  grave. 

My  son  Is  all  in  the  world  I  have,  and  to  see  him  an  unskilled 
fighter  going  forth  to  face  a  seasoned  enemy  soldier  wotild  terrify 
me  doubly,  not  only  the  warfare  but  the  fact  that  he  might  not 
be  as  alert  and  skilled  as  his  opponent.  I  do  not  say  these  things 
in  a  spirit  of  aggression  but  with  the  knowledge  that  strength  and 
confidence  comes  when  you  are  absolutely  unafraid  of  your  oppo- 
nent because  you  are  ready  for  his  every  move.  Can  any  Senator 
trutiifuUy  say  If  war  comes  (and  Ood  forbid)  he  would  not  breathe 
easier  to  know  that  any  young  man  near  to  him  was  equipped  in  a 
way  to  give  him  a  fighting  chance? 

In  these  times  a  lot  of  fatuoxis  talk  wUl  not  Insure  protection 
from  small  souls  drunk  with  desire  for  power.  The  gentle  and 
kindly  man  never  becomes  cold-blooded  through  training;  It  teaches 
him.  though,  to  recognize  and  handle  a  cold-blooded  and  murderous 
enemy.  I  believe  all  men  should  be  trained  to  defend  themselves 
in  case  they  are  called  to  defend  the  Nation.  I  hope  and  pray  our 
men  may  not  have  to  fight,  but  if  they  shcnild  be  called  upon  in  a 
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mad  world  they  can  go  forth  in  confidence  bred  of  knowledge  that 
they  can  match  the  enemy. 

Mr.  TAFT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.     I  yield  gladly. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  the  Senator  feel  that  the  Induction  Into 
the  Army  of  a  man  25  years  old  is  In  any  way  similar  to  mili- 
tary training  for  boys  In  colleges  and  high  schools? 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  shall  have  to  say  that  I  did  not  catch  the 
first  part  of  the  Senator's  question.  "" 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  the  Senator  feel  that  the  compulsory 
training  which  the  lady  who  wrote  that  letter  Is  advocating 
for  her  boy  and  all  boys  in  college  is  in  any  way  similar  to  the 
proposal  to  take  men  from  21  years  of  age  to  31  years  of  age, 
many  of  whom  have  already  become  established  in  their  oc- 
cupations, and  to  draft  them  for  training  into  the  Army  of 
the  United  States? 

Mr.  BURKE.  If  I  were  to  admit  that  I  would  draft  them 
Into  the  Army  and  not  for  training  I  would  see  some  merit 
in  the  Senator's  question.  But  that  is  not  what  the  bill  pro- 
vides. It  provides  that  the  men  who  are  selected  shall  be 
taken  for  a  year's  training.  I  think  that  is  exactly  the  same 
situation  this  estimable  lady  had  in  mind  in  saying  that  If 
the  young  men  had  been  denied  the  benefit  of  adequate  mili- 
tary training  in  college  or  elsewhere,  a  sufficient  number 
of  them  should  now  be  given  the  benefit  of  it  to  constitute 
those  who  might  be  called  into  service  if  the  time  should  ever 
come  when  their  services  were  needed. 

Mr.  TAFT.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  plan  of  the  Army 
Is  to  call  men  and  to  put  them  right  into  the  Army,  not  for 
special  training,  but  into  the  Army  and  into  the  National 
Guard  for  a  year. 

Mr.  BURKE.    For  training  purposes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  To  keep  them  there  for  a  year,  and  then  if 
there  are  not  enough  men — the  Army  officers  said  we  must 
have  1,300.000  at  least — Congress  may  under  the  proposed 
law  require  them  to  continue  to  serve  for  another  year,  and 
they  would  have  to  do  so,  because  they  would  be  the  only  men 
whom  we  could  train  to  make  up  the  army  of  1.300.000 
men.  So  is  It  not  obvious  that  this  is  in  fact  a  draft  into  the 
Army  of  the  United  States  not  of  boys  not  for  the  training  of 
boys,  but  of  grown  men.  who  are  already  engaged  in  their  life 
occupations?  Is  that  not  the  main  purpose  of  the  bill?  Is 
that  not  the  only  emergency  that  really  exists  today? 

Mr.  BURKE.  No:  I  do  not  think  so.  I  disagree  v^ith  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  entirely  on  that  point.  This  is  a  bill  to 
provide  training  now  that  we  are  in  a  time  of  peace,  for  pos- 
sible service  in  time  of  war.  If  war  never  comes,  as  we  hojje  it 
never  will,  still  this  training  will  not  have  been  wasted. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that,  as  I  read 
the  testimony — and  I  shall  call  attention  to  it  later  on  in  my 
own  time — of  either  General  Shedd  or  General  Marshall,  it 
was  said  that  what  the  Army  wanted  was  men.  When  the 
witness  was  asked  whether  the  Army  could  not  get  them 
under  voluntary  enlistment  he  said  "Yes."  but  the  Army  could 
not  get  them  quickly  enough,  and  so  it  wanted  this  conscrip- 
tion bill  because  it  said  it  could  not  get  them  in  the  Army 
quickly  enough  under  the  volunteer  enlistment  method. 

Mr.  BURKE.     I  listened  to  General  Shedd. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  When  I  speak  I  shall  quote  his  exact 
testimony. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Very  well.  I  listened  to  General  Shedd  and 
to  all  the  other  witnesses,  and  I  think  I  am  in  a  p>osition  to 
state  what  the  position  of  the  Army  is  in  the  matter,  regard- 
less of  any  excerpts  which  may  be  taken  from  the  testimony 
of  any  witnesses.  What  they  said  in  reference  to  taking 
these  men  into  the  Regular  Army  and  into  the  National  Guard 
was  that  that  is  the  only  sensible  and  proper  way  to  train 
recruits.  That  if  400.000  men  are  selected  on  the  first  of 
October,  the  only  way  properly  and  promptly  to  train  them 
is  to  fill  up  the  skeleton  National  Guard  regiments  and  the 
Regular  Army.  They  will  then  be  with  older  men  who  have 
had  the  training,  and  will  secure  their  training  promptly. 
Then  after   we  have  passed  beyond   that  point,   with  this 


first  selection  we  will  have  a  sufficient  number  of  trained 
officers,  so  that  eventually,  if  the  program  continues,  new 
units  may  be  set  up.  But  the  matter  of  taking  them  into  the 
Army  now  is  only  to  provide  a  proper  way  by  which  they  can 
promptly  be  trained. 

Before  I  close  I  should  like  to  read  a  part  of  a  statement  In 
a  letter  which  I  received  a  few  days  ago  from  a  gentleman  in 
Montana.    I  read  it  with  particular  pleasure. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  the  Senator  wishes  to  read  letters  from 
people  in  Montana  I  shall  be  glad  to  send  over  to  my  office 
and  get  letters  from  Montana,  because  I  will  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator that  the  letters  I  have  received  from  Montana  run  over 
40  to  1  against  conscription. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  realize  that,  and  it  was  for  that  reason 
that  I  wanted  to  read  a  letter  from  a  sensible  Montana 
citizen.  [Laughter.]  The  writer  of  this  letter  at  22  years  of 
age  was  in  the  first  draft  In  September  1917.  He  writes  as 
follows: 

April  1917  United  States  declared  war  on  Germany.  A  blaze  of 
black  headlines  captioned  every  newspajjer  in  the  land.  At  first  it 
failed  to  arouse  much  interest.  It  seemed  Just  another  event  in 
the  world  of  news.  The  United  States  was  terribly  unprepared  for 
war.  At  first  officers  had  to  be  trained.  That  took  many  months. 
In  September  of  the  same  year  the  "draff  got  under  way.  and  the 
able-bodied  were  drafted  into  the  service.  I  was  in  the  first  call. 
For  the  first  time  in  my  life  I  felt  a  comforting  satisfaction  from 
the  fact  that  I  had  had  2  years  of  compulsory  mUitary  training  in 
college. 

Upon  arriving  in  Camp  Lewis  we  were  assigned  first  to  the  depot 
brigade.  It  was  in  this  brigade  that  we  were  to  receive  our  ele- 
mental training.  For  3  months  we  were  put  through  the  paces  of 
training  and  discipline.  Then  our  company,  250  strong,  was  called 
for  transfer  Into  active  service  abroad.  Just  before  boarding  the 
troop  train  a  rush  order  came  from  headquarters  requesting  the 
company  commander,  clerk,  supply  sergeant,  mess  sergeant,  and 
first -line  sergeant  (myself)  to  return  to  our  barracks  to  train  an- 
other hundred  raw  recruits  who  had  Just  arrived  in  camp.  It  was 
not  our  privilege  to  object  to  this  order,  although  we  were  dis- 
appointed that  we  could  not  go  on  with  our  men. 

We  were  only  with  these  hundred  new  recruits  about  a  week 
when,  again,  another  order  came  from  headquarters  ordering  these 
new.  green  men  to  prepare  for  transfer — overseas  and  into  the  fight. 
When  I  read  this  order  to  these  men  it  struck  them  like  a  thunder- 
bolt. For  a  moment  they  stood  motionless  and  speechless.  They 
were  stunned.  They  had  not  realized  that  we  "^ere  at  war.  Now 
they  knew  it.  Their  faces  were  pale  with  fear — the  fear  of  the 
helpless,  the  unprepared,  the  untrained.  "Why,  Sarge,"  they 
uttered,  "they  can't  do  this  to  us  when  we  have  had  so  little  train- 
ing. We  are  not  soldiers  yet.  We  can't  shoot.  We  know  nothing 
cf  taking  cover  for  our  own  protection.  They  may  Just  as  well  take 
us  out  and  line  us  up  before  a  firing  squad.  It  is  downright 
murder." 

The  verbal  barrage  of  these  green  men  was  all  too  true,  but  orders 
were  orders  and  war  was  war.  I  tried  to  console  these  boys  by 
telling  them  that  they  probably  would  receive  several  months  of 
training  in  France  before  going  Into  active  service.  But  they  were 
not  to  be  consoled.  Knowledge  of  their  unpreparedness  only  added 
to  their  helplessness.  But  democracy  had  to  be  saved  and  we  had 
to  win  this  war.  If  seasoned,  well-trained  soldiers  were  not  avail- 
able, then  the  green,  raw  recruits  had  to  go  to  fill  up  the  ranks 
that  had  been  thinned  by  gunfire  at  the  front. 

I  shall  never  forget  one  man  of  this  group  as  he  sat  on  his  bunk 
Just  before  marching  to  the  train.  He  swore  profusely.  He  cursed 
those  in  authority  for  allowing  our  country  to  be  so  unprepared.  He 
accused  them  of  being  murderers  for  sending  him  into  active  service 
with  no  training.  He  wanted  to  know  why  they  all  had  not  had 
military  training  in  peacetime  so  that  if  they  must  fight  they  would 
know  how  and  stand  some  chance — an  equal  one — for  their  lives. 

It  was  about  3  p.  m.  on  the  same  afternoon  that  we  received  the 
order  to  "fall  in"  these  men  and  march  them  to  the  train.  Several 
cf  these  hundred  men  were  from  nearby  points  and  had  telephoned 
their  parents  early  in  the  day  that  they  were  Leaving.  Parent*  came 
to  camp  to  see  them  off.  I  hope  tliat  I  shall  be  spared  to  see  an 
equally  pitiful  sight  again  as  the  one  that  I  saw  as  the  troop 
train  pulled  out.  Several  mothers  went  into  hysterics.  They  had 
seen  tlieir  sons  leave  with  fear  in  their  hearts.  Too  late  they 
realized  that  their  sons  were  not  prepared.  One  mother  sobbed 
bitterly  and  exclaimed,  "We  did  not  raise  our  boy  to  be  a  soldier 
and  here  he  is  going  to  war  untrained  and  a  perfect  target  for  an 
enemy  soldier.  If  he  is  killed.  I  shall  never  forgive  myself  for 
not  sending  him  to  a  military  school.  We  would  easily  have  given 
him  a  year  of  military  training.  But  we  could  not  foresee  this. 
May  Ood  bless  and  help  him." 

If  our  present  members  of  Congress  had  seen  such  scenes  as  I 
have  mentioned.  I  am  sure  that  our  country  would  not  he  In  the 
unprepared  predicament  in  which  we  find  ourselves  today.  Our 
country  would  be  prepared  ta  meet  any  emergency. 

I  have  a  boy  growing  up.  Tliough  not  old  enough  as  yet  for 
military  training.  I  have  vowed  that  he  surely  will  be  prepared  If 
I  am  possibly  able  to  see  that  he  gets  it.  I  love  him  too  much  not 
to  give  him  a  chance  for  his  life  If  his  country  ever  calls  him.     U 
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my  country  needs  him,  I  shall  want  him  to  respond  but  only  on 
the  condition  that  my  neighbor's  boy  and  all  other  boys  also  re- 
spond to  the  call,  therefore  xmlversal  service  and  compulsory  mili- 
tary training  Is  the  only  sane,  saTe,  and  humanitarian  answer 
to  our  dilemma. 

It  is  unfair  to  expect  the  boys  who  are  now  in  our  Army  and 
Na\'y  to  do  all  of  our  defending  for  us.  It  Is  unfair  to  them  not 
to  have  others  trained  so  that  If  they  need  help  all  can  give 
It  and  give  It  quickly.  The  United  States  of  America,  our  free 
country  where  we  can  live,  love,  and  worship  as  we  please,  belongs 
to  every  loyal  American,  therefore  all  should  defend  it  if  need  be. 
There  should  be  no  slackers  and  no  favorites. 


Mr.  aiLLETTE  rose. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  President,  I  bring  these  remarks  very 
quickly  to  a  close,  but  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  was  about  to  ask  the 
eminent  Senator  to  yield.  I  should  like  to  have  some  infor- 
mation relative  to  fixing  the  training  period  at  1  year.  Per- 
haps the  Senator  has  covered  it  in  his  remartLS,  and  I  was  so 

unfortunate  as  not  to  be  present, 

Mr.  BURKE.    No;  I  did  not.    I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Can  the  Senator  give  us  any  information 
as  to  what  type  of  training  is  to  be  given?  Is  it  to  be  drill 
evolution?  Is  it  to  be  training  in  specialties,  and  tne  handling 
of  implements?  Or  is  it  to  be  training  in  discipline?  If  the 
type  of  training  is  specified,  why.  and  on  what  basis  of  com- 
petent testimony,  is  it  fixed  on  a  12-month  period? 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  shall  endeavor  to  answer  the  question, 
although  the  specific  answer  is  to  be  f  oimd  in  the  testimony 
In  the  hearings. 

The  bill  which  I  introduced  provided  for  8  months'  train- 
ing. Those  who  worked  over  the  bill  considered  that  while 
that  was  not  thoroughly  adequate,  possibly  a  satisfactory 
Job  could  be  done  in  8  months.  When  General  Marshall, 
Chief  of  StafT,  came  before  the  committee  he  stated  that  in 
his  opinion  about  18  months  were  required  to  properly  train 
a  soldier.  He  felt  that  the  Army  could  do  a  very  good  job, 
however,  in  15  months.  PlnaUy,  after  going  over  the  matter 
together,  the  committee,  the  representatives  of  the  Army  and 
Navy,  and  others  decided  on  the  compromise  of  1  year,  which 
the  Army  itvsists  is  not  really  long  enough;  but  the  Army 
officers  think  they  can  do  a  good  job  and  will  do  a  good 
Job  in  1  year. 

As  to  the  other  question,  with  respect  to  the  nature  of  the 
training,  the  bill  specifies  nothing  in  that  respect.  However, 
I  believe  the  testimony  shows  that  it  is  the  expectation  that 
about  one-fourth  of  the  period — which,  if  the  present  provi- 
sion for  12  months  should  stand,  would  be  3  months — would 
be  spent  in  rudimentary  physical  training,  getting  the  men 
to  shape  and  giving  them  the  elements  of  military  training, 
tactics,  and  so  forth.  Then  a  certain  period  would  be  given 
in  company  formations.  The  reason  why  General  Marshall 
and  the  others  felt  they  needed  the  much  longer  period  was 
that  as  modem  wars  are  conducted  it  is  necessary  to  have 
a  considerable  period  of  training  in  the  use  of  great  forma- 
tions of  troops.  The  latter  part  of  the  12-month  period 
would  be  spent  in  that  activity. 

However.  I  recommend  to  the  Senator  a  detailed  reading 
of  the  testimony  of  some  of  the  witnesses,  as  I  am  not  in 
position  to  give  the  details.  In  setting  up  a  proposal  under 
which  certain  men  would  be  drawn  from  civil  life  and  given 
military  training.  I  suppose  the  only  sensible  thing  to  do 
would  be  not  to  say  "This  day  at  this  hour  you  shall  do 
thus  and  so."  but  turn  it  over  to  the  men  who  are  skilled  in 
the  matter  of  military  training  and  leave  it  to  them  to  work 
out  the  program. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  can 
give  us  some  information — he  may  already  have  done  so — 
about  the^  compulsory  military  training  S3rstem  in  Germany. 
How  long  a  period  of  military  training  is  in  force  there? 
At  what  age  does  the  recruit  come  in?  About  what  trained 
reserves  would  the  Senator  say  are  available  in  Germany 
today? 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  have  not  made  any  statement  on  that 
subject,  and  I  am  not  able  to  irake  a  statement,  because  I 
have  not  detailed  information:  but  if  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida has  some  definite  information  on  the  matter  I  .shftii  be 
glad  to  yield  to  him  to  give  it  at  this  point. 


Mr.  PEPPER.  I  do  not,  except  that  I  believe  generally 
the  minimum  is  2  years,  and  that  that  plan  has  been  in  effect 
over  a  course  of  at  least  the  past  5  years,  so  that  in  that 
time  there  must  have  been  created  a  reserve  of  several 
million  men  with  at  least  2  years'  training. 

Mr.  BURKE.    I  have  no  doubt  that  is  correct. 

I  now  draw  to  a  conclusion.  Mr.  President. 

Compulsory  training  in  time  of  peace  for  service  In  time  of 
war  is  the  democratic  method  of  prepiaration  for  national  de- 
fense. Since  it  is  generally  recognized  that  every  citizen  in 
a  free  country  owes  a  duty  to  submit  to  call  in  time  of  war  to 
defend  his  country,  it  follows,  as  clearly  as  night  the  day, 
that  the  country  owes  to  every  citizen  the  duty  to  see  that  he 
is  properly  and  adequately  prepared  in  time  of  peace  to  render 

his  most  effective  service  in  time  of  war. 

There  remains  but  one  further  consideration.  In  this 
democracy  of  ours  we  have  a  natural  abhorrence  of  com- 
pulsion. We  like  to  believe  that  the  individual  citizen  will 
come  forward  voluntarily  to  do  his  duty.  When  danger  im- 
mediately threatens,  when  we  are  actually  involved  in  war, 
when  the  patriotic  fervor  of  the  people  is  aroused  to  the 
highest  pitch,  we  may  expect  a  larger  outpouring  of  volunteers 
than  at  any  other  time.  But  they  would  come  poorly  pre- 
pared, unseasoned,  lackmg  in  the  training  essential  to  their 
own  safety  and  to  their  fullest  usefulness  as  part  of  an  organi- 
zation in  which  complete  coordination  is  a  prime  essential. 
Even  so,  every  emergency  with  which  we  have  been  confronted 
has  given  additional  proof  that  the  volunteer  system  is  not 
the  full  answer.  The  Revolution,  the  War  of  1812,  the  Civil 
War,  and  the  World  War,  all  show  that  we  cannot  safely  jpLsice 
our  reliance  upon  the  volunteer  S3rstem  alone. 

We  conclude  that  the  volunteer  method,  even  in  time  of 
war.  is  inadequate  to  meet  our  needs.  It  is  doubly  so  in  time 
of  peace.  In  order  to  get  anything  like  the  number  of  volim- 
teers  required  to  come  forward  and  submit  themselves  for 
training,  we  should  have  to  put  on  an  intensive  recruiting 
drive,  with  all  it  involves — bands,  war  films,  white  feathers  for 
the  reluctant,  hysteria — all  the  things  we  should  particularly 
avoid.  Even  then  there  would  be  delay,  uncertainty,  valuable 
time  wasted,  and  in  the  end  failure  to  recnut  the  required 
number. 

Contrast  with  that  the  compulsory  selective  system.  No 
ballyhoo.  An  orderly,  dignified  procedure  under  which  every 
male  citizen  within  the  specified  limits  would  register  and  be 
classified.  Out  of  the  entire  group  who  disclosed  the  least 
ground  for  deferment  there  would  be  selected  by  lot  the  re- 
quired number  for  intensive  training.  Those  selected  for 
training  would  be  the  fortunate  ones.  I  venture  to  prophesy 
that  the  chief  complaint,  if  any.  will  come  not  from  those 
chosen  to  receive  this  worth-while  training,  but  from  the  un- 
fortunate ones  not  called,  those  who  will  for  the  time  be  denied 
the  opportunity  to  have  their  Government  fit  them  to  fulfill 
their  obligations  as  citizens. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BURKE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  What  is  the  enlistment  period  for  the  re- 
cruits who  are  now  sought  by  the  Army  under  the  existing 
law? 

Mr.  BURKE.     Three  years. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  That  fact  tends,  therefore,  to  create  a  pro- 
fessional army,  as  contrasted  with  the  citizens'  army  which 
Is  contemplated  in  the  bill,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  BURKE.     I  think  so. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  dare  say  the  Senator  has  heard  the  re- 
cruiting speeches  made  over  the  radio.  I  happened  to  hear 
one  in  Miami  in  July.  The  recruiting  officer  spoke  over 
the  radio  three  times  a  week,  I  believe,  and  he  made  the 
speeches  as  attractive  as  he  could  to  induce  young  men  to 
take  up  the  Army  as  a  career.  He  showed  the  advantage  to 
yoimg  men  of  making  the  Army  a  career.  Therefore  It 
seems  to  me  that  to  have  a  citizens'  army  properly  trained 
is  more  characteristic  of  a  democracy  than  to  have  a  pro- 
fessional army  for  the  defense  of  that  democracy. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  very  helpful 
statement.  It  seems  to  me  it  covers  the  situation  with 
exactness  and  clearness,  and  should  carry  weight. 
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Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  read  an  editorial  which  appeared 
in  the  Washington  News  of  August  5,  entitled.  "Unsafe 
Compromise." 

-  trNSAFB    COMPBOMISB 

Oompromise  on  the  compulsory  military  service  bill  Is  now 
being  UDced  In  Congress.  A  specific  proposal  is  being  drafted 
by  Senator  Malokkt,  of  Connecticut.  It  would  go  ahead  with 
Immediate  registration,  but  defer  the  actual  draft  until  the  Army 
bad  tried  to  raise  all  the  manpower  It  needs  by  a  drive  for  1-year 
volunteers,  with  the  basic  Army  pay  scale  ralaed  from  921  a 
month  to  $30. 

On  the  House  side.  Representative  Edmiston,  of  West  Virginia, 
contributed  the  suggestion  that  the  recruiting  drive  should  in- 
clude bands,  parados,  rallies,  patriotic  speakers,  demonstrations  of 
What  Army  life  can  do  for  a  yovmg  fellow,  and  all  kinds  of  help 
from  patriotic  societies  and  service  organizations. 

Does  this  country  want  that?    We  think  not. 

Oh.  the  great  drive  could  be  staged,  all  right.  The  bands,  the 
parades,  rallies,  the  speakers  could  whip  up  a  fine  display  of 
aiartlal  spirit.  The  patriotic  societies  could  distribute  white 
feathers  and  otherwise  direct  scorn  at  young  men  who  refused 
to  enlist.  A  good  many  could  be  shamed  Into  the  Army  to  escape 
being  called  slackers. 

Who  would  be  the  recruits  obtained  by  this  method?  Many 
would  be  men  who  should  stay  at  home  to  work  in  defense  in- 
dustries or  support  dependents.  Many  would  he  poor  men.  The 
difference  between  121  a  month  and  S30  would  be  no  inducement 
to  the  sons  of  wealth.  The  Maloney-Edmi.ston  plan  might  do 
much  to  force  the  sensitive  and  hungry  to  enlist. 

But  would  It  raise  all  the  manpower  needed?  There  is  every 
reason  to  t)elleve  that  it  would  not.  The  volunteer  system  never 
has  provided  sufficient  manpower  In  a  major  crisis  of  modern  war. 
Adoption  of  the  Maloney  compromise  would  mean,  we  think,  only 
delay  in  adequately  manning  the  defenses  we  are  building  to  pre- 
serve peace  After  a  few  months — a  few  months  that  might  prove 
fatal — the  draft  would  have  to  go  Into  operation  after  all. 

The  brave,  the  forthright,  the  safe  course  is  to  put  it  Into  oper- 
ation now.  It  will  insure  adequate  manning  of  oiu-  defenses  And 
the  principle  of  selective  service  wiU  bring  Into  training  only  the 
men  the  Army  needs,  not  those  who  are  essential  at  home  and  not 
those  who  can  be  goaded  Into  volunteering  or  whose  poverty  makes 
$30  a  month  an  attractive  wage. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  all  I  desire  to  say  at  this  time  in 
favor  of  the  general  principle  of  compulsory  selective  military 
training  in  time  of  p)eace  for  service  in  time  of  war.  Later 
I  shall  join  with  others  in  further  answer  to  any  specific 
objection.';  which  may  be  urged. 

Mr.  WHEELER  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum.  - 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  call  the 
roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Downey 

La  Pollette 

Schwellenbach 

Andrews 

Kllender 

Lee 

Sheppard 

Ashurst 

Krazler 

Ltmdeen 

Shlpstead 

Austin 

George 

McCarran 

Slattery 

Barbour 

Oerry 

McKeliar 

Smatbers 

Barkiey 

Gibson 

McNary 

Stewart 

Bone 

OUlette 

Maloney 

Taft 

Bridges 

OUus 

Mead 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Brown 

Oreen 

MUler 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bulow 

Ouffey 

Mlnton 

Thomas,  Utah 

Burke 

Gurney 

Murray 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Hale 

Neely 

Townsend 

Byrnes 

H.-irrlson 

Horrls 

Truman 

Capper 

Hatch 

Kye 

Tydlngs 

Chandler 

Hayden 

Ollahoney 

Vandenberg 

Chavez 

Herring 

Overton 

Van  Nuys 

Clark.  Idaho 

Hill 

Pepper 

Warner 

Clark.  Mo. 

Holman 

Pittman 

Walsh 

Connally 

Holt 

Radcliffe 

Wheeler 

Danaher 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reed 

White 

Davis 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

WUey 

Donahey 

King 

Srhwarta 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  repeat  the  previous  announcement  that 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Lodge]  is  necessarily 
absent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  King  in  the  chair). 
Eighty-seven  Senators  having  answered  to  their  names,  a 
quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  those  who  advocate  com- 
pulsory selective  service  generally  predicate  their  advocacy 
on  two  contentions.  These  contentions  are:  First,  that  large 
niunbers  of  additional  men  are  immediately  needed  for  the   i 


Army  and  Navy,  and  that  this  large  number  cannot  be  ob- 
tained by  the  traditional  American  method  of  voluntary  en- 
listment; second,  that  conscription  is  the  method  of  rsiising 
the  needed  men  most  consonant  with  a  democratic  form  of 
government. 

I  am  glad  to  know  that  since  this  argument  started  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska  (Mr.  Burke]  and  I  think  my  distin- 
guished colleague  from  Texas  (Mr.  Sheppard]  have  to  some 
extent  corrected  the  idea  which  has  been  prevalent  in  the 
press,  namely,  that  conscription  is  essential  in  order  to  get 
the  necessary  number  of  men  and  that  this  method  is  pro- 
posed to  be  used  because  we  are  unable  otherwise  to  get  the 
necessary  number  of  men  to  fllLup  the  Army  quota. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at  that 
point? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  do. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Did  I  correctly  understand  the  Senator  to 
say  that  he  understood  the  position  I  had  taken  was  that  it 
is  not  necessary  to  have  a  selective  service  bill  to  get  the 
necessary  number  of  men? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    To  fill  the  Army  quoU. 

Mr.  BURKE.     Oh,  to  fill  the  Army  quota? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Yes. 

Mr.  BURKE.     Of  the  present  standing  Armjr? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  did  not  understand  that  part  of  the  Sena- 
tor's statement.    I  think  prolaably  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  said  that  because  of  the  fact  that  not 
only  commentators  but  editorials  in  various  newspapers 
throughout  the  covmtry  have  carried  to  the  general  public 
the  idea  that  it  is  necessary  to  have  conscription  because  the 
Army  otherwise  could  not  get  the  necessary  number  of  men. 

It  is  to  be  noted  at  the  outset  that  these  contentions  are  to 
some  extent  necessarily  interrelated.  If  the  Nation  were  in 
imminent  danger  and  required  10,000.000  men  for  its  defense, 
and  only  a  half  million  came  forward,  it  would  doubtless  be 
both  necessary  and  equitable  to  select  by  lot  the  necessary 
number  from  among  the  available  manpower  of  the  Nation 
able  to  serve,  with  due  allowance  for  the  needs  of  industry  and 
the  public  welfare.  On  the  other  hand,  if  but  10.000  men 
were  needed,  and  more  than  that  number  offered  to  serve,  few 
persons  would  argue  that  it  is  either  necessary  or  desirable 
to  insist  upon  impressing  into  the  military  service  men  who, 
for  one  reason  or  another,  do  not  wish  to  enter. 

Those  who  urge  compulsory  service  at  the  present  time, 
and  particularly  the  proponents  of  the  pending  Burke-Wads- 
worth  bill,  contend  that  we  are  now  confronted  with  precisely 
the  sort  of  situation  first  outlined;  namely,  that  large  num- 
bers of  men  are  immediately  required  for  the  Army  and 
Navy  to  defend  the  Nation,  and  that  the  men  required  cannot 
be  obtained  without  resort  to  compulsory  service.  This  is  the 
argument  which  was  used  very  recently  by  the  proponents 
of  the  bill.  This  contention  cannot  survive  any  sort  of  rea- 
sonably close  examination.  I  think  there  has  been  a  general 
misapprehension  of  the  situation  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
because  Members  of  the  Senate  have  said  to  me  that  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  should  be  called  to  the  fact  that  the 
Army  quotas  can  be  filled  without  compulsory  draft;  and 
many  of  them  were  surprised,  and  even  representatives  of 
newspapers  in  the  press  gallery  were  surprised,  to  find  that 
the  Army  quotas  had  been  filled,  and  that  the  Army  could 
get  and  had  gotten  for  the  quotas  more  men  than  they  could 
handle. 

TH«    NBCESSrrr     foe    resort    to    CXJMPtJLSORT     SERVICE THE    STTVATIOIV 

WHICH    CONFRONTS    US 

That  the  military  events  of  the  last  year  and  the  existing 
world  situation  generally  bespeak  need  on  the  part  of  this 
Nation  for  increased  and  more  effective  defense,  only  the 
most  foolhardy  would  deny.  That  the  defense  measures 
should  be  great  enough  to  counterbalance  and  outweigh 
the  dangers  which  call  them  into  being  Is  likewise  merely 
elementary  common  sense.  But  common  sense  also  dictates 
that  the  magnitude  of  these  defense  measures  should  bear 
some  Justifiable   relation   to,  and  tie   proportioned  on,   the 
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magnitude  and  Imminence  of  the  dangers  which  are  evident 
or  reasonably  calculable. 

Nothing  is  so  Inexorably  certain  in  the  life  of  men  as 
death.  It  may  come  to  any  of  us  tomorrow,  and  must  come 
to  all  of  us  sooner  or  later.  Reasonable  providence  therefore 
impels  most  of  our  citizens  to  carry  insurance  against  this 
event;  yet.  despite  its  certainty,  few  of  us  deem  it  wise  to 
purchase  hfe  insurance  to  the  point  where  life  is  reduced 
to  a  process  of  striving  for  funds  to  pay  for  insurance 
against  death.  Some  of  our  citizens,  however,  seek  today 
to  enslave  the  Nation  to  pay  for  overwhelming  insurance 
against  a  danger  which  exists,  but  which  possesses  none  of 
the  elements  of  that  inescapable  certainty  to  be  foimd  in 
the  lives  of  every  one  of  us. 

The  great  body  of  our  citizenry,  it  is  certain,  would  wish 
to  bring  to  bear  upon  the  Nation's  problems  the  same  prac- 
tical good  sense  which  they  apply  in  the  afiairs  of  their  own 
lives.  They  desire  to  take  out  and  pay  for  an  adequate 
amount  of  insurance  against  a  foreseeable  danger,  but  they 
do  not  wish  to  assume  a  load  of  obligation  so  heavy  that 
It  wiU  bring  about  the  very  event  they  seek  to  insure  against. 
The  American  people  certainly  do  not  wish  to  find,  as  the 
people  of  other  lands  have  found  to  their  sorrow,  that  they 
have  been  sold  a  back-breaking  load  of  so-called  insurance 
which  turned  out  not  to  be  worth  the  paper  it  is  written  on. 

For  those  who  are  imbued  not  merely  with  fear  but  with 
complete  certainty  that  the  Nation  is  on  the  verge  of  in- 
vasion by  a  great  armed  force,  no  cost  will  seem  too  high 
to  resist  the  impending  invasion.  On  the  part  of  most  of 
our  citizens  and  almost  all  military  experts,  however,  armed 
invasion  of  our  Nation  In  the  foreseeable  future,  even  assum- 
ing the  defeat  of  Great  Britain,  is  regarded  as  a  very  slim 
possibility  indeed.  This  is  not  to  say  that  the  possibility  does 
jjot  seem  greater  today  than  it  did  a  year  ago,  or  that  other 
dangers  have  not  become  clearly  apparent;  but  few  of  us 
in  our  calm  moments  believe  that  what  is  necessary  is  the 
massing  of  the  Nation's  manpower  on  the  shores  of  our 
country  to  repel  an  armed  invasion. 

We   do   believe,   however,   that   while    avoiding   hysteria 
and   foolish   excesses,   adequate   sums   of   money  should  be 
appropriated  to  provide  the  Army  and  Navy  with  the  most 
modern  and  efBcient  equipment  obtainable,  in  ample  quan- 
tity,  and   that   steps   should   be   taken   to   insure   efBcient 
production    of   militaiy   supplies   by    the   Nation's    industry. 
We  believe,  as  well,  that  ah  increase  in  our  armed  forces 
is  called  for  by  the  situation  of  the  mcment.    We  believe, 
however,  and  on  this  point  all  expert  opinion  is  in  agree- 
ment, that  it  is  far  more  important  for  our  troops  to  be 
thoroughly  trained  and  expert  in  the  new  mechanical  war- 
fare, and  ably  commanded,  than  that  they  be  merely  nu- 
merous.    Numbers,  in  modem  warfare,  not  only  do  not  com- 
pensate   for    lack    of    expertness,    but    by    multiplying    the 
deficiency    they    actually    Increase    the    danger.     Nor    do 
numbers   compensate  for   lack   of   expert   generalship,   or 
expert    planning.      A   small    but    expert    force    of    Germans 
seized  all  of  Norway.     A  small  but  expert  Finnish  army  held 
the  Russian  Goliath  at  bay  for  many  months.    But  a  large 
French  army  was  quickly  crushed,  less  by  the  enemy  than 
by  its  own  incompetent  and.  in  many  instances,  traitorous 
generals.     A  vauntedly  impregnable  Maglnot  line  was  ren- 
dered worse  than  useless  by  the  incompetent  planning  of 
the  French  general  staff.     The  3^ars  of  military  training 
that  the  French  people  had  undergone,  the  crushing  bur- 
dens  they   had   painfully   borne   for   generations,    all   went 
for  naught  in  the  face  of  the  lack  of  competence  of  the 
French  general  staff. 

HOW    LAKCX    AN    AKMT    DO    WE    WAIVT'' 

Today  our  Army  stands  at  a  strength  of  255 .000  officers  and 
men.  and  will  soon  be  at  its  full  authorized  strength  of  375.000; 
In  1939  the  number  was  134.000.  The  National  Guard  stands 
at  230.000  men,  with  the  number  increasing  rapidly.  The 
Navy  his  146.000  men  and  oflBcers.  and  is  Increasing  the  num- 
ber to  170.000.  the  full  complement  authorized,  and  this  total 
presumably  does  not  include  the  34.000  men  in  the  Marine 
Corps.     The   Navy.   Admiral   Nimitz   has   testified,    has   no 


trouble  getting  all  the  men  it  requires  by  enlistment;  in  fact, 
it  has  a  waiting  list  of  7,000  men  at  the  present  time. 

It  is  agreed  the  armed  forces  should  be  increased  further. 
How  much  of  an  increase  is  desirable  to  provide  for  the  na- 
tional safety,  having  in  mind  the  danger  to  this  country  and 
the  problems  of  hemisphere  defense? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ashttrst  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Missouri?  !^ 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  figures  the  Sentor  has  given, 
I  assume,  also  do  not  include  the  several  thousand  officers 
and  men  in  the  United  States  Coast  Guard,  which  organiza- 
tion, under  the  law,  may  be  transferred  to  the  Navy  in  time 
of  emergency,  and  which  constitutes  one  of  the  very  finest 
bodies  of  men  in  the  United  States  or  in  any  other  coimtry, 
both  in  morale  and  efficiency. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  is  my  understanding.  Outside  the 
Army,  all  the  most  eminent  military  authorities  of  the  coun- 
try agree  that  a  force  of  400.000  to  600.000  would  be  entirely 
adequate.  Hanson  W.  Baldwin,  military  expert  of  the  New 
York  Times,  writes: 

What  are  those  requirements?  The  functions  and  responslbiUtle* 
of  our  land  forces  are  several.  First,  our  Regular  Army  must  pro- 
vide garrisons  and  defenses  for  Army.  Navy,  and  air  bases  now 
established,  or  to  be  established.  This  may  require  eventually 
125.000  to  150.000  men.  with  the  most  heavily  guarded  points,  the 
Panama  Canal.  Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico,  and  several  i>olnts  in  th« 
Alaskan-Aleutian  area.  Second,  the  RegxUar  Army  must  provide 
the  nucleus  or  cadre  for  coast  defense  and  antiaircraft  troops  to 
make  our  continental  base  within  the  United  States  sectire:  it 
must  have  8  to  15  men  per  plane  to  cerate  its  air  force;  It  must 
provide  officers  and  Instructors  to  train  the  National  Guard  and 
to  form  the  skeletal  structure  upon  which  a  large  mass  army  may 
be  built  up  in  case  of  necessity  alter  M  day.  And.  under  our 
broadened  responsibilities  of  hemisphere  defense,  it  has  another 
function  of  recent  development. 

Mind  you.  he  is  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  is 
including  in  this  the  men  who  may  be  necessary  even  for 
hemisphere  defense. 

Under  our  broadened  responsibility  of  hemisphere  defense.  It  has 
another  function  of  recent  development.  It  must  provide  a  field 
force,  highly  trained,  fully  equipped.  Instantly  ready  for  tran'^por- 
tatlon  as  an  expeditionai7  force  anywhere  within  the  Western 
Hemisphere — to  quell,  with  the  help  of  the  Navy  and  air  force, 
alien-inspired  revolutions,  to  seize  an  advanced  baoC,  to  repel  an 
attack  or  hold  an  area.  Tintll  larger  forces  are  transported,  if  neces- 
sary to  assist  It. 

Mr.  Baldwin  says  we  need  only  400.000  men,  yet  he  wants 
a  force  large  enough  to  go  down  and  quell  Invasions  in  South 
America  by  what  is  supposed  to  be  alien -inspired  revolution. 

Such  a  force  certainly  need  l>e  no  larger  than  150.000  men — 
perhaps  half  that  number — about  the  number  with  which  Germany. 
only  100  mtles  away,  seized  Norway.  Adding  to  this  the  numbers 
required  for  the  Army's  other  functions,  the  Ret^lar  Army,  even  to 
fulfill  its  broadened  responsibilities,  need  be  no  larger  than  400.000 
men.  If  that  large.  Our  present  enlisted  strength  is  about  280.000: 
a  further  Increase  is  indicated,  but  It  should  not  be  hard  to  flU 
the  necessary  quota  by  voluntary  recruiting. 

Maj.  George  Fielding  Eliot,  author  of  The  Ramparts  We 
Watch,  proclaiming  agreement  with  the  principle  of  compul- 
sory service,  testifying  before  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  warned  against  the  illusion  of  military  strength  which 
an  ill-trained  army  of  millions  would  create,  without  the  sub- 
stance, and  advises  that  a  force  no  larger  than  600.000  should 
be  raised.    He  said: 

I  think  we  want  to  concentrate,  first  of  all,  on  raising  oiur  Regular 
Army  to  the  strength  which  the  War  Department  considers  neces- 
sary, so  that  there  may  be  five  or  six  hundred  thousand  men I  have 

not  seen  the  estimate,  but  that  would  give  us  a  respectable  force 
to  begin  with.  It  is  probable  we  cotild  not  now  begin,  with  the 
Regtilar  Army  at  the  strength  it  is,  to  take  more  than  350.000  men 
additional  economically,  which  would  give  us  about  600.000.  and  il 
we  begin  with  that  we  would  be  doing  as  well  as  we  possibly'can  for 
the  next  year  or  so  There  is  no  use  trying  to  spread  ourselves  over 
any  greater  territory  than  that. 

If  you  plan  now  that  your  Regular  Army  shall  be  600  000  men, 
eventually  you  can  reduce  the  number  of  men  you  maintain  with 
the  colors  to  about  300.000.  when  you  get  fully  trainea  reservists 
available,  but  that  does  not  mean  men  who  have  had  6  or  8  months' 
service  That  means  men  that  have  had  3  years'  service  at  lea^t, 
and  men  then  who  are  called  back  for  refreshening  periods  alter- 
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ward.  If  we  do  not  study  the  experience  of  the  people  in  Europe 
who  depended  on  these  short-service  armies,  we  are  not  applying 
the  lessons  that  we  ought  to  learn  from  others. 

Col.  Frederick  Palmer,  in  a  newspaper  article  headed 
•'United  States  Invasion  fear  held  groundless,"  writes: 

By  spring  we  should  have  an  army  striking  force  of  200.000  men. 
German  invasion  with  an  equal  number  would  be  hopeless. 

But  we  should  keep  constant  watch  and  be  able  to  match  and 
overmatch  any  probable  attack  with  sufflclent  sea.  land,  and  air 
power  and  have  the  resources  for  prompt  production  of  munitions 
and  thoroughly  trained  reserves  to  draw  upon.  The  danger  Is  that 
we  shall  get  an  extravagant,  unbalanced  preparedness  whose  con- 
tinuance in  thorough  form  we  shaU  neglect  when  we  are  lulled  Into 
security. 

Basil  C.  Walker,  writing  in  the  Jxily  Current  History  and 
Forum,  states: 

Keeping  in  mind  the  situation  in  this  hemisphere,  the  forces 
available  In  other  American  countries,  and  the  problem  of  trans- 
porting large  bodies  of  enemy  troops  and  equipment  to  this  con- 
tinent, a  total  authorized  strength  for  our  Regular  Army  of  400,000 
men  (as  against  the  present  authorized  strength  of  280.000)  seems 
enotigh.  Any  provisions,  plans,  or  laws  looking  to  a  substantially 
greater  figure  should  be  examined  most  critically,  for  they  would 
suggest  preparation  for  another  great  expeditionary  force  to  an- 
other hemisphere.  Such  plans  might  represent,  unintentionally, 
an  undermining  of  our  individual  liberties  at  home. 

Thus,  In  the  judgment  of  3  military  experts  of  recog- 
nized eminence,  the  present  situation  calls  for  an  army  not 
exceeding  400,000;  in  the  judgment  of  the  fourth,  not  ex- 
ceeding 600,000.  with  the  number  to  be  halved  when  there  is 
an  adequate  force  of  fully  trained  reservists. 

In  view  of  what  has  been  printed  in  the  press.  It  is  sur- 
prising to  find,  on  turning  to  the  statements  of  our  highest 
Army  authorities,  that  their  views  do  not  seem  to  differ  ma- 
terially from  the  quoted  views  of  the  military  expierts.  At  the 
recent  hearings  l)efore  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Commit- 
tee, General  Marshall.  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army,  testified 
as  follows:  i 

Senator  Hn.L.  General  how  many  do  you  have  Di  the  Regular 
Army  today? 

General  Marshall.  At  the  present  time  I  think  our  strength  Is 
•bout  256.000  men. 

Senator  Hill.  And  you  would  like  to  build  that  256.000  men  up 
to  what? 

General  BCasshall.  A  p)eacetlme  strength  of  375.000;  but  we  first 
want  the  strength  that  is  urgently  necessary,  which  is  335.000.  and 
we  will  build  It  up  to  that  as  rapidly  as  po.sslble.  That  embraces 
all  of  the  ground  forces:  the  remaining  40.000  to  go  to  375,000  is 
lor  the  Air  Corps  to  handle  the  equipment  that  is  to  be  delivered 
at  some  future  date. 

•  •••••• 

Senator  Thomas.  Getting  back  to  the  question  of  the  National 
Guard.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  wanted  to  mobUize  the 
National  Guard  at  once? 

General  Marshall.  Tes.  sir. 

Senator  Thomas.  And  how  many  additional  men  would  that  give 
you? 

General  Marshall.  That  would  give  us  about  230.000  on  mobUl- 
sation:  but  when  such  a  measure  as  this  becomes  effective,  the 
National  Guard  would  be  brought  up  to  about  375.000,  or  a  little 
short  of  400.000. 

Senator  Thomas.  If  we  pass  this  blU  authorizing  conscription  of 
these  additional  men.  then  will  you  need  the  National  Guard  after 
that? 

General  Marshall.  We  should  have  the  National  Guard  at  least 
4  weeks  t>efore  the  first  men  under  this  bill  report  for  duty  and 
for  about  a  year  at  least. 

Senator  Thomas  Then  you  said  you  needed  375,000  men.  Is  that 
In  addition  to  the  National  Guard? 

General  Marshall.  No.  sir.  We  would  make  an  allotment  of 
men  to  the  National  Guard  which  would  carry  them  up  from  about 
330.000  to  Just  a  littfe  short  of  400.000:  the  allotment  of  men  to  the 
Regular  Army  would  carry  it  up  to  about  500.000. 

Senator  Thomas.  Are  you  speaking  also  of  the  men  needed  in 
the  air  forces? 

General  Marshall.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Thomas   That  is  included? 

General  Marshall.  That  includes  everjrthing.  except  replacements. 

•  •       I  •  •  •  •  • 

Senator  Hill,  deneral.  I  want  to  get  those  figures.  Tou  have 
today  255.000  men  in  the  Regular  Army:  Is  that  right? 

General  Marshall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Hill.  As  I  understood  it.  you  said  a  little  while  ago  you 
would  step  those  up  to  375.000;  then  you  used  the  figure  500.000. 

General  Marshall.  Five  hundred  thoxisand  is  war  strength,  sir. 

Five  hundred  thousand  is  war  strength,  he  stated.  Are 
we  going  to  war?    We  found  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  War 


stating  that  we  needed  something  over  a  million  men,  jret 
General  Marshall  says  that  500.000  is  war  strength. 

General  Marshall.  Five  hundred  thousand  is  war  strength,  sir. 
•  •  •  I  might  inject  here  a  comment  regarding  proposals  that 
have  been  made  to  increase  the  Regular  Army  to  760,000  men.  If 
that  were  done,  two  things  would  happen. 

This  is  not  a  statement  of  someone  who  is  opposed  to  the 
Army;  this  is  not  a  statement  of  someone  who  is  opposed  to 
building  up  our  defense:  this  is  the  testimony  of  General 
Marshall,  and  I  read  his  statement  again: 

I  might  inject  here  a  comment  regarding  proposals  that  have 
been  made  to  increase  the  Regular  Army  to  750,000  men.  If  that 
were  done,  two  things  would  happen.  We  would  have  either  to 
organize  units  from  the  ground  up  without  any  trained  personnel 
to  leaven  the  mass,  which  would  require  at>out  a  year,  or  we  would 
have  to  emasculate  existing  units  in  the  Regular  Army  in  order 
to  provide  nuclei  for  new  units.  I  do  not  think  that  we  should 
take  such  a  hazard  as  that  at  the  present  time.  Another  and  stiU 
more  serious  effect  would  be  that  we  would  have  to  emasculate 
the  National  Guard  in  order  to  find  the  necessary  eqtilpment  for 
the  new  units.  This  would  mean  a  complete  alteration  of  the 
present  system  of  national  defense. 

If  the  Army  is  Increased  to  750.000  men,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  emasculate  the  National  Guard  in  order  to  find  the 
necessary  equipment.    If  there  is  not  available  the  necessary 
'   equipment  for  750,000  men  In  the  Regular  Army,  with  what 
j   will  the  400,000  men  it  is  proposed  to  call  in  October   be 
]  equipped? 

I  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  the  fact  that,  according  to 
newspaper  reports  the  other  day,  those  engaged  in  ma- 
neuvers were  using  pieces  of  pipe  for  guns,  and  trucks  labeled 
"tanks"  were  used  for  tanks  to  train  the  men  the  Army  offi- 
cers say  they  want  to  help  train. 

The  reason  set  forth  is  not  the  real  reason  why  they  want 
to  get  these  men  into  the  Army;  It  is  not  the  real  reason 
back  of  the  desire  to  bring  about  conscription.  Anyone  who 
is  at  all  familiar  wltn  the  situation  knows  that  the  reason 
for  the  attempt  to  bring  about  conscription  at  the  present 
time  is  not  because  of  national  defense. 

When  the  full  testimony  of  General  Marshall  is  supple- 
mented by  the  testimony  of  General  Shedd,  Colonel  Twaddle, 
and  Major  Hershey.  all  of  whom  testified  for  the  General 
Staff,  the  following  facts  are  ascertained: 

First.  The  General  Staff  and  the  War  Department  see  no 
need  for  millions  of  soldiers  and  freely  confess  that  it  would 
be  both  unwise  and  impossible  to  attempt  to  induct  into  the 
Army  any  such  huge  force  as  the  public  is  accustomed  to 
hear  named. 

I  submit  that  throughout  the  press  and  on  the  radio  there 
has  been  propaganda  carried  on  that  we  need  these  huge 
numbers  of  men  in  the  Army,  and  that  the  only  way  we  can 
get  them  is  by  conscription.  There  has  l)een  a  deliberate 
attempt  upon  the  part  of  somebody  to  bring  this  about.  Never 
before,  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  have  I  seen 
such  a  complete  unity  of  the  press  of  the  country  in  attempt- 
ing to  mislead  the  people  uF>on  this  issue.  It  may  be  that  the 
press  has  l)een  misled  by  the  proponents  of  this  proposal.  Is 
there  any  wonder  that  Senators  rise  on  the  floor  at  times  and 
ask  about  a  free  press  when  they  see  only  one  side  of  the 
case  presented,  and  only  that  side  which  tries  to  frighten  the 
people  with  respect  to  the  necessity  of  conscripting  the  youth 
of  the  United  States  of  America? 

Someone  said  to  me  the  other  day  that  the  reason  why  we 
ought  to  have  conscription  of  American  youth  Is  that  our 
young  men  are  growing  up  today  without  respect  for  our  insti- 
tutions. Men  have  respect  for  their  institutions  in  accordance 
with  the  resp>ect  those  institutions  deserve.  That  has  always 
been  the  case  and  always  will  be  the  case  in  any  government. 
If  those  who  head  the  executive,  the  Judicial,  and  the  legis- 
lative branches  of  the  Government  deserve  respect,  then  the 
people  will  respect  them,  and  when  they  do  not  deserve  respect, 
then  the  people  lose  respect  for  them  and  the  institutions 
they  represent,  and  governments  go  down. 

Second.  What  the  General  Staff  actually  believes  is  neces- 
sary from  a  military  point  of  view  at  the  present  time  is  to 
increase  the  Army's  strength  immediately  from  255,000  to 
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375.000  and  to  increase  the  strength  of  the  National  Guard 
from  230,000  to  400.000.  a  total  increase  of  290,000  men. 
Thereafier  it  may  wish  to  step  up  the  strength  of  the  Anny 
further  to  500.000  in  order  to  place  the  Army  on  a  full  war 
footing.  This  would  require  an  additional  125.000  men,  mak- 
ing the  entire  increase  of  415.000  men.  In  this  manner  we 
would  obtain  an  army  of  a  half  million  men,  and  a  National 
Guard  force  of  400.000  men  to  act  as  a  reserve  army. 

In  addition,  the  General  Staff  wishes  to  call  out  the  Na- 
tional Guard  for  a  year  of  intensive  service,  so  that  the  guard 
will  be  raised  to  a  level  of  adequate  eflBciency.  which  everyone 
candidly  admits  it  does  not  at  the  present  time  even  remotely 
approach. 

Third.  This  is  all  the  General  Staff  considers  necessaiT 
from  a  military  point  of  view. 

Mr.  President,  if  one  were  to  listen  to  some  of  those  who  are 
hysterical,  even  some  Ifi  this  body,  some  outside,  and  some 
columnists  who  are  more  interested  in  Europe  than  they  are 
In  America,  who  refer  to  those  who  do  not  want  to  give  a  part 
of  our  defenses  to  England  and  a  part  of  them  to  some  other 
country  as  being  'fifth  columnists."  he  might  think  that  those 
who  do  not  want  to  increase  the  Army  to  two  or  three  million 
men  are  not  patriotic  citizens. 

The  4.000.000  men  who  would  be  raised  by  a  selective  con- 
scription law  such  as  the  Burke -Wadsworth  bill  would  form 
some  sort  of  reserve  lx)dy.  But,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  the 
National  Guard  is  to  be  increased  to  400.000  and  intensively 
trained  so  as  to  constitute  an  effective  reserve  force  for  the 
Army.  In  addition  to  the  present  Army  strength  of  255.000 
and  the  National  Guau-d  strength  of  230.000,  one  military 
expert  claims  we  have  153.000  additional  men  in  the  Or- 
ganized Reserve,  made  up  mainly  of  noncommissioned  ofiB- 
cers — Walker  Current  History  Porum  for  July  1940.  Noth- 
ing was  said  about  these  reserves,  however,  by  the  General 
Staff  officers  who  testified  at  the  hearings  on  the  Burke- 
Wadsworth  bill,  as  I  read  the  tesUmony.  The  General  Staff 
does  not  believe  a  reserve  force  of  milUons  is  necessary  to 
act  as  a  reserve  force  for  the  National  Guard  in  order  to 
provide  for  the  national  defense.  Nor  does  the  General  Staff 
believe  that  these  millions  of  conscripts  would  constitute  an 
effective  body  of  troops  if  it  was  ever  sou^t  to  use  them. 
It  does  not.  in  fact,  seriously  count  upon  these  men  to  serve 
any  impxirtant  military  purpose  for  defense  needs,  nor  did 
any  of  those  who  testified  on  behalf  of  the  General  Staff 
testify  or  indicate  that  it  regards  this  large  body  of  con- 
scripts as  necessary  for  defense. 

Nowhere  in  the  testimony  will  there  be  found  statements 
by  Army  officers  that  the  large  body  of  men  proposed  to  be 
conscripted  is  necessary  for  the  defense  of  this  country. 

I  shall  shortly  deal  at  length  with  the  reasons  why  the 
General  Staff  actually  seeks  to  have  compulsory  service  en- 
acted, as  established  by  its  own  testimony. 

In  summary,  then,  it  is  seen  that  eminent  military  author- 
ities outside  the  Army  believe  an  army  of  from  400,000  to 
600  000  is  needed  for  adequate  defense  under  present  emer- 
gency conditions,  and  the  General  Staff  favors  a  war- 
strength  army  of  500,000  plus  a  well-trained  NaUonal  Guard 
cf  400,000.  making  necessary  the  raising  of  290.000  men 
almost  at  once,  and  an  additional  125.000  somewhat  later, 
or  a  total  of  415.000.  If  the  General  Staffs  judgment  be 
accepted  at  its  face  value,  the  question  which  must  next  be 
considered  is  whether,  in  order  to  obtain  these  men,  con- 
scription is  necessary. 

*B   ""   ^gt- ASSART   TO   RESOBT  TO  CONSCaiPTION  TO  OBTAIN  THE  AODmONAL 

SOLOIZXS    DBSIKED    BT    TOT    ARMT-> HAS    TH«    AKMT    BEEN    GrTTINC    ITS 

QUOTA   BT   VOLUNTAXT    ENUSTMEMT? 

In  the  face  of  the  numerous  statements  which  have  ap- 
peared in  the  press  and  elsewhere  as  to  the  impossibility  of 
obtaining  more  than  the  merest  fraction  of  the  men  required 
for  the  Nation's  defense  by  voluntary  enlistment,  it  is  inter- 
esting to  note  that  General  Marshall.  Chief  of  Staff,  made  no 
claim  that  the  necessary  men  could  not  be  obtained  through 
enlistment. 


The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  VandenbergI  yesterday 
pointed  out  that  from  one  end  of  the  coimtry  to  the  other, 
particularly,  if  I  may  remind  the  Senate,  in  the  Middle  West, 
the  West,  and  the  South,  the  quotas  were  being  overfilled. 
Where  is  it  that  difficulty  has  been  encountered  In  getting 
enlistments?  To  a  large  extent  it  has  been  along  the  eastern 
seaboard.  It  has  not  been  in  the  West,  or  the  South,  or  the 
Middle  West,  but  along  the  eastern  seaboard — in  that  very 
section  where  men  are  howling  and  crying  the  loudest  for 
conscription.  That  was  true  in  the  last  war.  and  it  is  true 
today. 

On  the  contrary.  General  Marshall  definitely  stated  that 
the  men  could  be  obtained  by  enlistment,  but  not,  he  thought, 
as  quickly  as  necessary.  Listen  to  this  testimony  from  the 
,   hearings  before  the  Senate  committee: 

1       Senator  Hill.  All  right,  now,  can  you  get  that  335,000  under  the 
I    present  system  of  volunteer  enllKtments? 

I        Oeneral   Maxshaix.  Yes.  sir;    we  can;   but  we  cannot  get   tbem 
rapidly  enough. 

How  does  he  know  that  the  Army  carmot  get  them  rapidly 
enough?  He  does  not  know,  and  it  is  impossible  for  him  to 
know. 

Mr.  CONN  ALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  pointed  out  a  few  minutes 
ago  that  there  was  no  shortage  of  enlistments  in  the  Middle 
West,  the  West,  and  the  South,  but  that  there  is  a  shortage 
on  the  Atlantic  seaboard. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Does  the  Senator  feel  that  it  is  fair  to 
make  the  South,  and  the  West,  and  the  Middle  West  do  the 
fighting  for  the  Atlantic  seaboard? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas 
that  someone  said  to  me  last  night  that  there  was  only  one 
reason  why  he  thought  conscription  ought  to  prevail,  and 
that  was  because  the  section  from  which  come  those  who  are 
calling  loudest  for  conscription,  those  who  are  howling  that 
Hitler  is  coming  over  here,  and  that  we  ought  to  conscript 
men  and  get  into  this  war  and  fight,  was  the  section  doing  the 
least  to  bring  alwut  enlistments. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  might  be  true;  but  that  Is  one  of 
the  best  arguments  for  coni>cription. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  shall  come  to  the  question  of  democ- 
racy a  little  later. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  do  not  press  the  Senator,  but  he  ad- 
verted to  the  fact  that  those  on  the  rich  industrial  Atlantic 
seaboard  wiU  not  volunteer  and  do  not  want  to  fight;  yet  he 
is  wtlLng  to  have  volunteers  front  the  West  and  the  Middle 
West  do  the  fighting,  while  the  other  fellows  remain  at  home. 

Mr.  TAFT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Let  me  suggest  that  the  shortage  is  not  so 
much  in  the  East  as  compared  with  the  West,  but  in  the  in- 
dustrial districts  as  compared  with  the  more  or  less  rural 
districts. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TAPT.  That  is  because  $21  a  month  looks  very  much 
smaller  to  a  mechanic  as  compared  with  the  scale  of  wages 
customary  in  the  city  than  it  does  to  a  boy  in  the  country. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor srield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senator  believes  In  con- 
scription in  wartime,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  If  war  should  come,  those  In 
the  East  would  be  conscripted,  and  under  the  conscription 
plan  every  community  would  be  given  fuU  credit  for  those 
who  had  volunteered  or  enlisted  in  the  armed  forces  of  the 
Nation. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    That  is  correct. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  So  in  wartime  the  whole 
matter  would  be  completely  equalized. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes.  I  thank  the  Senator  very  much  for 
calling  attention  to  that  matter. 

Mr.  President,  who  is  calling  for  the  conscription  bill? 
Certainly  the  demand  is  not  coming  from  the  Middle  West. 
If  anyone  thinks  it  is  coming  from  the  Middle  West,  let  him 
go  there.  If  anyone  accepts  the  Gallup  poll  and  wishes  to 
prove  that  there  is  nothing  to  it,  let  him  go  into  the  Middle 
West. 

During  the  Democratic  convention  the  mayor  of  Chicago, 
speaking  before  the  platform  committee,  said  that  he  had 
canvassed  every  district  and  every  precinct  In  the  city  of 
Chicago,  and  that  the  sentiment  against  our  involvement  in 
this  war  In  any  way  was  16  to  1.  When  one  gets  west  of  the 
Allegheny  Mountains  and  away  from  Washington,  he  gets 
away  from  the  war  hysteria: 

Continuing  with  the  testimony: 

Senator  Hill.  All  right,  now,  can  you  get  that  335.000  under  the 
present  system  cf  volunteer  enlistments? 

General  Marshall.  Yes.  sir;  we  can;  but  we  cannot  get  them 
rapidly  enough. 

Oeneral  Marshall  was  asked  about  the  rate  of  Army  enlist- 
ments.   He  testified  as  follows: 

Senator  Downet.  About  what  is  the  volume  of  enlistments 
monthly  now  In  the  Army? 

Oeneral  Marshall.  In  June  we  went  ahead  with  enlisting  the 
force  without  all  of  the  funds  necessary  and  had  to  be  a  little 
cautious  until  the  appropriation  bill  was  actually  signed;  but  I 
thlnic  we  secured  18,000  men  in  June.  Our  quota,  which  we  as- 
signed ourselves,  was  about  15.000  by  the  end  of  the  month,  and  we 
reached  the  15.000  10  days  before  the  end  of  the  month.  In  other 
words,  recruiting  went  ahead  in  good  shape. 

Senator  Downet.  You  mean.  General,  that  that  number  of  men 
were  actually  selected  by  the  Army — accepted? 

Oeneral  M.^RSHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Downet.  Aljout  how  many,  or  what  proportion,  was  re- 
jected because  of  physical  and  mental  deficiencies? 

Oeneral  Marshall.  At>out  one-third  of  the  applicants  were  re- 
jected. I  might  say  that  we  have  heen  able  to  secure  a  remarlcably 
fine  lot  of  men  from  the  vlewpKDlnt  of  high-school  and  college  edu- 
cation. We  were  frankly  dubious  about  what  we  would  be  able 
to  obtain  from  what  I  might  call  the  hard-bitten  services,  where  the 
men  have  to  slough  through  the  mud — tne  Infantry  and  Artillery — 
and  not  get  much  publicity.  •  •  •  But  we  have  been  able  to 
recruit  splendid  young  fellows  since  we  started  last  September  with 
the  first  increase  of  17.000.  I  have  talked  with  four  or  five  hundred 
of  them  at  various  places,  and  almost  invariably  have  found  them 
to  be  high-school  men,  many  high-school  graduates,  with  a  fair 
sprinkling  of  college  men.  I  think  we  have  taken  less  than  about 
35  percent  who  are  not  college  gradviates.     •     •     • 

When  we  were  in  the  city  of  Chicago  I  talked  with  a  news- 
paperman on  one  of  the  leading  newspapers  in  the  city  of 
Chicago.  He  told  me  that  his  newspaper  was  about  to  put  on 
a  campaign  to  get  men  to  enlist  in  the  Army.  Representa- 
tives of  the  newspaper  went  over  to  the  recruiting  office,  and 
the  recruiting  office  stated  that  it  did  not  want  the  newspaper 
campaign  because  of  the  fact  that  it  could  not  handle  all  the 
men  who  were  coming  to  it  at  that  time.  Yet  we  talk  about 
conscription  in  order  to  get  the  number  of  men  necessary  to 
fill  the  Army  because  they  cannot  be  obtained  otherwise. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  It  is  my  recollection  that  Oeneral  Mar- 
shall, in  his  statement  before  the  committee,  said  that  a  quota 
of  15.000  was  fixed  for  the  month  of  June. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  But  that  was  not  the  full  quota  which  the 
Chief  of  Staff  would  have  liked  to  have.  That  was  all  he 
anticipated  he  would  be  able  to  get  tmder  a  volimtary  system. 
His  expectations  were  exceeded  by  some  3.000,  and  18.000 
enlisted. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  But.  as  a  matter  of  fact.  General  Marshall 
would  have  desired  a  larger  quota  than  even  the  18.000  had 
he  thought  that  by  the  voluntary  system  that  number  of  men 
would  have  enlisted. 


Mr.  WHEELER.    I  have  Just  quoted  General  Marshall's 

direct  words,  so  there  can  be  no  question  about  the  matter. 

He  said: 

In  June  we  went  ahead  with  enlisting  the  force  without  all  of 
the  funds  necessary  and  had  to  lie  a  little  cautious  untU  the  ap- 
propriation bUl  was  actually  signed;  but  I  think  we  secured  18.000 
men  in  June.  Our  quota,  which  we  assigned  ourselves,  was  about 
15.000  by  the  end  of  the  month,  and  we  reached  the  15,000  10  dajw 
before  the  end  of  the  month.  In  other  words,  recruiting  went 
ahead  In  good  shape. 

That  is  his  exact  language. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Did  he  not  also  point  out,  elsewhere  In 
his  statement,  about  how  long  It  would  take  to  raise  a  force 
of  1.200.000  men  at  the  rate  of  18.000  a  month? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
to  what  I  said  a  moment  ago  when  I  quoted  CSeneral  Mar- 
shall. What  he  said  was  wanted  for  the  Army  was  not 
1.200,000  men,  but  enough  men  to  fill  the  Army  to  the  war- 
time standard.  The  Army  wanted  500.000  men.  and  accord- 
ing to  his  own  testimony  it  wanted  a  reserve  of  400.000  men. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Let  me  see  If  I  understand  the  Senator. 
As  I  understand.  General  Marshall  was  then  speaking  of  the 
Regular  Establishment. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  General  Marshall  In  his  statement  not 
only  did  not  oppose  the  bill,  but,  on  the  contrary,  expressed 
himself  enthusiastically  in  favor  of  the  Burke -Wadsworth 
bill. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  not  disputing  that;  but  what  I  am 
trying  to  point  out  is  that  stories  have  been  disseminated 
over  the  radio  by  columnists;  they  have  been  disseminated 
by  editorials  in  many  newspapers  from  one  end  of  the  coimtry 
to  the  other,  to  the  effect  that  we  must  have  conscription  in 
order  to  get  the  men  necessary  to  fill  the  Regular  Army. 

The  other  day  when  the  .lunior  Senator  from  Connecticut 
fMr.  Danaher]  was  speaking,  and  on  another  occasion  when 
I  was  speaking,  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr. 
Lucas]  said  "You  voted  for  the  defense  appropriations,  did 
you  not?"  I  said  "Yes."  Then  he  said,  "Why  are  you  un- 
willing to  vote  to  get  enough  men  to  man  the  equipment?" 

According  to  General  Marshall,  500,000  men  are  needed. 
If  we  take  the  opinions  of  some  of  the  armchair  generals  In 
New  York,  some  of  the  newspapermen,  and  some  of  the  law- 
yers, of  course,  they  say  that  1,200.000  men  are  needed  now. 
General  Marshall  said  the  Army  could  not  use  750,000  men 
in  the  Regular  Army  at  the  present  time. 

Thus  it  is  indisputable  that  enlistment  In  the  Army,  In- 
stead of  being  negligible,  as  Is  generally  believed,  has  been 
running  well  above  the  Anny's  quota.  During  the  month  of 
June,  when  the  Army  was  proceeding  cautiously  with  its 
recruiting,  approximately  27.000  men  presented  themselves 
for  enlistment,  of  whom  18,000  were  accepted.  According  to 
recent  newspaper  reports,  enlistment  during  July  has  set 
new  high  figures.  This  is  true  despite  the  fact  that  it  cannot 
seriously  be  claimed  that  recruiting  is  being  pushed  under  a 
high-pressure  selling  campaign. 

Many  of  us  can  truthfully  say  that  in  the  past  few  months 
we  have  not  encountered  any  of  the  usual  indications  of  a 
great  drive  for  recruiting — no  posters,  no  newspaper  adver- 
tising, no  radio  announcements,  no  constant  reiteration  of 
the  call  for  volunteers.  This  does  not  mean  there  has  been 
none,  but  It  certainly  means  that  whatever  there  has  been  is 
not  the  type  of  selling  drive  which  permeates  every  comer  of 
the  country  and  every  stratum  of  our  citizenry,  so  as  to 
reach  every  man  who  might  voluntarily  respond  to  the  appeal. 
Does  it  not  follow  as  a  matter  of  course  that  a  really  effective 
camiialgn  of  this  nature  would  produce  men  in  even  far 
greater  numbers  than  those  who  have  thus  far  come  forward? 

There  are  two  other  considerations  of  the  greatest  imme- 
diacy In  their  effect  upon  enlistment:  The  minimum  period 
for  which  a  man  may  enlist;  the  salary  received  at  the  start: 
and   the  opportunity  for  advancement  thereafter. 
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DOBB   TRX   AUrr   WANT  TO   KNCOUBACB  VOLUITTABT   OVUSTlCXNTSr 

The  Army's  policy  Is  to  accept  enlistments  for  a  minimum 
period  of  3  years.  As  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Van- 
ocnbergJ  and  others  have  recently  pointed  out,  it  cannot  be 
doubted  that  large  numbers  of  young  men  who  would  be  en- 
tirely willing  to  enlist  for  1  year  are  not  willing  to  tie  them- 
selves down  for  a  3 -year  period. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Evidently  the  Senator  is  not  aware  that 
during  the  past  year  and  a  half,  perhaps  2  years — I  do  not 
know  the  exact  coverage  of  time — the  Army  has  followed  an- 
other rule,  that  of  accepting  voluntary  enlistments  for  a 
period  of  a  year? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  did  not  know  that  such  a  rule  had 
existed  for  any  such  length  of  time  as  a  year;  in  fact,  I 
^  thought  it  was  only  put  into  effect  a  very  short  time  ago. 
I  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  what 
date  was  it  that  the  Army  put  into  effect  the  rule  permitting 
enlistments  in  the  Army  for  a  year's  time. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    It  has  been  the  law  for  some  time. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    For  how  long? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     For  many  years. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Oh.  no;  at  least,  that  is  not  my  infor- 
mation. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  It  is  a  matter  that  can  be  easily  verified, 
because  it  is  in  the  record  of  the  bearings.  I  cannot  put  my 
finger  on  it,  because  I  have  not  the  hearings  before  me,  but 
I  am  sure  it  can  be  easily  checked  up. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  have  some  of  the  testimony  here,  and 
I  will  read  what  General  Shedd  said  before  the  copimittee. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  am  pretty  sure  it  has  not  only  been 
In  effect  for  many  years  but  it  has  been  utilized  mainly  for 
preparation  of  enlisted  men  for  West  Point. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  is  quite  a  different  thing.  When 
young  men  are  permitted  to  enlist  in  the  Army  for  1  year 
in  order  that  they  may  prepare  themselves  for  West  Point, 
that  Is  quite  a  different  thing  from  taking  them  into  the 
Regular  Army. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  They  always  have  the  opUon  of  enlist- 
ing for  regular  service. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  amazed  to  hear  the  Senator  say 
that,  and  I  will  call  attention  to  the  testimony  of  one  of  the 
generals  of  the  Army.  At  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  hear- 
ings General  Shedd,  the  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  testifying 
for  the  General  Staff,  conceded.  "There  is  a  difference  there." 

Let  me  call  attention  to  a  portion  of  his  testimony: 

Senator  Thomas  of  Utah.  Now.  have  we  ever  tried  in  the  Army  a 
voluntary  arrangement  for  a  year's  service  or  for  8  months'  service 
as  this  bill  provides,  or  for  16  months,  as  the  general  (Marshall)* 
would  like  to  have?  ' 

General  Shxdd.  No,  sir. 

That  was  the  testimony  which  was  brought  out  In  answer 
to  questions  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas],  who  is 
now  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  That  was  the  testimony 
given  by  General  Shedd  at  the  hearing.  Now  it  is  said  that 
the  1-year  enlistment  rule  has  been  in  effect  for  4  years.  If 
It  has  been.  General  Shedd  did  not  know  what  he  was  talking 
about  when  he  testified  before  the  committee  or  else  he  mis- 
led the  committee. 

I  read  further  from  the  testimony: 

Senator  Thomas  of  Utah.  So  that  Is  a  very  important  factor. 
I  J  There  Is  a  difference  In  a  young  man's  thinking  about  himself  If 
he  can  go  out  and  train  for  a  year  and  make  himself  a  Regular 
Army  man  for  S  years;   there  is  a  quite  a  difference. 

General  Shxdo.  There  is  a  difference  there. 

Senator  Thomas  of  Utah.  Has  it  ever  been  contemplated  to  use, 
for  example,  the  great  list  of — and  I  am  only  using  this  as  an 
example — the  great  list  of  the  2.000.000  names  of  the  former  en- 
roUees  In  the  C.  C.  C.  for  approaching  them  on  a  year's  enlistment? 


I  ask  that  question  because  the  C.  C.  C.  enlistments  were  for  a 
short  period,  and  they  always  had  more  men  than  they  could  take; 
and  I  was  pleased  to  learn  that — General  Marshall  informed  us 
today — that  the  applications  for  enlistment  In  the  Army  were 
greater  than  we  had  been  toid  In  the  press.  We  have  been  In- 
formed that  we  were  having  great  dUDculty  In  meeting  the  quotas 
that  the  Army  is  planning  for.     Now  that  is  hardly  true,  is  it? 

General  Shkdo.  We  are  getting  them  faster  than  we  thought  we 
would.     That  Is  correct,  sir. 

Where  is  the  evidence  to  the  contrary?  I  am  sorry  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  has  temporarily  left  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah.  In  the  last  part  of  the  quotation 
the  Senator  has  read  appears  the  reason  for  my  question. 
Reading  in  the  newspapers  for  some  months  that  the  Army 
could  not  get  volimteers,  and  having  Information  that  It 
was  not  up  to  its  quota.  I  thought  it  ought  to  be  brought  out, 
and  I  asked  those  questions  for  that  very  reason.  I  think 
it  will  be  found  that  the  1  year's  enlistment  is  generally  for 
young  men  of  the  student  class,  who  are  trying  to  qualify 
for  West  Point  appointments  or  something  of  that  kind,  and 
they  enter  the  Army  more  to  go  to  school  than  to  give  over 
their  lives  for  a  3-year  period  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  is  my  understanding.  I  think  It 
was  mentioned  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  the  Army  had 
put  in  force  such  a  rule,  but  I  went  through  the  record  and 
read  General  Shedd's  testimony  to  the  effect  that  they  had 
not.  I  saw  that  such  a  rule  was  not  invoked,  and  I  thought 
it  would  make  a  difference. 

The  testimony  of  General  Shedd  and  General  Marshall 
brings  home  an  £istoundlng  proposition.  Our  General  Staff 
is  recommending  that  there  now  be  imposed  on  the  men  of 
this  country  by  compulsion  a  1-year  term  of  service  for  which 
the  Army  has  always  refused,  and  even  now  refuses,  to  per- 
mit our  men  to  enroll  voluntarily^  This  may  seem  a  strange 
paradox,  devoid  of  logic,  but  in  fact  it  represents  the  con- 
sidered judgment  of  the  General  Staff.  For,  the  truth  of  the 
matter  is  that  although  the  Nation  has  been  l?d  to  believe 
that  the  Army  seeks  conscription  because  it  is  necessary  for 
national  defense,  the  Army  desires  conscription  whether  or 
not  the  necessary  men  can  be  obtained  by  enlistment.  Here 
Is  the  testimony  of  General  Shedd  upon  that  question: 

Senator  Thomas  of  Utah.  Now.  if  we  may  go  back  to  the  first 
enlistments.  Would  It  not  be  worth  while  to  experiment  with 
that  for  a  time? 

General  Shxdd.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Then  follow  his  reasons: 

1  feel  that  regardless  of  whether  we  can  pnxrure  the  men  by  vol- 
untary enlistments  or  not,  the  principles  of  selective  service  are  so 
fair,  so  Just,  and  so  democratic  they  produce  the  men  we  need  at 
the  time  they  need  them:  they  spread  the  requirements  of  military 
service  over  the  entire  personnel  of  the  country  in  such  a  Just  and 
proper  way  that  I  bolleve  that  those  reasons  are  so  compeUlng  we 
should  adopt  selective  service  even  If  we  could  mi  our  requirement* 
by  voluntary  enlistments. 

There  we  have  the  posiUon  of  the  Army.  They  want  con- 
scription even  though  they  can  get  men  by  voluntary  enlist- 
ment. We  have  heard  so  much  about  conscription  being  so 
democratic.  I  propose  before  I  get  through,  a  little  later  on, 
to  point  out  to  the  Senate  and  cite  conclusive  evidence  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  selective  service  about  which  we  hear 
so  much  as  being  democratic  is  not  democraUc  in  the  slight- 
est degree.  I  want  to  point  it  out  not  by  what  anybody  else 
has  said  but  by  what  the  Army  officials  themselves  say. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  simply  want  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  to  the  fact  that  he  does  not  have  to  go 
back  to  the  last  war  to  find  the  tendency  of  the  Army  to  dis- 
criminate against  troops  voluntarily  enlisted  as  against  troops 
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who  are  drafted.  That  was  sho^nTi  in  the  last  war  when  they 
took  the  National  Guard  divisions  that  were  made  up  of  vol- 
untary enlistments  and  put  them  in  tent  camps  throughout 
the  country,  while  they  took  the  National  Army  and  put  them 
In  steam-heated  cantonments.  I  know,  I  put  in  a  winter  at 
Fort  Sill.  Okla..  one  of  the  coldest  winters  of  current  history, 
with  the  thermometer  much  of  the  time  below  zero.  There 
the  men  were  housed  in  tents,  and  became  infected  with 
spinal  meningitis,  measles,  mumps,  and  almost  every  other 
ill  to  which  the  flesh  is  heir,  while  all  the  National  Army 
divisions  were  quartered  in  steam-heated  cantonments.  I 
am  not  criticizing  the  fact  that  they  were  put  in  steam- 
heated  cantonments,  but  I  do  say  there  was  not  any  rhyme  or 
reason  for  discriminating  against  National  Guard  divisions 
merely  because  they  were  made  up  of  men  who  had  volun- 
tarily enlisted. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  repeat  what  I  said 
a  moment  ago.  that  we  find  In  the  testimony  of  General 
Shedd  that  the  Army  wants  to  conscript  men.  What  they 
want  is  to  have  permanent  conscription  so  that  they  can  get 
the  men  at  any  time,  whether  men  want  to  enlist  or  not.  In 
other  words,  even  if  a  man  wants  to  be  in  the  Army  and  desires 
to  make  that  his  life  work,  they  may  say  to  him,  "No;  we  will 
not  take  you;  we  are  going  to  take  somebody  who  does  not 
want  to  make  it  his  life  work."  Is  there  anything  democratic 
about  that? 

General  Shedd's  views  on  the  fairness  and  democracy  of 
selective  service  I  Intend  to  discuss  at  a  later  point.  What 
we  are  here  concerned  with  is  the  fact  that  the  country  and 
Congress  have  been  led  to  believe  that  they  must  apree  to 
conscription  because  the  requirements  of  national  defense  in 
the  present  emergency  cannot  possibly  be  met  by  the  tradi- 
tional American  method  of  voluntary  enlistment. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
moment  in  order  that  I  may  make  a  correction? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes.  While  the  Senator  was  momentarily 
absent  I  read  from  the  testimony  of  General  Shedd.  in  which 
he  said  that  the  Army  did  not  have  a  year's  enlistm.ent  at 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  want  to  correct  or  rather  make  more 
specific  the  statement  I  made  regarding  the  time  in  which 
1-year  enlistments  have  been  in  effect.  The  existing  law 
provides  for  such  enlistments  in  section  628  of  title  10  of  the 
United  States  Code,  reading  as  follows: 

Periods  of  enlistments  and  reenlistments.  respective! 3':  Original 
enlistments  in  the  Regular  Army  shall  be  for  a  period  of  1  or  3 
years,  at  the  option  of  the  soldier,  and  reenllstment  shtiU  be  for  a 
period  of  3  years. 

General  Marshall,  in  testifying  In  the  hearings  nn  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  286,  the  National  Guard  measun ,  testified 
as  follows: 

Senator  Johnson  of  Colorado  asked  this  question : 

Senator  Johnson  of  Colorado.  Don't  you  think  you  coiild  get  them 
If  you  had  only  a  1-year  ser\'ice  instead  of  3? 

General  Marshall.  We  have  1-year  service  right  now.  We  ad- 
vertised that  a  few  days  ago. 

Senator  Johnson  of  Colorado.  Are  you  getting  any  results? 

General  Marshall.  I  can't  give  you  the  results  of  that  advertising 
campaign,  but  I  am  convinced  we  cannot  get  the  men. 

Senator  Johnson  of  Colorado.  These  16,000  are  on  the  3-year 
basis,  are  they  not? 

General  Marshall.  Yes. 

Senator  Johnson  of  Colorado.  Have  you  enlisted  cny  on  the 
1-year  basis? 

General  Marshall.  A  few;  not  many. 

On  further  investigation  I  am  convinced  that  even  those 
are  not  enlistments  generally  in  the  Army,  but  enlistments 
for  West  Point. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  If  I  can  have  unanimous  consent,  I  will 
insert  in  the  Record  the  report  of  such  enlistments,  repre- 
senting the  total  numt)er  of  enlistments  for  the  years  1931 
to  1940.  for  a  p)eriod  of  1  year. 

Mr.  WHEPLER.  Such  enlistments  in  the  Regular  Army 
£r8  only  for  students. 


Mr.  AUSTIN.     That  is  correct.  "^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  table 
presented  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record.  ^ 

The  table  is  as  follows: 
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Mr.  wpEELER.  I  called  attention  while  the  Senator  was 
absent  from  the  chamber  to  a  question  asked  General  Shedd 
by  Senator  Thomas  of  Utah: 

Now,  have  we  ever  tried,  in  the  Army,  a  voluntary  arrangement 
for  a  year's  service^  or  lor  8  months*  service,  as  this  bill  provides,  or 
for  15  months  as  the  General   (Marshall)   would  like  to  have? 

General  Shedd  answered  "No,  sir." 

Senator  Thomas  of  Utah.  So  that  Is  a  very  Important  factor. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  asked: 

Has  it  ever  been  contemplated  to  use.  for  example,  the  great  list 
of — and  I  am  only  using  this  as  an  example — the  great  list  of  2,000,- 
000  names  of  the  former  enrollees  in  the  C.  C.  C.  for  approaching 
them  on  a  year's  enlistment? 

General  Shedd  said  he  was  in  favor  of  a  conscription  policy 
rather  than  voluntary  enlistments,  even  though  the  Army 
could  get  men  by  voluntary  enlistment. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  should  like  to  observe  that  apparently  this 
is  a  matter  of  administration  within  the  Army. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr..  AUSTIN.  But  that  the  authority  exists  In  the  law  and 
has  for  a  long  time  to  accept  the  volimtary  enlistments  on  a 
1-year  basis. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    That  is  original  enlistments. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AUSTIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  In  addition  to  preparation  for  West 
Point,  the  Army  has  authority  to  enlist  men  for  the  regular 
service  for  1  year. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  But  the  Army  has  not  done  it.  What 
difference  does  it  make  if  they  have  the  authority  and  have 
not  tried  it? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  But  the  Army  has  not  declined  the  option 
and  the  law  itself  gives  the  option. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  General 
Shedd  says  they  have  not  got  it. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  If,  in  reading  from  the  debates  in  another 
branch  of  Congress,  I  violate  the  rules,  I  expect  promptly  to 
be  rebuked,  and  will  not  read  further. 

I  read  from  a  speech  which  appears  in  the  Appendix  of 
the  Congressional  Record,  at  page  15614.  delivered  by 
Mr.  Earl  C.  Michener.  of  Michigan.  Senators  who  know 
him  will  agree  with  me  that  he  is  one  of  the  ablest  Members 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  is  so  recognized 
throughout  the  coimtry. 
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Mr.  MicHENCT  is  an  able  lawyer.  He  himself  had  some 
doubt  as  to  the  existence  of  a  law  allowing  1-year  enlist- 
ih^nts.  He  wrote  a  letter  on  the  subject  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment, and  a  reply  was  sent  dated  August  8.  The  letter  of 
the  Department  is  as  follows: 

R«4elpt  Is  acknowledged  of  your  letter  erf  August  2.  1940.  request- 
ing mXormatloH  on  the  present  provisions  of  the  law  and  the  regula- 
tions of  the  Department  concerning  the  length  of  enlistments  In 
the  Regular  Army  at  this  time. 

The  act  of  June  4.  1920.  authorized  original  enlistments  In  the 
Regular  Army  for  a  period  of  1  or  3  years  at  the  option  of  the 
■oldier. 

The  Army  regulations  contain  the  following  provisions: 

"Original  enlistments  In  the  Regrilar  Army  are  authorized  to  be 
made  for  1-  or  3-year  periods  but  all  reealistments  therein  are  re- 
stricted by  law  to  3-year  periods.  Men  enlisted  for  1- year.,  periods 
will  not  be  given  original  assignments  or  subsequent  transfers  where 
•ea  travel  is  Involved,  and  assignments  and  transfers  involving  rail 
transportation'  may  be  made  only  as  specifically  authorized  by  the 
War  Department  A  man  with  any  prior  Regular  Army  enlisted 
service  is  not  eligible  for  a  1-year  enlistment  in  the  Regular  Army; 
however,  prior  service  In  the  Navy.  Uarlne  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard 
Is  not  a  bar  to  the  l-jrear  enlistment." 

■^  In  recent  years  1-year  enlistments  have  not  been  encouraged  since 
•n  efflclent  military  force  depends  not  onty  on  the  training  of  the 
Individual  soldier  but  also,  and  to  a  greater  degree,  on  the  coor- 
dinated training  of  all  combat  units  that  make  up  the  tlgbting 
force.  The  rapid  turnover  and  the  short  period  of  training  that 
would  result  should  1-year  enlistments  be  general  for  the  Regtilar 
Army  of  375.000  men  would  seriously  hamper  the  development  of 
efficient  combat  unics  in  that  component. 

The  War  Department  has  recommended  bringing  into  service  for 
1  year's  training  approximately  800.000  men  in  two  Increments. 
Only  by  bringing  those  trainees  into  the  service  in  large  groups  can 
graduated  instructions  be  given  from  the  training  of  the  individual 
through  training  of  combat  teams  of  all  echelons.  The  staggering 
Incident  to  any  voluntary  S3r8tem  would  necessitate  many  classes 
of  instruction  throughout  the  year  and  seriously  hamper  efficient 
training. 

I  am  enclosing  a  table  showing  the  number  of  l-3rear  enltstments 
made  since  1930. 

Very  respectfully. 

E.  S.  Adams. 
Major  General,  The  Adjutant  General. 
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Mr.  MicHKNKR  proceeds  with  his  able  speech  as  follows: 

Attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  "in  recent  years  1-year  enlist- 
ments have  not  been  encouraged." 

The  above  table,  however,  shows  that  some  1-year  enlistments 
have  been  received  even  though  this  possibility  of  enlistment 
has  not  been  publicized  and  has  been  discouraged  by  the  War 
■Department. 

Mr.  MicHENEs  further  proceeds: 

After  receiving  the  above  letter  from  the  Adjutant  General.  I 
called  up  the  United  States  Army  recruiting  station  on  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  in  the  city  of  Washington,  by  telephone,  advising  that 
I  was  a  young  man  who  wanted  to  enlist  In  the  Army  for  a  period 
of  1  year  during  this  emergency.  I  was  promptly  told  that  l-ye«r 
enlistments  were  not  being  received  by  the  recruiting  stations  and 
that  the  shortest  period  for  which  I  could  enlist  was  3  years 
I  called  the  attention  of  the  officer  to  the  letter  from  the  Adjutant 
General's  office  which  I  have  Included  In  these  remarks,  and  then 
I  told  the  recruiting  officer  who  I  was  and  he  then  admitted  that 
1-year  -inlistments  were  possible  under  the  law,  but  gave  me  the 
•ubstance  of  the  regulations  and  advised  that  recruiting  stations 
dlacoiixaged  1-year  enlistments. 

Mr.  WHEETuER.     Certainly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     According  to  the  information  the  Senator 
Irom  Arizona  has  given,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  recniiting 


stations  not  only  have  discouraged  enlistments  but  the  effect 
of  their  action  has  been  to  prohibit  them. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Certainly. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  further 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  wish  not  to  be  in  the  attitude  of  a  critic 
of  the  War  Department,  because  nothing  has  ever  been  able 
to  make  a  breach  in  the  wall  which  surrounds  the  vast  reser- 
voir of  ignorance  I  possess  on  military  matters.  No  Senator 
could  be  more  lamentably  ignorant  of  military  matters  than 
am  I;  but  my  very  ignorance  on  the  subject  makes  me  cer- 
tainly an  impartial  observer;  and  it  is  my  observation,  and 
there  is  some  evidence  to  the  effect,  that  the  War  Department 
has  not  with  strict  fidelity  carried  out  the  law  of  the  United 
States  permitting  1-year  enlistments. 

But.  Mr.  President.  I  am  so  accustomed  to  depaitments  and 
bureaus  negativing  laws  passed  by  Congress  that  I  have  grown 
rather  case-hardened  about  the  matter.  Possibly  I  should 
not  have  lapsed  into  this  attitude  of  complacency  toward 
bureaucratic  rule.  So  I  say  again,  the  evidence,  while  not 
conclusive,  is  strong,  to  the  effect  that  the  War  Department 
has  not  encouraged  1-year  enlistments,  but  has  discouraged 
them. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missoiu-i.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator 
will   yield — 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  know  as  to  the  truth 
of  the  statement,  but  It  was  carried  in  the  Associated  Press, 
I  think,  and  the  United  Press  dispatches — I  saw  it  in  several 
newspapers  on  the  same  day  within  the  week — that  If 
Congress  passed  a  law  for  1-year  enlistments,  the  Navy 
Department  was  simply  going  to  ignore  the  law.  They 
made  no  bones  about  it.  and  said  that  if  Congress  passed  a 
law  for  1-year  enlistments  the  Navy  would  ignore  It. 
Whether  that  was  by  o£Bcial  release  or  not,  I  do  not  know; 
but  I  read  it  in  a  number  of  newspapers  when  I  was  on  the 
train  coming  to  Washington  from  St.  Louis  the  other  day. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  saw  exactly  the  same  statement  in  the 
newspapers. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  the  Navy  do  ignore  it,  they 
will  not  do  any  more  than  the  Army  have  been  doing  for 
the  past  several  years. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Certainly;  the  Army  has  ignored  the  law 
with  reference  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  BURKE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BURKE.  In  order  to  complete  the  discussion  of  the 
subject  of  1-year  enlistments.  I  think  the  Senator  should 
state  the  reason  why  the  War  Department  and  the  Navy 
Department  have  not  encouraged  1-year  enlistments  for 
the  Regular  Army,  which  is  very  clearly  shown  to  be  that 
they  think  the  men  who  are  going  into  the  Regular  Army 
ought  to  go  into  it  for  a  long  enough  period  and  with  suffi- 
cient continuity  of  service  so  that  they  may  become  more 
efficient  in  their  work,  and  not  have  the  constant  turn-over 
that  applies  to  the  Regular  Army,  and  has  no  application  at 
all  to  the  provisions  of  this  bill  for  giving  fundamental 
training  to  men  who  would  then  go  Into  the  Reserve,  but 
would  not  be  members  of  the  Regular  Establishment. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  But  what  excuse  can  there  be  for  the 
Army  or  the  Navy  taking  that  position?  After  all,  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  is  the  policy-making  body  of  the 
country.  If  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  lays  down  the 
law  and  says  there  may  be  voluntary  enlistments  for  1  year  in 
the  Army,  whether  it  is  bad  for  the  Army  or  good  for  the 
Army,  after  all.  it  is  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  which 
has  determined  the  matter;  and  if  the  Departments  are  going 
to  ignore  the  laws  upon  the  statute  lx>oks  of  the  United  States, 
what  is  the  use  of  the  Congress  passing  laws? 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
just  one  more  brief  interruption? 

Mr.  WHEEL£R.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Has  the  Senator  read  the  law.  and  is  he  able 
to  state  that  no  discretion  was  left  with  the  General  Staff 
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of  the  Army  In  determining  whether  they  would  accept  1-year 
enlistments  or  3-year  enlistments? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  As  I  gathered  from  the  law  read  just  a 
moment  ago.  I  do  not  think  it  gives  the  General  Staff  any 
discretion,  because  it  expressly  sajrs  that  men  may  enlist  for 
1  year  or  for  3  years. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  the  law  reposes  the  option 
with  the  person  desiring  to  enlist,  not  with  the  Department. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SHEPPARO.    That  is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
Srield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  In  my  Judgment,  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana is  on  safe  ground  when  he  says  it  is  not  for  the  depart- 
ments to  decide  what  part  of  the  law  they  will  observe  and 
what  F>art  they  will  ignore.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  depart- 
ments faithfully  to  carry  out  each  and  every  part  of  the  law 
and  not  willfully  to  neglect  and  obscure  any  particular  part 
of  t^e  law.  especially  when  the  option  rests  with  the  man  who 
proposes  to  enlist  and  not  with  the  Department. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  in  order  to  enable  me  to  ask  the  able  Senator  from 
Nebraska  a  question? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  If  I  correctly  understood  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska,  he  made  reference  in  connection  with  his 
brief  discussion  of  1-year  enlistments  to  the  Regular  Army. 
I  am  wondering  if  the  Senator  from  Nebraska — assuming  that 
he  has  not  heretofore  done  so — would  care  to  express  a  view 
concerning  the  1-year  provision  of  the  bill  now  under  dis- 
cussion. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  am  very  heartily  In  favor  of  the  provision 
for  1-year  enlistments,  and.  in  addition  to  that,  of  all  the 
other  provisions  of  the  so-called  Maloney  amendment,  which 
Is  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute,  except  the  one  postponing  the 
application  of  the  selective  draft. 

Mr.  MALONEY.    I  thank  the  Senator  very  much. 

Mr.  BARK  LEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  theory  upon  which  the  pending  bill 
is  based  is  that  it  takes  practically  a  year  of  training  to  fit  the 
ordinary'  citizen  for  duties  in  the  Army.  Of  course,  under 
this  bill  he  is  not  to  become  a  part  of  the  Regular  Army.  He 
goes  l)ack  into  civilian  life  and  kiecomes  a  part  of  the  Reserve. 
If  it  be  true  that,  although  it  is  optional  with  the  citizen  to 
determine  whether  he  shall  enlist  for  1  year  or  3.  and  there- 
fore not  mandatory,  and  if  it  be  true  that  It  takes  about  a 
year  to  train  a  man  to  be  an  efficient  soldier  so  that  he  would 
fit  into  the  Regular  Army — a  situation  which  Is  a  little  dif- 
ferent from  what  we  are  doing  here — ^is  there  any  reason  why 
the  Department  of  the  Navy  and  the  War  Department  also 
should  not  discourage  1-year  enlistments  as  compared  to 
3-year  enlistments,  because  as  soon  as  the  men  were  trained 
their  enlistment.s  would  expire? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  not  passing  on  whether  a  1-year 
enlistment  or  a  3-year  enlistment  is  better.  I  am  saying 
that  when  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  passes  a  law 
and  provides  that  it  shall  be  optional  with  a  man  who  en- 
lists whether  he  will  enlist  for  1  year  or  3  years,  and  he  is  not 
permitted  to  enlist  for  1  year,  it  makes  a  vast  difference.  I 
am  weary  and  tired  of  Government  departments,  when  we 
enact  laws,  setting  themselves  up  as  greater  than  the  Con- 
gress, and  ignoring  the  law.  One  of  the  things  that  is 
bringing  this  Government  into  disrepute  is  the  fact  that 
there  are  officials  in  the  departments  who  ignore  the  will  of 
the  people,  and  ignore  the  laws  which  are  placed  upon  the 
statute  books. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  doubt  very  much,  in  the  first  place, 
whether  the  Government  is  coming  into  disrepute.  In  the 
next  place.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  no  brief  for  the  War 
Department  or  the  Navy  Department,  and  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  this  law  is  mandatory.  But  if  it  be  true  that  it 
takes  practically  a  year  to  train  a  man.  and  the  Government 


has  been  to  the  expense  of  training  him  for  a  year,  it  would 
not  be  strange  if  the  War  Department  or  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, when  a  man  comes  to  enlist,  undertakes  to  persuade 
him  to  enlist  for  3  years  instead  of  1.  * 

Mr.  WHEELER.  But  they  have  not  persuaded  them;  they 
simply  have  not  let  them  in. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     They  have  not  encouraged  them. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  They  have  not  encouraged  them,  and 
they  have  not  let  them  in.  That  Is  the  fact  about  the 
matter. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  ordinary  person  who  desires  to  en- 
list in  the  Army  is  not  a  lawyer. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Certain]y  not.  ^ 

Mr.  NORRIS.  He  probably  does  not  know  what  the  law 
Is.  but  he  desires  to  go  into  the  Army.  He  gets  his  informa- 
tion from  the  official  who.  under  the  law,  is  entitled  to  re- 
ceive his  enlistment,  and  he  asks  him  what  the  law  Is.  Ac- 
cording to  what  the  Senator  from  Arizona  has  read  us,  they 
have  told  him  blankly,  "We  are  not  receiving  1-year  en- 
listments." 

Mr.  WHEELER.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  In  other  words,  a  man  who  desires  to  en- 
list is  told,  in  effect,  that  the  law  provides  for  3 -year  enlist- 
ments. When  the  law  provides  for  1-year  enlistments,  as 
well  as  3-year  enlistments,  and  gives  a  man  the  right  to 
select,  as  seems  to  be  undisputed  now.  there  is  no  official 
In  the  War  Department  who  has  a  right,  under  the  law.  if  he 
is  going  to  do  any  explaining,  not  to  tell  the  applicant  for 
enlistment  that  he  can  enlist  for  1,  2,  or  3  years.  I  do  not 
see  any  objection  to  the  War  Department  wanting  him  to 
enlist  for  3  years;  but,  after  all,  it  is  for  the  man  to  decide, 
and  unless  they  give  him  the  information,  they  are  not,  as  I 
see  it,  faithful  servants  of  the  Government  which  they  rep- 
resent. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  observation. 

It  has  been  the  general  impression  throughout  the  coun- 
try that  a  conscription  law  was  needed  t>ecause  we  could 
not  get  the  necessary  number  in  the  Army  without  such  a 
law.  Senators  have  stated.  "Well,  you  passed  this  appropria- 
tion bill  making  provision  for  the  purchase  of  these  war 
machines.  Why  are  you  not  willing  to  pass  a  conscription 
law  in  order  to  get  the  men  to  handle  the  machines?" 

It  is  certain  that  large  numbers  of  our  citizens  consider 
the  unescapable  necessity  of  providing  for  the  Nation's  de- 
fense the  only  reason  which  ought  to  compel  adoption  of 
compulsory  service,  and  they  have  been  misled  into  believing 
It  is  precisely  on  this  consideration  alone  that  the  present 
proposals  for  conscription  are  based.  But  the  General  Staff 
has  revealed  that  its  advocacy  of  conscription  is  compelled 
by  considerations  quite  apart  from  the  mere  exigencies  of 
defense. 

General  Shedd  advanced  still  another  reason  why  the  Gen- 
eral Staff  feels  conscription  is  to  be  preferred  to  voluntary 
enlistment.     I  read  from  his  testimony: 

General  Shedd.  Where  you  have  voluntary  enlistments  and  turn 
to  voluntary  enlistments  in  large  numliers.  you  have  no  control 
over  where  the  man  you  accept  comes  from.  He  may  be  a  key 
man  In  a  vital  Industry,  but  if  he  comes  up  to  enlist  you  accept 
him? 

Senator  Retnolds.  Well,  he  is  a  volunteer. 

General  Sheoo.  Yes.  •  •  •  Well,  I  believe  It  would  tend  more 
to  disrupt  the  country,  because  you  catmot  pick  and  choose  the 
unimportant  man. 

That  Is  democracy. 

Mr.  BURKE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  will  yield  in  a  moment. 

I  do  not  mean  unimportant  from  his  point  of  view,  but  unim- 
portant in  the  whole  economic  life  of  our  country.  We  liave  got 
those  factories;  we  have  got  to  produce  certain  things 

Senator  Retnolds.  But.  If  this  man  volunteered.  It  is  a  different 
proposition.    Suppose  you  force  him.    •     •     • 

General  Shedd.  We  would  not  force  him.     We  would  not  take  him. 

Senator  Reynolds.  You  would  not  take  him  at  all? 

General  Sheoo.  We  would  not  take  him  at  aU. 

Senator  Reynolds.  Then  if  he  volunteered,  he  would  be  more 
of  a  detriment  to  his  country?  • 
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Oeoeral  Shecd.  He  Is  more  Important  in  his  civilian  job  than  he 
Is  in  the  Military  El&tabhshinent. 

Senator  Retmolds.  I  am  glad  to  hear  you  say  that. 

General  Shkdo.  We  would  rather  have  him  over  in  that  factory 
than  to  have  him  In  the  Army. 

Senator  Reynolds.  Thank  you. 

General  Shedd.  And  that  is  why  we  feel  that  the  selective  service 
is  better  than  voluntary  enlistments. 

In  other  words,  if  a  man  working  in  a  factory  wishes  to 
make  the  Army  his  profession,  the  oflScials  say  to  him.  "No; 
go  back.  You  are  too  important.  We  want  to  take  the 
unimportant  man."  That  is  what  they  call  democracy. 
That  is  what  they  call  democracy  in  the  selective  service, 
permitting  some  Army  officer  to  decide  who  the  unimportant 
man  fes.  who  is  to  be  taken,  and  letting  some  Army  officer  say, 
"You  are  too  important.  You  are  the  fifth  son  of  some  rich 
man  who  may  at  some  time  inherit  your  father's  fortune  and 
run  his  business;  so  you  are  too  important  to  be  taken  into 
the  Army,  even  though  you  desire  to  make  a  profession  of  it." 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
at  that  point? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BTjRKE.  I  think  there  was  never  a  more  unfair  state- 
ment made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  than  the  Senator's 
comment  on  General  Shedd's  statement  in  that  particular.  I 
happen  to  know  the  particular  type  of  case  to  which  he  was 
referring,  and  the  reasons  for  his  statement  are  self-evident. 

Assume  that  the  man  General  Shedd  says  they  would  not 
seek  under  the  selective  service — but  if  he  comes  as  a  volun- 
teer, they  must — to  be  a  man  in  the  machine-tool  industry. 
In  which  there  is  a  great  shortage  of  machine-tool  workers, 
and  assume  he  is  skilled  and  working  as  an  instructor — I  am 
told  that  a  capable  man  can  instruct  12  others  in  that 
Industry — because  he  is  healthy  and  able-bodied  and  of  the 
right  age,  he  finds  that  if  he  does  not  volunteer  people  make 
fun  of  him.  and  he  comes  up  to  volunteer,  and  he  has  to  be 
accepted  if  be  is  a  volunteer. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon;  they  do  not 
Jiave  to  accept  him  if  he  is  a  volunteer,  and  General  Shedd 
says  they  would  not  have  to  take  him  if  he  volunteered. 

Mr.  BURKE.     No;  he  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  WHEELEIR.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon;  I  read  his 
testimony. 

Mr.  BURKE.  He  means  they  would  not  take  him  under 
the  selective-service  law. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say 
that  if  a  man  appears  at  the  recruiting  office  and  desires 
to  enlist  in  the  Aimy  it  is  requisite,  under  the  law,  for  them 
to  take  him?  I  was  well  acquainted  with  the  recruiting 
officer  at  St.  Louis  before  I  was  married,  and  he  used  to  laugh 
about  the  number  of  men  he  rejected.  That  was  in  the  days 
when  the  Army  was  picking  and  choosing,  and  he  rejected 
anyone  he  did  not  happen  to  want  to  take.  That  is  a  com- 
mon custom.  If  the  Senator  does  not  know  that,  he  is  not 
familiar  with  the  practice. 

Mr.  BURKE.  '  They  could  reject  him  for  physical  defects, 
or  some  other  cause,  but  they  could  not  say  to  a  man,  "You 
are  important  in  industry,  and  therefore  we  will  not  allow 
you  to  enlist."  I  do  not  think  anyone  can  offer  any  facts 
to  sustain  such  a  contention. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  is  the  Senator  familiar  with 
the  education  system  for  industry  which  is  being  set  up 
under  Mr.  Hillman  and  Mr.  Owen  D.  Young?  That  activity 
is  involved  in  getting  workers  for  Industry,  and  if  a  man  such 
as  the  one  described  tried  to  volunteer,  they  would  go  to  him 
and  say.  "Your  duty  is  to  stay  at  this  plaint."  If  they  could 
not  persuade  him.  I  should  be  very  much  surprised;  and  if 
they  could  not  persuade  anyone  who  was  criticizing  him.  I 
should  he  very  much  surprised. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  It  seems  to  me  there  is  something  especially 
remarkable  about  the  bill  the  Senator  is  discussing  which 
relates  to  this  very  point,  which  seems  to  be  somewhat  con- 
troversial.    On  page  15.  line  20.  is  a  proviso  which  was  not 


In  the  original  draft  of  the  bill,  but  was  the  product  of  long 

study  by  the  committee.     It  reads: 

Provided,  That  any  person  between  the  ages  of  18  and  35  shall  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  voluntarily  to  enlist  and  be  inducted  Into 
the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b),  if  he  Is  acceptable  to  the  land 
or  naval  forces  for  such  training  and  service. 

That  is  peculiar,  in  my  judgment,  because  all  the  right  is 
in  the  volunteer,  and  he  would  be  accepted  if  he  were  qualified. 

Mr.  TAPT.     No;  if  he  is  acceptable. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  That  means  if  he  Is  qualified  under  the 
law.  There  is  that  spread  of  right  to  choose.  This  does 
not  give  the  Government  any  right  to  decide  whether  it  will 
take  him  or  not  accept  him.  This  is  compulsory  on  the 
Government.     The  language  is  "shall  be  afforded." 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  is  not  quoting  the  present 
law,  he  is  quoting  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  a|n^  quoting  the  pending  bill,  which  is 
peculiar  and  different. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    We  are  talking  about  the  present  law. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  It  differs  from  anything  I  have  seen  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     It  is  not  in  the  present  law. 

As  I  have  pointed  out,  I  happened  to  be  United  States  dis- 
trict attorney  during  the  last  war,  and  constantly  came  in 
contact  with  the  draft  boards.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  it  was  so 
in  a  great  many  instances,  but  in  some  cases  there  were  very 
serious  injustices,  and  the  l)oards  did  let  out  men  whom  they 
should  not  have  excused.  But  when  the  power  is  placed  in 
some  man  to  say  that  one  must  go  into  the  Army  whether 
he  desires  to  go  or  not.  or  that  they  will  not  take  him  if  he 
desires  to  go,  there  is  nothing  democratic  about  that,  when 
the  power  is  placed  in  the  hands  of  an  Army  officer.  But  I 
desire  to  proceed  with  my  remarks. 

Here  is  another  of  the  inimitable  paradoxes  which  the  bill 
presents.  We  must  conscript  men.  its  advocates  say — the 
national  defense  requires  it.  But  the  Army  seems  to  think 
that  national  defense  does  not  require  the  services  of  citizens 
whose  skins  happen  to  be  dark.  I  quote  from  a  letter  from 
Walter  White,  eminent  secretary  of  the  National  Association 
for  the  Advancement  of  Colored  People: 

By  letter  of  July  23.  1940,  Adjutant  General  Adams,  of  the  War 
Department,  states  that  Negroes  are  only  permitted  to  enlist  In  two 
regiments  of  the  Infantry,  two  regiments  of  the  cavalry.  Quarter- 
master Corps.  Modlcal  Department.  Ordnance  Department,  certain 
school  detachments,  and  the  detached  enlisted  men's  list,  and  that 
"There  Is  no  provision  for  the  enlistment  of  colored  men  in  the 
renutlning  arms  or  services."  Negroes  are  not  permitted  to  enlist 
In  the  Air  Corps.  The  Bureau  of  Navigation  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, by  letter  of  August  2.  1940.  states:  "After  many  years  of 
experience,  the  policy  of  not  enlisting  men  of  the  colored  race  for 
any  branph  of  the  naval  service,  except  the  messman  branch,  was 
adopted  to  meet  the  best  interests  of  general  efficiency.  The  selec- 
tion of  men  to  man  the  Navy  Is  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government." 

Negroes  are  willing  to  take  their  part  In  the  defense  program 
along  with  other  American  citizens,  but  at  the  same  time  insist 
that  their  Goveriunent  give  them  the  same  opportunities  to  serve 
in  all  branches  of  the  armed  forces  In  which  they  may  qualify  with- 
out distinction  or  discrimination  because  of  race  or  color.  They 
expect  and  are  entitled  to  the  same  rights  and  privUeges  as  every 
other  American. 

Is  there  anyone,  regardless  of  what  his  prejudices  may  be 
one  way  or  the  other  against  the  colored  race,  who  would  say, 
"We  ought  to  discriminate  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States  against  a  man  because  of  his  color  or  his  race  or  his 
religion"? 

These  observations  from  a  spokesman  for  the  colored  people 
are  revealing.    Thus,  our  Army  and  Navy  are  unwilling  to 

permit  our  Negro  citizens  to  offer  their  services  willingly,  but 
prefer  through  this  bill  to  conscript  them. 

WHT  THa  AaiCT   DEMANDS  COWSCaiPTIOK   TO  OIT  ICXN,   WHOX  THX  NAVT 

HAS  A  WATTING  LIST 

The  starting  pay  in  the  Army  for  an  enlisted  m«ui  is  $21 
per  month — approximately  $5  per  week.  Ftir  most  soldiers 
this  also  is  the  highest  pay  they  know  while  they  are  In  the 
service,  for  promotion  of  privates  is  admittedly  rare.  For- 
mer Secretary  of  War  Woodring  has  said  that  95  percent 
of  the  enlisted  men  never  get  above  $21  per  month.     As  com- 
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pared  with  these  prospects,  a  young  man  weighing  the  bene- 
fits of  enlisting  in  the  Army  will  find  that  enrollment  in  the 
Civilian  Consei-vation  Corps  for  1  year  will  pay  him  $30  per 
month  to  start,  with  fair  possibility  of  advancing  to  assistant 
leader  at  $36  a  month  or  leader  at  $45  a  month.  There  are 
15  assistant  leaders  and  ft)  leaders  in  every  camp  of  200. 
Better  still,  if  the  young  man  wishes  to  enroll  in  the  Navy, 
he  will  find  that  he  will  be  paid  $21  a  month  for  the  first 
4  months,  after  which  he  will  be  promoted  to  seaman,  second 
class,  at  $36  a  month,  and  by  the  end  of  the  first  year  he  will 
In  all  likelihood  advance  to  seaman,  first  class,  at  $54  per 
month.  In  other  services  such  as  the  Air  Corps  he  will  even 
fare  better. 

Under  the  circimistances  it  Is  scarcely  surprising  that  enlist- 
ment in  the  Army  is  not  alwasrs  alluring  to  men  who  might 
otherwise  be  inclined  to  join. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  amazing  to  me  that  we  can  get  men  at 
all  to  enlist  in  the  Army  at  $21  a  month  in  peacetime,  when 
they  can  obtain  work  under  the  W.  P.  A.  or  go  on  relief,  or 
Into  C.  C.  C.  camps,  and  get  more  money  than  they  would  get 
in  the  Regular  Army.  It  is  amazing  that  we  can  get  men 
who  have  any  ambition  at  all  to  go  into  the  Army  for  3  years 
under  such  conditions.  We  simply  have  not  been  fair.  If 
we  want  an  army  we  ought  to  pay  for  it. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  What  figure  would  the  Senator  advocate 
at  which  to  start  them? 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Thirty  dollars. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  am  asking  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  am  capable  of  answering. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  thought  the  Senator  was. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  would  start  them  in  at  $30  a  month. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  How  long  would  the  Senator  keep  them 
at  $30  a  month  before  giving  them  $40  a  month? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  think  there  has  been  some  proposed 
legislation  introduced  on  the  subject.  I  should  at  least  start 
them  on  an  equality  with  the  man  who  is  In  a  C.  C.  C.  camp 
or  the  man  who  is  on  relief. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Would  the  Senator  make  the  C.  C.  C. 
men  drill  and  would  he  train  them? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  C.  C.  C.  men  are  supposed  to  work 
for  8  hours  a  day. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  did  not  ask  the  Senator  that.  I  asked 
him  If  he  would  give  them  military  training. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  would  not  hurt  my  feelings  if  they 
were  given  military  training. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  How  did  the  Senator  vote  the  other  day 
on  that  propo.sition? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  not  sure  whether  I  voted  for  or 
against  it.  But  whether  I  voted  for  the  proposal  or  against 
It  would  not  enter  into  the  matter  in  the  slightest  degree.  I 
say  that  if  we  notify  the  C.  C.  C.  men  in  advance  that  they 
are  to  be  given  military  training,  that  is  one  thing,  but  after 
they  are  in.  we  cannot  pass  a  law  saying  that  they  shall  be 
given  military  training.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  I  think  it  would 
be  a  good  thing  to  have  the  C.  C.  C.  boys  given  military  train- 
ing. The  Senator  cannot  bring  on  a  fight  with  me  on  that 
point. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  is  aware  that  the  National 
Guard  is  supposed  to  be  called  out  only  in  the  event  of  some 
difficulty,  either  Internal  or  external.  By  act  of  Congress  the 
President  is  entitled  to  call  out  the  National  Guard  before 
any  internal  or  external  difficulty  occurs.  A  great  many  of 
the  National  Guard  men  are  older  than  those  provided  to  be 
called  under  the  draft  bill:  and  partlctilarly  the  first  ser- 
geants, and  the  right  and  left  guides  of  the  companies,  and 
the  company  clerks  are  usually  married  men  and  of  more 
mature  years,  as  a  general  rule,  than  those  provided  to  be 
called  imder  the  limitations  contained  in  the  draft  bill. 
When  it  comes  to  the  question  of  equality,  they  are  men  with 
families  quite  often;  they  are  men  with  dependents,  and,  of 
course,  their  pay  in  the  Army  is  considerably  less  than  they 


are  making  in  private  life.  So,  from  the  standpoint  of  equal- 
ity, the  men  who  are  taken  away  from  jobs,  who  have  fixed 
places  in  the  ordinary  business  of  the  Nation,  would  be  en- 
titled to  first  consideration,  because  when  they  went  into  the 
National  Guard  it  was  assumed  that  they  would  not  be  called 
out  except  in  case  of  invasion  or  some  Internal  difficulty 
within  the  States,  other  than  for  their  regular  training. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  t^ank  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 
Let  me  say  that  recently  I  read  a  speech  delivered  in  1814  by 
Daniel  Webster,  a  great  constitutional  lavjrj-er  and  statesman. 
He  challenged  the  constitutionality  of  conscription  and  called 
attention  to  the  particular  provisions  of  the  Constitution  at 
that  time  with  reference  to  the  State  militik. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  again 
yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  merely  made  a  suggestion.  It  is  now 
projDosed  to  take  the  men  of  the  National  Guard,  because 
the  guard  is  already  in  existence;  they  are  to  be  called  out 
for  a  long  period  of  time  into  the  s'ervice  of  the  Govern- 
ment, when  the  men  themselves,  at  the  time  they  entered 
the  guard,  assumed  that  they  would  not  be  called  out  for  a 
long  period,  except  when  there  was  an  invasion,  or  when 
there  was  some  internal  trouble.  I  feel  that  our  first  obli- 
gation to  make  some  adjustment  is  to  the  National  Guard, 
ahead  of  the  men  who  never  have  given  any  service  at  all 
in  the  way  of  personal  preparedness  to  the  defense  of  their 
country.  The  men  who  are  in  the  National  Guard  have 
taken  many  nights  off,  and  many  days  off,  to  become  per- 
sonally prepared,  and  they  certainly,  over  and  above  every 
other  class,  being  volunteers,  are  entitled  to  a  degree  of 
consideration,  which  up  to  now  I  do  not  believe  they  have 
received. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

General  Marshall  emphasized  the  problems  this  situation 
creat^  for  the  Army  when  he  said: 

We  have  a  very  difficult  problem  In  recruiting  the  Army,  because 
our  ratings,  meaning  the  numbers  In  increased  pay  positions, 
are  ipuch  below  those  of  the  Navy,  and  becatise  we  have  to  keep 
our  men  on  for  sometimes  2  or  even  3  years  in  the  grade  of 
second-class  private,  where  the  base  pay  is  $21.  In  the  other 
services  after  4  months  they  pass  to  the  next  rating,  and  go 
to  $30. 

We  have  always  been  on  'a  very  parsimonious  basis  of  pay,  and 
we  were  fearful  of  the  difficulties  we  might  encounter  In  this 
particular  recruiting,  with  the  special  attraction  of  the  Air  Corps, 
and  with  the  attractions  of  travel  in  the  Navy,  but  we  have  been 
most  successful,  and  we  have  secured  very  fine  young  men. 

At  a  later  point.  General  Marshall  discussed  the  possibili- 
ties of  advancement  for  Army  enlisted  men,  as  follows: 

Senator  Retnolds.  The  distinction  between  the  pay  of  $21  and 
$30 — Is  that  automatic,  baaed  upon  the  number  of  years  of  service 
or  ability? 

General  Marshall.  The  advance  from  $21  to  $30  a  month  Is 
carried  by  the  promotion  from  private,  tc  private  first  class.  The 
promotion  depends  upon  the  annual  appropriations.  Each  year 
we  have  endeavored  to  have  them  give  us  more  funds  for  private 
first  class  and  certain  other  ratings,  and  we  have  been  unsuc- 
cessful. So.  as  I  say,  we  have  men  who  serve  an  entire  enlist- 
ment as  a  private  on  the  basis  of  $21  because  there  was  no  va- 
cancy for  them,  regardless  of  how  good  they  might  be,  in  the 
rating  of  private  first  clasa 

It  does  not  seem  fair  to  us  that  our  men  should  be  kept  for  a 
whole  enlistment  or  more,  on  the  basic  pay  rate  of  a  private  at 
$21  a  month,  while  in  the  other  services  at  the  end  of  4  months 
they  automatically  receive  a  material  increase  in  pay.  That 
affects  recruiting  and  affects  morale. 

Senator  Ritnolds.  Certainly. 

Oeneral  litARSHALX.  And  tiie  man  himself  has  his  own  opinion 
as  to  the  merits  of  the  case. 

Senator  Retnou)s.  It  does  not  seem  quite  right. 

General  Marshall  It  puts  the  War  Department  In  an  embar- 
rassing position  In  that  It  seems  not  to  recognize  what  is  Injustice 
to  the  enlisted  personnel.  •  •  •  Tliey  compete  for  private 
first  class  as  hard  In  the  Army  as  they  do  to  be  a  corporal. 

Quite  a  different  story  was  related  by  Admiral  Nimltz,  of 
the  Na\'y  Department.    He  testified  as  follows: 

Senator  RrrMOLoe.  You  do  not  experience  any  difficulty  in  getting 
sufficient  voluntary  enlistments,  do  you? 

Admiral  Nimitz.  So  far  we  have  not.  We  have  today  about  7.000 
men  on  the  waiting  list  waiting  to  go  Into  training  sutlona. 
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Senator  RrrwoLDS  Admiral,  may  I  ask  you  what  is  the  lowest  pay   i 
of  aiiy  eniisted  man  In  the  Navy? 
Admiral  Nimitz.  $21  a  month. 

>-,  •  •  •  •  •  • 

Senator  Rrr molds  Pot  what  period  of  time? 
_     Admiral  NiMrrz.  Approximately  4  montha. 

Senator  RirrNOUK    And  aXter  that? 

Admiral  NiMrrz.  He  is  promoted  to  seaman  second  class  and  that 
pay  Is  $36  a  month.  •  •  •  Usually,  because  of  the  great  expsn- 
alon  that  has  taken  place,  usually  he  would  not  have  to  wait  more 
than  a  year  before  he  would  be  promoted  to  seaman,  for  which  he 
ta  paid  $54  per  month,  seaman  first  class,  and  promotion  in  the 
Na\7  has  been,  for  enlisted  men.  has  been  very  good,  and  Is  due 
largely  to  the  fact  that  we  are  expanding  rapidly. 

•  •••••• 

Senator  Retnolds.  I  would  readily  assvune  from  hearing  testimony 
produced  before  this  committee  tbat  people  more  readily  volunteer 
for  the  Na%7  than  the  Army,  and  I  was  wondering  why  that  was. 
Is  It  due  to  the  fact  that  the  Navy  provides  opportunity  to  travel, 
see  the  world.  Increased  pay,  or  extended  enlistments?  What,  in 
your  opinion.  Induces  more  men  for  voluntary  service  In  the  Navy 
than  in  the  Army? 

Admiral  NiMrrz.  I  think  the  pay  has  something  to  do  with  It  and 
I  think  the  prospect  of  getting  about  the  world  a  Uttle  bit  is  an 
added  incentive.  I  would  not  believe  that  the  extended  period  of 
enlLsiment  Is  an  incentive,  because  I  think  that  would  operate  Jtist 
the  other  way. 

It  mi|5ht  seem  to  the  ordinary  reader  of  General  Marshall's 
^testimony  and  that  of  other  witnesses  who  testified  for  the 
General  Staff  that  In  the  light  of  the  avowedly  substandard 
conditions  obtaining  for  enlisted  men  in  the  Army,  the  logical 
manner  of  meeting  an  emergency  condition  requiring  the 
raising  of  approximately  400,000  men  in  a  short  time  would  be 
to  remedy  the  conditions  which  admittedly  act  as  deterrents 
to  voluntary  enlistment — namely,  to  lower  the  minimum  en- 
listment period,  and  to  advance  salary  and  promotion  oppor- 
tunities in  line  at  least  with  those  prevailing  in  the  Navy.  In 
connection  with  the  suggestion  of  shortening  the  enlistment 
period  I  have  pointed  out  that  General  Shedd  replied  that  the 
General  Staff  preferred  compulsory  service  even  if  it  were  pos- 
sible to  obtain  the  men  by  voluntary  enlistment.  In  like  man- 
ner, when  General  Marshall  was  asked  whether  or  not  the 
emergency  need  for  400,000  men  could  be  met  by  increasing 
the  salary  of  the  recruits  he  did  not  at  all  deny  the  validity  of 
the  suggestion,  but  stated,  instead,  that  this  might  make  a 
large  army,  so  ejcpensive  to  carry  in  times  of  no  emergency 
that  the  public  might  insist  on  reducing  the  Army  when  the 
emergency  is  over.  This  is  General  Marshall's  testimony, 
quoted  at  some  length  in  order  that  the  fuU  import  may 
be  had: 

Senator  Downit.  Now.  I  do  start.  General,  with  the  Idea,  all 
things  being  equal,  the  man  who  voluntarily  enlists  In  the  Army  is 
a  better  soldier  than  the  man  who  Is  conscripted,  other  things  being 
equal.  I  know  I  would  be  personally,  and  I  believe  mo^t  men 
would  be. 

Now,  what  I  am  wondering  is  If  In  Justice  and  fairness  to  the 
men  In  the  Regular  Army  we  would  not  be  the  gainer  If  we  would 
increase  the  compensation  paid  the  private  soldier  or  Increase  the 
benefits  that  he  may  indirectly  derive,  and  thereby  tend  to  build 
up  voluntary  enlistments. 

Oeneral  Marshaix.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  you  say  that.  So  far 
as  the  problem  of  pay  rates  Is  concerned.  I  would  say  this:  For 
the  first  enlistment,  for  the  private  at  the  bottom  of  the  scale,  I 
believe  that,  considering  the  other  things  he  receives  from  the 
Government,  the  present  pay  rate  is  approximately  correct;  but  I 
think  that  after  that  it  is  not.  There  are  too  few  privates,  first 
class,  and  higher  ratings.  There  should  be  increases  considerably 
above  what  we  have  at  the  present  time. 

•  ••••*• 

If  we  have  an  act  such  as  this.  I  think  It  will  do  two  things.  In 
the  first  place,  it  would  establish  the  Army  on  a  democratic  basis, 
which  I  believe  would  produce  a  degree  of  solidarity  among  our 
people  as  to  the  Army,  which  would  be  of  great  advantage  to  the 
Army. 

It  also  would  permit  us  In  time  of  peace  to  maintain  a  sufficient 
military  force  to  seciire  our  position  without  so  much  of  confused 
discussion  as  at  the  present  time  and  without  the  necessity  for 
coloasal  expenditures;  because  to  maintain  large  groups  of  personnel 
in  the  military  service  is  an  expensive  process,  and.  of  course,  the 
inevitable  reaction  after  the  period  of  crisis  is  one  of  economy  and 
of  emasculation. 

We  saw  that,  for  example.  In  June  1920.  when  after  exhaustive 
hearings  the  National  Defense  Act  finally  was  enacted  into  law  pro- 
viding for  280.000  men  and  recruiting  was  started  toward  that 
number,  another  reaction  inunedlately  developed.  •  •  •  I 
think  that  represents  the  inevitable  reaction.  I  think  It  wlU  always 
happen  with  us. 

So.  if  our  Military  Establishment  Is  on  the  basis  of  high  pay. 
which  it  must  have  for  the  technical  men  and  particularly  for  the 


noncommissioned  officers  who  furnish  morale  and  leadership  of  crxr 
straight  combat  units,  then,  if  there  is  not  some  such  measure  as 
this  to  provide  most  of  the  nien  at  much  lower  cost,  the  charge 
will  be  that  the  Army  coets  too  much  to  expect  our  Government,  in 
its  protected  situation  behind  two  oceans,  to  continue  to  bear  the 
expense  m  normal  times,  and  so  the  cycle  of  unpreparednoM  repeat* 
Itaelf. 

That  is  the  reason  why  the  Army  o£Bcials  have  not  wanted 
to  build  up  the  Army  pay.  This  testimony  makes  clear  that 
the  unwillingness  of  some  to  encourage  enlistments  by  raising 
the  pay  of  the  enlisted  men  to  adequate  levels,  and  their  in- 
sistence upon  procuring  the  necessary  men  by  conscription 
is  attributable  not  to  any  doubt  that  the  Army  could  thereby 
meet  the  present  emergency  but  to  the  fear  that  after  the 
emergency  is  over  the  public  would  not  be  willing  to  continue 
an  unnecessarily  large  Army.  The  General  Staff,  in  sum, 
therefore  refuses  to  confine  itself  to  meeting  the  present 
emergency:  it  seeks  to  meet  emergencies  to  come  after  the 
present  one  is  over.  The  public  has  been  frightened  into 
believing  that  the  present  emergency  is  crucial  and  must  be 
met.  It  is  even  willing  to  consider  shouldering  the  burden 
of  compulsory  conscription  if  such  is  the  only  way  national 
defense  can  be  assured.  But  the  public  is  most  certainly 'aot 
willing  to  have  conscription  imposed  under  the  guise  of 
meeting  a  present  emergency  when  its  true  purpose  is  to 
make  possible  maintenance  of  a  large  military  establishment 
after  the  emergency  is  over.  Yet  such  is  the  clearly  ex- 
pressed purpose  of  the  General  Staff  in  urging  conscription 
at  the  present  time. 

That  increased  pay  would  result  in  greatly  Increased  en- 
listment in  the  Army  cannot  be  doubted;  reference  to  a  few 
figures  based  on  the  1930  census  will  render  this  concrete. 

The  total  number  of  unmarried  men  between  the  ages  of 
21  and  45  is  7,750,000.  Estimating  the  present  Army  base 
pay  of  $21  to  be  the  equivalent  of  $51  per  month  for  a  civil- 
ian— allowing  $30  per  month  for  maintenance — the  number  of 
unmarried  men  between  the  ages  of  21  and  45  with  incomes 
not  in  excess  of  this  amoimt  is  found  to  be  2,635.000.  Inci- 
dentally, these  income  figures  for  unmarried  men  are  derived 
from  a  study  by  the  National  Resources  Committee  entitled 
"Consumer  Ircomes  in  the  United  States — 1938."  It  is 
largely  to  this  earning  group  that  enlistments  must  be 
deemed  confined  at  the  present  time,  since  it  cannot  be  ex- 
pected that  individuals  with  higher  incomes  will  be  interested 
in  enlistment  at  a  reduction  from  their  present  pay. 

That  is  the  reason  why  more  enlistments  come  from  the 
Middle  West  and  less  from  the  great  industrial  sections  of 
the  East.  With  the  high  pay  In  industrial  sections,  enlist- 
ments are  not  so  nimierous.  Enlistments  are  more  numerous 
in  the  South,  in  the  Southwest,  and  in  the  West,  where  the 
income  of  the  farming  class  in  the  rural  communities  is  much 
lower. 

If,  however.  Army  base  pay  were  Increased  $10  j)er  month 
to  $31.  making  a  full  income  of  $61,  allowing  $30  for  main- 
tenance, the  number  of  unmarried  men  whose  income  is  less 
would  be  increased  to  3.300.000,  an  incresise  of  approximately 
25  percent.  If  base  pay  were  further  increased  to  $41,  the 
number  of  prospf^ctive  recruits  would  again  be  increased  to 
3,950,000,  a  further  increase  of  approximately  25  percent. 
Increasing  the  base  pay  to  $51  would  broaden  the  field  of 
potential  recruits  to  4,520,000.  a  further  increase  of  approxi- 
mately 25  percent,  or  a  total  increase  of  75  percent  from  the 
lowest  figure. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Army's  quota  of  enlistments 
is  being  exceeded  even  under  the  present  pay  levels,  thus  evi- 
dencing a  favorable  pubUc  response  to  the  requirements  of 
defense,  who  would  venture  to  deny  that  increasing  the  pay 
levels  along  the  lines  indicated,  thus  broadening  the  field  of 
potential  recruits  by  approximately  2.000.000  men.  would  re- 
sult in  quickly  obtaining  for  the  Army  by  enlistments  the 
ad^tional  415,000  men  which  the  General  Staff  desires? 

But.  it  will  be  asked,  what  about  the  expense  of  such  a 
program?  The  answer  is:  It  will  save  the  Government 
money.  Assuming  an  Army  and  National  Guard  of  900.000. 
increasing  the  pay  of  every  man  to  the  highest  figure  above 
mentioned — that  is.  to  $51  per  month — would  produce  a  total 
increase  of  $27,000,000  per  month,  or  $324,000,000  dollars  per 
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annum.  At  a  time  when  Congress  has  passed  defense  bills 
which  will  require  an  expenditure  of  $18,000,000,000.  accord- 
ing to  the  Senate  committee  hearings,  $320,000,000  a  year 
does  not  loom  very  large.  Moreover,  the  program  of  com- 
pulsory service  and  training  which  the  General  Staff  Is  advo- 
cating would  cost,  according  to  the  Staffs  own  estimate,  a 
billion  dollars  per  year.  If  the  defense  needs  of  the  present 
emergency  in  increased  Army  manpower  can  be  met  by  the 
expenditure  of  $320,000,000,  can  there  be  any  Justification  for 
an  expenditure  more  than  three  times  that  amount? 

What  about  those  who  have  been  howling  about  balancing 
the  Budget?  When  we  talked  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
states  about  putting  people  on  relief,  giving  hungry  women 
and  children  in  this  country  something  out  of  the  Treasvur 
of  the  United  States,  and  giving  the  farmers  benefit  pay- 
ments— which  even  Mr.  Willkie  has  recently  endorsed — 
when  we  talked  about  doing  some  of  these  things,  some 
said,  "You  will  wreck  the  Government.  Why  do  you  not 
balance  the  Budget?"  Every  little  chamber  of  commerce 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  and  every  great 
newspaper  in  the  country  was  clamoring.  "Why  do  you  not 
balance  the  Budget?*'  I  wish  to  call  the  roll.  When  we 
wanted  to  feed  the  poor,  help  the  farmer,  and  do  something 
for  the  underprivileged  every  single  one  of  such  newspapers 
was  crying  for  balancing  the  Budget.  They  said,  "Balance 
the  Budget  or  you  will  wreck  the  country."  Now  every  single 
one  of  those  great  newspapers,  and  every  single  one  of  the 
great  economic  royalists  who  has  been  clamoring  about  bal- 
ancing the  Budget,  lias  forgotten  about  it  and  thrown  it 
out  the  window.  They  say,  "Let  us  set  up  a  Military  Estab- 
lishment in  the  United  States."  Why?  Not  for  national 
defense.  No — let  tis  be  frank  about  it — that  is  not  the 
reason.  The  reason  is  tliat  they  want  to  Imjwse  upon  our 
countrj'  a  militarism  the  like  of  which  is  not  to  be  found  in 
any  democratic  country  in  the  world.  It  is  found  only  under 
Mr.  Hitler  in  Germany,  Mr.  Mussolini  in  Italy,  and  Mr.  StaUn 
In  Russia.       -^ 

Those  who  have  any  intelligence  at  all  know  what  Is  back 
of  the  bUl.  I  have  mentioned  the  $18,000,000,000  which  we 
recently  appropriated  for  increased  armaments.  I  was  one 
of  those  who  voted  for  those  bills,  because  I  was  impressed 
by  the  arguments  which  were  made. 

One  of  the  arguments  was,  "What  good  are  our  men  with- 
out arms?"  Now  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  turns 
aroimd  and  in  recommending  the  bill  says,  "What  good  are 
arms  without  men?"  Rrst  the  argument  was,  "What  good 
are  men  without  arms?"    Now  It  is,  "What  good  are  arms 

without  men?" 

What  sort  of  circular  reasoning  is  that?  What  sort  of 
strange  sophistry  are  we  being  subjected  to? 

Rrst  we  are  begged  to  give  arms  to  our  men,  then  men  to 
oiu-  arms.  I  say  to  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  that  for 
the  arms  we  have  voted,  we  have  men  waiting  aplenty.  If 
they  do  not  believe  me,  let  them  read  the  accounts  of  the 
current  First  Army  maneuvers  in  New  York;  let  them  see 
the  pictures  of  men  drilling  with  pipes  instead  of  guns,  with 
trucks  Instead  of  tanks,  with  birds  instead  of  planes.  There 
are  men  for  our  arms.  When  they  are  fully  equipped  in  every 
particular,  when  supplies  of  arms  and  planes  wait,  then  it  will 
be  time  to  talk  of  new  men.  By  that  time,  it  may  very  well 
be,  there  will  be  no  need  to  talk  of  new  men.  I  for  one  do  not 
think  we  are  settling  down  to  a  perpetual  crisis  imless  it  be 
one  that  we  ourselves  create  by  our  own  hjrsteria  and  our 
own  imaginations. 

I  believe  that  the  statements  and  figures  I  have  cited  amply 
disprove  the  first  and  major  contention  of  the  proponents  of 
conscription — tliat  only  by  conscription  can  the  men  needed 
to  meet  the  demands  of  national  defense  toe  secured. 

It  is  significant  to  note  that  the  original  Burke-Wadsworth 
bUl  contained  in  the  preamble  the  statement  that  "Experi- 
ence has  shown  that  such  forces  (as  are  needed)  cannot  be 
obtamed  by  voluntary  service,"  but  that  this  statement  has 
disappeared  from  the  revised  bill  reported  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  It  was  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  General  Staff  that  this  sentence  was  eliminated  and  the 
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fact  is,  as  the  General  Staff  well  knows,  experience  has  shown 
quite  otherwise. 

Who  drafted  the  bill?  Not  the  General  Staff,  but,  admit- 
tedly, a  group  of  lawyers,  a  group  of  superpatriots  In  the  city 
of  New  York,  who  wanted  to  impose  some  Wall  Street  lawyers' 
ideas,  drafted  the  bill.    They  said: 

Experience  has  shown  that  such  forces  (as  are  needed)  cannot 
be  obtaliied  by  voluntary  service. 

IS  CONSCRTPTTON  TUT   MTTHOD  OF  KAISINC   VTJi   MOST  CONSOKAJTT   WTTH 

A  DEMOCRATIC  FORM  OF  COVTBNymn? CONSCRIPTION  AS  TH*  EPTTOMS 

or   DCUOCBACT 

Typical  of  the  Justifications  on  various  ethical  grounds 
advanced  by  the  advocates  of  conscription  Is  the  statement  of 
General  Shedd  I  have  previously  quoted  that —  - 

Regardless  of  whether  we  can  procure  the  men  by  voluntary  en- 
listments or  not.  the  principles  of  selective  service  are  so  lair,  so 
Just,  and  so  democratic  •  •  •  they  spread  the  requirements  of 
military  service  over  the  entire  personnel  of  the  country  in  such  a 
Jtist  and  proper  way  •  •  •  that  those  reasons  are  so  com- 
pelling, we  should  adept  selective  service  even  if  we  could  fill  our 
requirements  by  voluntary  enlistments. 

At  first  their  argument  was  that  they  could  not  fill  their 
requirements  by  voluntary  enlistment.  When  they  found 
they  could  fill  them,  then  they  said,  "We  want  conscription 
an3^way." 

At  the  outset,  these  resonant  references  to  the  principles 
of  democracy  underlying  conscription  evoke  a  feeling  of 
wonder  that  an  institution  which  is  alleged  to  constitute  the 
epitome  of  the  democratic  concept  is  at  the  same  time  the 
Chief  hallmark  of  all  those  foreign  political  regimes  from 
which  democracy  has  been  completely  and  shamelessly  ban- 
ished. I  wish  somebody  would  answer  that.  Conscription 
is  the  hallmark  of  every  one  of  the  countries  from  which 
democracy  has  been  banished,  and  here  we  are  following  In 
Hitler's  footsteps.  Where  is  conscription  found  In  its  fullest 
flower,  where  is  it  ennobled  and  glorified  as  the  highest  honor 
of  the  citizen,  if  not  in  those  lands  where  militarism  and 
totalitarianism  have  blanketed  the  populace,  and  stifled 
democracy,  most  completely? 

The  truth  of  the  matter  Ls  that  those  who  proclaim  the 
democracy  of  conscription  are  confusing  necessity  with 
choice — what  must  be,  with  what  should  be. 

Every  nation  must  defend  itself  from  invasion.  That  is  the 
universal  law  of  self-preservation.  Every  inhabitant  of  a  land 
must  be  ready  to  contribute  to  its  defense,  even  to  laying  down 
his  life  if  need  be.  That  is  a  proposition  inherent  in  the  law 
of  self-preservation,  it  expresses  itself  neither  more  nor  less 
in  a  democratic  land  than  in  any  other.  It  is  nationalism 
rather  than  democracy,  but  no  one  would  venture  for  a 
moment  to  dispute  its  validity  or  application. 

To  say,  however,  that  every  resident  of  a  country  must  be 
prepared  to  defend  the  country  from  invasion,  even  at  the 
cost  of  his  life  if  need  be,  is  something  very  different  from 
the  proposition  that  if  there  be  no  need,  some  of  our  citizens 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  spend  part  of  their  lives  in  train- 
ing for  defense,  when  men  are  available  who  are  perfectly 
willing  to  make  a  career  of  this  work. 

To  use  a  homely  illustration,  no  one  can  doubt  that  keep- 
ing the  streets  of  oiu-  cities  clean,  free  from  pestilential 
and  disease-breeding  dirt,  and  open  to  traffic  and  com- 
merce is  a  matter  of  the  most  immediate  and  vital  concern 
to  the  inhabitants  of  every  city  and  to  the  State.  No  one 
would  dispute,  either,  that  if  some  unforeseeable  emergency 
arose  in  connection  with  the  streets,  every  citizen  in  the 
city  or  State  affected  woiild  be  commanded  to  go  out  into 
the  streets  to  clean  them,  if  necessary,  in  order  to  safe- 
guard the  public  welfare.  It  would  not  be  denied,  further- 
more, that  if  street  cleaners  were  not  available  to  perform 
their  duties  day  in  and  day  out,  the  State  would  have  the 
power  to  conscript  various  of  the  inhabitants  to  perform 
these  vital  services  without  which  the  State  could  not  prop- 
erly function.  Yet,  because  this  obligation  is  inherent  in 
citizenship,  no  one  has  come  forward  to  advocate  that  It  is 
!  undemocratic  to  permit  our  streets  to  be  cleaned  by  a  special 
I  class  of  persons  who  are  willing  to  make  this  their  work,  that 
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street  cleaning  should  be  performed  by  citizens  conscripted 
for  such  purpose. 

To  some  of  us  street  cleaning  would  be  highly  obnoxious; 
others  find  it  a  less  objectionable  occupation  than  many 
other  means  of  gaining  a  livelihood.  So  long  as  men  are 
available  and  willing  to  do  the  work.,  whatever  may  be  thought 
about  the  economic  inequities  which  require  some  men  to 
clean  streets,  it  has  never  been  regarded  as  violative  of 
democracy  that  the  task  should  not  be  Imposed  on  each 
group  of  citizens  in  turn. 

What  has  been  said  of  street  cleaning  Is,  of  course,  equally 
applicable  to  the  occupations  of  firemen,  policemen,  trans- 
port workers,  and  the  like.  The  performance  of  all  these 
tasks  Is  vital  to  the  functioning  of  our  society  and  the  welfare 
of  our  Nation;  in  the  absence  of  volunteers  they  would  fall 
upon  the  general  body  of  citizenry;  but  we  have  never  found 
It  necessary,  on  democratic  grounds,  to  require  every  citizen 
to  spend  a  year  of  his  life  at  them. 

The  democracy  which  we  hail  in  our  country,  and  which 
we  All  seek  Jealously  to  guard,  no  doubt  means  different 
things  to  different  people;  but  it  is  certain  that  to  every  one 
of  us  democracy  means  at  least  the  right  to  choose  freely 
our  own  occupations  and  to  conduct  our  lives  with  the  great- 
est amount  of  freedom  consistent  with  the  general  welfare. 
We  recognize  that  when  the  defense  of  the  Nation  and  the 
public  weal  are  concerned,  the  rights  of  the  individual  must 
yield.  But  conversely,  we  believe  that  if  the  public  necessity 
does  not  so  require,  the  essence  of  democracy  is  to  leave 
the  Individual  unmolested  in  the  enjoyment,  in  the  words  of 
a  declaration  promulgated  by  great  Americans,  of  "the  in- 
alienable rights  of  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness." 
Those  who  think  and  speak  as  General  Shedd  does  seek  to 
alienate  at  the  present  time  in  the  name  of  democracy  the 
very  rights  which  the  framers  of  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence pronounced  "inalienable."  It  is  believed  that  the 
American  public  still  holds  to  the  democratic  concepts  ex- 
pressed by  Jefferson  and  his  colleagues,  rather  than  to  those 
of  the  proponents  of  conscription  in  peacetime. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  perhaps  the  most  paradoxical 
aspect  of  the  discussion  now  taking  place  on  this  subject  is 
to  find  many  of  those  who  for  the  last  7  years  have  raged 
about  the  "tyranny"  of  ovu-  Government  in  enacting  legisla- 
tion governing  the  wages  and  hoxirs  of  labor  in  factories, 
the  processes  of  collective  bargaining  between  employer  and 
employee,  and  the  like,  to  find  those  who  have  cried  to  the 
skies  against  the  regimentation  by  big  Government,  now 
speaking  up  in  behalf  of  the  democracy  of  conscription 
whether  or  not  it  is  necessary.  It  does,  indeed,  seem  strange 
that  compelling  men  to  leave  their  work  and  their  homes 
to  enter  the  Army  on  pain  of  imprisonment  if  they  resist — 
when  there  is  admittedly  no  necessity  therefor~is  demo- 
cratic, whereas  requiring  an  employer  to  pay  his  workers 
more  than  25  cents  an  hour  is  tyranny  and  regimentation. 

Where  now  is  all  the  talk  about  regimentation,  about 
taking  men  from  21  to  31  when  it  is  not  necessary,  ac- 
cording to  the  Army  itself,  in  order  to  fill  up  the  Army 
quota  and  make  up  their  defense  program?  That  is  not 
somebody's  idle  statement,  but  the  testimony  before  the 
committee  of  General  Shedd  and  General  Marshall.  What 
Is  that  but  regimentation  of  the  same  sort  and  the  same 
kind  that  Mr.  Hitler  and  Mr.  Mussolini  and  Mr.  Stalin 
have  practiced  In  Europe? 

Certainly  to  many  millions  of  Americans  it  will  seem 
that  if  conscription  in  peacetime,  and  in  the  absence  of 
the  needs  of  national  defense.  Is  democracy,  then  democracy 
has  reached  its  fullest  flowering  in  lands  across  the  waters 
which  siu-round  us — in  Japan,  in  Germany,  in  Italy,  in  Russia. 

DOES  CONSCIIFTION  FAtX  EQUALLY  ON  ALL  CI  .ASSES? 

Many  sincere  persons  who  view  conscription  with  mis- 
trust and  dislike  nevertheless  withhold  their  opposition  on 
the  ground  that  "it  does  not  seem  right  that  only  the 
jobless  and  the  low-paid  worker  shotild  be  obliged  to  join 
the  army";  and  General  Shedd  probably  referred  to  this 
aspect  of  the  question  when  he  said: 


They  (the  principles  of  conacrlptlon)  spread  the  requirement*  of 
military  aervlce  over  the  entire  personnel  In  such  a  Jiist  and  proper 
way.     •     •     •" 

In  almost  the  next  breath,  however,  General  Shedd  ex- 
plained that  if  we  had  the  compulsory  selective  service 
recommended  by  the  General  Staff,  it  would  be  designed 
to  select  the  "imimportant"  men.  While  the  important  ones 
would  not  be  inducted  into  the  Army. 

I  have  already  quoted  General  Shedd's  statement,  but  I 
repeat  it  here  so  that  its  significance  may  be  had: 

General  Shedd.  Well,  I  believe  it  (voluntary  enlistment)  would 
tend  more  to  disrupt  the  country  because  you  cannot  pick  and 
choose  the  unimportant  man.  I  do  not  mean  unimportant  from 
his  point  of  view,  but  unimportant  in  the  whole  economic  life 
of  our  country.  We  have  got  these  factors,  we  have  to  produce 
certain  things. 

Senator  Reynolds.  But  if  this  man  volunteered,  it  is  a  different 
proposition.     Suppose  you   forced  him 

General  Sheod.  We  would  not  force  him.  We  would  not  take 
him. 

The  press  reported  that  one  of  the  reporters  who  was 
present  when  this  testimony  was  given  later  asked  the  Sen- 
ator from  Texas  iMr.  SheppardI,  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Military  Affairs  Conunittee.  whether  this  process  of  selection 
as  described  by  General  Shedd  would  not  in  fact  operate 
to  draft  those  who  were  unemployed,  while  exempting  those 
with  jobs,  to  which  the  Senator  from  Texas  is  said  to  have 
responded.  "There  are  unemployed  among  the  rich,  too." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  recall  having 
made  any  such  reply  as  that. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  was  quoted  in  the  press.  The  Sen- 
ator may  not  have  said  it.  Many  times  we  are  quoted  in 
a  certain  way  in  the  press  when  we  have  not  said  what 
is  attributed  to  us. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  say,  I  do  not  recall  saying  it 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  understand. 

This  is  true;  but  the  difference  is  that  the  rich  man  is  un- 
employed by  choice,  not  necessity.  When  the  time  comes  for 
him  to  have  a  job,  then,  willy-nilly,  a  job  awaits  him. 
"Junior"  becomes  a  director  of  this  company,  a  fifth  vice 
president  of  that  one;  and  who  can  then  dispute  that  he  is 
an  "important"  man  in  the  economic  life  of  our  country? 
But  no  one  will  urge  that  the  unemployed  man,  the  unskilled 
man  getting  ten.  twenty,  or  thirty  dollars  per  week  or  less,  is 
so  important  that  he  cannot  be  made  to  serve;  and  it  is  he 
who  will  serve. 

During  the  last  war,  after  Congress  had  enacted  the  Se- 
lective Service  Act  in  May  1917.  it  also  passed  a  resolution 
classifying  persons  with  respect  to  deferments  and  priorities; 
that  is,  stating  what  categories  of  men  would  be  chosen  first 
and  what  classes  would  be  deferred. 

Mr.  MALONEY.    Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  at  that 
point,  if  I  may.  that,  of  course,  he  must  realize  that  under  any 
circumstances,  by  the  selective-service  plan  or  the  voluntary 
plan,  most  of  the  Army,  the  overwhelming  majority  of  it,  wiU 
be  from  the  so-called  nonwealthy  class,  because  80  or  90 
percent  of  the  people  are  in  the  nonwealthy  class  or  the  poorer 
class. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  is  true;  but  what  I  am  saying  is 
that  it  is  asserted  that  selective  service  is  the  democratic 
method,  because  it  will  bear  in  the  same  way  on  all  persons. 
That  certainly  is  not  true. 

Let  me  proceed.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  In  class  I 
those  to  be  called  first  were  married  men  who  had  habitually 
failed  to  support  their  families,  married  men  dependent  on 
wives  for  support,  unskilled  farm  laborers,  unskilled  indus- 
trial laborers. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President.  wiD  the  Senator  further 
yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  The  Senator,  of  course,  might  go  on  and 
say  that  there  were  ever  so  many  other  kinds  of  men,  pro- 
fessional men  and  otherwise,  who  were  also  in  that  class. 
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Mr.  WHEELER.  Oh.  s^es;  certainly;  but  I  am  talking  about 
the  proposition  of  It  belxig  democratic  now. 

These,  then,  are  the  unimportant  men  who  will  be  imme- 
diately Inducted  into  service  under  a  conscription  bill.  Henry 
Ford's  son  is  obviously  "important"  to  business;  he  must  pre- 
pare to  take  over  his  father's  place.  Mrs.  Jones'  son,  an 
unemployed  worker,  is  Important  only  to  the  Army.  It  is  to 
Mrs.  Jones'  son  that  the  Army  looks  for  recruits  now,  and 
it  win  be  to  him  it  will  turn  for  conscription.  The  only  ques- 
tion is.  Shall  young  Jones  be  induced  to  join  the  Army  volun- 
tarily by  offering  him  a  decent  rate  of  pay  and  a  fair  chance 
of  promotion,  or  shaU  he  be  forced  to  Join  the  Army  at  $21  a 
month  whether  he  likes  it  or  not?  If  there  is  any  doubt 
about  what  the  answer  is,  just  ask  yotmg  Jones. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  How  wlU  the  Senator  get  into  the  Army 
anybody  who  does  not  want  to  go  in  under  the  volunteer 
system?  He  will  not  get  Mr.  Ford's  son.  He  will  not  get 
the  widow  Jones's  son.  to  whom  reference  has  been  made. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  How  will  they  be  gotten  into  the  Army 
when  they  do  not  want  to  go  in — the  rich  man's  son  or 
anybody  else's  son — under  the  volunteer  system? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    They  will  not  go  in. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Then,  the  Senator  does  not  want  them 
In?       

Mr.  WHEELER.  Certainly;  but  they  will  not  go  in  vmder 
the  conscription  which  some  persons  are  howling  about  and 
saying  is  so  democratic. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  We  will  have  a  chance  to  get  them 
Into  the  Army  imder  our  plan,  but  under  the  Senator's  plan 
there  will  not  be  a  chance  to  get  them  in  at  all. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  After  all,  as  I  pointed  out.  the  difference 
is  this:  In  a  democracy  a  citizen  undertakes  to  follow  the 
profession  he  wants  to  follow.  Some  men  like  to  follow  the 
Army  as  a  profession;  some  men  like  to  be  policemen;  some 
men  like  to  be  in  the  fire  department.  It  is  a  great  thing 
in  the  eyes  of  some  men  to  be  able  to  wear  a  uniform,  and 
they  love  to  wear  the  uniform  of  a  policeman  or  a  fireman. 
To  other  persons  it  is  a  detestable  occupation.  They  do  not 
want  to  follow  it;  they  cannot  bear  it;  they  cannot  tolerate  it. 
Some  men  want  to  be  lawyers.    Some  men  want  to  be  doctors. 

Why  should  we  say  to  everybody,  "You  have  to  be  a  doctor"? 
Why  should  we  say,  under  a  democratic  form  of  government, 
"Everybody  has  to  be  a  lawyer"?  Why  should  we  say,  "Every- 
body has  to  be  a  policeman,  whether  he  wants  to  be  or  not"? 
Why  should  we  say.  "Everybody  has  to  be  a  street  cleaner"? 
Why  should  we  say.  "Everybody  has  to  be  In  the  Army,"  unless 
the  exigencies  of  the  time  demand  it?  Of  course,  when  war 
is  declared  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  everybody 
must  take  part,  willy-nilly,  in  the  defense  of  his  country, 
because  that  is  part  of  the  inherent  principle  of  self-defense. 

Mr.  BURKE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Is  there  not  a  difference  between  the  condi- 
tion the  Senator  Is  pointing  out,  of  those  who  want  to  be 
professional  soldiers  and  go  In  the  Army  because  they  like  it, 
and  this  proposal,  which  would  merely  say  to  men.  it  is  true 
whether  they  like  it  or  not,  "You  have  been  selected,  and  you 
are  one  of  those  who  must  receive  training,  so  that  if  the 
emergency  arises  your  countrj'  can  call  upon  you  to  render 
service"?  Is  there  not  a  real  distinction  between  building 
up  a  Regular  Army  and  training  the  great  mass  of  the 
citizens? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Not  at  all.  What  does  General  Shedd 
say  about  that?  He  Is  talking  about  conscription  in  the 
Army.  He  is  not  talking  about  training  men.  He  says  that 
regardless  of  whether  or  not  we  have  voluntary  enlistments 
he  desires  conscription.  He  says,  "I  want  conscription.  I 
want  to  be  able  to  take  you,  John  Doe,  from  your  bank,  I 
want  to  take  you  from  your  business,  I  want  to  take  you  from 
your  law  practice.  I  want  to  take  you  from  your  medical  pro- 
fession, regardless  of  whether  we  are  in  time  of  peace  or  not, 


and  put  you  In  the  Army,  and  say  you  must  have  a  year's 
training."  I  say  to  you  that  that  is  undemocratic.  I  say 
that  it  is  against  the  traditions  of  American  institutions.  It 
is  the  very  system  which  has  been  adopted  in  Italy,  in  Ger- 
many, and  in  Russia.  It  is  the  very  system  from  which  my 
forefathers,  and  I  will  venture  to  assert  the  forefathers  of  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska,  left  European  shores  and  came  to 
this  country  to  escape. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  think  very  possibly  my  forefathers  and  the 
forefathers  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  left  Europe  about 
the  same  time  and  came  here  because  they  did  not  believe 
in  a  large  standing  army. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  BURKE.    They  did  not  believe  In  militarism. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    They  did  not  want  to  be  conscripted. 

(Manifestations  of  applause  in  the  galleries.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Truman  in  the  chair). 
The  occupants  of  the  galleries  are  warned  that  manifesta- 
tions of  approval  or  disapproval  are  a  violation  of  the  rules 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  will  not  speak  for  the  forefathers  of  the 
Senator  from  Montana,  but  I  will  say  in  reference  to  mine 
that  I  hope  they  were  ready  at  all  Umes  to  submit  themselves 
to  the  necessary  training.  They  did  not  want  anything  to 
do  with  the  Regular  Army,  but  they  wanted  to  be  ready,  so  / 
that  if  their  country  needed  them  in  its  time  of  peril  they 
could  render  a  good  account  of  themselves;  and  that  is  all 
this  bill  does. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  cannot  go  back  and  speak  for  my  an- 
cestors. I  have  never  wanted  to  go  back  too  far,  because  I 
was  afraid  of  what  I  might  find  there.  Somebody  on  the 
fioor  of  the  Senate  might  say  that  possibly  a  hundred  years 
ago,  instead  of  the  name  of  some  one  of  my  ancestors 
being  Wheeler  or  Pay.  it  was  Fahy.  or  something  else. 
[Laughter.] 

TUX    BX7RK£-WAII6D(rOBTH    BILL SOME    OBSmVATIOKS 

I  shall  not  attempt  to  make  an  exhaustive  analysis  of  the 
Burke-Wadsworth  bill  in  the  form  approved  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Senate,  but  merely  to  present 
a  few  pertinent  observations. 

First.  Under  the  original  Burke-Wadsworth  bill,  all  men 
between  the  ages  of  18  and  65  were  required  to  register,  al- 
though during  the  World  War  only  men  up  to  45  years  of  age 
were  registered.  To  meet  the  needs  of  national  defense  in 
peacetime,  an  attempt  was  made  to  register  13.000.000  more 
men  than  was  found  necessary  when  we  were  actually  at  war. 
and  had  to  send  a  gigantic  expeditionary  force  to  Europe. 

Second.  Although  under  the  original  Burke-Wadsworth  bill 
men  up  to  45  were  liable  to  be  inducted  into  the  Army  and 
Navy,  and  the  bill  Eu:tually  required  that  3  to  7  percent  of 
the  total  number  of  men  chosen  must  be  between  37  and  45 
years  of  age,  yet  at  the  present  time  the  Army  refuses  to  ac- 
cept for  voluntary  enlistment  men  over  the  age  of  35.  Thus, 
as  in  the  case  of  1-year  service  periods,  the  bill  paradoxi- 
cally sought  to  compel,  on  pain  of  severe  penalty,  what  men 
are  not  now  permitted  to  do  voluntarily.  Although  the  pend- 
ing bill  does  make  an  obeisance  in  the  direction  of  voluntary 
service,  it  reduces  this  to  absurdity  by  coupling  it  with  con- 
scription. Men  are  to  be  permitted  to  enlist,  but  on  the 
threat  that  if  they  do  not,  they  will  be  conscripted.  This 
makes  a  mockery  of  the  word  "voluntary." 

Certainly  if  a  robber  holds  a  gun  at  my  head  and  says. 
"You  can  dig  up  your  pocketbook  or  else — "  I  will  dig  up  my 
pocketbook,  but  not  voluntarily. 

Third.  The  revised  bill  reported  out  by  the  Military  Af- 
fairs Committee  has  shifted  to  the  21  to  31  age  group  the  re- 
quirement to  register,  which,  it  is  estimated,  will  directly 
affect  some  12,000.000  men.  But  it  must  be  remembered  that 
this  is  not  a  fixed  limit.  Of  those  who  pass  above  the  31- 
year  limit,  approximately  a  million  each  year  will  be  called 
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for  service,  and  win  then  remain  in  a  reserve  corps  for  10 
years  additional. 

Fourth.  The  niunber  of  men  who  can  be  inducted  into 
service  is  within  the  unrestricted  discretion  of  the  President, 
subject  only  to  the  proviso  that  the  President  shall  have  no 
authority  to  induct  men  until  Congress  appropriates  the  funds 
necessary  for  such  purpose.  This  places  12.000.000  men  at 
the  beck  and  call  of  the  President  immediately,  whenever 
Congress  appropriates  the  money. 

Mr.  WHITE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  3^eld? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITE.  There  are  two  uncertainties  there.  First. 
there  is  the  lodgment  of  the  right  of  decision  in  the  President 
as  to  the  numl)er  of  men  who  shall  be  inducted,  and  then 
there  is  the  limitation  that  only  that  number  may  be  inducted 
for  which  Congress  makes  appropriation,  and  no  human  being 
knows  what  a  subsequent  Congress  will  do. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  agree  entirely  with  the  Senator.  Not 
only  that,  but  12.000.000  men  will  be  registered,  and  a  club 
Will  be  held  over  them.  They  will  be  told,  '•You  may  be  called 
or  you  may  not  be  called  at  any  time,  depending  upon  the 
whim  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the  President 
cf  the  United  States." 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Furthermore,  there  is  not  a  young 
man  from  21  to  31  years  of  age  who  will  be  able  to  make  a  plan 
for  his  life,  from  the  moment  the  law  is  enacted. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Certainly;  he  will  not  be  able  to  make  a 
plan  for  his  life;  he  will  not  be  able  to  marry  because  he  must 
realize  that  he  may  be  inducted  into  the  Army  tomorrow,  and 
he  will  not  be  able  to  take  a  job.  I  venture  the  assertion  that 
if  the  bill  shall  be  enacted  one  who  is  registered  will  find  it 
diflQcult  to  find  a  job,  because  employers  will  say,  "You  may 
be  called  under  the  previsions  of  the  law  tomorrow,  and  to- 
morrow you  may  have  to  go  into  the  Army." 

Fifth.  Although  the  bill  purports  to  be  designed  to  meet  a 
current  defense  emergency,  it  will  remain  in  oiieration  for 
5  years,  and  it  provides  that  men  who  have  completed  their 
service  shall  remain  in  a  reserve  corps  for  10  years  there- 
after, with  the  obligation  to  engage  in  "refresher"  periods  of 
training.  The  effects  of  the  bill,  therefore,  will  not  cease  to 
operate  for  15  years  from  the  time  of  its  adoption. 

Sixth.  Although  the  training  period  is  set  at  1  year,  subject 
to  "refresher"  periods  during  the  following  10  years,  it  is  pro- 
vided that  the  trainee  may  be  kept  in  service  for  an  unlimited 
iseriod  longer  than  1  year  if  Congress  provides  that  the  na- 
tional interest  Is  Imperiled.  I  would  say  that  the  trainee  will 
have  to  serve  for  longer  than  a  year,  if  the  hysteria  now 
sweeping  over  the  country  shall  continue. 

Seventh.  No  provision  Is  made  to  ensure  civilian  control  of 
the  local  draft  boards,  and  the  decisions  of  these  boards  are 
made  final  except  where  an  appeal  is  authorized  in  accord- 
ance with  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  President  may 
prescribe. 

Eighth.  Although  the  bill  purports  merely  to  provide  mili- 
tary training  for  men  during  peacetime,  from  the  time  a  man 
is  called  and  so  instructed  he  is  subject  to  Army  law,  in- 
cluding all  the  rigorous  provisions  of  courts  martial  designed 
to  govern  an  army  engaged  in  war.  Under  these  provisions 
trainees  guilty  of  the  slightest  offense,  whether  it  concerns  the 
Army  or  merely  civilian  matters,  are  subject  to  the  vigorous 
procedure  of  courts  martial,  in  which  neither  offense  nor 
procedure  is  defined,  and  sentences  are  within  the  sole  dis- 
cretion of  the  court  martial,  without  appeal,  except  in  the  case 
of  death. 

Ninth.  Although  the  bill  makes  a  gesture  in  the  direction  of 
protecting  a  trainee's  job,  the  provision  as  drafted  provides  a 
facile  "out"  for  the  employer,  setting  up  the  claim  of  "changed 
circumstances"  or  "unreasonableness."  Let  me  ask.  If  an  em- 
ployer is  faced  with  the  prospect  of  reinstating  an  active 
union  man.  will  he  ever  consider  it  anything  but  unreasonable 
to  do  so?  Will  he  not  have  a  dozen  reasons  why  it  is  unrea- 
sonable without  mentioning  the  real  one?  Even  the  majority 
leader,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BarklkyI,  openly 
conceded  here  last  week  that — 

I  doubt  very  much  whether  It  (the  reemployment  clause)  could 
have  any  legal  effect  •  •  •  It  would  not  bo  a  frank  statement 
to  say  or  to  hold  out  the  hope  to  all  of  them  that  that  can  be  done. 


Yet  the  press  and  many  Congressmen  who  do  not  possess 
the  candor  of  the  majority  leader  do  not  hesitate  to  promise 
blindly  that  this  clause  will  guarantee  conscripts  the  return 
of  their  joljs.  When  men  are  marching  off  to  war  many  of 
them  were  promised  that  they  would  have  their  jobs  back, 
but  when  they  returned  they  did  not  get  them. 

In  addition,  by  making  the  employee's  right  to  reinstate- 
ment dependent  uix)n  his  securing  a  certificate  from  his  su- 
perior oflScers  certifying  that  "in  their  judgment"  he  has  "sat- 
isfactorily fulfilled  his  duties  of  training  and  service"  the  bill 
places  it  in  the  power  of  the  ofiBcers  In  effect  to  blacklist  a 
trainee's  return  to  civilian  life.  Not  only  does  it  make  his 
return  to  work  at  his  former  job  in  the  civilian  world  de- 
pendent upon  his  having  been  a  satisfactory  soldier,  but  it 
places  him  at  the  mercy  of  any  spiteful  or  vengeful  superior 
oflBcer. 

Tenth.  The  General  Staff  estimates  that  the  cost  of  regis- 
terii^  and  classifying  1,000,000  men  will  be  $25,000,000.  or  $25 
per  man.  At  the  same  rate,  to  register  and  classify  the 
12.000.000  men  would  cost  $300,000,000;  even  if  the  cost  can 
be  reduced  to  $10  per  man  it  will  amount  to  $120,000,000. 

Eleventh.  The  General  Staff  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
training  the  men  under  this  bill  will  be  $1,000,000,000  per 
annum. 

Where  are  my  friends  who  want  the  Budget  balanced? 
Where  are  some  of  the  newspapers  which  have  been  shout- 
ing about  balancing  the  Budget,  but  are  shouting  now  that 
we  spend  a  billion  dollars  a  year  for  training  these  men? 
Why  have  they  changed?  Why  do  they  want  to  regiment 
12.000.000  men  in  the  United  States? 

WHY    DOES   THE    GENERAL    STAFF    URGE    CONSCRIPTION? — IS   CONSCRITTION 
SOMETHING    NEW    IN    THE    ARMYS     PLANS? 

It  Is  a  natural  question  to  ask.  as  many  persons  do:  "If 
conscription  is  not  needed  to  obtain  the  men  necessary  for 
national  defense,  if  it  will,  in  fact,  produce  merely  a  huge 
mass  of  half-baked  conscripts  totally  incompetent  for  modern 
w^arfare.  why.  then,  does  the  General  Staff  urge  this  measure 
upon  the  country?" 

To  begin  with,  it  must  be  asked  In  reply — and  without  in 
any  way  aspersing  the  fundamental  sincerity  of  our  Staff— 
"Is  there  a  general  staff  in  any  country  in  the  world  which 
does  not,  and  has  not  always,  favored  conscription  and  com- 
pulsory military  training?" 

When  I  say  that.  I  am  not  casting  aspersions  upon  the 
General  Staff.  As  was  stated  yesterday.  I  think  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Nebraska  I  Mr.  NorrisI,  when  a  man 
graduates  from  a  military  school,  spends  his  life  in  the  Army 
or  the  Navy,  and  grows  up  in  that  environment,  it  is  almost 
impossible  for  him  to  believe  otherwise  than  that  the  great- 
est thing  in  the  world  is  for  the  youth  of  the  country  to  have 
military  training.  Unconsciously  he  will  entertain  that 
belief  because  of  his  environment.  Whether  we  realize  it  or 
not,  our  day-to-day  environment  forms  and  colors  our 
opinions. 

It  is  believed  that  history  compels  a  negative  answer  to 
the  query.  There  is  nothing  strange  in  this  fact,  for  general 
staffs  everywhere  are  confronted  with  like  problems  in  the 
maintenance  of  armies,  and  share  a  similar  outlook  with 
respect  to  the  place  of  the  military  in  the  state.  For  the  last 
two  decades  the  points  of  view  of  the  various  general  staffs 
throughout  the  world  have  been  in  the  ascendancy.  To  such 
a  point  is  this  true  that  in  nations  such  as  Japan.  Italy, 
Germany,  and  Russia  the  line  of  demarcation  between  the 
general  staff  and  the  government  Itself  is  at  times  almost  in- 
distinguishable. 

I  do  not  wonder  that  it  was  stated  here  this  morning  that 
our  General  Staff  had  consulted  with  the  general  staff  in 
England.  The  Senator  making  the  statement  should  have 
added  that  they  consulted  with  the  general  staff  In  Germany, 
and  probably  with  the  general  staff  in  Italy  and  Russia,  and 
every  other  country  in  the  world,  and  that  they  all  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  should  be  compulsory  military 
training  and  conscription  for  the  United  States  of  America. 

Those  who  think  that  the  present  advocacy  of  conscrip- 
tion by  our  own  General  Staff  has  been  precipitated  by  the 
sudden  crisis  in  world  affairs,  and  that  it  is  aimed  merely 
at  this  crisis,  are  unfortunately  mistaken. 
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Our  General  Staff  has  been  urging  some  ss^tem  of  com- 
pulsory training  or  conscription  ever  since  the  last  war.  In 
1820.  at  a  time  when  the  twnes  of  the  dead  on  the  battle- 
fields had  not  yet  been  gathered  up,  a  conscription  bill  was 
presented  to  Congress  and  actually  passed  the  Senate,  but 
failed  of  passage  In  the  House.  Tliere  was  successfully  put 
through  Congress,  however,  an  act  called  the  National 
Defense  Act  of  1920.  In  that  act  the  General  Staff  was 
authorized — 

To  prepare  plans  for  national  defense  and  the  use  of  the  military 
farces  for  that  ptirpose  •  •  •  and  for  the  mobUizatlon  of  the 
manhood  of  the  Nation  and  Its  material  resources  in  an  emergency. 

On  the  authority  of  this  provision,  the  General  Staff  has 
a  committee  of  95  officers  who  have  continuously  been  plan- 
ning for  conscription  and  mobilization  of  the  manpower  of 
this  Nation  for  the  last  14  years.  Here  is  the  testimony  of 
Major  Hershey.  of  the  General  Staff,  who  Is  the  executive  ol 
the  Joint  Army  and  Navy  Selective  Service  Committee. 

Major  HnsHrr.  •  •  •  Per  the  last  14  years— the  committee 
was  formed  in  1926— It  has  been  the  responsibility  of  this  com- 
mittee to  plan  an  organization  to  initiate  and  to  operate  personnel 
procurement  If  the  necessity  should  arise  and  Congress  should 
declare  the  time  has  arrived  to  put  It  Into  operation.  It  has 
been  the  business  of  this  committee  to  make  the  plans  to  operaU 
the  system. 

The  Chaikican  (Senator  Sreppabo)  .  So.  if  this  blU  Is  passed,  by 
the  work  of   your  committee   the   machinery  Is   now  ready? 

Major  Hekshtt    That  Is  right,  sir. 

The  CHArsMAN.  I  think  that  Is  a  fine  showing. 

Major  HxasHET.  I  wUl  pursue  Just  a  little  more  some  of  the 
details  of  It.  because  I  think  It  Is  something  that  goes  back 
In  each  of  our  home  States. 

The  Chaisman  I  think  this  U  a  fine  tribute  to  the  foresight 
and  the  patriotism  of  the  War  Department.  Major. 

Major  UcasHKT.  I  think  It  is  also  a  tribute  to  the  foresight  of 
the  Congress,  sir.  In  1920.  when  they  resolved  that  never  again 
should  we  be  in  the  situation  we  were  In  1917. 

The  Chaisman  Congress  defeated  the  bill  In  1920  (the  reference 
Is  to  the  conscription  blU  which  passed  the  Senate  but  was  de- 
feated In  the  House),  but  the  War  Department  carried  out  the 
Idea  and  you  gentlemen  continued  to  study  and  have  the  machinery 
ready  for  It.  which  Is  very  commendable. 

Major  HsBSHKT.  We  are  very  proud  to  have  you  say  that.  sir. 
Before  1926  there  was  planning  done  tinder  the  1920  act.  but  It 
was  dene  by  conference  between  the  War  and  Navy  Departments. 
tout  In  1926.  by  the  exchange  of  letters,  a  committee  was  estab- 
lished whose  permanent  Job  should  be  the  development  of  these 
plans.     •     •     • 

In  1926  the  committee  started  to  develop,  first,  policies;  second, 
plans,  regulations  to  put  some  policies  Into  effect  should  they 
ever  become  law  by  Congress;  plans  to  organize  a  National  Guard 
headquarters.  Very  soon  It  t)ecame  apparent  to  those  people  that 
no  matter  what  we  had  In  plans,  the  plans  walk  on  the  legs  of  men. 
and  that  men  must  be  provided  who  permanently  would  be  as- 
signed to  this  work.  So  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  assigned  to  this  Job  a  total  of  95  officers.  •  •  •  This  Is 
the  nucleus  that  has  worked  through  the  years  to  perfect  the 
plans  in  the  national  field  and  to  furnish  the  system.  *  •  • 
And  I  should  like  to  say  at  this  time  that  the  wording  of  this 
bill,  so  far  as  the  organisations  go.  so  far  as  setting  up  the 
machinery  goes,  is  identical  with  the  part  that  has  been  In  the 
plans  for  an  emergency  throughout  the  years. 

So  whether  the  men  are  needed  for  the  purpose  of  this 
emergency,  the  departments  were  planning  to  strike  at  the 
time  when  they  could  put  across  conscription.  Now,  when 
people  are  seeing  airplanes  flying  over  the  Rocky  Mountains, 
when  they  are  seeing  submarines  on  the  coasts,  and  are  think- 
ing about  being  bombed,  is  the  time  to  strike  to  put  i)erma- 
nent  military  conscription  upon  the  people  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

Yesterday  reference  was  made  to  what  the  Gallup  poll 
showed.  I  know  that  the  Gallup  poll  Is  wrong  so  far  as 
Montana  Is  concerned.  l)ecause  I  have  received  letters  from 
almost  every  single  community  In  that  State.  If  anyone  be- 
lieves that  conscription  is  popular  In  the  United  States  and 
that  It  can  be  put  across.  I  challenge  him  to  go  to  the  coun- 
try with  that  proposal.  I  should  like  to  see  a  referendum  on 
the  subject.  I  should  like  on  the  public  platform  to  argue 
the  matter  with  the  General  Staff.  I  should  like  to  have  the 
lawyers  in  New  York  who  have  furthered  this  measure  come 
to  Montana  and  tell  the  farmers,  the  workers,  and  the 
mothers,  and  the  other  people  there  what  a  fine  thing  It  would 
be  to  have  conscription  for  their  boys.  The  people  of  Mon- 
tana not  only  would  not  listen  to  them  but  the  lawyers  would 
be  lucky  to  get  out  of  the  State.     [Laughter.! 


I  should  like  to  have  anyone  else  come  Into  my  State  and 
argue  that  question.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  a  candidate 
for  Senator  this  year,  and  I  should  like  to  have  someone 
come  to  my  State  and  make  this  question  an  issue  against  me 
in  the  fall  election.  I  should  welcome  having  anyone  come 
there  and  raise  this  question.  I  should  also  like  to  go  into 
the  State  of  any  other  Senator  who  thinks  conscription  is 
popular  in  his  State  and  who  would  like  to  challenge  me  to 
come  into  his  State  and  argue  the  question  with  him. 

I  challenge  any  Senator  who  thinks  conscription  is  popular 
with  the  American  people  to  come  into  my  State  and  debate 
the  question  with  me;  and  if  he  is  a  candidate  for  reelection, 
to  give  me  the  chance  to  come  into  his  State  and  debate  the 
question  with  him  in  his  State.  I  venture  the  assertion  that 
any  candidate  for  the  Senate  will  be  defeated  If  that  issue  is 
made  against  him;  and  I  will  make  the  issue  if  any  Senator 
will  tell  me  that  he  would  like  to  have  the  Issue  raised. 

It  is  thus  seen  that  this  bill,  which  purports  to  have  ema- 
nated from  a  group  of  business  and  professional  men  called 
the  Citizens'  Military  Camp  Association,  and  to  have  been 
newly  framed  to  meet  the  unforeseeable  crisis  which  has 
come  upon  us,  actually  Is  the  result  of  increasing  planning  for 
14  years  by  a  General  Staff  committee  of  95  Army  and  Navy 
ofDcers.  Whatever  light  this  fact  may  cast  upon  the  spon- 
taneity of  the  present  drive  for  conscription,  no  one  can  chal- 
lenge the  foreslghtedness  of  a  General  Staff  which  In  1926, 
when  the  world  was  completely  at  peace  and  Adolf  Hitler 
unheard  of  outside  of  Germany,  could  foresee  the  present 
emergency. 

WHT  TRx  osmaAL  sTArr  is  PtnHnro  coNScsipnoif  mow 

To  comprehend  adequately  why  the  staff  Is  trying  to  push 
this  legislation  through  Congress  at  the  present  time,  and  ex- 
actly what  benefits  it  hopes  to  derive  from  it,  reference  mu8t 
be  made  to  a  portion  of  General  Marshall's  testimony,  previ- 
ously quoted.  It  will  be  recalled  that  General  Marshall 
testified: 

If  we  have  an  act  such  as  this.  I  think  It  will  do  two  things.  In 
the  first  place  It  would  establish  the  Army  on  a  democratic  basL^ 
which  I  believe  would  produce  a  degree  of  solidarity  among  out 
people  as  to  the  Army,  which  woiUd  be  of  great  advantage  to  tbe 
Army. 

It  also  would  permit  us  In  time  of  peace  to  maintain  a  sufficient 
force  to  secure  our  position  without  so  much  of  confused  discussion 
as  at  the  present  time,  and  without  the  necessity  for  coUossal  ex- 
penditures, because  to  maintain  large  groups  of  personnel  in  the 
military  service  is  an  expensive  process,  and.  of  course,  the  inevitable 
reaction  after  the  period  of  crisis  is  one  of  economy  and  emascu- 
lation. 

This  Statement  of  General  Marshall's  merits  the  most  care- 
ful study.  l)ecause  it  embodies  the  very  pith  of  the  answer  as 
to  why  the  staff  seeks  conscription.    The  answer  Is: 

First.  Conscription  would  produce  a  degree  of  solidarity 
among  our  people  as  to  the  Army  which  would  be  of  great 
advantage  to  the  Army.  What  does  this  mean?  It  meant 
that  through  conscription,  through  causing  all  the  men  In 
the  country  to  register  and  large  numbers  to  enter  the  Army, 
to  make  the  country,  in  short,  military-minded,  the  country 
will  be  imbued  with  a  greater  respect  for  the  Army;  that  the 
Army  will  gain  great  prestige,  which  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage— to  whom?    Not  to  the  country  but  to  the  Army. 

Second.  Conscription  will  enable  the  General  Staff  in  peace- 
time, when  the  present  crisis  has  been  resolved,  to  maintain 
a  large  standing  army,  "without  so  much  of  confused  dis- 
cussion as  at  the  present  time,"  and  without  running  afoul 
of  the  demand  for  economy. 

Once  again  it  Is  clear  that  the  General  Staff's  desire  for 
conscription  is  not  based  on  the  needs  of  the  present  crisis 
but  on  utilizing  the  present  crisis  to  saddle  conscription  on 
the  country  in  order  that  it  can  maintain  a  large  standing 
army  in  peacetime,  without  so  much  confused  discussion,  and 
In  order  to  heighten  the  prestige  of  the  Army  with  the  public, 
to  make  the  public  military  minded,  and  to  line  it  up  behind 
the  Army  on  solidarity  with  it. 

I  am  not  criticizing  the  Army  when  I  say  these  things.  X 
say  it  is  only  human  nature  for  them  to  take  that  position, 
because  of  their  environment,  and  I  would  do  it  If  I  had 
been  in  the  same  environment  and  in  the  Army.    I  make 
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these  statements  not  In  criticism  of  the  Anny  or  of  the  Navy, 
but  they  are  true,  nevertheless. 

Substantiation  of  these  conclusions  from  General  Mar- 
shall's testimony  may  be  found  in  that  of  Major  Hershey, 
also  of  the  General  Staff.  Senator  Reynolds  pressed  Major 
Hershey  as  to  whether  it  would  not  be  wise  to  fingerprint  all 
men  at  the  time  they  were  required  to  register.  Major 
Hershey  replied: 

I  would  not  prefer  it  at  thl«  time,  because  I  do  not  have  the  Infor- 
mation at  my  fingertips,  but  I  do  not  happen  to  be  thinlclng  of  the 
Army  at  this  time:  I  am  thinking  about  that  civilian  organization 
that  furnishes  people  for  the  Army.  We  do  not  want  to  discourage 
them  from  registration — we  want  everybody  to  register— and  there 
are  certain  Individuals  in  this  country  that  are  willing  to  register 
but  they  do  not  care  Just  now  to  put  down  their  fingerprints,  and 
they  stay  away  from  registration.  "They  say.  "I  am  willing  to 
register  for  service,  but  I  cannot  afford  to  put  my  fingerprints 
down."  And  he  stays  away  and  you  have  got  a  slacker,  which  is 
bad  medicine  from  the  .standpoint  of  morale  for  we  want  everybody 
to  go  and  register,  because  that  is  one  of  the  things  that  is  going 
to  make  our  people  think  that  everybody  is  behind  this  thing:  and 
we  do  not  want  to  put  a  solitary  straw  in  the  way  of  everybody 
getting  this  card,  because  we  want  everybody  to  do  It.  After  we 
get  these  names,  then  we  can  start  other  things,  but  we  must  at 
first  ^ceep  things  simple.     •     •     • 

Of  course,  we  ought  to  start  out  and  register  them,  and 
then  call  them,  and  then  nngerprint  them,  and  then  kick 
them  around. 

Despite  this  Illuminating  exposition  by  Major  Hershey 
General  Reckord.  of  the  National  Guard,  had  a  little  diffi- 
culty grasping  the  idea.    He  testified: 

General  Reckord.  My  only  quarrel  with  It  (the  bill)  if  it  may 
b*  termed  that— that  perhaps  is  not  a  proper  word,  but  my  thought 
Is  that  the  proponents  of  this  bill  have  taken  a  triuch  larger  bite 
than  was  necessary  at  this  time.  •  •  •  It  may  be  a  good  thing 
to  get  all  these  people  registered,  but  it  does  seem  to  me  that  it  ii 
2  OW  OM*'^   *°  register  40.000.000   men   when   you   need   less   than 

Senator  Retnolds    As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  has  been  testified  here 
by  several  individuals  that  more  than  the  number  we  would  need 
for  this  limited  emergency,  for  the  training  purposes  under  the  bill 
thCs?'ffo''m  3r?o'S?  '^^  clarification  from  21  to  31;  »o  why  register 

Perhaps  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  can  tell  us;  but  I 
have  not  been  able  to  judge. 

Continuing  with  the  testimony  of  General  Reckord: 
^JP^^"*"^'  Rkkord    I  think  the  proponents  of  the  bill  had  another 
irr^r  ;k    ''°"  *^"*  "^7  ''°""'^  opinion.     I  think  that  by  registering 

M5nl  ^'"''^'It*'"  '"**^  ""  '*^«  P^Pl^  °'  this  Nation  come  tS 
a  realization  of  the  world  situation  confronting  us.     I  cannot  un- 

llk"th°a1  in  mlnd*^  "*"*  ^^°^  ^^'^^  ""^^"  ^^^^  ^***  something    j 

What  do  they  want  to  do?    Do  they  want  to  scare  the  ' 
people? 

Secretary  Stimson  expressed  the  same  thought. 
Conscription  Is  necessary — 

He  says — 

{Srew^o^kTiSes,  jiyTS'7)"''  ^""'  °'  "'^  '°'^'*  ^*"*"°"- 
For  Secretary  Stimson  and  the  General  Staff,  it  is  not 
enough  that  the  American  people  should  arrive  at  its  judg- 
ment of  the  world  situation  on  the  basis  of  free  open  and 
rational  consideration  of  the  situaUon.  It  must  be  stam- 
peded into  a  militaristic  frame  of  mind,  and  made  ready  for 
any  adventures  the  Secretary  has  in  mind. 
Government  by  persuasion —  ^ 

Said  Stimson— 

Is  very  much   slower  than  government  by  arbitrary  force       ^Npw 
York  Times.  August  1.  p.  13.)  '  v^ew 

So  the  Secretary  is  attempting  by  this  bill  to  remedy  this 
disadvantage  by  giving  us  "government  by  arbitrary  force  " 
There  are.  however.  stiU  a  few  of  us  who  believe  that  "gov- 
ernment by  persuasion"  has  virtues  for  which  Increased 
speed  cannot  compensate.  Perhaps  Mussolini  made  the 
trains  run  on  time,  but  the  Italian  people  are  now  paying 
the  price  in  tears  and  blood  after  having  completely  jetti- 
soned their  liberty. 

I  have  been  talking  about  the  reasons  why  the  General 
Staff  wants  conscription.  I  now  ask.  Why  do  men  of  the 
stamp  of  Stimson  and  other  high  administration  men  urge  It 


upon  us?  I  am  afraid  that  only  the  future  will  reveal  this 
to  us;  but  I  say  now  that  it  is  not  because  they  l)elieve  our 
shores  or  our  skies  are  in  danger  of  invasion.  For  these 
men  there  Is  an  entire  hemisphere  to  be  defended;  and  if 
Argentina  or  Brazil  does  not  wish  voluntarily  to  be  defended, 
then  must  we  not  take  them  into  protective  custody?  In 
short,  are  not  these  administration  men  counting  upon  our 
invading  large  parts  of  South  America — Mexico,  perhaps- 
all  in  the  name  of  defending  our  country? 

When  men  begin  to  envisage  the  defense  of  their  country 
in  terms  of  an  entire  hemisphere,  then,  of  course,  millions 
upon  millions  of  men  are  necessary.  It  was  in  the  name  of 
defense  of  Germany  that  Hitler  invaded  Czechoslovakia, 
Poland.  Belgium.  Holland,  and  Norway.  In  the  name  of  de- 
fense Russia  invaded  little  Finland.  I  ask  Secretary  Stimson. 
in  the  name  of  defense,  to  what  comers  of  the  world  does  he 
Intend  to  send  the  millions  of  men  he  seeks  to  conscript,  when 
the  Army  and  all  expert  military  authority  agree  that  only 
400.000  additional  men  are  required  for  ample  national 
defense? 

Oh.  Mr.  President,  how  many  times  have  I  heard  Senators 
rise  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  say  that  for  our  own  de- 
fense we  must  go  into  South  America?  Why  Is  Stalin  taking 
a  part  of  Rumania?  Why  has  he  taken  the  Baltic  States? 
In  the  name  of  defense.  Why  is  Germany  doing  all  the 
things  she  is  doing?  In  the  name  of  defense.  God  save 
America  from  that  kind  of  philosophy. 

WHAT  SORT  OF   SOCIETT   WILL  THE  ARMY   CIVB   US? 

It  has  been  pointed  out  that,  although  the  Burke-Wads- 
worth  bill  will  remain  in  full  force  for  only  5  years,  its  pro- 
visions will  carry  on  for  15  years,  by  \irtue  of  the  fact  that 
all  trainees  will  be  placed  in  a  reserve  corps  for  a  10-year 
period  and  will  be  called  back!  for  refresher  training  during 
that  10-year  period.  According  to  General  Staff  estimates, 
approximately  800.000  to  1.000,000  men  will  be  trained  each 
year,  making  a  total  of  four  or  five  million  during  the  5-year 
period.  There  is  nothing  in  the  bill,  however,  which  limits 
the  number  to  that  stated  by  the  General  Staff,  the  question 
being  one  which  is  wholly  within  the  unfettered  discretion  of 
the  President.  Some  12,000,000  men  are  required  to  register 
and  hold  themselves  ready  for  call. 

Thus,  there  can  be  no  question  that  the  bill  profoundly 
affects  the  entire  manhood  of  the  Nation  and  every  home 
in  it.  The  Army  influence  is  about  to  be  extended  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  of  our  land,  to  permeate  almost 
every  person  in  the  Nation.  Such,  as  has  been  shown,  is  the 
expressed  intendment  of  the  proponents  of  this  measure. 

Of  what  nature  will  this  colossal  influence  be  which  Is 
about  to  sweep  through  our  Nation  from  end  to  end? 

The  answer  is  not,  unfortunately,  difficult  to  discover. 
What  has  been  the  nature  of  this  influence  in  every  country 
in  the  world  where  the  mUitary  has  become  dominant?  It 
cannot  be  otherwise  here.  We  are  no  different  from  the 
people  of  Germany,  the  people  of  Italy,  and  the  people  of 
other  countries  where  militarism  has  become  the  dominant 
factor. 

The  nature  of  the  military  concept  of  society  is,  after  aU 
a  simple  and  natural  one.  For  the  military  the  one  thing 
which  counts  most  is  order  and  discipline.  An  Army  man 
Is  interested  predominantly  in  getting  results  quickly  and 
effectively.  Whatever  militates  against  effectiveness  must  be 
obviated.  If  people  are  to  be  permitted  to  stop  and  ask  ques- 
tions, to  engage  in  debates  as  "confused  discussions,"  as  Gen- 
eral Marshall  puts  it.  then  loss  of  time  and  inefficiency  will 
result.  People  must  learn  to  do  as  they  are  told,  to  ask  no 
questions,  to  have  faith  in  their  leadership.  In  this  way 
Army  men  believe,  progress  can  be  made  and  must  be  made' 
They  are  honest  in  their  viev»TX)int.  because  that  has  been 
their  training  and  their  environment. 

This  sort  of  sentiment  is  not  new  in  the  Army.  Back  in 
1915  Maj.  Gen.  John  P.  OHyan.  who  is  presently  engaged  In 
an  economic  survey  for  the  Japanese  Government,  gave  his 
Idea  of  what  democracy  means  to  an  Army  man  when  he 
was  advocating  passage  of  a  conscription  bill.    Listen  to  this: 

♦w*^*  first  thing  that  must  be  done  Is  to  destroy  aU  initiative  and 
that  with  the  training  fits  men  to  be  soldiers.    I^e  reclult  d<^  S 
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know  how  to  carry  out  orders.  His  mental  state  dUTers  from  that 
of  the  trained  soldier  who  obejrs  mechanically.  We  must  get  our 
men  so  that  they  are  machines.  We  have  to  have  our  men  trained 
so  that  the  influence  of  fear  is  overpowered  by  the  peril  of  an  un- 
compromising military  system  often  backed  up  by  a  pistol  in  the 
hands  of  an  officer.  The  recruits  have  got  to  put  their  heads  into 
the  military  nooee.  They  have  got  to  be  jacked  up.  They  have  got 
to  be  bawled  out. 

That  is  why  we  are  to  give  the  men  training  for  a  year — 

So  th^  the  Influence  of  fear  Is  overpowered  by  the  peril  of  an 
uncompromising  mUitary  system  often  backed  up  by  a  pistol  In  the 

hands  of  an  officer. 

This,  of  course,  will  be  recognized  as  the  concept  of  society 
underlying  the  regions  which  we  know  today  as  Fascist. 
There  is  no  cause  to  be  surprised  at  this,  for  in  the  final 
analysis  militarism  is  dictatorship,  and  dictatorship  is  of 
necessity  militaristic.    The  two  are  necessarily  Intertwined. 

In  Germany  and  Italy  the  military  and  the  state  have  in 
effect  merged  to  become  one  and  the  same.  In  Japan,  how- 
ever, it  is  still  possible  to  see  the  military  dictatorship  oper- 
ating par  excellence,  with  every  phase  of  civilian  life  subject 
to  its  dominance.  Our  Army  now  proposes  to  bring  the  mili- 
tary influence  into  every  phase  of  our  lives  as  thoroughly  as 
has  been  done  in  the  land  of  the  rising  sun.  Will  not  our 
society  follow  suit? 

Part  of  the  training  which  our  men  will  receive  during  the 
training  period  will  be  in  citizenship.  This  has  been  pointed 
to  as  further  proof  of  the  benefits  of  conscription  in  incul- 
cating democracy.  But  the  citizenship  and  democracy  which 
will  be  inculcated  will  not  be  the  civilian  variety.  Here,  for 
example,  is  the  manner  in  which  "democracy"  was  defined 
for  4  years— 192^-1932— In  the  Army  Training  Manual- 
No.  2000-25: 

Democracy:  A  government  of  the  masses,  authority  derived 
through  mass  meeting  or  any  other  form  of  direct  expression.  Re- 
cults  in  mobocracy.  Attitude  toward  property  Is  communistic — 
negating  property  rights.  Attitude  toward  law  Is  that  the  will  of 
the  majority  shall  regulate,  whether  it  be  ba.sed  upon  deliberations 
or  governed  by  passion,  prejudice,  and  impulse,  without  restraint 
or  regard  for  consequences.  Restilts  In  demagoglsm,  lloense,  agita- 
tion, discontent,  anarchy. 

I  appreciate  the  fact  that  there  are  men  in  this  country 
who  fully  believe  in  that  philosoirtiy  and  fully  believe  that 
that  is  what  democracy  means.  They  fully  believe  that  every 
time  a  Senator  rises  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  disagrees 
with  them,  he  must  be  illiterate  or  uneducated,  a  demagog, 
or  something  worse.  But  fortunately — or  unfortunately— the 
people  of  this  country  have  noted  the  activities  of  those  hold- 
ing such  bebefs  from  the  beginning  of  our  history  down  to 
the  present  time.  They  are  the  same  Tories  who  wanted  to 
keep  this  counti-y  a  part  of  the  British  Empire.  We  had  them 
in  Philadelphia.  We  had  them  in  Boston.  We  had  them  in 
Baltimore.  We  have  them  in  this  country  today.  They  have 
not  changed.  They  looked  upon  Thomas  Jefferson,  Abraham 
Lincoln.  Woodrow  Wilson,  and  every  great  liberal  who  did 
not  agree  to  let  the  Army  run  the  Grovernment  of  the  United 
States  and  the  great  financial  interests  run  the  country  as 
demagogues;  and  they  looked  upon  democracy  as  anarchy. 

This  definition  should  occasion  no  surprise  since  it  logically 
Stems  from  the  Army  man's  dominant  principle — order  and 
discipline.  Democracy  is  anarchistic  because  it  lacks  the 
orderliness  of  a  military  society,  because  the  rabble  waste 
time  discussing  and  asking  questions  when  it  should  be  obey- 
ing the  barked  commands  of  their  superiors. 

This,  then.  Ls  the  type  of  citizenship  and  democracy  to 
which  millions  of  our  men  are  about  to  be  subjected.  Make 
no  mistake  about  it.  Mr.  President,  millions  of  our  citizens 
will  feel  the  whiplash  of  militarism.  I  desire  to  emphasize 
again  that  during  the  first  year  12,000.000  men  are  liable  to 
come  under  the  domination  of  the  military  the  moment  they 
are  registered.  As  soon  as  they  are  notified  they  are  drafted, 
no  longer  are  they  free  American  civilians,  subject  to  civil 
procedures  in  civil  courts.  Tliey  become  subject  to  the  sum- 
mary proceedings  of  military  law  and  courts  martiaL  Not 
only  must  those  conscripted  keep  their  mouths  shut  and 
obey  orders,  but  all  those  who  are  registered,  even  though 
they  are  not  yet  In  the  Army,  must  live  under  a  pall  of  fear. 


and  must  weigh  their  words,  for  the  morrow  may  bring  their 
summons  to  the  Army. 

What  all  this  means  is  that  the  Bill  of  Rights,  the  guaranties 
of  trial  by  Jury,  equal  protection,  due  process — all  the  hard- 
won  liberties  of  centuries — go  up  in  smoke,  to  be  replaced 
by  the  court  martial  where  the  Judge  and  Jury  are  the  soldier's 
superior  officers.  By  them  he  is  tried  not  only  for  the  usual 
criminal  offenses  but  for  a  long  list  of  such  things  as  any 
reproachful  or  provoking  speeches  or  gestures  or  even  for 
any  conduct  not  specified  which  the  court  martial  may  de- 
cide is  an  offense. 

What  sort  of  democracy  will  the  mere  registration  of  our 
popijlace  bring?  Have  we  forgotten  that  during  the  last  war 
every  man  walked  about  expecting  to  be  tapped  on  the  shoul- 
der, stopped  in  the  street? 

A  well-known  historian  of  the  period  has  recorded: 

In  Chicago  in  4  days  during  July  1918  more  than  150.000  men 
were  stopped  by  police  and  Federal  agents  and  ordered  to  show  their 
registration  cards.  In  eastern  New  York  and  southern  New  Jersey 
57,000  suspects  were  arrested,  directed  to  fill  out  cards,  and  ulti- 
mately released  only  after  check  of  the  Information  given.  Senator 
CaldweU  stated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  he  saw  armed  sol- 
diers .in  New  York  seizing  men  in  theaters,  streetcars,  and  at  work. 
The  prisoners  were  then  kept  under  detention  untU  they  proved 
they  were  not  slackers. 

The  hearings  of  the  munitions  Investigation  quotes  that 
eminent  wartime  executive,  Mr.  Bernard  Baruch,  as  saying 
that  the  work  or  fight  principle  is  far  more  effective  than 
any  chain  gang  or  impressment  that  could  be  invented. 

Ek)  you  wonder,  Mr.  President,  that  American  labor,  organ- 
ized and  unorganized,  stands  united  in  opposition  to  peace- 
time conscription? 

Enact  peacetime  conscription  and  no  longer  will  this  be  a 
free  land;  no  longer  will  a  citizen  be  able  to  say  that  he  dis- 
agrees with  a  governmental  proclamation  or  edict.  Hushed 
whispers  will  replace  free  speech;  secret  meetings  in  dark 
places  will  supplant  free  assemblage;  labor  and  industry,  men 
and  women,  will  be  shackled  by  the  chains  they  have  them- 
selves forged:  and  all  this,  mark  you.  while  this  Isist  great 
democracy  is  still  at  peace.  Is  this  the  sort  of  society  for 
which  our  forbears  shed  their  blood?  Is  this  the  goal  for 
which  we  strive? 

It  is  not  cause  for  wonder,  then,  that  some  of  our  citizens 
should  stand  aghast  at  the  prospect  of  turning  our  populace 
over  to  the  unrestricted  control  of  the  military. 

As  to  the  efficiency  which  the  military  produces,  it  is  inter- 
esting to  note  that  Great  Britain,  fighting  voluntarily  for  her 
life,  has  nevertheless  found  it  necessary  to  place  a  committee 
made  up  principally  of  civilians  in  control  of  the  war  office 
for  the  purpose  of  overhauling  the  administrative  system  and 
cutting  out  red  tape.  The  orderliness  of  Army  men  does  not 
always  bring  efficiency;  but,  if  uncontrolled,  it  must  inevitably 
bring  dictatorship. 

Mr.  President,  the  original  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  recited  In 
Its  preamble  that  "the  Congress  hereby  declares  that  the  In- 
tegrity and  institutions  of  the  United  States  are  gravely 
threatened."  The  Military  Affairs  Committee  has  stricken 
that  clause  from  the  revised  bill.  It  was  precisely  this  clause, 
however,  which  I  regarded  as  the  only  worthwhile  sentence 
in  the  entire  original  measure,  and  I  deeply  deplore  its  omis- 
sion from  the  pending  bill. 

For  I  say  to  you,  Mr.  President,  and  I  say  it  with  all  the 
solemnity  of  which  I  am  capable,  the  integrity  and  institu- 
tions of  the  United  States  are  indeed  gravely  threatened, 
and  it  is  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate  and  the  hysteria  wiiich 
bred  it  which  create  that  threat. 

If  you  pass  this  bill,  you  slit  the  throat  of  the  last  democracy 
still  living;   you  accord  to  Hitler  his  greatest  and  cheapest 
victory  to  date.     On  the  headstone  of  American  democracy  he 
will  inscribe — "Here  lies  the  foremost  victim  of  the  war  of- 
nerves." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Miller  in  the  chair). 
The  question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Lie]  to  the  amendment  reported  by  the 
committee. 
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Mr>  DAVIS.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  wlU  caU  the  ron. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Downey 

La  PoUetta 

Schwartz 

Andrews 

EI  lender 

Lee 

Schwellenbach 

Ashurst 

Prazler 

Lundeen 

Sheppard 

Austin 

George 

McCarran 

Ships  tead 

Barbour 

Gerry 

McKeliar 

Slaitery 

Barkley 

Gibson 

McNary 

Smothers 

Bone 

OUlette 

Maloney 

Steti^art 

Bridges 

Glajis 

Mead 

Taft 

Brown 

Green 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bulow 

Guffey 

Mlnton 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Burke 

Gurney 

Murray 

Thomas,  Utah 

Byrd 

Hale 

Neely 

Tobey 

Byrnes 

Harrison 

Norris 

Townsend 

Capper 

Hatch 

Nye 

Truman 

Chandler 

Hayden 

O'Mahoney 

Tydlngs 

Chavez 

Herring 

Overton 

Vandenberg 

Cl«rk.  Idaho 

Hill 

Pepper 

Van  Nuys 

Clark.  Mo. 

Holman 

Pittman 

Wagner 

Connally 

Holt 

Radcllffe 

Walsh 

Danaher 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reed 

Wheeler 

Davis 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Reynolds 

White 

Donahey 

King 

Russell 

Wiley 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-eight  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr, 
Calloway,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  (H.  R.  10065)  to  provide  for  the  registration  and  regu- 
lation of  investment  companies  and  investment  advisers, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

AMERICANIZATION   OF   THE   PEOPLE   OF  THE   DISTRICT   OF   COLUMBIA 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  when  on  the  1st  of  August, 
1939,  I  addressed  the  Senate  on  the  Rights  of  Citizens  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  it  was  in  the  performance  of  .a 
duty  to  the  voteless  and  unrepresented  fellow  Americans  of 
the  National  Capital  community.  It  was  then  near  the  end 
of  the  session,  nothing  had  been  done  for  the  relief  of  these 
fine  people,  and  there  was  no  prospect  of  action  to  give 
-   them  their  rightful  place  in  the  councils  of  the  Nation. 

Today  it  is  with  much  lighter  heart  that  I  rise  to  address 
the  Senate  on  the  same  subject,  for  suddenly  there  has  ap- 
peared a  bright  prospect  of  success.  Our  Democratic  friends 
stole  the  march  on  us  Republicans  by  including  in  their 
national  platform  a  plank  committing  the  party  to  granting 
suffrage  to  the  people  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  We  Re- 
publicans were  ready  to  meet  their  challenge;  so  that  now. 
irrespective  of  party,  we  are  lined  up  to  Americanize  the 
people  of  the  District  after  all  their  years  of  bondage. 

Beginning  long  ago,  convinced  that  there  is  no  American 
reason  for  depriving  the  people  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
of  their  rightful  participation  in  their  National  Government. 
I  have  consistently  and  persistently  supported  the  proposals 
to  empower  Congress  to  grant  voting  representation  to  Dis- 
trict people  in  the  Senate,  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
among  the  electors  of  President  and  Vice  President.  When 
the  late  Senator  Wesley  L.  Jones,  of  the  State  of  Washing- 
ton, passed  on.  I  introduced  in  Congress  the  joint  resolution 
drafted  by  him. 

Senator  Jones  In  1922  reported  from  the  Senate  District 
Committee  a  joint  resolution  which  specifically  would  have 
granted  to  Congress  the  power,  when  included  in  the  Federal 
Constitution,  to  give  the  District  one  Senator,  Representa- 
tives in  the  House  of  Representatives  according  to  popula- 
tion, and  Presidential  electors  equal  to  the  aggregate  repre- 
sentation in  Congress.  It  also  gave  District  citizens  the  same 
rights  in  the  Federal  courts  as  if  they  were  citizens  of  a 
SUte.  This  report  was  reaflflrmed  by  the  Senate  District 
Committee  in  1927.  v^ 

In  my  address  last  year  I  made  reference  to  the  House 
Joint  Resolution  257  introduced  in  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives by  Representative  Sumnehs  of  Texas,  chairman  of 
the  House  Judiciary  Committee.  That  resolution  proposes 
a  much  simpler  amendment  to  the  Constitution  than  pro- 
posed by  my  Senate  Joint  Resolution  35.'  The  Sumners 
amendment  would  grant  to  Congress  broad  powers  under 


which  the  entire  program  of  details  carried  in  my  resolution 
could  be  accomplished.  In  addition,  the  Sumners  amendment 
would  give  Congress  further  power  to  delegate  such  of  its 
power  of  exclusive  legislation,  not  Inconsistent  with  the  na- 
tional interest,  as  it  may  from  time  to  time  desire.  F\irther- 
more.  under  the  amendment,  the  Congress  is  specifically 
given  the  power  of  amendment  and  repeal  of  any  legislation. 
Thus,  if  Congress  finds  at  any  time  that  it  has  made  a  mis- 
take, it  may  recapture  any  such  grants  of  power. 

The  Sumners  proposal  completely  answers  objections  which 
have  been  raised  against  all  of  the  other  national  represen- 
tation resolutions  as  attempts  to  write  a  statute  into  the 
Constitution.  I  am  strongly  in  favor  of  the  Sumners  amend- 
ment in  its  original  form,  but  not  with  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  which  elim- 
inates the  right  of  Congress  to  grant  to  the  District  represen- 
tation in  the  Senate.  The  people  of  the  District  deserve  and 
need  to  be  represented  in  the  Congress,  which  consists  of 
both  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  encouraged  to  believe  that  before  the 
present  session  of  Congress  adjourns  we  shall  take  the  long- 
deferred  step  to  right  a  great  wrong  which  has  done  a  great 
injustice  to  a  fine,  Intelligent,  public -spirited,  and  patriotic 
people.  I  believe  we  are  ready  to  pass  the  Sumners  resolu- 
tion by  the  necessary  two-thirds  vote  of  the  two  Houses,  and 
pass  it  on  to  the  State  legislatures  for  ratification.  I  am  con- 
fident that  the  legislatures  will  be  prompt  to  ratify  the 
amendment  to  do  this  act  of  simpje  justice. 

The  full  hearings  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia  in  1916  and  1921-22.  and  the  hearings 
before  the  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  in  1921.  1926. 
1928.  and  1938.  have  made  a  full  and  complete  record  avail- 
able to  Members  of  the  Senate.  It  is  my  belief  that  no  new 
hearing  would  develop  any  new  facts,  with  the  probable 
exception  of  later  statistics  supplying  additional  evidence  in 
support  of  the  proposal.  In  these  hearings  the  underlying 
principles  with  which  we  have  to  deal  are  exhaustively  and 
convincingly  discussed,  so  that  no  objection  on  American 
grounds  can  be  offered  against  them.  There  is  ample  record 
upon  which  to  base  immediate  action.  This  is  a  fundamental 
American  question,  and  no  sound  American  objection  can  be 
raised  against  it. 

The  amendment  to  the  Sumners  proposal  is  not  in  keeping 
with  the  intent  by  constitutional  amendment  to  grant  broad 
powers  to  Congress,  so  that  it  may  properly  function  as  the 
body  possessing  and  exercising  exclusive  legislation  in  all 
cases  over  the  seat  of  Government.  The  idea  which  prompted 
the  amendment  is  based  on  an  entirely  erroneous  conception 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  been  some  very  Illuminating  dis- 
cussion in  the  Senate  of  the  question  of  representation  which 
should  be  made  available  for  convenient  reference  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate.  Therefore.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  extracts  from  the  Citizens'  Joint 
Committee  brief  submitted  to  the  House  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  in  January  1921.  on  House  Joint  Resolutions  11  and 
32.  and  extract?  from  the  argument  of  Theodore  W.  Noyes 
before  the  Houie  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  m  January 
1921. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[Extracts  from  the  Citizens'  Joint  Committee  brief  submitted  to  the 
House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  January  1921  on  House  Joint 
Resolutions  11  and  32] 

NO  STATX  DEFRIVCD   Or  EQUAL  SUFTRACK 

We  are  not  aware  Of  any  objection  to  the  merits  of  our  caum 
which  woiUd  warrant  further  discussion.  It  has  been  objected  how- 
evCT,  that  one  provision  of  the  Constitution  presents  an  insuperable 
obatacle  to  an  amendment  admitting  the  people  of  the  District  to 
representaUon  in  the  Senate. 

The  point  made  is  that  to  do  so  would  necessarily  affect  the  guar- 
anteed equality  of  the  States  In  that  body.  What  is  reUed  on  at 
course,  is  the  last  clause  of  article  10,  "and  that  no  State  without 
Its  consent,  shall  be  deprived  of  Its  equal  suffrage  in  the  Senate  - 

But  manifestly  a  State  Is  not  deprived  of  its  equal  suffrage  in  the 
Senate  by  reducing  its  existing  aliquot  proportion  of  the  total  nimi- 
ber  of  Senators  exercismg  the  lawmaking  power  Otherwise  1» 
would  have  to  be  conceded  that  the  original  Sutes  were  deprived  ot 
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their  equal  suffrage  In  the  Senate  by  the  admission  of  Vermont. 
And  so  on  at  each  succeeding  admission  of  a  State. 

What.  then,  does  equality  here  mean?  It  means  that  no  State 
Bball  have  greater  rcpresenuilon  in  tbe  Senate  than  any  other  State. 
In  what  way,  we  may  ask.  would  the  presence  of  one  or  two  Senaiora 
from  the  District  of  Columbia  operate  to  give  any  State  greater  rep- 
resentation than  any  other  State?  Clearly  the  amendmenx  we  pro- 
pose win  not  deprive  any  State  of  Its  equal  suffrage. 

This  clause  in  article  10  Is  the  sole  provliion  in  the  text  of  the 
Constitution  to  which  it  is  possible  to  point  as  offering  even  an 
apparent  bar  to  what  we  propoec. 

KEPQESENTATION    KOT    OONITKCD   TO    "SOVnunCN"    STATES 

There  is  a  somewhat  vatjue  and  elusive  argument,  not  grounded 
on  any  particular  provision  of  the  Constitution,  which  is  frequently 
met  with.  It  usually  runs  in  this  form:  Nothing  but  a  sovereign 
State  can  have  representation  in  the  Senate.  Representatives  of  the 
District,  therefore,  cannot  be  admitted  there  tmles.*  by  a  total  repeal 
of  the  lO-miles-square  provision  the  District  is  first  made  a  full- 
fledged  State  In  order  to  accomplish  that  result  Congress  would 
have  to  surrender  lU  ccntrol  of  the  Federal  District. 

Now.  this  argument,  let  us  repeat.  Is  not  grounded  uf>on  any  spe- 
cific provision  of  the  Com.t:tulion.  much  less  upon  one  that  18 
immune  from  amendment  It  has  Its  origin  only  In  certain  abstract 
and  suppose  dly  philosophical  deductions  regarding  the  nature  of  a 
Federal  Government.  It  will  not  bear  analysla.  Nor  does  It  expresa 
any  cardinal  principle  of  our  Constitution. 

To  say  that  the  Senate  is  now  composed  only  of  Members  selected 
by  the  States  Is  merely  to  declare  an  obvious  fact.  That  Is  simply 
because  the  Constitution  as  It  stands  provides  that  "the  Senate  shall 
be  composed  of  two  Senators  from  each  State."  Formerly  it  went 
on  to  say  "chopen  by  the  legislatures  thereof,"  but  that  Is  a  thing 
of  tbe  past.  What  remains,  however.  Is  no  less  subject  to  amend- 
ment. There  Is  no  fundamental  principle  of  our  Constitution 
which  forbids  Its  amendment  so  as  to  admit  into  the  Senate,  any 
more  than  Into  the  House  of  Representatives.  Members  who  shall 
represent  an  Integral  part  of  the  country,  such  as  the  District  of 
Columbia,  without  any  necessity  of  requiring  that  area  to  be  for  all 
conceivable  purposes  precisely  like  tbe  existing  States.  In  fact,  the 
existing  States  arc  not  all  on  an  absolute  parity  outside  of  their 
equal  representation  in  the  Senate,  for  the  scope  of  the  lawmaking 
power  of  several  Is  limited  by  conditions  In  the  acts  by  which  they 
were  admitted. 

The  theory  we  are  now  discussing  Is  plainly  a  survival  of  the 
exploded  notion  that  Senators  are  in  essence  ambassadors  from 
sovereign  States.  Tills  notion  was  once  regarded  as  a  necessary 
corollary  of  the  most  extreme  form  of  the  States  rights'  doctrine. 

Tbere  was,  indeed,  a  certain  historical  exctise  for  it.  so  far  as  the 
Original  Thirteen  States  were  concerned.  But  whatever  warrant  It 
once  had  ceased  altogether  when  new  States  began  to  be  carved  out 
of  the  western  territory.  In  the  admission  of  new  States,  such  as 
Wyoming  or  Idaho.  Arizona  or  Oklahoma,  all  ba.sls  for  It  vanished 
•Itogetber.  Especially  now  that  Senators  are  elected  by  the  people 
tbere  Is  no  assignable  reason  why  the  National  Senate  should  not 
Include  representatives  of  any  territory  occupied  by  an  organized 
body  of  American  people  whase  numbers  and  Importance  qualify 
them  to  be  represented.  It  Is  not  at  all  necessary  that  buch  a 
body  Ebould  have  the  same  kind  of  local  government  as  Is  possessed 
by  the  States. 

Since  Senators  are  now  everywhere  elected  directly  by  the  people, 
tbe  people  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  the  extent  of  their  right 
to  do  the  same  tiling,  would  stand  in  the  same  position  as  the 
people  of  a  State.  For  aU  purposes  connected  with  representation 
tn  tbe  National  Congress  that  Is  sufficient.  State  legislatures  no 
longer  elect  Senators.  It  is  manifestly  immaterial  then  for  the 
purpose  that  the  District  would  have  no  legislature.  In  truth. 
State  legislatures,  when  they  elected  Senators,  did  not  act  as 
legislatures  in  the  real  sense  of  lawmaking  a&.<^mblies  but  only  as 
qjecially  designated  bodies  of  electors.  In  performing  that  function 
tbe  members  of  the  two  bouses  of  each  State  legislature  acted 
without  regard  to  tlie  extent  of  and  Wholly  apart  from  their  func- 
tions as  lawmakers  for  tbe  local  community. 

The  fallacy  of  the  whole  contention  under  consideration  consists 
In  confusing  the  traditional  conception  of  the  States  as  a  group 
of  sovereigngCommonwealths  combining  in  their  corporate  capacities 
to  form  a  limited  Union  with  the  essential  and  permanent  consti- 
tutional conception  of  representative  government  by  houses  com- 
posed of  roprchentatlves  chosen  by  the  people  of  defined  territorial 
areas,  having  such  a  socially  organized  life  as  constitutes  them 
convenient  and  reasonable  units  of  political  action. 

The  District  of  Columbia  presents  the  case  of  Just  such  a  political 
tmlt:  neither  in  the  fundamental  framewcrk  of  tbe  Constitution, 
nor  in  the  text  of  any  of  Its  provisions,  is  tbere  anything  incom- 
patible with  recognition  as  such. 

When  Burke  was  warring  with  furious  fervor  against  the  doctrines 
of  the  French  Revolution,  he  declared.  -The  rights  of  men  in  govern- 
ments are  their  advantages."  We  have  come  to  realize  that  there 
must  be  a  deeper  basis  for  that  irresistible  desire  of  men  everjrwhere 
for  a  voice  in  the  governments  wliich  mold  their  destinies. 

(Extracts  from  argument  by  Theodore  W.  Noyes  before  House  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary.  January  1921 1 
Mi-.  NoTss.  It  is  objected  that  only  sovereign  States  with  equal 
suffrage  can  be  represented  in  the  Senate;  that  the  representation 
•ought  by  tbe  District  could  be  had  only  by  unanimous  consent  of 
the  States:  and  that  the*  Nation  is  Impotent,  even  through  constitu- 
amendment.  to  give  the  District  tbis  representation. 


If  it  is  possible  to  conceive  of  any  constitutional  amendment  ai 
being  itself  unconstitutional,  tbe  objection  of  unconstitutionality 
would  not  apply  to  the  pending  constitutional  amendment.  It  is 
natural  and  logical  to  extend  an  existing  power  of  Congress  to  tbe 
extent  and  for  the  purpose  suggested.  So  natural  and  logical  is  the 
grant  of  national  representation  for  the  District  in  the  manner  pro- 
posed tbat  there  Is  room  for  the  contention  that  Congress  may  give 
it  imder  the  Constitution  as  it  now  stands,  without  any  amendment 
T.'batsoever. 

The  Constitution  does  not  explicitly  prohibit  the  existence  of  • 
State  with  genuine  voting  representation  In  Congress,  which  lacks 
some  of  the  attributes  of  a  sovereign  State.  It  is  not  declared  that 
all  tbe  American  communities  represented  as  States  In  Congress 
must  be  on  precisely  the  same  footing  and  be  shaped  in  identically 
the  same  mold.  To  the  contrary,  tbe  Constituuonal  Convention 
refused  to  pledge  to  new^  States  to  be  admitted  to  the  Union,  equality 
of  treatment  with  the  original  States.  The  first  proposition  for  the 
adimsslon  of  new  States  provided  that  "The  new  States  shall  be  ad- 
mitted on  the  same  terms  with  the  original  States." 

By  the  vote  of  9  States  against  2.  these  words  were  stricken  out. 
Debate  disclosed  that  the  large  States  gave  the  small  States  equality 
of  representation  In  the  Senate  only  because  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary if  the  federation  of  equal  States  was  to  be  converted  into  a 
Union,  but  the  action  of  the  Convention  shows  that  the  original 
Staus.  large  and  small,  refused  definitely  to  pledge  equality  to 
future  new  States,  and  so  far  as  the  Constitution  Is  concerned, 
reserved  entire  liberty  of  action  in  respect  to  the  conditions  of  ad- 
mission. 

Congress,  though  not  compelled  by  the  Constitution  to  do  so,  has 
admitted  new  States  on  equal  terms  with  the  old,  limited,  however, 
in  the  case  of  some  of  the  later  States,  like  Utah,  by  certain  Irre- 
vocable conditions. 

The  question  of  the  powet  of  Congress  under  the  Constitution  as 
it  stands  to  give  national  representation  to  the  District  Is.  however, 
academic.  If  the  constitutional  provisions,  taken  together  prevent 
the  admission  to  the  Union  of  a  ncnsovereign  State  merely  by  act 
of  CongreR-s,  these  constitutional  obstacles  can.  of  course,  be  removed 
by  amendments  to  the  Constitution  Itself.  On  the  assumption  that 
a  change  in  the  organic  law  of  the  Nation  is  essential  to  accomplUb 
that  for  which  we  petition,  we  are  now  asking  for  this  very  consti- 
tutional amendment. 

The  effect  of  this  amendment  is  not  to  admit  the  District  Into 
the  Union  as  a  State,  but  to  give  the  437.000  (now  663,153)  Amer- 
icans residing  in  the  10  miles  square  under  the  exclusive  control  of 
Congress  the  same  representation  as  citizens  of  a  State  in  Congress 
an0  the  electoral  college.  Not  a  new  State,  but  a  new  political 
status  Is  created  or  evolved.  This  amendment  operates  as  a  sup- 
plement of  the  10  miles  square  provision,  d'.flnlng  explicitly  in 
view  of  the  changes  cf  more  than  a  century  the  political  status  of 
the  residents  of  the  Federal  District.  It  alters  the  existing  law  of 
congresslonar  and  electoral  college  representation,  and  creates  a 
new  American  constituency  with  representation  In  Congress  and 
the  electoral  college;  not  a  new  State  but  a  politically  uplifted  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  an  enfranchised  10  miles  square,  already  created 
and  made  unique  by  the  Constitution.  This  new  factor  In  our 
scheme  of  National  Government  representation  may  be  unusucd. 
peculiar,  extraordinary,  but  It  is  not  so  unusual,  peculiar,  and 
extraordinary  as  the  original  creation  and  present-day  retention  by 
the  great  Republic  of  the  totally  unrepresented  10  miles  square.  • 
district  physically  within  the  United  States,  even  containing  Its 
Capital,  but  politically  outside  of  the  United  States. 

The  States  uiliting  under  the  Constitution  had  the  power,  which 
they  exercised,  of  creating  this  unique,  unrepresented.  Capital- 
containing.  Nation-controlled  District.  Two-thirds  of  Congress  and 
three-fourths  of  the  States  have  the  same  power,  which  they  should 
exercise,  to  give  to  the  people  of  this  unique  District  an  equally 
unique   p>olitlcal  status. 

But  It  is  contended  that  the  Constitution  prohibits  its  own 
amendment  in  the  manner  and  for  the  purpose  proposed  by  us. 
For  the  perpetual  protection  of  the  small  State  no  State  is  ever 
without  Its  consent  to  be  deprived  of  its  equal  suffrage  in  the 
Senate.  The  question  raised  is  whether  the  grant  of  one  or  two 
Senators  to  the  seat  of  government  would  impair  the  equal  suf- 
frage of  any  State  or  of  all  the  States  in  the  Senate  and  would 
thus  require  the  unanimous  consent  of  tbe  States. 

The  purpose  of  the  provision  was  to  protect  the  smaller  States 
by  giving  them  In  perpetuity  equal  representation  with  the  larger 
States   in   tbe   Senate. 

The  entrance  of  two  Senators,  representing  a  new  State,  into  tbe 
Senate  does  not  affect  this  equality  of  representation  Irrespective 
of  population;  nor  would  the  entry  of  one  or  two  Senators  repre- 
senting the  seat  of  government  impair  this  equality.  No  new  State 
or  American  commimlty  given  by  the  Constitution  representation 
in  tbe  Senate  can  have  greater  representation  in  that  tKXly  than 
that  enjoyed  by  Nevada  or  New  York;  nor  can  It  have  smaller 
representation  without  its  consent. 

The  ptirpose  of  the  Constitution  to  protect  the  small  State  is  de- 
feated only  If  some  other  State  has  a  greater  representation  in  the 
Senate  without  the  small  State's  consent.  There  is  no  violation 
of  this  prohibition  if  some  other  State  has.  with  its  consent,  a 
smaller  representation  In  the  Senate  than  the  other  States.  It  Is 
not  compulsory  that  all  the  States  or  American  communities  repre- 
sented in  the  Senate  shall  have  precisely  the  same  representation 
in  the  Senate,  for  the  Constitution  permits  any  State  witb  Its 
consent  to  be  deprived  of  Its  equal  suffrage  in  tbe  Senate. 
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';  When  Oklahcma  sends  two  new  Senators  to  the  Senate  the  per- 
centage of  sovereignty  exercised  by  the  two  Senators  of  Nevada  or 
Hew  York  Is  reduced,  but  neither  State  Is  deprived  of  Its  equal 
suffrage  in  the  Senate.  The  effect  wovUd  be  the  8ame  If  the  seat 
of  government  were  by  constitutional  amendment  granted  repre- 
sentation m  the  Senate.  It  could  not  have  three  Senators  without 
depriving  Nevada.  New  York,  and  the  other  States  of  their  equal 
suffrage:  It  could  not  have  one  except  with  its  own  consent,  as  the 
Constitution  provides.  But  a  confitltutlonal  amendment  which 
gave  the  seat  of  government  two  Senators  or.  with  Its  own  consent, 
one  Senator,  violates  In  no  respect  the  right  of  any  State  to  equal 
Buffrage   in  the  Senate. 

Protection  is  afforded  by  the  Constitution  only  against  an  in- 
jurious inequality  in  Senate  representation  and  the  consent  to 
fcuch  inequality  is  only  required  from  the  one  Injured  or  disadvan- 
taged by  It. 

The  Imputation  that  the  Nation  Is  impotent  to  give  national 
representation  to  the  District,  even  by  constitutional  amendment, 
slurs  the  great  Republic  In  comparison  with  ether  representative 
republics,  and  reverses  the  trend  of  American  history  and  the 
American  record,  which  steadily  deny  national  impotency  and  ever 
exalt  the  Nations  power. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

Is  it  conceivable  that  the  forefathers  In  framing  the  Constitution 
In  such  fashion  as  to  protect  the  existence,  rights,  and  dignity  of  the 
feebler  States,  so  worded  that  instrument  as  to  render  the  new 
Government  forever  impotent  to  grant  national  representation  to 
0  half  million  or  a  million  of  national  taxpayers,  soldiers  sailors 
and  civilians,  resident  In  the  future  in  the  10-mile  square? 

If  at  the  time  when  the  Constitution  was  framed  one  might  have 
to  construed  that  instrtmient  (a  compact  of  union  between  13  in- 
dependent communities  of  varying  population.  Jealous  wrangling 
suspicious,  apprehensive),  is  it  conceivable  that  the  Constitution 
can  be  so  construed  today?  Docs  the  doctrine  of  national  impotency 
under  the  Constitution  still  survive  after  the  Nation-strengthening 
decisions  of  John  Marshall's  Supreme  Court  and  its  successors-  after 
President  Jefferson's  construction  of  the  national  powers  in  the 
Louisiana  Purchase:  after  the  referendum  verdict  of  the  people  in 
arms  in  the  Civil  War;  after  the  later  con.stltutional  amendments 
Including  the  Civil  War  amendments  and  that  providing  for  the  pop- 
ular election  of  Senators:  and  after  the  nationalizing  execiitive 
action  and  legislation  in  connection  with  the  World  War' 

The  forefathers  had  no  thought  that  the  seat  of  government  would 
remain  without  Inhabitants:  that  it  would  not  grow  as  a  city  like 
other  American  cities,  and  that  this  growth  would  be  paralyzed  and 
not  promoted  by  the  fact  that  It  was  the  National  Capitol  George 
Washington  locked  for  the  development  of  a  city  in  the  10  miles 
square  which  would  be  certainly  exceeded  in  population  he  thought 
only  by  London.  It  is  inconceivable  that  the  forefathers  ever  in- 
tended the  Americans  collected  In  the  seat  of  government  to  remain 
forever  without  the  fundamental  privilege  of  representation  like 
other  Americans — in  a  government  of.  by.  and  for  the  people 

The  original  population  of  the  Dl.strict  did  not  entitle  it  to  repre- 
sentation in  the  National  Government.  The  population  grew  so 
slowly,  on  account  of  unjust  treatment  by  the  Nation,  that  only  in 
1870  or  perhaps  only  In  1880  did  its  permanent  population  exceed 
distinctly  and  unmistakably  the  number  represented  in  the  House 
by  each  Kopresentatlve  Only  then  did  equity  demand  that  such  na- 
tional representation  be  found  for  this  American  community  as  Is 
consistent  with  the  control  by  Congress,  representing  the  Nation  of 
the  seat  of  goveriunent. 

While  specific  provision  was  made  by  the  Constitution  only  for  the 

absolute  needs  expressed  in  the  simplest  terms  of  a  government  bind- 

Jng    in    one    13    Jealous,    di-scordant,    wrangling,    and    distrustful 

communities,  and  while  no  express  provision  or  promise  was  made 

of  the  future  Americanization  at  a  sulUble  time  of  the  residents  of 

the  seat  of  government,  first,  there  was  no  specific  prohibition  of 

such  future  representation,  condemning  the  residents  of  the  seat  of 

government  m  perpetuity  to  the  status  of  political  aliens   second  the 

prediction  and  promise  of  such  future  representation  when  the 

population  of  the  seat  of  government  became  sufficient  are  found  in 

the  early  discussions  in  and  out  of  Congress  of  the  status  of  the 

District:  third,  the  Constitution  was  so  framed  as  possibly  to  permit 

the  grant  of  this  representation  bv  Congress  without  the  necessity 

Of  a  constitutional  amendment:  and.  fourth,  the  conviction  is  Ir- 

•     resistible  that  any  obstacles  that  remain  at  this  day  against  such 

representation  under  the  Constitution  as  It  stands  can  be  easllv  nut 

aside  by  a  suitable  constitutional  amendment 

The  Constitution  makers  divided  the  United  States  Into  first 
States:  second,  territory  belonging  to  the  United  States  the  mate- 
rial from  which  new  States  are  made:  and.  third,  the  seat  of 
Government  of  the  United  States.  In  Its  lifetime  the  Nation  has 
m  succession  added  vast  areas  to  the  territory  belonging  to  the 
United  States,  and  from  this  territory  has  carved  additional  States 
until  these  States,  in  the  beginning  13.  now  number  48  All  of 
the  territory  belonging  to  the  United  States  in  the  continental 
and  contiguous  United  States,  from  Maine  and  Florida  to  Cali- 
fornia and  from  Canada  to  Mexico.  Is  now  converted  into  States 
except  the  seat  of  government,  the  Mar>iand  portion  of  the  10 
V   miles  square. 

The  Constitution  defines  the  stattis  of  citizens  of  a  State      The 
^status  of  the  citizen  of  a  Territory  or  incipient  State  is  reasonably 
^^U  settled.     The  representative  status  of  the  citizen  or  resident 
of  the  seat  of  government  has  not  yet  been  Anally  determined  by 
the  Constitution.     Changed  conditions  make  it  absolutely  essen- 
tial that  the  Constltuion  should  now  define  It. 


It  was  not  contemplated  that  the  seat  of  government  should  ever 
become  a  sovereign  State  and  be  relieved  from  exclusive  govern- 
ment by  Congress  representing  the  whole  Nation,  nor  was  it  con- 
templated, on  the  other  hand,  that  any  American  community 
exceeding  in  population,  intelligence,  patriotism,  and  Uxable 
resources  a  number  of  tn«  States  should  be  denied  due  represen- 
tation in  the  National  Legislature  and  In  the  Electoral  College. 
The  problem  is  to  harmonize  these  two  fundamental  American 
principles — to  give  the  Americans  resident  In  the  District  due 
representation  in  the  Government  which  can  take  away  their 
property  by  taxation  and  their  lives  by  sending  them  to  war  and 
at  the  same  time  to  retain  that  control  by  Congress,  representing 
the  Nation,  over  the  seat  of  government,  which  was  regarded  by 
the  forefathers  as  a  vital  necessity  for  the  national  welfare. 

The  pending  constitutional  amendment  harmonizes  these  two 
vital  American  principles. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  extract  from  the  argument 
of  Theodore  W.  Noyes.  chairman  of  the  Citizens'  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  District  of  Columbia  National  Representation,  be- 
fore the  Senate  District  Committee  in  November  and  Decem- 
ber 1921  and  January  1922— hearings,  page  251. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Notes.  What  was  the  intent  of  the  framers  of  the  Constitution 
as  to  the  future  political  status  of  the  people  of  the  District? 

Very  likely  they  had  no  distinct  intent  and  gave  no  thought  at  all 
to  provision  concerning  the  future  status  of  the  imaginary  popula- 
tion of  a  hypothetical  city.  If  they  thought  at  all  on  the  subject 
they  probably  thought  that  in  giving  Congress  power  to  admit  new 
States,  and  to  dispose  of  and  regulate  territory  belonging  to  the 
United  States  they  had  cared  for  any  future  population  of  the 
Nation's  city.  Just  as  by  these  provisions  they  had  arranged  for  the 
political  future  of  every  other  American  in  the  entire  territorial 
area  of  the  United  States,  present  and  prospective. 

If  they  did  not  think  at  all  about  the  futture  status  of  a  bit  of 
territory  which  might  under  the  Constitution  be  so  small  m  size 
that  its  population  would  never  be  otherwise  than  negligible   it  was 
because    they   were   engaged    in    a   desperate   struggle   to   overcome 
deadly   political    dangers  of  the   strenuotos   present   and   to  get    13 
Jealous,  wrangling  conmiunities.  that  were  equal  in  the  federation 
that  had  broken  down,  to  make  the  sacrifices  necessary  to  create  the 
American  Union.     At  times  the  task  seemed  almost  hopeless     Con- 
sider, for  example,  the  conflict  over  the  issue  of  State  equality  of 
representation  in  the  Senate     This  equality  was  denied  by  the  Con- 
vention, and  denied  again;    but  finally  was  granted  as  an   indis- 
pensable condition  of  securing  adherence  to  the  Union  of  certain 
small  States.     It  was  granted  grudgingly  by  the  vote  of  5  States 
against  4.  with  1   State  divided.     The  Convention  emphasized   the 
fact  that  this  concession  was  wrung  under  a  sort  of  duress  by  certain 
small  States  by  refusing  to  declare  in  the  Constitution  Itself  that 
new  States  should  enter  the  Union  on  terms  of  equality  with  the 
old  States     The  debates  In  the  Convention  show  clearly  that  equal- 
ity of  Senate  representation  was  granted  under  compulsion  orily  to 
existing  States,  small  and  large,  and  that  so  far  as  the  Constitution 
Is  concerned  full   liberty  of  action   was  reserved  to  Congress   to 
negotiate  the  terms  of  entrance  of  new  States  into  the  Union      The 
Constitution  makers  did  not  know  from  day  to  day  whether  there 
would  be  a  Union.     Disturbed  and  distracted  over  this  vital  prob- 
lem   they  may  be  forgiven  if  they  forgot  to  project  themselves  into 
the  future  in  order  to  provide  properly  for  the  American  rights  in 
the  remote  future  of  a  Territory  which  had  no  minimum  limit  of 
area,  and  which  might  be  so  small  as  not  to  be  able  ever  to  secure 
more  than  the  most  meager  and  negligible  of  local  populations 
*w     /  ?         alternative  is  that  the  Constitution  makers  did  think  of 
!k*/Vk"'"^u"^      ,°'  *^^  pos^sible  capital  community,  and  believed 
that  they  had  safeguarded  these  rights,  if  any  ever  developed    by 
the  power  given  to  Congress  to  dispose  of  and  to  regulate  territory 
^'°r!?fH"L»K\*lf  H""^  ^^^^^^  "^^  *^*  P°^"  to  admit  new  States. 
^™^.ri  tK     !    '"  ^"""^  ^'"'^^  *°  Congress  by  the  Constitution 
concerning  the  terms  upon  which  new  States  might  be  admitted. 

which"*L?n^'''-  "  "  '?^^**-  *°  «^"^"  ^  new  StTtf  With  Itfc^se^ 

m^tT^"  ®"°^*^   ^'''*  ^^^^  ^*"  ^^^  Constitution  open  to  amend- 

BrJJL'iTf^  h^'k  ^  !^^-  *°^-  *^^*  *^«  Constitution  itself,  iriter- 
^JthP  f/.t^t  »^^^^*  ***"^  accompanied  the  framing  of  it  (in  spite 
^.\^uri  ^\  ^°"P^  has  admitted  all  new  States  on  term^  of 
??«r^er?i/ff'f/",  ^'^"S^  ^^^^^ '  indicates  that  the  Constitution 
«rTth»t  .f  ^'  ^"^  '''^^  condition  that  Congress  had  a  free  hand, 
and  that  if  our  request  for  national  representation  had  come  up 

S  ?he  "nrt'm.li'i^  ''T"^'''"i"''°  ^^'^  "^^^  8'^^"  to  the  Constitution 
by  the  admission  of  many  States  on  terms  of  perfect  equality  with 

Inl°r.o^  tf/  f.'^'^f-  "  ^°"^^  ^"^^  *^"  P«s«'ble  to  aSiU  Without 
any  constitutional  amendment  the  seat  of  government  as  a  new 

fts'Jon^r"  ?t>,^''''-  ^.^11''  ^"*^""^  «»"«»  rep"rSlmat?on  wi'h 
In  ^e^n«t*  If^"  ''°'il?  ^  "  ^^"^^  Without  equal  representation 

Sa^^a'Tdt^  S^ry  '^Zl  T^T  '  '"^^  ""^  '^  '"°  ^°^^ 

cf'^e?on\mmi°nn't^''^"K'"*^  "*'•*  ^^°"8^*  ^^«t  these  provisions 

Solltlcal  Muitl  ti  -n^^.f^  *''"°'*'*  ^7°"«*'  *"  ^"**>'«  Congi^  to  do 
political  equity  to  any  future  population  of  the  seat  of  government. 
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by  giving  that  population,  when  Its  numbers  Justified  the  step, 
national  representation  by  constitutional  amendment  or  in  some 
other  way  not  inconsistent  with  the  exclusive  legislative  power  of 
ccngrew  In  respect  to  the  Ptederal  District. 

I  have  here  in  this  connection  some  extracts  trcan  Elliott's 
Debates  on  the  Federal  Constitution,  to  which  I  should  like  to  call 
your  attention. 

nXlOTTS  DEBATES  ON  fTDERAL  OOIfSTTrUTION,  VOLT7MI  S 
Page  316  After  being  repeatedly  defeated,  proposition  of  eqxiality 
of  vote  in  Senate  was  finally  adopted  by  vote  of  five  Slates 
(ConnecUcut,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  and  North  Caro- 
lina) with  four  oppoeed  (Pennsylvania.  Virginia.  South  Carolina, 
and  Georgia)   and  Massachusetts  divided. 

Page  482,  article  17,  provision  for  admission  of  new  States — under 
eonslderaUon. 

Mr.  Oouvemeur  Morris  moved  to  strike  out  the  last  two  sen- 
tences to  wit:  "If  the  admission  be  consented  to  the  new  States 
shall  be  admitted  on  the  same  terms  with  the  original  States. 
But  the  leglslattu-e  may  make  conditions  with  the  new  SUtes 
concerning  the  public  debt  which  shaU  then  be  subsisUng."  He 
did  not  Wish  to  bind  down  the  legislature  to  admit  Western  SUtes 
on  the  terms  here  stated. 

Mr.  Madison  opposed  the  moUon,  Insisting  that  the  Western 
States  neither  woiild  nor  ought  to  submit  to  a  union  which 
degraded  them  from  an  equal  rank  with  the  other  States. 

Col.  Masom.  If  it  were  possible  by  just  means  to  prevent  emi- 
gration to  the  western  country  it  might  be  good  policy.  But  go 
the  people  wiU  as  they  find  it  for  their  Interest;  and  the  best 
policy  Is  to  treat  them  with  that  equality  which  wiU  make  them 
friends,  not  enemies. 

Mr.  Oouverneur  Mcrris  did  not  mean  to  discourage  the  growth 
of  the  western  country.  He  knew  that  to  be  impossible.  He  did 
not  wish,  however,  to  throw  the  power  Into  their  hands. 

Mr.  Sherman  was  against  the  motion  and  for  fixing  an  equality 
of  privileges  by  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  Langdon  was  in  favor  of  the  motion.  He  did  not  know  but 
circumstances  might  arise  which  would  render  it  inconvenient 
to  admit  new  States  on  terms  of  equality. 

Mr.  Williamson  was  for  leaving  the  legislature  free.  The  exist- 
ing small  States  enjoy  an  equality  now  (imder  confederation)  and 
for  .that  reason  are  admitted  to  it  in  the  Senate.  This  reason  is 
not  applicable  to  new  Western  States. 

On  Mr.  Oouverneur  Morris'  motion  fOT  striking  out.  nine  States 
(New  Hampshire.  Mssischusotts.  Connecticut.  New  Jersey.  Pennsyl- 
vmnia.  Delaware.  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Georgia)  voted 
aye.  and  two  (Maryland  and  Virginia)  voted  no. 

Page  497.  Mr.  Oouvemeur  Morris  moved:  'The  legislature  shall 
bare  power  to  dispose  of  and  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations 
req>ecting  the  territory  or  other  property  belonging  to  the  United 
States,  etc.*"    Agreed  to,  Maryland  alone  dissenting. 

Adopted.  Ten  miles  sqtiare  provision;  seat  of  goveriunent:  nem 
con.      (See  p.   611.) 

Page  553.  Mr.  Oouverneiu-  Morris  moved  to  annex  a  further  pro- 
viso, "That  no  State  without  Its  consent  shall  be  deprived  of  Its 
equal  suffrage  In  the  Senate."  This  motion,  being  dicuted  by  the 
circuUting  murmurs  of  the  small  States,  was  agreed  to  without  de- 
bate. DO  one  opposing  it  or  on  the  question  saying  no. 

Page  357  Luther  Martin  of  Maryland  voted  against  Senators' 
votes  per  capita,  -as  departing  from  the  Idea  of  the  SUtes  being 
r^rcsented  in  the  second  branch." 

Page  374  Discussion  without  action  of  qtiestion  of  location  of 
seat   of  government. 

Colonel  Mason  observed  that  it  wotild  be  proper  as  he  thought 
that  some  provision  should  be  made  In  the  Constitution  against 
choosing  for  the  seat  of  the  general  government  the  city  or  place 
•t  which  the  seat  of  any  SUte  government  might  l>e  fixed  There 
were  two  objections  against  having  tlicin  at  the  same  place  which 
without  mentioning  others,  required  some  precaution  on  the  sub^ 
Jecv.  The  first  was  that  It  tended  to  produce  disputes  concerning 
jtirisdlction.  The  second  and  principal  one  was  that  the  intermix- 
ture of  the  two  legislatures  tended  to  give  a  provincial  tincture  to 
the  national  deliberation^'.  He  moved  that  the  committee  be  in- 
structed to  receive  a  clause  to  prevent  the  seat  of  the  National  Gov- 
ernment being  In  the  same  city  or  town  with  the  seat  of  government 
of  any  Sute.  longer  than  imtii  the  necessary  public  buildings  could 
be  erected. 

The  idea  was  approved,  but  policy  of  making  enemies  of  Philadel- 
phia and  New  York  was  questioned  and  motion  was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BuUer  was  for  fixing  by  the  ConstituUon  the  place,  and  a 
central  one,  for  the  seat  of  government. 

In  course  of  debate  one  delegate  suggested  that  equality  of  SUte 
represenUUon  In  one  legislative  body  did  not  make  government  rep- 
resenutlve  of  States  when  under  veto  power  one-third  legislative 
power  in  a  President  who  came  from  only  one  of  the  Sutcs.  Even 
In  Senate  Senators  vote  per  capita. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  also  ask  to  have  printed  In 
the  Rbcord  an  article  by  Mr.  Jesse  C.  Suter.  appearing  in  the 
Washington  Sunday  Star  of  August  4,  1940. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Recokd.  as  follows: 

StTKHOS  PLAK  ACTTOK  BkIKCS  BoTH  Jot  AHD  DiSAPPOrNTMENT 

(By  Jesse  C.  Suter) 
The  i>eople  of  the  District  of  Columbia  have  occasion  for  jubila- 
tion over  the  action  Thursday  by  the  House  of  RepresenuUves  Com- 


mittee on  the  Judiciary  ordering  a  favorable  report  on  the  Sumners 
proposed  amendment  to  the  Constitution  empowering  Congress  to 
Americanize  them.  There  is  a  tinge  of  disappointment  because  of 
the  illogical  mutilation  of  the  original  Sumners  joint  resolution  by 
hmlting  the  represenution  in  Congress  to  the  House  of  RepresenU- 
tlves. 

There  is  no  special  reason  for  discouragement  as  there  was  a 
strong  sentiment  In  the  committee  opposed  to  this  change,  and  it 
may  be  possible  to  restore  the  original  language  on  the  floor  of  the 
House.  This  means  an  opportimity  for  additional  work  by  people 
who  have  direct  or  indirect  influence  with  Members  of  the  House. 

Within  a  short  time  after  the  action  of  the  House  committee. 
Senator  William  H.  King  Introduced  in  the  Senate  the  Joint  res- 
olution, in  original  form.  Senator  King  heads  the  subcommittee  of 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  to  which  it  was  referred. 

THK  STTMNEtS  PK0P08AL  EXPLAnrCD 

The  Stunners  amendment,  in  Ito  original  form,  is  a  broad  enabling 
provision  to  Increase  the  power  of  Congress,  and  thereby  permit 
It  to  discharge  efficiently  its  responsibility  of  governing  the  seat 
of  government.     Under  it  Congress  would  have  power — 

1.  To  provide  for  the  people  of  the  District  representation  in  the 
Congress  and  among  the  electors  of  President  and  Vice  President 
no  greater  than  that  of  the  people  of  the  States; 

2.  To  delegate  to  such  government  as  Congress  may  esUbllsh 
In  the  District  all  or  any  of  Ite  powers  over  the  said  District;  and  it 

3.  Extends  the  Judicial  power  of  the  United  States  to  District 
citizens  on  an  equal  footing  with  citizens  of  a  State;  and.  linally, 

4.  It  makes  all  Itgislatlon  enacted  under  the  amendment  subject 
to  amendment  or  repeal  except  that  such  amendment  or  repeal 
shall  not  affect  the  office  of  Senator  or  Representative  during  the 
time  for  which  he  was  selected. 

That  is  all  there  is  to  the  original  proposal.  It  conUins  no  legis- 
lative deUil,  it  is  not  a  statute,  being  intentionally  as  broad  as  is 
possible  There  is  no  mention  of  the  kind  of  suffrage  which  might 
be  granted,  the  extent  of  representation  in  Congress  or  in  the  elec- 
toral college.  It  makes  no  provision  for  any  particular  kind  of 
local  government,  but  It  does  give  Congress  the  power  to  relieve 
Itself,  if  it  so  desires,  of  some  of  Its  legislative  duties  by  delegation 
of  power  to  whatever  local  government  it  might  esUblish. 

The  Sumners  proposal  is  Intended  to  be  a  broad  fundamental  con- 
stitutional provision,  free  from  controversial  details  which  will  have 
to  be  worked  out  by  Congress  in  subsequent  legislation. 

REPRESENTATION  IN  TH«  SENATE 

Ttie  committee  amendment  striking  out  "Congress"  and  inserting 
•House  of  Representatives*  would  deprive  the  Congress  of  the 
power  to  glvp  the  District  representation  in  the  Senate  and  would 
automatically  reduce  the  District  representation  among  the  Presi- 
dential electors.  There  is  no  sound  logic  in  this  position  Uken  by 
the  committee. 

The  denial  of  representation  In  the  Senate  is  based  on  the  long 
exploded  theory  that  the  Senators  are  the  ambassadors  of  the  States. 
This   Idea  was  in   the  discard   long   before   the   substitution   of  the 

election  of  Senators  by  direct  vote  of  the  people  for  election  by  the 
legislatures.  The  Senators  represent  the  people  as  much  as  do  the 
Representatives,  only  they  represent  a  SUte-wlde  constituency  in- 
stead of  a  district. 

It  is  especially  illogical  for  the  District  people  to  be  deprived  of 
represenution  In  the  Senate.  It  is  the  Congress  that  Is  clothed  with 
the  power  of  exclusive  legislation  over  the  Dl.strict.  The  House  ot 
Represenutives  is  not  the  Congress.  That  ImporUnt  legislative 
branch  of  the  Federal  Oovemment  is  composed  of  both  House  at 
Representatives  and  Senate. 

This  Is  an  old  question  which  has  been,  from  time  to  time,  raised 
by  Members  of  Congress.  The  various  forms  of  the  national  repre- 
senution amendment  have  been  framed  to  meet  such  question.  The 
•mendlment  favorably  reported  by  the  Senate  District  Committee  in 
1922  provided  for  one  Senator.  The  committee  in  1927  reaffirmed 
the  action  of  1923. 

The  pending  Capper-Norton  joint  resolution  was  framed  by  the 
late  Senator  Wesley  L.  Jones,  of  Washington,  and  provides  for  "one 
or  two  Senators,  as  determined  by  the  Congress,  or  such  other  repre- 
sentation in  the  Senate  as  Congress  may  provide." 

SEMATX  DISTRICT  COMMITTEI  BEFORT  OF  1923 
The  favorable  report  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  District  at 
Columbia  In  1922  dealt  with  the  entire  subject  of  national  repwe- 
senUtlon  so  thoroughly  and  logically  that  it  has  become  a  valuable 
textbook  on  the  subject.  No  part  of  this  report  is  stronger  or  more 
Illuminating  than  the  part  dealing  with  the  question  of  represenu- 
tion in  the  Senate.  Space  will  not  permit  quoting  extensively  from 
this  report. 

On  this  subject  the  report  concludes  as  follows:  "There  Is  no 
principle  in  our  Constitution,  much  less  any  specific  provision  In 
ite  articles,  which  forbids  its  amendment  so  as  to  admit  into  the 
Senate  as  well  as  the  House  Members  who  shall  represent  an  integral 
part  of  the  country  such  as  the  District  of  Columbia  without  requir- 
ing that  area  shall  be  precisely  like  the  existing  States.  The  only 
limiUtlon  is  that  In  thus  amending  the  Constitution  no  SUte  should 
be  deprived  of  its  equal  suffrage  in  the  Senate  •  •  •  and  the 
equality  of  the  SUtes  in  the  Senate  will  not  be  In  anywise  affected 
by  the  proposed  amendment." 

WOODWARD    PERTINENT   DtSCTTSSION  OF    1801 

The  question  of  representation  of  the  Territory  of  OoIumbU  in 
the  Senate  was  discussed  very  convincingly  by  A.  B.  Woodward  In  • 
series  of  pamphlets  published  in  Washington  and  Alexandria  In 
1801.    He  was  a  friend  of  Thomas  Jeffo-son  and  was  here  during  tb« 
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laying  out  of  the  city  Some  years  later  he  became  Federal  Com- 
mlasioner  of  the  then  recently  erected  Territory  of  Michigan,  which 
was  carved  out  of  the  Northwest  Territory.  He  was  a  logical  thinker 
whose  Considerations  on  the  Government  of  the  Territory  of  Colum- 
bia are  as  timely  as  If  written  today. 

The  population  here  at  that  time  was  about  15,000  souls,  as  he 
put  it.  and  he  had  this  to  say  about  them:  "I  consider  the  15.000  to 
be  as  able  to  sustain  any  burden  as  an  equal  number  of  souls  In  any. 
other  part  of  the  United  States." 

In  his  paper  No.  II.  published  In  Washington  in  1801.  he  said  In 
part;  "The  government  of  the  Territory  of  Columbia  must  be  con- 
sidered under  two  rirtations — first,  as  It  respects  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment; and  second,  as  regards  Its  local  concerns. 

"With  regard  to  Its  connection  with  Federal  Government,  two 
Inquiries  present  themselves:  First,  whether  It  ought  to  be  repre- 
sented in  the  Legislature  of  the  United  States,  and.  If  so.  whether 
in  one  House  only,  or  In  both;  and.  second,  whether  It  ought  to 
nave  a  part  In  the  election  of  the  President  and  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States. 

"In  order  to  come  to  a  determination  of  these  questions  It  will  be 
proper  to  ascertain  with  precision  how  far  it  ought  to  be  contem- 
plated as  a  State  and  in  what  respects  It  differs  from  a  State  It 
must  be  considered  as  somewhat  analogous  to  a  State  In  l)elng  an 
asM)ciatlon  of  men,  for  civil  purposes,  under  a  peculiar  and  singular 
authority.  *^ 

•This  Territory,  however,  differs  from  a  State  In  this  particular 
,  that  whereas  the  Federal  Government  is  entitled,  by  the  Constitu- 
tlon.  to  exercise  over  a  State,  only  the  authority  particularly  dele- 
gated to  it,  on  certain  subjects,  and  leaves  the  State  In  an  undimin- 
ished position  of  its  sovereignty  as  to  others;  the  Territory  of 
Columbia  is  placed  by  the  Constitution  under  the  absolute  and  un- 
controllaole  sovereignty  of  the  United  States  and  possesses  in  Itself 
none  of  the  attributes  of  State  sovereignty. 

"In  this  situation,  the  people  of  the  Territory  of  Columbia  do 
not  cease  to  be  a  part  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  as 
such  they  are  still  entitled  to  the  enjoyment  of  the  same  rights 
with  the  rest  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  to  have  some 
participation  in  the  administration  of  their  General  Government 
It  is  contrary  to  the  genius  of  our  Constitution,  it  is  violating 
an  original  principle  in  republicanism,  to  deny  that  all  who 
are  governed  by  laws  ought  to  participate  In  the  formation  of 
them. 

"The  people  of  this  Territory  therefore  ought  to  be  represented 
in  the  Legislature  of  the  United  States:  and  to  have  a  voice  In  the 
election  of  a  President  and  Vice  President.  But  shall  they  be  rep- 
resented m  the  House  of  Representatives  only;  or  In  the  Senate 
also? 

"The  Senate  of  the  United  States  possesses  a  part  of  the  legis- 
lative power:  and  It  is  certainly  consonant  to  principle  that  those 
over  whom  that  power  is  to  operate  should,  if  It  can  possibly  be 
done,  possess  some  voice  in  their  transactions. 

"Would  it  be  proper  then  to  place  the  Territory  on  an  equal 
footing  with  a  State,  and  give  it  two  Senators:  or  ought  a  dis- 
tinction to  be  made?  As  a  distinction  exists  In  fact  between  the 
Territory  and  a  State,  It  appears  proper  to  recognize  this  dis- 
tinction m  giving  It  representation  In  the  Senate. 

"As  It  cannot,  if  a  distinction  is  made,  be  on  an  equality  with 
a  State,  and  possess  two  votes,  and  as  It  cannot  be  represented  at 
all  with  less  than  one  vote,  it  would  appear  advisable  to  allow  It 
one  vote  and  assign  it  one  Senator." 

Woodward,  In  an  appendix  to  this  paper,  submitted  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  amendment  to  the  Constitution  which  would  have 
given  the  District  a  Senator  and  representation  In  the  House  pro- 
portioned to  Its  population.  It  would  have  been  entitled  to  a 
voteless  Member  of  the  House  until  the  population  entitled  it  to 
a  full  voting  Representative  and  also  to  have  one  Presidential 
elector  until  Us  population  would  entitle  it  to  a  Represerftatlve 
and  then  to  have  two  electors.  Prom  then  on  the  number  of 
Represenutlves  and  electors  would  Increase  as  the  population 
Increased. 

The  aU -Important  question  (national  representation)  Woodward 
held  was  "whether  the  people  of  the  Territory  of  Coliunbla  shall 
be  slaves  or  freemen." 

In  conclusion  of  his  paper  No.  Vn  he  said:  "It  Is  alone  on  the 
firmness  and  perseverance  of  reflecting  and  patriotic  characters 
that  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  of  America,  residing  within 
tKe~T>mtory  of  Columbia,  can  now  repose  their  hopes  of  relief 
Such  characters  have  saved  our  country  before,  and  they  will  save 
us.  The  will  of  the  people  will  be  finally  triumphant;  and  it  can 
never  be  the  desire  of  a  free  and  generous  people  to  fraternize  with 
•  band  of  slaves."  »<.^^^i^  wim 

WALTER    cmVALEK 

Mr.  MEAD.  Mr.  President,  on  April  22,  1940.  the  Senate 
passed  Senate  bill  3555,  for  the  relief  of  Walter  Chwalek 
which,  on  April  23.  was  referred  to  the  House  Committee  on 
Claims. 

On  May  29.  1940.  quite  some  time  later,  the  House  passed 
House  bill  7173.  an  identical  House  bUl,  instead  of  taking  up 
the  Senate  bill,  and  as  a  result  neither  bill  has  passed  both 
Houses. 

I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  House  bill,  now 
at  the  desk,  may  be  taken  up  and  passed. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  7173)  for  the  relief 
of  Walter  Chwalek  was  read  twice  by  its  title,  considcriid, 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be.  and  he  Is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay.  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasurj'  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  Walter  Chwalek.  of  Oswego. 
N  Y..  the  sum  of  $2,938  50,  in  full  settlement  of  all  claims  against 
the  United  States  as  the  result  of  his  receiving  personal  and  prop- 
erty damages  when  his  automobile  was  struck  by  a  truck  In  the 
service  of  the  United  States  Army  on  August  24,  1937:  Provided. 
That  no  part  of  the  amount  appropriated  in  this  act  In  excess  of 
10  percent  thereof  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  received  by  any 
agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  in  connection  with 
this  claim,  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  stim  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

REGULATION    OF   FIRE,    MARINE.    AND    CASUALTY    INSURANCE    IN    THK 

DISTRICT 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  in  March  of  this  year 
Commissioner  Hazen,  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  addressed 
to  Speaker  Bankhead  a  letter  in  which  he  very  properly  and 
correctly  pointed  out  that  there  was  considerable  need  for 
provision  by  Congress  for  the  regulation  of  the  business  of  fire, 
marine,  casualty,  and  title  insurance  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. As  a  result  there  was  written  House  bill  9722,  which 
now  Is  on  our  calendar  under  No.  2008. 

When  the  Senator  from  Utah  I  Mr.  King],  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  recently  called  up  the 
bill  I  asked  if  he  would  kindly  forbear  pressing  the  bill  for 
action  at  that  time,  for  there  were  a  few  points  which  I  felt 
very  properly  ought  to  be  corrected  in  the  draft  of  the  bill  as 
filed.  With  his  usual  courtesy,  the  Senator  from  Utah  was 
quite  willing  to  defer  action;  and  the  bill  therefore  went  back 
to  the  calendar,  where  it  now  reposes.  Meanwhile,  as  I  told 
him  I  would  do,  I  have  gone  into  the  matter  of  preparing  the 
proposed  amendments.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  of  my  remarks  the  first 
proposed  amendment  which  I  shall  offer,  underlined  as  I  have 
drawn  it.  so  that  it  will  appear  italicized  and  new  matter  will 
thus  become  readily  apparent,  and  stricken  as  indicated  in 
the  proposed  language  to  indicate  what  changes  were  made 
by  striking  from  the  pending  bill  certain  language. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Smathers  in  the  chair) 
Is   there   objection?     The   Chair   hears   none,   and   it    is   so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows: 

secu'on^?  aslollo^ws'^-  '''''''  °"*  ^^^^^  »*^"°°  ^  «*»  '^^  ^^ 
(Stricken  language  In  brackets,  new  language  in  Italics) 

rt^aSTT^^J'r.  ^Vu^^""  ^^"^  ^^*"^  °^  P*"^"*-  or  against  injury, 
disablement,  or  death  of  persons  resulting  from  traveling  or  general 
accidents  by  land  or  water  and  against  liability  of  the^a^uflS  f^ 
injuries  to  employees  or  other  persons;  (b)  against  liability  of  the 
assured  for  loss  or  destruction  of  or  damage  to  property-  (f)  upon 
the  lives  of  domestic  animals;  (d)  [upon  plate  glasTagalns?  breS- 
age:l  agairist  loss  of  or  damage  to  glass  and^ its  appu^er^nces- 
e)  lupon  boUers  against  explosions,  and  against  loss  or  damage  to 
life  or  property  resulting  therefrom,  and  against  low  or  damage 
resulting  from  the  breakage  of  machlneiTTj  agai^t  TossT^ 
i^ZT  i^^ir\^'V^'^  res«;t.n^  from  ttvV  expl^i^o  "  xr^iu% 
to  any  holler,  heater,  unfired  pressure  vessel,  pipes  or  containeis 
connected  thereu:ith.  any  engine,  turbine.  <^mmesZ  Zmv  d 
^nt^^Jn^  «PP«;;«^t«  generating,  transmitting  (^^^g  efecTrixt^ 
or  any  other  machine  or  apparatus  connected  wUh  orJ^ate^bu 
"r*,"'^  ^^t  J^^'ously  named  boilers,  vessels  or^ rnachir^and  in- 
^r?^nVJ^.?"''^"'J  ^"^^  '°  "»«*«^  inspecTio^of^d  ^oisJLe 
Z^hT^.  /.h'?.^''*'°"  "P*^-  ""y  >^^^oilers.  apparatuslZ 
r^Kr?r  thit  o7h.'T'"l  °'  °'''^"'««-  (O  agalSt  loL  S? 
«S  SLn^i.     <;?   r^^*"'  ""^  ''«"""^*  *°"  °/  "^  damage  to  monejs 

azi^  rh^sp^-nga;li  s  '^:^T  ^^  ^s^^^is^n^^^^^i^A 

SSrt^oiVeaTne  wltK^  --^^^-^^-Ir^^r^Tll' x^^c^o^^?. 

or  oiner  ftutd   or  substance  to  any  property  resultma    frnm    ih* 

tZotKUZl!n'L7.'^il!Zl^X''''^r^^  (I)  1^  Sfu/e°^am»t 

an«^nd  which^,^  u'?^^*'  "7  lawfully  be  the  subject  of  insur- 
PySJ;*ted  Thai  ?hu  Jt.^°^  T",^"^"^  *°  P"''"'^  P«'»cy  to  Insure: 
S^J^hk^eruSin^""".^*"  '^^^  ^  construed  as  having  any 
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Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  the  first  amendment  deals 
With  page  18.  line  20  of  the  bill.  That  is  subsection  2  of  sec- 
tion 11.  There  Is  a  later  proposed  amendment  which  deals 
with  the  matter  appearing  on  page  37.  line  2  of  the  bill.  I 
submit  a  proposed  amendment  which  in  due  course  I  shall 
offer,  and  I  should  like  section  27  as  thus  rewritten  to  appear 
in  the  same  way;  and  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  that  that  may 
be  done. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

On  page  37.  line  2.  strike  out  after  the  word  "which"  the  remainder 
of  line  a  and  all  of  line  3  «nd  insert  "does  not  comply  with  the 
requlremenu  of  the  law  of  the  District:  Provided.  That  such  action 
of  the  Superintendent  shall  be  subject  to  review  under  the  provi- 
sions of  section  45.' 

Or.  stated  with  stricken  language  In  brackets  and  new  matter  in 
Italics,  as  follows: 

"Sec.  27.  Policy  forms  flled  with  the  Superintendent:  The  Super- 
intendent may  require  that  aU  policy  forms  used  by  every  author- 
toed  company  covering  risks  in  the  District  be  flled  with  the  Super- 
intendent. The  Superintendent  shaU  have  authority  to  disapprove 
the  use  In  the  District  of  any  policy  form  which  fin  his  opinion  is 
illegal.  Inequ.Uble.  or  contrary  to  public  Interests!  does  not  comply 
with  the  requirement  of  the  latcs  of  the  District:  Provided.  That 
such  action  of  the  Superintendent  ahaU  be  subject  to  review  under 
the  provisions  of  section  45." 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Briefly  discussing  the  proix>sed  changes, 
Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  the 
principle  and  of  the  objectives  sought  for  by  this  bill :  but  the 
section  known  as  subsection  (2)  of  section  11,  appearing  on 
page  18  and  commencing  at  line  20,  provides  that  casualty 
insurance  may  be  written  upon  the  health  of  persons  or 
against  injury,  disablement,  or  death  of  persons  resulting 
from  traveling  or  general  accidents  by  land  or  water,  and 
against  liability  of  the  assured  for  Injuries  to  employees  or 
other  persons.  One  of  the  pr(HX)sed  changes  that  I  submit 
is  to  include,  immediately  thereafter,  additional  language  to 
provide  for  Insurance  against  liab:bty  of  the  assured  for  loss 
or  destruction  of  or  damage  to  property.  Obviously,  one  of 
the  major  phases  of  casualty  underwriting  today  deals  with 
property-damage  ln.*urance;  and  yet  all  of  this  section  which 
purported  to  deal  with  casualty  permissive  lines  had  wholly 
failed  to  make  specific  reference  to  that  very  important 
subject. 

With  that  thought  In  mind.  I  therefore  have  Incorporated 
the  proposed  language  in  the  amendment  as  submitted. 

On  page  18,  in  line  25.  there  is  reference  to  breakage  insur- 
ance, and  the  language  reads: 

Upon  plate  glass  against  breakage. 

That  language  so  markedly  limits  existing  insurance  con- 
tracts that,  in  the  first  place,  the  mere  statement  of  It  will 
indicate  why  it  should  be  corrected.  Much  glass  is  not  plate 
glass  at  all.  Many  phases  of  insurance  apply  against  other 
losses  than  that  occurring  from  breakage,  such,  for  example, 
as  will  he  caused  by  acids  or  by  scratches.  Therefore,  insur- 
ance to  extend  to  all  phases  of  damage  to  glass  is  what  should 
be  covered  and  should  be  permitted.  With  that  In  mind  I 
submitted  language  which  would  strike  out  the  existing  lan- 
guage and  permit  insurance  "against  loss  of  or  damage  to 
glass  and  its  appurtenances." 

On  page  18,  line  25,  running  over  to  page  19.  line  3.  the  bill 
deals  with  boiler  and  machinery  insurance.  As  It  reads,  once 
more  we  find  that  the  language  definitely  delimits  the  com- 
mon and  ordinary  business  of  insurance,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  as  it  reads  we  find  that  it  is  upon  boilers,  without  de- 
fining what  boilers  are,  against  explosions.  Yet  there  may  be 
losses  of  many  kinds  besides  those  from  explosions.  The  bill 
proceeds  to  provide  "against  loss  or  damage  to  life  or  property 
resulting  therefrom."  So  I  would  suggest  that  we  strike  out 
subclause  "(d) "  and  insert  instead  the  language: 

(e)  against  Ion  of  or  damage  to  any  propertv  resulting  from  the 
explosion  of  or  Injury  to  any  boiler,  heater,  unflred  pressure  vessel, 
Pjp<s  or  containers  connected  therewith,  any  engine,  turbine,  com- 
pnsBor,  pump,  or  wheel,  or  any  apparattis  generating,  transmitting, 
or  using  electricity,  or  any  other  machine  or  apparatus  connected 
with  or  operated  by  any  of  the  previously  named  Iwllers,  vessels,  or 
machines;  and  Including  the  Incidental  power  to  make  Inspections 


of  and  to  Issue  certificates  of  Inspection  upwn,  any  such  boUers, 
apparatus,  and  machinery,  whether  Insured  or  otherwise. 

I  think  I  should  point  cut  that  the  proix>sed  language  as 
I  offer  it  is  almost  exactly  the  wording  of  the  present  New 
York  law.  In  New  York,  as  every  one  of  us  knows,  where 
there  is  a  very  great  industrial  population,  with  a  vast 
amount  of  machinery  of  every  sort,  there  has  been  worked 
out  of  their  vast  experience  a  law  of  much  value.  The 
New  York  law  has  made  provisions  for  the  fact  that  a 
very  considerable  portion  of  boiler  losses  comes  from  crack- 
ing, as  distinguiiihed  from  mere  explosions,  wlilch  the  par- 
Ucular  language  in  the  pending  bill  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred would  cover.  There  are  so  many  reasons  justifying 
the  proposed  change  that  I  desired  to  set  my  entire  thought 
forth,  so  that  the  Senators  on  the  District  Committee 
would  have  it  before  them  when  they  considered  the 
amendment. 

I  have  no  doubt  that  the  proposed  bill  Intended  to  refer 
to  boiler  insurance  as  such,  but  there  is  more  than  that 
to  it.  in  view  of  the  provision  "against  loss  or  damage  to 
life  or  property  resulting  therefrom."  Since  we  have  al- 
ready in  the  first  sentence  of  the  subsecUon  dealt  with 
injury  to  persons,  it  would  seem  proper  to  omit  it  in  the 
language  of  the  proposed  amendment,  and,  with  that 
thought  in  mind,  it  has  been  so  omitted. 

On  page  19,  line  3,  again,  because  of  the  necessity  for 
change  as  indicated  by  the  amendment  already  submitted 
as  to  property  damage,  we  would  have  to  reletter  the  sec- 
tion by  striking  out  "(e)"  and  inserting  "(f)." 

On  page  19,  line  4,  we  find  that  the  proposed  code  would 
provide  for  insurance  "against  loss  by  burglary  or  theft,  or 
both."  There  are  more  forms  of  insurance  on  moneys  and 
other  securities  than  would  be  covered  merely  by  the  de- 
scription "burglary"  or  "theft."  Consequently  it  would  seem 
to  me  that  after  the  word  "both."  in  line  4,  we  should  insert 
"and  against  loss  of  or  damage  to  moneys  and  securities." 
In  that  way  it  would  be  possible  to  insure  in  the  Dlstrlcit 
against  loss  of  or  damage  to  moneys,  valuable  papers,  and 
documents,  whatever  the  cause  of  the  loss  may  l>e  not 
necessarily  burglary  or  theft. 

I  have  also  made  provision  on  page  19  for  a  new  section  to 
deal  with  Insurance  against  loss  or  damage  by  water  or  other 
fluid  or  substance  to  any  property,  resulting  from  the  break- 
age or  leakage  of  sprinklers  or  water  pipes.  I  do  not  suppose 
I  need  elaborate  upon  such  a  highly  salutary  provision.  It 
is  a  common  form  of  insurance.  Yet  the  bill  as  drafted,  and 
as  it  has  already  passed  the  House.  I  might  say,  wholly  fails 
to  cover  the  points  to  which  I  am  now  making  reference. 
With  these  thoughts  I  think  my  colleagues  upon  study  wlli 
find  that  there  is  ample  reason  and  justification  for  the 
change. 

If  we  turn  to  page  36  of  the  bill,  line  22,  we  find  that  the 
section  entitled  "section  27"  now  reads: 

The  Superintendent  may  require  that  aU  policy  forms  used  by 
every   authorized   company   covering  risks   In   the   District   be   flled 
with  the  Superintendent.    The  Superintendent  shall  have  authority 
to  disapprove  the  use  In  the  District  of  any  policy  form- 
Now  notice  this  language — 

which  in  his  opinion  Is  Illegal,  Inequitable,  or  contrary  to  public 
Interests.  '^ 

There  is  a  most  unusual  delegation  of  authority  to  the 
Superintendent  In  that  particular.  My  second  amendment, 
already  submitted,  would  strike  out  from  line  2,  on  page  37^ 
the  language  aftpr  the  word  "which,"  as  follows,  "In  his  opin- 
ion is  illegal,  inequitable,  or  contrary  to  public  Interests",  and 
insert  new  language,  so  that  the  section  would  read: 

The  Superintendent  may  require  that  all  policy  forms  used  by 
every  authorized  company  covering  risks  In  the  District  be  flled 
with  the  Superintendent.  The  Superintendent  shall  have  authority 
to  disapprove  the  use  In  the  District  of  any  pollcv  form  which  does 
not  comply  with  the  requirements  of  the  law  of  "the  DUtrlct:  Pro- 
vided, That  such  action  of  the  Superintendent  shall  be  subject  to 
review  imder  the  provisions  of  section  45. 

Mr.  President,  we  would  transfer  by  that  language  the 
mere  matter  of  an  untrammelled  discretion  from  the  operat- 
ing mental  processes  of  the  superintendent  to  a  standard 
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which  is  fixed  by  law.  Then  the  superintendent  would  be 
the  judge  as  to  whether  or  not  a  given  iwlicy  form  does  or 
does  not  comply  with  the  requirements  of  law.  If  he  says  it 
does  not.  and  if  any  one  is  aggrieved  thereby,  there  is  no  rea- 
son why  he  should  not  have  a  right  of  appeal. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  section  45  of  the  bill  does  provide: 

Any  person  affected  by  an  order,  ruling,  proceeding,  or  action  of 
tlie  Superintendent,  or  any  person  acting  In  his  behalf  and  at  his 
Instance,   may  contest  the  validity  of   the  same  in   any  court  of 

^  competent  Jurisdiction    through   any  appropriate  proceedings.     In 

said  proceedings  and  appeals.     •     •     • 

Obviously  by  that  language-  it  clearly  was  contemplated 
that  appeals  would  lie.  Appropriate  proceedings  therefore 
will  include  appeals.  Consequently  I  do  no  more  in  the  pro- 
posed amendment  to  section  27  than  to  say  that  an  appeal 
will  lie  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  machinery 
set  up  in  section  45  to  deal  with  appeals. 

I  am  sure  that  with  these  minor  but  I  think  salutary 
changes  the  work  of  the  District  Commissioners  in  this  par- 
ticular may  go  forward  apace,  and  the  Senators  on  the  Dis- 
trict Committee,  in  charge  of  the  bill,  will  find  that  the  rec- 
ommrtided  alterations  are  acceptable,  and  thereupon  there 
will  be  no  further  objection  on  my  part  to  immediate  passage 
of  the  bill. 

I  will  press  for  the  amendments  which  I  have  sent  to  the 
desk,  intended  to  be  proposed  by  me  at  the  time  the  bill  is 
next  called  up  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King], 

In  addition  to  the  notice  I  have  just  given,  and  the  expla- 
nation, which  I  desired  to  have  appear  in  the  Record.  I  will 
also  discuss  the  matter  with  the  Senator  in  person,  to  the 
end  that  proceedings  for  the  benefit  of  the  District  may  be 
expedited  in  every  way  within  my  power. 

SELECTTVK   COMPTTLSORY  MILITARY   SERVICE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4164) 
to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the  United  States 
through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  inilitary  training 
and  service. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  Mr.  President,  already  there  has  been  such 
complete  discussion  of  the  pending  bill  that  I  hesitate  to  pro- 
long debate  even  for  the  very  brief  statement  which  I  am 
about  to  make. 

As  a  man  of  peace,  I  believe  the  best  way  to  avoid  war  in 
this  day  of  unprovoked  and  undeclared  war  is  to  be  prepared 
to  wage  war  with  vigor  and  success  should  any  one  or  a 
combination  of  the  international  highwaymen  now  rampant 
In  the  world  wage  war  upon  us.'  "Forewarned  is  forearmed." 
and  "an  ounce  of  prevention  is  worth  a  pound  of  cure." 

As  I  go  back  and  forth  across  the  continent  from  my  home 
In  Oregon  to  this,  the  Nation's  Capital.  I  am  impressed  with 
the  great  wealth  which  we  Americans  as  a  nation  have  ac- 
cumulated during  the  three  centuries  which  have  passed 
since  the  first  colonial  settlements  were  made. 

Undoubtedly  the  covetous  eyes  of  these  international  high- 
waymen of  bankrupt  nations  look  longingly  to  recoup  them- 
selves from  the  wealth  of  such  a  land  as  ours. 

It  seems  to  me  that  we  should  profit  from  the  experience 
of  peacefiil  China,  of  defenseless  Abyssinia,  of  helpless  Hol- 
land, Norway,  and  other  nations,  which  were  at  peace  with 
their  neighbors  and  which  are  now  being  destroyed  and  sub- 
dued because  of  the  lust  for  power  on  the  part  of  the  dictators 
of  the  world  and  the  inability  of  the  unarmed  and  unprepared 
nations  successfully  to  repel  the  invaders  of  their  homelands. 
As  a  member  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  I 
have  not  studied  nor  been  influenced  by  the  Gallup  polls  or 
by  the  opinions  of  other  guessers  and  gossips,  but  I  have  con- 
ferred with  those  official  authorities  upon  whom  we  must  de- 
pend if  war  should  be  forced  upon  us.    I  have  conferred  with 
the  commanding  generals  of  our  Army  and  with  the  military 
authorities  available  to  me  as  a  Senator  and  as  a  member  of 
the  Military  Affairs  Committee.     Prom  their  expert  knowledge 
and  expressed  opinions  I  am  convinced  that  we  should  pro- 
vide an  army  of  sufficient  size  and  mobility,  equipped  with 
the  most  modem  arms  and  materiel  of  all  kinds,  to  make  it 
extremely  unlikely  that  any  aggressor  should  attempt  to  in- 


vade us  to  possess  themselves  of  the  great  wealth  and  re- 
sources of  our  country  and  to  overwhelm  and  enslave  our 
people.  If  we  prepare,  and  prepare  in  time,  and  thereby 
avoid  the  destruction  and  the  devastation  resulting  from 
wars,  our  efficient  action  now  will  be  justified.  I  believe  that 
If  we  do  not  do  it.  we  shall  lay  ourselves  open  to  attack. 

Genera]  Marshall's  testimony  before  the  Senate  Military 
Affairs  Committee  for  the  need  for  this  legislation  has  been 
interpreted  quite  differently  by  different  Senators— each  to 
support  his  own  point  of  view.  The  General's  meaning  to  me 
is  so  clear,  urgent,  and  convincing  that  I  quote  it  verbatim 
from  the  record  of  the  hearings: 

General  Marshall.  We  have  to  have  a  great  many  men  quickly, 
and  I  cannot  conceive  of  being  able  to  obtain  them  on  any  volun- 
tary basis.  Besides  that,  that  Isn't  a  democratic  procedure.  I  do 
not  think.  And  it  certainly  isn't  a  scientific  baols.  And  it  leaves 
us  In  a  position  of  uncertainty  regarding  most  of  the  things  we  do. 

An  army  capable  of  defending  this  country  must  be  built  in  an 
orderly  and  businesslike  manner. 

Raising  an  army  by  voliintary  enlistment  at  best  Is  a  hlt-or-mlss 
method.  Compulsory  service  Is  the  only  certain  method  of  raising 
the  men  when  required. 

We  must  know  that  men  will  be  available  when  they  are  required. 

I  would  like  to  emphasize  that  "when."  and  In  the  numbers 
required  for  each  step  of  an  orderly  procedure. 

We  have  already  lost  precious  weeks.  Each  day  of  further  delay 
!s  a  day  lost  that  cannot  be  replaced. 

Men  are  needed  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  in  my  opinion. 
In  the  opinion  of  the  War  Department.  The  voluntary  system 
cannot  produce  them  with  the  rapidity  which  the  present  world 
situation  demands  and  cannot  produce  them  In  the  total  numbers 
required  at  the  present  time.  •  •  •  We  have  to  have  men  and 
have  them  quickly. 

I  ask  those  who  recommend  no  preparedness,  or  that  no 
action  be  taken  in  conformity  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  military  experts — I  ask  those  who  oppose  this  prepared- 
ness program  if  they  themselves  have  locks  on  the  doors  of 
their  houses  and  bars  on  the  windows  of  their  homes  and  of 
their  places  of  business,  and  if  so.  why  do  they  have  those 
locks  and  bars?  Did  any  one  of  them  see  any  burglar  this 
morning?  Did  any  one  of  them  see  a  highwayman  in  his 
garden  or  clambering  into  his  house?  Why  do  they  have  the 
locks  and  bars  on  their  doors  and  windows? 

A  mobile,  well-equipped  United  States  Army  Is  the  "po- 
liceman on  the  comer"  for  our  rich  Nation,  and  for  the 
preservation  of  the  lives  and  homes  of  our  people. 

In  line  with  this  thought,  not  only  have  I  gone  to  the  mili- 
tary experts  for  guidance,  but  it  is  my  custom  on  many  occa- 
sions to  go  back  to  the  Bible,  or  to  Aesop,  or  to  Benjamin 
Franklin,  whose  wisdom  seems  to  have  been  good  through  all 
the  centuries  that  people  have  been  looking  to  them  for  wis- 
dom. I  find  in  Aesop  the  fable  of  the  wild  boar  and  the  fox 
as  follows:  ' 

A  wild  boar  was  whetting  his  tusks  against  a  tree  when  a  fox. 
coming  hy.  asked  why  he  did  so.  "For,"  said  he,  "I  see  no  reaaon 
for  it.  There  is  neither  hunter  nor  hound  in  sight,  nor  any  other 
^"^"^T^l'^i  ^  ^^  se^-at  hand."  "True,"  replied  the  boar,  "but 
when  that  danger  does  arrive  I  shall  have  somethine  else  to  do 
than  to  sharpen  my  weapons." 

It  is  too  late  to  whet  the  sword  when  the  tnimpet  sounds  to 

I  particularly  desire  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
and  to  emphasize  the  language  of  the  bill  which  directs  that 
an  opportunity  for  voluntary  enlistments  shall  be  afforded  to 
any  person  between  the  ages  of  18  and  35  years.  The  exact 
language  of  the  bill  reads  as  follows: 

Provided.  That  any  person  between  the  ages  of  18  and  35  shall  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  voluntarily  to  enlist  and  be  Inducted  into 
the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsecilon  (b).  If  he  Is  acceptable  to  the  land 
or  naval  forces  for  such  training  and  service. 

Without  compulsory  registration  and  selective  conscription 
of  the  manpower  of  our  Nation  for  military  training  and 
service,  which  has  its  advantages  to  the  recniit  as  well  as  its 
disadvantages,  only  the  patriotic  citizens  are  called  The 
Citizens  who  shirk  civic  duties  on  every  occasion  but  who  fre- 
quently foment  disorders  and  domestic  trouble  escape  the 
military  obligaUons  of  citizenship  if  there  is  no  fair  draft  law. 
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Mr.  President.  I  have  not  counted  the  number  of  postal 
cards  and  letters  I  have  received  pro  and  con  on  this  question, 
but  I  have  sought  for  Intelligent  contributions  of  thought.  I 
do  not  believe  that  wisdom  can  be  found  in  quantity.  I  am 
a  great  believer  in  quality.  I  believe  that  this  is  a  republic. 
a  government  by  the  chosen  representatives  of  the  people, 
and  that  we  should  on  all  questions  endeavor  to  learn  the 
part  of  wisdom  and  to  exercise  that  wisdom  regardless  of 
whether  at  the  moment  our  action  may  be  popular  or  unpopu- 
lar. We  must  lead  and  follow.  We  should  not  go  around 
with  our  ears  to  the  ground  hunting  for  the  groundswell  of 
immature  popular  and  temporary  opinion.  Ours  is  a  posi- 
tion of  responsibility  and  we  must  assxune  that  responsibility 
and  bear  its  burdens. 

Amongst  the  letters  I  have  received  is  one  which  came  in 
yesterday's  mail,  which  is  encouraging  to  me.  It  is  from  one 
Of  the  great  patriots  of  Oregon.  I  ask  that,  without  reading 
It.  it  may  be  incorporated  in  the  Record  as  part  of  my  remarks 
at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objecUon,  it  is  so 
ordered. 
The  letter  is  as  follows: 

„        _  POBTI.AKD.    Obxc..   Augu*t   9.   1940. 

Hon.  Rurus  C   Holman, 

United  States  Sertate.  Washington.  D.  C. 

Dkab  Sknatok  HoLifAM :  Please  accept  my  congrattilatlons  on  your 
•tand  on  the  proposed  selective  au-vlce  law.  I  consider  your  vote 
In  committee  as  Just  and  courageous  on  this  important  legislation 
and  am  surprised  to  read  there  is  so  much  opposition,  politically 
and  otherwise,  apparently  based  upon  the  idea  of  first  trying  to  get 
enlistments  under  the  volunteer  system. 

As  a  member  of  local  war  board  under  the  selective-service  law 
of  1917-18.  I  found  this  law  worked  both  practically  and  satis- 
factorily The  falmeas  of  registration,  classification,  and  selection 
appealed  to  the  bo3r8  and  we  had  no  complaints  from  them  and  the 
enlistmenu  produced  tlie  least  Interference  with  business  and 
domesuc  life.  It  was  scientific  and  orderly  and  only  those  reg- 
tetrant£  who  were  classified  in  A  1  class  were  subject  to  draft 

On  the  other  hand,  the  practical  workings  of  the  volunteer  svstem 
were  unfair  and  many  boys  were  enlisted  who  would  not  have'  been 
subject  to  the  draft,  as  their  classification  wotild  put  them  in  a  de- 
ferred class.  Many  of  such  boys  were  swept  into  the  ranks  through 
emotional  excitement  and  propaganda  on  the  part  of  the  enlLstlng 
authorities  and  others  Joined  through  an  Idea  of  being  emliarrassed 
by  being  called  a  slacker  If  they  did  not  enlist. 

Tou  have  appropriated  large  sums  of  money  providing  for  war 
equipment  In  the  national  defense,  but  as  is  generally  known,  you 
must  also  have  adequate  seasoned  and  weU-tralned  manpower  to 
use  this  equipment  and  I  am  very  much  in  favor  of  what  is  known 
as  the  selective  service  law  or  conscription. 

I  wish  you  every  success  in  your  stand  In  this  matter. 

With   kind   regards  and  best  wishes  for  your  good   health. 
Sincerely, 

RussxLL  E.  SrwAix. 
Bir.  HOLMAN.    Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  I  shall  quote 
two  paragraphs  from  a  recent  article  by  the  newly  appointed 
Assistant  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Patterson,  to  which  I  sub- 
scribe: 

The  principal  objection  to  voluntary  enlistment,  however,  is  that 
it  is  undemocratic.  In  return  for  equal  rights  and  equal  privileges, 
a  democracy  demands  of  Its  citizens  equal  duties  and  equal  sacri- 
flces.  The  obligation  to  defend  America  falls  with  impartial  Justice 
upon  every  citizen. 

Voluntary  enlistment  places  the  burden  upon  the  patriotic  few. 
Compulsory  military  training  extends  It  to  aU.  It  Is  the  democratic 
way. 

EXECrmVE    SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECrmVE   REPORTS  OF  COMICITTEES 

Mr.  SHEPPARD,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  Brig.  Gen.  Frank 
Thomas  Hines.  Reserve,  for  reappointment  as  brigadier  gen- 
eral. Reserve,  under  the  provisions  of  law. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  from  the  Committee  on  Post  0£Bces  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  svmdry 
postmasters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Smathers  In  the  chair). 
If  there  be  no  further  reports  of  conunittees,  the  clerk  will 
state  the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 


POSTMASTSSS 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations  of 
postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  post- 
masters be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. .  ^ 

Tbat  concludes  the  calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  session,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  xmtil  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  4  o'clock  and  45  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Wednesday. 
August  14,  1940.  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  August  IS 

{leffislative  day  of  August  5),  1940 

Postmasters 

ALASKA 

Alfred  J.  Ghezzl,  Fairbanks. 

ARKANSAS 

Harvey  H.  Fuller,  Eureka  Springs. 

COLORADO 

Mary  M.  Young,  Otis. 

ILLINOIS 

Walter  C.  Vail.  Bushnell. 
Montelle  M.  Boyd,  Capron. 
Earnest  W.  Zoll,  Carlock. 
George  N.  Taylor,  Evanston. 
Kenneth  J.  Masonick.  Lake  Bluff. 
Levi  Mosiman,  Morton. 
Bernard  J.  Hemann.  New  Baden. 
Oscar  L.  Spangler,  Ridge  Farm. 

INDIANA 

Orvllle  Allen  Saunders.  Albany. 
Basil  L.  Ferguson.  Bargersville. 
Pierre  L.  Helms,  Centerville. 

IOWA 

Samuel  J.  Gray,  Blencoe. 
Emmett  S.  Armstrong.  Nevada. 
Anna  Bliem.  Pljmiouth. 
Hattie  Bandy,  Redfleld. 
Kathrjm  P.  Thomas,  Red  Oak. 
Harry  F.  Lewis,  West  Liberty. 

KENTUCKY 

Mayme  D.  Cogar,  Midway. 

MARTLAND 

Neal  A.  Sibley,  Baltimore. 

NORTH   CAROLINA 

Millard  F.  Baumgarner.  Wilkesboro. 
William  F.  Van  Hoy.  Yadkinville. 

OKLAHOMA 


Faye  L.  Rlgney,  Depew. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Goldie  E.  Carnell,  Dott. 

Rachael  M.  Montanye,  Huntingdon  Valley. 

John  A.  J.  Fischer,  Mlquon. 

Charles  P.  McCartney,  Reedsville. 

Harry  B.  Wallace.  Spartansburg. 

Reese  S.  Poflfenbarger,  West  Fairvlew. 

Joseph  Caesar,  Woodville. 

SOTTTH   CAROLINA 

Joseph  G.  Holland,  Edgefield. 
Waddy  J.  Hill,  Fountain  Inn. 
George  K.  Dominick.  Newberry. 
Adoniram  J.  Nicholson,  Saluda. 
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^         HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  August  13,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp.  D.  D.,  pastor  of  Gunton  Temple 
Memorial  Presbyterian  Church,  Washington.  D.  C,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  God.  grant  that  during  this  day  we  may  be  con- 
scious of  being  engaged  in  the  business  of  the  King  of  Kings 
and  reel  that  it  is  of  imperial  and  eternal  concern. 

In  the  discharge  of  all  our  duties  may  we  have  fortitude 
and  faith.  May  we  hallow  Thy  name  in  high  ideals  and 
heroic  endeavors  after  righteousness.  Sustain  us  in  loyalty 
to  every  lofty  vision. 

We  pray  that  we  may  be  of  that  company  of  brave  and 
noble  souls  who  are  seeking  to  minister  to  those  for  whom  life 
is  hard.  Enrich  our  minds  and  hearts  with  compassion  and 
good  will.  Show  us  how  we  may  set  men  free  from  those 
burdens  which  lie  so  heavily  upon  our  humanity  in  these 
strange  and  troubled  times. 

To  Thy  name  shall  be  all  the  praise.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

EXTENSION   OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  a  short  article  by  Rev.  Roy  Early  on  the  Sources  of 
Our  Religious  Liberty. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mt.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  aiik  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  by  including  a  speech 
I  delivered  at  the  convention  of  the  Affiliated  Young  Demo- 
crats of  New  York. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  article  by  Col.  Ashby  Williams,  a  meml)er  of  the  bar  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  on  the  subject  Outline  for  Discus- 
sion of  the  True  Nature  of  the  Process  Going  on  in  Europe  and 
Asia,  and  the  Relationship  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  To- 
ward It, 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.     Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 

to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 

two  short  editorials  from  the  Big  Timber  Roneer  of  Montana. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 

gentleman  from  Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  an 
editorial  in  tribute  to  the  service  of  Vice  President  Garner. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
copy  of  a  telegram. 

V  The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PIERCE.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
an  address  that  I  wrote  myself,  read  before  a  Democratic 
picnic  on  August  4  by  my  friend  C.  J.  Shorb. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon?  i 

There  was  no  objecUon. 


Mr,  LUDLOW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  brief  news  release  from  the  War  Department. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FULMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
short  letter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  short  telegram. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  always  had  great  confi- 
dence in  the  final  judgment  of  the  people.  I  have  contended 
on  numerous  occasions  on  the  floor  of  this  House  that  the 
youth  of  the  country  was  being  misled  by  the  leadership  that 
was  provided  for  them.  I  have  always  contended  that  young 
people  who  could  see  dignity  in  labor  still  had  an  opportunity 
in  America,  but  the  leadership  of  various  youth  groups  and 
the  material  supplied  them  was  contending  differently. 

New.  to  my  complete  satlsfacUon.  the  American  Youth 
Commission,  a  private  research  organization,  gives  the  Asso- 
ciated Press  a  statement  declaring  that  unemployment  is 
higher  among  youths  than  among  any  other  group.  The 
Commission  finds  that  these  young  people  have  been  led  by 
their  leaders  and  their  studies  to  believe  that  the  only  careers 
for  youth  lies  in  "white  collar"  jobs. 

The  report  makes  It  clear  that  the  hopes  fostered  by  the 
present  educational  system  have  been  most  disappointing. 
and  they  call  for  radical  changes  and  more  honest  leadership. 
They  declare,  as  many  of  us  hav«  always  known,  that  labor  Is 
the  lot  of  men  and  that  the  solution  to  many  of  our  problems 
will  be  found  in  the  return  to  the  early  educational  laws  of  the 
American  Colonies,  which  provided  that  the  parents  should 
give  their  children  training  in  some  useful  occupation  I 
rejoice  in  the  thought  that  we  are  going  to  have  new  leader- 
ship in  the  Government  and  it  will  not  be  long  until  back  to 
work  we  go.     [Applause.] 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  an  article  by  Pierre  Gaxotte  dated  April  26.  1939, 
regarding  a  decree  of  the  French  Government 

TTie  SPEAKER.  Is  Uiere  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the  subject.  An 
Appraisal  of  Wendell  Willkie. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 
There  was  no  objection. 

INDUSTRY  MUST  TAKE  CHARGE 

Mr  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  in  the 

xiECORD. 

TTie  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  "Industry  must  take  charge."  says  A.  D.  White- 
side, president  of  Dun  L  Bradstreet: 

nscaie  capital.    Industry  can  stand  up  about  10  years  before  becom- 
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liig  engulf«l  by  Inflation.  It  Is  up  to  Industry  Itself  to  take  charge 
of  the  situation,  since  the  Government's  program  has  been  ac- 
cepted by  the  country  and  even  a  change  In  administration  would 
not  halt  the  forces  that  have  been  set  in  motion. 

I  want  to  say  here  that  we  are  going  to  have  an  election  in 
November.  Industry  is  not  going  to  have  to  take  charge,  be- 
cause we  are  going  to  elect  a  President  in  November,  Wendell 
Willkie.  who  is  going  to  see  that  industry  and  agriculture  in 
this  coimtry  gives  employment  to  the  9,000,000  unemployed 
which  this  admmistraUon  for  the  last  10  years  has  tried  to  put 
back  to  work  unsuccessfully.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  we 
have  more  and  more  unemployment  all  the  time  tmder  the 
New  Deal.  We  have  more  distress,  more  deficit,  more  regi- 
mentation—American liberty  is  fast  getting  away.  Let  us 
preserve  America  and  her  liberties.  When  we  inaugurate 
_  Wendell  Willkie  as  President  he  will  provide  such  encourage- 
ment to  the  American  people  that  industry  and  agriculture 
will  thrive,  the  American  people  will  go  back  to  work  in  indus- 
try and  agriculture  and  then  we  will  have  happy  and  con- 
tented citizens  in  this  country  and  they  will  not  have  to  ask 
for  relief  from  any  New  Deal  any  longer.  What  a  great  need 
for  an  American  at  this  time,  [Applause.] 
IHere  the  gavel  fell.J 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  Bender  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

HEGtJLATlON  OF  INVESTMENT  COMPANIES  AND  INVESTMENT  ADVISERS 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  authority  of  the 
Ccmmittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  desk  the  bill  (H.  R. 
10065)  to  provide  for  the  registration  and  regulation  of  in- 
vestment companies  and  investment  advisers,  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  a  Senate  amendment,  and  agree  to  the  Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Utle  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Page  182,  after  line  13,  Insert: 

"rrn-E  m — amendment  or  sBctmmEs  act  or  1933 

"See.  301  Section  8  (a)  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  as  amended. 
tB  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

■'•Sec.  8  (a)  Except  as  hereinafter  provided,  the  effective  date 
of  a  registration  statement  shall  be  the  twentieth  day  after 
the  filing  thereof  or  such  earlier  date  as  the  Commission  may 
determine,  having  due  regard  to  the  adequacy  of  the  Information 
respecting  the  issuer  theretofore  available  to  the  public,  to  the 
facility  with  which  the  nature  of  the  securities  to  be  registered, 
their  relationship  to  the  capital  structure  of  the  issuer  and  the 
rights  of  holders  thereof  can  be  understood,  and  to  the  public 
Interest  and  the  protection  of  Investors.  If  any  amendment  to  any 
auch  statement  is  filed  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  such  state- 
ment, the  registration  statement  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
filed  when  such  amendment  was  filed;  except  that  an  amendment 
filed  with  the  consent  of  the  Commission,  prior  to  the  effective  date 
of  the  registration  statement,  or  filed  pursuant  to  an  order  of  the 
Ccmmission.  shaU  be  treated  as  a  part  of  the  registration  state- 
ment.' " 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  because  of  the  Im- 
portance of  the  amendment  which  was  approved  by  the 
Senate  to  the  investment  trust  bill,  I  want  to  explain  briefly 
what  it  accomplishes. 

The  bill  was  accepted  by  the  Senate  Identically  as  it  passed 
the  House  with  the  exception  of  the  one  amendment  which 
we  have  asked  the  House  to  agree  to. 

In  section  8  (a)  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  there  is  a 
provision  that  all  registrations  shall  wait  a  iperiod  of  20  days 
before  becoming  effective.  There  has  been  considerable  dis- 
cussion of  this  provision.  The  Commission,  with  the  joint 
help  of  the  industry — and  when  I  say  industry  I  mean  the 
National  Association  of  Securities  Dealers  and  the  Invest- 
ment Bankers  Association  of  America — have  all  got  together 
and  recommended  a  relaxation  of  the  rigid  rule  under  which 
the  Commission  is  now  required  to  function,  so  that  in  the 
future  registrations,  if  the  Commission  so  decides,  may  be- 
come effective  in  less  than  the  20-day  period  now  called  for 
under  the  law. 
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I  am  sure  most  of  the  Members  of  the  House  who  are  inter- 
ested in  this  subject  are  familial-  with  section  8(a).  which  we 
are  now  amending.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  insert  at  this  point  a  letter  dated  August  1.  1940.  addressed 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  and  signed  by  the  Acting  Chairman  of  the  Securi- 
ties and  Exchange  Commission,  Judge  Healy.  Mr.  Francis  A. 
Bonner,  chairman  of  the  National  Association  of  Securities 
Dealers.  Inc..  and  Fmmett  F.  Connely,  president  of  the  In- 
vestment Bankers  Association  of  America,  setting  forth  their 
approval  and  advocacy  of  the  amendment  now  before  us;  and 
also  a  letter  from  the  Commission  dated  August  7,  1940.  ad- 
dressed to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  of  the  House,  approving  the  bill  H.  R. 
10276,  a  bill  introduced  by  Chairman  Lea.  which  is  identical 
in  language  with  the  amendment  approved  by  the  Senate  to 
H  R.  10065.  I  ask  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Speaker,  to  insert 
these  letters  at  this  point. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  oWection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  letters  referred  to  follow: 

SECmUTIES   AND   EXCHANGE    COMMISSION. 

„  Washington,  August  1.  1940. 

The  Honorable  Clarence  P.  Lea, 

Chairman.  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 
House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Lea:  The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission.  In  con- 
Jimctlon  with  representatives  of  the  National  Association  of  Secu- 
rities Dealers,  Inc..  and  the  Investment  Bankers  Association,  sug- 
gests the  enclosed  modification  of  section  8  (a)  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933.  as  amended,  for  the  consideration  of  the  Congress 
and  respectfidly  urges  that  It  may  be  enrcted  at  the  present 
f  ess  ion. 

The  Commission  and  the  representatives  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc..  and  the  Investment  Bankers 
Association  wish  to  make  it  clear  to  the  Members  of  the  Congress 
that  this  proposal  is  experimental.  They  have  already  agreed  to 
present  to  Congress  In  January  their  joint  and  several  views  as  to 
modifications  of  this  statute,  based  on  study  and  conferences  to  be 
conducted  in  the  meantime.  They  all.  therefore,  expressly  wish  to 
reserve  the  right  to  make,  at  that  time,  any  further  suggestions  for 
the  modification  of  section  8  (a)  which  they  may  believe  to  be 
desirable. 

The  representatives  of  the  National  Association  of  Securities  Deal- 
ers and  the  Investment  Bankers  Association  express  the  view  that 
the  proposed  amendment  should  be  helpful,  although  not  a  com- 
plete solution  of  the  problem.  They,  therefore.  Intend  In  January 
to  make  suggestions  for  further  changes  in  this  section  as  well  as 
In  other  sections  of  the  act,  but  In  order  to  make  it  possible  to 
shorten  the  time  in  which  securities  may  be  registered  and  offered, 
they  Join  in  the  request  that  this  single  amendment  be  enacted 
into  law  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  during  the  present  session 
of  Congress. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Robert  E.  Healt. 
Acting  Chairman,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 

Francis   A.   Bonner, 
Chairman,  National  Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc. 

ElMMETT       F.       CONNELT, 

President,  Investment  Bankers  Association  of  America. 


SBcuRrriES  and  Exchange  Commission, 

Washington,  August  7,  1940. 
Hon.  Clarence  F.  Lea, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce, 
Room  1334.  House  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Lea:  I  have  your  letter  of  August  2.  1940. 
enclosing  a  copy  of  H.  R.  10276.  a  bill  to  amend  section  8  (a)  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933. 

In  replying  to  the  request  of  your  committee  for  comment  thereon. 
I  should  like  first  to  refer  to  the  Joint  statement  of  the  Commission, 
the  National  Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc..  and  the  Invest- 
ment Bankers  Association.  That  statement  urged  the  enactment 
of  the  provisions  embodied  in  H.  R.  10276  as  an  immediate  amend- 
ment, subject  to  review  during  the  forthcoming  discussions  of 
further  amendments  to  the  Securities  Act  which  are  to  take  place 
prior  to  the  next  Congress.  As  you  will  remember,  a  copy  of  this 
statement  was  forwarded  to  you  under  date  of  August  1.  1940. 

In  the  course  of  its  administration  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 
the  Commission  believes  that  In  many,  although  not  aU,  cases  It 
can  adequately  examine  registration  statements  in  substantially 
less  than  20  days,  which,  imder  section  8  (a)  as  It  now  stands,  must 
elapse  before  a  registration  statement  can  become  effective.  In 
the  case  of  certain  registrants  there  would  normally  seem  to  lae  little 
risk  to  the  investing  public  if  their  registration  statements  were 
to  become  effective  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  present  statutory 
waiting  period.  The  bill  Is  so  phrased  as  to  assure  that  the  Ccnn- 
mission's  power  to  accelerate  registration  statements  tiled  by  •uoh 
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registrant*  may  not  be  exercised  except  where  adeqiiate  protection 
Is  afforded  to  the  investing  public. 

It  was  on  this  basis  that  we  reached  the  conclxoslon  set  forth  In 
the  Joint  sutement  referred  to  above  that  the  amendment  embodied 
In  H.  R.  10276  should,  if  possible,  be  enacted  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress. 

If  there  Is  any  other  way  In  which  the  Commission  can  be  of 
assistance  to  your  committee,  I  hope  that  you  will  not  hesitate  to 
call  upon  us. 

Sincerely  yours, 

JnoMz  N.  Fraioc,  ChaiTman. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Speaker.  wUl  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey,  whose  splendid  work  as  a  member  of  this  sub- 
committee is  so  generally  recognized. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  I  have  asked  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland  I  Mr.  Cole]  to  yield  in  order  that  I 
may  emphasize  the  fact  that  this  proposed  amendment  to  the 
bill.  wh;ch  we  passed  a  few  days  ago.  has  been  recommended 
and  agreed  to  by  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
and  by  the  representatives  of  the  National  Association  of 
Securities  Dealers,  Inc.,  and  the  Investment  Bankers  Associa- 
tion of  America. 

This  agreement  between  the  regulatory  body  and  those  to 
be  regulated,  arising  from  a  cooperative  effort  to  provide  a 
workable  act,  again  emphasizes  the  importance  of  the  work 
done  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Cole]  in  bring- 
ing together  representatives  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  and  the  investment  industry  in  order  that  a 
better  understanding  might  exist.  The  result  is  better  legis- 
lation. This  proposed  amendment  which  has  been  agreed 
upon  by  all  interested  parties  is  additional  evidence  of  the 
good  that  can  be  accomplished  by  such  a  course.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland  [Mr.  Cole]  deserves  great  credit  for 
his  accomplishment  in  this  respect.  It  would  be  helpful 
if  this  course  was  followed  by  other  Government  regulatory 
bodies.  In  this  connection  may  I  make  reference  to  an 
editorial  which  appears  today  in  the  New  York  Herald 
^Tribune,  entitled  "Attacking  Another  Bottleneck."  It  reads 
as  follows: 

ATTACKING    ANOTHER    EOTTLENECK 

When  the  Senate  voted  favorably  at  the  end  of  last  week  on  the 
Wagner  bill  for  the  regulation  of  the  investment-trust  Industry  It 
simultaneously  approved  a  rider  to  that  measure  modifying  the 
must-discussed  20-day  clau.se  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  Since  the 
N  trust  bill  Itself  has  already  been  passed  upon  by  the  House  all  that 
is  now  required  l.s  the  latter's  approval  of  the  rider,  and  no  difficulty 
seems  to  be  looked  for  on  this  score.  It  seems  probable,  therefore 
that  both  the  bill  and  the  rider  will  become  law  within  the  next 
few  days 

Sometime  ago.  In  referring  to  the  manner  in  which  the  invest- 
ment-trust bin  has  been  woiked  out,  we  spoke  of  It  as  an  example 
of  what^ould  be  accomplished  when  representatives  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  business  sat  down  together  and  approached  a  problem 
m  a  spirit  of  reasonableness  and  fuU  recognition  of  the  public  Inter- 
est.  This  measure  still  stands  as  perhaps  the  high  point  of  such 
cooperation  between  Washington,  the  regulator,  and  Wall  Street 
the  regulated.  But  to  a  considerable  degree  what  is  true  of  the' 
trust  bill  Itself  In  this  respect  Is  also  true  of  the  proposal  which  it 
now  carries  for  relaxing  the  terms  of  the  20-day  clause  In  nearly 
every  biU  of  particulars  that  has  been  filed  by  its  critics  against 
the  Securities  Act  this  clause  has  Invariably  stood  at,  or  very  near 
the  top.  ^  ' 

The  20-day  clause  Is  the  secUon  of  the  Securities  Act  which  pro- 
vided that  there  must  be  a  waiting  period  of  that  duration  between 
the  Ume  a  company  flies  Its  statement  registering  a  new  security 
Issue  with  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  and  the  effec- 
tive date  when  the  Issue  may  be  offered  for  public  sale.  The  prin- 
cipal purpose  of  this  provision  of  the  law  was  to  give  the  public  an 
opportimlty  to  familiarize  Itself  with  the  material  in  the  registra- 
tion statement.  But  although  an  underwriter  Is  permitted  to  give 
out  Information  concerning  a  registered  security  during^  this  so- 
called  Incubation  period,  the  danger  that  providing  such  infor- 
mation might  be  legally  construed  as  an  attempt  to  sell  has  tended 
to  dlscovirage  such  acUvlties.     Thus,  to  a  very  considerable  degree 

the  law  has  tended  to  defeat  its  own  ends.    At  the  same  time 

what  Is  more  Important  from  the  bankers'  point  of  view — It  has 
added  a  very  formidable  hazard  to  the  underwriting  and  distribut- 
ing, as  well  as  the  Issuing,  of  securities. 

The  legislation  Just  approved  does  not  repeal  the  ao-day  clause, 
but  it  does  make  It  decidedly  more  flexible.  It  says  that  the  effec- 
tive date  in  the  future  shall  be  the  twentieth  day.  "or  such  earlier 
date. as  the  Commission  may  determine."  In  waiving  or  reducing 
the  period  the  Commission  must  ttrst  give  consideration  to  the 
adequacy  oi  Information  concerning  the  issues  already  available, 
the  natxire  of  the  security  and  its  relaUon  to  the  capital  structure! 


imd  "the  public  Interest  generaUy."  It  Is  true  that  the  measure 
adds  new  discretionary  powers  to  the  long  list  already  held  by  the 
Commission,  but  in  the  present  situation  this  is  probably  Inherent 
In  the  nature  of  things.  There  is  no  doubt  that  in  asstiming  these 
new  responsibilities  the  Commission  has  it  in  its  power  to  remove 
one  of  the  most  serious  bottlenecks  In  the  new  Issues  market  and 
thtis,  in  turn,  in  the  Nation's  defense  program. 

The  editorial  which  I  have  Just  read  indicates  clearly 
there  is  substantial  reason  fdr  the  adoption  of  this  amend- 
ment, and  I  trust  it  will  have  the  support  of  the  House. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  read  this  morn- 
ing the  editorial  to  which  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
refers  and  has  partly  read,  from  the  New  York  Tribune  of 
this  morning,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gen- 
tleman may  insert  the  whole  editorial  instead  of  Just  the 
part  he  read,  because  coming  from  the  New  York  Tribune 
it  is  doubly  complimentary  to  this  great  agency  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  recollect  that  this  provision  that  we 
are  aiming  to  repeal  or  modify  was  inserted  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  investors,  because  in  the  years  before  the 
stock  exchanges  were  extremely  reckless  and  would  permit 
the  listing  of  almost  any  kind  of  stock.  The  investors  had 
no  protection,  had  no  knowledge  or  information  whether 
the  securities  that  were  listed  and  unloaded  on  the  public 
were  sound  and  safe.  I  recall  that  the  Majority  Leader  as 
well  as  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  and  other  members 
of  the  committee  thought  that  that  protection  was  due 
to  the  American  investors.  Nevertheless,  I  realize  that  the 
invesment  bankers  and  others  have  been  complaining  that 
this  would  delay  their  putting  on  the  market  their  new  se- 
curities. I  am  indeed  gratified  to  leam  that  the  outstanding 
Republican  newspapers  today  give  the  Democratic  Party 
credit  for  real  constructive  legislation,  and  that  we  are 
willing  and  ready  to  do  anything  and  everything  to  appease 
the  objectors;  I  trust,  however,  that  this  will  not  be  abused 
on  the  part  of  the  stock  exchanges,  nor  by  the  investment 
bankers,  because  if  It  is  abused  I  serve  notice  now  that  I 
shall  start  again  to  demand  still  stricter  restrictions  than 
we  have  today. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  the  gentle- 
man will  find  that  all  of  the  safeguards  in  which  he  is  inter- 
ested are  still  retained  in  this  biU. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.    Yes. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  no  clause  in  the 
Securities  Act,  as  Members  of  the  House  who  were  here  at 
the  time  it  was  passed  wiU  recall,  that  caused  more  contro- 
versy than  this  one  thing  and  there  was  no  abuse  in  the 
country  that  was  more  necessary  to  correct  than  that  which 
we  sought  to  correct  by  this  20-day  clause.  And  may  I  say 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  that  this  Is  not  a  repeal  of  the 
20-day  clause.  That  clause  remains  in  the  statute.  This 
simply  gives  the  Commission  authority  to  relax  the  20-day 
clause  if.  under  the  circumstances,  they  think  it  wise  and 
In  the  public  Interest  to  do  so.  I  am  certain  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  would  not  at 
this  time  recommend  the  repeal  in  toto  of  the  clause  but 
they  are  acting  in  this  capacity  simply  to  give  the  Commission 
authority  to  relax  the  rigidity  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  genUeman  Is 
correct. 

Mr.  SABATH.  This  gives  the  Commission  that  power  and 
naturally  they  will  use  the  power  whenever  they  feel' that 
conditions  warrant  it,  and  I  hope  it  will  not  be  abused  by 
the  Commission.  I  have  the  utmost  confidence  In  the  Com- 
mission today. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous 
question. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  i£  on  agreeing  to  the  Senate 
amendment. 
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The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to.  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  it  was  agreed  to  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

PROVIDING   HOMESTEADS  POR  ACTUAL   FARIC  FAMILIES 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  House  Resolution 
406,  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  406 

Resolved.  That  immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution 
It  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  Hotise  resolve  Itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for 
consideration  of  H.  R.  8157.  a  bUl  to  establish  a  national  land 
policy,  and  to  provide  homesteads  free  of  debt  for  actual  farm 
families.  That  after  general  debate,  which  ehall  be  confined  to 
the  biU  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  4  hours,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands,  the  bill  shall  be  read 
for  amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  nile.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 
report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have 
been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  blU  and  amendments  thereto  to  flnal  passage  with- 
out intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to  recommit  with  or 
without  Instruction!. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  the 
point  of  order  that  there  is  no  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  makes 
the  point  of  order  that  there  is  no  quorum  present.  Evidently 
there  is  no  quorum  present. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members 
failed  to  answer  to  their  names: 


Shanley 

8hepp.ird 

Sheridan 

Smith,  m. 

Smith,  W.  Va. 

Snyder 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

Sparkman 

Starnes.  Ala. 

SteaRaU 

Sullivan 

Terry 

Thomas.  N.  J. 

Tolan 

Vreeland 

Wallgren 

Warren 

Welch 

Wheat 

White.  Idaho 

White.  Ohio 

Wood 

Woodruff.  Mich. 

Woodrum,  Va. 


The  SPEAKER.     Three  hundred  and  twenty-eight  Mem- 
bers have  answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 
Further  proceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed  with. 

AUTHORIZING  THE  PRESIDENT  TO  ORDER  MEMBERS  AND  UNITS  OP 
RESERVE  COMPONENTS  AND  RETIRED  PERSONNEL  OF  THE  REGULAR 
ARMY  INTO  ACTIVE  MILITARY  SERVICE 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  sub- 
mitted the  following  privileged  report  'Rept.  No.  2848,  H. 
Res.  567),  which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and 
ordered  printed: 

House  Resolution  567  ' 

Resolred,  That  Immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution 
It  shall  be  In  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  286.  a  Joint  resolution  to 
st-engthen  the  common  defense  and  to  authorize  the  President  to 
order  members  and  units  of  Reserve  components  and  retired  per- 
sonnel of  the  Regular  Army  Into  active  military  service.  That  after 
general  debate  which  shall  be  conflned  to  the  Joint  resolution  and 
shall  continue  not  to  exceed  4  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  con- 
trolled by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  the  joint  resolution  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
reading  of  the  Joint  resolution  for  amendment,  the  committee  shall 
rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as 
may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  consid- 
ered as  ordered  on  the  joint  resolution  and  amendments  thereto  to 
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final  passage  without  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit,  with  or  without  Instructions. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  regarding  the  so-called  con- 
-cription  bill,  and  to  insert  some  letters  from  constituents. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Mlsslsslppf  [Mr. 
CoLMER]  is  recognized. 

NATIONAL  LAND  POLICY 

Mr.  COLMER.'  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Allen]. 

I  now  jrield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Coxl. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  pending  resolution  proposes 
to  make  in  order  H.  R.  8157,  which  is  known  as  the  Peterson 
homestead  bill. 

This  bill  is  what  has  evolved  out  of  the  discussion  that  has 
been  running  along  from  time  to  time  in  this  House  for  some 
number  of  years  now  on  the  original  Peterson  bill.  The 
measure  which  it  is  proposed  by  this  rule  to  make  in  order  is, 
in  my  judgment,  very  much  of  an  improvement  on  the  original 
bill,  and  certainly  merits  serious  consideration  by  the  mem- 
bership of  this  body. 

I  want  to  say  to  you,  however,  that  I  fear  the  rule  is  going  to 
be  rejected.  I  hope  that  it  is  not.  I  hope  the  membership 
sees  fit  to  adopt  the  rule  and  let  the  bill  be  debated,  because 
I  would  like  for  you  to  have  the  benefit  of  the  statement 
which  my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Peter- 
son], is  prepared  to  make.  He  has  probably  given  more  study 
to  this  particular  subject,  and  I  think  probably  knows  more 
about  it.  than  any  other  Member  of  this  body.  By  that  I  do 
not  mean  to  detract  in  the  slightest  from  the  very  great  ability 
of  the  chairman  of  your  Committee  on  Agriculture  or  any 
other  member  of  that  committee.  I  think  it  is  one  of  the 
finest  committees  of  the  House. 

TTie  Committee  on  Agriculture  Is  probably  against  this 
bill.  It  may  he  that  the  committee  has  not  been  able  to  see 
the  merits  of  the  proposal.  Maybe  it  feels  that  it  stands  in 
the  way  of  a  measure  that  they  are  advocating,  whfch  has  been 
heard  by  the  Rules  Committee  on  an  application  for  a  rule. 
Just  why  the  committee  is  against  it  I  do  not  know.  It  may 
be  that  on  the  application  for  a  rule  on  the  Peterson  bill 
things  were  said  that  gave  oflfense.  I  hope  not.  The  bill  of 
the  Agriculture  Committee  proposes  to  amend  the  Farm  Se- 
curity Act.  They  have  been  waiting  patiently  for  action  on 
the  part  of  the  Rules  Committee  for  some  time.  Possibly  they 
have  become  discouraged.  I  hope  not,  because  it  is  my  be- 
lief that  that  committee  will  give  them  a  rule.  While  I  have 
not  canvassed  the  committee,  I  have  that  feeling  and  that  it 
will  do  so  at  an  early  moment. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 
Mr.  COX.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Is  the  bill  Just  referred  to 
the  one  that  expands  a  considerable  amount  the  activity 
under  the  Bankhead- Jones  Act? 

Mr.  COX.  Yes;  and  somewhat  modifies  the  law.  I  think 
the  bill  that  the  committee  is  pressing  is  very  much  of  an 
improvement  ujaon  existing  law. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  COX.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  have  a  great  deal  of  confidence  in 
the  Judgment  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia.  I  am  sure  he 
has  given  this  bill  a  considerable  amount  of  study.  Is  he 
advocating  the  passage  of  this  particular  measure  at  the 
present  time? 

Mr.  COX.  I  think  the  bill,  amended  in  some  respects,  as  I 
am  assured  the  author  of  the  bill  is  prepared  to  advocate.  If 
enacted  into  law.  could  be  made  to  work  with  a  great  degree 
of  satisfaction  to  those  who  may  be  expected  to  benefit  under 
the  measure.    I  grant  you  that  it  is  somewhat  of  an  ambitious 
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proposal.  3ret  not  nearly  so  much  so  as  was  the  original  bill. 
It  is  sound.  It  certainly  does  not  involve  the  slightest  loss  to 
the  Government;  that  is,  if  administered  with  discretion;  and, 
of  course,  the  Appropriations  Committee,  after  all.  has  a  check 
on  it,  and  no  money  can  be  used  except  that  which  is  appro- 
priated, and  I  think  we  could  confidently  expect  that  com- 
mittee to  exercise  sound  judgment  in  the  setting  up  of  the 
funds  to  be  used  in  the  carrying  on  of  the  proposed  activity. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  10  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  August  H.  Andresen]. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  unfor- 
tunate that  a  measure  of  this  magnitude  should  come  before 
the  House  without  hearings  and  without  due  consideration. 
The  measure  no  doubt  has  its  merits  and  Is  demanded  by  cer- 
tain Memt)ers  of  Congress  and  possibly  by  certain  individuals 
in  this  country;  but  so  far  I  have  been  unable  to  find  any 
hearing  in  which  even  the  proponent  or  the  author  of  the  bill 
urges  its  passage. 

I  want  to  briefly  explain  just  what  the  bill  attempts  to  do. 
In  the  first  place,  the  bill  provides  for  a  duplication  of  service 
already  engaged  in  l>y  the  United  States  Government.  It 
comes  into  direct  conflict  with  the  Farm  Credit  Adminis- 
tration,  the  Farm  Security  Administration,  and  other  agen- 
cies that  are  now  engaged  in  providing  homes  for  the  farmers 
of  this  country;  to  set  up  a  new  agency  in  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  which  may  cost,  if  administered,  according  to 
the  intent  of  the  author  of  the  bill,  from  flve  to  ten  billion 
dollars. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  yield 
Just  now.  The  gentleman  will  have  time.  The  bill  pro- 
vides  

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  It  provides  e  new  agency  to 
be  set  up  under  the  terms  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  yield. 
The  gentleman  can  explain  that  in  his  own  time. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  gentleman  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  pro- 
vides that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  purchase  any 
piece  of  farm  land  that  has  a  mortgage  on  it,  or  that  has 
had  a  mortgage  on  it  since  1920,  if  the  mortgagee  is  still  in 
possession  of  the  title  of  that  land.  I  have  not  made  any 
calculation  as  to  the  amount  it  would  take  to  buy  all  the 
farm  lands  that  have  been  mortgaged  or  foreclosed  on  since 
1920,  but,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  it  would  run  close  to 
$10,000,000,000  or  more. 

It  may  seem  to  some  as  it  does  to  me  that  it  is  a  measure 
particularly  designed  to  permit  holders  of  foreclosed  proper- 
ties or  mortgages  to  unload  them  on  the  Federal  Government, 
because  it  does  give  every  holder  of  a  mortgage  the  oppor- 
tunity to  sell  that  mortgage  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
So  when  it  Is  said  that  the  administration  of  this  bill  will  not 
cost  the  Government  anything,  such  statement  is  wholly  erro- 
neous, for  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  will  not  be  able  to 
function  unless  he  carries  out  the  intent  of  the  bill,  and  in 
order  to  do  this  he  must  have  money  from  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States. 

The  Federal  Government  is  now  engaged  in  lending  money 
to  farmers.  The  Farm  Credit  Administration  has  lent  money 
to  more  than  600.000  farm-land  borrowers.  At  the  present 
time  180,000  of  these  600.000  are  delinquent  in  the  payment 
of  principal  and  interest  they  owe  the  Farm  Credit  Adminis- 
tration. These  farms  are  all  subject  to  foreclosure. 
--Since  March  4.  1933,  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  has 
foreclosed  on  more  than  84,000  farms,  and  if  they  are  to  exer- 
cise their  duties  under  the  law  as  the  law  now  is  written  they 
must  foreclose  on  all  the  180.000  fanners  who  owe  money  to 
the  United  States  and  are  delmquent. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man srield?  • 
Mr,  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.    I  cannot  yield. 
Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia,    Does  not  this  bill 


Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  am  sorry,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
cannot  yield. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The  reason  the  Federal 
Government  has  foreclosed  on  nearly  85,000  farms  and  taken 
them  away  from  the  farm  owners  is  due  to  the  fact  that  no 
system  or  policy  has  been  provided  whereby  the  farmers  can 
get  a  decent  income  for  the  things  they  have  to  sell.  In.suf- 
flcient  inccme  has  placed  the  indebted  farmers  in  a  position 
so  that  they  cannot  meet  their  obbgations  either  to  the  Fed- 
eral Government  or  to  private  parties.  The  mortgages  have 
therefore  become  delinquent.  While  this  bill  seeks  to  remedy 
that  situation  I  cannot  see  that  it  will  do  so  because  the 
farmer  who  secures  a  farm  under  this  bill  is  obligated  to 
repay  that  mortgage  in  40  annual  i>ayments  with  about  the 
same  rate  of  interest  that  the  farmers  are  now  paying  on 
their  Federal-landbank  mortgages.  The  bill  states  that  the 
farmers  shall  pay  the  rate  of  interest  that  the  Government 
must  pay  when  it  secures  the  money.  If  a  fanner  is  unable 
to  meet  his  obligation  to  the  Federal  Government  under  a 
mortgage  to  the  Federal  land  bank,  how  in  the  name  of  com- 
mon sense  can  he  meet  a  mortgage  obligation  under  the 
set-up  provided  in  this  bill  which  requires  the  payment  at 
about  the  same  rate  of  interest  and  installment  payments  on 
the  principal  similar  to  that  required  by  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration. 

What  we  must  do  now  if  we  are  to  make  farm  owners  out 
of  farm  tenants  is  to  provide  legislative  policies  that  will  give 
farmers  an  income  so  they  can  meet  their  obligations  and 
still  live  as  American  citizens  rather  than  continue  a  policy 
of  low  incomes  which  will  eventually  mean  the  destruction  of 
our  entire  system.     1  Applause.  1 

A  lot  of  people  who  hold  mortgages  would  like  to  sell  them 
to  Mr.  Ickes:  The  insurance  companies,  the  banks,  and  pri- 
vate individuals.  This  bill  gives  them  an  opportunity  to  un- 
load their  mortgages,  because  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
under  its  provisions  has,direct  authority  to  purchase,  and  is 
directed  to  purchase,  those  mortgages  from  the  holders 
thereof. 

The  bill  does  not  provide  that  he  is  to  buy  this  mortgaged 
land  or  the  mortgages  all  over  the  United  States,  but  he 
can  go  into  one  county  of  one  State  and  spend  every  penny 
of  money  authorized  by  this  bill,  which  is  unlimited,  and  only 
take  care  of  one  particular  section.  I  think  a  bill  of  this 
magnitude  should  have  some  serious  consideration  by  the 
committee  before  it  is  passed  upon  by  Congress. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man jrield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot  yield. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  originally  came  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture.  We  gave  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  a 
hearing.  He  stated  his  case,  but  the  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  felt  that  this  was  not  a  proper  time 
to  enact  legislation  of  this  character  In  view  of  other  laws 
now  upon  the  statute  books  which  seek  to  remedy  the  farm- 
tenant  situation. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  the  gen- 
tleman to  3^eld. 

The  SPEAKER.     The  gentleman  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia proceeded  to  withdraw  his  bill  from  our  committee  and 
reintroduce  it  in  somewhat  different  form  so  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  would  have  jurisdiction  over  it.  There 
should  be  complete  hearings  and  a  full  discussion  of  all  of 
the  provisions  of  this  bill  instead  of  having  to  waste  our  time 
here  today  on  a  measure  as  far-reaching  as  this.  It  occurs 
to  me  that  not  only  may  we  be  doing  the  Treasury  an  in- 
justice to  pass  this  bill  but  also  we  would  be  doing  the  people 
of  the  country  an  injustice,  for  they  will  be  led  to  believe 
that  they  can  get  homestead  farms  under  this  bill,  and  I 
cannot  conceive  that  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  will 
ever  appropriate  any  money  whatsoever  with  as  loose  juris- 
diction as  is  provided  by  the  provisions  of  the  bilL 
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Therefore.  I  recommend  that  the  rule  be  defeated  and  that 
the  bill  go  back  to  the  committee  for  full  and  complete  hear- 
ings, so  that  the  membership  of  the  House  may  at  least  know 
What  the  author  has  in  mmd  and  what  the  proponents  of 
the  legislation  want  the  Federal  Government  to  do  in  con- 
necUon  with  legislation  of  this  character.  The  bill  has  some 
merit,  but  let  us  study  it,  let  us  vote  down  the  rule  so  that 
we  can  give  all  Members  every  opportunity  to  consider  it  in 
detail.    [Applause.! 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Ferguson  1. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr,  Speaker,  undoubtedly  the  author  of 
this  bill  is  sincere  in  his  feeling  that  it  would  accomplish  a 
great  purpose.  In  the  last  6  years  this  administration  has 
embarked  on  what  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  thinks  has 
been  an  intelligent  approach  to  the  farm  problem  and  farm- 
tenancy  problems.  An  effort  has  been  made  to  conserve  our 
natural  resources,  to  conserve  our  soil,  and  to  consider  farm- 
ing as  an  intelligently  long-range  planned  industry. 

If  all  the  financial  impediments  to  the  working  of  this  bill 
could  be  straightened  out.  if  all  the  details  of  administration 
could  be  straightened  out,  I  still  would  oppose  this  measure, 
because  it  accepts  the  philosophy  of  giving  a  man  not  an 
agricultural  unit  on  which  he  can  make  payments,  support 
his  family,  and  educate  his  children,  but  a  certain  definite 
number  of  acres,  from  50  to  160  acres.  Under  the  philosophy 
of  this  bill  if  a  farmer  failed  to  make  it  on  200  acres  and  had 
to  be  foreclosed,  the  200  acres  could  easily  be  divided  into 
50-acre  tracts  and  then  they  could  say  to  the  man.  "You 
could  not  make  it  on  200  acres ;  now  we  ulU  give  you  50  acres 
so  you  can  change  your  standard  of  living  and  barely  eke 
out  an  existence  with  this  patch-farming  system." 

The  whole  western  part  of  the  United  States  is  covered  with 
monuments  to  the  failure  of  the  homestead  system.  One 
himdred  and  sixty  acres  were  granted  because  that  was  a 
definite  number  of  acres,  and  it  would  make  the  land  go 
farther.  The  Kincaid  plan  failed  in  Nebraska  and  left  as  its 
monument  old  windmills,  broken-down  sheds,  old  houses,  and 
broken-hearted  homesteaders  who  had  to  move  off  the  land 
because  they  could  not  possibly  make  a  living  on  160  acres. 
We  have  to  pitch  any  tenant-farm  program  we  have  on  an 
economic  farming  unit,  w^hether  it  be  40  acres  of  irrigated 
land  or  1.000  acres  of  grassland. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr,  FERGUSON.  I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  What  does  the  gentleman 
think  would  happ)en  to  the  Western  States  and  to  their  towns 
and  communities  if  all  the  land  were  to  go  into  the  public 
domain  which  could  not  be  classified  as  suitable  for  farming 
in  tracts  of  160  acres  or  less? 

Mr,  FERGUSON.  That  is  just  the  point  I  am  trying  to 
make,  that  we  are  just  now,  through  the  efforts  of  Govern- 
ment lending  agencies  and  through  the  efforts  of  the  Farm 
Security  Administration,  readjusting  the  mistakes  that  were 
made  under  the  old  homestead  system.  If  we  are  going  to 
give  a  man  a  chance  to  pay  back  the  money  spent  to  buy 
his  farm,  if  we  are  going  to  give  him  a  chance  at  the  same 
time  he  is  paying  back  that  money  to  have  a  decent  house 
to  Uve  in  and  to  educate  his  children,  we  have  to  give  him  a 
business  farm,  a  farm  that  will  support  enough  cattle  or 
raise  enough  wheat  to  allow  him  to  make  the  payments  that 
come  due  year  after  year.  There  are  many  areas  in  the 
West  where  1,000  acres  are  the  minimum  unit  on  which 
a  man  can  make  the  payments  and  support  his  family.  If 
we  follow  this  philosophy  of  patch-farming  in  small  units 
on  which  a  man  could  not  possibly  carry  a  self-supporting 
number  of  milk  cows  and  Uvestock.  we  continue  the  share- 
cropper system,  except  that  the  farmer  gets  all  the  crop. 
We  continue  the  cash-crop  ssrstem  which  has  been  the  real 
cause  of  so  much  distress  in  agriculture. 

Three  years  ago  Congress  passed  the  Bankhead -Jones 
farm -tenant  bill,  and  inaugurated  a  system  of  allowing  the 


prospective  buyer  who  must  be  a  tenant  farmer,  with  the 
advice  and  help  of  a  committee  of  local  farmers,  to  pur- 
chase his  farm  with  the  aid  of  Government  credit  over  a 
40-year  period.  This  system  is  working.  No  Government 
lending  institution  has  an  equal  record  of  repajTnent.  Both 
the  farms  and  tenants  have  l)een  carefully  selected.  As  a 
result,  the  delinquencies  of  payments  as  due  in  the  whole 
United  States  is  less  than  2  percent.  The  main  criticism 
of  the  Bankhead-Jones  farm-tenancy  program  is  the  fact 
that  it  falls  to  reach  a  great  enough  number  of  qualified 
tenants.  The  Committee  on  Agriculture  now  has  before  the 
Rules  Committee  a  bill  to  greatly  extend  and  increase  the 
number  of  farms  that  can  be  purchased.  This  bill  also  ap- 
plies the  F.  H.  A.  system  of  guaranteed  mortgages  to  the 
farm-tenancy  program.  No  longer  will  we  have  to  beg  Con- 
gress each  session  for  an  appropriation  to  carry  out  the 
program.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  working  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  guarantee  the  mortgages  on 
the  farms  purchased  by  tenant  farmers  at  a  rate  of  3  per- 
cent. The  tenant  must  pay  4  percent,  however.  1  percent 
going  to  insurance  against  losses  and  administration.  This 
bill  has  been  painstakingly  and  thoroughly  explained  to  the 
Rules  Committee,  and  I  feel  sure  that  that  committee  will 
grant  a  rule  that  will  allow  the  extension  of  the  present 
Bankhead-Jones  farm-tenancy  program. 

In  the  short  time  allotted  me  I  cannot  go  into  all  the 
"bugs"  in  this  so-called  Peterson  bill  before  us  now.  nor  all 
the  merits  of  S.  1836,  which  has  passed  the  Senate  and  is 
now  before  the  Rules  Committee,  a  bill  to  extend  the 
operations  of  the  Bankhead-Jones  Act.  I  merely  want  to 
impress  on  the  House  we  have  an  organization  set  up  in 
every  county,  now  functioning,  now  working  well,  to  meet 
the  farm-tenancy  program.  We  also  have  this  bill  to  ex- 
tend its  operations  because  3  years  have  proven  that  it 
should  be  extended.  I  believe  in  our  present  system  and.  as 
I  stated  in  the  beginning  of  my  remarks,  if  we  had  no  pro- 
gram I  would  have  to  reproach  this  legislation  because  of 
the  underlying  philosophy  that  refuses  to  recognize  the  right 
of  the  farmer  to  buy  a  farm  on  which  he  can  make  a  living, 
pay  for  the  farm,  and  support  his  family  with  a  decent 
Standard  of  living. 

With  this  in  view,  I  advocate  voting  down  this  rule. 
[Applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Washington  [Mr.  Hnxl. 

Mr.  HILL,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  some  who  complain 
that  this  bill  has  not  been  referred  to  the  right  committee. 
It  was  referred  by  the  Speaker  to  our  Committee  on  Public 
Lands.  The  Committee  on  Rules  has  O.  K.'d  that  by  giving 
us  a  rule  to  bring  the  bill  before  the  House,  so  it  seems  to 
me  there  is  no  question  that  the  bill  was  referred  to  the 
right  committee. 

Two  years  ago  we  in  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  iman- 
imously  passed  a  similar  bill,  and  it  was  discussed  fairly  and 
freely.  We  unanimously  passed  this  bill  some  weeks  ago.  I 
am  free  to  say  here  that  I  believe  most  of  us  who  are  on 
that  committee  come  from  agricultural  districts.  We  believe 
that  we  understand  what  farming,  what  agriculture  needs. 
We  believe  we  understand  what  the  farmers  in  our  districts 
want.  Possibly  I  should  not  say  this  on  the  floor  of  the  House, 
but  I  know  that  a  great  many  of  the  farmers  in  my  district 
are  not  satisfied  with  the  agricultural  program  that  is  being 
carried  on.  The  Agricultural  Committee  has  for  years,  I  may 
say,  had  before  it  the  cost  of  production  bill  but  it  has  refused 
to  bring  it  out  on  the  floor  of  tlje  House  for  consideration  so 
that  a  record  vote  could  be  taken  on  that  question.  Now  they 
come  before  us  and  say  they  are  concerned  about  agriculture, 
that  they  are  the  friends  of  the  farmer.  The  two  gentlemen 
preceding  me  are  going  to  vote  against  this  rule  which  gives 
us  a  chance  to  discuss  this  agricultural  bill,  yet  they  say  they 
are  in  favor  of  agricultufe. 

What  is  the  issue  here  kt  this  moment?  There  is  only  one 
issue  on  this  rule  and  that  is,  are  you  going  to  give  us  a 
chance  to  present  arguments  for  this  bill  for  4  hours?    Will 
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you  meet  us  on  that  question?  Will  you  meet  us  on  that 
issue  or  are  you  afraid  to  give  us  4  hours  and  hear  us?  If 
you  are  friends  of  the  farmers,  as  you  claim  you  are,  and  if 
you  are  in  favor  of  agriculture,  all  that  we  ask  is  that  you 
give  us  these  4  hours  to  present  our  side,  and  if  you  have 
arguments  to  show  the  fallacy,  as  you  say,  of  this  bill,  here 
is  your  chance,  but  do  not  deny  us  an  opportunity  to  present 
our  side  of  It. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia*  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    Yes. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ge<K^ia.  Under  the  proposed  rule  can 
this  bill  be  amended? 

Mr.  HILL.    As  I  understand  it,  yes.   Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.    Absolutely. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  There  has  been  some  complaint  here 
to  the  effect  that  your  committee  did  not  hold  hearings  on 
this  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.  We  had  full  discussion  in  the  committee  and 
invited  witnesses. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Did  the  Department  of  Agricultxire 
and  other  departments  of  the  Government  appear  before  the 
committee? 

Mr.  HILL.  The  Department  of  the  Interior  sent  up  its 
report. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  And  did  the  various  other  organiza- 
tions have  a  chance  to  be  heard? 

Mr.  HILL.  They  had  the  opportvmity.  Whether  they  came 
up  or  not  is  immaterial.  All  that  we  ask  of  the  Members  of 
this  House  is  an  opportunity  to  present  our  side  and  have  you 
refute  our  arguments  if  you  want  to  or  if  you  can,  and  that  is 
the  entire  issue  here. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  would  also  like  to  know  if  the 
committee  gave  the  farm  people  a  chance  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  HILL.    Yes;  had  they  so  desired. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man 3riekl? 

Mr.  HILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The  gentleman  said  that  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  sent  up  a  report  on  the  bill.  What 
was  their  recommendation? 

Mr.  HILL.  All  that  will  come  out  in  the  discussion  of  the 
bill  if  you  will  give  us  a  chance  to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HILL.     Yes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  have  looked  the  so-called  hearings 
over  and  I  do  not  see  a  report  from  either  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  or  the  Department  of  Agriculture  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  HILL.  Tbere  is  a  report  from  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment. But  even  so,  would  you  not  give  us  an  opportunity  to 
di.SCTiss  this  bill  on  the  floor  of  the  House?  What  are  our 
duties  here  if  we  are  not  to  disctiss  these  matters?  You  say 
we  have  not  the  time  and  yet  we  adjourn  frequently  for  3  days 
over  a  Week  end.  Yet  you  cannot  give  the  farmers  a  chance 
to  be  heard  on  this  matter  or  give  those  who  are  in  favor  of 
the  farmers  a  chance  to  be  heard.  We  hear  a  great  deal 
these  days  hearing  election  time  about  love  for  the  farmers 
and  sympathy  for  their  plight.  Both  parties  have  planks 
definitely  promismg  relief  for  agriculture.  Yet  we  will  likely 
find  in  the  vote  now  imminent  that  a  substantial  majority 
of  the  elected  Representatives  in  the  House  will  vote  to  refuse 
to  [)ermit  even  a  discussion  of  this  important  and  serious 
problem.  "Consistency,  thou  art  a  jewel."  I  shall  demand  a 
record  vote  on  this  rule  so  that  the  voters  may  know  how  their 
servants  here  in  the  House  stand  on  this  domestic  issue.  I 
for  one  am  willing  at  all  times  to  vote  my  convictions  and  let 
the  people  know  how  I  voted.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  4  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Bxtrdick]. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  a  difficult  time  in 
trying  to  convince  the  membership,  and  even  the  Speaker. 
of  what  State  I  am  from.  Let  me  repeat  that  I  come  from 
North  Dakota  and  not  South  Dakota.    [Laughter.] 


The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  North  Dakota  is 
recognized  for  4  minutes.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  BURDICK.     May  I  have  order,  please,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  House  will  be  in  order.     [Laughter.! 

Mr.  BURDICK.  It  would  be  a  matter  of  poor  sportsman- 
ship for  this  House  to  refuse  to  let  us  discuss  this  bill,  and  I 
do  not  believe  the  House  is  going  to  do  that.  I  do  not  t>e- 
lieve  you  are  afraid  to  let  us  come  in  here  and  make  an 
argument  in  favor  of  this  measure. 

I  notice  a  lot  of  you  are  alarmed  because  it  is  going  to  cost 
a  lot  of  money,  but  let  me  remind  you  that  if  it  does  cost  a 
lot  of  money  it  ought  not  to  make  any  difference  to  this 
Congress.  This  Seventy-sixth  Congress  has  appropriated 
$29,000,000,000,  and  you  did  not  have  a  cent  of  it,  and  they 
borrowed  it  from  someone  who  did  not  have  a  cent  of  it,  and 
they  are  going  to  pay  interest  for  the  next  75  years  to  some- 
lx)dy  who  did  not  have  it  to  lend.     That  is  your  financial 

policy.  So  do  not  get  excited  if  it  costs  $1,000,000,000  to  help 
a  few  farmers  get  something  to  eat.  [Applause.]  You  will 
not  have  to  buy  very  much  land,  either.  You  will  not  have 
to  go  out  and  purchase  land,  because  you  already  have  it. 
The  Government  of  the  United  States  right  now.  In  addition 
to  the  land  they  have  sold  in  the  last  24  months,  has  $116,000,- 
000,000  invested  in  land  that  they  own,  and  the  insurance 
companies  of  America  now  have  over  $700,000,000  invested  in 
this  land  that  they  would  like  to  get  rid  of  and  let  somebody 
use  it.  So  if  this  bill  only  provides  for  a  plan  to  bale  out  the 
Government  and  let  the  Government  sell  its  own  land  back 
to  its  own  citizens,  that  will  be  enough  for  a  start. 

Do  not  get  excited  that  we  are  trsring  to  go  out  and  buy 
all  the  land  in  America.  We  have  too  much  now.  You  will 
recall  that  the  President  came  before  Congress  and  asked 
permission  to  build  up  some  sort  of  a  bureau  to  handle  this 
land  they  have  taken  away  from  the  fanners.  Just  recall 
that  out  of  6.000,000  farmers  nearly  half  of  them  have  been 
changed  from  owners  to  tenants  in  the  last  8  years.  In  1880 
only  25  percent  of  the  farms  in  the  United  States  were  not 
farmed  by  the  owners,  and  now  42  percent  of  all  farmers  in 
the  United  States  are  renters.  If  you  allow  this  situation 
to  continue  long  enough,  it  will  be,  as  I  think  it  is  now,  the 
most  important  question  before  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  Just  remember  that  the  number  of  men  who  work 
on  farms  make  up  the  unemployed  to  the  extent  of  about 
one-third.  About  one-third  of  them  in  normal  times  find 
work  on  the  farms,  but  when  you  foreclosed  on  these  farms 
and  have  driven  the  owners  out,  and  put  them  on  relief, 
there  was  no  chance  for  them  to  help  the  unemployed.  Our 
first  duty  is  to  keep  the  farm  owners  we  still  have  and  put 
farm  owners  back  that  lost  their  farms,  and  give  everybody 
who  can  till  the  soil  a  chance  to  do  so.  Do  not  back  up  now 
because  you  think  you  are  going  to  spend  $350,000,000,  when 
you  will  vote  blindly  $29,000,000,000  in  this  Congress,  with- 
out knowing  where  it  is  going  to  come  from;  and  you  do  not 
care,  either,  do  you?  Twenty  billion  dollars  for  defense, 
and  nobody  here  can  tell  me  where  the  money  is  coming  from. 

I  have  noticed  one  peculiarity  about  debt.  If  you  owe  what 
you  can  be  made  to  pay  by  the  liquidation  of  all  your  assets, 
you  are  in  a  precarious  position;  if  you  owe  more  than  that, 
and  especially  many  times  more,  you  are  practically  secure. 
No  one  will  disturb  you  because  they  want  you  to  pay  out. 
I  think  that  is  the  situation  now  as  to  our  national  debt. 
We  owe  so  much  now  that  we  are  practically  secure.  If  the 
debtors  demand  pa^-ment,  we  will  in  all  probability  issue  a 
new  kind  of  indebtedness  in  exchange  for  the  old.  and  proceed 
on  our  way  unfettered  by  the  worry  of  debt. 

Only  one  Member  of  Congress  dared  to  vote  against  appro-  , 
priations  for  defense  purposes,  but  when  it  comes  to  appro- 
priating a  ];^ttance,  in  comparison  with  war  appropriations, 
to  reestablish  farmers  who  have  been  foreclosed,  these  same 
Congressmen  rise  from  all  sections  of  the  Chamber  and 
shout  "'economy.  We  must  stop  spending."  If  the  appro- 
priation were  for  a  useless  warship  no  such  sentiment  would 
be  manifested. 

If  this  coimtry  cannot  contrive  some  means  by  which  our 
farmers  may  continue  to  live  on  the  soil.  I  say  to  you  that 
you  are  stripping  the  United  States  of  the  best  defense  it 
has.    These  men  feed  the  Nation  in  time  of  peace,  and  in 
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time  of  war  they  feed  the  people  and  the  Army,  and  do  most 
of  the  fighting.  When  we  are  casting  alx>ut  to  find  the  best 
means  of  national  defense  we — at  least  some  of  us — turn  at 
once  to  rebuild  the  farms,  but  the  majority  here  in  Congress 
are  as  afraid  of  assisting  the  farmer  as  they  are  of  the  yellow 
fever.  They  are  so  afraid  that  right  now  there  is  danger 
Of  defeating  this  rule  and  preventing  us  from  even  discussing 
this  important  bill.     [Applause.] 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Dakota  has  expired. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  6  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DirksenI. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  entertain  a  high  regard 
for  thfi  author  of  this  bill  for  the  persistence  and  diligence 
with  which  he  has  promoted  the  bill  ever  since  he  has  been 
a  Member  of  Congress.  I  salute  him  for  that  effort,  because 
I  think  he  Is  genuinely  sincere.  I  wish  I  could  support  the 
bill,  but  in  my  judgment  it  is  simply  taking  the  Government 
further  in  the  wrong  direction.  Perhaps  I  ought  to  impeach 
my  own  incredibility  at  the  outset  by  refreshing  your  memory 
with  the  fact  that  my  record  is  pretty  consistent  on  the  farm- 
tenancy  program,  and  for  what  has  been  done.  This  just 
multiplies  that  mistake,  and  I  think  the  position  of  those  of 
us  who  have  consistently  opposed  it  heretofore  is  being  vindi- 
cated already.  Let  me  read  this  rather  interesting  extract 
from  Pearson  and  Allen's  coliunn  from  the  Sunday  Times- 
Herald:  i 

TENANT    rARMERS 

Despite  all  the  good  intentions  of  Henry  Wallace  regarding  the 
sharecropper  and  tenant  farmer,  the  inside  fact  is  that  Iwth  liave 
been  increasing  In  numbers  and  decreasing  In  security,  year  by 
year.  For  anybody  who  wants  to  write  another  Grapes  of  Wrath 
there  is  more  abundant  material  than  ever. 

It  is  not  being  shouted  from  the  house  tops,  but  between  1930 
and  1935  the  numljer  of  farm  tenants  Increased  at  the  rate  of 
4O.0U0  a  year  to  reach  the  staggering  total  of  2.865.000.  The  1940 
census,  when  the  figures  are  out.  Is  expected  to  show  a  stUl  higher 
figure. 

Privately  AgrlcxUture  Department  oflBcials  admit  that  they  are 
Just  about  licked,  and  have  almost  abandoned  their  drive  to  reduce 
tenantry. 

There  are  three  reasons  for  the  increase  in  tenant  farming: 

1.  Increased  mechanization.  Best  index  of  this  is  the  mounting 
sale  of  tractors.  Technological  unemployment,  which  long  ago  hit 
the  factory,  has  now  come  to  the  farm. 

2.  Reduced  acreage.  To  prevent  price-depressing  surpluses. 
A.  A.  A.  contracts  with  farmers  to  plant  less.  This  means  fewer 
tenants  are  needed  to  plant,  tend,  and  harvest  the  crops.  Mean- 
time, the  rested  land  next  year  gives  a  higher  yield,  necessitates 
further  acreage  cuts. 

3.  In  spite  of  A.  A.  A.  efforts,  however,  tenants  and  sharecroppera 
are  not  getting  proportional  benefits  of  A.  A.  A.  payments.  The 
money  goes  to  the  landlords,  many  of  whom  are  Insurance  com- 
panies and  absentee  owners.  A.  A.  A.  ofBclals,  headed  by  Cully 
Cobb.  Insist  they  can't  make  an  Issue  of  this. 

SHARECaOPPEK    SECTJRITT 

Economists  In  the  Department  are  now  making  a  drive  for  secu- 
rity for  tenants.  This  represents  a  radical  shift  of  direction.  For, 
until  recently,  the  drive  was  to  convert  tenants  to  owners. 

Instead,  realizing  that  many  tenants  are  incapable  of  owning  and 
operating  a  farm.  A.  A.  A.  planners  are  not  trying  to  decrease  the 
number  of  tenants  but  to  increase  their  Income  and  security.  It 
Is  pointed  otit  that  tenantry  in  England  is  much  higher  than  In 
the  United  States  (80  percent  against  42)  but  that  the  English 
farm  tenants  have  protection  unknown  here. 

First  step  in  this  direction  Is  to  formalize  and  legalize  the  rela- 
tion between  farmer  and  tenant  by  bringing  In  a  simple,  uniform 
lease  to  bind  the  relation  between  them.  Over  80  percent  of  all 
tenants  and  sharecroppers  have  only  verbal  agreements  with  their 
landlords. 

Conferences  In  the  Agrlculttire  Department  are  preparing  for 
such  a  drive.  Preliminary  material  has  been  drawn  up.  under 
Economist  Dover  P.  Trent.  The  country  will  soon  hear  about  the 
•^exible  farm  lease." 

I  think  that  is  a  pretty  adequate  statement  of  the  whole 
situation.  Then  why  make  the  mistake  of  speculating  on  a 
bill  that  is  full  of  foibles  and  fancies,  that  is  basically  wrong, 
and  spend  4  hours  on  it  that  we  could  much  better  spend  in 
a  more  improving  effort?  Why  speculate  on  a  bUl  of  that 
kind?  I  think  that  is  the  answer  to  the  thesis  advanced 
by  the  gentleman  from  Washington  I  Mr.  Hill].  If  an  egg 
Is  rotten,  there  is  no  use  spending  4  hours  speculating  on 
whether  it  is  rotten  or  not.  Let  us  have  done  with  it  first 
and  last,  and  then  resume  much  of  the  effort  that  lies  over 
on  the  desk  of  every  Member  on  other  vital  matters  that 
await  action  on  the  floor.    If  I  could  be  persuaded  tliat  this 


is  going  to  do  something  for  foreclosures,  I  might  take  a 
different  attitude.  Here  is  the  report  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  himself  and  it  gives  you  the  story  of  what  fore- 
closiu-es  are  like,  as  taken  from  the  Federal  land  bank 
report.  In  1929  there  were  3,350.  and  in  1939,  after  8  years 
of  salutary  legislation  what  was  the  record?  More  than 
three  times  that  much,  namely  10.567.  Those  are  not  my 
figures.  Those  are  figures  submitted  in  the  report  by  the 
author  of  this  bill. 

Look  for  a  moment  at  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Cor- 
poration. It  started  in  1934.  They  had  only  2  foreclosures  . 
then.  In  1939  there  were  5.502.  Why  should  we  make 
Uncle  Sam  the  greatest  real-estate  broker  in  farm  lands  in 
all  the  wide  world,  give  him  a  chance  to  acquire  by  purchase 
of  liens  every  encumbered  farm  in  this  Nation  and  then 
reclassify  the  land  and  sell  it  back  on  a  40-year  basis,  when 
the  record  of  the  department  and  the  record  of  tenancy  is 
definitely  on  the  increase?  Before  we  put  any  more  legisla- 
tion on  the  books  dealing  with  this  matter,  the  whole  basic 
premise  of  the  Government  in  this  field  needs  careful  scru- 
tiny and  reexamination.  That  is  the  best  reason  I  know  of 
why  the  rule  ought  to  be  voted  down  now  instead  of  wasting  / 
precious  time  in  4  hours'  discussion  on  a  bill  that  is  so  mon- 
strous as  the  bill  that  appears  before  us  today. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  those  farmers  that 
are  being  made  tenants  are  losing  their  farms  because  of 
two  things,  primarily.  One  of  them  is  the  high  rate  of 
interest  they  have  to  pay,  together  with  the  high  taxes;  and 
the  fact  that  they  are  not  given  sulHcient  time  to  meet  those 
obligations.  That  is  the  thing  that  makes  tenants  out  of 
these  farmers  today. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  wonder  why  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  has  been  dipping  into  the  Federal  Treastiry  to  the  ex- 
tent of  $32,000,000  a  year  to  bring  the  farm  interest  rate  down 
and  then  it  does  not  stop  foreclosure. 

What  assurance  is  there  that  this  bill,  amazing  as  it  is  on 
its  face,  will  have  any  effect  whatsoever  on  that  distressed 
Situation  in  the  agricultural  life  of  the  country  today? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  If  we  pass  legislation 
charging  the  farmers  no  interest  whatsoever,  but  requiring 
them  to  pay  the  principal  over  a  period  of  years,  they  would 
be  unable  to  do  so  because  of  the  low  income  that  the  farmer 
receives  for  the  things  he  has  to  sell.  That  is  the  fundamental 
key  to  any  successful  farm  program. 

In  the  report  accompanying  this  bill  there  appears  this 
statement : 

The  money  spent  by  the  Federal  Government  under  this  program 
will  not  create  any  new  debt,  neither  will  It  increase  the  total  out- 
standing debt  of  the  total  farm-mortgage  debt  of  this  country  one 
penny.  Ptirthermore,  this  money  is  to  be  repaid  with  interest  to 
the  Government  over  a  period  of  40  years  during  which  time  no 
additional  debts  can  be  Incurred  against  the  tracts  of  land  Involved. 

It  is  quiU-  true  that  the  actual  farm-mortgage  debt  will  not 
be  increased  but  what  the  author  fails  to  emphasize  is  that 
under  the  iwovisions  of  this  bill  every  farm  mortgage  in  this 
Nation  which  existed  on  the  day  that  this  bill  might  become 
a  law  could  be  surrendered  to  the  Federal  Grovernment  for  the 
amount  of  the  mortgage  and  thus  make  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment the  largest  holder  of  farm  real  estate  and  farm  mort- 
gages in  the  history  of  all  the  world. 

The  bill  provides  for  classifying  the  lands  which  are  by 
acquisition  added  to  the  public  domain  so  that  land  unsuitable 
for  farming  would  remain  in  the  public  domain  and  the  land 
which  was  suitable  would  then  be  sold  to  original  purchasers 
or  other  farmers  in  small  tracts.  It  is  apparent,  therefore, 
that  it  would  be  entirely  possible  to  accumulate  small  Federal 
holdings  of  timber,  submarginal  land,  and  other  land  unsuited 
for  cultivation  over  the  entire  Nation  all  of  which  would  add 
materially  to  the  administrative  expenses  of  Government  and 
create  an  altogether  unwieldy  situation. 

As  usual  administrative  costs  would  no  doubt  come  out  of 
the  Federal  Treasury. 
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It  is  easily  discernible  that  what  would  happen  under  the 
provisions  cf  this  bill  would  be  the  transfer  to  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment of  a  large  amount  of  poor  mortgaged  farms  and  the 
loss  would  ultimately  be  enormous. 

How  strange  in  view  of  the  accent  placed  on  the  reorganiza- 
tion bill  last  year  and  on  the  purpose  of  grouping  similar  func- 
tions of  government  that  there  should  be  before  us  a  bill 
which  seeks  to  do  substantially  the  same  thing  now  being 
done  by  the  Farm  Socurity  Administration  but  to  place  that 
function  in  a  different  department  of  Government. 

The  Farm  Security  Administration  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  mainiy  administers  the  Farm  Tenancy  Act.  This 
bill  would  provide  for  a  land  purchase  and  sale  program  and 
place  it  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  Can  anyone 
justify  that  kind  of  procedure? 

The  report  accompanying  this  bill  also  states  that  "it  will 
tend  to  check  the  flood  of  farm  mortgage  foreclosures."  It  is 
interesting  to  observe  also  that  in  the  Democratic  national 
platform  of  1940  there  is  a  recital  that  since  1932  farm  fore- 
closures have  been  drastically  curtailed.  If  this  is  the  case, 
then  what  does  one  make  of  the  figures  which  have  been  sub- 
mitted in  connection  with  this  bill  and  which,  according  to 
the  report,  were  obtained  from  the  ofiBcial  records  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration?  These  figures  appear  to  me  to 
be  of  such  Interest  that  I  am  appending  them  where  all  may 
read  of  the  foreclosures  by  the  Federal  land  banks  and  the 
Federal  Farm  Mortgage  dorix)ration  that  have  been  steadily 
on  the  increase  from  year  to  year.  Incidentally  this  happens 
to  be  the  case  despite  the  generous  amoimts  which  Congress 
has  appropriated  to  meet  this  situation.  Is  anything  more 
persuasive  than  that  this  whole  matter  needs  the  most  careful 
^  scrutiny  before  the  country  is  hurled  further  along  the  wrong 
i'oad? 
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than  any  other  remedy  which  might  be  applied.  If  the  au- 
thor and  the  friends  of  this  measure  wish  to  do  something 
fruitful  in  the  field  of  agricultiu-e.  they  might  well  turn  their 
attention  and  their  discussion  to  the  field  of  farm  prices  and 
to  a  program  that  is  designed  to  check  tenancy  and  make  it 
possible  for  farmers  everywhere  not  only,  to  hold  on  to  their 
present  possessions  but  to  acquire  farms  through  the  means 
of  adequate  prices. 

It  is  also  interesting  to  observe  that  this  bill  comes  to  us 
without  any  recommendation  from  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture or  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

If  the  measure  in  any  wise  complied  with  the  existing  pro- 
gram of  the  administration  relative  to  farm  tenancy,  it  is 
fair  to  assume  that  some  kind  of  recommendation  would 
have  accompanied  this  bill. 

I  suggest,  therefore,  that  in  the  interest  of  agriculture  and 
In  the  interest  of  a  sound,  sane,  and  forthright  farm  pro- 
gram the  present  rule  be  voted  down. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  I  Mr.  Rankin  1. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  Just  listened  to  two 
confessions:  First,  the  confession  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  I  Mr.  Dirksen  ] .  that  what  is  ruining  the  farmer  is  the 
high  rate  of  interest  and  the  fact  that  they  are  not  given 
sufficient  time  to  pay  their  debts  when  depressions  come. 
Then  the  confession  of  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  I  Mr. 
August  H.  Andresen],  to  the  effect  that  the  farmer  is  being 
ruined  because  of  the  high  protective  tariff  which  we  should 
have  repealed  long  ago.  because  it  creates  so  much  spread 
between  the  prices  of  the  products  the  farmers  have  to  sell 
an(J  the  prices  of  the  industrial  articles  they  have  to  buy. 
He  says  the  farmers  could  not  make  it  if  they  paid  no  interest 
at  all. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    I  am  sorry,  I  cannot  yield. 

If  there  is  ans^thing  wrong  with  this  bill,  let  It  be  amended 
when  it  comes  to  the  floor.  At  least  give  us  a  chance  to 
discuss  it.  If  we  are  going  to  save  this  Republic  we  are 
going  to  have  to  reestablish  the  farmers  of  this  country  on 
the  land.  In  order  to  do  that  we  will  have  to  reduce  Interest 
rates.  While  every  big  banker,  or  big  insurance  company,  or 
power  company,  or  railroad,  or  manufacturer  can  get  money 
at  a  low  rate  cf  interest,  yet  when  we  talk  of  reducing  in- 
terest to  the  farmers  of  this  country  we  find  the  same  oi>- 
position  that  we  have  had  to  nural  electrification.  They 
throw  up  their  hands  and  yell,  "Unsound,  unsound."  They 
are  always  willing  to  do  ansrthing  they  can  for  the  farmer, 
provided  it  does  not  do  him  any  good. 

This  measure  may  not  be  perfect,  but  it  can  be  amended. 
But  it  seems  to  me  that  while  we  are  spending  these  billions, 
while  we  are  spending  money  on  everything  else,  we  can  well 
afford  to  take  a  few  hours  to  discuss  a  measure  of  this  kind. 
If  you  vote  this  rule  down,  of  course  that  ends  it;  we  cannot 
even  debate  the  measure,  much  less  pass  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Dlinois  [Mr.  Dibksen]  does  not  need 
to  get  excited  about  the  time;  it  seems  to  me  that  we  can 
well  afford  to  take  a  few  hours  off  to  discuss  the  condition 
of  the  farmers  of  the  Nation,  the  men  who  toil  in  the  fields, 
who  produce  the  raw  material  that  feeds  and  clothes  Amer- 
ica; the  people  who  sustain  the  Nation  in  time  of  peace  and 
fight  its  battles  in  time  of  war.  You  will  not  skip  those  farm- 
ers with  the  draft.  You  never  skip  the  farmer  when  it  comes 
to  collecting  taxes.  As  a  rule  they  pay  the  highest  rate  of 
taxes  for  their  incomes  of  anybody  under  the  American  flag. 
You  do  not  skip  them  then.     Why  skip  them  now? 

This  money  will  all  come  back  with  compoimd  interest.  It 
will  come  back  with  the  interest  that  we  charge.    It  will  all 

be  paid  back  to  the  Government  by  these  farmers  themselves. 
But  it  will  come  back  in  compound  interest  in  the  restoration 
of  stability  in  this  country;  in  the  prosperity  of  the  American 
farmers  and  in  the  billions  it  will  add  to  the  wealth  of  the 
Nation.  [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
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Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  the  remainder  of  the 
time  to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Georgia,  the  author 
of  the  bill,  Mr.  Peterson, 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  realize  that 
compared  to  a  number  of  the  Members  of  this  House  I  am 
comparatively  young  in  service.  This  is  my  first  effort  as  a 
Member  of  this  House  in  an  attempt  to  secure  favorable  con- 
sideration of  a  piece  of  legislation  which  directly  affects, 
vitally  affects,  every  citizen  of  this  Nation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  absolutely  impossible  for  me  to  even  be- 
gin to  explain  the  provisions  and  the  merits  of  this  legisla- 
tion in  the  10  minutes  which  have  been  allotted  to  me.  I 
fully  realize  that  if  the  leadership  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle, 
in  their  hearts  and  for  the  most  part  through  their  active 
efforts,  are  opposed  to  the  granting  of  this  rule,  very  probably 
a  majority  of  the  membership  will  go  with  that  leadership. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  much  soimd  logic  in  this  legislation. 
If  the  membership  will  take  time  to  examine  my  record 
during  the  6  years  that  I  have  been  a  Member  of  this 
House  I  think  they  will  find  that  I  have  been  rather 
conservative  in  my  attitude  toward  the  proposals  brought 
here  for  consideration.  This  is  not  radical  legislation.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  is  steeped  in  the  traditions  and  the  his- 
tory of  this  Nation.  Although  this  legislation  may  not  be 
perfect  it  embodies  the  political  philosophy  which  we  know 
as  Americanism  as  contrasted  to  the  various  foreign  "isms" 
which  have  crept  in  during  the  last  few  years. 

I  shall  not  attempt  to  enter  into  a  general  explanation 
of  this  bill  because  it  Is  impossible  to  do  so  unless  you 
see  fit  to  grant  a  rule;  and,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  know  of  no  press- 
ing business  for  the  remainder  of  this  afternoon,  or  for 
the  remainder  of  this  week.  All  I  am  asking  of  the  leader- 
ship on  each  side,  and  all  I  am  asking  of  the  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  who  see  fit  to  fight,  not  the 
bill  but  the  rule.  Is  that  you  Just  give  us  a  few  hours  this 
afternoon  that  we  may  go  into  the  merits  of  this  proposi- 
tion.   Then  if  you  do  not  like  it,  vote  it  down. 

Mr.  FULMER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.     Not  just  now. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  political  problem  which  is  approached 
in  this  legislation  is  more  clearly  set  forth  in  a  message 
sent  to  this  House  by  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
and  i)ossibly  in  fewer  words  than  I  could  express  it  myself. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  read  excerpts 
from  this  message  of  the  President. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  uas  no  objection. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  On  February  16.  1937,  Pres- 
ident Roosevelt  sent  a  message  to  this  Congress  in  which 
he  said: 

I  transmit  herewith  for  the  information  of  the  Congress  the 
report  of  the  Special  Committee  on  Farm  Tenancy. 

The  facts  presented  In  this  report  reveal  a  grave  problem  of 
great  magnitude  and  complexity.  The  American  dream  of  the 
family  slste  farm,  owned  by  the  family  which  operates  it,  has 
become  more  and  more  remote.  The  agricultural  ladder,  on 
which  an  energetic  young  man  might  ascend  from  hired  man 
to  tenant  to  Independent  owner.  Is  no  longer  serving  its  purpose. 

Hall  a  century  ago  1  of  every  4  farmers  was  a  tenant.  Today 
a  of  every  5  are  tenants,  and  on  some  of  our  best  farm  lands 
7  of  every  10  farmers  are  tenants.  All  told,  they  operate  land 
and  buildings  valued   at  $11,000,000,000. 

For  the  past  10  years,  the  number  of  new  tenants  every  year 
has  been  about  40,000.  Many  tenants  change  farms  every  3 
or  3  years,  and  apparently  1  out  of  3  changes  farms  every  year. 
The  agricultural  ladder,  for  these  American  citizens,  has  become 
a  treadmill. 

At  the  same  time,  owners  of  family-sized  farms  have  been  slip- 
ping down.  Thousands  of  farmers  commonly  considered  owners 
are  as  insecure  as  tenants.  The  farm  owner-operator's  equity  in 
his  property  is.  on  the  average.  42  percent,  and  in  some  of  our 
best  farming  sections  is  as  little  as  one-flfth. 

When  fully  half  the  total  farm  population  of  the  United  States 
no  longer  can  feel  secure,  when  millions  of  our  people  have 
lost  their  roots  In  the  soil,  action  to  provide  security  is  im- 
perative, and  win  be  generally  approved. 

A  problem  of  such  magnitude  Is  not  solved  overnight,  nor 
by  any  one  limited  approach. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  there  has  been  but  one  ap- 
proach to  the  problem  of  farm  borne  ownership  during  the 


last  7  years,  and  that  Is  the  approach  which  has  attempted 
to  shackle  every  farmer  coming  under  its  benefits  with  the 
irons  of  regimentation  and  has  attempted  to  discourage 
private  initiative  and  the  individual  effort  of  millions  of  farm 
families  In  this  Nation.  What  is  wrong,  what  is  wrong? 
Even  if  I  am  Incorrect  in  my  statement,  in  our  considering  for 
2  or  3  hours  another  approach  to  the  problem  which  for  the 
last  7  years  we  have  considered  from  but  one  viewpoint 
only?  Why  do  the  members  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
fight  so  bitterly  even  the  adoption  of  a  rule  which  will  only 
grant  consideration  of  another  approach?  In  voting  for  this 
rule  they  in  no  way  obligate  themselves  to  support  the 
bill. 

Another  thing,  I  was  interested  in  the  remarks  of  my 
distinguished  friend  from  Illinois,  particularly  his  statement 
that  this  is  a  very  vital  change  from  the  approach  to  the  farm 
problem  which  we  have  heretofore  used.  I  call  his  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  another  distinguished  American  citizen 
from  the  State  of  Illinois  was  elected  President  of  the  United 
States  primarily  upon  the  political  philosophy  incorporated 
in  this  bill;  and  I  desire  at  this  time,  with  the  consent  of  the 
House,  to  read  the  platform  plank  of  the  Republican  Party 
of  1860,  which  wholeheartedly  endorsed  this  political  phi- 
losophy which  I  am  bringing  you  today.  I  call  the  at- 
tention of  my  distinguished  friend  from  Illinois  who  hails 
from  the  State  of  your  great  Republican  leader,  Abraham 
Lincoln,  to  the  fact  that  Abraham  Lincoln  was  elected 
primarily  because  he  advocated  the  approach  to  the  problem 
of  farm  home  ownership  through  the  homestead  plan.  I 
want  to  read  this  plank  to  you  Republicans,  for  probably  you 
have  forgotten  it.  I  think  that  often  you  possibly  overlook 
the  fundamental  philosophy  by  which  you  became  one  of 
the  dominant  political  parties  of  this  Nation.  I  read  the 
homestead  plank  of  the  Republican  platform  of  1860: 

13.  That  we  protest  against  any  sale  or  alienation  to  others  of 
the  public  lands  held  by  actual  settlers,  and  against  any  view  of 
the  free-homestead  policy  which  regards  the  settlers  as  paupers  or 
suppliants  for  public  bounty;  and  we  demand  the  passage  by  Con- 
gress of  the  complete  and  satisfactory  homestead  measure  which 
has  already  passed  the  House. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  measure  made  in  order  by  this  rule  Is 
simply  an  amendment  to  that  homestead  act  making  it  today 
operative  to  help  American  families  acquire  farm  home- 
stead units  just  as  it  did  in  1862  when  It  became  the  law 
under  Abraham  Lincoln. 

Members  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  seem  afraid  for 
this  legislation  even  to  be  considered  here,  and  I  do  not  know 
why  they  are  afraid,  I  do  not  know  why  they  should  hesi- 
tate to  spend  a  few  hours  considering  this  proposal.  TTiey 
seem  to  object  to  it  because  it  had  not  been  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

Mr.  FULMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  where  does  the  gentleman  get 
the  idea  that  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  is  fighting  his 

blU?      

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  I  beg  the  gentleman's  pardon. 
I  had  observed  members  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
fighting  the  rule,  but  I  humbly  beg  the  gentleman's  pardon  If 
I  included  all  members  of  the  committee  in  my  statement.  I 
am  delighted  that  my  distinguished  friend  from  South  Caro- 
lina Is  in  favor  of  the  rule. 

Mr.  COLMER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  know  that  during  his  6  years 
of  service  In  this  body  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Georgia  has  been  working  on  this  legislation.  I  hope  the 
House  will  give  him  an  opiwrtunity  to  have  his  bill  considered. 
I  hope  they  will  vote  for  the  rule. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  SPEAKER.    All  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  the  previous  question 
on  the  resolution. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution. 
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The  question  was  taken:  and  there  were  on  a  division  (de- 
manded by  Mr.  CoLMER) — ayes  47,  noes  123. 

Mr.  HILX..  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  vote  on  the  ground 
there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEIAKER.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After  counting.] 
Two  hundred  and  thirty-flve  Members  are  present — a  quorum. 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  the 
yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

So  the  resolution  was  rejected. 

CLAIM  or  GEORGE  A.  CARDEN  AND  ANDERSON  T.  HERO 

Mr.  cox.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  I  call  up  House  Resolution  407  and  ask  for  its  immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  407 
Readved,  That  Immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution 
It  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself  Into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  con- 
sideration of  H.  R.  7230.  a  bill  to  provide  for  an  appeal  to  the  Su- 
preme Coxirt  of  the  United  States  from  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Claims  In  a  suit  Instituted  by  George  A.  Carden  and  Anderson 
T.  Herd  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the 
bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hovir.  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  the  bUl  shall  be  read  for  amend- 
ment under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading 
of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report 
the  same  to  the  Hotxse  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been 
adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered 
on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
Intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to  recommit,  with  or  without 
InstructlooB. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  srield  30  minutes  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen]  to  be  In  turn  yielded  by  him 
as  he  spes  fit.  I  now  yield  myself  such  time  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  make  the  statement  I  desire  to  make. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  beg  that  Members  give  me  their  attention 
while  I  endeavor  to  explain  the  bill  which  the  pending  rule 
proposes  to  make  in  order,  and  I  trust  that  in  the  event  I 
grow  tedious  you  will  have  patience  with  me.  I  want  to  say 
in  all  candor  that  In  the  years  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the 
House  I  have  never  appeared  upon  this  floor  in  the  advocacy 
of  a  measure  which,  in  my  judgment,  had  more  merit  than 
the  bill  in  question. 

This  is  a  bill  which  proposes  to  amend  an  act  adopted  by 
the  House  in  1934  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  pass  upon  a  claim  identified  as  that  of  Carden  £ind 
Herd.  The  bill  which  it  is  proposed  to  bring  up  for  consid- 
eration simply  provides  for  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court  from  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims.  I  realize 
that  this  is  the  kind  of  bill  which  is  easily  defeated.  In  the 
first  place.  It  grows  out  of  transactions  that  took  place  in 
connection  with  the  World  War.  and,  like  other  Members.  I 
have  a  natural  prejudice  against  most  old  war  claims.  To 
^mply  declare  that  this  is  an  effort  to  grab  something  out  of 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  that  it  is  an  attempt  to 
steal,  is  to  put  it  in  danger  of  defeat.  Now,  bear  with  me 
while  lattempt  to  explain  the  question  at  issue. 

You  will  recall  that  prior  to  our  becoming  engaged  in  the 
World  War.  foreign  boats  and  ships  took  refuge  in  oiu:  docks 
and  that  there  was  a  dispwsition  on  the  part  of  owners  to 
make  sales  to  oiu*  own  nationals  wherever  possible.  Carden 
and  Herd  were  ship  operators  under  contract  with  owners. 
They  were  not  engaged  in  the  business  of  buying  and  sellir.,i 
ships,  but  in  1917  they  did  negotiate  with  Austrian  owners 
for  the  purchase  of  10  ships.  A  contract  was  msule.  wiiich 
was  approved  by  the  Austrian  Government  and  by  our  own 
Government. 

The  President  learned  of  this  transaction  and  directed  Mr. 
Baruch  to  acquire  title  to  seven  of  these  ships,  if  possible. 
Mr.  Baruch  approached  Messrs.  Carden  and  Herd  with  the 
view  of  acquirir^:  title  to  the  ships. 

In  order  to  handle  this  transaction.  Carden  and  Herd  had 
formed  a  syndicate  of  New  York  financiers  consisting  of  seven 
Tpeople.  They  themselves  took  a  one-seventh  interest  in  the 
syndicate.    They  had  sold  these  ships  to  the  syndicate  at  a 


very  large  profit,  something  around  three-quarters  of  a  mil- 
lion dollars.  However,  as  a  result  of  the  Insistence  on  the 
part  of  the  President,  they  took  up  with  the  syndicate  the 
question  of  canceling  the  trade,  and  in  the  end  the  ssmdicate 
gave  consent  and  the  Government  proceeded  to  acquire  title 
to  the  ships,  taking  them  at  the  price  that  Carden  and  Herd 
had  agreed  to  pay  the  owners,  which  was  considerably  below 
their  normal  value  and  sale  price. 

In  the  negotiations  preceding  the  transfer  of  the  boats.  It 
was  agreed  between  Carden  and  Herd,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
those  representing  the  Government,  oa  the  other,  that  Carden 
and  Herd  would  be  given  a  contract  to  operate  the  ships. 

Mr,  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Patman)  .  The  gentleman 
will  state  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  very  Important  bill, 
and  we  should  have  a  quorum  present.  There  is  not  a  quorima 
present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Obviously  there  is  not  a 
quorum  present. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.   Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Members  failed 
to  answer  to  their  names: 

(Ron  No.  181] 

Allen,  Pa,  DeRouen  McAndrewt  Schlffler 

Andrews  Dies  McArdle  Bcrugham 

Arnold  Ditter  Maas  Seger 

Barton.  N.  T.  Douglas  iiMenuBon  Shafer.  Mich. 

Bates.  Ky.  Drewry  Mahon  Shanley 

Bates,  Mass.  Evans  Maloney  Sheppw*d 

Bolton  Faddls  Mansfield  Sheridan 

Bradley,  Mich,  Ft- rnandez  Marcantonio  Smith.  Conn. 

Bradley,  Pa.  Pish  May  Smith,  ni. 

Buckler.  Minn.  Pltzpatrlck  Merrltt  Sxnlth,  Va. 

Burch  Flannagan  MUls,  La.  Smith,  W.  Va. 

Burgln  Polger  Mitchell  Somers.  N.  T. 

Caldwell  Garrett  Myers  Sparkman 

Cannon,  Mo.  Qifford  O'Brien  Sweeney 

Celler  Grant.  Ala.  OXicary  Terry 

Chapman  Green  O'Neal  Thomas,  N.  J. 

Claypool  Hall,  Edwin  A.        Osmers  Tolan 

Clevenger  Harness  Plumley  Vreeland 

Cluett  Haveiuicr  Rabaut  Wadsworth 

Coffee.  Nebr.  Hook  Randolph  Wallgren 

Collins  Jarman  Reece.  Tenn.  Warren 

Connery  Jenks.  N.  H.  Risk  Welch 

Creal  Jennings  R'Jckefelltr  White,  Idaho 

Curtis  Johns  Romjue  White,  Ohio 

Darden.  Va.  .  Kefauver  Sacks  Winter 

Darrow  Keller  Sasscer  Wood 

Delaney  Klrwan  Satterfleld  Woodrum,  Va. 

Dempsey  Leslnskl  Schaefer,  HI. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Patman).  Three  hun- 
dred and  fifteen  Members  have  answered  to  their  names,  a 
quorum. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Rayburn,  further  proceedings  under  the 
call  were  dispensed  with. 

CLAIM  OF  GEOnCE  A.  GARDEN  AND  ANDERSON  T.   HERO 

Mr.  COX.  As  I  was  saying.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Government 
took  title  to  the  ships  with  the  understanding  that  Carden 
and  Herd  would  be  given  a  contract  to  operate  them  at  the 
prevailing  commission  charged  by  such  operators.  When 
Carden  and  Herd  surrendered  their  profits  in  the  sale  of  the 
ships  and  their  contract  with  the  ssmdicate  they  did  not 
understand  they  were  giving  up  more  than  the  profit  realized 
by  the  sale  of  the  ships  to  the  syndicate,  which  amounted  to 
something  in  the  neighborhood  of  $750,000.  It  was  their 
clear  understanding  that  they  would  operate  the  ships  at  the 
prevailing  rate.  However,  no  agreement  was  ever  given  them 
by  the  Government  to  carry  on  those  operations,  and  finally 
they  appealed  to  the  War  Department  Claims  Board,  which, 
after  full  consideration  of  the  case,  after  hearing  all  the  testi- 
mony, made  a  finding  favorable  to  the  claimants  on  the  facts, 
but  held  that  the  ships  not  having  been  acquired  for  War 
Department  purposes  the  Board  wsis  without  Jurisdiction  to 
give  them  relief.  The  claimants  then  appealed  to  the  Presi- 
dent. 

I4r.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Bflssouri. 
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Mr.  C(X:HRAN,  The  gentleman  is  certainly  mistaken  In 
his  assertion,  because  these  two  men,  who  never  put  up  one 
dollar,  received  $738,000  from  the  Government. 

Mr.  COX,  The  statement  made  by  the  gentleman  shows 
that  he  is  wholly  unfamiliar  with  the  record  in  this  case. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  I  will  hand  the  gentleman  the  decision 
of  the  Court  of  Claims,  which  quotes  it. 

Mr.  COX.  I  have  the  report.  I  know  what  is  in  it.  and 
I  know  that  the  gentleman  is  in  error.  I  am  not  blaming 
the  gentleman  for  his  zeal  in  opposing  this  bill.  The  gentle- 
man is  a  valuable  Member  of  this  House  and  renders  a  won- 
derful and  valuable  sendee  to  the  country.  His  zeal  is  com- 
mendable. I  believe  it  was  Samuel  Johnson  was  said  that 
Goldsmith  was  a  fool  for  having  taken  out  of  his  Vicar  of 
Wakefield  the  line— 

I  do  not  love  a  man  who  is  zealous  for  nothing, 

I  think  I  agree  with  Mr.  Johnson.  However,  zeal  some- 
times takes  us  without  the  realm  of  reason,  and  sometimes 
when  followed  blindly  results  in  our  doing  injustice  to  people 
entitled  to  better  treatment. 

After  the  War  Department  Claims  Board  held  with  the 
claimants  on  the  facts,  stating  that  they  were  without  juris- 
diction to  give  rebef,  the  claimants  appealed  to  President 
Wilson  and  he  addressed  a  note  to  Secretary  Baker  in  which 
he  stated  the  following,  and,  mind  you.  this  statement  was 
made  upon  the  basis  of  the  finding  of  the  War  Department 
Claims  Board: 

Mt  Deak  Mk.  Bakek:  Having  read  the  enclosed,  I  am  myself 
convinced  that  the  claim  Is  a  Just  one  and  my  own  recollection 
tallies  with  that  of  the  wTlter  in  respect  of  everything  in  which 
I  played  a  part  In  the  narrative.  I  leave  the  matter  to  your  own 
Judgment  as  to  what  Is  equitable  and  right  in  the  circumstances. 
My  own  wish  would  be  that  the  claim  could  be  paid. 

Secretary  Baker's  term  expired  before  he  could  take  action 
on  the  claim.  It  then  fell  to  Secretary  Weeks,  who.  after 
examination  of  the  record,  made  a  finding  in  favor  of  claim- 
ants for  $550,000.  which  he  said  represented  out-of-pocket 
money.  What  was  that  out-of-pocket  money?  These  peo- 
ple in  forming  this  syndicate  had  spent  something  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $400,000.  and  in  the  prosecution  of  the 
claim  they  had  spent  something  in  excess  of  $275,000.  The 
Secretary  of  War  held  that  the  $550,000  would  in  effect  rep- 
resent the  money  they  were  out  of  pocket.  He  held,  how- 
ever, that  he  was  without  jurisdiction  or  was  without  au- 
thority to  pass  upon  the  equities  in  the  case. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  comes  to  us  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  This  committee  has  on  two  different 
occasions  taken  action  upon  the  questions  involved.  The 
chairman  of  that  committee,  with  other  members,  is  pres- 
ent on  the  fioor  prepared  to  defend  the  action  of  the  com- 
mittee in  the  event  the  House  adopts  this  rule. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.  If  the  gentleman  wHl  bear  with  me  just  a 
minute.  I  shall  >ield  to  him  later. 

In  the  last  report  made  by  the  committee  we  find  on  the 
first  page  the  following  language: 

After  two  hearings  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  this  Congress, 
the  committee  reached  the  conclusion,  upon  the  facts  found  by 
the  War  Department  Claims  Board  and  those  found  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  of  the  Seventy-third  Congress,  and  by 
Commissioner   Ramseyer — 

Formerly  a  Member  of  this  House — 

that  In  furtherance  of  the  rights  of  these  claimants,  they  should 
be  allowed  to  have  all  the  facts  reviewed  by  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States. 

Bear  in  mind  that  It  Is  not  proposed  here  that  any  appro- 
priation whatever  be  made  to  remunerate  these  people,  only 
that  they  be  given  the  right  of  appeal  from  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Claims  to  the  Supreme  Court. 

After  the  Secretary  of  War  made  his  finding  of  $550,000  to 
remunerate  the  claimants  for  money  out  of  pocket,  they  came 
to  Congress  for  relief.  The  Congress  passed  a  bill  conferring 
jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims.  The  Court  of  Claims, 
through  Commissioner  Ramseyer,  made  a  very  exhaustive 
examination  of  the  whole  question  and  made  a  finding  on 


the  facts  In  line  with  the  findings  of  the  War  Department 
Claims  Board,  which  was  a  finding  in  favor  of  the  claimants 
on  the  facts  but  held  that  the  Memorandum  of  Closing 
signed  by  all  parties  when  the  Government  took  over  these 
ships,  and  the  receipt  given  by  the  claimants  for  $550,000. 
constituted  a  bar.  The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  said  with 
respect  to  the  statement  that  the  signing  of  these  documents 
constituted  a  bar.  the  following: 

Your  committee  feels  that.  If  the  House  In  considering  the  bill 
upon  Report  979  of  the  Seventy-third  Congress,  which  had  all  the 
facts  before  It,  had  considered  either  of  these  contentions  as  a  bar 
to  this  claim,  that  the  committee  of  the  House  at  that  time  would 
not  have  referred  the  matter  further  to  the  Court  of  Claims.  It  is 
quite  evident  that  the  committee  of  the  House  at  that  time  did  not 
consider  either  of  these  matters  as  such  bar. 

This  is  what  your  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  said;  this  is 
what  you  have  said  through  your  committee: 

It  is  quite  evident  from  the  record  that  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Claims  is  not  In  accord  with  the  findings  of  fact  of  the  War  De- 
partment Claims  Board  nor  the  conclusions  of  law  In  that  case. 
With  this  diversion  of  opinion  and  with  all  the  facts  easily  available 
by  the  Court,  your  committee  has  felt  that  It  is  but  Just  that  these 
claimants  should  have  the  right  which  was  omitted  from  the  origi- 
nal act  of  1936,  to  appeal  their  case  as  a  matter  of  right  to  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States,  and  leave  It  to  that  Court  to  de- 
termine the  rights  and  equities  in  this  claim. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  The  gentleman,  as  we  all  know.  Is  learned 
In  the  law.  but  can  the  gentleman  cite  one  Instance  where  the 
Judiciary  Committee  ever  before  set  aside  the  regular  proce- 
dure and  granted  to  an  individual  or  a  corporation  a  direct 
appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  rather  than 
going  up  by  a  writ  of  certiorari?  I  would  like  to  have  the 
gentleman  show  one  such  case  in  the  history  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  COX.  Here  is  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  a  reputable 
committee  of  this  House  to  give  to  two  citizens  of  the  nation 
the  right  to  have  their  case  determined  by  a  court  of  compe- 
tent authority  and  to  pass  upon  the  Issues  involved. 

Mr,  COCHRAN.  Would  the  gentleman  give  to  two  indi- 
viduals a  right  you  deny  to  every  other  citizen  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  COX.  The  Judiciary  Committee  has  stated  In  its 
report  that  this  Government  gave  to  aliens  rights  which  thus 
far  have  been  denied  to  the  claimants  in  this  case. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  COX.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  About  a  year  ago  the  Con- 
gress passed  an  act  giving  litigants  the  right  of  appeal  under 
circumstances  like  these. 

Mr.  COX.  And,  of  course,  they  ought  to  have  the  right 
to  appeal. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  But  at  the  time  this  decision 
was  made  by  the  Court  of  Claims  no  such  right  existed  and 
therefore  the  only  way  these  people  can  get  relief  Is  by  this 
special  bill. 

Mr.  COCHRAN  rose. 

Mr.  COX.    I  am  sorry,  but  let  me  proceed. 

The  committee  attaches,  as  exhibits  A  and  B  to  its  report, 
the  report  of  the  committee  made  in  the  Seventy-third  Con- 
gress and  the  report  of  the  War  Department  Claims  Board 
to  which  reference  has  already  been  made. 

Now.  bear  with  me.  because  justice  demands  that  some 
kind  of  consideration  be  given  these  people  and  I  hope  you 
will  not  permit  the  natural  prejudice  which  we  have  against 
war  claims  that  I  have  referred  to  to  lead  you  into  error. 

The  Judiciary  Committee  in  its  first  report  said,  and  listen 
to  me.  please: 

The  claims  of  Messrs.  Carden  and  Herd  arise  out  of  a  controversy 
a£  to  the  cohsideratlon  aereed  upon  for  such  transfer. 

That  is.  the  transfer  of  the  ships. 
The  committee  further  said  that: 

The  controversy  has  never  been  presented  to  a  Jtididal  tribunal 
with  Jtirlsdlction  to  adequately  dispose  of  the  caae  on  the  atertts. 
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At  the  outset  it  WM  presented  to  the  War  Department  Claims  Board 
under  the  Dent  Act.  which,  after  extensive  hearings,  found  that 
there  was  a  misunderstanding  between  the  {xirties  and.  therefore, 
no  meeting  of  the  minds,  that  consequently  the  claimants  were 
entitled  to  Just  compensation  for  their  property  taken,  but  that 
the  Botfd  had  no  jurisdiction  to  make  an  award  becatise  it  did 
not  appear  the  ships  were  taken  for  War  Department  purposes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  COX.    Yes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  this  bill  merely  provided 
that  these  claimants  can  appeal  to  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  I  would  be  glad  to  support  and  vote  for  it.  If  this  bill 
simply  provides  for  an  appeal  to  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  on  all  questions  of  law  and  fact  before  the  Court  of 
Claims,  then  why  do  you  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  beyond  the  right  to  appeal  by  including  the 
language  in  line  6? 

Mr.  COX.    To  what  language  has  the  gentleman  reference? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  language  in  lines  4  and 
5  reads:  "and  jurisdiction  is  hereby  conferred  upon  the  Su- 
preme Court  to  consider  on  such  appeal  all  questions  of  law 
and  fact."  and  then  the  bill  states  in  line  6.  "including  the 
fair  market  value  of  the  property  involved."  Why  not  strike 
cut  the  language  "including  the  fair  market  value  of  the 
property  involved,"  so  that  the  bill  will  simply  provide  for  an 
tfppeal  on  all  questions  of  law  and  fact  which  were  before  the 
Court  of  Claims? 

Mr.  COX.  That  is  an  element  in  the  case  to  which  con- 
sideration must  be  given  if  the  purpose  is  to  do  justice  as  be- 
tween the  Government  and  these  claimants. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Was  not  the  value  of  the 
property  determined  in  the  Court  of  Claims? 
»  Mr.  COX.  The  decision  in  the  Court  of  Claims  turned  on 
-^  the  question  of  the  memorandum  made  at  the  time  the  Gov- 
ernment took  title  to  the  ships  and  the  receipt  given  by  Car- 
den  and  Herd  to  the  Secretary  of  War  when  the  $550,000  was 
paid,  holding  that  these  two  writings  constituted  a  bar. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Was  not  the  question  of  the 
fair  market  value  of  the  prop)crty  before  the  Court  of  Claims? 
MjvCOX.    No  ;  the  Court  of  Claims  simply  held 

Mr.  WEAVER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.     Yes. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Wiscon- 
sin with  respect  to  the  findings  of  fact,  and  this  is  one  fact 
you  should  get  into  your  minds,  these  parties  bought  these 
ships  from  the  Austrian  owners.  They  were  interned  in  New 
York  harbor  and  could  not  get  out  because  of  the  English 
Navy.  Of  course,  they  bought  them  at  a  price,  $123  per  gross 
ton.  Mr.  Ramseyer.  a  former  Member  of  this  House,  with 
whom  I  served  for  a  number  of  years,  was  the  Commissioner 
appointed  by  the  Court  of  Claims  to  find  the  facts,  and  he 
found  hin:iself  that  these  ships  were  worth  $195  per  gross  ton, 
and  that  is  in  the  findings. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Yes;  I  understand  that,  but 
we  have  been  told  that  this  bill  simply  provides  for  an  appeal 
to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  on  all  questions  of  law 
and  fact  from  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims.  Then  why 
enlarge  the  bill  with  the  language  in  line  6  and  set  up  the 
Supreme  Court  as  a  supercourt  of  claims,  which  that  language 
does? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  But  the  Court  of  Claims  de- 
cided the  matter  on  a  technicality,  and  if  you  go  to  the 
Supreme  Court  and  the  Supreme  Court  decides  in  favor  of 
Garden  and  Herd,  then  they  would  have  to  pass  upon  the  value 
of  the  property. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  The  value  of  the  property  has  been  deter- 
mined twice. 

Mr.  COX.  Let  me  proceed.  The  Government  took  over 
these  ships  about  6  weeks  before  the  passage  of  the  act,  which 
would  have  meant,  had  title  been  acquired  under  the  provi- 
sions of  that  law.  that  Carden  and  Herd  would  have  been  paid 
the  market  value  of  the  ships,  and  at  the  expiration  of  the 
war  the  Jiips  would  have  been  returned  to  them  intact.  In 
other  words,  the  Government,  as  a  result  of  taking  over  these 
ships,  saved  itself  an  expenditure  in  excess  of  $20,000,000, 


which  would  otherwise  have  been  Incurred,  and  mark  you, 
the  Government  operated  these  ships  throughout  the  dura- 
tion of  the  war.  and  for  about  2  years  afterward,  and  then 
sold  a  part  of  the  lot  for  a  price  in  excess  of  the  original  cost 
of  the  entire  seven  ships.    That  is  in  the  record. 

Mr.  TABER.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.     In  a  moment. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.     Yes. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  The  record  has  been  made  in  the  Court 
of  Claims? 

Mr.  COX.    Yes. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  The  Court  of  Claims  would  likewise 
show  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property  at  that  time,  so 
that  undsr  this  bill  as  I  read  it — 

To  consider  on  such  appeal  all  questions  of  law  and  fact.  Including 
the  fair  market  value  of  the  property  Involved — 

Would  in  fact  say  to  the  Supreme  Court,  we  want  you  to 
take  new  testimony,  we  want  you  to  take  further  evidence. 
I  do  not  know  how  the  Supreme  Court  is  going  to  set  itself 
up  as  a  court  of  original  jurisdiction  to  do  that. 

Mr.  COX.  The  Supreme  Comt  would  make  its  findings  on 
the  record  made  before  the  Court  of  Claims. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    Then  why  do  we  not  say: 

To  consider  on  such  appeal  all  queations  of  law  and  fact? 

Mr.  COX.  That  is  a  question  that  the  gentleman  might 
.address  to  the  consideration  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary in  the  event  the  rule  is  adopted. 

Mr.  TABER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX     Yes. 

Mr.  TABER.  According  to  page  15  of  the  committee's  re- 
port. $6,778,006.78  was  paid  to  these  people  and  at  that  time 
they  executed  bills  of  sale  of  the  ships. 

Mr.  COX.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  TABER.  The  cost  to  these  people  of  these  ships,  ac- 
cording to  page  9.  was  $6,476,073.  I  have  not  had  a  long 
time  to  examine  this,  but  it  looks  as  if  they  had  been  paid 
more  than  their  cost. 

Mr.  COX.  Let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  that  my  confi- 
dence in  him  is  so  great  that  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
in  the  world,  if  he  will  read  the  record  made  on  the  case 
incorporated  In  the  report  of  the  committee  he  will  support 
the  bill.    The  gentleman  is  a  fair-minded  and  just  man. 

Mr.  TABER.    I  try  to  be. 

Mr.  COX.  And  I  know  he  wants  to  do  justice  to  every- 
body. Let  me  proceed  just  a  little  further  and  quote  from 
the  findings  of  the  War  Claims  Board. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  has  expired. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
yield  me  just  1  minute? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  IlUnols.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  gentle- 
man 1  minute  more. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  realize  that  I  have  been  very 
awkward  in  my  endeavor  to  present  this  picture  to  you,  but 
I  want  to  say  that  if  my  reputation  and  standing  in  this 
House  means  anything,  I  hazard  it  right  now  upon  the 
proposition  that  this  is  a  just  and  honest  claim,  and  this 
House  ought  not  for  a  moment  to  consider  rejecting  this 
rule  or  turning  down  the  bill  which  its  great  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  has  reported.  Nothing  less  than  what  the 
committee  has  proposed  approaches  justice  in  the  case. 

The  SPteAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Dlinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  myself  such 
time  as  I  desire. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois Is  recognized  for  29  minutes. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  we  should 
Start  off  by  knowing  that  this  Is  not  appropriating  one  cent 
by  this  Congress.  Many  on  the  Republican  side  have  said. 
What  Is  the  appropriation?  I  think  it  is  important  to  em- 
phasize that  this  bill  does  not  provide  for  an  appropriation 
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of  one  cent.  Certain  citizens  of  the  United  States  back  in 
1917  purchased  from  a  foreign  government,  with  the  consent 
and  approval  of  our  Government,  because  they  wanted  to 
register  these  boats,  certain  boats.  They  then  formed  a  syn- 
dicate. Soon  afterward  President  Wilson  requested  these 
gentlemen  to  come  up  to  Washington,  and  he  left  Barney 
Baruch  negotiate  a  contract  whereby  the  Government  would 
take  over  these  boats  and  the  contract  provided  that  these 
gentlemen  would  be  able  to  operate  the  boats. 

All  these  gentlemen  want  to  do  is  to  have  the  right  to  appeal 
to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  and  let  them  ex- 
amine the  law  and  the  facts  in  this  case.  Personally  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  are  entitled  to  any  damages  or  not.  I  do 
not  know  whether  they  are  entitled  to  anything,  but  I  know 
that  the  other  body,  without  a  dissenting  vote,  felt  that  they 
were.  Members  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  likewise  feel  that 
they  are  entitled  to  damages. 

In  addition  to  that.  I  want  to  read  a  copy  of  a  letter  that 
President  Wilson  wrote  to  Secretary  Baker  back  in  1921.  He 
said: 

Mt  Dear  Mr  Bakzr:  Having  read  the  enclosed.  I  am  myself  con- 
vinced that  the  claim  is  a  Just  one.  and  my  own  recollection  tallies 
with  that  of  the  writer  In  respect  to  everything  In  which  I  played  a 
part  In  the  narrative.  I  leave  the  matter  to  your  own  Judgment  as 
to  what  is  equitable  and  right  In  the  circumstances.  My  own  wish 
would  be  that  the  claim  could  be  paid. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  And  "the  writer"  was  Mr. 
George  A.  Carden.  one  of  the  claimants  on  this  bill? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    That  is  true. 

So  I  say  that  this  does  not  cost  the  Government  one  cent. 
It  merely  gives  these  gentlemen  the  right  to  appeal,  and  if 
they  fall  to  convince  the  Supreme  Court  that  they  are  entitled 
to  any  damages,  those  gentlemen  have  to  pay  the  cost  of 
appeal  and  all  the  expenses. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.    WlU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Without  any  relation  to  the  merits 
of  the  case,  it  is  fair  to  say  that  in  the  event  the  Supreme 
Court  would  render  judgment  in  favor  of  these  claimants  the 
Congress  would  pass  an  appropriation  to  pay  the  bill. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  That  is  right.  But  I  think  if  they 
do  find  that  these  gentlemen  are  entitled  to  damages  that  they 
should  be  paid. 

Mr.  WHimNGTON.  Does  the  language  of  this  particular 
bill  go  further  than  giving  the  Supreme  Court  the  right  to 
say  that  the  Court  of  Claims  was  correct  when  the  Court  of 
Claims  held  that  the  two  memoranda  barred  recovery  in  that 
court?  In  other  words,  if  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  Court  of  Claims  was  justified 
in  holding  the  receipt  and  finding  of  the  War  Board  as  a  bar, 
could  they  so  adjudicate,  or  do  you  enlarge  their  jurisdiction 
under  the  terms  of  this  bill?  / 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.     I  think  not. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  BUnols.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  If  this  bill  as  reported  does 
not  enlarge  the  jurisdiction  so  as  to  provide  something  more 
than  an  appeal  from  the  Court  of  Claims  to  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  please  advise  the  Members  of  the  House  why 
your  committee  has  included  the  language  in  line  6,  reading 
as  follows: 

Including  the  fair  market  value  of  the  proi>erty  Involved. 

If  this  is  merely  an  appeal  on  a  question  of  law  and  fact, 
why  add  to  the  bill  this  language,  and  thereby  increase  the 
scope  of  the  bill  and  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  beyond  the  law  and  facts  which  were  before 
the  Court  of  Claims? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  It  is  not  my  bill  and  I  would  say 
the  gentleman  should  discuss  that  with  the  author  of  the 
bill,  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Robsion]. 

Mr.  COX.     Will  the  gentleman  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    I  yield. 

Mr.  C03p  The  gentleman  will  recall  from  his  examina- 
tion of  this  whole  case  that  Mr.  Baruch,  who  was  commis- 
sioned by  the  President  to  acquire  title  to  these  ships  was 


more  indefinite  in  the  testimony  that  he  gave  than  any  of 
the  witness  who  testified? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Baruch  himself  said,  however: 

There  Is  no  doubt  In  my  mind  but  what  they  did  say  something 
to  that  effect;  that  "we  think  we  ought  to  have  the  operation  of 
these  boats."  There  is  not  any  doubt  in  my  mind  that  I  agreed  to 
that  proposition,  and  I  still  think  so. 

He  said  further: 

Of  course,  they  had  In  mind  that  they  were  going  to  get  theae 
ships.  They  asked  me  to — I  was  going  to  try  to  get  them  the 
ships,  but  I  don't  think  that  you  could  say  that  this  was  what  you 
could  call  a  copper-bound  legal  kind  of  a  document  that  you  have 
to  get  up  in  real  estate,  where  everybody  looks  across  the  table  and 
Is  scared  of  each  other.  I  say,  as  I  thought  then,  and  I  say  now, 
I  thought  these  men  were  entitled  to  It,  and  I  think  Mr.  Denman 
had  In  mind  that  he  was  going  to  get  these  men  the  operation  of 
these  ships,  but  as  to  whether  there  was  anything  more  definite 
or  anything  more  legal  and  binding  from  a  legal  standpoint,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say. 

Mr.  Baruch  testified  further.  Mr.  Baruch  is  the  man  who 
was  representing  the  President.    He  said: 

If  this  had  been  a  private  transaction  I  would  go  far  as  to  say 
It  was  one  of  these  deep  moral  obligations  that  a  man  could  not 
get  away  from. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  his 
contribution. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  lUinois.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  gentleman  suggested  a  while  ago 
that  this  bill  represented  the  views  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  I  want  to  be  clear  on  that.  This  was  not  a  unani- 
mous report.  Several  members  were  opposed,  and  I  think 
they  are  opposed  now,  but  there  was  no  minority  report  filed. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  But  it  was  recommended  by  the 
Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  MICHENER.     Yes. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  During  the  last  session  of  Congress,  when 
this  bill  was  before  us,  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  I  Mr. 
Chandler]  filed  a  minority  report  against  the  bill. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    Yes. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  I  did  not  want  the  impression  abroad 
that  the  Judiciary  Committee  is  unanimously  behind  this 
bill,  because  such  is  not  the  case. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    I  did  not  say  that. 

In  conclusion,  I  would  emphasize  this  fact:  It  merely  gives 
some  citizens  of  the  United  States  the  right  to  go  to  the  Su- 
preme Court  because  they  believe  the  United  States  violated 
a  contract  made  with  them  back  in  1917,  and  perhap>s  the  best 
argument  in  favor  is  this  letter  that  President  Wilson  wrote, 
saying  that  he  thought  It  was  a  Just  claim,  and  it  should  be 
paid. 

Mr.  COX.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COX,  Can  the  gentleman  conceive  of  any  reason  in 
this  world  why  a  citizen  who  has  a  grievance  against  the 
Government  should  not  be  accorded  a  forum  where  he  could 
be  heard  upon  both  questions  of  law  and  fact? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    I  agree  with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Did  the  Court  of  Claims  have  Juris- 
diction to  pass  upon  the  law  and  the  facts  in  this  case? 

Mr.  ALLEN  Of  Illinois.  Their  decision  was  based  on  a 
technicality. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  I  am  asking  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois— I  presume  he  is  a  lawyer — I  am  asking  him  if  it  Is  a 
fact  that  the  Court  of  Claims  had  Jurisdiction  to  pass  upon 
the  law  and  the  facts? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.    I  am  of  the  opinion  it  did. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield,  the  Court  of 
Claims  did,  and  wrote  a  very  full  opinion  in  that  case. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Cochran]. 
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Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  asked  for  10  minutes  on 
this  bill  a  week  or  two  ago  and  thought  I  was  going  to  get  it. 
I  cannot  make  my  case  in  5  minutes,  but  will  do  the  best 
I  can. 

I  probably  voted  for  the  jurisdictional  bill  which  sent  this 
case  to  the  Court  of  Claims.  I  am  told  I  wrote  a  letter  at 
one  time  saying  I  would  support  this  bill  or  some  other  bill. 
Probably  I  did;  but  if  I  did  do  It,  I  wrote  the  letter  before 
examining  the  bill  and  reading  the  court's  decision. 

I  am  not  going  to  vote  for  this  bill.  On  the  contrair.  I  am 
going  to  do  every thiog  I  can  to  defeat  It. 

I  congratulate  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  Mr; 
Speaker,  for  not  reporting  out  the  bill  H.  R.  3356,  the  original 
bill.  Why?  Because  in  that  bill — they  could  not  stomach 
It — it  authorized  and  directed  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  to  render  judgment  for  these  claimants.  Just 
think  of  that.  Then  the  author  introduced  a  second  bill,  and 
there  was  a  report  on  the  second  bill.  In  the  first  report  on 
the  second  bill  was  a  letter  from  the  Attorney  General  which 
stated  why  this  bill  should  not  become  a  law;  also  a  minority 
report.  Why  is  that  letter  from  the  Attorney  General  and 
the  minority  report  not  in  the  second  report?  I  would  like 
somebody  to  explain  that  in  their  time.  I  will  place  it  in  the 
Record. 

The  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims  tells  you  just  what 
happened.  Carden  and  Herd  got  $550,000  from  the  War  De- 
partment and  signed  a  statement  saying  that  that  was  in  full 
and  complete  settlement  of  their  claim.  Then  they  got  $188,- 
000  from  Phelps  b  Co.,  agents  for  the  Austrian  owners,  that 
was  paid  for  removing  the  restrictions  on  the  ships.  In  all, 
they  got  $738,000;  and  if  you  think  they  did  not,  read  the 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims.  I  will  place  that  in  the 
RscoRD.    Here  is  what  happened: 

A  few  days  before  we  entered  the  war  Carden  and  Herd  con- 
ceived the  idea  of  buying  these  ships.  Carden  and  Herd  se- 
cured permission  from  the  Government  to  buy  them.  They 
did  not  put  up  a  dollar.  Thty  went  to  seven  men  in  New 
York  and  they  formed  a  syndijate  and  advanced  the  money. 
They  were  bought  about  a  week  before  we  got  into  the  war. 

When  the  Government  took  over  those  ships,  less  than  a 
month  after,  they  paid  them  the  full  value.  Remember,  they 
did  nut  have  the  ships  30  days. 

Now.  here  are  two  men  who  had  seven  people  involved 
besides  themselves  in  the  purchase  of  the  ships,  getting  this 
$738,000  and  keeping  every  nickel  of  it,  not  giving  a  cent  to 
the  seven  men  who  put  up  the  money  to  complete  the  deal. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  I  yield  briefly  to  my  friend  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  These  two  claimants  were  acting  as 
agents  for  undisclosed  principals  throughout  the  transactions. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  And  they  proposed  to  keep  the  profits 
--themselves. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    They  did  keep  them. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  For  a  brief  question.  I  only  have  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  COX.   Both  these  gentlemen  are  in  error. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Oh.  no.  The  men  who  put  up  the  money 
to  biiy  the  ships  never  received  a  cent  of  the  $738,000.  Read 
the  record. 

Mr.  COX.  But  the  gentlemen  will  very  likely  find  them- 
selves embarrassed  in  making  any  such  declaration  as  that  a 
syndicate  was  formed  by  these  two  gentlemen  to  represent 
undisclosed  principals.   That  is  not  true. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  They  got  the  $738,000  and  did  not  give  a 
cent  to  anybody.  Kept  every  nickel  of  it,  according  to  the 
Court  of  Claims  decision. 

Mr.  COX.  The  gentleman  said  the  money  was  put  up.  The 
10  percent  that  was  exacted  by  the  owners  in  the  closing  of 
the  contract  was  put  up.  The  gentleman  seems  to  be  inter- 
ested in  creating  the  Impression  that  this  syndicate  and  these 
claimants  owe  the  Government  when  such  is  not  the  case. 


The  Government  in  this  instance,  as  it  did  in  most  others, 
almost  compelled  the  surrender  of  the  contract  which  had 
been  made. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    I  will  tell  the  gentleman  what  is  involved. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
briefly  on  this  question? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  No.  I  regret  I  cannot.  According  to  the 
Attorney  General,  over  $8,000,000  is  involved  in  this  case, 
$8,000,000  plus  interest  that  will  run  it  up  to  about  $20,000,000. 
That  is  what  is  involved  in  this  case.  Twenty  million  dollars 
is  involved  in  this  case,  according  to  the  letters  that  are  in  the 
first  report  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Claims. 

If  this  claim  is  allowed,  who  gets  it?  Do  the  members  of 
the  syndicate  get  it?  Do  the  seven  men  who  were  in  this 
group  get  it?  No;  Carden  and  Herd  alone  get  it,  together  with 
attorneys. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  there? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Briefly. 

Mr.  COX.  The  syndicate  never  operated  the  ships.  The 
syndicate  took  the  title  and  gave  Carden  and  Herd  the 
contract  to  operate  them. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Can  you  imagine,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  United 
States  Government  taking  over  seven  ships  to  send  our  troops 
abroad  and  to  send  our  supplies  abroad  during  time  of  war 
and  letting  private  individuals  operate  those  ships? 

Mr.  COX.  These  were  not  transport  ships  in  any  sense  of 
the  word. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  They  were  used  for  that  purpose.  This 
is  the  most  foolish  proposition  I  ever  heard  of.  They  have 
nothing  in  writing  to  show  that  any  such  agreement  was 
made  and  the  Court  of  Claims  points  that  out.  I  want  to 
impress  upon  you  the  fact  that  if  you  adopt  this  rule  the 
House  of  Representatives  will  be  virtually  passing  a  bill 
giving  to  two  individuals  in  this  country  a  right  which  you 
do  not  grant  to  anybody  else.  When  you  go  to  the  Supreme 
Court  you  must  do  so  through  a  writ  of  certiorari,  and  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  knows  that. 

Mr.  COX.  The  gentleman  says  there  is  nothing  in  writing. 
Does  the  gentleman  find  no  virtue  in  the  letter  of  the  Presi- 
dent in  the  finding  of  the  War  Claims  Board  and  in  the 
finding  of  the  Claims  Commissioner? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  There  is  no  written  contract.  May  I  say 
again  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  that  I  do  not  think  he 
can  lay  hands  on  a  piece  of  legislation  giving  direct  appeal  to 
the  United  States  Supreme  Court  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  of  this  House.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  part  of  my  remarks  I  include  the  letter 
from  the  Attorney  General  and  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Claims,  as  follows: 

OmCI  OF  THI  ATTORIOtT  GBNOUL. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  15,  1939. 
Hon.  Hatton  W.  8umne«s, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

House  of  Representatives,  Washington.  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Mr  Chairman:  This  acknowledges  your  request  for  my 
views  concerning  the  bill  (H.  R.  3356)  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the 
United  States  to  hear,  consider,  and  render  judgment  on  certain 
claims  of  George  A.  Carden  and  Anderson  T.  Herd  against  the  United 
States,"   approved   Juno    13,    1934. 

The  act  of  June  13,  1934  (48  Stat.  1386),  which  the  bill  under 
consideration  seeks  to  amend,  is  a  private  act  by  whk:h  jurisdiction 
was  conferred  on  the  Court  of  Claims  to  consider  the  claims  ot 
George  A.  Carden  and  Anderson  T.  Herd  against  the  United  States 
for  additional  compensation  for  several  ships  which  were  sold  by 
the  claimants  to  the  Goverrmient  at  the  beglnnix^g  of  the  World 
War.  Thereupon  the  claimants  brought  suit  In  the  Court  of  Cl.ilms 
for  an  amount  in  excrss  of  «7. 160.000  with  Interest  from  May  3, 
1917.  After  a  trial  en  the  merits  the  court  reached  the  conclusion 
that  the  clalmanU  were  not  entitled  to  recover  and  disnxisscd  the 
petition.  The  present  measure  proposes  to  direct  the  court  to  ren- 
der Judgment  In  favor  of  the  claimants  for  an  amount  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  court  pursuant  to  a  formula  set  forth  In  the  blU. 

The  files  of  this  Department  dlscloee  the  following  facts  bearing 
on  the  claim: 

On  April  5,  1917,  the  claimants  purchased  seven  Austrian  ships 
that  had  previously  taken  refuge  in  American  harbors  At  the 
suggestion  of  President  Wilson,  conveyed  through  Mr.  Bernard  M. 
Baruch,  they  resold  the  ships  to  the  United  SUtes  on  May  3,  1917.  at 
the  price  that  the  ships  had  cost  them,  plus  certain  expenses  which 
they  had  Incurred.    The  total  amotmt  received  by  them  from  the 
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Government  as  a  result  of  this  transaction  was  $6,788,006.70.  In 
•ddltlon  the  Government  paid  them  a  further  sxmi  of  $1,053,020  as 
a  consideration  for  the  removal  of  the  restrictions  that  had  been 
previously  imposed  on  the  use  of  the  ships  by  the  Austrian  owners, 
namely,  a  limitation  to  navigate  between  ports  of  North  and  South 
America.  The  Government  turned  over  four  of  the  ships  to  the 
Allies  and  .os.slgned  the  other  three  to  the  War  Department. 

Thereafter  Carden  and  Herd  asserted  that  they  had  understood 
that  as  a  part  of  the  consideration  for  the  transfer  of  the  vessels  to 
the  Government  they  were  to  be  hired  as  operating  agents  of  the 
vessels,  and  submitted  a  claim  to  the  War  Department  on  that  theory 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Dent  Act  (act  of  March  2.  1919.  40  Stat. 
1272).  which  conferred  on  the  Secretary  of  War  authority  to  settle 
and  adjust  claims  arising  out  of  Informal  contracts.  Mr.  Bernard 
M.  Baruch  explained  that  while  he  had  stated  that  he  would  recom- 
mend to  the  Shipping  Board  that  Carden  and  Herd  be  hired  as 
operating  agents  for  these  vessels,  If  anyone  was  employed  for  that 
purpose,  there  was  no  binding  undertaking  to  engage  them  In  that 
capacity.  Secretarv  of  War  Weeks  on  July  16.  1921.  made  an  award 
in  favor  of  the  claimants  in  the  sum  of  $550.(XM.  which  amount  was 
paid  to  them  in  due  course. 

As  stated  above,  a  private  bill  was  later  passed  which  was  ap- 
proved on  June  13.  1934.  conferring  jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of 
Claims  over  the  claim.  Suit  was  then  filed  pursuant  to  the  permis- 
sion thus  granted  for  the  sum  of  $7,161.018  30  plus  Interest  from 
May  3,  1917.  The  theory  of  the  plamtiffs  appears  to  have  been  that 
there  was  a  misunderstanding  between  the  claimants  and  Mr.  Baruch 
as  to  the  terms  on  which  the  ships  were  being  sold  to  the  Govern- 
ment: that  consequently  there  had  been  no  meeting  of  the  minds 
and  no  binding  contract;  and  that,  therefore,  the  claimants  were 
entitled  to  recover  the  fair  and  reasonable  value  of  the  vessels, 
which,  they  asserted,  was  much  greater  than  the  amount  that  they 
had  received  from  the  Government.  Testimony  was  taken  at  great 
length  and  then  the  case  was  submitted  to  the  court  on  voluminous 
briels  and  lengthy  oral  arguments.  The  court  passed  on  the  merits 
Of  the  Claim  and  determined  on  May  2.  1938.  that  it  was«not  well 
founded  as  a  matter  of  fact  and  law.  A  judgment  dismissing  the 
petition  was  rendered.  A  motion  for  a  new  trial  was  then  made  by 
the  plaintiffs,  and  was  denied  after  an  oral  argument  and  the 
submission  of  briefs. 

The  bill  under  consideration  proposes  to  reverse  the  Judgment  of 
the  court  by  legislative  action  and  to  direct  the  court  to  award  Just 
compensotion  to  the,  claimants,  based  upon  the  fair  market  value  of 
the  ships  as  of  May  "3.  1917.  "which  shall  be  not  less  than  the  mini- 
mum nor  more  than  the  maximum  value  thereof  determined  by  the 
War  Department  Claims  Board  in  the  matter  of  the  claim  of  George 
A.  Carden  and  Anderson  T.  Herd."  The  maximum  award  that  could 
be  made  to  the  claimants  if  this  blU  were  enacted  Is  $7,291,471.30. 

It  Is  understood  that  the  claimants  contend  that  they  are  entitled 
to  consideration  on  the  ground  that  they  sold  the  ships  to  the  United 
States  at  the  beginning  of  the  war  at  cost  on  the  request  of  Presi- 
dent Wilson,  assuming  that  other  shipowners  would  be  Induced  to 
follow  a  similar  course.  It  appears,  however,  that  In  the  case  of 
subsequent  acquisitions  of  ve.ssels  by  the  Government  during  the 
World  War  fair  and  reasonable  value  was  paid  by  the  United  States, 
and  no  effort  was  made  to  limit  the  owners  to  reimbursements  of 
their  own  cost.  The  claimants  apparently  feel  that  In  view  of  this 
circumstance  they  should  not  be  held  bound  by  their  bargain. 

On  the  ether  hand,  after  a  full  trial  on  the  merits,  the  Court  of 
Claims  has  held  that  there  was  no  legal  obligation  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  pay  to  the  claimants  any  compensation  In  addi- 
tion to  the  amount  which  they  had  previously  received,  to  wit, 
$8,391,028.70  By  the  award  of  the  Secretary  of  War  they  realized 
a  profit  of  $550,000  on  this  transaction.  They  now  seek  a  further 
profit  for  which  they  did  not  stipulate  In  their  original  contract. 

As  I  am  unable  to  find  any  moral  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  pay  to  the  plaintiffs  the  large  profit  which  they  seek 
to  obtain  through  the  pending  legislation,  I  do  not  feel  Justified  In 
recommending  the  enactment  of  the  bUl.  i 

With  kind  regards. 
Sincerely, 

Frank  Mttrpht, 
Attorney  General. 


(In  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States.  No.  42711.  (Decided 
May  2,  1938  )  George  A.  Carden  and  Anderson  T.  Herd  v.  The 
United   States] 

Messrs.  Charles  E.  Hughes,  Jr.,  and  Herman  J.  Galloway  for  the 
plaintiffs.  Messrs.  Ellsworth  C.  Alvord,  Floyd  F.  Toomey,  and 
Frederick  W.  P.  Lorenzen  were  on  the  briefs. 

Mr.  Alexander  Holtzoff,  with  whom  was  Mr.  Assistant  Attorney 
General  Sam  E.  Whitaker,  for  defendant.  Mr.  Herbert  A.  Bergson 
was  on  the  brief. 

This  case  having  been  heard  by  the  Court  of  Claims,  the  court, 
upon  the  evidence  adduced,  makes  the  following 

special    riNDtNGS    OF    FACT 

1.  The  plaintiffs  are  citizens  of  the  State  of  New  York  and  by  an 
act  of  Congress  approved  June  13,  1934.  the  Court  of  Claims  was 
given  Jurisdlclioh  to  hear,  consider,  and  render  Judgment  upon  any 
claims,  legal,  or  equlUble,  of  the  plaintiffs  against  the  United 
States  Involving  certain  steamships  named  therein.  This  act  Is  set 
out  In  full  In  paragraph  (1)  of  the  petition  which  the  plaintiffs 
have  filed  herein. 

2.  War  was  declared  between  the  United  States  and  the  Imperial 
German  Government  on  April  6,  1917.    Prior  to  the  declaration  ot 


war  plaintiffs  were  engaged  In  buying,  selling,  managing,  and 
operating  ships  In  New  York  City.  Due  to  the  existence  of  the 
state  of  war  among  European  nations,  German  and  Austrian  ships 
had  been  forced  to  take  refuge  In  the  harbors  of  the  United  States. 
Among  such  ships  in  the  harbors  of  the  United  States  were  7 
of  Austrian  registry  known  as  the  Emy.  Lucia.  Anna,  Teresa.  Clara. 
Ida,  and  Dora,  which  are  7  of  the  10  shlpw  named  In  the  act  referred 
to  In  finding  1. 

3.  About  April  1,  1917.  the  plaintiffs  made  an  offer  to  the  agents 
of  the  Austrian  owners  to  purchase  the  seven  ships  named  above. 
This  offer  Is  set  out  In  exhibit  A  attached  to  the  petition  and  Is  by 
reference  made  a  part  of  this  finding. 

On  April  5,  1917.  the  plaintiffs'  offer  was  accepted  In  writing.  A 
copy  of  this  acceptance  Is  attached  to  the  petition  marked  exhibit 
B  and  is  by  reference  made  a  part  of  this  finding. 

4.  On  or  about  AprU  7,  1917.  plaintiffs  sold  the  seven  ships  to  a 
New  York  syndicate  composed  of  seven  persons.  The  selling  price 
of  the  7  ships  was  $140  per  dead-weight  ton.  which  amounted  t^ 
$7,371,140,  and  part  of  the  agreement  between  plaintiffs  and  the 
syndicate  was  that  plaintiffs  should  have  the  operation  of  the  ships 
and  receive  5  percent  of  the  gross  freight  receipts.  The  sum  of 
$730,302  was  Immediately  paid  to  plaintiffs  and  the  balance  of 
$6,640,838  was  to  be  paid  upon  delivery  of  the  ships.  Shortly  after 
the  sale  to  the  syndicate,  one  member  of  the  syndicate  withdrew 
and  plaintiffs  took  over  his  one-seventh  Interest. 

5.  following  the  declaration  of  war,  negotiations  for  the  acquisi- 
tion of  these  ships  by  the  defendant  were  carried  on  until  May  3, 
1917.  between  plaintiffs  and  their  attorney,  Thomas  B.  Love,  on  the 
one  hand  and  Bernard  M.  Baruch,  a  member  of  the  Advisory  Com- 
mission of  the  Council  of  National  Defense,  and  William  Denman. 
chairman  of  the  'United  States  Shipping  Board,  under  the  direction 
of  President  Wilson,  on  the  other  hand.  Shortly  after  plaintiffs 
acquired  the  ships,  they  made  Denman  several  propositions,  none 
of  which  met  with  the  approval  of  the  President.  The  President 
told  Denman.  having  In  mind  the  ecandals  that  arose  out  of  the 
Spanish-American  War  on  prices  of  ships,  that  he  desired  the  ships 
obtained  from  the  plaintiffs  at  the  price  they  paid  for  them.  On 
April  23,  1917.  the  President  met  Baruch  and  Denman  and  told 
them  that  he  wanted  Baruch  to  get  the  ships  for  the  defendant  at 
the  price  pmid  for  them  by  plaintiffs.  Denman  informed  the  Presi- 
dent that  there  were  certain  restrictions  on  the  use  of  the  ships 
which  he  thought  could,  be  removed  by  negotiations  with  the 
agents  of  the  Austrlans.  The  Presidnt  authorized  them  to  get  the 
ships  and  to  have  the  restrictions  on  the  ships  removed. 

Thereafter  the  negotiations  were  resumed  between  Baruch  and 
the  plaintiffs.  In  the  course  of  which  there  was  some  discussion 
with  reference  to  plaintiffs  having  the  operation  of  the  ships  after 
the  Government  had  purchased  them,  and  plaintiffs  were  told  by 
Baruch  to  go  to  William  Denman,  Chairman  of  the  Shipping  Board, 
who  would  close  the  transaction. 

There  is  no  material  conflict  as  to  what  was  said  between  the 
plaintiffs  and  Baruch  at  this  time,  but  there  is  no  claim  that  any 
contract  was  then  entered  Into. 

6.  Plaintiffs  and  their  attorney  next  went  to  Denman,  and  there 
was  further  talk  between  them  with  reference  to  the  terms  of  an 
agreement  for  the  purchase  of  the  ships.  After  the  plaintiffs  had 
made  an  agreement  with  the  agents  for  the  Austrian  owners  for  the 
removal  of  the  restrictions  on  the  ships,  the  negotiations  resulted, 
on  May  3,  1917,  In  the  execution  of  certain  written  Instruments 
which  consisted  of  (a)  separate  bills  of  sale  for  each  of  the  7 
ships  In  form,  as  shown  by  Exhibit  "C"  attached  to  the  petition 
and  made  part  hereof  by  reference;  (b)  a  receipt  signed  by  the 
plaintiffs  for  $6,778,006.70  in  payment  for  the  7  steamers,  a  copy 
of  which  Is  attached  to  the  petition  marked  Exhibit  "E"  and  made 
part  of  this  finding  by  reference;  and  (c)  a  contract  signed  by 
William  Denman  acting  for  the  United  States,  by  each  of  the 
plaintiffs,  and  also  by  Phelps  Bros.  &  Co..  agents  for  the  Austrian 
owners.    Tills  contract  was  in  words  and  figures  as  follows: 

"m  BZ  THE  SALE   OF   SEVEN   AUSTRIAN   SHIPS  * 

"Memorandvim  of  Closing 

"1.  Closing  ships'  registers:  It  is  understood  that  instructions 
have  been  given  by  the  Austrian  Embassy  to  the  Austrian  Consuls 
at  Boston,  New  Orleans.  Pensacola,  and  New  York  City  that  the 
registers  of  the  ships  in  those  ports  will  l>e  closed. 

"(a)  In  Boston,  on  the  application  of  Halght,  Sanford  &  Smith; 

"(b)   In  New  Orleans,  on  the  application  of  George  H.  Terriberry; 

"(c)  In  Pensacola,  on  the  application  of  Halght,  Sanford  & 
Smith,  or  John  A.  Merrltt  &  Co.; 

"(d)  In  New  York  City,  on  the  application  of  Phelps  Bros.  & 
Co..  or  Halght,  Sanford  &  Smith. 

"The  Instructions  to  the  Austrian  Consuls  have  been  turned  over 
to  the  Swedish  Consuls  at  these  ports,  who  have  been  Instructed  to 
act  for  the  Austrian  officials. 

"Immediately  upon  the  payment  of  the  purchase  price,  Halght. 
Sanford  tt  Smith  are  to  take  appropriate  steps  for  the  closing  of  all 
registers. 

"2  Price:  The  price  to  be  paid  today  (May  3.  1917)  to  Messrs. 
Carden  and  Herd  is  $6,778,006.70,  being  the  price  covered  by  the 
original  contract  for  restricted  trade.  There  Is  a  balance  due  from 
the  United  States  Government  of  $20  per  ton  on  52.651  tons  for 
the  removal  of  restrictions,  which  balance  is  to  be  paid  as  soon  as  the 
funds  are  received  from  the  Treasury  Department,  which  is  expected 
to  be  on  or  before  May  5,  1917. 

"3.  Steamship  Clara.  New  Orleans:  This  steamer  Is  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  United  States  marshal.  Messrs.  Phelps  Bro*.  *jObc 
agree  to  have  bonds  filed  immediately  for  the  relee«e  ot  Uks  ^ 
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"4.  ProTtslons.  atom.  siippUes.  bunker  coal,  etc.:  It  Is  agreed 
that  all  provisions,  stores,  supplies,  bunker  coal,  etc.,  on  board  all 
ships  shall  be  Inventoried  and  appraised  by  parties  to  be  agreed 
upon  by  Mr.  Donald  and  owners'  agents,  the  Government  to  pay 
to  Messrs.  Pbelps  Bros.  &  Ck).  the  value  of  the  same. 

"5.  Personal  effects  of  oflScers  and  crew:  It  Is  agreed  that  necessary 
instructions  will  be  Issued,  either  by  the  Treasviry  Department  or 
by  the  Shipping  Board,  for  the  landing  of  all  personal  effects  of 
officers  and  crew  still  on  board  the  vessels;  the  said  effects  to  be 
tximed  over  to  the  agents  of  the  Austro- Americana  as  follows: 

"At  New  York  City.  Phelps  Bros.  *  Co. 

"At  Boston.  Patterson.  Wylde  &  Co. 

"At  New  Orleans.  A.  K.  Miller  &  Co. 

"At  Pensacola,  Gulf  Transit  Co. 

••6.  Repairs  of  damages:  Phelps  Bros.  &  Co.  agree  to  hold  In  this 
country  1700.000  ^o  cover  the  obligations  under  the  sales  contract, 
to  pay  the  cost  of  repairing  willful  damage  above  $25,000  per  ship. 
A  surveyor  appointed  by  Phelps  Bros.  &  Co.  shall  be  allowed  to  sur- 
vey all  repair  work  while  being  done. 

•"7.  Remittances:  Such  portion  of  the  purchase  price  as  Is  to  be 
remitted  to  the  owners  is  to  be  deposited  for  remittance  to  the 
credit  of  the  Austro-Amerlcana  Line.  In  the  event  that  there 
shall  hereafter  arise  any  difficulty  in  connection  with  the  rem^it- 
tance  of  any  part  of  the  said  $700,000.  held  In  this  country  as 
at>ove.  Mr.  Dcnman.  Chairman  cf  the  Shipping  Board,  agrees  to 
tise  bis  Influence  to  facilitate  said  remittance. 

"May  3,  1917. 

"(Signed)     WnxiAM  Denman, 

"(Signed)     Akdebson  T.  Heho, 

!~  "(Signed)     Geohge  A.  Cabden, 

"(Signed)     Phelps  Bkos.  &  Co., 

"Agents." 

The  testimony  is  very  conflicting  as  to  what  was  said  at  that 
meeting,  but  the  evidence  falls  to  show  that  there  was  any  con- 
tract or  part  of  a  contract  entered  into  between  the  parties  at 
that  time  or  at  any  stage  of  the  negotiations  other  than  as  is 
shown  by  the  written  instruments  above  referred  to  and  set  out. 

A  few  days  thereafter  the  defendant  paid  to  the  plaintiffs  the 
further  sum  of  11,063.020  for  the  removal  of  the  reBtrictlons  on 
the  ships.  The  plaintiffs  turned  this  money  over  to  Phelps  Bros, 
ft  Co..  who  in  turn  remitted  the  sum  of  $188,000  to  plaintiffs.  Den- 
man,  having  requested  that  the  plaintiffs  furnish  information  as 
to  their  ability  to  operate  the  ships  and  the  personnel  of  their 
organization,  on  May  6.  1917,  plaintiffs  wrote  a  letter  to  Deuman. 
the  fh^t  paragraph  of  which  reads,  in  part,  as  follows: 

"To  the  end  of  carrying  out  our  understanding  that  at  a  price 
such  as  would  be  fair  and  acceptable  to  other  competent  shipping 
ooncerns.  we  should  have  a  contract  for  the  charter  or  operation  of 
the  Austrian  ships  which  have  been  transferred  to  the  Government, 
we  beg  to  say  that  in  our  organisation,  among  others,  are  the 
following  persons:  etc." 

The  letter  further  contained  Information,  which  had  been  re- 
quested by  Denman,  as  to  the  ability  of  plaintiffs  to  operate  the 
^pa  and  the  personnel  of  their  organization. 

The  operation  of  the  seven  ships  was  never  granted  to  the  plain- 
tiffs, though  demand  therefor  was  made  immediately  after  the 
transfer  of  the  ships  and  frequently  reasserted  during  the  period  of 
defendant's  ownership. 

7.  The  plaintiffs  presented  to  the  Secretary  of  War  under  the  act 
of  March  2.  1919.  commonly  known  as  the  Dent  Act.  a  claim  against 
the  defendant  for  $7,500,000  based  on  the  transfer  of  the  ships  as 
set  forth  above  and  ( 1 )  the  failure  of  the  defendant  to  turn  the 
ships  over  to  the  plaintiffs  for  operation:  (2)  that  at  the  time  of 
the  transfer  of  the  ships  there  was  no  meeting  of  the  minds  be- 
tween the  parties  to  the  contract:  and  that  therefore  plaintiffs 
were  entitled  to  the  difference  between  the  fair  market  value  of 
the  ships  at  the  time  of  their  delivery  to  the  defendant  and  what 

^     the  defendant  had  paid  to  the  plaintiffs.     The  War  Department 
Claims  Board  denied  relief. 

8.  The  plaintiffs  took  their  case  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  John 
W.  Wet^ks.  who.  on  July  16.  1921.  made  an  award  In  favor  of  the 
plaintiffs  In  the  sum  of  $550,000.  The  award  and  acceptance  of 
plaintiffs  are  as  follows: 

"A  claim  having  been  presented  under  the  act  of  March  2,  1919, 
commonly  called  the  Dent  Act,  by  Messrs.  CSeorge  A.  Carden  and 
Anderson  T  Herd,  based  uj)on  an  agreement  under  which  the 
United  States  acquired  title  to  seven  ships. 

"Now.  by  virtue  of  the  authority  in  me  vested  by  said  act,  1 
do  hereby  award  to  the  said  Carden  and  Herd,  in  full  adjustment, 
payment,  and  discharge  of  aald  claim,  excltislve  of  prospective 
profits,  the  sum  of  $550,000.  and  I  hereby  find  and  declare  that  no 
subcontractors  are  interested  in  said  claim. 

"And  I  hereby  direct  that  the  sum  of  $550,000,  awarded  as  afore- 
Mkld.  be  paid  to  the  said  Carden  and  Herd  out  of  the  unexpended 
balance  of  any  appropriation  available  for  that  purpose. 

"(Signed)     John  W.  Weeks. 

"Secretary   of   War. 
"Dated  July  16.  1921.  Washington.  D.  C. 
"Accepted  at  Washington.  D.  C.  July  18,  1921 

"(Signed)     George  A.  CAiiDfT*. 
" (Signed )     Anderson  T.  Herd." 

Pursuant  to  the  award,  the  sum  of  $550.0<X}  was  paid  by  defendant 
to  the  plaintiffs. 

9.  The  seven  ships  cost  the  defendant  as  follows:  $6,778.00€.70 
purchaae  price  paid  on  May  3.  1917;  $1,053,020  cost  of  removing  the 


reatrlctions  on  the  ships:  $550,000  awarded  to  the  plaintiffs  by  the 
Secretary  of  War:  and  $815,000  expended  to  place  the  ships  In  • 
seaworthy  condition,  or  a  total  of  $9,106,026  70. 

The  first  and  third  items  above,  to  wit:  $6,778,006  70  and  $550,000. 
or  a  total  of  $7,328,006.70.  were  for  and  paid  to  the  plaintiffs. 

10.  The  dead-weight  tonnage  at  the  seven  ships  at  the  time  of 
their  transfer  to  the  defendant  was  as  follows: 
Name  of  ship  and  dead-weight  tonnage: 

Emy 9. 250 

Lucia 10.  SO0 

Anna 2.  075 

Teresa . 6.  500 

Clara 6.  OH 

Ida-- 7.  SM 

Dora 10,  550 

Total _ 52,  275 

coNCLirsToif  or  law 

Upon  the  foregoir.g  special  findings  of  fact,  which  are  made  a  part 
of  the  Judgment  herein,  the  court  decides,  as  a  conclusion  of  law. 
that  the  plaintiffs  are  not  enUtled  to  recover,  and  It  is  therefore 
ordered  that  their  petition  be  dismissed. 

Judgement  is  rendered  against  the  plaintiffs  in  favor  of  the  United 
States  for  the  cost  of  printing  the  record  in  this  case,  the  amount 
thereof  to  be  ascertained  by  the  clerk  and  collected  by  him  accord- 
ing to  law.  .  ' 

OPINION 

Green,  Judge,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 

The  plaintiffs  in  this  case  seek  to  recover  $7,161,018.30  with  inter- 
est from  May  3.  1917,  or  a  total  of  about  $16,000,000,  as  Just  com- 
pensation for  ships  owned  by  them  and  taken  over  by  the  Govern- 
ment during  the  World  War. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  on  April  5.  1917,  the  plaintiffs 
acquired  by  purchase  seven  Austrian  ships  which  had  taken  refuge 
In  American  harbors.  About  April  7.  1917,  the  plaintiffs  sold  these 
ships  to  a  New  York  syndicate.  The  defendant  wanted  these  ships, 
and  negotiations  were  commenced  for  their  purchase  by  the  Gov- 
ernment through  Bernard  M.  Baruch  under  the  direction  of  Presi- 
dent Wll-son.  On  ascertaining  that  the  ships  had  been  sold  to  the 
syndicate,  Baruch  requested  the  plaintiffs  to  get  the  sale  to  the 
syndicate  rescinded,  having  previously  Informed  plaintiffs  that  the 
President  had  expressed  a  desire  to  obtain  the  ships  at  the  crig.nal 
cost  price.  Plaintiffs  complied  with  the  request  mcde  by  Baruch 
and  obtained  a  recisslon  of  the  sale  to  the  sj-ndlcate.  Thereafter, 
the  negotiations  were  resumed  between  Baruch  and  the  plaintiffs, 
and  BartKh  told  them  to  go  to  William  Denman.  chairman  of  the 
Shipping  Board,  who  woiild  close  the  transaction.  Accordingly, 
plaintiffs  met  Denman,  and  after  some  preliminary  conversations 
the  plaintiffs  executed  a  bill  of  sale  to  the  defendant  for  each  of  the 
ships  and  signed  a  receipt  reciting  that  they  had  received  $6,778,- 
006.70  in  payment  for  the  seven  shlj)s  and  had  executed  and  deliv- 
ered to  the  United  States  bills  of  sale  therefor,  the  receipt  being 
executed  without  prejudice  to  the  further  payment  of  $20  per  ton 
for  the  transfer  of  the  vessels  free  of  restrictions  in  the  trade.  At 
the  time  of  the  execution  of  the  bills  of  sale  there  was  also  executed 
by  Denman,  the  plaintiffs,  and  Phelps  Brothers  ii  Co..  agents,  an 
Instrument  denominated  "Memorandum  of  Closing,"  which  recited 
that  the  price  to  be  paid  for  the  ships  was  the  sum  stared  above, 
and  that  there  was  a  further  balance  of  $20  per  ton  to  be  paid  by 
the  Government  for  the  removal  of  restrictions  on  the  ships  and 
certain  minor  details  of  the  transactions  relating  to  the  closing  of 
the  registers  of  the  ships.  Including  what  was  to  be  done  with  stores 
and  supplies,  repairs,  and  a  paj-ment  to  the  original  owners  of  the 
ships.  (See  finding  6  )  Shortly  thereafter  defendant  paid  the 
further  sum  cf  $1,053,020  for  the  removal  of  the  restrictions  on 
the  ships,  and  has  paid  nothing  since  except  $550,000  as  an  award 
which  will  be  considered  further  on. 

So  far  we  have  recited  matters  as  to  which  there  is  no  dispute. 
The  plaintiffs  allege  in  their  petition  that  they  transferred  title  to 
the  ships  to  the  United  States  with  the  distinct  understanding  that 
part  of  the  compensation  to  be  paid  them  for  the  transfer  was  the 
operation  of  the  ships  by  them  at  the  prevailing  rate  of  commission, 
which  was  5  percent  of  the  gross  freight  receipts,  that  the  United 
States  has  denied  that  the  operation  of  the  ships  by  the  plaintiffs 
was  a  part  of  the  compensation,  and  took  and  u^ed  the  ships  with- 
out the  plaintiffs  ever  having  received  Just  compensation  therefor. 

The  defendant  enters  a  general  traverse  of  the  allegations  of  the 
petition  and  in  argument  contends  that  there  was  no  other  con- 
sideration for  the  sale  of  the  ships  than  the  price  paid  therefor;  also 
In  substance  that  the  plaintiffs  had  no  reason  to  understand  or 
believe  that  they  were  to  have  the  operation  of  the  ships  after  they 
were  sold;  and  finally,  as  a  matter  of  law.  it  is  argued  that  the  writ- 
ten instruments  signed  and  delivered  by  plaintiffs  at  the  time  the 
ships  were  purchased  constitute  the  sole  and  only  contracts  between 
the  plaintiffs  and  the  defendant  for  the  purchase  of  the  ships  and 
cannot  be  varied  by  oral  testimony  as  to  any  understanding  on  the 
part  of  plaintiffs. 

More  specifically  stated,  the  contention  of  the  plaintiffs  is  that  the 
negotiations  lor  the  sale  of  the  ships  resulted  in  a  "mutual  misun- 
derstanding" as  to  the  consideration  for  the  sale,  and  that  by  reason 
of  this  "mutual  misunderstanding"  the  minds  of  the  parties  did  not 
meet  and  no  valid  contract  was  made. 

The  respective  counsel  do  not  agree  as  to  what  took  place  In  the 
course  of  these  negotiations  and  a  large  portion  of  the  briefs  filed 
In  the  case  is  devoted  to  a  review  of  the  testimony  introduced.  There 
is  no  substantial  disagreement  as  to  what  was  said  between  B-%ruch 
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and  the  jrialntlffk.  Imt  there  Is  a  direct  conflict  in  the  evidence  as  to 
what  occurred  when  plaintiffs  and  their  attorney  took  up  further 
negotiations  with  Denman.  Plaintiffs  have  the  support  of  the  greater 
number  of  witnesses  but  the  surrounding  circumstances  tend  strongly 
to  support  the  testunony  of  Denman.  We  do  not  think  It  is  neces- 
sarj-  to  determine  this  conflict  by  making  a  finding  of  fact  as  to  the 
undersundlng  of  either  plaintiffs'  or  defendant's  agent,  for  under 
our  view  of  the  law  applicable  to  the  case  the  testimony  introduced 
on  the  part  of  the  plaintiffs  u  inadmissible  to  vary  or  nullify  what 
we  hold  Is  a  written  contract,  the  terms  of  which  are  not  In  dispute. 
The  term  "mutual  misunderstanding"  seems  to  Involve  a  con- 
tradiction We  have  found  no  opinion,  decision,  or  textbook  In 
which  the  expression  is  used.  There  are  many  cases  where  a  mutual 
mistake  occurred  with  reference  to  some  element  of  the  contract 
upon  which  the  parties  sought  an  agreement.  If  both  parUes  had  a 
mistaken  belief  as  to  some  fact  which  was  a  neoewary  element  of 
the  conti-act.  the  mistake  was  thereby  mutual.  In  «uch  event,  it  is 
obvious  that  the  minds  of  the  parties  never  met  and  there  was  no 
contract.  But  In  the  instant  case  the  allegation  that  there  was  a 
"mutual  understanding"  is  base  l  upon  the  claim  that  the  evi- 
dence shows  that  one  party  believed  or  understood  that  the  contract 
Included  a  certain  matter  while  the  other  part^*  did  not  so  under- 
stiind  or  believe.  We  think  such  an  understanding  or  belief  is  not 
mutual  and  merely  shows  that  the  parties  disagree  as  to  the  terms 
of  the  contract.  If  the  theory  expresse^l  In  the  argument  of  plain- 
tiffs Is  correct,  then  whenever  there  was  a  disagreement  between 
the  parties  as  to  whether  a  contract  had  been  made,  or  as  to  the 
Utms  of  a  contract,  and  the  parUes  each  had  a  different  thought  or 
belief  concerning  these  matters  there  would  be  a  "mutual  misun- 
derstanding" which  would  Invalidate  the  contract;  but  this  situa- 
tion nearly  always  occurs  when  there  is  a  confiict  as  to  the  terms  or 
construction  of  a  contract.  Such  a  rule  would  make  written  con- 
tracts of  little  avail.  In  our  view,  a  mistmderstanding  as  to  the 
contract  does  not  differ  essentially  from  a  mistake  in  relation  to  it 
and  must  be  governed  by  the  same  principles,  that  is.  It  must  be 
mutual  in  the  sense  we  have  xised  the  word  above  in  order  to  nullify 
an  otherwise  valid  contract 

It  should  be  said  at  this  stage  ot  the  consideration  that  It  is  con- 
tended on  behalf  of  plaintiffs  that  there  was  no  complete  and  defi- 
nite written  contract,  but  we  think  a  reading  of  the  Instrument 
headed  "Memorandum  of  closing"  makes  It  so  clear  that  this  docu- 
ment constituted  a  complete  and  definite  agreement  that  neither 
discussion  nor  argtunent  is  needed  on  this  point.  This  written  agree- 
ment fixed  the  price  to  be  paid  for  the  ships  In  plain  and  unambigu- 
ous terms — In  other  words,  fixed  the  consideration  for  the  sale  of 
the  ships;  and  the  oral  agreement  which  plaintiffs  claim  they  un- 
derstood to  have  been  made  is  clearly  in  contradiction  with  this 
writing.  Taking  this  fact  and  conclusion  as  a  basis  for  further  con- 
sideration of  plaintiffs'  case.  It  will  be  fotind  that  the  decision 
thereon  must  be  controlled  by  certain  well-defined  prtnclples. 

In  determining  the  issue  In  the  case  it  will  be  observed  at  the 
outset  that  plaintiffs  do  not  allege  in  the  petition  that  a  contract 
was  in  fact  made  for  the  operation  of  the  ships.  Indeed,  they  do 
not  even  allege  that  they  had  reason  to  l)elleve  that  there  was 
such  a  contract  from  what  was  said  in  the  negotiations.  Nor  is  it 
now  argued  or  claimed  that  the  testimony  shows  that  a  contract 
for  the  operation  of  the  ships  was  entered  into.  If  such  a  contract 
were  shown,  the  plaintiffs  would  then  have  merely  an  action  for 
the  recovery  of  Indefinite  prospective  and  contingent  profits,  which 
cannot  be  maintained.  The  plaintiffs"  action  is  somewhat  pecu- 
liar in  this  respect  (and  we  think  it  will  appear  also  in  other  re- 
Epects)  in  that  they  base  their  right  to  recover  not  on  the  actual 
making  of  a  contract,  but  merely  on  their  alleged  misunderstand- 
ing of  It  accompanied,  as  they  claim,  by  a  different  understanding 
by  the  other  party.  The  petition  seems  to  be  carefully  drawn  to 
avoid  this  dilemma,  and  in  argument  counsel  for  plaintiffs  make 
no  contention  that  any  oral  contract  for  the  operation  of  the  ships 
was  agreed  to  by  defendant. 

It  should  also  be  observed  In  this  connection  that  there  being 
no  oral  contract  made  for  the  operation  of  the  ships,  the  defendant's 
agents  did  not  In  fact  misunderstand  the  contract  between  the 
parties  and  the  defendant  doee  not  allef;e  or  assert  any  under- 
standing or  nUsunderstanding.  The  defendant's  counsel  simply 
deny  that  any  oral  contract  was  made  and  pointing  to  the  written 
contract  insist  that  It  Is  the  only  contract  and  all  of  the  contract 
which  defendant  made.  If  the  plaintiffs  In  the  negotiations  gave 
defendants  agents  to  understand  that  their  proposition  of  sale 
Included  the  operation  of  the  ships  and  defendant's  agents  either 
accepted  this  proposition  or  used  language  giving  the  plaintiffs 
reasonable  ground  to  understand  It  was  accepted,  then  the  oral 
contract  was  made,  but  this  Is  not  the  case  before  us  as  presented 
by  either  party.  What  we  have  here  is  a  written  contract  in  con- 
nection with  which  plaintiffs  allege  they  understood  there  was  an 
oral  agreement  Defendant  denies  the  existence  of  such  an  agree- 
ment and  plaintiffs  make  no  claim  that  It  was  made  but  contend 
that  the  minds  of  the  parties  have  not  met  and  the  written  con- 
tract becomes  Invalid.  If  a  written  contract  can  be  vitiated  in  this 
manner,  then  all  that  is  necessary  to  be  done  in  order  to  break  a 
contract  in  writing  is  for  one  party  to  claim  and  testify  that  he 
understood  that  there  was  an  additional  oral  contract  upon  which 
the  written  contract  depended.  Then,  when  the  other  party  rests 
Its  case  on  the  written  contract,  a  "mutual  misunderstanding"  can 
be  pleaded  and  the  written  contract  held  Invalid  although  it  is 
perfectly  plain  and  unambiguous  In  Its  language. 
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A  separate  orsd  agreement  may  be  part  of  the  consideration  or 
Inducement  for  a  written  contract.  We  so  held  In  McCloskey  v. 
United  States  (66  C.  Cls.  105),  but  In  that  case  the  preliminary  oral 
contract  did  not  conflict  with  the  written  contract  which  the  parties 
had  entered  Into  and  the  clear  Implication  of  the  case  is  that  the 
oral  contract  could  not  stand  If  it  had  varied  the  wcrms  of  the 
written  agreement  There  is  nothing  In  the  decision  to  Indicate 
that  If  the  plaintiffs  had  merely  thought  the  oral  contract  was  made, 
when  It  was  not  In  fact  made,  this  situation  woxild  have  any  effect 
upon  the  written  contract.  There  would  be  nothing  left  of  the 
doctrine  that  written  agreements  cannot  be  varied  by  oral  testi- 
mony and  that  all  previous  negotiations  are  presumed  to  be  merged 
therein  if.  when  a  written  contract  was  executed.  It  were  held  that 
it  should  be  set  aside  merely  because  one  party  understood  or 
believed  that  there  was  a  further  oral  contract  forming  part  of  the 
consideration  of  the  written  contract  or  preliminary  thereto. 

The  rule  for  which  plaintiffs  contend  Is,  in  effect,  that  when  a 
written  contract  is  entered  into  and  nothing  else  Is  agreed.  b\it  one 
party  believes  that  there  was  an  oral  contract  preliminary  to  the 
written  contract,  this  fact.  If  proved.  Invalidates  the  written  con- 
tract. With  this  doctrine  we  cannot  agree  and  we  find  no  authori- 
ties that  sustain  it. 

None  of  the  decisions  which  are  cited  by  counsel  for  plaintiffs 
support  the  contentions  made  as  to  the  principle  which  must 
control.  They  were  made  upon  different  facts  as  to  which  a 
different  rule  applies.  It  Is  not  necessary  to  review  all  of  them 
but  there  are  two  upon  which  the  plaintiffs  specially  rely.  The 
case  of  Turner  *  Otis  v.  Webster  (24  Kana.  38).  relied  upon 
largely  by  plaintiffs,  merely  lays  down  the  rules  that  when  the 
agreement  Is  made  by  parole  and  ambiguous  language  is  tised 
which  the  parties  understand  differently,  no  binding  contract  has 
been  made.  In  Vickery  v.  Ritchie  (202  Mass.  247).  there  was  a 
mutual  mistake  which  invalidated  the  contract  and  the  court 
held  that  this  failure  of  the  express  contract  did  not  prevent  the 
application  of  an  Implied  contract  to  pay  for  property  furnished 
and  used.  In  the  case  we  have  before  us  there  unquestionably 
was  a  written  contract  made  as  to  which  there  was  no  misunder- 
standing. The  question  is  whether  the  understandmg  or  hellet 
on  the  part  of  plaintiffs — If  proved— that  there  was  an  additional 
oral  contract  made,  vitiates  the  written  contract  and  leaves  the 
parties  with  no  contract  at  all.  We  are  clear  that  such  is  not 
the  rule. 

Finally  the  argument  made  on  behalf  of  plaintiffs  lays  special 
stress  upon  a  statement  found  In  section  71  of  the  Restatement 
of  the  Law  of  Contracts.     It  is  as  follows: 

"(a)  If  the  manifestations  of  Intention  of  either  party  are 
uncertain  or  amblguotis,  and  he  has  no  reason  to  know  that  they 
may  bear  a  different  meaning  to  the  other  party  from  that  which 
he  himself  attaches  to  them,  his  manifestations  are  operative  In 
the  formation  of  a  contract  only  In  the  event  that  the  other 
partly  attaches  to  them  the  same  meaning." 

If  his  statement  is  considered  In  connection  with  what  pre- 
cedes and  the  plain  meaning  of  Its  language  applied,  it  will  be 
seen  that  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  any  situation  In  the  case 
before   us.     It   Is   made   under   the   following   heading: 

"TTNDISCLOSED   UTfDERSTANSING  OF  OFFERER  OR  OFFERER,  WHEN   MATERIAL. 

"Except  as  stated  in  sections  55,  70.  the  undisclosed  understand- 
ing of  either  party  of  the  meaning  of  his  own  words  and  other 
acts,  or  of  the  other  party's  words  and  other  acts,  is  material  in 
the  formation  of  contracts  In  the  following  cases  and  in  no  others: 
[Statement  (a)  set  out  above  then  follows.]" 

Prom  this  heading  It  will  be  seen  that  the  subject  matter  being 
considered  was  when  the  undisclosed  understanding  of  one  party 
was  material  in  the  formation  of  a  contract.  Here  it  Is  con- 
tended that  an  undisclosed  understanding  will  destroy  a  written 
contract.  Moreover,  the  preliminary  facts  stated  in  paragraph  (a) 
set  out  above  are  not  claimed  to  exist  in  the  instant  case  by 
either  party. 

Having  reached  the  conclusions  as  to  the  law  In  the  case  which 
have  been  stated  above,  it  follows  that  the  testimony  upon  which 
the  plaintiffs  rely  to  void  the  written  contract  is  Inadmissible  for 
that  purpose,  and  consequently,  as  stated  above,  we  do  not  find 
It  necessary  to  determine  and  set  out  In  the  findings  what  either 
plaintiffs  or  defendant  luderstood. 

What  we  have  said  above  is  sufficient  to  dispose  of  the  case 
but  It  may  be  that  something  should  be  added  with  reference  to 
the  claim  presented  to  the  Secretary  of  War  by  plaintiffs  against 
the  defendant  for  $7,500,000.  This  claim  was  made  under  what 
Is  called  the  Dent  Act  and  set  up  the  same  matters  that  are  now 
made  the  basis  of  plaintiffs'  suit;  namely,  the  failure  of  the  de- 
fendant to  turn  the  ships  over  to  plaintiffs,  and  that  at  the  time 
of  the  transfer  of  the  ships  there  was  no  meeting  of  the  minds 
between  the  parties  to  the  contract  and  therefore  plaintiffs  were 
entitled  to  receive  the  fair  market  value  thereof  less  what  had 
been  paid.  The  War  Claims  Board  denied  relief  but  on  July  16 
1921,  the  claim  having  been  presented  to  the  Secretary  of  War! 
John  W.  Weeks,  he  made  an  award  In  favor  of  the  plaintiffs  in 
the  sum  of  $650,000.  The  award  recited  that  it  was  made  in  'full 
adjustment,  payment,  and  discharge  of  said  claim,  exclusive  of 
prospective  profits."  The  plaintiffs,  as  in  the  present  case,  had 
made  no  claim  for  prospective  profits  and  the  Dent  Act  fortMde 
an  award  for  such  profits.  The  plaintiffs  signed  an  acceptance  of 
the  award  and  the  $550,000  was  paid  to  them.  Testimony  waa 
offered  with  reference  to  statements  afterwards  made  by  Secretary 
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Weeks,  who  was  not  living  at  the  time  the  testimony  was  intro- 
duced. This  testimony  cannot  be  received  to  vary  the  award 
and  tbe  acceptance  for  several  reasons,  but  it  is  argued  any 
finality  tbe  award  may  bave  had  has  been  destroyed  by  the  special 
jurisdictional  act.  We  think  the  closing  provision  of  the  act 
plainly  (Sgntemplates  that  the  court  shall  determine  whether  the  ! 
claim  of  plaintlCTs  was  "satisfied  by  the  subsequent  payment  by 
the  Secretary  of  War  as  an  accord  and  satisfaction."  That  it  was 
Batlsfled.  we  bave  no  doubt.  Attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that 
the  award  excluded  prospective  profits  and  there  is  much  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War  under  the 
Dent  Act  and  speculation  as  to  what  was  the  basis  of  the  award 
he  made.  It  ts  not  necessary  to  consider  any  of  these  matters 
The  plaintiffs  presented  to  the  defendant,  through  the  Secretary 
of  War.  a  claim  in  substance  and  effect  the  same  as  that  which 
they  now  make  and  upon  which  they  seek  to  recover  judgment. 
Tbe  plaintiffs  were  paid  and  accepted  a  certain  sum  in  full  pay- 
ment and  discharge  of  their  claim  We  think  it  is  entirely  im- 
material what  the  Secretary  of  War  had  in  mind  when  he  made 
the  award  and  that  any  irregularity  in  the  proceedings,  if  there 
was  any.  does  not  change  the  result  that  the  plaintiffs'  claim 
was  satisfied. 

The  defendant  sets  up  as  an  additional  defense  a  claim  that  the 
evidence  shows  that  plaintiffs  were  paid  all  the  ships  were  fairly 
worth  in  the  market  at  that  time.  The  conclusions  we  have  stated 
above  make  it  unnecessary  to  determine  this  question  of  fact.  In 
this  connection  the  defendant  offered  evidence  which  it  is  claimed 
showed  that  the  plaintiffs  were  given  the  operation  of  other  ships 
from  which  they  derived  a  large  profit.  We  think  this  evidence  was 
properly  excluded  by  the  commissioner  of  thLs  court,  and  in  any 
event  it  is  not  necessary  that  we  should  determine  any  question 
arising  thereon.  The  evidence,  however,  does  show  that  the  de- 
fendant paid  the  plaintiffs  the  original  cost  of  the  ships  to  them 
with  a  very  liberal  allowance  for  expenses  and  the  plaintiffs  also 
.received  from  Phelps  Bros  &  Co..  out  of  what  the  Government  paid 
for  removing  the  restrictions  on  the  ships,  $188,000.  In  other 
words,  it  appears  that  the  plaintiffs  realized  a  profit  out  of  the  trans- 
action of  $738,000.  The  amount  of  this  profit  is  not  material  to  the 
decision  of  the  case,  and  we  only  mention  it  because  In  the  oral 
argument  some  claim  was  made  that  the  plaintiffs  had  not  been 
treated  fairly  by  the  Government.  The  defendant  contends  that 
the  plaintiffs  originally  contemplated  a  patriotic  sacrifice  of  profite 
in  accordance  with  the  desire  of  the  President,  but  aft*frward 
changed  their  mind.s.  and  that  this  was  the  only  misunderstanding 
in  the  case.     But  this  also  la  not  material  to  our  decision 

It  follows  from  what  has  been  stated  above  that  the  plaintiffs' 
petition  must  be  dismissed,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Whaley.  jud^e;  Williams,  judge:  Littleton,  Judge:  and  Booth,  chief 
justice,  concur. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  5  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  HalleckI. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  paid  some  attention 
to  this  matter,  and  I  believe  the  rule  should  be  adopted. 

The  facts  in  the  case  have  been  rather  ably  covered  by 
Members  who  have  spoken  before.  These  claimants  bought 
these  ships,  or  contracted  to  buy  them.  The  statement  has 
Just  been  made  that  they  did  not  pay  a  dime  of  their  money; 
but  I  refer  to  the  hearings  on  H.  R.  16203,  page  91.  where  it 
is  recited  that  it  was  found  by  the  commissioner  of  the  Court 
of  Claims  that  the  claimants  paid  approximately  10  percent 
of  the  proposed  purchase  price,  which  was  transmitted  by  the 
plaintiffs  with  the  offer. 

As  far  as  the  syndicate  is  concerned,  after  the  claimants 
contracted  to  buy  the  ships,  they  did  in  fact  make  an  agree- 
ment to  turn  them  over  to  the  syndicate,  oj'  to  sell  them  to 
the  syndicate,  and  they  made  that  deal  at  a  considerable 
profit.  Subsequent  to  that  time  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  said  to  these  people:  "We  want  the  ships.  You 
shall  sell  them  to  us:  we  need  them."  Thereupon  the  syndi- 
cate released  these  two  claimants  and  their  rights  under  the 
contract  and  they  got  out  of  the  picture.  Now,  then,  there 
was  a  misunderstanding  between  these  people  and  Mr. 
Baruch,  who  finally  concluded  the  deal,  as  to  what  the  deal 
was.  That  was  what  was  found  by  the  commissioner  of  the 
Court  of  Claims,  and  I  think  that  has  been  found  by  every 
committee  that  has  considered  the  matter. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  claimants  thought  they 
were  to  get  the  price  that  they  had  agreed  to  pay  for  the 
ships,  plus  a  contract  of  5  percent  for  operating  the  ships. 
This  would  have  run  into  a  considerable  amount  of  money. 

Why  would  they  have  given  up  their  deal  with  the  syndi- 
cate under  which  they  had  a  fine  profit  and  an  arrangement 
for  operation  and  turn  the  ships  over  to  the  Government, 
except  that  they  expected  a  fair  return  to  come  to  them  as  a 
part  of  the  consideration?    The  only  other  reason  that  I  can 


conceive  of  for  turning  them  over  to  the  Government  would 
have  been  a  patriotic  motive,  and  I  think  there  was  an  ele- 
ment of  that  in  the  case;  but  beyond  that  it  does  appear  from 
the  record  that  there  was  not  a  meeting  of  the  minds. 
Therefore,  they  could  not  recover  the  5  percent;  but  under  the 
law,  if  there  was  not  a  meeting  of  the  minds,  then  clearly  the 
Government  should  pay  these  people  the  fair  market  value 
of  the  property  acquired. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    Who  is  going  to  get  this  money,  the 
claimants  or  the  syndicate? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  claimants  get  the  money  if  this  bill 
passes  and  the  Supreme  Court  finds  in  favor  of  claimants. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    The  syndicate  is  out? 

Mr.  HALLECK.     I  do  not  yield  further. 

Mr.  Speaker,  evidently  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
when  it  passed  the  first  authorization  bill  in  1934,  recognized 
that  the  situation  was  alwut  as  I  have  pointed  out.  The  case 
came  on  for  trial  l)efore  the  Court  of  Claims  as  authorized  by 
the  act  of  Congress.  The  Court  of  Claims  referred  the  matter 
to  a  Commissioner  who  has  made  a  finding,  a  part  of  which 
I  have  referred  to.  I  think,  on  the  facts  as  foimd  in  that 
report,  the  facts  were  found  about  as  were  contemplated  by 
the  Congress  when  it  passed  the  authorization  bill  and  upon 
which  facts  it  seems  clear  the  Congress  expected  the  claim 
woufd  be  paid.  In  other  words.  I  think  the  Court  of  Claims 
or  the  Commissoner  foimd  the  facts  were  such  as  the  Congress 
had  in  mind  when  it  said,  "We  want  this  determined  to  learn 
whether  or  not  these  claimants  should  be  paid." 

What  is  the  effect  of  this  bill?  As  I  imderstand,  it  is  simply 
to  bring  about  a  review  of  the  judgment  on  the  law  and  the 
facts  of  the  Court  of  Claims  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  will 
review  this  record  and  if  it  finds  and  believes  that  under  the 
law  and  the  facts  these  claimants  are  not  entitled  to  recover, 
they  will  not  recover;  but,  on  the  contrary,  if  the  Supreme 
Court  finds  that  under  the  facts  the  claimants  are  entitled 
to  recover,  then  it  would  be  authorized  to  find  judgment  and 
to  enter  judgment  for  the  plaintiff. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.) 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the  balance  of 
the  time  on  this  side  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  I  Mr. 

ROBSIONl. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  seems  to 
be  considerable  misunderstanding  about  this  matter.  At 
the  outset  may  I  say  the  claimants  here  involved  are  Judge 
Garden,  of  Texas,  and  Mr.  Herd,  of  my  own  congressional 
district.  I  do  not  assume  you  will  find  any  finer  citizens 
anywhere  than  these  two  men. 

My  friend  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cochran]  is 
certainly  very  much  in  error  in  his  statement.  In  the  first 
place,  these  boats  were  bought  by  Carden  and  Herd  at  a  total 
cost  of  about  $123  a  net  ton,  and  I  want  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  IMr.  Cochran]  to  realize  that  it  is  not  true  a  syndi- 
cate bought  them.  The  record  shows  that  Carden  and  Herd 
bought  them  and  that  is  shown  in  writing.  Mr.  Herd  gave 
his  check  to  the  owners  of  these  ships  for  the  down  payment. 
Soon  after  that  Carden  and  Herd  gathered  together  five  or 
six  other  men  and  formed  a  syndicate.  After  that  syndicate 
was  formed  the  written  record  shows  that  Carden  and  Herd 
sold  these  ships  to  the  syndicate  for  $140  a  ton.  reserving 
the  right  to  operate  them. 

There  were  52.000  tons,  which  meant  a  net  profit  of  over 
$700,000.  Futher,  Carden  and  Herd  were  not  so  much  inter- 
ested in  buying  and  selling  ships  as  in  operating  ships,  and 
they  had  contracts  to  operate  these  ships  between  North  and 
South  America.  So  they  got  an  agreement  from  the  syndicate 
not  only  to  pay  them  $140  a  ton  but  5  percent  of  the  gross 
operating  revenues  from  the  operation  of  the  ships  during  the 
life  of  the  ships.  There  itj  is.  Carden  and  Herd  had  a  con- 
tract in  their  pockets  from  sulostantial  businessmen  for  $140 
a  ton  and  in  addition  thereto  had  the  right  to  operate  those 
ships  at  5  percent  of  the  gross  returns. 

Then  the  World  War  came  along  and  we  were  needing  ships 
and  more  ships.    Mr.  Derunan.  the  Chairman  of  the  Shipping 
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Board  In  Mr.  Wilson's  administration,  sought  to  make  ar- 
rangements to  get  these  ships  from  Carden  and  Herd. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  If  I  have  a  case  in  the  Court  of  Claims 
and  believe  I  have  been  WTOnged,  and  have  lost  $5,000,000,  why 
should  I  not  have  the  right  sought  to  be  given  these  claimt^nts? 
Why  should  not  this  bill  be  amended  so  that  every  man  who 
has  a  grievance  in  the  Court  of  Claims  shall  have  the  right  to 
appeal  directly  to  the  Supreme  Court? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  When  this  matter  was  de- 
cided by  the  Court  of  Claims  there  was  no  law  that  would  per- 
mit Carden  and  Herd  to  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  at  all. 
Since  that  time,  however,  about  a  year  ago.  we  passed  a  law 
giving  litigants  the  right  to  appeal.  Since  there  was  no  such 
law  at  that  time,  the  only  way  Carden  and  Herd  can  have  an 
appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  is  by  means  of  this  special  bill. 
The  present  general  law  will  take  care  of  cases  mentioned  by 
you. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield,  the 
law  simply  provided  for  a  writ  Of  certiorari. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  cannot  enter  into  all  that 
discussion  now. 

Mr.  Denman  made  arrangements  tentatively  for  the  Gov- 
ernment to  take  over  these  ships  from  the  syndicate,  but 
Mr.  Wilson,  for  some  reason,  objected  to  dealing  with  the 
syndicate.  It  was  then  that  Carden  and  Herd  and  the  syndi- 
cate rescinded  their  contract,  and  Carden  and  Herd  paid  back 
to  the  syndicate  every  dime  the  syndicate  had  put  into  the 
proposition,  with  6  percent  interest.  It  was  only  about  a  year 
ago.  after  these  people  had  fought  through  all  the  different 
boards  and  courts  and  had  put  their  claim  before  the  Con- 
gress, that  some  lawyers  here  in  Washington  raised  all  this 
trouble,  claiming  that  the  syndicate  should  get  the  money; 
when  we  have  In  the  record  writings  and  other  evidence 
showing  that  the  syndicate  surrendered  every  claim  it  had  in 
this  matter,  and  Carden  and  Herd  at  the  same  time  gave  up 
their  right  to  $140  a  ton  and  to  the  5  percent  of  the  gross 
operating  return  and  let  the  Government  have  these  ships 
for  around  $128  a  ton.  but  with  the  further  understanding 
that  they  were  to  have  from  the  Government  the  right  to 
operate  the  ships.  They  yielded  $12  a  ton,  about  $700,000, 
when  they  let  the  Government  have  these  ships,  but  they 
never  did  yield  the  right  to  operate  the  ships. 

Read  Mr.  Denman *s  statement.  Mr.  Denman  swore  that 
when  he  went  out  of  the  Shipping  Board  the  one  thing  he 
regretted  he  left  behind  unsettled  was  this  matter  of  Carden 
and  Herd.  Mr.  Denman  also  stated  that  although  we  took 
ships  from  the  Germans  and  others  during  the  World  War,  as 
we  took  them  from  Carden  and  Herd,  the  Government  al- 
lowed everybody  the  fair  market  value  of  their  ships  except 
Carden  and  Herd.  Are  we  going  to  treat  two  honorable 
American  citizens — patriotic  citizens — differently  than  we 
treated  the  Germans  and  others  in  the  World  War? 

This  claim  is  right.  Everybody  that  has  touched  it  says  it  is 
right.  President  Wilson  said  it  was  right.  Barney  Baruch 
said  it  was  right.  Mr.  Denman,  of  the  Shipping  Board,  said 
It  was  right,  and  the  War  Department  Claims  Board  said  it 
was  right,  but  that  it  did  not  have  the  jurisdiction  to  take 
care  of  the  matter.  Secretary  of  War  Weeks  said  it  was 
right,  but  he  could  not  go  far  enough  imder  the  law.  Mr. 
Ramseyer,  one  of  the  ablest  lawyers  that  ever  served  in  this 
House,  said  it  was  right.  Yet  the  Court  of  Claims  threw  these 
folks  out  on  a  technicality. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Did  not  the  Court  of  Claims  find  that 
neither  Carden  nor  Herd  had  any  legal  claim? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  On  the  question  of  this  tech- 
nicality, what  is  the  technicality?  The  title  to  these  ships 
was  in  certain  Austrian  citizens.  When  the  transfer  of  title 
from  the  Austrlans  to  the  United  States  Government  was 
made,  the  doctunent  was  signed  by  the  Austrian  representa- 


tive, by  Mr.  Denman.  and  by  Carden  and  Herd.  The  question 
was  raised  then  about  the  5  percent — by  whom?  A  good 
lawyer,  Mr.  Thomas  Love,  their  lawyer,  who  later  became 
Assistant  Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  They  all  agreed 
that  it  did  not  belong  in  that  memorandum  of  closing.  How- 
ever, the  Court  of  Claims  decided  the  case  on  the  technicality 
that  you  could  not  introduce  that  outside  proof,  you  had  to  go 
by  that  writing.  The  case  should  be  allowed  to  go  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  and  heard  and  decided  on 
the  facts  and  the  law. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  question  on 
the  resolution. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  resolution. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the  Chair  announced  that 
the  "ayes"  seemed  to  have  it. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  vote  on  tbe 
ground  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  count.  [After 
coimting.l  One  hundred  and  sixty-five  Members  are  present, 
not  a  quorum. 

The  Doorkeeper  will  close  the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
will  notify  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there  were — ^yeas  205,  nays 

101,  not  voting  124,  as  follows: 

[RoU  No.  182] 

YEAS— 205 

Allen,  ni.  Eaton  Keller  Peterson.  Pla. 

Allen.  La.  Eberharter  Kennedy,  Md.         Peterson.  Oa. 

Anderson.  Calif.     Edmiston  Keogh  Plttenger 

Anderson.  Mo.         Bllott  Kerr  Poai?e 

Arends  Elston  Kllday  Powers 

Austin  Engel  Klnzer  Ramspeck 

Ball  Englebright  Klrwan  Raybum 

Barnes  Fenton  Kitchens  Reed.  Ul. 

Barry  Pergiison  .  Kleberg  Reed.N.Y.. 

Beckworth  Flaherty  Knutson  Rees,  Kans.^ 

Bender  Plannagan  Kramer  Richards 

Bloom  Flannery  Landia  Robertson 

Bolles  Ford,  Miss.  Lanbam  Robslon,  Ky. 


Boren 

Ford.  Thomas  F. 

Lea 

Rodgers.  Pa. 

Boykin 

Gartner 

Leavy 

Rogers,  Okla. 

Brewster 

Gathlngs 

LeCompte 

Rutherford 

Brooks 

Gerlach 

Lewis.  Ohio 

Sandager 

Brown.  Oa. 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

Luce 

Batterfleld 

Brown.  Oblo 

OlUle 

Ludlow 

Schafer.  WU, 

Buck 

Gore 

Lynch 

Seccombe 

Burgln 

Gossett 

McCormack 

Shannon 

Byrne,  N.  T. 

Graham 

McDowell 

Short 

Byrns.  Tenn. 

Grant.  Ind. 

McOehee 

Smith.  Maine 

Camp 

Gnfflth 

McGregor 

Springer 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Gross 

McLaughlin 

Steagall 

Carlson 

Guyer,  Kans. 

McLean 

Stearns,  N.  H. 

Carter 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

McLeod 

Stefan 

Cartwrlght 

Halleck 

McMillan,  Clara 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Church 

Hare 

McMillan.  John  L.  Sutphin 

Clark 

Harness 

Sweeney 

Clason 

Harrington 

Mansfield 

Sweet 

Claypool 

Hart 

Marshall 

Thill 

Coffee,  Wash, 

Harter.  Ohio 

Martin.  Mass. 

Thomas.  Tek. 

Cole.  Md. 

Havenner 

Masstngale 

Thomapon 

Cooper 

Hawks 

May 

Thorkelson 

Courtney 

Healey 

Miller 

Tlbbctt 

Cox 

Hendricks 

Mills.  Ark. 

Van  S^andt 

Cravens 

Hennings 

Monklewld 

Vinson,  O*. 

Crawford 

Hill 

Monroney 

Voorhis,  Calif. 

Crowe 

Hlnshaw 

Mott 

Walter 

Cullen 

Hobbs 

Mouton 

Weaver 

Davis 

Horton 

Mundt 

West 

Dlckstein 

Hunter 

Murdock,  Aria. 

Wheat 

Dlngell 

Izac 

Myers 

Whelchel 

Dtrkaen 

Jarrett 

NichoU 

Williams.  Del. 

Disney 

Jeffries 

O'Brien 

Wolfenden,  Pa. 

Dondero 

Johnson,  Ind. 

OTDay 

Wolverton,  N  J. 

Douglas 

Johnson  XutherA.  Pace 

Woodruff,  Mich. 

Doxey 

Johnson  Okla. 

Patman 

Youngdahl 

Duncan 

Jones,  Ohio 

Patrick 

Dunn 

Kean 

Patton 

Kee 

Pearson 

NAYS— 101 

Alexander 

Bulwlnklc 

Ooatello 

Oearhart 

Andersen,  H.  Car 

1  Case,  8.  Dak. 

Cro— ar 

Oehrmannr 

Andresen,  A.  H. 

Chlperfleld 

CiUkln 

Gilchrist 

AngeU 

Cluett 

D'Aleaandro 

Goodwin 

Barden,  N.  C. 

Cochran 

Dough  ton 

Gregory 

Beam 

Cole.  N.  T. 

Durham 

Owynne 

Blackney 

Collins 

Ellis 

Hanoock 

Bland 

Colmer 

Faddls 

Harter.  N  T. 

Bryson 

Oooley 

Fuimer 

Bess 

Buckler,  Bilnn. 

Corbett 

Gamble 

Hoffman 
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Holmes 

Lewis.  Oolo. 

Pierce 

Talle 

Houston       ^ 

McOranery 

Polk 

Taylor 

Hull 

McKeough 

Rankin 

Tenerowlcz 

Jacobsen 

Maclejewskl 

Rockefeller 

Tinkham 

Jenkltu,  Ohio 

Martin,  Iowa 

Rogers.  Mass. 

Tread  way 

Jensen 

Mason 

Ryan 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Johns 

Michener 

Sasscer 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Johnson.  III. 

Moeer 

Schulte 

Ward 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Murray 

Schwert 

Whlttington 

JonJunan 

Nelson 

Secrest 

Wigglesworth 

Keefe 

Norrell 

Smith.  Conn. 

Williams.  Mo. 

Kelly 

Norton 

Smith.  Ohio 

Wolcott 

Kllburn 

O'Connor 

South 

Zimmerman 

Kcx;ialkowskl 

Oliver 

Spence 

Lambertson 

Osmers 

Sumner,  111. 

Larrabee 

O  Toole 

Taber 

NOT  VOTING— 124 

Allen.  Pa. 

Dempsey 

Kunkel 

Schuetz 

Andrews 

DeRouen 

Lemke 

Sorugham 

Arnold 

Dies 

Leslnskl 

Seger 

Barton.  N  T. 

outer 

McAndrews 

Shafer.  Mich. 

Bates.  Ky. 

Drewry 

McArdle 

Shanley 

Bates.  Mass. 

Edelstein 

Magnu.son 

Sheppard 

Bell 

Evans 

Mahon 

Sheridan 

Boehne 

Fay 

Maloney 

Simpson 

Boland 

.  Fernande* 

Marcan  tonic 

Smith,  ni. 

Bolton 

Fish 

Martin.  lU. 

Smith.  Va. 

Bradley.  Mich. 

Fitzpatrick 

Merrltt 

Smith.  Wash. 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Folger 

Mills.  La. 

Smith.  W  Va. 

Buckley.  N.  T. 

Ford,  Leland  M. 

Mitchell 

Snyder 

Burch 

Fries 

Murdock,  Utah 

Somers.  N.  Y. 

Burdlck 

Garrett 

OXeary 

Sparkman 

Byron 

Oavagan 

ONeal    • 

Stames.  Ala. 

Caldwell 

Gifford 

Parsons 

Sullivan 

Cannon.  Mo 

Grant.  Ala. 

Pfeifer 

Tarver 

Casey.  Mass. 

Green 

Plumley 

Terry 

Celler 

Hall.  Edwin  A. 

Rabaut 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Chapman 

Hartley 

Randolph 

Tolan 

Clevenger 

Hook 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Vreeland 

Coffee  Nebr. 

Hope 

Rich 

Wadsworth 

Connery 

Jar  man 

Risk 

Wallgren 

Creal 

Jenks,  N  H. 

Robinson.  Utah 

Warren 

Crowther 

Jennings 

Romjue 

Welch 

Cummings 

Johnson.  Lyndon 

Routzohn 

White.  Idaho 

Curtis 

Jones.  Tex. 

Sabath 

White.  Ohio 

Darden.  Va. 

Kefauver 

Sacks 

Winter 

Darrow 

Kennedy.  Martin 

Schaefer,  El. 

Wood 

Delaney 

Kennedy.  Michael  Schlffler 

Woodrum,  Va 

Mr 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Woodrtmi  of  Virginia  with  Mr    Wadsworth. 
Mr.  Coffee  of  Nebraska  with  Mr.  Simpson. 
Mr.  Folger  with  Mr.  Crowther. 
Mr    Chapman  with  Mr.  Rich. 
Mr    Garreft  with   Mrs.  Bolton. 

Fries  with  Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee. 

Darden  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey. 

Hook  with  Mr    Hope 
Arnold  with  Mr.  Jennings. 

Oavagan  with  Mr.  Clevenger. 

Jarman  with  Mr    Plumley. 

Martin  J.  Kennedy  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Michigan. 

Boland  with  Mr.  Burdlck. 
Mr.  McAndrews  with  Mr    Edwin  A.  Hall. 
Mr.  Dempsey  with  Mr.  Andrews. 

Mihon  with  Mr.  Hartley. 

Burch  with  Mr.  Curtis. 

Michael  J.  Kennedy  with  Mr.  Bates  of  Massachusetts. 

Martin  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Drewry  with  Mr.  Fish. 

O'Neal  with  Mr.  Barton  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Rabaut  with  Mr.  Winter. 
Mr.  Pfeifer  with  Mr    Routzohn 

Schuetz  with  Mr.  Jenks  of  New  Hampshire. 

Tar\er  with  Mr.  Gifford. 
Mr    S«rughaxn  with  Mr    Dltter. 
Mr    Smith  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Welch. 
Mr    Terry  with  Mr.  Kunkel. 

Bates  of  Kentucky  w»th  Mr.  Darrow. 

Sparkman  with  Mr.  White  of  Ohio. 
Mr.  Magnuson  with  Mr.  Shafer  of  Michigan. 
Mr.   Warren  with   Mr.   Lemke. 
Mr.  Parsons  with  Mr.  Seger. 
Mr.  Snyder  with  Mr.  Leland  M.  Ford. 
Mr    McArdle  with  Mr.  Schlffler. 
Mr.  Grant  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Vreeland. 
Mr.  Stames  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Marcantonlo. 
Mr.  Fitzpatrick  with  Mr.  Somers  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Schaefer  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Creal. 
Mr.  Dies  with  Mr.  Sullivan. 
Mr.  RoblnM>n  of  Utah  with  Mr.  Fernandez. 
Mr.  Smith  of  Washington  with  Mr.  Maloney. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded, 

EXTENSION    or    REMARKS 

Mr.  CXX:HRAN.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  today  and  to  quote 


Mr 
Mr 


Mr 
Mr 


from  the  report  and  also  to  include  a  letter  from  the 
Attorney  General. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CLAIMS  OF  MESSRS.  GEORGE  A.  CARDEN  AND  ANDERSON  T.  HERD 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7230)  to  provide  for  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  from  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims 
in  a  suit  instituted  by  George  A.  Carden  and  Anderson  T. 
Herd. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7230)  with  Mr.  Luther  A. 
Johnson  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  be  dispensed  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  understand  it.  the 
rule  provides  for  1  hour  of  general  debate,  one-half  to  be 
controlled  by  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  I  Mr.  Guyer]  and 
one-half  by  myself. 

Does  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  wish  to  use  some  time 
now? 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  SchaferI. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not 
beheve  that  I  shall  use  the  entire  5  minutes.  I  simply  want 
to  call  attention  to  a  perfecting  amendment  which  I  shall 
offer  under  the  5-minute  rule.  I  shall  not  discuss  the  merits 
of  this  claim,  for  I  approach  my  consideration  of  this  bill 
on  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  we  should  let  these 
claimants  have  a  right  to  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  on  the  law  and  the  facts  considered  by 
the  Court  of  Claims.  I  shall  consider  this  bill  on  the 
sole  basis  of  allowing  these  claimants  a  right  of  appeal  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  on  the  law  and 
the  facts  developed  before  the  Court  of  Claims.  We  are 
told  by  the  proponents  that  is  all  they  desire.  If  the  bill 
is  perfected  by  incorporating  my  amendment,  I  believe  that 
our  distinguished  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Cochran]  will  be  able  to  support  the  measure,  because 
if  I  can  trust  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  as 
now  constituted  on  an  actual  appeal  on  the  question  of 
law  and  fact,  I  believe  he  should  be  able  to  do  so. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  In  just  a  moment  I  will  yield 
to  the  gentleman. 

My  objection  to  the  bill  as  now  written  is  that  it  Increases 
the  jurisdiction  and  the  authority  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  beyond  the  power  to  review  all  questions  of 
law  and  fact  which  were  before  the  Court  of  Claims.  The 
bill,  as  reported,  sets  up  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
as  a  super  court  of  claims  to  determine  additional  facU 
rather  than  simply  consider  the  law  and  the  facts  brought 
up  on  appeal  from  the  Court  of  Claims.  This  Is  my  amend- 
ment, and  I  hope  that  the  Members  on  both  sides  will  take 
the  bill  and  observe  just  how  my  amendment  perfects  and 
restricts  the  bill.  My  amendment  will  be  offered  to  page  2. 
and  strikes  out  all  of  hne  6,  and  also  strikes  out  the  comma  at 
the  end  of  line  5.  and  inserts  a  period  in  lieu  thereof. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    In  just  a  moment. 

If  my  amendment  is  incorporated  in  this  bill,  the  bill  will 
be  exactly  and  precisely  what  its  proponents  have  stated 
It  to  be  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  to  wit.  a  bill  to  give  these 
claimants  a  day  in  court  and  the  right  to  appeal  to  the 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


10269 


"United  States  Supreme  Court  on  the  facts  and  the  law  con- 
sidered by  the  Court  of  Claims.  I  do  not  believe  that  there 
are  many  Members  of  this  Congress  who  will  not  extend 
that  right  to  these  claimants.  If  my  amendment  is  adopted, 
I  cannot  see  how  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  Brother 
Cochran,  or  any  of  the  New  Deal  Meml)ers  on  the  right-hand 
side  of  the  aisle,  can  oppose  the  measure  when  It  gives  the 
Supreme  Court,  as  now  constituted,  a  New  Deal  controlled 
Supreme  Court,  merely  the  right  to  accept  Jurisdiction  on  ap- 
peal and  consider  the  facts  and  the  law  as  developed  and 
considered  by  the  Court  of  Claims. 

I  yield  first  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  CochrahI. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri  will  not 
support  the  bill  giving  a  direct  appeal  to  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  which  is  denied  every  other  citizen  and 
corporation  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  served  on  the  Claims  Com- 
mittee for  many  years,  and  know  that  at  the  time  this 
claims  bill  was  considered  by  the  Court  of  Claims  there  was 
no  provision  for  these  clsiimants  to  have  the  right  of  appeal 
to  the  United  States  Supreme  Coxirt.  Subsequent  to  that 
time,  imder  laws  enacted  by  the  Congress  and  supported  by 
the  gentleman  from  Ikiissouri,  many  claimants  have  been 
given  the  right  to  appeal  to  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court.  Of  course,  the  gentleman  ban  take  the  position  that 
he  wants  to  let  a  claimant  go  into  the  back  door  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court,  but  does  not  want  to  let  him 
in  the  front  door;  but  I  do  not  take  that  position. 

And  may  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  that  I  can 
trust  the  New  Deal  Supreme  Court  as  now  constituted  to 
review  the  law  and  the  facts  on  appeal,  even  though  the 
gentleman  cannot. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  SCHAP1BR  of  Wisconsin.    Yes. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  The  very  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  do 
what  the  gentleman  says  his  amendment  will  do.  Then,  why 
Is  it  necessary  to  have  the  amendment? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  For  the  simple  reason  that 
,the  bill  as  reported  gives  additional  authority  to  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  and  sets  up  the  United  States  Su- 
IH-eme  Court  as  a  sort  of  super  claims  court  to  consider  other 
things  than  the  questions  of  law  and  fact  which  were  before 
the  Court  of  Claims.    The  bill  now  reads: 

Jtirl^dlctlon  Is  hereby  conferred  upon  the  Supreme  Court  to  con- 
sider on  such  appeal  all  questions  of  law  aiid  tact,  including  the 
fair  market  value  of  the  property  involved. 

My  amendment  strikes  out — 

Including  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property  Involved. 

If  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property  Involved  was  not 
considered  as  a  question  of  law  and  fact  by  the  Court  of 
Claims,  if  we  enact  this  bill  with  the  language  which  I  pro- 
pose to  strike,  then  we  are  setting  up  the  United  States  Su- 
preme Court  as  a  new  supercourt  of  claims  to  consider 
questions  other  than  an  appeal  on  all  questions  of  law  and 
fact  which  were  considered  by  the  Court  of  Claims. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Wis- 
consin has  expired. 

Mr.  WEAVER.    Mr.  Chairman,  1 3^eld  myself  10  minutes. 

B4r,  TABER,  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  to 
me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WEAVER.    Yes. 

Mr,  TABER.  There  are  some  things  about  this  that  I  have 
not  been  able  to  understand.  FV)r  instance,  there  is  a  receipt 
that  appears  on  page  15  of  the  committee  report  where  these 
people  signed  a  receipt  for  a  little  over  $6,000,000  and  gave 
bills  of  sale.  There  Is  a  reservation  in  that  statement  with 
reference  to  $20  per  ton  net  deadweight  payment  for  the 
release  of  those  vessels  from  the  restrictions  with  reference 
to  trade,  and  over  on  page  16  there  is  a  statement  that  the 
United  States  paid  to  the  Austrian  owners  for  the  removal  of 
the  trade  restrictions  $20  per  deadweight  ton.  I  cannot  un- 
derstand from  anything  that  I  have  been  able  to  find  in  the 
report  or  from  anything  said  on  the  floc»'  what  the  basis  is 


for  any  claim.  I  have  been  over  the  matter  as  carefully  u 
I  could  in  the  time  that  I  have  had. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  If  I  catch  the  trouble  which  the  gentleman 
has,  I  call  bis  attention  to  the  findings  that  Commissioner 
Ramseyer 

Mr.  TABER.    And  where  do  they  appear? 

Mr.  WEAVER.  They  are  set  out  in  his  report  on  page  90, 
that  these  claimants  were  to  receive  $6,477,000,  representing 
the  original  cost  of  the  ships  to  them,  and  an  allowance  of 
$301,000  for  expenses,  and  that  made  up  the  $6,778,000.  I  did 
not  catch  the  drift  of  the  other  question. 

Mr.  TABER.  lliis  was  a  receipt  indicating  that  they  had 
been  paid  in  full  that  amount  of  money.  I  cannot  under- 
stand what  the  basis  of  the  claim  is.  There  is  nothing  In  the 
report  or  anything  else  In  the  testimony  or  statements  tixaX, 
have  been  made  here  Indicating  that  these  people  have  any 
legitimate  claim  against  the  Government. 

Mr.  ROB8ION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WEAVER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  In  the  first  place,  there  were 
52,000  dead-weight  tons.  These  people  got  the  ships  for  $120 
a  dead-weight  ton.  After  that  they  formed  a  syndicate  and 
they  sold  the  ships  to  the  syndicate  for  $140  a  net  dead-weight 
ton,  which  netted  them  a  profit  of  $750,000,  with  this  addi- 
tional proposition — that  they  would  have  the  right  to  offer 
these  ships  for  the  syndicate  at  5  percent  of  the  gross  receipts. 
The  Government  now  comes  along  and  takes  these  ships  for 
$128  a  ton.  These  people  have  to  give  up  their  right  to  $140  net 
dead-weight  ton,  and  then  the  Government,  as  we  claim, 
agreed  to  let  them  operate  the  ships  at  5  percent.  Later  on  the 
Government  used  the  ships  itself  and  let  the  Allies  have  some 
of  them  and  never  let  Carden  and  Herd  operate  them  at  all. 
That  was  a  violation  of  the  contract  agreement,  and  after 
the  Government  had  used  them  during  the  war,  and  after  the 
war,  the  ships  that  had  not  been  sunk  were  sold  by  the  Gov- 
ernment for  $150  a  net  dead-weight  ton. 

Mr.  TABER.  Why  did  these  people  sign  this  receipt?  It 
seems  to  me  a  complete  receipt.  It  does  seem  to  me  that 
people  who  deal  with  the  Government  should  at  least  do  so 
on  the  same  basis  as  they  would  with  me  or  with  the  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  COX.  I  wonder  if  it  would  not  be  of  aid  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  to  consider  this  fact,  that  in  the 
two  bills  of  sale  Carden  and  Herd  executed  the  considera- 
tion is  recited  as  being  $1  and  other  good  and  valuable 
considerations.  That  was  the  right  of  contract  to  operate  the 
ships,  the  same  right  they  had  under  the  contract  with  the 
syndicate. 

Mr.  TABER.  Why  would  not  that  be  in  the  contract? 
That  is  something  that  I  cannot  understand. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    It  is  in  that  contract. 

Mr.  COX.    Yes,  It  is  in  the  agreement. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  make  a  short  state- 
ment of  the  history  of  this  case.  In  April  1917,  seven  Austrian 
ships  were  interned  in  the  harbor  of  New  York  and  elsewhere. 
They  had  been  compelled  to  take  refuge  in  neutral  harbors  to 
evade  destruction  by  the  navies  of  the  Allies.  Messrs.  Herd 
and  Carden  were  ship  operators  and  they  naturally  saw  an 
opportunity  to  buy  these  ships  at  a  very  low  price,  because  of 
the  fact  that  the  ships  could  not  be  safely  moved  from  the 
harbor. 

TTiey  entered  into  an  agreement  with  the  Austrian  owners 
based  upon  payment  to  them  of  $123  per  gross  ton  for  these 
seven  merchant  vessels.  They  then  formed  a  sjmdicate  and  I 
wish  to  talk  about  that  for  a  moment,  directly.  They  formed 
a  sjoidlcate  of  seven  men  to  provide  this  money,  approximately 
six  or  seven  million  dollars  to  pay  the  Austrian  owners.  Mr. 
Herd  gave  his  own  check  for  the  initial  payment  of  10  percent. 
This  ssmdicate  was  formed  for  this  purpose  and  the  agreement 
between  Messrs.  Herd  and  Carden  Was  that  the  syndicate 
should  pay  them  $140  per  gross  ton  for  the  vessels;  and  what 
is  Important  in  the  consideration  of  this  case  that  they  should 
have  the  right  to  operate  the  ships  at  a  commission  of  5 
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percent.  That  was  the  real  moving  purpose  of  the  agree- 
ment between  Messrs.  Herd  and  Garden  and  the  ssmdicate, 
ai5  Herd  and  Carden  were  ship  operators.  That  was  their 
business  and  at  the  time  the  operation  of  ships  and  the 
carrying  of  freight  was  a  very  lucrative  undertaking. 

I  am  going  to  ask  the  Members  to  remember  that  this 
contract  was  not  a  conjectural  thing.  It  already  existed  and 
10  percent  had  been  paid  and  accepted  by  the  Austrian 
owners. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WEAVER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  down  payment, 
although  paid  by  Mr.  Herd's  check,  represented  a  contribution 
by  the  sjmdicate?  I  understand  Mr.  Herd  had  no  money  at  all 
and  he  made  a  deposit  in  his  name  from  the  members  of  the 
syndicate  and  paid  the  down  payment  with  his  own  check. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Herd  gave  his  own  check  for  it  and  the 
syndicate  reimbursed  their  proportionate  parts  of  it  for  the 
10  percent  of  the  amount. 

Then  they  came  to  Washington.  President  Wilson  directed 
Mr.  Baruch  to  take  the  ships  and  he  did  not  leave  him  any 
alternative.  Of  course,  he  went  to  Mr.  Denman  and  it  was 
discussed  and  the  President  himself  directed  and  Mr.  Baruch 
reported  to  him  the  facts  about  this  syndicate.  The  Presi- 
dent directed  him  and  required  him  to  unravel  the  syndicate. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentlen/an  yield? 

Mr.  WEAVER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  If  these  ships  had  not  been  purchased  by 
the  two  gentlemen  mentioned  in  this  bill  and  the  ships  had 
been  allowed  to  remain  in  the  harbor  after  April  6,  1917. 
could  the  Government  of  the  United  States  have  taken  over 
these  ships  and  settled  for  them  after  the  war? 

Mr.  WEAVER.  I  take  it  that  they  could  have  taken  them 
over  and  settled  for  them,  as  they  did  certain  German-owned 
ships,  and  pay  for  them  at  the  market  value  of  the  ships. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  note  by  the  statement  of  the  committee 
that  this  contract  was  entered  into  on  the  5th  day  of  April, 
which  was  the  day  after  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
received  the  bill  declaring  war. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  That  may  be  true,  but  the  negotiations 
had  been  going  on  for  some  time.  They  had  to  get  the  con- 
sent from  the  United  States  authorities  to  purchase  the  ships. 
All  that  had  been  going  on  for  sometime  previous. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  5  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WEAVER.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  I  understand  that  Carden  and  Herd 
first  offered  these  ships  to  Mr.  Denman,  who  was  chairman 
of  the  Shipping  Board,  with  a  provision  in  their  contract 
that  not  only  were  they  to  get  a  slight  profit  on  the  sale, 
but  also  that  they  were  to  operate  these  ships  at  33  Va  percent 
of  the  net  profits.  Is  not  that  the  reason  that  President  Wil- 
son rejected  that  offer,  because  of  that  operating  provision  in 
the  offer,  and  he  sent  Baruch  down  to  negotiate  the  purchase 
of  the  ships  because  he  would  not  accept  that  operating 
proposition? 

Mr.  WEAVER.  That  was  not  accepted,  but  it  was  nego- 
tiated between  Mr.  Denman  and  these  gentlemen  after  the 
President  had  directed  them  to  take  the  ships. 

Now.  on  the  question  of  this  syndicate,  which  seems  to 
trouble  some  gentlemen,  this  is  what  Mr.  Ramseyer  said 
about  it,  on  page  89  of  the  hearings: 

Plaintiffs  then  Informed  Baruch  about  the  sale  of  the  ships  to 
the  New  Yof*  syndicate.  On  this  situation  Baruch  had  to  see  the 
President.  After  seeing  the  President.  Baruch  told  plaintiffs  that 
It  was  the  President's  desire  that  they  go  to  New  York  and 
unravel  their  sale  to  the  syndicate.  This  the  plaintiffs  agreed  to  try 
to  do.  Before  leaving  for  New  York.  Plaintiff  Carden  transmitted 
•  letter  t?  Baruch.  which  reads  as  follows: 

"Deak  Mr  Barvch:  I  saw  Mr.  Denman.  He  assured  me  we  should 
operate  the  boats,  provided  we  would  do  so  on  the  same  terms  as 
other  competent  shipping  concerns  and  this  we  propose  doing.  I 
am  going  to  New  York  in  the  morning  and  use  my  earnest  endeavors 
to  secure  the  consent  of  all  persons  mterested  to  a  compliance  with 
your  expressed  wishes.  I  will  report  to  you  within  the  next  3  or 
4  days." 


This  Is  a  finding  of  fact  from  the  evidence. 

The  plaintiffs  went  to  New  York,  reported  the  President's  wishes 
and  their  negotiations  with  Baruch  to  the  syndicate.  The  syndicate 
agreed  to  the  reclslon  of  the  sale  and  plaintiffs  refunded  to  the 
syndicate  the  initial  payment  to  them  on  the  ships. 

Now.  if  you  have  any  doubt  about  it.  on  page  59  of  this 
record  is  the  solemn  affidavit  made  by  one  of  the  members  of 
that  syndicate.  Mr.  J.  H.  Carpenter,  in  which  he  details  the 
transaction  and  concludes  his  affidavit  by  saying,  "by  reason 
thereof  affiant  and  other  members  of  the  syndicate  consented 
to  a  recision  of  its  contract  with  Messrs.  Carden  and  Herd." 

Mr.  Kh'lflh'E.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WEAVER.     Surely. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  There  appears  in  the  report  a  letter  dated 
February  3.  1921.  signed  George  A.  Carden,  one  of  the  claim- 
ants, addressed  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  settln? 
forth  Carden's  contention  as  to  the  merits  of  this  claim. 
Prom  that  letter  it  very  clearly  appears  that  the  claimants 
here  turned  tjack  the  contract  they  had  with  the  syndicate 
in  response  to  President  Wilson's  request  that  they  use  this 
purchase  as  a  precedent  so  that  the  Government  could  obtain 
these  ships  without  profit,  and  that  it  was  a  patriotic  duty 
they  were  performing  in  releasing  these  ships  to  the  Gov- 
ernment without  expectation  of  profit  on  the  transaction. 

There  is  the  letter  of  one  of  the  claimants  himself.  They 
entered  into  this  transaction  with  the  imderstanding  that 
there  would  be  no  profit  on  the  transaction  itself,  but  that 
they  would  have  the  right  to  operate  the  ships. 

Mr.  WEAVER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Is  the  claim  of  these  people  based  upon 
what  he  contended  in  that  letter,  namely,  the  5  percent 
profit  arising  from  the  operation  of  the  ships?  Is  that  the 
basis  of  the  claim? 

Mr.  WEAVER.    That  is  the  foundation  of  the  complaint. 

Mr.  KEEf^.  What  in  addition  to  that  is  the  basis  of 
this  claim? 

Mr.  WEAVER.    There  is  none. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Then,  if  that  is  the  basis  of  the  claim  why 
is  a  bill  brought  in  here  containing  a  provision  authoriz- 
ing the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  to  find  the 
value  of  these  ships?  Was  it  so  they  might  assess  damages 
based  upon  a  conjectural  value  rather  than  upon  the  value 
which  the  claimants  themselves  placed  on  these  ships  when 
they  sold  them  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States? 
I  would  like  an  answer  to  that. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chaiiman.  I  yield  myself  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  The  point  in  disagreement  l)etween 
these  claimants  and  the  Government  was  on  the  question 
of  the  right  to  operate  the  ships.  Had  I  the  time  I  cotild 
read  the  facts  found  by  the  War  Contract  Adjustment 
Board  in  which  they  upheld  every  single  contention  made 
by  these  men.  Carden  &  Herd  claimed  the  right  to  oper- 
ate these  ships.  The  Government  said  that  was  not  the 
agreement.  If  that  was  not  the  agreement,  then  the  ques- 
tion resolves  itself  into  one  relating  to  the  market  value  of 
the  ships.  In  there  also  is  a  finding  by  Mr.  Ramseyer.  a 
member  of  the  Commission,  as  to  the  nature  of  this  agree- 
ment as  these  claimants  understood  it.  that  they  were  to 
have  the  operation  of  the  ships  or  they  would  not  have 
transferred  them  to  the  Government. 

Finally  the  case  was  taken  to  the  Court  of  Claims  and 
the  Court  of  Claims  disposed  of  it  on  a  memorandum  drawn 
up  by  Mr.  Denman  and  Mr.  Herd  and  signed  by  Herd  and 
Carden.  and  also  by  Phelps  Brothers,  the  owners  of  the 
Austrian  ships.  That  was  nothing  more  than  a  memo- 
randiun  to  effect  the  transfer  of  the  ships  to  the  United 
States  Government  and  did  not  undertake  to  set  out  the 
agreement  between  the  Government  and  Herd  and  Carden; 
and  Mr.  Denman  himself  as  found  by  the  War  Contract 
Adjustment  Board  said  that  that  paper  was  nothing  more 
than  it  appeared  to  be,  a  mere  memorandum,  and  did  not 
imdertake  to  set  out  the  agreement.  That  is  why  we  want 
to  go  to  the  Supreme  Court.    We  want  the  greatest  tribimal 
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of  this  Nation  to  check  on  these  facts  found  by  the  War 
Contract  Adjustment  Board,  found  by  Mr.  Ramseyer.  found 
by  the  Court  of  Claims  and  see  what  right  an  American 
has.  The  right  to  have  a  case  reviewed  by  a  superior  coiut 
is  an  American  right  under  our  system  of  Jurisprudence. 
Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  shield? 
Mr.  WEAVE31.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KELLER.  And  this  bill  simply  gives  them  the  right  to 
appeal  their  case. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  It  gives  them  the  right  to  appeal  from  a 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims. 

Mr,  KELLER.  Why  should  we  not  let  that  tribunal  try  the 
case  rather  than  to  try  the  case  before  the  House? 

Mr.  WEAVER.    That  is  exactly  what  the  committee  asks 
be  done. 
IAt.  KEEFE.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WEAVER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Did  I  imderstand  the  gentleman  correctly 
when  I  understood  him  to  say  that  the  sum  total  of  $6,778,000. 
which  is  the  amount  stipulated  in  the  receipts  given  to  the 
United  States  Government  by  Carden  and  Herd,  included  not 
only  the  purchase  price  agreed  upon  for  the  ships  but  three- 
himdred- thousand -odd  dollars  to  take  care  of  incidental  dam- 
age and  expense  to  which  they  had  been  put? 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Yes;  certain  damages.  I  do  not  have  the 
details. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  So  that  there  Was  a  computation  of  the  dam- 
ages that  these  people  had  been  put  to  up  to  that  time. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  No  damages  to  the  ships.  They  were  to  be 
paid  back  certain  damages;  yes. 

Mr.  KEEFE.    It  means  something,  at  least. 
Mr.  JONKMAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield 
for  a  question  on  that  very  point? 
Bilr.  WEAVER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  The  question  has  been  asked.  What  is  the 
basis  of  the  claim?  I  take  it  the  basis  of  the  claim  is  the  fact 
that  these  men  had  agreed  to  take  these  ships  at  $123  a  dead- 
weight ton  and  had  agreed  to  sell  them  at  a  syndicate  for 
$140  a  dead-weight  ton  plus  5  percent  of  the  gross  earnings; 
that  the  Government  took  them  over  at  $128  a  dead -weight 
ton.  thus  turning  a  profit  of  $17  a  ton  into  a  net  loss  of  $12, 
and  refused  to  allow  them  to  operate  the  ships. 

Mr.  WEAVER.    The  gentleman  is  absolutely  right.    There 
is  no  controversy  whatever  in  this  case  as  to  the  facts. 
[Here  the  gavel  felLl 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  2  additional 
minutes. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  show  you  what  you  are  asked  to 
pass  upon. 

What  do  these  claimants  have  that  was  not  conjectural? 
As  the  gentleman  said,  they  had  a  sale  of  these  ships  for 
$140  a  ton.  They  had  an  agreement  already  executed  to 
operate  them  for  5  percent  of  the  gross  receipts.  The  Gov- 
ernment reached  out  its  hand  and  took  it  from  them;  then 
when  the  Government  itself  took  these  ships  over,  as  it 
did  imder  an  agreement,  they  thought  they  should  operate 
them,  but  the  Government  refused  to  let  them  operate  these 
ships.  Why  are  they  left  out  as  no  other  concern  in  the 
World  War  was  left  out?  Even  the  Germans  were  paid 
for  their  ships  on  a  market- value  basis. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.     WQl  the  genOeman  3^eld? 
Mr.  WEAVER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 
Mr.  COCHRAN.    The  Government  also  sent  4,000.000  men 
to  war  to  stop  bullets?    What  did  they  get?    Thirty  dollars 
a  month. 

Mr.  WEAVER.    I  conceive  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  this 

case  at  all.    I  am  asking  for  simple,  elemental  justice  under 

the  Constitution  of  our  country,  which  says  that  no  man's 

property  shall  be  taken  from  him  except  by  payment  of 

adequate  consideration. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    WVl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WEAVER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    In  the  sworn  testimony  of 

Mr.  Denby.  Chairman  of  the  Shipping  Board,  he  states  that 

they  had  taken  ova-  German  ships,  Italian  ships,  and  other 


ships,  and  he  further  states  that  in  his  opinion  a  very  sub- 
stantial award  should  be  made  to  complainants  since  the 
Government  applied  a  different  rule  in  dealing  with  all  the 
other  shipowners.  These  are  the  only  people  that  have 
been  discriminated  against. 

Mr.  WEAVER.    The  gentleman  Is  absolutely  correct  in  his 
statement  as  far  as  the  evidence  shows. 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  4  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  IMr.  Hancock], 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  are  going  to  pass 
any  legislation  at  all  for  the  benefit  of  these  two  claimants  we 
ought  to  give  them  the  simple  right  to  file  a  writ  of  certiorari 
in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  asking  to  \)e  heard 
en  appeal  as  other  litigants  must  do.  We  are  not  Justified  in 
singling  these  men  out  for  preferential  treatment.  But  I  am 
against  even  that  because,  as  you  will  learn  from  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  IMr.  Walter  1,  there  is  a  bill  pending 
permitting  the  syndicate,  the  undisclosed  principals  of  these 
two  agents,  the  right  to  intervene  and  to  become  parties  to 
the  suit.  If  these  men  were  agents,  as  I  contend  they  were, 
they  should  not  be  permitted  to  benefit  under  secret  contracts, 
and  any  profit  to  be  derived  from  this  transaction  belongs  to 
the  principals  unless  the  principals  know  their  rights  and 
waive  them.  They,  the  principals,  are  in  here  with  a  bill  ask- 
ing to  be  allowed  to  intervene  and  to  protect  their  interests. 

The  question  seems  to  revolve  around  the  disputed  fact  as 
to  the  agency  of  Carden  and  Herd.  These  are  the  facts  as  I 
remember  them:  There  were  seven  Austrian  ships  tied  up  in 
New  York  harbor  early  in  1917.  These  two  men  saw  an  op- 
portunity to  make  some  money  by  buying  these  ships  at  what 
amounted  to  a  forced  sale.  It  was  known  that  Austria  would 
soon  be  at  war  with  the  United  States  and  that  these  ships 
would  be  seized,  therefore  the  Austrian  owners  were  willing  to 
sell  them  for  what  they  could  get.  Carden  and  Herd  did  not 
have  enough  money  to  buy  the  ships,  they  did  not  have  enough 
money  even  to  make  the  down  payment.  They  went  to  some 
wealthy  men  in  New  York  and  formed  a  syndicate.  These 
men  gave  their  notes  to  Carden  and  Herd  to  finance  the  pur- 
chase. The  proceeds  were  deposited  in  Herd's  name  and  the 
money  was  paid  by  Herd's  check  out  of  the  deposits  which  be- 
longed to  the  members  of  the  ssmdicate.  though  carried  In 
Herd's  name.  There  cannot  be  any  doubt  about  that  if  the 
record  is  studied. 

President  Wilson  learned  these  seven  ships  had  been  taken 
over  by  a  New  York  sjmdicate  and  sent  Mr.  Baruch  to  New 
York  to  get  title  to  the  ships.  Mr.  Baruch's  instructions  were 
to  allow  no  profiteering,  but  to  pay  only  the  original  purchase 
price  and  expenses.  That  is  what  Mr.. Baruch  did.  In  his 
testimony  he  said  he  made  no  agreement  to  turn  these  ships 
over  to  Carden  and  Herd  to  be  operated  by  them  for  5  percent 
of  the  freight  receipts.  He  said  he  could  not  have  made  any 
such  agreement  because  he  had  no  such  authority.  If  such  an 
apreement  was  made,  which  I  dispute  and  which  the  Court  of 
Claims  held  did  not  exist,  the  benefits  would  have  accrued  to 
the  syndicate.    That  is  good  law. 

If  you  believe  that  Carden  and  Herd  were  acting  on  their 
own,  without  the  financial  backing  of  the  alleged  principals, 
then  this  bill  has  some  merit;  but  If  you  believe,  as  the  facts 
will  indicate,  that  they  were  acting  as  agents,  then  they  have 
no  claim  at  all. 

Our  friend  from  Kentucky  dismisses  the  findings  of  the 
Court  of  Claims  as  a  mere  technicality.  It  found  that  the 
negotiations  between  Mr.  Baruch,  representing  the  Gtovern- 
ment.  and  the  two  men,  having  been  carried  on  for  some  dasrs 
and  having  resulted  in  a  written  agreement,  there  could  be  no 
valid  agreement  that  was  not  contained  in  the  written  instru- 
ment. That  is  good  law  and  that  is  the  unanimous  decision 
of  the  Comt  of  Claims  in  this  case. 

You  might  be  interested  to  know  that  this  is  the  only  pri- 
vate bill  that  ever  got  a  rule  for  consideration  in  this  way. 
It  has  had  quite  a  long  and  checkered  career  and  it  has  had 
a  lot  of  pressure  behind  it.  L€ist  year  a  bill  was  introduced 
directing  the  Court  of  Claims  to  render  Judgment  for  these 
claimants  according  to  a  certain  formula  set  out  in  the  biU 
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itself.  Of  course,  the  committee  turned  that  down.  Then 
we  had  a  series  of  private  bills  on  the  Private  Calendar  and 
they  were  objected  to.  Now  we  have  this  bill  before  us  under 
an  unprecedented  rule. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Is  this  not  the  only  private  bill  that  has 
ever  been  handled  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary? 

Mr.  HANCOCK.    I  am  not  sure  as  to  that. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  I  think  there  is  no  authority  in  the  House 
Manual  of  Rules  for  this  bill  to  be  considered  by  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee. 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  This  is  the  only  private  bill  brought  to 
the  floor  by  special  rule  that  I  ever  heard  of. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  McGraneryI. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  very  much  in 
favor  of  the  right  of  appeal.  I  believe  that  an  appeal  should 
be  made  as  accessible  as  prudence  dictates.  But  this  is  one 
of  the  most  unusual  bills  that  I  have  ever  read  in  my  life. 
This,  as  everyone  knows,  goes  beyond  any  of  the  rules  as  now 
prescribed  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

The  Supreme  Court  entertains  its  appeal  through  certiorari. 
This  bill  tells  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  that 
it  is  to  take  this  case  and  determine  all  questions  of  law  and 
fact  and  in  its  judgment  include  the  fair  market  value  of 
the  property  involved.  In  other  words,  this  bill  practically 
directs  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  to  receive  and 
hear  witnesses. 

I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  merits  of  this  case,  but 
there  is  something  behind  it  that  is  not  fair.  There  is  some- 
thing behind  it  that  will  not  stand  the  test  of  God's  sim. 
Right  now  in  this  very  House  is  another  bill  pertaining  to 
the  same  matter,  the  bill  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Walter],  H.  R.  8812.  This  bill  asks  that 
the  parties  named  here  get  this  money.  This  bill  differs  from 
the  other  bill,  which  came  out  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  I  do  not  know  how  they  got  the  wires  crossed,  but 
here  is  a  bill  that  this  Congress  should  vote  down  and  re- 
pudiate with  such  a  vote  that  no  one  would  dare  come  here 
again  with  any  such  hoodwinking  proposition. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Chjiirman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  The  gentleman  speaks  about  this  bill,  but 
have  you  read  the  first  bill  introduced  in  the  first  session  of 
this  Congress  which  authorized  and  directed  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  to  render  judgment  in  favor  of 
Garden  and  Herd? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  There  is  enough  confusion  existing  in 
my  mind  already  with  these  two  bills.  Here  is  the  bill  H.  R. 
7230.  on  which  we  are  asked  to  vote.  It  is  a  bill  which  will 
turn  this  money  over  to  the  agents.  The  bill  H.  R.  8812  is  a 
bill  now  pending  in  the  Committee  on  Claims,  asking  that  the 
people  who  put  up  this  money  have  the  right  to  intervene  and 
go  into  the  Court  of  Claims,  and  allow  the  Court  of  Claims 
to  hear  this  case  de  novo.  I  may  be  all  wrong  about  this, 
but  on  the  merits,  as  appears  from  the  face  of  the  bill,  and 
not  going  beyond  it.  this  com.mittee  ought  to  vote  it  down. 

Mr.  MAY.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  have  no  interest  in  the  world  in  this  matter 
and  know  very  little  about  it  except  what  I  have  read  in  con- 
nection with  It  and  what  I  have  heard  in  the  debate  this 
afternoon.  However,  the  gentleman's  statement  has  me  con- 
fused a  little.  As  I  imderstand.  the  pending  bill  on  which  we 
are  now  called  to  vote.  It  merely  authorizes  an  appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Court  and  directs  that  Court  upon  the  hearings  to 
consider  the  record  made  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  where  the 
Government  and  the  claimants  had  representation. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  It  does  no  such  thing.  It  authorizes 
the  Supreme  Court  to  determine  the  law  and  the  facts  fjrst. 


'  and  then  to  determine  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property 
involved. 

Mr.  MAY.  Will  it  not  necessarily  have  to  determine  It  on 
the  record  that  was  made  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  where  both 
parties  were  represented  by  counsel? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Why  did  this  bill  not  come  out  of  the 
committee  authorizing  the  Supreme  Court  to  entertain  a 
writ  of  certiorari  from  the  parties  who  now  claim  damage? 

Mr.  MAY.  What  would  be  the  difference?  The  Supreme 
Court  would  try  it  on  the  record  of  the  trial  court. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  As  I  read  this  language,  we  direct  the 
Supreme  Court  to  receive  and  hesu-  witnesses,  because  the 
Court  cannot  determine  the  question  just  on  the  record  alone 
as  It  is  written  here.  But  the  real  complaint  is  that  there  are 
seven  persons  who  have  a  bill  now  in  the  Committee  on 
Claims  asking  for  this  money,  and  there  are  two  persons  who 
acted  as  their  agents  who  are  concerned  in  the  bill  now  before 
the  House.  These  agents,  who  acted  for  the  other  people, 
claim  the  money  here.  I  asked  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Halleck],  "Who  gets  this  money,  the  claimants  named 
in  the  bill?"  and  he  said,  "Yes."    UApplause.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  6  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  TinkhamI. 

Mr.  TTNKHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  repeated  disclaimers 
by  the  President  and  by  Secretary  Hull  of  United  States  par- 
ticipation and  involvement  in  territorial  and  political  affairs 
of  Europe  and  Asia  are  utterly  false.  Their  declarations  of 
foreign  policies  are  belied  by  the  record.  It  is  a  shocking 
state  of  affairs,  f(Jr  certainly  no  form  of  government  can  long 
endure  if  its  chief  oflQcials  do  not  tell  the  truth.  No  govern- 
ment can  long  exist  on  continual  falsification. 

In  a  statement  which  President  Roosevelt  authorized  his 
secretary  to  make  on  July  7  last  it  was  asserted: 

There  is  an  absence  of  any  Intention  whatever  on  the  part  of  this 
Government  to  interfere  in  any  territorial  problems  in  Europe  or 
Asia. 

Two  days  earlier,  on  July  5,  Secretary  of  State  Hull  had 

said: 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  pursues  a  policy  of  non- 
partlcipatlon  and  of  nonlnvolvement  in  the  purely  political  allaira 
of  Europe. 

He  did  not  dare  meet  squarely  the  German  challenge  that 
the  policy  had  been  one  of  intervention. 

The  Indelible  record  proves  that  the  statements  of  both  the 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  State  are  deliberate  falsehoods. 

Here  is  the  irrefutable  record: 

In  1935  President  Roosevelt  and  Secretary  of  State  Hull 
took  provocative  and  hostile  action  in  the  E^thiopian  war  by 
attempting,  withoat  statutory  authority,  to  embargo  the  ship- 
ment of  oil  to  Italy.  The  Ethiopian  war  was  a  "territorial" 
and  "political"  dispute  of  European  powers. 

In  October  of  1937  President  Roosevelt  made  his  "quaran- 
tine speech"  in  which  he  asserted  that  there  was  no  escape 
for  the  United  States  through  mere  isolation  or  neutrality, 
and  that  the  "peace-loving  nations  must  make  a  concerted 
effort"  to  quarantine  and  stop  the  aggressor  nations.  Yet,  in 
fact,  every  question  raised  and  every  action  taken  by  the  so- 
called  aggressor  nations,  Germany,  Italy,  and  Japan.  Involved 
"territorial  problems"  and  "political  affairs"  in  Europe  and 
Asia. 

Beginning  in  1938.  the  United  States  subsidized  China  in 
the  Sino-Japanese  war.  in  the  same  amounts  in  dollars  and 
at  the  same  times  as  Great  Britain,  in  accordance  with  Secre- 
tary Hull's  declared  policy  of  "parallel  action"  with  Great 
Britain.  The  Sino-Japanese  war  concerns  a  "territorial 
problem"  and  a  "political  affair"  In  Asia.  Great  Britain  is  a 
European  and  an  Asiatic  power. 

In  midsummer  of  1938  President  Roosevelt  and  Secretary 
Hull  sent  American  officials  to  Czechoslovakia  to  support 
great  Britain  in  the  political  crisis  there  which  eventuated  in 
the  Munich  settlement.  This  involved  "territorial  problems" 
In  Europe  and  had  to  do  with  "political  t^ffairs'^'iof  Europe. 

In  a  message  to  the  Congress  in  January~bf-i^39,  President 
Roosevelt  stated  that  whereas  words  were  futile,  there  were 
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many  methods  of  bringing  aggressor  nations  to  account. 
This  statement  certainly  was  an  implied  threat  to  interfere 
In  the  "territorial  problems"  of  Europe  and  Asia  and  to  In- 
volve the  United  States  in  the  "political  affairs"  of  Exirope 
and  Asia. 

A  few  weeks  later  President  Roosevelt  was  reported  to  have 
said  that  America's  first  line  of  defense  was  in  France.  This 
statement  was  never  satisfactorily  denied.  It  was  a  positive 
assertion  that  the  United  States  would  Interfere  in  the  "terri- 
torial problems"  and  the  "political  siffairs"  of  Europe. 

In  November  last  President  Roosevelt  and  Secretary  Hull 
authorized  a  large  Ck>vemment  loan  to  Finland  in  Its  conflict 
with  Russia  and  sanctioned  shipment  to  Finland  of  United 
Btates  airplanes  built  for  our  Government.  The  conflict  be- 
tween these  two  countries  was  based  on  ancient  "territorial 
problems"  and  was  a  "political  affair"  of  Europe. 

President  Roosevelt  and  Secretary  Hull  openly  and  aggres- 
sively supported  Great  Britain  every  step  of  the  way  and  at 
every  turn  up  to  the  moment  of  the  actual  declaration  of  war 
by  Great  Britain  in  September  last,  and  have  been  continu- 
ing that  support.  The  war  in  Europe  is  the  result  of  "terri- 
torial problems"  and  U  purely  the  "political  affair"  of  Europe. 

This  entire  record  is  in  contravention  of  the  traditional 
and  basic  policy  of  the  United  States  of  nonintervention  in 
the  political  affairs  of  Europe  and  Asia. 

In  piu-suing  this  course.  President  Roosevelt  and  Secretary 
Hull  for  their  own  political  purposes  have  concealed  and 
ignored  a  vital  part  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  to  which  they 
have  repeatedly  affirmed  their  allegiance. 

The  Monroe  Doctrine  consisted  of  two  parts,  one  as  vital 
as  the  other.  The  first  part  was  that  ETux)pean  powers  were 
not  to  Interfere  In  the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  the  other 
part  was  that  the  Western  Hemisphere  was  not  to  Interfere 
with  European  powers  or  in  the  Eastern  Hemisphere. 

President  Roosevelt  and  Secretary  of  State  Hull  by  con- 
tinually violating  and  suppressing  the  second  part  of  the 
Monroe  Doctrine,  by  interfering  In  the  territorial  problems 
of  Europe  and  Asia  and  In  the  political  affairs  of  Europe  and 
Asia,  have  brought  the  United  States  to  the  brink  of  war  in 
relation  to  both  continents;  and  all  this  In  flagrant  disregard 
of  the  fundamentals  of  traditional  American  foreign  policy. 
At  last,  events  are  catching  up  with  them. 

The  foreign  policy  of  President  Roosevelt  and  Secretary  of 
State  Hull  has  been  a  complete  repudiation  of  American 
traditional  foreign  policy.  It  has  been  dangerous  and  futile. 
It  is  now  collapsing.  TTiey  have  sown  the  wind,  and  are 
about  to  reap  the  whirlwind.    [  Applause.  1 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  review  briefly  some 
of  the  facts  that  appear  here,  and  call  your  attention  to  some 
of  the  situations  that  would  be  created  by  this  bill  if  it  should 
be  adopted.  As  nearly  as  I  can  make  out,  a  little  time  before 
the  World  War  was  entered  by  the  United  States,  the  Aus- 
trian owners  of  these  ships  were  in  a  panic,  and  they  ap- 
proached these  promoters,  and  the  promoters  arranged  to 
pay  them  about  $6,400,000.  The  promoters  themselves  or- 
ganized a  syndicate  under  which  they  were  to  get  a  little  bit 
bigger  price;  that  is,  they  were  going  to  sell  to  a  syndicate,  of 
which  they  were  members,  the  ships  for  a  bigger  price.  Then 
we  went  into  the  war  a  couple  of  days  after  the  transaction 
with  the  Austrians  took  place,  and  the  ships  were  taken  over 
by  the  United  States  Government.  The  claimants  here 
Messrs.  Carden  and  Herd,  signed  a  receipt  which  I  am  going 
to  read: 

I  WASBiircTON,  D.  C,  May  3.  1917. 

Received  from  the  United  States  of  America  the  sum  of  $fi,778.- 
006.70  in  payment  for  the  steamers  Dora.  Ida.  Emy.  Teresa.  Lucia. 
Anna,  and  Clara,  of  a  total  de»d-welght  carrying  capacity  of  52.561. 
Bills  of  sale  for  these  vesaels.  together  with  certain  agreements 
relative  thereto,  were  executed  and  delivered  to  the  United  States 
of  America.  This  receipt  is  without  prejudice  to  the  payment  of 
the  further  sum  of  •»  per  ton  dead  weight  for  the  transfer  of  the 
said  vessels  free  of  restrictions  in  the  trade  thereof. 

(Signed)     Gkokcx   A.   Cabxicn. 
(Signed)     Anderson  T.  Hno. 
/ 


Now,  that  is  the  story,  the  whole  story,  and  nothing  but  the 
story,  yet  there  is  an  attempt  here  to  claim  there  was  a 
hidden  agreement  somewhere  by  which  these  folks  were  to 
operate  the  ships  on  a  basis  of  5  percent  of  the  gross  receipts, 
■niere  is  not  any  evidence  that  these  ships  would  have  pro- 
duced any  amount  of  money,  but  I  imderstand  that  these 
folks  are  claiming  something  like  $16,000,000  there,  and  that 
there  are  lobbyists  galore  working  for  this  bill.  I  think  It 
is  about  time  we  did  our  own  business  and  I  believe  the  time 
has  come  when  it  should  not  be  run  by  lobbyists. 

Mr.  WEAVER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.    In  a  moment. 

The  bill  itself  is  bad,  and  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  McGrawehyI  has  described  a  great  many  of  the  bad 
features,  but  the  worst  of  them  is  this.  As  I  understand  it, 
they  had  a  right  to  take  an  appeal  to  the  circuit  court  of 
appeals  and  did  not  do  so.  I  may  be  wrong  on  that,  but  that 
is  what  appears.  President  Roosevelt,  in  a  veto  message  the 
other  day.  said: 

The  first  proviso  of  the  bill  would  permit  a  review  by  the  Supreme 
CJourt  on  certiorari  of  any  decision  or  Judgment  rendered  in  »ny 
suit  filed  undei:  the  authority  of  the  act.  This  clause  is  subject 
to  the  construction  that  an  application  for  a  writ  of  certiorari 
may  be  made  directly  to  the  Supreme  Court  to  review  a  Judgment 
of  the  district  court  without  an  intermediate  appeal  to  the  circuit 
covirt  of  appeals.  No  reason  !s  discernible  for  making  such  an 
exception  from  the  usual  procedure  in  this  instance.  It  may  be 
observed  that  it  Is  not  customary  to  Include  such  a  provision  In 
private  Jiirisdictlonal  bills  in  which  Jurisdiction  is  conferred  on  a 
United  States  district  court  in  respect  to  an  Individual  claim. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  GUYER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  RobsionI. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Chairman,  our  friend 
from  Pennsylvania,  Mr.  McGranert,  and  our  friend  from  New 
York,  Mr.  Taber,  and  one  or  two  others,  including  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri  I  Mr.  CochramI,  evidently  have  made  no 
study  of  this  case.  I  am  sure  my  friend  from  New  York 
looked  over  it  only  this  afternoon  for  a  few  moments,  and 
I  wonder  how  far  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has 
gone  in  the  study  of  it.  There  is  much  of  misinformation  and 
misimcerstanding  about  this  situation.  For  instance  my 
friend  from  Pennsylvania  says  there  is  a  syndicate  involved 
in  this.  In  these  hearings  are  releases,  receipts,  and  records 
from  the  sjmdicate,  showing  that  it  was  closed  up  in  May 
1917,  and  It  is  only  within  a  year  or  so  that  certain  lawyers 
here  in  Washington  thought  they  had  found  a  mare's  nest, 
and  they  dug  up  one  or  two  of  the  heirs  of  these  men  that 
were  in  the  syndicate,  and  they  now  make  claim  and  ap- 
peared before  our  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  We  heard 
it  all  and  decided  that  they  had  no  claim  or  right  in  this 
matter,  and  then  they  went  before  the  Committee  on  Claims 
of  this  House  and  I  am  informed  that  the  Claims  Commit- 
tee turned  down  or  at  least  tabled  their  claim.  Why  should 
anyone  muddy  the  waters  of  this  honest  claim  with  things 
like  that?  Then  they  bring  in  here  the  $20  of  clearance 
charges  and  refer  to  the  operation  of  these  ships  l)etween 
the  United  Btates  and  Europe.  These  people  did  not  want 
to  operate  them  between  the  United  States  and  Europe,  but 
they  wanted  to  operate  them  between  the  United  States  and 
South  America. 

It  was  after  the  Government  took  them  over  that  the  Gov- 
ernment paid  that  $20  to  the  Austrian  Government  for  that 
purpose,  and  that  was  before  we  were  In  war.  That  has  never 
been  charged  to  these  people  at  all,  and  my  friend  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Cochran  1  said  the  Government  paid  these  people 
$20  a  ton  to  operate  these  ships  between  Europe  and  the 
United  States.  This  record  shows  by  uncontradicted  evidence 
that  after  you  have  coimted  up  everything  the  Government 
has  paid  to  Carden  and  Herd,  they  are  still  short  something 
like  $400,000  in  cash  and  In  addition  to  that  the  Oovemment 
denied  them  their  contract  right  to  operate  the  ships  for  5 
percent.  Why  would  Carden  and  Herd  surrender  their  right 
with  this  syndicate  for  $140  a  ton  and  accept  $128  a  ton  and 
why  would  they  surrender  their  rights  to  5  percent  for  operat- 
ing with  the  syndicate  and  then  get  no  right  to  operate?    R^kl 
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the  testimony  of  Mr.  Denman.  the  chairman  of  the  Shipping 

Board,  and  of  Barney  Baruch.    Mr.  Baruch  said,  of  course. 

Carden  and  Herd  understood  that  they  were  to  have  the 

right  to  operate  these  ships. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  j^eld? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    Briefly. 

Mr.  PATRICK.    I  want  to  vote  for  this  bill  if  I  can.  but  I 

V    cannot  understand  from  the  gentleman's  statement  why  it  is 
'■^  n^essary  to  include  in  the  bill  the  language  "including  the 

fair  market  value  of  the  property  involved." 
^  Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  am  going  to  accept  the 
amendaient  of  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schafer]. 
All  we  want  to  do  here  is  give  the  Supreme  Coiut  the  right  to 
review  this  case  on  the  law  and  facts  on  the  record  made  in 
the  Court  of  Claims  and  nothing  more.  We  do  not  ask  for 
any  more. 
Mr.  MAY.    Is  not  that  aU  this  bill  does? 

I  Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.     I  think  that  is  all  it  does, 

but  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schafer]  and  others 
think  it  goes  further  than  that,  and  I  agree  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Schafer].  We  do  not  want  to  go 
any  further  than  that.  No  two  men  were  ever  treated  worse 
than  were  Carden  and  Herd.  Read  Mr.  Denman's  statement, 
in  which  he  said  that  one  of  the  reasons  he  regretted  leaving 
the  Shipping  Board  when  he  did  was  he  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  clear  up  and  do  the  right  thing  by  Carden 
and  Herd.  Mr.  Denman  says  that  in  his  own  statement,  and 
you  can  read  it  in  the  record  that  these  men  were  treated 
differently  from  any  other  shipowners  whose  ships  were  taken 
over.  The  Ocvemment  got  these  ships  at  almost  half  their 
market  value.  The  War  Industries  Board  and  Mr.  Ramseyer 
found  and  all  of  the  experts  testified  that  the  real  value  of 
the  sliips,  the  minimum  value,  was  $225  a  ton.  ranging  up  to 
$300  a  ton.  Now,  after  the  Goverrunent  got  the  ships  at  one- 
half  of  their  value  and  turned  a  part  of  them  over  to  the 
Allies  and  one  or  two  were  sunk  in  the  war,  those  that  were 
not  sunk  after  the  war  this  great  Government  of  the  United 
States  sold  for  $150  a  ton  on  an  average.    Now,  what  kind 

~v^  of  treatment  Is  that  to  hand  out  to  one  of  its  own  citizens? 
■"We  are  not  asking  any  money  here.  All  we  are  asking  is  to 
go  to  the  Supreme  Court  and  let  it  decide  the  matter,  and 
they  will  not  sit  down  with  just  a  scrap  of  the  record  and 
decide  the  case  as  some  of  you  have  done  today.  It  took 
months  to  try  this  case  out.  Look  into  the  record.  I  chal- 
lenge anybody  to  deny  the  prop>osition,  beginning  with  Presi- 
dent Wilson,  then  on  down  with  Barney  Baruch  and  Mr. 
Denman  and  the  War  Claims  Board  and  Mr.  Weeks,  every- 
one, including  the  Senate  committee  twice,  the  Judiciary 
Committee  of  the  House  twice;  I  challenge  anyone  to  find 
one  who  knows  the  record  who  takes  the  position  that  some 
of  our  friends  do  here  today. 

They  all  admit  that  Carden  and  Herd  have  got  a  just  claim. 

-  They  were  thrown  out  of  the  Court  of  Claims  on  a  techni- 
cality. Now,  the  only  proposition  is  they  say.  'Let  us  go  to 
the  Supreme  Court  and  let  the  Supreme  Court  decide."  What 
is  the  technicality?  Some  of  my  friends  talk  about  the  law. 
They  are  wrong  about  the  law.  It  has  always  been  proper 
in  every  jurisdiction  to  show  by  outside  testimony  what  the 
real  consideration  was.  Of  course,  when  these  Austrians  were 
,  turning  the  ships  over  to  our  Government  they  ht.d  no  in- 
terest in  operating  the  ships  or  the  making  of  any  contract, 
and  hence  this  memorandum  of  closing  or  pas.sing  title  did 
not  contain  any  operating  provisions,  but  here  are  written 
records  that  show  that  Mr.  Baruch  and  Mr.  Deiunan  and 
others  said,  "According  to  the  contract  heretofore  entered 
into."  What  was  the  contract  "heretofore  entered  into"? 
To  take  $128  a  ton  for  the  ships  and  then  to  have  5  percent 
for  operating  the  ships.  That  is  what  it  was.  This  claim  is 
fair  and  Just. 

Someone  raised  the  question,  "Is  this  House  going  to  try  this 
case  this  afternoon?"  We  are  not  asking  the  House  to  try  it. 
We  are  merely  asking  that  the  case  go  to  the  Supreme  Court 
with  the  whole  record  before  them.  There  is  no  $16,000,000 
Involved  anywhere;  not  at  all.  If  Mr.  Ramseyer's  valuation 
is  accepted,  the  amount  involved  is  about  two  and  one-half 


millions,  lliat  is  as  much  out  of  line  as  some  of  the  other 
statements. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky has  expired. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  3^eld  the  balance  of  my 
time  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  HbalktI. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  to  me  we  have  spent 
the  1  hour  allotted  for  debate  on  this  legislation  in  an  attempt 
to  try  this  case  in  the  House  of  Representatives.  I  submit 
that  the  considerations  underlying  this  whole  case  are  very 
technical  and  complicated.  It  seems  to  me  unnecessary  to 
say  that  we  cannot  possibly  hope  in  the  time  that  is  given  to 
us  here  to  try  this  case  fairly  and  justly,  nor  is  that  asked  in 
this  legislation  that  is  before  us.  This  bill  carries  no  authori- 
zation, no  appropriation  of  funds.  It  merely  confers  on  these 
claimants  their  inherent  right  of  a  day  in  court. 

Now,  this  case  was  before  the  Court  of  Claims  and  it  was 
decided  adversely  to  these  claimants  on  two  grounds.  I  sub- 
mit that  those  were  technical  grounds — legal  grounds.  Un- 
doubtedly there  may  be  some  difference  of  opinion  among 
legal  minds  as  to  whether  or  not  the  Court  of  Claims  arrived 
at  the  proper  conclusions  of  law  on  the  facts  in  this  case  or 
whether  it  erred  in  its  judgment.  All  that  this  legislation 
does  is  to  give  these  claimants,  who  have  been  fighting  this 
case  for  many  years  and  who  have  spent  a  great  deal  of 
money  trying  to  prosecute  their  claim,  the  right  to  go  to  the 
highest  tribimal  in  the  land  and  have  that  Court  pass  on  the 
law  and  the  facts  involved  in  the  case.  That  is  all  you  do  with 
this  legislation.  If  the  Supreme  Court  decides  against  them 
they  will  have  to  bear  the  costs.  I  think  we  can  depend  on 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  to  protect  the  rights 
and  equities  of  the  claimants  as  well  as  to  protect  the  rights 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HEALEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  The  gentleman  says  this  carries  no  ap- 
propriation. That  is  true,  but  the  Court  of  Claims  said  in 
1938  that  over  $16,000,000  was  involved,  and  they  are  likely  to 
be  back  here  asking  for  $16,000,000. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  gentleman  that 
there  is  that  amount  involved.  However,  that  question  is  not 
involved  in  this  legislation.  That  is  a  matter  for  the  Court  to 
decide. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.     Here  it  is.    Read  It. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts has  expired. 

All  time  has  expired.    The  Clerk  will  read  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  George  A.  Carden  and  Anderson  T  Herd, 
or  their  legal  representatives  may,  at  any  time  within  —  montlia 
after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act.  appeal  as  of  right  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  from  the  judgnnent  of  the 
Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  In  the  suit  No.  43711  here- 
tofore Instituted  In  the  Court  of  Claims  by  George  A.  Carden  and 
Anderson  T  Herd,  and  Jurisdiction  Is  hereby  conferred  upon  the 
Supreme  Court  to  consider  on  such  appeal  all  questions  of  law  and 
fact,  including  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property  involved.  Any 
Judgment  rendered  In  favor  of  the  claimants  shall  be  paid  in  the 
same  manner  as  other  Judgments  of  said  Court  of  Claims  are  paid. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  1,  line  4.  after  the  word  "within".  Insert  the  word  "six." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALTER.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  What  was  the  committee 
amendment?  The  bill  I  have  before  me  shows  no  committee 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  For  the  information  of  the  committee 
the  Clerk  will  again  report  the  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  again  reported  the  committee  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  committee  amendment  has  already 
been  agreed  to. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  offers  an  amendment 
which  the  Clerk  will  report. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Waltis:  Page  1.  after  the  enacting 
clause,  strike  out  the  remainder  of  the  bUl  and  Insert  In  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

"That  Jurisdiction  Is  hereby  conferred  upon  the  Court  of 
Claims  of  the  United  States,  notwithstanding  any  lapse  of  time 
or  statute  of  limitation,  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment 
upon  the  claim  or  claims  of  any  person  or  persons,  or  their 
legal  representative  or  representatives,  if  deceased,  who  were,  on 
or  about  May  3,  1917,  the  true  and  equitable  owner  or  owners 
of  a  contract  to  purchase  the  following  Austrian  merchant  ves- 
sels: Emy.  Lucia,  Anna.  Teresa,  Clara,  Ida.  and  Dora,  as  If  such 
ooaittmct  had  been  requisitioned  or  expropriated  by  the  United 
ttMtw  under  the  provisions  of  the  Emergency  Shipping  Act  of 
1917:  Provided,  That  the  amount  of  the  Judgment,  if  any.  shall 
be  Umlted  to  the  difference  between  the  true  market  value  of 
the  vessels  and  the  amount  paid  by  the  United  States  when  It 
acquired  such  contract. 

"Sac.  a.  In  the  event  that  the  Court  of  Claims  finds  a  Judgment 
for  the  claimant  or  claimants  and  finds  that  more  than  one 
person  Is  entitled  to  share  In  the  amount  so  found  payable.  It 
shall  determine  the  share  that  each  of  said  persoixs,  or  their 
legal  representative  or  representatives,  if  deceased.  Is  entitled 
to  and  enter  Judgment  accordingly. 

"Sbc.  3.  Separate  suits  may  l)e  maintained  with  respect  to  any 
of  such  claims,  but  no  suit  shall  be  brought  after  the  expiration 
of  1  year  from  the  enactment  of  this  act. 

"S«c.  4.  The  record  in  the  suit,  entitled  'George  A.  Carden  et  al. 
against  the  United  States  (No.  42711),  heretofore  Instituted  in  the 
Court  of  Claims,  pursuant  to  an  act  of  Congress  (Private,  No.  233, 
73d  Cong.);  and  the  evidence  there  taken,  together  with  the  ex- 
hibits therein  offered,  may  be  introduced  before  the  Court  of  Claims, 
in  any  suit  or  suits,  proceeding  or  proceedings,  under  this  act.  with 
the  ftxll  force  of  depositions,  subject  to  objection  as  to  competency 
and  relevancy. 

"Smc  5  Any  party  to  any  suit  or  suits,  proceeding  or  proceedings 
brought  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  act  may,  at  any  time 
within  6  months  after  the  entry  of  a  final  Judgment  In  the 
said  suit  or  suits,  proceeding  or  proceedings,  by  the  said  Court 
of  Claims  of  the  United  States,  appeal  as  of  right  to  the  Supreme 
Cotirt  of  the  United  States,  and  Jtirlsdlctlon  is  hereby  conferred 
upon  the  Supreme  Court  to  consider  on  such  appeal  or  appeals, 
all  questions  of  law  and  fact,  Including  the  fair  market  value  of 
the  property  Involved." 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  make  a  point  of  order 
against  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  bill  H.  R.  7230  very 
clearly  deals  with  a  situation  relating  to  Messrs.  Carden  and 
Herd  growing  out  of  a  transaction  referred  to  therein.  The 
bill  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  as  an 
amendment  undertakes  the  substitution  of  entirely  new 
language,  bringing  other  persons  unknown  to  us  into  the 
picture  and  conferring  jurisdiction  on  another  court.  It  is 
entirely  new  legislation  from  beginning  to  end  and  is  not 
germane  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  a 
further  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  It. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  bill  pending  before  the 
House  provides  for  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  In  the  case  of  George  A.  Carden  and  Anderson 
T.  Herd.  The  substitute  Ignores  the  Supreme  Court  and  pro- 
vides for  the  institution  of  a  new  case  by  a  new  set  of  claim- 
ants in  the  Court  of  Claims.  Clearly  it  Is  not  germane  to  the 
pending  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
desire  to  be  heard  upon  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  WALTER.    Yes.  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  hear  the  gentleman 
briefly. 

Mr.  WALTESl.  Mr.  Chairman,  while  the  amendment  I 
offered  does  permit  additional  parties  to  have  a  day  in  court, 
nevertheless  it  does  not  affect  the  parties  who  are  mentioned 
in  the  original  bill.  Under  the  amendment  the  Court  of 
Claims  has  the  right  to  permit  parties  other  than  Carden  and 
Herd  to  intervene  in  order  that  a  complete  record  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Supreme  Court  so  that  the  Supreme  Court 
in  its  determination  of  the  liability  of  the  United  States  to 
reimburse  anyone  may  find  who  in  fact  is  entitled  to  recover, 
if  anyone  is  entitled  to  recover.  I  submit  that  the  amendment 
is  germane  because  the  rights  of  Carden  and  Herd  are  in  no 
way  affected,  if  they  have  any  right  at  the  present  time. 


The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Luthkr  A.  Johnson)  .  The  Chair  is 
ready  to  rule. 

Under  the  rules  of  the  House  one  fundamental  proposition 
is  controlling:  One  individual  proposition  may  not  be  amended 
by  another  individual  proposition  even  though  the  two  may 
belong  to  the  same  class. 

The  bill  imder  consideration,  H.  R.  7230,  relates  merely  to 
one  claim,  that  of  George  A.  Carden  and  Anderson  T.  Herd 
The  bill  confers  upon  these  claimants  the  right  to  take  their 
case  from  the  Court  of  Claims  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  covers  a  number  of  other  parties  in  other 
claims  who  it  does  not  appear  are  in  any  way  related  to  the 
pending  bill.  ^ 

The  point  of  order  is  sustained. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Schafer  of  Wisconsin:  On  page  3, 
strike  out  all  of  line  6.  Also  strike  out  the  comma  at  the  end  of 
line  6  and  Insert  a  period  in  lieu  thereof. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  be 
brief  because  the  hour  Is  late. 

This  is  a  perfecting  amendment.  If  this  amendment  is 
adopted  the  bill  will  carry  out  the  purpose  of  its  sponsors. 
They  say  the  bill  proposes  merely  that  the  Supreme  Court 
shall  review  all  questions  of  law  and  fact  which  were  con- 
sidered by  the  Court  of  Claims. 

If  this  amendment  is  adopted  I  believe  that  not  very  many 
Members  of  the  House  will  object  to  the  bill,  for  certainly 
we  can  trust  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  as  now  con- 
stituted to  make  thi^  review  of  all  questions  of  law  and  fact 
on  appeal.  I  do  not  care  to  enter  Into  a  discussion  of  the 
merits  of  the  bill  because  the  question  involved  is  merely 
that  of  the  right  to  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  on  the  questions  of  law  and  facts.  I  hope  my 
perfecting  amendment  will  be  adopted  by  an  almost  unani- 
mous vote  so  that  we  can  speed  action  to  complete  the  con- 
sideration of  this  bill  so  that  we  can  adjourn  this  day's  session 
in  order  that  we  might  take  care  of  other  important  problems 
which  are  pending  in  our  offices. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to  the  author  of  the 
bill,  the  very  distinguished  and  able  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky I  Mr.  RoBsioNl. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  have  consulted  with  the 
chairman  and  the  gentlemen  in  charge  of  the  bill.  The 
amendment  is  entirely  satisfactory  to  me,  and  I  assume  It  is 
t9  those  who  are  in  favor  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  very  glad  that  the 
gentleman  believes  the  amendment  is  satisfactory.  I  feel 
confident  that  with  the  bill  perfected  by  my  amendment  many 
Members  of  the  House  will  vote  for  the  gentleman's  bill  who 
would  otherwise  oppose  It.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  did  not  anticipate  that  anyone  would  make 
a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment  I  offered,  and  for 
that  reason  I  did  not  speak  on  this  bill  duiing  general  debate. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  measiu'e  has  been  pending  in  the  Con- 
gress for  a  good  many  years.  Hearings  have  been  held  In 
both  this  body  and  the  other  body  on  numerous  occasions,  and 
on  numerous  phases  of  the  claims  of  the  people  who  pur- 
chased these  seven  Austrian  vessels.  In  all  of  the  hearings, 
however,  one  fact  is  not  in  dispute;  namely,  that  the  $730,009 
down  payment  for  these  seven  Austrian  vessels  was  made  by 
a  syndicate,  and  that  not  a  dime  of  It  was  put  up  by  either 
Carden  or  Herd.  Let  me  call  attention  to  the  testimony  in 
supiwrt  of  the  bill  under  consideration.  I  refer  first  to  the 
testimony    of    Mr.    Osbom,    a    man   who    represented    this 

syndicate : 

Mr.  OsBORN.  Of  course,  we  have  this  feeling,  that  the  evidence 
we  introduced  strengthens  the  merits  of  this  claim,  because  It 
makes  It  clearer  than  ever  before  that  theae  boats  were  not  wUl- 
ingiy  surrendered.    They  were  surrendered  because  the  Government 
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8lmply  said  we  are  going  to  take  those  boats:  it  Is  ova  policy  to 
pay  nobody  profits,  and  on  that  basis  we  were  prepared  to  sur- 
render the  boats,  but  apparently  the  Government  changed  Its 
-policy  with  respect  to  that,  and  that  Is  why  we  are  here. 

Mr.  VfzAVTR.  Then  It  will  be  understood  that  you  will  furnish 
this  memorandum  within  the  shortest  time  possible,  not  exceeding 
a  week. 

Mr.  OsBosN.  In  a  week  from  today,  and  we  will  try  to  expedite 
It. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  agree,  of  course,  entirely  that  this  claim  Is  an 
•quitable  one  and  that  It  has  never  been  finally  determined.  The 
whole  question,  in  our  minds,  turns  on  one  group  of  facts;  what 
the  Oovernment  acquired  was  a  contract  to  buy  the  boats  from 
the  Austrlans.  Whose  contract  was  it?  The  case  proceeded  for 
22  years  on  the  basis  that  Mr.  Herd  and  Mr.  Garden  effected  an 
abrogation  or  rescission  with  the  syndicate.  The  evidence  which 
we  will  introduce  and  put  before  you  gentlemen  In  the  most  con- 
vincing way  Indicates,  to  our  minds,  without  any  question  of  doubt, 
that  what  the  Oovernment  acquired  was  this  syndicate  contract 
to  buy  these  boats,  and,  as  Mr.  Herd  said,  he  acted  as  the  conduit 
of  title. 

There  is  no  dispute  as  to  that.  The  down  pajnnent  of 
$730,000  was  made  by  this  syndicate  of  seven  people  and  the 
contract  was  their  contract,  not  the  contract  of  Garden  and 
Herd;  and  if  anybody  is  entitled  to  recover,  it  is  the  men 
who  put  up  the  money,  the  undisclosed  principals  in  this 
matter,  not  the  people  who  were  merely  the  conduits  of  title 
according  to  their  own  admission. 

During  the  period  of  time  this  bill  has  been  in  our  com- 
mittee, I  was  Impressed  by  the  fact  that  sometxsdy  was  en- 
titled to  recover  and  with  that  thought  in  mind  and  with 
that  thought  only  in  mind  I  introduced  a  bill  which  is  now 
pending  before  the  Claims  Committee.  Under  that  bill, 
which  was  offered  as  an  amendment  a  few  moments  ago,  the 
Court  of  Claims  has  the  right,  the  power,  and  the  jurisdic- 
tion to  pass  on  the  question,  first.  Is  anyone  entitled  to 
recover?  and,  secondly.  Who  is  entitled  to  recover?  The 
entire  record  may  be  reviewed,  including  the  facts  that  were 
reviewed  before  by  the  Supreme  CoiU"t  of  the  United  States. 
We  will  then  do  what  the  proponents  of  the  bill  have  urged, 
namely,  that  the  parties  be  given  their  day  in  court  and,  as 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Kentucky  I  Mr.  RobsionJ 
said  a  while  ago,  "We  will  go  to  the  Court  on  the  whole 
record." 

The  thing  to  do  is  to  vote  this  bill  down  so  that  the  Con- 
gress may  consider  the  entire  proposition  in  a  proper  manner. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WALTER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  The  gentleman  has  a  bill 
before  the  Claims  Committee,  but  did  not  the  Claims  Com- 
mittee table  the  bill? 

Mr.  WALTER.  No:  the  Claims  Committee  has  not  tabled 
the  bill.  The  Claims  Committee  has  not  acted  on  the  bill 
up  to  this  time,  and  I  might  say  that  the  reason  why  the 
subcommittee  of  the  Claims  Committee  has  not  acted  on  my 
bill  is  because  we  were  all  under  the  impression  that  the 
amendment  I  would  offer  to  this  bill  when  the  rule  was 
secured  would  be  held  germane  and  the  House  could  then 
consider  the  entire  proposition. 

Let  me  point  out  one  thing  to  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky in  this  whole  matter.  The  Supreme  Court  can  only 
pass  on  one  question  and  that  is  whether  or  not  certain 
evidence  was  properly  excluded  by  the  Court  of  Claims.  If 
the  Supreme  Court  overrules  the  Court  of  Claims  on  that 
question  the  claim  will  then  be  remanded  to  the  Court  of 
Claims  with  instructions  to  receive  that  particular  testi- 
mony. If  that  testimony  goes  into  the  record  Carden  and 
Herd  will  recover  and  nobody  else  will  ever  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  recover  despite  the  fact  they  put  up  all  of  this 
money  while  Carden  and  Herd  did  not  put  up  a  dime. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  WALTER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Carden  and  Herd 
already  have  collected  $738,000  and  have  kept  that  and  that 
Is  evidence  of  the  fact  that  they  will  keep  whatever  they 
get  out  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  WALTER.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that.  If  the 
case  goes  to  the  Supreme  Cotirt  the  record  will  be  in  such 


shape  that  Carden  and  Herd  are  the  only  people  whose 
claims  can  be  heard. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Does  the  gentleman  claim 
that  Carden  and  Herd  received  $730,000? 

Mr.  WALTER.     They  collected  $750,000. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  Seven  hundred  and  thirty-eight  thousand 
dollars  is  correct.    They  did  not  give  a  cent  to  the  syndicate. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In 
opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry.  My  amendment  is  decidedly  not  a  pro 
forma  amendment  and  it  is  pending. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman's  amendment  is  still 
pending. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    I  do  not  yield. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  If  the  gentleman  is  in  doubt,  I  can 
enlighten  him. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  The  gentleman  does  not  have 
to  settle  questions  for  me.  I  know  more  about  this  case  than 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.     The  gentleman  only  Imagines  he  does. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  It  is  a  very  healthy  imagina- 
tion, because  after  I  studied  this  case  I  decided  it  was  just  and 
to  be  for  it  and  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  was  for  it  and 
wrote  a  letter  to  that  effect,  I  understand. 

Mr.  COCHRAN,  I  admitted  that  a  few  moments  ago.  but 
I  found  out  I  was  wrong,  and  I  had  sense  enough  to  change 
my  mind. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky,  The  gentleman  was  right 
then  and  is  wrong  now. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  cannot  understand  why  it  is  contended 
here  that  Carden  and  Herd  did  not  put  up  any  money.  Car- 
den and  Herd  were  well-to-do  men  in  their  own  right.  They 
were  prominent,  important  businessmen.  The  only  thing  that 
these  folks  who  went  into  the  syndicate  did  was  to  give  Carden 
and  Herd  their  negotiable  notes  for  down  payment,  less  than 
10  percent.  Carden  and  Herd  discounted  the  note  in  the 
bank,  which  is  a  perfectly  legitimate  transaction.  Carden  and 
Herd  were  behind  the  note.  After  the  Government  objected 
to  making  a  deal  with  the  syndicate  and  the  sjrtldicate  was 
dissolved  Carden  and  Herd  took  up  the  note,  and  that  settled 
the  matter.  Mr.  Speer,  representing  these  syndicate  members, 
closed  up  the  matter,  gave  written  statement,  and  the  syn- 
dicate was  disssolved.  Theso  men  got  out  and  Carden  and 
Herd  paid  the  note  and  took  it  up. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Is  that  the  $750,000  which  these 
gentlemen  have  just  told  the  House  Carden  and  Herd  put  in 
their  own  pockets? 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  There  is  no  $750,000  in  it.  I 
do  not  know  which  one  they  are  talking  about.  Mr.  Heck- 
scher  was  one  of  the  seven  of  the  syndicate.  He  paid  in 
$105,000  in  cash.  After  this  syndicate  was  set  aside  Mr. 
Herd  gave  to  Mr.  Heckscher  his  check  for  $105,000  with  inter- 
est at  the  rate  of  6  percent  from  the  very  minute  he  put  in 
the  money.  Mr.  Heckscher  demanded  his  money  back  as  a 
member  of  the  ssmdicate.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  Walter]  has  talked  about  these  folks  coming 
in  here.  He  recently  Introduced  a  bill  for  them.  The  gen- 
tleman states  this  matter  has  been  up  for  a  niunber  of 
years.  You  never  heard  of  one  of  these  syndicate  men  until 
some  Washington  lawyers  and  some  folks  up  in  New  York 
brought  the  matter  in  here  In  the  last  year,  after  Carden 
and  Herd  had  fought  over  this  matter  for  20  years.  Then 
for  the  first  time  certain  fellows  thought  they  had  found 
a  mare's  nest  and  came  in  here  and  had  a  bill  Introduced. 
Oiu-  committee  heard  them.  It  did  not  allow  them  any- 
thing. It  did  not  think  they  had  any  place  in  this  matter. 
Then  they  went  before  the  Committee  on  Claims,  and  that 
committee  has 'not  allowed  them  anything. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER,  The  gentleman  stated  I  had  not  heard 
anything  about  it  imtll  some  Washington  lawyers  became 

Interested  in  it. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  I  said  also  some  folks  in  New 
York.  „_ 

Mr.  WALTER.  Let  me  tell  the  gentleman  that  Mr.  Pyne 
has  been  tSxiead  of  mine  for  a  great  many  years.  He  dis- 
cussed this  matter  with  me  at  the  time  RepresentaUve  Bacon 
introduced  a  measure  to  be  of  assistance  to  this  sjmdlcate, 
5  years  ago. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speer.  Mr.  Pyne's  repre- 
sentative in  this  syndicate,  wrote  Mr.  Pyne  a  letter  on  May  17, 
1917,  telling  him  what?  That  he  had  followed  his  sugges- 
tions and  the  whole  matter  had  been  closed  up,  and  the 
syndicate  had  been  closed  out  Mr.  Pyne  is  not  living  now, 
is  he? 

Mr.  WALTER.    Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  You  see  his  letter  right  here 
in  the  record,  do  you  not? 

Mr.  WALTER.  He  appeared  before  the  committee.  The 
gentleman  did  not  mention  the  fact  that  he  testified. 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROB6ION  of  Kentucky.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 

Mr.  COX.  It  might  be  well  to  state  that  had  not  the  Oov- 
ernment entered  into  this  contract  with  Carden  and  Herd 
it  would  have  taken  these  ships  as  alien  ships  under  the  law 
passed  6  weeks  later,  and  then  the  Government  would  have 
had  to  pay  the  market  value  of  the  ships  and  in  addition 
would  hare  been  compelled  to  return  the  ships  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  war. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  That  is  what  the  Govern- 
ment did  with  every  other  person,  even  enemy  aliens.  Carden 
and  Herd  were  offered  $14,000,000  for  the  boats.  They  took 
less  than  hall  because  of  right  to  operate  the  boats. 

Mr.  COX.  In  other  words,  the  Government  has  saved 
something  in  the  neighborhood  of  $20,000 XHW  by  reason  of 
this  transaction. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.    At  least  that. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike 
out  the  last  three  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  make  a  very  brief  statement. 
This  matter  was  examined  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
last  year  when  I  was  just  getting  out  of  the  hospital.  I  am 
not  very  familiar  with  the  details  but  I  have  some  familiarity 
with  this  matter. 

Carden  and  Herd  have  been  coming  before  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  for  20  years.  I  never  heard  of  this  syndi- 
cate until  this  year,  when  it  looked  as  if  Carden  and  Herd 
might  be  getting  somewhere  within  striking  distance  of  ac- 
tion. That  la  the  first  time  I  ever  heard  of  the  syndicate 
having  a  claim.  When  these  people  began  to  come  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  they  were  like  most  other  people 
who  feel  they  have  a  claim,  they  wanted  to  get  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  just  as  short  a  cut  as  they  could 
get  to  this  money.  The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  would 
not  agree  to  that.  But  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  did 
agree,  however,  believing  that  they  had  something  that  ought 
to  be  adjudicated,  to  help  them  get  to  the  Supreme  Court  on 
the  law  and  on  the  facts.  That  is  what  this  bill  proposes 
and  that  is  all  this  bUl  proposes.  These  controversial  details 
cannot  be  settled  here.  The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
recognising  that  they  are  matters  for  court  determination, 
brought  m  this  bill  to  send  them  to  the  place  where  they 
coukl  be  judicially  settled. 

Mr.  CHURCH.    Mr.  Chaimum,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois.  ^ 

Mr.  CHURCH.  If  Carden  and  Herd  get  their  benefits  in 
the  Supreme  Court,  will  not  the  other  members  of  the  syn- 
dicate have  rights  against  them? 


Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  believe  there  may  be  a  poasl- 
bility  for  them  to  proceed  against  Carden  and  Herd,  but  I 
do  not  want  to  go  into  that  feature. 

Mr.  WALTER.    Mr,  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WALTER.  The  syndicate  could  not  proceed  against 
Carden  and  Herd  because  the  statute  of  limitations  has 
toUed. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  I  do  not  feel  myself  disposed  to 
try  to  take  care  of  the  interests  of  people  in  New  York  who 
have  good  lawyers  and  who  have  slept  for  20  years  on  their 
rights  if  they  ever  had  any.  This  is  not  the  place  to  try  that 
matter. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    Mr.  Chairman,   will   the   gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    No;  I  cannot  yield. 

IHere  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in  oppoeltioo  to  the 
pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  simply  want  to  say  that  although  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  will 
improve  the  bill,  it  will  still  be  bad  €Uid  ought  not  to  pass.  It 
gives  preference  to  two  htigants.  It  gives  them  a  right  which 
no  Other  litigants  have. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Bftr.  HANCOCK.    I  yield.  ^ 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  was  going  to  ask  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  lor  whom  I 
have  a  very  high  regjurd,  this  question,  but  inasmuch  as  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  is  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  I  suppose  he  can  answer  it.  How  many  claims 
bills  has  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  entertained,  in  the 
gentleman's  experience?  \ 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  Never  a  claims  bill,  but  we  occasionally 
do  have  Jurisdictional  bills. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    This  Is  the  first  one? 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  I  believe  we  have  conferred  Jurisdiction 
In  a  few  cases,  but  It  Is  very  unusual.  Ordinarily  and  prop- 
erly bnis  involving  claims  against  the  Qoverimient  go  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

Let  me  point  out  just  this  one  other  fact,  because  I  want 
you  all  to  have  it  clearly  in  mind.  The  claimants  here  are 
not  stiing  to  recover  any  loss  or  any  out-of-pocket  expense. 
They  are  asking  for  an  additional  speculative  profit,  which 
now  amounts  to  $16,000,000,  according  to  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  on  a  war  contract  made  In 
1917.  In  a  week  or  two  we  bltc  going  to  pass  a  tax  bill  to 
stop  profiteering  in  the  next  war.  And  yet.  here  we  are 
today  considering  a  profiteering  claim  of  the  war  of  1917 
amounting  to  $16,000,000.  These  claimants  got  every  penny 
back  they  ever  put  into  it,  and  they  have  been  well  paid  for 
their  brokerage  fees  and  for  their  time,  effort,  and  expense. 
They  made  a  profit  of  $738,000,  and  yet  they  and  their  at- 
torneys are  back  here  today  asking  for  $16,000,000  more. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Will  my  friend  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  As  I  understood  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  his  statement  is  to  the  effect  that  these 
claimants  are  back  here  now  asking  for  $16,000,000? 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  The  Court  of  Claims  says  that  is  what 
it  amounts  to. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Is  not  the  truth  that  they  are 
asking  for  an  opportunity  to  litigate  these  questions  in  issue 
before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  HANCOCK.  In  the  fond  hope  that  the  Supreme  Court 
will  send  the  case  back  to  the  Court  of  Claims  with  instruc- 
tions favorable  to  the  claimants.  It  is  a  long  shot  and  I 
imagine  the  lawyers  have  the  case  on  a  50-percent  contingent 
basis  or  even  better.    In  my  Judgment,  the  claim  is  without 
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merit  In  law  or  equity,  and  it  was  so  held  by  the  Attorney 
General  and  by  the  Court  of  Claims. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schato]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Cleric  read  as  follows: 

{  Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  (Tochsan:   On  page  3,  line  9.  strike 

'  out  the  period.  Insert  a  colon  and  the  following:    "Provided,  That 

if        no  Interest   shall  be  Included  in  the  Judgment  rendered  by  the 

^.^ -court." 

Mr  COCHRAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  reading  from  the 
opinion  of  the  Court  of  Claims  delivered  by  Judge  Green, 
who  was  chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of 
this  House  at  the  time  he  was  appointed  a  member  of  that 
court.    Judge  Green  says  in  the  first  paragraph: 

The  plaintiffs — speaking  of  Garden  and  Herd — In  this  case  seek 
to  recover  $7,161,018.30  with  interest  from  May  3,  1917,  or  a  total 
of  about  $16,000,000. 

That  is  as  of  May  2,  1938,  so  by  the  time  this  decision  is 
finally  rendered  you  will  find  the  amount  will  be  up  to 
$20,000,000  if  it  Is  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff. 

Mr.  WEAVER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    I  yield.  J 

Mr.  WEAVER.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  far  as  the  committee  Is 
concerned,  we  will  be  glad  to  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  I  am  very  pleased  to  have  the  gentleman 
say  that  and  with  that  assurance,  I  will  sit  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  facts  on  which 
this  claim  is  founded.  I  do  not  know  that  claimants  are 
entitled  to  a  cent.  But  I  believe  they  are  entitled  to  an 
appeal  from  the  technical  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  so 
that  their  case  may  be  heard  and  determined  on  its  merit,  if 
any  it  has.  If  without  merit,  the  Supreme  Court  will  so 
adjudge,  and  they  will  get  nothing.  My  thought  is  that  we 
should  leave  the  administration  of  justice  to  the  courts.  I 
rise,  therefore,  not  to  argue  the  merits  of  the  case,  but  to 
keep  the  record  straight. 

Two  statements  made  in  this  debate  seem  to  reflect  upon 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

I  understood  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Cochran] 
to  say.  "May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  that  he 
cannot  lay  hands  on  a  piece  of  legislation  giving  direct 
appeal  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary  in  this  House."  I  will  ask  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri  if  he  did  not  make  that  statement. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  I  did,  and  I  was  asking  for  the  informa- 
tion and  if  the  gentleman  has  it,  I  would  like  to  have  it. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  certainly  have,  and  if  I  had  not  I  would 
not  have  risen.  I  can  give  you  the  citation  to  the  act.  It  is 
Private  No.  69.  Seventy-third  Congress  (S.  1091).  I  read  the 
act: 

An  act  conferring  Jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the 
United  States  to  hear,  consider,  and  render  Judgment  on  the  claims 
of  Edwaid  F.  Goltra  against  the  United  States  arising  out  of  the 
taking  of  certain  vessels  and  unloading  apparatus. 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  Jurisdiction  is  hereby  conferred  upon 
tho  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States,  whose  duty  it  shall  be, 
notwithstanding  the  lapse  of  time  or  the  bar  of  any  statute  of 
limitations  or  previous  court  decisions,  to  hear,  consider,  and  ren- 
der Judgment  on  the  claims  of  Edward  P.  Ooltra  against  the  United 
States  for  Just  compensation  to  him  for  certain  vessels  and  unload- 
ing apparatus  taken,  whether  tortiously  or  not,  on  March  25.  1923, 
by  the  United  States  under  orders  of  the  Acting  Secretary  of  War, 
for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  United  States;  and  any  other  legal 
or  equitable  claims  arising  out  of  the  transactions  in  connection 
therewith:  Provided,  That  separate  stilts  may  be  brought  with  re- 
spect to  the  vessels  and  the  unloading  apparatus,  but  no  suit  shall 
be  brought  after  the  expiration  of  1  year  from  the  effective  date  of 
this  Act:  Provided  further.  That  either  party  may  appeal  as  of 
right  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  th«  United  States  from  any  Judgment 


in  Bald  case  at  any  time  within  90  days  after  the  rendition  thereof, 
and  any  Judgment  rendered  in  favor  of  the  claimant  shall  be  paid 
in  the  same  maimer  as  other  Judgments  of  s&ld  Court  of  Claims  are 
paid. 

Approved.  April  18,  1934. 

The  appeal  authorized  by  that  act  Is  now  pending  In  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    Did  not  that  go  up  on  a  writ  of  certiorari? 

Mr.  HOBBS.    It  did  not;  it  went  up  by  appeal. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  I  know  all  about  the  case  as  the  man  is 
from  St.  Louis. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Then  the  gentleman  should  have  known 
better  than  to  state 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  I  did  not  know  that  that  bill  provided 
for  a  direct  appeal. 

Mr.  HOBBS.    It  certainly  does. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.  I  recall  that  a  gentleman  from  Tennessee, 
I  think  Mr.  Bachman,  handled  that  bill  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  here. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  The  act  jjrovides  that  either  party  may  ap- 
peal as  of  right  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  COCHRAN.    I  stand  corrected. 

Mr.  HOBBS.  I  thank  the  gentleman.  There  Is  another 
very  dear  friend  of  mine,  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber],  who  made  a  statement  which  I  think  is  in  error.  He 
said  that  claimants  have  a  right  of  appeal  from  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  the  circuit  court  of  appeals.  I  may  be  wrong  about 
it,  but  I  know  that  the  Jaw  reads  that  no  other  review  is 
permitted  than  that  which  section  288  provides,  as  follows : 

Sec.  288.  Claims:  No  other  review  allowed,  (a)  In  any  case  in  the 
Court  of  Claims.  Including  those  begun  tinder  section  287  of  this 
title,  that  court  at  any  time  may  certify  to  the  Supreme  Court  any 
definite  and  distinct  questions  of  law  concerning  which  instruc- 
tions are  desired  for  the  proper  disposition  of  the  cause;  and  there- 
upon the  Supreme  Court  may  give  appropriate  instructions  on  the 
questions  certified  and  transmit  the  same  to  the  Cotirt  of  Claims 
for  its  guidance  in  the  further  progress  of  the  case. 

(b)  In  any  case  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  including  those  begun 
under  section  287,  It  shall  be  competent  for  the  Supreme  Cotirt, 
upon  the  petition  of  either  party,  whether  Government  or  claimant, 
to  require  by  certiorari  that  the  cause,  including  the  findings  of 
fact  and  the  Judgment  or  decree,  but  omitting  the  evidence,  may 
be  certified  to  it  for  review  and  determination  with  the  same  power 
and  authority,  and  with  like  effect,  as  Lf  the  cause  had  been  brought 
there  by  appeal. 

(c)  All  Judgments  and  decrees  of  the  Court  of  Claims  shall  be 
subject  to  review  by  the  Supreme  Court  as  provided  in  this  section, 
and  not  otherwise  (Feb.  13,  1925,  c.  229.  p.  3.  43  Stat.  939). 

I  have  the  highest  regard  for  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  New  York,  and  for  any  statement  he  makes,  but  I  think 
he  is  mistaken  when  he  says  anyone  can  appeal  from  a  deci- 
sion of  the  Court  of  Claims.  My  opinion  is  that  there  is  no 
appeal  from  any  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims  to  the  cir- 
cuit court  of  appeals  known  to  the  law.  Nor  is  there  any 
appeal,  unless  authorized  by  some  special  act  such  as  this 
bill,  from  the  Court  of  Claims  to  any  other  court.  There  was 
no  right  of  review  except  by  writ  of  certiorari  issued  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  directed  to  the  Court 
of  Claims.  This  right  of  review  by  certiorari  was  provided 
by  section  288  of  the  United  States  Judicial  Code,  which  I 
have  Just  read.  But  please  permit  me  to  call  your  attention 
to  the  fact  that  this  section  288  authorizes  only  a  limited 
right  of  review.  There  are  provided  only  two  ways:  First, 
the  Supreme  Court  may  answer  "questions  of  law  concerning 
which  instructions  are  desired"  when  certified  by  the  Court 
of  Claims;  second,  the  Supreme  Court  may  require  by  cer- 
tiorari the  Court  of  Claims  to  certify  to  it  "the  cause,  includ- 
ing the  findings  of  fact  and  the  judgment  or  decree,  but 
omitting  the  evidence,     •     •     •." 

That  was  the  law  when  the  case  of  Carden  and  Herd  was 
decided  by  the  Court  of  Claims.'  That  was  the  only  way  of 
review  open  to  Carden  and  Herd.  And  it  was  utterly  worth- 
less to  them,  for  only  by  a  consideration  of  the  evidence  by 
the  Supreme  Court  could  they  even  hope  for  a  reversal  of 
the  adverse  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims. 

This  law  was  so  manifestly  unfair  that  the  then  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  had  a  bill  drafted  to  cure  the 
evU  of  requiring  decisions  by  the  Supreme  Court  without 
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opportunity  to  consider  the  evidence  in  the  cases.    I  quote 

his  letter: 

DacKMBEX  30,  1938. 

Bon.  RCKST  P.  ASHT7B8T, 

ChAirman,  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

United  States  Senate. 

Mt  Deai  Sknatoi:  I  recommend  legislation  to  amend  the  law 
regulating  the  contents  of  records  in  cases  reviewed  by  the  Supreme 
Court  on  certiorari  to  the  Court  of  Claims. 

Under  existing  law,  judgments  of  the  Court  of  Claims  may  be 
reviewed  by  the  Supreme  Court  on  certiorari.  In  such  cases,  if  a 
writ  of  certiorari  is  granted,  the  record  certified  by  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  the  Supreme  Court  consists  solely  of  the  findings  of  fact 
•nd  the  Judgment  or  decree,  but  omiU  the  evidence.  This  is 
expressly  provided  by  statute  (act  of  Feb.  13,  1925,  sec.  3.  sutjsec. 
(b) :  43  Stat   936.  939;  U   8.  C,  title  28.  sec.  288  (b) ) . 

On  the  other  hand,  the  records  in  cases  in  vi^lch  the  Supreme 
Cotirt  reviews  on  certiorari  the  decisions  of  the  circuit  courts  of 
appeals  or  of  the  United  SUtea  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  Include  the  pertinent  portions  of  the  evidence  as  well  as 
the  findings.  In  such  cases  the  Supreme  Covirt  has  before  it  the 
entire  record  that  was  filed  in  the  cotirt  below. 

There  does  not  appear  to  be  any  sufficient  reason  for  this  distinc- 
tion between  cases  that  proceed  to  the  Supreme  Court  from  the  cir- 
cuit courts  of  appeals  and  those  that  Involve  Judgments  of  the  Cotirt 
of  Claims.  Moreover,  the  present  practice  in  Court  of  Claims  cases 
at  times  results  In  inability  to  present  to  the  Supreme  Court  cer- 
tain questions  of  law,  such  as  whether  or  not  the  findings  are  sus- 
tained by  the  evidence. 

In  a  recent  patent  case  brotight  against  the  Government  in  the 
Court  of  Claims,  in  which  the  patent  was  held  valid  and  infringed, 
a  writ  of  certiorari  was  granted  by  the  Supreme  Court  on  the  ap- 
plication of  the  Oovenmient.  The  application  was  base**  princi- 
pally on  the  fact  that  the  same  patent  had  prevloxisly  been  held 
Invalid  and  not  infringed  in  another  case  In  the  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Second  Circuit.  The  Supreme  Court,  however,  after 
bearing  the  case  on  the  merit*,  held  that  it  was  not  in  a  position 
to  review  the  validity  of  the  patent,  and  Its  Infringement,  because 
of  the  fact  that  the  record  betore  it  did  not  contain  any  of  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Covirt  of  Claims  (United  States  v.  Esnault- 
Pelterie,  303  U.  8.  36). 

Legislation  appears  desirable  to  amend  the  law  so  as  to  permit 
material  portions  of  the  evidence  in  cases  decided  by  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  be  included  in  the  record  certified  to  the  Supreme  Court 
when  the  latter  grants  a  writ  of  certiorari. 

A  bill  drafted  In  this  Department  to  achieve  this  end  is  enclosed 
herewith.    I  recommend  its  enactment. 
Sincerely  yotirs, 

HOMZB   CXTM  MINGS, 

Attorney  General. 


With  this  letter  was  transmitted  S.  198,  which,  when  passed 
by  both  Houses  of  Congress  and  approved  by  the  President  on 
May  22.  1939,  became  Public,  No.  81,  of  the  Seventy-sixth 
Congress. 

I  quote  it  at  length : 

An  act  to  provide  that  records  certified  by  the  Court  of  Claims  to  the 

Supreme  Court,  In  response  to  writs  of  certiorari,  may  Include 

material  portions  of  the  evidence,  and  for  other  ptirposes 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  3.  subsection  b,  of  the  act  of 

February  13,  19M  (43  Stat   936.  939,  ch.  229;  U.  8.  Code,  Utle  28,  sec. 

asSb) .  be  amended,  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

"(b)  In  any  case  in  the  Cotirt  of  Claims,  including  those  begun 
under  section  180  of  the  Judicial  Code,  it  shall  be  competent  for  the 
Supreme  Court,  upon  the  petition  of  either  party,  whether  Govern- 
ment or  claimant,  to  require,  by  certiorari,  that  the  cause  be  certi- 
fied to  it  for  review  and  determination  of  all  errors  assigned,  with 
the  same  power  and  authority,  and  with  like  effect,  as  if  the  cause 
had  been  brought  there  by  appeal.  In  such  event,  the  Court  of 
Claims  shall  include  in  the  papers  certified  by  it  the  findings  of 
fact,  the  concliulons  of  law,  and  the  Judgment  or  decree,  as  well 
as  such  other  parts  of  the  record  as  are  material  to  the  errors 
assigned,  to  be  settled  by  the  Court. 

"The  Court  of  Claims  shall  promtilgate  rules  to  govern  the  prepa- 
ration of  such  record  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
section. 

"In  such  cases  the  Supreme  Court  shall  have  authority  to  review. 
In  addition  to  other  questions  of  law,  errors  uslgned  to  the  effect 
that  there  is  a  lack  of  substantial  evidence  to  sustain  a  finding  of 
fact;  that  an  ultimate  finding  or  findings  are  not  sustained  by  the 
findings  of  evidentiary  or  primary  facts;  or  that  there  is  a  faUtire 
to  make  any  finding  of  fact  on  a  material  issue," 
Approved,  Uay  22.  1939. 

But  this  act  came  too  late  to  help  Carden  and  Herd. 
Their  case  had  been  decided  a  year  before.  So  their  case 
came  under  the  old  law — section  288.  There  was  nothing 
they  could  do  but  to  ask  Congress  to  give  them  by  special 
act  the  right  to  appeal  and  have  the  Supreme  Court  decide 
what  was  right  after  considering  the  evidence  upon  which 
their  claim  was  based.    This  they  did.  and  the  bill  now 


under  consideration  win,  If  It  becomes  law,  give  them  that 
right,  and  nothing  more.  '^ 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  is  of  the  studied  opinion 
that  they  are  entitled  to  no  less,  and  recommends  that  the 
bill  do  pass. 

Oiu:  American  law  gives  the  right  of  appeal — a  real  re- 
view— even  to  a  convicted  murderer.  Should  we  deny  that 
right  to  American  citizens  who  have  never  been  stispected, 
much  less  charged,  as  criminals?     lApplause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama has  expired. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  the  following 
amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Costeixo:  Page  2.  line  9,  after  the 
word  "are",  strike  out  the  word  "paid"  and  insert  "paid:  Provided. 
That  DO  part  of  any  Judgment  which  may  be  obtained  In  excess 
of  2  percent  thereof  shaU  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  ^laecelved  by 
any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services  rendered  lit  connection 
with  this  claim  and  the  same  shall  be  unlawful,  any  contract  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Any  person  violating  the  provisions 
of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon 
conrlctlon  thereof  shall  be  fined  In  any  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000." 

Mr.  COSTELXO.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  introduced  this 
amendment  which  Is  the  ordinary  attorney's  fee  proviso, 
except  that  instead  of  being  the  usual  10  percent,  I  have 
made  it  2  percent.  The  reason  for  doing  that  is  that  I  un- 
derstand there  is  a  large  number  of  lawyers  interested  in 
this  claim  besides  Carden  and  Herd.  I  call  to  the  attention 
of  Members  of  this  body  the  fact  that  these  two  men,  con- 
cerning whom  we  have  heard  so  much  today  about  being 
patriotic  citizens  and  trying  to  do  so  much  for  the  Govern- 
ment at  a  time  that  we  were  about  to  go  to  war,  owned  these 
ships  less  than  30  days;  that  as  a  result  of  that  they  were 
paid  every  dollar  of  expense  to  which  they  were  entitled. 
They  received  in  all  in  excess  of  $8,000,000  from  the  Federal 
Ooveniment.  Moreover,  they  received  $550,000  as  an  award 
from  Dent  Board,  that  was  purely  profit,  and  there  is  no 
question  about  that.  There  was  no  expense  against  it.  It 
was  purely  profit,  and  if  these  parties  object  to  that  amount 
of  profit  as  not  being  sufficient,  why  did  they  not  object 
at  that  time? 

Mr.  COX.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  I  cannot  yield.  The  proponents  of  this 
bill  have  had  control  of  the  time  during  the  hour  of  debate, 
and  the  opponents  had  only  14  minutes,  and  the  same  was 
true  while  the  rule  was  under  consideration.  I  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  these  people  received  full  reimbursement 
for  every  dollar  they  paid,  and  they  are  coming  in  here  now 
asking  for  $7,000,000  worth  of  profit,  for  the  ownership  of 
ships  to  which  they  held  title  for  less  than  30  days.  If  any- 
body is  entitled  to  any  profit,  why  not  give  It  to  the  real 
owners  of  those  boats?  They  may  have  been  Austrians,  but 
you  gave  it  to  others.  The  Austrians  were  over  a  barrel,  If 
I  may  use  the  expression.  They  were  afraid  that  they  were 
going  to  lose  their  ships.  These  two  speculators  came  to 
them  and  offered  them  the  minimum  they  thought  they  could 
get  away  with,  and  they  induced  the  Austrians  to  sell  those 
ships,  and  now  they  are  coming  back  to  the  Government 
trying  to  get  $7,000,000  worth  of  profit,  plus  23  years'  Interest, 
which  you  have  just  now  removed  from  the  bill.  I  do  not 
think  they  are  entitled  to  it.  Moreover,  I  call  to  your  attention 
the  statement  of  Mr.  Bernard  Baruch.  The  reason  he  went 
Into  this  transaction  was  this.  When  these  ships  were  of- 
fered to  Mr.  Denman.  Chairman  of  the  Shipping  Board, 
Carden  and  Herd  tried  to  sell  them  to  the  Government  at 
cost  plus  33  Va  percent  of  the  net  freight  receipts  which  the 
Government  would  obtain.  President  Wilson  rejected  that 
offer  because  of  the  requirement  that  Carden  and  Herd 
should  operate  those  ships. 

On  page  II  of  the  conunittee's  latest  report.  No.  1616,  we 

find  the  statement: 

Mr.  Baruch  testified  that  he  made  no  such  agreement,  and  that 
his  testimony  on  this  phase  of  the  case  may  be  deemed  intereatUig. 
•  •  *  He  testified.  "The  only  difference  of  opinion  la  that  I  eosald 
not  have  said  that  'I  wiU  proinlse  you  the  operation  of  the  ships.* 
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and  that  la  what  I  mean  when  I  say  I  could  not  have  entered  Into 
an  obligation  or  contract  for  the  leasing  of  those  ships,  but  I  have  a 
very  distinct  recollection  that  I  did  say  It  was  only  fair.  In  the  cir- 
cumstances, that  If  these  ships  were  leased  they  should  have  the 
first  and  prior  opportunity  for  the  operation  of  those  ships  on  the 
same  terms  as  anyone  else,  and  I  am  qult«  certain  that  I  said  that  to 
Mr.  Denman." 

But  the  fact  Is  that  the  ships  were  not  given  to  anyone  to 
operate,  other  than  the  War  Department,  which  used  these 
ships  as  troop  transports  and  for  transportation  of  supplies 
during  the  war.  two  of  them  being  sunk. 

Garden  and  Herd  are  trying  to  allege  a  misunderstanding  of 
the  contract.  Because  of  this  the  Congress  sent  this  case  to 
the  Court  of  Claims  for  a  determination  to  If  am  whether  the 
memorandum  of  closing  was  in  fact  the  full  contract  and  also 
whether  the  award  of  the  Dent  board  was  a  complete  dis- 
charge of  the  claim.  The  Court  of  Claims  has  definitely  found 
apainst  Carden  and  Herd,  from  which  judgment  they  moved 
for  a  new  trial,  which  was  also  denied. 

If  you  read  the  original  report,  No.  1313,  you  will  And  it  con- 
tains a  letter  from  the  Attorney  General,  which  states: 

On  the  other  hand,  after  a  full  trial  on  the  merits,  the  Court  of 
Claims  has  held  that  there  was  no  legal  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  pay  to  the  claimants  any  compensation  In 'addition 
to  the  amount  which  they  had  already  received,  to  wit,  $8,391.- 
028  70.  By  the  award  of  the  Secretary  of  War  they  realized  a  profit 
of  $550,000  on  this  transaction.  They  now  seek  a  further  profit  for 
Which  tbey  did  Qot  stipulate  in  their  original  contract. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  Carden  and  Herd  accepted  the  award 
of  the  Dent  board,  they  should  now  be  estopped  from  attempt- 
ing to  establish  further  claims.  They  never  should  have  been 
allowed  to  go  to  the  Court  of  Claims  in  the  first  instance.  But 
the  Congress  did  grant  them  this  relief.  Now  having  lost  that 
action,  and  having  lost  their  motion  for  a  new  trial,  they  come 
here  seeking  still  further  assistance.  They  had  the  audacity 
to  ask  in  the  original  bill,  H.  R.  3356.  that  the  court  be  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  enter  judgment  in  their  behalf. 
Needless  to  say  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  rejected  that 
proposal.  It  is  needless  to  argue  that  the  House  should  like- 
wise reject  this  proposal  since  Carden  and  Herd  have  had  their 
full  day  in  court  and  are  not  entitled  to  any  more.  Especially 
they  should  not  be  permitted  to  pay  out  vast  sums  to  attorneys 
who  are  promoting  the  legislation  and  who  wish  to  prosecute 
\the  trial. 
\  I  hope  this  amendment  is  adopted. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FULMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

I  am  only  going  to  take  a  couple  of  minutes.  I  am  going 
to  vote  for  the  gentleman's  amendment.  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  gentleman  in  charge  of  this  bill  if  he  is  not  willing  to 
accept  the  amendment? 

Mr.  WEAVER.  The  usual^  proviso  in  a  claims  bill  is  10 
percent. 

Mr.  FULMER.  I  just  asked  a  simple  question.  The  gentle- 
man can  say  "yes"  or  "no." 

Mr.  WEAVER.  I  do  not  think  the  committee  could  agree 
to  accept  2  percent,  but  if  the  gentleman  will  follow  the 
course  of  this  committee  in  proposing  the  usual  10  percent 
amendment  that  is  offered  to  all  claims  bills,  I  think  it  would 
be  accepted. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.    WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FULMER.  One  minute.  Just  being  a  common  lay- 
man I  do  not  suppose  I  should  take  any  part  in  this  debate 
In  that  this  seems  to  be  a  lawyers'  bill.  What  are  the  facts  in 
connection  with  this  bill?  It  has  been  pending  in  and  out 
of  Congress  for  the  past  20  years.  It  is  very  evident  that  the 
claimants  have  already  received  a  profit  in  the  original 
settlement.  In  the  meantime  there  appears  to  be  other 
claimants  on  the  outside  looking  in.  Then  I  gather  from 
statements  made  here  by  various  gentlemen  that  apparently 
there  are  numerous  lawyers  interested  in  this  bill.  There 
seem  to  be  some  in  Texas,  Kentucky,  New  York,  and  Wash- 
ington. I  am  sure  they  will  get  at  least  50  percent  or  more 
of  it.  Now.  at  this  time  in  a  long  drawn  out  session  of  Con- 
gress when  we  are  voting  billions  for  national  defense,  after 


these  gentlemen  have  gotten  a  settlement  and  a  profit  in 
years  gone  by.  I  am  surprised  that  at  such  a  serious  time  in 
the  session  of  this  Congress  we  should  come  in  here  with  this 
type  of  bill  and  argue  for  favorable  consideration  on  same. 

What  about  millions  of  people  who  had  losses  in  the  last 
war  and  who  had  to  sacrifice  for  the  purpose  of  winning  the 
World  War?  I  wonder  what  the  taxpayers  of  this  country 
will  think  if  we  keep  on  in  this  session  of  Congress,  instead 
of  attending  to  that  business  which  we  should  in  connection 
with  building  up  our  national -defense  program,  from  day  to 
day  bringing  in  just  such  type  of  bills  as  this.  Why  it  would 
be  better  to  have  a  recess.  The  sad  story  is  when  a  great 
many  of  the  Members  come  in  who  do  not  know  anything 
about  this  bill  will  ask,  "How  does  the  committee  stand."  and 
vote  accordingly.  I  hope  that  the  Members  of  this  House 
will  vote  down  this  bill.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  for  recognition  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Costello]  and  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  FVlmer],  who  just  left  the  floor,  demonstrates 
very  clear  that  they  are  entirely  unfamiliar  with  the  record 
in  this  case.  Gentlemen  ought  not  to  state  as  Members  of 
this  body  and  to  you  in  your  consideration  of  this  question 
that  Garden  and  Herd  realized  a  profit  out  of  the  transaction 
concerning  the  taking  over  of  these  ships. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  Was  not  the  $550,000  awarded  by  the 
Dent  board  definitely  a  profit? 

Mr.  COX.    Not  a  dime  of  it. 

Mr.  COSTELLO.  What  expense  were  they  put  to  in  ob- 
taining that  money? 

Mr.  COX.  Not  a  dime  of  profit,  and  so  stated  by  the 
Secretary  of  War.  In  negotiating  the  purchase  of  these  ships 
these  people  were  put  to  the  necessity  of  raising  a  considerable 
amount  of  money,  and  they  went  to  New  York  and  formed  a 
syndicate.  In  the  formation  of  that  syndicate  they  expended 
a  sum  in  excess  of  $400,000.  In  the  handling  of  the  claim 
before  the  war  board,  and  so  forth,  they  paid  out  more  than 
$275,000  in  attorneys'  fees.  There  was  another  considerable 
sum  representing  interest  which  they  had  paid  on  the  original 
transaction  and  paid  to  the  members  of  the  syndicate  on  the 
money  that  they  had  invested  in  the  undertaking. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  COX.  Carden  and  Herd  £ire  out  several  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  in  excess  of  the  $550,000  which  the  Secretary  of 
War  stated  in  substance  represented  the  out-of-pocket  money 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.  No:  I  am  sorry.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  these 
had  been  alien  ships  taken  by  the  Government  the  alien  would 
have  been  paid  the  market  value  of  the  ships,  and  after  the 
expiration  of  the  war  the  shii>s  would  have  been  returned  to 
the  owners  intact.  The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  has 
stated  in  its  report  that  Carden  and  Herd  were  treated  worse 
than  aliens  were  treated;  and  they  were  so  treated. 

They  were  not  speculators — they  were  not  engaged  in  the 
bujang  and  selling  of  the  ships.  Their  business  was  operat- 
ing boats  under  contract,  and  when  they  bought  these  ships 
their  main  consideration  was  the  operation  of  them.  When 
they  sold  them  to  the  New  York  syndicate  they  entered  into 
a  contract  binding  upon  all  concerned  to  the  effect  that 
they  would  have  the  right  to  operate  them  at  the  prevailing 
charge,  at  the  usual  charge  made  by  others.  When  the 
Government  came  in  and  took  the  ships  Carden  and  Herd 
nover  thought  they  were  surrendering  more  than  the  profit 
they  had  in  the  sale,  believing  all  the  while — and  the  record 
is  full  of  evidence  to  that  effect— that  they  would  be  given 
an  operating  contract  by  the  Government.  Mr.  Weeks  said 
so  and  Mr.  Denman  said  so.  He  testified  that  he  wished  he 
had  the  power  to  give  them  the  contract,  because  nothing 
less  than  that  represented  substantial  Justice  in  the  case. 
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Mr:  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  COX.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  This  evidence,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, shows  that  before  the  Government  took  over  these 
ships  from  these  people  they  had  a  bona  fide  offer  to  buy 
them  for  $14,000,000  in  cash.  The  Government  bought  them 
for  only  $7,000,000. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Scrarx  of  Wisconsin  to  the  pending 
amendment:  Strike  out  2  percent  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  10 
percent. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  debate  on  the  bill  and  all  amendments  thereto 
close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  asks  unani- 
mous consent  that  all  debate  on  this  bill  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  5  minutes.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all 
debate  on  the  bill  and  all  amendments  thereto  close  in  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.    Mr.  Chairman,  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that  the 
gentleman's  motion  is  not  in  order.  He  has  moved  to  close 
all  debate  on  the  entire  bill,  a  unanimous-consent  request. 
I  submit,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  suph  a  motion  is  not  in  order  as 
to  this  section  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  There  is  but  one  paragraph  to  the  bill, 
the  Chair  will  state  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 
Extensive  debate  has  been  had  on  the  bill  and  amendments. 
The  gentleman  from  Texas  is  clearly  within  his  rights  to 
move  to  close  debate.    The  poi  it  of  order  is  overruled. 

The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  not 
take  the  entire  5  minutes. 

For  the  information  of  the  House  let  me  say  that  I  am 
not  an  attorney.  No  attorney,  no  lobbyist,  or  no  represent- 
ative or  other  person  has  contacted  me  with  reference  to 
this  bill.  My  efforts  have  been  solely  in  the  Interest  of 
perfecting  this  bill  in  order  that  it  would  only  do  what  its 
sponsors  and  proponents  claim  they  desire  to  do:  Provide 
for  an  appeal  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  on  the 
questions  of  law  and  facts  considered  by  the  Court  of 
Claims. 

For  many  years  all  private  claims  bills  have  carried  a 
uniform  and  customary  10-percent  attorney-fee  limitation 
proviso.  I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  deviate  from  the 
usual  10-percent  limitation  policy  on  this  particular  bill. 
If  you  adopt  the  2-percent  attorney's  fee  proviso  carried  in 
the  Costello  amendment  then  you  are  giving  the  very  men 
whom  he  has  denounced  more  money  at  the  expense  of  the 
attorneys  who  might  have  rendered  them  some  service.  If  a 
recovery  is  had,  the  court  will  determine  what  services  these 
attorneys  rendered  and  will  set  the  amount  of  the  attorneys' 
fees  based  on  the  services  performed. 

If  you  limit  the  fee  to  2  percent,  you  will  be  playing  Santa 
Claus  to  the  claimants  whom  the  author  of  the  amendment  has 
denounced.  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  House  will  follow  its 
usual  procedure  and  adopt  the  customary  10-percent  attor- 
ney's fee  limitation,  so  that  if  there  are  any  attorneys  who 
have  performed  any  service  they  will  be  paid,  should  a  re- 
covery be  had,  and  the  Congress  will  not  be  playing  Santa 
Claus  to  the  claimants  by  allowing  them  to  receive  legal  serv- 
ices without  having  to  pay  for  them. 

This  bill,  notwithstanding  all  that  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  FulmerI  has  stated,  is  not  a  $16,000,000 
bill  or  a  $16  bill.  If  I  thought  for  a  moment  that  it  was  I 
would  not  have  tried  to  perfect  it.  This  bill  as  now  per- 
fected merely  gives  these  claimants  the  right  to  appeal  to  the 
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Supreme  Court  of  the  United  SUtes  and  allow  the  Supreme 
Court  to  review  the  questions  of  law  and  facts  which  were 
considered  by  the  Court  of  Claims.  I  can  trust  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  as  now  constituted  to  make  this  re- 
view, the  New  Deal  controlled  Supreme  Court,  even  though 
some  of  the  New  Deal  gentlemen  on  my  left  apparently  can- 
not do  so. 
Mr.  EBERHARTER.    Mr.  Chairman,,  will  the  genUeman 

yield? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.     I  yield. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  McGranery]. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  yielded  to  me.  His  time  has  not  expired.  Debate 
has  been  limited  on  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  sat 
down  and  thus  relinquished  the  fioor. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  had  not 
resumed  my  seat.  I  was  halfway  down,  but  I  had  not  re- 
sumed my  seat. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin 
took  his  seat  he  relinquished  the  fioor.  The  Chair  had  prom- 
ised to  recognize  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  is  recognized  for  2 
minutes. 

Mr.  McGRANERY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  great  deal  has  been 
said  with  respect  to  the  fee  to  be  paid  if  this  bill  is  passed  and 
the  Supreme  Court  should  award  judgment.  The  amount  of 
the  claim  involved  is  something  over  $7,000,000.  Thus,  if  the 
10-percent  proviso  Is  adopted  it  will  mean  a  fee  of  $700,000 
to  these  lawyers. 

The  managers  of  the  bill  have  used  a  rather  unusual  pro- 
cedure. They  filed  two  reports.  They  bring  in  now  Report 
No.  1616,  but  they  forgot  there  was  a  Report  No.  1313,  in 
which  the  Attorney  General  had  this  to  say  with  respect  to 
whether  or  not  anyone  got  profit: 

On  the  other  hand,  after  a  full  trial  on  the  merits,  the  Court  of 
Claims  has  held  there  was  no  legal  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  pay  the  complainants  any  compensation  In  addi- 
tion to  the  amount  which  they  had  previously  received,  to  wit, 
•8,391,028.70. 

And  he  then  goes  on  to  say  that  they  realized  a  profit  of 
$550,000. 

You  vote  for  this  bill  and  you  are  going  to  face  the  conse- 
quences In  November.  In  conscience,  there  is  nothing  here 
that  might  justify  it.  Has  anyone  told  you  anything  about 
these  other  people  or  why  they  got  out  or  how  they  got  out? 
This,  to  my  mind,  is  one  of  the  most  peculiar,  to  put  it  mildly, 
bills  that  I  have  ever  seen  in  this  Congress,  and  I  hope  it  Is 
voted  down. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Schafer]  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Costello]  . 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  McDowell)  there  were — ayes  76,  noes  64. 

So  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Costello]  as 
amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Under  the  rule,  the  Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  Luther  A.  Johnson,  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
reported  that  that  committee,  having  had  under  considera- 
tion the  bill  (H.  R.  7230)  to  provide  for  an  appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  from  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Claims  in  a  suit  instituted  by  George  A.  Carden  and 
Anderson  T.  Herd,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  407,  he 
reported  the  same  back  to  the  House  with  sundry  amend- 
ments agreed  to  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the  previous  question  is 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  to  final  passage. 
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Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any  amendment?  If  not, 
the  Chair  will  put  them  en  grros. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third 
time,  and  was  read  the  third  time*. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the  WD. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Wbavmi).  there  were — ayes  60,  noes  115. 

So  the  bill  was  rejected,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

EXTElfSION  OF  REHARKS 

Mr.  HOBBS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
Insert  in  my  remarks  made  today  the  matter  referred  to 
therein. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hobbs]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Recoso  and  to  also 
Insert  in  the  Appiendix  of  the  Record  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  tMr.  GeyzrI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  an  article  from  the  Literary  Digest  on  "Plotters  plea — 
Mexico  receives  Trotsky — Moscow's  minions  near  liquidation 
by  SUlin." 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Leavy)  .  Is  there  objec- 
tion to,  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Thorkelson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
an  article  on  "Strategy  and  tactics — the  totalitarian  revo- 
lution."          

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  Thorkelson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
Incorporate  therein  a  letter  of  July  31.  1940,  which  was  sent 
to  the  Members  of  Congress  by  the  Right  Reverend  Monsignor 
Michael  J.  Ready,  general  secretary  of  the  National  Catholic 
Welfare  Conference,  and  the  enclosed  statement  which  he 
made  before  the  Conmiittee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  on  July  30.  1940.  in  opposition  to  the 
compulsory  military  service  bill,  H.  R.  10132. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  ScHAnxJ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

permission  to  address  the  Ronsx 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
on  tomorrow,  after  disposition  of  the  business  on  the  Speaker's 
tabic,  and  at  the  conclusion  of  any  special  orders  heretofore 
made.  I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  20  minutes 
in  reply  to  charges  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  ScHTTLTE]  yesterday. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Gross]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  Miller  sisked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  BALL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  two 
speeches  made  by  me  in  my  own  district  in  the  past  week. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  thft 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HEALET.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  ^wn  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therein  a 
radio  address  delivered  by  me. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 
There  was  no  objection. 

CALENDAR    WEDNESDAY    BITSINESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  business  in  order  on  tomorrow,  Calendar  Wednesday, 
may  be  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
request  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under  a  previous  special 
order,  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mundt]  is 
recognized  lor  40  minutes. 

THE  AMERICAN  FORMULA  MT7ST  BE  PRESERVED— A  FAIR  CHANCE  FOR 

A  FREE  PEOPLE 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  since  January  1939  Congress 
has  been  in  session  almost  18  of  the  20  months  which  have 
elapsed  between  then  and  now.  Members  of  this  Congress 
have  not  only  set  something  of  a  peacetime  record  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  stayed  in  session  almost  contin- 
uously, but  when  the  bock  of  history  is  finally  written  I  be- 
lieve it  will  show  that  this  Congiess  has  also  done  much  to 
improve  and  protect  the  American  way  of  life.  It  is  my  pur- 
pose today  to  review  some  of  these  accomplishments  and  to 
suggest  steps  which  must  still  be  taken  if  prosperous  and 
happy  living  are  to  be  fully  restored  in  this  country  and  the 
proceeds  of  labor  and  trpde  equitably  made  available  to  all 
our  citizens. 

I  would  like  to  mention  at  this  point  that  when  I  started 
campaigning  for  Congress  in  September  of  1938  I  determined 
to  place  before  the  people  of  my  district  a  definite  set  of  prin- 
ciples which  would  govern  my  action  if  elected.  I  simimarized 
these  principles  by  a  slogan  which,  to  me,  represents  the 
American  formula  describing  the  ultimate  goal  of  Government 
in  this  Republic.  This  slogan  was,  "A  fair  chance  for  a  free 
people."  To  my  way  of  thinking,  this  slogan  describes  the 
goal  toward  which  good  self-government  should  steadily  strive. 
I  submit  that  fairness  of  opportunity  for  all  and  freedom  of 
choice  and  selection  represent  the  American  way  of  life.  This 
formula  must  be  preserved.  "A  fair  chance  for  a  free  people" 
must  be  expanded  to  all  our  citizens  and  protected  for  future 
generations.  I  want  to  examine  with  you  for  awhile  today 
the  record  of  our  18  months  of  steady  sessions  to  see  what 
we  have  done  and  what  we  have  yet  to  do  to  develop  both 
fairness  and  freedom  for  people  In  every  walk  of  life  in 
America. 

I  do  this  not  only  because  It  provides  me  an  opportunity 
to  survey  my  own  record  In  Congress  in  view  of  the  fair- 
chance  program  upon  which  I  ran  but  because  I  believe  so 
wholeheartedly  in  the  validity  of  this  program  that  I  am  try- 
ing to  enlist  as  much  of  the  coimtry  as  I  can  m  a  crusade  to 
defend  and  apply  this  American  formula.  This  conviction 
that  good  representative  government  should  provide  "a  fair 
chance  for  a  free  people"  has  been  my  guldepost  both  before 
entering  Congress  and  since  I  have  been  a  member  of  this 
body.  As  long  as  I  am  in  public  life  or  as  long  as  I  can  exert 
any  influence  in  private  life,  I  shall  continue  to  urge  progress 
toward  this  objective.  To  me,  it  Is  the  essence  of  the  Ameri- 
can way  of  life. 

We  are  hearing  much  these  days  of  clean-politics  reforms 
and  Senator  Hatch,  Wendell  WiUkle,  and  Attorney  General 
Jackson  are  making  real  progress  In  this  direction  through 
their  straightforward  stands  despite  last  week's  statement  of 
Chairman  Plynn,  of  the  Democratic  National  Committee,  that 
neither  the  spirit,  the  word,  nor  the  purpose  of  the  Hatch  Act 
will  stop  him  from  continuing  the  practice  of  sandbagging 
big  corporations  for  so-called  advertising  donations  to  the 
Democratic  campaign  manual. 

We  now  require  candidates  for  Federal  office  to  fUe  an  ad- 
vance statement  of  campaign  expenses.  That  is  fine.  I 
favor  that.  But  from  the  standpoint  of  good  government  It 
Is  equally  important  that  we  should  require  candidates  for 
reelection  to  file  sworn  statements  of  service  in  advance  of 
thdr  campaigns,  giving  detailed  reports  of  their  activities  and 
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votes  in  support  of  Government  policies  advocated  in  their  ' 
party  platforms  and  campaign  speeches.  This  would  compel 
a  wholesome  self-examination  by  all  officials  and  would  pro- 
vide a  helpful  printed  analysis  of  a  candidate's  record  for  the 
voting  public.  If  my  suggestion  were  in  effect,  party  plat- 
forms and  personal-campaign  statements  would  cease  to  be 
"scraps  of  paper."  and  the  people  could  exercise  a  better  check 
on  their  public  servants.  I  am  sure,  for  example,  that  fewer 
of  the  commendable  policies  advocated  in  platforms  of  1932 
and  1936  would  now  be  in  the  ashcan. 

During  my  campaign  I  distributed  in  my  State  over  60.000 
copies  of  this  fair-chance  program,  detailing  the  steps  by 
which  I  bebeved  both  fairness  and  freedom  in  economic, 
social,  and  governmental  activity  could  be  advanced.  A 
framed  copy  of  this  statement  is  in  my  office  to  constantly 
remind  me  o!  this  challenge  which  I  made  and  accepted  for 
myself.  To  many  of  you  in  Congress  I  have  handed  or  mailed 
copies  of  this  program  for  a  better,  fairer,  freer  America,  and 
today  I  again  want  to  stress  this  fundamental  formula  for 
meeting  and  solving  the  problems  which  confront  us.  I  know 
that  the  Members  of  the  House  join  me  in  recognizing  that 
if  self-government  Is  to  be  safeguarded  in  this  Republic  we 
must  work  steadily  to  make  America  fair  and  to  keep  America 
free.  To  do  this  we  must  keep  the  people  Informed.  In  a 
republic  with  representative  government  the  voters  cannot 
know  too  much  about  their  government  and  the  jieople  in  it. 

riRST.  A   FAIH  CHANCE  rOR   ACRICXTLTUKE 

Coming  from  a  great  agricultural  district  as  I  do,  it  Is  natu- 
ral that  my  first  consideration  in  Congress  and  in  working 
toward  a  fair  chance  for  all  is  for  the  American  farmer.  Two 
years  ago,  when  I  was  campaigning  for  Congress,  and  today, 
the  greatest  need  of  this  country  as  a  prerequisite  for  sound 
recovery  is  for  a  permanent  farm  program  which  will  place 
the  farmer  on  a  parity  with  labor,  industry,  and  business  in 
receiving  a  fair  reward  for  his  labors  and  in  enjoying  an  equi- 
table relationship  between  the  prices  which  he  receives  and 
those  he  pays.  During  these  18  months  of  meetings,  com- 
mittee proceedings,  congressional  debates,  and  adopted  legis- 
lation we  have  made  progress  toward  that  goal;  but  we  have 
fallen  far  short  of  reaching  it.  The  farm  problem  has  been 
relieved,  but  It  has  not  been  permanently  solved.  Compared 
to  many  types  of  labor  with  guaranteed  minimum  wages  and 
maximum  hours  and  with  many  business  activities  enjoying 
legislation  assuring  them  a  fair  margin  of  profit,  the  farmer 
is  still  the  forgotten  man. 

Since  being  in  Congress,  I  have  voted  and  worked  for  every 
piece  of  farm  legislation  which  seemed  to  offer  even  a  remote 
hope  of  helping  the  farmer.  I  have  voted  for  every  appro- 
priation bill  designed  to  provide  parity  payments,  benefit 
checks,  or  other  assistance  to  the  farmers  and  have  appeared 
before  committees  in  support  or  sjwken  on  the  floor  in  defense 
of  many  of  them.  These  pasrments  have  helped  the  farmer 
survive  but  they  have  not  solved  the  problem  of  giving  him 
an  honest  price  for  the  full  output  of  his  farm,  and  they  have 
not  enabled  him  to  regain  the  opportunities  he  once  had  of 
making  profits  enough  on  his  farm  during  the  active  period 
of  his  life  so  that  he  could  move  to  town  and  retire  in  old  age 
in  the  manner  of  farmers  of  other  generations  In  America. 
He  has  lost  much  of  fairness  and  a  lot  of  freedom,  but  he  has 
not  gained  the  parity  of  opportunity  which  must  be  his  be- 
fore America  as  a  whole  can  build  a  prosperity  on  a  solid 
foundation. 

During  my  campaign,  I  voiced  criticism  of  the  unfair  chance 
the  farmer  is  receiving  in  a  10-point  sUtement,  with  sugges- 
tions for  correcting  these  Injustices,  as  follows: 

(1)  Pe*d  America  with  American  farm  products;  (2)  a  Just  price 
for  a  full  crop — the  farmer  must  xiltlmately  use  his  full  plant  at  a 
lair  profit  if  he  is  to  have  the  parity  of  opportunity  he  deserves;  (3) 
Increase  commodity  loans  to  75  percent  of  parity,  making  them 
callable  only  at  parity;  (4)  reduce  marketing  and  transportation 
costs;  (5)  develop  crop  insvirance  on  a  businesslike  basis;  (6)  give 
honest  help  to  the  honest  farmer — meaning  such  emergency  aids 
•s  seed  and  feed  loans  should  be  scaled  down  or  canceled  when  the 
emergency  giving  rise  to  the  need  continued  so  that  the  loans  could 
not  be  repaid;  (7)  a  farm  for  every  farmer  and  a  farmer  lor  every 
farm;    (8)    no  compvilslon  and  no  penalties — the  freedom  of   the 


farmer  must  be  protected  while  fairness  is  being  provided  him: 
(9)  conserve  water  as  a  public  asset;  (10  enlarge  the  market  for 
farm  products  by  adding  factory  markets  for  farm  product*. 

I  am  glad  to  record  here  and  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  In  the 
18  months  which  this  Congress  has  been  in  session  we  have 
made  definite  progress  on  many  of  these  points;  we  have  not 
completely  attained  any  of  them;  on  some  we  have  a  long 
way  yet  to  go ;  but  we  have  been  making  progress. 

Eighteen  Members  of  the  House,  of  which  I  was  one.  Joined 
in  introducing  the  so-called  cost-of-production  bill  for  agri- 
culture which  was  later  changed  to  provide  full  parity  for  the 
farmer  Instead  of  cost  of  production  which  the  Agriculture 
Department  said  was  harder  to  calculate  equitably.  We  who 
sponsored  this  bill  accepted  this  change  because  both  cost  of 
production  and  parity  will  figure  out  about  the  same  If  an 
accurate  index  number  is  used.  We  have  not  succeeded  in 
getting  our  bill  out  of  committee  although  hearings  were  held 
and  we  came  within  a  very  few  votes  of  getting  a  favorable 
report.  A  petition  Is  now  on  t^e  Speaker's  desk  with  over  100 
signatures,  asking  for  an  opportunity  to  have  the  bill  consid- 
ered by  the  House.  War  conditions  overseas  and  our  emer- 
gency-defense program  at  home  have  temporarily  detoured 
attention  away  from  domestic  issues,  but  legislation  giving  the 
farmer  full  parity  prices  for  the  supplies  he  sells  domestically 
is  far  from  dead.  We  shall  stress  for  renewed  consideration 
of  it  the  first  opportunity  given  by  the  administrative  leader- 
ship. Many  Democrats  and  Republicans  have  joined  in  this 
fight  for  fair  play  for  the  farmer  through  legislation  which 
will  assure  him  a  decent  American  price  for  his  products. 
Such  a  program  will,  in  itself,  achieve  many  of  the  goals  in 
the  10-point  statement  I  have  previously  mentioned. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  MUNDT.    I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Montana. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  I  have  had  the  privilege  of  serving  on 
two  committees  of  the  House  with  the  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  South  Dakota,  now  addressing  us;  namely.  Jbe 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  and  the  Committee  en  Irriga- 
tion and  Reclamation.  The  gentleman  is  especially  well 
informed  on  matters  relating  to  Indian  problems,  and  In  the 
short  period  of  time  he  has  been  a  member  of  that  committee, 
he  has  endeared  himself  to  his  colleagues  for  his  painstaking 
and  thorough  consideration  of  all  problems  affecting  the 
Indians.    He  has  proven  to  be  their  friend. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Dakota,  now  addressing  us,  has 
likewise  proven  himself  to  be  a  friend  of  the  farmer  and 
stockman.  On  the  floor  of  this  House  he  has  repeatedly  ad- 
vocated and  supported  measures  for  the  benefit  of  the  farm- 
ers and  those  engaged  in  the  livestock  Industry.  Hp 
commands  the  admiration  and  respect  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  whenever  he  chooses  to  address.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
regard  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  as  one  of  our  most 
valued  Members  of  the  House.  He  may  always  be  counted 
upon  to  fight  the  battle  of  the  common  man. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  thank  the  gentleman  from  Montana  for 
his  kind  remarks.  He  is  a  distinguished  Democrat  and  a  val- 
uable statesman.  I  appreciate  his  comments,  because  he  and 
I  have  had  the  oppwrtunlty  of  working  together  frequently 
on  legislation  of  interest  to  the  West  and  to  agriculture.  The 
people  of  Montana  are  serving  the  country  well  in  sending 
such  a  distinguished  Democrat  to  Congress. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  was  pleased  to  hear  the 
gentleman  from  Montana,  whom  I  consider  one  of  the  leading 
Democrats  In  the  House,  give  that  fine  testimonial  to  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota.  I  am  sure  the  mutual  ad- 
miration the  two  gentlemen  have  for  each  other  is  sincere, 
and  that  in  his  remarks  the  gentleman  from  Montana  spoke 
the  opinion  of  all  the  Members  of  Congress,  whether  they  be 
Republicans  or  Democrats.  [Applause.] 
Mr.  MUNDT.    I  thank  the  gentleman  very  kindly. 
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Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  would  like  to  add  that  as 
a  long-standing  member  of  the  House  Agricxilture  Commit- 
tee. I  have  watched  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota's 
interest  and  activity  in  behalf  of  the  American  farmer.  He 
is  rendering  a  distinct  service  to  agriculture  and  is  alwasrs 
found  fighting  in  the  farmer's  comer.  As  chairman  of  a  spe- 
cial voluntary  bipartisan  committee  last  summer.  I  appointed 
the  gentleman  from  South  Dakot£  [Mr.  Muwdt]  chairman 
of  a  committee  of  three  Democrats  and  three  Republicans  to 
make  recommendations  and  devise  methods  for  increasing 
the  price  of  lard,  which  was  then  selling  at  almost  an  all-time 
low.  His  committee  investigated  the  problem  thoroughly  and 
made  several  unanimous  recommendations  for  getting  the 
farmer  a  better  price  for  his  lard. 

One  of  these  recommendations  was  to  have  lard  placed  on 
the  list  of  smrplus  commodities  to  be  distributed  by  the  Gov- 
ernment. This  recommendation  was  vigorously  supported 
by  this  committee,  and  on  September  30.  1939.  the  Surplus 
Commodities  Corporation  placed  lard  on  its  distribution  list. 
Lard  prices  almost  immediately  started  going  up.  and  Amer- 
ican hog  producers  owe  a  real  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  work 
of  Mr.  MuHDT's  committee  a  year  ago  last  July. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Let  me  briefly  review  some  of  the  action 
and  progress  taking  place  in  tills  Congress  on  other  specific 
items  of  this  lO-point  program.  These  sa^e  all  foimd  in  the 
written  history  of  this  session  and  reported  in  the  Congrxs- 
sxcwAi.  Rxcou),  but  it  will  do  us  all  good  to  refresh  oiu-  mem- 
ories concerning  the  victories  we  have  won  or  the  fights  we 
have  lost  for  greater  justice  for  the  farmer. 

"Peed  America  with  American  farm  products."  "nie  vast 
farm  imports  occurring  under  the  Hull  reciprocal  trade 
treaties  did  much  to  keep  American  farm  prices  down  prior 
to  the  outbreak  of  the  European  war  last  September  and  in 
certain  cases  are  still  a  great  depressing  factor  in  the  Amer- 
ican market.  These  great  competitive  importations  of  food- 
Stuffs  and  farm  products  which  have  come  in  to  displace  prod- 
ucts from  American  farms  have  been  criticized  and  con- 
demned by  Democrats,  Progressives,  and  Republicans  alike 
Who  sit  in  Congress  as  Representatives  of  farming  areas. 
These  battles  we  have  neither  completely  won  nor  lost. 

While  the  treaty  power  was  extended  over  the  almost  unan- 
imotis  protest  and  negative  votes  of  Representatives  from  the 
entire  agricultural  Middle  West,  we  did  succeed  in  stopping 
negotiations  with  Argentina  which  would  have  added  tre- 
mendously to  the  flood  of  competitive  farm  imports.  We 
also  succeeded  in  demonstrating  tiiat  the  United  States  Navy 
need  not  buy  its  beef  from  Argentina  because  it  is  "neither 
better  nor  infinitely  cheaper."  I  had  the  personal  pleasure 
of  bringing  into  the  Well  of  this  House  a  can  of  corned  beef 
Imported  from  Argentina  which  I  purchased  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  store  located  almost  immediately  below 
Secretary  Wallace's  own  office  in  that  building  and  pointing 
out  the  injustice  and  inconsistency  of  a  Department  policy 
based  on  the  theory  of  a  surplus  at  home  which  offered  for 
sale  in  its  own  store,  imported  beef  from  abroad.  I  still  have 
this  can  of  beef  in  my  office.  I  think  I  shall  save  it  as  a 
souvenir  as  many  of  you  have  told  me  that  the  Department 
o'  Agriculture  has  reformed  at  least  to  that  extent.  Appar- 
ently. Argentine  beef  is  no  longer  being  sold  under  the  direct 
auspices  of  Secretary  Wallace.  So  far.  so  good,  but  we  still 
have  a  long  way  to  go  before  giving  the  American  farmer  the 
.  protection  he  is  entitled  to  in  order  to  enjoy  the  full  advan- 
tage of  the  American  price  level  in  the  American  market  for 

the  products  which  he  raises  on  an  American  farm. 

We  have  succeeded  in  upping  the  percentage  of  parity  pay- 
ments and  progress  has  been  made  in  extending  and  expand- 
ing commodity  loans.  Marketing  costs  and  transportation 
cliaj-ges  are  still  too  high  although  legislative  action  promis- 
ing to  correct  at  least  part  of  the  transportation  situation 
has  passed  the  House.  Crop  insurance,  where  available,  is 
becoming  more  helpful;  it  is  still  too  expensive  and  too  ex- 
clusive in  its  operation.  Honest  help  to  the  honest  farmer 
is  becoming  more  of  a  practice  and  less  of  a  promise,  but 
many  feed  and  seed  loans  are  yet  to  be  reduced  or  canceled 
and  the  bill  to  refund  to  the  hog  raiser  the  costs  of  uncon- 


stitutional tax  payments  has  yet  to  be  passed.  When  the  blU 
was  left  to  gather  dust  in  the  committee,  I  introduced  a  peti- 
tion to  bring  it  out;  following  this,  the  committee  took  action 
and  by  the  narrow  margin  of  one  vote  failed  to  bring  in  a 
favorable  report.  Justice  demands  that  these  repayments  be 
paid  to  the  hog  producers  and  the  fight  for  this  elemental 
justice  will  not  be  dropped.  I  urge  those  of  you  who  have 
not  yet  signed  my  petition  to  do  so  without  delay. 

Several  bills  making  it  easier  to  secure  "a  farm  for  every 
farmer  and  a  farmer  for  every  farm"  have  passed  this  session 
of  Congress.  I  have  supported  them.  However,  the  goal  is 
far  ahead  of  our  stage  of  endeavor  and  the  principal  obstacle 
remains  the  lack  of  parity  prices  for  farm  products.  No 
matter  how  easy  the  payments,  it  is  hard  for  a  farmer  to 
pay  for  a  farm  unless  he  can  sell  for  a  profit  the  products  of 
that  farm.  It  is  my  conviction  that  the  parity  price  bill  pre- 
viously described  and  introduced  by  18  of  us,  will  correct  tills 
situation.  It  will  also  eliminate  compulsion  and  penalties  as 
a  part  of  any  agricultural  program. 

Water  is  being  increasingly  recognized  by  this  body  as  a 
great  public  asset  as  my  work  as  a  member  of  the  important 
Irrigation  and  Reclamation  Committee  has  brought  home  to 
me  many  times.  In  this  connection,  I  am  grateful  to  this 
House  for  having  twice  passed  my  legislation  to  prevent  the 
indiscriminate  spread  of  pollution  in  America — the  fact  that 
tills  legislation  was  introduced  by  a  new  Member  on  the 
minority  side  and  received  your  favorable  vote  bespeaks  elo- 
quently of  the  recognition  which  this  House  has  of  the  axiom 
that  water  is  a  public  asset. 

I  was  also  successful  in  passing  a  resolution  calling  for  a 
complete  survey  and  study  of  tiiat  stretch  of  the  Missouri 
River  and  its  tributaries  which  flows  through  South  Dakota 
in  order  to  disclose  its  possibilities  for  power  development,  for 
irrigation,  and  for  navigation.  The  United  States  Army 
Engineers  are  now  making  that  siurey  and  have  been  at 
work  over  8  months  in  actual  testings  on  the  river.  It  is  a 
huge  task  to  conduct  such  a  survey  but  it  is  being  done 
carefully.  When  the  results  become  available.  I  hope  they 
will  indicate  means  by  which  this  great  stretch  of  the  Mis- 
souri River  can  be  added  to  the  utilized  water  assets  of 
America  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  economic  strength 
and  stamina  of  the  country. 

Enlargement  of  the  market  for  farm  products  by  adding 
factory  markets  for  supplies  from  the  farm  is  slowly  but 
surely  becoming  a  long-range  Grovemment  poUcy.  It  has 
been  my  privilege  to  vote  for  appropriations  setting  up  Gov- 
ernment scientific  plants  to  speed  up  this  program,  and  as  a 
member  of  a  special  committee  of  Congressmen  to  study 
farm  chemurgy  and  its  possibilities  for  helping  provide  "a 
parity  of  opportunity,"  I  have  come  to  have  even  a  greater 
appreciation  and  respect  for  the  new  uses  which  can  be  made 
of  farm  products.  I  urge  you  all  to  give  full  consideration  to 
this  great  potential  market  which  can  be  developed  for  con- 
suming the  full  crop  and  the  entire  products  of  completely 
utilized  American  farm  properties.  Once  the  full  possibilities 
of  farm  chemurgy  are  developed  we  can  again  begin  paying 
the  farmer  a  premium  for  "making  two  blades  of  grass  grow 
where  one  grew  before,"  instead  of  encouraging  him  to  reduce 
the  products  from  his  broad  acres. 

TUX   rAIX-CSAKCZ    PSOCKAM    APPUEB    TO    XVnTBODT 

I  recognize  that  not  all  of  you  are  interested,  directly,  in 
the  problems  of  the  American  farmer.  Nor  are  all  the  people 
of  South  Dakota  fanners,  although  our  whole  economic  fabric 
out  there  is  directly  Interwoven  with  the  success  or  failure 
of  our  farmers  to  show  a  profit  from  their  labors.  The  Amer- 
ican formula  of  "A  fair  chance  for  a  free  people"  can  and 
must  be  applied  to  all  occupations  and  to  all  groups  if  we 
are  to  conquer  the  black  demon  of  depression  in  this  country 
and  give  continuing  significance  to  the  immortal  phrase  in 
our  Declaration  of  Independence  that  "all  men  are  created 
equal."  ^ 

In  my  own  fair-chance  program  and  In  the  pattern  of 
activity  of  this  Congress,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  that  America 
can  provide  a  fair  chance  for  all  and  preserve  each  indi- 
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vidual's  freedom  If  we  utilize  Government  in  Its  rightful 
capacity  as  arbitrator  and  umpire  and  avoid  the  fatal  tempta- 
tion to  turn  over  to  Government  and  to  politicians  too  much 
authority,  and  too  much  power  so  that  it  begins  operating 
private  Industries  after  the  manner  of  the  totalitarian  tyrants 
of  Europe.  Such  a  centralization  of  power  in  the  hands  of 
one  man  or  in  the  hands  of  bureaucrats  provides  for  the 
common  citizen  the  blessings  of  neither  freedom  nor  fairness. 
Let  me  briefly  indicate  how  a  fair  chance  for  a  free  people 
can  be  offered  various  groups  in  our  society  and  suggest  what 
we  have  and  have  not  done  toward  attaining  this  goal. 

A    FADt    CHANGS    rOB    LABOR 

Labor:  The  man  who  lalwrs  must  have  a  fair  chance  in  life. 
None  with  honest  hearts  and  decent  minds  will  deny  this 
objective.  That  means  for  American  workmen  the  right  to 
be  protected  against  the  products  from  swea^hops  at  home 
and  abroad.  It  means  his  right  to  enjoy  the  American  stand- 
ard of  living  which  he  cannot  do  if  he  is  forced  into  direct 
competition  with  products  made  by  dictatorial  governments 
using  semislave  labor,  or  In  other  lands  where  wages  are  too 
low  to  hold  body  and  soul  together.  Against  such  unfair 
competition,  the  American  laborer  has  a  right  to  be  pro- 
tected by  an  American  tariff.  And  against  unfair  practices 
at  home,  he  has  a  right  to  organize  and  to  bargain  col- 
lectively. These  rights  I  have  always  upheld.  I  shall  con- 
tinue to  protect  them. 

Neither  private  employer,  political  bureau,  nor  foreign 
competitor  must  be  given  the  power  to  take  from  the  Ameri- 
can workingman  his  right  to  bargain  collectively  through 
unions  of  his  own  choosing  for  wages  and  living  conditions 
compatible  with  the  American  standard  of  bving.  In  these  18 
months  I  have  frequently  voted  for  legislation  to  better  the 
opportunity  and  to  increase  the  protection  for  American 
workers.  We  must  all  continue  to  devote  ourselves  to  Im- 
proving conditions  for  the  man  who  works.  His  efforts  have 
built  the  great  structures  and  Industries  of  America:  these 
great  assets  must  in  turn  pay  out  to  him  the  fair  chance 
which  he  deserves. 

Mr.  LANDIS.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.    MUNDT.    Yes;    I    yield    to    the    gentleman    from 

Indiana. 

Mr.  LANDIS.  I  have  been  listening  to  the  speech  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  with  considerable  interest. 
He  has  made  a  very  effective  plea  for  a  better  day  for 
American  labor.  As  a  member  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Lalwr.  I  have  watched  his  record  in  this  session  in  behalf 
of  the  workingman  and  I  am  happy  to  state  that  I  am 
grateful  for  the  gentleman's  contribution  to  labor.  I  feel 
that  labor,  both  in  the  organized  and  unorganized  branches, 
has  a  real  friend  In  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  thank  the  gentleman  very  much.  He 
comes  from  a  great  labor  district  and  his  own  record  of 
high  service  to  labor  is  such  that  I  am  especially  grateful 
for  his  observations  concerning  my  own  position. 

A    TKUL    CHANCS    FOB    OUK    VnXBANS 

The  veterans  of  the  World  War  and  of  earlier  wars  must 
not  be  neglected  in  these  sorry  times  when  our  attention  is 
so  frequently  directed  to  problems  growing  out  of  another 
war  Many  veterans  of  past  wars  have  never  attained  the 
fair  chance  which  they  sacrificed  as  soldiers  to  protect 
America.  I  am  one  of  those  who  beUeve  that  America  can 
never  overpay  the  debt  it  owes  to  those  who  sacrificed 
health  and  home  and  life  to  bring  victory  to  America  after 
our  involvement  in  the  World  War.  I  was  happy  to  vote 
for  the  pension  legislation  in  this  Congress  both  to  repay 
travel  allowance  to  the  Spanish  War  veterans  entitled  to 
it  and  to  liberalize  pension  provisions  for  World  War  vet- 
erans. While  one  of  these  bills  had  to  be  passed  over 
President  Roosevelt's  veto,  I  am  glad  that  this  House  and 
the  Senate  took  this  patriotic  stand  because  sound  pa- 
triotism cannot  be  built  upon  a  premise  which  denies 
Justice  to  the  men  whose  sacrifice  is  called  upon  to  defend 

that  Nation.  ^  ^^,     ^ 

By  the  same  token,  I  hope  the  Members  of  this  House 
wiU  approve  my  bill  to  buUd  a  Royal  C.  Johnson  Memo- 


rial Veterans'  Facility  In  South  Dakota  as  soon  as  the 
Veterans'  Administration  building  program  is  resumed. 
That  great  friend  of  yours  and  mine  who  so  unhappily 
passed  away  last  year  gave  much  of  his  life  to  securing  some 
degree  of  justice  for  the  veterans  of  America,  and  most  un- 
selfishly never  sought  a  hospital  or  other  facility  for  his 
own  district.  This  district  now  needs  such  facilities  most 
seriously  and  when  money  is  again  available,  I  am  sure  his 
many  friends  here  will  join  me  in  a  program  to  erect  such 
an  establishment  to  his  memory. 

AND    rOK    THE     AGED 

For  the  aged,  who  may  or  may  not  have  had  a  real  fair 
chance  in  active  life,  the  country  should  strive  to  provide 
freedom  from  worry  and  want  in  old  age.  Tlie  present 
Social  Security  Act  offers  httle  solace  to  the  great  bulk  of 
our  needy  aged.  It  must  be  replaced  by  a  pension  program 
of  national  scope  which  will  not  penalize  poor  people  who 
happen  to  live  in  a  poor  State,  and  which  will  not  put  a 
stigma  on  the  elderly  citizen  for  accepting  a  check  from 
his  Government.  I  have  voted  consistently  for  every  bill 
and  every  amendment  to  existing  legislation  which  was 
aimed  at  correcting  the  Injustices  and  inequalities  of  exist- 
ing law  labeled  as  social-security  legislation.  This  Con- 
gress has  faUed  to  make  much  progress  in  this  matter,  but 
the  problem  cannot  be  forgotten  nor  pigeonholed.  The 
fight  for  justice  to  the  aged  must  be  carried  on. 

FOR   BUSINESS ^TOB   TOUTH 

For  business,  too,  and  for  youth,  the  great  American  prin- 
ciple of  a  fair  chance  for  all  must  be  revived  and  reaffirmed. 
Here  in  Congress.  I  have  voted  for  legislation  tending  to  pro- 
tect independent  businessmen  from  monopolistic  oppression 
and  to  free  honest  business  from  shackles  which  prevent  its 
expansion  and  development  under  private  initiative.  I  have 
sought,  too.  to  retard  and  dissolve  the  great  bureaucratic  de- 
vices which  harrass  and  impede  business,  needlessly,  and 
against  which  businessmen  have  had  so  little  protection  dur- 
ing the  past  6  or  7  yeso-s. 

I  was  one  of  the  early  supporters  of  the  Walter-Logan  bill 
which  passed  the  House  but  which  languishes  in  the  Senate 
as  I  now  speak.  That  bill  will  give  decent  business  the  right 
it  needs  to  protest  unfair  regulations  and  to  protect  itself 
against  autocratic  exercise  of  government  power  by  boards, 
bureaus,  and  commissions,  and  will  do  much  to  renew  con- 
fidence and  stimulate  recovery  if  it  passes.  It  denies  the 
thesis  that  "every  businessman  is  a  crook"  and  gives  him  a 
right  to  utilize  the  courts  in  securing  justice  against  arrogant 
officials  whose  crack-down  activities  have  caused  so  many 
businesses  to  crack  up,  and  add  to  the  tmemployment  and 
distress  of  our  communities. 

Youth,  my  colleagues,  has  a  vital  stake  in  business  as  it  haa 
in  all  economic,  social,  and  governmental  activity.  Tile  slo- 
gan. "What  helps  business  helps  you"  appUes  particularly  to 
youth.  Where  there  is  no  business,  there  is  no  job.  Where 
there  is  no  job,  there  is  no  opportunity  for  youth.  Millions  of 
our  young  people  between  the  ages  of  18  and  25  have  never 
held  a  private  job.  Many  of  the  young  men  to  whom  the 
country  now  looks  for  the  keystone  of  its  defense  establish- 
ment have  never  had  an  opportunity  to  enjoy  the  fair  chance 
and  freedom  from  want  which  America  should  provide  to 
all  Its  citizens.  Through  my  votes  for  the  N.  Y.  A.  and  by  my 
efforts  in  joining  the  bloc  in  Congress  which  successfully 
worked  for  Increased  appropriations  for  the  N.  Y.  A.  and  for 
the  C.  C.  C.  I  have  tried  to  help  compensate  to  youth  for  the 
failure  of  the  New  Deal  to  stimulate  recovery  and  reojien  the 
doors  of  opporttuiity  to  youth.  But  all  this  is  a  sorry  substi- 
tute for  profitable  jobs  in  private  business  or  Industry,  and 
this  coimtry  has  far  to  go  before  it  will  have  applied  the 
goal  of  a  fair  chance  for  a  free  people  to  the  youth  of  America. 
To  be  of  real  assistance  to  youth,  we  must  first  of  all  end  this 
depression. 

T«8 — ^A  FAIB  CHAHCE  FOB  THK  TAXPATEB.  TOO 

Let  us  next  consider  the  taxpayer  whose  sacrifices  have  only 
begun  to  be  required  In  order  to  meet  the  colossal  natlcnal 
debt   which   now   towers   at   approximately    $50,000,000,000. 
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Perhaps  it  would  be  easier  to  discuss  what  we  have  done  "to 
the  taxpayer"  than  to  discuss  what  we  have  done  "for  him." 
As  indirect  and  hidden  taxes  have  steadily  been  enlarged  and 
increased  under  the  New  Deal,  everybody  has  become  more 
and  more  a  heavy  taxpayer  in  America.  Too  great  a  portion 
of  these  taxes  are  presently  paid  by  the  poor  man  with  a 
large  family  through  the  seductive  device  of  hidden  taxes 
amounting  to  percentages  which  are  indeed  startling  when 
we  consider  that  still  the  Federal  Budget  is  far  from  balanced, 
still  we  sink  further  and  further  into  debt  every  year,  still  the 
burdens  of  taxation  must  be  piled  higher  and  higher. 

For  example,  out  cf  every  dollar  now  spent  for  furniture, 
13  cents  goes  for  tax;  out  of  every  dollar  spent  for  automo- 
biles. 15  cents  is  tax;  out  of  every  dollar  spent  for  rent.  25 
cents  is  tax;  out  of  every  dollar  spent  for  sugar,  18  cents  is 
tax;  for  matches.  13  cents;  for  beer,  34  cents;  for  shaving 
cream.  20  cents;  out  of  every  dollar  spent  for  men's  clothing, 
12  cents  goes  to  the  tax  collector,  and  so  it  goes.  One  reason 
so  many  people  are  not  getting  ahead  economically  in  Amer- 
ica, and  one  reason  the  family  budget  will  not  stretch  from 
Monday  morning  until  Saturday  night  is  that  the  drain  of 
indirect  taxes  to  pay  for  wasteful  governmental  expenditures 
Is  too  great.  To  reduce  it  will  require  more  business  manage- 
ment in  government,  less  waste  and  corruption,  fewer  people 
on  the  Government  pay  roll,  an  end  of  a  depression  which 
threatens  to  become  chronic  since  we  have  had  it  for  almost 
10  years. 

While  the  unempl03mient  and  income  figures  of  the  de- 
pression have  remained  about  constant  at  the  low  levels  of 
1932  and  1933,  the  costs  of  the  depression  to  the  general  pub- 
lic— all  of  whom  pay  taxes — have  risen  alarmingly.  Taxation 
is  sucking  the  eggs,  today,  faster  than  ^e  can  find  the  nests 
in  which  they  are  laid. 

In  an  effort  to  help  decrease  the  unnecessary  costs  of 
Government  and  to  better  flistribute  the  burdens  of  taxation.  I 
was  one  of  the  early  advocates  of  the  Hatch  Act  to  prevent 
pernicious  political  activity  by  public  oflBcials.  and  I  supported 
and  voted  for  the  legislation  doing  away  with  tax-exempt 
salaries  in  America.  Thus,  while  I  became  the  first  Congress- 
man from  my  district  ever  to  pay  a  full  income  tax  on  his  own 
salary,  I  voted  for  this  legislation  with  the  realization  that 
my  salary  and  that  of  other  public  officials  had  no  more  right 
to  be  tax-exempt  than  have  public  ofiBcials  a  right  to  he 
exempt  from  other  laws.  I  think  tax-exempt  securities  should 
also  be  eliminated;  there  should  be  no  cyclone  cellars  in 
America  where  public  men  or  private  capitalists  can  hide 
their  income  and  keep  it  from  pas^ng  its  full  share  of  the 
Common  costs  of  Government. 

I  was  also  one  of  the  three  Members  of  Congress  who  spoke 
out  in  debate  for  an  excess-profits  tax  on  the  manufacture  of 
war  supplies  when  the  tax  bill  of  1940  came  to  us  without  any 
such  provision,  and  with  tax  schedules  which  would  collect 
from  consimaers  75  percent  of  all  the  money  it  raises.  The  bill 
passed  without  the  excess-proflts-tax  clause  in  it,  but  the 
public  reaction  has  been  such  that  the  correction  I  advocated 
at  that  time  is  now  being  considered  in  conimlttee.  and  a 
special  bill  will  soon  come  before  us  to  prevent  the  develop- 
ment of  another  generation  of  war  millionaires. 


In  the  matter  of  relief,  this  Congress  has  made  great  strides 
in  the  direction  of  seeing  to  it  that  a  greater  share  of  the 
relief  dollar  gets  to  the  needy.  The  passage  of  the  Hatch 
Act.  already  mentioned,  was  a  big  step  in  this  direction.  The 
elimination  of  many  "white  collar"  positions  has  helped.  I 
supported  the  motion  to  investigate  the  whole  relief  set-up 
and  have  supported  the  reforms  proposed  by  this  committee. 
I  have  voted  for  every  relief  appropriation  passing  Congress 
during  the  past  18  months  of  legislative  session,  and  have 
worked  with  others  from  rural  areas  to  give  our  people  a 
fairer  consideration  from  relief  authorities  in  comparison  with 
relief  clients  in  large  cities  who  formerly  received  as  much  as 
$250  per  month.  We  have  made  progress.  And  relief  must 
continue.  But  we  must  all  give  greater  consideration  to  the 
development  of  a  prosperous  condition  in  this  country  where 


men  on  relief  can  secure  honest  Jobs  in  private  industry  at 
decent  scales  of  pay  again.  Relief  rolls  must  never  become 
the  permanent  pattern  of  reducing  unemployment  in  America 
if  a  fair  chance  for  a  free  people  is  to  be  extended  to  every- 
body as  it  must  be  if  the  ideals  of  our  constitutional  fore- 
fathers Eire  to  be  achieved. 

In  recognition  of  the  fact  that  the  best  final  answer  to  the 
relief  problem  is  to  reopen  the  doors  of  opportunity  to  the 
unemployed  so  that  regular  jobs  at  regular  wages  may  again 
be  made  available  to  all  who  want  to  work,  70  Members  of  this 
House,  last  winter,  voluntarily  got  together  and  formed  a  non- 
partisan unemployment  conference.  The  purpose  of  this  con- 
ference was  to  work  out  proposals  for  remedying  the  de- 
plorable economic  situation  giving  rise  to  the  need  for  relief. 
At  the  second  meeting  Congressman  Jerby  Voorhis,  of  Cali- 
fornia, was  elected  as  chairman,  and  I  was  honored  by  l>eing 
elected  as  vice  chairman.  Thus  with  a  Democratic  chairman 
and  a  Republican  vice  chairman  we  proceeded  along  strictly 
nonpartisan  lines  to  examine  the  whole  unemployment  situa- 
tion, its  causes  and  its  cures,  to  the  end  that  relief  might  be 
replaced  by  recovery,  and  that  labor  throughout  the  land  could 
find  steadier  and  more  profitable  employment. 

The  members  of  this  conference  met  in  weekly  sessions  for 
many  months  and  we  of  the  executive  committee  held  meet- 
ings in  l>etween  times.  Careful,  written  reports  were  made 
by  14  subcommittees,  and  a  list  of  12  causes  of  unemployment 
and  16  approaches  to  its  cure  was  oflBcially  approved  by  all  but 
five  members  of  our  conference.  These  reports  and  recom- 
mendations have  been  published  as  a  House  document  known 
as  Document  850.  and  are  available  to  each  of  you.  It  is  the 
expectation  cf  our  conference  to  press  for  action  on  this  prob- 
lem Just  as  soon  as  the  emergency  matters  dealing  with  na- 
tional defense  are  completed. 


U3TORATION    OF   SOUND   COVSaNMKNT    N 


IN    AMXRICA 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  discuss  one  other  aspect  of  this  pro- 
gram to  rebuild  America  and  to  rededicate  it  to  the  ideals  of 
cur  forefathers  and  then  I  am  through.  We  must  give  more 
attention,  all  of  us,  to  the  restoration  of  sound  Government  in 
America.  We  must  Join  hands  to  defeat  the  subversive  in- 
vasion of  foreign  Ideals  into  our  American  concept  of  Govern- 
ment. Such  foreign  "isms"  as  nazi-lsm,  fascism,  commimism, 
and  other  doctrines  stemming  from  the  premise  that  in  each 
country  there  is  or  must  be  "an  indispensable  man"  must  be 
stopped  in  their  tracks.  We  have  been  too  lenient  with  these 
"peddlers  of  piffle,"  who,  through  such  organizations  as  the 
Nazi  bunds,  the  Communist  Party,  and  the  Fascist  front 
groups,  seek  to  enjoy  all  of  the  protection  and  advantages  of 
our  American  Constitution  while  preaching  and  practicing 
doctrines  to  overthrow  our  form  of  government  and  set  up  a 
one-man  control  over  here.  They  not  only  Jeopardize  our 
national  defense  against  possible  invaders  from  without ;  they 
actually  threaten  to  destroy  the  basic  aspects  of  our  own  lib- 
erties and  freedoms  from  within. 

Once  we  accept  the  doctrine  of  "individual  indispensability" 
in  America,  and  deny  ourselves  the  right  or  the  custom  of 
changing  our  leaders  at  regularly  prescribed  periods,  we 
nullify  the  very  basis  of  the  philosophy  that  "under  God  the 
people  rule"  which  has  so  long  been  so  generally  accepted  in 
America.  Once  we  accept  the  theory  that  our  national 
destiny  is  tied  to  the  personality  of  any  one  man,  it  becomes 
only  necessary  for  the  bimdsters,  the  Communists,  or  the 
Fascists  to  get  their  man  In  control  and  all  that  we  have 
cherished  for  more  than  150  years  comes  falling  down  upon 
our  heads  in  a  deluge  of  lost  liberties. 

I  started  fighting  Hitlerism,  Stalinism,  and  the  malicious" 
methods  of  Mussolini  out  in  my  State  in  1933.  I  have  never 
stopped  that  fight.  They  are  all  manifestations  of  the  same 
godless  doctrine  that  the  State  is  everything,  the  citizen  noth- 
thing.  They  all  practice  the  formula  of  "the  part  is  mightier 
than  the  whole"  instead  of  the  formula  of  "a  fair  chance  for 
a  free  people."  They  must  not  prevail  in  America  either  by 
direct  invasion,  by  internal  expansion,  or  by  the  insidious 
practice  of  putting  their  theories  of  one-man  control  and  com- 
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plete  centralization  of  power  into  effect  in  this  coimtry  imder 
some  other  name.  ^ 

To  help  rid  America  of  these  alien  "isms"  which  have  beeni 
imported  here  from  foreign  lands,  I  have  been  active  in  sup- 
porting the  work  of  the  Dies  committee.  I  voted  for  its  ap^ 
propriations  and  to  give  it  an  enlarged  sphere  of  a^ion.  I 
have  defended  it  against  its  critics  and  have  supported  its 
•  corrective  recommendations.  Constitutional  democracy  is 
the  best  safeguard — perhaps  the  only  one — against  nazi-ism, 
communism,  and  fascism.  The  closer  we  can  keep  the  demo- 
cratic processes  of  self-government  to  the  people,  the  better 
we  can  preserve  the  basic  framework  of  the  only  Government 
in  the  world  capable  of  providing  the  fair  chance  for  a  free 
people  which,  to  me,  is  the  supreme  objective  and  responsi- 
bility of  all  popular  government. 

cum   NATIONAL  DZTENSB 

During  the  past  few  months  alone  I  have  voted  for  more 
than  30  different  measures  to  perfect  America's  national 
defense  establishments  and  before  the  Habana  Conference 
was  called  I  advocated  in  a  speech  on  the  fioor  of  this  House 
that  this  country  take  steps  to  develop  a  "Pan  American  Pro- 
Americamsm"  which  would  contribute  to  the  mutual  strength, 
prosperity,  and  stability  of  both  North  and  South  America. 
I  have  thus  worked  and  voted  for  national  defense  with  con- 
sistent determination  because  I  realize  this  country  must  per- 
fect its  defenses  and  preserve  its  peace  if  we  are  to  fulfill  our 
manifest  destiny  in  the  world's  family  of  nations. 

If  America  is  to  remain  saf%  America  must  be  strong 
because  it  is  only  by  being  both  safe  and  strong  that  this 
Republic  can  attain  its  objective,  of  providing  "a  fair  chance 
to  the  free  people"  of  this  lasf  great  laboratory  of  self- 
government  in  all  the  world. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  foreword  to  the  fair-chance  program 
upon  which  I  campaigned  in  coming  to  Congress,  and  which 
has  governed  my  actions  and  decisions  here.  I  made  a  two- 
paragraph  statement  which  I  now  ask  leave  to  Include  with 
these  remarks  at  this  point. 

A  PEXSONAL  MESSAGE  FKOM  TOUm  CANDIDATE  FOB  CONCKESS 

Tb«  time  has  come  In  America  to  stop  calling  names  and  to  quit 
trying  to  climb  up  by  tearing  others  down.  It  is  time  for  Govern- 
ment to  provide  a  fair  chance  for  the  free  people  of  this  country. 
America  is  big  enough  to  give  agriculture,  labor,  business,  and  the 
professions  each  a  fair  chance;  by  working  together  for  a  new  day 
the  American  way  this  country  can  continue  to  lead  the  world. 
It  Is  only  by  fighting  among  ovirselves  that  we  can  fall.  As  a 
liberal  Republican.  I  yield  to  no  man  in  my  desire  to  give  the  com- 
mon people  of  this  country  a  fair  chance  in  life  and  insist  this 
fair  chance  can  come  best  under  our  American  system  of  represen- 
tative democracy.  Freedom  and  liberty  are  too  precious  to  trade 
for  any  proRilse  of  reward — a  free  people  can  always  obtain  a  fair 
chance  for  themselves  If  they  retain  control  of  their  government. 
It  is  only  when  rights  to  govern  themselves  are  taken  away  that  the 
common  people  become  permanentiy  distressed. 

The  farm  program  descrll)ed  on  the  reverse  side  and  which  I  am 
advocating  for  the  American  farmer  is  based  on  many  years  of 
experience  in  the  farming  business.  Both  from  my  own  farm  In 
Irfike  County  and  as  a  result  of  coxintless  conferences  with  farmers 
and  farm  leader*.  I  have  learned  from  personal  contact  the  value 
of  the  10  points  in  my  lair-chance  program  for  agriculture.  I  am 
convinced  this  program  will  help  make  your  farm  and  my  farm 
pay — if  it  Is  a  good  plan  for  our  farms  it  Is  a  good  plan  for  farming 
as  a  whole.  If  elected  to  Congress.  I  shall  fight  for  the  adoption  of 
this  program.  I  urge  all  citizens  regardless  of  political  faith  to 
Join  me  in  this  crusade  to  end  bickering  and  quarreling  between 
classes  and  groups  and  to  Join  forces  in  modernizing  Government 
to  provide  a  fair  chance  for  a  free  people. 

Karl  E.  Mundt. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  believed  in  the  validity  of  the  foregoing 
statement  2  years  ago.  I  believe  in  it  today.  I  commend  it 
to  the  careful  consideration  of  us  all  as  we  face  the  troubled 
times  ahead  and  seek  to  utilize  the  devices  of  free  govern- 
ment to  preserve  the  peace  and  protect  the  freedom  of  Amer- 
ica. Some  citizens  may  not  be  interested  in  every  portion  of 
this  program  but  every  citizen  should  be  interested  in  some 
aspects  of  it  because  the  attainment  of  the  goal  of  fairness 
of  opportunity  and  freedom  of  choice  for  everybody  is  a 
fundamental  goal  of  this  Government.  We  must  continue  to 
fight  toward  the  realization  of  this  goal.  I  urge  all  who  hear 
this  talk  or  who  read  it  in  the  Record  to  join  me  in  setting 


into  action  in  every  section  of  this  country  a  great  crusading 
drive  to  rededicate  America  to  its  true  destiny,  and  to  provide 
for  one  and  all  the  fullness  of  opportunity  and  the  preserva- 
tion of  ancient  liberties  which  have  always  been  the  back- 
bone of  the  American  spirit  and  the  American  way  of  life. 
We  must  not  stop  this  crusade  until  victory  is  completely 
and  finally  won.  Let  us  all  devote  ourselves  to  this  task. 
[  Applause.  1 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as 
follows : 

To  Mr.  Arnold  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Barnes)^  indefinitely, 
on  accoimt  of  illness. 

To  Mr.  Fish  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Martin  of  Massachu- 
setts) ,  for  2  weeks,  while  on  military  duty. 

To  Mr.  Curtis  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Michkner)  ,  for  5  days, 

on  account  of  official  business. 

To  Mr.  Seccombe,  for  the  remainder  of  the  week,  to  attend 
a  funeral. 

To  Mr.  Darden  of  Virginia  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Bxtrch), 
indefinitely,  on  account  of  illness. 

extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  quotations  from  the  daily  par>ers. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  „the  gentleman  from  Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  6  o'clock  and 
12  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday.  August  14,  1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE    COMMUNICATIONS,   ETC. 

1902.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV  a  letter  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  War.  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  increase 
the  authorized  number  of  warrant  officers  and  enlisted  men 
in  the  Army  Mine  Planter  Service,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 


REPORTS    OF    COMMITTEES    ON    PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII, 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia:  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Reso- 
lution 567.  Resolution  for  the  consideration  of  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  286.  a  joint  resolution  to  strengthen  the  common 
defense  and  to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and 
units  of  reserve  components  and  retired  personnel  of  the 
Regular  Army  into  active  military  service;  without  amend- 
ment <Rept.  No.  2848).    Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  BLAND:  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisher- 
ies. H.  R.  9921.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  fish  hatcheries  in  connection  with  the  Grand 
Coulee  Dam  project;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2849).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  BLAND:  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fislier- 
ies.  H.  R.  10315.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  United  States  Marl- 
time  Commission  to  furnish  suitable  vessels  for  the  benefit  of 
certain  State  nautical  schools,  and  for  other  purposes;  with 
amendment  <Rept.  No.  2850).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BLAND:  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisher- 
ies. H.  R.  10337.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  order  retired  commissioned  and  warrant  oflBcers 
of  the  Coast  Guard  to  active  duty  during  time  of  national 
emergency,  and  for  other  purposes;  with  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  2851).  Referred  to  the  Conunittee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
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-^!  PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII.  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  JONES  of  Texas: 
H.  R.  10347.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938.  as  amended,  and  for  other  pvu-poses;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  GEARHART: 
H.  R.  10348.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  construction,  ext*>n- 
sion.  and  completion  of  the  Mammoth  Pass  Trans-Sierra 
Highway  between  North  Pork.  Calif.,  and  a  point  near  Mam- 
moth Lakes,  Mono  County.  Calif.;  to  the  Committee  on  Roads. 
By  Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland: 
H.  R.  10349.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  former  certifying 
and  disbursing  officers  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  DEMPSEY: 
H.  R.  10350  (by  request).  A  bill  to  authorize  an  appropria- 
tion for  pa3mient  to  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  Conservancy 
District  of  construction  costs  assessed  against  certain  lands 
within  such  district  acquired  by  the  United  States  for  the 
benefit  of  certain  Indians  in  the  State  of  New  Mexico;  to  the 
Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 

By  Mr.  MAAS: 
H.  R.  10351.  A   bill   to  authorize   the   construction  by   the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  of  Federal  buildings  for  use  as  armories 
for  the  Naval  Reserve  and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 


SENATE 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Untler  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  KENNEDY  of  Maryland: 

H.R.  10352  (by  request).  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fred  J. 
I>uncan:  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

H.  R.  10353.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  W.  Young;  to  the 
Committee  on  Clams. 

H.R.  10354  (by  request).  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Guy  P. 
Allen.  Chief  Disbursing  OfiBcer,  Treasury  Department,  and  for 
Other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

H.R.  10355  (by  request).  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  L. 
Summers,  deceased,  former  disbursing  clerk.  Division  of  Dis- 
bursement, Treasury  Department;  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims.  j 

H.  R.  10356.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  klbert  Goldman  and 
Charles  Lovelius;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  LUDLOW: 

H.  R.  10357.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Dicoff;  to  the 
CtHnmittee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
By  Mr.  WHITE  of  Idaho: 

H.  R.  10358.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  widows  of  the  late 
George  A.  Meffan  and  John  Glenn;  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  dc^  and  referred  as  follows: 

9168.  By  Mr.  HANCOCK:  Petition  signed  by  William  S. 
Welch  and  1.110  other  residents  of  the  Thirty-fifth  Congres- 
sional District,  favoring  the  passage  of  the  General  Welfare 
Act  (H.  R.  5620) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

9169.  By  Mr.  LUDLOW:  Petitions  submitted  by  Ruth  MiU- 
holland  and  residents  of  Indiana,  Ohio.  Massachusetts,  Penn- 
sylvania, and  New  Jersey,  presenting  views  of  Citizens  for 
Peace  and  Defense  on  antiaggression,  adequate  defense,  and 
the  safeguarding  of  our  democracy;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

9170.  By  Mr.  LYNCH:  Petition  of  the  Port  Morris  Com- 
^^^rtunity  Council.  Bronx.  N.  Y..  urging  the  building  of  low-cost 

housing  in  the  lower  Bronx;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 


Wednesday,  August  14,  1940 

{Legislative  day  of  Monday,  August  5,  1940) 
The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 

of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Dimcan  Fraser,  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the 
Epiphany,  Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty. God,  who  seest  that  we  have  no  power  of  our- 
selves to  help  ourselves:  Keep  us  both  outwardly  in  our 
Ixxlies  and  inwardly  in  our  souls,  that  we  may  l>e  defended 
from  all  adversities  which  may  happen  to  the  body  and  from 
all  evil  thoughts  which  may  assault  the  soul,  and  so  may  be 
able  to  do  unto  Thee  true  and  laudable  service.  Through 
Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

THE  JOtntNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
the  reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar 
day  of  Tuesday.  August  13,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDEWT APPHOVAL  OF  BILLS 

Messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
were  conununicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Latta.  one  of  his 
secretaries,  who  also  announced  that  the  President  had  ap- 
proved and  signed  the  following  bills: 
On  August  9,  1940: 

S.  3998.  An  act  to  increase  the  credit  resources  of  the  Com- 
modity Credit  Corporation. 
On  August  13.  1940: 

S.  1114.  An  act  to  extend  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  District  Court.  Territory  of  Hawaii,  over  the  Midway 
Islands.  Wake  Island.  Johnston  Island.  Sand  Island.  King- 
man Reef,  Kure  Island.  Baker  Island,  Howland  Island,  and 
Jarvls  Island,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  2493.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  operation  of  the  recrea- 
tional facilities  withm  the  Chopawamsic  recreational  demon- 
stration project  near  Dumfries.  Va.  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  through  the  National  Park  Service,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

S.  4070.  An  act  to  provide  for  more  uniform  coverage  of 
certain  persons  employed  in  coal-mining  operations  with  re- 
spect to  insurance  benefits  provided  for  by  certain  Federal 
acts,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

S.  4106.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
facilities  in  Marjorie  Park,  Davis  Island,  Tampa.  Fla.,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

CALL  OP  THK  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roil,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Dowuey 

La  FoUette 

Srhwartz 

Andrews 

'  Ellender 

Lee 

BrhweUentiach 

Azhunt 

Frazier 

Lundeen 

Sheppard 

Austin 

George 

licCarran 

Ships  tead 

Barbour 

Gerry 

IfcKellar 

Sluttrry 

Barkley 

Gibson 

licNary 

Smathers 

Bone 

GUlette 

llaloney 

Stewart 

Bridges 

Glass 

Mead 

Taft 

Green 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Bulow 

Guffey 

Mlnton 

"ntomaa.  Okla. 

Burke 

Gumey 

Mvuray 

Tliomaa.  Utah 

Byrd 

Haie 

Neely 

Tobpjr 

Byrnes 

Harrison 

Norria 

Tovnsend 

Capper 

Batch 

Nye 

TruoMui 

Chandler 

Hayden 

O'Mahoney 

Tydlngs 

Cliavez 

Herring 

Overton 

Van  Nuya 

Clark.  Idaho 

Hill 

Pepper 

Wagner 

Clark.  Mo. 

Holman 

Plttman 

Walsh 

Connally 

Holt 

FUdcllfle 

Wheeler 

Danaher 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reed 

White 

Davis 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

WUey 

Donabey 

King 

RtisseU 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  BaileyI,  the  Senator  from  Alabama  (Mr. 
BahkhiadI.  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Bilbo),  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mrs.  CakawatL.  the  Senator  from 
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Delaware  fMr.  HuchesT.  and  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Smith]  are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas]  is  in  camp  with  the 
Illinois  National  Guard,  and  is,  therefore,  unavoidably  de- 
tained. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-seven  Senators 
having  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

:      PETITIONS  AND   MEMORIALS 

Mr.  WALSH  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  praying  that  the  Americas  be  united 
for  peace,  as  advocated  by  Father  Divme,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  also  presented  memorials  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Massachusetts,  remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of 
compulsory  military  trainmg  legislation,  which  were  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  consent  to  present  a 
petition  signed  by  nearly  20,000  citizens  of  New  England,  and 
request  that  the  body  of  the  petition  be  printed  in  the  Record 
and  that  the  petition  itself  lie  on  the  table.  In  this  connec- 
tion I  also  present  the  letter  of  transmittal  accompanying  the 
petition  and  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  letter  and  petition  (without  the  signatures  of  the  pe- 
titioners attached)  are  as  follows: 

Washington,  D.  C,  August  6,  1940. 
The  Honorable  David  I    Walsh, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
DzAM  Senator  Walsh  :  At  the  request  of  the  Committee  to  Defend 
America  by  Aiding  the  Allies,  which  has  its  Massachusetts  head- 
quarters at  45  Devonshire  Street,  Boston,  I  hand  you  herewith  a 
petition  signed  by  nearly  20.000  citizens  of  New  England  urging, 
among  other  things,  adoption  of  the  principle  of  universal  military 
training  which  Is  embodied  In  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  now  pend- 
ing in  Congress. 

Mr.  Mayo  A.  Shattuck.  executive  vice  chairman  of  the  committee, 
wrote  you  about  this  petition  under  date  of  August  1.  urging  that 
you  support  the  bill  in  question  and  oppose  any  amendment  which 
does  not  involve  the  principle  of  service  by  all  citizens  of  the 
Nation. 

Very  respectfully. 

I  ROGES  S.   Okeznx. 

To  the  table: 

(Committee  to  Defend  America,  unify  our  spirit,  speed  our  defenses, 
aid  the  Allies.  William  Allen  White,  national  chairman;  James 
Bryant  Conant.  honorary  New  England  chairman;  Alvan  T.  Fuller. 
New  England  chairman] 

To  Senator  David  I.  Walsh, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
This  committee  was  formed  to  stimulate  public  opinion  to  the 
proposition  that  the  first  line  of  defense  of  American  liberty  lay  In 
aiding  the  Allies.  We  are  still  dedicated  to  that  proposition.  Great 
progress  has  been  made.  Much  remains  to  be  done.  It  is  now 
clear  that  our  first  line  of  defense  must  be  supplemented  and 
strengthened  by  an  irresistible  drive  for  complete  and  Impregnable 
national  defense,  both  moral  and  material.  We  therefore  pledge 
our  efforts  to  the  attainment  of  these  great  objectives: 

I.  national  tTNTTT 

Otir  national  spirit  must  be  united  in  the  belief  that  the  Ameri- 
can way  of  life  Is  best  suited  to  the  attainment  of  happiness  for 
mankind.  Our  determination  that  this  way  of  life  shall  not  perish 
must  be  engraved  in  the  hearts  of  all  Americana. 

n.    NATIONAL   RSARMAMENT 

The  material  supplies  for  military  defense  must  be  created  by 
universal  national  service  and  effort.  The  manpower  for  such  de- 
fense must  be  created  by  universal  mUltary  training.  All  men.  all 
women.  aU  property  must  share  the  burden. 

m.  AID   TO  THE  ALLIES 

So  long  as  the  Allies  or  any  one  of  them  are  fighting,  and  so  long 
as  the  British  Fleet  rides  the  waves  in  the  protection  of  liberty,  we 
must  assure  a  continued  and  increasing  supply  of  materials  and 
aid. 

We.  the  undersigned,  moat  urgently  request  the  President,  our 
Senators,  and  our  Representatives  to  take  Immediate  action  to  ac- 
complish the  ends  above  set  forth  by  legislation  or  by  Executive 
order. 

SELECnVB  COMPULSORY  MILITARY  SERVICE — LETTER  FROM  SISTERS 
or  ST.   JOSEPH,   WHEELING,   W.   VA. 

Mr.  HOLT  presented  a  letter  from  the  Sisters  of  St.  Joseph. 
Wheeling,  W.  Va..  addressed  to  the  chairman  of  the  Senate 


Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

>  St.  Joseph's  Convent, 

Wheeling,  W.  Va. 
The  Honorable  Mokkis  Sheppakd. 

Chairman.  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Deax  Sib:   We.  a  congregation  of  religious  women  numbering  200 
citizens  and  voters,  hereby  make  statement  concerning  our  attitude 
toward  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill: 

1.  We  are  convinced  that  the  draft  should  not  be  compulsory; 
that  if  such  movement  go  into  effect,  the  draft  of  our  men  should 
be  by  voluntary  enlistment. 

2.  That  due  consideration  be  given  as  to  whether  or  not  present 
conditions  Justify  a  measure  so  far  reaching  in  its  effects. 

3.  We  request  specifically  that  in  the  interests  of  the  national 
welfare  the  measure  Itself  provide  for  the  exemption  from  draft  of 
regularly  and  duly  ordained  ministers  of  religion,  for  stjudents  for 
the  priesthood,  and  brothers  \uider  vow  to  serve  the,  works  of 
religion. 

We  trust  that,  with  regard  to  our  dear  United  States  at  least, 
the  announcement  of  the  angels  at  the  birth  of  Christ — "Peace  on 
earth  to  men  of  good  will" — be  carried  out  in  Its  fullness,  and  that 
the  blessing  of  the  Prince  of  Peace  descend  upon  the  world. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Sisters  or  St.  Joseph. 

Wheeling.  W.  Va. 
Mother  M.  Magdalen,  Superior. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEE  ON  CLAIMS 

Mr.  SCHWARTZ,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  which 
were  referred  the  following  bills,  reported  them  each  with- 
out amendment  and  submitted  reports  thereon: 

H.  R.  775.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  W.  M.  Hurley  and  Joe 
Whitson  (Rept.  No.  2006)  ;  and 

H.  R.  8743.  A  bUl  for  the  relief  of  Luther  Haden  (Rept.  No. 
2007). 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  TYDINGS: 

S.  4267.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  suitable  me- 
morial to  the  Twenty-ninth  Division.  American  Expeditionary 
Forces;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library, 
By  Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH : 

S.  4268.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  construction  of  flood-control 
works  on  the  Walla  Walla  River  and  tributaries,  Oreg.  and 
Wash.;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

(Mr.  Wagner  introduced  Senate  bill  4269,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  appears  under  a 
separate  heading.) 

(Mr.  Overton  introduced  Senate  bill  4270.  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  appears 
under  a  separate  heading.) 
By  Mr.  WALSH: 

S.  4271.  A  bill  to  increase  the  number  of  midshipmen  at 
the  United  States  Naval  Academy;  and 

S.  4272.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  approved  March  4.  1925, 
entitled  "An  act  providing  for  sundry  matters  affecting  the 
Naval  Service,  and  for  other  purposes,"  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
By  Mr.  WHITE: 

S.  4273.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Petrin.  Joseph  A. 
Petrin.  Rudolph  Petrin.  Angus  LeBlanc.  William  J.  Demelle. 
Samuel  Fishman.  and  Hector  LaPomte;  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

S.  4274.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  order  retired  commissioned  and  warrant  officers  of  the 
Coast  Guard  to  active  duty  during  time  of  national  emer- 
gency, and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce. 

S.  4275.  A  bill  to  increase  the  authorized  numbers  of  war- 
rant officers  and  enlisted  men  in  the  Army  Mine  Planter 
Service,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

EXTENSION  OF  OLD-AGE  AND  SURVIVORS'  INSURANCE  BENEFITS 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  in- 
troduce a  bill  for  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and. 
preliminary  to  doing  so,  I  wish  to  make  a  few  observations. 
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At  a  time  when  the  energies  of  the  Nation  are  straining 
to  build  impregnable  defenses  against  aggression  from  with- 
out. It  is  especially  important  and  especially  fitting  to  observe 
those  memorable  occasions  in  the  last  7  years  when  our 
democracy  took  decisive  measures  to  preserve  and  strengthen 
the  way  of  life  we  are  preparing  to  defend.  Such  an  occa- 
sion was  the  adoption  5  years  ago  of  the  Social  Security  Act, 
which  I  had  the  honor  and  privilege  of  sponsoring. 

In  1935  the  Nation  was  confronted  with  a  legacy  of  long 
3rears  of  struggle  with  adverse  economic  conditions.  Indus- 
trial unemployment,  destitute  old  age.  and  neglected  youth, 
faced  us  on  every  side.  It  Is  essential  to  remember  that 
these  problems  of  insecurity,  while  accentuated  by  the  de- 
pression, did  not  spring  from  the  depression  alone.  They 
were  the  cumulative  results  of  the  whole  development  of 
our  industrial  system  over  the  course  of  the  present  century. 
They  were  evidenced  in  the  momentous  questions  which  every 
working  man  and  woman  had  been  asking  through  the 
decades,  "How  can  I  provide  for  my  family  when  I  lose  my 
job?  How  can  I  care  for  myself  when  I  become  too  old  to 
work?" 

When  President  Roosevelt  in  Jime  1934  addressed  a  mes- 
sage to  Congress  and  to  the  country  raising  these  challenging 
questions,  the  problems  seemed  too  complex  for  human  un- 
derstanding, much  less  human  solution.  We  had  made  no 
satisfactory  studies  of  imemployment.  gathered  no  adequate 
statistics  of  old  age,  set  up  no  functioning  mechanisms  for 
the  Nation-wide  solution  of  these  difidculties.  We  were  con- 
fronted with  a  vast  and  dissimilar  population  scattered 
throughout  48  States,  each  with  separate  conditions — some 
industrial,  others  agricultural;  some  urban,  others  rural.  It 
would  have  taken  a  bold  man  to  suggest  that  even  within  a 
decade  we  could  have  made  any  appreciable  inroads  upon 
problemS^  so  vast  and  terrifying  in  their  magnitude. 

But  in  the  simimer  of  1934  the  Roosevelt  administration  set 
about  the  task  of  making  the  beginning  of  social  security  in 
rthe  United  States,  with  a  vigor  and  intelligence  unparalleled 
-In  the  history  of  American  public  affairs.  Experts,  gathered 
from  every  section  of  the  country,  spent  long  months  in 
wearisome  study,  making  their  recommendations  to  the  Con- 
gress. When  the  Congress  met  in  1935  it  devoted  itself  to 
the  critical  analysis  and  improvement  of  these  recommenda- 
tions. After  months  of  effort  the  Social  Security  Act 
emerged — a  monument  to  the  constructive  endeavors  of  the 
Seventy-fourth  Congress. 

No  other  single  act  of  Congress  embodies  such  enormous 
advances  in  the  security  and  dignity  of  the  individual  citi- 
zen. Under  the  law,  as  amended  in  1939,  accounts  have  been 
established  for  50,000.000  wage  earners  under  the  old-age  and 
survivors'  insurance  system.  Over  28,000.000  wage  earners 
have  established  wage  credits  under  unemployment-insurance 
laws  now  operating  in  every  State.  To  care  for  those  already 
too  old  to  work,  almost  2.000.000  needy  aged  are  receiving 
assistance  under  the  State-Federal  old-age  pension  plan. 
Effective  programs  have  been  established  for  State-Federal 
cooperation  in  aid  of  dependent  and  crippled  children,  the 
blind,  maternal  and  child  health,  and  public  health. 

Over  $3,000,000,000  in  benefits  have  been  made  available 
since  1935  under  these  insurance  and  assistance  programs. 
And  today,  when  the  accelerating  defense  program  is  making 
unprecedented  demands  on  the  Nation's  labor  force,  the 
United.  States  Elmployment  Service,  now  an  integral  part  of 
our  Job-security  program,  is  bringing  together  millions  of  idle 
workers  and  millions  of  available  jobs.  One  has  only  to 
recall  the  confusion  and  waste  motion  in  accomplishing  a  sim- 
ilar task  during  the  World  War  emergency,  to  appreciate  the 
invaluable  contribution  of  this  splendid  and  efficient  arm 
of  the  national  defense. 

In  £ill  its  phases  the  Social  Security  Act  has  been  a  bulwark 
of  the  American  family  and  the  American  home,  a  stabilizing 
Influence  on  our  economic  S3^stem.  and  a  powerful  safeguard 
against  subversive  forces  that  would  undermine  our  po- 
litical institutions.  Above  all,  the  law  represents  for  all  of 
us  the  proud  expression  of  our  faith  In  the  processes  and 


the  ways  of  democracy  in  c<»nbating  the  ever-present 
enemies  of  poverty  and  Insecurity  in  our  midst. 

In  that  spirit,  which  animated  our  original  approach  to  the 
problem,  we  shall  continue  to  go  forward  to  perfect  the  law. 
improve  its  machinery,  and  extend  its  benefits  to  millions  not 
yet  covered  by  its  terms. 

The  bill  I  am  introducing  today,  at  the  request  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor,  proposes  to  amend  the  Social 
Security  Act  and  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  in  the  following 
major  respects: 

First.  The  bill  would  cover  under  old-age  and  survivors'  In- 
surance all  agricultiu-al  and  domestic  workers,  employees  of 
State  and  local  governments,  non-civll-service  employees  of 
the  Federal  Government,  and  employees  of  nonprofit,  reli- 
gious, charitable  and  educational  institutions,  except  or- 
dained ministers  and  members  of  religious  orders  performing 
their  duties  in  such  orders.  These  amendments  extend  the 
old-age  insurance  protection  of  the  law  to  approximately 
10.000,000  additional  persons.  As  amended  the  act  would 
embrace  virtually  all  wage  earners  now  excluded  from  its  old- 
age  insurance  benefits.  Existing  pension  systems  affecting 
employees  newly  covered  will  be  coordinated  with  the  old- 
age  insurance  system. 

These  changes  in  coverage  would  make  the  Social  Security 
Act  vastly  more  comprehensive  and  would  eliminate  the  in- 
equities which  now  arise  because  workers  frequently  lose  their 
insurance  when  they  shift  from  covered  to  imcovered  employ- 
ment. The  only  excluded  occupations,  other  than  self-em- 
ployment, would  be  some  in  which  earnings  are  negligible 
and  in  which  the  employee  is  spending  only  a  little  time. 
After  a  few  years  there  would  be  comparatively  few  persons 
who  would  not  have  rights  to  old-age  or  survivors'  insurance. 

Second.  The  bill  would  also  extend  coverage  for  unemploy- 
ment compensation  to  about  5.000.000  additional  employees, 
serving  the  Federal  Goverimient  (in  non-civil -service  occupa- 
tions), nonprofit  institutions,  and  enterprises  employing 
fewer  than  8  employees.  The  agricultural -labor  exemption 
is  properly  limited  to  bona  fide  agricultural  workers  as  an 
incident  to  ordinary  farming  operations,  asc  distinguished 
from  manufacturing  or  commercial  operations.  Farm  hands 
and  domestic  labor  in  private  homes  would  a)ntinue  to  be 
excluded  under  these  amendments,  because  of  the  greater 
difficulty  of  determining  unemplosrment  in  these  categories. 

Third.  The  bill  would  increase  the  amount  available  for  old- 
age  assistance  payments  to  poorer  States.  By  changing  from 
a  flat  to  a  variable-grant  basis,  the  PWeral  Government 
would  make  it  possible  for  the  poorer  States  to  pay  old-age 
pensions  as  high  as  those  paid  by  the  wealthier  States,  in 
justice  to  the  aged  in  every  State  and  with  consequent  bene- 
fit to  the  whole  Nation.  The  bill  also  provides  for  equitable 
distribution  of  Federal  grants-in-aid  on  a  State-wide  basis, 
thus  furthering  the  objective  of  fair  treatment  for  all  needy 
aged  persons,  irrespective  of  their  place  of  residence,  and 
establishes  certain  additional  himianitarian  standards  to 
eliminate  hardship  in  deserving  individual  cases. 

I  ask  that  the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Finance,  which  has  already  established  a  special  subcom- 
mittee to  study  various  phases  of  the  Social  Security  Act. 

I  am  confident  the  bill  will  have  the  careful  study  of  this 
subcommittee  when  ^t  begins  its  work  within  the  next  few 
months. 

In  recent  months  the  tragic  lesson  has  been  clearly  taught 
that  armaments  alone  cannot  make  a  Nation  secure  against 
the  total  attack  of  wanton  aggressors  now  despoiLng  a  large 
portion  of  the  civilized  world.  Armaments  alone  cannot 
protect  a  nation  weakened  by  insecurity  and  social  malad- 
justment. In  our  program  of  total  defense,  there  must  be 
no  appeasement  of  the  enemies  within  our  gates,  no  relaxa- 
tion of  our  drive  toward  the  progressive  achievement  of  Social 
Security  for  the  men,  women,  and  children  of  America. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  part  of  my  remarks,  statements  published 
by  the  Social  Security  Board  showing  in  detail  the  progress 
and  achievements  under  the  program. 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
bill  will  be  received  and  referred  as  requested  by  the  Senator 
from  New  York,  and  the  statements  referred  to  by  him  will 
be  published  in  the  Record. 

The  bill  (S.  4269),  to  extend  the  coverage  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  with  respect  to  old-age  and  survivors'  insurance 
and  unemployment  compensation,  to  provide  for  a  variable 
basis  for  Federal  grants  to  States  for  old-age  assistance,  to 
amend  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  and  for  other  purposes, 
was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance. 

The  statements  submitted  by  Mr.  Wagner  are  sis  follows: 

ACCOUPLISHMEIfTS     UndCS     THK     SOdAL-SSCtnUTT     PROGRAM 
OLO-ACC    AND    SURVIVORS'    INSTmANCE 

1935:  No  Oovernment  Insurance  protecting  workers  In  their  old 

1940:  Social  security  accounts  establUhed  for  50.000.000  workers. 
Monthly  benefits  being  paid  to  qualified  workers  and  members  of 
their  families  Since  the  system  was  established  January  1,  1937, 
benefits  paid  amount  to  $38,000,000. 

CMPLOTMENT    SECURITT 

Unemployment   compensation 

1935:  Only  one  State  had  an  unemployment-compensation  law. 
and  no  benefits  had  yet  been  paid  under  thlB  law. 

1940:  Over  28.000.000  wage  earners  Insured  under  laws  now  In 
effect  in  every  State.  Total  benefits  paid  since  the  beginning  of 
the  program  amount  to  over  11.000.000.000. 

Em^ployment  service 

1935:  By  June  30.  only  24  States  were  aflUlated  with  the  Federal- 
State  employment-service  system  set  up  by  the  Wagner-Peyser  Act. 

1940:  Public-employment  offices,  established  In  all  States,  have 
found  Jobs  for  more  than  5,000.000  persons  since  January  1.  1939. 

1  PUBLIC   ASSISTANCE 

I  Old-age  assistance 

1935:  About  314.000  needy  old  people  were  aided  under  State  and 
local  old-age  assistance  laws  In  Augtist  1935. 

1940:  All  States  and  Territories,  with  the  help  of  the  Federal 
Oovernment.  making  assistance  pajrments  to  nearly  2.000.000  old 
people.  Payments  made  since  the  program  began  amounted  to 
$1,502,000,565. 

Aid  to  dependent  children 

1935:  On  August  1935  approximately  110.000  families,  taking  care 
of  275.000  dependent  children,  received  this  kind  of  aid. 

1940:  Approximately  335.900  mothers  and  other  near  relatives, 
caring  for  807.900  children,  receiving  cash  allowances.  About 
tlu-ee-fourths  of  the  States,  with  the  help  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, are  providing  such  aid.  Payments  from  combined  Federal, 
State,  and  local  funds  since  the  program  began,  total  $350,154,088. 

Aid  to  the  blind 

1935:  About  33.000  needy  blind  people  were  receiving  this  kind 
of  assistance  in  August  1935. 

1940:  More  than  three-fourths  of  the  States  are  cooperating  with 
the  Federal  Qoverriment  to  provide  aid  to  some  48.000  needy  blind. 
Payments  under  this  program  amount  to  $46,990,632. 

Ttvx  Years  or  Social  Security 

The  fifth  birthday  of  the  American  social -secvirlty  program  will 
be  olxserved  on  August  14.  1940.  A  measure  of  historic  significance 
and  enduring  value,  the  social-security  bill  was  laid  before  Presi- 
dent Roosevelt  for  his  signature  on  August  14.  1935.  The  two 
Houses  of  Congress  had  already  endorsed  It  by  an  overwhelming 
nonpartisan  vote — In  the  Senate.  77  affirmative  votes  and  only  6 
negative-  In  the  House.  372  votes  for  the  social-security  measure  and 
only  33  against.  The  President,  In  signing  the  bill,  declared  that 
passage  of  this  measure  alone  was  sufficient  to  make  the  work  of 
Congress  that  session  outstanding. 

Four  years  later,  on  August  10.  1939.  amendments  which  signally 
broadened  and  strengthened  the  social-security  program  were 
adopted  by  Congress,  again  by  a  sweeping  nonpartisan  vote,  and 
signed  by  the  President.  - 

The  United  States  EmplojTnent  Service  was  coordinated  with  the 
Social  Security  Boards  Bureau  of  Unemployment  Compensation  on 
•July  1  1939  This  organization  wlU  play  an  Important  part  In  the 
program  for  national  defense.  It  has  been  designated  as  the  offi- 
cial agency  to  recruit  men  and  women  needed  fo-  Jobs  in  the  defense 
industries  and  to  refer  workers  for  training.  Each  one  of  the 
Nation-wide  network  of  1,600  full-time  employment  offices  and  2.000 
additional  locations  regularly  visited  by  traveling  representatives  wiU 
do  Its  part  In  mobilizing  manpower  to  produce  ships,  tanks,  air- 
planes, and  army  equipment. 

One  of  the  amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act  passed  In  1939 
requires  that  State  agencies  administering  social-security  programs 
to  which  the  Federal  Government  contributes  must  have  personnel 
merit  systems  All  of  the  States  have  now  adopted  standards  for  a 
merit  system  of  personnel  administration.  Placing  personnel  selec- 
tion and  administration  on  a  merit  basis  will  not  only  result  In 


more  efficient  operation  of  the  State  public-assistance  and  employ- 
ment-security programs  but  will  tend  to  stabilize  and  improve 
Federal-State  relations. 

The  Social  Sectulty  Act.  with  Its  extensive  programs  of  Insurance 
against  future  need  and  di^ct  assistance  to  those  already  In  want, 
has  benefited  the  American  people  greatly  in  this  relatively  short 
span  of  5  years.  Literally  millions  of  Americans  are  already  par- 
ticipating In  the  program  and  reaping  Its  benefits;  many  more 
stand  to  gain  in  future  years  from  Its  operation. 

The  old-age  and  survivors'  Insurance  program  protects  mllUona 
of  American  wage  earners  and  their  families  against  the  time  when 
death  or  old  age  may  put  a  stop  to  earnings.  Fifty  million  workers 
how  have  social -security  accounts.  In  which  the  Social  Security 
Board  will  record  their  wages  throughout  their  working  years,  which 
entitle  them  to  benefits  under  this  program.  Monthly  Insurance 
payments  to  retired  workers  and  their  wives  and  to  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  workers  who  have  died  are  already  being  paid  to  102.941 
people.  These  payments  amount  to  $1,924,000  a  month.  A  total  of 
$38.'J00.000  for  all  the  various  types  of  benefits  provided  had  been 
paid  out  by  June  30. 

The  employment-security  program  with  its  dual  functions  of 
unemployment  compensation  and  employment  service  has  meant 
the  payment  of  weekly  out-of-work  benefits  of  over  a  billion  dollars 
during  a  relatively  short  period,  in  most  States  a  period  of  2  years 
or  less,  and  the  filling  of  nearly  30.000.000  Jobs  since  1933.  when  the 
employment  service  was  first  established  on  Its  present  basis.  In 
1939  and  the  first  6  months  of  1940  alone  over  5.000.000  Jobs  have 
been  filled.  More  than  28.000.000  workers  have  earned  credits 
toward  benefits  under  State  unemployment-compensation  laws,  and 
during  the  current  month  nearly  1,500.000  Jobless  workers  are 
drawing  such  benefits. 

The  public-assistance  program,  which  provides  aid  to  the  needy 
aged,  the  needy  blind,  and  dependent  children  through  Federal- 
State  cooperation,  is  helping  nearly  3.000.000  monthly.  This  in- 
cludes 1.983.900  old  people.  807.900  children,  and  48.000  blind.  Total 
monthly  payments  from  Federal.  State,  and  local  funds  to  these 
groups  of  the  needy  come  to  $1.899.154.185 — $1,602,009,665  for  old- 
age  assistance.  $46,990,532  for  aid  to  the  blind,  and  $350,154,088  for 
aid  to  dependent  children.  During  the  month  of  August  alone  It 
Is  estimated  that  over  $50,000,000  wiU  be  paid  out  for  publlo 
assistance. 

Altogether  more  than  $3,000,000,000  has  been  distributed  In  direct 
cash  payments  during  the  past  5  years  under  these  Insurance  and 
assistance  programs. 

Each  dollar  that  contributes  to  this  grand  total  of  billions  has 
not  only  been  of  direct  benefit  to  the  recipient  but  has  aided  the 
community  in  which  he  lives  and  the  entire  country  by  maintaining 
purchasing  power.  The  moderate  payments  made  under  the  social- 
security  programs  are  used  to  pay  for  everyday  living  expenses  and 
are  thus  piped  right  back  into  the  stream  of  business  from  whlcU 
they  were  drawn. 

But  the  value  of  the  social -security  program  to  the  American 
Nation  cannot  be  measured  in  terms  of  dollars  and  cents  alone. 
Socially,  It  has  a  greater  significance — that  of  preserving  the  Ameri- 
can home  and  protecting  the  foundations  of  family  life.  Confidence 
and  hope  have  replaced  the  emotional  strain  and  tension  that 
formerly  beset  a  family  when  earnings  stopped  and  Insecurity 
threatened.  Real  security  depends  not  merely  upon  assiirance 
against  want,  but  upon  the  wiping  out  of  the  fear  of  want. 

The  social -security  program  which  we  now  have  Is  one  capable 
of  Infinite  extension  and  development,  building  on  the  foundation 
already  laid.  One  line  of  development  which  has  already  received 
some  consideration  Is  that  of  extension  of  coverage  under  the  two 
Insurance  programs  to  groups  now  excluded.  For  both  old-age  and 
survivors'  Insurance  and  unemployment  compensation,  protection  is 
extended  almost  entirely  to  wage  earners  In  commercial  and  Indus- 
trial lines  of  work.  The  types  of  work  covered  by  old-age  and  sur- 
vivors' Insurance,  and  the  number  In  each  Industrial  grouping  la 
Indicated  by  the  following  break-down  of  wage  reports  for  the  third 
quarter  of  1939  for  approximately  25.000.000  workers.  This  tlguro 
does  not  Indicate  the  total  number  engaged  in  covering  employment, 
as  many  may  have  wage  credits  previously  or  subsequently  earned 
who  were  not  employed  during  the  3  months  of  this  quarter,  or  who 
may  have  been  working  In  an  excluded  occupation  at  the  time. 
These  25,000.000  workers  are  working  In  the  following  industries: 

Manufacturing 11. 110.000 

Construction w 1. 329.  000 

Transportation 961.  000 

Utilities  -- - 869.  000 

Wholesale  and  leUU  trade 5. 150.  000 

Finance 236.  000 

Insurance 460,  000 

Real  estate 470,  000 

Mining 776. 000 

Service 3.  062.  000 

Professional  service 283.  000 

Other  industries •_ 240,000 

The  Industrial  break-down  for  workers  covered  by  State  unem- 
ployment compensation  laws  Is  similar.  Figures  for  1938  show  a 
monthly  average  employment  of  21.000,000  people.  Again,  this  fig- 
ure does  not  indicate  th?  total  number  engaged  in  employment 
covered  by  State  unemployment  compensation  laws  as  It  is  a  monthly 
average,  and  a  cumulative  figure  of  those  who  have  wages  credited 
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to  them  uxuler  State  laws  is  28.000,000.     Ezcliidliig   the  SUte   of 
Pennsylvania,  for  which  there  are  no  Industry  figures,  the  number 
of  wcrkers  by  Industries  Is  as  follows: 
Mining 61«.  000 

Muntfacturlng 7.  921.  OOO 

Tmnsportatlon,  communication,  and  utilities 2,486.000 

Wholesale  and  retail  trade 4.521,000 

All    otheiB 2.500.000 

The  most  Immediate  question  with  regard  to  amending  the  Social 
Security  Act  relates  to  workers  covered  by  the  insurance  programs 
who  may  be  conscripted  for  military  training.  The  Social  Security. 
Beard  is  studjrlng  proposed  amendments  which  will  assure  that  the 
benefit  credits  of  persons  drafted  will  not  be  Jeopardized.  Another 
amendment  on  which  the  Board  has  already  stated  Its  position 
relates  to  the  development  of  some  form  of  variable  grant  system 
which  will  enable  poorer  States  to  make  more  nearly  adequate  public 
assistance  payments  to  their  needy.  The  Board  has  also  recom- 
mended the  liberalization  of  unemplojrment  compensation  benefits, 
suggesting,  on  the  basis  of  Its  study  and  experience,  that  the  fol- 
lowii^  changes  could  be  made  In  State  laws : 

1.  "fiiat  the  waiting  period  be  reduced  to  1  week; 

2  That  the  mmlmum  benefit  pajrment  be  raised  to  at  least  $5  per 
>k  In  all  States; 

3.  That  the  weekly  benefit  rate  be  increased,  and  the  maximum 
raised  to  at  least  120  per  week; 

4.  That  the  duration  of  benefits  be  lengthened,  and  In  States  with 
BUfficlent  funds,  benefits  be  paid  for  a  uniform  maximum  period  of 
16  weeks  to  all  eligible  claimants; 

5.  That  benefits  for  partial  iinemployment  be  paid  in  all  States; 
and 

6  That  the  eligibility  and  disqualification  provisions  of  State  laws 
be  simplified  so  as  to  permit  more  prompt  payment  of  benefits. 

"There  will  be  no  retreat  for  social  security  as  the  result  of  the 
^lefense  program."  declared  Social  Security  Board  Chairman  Arthur 
J.  Altmeyer  in  a  statement  today  reviewing  the  first  5  years  of 
progress  under  the  Social  Security  Act.  which  was  signed  August 
14.  1935.  "The  stabilization  of  family  Income  represented  by  the 
social-insurance  and  public-assistance  programs  has  become  more 
Important  than  It  was  before.  The  demands  of  defense  industries 
are  putting  the  employment  services  5  years  ahead  of  schedule  in 
achieving  a  more  rational  organization  of  the  national  labor 
market. 

"Nd  European  nation  has  found  It  necessary  to  curtail  its  soclal- 
Issvu^nce  program  in  the  face  of  actual  war."  Mr.  Altmeyer  pointed 
out.  "Here  there  Is  likelihood  of  Judicious  strengthening  of  the  act 
as  a  bulwark  for  the  Internal  defense  of  the  American  economic 
system. 

"As  a  further  contribution  to  stabilizing  American  family  In- 
come, the  emplojrment  service  last  year  placed  more  than  3.500.- 
000  persons  in  Jobs,  a  figure  which  will  be  surpassed  in  the  current 
jrear,"  Mr.  Altmeyer  continued.  "The  defense  program  relies  today 
upon  the  State  employment  services  coordinated  through  the  So- 
cial Sectirity  Board  for  channeling  skilled  personnel  to  key  m- 
tlU5  tries." 

He  outlined  the  progress  made  under  each  of  the  major  Social 
Security  Board  programs,  as  follows: 

"There  are  more  than  1.500  emplo3mtient  ofllces  in  strategically 
located  communities  throughout  the  country  and  more  than  3,000 
branch  offices.  These  offices  are  taking  their  place  as  the  central 
Clearing  houses  for  all  types  of  labor.  Through  the  State  bureaus 
Of  trnployinent  securnv  they  facilitate  the  movement  of  labor  frrm 
community  to  community,  rendering  prompt  service  to  employers 
when  a  demond  for  labor  arises  They  serve  to  check  the  fruitless 
and  often  tragic  migration  of  labor  to  points  where  there  19  no 
real  demand.  A  similar  coordination  of  information  through  other 
affiliated  SUte  employment  services  throughout  the  Nation  helps 
to  rationalize  the  flow  of  labor  across  State  lines. 

"Since  the  national-defense  program  has  occasioned  new  demands 
for  special  skills,  this  Interstate  clearance  of  information  hss  put 
thousands  of  machinists,  toolmakers.  diemakers,  mechanics,  engi- 
neers, and  other  skilled  and  professional  workers  onto  the  Job  in 
Irdustrles  manufacturing  defense  materials.  Selective  tests,  which 
carefully  check  the  skills  of  applicants,  are  being  increasingly  per- 
fected to  be  stire  that  the  most  competent  workers  take  the  vital 
Jcbe. 

"For  workers  who  face  the  loss  of  pay  checks  when  Jobs  fold  up 
an  unemployment-compensation  system  is  now  in  operation  In 
every  State.  This  month  nearly  1.500.000  iinemployed  workers  are 
receiving  compensation  based  upon  their  past  wages.  More  than 
38.000.000  workers  have  earned  credit  toward  such  benefits.  More 
than  $1,000,000,000  has  been  paid  to  unemployed  workers  since  this 
system  was  established.  So  soimd  is  its  financial  base  that  current 
reaerves  have  led  the  Social  Security  Board  to  recommend  that  bene- 
fits be  Increased  to  a  more  adequate  level. 

"These  employment-security  pjrograms.  like  the  public  assistance 
progrcxns.  are  State  administered.  They  meet  certain  standards  as 
to  theJr  administration  and  their  personnel  must  be  selected  upon 
the  basis  of  an  adequate  merit  system  of  their  own;  when  they  do, 
they  receive  Federal  aid.  They  have  served,  thus,  to  improve  vastly 
the  professional  quality  of  public  administration  in  these  fields." 

Turning  to  the  Federal  social -Insurance  system.  Chairman  Alt- 
meyer described  its  transition  from  a  program  which  paid  benefits 
only  to  aged  Individual  workers  Xp  a  system  which  provides  current 
protection  for  the  worker's  entire  family. 


"The  widows,  orphans,  or  dependent  parents  of  deceased  workers 
Insured  under  old-age  and  survivors'  insurance  are  now  eligible  for 
monthly  benefits  ranging  up  to  more  than  $80  per  family  per 
month,"  Chairman  Altmeyer  said.  "Benefits  received  through  the 
years  may  total  as  hi^jh  as  ten  or  fifteen  thousand  dollars  or  even 
more  for  a  single  family.  Benefit  payments  for  families,  as  provided 
by  the  amendments  of  August  1939,  began  in  January  of  this  year. 

"After  7  months  of  operation  132.000  persons  are  receiving 
monthly  benefits,  which  come  to  them  as  a  matter  of  right  under 
a  contributory  social -Insurance  sjrstem.  Monthly  benefits  now  be- 
ing paid  total  more  than  $2,500,000  each  month  and  the  figure  is 
rising  steadily.  More  than  40,000,000  workers  have  wage  credits 
toward  such  benefits.  Beneflu  are  soundly  related  to  average 
monthly  wages  and  hence  to  the  Joint  contributions  that  workers 
and  the  employers  have  made.  It  is  a  financially  sound  system 
that  Is  paying  Its  own  way." 

Chairman  AJtmeyer  pointed  out  that  these  programs  protected 
workers,  who  had  built  up  claims  as  the  result  of  contributions  by 
themselves  or  their  employers.  -Such  contributory  programs  oc- 
cupy the  first  line  of  defense  against  want, "  he  said.  "They  enable 
those  who  have  regular  wages  to  plan  for  their  own  future.  Behind 
them  stands  another  program  which  provides  income  for  those  In 
need,  but  who  have  no  regular  wages  and  therefore  cannot  build 
up  rights  to  social -insurance  benefits.  These  are  the  public-assist- 
ance protcrams  for  the  needy  aged,  the  needy  blind  and  for  depend- 
ent children." 

He  described  progress  under  these  programs  as  follows: 

"About  2.000.000  needy  old  people  are  receiving  financial  aid  under 
the  public-assistance  provisions  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  All 
States  and  Territories  have  plans  for  giving  old-age  assistance,  and 
within  the  past  5  years  over  $1,500,000,000  has  been  paid  out  from 
Federal.  State,  and  local  funds.  The  Federal  Government  pa3r8  ap- 
proximately half  of  the  cost. 

"Approximately  three-fourths  of  the  States  are  receiving  Federal 
funds  to  help  them  In  giving  assistance  to  dependent  children. 
Nearly  808.000  needy  children  In  over  335.000  homes  are  now  being 
aided.  To  date  a  total  of  $350,000,000  has  been  paid  In  this  form 
of  aid  from  Federal.  State,  and  local  funds. 

"Aid  to  needy  blind  people  is  provided  in  more  than  three-fourths 
of  the  States  with  the  aid  of  Federal  funds.  About  48.000  person* 
are  receiving  this  form  of  assistance  and  total  payments  have 
reached  nearly  $47,000,000. 

"More  than  $3,000,000,000  have  been  paid  out  under  the  five 
benefit-paying  programs." 

RELIEF  OP  PERSONS  INDUCTED  INTO  MILITARY  AND  NAVAL   SERVICX 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr  President.  I  ask  consent  to  introduce 
a  bill  for  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  It 
is  a  bill  to  promote  and  strengthen  the  national  defense  by 
smpending  enforci?ment  of  certain  dvll  liabilities  of  certain 
persons  serving  in  the  Military  and  Naval  Establishments. 

This  bill  is  in  line  with  the  amendment  which  I  offered  and 
the  Senate  adopted  to  the  National  Guard  bill,  and  In  line 
with  the  amendment  I  have  proposed  to  the  pending  bill. 
The  only  difTerence  is  that  the  bill  I  now  send  to  the  desk 
covers  a  somewhat  larger  field  and  goes  somewhat  more  into 
detail  with  reference  to  the  relief  to  be  given  to  those  who 
are  to  be  inducted  into  the  military  service  for  training  under 
the  pending  legislation. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  bill 
will  be  received  and  referred  as  requested  by  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

The  bill  (8.  4270)  to  promote  and  strengthen  the  national 
defense  by  suspending  enforcement  of  certain  civil  liabilities 
of  certain  persons  serving  in  the  Military  and  Naval  Estab- 
lishments was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

SELECTIVE   COMPULSORY   MILITARY   SERVICE— AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  BARBOUR,  Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,  and  Mr.  OlklA- 
HONEY  each  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  them,  respectively,  to  the  bill  (S.  4164)  to  protect 
the  integrity  and  insUtuUons  of  the  United  States  through 
a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military  training  and  serv- 
ice, which  were  severally  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to. 
be  printed. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  me  to  the  pending  bill 
(S.  4164)  and  ask  that  it  be  read  by  the  clerk,  printed,  and 
lie  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objecUon,  the 
amendment  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  Section  5,  subsecUon  C,  on  page  20. 
line  13.  after  the  word  "duties",  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
the  period  and  insert  a  comma  and  the  words  "and  studenU 
who  at  the  time  of  the  approval  of  this  act  are  preparing  for 
the  ministry  in  recognized  theological  or  divinity  schools." 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  wiU  be 
received,  printed,  and  lie  on  the  table. 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  WALSH  ON  OUR  NAVY  FOR  OUR  OWN  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  Walsh  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  radio  address  delivered  by  him  on  Tuesday, 
August  13.  1940.  on  the  subject.  Our  Navy  for  Our  Own  De- 
fense, which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  ON  PEACETIME   CGNSCRIPTIQN   BY   SENATOR   NYE 

[Mr,  Nye  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  radio  address  on  peacetime  conscription  delivered 
by  him  on  August  9,  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.  1 

ADDRESS    ON    CONSCRIPTION    BY    SENATOR    HOLT 

[Mr.  Holt  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  radio  address  on  the  subject  of  conscription,  deliv- 
ered by  him  on  July  30.  1940.  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

ARTICLE    ON    CONSCRIPTION    FROM    RELIGIOUS    TELESCOPE 

[Mr.  Holt  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  on  conscription  published  in  Religious 
Telescope,  the  ofBcial  organ  of  the  United  Brethren  Church, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

nrXH   ANNIVERSARY  OF  INAUGURATION  OF  SOCIAL   SECURITY   LAW 

[Mr,  Harrison  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  relative  to  the  5  years  of  the  admin- 
istration of  the  social-security  law,  prepared  by  the  Admin- 
istrator. Hon.  Paul  V.  McNutt,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.  ] 

address  by  prof,  max  LERNER  at  CAMBRIDGE,  MASS. 

[Mr.  Pepper  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  address  delivered  by  Prof.  Max.  Lerner,  of  Williams 
College,  under  the  auspices  of  the  Harvard  Defense  Group, 
at  Cambridge,  Mass.,  July  30,  1940,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.  1 

article   on    ambassador   BULLITT   BY   GENEVIEVE   CLARK   THOMSON 

[Mr.  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  article  by  Genevieve  Clark  Thomson, 
published  in  the  New  Orleans  Item-Tribune  of  August  11. 
1940.  entitled  "The  Strange  Career  of  the  Ebullient  Ambas- 
sador Bullitt,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

disposal  of  DESTROYERS  TO  ENGLAND — EDITORIAL  FROM  ST.  LOUIS 

post -DISPATCH 

[Mr,  Clark  of  Missouri  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  St.  Louis  Post- 
Dispatch  of  Monday,  August  12.  1940,  entitled  "The  Retired 
Admirals  Sound  Off,"  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ANNOUNCEMENT  BY  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE  AS  TO  ENFORCEMENT 

OF   HATCH   ACT 

[Mr.  Hatch  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  a  statement  issued  by  the  Department  of  JusUce  rela- 
tive to  the  enforcement  of  the  Hatch  Act,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

SELECTIVE   COMPULSORY  MXLITARY   SERVICE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  ^S.  4164) 
to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the  United  States 
through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military  training 
and  service. 

Mr,  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  In  view  of  the  fact  that  a 
letter  was  read  from  my  State  yesterday  intimating  what  the 
sentiment  is  in  Montana,  I  desire  to  read  a  paragraph  from 
a  letter  which  I  have  received  from  Rev.  Oscar  L,  Olsrud,  an 
American  preacher  of  Norwegian  descent.  He  says,  in  a  let- 
ter dated  August  11,  1940: 

Today  following  church  services  at  Skaar.  N.  Dak  .  on  the  State 
boundary  line,  a  vote  was  taken  on  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill. 
There  were  48  citizens  present  who  took  part  in  this  vote.  One 
voted  in  favor  of  passing  the  bill  and  47  voted  against  passage. 
Here  Is  a  fair  example  of  what  the  church-going  people  of  the  plains 
of  eastern  Montana  and  western  North  Dakou  think  about  com- 
pulsory military  training  In  peacetime. 

I  ask  that  the  letter  from  this  clergyman  be  inserted  in 
the  Record. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is 

so  ordered. 


The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Savacb,  Mont..  August  10,  1940. 
Senator  B.  K.  Wheeler. 

Washingrton,  DC. 
DiAB  Senator  Wheeler:  I  was  much  grieved  to  hear  that  C<d. 
Charles  A.  Lindbergh  had  in  Congress  been  called  the  chief  of  "flftn 

columnlsu."  ^    ..  .   *  -.„«.      « 

Colonel  Lindbergh  is  a  sincere  man  who  has  the  best  interests  oi 
the  American  people  at  heart.  He  Is  most  loyal  to  traditional  Amer- 
icanism. His  sund  is  harmonious  with  the  Monroe  Doctrine: 
Defend  America  but  do  not  get  Involved  In  European  wars.  He  has 
revealed  a  soundness  of  understanding  and  Judgment  superior  to 
that  of  the  average  public  servant.  ,  ,.   ^ 

One  is  tempted  to  suspect  that  any  man  who  labels  Colonel  lAna- 
bergh  a  "fifth  columnist"  is  himself  a  "fifth  column"  agent  of  th« 
selfish  interests  who  are  attempting  to  Involve  this  Nation  In  war. 

The  greai  masses  of  American  people  are  opposed  to  entrance  Into 
this  war.  If  Congress,  contrary  to  the  desire  of  the  people,  pro- 
ceeds to  pass  legislation  leading  to  war.  then  the  principles  of  de- 
mocracy are  being  tragically  violated  and  we  have  chaos,  more  hor- 
rible than  can  be  Imagined,  to  look  forward  to  for  America. 

To  pass  the  Burke-Wadsworth  compulsory  military  training  bill. 
against  the  wish  of  the  people.  Is  an  act  of  dictatorship,  not  ol 
democracy. 

The  "fifth-column"  activity  of  the  special  Interests  Is  the  most 
dangerous  foe  we  have  to  contend  with  In  America  today. 

With  millions  of  other  Americans,  my  sincere  prayer  is.  "God 
bless  America."  To  be  consistent  with  this  prayer,  we  must  keep 
ourselves  Informed  on  principles  of  truth  and  Justice  and  not  permit 
ourselves  to  be  deceived  by  false  leaders. 

We  much  appreciate.  Senator  Wheeleb,  what  you  are  doing  to 
uphold  the  rlghU  of  the  common  people. 

Respectfully  yours,  Oscar  L.  Olsrub. 

Enclosed:  Cltisens'  vote  on  Burke-Wadsworth  bUl.  47  to  1  against 
passage. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  worked  out  an  amendment  to 
the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  deferring  the  military  training  of 
certain  groups,  ministers,  and  others.  The  amendment  was 
not  satisfactory  to  all  the  churches.  On  August  12  I  sub- 
mitted amendments  which  do  have  their  approval,  and  which 
I  should  like  to  have  made  a  part  of  my  remarks,  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  a  statement  explaining  my  amendments  in  detail. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  amendments  are  as  follows: 

Amendments  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado 
to  the  bill  (S.  4164 »  to  protect  the  Integrity  and  institutions  of  the 
United  States  through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military 
training  and  service,  via:  On  page  20,  between  lines  2  and  3,  insert 

the  following:  ^    ....     * 

"(c)  Regular  or  duly  ordained  ministers  of  religion  and  students 
who  are  preparing  for  the  ministry  in  theological  or  divinity  schools 
recognized  as  such  for  more  than  1  year  prior  to  the  date  of  enact- 
ment of  this  act  shall  be  exempt  from  training  and  service  (but  not 
from  registration)  under  this  act."  -...^v.. 

On  page  20.  Une  3.  strike  out  "(c) "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof    (d) . 

On  page  20.  line  9.  beginning  with  the  word  "Interest ",  strike  out 
all  down  to  and  including  "duties"  in  line  13  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "Interest."  ^^  _ 

On  page  20.  lines  15  and  16.  strike  out  "except  in  the  case  of 
regular  or  duly  ordained  ministers." 

On  page  21,  line  3,  strike  out  "(d)"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "(e)  .•* 

The  statement  submitted  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  is  as 
follows: 

The  amendment  to  8.  4164  which  I  have  Introduced  is  designed  to 
exempt  from  the  training  and  service  in  the  land  and  naval  forces 
of  the  United  States  ministers  of  religion  and  students  for  the  min- 
istry. This  amendment.  I  believe,  is  satisfactory  to  the  various 
religious  denominations  within  the  United  States.  It  has  been 
drafted  in  such  a  manner  as  to  ehmlnate,  insofar  as  it  is  possible, 
any  opportunity  to  abuse  the  right  of  a  bona  fide  minister  of  religion 
or  divinity  student  to  be  exempt  from  compulsory  military  training. 

I  contend  that  such  an  exemption  Is  necessary.  Religion,  of  ne- 
cessity, must  have  a  place  of  Importance  in  a  democracy,  and  the 
function  of  a  democratic  government  Is  to  encourage  In  every  way 
possible  the  free  exercise  of  religion.  It  is  obvious  and  beyond  argu- 
ment that  to  subject  ministers  of  religion  to  compulsory  mUltary 
training  is  to  seriously  interfere  with,  if  not  completely  to  suspend. 

this  right.  ,  .     ..  ., 

The  maintenance  of  this  ministry  In  a  democratic  society  demands 
and  has  as  a  necessary  corollary  the  education  of  men  who  will  con- 
tinue the  beneficial  and  necessary  exercise  of  this  function.  There- 
fore I  have  made  provision  for  the  exemption  of  students  who  are 
preparing  for  the  ministry.  ._     „  ^  ..w  *  *w  < 

May  I  bring  to  the  attention  of  Senators  the  fact  that  the  provi- 
sions of  my  amendment  are  similar  to  the  provisions  of  the  Draft  Act 
of  1917  That  act  exempted  from  the  draft  regular  or  duly  or- 
dained ministers  of  religion  and  students  preparing  for  the  ministry. 
In  presenting  this  amendment  to  the  Senate  I  assume  that  those 
persons  charged  with  the  administration  of  this  act  will  give  to 
religion  its  proper  place  in  a  democratic  form  of  government,  and  to 
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this  end  will  adopt  such  rules  and  regxilatlons  as  will  embody  the 
accepted  definitions  of  the  terms  "regular  or  duly  ordained  ministers 
of  religion'   as  these  terms  are  meant  within  this  amendment. 

A  duly  ordained  minister  of  religion  as  used  in  my  amendment 
should  mean  a  person  who  has  been  ordained  in  accordance  with  the 
ceren»oi^lal.  ritual,  or  discipline  of  a  church,  religious  sect,  or  organi- 
zation established  on  the  basis  cf  a  community  of  faith  and  belief, 
doctrines,  and  practices  of  a  religious  character,  to  preach  and  to 
teach  the  doctrines  cf  such  church,  sect,  or  organization  and  to 
administer  the  rites  and  ceremonies  thereof  in  public  worship,  and 
who  as  his  regular  and  customary  vocation  preaches  and  teaches  the 
principles  of  religion  and  administers  the  ordinances  of  public 
worship  as  embodied  In  the  creed  <x  principles  of  such  church,  sect, 
or  organization. 

A  regular  minister  of  religion,  as  used  In  my  amendment,  should 
mean  a  person  who  as  his  customary  vocation  preaches  and  teaches 
the  principles  of  a  religion  of  a  church,  a  religious  sect,  or  organiza- 
tion of  which  he  Is  a  member,  without  having  been  formally  or- 
dained as  a  minister  of  religion,  and  who  Is  recognized  by  such 
church,  sect,  or  organization  as  a  regular  minister. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  presumed  to 
solicit  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  point  out  that  there  is 
evidence  that  the  War  Department  has  not  with  strict  fidelity 
enforced  and  observed  the  act  of  June  4,  1920,  authorizing 
1-year  enlistments  at  the  option  of  the  soldier,  not  at  the 
option  of  the  War  Department,  and  I  read  from  a  speech  of 
Representative  Michener,  of  Michigan.  I  now  read  again 
from  Mr.  Michener  s  speech  of  August  12: 

I  called  up  the  United  States  Army  recruiting  station  on  Penn- 
sylvania Avenue.  In  the  city  of  Washington,  by  telephone,  advising 
that  I  was  a  young  man  who  wanted  to  enlist  in  the  Army  for  a 
period  of  1  year  during  this  emergency.  I  was  promptly  told  that 
1-J^ear  enlistments  were  not  being  received  by  the  recruiting  sta- 
tions and  that  the  shortest  perod  for  which  I  could  enlist  was  3 
years.  I  called  the  attention  of  the  officer  to  the  letter  from  The 
Adjutant  General's  office  which  I  have  Included  In  these  remarks, 
and  then  I  told  the  recruiting  officer  who  I  was  and  he  then  ad- 
mitted that  1-year  enlistments  were  possible  under  the  law.  but 
gave  me  the  substance  of  the  regulations  and  advised  that  recruit- 
ing stations  discouraged  1-year  enlistments. 

I  have  received  a  telegram  signed  "M.  Doughty.  410  Eliza- 
beth Manor  Apartments.  Upper  Darby,  Pa."  Upper  Darby 
is  in  Delaware  County,  Pa.     The  telegram  is  as  follows: 

Army  recruiting  station.  Philadelphia,  says  3-year  enlistment 
only.     Why? 

Mr.  President,  those  favoring  the  pending  conscription  or 
draft  bill  or  selective-service  bill— the  latter  being  terms 
euphemistically  used  by  those  who  dislike  the  word  "draft." 
but  the  words  mean  the  same  thing — are  asking  us  to  grant 
to  the  War  Department  enormous  powers,  powers  that  run 
to  the  roots  of  government,  and  deal  vitally  with  the  plans 
and  destiny  of  millions  of  young  men;  yet  the  very  Depart- 
ment asking  these  vast  powers  have  not  faithfully  and  with 
strict  fidelity  employed  the  powers  already  granted.  Some 
of  the  recruiting  stations  have  misinformed  applicants  and 
have  discouraged  them  when  they  attempted  to  enlist  for  1 
year.  It  should  be  remembered  that  the  act  of  1920  gives  to 
applicants — not  to  the  War  Department — the  option  of  en- 
listing for  1  year,  if  the  applicant  so  chooses. 

Mr.  President,  those  who  ask  that  greater  power  be  granted 
to  them  should  first  prove  to  the  coimtry  that  they  have  with 
fidelity  and  in  good  faith  observed  and  employed  the  lesser 
powers  already  granted  to  them.  Those  who  have  been  lack- 
ing in  good  faith  and  have  been  remiss  in  small  matters  are 
likely  to  be  remiss  and  unfaithful  in  grave  and  larger  concerns. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  am  about  to  discuss 
for  a  few  moments  the  compulsory  military-service  bill.  I 
shall  thank  Senators  not  to  question  me  until  I  finish.  Then, 
if  there  are  any  questions  to  be  asked,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
answer  them  if  I  can. 

Mr.  President,  the  pending  bill  providing  for  compulsory 
military  service  at  a  time  when  we  are  not  at  war,  but 
when  we  are  grievously  threatened  with  war.  is  a  measure 
which  I  think  each  Senator  should  approach  with  as  nearly 
an  unbiased  mind  as  it  is  possible  for  him  to  have.  I  wish 
to  approach  it  in  that  spirit.  I  feel  that  our  country  is 
greatly  threatened,  and  I  have  but  one  desire.  That  desire 
is  to  act  in  all  matters  pertaining  to  preparedness  with  an 
eye  single  to  our  country's  good.  That  should  be  the  purpose 
as  to  each  bill  passed  in  the  Congress,  of  course;  but  in  the  case 
of  a  compulsory  military-service  bill,  under  which  so  many 


of  our  yoimg  men  will  be  called  upon  to  prepare  for  military 
defense  of  our  country,  we  should  be  a  thousand  times  more 
careful  to  leave  cut  all  i»rejudice,  all  passion,  all  precon- 
ceived ideas,  and  think  only  of  a  measure  best  calculated 
to  bring  about  a  successful  defense  of  our  great  coimtry. 
In  discussing  and  voting  on  this  measure,  and  any  amend- 
ments that  may  be  offered  to  it,  this  is  the  outstanding  pur- 
pose that  I  hope  to  follow. 

With  the  general  plan  of  the  original  Burke-Wadsworth 
bill  I  was  unable  to  agree.  The  original  plan  seemed  chi- 
merical and  almost  hysterical.  Its  first  effect  would  have 
been  to  give  us  a  lopsided  economic  and  industrial  system; 
and  there  never  was  a  time  when  our  industrial  system 
should  be  more  persistently  kept  in  mind.  Others  have  i 
pointed  out  the  specific  differences  between  the  two  measures, 
and  I  shall  not  go  into  a  detailed  comptu-ison.  Suffice  it  to 
say  that  in  the  very  outset  the  Burke-Wadsworth  plan 
seemed  impossible,  as  it  provided  that  all  able-bodied  men 
should  undergo  compulsory  military  service,  and  provided 
for  the  registration  of  all  male  citizens  in  the  United  States 
between  the  ages  of  18  and  65.  or  a  total  of  about  42.000.000 
men.  with  probably  half  of  them  unfitted  by  nature  for  mili- 
tary duty  because  of  advanced  years.  The  authors  of  the 
plan  were  no  doubt  sincere,  but  they  certainly  must  have 
been  victims  of  hysteria.  I  do  not  reflect  upon  either  Senator 
Burke  or  Representative  Wadsworth.  because  I  am  sure 
they  think  about  the  original  bill  as  I  do.  They  did  not  pre- 
pare the  bill.  It  was  prepared  by  others.  They  introduced 
it,  and  are  entitled  to  that  credit. 

In  the  committee  bill  those  subject  to  service  are  confined 
to  the  ages  between  21  and  31.  amounting  to  a  total  of 
about  12.000,000  men.  This  total,  while  I  hope  it  is  much 
larger  than  we  shall  ever  have  to  train,  is  likewise  hedged 
about  by  reasonable  limitations.  The  President  is  to  call  for 
training  a  reasonable  number  of  men.  believed  to  be  not  more 
than  400,000  for  the  first  6  months  and  400.000  for  the 
second  6  months,  that  being  as  many  as  trained  officers  of 
our  Army  believe  they  could  train  with  the  funds  they  will 
have. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  Congress  has  complete  super- 
vision over  these  numbers  through  Its  control  of  the  amount 
of  money  appropriated  for  training  such  men.  The  training 
of  these  men  will  be  a  very  expensive  thing,  and  only  as 
many  can  be  trained  as  the  Congress  shall  appropriate 
money  for.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittees of  the  two  Houses  will  keep  our  military  authorities 
in  bounds  at  all  times.  Our  people  can  easily  see  that  In 
this  provision  their  representatives  have  perfect  control  over 
the  numbers  to  be  trained. 

Another  outstanding  difference  between  the  two  bills  is 
that  the  volunteer  system,  which  has  always  been  in  vogue 
in  this  coimtry.  was  done  away  with  by  the  Burke-Wads- 
worth bill,  and  the  committee  bill  includes  the  volunteer 
system  as  a  part  of  our  military  system.  In  other  words, 
what  the  committee  bill  does  is  to  guarantee  that  if  trouble 
should  break  out  we  would  have  a  sufficient  number  of  our 
citizens  of  military  age  trained  for  our  country's  defense. 
I  want  to  congratulate  the  committee  on  having  brought  cut 
such  a  sensible,  workable,  efficient  plan  Of  raising  an  army. 
To  my  mind  the  plan  can  hardly  be  improved  upon.  The 
bill  shows  on  its  face  that  the  law  is  to  be  temporary  and 
intended  for  the  emergency  only,  in  that  it  is  to  become 
inoperative  on  and  after  May  15,  1945. 

In  other  words,  we  are  not  changing  our  policy  from  a  vol- 
untary system  to  a  conscript  system,  as  has  been  argued.  The 
only  difference  is  that  ahead  of  actual  war  we  are  putting  into 
effect  a  compulsory  system  of  training. 

Indeed.  Mr.  President,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  the 
committee  bill.  It  seems  to  me  it  should  meet  the  objections 
of  every  person  sincerely  interested  in  his  country's  defense. 
The  volunteer  system  has  been  greatly  improved  by  reducing 
the  volunteer  enlistment  period  from  a  period  of  3  years  to  a 
period  of  1  year,  and  the  conscription  feature  of  the  bill  has 
been  improved  by  giving  credit  to  a  State  or  subdivision  by 
the  number  of  volunteers  there,  such  number  to  be  deducted 
from  their  conscription  quota. 


1940 


r 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


10295 


The  committee  bill  further  provides  for  local  draft  boards 
to  select  the  young  men  required  for  military  training.  It 
provides  for  proper  exceptions,  as  of  a  young  married  man 
with  wife  and  children.  It  also  provides  for  an  exception  in 
the  case  of  conscientious  objectors.  This  last  may  be  all  right, 
but  I  regret  to  say  that  I  have  not  much  sympathy  for  con- 
scienUous  objectors.  I  recall  in  the  last  World  War  one  of 
the  most  famous  of  conscientious  objectors.  Sergeant  York,  of 
Tennessee,  went  into  the  Army  notwithstanding  his  objec- 
tions, and  made  the  greatest  individual  soldier  of  them  all. 

Mr.  President,  our  present  Regular  Army  consists  of  180,000 
men.  and  we  have  recently  increased  that  number  to  375.000 
men  in  the  Regular  Establishment.  This  was  done  last  spring, 
and  since  that  time  our  Army  officials  have  set  out  a  monthly 
quota  to  be  r^ured  by  the  volunteer  enlistment  plan  until  the 
375,000  are  secured.  Under  normal  conditions  it  will  be  April 
1341  before  we  reach  the  375.000  men  in  the  Regular  Army. 
Under  present  conditions  it  would  never  do  for  us  to  be  with- 
out a  regularly  trained  army  until  April  1941.  I  think  we  all 
realize  this. 

It  is  true  that  the  Senate  has  but  recently  passed  a  bill 
authorizing  the  President  to  call  our  National  Guard,  num- 
bering perhaps  225.000  men.  into  the  service  of  the  United 
States.  These  are.  for  the  most  part,  trained  and  seasoned 
men.  and  adding  this  number  to  the  375.000  would  give  the 
United  States  a  trained  army  of  600,000  men  by  April  1941. 

Mr.  President,  heretofore  when  war  has  come  to  us  we  have 
never  used  compulsory  military  training  prior  to  the  outbreak 
of  the  war.  Invariably  we  have  gone  into  wars  on  the  volun- 
teer system,  but  l)efore  the  war  was  over,  in  our  serious  wars, 
we  have  always  had  to  adopt  a  plan  of  compulsory  service. 
So  it  seems  to  me  the  only  question  is  whether  we  will  adopt 
provision  for  compulsorj  service  at  this  time,  or  put  it  off  to 
a  little  later,  to  go  Into  effect  in  the  event  of  a  real  emergency. 
I  imagine  most  of  us  in  the  Senate  would  prefer  that  that 
course  be  pursued  at  this  time;  but,  Mr.  President,  if  war 
comes  to  us  in  the  near  future.  It  is  certain  that  it  will  come  in 
a  different  and  quicker  way  from  what  it  has  ever  come  before. 

Modern  warfare  is  different  from  any  kind  of  warfare  that 
has  gone  before.  The  use  in  modern  warfare  of  airplanes, 
tanks,  submarines,  and  other  modernized  mechanisms  makes 
It  absolutely  necessary  for  America  to  be  in  a  position  to  meet 
these  modern  conditions.  Should  a  foreign  foe  invade  us  or 
invade  our  Western  Hemisphere,  which  we  have  long  engaged 
to  protect  under  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  we  must  be  able  to 
meet  such  a  foe  with  the  same  kind  of  weap>ons  and  the  same 
kind  of  trained  use  of  such  weapons  as  they  may  bring  against 
us.  We  have  just  appropriated  billions  of  dollars  for  building 
tanks,  large  and  small;  for  building  artillery,  large  and  small; 
for  building  machine  guns,  large  and  small;  for  building  air- 
planes; and  for  the  manufacture  of  ammunition  to  fit  these 
various  weapons  of  defense.  The  use  of  these  weapons,  great 
and  small,  requires  the  most  accurate  and  painstaking  train- 
ing of  the  men  who  use  them.  In  the  olden  days,  when  all 
that  was  necessary  was  to  train  a  man  how  to  shoot  an  army 
rifie  and  how  to  get  out  of  the  way  of  enemy  rifies.  how  to 
attack  and  how  to  retreat,  the  matter  was  simple  enough;  but 
in  these  days,  when  we  must  have  young  men  trained  to  oper- 
ate tanks,  to  operate  machine  guns,  to  operate  artillery,  and 
tc  operate  airplanes.  It  is.  of  course,  necessary  to  give  them 
the  very  best  possible  training.  It  would  be  cruel  and  inhu- 
man for  this  Government  to  induct  into  the  Army  young  men 
without  training. 

Indeed.  Mr.  President,  let  me  a(id  that,  in  my  judgment,  to 
Induct  young  men  into  the  Arm^.  whether  volunteers  or  by 
conscription,  who  have  not  had  training,  to  use  the  highly 
developed  mechanisms  employed  in  war,  would  be  criminal 
upon  our  part,  and  I  do  not  think  we  should  do  it,  and  that 
is  what  we  might  have  to  do  unless  the  men  were  trained 
in  advance.  We  are  now  building  these  various  weapons,  and 
in  order  that  our  preparation  might  go  along  hand  in  hand 
with  the  acquisition  of  this  equipment,  we  should  at  once 
transfer  into  the  Army  a  sufficient  number  of  young  men  to 
use  these  weapons  after  they  have  been  manufactured,  and 
we  should  prepare  them  to  use  the  weapons  intelligently. 


But.  Mr.  President.  It  may  be  contended  that  there  is  no 
reason  at  this  time  for  these  unusual  preparations.  A  year 
ago  I  would  certainly  have  been  opposed  to  these  prepara- 
tions, but  when  I  see  a  great  nation  in  Europe  preparing  and 
accumulating  vast  stores  of  the  war  weapons  I  have  de- 
scribed, when  I  see  that  nation,  with  her  men  trained  to  use 
those  weaporvs  with  the  most  perfect  effect,  and  after  such 
accumulation  of  weapons  and  the  training  of  her  men  I  find 
that  nation  overrunning  nearly  all  of  her  neighbors,  first  Aus- 
tria, then  Czechoslovakia,  then  Poland,  then  Norway,  then 
Denmark,  then  Holland,  then  Belgium,  and  lastly  Prance, 
although  Prance  was  alleged  to  have  had  the  best-trained 
army  in  the  world,  with  more  men  than  any  other  army: 
and  when  I  see  the  death  struggle  now  going  on  between 
that  nation  and  the  great  empire  of  Great  Britain,  with  the 
issue  in  doubt,  I  feel  that  there  is  such  an  emergency  in  this 
country  that  as  careful  and  prudent  legislators,  having  eyes 
single  to  the  welfare  of  .our  country,  we  must  take  every 
needful  step  to  defend  ourselves.  It  is  argued  by  some  that 
that  European  nation  will  not  undertake  to  invade  us.  In- 
deed, there  are  many  prominent  people  in  that  nation  who 
say  that  they  do  not  intend  to  Invade  us.  Ah,  Mr.  President, 
I  remember  that  there  was  no  intention  to  take  any  other 
territory  after  Austria,  and  there  was  no  intention  of  taking 
any  other  territory  after  Czechoslovakia,  and  after  Poland, 
and  after  Norway,  Denmark.  Holland,  Belgium,  and  France; 
but  those  promises  were  not  kept.  So  that,  judging  the 
future  by  the  past,  it  is  nothing  but  due  diligence  for  us  to 
look  after  our  own  affairs  and  prepare  ourselves  for  a  proper 
defense. 

Again,  Mr.  President,  Congress  has  already  shewn  that  we 
believe  it  is  necessary  to  prepare  thoroughly,  otherwise  we 
would  not  have  spent  billions  of  dollars  to  build  up  a  great 
army  and  a  great  navy  and  a  great  air  force.  We  have  al- 
ready passed  measures  making  great  appropriations  and  still, 
unless  we  have  the  men  we  cannot  be  sure  of  our  defense. 
It  is  true  that  we  might  get  the  men  under  the  volunteer 
system.  We  will  still  have  that  system  under  the  bill.  It 
is  not  interfered  with  by  the  pending  bill  in  the  slightest, 
except  to  make  it  better,  but  Mr.  President,  by  the  bill  we  are 
assured  that  whether  or  not  the  volunteer  system  is  fully 
effective,  we  are  absolutely  guaranteed  the  number  of  men 
that  may  be  necessary  to  defend  our  homes  and  firesides,  ovc^ 
Government,  and  our  people. 

The  taking  of  400,000  young  men  over  21  years  of  age  each 
12  months  will  not  unduly  interfere  with  cur  economtt  or 
industrial  progress.  The  taking  of  young  men  over  21  will 
not  unduly  interfere  with  the  education  of  our  young  men. 
Young  men  who  are  skilled  mechanics  can  be  put  in  that 
part  of  the  Army  where  skilled  mechanics  are  necessary.  As 
I  look  at  the  bill,  its  purpose  is  to  make  It  absolutely  certain 
that  we  will  have  young  men  trained  for  the  Army,  but  they 
are  to  be  taken  under  such  conditions  as  to  cause  a  minimum 
of  interference  with  our  economic  and  industrial  system. 
We  found  that  selective  draft  system  was  fair,  and  that  it 
was  fairly  enforced  in  the  last  World  War.  I  believe  that, 
with  that  experience  it  will  be  even  more  fairly  enforced  at 
the  present  time. 

I  feel  that  I  should  also  call  attention  to  section  8  of  the 
bill,  which  in  substance  provides  that  if  an  enrollee  called 
into  the  service  has  a  place  with  the  Government,  at  the 
conclusion  of  his  military  service  he  is  to  be  restored  to  the 
place  he  held  at  the  time  of  being  taken,  without  loss  of 
seniority  or  other  benefits. 

If  he  is  in  the  employ  of  any  State,  the  State  is  urged  to 
restore  him  to  his  State  position  and  no  doubt  will  do  so. 

If  he  is  with  a  private  company  or  person,  he  is  to  be  re- 
stored, and  if  the  company  or  person  falls  to  restore  him  it 
shall  be  regarded  as  an  unfair  labor  practice  within  the 
meaning  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 

These  provisions  are  exceedingly  important,  and  especially 
important  to  skilled  and  other  labor,  and,  to  my  mind,  should 
be  faithfully  carried  out.  While  there  might  be  some  doubt 
as  to  the  legal  right  of  restoration  with  private  employers.  I 
think  these  provisions  should  remain  in  the  bill,  and  that 
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every  effort  should  be  made  to  restore  the  men  drafted  to 
their  former  positions  at  their  former  salaries  and  i^ithout 
Joss  of  seniority  and  the  like.  To  the  men  who  labor  with 
their  hands  this  is  all  important,  and  I  regard  it  as  a  very 

Ise  provision  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  the  jiay  of  the  Army  should  be 
increased.  It  is  true  that  we  furnish  each  man  with  food  and 
shelte^.  clothing,  and  other  items,  but  $21  a  month  for  his 
service  is  very  small.  My  intention  is  to  vote  for  probably 
$30  a  month  as  the  pay  of  the  men. 

I  regret  exceedingly  that  we  are  confronted  with  this  great 
danger,  but  I  feel  that  I  would  be  recreant  in  my  duty  as  a 
United  States  Senator,  recreant  in  my  duty  as  an  American 
citizen,  if.  knowing  these  facts.  I  refused  to  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  see  that  we  shall  have  no  lack  of  manpower  to  go 
along  with  the  mechanized  instnunents  of  warfare  for  which 
we  have  already  rrovided  as  a  proper  defense  to  our  Nation. 

I  feel  that  I  should  be  recreant  in  my  duty  if  hereafter 
I  were  to  vote  to  conscript  into  our  Army  yotmg  men  without 
any  training  at  all,  and  for  that  reason  I  believe  it  is  my  duty 
to  vote  for  the  bill  substantially  as  reported  out  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

'  A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr. 
Chaffee,  one  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed  without  amendment  the  bill  (S.  3954)  relating  to 
the  issuance  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  a  patent  to 
the  State  of  Minnesota  for  certain  lands  in  that  State. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following  bills 
of  the  House: 

H.  R  7826.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  R.  P.  Brazelton;  and 
H.  R.  9158.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for 
the  protection  of  certain  enlisted  men  of  the  Army,"  ap- 
proved August  19.  1937.  and  for  other  purposes. 

^  SELECTTVE   COMPIJLSORY   MILITARY  SERVICE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  fS.  4164) 
to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the  United  States 
through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military  training 
and  service. 

Mr.  TAPT  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  caU  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Andrews  , 

A«hurst 

Austin 

BATbour 

Barkley 

Bone 

Bndtea 

Brown 

Bulow 

Burke 

Byrd 

Byrnes 

Capper 

Chandler 

ChavcB 

Clark.  Idaho 

aark.  Mo. 

Connally 

Danaher 

Davis 

Donahe; 


Downey 

Blender 

Prazler 

0«orgte 

Gerry 

Olbeon 

Gillette 

Olaas 

Green 

Ouffey 

Gumey 

Hale 

Harrliion 

Hatch 

Hayden 

Herrlnc 

Hill 

Holman 

Holt 

Johnson.  CallT. 

Johnson.  Colo. 

King 


La  PoUette 

Lee 

Lundeen 

McCarran 

McKeliar 

McNary 

M:\loney 

Mead 

Miller 

Mtnton 

Murray 

Neely 

Norrla 

Nye 

O'Mahoney 

Overton 

Pepper 

Pittnian 

RadcUffe 

Reed 

Reynolds 

Rusaell 


Schwarta 

Schwellenbach 

Sheppard 

Ships  tead 

Slattery 

Smathers 

Stewart 

Taft 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Thomas,  Utah 

Tobey 

Townsend 

Truman 

Tydings 

Van  Nuys 

Wagner 

Walsh 

Wheeler 

White 

WUey 


The  PRE3roENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-seven  Senators 
have  answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  state  to  the  Senate  my 
reasons  for  opposing  the  adoption  at  this  time  of  a  compul- 
sory draft  of  men  into  the  United  States  Army.  No  measure 
considered  since  I  have  been  in  the  Senate  has  sought  to 
change  so  much  the  basic  theory  of  American  life,  or,  in  my 
opinion,  will  have  a  inore  profound  effect  on  our  poUtical  and 
governmental  ideas.  There  is  a  general  agreement  that  the 
bill,  in  the  words  of  the  dlstlngtilshed  chairman  of  the  Mili- 
tary Affairs  Committee  can  be  justified  only  by  a  tragic  ne- 
cessity. TTie  quesUon  we  must  consider,  therefore,  is  whether 
or  not  a  necessity  exists.    I  am  opposed  to  the  bill  because, 


in  my  opinion,  no  necessity  exists  requiring  such  tragic  action. 

Of  course,  I  realize  that  some  persons  look  on  the  bill  as  a 
good  thing  in  itself  even  in  peacetime  and  when  no  emergency 
exists.  The  sponsor  of  the  bill,  the  Military  Training  Canlps 
Association,  has  advocated  the  bill,  or  something  like  it.  ever 
since  1920.  Secretary  Stimson.  Assistant  Secretary  Patter- 
son. Col.  Julius  Adler.  who  testified  that  he  wanted  to  train  a 
reserve  of  20,000.000  men.  Mr.  Grenvllle  Clark  and  others 
who  testified  for  the  bill  have  been  members  of  this  group 
for  many  years.  But  their  appeal  was  overwhelmingly  rejected 
before  the  Eiu-opean  war.  They  have  availed  themselves  of 
the  present  emergency  to  propose  this  bill,  at  first  without 
administration  support.  They  have  established  a  national 
emergency  committee,  which  is  now  soliciting  contributions 
to  a  ftmd  of  $100,000  "to  help  enact  the  Burke- Wadsworth 
bill  into  legislation."  This  money  is  apparently  to  be  used  to 
bring  down  on  Congressmen  and  Senators  a  flood  of  tele- 
grams cmd  letters  and  to  spread  all  over  the  country  the  be- 
lief that  anyone  who  oppxjses  the  bill  is  im-American  and 
unpatriotic.  They  are  deliberately  inspiring  a  Nation-wide 
propaganda  out  of  their  offces  at  28  West  Forty-fourth  Street, 
New  York  City,  and  I  may  say  that  their  action,  of  course, 
deprives  of  all  force  the  inspired  communications  which  Con- 
gressmen and  Senators  hereafter  receive. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  there  be  inserted  in  the  Record  as 
part  of  my  remarks  the  letter  of  the  Military  Training  Camps 
Association  and  the  leaflet  which  accompanies  it.  after  I  read 
a  few  extracts  from  the  letter.  This  is  a  letter  which  has  gone 
out  under  the  letterhead  of  the  Military  Training  Camps  Asso- 
ciation National  Emergency  Committee: 

When  you  write  yotor  check  payable  to  James  G.  Harbord.  treas- 
urer, make  the  amount  proportk>nate  to  your  stake  In  American 
Ireedom. 

••••••• 

Can  patriotic  Americans  move  quickly  enough  to  provide  an  ade- 
quate defense? 

Apparently  anyone  who  opposes  the  bill  is  not  a  patriotic 
American. 

At  the  bottom  of  the  letter  is  the  following: 

Write  or  telegraph  informing  your  Congressman  and  Senators  that 
you  approve  the  Burke-WadBworth  selective  service  military  train- 
ing biU. 

The  names  of  the  Senators  and  Representatives  of  that 
region  are  printed  on  the  back  of  the  letter.  Enclosed  is  a 
pamphlet  in  which  the  National  Emergency  Committee,  with 
■complete  modesty,  says  that — 

The  National  Emergency  Committee,  many  members  of  which 
founded  the  Plattsburg  tralnmg  camps  which  gave  the  American 
armies  66.000  line  officers  in  the  World  War,  has  assumed  the  taak 
of  giving  leadership  and  guidance  to  these  who  believe  in  the  prin- 
ciple of  compulsory  military  training  and  In  the  pressing  neceaslty 
for  its  Immediate  adoption.  «-  o  * 

Further: 

The  people  must  be  given  every  encouragement  to  make  known 
their  views  to  their  chosen  representatives. 

••••••• 

Most  urgent:  write  or  wire  your  Senators  and  Congressmen  im- 
mediately. teUlng  them  you  approve  of  this  mUitary  ualnlng  blU. 

The  money  is  to  be  used — 

Tb  arouse  all  the  citizenry  to  an  appreciation  of  the  grave  dangers 
before  us;  to  c6ntinue  an  adequate  campaign  of  public  education; 
to  make  articulate  the  large  majority  of  the  voters  who  believe  In 
the  adoption  of  compulsory  mlUtary  training  now— the  National 
Emergency  Committee  needs  .mmediately  the  sum  of  »10G.0O0. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  letter  and  the  accom- 
panying pamphlet  be  printed  in  the  Record  as  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  and  pamphlet  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rccoro.  as  follows: 

Natiowai,  KifncKNCT  CoMicrrrrx 
MnjTABT  TBAimNc  Camps  AaaociA-now 

DiA«  M«s.  Tait:  Those  who  believe  in  selective  compulsory  mUl- 
tary  training  and  its  immediate  adoption  make  the  compelling  argu- 
ment that  with  the  equal  opportunity  offered  to  aU  cltlsens  of  th« 
United  States  there  goes  the  equal  obligation  to  serve 

A  corollary  of  this,  in  the  judgment  of  the  National  Emergency 
Committee,  means  that  citizens  able  to  give— and  who  believe  wi 
must  immediately  adopt  this  form  of  military  training— «hould  wUl- 
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iB^y   contribute   to   help   enact   the   Burke-Wadsworth   bin    into 
legislation. 

Time  is  too  short  to  permit  us  to  make  a  wide  national  appeal  for 
the  $100,000  fund  imperatively  needed  for  the  purposes  set  forth  In 
the  enclosed  leaflet.  When  you  write  yoxxr  check  payable  to  James 
O.  Harbord.  treasurer,  make  the  amount  proportionate  to  your  stake 
In  American  freedom. 

Delay  has  cursed  the  cause  of  the  Allies  day  In  and  day  out.  This 
Is  a  major  test  of  the  democracy  we  seek  to  protect.  Can  patriotic 
Americans  move  quickly  enough  to  provide  an  adequate  defense? 

Part  of  the  answer — your  part — may  be  found  in  your  response  to 
thl^  appeal. 

Sincerely  yours, 

AlUCN   L.  LnfDLKT. 
CONGRXSSMXN    OP  TSZ   MCTROPOLTrAN    AKEA 

(Address:  House  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C.) 

New  York:  Leonard  W.  Hall.  First  District;  William  B.  Barrt, 
Second  District:  Joseph  L.  Pfebte,  Third  EMstrlct;  Thomas  H. 
CtTLLEN,  Fourth  District;  MAacnxus  H.  Evans,  Fifth  District; 
Andrew  L.  Somkhs.  Sixth  District;  John  J.  Delanet,  Seventh  Dis- 
trict; DoN.vLo  L,  OTooLi:.  Eighth  District;  Eugene  J.  Keoch.  Nlntb 
District;  Emanuel  Celleh,  Tenth  District;  James  A.  O'Lbaiit, 
Eleventh  District;  Samuel  Dickstein.  Twelfth  District;  Chkistophek 
D.  StnxivAN,  Thirteenth  District;  Michael  Edelstein,  Fourteenth 
District;  Michael  J.  Kennedy,  Fifteenth  District;  Jamzs  H.  Fat. 
Sixteenth  District;  Bruce  Barton,  Seventeenth  District;  Martin  J. 
Kennedy,  Eighteenth  Disuict;  Sol  Bloom,  Nineteenth  District;  Vrro 
Marcantonio.  Twentieth  District;  Joseph  A.  Gavagan,  Twenty-first 
District;  Edward  W.  Curlet.  Twenty-second  District;  Charles  A. 
Buckley,  Twenty-third  District;  James  M.  Fttzpatrick.  Twenty- 
fourth  District;  Ralph  A.  Oambls,  Twenty-fifth  District;  Matthew 
J.  Merritt.  Congressman  at  large;  Mrs.  Caroline  O'Day,  Congress- 
man at  large. 

New  Jersey:  Donald  H.  McLean,  Sixth  District;  J.  Parnell 
Thomas.  Seventh  District;  George  N.  Seger.  Eighth  District;  Frank 
C.  OSMERS.  Jr..  Ninth  District;  Fred  A.  Hartley.  Jr..  Tenth  District; 
Albeet  Lincoln  Vreeland,  Eleventh  District;  Robert  Winthrop 
Kean.  Twelfth  District;  Mart  Teresa  Norton.  Thirteenth  District; 
Edward  J.  Hart.  Fourteenth  District. 

Connecticut:  WnxuM  J.  Miller,  First  District;  Thomas  Raymond 
Ball.  Second  District;  James  A  Shanlet.  Third  District;  Albert  E. 
Attstin,  Fourth  District;  J.  Joseph  Smith,  Fifth  District;  BoLESLAtra 
J.  MoNKiEwicz.  Congressman  at  large. 

senators 

(Address:  Senate  Office  Building,  Washington.  D.  C.) 

Robert  F.  Wacner,  New  York;  James  M.  Mead.  New  York;  Francis 
T.  BlALONET.  Connecticut;  John  A.  Danaher.  Connecticut;  William 
H.  Smathers.  New  Jersey;  W  Warren  Barbour,  Kew  Jersey. 

America's  Most  Important  Isstrs 

An  astontshlrgly  simple  Issue  now  confronts  the  American  people, 
as  predatory  nations  gain  In  power  and  arrogance. 

la  the  United  States  worth  fighting  for?    Yes. 

Are  we  going  to  fight  if  necessary?    Again  the  answer  is  yes. 

Are  we  ready — have  we  the  arms,  the  equipment,  the  organiza- 
tion, the  trained  fighters?     The  answer  Is  decidedly  no. 

I  EAST  PICKINGS — NOW 

The  United  fitates  Is  easily  the  richest  nation  in  the  world 
today — and   easily   the  least  prepared  of  any  of  the  great  nations. 

Nobody  can  Improvise  an  army  overnight.  In  a  few  weeks,  or  even 
In  a  few  months.  Poorly  organized  and  untrained  millions  amount 
to  little  No  wolf  Is  alarmed  by  the  size  of  the  flock  of  sheep. 
His  only  difficulty  Is  in  picking  out  the  one  he  wants. 

You  can't  buy  time.  Modem  wars  come  like  an  avalanche,  not 
like  the  glacier.  Undeveloped  military  resources,  billions  of  dollars 
In  equipment  and  mechanisms — all  these  are  quite  useless  unless 
we  have  a  thoroughly  trained  and  adequate  manpower  In  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  the  marines,  and  the  air. 

Many  Americans  understand  these  facts;  others  are  learning  them 
rapidly. 

THERE  IS  ONE  ANSWER 

The  National  Emergency  Committee  of  the  Military  Training 
Camps  Association  Is  thoroughly  convinced  that  the  only  quick 
and  positive  answer  to  the  situation  in  which  Americans  now  flnd 
themselves  is  the  speedy  enactment  of  legislation  for  selective 
compulsory  military  training  and  service. 

All  alternatives  to  such  selective  compulsory  training,  the  Com- 
mittee believes,  are  far  too  likely  sometime  In  the  future  to  be 
characterized  by  the  tragic  words:  "Too  late  and  too  little." 

The  National  Emergency  Committee,  many  members  of  which 
founded  the  Plattsburg  Training  Camps  which  gave  the  American 
armies  65,000  line  officers  m  the  World  War.  has  assumed  the  task 
of  giving  leadership  and  guidance  to  those  who  believe  In  the  prin- 
ciple of  compulsory  military  training,  and  In  the  pressing  necessity 
for  its  Unmedlate  adoption. 


what  remains  to  be  done 

As  debate  proceeds  in  the  United  States  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  on  the  Burke -Wadsworth  bill.  It  ts  Imperative  that 
democratic  processes  obtain.  The  American  people  must  know  all 
of  the  es.«ential  facts  and  implications  of  the  entire  program;  debate 
must  be  fair  and  open;  the  people  must  be  given  every  encourage- 
ment to  make  known  their  views  to  their  chosen  representatives. 

This  country  belongs  to  all  the  people.  They  should  be  urged 
to  spesik.  up  and  let  their  elected  servants  know  exactly  what  they 
.LXXXVl 648 


want  done  about  our  national  defense,  and  such  public  opinion 
must  be  based  upon  knowledge  of  the  facts. 

The  Oallup  poll,  whose  reliability  has  not  been  successfully  chal- 
lenged on  ary  issue,  reports  that  67  percent  of  the  American  voters 
are  now  in  favor  of  the  adoption  of  a  system  of  compulsory  military 
training.  Another  survey  shows  that  87  percent  of  the  press  favors 
the  legislation. 

Opposition  forces  are  Intensifying  their  efforts,  as  shown  by 
reports  of  letters  and  telegrams  coming  to  Senators  and  Congress- 
men, seeking  to  make  It  appear  that  a  large  proportion  of  Ameri- 
can voters  are  against  the  plan.  Disproportionate  minority  pres- 
sure Is  an  old  story  in  American  politics,  but  the  device  can  be 
met  and  defeated. 

wht  funds  are  needed  quicklt 
To  arouse  all  the  citizenry  to  an  appreciation  of  the  grave  dangers 
before  us — to  continue  an  adequate  campaign  of  public  education — 
to  make  articulate  the  large  majority  of  the  voters  who  believe  in 
the  adoption  of  conypulsory  military  training  now — the  National 
Emergency  Committee  needs  Immediately  the  sum  of  9100.000. 
This  Is  an  Investment  of  less  than  one-tenth  of  a  cent  for  each 
American.  f\inds  will  be  used  for  organization  work,  reprinting 
of  articles  and  speeches,  telephone,  telegraph,  publicity,  postage, 
office  and  clerical  staffs,  etc.  This  Is  a  cause  that  cannot  wait; 
national  unprepnredness  means  national   calamity. 

The  more  enthusiastically  and  overwhelmingly  the  Burke-Wads- 
worth  military  training  bill  is  approved  in  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives,  the  better  the  dictator  nations  will  understand 
what   the  action   means.     This   Is  a   flght   that  America  must   not 
lose!     By  contributing  to  this  $100,000  fund  the  committee  believes 
you  can  help  assure  a  national  security  that  we  desperately  need. 
Most  urgent:  Write  or  wire  your  Senators  and  Congressmen  im- 
mediately, telling  them  you  approve  of  this  military  training  bill. 
National  Emercenct  Committee,  Militart 
Training  Camps^  Association, 
28  West  Forty-fourth  Street,  New  York.  N.  Y. 
GaxNviLLE  Clark,  Chairman. 
llaj.  Gen.  Jamer  G.  Harbord,  Treasurer. 

Mr.  TAFT.  In  the  atmosphere  of  excitement  and  prejudice 
created  by  this  kind  of  propaganda,  it  is  difficult  to  consider 
calmly  the  issues  which  are  really  involved.  But  I  do  desire 
to  discuss  the  actual  situation  which  exists  today,  and  the 
necessity  for  the  revolutionary  measure  before  us.  I  take  it 
that  the  majority  of  the  Senate  doe§  not  agree  on  compulsory 
military  training  as  a  peacetime  measure.  They  do  agree 
with  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mittee, who  said  the  other  day  in  the  Senate : 

The  compulsory  systom  is  added  in  the  present  bill  to  the  vol- 
unteer system  to  meet  an  Immediate  emergency  in  which  the  time 
element  is  a  tragic  necessity  and  because  the  volunteer  system 
cannot  obtain  the  necessary  numbers  within  the  time  needed  In 
the  Nation's  defense. 

So  the  question  is  not  the  general  advantages  of  military 
training,  but  it  Is  whether  there  Is  now  an  absolute  necessity 
for  this  kind  of  tragic  action. 

2.  TERMS  or  THE  SILL 

The  Burke- Wadsworth  bill  now  proposes  that  a  great  regis- 
tration system  be  set  up.  under  which  there  shall  be  registered 
11.300.000  men  between  the  ages  of  21  and  31  years;  that 
draft  boards  shall  be  established  all  over  the  United  States, 
involving  the  employment  of  perhaps  200.000  persons  ap- 
pointed by  the  President  in  an  electiwi  year;  and  that  all 
registrants  shall  be  liable  for  "training  and  service  in  the 
land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States."  Men  from  18 
to  35  may  volunteer.  It  is  said  that  that  authorizes  a  volun- 
teer system  to  be  tried  out,  but,  in  my  opinion,  it  does  no 
such  thing.  If  we  provide  for  registration  and  give  the 
Army  power  to  draft  men  by  force,  the  volunteer  system  will 
never  have  a  fair  trial;  there  will  be  no  incentive  to  give  it 
a  fair  trial.  If,  by  a  mere  scratch  of  the  pen,  they  can  get 
400,000  men  into  the  service,  nobody  is  going  to  all  the  great 
additional  expense  of  a  volunteer  effort  if  it  is  known  that 
men  can  easily  be  obtained  without  such  volunteer  effort. 
No.;  this  is  a  draft  bill,  and  it  does  not  contain  in  It  any 
volimteer  alternative. 

When  the  United  States  is  not  at  war,  every  man  drafted 
shall  "serve  for  a  training  period  of  12  consecutive  months," 
unless  during  that  period  Congress  shall  declare  that  the 
national  interest  is  imperiled,  in  which  case  he  shall  serve 
until  Congress  relieves  him. 

Of  course,  if  there  Is  an  emergency,  if  we  need  these  men 
Congress  will  so  declare.  So  the  term  of  service  is  not  merely 
a  year;  it  Is  an  indefinite  period. 

II  the  coimtry  is  at  war,  his  12-month  service  may  be 
indefinitely  extended  f(/r  the  duration  of  the  war.    After  the 
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required  period  of  12  months,  each  man  is  transferred  to  the 
Reserve  for  10  years,  and  during  that  period  is  subject  to 
such  training  and  service  as  may  be  required  by  law;  pro- 
vided, that  if  he  completes  2  years'  additional  service  in  the 
Regular  Army  or  the  active  National  Guard,  he  shall  be  re- 
leased from  any  further  obligations  as  a  member  of  the 
Reserve. 

There  are  a  few  automatic  exemptions,  and  the  President 
is  given  power  to  defer  training  and  service  for  men  in  essen- 
tial industries,  and  for  men  who  have  persons  dependent  on 
them.  This  deferment,  however,  has  to  be  made  on  the  basis 
of  the  status  of  each  individual  rather  than  by  any  broad 
classes,  so  that  the  President,  or  the  draft  boards  to  whom  his 
power  may  be  delegated,  will  have  almost  arbitrary  power  to 
determine  who  shall  be  deferred  and  who  shall  not  be  deferred. 
The  number  of  nondeferred  men  having  been  determined, 
those  to  be  drafted  will  be  selected  by  lot. 

There  are  approximately  11.300,000  men  between  the  speci- 
fied ages,  and  our  experience  in  the  World  War  indicates  that 
about  65  percent  will  be  placed  in  deferred  classes,  leaving 
approximately  4.000.000  men  in  the  first  nonexempt  class. 
Approximately  1.150,000  more  men  come  of  age  each  year,  of 
whom  approximately  60  percent,  or  690.000,  will  be  in  the  first 
class.  So  there  will  be  available  4,000.000  men  immediately, 
and  700.000  additional  every  year.  The  chairman  of  the  Mili- 
tary Affairs  Committee  states  that  it  is  planned  to  call  400.000. 
or  1  in  10  of  the  first  class,  on  October  1,  1940,  and  400,000 
more  on  April  1,  1941.  but  that  plans  beyond  that  date  have 
not  been  made.  This  means  that  about  1  in  5  of  the  non- 
deferred  eligibles  are  to  be  called  during  the  next  12  months, 
to  be  determined  entirely  by  chance. 

I  have  tried  to  find  out  just  what  these  11,300,000  men  are 
actually  doing  at  the  present  time.  Apparently  about  9.000,- 
000  are  employed  In  regular  employment:  2.000.000  are  un- 
employed or  partially  employed;  300.000  are  in  college  or  pro- 
fessional schools. 

In  other  words,  the  great  bulk  of  these  men  have  finished 
their  education  and  have  started  on  their  life  work,  and  they 
have  started,  as  a  rule,  in  some  occupation  where  their  suc- 
cess depends  on  steady,  serious  application  to  their  jobs,  and, 
regardless  of  whether  or  not  they  are  restored  to  their  posi- 
tions, a  year's  service  will  seriously  set  back  the  progress 
they  might  otherwise  make. 

It  may  be  pointed  out  also  that  it  will  be  very  easy  for  any 
man  to  escape  the  draft  by  marrying,  provided  the  lady  has 
no  other  means  of  support.  While  this  is  not  a  serious 
problem  In  time  of  war,  it  is  likely  to  become  a  very  serious 
problem  in  time  of  peace,  when  the  sense  of  emergency  is  not 
so  strongly  felt. 

The  bill  is  for  a  period  of  only  5  years,  but  for  all  practical 
purposes  It  proposes  a  permanent  system,  or  at  least  one 
which  will  last  until  the  whole  world  condition  changes.  If  it 
were  only  to  meet  the  immediate  emergency,  it  could  be 
limited  to  1  year,  or  2  years  at  most.  So  far  as  the  bill  which 
the  Congress  enacts  for  5  years  is  concerned,  I  think  we  may 
regard  it  as  permanent  legislation. 

S.    THB    BnX    DOBS     NOT    PROPOSE    VUVfTSSAL    COMPtH^OBT    MIUTABT 

TRAINING 

Many  of  the  letters  which  I  receive  advocate  the  bill  on  the 
ground  that  it  imposes  universal  compulsory  military  train- 
ing on  all  the  youth  of  the  United  States;  that  such  training 
Is  good  for  American  boys;  that  it  teaches  them  discipline  and 
hardens  their  character.  The  writers  feel  that  it  should  be 
part  of  the  educational  system  of  the  United  States,  and 
that  the  Federal  Government  should  undertake  to  provide 
that  part  of  every  boy's  education.  I  think  we  should  under- 
stand clearly  that  this  bill  proposes  no  such  system.  Person- 
ally, I  do  not  agree  with  the  argument  that  there  should  be 
such  universal  military  training:  but  I  think  there  is  a  better 
argument  for  it  than  there  is  for  the  draft  at  the  present 
moment.  It  would  put  the  Federal  Government  in  the  busi- 
ness of  education,  where  it  does  not  belong.  It  would  re- 
quire the  training  of  1,150.000  boys  every  year  at  a  cost  of 
about  $1,250,000,000  a  year,  to  which  we  would  soon  have 
added  demands  for  special  pensions  and  other  expenses.  It 
would  create  a  potential  army  vastly  in  excess  of  any  possible 


needs,  and  militarize  this  country  to  an  extent  which   I  feel 
to  be  most  unwise. 

But.  in  any  event,  this  bill  does  not  propose  such  a  system. 
It  is  not  going  to  take  the  boys  as  they  graduate  from  high 
school  and  give  them  a  year's  training.  It  takes  young  men 
long  after  their  education  is  completed,  and  when  9.000.000 
out  of  11,300,000.  or  80  percent,  are  already  engaged  in  their 
life  work.  It  is  not  universal,  for  it  proposes  only  to  take  one- 
fifth  of  those  older  men  who  are  not  placed  in  deferred  classes. 
It  proposes  only  to  take  7  percent  of  the  total  registrants.  It 
is  therefore  neither  universal  military  training,  nor  is  it 
education  at  all. 

4.    TH«    BILL    REALLY    PROVIDES    A    COMPTTLSORT     BELBCTTVK    DRAFT    rOR 

ARMT    SESVICR 

Whatever  the  purpose  of  the  original  sponsors  of  the  bill, 
as  now  amended  and  advocated  by  the  administration,  it  is 
a  compulsory  selective  draft  to  provide  a  larger  Army  to  meet 
what  is  considered  the  immediate  emergency.  We  have  today 
a  Regular  Army  of  270,000.  By  the  time  this  draft  can  be  put 
into  force,  it  will  amount,  by  routine  enlistment  methods,  to 
335,000.  and  no  difficulty  is  anticipated  in  bringing  it  up  to 
the  full  authorized  strength  of  375.000  by  adding  40.000  for 
the  Air  Corps  as  new  airplanes  become  available.  We  have 
never  had  any  difficulty  in  getting  volunteers  for  the  air 
force.  We  have  just  authorized  the  President  to  call  out 
the  National  Guard  and  the  Reserve,  which  will  add  about 
370,000  to  this  number.  Since  a  large  number  of  these, 
however,  are  Reserve  officers,  it  is  fair  to  say  that  without  the 
passage  of  this  bill  we  can  have  available  under  arms,  within 
3  months,  an  Army  of  about  650,000.  if  we  can  get  the  equip- 
ment for  them,  which  I  do  not  believe  we  can. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  very  much  interested  in  the  statement 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  has  just  made,  just  as  I  was  in  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Wheeler] 
yesterday.  I  have  talked  with  a  number  of  Army  officers, 
who  are  not  willing  naturally  to  be  quoted,  but  they  are  very 
frank  about  their  position.  With  them  it  is  not  a  question 
of  getting  a  sufficient  number  of  men  to  match  the  equip- 
ment or  to  fill  the  authorized  ranks  of  the  Regular  Army. 
With  them  it  is  a  professional  preference  for  a  conscription 
system;  and  they  are  very  frank  in  saying  so.  Some  Army 
officers  of  very  high  rank  with  whom  I  have  talked  think 
that  we  cannot  use  more  than  750.000  men  against  any 
offensive  that  might  be  likely  to  be  directed  against  us.  and 
they  are  very  frank  to  say  that  we  can  get  750.000  men 
through  voluntary  enlistments  in  addition  to  the  National 
Guard  which  we  have  authorized  to  be  called  out.  That, 
however.  Is  not  the  way  they  want  to  do  it.  This  question 
is  not  one  of  the  necessiUes  of  the  United  States;  it  is  a 
question  of  the  preference  of  the  professional  military  fore 
as  to  how  men  shall  be  brought  into  the  service. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Kansas,  and  I  think 
there  can  be  no  question  that  we  can  have  within  3  months 
an  army  of  650.000  men  under  arms  under  our  present 
system. 

Mr.  REED.  May  I  say  I  entirely  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  as  to  that. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  understand  the  Senator's  position.  On 
August  5.  when  I  asked  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee  what  was  the  total  number  of 
men  who  should  be  under  arms,  he  replied  that  he  thought 
we  should  have,  as  soon  as  we  could  get  them,  between  six 
hundred  and  seven  hundred  thousand  men.  if  not  a  larger 
number.  We  can  have  them  within  3  months  without 
this  bill. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  able  Senator  a  moment  ago  said 
that  under  the  present  system  we  would  have  600.000  or  more 
men.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  must  mean  that  under  the 
present  law  and  the  recent  bill  passed  by  the  Senate  caUing 
into  service  the  units  of  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  correction.  What 
I  had  in  mind  was  that  when  the  National  Guard  and 
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Reserve  blU  shall  have  been  passed  we  will  have  650,000 
men  available. 

Mr.   ASHURST.    Mr.   President,   will   the   Senator  yield 

further?         | 

Mr.  TAPT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  In  the  criticisms  I  made  lately  against 
the  War  Department  for  its  disregard  of.  If  not  its  flagrant 
opposition  to.  the  law  permitting  1-year  enlistments,  I  wish 
to  exempt  Secretary  of  War  Stlmson  from  that  criticism, 
because  he  has  not  been  an  incumbent  in  that  office  suffi- 
ciently long  to  have  been  guilty  of  this  disregard  of  the 
law  of  1920  which  permitted  1-year  enlistments. 

Mr.  President.  I  will  not  say  it  was  a  foul  action  on  the 
part  of  the  War  Department — that  word  is  too  strong — 
but  It  was  an  unfair  action  on  the  part  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment premeditately  to  discourage  1-year  enlistments.  There 
Is  some  evidence  to  show  that  disingenuousness  and  a  lack  of 
frankness  was  employed  by  some  of  the  recruiting  officers  in 
telling  young  men  they  could  not  enlist  for  1  year  when 
the  law  of  1920  permitted  1-year  enlistments,  and  further- 
more granted  that  option  to  the  applicant,  not  to  the  War 
Department.  It  seems  obvious  that  if  the  War  Department 
had  been  frank  and  ingenuous,  and  had  told  the  young 
men  they  might  enlist  for  a  year,  there  would  have  been 
no  serious  remissness,  no  backwardness  in  enlistment,  among 
the  young  men  of  this  country. 

Mr.  TAPT.    I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  contribution. 

General  Marshall  apparently  desires  to  have  by  next  spring 
an  army  of  900.000  men  under  arms,  according  to  his  testi- 
mony before  the  committee,  at  least  partially  trained.  He 
proposes  to  call  400.000  under  the  draft  and  put  them 
directly  Into  the  Regular  Army  and  National  Guard  units, 
building  up  the  units  of  the  Regular  Army  to  500.000  and  the 
units  of  the  National  Guard  to  400.000.  There  are  to  be  no 
special  training  camps,  but  these  men  are  to  be  trained  right 
In  the  existing  units  and  become  part  of  such  units,  at  least 
until  their  year  expires  in  October  1941. 

General  Marshall's  testimony  is  very  clear.    He  says: 

No,  sir;  that  Ls  not  only  a  very  simple  way  of  doing  It,  but  at 
the  sRme  time  It  does  what  I  think  we  urgently  need  to  do  at  the 
present  time — 1111  up  the  ranks  of  the  organization. 

What  he  Is  Interested  In  is  not  so  much  training,  although 
that  can  be  done  by  the  organization,  as  to  fill  up  the  ranks 
of  the  organization.    He  says: 

The  new  man  would  be  an  organic  part  of  that  unit,  and  we 
would  be  trying  to  make  that  an  effective  unit  as  quickly  as 
possible. 

Again: 

We  would  nuJte  an  aUotment  of  men  to  the  National  Guard 
which  would  carry  them  up  from  about  230.000  to  Just  a  little  short 
of  40C.COO;  the  allotment  of  men  to  the  RegiUar  Army  would  carry 
It  up  to  about  600,000. 

On  Sunday.  August  3.  Judge  Patterson,  the  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  War,  announced  that  we  should  have  under  arms 
1.300.000  men.  If  that  Is  the  program,  then  the  men  who  are 
drafted  now  will  have  to  be  retained  in  the  Army  for  at  least 
2  years  instead  of  1.  In  short,  the  bill  is  not  an  educational 
bill,  or  even  a  training  bill,  because  you  can  see  that  If  he 
gets  400,000  men  In  October,  which  would  be  900,000.  and 
calls  400,000  more  next  April,  which  would  be  1,300,000  the 
men  called  In  October  1941  will  not  be  trained  for  another 
complete  year  and  will  not  be  available  to  replace  the  call  of 
October  1940  until  October  1942,  so  that  each  man  will  have 
to  be  kept  2  years  in  order  to  build  up  the  Army  of  1,300,000. 
if  that  Is  what  the  program  Is.  In  other  words,  this  is  a  bill 
to  create  by  selective  draft  an  army  of  unllmlled  size,  as  that 
size  may  be  later  determined  by  Congress.  It  is  not  a  com- 
pulsorj'  military  training  bill. 

It  seems  clear  to  me  that  we  are  putting  the  cart  before 
the  horse.  Surely  Congress  should  first  determine  how  large 
an  army  the  emergency  requires,  and  we  should  then  con- 
sider the  best  means  of  raising  that  army.  As  far  as  any 
legislation  on  the  part  of  Congress  up  to  this  time  is  con- 
cerned, the  country  has  not  been  told  that  we  need  a  Regular 
Army  in  excess  of  375.000  men,  plus  the  National  Guard. 
Surely  no  one  can  be  surprised  that  our  Army  is  no  larger 


than  that  requested  by  the  administration  and  authorized  by 
Congress. 

B.     WX    CAN     PBOVIDK     ADBQUATS     DSTEKSB    WTTHOTTT     ABANDONINO     THS 

AMEUCAM  WAT  OF  LOT 

There  are  many  who  urge  with  the  proponents  of  this  bill, 
that  the  emergency  requires  a  complete  recasting  of  American 
life,  a  dedication  of  our  entire  energies  to  defense  alone,  and 
a  subordination  of  every  principle  on  which  this  Government 
Is  based.  With  that  point  of  view  I  emphatically  disagree. 
If  we  have  maintained  our  present  Navy  at  a  cost  of  about 
$750,000,000  a  year,  we  should  be  able  to  maintain  a  two-ocean 
Navy  for  a  billion  and  a  half  dollars.  The  cost  of  maintain- 
ing and  replacing  the  enlarged  Army  and  air  force  should 
not  be  over  $2,000,000,000  a  year. 

Thai  would  make  a  grand  total  for  maintenance,  after  this 
Army  and  Navy  are  built  up.  of  about  $3,500,000,000  a  year, 
an  increase  of  $2,000,000,000  over  the  amoimt  of  money  we 
have  been  spending.  That  is  a  heavy  burden  on  the  economy 
of  the  United  States,  but  it  is  not  enough  to  force  us  to 
change  the  whole  economy.  We  have  a  national  income  in 
excess  of  $70,000,000,000.  We  have  been  spending  about 
$10,000,000,000  for  the  Federal  Government  alone  on  a  peace 
basis.  Surely,  with  economies  in  other  lines,  we  can  provide 
the  additional  funds  by  increased  taxation.  It  is  true  that 
the  tax  system  must  be  completely  revised,  but  I  see  no 
reason  why  It  cannot  leave  unimpaired  the  essential  features 
of  our  economic  system.  In  other  words,  the  burden  which 
we  can  look  forward  to  is  not  one  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  a 
justification  for  saying  that  we  must  abandon  every  other 
consideration,  we  must  abandon  every  principle  on  which 
this  country  is  based,  and  adopt  rx)me  form  of  totalitarian 
defense. 

Surely  the  manpower  required  need  not  upset  our  con- 
stitutional hberties.  A  million  men  may  have  to  be  per- 
manently employed  In  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps, 
and  a  milUon  and  a  quarter  perhaps  trained  for  the  Reserve, 
out  of  a  total  of  42,000,000  between  the  ages  of  18  and  65. 
That  certainly  can  be  done  without  recasting  our  whole  life. 
We  have  something  like  9.000,000  men  unemployed  today. 
We  should  not  exaggerate  the  character  of  the  emergency. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  other  day  we  passed  a  bill  here  In  connection  with 
which  the  question  arose  as  to  whether  we  would  permit  the 
men  affected  by  the  bill  to  be  sent  out  of  the  United  States. 
Of  course,  the  argument  was  immediately  made  that  we  must 
do  It,  and  in  the  Senate  the  proposal  to  limit  the  service  of  the 
men  to  the  United  States  was  defeated. 

In  contrast  to  the  hysteria  that  is  prevalent  in  the  United 
States  with  reference  to  our  getting  Into  the  war,  and  the  fears 
that  we  have  on  that  score,  I  interrupt  the  Senator  long 
enough  to  call  his  attention  to  what  was  done  in  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Australia  in  their  defense  act.  I  read  from 
paragraph  49  of  the  Defense  Act  of  1903-39,  page  15: 

Military  forces  not  liable  to  serve  beyond  Commonwealth.  Blem- 
bers  of  the  defense  force  who  are  members  of  the  military  forces 
shall  not  be  required,  unless  they  voluntarily  agree  to  do  so.  to 
serve  beyond  the  limits  of  the  Commonwealth  and  those  of  any 
territory  under  the  authority  of  the  Commonwealth, 

That  Is  the  law  of  Australia. 

In  Canada,  when  they  passed  the  draft  act — and  they 
passed  it  only  after  they  got  into  the  war — they  also  provided 
thatr- 

The  powers  conferred  by  the  next  preceding  section  may  not  b© 
exercised  for  the  purpose  of  requiring  persons  to  serve  in  the 
mUitary.  naval,  or  air  forces  outside  of  Canada  and  the  territorial 
waters  thereof. 

I  also  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  New  Zealand  had  a 
similar  provision,  saying  that  the  men  should  not  be  called 
outside  of  the  boundaries  of  New  Zealand,  while  here  in  the 
United  States  we  are  so  afraid  we  are  to  be  attacked,  or  that 
somebody  else  in  this  hemisphere  is  to  be  attacked,  that  we 
provided  that  our  soldiers  might  be  sent  anywhere  in  the 
world.  There  is  nothing  In  this  conscription  bill  limiting  the 
service  of  the  men  who  are  called.  They  may  be  used  ariy- 
where  that  it  is  desired  to  use  them  in  the  whole  world,  but 
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three  countries  which  are  Dominions  of  Great  Britain  and 
which  are  at  the  present  time  at  war,  have  provided  that  their 
soldiers  shall  be  used  only  in  defense  of  their  own  dominions. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  full  in  the 
Rkcoro  the  extracts  from  the  statutes  of  Australia,  Canada, 
and  New  Zealand  to  which  I  have  referred. 

There  t)eing  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was  or- 
dered to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

|The  Commonwealth  of  Australia.  The  Defense  Act.  1903-39,'  p.  15] 
Mn.rrAST  roRcia  not  LiABtE  to  szxve  betond  commonwealth 
49  Members  of  the  defense  force  who  are  members  of  the  mUltary 
forces  shall  not  be  required,  unless  they  voluntarily  agree  to  do  so. 
to  serve  oeyond  the  limits  of  the  Commonwealth  and  those  of  any 
territory  under  the  authority  of  the  Commonwealth. 

(As  passed  by  the  House  of  Commons  June  20.  1940,  1st  sess.,  19th 
Parll.Tment,  4  George  VI,  1940.  The  Hotise  of  Commons  of 
Canada | 

1.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the  National  Resources  Mobilization 
Act.  1940. 

2.  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  3  hereof,  the  Governor  In 
Council  may  do  and  authorize  such  acta  and  things  and  make  from 
time  to  time  such  orders  and  regulations  requiring  persons  to  place 
themselves,  their  services,  and  their  property  at  the  disposal  of  His 
Majesty  in  the  right  of  Canada  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  or  expe- 
dient for  securing  the  public  safety,  the  defense  of  Canada,  the 
maintenance  of  public  order,  or  the  efficient  prosecution  of  the  war, 
or  for  maintaining  supplies  or  services  essential  to  the  life  of  the 
community  |4 

3.  The  fHDwers  conferred  by  the  next  preceding  section  may  not  be 
exercised  for  the  purpose  of  requiring  persons  to  serve  in  the  mili- 
tary, naval,  or  air  forces  outside  of  Canada  and  the  territorial 
waters  thereof. 

CowtscmpnoN  Laws  or  Nrw  Zealand  and  Australia 

NEW    ZEALAND 

The  Minister  of  Defense.  F.  Jones,  announced  on  September  8. 
1939.  that  it  had  been  decided  to  raise  a  special  military  force  for 
service  "within  or  beyond"  New  Zealand.  Enlistment  would  be 
entirely  voluntary  and  would  be  confined  to  men  between  the  ages 
of  21  and  35.  who  could  only  join  as  rankers  or  noncommissioned 
officers.  Preference  would  be  given  to  single  men  not  engaged  in 
Msential  industries,  in  a  special  order,  beginning  with  serving  mem- 
bers of  the  territorial  forces.  The  minimum  period  of  training 
would  t>e  3  months.  After  that  period,  if  their  services  were  not 
required  Immediately,  all  hands  would  be  granted  indefinite  leave 
without  pay.  They  would  be  allowed  to  return  to  their  civil  occu- 
pations, but  would  be  liable  to  be  called  up  at  short  notice. 

On  September  12.  1939.  the  first  day  of  recruiting  for  the  force,  the 
Minister  of  Defense  stated  that  the  ready  response  of  the  young  men 
had  been  most  striking.  There  also  had  been  a  wonderful  response 
to  the  appeal  for  recruits  for  the  air  force. 

On  ^September  22.  1939,  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  the  Min- 
ister of  Defense  disclosed  that  the  defense  estimates  provided  for  8 
months'  training  for  the  first  echelon  of  6.600  in  the  special  mlhtary 
force,  for  4  months'  training  for  the  second  echelon  of  5,000,  and  for 
a  months'  for  the  third  echelon,  also  of  5.000. 

On  October  13.  1939.  regulations  were  gazetted  compelling  em- 
ployers to  reinstate  employees  on  the  termmatlon  of  their  military 
service  in  the  war.  with  payment  of  increased  salaries  which  they 
would  have  received  if  they  had  not  enlisted.  Failure  to  comply 
with  the  regulations  renders  employers  liable  to  prosecution,  to- 
gether with  payment  to  employees  not  reinstated  of  renim^icration 
up  to  12  weeks'  salarles.- 

AT7STRALU 

1.  National  Security  Act 

This  act.  which  makes  provision  for  the  safety  and  defense  of  the 
commonwealth  and  its  territories  during  the  present  state  of  war, 
was  a.ssented  to  on  September  9,  1939. 

The  main  provision  (sec.  5)  of  the  act  Is  that  which  confers  on  the 
Governor  General  power  to  make  emergency  regulations.  In  par- 
ticular, regulations  may  be  made  with  respect  to  the  taking  posses- 
sion or  control  of  property  or  the  acquisition  of  property  of  alien 
enemies,  the  conditions  of  disposal  of  property  and  goods,  the  pro- 
hibition of  acts  of  aliens,  the  disclosure  of  Information,  the  preven- 
tion of  money  or  goods  leaving  Australia,  and  the  entry  upon  or 
search  of  premises. 

The  regxUatlons  may  provide  for  empowering  such  persons  as  ar« 
prescribed  to  make  orders,  rules,  or  bylaws  for  any  purposes  for 
which  the  regulations  may  be  made. 

Nothing  in  this  section  shall  authorize  any  form  of  compulsory 
naval,  military,  or  air-force  service. 

The  making  of  any  provision  for  trial  by  courts  martial  of  persons 
not  subject  to  naval,  military,  or  air-force  law  is  also  prohibited,* 

2.  Compulsory  training 

In  the  house  of  representatives  on  Novemt)er  15.  1939.  the  Prime 
Minister,  Mr.  R.  G.  Menzles.  announced  that  the  war  cabinet  had 

» From  Law  Book  Co.  War  Legislation  Service;  the  Law  Book  Co  of 
Australia  Pty..  Ltd. 

» Journal  of  the  Parliaments  of  the  Empire.  October  1939.  p.  946. 

*Jounial  of  the  Parllamenu  of   the  Empire.  October   1939.   dd 
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decided  to  keep  the  militia  forces  at  an  adequately  trained  strength 
of  75.000  men.  and  for  that  purpose  compulsory  military  training 
would  be  reintroduced  in  January  next.  While  all  parties,  he 
thought,  agreed  that  service  abroad  must  maintain  Its  volimtary 
character,  there  was  a  growing  recognition  of  the  fact  that  military 
training  for  the  defense  of  Australia  should  be  a  normal  part  of 
their  civic  life,  and  if  it  was  to  be  just  and  democratic.  It  should  be 
made  compulsory.  There  was  no  question  of  conscription  for  over- 
seas service.  They  were  definitely  pledged  against  it.  In  order  to 
maintain  the  militia  forces  at  their  appropriate  strength,  it  was  not 
necessary  to  go  beyond  calling  up  the  trainees  of  one  age  class.  The 
class  selected  consisted  of  those  who  attained  the  age  of  21  years 
during  the  current  year.  As  time  went  on,  and  each  year  another 
group  of  men  entered  this  class,  the  obligation  to  train  would  attach 
to  it,  so  that  in  the  course  of  a  few  years  the  men  of  21.  22,  and  23 
years,  and  so  on,  would  have  received  a  substantial  measure  of 
military  training  ♦  (Andre  Bernard,  August  12,  1940) . 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  think  the  facts  stated  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana  very  clearly  show  that  the  countries  named  by  him 
have  not  the  exaggerated  idea  of  the  importance  of  man- 
power in  war  which  seems  to  underlie  the  whole  theory  of 
this  bill. 

We  should  not  exaggerate  the  character  of  the  emergency. 
In  working  out  an  adequate  defense,  I  am  convinced  it  can  be 
worked  out  imder  a  democratic  form  of  government.  The 
reason  why  I  am  opposed  to  this  bill  is  that  I  propose  to  try 
to  keep  our  Government  from  becoming  a  totalitarian  govern- 
ment, in  spite  of  the  conditions  which  exist,  unless  we  get 
to  a  point,  as  we  do  in  war,  in  which,  in  effect,  it  is  necessary 
to  set  up  a  totalitarian  government. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield?     • 

Mr.  TAFT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  have  always  been  interested  In  the  dis- 
tinction between  a  government  which  confers  executive  power 
upon  the  executive,  but  continually  holds  the  strings  of  that 
power  in  a  legislative  body,  where  it  may  be  rescinded  or  al- 
tered at  the  will  and  pleasure  of  the  legislative  lx)dy.  and  a 
government  such  as  I  have  construed  the  German  Govern- 
ment to  be,  in  which  the  legislative  power  has  been  completely 
abolished,  in  which  it  ceases  to  exist,  in  which  the  executive 
is  the  sole  power,  answerable  to  nobody.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  see  any  distinction  in  those  two  situations? 

Mr.  TAFT.  It  seems  to  me  perfectly  clear  that  all  of  these 
executive  powers  began  when  the  legislative  body  conferred 
on  the  Executive  more  and  more  power,  until  the  Executive 
had  complete  discretionary  power  to  take  all  properly  and  to 
take  all  men,  just  exactly  like  that  bill  recently  introduced  in 
the  Senate,  giving  the  President  complete  power  to  confiscate 
everything.  Once  that  power  is  conferred  on  the  Executive, 
while  the  legislature  theoretically  has  a  right  to  recall  it.  the 
conditions  which  the  legislature  has  created  are  such  that 
the  legislature  is  never  able  to  recall  the  power.  That  has 
been  the  history  of  the  establishment  of  each  of  these  totali- 
tarian states,  and  that  has  been  the  history  of  practically 
every  tyranny  in  the  history  of  the  world. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  whether  or  not  the 
destruction  of  that  power  has  not  been  preceded  by  the  de- 
struction of  the  things  which  we  regard  as  constitutional 
guaranties  In  this  country.  For  example,  has  there  not  been 
a  secret  police  system  which  prevented  free  assemblage  and 
any  expression  of  sentiment  on  the  part  of  the  people,  pre- 
vented the  enjoyment  of  freedom  of  speech,  prevented  a  free 
Dtess.  prevented  free  political  parties  and  free  discussion,  and 
set  up  a  military  power  which  was  responsible  only  to  the 
Executive,  which  actually,  by  force  and  coercion,  restrained 
the  people  from  the  exercise  of  democratic  privileges?  Have 
not  those  things  always  preceded  the  abdication  of  the  legis- 
lative power? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  do  not  claim  to  be  completely  conversant 
with  history,  but  I  am  sur^  they  were  all  incidents  of  the 
establishment  of  arbitrary  executive  power  and  not  its  cause, 
if  the  Senator  wants  an  answer. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Just  one  other  question.  Does  the  Senator 
think  that,  so  long  as  the  privilege  of  a  free  Australian 
ballot,  which^ay  be  cast  by  the  citizen  in  secrecy,  lives  in 
this  country ;  so  long  as  there  is  not  intimidation  and  coercion 
at  the  ballot  box  of  the  people  of  the  country;  so  long  as  a 

*  Journal  of  the  Parliaments  of  the  Empire.  January  1940.  p.  99; 
Commonwealth  of  Austrlaila.  Parliamentary  Debates  15th  Parll*- 
ment.  1st  sesa..  4th  period.  1937-39,  p.  1132. 
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free  press  and  free  speech  and  the  right  of  free  and  open 
assemblage  exist;  so  long  as  Congress  is  elected  by  the  people, 
the  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  one-third 
of  the  Senate  every  2  years;  so  long  as  the  Congress  retains 
Its  constitutional  power,  and  can  revoke,  alter,  or  rescind  any 
powers  it  confers  upon  anybody  else,  does  the  Senator  think 
there  is  any  likelihood  of  anything  that  can  fairly  be  called 
dictatorship  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes.  I  do.  I  think  that  if  Congress  confers 
an  of  its  powers,  or  confers  such  wide  executive  powers  on 
tile  President  that  he  can  do  what  he  pleases;  if  it  practically 
abandons  the  right  of  appropriation,  which  is  the  purpose  of 
the  spend-lend  programs  we  have  had  presented  to  us;  if  we 
confer  upon  the  President  indeflnile  discretion — I  say  we  no 
longer  have  a  democracy,  not  an  American  democracy,  no 
matter  what  other  rights  may  be  retained. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.    Certainly. 

Mi.  wheeler.  I  caU  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  Ger- 
many the  people  are  supposed  to  have  the  right  to  vote,  and 
they  do  vote,  but  when  I  was  in  Germany  3  or  4  years  ago 
I  said  to  some  laborers.  "Do  jrou  not  have  the  right  to  vote?" 
They  said,  "Yes."  I  said,  "C^n  you  not  vote  secretly?"  They 
said,  "Yes;  but  we  are  afraid  to,  because  we  win  be  sent  off 
to  concentration  camps."  That  was  the  result  of  the  fact  that 
they  had  granted  so  much  power  to  the  dictator. 

Even  in  Russia  the  Communists  claim  that  they  have  a  leg- 
islative body,  and  they  caU  themselves  a  democracy;  they 
claim  that  they  have  a  democratic  form  of  government.  But 
In  every  one  of  these  countries  where  there  is  a  dictatorship 
It  Is  not  claimed  that  it  is  a  dictatorship,  the  rulers  claim 
they  are  acting  l)ecause  the  people  grant  them  the  power. 

Once  power  is  granted  to  a  dictator,  under  whatever  name, 
I  have  never  heard,  and  no  one  else  has  ever  heard,  of  the 
power  being  given  up  by  the  executive  branch  of  the  govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  government  might  be  denominated  a 
democracy  which  every  4  years  elected  a  man  who  had  abso- 
lute jKtwer  to  run  everjrthlng  as  he  chose.  That  is  literaUy 
a  democracy,  because  it  is  the  rule  of  the  people.  They 
have  elected  that  man.  He  is  their  representative.  The  diffi- 
culty Is  that  at  the  end  of  the  4  years  they  do  not  get  the 
same  chance  to  elect  again,  whatever  power  they  have  In 
theory.  That  power  Is  abolished  In  fact.  It  Is  submerged 
In  a  condition  of  actual  power  conferred  upon  the  executive. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Does  not  the  Senator  recaU  the  period  of 
the  World  War  days,  when  Congress  conferred  upon  the 
President  of  the  United  States  very  great  powers  during  the 
period  of  the  emergency,  and  then,  when  the  emergency 
passed,  the  powers  were  revoked  or  rescinded  or  altered  with- 
out this  country  ceasing  to  be  a  democracy? 

Mr.  TAFT.  War  is  such  an  emergency  that,  as  a  practical 
matter,  the  President  is  nearly  always  made  a  dictator  in 
wartimes.  But  if  we  l)egin  to  do  that  every  time  Congress 
thinks  there  is  an  emergency,  which  is  the  theory  we  have 
pursued  for  some  shears.  It  takes  very  Uttle.  after  a  while,  to 
make  an  emergency.  In  other  words,  it  is  urged  now  that  in 
time  of  peace  we  shaU  confer  the  power  of  conscripUng  men 
by  force,  of  dragging  them  from  their  homes  and  putting 
them  Into  the  Army.  That  is  a  very  different  thing,  to  my 
mind,  from  doing  the  same  thing  in  wartimes.  In  wartimes 
a  democracy  temporarily  creates  a  dictatorship.  But  it  is 
recognized  that  when  the  war  is  over  the  dictatorship  will 
end.  although  there  always  may  be  danger  that  at  the  end 
of  the  war  it  may  not  end.  It  has  ended  with  us  after  every 
war. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  That  is  attributable  to  the  fact  that  the 
Congress  makes  a  finding  that  an  emergency  exists,  is  tt  not? 
Congress  regards  the  condition  as  an  emergency,  and  there- 
fore confers  emergency  powers  on  the  Executive  and  certain 
other  people.  If  Congress  determines  the  existence  of  the 
emergency,  may  it  not  Lkewise  determine  when  the  emer- 
gency ceases  to  exist?  Is  not  the  Senator  therefore  address- 
ing himself,  not  to  what  might  be  done  imder  the  emer- 


gency, but  Is  he  not  rather  trying  to  persuade  the  Congress 
not  to  adopt  an  emergency  measure  at  this  time? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  say  that  if  Congress  can  declare  an  emer- 
gency like  this  in  time  of  peace,  now,  it  can  declare  it  in 
time  of  peace  after  the  war.  There  is  no  way  to  draw  the 
line.  No  one  can  see  the  distinction.  War  is  war.  and  when 
war  Is  over  there  Is  peace,  and  everyone  knows  that  is  the 
time  when  the  emergency  power  should  end. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  thing  which  rather  struck  me  as  in- 
congruous in  the  Senator's  argument  was  that  he  is  appeal- 
ing to  a  body  which  has  great  power — that  is,  the  Congress 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  When  an  emergency  faces 
that  Congress,  it  has  authority  to  do  certain  things  to  protect 
the  country.  Because  in  an  emergency  which  the  Congress 
may  find  to  exist  it  may  exercise  extraordinary  power  or 
confer  the  right  to  exercise  extraordinary  power  upon  some- 
body else,  the  Senator  uses  that  possibility  as  an  argument 
that  today  that  constitutes  dictatorship.  Yet  he  professes  to 
be  directing  his  argtunent  to  a  democratic  assembly,  which 
may  adopt  or  decline  to  adopt  a  measure  that  is  proposed. 

Mr.  TAFT.  In  the  first  place,  I  have  not  said  anything 
about  a  dictatorship.  The  argtunent  I  was  advancing  was 
that  in  time  of  peace  we  should  carefully  guard  our  system, 
and  not  adopt  anything  which  would  transgress  our  ideas  of 
American  democracy,  unless  it  became  absolutely  necessary. 
I  have  not  said  that  this  would  create  a  dictatorship  neces- 
sarily. I  say  that  any  move  in  this  direction  tends  to  create 
a  dictatorship,  and  we  should  avoid  it,  unless  It  Is  absolutely 
In  oiu-  opinion  essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  country.  If  I 
were  convinced  of  the  existence  of  the  emergency,  I  might  be 
willing  to  vote  for  a  draft  In  peacetime.  I  have  not  said  I 
would  not. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  It  may  not  be  wise,  it  may  not  be  desirable, 
to  pass  the  proposed  legislation,  but  If  It  is  passed  by  the  Con- 
gress, which  is  elected  by  the  people  of  the  United  States  and 
is  answerable  only  to  the  people  of  the  United  States.  I  can- 
not see  anything  that  is  contrary  to  the  principles  of  demo- 
cratic government  about  it.  Any  legislation  we  pass  may  be 
wise  or  It  may  be  unwise,  but  if  we  pass  it.  acting  with  the 
right  of  discussion  preserved,  and  in  the  exercise  of  our  demo- 
cratic prerogatives,  I  cannot  sec  that  anyone  has  the  right  to 
say  that  it  is  an  undemocratic  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  would  say  that  if  today  we  passed  a  law — and 
there  is  such  a  measure  pending  here — giving  the  President 
power  to  confiscate  the  property  of  any  individual  in  the 
United  States  if  he  thought  it  necessary  for  the  national  de- 
fense, and  draft  anyone  he  chose,  if  we  gave  him  complete 
power  over  the  entire  life  of  the  United  States,  it  might  be 
our  judgment  that  that  was  the  thing  to  do;  but  it  would  not 
be  democracy,  in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  But  it  would  be  the  exercise  of  the  principles 
of  democracy  in  a  free  government  by  the  people's  repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr.  TAFT,  The  law  would  be  perfectly  legal,  I  am  not  say- 
ing it  would  not  be  legal.  I  am  merely  saying  that  after  we 
got  through  we  would  not  have  a  democracy. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  But  if  the  Congress  repealed  the  law  when 
they  changed  their  opinion  about  it.  would  we  not  sUll  have  a 
democracy? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Lex  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  TAFT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Does  the  able  Senator  from  Ohio  take  the 
position  that  the  enactment  of  the  pending  biU  would  be  a 
step  toward  dictatorship? 

Mr.  TAPT.  It  certainly  would  be.  I  do  not  say  It  is  dic- 
tatorship.   I  am  saying  It  is  a  step  toward  dictatorship. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  When  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
calls  3^ung  men  into  service  for  the  purpose  of  giving  them 
military  training  for  a  period  of  12  months,  and  these  young 
men  then  go  back  to  their  regular  occupations  and  pursuits 
and  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  engaged  in  ordi- 
nary pursuits  and  vocations,  there  is  not  the  slightest  sem- 
blance of  our  imdertaking  to  establish  a  dictatorship.    We 
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are  merely  giving  military  training  to  a  certain  number  of 
our  citizens  in  order  that  we  may  be  prepared  in  the  event 
we  should  unfortunately  be  drawn  into  war.  I  think  there 
Is  quite  a  distinction  between  having  a  Regular  Establishment 
of  an  army  of  great  proportions  and  calling  our  young  men 
Into  training  and  then  letting  them  return  to  their  usual  pur- 
suits and  vocations.  We  are  not  maintaining  a  huge  Regular 
Establishment.  The  Regular  Army  is  authorized  at  a  strength 
Of  375.000  men.  We  are  merely  training  men  to  be  used  as 
a  reserve  body  on  which  to  draw  in  case  of  danger. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Perhaps  the  Senator  was  not  here  earlier  dur- 
ing my  discussion,  but  I  spent  some  time  attempting  to  point 
out  that  this  is  not  a  training  bill;  that  under  a  real  com- 
pulsory training  bill  we  would  take  the  boys  as  they  came  cut 
of  high  school.  l)efore  they  started  on  their  life  work,  and 
train  as  many  as  we  chose.  Under  this  bill  we  would  take 
men  out  of  their  life's  work,  80  percent  of  them  already  en- 
gaged in  the  occupations  in  which  they  wish  to  succeed, 
and  we  would  take  a  year  out  of  their  lives.  That  time  can- 
not be  put  back.  There  are  many  businesses  in  which  a  man 
may  get  ahead  by  convincing  his  employer  that  he  is  a  man 
to  be  trusted  and  relied  on.  He  gets  a  position  in  which  he 
can  go  on  to  success.  He  is  taken  out  of  that  for  a  year. 
Who  takes  his  place?  Somebody  else,  of  course.  The  em- 
ployer has  to  have  somebody  to  do  the  work.  When  the 
young  man  comes  back  he  may  find  a  job  somewhere,  but 
his  life  is  interrupted,  and  his  life  may  well  be  ruined.  That 
Is  particularly  true  of  a  young  lawyer,  for  example,  who  has 
practiced,  let  us  say,  only  for  4  years,  who  has  just  started  to 
build  up  a  practice,  and  who  is  grabbed  and  taken  away  from 
his  work  for  a  year.  When  he  comes  back  he  may  find  that 
his  practice  is  gone  and  that  he  must  begin  his  life  over 
again. 

I  jwinted  out  also  that  General  Marshall  clearly  stated  that 
this  is  no  training  bill.  What  he  wants  is  900.000  men  under 
arms  next  spring.  I  pointed  out  what  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  War  said.    He  wants  1,300.000  men  under  arms. 

The  bill  provides  for  a  draft  to  fill  up  the  Army.  It  pro- 
vides for  training,  yes;  but  training  is  incidental  to  the  theory 
that  we  must  use  this  draft  to  build  up  an  army  to  the  num- 
ber of  men  that  the  Army  thinks  is  necessary  to  meet  what- 
ever the  emergency  may  be. 

Mr.   OVERTON.     Mr.   President,   will   the  Senator  again 
yield? 
.     Mr.  TAPT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Ohio  is  per- 
fectly right  in  taking  the  position  that  the  bill  works  a 
greater  hardship  than  a  bill,  for  instance,  which  would  carry 
Into  execution  a  program  of  military  service  by  which  young 
men  of  a  certain  age,  before  they  enter  into  business,  are 
called  into  training  for  a  period  of  a  year.  But  the  situa- 
tion that  confronts  us  now  is  one  where  there  is  a  necessity 
to  have  a  reserve  force  of  trained  men. 

I  am  not  one  of  those  who  expect  that  Hitler  will  be  over 
here  tomorrow,  or  next  week,  or  possibly  next  year,  or  per- 
haps in  the  next  3  or  4  years,  or  at  any  particular  time,  but 
I  do  know  that  military  strength  is  a  relative  term.  A  decade 
ago  the  military  strength  we  had,  in  our  Navy,  in  our  Regular 
Establishment,  and  in  our  National  Guard,  may  have  been 
sufficient  to  cope  with  any  situation  that  might  arise,  or 
that  could  reasonably  be  expected  to  arise.  But  today  we 
observe  certain  governments  creating  tremendous  war  ma- 
chines. We  find  that  Germany  has  a  tremendous  war  ma- 
chine, equipped  with  not  only  trained  men,  but  seasoned 
troops.  We  find  the  same  situation  in  Italy.  We  find  the 
same  situation  in  Japan.  In  order  that  we  may  maintain 
our  relative  military  strength  as  a  great  world  power,  it  is 
necessary  for  us  to  do  a  certain  amount  of  training,  and  to 
have  a  Reserve  Corps  upon  which  we  can  draw  in  the  event 
that  it  becomes  necessary  for  us  to  go  to  war. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  object  at  all  to  train- 
ing. I  Intend  to  consider  later  at  some  length  the  number  of 
men  we  should  have,  and  to  show,  I  think  very  clearly,  that 


we  can  get  them  by  a  voluntary  system.  I  have  introduced  a 
bill  authorizing  the  President  to  set  up  military  training 
camps  on  a  voluntary  basis,  and  I  am  convinced,  so  far  as  the 
emergency  before  us  today  is  concerned,  that  it  can  be  han- 
dled on  a  voluntary  basis,  but  I  would  rather  give  the  details 
and  reasons  for  that  argimient  later  in  my  remarks,  so  they 
may  come  in  order. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
again? 

Mr.  TAFT.    Surely. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  My  objection  to  the  voluntary  system  is 
that  it  imposes  a  penalty  on  patriotism  and  affords  a  premium 
to  slackerism. 

Mr.  TAPT.    I  think  I  shall  answer  that  later  on. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAPT.  Mr.  President,  I  was  pointing  out  when  I  was 
Interrupted  that  in  my  opinion  in  an  emergency  of  this  kind 
it  is  peculiarly  essential  that  we  retain  our  respect  for  the 
principles  of  constitutional  government,  and  that  we  go  no 
further  in  modifying  them  than  js  absolutely  essential. 

We  should  not  exaggerate  the  character  of  the  emergency. 
In  working  out  an  adequate  defense,  I  am  convinced  it  can 
be  worked  cut  under  a  democratic  form  of  government,  if  we 
try.  if  we  pay  some  attention  to  that  principle.  I  am  con- 
vinced it  can  be  worked  out  under  an  economic  system  in 
which  initiative  and  free  enterprise  still  provide  the  energy 
and  force  which  has  made  this  country  the  powerful  Nation 
which  we  are,  if  we  try,  and  pay  some  attention  to  keeping 
that  system  in  force. 

I  am  convinced  that  it  can  be  worked  out,  retaining  the 
principles  of  individual  liberty  for  which  it  was  founded,  if  we 
try.  In  short.  I  am  convinced  that  to  meet  the  threat  of  a 
totalitarian  nation  we  need  not  make  ourselves  totalitarian. 
I  shudder  when  I  hear  the  words  "total  defense."  I  do  not 
know  what  "total  defense"  means,  unless  it  means  the  sub- 
jugation of  every  other  principle  of  our  life  to  the  one  sub- 
ject— military  defense. 

If  the  words  mean  anything,  they  mean  that  the  energies 
of  every  individual  shall  be  devoted  to  defense  and  that  we 
shall  wipe  out  from  our  minds  every  other  goal.  That  is  not 
true  today:  I  hope  it  may  never  be  true.  At  a  time  like  this 
it  is  peculiarly  necessary  that  with  every  measure  we  take 
we  see  that  the  principles  of  American  freedom  are  guarded 
well.  Never  has  the  American  way  of  life  been  in  such  dan- 
ger— danger  as  much  from  within  as  from  without. 

It  is  said  that  there  is  no  difference  in  principle  between 
those  who  say,  "We  are  willing  to  have  a  draft  if  necessary" 
and  those  who  say,  "We  want  to  l*ave  a  draft  anyway."  I 
think  that  is  a  difference  of  principle.  I  think  the  whole  ques- 
tion hei-  is  whether  there  is  the  necessity  for  changing  one 
of  the  basic  principles  of  American  democracy  by  imposing  a 
selective  draft  in  time  of  peace,  and  that,  in  my  opinion,  is  a 
basic  question  of  principle. 

6.  A  PEACETIME  DRAFT  IS  CONTKART  TO  LIBERTT  AND  AMERICAN  PRECEDENT 

We  should  avoid  a  draft  if  it  can  possibly  be  done.  The 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
spoke  of  its  tragic  necessity.  In  war  it  may  be  necessary, 
but  I  agree  with  him  that  it  is  tragic  to  permit  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  a  man  already  well  established  in  his  life  work, 
and  compel  him  to  give  up  that  work  in  time  of  peace  and 
enter  the  Army.  That  is  certainly  not  liberty  or  freedom, 
whether  It  is  democracy  or  not.  The  basis  of  our  Government 
has  been  the  right  of  individuals  to  choose  their  own  way  of 
life,  to  find  the  niche  they  fit.  to  rise  to  positions  of  interest 
and  power  no  matter  how  humble  their  beginnings  may  be. 
Probably  no  quality  is  so  essential  to  success  as  persistence 
and  thoroughness.  To  take  a  man  when  he  has  gotten  well 
started,  and  compel  him  to  be  absent  for  a  year,  undoes  the 
progress  he  has  made  in  his  chosen  occupation,  and  is  more 
than  hkely  to  affect  his  whole  life  unfavorably. 

It  is  said  that  a  compulsory  draft  is  a  democratic  system. 
I  deny  that  it  has  anything  to  do  with  democracy.  It  Is 
neither  democratic  nor  undemocratic.    It  is  far  more  typical 
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of  totalitarian  nations  than  of  democratic  nations.  The  the- 
ory behind  it  leads  directly  to  totalitarianism.  It  is  abso- 
lutely opposed  to  the  principles  of  individual  liberty  which 
have  always  been  considered  a  part  of  American  democracy. 
To  choose  1  man  in  10  by  lot,  and  require  him  to  leave  his 
home  against  his  will,  is  more  like  roulette  than  it  is  like 
democracy.  Many  people  came  to  this  country  for  the  single 
purpose  of  avoiding  the  requirements  of  military  service  in 
Europe.  This  country  has  always  been  opposed  to  a  large 
standing  army,  and  it  has  l)een  opposed  to  the  use  of  the  draft 
except  in  time  of  war  when  it  may  be  absolutely  necessary. 
I  shrink  from  the  very  setting  up  of  thousands  of  draft  boards, 
with  clerks  and  employees,  and  endless  paper  work  and  red 
tape;  from  the  registration  of  12,000.000  men  and  the  prying 
into  every  feature  of  their  lives,  their  physical  condition. 


their  religious  convictions,  their  financial  status,  and  even 
their  hobbies.  / 

Mr.  President,  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  selective-service 
questionnaire  for  registrants  under  this  bill,  or  at  least  Its 
salient  sections,  apparently  prepared  by  the  Army,  and  pub- 
lished in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  Friday,  July  26, 
1940.  It  covers  an  entire  page  of  the  New  York  Herald 
Tribune.  It  asks  a  man  every  question  that  anyone  can 
think  of  that  might  possibly  be  of  some  ihterest  to  some  friend 
of  that  particular  man. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  It  be  printed  in  the  Rccobs 
at  this  point  as  part  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OPPICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 


Ordw  No. 


I  (Prom  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  July  2«,  1»40) 
Salient  Sbctions  or  SELBcmrs  Sxbvick  QiTxsnoNNAntK  roR  Ai.r.  American  Mxn.  18  to  64,  Unci 
QUESTION.NAIRE 


PsNsiNo  Bull 


Name  of  Registrant: 


(First  ouoe} 
Address 


(Middle  name) 


(iMSt  name) 


(Number)  . 
(City,  town,  or  ooanty) 


(Street  or  H.  D.  number) 
(State)" 


Serial  Na 


Telephon«»  No. 

(To  be  filled  in  by 

registr&ot) 


NOTICE  TO  REGISTRANT.— You  are  required  by  law  to  return  this  Questionnaire,  fliled  out  in  accordance  with  instructions,  within  5  days 
from  the  date  of  mailing  of  this  notice.  Failure  to  do  so  is  an  act  punisliable  by  One  and  impriMonmeot  and  may  result  in  immcJiaU)  induction  into  the 
military  service. 


(Date  of  mailing) 


Member  of  Loemi  Bov4. 


READ  INSTRUCTIONS  BEFORE  FILLING  OUT  THIS  QrESTIONNAIRE 

1.  The)<e  questions  are  intended  to  furnish  the  Local  Board  with  information  to  pna>)le  it  to  classify  you.  Class  I  inrludt>s  registrants  immediately  available  for  induction 
into  tiw  put>lic  armed  (oroe«.  Class  II.  tlMse  wboM  induction  is  deferred  because  of  the  importance  to  the  Nation  of  the  service  they  are  rendering  in  their  civil  positions. 
Cla.««  III.  those  whose  induction  is  deferred  because  they  have  relatives  mainly  dependent  upon  them  for  support.  Class  IV,  others  whose  induction  is  deferred  by  law  or 
is  undwiraMe. 

2.  Oaths  rpquirtvl  in  the  guestionnah«  may  be  administered  by  (1)  a  member  or  chief  clerk  of  a  Local  Board  or  Board  of  Appeal,  member  or  associate  member  of  an 
Advisory  Board  (or  Refisirant!*.  or  a  Qowrnment  Appeal  Af^nt;  (2t  any  Poettnasler,  Notary  I'ubUc,  or  aiiy  Federal,  State,  ouunty,  or  municipal  officer  auUioriicd  by  law 
to  administiT  oaihs  itonorally  or  for  military  purposes.     (.Note  —No  fw  shall  be  charspd  for  this  •service.) 

3.  If  you  <-ano<>t  rea<i  or  write,  or  do  not  UDd<^rstiind  the  Queeuionoaire,  cumniiuiicate  with  your  Local  Board.  Advisory  Boards  are  orKaniced  to  assist  rcxistrants  in 
comptcting  tiinr  yufstK)nn3ires.     No  charge  will  be  ma<l«>  for  this  service.     If  there  i.«  no  .Advisory  Board  available,  you  must  nevertheless  complete  your  Questionnaire. 

4.  If  you  desire  to  furnish  additional  information  or  affllavius  with  your  Questionnaire,  attach  the  same  secun-ly  to  it. 

5.  If  you  an>  already  io  the  uiiiitary  or  naval  service  obtain  a  certificate  to  that  effect  from  your  oummanding  officer  and  return  your  Questionnaire  in  blank  with  this 
certificate  attachid. 

6.  You  will  receive  notice  from  your  Local  Board  of  your  preliminary  classification. 

7.  Report  to  your  Local  Board  at  once  any  chaai;e  of  address  or  any  (act  which  may  chanfte  your  classification. 

8.  When  a  notice  Is  posted  in  the  ofl5ce  of  your  Local  Board  all«»eiinit  you,  you  are  bound  to  perform  the  duly  required  even  if  no  notice  reaches  you  by  mail.  The  Nation 
Is  at  war  and  every  registrant  is  thus  put  on  notif  e  to  know  his  jiosition  and  duty. 

9.  Make  no  altflntions  in  printed  matter  in  this  Qui-stionnaire,  except  as  indicated. 

I  Series  I— PHYSICAL  CONDITION.*     (Confldeatial) 

iNSTBrcnowa.— 'Fvery  repfstrant  must  answer  each  question  In  this  series. 

L  Have  you  any  physical  defect? If  so.  slate  it 

1  Are  you  a  iwtient  of  an  asylum,  hospital,  or  other  iixstitution  (ves  or  no)? If  so,  state  ailment,  or  reason '...".'"".'.'.'.'. 

— ,  and  the  name  and  location  of  the  institution 


Nora.— If  the  registrant  is  a  patient  of  an  institution  and  is  unable  to  answer  the  above  questions,  the  executive  head  of  the  institution  will  oommtmicate  these  f acta  bn- 
mediately  to  the  Loeal  Board. 


n— DEPENDENCY.*    (Confidential  except  as  to  namas  and  addresses  of  claimed  dei»endents) 

lN.<<TKrrTioN-<>.— Every  reeistrant  must  answw  question  1  (a)  of  this  series,  and  if  his  answer  is  "yes,"  he  must  answer  the  remaining  questions  in  the  series  and  secure  the 
■ur(>ortinj;  affidavits  required  by  the  form  on  |>ai:e  2. 

1.  (a)  Have  you  dependent  upon  your  physical  or  mental  labor  for  support  a  wife,  child  (embraces  only  boys  under  1«  years  of  ajre  and  rfrls  under  18  years  of  am  and 
faichides  unborn  child,  stepchild,  and  child  legally  adopted,  prior  to  declaration  of  war,  and  child  with  respect  to  whom,  prior  to  declaration  of  war.  the  registrant  tnH  ia  good 
faith  as.sump<l  and  fulfilled  the  obligation  of  parent,  and  an  Invalid  child  of  any  ape),  mother,  faster  mother,  aged  or  invalid  father  or  foster  father,  aged  or  invalid  grandparents, 
brother  under  16  y<"ars  of  age,  sl.ster  under  18  years  of  ag".  invalid  brother  or  sister  r^ardless  of  ageT (6)  If  so,  state  whicli.- 

2.  .\re  you  single,  marriel.  widowed,  or  dlroroed?    (State  which) 1 IIIII 

S.  If  married,  .state  the  place _ ;  the  date. 

4.  Conoiming  each  person  nov  dependent  upon  you  for  support,  state: 


1 

Age 

Rdation- 

sMp 

to  you 

Address 

When  ■ 
support 
began 

During  last  12  months 

Do  yoa 

Kama 

Amount 

contributed 
by  you 

Earned  by 
dependent 

Period 
dependent 
was  em- 
ployed 

and  de- 
pendent 
live  to- 
geUMT? 

- f^ 

.    - 

S.  If  anv  of  the  amotmt  contributed  daring  the  last  12  months  to  any  dependent,  other  than  your  wife  and  children,  was  actually  in  payment  of  board  and  lodging  lor 

Tomslf  and/or  others,  state:  Amount  $ To  whom . 

*or  whom „ ____..... ..............^..... ■    -   , 

Confidential,  except  for  use  by  Government  officials.    (See  see.  SB,  S.  S.  R.) 
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6.  In  what  nillin^.  If  any.  Is  your  wife  trained  or  skilled?.... 

7.  Has  ><Hir  wif**  pver  hf>en  employed? If  so,  in  what  calling  and  when? . 1.""III"IIIIIIIII111111I.1I.1. ....... . 

8.  Stale  the  cjnliiiKD  of  your  wife's  health  . ""m"I..""~"I..II""-..... ............ ... 

ft.  Dot«  your  wife  live  with  her  parents,  or  your  parents,  or  any  one  of  them?  .     If  so.  state  which. ""TT"""""!"?!?"".*...* I 

10.  1/  any  claimed  dependent  (other  than  wife  or  child)  has  a  brother,  sister,  father,  mother,  husband,  wife,  or  ctiUd,  state  as  to  each  such  relative  the  foiiowinx: 


Naaw 


Age 


Relation- 
ship to  such 
dependent 


Addna 


Occupation 


To  which 

dependent 

related 


Amount  oon- 

tribute«l  by 

such  (M'raon 

to  your 

claimed 

dependent 


II.  Has.  any  one,  other  than  the  persons  named  in  Question  10,  contributed  to  or  provided  for  the  support  of  said  dependent  or  dependents  during  the  last  13  months? 
If  so,.giTe  flftmes  of  such  dependents,  contrilMitors,  and  amounts . . ..... ..... 


12.  State  your  total  incoiiit  from  all  sourct-s  diirintt  the  last  12  months.  In  cash.  S ,  an<I  in  other  thin^  of  value,  I ... 

13.  How  much  of  the  prod-din''  amount,  or  amounts,  was  obtained  by  your  own  labor,  mental  or  physical? ... 

14.  nave  ymi  filed  any  income  tax  report  within  the  last  year? Where? ..... '." 

15.  Give  the  following  information  concerning  all  proiierty  owned  by  you: 


■ 

Present  value 

Incumbrances 

DuriTjf  past  tax  year 

During  past  12  months 

Taxes 

To  whom  taxes  paid 

Oross  income 

Net  income 

Real  estate 

.-..-.-.*••..•••_..•.•.. 

All  other  property 

W.  State  net  income,  durine  the  last  12  months,  from  any  property  held  in  trust  (or  yoa 

1".  l)o  you  or  any  of  your  family  or  dependents  oicn  the  house  in  which  you  live"?   ... If  so,  state  owner. 

W.  Slate  the  name  of  each  of  your  dependents  who  ou'n«  the  bouse  in  which  he  Lrsfate)  lives 


19.  1)0  you  rent  the  house  in  which  you  live? 


If  so,  state  the  monthly  rent,  and  the  name  and  address  of  your  landiori""""!! 


i. — 


30.  Sute  the  value  of  all  projierty  owned  by,  or  held  in  trust  for,  each  of  your  claimed  dependents,  mcumbrances  tbenK)n,  if  any.  and  his'or  her  nMBandiMTt'inm^J^ 
therefrom  during  the  last  lU  months:  *^  ^    •"wuir» 


Name  of  dependent 

Value  of  property 

Incumbrances,  if  any 

Oross  income 

Net  income 

4. 

• 

31.  State  any  other  facts  which  you  consider  necessary  to  fairly  present  your  status  concerning  dependents. 


Etatk  or 


SUPPORTIXO  AFFIDAVITS  OF  DEPENDENTS  OVER  IS  YEARS  OF  AOK 

.. .,  CorNTT  or    ,«; 


(Signature  of  affiant) 
(Signature  of  afflaot) 


(Signature  of  affiant) 

(Signature  of  affiant)  *""  ** 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this day  of 19 

V  (Signature  of  officer) '("Di^igiiitiin  of  offl w)" " " 

Series  III-INFORMATION  FOR  MILITARY  (INCLUDING  NAVAL)  AUTHORITIES 

ijfBTiircnoNs.— Every  registrant  must  answer  all  of  the  questions  in  this  series. 

1.  State  your  name 

(First  name) (Middle  naine)' (Last  d^m)' 


(City.  town,  or  county) 


(State) 


1  Give  any  other  names  by  which  yoa  are  or  have  been  known  .. 

3.  Give  home  address^ ''""!! "'"""?! 

(Numba  and  street,  or  R.  D.  numt)a') 

4.  Sute  date  and  place  of  birth 

a.  To  what  country  do  you  owe  aUegiance?..     './Are  you  an"  applicMt  for  citizenship  in  the  United  S^^  " 

«.  Are  you  white.  Negro,  Indian,  oriental,  or  Filipino?    (SUte  which) 7 — 

7.  Are  you  single    ,  or  marriwl ..?    Number  of  children,  if  any T * 

8.  Slate  name,  address,  and  relationship  of  nearest  relative  (next  of  kin) ...llllllllllll™"!  * * * 

9.  State  name,  address,  and  relationship  of  person  to  be  notified  in  case  of  cmergVncy.lIIIlIIIIIIlI™™""""""""*  *"* 

(First  name)  (Middle  name) (Last  name) 

'"""(State) 


(Number  and  street,  oc  R.  D.  niimbcr)' 


(Town  r.T  city) 

10.  What  h  your  usual  occupation? 

ITsua]  weekly  wage  or  income 


(Relationship) 

-- Norober  of  years  so  engaged 

Specify  work  performed 


IL  Are  there  any  other  things  (inciudiiig  "bobbtes)  that  you  do  weU?    If'so.  name  the  two  jroii  do  best," giving  expeVien«  ineiiAlllll^""'."" 

IZ  State  previous  militEiry  experience,  giving  school,  or  coliege,  or'organ'i»tioni'eitenro'f  tiining 'iad  rank' '«^  ~ 

;  years  in  coliege „ ;  years  in  technical  school' ".11™!^!!""*' 


\"^y.  Schooling:  Grade  reached  in  school ........ 
Name  flf^olWe  andor  technical  school  
Subjects  of  spi<rializat  ion  or  courses  puntued '. --'.-.!-/  ""'Illirilll"" 

11  Underline  languases  you  speak:  English,  French,  German,  Spanish.    State  aiiyotherV.™"™! 


r 
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lN8T»trCTiOKS.-The  Local  Board  that  prepares  the  mohilif  ation  paper,  win  All  in  the  followiiv: 

The  rrcistranl  name<i  herem  ha«i  Order  No ^  fa^(\  g^ial  No. 


(Stamp  of  Local  Board  of  origin) 


Dau  and  hour  of  induction  from  column  34  or  ooituim'z?  of'tte'Cteiflcation'Reeord) 

(In  oaw  oir  aileced  dewrtlon)  he  reported '..".'.".".'. 19' 

,g  (Month) (Diiy) ' 

"'(I>ay)      ' 

1/ not  entrained  by  the  Local  Board  of  origin,  place  of  entrainment 


was  apprehended 


(Month) 


Opinion  of  Loral  Board  as  to  occupation  for  which  registrant  is  best  fitted' 
ber  of  Loral  Board? 


b  the  registrant  known  personally  to  aay  Un.»<:.  m,  xy,^^,  t^mixi  ■ 

Comments  of  Local  Hoard  on  answers  of  nfistrant  in  So-ics  IV  (next  iMge) '.'".'.I'.'.'.'Ji 

This  pace  baa  been  extracted  from  tte"swoina  Qtinitioiuaire  of'tbe' 


Member  of  Loeal  BMird. 


Scries  rV-RELIOIOCS  CONVICTION  AGAINST  WAR 


Local 


answer  a!l  of  the  questions  In  this  series  and  file  with  his 
eMer  or  (wstor  or  person  holding  like  position. 


,   „.^      ^,.,     ^       I  governing  body  or  head 

i.  H  hen  did  it  adopt  opp<isition  to  war  as  a  part  of  its  creed? 

4.  Give  name  and  address  of  your  particular  church  or  orsanintion ' 


A.  When,  when,  and  bow  did  you  beoone  a  member  of  such  sect  or  organicationT 


I 


I V-LEGISLATIVE.  EXECUTIVE.  AND  JUDICIAL  OFFICIALS  (Not  emploj-ees) 
IwrrarrTtoNs-tevery  regu-trant  who  is  a  Federal.  SUte.  Territorial,  County  or  Municipal  Offlct^  must  answer  the  questions  in  this  series. 
1.  SUte  exact  deaiirnation  of  your  office 

1  Were  you  elected  by  popular  vote? .'.'....... or  aoDointed* ' " *••• 

3.  How  much  of  your  time  is  actually  devoted  to  your  position?     ' ^i^tuvou.  ../ , __^ ^ 

4.  SUte  date  your  term  of  office  will  expire l""™"""""!"! — * " ........ . ... 

Series  VI-FEDEBAL,  STATE.  TERRITORIAL.  COUNTY,  AND  MUNICIPAL  EMPLOYEES  (Not  officiate) 
mm  Jmu^.],^^*:r^l}^  regbtrant  intends  to  claim  defmed  classification  under  this  heading,  he  muj^t  answer  the  qticf  lions  in  this  .series  and  niu-st  file  with  the  T»«il  BnuM 

?SL^.S!r.,J*-^P    r^  ;!^"*'V"i  ""^^^^l^  ^  matenal  detriment  to  public  intere.st.     The  affidavit  musi  he  indorsed 
Uapartment.  or  ln<lot*ndent  Bure:>u.  Uffice.  Board,  or  ('onimL««lon.  or  his  authorized  representative 


employed  in  his  jire.-ent  position,  and  whether  or 

Approved"  or  "DLsapproved"  hy  the  head  of  the 

No  deferment  shall  be  allowed  to  a  registrant  whose  appointment 


made  after  war  is  declarel  and  who  otherwise  would  have  been  place<l  in  Class  I. 

1.  If  a  Federal,  .State.  Territorial,  County,  Municipal  employee,  stale  which 

2.  State  the  exact  deriignation  of  your  office 

3.  Stale  the  tiniure  of  >our  work ..'..'.'. '.'.'.'.'.'.'.".  ""'    """"*--    ™.-    . — ....... — ...... — ..................... . _ — , — 

4.  How  long  have  you  heen  continnoosly  employed  in" Toar'proMmrpa^ltf^^^  '" 

k.  State  the  character  and  duration  of  your  education,  training,  and  experience  for  your  p«iition--™IIIIIIIlIIIIIIIIIIIIII™32II™; " 


A,  How  mocfa  of  vour  time  is  artusi^ 'devoted  toyotv  poimion?'. 


Series  VH- MARINE  PILOTS 
Cllere  fottotr  three  fueitiont  relating  to  mwrin*  pUatt) 
Series  VIII— MINISTER  OF  RELIGION 
InsrarcnoKs.— IT  a  registrant  intends  to  elafan  deferred  classification  as  a  minister  of  religion  he  must  answer  all  of  this  series  of  questions. 

,  where 


1.  SUte  when 

■Dd  the  niannrr  in  which  you  became  a  minister  of  n-licrion 

2.  Are  you  now  authorixed  to  preach  or  promulgate  the  dociriLe:  of  your  reilgioo? 
•nd  position  held  hy  you  .  ___  __ 

3.  What  part  of  >'our  time  do  you  give  to  your  religious  iaborsKliniliriimri 

4.  Havf  you  any  other  occupation;  if  so,  what? ""!!"!!"" 


...    If  so,  state  name  and  address  of  church  or  organisation  to  whidi  attached 


ISSTRITTIONS 


Series  IX-AGRICULTURAL  OCCUPATION 

.    ,       .     „    ^^,^"T  reirisfranf  ejigaged  in  agrfrulturc  must  answer  the  questions  in  this  series  that  apply  to  him.    If  he  intends  to  claim  deferred  classlfloitlnn  »n 

•ooount  of  agricultural  occui>ation.  he  must  secure  the  supiwling  affidavits  required  by  the  forms  on  page^  6  ^Sd  7  in  conformity  wVttwfoltowSgi^TIictfoSS  *" 

a.  If  the  refl-strant  is  an  employee,  affidavit  No.  1  must  be  made  by  his  employer  and  affidavit  No  2  by  a  near  neiehbor 

h.  If  the  r»>srt'trant  Ls  the  sole  owner  of  the  land,  both  supportinR  alfidavit.s  shall  be  made  by  near  neiehbors 

e.  If  the  reeistranl  b  the  owner  of  the  land  with  another.  jifTidavit  No.  1  shall  be  made  by  the  tx>-owner  an<l  affidavit  No.  2  shall  be  made  by  4  near  neirhbor 
■■»  ne^hU***'*  *  of  the  land  or  a  tenaut  with  another,  affidavit  No.  1  must  be  made  by  the  owner  of  the  land  or  the  latter's  apVt.ind  affltUVuNo.  2by  t 

..  U'^'J'ii!'^  ^"f."  t*''"**  ruttWMrtlatingto  tht  rrffitfranfs  relalioi,  to  offrietUture  a«  "lahoTer.  orertfer.  hired  monacer.  thareeropper.  renter  otrnrr 
e*e.  nni  tkejHani,t,of  trop^jj^ire^ork  prod,u-fd  and  maintained.  Question  So.  14  it.  "  W»r  cannot  ant  one  or  vJre  (^  tout  rtimt<*,  w^imTuher 
per»o*,  coafHuK  your /arm  tperwtioiu  dwtng  four  atmncet"  c  u.  kw,  w  www  oi»«r 


Series  X— OTHER  OCCUPATION 


him 
With 


iNOTKVf^iOKs-KvtjT  registrant  engaged  in  an  occupation  other  than  thoee  enumerated  in  series  V  to  IX  must  answer  all  of  the  questions  of  this  series  that  aonlv  to 
i  thi  follies  m.^rX.i  c»~-*»tM,n  on  account  of  occupaiK,n.  be  must  secure  the  supporting  affldaviu  required  by  the  f^ms  on  pages  6  (SJdT  in  donf^mlg 

«  If  the  reiristrant  i.>  an  employee,  affidavit  No.  1  must  be  made  by  his  immediate  superior  and  affidavit  No.  2  by  the  executive  head  of  the  enterprise  If 
tttends  into  more  th»n  one  state,  affidavit  No.  2  may  1*  made  by  the  iH-ad  of  the  divLs.on  or  plant  in  which  the  registrant  is  actually  employed  If  the  r^islra 
Is  also  executive  head  of  the  enterprise,  affidavit  No.  1  shall  be  ni».|p  by  such  executive,  and  affidavit  No.  2  by  a  substiintiiil  citizen.  >t*'5ira 


the  bujtineas 
repislrant's  superior 

h.  If  the  reifts  rint  IS  p»rt  owner  of  «J*f  ^nt^J^ise  "s  a  stockholder  or  partner,  affidavit  No.  1  must  be  made  by  a  stockholder  or  copartner,  and  affidavit  No  2  by  a  sub- 
■taatial  atizen.    If  he  is  the  sole  owner,  both  affidavits  must  be  made  by  substantial  dtiuiu.  ^—        .    "v.-uiua».n-,o.  <  uy  asuo- 


1.  What  is  your  eccupation? 

a.  Sute  the  name  and  address  of  the  enterprise  with  which  yon  are  oonnectedl'jr'm 

3.  Wbat  is  prodiMsd  or  what  servioe  is  parforined  by  tiie  enterprise? ....  .."J  ™."rjrjj 

4.  State  jrour  connection  with  ihtftkUrv'^--^.^-^llllllllll.lllllll"lll""'". 

6.  What  work  do  you  dot . ""''"'" 

«.  Are  you  an  a|iprentice? 

7.  What  part  of  your  wurking  time  do  yoa  give  to  this  enterprtaeT.III^ 

8.  If  engaged  in  uther  work  or  business,  state  what  it  is. .....'. .1.1111111111111! 

9.  SUte  your  education,  training,  and  experience  for  the  work  you  are  now"doinfy.""iriirirrrrrirrrr! 
10.  How  long  have  you  been  eonnected  wWi  the  Mterpriae  700  have  describedT.IIII"II!I"I""IIII™ 
IL  How  many  persoae  are  doing  the  same  Idnd  of  work  that  you  are,  in  the  plant  where  you  w^tj""I 


.........  ,  or  a  Journeyman?........... .... 


\ 


i 
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11  If  70a  are  «  partner,  itate  the  name,  age,  residence,  relationship  to  yon,  and  occupation  of  each  of  your  partners. 


13.  Have  yoa  a  relatiTe  or  some  other  person  whoooold  take  charge  of  your  oocupational  interests  if  you  are  called  intoscrvloe?"!"!!..!-..... ... 

Ifaot,8Ute  reasons 1 ., :.. 


14.  State  any  other  facts  which  you  consider  necessary  to  present  iairly  the  occupation  you  have  described  or  your  connection  with  it  aa  a  ground  for  deferred  dassiflcation 

JInt  follov  fornu  for  ttco  tupporting  afftdarU*.  to  be  won  to  by  rdativti  or  butineu  UMckUet  in  tupport  of  the  regUtrant'B  daimt  under  terUa  IX  or  X. 

Next  follows  a  form  of  sworn  "Rojilstranfs  Affidavit."  to  the  effect  that  the  answers 
to  all  the  foroeoinc  (iu«>stion.'!  are  trup.  If  the  nTi^trant  has  received  as-iLstance  from 
an  a<lvis«'r.  the  adviser  will  sign  an  acknowlodcement. 

At  tho  end  of  tho  rjuostionnaire  are  sjiaces  for  '•-Nfinute  of  .\ction  on  R<viiH>5t  for 
Extonsion  of  Time  for  Filinif  Claim  or  Proof."  "Miniit*-  of  Action  \ry  I>»ch1  IWkw  I" 
on  'las-sifyinR  the  recistrant,  "Apiieal  to  Board  o'  Api>«il"  if  the  resu«trant  diitfiutes 
hLs  ilassifieation.  "Minutt-  of  Action  by  Board  of  Apix-^il"  in  dassifyin/  the  rrcMtrant 
on  appeal  and  a  space  for  appeal  to  the  President  of  the  I'nited  States  over  a  ruling  by 
a  board  of  appi-al. 


SeriM  XI  requires  the  registrant  in  five  questions  to  tell  what  countrj-  he  is  a  ritiien 
of,  whether  he  inten<ls  to  lietome  an  Aniericancitixen.  whether  hL<parent.<  are  citizens 
and  whether  he  w  a  rejjistere<l  voter.  Kvery  reijistrant  must  answer  (Question  No.  1, 
«hit-h  L<.  "To  what  country  do  yt,\x  owe  alleRiamr?" 

Series  XII  rwjuires  the  court  record,  if  any,  of  the  individual — whether  ever  con- 
victed of  a  crime,  whether  in  jail  or  at  larce  on  txiil,  pro))atioa,  or  imrule.  It  b  cun- 
fidentlal. 

Series  XIII  asks  only  whether  the  individual  requires  deferred  classification,  and, 
if  so,  on  what  grounds  and  for  what  length  of  lime. 


Mr.  TAFT.  The  draft  is  said  to  be  democratic  because  It 
hits  the  rich  as  well  as  the  poor.  Since  the  rich  are  about 
2  percent  of  the  total,  it  is  still  true  that  98  percent  of  those 
drafted  are  going  to  be  the  boys  without  means.  In  fact,  it 
is  probable  that  under  the  volunteer  system  you  would  get  a 
greater  percentage  of  wealthy  boys  than  under  the  draft. 
These  boys  all  go  to  college,  and  the  percentage  of  enlistment 
from  the  colleges  has  always  been  higher,  because  the  need 
for  the  defense  of  this  country  against  countries  thousands 
of  miles  distant  Is  brought  home  to  those  in  the  colleges 
more  forcibly  than  it  is  to  the  boy  who  is  employed  locally, 
and  to  whom  international  affairs  are  a  great  many  thou- 
sand miles  away. 

The  principle  of  a  compulsory  draft  is  basically  wrong. 
If  we  must  use  compulsion  to  get  an  army,  why  not  use 
compulsion  to  get  men  for  other  essential  tasks?  We  must 
have  men  to  manufacture  munitions,  implements  of  war, 
war  vessels,  and  other  equipment.  Why  not  draft  labor  for 
these  occupations  at  wages  lower  than  the  standard?  There 
are  many  other  industries  absolutely  essential  to  defense, 
like  the  utility  industries,  the  railroads,  the  coal-mining  in- 
dustry. Why  not  draft  men  for  those  industries  also  at  $21 
a  month?  Protection  is  absolutely  essential  against  domes- 
tic violence.  If  we  draft  soldiers,  why  not  draft  policemen 
and  firemen  for  city  and  State  service?  The  maintenance 
Of  an  army  on  inadequate  pay  is  merely  a  matter  of  precedent 
with  no  justification  under  our  form  of  government.  To  a 
certain  extent  the  draft  act  recognizes  that  the  Government 
may  compel  men  to  remain  in  war  industries,  for  they  are 
exempted  for  that  purpose,  but  told  that  if  they  leave  that 
industry  they  must  at  once  become  subject  to  draft.  The 
logical  conclusion  of  this  peacetime  conscription  bill  is  that 
we  should  draft  all  labor  and  assign  all  men  to  the  jobs  we 
think  they  ought  to  have. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  My  attention  has  been  called  to  a  speech 
which  was  made  last  night  over  the  radio  by  Pulton  Lewis,  in 
which  he  quoted  the  Senator  from  Florida  fMr.  Pepper]. 
I  have  sent  word  to  the  Senator  from  Florida,  who  is  not  now 
in  the  Chamber,  suggesting  that  I  think  it  would  be  proper 
for  him  to  be  present  at  this  time.  I  read  from  the  radio 
address : 

He  said  Congress  should  outline  certain  general,  broad  objectives. 
It  shotild  tell  the  President,  he  said,  "We  want  an  army  that's 
capable  of  defending  the  United  States."  and  from  there  on.  it 
should  be  up  to  the  President  to  decide  how  large  that  army 
should  be — how  the  men  should  be  selected.  His  Job  would  be  to 
Just  get  It. 

Senator  Pepper  said  the  President  should  have.  In  his  opinion, 
authority  to  take  over  all  private  industry  and  all  private  enter- 
prise and  all  private  endeavor — or  any  part  of  it — any  of  it  that 
has  any  connection  with  national  defense.  I  asked  whether,  as  a 
matter  of  practical  fact,  that  wouldn't  Include  almost  everything 
m  the  country — almost  all  business  and  industry — and  Senator 
PxppKS  conceded  quite  frankly.  "Yes,  it  would." 

Senator  Ptppia  said  he  sees  no  reason  why — if  Mr.  Wm.  S.  Knud- 
sen  and  Mr.  E2d  Stettinius  are  willing  to  come  to  Washington,  to 
direct  the  national -defense  commission  and  give  their  services  at 
a  dollar  a  year— why  some  other  industrial  leader  should  be  draw- 
tag  »2.000.000  a  year  In  salary  or  profits. 

And  he  said,  with  particular  emphasis,  that  he  sees  no  reason 
why  Mr.  Henry  Ford  snould  De  allowea  to  produce  what  Mr.  Henry 
Ford  "wants  to  produce." 


I  asked  him  about  conscription  of  labor — whether  the  President 
should  have  the  power  to  draft  whatever  men  he  wants,  not  only 
for  the  military  service  of  the  Army,  but  also  for  work — and  Sen- 
ator Pepper  said  he  believes  the  President  should  have  that  power. 
He  said  there  is  no  reason  why  soldiers  should  draw  •21  a  month, 
while  the  worker  in  some  factory  is  drawing  $20  a  day. 

I  asked  whether  that  means  that  the  President  would  have  the 
power  to  tell  all  of  the  workers — all  of  the  employees  In  factories 
and  plants  all  over  the  country— that  they  shall  go  to  work  in 
this  place,  at  such  and  such  a  wage,  or  over  here  at  some  other 
wage,  regardless  of  what  they  were  getting  as  private  employees, 
and  he  said.  "Yes;  he  believes  the  President  should  have  the  power 
to  do  that." 

Now.  that  .seemed  to  clear  up  all  possible  questions  of  policy 
and  point  of  view — at  least,  all  I  could  think  of— but  in  view  of 
the  broader  angles  of  the  whole  picture — the  fact  that  Senator 
Pepper,  after  all.  is  a  recognized  member  of  the  very  Inner  circle 
of  the  New  Deal — it  seemed  to  be  Important  to  find  out  for  you 
whether  these  were  the  views  of  that  very  Inner  circle,  officially, 
or  Senator  Peppers  own  individual  views  •  •  •  so  I  asked 
the  Senator  whether  these  are  ideas  in  which  he  stands  alone. 
I  reminded  him  of  the  fact  that  he  Is  what  he  Is,  In  the  New 
Deal  family,  and  asked  whether  there  are  other  New  Deal  Sen- 
ators and  other  leaders  in  the  administrative  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment who  share  those  views  with  him.  And  Senator  PEPpem 
said,  with  a  moment  of  hesitation,  that  a  great  many  of  those 
gentlemen  8ub8cril)e  to  these  same  theories;  in  fact,  he  made  a  flat 
prediction,   he   said.   "The   whole   thing   is   going   to  come." 

Mr.  PEPPER  entered  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  was  caUing  attention  to 
the  statement  which  was  made  over  the  radio  ^  by  Fulton 
Lewis,  concerning  an  interview  with  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida. I  have  just  read  that  portion  on  pages  4  and  5,  in  which 
it  is  said: 

Senator  Pepper  said  the  President  should  have.  In  his  opin- 
ion, authority  to  take  over  all  private  Industry  and  all  private 
enterprl.se  and  all  private  endeavor — oj  any  part  of  it — any  of  It 
that  has  any  connection  with  national  defense.  I  asked  whether, 
as  a  matter  of  practical  fact,  that  wouldn't  include  almost  every- 
thing In  the  country — almost  all  business  and  Indtistry — and 
Sei-.ator  Pepper  conceded  quite  frankly,  "Yes;   It  would." 

Senator  Pepper  said  he  sees  no  reason  why.  if  Mr.  Wm.  S.  Knudsen 
and  Mr.  Ed  Stettinius  are  willing  to  come  to  Washington  to  direct 
the  National  Defense  Commission  and  give  their  services  at  a 
dollar  a  year,  why  some  other  Industrial  leader  should  be  drawing 
•i.OOO.OOO  a  year  in  salary  or  profits. 

And  he  said,  with  particular  emphasis,  that  he  sees  no  reason 
v;hy  Mr  Henry  Ford  should  be  allowed  to  produce  what  Mr.  Henry 
Ford  "wants  to  produce." 

I  asked  him  about  conscription  of  labor,  whether  the  President 
should  have  the  power  to  draft  whatever  men  he  wants,  not  only 
for  the  military  service  of  the  Army,  but  also  for  work,  and  Senator 
Pepper  said  he  believes  the  President  should  have  that  power.  He 
said  there  is  no  reason  why  soldiers  should  draw  $21  a  month  while 
the  worker  in  some  factory  is  drawing  $20  a  day. 

I  a.sked  whether  that  means  that  the  President  would  have  the 
power  to  tell  all  of  the  workers — all  of  the  employees  in  factories 
and  plants  all  over  the  country — that  they  shall  go  to  work  in  this 
place  at  such  and  such  a  wage,  or  over  here  at  some  other  wage, 
regardless  of  what  they  were  getting  as  private  employees;  and  he 
said.  "Yes:  he  believes  the  President  should  have  the  power  to 
do  that." 

Now.  that  seemed  to  clear  up  all  possible  questions  of  policy 
and  point  of  view — at  least  all  I  could  think  of— but  In  view  of 
the  broader  angles  of  the  whole  picture — the  fact  that  Senator 
Pepper,  after  all.  is  a  recognized  member  of  the  very  inner  circle 
of  the  New  Deal — it  seemed  to  be  Important  to  find  out  for  you 
whether  these  were  the  views  of  that  very  inner  circle.  ofDclally, 
or  Senator  Pepper's  own  individual  views;  so  I  asked  the  Senator 
whether  these  are  ideas  in  which  he  stands  alone.  I  reminded 
him  of  the  fact  that  he  is  what  he  is.  In  the  New  Deal  family,  and 
asked  whether  there  are  other  New  Deal  Senators  and  other  leaders 
In  the  administrative  branch  of  the  Government  who  share  those 
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Tlews  with  him.  And  Senator  Peppes  said,  with  a  moment  of 
nesitatlon,  that  a  great  many  of  those  gentlemen  subscribe  to  these 
same  theories;  In  fact,  he  made  a  flat  predlcUon — he  said,  "the 
wbole  thing  is  going  to  come." 

Blr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  TAFT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 
Mr.  PEPPER.    I  was  downstairs  and  about  to  have  my 
lunch  when  word  came  to  me  that  the  able  Senator  from 
Montana  was  making  some  remarks  about  the  broadcast 
which  was  made  last  night  by  Fulton  Lewis. 
Mr.  WHEELER.    I  sent  word  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  PEPPER.     I  appreciate  that.     The  first  knowledge  I 
had  that  Uie  broadcast  had  been  delivered  was  when  it  was 
cafled  to  my  attention  by  a  friend  this  morning  as  having 
been  reported  in  the  Times-Herald.    I  obtained  a  copy  of 
the  Times-Herald  and  read  some  of  the  story;  but  before 
taUng  any  furthe^  action  with  reference  to  it  I  thought  It 
better  to  send  for  the  script  which  was  used  by  the  radio 
broadcaster,  who  happens  to  be  a  very  fine  gentleman  and 
one  of  my  good  friends.     Just  a  few  moments  ago,  before 
going  downstairs,  I  received  a  copy  of  the  script  from  Mr. 
Lewis,  who  was  kind  enough  to  send  it  to  me. 

At  a  little  later  time — and  certainly  not  within  the  time 
of  the  able  Senator  from  Ohio— I  shall  discuss  the  matter, 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  fair  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio  to 
do  so  in  his  time.  In  fact,  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  it  is 
proper  for  either  the  able  Senator  from  Montana  or  myself 
to  interrupt  the  speech  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  to  read  from 
a  radio  broadcast  made  last  night  by  Pulton  Lewis.  I  do  not 
know  why  the  able  Senator  from  Montana  chose  to  inter- 
rupt the  address  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  and  read  the  radio 
broadcast  at  this  time.  At  least  that  is  a  little  broader  than 
the  usual  interruption. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  might  explain  that  I  was 
making  the  point  that  the  logical  conclusion  of  peacetime 
conscription  was  the  conscription  of  everything — property, 
men.  industries,  and  all  labor, 

Mr.  PEPPER.  A  little  later  during  the  day  I  shall  discuss 
the  matter.  I  did  not  contemplate  doing  so,  becatise  I  have 
not  made  it  a  practice  in  my  life  to  go  aroimd  denying  what 
other  people  say  about  me.  If  I  were  in  the  habit  of  doing 
60, 1  dare  say  that  I  should  spend  most  of  my  time  at  it,  and 
perhaps  most  of  the  rest  of  us  in  public  life  would  devote  a 
considerable  part  of  our  time  to  that  object  if  we  should 
deny  everything  anybody  says  about  us,  or  everything  which 
appears  in  the  newspaper  about  what  we  think  or  believe. 
Inasmuch  as  the  matter  has  been  brought  up,  a  little  later 
In  the  day  I  shall  ask  the  privilege  of  making  some  com- 
ments on  the  broadcast  and  stating  what  part  of  it  is  true 
and  what  part  of  it  is  not  true  or  accurate. 

I  digress  only  to  ask  the  able  Senator  from  Montana 
whether  or  not  it  is  true  that  he  and  I  and  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  (Mr.  Walsh]  ever  had  any  such  discussion  as 
is  referred  to  in  the  broadcast? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  remember  it.  The  only  thing 
I  remember  is  that  in  Chicago  we  were  discussing  some 
matter,  and  I  said  to  the  Senator  from  Florida,  "What  you 
are  seeking  to  do  is  to  set  up  a  dictatorship."  The  Senator's 
reply  was  "Only  temporarily." 

Mr.  PEPPER.  My  statement  is  that  no  such  conversation 
occurred. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  wish  to  argue  with  the  Senator. 
I  know  that  it  took  place. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President.  I  think  perhaps  the  argument 
might  be  resumed  later. 

The  point  I  was  making  is  that  the  logical  conclusion  of 
peacetime  conscription  is  that  we  should  draft  all  labor 
and  assign  all  men  to  the  jobs  we  think  they  ought  to  have. 
Apparently  that  is  the  logical  conclusion  reached  by  the 
Senator  from  Florida.  Certainly  it  is  the  conclusion  reached 
by  one  of  the  strong  advocates  of  conscription.  Mr.  Walter 
Lippmann.    He  says  this  of  the  Burke- Wadsworth  bill: 

The  foundation  of  the  system  is  the  registration  of  all  adult 
BQ&les  and  their  claaslflcation  acoordlng  to  their  training.  AU 
tegistered  males  are  then  legally  liable  to  national  service,  they  may 
be  selected  to  work  or  to  fight,  depending  upon  their  abilities  and 
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the  national  need.  Utoder  such  a  vystem  !t  is  not  only  possible  to 
recruit  In  an  orderly  way  the  relaUvely  small  number  who  can 
tisefuDy  be  trained  and  equipped,  it  is  possible  to  caU  all  the  others 
as  they  are  needed  to  Jobs  when  they  are  needed,  or  to  be  trained 
for  technical  tasks  which  will  be  multiplied  greatly  if  we  really 
mean  to  build  the  new  Navy,  the  new  air  force,  and  the  new 
Army.  If,  therefore,  the  conscription  bUl  Is  to  serve  iU  real  pur- 
pose, It  must  not  be  regarded  as  a  mere  device  for  putting  1  man 
out  of  25  into  uniform.  It  mxist  be  regarded  as  a  method  of 
mobilizing  the  men  of  the  country  for  the  much  larger  and  mor« 
complicated  task  of  Indtutrlal  preparedness. 

That  is  Mr.  Llppmann's  analysis  of  the  original  Burke- 
Wads worth  bill.  The  substance  and  purposes  of  the  two 
bills  are  not  different,  for  the  naval  or  military  service  of 
the  United  States  in  time  of  war  may  easily  be  extended  to 
any  important  Industry. 

In  short,  the  logic  behind  the  bill  requires  a  complete  regi- 
mentation of  most  labor,  and  the  assignment  of  Jobs  to 
every  man  able  to  work.  This  is  actually  done  today  In  the 
Communist  and  Fascist  states,  which  we  are  now  appar- 
ently seeking  to  emulate. 

Many  organizations  ordinarily  conservative  have  gone  on 
record  in  favor  of  the  conscription  of  property  in  time  of  war 
If  men  are  conscripted.  They  were  Joined  last  week  by  Mrs. 
Franklin  D.  Roosevelt.  I  do  not  agree  that  the  arguments  for 
one  are  the  same  as  the  arguments  for  the  other,  but  if  men 
are  to  be  conscripted  in  peacetime,  there  certainly  seems  no 
reason  why  the  Government  should  not  arbitrarily  direct  the 
method  in  which  all  property  shall  be  used  in  formulating  a 
general -defense  program.  If  men  are  selected  by  lot  to  serve 
at  $21  a  month.  It  may  be  argued  that  manufacturers  should 
be  selected  by  lot.  and  those  selected  be  required  to  produce 
munitions  at  a  loss,  at  least  to  the  extent  that  such  loss  only 
impairs  their  surplus  and  does  not  result  In  bankruptcy. 
Certainly  taxes  should  be  immediately  raised  so  that  property 
will  at  least  contribute  the  entire  cost  of  the  present  program 
Instead  of  having  the  Government  borrow  the  money  from 
the  banks  and  pay  It  ofif  later  out  of  taxes  on  property  and 
consumers  alike. 

The  argument  in  favor  of  conscription  proves  too  much. 
If  the  emergency  is  as  great  as  alleged,  then  we  should  adopt 
a  completely  socialized  state  and  place  ourselves  and  our 
property  at  the  disposal  of  the  Government.  This  is  fascism. 
It  could  only  be  justified  if  it  were  the  only  possible  alter- 
native to  the  subjugation  of  the  United  States  by  fascism  from 
Without. 

7.   NATURK   or   THE   PERMANXNT   EMEBCEMCT 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  question  the  fact  that  we  face  an 
emergency  situation.  I  have  voted  for  the  various  appropri- 
ations Increasing  the  size  of  the  Navy  and  of  the  Army.  But 
surely  it  is  the  duty  of  Congress  to  consider  as  respects  each 
measure  brought  before  it  the  character  and  extent  of  the 
emergency.  We  must  fully  consider  whether  it  requires  the 
tremendous  expense  involved  in  each  bill.  Because  we  favor 
a  two-ocean  navy,  we  may  not  necessarily  find  Justification 
for  an  army  of  1^00,000  men  or  the  conscription  of  men  In 
time  of  peace. 

In  my  opinion,  the  emergency  we  face  today  Is  not  so  Imme- 
diate as  others  believe,  but  it  is  serious;  and  whether  England 
is  defeated  or  not  it  will  be  substantially  the  same  for  the 
next  10  years.  I  will  discuss  later  the  problem  of  the  imme- 
diate emergency  which  is  said  to  Justify  this  bill,  but  at  the 
present  time  I  want  to  analyze  the  character  of  the  new 
world  condition  to  which  we  must  adjust  ourselves.  R)r 
purposes  of  convenience,  we  may  call  it  the  permanent  emer- 
gency. I  believe  that  the  same  condition  will  exist  even  if  the 
German  attack  on  England  fails.  England  can  hardly  hope 
to  overwhelm  Germany  for  years  to  c<Mne.  There  will  always 
be  the  possibility  of  the  destruction  of  the  British  fleet  as 
there  is  today  and  of  the  breaking  up  of  the  British  Empire. 
We  must  provide  for  that  possibility. 

"Hie  development  of  the  totalitarian  nations,  thdr  effective 
war  machines,  and  their  complete  lack  of  regard  for  Inter- 
national morals  have  created  this  new  condition.  We  cannot 
rely  on  the  sanctity  of  any  treaty  or  any  promise  which  may 
be  made  by  the  German  Oovemment  and  perhaps  by  otbar 
governments.  Force  has  superseded  international  law.  Tbera 
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Is  at  least  a  temporary  alinement  of  Germany,  Italy,  and 
Japan.  I  do  not  think  that  any  of  these  nations  will  attack 
the  United  States,  and  I  believe  that  even  if  they  do  our 
present  forces  can  defend  us  against  an  attack  across  3,000 
miles  of  water.  It  is  frequently  said  that  we  have  relied  on 
the  British  fleet  to  defend  us.  But  it  Is  not  true.  We  have 
assumed  that  the  British  would  not  attack  us  or  join  in  any 
attack.  We  have  always  provided  a  fleet  sufficient  to  defend 
us  against  all  other  nations  without  British  assistance.  It  is 
three  times  as  large  today  as  the  German  Navy,  and  the 
Italian  Navy  is  built  specially  for  use  in  the  Mediterranean 
and  in  large  part  said  not  to  be  suited  to  use  on  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  To  attack  successfully  across  an  ocean  it  is  said  that 
the  attacking  force  should  be  at  least  twice  the  size  of  the 
defenders.  But  we  cannot  take  a  chance  as  England  and 
Prance  took  chances. 

•  .   HOW  LABCS  AM  AAMT  DO  WZ  NEZD  TO  MEET  NEW  WORLD  CONDITIONS? 

In  my  opinion,  we  must  have  an  armed  force  sufficiently 
large  to  repel  any  attack  which  might  be  made.  If  the 
possible  attackers  in  the  future  build  up  the  instruments  of 
war  which  might  be  used  against  us.  we  must  build  faster. 

I  have  tried  to  study  the  opinions  of  experts,  and  I  am 
Inclined  to  agree  that  we  should  have  a  navy  in  the  Atlantic 
sufficient  to  repel  any  European  attack,  while  we  have  a  navy 
in  the  Pacific  sufficient  to  repel  any  attack  from  Japan.  I 
believe  our  present  Navy  can  be  moved  back  and  forth  with 
sufficient  mobility  so  that  no  successful  attack  can  be  made  on 
either  ocean,  but  I  see  no  resison  to  take  a  chance.  If  we  are 
going  to  enforce  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  so  far  as  it  concerns 
Brazil  and  Argentina,  we  will  certainly  have  to  have  a  navy 
of  the  size  now  to  be  authorized.  My  chief  doubt  arises  from 
the  fact  that  the  value  of-  battleships  is  still  in  some  doubt, 
and  our  fleet  may  be  obsolete  before  it  is  completed.  But 
we  can  start  to  build  and  stop  if  new  developments  require  a 
change  of  plan. 

Obviously,  today  the  greatest  defensive  weapon  outside  the 
Navy,  and  perhaps  as  important  as  the  Navy,  is  the  air  force. 
I  have  voted  for  every  airplane  appropriation  proposed.  We 
wish  to  defend  ourselves  not  only  against  a  possible  landing 
force  but  also  against  any  possible  raid  on  our  cities.  And  I 
may  again  say  that,  so  far  as  getting  men  for  the  air  force  is 
concerned,  there  does  not  seem  to  be  the  slightest  difficulty  in 
getting  more  to  volunteer  than  can  be  used. 

When  it  comes  to  a  tremendous  standing  Army,  however,  I 
have  the  most  serious  doubts.  Apparently  I  am  not  alone, 
for  the  estimates  of  the  administration  itself  have  been  con- 
stantly conflicting  and  constantly  changing.  I  have  referred 
to  the  estimate  of  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  of  from  600.000  to  700.000  men  under  arms 
as  being  necessary.  I  have  referred  to  General  Marshall's 
apparent  desire  for  900,000  men,  and  to  Judge  Patterson's 
demand  for  a  million  three  hundred  thousand  men. 

Judge  Patterson's  speech  is  of  interest:  it  has  been  put  into 
the  Record.  It  was  made  a  week  ago  Sunday.  He  is  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  War,  and  he  said  in  so  many  words  in 
his  broadcast: 

Today  America  needs  an  Army  of  about  1.300.000  men.  That 
■ounds  like  a  great  many  soldiers,  but  It  Is  only  1  for  every  100  of 
population. 

Then  he  goes  on  to  explain  what  he  wants.  He  wants  a 
ground  army  of  850,000,  150.000  for  the  air  force,  another 
150.000  for  garrisons,  and  other  men  for  general  headquarters 
and  incidental  service.  So  we  have  an  official  estimate,  ap- 
parently, of  1.300,000. 

The  President,  in  January,  requested  funds  for  an  army  of 
only  227,000  men,  and  in  January  there  was  the  possibility, 
as  there  Is  today,  that  Germany  would  win  the  wai,  a  possi- 
bility for  which  we  should  necessarily  have  provided.  The 
President  must  have  had  that  in  mind  when  he  recommended 
an  army  of  227,000  men.  He  said  in  his  opening  address  to 
the  Congress  in  January  this  year  that  he  was  not  seeking 
increases  "as  great  as  enthusiastic  alarmists  seek."  So  he 
also  has  recognized  what  I  say,  that  there  are  enthusiastic 
alarmists  in  the  United  States  who  ask  for  more  troo];>s  than 
are  really  necessary. 


In  his  message  of  May  18,  and  the  estimates  accompanying 
it,  the  President  asked  for  an  army  of  only  255.000  men.  On 
May  18  the  Germans  had  already  conquered  Holland  and 
Belgium,  and  were  breaking  through  the  Maginot  Line.  So 
the  condition  then  was  not  very  different  from  that  which 
exists  today,  and  the  President,  in  his  message  on  defense, 
recommended  an  army  of  only  250.000  men.  Congress  "went 
him  one  better,"  and  the  military  appropriation  bill  of  this 
year  authorized  an  army  of  280.000  men.  The  message  of 
May  31,  which  was  the  second  one,  requesting  another  $1,200,- 
000.000.  did  not  request  any  additional  Army  personnel.  Con- 
gress had  provided  280.000.  That  was  after  the  Germans  had 
broken  through  in  Prance  and  when  France  was  on  the  ]X)int 
of  defeat.  Nevertheless.  Congress,  without  budget  authority, 
increased  the  Army,  at  General  Marshall's  request,  to  375,000 
men,  and  provided  funds  for  that  purpose. 

General  Marshal!,  himself,  testified  before  the  House  com- 
mittee on  June  4 — and  that  was  after  the  battle  of  Flanders 
was  over,  and  the  Germans  were  pushing  south  in  Prance — 
that  that  increase  would  "enable  us  to  avoid,  we  hope,  the 
necessity  of  mobilizing  the  National  Guard."  On  June  9, 
before  the  Senate  committee,  he  testified  that  a  limit  of  400.000 
on  the  Regular  Army  would  give  "a  reasonable  Lberty  of  action 
up  to  January." 

Since  those  estimates  have  been  made  the  Senate  has  au- 
thorized calling  out  the  National  Guard  and  Reserves,  adding 

260,000  effectives  to  the  Army  of  the  United  States;  and  now. 
on  August  3.  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  War  "raises  the  ante" 
to  1.300,000  men.  This  constant  Increase  in  the  estimates 
Without  any  substantial  change  in  conditions  abroad  throws 
doubt  on  the  validity  of  all  the  figures. 

I  am  anxious  for  an  adequate  army,  just  as  much  as  are  any 
of  the  advocates  of  this  bill,  but  we  do  not  want  to  use 
millions  of  men  and  billions  of  dollars  if  they  are  not  necessary 
for  defense.  Surely  we  cannot  accept  every  guess  that  is  made 
by  any  member  of  the  Government;  surely  we,  ourselves,  have 
the  right  to  inquire  how  large  the  standing  Army  should  be. 

For  exactly  what  purpose  is  the  great  army?  Apparently, 
everybody  agrees,  that  we  need  about  150.000  men  for  garri- 
sons in  possessions  of  the  United  States  and  coast-defense 
positions.  We  may  need  a  small  expeditionary  force.  Cer- 
tainly we  do  not  intend  to  send  an  army  to  Europe,  nor  do  we 
intend  to  send  an  army  to  Argentina,  Brazil,  or  Chile.  Con- 
ceivably we  might  have  to  seize  islands  in  the  West  Indies, 
or  elsewhere,  so  as  to  prevent  the  establishment  of  air  bases 
at  points  close  to  the  United  States  or  the  Panama  Canal. 

So  far  as  I  know,  an  expeditionary  force  of  150,000  men 
would  be  as  big  as  we  could  send  to  any  of  those  points,  with 
the  facilities  we  have  to  transport  them,  and  the  equipment 
that  is  necessary  for  that  kind  of  a  trip. 

Finally,  the  advocates  of  this  measure  seem  to  envisage  an 
attack  in  force  on  the  United  States  itself.  I  do  not  believe 
they  have  realistically  considered  the  difficulty  of  transport- 
ing an  armed  force  across  the  Atlantic  or  Pacific  Oceans,  and 
its  land,  ig  on  a  hostile  shore.  It  would  take  a  tremendous 
armada  to  transport  50.000  men.  Merely  to  maintain  an 
army  of  100,000  men  on  our  shores  would  take  1,300,000  tons 
of  shipping  in  constant  use.  While  our  Navy  was  in  existence 
the  task  would  be  impossible. 

It  is  said  that  our  Navy  is  in  the  Pacific;  but  naval 
strategy,  in  the  event  of  an  attack  by  Germany,  would  require 
that  it  be  sent  at  once  to  the  Atlantic.  It  is  said  that  this 
would  leave  the  Pacific  coast  without  defense  against  the 
Japanese.  A  Japanese  expeditionary  force  to  the  United 
States  seems  to  me  on  its  face  out  of  the  question.  The 
Japanese  are  fully  occupied  in  China;  but  200.000  men  sta- 
tioned on  the  Pacific  coast,  while  the  Atlantic  is  defended  by 
the  fieet,  would  certainly  make  a  Japanese  force  landing  im- 
possible. The  Japanese  would  always  nm  the  risk  that  our 
fleet  might  slip  back  into  the  Pacific  and  destroy  their  entire 
force. 

Hanson  Baldwin,  who  is  referred  to  here  as  a  naval  ex- 
pert, estimated  the  necessary  Army  at  400,000.  I  cannot 
myself  see  any  necessity  for  a  total  mobile  army,  outside  of 
garrisons,  of  more  than  600.000  men.  which  makes  750,000 
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with  the  garrisons.    I  do  not  see  what  we  would  do  with  an 
Army  of  1,300.000  men. 

Of  coiu^e.  the  number  required  undoubtedly  depends  on 
what  the  Army  is  to  be  used  for.  After  the  speech  which 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
made  during  the  consideration  of  the  Adams  amendment 
to  limit  the  use  of  the  National  Guard  troops  to  the  United 
States  and  its  possessions,  it  seems  to  me  tliat  the  adminis- 
tration must  have  in  mind  the  possibility  of  using  our  Army  to 
defend  Brazil.  Argentina,  and  Chiie.  Of  course,  if  they  do 
have  that  in  mind,  it  is  easy  to  explain  Judge  Patterson's 
figures,  for  if  we  are  to  send  an  army  farther  away  from  the 
United  States  than  is  Europe  itself,  it  would  ceruinly  have 
to  be  a  substanUal  Army,  well  able  to  defend  Itself  among  a 
foreign  people.  It  seems  to  me  utterly  impossible  to  think 
that  we  could  imdertake  the  defense  of  Brazil  or  Argentina 
with  our  Army.  The  Monroe  Doctrine  must  be  enforced  by 
the  Navy,  and  if  it  cannot  be  enforced  by  the  Navy  it  cannot 
be  enforced  at  all. 

I  was  considerably  relieved  by  the  President's  sUtement 
last  week  that  the  chances  against  the  National  Guard  being 
used  outside  of  the  United  States  or  its  possessions  were  100 
to  1.  Apparently,  the  President  does  not  see  the  emergency 
which  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  is  imagining.  He  must  be  discounting  the  pos- 
sibility that  Germany  will  attempt  a  seizure  of  any  islands  or 
air  bases  within  reach  of  the  United  States,  and  since  such 
a  possibility  Is  certainly  greater  than  the  possibility  of  an 
expeditionary  force  attacking  the  United  States  itself  he  must 
be  discounting  the  possibility  of  any  such  expeditionary  force. 

My  own  conclusion  is  that  the  presence  of  750,000  men 
under  arms  in  the  United  States.  100.000  in  excess  of  the 
present  legally  authorized  force,  supplies  an  ample  margin 
for  the  defense  of  the  United  States  during  the  next  2  or  3 
years.  Of  course  it  is  possible  that  Germany  may  develop 
other  weapons.  Airplanes  may  acquire  a  longer  range  and 
a  greater  carrying  capacity.  On  the  other  hand,  when  we 
have  once  built  a  2 -ocean  navy,  we  may  be  able  to  reduce 
the  number  of  men  in  the  Army. 

What  reserves  are  necessary?  The  day  of  large  armies 
seems  to  be  waning.  We  must  remember  that  conscription, 
universal  military  service,  was  in  force  in  Belgium,  in  Holland. 
In  Prance,  and  it  did  not  do  them  any  good.  Huge  reserves  of 
men,  as  suggested  by  Colonel  Adler,  are  probably  less  necessary 
today  than  they  have  been  in  the  past.  The  Germans  have 
developed  a  new  technique  in  warfare.  In  connection  with 
which  the  requirement  is  for  a  highly  professional  force  acting 
with  perfect  harmony  and  timing,  i  do  not  know  how  large 
an  army  the  British  have  today,  but  the  size  of  their  army  is 
an  unimportant  factor  in  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
they  can  successfully  defend  England  against  German  attack. 
Just  as  large  reserves  of  men  are  not  necessary  for  a  navy,  so 
mere  quantity  of  manpower  hsis  somewhat  less  impwrtance 
today  in  a  mechanized  army.  "Die  idea  of  a  reserve  of  four  or 
five  million  men.  suggested  last  week  by  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Mihtary  Affairs  Committee,  seems  wholly 
unnecessary.  There  would  be  no  equipment,  and  inadequate 
training.  The  Army  is  apparently  aiming  to  provide  equip- 
ment for  a  possible  total  force  of  2,000.000  men,  which  would 
provide  a  reserve  of  from  700,000  to  1.250,000.  according  to  the 
number  of  men  under  arms.  Such  a  number  of  carefully  and 
completely  trained  reserves  seems  to  be  reasonable. 

The  permanent  emergency  does  not  demand  more  than  a 
2-ocean  navy,  the  air  force  already  provided  for,  an  army 
of  750,000  under  arms,  and  1.250,000  reserves.  Is  a  draft 
necessary  to  provide  that  msmy  men? 

t.   CAM  TH>  ICXM   BE  OBTAntS)  WTTHOUT  CON8CKIPnOir7 

Can  we  permanently  maintain  our  naval  forces  at  their  in- 
creased strength,  and  an  army  of  750,000  men,  with  1,250,000 
resenes,  by  voluntary  enlistment,  without  compelling  men  to 
serve  against  their  will?  Surely,  as  a  permanent  policy,  the 
question  answers  itself.  It  is  only  a  question  of  making  the 
service  sufficiently  attractive.  We  seem  to  he  assuming  that 
it  is  a  sacrifice  to  go  into  the  Army;  that  it  Is  the  most  un- 
pleasant occupation  in  the  United  States,  and  one  which  every 


hoy  Instinctively  avoids.  That  should  be  far  from  the  case. 
In  time  of  war  the  Army  is  dangerous;  but  if  we  prepare  ade- 
quately we  should  not  be  at  war.  and  the  Army  for  the  most 
part  is  a  peacetime,  highly  specialized  occupation,  with  only 
a  chance  of  danger.  Experience  shows  that  men  do  not  avoid 
an  occupation  because  there  is  a  chance  of  danger.  There 
are  dangerous  civilian  occupations — work  with  high-tension 
wires,  work  in  tunnel  construction,  work  in  coal  mines — and 
there  is  never  any  difficulty  in  finding  men  interested  in  those 
occupations.  The  Army  has  many  advantages — a  clean  and 
regular  life  without  responsibility,  an  attraction  in  the  very 
discipline  and  order  which  appeals  to  some  men  and  offends 
others  very  greatly. 

There  are  few  occupations  in  which  men  could  be  Induced 
to  volunteer  for  $21  a  month,  and  yet  today  we  are  enlisting 
over  25,000  men  a  month.    In  July  we  enlisted  over  30.000. 

There  has  not  been  any  serious  effort  to  enlist  men.  In 
the  fiscal  year  which  ended  the  1st  of  July  we  spent  $50  000 
for  advertising.  I  suppose  Henry  Wallace  spent  20  times 
that  much  in  advertising  the  farm  program,  and  the  various 
referendums  which  were  held  on  different  features  of  the 
farm  program. 

In  New  York  City  this  year  it  was  necessary  to  fill  a  posi- 
tion as  sanitation  man  at  a  salary  of  $1,800  a  year,  which, 
considering  the  cost  of  living  in  New  York  City,  is  not  very 
much  more  than  Army  pay  plus  the  support  which  the  man 
receives.  There  were  84.000  applications  from  New  York  City 
alone.  There  are  2,000,000  men  on  W.  P.  A.,  and  there  are 
over  200.000  in  the  C.  C,  C.  camps,  and  many  others  out  of 
work.  We  may  not  have  the  right  to  require  these  men,  as  a 
condition  of  Government  aid,  to  accept  employment  in  the 
Army;  but  surely  we  can  induce  many  of  these  men  to  prefer 
the  Army  to  their  present  position  if  we  make  the  Army  only 
reasonably  attractive. 

The  Army  should  be  an  occupation  which  appeals  to  men 
on  its  own  advantages.  I  see  no  reason  why  a  soldier  should 
not  receive  the  equivalent  of  $1,000  a  year.  If  we  assume 
that  lodging,  board,  and  clothing  are  worth  $40  a  month  to 
him,  the  cash  pay  might  well  be  another  $40  a  month.  This 
would  mean  a  total  pay  roll  of  about  $360,000,000  for  750.000 
men,  which  does  not  seem  excessive  if  the  total  cost  of  the 
Army  is  to  be  $2,000,000,000.  We  are  paying  over  a  billion 
and  a  half  dollars  to  the  men  on  W.  P.  A.,  at  the  rate  of  $60 
a  month.    The  soldier  is  entitled  to  superior  treatment. 

Tlie  Army  is  also  at  a  disadvantage.  In  that  it  deprives  a 
man  of  the  power  to  change  his  occupation  and  acquire  a 
better  job.  If  the  enlistment  period  is  to  remain  3  years,  a 
man  should  have  a  right  to  resign  in  peacetime  on  90  days' 
notice  after  the  first  year.  Provisions  might  well  be  worked 
out  to  permit  a  permanent  assignment  of  most  of  his  pay  to 
maintain  dependents,  as  in  the  case  of  the  C.  C.  C.  Probably 
some  trial  will  be  necessary  to  determine  Just  what  terms  will 
make  the  Army  as  attractive  to  the  average  man  as  many 
other  jobs  furnished  by  industry,  but  certainly  there  is  a 
point  at  which  it  can  be  made  attractive  and  can  be  main- 
tained on  a  volimteer  basis. 

It  should  be  equally  possible  to  build  up  a  reserve  by  volun- 
teer methods.  If  military  training  camps  should  be  estab- 
lished, and  an  appeal  made  to  boys  who  are  leaving  high 
school  or  college  in  June  of  each  year  before  they  obtain  Jobs, 
a  very  large  percentage  would  be  glad  to  take  the  training 
which  is  offered.  Besides  maintenance,  they  could  be  paid 
some  small  salary.  If  military  training  is  a  good  thing  for 
boys,  then  it  should  be  possible  to  convince  them  that  it  is  a 
good  thing  for  boys.  Those  who  like  the  life  can  be  given 
advanced  courses,  and  many  are  likely  to  take  up  the  Army 
as  a  life  work.  Approximately  1,150,000  boys  come  of  age 
each  year;  and  surely  it  should  be  possible,  even  In  peacetime, 
to  persuade  200,000  of  them  to  take  the  training  offered  by 
the  Government,  In  times  like  the  present  it  should  be  pos- 
sible to  obtain  a  much  greater  percentttge.  Again,  the  pur- 
pose should  be  to  make  the  camps  attractive  in  themselves, 
instead  of  prison  camps  Into  which  boys  must  be  forced. 

I  have  Introduced  here  a  substitute  bill  providing  for  setting 
up  training  camps,  authorizing  the  increase  of  the  Regular 
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Army  to  500.000,  which  makes  750.000  with  the  National 
Guard,  and  authorizing  the  President  to  set  up  training 
camps  and  operate  the  entire  plan  on  a  volunteer  basis. 

It  is  argued  that  the  draft  Is  advantageous  because  the 
Army  wants  all  the  men  at  one  time  so  that  it  can  train  them. 
I  heard  that  testimony  before  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs.  It  is  suddenly  announced  this  morning  in  the  New 
York  Times  by  General  Shedd  that,  far  from  calling  all  of 
them  at  one  time  and  far  from  calling  them  on  October  15, 
they  are  going  to  call  55,000  National  Guard  men  on  the  15th 
of  September  and  55,000  more  on  the  15th  of  October,  then 
75.000  men  in  the  draft  on  the  15th  of  October,'  50,000  on  the 
1st  of  November,  and  65,000  more  draftees  on  the  15th  of 
November,  100.000  in  December,  and  100.000  in  January,  So 
that  the  argument  that  they  prefer  the  draft  so  that  they  can 
start  training  all  at  once  is  completely  wiped  out  by  the 
program  of  the  War  Department  itself. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  TAPT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Did  the  Senator  ever  hear  a  more 
outrageous  proposition  advanced  in  the  history  of  this  coun- 
try than  that  advanced  by  General  Shedd  yesterday,  that  the 
War  Department's  plans  were  being  held  up  by  an  apparently 
endless  delay  in  Congress,  when  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  has  indulged  in  a  3-day  debate  so  far  on  a  plan  to 
radically  change  what  has  been  the  fimdamental  policy  of 
the  United  States  from  the  foundation  of  the  Government 
down?  As  a  matter  of  fact,  everyone  knows,  and  everyone  has 
known  all  the  time,  that  some  excuse  would  be  found  for  post- 
ponmg  the  operation  of  the  draft,  because,  as  many  inept 
things  as  this  administration  has  done,  nothing  in  the  whole 
history  of  it  would  indicate  that  they  were  going  to  be  so  inept 
as  to  have  hundreds  of  thousands  of  mothers  going  down  to 
the  stations  kissing  their  boys  good-bye  to  go  off  to  the  Army 
in  time  of  peace  within  3  or  4  weeks  before  an  election. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  agree  with  the  Senator.  I  thought  General 
Shedd's  tendency  at  least  to  shift  the  responsibility  to  Con- 
gress was  outrageous,  because  it  is  contradicted  by  the  very 
program  that  is  presented.  If  they  can  call  75.000  men  on 
the  15th  of  October  for  training  under  a  selective-service 
plan,  they  can  call  400,000  men.  The  only  reason  for  not 
calling  the  greater  nimiber  must  be  that  they  have  not  the 
camps  and  the  facilities  and  the  equipment  to  put  that  many 
men  to  work  on  the  15th  of  October.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  Army  can  call  anyone  under  the  draft 
by  the  15th  of  October.  I  have  looked  through  the  testimony, 
and  I  cannot  find  any  definite  statement  on  the  subject,  but 
When  the  draft  bill  was  passed  In  1917,  it  was  passed  on  the 
20th  of  May.  and  the  registration  date  was  set  immediately 
for  the  5th  of  June.  They  went  ahead  and  registered  the 
men.  but  they  did  not  actually  get  anyone  into  camp  until 
September,  4  months  from  the  time  the  bill  was  passed.  So 
that  if  we  passed  the  pending  bill  on  the  20th  of  Augiist  on 
the  same  theory  it  would  be  December  before  the  Army  could 
actually  get  any  of  the  men  under  the  draft. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 
\  Mr.  TAFT.     Certainly. 

\Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  What  the  Senator  says  about 
th«  draft  machinery  during  the  last  war  is  entirely  correct. 
but  they  drafted  the  whole  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  Into  the  Federal  service  on  August  5.  1917,  and  2 
months  later,  after  the  National  Guard  had  been  drafted  into 
tlje  Federal  service,  I  saw  men  drilling  barefoot,  because  they 
had  worn  out  the  civilian  shoes  they  had  brought  to  camp 
with  them:  they  were  drilling  barefoot,  with  their  feet  bleed- 
ing. In  the  State  of  Missouri,  in  camp,  and  I  hope  that  we  will 
never  again,  particularly  in  time  of  peace,  have  the  experi- 
ence of  calling  men  before  there  is  any  equipment  for  them, 
and  seeing  them  drill  barefoot,  with  their  feet  bleeding,  when 
there  is  no  necessity  for  It. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President.  I  noticed  in  the  paper 
some  days  ago  that  men  who  had  enlisted  and  who  had  been 
ordered  to  different  destinations  to  which  they  were  assigned 


were  instructed  to  remain  at  home  until  called  because  there 
were  no  facilities  to  take  care  of  them. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  that  today  there  is  a  great  lack  of 
facilities,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  reason  for  the  post- 
ponement is  the  fact  that  they  have  no  places  in  which  to 
put  them  if  they  call  them  out. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.    Why  should  they  call  them  out  then? 

Mr.  TAFT.     I  am  not  fully  advised. 

10.   THE  IMMEDIATE    EMEBCENCT    DOES    NOT   REQT7ISZ    THE    DRATT 

It  is  said  that,  admitting  the  truth  of  my  arguments  against 
a  permanent  draft,  there  is  an  immediate  emergency  during 
the  next  6  months  which  can  be  met  in  no  other  way.  Of 
course,  the  bill  is  not  confined  to  6  months  or  a  year.  But, 
in  my  opinion,  there  is  no  emergency  which  cannot  be  met 
by  volunteer  methods. 

Even  if  the  Germans  should  conquer  England.  I  see  no 
reason  to  think  that  they  will  attack  the  United  States  or 
that  within  any  short  period  they  could  attack  the  United 
States.  They  must  consolidate  their  positions  In  Europe.  Asia, 
and  Africa.  They  must  change  the  character  of  their  air 
force.  They  must  acciunulate  and  organize  a  vast  transport 
fleet;  they  must  capture  and  reorganize  at  least  a  part  of  the 
British  Fleet.  I  believe  we  have  time  to  prepare  carefully  and 
completely  and  in  accordance  with  American  principles  to 
meet  the  continued  emergency  which  will  exist  for  the  next 
10  years. 

But  let  us  assume  that  we  must  have  by  next  spring  an 
army  of  900,000  men.  as  proposed  by  General  Marshall.  The 
draft  itself  is  not  a  tremendously  hasty  method  of  securing 
men.  As  I  have  pointed  out.  during  the  World  War  the  act 
was  passed  on  May  20,  and  it  was  September  before  250.000 
men  were  inducted  into  service,  and  October  before  another 
150.000  men  were  inducted  into  service.  Apparently  we  would 
not  secure  these  men.  therefore,  until  December  and  January, 
and  they  would  not  be  trained  by  April.  We  have  270,000  men 
in  the  Regular  Army,  and.  omitting  40.000  men  for  the  Air 
Corps  for  whom  we  have  no  airplanes,  we  will  have  the  full 
quota  of  375.000  by  the  1st  of  December.  We  have  authorized 
the  calling  out  of  the  National  Guard  and  50,000  more  in  the 
other  Reserves,  who  can  be  effectively  added  to  the  RegiJar 
Army.  This  would  give  us  a  total,  as  I  have  stated,  of  about 
650.000.  Assxmiing  that  General  Marshall  is  correct  in  asking 
for  900,000  trained  men  under  arms  by  April.  I  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  250,000  more  men  can  be  raised  by  volun- 
teer methods  and  raised  just  as  quickly  as  they  could  l)e 
raised  under  the  draft;  raised  just  as  quickly  as  it  is  pro- 
posed that  they  be  raised  under  the  schedule  set  out  by 
General  Shedd. 

I  have  suggested 'the  means  by  which  the  Army  may  be 
made  an  attractive  occupation,  and  that  should  be  done 
whether  the  draft  is  adopted  or  not.  It  is  said  the  voluntary- 
enlistment  plan  has  broken  down.  Of  course,  that  Is  utterly 
untrue.  I  saw  an  article  in  the  paper  yesterday  which  indi- 
cated that  the  Navy  was  behind  in  its  enlistments.  Admiral 
Nimitz  testified,  when  he  was  asked  whether  they  had  any 
difficulty  in  getting  voluntary  enlistments  or  not: 

So  far  we  have  not.  We  have  today  about  7.000  men  on  the 
waiting  U£t.  waiting  to  go  Into  the  training  stations.  About  2  500 
of  those  are  men  whose  papers  have  all  been  completed. 

The  voluntary-enlistment  plan  has  not  broken  down.  In 
spite  of  inadequate  pay  and  3-year  enlistments,  it  has  accom- 
plished everything  which  has  been  asked  of  it.  Up  to  this 
time  Congress  has  not  even  declared  that  a  larger  army  Is 
necessary.  We  can  hardly  blame  the  enlistment  system  for 
not  providing  an  army  which  we  have  not  actually  authorized. 
No  appeal  has  been  made  by  the  President  for  enlistment. 
Surely  a  general  campaign,  led  by  the  President,  and  organ- 
ized on  a  voluntary  basis  throughout  the  United  States,  can 
secure  even  half  a  million  men  if  that  many  should  be  neces- 
sary.   There  are  many  million  men  unemployed. 

I  understand  the  Army  has  a  definite  plan  prepared  for 
what  Is  known  as  civilian-volimteer  effort.  I  notice  in  the 
United  States  News  of  August  9  the  following  statement: 

A  few  months  ago  the  Army  had  preparations  nearly  completed 
for  an  Intensive  recrxuting  drive,  but  it  was  decided  that  such  • 
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program  would  be  inadequate  to  meet  emergency  needs,  and  an 
planning  since  then  has  been  centered  on  obtaining  compulsory 
mUltary  conscription. 

It  is  said  that  such  an  appeal  will  draw  men  from  industries 
Where  they  are  needed.  "Hiis  seems  mere  nonsense.  Itie 
appeal  should  be  not  so  much  to  patriotism,  as  to  the  merit 
and  attracUveness  of  Army  service:  and  It  is  not  likely  to  draw 
any  skilled  men  except  for  skilled  jobs.  Furthermore,  it 
would  be  easy  for  the  recruiting  officers,  cooperating  with 
Mr.  HiUman's  training  division,  to  refuse  to  take  such  men, 
for  the  bill  itself  provides  that  persons  between  18  and  45 
years  of  age  shall  be  afforded  an  opporttmlty  to  enlist  if  they 
are  acceptable  to  the  land  or  naval  forces  for  such  training 
and  service.  Obviously,  If  a  man  were  more  valuable  as  a 
mechanic,  the  Army  and  Navy  would  have  means  of  finding 
that  he  was  not  acceptable  for  military  or  naval  service. 

Suppose  that  we  started  some  new  industry  and  advertised 
that  we  could  use  300.000  men  without  skill  or  training.  Do 
you  suppose  there  would  be  the  slightest  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing that  many  men  if  the  pay  were  reasonable?  There  would 
be  literally  millions  of  applications  if  such  an  announcement 
were  made. 

I  am  absolutely  convinced  that  an  attempt  to  raise  what- 
ever army  Is  necessary  by  a  volunteer  appeal.  If  that  attempt 
has  the  wholehearted  cooperation  of  the  administration  and 
the  Army,  will  unquestionably  meet  with  success;  that  it  will 
furnish  400,000  men  before  the  complicated  draft  is  working, 
and  a  steady  flow  of  personnel  for  training. 

CONCLDSIOW 

Finally,  Mr.  President.  I  refer  again  to  the  fact  that  the 
Chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  has  referred  to 
the  draft  as  a  tragic  necessity.  The  draft  would  be  tragic 
but  I  do  not  agree  that  it  is  a  necessity.  There  are  other 
means  that  can  be  taken,  means  more  consistent  with  Ameri- 
canism, means  more  likely  to  preserve  the  liberty  and  free- 
dom for  which  America  was  established,  means  likely  to 
secure  a  better  army.  Surely  if  we  draft  1  boy  in  10  by 
lot,  there  are  many  who  will  be  continually  disgruntled  at 
their  bad  luck  and  only  anxious  to  get  through  the  12  months 
as  best  they  may.  Surely  if  we  treat  the  Army  as  an  occupa- 
tion which  any  man  might  prefer,  and  take  those  who  do 
prefer  It.  we  will  have  a  more  earnest,  interested,  permanent, 
and  enthusiastic  force  than  if  we  treat  it  as  an  occupation 
to  be  avoided,  for  which  men  can  be  obtained  only  by  force. 
In  this  moment  of  excitement  and  hysteria,  do  not  break 
down  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  American  Republic. 
Do  not  overestimate  the  emergency  and  sink  all  the  princi- 
ples we  love  in  the  slough  of  totalitarian  defense. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  LebI 
to  the  committee  amendment,  propjosing  to  raise  the  base 
pay  of  soldiers. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorimi. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sen- 
ators answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Downey 

La  Follette 

Schwartz 

Andrews 

KUender 

Lee 

SchwcUenbach 

Ashurvt 

Frazler 

Lundeen 

Sheppard 

Austin 

Oeorge 

McCarran 

Shlpetead 

Barbour 

Gerry 

McKeUar 

Slattery 

Barkley 

Olbaon 

McNary 

Smathers 

Bone 

Gillette 

Maloney 

Stewart 

Bridges 

Olaas 

Mead 

Taft 

Brown 

Green 

MUler 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Bulow 

Guffey 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Burke 

Oumey 

Murray 

Thomas.  Utali 

Byrd 

Hale 

Neely 

Tobey 

Byrnes 

Harrison 

Norrts 

Tuwnsend 

Capper 

Hatch 

Nye 

Truman 

Chandler 

Bayden 

CMahoney 

Tydings 

Chaves 

Berrins 

Overton 

Van  Nuys 

Clark.  Idaho 

Rill 

Pepper 

Wagner 

aark.  Mo. 

Hoi  man 

Pittman 

Walsh 

Conn  ally 

Holt 

RadcUffe 

Wheeler 

Danaher 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Beed 

White 

DaTls 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

WUey 

Dnnabey 

EUng 

Ruaeell 

The  PRESmiNO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hill  in  the  chair). 
Eighty-seven  Senators  having  answered  to  their  names,  a 
quorum  is  present. 


The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  seek  a  Uttle  infor- 
mation with  reference  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oklahoma.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  was  here 
a  few  moments  ago,  but  is  not  now  present.  My  inquiry  deals 
with  the  relative  scale  set  out  In  the  Senator's  amendment  and 
the  present  Army  scale.     What  is  the  proposed  change? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa will  be  here  presently. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  pending  the  re- 
turn of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma.  I  can  tell  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  this  much  about  the  pending  amendment,  that 
its  purpose  is  to  put  the  Army  on  the  same  base  pay  scale 
that  the  Navy  is  on  already.  In  other  words,  up  to  the 
present  time  the  Navy  has  been  drawing  about  30  percent 
more  pay,  or  almost  30  percent  more  pay,  than  the  Army, 
and  this  proposal  would  simply  put  the  Army  on  the  same 
basis  that  the  Navy  already  is  on. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ADAMS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  present  discrepancy  in  the  pay  be- 
tween the  Army  and  the  Navy  rose  largely  out  of  classification 
of  men.  in  the  Navy  especially.  For  instance,  a  man  can  join 
the  Navy  at  $21  a  month,  and  in  4  months  he  may  draw  $36 
a  month,  whereas  a  soldier  In  the  Army,  entering  the  service 
at  the  rate  of  $21  per  month,  has  to  wait  quite  a  long  period 
before  he  receives  an  increase  in  pay.  , 

The  pending  amendment  does  not  exactly  put  the  Army 
and  Navy  on  the  same  basis,  but  it  comes  as  near  doing  so 
as  is  mathematically  possible,  taking  into  account  the  differ- 
ent classifications  in  the  Army  and  Navy,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missoiu-i.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  understand  that  at  the  present 
time,  while  the  entrance  pay  of  the  Navy  is  the  same  as  that 
of  the  Army.  $21  a  month,  more  than  96  percent,  within 
4  weeks  alter  they  have  enlisted  in  the  Navy,  receive  $30  a 
month.  The  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa simply  proposes  to  give  the  Army  a  chance  to  receive 
approximately  the  pay  the  Ncivy  gets. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  true  in  large  measure,  but  the 
amendment  does  not  propose  exactly  to  adjust  the  pay  of 
the  two  services. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  They  cannot  be  exactly  adjusted, 
but  the  amendment  provides  as  close  an  approach  to  it  as,  I 
understand,  the  War  Department  has  been  able  to  figure  out. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  War  Department  \&  in  favor  of  the 
change. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  from  Texas  intro- 
duced a  bill  dealing  with  the  subject. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  introduced  a  bill  on  that  subject.  The 
proposal  was  favorably  recommended  by  the  War  Department 
after  careful  study. 

Mr.  FUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  know  what 
effect  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
would  have  on  the  pay  of  enlisted  men  in  the  Marine  Corps. 
I  have  heard  a  great  deal  said  about  the  injustice  done  to 
the  men  in  the  Army,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  correcting  that 
injustice:  but  I  wish  to  say  that  the  enlisted  man  in  the 
Marine  Corps  is  paid  only  $21  per  month,  and  I  understand 
his  advance  in  pay  is  very  slow,  as  slow,  perhaps,  as  the 
advance  in  pay  of  the  man  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  His  advance  in  pay  is  as  slow  as  that 
of  the  man  in  the  Army,  and  I  imderstood  some  Senator 
would  present  an  amendment  to  take  care  of  the  men  in  the 
Marine  Corps,  in  line  with  the  proposal  contained  in  the 
pending  amendment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  should  like  to  see  such  an  amendment 
offered,  because  if  we  are  to  increase  the  base  pay  of  the  men 
in  the  Army,  the  men  in  the  Marine  Corps  should  not  be 
overlooked. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Senator  is  correct,  but  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  does  not  have  Jurisdiction  over  the  Marine 
Corps  or  naval  affairs. 
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Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  I  have  the  floor,  I  shall  gladly  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
that  in  a  substitute  proposal  for  the  Burke -Wadsworth  bill, 
which  I  have  offered,  and  in  which  I  have  tried  to  fix  the 
base  pay.  so  far  as  the  Army  is  concerned,  I  have  endeavored 
to  take  into  account  the  problem  so  far  as  the  Marine  Corjis 
Is  concerned. 

.  Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  was  sure  the  Senator  from  Connecticut, 
with  his  accustomed  thoroughness,  took  care  of  the  men  in 
the  Marine  Corps  in  his  substitute  measure.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  can  vote  for  the  Senator's  substitute,  however,  and  a 
provision  with  resp>ect  to  the  Marine  Corps  may  be  left  out 
of  the  legislation  unless  it  is  provided  for  in  the  pending 
amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
there? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  none  of  us.  If  it  is  possible  to 
avoid  it,  wants  to  have  any  glaring  or  any  substantial  differ- 
ence between  the  pay  of  the  various  services.  But,  of  course, 
this  bill  deals  only  with  the  Army.  The  question  whether  or 
not  it  Is  possible  for  us  to  try  to  deal  with  Marine  Corps  and 
Navy  pay  in  an  Army  bill  may  present  itself  to  the  Senate, 
,  although  it  is  possible  to  write  language  which  would  take 
care  of  both  of  them. 

The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Lee]  is  now  present,  and 
he  is  in  a  position  to  explain  his  own  amendment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  bill  does  not  relate  only  to  the  land 
forces  of  the  United  States,  but,  as  I  understand,  those  who 
are  called  into  service  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  may  be 
assigned  to  training  in  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps, 
or  the  Air  Corps.  While  we  are  legislating  to  bring  about  an 
increase  in  compensation,  a  part  of  the  national  defense  so 
valuable  as  is  the  Marine  Corps  should  not  be  overlooked. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  does  not  apply  to 
the  Marine  Corps.  The  amendment  was  drawn  by  the  Army, 
and  is  recommended  by  the  Army.  The  Marine  Corps  is  in 
the  same  position  as  the  Army.  The  pay  of  the  Marine  Corps 
is  low.  It  should  be  raised ;  and  if  the  Senate  wants  it  raised 
by  this  bill,  it  could  be  done  by  providing  for  an  increase  in 
the  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army  and  the 
Marine  Corps. 

Mr.  RUSSET  J..  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  will 
suggest  siich  a  modification  of  his  own  amendment.  If  he 
does  not,  B£r.  President,  and  if  the  amendment  be  in  order,  I 
shall  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  to  include  the 
Marine  Corps. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  believe  the  best  way  to  handle  it  would  be  to 
modify  my  own  amendment  by  adding  in  line  2,  after  "Army", 
the  words  "and  Marine  Corps," 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  IMr. 
GuRNEYl  had  an  amendment  pending  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  do  not  have  an  amendment  pending,  but 
I  hope  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  will  include  the  Marine 
Corps  as  well  as  the  Army. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  modify  my  amend- 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  does  not  need 
unanimous  consent.    He  may  modify  his  own  amendment. 

Mr.  LEE.    I  modify  my  amendment  in  line  2  so  as  to  read : 

The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army  and  Marine 
Corps  shall  be  as  follows: 

Mr.  MALONEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  should  like  to  obtain  permission  from 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  the  portion  of  my  amendment  dealing  with  this 
subject,  because  I  hope  later  to  obtain  a  vote- on  what  has 
been  referred  to  as  the  Maloney  substitute  for  the  Burke- 
Wadsworth  bill.  I  should  like  to  have  the  pay  section  of  the 
amendment  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point  so  that 


Senators  and  others  may  have  an  opportunity  to  consider  it 
before  the  Senate  is  called  upon  to  vote  on  the  amendment, 
which  at  that  point  would  be.  a  substitute  for  the  Lee  amend- 
ment, if  the  Lee  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  LEE.  Of  course,  I  agree  to  have  a  portion  of  the  Sena- 
tor's amendment  printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

There  l)eing  no  objection,  the  portion  of  the  amendment 
neferred  to  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

Sec.  12.  (a)  Eafectlve  on  the  first  day  of  the  first  month  following 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  section  9  of  the  act  of  June 
10.  1922  (relating  to  the  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army  and 
Marine  Corps),  is  amended  by  striking  out  "enlisted  men  of  the 
fourth  grade,  954;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth  grade,  $42;  enlisted  men 
of  the  sixth  grade,  $30;  enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade,  $21," 
and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  "enlisted  men  of  the 
fourth  grade.  $60;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth  grade,  $64;  enlisted 
men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $36;  enlisted  men  of  t^  seventh  grade,  $30." 

(b)  Effective  on  the  first  day  of  the  first^nonth  following  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  section  10  of  the  act  of  June  10.  1922 
(relating  to  the  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Navy  and  Coast  Guard), 
Is  amended  by  striking  out  "seventh  grade.  $21"  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "seventh  grade,  $30." 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  I  should  like  to  understand  what  differ- 
ence there  is  between  the  text  of  the  amendment  which  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  is  now  offering  and  the  comparable 
portion  of  the  proposed  sulwtitute  to  be  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut.  In  other  words,  is  there  any  difference 
between  the  two  proposals  with  respect  to  the  pay  of  enlisted 
men  m  the  Army? 

Mr.  LEE.  /I  am  not  advised  as  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  frorp  Connecticut.  I  wish  to  say.  however,  that  the 
amendment  Which  has  been  offered  would  raise  the  pay  of  the 
soldier  and  of  the  marine,  in  the  seventh  grade,  from  $21 
to  $30.  It  would  raise  the  sixth  grade  pay  from  $30  to  $36. 
It  would  raise  the  fifth  grade  pay  from  $42  to  $54.  It  would 
raise  the  fourth  grade  j)ay  from  $54  to  $60,  and  leave  the  pay 
of  the  other  grades  as  it  now  is. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield 
for  a  question? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  At  this  point  I  direct  my  inquiry  to 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  In  what  respect  does  his 
amendment  dealing  with  the  pay  of  enlisted  men  differ  from 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  regret  to  say  that  I  am  not  entirely 
familiar  with  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma.  I  have  just  sent  to  the  desk  the  only  copy  of  my 
amendment  which  I  have.  My  amendment  projxjses  to  raise 
the  base  pay  of  the  Army,  and  at  the  same  time  the  base  pay 
of  members  of  the  Marine  Corps,  to  $30  a  month,  by  changing 
the  pay  act  adopted  in  June  1922  relating  to  those  two 
branches  of  our  armed  forces,  I  assume  that  we  arrive  at 
the  same  place. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  If  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  will 
bear  with  me.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut whether  or  not  his  amendment  is  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendation  which  was  made  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs  by  the  General  Staff  when  the  pay  question 
was  under  discussion? 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  assume  so.  I  do  not  recall  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Army.  In  drafting  this  amendment  I 
was  prompted  by  the  feeling  that  members  of  the  Army  and 
Marine  Corps  have  been  discriminated  against  in  the  matter 
of  pay. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
Shield  to  me  to  repeat  something  which  took  place  this  morn- 
ing in  that  connection? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri,  As  showing  the  justification  for 
the  Senator's  amendment  and  the  proposal  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut,  I  am  informed  that  Colonel  Knox,  the 
new  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  testified  this  morning  before  the 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


10313 


Rouse  Military  Affairs  Committee  that  the  naval  service  is 
far  more  attractive  to  prospective  recruits  than  any  other 
branch  of  the  service,  because  members  of  the  naval  forces 
receive  better  pay  and  because  they  are  permitted  to  learn  a 
trade  while  they  are  in  the  Navy.  The  Secretary  said  that  the 
Navy  did  not  anticipate  any  difficulty  in  getting  all  the  men 
needed  for  the  prospective  enlargement  of  the  Navy.  Of 
course,  it  is  well  known  that  there  is  a  waiting  list  of  volun- 
teers for  the  Navy,  which  seems  to  me  to  be  a  conclusive 
demonstration  of  the  fact  that  the  Army  and  the  Marine 
Corps  have  been  discriminated  against  in  the  matter  of  pay, 
and  that  a  situation  has  been  deliberately  created  by  which 
the  Navy  is  far  more  attractive  to  recruits  than  the  Army 
or  the  Marine  Corps,  which  have  to  do  the  fighting  at  far 
less  pay. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  If  I  may  trespass  upon  the  Senator's 
good  nature  and  time  for  a  moment  longer,  let  me  say  that 
I  do  not  have  the  privilege  of  serving  on  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs.  Therefore  I  was  not  present  when  this 
matter  was  presented  to  the  Commitee  on  Military  Affairs. 
I  rise  at  this  time  as  a  member  of  the  Appropriations  Com- 
mittee, which  eventually  will  have  to  provide  funds  by  which 
one  or  the  other  of  these  provisions  will  be  financed.  I  am 
heartily  in  accord  with  the  suggestion  that  all  discrimina- 
tion between  the  pay  of  enlisted  men  in  the  Navy  and  that  of 
enhsted  men  in  the  Army  should  be  completely  eliminated. 
and  I  want  to  vote  to  eliminate  that  discrimination:  but  I 
am  altogether  uncertain  as  to  which  of  the  two  amendments 
will  accomplish  the  purpose  I  have  in  mind,  and  what  the 
difference  is  between  the  two. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,' will  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  LEE.  If  I  may  have  an  opportunity,  I  think  I  can 
answer  the  question.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  merely  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming,  in  addition  to  what  I  have  heretofore  said,  that  the 
amendment  which  I  propose  is  an  effort  to  wipe  out  such 
further  discrepancies  as  may  exist.  I  have  also  provided  in 
my  amendment  a  slight  change  in  the  regulations  concern- 
ing the  Nav-y  and  the  Coast  Guard,  because  it  is  my  under- 
standing that  there  is  an  instance  in  which  members  of  the 
Navy,  for  a  short  period  of  time,  receive  less  than  $30  a 
month:  and  in  an  effort  to  bring  them  all  into  the  same  pay 
class  I  have  included  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Navy,  and  the 
Coast  Guard. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  reading  from  the  testimony  of 
Captain  Ira  Swift,  of  the  War  Department  General  Staff, 
Personnel  Division,  at  page  122  of  the  hearings  which  were 
held  on  the  original  bill  introduced  by  the  Senator  from 
Texas  IMr.  ShkppardJ.  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee.  Senate  bill  2224,  Captain  Swift  said: 

The  Navy  enlisted  man  draws  an  average  of  $877.27  a  year,  as 
contrasted  with  $569  85  for  the  soldier.  These  figures  speak  for 
themselves.  While  variations  in  the  pay  system  give  one  service 
certain  allowances  not  accorded  others,  so  that,  depending  upon 
the  basic  assumptions,  this  picture  may  be  changed  In  minor  de- 
tail, nevertheless,  whatever  adjustment  may  be  made  as  to  such 
items,  the  foregoing  essential  disparity  wUl  not  be  materially 
reduced. 

The  soldier,  as  compared  to  the  sailor.  Is  a  very  poorly  paid 
servant  of  our  Government.  The  hearings  on  the  Navy  pay  bill  of 
1899  reflected  the  opposite  situation,  the  effort  being  then  to  ac- 
cord parity  to  the  sailor.  The  arguments  then  utilized  in  behalf 
of  the  Navy  can  now  be  used,  in  esBentially  the  same  terms,  on  be< 
half  of  the  Army. 

These  disparities  are  due  to  a  number  of  factors.  Including: 
Differences  In  base  pay  of  certain  grades,  differences  in  longevity 
pay,  variations  in  opportunity  for  promotion. 

My  amendment  takes  care  of  differences  in  longevity  pay. 
At  the  end  of  16  years  a  man  in  the  Navy  would  be  drawing 
the  same  percentage  of  his  pay  as  a  man  in  the  Army  would 
draw  at  the  end  of  20  years.  That  adjustment,  and  all  other 
adjustments  of  that  kind  recommended  by  the  Army,  are  in 
my  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  modi- 
fled  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Lee]  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 
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Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  if  I  may.  I  read  now 
from  the  Senator's  amendment  on  line  7,  page  1: 

Except  that  the  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  with  less  than 
4  months'  service  during  their  first  enlistment  period  and  of  enlisted 
men  of  the  seventh  grade  whose  Inefficiency  or  other  unfitness  has 
been  determined  under  regulations  prescribed  by'  the  Secretary  of 
War,  shall  be  $21. 

I  am  wondering  if,  under  that  language,  members  of  the 
Army,  soldiers,  might  not  get  $21  a  month  for  an  unlimited 
period  of  time  during  their  enlistments. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  have  been  trying  to  find  the  statement  of  the 
officer  of  the  War  Department  who  dealt  'vith  that  matter 
and  who  said  that  4  months  is  the  period  during  which  an 
enlisted  man  is  considered  to  be  a  recruit.  A  recruit  is  cer- 
tainly not  given  the  pay  that  a  trained  soldier  is  given  during 
the  period  of  service,  which  is  usually  4  months,  when  he  is  a 
recruit.  That  was  the  language  he  recommended,  and  he 
explained  that  in  his  testimony.  I  cannot  put  my  finger  on 
the  testimony  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  do  not  need  the  testimony  to  remind  the 
Senator  that  his  amendment  goes  much  further  than  he 
assumes  it  does,  or  perhaps  it  does  not  go  nearly  so  far  as  he 
thinks  it  does.    I  will  read  the  language  again  to  the  Senator. 

Except  that  the  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  with  less  then 
4  months'  service  during  their  first  enlistment  period — 

That  covers  the  probationary  period  to  which  the  Senator 
refers.    Then  his  amendment  proceeds  to  say: 

and  of  enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade  whose  Inefficiency  or  other 
unfitness  has  been  determined  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  War,  shall  be  $21. 

So  if  the  Secretary  of  War  determines  that  any  or  all  the 
men  inducted  into  the  mihtary  service  have  not  proper  effi- 
ciency ratings,  the  Army  may  continue  to  pay  them  $21  a 
month  for  so  long  as  it  desires.    Am  I  not  correct  in  that? 

Mr.  LEE.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  MALONEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  or 
not  there  is  a  similar  provision  in  the  law  in  reference  to  havcd 
pay? 

Mr.  LEE.  I  crnnot  answer  that -question.  Both  Senators 
know  that  in  drawing  such  legislation  as  this  there  is  a  cer- 
tain form  that  is  usually  followed,  which,  I  am  sure,  is  the 
case  in  this  instance.  But,  as  I  have  said,  this  amendment 
was  drafted  by  the  Army's  drafting  counsel,  and,  I  presume,  it 
is  necessary  for  them  to  have  some  such  protection  against 
those  in  the  "awkward  squad"  who  .Jiever  learn.  I  myself 
was  once  in  the  "awkward  squad."     [ Laughter. 1 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  do  not  find  myself  in  agreement  with 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma.  If  a  man  continues  to  be  so 
inefficient  after  a  probationary  training  period  in  the  Army 
that  he  is  not  worth  $30  a  month,  it  seems  to  me  that  he  is  not 
the  kind  of  soldier  we  want  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  MALONEY.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wonder  whether  in  the  present  law, 
imder  which  the  base  pay  is  $21  a  month,  there  is  any  such 
provision  as  this,  reducing  the  pay  of  the  inefficient  soldier 
during  the  first  4  months  of  his  first  enlistment  below  $21 
a  month? 

Mr.  MALONEY.  There  Is  not,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  there  is  no  such  provision  in  the  pres- 
ent law  with  respect  to  the  $21  base  pay,  I  am  wondering  what 
Is  the  need  to  inject  a  new  equation  into  this  base-pay  meas- 
ure by  providing  that  during  the  first  4  months  of  his  first 
enlistment  any  man  found  deficient  or  inefficient  shall  con- 
tinue to  draw  the  $21  a  month,  I  presume,  for  the  4  months' 
period? 

Mr.  MALONEY.  That  is  not  in  my  amendment;  that  is  la 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  that,  but  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  from  Oldahoma  or  the  Seiuttor  from  Texas  can  ad- 
vise us  whether  any  reason  has  been  given  by  those  who 
drew  this  amendment  in  the  War  Department  for  making 
such  a  provision  for  inefficient  soldiers  during  the  first  4 
months  of  their  enlistment,  whereas  there  is  nothing  in  the 
present  law  on  that  subject? 

Mr.  LEE.  There  was  nothing  discussed  in  the  hearings 
concerning  that  question.  The  only  reference  was  to  the 
period  when  a  soldier  wtis  considered  to  be  a  recruit,  and 
Captain  Swift  pointed  out  that  a  recruit's  services  were  not 
worth  as  much  as  those  of  a  trained  soldier. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  yield  further? 

Mr.  MALONEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Inasmuch  as  there  is  no  such  provision 
in  the  present  law  which  fixes  the  base  pay  at  $21  a  month — 
and  it  seems  to  be  new  language — I  wonder  if  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  would  be  willing  to  eliminate  the  provision 
making  this  exception? 

Mr.  LEE.  Before  I  agree  to  that.  I  should  like  to  know 
the  language  with  reference  to  the  Navy.  This  provision  has 
been  carefully  worked  out,  and  I  would  not  feel  like  taking 
the  responsibility  of  changing  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  only  effect  of  the  elimination  would 
be  simply  to  make  the  base  pay  of  all  soldiers  $30  a  month; 
there  would  be  no  $21  pay  scale  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.     Mr.  President 

_.  Mr.  MALONEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  that  were  done,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  include  a  provision  with  reference  to  the  Army  and  the 
Marine  Corps  t)ecause,  as  I  understand,  the  base  pay  of  those 
entering  the  lowest  grade  in  those  services  is  $21  a  month. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     But  that  does  not  last  long. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  lasts  during  the  first  4  months'  period 
referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  GURNEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  MALONEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  should  like  to  give  to  the  Senate  Infor- 
mation that  I  have  In  ttie  form  of  a  letter,  dated  August  6.  as 
to  the  extra  cost  of  this  proposed  amendment.  I  will  read 
it.    It  is  from  Gen.  William  E.  Shedd  and  is  dated  August  6: 

Deak  Sknatob  Gukniy:  In  accordance  with  yovir  request,  the  fol- 
lowing estimates  of  the  Increased  cost  of  the  pay  of  the  Army,  which 
will  result  In  case  the  provisions  of  S.  2224  are  made  efTectlve 
are  submitted: 

1.  For  the  Regular  Army  of  375,000  enlisted  men  organized  as 
•t  present,  the  Increased  cost  for  grades  will  be  $30,200,000  and 
for  Increased  longevity  $4,500,000  on  an  annual  basis. 

2  For  the  National  Guard  Inducted  Into  the  Federal  service 
at  present  strength  (240.000)  on  the  same  pav  basis  as  the  Reg- 
ular Army,  the  Increased  cost  for  grades  will  be  $16,958,000  on  an 
annual  basis.  The  National  Guard  will  have  practically  no  loneev- 
Ity  pay  Initially.  J  » 

3.  Afisxmilng  that  the  proposed  bill  which  provides  for  compul- 
sory selective  military  training  and  service  is  approved  and  that 
as  a  result  there  are  Inducted  Into  the  Army  400000  trainees  as 
.  of  October  1.  1940,  and  400,000  additional  on  April  1,  1941.  the 
Increased  cost  for  grades  for  the  400.000  Inducted  In  October  wlU 
be  $18.000  000  for  the  remainder  of  the  fiscal  year.  The  400.000 
inducted  In  April  will  receive  no  Increase  In  pay  dxirlng  this  fiscal 
year.  These  trainees  will  have  practically  no  longevity  pay 
Sincerely  yours. 

Wm.  E.  Shzdd, 
BHgadier  General,  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff. 

Ur.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  If  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut wir  yield.  I  will  suggest  that  I  think  it  would  have 
been  just  as  easy  to  have  said  in  one  paragraph  or  sentence 
of  that  letter  that  if  400.000  should  be  inducted  next  April 
they  would  draw  so  much  per  annum.  It  leaves  them  en- 
tirely out  of  the  calculation,  although  the  writer  assumes 
that  they  are  going  to  be  inducted. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  I  think,  if  the  Senator  will  study  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  he  will  find  that 
for  the  first  4  months'  trainees  will  receive  not  $30  a  month 
but  $21  »^  month. 

Mr.  LEE.    That  is  correct. 


Mr.  GURNEY.  So,  of  course,  there  are  not  4  months  be- 
tween April  and  Jime  30,  1941.  and  there  would  not  be  any 
increase  In  that  period. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thought  the  Senator  was  trying  to 
arrive  at  the  annual  increase  in  cost,  not  only  of  the  Regular 
Army  but  the  National  Guard  and  those  who  may  be  called 
into  the  service,  regardless  of  this  particular  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  GURNEY.  The  writer  of  the  letter  seeks  to  answer 
more  than  one  question.  One  portion  of  the  letter  furnishes 
information  as  to  longevity  pay  on  an  annual  liasis;  then, 
in  another  portion,  the  writer  says  that  for  the  remainder  of 
the  fiscal  year  this  amendment  will  make  the  pay  about  the 
same  as  that  in  the  Navy,  because  in  the  Navy,  for  the  first 
4  months  a  recruit  serves  he  gets  $21,  and  under  this  bill 
the  men  inducted  into  the  service  will  also  receive  $21  for 
the  first  4  months. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  delay 
the  Senate  by  a  disciission  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma.  I  trust  he  will  not  consider  mc 
presumptuous  when  I  offer  to  him  the  suggestion  that  he  let 
his  amendment  go  over,  that  it  may  he  further  considered. 
It  is  obvious  that  it  contains  the  risk  of  a  $21  per  month 
salary  without  end,  and  I  notice  upon  further  examination 
of  the  proposal  that  his  jaay  increases  only  for  a  limited 
period  of  time,  that  it  does  not  definitely  change  the  pay 
status  of  the  Army,  and  I  do  not  think  Senators  have  had  a 
sufficient  opportunity  to  examine  the  proposal  carefully.  I 
think  probably.  If  the  Senator  would  he  willing  to  let  it  go 
over,  we  might  have  the  benefit  of  a  further  opinion  from  the 
Army  and  from  other  Members  of  the  Senate,  and  we  might 
be  able  to  work  out  bett^  language  and  a  more  satisfactory 
proposal. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President.  I  believe  we  should  vote  on  this 
amendment  at  this  time.  It  has  already  been  woi  ked  out  by 
the  Army.    They  know  what  they  are  doing  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MALONEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  r  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa a  question.  If  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  is  to 
bear  the  responsibility  for  enacting  this  legislation,  should 
we  be  content  merely  to  accept  the  Senator's  statement  that 
this  is  satisfactory  to  the  Army,  when  there  are  obvious 
questions 

Mr.  LEE.  No:  the  Senate  will  not  have  to  do  that.  Sen- 
ators can  read  here  the  statement  of  the  representative  of 
the  Army  that  it  was  their  bill,  and  they  recommended  its 
passage.  It  would  not  be  necessary  for  the  Senate  to  take 
my  word  for  it. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  If  the  Senate  adopts  the  proposal,  it 
becomes  the  Senate's  bill. 

Mr.  LEE.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  said  "wait  imtil 
we  can  consult  the  Army."    Here  is  the  Army's  bill. 

Mr.  MAIXDNEY.  No;  the  Senator  from  Cormecticut  did 
not  say  that.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  said  "we  might 
have  the  benefit  of  a  further  opinion  or  advice  from  the 
Army." 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  MALONEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  It  seems  to  me  that  what  we 
are  trying  to  do  is  to  make  an  adjustment  in  Army  and 
Marine  Corps  pay  so  as  to  have  there  the  same  situaUon  that 
exists  in  the  Navy. 

I  have  Ustened  very  carefully  to  everything  that  has  been 
said,  but  I  do  not  think  anybody  has  yet  said  that  the 
amendment  which  the  Senator  proposes  does  make  that 
exact  adjustment.  I  think  we  are  enUtled  to  have  some- 
body—either the  author  of  the  amendment  or  the  chairman 
of  the  committer— tell  us  definitely  that  this  amendment 
does  make  exactly  the  same  adjustment. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  I  am  able  to  tell  the  Senator  that  it 
does  not  make  that  adjiistment. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield,  he  finds 
himself  at  variance  with  Captain  Swift,  who  says  that  it 
makes  that  adjustment. 
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Mr.  MALONEY.  Will  the  Senator  tell  me  where  I  can  find 
that  statement? 

Mr.  GLTRNEY.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  interrupt,  the  Sen- 
ator will  find  that  information  and  comparison  in  the  hear- 
ings which  were  held  by  the  subcommittee  on  Senate  bill  2224 
on  April  24,  1940.  It  appears  in  the  schedule  opposite  i^age 
123  of  the  hearings.  So  far  as  I  can  see,  it  equalizes  the  pay 
between  the  three  branches.  At  least,  the  pay  for  each  grade 
in  each  branch  would  be  the  same  if  this  amendment  should 
be  adopted.  Due  to  the  different  rates  of  advancement  in 
the  Navy  as  compared  with  the  Marine  Corps  and  the  Army, 
the  percentages  of  those  In  the  Navy  who  would  get  a  certain 
pay  for  a  certain  length  of  time  might  be  a  little  different; 
but  with  this  amendment  giving  the  private  in  the  Army  and 
the  Marine  Corps  $21  a  month  for  the  first  4  months,  I  believe 
the  percentages  would  be  about  the  same  after  the  adoption 
of  this  amendment  in  all  three  branches — the  Army,  the 
Marine  Corps,  and  the  Navy. 

Mr.  OTylAHONEY.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MALO>  ZY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  I  ask  the  Senator's  indulgence  in 
order  that  I  may  make  some  comment  upon  what  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Dakota  has  just  said. 

I  have  turned  to  the  hearings  to  which  he  refers — page  123 
of  the  hearings  which  were  held  as  of  April  24,  1940 — and  I 
find  there  a  chart  which  undertakes  to  picture  the  disparity 
in  the  pay  of  four  different  branches  of  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States.  One  column  shows  that  the  base  pay  for 
the  Army  now  is  $569.85  on  the  annual  basis,  and  that  the 
base  pay  of  the  Marine  Corps  is  $546.62.  That  Is  to  say,  the 
Marine  Corps  is  more  poorly  paid  than  is  the  Army.  The  base 
pay  of  the  Navy  is  $877.27.  much  greater  than  either  the  Army 
or  the  Marine  Corps,  while  the  base  pay  of  the  Coast  Guard 
is  greater  than  any  of  the  others,  namely,  $980.90. 

The  question  which  occurs  to  me  to  ask  the  sponsor  of  this 
amendment  and  those  who  are  urging  it  is  whether  or  not  the 
figures  which  we  are  now  asked  to  approve  eliminate  these 
disparities. 

Mr.  LEE.    They  do. 

Mr.  OTklAHONEY.  All  right— on  the  basis  of  the  Coast 
Guard,  on  the  basis  of  the  Navy,  on  the  basis  of  the  Marine 
Corps,  or  of  all  three? 

Mr.  LEE.    On  the  basis  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Then  am  I  to  understand  that  if  the 
Senator's  amendment  is  adopted  the  base  pay  in  the  Army, 
instead  of  being  $569.85,  as  now,  will  be  $877.27? 

Mr.  LEE.  I  could  not  answer  to  the  exact  dollar  that  it 
would  be.  but  it  would  be  in  line  with  that. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I.  for  one,  feel  that  the 
Senate  should  not  be  satisfied  with  an  answer  that  what  we 
are  going  to  do  would  be  "in  line"  with  something.  My  in- 
quiry is  to  develop  what  the  actual  facts  are.  because  even- 
tually we  are  going  to  have  to  pay  for  this. 

Mr.  LEE.  If  the  Senator  will  yield,  the  question  cannot  be 
answered  exactly.  l)ecause  one  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment might  promote  their  men  faster,  and  when  they  are 
promoted  faster  that  changes  the  total  amount  of  average 
pay.  but  this  amendment  will  put  it  as  nearly  in  line  as  it 
can  be  figured. 

Mr.  ©"MAHONEY.  Yes;  but  the  figures  I  am  reading  have 
nothing  to  do  with  promotion.    They  deal  with  base  pay. 

Mr.  LEE.  But  the  base  pay  Is  figured  on  the  average  from 
a  recruit  to  a  master  sergeant,  whose  pay  Is  $126  a  month. 
For  instance,  in  the  Navy,  instead  of  having  their  specialist 
pay  added  to  their  regular  base  pay,  they  have  a  rank.  Let 
me  show  the  Senator  what  I  mean. 

Here  is  a  private,  first  class,  but  he  is  a  cook,  and  a  cook 
draws  a  special  pay.  As  a  specialist,  he  draws  $15  a  month 
extra  as  cock.  That  makes  his  pay  $45,  but  his  longevity  pay 
is  based  on  5  percent  of  his  base  pay,  or  5  percent  of  $30  a 
month,  not  5  percent  of  $45;  but  in  the  Navy  it  is  not 
arranged  in  that  way.  Instead  of  having  a  specialty  pay 
added  to  their  base  pay,  they  have  a  rank  like  machinist, 
end  a  man's  rank  determines  his  pay.    It  is  not  based  on  the 


same  type  of  schedule,  but  this  is  figured  out  as  carefully  as 
the  Army  can  work  it  out  to  adjust  those  differences. 

For  instance,  in  the  Navy  the  first  schedule  of  longevity 
pay  is  10  percent  of  the  men's  pay,  and  the  first  schedule 
for  the  Army  is  5  percent  of  their  pay.  At  the  end  of  16 
years  a  man  in  the  Navy  is  drawing  as  longevity  pay  25 
percent  of  his  total  pay.  If  he  is  a  machinist,  and  he  is 
drawing  $126  a  month.  25  percent  of  that  is  added  every 
month  because  of  longevity.  But  in  the  Army,  if  he  is  a 
private,  first  class,  and  is  still  drawing  $30  a  month,  although 
he  may  be  a  machinist,  which  might  add  $25  a  month  or 
more  to  his  pay.  he  is  not  given  the  advantage  of  5  percent 
of  that  specialist  pay.  He  is  still  drawing  only  5  percent  of 
the  base  pay.  which  is  5  percent  of  $30  a  month,  and  that  is 
a  discrimination  against  him. 

I  cannot  answer  the  Senator  in  exact  dollars  and  cents, 
because  this  Is  worked  on  an  average.  If  the  Senator  will 
study  the  charts  he  will  see  that  this  works  out  the  matter 
just  as  nearly  as  it  can  be  worked  out. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jrield? 

Mr.  MALONEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  I  understand  the  situation,  in  order  to 
make  the  pay  of  the  Army  and  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  and 
the  other  services  precisely  the  same  in  all  cases  it  would  be 
necessary  to  inaugtirate  a  new  system  of  classification  and 
a  new  system  of  promotion,  because  promotion  is  more  rapid 
in  the  Navy  than  in  the  Army.  The  average  naturally  will 
be  higher,  based  on  the  present  classification  and  the  rate  of 
promotion.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  comes 
as  near  equalizing  the  pay  of  the  various  services  as  it  is 
possible  to  do  without  entirely  rearranging  the  classification 
and  rate  of  promotion.    Is  that  true? 

Mr.  LEE.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  said  that  I  had  no  inten- 
tion of  detaining  the  Senate.  While  the  Record  will  show 
that  I  have  had  the  fioor  for  some  time,  it  will  also  show 
that  other  Members  have  been  using  the  time. 

I  am  not  going  to  offer  an  objection  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma.  I  am  sorry  he  is  not  willing 
to  have  it  go  over,  because  it  seems  to  me  it  should  be  and 
could  be  considerably  Improved.  He  and  I  and  the  other 
Senators  especially  concerned  with  this  subject  who  have 
offered  amendments  to  it  are  anxious  to  arrive  at  the  same 
result;  that  is,  to  have  the  pay  of  members  of  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  and  the  Coast  Guard  a  minimum 
of  $30  a  month.  I  wanted  to  point  out  some  of  the  discrep- 
ancies, or  what  I  thought  were  discrepancies,  of  the  Sen- 
ator's amendment: 

First,  that  it  does  or  would  permit  men  to  continue  in  the 
Navy  at  $20  a  month  for  years,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  Next, 
that  there  is  a  limitation  of  time  on  the  pay  increase.  It 
stops  in  1945,  according  to  the  Senator's  amendment.  I  think 
the  amendment  could  be  greatly  improved,  but  I  must  con- 
fess that  it  is.  in  my  judgment,  a  great  improvement  over 
the  present  situation  in  the  Army. 

I  shall  not  vote  against  the  Senator's  amendment,  because 
I  will  not  vote  against  an  amendment  which  offers  something 
better  for  enlisted  men  of  the  Army.  But  since  he  will  not 
delay  it.  at  a  later  time,  as  the  opportunity  presents,  I  shall 
offer  a  substitute  for  his  amendment,  which  I  hope  may  be 
more  in  keeping  with  the  justice  which  the  enlisted  men  of 
the  service  deserve. 

Mr.  O'MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  give  a  little  attention  to  subpara- 
graph (c)  on  page  2.  It  apparently  makes  a  change  in  the 
pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade  in  the  National  Guard. 
It  deals  only  with  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade.  What  is 
the  effect  upon  the  change  of  the  pay  of  members  of  the 
National  Guard  proposed  by  the  Senator's  amendment?  I 
wonder  if  there  is  anything  in  the  hearings  about  It.  Per- 
haps the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  may 
be  able  to  tell  us  something  about  it. 

Mr.  LEE.  The  hearings  did  not  contain  anything  on  that 
point.  The  National  Guard  is  paid  on  the  basis  of  per  diem 
compensation.    Tlie  amendment  refers  to  the  sixth  grade.    I 
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believed  it  was  figured  out  as  making  the  pay  in  line  with  that 
of  the  Regular  Army  pay. 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  The  thought  which  suggests  itself  to 
me  Is  that  the  Senate  has  no  information  at  all  with  respect 
to  what  alteration  will  be  made  in  the  compensation  of  one 
grade  in  the  National  Guard,  and  why  that  particular  grade 
was  selected  for  a  change  and  why  other  grades  were  not 
selected  for  a  change.  I  have  just  compared  the  Senator's 
amendment  with  the  bill  which  was  introduced,  as  I  recall, 
by  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  ShkppardI,  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  upon  which  the  com- 
mittee hearings  were  held;  and  the  measiu'es  are  substantially 
identical. 

Mr.  LEE.  They  are  identical,  except  that  my  amendment 
was  changed  so  that  it  would  be  appropriate  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  When  the  spokesmen  for  the  General 
Staff  came  before  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  to  give 
testimony  with  respect  to  this  measure,  was  nothing  said 
about  the  change  the  Army  has  recommended  in  the  compen- 
sation of  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  LEE.  The  only  reference  to  the  National  Guard  was 
that  the  commutation  of  quarters  for  the  National  Guard 
amoimted  to  $35  a  month,  whereas  the  enlisted  men  in  the 
Army  and  other  types  on  duty  draw  $22.50  a  month.  Let  me 
read  a  paragraph  or  two  from  the  testimony: 

^  The  War  Department  pay  program  Includes  also  certain  pro- 

Tlslons  as  to  allowances  which  are  not  Included  In  the  present 
bill.  One  or  tliese  Items  would  provide  for  statutory  conflrmatlon 
for  pavTnent  of  commutation  of  quarters  for  the  three  highest  en- 
listed grades.  Such  payment  Is  now  being  made  on  the  basis  of 
proper  Interpreutlon  of  existing  law.  Another  Item  Is  the  equali- 
sation of  allowances  under  section  11,  Pay  Readjustment  Act,  for 
rental  of  quarters.  The  present  rate  of  $22  50  per  month  pre- 
acrlbed  for  the  great  majority  of  men  by  Executive  orders  pursuant 
to  the  present  law  contrasts  with  a  special  higher  rate  established 
under  appropriation  acts  since  1938,  inclusive,  for  Regtilar  Army 
enlisted  men  on  National  Guard  duty.  The  higher  rate  should 
govern  for  all  concerned — in  other  words,  an  enlisted  man  on 
National  Guard  duty  draws  936  a  month,  commutation  of  quarters, 
and  an  enlisted  man  on  other  types  of  duty  draws  $22.50. 

The  bill  under  discussion  would  permit  specialist  enlisted  men  to 
draw  retired  pay  computed  not  only  with  reference  to  the  base  pay 
of  the  grade,  but  also  with  reference  to  the  specialist  pay  of  the 
rating  held  on  retirement.  This  right  was  denied  by  a  ruling  of 
the  Comptroller  General  (13  Comp.  Dec.  769).  Navy  and  Coast 
Guard  enlisted  men  benefit  by  retired  pay  computed  on  the  basis 
of  the  pay  drawn  for  rating  as  well  as  for  grade.  The  Army  system, 
which  does  not  contemplate  grade  for  specialists,  but  accords  them 
special  pay  according  to  special  ability  as  such,  has  resulted  in 
the  unexpected  byproduct  of  depriving  enlisted  specialists  of  proper 
retired  pay.  Correction  of  this  disparity  is  part  of  the  War  De- 
partment program  Parity  among  the  services  can  contemplate  no 
other  action 

The  increased  cost'  of  these  items  as  now  estimated  would  be  as 
indicated  on  this  chart.  No.  84.  which  shows  the  details  of  the  War 
Department  program  for  enlisted  men.  The  entire  flrst-prlorlty 
Items,  so  far  discussed,  would  cost  an  additional  $27,709,146.  The 
Items  covered  In  S.  2224  will  involve  Increased  costs  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  bill  which  the  Senator  from 
Texas  (Mr.  Shzppard],  the  chairman  of  the  commitee,  intro- 
duced which  is  identical  with  the  bill  just  offered  as  an 
amendment. 

If  the  Senate  will  allow  me  to  amend  the  amendment  to 
conform  with  the  amendment  I  offered  a  while  ago,  I  notice 
other  places  where  it  needs  change  to  make  it  apply  to  the 
Marine  Corps,  and  I  will  ask  leave  to  amend  the  amendment 
on  page  2,  line  8.  following  the  word  "Army",  by  adding  the 
words  "and  the  Marine  Corps."  I  also  ask  leave  to  amend  on 
line  16.  page  2.  following  the  word  "Army",  by  adding  the 
words  "or  the  Marine  Corps."  I  wish  to  modify  my  amend- 
ment accordingly. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  parliamentarian   ad- 
vises the  Chair  that  there  should  be  an  amendment  on  hne  3, 
page  2,  after  the  words  "Secretary  of  War",  to  add  the  words 
/     **and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively." 

Mr.  LEE.  Yes;  because  the  Marine  Corps  is  under  the 
Navy. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  that  suggests  a  ques- 
tion. Is  there  also  the  practice  in  the  Marine  Corps  of  pay- 
ing very  low  compensation  to  certain  enlisted  men.  under 


regulations,  because  of  IneflBciency  or  unfitness?  I  feel  very 
strongly  that  the  discrimination  in  pay  should  he  eliminated, 
and  I  desire  to  support  tlie  Senator  in  eliminating  all  dis- 
crimination. I  feel  very  strongly  that  cme  of  the  most  effect- 
ive things  this  country  can  do  to  raise  an  effective  army  is  to 
provide  pr(^)er  compensation  for  the  men  in  the  Army. 

I  feel  also  that  if  we  were  to  concentrate  our  attention  upon 
the  enlistment  of  a  corps  of  highly  trained  mechanics,  and 
were  to  offer  them  adequate  pay  we  would  make  our  Army 
conform  to  the  lessons  of  the  present  war,  rather  than  by 
building  upon  the  basis  of  small  compensation  for  men  who 
may  have  to  drill  with  inadequate  arms. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  MissourL  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  yield? 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  The  Senator  evidently  disagrees 
with  the  gentleman  of  the  "Millionaires'  Club"  who  framed 
and  brought  forward  this  conscription  plan  originally,  who 
proposed  that  we  pay  the  conscriptees  $5  a  month,  and 
thought  we  were  overpaying  them  when  paying  them  any- 
thing. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  In  discussing  this  or 
any  other  proposed  legislation,  I  always  try  to  avoid  per- 
sonalities. I  cast  no  reflection  upon  the  men  who  drafted  the 
original  bilL  I  am  ready  to  acknowledge  that  they  were  patri- 
otic citizens  who  were  trying  to  serve  their  country.  I  do 
not  wish  to  call  them  millionaires  or  paupers.  I  am  not 
Interested  in  that.  I  am  interested  in  the  fact  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Senate  struck  out  the  provi- 
sion to  which  the  Senator  alludes,  so  that  it  is  only  a  matter 
for  argument  now  to  cast  some  sort  of  an  innuendo  against 
the  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  intend  to  cast  no  innuendo  at 
all.  if  the  Senator  wUl  permit  me;  but  the  Senator  will  cer- 
tainly agree  that  it  is  much  easier  to  be  more  or  less  imper- 
sonal and  Impervious  to  the  necessities  of  these  drafted  men, 
who  may  have  dependents,  who  may  be  taken  out  of  private 
employment,  when  sitting  in  the  sacred  precincts  of  the  Har- 
vard Club,  than  it  is  for  men  who  have  to  be  taken  away 
from  their  occupations  and  be  put  In  the  Army. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming yield? 

Mr.  O-MAHONEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BURKE.  There  was  a  provision  in  the  original  bill  for 
comj)ensation  of  $5  a  month,  but,  according  to  the  theory  of 
the  bill,  it  could  just  as  well  have  been  $1.  or  50  cents,  or 
nothing  at  all,  as  it  was  contemplated  in  drafting  the  bill  and 
in  explaining  it.  and  so  stated,  that  it  was  considered  that 
that  was  a  matter  with  which  Congress  should  deal  in  sep- 
arate legislation,  either  by  amendments  to  the  Social  Secur- 
ity Act,  if  it  were  found  necessary  to  take  people  who  had 
dependents,  or  by  separate  legislation  of  some  kind.  So 
eventually  $5  was  put  in,  as  that  is  the  amount  the  C.  C.  C. 
boys  get  for  their  own  use.  They  get  their  keep  and  $30. 
but  $25  is  allotted  to  their  dependents.  So  $5  was  merely 
tentatively  suggested  because  of  that. 

I  think  it  comes  with  rather  111  grace  for  the  Senator  to 
charge  that  simply  because  the  money-mad  millionaires,  as 
he  said,  had  something  to  do  with  the  drafting  of  the  bill, 
that  the  $5  provision  was  put  in  it.  There  was  no  such  action 
on  the  part  of  the  sponsors  of  the  legislation.  In  fact,  they 
recommended  the  change  that  was  made  in  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee. 

When  the  Senator  from  Cormectlcut  offered  his  amend- 
ment In  the  nature  of  a  substitute  providing  for  equalizing 
the  pay  of  all  the  grades,  the  sponsors  of  this  legislation 
went  along  wholeheartedly. 

Mr.  President,  since  I  am  on  my  feet  I  will  say  that  I  now 
find  myself  rather  in  full  accord  with  the  senior  Senator 
from  Wyoming,  that  it  would  seem  that  to  accomplish  the 
purpose  which  everyone  has  in  mind,  it  might  be  very  much 
better  to  let  this  particular  amendment  go  over,  and  let 
those  who  are  particularly  interested  in  it  work  the  matter 
out  with  a  litUe  more  care,  so  as  to  assure  accompUshing  the 
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objective  of  putting  the  men  In  all  the  various  grades  upon 
an  equality.  Whether  the  base  pay  is  made  $30  a  month,  or 
if  the  Senator  from  Missouri  wants  to  make  it  $50,  It  is  still 
all  right  with  me. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield  to  me  so  I  may  answer  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  and 
I  shall  promise  not  to  interrupt  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
again. 

Mr.  0*MAHONEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  happy 
that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  as  one  of  the  putative  co- 
authors of  the  bill,  states  that  the  sponsors  of  the  bill,  the 
millionaires  meeting  in  the  sacred  precincts  of  the  Harvard 
Club,  were  willing  to  leave  anything  at  all  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Congress  in  the  exercise  of  Its  constitutonal  functons, 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
will  further  yield 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BURKE.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  while  the 
particular  measure  in  the  form  that  I  introduced  it  was 
drawn  by  the  Military  Training  Camps  Association,  in  con- 
Junction  with  Army  officers,  I  have  explained  very  carefully 
that  for  a  number  of  years  a  selective  training  and  service 
bill  has  been  In  process  of  formulation,  and  that  it  was  the 
purpose  of  my  bill  simply  to  bring  the  matter  before  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee,  and  that  committee  also  had 
the  advantage  then  of  the  very  carefully  worked  out  program 
of  the  Joint  Army  and  Navy  Committee  on  Selective  Training 
and  Service;  so  that  was  the  basis  upon  which  the  bill  which 
Is  now  before  the  Senate  was  drawn. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  correctly  described  the  situa- 
tion. I  think  there  is  no  profit  in  bandying  phrases  back 
and  forth.  They  get  us  nowhere.  We  are  studying  probably 
the  most  important  Issue  that  has  been  presented  to  the 
Senate  In  many  years,  because  it  deals  with  the  fundamental 
structure  of  our  Nation  and  of  our  Army. 

I  had  not  mtended  to  make  any  comment  upon  the  bill 
at  this  time,  but  I  feel  that  we  are  proceeding  rather  by 
habits  of  thought  than  by  any  clear  comprehension  of  the 
facts  which  face  us  in  the  world  today.  Certainly  if  we  are 
to  learn  anything  from  what  is  transpiring  in  Europe,  it  is 
that  the  nations  of  Europe,  which  were  supposed  to  be  mili- 
taristic, which  were  supposed  to  be  well  grounded  in  raising 
and  caring  for  armies,  were  utterly  behind  the  times. 

The  Republic  of  France,  we  were  taught  to  believe,  had  the 
greatest  and  most  modem  army  that  had  ever  been  raised, 
and  yet  it  wilted  away  when  it  was  placed  to  the  test.  Great 
Britain  as  well  as  France  watched  the  growth  of  a  modem 
war  machine  without  doing  a  thing  to  prepare  themselves  to 
meet  the  use  of  that  machine.  The  mlUtary  leaders  of  Great 
Britain,  and  the  military  leaders  of  Prance,  seemed  to  be 
utterly  oblivious  of  the  fact  that  a  great  nation  was  using 
the  developments  of  science  for  the  purpose  of  concentrating 
military  force. 

Now  we  know  that  airplanes,  tanks,  and  motorcycles  offer 
the  instrumentalities  that  make  for  conquest.  They  are  the 
InstrumentahUes  which  are  needed  for  defense.  It  is  much 
more  important  to  our  country,  it  seems  to  me.  that  we  shall 
be  fully  prepared  with  the  most  modem,  the  most  effective, 
and.  if  need  be.  the  largest  air  arm  that  was  ever  raised  in 
the  history  of  the  world,  than  that  we  shall  have  a  million  or 
two  million  men  drilling  with  rifles. 

The  result  of  the  war  that  is  now  in  progress  over  the 
British  Channel  will  depend  not  upon  the  size  of  the  Ger- 
man Army,  the  men  who  carry  the  rifles,  nor  upon  the  size 
of  the  British  force.  It  will  depend  upon  whether  the  air 
force  of  Great  Britain  and  the  navy  of  Great  Britain  are 
Strong  enough  to  prevent  the  Invasion. 

That,  Mr.  President,  is  why  I  feel  that  It  is  of  the  utmost 
Importance  that  In  preparing  the  legislation  which  is  now 
before  the  Senate  we  take  care  to  create  an  opportunity  in 
our  Army  for  mechanics,  so  that  we  shall  have  an  army  of 
the  modem  kind  that  can  be  equaled  by  no  other  army  In 
the  world.    That  Is  the  reason  briefly — while  I  am  In  entire 


sympathy  with  the  objectives  which  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa desires  to  achieve — why  I  hope  that  he  will  permit  this 
matter  to  go  over  in  order  that  we  may  be  able  to  give  it 
a  little  more  study, 

Mr.  MALONEY  rose. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MALONEY.  Mr.  President,  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
I  first  made  the  suggestion  that  this  amendment  go  over. 
I  should  like,  in  the  time  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming, 
to  withdraw  the  suggestion.  I  have  discussed  the  matter 
with  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma,  who  Is  very  anxious,  flrst, 
that  his  amendment  be  acted  on.  and  is  quite  willing  that 
we  work  on  it  and  perfect  It,  probably  here  or  else  in  con- 
ference, or  in  the  House,  at  a  little  later  time. 

To  me  the  argument  made  is  persuasive,  first,  because  every 
Member  of  the  Senate,  I  am  confident,  is  anxious  to  see  the 
Army  pay  increased.  I,  myself,  would  go  a  little  further 
than  $30  a  month  if  I  had  complete  freedom.  I  understand 
that  the  administration,  and  in  fact,  the  Army,  are  anxious 
to  have  the  pay  increased.  For  that  reason  I  withdraw  my 
suggestion,  confident  that  the  matter  can  be  satisfactorily 
worked  out,  and  I  express  the  hope  that  the  amendment  will 
now  be  adopted. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  about  one  provision  of  his  amendment.  I 
note  he  refers  to  the  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men.  The 
term  "enlisted  men."  as  I  understand,  means  every  man  in  the 
Army  except  commissioned  oflBcers.  Possibly  the  Senator 
from  Texas  LMr.  Sheppard]  may  be  able  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion if  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  cannot  do  so.  I  do  not 
know  that  it  Is  any  deep  mystery,  or  anything  of  that  sort, 
but  would  this  term,  were  the  amendment  to  be  adopted,  in- 
clude the  men  who  are  taken  In  under  the  Burke -Wadsworth 
bill? 

Mr.  LEE.    Yes. 

Mr.  BONE.  Would  they  also  share  In  the  pay  that  is 
contemplated  by  the  Senator's  amendment? 

Mr.  LEE.  Yes.  "Enlisted  men"  is  a  term  used  to  contrast 
with  the  commissioned  oflBcers.  All  others  are  enlisted, 
whether  they  are  inducted  or  volunteer. 

Mr.  BONE.  The  term,  then,  is  used  merely  to  distinguish 
the  rank  and  file  from  the  commissioned  oflBcers  of  the  Army 
and  Is  suflBciently  inclusive  to  take  in  the  men  who  are 
brought  in  or  inducted  into  the  service  under  the  pending  b;ll? 

Mr.  LEE.  Yes.  That  is  the  language  that  is  used  in  all  the 
legislation,  and  relates  to  the  men  other  than  the  commis- 
sioned oflBcers. 

Mr.  CMAHONEY,  Mr.  President,  with  the  understanding 
that  the  amendment  can  be  perfected,  and  lest  having  it  go 
over  should  be  misinterpreted  as  being  in  opposition  to  the 
principle  of  the  amendment,  I  shall  say  no  more  about  it,  and 
shall  be  very  glad  to  have  the  amendment  acted  on. 

Mr.  PEPPER  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Florida  permit  us  to  get  a  vote  on  this  particular  amendment? 
I  understand  he  Intends  to  address  the  Senate. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Yes. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  think  some  other  Senators  are  Interested  in 
this  amendment.  I  see  no  objection  to  having  a  quorum  caU 
If  we  are  to  have  action  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  PEPPER.   I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  do  not  object  to  a  quorum  call. 

Mr.  HOLT.  I  think  we  should  have  a  quorum  call  befor« 
action  is  taken  on  an  amendment  of  this  nature. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Very  well. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  HOLT.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonmi. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

Barboiir 

Brown 

Byrnes 

Andrews 

BarUey 

Bulow 

Capper 

Ashurst 

Bone 

Burke 

Chandler 

AusUn 

Bridges 

Byrd 

Cbavem 

'  t 
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CUrk.  inaho 

Harrison 

Mead 

Shlp«tead 

a&rk.  Mo. 

H»tch 

Miller 

Slattery 

Connally  ^^" 

Hayden 

Mlnton 

Smathert 

Dknaher 

Herrtcs 

Murray 

Stewart 

Da  via 

Hill 

Neely 

Taft 

Donabey 

Holman 

.Norrls 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Downey 

Holt 

■Nye 

Thomas,  Okl&. 

Blender 

Johnaon.  Calif. 

Ollahoney 

ThomM.  Utah 

Frazler 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Overton 

To  bey 

Oeorse 

King 

Pepper 

Townsend 

Oernr 

La  Pt>Uett« 

Plttman 

Truman 

OltMon      "■ 

Lee 

Radcliffe 

Tydlngs 

Olllett* 

Lodge 

Reed 

Van  Nuys 

Olaaa 

Lundevn 

Reynolds 

Wagner 

Oreen 

McCarran 

Ruaaell 

Walab 

Ouffey 

-    MrKellar 

Schwartz 

Wheeler 

Oumey 

McNary 

Schwellenbach 

White 

Hale 

Ualoney 

Bheppard 

Wiley 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-eight  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  OVERTON.    Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  have  asked  the  Senator  from  Florida  to 
jrield  to  me  In  order  that  I  may  offer  an  amendment,  which 
I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  An  amendment  is  pending 
which  has  not  been  disposed  of. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  modified  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  IMr.  Lee]  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  as  modified  to  the  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana 
offers  an  amendment,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  end  of  the  committee  amendment 
It  Is  proposed  to  add  the  following  new  section: 

Sec.  — .  (a)  The  benefits  of  the  Soldier's  and  Sailors  Civil  Relief 
Act.  approved  March  8,  1918,  are  hereby  extended  to  all  persons 
indiicted  Into  the  land  or  naval  forces  under  this  act,  and,  except 
as  hereinafter  provided,  the  provisions  of  such  act  of  March  8.  1918, 
shall  be  effective  for  such  purposes 

(b)   For  the  purposes  of  this  section — 

( 1 )  the  following  provisions  of  such  act  of  March  8,  1918.  shall  be 
inoperative:  Section  100;  paragraphs  (1),  (2),  and  (5)  of  section 
101;  article  4;  article  S;  paragraph  (2)  of  section  601;  and  sec- 
tion 603; 

(2)  the  term  "persons  in  military  service",  when  used  in  such  act, 
shall  be  deemed  to  mean  persons  inducted  into  the  land  or  naval 
forces  under  this  act; 

(3)  the  term  "period  of  military  service",  when  used  In  such  act, 
when  applicable  with  respect  to  any  person,  shall  be  deemed  to  mean 
the  period  beginning  with  the  date  on  which  such  person  is  inducted 
Into  such  land  or  naval  forces  under  this  act  for  any  period  of  train- 
ing and  service  and  ending  60  days  after  the  date  on  which  such 
period  of  training  and  service  terminates. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  the  Washington  "nmes-Her- 
ald  of  today  carries  an  article  on  pjage  2  headed  "Pepper 
quoted  as  advocating  P.  D.  as  dictator."  Then  there  is  a 
subheadline,  "Fulton  Lewis  asserts  Senator  told  him  dras- 
tic step  needed."  -Tliat  article,  by  Mr.  William  Strand,  pur- 
ports to  give  the  suBStance  of  a  radio  address  made  over  Sta- 
tion WOL  last  evening  by  a  gentleman  who  Is  a  very  able 
radio  commentator,  a  responsible  newspaperman,  and  a  very 
good  personal  friend  of  mine. 

Today  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  the  very  able  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler  1  referred  to  and  read  certain 
excerpts  from  the  address  by  Mr.  Lewis.  I  came  upon  the 
floor  at  the  invitation  of  the  able  Senator  from  Montana  to 
hear  a  portion  of  his  remarks,  and  at  that  time  stated  that 
I  had  never  made  a  practice  of  referring  to  or  denying  state- 
ments which  might  be  made  in  the  press  with  reference  to 
my  attitude  or  conduct,  because  long  ago  I  found  that  I  could 
not  possibly  deny  all  the  things  which  might  be  said  about 
me  as  a  figure  occupying  some  small  place  in  the  political 
arena,  and  that  generally  when  I  tried  to  do  so  I  accentuated 
the  damage  rather  than  diminished  it.  So  a  newspaper  is  not 
a  good  opponent  with  which  to  get  into  a  controversy. 

However,  there  are  times,  and  there  are  circumstances, 
which  I  think  justify  a  man  in  public  life  in  desiring  that 
there  be  no  misunderstanding  about  the  facts,  in  order  that 
thereafter,  when  some  other  circumstances  may  prevail,  he 
may  not  be  confronted  with  statements  which  he  may  be 
assumed  to  have  admitted  by  not  denying  them. 


With  those  words  of  explanation  I  ask  the  indulgence  of 
the  Senate  for  a  few  moments  of  comment  with  respect  to 
that  matter. 

Two  or  three  persons  indicated  to  me  that  they  had  heard 
that  some  conversation  took  place  at  Chicago  during  the 

convention,  between  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 

Walsh],  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler  1.  and 
myself,  in  which  one  of  those  Senators  suggested  that  some- 
body was  proposing  to  make  President  Roosevelt  a  dictator, 
and  that  I  had  replied  that  it  was  intended  only  to  make  him 
a  temporary  dictator.  In  the  colloquy  which  ensued  between 
the  able  Senator  from  Montana  and  myself  shortly  after 
lunch  the  statement  was  made  on  the  Senator's  part  that 
he  had  made  such  a  statement  and  that  I  had  made  such  a 
reply.  The  statement  was  made  on  my  part  that  I  did  not 
make  such  a  statement.  Perhaps  both  of  us  answered  with 
greater  abruptness  than  we  intended.  I  should  like  to  modify 
what  I  said  by  the  statement  that  I  never  intended  to  make 
such  a  statement,  and  I  have  no  recollection  or  consciousness 
Of  having  used  that  language. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  course,  if  the  Senator  says  he  never 
made  the  statement,  I  do  not  wish  to  dispute  him  and  say 
that  he  did.  However,  my  recollection  is  as  I  stated  to  the 
Senator  privately.  President  Roosevelt's  name  was  not  men- 
tioned ;  but,  as  I  recall,  we  were  discussing  the  powers  which 
the  Senator  felt  the  President  ought  to  have,  and  I  said  to  the 
Senator,  "What  you  want  to  do  is  to  set  up  a  dictatorship." 
As  I  recall,  the  Senator  said,  "Only  temporarily."  I  did  not 
place  any  importance  to  the  remark  because  it  was  made  dur- 
ing a  casual  conversation  such  as  two  Senators  might  have. 
I  might  say  to  some  Senator  during  the  course  of  debate, 
"What  you  are  trying  to  do  is  so-and-so."  I  did  not  make  the 
statement  with  the  idea  of  casting  reflections  upon  the  Sena- 
tor. When  the  Senator  made  his  speech  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  with  reference  to  his  seven  points,  I  think  the  state- 
ment was  made  that  what  he  was  trying  to  do  was  to  set  up  a 
dictatorship. 

I  do  not  think  that  was  casting  a  reflection  or  was  in- 
tended to  cast  a  reflection  upon  the  Senator  from  Florida.  If 
he  says  to  me  that  he  did  not  make  the  statement.  I  would 
have  to  say  that,  in  my  judgment,  my  recollection  was  that 
the  conversation  took  place;  but  I  do  not  want  to  get  into  a 
controversy  with  the  Senator  about  It,  because  it  Is  not  of  suf- 
ficient importance,  one  way  or  the  other.  When  I  called  at- 
tention to  the  statement  this  morning.  I  knew  that  Fulton 
Lewis  was  a  friend  of  the  Senator  from  Florida,  and  I  as- 
sumed, knowing  Pulton  Lewis,  that  he  would  not  have  any 
particular  objection  to  my  quoting  it.  The  way  it  came 
about  was  that  the  Senator  from  Ohio  IMr.  TattJ  was  refer- 
ring to  what  this  bill  would  do  in  the  drafting  of  men  and 
businesses,  and  I  called  attention  to  the  statement  which  had 
been  made. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  thaok  the  able  Senator  from  Montana  for 
making  those  remarks.  He  will  recall,  and  Senators  who 
heard  the  radio  address  of  Mr.  Lewis  will  recall,  that  he  re- 
cited that  I  did  not  make  the  statements  attributed  to  me  by 
the  commentator. 

Mr.  Lewis  came  to  see  me  in  the  restaurant,  I  think,  2  or  3 
days  ago,  and  asked  me  if  there  was  any  substance  to  the 
report  about  any  such  conversation  having  taken  place.  I 
told  him  there  was  not;  that  I  had  never  heard  of  such  a 
conversation.  I  certainly  have  no  awareness  or  recollection 
of  any  such  conversation  ever  having  taken  place.  In  the 
platform  deliberations  I  made  no  comment  on  any  subject 
except  with  reference  to  a  plank  on  foreign  affairs,  and  there 
was  considerable  debate  on  that  plank  between  the  able  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  and  me,  he  rather  taking  one  side  and 
I  taking  the  other  side;  but  I  was  never  aware  that  there 
was  anything  approximating  that  statement  made.  I  so 
stated  to  Mr.  Lewis.  Then  he  proceeded  to  interrogate  me 
about  my  ideas  on  subjects  related  to  that  matter,  that  is,  the 
degree  to  which  this  country  should  mobilize  its  energies,  its 
efforts,  and  its  powers  to  meet  the  crisis  which  it  confronts. 
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I  made  some  comment  not  dissimilar  In  character  from  the 
comment  I  have  made  a  number  of  times  upon  the  floor  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  in  referring  to  that  statement  I  should  like 

to  make  a  little  more  complete  reference  to  it. 

The  story  is  that  Senator  Ptppes  replied  to  that: 
•No;  I  only  want  to  make  the  President  a  temporary  dictator." 
Now,  after  tracing  down  that  much  through  a  dozen  different 
Bources  there  were  many  things  that  could  have  been  done  next,  but 
the  logical  and  ethical  one  seemed  to  be  to  go  to  Senator  Peppis  in 
person  and  ask  him  whether  the  story  was  true  or  not,  which  I  did 
for  you  yesterday  afternoon. 

He  said  he  doesn't  remember  any  such  Incident,  although  he  said 
he  might  possibly  have  made  some  reference  along  the  line  that  It 
is  nece.ssary  to  recognize  the  difference  between  a  democracy  coast- 
ing along  in  peacetimes  an''  a  democracy  that  has  its  back  to  the 
wall  in  a  dire  and  threatening  emergency. 

I  asked  Senator  Ptffo.  Just  what  his  views  are  regardless  of 
whether  he  said  It  or  not,  whether  he  does  believe  that  the  President 
should  be  made  a  temporary  dictator. 

His  reply  to  that  was  not  an  unconditional  "Yes."  In  fact,  he 
didn't  say  yes  or  no.  He  said  he  believes  the  United  States  is  facing 
the  greatest  crisis,  the  greatest  emergency  In  Its  entire  history,  and 
he  believes  that  If  we  are  serious  in  wanting  to  preserve  what  we 
have  we  should  give  Mr.  Roosevelt  full  and  complete  wartime  powers, 
whatever  the  President  thinks  Is  necessary  to  deal  with  the  situation 
and  to  pull  us  through. 

Mr.  President,  the  latter  part  of  that  statement  is  not  alto- 
gether accurate.  I  did  say  that  I  bebeved  we  should  in  this 
crisis  confer  upon  the  President  full  wartime  power.  Sen- 
ators will  remember  that  I  made  the  same  statement  in 
offering  the  seven-point  program  which  I  presented  in  the 
Senate  some  little  time  ago.  It  will  be  recalled  that  title  50. 
section  80,  of  the  United  States  Code,  Annotated,  begins  in 
this  way:      ^ 

PROCXTlEMirNT    OF    WAR    MATEXXAL MOBIUZATTOIC    OF    INDTTSTSIES 

The  President,  In  time  of  war  or  when  war  Is  imminent.  Is  em- 
powered through  the  head  of  any  department  of  the  Government. 
In  addition  to  the  present  authorized  methods  of  purchase  or  pro- 
ciirement,  to  place  an  order  with  any  Individual,  firm,  association, 
compjany.  corporation,  or  organized  manufacturing  industry  for  such 
product  or  material  as  may  be  required,  and  which  is  of  the  nature 
and  kind  usually  produced  or  capable  of  being  produced  by  such 
Individual,  firm,  company,  association,  corporation,  or  organized 
manufacturing  Industry. 

Compliance  with  all  such  orders  for  products  or  material  shall  be 
obligatory  on  any  Individual,  firm,  association,  company,  corpora- 
tion, or  organized  manufucttirlng  industry  or  the  responsible  head 
or  heads  thereof  and  shall  take  precedence  ever  all  other  orders  and 
contracts  theretofore  placed  with  such  individual,  firm — 

And  so  forth.  I  believed  then,  and  I  beUeve  now,  inasmuch 
as  we  have  lost  weeks  of  time  in  negotiating  with  manufac- 
turing concerns  about  materials,  about  the  purchase  price  to 
be  paid,  perhaps,  about  the  manner  In  which  the  contract 
shall  be  executed,  that  in  time  of  pressure,  when  manpower 
is  subject  to  call,  industrial  power  should  likewise  be  subject 
to  the  Nation's  commands;  and,  if  we  need  airplanes,  some- 
body acting  under  the  authority  conferred  by  the  Congress 
should  have  the  power  to  say  to  those  capable  of  making  air- 
planes. "You  must  make  airplanes  to  defend  your  country." 
It  is  in  that  sense  that  I  have  always  regarded  the  subject 
of  the  exercise  of  such  power  as  that. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Bifr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Pardon  me  a  moment.  But  it  will  be  re- 
called that  at  the  end  of  the  section  from  which  I  read  there 
Is  a  provision  guaranteeing  fair  compensation  to  the  indus- 
tries that  might  be  required  to  flll  such  orders.  Of  course,  I 
did  not  contemplate  the  Government  being  unfair  to  anybody 
or  confiscating  anybody's  property,  but  I  do  say  that  in  a 
great  crisis  there  is  not  time,  as  Emerson  said,  to  spend  the 
day  in  explanation.  That  is  all  the  Senator  from  Florida 
had  in  mind  in  making  that  comment,  at  least. 

I  now  3^eld  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  since  the  Senator 
is  clearing  up  things  he  did  say  and  did  not  say,  I  should 
simply  like  to  ask  him  whether  it  is  true  that  he  said,  as  was 
quoted  in  the  public  press — and  that  is  my  only  authority  for 
It — that  he  advocated  a  provision  of  law  to  authorize  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  seize  such  plants  as  the  Ford 


plant  and  to  compel  them  to  manufacture  airplanes  for  for- 
eign governments? 

There  is  nothing  In  the  statute  which  the  Senator  from 
Florida  has  read  which  would  ever  authorize  in  time  of  peace 

the  President  of  the  United  States  or  anybody  else  to  compel 
an  American  manufacturer  to  manufacture  Implements  of 
war  for  some  foreigm  power.  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  Senator  advocates  such  a  provision  as  that?  If  he  does, 
it  seems  to  me  that  there  has  never  been  a  more  extensive 
assumption  of  power  by  Hitler  or  Mussolini  than  that. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  With  a  slight  modification,  the  answer  to 
the  Senator's  question  is  "Yes."    I  wish  to  be  very  frank. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Does  the  Senator  mean  that  he 
advocates  entrusting  the  power  to  anybody  to  compel  an 
American  manufacturer  to  quit  the  business  in  which  he  has 
habitually  engaged  and  engage  in  manufacturing  munitions 
of  war,  whether  airplanes  or  anjrthing  else,  for  any  power  in 
a  war  in  which  we  have  proclaimed  ourselves  neutral?  Is 
that  the  Senator's  proposition? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Now,  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  has 
changed  the  inquiry  a  great  deal,  and  I  cannot  answer  that 
question  with  a  simple  yes  or  no.  I  will  be  glad  to  give  aa 
explanation  as  to  what  I  do  believe. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  do  not  wish  to  demand  an  ex- 
planation of  the  Senator;  but  will  the  Senator  explain  ex- 
actly what  he  did  say  in  that  connection?  I  make  the 
inquiry  simply  because  the  Senator  is  now  in  the  process 
of  explaining  what  he  did  say  and  did  not  say.  Did  the 
Senator  say  that  he  advocated  a  law  which  would  authorize 
anybody  to  compel  Henry  Ford,  or  other  American  manu- 
facturers, to  manufacture  airplanes  or  other  munitions  of  war 
for  nations  engaged  in  a  war  in  which  we  are  at  present 
neutral,  or  supposed  to  be  neutral? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  will  be  glad  to  answer  the  question,  and 
I  appreciate  the  opportimity  of  doing  so.  Title  50.  section 
80.  of  the  United  States  Code.  Annotated,  to  which  I  have 
just  referred,  gives  the  United  States  Government,  through 
its  President — and,  of  course,  this  power  is  conferred  by  Con- 
gress and  not  usurped  by  the  President — to  place  an  order 
for  war  materials  with  any  Industry  in  this  country  that 
may  be  reasonably  adapted,  as  the  statute  says,  to  producing 
that  kind  of  material. 

Mr.  President,  I  go  further  than  that  and  say  that,  if  it  is 
determined  to  be  the  policy  of  the  United  States  Government 
that  some  other  nation  should  receive  some  of  those  materials, 
pursuant  to  the  conviction  this  Government  has  that  for  it  to 
do  so  Is  in  defense  of  America  and  that  pohcy  is  approved  by 
the  Congress  or  authorized  and  determined  upon  by  the  Presi- 
dent, it  is  the  Government  of  the  United  States  sj)eaking,  and 
no  individual  factory  owner  has  a  greater  privilege  to  say 
where  his  material  shall  go  than  a  soldier  has  to  say  where  he 
shall  go  when  he  is  ordered  by  his  Commander  in  Chief  to  a 
destination. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will 
permit  a  further  interruption,  then  the  Senator  does  advocate 
the  proposition  of  giving  the  President  of  the  United  States 
authority  to  step  into  somebody's  plant  and  say,  "I  demand 
that  you  make  shells,  that  you  make  airplanes,  or  that  you 
make  tanks,  or  something  else  for  a  foreign  nation  engaged 
In  a  war  in  which  the  law  of  the  United  States  at  the  present 
time  makes  it  a  neutral?" 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Of  course,  the  Senator  adds  a  tag  onto  the 
question  by  which  he  assumes  that  to  do  that  would  be  Illegal. 
For  the  time  being,  let  us  leave  out  the  question  of  legahty. 

I  am  speaking  about  whether  or  not  the  citizen  should  be 
obligated  to  carry  out  any  such  direction  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  If  the  Congress  of  the  country  has  authorized 
the  President  to  make  such  a  requirement,  and  he  does  make 
it,  it  Is  not  up  to  the  manufacturer  of  the  material  to  say 
where  it  shall  go.  any  more  than  it  is  up  to  the  manufacturer 
of  a  soldier's  uniform  to  say  where  the  soldier  who  wears  that 
imif orm  shall  go  to  defend  his  country. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 
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Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  connec- 
tion in  which  the  Senator  made  his  remarks  which  were 
quoted  in  the  newspaper  to  which  I  have  referred  had  to  do 
With  the  fact  that  Henry  Pord  refused,  to  enter  into  a  contract 
with  the  British  Government — not  with  the  American  Gov- 
ernment, but  with  the  British  Government — to  transform  liis 
factory  into  an  airplane  factory,  and  Mr.  Ford  at  that  time 
stated,  at  least  he  was  so  quoted  in  the  public  press,  and  the 
published  statement  was  never  denied,  that  he  was  willing  to 
make  any  sacrifice  or  do  ansrthing  tiaat  was  necessary  for  the 
defense  of  the  United  States,  but  that  he  refused  to  turn  his 
factory  into  a  munitions  plant  for  any  nation  except  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  the  Senator's  statement 
quoted  in  the  pubUc  press  had  reference  to  that  situation? 
The  Senator  denounced  Mr.  Pord  as  more  or  less  of  a  "fifth 
columnist"  and  a  traitor  to  his  country,  and,  according  to  the 
public  press,  advocated  that  laws  be  passed  to  enable  some- 
body to  go  in  and  take  possession  of  Mr.  Ford's  factory  and 
make  him  a  purveyor  of  munitions  to  a  nation  engaged  in  a 
war  to  which  we  are  not  a  party. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  Senator  is  not  disclosing,  in  the  state- 
ment he  made,  that  the  comment  which  the  junior  Senator 
from  Florida  made  in  the  fii-st  place  was  made  before  the 
opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  was  announced  with  respect 
to  the  1917  statute  which  grew  out  of  the  later  discussion  of 
the  proposed  sale  of  mosquito  boats  by  the  Navy.  In  the 
second  place,  the  Senator  from  Florida  said,  in  explanation 
of  his  position,  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
and^not  any  individual  citizen,  manufacturer,  or  industrial- 
ist, should  determine  the  foreign  policy  of  this  country,  and 
when  the  duly  constituted  Congress  and  President  determine 
what  that  foreign  policy  is  it  is  the  duty  and  the  obligation  of 
the  citizen  to  conform  to  his  Government's  requirements. 
That  is  all  I  said. 

Mr.  President,  the  President  of  the  United  States,  without 
any  remonstrance  of  legal  significance  by  Congress,  sold  or 
allowed  to  be  sold  to  Great  Britain  certain  materials.  I  be- 
lieve it  is  the  sentiment  of  a  majority  of  the  Congress  that  if 
Great  Britain  survives  this  onslaught  all  the  things  we  are 
doing  will  not  be  necessary  in  the  future  and  that  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  British  defense,  the  integrity  of  the  British  Navy, 
Is,  for  the  time  being  at  least,  the  best  defense  there  Is  for  the 
United  States  of  America.  If.  believing  that,  the  Congress 
and  the  President  say  that  if  Great  Britain  can  have  enough 
airplanes  to  protect  itself  and  not  be  conquered  that  is  going 
to  keep  us  from  being  attacked  in  this  hiemisphere,  and  if  the 
Congress  gives  the  President  power  to  place  orders  with  Mr. 
Pord  or  anybody  else  for  airplanes  to  he  delivered  to  Great 
Britain,  and  he  does  it,  I  simply  say  that  if  Mr.  Pord  did  not 
do  it,  in  the  first  place,  he  would  not  be  complying  with  the 
law  of  his  country;  and,  in  the  second  place,  he  would  be  at- 
tempting to  usurp  the  right  to  determine  the  foreign  policy  of 
this  country,  and  that  prerogative  should  be  preserved  for  his 
Government. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  wish  to  inquire  whether  or  not  the  statute 
which  the  Senator  read,  which  I  did  not  have  a  chance  to 
follow  closely,  did  not  limit  the  powers  conferred  upon  the 
President  to  wartime;  because,  of  course,  there  is  a  vast  dif- 
ference between  the  powers  which  Congress  can  confer  and 
which  the  President  can  exercise  in  wartime  and  in  peacetime. 
Am  I  correct  in  my  iinderstanding? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  allow  me. 
the  best  way  to  answer  that  question  is  to  read  the  first  two 
lines: 

First,  the  caption: 

Procxirexnent  of  war  material;  mobilization  of  industries. 

That  Is  in  capital  letters,  and  then  this: 

The  President,  In  time  of  war  or  when  war  Is  iminlnent,  is  em- 
powered, tlirough  the  head  of  any  department — 

■"■  And  so  forth. 

Mr.  BONE.     Mr.  President,  what  statute  is  that? 


Mr.  PEPPER.  Title  50,  section  80,  of  the  United  States 
Code,  Annotated. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Then  it  really  involves  the  war  pwwers  In 
each  case.  In  other  words.  If  it  were  not  for  the  war  powers 
we  should  be  confronted  with  certain  constitutional  limita- 
tions. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     Oh.  yes. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  In  other  words,  the  due-process-of-law 
clause.    The  statute  does  provide  for  compensation. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Yes. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  But  there  is  no  due  process  of  law,  and  we 
must  have  recourse  to  the  war  powers. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Of  course. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  lawyer  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  while 
It  might  be  possible  to  construe  a  situation  like  the  present 
as  one  in  which  war  Is  imminent,  using  the  word  "imminent" 
in  the  sense  of  there  being  a  dire  possibility,  or  enough  of  a 
possibility,  to  cause  us  concern  and  perhaps  preparation  of 
an  intense  character — I  say,  while  that  interpretation  might 
legalistically  be  possible,  yet  I  think  the  only  proper  interpre- 
tation would  be  for  the  Congress,  as  the  Senator  indicated  in 
principle  here  the  other  day.  to  be  the  agency  that  would 
determine  that  war  is  imminent  or  that  these  powers  should 
be  exercised.  What  I  advocated,  insofar  as  what  I  advocated 
is  important,  was  that  the  Congress  should  confer  these 
powers  upon  the  President  by  adjudicating  that  these  con- 
ditions do  exist ;  at  least,  that  there  is  enough  terrible  danger 
of  war  for  us  to  mobilize  every  energy  we  possess  in  the 
defense  and  the  preparation  of  this  country  against  war. 

Mr.  WHEELER  and  Mr.  BONE  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield;  and  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Montana  rose  first. 
I  yield  first  to  him,  and  then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Washington? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President.  I  thought  when  the  Sen- 
ator came  in,  and  I  was  reading  what  be  was  quoted  in  the 
morning  newspapers  as  saying 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  am  going  on  to  other  parts  of  this. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  thought,  perhaps,  the  Senator  took  some 
offense  because  I  was  reading  it,  but  I  go  back  to  the  speech 
which  he  made  a  short  time  ago  on  his  seven-point  program. 
He  spoke  then  of  giving  the  President  the  full  wartime  powers. 
He  said: 

Firet.  Confer  upon  the  President  full  wartime  power  to  prepare 
and  defend  America. 

Second.  Universal  defense  service,  so  that  every  citizen  may  be 
best  trained  and  placed  for  the  country's  defense. 

I  mean  by  that  Just  what  I  say:  Universal  service,  enacted  as 
soon  as  the  present  Congress  can  enact  It,  calling  to  the  colors  of 
their  coiintry  the  men  of  this  Nation — young  men,  middle-aged 
men,  and  older  men — every  one  of  them  to  take  his  place  where  his 
Government  may  Judge  that  he  may  best  serve — In  the  Army,  in  a 
factory,  upon  a  highway.  In  building  forts  or  ships,  or  whatever  the 
defense  of  this  Ood-blessed  country  may  requlrt. 

Third.  Confer  upon  the  President  power  to  suspend  aU  rule*. 
rcg\ilatlons,  and  statutes.  Including  Army,  Navy,  and  departmental 
seniority  regulations,  which  in  his  Judgment  Interfere  with  the 
maximum  speed  In  the  production,  transportation,  or  manufacture 
of  defense  materials. 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say: 

In  addition  to  that,  Mr  Presl*»nt,  I  have  purposely  included  the 
power  to  suspend  the  wage-hour  law,  the  power  to  suspend  the 
Walsh-Healey  Act,  the  power  to  stispend  the  National  LAbor  Rela- 
tions Act,  the  power  to  suspend  any  rule,  any  regulation,  any  statute 
which  the  President  thinks,  in  his  wise  discretion.  wiU  Interfere 
with  the  vital  necessity  of  this  cotmtry's  arming  Itself  at  the  earliest 
possll]le  time  that  conditions  permit. 

••••••• 

If  more  hours  of  work  are  required  of  labor.  I  favor  conferring 
upon  the  President  power  to  require  whatever .  number  of  hours 
the  national  emergency  may  necessitate;  for  although  I  have  tried 
to  defend  labor  as  loyally  as  I  knew  how.  I  say  to  the  labor  unions, 
whoee  Interests  I  have  always  supported  on  this  floor.  "The  only 
chance  you  have  to  have  coUectlve  bargaining  and  liberty  of  eco- 
nomic action  Is  for  your  country  to  Uve  and  democracy  to  exist  upoa 
the  face  of  the  earth." 

Then  the  Senator  goes  on.  So.  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
statement  which  the  Senator  made  upon  the  floor  is  but  very 
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little  different  from  what  he  is  quoted  as  saying  to  Pulton 
Lewis. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  am  going  to  point  out  that 
there  are  only  a  few  maccuracies  and  a  few  instances  in 
which  there  was  a  little  different  interpretation  placed  upon 
the  language  used  than  was  intended,  but  I  expect  to  show 
what  the  relatively  few  inaccuracies  are. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  What  I  was  going  to  say  to  the  Senator 
was  this:  When  I  was  calling  attention  to  what  the  Senator 
Is  quoted  as  saying  to  Mr.  Lewis,  bearing  in  mind  what  he  had 
said  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  I  did  not  dream  that  he 
could  in  the  slightest  degree  take  offense  at  my  calling 
attention  to  it. 

I  can  understand  how  the  Senator  is  in  favor  of  conscrip- 
tion, because  his  idea  is.  first,  to  "confer  upon  the  President 
full  wartime  power,"  and  his  second  proposition  was  to  have 
"universal  defense  service,  so  that  every  citizen  may  be  best 
trained  and  placed  for  the  country's  defense." 

I  say  to  the  Senator  that  what  the  Congress  is  doingrand 
What  Senators  are  doing  when  they  are  voting  for  this  con- 
scription bill,  is  following  step  by  step  exactly  what  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  has  advocated.  That  is  what  they  are  doing. 
We  are  now  taking  the  first  step  in  his  program.  I  agree  with 
the  Senator  that  we  take  the  first  step  in  his  program  when 
we  vote  for  conscription,  and  we  have  taken  other  steps  that 
the  Senator  has  advocated.  He  is  one  of  the  men  in  this 
body — and  I  say  it  with  all  kindness — who  has  probably  been 
closer  to  some  of  the  insiders  than  has  almost  anybody  else 
in  this  body. 

Mr.  CONNALLY,  Mr.  President,  what  is  an  insider? 
[Laughter] 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  think  we  all  know  without  any  further 
explanation. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  do  not. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  from  Texas  is  not  on  the 
inside.     [  Laughter,  ] 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  know  it.  I  cannot  get  on  the  inside 
unless  I  know  who  the  insiders  are. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  from  Texas  could  not  get  in 
anyway.     ( Laughter.  ] 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  the  compliment 
of  the  Senator,  but  I  am  afraid  his  reach  will  exceed  his  factual 
grasp  when  he  attributes  to  me  the  honor  that  I  am  afraid  he 
Intended  to  confer  upon  me,  because  the  Senator,  of  course, 
does  not  mean  that  with  respect  to  the  President,  or  the  Cabi- 
net oflBcers.  or  the  newspapers  here  in  Washington,  or  any- 
body else,  for  that  matter,  there  are  at  least  three-fourths 
of  the  Senators  in  this  Chamber  who  are  as  close  as  I  am. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Oh,  no;  I  do  not  agree  to  that  at  all, 
because,  with  all  due  respect  to  the  Senator.  I  think  he  is 
probably  closer  to  the  program  that  is  being  put  through  than 
anyone  else.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  thmgs  which  have  been 
done  up  to  this  time  have  been  m  accordance  with  what  the 
Senator  from  Florida  has  advocated.  I  congratulate  the  Sen- 
ator on  being  able  to  put  through  his  program  so  far  as  he 
has.  and  I  have  no  doubt  that,  if  we  put  through  conscription, 
the  next  step  will  be  as  outlined  by  the  Senator  in  his  seven- 
point  program. 

The  Senator  sincerely  believes  in  the  program,  and  is  con- 
scientious about  it.  and  is  honest  about  it,  and  he  l)elleves  It 
is  necessary.  The  difference  between  the  Senator  and  me  is 
that  I  do  not  believe  in  that  kind  of  a  program,  and  I  do  not 
think  It  is  necessary.    The  Senator  does. 

The  Members  of  the  Senate  should  be  aware  of  the  fact 
that  when  they  take  this  first  step  for  conscription  they  are 
carrsring  out  another  step  of  the  Senator's  program  which 
will  lead  us  into  conscription  of  wealth.  I  think  the  men 
who  are  howling  about  conscription  at  the  present  time,  and 
are  in  favor  of  it,  should  recognize  that  this  Is  but  the  first 
step:  that  the  next  step  will  be  the  conscription  of  property, 
and  the  next  step  will  be  to  carry  out  the  rest  of  the  Sen- 
ator's program,  to  give  the  President  power — 

To  suspend  the  wage -hour  law.  the  power  to  suspend  the  Healey- 
Walsh  Act.  the  power  to  suspend  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act. 
the  power  to  suspend  any  rtile,  any  regiU*tlon,  any  statute  which 


the  President  thinks,  in  his  wise  discretion,  will  interfere  with  the 
vital  necessity  of  this  country's  arming  itself  at  the  earliest  possible 
time  that  conditions  permit. 

I  do  not  know  what  more  power  Mr.  Hitler  has  than  that; 
I  do  not  know  what  more  power  Mr.  Mussolini  has  than  that. 
I  have  been  pointing  out  constantly  that  this  was  the  first  step, 
that  the  first  step  would  be  conscription  of  men  and  the  next 
step  conscription  of  wealth. 

Let  me  say  in  all  frankness,  and  with  due  regard  to  the 
Senator,  that  the  proposals  which  were  made  to  the  conunit- 
tee  on  resolutions  at  the  Democratic  Convention,  were  in  en- 
tire accord  with  the  proposals  which  the  Senator  frc«n  Flor- 
ida made  upon  the  floor.  One  of  the  proposals  made  was  to 
have  every  man  fitted  into  his  particular  niche — fanner, 
laborer,  merchant,  everyone  else — as  a  part  of  our  defense 
program.  While  conscription  was  not  mentioned,  the  fact 
was  stated  that  everyone  should  be  fitted  into  his  particular 
niche.  That  suggestion  was  turned  down  by  the  committee 
on  resolutions,  first  turned  down  in  the  subcommittee,  I  think 
only  one  member  being  in  favor  of  it,  all  the  others  being 
opposed.  Then  it  came  into  the  full  committee,  and  in  the 
full  committee  there  were  not  to  exceed  seven  or  eight  votes 
for  it. 

We  are  following,  and  it  was  intended  we  should  follow,  the 
program  as  laid  down.  So  when  I  say  that  the  Senator  is 
carrying  out  the  program  of  some  of  the  people  on  the  inside, 
I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  that  is  true,  and  I  con- 
'^ratulate  the  Senator  for  being  on  the  inside,  while  most  of 
us  are  not. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  think  perhaps  the  Senator 
will  agree  that  at  least  the  length  of  what  he  has  said  was 
the  equal  of  one  question,  or  a  little  bit  more;  and,  of  course, 
the  Senate  and  the  Senator  realize  how  diflBcult  it  is  to 
answer  each  one  of  the  suggestions  made  by  the  Senator. 
If  the  Senator  from  Washington  will  excuse  me  for  just  a 
few  minutes,  I  know  he  will  understand  I  would  like  to  make 
some  conunent  upon  these  imputations. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  made  it  as  clear  as  the  English  lan- 
guage can  be  spoken  that  whatever  I  did  in  respect  to  the 
international  situation  I  did  out  of  my  own  sense  of  what 
was  right  and  proper  for  the  country,  I  did  it  on  my  own 
initiative,  I  was  speaking  for  no  one  but  myself  Individually, 
as  instanced  by  the  fact  that  on  one  occasion  I  got  one  vote, 
and  on  one  other  occasion  two  vot«s.  I  think  that  indicates, 
perhaps,  as  the  Senator  indicated,  that  I  was  not  speaking  for 
anyone  else  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  congratulate  the  Senator,  then, 
if  he  was  speaking  for  himself  only,  that  the  administration 
followed  his  suggestion.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  wish  to  say  that  there  is  no  monopoly  on 
right,  and  it  is  very  easy  for  a  great  many  people  to  hit  upon 
the  right  course  at  the  same  time,  and  I  am  only  happy  that 
a  few  of  the  things  I  have  advocated  have  been  stistained, 
not  altogether  by  the  initiative  of  any  of  the  other  officers 
of  the  Government,  but  have  been  consummated  by  the  un- 
yielding pressure  of  public  sentiment  in  the  United  States. 
That  has  been  attested  by  Gallup  polls,  by  newspaper  senti- 
ment, expressed  in  news  stories  and  editorials,  and  by  con- 
tacts which  Senators  have  had  with  their  constituents  back 
home. 

I  say,  and  I  have  said  all  the  time,  that  the  people  have 
been  ahead  of  the  Congress.  I  do  not  Intend  by  that  to 
disparage  the  Congress,  but  I  think  the  cold  fact  is  that  the 
people  have  been  more  concerned,  more  upset,  more  alarmed, 
and  more  conscious  of  the  necessity  of  immediate  and  drastic 
action,  than  has  been  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  at 
least  the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  So  not  even  the  Presi- 
dent, I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Montana,  in  whatever  he 
may  have  done  administratively,  deserves  more  than  a  share 
of  the  credit.  The  real  credit  for  the  virtue  of  whatever  may 
have  been  done  has  come  from  the  sentiments  which  have 
rolled  in  from  the  cities  and  the  towns  and  the  rural  districts 
of  this  country,  because  the  people  thought  their  Nation  and 
their  destiny  were  insecure. 
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Let  that  stand  once  for  all  as  a  direct  refutation  of  either 
the  statement  or  intimation  that  in  whatever  I  have  done, 
in  the  convention  at  Chicago  or  here  or  anywhere  else,  I  have 
acted  other  than  on  my  own  responsibility  as  a  Senator  from 
a  sovereign  State  of  this  country. 

I  will  say  this  further  to  the  Senator,  that  Woodrow  Wilson 
Is  to  me  a  political  and  spiritual  prophet.  I  still  worship 
at  the  shrine  of  Woodrow  Wilson,  and,  take  it  for  whatever 
of  oWoquy  it  may  entail  upon  me,  if  any— and  I  regard  it 
as  an  honor — I  still  feel  that  the  fundamentals  of  Woodrow 
Wilson's  sentiments  were  right  when  they  were  expressed, 
and  were  tragically  repudiated  when  they  were  defeated.  I 
still  say  that  as  a  child  I  used  to  read  Woodrow  Wilson's 
speeches  and  statements  and  histories,  and  as  a  boy,  enlisting 
in  the  service  for  a  month  and  a  half  or  2  months.  I  never 
experienced  such  elation  as  I  did  in  the  moral  uplift  which 
Woodrow  Wilson  gave  to  the  world.  I  am  proud,  even  while 
some  now  condemn  him,  to  honor  the  memory  of  Woodrow 
Wilson,  and  say  that,  more  than  anything  else,  what  I  have 
known  and  what  I  have  loved  about  Woodrow  Wilson's 
principles  has  been  back  of  whatever  feeble  contribution  I  may 
have  made  toward  the  international  crisis  at  this  time. 

Of  course,  a  critic,  cynical  about  that  statement,  and  want- 
ing to  press  me  to  a  technical  conclusion,  would  say.  "That 
means,  then,  that  you  want  to  go  to  war  as  Woodrow  Wilson 
did,  does  It?"  I  would  answer  that  as  President  Roosevelt, 
who  was  a  member  of  his  Cabinet,  answered,  "I  learned  from 
Woodrow  Wilson  some  things  to  do  and  some  things  not  to 
do." 

I  have  said,  on  this  floor,  that  I  do  not  favor  a  declaration 
of  war.  A  declaration  of  war.  as  I  see  it,  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  matter.  I  did  say  here,  in  a  colloquy  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana,  a  few  days  ago.  and  I  do  reiterate,  that  if 
the  United  States  of  America  permits  the  only  friend  we  have 
amongst  the  first-class  powers  of  the  world  to  collapse  under 
the  brutal  heel  of  Hitler  and  Mussolini  militarism,  and  permits 
four  bloody  dictators  to  be  able  to  throw  dice  for  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  world  and  the  destiny  of  mankind,  we  commit 
a  folly  which  I  do  not  believe  is  possible  for  rational  and 
patriotic  men. 

If  that  be  denominated  war,  it  is  a  misinterpretation  to  call 
It  war.  I  say  that  I  would  interpose  enough  force  on  the  side 
of  Great  Britain  to  see  to  it  that  her  conquest  is  not  con- 
summated. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  PEPPER.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me— I  would  do 
that  by  such  slow  degrees  as  I  could  maintain,  and  I  would 
exercise  discretion  and  Judgment,  of  course,  in  the  details  of 
what  I  did. 

I  would  have  begun  a  long  time  ago  doing  just  what  we 
have  been  doing  and  what  the  Senate  has  approved— letting 
Great  Britain  buy  airplanes.    I  believe  the  able  Senator  from 
^Montana  was  not  in  favor  of  that  action. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Oh,  yes;  I  voted  for  it. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Then  I  am  mistaken  about  that.  There  were 
some  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  opposing  the  pending  bill  who 
did  not  approve  it.  They  were  conscientious  in  their  position, 
and  no  one  is  questioning  the  sincerity  of  anyone  else.  Some 
thought  that  would  lead  us  into  war,  but  it  did  not,  and  who 
knows  what  Great  Britain  would  have  done  if  she  had  not 
gotten  as  much  help  as  she  has  been  able  to  get  from  private 
industry  in  this  country? 

I  would  not  only  let  them  have  whatever  we  could  furnish 
from  our  private  industry  but.  in  addition  to  that.  I  wotUd  let 
them  have  at  the  present  time,  from  the  forces  we  might  dis- 
pense with  without  imperiling  the  security  of  this  country, 
whatever  number  of  destroyers  are  available,  if  they  need 
them  as  badly  as  I  hear  they  do,  because  I  believe  that,  if  we 
did  that,  those  destroyers  would  serve  a  more  useful  purpose 
than  they  could  ever  otherwise  serve  in  the  defense  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  one  other  thing  to  which  I  should 
like  to  advert.  Every  speaker  who  has  conunented  on  what 
we  have  done  affirmatively  to  aid  the  Allies  has  assumed  as 
a  hypothesis,  as  a  premise,  that  it  was  in  vlolaUon  of  inter- 


national law.  From  now  on,  when  Senators  make  such  a 
statement,  I  hope  they  will  be  good  enough  to  quote  from 
international  law  authorities  who  have  written  since  the 
adoption  of  the  Kellogg  Pact,  for  I  venture  to  believe  that  the 
adoption  of  the  Kellogg  Pact  brought  a  new  principle  Into 
international  law.  Prior  to  the  Kellogg  Pact  I  should  say 
that  a  nation  was  either  a  neutral  or  a  belligerent,  but  since 
the  adoption  of  the  Kellogg  Pact  a  nation  which  is  a  party  to 
that  pact  surely  has  an  obligation  to  do  something  to  defend 
a  fellow  signatory  power  to  that  pact  against  the  unpro- 
voked aggression  of  another  signatory  power. 

If  the  other  nation,  the  third  power,  does  nothing  but  wash 
its  hands,  like  Pontius  Pilate,  and  say,  "We  have  nothing  to 
do  with  this  controversy."  what  does  the  Kellogg  Pact  mean? 
I  do  not  mean  that  the  Kellogg  Pact  imposed  an  obligation  to 
send  armed  forces.  It  did  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  specify 
what  the  signatory  powers  were  obligated  to  do  if  there  were 
a  violation  of  its  policy  by  one  signatory  power  against  an- 
oth«r  signatory  power,  but  I  do  say  that,  as  the  Budapest 
interpretation  of  the  pact  of  Paris  a  good  many  years  ago 
stated,  and  as  in  substance  the  Harvard  Research  Committee 
stated  a  while  ago  concerning  the  Kellogg  Pact  and  its  signa- 
tories, a  third  signatory  power,  such  as  we  are,  has  a  per- 
fectly legal  right  to  do  whatever  it  may  think  reasonable  and 
proper  to  do  in  a  defensive  capacity  to  stop  or  ward  off  or 
defend  against  such  unprovoked  aggression. 

If  I  am  walking  along  the  street,  and  I  see  one  man  doing 
nothing,  but  about  to  be  viciously  attacked  by  another,  it 
seems  to  me  that  I  am  not  a  lawless  citizen  if  I  even  venture 
to  hold  my  hand  up  to  ward  off  the  blow  against  the  non- 
resisting  man.  It  seems  to  me  that  then  I  am  a  peaceful 
citizen.  I  am  trying  to  preserve  deconmi,  and  law  and  order 
in  the  community.  It  seems  to  me  that  I  would  be  looked 
upon  in  a  favorable  light,  not  as  a  lawbreaker,  but  as  a  peace- 
maker. 

Everyone  knows  we  are  not  trying  to  push  Hitler  back  into 
Germany.  We  are  not  trying  to  Umit  him  to  the  occupied 
area  that  he  has  in  Prance.  We  are  not  trying  to  throw  his 
Iron  heel  off  the  face  of  Belgium  and  Holland  and  the  other 
countries  that  he  has  prostituted  and  endeavored  to  destroy. 
We  are  not  trying  to  do  any  of  those  things,  but  we  do  say 
that  there  Is  a  limit  to  how  much  of  the  world  a  dictator,  in 
confederaUon  with  other  dictators, , may  gobble  up  without 
seriously  affecting  our  own  physical  Integrity  and  security 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield' 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr,  WHEELER.  The  Senator  from  Florida.  I  take  it.  was 
not  a  Member  of  the  Senate  at  the  time  the  Kellogg  Pact 
was  adopted.  It  is  my  recollecUon  that  the  argument  was 
made  at  that  time,  that  If  we  adopted  the  Kellogg  Pact  It 
would  be  incumbent  upon  us  to  go  to  the  defense  of  any 
signatory  nation,  and  it  was  strenuously  argued,  as  I  recaU. 
that  there  was  no  obligation  of  that  kind  under' the  Kellogg 
Pact.  If  there  had  been  such  an  obligation  under  the  Kellogg 
Pact  I  am  sure  that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  would 
never  have  approved  the  pact. 

Mr.  ppPER.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana take  the  position  that  when  a  violation  of  the  pact 
occurs,  and  one  signatory  power  unprovokedly  assaults  an- 
other power,  which  is  a  signatory  power,  that  yet  another 
signatory  power  shall  stand  by  and  wash  Its  hands  like 
PUate^of  old.  and  say.  1  am  disinterested  in  that  contro- 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  we  should  take  such  a  position  as  that 
with  reference  to  the  Kellogg  Pact  we.  of  course  would  be 
at  war  with  Japan  today.  If  that  were  true  we  would  be  at 
war  with  Germany;  we  would  be  at  war  with  nearly  every 
country  on  the  face  of  the  earth. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Oh.  no;  that  is  not  true. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  Is  if  we  follow  the  Senator's  argument 
to  Its  logical  conclusion. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  No.  indeed,  let  me  answer,  because  we  are 
the  ones  who  are  to  determine  what  measures  we  shall  take 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  we  foUow  the  Senator's  argument  to  a 
logical  conclusion,  then  If  some  aggressor  attacks  another 
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nation  It  is  our  duty,  under  the  Kellogg  Pact,  to  attack  the 
aggressor  nation  and  protect  the  nation  that  is  attacked.  We 
can  come  to  no  other  conclusion,  as  I  see  it.  That  is  the 
logical  conclusion.  First  of  all.  I  do  not  subscribe  to  the  idea. 
I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  as  much  interested  as 
he  is  in  having  Great  Britain  win,  and  my  hopes  and  wishes 
that  Great  Britain  may  win  are  equal  to  those  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida,  but  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator  that  our 
whole  peace  and  security  depend  upon  Great  Britain.  If 
they  do.  then  we  surely  are  in  a  very  diflBcult  position. 

We  defended  our  Nation  against  Great  Britain  when  she 
was  strong  and  powerful  and  when  we  were  extremely  weak. 
Great  Britain  at  that  time  was  not  defending  our  country, 
and  our  peace  and  security  did  not  depend  upon  the  strength 
of  some  other  nation. 

I  cannot  subscribe  to  the  idea  that  the  peace  and  security 
of  the  United  States  depend  upon  any  other  nation  in  the 
world.  Never  before  has  the  position  been  taken  in  the 
United  States  that  we  were  not  strong  enough  to  defend 
ourselves,  nor  has  the  position  been  taken  that  our  peace 
and  security  would  depend  upon  Spain,  Great  Britain,  France, 
or  any  other  nation — if  we  were  in  a  desperate  situation. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  should  like  to  be  able  to  finish  my  remarks, 
because  I  do  not  want  to  detain  the  Senate  too  long.  The 
Senate  will  recall  that  the  Senate  itself  passed  a  bill  a  short 
time  ago.  which  Is  Pubhc  Law  No.  671,  House  bill  9822,  which 
proudes  as  follows: 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Is  further  authorized,  under  the 
general  direction  ot  the  President,  whenever  he  deems  any  existing 
manufacturing  plant  or  facility  necessary  for  the  national  defense, 
and  whenever  he  is  unable  to  arrive  at  an  agreement  with  the  owner 
of  any  such  plant  or  facility  for  Its  use  or  operation,  to  take  over  and 
operate  such  plant  or  facility  either  by  Government  personnel  or  by 
contract  with  private  firms. 

I  realize  that  the  House  of  Representatives  has  proposed 
the  repeal  of  that  section  of  the  law.  but  that  was  adopted 
by  the  Senate — not  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Florida.  That 
simply  provides  the  same  errergency  powers  that  are  con- 
ferred upon  the  President  during  wartime,  or  when  war  is 
imminent,  in  title  50,  section  80,  United  States  Code  Anno- 
tated. 

There  has  been  so  very  much  talk  about  what  dictatorship 
means,  and  about  what  this  thing  and  that  and  the  other 
thing  tending  to  dictatorship  mean,  that  I  ventured  to  look 
up  the  definition  of  "dictator"  in  Webster's  Dictionary,  and 
this  is  what  it  says: 

Dictator:  A  magistrate  in  cases  of  emergency  appointed  by  the 
Senate  to  6  months'  (at  most)  tenure  of  absolute  authority.  He 
was  usually  chosen  from  among  those  who  had  held  the  office  of 
consul.  Sulla  and  Caesar  had  themselves  made  dictators  for  longer 
periods,  Sulla  apparently  for  an  Indefinite  period  and  Caesar  for 
life.  One  exercising  similar  authority  in  later  times,  especially  in 
a  republic.  Hence,  one  In  whom  is  vested  supreme  authority  In 
any  line;  one  who  rules  as  dictator;  one  who  prescribes  for  others 
authoritatively,  as,  the  dictators  of  fashion. 

That  <s  a  dictator.  I  brought  that  up,  Mr.  President,  to 
distinguish  once  and  for  all  between  a  power  that  Congress 
may  confer  upon  the  President  to  act  as  its  agent,  a  power 
which  may  be  altered  or  revoked  at  any  time  by  the  Con- 
gress, and  a  status  such  as  that  occupied  by  Hitler.  Stalin,  or 
Mussolini. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  notice  that  a  good  many  other  Sena- 
tors in  debate,  as  well  as  the  Senator  from  Florida,  have 
used  the  language,  "confer  upon  the  President  full  wartime 
power."     What  kind  of  power  is  "full  wartime  power"? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  What  the  Senator  from  Florida  had  in 
mind  was  to  enable  the  President  to  exercise  the  powers  pre- 
scribed in  title  50,  section  80,  of  the  United  States  Code,  An- 
notated, part  of  which  I  read  a  moment  ago;  that  is,  to  ac- 
quire war  material,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    As  I  understand,  that  is  already  the  law. 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  according 


Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  not  arguing  with  the  Senator,  but 
I  have  heard  many  Senators  talking  about  "full  wartime 
power."  Will  the  Senator  be  kind  enough  to  explain  that 
term?  The  old  Supreme  Court  has  held  repeatedly — and  I 
think  the  new  Court  would  also  hold — that  the  Constitution 
means  the  same  in  time  of  war  as  it  means  in  time  of  peace, 
and  that  a  condition  of  war  does  not  change  any  constitu- 
tional provision  in  any  way.  I  remind  the  Senator  of 
that  fact. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  As  I  explained  to  the  Senate  a  moment  ago, 
what  I  had  in  mind  was  for  the  Congress  to  adjudicate  that 
the  situation  justifies  the  President  in  exercising  the  powers 
which  are  prescribed  in  title  50,  section  80,  of  the  United 
States  Code,  Annotated. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  think,  perhaps,  we  are  all  somewhat  con- 
fused, because  we  have  had  this  problem  catapulted  into 
our  laps,  and  no  one  has  had  the  opportunity  to  look  at  the 
law.  No  matter  how  good  a  lawyer  a  Senator  may  be,  his 
memory  is  probably  treacherous:  but,  as  I  recall,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  had  vast  powers — perhaps  it  is  the 
wrong  word — but  it  seems  to  me  he  had  almost  illimitable 
powers  during  the  World  War.  Some  of  those  statutes  have 
been  repealed.  It  is  my  purpose  to  make  some  inquiry  of 
the  Attorney  General  to  find  out  what  they  were. 

My  reason  for  rising  at  tills  time  is  this:  The  able  Senator 
from  Rorida  says  that  he  thinks  that  in  this  emergency 
we  should  vest  the  President  with  full  wartime  powers.  I 
think  we  all  understand  that  in  the  event  of  a  declaration 
of  war,  which  would,  of  course,  call  into  being  the  necessity 
for  the  exercise  of  full  wartime  powers,  we  should  undoubt- 
edly enact  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  the  so-called 
mobilization  plan.  That  plan  was  in  part  embodied  in  seven 
bills  introduced  by  the  Senator  fit)m  Missouri  [Mr.  Clark] 
in  1935,  for  himself  and  on  behalf  of  the  Munitions  Com- 
mittee, in  order  thjrt  the  people  might  understand  the  scope 
of  the  then  existent  mobilization  plan.  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Florida  if,  as  a  part  of  the  so-called  full  wartime 
powers  of  the  President,  he  would  grant  him  the  powers 
which  are  in  the  proposed  legislative  draft,  which  he  knows 
and  I  know  would  be  enacted  if  war  should  come.  Would 
he  now,  in  this  emergency,  give  the  President  those  powers? 
They  would  be  part  of  the  wartime  powers  of  the  President 
In  case  war  should  come. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  of  course  I  cannot  go  Into 
bills  which  I  do  not  have  before  me;  and  I  do  not  want  to  go 
Into  a  lengthy  discussion  of  that  question.  My  point  Is: 
Are  we  concerned  about  the  situation  facing  this  country,  or 
are  we  not?  We  have  appropriated  more  than  $10,000,000,- 
090  of  the  people's  money,  and  we  have  told  the  country  that 
there  is  an  emergency.  We  have  actually  admitted  the  pos- 
sibility of  a  physical  assault — at  least  many  of  us  have — if  not 
upon  this  Nation,  upon  this  continent,  and  upon  the  Interests 
of  this  Nation  in  the  world. 

Mr.  President,  nothing  like  this  has  ever  happened,  I  be- 
lieve, in  the  history  of  the  world — certainly  not  in  the  history 
of  the  United  States — when  nation  after  nation  has  been 
destroyed  by  a  few  willful  men  with  an  alacrity  and  a  thor- 
oughness which  mankind  has  never  before  seen.  I  think 
either  we  ought  to  be  serious  about  this  matter  and  put 
everything  we  have  into  it,  and  not  quibble  about  immaterial 
things,  or  we  should  tell  the  people  that  we  have  been  seeing 
ghosts,  and  that  we  apologize  to  them  for  alarming  them. 

I  am  following  the  hypothesis  that  there  Is  at  least  a  rea- 
sonable possibility  that  the  Western  Hemisphere  may  be  at- 
tacked by  armed  forces  of  a  foreign  power.  I  say — and  every 
Senator  knows  it — that  the  hostile  naval  forces  which  would 
exist  upon  the  seas  of  the  world  with  the  British  Navy  out  of 
the  way  are  superior  to  the  naval  forces  of  the  United  States. 
When  four  men — a  representative  of  Japan,  Mussolini,  Stalin, 
and  Hitler — can  sit  down  around  a  table  and  control  a  ma- 
jority of  the  continents  of  the  earth;  when  they  can  mobilize 
ten,  fifteen  cr  twenty  million  men;  when  they  have  illimitable 
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resources;  when  such  a  ipossibUity  encircles  us  and  confronts 
us  like  a  heinous  nightmare,  are  we  to  face  it  with  man -like 
courage  and  determination,  or  are  we  to  equivocate,  hesitate, 
be  indecisive  and  divided  in  coimsel.  and  treat  it  as  though  It 
were  some  gladiatorial  contest  going  on  somewhere,  in  which 
wc  have  an  interest,  but  not  a  very  vital  concern? 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  yield. 
^  Mr.  BONE.  The  Senator  still  has  not  reached  my  point. 
Would  he  now  vest  the  President  of  the  United  States  with  the 
powers  whicn  are  envisioned  in  the  mobilization  plan  which  is 
in  legislative  shape  and  ready  to  be  introduced?  They  would 
be  part  of  the  wartime  powers  of  the  President.  I  should  like 
to  have  the  Senator's  views  on  that  question,  because  those 
seven  proposals — there  were  seven  a  few  years  ago — embodied 
such  powers.  Would  the  Senator  from  Florida  give  such 
powers  to  the  President  now  in  this  emergency?  I  think  the 
Senator  can  be  frank  with  us  and  tell  us  whether  or  not  he 
thinks  the  President  ought  to  have  such  powers. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  The  embarrassment  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida  is  that  I  have  not  those  bills  before  me,  and  I  do  not 
know  the  language  of  the  bills.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  "yes" 
to  something  which  might  have  a  significance  which  I  do  not 
contemplate  at  this  moment. 

What  I  mean  can  perhaps  be  best  illustrated  by  telling  a 
little  story  which  I  heard  of  an  actor  in  a  melodrama,  who, 
at  a  certain  point  in  the  play,  when  the  villain  shot  at  him! 
was  supposed  to  thrust  his  hands  to  his  middle  and  say,  "My 
God!  I  am  shot."  One  night  the  villain  got  drunk  and 
picked  up  a  loaded  pistol  instead  of  an  empty  one.  shot  at  the 
actor,  and  the  actor  started  to  say,  "My  God!  I  am  shot."  in 
his  usual  manner,  when  he  looked  down  and  saw  blood  flowing 
out  of  his  abdomen,  and  he  said.  "My  God.  I  am  shot" 
V      ILaughter.l 

In  my  opinion,  we  do  confront  a  crisis.  We  need  to  do 
something.  What  we  need  to  do  is  effectively  to  prepare  to 
defend  ourselves  against  possible,  if  not  probable,  attack. 
What  is  necessary  is  a  matter  of  judgment,  discretion,  and 
wisdom  to  be  exercised  by  the  Congress  and  the  President  in 
conjunction  one  with  the  other. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  again  intrude  on  the 
Senator? 

Mr.  Pepper,   i  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  ask  the  question  because  books  and  maga- 
zine articles  have  been  written  about  the  M-day  plans- 
and  I  thought  every  Member  of  the  Senate  was  apprised  of 
them.  Fbr  the  Senator's  benefit,  I  shall  dig  them  up  as  they 
were  introduced  a  few  years  ago.  and  refresh  the  memory  of 
Senators.  They  are  an  imminent  possibiJity.  and  they  are 
to  be  part  of  the  wartime  powers  of  the  President.  I  did 
not  conceive  that  I  was  doing  the  Senator  an  injusUce 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  will  say  that  with  the  Congress  in  session 
and  able  to  revoke  any  power  it  may  bestow  at  any  time,  or 
to  alter  it  as  circumstances  may  require.  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing to  vest  the  exercise  of  such  power  in  the  people's  Presi- 
dent, whether  he  be  Roosevelt,  Willkie.  or  anybody  else  until 
the  emergency  is  over.  I  assume  that  the  President  will  not 
do  a  foolish  thing:  and  I  assume  that  if  he  attempted  to  do  a 
foolish  thing  Congress  would  not  permit  him  to  do  it.  If  it 
is  a  question  of  making  a  choice  between  being  afraid  that 
he  would  not  do  enough,  and  afraid  that  he  would  do  too 
much  to  defend  America  in  this  emergency,  I  will  take  a 
chance  on  the  abuse  of  power. 

Mr.  BONE.  Would  the  Senator  want  to  have  vested  in 
the  President  at  the  present  moment  the  power  to  vacate 
and  set  aside  any  law  of  the  United  States?  That  is  an 
Illimitable  power.  The  President  has  some  consUtuticnal 
powers,  but  such  power  would  absolutely  junk  the  Constitu- 
tion if  he  could  set  aside  every  law  of  the  country.  Assum- 
ing that  he  might  use  the  best  judgment,  it  is  a  power  never 
before  granted  any  President  in  the  history  of  the  country. 
Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  assume  that  when  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington says  "never  before  in  the  history  of  the  country"  he 
means  in  peacetime. 


Mr.  BONE.  No.  I  cannot  recall  any  proposal  for  a  legisla- 
tive grant  of  power  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  freely 
and  of  his  own  motion  to  set  aside  any  statute  of  the  United 
States.  That  was  my  statement.  If  I  am  in  error,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  have  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  advise  me.  He 
is  a  good  lawyer.  However,  I  never  dreamed  that  even  in 
the  World  War  we  went  that  far.  I  do  not  believe  we  did, 
because  it  would  be  a  most  astounding  exercise  of  power  on 
the  part  of  an  Executive  to  set  aside  any  law. 

Mr.  HATfcH.  If  the  Senator  from  Florida  will  further  yield 
to  me,  I  wish  to  say  in  explanation  that  I  am  not  taking  any 
part  in  this  particular  controversy,  but,  as  a  matter  of  his- 
torical interest,  I  happen  to  have  some  data  on  my  desk  which 
would  answer  the  Senator  from  Washington,  I  think,  quite 
emphatically  and  quite  to  the  contrary  of  what  he  has  just 
said.    Does  the  Senator  wish  to  have  me  read  them? 

Mr.  BONE.    I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  do  so. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  now  read  a  quotation  from  Mr.  Archibald 
Dunning,  professor  of  history  at  Columbia  University,  in  his 
Essays  on  the  Civil  War  and  Reconstruction,  written  in  1904, 
in  which  he  makes  this  historical  reference  to  the  Civil  War 
problems: 

The  commanders  privilege  (in  the  Civil  War)  of  doing  whatever 
he  regarded  as  likely  to  weaken  the  enemy  was  freely  employed  as 
a  warrant  for  congressional  action.  Both  legislature  and  executive 
were,  on  this  theory,  "above  law."  Hence,  while  Congress  was  en- 
dowed with  authority  to  legislate  entirely  at  its  discretion  the 
President  was  privileged  at  his  discretion  to  disregard  all  this  legis- 
lation. Where  such  a  conclusion  was  possible,  the  principle  of 
departmental  check  and  balance  waa  obviously  of  lltUe  elgniflcance 
Good  statesmanship 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  speak  a 
Uttle  louder? 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  was  reading  directly  to  the  Senator  from 
Washington,  but  I  shall  be  glad  to  take  the  Senator  from 
Texas  into  my  confidence. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  As  a  Senator  I  claim  my  right  to  hear 
what  is  taking  place.  I  do  not  wish  to  interfere  with  any 
private  conversation,  but  I  think  we  ought  to  hear  it. 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  continue  the  quotation: 

Good  statesmanship  In  both  executive  and  legislature  preserved 
the  harmony  of  the  two  branches  tUl  the  strain  of  armed  hostill- 
tk-s  was  relaxed,  but  no  longer.  In  the  work  of  destruction  the 
President  was  the  real  goverrunent,  and  Congress  kept  In  the  back- 
ground: in  the  work  of  reconstruction  Congress  asserted  once  more 
its  controlling  power,  and  violently  put  the  President  Into  tlie 
background. 

I  now  quote  from  John  W.  Burgess,  dean  of  the  faculty 
of  political  science  in  Columbia  University.  Discussing  the 
same  subject  in  the  Civil  Law  and  the  Constitution,  he  says: 

Congress  (in  1861)  placed  the  Government  on  the  war  footing 
ratified  the  President's  assumption  of  war  powers,  and,  on  the  6th 
of  August,  adjourned,  leaving  the  President  practically  In  the  posi- 
tion of  a  military  dictator.  This  was  good  political  science  and 
good  public  policy.  It  was  also  sound  constitutionally.  In  periods 
of  extreme  peril  to  the  political  Ufe  of  a  nation,  individual  liberty 
federalism  in  government,  and  even  coordination  of  government 
departments  must  give  way  temporarily  to  the  principle  ol  executive 
dictatorship. 

I  am  reading  this  to  the  Senator  because  It  comes  from 
a  historical  work,  merely  to  show  what  extreme  powers  are 
involved,  and  what  may  happen,  and  that  the  historical 
reference  of  the  Senator  from  Washington  is  quite  incor- 
rect. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Florida  yield  to  me  for  the  purpose  of  asking  a  ques- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Yes. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  It  is  a  fact,  is  it  not,  that  dur- 
ing the  Civil  War  the  President  exercised  a  dictatorship  to 
the  extent  that  he  absolutely  flouted  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  in  its  attempt  to  assert  the  right  of 
the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  guaranteed  by  the  ConsUtuUon 
of  the  United  States  under  all  circumstances? 

Mr.  HATCH.  May  I  continue  reading  this  excerpt,  if  the 
Senator  from  Florida  is  agreeable  to  having  me  conUnue? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Certainly. 
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Mr.  HATCH  (reading) : 

It  Is  a  desperate  remedy,  a  remedy  of  last  resort,  but  It  Is  one 
which  every  complete  political  system  must  contain,  and  under 
certain  proper  conditions  employ.  The-  two  most  modern  con- 
stitutions of  federal  government,  those  of  the  German  Empire  and 
of  Brazil,  make  express  provision  for  it.  They  authorize  the  execu- 
tive In  periods  of  extreme  public  danger  to  suspend  the  ordinary 
law  and  establish  martial  law.  There  is  no  question  that  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  authorizes  the  Congress  and  the 
President,  acting  together,  to  do  the  same  thing.  The  clauses  of 
that  Instrument  which  vest  in  Congress  the  power  to  raise  armies, 
provide  for  calling  the  mUltla  Into  tlie  service  of  the  tJnited  States 
for  repelling  Invasion  and  suppressing  insurrection,  and  to  declare 
war,  and  in  the  President  the  powers  of  a  commander  in  chief, 
certainly  conUln  the  principle  of  the  dictatorial  power  of  the 
whole  Government,  If  not  of  the  President  alone,  and  it  Is  altogether 
gratuitous  to  concede  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
overstepped  ita  constitutional  powers,  and  acted  on  the  principle 
that  necessity  knows  no  law.  In  preserving  the  Union  by  force 
against  dissolution.  It  overstepped  its  ordinary  limitations,  but  it 
had.  and  has,  the  constitutional  right  to  do  that  In  periods  of 
extraordinary  danger. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  When  I  use  the  term  "the  war  powers  of  the 
President"  I  am  merely  using  the  language  which  the  average 
lawyer  would  use.  meaning  the  powers  granted  in  the  ortho- 
dox fashion,  by  the  passage  of  legislation.  I  am  not  talking 
about  either  the  brutal  or  the  incontinent  seizure  of  power 
either  because  of  military  necessity  or  because  of  a  man's  own 
Inane  impulses.  In  asking  the  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida  I  was  talking  about  this  body,  the  constitutional  law- 
making body  of  the  country,  coldly  and  deliberately  and  pur- 
posefully passing  laws.  I  am  not  talking  about  a  dictator.  It 
may  be  that  when  we  get  into  war — and  that  is  what  I  fear, 
and  that  is  what  I  think  we  are  going  into  very  shortly — the 
very  condition  which  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  read 
as  described  through  the  pen  of  a  historian  might  come  about. 
I  know  that  in  wartime  civil  rights  are  junked,  but  I  also 
know  that  our  own  Supreme  Court  held  that  the  Constitution 
was  not  abrogated  during  the  World  War.  although  we  went 
very  far  in  abridging  men's  rights. 

I  was  referring  to  the  legislation  Congress  passes  as  the 
lawmaking  body  of  this  country,  the  rules  it  makes,  and  the 
way  in  which  it  circumscribes  and  defines  the  conduct  of 
public  officials,  including  even  the  President  of  the  United 
States — because  Congress  certainly  can  define  his  conduct  to 
some  degree  outside  the  constitutional  prerogative.  It  was 
the  wartime  powers  of  the  President  that  I  had  in  mind,  and 
also  the  powers  outlined  in  this  ijamphlet,  which  is  in  the 
possession  of  every  Senator,  which  is  called  The  Industrial 
Mobilization  Plan.  Revision  of  1939.  which  was  prepared,  as 
I  recall,  at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
McCarr.mv]  to  Inform  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  what 
would  happen  when  war  comes. 

Here  are  the  rules  that  are  going  to  be  laid  down  for  the 
130.000.000  people  of  the  United  States.  Ood  knows,  they 
are  drastic  enough!  They  set  up  what  in  my  judgment  is  a 
virtual  dictatorship,  and  it  is  done  by  law.  It  is  not  a  seizure 
of  power  by  the  President.  It  is  not  an  assumption  of  power 
by  a  cold,  hard,  ruthless  dictator,  another  Hitler  in  America. 

It  is  an  act  of  Congress,  if  you  please.  That  is  what  I  was 
talking  about:  and  I  hope  we  shall  keep  the  colloquy  here 
within  the  limits  that  we,  as  lawyers,  imderstand.  I  am  not 
talking  about  the  necessity  for  assuming  vast  and  illimitable 
powers  when  great  battles  are  being  fought,  and  the  life  of 
the  Republic  is  at  stake,  but  rather  of  the  cold,  studied  legis- 
lative purpose  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  as  re- 
flected in  the  statutes.  That  is  why  I  asked  the  Senator 
from  Florida  if  he  would  reenact  and  give  to  the  President 
the  powers  enunciated  in  this  little  document  which  is  called 
the  mobilization  plan  of  the  United  States;  that  is  all. 

I  know  that  in  wartime  Lincoln  exercised  vast  powers,  be- 
cause he  thought,  and  a  great  many  folks  who  were  well 
informed  thought,  that  the  life  of  the  Republic  was  at  stake, 
and  because  a  nation  has  the  will  to  live  precisely  as  an  in- 
di^adual  has  the  will  to  live,  and  tmder  such  circumstances 
much  is  to  be  forgiven;  but  that  is  not  a  deliberate  exercise 


of  power  by  a  man  by  grant  of  Congress.    That  is  something 
else  entirely. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
from  Florida  permit  me — and  then  I  will  not  interrupt  the 
Senator  again — to  ask  another  question  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico?  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  quoted 
from  some  more  or  less  obscure  historian. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  quotation  I  have  given  is  from  John  W. 
Burgess,  dean  of  the  faculty  of  political  science  in  Columbia 
University. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Is  that  the  one  which  cites  the 
German  Constitution  and  the  Brazilian  Constitution? 

Mr.  HATCH.  Yes;  but  this  was  written  on  the  subject  of 
the  civil  law  and  the  constitution.  It  was  written  in  1901. 
It  is  an  old  work. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Be  that  as  it  may.  Mr.  President, 
I  was  about  to  ask  the  Senator  this  question:  The  Weimar 
Constitution  also  made  provision  for  suspension  of  laws  and 
the  assumption  of  dictatorship. 

Mr.  HATCH.    I  put  all  that  in  the  Record  one  day. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Yes;  and  I  was  about  to  ask  the 
Senator  what  happened  to  Germany  and  to  the  world  when, 
imder  Chancelor  Hitler,  that  provision  of  the  Weimar  Con- 
stitution was  actually  put  into  effect,  and  all  laws  were  sus- 
pended, and  Germany  went  to  government  by  decree,  which, 
as  I  understand  the  seven-point  program  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida,  is  what  he  is  advocating — suspension  of  all  laws  on 
decree  of  the  President.  What  happened  to  Germany  and 
the  world  when  they  put  that  provision  into  effect? 

Mr.  HATCH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  In  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  I  only 
want  to  finish  reading  this  article.  It  is  very  short.  I  will  say 
that  I  discussed  the  very  question  which  he  raised  one  day  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  am  sorry  I  missed  it.  I  should 
have  liked  to  hear  it. 

Mr.  HATCH.  And  I  put  into  the  Record  the  provisions  of 
the  Weimar  Constitution,  showing,  to  my  satisfaction,  at  least, 
that  Hitler's  rise  to  power  was  perfectly  constitutional  under 
the  German  Constitution;  and  I  think  it  was. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  question  about  that.  There  never 
has  been  any  question  about  it. 

Mr.  HATCH.  It  had  been  challenged  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  oppose 
so  bitterly  any  step  leading  toward  the  establishment  of  a 
dictatorship  in  the  United  States,  by  constitutional  means  or 
unconstitutional  means.  It  is  frequently  said  that  the  Roman 
Republic,  in  times  of  danger  and  stress,  was  in  the  habit  of 
establishing  a  dictatorship.  That,  indeed,  is  true,  and  per- 
haps that  worked  well  for  a  while;  but  one  sorry  day  there 
came  a  time  when  a  dictator  did  not  turn  back  his  power 
when  the  emergency  was  over,  and  the  Roman  Republic  was 
at  an  end;  and  I  do  not  wish  to  see  the  American  Republic 
go  the  same  way. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Florida 
further  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  merely  want  to  say,  in  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  Missouri,  that  I  know  of  no  one,  and  least  of  all  my- 
self, who  wants  to  see  any  such  assumption  of  power;  but 
I  am  reading  to  the  Senate  the  historical  words  showing 
what  may  happen  in  time  of  war  and  what  may  be  done  under 
our  onstitution. 

Mr.  WHEELER  and  Mr.  BONE  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield,  and,  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  ask  Senators 
to  let  me  finish  my  speech. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
fvirther? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  HATCH.  I  ask  that  I  merely  be  permitted  to  put  into 
the  Record  the  rest  of  these  data,  which  were  prepared  by 
the  Legislative  Reference  Service:  and,  if  Senators  are  inter- 
ested, they  may  read  them. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

The  root  of  the  error  In  denying  this  right  lies  In  the  claim  that 
the  Constitution  made  the  Union.  The  truth  is  that  the  Union 
made  the  Constitution,  and  that  the  physical  and  ethical  condi- 
tions of  our  territory  and  population  made  the  Union.  The  Union 
was.  and  H^  the  Nation,  and  men  did  not  make  the  Nation  by  the 
resolutions  of  a  convention.  Men  undertoolc  to  Interpret  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Union  In  political  and  legal  organization,  and  to 
give  them  objective  form  and  authority,  but  tKhlnd  all  that  they 
did,  or  could,  or  can  do,  was  and  is  the  Union,  the  Nation,  whose 
preservation  Is  the  supreme  principle  back  of  the  Constitution,  and 
the  supreme  law  within  the  Constitution.  Any  other  view  of  these 
relations  is  unspiritual.  Is  purely  arbitrary  and  mechanical.  (Quoted 
from  editorial  in  the  Nation.  New  York,  v.  104,  p.  568.  May  10.  1917.) 
Another  thing  not  to  be  forgotten  Is  that  all  these  extraordinary 
powers  to  be  given  the  President  are  emergency  powers.  This 
means  two  things.  One  is  that  the  grant  is  valid  only  for  the  durti- 
tlon  of  the  war.  It  is  not  a  question  of  the  laws  being  silent  m 
the  midst  of  arms.  The  point  is.  rather,  that  Congress  is  asked  to 
make  It  lawful  for  the  President  to  do  many  things  while  the  armed 
conflict  lasts,  which  it  would  never  think  of  authorizing  him  to  do 
In  times  of  peace.  It  is  a  gift  of  power  in  order  to  avoid  the  usur- 
pation of  power.  Moreover — and  this  is  the  s«cond  implication  of 
what  Is  being  done  at  Washington — the  Immense  powers  placed  In 
the  hands  of  the  President  he  may  not  find  It  necessary  to  use  at 
aU^  Their  mere  existence  may  be  sufficient  to  accomplish  the 
purpose.     •     •     • 

It  is  said — a  few  Congressmen  are  saying — that  it  Is  dangerous 
to  pass  laws  enhancing  the  authority  of  the  President  so  enor- 
mously. Some  fear  that  we  shall  discover  that  we  have  created  a 
dictator.  Of  course,  any  grant  of  power  may  be  abused  by  any  offi- 
cial. But  no  system  of  checks  and  balances,  no  vigilant  legislative 
oversight,  can  do  away  with  the  necessity  of  getting  officials  whom 
we  can  trust,  and  then  giving  them  the  tools  with  which  to  do 
their  work.  There  were  many  critics  of  Lincoln  during  the  Civil 
War  who  called  him  a  usurper  and  a  dictator.  It  Is  true  that  In  him 
the  neoiisslties  of  the  war  led  to  reposing  a  confidence  and  an 
authority  before  that  time  imparalleled. 

John  Hay  wrote  privately  of  Lincoln  as  a  sort  of  tycoon,  going 
his  own  way,  seldom  holding  meetings  of  the  Cabinet,  running  the 
Arm^  ahd  Navy  and  conducting  foreign  affairs  according  to  his 
own  will.  But  no  one  today  would  speak  of  Abraham  Lincoln  as 
grasping  at  overweening  power  for  Its  own  sake  or  to  further  a 
personal  ambition.  His  mighty  spirit  was  wrestling  with  the  great 
work  of  ending  the  war;  and  that  once  done,  he  was  ready  to  lay 
down  every  scrap  of  dictatorial  power  and  be  again  one  with  the 
people  who  were  bone  of  his  bone  and  flesh  of  his  flesh.  And  all 
that  Is  sought  at  present  by  the  administration  In  Washington  is 
to  be  full  panoplied  for  every  eanergency  which  the  war  may  thrust 
upon  the  country.  When  the  Emergency  Is  overpast,  the  armor  put 
on  to  meet  It  will  be  qultely  laid  away.  (Quoted  from  Hughes. 
Charles  Evans,  a  former  Justice  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
War  powers  under  the  Constitution.  Address  before  American 
Bar  Association,  September  1917,  sec.  doc.  106,  65th  Cone.  1st  scss 
PP8.  9) 

Efach  of  these  powers,  that  of  Congress  and  of  the  President.  Is 
the  subject  of  a  distinct  grant;  each  Is  the  complement  of  the  other. 
and  together  they  fxornlsh  the  adequate  equipment  of  authority 
for  war.  There  is  no  more  Impressive  spectacle  than  that  of  the 
President  of  the  Republic  in  time  of  war  when.  In  addition  to  the 
other  great  powers  of  his  office  he  acts  in  supreme  command  of  the 
armed  forces  of  the  Nation  and  conducts  its  military  campaigns. 
It  was  under  this  power  that  President  Lincoln  defended  the  proc- 
lamation of  emancipation.     •     •      • 

It  is  also  to  be  observed  that  the  power  exercised  by  the  President 
In  time  of  war  Is  greatly  augmented  outside  of  his  functions  as 
Commander  In  Chief  through  legislation  of  Congress,  increasing  his 
administrative  authority.  War  demands  the  highest  degree  of 
efficient  organization,  and  Congress  In  the  nature  of  things  cannot 
prescribe  many  Important  detaUs  as  It  legislates  for  the  purp(ise 
of  meeting  the  exigencies  of  war.  Never  Is  adaptation  of  legislation 
to  practical  ends  so  urgently  required,  and  hence  Congress  naturally 
In  very  large  measure  confers  upon  the  President  the  authority  to 
ascertain  and  determine  various  states  of  fact  to  which  legislative 
mensiires  are  addressed.  Further,  a  wide  range  of  provisions  relat- 
ing to  the  organization  and  government  of  the  Army  and  Navy 
which  Congress  might  enact  If  It  saw  fit.  It  authorizes  the  Presi- 
dent to  prescribe.  The  principles  governing  the  delegation  of  legis- 
lative power  are  clear,  and  while  they  are  of  the  utmost  importance 
when  properly  applied,  they  are  not  such  as  to  make  the  appro- 
priate exercise  of  legislative  power  impracticable.  '"The  legislatve 
cannot  delegate  its  power  to  make  a  law,  but  it  can  make  a  law 
to  delegate  a  power  to  determine  some  fact  or  state  of  things  upcn 
which  the  law  makes,  or  intends  to  make.  Its  own  action  deper  d 
To  deny  this  would  be  to  stop  the  wheels  of  government.  There 
are  Jnany  things  upon  which  wise  and  useful  legislation  must  de- 
pend which  cannot  be  known  to  the  law-making  power,  and  must, 
therefore,  be  a  subject  of  inquiry  and  determination  outside  of  the 
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halls  of  legislation."  (Author's  note:  See  Field  v.  Clark,  143  U.  8, 
640.  694.) 

"Congress  caimot  be  permitted  to  abandon  to  others  Its  proper 
legislative  functions;  but  In  time  of  war.  when  legislation  must  be 
adapted  to  many  situations  of  the  utmost  complexity,  which  mtist 
be  dealt  with  effectively  and  promptly,  there  is  special  need  for 
flexibility  and  for  every  resource  erf  practicality;  and,  of  course, 
whether  the  limits  of  permissible  delegation  are  In  any  case  over- 
stepped always  remains  a  Judicial  question.  We  thus  not  only  find 
these  great  war  powers  conferred  upon  the  Congress  and  the  Presi- 
dent, respectively,  but  also  a  vast  Increase  of  administrative  au- 
thority through  legislative  action  springing  from  the  necessities  of 
war."  (Quoted  from  editorial  In  the  New  Republic.  New  York.  vol. 
13,  p  360,  January  26.  1918.  Compiler's  note:  See  also  editorial  In 
the  same  publication.  February  28.  1918.  after  the  Overman  reorgan- 
ized bill  had  been  Introduced  (T.  F.  Kluttz,  Jr..  March  27.  1918  | ) 

"When  Congress  proposes  plans  for  reorganizing  the  war  admin- 
istration. It  Is  only  reflecting  the  opinion  of  a  majority  of  the  Amer- 
ican people.  Mr.  Wilson  will  be  falling  Into  the  first  grave  mis- 
take of  his  career' if  he  permits  his  opponents  to  crowd  him  into 
the  position  of  Ignoring  facts,  of  resenting  criticism,  and  of  rigidly 
opposing  reorganization.  That  was  the  mistake  which  Mr.  Asqulth 
made  in  the  spring  of  1915,  and  it  cost  himself  and  his  country 
dear." 

Tlie  President's  personal  and  partisan  enemies  are  making  use  of 
the  crisis  in  order  to  force  on  him,  If  poBslble.  a  mechanism  of  war 
administration  which  would  tend  to  hamper  rather  than  to  help  him 
and  his  Cabinet  and  which  could  only  add  to  the  existing  confusion. 
He  Ls  justified  in  opposing  this  particular  bill.  But  if  he  falls  to 
recognize  the  necessity  of  some  measure  of  reorganization  which 
will  make  In  favor  of  a  more  unified  war  administration  and  a  more 
vigorous  conduct  of  civil  and  military  preparations,  he  will  be  mis- 
judging the  needs  and  opinions  of  the  Nation  and  failing  to  meet 
his  own  obligation  to  satisfy  them.  There  Is  still  time  and  space 
In  which  to  deliver  himself  and  the  country  from  the  deplorable  con- 
sequence of  a  fight  in  the  midst  of  war  between  the  executive  and 
legislative  branches  of  the  Government.  He  can  still  offer  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  doubtful  plan  or  reorganization,  proposed  In  the 
Senate  bill,  a  plan  of  his  own  which  would  be  better  desired  to 
secure  a  similar  result.  If  he  wotUd  only  adopt  this  course,  he 
would  not  only  break  the  force  of  the  attack  of  his  enemies  and 
enable  his  friends  to  continue  their  undivided  support,  but  he  would 
do  away  with  the  most  formidable  threat  which  has  yet  been 
directed  against  the  war  morale  of  the  American  Nation. 

Right  or  ntE  UNrrED  Statts  to  REQmsx  Sesvick  Abboao  bt  Stats 

Mn.rnA 

I.  IN    THE   constitutional   CONVENTION 

The  only  two  clauses  of  the  Constitution  which  would  relate  to 
the  power  of  the  Executive  to  order  State  mllltla  abroad  apparently 
are  article  I,  section  8.  clatise  15,  and  article  n,  section  2  clause  1 
A  careful  search  of  Max  Farrand's  Records  of  the  Federal  Conven- 
tion has  disclosed  no  substantial  argument  on  either  of  these  provi- 
sions. 

The  provision  of  article  n.  section  2  was  first  stated  by  the  com- 
mittee ol  detail  as  a  part  of  the  second  section  of  the  tenth  article 
as  follows: 

"•  *  •  He  (the  President)  shall  be  Commander  In  Chief  of 
the  Army  and  Navy  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  mllltla  of  the 
several  States     •     •     •." 

On  August  27,  1787.  this  provision  was  amended  on  motion  of 
Roger  Sherman,  and  without  extended  debate,  by  adding  the  words 
"when  called  into  the  actual  service  of  the  UiUted  States  "  The 
Committee  on  Style  reported  the  clause  in  its  present  form- 

"The  President  shall  be  Commander  In  Chief  of  the  Army  and 
Navy,  and  of  the  mllltla  of  the  several  States,  when  called  into  the 
actual  service  of  the  United  States." 

Sources :  Max  Parrand.  Records  of  the  Federal  Convention  volume 
II.  pages  426-427.  Yale  University  Press,  1911.     (JK141  1911  l 

WiUiam  M  Meigs.  The  Growth  of  the  Constitution,  pages  216-217 
J.  P.  Lipplncott  Co.    Philadelphia,  1900.     IJK146.M5.1 

n.    IN  THE  SITPaEME  COURT 

The  question  of  the  right  of  a  soldier  not  to  be  sent  out  of  the 
country  was  raised  In  the  Selective  Draft  Law  Cases  (345  U  3  3661 
Arguments  for  plaintiff  are  not  set  out.  but  the  followliyr  parasraDh 
from  argument  for  the  United  States  Is  suggestive.        -»*--»»' 

"There  Is  not.  as  asserted,  any  common-law  right  of  a  soldier  not 
to  be  sent  out  of  the  country.  The  status  of  a  citizen  properly 
drafted  and  that  of  one  who  has  voluntarily  enlisted  are  the  same 
Our  armies  have  served  In  all  parts  of  the  world,  and  such  service 
has  never  been  regarded  as  illegal  {Fleming  v.  Page  9  How  603  615) 
Numerous  statutes  of  the  original  States  provided  that  the  mllltla 
might  be  sent  into  neighboring  States.  Compulsory  military  serv- 
ice U  not  contrary-  to  the  spirit  of  democratic  Institutions  for  tbe 
Constitution  Implies  equitable  distribution  of  the  burdens  no  leas 
than  the  privileges  of  citizenship.  Whatever  the  limitations  sought 
to  be  set  upon  the  Crown,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  power  to 
impress  for  foreign  service  resided  In  Parliament,  and  was  actually 
exerted."  (The  discussion  of  this  subject  Is  supported  by  many 
references  to  history.)  *^*^  '    »"o"jr 

1^  case  upheld  the  World  War  draft  law  under  the  power  granted 
to  congress  to  "declare  war     ...     to  raise  and  Vupport  arm- 

*  *_  .  1  t^^  ^^^^  ^^*  ^^  PO^er  under  these  clauses  was 
not  restricted  by  the  provisions  of  the  mUitla  clause  ("power 
o*  tH-  TT^Jf  Fo7*?^  '°'"  <^^"°K  forth  the  mllltla  to  execute  the  laws 
or  tne  United  States,  suppress  Insurrection*,  and  repel  Invasions  ") 
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In  Cox  V.  Wood  (247  U.  8.  3)  It  was  argued  that,  since  the  draft 
call  was  avowedly  for  the  purpose  of  military  duty  in  a  foreign 
country,  it  was  Illegal.  The  district  court  refused  petition  for 
habeas  corpus,  stating  that  "such  claim  of  constitutional  Immunity 
(from  military  service  l)eyond  the  territorial  limits  of  the  United 
States]  rests  upon  the  contentions  that  no  conscription  act  can  be 
passed  except  under  (the  mUitia  clause.)"  The  case  was  affirmed  on 
the  strength  of  the  selective  draft  law  case.  (M.  H.  Nipe.  W.  C. 
Gilbert.  December  6,  1937.) 

This  so-called  mllltla  clause  reads  as  follows:  "The  Congress  shall 
have  power.  •  •  •  To  provide  for  calling  forth  the  mllltla  to 
execute  laws  of  the  Union,  suppress  Insurrections,  and  repel  In- 
vasions;    •     •     •." 

An  act  of  1795  empowering  the  President  to  call  forth  the  mllltla 
In  case  of  invasion  by  a  foreign  nation  or  an  Indian  tribe  was 
upheld  in  Martin  v.  Mott  (12  Wheat.  19)  as  vesting  In  the  President 
exclusive  aothorlty  to  decide  whether  the  exigencies  contemplated 
by  this  clause  of  the  Constitution  existed. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  briefly  to  conclude 
my  remarks.  I  want  to  flnish  reference  to  this  radio  address, 
and  then  I  shall  shortly  have  finished. 

Senator  Peppek  said  that  If  democracy  is  to  survive  In  this  country, 
against  dictatorship  in  Europe.  It  Is  necessary  for  us  to  have  a  set-up 
with  a  head  that  has  sufficient  power  to  cope  with  dictatorship. 
on  equal  terms. 

Mr.  President,  if  that  language  were  properly  understood 
upon  a  proper  background.  I  would  have  no  objection  to  it, 
and  the  substance  of  what  is  intended  to  be  said  there  I 
heartily  subscribe  to;  but  of  course  I  am  referring  only  to  the 
ability  of  the  Government  to  act  effectively  in  a  period  of 
emergency  through  its  duly  constituted  ofiBcials;  that  is  all. 
I  am  not  at  all  contemplating  or  condoning  the  Executive 
having  power  equal  to  the  dictatorship  which  he  proposes  to 
oppose.  I  simply  want  the  government  of  a  democracy,  as 
the  able  Senator  from  Washington  I  Mr.  Bone]  said  a  moment 
ago.  to  have  the  will  to  live,  and  to  be  able  to  survive  when 
attacked  by  that  kind  of  a  danger. 

Continuing  the  article: 

I  asked  whether  that  means  that  this  country  would  have  to 
give  the  President  the  same  degree  of  totalitarian  authority  that 
Mr.  Hitler  has  •  .  •  and  once  again.  Senator  Pepper  answered 
provisionally.  He  said  he  feels  it  should  be  power  that  is  given  to 
the  President  by  Congress,  for  the  duration  of  tbe  present  emer- 
gency only. 

So  I  want  it  definitely  understood  that  I  have  never  advo- 
cated any  power  in  the  Executive  which  is  not  conferred  upon 
him  either  by  the  Constitution  or  by  the  Congress. 

In  a  conference  this  afternoon  I  called  Mr.  Lewis*  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  he  omitted  to  make  it  clear,  as  I  intended 
it  to  be,  that  I  contemplated  the  Congress  remaining  in 
session,  as  the  able  Senator  from  California  and  others  have 
indicated,  so  that  if  there  should  ever  arise  any  question  as  to 
whether  executive  policy  was  contrary  to  legislative  authority 
or  purpose,  the  Congress  would  be  here  to  act  in  its  consti- 
tutional authority. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  think  on  page  4  he  did 
say  that. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  will  explain  the  distinction.  I  continue 
to  quote: 

The  natural  question,  then,  was.  Who  Is  to  decide  when  the 
emergency  is  over?  And  bis  reply  to  that  was.  Congress  shall 
decide. 

Which.  I  think,  is  perfectly  proper,  that  the  Congress 
should  decide  when  the  emergency  begins  and  when  the 
emergency  ends.  That  is  a  congressional  prerogative,  and 
I  am  sure  that  every  Senator  on  the  floor  subscribes  to 
that.    I  continue  the  quotation: 

He  said  Congress  should  come  back  Into  session  at  Intervals — 
and  It  should  have  the  power  to  end  the  emergency  or  to  revoke 
any  part  of  the  Presidents  powers  at  any  time. 

I  reminded  Mr.  Lewis  this  afternoon  that  he  gave  the 
impression  there  that  I  contemplated  the  adjournment  of 
Congress  and  perhaps  its  being  recalled,  and  when  I  reminded 
him  of  it  he  was  not  disposed  to  deny  that  I  had  said  that 
Congress  must  remain  in  session,  although,  of  course,  it  may 
recess  for  a  few  days  at  a  time  if  it  desires;  but  the  question 
of  its  return  must  be  In  the  discretion  of  the  Congress,  and 
not  in  the  discretion  of  the  Executive. 


I  continue  the  quotation: 

I  asked  whether  that  would  mean  that  elections  In  November 
would  be  suspended — not  held.    He  said  no — 

I  depart  from  the  quotation.  Of  course  not.  There  is  no 
one  in  the  United  States,  I  believe,  who  would  make  such  a 
preposterous  proposal  as  that. 

I  continue  the  quotation — 

not  under  any  circumstances  •  •  •  the  elections,  he  said, 
should  go  on.  And  If  Mr.  Wendell  Wlllkle  wins.  Senator  Peppeb 
thinks  that  these  same  powers  should  be  continued  for  Mr.  Wlllkle. 
He  said  that  he  is  talking  about  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
not  about  Mr.  Roosevelt  the  man. 

Mr.  BONE.    Prom  what  are  these  quotations  taken? 
Mr.  PEPPER.    This  is  from  a  radio  address  made  by  Mr. 
Pulton  Lewis  last  night. 

What  he  wants  Is  one  man  who  has  the  power  to  take  over  the 
reins  of  government  and  direct  our  defense  with  complete  author- 
ity— whether  it's  the  President,  or  a  director  of  national  security. 
or  whatever  you  may  call  It. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  an  Inaccuracy  of  a  very  considerable 
sort.  It  is  an  unintentional  inaccuracy  on  the  part  of  my 
friend.  Mr.  Lewis,  but  I  never  contemplated  any  such  power 
as  that  in  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  I  remind 
my  colleagues  that  I  never  contemplated  him  having  any 
power  except  what  the  Constitution  confers  upon  him  and  , 
what  the  Congress  confers  upon  him,  which  may  be  altered 
or  rescinded  at  the  will  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

I  continue  the  quotation: 

He  said  he  merely  mentioned  President  Roosevelt  because  he  be- 
lieves there  Is  no  person  In  the  cotintry  as  weU  fitted  to  do  the  job 
as  Mr.  Roosevelt  Is. 

The  mention  of  Mr,  Roosevelt  there  is  an  inaccuracy.  I 
said  there  is  no  other  oflttcial  of  the  Government  as  amply 
fitted  by  authority  and  exjierience  and  position  to  exercise 
such  power,  as  the  agent  of  the  Congress,  as  the  President  of 
the  United  States.  I  mean  the  one  who  occupies  the  position 
of  President.  I  was  saying  that  Congress  cannot,  as  large  as 
It  is  numerically,  act  as  an  entity  in  administrative  affairs, 
and  therefore  that  the  Congress  from  time  to  time  would,  of 
course,  have  to  delegate  powers  to  the  Executive,  and  I 
thought,  of  course,  the  President  was  the  Executive  who 
should  exercise  such  powers,  although  we  frequently  confer 
powers  upon  administrative  boards  or  commissions,  or  upon 
other  individuals. 

The  quotation  continues: 

I  asked,  then,  how  far  he  thinks  this  temporary  power  for  the 
President  should  go — and  he  said  It  should  go  as  far  as  necessary 
for  the  President  to  defend  the  Unlt*d  States. 

Subject  to  what  I  stated  previously  about  the  Congress 
having  first  delegated  power  and  being  In  session  at  that 
time  with  power  to  order  or  rescind,  I  redeclare  that  prin- 
ciple, because  the  defense  of  the  United  States  is  the  biggest 
thing  there  is  confronting  us  all. 

The  quotation  continues: 

He  said  Congress  should  outline  certain  general,  broad  objectives. 
"It  should  tell  the  President."  he  said,  "We  want  an  army  that  Is 
capable  of  defending  the  United  States" — and  from  there  on,  It 
should  be  up  to  the  President  to  decide  how  large  that  army  should 
be — how  the  men  should  be  selected — his  job  would  be  to  just  get 
It. 

Mr.  President,  I  never  consciously  made  a  statement  which, 
in  my  opinion,  could  justifiably  be  said  to  carry  that  intent 
and  import.  I  had  in  mind  the  exercise  of  a  power  which 
the  President  already  has,  that  Is,  to  call  up  as  many  forces 
as  he,  as  Commander  in  Chief,  might  think  proper  within 
the  authority  that  has  been  conferred  upon  him  by  the  Con- 
gress. He  has  that  power  now.  I  had  In  mind  the  Congress 
saying  just  what  it  is  proposing  to  do  by  the  draft  bill,  to 
allow  the  executive  department  to  call  out  of  the  number 
authorized  the  number  for  whran  they  have  equipment  and 
can  accommodate  In  training  stations,  and  that  is  all. 

The  quotation  continues: 

Senator  Pepper  said  the  President  should  have.  In  his  opinion, 
authority  to  take  over  all  private  Industry  and  all  private  enter- 
prise and  all  private  endeavor,  or  any  part  of  It,  any  of  It  that  has 
any  connection  with  national  defense. 
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Mr.  President,  departing  from  the  quotation,  when  that  is 
first  read  it  tends  to  give  the  impression  that  the  Senator 
from  Florida  was  talking  about  enterprises  imrelated  inti- 
mately to  national  defense.  Of  course,  I  never  contemplated 
any  such  thing  as  that.  I  merely  say  what  I  now  believe — 
that  those  phases  of  our  industry  which  are  intimately  a  part 
of  the  national  defense  should  be  available  to  prosecute  the 
national  defense  in  response  to  requirements  of  the  Congress 
/  and  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
I  ^    I  continue  the  quotation: 

I  asked  whether  as  a  matter  of  practical  fact  that  wouldn't  in- 
clude almost  everything  in  the  country — almost  all  business  and 
Industry — and  Senator  Pzppnt  conceded  quite  frankly,  "Yes;  It 
would." 

That  is  an  Inaccuracy,  too,  on  the  part  of  my  friend.    On 
the  contrary,  the  industries  which  are  intimately  a  part  of 
— the  defense  efforts  are  a  relatively  minor  part  of  the  indus- 
tries of  this  country,  and  the  contrary  of  what  is  stated  there 
is  true. 

Senator  Pepper  said  he  sees  no  reason  why — If  Mr.  William  8. 
Knudsen  and  Mr.  Ed  Stettinlus  are  willing  to  come  to  Washington, 
to  direct  the  National  Defense  Commission  and  give  their  services 
at  a  dollar  a  year — why  some  other  industrial  leader  should  be 
(drawing  $2,000,000  a  year  in  salary  or  profits. 

,  I  repeat  that  statement,  that  a  man  who  can  serve  in  one 
capacity  that  is  needed  for  his  country's  defense  should  be  as 
subject  to  command  as  a  boy  who  has  to  leave  his  home,  either 
by  patriotically  volunteering,  or  by  draft,  and  put  on  the  uni- 
form of  his  country. 

The  quotation  continues: 

And  he  said,  with  particular  emphasis,  that  he  sees  no  reason 
why  Mr.  Henry  Pord  shovild  be  allowed  to  produce  what  Mr.  Henry 
Ford  wants  to  produce. 

Mr.  President.  I  will  not  answer  that,  because  I  replied  to 
it  a  while  ago  in  my  exchange  of  comment  with  the  able 
Senator  from  Missouri.  I  do  not  think  the  Record  need  be 
replete  with  a  repetition  of  the  statement  I  made  before. 

Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Florida  on  the  floor,  in  every 
comment  he  made  on  the  subject,  meant  that  Mr.  Ford's 
factory,  like  every  other  factory  that  was  needed  for  the 
national  defense,  should  be  at  the  command  of  his  Govern- 
ment for  the  defense  of  his  country;  and  I  believe  no  one. 
upon  reflection,  would  subscribe  to  a  contrary  doctrine. 

The  quotation  continues: 

I  asked  him  about  conscription  of  labor — whether  the  President 
should  have  the  power  to  draft  whatever  men  he  wants,  not  ouly 
for  the  military  service  of  the  Army  but  also  for  work — and  Sena- 
tor Peppck  said  he  believes  tUe  President  should  have  that  power. 
He  said  there  is  no  reason  why  soldiers  should  draw  $21  a  montb. 
while  the  worker  In  some  factory  is  drawing  $20  a  day. 

Mr.  President,  the  first  part  of  that  is  an  inaccuracy.  I 
never  contemplated  that  the  President  or  the  Congress 
should  conscript  labor  in  any  case  if  ever  it  did  it  at  all,  to 
participate  in  industry  not  vitally  a  part  of  the  emergency 
defense  and  preparation  program.  I  did  say  that  the  time 
has  passed  when  men  will  go  in  a  uniform  to  the  trenches  at 
$30  a  month  and  others  be  privileged  to  work  in  a  shipyard, 
equally  vital,  at  $20  a  day,  or  make  munitions  in  a  swivel 
chair  at  $25,000  a  year. 
.  "  Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mintow  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Montana? 
^       Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  In  a  speech  in  the  Senate  the  Senator 
said: 

If  more  hours  of  work  are  required  of  labor,  I  favor  conferring 
upon  the  President  power  to  require  whatever  number  of  hoxirs 
the  national  emergency  may  necessitate;  for  thovigh  I  have  tried  to 
defend  labor  as  loyally  as  I  knew  how,  I  say  to  the  labor  unions, 
whose  Interests  I  have  always  supported  on  this  floor.  "The  only 
chance  you  have  to  have  collective  bargaining  and  liberty  of  eco- 
nomic action  is  for  your  country  to  Uve  and  democracy  to  exist  upon 
the  face  of  the  earth." 

Again,  he  said: 

In  addition  to  that.  Mr.  President.  I  have  purposely  Uicluded  the 
power  to  suspend  the  wage-hour  law,  the  power  to  suspend  the 


Realey-Walsh  Act,  the  power  to  suspend  the  National  Labor  Rela- 
tions Act.  the  power  to  suspend  any  rule,  any  regulation,  any 
statute  which  the  President  thinks.  In  his  wise  discretion,  will  Inter- 
fere with  the  vital  necessity  of  this  country's  arming  Itself  at  the 
earliest  possible  time  that  conditions  permit. 

It  seems  to  me  that  goes  as  far  as  the  statement  the  Senator 
has  read. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  in  the  speech  I  made  at  the 
time  I  announced  the  so-called  seven-point  program,  I  think 
I  pretty  well  indicated  what  I  had  in  mind.  I  have  heard  it 
said  that  France  was  not  able  to  prepare  itself  while  it  was 
working  its  employees  on  a  40-hour-week  basis  while  Germany 
was  working  its  employees  on  a  60-hour-week  basis. 

Mr.  President,  I  l)elieve  my  record  in  defense  of  labor  dur- 
ing the  time  I  have  baen  in  the  Senate  has  been  as  good  sis 
that  of  any  other  Senator.  But  if  we  needed  men  to  work 
50  hours  a  week  or  60  hours  a  week  to  manufacture  the  mu- 
nitions necessary  to  defend  their  homes  and  their  country,  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  necessary,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  to 
abrogate  this  law  by  Executive  or  legislative  authority,  for 
I  know  how  patriotic  the  labor  of  America  is. 

What  I  had  in  mind  was  that  if  we  are  going  to  defend 
our  country  we  will  do  whatever  is  necessary  to  defend  it. 
A  soldier  often  works  more  than  8  hours  a  day.  He  has  in 
the  regular  routine  of  things,  of  course,  moments  of  recrea- 
tion, and  hours  of  work,  and  hours  of  leisure.  He  should 
have  them.  I  want  labor  to  have  a  shorter  week  than  a 
40-hour  week,  and  a  shorter  day  than  the  8-hour  day;  but 
If  a  flood  were  alwut  to  engulf  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  for 
example,  and  men  were  working  on  the  levee  above  the  city, 
there  would  not  be  one  of  them  thinking  about  the  wage 
and  hour  law  or  about  the  usual  restrictions  applicable  to 
peacetime  endeavor. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    If  it  is  a  brief  question. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.    It  will  be  a  very  brief  question. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  What  is  it  In  Pulton  Lewis* 
broadcast  that  the  Senator  objects  to  that  is  not  covered  in 
his  seven-point  speech? 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Mr.  President,  if  I  failed  to  indicate  that 
to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  I  am  very  sorry. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  I  listened  very  attentively  and  I 
certainly  cannot  make  it  out. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  Very  well.  The  chief  thing  in  this  par- 
ticular subject  that  I  am  differentiating  is  that  I  never  uttered 
or  suggested  anything  that  contemplated  the  taking  over  of 
labor,  and  letting  the  President  determine  where  it  should 
work,  and  the  amount  of  wages  it  should  receive,  and  under 
what  conditions  it  should  work.  I  have  never  said  that  or 
thought  it.  No  other  Senator  has  ever  said  it  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

No  other  Senator  has  ever  contemplated  such  an  idea.  Yet 
that  is.  unfortunately,  the  impression  my  friend  Lewis  leaves 
in  the  paragraph  I  have  just  quoted. 

I  said,  and  I  reiterate,  that  men  should  be  subject  to  com- 
mand to  do  essential  war  work  if  it  be  the  policy  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  require  it,  because  if  one  man  lives  in  house  A, 
and  beside  him  a  man  lives  in  house  B,  and  they  are  botn 
called  by  a  draft  board,  and  the  man  in  house  A  is  sent  to 
the  trenches,  or  to  camp  in  a  uniform,  and  the  man  in  house 
B  is  set  to  some  kind  of  war  work,  it  is  not  fair,  it  seems  to 
me  that  one  of  them  should  receive  $30  a  month  and  perhaps 
the  other  one  $20  a  day. 

That  is  not  the  ordinary  right  of  labor  to  have  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity to  work  for  a  fair  wage.  If  Senators  want  to  distort 
what  I  have  said  into  some  unfriendliness  to  labor,  I  leave  my 
comment  to  the  fairness  of  labor's  representatives  and  to  the 
record  that  I  have  humbly  tried  to  make  in  labor's  defense 
since  I  have  been  in  the  Senate. 

Perhaps  the  essential  difference  between  some  other  Sen- 
ators and  me  is  that  I  am  talking  about  vital,  determined, 
conscientious  concern  for  the  defense  of  America  and  not 
about  an  attitude  which  implies  that  Hitler  is  on  the  other  side 
of  the  world  and  totally  disinterested  in  what  we  are  doing. 
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Naturally,  violently  as  I  differ  on  that  question  with  some 
Senators  who  have  propounded  questions  to  me.  there  would, 
of  course,  be  a  difference  in  the  interpretation  we  should  put 
upon  the  questions  involved. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PEPPER.    If  it  is  a  brief  quesUon. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  should  like  to  make  this  comment.  I 
think  there  is  no  man  in  the  Senate  whose  record  has  been 
more  favorable  to  labor  than  that  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida.  That  is  the  reason  I  was  surprised  at  this  particular 
statement  he  made  in  the  speech. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  one  of  those  who  want  to  pay  the 
Senator  from  Florida  the  tribute,  in  fairness  to  him.  that  he 
Is  entitled  to,  that  no  man  has  stood  firmer  in  working  for 
labor  than  has  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  PEPPER.  I  very  much  appreciate  that  comment 
from  my  friend;  and  I  will  say  this:  I  hope  I  am  wrong  about 
everjthing  I  have  said  and  everything  I  think  about  the 
danger  threutening  us.  I  hope  no  prophecy  I  have  made, 
no  premonitions  I  have  ever  experienced  will  come  horribly 
true.  I  hope  that  all  of  them  may  be  regarded  hereafter  as 
Don  Quixote  jousting  at  windmills. 

I  shall  be  grateful  to  Almighty  God  if  events  shall  happily 
conspire  to  relieve  our  country  from  that  horrible  thing  which 
I  fear  hangs  like  the  sword  of  Damocles  over  every  Senator 
and  every  man.  woman,  and  child  in  the  country  we  love. 

There  Is  one  short  paragraph  remaining: 

I  asked  whether  that  means  that  the  President  would  have  the 
power  to  tell  all  of  the  workers — aU  of  the  employees  In  factories 
and  plants  all  over  the  country — ^that  they  shall  go  to  work  at  this 
place,  at  such-and-such  a  wage— or  over  here  at  some  other  wage, 
regardless  of  what  they  were  getting  as  private  employees,  and  he 
said.  "Yea;  he  believes  the  President  should  have  the  power  to  do 
that." 

Mr.  President,  as  highly  as  I  regard  mt  friend.  I  certainly 
never  said,  or  never  even  intended  to  say  anything  that  even 
approximated  that  statement.  So  I  shall  simply  hope  that 
my  friend,  when  he  has  an  opportunity  to  do  so,  will  give 
to  the  wide  audience  which  he  has  addressed,  something  of 
my  explanation  of  these  comments.  In  a  nmning  conversa- 
tion l)etween  two  men,  lasting  over  a  protracted  period,  it 
Is  only  natural  that  every  word  not  being  definitely  used  and 
placed  in  a  manuscript  should  not  be  recalled  by  either  party 
with  exactness. 

I  will  say  that  Mr.  Lewis  told  me  this  afternoon  that  he 
did  not  use  in  his  address  the  inflections  and  the  emphasis 
that  would  allow  some  of  the  interpretations  that  one  might 
be  able  to  twist  from  the  language  used  here,  if  disposed  to 
do  so.  and  that  he  delivered  it  in  such  a  manner  that  he  did 
not  consider  that  he  was  giving  the  impression  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  or  any  other  Senator  on  this  floor,  regard- 
less of  his  sentiments  about  any  subject,  contemplated  in 
this  land  of  freedom  the  setting  up  of  any  man  as  a  dictator 
over  a  free  people. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  I  would  go  as  quickly  as  any  other 
Senator  in  this  Chamber  to  unhorse  and  destroy  any  man 
who  ever  prostituted  the  power  of  the  people's  representative 
to  usiirp  a  dictator's  vicious  role.  But.  as  Great  Britain, 
which  does  not  love  dictators,  has  found  it  necessary  in  an 
emergency  to  confer  great  powers  upon  its  government,  amen- 
able always  to  its  Parliament,  so  I  believe  that  here,  if  we 
duly  appreciate  the  necessities  of  the  crisis,  we  will  not  quib- 
ble over  what  authority  and  what  power  we  are  giving.  We 
will  pray  that  we  have  not  waited  until  it  is  too  late  to  use 
our  greatest  powers  to  prepare  and  defend  our  country. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  will  detain  the  Senate 
for  only  a  moment.  It  is  not  my  purpose  to  take  part  In 
the  discussion  l)etween  the  Senator  from  Florida  and  the 
Senator  from  Montana,  but  with  relation  to  the  general 
question  of  giving  anybody,  the  President  or  anybody  else, 
fio-called  full  wartime  powers  and  things  of  that  kind.  I  wish 
.to  remind  the  Senate  that  the  Constitution  means  the  same 
thing  in  time  of  war  that  it  means  in  time  of  peace. 

Senators  are  familiar,  no  doubt,  and  yet  it  is  well  to  have 
them  reminded  of  the  case  of  Ex  parte  Miiiigan.  in  which 
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'  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  overruled  the  action 
'   of  Mr.  Lincoln. 

Mr.  BONK  I  siiggest  that  the  Senator  put  the  case  in 
the  Record. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  First.  I  wish  to  comment  briefly.  It  is 
true  that  Mr.  Lincoln.  In  the  War  between  the  States,  exer- 
cised very  wide  powers,  but  some  of  those  powers  were  exer- 
cised  unconstitutionally  because  he  had  the  military  power 
back  of  him.  I  am  not  criticizing  Mr.  Lincciln.  No  doubt  he 
thought  he  had  the  power  to  do  it;  but  the  Supreme  Court 
held  that  he  did  not  have  the  jxjwer  to  do  it. 

The  case  of  Ex  parte  Milligan  relates  to  a  man  by  the 
name  of  Milligan  who  was  a  resident  of  the  State  of  Indiana. 
He  was  a  so-called  Copperhead.  He  was  not  in  sympathy 
with  the  position  of  the  Union,  and  he  was  troublesome,  so 
Mr.  Lincoln  had  him  arrested  by  the  m.illtary  conmiander  of 
the  district  of  Indiana  and  haled  before  a  military  court.  He 
was  tried  by  court  martial  and  sentenced  to  hang.  Finally, 
after  the  war  was  over,  Milligan,  being  still  alive  but  still  in 
jail,  was  able  to  obtain  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  to  the  circuit 
court  of  Indiana,  and  on  appeal  he  brought  his  case  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  He  came  Into  that 
Court,  as  it  were,  with  a  rope  around  his  neck,  but  he  went 
out  a  free  man.  The  case  was  remanded  to  the  civil  courts  of 
Indiana. 

I  wish  to  read  one  paragraph  of  the  opinion.  The  opinion 
was  written  by  Mr.  Justice  David  Davis,  appointed  to  the 
Supreme  Court  by  Mr.  Lincoln  himself.  David  Davis  was  a 
lawyer  in  Illinois,  and  he  and  Lincoln  rode  the  circuit  to- 
gether. They  were  personal,  hitimate  friends,  and  Lincoln 
put  him  on  the  Supreme  Court;  but  in  a  case  affecting  the 
exercise  of  power  by  Mr.  Lincoln.  Mr.  Justice  Davis  ruled 
against  Mr.  Lincoln.  Later  I  shall  ask  leave  to  have  the 
entire  opinion  printed  in  the  Record;  but  at  this  point  I  wish 
to  read  these  words  of  Mr.  Justice  Davis,  which  ring  like  a 
bugle  call: 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  is  a  law  for  rulers  and 
people,  equally  in  war  and  In  peace,  and  covers  with  the  shield  of 
Its  protection  all  classes  of  men.  at  aU  times,  and  under  aU  circum- 
stances. No  doctrine.  Involving  more  pernicious  consequences  was 
ever  invented  by  the  wit  of  man  than  that  any  of  its  provisions 
can  be  suspended  during  any  of  the  great  exlKencles  of  govern- 
ment. Such  a  doctrine  leads  directly  to  anarchy  or  despotism 
but  the  theory  of  necessity  on  which  It  Is  l>ased  Is  false;  for  the 
Government  within  the  Constitution,  has  aU  the  powers  granted 
to  it,  which  are  necessary  to  preserve  lU  existence;  as  has  been 
happily  proved  by  the  restilt  of  the  great  effort  to  throw  off  Its  lust 
authority.  * 

In  fairness.  I  think  I  ought  to  say  that  while  that  was  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  there  was  a  dissenting  opinion. 
When  I  ask  to  have  the  opinion  printed.  I  think  in  fairness 
I  should  ask  to  have  the  dissenting  opinion  printed  along 
with  it;  so  I  ask  leave  that  the  opinions  in  the  case  of  Ex 
parte  Milligan  may  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 
I  confine  the  request  to  the  opinions,  because  there  are  long 
statements  of  fact,  argiunents.  and  briefs  of  the  lawyers 
which  are  not  important  at  this  time. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  opinion  of  the  Court  and 
the  dissenting  opinion  may  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  opinions  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

At  the  close  of  the  last  term  the  Chief  Justice  announced  the 
order  of  the  Court  In  this  and  In  two  other  slmUar  cases  (those 
of  Bowles  and  Horsey)  as  follows: 

1.  That  on  the  facts  stated  in  said  petition  and  exhibits  a 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  ought  to  be  issued,  according  to  the 
prayer  of  the  said  petitioner. 

2.  That  on  the  facu  suted  In  the  said  petition  and  exhibits 
the  said  Milligan  ought  to  be  discharged  from  custody  as  In  said 
petition  is  prayed,  according  to  the  act  of  Congress  passed 
March  3,  1863,  entitled.  "An  act  relating  to  habeas  corpus  and 
regulating  Judicial  proceedings  In  certain  cases." 

3.  That  on  the  facts  stated  in  said  petition  and  exhibits,  the 
mUltary  commission  mentioned  therein  had  no  Jurisdiction  legally 
to  try  and  sentence  said  Milligan  In  the  manner  and  form  as  la 
said  petition  and  exhibits  are  stated. 

At  the  opening  of  the  present  term,  opinions  were  delivered. 
Mr.  Justice  Davis  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  Court. 
On  the  10th  day  of  May  1865  Lambdln  P.  Milligan  presented  a 
petition  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District 
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of  Indiana,  to  be  discharged  from  an  alleged  unlawful  Imprison- 
ment. The  case  made  by  the  petition  is  this:  Mllllgan  Is  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States:  has  lived  for  20  years  in  Indiana; 
and,  at  the  time  of  the  grlerances  compKlned  of.  was  not,  and 
never  had  been  In  the  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United 
SUtes.  On  the  5th  day  of  October  1864,  while  at  home,  he  was 
arrested  by  order  of  Gen.  Alvin  P.  Hovey,  commanding  the  mili- 
tary district  of  Indiana;  and  has  ever  since  been  kept  In  close 
confinement. 

On  the  2l8t  day  of  October  1864  he  was  brought  before  a  mili- 
tary commission,  convened  at  Indianapolis,  by  order  of  General 
Hovey,  tried  on  certain  charges  and  specifications;  found  guilty, 
and  sentenced  to  be  hanged:  and  the  sentence  ordered  to  be 
executed  on  Friday,  the  19th  day  of  May  1865. 

On  the  2d  day  of  January  1865,  after  the  proceedings  of  the 
military  commission  were  at  an  end,  the  Circuit  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  Indiana  met  at  Indianapolis  and  empaneled  a 
grand  Jury,  who  were  charged  to  Inquire  whether  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  had  been  violated:  and.  If  so,  to  make  presentments. 
The  court  adjourned  on  the  27th  day  of  January,  having,  prior 
thereto,  discharged  from  further  service  the  grand  Jury,  who  did 
not  find  any  bill  of  indictment  or  make  any  presentment  against 
Milligan  for  any  offense  whatever:  and.  In  fact,  since  his  impris- 
onment, no  bill  of  indictment  has  been  found  or  presentment  made 
against  him  by  any  grand  Jury  of  the  United  States. 

Mllllgan  Insists  that  said  military  commission  had  no  Jurisdic- 
tion to  try  him  upon  the  charges  preferred,  or  upon  any  charges 
whatever:  because  he  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  the 
State  of  Indiana,  and  had  not  been,  since  the  commencement  of 
the  late  Rebellion,  a  resident  of  any  of  the  States  whose  citizens 
^  were  arrayed  against  the  Government,  and  that  the  right  of  trial  by 
Jtiry  was  guaranteed  to  him  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States. 

The  prayer  of  the  petition  was  that  under  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  March  3,  1863,  entitled  "An  act  relating  to  habeas  corpus 
and  regulating  Judicial  proceedings  In  certain  cases."  he  may  be 
brought  before  the  court,  and  either  turned  over  to  the  proper  civil 
tribunal  to  be  proceeded  against  according  to  the  law  of  the  land 
or  discharged  from  custody  altogether. 

With  the  petition  were  filed  the  order  for  the  commission,  the 
charges  and  specifications,  the  findings  of  the  coxirt,  with  the  order 
of  the  War  Department  reciting  that  the  sentence  was  approved  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  directing  that  it  be  carried 
Into  execution  without  delay.  The  petition  was  presented  and  filed 
in  open  court  by  the  counsel  for  Milllf,an;  at  the  same  time  the 
district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  Indiana  appeared  and. 
by  the  agreement  of  counsel,  the  application  was  submitted  to  the 
court.  The  opinions  of  the  judges  of  the  circuit  court  were  opposed 
on  three  questions,  which  are  certified  to  the  Supreme  Court : 

1.  "On  the  facts  stated  in  said  petition  and  exhibits,  ought  a  writ 
of  habeas  corpus  to  be  issued?" 

2.  "On  the  facts  stated  in  said  petition  and  exhibits,  ought  the 
said  Lambdin  P.  Mllllgan  to  be  discharged  from  custody  as  in  said 
petition  prayed?" 

3.  "Whether,  upon  the  facts  stated  In  said  petition  and  exhibits, 
the  military  commission  mentioned  therein  had  Jurisdiction  legally 
to  try  and  sentence  said  Milligan  in  manner  and  form  as  In  said 
petition  and  exhibits  is  stated?" 

The  Importance  of  the  main  question  presented  by  this  rf»cord 
cannot  be  overstated,  for  it  Involves  the  very  framework  of  the 
Government  and  the  fundamental  principles  of  American  liberty. 

During  the  late  wicked  rebellion,  the  temper  of  the  times  did 
not  allow  that  calmness  In  deliberation  and  discussion  so  necessary 
to  a*  correct  conclusion  of  a  purely  Judicial  question.  Then,  con- 
siderations of  safety  were  mingled  with  the  exercise  of  power  and 
feelings  and  interests  prevailed  which  are  happily  terminated".  Now 
that  the  public  safety  is  assured,  this  question,  as  well  as  all  others, 
can  be  discussed  and  decided  without  passion  or  the  admixture  of 
any  element  not  required  to  form  a  legal  Judgment.  We  approach 
the  investigation  of  this  case  fully  sensible  of  the  magnitude  of  the 
Inquiry  and  the  necessity  of  full  and  cautious  deliberation. 

But  we  are  met  with  a  preliminary  objection.  It  is  Insisted  that 
the  circuit  court  of  Indiana  had  no  authority  to  certify  these 
questions,  and  that  we  are  without  jurisdiction  to  hear  and  deter- 
mine them. 

The  sixth  section  of  the  "Act  to  amend  the  Judicial  system  of  the 
United  States."  approved  April  29,  1802,  declares  "that  whenever 
any  question  shall  occur  before  a  circuit  court  upon  which  the 
opinions  of  the  judges  shall  be  opposed,  the  point  upon  which  the 
disagreement  shall  happen,  shall,  during  the  same  term,  upon  the 
request  of  either  party,  or  their  counsel,  be  stated  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  judges  and  certified  under  the  seal  of  the  court  to  the 
Supreme  Court  at  their  next  session  to  be  held  thereafter:  and 
shall  by  the  said  Court  be  finally  decided:  and  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  and  their  order  In  the  premises  shall  be  remitt€d 
to  the  circuit  court,  and  be  there  entered  of  record,  and  shall  have 
effect  according  to  the  nature  of  the  said  judgment  and  order: 
Provided.  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  prevent  the  cause 
from  proceeding.  If,  in  the  opinion  of  the  court,  further  proceedings 
can  be  had  without  prejudice  to  the  merits." 

It  Is  under  this  provision  of  law  that  a  circuit  court  has  authority 
to  certify  any  question  to  the  Supreme  Court  for  adjudication. 
The  Inquiry,  therefore,  is  whether  the  case  oi  Milligan  is  brought 
within  Its  terms. 

It  was  admitted  at  the  bar  that  the  circuit  court  had  jurisdic- 
tion to  entertain  the  application  for  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus 


and  to  hear  and  determine  It:  and  It  could  not  be  denied:  for  the 
power  is  expressly  given  In  the  fourteenth  section  of  the  Judiciary 
Act  of  1789,  as  well  as  In  the  later  act  of  1863.  Chief  Justice  Mar- 
shall, In  Bollman's  case,*  construed  this  branch  of  the  Judiciary 
Act  to  authorize  the  courts,  as  well  as  the  judges,  to  Issue  the  wr4t 
for  the  purpose  of  Inquiring  into  the  cause  of  the  commitment;  and 
this  construction  has  never  been  departed  from.  But,  It  Is  main- 
tained with  earnestness  and  ability,  that  a  certificate  of  division 
of  opinion  can  occur  only  In  a  cause;  and  that  the  proceedings  by  a 
party,  moving  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  does  not  become  a  cause 
until  after  the  writ  has  been  Issued  and  a  return  made. 

Independently  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  of  March 
3,  1863,  relating  to  habeas  corpus,  on  which  the  petitioner  bases  his 
claim  for  relief,  and  which  we  will  presently  consider,  can  this 
position  be  sustained? 

It  is  true,  that  it  is  usual  for  a  court,  on  application  for  a  writ 
of  hat>eas  corpus,  to  issue  the  writ,  and,  on  the  return,  to  dispose 
of  the  case:  but  the  court  can  elect  to  waive  the  Issuing  of  the 
writ  and  consider  whether.  ufKin  the  facts  presented  In  the  peti- 
tion, the  prisoner.  If  brought  before  it,  could  be  discharged.  One 
of  the  very  points  on  which  the  case  of  Tobias  Watklns.  reported 
In  3  Peters,-  turned,  was,  whether.  If  the  writ  was  Issued,  the  peti- 
tioner would  be  remanded  upon  the  case  which  he  had  made. 

The  Chief  Justice,  In  delivering  the  opinion  of  the  Court,  said: 
"The  cause  of  imprisonment  is  shown  as  fully  by  the  petitioner 
as  it  could  appear  on  the  return  of  the  writ;  consequently  the 
writ  ought  not  to  be  awarded  If  the  court  is  satisfied  that  the 
prisoner  would  be  remanded  to  prison." 

The  Judges  of  the  circuit  court  of  Indiana  were,  therefore, 
warranted  by  an  express  decision  of  this  coxirt  In  refusing  the 
writ.  If  satisfied  that  the  prisoner,  on  his  own  showing,  was 
rightfully  detained. 

But.  it  Is  contended,  if  they  differed  about  the  lawfulness  of 
the  imprisonment,  and  could  render  no  judgment,  the  prisoner  is 
remediless;  and  cannot  have  the  disputed  question  certified  under 
the  act  of  1802  His  remedy  is  complete  by  writ  of  error  or  appeal, 
if  the  court  renders  a  final  judgment  refusing  to  discharge  him; 
but  if  he  should  be  so  unfortunate  as  to  be  placed  In  the  predica- 
ment of  having  the  court  divided  on  the  question  whether  he 
should  live  or  die,  he  is  hopeless  and  without  remedy.  He  wishes 
the  vital  question  settled,  not  by  a  single  judge  at  his  chambers, 
but  by  the  highest  tribunal  known  to  the  Constitution;  and  yet 
the  privilege  is  denied  him;  because  the  circuit  cotirt  consisU  of 
two  judges  instead  of  one. 

Such  a  result  was  not  in  the  contemplation  of  the  legislature  of 
1802;  and  the  language  used  by  it  cannot  be  construed  to  mean 
any  such  thing.  The  clause  under  consideration  was  Introduced 
to  further  the  ends  of  justice,  by  obtaining  a  speedy  settlement 
of  Important  questions  where  the  Judges  might  be  opposed  In 
opinion. 

The  act  of  1802  so  changed  the  judicial  system  that  the  circuit 
court.  Instead  of  three,  was  composed  of  two  judges;  and.  without 
this  provision  or  a  kindred  one.  if  the  Judges  differed,  the  difference 
would  remain,  the  question  be  unsettled,  and  Justice  denied.  The 
decisions  of  this  court  upon  the  provisions  of  this  section  have  been 
numerous.  In  United  States  v.  Daniel,'  the  court.  In  holding  that 
a  division  of  the  judges  on  a  motion  for  a  new  trial  could  not  be 
certified,  says:  "That  the  question  must  he  one  which  arises  in  a 
cause  depending  before  the  court  relative  to  a  proceeding  belonging 
to  the  cau.se."  Testing  Mllligan's  case  by  this  rule  of  law.  is  It  not 
apparent  that  it  is  rightfully  here;  and  that  we  are  compelled  to 
answer  the  questions  on  which  the  judges  below  were  opposed  in 
opinion?  If.  In  the  sense  of  the  law,  the  proceeding  for  the  writ 
of  habeas  corpus  was  the  cause  of  the  party  applying  for  It,  then 
It  is  evident  that  the  cause  was  pending  before  the  court  and 
that  the  questions  certified  arose  out  of  It,  belonged  to  It  and 
were  matters  of  right  and  not  of  discretion. 

But  it  is  argued  that  the  proceeding  does  not  ripen  Into  a  cause 
until  there  are  two  parties  to  It. 

This  we  deny.  It  was  the  cause  of  Mllllgan  when  the  petitiofc 
was  presented  to  the  circuit  court.  It  would  have  been  the  cause 
of  both  parties  If  the  court  had  Issued  the  writ  and  brought  those 
who  held  Mllllgan  In  custody  before  it.  Webster  defines  the  word 
"cause"  thus:  "A  suit  or  action  in  court;  any  legal  process  which 
a  party  Institutes  to  obtain  his  demand,  or  by  which  he  seeks  his 
right  or  supposed  rlght"-«nd  he  says,  "this  Is  a  legal,  scriptural 
and  popular  use  of  the  word,  coinciding  nearly  with  case  from 
cado,  and  action,  from  ago.  to  urge  and  drive." 

In  any  legal  sense,  action,  suit,  and  cause  are  convertible  terms 
Milligan  supposed  he  had  a  right  to  test  the  validity  of  hlB  trial 
a^d  sentence;  and  the  proceeding  which  he  set  In  operation  for 
that  purpose  was  his  "cause"  or  "suit."  It  was  the  only  one  by 
which  he  could  recover  his  liberty.  He  was  powerless  to  do  more- 
he  could  neither  instruct  the  judges  nor  control  their  action  and 
should  not  suffer,  because,  without  fault  of  his,  they  were  unable 
to  render  a  judgment.  But  the  true  meaning  to  the  term  "suit" 
has  been  given  by  this  court.  One  of  the  questions  In  Weston  v 
CUy  Council  of  Charleston.*  was.  whether  a  writ  of  prohibition  was 
a  suit;  and  Chief  Justice  Marshall  says:  "The  term  is  certainly  a 
comprehensive  one,  and  is  understood  to  apply  to  any  proceeding 

'  4  Cranch  75. 
•Page   193. 
'  6  Wheaton.  542. 
•2  Peters.  449. 
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In  a  court  of  }tistlce  by  which  an  Individual  pursues  that  remedy 
which  the  law  affords  him."  Certainly,  Milligan  pursued  the  only 
remedy  which  the  law  afforded  him. 

Again,  In  Cohens  v.  Vir0nia*  he  says:  "In  law  langtiage  a  suit 
to  the  prosecution  of  some  demand  In  a  court  of  Jtistlce."  Also, 
•T\)  commence  a  suit  Is  to  demand  something  by  the  Institution 
of  process  In  a  court  of  Justice;  and  to  prosecute  the  «ult  Is  to 
continue  that  demand."  When  Milligan  demanded  his  release  by 
the  proceeding  relating  to  habeas  corpus,  he  commenced  a  suit; 
and  he  has  since  prosecuted  It  in  all  the  ways  known  to  the  law. 
One  of  the  questions  In  Holmes  v,  Jennison  et  al.*  was  whether, 
xinder  the  twenty-fifth  section  of  the  Judiciary  Act,  a  proceeding 
fw  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  a  "svut."  Chief  Justice  Taney 
held  that,  "if  a  party  Is  unlawfully  Imprisoned,  the  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  Is  his  appropriate  legal  remedy.  It  is  his  suit  In  court  to 
recover  his  liberty."  There  was  much  diversity  of  opinion  on 
another  ground  of  Jurisdiction;  but  that.  In  the  sense  of  the 
twenty-fifth  section  of  the  Judiciary  Act,  the  proceeding  by  habeas 
corptis  was  a  suit,  was  not  controverted  by  any  except  Baldwin, 
Jxistlce,  and  he  thought  that  "suit"  and  "cause"  as  used  In  the 
section,  mean  the  same  thing. 

The  courts  do  not  say  that  a  return  must  be  made  and  the  parties 
appear  and  begin  to  try  the  case  before  It  Is  a  suit.  When  the  peti- 
tion Is  filed  and  the  writ  prayed  for,  It  is  a  sxiit — the  suit  of  the 
party  making  the  application.  If  it  Is  a  suit  under  the  twenty- 
fifth  section  of  the  Judiciary  Act  when  the  proceedings  are  l>egun, 
it  Is.  by  all  the  analogies  of  the  law.  equally  a  suit  under- the  sixth 
section  of  the  act  of  1802. 

But  It  is  argued  that  there  must  be  two  parties  to  the  suit,  be- 
cause the  point  is  to  be  stated  upon  the  request  of  "either  party  or 
their  counsel." 

Such  a  literal  and  technical  construction  would  defeat  the  very 
purpose  the  legislature  had  in  view,  which  was  to  enable  any  party 
to  bring  the  case  here,  when  the  point  in  controversy  was  a  matter 
of  right  and  not  of  discretion;  and  the  words  "either  party,"  In 
order  to  prevent  a  failure  of  Justice,  must  be  construed  as  words  of 
enlargement,  and  not  of  restriction.  Although  this  case  is  here  ex 
parte,  it  was  not  considered  by  the  court  below  without  notice 
having  t>een  given  to  the  party  supposed  to  have  an  interest  in  the 
detention  of  the  prisoner.  The  statements  of  the  record  show  that 
this  is  not  only  a  fair,  but  conclusiTe  inference.  When  the  counsel 
for  Milligan  presented  to  the  court  the  petition  for  the  writ  of 
habeas  corpus.  Mr.  Hanna,  the  District  Attorney  for  Indiana,  also 
appeared:  and,  by  agreement,  the  application  was  submitted  to  the 
court,  who  took  the  case  under  advisement,  and  on  the  next  day 
announced  their  inability  to  agree,  and  made  the  certificate.  It  is 
clear  that  Mr.  Hanna  did  not  represent  the  petitioner,  and  why  Is 
his  appearance  entered?  It  admits  of  no  other  solution  than  this — 
that  he  was  inionned  of  the  application,  and  appeared  on  behalf  of 
tbe  Government  to  contest  It.  The  Government  was  the  proeecutor 
Of  Mllllgan.  who  claimed  that  his  imprisonment  was  illegal;  and 
■ought,  in  the  only  way  he  could,  to  recover  his  liberty.  The  case 
was  a  grave  one;  and  the  court,  unquestionably,  directed  that  the 
law  offlctr  of  the  Government  should  be  informed  of  it.  He  very 
properly  appeared,  and,  as  the  facts  were  uncontroverted  and  the 
difBculty  was  in  the  application  of  the  law,  there  was  no  useful 
purp>o8e  to  be  obtained  In  issuing  the  writ.  The  cause  was,  there- 
fore, submitted  to  the  court  for  their  consideration  and  determi- 
nation. 

But  Mllllgan  claimed  his  discharge  from  custody  by  virtue  of  the 
act  of  Congress  "relating  to  habeas  corpus,  and  regtilatlng  judicial 
proceedings  In  certain  cases."  approved  March  3.  1863.  Did  that  act 
confer  jurisdiction  on  the  Circuit  Court  of  Indiana  to  hear  this 
case? 

In  Interpretftig  a  law,  the  .motives  which  must  have  operated 
u-lth  the  Isgtihiture  in  passing  it  are  proper  to  be  considered.  This 
law  was  passed  in  a  time  of  great  national  peril,  when  our  heritage 
of  free  government  was  in  danger.  An  armed  rebellion  against 
the  national  authority,  of  greater  proportions  than  history  affords 
an  example  of,  was  raging;  and  the  public  safety  required  that  the 
privilege  of  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  should  be  suspended.  The 
President  had  practically  stispended  It,  and  detained  suspected  per- 
sons in  custody  without  trial;  but  his  authority  to  do  this  was 
questioned.  It  was  claimed  that  Congress  alone  could  exercise  this 
power;  and  that  the  legislature,  and  not  the  President,  should  Judge 
of  the  political  considerations  on  which  the  right  to  suspend  It 
rested.    The  privilege  of  this  great  writ  had  never  before  been 

withheld  from  the  citizens;  and  as  the  exigence  of  the  times  de- 
manded immediate  action,  it  was  of  the  highest  importance  that 
the  lawfulness  of  the  suspension  should  be  fully  established.  It 
was  under  these  circumstances,  which  were  such  as  to  arrest  the 
attention  of  the  country,  that  this  law  was  passed.  The  President 
was  authorized  by  It  to  siispend  the  privilege  of  the  writ  of  habeas 
corpxia.  whenever,  in  his  judgment,  the  public  safety  required;  and 
he  did.  by  proclamation,  bearing  date  the  15th  of  8eptemt)er.  1863. 
reciting,  among  other  things,  the  authority  of  this  statute,  suspend 
It.  The  suspension  of  the  writ  does  not  authorize  the  arrest  of  any- 
one, but  simply  denies  to  one  arrested  tbe  privilege  of  this  writ  in 
order  to  obtain  his  Uberty. 

It  Is  proper,  therefore,  to  inquire  under  what  circumstances  the 
courts  could  rightfully  refuse  to  grant  this  writ,  and  when  the  clU- 
aen  was  at  Uberty  to  invoke  its  aid. 

•6  Wheaton,  264. 
•14  Peters.  640. 


The  second  and  third  sections  of  the  law  are  explicit  on  these 
points.  The  language  used  is  plain  and  direct,  and  the  meaning  of 
the  Congress  cannot  be  mistaken.  The  public  safety  demanded,  if 
the  President  thought  proper  to  arrest  a  suspected  person,  that  he 
should  not  be  required  to  give  the  cause  of  his  detention  on  return 
to  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  But  It  was  not  contemplated  that  such 
person  should  be  detained  In  custody  beyond  a  certain  fixed  period, 
unless  certain  Judicial  proceedings,  known  to  the  common  law.  were 
commenced  against  him.  The  Secreteries  of  State  and  War  were 
directed  to  furnish  to  the  judges  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States, 
a  list  of  the  names  of  all  parties,  not  prisoners  of  war,  resident  In 
their  respective  jurisdictions,  who  then  were  or  afterward  should 
be  held  in  custody  by  the  authority  of  the  President,  and  who  were 
citizens  of  States  In  which  the  administration  of  the  laws  in  the 
Federal  tribunals  was  unimpaired.  After  the  list  was  furnished,  if 
a  grand  Jury  of  the  district  convened  and  adjourned,  and  did  not 
indict  or  present  one  of  the  persons  thus  named,  he  was  entitled 
to  his  dischargee;  and  It  was  the  duty  of  the  Judge  of  the  court  to 
order  him  brought  before  him  to  be  discharged,  if  he  desired  It. 
The  refusal  or  omission  to  furnish  the  list  could  not  operate  to  the 
injury  of  anyone  who  was  not  Indicted  or  presented  by  the  grand 
jury;  for.  If  20  days  had  elapsed  from  the  time  of  his  arrest  and 
the  termination  of  the  session  of  the  grand  jury,  he  was  equally 
entitled  to  his  discharge  as  if  the  list  were  furnished,  and  any 
credible  person,  on  petition  verified  by  affidavit,  could  obtain  the 
judge's  order  for  that  purpose. 

Mllllgan,  in  his  application  to  be  released  from  Imprisonment, 
averred  the  existence  of  every  fact  necessary  under  the  terms  of  this 
law  to  give  the  circuit  court  of  Indiana  jurisdiction.  If  he  was  de- 
tained in  custody  by  the  order  of  the  President,  otherwise  than 
as  a  prisoner  of  war;  If  .he  was  a  citizen  of  Indiana  and  had  never 
been  in  the  military  or  naval  service,  and  the  grand  jury  of  the 
district  had  met,  after  he  had  been  arrested,  for  a  period  of  20 
days,  and  adjourned  without  taking  any  proceedings  against  him, 
then  the  court  had  the  right  to  entertain  his  petition  and  determine 
the  lawfulness  of  his  Imprisonment.  Because  the  word  "court"  Is 
not  found  in  the  body  of  the  second  section.  It  was  argued  at  the 
bar,  that  the  application  should  have  been  made  to  a  judge  of  the 
court,  and  not  to  the  court  Itself;  but  this  is  not  so,  for  power  Is 
expressly  conferred  in  the  last  proviso  of  the  section  on  the  court 
equally  with  a  judge  of  It  to  discharge  from  imprisonment.  It  was 
the  manifest  design  of  Congress  to  secure  a  certain  remedy  by  which 
anyone  deprived  of  liberty  could  obtain  it.  If  there  was  a  judicial 
failure  to  find  cause  of  offense  against  him.  Courts  are  not  al- 
ways in  session  and  can  adjourn  on  the  discharge  of  the  grand 
jury;  and  before  those  who  are  In  confinement  could  take  proper 
steps  to  procure  their  liberation.  To  provide  for  this  contingency, 
authority  was  given  to  the  judges  out  of  court  to  grant  relief  to  any 
party  who  could  show  that  under  the  law  he  should  he  no  loneer 
restrained  of  his  lll)erty. 

It  was  Insisted  that  Mllligan's  case  was  defective,  because  it  did 
not  state  that  the  list  was  furnished  to  the  Judges;  and,  therefore.  It 
was  impossible  to  say  xmder  which  section  of  the  act  it  was 
presented. 

It  is  not  easy  to  see  how  this  omission  could  affect  the  question 
of  Jurisdiction.  Milligan  could  not  know  that  the  list  was  fur- 
nished, unless  the  judges  volunteered  to  tell  him;  for  the  law  did 
not  require  that  any  record  should  be  made  of  it  or  anybody  but 
the  Judges  Informed  of  it.  Why  aver  the  fact  when  the  truth, 
of  the  matter  was  apparent  to  the  court  without  an  averment? 
How  can  Mllllgan  be  harmed  by  the  absence  of  the  averment,  when 
he  states  that  he  was  under  arrest  for  more  than  60  days  before  the 
court  and  grand  Jury,  which  should  have  considered  his  case, 
met  at  Indianapolis?  It  Is  apparent,  therefore,  that  under  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  of  1863  the  circuit  court  of  Indiana  had  com- 
plete Jurisdiction  to  adjudicate  upon  this  case,  and.  If  the  Judges 
could  not  agree  on  questions  vital  to  the  progress  of  the  cause, 
they  had  the  authority  (as  we  have  shown  in  a  previous  part  of 
this  opinion),  and  it  was  their  duty  to,  certify  those  questions  of 
disagreement  to  this  court  for  final  decision.  It  was  argued  that 
a  final  decision  on  the  question  presented  ought  not  to  be  made, 
because  the  parties  who  were  directly  concerned  in  the  arrest  and 
detention  of  Mllllgan,  were  not  Isefore  the  court;  and  their  rights 
might  be  prejudiced  by  the  answer  which  should  be  given  to  those 
questions.  But  this  court  cannot  know  what  return  will  be  made 
to  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  when  Issued;  and  It  Is  very  clear  that 
no  one  Is  concluded  upon  any  question  that  may  be  raised  to  that 
return.  In  the  sense  of  the  law  of  1802  which  authorized  a  cer- 
tificate of  division,  a  final  decision  means  final  upon  the  points 
certified;  final  upon  the  court  below,  so  that  it  is  estopped  from 
any  adverse  ruling  in  all  the  subsequent  proceedings  of  the  cause. 

But  it  is  said  that  this  case  is  ended,  as  the  presumption  Is,  that 
Mllllgan  was  hanged  In  pursuance  of  the  order  of  the  President. 

Although  we  have  no  Judicial  information  on  the  subject,  yet 
the  Inference  is  that  he  is  alive;  for  otherwise  learned  counsel 
would  not  appear  for  him  and  luge  this  court  to  decide  his  case. 
It  can  never  be  in  this  country  of  written  Constitution  and  laws, 
with  a  Judicial  department  to  interpret  them,  that  any  Chief 
Magistrate  would  be  so  far  forgetful  of  his  duty,  as  to  order  the 
execution  of  a  man  who  denied  the  Jurisdiction  that  tried  and 
convicted  him,  after  his  case  was  before  Federal  Judges  with  prawer 
to  decide  It,  who,  being  unable  to  agree  on  the  grave  questions 
involved,  had.  according  to  known  law.  sent  It  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  decision.  But  even  the  suggestion 
is  Injtirlous  to  the  Executive,  and  we  dlsmlfis  It  from  lurther 
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consideration.     There  Is.   therefore,   nothing   to  hinder  this  coixrt 
from  an  investigation  of  the  merits  of  this  controversy. 

The  controlling  question  in  the  case  is  this:  Upwn  the  facts 
slated  In  Milligan's  petition  and  the  exhibits  filed,  had  the  mili- 
tary commis&lon  mentioned  in  It  Jurisdiction.  legally,  to  try  and 
sentence  hUn?  MlUlgan.  not  a  resident  of  one  of  the  rebellious 
States  or  a  prisoner  of  war.  but  a  citizen  of  Indiana  for  20  years 
past  and  never  In  the  military  or  naval  service,  is.  while  at  his 
home,  arrested  by  the  military  power  of  the  United  States,  impris- 
oned, and.  on  certain  criminal  charges  preferred  against  him. 
tried,  convicted,  and  sentenced  to  be  hanged  by  a  military  com- 
mission, organized  under  the  direction  of  the  military  commander 
of  the  military  district  of  Indiana.  Had  this  tribunal  the  legal 
power  and  authority  to  try  and  punish  this  man? 

No  graver  question  was  ever  considered  by  this  court,  nor  one 
which  more  nearly  concerns  the  rights  of  the  whole  people,  for  It 
is  the  birthright  of  every  American  citizen  when  charged  with  crime 
to  be  tried  and  punished  according  to  law.  The  power  of  punish- 
ment is  alone  through  the  means  which  the  laws  have  provided  for 
that  purpose,  and  if  they  are  ineffectual  there  Is  an  Immunity  from 
punishment,  no  matter  how  great  an  offender  the  Individual  may 
be  or  how  much  his  crimes  may  have  shocked  the  sense  of  Justice 
of  the  country  or  endangered  its  safety.  By  the  protection  of  the 
law  human  rights  are  secured;  withdraw  that  protection  and  they 
are  at  the  mercy  of  wicked  rulers  or  the  clamor  of  an  excited  people. 
If  there  was  law  to  Jtistify  this  military  trial,  it  is  not  our  province 
to  interfere;  If  there  was  not,  It  Is  ovir  duty  to  declare  the  nullity 
of  the  whole  proceedings.  The  decision  of  this  question  does  not 
depend  on  argument  or  Judicial  precedents,  numerous  and  highly 
illustrative  as  they  are.  These  precedents  inform  us  of  the  extent 
of  the  struggle  to  preserve  liberty  and  to  relieve  those  in  civil  life 
from  military  trials.  The  founders  of  our  Government  were  familiar 
with  the  history  of  that  struggle  and  secured  in  a  written  consti- 
tution every  right  which  the  people  had  wrested  from  power  during 
a  contest  of  ages.  By  that  Ck>nstltution  and  the  laws  authorized 
by  it.  this  question  must  t)e  determined.  The  provisions  of  that 
Instrtiment  on  the  administration  of  criminal  Justice  are  too  plain 
and  direct  to  leave  room  for  misconstruction  or  doubt  of  their  true 
meaning.  Those  applicable  to  this  case  are  found  in  that  clause  of 
the  original  Constitution,  which  says,  "that  the  trial  of  all  crimes, 
except  in  case  of  Impeachment,  shall  be  by  Jury";  and  In  the  fourth, 
fifth,  and  sixth  articles  of  the  amendments.  The  fourth  proclaims 
the  right  to  be  secure  in  person  and  effects  against  unreasonable 
search  and  seizure  and  directs  that  a  Judicif.l  warrant  sliall  not  issue 
"without  proof  of  probable  cause  supported  by  oath  or  affirmation." 
The  flfth  declares  "that  no  person  shall  be  held  to  answer  for  a 
capital  or  otherwise  Infamous  crime  unless  on  presentment  by  a 
grand  Jury,  except  in  cases  arising  in  the  land  or  naval  forces,  or 
in  the  Militia,  when  in  actual  service  In  time  of  war  or  public 
danger,  nor  be  deprived  of  life,  liberty,  or  property,  without  due 
process  of  law."  And  the  sixth  guarantees  the  right  of  trial  by 
Jury,  In  such  manner  and  with  such  regulations  that  with  upright 
Judges,  impartial  Jvirles,  and  an  able  bar,  the  innocent  will  be  saved 
and  the  guilty  pimlshed.  It  is  in  these  words:  "In  all  criminal 
prosecutions  the  accused  shall  enjoy  the  right  to  a  speedy  and 
public  trial  by  an  Impartial  Jury  of  the  State  and  district  wherein 
the  crime  shall  have  been  committed,  which  district  shall  have  been 
previously  ascertained  by  law,  and  to  be  Informed  of  the  nature 
and  cause  of  the  accusation,  to  be  confronted  with  the  witnesses 
against  him,  to  have  compulsory  process  for  obtaining  witnesses  In 
his  favor,  and  to  have  the  assistance  of  counsel  for  his  defense." 
These  securities  for  personal  llt)erty  thus  embodied,  were  such  as 
wisdom  and  experience  had  demonstrated  to  be  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  those  accused  of  crime.  And  so  strong  was  the  sense 
of  the  country  of  their  importance,  and  so  Jealous  were  the  people 
that  these  rights,  highly  prized,  might  be  denied  them  by  Implica- 
tion, that  when  the  original  Constitution  was  proposed  for  adoption 
It  encountered  severe  opposition;  and,  but  for  the  belief  that  it 
would  be  so  amended  as  to  embrace  them,  it  would  never  have  been 
ratified. 

Time  haa  proven  the  discernment  of  our  ancestors;  for  even 
these  provisions,  expressed  in  such  plain  English  words,  that  It 
would  seem  the  ingenuity  of  man  could  not  evade  them,  are  now, 
after  the  la{}se  of  more  than  70  years,  sought  to  be  avoided.  Those 
great  and  good  men  foresaw  that  troublous  times  would  arise,  when 
rulers  and  people  would  become  restive  under  restraint,  and  seek 
by  sharp  and  decisive  measures  to  accomplish  ends  deemed  Just 
and  proper;  and  that  the  principles  of  constitutional  liberty  would 
be  In  peril,  unless  established  by  Irrepealable  law.  The  history 
of  the  world  had  taught  them  that  what  was  done  in  the  past 
might  be  attempted  In  the  future.  "The  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  is  a  law  for  rulers  and  people,  equally  in  war  and 
In  peace,  and  covers  with  the  shield  of  its  protection  all  classes 
of  men,  at  all  times,  and  under  all  circumstances."  No  doctrine. 
Involving  Aiore  perniciotis  consequences,  was  ever  invented  by 
.  the  wit  of  man  than  that  any  of  Its  provisions  can  be  suspended 
during  any  of  the  great  exigencies  of  government.  Such  a  doc- 
trine leads  directly  to  anarchy  or  despotism,  but  the  theory  of 
necessity  on  which  It  Is  based  Is  falser  for  the  Government,  within 
the  Constitution,  has  all  the  powers  granted  to  It.  which  are  neces- 
sary to  preserve  Its  existence,  as  has  been  happily  proved  by  the 
result  of  the  great  effort  to  throw  off^lts  Just  authority. 

Have  any  of  the  rights  guaranteed   by  the  Constitution   been 
violated  In  the  case  of  Mllllgan?  and  if  so.  what  are  they? 

Every   trial    Involves    the    exercise    of    Judicial    power;    and   from 
What  source  did  the  military  commission  that  tried  him  derive 


their  authority?  Certainly  no  part  of  the  Judicial  power  of  the 
coimtry  was  conferred  on  them,  because  the  Constitution  ex» 
pressly  vests  it  "in  one  Supreme  Court  and  such  Inferior  courts 
as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  ordain  and  establish."  and 
It  Is  not  pretended  that  the  commission  was  a  court  ordained  and 
established  by  Congress.  They  cannot  Justify  on  the  mandate  of 
the  President  because  he  is  controlled  by  law  and  has  his  appro- 
priate sphere  of  duty,  ^rhich  Is  to  execute,  not  to  make,  the  laws; 
and  there  is  "no  unwritten  criminal  code  to  which  resort  can  be 
had  as  a  source  of  Jurisdiction." 

But  it  is  said  that  the  Jurisdiction  is  complete  tinder  the  laws  and 
usages  of  war. 

It  can  serve  no  useful  purpose  to  Inquire  what  those  laws  and 
usages  are.  whence  they  originated,  where  found,  and  on  whom 
they  operate;  they  can  never  be  applied  to  citizens  in  States  which 
have  upheld  the  authority  of  the  Government,  and  where  the 
courts  are  open  and  their  process  unobstructed.  This  court  has 
Judicial  knowledge  that  in  Indiana  the  Federal  authority  was 
always  unopposed,  and  its  courts  always  open  to  hear  crlmrinal  accu- 
sations and  redress  grievances;  and  no  usage  of  war  could  sanction 
a  military  trial  there  for  any  offence  whatever  of  a  citizen  In  civil 
life.  In  nowise  connected  with  the  military  service.  Congress  could 
grant  no  such  power,  and  to  the  honor  of  our  National  Legislature 
be  it  said,  it  has  never  been  provoked  by  the  state  of  the  country 
even  to  attempt  its  exercise.  One  of  the  plainest  constitutional  pro- 
visions was.  therefore,  infringed  when  Mllllgan  was  tried  by  a  covirt 
not  ordained  and  established  by  Congress,  and  not  composed  of 
Judges  appointed  during  good  behavior. 

Why  was  he  not  delivered  to  the  Circuit  Court  of  Indisma  to  be 
proceeded  against  according  to  law?  No  reason  of  necessity  could 
be  urged  against  it.  because  Congress  had  declared  penalties  against 
the  offences  charged,  provided  for  their  punishment,  and  directed 
that  court  to  hear  and  determine  them.  And  soon  after  this  mili- 
tary tribunal  was  ended,  the  circuit  court  met.  peacefully  trans- 
acted Its  business,  and  adjourned.  It  needed  no  bayonets  to  pro- 
tect It,  and  required  no  military  aid  to  execute  Its  Judgments.  It 
was  held  in  a  State,  eminently  distinguished  for  patriotism,  by 
Judges  commissioned  during  the  Rebellion,  who  were  provided  with 
Juries,  upright.  Intelligent,  and  selected  by  a  marshal  appointed  by 
the  President.  The  Government  had  no  right  to  conclude  tbat 
Mllllgan,  If  guilty,  would  not  receive  in  that  court  merited  punish- 
ment, for  Its  records  disclose  that  It  was  constantly  engaged  in  the 
trial  of  similar  offenses,  and  was  never  Interrupted  In  Its  admin- 
istration of  criminal  Justice. 

If  it  was  dangerous,  in  the  distracted  condition  of  affairs,  to 
leave  Mllllgan  unrestrained  of  his  liberty,  because  he  "conspired 
against  the  government,  afforded  aid  and  comfort  to  rebels,  and 
Incited  the  people  to  insurrection."  the  law  said  arrest  him.  confine 
him  closely,  render  him  powerless  to  do  further  mischief;  and  then 
present  his  case  to  the  grand  Jury  of  the  district,  with  proofs  of  his 
guilt,  and  if  indicted,  try  him  according  to  the  course  of  the  com- 
mon law.  If  this  had  been  done,  the  Constitution  would  have  been 
vindicated,  the  law  of  1863  enforced,  and  the  securities  for  per- 
sonal liberty  preserved  and  defended. 

Another  guaranty  of  freedom  was  broken  when  Mllllgan  was 
denied  a  trial  by  Jury.  The  great  minds  of  the  country  have 
differed  on  the  correct  Interpretation  to  be  given  to  various  pro- 
visions of  the  Federal  Constitution;  and  Judicial  decision  has  been 
often  invoked  to  settle  their  true  meaning;  but  until  recently  no 
one  ever  doubted  that  the  right  of  trial  by  Jury  was  fortified  In  the 
organic  law  against  the  power  of  attack.  It  Is  now  assailed;  but 
If  ideas  can  be  expressed  in  words,  and  language  has  any  mean- 
ing, this  right — one  of  the  most  valuable  in  a  free  country — Is 
preserved  to  everyone  accused  of  crime  who  is  not  attached  to  the 
Army,  or  Navy,  or  militia  in  actual  service.  The  sixth  amendment 
affirms  that  "In  all  criminal  prosecutions  the  accused  shall  enjoy 
the  right  to  a  speedy  and  public  trial  by  an  impartial  Jury." 
language  broad  enough  to  embrace  all  persons  and  cases;  but  the 
flfth,  recognizing  the  necessity  of  an  indictment,  or  presentment, 
before  anyone  can  be  held  to  answer  for  high  crimes,  "excepu  cases 
arising  in  the  land  or  naval  forces,  or  in  the  militia,  when  in  actual 
service,  in  time  of  war  or  public  danger";  and  the  framers  of  the 
Constitution,  doubtless,  meant  to  limit  the  right  of  trial  by  Jury, 
in  the  sixth  amendment,  to  those  persons  who  were  subject  to 
indictment  or  presentment  in  the  flfth. 

The  discipline  necessary  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Army  and  Navy, 
required  other  and  swifter  modes  of  trial  than  are  furnished  by 
the  common-law  courts;  and.  in  pursuance  of  the  power  conferred 
by  the  Constitution.  Congress  has  declared  the  kinds  of  trial,  and 
the  manner  in  which  they  shall  be  conducted,  for  offenses  com- 
mitted while  the  party  is  in  the  military  or  naval  service.  Every 
one  connected  with  these  branches  of  the  public  service  is  amenable 
to  the  Jurisdiction  which  Congress  has  created  for  their  govern- 
ment, and,  while  thus  serving,  surrenders  his  right  to  be  tried  by 
the  civil  courts.  All  other  persons,  citizens  of  States  where  the 
courts  are  open.  If  charged  with  crime,  are  guaranteed  the  in- 
estimable privilege  of  trial  by  Jury.  This  privilege  is  a  vital  prin- 
ciple, underlying  the  whole  administration  of  criminal  Justice- 
it  is  not  held  by  sufferance,  and  cannot  be  frittered  away  on  any 
plea  of  state  or  political  necessity.  When  peace  prevails,  and  the 
authority  of  the  Government  is  undisputed,  there  is  no  difficulty  of 
preserving  the  safeguards  of  liberty;  for  the  ordinary  modes  of 
trial  are  never  neglected,  and  no  one  wishes  it  otherwise;  but  if 
society  is  disturbed  by  civil  commotion — If  the  passions  of  men 
are  aroused  and  the  restraints  of  law  weakened,  if  not  disregarded — 
these  safeguards  need,  and  should  receive,  the  watchfxil  care  of  those 
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intrusted  with  the  guardianship  of  the  Constlttrtlon  and  laws. 
In  no  other  way  can  we  transmit  to  posterity  unimpaired  the  bless- 
ings of  lil>erty.  consecrated  by  the  sacrifices  of  the  Revolution. 

It  is  claimed  that  martial  law  covers  with  Its  broad  mantle  the 
proceedings  of  this  military  comznission.  The  proposition  is  this: 
That  In  a  time  of  war  the  commander  of  an  armed  force  (if  In  his 
opinion  the  exigencies  of  the  country  demand  It.  and  of  which  he 
tB  to  Judge),  has  the  power,  within  the  lines  ot  his  military  dis- 
trict, to  suspend  all  civil  rights  and  their  remedies,  and  subject 
cltisens  as  well  as  soldiers  to  the  rule  of  his  wUl;  and  in  the  exer- 
cise of  hts  lawful  authority  cannot  be  restrained,  except  by  his 
superior  officer  or  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

If  this  position  Is  sound  to  the  extent  claimed,  then  when  war 
exists,  foreign  or  domestic,  and  the  country  is  subdivided  into  mili- 
tary departnoents  for  mere  conTenlence,  the  commander  of  one  of 
them  can.  if  he  chooses,  within  his  limits,  on  the  plea  of  neoesalty, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Executive,  substitute  mUitary  force  for 
and  to  the  exclusion  of  the  laws,  and  punish  all  persons,  as  he  thinks 
right  and  proper,  without  fixed  or  certain  rules 

The  statement  of  this  proposition  shows  its  Importance;  for.  if 
true,  repubUcan  government  is  a  failure,  and  there  is  an  end  of 
liberty  regulated  by  law.  Martial  law.  established  on  such  a  basis, 
destroys  every  guaranty  of  the  Constitution,  and  effectually  ren- 
ders the  military  Independent  of  and  superior  to  the  civil  power — 
the  attempt  to  do  which  by  the  King  of  Great  Britain  was  deemed 
by  our  fathers  such  an  offense,  that  they  assigned  it  to  the  world 
•s  one  of  the  causes  which  impelled  them  to  declare  their  inde- 
pendence. Civil  liberty  and  this  kind  of  martial  law  cannot  endure 
together;  the  antagonism  is  Irreconcilable:  and,  in  the  conflict,  ons 
or  the  other  must  perish. 

This  Nation,  as  experience  has  proved,  cannot  always  remain  at 
peace  and  has  no  right  to  expect  that  it  will  always  have  wise  and 
humane  rulers,  sincerely  attached  to  the  principles  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, Wicked  men.  ambitious  of  power,  with  hatred  of  liberty  and 
contempt  of  law.  may  fill  the  place  once  occupied  by  Washington 
and  Lincoln;  and  If  this  right  is  conceded,  and  the  calamities  of  war 
again  befall  us.  the  dangers  to  human  liberty  are  frightful  to  con- 
template. If  o\ir  fathers  had  failed  to  provide  for  Just  such  a 
contingency  they  would  have  been  false  to  the  trust  reposed  in  them. 
They  knew — the  history  of  the  world  told  them— the  Nation  they 
were  founding,  be  Its  existence  short  or  long,  would  be  Involved  In 
war;  how  often  or  how  long  continued,  human  foresight  could  no'- 
tell;  and  that  unlimited  power,  wherever  lodged  at  such  a  time,  was 
especially  hazardous  to  freemen.  For  this,  and  other  equally 
weighty  reasons,  they  secxired  the  inheritance  they  had  fought  to 
maintain,  by  incorporating  in  a  written  Constitution  the  safeguards 
which  time  had  proved  were  essential  to  its  preservation.  Not  one 
of  these  safeguards  can  the  President,  or  Congress,  or  the  Judiciary 
disturb,  except  the  one  concerning  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus. 

It  is  essential  to  the  safety  of  every  government  that  in  a  great 
crisis  like  the  one  we  have  Just  passed  through,  there  should  be  a 
power  somewhere  of  suspending  the  vsrit  of  habeas  corpus.  In  every 
war  there  are  men  of  previously  good  character  wicked  enough  to 
counsel  their  fellow  citizens  to  resist  the  measures  deemed  necessary 
by  a  good  government  to  sustain  its  Just  authority  and  overthrow 
Its  enemies;  and  their  Influence  may  lead  to  dangerous  combina- 
tions. 

In  the  emergency  of  the  times,  an  immediate  public  investigation 
according  to  law  may  not  be  possible;  and  yet  the  peril  to  the 
country  may  be  too  Imminent  to  suffer  such  persons  to  go  at  large. 
Unquestionably,  there  is  then  an  exigency  which  demands  that 
the  Government,  if  it  should  see  fit  in  the  exercise  of  a  proper 
discretion  to  make  arrests,  shotild  not  be  required  to  produce  the 
p«w)ns  arrested  in  answer  to  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus.  The  Con- 
stitution goes  no  further.  It  does  not  say  after  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  is  denied  a  citizen,  that  he  shall  be  tried  otherwise  than  by 
the  course  of  the  common  law;  if  it  bad  Intended  this  result,  it 
would  have  been  easy  by  the  use  of  direct  words  to  have  acconr- 
plished  it.  The  illustrious  men  who  framed  that  instnmient  were 
guarding  the  foundations  of  civil  hberty  against  the  abuses  of  un- 
limited power;  they  were  full  of  wisdom,  and  the  lessons  of  history 
Informed  them  that  a  trial  by  an  established  court,  assisted  by  an 
Impartial  Jury,  was  the  only  sure  way  of  protecting  the  citizen 
against  oppression  and  wrong.  Knowing  this,  they  limited  the 
suspension  to  one  great  right,  and  left  the  rest  to  remain  forever 
inviolable.  But.  it  is  insisted  that  the  safety  of  the  country  in  time 
of  war  demands  that  this  broad  claim  for  martial  law  shall  be  sus- 
tained. If  this  were  true,  it  could  be  well  said  that  a  country,  pre- 
served at  the  sacrifice  of  all  the  cardinal  principles  of  liberty,  is 
tu>t  worth  the  cost  of  preservation.     Happily,  it  is  not  so. 

It  will  be  t>ome  in  mind  that  this  is  not  a  question  of  the 
power  to  proclaim  martial  law.  when  war  exists  In  a  com- 
munity and  the  courts  and  clvU  authorities  are  overthrown. 
Nor  is  it  a  question  what  rule  a  military  commander,  at  the 
head  of  his  army,  can  impose  on  States  in  rebellion  to  cripple 
their  resources  and  quell  the  insurrection.  The  Jurisdiction 
claimed  Is  much  more  extensive.  The  necessities  of  the  service, 
during  the  late  rebellion,  required  that  the  loyal  States  should 
be  placed  within  the  limits  of  certain  military  districts  and  com- 
manders appointed  in  them;  and.  it  is  urged,  that  this,  in  a 
military  sense,  constituted  them  the  theater  of  military  opera- 
tions; and.  as  in  this  caee.  Indiana  had  been  and  was  again 
threatened  with  invasion  by  the  enemy,  the  occasion  was  fur- 
nished to  establish  martial  law.  The  conclusion  does  liot  follow 
from  the  premises.  If  armies  were  collected  in  Indiana,  they 
were  to  bt  employed  in  another  locality,   where  the  laws  wen 


obstructed  and  the  national  authority  disputed.  On  her  soil 
there  was  no  hostile  foot;  If  once  Invaded,  that  Invasion  was 
at  an  end.  and  with  It  all  pretext  for  martial  law.  Martial  law 
catuiot  arise  from  a  threatened  Invasion.  The  necessity  must  be 
actual  and  present;  the  invasion  real,  such  as  effectually  closef 
the  courts  and  deposes  the  civil  administration. 

It  is  difficult  to  see  how  the  safety  of  the  country  required 
martial  law  in  Indiana.  If  any  of  her  citizens  were  plotting 
treason,  the  power  of  arrest  could  secure  them,  until  the  Gov- 
ernment was  prepared  for  their  trial,  when  the  courts  were  open 
and  ready  to  try  them.  It  was  as  easy  to  protect  witnesses  before 
a  civil  as  a  military  trlbuiuJ:  and  as  there  could  be  no  wish 
to  convict,  except  on  sufficient  legal  evidence,  stirely  an  (Vdalned 
and  established  cotirt  was  better  able  to  Judge  of  this  than  a 
military  tribunal  composed  of  gentlemen  not  trained  to  the  pro- 
fession of  the  law. 

It  follows,  from  what  has  been  said  on  this  subject,  that  there  are 
occasions  when  martial  rule  can  be  prop«-ly  applied.  If.  In  foreign 
invasion  or  civil  war.  the  courts  are  actually  closed,  and  it  Is  Im- 
possible to  administer  criminal  Justice  according  to  law.  then,  on  the 
theater  of  active  military  operations,  where  war  really  prevails, 
there  Is  a  necessity  to  furnish  a  substitute  for  the  civil  authority, 
thus  overthrown,  to  preserve  the  safety  of  the  Army  and  society, 
and  as  no  power  Is  left  but  the  military.  It  Is  allowed  to  govern 
by  martial  rule  imtll  the  laws  can  have  their  free  course.  As 
necessity  creates  the  rule,  so  It  limito  its  duration;  for,  if  this 
Oovemment  is  continued  after  the  courts  are  reinstated.  It  Is  a 
gross  usurpation  of  power.  Martial  rule  can  never  exist  where  the 
courts  are  open,  and  In  the  proper  and  unobstructed  exercise  of  their 
Jurisdiction.  It  is  also  confined  to  the  locality  of  actual  war.  Be- 
cause, during  the  late  rebellion  It  could  have  been  enforced  in 
Virginia,  where  the  national  authority  was  overturned  and  the 
courts  driven  out.  it  does  not  follow  that  it  should  obtain  In  In- 
diana, where  that  authority  was  never  disputed,  and  Justice  was 
always  administered.  And  so  in  the  case  of  a  foreign  Invasion,  mar- 
tial rule  may  become  a  necessity  In  one  SUte,  when,  in  another,  It 
would  be  "mere  lawless  violence." 

We  are  not  without  precedents  In  English  and  American  history 
lUtistrating  our  views  of  this  question,  but  it  U  hardly  necessary 
to  make  particular  reference  to  them. 

PVom  the  first  year  of  the  reign  of  Edward  m.  when  the  Parlia- 
ment of  England  reversed  the  attainder  of  the  Earl  of  Lancaster, 
because  he  could  have  been  tried  by  the  courts  of  the  realm,  and 
declared,  "that  In  time  of  peace  no  man  ought  to  be  adjudged  to 
death  for  treason  or  any  other  offense  without  being  arraigned  and 
held  to  answer;  and  that  regularly  when  the  king's  courts  are  open 
It  is  a  time  of  peace  In  Judgment  of  law,"  down  to  the  present  day, 
martial  law,  as  claimed  in  this  case,  has  been  condemned  by  all 
respectable  English  Jurists  as  contrary  to  the  fundamental  laws  of 
the  land,  and  subversive  of  the  liberty  of  the  subject. 

During  the  present  century,  an  Instructive  debate  on  this  ques- 
tion occurred  in  Parliament,  occasioned  by  the  trial  and  conviction 
by  court  martial,  at  E>emerara.  of  the  Reverend  John  Smith,  a  mis- 
sionary to  the  Negroes,  on  the  alleged  ground  of  aiding  and  abet- 
ting a  formidable  rebellion  In  that  colony.  Those  eminent 
statesmen.  Lord  Brougham  and  Sir  James  Mackintosh,  participated 
In  that  debate;  and  denounced  the  trial  as  Illegal;  because  It  did 
not  appear  that  the  courts  of  law  in  Demerara  could  not  try 
offenses,  and  that  "when  the  laws  can  act,  every  other  mode  of 
punishing  supposed  crlnaes  is  itself  an  enormous  crime  *' 

So  sensitive  were  our  Revolutionary  fathers  on  this  subject, 
although  Boston  was  almost  In  a  state  of  siege,  when  General  Gage 
issued  his  proclamation  of  martial  law,  they  spoke  of  It  as  an 
"attempt  to  supersede  the  course  of  the  common  law,  and  Instead 
thereof  to  publish  and  order  the  use  of  martial  law."  The  Virginia 
Assembly  also  denounced  a  similar  measure  on  the  part  of  Governor 
Dunmore  "as  an  assumed  power,  which  the  king  hlmt«elf  cannot 
exercise;  because  it  annuls  the  law  of  the  land  and  introduces  the 
most  execrable  of  all  systems,  the  martial  law." 

In  some  parts  of  the  country,  during  the  War  of  1812.  otir  officers 
made  arbitrary  arrests  and.  by  military  tribunals,  tried  citizens  who 
were  not  in  the  military  service.  These  arrests  and  trials,  when 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  courts,  were  uniformly  condemned  as 
Illegal  The  cases  of  Smith  v.  Shato  and  McConnell  v.  Hampden 
(reported  to  12  Johnson  ^)  are  Illustrations  which  we  cite  not  only 
for  the  principles  they  determine  but  on  account  of  the  distin- 
guished Jurists  concerned  in  the  decisions,  one  of  whom  for  many 
years  occupied  a  seat  on  this  bench. 

It  Is  contended  that  Luther  v.  Borden,  decided  by  this  court.  Is 
an  authority  for  the  claim  of  martial  law  advanced  in  this  case. 
The  decision  is  misapprehended.  That  case  grew  out  of  the  attempt 
In  Rhode  Island  to  supersede  the  old  colonial  government  by  a 
revolutionary  proceeding.  Rhode  Island,  until  that  period,  had  no 
other  form  of  local  government  than  the  charter  granted  by  King 
Charles  H  in  1663;  and  as  that  limited  the  right  of  sufTrage.  and 
did  not  provide  for  Its  own  amendment,  many  citizens  became  dis- 
satisfied because  the  legislature  would  not  afford  the  relief  In  their 
power;  and  without  the  authority  of  law,  formed  a  new  and  Inde- 
pendent constitution  and  proceeded  to  assert  its  authority  by  force 
of  arms.  The  old  government  resisted  this;  and  as  the  rebellion 
was  formidable,  called  out  the  militia  to  subdue  It  and  passed  an 
act  declaring  martial  law. 

Borden.  In  the  military  service  of  the  old  government,  broke  open 
the  house  of  Luther,  who  supported  the  new.  In  order  to  arrest  ht»n 
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liUther  brought  suit  a^lr.st  Borden,  and  the  question  was  whether, 
under  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  State.  Borden  was  Justified. 
ThljB  court  held  that  a  State  "may  use  Its  nailltary  power  to  put 
down  an  armed  Insurrection  too  strong  to  be  controlled  by  the  civil 
authority":  and.  If  the  Legislature  of  Rhode  Island  thotjght  the 
peril  so  great  as  to  require  the  use  of  Its  military  forces  and  the 
declaration  of  martial  law.  there  was  no  ground  on  which  this  court 
could  question  its  authority,  and  as  Borden  acted  under  military 
orders  of  the  charter  government,  which  had  been  recognized  by 
the  political  power  of  the  country,  and  was  upheld  by  the  State 
Judiciary,  he  was  Juatlfled  in  breaking  Into  and  entering  Luther's 
house.  This  Is  the  extent  of  the  decision.  There  was  no  question 
In  Issue  about  the  power  of  declaring  martial  law  under  the  Fed- 
eral Constitution,  and  the  court  did  not  consider  it  necessary  even 
to  inquire  "to  what  extent  nor  vmder  what  circumstances  that 
power  may  be  exercised  by  a  State." 

We  do  not  deem  it  Important  to  examine  further  the  adjudged 
cases,  and  shall,  therefore,  conclude  without  any  additional  refer- 
ence to  authorlttiSs. 

To  the  third  question,  then,  on  which  the  Judges  below  were 
opposed  In  opinion,  an  answer  in  the  negative  must  be  returned. 

It  Is  proper  to  say.  although  Mllligan's  trial  and  conviction  by  a 
military  commission  was  Illegal,  yet  if  guilty  of  the  crimes  imputed 
to  him,  and  his  guilt  had  been  ascertained  by  an  established  court 
and  impartial  Jury,  he  deserved  severe  punishment.  Open  resist- 
ance to  the  measures  deemed  necessary  to  subdue  a  great  rebellion 
by  those  who  enjoy  the  protection  of  government  and  have  not  the 
exctise  even  of  prejudice  of  section  to  plead  in  their  favor  is  wicked, 
but  that  resistance  becomes  an  enormous  crime  when  it  assumes 
the  form  of  a  secret  political  organization  armed  to  oppose  the  laws 
and  seeks  by  stealthy  means  to  Introduce  the  enemies  oX  the  country 
Into  peaceful  communities,  there  to  light  the  torch  of  civil  war  and 
thiis  overthrow  the  power  of  the  United  States.  Conspiracies  like 
these  at  such  a  Juncture  are  extremely  perilous,  and  those  concerned 
In  them  are  dangerous  enemies  to  their  country  and  should  receive 
the  heaviest  penalties  of  the  law  as  an  example  to  deter  others  from 
similar  criminal  conduct.  It  is  said  the  severity  of  the  laws  caused 
them,  but  Congress  was  obliged  to  enact  severe  laws  to  meet  the 
crisis,  and  as  our  highest  civil  duty  is  to  serve  our  country  when  in 
danger  the  late  war  has  proved  that  rigorous  laws  when  necessary 
will  be  cheerfully  obeyed  by  a  patriotic  people  struggling  to  preserve 
the  rich  blessings  of  a  free  government. 

The  two  remaining  questions  in  this  case  must  be  answered  in  the 
affirmative.  The  suspension  of  the  privilege  of  the  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  dCes  ftot  suspend  the  writ  itself.  The  writ  issues  as  a  matter 
of  course,  and  on  the  return  made  to  it  the  court  decides  whether 
the  party  applying  is  denied  the  right  of  proceeding  any  further 
with  It. 

If  the  military  trial  of  Mllllgan  was  contrary  to  law,  then  he 
was  entitled,  on  the  facts  stated  In  his  petition,  to  be  discharged 
from  custody  by  the  terms  of  the  act  of  Congress  of  March  3.  1863. 
The  provisions  of  this  law  having  been  considered  in  a  previous 
part  of  this  opinion,  we  will  not  restate  the  views  there  presented. 
Mllllgan  avers  he  was  a  citizen  of  Indiana,  not  in  the  military  or 
naval  service,  and  was  detained  In  close  confinement,  by  order  of 
the  President,  from  the  5th  day  of  October  1864  until  the  2d  day 
of  January  1865.  when  the  Circuit  Court  for  the  District  of  Indiana, 
with  a  grand  Jury,  convened  in  session  at  Indianapolis:  and  after- 
ward, on  the  27th  day  of  the  same  month,  adjourned  without  finding 
an  indictment  or  presentment  against  him.  If  these  averments 
were  true  (and  their  truth  is  conceded  for  the  purposes  of  this 
case),  the  coiirt  was  required  to  liberate  him  on  taking  certain 
oaths  prescribed  by  the  law  and  entering  into  recognizance  for  his 
good  behavior. 

But  it  is  insisted  that  Mllllgan  was  a  prisoner  of  war,  and,  there- 
fore, excluded  from  the  privileges  of  the  statute.  It  is  not  easy  to 
Bee  hpw  he  can  be  treated  as  a  prisoner  of  war  when  he  lived 
in  Indiana  for  the  past  20  years,  was  arrested  there,  and  had  not 
been,  during  the  late  troubles,  a  resident  of  any  of  the  States  In 
rebellion.  If  In  Indiana  he  conspired  with  bad  men  to  assist  the 
enemy,  he  Is  punishable  for  It  in  the  coxurta  of  Indiana:  but,  when 
tried  for  the  offense,  he  cannot  plead  the  rights  of  war.  for  he  was 
not  engaged  In  legal  acts  of  hostility  against  the  Government,  and 
only  such  persons,  when  captured,  are  prisoners  of  war.  If  he 
cannot  enjoy  the  Immunities  attaching  to  the  character  of  a  prisoner 
of  war,  how  can  he  be  subject  to  their  ];>ains  and  penalties? 

This  case,  as  well  as  the  kindred  cases  of  Bowles  and  Horsey,  were 
disposed  of  at  the  last  term,  and  the  proper  orders  were  eutered  of 
record.    There  is.  therefore,  no  additional  entry  required. 

The  Chief  Justice  delivered  the  following  opinion - 

Pour  naembers  of  the  Court,  concxuring  with  their  brethren  In 
the  order  heretofore  made  in  this  cause,  but  unable  to  concur  In 
some  important  particulars  with  the  opinion  whi-h  has  Just  been 
read,  think  it  their  duty  to  make  a  separate  statement  of  their  views 
of  the  whole  case. 

We  do  not  doubt  that  the  Circuit  Court  for  the  District  of  Indiana 
had  Jurisdiction  of  the  petition  of  Mllllgan  for  the  writ  of  habeas 
corpus. 

Whether  this  Court  has  Jxxrlsdlctlon  upon  the  certificate  of  divi- 
sion admits  of  more  question.  The  construction  of  the  act  authoriz- 
ing such  certificates,  which  has  hitherto  prevailed  here,  denies  Juris- 
diction in  cases  where  the  certificate  brings  up  the  whole  catise 
before  the  Court.  But  none  of  the  adjudicated  cases  are  exactly 
In  point,  and  we  are  willing  to  resolve  whatever  doubt  may  exist 
In  favor  of  the  earliest  possible  answers  to  questions  Involving  life 
and  liberty.  We  agree,  therefore,  that  this  Court  may  properly 
answer  questions  certified  in  such  a  case  as  that  bef  or«  us. 


The  crimes  with  which  Mllllgan  was  charged  were  of  the  gravest 
character,  and  the  petition  and  exhibits  In  the  record,  which  must 
here  be  taken  as  true,  admit  his  guilt.  But  whatever  his  desert  of 
punishment  may  be.  it  Is  more  important  to  the  country  and  to 
every  citizen  that  he  should  not  be  punished  under  an  illegal 
sentence,  sanctioned  by  this  Court  of  last  resort,  than  that  he 
should  be  punished  at  all.  The  laws  which  protect  the  liberties  of 
the  whole  people  must  not  be  violated  or  set  aside  in  order  to  infiict, 
even  upon  the  guilty,  unauthorized  though  merited  Justice. 

The  trial  and  sentence  of  Mllllgan  were  by  military  commission 
convened  in  Indiana  during  the  fall  of  1864.  The  action  of  the 
commission  had  been  under  consideration  by  President  Lincoln  for 
some  time,  when  he  himself  t>ecame  the  victim  of  an  abhorred 
conspiracy.  It  was  approved  by  his  successor  in  May  1865  and  the 
sentence  was  ordered  to  be  carried  into  execution.  The  proceedings, 
therefore,  had  the  fullest  sanction  of  the  executive  department  of 
the  Government.  ^ 

This  sanction  requires  the  most  respectful  and  the  most  careful 
consideration  of  this  Court.  The  sentence  which  it  supports  must 
not  he  set  aside  except  upon  the  clearest  conviction  that  it  cannot 
be  reconciled  with  the  Constitution  and  the  constitutional  legisla- 
tion of  Congress. 

We  must  inquire,  then,  what  constitutional  or  statutory  provi- 
sions have  relation  to  this  military  proceeding. 

The  act  of  Congress  of  March  3.  1863,  comprises  all  the  legislation 
which  seems  to  require  consideration  in  this  connection.  The  con- 
stitutionality of  this  act  has  not  been  questioned  and  Is  not 
doubted. 

The  first  section  authorized  the  suspension,  during  the  Rebellion, 
of  the  writ  of  habea;;  corpvis  throtighout  the  United  States  by  the 
President.  The  two  ne^t  sections  limited  this  authority  In  Impor- 
tant resi>ects. 

The  second  section  required  that  lists  of  all  persons,  being  citi- 
zens of  States  in  which  the  administration  of  the  laws  had  con- 
tinued luUmpalred,  in  the  Federal  courts,  who  were  then  held  or 
might  thereafter  be  held  as  prisoners  of  the  United  States,  under 
the  authority  of  the  President,  otherwise  than  as  prisoners  cf  war. 
should  be  furnished  to  the  Judges  of  the  circuit  and  district  courts! 
The  lists  transmitted  to  the  Judges  were  to  contain  the  names  of 
all  persons,  residing  within  their  respective  Jurisdictions,  charged 
with  violation  of  national  law.  And  it  was  required,  in  cases  where 
the  grand  Jury  in  attendance  upon  any  of  these  courts  should  ter- 
minate its  session  without  proceeding  by  Indictment  or  otherwise 
against  any  prisoner  named  in  the  Ust,  that  the  Judge  of  the  court 
should  forthwith  make  an  order  that  such  prisoner  desiring  a  dis- 
charge, should  be  brought  before  him  or  the  court  to  be  discharged, 
on  entering  into  recognizance.  If  required,  to  keep  the  peace  and 
for  good  behavior,  or  to  appear,- as  the  court  might  direct,  to  be 
ftirther  dealt  with  according  to  law.  Every  officer  of  the  United 
States  having  custody  of  such  prisoners  was  required  to  obey  and 
execute  the  Judge's  order,  under  penalty,  for  refusal  or  delay  of 
fine  and  Imprisonment. 

The  third  section  provided,  in  case  lists  of  persons  other  than 
prisoners  of  war  then  held  in  confinement,  or  thereafter  arrested 
should  not  be  furnished  within  20  days  after  the  passage  of  the 
act.  or.  in  cases  of  subsequent  arrest,  within  20  days  after  the  time 
of  arrest,  that  any  citizen,  after  the  termination  of  a  session  of 
the  grand  Jury  without  indictment  or  presentment,  might  by  peti- 
tion alleging  the  facts  and  verified  by  oath,  obtain  the  Judge's  order 
of  discharge  in  favor  of  any  person  so  Imprisoned,  on  the  terms 
and  conditions  prescribed  in  the  second  section. 

It  was  made  the  duty  of  the  Districf  Attorney  of  the  United  States 
to  attend  examinations  on  petitions  for  discharge. 

It  was  under  thU  act  that  Mllllgan  petitioned  the  Circuit  Coiirt 
for  the  District  of  Indiana  for  discharge  from  imprisonment 

The  holding  of  the  circuit  and  district  courts  of  the  United 
States  in  Indiana  had  been  uninterrupted.  The  administration  of 
the  laws  in  the  Federal  courts  had  remained  unimpaired  Mllllgan 
was  imprisoned  under  the  authority  of  the  President,  and  was  not 
a  prisoner  of  war.  No  list  of  prisoners  had  been  furnished  to  the 
Judges,  either  of  the  district  or  circuit  courts,  as  required  by  the 
law.  A  grand  Jury  had  attended  the  circuit  courts  of  the  Indiana 
district,  while  Mllllgan  was  there  imprisoned,  and  had  closed  Its 
session  without  finding  any  indictment  or  presentment  or  other- 
wise proceeding  against  the  prisoner. 

His  case  was  thus  brought  within  the  precise  letter  and  Intent  of 
the  act  of  Congress,  unless  it  can  be  said  that  Mllllgan  was  not  Im- 
prisoned by  authority  of  the  President;  and  nothing  of  this  sort 
was  claimed  in  argument  on  the  part  of  the  Goveriunent. 

It  is  clear  upon  this  statement  that  the  circuit  court  was  bound 
to  hear  Mllligan's  petition  for  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  called  In 
the  act  an  order  to  bring  the  prisoner  before  the  Judge  or  the  court, 
and  to  issue  the  writ,  or.  In  the  language  of  the  act,  to  make  the 
order. 

The  first  question,  therefore — Ought  the  writ  to  Issue? — must  be 
answered  in  the  affirmative. 

And  it  Is  equaUy  clear  that  he  was  entitled  to  the  discharge 
prayed  for. 

It  must  be  borne  In  mind  that  the  prayer  of  the  petition  was 
not  for  an  absolute  discharge,  but  to  be  delivered  from  military 
custody  and  imprisonment,  and  If  found  probably  guilty  of  any 
offense,  to  be  turned  over  to  the  proper  tribunal  for  Inquiry  and 
punishment;  or,  if  not  foimd  thus  probably  guilty,  to  be  dis- 
charged altogether. 

And  the  express  terms  of  the  act  of  Congress  required  this 
action  of  the  court.    The  prisooer  must  be  discharged  on  giving 


A 


1940 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


10335 


such  recognisance  as  the  court  diould  require,  not  only  for  gtx>d 
behavior,  but  for  appearance,  as  directed  by  the  court,  to  answer 
and  be  further  dealt  wtth  accortllng  to  law. 

The  first  section  of  the  act  authorised  the  suspension  of  the 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  generally  throughout  the  United  States. 
The  second  and  third  sections  limited  this  suspension.  In  certain 
cases,  within  States  where  the  administration  of  Justice  by  the 
Federal  courts  remained  unimpaired.  In  these  cases  the  writ  was 
■tin  to  issue,  and  under  It  the  prisoner  was  enUtled  to  his  dis- 
charge by  a  circuit  or  district  juidge  or  court,  unless  held  to  bail 
for  appearance  to  answer  chargea.  No  other  judge  or  court  coiUd 
make  an  order  of  discharge  under  the  writ.  Except  under  the  cir- 
CUOMtanoes  pointed  out  by  the  act.  neither  circuit  nor  district 
Jtldge  or  court  could  make  such  an  order.  But  under  those  cir- 
cumstances the  writ  must  be  Issued  and  the  relief  from  Imprison- 
ment directed  by  the  act  must  be  afforded.  The  commands  of 
the  act  were  positive  and  left  no  discretion  to  court  or  Judge. 

An  affirmative  answer  must,  therefore,  be  given  to  the  second 
question,  namely:  Ought  MUligan  to  be  discharged  according  to 
the  prayer  of  the  petition? 

That  the  third  question,  namely:  Had  the  military  commission 
In  Indiana,  under  the  facts  stated.  Jurisdiction  to  try  and  sentence 
Mllllgan?  must  be  answered  negatively  u  an  unavoidable  inference 
from  affirmative  answers  to  the  other  two. 

The  military  commission  could  not  have  jurisdiction  to  try  and 
sentence  Mllllgan.  If  he  could  not  be  detained  in  prison  under  his 
original  arrest  or  under  sentence,  after  the  close  of  a  session  of 
tbe  grand  jury  without  indictment  or  other  proceeding  against  him. 
Indeed,  the  act  seems  to  have  been  framed  on  purpose  to  secure 
the  trial  of  all  offenses  of  cittoens  by  civil  tribunals,  in  States  where 
these  tribunals  were  not  interrupted  in  the  regular  exercise  of  their 
functions. 

Under  It.  In  stjch  BUtes.  the  privilege  of  the  writ  might  be  sus- 
pended. Any  person  regarded  as  dangerous  to  the  public  safety 
might  be  arrested  and  detained  until  after  the  session  of  a  grand 
Jury.  Until  after  such  ■ession  no  person  arrested  could  have  the 
benefit  of  the  writ;  and  even  then  no  such  person  could  be  dis- 
charged except  on  such  terms,  as  to  future  appearance,  as  the 
court  might  Impose  These  provisions  obviously  contemplate  no 
other  trial  or  sentence  than  that  of  a  civil  court,  and  we  could  not 
aaKrt  the  legality  of  a  trial  and  sentence  by  a  military  commission, 
under  the  circumstances  specified  in  the  act  and  described  in  the 
petition,  without  disregarding  the  plain  directions  of  Congress. 

We  agree,  therefore,  that  the  first  two  questions  certified  must 
receive  affirmative  answers  and  the  last  a  negative.  We  do  not 
doubt  that  ttie  positive  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  require 
such  answers.  We  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  look  beyond  those 
provisions.  In  them  we  find  sufficient  and  controlling  reasons  for 
our  conclusions. 

But  tbe  opinion  which  has  just  been  read  goes  further:  and  as 
we  understand  it.  asserts  not  only  that  the  mlhtary  commission 
held  in  Indiana  was  not  authorized  by  Congress  but  that  It  was 
not  in  the  power  of  Congress  to  authorize  it;  from  which  It  may 
be  thought  to  follow  that  CDngreas  has  no  power  to  indemnify  the 
oAcera  who  composed  the  oommission  a^aliMt  Uablllty  in  civil 
courts  for  acting  as  members  of  it. 
We  cannot  agree  to  this. 

We  agree  in  the  proposition  that  no  department  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  the  United  SUtes — nrtther  President,  nor  Congreaa,  nor  the 
courts — pnipasfs  any  power  not  given  by  the  Constitution. 

We  assent,  fully,  to  all  that  Is  said.  In  the  opinion,  of  the  inesti- 
mable value  of  the  trial  by  Jury,  and  of  the  other  constitutional 
Mfeguards  of  civil  liberty.  And  we  coticur.  also.  In  what  is  said  of 
the  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  and  of  Its  suspension,  with  two  reserva- 
tions: (1)  That,  in  our  Judgment,  when  the  writ  is  suspended,  the 
Executive  is  authorized  to  arrest  as  well  as  to  detain:  and  (2)  that 
there  are  cases  in  which,  the  privilege  of  the  writ  being  suspended, 
trial  and  punishment  by  military  commission,  in  States  where  civil 
courts  are  open,  may  be  authorized  by  Congress,  as  well  as  arrest 
and  detention. 

We  think  that  Congress  had  power,  though  not  ejcercised.  to 
KUttaorlBe  the  military  commteston  which  was  held  In  Indiana. 

We  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  discuss  at  large  the  grounds  of 
our  conclusions.     We  will  briefly  indicate  some  of  them. 

The  Constitution  itself  provides  for  military  government  as  well 
as  for  civil  government.  And  we  do  not  understand  it  to  be  claimed 
tbat  the  civil  safeguards  of  tbe  Constitution  have  application  In 
CMses  within  the  proper  sphere  of  the  former. 

What.  then,  is  that  proper  sphere?  Congress  has  power  to  raise 
and  support  Armies:  to  provide  and  maintain  a  Navy;  to  make 
rules  for  the  government  and  regulation  of  the  land  and  naval 
forces;  and  to  provide  for  governing  such  part  of  the  oiilltiA  m 
may  be  in  the  service  of  the  United  States. 

It  Is  not  denied  that  the  power  to  make  rules  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Army  and  Navy  Is  a  power  to  provide  for  trial  and 
punishment  by  mlllt«ry  courts  without  a  Jury.  It  has  been  so 
vnderstood  and  exodsed  from  the  adoption  of  tbe  Constitution  to 
the  present  time. 

Nor,  In  our  Judgment,  does  the  fifth  or  any  other  amendment 
■bridge  that  power,  "Cases  arising  In  the  land  and  naval  forces, 
or  In  the  militia  In  actual  eervloe  in  time  of  war  or  public  danger," 
are  expreasly  excepted  from  the  fifth  amendment,  "that  no  per- 
son shall  be  held  to  answer  for  a  capital  or  otherwise  Infamous 
crime,  unless  on  a  presentment  or  Indictment  of  a  grand  Jury."  and 
it  la  admitted  that  the  ezoeptlon  appUea  to  the  other  amendnMnta 
M  wtU  aa  to  ttM  flfttk. 


Now.  we  understand  this  ezoeptlon  to  have  tbe  same  Import  and 
effect  M  If  the  powers  of  OongreM  in  relatlm  to  tbe  government 
ot  the  Army  aad  Navy  and  tbe  miUtla  had  been  recited  In  the 
amendment,  and  cases  within  those  powers  had  been  expressly 
excepted  from  Its  operation.  The  States,  most  jealous  of  encroach- 
ments upon  the  liberties  of  the  clticen.  when  proposing  additional 
safeguards  In  the  form  of  amendments,  excluded  specifically  from 
their  effect  cases  arising  in  the  government  of  the  land  and  naval 
forces.  Thus  Mafsachvi&etts  proposed  that  "no  person  shall  be  tried 
for  any  crime  by  which  he  would  Incur  an  infamous  punishment 
or  loss  of  life  until  he  be  first  Indicted  by  a  grand  jury,  except  In 
such  cases  as  may  arise  in  the  government  and  regulation  of  the 
land  forces."  The  exception  in  similar  amendments,  proposed  by 
New  York,  Maryland,  and  Virginia  was  In  the  same  or  equivalent 
terms.  The  amendments  proposed  by  the  States  were  considered 
by  the  First  Congress,  and  such  as  were  approved  in  substance  were 
put  in  form  and  proposed  by  that  body  to  the  States.  Among  those 
thus  ftroposed  and  suliscqueiitly  ratified  was  that  which  now  stands 
as  thie  fifth  amendment  of  the  Constitution.  We  cannot  doubt 
that  this  amendment  was  Intended  to  have  the  same  force  and 
effect  as  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  States.  We  cannot  agree 
to  a  construction  which  will  Impose  on  the  exception  in  the  filth 
amendment  a  sense  other  than  that  obviously  Indicated  by  action 
of  the  State  conventions. 

We  think,  therefore,  that  the  power  of  Congress.  In  the  govern- 
ment of  the  land  and  naval  forces  and  cf  the  militia.  Is  not  at  all 
affected  by  the  fifth  or  any  other  amendment.  It  Is  not  necessary 
to  attempt  any  precise  definition  of  the  boundaries  cf  this  power. 
But  may  it  not  be  said  that  government  includes  protection  and 
defense  as  well  as  the  regulation  of  internal  administration?  And 
1b  it  taipjosslble  to  Imagine  cases  In  which  cltleens  conspiring  or 
attempting  the  destruction  or  great  Injury  of  the  national  forces 
may  be  subjected  by  Congress  to  military  trial  and  punishment  in 
the  just  exercise  of  this  undoubted  constitutional  power?  Con- 
gress Is  but  the  agent  of  the  Nation,  and  does  not  the  security  of 
Individuals  against  the  abuse  of  this,  as  of  every  other  power, 
depend  on  the  Intelllgencf  and  virtue  of  the  people,  on  their  ueal 
for  public  and  prl\'ate  liberty,  upon  official  responsibility  secured 
by  law.  and  upon  the  frequency  of  elections,  rather  than  upon 
doubtftil  constructions  of  legislative  powers? 

But  we  do  not  put  our  opinion,  that  Congress  might  authorlae 
such  a  military  commission  as  was  held  in  Indiana,  upon  tbe 
power  to  provide  for  the  government  of  the  national  forces. 

Congress  has  the  F>ower  not  only  to  raise  and  support  and  govern 
armies  but  to  declare  war.  It  has.  therefore,  the  power  to  provide 
by  law  for  carrying  on  war.  This  power  necessarily  extends  to  all 
legislation  essential  to  the  prosecution  of  war  with  vigor  and  success, 
except  sut*  as  interferes  wtth  the  command  of  the  forces  and  the 
conduct  of  campaigns.  That  power  and  duty  belong  to  the  Presi- 
dent as  Commander  in  Chief.  Both  these  powers  are  derived  from 
the  Constitution,  but  neither  is  defined  by  that  instrument.  Their 
extent  must  be  determined  by  tbelr  nature,  and  l>y  the  principles 
of  our  Institutions. 

The  power  to  make  the  necessary  laws  !s  In  Congress;  the  power 
to  execute  in  the  President.  Both  powers  Imply  many  subordinate 
and  auxiliary  powers.  Each  Includes  all  authorities  essential  to 
its  due  exercise.  But  neither  can  the  President.  In  war  more 
than  in  peace.  Intrude  upon  the  propwr  authority  of  Congress,  nor 
Congress  upon  the  proper  authority  of  the  President.  Both  are 
servants  of  the  people,  whose  will  Is  expressed  in  the  fundamental 
law.  Congress  cannot  direct  tbe  conduct  of  campaigns,  nor  can 
the  President,  or  any  commander  under  him.  without  the  sanction 
of  Congress.  Institute  tribunals  for  the  trial  and  punishment  of 
offenses,  either  of  soldiers  or  civilians,  unless  in  cases  of  a  con- 
trolling necessity,  which  Justifies  what  it  compels,  or  at  least  insures 
acts  of  indemnity  from  the  Justice  of  the  legislature. 

We  by  no  means  assert  that  Congress  can  establish  and  apply 
the  laws  of  war  where  no  war  has  been  declared  or  exists. 

Where  peace  exists  the  laws  of  peace  must  prevail.  What  we 
do  maintain  Is.  that  when  the  Nation  Is  Involved  in  war.  and  some 
portions  of  the  country  are  invaded,  and  all  are  expoaed  to  In- 
vasion, it  is  within  the  power  of  Congress  to  determine  in  what 
States  or  districts  such  great  and  Imminent  public  danger  exists 
as  Justifies  the  authorization  of  military  tribunals  for  the  trial 
of  crimes  and  offenses  against  the  discipline  or  security  of  tbe 
Army  or  against  the  public  safety. 

In  Indiana,  for  example,  at  the  time  of  the  arrest  of  Mllllgan 
and  his  coconspirators.  It  Is  established  by  the  papers  In  the  record, 
that  the  State  was  a  military  district,  was  the  theater  of  military 
operations,  had  been  actually  Invaded,  and  was  oonstantly  thteat- 
ened  with  invasion.  It  appears,  also,  that  a  powerfiil  secret  asso- 
ciation, composed  of  citizens  and  others,  existed  within  the  State, 
under  military  organization,  conspiring  against  the  draft,  and 
plotting  Insurrection,  the  liberation  of  the  prisoners  of  war  at 
various  depots,  the  seizure  of  the  State  and  National  arsenals, 
armed  cooperation  with  the  enemy,  and  war  against  the  National 
Government. 

We  cannot  doubt  that,  in  such  a  time  of  puMic  danger,  Congreaa 
had  power,  under  the  Constitution,  to  provide  for  the  organization 
of  a  military  commission,  and  for  trial  by  that  commission  of  per- 
somt  engaged  in  this  conspiracy.  The  fact  that  the  Federal  courts 
were  open  was  regarded  by  Congress  as  a  sufficient  reason  for  not 
exercising  the  power;  but  that  fact  could  not  deprive  Congress  of 
the  right  to  exercise  it.  Those  courts  might  be  open  and  undls> 
turbed  In  the  execution  of  their  functions,  and  yet  wholly  incom- 
petent to  avert  threatened  danger,  or  to  punish,  with  adequate 
promptitude  and  certainty,  tbe  gtiiity  conspirator*. 
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In  Indiana,  the  Judges  and  officers  of  the  cotirts  were  loyal  to 
the  Government.  But  It  might  have  been  otherwise.  In  times 
of  rebellion  and  civil  war  it  may  often  happen,  indeed,  that  Judges 
and  marshals  will  be  In  active  sympathy  with  the  rebels,  and  coxirts 
their  most  efficient  allies. 

We  have  confined  ourselves  to  the  question  of  pow^r.  It  was 
for  Congress  to  determine  the  question  of  expediency.  And  Con- 
gress did  determine  it.  That  body  did  not  see  fit  to  authorize  trials 
by  military  commission  in  Indiana,  but  by  the  strongest  ImpUca- 
.^^tion  prohibited  them.  With  that  prohibition  we  are  satisfied,  and 
should  have  remained  silent  If  the  answers  to  the  questions  certified 
had  beea-4)ut  on  that  ground,  without  denial  of  the  existence  of 
a  power  which  we  believe  to  be  constitutional  and  important  to 
the  public  safety,  a  denial  which,  as  we  have  already  suggested, 
seems  to  draw  in  question  the  power  of  Congress  to  protect  from 
\»  prosecution  the  members  of  military  commissions  who  acted  In 
obedience  to  their  superior  officers,  and  whose  action,  whether  war- 
ranted by  law  or  not,  was  approved  by  that  upright  and  patriotic 
President  under  whose  administration  the  Republic  was  rescued 
from  threatened  destruction. 

We  have  thus  far  said  little  of  martial  law,  nor  do  we  propose 
to  say  much.  What  we  have  already  said  sufficiently  indicates 
our  opinion  that  there  is  no  law  for  the  government  of  the  citizens, 
the  Armies  or  the  Navy  of  the  United  States,  within  American 
Jurisdiction,  which  is  not  contained  in  or  derived  from  the  Con- 
stitution. And  wherever  oxir  Army  or  Navy  may  go  beyond  our 
territorial  limits,  neither  can  go  beyond  the  authority  of  the  Presi- 
dent or  the  legislation  of  Congress. 

There  are  under  the  Constitution  three  kinds  of  military  Juris- 
diction: One  to  be  exercised  both  In  peace  and  war;  another  to  bo 
exercised  in  time  of  foreign  war  without  the  boundaries  of  the 
United  States,  or  in  time  of  rebellion  and  civil  war  within  States 
or  districts  occupied  by  rebels  treated  as  belligerents;  and  a  third 
to  be  exercised  In  time  of  invasion  or  Insurrection  within  the  limits 
of  the  United  States,  or  during  rebellion  within  the  limits  of  States 
maintaining  adhesion  to  the  National  Government,  when  the  public 
danger  requires  its  exercise.  The  first  of  these  may  be  called  Juris- 
diction under  military  law.  and  is  found  In  acts  of  Congress  pre- 
scribing rules  and  articles  of  war,  or  otherwise  providing  for  the 
government  of  the  national  forces;  the  second  may  be  distinguished 
as  military  government,  superseding,  as  far  as  may  be  deemed 
expedient,  the  local  law,  and  exercised  by  the  military  commander 
under  the  direction  of  the  President,  with  the  express  or  implied 
sanction  of  Congress;  while  the  third  may  be  denominated  martial 
law  proper,  and  Is  called  Into  action  by  Congress,  or  temporarily, 
when  the  action  of  Congress  cannot  be  invited,  and  in  the  case 
of  Justifying  or  excusing  peril,  by  the  President.  In  times  of  In- 
surrection or  invasion,  or  of  civil  or  foreign  war.  within  districts  or 
localities  where  ordinary  law  no  longer  adequately  secures  public 
safety  and  private  rights. 

We  think  that  the  power  of  Congress.  In  such  times  and  in  such, 
localities,  to  authorize  trials  for  crimes  against  the  security  and 
safety  of  the  national  forces,  may  be  derived  from  its  constitu- 
tional authority  to  raise  amd  support  armies  and  to  declare  war. 
If  not  from  its  constitutional  authority  to  provide  for  governing 
the  national  forces. 

We  have  no  apprehension  that  this  power,  under  our  American 
system  of  government.  In  which  all  official  authority  Is  derived 
from  the  people,  and  exercised  under  direct  responsibility  to  the 
people.  Is  more  likely  to  be  abused  than  the  p)ower  to.  regulate 
commerce,  or  the  power  to  borrow  money.  And  we  are  unwilling 
to  give  our  assent  by  silence  to  expressions  of  opinion  which  seem 
to  us  calculated,  though  not  intended,  to  cripple  the  constitutional 
powers  of  the  Government,  and  to  augment  the  public  dangers 
in  tlm98  of  invasion  and  rebellion. 

Mr.  Jtistlce  Wayne,  Mr.  Justice  Swayne.  and  Mi.  Justice  Miller 
•->   conctir  wltfi  me  in  these  views. 

MTi*  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  my  observation  is  that 
one  of  the  imixirtant  points  in  that  opinion  is  that  under  the 
^  Constitution  there  are  ways  in  which  this  Government,  as  a 
democracy,  may  properly  and  fully  exercise  all  the  necessary 
powers  to  carry  on  this  war  or  any  other  war.  provided  those" 
powers  are  exercised  through  the  appropriate  departments  of 
the  Government  and  under  constitutional  provisions. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    The  Senator  does  not  mean  "this  war"? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Any  war  in  which  we  may  be  engaged. 
IncliTding  the  war  of  words  which  we  have  had  this  afternoon. 
[Laughter.] 
__—- Mjl_CLARK  of  Missouri.    Mr.  President.  I  do  not  desire  to 


detain  the  Senate  further;  but  I  wish  to  say  that  I  have 
listened  with  very  great  interest  to  the  plea  in  confession  and 
avoidance  made  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  tMr.  Pepper! 
with  regard  to  the  radio  broadcast  made  \sist  night  by  Mr. 
Pulton  Lewis. 

Irrespective  of  what  Mr.  Lewis  may  have  said  as  to  a  con- 
versation which  he  had  with  the  Senator  from  Florida  yes- 
terday, and  irrespective  of  the  memory  of  the  Senator  from 
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Florida  or  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  WheelerI 
as  to  an  alleged  conversation  which  took  place  between  them 
at  the  Chicago  convention.  I  make  bold  to  assert  that  there 
is  no  essential  difference  between  the  explanation  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  and  Mr.  Lewis'  broadcast  last  night. 
Furthermore,  I  make  bold  to  assert  that  Mr.  Lewis'  broadcast 
of  last  night  did  not  go  as  far  and  was  not  as  all-embracing 
in  its  scope  as  the  speech  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  a 
few  weeks  ago  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  himself,  in  his 
own  proper  person,  embodying  his  seven-point  program,  to 
which  I,  among  other  Senators,  listened. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  listened  with  very  great  interest  this 
afternoon  to  the  Senator  from  Florida;  and  I  assert  that 
neither  in  his  remarks  this  afternoon  nor  in  his  speech  upon 
his  seven-point  program  a  few  weeks  ago  is  there  any  power 
asserted  to  have  been  exercised  by  either  Hitler  or  Mussolini, 
or.  for  that  matter,  by  Genghis  Khan  or  Nero,  which  he  does 
not  propose  to  confer  upon  the  President  of  the  United  States 
at  a  time  when  we  are  not  at  war. 

Mr.  President.  I  hold  no  brief  for  Fulton  Lewis.  I  have 
heard  him  make  many  inaccurate  statements  in  his  radio 
broadcasts,  and  I  dare  say  I  shall  hear  many  more.  Very 
recently  Mr.  Lewis  saw  fit  to  butt  into  a  factional  political 
fight  in  a  Missouri  primary,  attempting  to  aid  one  candidate 
who  was  afterward  repudiated  by  the  people  of  Missouri  at  a 
primary  election,  in  the  course  of  which  effort  Mr.  Lewis  made 
numerous  misrepresentations.  However,  in  view  of  the  vari- 
ous references  to  and  partial  quotations  from  Mr.  Lewis' 
broadcast  last  night,  it  seems  to  me  it  is  only  fair  that  Mr. 
Lewis'  complete  broadcast  be  inserted  in  the  Record  so  that 
anyone  who  chooses  may  compare  the  statements  of  the 
Senator  from  Montana  and  the  Senator  from  Florida  with 
Mr.  Lewis'  original  broadcast  and  draw  any  conclusion  he 
wishes.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  complete  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Lewis  be  printed  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.  Mr.  President.  I  further  ask  leave 
to  send  forward  an  amendment  which  I  intend  to  propose  to 
the  pending  bill  and  ask  that  it  may  be  printed  and  lie  upon 
the  table. 

Let  me  say  in  that  connection  that  the  amendment  which 
I  propose  to  offer  is  a  bill  which  I  introduced  some  months 
ago  for  the  abolition  of  the  War  Department  and  the  Navy 
Department  and  the  combination  of  both  of  them  into  a  new 
Department  of  National  Defense,  with  coordinate  branches 
for  the  regulation  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Corps. 

I  ask  that  my  amendment  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  will  be  received,  printed,  and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
adding  anything  to  the  clash  of  arms  this  afternoon.  I 
should  like  to  refer  for  just  a  moment  to  the  interesting  con- 
tribution of  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  the  historical  discus- 
sion and  to  the  reference  of  the  able  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico [Mr.  Hatch]  to  the  wartime  powers  which  were  exercised 
by  President  Lincoln. 

I  think  we  should  bear  in  mind  that  at  one  time.  In  a  time 
of  peace,  a  very  energetic  President  of  the  United  States, 
confronted  with  a  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  written  by  a  gentleman  for  whom  he  had  very  little 
use,  said.  "Old  John  Marshall  has  made  his  decision;  let  him 
enforce  it." 

What  did  John  Marshall  do?  The  President  had  all  the 
United  States  marshals  imder  his  control,  and  the  Supreme 
Court  did  exactly  what  any  court  having  no  coercive  power 
would  do.  Andrew  Jackson  did  what  he  pleased,  and  John 
Marshall  probably  accepted  it.  Not  having  known  the  gen- 
tleman or  having  been  privileged  to  consort  with  him«  I  have 
not  any  idea  what  his  state  of  mind  was;  but  were  I  Chief 
Justice  of  the  United  States,  and  were  the  President  to  tell 
me  to  enforce  a  decision  if  I  did  not  like  it,  I  think  I  would 
feel  a  little  badly  abou^  it. 

Lincoln  during  the  Civil  War  had  probably  from  three- 
quarters  of  a  million  to  a  million  men  under  arms — men  who 
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were  begrimed  by  field  after  field  of  battle,  men  whose  eyes 
had  witnessed  scenes  of  desolation  the  like  of  which  the  coun- 
try had  never  before  witnessed.  Here  was  the  country  torn 
with  strife,  divided  as  it  was  in  a  terrible  war  between  a 
great  bloc  of  States  in  the  South  on  the  one  hand  and  a  great 
bloc  of  States  in  the  North  on  the  other;  and,  of  course, 
Lincoln  was  not  going  to  allow  something  to  get  In  the  way; 
and  when  the  Supreme  Court,  I  think,  at  one  time  attempted 
to  issue  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  Lincoln  said,  "Forget  it"; 
and  we  know  what  happened. 

Mr.  CLARK  of  Missouri.     He  simply  ignored  it. 

Mr.  BONE.    Yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield, 
one  case  arose  in  Mar>'land.  in  which  some  civilians  were  in- 
carcerated, and  they  applied  for  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus. 
Judge  Taney  wrote  the  opinion  of  the  Court  liberating  them. 
He  sent  the  opinion  through  the  clerk  to  the  military  ofBcers, 
and  they  simply  ignored  it.  They  paid  no  attention  to  it. 
Under  the  instructions  of  the  President,  the  commanding  gen- 
erals and  others  completely  ignored  it,  and  Judge  Taney  was 
in  personal  fear  of  being  himself  placed  in  jail.  He  told  his 
family,  the  day  he  wrote  the  opinion,  that  he  did  not  know 
whether  he  would  be  home  that  night  or  not;  that  he  might 
be  in  jail.     The  ofBcers  ignored  the  opinion. 

Mr.  BONE.  That  is  correct.  The  Senator  from  Texas  is 
absolutely  right  when  he  says  that  the  supreme  law  of  the 
land  is  the  Constitution,  and  it  is  not  abrogated  by  war;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  we  face  the  cold,  hard,  physical  fact  that 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  and  the  lower  courts 
of  the  United  States  have  no  coercive  power.  We  obey  their 
orders  only  because  we  want  to  be  decent  Americans.  There 
is  not  any  physical  power  residing  in  any  court  to  enforce  its 
own  orders.  If  the  courts  order  a  man  hanged,  the  ofBclals 
of  the  State  may  refuse  to  hang  him;  and  in  wartime,  Lincoln, 
the  Commander  In  Chief  of  the  United  States  Army,  simply 
told  the  courts  to  forget  what  they  were  trying  to  do  when 
it  did  not  suit  his  convenience. 

Here  were  half  a  million  men  who  had  fought  at  Gettysburg, 
and  at  Cold  Harbor,  and  at  Mine  Run,  and  at  Antietam,  and 
all  the  other  bloody  battles  of  the  war.  They  owed  allegiance 
to  Lincoln.  They  did  not  owe  it  to  some  nebulous  body;  and 
that  is  why  there  grew  up  that  to  which  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Hatch]  referred. 

Of  course,  any  historian,  in  writing  a  narrative  of  that  kind, 
may  say  that  the  President  exercised  supreme  power.  Every- 
body kiiows  that  he  did;  it  does  not  prove  anything;  but  it 
ought  to  prove  to  us  here  In  the  Senate  that  wartime  powers 
are  not  pleasant  things  for  anybody.  I  never  thought  I  should 
live  long  enough  to  find  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
calmly  or  otherwise — perhaps  more  otherwise  than  calmly — 
debating  the  question  whether  or  not,  while  the  country  is  at 
peace,  we  should  give  the  President  of  the  United  States  the 
supreme  power  of  a  dictator,  because  that  is  what  it  would 
imply — these  wartime  powers,  whether  they  are  lawful  pow- 
ers or  not. 

Mr.  PEPPER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BONE.  That  is  why  I  made  reference  to  acts  of 
Congress.  Whether  they  are  lawfully  exercised  powers  or  not, 
the  fact  is  that  sometimes,  through  force  of  necessity,  a  man 
is  compelled  to  exercise  them.  That  is  the  tragedy  of  it.  I  do 
not  believe  any  member  of  this  body  will  say  that  Lincoln 
wanted  to  tell  all  the  courts  to  "Go  to ,"  to  use  the  ver- 
nacular. There  probably  never  breathed  under  the  American 
flag  a  man  who'had  more  reverence  for  law,  a  greater  rever- 
ance  for  all  the  beautiful  traditions  of  America,  than  Abraham 
Lincoln  had;  and  yet  he  told  the  courts  to  "forget  it,"  and 
every  Member  of  this  body  knows  it.  He  did  what  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  (Mr.  Hatch],  speaking  through  the  pen  of 
the  historian,  says  he  did.  It  was  not  because  Lincoln  was  a 
bad  man.  It  was  because  war  made  him  feel  that  he  had  to 
do  it.  We  must  not  compare  action  of  that  kind  with  solemn 
legislative  powers.  The  thing  I  am  talking  altwut  is  what  we 
would  do. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Florida  fMr.  Pepper]  is  absolutely 
sincere  in  feeling  that  that  is  a  desirable  thing  to  do.   I  cannot 


bring  myself  to  believe  it,  however,  and  I  know  that  if  we 
give  the  President  full  wartime  powers,  then  we  ought  to  go 
a  step  further  and  give  him  the  powers  contemplated  by  the 
mobilization  plan  which  the  War  Department  cooked  up  be- 
ginning back  in  1920;  and  that  is  the  most  ruthless,  cold,  hard 
dictatorship  possible  to  imagine  in  America,  at  least.  It  is  as 
ruthless  and  cold  a  dictatorship  as  we  could  ever  hope  under 
any  circumstances  to  have  Americans  swallow,  because  it 
washes  up  the  last  traditional  aspect  of  American  social, 
business,  economic,  and  political  life. 

When  the  mobilization  plan  comes  along  we  shall  not  have 
to  worry  about  whether  commentators  comment  right  on  us, 
or  whether  columnists  columnize  right  on  us,  or  whether  the 
boys  in  the  press  gallery  write  the  right  stuff,  or  not.  They 
will  be  told  what  to  write.  They  will  not  wTite  anything  but 
what  they  get  off  a  teletype  that  will  come  through  the  War 
Department,  Of  course,  the  press  of  America  has  a  great  stake 
in  this  matter.  Every  single  aspect  of  freedom  that  is  im- 
plicit in  the  whole  American  system  is  wrapped  up  in  this 
mobilization  plan  that  the  War  Department  has.  If  we  are  to 
give  the  President  full  wartime  jxjwers.  then  we  ought  to  give 
him  all  the  powers  that  are  implicit  in  the  mobilization  plan, 
and  I  just  cannot  contemplate  that  being  done.  I  think  it 
would  be  terrible.  It  would  be  a  crucifixion  of  all  that  we 
believe  in. 

exectjtive  session 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  move  that  the 
Senate  suspend  hostilities,  declare  a  truce,  and  take  a  recess 
until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow;  but  before  doing  that  it  is 
desired  to  have  an  executive  session. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

executive  messages  referred 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Minton  in  the  chair)  laid 
before  the  Senate  messages  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  submitting  sundry  nominations,  which  were  referred 
to  the  appropriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received,  see  the  end  of  Senate 
proceedings.) 

executive  reports  of  committees 

Mr.  WALSH,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  re- 
ported favorably  the  nomination  of  James  V.  Forrestal,  of 
New  York,  to  be  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
nominations  of  sundry  oflQcers  for  promotion  in  the  Navy. 

He  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported  favorably  the 
nominations  of  sundry  officers  for  promotion  in  the  Marine 
Corps. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Utah,  from  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Lal>or,  reported  favorably  the  nomination  of  William  P. 
Seaver,  of  New  York,  to  be  Assistant  Administrator  in  charge 
of  project  management,  United  States  Housing  Authority, 
Federal  Works  Agency. 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there  be  no  further  re- 
ports of  committees,  the  clerk  will  state  the  nominations 
on  the  calendar. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nomina- 
tions of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  post- 
masters on  the  calendar  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  is  so 
ordered. 

IN  the  army 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Frank  Thomas 
Hines,  Reserve,  to  be  Brigadier  General,  Reserve. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nom- 
ination is  confirmed. 

That  concludes  the  calendar. 
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RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  In  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o'clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  47  min- 
utes p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Thurs- 
day. August  15.  1940,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received   by   the   Senate  August   14 

(legislative  day  of  August  5),  1940 

Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States 

The  following-named  persons  in  the  Coast  Guard  of  the 

United  States,  to  take  effect  from  dates  of  oath: 

TO  be  chief  boatswains 

Osmond  C.  Puulkingham. 
Luther  H.  Muse. 

Appointment  in  the  Regular  Army 
judge  advocate  general's  department 
Capt.  Stewart  Sherman  Maxey,  Judge  Advocate  Generar.s 
Department  Reserve,  to  be  captain  with  rank  from  date  of 
appointment. 

Promotions  in  the  Regular  Army 
__-        to  be  colonels  with  rank  from  august  1,  1940 

Lt.  Col.  Douglas  Blakeshaw  Netherwood,  Air  Corps  (tempo- 
rary colonel.  Air  Corps). 

Lt.  Col.  Mert  Proctor,  Field  Artillery. 

Lt.  Col.  Joseph  Dcrst  Patch.  Infantry. 

L^,  Col.  Archibald  Delo.<^  Cowley,  Infantry. 

Lt.  Col.  Felix  Englebert  Gross,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Lt.  Col.  George  Ralph  Meyer.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Lt.  Col.  Lewis  Hyde  Brereton.  Air  Corps  (temporary  colonel. 
Air  Corps). 

Lt.  Col.  Cherubusco  Newton.  Jr..  Finance  Department. 

Lt.  Col.  Casper  Ball  Rucker.  Infantry. 
""   Lt.  Col.  Robert  Currier  Brady.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Lt.  Col.  George  Frederick  Hiunbert,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Lt.  Col.  Arthur  Woodfin  Ford,  Ordnance  Department. 

Lt.  Col.  Vincent  Meyer.  Field  Artillery. 

Lt.  Col.  Herbert  Elliott  Taylor.  Cavalry. 

Lt.  Col.  Lindsay  McDonald  Silvester.  Infantry. 

lO    BE    LIEUTENANT    COLONELS    WITH    RANK    FROM    JULY    13.    1940 

~  Maj.  Frederick  Lin  wood  Topping.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Maj.  Nathaniel  Lewis  Simmonds.  Quartermaster  Corps. 
^^  Maj.  William  Florence  OTDonoghue,  Infantry. 
Maj.  Alan  Walter  Jones.  Infantry. 
Maj.  Charles  Richard  Doran,  Field  Artillery. 
Maj.  Candler  Asbury  Wilkinson.  Cavalry. 
Maj.  John  Adams  Hettinger.  Cavalry. 
Maj.  William  Byron  Wilson.  Infantry;  subject  to  examina- 
tion required  by  law. 

Maj.  Stanley  Young  Kennedy,  Infantry. 
Maj.  William  Wilson  Belcher.  Field  Artillery. 
Maj.  Paul  Houston  Morris.  Cavalry. 
Maj.  George  Ralston  Middleton.  Field  Artillery. 
Maj.  Guy  Douglas  Thompson.  Cavalry. 
Maj.  Marlin  Clack  Martin.  Infantry. 
Maj.  David  Lee  Hooper,  Corps  of  Engineers. 
Maj.  Thomas  Raphael  Phillips.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
,Maj.  Oliver  Edward  George  Trechter,  Infantry. 
Maj.  Richard  Allen  Gordan,  Field  Artillery. 
Maj.  John  Lee  Autrey.  Signal  Corps. 
Maj.  Edwin  Henry  Haskins.  Infantry. 

TO  BX  UEUTENANT  COLONELS  WITH  RANK  FROM  JULY  13,  1940 

Maj.  James  Lawrence,  Signal  Corps. 

Maj.  Calvin  Earl  GiflSn.  Air  Corps  (temporary  lieutenant 
colonel.  Air  Corps). 
Maj.  Frederick  Lofquist.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Maj.  John  Harold  Wilson.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Maj.  Najxjleon  Boudreau.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Maj.  George  Peterson  Winton.  Field  Artillery. 
Maj.  John  Thomas  Sallee.  Quartermaster  Corps. 


Maj.  Clarence  LeRoy  Strike.  Signal  Corps. 

Maj.  John  Roscoe  Holt.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Rolland  Edward  Staflford.  Signal  Corps,  subject  to 
examination  required  by  law. 

Maj.  Clyde  Charles  Alexander.  Field  Artillery, 

Maj.  Jacob  Albert  Blankenship.  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Charles  Henry  McNair.  Infantry;  subject  to  exami- 
nation required  by  law. 

Maj.  Orville  Jackson.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  LeRoy  Henry  Palmer,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Walter  Clarence  Hamilton,  Ordnance  Department. 

Maj.  R.bert  Grant  Mangum.  Field  Artillery. 

Maj.  Robert  Lee  Hostetler,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Mark  Albert  Dawson.  Field  Artillery. 

Maj.  Elmer  Gwyn  Tiiomas,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Roscoe  Arthur  Dean  Stanis.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Lewis  Bradley  Douglas,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Carl  William  Connell,  Air  Corps  (temporary  lieuten- 
ant colonel.  Air  Corps). 

Maj.  Robert  Canada  Vickers.  Signal  Corps. 

Maj.  Thomas  Lawrence  Clark.  Signal  Corps. 

Maj.  Hardy  Pate  Browning,  Signal  Corps. 

Maj.  John  Webster  Llufrio,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Frank  James  Keelty.  Finance  Department. 

Maj.  Jacob  Herschel  Lawrence,  Infantry;  subject  to  exami- 
nation required  by  law. 

Maj.  Harry  A.  Vacquerie,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Hans  Ottzenn,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Grover  Cleveland  Graham.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Oscar  Kain.  Quartermaster  Corps.  , 

Maj.  Clyde  Arthur  Lundy,  Infantry.  Y 

Maj.  Leland  Warren  Skaggs,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Wilbert  Vernon  Renner,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Joseph  Howard  Rustemeyer,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Thomas  Settle  Voss.  Air  Corpis  (temporary  lieutenant 
colonel.  Air  Corps) . 

Maj.  Harry  Foster.  Finance  Department. 

Maj.  Theodore  Maurice  Roemer.  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Harry  Winchester  Benson.  Cavalry. 

Maj.  George  Prentice  Cummings.  Cavalry. 

Maj.  John  McBride.  Infantry. 

Maj.  George  Munteanu.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Louis  Bronson  Gerow,  Quartermaster  Corjjs. 

Maj.  Raymond  Oscar  Miller,  Infantry. 

Maj.  Sexton  Berg.  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Cornelius  Francis  O'Keefe.  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Samuel  Israel  Zeidner.  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Raymond  Dresden  Willis.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Elliot  Duncan  Cooke,  Infantry. 

Maj.  James  Philip  Lyons.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Ernest  Samusson.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Alfred  Steere  Knight.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Thomas  Watson  Hastey,  Air  Corps  (temporary  lieu- 
tenant colonel.  Air  Corps). 

Maj.  Chester  John  Hirschf elder.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Morris  Berman.  Air  Corps  (temporary  lieutenant  col- 
onel. Air  Corps),  subject  to  examination  required  by  law. 

Maj.  Richard  Fayette  Fairchild.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Donald  John  Myers.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Charles  Allen  feasterbrook.  Adjutant  General's  De- 
partment. 

Maj.  Herbert  Allyn  Myers.  Cavalry. 

Maj.  Harold  Witter  Churchill,  Ordnance  Department. 

Maj.  Herbert  Foster  Wilkinson,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Maj.  Marion  Fred  Shepherd.  Infantry. 

Maj.  George  FYidjhof  Bloomquist.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Frank  Emil  Stoner.  Signal  Corps. 

Maj.  Roy  Francis  Lynd.  Infantry. 

Maj.  Ernest  Clifford  Ayer,  Infantry. 

Maj.  James  Lester  Ballard.  Infantry. 

APPOINTMENTS.    BY    TRANSFER.    IN   THE    REGULAR    ARMT 

TO  quarterm.astir  corps 

Maj.  James  Austin  Gilruth.  Infantry,  with  rank  from  Sep- 
tember 1,  1939. 
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TO  SIGNAL  CORPS 

Capt.  Charles  Und  Olin,  Infantry,  with  rank  from  June  12, 
1940. 

Appointment  in  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
i  general  officer 

Maj.  Gen.  Samuel  Tilden  Lawton,  Illinois  National  Guard, 
to  be  Major  General,  National  Guard  of  tlie  United  States. 


I  CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominatioru  confirmed  by  the  Senate  August  14 

Uegislative  day  of  August  5),  1940 
Reappointment  in  the  Officers*  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army 
Frank  Thomas  Hines  to  be  a  brigadier  general,  Reserve. 

Postmasters 
i  maryland 

Edna  W.  Hart,  Sudlersville. 

OHIO- 

Fred  J.  Tank.  Elmore. 
James  A.  Oilmore,  Lisbon. 

I  SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Doris  L.  Stewart,  Cresbard. 
Fred  Shroyer,  Gettysburg. 
Anna  E.  Healy,  Langford. 
Orval  Ogle.  Pine  Ridge. 
Victor  M.  Dalthorp.  Volga. 

TEXAS 
Benton  C.  Anderson,  Knox  City. 
Joseph  D.  Durham,  Lakevlew. 
Neville  W.  Durham.  MerkeL 
Mary  E.  Horn,  Streetman. 
Simon  J.  Burttschell,  Weimar. 

I  VERMONT  ^ 

Oustavus  F.  Rabaioli,  South  Ryegate.  J 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday,  August  14,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp.  D.  D.,  pastor  of  Gunton  Temple 
Memorial  Presbyterian  Church,  Washington,  D.  C,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  whom  finite  thought  cannot  comprehend  and 
whose  resources  human  need  cannot  exhaust,  Thou  art  the 
bountiful  Giver  of  all  our  blessings.  We  are  bringing  unto 
Thee  our  burdened  hearts  and  empty  hands. 

Grant  that  as  we  move  forward  Into  the  unknown  experi- 
ences of  this  day,  we  may  be  conscious  of  divine  guidance 
and  companionship.  In  all  the  perplexing  relations  of  life, 
may  we  have  courage  and  strength  to  follow  the  path  which 
Thou  hast  marked  out  for  us. 

May  we  be  numbered  among  those  who  earnestly  desire  and 
Eealously  labor  for  the  coming  of  the  Kingdom  of  God,  when 
the  heart  of  man  shall  be  filled  with  peace  and  gladness. 

Hear  and  answer  our  prayer  for  the  sake  of  the  Christ  our 
Saviour.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

SUNDRY  messages  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  were  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Latta. 
one  of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the  House  that  on 
the  following  dates  the  President  approved  and  signed  a 
Joint  resolution  and  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles: 
On  July  31.  1940: 

H.  J.  Res.  583.  Joint  resolution  making  an  additional  ap- 
propriation for  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941  to  provide  facilities  to  expedite  the  national 
defense. 


On  August  9.  1940: 

H.  R.  719.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Francis  O.  McDougall; 

H.  R.  2278.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Hurt; 

H.R.  2490.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fulton  Combs; 

H.  R.  3992.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Frank  Si>ears: 

H.  R.  5254.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  captain  and  crew  of 
the  fishing  boat  Unione  No.  1 ; 

H.  R.  6740.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  J.  L.  Fret- 
well; 

H.  R.  7679.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  J.  E.  Dambach; 

H.  R.  8246.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  Caietti,  a  minor; 

H.  R.  8946.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ruf us  K.  Sanderlin; 

H.  R.  9130.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Fred  Shelton; 

H.R. 9571.  An  act  to  authorize  the  incorporated  town  of 
Sitka,  Alaska,  to  purchase  and  enlarge  certain  public  utilities 
and  for  such  purpose  to  issue  bonds  in  the  sum  of  $200,000  in 
excess  of  present  statutory  debt  limit;  and 

H.  R.  9828.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  bridges  across  the  Mononga- 
hela  River  in  Alleghstny  County,  Pa. 
On  August  13.  1940: 

H.R.  5116.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Miralia  and 
Bett^  Miralia; 

H.  R.  5309.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Robert  L.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  5562.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Clyde  E.  Malle; 

H.  R.  6365.  An  act  to  correct  the  military  records  of  De- 
Rosey  C.  Cabell,  McFarland  Cockrill,  James  N.  Caperton, 
Junius  H.  Houghton.  Otto  F.  Lange,  Paul  B.  Parker,  James  de 
B.  Walbach.  and  Victor  W.  B.  Wales; 

H.  R.  7416.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  R.  King; 

H.  R.  7668.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elizabeth  Buxton  Hos- 
pital; 

H.  R.  7861.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  offi- 
cers of  the  Division  of  Disbursement,  Treasury  Department; 

H.  R.  7957.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  WiUie  Perry; 

H.  R.  8028.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Zoe  Hoyt  Wagner  and 
lo  F.  Hoyt; 

H.  R.  8091.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  May  C.  Taylor; 

H.  R.  8217.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  R.  Fox; 

H.  R.  8459.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edna  S.  Gardiner; 

H.  R.  8504.  An  act  for  the  reUef  of  Dr.  A.  C.  Wade; 

H.  R.  8666.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  claimants  on  ac- 
count of  loss  by  fire  for  which  the  United  States  was  adjudged 
liable; 

H.  R.  8774.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  of  Donald  D. 
Elliott; 

H.  R.  10014.  An  act  to  amend  the  Transportation  Act,  1920, 
as  amended;  and 

H.  R.  10034.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  disbursing  offi- 
cers of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  the  Army. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Frazier,  its  legislative 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amend- 
ment a  bill  of  the  Hou.se  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  7173.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  Chwalek. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute  and  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  and  to  include  a  short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  Sweeney  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.] 

Mr.  SECREST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SECREST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  long  felt  that  coa- 
scrlption  would  seriously  impair  the  credit  structure  of  this 
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country.    This  is  confirmed  in  the  Philadelphia  Record  of 
Monday,  which  says: 

Unmarried  men  of  draft  age — 21  to  31 — are  finding  many  diffl- 
cultles  in  their  relations  with  business,  finance,  and  industry. 

WHAT    TUCY   FACE 

■  In  addition  to  emotional   complications  and   uncertainty  about 
their  futures,  they  right  now  face  these  practical  difBculties: 

1.  Banks  and  loan  companies  are  refusing  to  give  them  personal 
loans,  regardless  of  their  characters,  references,  or  Jobs. 

2.  It  is  virtually  impossible  for  them  to  buy  automobiles,  unless 
they  can  pay   spot  ca.sh. 

3.  It  is  next  to  impossible  for  them  to  open  new  charge  accounts. 

4.  Several  industries  which  heretofore  preferred  young  men  for 
training  for  semiskilled  and  skilled  Jobs  seem  to  favor  older  men 
now. 

I  do  not  see  the  advantage  of  destroying  the  credit  of  12,- 
600.000  men  to  secure  1.000.000  men  for  service,  and  I  believe 
the  bill  I  introduced  over  2  weeks  ago  to  shorten  the  i)eriod  of 
voluntary  enlistment  to  1  year  and  increase  the  pay  from  $21 
to  $30  a  month  will  get  men  faster  than  :we  can  furnish  them 
with  the  necessary  equipment.  " 

I  claim  that  conscription  will  cause -a  serious  business  de- 
pression that  may  equal  any  business  gains  that  otherwise 
would  result  from  the  rearmament  program. 

Furthermore.  Congress  should  quit  wasting  time  in  debate 
and  act  at  once  to  encourage  volunteers  in  view  of  the  critical 
situation  developing  In  England.     [Applause.] 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

LOSSES     FROM     ERADICATION     OF     MEDITERRANEAN     FRUITFLY^    IK 

FLORIDA 

Mr.  CLARK,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 
following  resolution  (H.  Res.  568)  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  printed: 

House  Resolution  568 

Resolved,  That  Immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution 
It  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  40.  a  concurrent 
resolution  creating  a  special  Joint  committee  to  investigate  the 
matter  of  lo&ses  resulting  from  the  Mediterranean  frultfly  eradi- 
cation campaign  In  Florida  in  1929  and  1930.  and  all  points  of  order 
against  said  resolution  are  hereby  waived.  That  after  general  de- 
bate, which  shall  be  confined  to  the  resolution  and  shall  continue 
not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  the  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  the  resolution  shaU  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-mln- 
ute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  resolution  for 
amendment  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the 
House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the 
previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  resolution 
and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervening  mo- 
tion except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

'  I.   r.    BRAZELTON 

Mr.  NORRELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
rail  up  the  bUl  (H.  R.  7826)  for  the  relief  of  R.  P.  Brazelton, 
for  the  purpose  of  concurring  in  a  Senate  amendment,     t 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
'     The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Page  1,  line  5.  strike  out  "$360"  and  insert  "$180." 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to 
object,  has  the  gentleman  talked  with  the  minority  member 
of  the  committee? 

Mr.  NORRELL.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  have 
discussed  this  with  the  chairman  of  the  Claims  Committee. 
The  point  is  that  the  Claims  Committee  allowed  a  bill  in  the 
amount  of  $360  and  it  was  passed  by  the  House  unanimously. 
The  Senate  adopted  an  amendment  reducing  the  amount  50 
percent. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  And  the  gentleman  is  accepting  the 
reduction? 

Mr.  NORRELL.    Yes. 

Mr.  MICHENER.     I  have  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to^ 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  £isk  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  resolution  from  the  Communist  International. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 


Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  right  to  object. 
Notwith.standing  the  gentleman's  defeat  for  reelection,  in  the 
last  few  days  he  has  clogged  up  the  Record  again  with  a  lot 
of  articles  and  statements  which  I  know  to  be  unfair  and 
unjust.    In  view  of  that,  I  object. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Jklr.  Speaker,  on  roll  call  178.  If  present, 
I  would  have  voted  "nay";  on  roll  call  179  I  was  absent,  and 
if  present  I  would  have  voted  "yea";  on  roll  call  182,  if  present, 
I  would  have  voted  "yea." 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  therewith  a 
letter  written  to  Edward  M.  Toland  by  Mr.  William  Green. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
press  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  reserve  the  right  to  object. 
When  the  gentleman  asks  to  insert  an  editorial  I  shall  not 
object  to  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia,  as  he  is  not 
guilty  of  placing  much  extraneous  matter  in  the  Record; 
but  I  rise  to  say  this  in  reference  to  the  objection  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  I  Mr.  Sabath  1 .  If  he  will  go  over  the 
Record  of  the  last  2  weeks  and  see  the  amount  of  material 
placed  therein  by  Members  on  the  Democratic  side  of  the 
House,  one  article  which  contained  some  forty -odd  pages  laud- 
ing Jim  Farley,  newspaper  articles 

Mr.  SABATH.    Prom  this  side  of  the  House? 

Mr.  RICH.  Yes;  from  over  there,  in  the  Congressionai. 
Record.  There  was  one  gentleman  on  the  Democratic  side 
who  put  in  9  articles  containing  the  same  thing  with  ref- 
erence to  nine  counties  in  the  State  of  Washington,  which 
was  nothing  but  political  propaganda,  over  40  j>ages;  one 
Insertion  of  4*2  pages  should  have  been  sufficient ;  and  if  the 
gentleman  is  going  to  permit  that  sort  of  stuff  to  go  in.  then 
why  object  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Montana? 

Mr.  SABATH.  If  I  had  been  here.  I  would  have  objected 
to  it. 

Mr.  RICH.  And  if  I  had  known  that  he  was  going  to  insert 
in  the  Record  nine  times  practically  the  same  article;  change 
the  name  of  the  county  as  follows:  Grays  Harbor  County, 
Cowlitz  Coimty.  Clark  County,  Lewis  County.  Thurston 
County.  Pacific  County.  Skamania  County.  Wakkiakum 
County,  and  Mason  County,  I  would  have  objected  to  it,  for 
I  think  it  was  a  bad  thing  for  the  Member  to  do  such  a  breach 
of  good  faith  in  using  up  space  in  the  Congressional  Record. 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  am  in  accord  with  you  that  there  have 
been  abuses.  I  do  not  know  of  the  one  to  which  you  refer, 
but  many  of  those  on  the  other  side  of  the  Capitol  and  those 
of  the  gentleman  from  Montana  have  abused  the  Congres- 
sional Record  privilege  and  should  not  be  tolerated. 

Mr.  RICH.  When  people  ask  to  put  In  these  political 
speeches,  they  ought  to  be  objected  to.  In  fact  they  should 
not  ask  for  such  permission. 

Mr.  SABATH.  But  some  of  the  things  that  are  put  in  are 
not  only  political  speeches,  but  are  much  worse  than  political 
speeches. 

Personally  I  do  not  object  so  much  to  political  speeches  on 
the  part  of  Members  especially  when  they  are  for  home  con- 
sumption, but  I  do  object  and  we  should  condemn  continuous 
insertions  of  malicious  and  willful  accusations  made  for  the 
purpose  of  creating  racial  and  religious  hatred  and  discord 
and.  more  so,  when  they  tend  to  imitate  the  detestable  Nazi 
creed. 

Mr.  RICH.    Then  you  gentlemen  on  that  side  ought  to. 
watch  the  Record  a  little  bit  and  try  to  keep  it  clean. 

Mr.  SABATH.  That  is  what  I  was  trying  to  do  this  morn- 
ing, but  I  find  it  nearly  impossible  to  continuously  watch  you 
on  the  other  s'de. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  on  two  subjects  and  to  Include  two  edi- 
torials from  a  Portland  paper,  and  a  short  article  on  the 
third  term.  With  the  other  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  in- 
clude an  editorial  from  the  Portland  Oregonlan.  and  also  im 
article  about  Senator  Chaklks  L.  McNart. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
news  item  from  the  Los  Angeles  Times  headed  "Threat 
charged  In  Bridges  case." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

harry  m.  bridges 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

ITiere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  this  to  direct 
attention  of  the  Members  to  this  news  item  about  the  threat 
charge  In  the  Bridges  case.  There  is  a  subheading  which  says 
"  'Reds'  would  try  to  tie  up  the  deportation  ship.  Legionnaire 
declares."  Then  the  article  goes  on  to  state  that  Communist 
PsiTty  leaders  have  threatened  to  stop  the  deportation  of  Harry 
Bridges,  the  west  coast  director  of  the  C.  I.  O.,  in  the  event  the 
bill  to  deport  him  is  passed  by  the  Congress. 

This  statement  was  made  today  by  Homer  L.  Chaillaux. 
director  of  the  National  American  Commission  of  the  American 
Legion,  before  the  Rotary  Club: 

The  latest  threat  from  the  Communist  Party  is  that  "we  have 
machinery  to  make  It  Impossible  for  Bridges  to  l>e  deported  by  boat." 

They  mean  that  they  control  the  seamen's  union  on  the  west 
coast  atid  will  make  it  Impossible  to  move  any  boat  on  which  an 
attempt  is  made  to  ship  Bridges. 

This  appears  to  be  an  intolerable  situation  in  which  the 
Communists  of  the  country  are  defying  Congress  over  this 
man  Bridges.  These  Communists  are  receiving  their  greatest 
help  and  aid  from  a  man  who  has  sworn  to  uphold  the  law 
and  do  his  duty,  namely,  Attorney  General  Jackson  of  the 
United  States.  We  had  hoped  for  better  things  after  the 
miserable  failure  of  Mme.  Perkins,  but  apparently  Jackson 
has  just  as  much  lack  of  enthusiasm  and  intestinal  fortitude 
to  do  his  duty  as  had  Mme.  Perkins. 

S17BJECT  OF   extension   OF   REMARKS 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  obJecUon? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  asked  for  this 
minute  in  order  to  inform  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Sabath  1  that  the  statements  which  I  have  inserted  in  the 
Record  are  based  on  authenticated  fact£  and  statements  made 
in  and  taken  from  publications  issued  by  the  gentleman's  own 
people,  the  Zionist  Review.  I  have  copies  of  that  paper,  so 
that  there  is  nothing  strange  about  it,  there  is  nothing  queer 
about  it.  Those  are  the  absolute  facts  as  they  appear  in  the 
press,  and  the  House  ought  to  see  them.  There  is  no  reason 
in  the  world  why  any  minority,  no  matter  who  they  are.  should 
dictate  to  the  majority,  and  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  the 
gentleman's  own  people,  in  organized  minorities,  are  dictating 
to  the  American  people,  and  it  is  now  time  that  the  people  of 
the  United  States  awaken  to  realize  what  is  happening  to  this 
Nation.  We  are  in  the  hands  of  a  minority  party.  When  he 
can  sit  there  and  object  to  information  of  that  sort  going  Into 
the  Congressional  Record,  wtiich  Is  based  upon  facts,  it  is 
time  the  Congress  ceased  to  exist. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

LINDSAY  CASTES  WASSEN 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
iwoceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  obJecUoD? 
There  was  no  objection. 
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Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  address  myself  to  a  sub- 
ject on  which  both  Republicans  and  Democrats  can  agree, 
Lindsay  Carter  Warren. 

My  excuse  must  be  my  appreciation  of  the  benefits  I  have 
received  from  serving  an  apprenticeship  under  him  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Accounts  and  the  friendship 
which  resulted. 

Mr.  Warren  was  elected  to  the  House  of  Representatives 
from  the  First  District  of  North  Carolina  to  the  Sixty-ninth 
Congress  and  served  here  continuously  for  16  years  until  the 
day  before  yesterday,  when  his  resignation  was  accepted. 
Ilie  President,  imposing  special  trust  and  confidence  in  Mr. 
Warren,  prevailed  upon  him  to  desert  these  legislative  halls 
for  an  important  position  In  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government,  that  of  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States. 

He  left  us  without  valedictory.  It  was  characteristic  of 
him  to  sever  his  connection  here  and  take  up  his  new  duties 
without  ostentation,  and  perhaps  this  commendation  would 
touch  his  sensibilities  to  such  an  extent  as  to  be  embarrass- 
ing, but  my  association  with  him  has  been  such  that  I  cannot 
let  the  occasion  pass  without  notice. 

The  law  under  which  he  will  serve  was  calctilated  to 
remove  the  Comptroller  General  from  those  influences  which 
humankind  is  heir  to.  We  all  know,  however,  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  legislate  character,  integrity,  and  administrative 
ability.  These  elements  must  be  inherent  in  the  Individual, 
and  those  of  us  who  have  had  contact  with  Mr.  Warren  kno\v 
that  the  President  has  made  a  wise  choice. 

When  I  first  came  to  Congress  I  was  assigned  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Accounts,  of  which  Mr.  Warren  was  chairman. 
Although  of  the  minority  party.  I  was  advised  of  the  activ- 
ities of  the  committee,  was  made  familiar  with  all  the  mat- 
ters pending  before  it,  and  the  records  were  open  to  me  for 
any  details  that  I  might  desire.  I  felt  myself  fortunate  in 
serving  an  apprenticeship  imder  the  chairmanship  of  a  man 
of  his  knowledge  of  procedure,  his  sense  of  fairness,  and 
genial  personality. 

Immediately  upon  graduation  from  the  law  school  of  the 
University  of  North  Carolina  in  1912.  Mr.  Warren  entered 
upon  an  active  and  honorable  professional  and  public  career 
in  his  native  State,  which  was  to  prepare  him  for  his  use- 
fulness here,  and  here  he  attained  distinction  and  importance. 

As  presiding  officer,  by  designation  of  the  Speaker,  when 
the  whole  House  was  sitting  as  a  Committee,  which  was  fre- 
quent, his  marked  ability  and  knowledge  of  parliamentary 
procedure  inspired  the  confidence  of  us  all.  In  debate  he 
was  argumentative  and  forceful,  frequently  resorting  to  his 
serise  of  humor.  Illustrating  his  arguments  with  stories  char- 
acteristic of  his  native  South  In  the  dialect  he  so  well 
understood. 

I  think  it  will  be  diflficult  for  Lindsay  Warren  to  find  con- 
tentment in  the  cloistered  life  of  Comptroller  General  after 
the  hurly-burly  and  excitement  one  experiences  as  a  Member 
of  this  Chamber,  but  it  Is  my  hope,  as  I  am  certain  It  is  the 
hope  of  us  all,  that  there  will  come  to  him  a  full  share  of  his 
utmost  desires,  whether  it  be  in  his  present  situation  or  in 
some  higher  calling  in  public  or  private  life. 

Our  loss  will  be  the  gain  of  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government.  He  will  be  missed  as  a  legislator,  but  he  will 
dignify  and  increase  the  importance  of  the  administrative 
oflBce  to  which  he  has  been  called.  Our  best  wishes  attend 
him.    [Applause.] 

subject  of  extension  of  remarks 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  objected  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Montana  (Mr. 
ThorkelsomI  to  Insert  some  articles  In  his  statement  because 
I  have  found  in  the  past  that  many  of  his  extensions  of  re- 
marks were  not  based  on  facts,  were  without  justification, 
were  unfair  and  unwarranted. 
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Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  demand  that  the  gen- 
tleman's words  be  taken  down. 

Mr.  SABATH.    Oh,  sit  down. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  want  his  words  taken  down,  Mr. 
Speaker.  He  has  made  the  statement  that  my  Information 
is  not  based  on  facts.  You  sit  down  yourself.  You  are  talk- 
ing too  much  anjrway. 

Mr.  SABATH.    When  I  talk,  I  do  not  talk  or  insert  non- 

™|1^PEAKER.  The  Chair  wiU  rule  that  if  the  words  were 
tak#'4own  the  Chair  would  hold  that  they  did  not  infringe 
thei^#s  as  far  as  the  statement  so  far  has  been  made.  The 
gentleman  will  proceed. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Every  Member  knows  what  I  have  said  is 
correct  The  gentleman  from  Montana  in  the  last  few  days, 
though  he  has  been  repudiated  in  his  own  district  and  de- 
feated, has  loaded  down  the  Congressional  Record  with  more 
than  12  pages  of  stuff  unfit  for  the  Congressional  Record. 
He  sends  this  misleading  information  out  under  his  frank 
by  the  thousands  at  the  expense  of  the  American  taxpayers, 
whom  I  know  have  no  confidence  in  him. 

The  House  will  recall  that  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record, 
pages  3006-3010,  I  showed  that  he  had  placed  in  the  Record 
up  to  that  time  210  full  pages  of  scurrilous  matter  at  a  cost  of 
$9,400  to  taxpayers.  I  showed  that  he  had  imposed  upon  the 
House  by  inserting  in  one  of  his  leaves  to  print  a  forged  letter 
of  Col.  E.  M.  House,  confidant  of  the  late  Woodrow  Wilson,  in 
Which  ColonelJHouse  was  placed  in  the  false  position  of  being 
in  a  conspiracy  to  restore  the  American  Colonies  to  Great 
Britain.  After  that  performance,  and  even  before,  I  lost  all 
confidence  in  him. 

[Here  the  gavel  felLl 

;         PATENT  TO  CERTAIN  LANDS  IN  MINNESOTA 

Jilr.  DeROUEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  July  1  the  House  passed 
by  unanimous  consent.  H.  R.  9732,  relating  to  the  issuance  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  a  patent  to  the  State  of  Min- 
nesota, for  certain  lands  in  that  State.  At  the  time  of  the 
passage  of  the  House  bill  there  was  on  the  Speaker's  desk  an 
identical  Senate  bill.  S.  3954.  I  was  not  present  at  that  time, 
or  I  would  have  asked  that  the  Senate  bill  be  passed  in  lieu 
of  the  House  bill. 

I  now  ask  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  the  imme- 
diate consideration  of  the  bill  S.  3954. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana? 

Mr,  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, as  I  understand  the  situation,  these  two  bills  are  iden- 
tical? 

Mr.  DeROUEN.    Identical. 

Mr.  MICHENER,  And  it  was  simply  an  oversight  or  an 
inadvertence? 

Mr.  DeROUEN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  One  passed  the  House  and  the  other 
passed  the  Senate? 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  That  is  correct.  The  State  of  Miimesota 
has  qualified  and  is  ready  to  accept  the  land. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
what  does  this  bill  do? 

Mr.  DeROUEN.  It  is  simply  perfecting  title.  It  is  to  re- 
move a  color  of  title. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk  read  the  Senate  bill,  as 
follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  can- 
cel the  patent  issued  on  Augiist  24.  1886.  to  Joe  Blalr.  as  allottee 
No.  4  of  the  Pond  du  Lac  Indian  Reservation,  Minn.,  for  the  north 
half  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  30.  township  49  north, 
range  17  west,  of  the  fourth  principal  meridian  In  Minnesota,  and 
may  issue  to  the  State  of  Minnesota  as  a  fee-simple  patent  for 
the  tract  of  land  described.  If  issued,  the  fee-simple  patent  shall 
operate  as  a  full  and  complete  conveyance  of  any  and  all  right, 
title,  or  Interest  that  the  heirs  of  Joe  Blair,  deceased  allottee  No.  4 
of  the  Pond  du  Lac  Indian  Reservation.  Minn.,  and  that  the  United 
States  of  America  may  have  In  and  to  said  descrit>ed  lands.     Prior 


to  the  issuance  of  such  patent,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may 
require  the  State  of  Minnesota,  at  Its  expense,  to  furnish  satisfactory 
evidence  that  there  are  no  outstanding  liens,  encumbrances,  or 
Other  conveyances  of  record  against  said  lands  other  than  the  origi- 
nal patent  Issued  vmder  date  of  August  24.  1886,  to  the  said  Joe 
Blair  covering  the  lands  hereinabove  described. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

BRIDGE  ACROSS  STRAITS  OF  MACKINAC,  MICH. 

Mr.  LEIA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (S.  1379)  granting  the  con- 
sent of  Congress  to  the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge  Authority  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  toll  bridge  or  series  of 
bridges,  causeways,  and  approaches  thereto,  across  the  Straits 
of  Mackinac  at  or  near  a  point  between  St.  Ignace,  Mich., 
and  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  with  House  amend- 
ments, insist  on  the  amendments  of  the  House  and  agree  to 
the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, is  that  the  Mackinac  Straits  Bridge? 

Mr.  LEA.    Yes. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  {"hSr. 
DoNDERQ]  is  very  much  interested.  He  is  temporarily  absent 
from  the  floor.  I  ask  the  gentleman  to  withdraw  his  request 
until  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  returns. 

Mr.  LEA.  You  understand  that  this  is  simply  a  request  for 
the  appointment  of  conferees? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Yes.  It  is  the  next  step  in  the  process 
of  agreeing  with  the  Senate,  and  I  ask  the  gentleman  to 
withdraw  his  request.    If  he  does  not,  I  will  have  to  object. 

Mr.  LEA.  I  will  withdraw  the  request  for  the  time  being, 
Mr.  Speaker. 

PERMISSION  TO   ADDRESS  THE   HOUSE 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  Johns  asked  and  was  given*  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks. 

Mr.  SHAPER  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  in- 
clude certain  portions  of  a  radio  interview  last  night  between 
Pulton  Lewis,  Jr.,  and  a  Member  of  the  other  body. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  also  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
to  include  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THTTJi.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  therein 
an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

VETO   BIESSAGE  FROM   THE   PRESIDENT   OF    THE   UNITED   STATES   RE 
WILSON  A.  KRAMER    (H.  DOC.  NO.  910) 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  lays  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith  without  my  approval  H.  R.  6823.  an  act 
for  the  relief  of  Wilson  A.  Kramer. 

The  act  provides  that  the  named  beneficiary  shall  hereafter 
be  held  and  considered  to  have  been  mustered  into  the  Fed- 
eral military  service  on  May  7.  1898,  and  honorably  discharged 
October  29,  1898.  whereas  no  record  whatever  of  the  man 
having  performed  any  service  is  contained  in  the  official 
records  of  the  War  E>epartment  nor  the  General  Accounting 
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OfBce.  In  support  of  his  position,  the  claimant  has  tendered 
affidavits,  all  of  comjaaratively  recent  dates,  to  the  effect  that 
he  served  at  some  time  during  the  period  alleged. 

I  do  not  feel  justified  in  giving  my  approval  to  this  measure 
In  the  absence  of  any  substantiating  oflBcial-record  evidence 
of  such  service. 

PRanklih  D.  Roosevelt. 
The  White  House,  August  14.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  bill  and  the  mes- 
sage be  referred  to  the  Conunittee  on  Mibtary  Affairs  and 
ordered  printed. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

VETO   MESSAGE    FROM    THE    PRESIDENT   OF    THE    UNFTED   STATES    RE 
UNITED  STATES  CUSTOBIHOUSE,  DETROIT.  MICH.    (H.  DOC.  NO.  911) 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  lays  before  the  House  the  fol- 
^ lowing  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

1  return  herewith,  without  my  approval.  House  Joint  Reso- 
lution 472,  to  prohibit  the  sale  or  disposal  of  the  United  States 
customhouse  for  the  dty  of  Detroit. 

The  establishment  concerned,  the  Federal  Works  Agency, 
bas  no  Intention  of  selling  the  customhouse.  The  provisions 
of  existing  law  authorizing  sales  of  surplus  real  estate  are  at 
present  Inapplicable,  since  the  property  is  not  surplus, 

A  project  for  additional  stories  on  the  new  post  office  has 
been  suspended  for  several  months  because  of  protests  against 
the  moving  of  customs  activities,  and  the  entire  space  situa- 
tion in  Detroit  is  bdng  studied  with  a  view  to  arriving  at  a 
solution  acceptable  to  all  Federal  agencies  concerned.  Under 
the  circumstances,  the  Federal  Works  Agency  should  not  be 
handicapped  In  this  effort  by  legislation  such  as  House  Joint 
Resolution  472. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 

The  Wnm  House,  Auffust  14.  1940. 

» 

The  SPEAKER.    The  objections  of  the  President  will  be. 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal.  ] 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  bill  and  the 
message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings 
and  Grounds  and  ordered  printed. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

veto  MESSAGE  FROM  THE   PRESIDENT  OF  THE   UNITED   STATES — ^RS 
EDWARD  F.  HIGGINS    (H.  DOC.  MO.   912) 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  lays  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing additional  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States:  | 

To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  approval,  H.  R.  9520,  entitled 
*'An  act  for  the  relief  of  Edward  F.  Higgins,  postmaster. 
Great  Neck.  ft.  Y." 

The  express  purpose  of  the  main  body  of  the  enactment  Is 
to  allow  credit  in  the  accounts  of  Edward  F.  Higgins,  post- 
master at  Great  Neck,  N.  Y..  for  the  amount  of  $1,453.23.  rep- 
resenting unlawful  payments  of  compensation  made  to  Joseph 
Alexsey  as  a  postal  employee  at  Great  Neck,  N.  Y..  during  the 
period  July  1.  1938.  to  February  28.  1939.  while  he  was  an 
alien,  the  payments  having  been  made  in  contravention  of 
section  5  of  the  act  of  March  28,  1938  (52  Stat.  148).  How- 
ever, I  am  advised  by  the  Acting  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States  that  Joseph  Alexsey  has  heretofore  refunded 
to  the  United  States  the  entire  amount  of  the  unlawful  pay- 
ments, namely.  $1,453.23,  and  that  the  accounts  of  the  post- 
master in  question  have  been  credited  with  this  amount. 
Hence,  the  enactment  in  its  present  form — no  authority  ap- 
pearing therein  for  refund  to  the  employee — would  fail  to 
accomplish  any  useful  or  proper  purpose. 


Under  the  circumstances.  I  have  no  alternative  but  to 
withhold  my  approval  of  the  enactment. 

Franklin  D.  Roosevelt. 
T^E  White  House,  August  14.  1940. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objections  of  the  President  will  be 
spread  at  large  upon  the  Journal. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  bill  and 
the  message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and 
ordered  printed. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  obJecUon. 

FILIPINOS  IN  THE  ARMT  OF  THE   UMlTKl)   STATES 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  9158)  to  amend  the 
act  entitled  "An  act  for  the  protection  of  certain  enlisted 
men  of  the  Army,"  approved  August  19.  1937,  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  a  Senate  amendment,  and  conciu"  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment,  as  follows: 

Page  2.  line  17.  after  "service".  Insert  "Provided,  That  PUlplno* 
who  were  serving  In  the  Army  on  Jiily  1,  1937,  may  be  retained  In 
the  service  under  current  enlistments  and  may  be  reenllsted  with- 
out regard  to  their  citizenship  status,  and  may  receive  their  proper 
pay  and  allowances  vmder  such  enlistments  and  reenllstments." 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, has  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
conferred  with  the  minority  members  and  other  members  oX 
the  committee? 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  talked  to  some  of  the 
minority  members  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  about  it. 
The  bill  has  been  pending  here  for  2  or  3  weeks.  I  did  not 
have  an  opportunity  to  speak  to  them  about  it  this  morning 
because  I  had  to  adjourn  the  hearing  of  the  committee  and 
rush  over  to  the  House. 

The  bill  was  reported  imanimously  by  the  House  com- 
mittee. Its  purpose  is  to  provide  for  the  retention  in  the 
Army  of  about  700  men  who  on  next  Saturday,  if  the  bill  Is 
not  passed,  will  be  retired  from  the  service  automatically. 

The  effect  of  the  Senate  amendment  is  to  include  certain 
enlisted  Filipinos  in  the  Army,  principally  as  cooks. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Further  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
this  is  a  technical  bill,  one  that  the  House  generally  cannot 
imderstand  by  explanation,  but  may  I  ask  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  the  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Mil- 
itary Affairs  Committee,  if  this  bill  in  the  form  in  which 
It  is  now  presented  as  amended  by  the  Senate  meets  with 
the  approval  of  the  minority  members  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    It  was  reported  unanimously. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  And  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  mtoorlty 
members  that  the  amendment  should  be  agreed  to? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  It  was  unanimously  agreed  to  in  the 
committee. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Then,  certainly  I  shall  not  object. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  the  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  tell 
us  whether  or  not  this  bill  refers  to  members  of  the  Phil- 
ippine Scouts  located  in  the  Philippine  Islands  as  well  as 
to  those  in  the  regular  service  of  the  Army? 

Mr.  MAY.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Does  it  relate  to  the  Filipinos  employed 
principally  as  cooks  In  the  Army? 

Mr.  MAY.    It  takes  care  of  both. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  on 
what  date  would  they  be  retired  if  this  bill  did  not  pass? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  do  not  have  that  Information.  There  are 
about  700  of  them. 

Mr.  RICH.  Are  they  to  be  retired  on  accoimt  of  age 
or  service? 

Mr.  MAY.  On  account  of  certain  conditions  under  which 
they  enlisted. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  fur- 
ther? 
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Mr.  MAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  So  far  as  the  Philippine  Scouts  are  con- 
cerned they  are  entitled  to  the  same  retirement  benefits  as 
any  other  American  soldier. 

Mr.  MAY.  Certainly.  There  Is  not  and  should  not  be 
any  discrimination  between  them. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 
■  There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ORDERING    NATIONAL    CXTARD.    RESERVES.    AND    RETIRED    PERSONNEL 
INTO    ACTTVE    MIUTARY    SERVICE 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr,  Speaker,  by  direction  of 
the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  call  up  House  Resolution  567,  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  567 
Resolved,  That  Immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolu- 
tion It  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Itself 
Into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union 
for  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  286.  a  Joint  resolution  to 
strengthen  the  common  defense  and  to  authorize  the  President  to 
order  members  and  units  of  reserve  components  and  retired  per- 
sonnel of  the  Regular  Army  into  active  military  service.  That  after 
general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  Joint  resolution  and 
shall  continue  not  to  exceed  4  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and 
-  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  the  Joint  resolution  shall 
be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5-mlnute  rule.  At  the  con- 
clusion of  the  reading  of  the  Joint  resolution  for  amendment, 
the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  to  the  House  with 
such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous 
question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  Joint  resolution 
and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  Intervening 
motion  except  one  .motion  to  recommit,  with  or  wltbout  instruc- 
tions. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speakf;r.  this  Is  a  rule  for 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  authorizing  the  President  to  call 
Into  active  military  service  the  Reserve  oflBcers  and  the  State 
militia.  The  bill  has  passed  the  Senate.  The  rule  provides 
for  4  hours'  general  debate.  It  is  an  open  rule,  with  the  most 
liberal  provisions  for  amendments  to  be  offered  on  the  floor. 
As  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  objection  to  the  adoptton  of  the 
rule  itself. 

I  yield  one-half  of  my  time  to  the  gentleman  from  Ilimois 
[Mr.  Allen],  if  he  desires  the  time.  If  not.  I  shall  move  the 
previous  question. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  inasmuch  as  there  is 
no  opposition  to  the  rule  on  this  side,  I  yield  back  my  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  there  are  no  re- 
quests for  time,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  reso- 
lution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
286,  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and  to  authorize  the 
President  to  order  members  and  units  of  Reserve  components 
and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  into  active  mili- 
tary service. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con- 
sideration of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  286,  with  Mr.  Woodrum 
of  Virginia  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  first  reading  of  the  joint  resolution  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  30  minutes,  and 
desire  to  be  notified  when  I  have  spoken  for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  of  the  House 
bring  this  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  286)  to  the  floor 
under  a  unanimous  report,  but  I  feel  I  should  make  some 
brief  explanation  of  the  procedure  by  which  the  measure 
comes  to  the  floor. 

The  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  held  hearings  covering 
many  days  on  the  question  of  calling  out  the  National  Guard. 


In  addition  to  that,  we  have  been  in  session  for  several  weeks 
on  a  companion  bill,  commonly  referred  to  as  the  Burke- 
Wadsworth  bill,  sometimes  called  a  conscription  bill.  The 
hearings  on  both  measures  are  somewhat  interlocked  with 
each  other,  but  on  June  10  the  House  Military  Committee 
reported  a  bill  authorizing  the  President  to  order  the  National 
Guard  and  the  other  civilian  components  of  the  Army  into 
the  active  service  for  a  period  of  not  exceeding  12  months, 
and  authorizing  such  action  on  the  part  of  the  President  up 
to  and  including  June  30,  1942.  During  the  pendency  of  the 
bill  which  it  reported  to  the  House  the  committee  was  en- 
abled to  take  up  the  Senate  bill.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  286. 
On  that  we  conducted  further  hearings,  and  after  very  care- 
ful consideration  of  all  of  its  provisions  we  wrote  into  the 
Senate  Joint  resolution  certain  amendments,  which  I  shall 
undertake  to  explain  to  the  membership  of  the  House. 

As  I  have  already  stated,  the  bill  authorized  the  President 
from  time  to  time  to  order  into  active  military  training  for 
a  period  of  12  months  each  any  and  all  members  and  units 
of  any  or  all  Reserve  components  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  including  the  retired  personnel. 

When  the  House  committee  came  to  consider  the  Senate 
joint  resolution,  the  first  amendment  which  we  placed  in 
the  bill  and  which  we  thought  very  vital  and  necessary  was 
an  amendment  with  respect  to  the  provision  which  authorized 
the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  to  consider  as  an  unfair 
labor  practice  the  failure  of  any  industrial  employer  to  re- 
store at  the  expiration  of  his  period  of  service  an  enrollee  to 
his  former  job.  This  amendment,  having  been  considered 
by  the  committee,  it  was  decided  to  strike  out  the  portion 
of  the  Senate  amendment  relating  to  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  and  vest  in  the  district  courts  of  the  United 
States  the  power  and  authority  to  hear  any  complaint  by  any 
enrollee  who  might  be  denied  his  job  at  the  expiration  of  his 
12  months  of  training. 

The  basic  ground  upon  which  this  measure  is  presented 
is  the  fact  that  due  to  world  conditions  and  to  the  imminent 
and  constant  threat  of  major  difficulties  for  the  United  States, 
not  only  in  continental  United  States  but  possibly  in  other 
parts  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  the  committee  feels  this 
legislation  is  needed.  This  is  not  only  proven  by  the  evi- 
dence heard  on  this  particular  measure  but  by  a  vast  amount 
of  uncontradicted  proof  which  we  have  heard  on  the  pro- 
posal to  pass  a  compulsory  service  selection  bill. 

The  question  arose  in  the  first  bill  which  we  reported  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  National  Guard  might  be  called  to  service 
beyond  the  limits  of  continental  United  States.  Upon  con- 
sideration of  the  question  whether  it  might  be  called  beyond 
the  limits  of  continental  United  States,  the  House  committee 
first  reported  a  bill  confining  this  authority  to  continental 
United  States,  the  Panama  Canal  Zone,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the 
Hawaiian  Islands:  Subsequently  the  President  sent  an  urgent 
message  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  and  also  to  the  Senate 
in  which  he  emphasized  very  earnestly  the  need  for  authority 
to  call  them  in  an  emergency  beyond  the  continental  United 
States  and  to  all  of  our  foreign  possessions,  including  the 
Philippine  Islands.  After  hearing  all  of  the  facts  relating  to 
the  situation  throughout  the  Western  Hemisphere  and  the 
all-important  and  I  might  say  alarming  situation  that  is 
continuing  to  develop  in  Europe,  your  committee  has  con- 
curred in  the  Senate  provision  which  authorizes  the  Presi- 
dent not  only  to  caU  them  into  active  service  for  con- 
tinental United  States,  but  into  service  anywhere  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  including  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Ha- 
waiian and  Philippine  Islands.  We  feel  that  provision  is 
vitally  important. 

Let  us  assume  that  a  difficulty  arises  in  Mexico,  which  is 
not  continental  United  States.  Let  us  assume  that  some 
foreign  foe  obtained  a  land  or  naval  base  or  an  army  base 
somewhere  in  Mexico.  If  the  bill  had  been  restricted  to 
continental  United  States  and  the  President  had  no  power 
or  authority  to  call  the  National  Guard  for  use  beyond  con- 
tinental United  States  we  would  have  been  shut  off  at  the 
Rio  Grande,  which  might  have  made  it  possible  and  probably 
would  make  it  possible,  for  any  foreign  foe  with  designs  upon 
the  United  States  to  make  a  complete  conquest  of  Mexico,  set 
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up  a  foreign  border  by  an  antagonistic  enemy  along  the  Rio 
Grande,  and  the  same  thing  with  reference  to  the  3,000 
miles  of  border  line  between  Canada  and  the  United  States. 

Now,  on  the  question  of  those  who  axe  called  for  training 
tor  a  period  of  12  months,  the  House  committee  reconsidered 
a  certain  amendment  which  the  Senate  placed  in  the  bill, 
which  provided,  in  substance,  that  when  an  enrollee  had 
returned  to  his  civilian  employment  and  to  his  job  in  private 
Industry,  the  matter  should  be  taken  before  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  for  consideration,  or  at  least  in  an 
effort  to  give  that  Board  the  power  to  pass  upon  the  question. 
In  lieu  of  that  the  HoUse  conunittee  provided  "any  member 
of  any  Reserve  component  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States"— 
I  am  on  the  wrong  amendment.  The  one  I  am  reading  now 
relates  to  the  automatic  or  mandatory  discharge  of  a  member 
of  the  National  Guard  within  20  days  after  his  enlistment  it 
the  service,  and  here  is  what  we  provided:  • 

Any  member  of  any  Reserve  component  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  who  has  any  jierson  or  persons  dependent  solely  upon  him 
for  support  and  who  has  no  other  means  of  support  except  the 
wages  or  salary  he  can  earn  shall  be  discharged  upon  his  own  re- 
quest made  within  20  days  of  the  date  of  his  entry  into  the  active 
xnUltary  service  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    Yes;  I  wiU  yield  there. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  two 
questions  about  the  reservation  that  you  have  there,  and  one 
is,  What  do  you  mean  by  "Reserve  component  of  the  Army"? 

Mr.  MAY.  That  means  the  Reserve  officers  and  the  Re- 
serve Officers'  Corps  and  the  enlisted  Reserve  that  have  been 
brought  in  under  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Act  that  we  passed  a 
few  years  ago,  and  all  of  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Is  it  customary  to  refer  to  the  National 
Guard  as  a  Reserve  component  of  the  Regular  Army?  Does 
not  the  gentleman  think  it  would  be  far  better  to  say  "any 
member  of  the  National  Guard  or  any  Reserve  component  of 
the  Army"? 

Mr.  MAY.  Such  an  amendment  might  have  the  effect  of 
distinguishing  very  clearly  the  National  Guard  from  the  Re- 
serve Corps. 

Mr.  BWLWINKLE.  Well,  it  Is  distinguished  until  it  Is  actu- 
ally in  service,  and  such  a  man  is  not  in  actual  service.  He 
has  20  days  before  that  time.  I  want  the  gentleman  to  think 
about  that ;  and  then  there  is  another  matter  in  there.  What 
do  you  mean  by  the  words  "except  the  wages  or  salary  he  can 
earn"?  Does  that  refer  to  the  wages  and  salaries  in  the 
Army? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  language  is  so  simple  and  direct  on  that, 
I  do  not  think  the  gentleman 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  that  the 
language  is  simple,  but  it  would  be  far  better  if  you  would 
strike  out  on  line  6,  after  the  word  "support"  the  words 
"except  the  wages  or  salary  he  can  earn,"  because  here  is  a 
case,  for  instance,  of  a  yoimg  lieutenant  making  $133  a 
month,  if  he  has  gone  Into  the  Army.  He  may  have  an  in- 
valid wife  and  he  may  be  making  only  $100  a  month  in 
civilian  life. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  language  as  written  In  the  bill  by  the  com- 
mittee aims  to  protect  and  does  protect  the  enrollee 
against 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.     If  the  gentleman 

Mr.  MAY.  If  the  gentleman  is  not  going  to  give  me  time 
to  answer,  I  shall  decline  to  yield  further. 

The  amendment  which  we  have  written  in  here,  which 
states  "except  the  wages  or  salary  he  can  earn,"  refers  to 
the  salary  or  the  wages  that  he  is  earning  In  private  in- 
dustry at  this  time  and  before  he  is  called:  and  In  answer  to 
the  gentleman's  other  question,  based  on  his  knowledge  of 
the  law  and  his  experience  in  Congress  and  his  experience 
In  the  Army,  I  do  not  think  It  is  necessary  for  me  to  elaborate 
on  the  fact  that  the  National  Guard,  until  called  into  the 
Federal  service,  constitutes  the  State  militia  or  State  troops 
and  not  Federal  troops. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.    Oh,  no:  under  the  Constitution  It  Is  a 
part  cf  the  organized  militia  of  the  United  States  and  not 
the  State  miUtia. 
ULXXVI- 


Mr.  MAY.  No;  imtil  called  Into  active  service  by  the 
President,  in  pursuance  of  a  declaration  of  war  by  the  Con- 
gress, or  a  declaration  of  an  emergency. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Let  me  ask  the  gentleman  one  more 
question.  I  asked  the  gentleman  about  the  case  of  a  second 
lieutenant  that  makes  $133  a  month,  I  believe,  when  he  is  in 
the  service. 

Mr.  MAY.    Yes. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  He  is  making  $100  a  month  in  civilian 
life,  but  he  has  an  invalid  wife  that  he  has  to  stay  with  at 
home  and  in  that  case  is  somebody  going  to  judge  whether 
the  wages  in  the  Army  are  a  little  higher  than  in  civil  life, 
and  if  so,  that  he  should  go  Into  the  Army? 

Mr.  MAY.  Under  this  bill,  when  he  goes  back  to  his  $100 
job,  if  he  should  be  discharged  from  the  Army  at  the  end 
of  a  12-month  training  period,  he  would  go  back  at  the 
salary  that  he  had  before.  Furthermore,  he  may  be  dis- 
charged at  his  own  request  witi^n  20  days. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Will  he  be  discharged  before  he  goes  in 
on  this  20-day  proposition? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina that  the  committee  did  everything  it  could  and  all  It 
knows  how  to  do  to  try  to  protect  the  enrollee  when  he  is 
returned  to  private  life  in  the  enjoyment  of  his  life  or  In  the 
enjoyment  of  the  business  he  has,  and  if  there  Is  any  way  by 
which  we  can  do  it  better  we  would  be  glad  to  do  it. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  I^iELAND  M.  FORD.  My  question  is  pertinent  to  that 
particular  point.  I  am  not  opposing  the  bill,  but  Is  there 
anything  In  the  measure  that  protects  these  men  against 
what  may  be  their  obligation,  for  instance,  under  a  contract 
for  the  purchase  of  real  estate?  Should  there  not  be  a  mora- 
torium declared  for  the  time  they  are  in  the  service?  Has 
that  matter  been  taken  care  of? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  simultaneously 
with  the  reporting  of  this  bill  after  all  the  hearings  had  been 
completed  upon  it  the  War  Department  voluntarily  came  for- 
ward with  a  proposal  to  enlarge  upon  jsctlon  4  of  the  bill, 
which  was  known  as  the  Overton  amendment  in  the  Senate, 
and  which  enlarges  the  rights  of  these  enrollees  and  protects 
them  under  the  act  of  March  8,  1918.  under  what  was  known 
during  the  World  War  as  the  Civil  Rights  Act.  That  act 
embraced  everything.  Including  their  proper  protection  in 
court  procedure,  except  the  question  ot  preserving  their 
domicile,  the  place  of  residence,  on  the  subject  of  rents  ac- 
cruing, and  also  on  one  other  item  relating  to  Insurance. 
The  War  Department  has  brought  to  the  committee  for  con- 
sideration a  lengthy  bill  on  the  subject,  enlarging  the  civil 
rights  of  the  soldier.  In  addition  to  all  the  protection  to  which 
he  was  entitled  under  the  act  of  1918.  I  did  Introduce  such 
a  bill  and  hearings  have  been  held  on  it.  There  will  prob- 
ably be  no  objection  to  It,  but  it  was  felt  that  it  did  not 
properly  belong  in  this  measure. 

Mr.  LELAND  M.  FORD.  In  other  words,  that  will  be  taken 
care  of? 

Mr.  MAY.    Yes:  undoubtedly. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  LEWIS  of  Colorado.  Do  the  words  "wages  or  salary** 
as  stated  in  the  bill  in  line  6,  on  page  5,  cover  the  professional 
earnings  of  a  doctor  or  a  lawyer?  If  I  recall  correctly,  the 
Selective  Service  Act  of  1917,  in  referring  to  dependents  of  per- 
sons drawn  in  the  draft,  described  them  as  persons  who  were 
"mainly  dependent  on  the  labor"  of  the  person  drafted  "for 
their  support."  Is  that  included  in  the  words  "wages  or 
salary"? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  committee  was  of  the  opinion  that  the 
phrase  used,  "wages  or  salary,"  was  all  inclusive,  and  that 
It  would  apply  to  a  man  who  was  a  professional  man;  that 
even  though  it  was  earnings,  that  would  t>e  construed  as 
either  salary  or  wages,  one  or  the  other,  and  that  the  phrase 
would  cover  in  any  case. 
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Mr.  LEIWIS  of  Colorado.  The  explanatory  statement  Just 
made  by  the  gentleman,  I  believe,  would  be  considered  by 
any  court  In  constriiing  the  words  "wages  or  salary,"  as  in- 
dicating the  intent  of  Congress. 

Mr.  MAY.    I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Section  3  (b),  subsection  (B), 
provides: 

If  such  position  TV&8  In  the  employ  of  a  private  employer,  snch 
employer  shall  restore  such  person  to  such  position  or  to  a  position 
of  like  seniority  status  and  pay  unless  the  employer's  circumstances 
have  ao  changed  as  to  make  it  impossible  or  unreasonable  to  do  so. 

In  section  3  (c)  the  committee  has  recommended  that  the 
district  courts  of  the  United  States  shall  be  open  to  these 
young  men  to  apply  by  petition  against  the  private  employer. 
As  the  bill  passed  the  Senate,  I  understand,  every  soldier  leav- 
ing the  service  who  had  a  grievance  against  the  private  em- 
ployer had  the  agency  of  the  Federal  Government,  at  the 
expense  of  the  Federal  Government,  to  guarantee  his  day  in 
court  and  the  security  of  his  job.  I  am  wondering  if  the 
gentleman  does  not  believe  that  imder  this  language — and  I 
personally  agree  with  what  the  committee  has  done — it  is  not 
fair  to  provide  legal  services  for  these  men  when  they  leave 
the  service  if  they  find  a  hard-boiled  employer  who  is  not 
going  to  play  the  game. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  very 
frankly  that  after  we  reported  the  bill  I  had  another  thought 
about  it.  I  thought  that  possibly  if  a  soldier,  discharged  at 
the  end  of  his  12 -month  period  of  service,  had  difBculty  in 
agreeing  with  his  former  employer  with  regard  to  being  re- 
stored to  his  job,  he  ought  at  least  be  permitted  to  sue  in 
forma  pauperis,  if  that  were  necessary,  but  the  committee  had 
not  included  that  in  the  bill  and  I  did  not  feel  authorized  as 
chairman  of  the  committee  to  do  it  without  conference  with 
the  committee.  It  may  be  that  in  conference  that  kind  of 
consideration  will  be  given  to  it. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Then  the  gentleman  has  nothing 
in  mind  as  to  the  advisability  of  an  amendment  to  this 
language? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  certainly  do.  I  am  not  precluding  anybody 
from  any  wise  amendment  that  will  protect  the  soldier.  I 
have  felt  all  the  ^hlle  that  if  we  got  this  bill  through  and 
it  went  to  conference,  which  it  would  have  to  do  as  amended, 
whatever  amendments  the  House  puts  on  it  we  can  work  out  in 
conference. 

Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield?  '  ^ 

Mr.  MAY.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD.  With  regard  to  the  term  "mili- 
tpjy  service,"  if  a  man  serves  a  year  and  then  is  discharged. 
Is  he  immediately  available  If  you  want  to  call  him  back? 

Mr.  MAY.  There  is  a  provision  in  the  other  bill  that  if 
at  any  time  during  his  call  to  service  he  wished  to  join  the 
Regular  Army  he  could  do  so,  or  if  at  the  end  of  his  training 
period  ]je  wished  to  retire  to  private  life  and  go  back  to  his 
job  he  could  do  so.  He  is  subject  to  reenlistment  if  he  wishes 
to  do  that. 

Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD.    He  could  voluntarily  reenlist? 

Mr.  MAY.    Certainly,  he  could. 

.Mr.  THOMAS  P.  FORD.  But  he  would  not  be  subject  to 
the  12  months  of  training? 

Mr.  MAY.     No. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  In  regard  to  the  provision  of  the  bill 
which  concerns  the  restoration  of  jobs  to  enrollees,  does  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May]  understand  that  at 
the  close  of  the  World  War  many  World  War  veterans  were 
returned  to  their  positions  only  to  find  during  their  absence 
a  young  man  had  developed  a  lot  of  ability  and  perhaps  more 
ability  than  had  the  World  War  veteran,  with  the  result  that 
the  World  War  veteran  was  not  only  displaced  froAi  his  posi- 
tion but  eventually  squeezed  out  entirely?    Now  yhat  I  would 


like  to  know  is  this:  Does  the  Federal  court  have  Jurisdiction 
to  the  extent  that  the  enroUee's  job  will  not  only  be  returned 
to  him,  but  will  the  court  keep  him  in  his  job  for  a  few  years 
at  least,  or  will  they  squeeze  him  out  like  they  did  the  World 
War  veteran? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  means  protect  the  veteran  of 
the  World  War  who  has  been  discriminated  against? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    No.  the  enroUee's  service. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  enrollee,  or  the  man  who  is  called  as  a 
member  of  the  National  Guard  or  the  Reserve? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.     Yes. 

Mr.  MAY.  And  what  the  gentleman  wants  to  know  Is 
whether  or  not  it  will  go  bejrond  the  period  of  a  year  and 
protect  him? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MAY.  So  far  as  the  legislation  is  concerned  as  It  novr 
is,  it  relates  only  to  the  year's  service. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Does  not  the  gentleman  think  the  en- 
rollee is  entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  Government  until 
he  has  rehabilitated  himself  and  established  himself  in  a 
permanent  position? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  measure  I  referred  to  a  while  ago  takes 
care  of  that,  when  we  get  through,  but  it  was  so  lengthy  and 
required  so  much  consideration  that  we  felt  it  ought  to 
be  given  careful  consideration  and  be  written  so  that  it 
would  certainly  guarantee  the  rights  of  the  enrollee,  and  for 
that  reason  we  are  considering  it  separately  from  this. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  That  is  the  Soldiers  and  Sailors  Civil 
Relief  Act? 

Mr.  MAY.    Yes. 

Mr.  KELLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.     Yes. 

Mr.  KELLER.  It  occurs  to  me  it  might  be  wise  to  give 
these  men  the  same  status  as  the  laboringman  has  under 
the  N.  L.  R.  B.  and  let  that  organization  handle  that  situa- 
tion.   Would  not  that  be  wise? 

Mr.  MAY.  We  thought  that  inasmuch  as  the  Labor  Re- 
lations Act  provides  that  that  Board  might  on  hearing  of 
facts  determine  what  constitutes  an  unfair  labor  practice, 
that  it  would  he  unwise  in  the  bill  to  declare  as  a  matter  of 
law  that  it  is  an  unfair  labor  practice  for  an  employer  to 
decline  to  reemploy  a  man  when  he  returns  from  the  service. 
There  is  a  further  provision  in  the  bill  providing  that  the 
situation  of  the  employer  may  have  changed.  For  instance, 
the  employer  may  have  gone  into  bankruptcy  pending  the 
tenure  of  the  man  in  the  service  and,  of  course,  he  could 
not  reemploy  the  man.  and  the  court  having  the  matter  in 
custody  would  not  be  able  to  provide  for  that. 

Mr.  KELLER.  And  the  gentleman  feels  that  the  bill  com- 
ing after  this  will  take  care  of  those  things? 

Mr.  MAY.     Yes. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman. yield? 

Mr.  MAY.     Yes. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  minimum 
age  for  enlistment  in  the  Army  is  18  years,  and  also  that  there 
are  members  of  the  National  Guard  who  are  under  18  years 
of  age  and  still  in  school,  would  it  not  be  possible  to  limit 
this  call  to  those  18  years  of  age,  for  members  of  the  National 
Guard? 

Mr.  MAY.  It  would  be  possible  to  do  it,  but  the  conunittee 
has  not  so  decided, 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Did  the  committee  discuss  that  subject? 

Mr.  MAY.  That  has  been  discussed,  and  the  kindred  ques- 
tion of  providing  for  deferment  of  students  of  military  schools. 
That  has  also  been  discussed. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  What  is  the  gentleman's  opinion  about 
that  sort  of  a  provision? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  am  not  averse  to  it.  but  I  will  say  this,  that  It 
Is  being  considered  carefully  in  the  conscription  bill  not  yet 
reported. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  But  this  particular  bill  calls  out  the  Re- 
serve, and  there  are  some  boys  I  know  of  who  are  not  18  years 
of  age,  who  are  still  in  school.  They  will  be  called  out  of 
school  at  this  time,  whereas  otherwise  ,they  might  complete 
their  high-school  term. 
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Mr.  MAY.     There  are  some  cases  of  that  kind  that  would  i 
constitute  a  hardship.    It  is  almost  impossible  to  enact  such 
legislation  as  this  without  Imposing  hardship  In  some  cases. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  They  can  enlist  at  16  years  of  age  in  the 
National  Guard  in  my  State. 

Mr.  MAY.  There  are  some  cases  of  that  kind,  but  so  far 
as  I  can  tell  from  the  evidence,  they  are  not  numerous  enough 
to  provide  for  a  particular  exemption. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.     Yes.     1  am  happy  to  yield  to  the  gentlewoman. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  My  imderstanding  is 
that  under  the  present  law  when  the  President  calls  in  the 
National  Guard  or  the  Reserves,  they  may  have  the  privilege 
of  war-risk  Insurance.  In  other  words,  they  may  take  out 
war-risk  insurance  15  days  after  they  are  called  into  the 
service,  so  that  It  will  not  be  necessary  to  pass  a  separate 

Mr.  MAY.  If  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  is  still  effective, 
bill  to  give  these  men  the  benefit  of  the  war-risk  insurance, 
and  I  understand  it  Is.  it  will  not  be  necessary. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  was  told  that  it  was  in 
effect  this  morning. 

Mr.  MAY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.     Yes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  There  are  a  few  matters  that  I  want  to 
get  cleared  up.  and  that  I  want  to  inquire  about,  but  before 
I  do  that  1  suggest  there  has  been  some  doubt,  as  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  knows,  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  Reserve  components  include  the  National  Guard. 
On  page  67  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  1920,  published  in 
1940,  it  is  specifically  provided  that  the  National  Guard  shall 
be  considered  as  a  Reserve  component  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  MAY.     Yes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  I  have  been  disturbed  about 
boys  from  18  to  21  years  of  age  who  are  in  the  guard,  who  win 
be  subject  *o  call  if  this  act  passes,  when,  as  I  understand  it, 
the  Conscription  Act  is  designed  to  include  only  those  boys  21 
years  and  over.  Has  the  committee  given  any  consideration 
to  that  matter  other  than  as  indicated  to  the  gentleman  from 
California  I  Mr.  Hinshaw  ]  ? 

Mr.  MAY.  We  have  not  given  consideration  to  it  except 
to  have  a  hearing,  and  we  will  consider  that  question  when 
we  come  to  drafting  the  bill  finally.  Of  course  there  will  be 
many  changes  in  the  Burke -Wadsworth  bill  relating  to  com- 
pulsory military  training.  I  would  not  like  to  say  what  the 
committee  will  do  about  it  at  this  time. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  There  is  a  matter  about  which  I  like  to 
Inquire  further,  because  a  number  of  the  members  of  the  guard 
have  communicated  with  me,  and  some  of  them  did  not 
understand  when  they  joined  the  guard  that  this  thing  might 
happen  to  them.  I  observe  that  in  the  President's  message, 
he  says  that  "the  guard  comprises  a  body  of  men  who  have 
voluntarily  asstmied  an  obligation  to  serve  the  Nation  in  any 
crisis." 

In  trying  to  find  out  just  what  might  have  been  con- 
templated by  these  men  when  they  joined  the  guard,  I  turn  to 
the  Defense  Act  again,  in  section  111,  and  I  find  this: 

When  Congress  shall  have  declared  a  national  emergency  and  shall 
have  authorized  the  use  of  armed  land  forces  of  the  United  States 
for  any  purpose  requiring  the  use  of  troops  in  excess  of  those  cf  the 
Regular  Army,  the  President  may,  imder  such  regulations.  Includ- 
ing such  physical  examination  as  he  may  prescribe,  order  into  the 
active  military  service  of  the  United  States,  to  serve  therein  for  the 
period  of  the  war  or  emergency,  unless  sooner  relieved,  any  or  all 
units  and  ithe]  members  [thereof]  cf  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States. 

I  would  like  to  inquire.  Is  it  fair  to  say  that  that  fixed  the 
obligation  that  might  have  been  contemplated  by  an  enrollee 
of  the  guard  at  the  time  he  did  enroll? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky has  expired. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  jrleld  myself  5  additional 
minutes. 

Of  course,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck] 
imderstands  that  the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee  had 


no  way  of  determining  what  was  In  the  minds  of  the  men 
who  joined  the  National  Guard  years  ago.  or  months  ago. 
or  today,  but  we  proceeded  upon  the  theory  that  nearly  every- 
body who  joined  the  guard  was  an  intelligent,  patriotic  man, 
and  when  he  did  it  he  joined  with  the  expectation  of  meeting 
any  emergency  that  might  arise.  The  gentleman  knows  that 
when  they  are  resident  in  a  State  and  before  there  is  any 
emergency  declared  by  Congress  or  any  war  declared  by  Con- 
gress, they  are  frequently  called  by  the  Governors  of  the  States 
for  service  in  shut-out  strikes  to  suppress  insurrections  and 
disturbances  in  the  States.  Consequently  the  gentleman  will 
have  to  know  that  when  a  man  joined  the  National  Guard 
he  did  it  like  the  man  who  gets  married — "for  better  or  for 
worse"  [laughter];  and  that  he  is  subject  to  call  at  any  time 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States  when  the  Congress 
declares  an  emergency.  j 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  recognize  that  a  member  of  the  guard 
did  contemplate  that  he  might  be  called  by  his  State  in  cer- 
tain contingencies.  The  thing  I  am  inquiring  about  is  the 
present  situation  which  has  to  do  with  the  calling  of  the 
guard  into  the  Federal  service.  I  do  not  mean  hereby  to  say 
that  I  am  for  or  against  this  bill.  The  thing  I  am  trying  to 
find  out  is  just  what  there  may  be.  If  anything,  in  some  of  the 
things  that  have  been  said.  For  instance,  one  guard  officer  in 
my  district  writes  me  this: 

If  the  guard  Is  mobilized  without  a  chance  for  resignation  of 
officers  who  have  a  profession  to  look  after  or  a  job  which  no  one 
else  can  fill,  it  is  going  to  create  a  severe  hardship  on  them.  I 
would  be  ready  to  sacrifice  anything  in  the  event  of  war,  but  believe 
that  I  have  done  my  duty  in  the  past  by  giving  2  weeks  a  year 
and  1  night  a  week  for  the  past  10  years  so  that  I  could  be  in  a 
state  of  preparedness  in  case  of  a  real  national  emergency.  I  never 
would  have  kept  up  my  commission  if  I  had  known  I  might  be 
mobilized  in  peacetime  jvist  to  fiU  in  a  gap  resulting  from  faUure 
to  expand  the  Regular  Army. 

Mr.  MAY.  Now,  let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
that  the  gentleman  who  wrote  that  letter  discloses  the  fact 
that  if  he  had  known  there  was  going  to  be  a  national  emer- 
gency or  if  the  Congress  was  going  to  declare  war,  I  think 
he  states  there  that  he  would  not  have  joined  the  guard 
[Laughter.]  Perhaps  I  misunderstood  the  gentleman's  read- 
ing of  the  letter. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  think  this  statement  is  a  pretty  fair 
statement.  Has  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  at  this 
time  declared  any  such  national  emergency  as  Ls  contem- 
plated by  the  National  Defense  Act  which  created  the  National 
Guard? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  Congress  of  the  United  States,  by  the  pass- 
fige  of  this  resolution  recognizes  that  such  an  emergency  may 
arise  and  we  want  the  guardsmen  to  have  training  for  their 
own  protection. 

Mr.  MASON.     That  Is  It  exactly. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  emergency  already  threatens,  as  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  well  knows.  This  is  merely  a  bill  to 
provide  for  any  future  emergency  of  whatever  character. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Does  this  act  declare  such  an  emergency 
as  is  contemplated  by  the  section  I  have  just  read? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  think  that  under  the  National  Defense  Act. 
the  section  which  you  have  read,  and  under  the  provisions  of 
this  bill  it  constitutes  a  declaration  of  a  condition  or  situation 
that  threatens  to  develop  into  national  emergency,  and  I 
think  that  the  evidence  and  the  conditions  that  exist  fully 
and  wholly  warrant  it. 

Mr.  FADDIS  and  Mr.  ANDREWS  rose. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  first  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  FaddisI. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  A  further  answer  to  the  inquiry  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  is  the  fact  that  Congress  has  made  these 
appropriations,  thus  giving  notice  that  there  is  an  emergency. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  was  about  to  mention  that  myself.  I  think 
that  constitutes  a  declaration  of  emergency.  I  now  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Andrews]. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  5  additional  min- 
utes, and  then  I  will  relinquish  the  floor. 
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Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  may  say  to  Ae  gentleman  from  Indi- 
ana [Mr.  Halleck]  that  as  I  imderstand  the  situation  of  his 
constituent  there  Is  nothing  to  prevent  his  withdrawing  from 
the  service  if  he  wants  to. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  would  like  to  be  very  sure  about  that. 
Prom  my  reading  of  the  law  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  All  the  testimony  before  the  committee 
Is  clearly  to  that  effect.  Any  officer  in  the  National  Guard 
can  resign  if  he  feels  so  inclined. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Do  I  understand  from  the  chairman  that 
that  is  his  understanding  also? 

Mr.  MAY.  Yes;  that  is  my  understanding;  also,  let  me 
answer  the  gentleman's  inquiry  this  way,  that  under  this 
btU  there  will  be  numerous  regulations  issued  by  the  War 
Department  and  by  Executive  order  of  the  President.  Under 
those  regulations  no  hardship  will  be  imposed  on  any  man. 

Furthermore,  the  testimony  shows  that  it  is  not  the  pur- 
pose of  the  War  Department  or  the  President  to  call  the  en- 
tire National  Ouard  at  once.  They  will  be  called  in  incre- 
ments of  possibly  50,000  to  60,000,  the  first  being  called  the 
1st  of  October  if  the  bill  is  passed,  the  second  being  called 
in  April;  and  along  with  them,  if  the  conscription  bill  is 
passed,  they  will  call  the  enrollees  who  are  enrolled  under 
that  act,  for  training  by  the  ofQcers  of  the  National  Guard 
and  the  Regular  Army, 

Mr.  HALLECK.  That  was  my  understanding,  but  I  read 
in  the  press  last  night  a  suggestion  on  the  part  of  some  high 
Army  officer  that  the  present  plan  is  to  call  out  all  of  the 
guard  and  possibly  to  forego  the  so-called  conscription  act. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  do  not  know  what  the  present  plan  is,  I 
have  not  been  advised  by  the  War  Department  as  to  that; 
but  I  do  know  there  is  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  War 
Deiaartment  either  to  call  the  National  Guard  or  the  civilian 
components  of  the  Regular  Establishment  any  faster  than 
they  are  able  to  provide  housing,  equipment,  and  arms  for 
training. 

Further,  if  the  conscription  bill  is  passed  nobody  will  be 
called  under  that  to  be  trained  by  the  National  Guard  imtil 
such  time  as  ample  housing  facilities,  arms,  equipment,  and 
clothing  are  made  available. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  National  Guard 
remains  a  State  unit  until  they  are  mustered  into  the  Federal 
service? 

Mr.  MAY.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that  any  officer  may  re- 
sign from  the  National  Guard  until  the  units  are  federalized? 

Mr.  MAY.  They  may  resign  today,  tomorrow,  or  any  time 
prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  Did-  the  committee  give  any  thought  to 
this  situation:  The  Federal  courts  have  jurisdiction  in  cer- 
tain cases.  Assuming  that  the  employer  of  an  enroUee  is 
not  engaged  In  any  business  affected  by  interstate  com- 
merce, would  the  provision  with  respect  to  extending  juris- 
diction to  the  United  States  district  courts  have  any  force 
or  weight  in  the  absence  of  the  employer's  being  engaged 
in  interstate  commerce  or  in  a  business  affected  by  interstate 
commerce? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  would  say  that,  even  though  the  employers 
were  engaged  purely  in  intrastate  commerce,  not  in  any  way 
engaged  in  interstate  commerce,  the  district  court  would  still 
have  jurisdiction  to  hear  and  determine  any  controversy  that 
might  arise  between  the  man  and  his  employer  over  the 
operation  of  these  military  measxires. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  I  would  suggest  to  the  gentlemen  of  the 
committee  that  they  consider  the  question  of  giving  the 
State  courts  concurrent  jurisdiction  with  the  Federal  courts 
in  such  cases  as  those  where  the  employer  Is  not  engaged  in 
Interstate  commerce  or  In  any  business  affected  by  inter- 
state conunerce. 


Mr.  MAY.  We  felt  that  inasmuch  as  this  was  a  Federal 
statute,  enacted  by  the  Federal  Congress,  that  jurisdiction 
should  be  given  to  the  Federal  courts. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.  But  the  Federal  courts  may  not  have 
jurisdiction  if  the  employer  is  not  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce. I  want  to  see  the  enrollee  given  full  protection  on 
conclusion  of  his  service. 

Mr.  MICHENER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  In  the  colloquy  between  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  Mr.  May,  and  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 
Mr.  Halleck,  I  understood  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
to  concede  that  the  contract  of  enlistment  which  the  Na- 
tional Guard  men  have  with  the  Federal  Government  is 
predicated  upon  an  emergency  declared  by  Congress,  that  the 
National  Guard  may  not  be  legally  called  imtil  such  an 
emergency  is  declared;  and  I  understood  the  chairman  to 
suggest  that  the  emergency  was  declared  in  this  bill.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  did  not  say  it  was  declared  in  this  bill.  I 
said  that  the  enactment  of  this  bill  would  constitute  a 
recognition  of  the  fact  that  we  are  preparing  for  any  emer- 
gency that  may  arise.  This  is  t>ased  upon  the  fact  that 
when  the  President  asked  the  Congress  for  the  enactment  of 
this  legislation  the  very  first  thing  he  said  in  that  message 
was  this: 

The  increasing  seriousness  of  the  international  situation  demands 
that  every  element  of  our  defense  structure  l>e  brought,  as  rapidly 
as  possible,  to  the  highest  state  of  efSciency,  in  training  as  weU  us 
In  equipment  and  materiel. 

In  view  of  that  statement  of  the  President,  when  he  recom- 
mended to  the  Congress,  as  he  had  a  right  to  do.  this  legisla- 
tion, plus  the  fact  that  we  have  already  appropriated  twelve  or 
thirteen  billion  dollars  for  defense  purposes,  I  think  the  ques- 
tion answers  itself. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  myself  1  additional 
minute. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  We  will  try  to  get  the  gentleman  some 
time  from  this  side. 

Mr.  MAY.    There  are  2  hours  over  there. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  We  want  the  gentleman  to  take  the 
time  because  he  is  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  who  is 
supixtsed  to  know  about  this  bill,  and  we  are  trying  to  find 
out.  Does  the  gentleman  contend  that  a  letter  written  by  the 
President  to  the  Congress  is  in  itself  sufficient  declaration 
by  Congress  of  a  national  emergency? 

Mr.  MAY.    The  gentleman  knows  I  meant  no  such  thing. 

Mr.  MICHENER.     I  am  asking  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  knows  furthermore,  and  every 
intelligent  man  and  lady  in  this  House,  and  they  are  all 
highly  intelligent,  knows  the  conditions  that  exist  in  this 
country  and  in  foreign  countries  and  the  fact  that  the  Presi- 
dent was  able,  based  on  his  wide  knowledge  and  understand- 
ing, to  say  that  a  situation  exists  justifying  the  calling  of 
the  National  Guard  in  time  of  peace,  if  you  want  to  call  it 
that,  would  make  it  seem  easy  for  the  gentleman  from  Michi- 
gan to  know  that  when  we  pass  this  act  that  it  constitutes  a 
declaration  of  a  situation  bordering  on  an  emergency.  I  will 
say  on  !ny  own  responsibility  that  a  grave  emergency  does 
exist  throughout  the  world. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  (Mr.  MichinmI. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  asked  for  5  min- 
utes in  order  to  finish  interrogating  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  Let  us  get  this  thing  right 
now. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan's  understanding  is  that 
there  can  be  no  emergency  as  defined  in  the  statute  read  by 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  unless  the  Congress  declares  in 
specific  language  that  there  is  such  an  emergency.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  insists  that  because  the  President  has 
written  a  letter  stating  that  in  his  opinion  certain  facts  exist 
in  the  country  such  statement  warrants  the  Congress  In 
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taking  judicial  notice  of  the  fact  that  an  emergency  does  ex- 
ist. There  can  be  no  emergency  as  contemplated  by  the  law, 
cited  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Halleck],  unless 
the  Congress  specifically  declares  that  there  is  such  an  emer- 
gency. It  seems  to  me  it  is  twaddle  to  try  to  figure  out  any 
other  kind  of  emergency.  Why  leave  doubt  when  we  can 
make  certain  by  stating  in  unmistakable  language? 

I  realize  that  back  in  September  last  the  President  did  de- 
clare that  there  existed  a  "limited  emergency,"  and  I  am 
convinced  that  the  President  put  that  word  "limited"  in  there 
because  he  had  no  right  to  declare  the  type  of  an  emergency 
contemplated  in  the  law.  A  "limited  emergency"  is  a  New 
Deal  phrase.  No  one  knows  what  it  comprehends.  If  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  will  make  a  search  of  some  of  the 
legislation  that  has  been  recently  passed  by  the  Congress  for 
national-defense  purposes.  I  doubt  not  that  he  will  find  tucked 
away  in  some  of  that  legislation  the  emergency  authority 
which  he  does  not  know  exists  and  which  the  statute  contem- 
plated by  the  pending  bill  will  not  contain.  Let  us  be  frank 
and  open  about  this  thing.  If  we  follow  the  law  as  he  says 
it  now  is.  we  must  declare  an  emergency  before  the  National 
Guard  can  be  called  out  for  training  if  we  keep  faith  with  the 
guardsmen. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  will  be  as  frank  and  open  about  it  as  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan.  The  gentleman  has  asked  me  a 
question,  the  ramifications  of  which  I  cannot  unravel.  But 
may  I  say  that  regardless  of  whether  an  emergency  is  de- 
clared by  the  Congress  or  not,  one  does  exist,  and,  in  addition 
to  that,  this  is  a  preventive  measure,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
engaging  in  any  military  campaign,  but  to  get  the  National 
Guard  into  the  service  for  further  training  in  preparation  for 
the  calling  of  other  men  for  training  as  the  situation  grows 
more  grave  from  time  to  time. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  think  I  have  yielded  long  enough.  My 
time  is  short. 

If  what  the  gentleman  says  is  true,  why  do  you  not  put  in 
this  bill  the  plain  language  declaring  an  emergency?  I  mean 
if  the  kind  of  an  emergency  exists,  that  necessitates  the  pres- 
ence of  the  National  Guard  in  the  Federal  service.  I  am  in 
favor  of  proper  training,  I  am  in  favor  of  adequate  national 
defense,  but  I  am  not  in  favor  of  reading  something  into  the 
bill  that  is  not  there  and  which  legally  will  not  be  held  to  be 
there. 

Mr.  MAY.  Does  the  gentleman  want  me  to  answer  the 
question? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Yes;  if  he  will  answer  the  question  and 
not  discuss  the  merits  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  said  he  was  in  favor  of  this  type 
of  legislation. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  No;  not  exactly  that.  There  is  a  dif- 
ference between  training  and  this  legislation. 

Mr.  MAY.  He  is  of  that  opinion  evidently,  because  he 
regards  the  emergency  such  as  to  make  that  desirable. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  what  I 
may  think  about  the  emergency.  It  does  not  make  any  dif- 
ference what  the  gentleman  thinks  about  that.  There  are 
435  Members  here,  and  these  435  Members  may  have  435  dif- 
ferent notions  as  to  whether  or  not  an  emergency  does  exist. 
We  should  place  in  the  bill,  and  in  the  statute,  that  which  the 
law  itself  says  we  must  place  in  the  law  before  we  have  the 
right  to  call  out  the  National  Guard  and  send  it  Into  1  year's 
training.  There  must  be  a  proclamation  of  the  emergency  as 
the  cornerstone  before  the  power  to  call  the  National  Guard 
into  Federal  service  can  be  operative. 

Mr.  SCHAPER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MICHENER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  What  is  this  emergency, 
except  the  President's  third-term  'blitzkrieg"? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  am  not  discussing  that.  If  this  emer- 
gency exists  why  let  the  President  rather  than  the  Congress 
determine  the  matter? 

This  word  "emergency"  has  become  not  only  a  household 
word  but  the  word  most  commonly  used  in  debate  in  the 
Congress  during  the  last  7  years.  We  have  gone  from  one 
emergency  to  the  other,  if  we  follow  the  trend  of  legislation; 


that  is,  one  statute  after  another  has  been  enacted  on  the 
statement  that  an  emergency  existed,  and  on  this  plea  the 
new  law  was  justified.  The  Congress  has  become  emergency 
minded.  Some  of  us  have  been  wondering,  within  the  last 
few  weeks,  if  the  term  "national  defense"  is  not  being  sub- 
stituted and  vitalized  to  relieve  the  people  from  the  monoto- 
nous term  "emergency."  A  lot  of  sins  have  been  committed 
in  the  name  of  emergency.  More  will  be  committed  in  the 
name  of  national  defense. 

Be  that  as  it  may,  however.  If  in  the  opinion  of  the  Con- 
gress an  emergency,  as  contemplated  by  the  Constitution 
and  the  statutes,  does  exist,  then  let  us  come  out  frankly, 
openly,  and  honestly  and  make  the  declaration.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  there  is  no  emergency,  then  there  is  no  occa- 
sion for  any  such  declaration.  Honesty  is  the  best  policy 
in  giving  the  reason  for  any  legislation,  anywhere,  anyhow, 
and  anytime. 

Now,  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  IMr.  May],  chsdrman 
of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  concedes  that  no  emer- 
gency, as  contemplated  by  the  statutes,  has  been  determined 
by  the  Congress,  and  that  there  is  no  language  in  this  pend- 
ing bill  making  any  such  declaration.  He  excuses  this  fail- 
ure on  the  sole  ground  that  the  President  has  sent  a  message 
to  Congress  reciting  conditions  which,  in  his  opinion,  con- 
stitute an  emergency.  Therefore,  the  chairman  hopes  in 
some  vague  and  imcertain  way  to  connect  up  this  legisla- 
tion with  the  President's  message. 

I  do  not  want  to  repeat,  but  it  does  seem  that  It  would 
be  much  easier  for  the  Congress  just  to  write  into  the  law 
that  which  we  all  know  should  be  there  if  the  enlisted  men 
and  the  officers  in  the  National  Guard  are  to  be  given  the 
treatment  they  were  guaranteed  by  the  law  when  they 
enlisted. 

I  realize  that  the  law  referred  to  by  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  (Mr.  Halleck]  is  a  statute  and  not  a  part  of  the 
Constitution.  A  statute  may,  of  course,  be  changed  or  re- 
pealed by  a  statute,  and  someone  has  had  the  temerity  to 
suggest  that  since  this  resolution,  by  indirection,  changes 
and  repeals  the  existing  law  governing  the  National  Guard 
that  is  all  that  is  necessary,  regardless  of  the  contract  which 
the  National  Guard  man  has  with  his  Government.  You 
know,  I  cannot  get  away  from  the  old-fashioned  notion  that 
people  should  keep  their  contracts.  I  still  believe  that  this 
applies  to  the  Federal  Government.  Every  time  our  Govern- 
ment, by  legislative  action  or  judicial  interpretation,  disre- 
gards the  sanctity  of  a  contract  made  between  our  Govern- 
ment and  its  people,  then  another  link  in  the  national  chain 
of  democracy  has  been  weakened,  if  not  destroyed. 

There  is  an  opportunity  here  to  write  into  this  bill  what 
we  mean.  If  there  is  an  emergency  and  if  it  is  necessary 
let  us  do  it.  and  be  fair  with  the  men  who  now  compose  our 
National  Guard. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  say  that  this  pending  bill  has  nothing 
to  do  with  national  conscription  or  compulsory  universal 
military  training,  as  advocated  in  the  Burke-Wadsworth 
bill.  That  is  something  entirely  different.  If  this  bill  is 
amended,  as  I  believe  it  will  be,  permitting  the  National 
Guard  men  to  resign  within  a  given  number  of  days,  pro- 
vided they  do  not  want  to  accept  this  year's  training,  then 
there  will  not  be  a  compulsory  thing  about  the  bill.  It  will 
be  entirely  voluntary  and,  in  view  of  the  conditions  that 
exist  throughout  the  world  today,  who  can  object  to  a 
national  defense  where  the  personnel  is  composed  entirely 
of  volimteers?  For  my  part,  I  shall  support  this  legislation 
with  the  amendments  which,  I  feel  sure,  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Burdick]. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  It  is  not  very  often  that  I 
have  disagreed  with  the  President  since  being  In  Congress. 
Most  of  the  time  I  thought  he  was  right.  I  have  disagreed 
with  him  on  one  issue,  and  I  did  it  quickly.  I  disagree  with 
him  on  this  issue.  As  one  Member  of  Congress.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  any  emergency  existing  which  demands  that 
we  turn  over  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  full 
authority  over  all  of  our  troops,  including  the  National  Guard. 
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The  principal  error  made  when  this  bill  was  drawn  was  pointed 
out  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan.  If  there  is  an  emer- 
gency existing,  it  is  the  duty  of  this  Congress  to  declare  it. 
If  we  are  to  call  these  men  out  for  training,  let  us  call  them 
out  under  circumstances  that  are  right  and  just.  When 
amendments  are  in  order  to  this  bill  I  propose  to  offer  an 
amendment  to  include  on  page  2,  line  6,  the  following  lan- 
guage: 

No  member  of  the  National  Guard  shall  be  called  to  active  mili- 
tary duty  under  this  act  unleas  he  has  attained  the  age  of  18  years. 

We  have  a  lot  of  high-school  boys  in  North  Dakota  who  are 
15  and  16  years  old.  They  joined  the  National  Guard  for  the 
purpose  of  military  training.  The  Congress  has  no  right  to 
take  those  boys,  the  potential  fighters  of  this  country,  out  of 
school. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  understand  that  no  man  under  the  age 
of  18  can  legally  be  a  member  of  the  National  Guard  under 
any  circumstances. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  If  the  gentleman  will  yield.  I  know  that 
the  memiaers  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  State  of  California 
are  from  16  years  of  age  up. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  WCX>DRUM  of  Virginia.  On  the  question  of  the 
emergency,  which  has  been  discussed  on  the  floor,  as  I  un- 
derstand, the  law  creating  the  National  Guard  provides  that 
t^  National  Guard  may  be  called  into  the  national  service 
by  the  President  if  and  when  Congress  declares  a  national 
emergency.  If  Congress  had  heretofore  declared  a  national 
emergency  to  exist,  this  legislation  would  not  be  necessary 
at  all.  Congress  not  having  declared  a  national  emergency 
to  exist,  the  question  now  before  Congress  is  whether  or 
not  it  wishes  to  authorize  the  President  to  call  the  National 
Guard  into  service.  It  seems  to  me  there  is  not  the  confusion 
about  it  that  has  been  stated. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  The  thing  that  led  me  into  it  was  the 
colloquy  between  the  two  gentlemen.  The  gentleman  from 
Indiana  was  insisting  that  you  had  no  right  to  take  a  Na- 
tional Guard  man  because  when  he  enlisted  he  had  a  written 
contract,  and  that  contract  was  the  law.  That  is  my  con- 
tention, and  the  gentleman  will  agree  with  it. 

Mr.  BURDICK.     Mr.  Chairman.  I  refuse  to  yield  further. 

I  suppose  there  are  a  great  many  lawyers  on  that  com- 
mittee. Let  me  read  you  what  they  propose  to  do.  When 
these  boys  are  called  into  active  service,  if  they  are  in  the 
employ  of  anyone,  you  propose  they  shall  have  their  jobs 
back  when  they  leave  the  service.  You  know  th^t  most 
of  these  boys  are  now  in  the  employ  of  someone.  A  great 
many  of  them  are  t)ank  clerks,  or  clerks  in  grocery  stores, 
and  have  been  employed  for  a  number  of  years.  They  go 
out  in  the  evenings  to  receive  this  training.  You  proposed 
during  the  World  War  that  they  should  get  their  jobs  back 
when  /they  returned,  but  only  a  comparatively  few  ever  got 
another  job  when  he  got  back.  It  was  iLsually  filled  by  some- 
body else,  and  mostly  by  women,  and  you  have  not  been  able 
to  get  them  out  since.     [Laughter.] 

This  is  the  language  of  the  bill: 

If  such  poeltlon  was  In  the  employ  of  a  private  employer,  such 
employer  shall  restore  such  person  to  such  position  or  to  a  posi- 
tion of  like  seniority  status  and  pay  unless  the  employer's  cir- 
cumstances have  BO  ciianged  as  to  make  it  impossible  or  un- 
reasonable to  do  so. 

You  know  that  is  unconstitutional.    You  cannot  make  any- 
body in  the  future  employ  anyone. 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  1  additional  minute 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Then  you  propose  that  if  the  employer 
does  not  employ  that  young  man  again  you  can  go  l)efore 
the  district  court  and  make  him  do  so.  I  should  like  to  know 
What  constitutional  basis  exists  for  an  action  of  that  kind. 


"unless  his  condition  has  changed,"  the  bill  states.  Of  course, 
it  has.  It  will  be  made  to  appear  that  it  has  changed  whether 
it  has  or  not.  You  are  not  using  these  young  men  fairly  in 
calling  them  into  the  service  and  making  them  leave  their 
employment,  because  you  are  making  unemployment  so 
much  the  greater. 

I  wish  you  would  pay  attention  to  the  proposal  I  am  going 
to  make  in  this  bill  on  page  2.  line  6,  when  the  bill  is  read 
for  amendment,  because  I  do  not  propose  to  have  this  coun- 
try defended  by  a  bunch  of  infants  as  long  as  we  are  able 
to  walk  aroimd  in  this  Congress.  I  would  rather  go  than 
send  my  son.  who  might  be  16  years  of  age,  to  fight  the  cause 
of  this  country.     (Applause.! 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Rich!. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  considering  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  286  we  find,  according  to  the  report,  that  the 
purpose  of  this  joint  resolution  is  to  grant  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  armed 
forces,  authority  to  order  the  National  Guard.  Reserve,  and 
retired  ijersonnel  into  the  active  service  in  peacetime. 

I  heard  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Mat!,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  make  the  statement  that  this  bill 
declares  an  emergency.  What  emergency?  I  believe  the 
Members  of  Congress  want  to  be  very  careful  what  kind  of 
an  emergency  we  are  declaring.  How  many  Members  of 
Congress  are  well  enough  versed  to  know  just  what  this  bill 
is  supposed  to  do  and  just  how  much  jwwer  it  will  grant 
additionally  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  when  we 
declare  an  emergency?  We  have  granted  Mr.  Roosevelt  too 
much  power.  I  warn  you  now  to  be  careful  and  thoughtful 
just  what  you  are  doing.  Act  slow  rather  than  repent  in 
haste. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.     Mr.  Chairman,  wUl  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  believe  I  can  answer  that  question 
clearly  by  saying  that  it  is  going  to  give  him  the  power  to 
call  out  the  National  Guard,  to  order  them  to  duty,  and  to 
train  them  under  the  Chief  of  Staff  in  the  territory  described. 

Mr.  RICH.  How  much  more  authority  Is  it  going  to  give 
him?  How  much  authority  do  you  want  to  give  the  Presi- 
dent? Why  let  him  send  the  boys  from  the  United  States? 
I  do  not  believe  in  it  at  present.  No  such  emergency  exists 
today  in  my  judgment. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  That  is  all.  May  I  remind  the  gentle- 
man, and  other  Members  of  the  minority,  that  the  original 
request  for  this  legislation  emanated  from  the  Chief  of  Staff 
and  not  from  the  White  House. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  has  evidently  misimderstood  my 
meaning,  becaase  I  said— and  it  is  all  I  did  say— that  there 
is  an  existing  emergency.  The  fact  that  we  have  appropri- 
ated billions  of  dollars  for  national  deferise  is  evidence  of  sui 
emergency  This  legislation  is  proposed  in  anticipation  of 
any  emergency  that  may  exist,  because  if  an  emergency  had 
already  been  declared  by  the  Congress  this  would  not  have 
been  necessary.  The  gentleman  does  not  deny  that  an  emer- 
gency exists,  does  he? 

Mr.  RICH.  I  want  to'  know  what  kind  of  emergency  there 
Is.  We  have  spent  billions  the  past  7  years;  what  was  that 
great  emergency? 

Mr.  MAY.  Well.  I  cannot  tell  the  gentleman  If  he  does 
not  already  know. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  believe  much  of  it  unnecessary.  I  do  not 
want  it  to  happen  again.  I  do  not  know  that  an  emergency 
exists  whereby  we  should  grant  the  President  of  the  United 
States  such  enormous  power,  not  only  the  power  that  is  given 
him  in  this  bill,  but  in  the  legislation  that  has  been  passed  in 
the  last  6  or  7  years  whereby  the  Congress  has  granted  him 
such  enormous  power.  It  is  more  than  a  good  man  would 
want  and  certainly  more  than  a  bad  fnan  should  have. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  knows  that  the  National  Guard 
trains  every  year  for  a  short  period. 
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Mr.  RICH.  Absolutely.-  And  wisely,  so.  They  get  much 
needed  training  in  the  States  wherein  they  live. 

Mr.  MAY.  What  is  there  revolutionary  about  calling  them 
out  for  a  year's  training  if  they  all  desire  training? 

Mr.  RICH.  I  will  explain  what  is  revolutionary  about  that. 
When  the  National  Guard  was  formed,  it  was  formed  for  the 
purpose  of  the  States  having  a  military  organization  of  their 
own  that  could  be  used  in  case  of  an  emergency  by  each  and 
every  State  of  the  United  States.  The  Governor  of  the  State 
had  charge  of  the  National  Guard  and  the  only  power  granted 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  was  that  in  case  we  were 
at  war  he  would  have  the  power  to  take  away  from  the  State 
the  right  and  the  authority  that  the  Governor  possessed. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.  Are  you  going  to  give  me  some  more  time? 
If  you  are.  I  will  yield. 

Mr  ARENDS.  I  will  yield  the  gentleman  more  time. 
How  much  more  time  does  the  gentleman  want? 

Mr.  RICH.    I  want  as  much  as  the  gentleman  can  give  me. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  5 
more  minutes. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  want  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania if  he  has  read  the  National  Defense  Act? 

Mr.  RICH.    No;  I  have  not. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  want  to  remind  the  gentleman  that 
with  the  pasjjage  of  the  National  Defense  Act.  as  amended 
in  1920.  the  National  Guard  is  no  longer  the  National  Guard  • 
of  the  State,  it  is  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  oath  taken  by  every  enlisted  man  and  every  officer 
is  today  the  same  as  the  oath  taken  by  any  man  in  the 
Regular  Army,  and  the  President  today  has  the  power  to  call 
the  National  Guard  into  service,  with  the  permission  of  the 
Governors,  with  no  declaration  of  any  emergency,  and  to 
send  them  anywhere  in  the  United  States  or  its  Territories 
that  he  may  wish. 

Mr.  RICH.  Suppose  some  emergency  exists  in  a  particular 
State,  and  the  need  of  the  guard  is  wanted  in  the  State,  what 
is  the  Governor  of  that  State  going  to  have  to  exercise  any 
right  or  meet  any  emergency  that  may  exist  in  that  State? 

We  should  have  a  lot  of  time  to  discuss  that  and  try  to 
get  something  that  will  be  for  the  best  interests  of  our  coun- 
try. That  is  all  I  am  Interested  in  and  I  do  not  want  to 
grant  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  such  authority 
that  he  might  declare  a  national  emergency  to  exist  and 
then  set  himself  up  as  a  dictator  in  this  land.  That  is  the 
very  serious  situation  that  we  are  confronted  with  here  in 
this  country,  and  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  do  not  propose 
to  grant  such  po^r  to  anyone,  regardless  of  whether  he  may 
be  a  Republican  or  a  Democrat.  I  want  no  dictator  and  we 
are  just  about  to  get  one.  if  I  can  read  the  sign  of  the  times 
here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  HALLECK.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  and  able  gentle- 
man from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  National  Defense  Act  has  again  been 
referred  to.  and  I  would  hke  to  cite  to  the  gentleman  and 
to  the  Members  of  the  House  a  part  of  section  58  of  that  act. 
which  is  the  section  that  creates  the  National  Guard,  which 
reads  as  follows: 

Provided.  That  the  members  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  shall  not  be  in  the  active  service  of  the  United  States  except 
when  ordered  thereto  in  accordance  with  law;  and.  in  time  of 
peace,  they  .«-hall  be  administered,  armed,  uniformed,  equipped,  and 
trained  In  their  status  as  the  National  Guard  of  the  several  States, 
Territories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  provided  In  this  act. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  that  is  correct,  then  the  statement  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  PATRICK.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  RICH.  From  the  information  we  are  getting  from 
some  of  the  men  on  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  we  ought 
to  t>e  sure  that  they  understand  the  law.  If  they  become 
confiised.  rhow  can  you  expect  us  to  get  the  true  facts? 

Mr.  BENDER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BENDER.  One  of  the  gentlemen  suggested  that  this 
did  not  emanate  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 


but  rather  from  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army.  I  want  to 
make  this  observation:  It  appears  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  of 
the  Army  was  asleep  at  the  switch  when  we  consider  the 
manner  in  which  money  Congress  appropriated  was  spent 
during  the  past  7  years.  In  checking  the  record  we  found 
that  most  equipment  was  "on  order"  and  that  we  were  not 
prepared,  as  we  should  have  been,  considering  the  money 
that  was  expended.  I  say  that  we  need  to  reexamine  every 
statement  that  the  Chief  of  Staff  has  made  or  is  making 
in  connection  with  all  these  matters,  so  that  we  may  know 
more  clearly  what  we  are  doing  here  instead  of  accepting 
as  gospel  that  which  comes  from  the  Chief  of  Staff.  I  be- 
lieve our  present  Chief  of  Staff  is  an  excellent  officer,  a  fine 
gentleman,  but  I  do  not  believe  him  to  be  infallible. 

Mr.  RICH.  Let  me  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to  a 
statement  from  Gen.  George  C.  Marshall.  Chief  of  Staff  of 
the  United  States  Army,  with  reference  to  this  bill.  You  will 
find  the  statement  in  the  report: 

In  the  present  eitwatlon  we  couldn't  even  proceed  on  an  emer- 
gency basis  because  we  can't  presume  an  action  of  Congress. 

We  are  very  much  embariassed,  as  the  time  is  passing,  the  fall 
is  approaching,  the  Congress  has  before  It  a  measure  for  com- 
pulsory service:  the  ordering  of  the  National  Guard  on  active  duty, 
preliminary  to  the  operation  of  a  compulsory  selective-service  act, 
is  an  absolute  necessity. 

The  Chief  of  Staff  comes  here  and  tells  us  that  we  must 
have  a  selective  draft.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Members 
of  Congress  ought  to  be  intelligent  enough,  ought  to  be 
patriotic  enough,  ought  to  be  citizens  of  this  country  well 
enough  grounded  in  the  fundamental  principles  of  American 
democracy,  to  determine  that  question  in  peacetime.  I  am 
informed  we  can  get  all  the  men  to  enlist  we  want,  if  we 
let  them  know  it  will  be  for  1  year  and  that  their  pay  be 
at  least  equal  to  that  of  a  C.  C.  C.  boy.  Certainly  it  is  worth 
a  trial. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  expired. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  four 
and  a  half  minutes. 

Mr.  RICH.  Now,  if  the  Congress  Is  supposed  to  be  elected 
by  the  people,  they  should  be  very  careful  what  kind  of  laws 
they  pass,  and  they  should  not  permit  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the 
Army,  or  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  say  what  is 
going  to  happen  and  they  should  not  be  as  gullible  as  a  lot  of 
ducks  and  swallow  anything  they  send  here  and  tell  us  to 
enact  into  law.  I  do  not  believe  in  that  kind  of  legislation. 
Let  us  get  the  facts  and  assume  our  responsibility. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RICH.     Yes;  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  If  this  act  is  a  declaration  of  emer- 
gency, as  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May!  alleges, 
then  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  or  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  to  tell  also  why  it  is  not  a  declaration  of 
war. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  cannot  answer  that,  but  I  am  against  any  war 
of  aggression.  I  say  that  the  Members  of  Congress  have 
not  been  informed  of  the  great  national  emergency  that  may 
lead  us  to  war.  We  must  be  careful  what  we  do.  We  have 
not  been  informed  by  the  President  or  by  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  or  by  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army.  We  are 
asking  for  light.  When  somebody  has  nerve  enough  to  get 
up  in  Congress  and  try  to  find  out  what  the  emergency  is, 
then  somebody  says  that  he  is  a  member  of  the  "fifth  column," 
as  was  the  case  with  Lindbergh  when  he  made  his  speech  in 
Chicago.  I  am  a  100-percent  American,  and  no  one  can  get 
Up  and  tell  me  that  I  am  a  "fifth  colimmist."  I  would  like 
to  catch  him  in  a  back  alley  and  then  we  would  find  out 
whether  I  will  fight  for  America  or  not,  or  whether  he  was  a 
good  sound  American  when  he  would  make  the  charge  that 
any  just  criticism  of  this  bill  was  un-American.  I  do  not 
propose  to  have  anybody  question  my  100-percent  Ameri- 
canism. I  believe  in  free  thought  and  free  speech  and  I  will 
fight  to  maintain  it. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 
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Mr.  RICH.  Yes:  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Penr-5ylvania. 

tMr/iYAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman  mentioned  the  Chief 
of  Staff  of  the  Army.  I  want  to  say  that  the  Chief  of  Staff 
of  the  Army  is  one  of  the  finest  soldiers  in  the  country,  and 
he  takes  his  orders  as  a  good  soldier  should  from  the  Com- 
mander In  Chief  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  RICH.  And  if  he  says  that  we  are  to  have  this  bill 
because  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army,  who  is  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  says  so,  I  say  that  we  should 
go  mighty  slew,  and  we  want  to  know  what  we  are  doing 
because  If  we  are  in  an  emergency,  we  are  tieading  on  the 
thinnest  kind  of  ice  any  Congress  has  ever  tread  on  in  the 
history  of  the  Nation,  and  we  might  be  a  very  sorrowful 
people,  because  we  might  set  up  a  dictatorship,  and  you 
know  what  a  dictatorship  meant  to  the  countries  of  Europe. 
The  people  there  lost  their  liberty,  they  lost  their  freedom, 
and  I  never  propose  to  stand  up.  clap  my  heels  together, 
hold  my  hands  up,  and  say,  "Heil.  Roosevelt" — that  is  what 
we  are  leading  to  I  am  afraid.  I  will  go  face  the  firing  squad 
before  1  ever  do  that  in  free  America. 

Mr.  MASON.  If  this  bill  is  simply  to  provide  a  year's 
training  of  the  National  Guard,  and  they  need  it,  I  am  for  the 
bill,  but  I  see  no  reason  why.  if  it  is  just  simply  to  provide  a 
training  for  the  National  Guard,  they  include  the  whole 
Western  Hemisphere,  because  the  training  can  be  done  much 
better  on  United  States  soil  where  everything  is  convenient, 
and  we  should  not  send  the  boys  to  South  America.  This 
bill  takes  in  ihe  whole  Western  Hemisphere,  and  that  takes 
in  mere  than  simply  training. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  you  are  going  to  pass  this  bill,  then  you 
otight  to  limit  the  training  to  the  confines  of  our  own  country 
and  not  permit  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  take 
these  boys  away  from  our  own  country. 

Mr.  MASON.  Then  I  will  vote  for  the  bill,  but  not  other- 
wise. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RICH.  Yes.  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Just  to  point  out  this  one  thing.  One 
of  the  outstanding  committees  of  the  House  has  voted  out  a 
bill  to  provide  Latin  America  with  a  half  billion  dollars,  In 
th^  name  of  national  defense. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  again  expired. 
~lir.  ARENDS.    I  yield  the  gentleman  1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  RICH.  We  have  had  a  tax  bill  for  $1,007,000,000.  We 
are  trying  to  cover  up  the  squandering  of  the  New  Deal  for 
the  past  7  years  and  we  are  putting  it  all  into  national  defense. 
They  are  going  to  bring  in  another  tax  bill  now  and  they  are 
going  to  try  to  fool  and  humbug  the  people  into  the  fact  that 
the  industries  of  this  country  are  not  going  to  make  a  war 
profit.  But  when  they  bring  that  bill  in  be  careful  that  they 
do  not  ask  you  to  increase  the  national-debt  limit  from 
$49,000,000,000.  You  know,  you  raised  it  from  forty-five  to 
forty-nine  billion  when  you  passed  ttiis  tax  bill  several  weeks 
ago.  and  now  they  are  going  to  ccme  in  and  ask  you  for  ten 
or  fifteen  billion  dollars  more  of  an  increase  to  the  national 
debt,  and  the  first  thing  you  know  we  are  going  to  sink  this 
Nation  because  of  the  fact  that  you  will  not  have  a  sound 
financial  policy  and  set-up.  You  will  not  be  able  to  finance 
your  Government.  So  the  whole  structure  is  going  to  col- 
lapse. It  is  time  that  Congress  woke  up.  It  is  time  that 
Congress  knew  what  it  was  doing  before  it  passes  this  bUl 
today.  It  should  be  and  must  be  properly  amended  before 
I  vote  for  anything  like  it  in  the  guise  of  a  national  emer- 
gency.    [Laughter  and  applause.  1 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Texas  IMr.  Thomason]. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sorry  and  sur- 
prised at  the  turn  this  debate  has  taken.  In  reply  to  my 
very  warm  personal  friend  who  preceded  me  on  the  floor. 


the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  ShaferI.  I  would  like  to 
soy  I  do  not  for  a  minute  question  the  fact  that  he  would 
have  opposed  this  bill  when  it  was  reported  out  of  the  com- 
mittee, but  the  fact  remains  that  nearly  all  members  of  the 
committee  were  present  and  there  was  not  a  vote  against  it 
when  the  motion  was  made  to  report  it  out  favorably. 

I  was  not  surprised  at  my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Rich],  giving  this  a  political  aspect,  but  that 
was  not  the  viewpoint  of  the  committee  in  considering  this 
bill.  You  are  making  a  mountain  out  of  a  mole  hill  about 
this  emergency  question  which  the  gentleman  from  Micliigan 
IMr.  MicnENER]  has  raised.  Talk  about  an  emergency — if 
you  want  to  make  this  emergency  legislation  and  give  the 
President  of  the  United  States  power  and  authority  to  exercise 
every  bit  of  authority  that  is  given  under  the  National  De- 
fense Act,  you  will  see  plenty  of  action  and  the  exercise  of  au- 
thority. This  is  a  just  and  equitable  measure  to  provide 
training  for  the  National  Guard  without  declaring  an 
emergency. 

One  reason  I  am  so  surprised  at  the  attitude  of  some  of 
my  friends  on  this  measure  is  this:  The  hue  and  cry  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  for  a  month  and  in  the  committee  of  which 
I  have  the  honor  to  be  a  member,  and  right  now  at  the  other 
end  of  the  Capitol  and  in  the  newspapers  of  the  country,  is 
"For  heaven's  sake,  do  not  pass  a  draft  bill  or  a  compulsory 
military  training  bill.  Give  lis  voluntary  enlistment  and  vol- 
.mitary  service."  Now  you  have  the  National  Guard,  one  of 
the  finest  and  most  patriotic  organizations  that  this  country 
can  boast  of,  with  a  membership  of  approximately  242,000.  aU 
of  whom  enlisted  in  that  service  voluntarily,  to  serve  their 
country  when  the  necessity  arises.  They  did  it  voluntarily 
and  patriotically. 

Right  today  in  up-State  New  York,  down  In  Louisiana,  out 
in  Seattle,  out  in  Chicago.  150.000  or  200.000  of  those  men  are 
out  there  training  because  they  wanted  to  become  competent 
soldiers.  Now  we  have  a  bill  to  permit  the  only  voluntary 
organization  of  any  size  or  consequence  that  we  have  in  our 
Military  Establishment  to  go  into  service  for  a  year,  when  it 
is  generally  reported  that  90  percent  of  them  want  to  do  their 
duty  if  a  crisis  is  imminent ;  and  those  who  do  not  have  a  way 
to  get  out  honorably,  because  there  is  no  man,  whether  he  be 
cfBcer  or  enlisted  man,  who  caiuiot  get  out  voluntarily  before 
this  act  takes  effect  if  he  desires  to  do  so  and  obtains  the  con- 
sent of  his  Governor.  If  he  does  not  get  out  of  the  service 
before  this  act  takes  effect,  he  can  still  get  out  of  service  if  he 
says  that  he  has  dependents  and  nothing  but  his  salary  or 
wages  upon  which  they  can  survive.  Then  he  is  given  permis- 
sion to  resign.    Now,  what  is  wrong  about  that? 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Did  I  understand  the  gentleman  to  say  any 
man  could  get  out  of  the  National  Guard  now? 

Air.  THOMASON.  With  the  approval  of  the  Governor  of 
his  State. 

Mr.  MILLER.     Oh,  well 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Well,  surely  the  Governor  of  the  gentle- 
man's State  of  Connecticut  and  the  Governor  of  my  own 
State,  if  the  circumstances  justified,  would  approve  a  man's 
withdrawal  from  the  National  Guard,  and  if  his  reasons  were 
not  good  and  sound  in  this  day  of  crisis,  he  has  got  no  right 
to  get  out  of  the  service. 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  will  grant  that. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  And  a  commissioned  oflBcer  In  the  Na- 
tional Guard  at  the  present  time  can  resign. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Of  course  he  can,  but  he  has  to  get  the 
approval  of  his  Governor.  If  he  has  a  good  reason,  the  Gov- 
ernor will  grant  it;  and  if  he  does  not  have  a  good  reason,  he 
has  no  business  getting  out.  America  is  facing  the  greatest 
crisis  in  all  its  glorious  history.  This  Is  a  time  when  all  our 
citizens  must  do  their  patriotic  duty.  Here  are  242,000  pa- 
triotic National  Guard  men  who  voluntarily  say.  "We  want  to 
serve  our  country  and  we  want  to  be  trained  'o  do  it  in  the 
best  possible  way."  We  are  not  sending  these  men  out  to 
fight.  We  are  not  declaring  war.  We  are  only  giving  them 
training  so  they  will  be  able  to  take  care  of  themselves  and 
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also  to  properly  use  all  the  mechanized  equipment  common  to 
modern  war. 

Some  have  contended  we  are  here  to  create  an  emergency, 
«ome  talk  politics,  and  somebody  back  there — I  believe  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio — criticized  the  great  Chief  of  Staff.  I 
do  not  appreciate  that  because  I  do  not  believe  it  Is  deserved. 
I  have  seen  General  Marshall  day  In  and  day  out  testify  be- 
fore the  House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  let  me  say 
that  in  my  judgment,  there  Is  no  finer  man,  there  is  no  more 
patriotic  man.  and  there  Ls  not  a  man  In  this  Nation  who 
knows  as  much  about  our  military  situation  today  as  does 
General  George  Marshall.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  During  the  hearings  on  this  bill  and  likewise 
the  National  Guard  bill,  I  have  received  hundreds,  yes  thou- 
sands, of  letters.  I  have  received  hundreds  of  letters  from 
National  Guard  men.  In  not  one  of  them  has  there  been  any 
statement  against  the  proposal  to  call  them  into  training. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Why.  certainly,  that  Is  true.  Some  of 
the  remarks  that  have  been  made  during  the  course  of  this 
debate  have  been  a  refiection,  almost  an  Insult  upon  the 
patriotism  of  the  men  in  the  National  Guard.  They  are  not 
drafted  men.  they  are  not  men  upon  whom  compulsion  has 
been  used  to  force  them  into  the  service.  Many  of  them  are 
men  who  year  In  and  year  out,  from  the  World  War  to  the 
present  time,  including  a  lot  of  fine  young  men  who  realize 
and  appreciate  their  patriotic  diity  to  their  country,  have 
voluntarily  enUsted.  There  is  not  a  word,  there  is  not  a  line 
in  this  bill  that  is  not  fair. 

Mr.  BOLLES.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Is  the  gentleman  In  favor  of  sending  the 
National  Guard  any  place  in  the  Western  Hemisphere? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  reply  to  my  friend  from  Wisconsin 
that  I  am  in  favor  of  clothing  the  President  with  authority  to 
do  so  if  It  becomes  necessary. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Would  the  gentleman  be  in  favor  of  sending 
them  to  Ecuador,  for  instance? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemisphere, 
may  I  say  to  my  friend  from  Wisconsin,  partitfQlarly  in  view 
of  the  recent  Habana  agreement.  If  that  agreement  is  to  be 
anything  but  a  joke  to  our  friends  in  Latin  America  we  must 
be  willing  to  back  up  our  words  by  our  acts. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  Does  the  gentleman  think  they  want  our 
troops  down  there? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  can  visualize  a  situation  like  this— I 
have  been  down  to  Panama  twice  within  the  last  18  months 
and  have  tried  to  study  the  situation  down  there,  which  I 
regard  as  the  most  dangerous  spot  in  oiur  national  defense — 
suppose  our  men  were  do^Ti  there,  some  from  the  Regular 
Army  and  some  from  the  National  Guard,  and  that  a  situa- 
tion should  arise  just  across  the  border  of  the  western  line  or 
the  eastern  line  of  that  narrow  10-mile  Panama  Canal  Zone 
over  which  we  have  jurisdiction.  Would  the  gentleman  say 
that  he  would  send  the  Regular  troops  across  the  line  to  meet 
the  crisis,  that  he  would  try  to  separate,  to  differentiate,  or 
to  distinguish  between  the  Regulars  and  the  National 
Guard,  and  that  he  would  leave  the  National  Guard  back 
in  the  Panama  Canal  Zone?  That  would  only  result  in 
confusion. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  I  may  answer  the  gentleman  by  saying  I 
cannot  picture  In  my  imagination  a  crisis  arising  beyond 
the  zone  of  our  control  in  Panama,  In  view  of  the  jungle, 
the  snakes,  and  the  wildlife  arovmd  there. 

Mr.  THOMASON.    But  the  gentleman  lives  In  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  BOLLES.  I  may  live  in  Wisconsin  now,  but  I  have 
traveled  all  over  South  and  Central  America. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Then,  let  us  take  the  situation  to 
Canada.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  tell  me  that  if  the 
National  Guard  is  called  out  and  they  are  in  training  along 
with  Regular  troops  near  the  Canadian  border,  near  Buffalo 
or  up  in  the  gentleman's  country  and  a  serious  situation 
should  arise  just  over  the  line  in  Canada  perhaps  as  a  re- 
sult of  the  terrible  thing  that  is  now  going  on  in  England, 


and  the  Canadians  should  need  our  help  that  our  Regtilar 
troops  might  go  over  the  line  but  the  National  Guard  might 
not?    No.    You  cannot  have  an  eflBcient  army  that  way. 

We  must  lodge  authority  somewhere.  I  feel  very  deeply 
about  this  matter  and  this  is  no  time  for  poUtics,  this  Is  no 
time  for  partisanship.  [Applause.]  This  is  the  time  when 
every  one  of  us  should  rise  to  the  support  of  our  demo- 
cratic Institutions.  I  do  not  want  to  put  the  consideration  of 
this  bill  on  the  basis  of  politics  or  partisanship.  This  is  no 
time  to  debate  the  compulsory  training  bill.  We  will  cross 
that  bridge  when  we  get  to  it. 

Think  of  the  millions  of  men  tinder  arms  In  Eiirope  today, 
and  then  think  of  our  own  little  Army  which  I  believe  to  be 
the  finest  In  personnel  and  morale  In  the  world — a  Regular 
Army  of  270,000  today  and  a  National  Guard  of  242,000.  This 
Is  no  time  for  technicaUties  and  hair-splitting.  This  is  no 
time  for  politics  or  abuse  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  It  is  not  a  question  of  who  Is  the  President  of  the 
United  States  or  what  his  name  may  be,  but  it  Is  a  question 
of  whether  or  not  we  are  going  to  be  able  to  defend  our 
country  and  our  free  institutions.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  srield  5  additional  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  In  view  of  the  confidence  Qf  the  gentle- 
man from  Texas  that  a  large  percentage  of  the  members  of 
the  National  Guard  are  very  anxious  to  get  Into  this  service 
for  a  year,  would  he  have  any  serious  objection  to  striking  out 
of  the  bill  that  part  contained  in  line  9,  reading  "with  or 
without  their  consent"? 

Mr.  THOMASON.    What  page? 

Mr.  HALLECK.     Page  1. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  No.  I  do  not  think  you  can  get  an 
army  on  that  kind  of  basis.  I  do  not  think  you  can  leave  it 
to  the  wishes  of  every  man  in  the  service.  You  cannot  have 
an  eCBcIent  army  that  way.  When  a  man  joins  the  National 
Guard  he  takes  an  oath  and  says  he  will  defend  this  country 
under  any  and  all  circumstances  if  It  becomes  necessary.  He 
then  becomes  a  member  of  the  National  Army  of  the  United 
States.  Now.  then,  to  leave  it  to  his  whim  and  fancy 
whether  he  will  or  will  not  serve  would  result  In  a  worse 
situation  than  poor  old  France  suffered. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  appreciate  very  much  the  sincerity 
of  the  gentleman's  statement,  and  I  applaud  him  for  It,  but 
it  is  a  thing  that  seems  to  me  to  lae  most  serious  In  the  bill. 
There  is  a  statement  here  that  all  members  or  units  of  the 
National  Guard  are  going  to  be  taken  into  the  Regular  Army 
service.  What  Is  the  sentiment  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas, 
and  the  people  of  the  United  States,  in  regard  to  those  boys, 
and  they  number  thousands  in  the  gentleman's  district  and 
probably  in  his  home  town  as  in  mine,  who  are  In  the 
National  Guard  and  are  luider  the  age  of  18  years? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Boys  under  18  cannot  legally  join  the 
National  Guard.  Of  course,  that  is  an  immature  age  to  be 
sending  boys  to  war;  but  may  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma  It  has  been  In  the  National  Defense  Act  ever  since 
it  was  passed  in  1916  that  when  a  man  voluntarily  enlists  in 
the  National  Guard  and  he  later  is  called  into  the  Federal 
service,  he  becomes  a  part  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  That  Is  true;  but  the  gentleman  knows 
that  under  high- pressure  methods  which  are  resorted  to, 
many  boys  are  taken  into  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  That  is  the  very  thing  this  bill  seeks 
to  avoid.  This  is  not  a  high-pressure  method.  This  Is  doing 
It  voluntarily;  and  if  these  men  Join,  they  ought  and  will 
do  their  duty. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  The  gentleman  does  not  get  my  ques- 
tion. Where  they  have  high  pressured  young  boys  16  and  17 
years  old  to  join  the  National  Guard,  does  it  not  require  the 
exercise  of  good  conscience  and  common  sense  on  the  part 
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of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  wipe  out  any  kind 
of  service  on  the  part  of  those  children? 
Mr.  THOMASON.    I  may  say  if  the  gentleman  has  children 

down  there  in  western  Oklahoma 

^  Mr.  MASSINGALE.    I  have  not  any.    Mine  are  all  too  old. 
\  Mr.  THOMASON.    Assuming  the  gentleman  has  some  chil- 

dren who  have  been  high  jH-essured  into  the  National  Guard 
and  they  are  only  16  or  17  years  old.  I  have  enough  faith  in 
yoxir  Governor.  Mr.  Phillips,  that  if  the  boy  wants  out  of  the 
-  aervioe.  all  he  has  to  do  is  to  request  it  and  the  Governor 
,  wiH  let  him  out.    This  is  a  voluntary  service. 

Mr.   MASSINGALE.    I  am  not   talking   about   Governor 
'  -   Phillips. 

:      Mr.    THOMASON.    Well,    let    us    talk    about    Governor 
^OlXuiiel.  of  my  State. 

1  Mr.  MASSINGAL£.  I  am  not  interested  in  Governor 
-  :^OT)anlel.  of  Texas,  either.  I  am  interested  in  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  I  asked  the  gentleman  a  plain  question, 
if  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  proper  and  right  for  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  exempt  and  exclude  from  those 
called  anyone  under  the  age  of  18  years? 

Mr.  THOMASON.    I  believe  he  ought  to  be  out  and  I  be- 
lieve the  Governor  would  approve  it.    I  repeat  that  any  man 
in  the  National  Guard  can  get  out  if  he  wants  to  before  this 
bill  passes,  and  the  Governor  will  approve  it  if  he  has  good 
reason.    He  can  do  that.    A  man  can  also  get  out  if  he  has 
dependents.    But  other  than  that,  a  man  ought  to  be  made 
to  do  his  duty  under  those  circumstances. 
y  ^      Mr.  MASSINGALE.    I  agree  with  the  gentleman  on  that. 
Kir.  MCLAUGHLIN.     WUl  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  THOMASON.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska. 
Mr.  Mclaughlin.    I  should  like  to  propoimd  an  inquiry 
of  the  gentleman.    One  of  the  uses  to  which  the  National 
Guard  is  normally  put  in  peacetime  is  the  policing  of  local 
situations  in  case  of  national  catastrophes,  riots,  and  that 
sort  of  thing.    I  wonder  if  the  committee  gave  any  consider- 
ation to  the  question  as  to  what  provision  will  be  made  for 
that  sort  of  policing,  in  the  event  the  National  Giiard  iinits 
are  called  away  from  the  respective  States  in  which  they 
serve? 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  5  addi- 
tional minutes. 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  THOMASON.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.  I  may  say,  answering  the 
question  of  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska  the  committee  now 
has  under  consideration  legislation  which  would  allow  the 
States  to  form  military  forces  outside  the  National  Guard. 
That  would  be  then  a  State  militia.  It  also  has  under  con- 
_  sideration  provision  for  the  Federal  Government  to  furnish 
equiiMnent  to  such  State  forces,  the  plan  being,  and  it  has 
been  started  in  some  States,  to  form  a  State  guard  or  State 
militia  to  take  the  place  of  guard  units  which  are  outside 
the  State. 

Mr.  THOMASOl^.  In  addition  to  what  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  sasrs,  I  have  always  felt  that  the  home 
people  are  going  to  take  care  of  that  sort  of  situation.  I 
am  one  of  those  who  happens  to  believe  that  the  National 
Guard  was  never  created  or  organized  or  should  fimction  to 
stop  strikes,  riots,  and  things  like  that  unless  under  a  great 
and  terrible  emergency.  I  think  it  was  meant  for  military 
use  and  defense. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  It  seems  to  me  that  thc^e  who  are  against 
eonscrlption  in  peacetime  might  well  feel  that  tbe  adoption  of 
^4his  measure  would  make  that  unnecessary. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  You  have  the  finest  alibi  in  the  world 
if  you  are  against  conscription,  because  you  have  a  great 
and  patriotic  organization  that  wants  to  get  out  and  get  proper 
training. 

Mr.  DONDERO.    It  would  make  conscription  unnecessary, 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  am  trying  to  think  of  this  as  some- 
thing other  than  a  local  matter.  It  is  the  headlines  appear- 
ing in  the  paper  today  and  the  testimony  of  Secretary  of  the 


Navy  Knox  today  before  the  House  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  when  he  testified  from  an  absolutely  nonpolitical 
standpoint  and  from  a  highly  patriotic  viewpoint,  that  alarms 
me.  I  believe  it  is  time  for  ail  of  us  to  get  away  from  petty 
feelings  at>out  smaller  matters  and  think  in  terms  of  the 
bigger  question  of  saving  America,  and  preserving  our  in- 
stitutions. To  do  this  you  must  provide  some  form  of  train- 
ing. If  you  cannot  do  it,  as  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
suggests,  by  the  voluntary  method  of  training  the  National 
Guard  when  they  want  to  go,  you  may  just  as  well  expect  con- 
scription, because  it  has  to  come,  if  you  can  trust  the  judg- 
ment and  advice  of  our  military  authorities. 

Mr,  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr,  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Bilr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  real  intent  of  this  bill  is  to  modern- 
ize the  National  Guard  by  mechanizing  it  and  then  training 
the  men  to  use  the  mechanisms.    That  would  take  12  months. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  read  a  very  interesting  speech  by 
Colonel  "Wild  BUI"  Donovan  made  in  New  York,  in  which  he 
told  about  what  a  mechanized  age  this  is,  and  said  that  these 
young  boys  of  18  and  20  cannot  understand  and  appreciate 
the  delicate  operation  of  highly  mechanized  trucks,  armored 
cars,  and  airplanes.  If  we  are  going  to  have  an  efficient 
Army,  if  we  are  going  to  have  an  Army  that  can  compete  with 
that  of  the  madman  who  is  now  nmning  loose  and  wild  in 
Europe,  you  have  to  give  these  men  some  training.  That  is  all 
in  the  world  this  bill  does.  I  say  in  all  candor,  this  bill  ought 
to  have  the  unanimous  support  of  the  House. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  I  yield  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The  gentleman  has 
partially  answered  the  question  I  was  going  to  ask.  My 
understanding  is  that  one  reason  this  bill  was  brought  up 
for  consideration  was  that  the  National  Guard  may  be 
properly  trained.  I  understand  that  modern  warfare  and 
modern  defense  is  so  difQcult,  so  highly  technical,  that  it 
is  necessary  to  give  the  National  Guard  much  more  com- 
plete training.  The  training  they  now  receive  is  very  meager. 
They  may  have  reason  later  to  blame  us  if  we  do  not  vote  for 
this  bill.  We  are  going  to  expect  these  men  to  defend  us 
later,  if  necessary,  and  they  must  be  trained,  in  my  opinion, 
for  their  own  protection  as  well  as  ours. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  THOMASON.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  May  I  ask  my  friend,  whose 
judgment  on  military  affairs  I  regard  very  highly,  if  he 
does  not  believe  that  defeat  of  this  bill  would  be  one  of 
the  greatest  encouragements  that  could  come  to  Mr.  Hitler 
and  other  dictators,  and  further,  if  it  would  not  be  a  dis- 
couragement to  the  South  American  countries  whose  coop- 
eration we  seek  in  defense  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine? 

Mr.  THOMASON.  The  South  American  republics  would 
have  just  cause  to  believe  we  were  just  doing  a  lot  of  talk- 
ing and  not  going  to  back  it  up.  I  believe,  too.  that  Mr. 
Hitler  would  be  encouraged.  There  is  one  thing  about 
which  I  am  very  certain,  and  that  is  that  if  this  Congress 
will  not  permit  the  only  great  military  organization  we  have 
that  was  organized  upon  a  voluntary  basis  to  go  out  and 
learn  something  about  modern  warfare  when  they  want  to 
go.  then  you  may  just  as  well  expect  the  draft,  because  if 
you  can  believe  our  military  authorities  you  have  to  have 
some  trained  men  if  you  expect  to  defend  this  coxmtry. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Martin  1. 

Mr,  MARTIN  of  Iowa,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Committer  on 
Military  Affairs  has  given  a  lot  of  time,  hard  work,  and 
attention  to  this  particular  bill.  They  have  tried  to  work 
out  as  good  a  bill  as  could  be  worked  out.    The  committee 
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has  worked  out  a  bill  calculated  to  strengthen  the  national 
defense. 

There  has  been  a  lot  of  discussion  in  committee  and  a  lot 
of  disagreement  over  individual  and  specific  provisions  of 
the  bill,  but  the  overwhelming  weight  of  opinion  in  the 
committee  was  and  is  now  that  we  need  to  build  up  our 
defenses  by  calling  the  National  Guard  to  active  duty,  or 
better,  to  training.  You  will  notice  the  bill  states  "duty." 
There  has  been  a  lot  of  discussion  about  whether  "duty"  is 
what  most  of  them  want,  or  whether  it  is  training. 

We  are  all  interested  in  building  up  the  national  defense 
to  a  point  that  is  adequate.  The  Regular  Army  oflBcials  have 
told  us  a  lot  about  the  need  for  calling  out  the  guard.  They 
are  sincere  in  their  desire  to  call  it  out,  and  I  beUeve  they 
are  sincere  in  building  up  our  defenses  through  adequate 
training.  I  am  giving  them  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  as  to 
their  motive,  at  least  to  that  extent. 

After  listening  to  and  reading  a  considerable  portion  cl 
the  Senate  and  House  debate  on  the  National  Guard  bill 
and  the  compulsory  military  training  bill,  I  have  been  im- 
pressed with  the  wide  divergence  of  views  with  reference  to 
the  powers  of  the  President  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States  in  peacetime,  and  that  is 
the  background  f of  some  difference  of  opinion  as  to  specific 
portions  of  this  bill. 

It  is  extremely  important  at  this  time  that  we  examine  as 
carefully  and  thoroughly  as  possible  the  extent  of  these 
powers  in  order  to  make  sure  that  whatever  powers  Congress 
desires  to  exercise  may  be  included  in  the  legislation  with  the 
greatest  possible  understanding  of  the  situation.  At  the 
outset  of  my  search  for  Information,  I  was  very  much  im- 
pressed when  I  found  in  reading  the  book  the  Making  of  the 
Constitution,  page  530.  by  Charles  Warren,  the  following 
statement: 

On  August  27,  1787,  anotlier  power  suggested  by  the  committee 
was  granted  to  tlie  President,  without  debate  (so  far  as  appears  from 
Madison's  notes)  that  of  "Commander  In  Chief  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  mlUtla  of  the  several  States 
when  called  Into  the  actual  service  of  the  United  States."  Such  a 
power  had  been  vested  In  the  State  Governors  In  practically  aU  the 
State  constitutions:  and  in  some  the  Governor  had  few  powers  or 
functions  other  than  military. 

That  is  why  they  did  not  debate  the  matter  very  thoroughly 
in  the  Constitutional  Convention,  So  going  back  to  the  Con- 
stitutional Convention  you  cannot  find  any  very  great  light 
on  the  division  of  power  between  the  President  and  the  Con- 
gress in  the  matter  of  national  defense.  The  wordmg  of  the 
Constitution,  of  course,  is  quite  general. 

I  was  very  much  impressed  in  reading  the  annotations  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  to  find  so  few  refer- 
ences therein  to  discussions  of  the  peacetime  power  by  our 
Supreme  Court,  In  some  of  these  cases,  the  statement  is 
made  that  Congress  has  the  power  not  only  to  raise  and  sup- 
port and  govern  armies  but  to  declare  war  and  that  it  has 
therefore  the  power  to  provide  by  law  for  carrying  on  war. 
The  Court  in  these  cases  states  further  that  the  command 
of  forces  and  the  conduct  of  campaigns  are  powers  derived 
from  the  Constitution,  but  inasmuch  as  neither  is  defined 
by  that  instrument,  their  extent  must  be  determined  by  their 
nature  and  by  the  principles  of  our  instiJ;utions.  The  Court 
states  also  that  the  power  to  make  the  necessary  laws  is  in 
*  Congress  and  the  power  to  execute  is  in  the  President,  and 
each  includes  all  authority  essenUal  to  its  due  exercise  "but 
neither  can  the  President,  in  war  more  than  in  peace,  intrude 
upon  the  proper  authority  of  Congress,  nor  Congress  upon 
the  proper  authority  of  the  President"  (£x  rx^rie  MiUigan, 
4  Wall.  2,  139  a866) ;  Swaim  v.  United  States.  28  C.  Cls. 
173.  221  (1893).  affirmed  165  U,  S,  553  (1897)). 

I  have  made  a  very  brief  search  for  authoritative  state- 
ments with  particular  reference  to  the  powers  of  the  Presi- 
dent as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  l^ates  in  time  of  peace,  and  I  will  ask  imanimous 
consent  at  the  proper  time  to  have  them  inserted  in  the 
Record  immediately  following  these  remarks.  Insofar  as  my 
time  permits,  I  will  read  portions  of  these  quotations  and  I 
will  be  very  glad  indeed  if  any  Member  sees  fit  to  supple- 


ment these  statements  with  additional  statements,  either 
amplifying  or  opposing  the  views  herein  set  out.  My  purpose 
in  making  this  small  contribution  to  the  discussion  at  this 
time  is  to  impress  upon  the  House  the  importance  of  the  full 
exercise  at  this  time  of  such  powers  as  the  House  may  wish 
to  exercise  in  restricting  the  power  of  the  President  with 
special  reici-ence  to  the  sending  of  the  Reserve  components 
of  our  armed  forces  into  foreign  countries  after  they  have 
been  ordered  to  active  duty  as  part  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States, 

Prof.  Edward  S.  Corwin.  on  The  President's  Control  of  For- 
eign Relations,  states: 

I  conclude  that  the  Presidential  power  under  survey  (the  right 
to  perform  acts  of  war  without  congressional  authorization  where 
the  question  Is  as  to  his  right  to  take  measures  which  are  techni- 
cally acts  of  war  in  protectldn  of  American  rights  abroad)  Is  some- 
what analogous  to  the  so-called  right  of  self-preservation  at  Inter- 
national law.  Theoretically  the  power  Is  a  defensive  power  and 
reserved  for  grave  and  sudden  emergencies.  Practically,  the  limit 
to  It  is  to  be  found  In  the  powers  of  Congress  and  public  opmion. 

Elihu  Root,  in  a  famous  debate  in  the  Senate  in  1912,  had 
the  following  statement  to  make: 

In  my  Judgment,  there  is  no  law  which  forbids  the  President  to 
send  troops  of  the  United  States  out  of  this  country  into  any  coun- 
try where  he  considers  it  to  be  his  duty  as  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  Army  to  send  them,  unless  It  be  for  the  purpose  of  making 
war.  which,  of  course,  he  cannot  do. 

Doubtless,  Congress  could  by  law  forbid  the  troops  t>eing  sent  out 
of  the  country;  doubtless  Congress  has  not  done  it;  and  I  appre- 
hend that  any  Congress  which  undertook  to  do  it  would  find  a  gen- 
eral protest  from  the  people  of  the  United  States  against  depriving 
the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  of  the  power  to  protect  our 
citizens  under  those  circumstances  which  exist  widely  throughout 
the  world.  In  countries  whose  goverimients  have  not  the  power  to 
maintain  order  within  their  Jurisdiction.  From  time  Immemorial 
It  has  been  the  practice  of  civilized  nations  to  send  troops  into 
those  countries  whose  governments  were  too  feeble  or  too  Ill-organ- 
ized, too  deficient  In  power  to  enforce  their  laws  and  protect 
foreigners. 

This  has  primarily  to  do,  of  course,  with  protecting  our 
own  citizens  abroad. 

Prof,  Clarence  A.  Berdahl.  in  his  book.  War  Powers  of  the 
Executive  in  the  United  States,  has  the  following  to  say: 

An  eminent  authority  (Elihu  Root)  thinks  that  Congress  could 
probably  by  law  forbid  the  troops  being  sent  out  of  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  Unl««d  States  in  time  of  peace;  but  In  time  of  war  the  au- 
thority of  the  President  is  recognized  as  being  absolute  as  to  where 
the  war  is  to  be  conducted,  whether  to  await  the  onslaughts  of  the 
enemy  and  wage  a  purely  defensive  war  within  the  boundaries  of 
the  United  States,  or  to  send  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States 
out  of  the  country  to  carry  on  an  offensive  war  In  the  enemy  ter- 
ritory, in  the  territory  of  an  ally,  or  perhaps  even  In  the  territory 
of  a  neutral. 

William  Howard  Taft,  in  one  of  his  lectiu-es  on  Our  Chief 
Magistrate  and  His  Powers,  had  the  following  to  say: 

The  President  Is  the  Commander  In  Chief  of  the  Army  and 
Navy,  and  the  militia  when  called  into  the  service  of  the  United 
States.  Under  this  he  can  order  the  Army  and  Navy  anywhere  he 
will,  if  the  appropriations  furnish  the  means  of  transportation.  Of 
course,  the  instrumentality  which  this  power  furnishes,  gives  the 
President  an  opportimlty  to  do  things  which  Involve  consequences 
that  It  would  be  quite  beyond  his  power  under  the  Constltutioo 
directly  to  effect.  Under  the  Constitution,  only  Congress  has  the 
power  to  declare  war,  but  with  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  the  Presi- 
dent can  take  action  such  as  to  involve  the  country  in  war  and  to 
leave  Congress  no  option  but  to  declare  It  or  to  recognize  Its 
existence.  This  was  the  charge  made  against  President  Polk  In 
beginning  the  Mexican  War.  War  as  a  legal  fact,  it  was  decided 
by  the  Supreme  Court  In  prize  cases,  can  exist  by  invasion  of  thl« 
country  by  a  foreign  enemy  or  by  such  an  insurrection  as  occurred 
during  the  Civil  War,  without  any  declaration  of  war  by  Congress 
at  all.  and  it  Is  only  In  the  case  of  a  war  of  our  aggression  against 
a  foreign  country  that  the  power  of  Congress  must  be  affirmatively 
asserted  to  establish  its  legal  existence. 

What  constitutes  an  act  of  war  by:  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States  is  sometimes  a  nice  question  of  law  and  fact.  It 
really  seems  to  differ  with  the  character  of  the  nation  whose  rela- 
tions with  the  United  States  are  affected.  The  unstable  condition 
as  to  law  and  order  of  some  of  the  Central  American  republics  seems 
to  create  different  rules  of  International  law  from  those  that  obtain 
in  governments  that  can  be  depended  upon  to  maintain  their  own 
peace  and  order  It  has  been  frequently  necessary  for  the  President 
to  direct  the  landing  of  naval  marines  from  United  States  vessels  in 
Central  America  to  protect  the  American  consulate  and  American 
citizens  and  their  property.  He  has  done  this  under  his  general 
power  as  Commander  in  Chief.    It  grows  not  out  of  any  specific  act 


10356 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


August  14 


/ 


of  Conerea*  but  out  of  that  obligation,  inferable  from  the  Constltu- 
^  tlon  of  the  Government  to  protect  the  rights  of  an  American  citizen 
aaainst  foreign  aggression,  as  In  the  Kotza  Incident,  cited  by  Mr. 
Ju-stice  Miller  In  the  Neagle  case.  In  practice  the  use  of  the  naval 
marines  for  such  a  pxirpose  has  become  so  common  that  their  lana- 
ing  is  treated  as  a  mere  local  police  meafiure,  whereas  If  troops  of  the 
RegviJar  Army  are  used  for  such  a  purpofcc.  it  seems  to  take  on  the 
color  of  an  act  of  war.  

Thus  It  would  be  difficult  to  explain  the  landing  of  our  Army  in 
Vera  Cruz  by  force  as  anything  but  an  act  of  war  to  punish  the 
-  government  of  Huerta  in  Mexico  for  its  refusal  to  render  what  was 
deemed  by  President  Wilson  as  a  proper  apology  for  a  violation  of 
our  international  rights  in  the  arrest  of  some  of  our  sailors.  This 
•ct  was  committed  tjefore  authority  was  given  by  Congreaa,  but  the 
necessary  authority  for  it  had  passed  one  House  and  was  passing 
another  at  the  time,  and  the  question  as  to  the  right  of  the  Executive 
to  take  the  action  without  congressional  authority  waa  avoided  by 
full  and  Immediate  ratification. 

In  Nicaragua  In  my  administration  an  insurrection  had  led  to  the 
Immurement  of  American  citizens  by  Insurrectos  and  the  threatened 
destruction  of  American  property.  The  President  of  Nicaragua, 
whom  we  had  recognized  and  whose  minister  we  had  received,  called 
upon  us  to  protect  our  own  citizens  and  their  property  because  he 
was  unable  to  render  them  the  protection  which  their  treaty  rights 
gave  them.  This  led  to  the  landing  of  marines,  and  quite  a  cam- 
paign, which  resulted  in  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order  and  the 
elimination  of  the  Insurrectos.  ThU  was  not  an  act  of  war  becauae 
It  was  done  at  the  request  and  with  the  consent  of  the  lawful 
authorities  of  the  territory  where  It  took  place. 

I  think  it  is  important  for  us  to  bear  in  mind  the  broad 
expanse  of  the  powers  of  the  President,  but  to  distinguish 
clearly  between  his  powers  in  peacetime  as  contrasted  with  his 
powers  in  wartime.  f- 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  HARNESS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa  1  additional  minute. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  intend  to  either 
offer  or  support  an  amendment  calculated  to  restrict  the 
President  as  to  the  places  to  which  he  can  send  these  troops 
In  case  they  are  ordered  out  to  duty  under  the  provisions  of 
this  bill.  I  would  like  myself  to  see  the  program  restricted 
primarily  to  a  training  program.  That  is  what  I  have  in 
mind  and  most  desire  at  the  present  time,  and  I  think  we 
need  such  a  program.  If  any  further  emergency  comes  up 
and  these  boys  are  in  training,  I  think  we  can  take  care  of 
the  emergencies  as  they  arise,  but  let  us  get  our  training  pro- 
gram started  now  and  look  after  these  other  emergencies 
later  on.  I  think  that  whatever  emergency  exists  today  is  one 
calling  for  training  and  not  an  emergency  requiring  the  giv- 
ing authority  to  the  President  to  send  them  abroad  without 
further  consultation  with  the  Congress.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  I  Mr.  ShanleyJ. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  thQ  Com- 
•  mittee.  may  1  ask  a  question  of  the  chairman  of  the* commit- 
tee and  also  the  ranking  member  of  the  committee  on  the 
minority  side?  The  thought  has  come  to  me  in  reading  this 
bill  that  there  is  no  provision  for  pay  increases  to  compen- 
sate the  National  Guard  men  on  maneuvers,  who  I  under- 
stand are  now  receiving  $30  on  a  month's  pay  scale,  while 
their  eirtry  into  the  active  military  service  of  the  United 
States  would  restore  them  to  the  $21-a-month  scale  of  the 
Regxilar  Army, 

It  seems  to  me  that  such  a  drop  would  have  a  most  dis- 
coiu'aging  and  dampening  effect  on  those  boys  who  are  called 
upon  to  make  one  of  the  greatest  sacrifices  of  our  peacetime 
existence;  I  might  even  venture  the  opinion  that  few  members 
of  the  National  Guard  who  are  expecting  to  be  called  into  ac- 
tive military  service  realiae  that  such  a  drop  in  pay  is  pos- 
sible. I  am  sure  that  this  great  and  hard-working  commit- 
tee upon  whose  shoulders  has  been  placed  this  tremendous 
and  awe-inspiring  duty  would  not  wish  to  allow  such  a  drop. 
For  these  reasons  I  am  anxious  to  bring  the  entire  matter  be- 
fore the  committee. 

Mr.  PADDIS.  Tlie  base  pay  of  the  Regular  Army  at  this 
time  is  $21  a  month,  and  if  any  unit  in  the  National  Guard 
is  drawing  more  than  $21  a  month,  in  my  opinion  the  State 
.would  have  to  make  it  up,  because  the  Army  cannot  pay  In 
excess  of  what  a  like  grade  in  the  Regular  Army  would  draw. 


The  CHAIRMAN.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut has  expired. 
Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  the  gen Jeman  1  minute 

more. 

Mr.  SHANLEY,  May  I  answer  my  friend  from  Pennsyl- 
vania whose  judgment  in  military  affairs  and  whose  service 
m  war  are  extraordinary  that  the  National  Guard  Bureau  has 
so  informed  me  that  this  increase  is  by  special  act  while  in 
training. 

It  is  impossible  to  put  an  amendment  here  which  would 
brmg  the  pay  of  the  National  Guard  up  to  $30  a  month, 
practically  speaking,  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  HARNESS.  The  gentleman  understands  that  a  good 
many  enlisted  men  in  the  Army  get  more  than  $21  a  month. 
That  is  the  minimum  pay.  After  a  few  months,  or  a  year's 
service,  they  are  usually  promoted  to  a  higher  grade,  and 
they  are  paid  more  than  $21  a  month. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  On  the  contrary  In  a  practical  sense  they 
do  not  get  it.  The  testimony  of  the  Army  shows  conclu- 
sively that  there  is  a  log  jam  in  apportioning  oiit  increases 
to  the  land  forces  which  places  them  in  a  very  dispropor- 
tionate relation  to  the  Navy.  Theoretically  the  gentleman 
is  right  but  in  the  working  out  of  Army  promotions  the  ideal 
is  not  reached  that  we  ail  would  like  to  see. 

Let  me  quote  high  authorities  with  chapter  and  verse — 
the  testimony  of  that  great  Chief  of  Staff.  Gen.  George  C. 
Marshall,  whom  I  personally  think  is  a  man  of  military 
destiny— speaking  in  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee 
bearings  on  S.  4164.  shows  this: 

Senator  Rstkolos.  A  tew  moments  ago  In  reference  to  pay,  7o« 
said  that  you  thought  that  the  pay  cf  the  enlisted  men  of  the 
Army  and  the  officers  should  be  increased. 

General  M.vrshaix.  I  was  talking  specifically  about  the  enlisted 
men — the  privates.     We  have  two  claaaes. 

Senator  Reynolds.  I  mean  the  privates.  Now,  what  Is  the  lowest 
pay  of  any  private? 

General  Marshall    $21 

Senator  Retnolos    What  Is  the  highest  pay  of  any  private? 

General  Marshall.  The  base  pay,  I  think,  is  130.  And  that  in- 
creases as  a  result  of  length  of  service. 

General  Shidd.  It  increases  with  every  enlistment. 

General  Marshall.  What  Is  the  total  he  would  get  If  he  remained 
as  a  private,  first  class,  for  80  years;  what  would  his  pay  be? 

General  Shedd.  $37  50. 

General  Masshau..  But  as  a  rule,  we  would  not  want  a  man  as  a 
private,  first  class,  at  that  age. 

Senator  Retnolds.  The  distinction  between  the  pay  of  $21  and 
$30— is  that  automatic,  based  upon  the  number  of  years  o*  service 
or  ability? 

General  Maksh-ux.  The  advance  from  $21  to  $30  a  month  Is  car- 
ried by  the  prcmotlcn  from  private,  to  private  first  class.  The 
promotion  depend:-  upon  the  vacancies:  and  the  nimiber  of  positions 
at  private,  first  class,  depends  upon  the  annual  appropriations. 
Each  year  we  have  endeavored  to  have  them  give  lis  more  funds  for 
privates  first  class  and  certain  other  ratings,  and  we  have  been 
unsuccessful.  So,  as  I  say,  we  have  men  who  serve  an  entire  enlist- 
ment as  a  private  on  the  basis  of  $21 .  because  there  was  no  vacancy 
for  them,  regardless  of  how  good  they  might  be,  in  the  rating  of 
private  first  class. 

I  believe  in  other  services,  after  4  months,  they  automatically  pass 
to  the  flrst-clasR  rating.  With  us  we  must  have  the  vacancy  to 
permit  the  advancement. 

Senator  Rxtnolos.  You  say  that  after  4  months  it  is  automatic? 

General  Marshall.  After  4  months'  service  they  go  to  the  higher 
rating  in  other  services.  ^ 

Senator  RxTNOtos.  They  go  in  4  months  from  $31  to  $30? 

General  Marshall.  Yes.  sir.  I  believe  that  they  do  that.  I  think 
that  that  is  the  Navy  pay  sjrstem  at  present. 

Senator   Ritnolds.  I  wanted   to   understand  ycu   correctly.     Did. 
you  say  that  if  a  man  goes  into  the  Army  today,  after  he  has  served 
as  a  private  for  4  months,  he  Immediately  has  his  pay  increased? 

General  Mabshall.  Not  in  the  Army 

Senator  Retnoliis.  Not  In  the  Army? 

General  Marshall.  I  believe  that  Is  the  case  In  the  Navy. 

Senator  Retholos.  That  is  true  in  the  Navy? 

General  Marshall.  In  the  Army  his  advancement  depends  pri- 
marily on  the  number  of  vacancies,  private,  first  class,  and  there 
are  very  few,  and  those  depend  upon  the  current  appropriation. 
So.  every  year  we  have  to  change  the  number  of  privates,  first  class. 
In  the  organizations  according  to  how  much  money  the  Budget 
and  the  Congress  give  us.  and  each  year  for  a  long  series  of  years  we 
have  presented  to  the  Budget,  and  otherwise  strongly  recommended, 
that  we  should  be  given  this  Increase  in  ratings,  because  It  does  not 
seem  fair  to  us  that  our  men  should  be  kept  for  a  whole  enlistment 
or  more,  on  the  basic  pay  rate  of  a  private  at  $21  a  month,  while 
In  the  other  services  at  the  end  of  4  months  they  automatically 
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receive  a  material  increase  In  pay.  That  affects  recruiting  and 
affects  morale. 

Senator  Rfynolds.  Certainly. 

General  Marshall.  And  the  man  himself  has  his  own  opinion 
as  to  the  merits  of  the  case. 

Senator  Reynolds.  It  does  not  seem  quite  right. 

General  Marshall.  It  puts  the  War  Department  in  an  embarrass- 
ing position  in  that  it  seems  not  to  recognize  what  is  really  an  In- 
Jtistice  to  the  enlisted  personnel  in  the  Army. 

Senator  Retnoljds.  Now.  does  the  advance  from  $21  to  $30  depend 
upon  his  mentality  and  ability,  military  ability? 

General  Marshall.  It  does  depend  very  much  upon  his  mentality, 
and  his  ability;  his  military  ability  and  his  mentality,  both.  If  there 
Is  a  difference  there,  because  there  are  so  few  vacancies  that  it  Is 
highly  competitive  to  get  them. 

Senator  Reynolds.  I  see  then  how  It  Is. 

General  Marshall.  They  compete  for  private,  first  class,  as  hard 
in  the  Army  as  they  do  to  be  a  corporal. 

Senator  Reynolds.  And  so  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  Is  limited  to 
what  percentage;   about  10  percent? 

General  Shedd   One  private,  first  class,  to  two  privates. 

General  Marshall.  One  to  two. 

Senator  Reynolds.  One  private,  first  class,  to  two  privates? 

General  Marshall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Rxtnolos.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  under  your  recommenda- 
tion for  4  months'  service,  that  ntimber  would  depend  upon  the 
appropriations  made  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States? 

For  comparative  purposes,  the  testimony  of  Rear  Admiral 
Chester  W.  Nimitz.  Chief.  Bureau  of  Navigation.  Navy  De- 
partment, in  the  same  hearings,  presents  the  Navy  picture 
for  us.  I  add  also  the  comment  of  this  high  represenUtive  of 
the  Navy  as  to  what  helps  enlistments  in  the  sea  command: 

Senator  Reynolds.  Admiral,  miy  I  ask  you  what  Is  the  lowest  pay 
of  any  enlisted  man  In  the  Navji? 

Admiral  NiMrrr.  Twenty-one  dollars  a  month. 

Senator  Reynou)s.  The  same  as  the  Army? 

Admiral  Nmrrz.  That  is  an  apprentice  seaman:  an  apprentice 
aeunan.  who.  when  he  Is  first  enlisted,  goes  to  the  training  station. 
His  pay  is  $21  a  month. 

Senator  Reynolds.  For  what  period  of  time? 

Admiral  NiMrrz    Approximately  4  months. 

Senator  Retnolds.  And  after  that?  ^  *w  ♦ 

Admiral  Nimitz.  He  is  promoted  to  seaman  second  class,  and  that 
pay  is  $36  a  month.  '  ..  .  ^  .      *w 

Senator  Reynolds.  Thirty-six  doUars  for  an  enlisted  man  in  the 
Navy,  private:  that  Is.  an  ordinary  seaman.  They  draw  more  pay 
than  they  do  as  an  ordinary  private  In  the  Army,  do  they  not? 

Admiral  Nimitz.  A  seaman  second  class  draws  $36  a  month. 

Usually,  because  of  the  great  expansion  that  has  taken  place, 
usually  he  would  not  have  to  wait  more  than  a  year  before  he 
would  be  promoted  to  seaman,  for  which  he  is  paid  $54  per  month. 
Seaman  first  class  and  promotion  In  the  Navy  has  been,  for  en- 
listed men.  very  good,  and  it  is  due  largely  to  the  fact  that  we 
are  expanding  rapidly. 

Senator  Reynolds  The  Navy  Is  in  a  different  position,  so  far  as 
volunteer  enlistments  are  concerned,  than  the  Army,  is  It  not? 

Admiral  Nimftz.  Well.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  Army's  ex- 
perience in  that  respect.  I  Just  heard  General  Marshall's  state- 
ment this  morning. 

Senator  Reynolds.  I  am  predicating  my  question  on  his  state- 
ment. ^    .  ..^ 

Admiral  Nimitz.  I  heard  his  statement  that  they  had  no  dlfll- 
culty  in  getting  the  quota  assigned  them. 

Senator  Reynolds.  You  enlist  them  for  6  years? 

Admiral  Nmrrz.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reynolds.  Do  you  think  that  the  extended  enlistment 
Is  an  inducement?  ^        ^        ^ 

Admiral  Nmrrz.  I  do  not.  It  Is  a  decidedly  distinct  advantage  to 
the  Navy  to  have  a  6-year  enlistment,  because  it  reduces  the  turn- 
over the  annual  turn-over,  to  one-sixth,  rather  than  one-fourth, 
of  the  personnel;  and  once  we  get  them  trained  aboard  ship  and  in 
key  positions— and  there  are  very  few  positions  aboard  ship  wh:ch 
are  not  key  positions  nowadays— It  Is  very  disturbing  to  the  organ- 
ization to  have  one  of  iu  cogs  taken  out  and  fit  a  new  one  in. 

Senator  Reynolds.  Yes.  I  would  readily  assume  from  hearing 
testimony  produced  before  this  conmUttee  that  people  more  readily 
volunteer  for  the  Navy  than  the  Army,  and  I  was  wondering  why 
that  was  Is  It  due  to  the  fact  that  the  Navy  provides  opportu- 
nity to  travel,  see  the  world;  increased  pay:  or  extended  enlistment? 
What,  In  your  opinion.  Induces  more  men  for  voluntary  service  \n 
the  Navy  than  In  the  Army? 

Admiral  Nmrrz.  I  think  the  pay  has  something  to  do  with  It, 

and  I  think  the  prospect  of  getting  aix)ut  the  world  a  little  bit  Is 

'     an  added  Incentive.     I  would  not  believe  that  the  extended  period 

of  enlistmci  t  Is  an  Incentive,  because  I  think  that  would  operate 

Just  the  other  way. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Did  not  the  Senate  a^ree  to  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Burke-Wadsworth  bill  that  would  increase  the 
pay  of  the  Army  to  $30  a  month? 
Mr.  SHANl^Y.    Yes. 


Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Surely  this  Congress  would  not  permit 
a  conscript  to  receive  $30  a  month  alongside  a  Regular  sol- 
dier who  is  receiving  $21  a  month. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  No.  I  reiterate  that  I  do  not  think  so.  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  cannot  await  events.  We  ought  to 
anticipate  them  by  getting  this  subject  before  the  House. 
I  might  say  that  leading  members  of  the  committee  now  Indi- 
cate that  this  subject  will  be  taken  care  of  in  a  special  bill  to 
follow.  Obviously  we  cannot  place  too  much  faith  on  the 
presence  of  the  cure  In  the  conscription  bill.  It  may  be  weeks 
before  that  gets  to  us  and  to  the  President. 

I  shall  ask  permission  when  we  get  back  into  the  House  to 
include  the  tenor  of  the  Lee  amendment  in  the  other  body,  as 
expressive  of  what  we  might  do  in  this  respect. 

Finally,  gentlemen,  I  know  that  you  realize  that  these 
young  men  who  are  to  be  the  backbone  of  our  new  Army  are 
making  great  personal  sacrifices.  They  went  into  the  Na- 
tional Guard  for  patriotic  reasons,  but  you  and  I  are  not  going 
to  make  that  patriotism  cause  them  severe  economic  set-backs 
if  we  can  help  it.  They  are  worth  $30  a  month  and  more,  for 
they  are  for  the  most  part  bound  to  find  it  necessary  to 
readjust  their  budgets  and  attempt  to  hve  on  a  smaller 
schedule  with  their  families — those  who  will  not  ask  for 
exemption. 

The  Lee  amendment  follows: 

Sec.  2.  (a)  The  monthly  base  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Army 
shall  be  as  follows:  Enlisted  men  of  the  first  grade.  $126;  enlisted 
men  of  the  second  grade,  $84;  enlisted  men  of  the  third  grade.  $72; 
enlisted  men  of  the  fourth  grade,  $60;  enlisted  men  of  the  fifth 
grade,  $54;  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade,  $36;  enlisted  men  of 
the  seventh  grade,  $30;  except  that  the  monthly  base  pay  of  en- 
listed men  with  less  than  4  months'  service  during  their  first  en- 
listment period  and  of  enlisted  men  of  the  seventh  grade  whose 
inefficiency  or  other  unfitness  has  been  determined  under  regula- 
tions prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  War.  shall  be  $21.  The  pay  for 
8i>eclallsts'  ratings,  which  shall  be  in  addition  to  monthly  base  pay. 
shall  be  as  follows:  First  class.  $30;  second  class.  $25;  third  class. 
$20;  fourth  class,  $15;  fifth  class,  $6:  sixth  class,  $3.  Enlisted  men 
of  the  Army  shall  receive,  as  a  permanent  addition  to  their  pay,  an 
increase  of  10  percent  of  their  base  pay  and  pay  for  specialists' 
ratings  upon  completion  of  the  first  4  years  of  service,  and  an  addi- 
tional increase  of  5  percent  of  such  base  pay  and  pay  for  specialists' 
ratings  for  each  4  years  of  service  thereafter,  but  the  toUl  of  such 
increases  shall  not  exceed  25  percent. 

(b)  The  pay  for  specialists'  rfiting  received  by  an  enlisted  man  or 
the  Army  at  the  time  of  his  retirement  shall  be  included  in  the 
computation  of  his  retired  pay; 

(c)  The  pay  of  enlisted  men  of  the  sixth  grade  of  the  National 
Guard  for  each  armory  drill  period,  and  for  each  day  of  participa- 
tion In  exercises  under  sections  94,  97.  and  99  of  the  National 
Defense  Act.  shaU  be  $1.20.  ......        ^ 

(d)  No  back  pay  or  allowances  shall  accrue  by  reason  cf  this  act 
for  any  period  prior  to  the  date  of  its  enactment. 

(e)  Nothing  in  this  act  shall  operate  to  reduce  the  pay  now  being 
received  by  any  retired  enlisted  man. 

(f)  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  effective  during  the 
period  September  1,  1940.  to  May  15,  1945.  During  such  period  aU 
laws  and  parts  of  laws  Insofar  as  the  same  are  Inconsistent  here- 
with or  In  confiict  with  the  provisions  hereof  are  hereby  suspended. 

Mr,  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to.  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]. 

the    bill    to    call    out    the    national    CX7ABO 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  our  people  today  are  just 
as  willing  to  make  every  necessary  sacrifice  to  preserve  the 
liberty  which  our  forefathers  won  by  8  long  years  of  bloody 
strife  as  were  they. 

Our  people  are  no  more  ready  to  welcome  the  tyranny  of  a 
Roosevelt,  his  dictatorial  exercises  of  power,  than  they  were 
to  submit  to  the  tyrannical  demands  of  King  George  III. 

It  is  foolish  to  send  aid  to  those  who  we  say  are  fighting  to 
preserve  democracy  in  the  Old  World  and  then  tamely  sub- 
mit to  and  grant  dictatorial  power  to  a  President  who,  by 
his  every  utterance  and  act.  proclaims  that  he  is  the  only 
man  in  these  United  States  who  can  preserve  our  liberty; 
that  he  must  be  elected  to  a  third  term  and  so  become  a 
dictator. 

It  will  matter  little  to  our  children  whether  their  heritage 
of  material  prosperity,  of  civil  and  religious  liberty,  of  a  free 
government  is  taken  from  them  by  armed  forces  from  abroad 
or  stolen  from  them  by  subtle  grants  of  power  given  by  a 
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complaisant  Congrress  to  one  who  now  considers,  and  who 
alwasrs  will  consider,  himself  the  indispensable  man — a  term 
which  is  just  another  name  for  a  dictator. 

CSSENTIALS  OF   NATIONAI.  DETEKSE 

A  sound  financial  structure,  a  happy  and  contented  people, 
national  unity,  are  all  essentials  for  a  successful  national 
defense. 

Before  he  was  Intoxicated  by  his  greed  for  power,  Franklin 
Roosevelt  truthfully  said  that  many  a  nation  had  been 
wrecked  on  the  rocks  of  a  loose  fiscal  policy.  Equally  true 
was  his  statement  to  the  effect  that  this  Nation  could  not  con- 
tinue to  borrow  and  survive. 

Nevertheless,  knowing  that  he  would  wreck  our  Nation 
financially,  he  deliberately,  by  the  expenditure  of  vast  sums, 
to  purchase  the  good  will  and  the  suffrage  of  various  groups, 
led  this  Nation  into  national  bankruptcy. 

Knowing  as  he  did  that  a  happy,  contented  people  listen 
not  to  those  who  seek  to  create  envy  and  discontent,  he  has 
done  his  best  to  destroy  contentment  and  happiness  by  creat- 
ing dissatisfaction.  Inspiring  jealousy  and  hatred  in  the  minds 
of  aoiae  against  their  neighbors  and  associates. 
"-"^^^Aaroinlng  the  mask  of  a  great  humanitarian,  he  told  our 
people  that  the  vast  majority  was  being  exploited  by  the 
privileged  few.  During  the  same  period,  he  and  members  of 
his  family  were  profiting  to  the  extent  of  millions  of  dollars 
"l)y>lrtue  of  the  exalted  position  which  he  held. 

He  and  his.  over  whom  he  had  control,  like  the  money 
changers  of  old  in  the  temple,  deliberately  sold,  and  profited 
by  the  sale  of.  the  dignity  of  the  White  House,  the  respect  and 
veneration  In  which  it  was  held  by  our  people. 

He  sought  to,  and  to  a  large  extent  was  successful  in  con- 
vincing a  vast  number  of  our  people  that  they  had  been  un- 
justly treated  by  their  neighbors  and  that,  as  a  matter  of  right. 
each  man  who  had  more  than  another  shQUld  be  compelled 
to  give  part  of  what  he  had  to  him  who  had  less. 

NATIONAL    TTNITT 

Knowing  the  soimdness  of  the  statement.  "United  we  stand; 
divided  we  fall,"  Franklin  Roosevelt  deliberately  and  wick- 
edly, with  the  aid  of  Communists,  preaching  their  antireligious 
doctrine,  the  destruction  of  this  Government  by  force,  alined 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  workers  against  their  employers. 

Through  his  efforts,  there  has  been  established  in  this 
Nation  the  condition  where  no  man.  whether  he  be  work- 
ing for  a  livelihood  for  himself  and  family  or  whether  he 
be  working  to  aid  this  Government  in  its  effort  to  prepare 
to  meet  invasion  from  a  foreign  foe,  can  all  too  often  no 
longer  obtain  a  job  until  he  has  obtained  the  consent,  not 
of  a  Government  agency,  but  of  a  private  organization;  an 
organization  whose  policies  are  controlled  by  those  who  are 
enemies  of  our  form  of  government. 

A* MALIGNANT    DISEASX 

The  greed  for  power,  when  once  it  fastens  upon  one  who 
has  succeeded  to  an  extraordinary  degree  in  grasping  it, 
is  a  malignant  disease.  It  creates  a  sense  of  infallibility,  of 
exalted  egotism.  Among  its  symptoms  are  delusions  of 
grandeur;  the  l)elief  that  its  possessor  can  do  no  wrong;  that 
his  existence  is  indispensable. 

So  completely  have  these  delusions  taken  possession  of 
our  President  that  he  now  assumes  that  he  is  the  only  man 
in  a  nation  of  more  than  140.000,000  people  who  can  be 
trusted  to  safely  guide  the  destinies  of  this  Nation. 

So  obsessed  has  he  become  with  this  idea  that  he  assumes 
that,  through  a  dominated  judiciary,  puppet  judges,  a  coat- 
tail-riding  Congress,  he  can  accomplish  through  a  peaceful 
revolution  what  Mussolini,  Stalin,  and  Hitler  have,  by  strife 
and  bloodshed,  brought  about  in  foreign  lands. 

HTPOCRIST 

Under  present  world  conditions,  practically  all  concede 
the  necessity  of  military  training  and  very  few,  if  any,  are 
unwilling  to  call  out  the  National  Guard  and  to  take  all 
other  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  adequately  prepare  this 
Nation  to  meet  any  and  all  foes. 

UndCT  the  guise  of  giving  military  training,  the  President 
asks  for  authority  to  call  out  the  National  Guard  for  traii^- 


ing   purposes.    That   is  a   legitimate   demand,   but,  as   so 
often,  coupled  with  it  is  a  grant  of  dictatorial  power. 

Military  training,  which  is  the  announced  purpose  of 
the  bill,  could  best  be  brought  about  within  the  limits  of 
the  continental  United  States.  Under  the  guise  of  a  de- 
mand that  we  should  have  military  training  given  to  mem- 
bers of  the  National  Guard;  hiding  behind  that  false  front, 
the  President  and  his  supporters  insert  In  that  bill  the 
power  to  send  our  National  Guard  ans^where  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  which  means  to  the  southernmost  limits  of 
South  America. 

Do  you  for  one  moment  believe  that,  in  order  to  train  the 
National  Guard,  they  should  he  sent  to  South  America? 

For  months,  the  President  has  been  carrying  on  a  drive  to 
involve  us  in  the  European  war.  Not  only  by  his  provocative 
utterances  but  by  his  acts  has  he  sought  to  accomplish  that 
piu-pose. 

He  even  went  so  far,  when  he  advocated  the  sending  of  ves- 
sels of  war  to  Great  Britain,  as  to  propose  the  violation  of  a 
criminal  statute — a  law  which  he  had  taken  a  solemn  o^th  to 
uphold. 

No;  this  move  of  his  to  call  out  the  National  Guard  is  not 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  giving  that  organization  military 
training.  Behind  it  and  within  it,  not  even  successfully  dis- 
guised, is  the  authority  to  send  the  National  Guard  into  South 
America,  into  territory  where  Germans  have  a  sphere  of  influ- 
ence ;  where  the  guard  can.  and  in  all  probability  will,  become 
involved  in  the  local  warfare  which  is  certain  to  follow. 

Then,  the  guard  once  involved,  what  will  be  the  demand? 
It  will  be  that  our  National  Guard,  in  trouble  and  perhaps  :n 
danger  in  South  America,  be  reinforced  by  the  Regular  Army. 

TTien  will  come  the  statement  that  the  Regular  Army  is  not 
adequate  for  that  purpose  and  conscription  must  follow.  So, 
then  the  President  will  have  accomplished  his  ultimate  pur- 
pose, which,  judged  by  all  his  utterances  and  acts,  is  to  involve 
tJiis  Nation  in  the  World  War. 

True,  the  President  said  that  there  was  not  one  chance  in  a 
hundred  that  the  guard,  if  called,  would  be  sent  beyond  the 
limits  of  the  continental  United  States.  Unfortunately,  as  we 
have  learned  to  our  sorrow,  the  President's  word  is  worthless. 
He  cannot  be  trusted  to  carry  out  his  promises. 

To  support  the  charge  that  he  is  untruthful,  we  need  but 
recall  the  statement  of  the  President  given  to  the  American 
people  through  Senator  Barkley  at  the  Chicago  Convention 
that  he  'has  never  had,  and  has  not  today,  any  desire  or  pur- 
pose to  continue  in  the  office  of  President,  to  be  a  candidate 
for  that  office,  or  to  be  nominated  by  the  convention  for  that 
cffice." 

The  American  people  do  not  believe  that  statement. 

Of  it  Raymond  Clapper,  voted  one  of  the  fairest  and  most 
accurate  of  American  newspaper  columnists,  said:  "I  simply 
do  not  believe  that,"  and  characterized  it  as  a  "monumental 
and  historic  deception." 

I,  for  one.  so  long  as  I  remain  in  Congress,  will  cast  my 
vote  for  national  preparedness;  for  the  appropriation  of  all 
sums  which  by  any  stretch  of  the  imagination  can  be  deemed 
necessary  to  procure  the  things  which  we  need  for  national 
defense. 

More  than  once  have  I  proposed  that  Congress,  If  war 
comes  to  this  country,  conscript  not  only  man  power  for  the 
Army  and  Navy,  capital  and  industry,  but  that  we  all  go  in 
on  an  equal,  common  basis,  each  and  every  one,  man  or 
woman,  being  required  to  make  the  necessary  sacrifice,  to 
contribute  to  his  utmost. 

BeLeving  in  the  Government  of  my  forefathers,  firmly 
convinced  that  under  it  our  people  can  enjoy  a  greater 
degree  of  prosperity,  of  intellectual  achievement,  of  civil  and 
religious  freedom,  than  under  any  other  form  of  govern- 
ment, I  will  not,  so  long  as  I  am  in  Congress,  vote  to  give 
to  any  man.  under  the  guise  of  a  preparedness  program 
which,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  is  known  to  be  a  scheme  which 
will  destroy  all  that  I  hold  dear,  the  powers  of  a  dictator. 

Yes,  call  out  the  National  Guard  and  all  others  whom  it 
may  be  necessary  to  call  to  defend  our  Nation,  but  do  not 
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give  to  the  President  the  power  to  involve  us  in  war  by 
sending  our  soldiers  to  foreign  lands. 

I  doubt  if  there  is  a  Congressman  or  a  Senator  now  in 
office  who  has  not  either  in  private  conversation,  by  letter, 
by  press  release,  or  pubhc  address  announced  to  the  Na- 
tion at  large  that  he  would  not  vote  to  again  send  our 
soldiers  across  the  sea  to  fight  in  another  World  War. 

Yet.  by  the  passage  of  this  very  bill  authorizing  the  calling 
out  of  the  National  Guard  and  giving  the  President  authority 
to  send  them   any\v'here  in   the   Western   Hemisphere,   we   , 
will  make  it  possible  for  him  to  engage  in  war  although 
Congress  has  not  declared  war. 

We  will  by  indirection  do  the  thing  which  we  know  the 
people  of  these  United  States  have  overwhelmingly  decided 
they  are  against,  that  is,  becoming  involved  in  the  present 
World  War. 

Mussolini  proclaims  that  Italy  can  exist  nationally  only  by 
retaining  him  as  dictator.  Stalin  contends  that  only  be- 
cause of  his  ability  as  its  ruler  can  Soviet  Russia  continue 
as  a  world  power.  Hitler  believes  that  without  him  as  ■al>so- 
lute  ruler  Germany  as  a  nation  would  go  out  of  existence. 

Roosevelt  has  told  us  that  only  in  time  of  great  and 
extraordinary  danger  to  our  Government  should  any  man 
seek  a  third  term.  Therefore,  although  no  nation  has  either 
attacked  or  threatened  to  attack  us;  although  we  can  and 
should  adequately  prepare  for  national  defense,  the  Presi- 
dent has  been  and  is  deliberately  following  a  course  which 
will  involve  us  in  the  World  War.  He  is  seeking  to  create 
the  situation  which  he  said  would  Justify  him  in  becoming 
a  candidate  for  a  third  term. 

He  now  by  his  words  and  his  acts  proclaims  himself  as 
the  one  indispensable  man  in  America.  He.  like  Mussolini, 
Stalin,  and  Hitler,  would  like  to  have  the  American  people 
believe  that  there  is  in  each  country  but  a  single  individual 
capable  of  guiding  Its  destiny.  Roasevult  already  sees  him- 
self as  the  dictator  of  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

If  we  would  preserve  otu-  Nation.  Congress  should  cease  to 
grant  Roosevelt  dictatorial  powers;  should  turn  its  atten- 
tion to  national  defense,  to  a  solution  of  our  domestic  prob- 
lems, and  the  people  should  overwhelmingly  repudiate  the 
would-be  dictator  at  the  polls  in  November.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  jrield  5  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  [Mr.  Sweeney!. 

Mr.  SWEENEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  so  much  op- 
posed to  this  measure  as  I  am  to  the  measure  now  under 
del>ate  in  the  other  body — ^the  measure  providing  for  the 
conscription  of  fiesh  and  blood;  peacetime  conscription  in 
a  democracy. 

•  I  give  to  every  Member  of  this  House  his  honest  convic- 
tion as  being  patriotic.  Though  we  may  differ  on  some 
issues,  I  think  we  are  all  good  Americans. 

Much  talk  comes  today  about  this  so-called  emergency. 
E\erybody  says.  "Why,  you  know  what  it  is.  I  do  not  have 
to  tell  you."  But  the  Congress  lacks  the  intestinal  fortitude 
to  write  it  into  this  bill  and  the  bill  that  will  come  over 
here  after  the  other  body  concludes  its  deliberations,  what 
it  is  their  plain  duty  to  do — to  declare  an  emergency  in 
specific  terms  and  call  a  spade  a  spade.  If  they  had  the 
courage  today  they  would  say  what  is  in  their  minds,  many 
of  them — and  that  is  from  their  viewpoint  that  we  should 
declare  war  on  Germany,  "niat  is  what  many  of  you  are 
thinking  in  yoiu*  minds  today.  However,  you  do  not  take 
Into  consideration  the  situation  abroad.  You  do  not  take 
into  consideration  the  prospects  of  starvation  for  millions 
over  there  in  Europe  this  winter.  You  do  not  take  into 
consideration  the  "fifth  column"  that  we  hear  so  much  about 
that  is  in  Poland.  France,  Belgium,  and  the  Low  Lands, 
who  are  going  to  be  active,  perhaps,  and  will  probably  cause 
the  dictators  with  their  strange  ideologies  to  do  all  they 
possibly  can  to  subdue  the  warring  factions  within  the  orbit 
over  there.  They  have  trouble  of  their  own  over  there. 
But  a  wave  of  hysteria  has  gone  through  the  country  that 
we  are  about  to  be  invaded.  The  same  group  of  warmongers 
are  active  again  as  they  were  in  1917.    It  will  be  recalled. 


they  said  to  some  Members  of  this  Congress  on  this  floor 
on  that  Good  Friday  night,  1917,  when  we  declared  war— 
those  who  spoke  for  the  administration  then  said.  "Why. 
it  is  only  a  bluff  to  fool  the  Kaiser.  None  of  our  boys  are 
going  to  go  across.  The  war  will  be  over  in  90  days."  Then. 
"Come  up  and  see  me  about  that  postmastership" — the  old 
bait  of  patronage  was  thrown  out  as  it  always  has  been 
when  politics  comes  before  patriotism.  We  have  gone 
through  that.  We  know  the  history  of  the  last  war.  I  do 
net  think  we  ought  to  lose  our  balance.  This  is  a  war  to 
insure  British  imperialism,  if  you  will.  The  mother  of 
fascism,  the  mother  of  communism,  the  mother  of  nazl-ism. 
There  would  be  no  Hitler  today,  there  would  be  no  Musso- 
lini today,  there  would  be  no  Stalin  with  his  cruel,  cold- 
blooded Godless  philosophy  except  for  the  imperialism  of 
Britain.  We  know  that  and  we  ought  be  concerned  with 
what  is  best  for  the  United  States,  rather  than  Great 
Britain  or  any  other  nation. 

The  game  is  once  again  to  get  America,  the  long-lost  child 
of  Britain  involved  in  the  present  war. 

Over  m  London  they  stssume  now  we  are  a  colony  of 
Great  Britain;  that  their  Navy  protected  us.    From  what? 
Oh,  they  said,  "One  emergency  after  another  we  protected 
you  with  our  Atlantic  Fleet  while  you  guarded  the  Pacific 
to  take  care  of  your  colonial  possessions,  Hawaii  and  the 
Philippine  Islands."    They  ask  now.  with  outstretched  arms, 
to  send    50  of  our  ships  over  there.    There  are  men  in  this 
Houpe  who  believe  we  ought  to  do  that,  despite  the  fact  that 
some  of  our  naval  experts  say  we  cannot  even  afford  to  send 
a   rowboat   over   there.    We   have   gone  mad.   gone  insane 
in  our  desire  to  support   the  so-called  "mother  country," 
the  only  country  that  will  get  us  into  war.  Great  Britain, 
the  Nation  that  took  our  blood  and  our  money  in  the  last 
war  and  left  us  holding  the  bag.    Make  no  mistake  about 
that.    We  are  not  concerned  with  the  immoral  philosophy 
of  Hitler  or  any  other   dictator.    We  condemn   it.    It   is 
diametrically  opposed  to  our  free  institutions  and  the  Ameri- 
can way  of  life,  but  we  do  not  make  these  Hitlers;  we  do 
not  make  these  Stalins;  we  do  not  make  these  Mussolinis. 
•niere  is  no  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  United   States 
Government  to  unmake  them.    That  is  my  personal  judg- 
ment as  a  Member  of  Congress  and  as  an  American  citizen. 
I  believe  in  military  training.    If  this  bill  only  provided 
that  training,  all  right,  but  it  is  adroitly  fixed  up  and  clev- 
erly arranged  so  that  our  Guard  can  go  anywhere  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere  where  incidents  may  arise  that  will 
throw  us  into  war.     My  good  friend,  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  (Mr.  ThomasonI,  for  whom  I  have  the  greatest  admira- 
tion, says  by  implibation  that  we  are  bound  to  aid  with  our 
soldiers  because  of  the  concord  made  at  Habana  with  the 
South  American  republics.     We  were  talking  about  cartels  in 
Habana  and  trade  in  general.    That  is  the  only  thing  we 
have  to  fear  in  this  country,  the  penetration  of  trade  in 
South  America  by  certain  European  nations.     So  this  Con- 
ference was  called  for  that  purpose.    I  do  not  recall  that  the 
result  of  this  conference  is  tantamount  to  a  treaty.    The 
United  States,  of  course,  has  to  pass  upon  that  in  due  time 
until  it  is  ratified  by  the  Senate.    Stop  this  talk  of  sending 
our  ships  and  our  boys  to  South  America,     [Applause.] 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  VorysI. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  this  bill  we  are 
making  a  mole  hill  out  of  a  mountain.  We  have  the  oppor- 
tunity here  to  have  wholesale  volunteering  or  wholesale 
drafting.  By  the  adoption  of  one  small  amendment  and  by 
our  votes  on  that  amendment  we  can  take  our  choice,  and 
it  will  not  make  any  difference  from  a  military  standpoint; 
but  we  get  the  chance  on  this  bill  to  tell  where  we  stand, 
to  show  how  we  feel  on  the  principle  of  compulsory  service 
of  part  of  our  citizens  in  time  of  peace. 

The  National  Guard  volunteered  under  certain  conditions: 
They  were  to  be  called  out  in  time  of  peace  by  the  Gov- 
ernor of  their  State,  in  time  of  national  emergency  declared 
by  Congress   by  their  President.    We  have   the   power   to 


^ 


i 


10360 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD^HOUSE 


August  14 


change  the  law  and  to  draft  them  In  peacetime — that  is  the 
proposal— just  as  we  have  the  power  to  change  our  law  and 
to  draft  citizens  who  are  not  in  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not  inter- 
rupt my  statement.  When  I  have  concluded  I  shall  be  pleased 
to  yield  if  I  have  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  what  we  are  going  to  do  here  is  to  have  a 
wholesale  draft  of  the  National  Guard  whose  members  volim- 
teered  for  a  different  kind  of  service.  Let  us  not  talk  about 
training.  This  bill  specifically  provides  that  this  is  to  be 
active  military  service.  Such  service  has  been  had  by  our 
troops  time  and  again  in  the  past  without  any  declaration 
of  war.    That  is  what  we  are  calling  them  in  for. 

In  the  other  body  an  amendment  which  would  have  per- 
mitted voluntary  resignations  was  defeated  by  11  votes.  In 
our  committee  an  amendment  squinting  in  that  direction  but 
still  preserving  the  draft  power  was  put  in  the  bill.  At  the 
appropriate  time  an  amendment  will  be  offered  to  give  as  a 
chance  to  see  this  thing  clearly  and  to  express  our  senti- 
ments.   This  amendment  will  be  as  follows — page  5,  line  3: 

(d)  Any  member  of  any  Reserve  component  of  the  Army  shall  be 
discharged  upon  his  own  request  made  within  20  days  of  the  date 
of  his  being  ordered  into  the  active  military  service  of  the  United 
States. 

It  Is  not  going  to  make  any  difference  from  a  military  stand^^ 
point.  General  Williams  told  the  committee  that  in  his  esti- 
mation 97  percent  of  the  National  Guard  want  to  be  called 
out  for  training  or  for  service.  This  draft  affects  only  3  per- 
cent of  the  guard  if  he  is  correct  in  his  figures. 

We  have  120.000  Reserve  officers.  This  is  enough  officers 
for  an  army  of  2,400,000  men.  We  need  no  such  niunber  of 
officers.  We  can  afford  to  let  those  who,  when  the  law  is 
changed,  when  the  contract  is  changed,  want  to  say,  "No;  I 
don't  want  to  go" — we  can  afford  to  let  them  stay.  We  can 
afford  to  take  care  of  the  situation  I  have  heard  about  on  this 
floor  in  the  last  hour  of  a  boy  who  is  flnisliing  his  R.  O.  T.  C. 
training  in  college  but  who  is  a  memt)er  of  the  National 
Guard.  He  would  prefer  to  stay  in  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  We  can, 
by  adopting  this  small  amendment,  permit  that  boy  to  decide 
that  he  will  continue  with  his  R.  O.  T.  C.  unit  instead  of  going 
in  the  guard.  Now.  let  us  get  it  straight;  on  military  tech- 
nical matters  the  General  Staff  of  the  Army  should  control; 
on  the  question  of  training,  the  nimiber  of  men  we  need,  we 
should  defer  to  the  Army.  On  questions  of  getting  the  men, 
of  securing  trainees,  the  Army  is  our  servant,  not  our  master. 
Let  us  hold  that  distinctioh  clearly  in  our  minds,  and  let  us 
say  as  a  message  aferoad  to  the  totalitarian  states:  "Yes;  we 
are  arming;  but  we  are  arming  our  way,  not  yours.  We  can 
defeat  you  with  democratic  methods  as  opposed  to  your  totali- 
tarian methods.  We  do  not  have  to  adopt  those  totalitarian 
methods  in  order  to  defend  our  country."     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Faddis]. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  now  that  those  who  de- 
light In  panning  the  administration  have  done  so.  and  now 
that  those  who  delight  in  twisting  the  lion's  tail  have  satis- 
fied themselves  in  that  respect,  perhaps  it  would  be  well  to 
get  down  to  the  meat  of  this  bill  and  consider  it  from  a 
practical  viewpoint.  Just  what  is  the  occasion  for  this  legis- 
lation? It  is  training  for  one  of  the  components  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  States. 

In  1916  President  Wilson  called  the  National  Guard  for 
service  on  the  Mexican  border.  Prior  to  that  time  I  had 
served  two  enlistments  in  the  National  Guard  of  Pennsyl- 
vania. I  reenllsted  in  order  to  go  to  the  border,  because  I 
firmly  believed  that  within  a  very  short  time  we  were  going 
to  face  an  emergency  and  I  believed  that  the  training  I 
would  receive  in  connection  with  serving  in  the  National 
Guard  would  be  of  benefit  to^^n^and  that  afterward  I  might 
possibly  be  of  some  use  to  the  Nation.  As  I  look  back  on  my 
experiences  in  those  year«/,  and^as  I  look  back  on  my  experi- 
ences In  the  World  War  overseas  I  realize  what  a  wise  move 
that  was  on  the  part  of  President  Wilson  when  he  put  the 


National  Guard  on  the  Mexican  border.  He  put  them  in  the 
very  best  place  he  could  to  train  them. 
Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  jrield? 
Mr.  FADDIS.  Not  until  I  have  completed  my  statement. 
They  received  the  greatest  training  that  was  possible  to 
give  them,  and  anyone  who  served  in  Prance  can  remember 
that  he  hardly  ever  saw  a  temporary  officer  who  did  not  wear 
the  green  and  gold  campaign  badge  of  Mexican  border  service. 
Now.  did  President  Wilson  place  the  National  Guard  en  the 
Mexican  border  to  guard  against  Inroads  of  Mexican  bandits 
Into  Texas,  New  Mexico,  and  Arizona?  Certainly  so  far  as 
Texas  was  concerned  the  Texas  Rangers  were  amply  able  to 
guard  the  borders  of  that  State.  But  they  were  put  there  by 
a  farsighted  man  who  knew  the  value  that  would  accrue  frcMn 
that  kind  of  service. 

A  great  deal  of  mistmderstanding  exists  with  regard  to 
training  men  for  military  service.  A  great  many  people 
believe  you  can  train  men  in  armories,  or  that  you  can  train 
them  in  R.  O.  T.  C.  units  in  school.  This  simply  cannot  be 
done.  They  can.  it  is  true,  be  given  a  certain  amount  of 
elementary  training  In  connection  with  a  program  of  that 
kind.  Nevertheless,  they  cannot  receive  the  training  that 
is  so  essential  to  them  when  later  on  they  may  take  the 
field,  training  that  will  prove  the  salvation  of  many  of 
those  men  if  they  are  ever  to  be  called  into  active  service. 
In  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  school,  or  in  armory  drills,  it  is  impos- 
sible for  men  to  learn  to  live  in  the  field  as  men  must  live 
during  terms  of  active  service.  Men  must  learn  to  live  in 
the  field  in  order  that  they  may  learn  so  to  conduct  them- 
selves that  they  will  not  die  off  as  a  result  of  their  own 
indiscretions  and  mistakes.  There  was  a  day  In  the  history 
of  our  Nation  when  our  population  was  largely  rtural  and  you 
could  take  men  from  the  lives  they  were  leading  and  put 
them  in  the  field.  They  were  able  to  stand  the  rigors  of  life 
in  the  field.  But  that  is  not  true  today.  We  are  too  soft  as 
a  nation. 

If  you  take  men.  as  Kipling  said,  and  rush  them  raw  into 
battle  or  raw  Into  camp,  if  you  please,  as  they  are  picked 
raw  from  the  street,  they  will  not  know  enough  to  live  an  out- 
door life,  such  as  soldiers  live.  They  must  go  through  a 
period  of  training  to  enable  them  to  Uve  that  life  and  to 
enable  them  to  exist  imder  it.  After  they  have  undergone 
this  training,  after  they  have  had  instilled  Into  them  some  of 
the  fundamentals  that  are  so  necessary  to  life  In  the  field 
they  will  thrive  upon  it;  but  until  they  have  had  that  period 
of  training  they  are,  you  may  say,  at  the  mercy  of  the 
elements.  Therefore,  it  is  necesssu-y  that  troops,  before  they 
are  exposed  to  active  service,  receive  this  period  of  hardening 
that  they  can  get  in  no  other  manner.  That  is  one  of  the 
reasons  for  the  calling  of  the  National  Guard  at  this  time. 

If  you  will  pardon  a  little  story.  At  one  time  while  I  was  a 
captain  I  had  a  lieutenant  assigned  to  me.  He  was  a  very 
fine  Ixjy,  very  intelligent,  eager  to  do  his  duty,  eager  to  learn, 
a  graduate  of  an  R.  O.  T.  C.  school  and  in  every  respect  he 
had  the  makings  of  a  mighty  fine  officer.  But  he  had  no 
practical  experience  In  handling  men.  He  Joined  the  com- 
pany as  a  second  lieutenant  and.  as  is  customary,  was  as- 
signed in  charge  of  the  mess  of  the  men.  A  few  days  after 
he  had  been  assigned  to  be  in  charge  of  the  mess,  he  came 
up  to  see  me  and  he  said.  "Captain,  do  you  know  this  com- 
pany Is  using  an  awful  lot  of  lemon  extract?"  I  said,  "What 
do  you  mean?  "  He  said,  "Why.  the  first  day  I  was  in  charge 
of  tiiat  mess  I  got  2  gallons  of  lemon  extract."  He  said,  "The 
cocks  told 'me  they  were  out.  That  was  4  days  ago.  and  now  I 
find  that  all  of  the  lemon  extract  is  gone."  I  said,  "Have  you 
been  checking  up  on  the  sobriety  of  your  cooks?"  He  said, 
"What  do  you  mean.  Captain?"  I  said.  "The  fact  of  the  mat- 
ter is  the  cooks  have  been  making  highballs  out  of  your  lemon 
extract."  He  said,  "Nobody  would  drink  lemon  extract,  would 
they?" 

Tliat   Is  just   an   Illustration.     The  boy  had   not   learned 

enough  about  the  Army  yet  to  know  that  the  cooks  could 

make  highballs  out  of  his  lemon  extract  if  he  gave  them  the 

■  opportunity  to  do  so.    Those  of  us  who  have  seen  action  in 

France  have  memories  all  too  vivid  of  insufficiently  trained 
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troops  being  put  into  action.  We  know  that  In  such  cases  the 
losses  were  excessively  heavy  and  we  will  never  see  the  like 
agadn.  We  certainly  hope  and  pray  that  we  are  facing  no 
emergency  today  that  will  make  such  conditions  possible,  but 
no  one  can  guarantee  that  we  are  not.  If  we  draw  into  active 
service  this  great  component  of  the  Army,  the  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States,  men  who  have  enlisted  for  the  purpose 
of  serving  their  country  under  any  circumstances,  we  are 
calling  into  service  and  into  training  men  who  may  need  this 
training  later  on. 

If  anyone  could  guarantee  that  we  would  never  need  them, 
of  course,  we  would  not  call  them  into  service,  or  if  anyone 
could  guarantee  that  we  would  never  need  them,  we  wovUd 
not  need  a  National  Guard  organization.  So,  let  us  look  at 
this  piece  of  legislation  from  its  practical  standpoint  and  get 
ready  to  give  these  men  the  training  to  which  they  are  en- 
titled if  they  are  ever  to  be  called  upon  to  do  the  duty  which 
they  entered  the  service  of  their  Nation  to  perform? 

Mr.  PATRICK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FADDIS.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  The  gentleman  is  one  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  who  has  great  acquaintance  with  military  affairs, 
and  I  think  every  Member  has  great  confidence  in  his  ability 
along  that  line.  Can  the  gentleman  conceive  how  any  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  who  is  opposed  to  the  compulsory  draft 
measure  can  also  oppose  this  measure? 

Mr.  FADDIS.  I  cannot  conceive  how  any  Member  of  this 
House  could  oppose  training  the  National  Guard  whether  or 
not  he  may  be  opposed  to  the  draft  measure. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  If  he  hopes  to  forestall  the  draft,  then 
this  would  perhaps  be  the  only  measure  by  which  he  could 
possibly  hope  to  accomplish  results. 

Mr.  FADDIS.    That  is  true.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  IMr.  HinshawI. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  few  remarks  I  shall 
make  I  want  it  understood  that  I  have  no  intention  what- 
ever of  casting  aspersions  upon  the  patriotism  or  the  high- 
minded  ideals  of  any  man  or  woman  in  this  body  or  any 
other  person  In  the  United  States  in  high  or  low  position. 
These  remarks  are  my  own  and  express  my  own  ideas,  and 
those  of  no  one  else,  unless  they  may  happen  to  agree. 

I  make  that  first  statement  because  I  myself,  in  the  last 
war,  was  a  volunteer,  and  that  before  war  was  declared;  but 
I  was  accepted  in  the  service  on  the  8th  of  May,  1917,  and 
served  29  months,  12  of  them  in  the  A.  E.  P.  I  respect  the 
Tiews  of  every  patriotic  American,  whether  or  not  they  run 
with  mine. 

When  I  look  at  this  bill  and  listen  to  the  proponents  of  it, 
I  wonder  a  few  things;  and  if  anyone  chooses  to  answer  any 
of  these  remarks  that  I  make  I  shall  be  very  happy.  It  is  said 
that  this  is  a  bill  for  the  training  of  the  National  Guard.  I 
call  jrour  attention  to  the  language  in  line  10  of  the  first 
page,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  the  National  Guard  and  the 
Reserves  are  to  l)e  ordered  into  active  service — 

For  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense. 

I  wish  those  words  read:  "For  the  training  of  the  National 
Guard  and  Reserve  forces,"  as  we  and  the  people  have  been 
given  to  understand  this  bill  intends. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky, 
able  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  MAY,  Does  not  a  well -trained  soldier  better  strengthen 
the  national  defense  than  a  iworly  trained  soldier? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  would  agree  to  that,  I  may  say  to  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  and  I  would  concur  in  this 
language  wholeheartedly,  if  it  had  not  been  said  by  some  im- 
portant members  of  the  gentleman's  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  that  these  troops  may,  imder  this  bill,  be  sent  Into 
Brazil,  Uruguay.  Canada,  or  any  other  iwrtion  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  outside  the  continental  limits  and  possessions 
of  the  United  States,  without  the  further  authority  of  the 
Congress.  They  would  not  be  sent  into  those  coimtries  for 
any  purpose  other  than  to  suppress  insurrection  or  some- 
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thing  of  that  nature,  or  to  ward  off  or  defeat  an  attack  by 
some  foreign  nation,  in  which  case  we  would  deem  warlike 
action  necessary  under  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  has  had  military  experience, 
of  course — training  in  the  Army.  I  wonder  what  he  would 
do  if  he  were  stationed  along  the  lower  side  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  River  and  found  that  a  "fifth  column"  group  was 
setting  up  mechanized  equipment  and  artillery  on  the  other 
side  of  the  river? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  cannot  be  scared  by  any 
such  picture.  I  would  say  that  if  the  Canadians  had  not  al- 
ready found  that  out  and  told  us  about  it,  somebody  had 
better  look  Into  the  Canadians. 

Mr.  MAY.  Suppose  it  were  a  foreign  foe  that  had  over- 
come the  Canadians? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  believe  we  would  probably  have  heard 
about  that  In  plenty  of  time  for  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  declare  a  regular  emergency  or  to  declare  war  on 
any  nation  that  so  violated  the  Monroe  Doctrine  or  even  con- 
templated doing  so.  It  could  hardly  be  kept  secret.  That  is 
my  answer  to  that.  I  believe  we  would  know  about  It.  The 
Congress  should  remain  in  session,  and  I  for  one  want  to  have 
it  remain  in  session.  If  we  could  not  act  on  that,  between  the 
House  and  the  Senate,  in  30  minutes.  I  do  not  linderstand 
the  situation  at  all.  That  is  what  bothers  me  about  this  bill. 
I  want  the  National  Guard  to  have  its  training.  I  agree  with 
the  members  of  the  committee  that  it  is  insane  folly  to  send 
any  troops  against  trained  troops  unless  those  troops  them- 
selves are  trained.  It  is  Insane  folly  to  do  that.  It  is  also 
criminal  to  send  young  men  against  trained  troops  when  they 
themselves  are  not  trained  and  equipped.  To  that  extent  I 
favor  this  bill,  and  for  that  reason  I  haveAroted  for  these  vfiist 
appropriations  for  national  defense. 

I  do  wish,  however,  that  those  who,  like  the  gentleman  who 
preceded  me,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  Colonel 
Faddis,  who  want  to  go  again  and  lick  the  Kaiser  or  someone 
like  that,  could  have  their  enthusiasm  a  little  bit  curbed. 
In  other  wor<^,  if  there  would  be  a  bit  less  antagonism  ex- 
pressed at  this  time  on  the  part  of  American  citizens,  officials 
high  and  low,  and  others,  and  a  little  more  attention  paid 
to  the  internal  concerns  of  the  United  States,  I  would  feel  a 
lot  happier  about  this  whole  defense  program.  That  is  my 
attitude.  It  is  folly  and  an  invitation  to  disaster'  to  pick  a 
fight,  certainly  a  year  before  you  are  ready  to  even  decently 
protect  jrourself . 

I  wEUit  to  go  now  to  another  subject.  I  cannot  find  In  this 
bill  any  place  a  requirement  that  these  men  take  a  physical 
examination  before  they  are  accepted  into  the  active  service 
of  the  United  States.  Yesterday  I  happened  to  be  In  the  office 
of  General  Hines  on  a  matter  in  connection  with  a  veteran 
who  is  In  the  tubercular  ward  6f  a  hospital  in  my  district. 
He  explained  to  me  that  in  conversations  with  other  members 
of  the  Government  he  had  said  that  the  services  and  facilities 
of  the  Veterans'  Administration,  their  examining  boards,  the 
hospitsds,  and  so  forth,  could  very  well  be  put  to  good  purpose, 
and  that  with  these  facilities  available  every  soldier  could 
and  should  be  given  a  thorough  physical  examination  before 
he  be  admitted  into  the  military  service.  I  Applause.! 
IHere  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gen. 
tleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  Thorkelson]. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  opposed  to  the 
part  of  the  bill  that  gives  the  President  power  to  send  the 
National  Guard  as  far  south  as  the  Antarctic  Ocean  and  as 
far  north  as  the  Arctic  Ocean,  from  Cape  Horn  to  the  bor- 
ders of  the  Arctic  and  Bering  Sea,  in  the  Western  Hemisjphere. 
The  Constitution  does  not  provide  such  power  to  be  given  to 
the  President.    I  now  quote  a  part  of  that  dociunent: 

To  provide  for  calling  forth  the  mllltla  to  execute  the  laws  of  the 
Union,  suppress  insurrections,  and  repel  Invasions;  to  provide  for 
organizing,  arming,  and  disciplining  the  mUitia,  and  for  governing 
such  part  oi  them  as  may  be  employed  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  reserving  to  the  States,  respectively,  the  appointment  of  the 
officers,  and  the  authority  of  training  the  militia  according  to  the 
discipline  prescribed  by  Congress. 

A  well-regulated  militia,  being  necessary  to  the  security  ol  a 
free  state,  the  right  of  the  people  to  keep  and  bear  arms,  shall  not 
be  infringed. 
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It  is  quite  clear  from  the  Constitution  itself  that  there  is  no 
provision  for  Congress  to  give  the  President  the  power  to  send 
the  National  Guard  out  of  the  United  States.  There  is  no 
necessity  for  it,  because  we  are  not  in  danger  of  invasion  and 
are  still  at  peace.  We  are  not  going  to  be  invaded  by  any- 
one. Invasion  is  a  difficult  thing.  If  you  recall  the  World 
War.  England  could  not  invade  Gallipoli,  and  in  this  war 
England  could  not  Invade  Norway  even  after  such  a  short 
time  as  12  hours  of  occupation  by  the  German  Army. 

Today  Germany  is  hesitating  about  invading  England,  and 
I  do  not  believe  that  Germany  will  be  able  to  invade  England 
today  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  distance  between  Calais 
and  Dover  is  only  22  miles.  Now.  it  is  certain  from  that  that 
she  cannot  Invade  the  United  States. 

Let  me  recall  the  World  War  to  you  a  little  bit 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  gladly  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  The  gentleman  will  admit  that  it  is  pos- 
sible that  Germany  might  overcome  Britain. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  will  say  yes;  she  may  blockade 
Britain  by  air,  as  she  is  now  doing,  with  airplanes  and  the 
small  submarines,  but  let  me  admit  even  the  worst  of  it  and 
if  Germany  should  conquer  England  or  the  British  Isles,  she 
has  not  conquered  the  British  Empire,  because  that  is  only  a 
small  fraction  of  the  British  Empire  and  Germany  could  not 
conquer  the  British  Empire  whether  she  occupied  England 
or  not. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  If  she  should  conquer  the  British  Isles, 
what  disposition  would  be  made  of  the  islands  like  Bermuda, 
the  Bahamas,  and  her  other  outlying  insular  possessions? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I 
believe  it  is  our  duty  to  consolidate  the  North  American 
continent  and  I  have  already  proposed  such  a  proposition 
here  in  the  House. 

In  1914  we  knew  that  we  would  be  involved  in  the  World 
War.  Admiral  Sims,  who  was  then  in  charge  of  the  Navy, 
\nevt  It  and  he  so  reported  to  his  superior  officers.  In  1914 
we  were  already  in  the  war  and  the  money  was  furnished  by 
J.  P.  Morgan  &  Co.  to  England  at  that  time.  During  the 
early  part  of  the  World  War  we  sent  Red  Cross  units  to  Ger- 
many and  to  Prance  and  to  England  and  we  showed  by  such 
acts  that  we  were  absolutely  neutral.  Today  we  are  not.  We 
are  simply  obsessed  with  hate  and  we  want  to  help  one  side, 
which  is  a  clear  indication  that  we  are  not  neutral.  We  re- 
mained neutral  in  the  World  War  until  1917,  when  the  Brit- 
ish propaganda  machine  came  over  here  under  the  direction 
of  Mr.  Parker  and  Lord  Northcliff  and  started  this  propa- 
ganda.   What  was  the  question  in  issue  at  that  time? 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  EDELSTEIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  object  to  that  re- 
quest. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  I  Mr.   Miller]. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  there  is  one  thing  that  an 
officer  of  the  Army  dreads  more  than  another,  it  is  the  thought 
that  he  might  some  day  be  called  upon  to  lead  untrained 
troops  into  battle.  For  this  reason  I  believe  that  we  should 
give  the  National  Guard  an  opportunity  to  secure  adequate 
training,  that  we  should  do  it  as  speedily  as  possible.  No 
more  patriotic  group  of  citizens  live  in  the  United  States 
than  the  members  of  the  guard.  If  it  were  necessary  to 
have  that  proven  to  me.  I  had  that  proof  o£Fered  a  week  ago 
Saturday  when,  through  some  misunderstanding,  an  order 
came  into  Connecticut  ordering  the  various  commanders  of 
National  Guard  imits  not  to  take  to  camp  men  employed  in 
the  Pratt  k  Whitney  aircraft  factory.  It  caused  a  good  deal 
of  confusion  on  that  Saturday  morning,  but  it  is  interesting 
to  note  that  several  of  these  men  holding  good  positions  In 
these  da3rs  when  unemployment  is  so  prevalent,  said  that 
they  would  give  up  their  jobs  in  the  aircraft  factory  before 
they  would  give  up  the  opportunity  for  these  3  weeks  of 
training. 


So  I  believe  wholeheartedly  in  providing  this  training.  I 
believe  the  officers  and  the  enlisted  men  want  it.  but  there 
is  a  difference  of  opinion,  and  a  very  honest  difference  of 
opinion,  among  the  members  of  the  guard  themselves 
whether  this  authority  should  be  extended  to  provide  that 
they  can  be  sent  anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  I 
believe  we  should  confine  their  training  program. 

The  first  doubt  as  to  the  wisdom  of  voting  for  this  bill  wsis 
raised  in  my  mind  a  few  minutes  ago  by  the  gentleman  from. 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  PaddisI  when  he  said  that  he  compli- 
mented President  Wilson  for  his  far-sightedness  in  sending 
the  National  Guard  to  the  Mexican  border  in  1916.  I  do  not 
believe  that  President  Wilson  had  that  thought  in  mind.  I 
do  not  believe  that  he  deliberately  misled  the  American  people 
because  not  one  word  was  printed  at  that  time  to  indicate 
that  the  National  Guard  or  our  troops  were  at  the  border 
for  any  other  purpose  than  to  put  down  a  revolution  that 
was  going  on,  and  I  would  hate  to  think  thatiat  that  time 
we  were  misled  and  that  the  Mexican  expedition  was  a  train- 
ing program  in  preparation  for  our  entry  into  the  World  War 
the  next  year.  I  have  always  believed  that  President  Wilson 
was  sincere  in  his  efforts  to  keep  us  out  of  war  and  I  would 
hate  to  think  now  that  months  before  we  entered  the  war  he 
was  setting  up  this  training  program.  That  raises  this  doubt 
in  my  mind,  and  if  I  thought  for  1  minute  that  any  plan  was 
organized  or  thought  of  to  send  these  troops  into  another 
war,  whether  it  would  be  in  this  hemisphere  or  not,  without 
the  approval  of  Congre.ss,  much  as  I  think  they  need  the 
training.  I  would  not  vote  for  It. 

I  have  sent  to  the  Clerk's  desk  an  amendment  that  would 
limit  this  to  a  training  program,  and  would  limit  their  service 
to  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States,  our  island 
possessions,  Alaska  and  the  Canal  Zone.  I  Relieve  if  any 
emergency  arises  that  makes  It  necessary  to  go  further  than 
that,  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  will  be  here  or 
can  get  here,  because  in  this  day  of  rapid  transportation  we 
could  assemble  a  quorum  of  the  Congress  in  36  hours,  and 
have  men  from  California  here  in  Washington. 

I  have  another  amendment  at  the  Clerk's  desk,  to  be  offered 
at  the  proper  time,  which  I  think  is  a  precaution.  I  believe 
that  every  man  called  into  the  training  program,  whether  the 
National  Guard  or  a  Reserve  officer,  should  be  given  at  the 
time  of  his  entry  into  the  service  a  thorough  physical  exami- 
nation. If  any  physical  defects  are  discovered  and  he  Is  per- 
mitted to  go  in,  he  should  be  given  at  that  time  a  record  of 
those  defects,  and  when  he  leaves  at  the  end  of  the  year's 
service  every  man  called  into  the  service  should  be  given  a 
medical  certificate  with  his  discharge  stating  definitely  the 
illnesses  for  which  he  has  been  treated  while  he  was  in  the 
service,  the  injuries,  if  any,  and  the  hospitalization,  if  any,  so 
that  we  will  not  again  have  the  experience  which  we  have 
had  in  the  past  several  years  trying  to  correct  records.  If  a 
man  is  given  that  statement  himself,  then  it  is  his  responsi- 
bility, if  he  has  any  disability  incurred  in  the  service,  to  keep 
that  certificate.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  has  expired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  I  Mr.  Ferguson]. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  you  do  not  have  to  be 
an  expert  on  military  affairs  to  know  that  the  lightning 
attacks  carried  against  the  countries  of  Europe  were  mathe- 
matically and  strategically  figured  to  the  last  degree.  Poland, 
Holland,  Belgium.  Norway,  and  France  were  attacked  be- 
cause Germany  knew  the  exact  strength  they  had,  the  exact 
strength  of  the  country  to  be  overrun. 

The  military  leaders,  the  espionage  or  spy  system,  if  you 
want  to  call  it  that,  of  the  dictator  nations — Italy,  Germany, 
Japan,  and  Russia — know  the  exact  strength  of  the  armed 
forces  of  our  defense ;  know  the  exact  strength  of  every  nation 
in  this  hemisphere.  They  know  our  ability  to  protect  every 
nation  in  this  hemisphere.  The  only  way  we  can  preserve 
peace  is  to  actually  have  the  armed,  equipped,  and  trained 
forces  that  will  forestall  any  attack. 

As  I  said  l)efore,  with  the  warring  nations  now  in  opera- 
tion, everyone  knows  the  mechanical  precision  with  which 
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the  countries  of  Europe  were  conquered.  When  the  strat- 
egists, the  military  leaders  of  the  dictator  nations,  figure 
mathematically  and  scientifically  the  possibility  of  a  suc- 
cessful attack  we  must  have  an  armed  force  that  makes  the 
answer  to  such  a  planned  attack  a  definite  "no."  I  realize 
the  political  temptation  to  take  a  chance  on  this  Nation's 
welfare  by  opposing  this  bill  and  the  conscription  bill.  There 
will  be  enough  Members  of  Congress  to  pass  this,  and.  I  hope, 
the  conscription  legislation.  This  will  bring  our  armed  force 
to  the  place  we  can  enjoy  peace,  freedom  of  attack.  Then 
those  that  played  politics  with  our  country's  defenses  can 
Justify  their  position  by  saying  "I  told  you  so;  we  have  not 
been  attacked";  when  the  real  truth  of  the  matter  is  that 
the  only  way  to  avoid  attack  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  is 
to  make  it  too  tough  to  be  tackled  by  an  ambitious  dictator 
nation. 

I  think  we  should  look  this  bill  we  are  considering  today 
squarely  in  the  face.  These  men  are  not  only  being  taken 
for  training ;  they  are  being  taken  into  the  forces  of  the  United 
States  Army,  and  they  are  not  taken  in  for  training  only;  they 
increase  our  forces  which  we  vitally  need  at  this  time,  and 
they  are  in  the  regularly  armed  forces  of  this  Nation  while 
they  are  serving  that  period  of  1  year.  Even  under  this  bill, 
with  55,000  men  bemg  taken  in  immediately,  our  armed  forces 
will  be  increased  to  only  318.000  men — 318.000  men—  with  the 
greatest  coast  line  of  any  nation  in  the  world  to  defend.  That 
armed  force  will  not  be  the  answer  that  forbids  an  attack  from 
without. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  heard  several  Members  express  their 
opposition  to  conscription.  You  are  voting  today,  and  a  great 
majority  of  this  Hoa'~>e  will  vote  for  this  bill,  which  gives 
the  President  power  to  call  into  the  service  242,000  National 
Guard  and  some  110,000  Reserve  officers.  You  are  saying  to 
these  men,  this  Is  an  emergency,  and  certainly  it  must  be  an 
emergency  or  we  would  not  exercise  the  power  to  call  these 
men  in  to  augment  our  forces.  That  proves  the  emergency 
is  here.  We  are  calling  these  men  who  have  devoted — some  of 
them  for  many  years — a  period  once  a  week  to  training  and  3 
or  4  nights  a  week  to  study  and  2  weeks  a  year  at  camp.  We 
are  saying  to  them,  you  were  patriotic,  you  wanted  to  prepare 
yourselves  against  the  day  when  your  country  is  in  an  emer- 
gency, and  so  we  are  going  to  call  you  into  the  service.  We 
say  to  them  that  they  will  not  suffer,  that  their  families 
will  get  along  fine,  because  they  are  patriotic.  We  say  to 
them  that  they  prepared  themselves,  and  yet  the  Members 
of  Congress  today  who  vote  to  send  these  men  into  the  serv- 
ice, and  I  am  certainly  in  favor  of  it,  in  a  few  days  will  oppose 
conscription.  I  know  this  will  be  true  because  in  the  other 
body  only  7  votes  were  cast  against  this  bill,  yet  many 
Members  arc  now  opposing  conscription. 

You  say  that  the  social  and  economic  life  of  the  man  who 
has  made  no  effort  to  prepare  himself  must  not  be  disturbed, 
but  that  the  man  who  has  made  a  personal  sacrifice  we  will 
not  hesitate  to  call  into  the  service,  and  he  will  not  hesitate 
to  go.  Can  this  House  afford  to  draw  that  distinction  and 
put  that  premium  on  thoughtlessness,  on  noninterest  in  his 
country's  defense?  Can  we  afford  to  vote  for  this  bill  and 
then  fail  to  pass  a  conscription  bill  that  is  necessary  to  bring 
our  forces  up  to  the  place  where  we  can  say  to  the  world,  and 
the  mathematical  precision  of  the  dictator  nations  will  get 
the  answer,  that  they  cannot  afford  to  attack  this  Nation? 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    Yes. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  know  the  gentleman  is  very 
modest,  and  I  hope  it  will  not  embarrass  the  gentleman  if 
I  record  the  fact  that  I  happen  to  know  the  gentleman  prac- 
tices what  he  preaches.  The  gentleman  Is  a  distinguished 
officer  in  the  United  States  Marine  Corps  Reserves  and  in  a 
few  days  will  entrain  with  the  Marine  Reserves  for  a  period 
of  training.  I  think  that  ought  to  be  put  into  the  Record  in 
connection  with  the  gentleman's  remarks.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa has  expired. 


Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  T  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Johns]. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  listened  with  a  great 
deal  of  interest  to  the  debate  on  this  bill.  I  have  been 
wondering,  as  I  have  listened,  what  the  National  Guard  of 
the  different  States  has  been  doing  for  the  last  15  or  20 
years.  I  am  wondering  If  they  are  not  familiar  with  the 
methods  of  warfare  that  are  being  employed  by  the  differ- 
ent countries  today.  If  they  are  not,  it  is  about  time  we 
got  some  new  generals  or  somebody  to  train  them. 

I  received  ^  letter  from  an  officer  In  the  World  War,  a 
distinguished  member  of  the  bar  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin, 
and  to  me  It  Is  one  of  the  most  sensible  I  have  read  on  this 
subject  of  calling  out  the  National  Guard  for  proper  defense. 
I  want  to  read  a  portion  of  it: 

Having  taken  an  active  interest  In  the  events  during  the  period 
of  preparation  for  the  last  war,  and  having  served  in  the  Army 
for  23  monjths  In  1917  and  1918.  first  with  a  National  Guard 
division  of  volunteers,  the  Thirty-second,  and  then  with  a  divi- 
sion of  drafted  men,  the  Seventy-eighth,  I  have  a  few  Ideas  on 
the  subject. 

I  think  everyone  agrees  that,  regardless  of  the  outcome  In 
Europe,  the  surest  way  to  keep  this  countrv  out  of  war  Is  to  \)e 
thoroughly  prepared  for  it.  9ut  to  call  out  the  National  Guard  at 
this  time,  or  at  any  time  until  It  is  absolutely  needed  for  active 
Bervlce.  Is  ridiculous.  The  National  Guard,  at  least  In  Wisconsin, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  m  all  of  the  Ea.-Btern  and  Middle  West  States, 
is  in  a  fair  state  of  preparation  right  now,  and  calling  them  to 
camp  wUl  not  do  any  good  until  equipment  is  ready  for  them. 
They  can  drill  with  what  equipment  they  have  right  In  their  home 
towns,  and  without  disturbing  their  home  life  or  causing  them 
to  lope  their  Jobs. 

Modern  warfare  requires  specialists,  and  specialists  must  attend 
schools,  not  camps  for  drill.  In  the  last  war  we  drilled  from  July 
1.  1917.  untU  we  landed  in  Prance  In  March  1918,  with  very  meager 
equipment.  We  never  saw  the  guns  we  flred  In  Prance  until  we 
arrived  in  Prance,  and  what  we  learned  about  firing  data  In  this 
country  was  discarded  when  we  got  our  guns  in  Prance.  Then 
everyone  was  rushed  into  schools  of  various  kinds,  and  we  tried  to 
learn  In  a  few  weeks  what.  If  we  had  competent  teachers  with  an 
agreed  program,  we  could  have  learned  here  without  even  leaving 
our  home  cities. 

In  my  estimation,  first  of  all  we  must  have  a  defense  plan.  Let 
it  be  determined  what  planes,  guns,  tanks,  and  other  motorized 
equipment  are  needed,  and  let  contracts  be  let  to  produce  them. 
Next,  form  schools  for  Instructors,  so  that  when  the  equipment  Is 
delivered  there  will  be  qualified  ofBcers  to  take  charge  of  it  and 
instruct  the  recruits  in  the  use  of  it. 

A  certain  amount  of  close  order  drill  Is  necessary  for  disciplinary 
pxirposes,  but  the  Army  has  plenty  of  excellent  drlllmasters  who 
can  turn  out  a  flrst-class  foot  soldier  In  1  month's  time.  But  It 
takes  months,  if  not  years,  to  turn  out  a  good  mechanic.  In  the 
rallroawl-shop  service  an  apprentice  must  work  3  years  before  he 
can  qualify  as  a  mechanic. 

I  think  registration  for  the  draft  in  the  very  near  future  Is 
O.  K.,  but  the  draft  should  really  be  one  of  selective  service,  and 
no  one  should  be  called  out  until  he  Is  really  needed.  I  would  lUce 
to  see  every  boy  from  16  up  registered  for  the  draft,  and  as  soon 
as  It  Is  determined  how  many  men  are  needed  for  special  services, 
and  schools  are  established  to  teach  them,  let  the  16-.  17-,  and  18- 
year-old  boys  who  are  not  attending  school  otherwise  be  called  up 
and  sent  to  Army  schools  so  that  at  the  end  of  a  year  or  two  they 
will  be  really  skilled  mechanics. 

Of  course,  the  National  Guard  and  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  shodld  be  ex- 
empt from  the  draft,  as  weU  as  all  boys  who  are  taking  Army  train- 
ing courses  in  high  schools  and  collegee.  These  are  getting  excel- 
lent training  now  and  can  be  called  upon  for  work  as  instructors 
as  soon  as  delivery  of  equipment  commences,  and  schools  are 
opened.  These  schools  need  not  be  centralized.  In  fact,  the  more 
the  better,  because  a  small  group  can  be  instructed  far  better  than 
a  larger  group.  Give  the  National  Guard  and  R,  O.  T.  C.  men  a 
chance  to  qualify  as  instructors;  let  them  volunteer  to  go  to  school 
so  as  to  qualify  as  Instructors,  and  let  them  conduct  the  schools 
in  their  home  areas. 

My  Infdrmation  Is  that  the  German  Army  was  trained  right  at 
borne.  The  recruit  ate  and  slept  In  his  own  home,  worked  part 
time,  and  had  regular  hours  to  report  for  drill  and  Instruction.  It 
seems  to  me  that  that  Ls  a  very  good  Idea. 

To  summarize: 

1.  Let  us  have  a  thorough  defense  plan. 

2.  Let  the  contracts  for  equipment. 
8.  Educate  ofllcers  for  Instructors. 

4  Call  up  by  the  draft  the  young  men  from  16  up  who  have  no 
jobs  and  who  are  not  already  In  school,  and  put  them  into  schools 
for  specialists,  with  the  provision  that  they  will  not  be  called  into 
active  duty  until  they  are  at  least  18  years  old. 

5.  Take  no  one  away  from  his  Job  until  it  is  absolutely  necessary. 
iJislst  that  every  man  between  18  and  30  receive  some  sort  of  mili- 
tary training,  but  let  it  be  a  part-time  program,  permitting  him  to 
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hold  his  Job  at  home  as  long  as  possible.  I  have  an  Idea  there  will 
be  enough  volunteers  for  the  Air  Service  so  that  none  need  be 
drafted  for  that  branch. 

That  letter  was  written  to  me  by  Walter  T.  Bie.  of  Green 
Bay,  Wis.,  in  my  home  district. 

I  also  quote  very  briefly  from  a  letter  received  from  Mrs. 
George  Wettengel,  one  of  my  constituents.  Before  I  read 
from  her  letter  I  may  say  that  she  has  traveled  extensively 
in  Europe,  making  a  yearly  trip  to  Europe  during  the  past 
7  or  8  years.  She  is  more  familiar  with  conditions  there 
than  perhaps  anyone  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  and  what 
she  has  to  say  is  of  very  great  importance  to  those  not  in- 
formed with  reference  to  conditions  in  Europe.  I  may  say 
also  that  she  has  but  recently  returned  from  South  America 
where  she  spent  2  months  studying  conditions.  Her  com- 
ments are  of  great  value  because  of  the  background  of  knowl- 
edge behind  them.   In  her  letter  she  says  this: 

You  know  I  have  been  in  Europe  enough  to  know  of  the  political 
situations  there,  and  the  guard  bill,  the  conscription  bill,  and  the 
money  draft  bill,  are  copies  of  laws  in  force  in  the  dictator  countries. 
Instead  of  sending  money  and  ships  to  England  we  had  better  mend 
our  fences  in  South  America.  I  have  Just  returned  from  a  2- 
iQonths'  trip.  If  Germany  comes  to  America  it  will  be  by  the  way 
of  South  America  in  which  it  is  becoming  more  firmly  entrenched 
each  day. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  I  Mr.  Smith]. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  must  object  to  this 
measure  as  it  is  presented  to  the  House.  First,  it  violates  a 
contract  made  between  the  Government  and  the  members  of 
the  National  Guard. 

The  men  who  enlisted  in  the  guard  did  so  with  a  definite 
understanding,  on  their  part  that  they  enlisted  for  a  period 
of  3  yews.  They  enlisted  with  the  idea  that  they  were 
expected  to  give  about  2  weeks  of  their  time  each  year 
for  training.  While  the  language  of  the  statute  does  not 
place  a  specific  limitation  on  the  time  required  for  training, 
it  does  in  substance  certainly  imply  as  much.  This  is  what 
the  statute  says: 

Under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  prescribe, 
each  company,  troop,  battery,  and  detachment  in  the  National 
Guard  shaU  assemble  for  drill  and  Instruction,  including  indoor 
target  practice,  not  less  than  48  times  each  year,  and  shall,  in 
addition  thereto,  participate  in  encampments,  maneuvers,  or  other 
exercises  including  outdoor  target  practice,  at  least  15  days  in 
training  each  year. 

Not  only  was  it  the  understanding  of  the  man  who  en- 
listed in  the  guard  that  he  was  doing  so  with  the  idea 
of  spending  but  a  few  weeks  in  training  each  year,  but  that 
was  also  the  universal  practice  of  the  guard  throughout 
the  country.    Indeed  everyone  understood  it  to  be  that  way. 

Now  comes  the  Congress  with  this  proposal  to  arbitrarily 
abolish  that  contract  and  understanding  and  say  to  the  boys 
of  the  guard.  "The  contract  which  you  had  with  the  Gov- 
ernment when  you  enlisted  has  ended.  You  no  longer  have 
any  voice  in  the  matter,  you  have  nothing  more  to  say 
about  it.  Instead  of  a  contract  you  just  take  orders.  These 
orders  are  that  you  will  he  placed  in  a  military  camp  for 
training  for  1  year.  You  are  also  to  be  put  at  the  service  of 
the  Government  to  be  sent  anywhere  in  the  United  States 
or  our  possessions,  including  the  Philippine  Islands.  Or  you 
may  be  sent  to  Mexico,  Brazil,  or  any  jjart  of  South  America, 
as  far  as  Cape  Horn,  7.000  miles  from  our  eastern  shore." 
That  is  what  this  law  says  which  we  are  proposing  now  to 
pass.    I  ask  you,  Is  this  right? 

It  has  been  seriously  argued  here  on  the  floor  that  the 
members  of  the  National  Guard  understood  when  they  en- 
listed they  might  be  called  upon  at  any  time  to  do  these 
very  things.  That,  therefore,  no  contract  between  the  Gov- 
ernment and  them  will  be  violated.  That  positively  is  not 
true.  The  law  is  very  clear  upon  this  point.  Section  111 
of  the  National  Defense  Act.  'Ordering  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States  Into  Federal  Service."  reads  in  part  as 
follows: 

'  When  Congress  shall  have  declared  a  national  emergency  and 
ehaii  have  authorized  the  use  of  armed  land  forces  of  the  United 
States  for  any  purpose  requiring  the  use  of  troops  in  excess  of  those 


of  the  Regular  Army,  the  President  may.  under  such  regulations. 
•  •  •  order  into  the  active  military  service  of  the  United  States, 
to  serve  therein  for  the  p)erlod  of  the  war  or  emergency,  unless 
sooner  relieved,  any  or  aU  unite  and  (the)  members  (thereof)  of 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States. 

What  possibly  could  be  clearer  than  this?  It  Is  only  if 
and  when  Congress  shall  have  declared  a  national  emergency 
exists  that  the  guard  can  be  called  into  the  service  which 
this  bill  provides.  That  is  the  legal  contract  the  National 
Guard  had  with  the  Government,  but  Congress  has  not  de- 
clared that  any  national  emergency  exists.  The  very  pur- 
pose of  this  part  of  the  law  was  to  provide  that  the  guard 
could  be  called  into  Federal  service  only  in  case  an  emergency 
actually  existed,  and  then  only  if  that  emergency  had  been 
so  declared  by  (Congress. 

I  consider'  this  point  most  vital.  If  Congress  believes  an 
emergency  exists  and  it  is  necessary  to  call  out  the  National 
Guard  for  Federal  service,  then  Congress  should  be  forthright 
enough  to  stand  up  and  declare  its  existence.  But  Congress 
is  not  doing  this.  Congressmen  are  seeking  to  evade  the 
terms  under  which  enlistment  in  the  guard  took  place  by 
simply  claiming  the  members  of  the  guard  when  they  en- 
listed expected  they  might  be  called  to  do  that  which  this 
bill  calls  for,  without  Congress  having  declared  the  necessity 
of  calling  the  guard,  by  first  declaring  the  existence  of  an 
emergency. 

In  my  opinion  we  do  a  grave  wrong  when  we  pass  legisla- 
tion of  this  kind.  I  think  the  most  sacred  contract  any 
government  can  enter  into  is  the  one  which  it  makes  between 
itself  and  the  men  who  shoulder  the  responsibility  of  pro- 
tecting our  Nation  in  time  of  war.  Confidence  of  the  people 
and  the  soldiers  in  their  government  is  one  of  the  most  vital 
factors  for  success  in  any  armed  conflict.  To  do  what  is 
proposed  in  this  bill  certainly  will  not  engender  confidence  in 
government. 

This  bill  also  is  wrong  in  that  it  gives  the  Chief  Executive 
the  power  to  send  the  National  Guard  out  of  the  continental 
United  States  or  its  territorial  possessions.  There  is  no  good 
reason  for  this.  The  President  himself,  according  to  press 
reports,  made  the  statement  a  few  days  ago  "That  the  chances 
are  100  to  1  against  American  regular  troops  or  National 
Guard  men  being  assigned  to  active  service  outside  of  the 
continental  United  States  or  its  possessions."  If  the  Presi- 
dent believes  this,  upon  what  possible  ground  can  he  now 
ask  for  this  extraordinary  power  to  call  the  guard  into  Fed- 
eral service  and  send  them  anywhere  into  the  Western 
Hemisphere? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  have  no  further  speakers,  Mr.  Chairman. 
The  Clerk  may  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  etc..  That  during  the  period  ending  June  30.  1942.  the 
President  be.  and  is  hereby,  authorized  from  time  to  time  to  order 
into  the  active  mUltary  service  of  the  United  States  for  a  period 
of  12  consecutive  months  each,  any  or  all  members  and  units  of 
any  or  all  Reserve  components  of  the  Army  of.  the  United  States, 
and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army,  with  or  without  their 
consent,  lo  such  extent  and  in  such  manner  as  he  may  deem 
necessary  for  the  strengthening  of  the  national  defense-  Pro- 
vided. That  the  members  and  units  of  tne  Reserve  components  of 
the  Army  of  the  United  States  ordered  into  active  Federal  service 
under  this  authority  shall  not  be  employed  beyond  the  limits  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere  except  In  the  Territories  and  possessions 
of  the  United  States,  Including  the  Philippine  Islands. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  a  committe  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Mat:  Page  1.  line  7,  after  the  word 
"of",  strike  out  the  words  "any  or  all  Reserve  components"  and 
Insert  "the  National  Guard  and  the  Organized  Reserves." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
will  be  agreed  to. 

There  was  no  objection,  and  the  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  a  military  man  nor  do  I  pose 
as  a  military  expert.  I  can  bring  nothing  to  this  debate 
of  a  military  nature. 
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The  purpose  of  the  bill  before  us.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  | 
286.  is  the  calling  out  of  the  National  Guard  into  active 
military  service.  There  Is  a  great  deal  of  honest  differ- 
ence of  opinion  as  to  whether  or  not  this  is  necessary, 
but  whether  it  be  necessary  or  not.  those  of  us  who  are  op- 
posed to  compulsory  military  training  in  time  of  peace,  and 
I  am  opposed  to  it.  can  find  in  this  bill  a  good  reason  why 
we  should  support  this  bill.  In  supporting  this  bill  we  are 
doing  nothing  more  or  less  than  calling  into  the  service  of 
the  United  States  an  auxiliary  branch  of  the  national  de- 
fense to  reinforce  our  Regular  Army.  If  we  make  a  mis- 
take in  this  particular  we  are  making  it  on  the  side  of 
defense  of  the  country. 

The  Chief  of  Staff  has  said,  and  imdoubtedly  he  is  one  of 
the  best  military  authorities  in  the  Nation,  that  if  he  had 
480.000  men  well  equipped  and  fully  trained  he  could  pre- 
vent any  nation  on  this  earth  from  landing  one  corps  of 
troops  on  our  shores,  even  though  they  had  command  of  the 
seas.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  true  or  not,  but  I  am 
willing  to  accept  the  judgment  of  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

On  one  occasion  we  had  a  President  whose  hands  were 
very  familiar  with  the  feel  of  an  ax  handle.  He  made  a 
statement  which  supixirts  in  some  measure  that  made  by  the 
Chief  of  Staff.  General  Marshall,  a  statement  which  may  be 
of  some  interest  today,  because  it  was  made  more  than  75 
years  ago.    I  read  that  statement  made  by  Abraham  Lincoln: 

Shall  we  expect  some  trans-Atlantic  military  giant  to  step  the 
ocean  and  crush  us  at  a  blow?  Never!  All  the  armies  of  Europe, 
Asia,  and  Africa  combined  with  all  the  treasure  of  the  earth  (our 
own  excepted »  in  their  military  chest,  with  a  Bonaparte  for  a  com- 
mander, could  not  by  force  take  a  drink  from  the  Ohio  or  make  a 
track  on  the  Blue  Ridge  in  a  trial  of  a  thousand  years. 

That  comes  from  out  of  the  past.  I  realize  that  world 
conditions  were  different  then.  Lincoln  had  faith  in  the 
patriotism  of  the  American  people.  His  faith  is  sustained  by 
the  record  which  shows  that  out  of  nearly  3.000.000  men  who 
were  enrolled  in  the  Union  Army  during  the  Civil  War  only 
1  in  10  was  enrolled  as  a  result  of  the  draft.  This  bill  would 
reinforce  the  Regular  Army  with  sufficient  men  to  provide 
an  army  large  enough,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
to  defend  our  country  against  invasion. 

I  do  not  believe  that  under  this  bill  any  boy  under  18  years 
of  age  should  be  called  into  the  military  service.  In  the 
minute  or  two  that  I  have  I  am  not  prepared  to  discuss  every 
detail  of  the  bill,  and  I  conclude  by  saying  that  in  my  Judg- 
ment we  ought  to  pass  this  bill  and  provide  adequate  defense 
which  would  make  conscription  in  peacetime  unnecessary 
in  this  country. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  me  under  what 
provision  of  law  in  any  State,  or  under  what  provision  of 
Federal  law  anyone  under  18  years  of  age  does  enlist? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  am  basing  my  statement  upon  the 
arguments  presented  on  the  floor  of  the  House  today  on  this 
bill. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  I  have  had  a  lot  of  experience,  and  I 
have  never  seen  a  man  enlisted  un(^.cr  18  years  of  age  unless 
he  misstated  his  age. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  hope  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina is  correct  in  his  statement. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Answering  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  I  may  say  that  a  young  man  may  enlist  in  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  California  at  the  age  of  16  with  the  consent 
of  his  parents. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  That  is  prohibited  under  the  Federal 
law. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  But  such  hoys  are  there  nevertheless,  my 
friend. 

Mr.  VAN  21ANDT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yi&ld? 

Mr.  DONDERO.    I  yield. 


Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  He  can  enUst  in  the  State  militia.  That, 
however,  is  not  recognized  by  the  Federal  Government. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

By  unanimous  consent  the  pro  forma  amendment  was  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.   Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  SicrrH  of  Ohio:  Page  2.  line  1,  after 
the  colon,  insert  the  following:  "Provided,  That  members  of  the 
National  Guard  shall  not  be  ordered  Into  active  mUltary  service 
imder  this  act  without  their  consent." 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  does 
not  need  much  explaining.  If  the  gentleman  from  Texas  I  Mr. 
Thomason],  who  so  strongly  advocates  this  measure,  is  cor- 
rect in  his  assertion  that  90  percent  of  the  men  in  the  Na- 
tional Guard  are  willing  to  be  called  into  service,  we  ought  to 
give  them  an  opportunity  to  indicate  whether  they  are  or 
are  not  willing  to  do  this. 

I  believe  this  country  could  raise  the  necessary  number  of 
men  for  military  service  by  voluntary  enlistments.  If  the 
people  of  this  country  were  sure  that  the  increase  in  the  size 
of  our  Army  is  not  sought  for  the  purpose  of  getting  us  into 
the  war.  Assured  of  that  I  beUeve  we  can  secure  by  volun- 
tary enlistment  all  the  men  we  need. 

As  I  stated,  this  is  a  simple  amendment  to  make  it  possible 
for  the  men  in  the  guard  to  say  whether  or  not  they  consider 
the  pending  bill  a  change  in  the  contract  of  enlistment  they 
entered  into,  or  whether  they  consider  it  otherwise. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.    In  just  a  minute;  not  at  present. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Does  the  gentleman  understand  that 
when  the  young  man  joins  the  National  Guard  he  first  reads 
the  articles  of  enlistment  and  then  afiOxes  his  signature,  and 
that  when  he  does  so  he  agrees  to  go  into  the  Federal  mili- 
tary service  if  they  call  him? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Provided  a  national  emergency  has 
been  declared  by  Congress.  Not  otherwise.  The  law  is  clear 
on  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is.  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Massincale:  On  page  1.  line  8,  after 
the  words  "United  States".  Insert  "except  youiig  men  in  the  Na- 
tional Guard  under  the  age  of  18  years,  to  each  of  whom  there 
shall  be  immediately  issued  an  honorable  discharge." 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  I  have 
offered  is  probably  poaching  a  little  bit  on  my  friend  the 
gentleman  from  North  Dakota  LMr.  Burdick].  He  and  I  had 
talked  about  such  amendment.  I  looked  for  him  and  could 
not  find  him,  so  I  offered  the  cunendment  myself. 

There  is  only  one  purpose  in  offering  the  amendment.  It 
is  not  right,  it  is  not  the  desire  of  the  Congress  and  the  people 
of  the  United  States  to  force  children  into  the  Regular  Army. 
It  has  been  discussed  a  little  bit  on  the  fioor  just  what  are 
the  component  parts  of  the  National  Guard.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  situation  Is  over  the  United  States,  but  I  do  know 
of  my  own  personal  knowledge  that  in  the  National  Guard  of 
many  towns  in  the  Midwest  there  are  a  number  of  boys  rang- 
ing in  age  between  16  and  18  years.  I  know  that,  and  I  will 
tell  you  how  it  comes  about.  An  active  chamber  of  com- 
merce in  a  Midwest  town  will  want  an  armory.  It  organizes 
a  National  Guard  unit  and  the  chamber  of  commerce  gets 
behind  these  boys  in  high  school.  I  understand  in  my  dis- 
trict there  is  one  unit  of  the  National  Guard  in  which  better 
than  60  percent  of  the  boys  are  under  18  years  of  age,  and  I 
have  been  told  there  are  some  in  it  who  are  only  16  years 
of  age.  We  ought  not  to  take  those  boys  and  force  them 
Into  the  United  States  Army.    It  is  not  the  proper  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 
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Blr.  WADSWORTH.    Is  the  gentleman  certain  that  a  boy 

15  or  16  in  the  guard  of  the  State  which  he  represents  in 

^M  part  has  been  federally  recognized  and  receives  Federal  pay? 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  has  been 
federally  recognized  or  not. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  If  he  is  not  federally  recognized,  he 
cannot  be  ordered  to  Federal  duty. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  You  may  not  do  things  up  there  in 
your  State  like  we  do  in  ours. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.    We  have  a  child-labor  law. 

Mr.  M^VSSINGALE.  We  crowd  things  sometimes  down 
there.  Tliere  are  hundreds  of  boys  in  the  National  Guard 
of  Oklahoma  today  who  are  not  over  17  years  old,  and  they 
are  there  for  the  purpose  of  getting  a  little  spending  money 
and  getting  the  opportunity  to  go  off  to  these  camps  in  the 
summertime. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  The  gentleman  has  not  yet  answered 
my  question.    Under  the  law,  as  I  understand  it 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.    I  know  what  the  law  is. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  One  must  be  18  to  be  legally  en- 
listed in  the  federally  recognized  National  Guard.  The  State 
may  add  other  men  of  a  lower  age  and  carry  them  on  the 
rolls,  but  do  those  men  get  Federal  pay  and  are  they 
federally  recognized? 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  So  far  as  I  know  they  draw  Federal 
money. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  That  young  man  would  not  be  accepted 
by  the  Federal  Government  for  service. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  do  not  care  whether  he  would  be 
accepted  or  not.    Under  this  bill  he  is  ordered  into  the  Army. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    He  could  not  be  ordered  into  the  Army. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.     WeU,  he  is. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    He  would  not  be  accepted. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

^  Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  do  not  know  whether  oflBcially  it  is  a 
Pftrt^the  law  in  the  State  of  California  that  I  quoted  a 
momerit-ago.  All  I  know  is  there  are  young  men  in  there 
under  18  years  of  age  who  are  ser/ing  in  the  National  Guard 
units.  Whether  they  are  federally  recognized  or  not.  I  have 
not  the  slightest  idea. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.    I  think  it  is  beside  the  point  whether 

they  are  federally  recognized  or  not.    If  they  are  a  part  of 

the  National  Guard,  this  bill  takes  them  into  the  Army. 

Suppos*  they  are  not  federally  recognized.    This  amend- 

,^         ment  is  not  going  to  hurt  anybody  or  anything.     It  jusr 

*^  turns  than  loose  and  gives  them  an  honorable  discharge 

^'^-^hen  this  act  goes  into  effect. 

Mr.  MAY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  says  his  amendment  would  give 
all  National  Guard  men  under  18  years  of  age  an  honorable 
discharge. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.    Yes. 

Mr.  MAY.  Does  the  gentleman  realize  that  if  they  enlisted 
under  the  age  of  18  that  they  did  it  by  what  is  known  as 
fraudulent  enlistment,  in  other  words,  by  misrepresentation? 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  That  is  something  I  am  not  con- 
cerned about.  The  argument  has  been  made  here  to  the 
effect  that  Congress  should  not  mess  with  this  stuff  but  leave 
it  up  to  the  Governor  of  the  State  to  see  to  it  that  boys  under 
18  are  not  taken  into  the  Army,  I  tell  you  that  the  Con- 
gress has  the  duty  of  giving  these  boys  protection,  and  I  am 
as  strong  for  national  defense  as  is  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  or  anyone  else,  but  we  ought  to 
use  some  common  sense  and  do  our  duty  to  every  boy  who 
is  under  18  years  of  age  at  the  time  this  act  shall  be  passed. 
I  do  not  take  any  stock  in  the  insinuations  made  in  this 
debate  that  a  boy  committed  an  offense  when  he  let  himself 


be  Inducted  into  the  National  Guard.  Military  uniforms, 
parades,  and  the  meetings  at  the  local  armories,  and  drills 
during  encampments  are  very  alluring  to  boys  along  about 
16  or  18  years  of  age.  If  the  Iwy  did  wrong,  in  nearly  every 
instance  the  military  authorities  in  charge  of  the  National 
Guard  and  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  did  wrong  in  accepting  him,  I  do 
not  know  that  one  has  committed  a  greater  offense  than  the 
other  in  accepting  him.  A  man  that  is  capable  of  being  an 
oflBcer  in  the  National  Guard  ought  to  have  Judgment  enough 
to  know  when  he  is  dealing  with  a  boy  15  or  16  years  old  and 
when  he  is  dealing  with  a  boy  18  years  old  or  older.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  boy  commits  any  greater  offense,  if  any 
offense  at  all.  when  he  overstates  his  age  to  get  into  the 
National  Guard  or  the  R.  O.  T.  C.  than  the  officer  does  who 
accepts  him.  when  he  should  know  the  boy  to  be  under  age 
for  admission  into  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  amendment, 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  order  that  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa as  well  as  other  gentleman  may  be  enlightened.  I  ^all 
quote  the  law  on  this  question : 

The  Natlonai  Guard  of  each  State.  Territory,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  shall  consist  of  members  of  the  mllltla  voluntarily 
enlisted  therein  who,  upon  original  enlistment,  shall  not  be  less 
than  18  years  of  age  nor  more  than  45  years  of  age  or  who  In  subse- 
quent enlistments  shall  be  not  more  than  64  years  of  age. 

When  any  man  stands  up  here  and  says  that  there  Is  a 
multitude  of  young  men  in  his  district  who  enlisted  when 
under  the  age  of  18,  let  me  tell  you  what  happened.  In  the 
first  place,  if  he  is  under  21,  between  18  and  21.  he  has  to  have 
a  certificate  from  his  parent  or  guardian  as  to  his  age.  In 
addition,  he  himself  swears  what  his  age  is  when  he  puts  it 
down  on  the  blank. 
Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield' 
Mr.  BULWINKLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Dakota. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  What  would  the  genUeman  do  in  a  situa- 
tion where  as  a  matter  of  fact  there  are  boys  in  the  guard 
less  than  18  years  of  age? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  They  have  no  business  in  there.  They 
are  not  legally  enlisted.  It  is  true  that  some  fellow  can  get 
in  who  deLberately  lies  about  his  age.  but  when  he  does 
so  and  receives  Federal  pay  for  his  drill  he  is  receiving  money 
when  he  is  not  entitled  to  it.  I  tell  you  right  now.  with  the 
years  of  experience  in  the  guard  that  I  have  had,  that  I  never 
say  in  that  entire  time  in  my  company  any  boy  under  18 
years  of  age.  During  the  Mexican  border  trouble  we  were 
permitted  to  enlist  them,  still  with  their  parent's  consent, 
.  at  17  years  of  age.  I  think  you  are  manifestly  upset  about 
a  condition  that  will  not  exist  except  possibly  in  a  few  cases. 
If  I  were  the  company  commander  and  a  man  had  come  to 
me  and  deliberately  sworn  a  lie,  I  would  tell  him  to  get  out 
and  get  out  quick.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD.-  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to  strike 
out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  course  of  this  debate  on  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  286  it  has  been  repeatedly  stated  by  Members  of 
this  body  that  this  resoluUon  grants  to  the  President  vast  dic- 
tator powers.  This  is,  of  course,  pure  nonsense,  parUcularly 
with  reference  to  calling  out  the  National  Guard— State 
Militia.  ,, 

I  say  "pure  nonsense."  and  in  support  of  that  I  quote  the 
foUowing,  first,  from  article  I.  section  8.  of  the  Constitution- 
and,  second,  from  a  decision  with  regard  to  an  act  of  Con- 
gress of  February  28,  1795.  as  foUows: 

n^'^^®  V,.l^"°".,^'  Congress  shall  have  power  to  provide  for 
calling  forth  the  mUltla  to  execute  the  laws  of  the  Union  supprSi 
insurrections,  and  repel  Invasions.  «"^wii.  suppress 

With  regard  to  the  delegation  of  power  to  the  President: 
Act  of  Congress  of  February  28.    1795    (1   Stat.  424)     deleeatlns 

??nH^r  Tj^T^^^^rtr^^"  *°  ''f^^  '°^^  ^^«  '""'"^-  »^«ld  CO^tltUtloS 

Under  this  act  the  power  to  determine  when  the  exleencv  reQuir- 
ing  the  ^llng  forth  of  the  militia  had  arisen  ^  e^c^SlJX  m 
the  President,  and  his  detennlnaUon  upon  thJa  point  was  conclusive! 
[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 
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Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In  opposition  to  the 
pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  not  ask  you  to  bear  with  me  in  my 
second  appearance  here  today  if  I  were  not  interested  in 
this  amendment  and  proposed  it  myself  in  my  speech  before 
this  body.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  intro- 
duced it,  for  results  and  not  credit  is  what  we  all  desire. 

In  order  to  get  a  clear  vision  of  the  language  this  committee 
has  written  into  the  bill,  I  refer  you  to  subsection  (C)  on 
page  3.  reading  as  follows: 

If  such  position  was  In  the  employ  of  any  State  or  political 
subdivision  thereof  it  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  senae  of  the 
Ck>ngress  that  such  person  should  be  restored  to  such  pceltlon  or  to 
a  position  of  like  seniority  status  and  pay. 

Just  think  a  moment  and  see  what  this  language  means.  It 
does  not  say  anything.  It  is  simply  fooling  these  men  in  the 
mihtia.  It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  the  State  restore 
them  to  their  positions.  The  United  States  would  not  have 
any  control  over  the  States  whatever,  and  everybody  in  this 
Congress  knows  it.  but  you  did  not  say  so.  You  said  that  it  is 
the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  they  restore  them  to  their 
positions.  There  is  no  guaranty  that  these  men  will  be  re- 
stored to  their  positions. 

In  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina,  may  I  say  that  we  are  not  confronted  by  a  theory 
but  by  actual  conditions.  Suppose  we  do  find  young  men  in 
the  militia  less  than  18  years  of  age?  What  are  we  going  to 
do  about  it?  The  presumption  is  that  they  are  legally  entered 
in  the  militia.  That  is  the  presumption,  and  everybody  knows 
It.  When  they  are  called  out,  do  they  have  to  rebut  this 
presumption,  and  if  they  do,  do  they  have  to  admit  they  are  • 
guilty  of  perjury?  My  position  is.  let  bygones  be  bygones, 
and  do  not  take  these  boys  regardless  of  how  they  were 
entered  in  the  first  instance.  If  they  are  under  the  age  or 
18,  exclude  them,  and  do  not  give  them  a  dishonorable  dis- 
charge, just  forget  about  it  and  go  ahead  with  our  new  plan. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Ur.  BURDICK.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  It  is  easy.  They  can  get  out  before 
this  goes  into  effect,  on  their  own  application. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Suppose  they  are  confronted  with  their 
enlistment  record,  wherein  they  stated  they  were  18.  What 
are  you  going  to  do  about  it? 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Regardless  of  that,  they  can  get  out 
before  this  goes  into  effect,  with  the  consent  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  do  not  suppose  many  of  these  kids  want 
to  get  out.  but  I  do  not  want  them  in  there,  and  neither 
does  anybody  else.  Suppose  that  were  the  law  during  the 
Civil  War.  how  many  soldiers  would  you  have  had  that  were 
legally  entered  in  the  Army,  North  or  South? 

Mr.  KITCHENS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  KITCHENS.  Does  not  the  gentleman  believe  it  is 
better  to  let  them  out  now  than  to  let  them  stay  in  there 
for  a  short  time  and  then  have  their  parents  get  them  out? 

Mr.  BURDICK.    Yes. 

Mr.  KITCHENS.  It  would  save  the  Federal  Government  a 
lot  of  expense. 

Mr.  BURDICK.    The  gentleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  If  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Oklahoma  is  adopted,  will  it  not  still  be  neces- 
sary to  disclose  that  these  boys  have  falsified  their  age.  in 
ord^r  for  them  to  take  advantage  of  it? 

Mr.  BURDICK.  The  amendment  provides  that  they  shall 
be  excluded  and  honorably  discharged. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  But  the  record  shows  that  they  are  18 
years  old.    How  are  3^ou  going  to  determine? 

Mr.  BURDICK.  It  Is  about  time  that  we  forget  what  we 
have  done.    If  we  want  to  go  back  far  enough  and  look  for 


law  violations,  I  want  to  say  there  are  not  10  men  in  Con- 
gress who  have  not  violated  some  law  sometime.  Let  him 
who  is  without  sin  cast  the  first  stone.  If  we  follow  Christ 
there  wiU  not  be  much  stoning  done  by  this  Congress. 

Mr.  SOUTH.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  SOUTH.  I  believe  there  is  some  merit  to  what  the 
gentleman  says,  but  may  I  suggest  that  a  child  should  not  be 
held  to  the  same  strict  degree  of  accountability  as  a  grown 
person?  I  do  not  like  the  expression  that  a  15-  or  16-year-oId 
child  has  sworn  a  lie. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  That  is  right.  I  believe  we  ought  to  pro- 
tect these  young  people  right  now  in  the  very  act  Itself  and 
forget  all  about  prosecutions  and  everything  else.  If  they 
are  now  in  the  National  Guard  unlawfully,  let  them  be  dis- 
charged, and  honorably  discharged.  Let  us  write  the  law 
that  way.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell. J 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  debate  on  this  section  and  all  amendments  thereto  close 
in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  state  to  the  gentleman 
that  there  are  several  other  amendments  pending  to  this 
section. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unaiiimous  consent  that  all 
debate  on  this  section  and  all  amendments  thereto  plose  in 
20  minutes. 

Mr.  RABAUT.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
how  many  amendments  are  there  to  this  section? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  There  are  three  separate  amendments 
seeking  a  somewhat  similar  purpose. 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  object,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  debate  on  the  pending  amendment  close  in  15  minutes. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.    I  object,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate  on  this 
amendment  close  in  15  minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  I  Mr. 
Nichols]  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  that  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  amendment  we  can  all  reach  a  common 
ground.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  Member  of  this  body  who 
will  say  that  he  wants  boys  under  18  years  of  age  serving 
in  the  National  Army  in  time  of  war.  Since  we  agree  on  that, 
what  is  this  thing  we  are  arguing  about?  Why.  certainly, 
there  are  young  men  in  the  National  Guard  under  18  years 
of  age  and  certainly  they  got  in  there  upon  a  misstatement  of 
fact.  Who  are  you  that  you  are  going  to  hold  so  strictly 
to  an  accounting  of  the  truth  boys  of  tender  years?  Why. 
chUdren,  your  kids  and  mine,  little -tots,  are  famous  for  fab- 
ricating stories  and  we  think  that  is  funny.  They  have  to 
finally  reach  almost  the  full  dawn  of  maturity  before  they 
reach  the  point  where  we  punish  them  severely  about  telling 
stories,  and  many  of  these  youngsters,  by  the  way.  are  in  the 
National  Guard,  having  given  a  false  age  with  the  wmsent  of 
their  parents  in  many  instances.  Now,  whom  are  you  going 
to  punish?  Are  you  going  to  punish  the  children  or  the 
parents?  When  they  came  into  the  National  Guard  they 
did  not  see  looming  before  them  in  a  few  years  a  holocaust  of 
war.  They  did  not  see  coming  a  confiict  which  would  involve 
them  in  batUe  and  bloodshed. 

Mr.  MAY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    In  just  a  moment. 

The  National  Guard  was  more  or  less  of  a  social  organiza- 
tion, with  drills  once  every  month  or  once  every  2  weeks, 
with  a  chance  to  get  into  the  pretty,  new  armory,  to  wear 
a  uniform,  and  to  parade  the  streets  at  different  times. 

Many  of  them  went  into  the  guard  because  of  the  dire 
need  of  their  family  which  could  so  easily  use  the  $20  or  $30 
a  quarter  that  they  would  receive  from  their  service  In  the 
guard. 
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others  went  In  largely  because  of  the  2  weeks'  vacation 
they  could  get  on  full  pay. 

For  many  of  these  youngsters,  who  were  willing  to  He 
about  their  age  In  order  to  get  in.  the  situation  would  have 
been  entirely  different  had  they  realized  that  the  contract 
which  they  were  about  to  enter  into  would  ultimately  take 
them  Into  a  bloody  war  before  they  had  reached  the  age  of 
accountability.  They  did  not  go  in  there  with  full  knowledge 
that  they  were  likely  to  be  called  into  the  National  Aimy  and 
sent  to  war,  and  we  all  agree  that  they  should  not  be.  Then 
what  Is  the  matter  with  this  amendment?  It  simply  says  that 
boys  under  18  years  of  age  shall  be  honorably  discharged 
before  this  law  goes  into  efifect  insofar  as  they  are  concerned. 
Why,  the  only  answer  to  the  proposition  that  the  amend- 
ment should  not  be  adopted  is  the  fact  that  it  is  already  the 
law.  ^'^;: 

^frVi^Ay.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  NICHOLS.  I  will  be  very  happy  to'  yield  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee. 
— 1  Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  understands,  of  course,  that  any 
one  of  these  18-year-old  boys  can  resign  at  any  time  he  wants 
to  before  he  is  called  and,  furthermore,  he  understands  that 
where  a  man  joins  the  Regular  Army  and  makes  a  misrepre- 
sentation as  to  his  age,  he  is  always  given  a  blue  discharge. 
And  does  the  gentleman  think  there  ought  to  be  a  distinction 
made  between  these  National  Guard  men  and  the  Regular 
Army  people? 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  Why.  certainly.  Right  today  in  Louisiana, 
there  is  a  great  encampment  of  National  Guard  taken  from 
my  State  of  Oklahoma  and  other  States  in  that  section,  where 
these  boys  are  now  in  camp.  I  am  not  sure  that  they  will  get 
home  in  time,  I  am  not  sure  they  will  know  in  time  that  16- 
and  17-year-old  kids  among  them  can  get  cut  from  under 
this  enlistment,  which  they  have  entered  into,  maybe,  by 
misrepresentation,  but  I  am  one  who  does  not  think  that  the 
emergency  in  this  country  is  such  that  we  need  to  compel 
kids  under  18  years  of  age  to  stay  in  the  National  Army. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs,  points  out  that  youngsters  who  lie  about 
their  age  in  order  to  get  into  the  Regular  Army,  are  given  a 
"blue"  discharge,  and  that  following  that  line  of  reasoning 
the  same  thing  should  apply  to  these  boys  in  the  National 
Guard.    This  is  one  of  the  very  reasons  why  I  am  supporting 
this  amendment.    I  know  full  well  that  officers  of  the  Na- 
tional Guard  in  many  Instances  held  out  inducements  to 
,  young  men  imder  18  years  of  age.  which  would  cause  them 
to  enlist  In  the  National  Guard,  and  in  nearly  every  instance 
boys  under  18  who  did  enlist  in  a  National  Guard  company, 
the  officers  in  that  company  knew  that  the  boy  was  under 
age.    And  now  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky   [Mr.  May] 
would  be  as  severe  on  these  youngsters  as  he  would  be  on 
men  enlisting  in  the  Regular  Army.    I  do  not  want  these 
young  men  under  18  years  of  age  to  go  through  life  with 
A  blot  on  their  character,  which  would  be  placed  there  if  they 
were  comj)elled  to  have  held  over  them  a  "blue"  discharge. 
In  the  event  you  do  not  understand  what  a  "blue"  discharge 
is.  it  is  a  discharge  from  which  the  word  "honorable"  has 
been  stricken.    An  honorable  discharge  is  placed  on  white 
paper.    So  unless  this   amendment  is  adopted,  whenever, 
imder  the  National  Defense  Act,  any  boy  exercised  his  right 
of  demanding  his  discharge  from  the  National  Guard  because 
he  was  under  18  years  of  age,  he  would  have  to  accept  a 
discharge  not  honorable.    This  I  am  tremendously  Inter- 
ested in  seeing  the  youth  of  this  Nation  protected  against. 

This  is  a  good  amendment  and  there  is  not  a  man  among 
you  who  can  point  out  one  single  evil  that  it  will  do,  and  the 
only  argument  that  can  possibly  be  made  against  it  Is  the 
fact  that  it  is  already  the  law.  Well,  if  it  is.  you  will  find 
many  other  duplications  of  law  on  the  statute  books  of  this 
land.  Do  not  have  any  fear  about  duplicating  another  one. 
This  is  a  good  amendment,  it  should  be  passed  and,  cer- 
tainly, if  we  have  any  responsibility  in  this  body,  it  is  to 
protect  the  youth  of  this  country  against  war.  if  possible. 
The  amendment  ought  to  be  adopted.     [Applause.] 


Mr.  PADDIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  Is  no  necessity  what- 
ever for  this  amendment.    It  is  a  great  to-do  about  nothing. 

The  National  Defense  Act  already  states  that  nobody  shall 
be  allowed  to  enlist  in  the  National  Guard  when  they  are 
less  than  18  years  of  age.  It  Is  very  possible  that  there  are 
here  and  there  some  members  of  the  National  Guard  who 
are  less  than  18  years  of  age.  However,  if  that  is  the  case, 
imdoubtedly,  they  falsified  their  age  when  they  enlisted. 

The  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  who  introduced  this 
amendment  made  the  statement  here  a  moment  ago  that 
many  of  these  boys  joined  the  National  Guard  in  order  to 
get  some  spending  money.  All  right,  if  that  is  the  case,  let 
us  look  at  the  position  in  which  they  are  placed.  They  en- 
tered the  National  Guard  in  order  to  get  some  spending 
money.  They  took  advantage  of  part  of  the  national  defense 
of  the  United  States,  a  component  of  the  Army  that  is  main- 
tained for  the  national  defense,  in  order  to  get  some  pxKket 
money.  Is  that  manly,  patriotic,  or  commendable?  They 
then  took  the  place  of  someone  who  could  have  served  with 
honorable  intentions.  When  they  did  that  they  falsified  as 
to  their  age,  and  they  have  also  been  getting  money  under 
false  pretenses  ever  since  that  time. 

Mr.  MASSINGALE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
3aeld? 

Mr.  FADDIS.  I  cannot  s^eld.  The  gentleman  asked  that 
they  be  discharged  and  given  an  honorable  discharge.  An 
honorable  discharge  for  what?  For  serving  their  Nation 
when  their  services  were  needed?  No,  indeed.  For  cheating 
the  United  States  Government  out  of  a  certain  sum  of 
money,  whatever  it  may  be,  for  falsifying  their  enlistments, 
for  prostituting  the  common  defense  for  private  gain. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PADDIS.  When  I  complete  my  statement.  The  gen- 
tleman is  asking  that  treatment  be  accorded  these  boys  in 
the  National  Guard  which  is  one  of  the  components  of  the 
Army,  that  is  not  accorded  to  men  who  enlist  in  the  Regular 
Army.  Right  av/ay  you  are  going  to  differentiate  between 
the  men  in  the  Regular  Service  and  the  men  in  the  rest  of 
the  Army  of  the  United  States.  This  would  be  manifestly 
unfair,  unjust,  and  unnecessary.  I  now  yield  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  is  chairman 
of  the  particular  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  that  has  this  matter  of  honorable  and  dishonorable 
discharges  under  its  supervision.  I  ask  him  if  it  Is  not  a 
fact  that  in  90  jiercent  of  the  cases  where  fraudulent  enlist- 
ments have  been  obtained,  the  minors  have  not  only  falsified 
their  age  to  the  Army,  but  they  have  done  this  without  their 
parents'  consent. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  That  Is  true.  Some  may  say.  Why  object 
to  this?  Simply  for  this  reason.  It  is  prejudicial  to  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  military  forces. 

Mr.  NICHOLS  rose. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Oh.  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma  may 
smile,  but  that  Is  a  very  important  thing.  He  does  not 
realize  the  necessity  for  discipline  in  the  military  forces. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FADDIS.  I  cannot  yield-  The  reason  why  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  object  to  this  amendment  is  that  it 
will  tend  to  destroy  the  discipline  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  HARNESS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  law  ahready  pro- 
vides for  precisely  the  same  thing  that  this  amendment 
accomplishes? 

Mr.  FADDIS.    Yes;  that  is  true. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Oh,  the  law  does  not  provide  for  an 
honorable  discharge. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  No;  not  for  an  honorable  discharge,  but  it 
provides  for  a  discharge.  Why  award  them  an  honorable  dis- 
charge from  the  Army?  That  is  something  given  a  man  for 
faithful,  honest,  and  efficient  performance  of  his  duty  as  an 
American  citizen  and  as  a  member  of  the  Army.  Why.  there- 
fore, should  we.  because  of  an  hysterical  demand,  reward 
these  boys  who  have  falsified  as 'to  their  enlistment  and  who 
have  obtained  money  under  false  pretenses  by  giving  them 
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an  honorable  discharge?  You  are  asking  us  to  give  them 
something  to  which  they  are  not  entitled  and  something  that 
should  go  to  a  man  for  honest  performance  of  his  duty. 
[Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  has  expired. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  a  little 
difficult  for  me  to  understand  why  there  is  such  opposition, 
such  resistance,  to  this  amendment  if  it  merely  gives  effect  to 
the  Intent  of  existing  law.  If  all  of  the  officers  of  the  National 
Guard  were  as  careful  In  discipline  and  as  courteous  in  their 
treatment  of  recruits  as  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  (Mr.  Bul winkle]  has  been,  these  situations  would 
not  arise;  but  unfortunately  they  do  arise. 

An  example  came  to  my  attention  in  the  past  10  days.  A 
boy  from  the  very  best  of  motives,  not  because  he  wanted  the 
money,  not  because  he  wanted  to  join  a  social  club,  but 
because  he  wanted  to  serve  his  country  and  wanted  to  go  to 
camp,  enlisted.  He  was  not  18  years  of  age.  The  enlisting 
officers  knew  that  he  was  not  18,  but  they  accepted  him  and 
let  him  come  in  so  that  he  could  go  to  camp  with  the  boys, 
and  he  is  In  camp  today.  He  signed  up  and  prepared  to  go 
without  the  knowledge  of  his  parents  and  the  matter  was 
taken  up  with  me.  I  inquired  at  the  National  Guard  Bureau 
here  and  was  advised  that  the  boy  could  be  discharged  and 
would  be  discharged  before  the  guard  was  mustered  into  the 
Federal  service.  From  the  argument  today  it  appears  that 
boy  would  get  a  blue  discharge.  I  do  not  think  that  boy  ought 
to  be  punished  by  giving  him  a  blue  discharge.  If  he  gave  his 
age  as  18.  it  was  done  with  some  officer  knowing  that  he  was 
not  18.  He  did  not  go  in  with  any  idea  of  cheating  the  Gov- 
ernment out  ol  any  money.  He  wanted  to  go  to  camp;  he 
wanted  to  serve  his  country,  but  he  did  not  have  his  parents' 
consent.  The  matter  was  not  taken  up  with  them.  A  careful 
National  Guard  officer  probably  would  have  taken  it  up  with 
them,  but  It  was  not  done  in  this  instance.  Should  the  boy 
get  a  blue  discharge  for  that? 

There  is  another  aspect  to  this  qi»estion.  By  passing  this 
bill,  in  all  probability  we  are  changing  what  was  represented 
to  these  boys  when  they  enlisted.  Common  law  does  not  pre- 
sume that  boys  under  18  years  of  age  would  know  or  under- 
stand the  intricate  relationship  between  their  State  and  Fed- 
eral oaths  even  If  it  were  explained  to  them  that  Congress 
might  change  their  duties  during  their  enlistment.  Under 
what  was  understood  by  them,  at  least,  we  are  changing  their 
contract  In  this  bill  when  we  propose  to  bring  them  fully  into 
the  Federal  service. 

It  seems  to  me  under  these  circimMtances  that  it  is  unfair 
for  the  United  States  Government  to  take  these  boys,  many 
of  whom  went  Into  the  guard  from  patriotic  motives,  under 
the  age  of  18,  and  say  to  them,  "We  are  going  to  give  you  a 
blue  discharge."  And  yet  for  the  boys  that  we  propose  later 
by  the  conscription  act  possibly  to  bring  in.  we  are  not  even 
going  to  register  them  unless  they  are  21.  It  seems  to  me 
the  discrimination  Is  against  the  boys  who  went  into  the 
guard  from  patriotic  motives.  Why,  by  this  bill  draft  those 
boys  under  18  or  make  them  take  a  blue  discharge? 

Mr.  NICIfOLS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.  I  just  started  to  answer  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  FaddisI  and  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  if  he  presumes  there  was  a  single  one  of  these 
boys  who  enlisted  in  the  National  Guard  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  money  under  false  pretenses,  as  suggested  by  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  do  not  presume  any  such 
thing.  I  tliink  it  is  a  little  unfair  to  these  boys  to  insist  that 
they  be  ghen  a  blue  discharge.  They  do  not  want  that  to 
follow  them.  That  is  a  handicap  for  a  man  in  civilian  life. 
It  is  a  handicap  if  he  wants  to  go  into  the  Government  service. 
Since  it  is  adinitted  that  the  present  law  contemplates  that  a 
man  will  not  be  in  the  National  Guard  imless  he  is  18  years 
old.  I  cannot  see  why  there  Is  so  much  objection  to  this 
amendment  which  would  give  force  to  th&t  intent. 


Mr.  MAY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  l)elleve  the  gentleman  narrated  a  report  from 
some  of  his  constituents  about  some  certain  young  man  who 
had  joined,  under  the  age  of  18  years.  Do  you  not  think  you 
could  solve  that  matter  very  easily  by  writing  a  letter  to  that 
constituent  and  have  him  tender  his  resignation  before  this 
act  goes  into  effect? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Except  that  I  do  not  want  the 
boy  who  sought  to  serve  his  country  to  be  thrown  out  of  the 
Army  with  a  blue  discharge  when  the  Government  is  the  one 
that  is  changing  the  contract  of  service  or  accepted  him 
knowing  that  he  was  not  18. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  I  would  like  to  call  attention  to  the 
wording  of  this  bill  as  amended: 

That  any  or  all  members  and  units  of  any  or  all  reserve  com- 
ponents of  the  Army  of  the  United  States  may  be  called  Into 
national  service. 

All  the  members  of  the  National  Guard  as  a  reserve  com- 
ponent are  to  be  called  into  Federal  service.  In  view  of  the 
situation  that  there  is  an  exception  now  of  all  boys  under  18, 
is  it  not  inconsistent  for  us  to  say  that  all  members  of  the 
National  Guard  are  to  be  called  in? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Yes;  in  fact.  I  think  the 
amendment  might  have  been  worded  so  as  simply  to  have 
exempted  from  the  call  those  under  18  years  of  age.  which 
would  simply  have  left  these  boys  at  home  and  would  avoid 
this  discharge  question. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.    Does  that  not  mean  legal  members? 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  You  do  not  say  "legal  members";  you 
say  "all  members." 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    WiD  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Does  the  gentleman  know  whether  a  man 
discharged  with  a  blue  discharge  can  reenlist  or  not? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  do  not  know;  but  it  would 
be  a  severe  handicap  in  many  ways,  and,  in  my  opinion,  would 
blight  and  unjustifiably  penalize  the  patriotism  that  led  many 
of  these  boys  to  join  the  guard.  I  hope  that  the  amendment 
will  prevail. 

The  CHAIRMAN.     The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 

All  time  has  expired  on  the  amendment. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Wads  worth]  offers  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  MAssnfCALEl,  which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Wadswoeth  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  Mr.  Massingale:  After  the  word  "issued",  strike  out  the  words 
"an  honorable"  and  insert  the  word  "a." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  Wadsworth] 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Massingale  1. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Wadsworth)  there  were  ayes  74  and  noes  70. 

Mr.  NICHOLS.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair  appointed  Mr.  MASsm- 
GALE  and  Mr.  Wadsworth  to  act  as  tellers. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the  tellers  reported  there 
were  ayes  85  and  noes  103. 

So  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Oklsdioma  [Mr.  Massingale). 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Nichols)  the^e  were  ayes  98  and  noes  58. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Mh^ler:  Page  2.  line  4.  after  the  word 
"of",  strike  out  the  balance  of  the  paragraph  and  Insert  "the  cod« 
tlnental  limits  of  the  United  States,  its  Island  possessions  including 
the  Philippine  Islands,  the  Panama  Canal  Zone,  and  Alaska." 
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Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  may  not  be  necessary  to 
take  the  full  5  minutes. 

I  think  every  Member  of  the  House  knows  exactly  what  is 
Involved  in  this  amendment.  It  was  discussed  at  great  length 
in  the  other  body  and  most  of  us  have  read  that  debate.  It 
is  practically  what  was  known  over  there  as  the  Adams 
amendment.  At  the  outset  I  want  to  say  that  I  offer  this 
amendment  without  any  thought  of  who  is  in  the  White 
House  or  what  his  politics  may  be.  It  does  not  matter  to  me 
whether  Mr.  Roosevelt  or  somebody  else  is  in  the  White 
House,  I  still  feel  the  same,  that  this  is  the  time  that  we 
should  lean  over  backward  to  keep  faith  with  the  American 
people. 

If  you  go  out  on  the  street  and  ask  10  men  what  this  bill 
is  which  we  are  debating  today.  9  out  of  10  of  them  will  say 
it  is  a  bill  to  provide  training  for  the  National  Guard.  To 
that  limit  they  are  for  it.  But  if  you  tell  them  that  it  pro- 
vides also  authority  for  the  President  to  send  units  of  the 
National  Guard  anywhere  in  the  Western  Hemisphere,  with- 
out further  action  of  Congress,  I  am  sure  the  same  9  out  of  10 
would  be  opposed  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  RUTHERFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RUTHERFORD.  The  gentleman's  position  is  that 
this  is  a  training  bill? 

Mr.  MILLER.     Exactly, 

Mr.  RUTHERFORD.  And  we  should  keep  it  a  training 
bill.  If  an  emergency  does  arise  we  will  deal  with  it  when 
it  comes. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Yes.  exactly;  and  I  would  be  the  last  man 
to  come  to^^e  Well  of  the  House  and  propose  anything  that 
I  thought  would  tie  the  hands  of  the  President,  particularly 
in  this  uncertain  time.  But  I  cannot  foresee  any  situation 
that  might  arise  whereby  his  hands  would  be  tied  through 
the  adoption  of  this  amendment.  I  cannot  think  of  any- 
thing that  might  arise  so  speedily  that  Congress  could  not 
assemble  and  deal  with  it. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr,  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  The  gentleman  considers 
this  a  training  bill? 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  do. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  me 
why  the  minority  party  is  so  bitterly  opposed  to  it  if  it  is  only 
a  training  bill? 

Mr,  MILLER.  I  am  not  aware  that  the  minority  are 
against  the  bill. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  They  are  against  it  to  a 
man. 

Mr.  MASON.     Mr.  Chairman,  will   the  gentleman  yield' 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MASON.  If  It  is  strictly  a  training  bill  the  minority 
party  is  for  it,  but  they  are  not  for  it  if  it  is  a  bill  to  send  the 
boys  outside  the  United  States. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  cannot  yield  further  on  this  point. 

We  are  facing  momentous  Issues.  It  is  imperative  that 
Congress  keep  under  its  own  control,  unimpaired,  the  right 
to  declare  war.  If  this  bUl  is  enacted  as  it  now  stands  it 
will  permit  the  taking  of  steps  that  may  lead  to  war  In- 
evitably. For  Instance,  if  we  allow  units  of  the  National 
Guard  to  go  to  some  place  in  South  America  and  they  sliould 
get  into  trouble,  that  trouble  consisting  of  entering  into  com- 
bat with  troops  from  Europe — and  that  is  entirely  pos- 
sible— then  Congress  will  have  no  alternative  but  to  take  the 
necessary  action  to  send  the  troops  necessary  to  get  those 
that  are  in  a  jam  out  of  the  jam.  To  this  extent  we  have 
given  to  the  President  the.  right  to  develop  a  situation  that 
will  make  peace  impossible. 

There  is  a  great  deal  of  sentiment  in  this  country  for 
the  so-called  Ludlow  amendment.  I  believe  that  if  we 
enact  legislation  of  this  kind  turning  over  to  the  President 
regardless  of  who  he  is  the  powers  and  prerogatives  of  Con- 


gress we  are  only  hastening  the  day  that  the  American 
people  will  insist  on  the  adoption  of  the  Ludlow  amendment, 
and  they  will  take  into  their  own  hands  the  question  of 
whether  there  shall  or  shall  not  be  a  declaration  of  war. 

Mr.  ARENDS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  yield, 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut that  an  amendment  similar  to  his  was  offered  in 
the  committee  and  it  lost  by  only  a  comparatively  small 
margin. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  believe  wholeheartedly  that  this  amend- 
ment should  be  adopted.  I  do  not  believe  anyone  disagrees 
with  me  in  the  statement  that  the  training  program  is 
very  important.  It  is  so  important  and  so  essential  that 
I  will  vote  for  the  bill  even  without  this  amendment,  but  I 
hope  it  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  shield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  According  to  the  pub- 
lic prints  the  President  has  said  that  it  is  a  100-to-l  shot  that 

the  boys  would  not  be  sent  outside  of  the  continental  United 
states.  If  this  be  true,  what  harm  can  there  be  in  writing 
the  gentleman's  amendment  into  the  bill? 

Mr.  MILLER.  It  cannot  do  any  harm,  and  I  do  not 
want  any  President  laying  odds  on  the  lives  of  American 
citizens. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the 
gentleman  yield?  1  i 

Mr.  MILLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan,  Is  it  not  true  that  we 
have  been  given  to  understantfrthit  the  purpose  of  this 
bill  is  to  afford  the  military  authorities  an  opjjortunity 
properly  to  train  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  understand  that  is  the  purpose  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Then  it  certainly  is  not 
necessary  to  send  the  National  Guard  to  South  and  Central 
America  where  we  have  no  right  to  send  our  armed  forces. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  MAY.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  debate  on  this  amendment  close  in  10  minutes. 

Mr.  MILLS  of  Louisiana.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  object, 

Mr.  MAY.     We  cannot  all  have  time. 

Mr.  RUTHERFORD.  Why  not?  We  have  all  day  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  debate  on  this  amendment  close  in  20  minutes. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  MAY,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  all  debate  on  this 
amendment  close  in  20  minutes. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  Is 
recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
proposed  amendment,  which  merely  takes  out  the  words  "the 
Western  Hemisphere"  and  limits  the  services  of  the  National 
Guard  to  the  continental  United  States  and  certain  of  our 
insular  possessions. 

I  do  not  believe  an  emergency  will  arise— I  certainly  hope 
it  will  not— which  will  make  it  necessary  to  send  our  National 
Guard  beyond  the  limits  of  continental  United  States.  But 
if  you  will  recall  when  Pershing  in  his  Mexican  campaign 
went  into  Mexico  in  1916  the  thing  that  bogged  down  that 
expediUonary  force  was  that,  although  we  had  our  National 
Guard  along  the  Mexican  border,  we  could  not  send  them  into 
Mexico  even  to  guard  the  communication  lines  of  the  Regulars 
under  Pershing,  who  were  outside  the  continental  United 
States;  and  when  Pershing  got  where  he  was  going,  just  be- 
cause the  National  Guard  could  not  be  used  to  guard  his  com- 
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mimication  lines,  he  did  not  have  a  corporal's  guard  to  work 
with, 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  The  same  thing  would  apply 
to  the  narrow  strip  of  the  Canal  Zone,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  amendment 
includes  the  Panama  Canal  Zone  or  not. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  Missouri.  They  would  have  to  stdy  in 
the  Panama  Canal  Zone  proper. 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  Within  a  20-mile  zone.  If  we  had  a 
National  Guard  unit  down  there  guarding  the  Panama  Canal 
Under  this  amendment  they  could  not  go  beyond  that  20 -mile 
Strip  of  treaty  grant  where  the  Canal  is  located.  Certainly 
to  guard  the  Canal  you  would  necessarily  have  to  have  troops 
farther  than  10  miles  on  each  side. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Would  not  the  adoption  of 
this  amendment  be  a  repudiation  by  this  House  of  the  Mon- 
toe  Doctrine? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  It  certainly  would.  If  we  are  going  to 
enforce  the  Monroe  Doctrine  we  have  to  do  it  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  We  have  to  allow  some  discretion  and  some 
judgment  to  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  our  Army  and  Navy 
in  the  event  of  an  emergency.  I  do  not  think  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  our  Army  is  going  to  send  the  National 
Guard  out  of  continental  United  States  unless  he  feels  that 
an  emergency  exists  and  when  it  does  exist  the  National 
Guard  should  be  sent  out  of  the  continental  United  States. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Is  it  not  the  gentleman's  conception  of 
this  bill  that  it  is  a  bill  for  the  purpose  o^  training  the  Na- 
tional Guard,  or  is  it  a  bill  for  policing  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  I  think  the  bill  at  the  present  time  is 
for  training  the  National  Guard,  but  most  certainly  with  the 
thought  that  we  may  have  to  police  the  Western 
Hemisphere. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Cannot  Congress  act  in  that  event  and 
order  the  guard  anywhere  in  the  world,  if  necessary? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  The  Congress  can  act:  yes.  That  Is 
what  I  think  should  be  done  now. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Montana. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  In  case  war  is 
declared  or  the  necessity  occurs  that  may  lead  us  to  war, 
the  President  then  Is  automatically  given  the  power  to  call 
the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  EDxMISTON.    By  the  Congress. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  This  act  is  simply  to  train  the  guard 
and  it  should  be  done  In  the  United  States  and  our  possessions. 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  That  is  all  right,  but  when  the  emer- 
gency arises  why  not  be  able  to  act?  We  will  give  it  to  him 
if  the  time  arrives.    Why  not  now? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  In  case  of  war.  In  case  war  Is 
threatened,  then  he  actually  has  the  power  to  send  the  Na- 
tional Guard  or  any  other  guard  out.  There  is  no  necessity 
for  this  In  time  of  peace.  The  guard  is  to  be  trained  in  the 
United  States,  not  in  Brazil,  in  Uruguay,  in  Paraguay,  in  Ar- 
gentina, in  Brazil.  Peru,  or  any  of  the  South  American 
republics. 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  But  if  we  have  to  send  them  into  Mex- 
ico, I  do  not  think  it  should  require  an  act  of  Congress  to 
do  so, 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  We  are  at  peace  with  Mexico.  Why 
should  we  assume  that  we  are  in  a  state  of  war  with  Mexico 
now? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  I  am  not,  but  we  should  be  able  to  send 
the  National  Guard  down  there  without  an  act  of  Congress. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.    Will  the  geitleman  yield? 
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Mr.  EDMISTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Okla- 
homa. 

Ii4r.  FERGUSON.  General  MarshaU  in  his  testimony  said, 
"They  are  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States."  Can  the 
gentleman  visualize  an  Army  in  which  one  man  may  be 
sent  one  place  and  the  man  next  to  him  would  have  to  be 
left  at  home? 

Mr.  EDMISTON.  They  are  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  and  under  the  national-defense  plan  they  will  not 
be  the  home  guard.    They  are  in  the  Army  now. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike 
out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  just  to  keep  the  record  straight  and  so  that 
we  may  know  just  about  where  we  are  going,  I  shall  go  back 
just  a  little  bit  to  an  earlier  experience. 

At  New  York,  on  January  27,  1916,  Woodrow  Wilson  said: 

Under  the  Constitution  only  upon  occasion  of  actual  Invasion  has 
the  President  of  the  United  States  the  right  to  ask  these  men 
(members  of  the  National  Guard)  to  leave  their  respective  States. 

But  this  is  what  was  written  into  the  conscription  bill: 

The  President  is  hereby  authorized  to  draft  into  the  military 
service  of  the  United  States,  organize  and  offlcer,  any  and  all  mem- 
bers of  the  National  Guard  and  of  the  National  Guard  Reserves,  and 
said  members  so  drafted  into  the  military  service  of  the  United 
States  shall  serve  therein  for  the  existing  emergency. 

The  law  was  passed  in  that  form.  The  President  imme- 
diately by  proclamation  drafted  the  NaUonal  Guard  in  its 
entirety,  and  within  a  few  weeks  various  imits  thereof  were 
on  their  way,  under  compulsion,  to  Prance. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  The  gentleman  is  incorrect  in  one  par- 
ticular. As  a  part  of  the  National  Guard  they  had  a  right  to 
refuse  to  take  the  oath. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  That  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
matter  at  all.  so  far  as  the  ultimate  purpose  for  which  the 
National  Guard  was  used. 

Mr.  MILLS  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike 
out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  particularly  interested  in  the  subject 
I  have  in  mind  and  I  desire  every  Member  of  the  House  to  pay 
close  attention  to  what  I  have  to  say. 

We  have  in  this  country  approximately  15,000,000  colored 
people  and  I  understand  certain  colored  boys  down  home 
have  been  imdertaking  to  Join  the  Army.  Do  you  know  what 
they  have  been  telling  those  colored  boys?  "We  do  not  have 
any  campe."  So  I  say  to  the  House.  I  believe  it  is  unfair  for 
the  Army  to  enlist  the  white  boys,  the  best  blood  of  America, 
and  put  them  in  these  Army  camps  and  train  them,  and  then 
in  case  of  a  war,  which  I  hope  we  are  not  going  to  have — 
and  for  my  part  we  are  not  going  to  have — take  the  white 
boys  of  America  and  send  them  out  on  the  battlefields  and  let 
those  boys  be  killed  while  the  colored  boys  remain  at  home, 
emd  then  come  along  here  about  6  mdnths,  or  8  months,  or  a 
year,  or  a  year  and  a  half  later  and  undertake  to  train  the 
colored  boys.  Why  not  now  construct  some  Army  camps  for 
the  colored  boys  and  permit  them  to  come  into  the  Army  if 
you  propose  to  force  the  white  man  into  service.  I  would 
appreciate  it  if  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  would  give 
some  attention  to  this  thought.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  first  want  to  assure  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  who  just  preceded  me  that  the  situation  to  wtiich 
he  referred  is  being  corrected.  Only  this  morning  on  the 
radio  the  announcement  was  made  that  they  were  soliciting 
the  enlistment  of  colored  men  in  the  Army.  The  General 
Staff  is  getting  ready  as  rapidly  as  possible  to  form  camps  to 
take  caxe  of  them. 

Mr.  MTTJfl  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  FADDIS.    I  am  sorry,  I  cannot  yield. 
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This  amendment  to  limit  the  use  of  the  National  Guard 
to  the  continental  United  States  and  Its  possessions  is  a  mis- 
take, and  I  hope  the  members  of  this  committee  will  not  sup- 
port the  amendment.  With  the  state  of  the  world  what  it  is 
today,  no  man  can  say  with  any  degree  of  certainty  what  may 
happen  tomorrow.  Anyone  who  has  been  watching  affairs 
overseas  certainly  should  recognize  that  today  time  is  the  es- 
^J_gsnia!  of  any  movement  to  protect  the  integrity  of  this  or  any 
ofner  nation. 

We  are  committed  to  a  policy  of  protection  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine.  The  protection  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine  means 
that  we  shall  not  allow  any  Euroiiean  nation  to  acquire  any 
more  territory  in  this  hemisphere  or  shall  not  allow  any 
change  in  territory  from  the  hands  of  one  European  nation 
to  those  of  another.  That  is  a  part  of  our  foreign  policy 
upxin  which  lx)th  parties  agree.  It  is  the  part  of  our  national 
policy  that  the  General  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army  has 
time  and  time  again  advised  the  Congress  is  most  essential. 
They  have  time  and  time  again  advised  the  Committee  on 
Millitary- Affairs  of  the  House  of  Representatives  that  if  it 
is  necessary  to  make  any  moves  in  this  hemisphere  to  upheld 
the  Monroe  Doctrine  it  will  in  all  probability  be  necessary  to 
make  such  moves  very  swiftly. 

The  gentleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Edmiston]  stated 
one  of  the  best  examples  you  can  imagine  In  relation  to 
the  use  of  the  National  Guard.  I  want  to  repeat  it,  and  I 
do  hope  the  Committee  will  take  It  into  consideration.  In 
1916.  when  the  punitive  expedition  was  sent  into  Mexico, 
before  General  Pershing  reached  his  objective  it  was  neces- 
sary for  him  in  order  to  guard  his  lines  to  drop  out  detach- 
ments all  along  the  hne.  When  he  reached  his  objective 
his  force  was  insufficient  to  accomplish  any  Important  mis- 
sion. The  merits  of  the  Pershing  expedition  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  case,  but  the  fact  that  it  was  necessary  to 
so  dissipate  his  forces  that  he  could  accomplish  nothing  is 
the  real  gist  of  the  matter. 

If  it  is  necessary  because  of  conditions  for  us  at  this  time 
to  send  any  of  our  Regular  Establishment  into  any  part  of 
this  hemisphere  in  order  to  protect  It  from  seizure  by  any 
European  power,  it  may  be  necessary  for  us  to  use  some 
part  of  the  National  Guard  in  connection  with  that  force. 
We  have  certain  components  In  the  National  Guard  that  are 
necessary  to  the  functioning  of  the  Regular  forces.  Part  qf 
the  Army  of  the  United  States  is  the  National  Guard,  arid 
certain  components  of  the  National  Guard  cannot  be  dupli- 
cated In  the  Regular  forces.  Therefore,  today.  If  It  were 
necessary  to  make  a  sudden  move  in  order  to  uphold  the 
Monroe  Doctrine.  It  might  be  necessary  to  use  some  part 
of  the  National  Guard  in  order  to  assist  in  the  move. 

I  do  hope  the  Committee  will  give  serious  consideration 
to  this  amendment  and  not  allow  a  hysterical  sentiment  to 
sweep  it  into  something  It  will  later  regret.  The  world  Is  In 
a  state  of  turmoil.  No  man  can  guarantee  to  you  what 
move  may  be  necessary  tomorrow.  But  we  do  want  to  place 
this  Nation  in  such  a  position  that  If  any  move  is  necessary 
we  can  move  swiftly  to  protect  our  interests,  whatever  they 
may  be.  It  is  necessary  that  In  this  piece  of  legislation 
authority  be  granted  to  use  the  National  Guard  any  place 
In  the  Western  Hemisphere. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  PADDIS.    I  jrield  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Would  not  the  adoption  of 
this  amendment  be  a  discouragement  to  the  South  American 
countries  in  their  cooperation  with  us  in  the  defense  of  the 

Monroe  Doctrine? 

Mr.  PADDIS.  Absolutely.  Not  very  long  ago  I  was  In 
Central  America,  and  one  of  the  points  on  the  mind  of  the 
people  in  that  country  was  what  position  we  would  take  in 
case  of  invasion  there.  Also  the  adoption  of  this  amendment 
will  be  aid.  comfort,  and  encouragement  to  any  of  the  totali- 
tarian powers  either  in  the  east  or  west.  If  we  are  to  quibble 
or  play j  politics  over  such  matters,  we  are  setting  our  feet 
in  the  same  road  which  Prance  trod.  That  road  leads  to 
national  impotence  and  to  destruction.     [Applause.] 


Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  In  support  of 
the  amendment.  This  is  the  amendment  I  spoke  about  this 
morning  during  the  general  debate.  I  am  very  happy  to  know 
that  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller)  is  sup- 
porting this  amendment  and  has  seen  fit  to  introduce  It.  I 
introduced  the  amendment  in  the  committee,  and  I  did  not 
get  very  far.  The  committee  did  not  entertain  any  debate 
on  the  amendment  whatever.  The  total  time  given  to  my 
offer  In  the  conmiittee  was  less  than  1  minute. 

I  have  been  somewhat  impressed  by  the  debate  In  the  Sen- 
ate on  this  subject,  as  I  consider  the  provision  this  amend- 
ment seeks  to  change  the  most  controversial  provision  in  the 
entire  bill. 

I  am  in  f^vor  of  the  bill,  but  I  am  not  In  favor  of  leaving 
the  Western  Hemisphere  provision  in  the  measure  as  the 
bill  Is  now  written.  This  same  amendment,  as  you  may 
recall,  was  voted  on  in  the  Senate  after  rather  extended 
debate  and  defeated  by  the  close  margin  of  39  to  38.  I 
gave  you  the  citations  in  my  previous  discussion  and  showed 
that  Congress  clearly  has  the  power  to  restrict,  but  now 
is  the  time  you  have  got  to  do  Ii.  You  pass  this  bill  and 
then  try  to  restrict  the  President's  power  and  see  how  far  you 
will  get.  There  has  not  been  sufficient  emergency  sho\n-n. 
in  my  judgment,  to  establish  the  need  for  such  a  broad 
power  to  be  exercised  by  the  President  as  the  power  to  send 
the  National  Guard  to  any  point  in  the  Western  Hemisphere 
he  may  choose.  Your  National  Defense  Act  requires  a  con- 
gressionally  declared  emergency  before  the  President  can 
order  out  the  guard,  but  you  order  out  the  guard  by  this 
act  and  examine  your  National  Defense  Act  and  see  whether 
It  takes  a  congresslonally  declared  emergency  for  the  Presi- 
dent to  send  them  Into  a  foreign  land.  The  same  authorities 
I  cited  you  this  morning  hold  very  strongly  that  once  the 
National  Guard  is  ordered  to  duty  In  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  the  President  has  almost  unlimited  powers  as 
to  where  he  may  send  them  unless  you  restrict  it  in  the 
authority  that  you  are  granting. 

Now.  what  is  the  emergency.  If  any.  today?  It  Is  an 
emergency  calling  for  training,  and  if  we  order  out  the 
guard  for  training  purposes  we  can  then  examine  any 
development  of  a  further  emergency  in  relatively  short 
order.  The  thing  you  cannot  get  in  short  order  is  adequate 
training.  You  can  get  the  authority  to  send  them  abroad 
very  quickly  on  a  proper  showing  of  an  emergency,  but  the 
factor  on  which  we  cannot  shorten  the  time  is  the  time 
required  for  training. 

Let  us  take  this  bill  as  amended  by  this  amendment,  get 
our  training,  and  then  let  us  look  Into  the  emergency  that 
requires  the  authority  to  send  them  abroad.  If  you  examine 
the  authorities  I  have  cited,  you  will  find  that  now  is  your 
time  to  limit  the  Executive  in  the  matter  of  where  he  may 
send  them. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  , 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.    In  Jus<  a  second  I  will  yield. 

The  President  has  made  the  statement  that  the  chance 
would  be  about  100  to  1  against  sending  them  abroad.    I  am 
not    willing    to    gamble     1     to     100     that    he    will     not 
[Applause.]  • 

I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Some  reference  lias  been 
made  tj  our  experience  in  1916  when  Pershing  went  Into 
Mexico.  Does  the  gentleman  remember  the  size  of  the 
Regular  Army  at  that  time  as  compared  with  the  present 
authorized  strength  of  the  Army? 

Mr  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  I  am  very  pleased  that  the  gentle- 
man has  brought  out  that  point.  I  cannot  give  you  the  exact 
answer  but  the  Regular  Army  is  very  much  larger  today  of 
course.  I  can  teU  you  my  experience  in  connection  with  the 
Mexican  campaign  referred  to.  I  was  In  the  last  unit  that 
took  part  m  the  Mexican  campaign  and  saw  service  on  the 
Mexican  border.  I  served  there  nearly  3  years.  I  had  ample 
opportunity  to  see  what  had  been  accomplished  in  Mexico 
and  I  have  my  own  judgment  as  to  whether  that  expedition 
was  worth  while  or  not.    That  was  a  very  real  experience  I 
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had  that  I  can  look  back  to,  and  3  years  is  a  long  time  to 
spend  in  that  type  of  service. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  The  Illustration  has 
been  given  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  PaodisI 
to  which  the  gentleman  has  just  referred  as  a  reason  why 
this  provision  should  remain  in  the  bill.  Was  there  any  evi- 
dence produced  before  the  gentleman's  committee  that  indi- 
cated any  unfriendliness  on  the  part  of  Mexico  or  oil  the 
part  of  any  other  South  American  or  Central  American 
cctmtry  that  would  make  such  a  provision  necessary  at  this 
time? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Tliere  was  nothing  brought  to  my 
attention  to  justify  getting  panicky  about  sending  anybody 
down  there  before  Congress  would  have  a  chance  to  examine 
the  situation.     (Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell. J 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  In  opposition  to  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  I  Mr. 
Miller],  because  I  feel  that  the  language  in  the  bill  is  neces- 
sary to  the  proper  preparation  of  the  defense  of  this  country. 
I  say  that  not  as  a  military  expert,  because  I  am  not  a  mili- 
tary expert,  but  I  say  it  because  the  evidence  of  the  ofiBcers 
of  the  staff  who  appeared  before  us  and  the  testimony  they 
have  given  convince  me  that  we  need  this  authority  for 
them  properly  to  plan  and  prepare  the  protection  not  only 
of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  'jut  of  the  Panama  Canal  and  of 
continental  United  States. 

They  have  not  suflBcient  units  of  some  types  in  the  Regular 
Army  for  any  kind  of  action  by  all  of  the  Regular  Army, 
particularly  antiaircraft  and  harbor  defense  troops.  If 
Britain  should  be  overrun  and  there  was  danger  of  a  seizure 
of  bases  on  this  side  of  the  ocean,  within  reach  of  continental 
United  States  by  air  or  within  reach  of  the  Canal  Itself  by 
air.  it  wculd  be  necessary  for  us  to  take  over  some  of  the 
islands  in  this  hemisphere  which  do  not  belong  to  us. 

We  do  not  have  a  sufficient  regular  force  of  all  arms  avail- 
able and  on  hand  at  the  present  time  to  do  that.  The  Na- 
tional Guard  is  formed  into  units.  It  is  largely  trained.  It 
needs  more  men  and  more  training,  but  in  order  to  have  what 
the  Staff  considers  a  sufficient  force  to  secure  our  own  safety 
here  this  authority  Is  necessary.  It  may  be  necessary  in  a 
situation  like  that  to  move  rapidly,  and  I  don't  think  there 
is  any  prospect  of  use  In  the  far  parts  of  South  America  of 
any  force,  but  I  do  know  that  it  may  be  necessary  to  prevent 
the  establishment  of  bases  In  Bermuda,  say,  in  the  Windward 
Islands,  places  which,  if  bases  of  an  enemy  were  once  estab- 
lished, it  would  be  very  difficult  and  costly  to  dislodge,  and 
they  would  endanger  the  safety  of  the  Canal,  which  is  our 
life  line,  and  would  endanger  continental  United  States.  It  is 
not  a  prol)ability.  but  we  have  to  take  into  Consideration  any 
possibility  of  disaster  in  a  military  way  to  those  countries 
which  now  have  bases,  which  are  potential  threats  to  our  own 
safety,  and  I  believe  that  this  thing  is  necessary  to  properly 
plan  and  prepare  our  own  defense.  This  bill  is  for  training 
of  the  guard.  That  is  true.  It  Is  also  a  part  of  the  program 
for  the  preparation  of  a  sufficient  force  to  defend  this 
country. 

Mr.  MILLER    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.    I  3^eld. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Does  not  my  colleague  feel  that  the  Regu- 
lar Army  of  two-hundred-and-sixty-thousand-odd  has  the 
duty  to  take  such  action  as  we  need  In  Bermuda,  such  as  the 
gentleman  has  suggested,  and  that  this  guard  should  be  per- 
mitted to  stay  at  home  and  train? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.  I  don't  think  they  have  the 
force  necessary  to  do  It  in  the  Regular  Army  alone.  It  will 
take  a  long  time  to  expand  the  Regular  Army,  if  that  is 
the  method  you  choose  to  take.  This  is  a  method  which  is 
available  to  us.  a  force  actually  in  existence,  which  in  a  very 


short  time  could  be  made  available,  and  time  has  become  one 
of  the  most  important  factors,  as  has  been  illustrated  by  the 
events  in  the  last  9  months  in  Europe.  This  force  is  avail- 
able In  a  much  shorter  time  than  we  can  expand  and  equip 
another  force. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Wotdd  it  not  be  an  act  of  war  for 
us  to  occupy  Bermuda  or  any  British  possession  at  the  present 
time? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.    With  Great  Britain? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Connecticut.  If  It  Is  necessary  It  would 
have  to  be  done  In  order  to  protect  ourselves,  whether  there 
is  a  declaration  of  war  or  not.  We  cannot  allow  the  occu- 
pation of  bases  by  an  unfriendly  power  that  are  .within  easy 
reach  of  this  country. 

Mr.  THORKEUSON.  But  it  would  be  an  act  of  war  with 
Great  Britain? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut has  expired. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  think  the  cat  is  pretty 
well  out  of  the  bag.  This  bill  has  been  "hopped  up"  as  a 
National  Guard  training  bill,  but  it  is  quite  evident  it  is 
exactly  what  it  says,  and  that  is  to  strengthen  the  national 
defense.  There  Is  no  use  trying  to  hide  this  any  further. 
Let  us  not  kid  ourselves  any  about  this  being  a  National 
Guard  training  bill.  It  is  a  bill  for  the  strengthening  of  the 
national  defense  by  calling  out  tha  National  Guard  and  the 
Reserves,  and  for  arming  and  sending  the  National  Guard, 
the  Reserves,  and  the  Regular  Army  troops  into  any  part 
of  the  Western  Hemisphere  as  occasion  may  be  deemed  to 
warrant  without  further  authority.  I  remind  you  that  some- 
time ago  two  resolutions  were  introduced  in  the  House.  One 
was  House  Joint  Resolution  555  and  the  other  was  House 
Joint  Resolution  556.  They  were  side  by  side — House  Joint 
Resolutions  555  and  556.  House  Joint  Resolution  556.  as  I 
remember  it,  was  a  bill  which  we  passed  a  while  ago  reassert- 
ing, as  some  say,  the  Monroe  Doctrine.'-;  House  Joint  Reso- 
lution 555,  alongside  of  It,  was  this  bill  in  its  original  form, 
except  that  the  bill  now  before  us  has  a  Senate  number.  At 
that  time,  when  House  Joint  Resolution  556  was  under  con- 
sideration. I  voted  "yea"  upon  it,  but  then  I  considered  its 
probable  connection  with  House  Joint  Resolution  555.  and 
withdrew  my  vote  and  voted  "present."  I  think  the  question 
is  quite  clear.  If  we  adopt  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller]  we  are  In  favor  of  training  the 
National  Guard  and  the  Reserves.  If  we  leave  the  bill  as  it  is, 
we  are  in  favor  of  allowing  the  President  to  order  the  Na- 
tional Guard  to  go  an5rwhere  in  the  Western  Hemisphere  for 
any  purpose,  regardless  of  what  the  Congress  and  the  people 
of  the  United  States  may  then  think  about  it.  I  yield  back 
the  remainder  of  my  time. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  take  the  few 
minutes  allotted  to  me  to  appeal  to  your  patriotism  and  your 
calm,  dellt)erate,  and  dispassionate  Judgment.  I  hope  if  jrou 
have  any  partisan  or  political  Inclinations  you  will  divest 
yourselves  of  them  because  this  is  a  big  question,  and  I 'recall 
to  your  mind  the  resolution  that  was  passed  In  this  House 
alK)Ut  6  weeks  ago,  to  which  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  HiNSHAw]  has  just  referred.  As  I  recall.  It  was  passed 
by  a  unanimous  vote  and.  I  believe,  without  a  roll  call,  reas- 
serting our  confidence  and  belief  In  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
and  our  determination  to  uphold  and  protect  It. 

I  will  refresh  your  memories  about  another  thing.  Atwut  a 
year  or  18  months  ago  our  friends  on  the  minority,  headed 
by  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wads- 
worth]  and  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Andrews]  and  others,  also  brought  In  the  policy  of  the 
minority  regarding  national  defense,  in  which  they  asserted 
In  unequivocal  terms  the  determination  of  their  party  and 
of  this  Congress  to  defend  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

May  I  refresh  your  memory  a  little  further?  Only  2  weeks 
ago  the  great  Secretary  of  State.  Mr.  Hull,  went  to  Habana, 
where  he  entered  into  an  agreement  with  the  South  American 
republics  In  which  they  were  promised  and  assured  that  by 
cooperating  with  us  we  would  cooperate  with  them  in  the 
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defense3!5f  the  Western  Hemisphere.  It  was  the  good-neighbor 
policy.  Up  action.  That  resolution  to  which  I  first  referred 
also  carries  with  It  the  solemn  promise  that  if  any  foreign 
power  tlndertakes  to  transfer  any  of  their  possessions  in  the 
Western  Hemisphere  to  another  foreign  power,  it  would  be 
regarded  as  a  violation  of  the  Monroe  Doctriiie. 

Now,  just  to  be  frank  about  it,  what  will  our  friends  in 
South  America,  with  whom  we  are  cultivating  cordial  rela- 
tions, think  about  it  if  this  amendment  is  adopted?  If  we 
are  to  save  ourselves,  we  are  going  to  need  them  and  they 
are  going  to  need  us.  What  do  you  think  they  will  have  to 
say  about  our  good  faith  when  we  give  them  these  promises, 
and  the  first  time  a  measure  comes  up  which  says  that  when 
our  troops  go  to  Panama  and  some  catastrophe  happens  down 
there  just  out  of  the  Canal  Zone  our  Federal  troops,  our  Reg- 
ular Army,  can  cross  that  little  narrow  10-mile  strip  to  fight 
for  our  rights,  but  that  the  men  who  are  in  the  National 
Guard  cannot  do  it?  That  kind  of  a  situation  would  be 
ridiculous. 

I  say  it  is  the  most  inconsistent  foreign  policy  this  Congress 
can  assume.  We  are  going  to  rise  or  fall  with  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  [Applause.  ]  They  are  the  only  friends  we  have 
left.  Ours  is  the  last  great  democracy  in  the  world.  The 
South  American  republics  have  time  and  again  manifested  a 
determined  desire  to  be  friendly  and  cooperate  with  us.  CJod 
knows  if  the  situation  going  on  this  very  minute  in  England 
should  mean  the  fall  of  the  British  Empire,  and  especially  the 
taking  over  of  the  British  Navy,  then  it  certainly  seems  to 
me  that  we  need  the  friendship  and  cooperation  of  the  South 
American  republics.  We  cannot  blow  hot  and  cold.  We  must 
prove  our  faith  and  promises  by  our  works.  Yes;  it  is  a  tre- 
mendous question.  This  is  a  very  solemn  hour,  as  I  regard 
It,  in  the  history  of. this  Congress  and  of  this  Nation.  This 
Is  something  that  so  far  transcends  politics  and  partisanship 
that  it  ought  not  even  be  discussed.  [Applause.]  This  is  no 
tmie  to  register  your  hatred  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  OiiT  task  and  duty  is  to  save  America  and  to  preserve 
for  all  time  the  American  way  of  life. 

I  may  be  such  a  believer  in  the  sincerity  and  even  in  the 
greatness  and  patriotism  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
I  Mr.  WadsworthJ.  whom  I  have  heard  discuss  this  matter  on 
several  occasions,  that  I  think  it  is  high  time  to  be  Americans 
rather  than  to  be  Democrats  and  Republicans.  [Applause.] 
My  appeal  is  to  the  best  and  the  finest  in  you. 

My  appeal  to  my  colleagues,  regardless  of  party,  is  that  in 
this  tragic  hour,  in  this  hour  when  perhaps  America  faces  the 
greatest  crisis  in  all  of  its  glorious  history,  that  we  forget 
matters  of  partisanship  and  think  about  the  principles  upon 
which  this  Government  was  founded  and  upon  which  it  has 
lived  and  prospered  for  these  150  years.  [Applause.]  Liberty 
is  worth  fighting  and  dying  for.  Read  the  headlines  in  any 
newspaper  and  see  what  is  happening  in  England.  Then  ask 
yourself  this  question.  Can  that  happen  in  America? 

I  hope  the  amendment  is  voted  down.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  evident  to  me  that  since  the 
Committee  voted  not  to  limit  debate  on  this  amendment  this 
bill  cannot  be  finished  this  afternoon.  In  view  of  that  fact, 
!  I  wish  to  make  this  announcement — that  I  am  going  to  move 
^  that  the  Committee  do  rise,  and  I  want  to  serve  notice  that 
if  there  is  not  a  quorum  here  tomorrow  morning  there  will 
be  a  roll  call. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Mat)  there  were  ayes  120  and  noes  96. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  Woodruii  of  Virginia,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
reported  that  that  Committee  had  had  under  consideration 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  286,  and  directed  him  to  report  that 
it  haa  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 


The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  THORKELSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  conclusion  of 
all  business  and  any  other  special  orders.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  proceed  for  2  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  or  REMARKS 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Montana 
withdraws  his  objection  to  my  request. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Patrick]  to  revise  and  extend 
his  own  remarks? 

There  was  no  objection. 

By  unanimous  consent.  Mr.  Woodrxtit  of  Michigan,  was 
granted  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  own  remarks. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  editorial  in  last 
evening's  Washington  Star. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  article  by  the 
president  of  the  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation. 

The  SPEAKER".    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERiaSSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOX7SK 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  address  the  House  for  one-half  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  cannot  recognize  the  gentleman 
for  that  purpose  unless  it  meets  with  the  approval  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Gross]. 

Mr.  GROSS.    It  is  agreeable  to  me.  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio  is  recognized 
for  one-half  minute. 

THE    NATIONAL    GUARD    BILL 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  In  my  remarks  today  I 
did  not  have  time  to  describe  the  amendment  which  I  pro- 
posed to  offer.  Under  unanimous  consent  to  extend  and 
revise  my  remarks,  which  I  now  request.  I  will  incorporate 
that  amendment  for  the  information  of  the  Members. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection  the  request  wUl  be 
granted. 
There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  insert  therein 
an  editorial  from  the  Minneapolis  Spokesman  regarding  con- 
scription. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  in  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  today  and  to  insert  therein  a  senatorial  amend- 
ment. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  special  order  of  the  House 
heretofore  made,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Gross]  is  recognized  for  20  minutes. 

MILK  DISTRIBUTION  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  order  to  keep  the  records 
straight  and  to  give  the  House  the  facts  concerning  the  dis- 
tribution of  relief  milk  commonly  known  as  5-cent  milk  in 
the  District  of  Columbia.  I  want  to  correct  certain  erroneous 
statements  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  (Mr. 
ScHULTE]  recently.  Diuing  the  milk  controversy  last  winter 
before  the  District  Committee  and  on  the  fioor  of  this  House 
I  said  that  the  way  to  give  the  District  cheap  milk  was  to 
quit  talking  about  it  and  give  it  to  them.  At  last  after  all 
these  months  they  are  getting  it.    And  now  the  gentleman 
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Is  not  satisfied;  calls  It  a  monstrosity;  talks  of  the  oppressed 
people  in  the  District.  I  would  like  him  to  explain  to  the 
Members  in  the  House  who  is  l>eing  oppressed. 

I  did  not  know  that  oppression  was  tolerated  in  this  coun- 
try. He  finds  fault  with  the  fact  that  the  sUtions  are  only 
open  4  hours  a  day.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
fact  that  these  people  getting  this  milk  are  unemployed; 
they -have  nothing  to  do  and  they  can  come  and  get  this  milk 
at  any  time.  He  is  finding  fault  about  the  quantity  given. 
He  made  the  slanderous  remark  that  the  members  of  the 
Maryland-Virginia  Milk  Produc«rs  Association  should  be 
ashamed  of  themselves  picking  on  innocent  mothers  and 
children  who  cannot  protect  themselves,  as  he  says.  He  criti- 
cizes the  quantity  of  milk  given  to  an  individual.  Now  the 
facts  are  that  the  Maryland-Virginia  Milk  Producers  Asso- 
ciation is  one  of  the  best  organized  and  soundest  farm  co- 
operatives in  America,  under  leadership  that  commands  the 
respect  of  all  those  who  believe  in  farm  organizations  and 
who  have  been  recognized  from  coast  to  coast  for  the  services 
that  they  have  rendered  to  their  organization  as  well  as  to 
the  consuming  public. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.    I  have  not  the  time  to  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the 
point  of  order  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

Mr.  GROSS.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  withdraw 
the  point  of  order.  Does  the  gentleman  approve  of  the  milk 
monopoly  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  Nation's  Capital. 
Charging  the  consumers  12  cents  a  quart  for  buttermilk  and 
14  cents  a  quart  for  milk? 

Mr.  GROSS.     I  am  not  discussing  that  issue. 

This  organization  has  long  served  this  municipality  with  a 
quality  of  milk  unsurpassed  in  any  other  market  in  the 
country.  He  contends  that  he  was  sufficiently  interested  to 
drive  out  on  the  farms  and  ask  certain  producers  what  they 
do  with  their  surplus  milk  and  that  certain  farmers  told  him 
that  they  must  have  some  for  their  pigs.  He  maliciously 
stated  on  the  floor  of  this  House  that  these  farmers  are  giving 
their  pigs  consideration  before  they  give  the  consumers  of 
Washington  any  milk.  Certainly  that  is  going  to  be  resented 
by  every  producer  in  the  organization  as  well  as  by  every 
other  farmer  who  makes  milk  or  raises  pigs.  There  has  been 
no  shortage  of  milk  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  These 
farmers  have  always  seen  to  this  and  if  after  supplying  the 
needs  of  this  city  they  use  any  other  milk  they  may  have  to 
feed  their  pigs  is  no  one's  affair  except  the  farmers',  and  I 
am  quite  sure  that  the  farmers  in  Indiana  have  saved  mil- 
lions of  pigs  by  giving  them  milk  at  critical  times  and  thus 
were  able  to  pay  off  their  farm  mortgages  with  the  sale  of 
their  hogs. 

Mr.  DITTER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems  to  me  it  is  in  order  at 
this  time  to  compliment  the  gentleman  for  the  splendid  way 
in  which  he  is  approaching  this  problem  here  in  the  District, 
and  I  want  to  take  this  opportunity  to  commend  him  not  only 
for  his  work  in  connection  with  the  needs  of  the  District  but 
for  the  splendid  work  he  is  doing  as  a  Member  of  the  House. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  GROSS.     I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  was  a  time  when  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  gave  me  wide  publicity  as  a  hog  grower  and  my 
success  was  made  possible  by  the  fact  that  we  fed  the  pjgs 
milk,  and  I  make  no  apologies  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiaha 
or  anyone  else  for  the  fact  that  we  fed  these  pigs  milk.  I 
want  to  assure  the  gentleman  the  pigs  get  no  milk  that 
can  be  sold  at  20  cents  per  gallon.  The  pigs  are  only  getting 
the  milk  that  the  market  cannot  absorb. 

So  far  as  the  distribution  in  the  city  is  concerned  11  sta- 
ticms  have  been  opened.  These  have  been  authorized  by  the 
Department  of  Welfare  and  are  under  their  regulation.  The 
dairy  supplying  this  milk  puts  a  man  in  each  one  of  these 
stands  during  the  hours  when  they  are  open  to  make  the 
collections.    An  unlimited  amount  of  milk  is  available.    On 


the  opening  day  there  were  cards  out  which  had  been  issued 
by  the  Department  of  Public  Assistance  for  a  total  of  1.976 
quarts.    Not  nearly  all  of  that  milk  was  taken  away;  only 
1.171  quarts.    If  these  people  that  the  gentleman  from  In- 
diana pities  so  much  are  too  lazy  and  indifferent  to  go  to  the 
station  and  get  the  milk  then  they  are  not  entitled  to  it. 
However,  I  think  after  the  system  is  more  generally  under- 
stood there  will  be  very  few  who  will  not  avail  themselves  of 
that  privilege.    The  gentleman  from  Indiana  seems  to  be 
greatly  annoyed  because  a  6ertain  milk  company  in  the  city 
is  supplying  this  milk.    May  I  say  for  his  information  that 
bids  were  given  out  for  this  milk  and  the  company  that  is  sup- 
plying it  is  the  successful  bidder.    It  is  an  entirely  legitimate 
transaction  and  he  carmot  point  a  finger  of  scorn  at  anyone. 
It  is  true  the  successful  bidder  was  not  the  company  the 
gentleman  represents.    He  weeps  about  the  quantity  that  an 
individual  may  receive.    For  your  information  may  I  say  that 
that  quantity  has  been  arrived  at  by  the  dairy  section  of  the 
three  A's  based  on  experience  of  a  few  years  and  has  been 
limited  to  these  amounts  because  too  many  of  the  people  on 
reUef  that  got  this  milk  would  resell  it.    We  had  that  experi- 
ence In  my  home  market  in  Pennsylvania.    When  we  gave 
the  reliefers  milk  they  sold  it  for  money  to  buy  gasoline  and 
in  some  cases  for  money  to  buy  beer.    And  while  these  quan- 
tities of  milk  may  not  seem  large  they  are  sufficient  and  in 
most  cases  more  than  the  same  individuals  would  use  if  they 
had  to  purchase  the  milk  on  the  market.    This  quantity  was 
fiulher   approved  by   the  home-economics   section  of   the 
A.  A.  A.    This  milk  is  made  possible  because  the  farmers  who 
produce  it  are  willing  to  take  5  cents  per  quart  instead  of  7Vi 
as  they  get  for  their  basic  quantity.    The  Surplus  Commodi- 
ties Corporation  is  paying  the  2.7  cents  per  quart  to  the  dealer 
for  handling  the  milk.    I  am  wondering  why  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  is  so  much  interested  in  selling  the  cream  of 
the    Sunshine   Creamery   Co.   of   Indiana   in    the   District 
of  Columbia  when  it  Is  a  farm -separated  product  made  in 
many  cases  without  any  restrictions  or  sanitary  regulations 
whatever.    I  can  assure  him  if  the  District  of  Columbia  is 
getting  milk  from  Pennsylvania  it  is  made  under  sanitary 
regulations.    I  am  wondering  what  he  has  done  in  Indiana 
to  get  cheap  milk  for  the  poor  people?    I  am  wondering  if 
the  milk  given  away  in  Washington.  D.  C,  at  5  cents  a  quart 
came  from  Indiana,  would  he  be  perfectly  at  ease? 

I  have  a  few  other  questions  in  mind  that  I  would  like  to 
be  strsughtened  out  on  and  finally  I  guess  I  will  have  to  go 
for  my  information  to  the  crystal  gazers  here  in  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Under  the  law.  Pennsylvania 
milk  is  not  allowed  to  come  into  the  District  by  reason  of  the 
stranglehold  of  the  milk  trust.  Get  your  facts  straight.  Do 
not  tell  us  about  Pennsylvania  milk  coming  in  here  legally. 
Pennsylvania  milk  should  come  in  here,  Wisconsin  milk 
should  come  in.  Indiana  milk  should  come  in.  We  have 
Just  as  good  milk,  and  better  milk  in  Wisconsin  than  they 
have  in  Pennsylvania.  Virginia,  and  Maryland. 

(Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  a  previous  special  order,  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  [Mr.  Edwin  A.  Hall]  is  recognized  for 
2  minutes. 

Mr.  EDWIN  A.  HALL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  Just  returned 
from  a  trip  back  home  and  have  brought  with  me  a  startling 
editorial  written  by  the  distinguished  editor  of  the  Bing- 
hamton  Press.  Mr.  Tom  R.  Hutton.  At  the  outset  of  my  re- 
marks, I  would  like  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  this 
newspaper  has  a  tremendous  circulation  throughout  my  con- 
gressional district  and  is  looked  upon  by  the  folks  back  home 
as  a  crusader  in  moral  and  political  questions  affecting  my 
locality. 

It  might  be  well  to  mention  also  that  Editor  Hutton  is  a 
former  Washington  newspaper  correspondent  and  enjoys  a 
wide  acquaintance  here.  It  is  not  Just  coincidental  that  for 
the  past  10  years  the  BInghamton  Press  has  prognosticated 
most  correctly  many  major  political  campaigns  and  events. 
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The  fact  Is,  the  man  responsible  for  this  keen  analysis  of 
the  political  scene  is  none  other  than  Mr.  Hutton  himself. 
Lest  there  are  those  who  will  take  issue  with  this  editorial 
disclosure  that  I  am  about  to  read,  on  the  grounds  that  this 
.  newspaper  is  playing  partisan  politics.  I  will  also  state  that 
in  1932  President  Roosevelt  had  no  firmer  supporter  during 
his  campaign  than  this  influential  newspaper.  So  that  when 
charges  such  as  this  editorial  makes  are  brought  out  in  the 
open  it  is  a  sure  thing  that  both  the  editor  and  his  paper 
have  proof  that  such  activities  against  the  best  interests  of 
true  American  government  are  to  take  place.  For  this  rea- 
son, and  also  because  such  a  substantial  force  for  social  good 
In  my  community  is  vitally  Interested.  I  believe  that  it  is  my 
duty  to  bring  this  matter  before  the  House  at  this  time. 

Therefore.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  the  closest  attention  from  my 
colleagues  while  I  read  Mr.  Button's  most  interesting  editorial: 

-_^_^  SOMETHING    LIKX    A    PATTERN 

The  price  of  a  vote  In  the  forthcoming  Presidential  election 
win  be  new  and  high.  Prom  the  early  August  road.  It  would 
appear  that  the  price  will  be  the  highest  ever  paid  for  a  vote 
In  any  American  Presidential  election. 

And  that  price,  apparently,  is  to  be  individual  Immunity  of 
the  faithful  from  armed  service  In  defense  of  and  for  the 
security  of  America. 

The  thing  which  was  at  first  nebulous  and  seemed  quite 
fantastic  Is  now  becoming  obvious.  That  huge  army  of  Jooless 
Americans  and  children  of  Jobless  Americans  represented  by 
W.  P.  A..  N.  Y.  A..  C.  C.  C,  and  the  host  of  politically  faithful 
henchmen,  administrators,  executives,  and  subexecutives  who  com- 
prise the  official  framework  of  those  alphabetical  agencies,  is  to 
be  insured  and  in  part  assured  In  advance  that  most  of  it  will 
not  be  called  into  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  draft  or 
no  draft. 

A  deliberate,  carefully  planned  and  purposeful  program  has 
been  laid  out,  the  real  objective  of  which  is  to  put  as  many  of 
the  enrolled  personnel  of  the  alphabetical  agencies  into  categories 
where  they  may  be  reasonably  certified  as  being  essential  to 
national  defense,  and  so  not  liable  to  draft,  for  armed  service  as 
soldiers. 

Of  this  general  plan,  the  enrollment  of  W.  P.  A.  In  the  voca- 
tional defense  training  covirses  Is  the  most  obvious,  and  the 
beginning. 

Otherwise,  why  all  the  heat  on  the  part  of  the  political  W.  P.  A. 
bosses?  Otherwise,  why  the  furious  and  almost  frantic  resentment 
at  the  disclosure  of  the  tall-twistlng  processes  they  have  exerted 
on  the  State  educational  department? 

Otherwise,  why  give  preference  In  the  vocational  courses  to 
unemployed  and  unskilled  Jobless,  over  employed  men  with  trades? 
—^  Certainly  nothing  of  the  sort  would  be  done  If  the  only 
purpose  were  to  turn  out  the  greatest  nnmt)er  of  most  efficient 
craftsmen  In  national -defense  Industry  within  the  shortest  Dossible 
time.  ^^ 

If  that  were  the  objective,  then  men  who  already  have  basic 
knowledge  of  the  trades  and  skills  would  be  given  the  prefer- 
ence— as  they  should  be — because  obviously  they  could  be  pre- 
pared not  only  most  quickly  but  most  efficiently  for  the  best 
and  most  efficient  Immediate  service  to  industry  in  national 
defense. 

No.  that  Isn't  the  objective.  The  objective  is  to  put  as  many 
of  the  less  efficient,  less  ambltloiis.  Jobless,  Into  categories  where 
they  may  be  so  certified  as  essential  to  noncombatant  activity 
at  W.  P.  A.  wages  plus.  Instead  of  having  to  carry  a  gun  at  $21 
or  »30  a  month,  and  learn  military  discipline. 

Naturally  there  Is  going  to  be  some  gratitude  on  the  part  of  some 
of  the  appointed  hundreds  of  thousands,  and  even  the  millions  who 
under  this  plan,  and  the  extension  of  this  plan,  wUl  be  exempt  from 
active  military  service.  Naturally  they  are  going  to  be  inclined  to 
vote  for  the  administration  which  Is  going  out  of  Its  way  to  see  that 
they  are  safe  from  conscription. 

And  what  parents  of  voting  age  will  be  ungrateful  enough  to  vote 
igalnst  the  administration  which  is  Just  about  ready  to  put  the 
boys  of  N.  Y.  A.  into  the  same  category  of  exemption  through 
•training  In  mechanical  and  other  lines"  which  will  make  them 
"essential  to  national  defense"? 

The  advisers  of  Mr.  Roosevelt  have  not  forgotten  the  wave  of 
practical  political  gratitude  from  the  mothers  and  fathers  of  this 
country  who  reelected  Woodrow  Wilson  because  "he  kept  us  out  of 
war."  meaning  that  he  kept  their  boys  out  of  war — Just  3  months 
before  those  boys  were  no  longer  safe  for  democracy  or  anything 
else. 

Already  the  moves  In  this  direction  are  becoming  apparent. 
N.  Y.  A.  will  be  the  next  of  the  faithful  alphabetical  agencies  to 
be  put  Into  Industrial  training  essential  to  national  defense  and 
BO.  for  the  large  part,  taken  out  of  possible  call  for  military  service. 
It  Is  no  secret  that  there  is  already  fabricated  and  ready  in  Wash- 
ington a  similar  plan  for  C.  C.  C.  This  Includes  the  training  of 
C.  C.  C.  boys  In  motor  maintenance  and  other  activities  of  the  sort, 
which  will  automatically  eliminate  them  from  the  active  service 
provisions  of  whatever  military  conscription  bill  may  be  passed,  and 
give  them  right  of  line  In  r.n  ever-expanding  Government  defense 
pay  roll  and  private  pay  roUs  controUed  by  Oovernment  contract 
awards. 


I  Ncbcdy  has  given  the  go-ahead  on  that  C.  C.  C.  plan  so  far.  The 
administration  Is  feeling  Its  way  In  this  amazing  scheme  of  insur- 
ing the  votes  of  millions  through  the  process  of  sheer  human  grati- 
tude at  being  saved  from  military  service. 

There  simply  Isn't  any  sense  In  getting  hot  and  bothered  about 
it.  This  Is  what  is  going  to  happen  and  already  la  happening  with 
plan  and  objective  now  clearly  defined,  no  matter  how  many  denials 
there  may  be. 

We  suspect  that  the  denials  will  be  sharp  and  thunderous,  because 
nobody  likes  to  be  caught  at  such  a  trick.  Notxxly  likes  to  be  suc- 
cessfully accused  of  playing  politics  with  the  very  safety  of  the 
Nation.  Even  totalitarian  politicos  realize  that  there  might  be 
more  Americans  who  would  resent  such  a  plan  than  there  might  be 
Americans  who  would  appreciate  It  and  vote  "right"  out  of 
gratitude. 

So  vehement,  unqualified,  and  blistering  denials  plus  some  shrill 
abuse  are  in  order. 

Yet  this  prophecy  stands.  Paste  it  In  yotir  hat  or  on  the  kitchen 
wall  and  watch  it  develop  to  realization.  Whatever  compulsory 
military  training  bill  Is  passed  will  probably  contain  provisions 
coordinated  to  the  almost  atrocious  ultimate  political  objective  of 
this  daring  raid  on  American  confidence  and  American  traditions. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  3  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  McKzouchI? 
There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  direct  attention  to  the 
Congressional  Record  of  August  7,  pages  10037  and  10038, 
from  which  you  will  note  the  colloquy  between  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller]  and  myself.  I  spoke  to  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  a  few  minutes  ago  and  indicated 
to  him  that  I  was  going  to  make  some  reference  to  that  ex- 
change of  views,  but  he  stated  he  would  be  unable  to  remain 
at  the  present  time  and  would  make  such  comment  later  as 
might  be  provoked  by  what  I  had  to  say. 

On  Tuesday  of  this  week  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Miller]  called  attention  to  a  delay  of  11  days  in  the 
President's  office  or  in  the  White  House  on  some  14  Navy  con- 
tracts with  relation  to  national-defense  items.  I  seriously 
questioned  the  correctness  of  that  statement  on  the  premise 
that  obviously  the  President,  as  the  Commander  in  Chief  of 
the  Army  and  the  Navy  of  the  Nation,  would  not  be  guilty  of 
unusual  delay  with  reference  to  the  execution  of  any  contract 
that  had  to  do  with  the  production  of  the  necessary  devices 
for  proper  defense  of  the  Nation;  but  in  order  to  develop  the 
correctness  of  the  situation  I  contacted  Mr.  McReynolds.  who 
Is  an  assistant  £:3cretary  at  the  White  House,  now  acting  as 
secretary  of  the  Advisory  Commission  to  the  Council  of  Na- 
tional Defense,  and  directed  his  attention  to  the  exchange  of 
views  between  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller] 
and  myself  o  nthcse  2  pages,  10037  and  10038,  and  asked 
that  he  have  a  very  careful  check  made  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  whether  or  not  there  was  any  justification  for 
the  observation  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut. 

Under  date  of  August  12  Mr.  McReynolds  addressed  a  letter 
to  me,  and  in  it  he  has  the  following  to  say: 

Thx  Aovisobt  Commission  to  thx  Council  or 
'  National  Dxtense, 

Waahington.  D.  C,  August  12.  1940. 
Hon.  Ratmond  S.  McKeouch. 

House  of  Representatives. 
Mr  Dear  Mr.  McKeouch:  Pursuant  to  your  telephone  call  and 
after  examination  of  the  Congressional  Recoord  of  August  8,  I 
have  had  further  careful  Inquiry  made  as  to  the  possible  congestion 
of  contracts  at  the  White  House.  I  find  no  such  congestion  existed 
on  July  12,  or  at  any  other  time,  and  that  the  report  that  certain 
Navy  contracts  were  delayed  awaiting  Presidential  approval  Is 
entirely  without  foundation. 
Sincerely, 

Wm.  H.  McRetnolds,  Secretary. 

Mr.  Speaker.  I  showed  that  letter  to  Mr.  Miller,  who,  I  am 
sure,  would  not  in  any  way  desire  to  offer  criticism  without 
justification  in  fact,  but  he  stiJl  feels  he  was  justified  in  mak- 
ing the  assertion  that  appears  on  the  pages  referred  to  in 
the  Congressional  Record  previously  mentioned  and  indi- 
cated to  me  in  conversation  this  afternoon  that  he  will  submit 
for  the  benefit  of  the  House  sufficient  evidence  to  justify  his 
statement. 

My  only  purpose  in  having  a  search  made  was  to  establish 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Congress  and  the  country  that  Congress 
being  asked  to  proceed  with  a  haste  that  is  consonant  with 
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good  Judgment  to  bring  about  the  enactment  of  the  necessary 
legislation  with  which  to  protect  the  security  of  the  Nation, 
would  not  want  it  to  develop  that  any  contracts  executed  by 
either  the  Navy  or  the  War  Department  with  that  objective 
In  view  might  be  unnecessarily  delayed  by  the  administrative 
department  of  the  Government,  whether  it  be  the  White 
House  or  elsewhere. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  tmanimous  consent 
to  proceed  for  2  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  quite  sure  that  even 
though  we  are  entering  into  a  Presidential  election  no  one 
in  the  Congress  would  in  any  way  want  to  imply  to  the  coun- 
try at  large,  particularly  in  view  of  the  very  fine  conduct  and 
behavior  of  the  Congress  in  the  direction  of  adequate  ap- 
propriations for  necessary  defense  of  the  Nation,  that  the 
Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  or  the  Navy  was  in  any 
way  contributing  by  delinquence,  either  of  an  indifferent 
nature  or  otherwise,  to  delay  in  the  production  of  those 
things  that  are  required  for  the  defense  of  this  country.  I 
am  quite  sure  the  amiable,  estimable,  and  very  patriotic 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller]  felt  completely 
justified  from  some  source  of  information  in  which  he  had 
confidence  in  making  that  contribution  indicating  that  this 
delay  was  due  to  an  inherent  weakness  in  the  White  House. 
I  am  quite  sure  he  will  be  the  first  to  make  a  statement  to 
the  House  in  the  event  the  information  given  me  by  Mr.  Mc- 
Reynolds that  I  have  just  read  into  the  Record  is  sustained 
by  the  investigation  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  may 
make. 

I  merely  appear  at  this  time  in  the  hope  that  by  taking  the 
time  of  the  House  at  this  late  hour  I  may  help  in  bringing 
about  a  little  more  sober  approach  from  both  sides  of  the 
aisle  to  the  deliberations  of  the  Congress  that  relate  to  the 
consideration  of  defense  items,  whether  it  be  the  bill  that  is 
now  before  us  on  calling  out  the  National  Guard,  the  selective- 
service  bill  that  will  probably  come  to  us  when  the  Senate 
has  dispo-sed  of  it,  the  excess  profits  tax  bill,  or  any  other 
measure  that  is  related  to  the  defense  of  the  Nation.  Cer- 
tainly, no  one  in  the  Congress  wants,  unwittingly  or  other- 
wise, to  make  a  contribution  to  the  enemies  of  this  form  of 
government  by  offering  an  immature  remark  or  observation 
that  might  lend  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McKEOUGH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Is  there  any  reason  on  earth  for  any- 
one, be  he  a  Member  of  this  House  or  not,  to  doubt  the  au- 
thenticity of  the  statement  the  gentleman  has  received  from 
Mr.  McReynolds? 

Mr.  McKEOUGp.  I  believe  the  gentleman's^uestion  fiat- 
ters  me.  I  naturally  cannot  answer  for  anybody  in  the  House 
except  myself.  I  repeat.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  will  make  such  correction  as  his  observa- 
tions originally  made  may  require  in  the  event  his  investiga- 
tion sustains  xhe  correctness  of  the  information  given  to  me 
in  the  letter  from  Mr.  McReynolds.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

BEPORT  TO  THE  PEOPLE  OF  BinXER,  HARVEY.  MPHERSON.  SEDGWICK. 

AND   SUMNER   COUNTIES 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  become  customary 
for  Members  of  Congress  to  give  the  people  reports  on  the 
v.ork  performed,  current  problems,  and  our  program  for  the 
future,  and  I  submit  my  statement  to  the  citizens  of  Butler, 
Harvey,  McPherson.  Sedgwick,  and  Sumner  Counties  of  the 
State  of  Kansas. 
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This  administration  brought  hope  to  a  Nation  where  there 
W£is  only  despair.  We  brought  action  to  solve  the  problems  of 
the  depression  where  there  had  only  been  inaction  and  be- 
wilderment. Our  program  has  been  and  will  continue  to  be 
based  on  the  democratic  principle  of  doing  the  greatest  good 
to  the  greatest  number  of  our  people. 

The  theory  of  the  Jeffersonian  or  Democratic  Party  has 
been  and  is  now  that  in  order  to  make  the  country  prosperous 
the  first  thing  is  to  have  all  of  the  people  reasonably  prosper- 
ous so  that  they  have  buying  power.  If  you  give  the  man  In 
the  lower-income  brackets  sufficient  prosperity,  his  buying 
power  spreads  and  the  best  barometers  of  general  business 
conditions  are  current  tax  receipts,  movement  of  durable 
goods,  and  employment  of  workers. 

Certain  elements  are  filling  the  air  with  agonized  cries 
about  the  shackling  of  business,  the  throttling  of  free  enter- 
prise, the  destruction  of  initiative,  and  failure  to  wipe  out  all 
imemployment. 

Let  us  see  how  business  has  been  shackled.  In  1932  the 
national  income  had  dropped  to  less  than  $40,000,000,000. 
This  administration  therefore  took  over  a  concern  which  had 
been  driven  to  the  verge  of  bankruptcy.  By  swift  and  wise 
measures  calculated  to  improve  every  element  in  the  national 
economy,  it  steadily  increased  the  national  income  from  year 
to  year  until  it  is  now  almost  $70,000,000,000 — nearly  twice 
the  amount  it  was  when  the  Government  was  handed  over 
to  it. 

Business  has  been  so  badly  shackled  by  this  Democratic 
management  that  last  year  virtually  every  important  concern 
in  the  country  made  greater  profits  than  for  years,  and  many 
of  them  doubled  their  earnings  over  the  previous  year.  Ac- 
cording to  figures  of  the  National  Industrial  Conference 
Board,  a  private  organization  which  by  no  stretch  of  the 
imagination  could  be  accused  of  being  friendly  to  the  present 
administration,  228  industrial  corporations  showed  aggregate 
net  profits,  less  deficits,  of  $740,000,000  for  1939.  as  against 
$338,000,000  in  1938,  representing  a  gain  of  90  percent. 

It  is  true  there  is  still  unemployment — nobody  knows  ex- 
actly how  much  except  three  or  four  newspaper  columnists; 
but  we  do  know  that  there  are  five  or  six  millions  less  un- 
employed than  there  were  in  1932.  We  do  know  that  meas- 
ures taken  by  this  administration  have  taken  care  of  the 
six  or  seven  hundred  thousand  new  employables  who  come 
into  the  field  every  year  and  have  decreased  in  a  marked 
degree  the  total  of  unemployed. 

In  addition  to  that,  through  the  C.  C.  C.  camps  and  the 
National  Youth  Administration  it  has  given  encouragement 
and  work  and  schooling  to  millions  of  youth  who  might  other- 
wise have  drifted  into  vagabondage. 

The  unemployed  who  have  been  put  to  work  by  W.  P.  A. 
have  made  a  great  contribution  to  our  national  wealth.  There 
is  not  a  county  or  city  throughout  the  Fifth  District  of  Kansas 
which  has  not  been  enriched  in  some  tangible  way — a  new  or 
improved  school,  a  water  plant,  new  sewerage  lines,  a  park, 
or  swimming  pool — through  the  labor  of  W.  P.  A.  workers. 

By  giving  the  unemployed  jobs  on  useful  public  projects  we 
have  also  kept  them  off  local  relief  rolls  and  preserved — in 
many  cases,  improved — their  skills  in  preparation  for  the  time 
when  they  could  again  find  private  employment. 

While  the  W.  P.  A.  construction  program  has  been  building 
up  the  physical  plant  of  the  Nation,  the  professional  and 
service  projects  have  been  contributing  to  its  health  and  cul- 
ture. There  are  communities  today  in  which  the  only  public- 
health  facilities  are  those  provided  by  W.  P.  A.,  or  where  the 
only  library  is  staffed  by  them,  or  the  only  opportunity  for 
adults  to  study  is  afforded  by  W.  P.  A.  teachers. 

Through  the  W.  P.  A.  there  has  been  a  huge  increase  in 
national  wealth,  resulting  from  the  policy  of  meeting  the  un- 
employment problem  by  a  work  program  rather  than  by  a 
dole  in  the  form  of  direct  relief. 

The  gigantic  task  of  rebuilding  America  charged  to  the 
Public  Works  Administration  7  years  ago  is  practically  com- 
plete. This  program  was  created  to  provide  jobs,  to  stimulate 
business,  to  increase  the  national  purchasing  power,  and  to 
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help  fulflll  the  needs  of  the  people  for  permanent  and  useful 
public  works. 

The  P.  W.  A.  has  operated  on  the  basis  of  competitive  bid- 
ding and  contract  award;  private  contractors  and  builders 
have  constructed  all  of  the  P.  W.  A.  projects.  Thus  millions 
of  skilled  and  semiskilled  workers  have  been  given  employ- 
ment at  construction  sites  at  prevailing  wages,  and  the  serv- 
ices of  a  great  number  of  architects  and  engineers  have  been 
utilized. 

The  following  list  of  principal  construction  projects  in  the 

five  counties  of  the  Fifth  Congressional  District  of  Kansas 
indicates  types  of  construction  and  the  total  amount  of  the 
funds  that  have  been  used  or  may  be  expended  under  present 
project  approval  limitations: 

BUTLOI  COUNTT 

Aug^uta: 

Earth  levees $147,257 

Field  hoxue 6,074 

School 60, 092 

Electric  plant 33,  ige 

Q  Dorado: 

Street  Improvement 201,689 

Park,  athletic  field,  recreational . 41.988 

City  shop  and  warehouse  building 18,530 

High  school 175,  544 

Disposal  plant 34,000 

Water-wcrks   Improvement 64.642 

Leon,  high-school  building  improvement 49.847 

CouQty-wlde  road  improvement 35o!  000 

HABVIT   COtTNTT 

Bxirrton.  ^Usposal  plant 24,565 

Newton : 

Schools _ 209,  925 

Stadium  and  exhibit  hall 16,  293 

Street   improvement 27.959 

County,  recreational  lake  and  park IIIIII  58.028 

County-wide  road  Improvement I  195,074 

M'PHXBSON   COUNTT 

Canton,  curbs 

Galva: 

Waterworks 

Disposal  plant 1.Z1Z211II2 

Inman.  waterworks : I"" 

Llndsborg : 

Disposal  plant 

Street  Improvements llll'l"! 

Band  shell  and  city  park "IZZIIIII 

McPherson : 

City-park  Improvement ._ 

Water  tank """""III 

Water  mains -21211H1Z12~12 

Sanitary  sewer 

Street  lights II""II"III"" 

Electric  plant miZIIIIII"  _ 

Electric  distribution m"222ll2mi~  45  000 

Swlnunlng  pool """I""  31  140 

«      School 121"  13  800 

High-school  addition ; """""II  163  547 

llbundrldge  : 

Dis{)osal  plant 24  750 

School  Improvements ZZ"""1"  3*  272 

Park  improvement IIIIIIII  17  862 

Coiuity-wlde  road  improvement "IIIIIIII  61*871 

SrOGWICX  COtJNTT 

Andale,    audltorlum-gjrmnasium 35  313 

Clearwater,    scbool    addition IIIIIIIIII  22  837 

Ooddard.  park  facilities  and  dam IIIII  491  996 

Mount  Hope: 

Waterworks jg  ogj 

Sanitary  sewer I'lIlIIIIIII  16.500 

Mulvane.  audltorlxun  and  gymnasliim .  34  855 

Wichita: 

Municipal  airport,  approximately 806.  232 

Art  museum . 47,608 

Arts   bufldlng IIIIII  2l!o38 

Auditorium . IIIIIII  82!  800 

City    drainage    projects 49!410 

Library ' 74.  456 

Market 30.  880 

Park   Improvement 1,245,779 

Sanitation  Improvements "  '  188  570 

School,  district  No.  124 "  32.401 

Schools 139!  633 

Residence g  754 

City    shop I_III._II..II  9!  624 

Waterworks r_ 1,  091.  250 

Veterans'  hospital ,  125.000 


18.000 

13.484 
12.555 
12,682 

11.514 

32,900 

9.048 

85,495 
4.  190 

11.461 
9.  122 

7,658 
68.000 


Wichita — Continued. 

Radio  facilities . 16.279 

County  storage  and  shop  building 42.  846 

Covmty   engineering  office   building 25.  272 

County-wide   road   Improvement 3.242,426 

SUlCmB   COUNTT 

Argonla.  sanitary  sewer ii5  268 

Caldwell: 

City  building 15,  150 

Fairground  and  sheds 14,  135 

Conway  Springs,   school 14^722 

Oxford.  Industrial  arts  building 43  025 

Wellington : 

Disposal   plant 21   770 

Filter    plant 3o!458 

Electric  plant 57,202 

Power  Improvements I  98!  475 

Lake  and  park  Improvement 62, 443 

Park    improvement 61.856 

Community    building 58.800 

City  shop  building 17,220 

County  garage  and  warehouse is!  226 

Street   improvement 86.391 

County-wide   road    Improvement 1,  llo!512 

New  Federal  buildings  have  been  erected  at  Augusta,  Hal- 
stead.  Lindsbcrg.  and  Caldwell  in  order  that  mail  may  be 
handled  more  expeditiously  and  the  patrons  of  the  Postal 
Service  be  served  better. 

In  July  1938,  at  the  request  of  Wellington  City  and 
Sumner  County  officials,  the  War  Department  and  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  were  persuaded  to  place  a  C.  C.  C. 
camp  near  Wellington.  The  soil-conservation  work  of  the 
enrollees  has  been  of  incalculable  value  to  the  farmers  of 
that  vicinity  and  the  monthly  pay  roll  has  been  of  impor- 
tance to  Wellington  merchants. 

In  March  1940  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  made  plans 
to  close  this  camp  over  protests  of  civic  organizations,  finan- 
cial Institutions,  merchants,  city  and  county  officials, 
farmers,  and  others  of  Sumner  County.  The  chamber  of 
commerce  reported  to  me  that  over  a  year's  work  had  been 
signed  up;  that  there  were  21  families  living  in  Wellington 
connected  with  the  camp  with  an  annual  pay  roll  of  $28,000; 
that  the  enrollees  received  $18,000  monthly,  and  the  camp 
was  spending  $15,000  for  lumber,  groceries,  gas,  cleaning, 
milk,  and  so  forth,  each  month. 

Through  my  connections  at  Washington,  the  camp  was 
held  in  Sumner  County  and  is  there  today.  That  is  an  ex- 
ample of  the  service  I  have  rendered;  a  service  that  can  be 
rendered  only  through  a  Representative  having  friends  In 
the  National  Capital,  and  worth  while  friends  can  be  se- 
cured there  only  by  long  service  in  Congress. 

Mr.  Speaker,  realizing  the  numerous  agricultural  prob- 
lems, I  have  given  that  part  of  my  work  careful  study  with 
the  hope  of  being  of  service  to  agriculture,  which  is  the 
basic  industry  of  the  State  of  Kansas.  We  have  made 
progress  along  the  line  of  formulating  a  definite,  construc- 
tive program  to  meet  new  situations. 

Surely  the  memory  of  farmers  is  not  so  short  that  they 
are  unable  to  call  to  mind  the  32-cent  wheat,  the  19-cent 
corn,  the  3-cent  hogs,  and  the  5-cent  cotton  under  the 
previous  administration. 

They  cannot  be  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  the  annual 
cash  Income  of  farmers  in  1932  had  sunk  to  the  frightfully 
low  level  of  $4,500,000,000,  which,  after  farming  expenses 
had  been  paid  out  of  It.  represented  the  startlingly  low  fig- 
ure of  $40  for  every  person  Uving  on  farms.  Nor  can  they 
fail  to  realize  that  under  this  administration  immediate 
attention  was  given  to  the  farm  crisis  and  from  then  on  the 
agricultural  economy  was  steadily  buUt^  up  untU  In  1939 
annual  cash  income  of  farmers  had  reached  $8,500,000  000 
or  almost  double  that  of  1932.  ♦o.^i'v.wu,uuu. 

Are  the  farmers  of  the  country  to  whose  interests  this 
DemocraUc  administration  has  given  constant  study  and 
attention,  which  has  provided  loans,  which  has  reduced  in- 
terest rates,  which  has  provided  relief  in  cases  of  drought 
and  like  disasters,  which  has  planned  soil  conservation,  and 
which  has  provided  machinery  enabling  the  farmers  them- 
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selves  to  manage  their  own  programs — are  the  farmers 
going  to  exchange  this  kind  of  administration  for  the  party 
which  for  50  years  cared  so  little  for  the  farmers  that  It 
never  mentioned  them  in  its  national  platforms? 

Even  though  farmers  have  complaints  and  criticisms  of 
existing  agricultural  programs,  do  they  imagine  for  a  mo- 
ment that  despite  protestations  of  eager  candidates  that 
they  can  have  anything  to  expect  from  a  party  %ith  such 
a  record? 

We  Intend  to  keep  on  helping  the  farmer,  and  It  remains 
my  opinion  that  the  cost-of- production  plan  to  insure  the 
farmer  parity  prices  with  indusUy  offers  the  best  solution 
of  the  farm  problem.  I  introduced  a  cost-of-production  bill 
and  intend  to  again  introduce  It  and  vigorously  support  it. 
During  my  entire  service  in  Congress  I  have  never  cast  a 
single  vote  detrimental  to  agriculture. 

I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  membership  of 
this  House  and  the  farmers  of  my  district  to  the  following 
statement  showing  the  Federal  benefits  under  the  current 
and  completed  programs  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration: 


ButW  rounty ,. 

Harvey  Countv 4.. 

McPb*rson  County.. .1- 

eadfwick  County J. 

~  County „,.. 


Current      Complet«d 


M37.730 
28a  551 
507.515 
689.136 
649,353 


S552.049 

926.636 

1.95I.HS6 

1,92A,125 

1.938.14a 


The  Farm  Security  Administration,  through  its  rural  re- 
habilitation and  farm  tenant  purchase  programs,  has  helped 
farmers  of  my  district  to  the  extent  of  $500,000. 

Through  the  Rural  Electrification  Administration  hundreds 
of  farms  of  the  Fifth  Kansas  District  have  been  electrified  and 
the  work  of  farm  women  and  men  has  been  made  easier  and 
their  lives  more  comfortable.  Over  $1,000,000  has  been 
expended  for  this  program. 

The  Farm  Credit  Administration  has  expended  $2,600,000 
within  my  district  during  the  period  1933  to  1939. 

Classes  other  than  farmers  have  every  reason  to  think  of 
this  administration  with  satisfaction.  Age  may  weaken  the 
memory,  but  that  of  the  old  folks  and  the  blind  is  not  so 
impaired  as  not  to  be  impressed  with  the  fact  that  for  the 
first  time  in  the  history  of  the  Government  their  want  has 
been  alleviated. 

The  Social  Security  Board  ha^  expended  in  the  Fifth  Kan- 
sas District  a  total  of  $614,380  for  the  aged,  the  blind,  and 
dependent  children.  Butler  County  received  $88,786,  Harvey 
County  $36,035.  McPherson  Coimty  $41,901,  Sedgwick  County 
$370,405,  and  Sumner  County  $77,253. 

The  Home  Owners*  Loan  Corporation  aided  distressed  home 
owners  of  Butler  County  to  the  extent  of  $459,039,  of  Harvey 
County  $301,847.  of  McPherson  County  $209,907,  of  Sedgwick 
County  $6,182,490.  and  of  Sumner  County  $398,381. 

The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  loaned  residents 
of  Butler  County  $500,005.  of  Harvey  County  $6,500,  of 
McPherson  Coimty  $130,401,  of  Sedgwick  County  $1,038,920, 
of  Sumner  County  $27,067. 

The  Public  Roads  Administration's  expenditures  in  Butler 
County  total  $391,726.  in  Harvey  County  $184,206.  in  McPher- 
son County  $323,043,  in  Sedgwick  County  $935,325,  in  Sumner 
County  $274,204. 

The  Federal  Housing  Administration  Insured  moderniza- 
tion and  improvement  loans  in  hitler  County  to  the  extent 
of  $68,611,  in  Harvey  Coimty  $27,942.  in  McPherson  County 
$23,895,  in  Sedgwick  County  $480,185.  in  Sumner  County 
$44,843.  And  mortgages  accepted  for  Insurance  in  Butler 
County  totaled  $358,350.  in  Harvey  County  $153,950,  in 
McPherson  County  $315,900.  in  Sedgwick  County  $4,410,155, 
in  Sumner  County  $89,000. 

Other  Federal  expenditures  in  the  Fifth  Kaasas  District  for 
the  period  from  March  4.  1933.  to  June  30.  1939.  bring  the 
totals  of  repayable  and  nonrepayatde  items  as  follows: 


Repayable 

Nonrepay- 
able 

Total 

ButW  County 

Harvey  County — m""rr„r"""' 

Mcl'borson  County . .IIIII       

Sedewick  County III" 

Sumner  County 

11, 725. 7.'0 

7(Wi.n7 

81&,748 

a  314. 892 

1.415,649 

$2,829,872 
1.919.472 
S.  309.  217 

15.  242.  515 
4,299,053 

14,555.625 
2,«I9.SW 
4,  127, 965 

23,  557, 407 
fi,714.7<B 

Orand  total 

U  975. 159 

27.600, 12» 

401575,288 

This  country  Is  now  driving  hard  to  rebuild  our  national 
defense,  and  Kansas  will  benefit  in  increased  employment, 
wages,  and  sales  resulting  from  the  expansion  program. 
Wichita  airplane  factories  have  received  Government  con- 
tracts totaling  $15,500,000,  and  the  production  and  trans- 
portation of  materials  for  arms  of  all  kinds  will  provide  mil- 
lions of  man-hours  of  work  for  Kansans. 

As  I  view  the  state  of  the  world  today,  we  have  every 
reason  to  rejoice  that  we  are  citizens  of  the  United  States 
of  America.  Justification  for  this  feeling  is  to  be  found  not 
only  in  the  contrast  between  our  own  condition  and  that 
of  millions  of  people  in  Europe  and  Asia  who  are  either  at 
war  or  on  the  verge  of  It. 

Every  man;  woman,  and  child  capable  of  reading  or  listen- 
ing to  the  radio  knows  of  the  slaughter  of  Jiuman  beings, 
the  destruction  of  property,  the  tearing  apart  of  families,  the 
himger,  destitution,  and  suffering  which  are  the  result  of 
the  mad  and  savage  struggles  now  going  on  across  the  ocean, 
and  knows  equally  well  that  such  happenings  are  not  taking 
place  here.  We  can  and  do  sympathize  with  these  unfor- 
tunate peoples,  but  at  the  same  time  we  can  without  the  least 
condescension  be  glad  that  circumstances  have  not  involved 
us  in  a  like  fate.  And  I  firmly  believe  that  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  Americans  are  determined  that  nothing  shall 
bring  this  country  into  the  cruel  and  senseless  conflict  which 
ambitious  governments  have  inflicted  upon  their  patient 
peoples. 

I  shall  continue  my  vigorous  support  of  measures  to  In- 
sure the  peace  of  America;  and  having  attained  a  thorough 
understanding  of  the  conditions  and  problems  of  my  district 
and  State,  through  experience,  and  having  gained  an  im- 
portant place  on  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  by  sen- 
iority, I  am  in  position  to  effectively  serve  my  constituents 
and  the  Nation. 

During  the  period  of  my  service  as  a  Member^of  Congress 
I  have  supported  and  voted  for  every  measure  of  benefit  to 
labor. 

I  served  as  a  member  of  the  House  Committee  on  Veterans' 
Affairs  for  2  years,  and  have  sponsored  several  bills  for  the 
benefit  of  veterans,  their  widows,  and  dependents.  I  have 
supported  every  bill  of  that  nature  that  has  come  before 
Congress,  and  will  continue  that  policy. 

On  every  occasion  I  have  promptly  signed  petitions  to 
bring  old-age  pension  bills  before  the  Congress  for  action, 
and  will  continue  my  work  for  a  Federal  old-age  pension 
system. 

All  legislation  and  appropriations  for  vocational  education 
and  Federal  aid  for  our  school  system  have  had  my  support, 
and  the  many  letters  of  commendation  received  from  edu- 
cators and  parents  of  my  district  have  been  deeply  appre- 
ciated. 

I  believe  I  am  correct  in  saying  that  I  was  the  first  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  to  make  a  speech  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
demanding  an  appropriation  of  $25,000,000  for  the  control 
of  venereal  diseases,  and  I  am  happy  to  report  that  the 
Federal  Government  is  now  cooperating  with  the  various 
States  In  the  fight  on  social  diseases  and  contributing  about 
$6,000,000  annually. 

Recognizing  the  fact  that  oil  is  a  leading  "crop"  in  Kansas, 
the  estimated  value  of  which  runs  about  one -third  of  the 
total  value  of  the  wheat,  com.  cattle,  hogs,  and  milk  pro- 
duced in  our  State.  I  have  consistently  fought  for  legislation 
beneficial  to  the  oil  Industry  and  vigorously  opposed  by  voice 
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and  vot€  that  which  would  have  been  detrimental.  I  ap- 
peared before  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
merce in  opposition  to  the  Cole  bill;  and  before  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  in  opposition  to  excessive  importation  of 
Venezuelan  oil. 

I  have  urged  the  repeal  of  the  Federal  tax  on  gasoline 
and  lubricating  oil,  and  worked  for  an  increase  in  excise 
taxes  on  imported  petroleum  and  petroleum  products.  I  sup- 
ported the  "hot  oil"  bill,  upheld  the  conservation  laws  of 
Kansas  as  being  sound  in  principle  and  practice  and  admin- 
istered equitably,  and  worked  for  measures  that  increase  em- 
ployment of  American  workers  in  the  oil  fields  and  refineries. 

I  have  consistently  supported  legislation  beneficial  to  rail- 
road workers  and  the  transportation  systems  such  as  the 
RailrcSafl  l^Etlrement  Act,  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance 
Act,  and  the  Transportation  Act;  and  have  the  endorsement 
of  the  railroad  brotherhoods. 

In  additi(*  to  the  old-age  pension  bills,  farm  bills,  vet- 
erans' bills,  aviation  bills,  scores  of  private  relief  bills,  and 
others  of  a  public  nature,  I  introduced  bills  to  establish  an 
airplane  engine  research  laboratory  at  Wichita,  to  establish 
an  aeronautical  school  in  Sedgwick  County,  and  worked  for 
the  placement  of  defense  facilities  and  training  programs  in 
my  district. 

I  have  endeavored  to  serve  every  constitutent  cheerfully  and 
to  the  best  of  my  abiUty  whether  his  or  her  request  was  large 
or  small;  regardless  of  race,  creed,  or  political  affiliation. 
Every  reasonable  demand  has  been  met;  every  letter  answered 
promptly;  every  service  within  the  province  of  my  o£Bce 
offered  freely,    That  will  continue  to  be  my  policy. 

I  have  kept  the  faith  and  explicitly  carried  out  my  promises. 
My  people  had  an  opportunity  to  observe  the  type  of  service 
that  I  have  been  rendering  them  during  the  past  6  years, 
and  they  have  kept  in  touch  with  my  legislative  record,  which 
is  an  open  book. 

The  thousands  of  letters  that  I  have  received  from  time  to 
time  thanking  me  for  the  many  things  that  I  have  done  for 
my  constituents  and  my  district,  as  well  as  congratulatory 
messages  on  my  votes  on  many  important  bills,  are  suf- 
ficient evidence  that  I  have  fought  a  good  fight. 

I  have  endeavored  to  submerge  personalities  in  the  interest 
of  principles;  I  have  attempted  to  reconcile  my  views  with 
those  of  my  colleagues  on  all  principles  where  national  issues 
were  involved. 

I  have  tried  to  practice  tolerance  and  my  record  discloses 
the  fact  that  nowhere  and  at  no  time  have  I  ever  Indulged  in 
bitter  personalities  or  in  conduct  unbecoming  a  Member  of 
this  honorable  body. 

I  fully  realize  that  because  of  the  ruthless  war  which  is 
raging  in  Europe  and  the  many  serious  problems  confront- 
ing Congress  and  the  coimtry,  this  is  no  time  for  Members  of 
Congress  to  desert  their  duty  to  their  people  and  their  coun- 
try and  engage  in  a  political  campaign  for  personal  gain.  It 
is  obvious  that  we  must  remain  at  our  posts  in  Washington 
even  though  we  may  be  subjected  during  the  coming  weeks 
to  criticism  by  opponents  and  have  no  opportunity  to  answer, 
but  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  leave  my  case  in  the  hands  of  the 
people  of  the  Fifth  District  of  Kansas,  and  abide  by  their 
decision. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  conclusion,  I  wish  to  emphasize  my  support 
of  that  part  of  the  1940  platform  of  the  Democratic  Party 
which  reads: 

We  wlU  not  participate  in  foreign  wars,  and  we  wiU  not  send  our 
Army,  naval,  or  air  forces  to  fight  In  foreign  lands  outside  of  the 
Americas,  except  In  case  of  attack.  We  favor  and  shall  rigorously 
enforce  and  defend  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 

That,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  most  important  declaration  of 
policy  that  any  party  or  man  can  now  state,  and  It  must  be 
adhered  to  so  that  the  common,  average  citizens  of  this  coun- 
try may  continue  to  live  sunply  and  happily  and  safely  in  a 
land  which  is  a  democracy.     [Applause.] 

EXTENSION   OP   REMARKS 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  the  story  of  an  unusual  act  of  heroism  on  the  part 


of  a  small  boy,  in  the  hope  that  other  small  bo]rs  may  pat- 
tern their  conduct  thereafter. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectitxi  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Arizona? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SENATE   BILL    REFERRED 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title  was  taken  from 
the  Speaker's  table  and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  2842.  An  act  to  provide  for  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  from  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Claims  in  a  suit  instituted  by  George  A.  Carden  and  Anderson 
T.  Herd;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

ADJOXTRNMEMT     . 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  5  o'clock  and 
19  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Thursday,  August  15, 1940.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1903.  A  commimication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941,  amounting  to  $150,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  913);  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1904.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  estimate  of  appropria- 
tion for  the  Civil  Service  Commission  amounting  to  $500,000 
for  the  fiscal  year  1941  (H.  Doc.  No.  914) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1905.  A  communication  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  provision  pertain- 
ing to  the  appropriation  for  the  State  Department  for  co- 
operation with  the  American  republics,  contained  in  the 
Second  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  1940,  approved  June 
27.  1940  (H.  Doc.  No.  915  ► ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

1906.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting 
the  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  promote  and  strengthen  the 
national  defense  by  suspending  enforcement  of  certain  civil 
liabilities  of  persons  serving  in  Military  and  Naval  Establish- 
ments, including  the  Coast  Guard;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 


REPORTS    OP   COMMITTEES    ON   PUBLIC    BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  Xm, 

Mr.  CLARK.  Committee  on  Rules.  House  Resolution  568. 
Resolution  granting  consideration  of  Senate  Concurrent  Res- 
olution 40,  concurrent  resolution  creating  a  special  joint 
committee  to  investigate  the  matter  of  losses  resulting  from 
the  Mediterranean  fruit  fly  eradication  campaign  in  Florida 
in  1929  and  1930;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No  2852) 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Utah:  Committee  on  Irrigation  and 
Reclamation.  H.  R.  9734.  A  bill  authorizing  aUocation  of 
funds  for  the  construction  of  Saco  Divide  unit.  Milk  River 
project,  and  for  other  purposes;  with  amendment  (Rept  No 
2853).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  state  of  the  Union. 


PUBUC  BELLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXn,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows; 
By  Mr.  DARDEN  of  Virginia: 
H.  R.  10359.  A  bill  permitting  the  exclusion  of  fixtures  and 
other  objects  on  the  land  from  a  taking  by  eminent  domain- 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Arizona: 
H.  R.  10360.  A  biU  to  promote  the  national  health  through 
the  prevention  and  control  of  tuberculosis  among  migrants. 
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and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  STEAGALL: 
H.  R.  10361.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Increasing  the  lending 
authority  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington,  and 
for   other   purposes;    to    the   Committee    on    Banking    and 
Currency. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXll,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  McLEOD: 
H.R.  10362.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Fred  W.  Meile;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  BARRY: 
H. Res.  569  (by  request).  Resolution  to  provide  for  an  in- 
vestigation of  the  proceedings  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry  of  the 
United  States  Army  in  the  case  of  Capt.  William  R.  F.  Bleak- 
ney;  to  the  Committee  on  MiUtary  Affairs. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXn,  petitions  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9171.  By  Mr.  CARTER:  Resolution  of  Bayshore  Local  No. 
255.  International  Brotherhood  of  Pulp  Sulphite  and  Paper 
Mill  Workers.  American  Federation  of  Labor,  urging  the 
enactment  of  proper  legislation  for  the  control  of  the  "fifth 
column"  operating  in  our  country;  to  the  Committee  on  Im- 
migration and  Naturalization. 

9172.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Central  Labor  Council  of  Ala- 
meda County,  Oakland.  Calif.,  urging  that  Congress  legislate 
curbing  subversive  elements  in  our  country;  to  the  Committee 
on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

9173.  By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas:  Petition  of  the  Lions  Club, 
district  17  of  Kansas;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9174.  By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Texas:  Letter  of  Louis  Garland 
Bailey,  July  29.  1940,  of  Houston,  Tex.,  on  compulsory  mili- 
tary-training law;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9175.  By  Mr.  VAN  ZANDT:  Petition  of  the  Junior  Order 
of  Mechanics,  Warren  G.  Harding  Camp,  No.  372.  Altoona, 
Pa.,  expressing  opposition  to  the  compulsory  military-train- 
ing bill:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9176.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Morris  Ivry,  of  Brook- 
13m.  N.  Y.,  and  others,  petitioning  consideration  of  their  reso- 
lution with  reference  to  naval  ships  and  destroyers;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 


'  SENATE 

Thursday,  August  15,  1940 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  August  5.  1940) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

Rev.  Duncan  Fraser,  assistant  rector.  Church  of  the 
Epiphany.  Washington,  D.  C,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Lord,  our  God,  support  us  all  the  day  long  until  the 
shadows  lengthen  and  the  evening  comes,  and  the  busy  world 
is  hushed,  the  fever  of  hfe  is  over,  and  our  work  is  done. 
Then,  in  Thy  mercy,  grant  us  a  safe  lodging,  and  a  holy  rest, 
and  peace  at  the  last.    Through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.   Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley.  and  by  unanimous  consent,  the 
reading  of  the  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calendar  day 
of  Wednesday.  August  14,  1940,  was  dispensed  with,  and  the 
Journal  was  approved. 

i  CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  MINTON.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonmr.. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adksu 

Ellender 

Lodge 

Schwellenbacta 

Andrews 

Frazler 

Lundeen 

Sheppard 

Ashurst 

George 

McCarran 

Shlp-stead 

Austin 

Gerry 

McKellar 

Smathers 

Barbour 

Gibson 

McNary 

Smith 

Barkley 

Gillette 

Maloney 

Stewart 

Bone 

Glass 

Mead 

Taft 

Bridges 

Green 

Miller 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Brown 

Guffey 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bulow 

Gurney 

Murray 

Thomas.  Utah 

Burke 

Hale 

Neely 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Harrison 

Norrls 

Townsend 

Byrnes 

Hatch 

Nye 

Truman 

Capper 

Hayden 

O'Mahoney 

Tydlngs 

Chandler 

Herring 

dverton 

Vandenberg 

Chavez 

Hill 

Pepper 

Van  Nuys 

Clatlc.  Idaho 

Holman 

Plttman 

Wagner 

Clark.  Mo. 

Holt 

RadcUffe 

Walsh 

Connally 

Johnson.  Calif. 

Reed 

Wheeler 

E>anaher 

Johnson.  Colo. 

Reynolds 

White 

Donahey 

King 

Ru.ssell 

Wiley 

Downey 

Lee 

Schwartz 

Mr.  MINTON.  I  announce  tliat  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Bailey  1,  the  Senator  from  Alabama  I  Mr. 
BankheadI,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  fMr.  Bilbo],  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mrs.  Caraway],  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  I  Mr.  Hughes],  and  the  Senator  from  Illinois  I  Mr. 
Slattery]  are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas]  is  in  camp  with 
the  Illinois  National  Guard,  and  is,  therefore,  imavoidably 
detained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN.  I  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  Davis]  is  absent  on  public  business. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-seven  Senators 
having  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

EDITORIAL  POLICY  OF  WALLACE'S  FARMER  AND  IOWA  HOMESTEAD — 

PERSONAL  STATEMENT 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  day  before  yesterday  I 
asked  unanimous  consent,  which  was  granted,  to  have  in- 
serted in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  current  issue  of 
Wallace's  Parmer  and  Iowa  Homestead,  which  is  published 
in  my  State,  at  Des  Moines.  Iowa.  Several  Senators  have 
inquired  whether  the  editorial  in  any  way  refiected  the  views 
of  the  candidate  for  Vice  President  on  the  Democratic  ticket, 
the  present  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  or  whether  he  has  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  editorial  columns  of  the  publication. 

In  fairness  to  him,  I  wish  to  state  publicly  that  he  has  noth- 
ing to  do  with  the  editorial  policy  of  that  publication,  and  I 
am'  sure  that  the  editorial  statement  which  I  placed  in 
the  Record  does  not  refiect  the  views  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

DISPOSITION  OF  EXECimVE  PAPERS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  letters 
from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States,  transmitting,  pur- 
suant to  law,  lists  of  papers  and  documents  on  the  files  of  the 
Departments  of  the  Interior,  of  Agriculture,  the  United  States 
Civil  Service  Commission,  the  Federal  Works  Agency,  Work 
Projects  Administration,  and  the  United  States  Housing  Au- 
thority, which  are  not  needed  in  the  conduct  of  business  and 
have  no  permanent  value  or  historical  interest,  and  requesting 
action  looking  to  their  disposition,  which,  with  the  accom- 
panying papers,  were  referred  to  a  Joint  Select  Committee 
on  the  Disposition  of  Papers  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  appointed  Mr.  Barkley  and 
Mr.  Tobey  members  of  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate.  . 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
petition  of  Charles  Forney,  of  Norfolk,  Va..  praying  for  an  in- 
vestigation as  to  certain  financial  transactions  concerning  the 
Newport  News  (Va.)  Ship  Building  nnd  Dry  Dock  Co.,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
fifteenth  annual  convention  of  the  Police  Conference  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  favoring  an  adequate  national -defense 
program  so  as  to  meet  any  threat  to  the  freedom  of  the  United 
States,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
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Mr.  VANDENBERO  presented  memorials  of  sundry  citizens 
of  the  State  of  Michigan,  remonstrating  against  the  enact- 
ment of  compulsory  military  training  legislation,  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr  HOLT  presented  the  memorial  of  members  of  the  Bap- 
tist Young  People's  Union  of  the  Baptist  Temple.  Charleston, 
W.  Va..  remonstrating  against  the  enactment  of  any  form  of 
compulsory  military  training  legislation,  which  was  ordered 

to  lie  on  the  table.  ^.      ^    « 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  of  the  executive  board  of 
Labor's  Non-Partisan  League.  Marlon  County.  W.  Va.,  pro- 
testing against  the  enactment  of  pending  compulsory  mili- 
tary-training legislation  or  any  other  form  of  peacetime  con- 
scription, wlHch  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

KXPORTS  OF  COMKITTEE  ON  IMMIGRATION 

Mr.  MALONEY.  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  4954)  for  the  relief  of  Rosa 
Paone.  reported  it  without  ame^ijment  and  submitted  a  re- 
port (No.  2008)  thereon. 

Mr.  AUSTIN,  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
which  was  Wf erred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8551)  for  the  relief  of 
Xenophon  George  Panos.  reported  it  without  amendment  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  2009)  thereon. 

Mr.  HERRING,  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8830)  to  amend  the  records 
at  the  port  of  New  York  to  show  the  admission  of  Steve 
Zegura.  Jr..  and  B.  Dragomir  Zegura  as  aliens  admitted  for 
permanent  residence,  reported  it  without  amendment  and 
submitted  a  report  (No.  2010)  thereon. 

Mr.  CAPPER,  from  the  Committee  on  Immigration,  to 
^luhlch  was  referred  the  bill  (H.  R.  8906)  to  record  the  lawful 
admission  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence  to 
Nicholas  G.  Karas,  reported  it  without  amendment  and  sub- 
mitted a  report  (No.  2011)  thereon. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  PRESENTED 

Mrs.  CARAWAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  presented  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  the  following  enrolled  biUs: 
On  August  8.  1940: 

S.  4106.  An  act  to  authorize  the  construction  of  certain 
facilities  in  Marjorie  Park,  E)avis  Island.  Tampa,  Fla.,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

On  August  12.  1940: 

S.  4070.  An  act  to  provide  for  more  uniform  coverage  of 
certain  persons  employed  in  coal -mining  operations  with  re- 
spect to  insurance  benefits  provided  for  by  certain  Federal 
acts,  and  for  other  purposes. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and.  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BYRD: 
S.  4276.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Virginia  Bowen,  Willie  W. 
Hudson,  and  John  L.  Walker;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 
8.4277.  A  bill  to  protect  the  rights  of  inventors;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

SELECTIVE  COMPtTLSORY  MILITARY  SERVICE — .iMENDMENTS 

Mr.  HAYDEN  and  Mr.  SHEPPARD  each  submitted  an 
amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  respectively,  to 
the  bill  (S.  4164)  to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of 
the  United  States  through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory 
military  training  and  service,  whicl)  were  ordered  to  lie  on 
Uie  table  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  pending-  bill  (S.  4164)  to  protect  the  integrity 
innf ^institutions  of  the  United  States  through  a  system  of 
selective  compulsory  military  training  and  service,  which  I 
ask  may  lie  on  the  table.  The  amendment  inserts  on  page 
23,  line  5.  after  the  word  "duty",  the  following:  "or  who  Is 
hereafter  assigned  to  active  or  training  duty". 

This  would  have  the  effect  of  insuring  that  Government 
emplC3rees  who  are  also  in  the  Reserve  forces  would  be  given 
their  Jolis  back  tifter  released  from  active  duty. 


The  language  of  S.  4164  seeks  to  do  this  for  all  conscripted 
persons,  but  it  does  not  apply  to  those  Reserves  who  are  now 
in  the  Reserve  force  but  not  on  active  duty  and  who  may 
enter  active  duty  from  the  regular  Reserve  forces. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  will  lie  on  the  table  and  be 
printed. 

SECOND      STTPPLEMENT.\L      NATIONAL      DEFENSE      APPROPRIATIONS — 

AMENDMENT 

Mr.  MILLER  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  10263)  making  supple- 
mental appropriations  for  the  national  defense  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1941.  and  for  other  purposes,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to 
be  printed,  as  follows: 

Sec.  — .  The  Secretary  of  War  may  allocate  to  the  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers any  of  the  construction  works  required  to  carry  out  the 
national-defense  program  and  may  transfer  to  that  agency  the 
funds  necf'ssary  for  the  execution  of  the  works  so  allocated.  Funds  • 
thus  transferred  may  be  expended  In  the  prosecution  of  said  works, 
including  the  acquisition  of  lands  therefor,  la  the  same  manner  as 
funds  regularly  appropriated  for  maintenance  and  Improvement  of 
rivers  and  harbors,  and  the  statutory  authorities  and  rules  and 
regulations  applicable  to  the  maintenance  and  Improvement  of  rivers 
and  harlx)rs  shall  apply  likewise  to  the  construction  works  allocated 
to  the  Corps  of  Engineers  pursuant  to  this  section. 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  VANDENBERG  ON  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

[Mr.  VANDENBERG  askcd  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  address  delivered  by  him  at  Lansing.  Mich.. 
August  14,  1940,  on  the  subject  of  national  defense,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.  ] 

TRIBITTE  TO  SENATOR  M'NARY  BY  WILLIAM  S.  BENNET 

[Mr.  Capper  askrd  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  letter  paying  tribute  to  Senator  McNary,  written  to 
the  New  York  Times  by  William  S.  Bennet,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.! 

TRIBUTE  TO  SENATOR  WHEELER  BY  HUGH  R.  ERASER 

[Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  tribute  to  Senator  Wheeler  by  Hugh 
Russell  Fraser.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

SENATOR       LODGE       AND      CONSCRIPTION — EDITORIAL       FROM       THE 

LAWRENCE    (MASS.)    BEE 

[Mr.  McNary  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  under  the  heading  "Senator  Lodge 
and  conscription,"  published  in  the  Bee.  of  Lawrence.  Mass., 
on  August  9.  1940.  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.  1 

HUMOR  FROM  THE  OZARKS — BY  REPRESENTATIVE  DEWEY  SHORT.  OF 

MISSOURI 

[Mr.  HiLL  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  the  column  under  the  heading  "Humor  from  the 
Ozarks,"  written  by  Hon.  Dewey  Short,  a  Representative  from 
Missouri  substituting  for  Harlan  Miller,  and  published  in  the 
Washington  Post  of  today,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

WATER  TRANSPORTATION — LETTER  FROM  ASSOCIATION  OF  AMERICAN 

RAILROADS 

[Mr.  Truman  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  letter  from  R.  V.  Fletcher,  vice  president  and 
general  coimsel  of  the  Association  of  American  Railroads,  in 
reply  to  a  charge  that  the  Panama  Canal  Act  would  be  re- 
pealed by  the  conference  report  on  Senate  bill  2009,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  HOOVER  RELIEF  PROPOSAL — ARTICLE  BT  WALTER  LIPPMANK 

[Mr.  Wiley  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  an  article  by  Walter  Llppmann  entitled  "The  Hoover 
,  Relief  Proposal,"  which  a]K>ears  in  the  Appendix.] 

SELECTIVE  COMPULSORY  MILITARY  SERVICE 

The  Senate  resximed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  4164) 
to  protect  the  integrity  and  institutions  of  the  United  States 
through  a  system  of  selective  compulsory  military  training 
and  service. 

Mr.  DOWNEY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 

to  me? 
Mr.  DOWNEX.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 
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Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I  present  an  editorial 
from  the  Grand  Rapids  Press  entitled  "Local  Recruiting." 
From  this  editorial  it  appears  that  a  distinguished  Member 
of  another  distingtiished  legislative  forum  asserted  In  debate 
the  other  day  that — 

"Senator  Vandenberc's  own  home  town"  had  recruited  only  one 
man  in  a  recent  Army  recruiting  drive.  He  concluded  that  even 
the  Senator  must  admit  that  voluntary  enlistment  "had  already 
been  tried  and  found  wanting"  as  a  means  of  enlarging  American 
defense  forces. 

Mr.  President,  the  fact  happens  to  be  that  the  recruiting 
quota  in  my  home  city  of  Grand  Rapids  has  been  filled  to 
overflowing  every  month  this  year, 

I  ask  that  the  editorial  be  printed  In  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

j  LOCAL   RECRUnriNO 

Another  sample  of  irresponsible  congressional  conscription  debate 
was  furnlslied  by  the  speech  of  Representative  Patrick.  Alabama 
Democrat,  in  the  House  of  Representatives  Monday.  Patrick  as- 
sorted that  Grand  Rapids.  "Senator  Vandenbergs  own  home  town," 
had  recruited  only  one  man  in  a  recent  Army  recruiting  drive.  He 
concluded  that  even  the  Senator  mxist  admit  that  voluntsoy  enlist- 
ment "had  already  t>een  tried  and  found  wanting"  as  a  means  of 
enlarging  American  defense  forces. 

The  fact  Is  that  the  Grand  Rapids  Army  recruiting  office  has 
established  a  most  enviable  recruiting  record  in  the  last  two  and  a 
half  months  The  local  office  enlisted  29  men  in  June.  59  in  July, 
and  already  ha.s  enlisted  20  men  In  Augvust  with  tentative  accept- 
ance of  15  more.  The  June  and  July  enlistments  actually  broke 
all  peacetime  recruiting  records  here.  Moreover,  the  local  office 
was  closed  In  January  and  was  given  a  very  limited  ^number  of 
vacancies  to  fill  in  February.  March.  April,  and  Btoy.  These 
vacancies  were  filled. 

Last  week  a  crowd  of  more  than  50  000  local  persons  turned  out 
at  the  airport  to  see  a  display  of  equipment  by  a  mechanized  Army 
recruiting  demonstration  unit.  The  local  office  was  swamped  with 
men  desiring  Army  enlistment  Information  the  next  day.  according 
to  the  officer  In  charge.  The  visiting  Army  detachment  actually 
did  enlisting  In  smaller  cities  visited  which  did  not  have  regular 
recruiting  offices.  But  its  function  in  larger  cities  with  regular 
recruiting  offices  was  solely  to  arouse  public  interest  and  enthusiasm 
for  enlistment.  < 

Perhaps  R^^presentatlve  Patrick  mistook  a  1 -night  demonstra- 
tion of  equipment  for  a  2-weck  recruiting  drive.  Or  perhaps  any 
rumor  or  unverified  statement  is  good  for  ammunition  against 
a  leader  of  an  opposite  political  party. 

The  public  desires  a  calm  and  considered  debate  on  an  issue  as 
vital  to  democracy  as  conscription.  There  is  room  for  an  honest 
difference  of  opinion  on  the  issue.  Not  all  opponents  of  conscrip- 
tion are  "fifth  colvunnlsts."  Not  all  proponent*  are  ipso  facto 
"Hitlerites." 

Certainly  little  is  gained  for  the  cause  of  conscription  by  misrep- 
resenting a  city  which  has  one  of  the  best  recruiting  records  in  the 
entire  Sixth  Corps  Area.  A  nonpartisan  study  of  the  facts,  not 
the  rumors,  of  voluntary  enlistment  is  sorely  needed  in  Washington 
now. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia yield  to  me  a  moment,  that  I  may  insert  a  memoran- 
dum in  the  Record? 

>'  \  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

■ib.  HOLMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  am  just  in  receipt  of  the 
following  letter  from  Lt.  Col.  D.  A.  Watt,  connected  with 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Senate: 

UNTrED  States  Senats, 
CoMMrrrez  on  Milttart  Affairs, 
1  August  15.  1940. 

Senator  Rvrrva  C.  Holman, 

Senate  Office  Building.  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear   Senator   Holman:    As   requested   I   send   you   herewith   a 
memorandum   on   the   subject   of   equipment   and   recruiting   and 
the    necessity   for   prompt    action   to   expand    the   Army    without 
delay. 

Very  respectfully, 

DA.  Watt, 
Lieutenant  Colonel. 

1  ask  imanimous  consent  that  there  be  printed  in  the 
Record  the  memorandum  referred  to  in  the  letter  of  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Watt. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memorandum  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

MEMORANDT7M 

Statement*  have  appeared  in  the  press  conveying  the  Impres- 
■lon  that  the  War  Department  is  not  prepared  to  train  400.000 
men  should  such  a  group  be  drafted  this  faU,  and  reference  to 


lack  of  equipment  and  aupplies  has  been  mentioned  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

Obviously  the  War  Department  would  not  urge  that  such  a 
force  toe  drafted  this  fall  for  training  if  the  Department  was  not 
prepared  and  had  the  necessary  equipment  on  hand  with  whicb 
to  conunence  and  continue  training  of  this  large  group. 

Trainees  who  will  be  drafted  this  fall  will  be  attached  to 
Regular   Army   and   National   Guard   units   for    intensive   training. 

The  National  Guard  will  enter  the  Federal  service  fully  equipped 
and  will  have  sufficient  equipment  or  he  issued  additional  equip- 
ment to  permit  the  guard  to  proceed  immediately  with  the  train- 
ing of  draft  men  attached  to  it. 

The  Regular  Army  has  sufficleflt  equipment  already  Issued  to 
Regular  units  or  in  reserve  which  will  be  brought  out  of  reserve, 
which  will  permit  the  Regular  Army  Immediately  to  proceed  with 
the  training  of  men  drafted  and  attached  to  the  Regular  Army 
for  training. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  the  impression  prevails  among  a  few 
groups  that  the  Army  is  not  prepared  to  train  the  men  they  have 
asked  for.  The  Impression  that  there  is  not  a  sufficient  amount 
of  equipment  on  hand  now  Is  erroneous. 

The  military  experts  who  have  kept  In  close  touch  with  world 
conditions  and  have  studied  the  situation  from  day  to  day  be- 
lieve that  this  country  faces  a  peril  which  necessitates  Immediate 
preparation  to  offset  the  peril.  The  preparation  considered  neces- 
sary as  seen  by  the  War  Department  Includes  the  drafting  of 
400.000  men  this  fall.  It  is  important  that  this  large  group  of 
men  be  procured  without  delay.  Normal  recruiting  will  not  pro- 
duce this  force  within  a  limited  period.  By  a  limited  period  it 
is  meant  that  the  400.000  should  be  procured  within  a  few  weeks, 
and  In  large  Increments.  Kecruitlng  would  bring  men  Into  the 
service  in  driblets  and  delay  efficient  processing  and  training  and 
it   would   take    many   months   eventually   to   procure    the   400.000. 

Time  Is  the  essential  factor.  A  trained  reserve  of  men  should 
be  acquired  by  the  Government  at  the  earliest  practicable  moment. 
It  Is  the  only  way  to  prepare  for  the  adequate  defense  of  the 
country. 

Mr  HOLMAN.     I  thank  the  Senator  for  yielding. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia yield  to  me?  *.    ' 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  referring  to  the  subject  of 
voluntary  enlistments,  no  one  should  be  surprised  that  there 
might  apparently  be  some  backwardness  or  delay  in  volun- 
tary enlistments;  but  such  delay,  if  any,  has  been  occasioned 
not  a  little  by  the  War  Department,  which  has  flagrantly  dis- 
regarded the  law  of  June  4,  1920,  which  permitted  1-year 
enlistments  and  gave  to  the  soldier  the  right  to  choose  what 
the  p>eriod  of  his  enlistment  would  be,  whether  1  year  or  3. 
The  evidence  i^  not  conclusive,  but  is  strong,  to  the  effect 
that  the  War  Department  has  been  lacking  In  frankness, 
has  been  disingenuous  and  unfair.  In  that  in  establislilng 
recruiting  stations  the  recruiting  oflQcers  have  notified  the 
applicants  seeking  to  enlist  that  they  could  not  enlist  for  1 
year.  That  circumstance,  Mr.  President,  does  not  afford  us 
much  faith,  or  confidence  in  a  department  which  now  asks 
for  power  to  deal  with  larger  and  graver  matters  when  in  the 
smaller  matters  it  has  been  remiss,  and.  in  my  judgment, 
unfair  to  the  man  seeking  to  enlist  for  1  year. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
might  add.  however,  that,  in  spite  of  this  prejudice  and  in 
spite  of  tliis  handicap,  every  quota  the  Army  has  sought  has 
been  filled.  ' 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  am  glad  to  have  that  contribution. 

MANGANESE 

Now,  Mr.  President,  a  few  words  upon  another  subject. 

On  the  7th  of  November  1929  I  vexed  the  ears  of  the  Senate 
for  nearly  3  hours  in  a  debate  wherein  I  argued  that  adequate 
supplies  of  high-grade  manganese  ores  could  be  found  within 
the  United  States,  and  in  that  speech  I  descended  into  par- 
ticulars. I  named  the  States  in  which  manganese  ores  are 
foimd.  I  named  the  counties,  the  mining  districts  where  man- 
ganese ores  were  located,  and  I  descended  further  into  par- 
ticulars, and  in  some  Instances  supplied  the  names  of  the 
mines  in  the  United  States  whence  high-grade  manganese 
ores  could  be  obtained. 

Manganese  is  absolutely  necessary  in  the  manufacture  of 
steel.  It  is  used  to  "sweeten"  pig  iron.  For  years  a  deter- 
mined effort  was  made  to  prevent  the  imposition  of  a  protec- 
tive tariff  on  imported  manganese.    I  wish  not  to  talk  now 
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about  the  tariff  question;  but  it  is  true  that  the  users  of 
manganese,  the  large  steel  companies,  in  bygone  years  em- 
ployed their  power— I  do  not  charge  corruption— to  prevent 
the  imposition  of  a  tariff  on  manganese.  That  is  human 
nature.  That  Is  probably  enlightened  selfishness,  for  they 
would,  forsooth,  prefer  to  buy  manganese  in  foreign  coun- 
tries because  they  believe  they  might  secure  it  cheaper  than 
at  home.  It  has  been  said  that  the  steel  interests  are  now 
Indifferent  as  to  a  tariff;  but  my  opinion  is  that  if  they  are 
not  urging  free  trade  on  manganese  they  occupy  the  position 
of  Addison's  valetudinarian.  Who.  whilst  complaining  that  he 
was  starving^  to  death,  grew  so  fat  that  he  was  shamed  into 
silence. 

The  foUoWiiig  is  an  extract  from  questions  which  were 
asked  by  radio;  commentators  and  answered  by  members  of 
the  National  Defense  Advisory  Commission  in  a  broadcast 
over  the  ftHir  , radio  networks  from  Washington.  August  8. 
1940.  givinff^i^arks  of  Mr.  Edward  R.  Stettinius,  Jr.,  in 
charge  of  the  Raw  Materials  Division  of  the  National  Etefense 
Commission: 

Question  Of  course,  you  must  encounter  numerous  diCQcvUties. 
Mr.  Stettlntus.     Could  you  give  us  an  example? 

Answer.  Yes.  A  very  practical  difficulty,  for  Instance,  Involves 
one  of  our  sources  of  high-grade  manganese — an  Indispensable  alloy 
-for  the  manufactiire  of  steel.  It  is  in  Brazil.  Transportation  to 
that  sQJirce  Is.  Inadequate,  and  to  get  the  supplies  we  need  a  raU- 
road  in  Braztl-wUl  have  to  be  rebuUt.  That  Is  typical  of  the  kind  of 
problems  we  face. 

The  United  States  Steel  Corporation  owns  manganese 
mines  In  Brazil. 

According  to  United  States  Bureau  of  Mines  release  of 
August  10M940,  manganese  ore  imjjorted  from  Brazil  during 
the  month  of  June  ran  40.9  percent  metallic  manganese. 
According  to  Government  specifications,  ore  running  below 
48  percent  metallic  manganese  is  classified  as  low  grade. 

If  approved  by  Congress,  it  is  expected  that  a  portion  of 
the  $500,000,000  Export-Import  Bank  fund  will  be  used  in 
the  construction  of  manganese  plants  and  railroads  in  Brazil 
or  other  South  American  countries.  Such  plants  can  be  con- 
structed In  the  United  States  just  as  quickly  as  in  Brazil  and 
offer  far  more  security  to  our  own  country. 

It  would  seem  certain  Congress  should  not  be  content  to 
see  American  money  spent  for  the  development  of  manga- 
nese in  Brazil  while  domestic  manganese  mines  with  enor- 
mous quantities  of  manganese-ore  content  higher  than  the 
ore  content  of  the  Brazil  mines  remain  idle,  with  American 
miners  searching  for  employment.  '" 

The  argument,  to  my  mind,  is  conclusive  that  if  manganese 
be,  as  it  Is,  a  metal  necessary  in  the  manufacture  of  ordnance 
and  other  munitions,  for  a  stronger  reason,  a  fortiori,  we 
ought  to  develop  the  home  mines.    Senators  will  remember 
that  in  the  dark  days  of  March  and  April  1918  our  miners  and 
prospectors  in  response  to  the  call  of  their  Government  went 
out  upon  the  hills,  smote  the  obdurate  face  of  Nature  to  com- 
pel her  to  bring  forth  her  treasures,  not  of  gold,  not  of  silver, 
but  of  manganese;  that  we  thereby  stimulated  the  production 
of  manganese,  but  at  that  same  time  we  were  bringing  over- 
seas half  our  manganese.    Who  does  not  recall  the  mysteri- 
ous disappearance  of  the  steamship  Cyclops,  which  was  last 
heard  of  dtu-ing  March  1918  somewhere  in  the  West  Indies; 
she  was  boimd  for  an  Atlantic  port  in  the  United  States 
from  Barbados,  laden  with  manganese  ore;  she  had  a  comple- 
ment of  211  men.  15  officers,  and  57  passengers.     Nothing 
was  ever  heard  of  her  further,  and  men  and  cargo  were  all 
lost ;  they  went  down  to  the  airless  meadows  of  the  cavernous 
deep.    Not  a  spar  has  ever  come  to  the  surface  to  indicate 
her  fate.    What  was  the  mission  of  that  ship?    With  what 
was  she  laden?    She  was  bringing  manganese  to  the  United 
States  to  be  used  in  the  manufacture  of  oiu*  ordnance  and 
other  munitions  of  war.    All  we  needed  to  do  was  to  develop 
our  own  mines. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  shocking  to  consider  importing  manga- 
nese from  a  foreign  country  when  we  have  abxmdant  supplies 
in  our  own  country. 

I  ask  permission  to  include  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  a  list  of  the  States  containing  manganese  deposits. 


Without  objection,  the  list 


•Jlie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore, 
will  be  printed  in  the  Ricord. 
(See  exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  now  make  a  passageway  so  that  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  whom  I  love  so  much,  may  . 
take  his  seat.  That  reminds  me  that  while  Virginia  may  not 
have  gold  mines  or  silver  mines,  Virginia  has  many  manga- 
nese mines.  How  does  my  beloved  friend  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  view  the  idea  of  proposing  to  spend  the  money  of 
our  taxpayers  to  build  railroads  in  Brazil  to  transport  ores 
that  are  only  40  percent  metal  content  when  in  his  own  State 
and  my  own  State  there  are  manganese  mines  with  a  content 
of  metal  of  more  than  48  percent? 

Mr.  President,  this  manganese  question  Is  a  subject  to  which 
I  have  given  not  a  few  days,  not  a  few  weeks,  but  years  of 
study.  I  hope  I  am  not  unduly  influenced  by  the  considera- 
tion that  in  Arizona  there  are  deposits  of  high-grade  man- 
ganese ores.  If  Arizona  had  no  manganese  mines.  I  should 
be  just  as  zealous  in  my  efforts  to  see  to  it  that  home  industry 
and  American  miners,  rather  than  Brazilian  miners,  were 
employed.  I  opposed  the  reciprocal-trade  treaties  for  the 
reason  that  copper,  forsooth,  may  te  mined  in  Africa  and  in 
South  America  by  cheap  and  underpaid  labor  and  thus  cause 
ruinous  competition. 

If  there  be  anything  in  the  philosophy  of  developing  and 
sustaining  our  own  country,  it  is  that  Americans  should  have 
the  advantage  of  the  American  market,  and  If  public  moneys 
are  to  be  spent,  all  things  being  equal  those  public  moneys 
should  be  expended  in  the  United  States. 
Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  ASHURST.    I  have  not  the  floor,  but  if  the  Senator 
from  California  will  permit,  1 3rield  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  First  of  all,  I  wish  to  compliment  the 
Senator  for  the  fight  which  he  has  made  for  the  manganese 
producers  of  the  United  States.  I  was  shocked  to  hear  him 
say  that  a  railroad  was  being  built  in  Brazil  to  manganese 
mines  which  were  owned  by  the  United  States  Steel  Corpo- 
ration. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  have  given  the  substance  of  the  broad- 
cast. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  am  sure  the  Senator  recalls  that  he  and 

a  number  of  us  made  a  fight  to  get  a  tariff  on  manganese 

when  the  Smoot-Hawley  bill  was  before  the  Senate  in  order 

to  shut  out  the  managense  that  was  coming  in  from  Russia. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  do. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  At  that  time  some  of  the  friends  of  the 
Bethlehem  Steel  Co..  and  I  think  perhaps  the  Bethlehem 
Steel  Co.  also,  had  a  big  contract  with  Russia,  and  they  were 
Importing  manganese  from  Russia.  It  will  be  recalled  also 
that  all  the  big  steel  companies  were  opposed  to  a  tariff  upon 
manganese,  because  they  wanted  to  import  it. 

When  the  W.  P.  A.  first  went  into  operation  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  and  several  others  of  us  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  some  stock  piles  of  manganese  should  l)e  established 
in  this  country,  and  that  some  of  the  W.  P.  A.  workers  should 
be  used  for  that  purpose.  l)ecause  the  manganese  could  be  used 
in  the  event  of  war.  and  we  wotild  not  have  to  be  Importing 
it  from  other  countries  such  as  Russia,  from  which  we  might 
be  shut  off. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  Senator  is  correct,  and  I  recall  with 
cameolike  distinctness  that  it  was  proved,  during  the  latter 
part  of  October  or  early  in  November  1929,  that  the  large  steel 
companies  had  contracts  with  Russia  for  the  delivery  in  the 
United  States  of  manganese  which  was  mined  in  Russia  by 
forced  labor,  slave  labor,  or  poorly  paid  labor. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an 
interruption? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  wish  to  clarify  what  the  Senator  from 
Montana  had  in  mind  a  moment  ago.  and  this  statement  is 
correct.  A  few  days  ago  one  of  the  commentators.  Mr.  Warner, 
was  asking  questions  of  Mr.  Stettinius  with  reference  to  spe- 
cial and  strategic  war  inaterials,  and  among  the  things  Mr. 
Stettinious  answered  about  was  manganese.    Mr.  Stettinius 
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ia&de  the  statement  that,  so  far  as  Brazil  was  concerned. 
In  order  to  get  the  manganese  actually  needed,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  build  a  railroad.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me 
for  a  moment,  with  the  indulgence  of  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia— I  know  what  the  Senator  from  Arizona  has  in  mind 
with  reference  to  his  State,  but  that  is  immaterial. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    ImmateriaL 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  New  Mexico  has  the  same  problem.  We 
have  in  New  Mexico  a  proven  capacity  for  the  production  of 
manganese  of  as  high  a  grade  as  53  percent,  and  I  know  that, 
if  the  Government  would  contract  for  the  establishment  of 
the  stock  piles  there  is  talk  about  in  Arizona,  New  Mexico, 
California,  and  throughout  the  West,  thousands  of  people 
would  be  taken  off  the  relief  rolls  and  at  the  same  time  the 
emergency  for  such  war  materials  would  be  met. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  President,  manganese  is  found  in  Alabama,  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado.  Georgia,  Idaho.  Maine,  Mary- 
land. Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana, 
and  Nevada. 

There  sits  on  my  extreme  left  here  the  able  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  I  Mr.  McCarranJ.  Presiding  with  dignity  and 
fairness  over  the  Senate  at  this  moment  is  the  senior  Senator 
from  Nevada  IMr.  PrrrMANl.  How  do  they  like  the  idea  of 
the  importation  of  manganese  with  many  manganese  mines 
in  their  States  that  can  produce  high-grade  ore? 

To  continue  the  list,  manganese  is  also  produced  in  New 
Jersey,  New  Mexico.  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  and  Tennessee. 

Manganese  is  found  in  Texas,  Utah,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

Mr.  President,  a  vast  deal  of  misinformation  and  erroneous 
propaganda  have  been  sent  forth  alleging  that  there  is  very 
little  low-grade  manganese  ore  in  the  United  States  and  that 
there  is  even  a  still  smaller  quantity  of  high-grade  manga- 
nese ore  in  the  United  States;  thus  the-impression  has  been 
created  in  some  quarters  that  our  steel  manufacturers  would 
dwindle  and  would  probably  disappear  if  the  steel  interests 
depended  upon  the  United  States  for  their  manganese,  but  the 
very  reverse  is  true,  to  wit,  there  is  an  abundance  of  man- 
ganese ore,  both  of  the  high  grade  and  the  low  grade,  in  the 
United  States. 

Within  the  past  few  years  chemistry  and  metallurgical 
methfcds  for  beneficiating  these  manganese  ores  have  made 
enormous  progress.  Indeed,  these  discoveries  and  advances 
in  chemistry,  geophysics,  metallurgy,  and  chemical  engineer- 
ing within  the  past  20  years  are  so  dazzling  that  they  almost 
rival  the  old  dream  of  the  Alembic,  and  when  we  invoice  and 
catalog  the  recent  great  discoveries  in  science  we  feel  that 
Aladdin's  Lamp  and  the  Purse  of  Fortunatus  in  comparison 
are  tame  and  prosaic.  To  this  generation  has  been  given 
the  keys  to  the  kingdom  of  the  material  world. 

No  well-informed  man  would  attempt  to  delimit  the  bound- 
aries of  chemical  science  or  deny  that  the  quiet  laboratory 
may  signify  more  agencies  for  national  defense  and  more 
potentialities  for  the  victories  of  peace  than  a  whole  regiment, 
and  that  sometimes  a  timid  and  bespectacled  chemist  is  as 
important  in  bringing  about  victory  in  war  or  in  advancing 
peaceful  pursuits  and  mobilizing  the  resources  of  civilization 
as  are  bankers,  parliamentarians,  and  government  execu- 
tives. Just  so,  within  the  past  two  decades,  scientific  chem- 
istry now  beneficiates  manganese  ores,  and  these  manganese- 
ore  deposits  of  our  own  country  are  ample  to  supply  the  needs 
and  requirements  of  oiu"  industries. 

Therefore,  when  we  are  told  in  lugubrious  jeremiads  that 
there  is  not  a  suflBcient  quantity  of  manganese  in  the  United 
States  for  our  industries,  we  reply  to  such  a  plea  of  pessimism 
and  defeatism  that  the  prospector  and  miner,  that  science 
and  chemistry,  refute  such  doleful  assertions.  Science  and 
her  wizardries  may  with  confidence  be  depended  upon  to 
beneficiate  our  manganese  ores. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  am  ashamed  to  trespass  further  on  the 
patience  of  the  Senator  from  California. 


Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  for  a  question  or  a 
brief  comment.  I  think  the  question  of  strategic  materials 
and  manganese  is  sufficiently  important  to  justify  «\  separate 
argument.  I  am  willing  to  yield  to  the  Senator,  however, 
for  a  brief  comment  or  question. 

Mr.  MILLER.     Merely  an  interjection. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  President,  the  policy  of  our  Government 
is  extremely  short-sighted  in  the  development  of  strategic  and 
critical  materials.  Some  of  my  constituents  are  now  in  the 
city  of  Washin^rton  offering  to  sell  mercury  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  they  cannot  get  any  consideration  or  any  offer. 
The  plea  is  that  we  want  to  conserve  our  minerals  here  and 
buy  foreign  minerals. 

Mr.  McCARRAN  and  Mr.  GURNEY  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
California  yield;  and  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  wish  only  to  add  a  word  from  my  study 
of  the  subject  to  the  explanation  made  by  the  able  Senator 
from  Arizona,  who  has  always  been  solicitous  of  the  metal 
miners  of  America. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  For  the  last  6  years  we  have  been  try- 
ing to  encourage  manganese  mining  in  the  United  States. 
My  colleague,  the  able  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate, 
who  presides  over  the  Senate  at  this  moment.  Joined  me  and 
the  Representative  from  Nevada  in  making  frequent  calls 
upon  those  in  authority  with  the  purpose  of  seeing  if  we  might 
preserve  the  right  of  American  miners  to  work  in  the  manga- 
nese Industry.  But  we  have  been  confronted  with  the  same 
statement  that  was  repeated  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona — 
that  we  did  not  have  manganese  deposits,  or  that  our  manga- 
nese deposits  were  of  too  low  a  grade.  We  were  confronted 
with  that  statement  during  the  argument  over  the  reduction 
of  the  tariff  on  manganese.  The  tariff  on  manganese  was 
reduced  50  percent,  but  Brazil  was  not  the  beneficiary.  The 
argvunent  was  made  that  the  tariff  should  be  reduced  under 
the  good-neighbor  policy  for  the  benefit  of  Brazil,  but  the  re- 
sult was  that,  under  the  most-favored-nation  clause,  Russia, 
being  able  to  produce  manganese  much  cheaper  than  it  could 
be  produced  in  Brazil,  was  able  to  export  manganese  to  this 
country,  which  put  the  Brazil  industry  out  of  business  so  far 
as  the  United  States  was  concerned.  American  manganese 
miners,  who  could  be  working  for  a  decent  wage  and  main- 
taining American  standards  of  living,  have  been  put  out  of 
business. 

I  am  grateful  to  the  Senator  from  California  for  jrlelding. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr,  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  bring  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  and  the  Senate  the  fact 
that  in  1929  a  survey  of  manganese  production  in  South 
Dakota  showed  resources  of  approximately  a  himdred  million 
tons,  and  that  we  were  using  about  a  million  tons  a  year. 

A  recent  survey  conducted  by  oiu-  own  colleges  In  South 
Dakota,  to  some  extent  backed  by  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  shows 
a  higher  grade  ore  than  developed  by  the  survey  made  some 
10  or  11  years  ago.  In  fact,  we  in  South  Dakota  now  believe 
that  that  ore  is  of  sufficiently  high  enough  grade  so  that  it 
can  be  mined  economically. 

A  few  years  ago,  at  about  the  time  the  reciprocal-trade 
treaty  with  Brazil  went  into  effect,  the  tariff  was  lowered 
to  a  point  which  caused  development  to  be  stopped  in  our 
State.  A  company  had  started  production,  or  started  sur- 
veys, took  options,  and  spent  aboutj  $400,000.  At  that  par- 
ticular moment  the  tariff  was  reduced  to  $5.60  a  ton,  thereby 
making  it  impossible  to  continue  with  that  development  in 
the  State  of  South  Dakota,  where  there  is  a  supply  sufficient 
for  100  years,  and  therefore  that  company's  Investment  was 
lost.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  California  for  yielding  to  me 
so  I  could  make  that  statement. 
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Mr.  ASltURST.  Mr.  President.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
California  for  being  so  generous  in  allowing  me  to  speak  In 
his  time.  

Exhibit  A 
.  Location  of  manganese  deposits 


District 


ALABAMA 

Woodstock 

Rock  Run-BorJ«'n  Sprinsi 

HhlnNifH'  Valley 

Walnut  Orove 

Keeoef ... 


AKOONA 

Tombstoop 

Wiirwn(BW»e)  .-, ^     , 

I'irH"  ili-strkt.  v>  Tntrcs  southwest  of  Winslow 

15  mitea  oortbcast  ol  Canyon  Diablo 

<;><.►»         ^ 

Fi«rt  ThuOMS 

Mcrvmi  .. — ~...-. 

A.sh  leak    -. ~ 

Bip  Florn  Moantains — — 

2  niilr<<  fa<l  <'f  Hflsqae 

in  miles  southwert  of  Sentinel 

12  uiik'S  !iuutbtAr>  «f  Columbia 

Owea<i  'Willialfis  Klvcr).  45  to  M  miles  west  of  Consress 
Junction. 

3:?  nulrs  west  o(  Congress  Junction 

Colt>rB<lo  Kiver,  42  miles  north  of  Parker -«.. 

Ifi  niik'*' east  of  Searchlight.  Nev — 

T(  pock  district.  »  miles  south  of  Topock 

riorence  district,  12  miles  southeast  of  Florence 

Superior  .        -■ 

01<l  Hat  <listrict,  12  to  16  miU's  south  of  \\  inkelman 

'liiMe  Mountain  flistrict.  10  miles  «a.;t  of  Mammoth 

FataeoniadLsirict,  12  miles  south  o(  Patafioaia ... 

M aver  district,  12  miles  southeast  of  Mayer 

Ainiila district.  9  miles  northwe'st  )f  Aeuila 

23  mileM  northeast  of  Hot  .■^prinip  Junction 

Bou.<!e  district.  6  mile*  east  of  Bo«ise      — . 

Ellsworth,  sa  roil*!**  southwest  of  .Salome - 

12  miUts  northwest  of  .Midway 

3  miles  east  uf  Ligttfta 


County 


^ 


AKKANSAS 

Cushman 

(llenwood - 

Bru.sliv,  Brooks*,  and  Hottpen  Mountain  - 

Ptatehouse.  ."5ur»r  Tree,  and  Leader  Mountain. 
Haan?  Range  and  Shallow  Kock  Mountain  — 


1 


CALITORXU 


Livermore-Tesla  district,  8  to  12  miles  southeast  of  Liver- 
more. 

Defender 

Tint)  cirove.  Volcano,  and  Oleta 

Mountain  Spring     .    

Clipvwr  .Vlilisand  Lumpkin 

Muri-hy's.  Colliwrvilk'.  and  Sheep  RaocJi  .  

Cnrr>«*"^Polls,  Keystone,  and  Ooph«jr  Ridge 

San  .\ndre«B 

DUnionvl  S^irinfrs  and  Placwville 

8<iuaw  Valley      ^ ...^.. 

Watts  Valley  and  Sycamore 

6  miles  northwest  of  Stonyford . 

3  mikv  north  of  Areata 

F<*t  Seward - - 

Cbarlcs  Mountaiii  district,  30  miles  northeast  of  Fort 
tHeward. 

Fort  H:(k.r  district.  25  to  30  miles  east  of  Carlotta 

rho<>'!;)to  Nf  ountains.  29  to  33  miks  northeast  of  QIamis... 

WilevWell.: - 

State  Kjin«^-  district,  10  miles  nortb  ol  Trona — 

K  ir.iles  west  of  2W)iTskie 

Randsburt; ............. 

Blue  Lakes  and  Witter  Spring 

10  miles  north  of  Cpper  Lake 

13  miU's  east  of  l>ieU. - 

Cobb  McKinuin.  (ieyser,  and  other  districts,  25  to  30  milos 

northeast  of  Calisfotrj. 
Arabella  and  other  districts,  40  to  46  miles  north  of  C;ilistoKa. 

IS  nuk-s  west  of  Kuniaey 

HilfhlaniJ  Spridfs ............ 

Taimdale ....~. 

Sierra  PeJoua - 

Oaeal    

Coarse  OoM 

6  mik"s  north  of  San  RateeL - 

Coulterville 

Sweetwater -. — . — — 

Caliiella  and  Redwood 

8ann(<drin  Mountains  and  Willetti 

22  and  36  oules  east  of  Dos  Rios. 

Spy  Rock 

Longvale -. — 

Bland  CoTe.'™r.m 1111 

Lanto 


Smiles  nortb  of  C^lorerdale 

Ostelo.  Woodmaa.  and  Dos  Rios. 

Madleseast  of  Tres  Pinos 

Dogtown .._ 

San  Carpojoro  Creek 

Montieello 

Cslistoea ..... ... .. 

Rutbcrfocd . 


Bibb. 

Cherokee-Cleburne. 

Clay. 

Etowah- Bk)unt. 

Etowah. 


Cochise. 

I>o 
Cooonina 

Da 
Gila. 
Oraham. 
Oreenlee. 

IV). 

Maricopa. 

Da 

Da 

Do 
Mohave. 

Da 

!>). 

Da 

Da 
Pinal. 

Do. 

Do. 

I>o. 
Sanu  Cros. 
Yacapai. 

Do'. 
Yuma. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


Independence. 
Pike. 

Do. 

Do. 
Polk. 


Alameda. 

Amador. 

Da 

Do. 
Butte. 

Calaveras. 

Do. 

Do. 
Eldorado. 
Fnsno. 

Do. 
Glenn. 
Humboldt. 

Do. 
Humboldt. 

Do. 
ImperiaL 

Do. 
Inyo. 

Do. 
Kern. 
Lake. 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

I». 
Los  .\ngeles. 

Do. 
Madera. 

Da 
Marin. 
Mariposa. 

Do. 
Mendocino. 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 
Merced. 
Mono. 
Monterey. 
Napa. 

Do. 

Do. 


Location  of  manganese  deposits— Continned 


District 


CAurosNiA — continued 

Wolf  Creek 

Bear  River — 

Yankee  Jim - 

yuincy.  Crescent  Mills,  TayloovUle,  and  QnraTilk... 

Ironwood .  _ — ...-.....-...- 

Maria  Mountains 

ELilnore  - 

IH  to  23  miles  east  of  Tres  Pinos i 

31  milessoutheast  of  Tres  Pinos ^ 

13  miles  northeast  of  Hollister 

43  miU's  north  of  Parker — ..... 

10  mik-s  north  of  Drennan 

Newberry ~.-... 

Ludlow — ~ — ~ ...... 

Needles 

Owl  Holes -~.-. 

Corral  Hollow  "rrmrTrm.  IT 

San  Simeon ~..... 

San  Luis  and  Los  Osos ........................ 

Arroyo  Grande  

Atascadero  and  Cambria 

Santa  Barl-ara — — 

Red  Mountain  and  Milpitas 

24  to  M  miles  south  of  LiTennoT* — . 

Madrone    ■..■. „.........._ 

Harrison  Oulcb ,..,..- 

Hen>ult ....„.-?.-* 

Yreka  and  Fort  Jones:.... . 

Klamathon .. 

Callahan  Gulch . . 

Pineflat      

20  miles  northeast  of  C*eyseryll!e 

9  niik»s  west  of  Cleyserville 

2  miles  northwest  of  Mark  Wi>8t  Springs 

Ingraham  and  Hospital  Canyon 

Paskenta ......... 

Bru.shy  Mountain ....... 

Nai)his  Peak . 

Wildwood --. — . — 

Milo .......... 

Lindsay 

Chinese  Camp . 

Sonora 


County 


COLORAIX) 

Salida  district,  10  miles  north  of  Salida 

Silver  Clifl 

Red  ClifT j 

Wellsvllte  district.  2  miles  east  of  Wellsville 

Ohio  City    .    .  .  

Cebolla  Valley,  2  miles  south  of  I'owderhom  post  office. . . 

Sapiaero    

Steuben  Valley — - 

Spring  Cr>»ek . . . — ... — 

White  Pine .... 

Capital  City. 


Nerada. 

Do. 
Placer. 
Plumas. 
Riversida. 

Do. 

Do. 
San  BenitA 

Do. 

Da 
San  BemardiDOb 

Do. 

Da 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 
SanDiefta 
San  Joaqnin. 
San  Luis  OMspo. 

Da 

Da 

Do. 
Santa  Barbara 
Santa  Clara. 

Da 

Da 
Shasta. 

Do. 
SiskWoa. 

Do! 
Sonoma. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
fttanislsasL 
Tetiaim. 
Trinity.    - 

Da 

Da 
Tutere. 

Do. 
Tuolumne. 

Do. 


Chaffee. 

Custer. 

Kagk'. 

Fremont. 

Gunnisuo. 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 

Da 
Hinsdale. 


Peari   Jackson. 


I,#adville 

1 1  miles  east  of  MoTat 

Klondyke  district.  »)  miles  west  of  Plaeenrllle. 
Cripple  Creek 


OBOROtA 

Carter^ville 

Blue  Kidye  and  ClKTrylog 

Cave  Springs 

Unkm  Point  and  Robinson 

Mount  .\iry 

Draketown.. ............ 


Bowersville ..._.. .. 

Lincoln  ton ..... ... 

DooKaa  Mountain 

Cohuttaaad  Tunnel  Hill 

IDAHO 

1  mile  north  of  Soda  Sprinjts 

2  to  3  mile?  southeast  of  Sturgill.  Oref . 


MAIXK 


BIueBiU. 


XASTLAND 

Darsan 

WCHIOtW 
Stambaugh ..... .. 

ucm^ork 

Caynna  Range 

Mesaba. 

Virginia 


Winbom.. 


mssisstrn 


loasotrmi 


Lake. 
Saguache. 
San  .MigtieL 
Teller. 


Bartow. 

Fannin  and  onmcr. 
Floyd  and  Polk 
Grei'nc  and  Taliaferro 
Habersham. 
Haraliion   and    Pauld- 
ing. 
Hart  and  Franklia 
Lincoln. 
Murray. 
Wbitfteld  and  Catoosa. 


PUot  Knob  and  Arcadia. 

Cornwall .._ ......... 


Bannock. 
Wa.>hingtoiL 


Hancock. 

Washingtoib 

Iron. 


Crow  Whi^ 
St.  Louia. 
Da 


Ben  too. 


Iron. 
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Location  cf  manganese  deposits — ContlnutKl 


District 


■OKTAKA 

4  miles  west  of  Melrose 

Neihart  ...  

Boreman.  Elk  Creek . 

PhilipsburK 

7  miles  southwest  of  Hall 

Wickes 

Wigwam  Creek,  42  miles  south  of  Norris. 

7  miles  southeast  of  Norris 

Point  of  Rocks,  3  miles  south  of  Reno^**. 

Varney . 

Castle 

1  mile  north  of  Bonlta , 

Butte 


KIT ADA 

15 to  IS  miVs  southeast  of  Las  Vegas. 

12  miles  soutlh'ast  of  .-^hafter 

16  miles  south  of  Jasper  Siding 

fi  to  7  miles  south  of  Goldfield. 

Eureka 

Oolonn<la  .... 

20mik'ssouthof  MillClty 

22  miles  Southwest  of  Storehouse..,- 

12  miles  southwest  of  Uolconda. 

Austin .. ...... — — .- 

Pioche I ... 

Jack  Rabbit  district.  14  miles  north  of  Piodie. 

24  miles  i-ast  of  Vieo 

1  mile  southwest  of  Sodaville 

Smilesrast  of  Rand    .  . .-.„~ 

12  miles  norlhc:tst  of  Schort 

70  miles  norlhea'^t  of  Tonnpah 

3  miles  south  of  Carson  City — 

Ely Y 

Siegel I 


NSW  JERSET 

Annandal<* l . — 

Franklin  Furnace I ^ 

KXW   MEXKO 


I 


Rincon 

8  miles  northwest  of  Rincon. 

Fierro  

Silver  City 

Cap  Rock  Mountain. 
Florida  Mountains  .. 

Cooks  Ranee    .    

4  miles  northeast  of  Santa  Fe — . 

New  Placers  district.  IS  miles  northwest  of  Stanley. . 

HiHsNiro    

Kinitston  district.  28  milec  northwes*  of  Lake  Valley. 

l^ke  Vulk-y 

Hot  Springs  district,  18  mik»  southwest  of  Engle 

Derry j. 

Socorro  Mountains 4- — 

San  Lorenro 

MaKdak^na 

Luis  Lopez. 


Jefferson 

Shoot  inc  Creek 

Kiof^  Mountain.^ 

Hot  Springs 

Mount  .\lnr 

Brevard 


BromMe 

West  He  Mountaio... 

Pine  Springs 

Hocbatown 


DELAHOMA 


OREGON 


Durkee  and  riea-sant  Valley — .~.- 

12  miles  northeast  of  Rogue  River 

4  miles  east  of  Rjeue  River -a -,-- 

Lake  Creek  district,  11  to  18  miles  east  of  Eagle  Point- 
Wagner -•- 

Walkins  district.  43  miles  southwest  of  Grants  Pass... 


Iron  ton. 


rKXNSTLTAXIA 
BOtTB  CAROUMA 


Abbeville..., 
McConuick. 


Helkate 


SOCTH  DAEOTA 

Canyon,  13  miles  southwest  of  Custer. 


TSNNIS9BI 

Copper  Ridge -i. 

Greenback  ...t....-~ — ........ 

Chilhowee  Mountain 

Louisville ...... ............'^ 

Tuckaleeche  Cove .♦. .. 

Chvk^ton ....^ — - 

Cleveland 

Whiteoak  Mountain.. .f. . 


County 


Beaverhead. 
Cascade. 
Gallatin. 
Granite. 

l>o. 
Jefferson. 
Madison. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Mpatfher. 
Missoula. 
Silver  Bow. 


Clark. 

Elko. 

\\>. 
Es  me  re  Ida. 
Eureka. 
Humboldt. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Lan<ler. 
Lincoln. 

Do. 

Do. 
MineraL 

Do. 

Do. 
Nye. 
Ormsby. 
White  I'ine. 

Do. 


Hunterdon. 
Sussex. 


Dona  Ana. 

Do. 
Grant. 

Do. 

Do. 
Luna. 

Do. 
Santa  Fo. 

Do. 
Sierra. 

Do 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Socorro. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


.\she. 

Cherokee. 

Cleveland. 

Madison. 

Surry. 

Transylvania. 


Johnston. 
McCurtaio. 

Do. 

Do. 


Baker. 
Jackson. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Josephine. 


Lehigh. 


Abl)evills. 
Do. 


Custer. 
Lawrence. 


Ander^oiL 
Blount. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 
Bradley. 

Do. 

Do. 


Location  of  manganese  deposits — Continued 


District 


TENNESSEE— continued 

Stony  Creek .- -.j 

Hampton 

Del  Rio 

Newi¥>rt .... 

Rutli^lpe 

Washburn 

Hayesv  ille . . .......... 

Boatman  Ridge 

Jillerson 

Shady  ValU^y ,... . 

Mountain  City 

ButU»r — 

Knoxville . . .. ... 

Pine  Ridse 

Loudon . .... 

Fork  Creek  Knot)s 

Ath4>ns .. 

McMinn 

Sweetwater .- 

Tellico  Plains 

East  Fork , 

I'nicoi . 

Bumpass  Cove - 


TEXAS 

5  miles  north  of  Llano    

12  miles  northeast  of  Mason 

11  miles  southeast  of  Langtry 


CTAH 

12  miles  south  of  Green  River 

Little  Grande  district,  6  to  12  miles  southwest  of  Floy 

16  miles  south  of  Floy 

Modena ^ 

Detroit  district.  2fi  to  28  miles  northwest  of  Lucerne 

Manning  Crwk,  near  Marysvalo  . . 

Durkee  district,  S  miles  southeast  of  Elsinore ..... 

8  miles  northwest  of  Mount  Pleasant 

AlU 

Park  City 

Ophir  

West  Tintic  or  Erickson  district,  31  to  33  miles  north  of 
Lucerne. 

70  miles  south  of  Green  River,  Wyo 

10  miles  southwest  of  Lehi 

Tintic 

6  miles  south  of  Huntsville 


South  Vallingford. 


VERMOST 


TUOINIA 

Covln^n — 

Crimora 

Lyndhurst. -.:....' -- 

Suiter  

Longspur 

Buchanan . 

Lynchburg . 

Otter  River 

Newcastle .. . 

Scottfville 

Star  Tannery .— . 

Flat  Top 

Ixmisa 

Warminster - 

Stanley 

Pulaski 

Mid  vale 

Elkton 

Powells  Fort ". 

Bonnet  Hill 

Rye  Valley 

Tip  Top. 

Tannersville ; 

Front  Royal 

Cripple  Creek 


WASHINGTON 

Humptulips 

15  miles  west  of  Quilcene 

2  miles  northwest  of  Hoodsport...... 

3  miles  northwest  of  Onuik 

0  miles  south  of  Anacortcs 


WTOmNQ 

38  miles  northeast  of  Medicine  Bow. 
10  miles  north  of  Sundance 


County 


Carter. 

Do. 
Cocke. 

Do. 
Grainger. 

Do. 
Or«>«-ne. 
llaniblon. 
Jefferson. 
Johnson. 

Da 

Da 
Knox. 

l>a 
Loudon. 

Do. 
McM  inn. 

Do. 
Monroa. 

Da 
Sevier. 
U  nicol. 

Da 


Llano. 

Mason. 

Valverda. 


Emery. 
Grand. 

Da 
Iron. 
Juab. 
Piuto. 

Do. 
San|>ote. 
Salt  Lake. 
Summit. 
Tooele. 

Do. 

Uinta. 
Utah. 

Da 
Weber. 


Rutland. 


.^r.eshany. 
Augusta. 

Do. 
Bland. 

Do. 
Botetourt. 
CampbelL 

1)0. 

Craip. 

Fluvanna. 

Frederick. 

Giles. 

Louisa. 

Nelson. 

Page. 

Pula.sk  I. 

Rockbridge. 

RockinKham. 

Sheaanduah. 

Do. 
Smythe. 
Tarewell. 

Do. 
Warren. 
Wytbe. 


Grays  Harbor. 

Jefferson. 

Mason. 

Okanogan. 

Skagit. 


Albany. 
Crook. 


Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  congratulate  the 
distingmshed  Senator  from  Arizona  on  raising  the  question 
of  strategic  war  materials.  It  Is  my  own  opinion  that  in 
this  question  are  Involved  more  vital  issues  than  even  In  the 
preparation  of  our  military  forces,  and  I  hope  that  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Ashurst)  will  carry 
on  the  discussion  at  greater  length,  as  it  is  of  vital  impor- 
tance to  us  all. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  pending  an  amendment  to  the  pro- 
posed measure  for  compulsory  military  training,  which,  in  , 
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brief,  provides  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  shall 
begin  construction  of  superhighway  s3^tems  in  the  United 
States,  under  the  supervision  of  the  military,  to  the  fullest 
extent  necessary  to  eliminate  all  unemployment,  provision 
being  made  that  any  young  men  who  are  given  military  train- 
ing shall  be  given  preferential  right  of  employment  in  such 
highway  construction  work  upon  tlieir  leaving  the  camps. 

I  now  request  that  the  cleric  read  the  amendment  so  that 
the  Senate  may  be  advised  more  parUcularly  about  what  I 

am  speaking. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  clerk  will  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk.     On  page  30,  at  the  end  of  section  12,  It 
is  proposed  to  insert  "he  following  new  section: 

Etc  13.  (a)  In  order  to  provide  additional  facilities  for  the  na- 
tlonnl  defense.  Improve  the  Instrumentalities  of  Interstate  commerce, 
promote  the  public  safety,  stimulate  business  recovery  and  the  na- 
tional Income,  develop  Outlets  for  our  national  savings,  increase 
the  public  revenues,  and  eliminate  unemployment,  the  President  is 
authorized  to  provide  for  the  construction,  maintenance,  and  ad- 
ministration of  an  integrated  system  of  supersafety  highways 
throughout  the  United  States,  together  with  such  air  fields  and 
mlliury  bases  as  he  may  deem  advlsrble.  The  plans  and  specifica- 
tions for  such  highway  system,  which  shall  include  at  least  three 
transcontinental  supersafety  highways  running  east  and  west  and 
at  least  three  such  highways  running  north  and  south,  shall  be  pre- 
pared under  the  direction  of  the  President  by  such  agency  or  agen- 
cies as  he  may  designate  after  consultation  and  agreements  with 
representatives  of  the  appropriate  authorities  of  the  various  States 
with  respect  to  the  location,  building,  and  maintenance  of  such 
highways.  All  such  plans  and  specifications  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  President  for  final  approval.  The  construction  of  any  highways 
for  which  the  plans  and  specifications  are  so  approved  shall  be  under 
the  direction  and  supervision  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  of  the  Army,  and  the  amount  of  such  construction  to 
be  undertaken  during  each  of  the  10  fiscal  years,  commencing  with 
the  fiscal  year  1941.  shall  be  determined  by  the  President  with  a  view 
to  restoring  full  employment  to  the  people  of  the  United  States  at 
the  earliest  practicable  date.  In  selecting  persons  for  employment  In 
connection  with  highway  construction,  under  this  section  prefer- 
ence shall  be  given  to  the  persons  Inducted  for  training  and  service 
as  provided  for  In  this  act  who  have  satlafactorlly  completed  the 
required  period  of  such  training  and  service  and  who  have  received 
certificates  under  section  8  (a)  of  this  act. 

(b)  In  order  tc  provide  the  necessary  funds  for  the  construction 
of  such  Integrated  highway  system  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor- 
poration Is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  available  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  such  sums  as  the  President  may  from  time  to  time  re- 
quest for  such  purpose,  and  the  aggregate  amount  of  notes,  bonds, 
debentures,  and  other  such  obligations  which  the  Corporation  is 
authorized  to  Issue  and  have  outstanding  at  any  one  time  under  the 
provisions  of  law  In  force  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act  is 
hereby  Increased  by  an  amount  sufficient  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  this  section:  Provided.  That  any  such  obligations  Issued  by  the 
Corporation  for  the  purposes  of  this  subsection  may  mature  not 
more  than  80  years  from  their  respective  dates  of  Issue. 

(c)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  authorized  and  directed  to 
pay  to  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  from  time  to  time, 
iipon  request  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the  Corporation  and  with 
the  approval  of  the  Federal  Loan  Administrator,  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  for  payment  by  the  Corporation  of  the  principal  of 
and  interest  on  any  obligations  Issued  by  the  Corporation  for  the 
purposes  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section;  and  there  are  hereby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  making 
such  pa];tneiits. 

(d)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  shall  submit  to  the  Congress  in  January  of  each  year 
their  recommendations  with  respect  to  the  most  appropriate  method 
of  providing  tlie  funds  for  making  the  paymen:s  required  by  sub- 
section (c)  of  this  section. 

(e)  The  President  is  authorized  to  make  such  rules  and  regula- 
tions as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

(f )  The  President  is  further  authorized,  with  the  consent  and  co- 
operation of  the  Governments  of  Mexico  and  the  other  republics  in 
North  America,  to  provide  lor  the  construction  of  such  highways  la 
Mexico  atid  such  other  republics  as  will  aid  in  the  defense  of  the 
Panama  Canal  and  North  America. 

On  page  30,  line  13,  after  the  word  "act",  it  is  proposed  to 
'insert  "except  the  provisions  of  section  13." 

On  page  30,  line  9,  It  is  proposed  to  change  "13"  to  "14",  and 
in  line  17,  to  change  "14"  to  "15." 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
arguments  which  have  been  presented  in  the  Senate  and 
before  committees,  and  likewise  in  newspaper  editorials,  have 
proceeded  upon  somewhat  of  a  misconception,  on  the  assump- 
tion that  the  pending  measure,  if  it  shall  become  a  law,  will 
operate  to  a  great  extent  among  the  employed  yoimg  men  of 
the  Niaticui.; 


It  has  been  argued  by  certain  of  the  proponents-  of  the 
measure  that  it  is  a  democratic  proposal  l)ecause  it  will  draft 
from  all  classes  without  regard  to  their  status.  Able  argu- 
ments have  been  made  pointing  out  the  injury  to  an  employed 
man  who  may  be  taken  away  from  his  work  for  a  period  of  a 
year;  but  it  is  my  opinion  that  we  should  realistically  face  the 
fact  that  the  way  the  mpasure  will  work  out.  whether  it  be 
for  good  or  evil,  will  be  to  select  75  or  80  percent  of  the 
trainees  from  among  our  unemployed,  and  at  the  end  of  their 
service  will  return  them  to  a  jobless  world,  their  condition 
more  desperate  and  unhappy  than  even  before. 

Why  do  I  make  the  statement  that  the  bill,  if  it  should  be- 
come a  law,  would  probably  take  an  overwhelming  proportion 
from  among  the  unemployed?  In  the  first  place,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, there  is  a  far  greater  proportion  of  our  unemployed 
among  the  young  men  of  the  Nation  who  have  come  out  into 
the  industrial  world  since  1929  than  among  any  other  group 
of  our  citizens.  The  most  conservative  figures  in  relation  to 
the  frustrated,  jobless  youth  of  our  country  are  so  discourag- 
ing and  appalling  that  we  no  longer  have  the  courage  to  state 
and  face  the  facts. 

I  wish  to  read  a  statement  showing  the  number  of  unem- 
ployed among  our  young  people,  not  from  any  liberal,  com- 
munistic, or  visionary  organization.  What  I  am  about  to 
read  comes  from  Fortune  magazine,  a  publication  which  re- 
tails to  the  successful  of  the  world  at  a  dollar  a  copy.  The 
authority  for  the  statement  in  Fortune  Is  an  organization 
endowed  by  Rockefeller  money.  So  the  figures  I  shall  give 
are  not  my  figures  or  those  of  any  radical  group  but  proceed 
from  a  conservative  authority.  Tiiis  is  what  appears  in 
Portime  magazine  for  May  1940: 

Statistics  tell  a  gloomy  enough  tale  of  youth,  no  matter  what 
the  agency  that  gathers  them.  According  to  D.  L.  Harley.  of  the 
American  Youth  Commission,  there  were  In  November  1937  some 
3.900.0C0  young  people  In  the  15-24  age  group  who  were  out  ot 
school,  actively  seeking  work  and.  save  for  a  half  million  In  emer- 
gency employment,  entirely  without  jobs. 

This  figure,  which  accounts  for  a  third  to  a  half  of  our  total 
unemployment,  is  bad  enough,  but  It  does  not  Include  what  Mr. 
Harley  estimate?  as  one  and  a  half  million  .youths  employed  in 
part-time  jobs,  or  a  half  million  presumably  anxious  to  be  doing 
something  but  not  actively  on  the  labor  market. 

Mr.  TAFT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TAPT.  I  obtained  figures  from  Mr.  Hanna,  chief  of 
editorial  research  of  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  which 
seem  to  contradict  or  are  very  different  from  those  presented 
by  the  Senator.  Roughly  speaking,  of  the  11,300.000  between 
the  ages  of  21  and  31,  who  are  to  be  registered,  these  figures 
show  that  the  numt)er  fully  employed  is  about  8.700,000.  and 
that  the  total  entirely  unemployed  is  only  1,600,000.  There 
are  about  1.000,000  In  part-time  employment.  Those  figures 
do  not  seem  to  be  in  accord  with  the  figures  presented  by  the 
Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  No;  and  I  may  say  that  I  am  sure  that  the 
figures  the  Senator  has  given,  which  I  heard  him  recite  yes- 
terday, are  totally  erroneous  and  out  of  line  with  any  authority 
I  know  of. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  obtained  them  from  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics.  They  are  based  on  the  Biggers  unemployment 
census,  which  was  taken  2  years  ago.  and  which  I  think  is 
generally  accepted  as  the  best  census  of  unemployment  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  will  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Ohio  that  I  was  not  by  any  implication  criticizing  him. 
I  have  had  no  opportunity  to  examine  that  authority.  I  know 
nothing  about  those  figures.  I  have  personally  polled  many 
high-school  graduating  classes;  and  the  condition  of  large 
nimibers  of  high-school  graduates  out  in  the  world  for  2,  3.  4, 
or  5  years  is  literally  appalling. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the  situation  Is  not 
serious.  It  is;  but  I  do  not  think  unemployment  among  the 
younger  group,  under  the  age  of  30.  is  any  worse  than  it  is  in 
the  group  over  30.  or  that  the  percentage  is  any  higher.  I  say 
that  the  figures  of  the  unemployment  census  and  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Labor  Statistics  are  infinitely  better  authority  than 
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Portime  magazine  and  that  there  can  be  no  comparison 
between  the  two. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Let  me  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
that  I  can  present  other  authorities  to  the  same  effect,  show- 
ing even  a  more  desperate  condition.  I  feel  confident  that  the 
statement  the  Senator  has  read  is  an  understatement.  Mr. 
President.  I  am  confident  that  there  is  a  very  heavy  percent- 
age of  idleness  among  the  men  who  came  into  industry  since 
the  depression.  I  think  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio 
should  realize  that  that  would  have  to  be  true.  We  have 
been  in  a  critical  condition  since  1929.  Should  we  not  expect 
the  older  men  who  are  beginning  to  lose  their  eflBciency  and 
the  younger  men  who  entered  work  after  the  depression  be- 
gan to  be  the  principal  ones  to  feel  the  ravages  of  unem- 
ployment? I  can  produce  several  authorities  to  verify  that 
statement  for  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio  if  he  so 
desires. 

Mr.  TAPT.  One  complaint  is  that  men  over  40  have  great 
cDfflculty  in  obtaining  employment.  I  think  the  Senator  will 
find  from  the  figures  that  perhaps  the  percentage  of  unem- 
ployment among  boys  during  the  first  year  out  of  high  school 
is  high;  but  after  that  it  is  approximately  the  same  among 
the  young  and  the  older  age  groups. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  regardless  of  which  set  of 
figures  is  accurate.  I  now  desire  to  point  out  to  the  Senate 
the  fact  that  necessarily  there  is  a  close  correlation  between 
unemployment  and  lack  of  dependents.  A  man  who  is  em- 
ployed, of  course,  is  much  more  likely  to  have  a  wife  and 
children  to  support  tiian  is  the  young  man  who  has  never 
been  able  to  get  a  job.  Consequently.  I  think  we  may  safely 
assiune  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  men  who  will  be  ex- 
empted because  they  have  dependents  will  be  employed  men, 
and  that  the  men  who  are  unemployed  will  not  have  depend- 
ents and  therefore  will  not  be  exempted. 

Mr.  President,  regardless  of  the  two  prior  facts.  I  ask  Sena- 
tors to  put  themselves  in  the  position  of  the  draft  boards 
which  will  be  sitting  in  thousands  of  cities  and  towns  of  this 
Nation,  where  they  will  have  the  right  to  select  from  an  eligi- 
ble list  those  who  shall  be  exempted  and  those  who  shall  go 
into  the  training  corps.  Let  us  assume  that  the  draft  board 
in  a  town  of  5,000  has  100  names  of  young  men  of  that  com- 
munity presented  to  it.  Let  us  assume  that  one-half  of  those 
are  unemployed  and  one-half  employed.  Is  there  any  doubt 
as  to  what  that  draft  board  will  do  in  making  exemptions? 
Will  not  the  draft  board  say,  "Why  should  we  take  this  man 
out  of  a  utility  or  from  a  farm  or  factory  for  a  year  when  he 
Is  already  engaged  in  work,  when  we  have  another  young  man 
who  has  no  work  at  all.  and  who  will  be  able  to  receive  train- 
ing and  wages  if  he  goes  into  the  training  camp?  ' 

Mr.  President,  do  we  not  know  what  many  employers  of 
young  men  in  that  town  would  say  to  the  drsift  board? 
Would  they  not  say.  "We  have  spent  a  year  or  5  years  in 
training  this  young  man;  exempt  him;  take  the  young  man 
who  is  unemployed,  who  may  be  dependent  upon  his  parents, 
who  may  be  a  burden  upon  someone." 

Mr.  President,  we  should  realistically  face  the  fact  that  the 
pending  measure  would  select  an  overwhelming  proportion 
from  among  the  imemployed  men  of  the  Nation.  I  venture 
to  prophesy  that,  if  the  bUl  becomes  a  law  and  goes  into 
effect,  a  year  from  now  the  figures  will  indubitably  show  that 
75  or  80  p)ercent  of  the  men  selected  and  placed  in  the  trsdn- 
Ing  camps  were  selected  from  the  jobless  class  or  from  the 
partially  employed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Is  that  not  exactly  what  the 
bill  attempts  to  do?    That  is  as  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Yes.  I  regret  that  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Burke],  the  chief  proponent  of  this  measure. 
Is  not  present.  He  and  other  advocates  of  the  measure  ad- 
mitted to  me  that  the  proposed  measure  would  work  out  not 
to  disrupt  emplojTuent  or  to  devastate  the  lives  of  the  boys 
and  men  who  have  jobs,  but  to  assist  the  unemployed  to  find 
employment  by  selecting  them  for  the  training  camps. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 


Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  have  heretofore  quoted  from  the  testi- 
mony of  General  Shedd.  General  Shedd  said  that  what  the 
Army  wanted  to  do  was  to  take  the  imimportant  man,  and 
that  it  would,  of  course,  not  take  the  important  man.  Then 
I  referred  to  the  fact  that  in  the  last  draft  the  boards  were 
instructed  to  take  the  farm  worker,  the  jobless,  and  the  man 
who  lived  on  his  wife  and  who  habitually  beat  up  his  wife — 
perhaps  that  is  not  accurate — but.  at  any  rate,  they  were 
taking  them  exactly  from  that  class. 

I  should  like,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  to  read  a 
statement  which  appeared  in  the  newspaper  last  night.  It 
reads: 

College  students  of  the  Nation  were  advised  by  President  Roose- 
velt yesterday  to  continue  their  studies  as  a  patriotic  duty  rather 
than  enlist  prematurely  in  the  armed  services  or  find  work  in  the 
defense  Industries. 

The  President's  views  were  made  public  at  the  White  House 
yesterday  In  the  forrn  of  a  reply  to  a  memorandum  from  Paul  V. 
McNutt  In  which  the  Federal  Security  Administrator  reported  that 
universities  faced  a  serious  problem  because  students  were  drop- 
ping out  for  patriotic  reasons. 

"Young  people  should  be  advised."  Mr.  Roosevelt  wrote,  "that  it 
is  their  patriotic  duty  to  continue  the  normal  course  of  their 
education  unless  and  until  they  are  called  so  that  they  wlU  be 
well  prepared  for  greatest  usefulness  to  their  country. 

"Tliey  will  be  promptly  notified  If  they  are  needed  for  other 
patriotic  services." 

In  Other  words,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  President  by  this 
statement,  basing  it  upon  what  Mr.  McNutt  told  him.  is  saying 
to  the  your^  man  who  has  money  enough  to  go  to  college, 
"Do  not  enlist;  go  to  college."  What  will  the  young  man  who 
has  not  enough  money  to  go  to  college  say?  And  if  the  boy  who 
has  enough  money  to  go  to  college,  or  whose  parents  have 
enough  money  to  send  him  to  college,  is  to  be  exempted,  what 
will  the  young  man  say  who  has  not  money  enough?  He  will 
say.  "I  am  going  to  be  taken;  I  am  going  to  have  to  go  in  the 
Army  for  $21  a  month,  but  the  bQy_»'hose  father  has  enough 
money  to  send  him  to  college  is  going  to  be  exempted  because 
it  is  his  patriotic  duty  to  go  to  college."  If  that  is  what  it  is 
Intended  to  do.  then  the  bill  ought  to  exempt  not  only  all 
college  students  but  those  who  are  about  to  enter  college. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  agree  entirely  with  the  statement  of  fact 
and  the  conclusion  of  opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Montana. 
I  think  the  way  this  propo&ed  law  is  expected  to  work  out  by 
those  who  will  administer  it  is  that  boys  in  the  universities 
will  not  be  disturbed  in  their  college  careers.  I  am  very 
certain  such  assurance  has  already  been  given  to  the  educa- 
tional leaders  of  this  Nation. 

Let  me  say  that  I  can  see  a  degree  of  reasonableness  in  such 
a  plan.  I  can  understand  in  the  case  of  a  large  group  of 
young  men  who  have  no  work,  who  are  earning  no  money,  who 
are  dependent  upon  relatives,  that  someone  could  reasonably 
say,  "Well,  we  are  merely  helping  them  by  giving  them  a  year 
of  training  with  some  small  wages  besides.  Why  let  them 
continue  jobless  while  we  disrupt  the  life  of  the  employed 
person?"  I  can  see  the  logic  of  that;  but,  Mr.  President,  let 
us  examine  the  other  side  of  the  shield. 

We  here  in  America  are  using  the  words  "freedom  and 
democracy"  very  loosely.  We  love  to  substitute  noble  plati- 
tudes for  realism.  Let  us  not  talk  about  freedom  and  democ- 
racy, splendid  as  those  words  are,  for  the  moment ;  let  us  talk 
about  jobs  and  security  and  the  right  of  a  young  man  to  have 
the  opportunity  of  a  marriage  and  a  home. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  most  of  the  young  men  who  are  now 
jobless,  however  many  there  are — and  I  believe  there  are  mil- 
lions of  them — have  honestly  and  energetically  sought  to  find 
work.  I  have  come  in  conta6t  with  hundreds  of  them  begging 
only  the  right  to  an  honest,  decent  job.  Oh,  I  know.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, they  are  not  our  sons;  they  are  not  the  sons  of  our 
friends.  That  group  can  find  Jobs  all  right;  and  that  is  one 
reason  why  so  many  officials  here  in  Washington,  insulated 
against  the  realism  of  this  desperate  world,  do  not  know  the 
bitterness  and  the  frustration  of  the  yoimg  man  who  leaves 
high  school  or  college  honestly  wanting  the  right  to  work,  but 
is  denied  the  simple  right  to  toil  with  his  hands  or  with  his 
head. 
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Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOW|«r5f.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  On  that  point  I  read  a  story  in  the  newspapers 
yesterday  relating  to  the  testimony,  which  is  not  available  as 
yet  for  I  understand  it  has  not  been  printed,  of  Colonel  Knox, 
against  whose  confirmation  to  be  Secretary  of  the  Navy  I 
voted.    In  testifying  before  the  House  committee  he  said: 

The  generation  which  has  grown  up  since  the  World  War — 
That  Is,  the  youngsters  of  the  present  day- 
sever  understood  the  responsibility  that  was  theirs  In  a  democracy. 

Of  course,  they  have  had  very  little  opportunity  to  imder- 
stand  economic  responsibility,  since  millions  of  them  have 
had  no  Jobs.  Proceeding  further,  Ctolonel  Knox  said  that 
these  boys  have  led  "an  entirely  abnormal  life." 

One  reason  for  the  failure  of  many  democracies  has  been  the 
softness  of  fiber  of  Its  youth  because  they  had  not  been  called  upon 
for  sacrifice. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  California  that  I  have  letters 
in  my  office — and  I  think  perhaps  it  is  the  common  experience 
of  all  Senators — not  by  dozens  but  by  hundreds,  from  young 
men  who  have  vainly  sought  for  the  opportunity  to  get  jobs. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  thank  the  distinguished  Senator  for  his 
statement,  with  which  I  wholeheartedly  agree.  I  proclaim 
now  that  the  boys  and  girls  of  this  generation  are  just  as 
fine  physical  and  mental  specimens  as  their  fathers  and  their 
grandfathers  were.  There  is  only  one  thing  they  lack— and 
that  is  the  opportunity  to  work  at  a  decent  wage  under  exist- 
ing conditions  that  will  give  them  security  and  the  right  to 
a  marriage  and  a  home. 

Of  course.  Mr.  President,  if  Colonel  Knox  and  the  others 
cf  us  permit  a  world  to  exist  in  which  men  are  thrown  upon 
W.  P.  A.  or  relief  or  into  the  ranks  of  idleness  for  years,  our 
people  will  become  softened  and  broken  and  devastated.  No 
man  can  endure  insecurity  and  break-down  of  morale  for 
2  or  3  years,  with  the  frustration  that  springs  from  not  having 
a  place  in  the  world  and  a  job.  No  man  can  endure  that  sort 
of  thing  for  any  long  period — not  one  within  the  sound  of 
my  voice  or  anyone  else  within  the  United  States. 

Of  course,  the  W.  P.  A.  worker  may  become  .«:lack ;  of  course, 
the  man  on  relief  ceases  to  be  a  normal  citizen;  of  course,  the 
boy  denied  the  opportunity  to  do  something  and  have  his  place 
becomes,  perhaps,  lazy  and  soft;  but  it  is  not  his  fault;  it  is 
the  fault  of  the  leaders  of  a  desperately  imhappy  civilization 
who  are  imwilling  to  make  the  effort  to  open  opportunities  for 
work  and  careers  for  young  men. 

I  should  not,  perhaps,  speak  of  myself,  but  when  I  was  a 
boy  I  found  many  jobs  always  open  to  me.  Perhaps  they  in- 
volved hard  work  and  small  pay,  but  they  meant  security  and 
opportunity  to  have  a  place  in  the  world.  I  speak  from  per- 
sonal investigation  when  I  say  we  live  in  a  totally  different 
world  today. 

So  I  say  to  you.  Mr.  President,  if  we  are  going  to  take  the 
unemployed  youth  of  the  Nation  into  training  camps  to  make 
them  the  first  line  of  defense,  let  us  be  realistic  about  it  and 
examine  and  face  the  problem  and  see  what  we  should  do 
about  it. 

In  the  first  place.  Mr.  President,  I  wonder  what  kind  of  a 
soldier  we  are  going  to  have  when  we  draft  a  boy  out  of  idle- 
ness and  the  frustration  and  bitterness  that  -must  be  in  his 
heart  and  say  to  him.  "You  must  take  military  training  for  a 
year,  and  if  a  war  comes  your  body  and  your  life  will  be  at 
the  command  of  your  military  leaders,  liable  to  mutilation  and 
destruction."  I  wonder  what  that  young  man  is  going  to 
think.  Is  he  going  to  believe  this  society  of  ours  is  worth 
fighting  for"  Is  he  going  to  make  a  good  soldier?  I  do  not 
know.  One  person's  opinion  on  these  questions  is  as  good  as 
another's.  But  I  have  said  to  the  General  Staff  and  I  have 
said  to  the  Military  Affairs  Committee.  "It  seems  to  me  we 
ought  to  reexamine  and  reappraise  this  proposition.  If  we 
are  going  to  go  to  the  Jobless  youth  of  America  to  find  our 
Army,  what  kind  of  an  Army  Is  that  type  of  material  going 
to  make  if  war  comes.  If  our  soldiers  have  to  risk  their  sadety 
and  their  lives  to  defend  this  society  of  ours,  with  its  idleness, 
alums,  degradation,  and  poverty?    Should  we  not  carefully 


consider  what  k'nd  of  soldiers  we  will  have  If  we  select  them 
from  the  jobless  classes  of  the  Nation? 

Mr.  President,  I  am  firmly  of  the  opinion  that  a  decent, 
persuasive  appeal  could  be  made  to  the  unemployed  of  Amer- 
ica for  voluntary  enlistment  in  military  training  if  some 
recognition  of  their  problems  were  made  and  some  hope 
offered  them — not  platitudes,  but  concrete  realities.  That  is 
the  reason  why  I  have  introduced  this  bill,  so  that,  if  enacted, 
the  President  of  the  United  States  could  say  to  the  young 
men  who  may  go  Into  our  training  camps,  "You  are  a  citizen 
of  this  country.  We  have  not  dealt  very  well  with  you  in  the 
past,  but  now  we  are  going  to  call  upon  you  for  a  dangerous 
obligation  of  citizenship.  We  are  going  to  begin  to  prepare 
you  as  a  soldier,  possibly  to  fight  in  desperate  defense  of  your 
Nation. 

"But  we  guarantee  we  are  assuming  a  correlative  duty  or 
obligation  on  the  part  of  our  sovereign  Government.  We  are 
going  to  ask  military  service  of  you,  but  we  are  going  to 
provide  you  with  the  guaranteed  opportunity  to  work,  so 
that  when  you  come  out  of  a  training  camp  or  out  of  a  war, 
you  will  know  you  will  have  the  chance  to  work  at  decent 
wages,  create  a  home,  marry,  and  carve  out  your  own  destiny 
in  a  constructive  living  world,  instead  of  living  in  a  world 
of  imemployment,  depression,  and  decay." 

I  am  satisfied.  Mr.  President,  that  if  the  Chief  Executive 
of  the  United  States  should  appeal  to  the  unemployed  youth 
of  the  Nation  upon  that  basis  they  would  respond  with 
enthusiasm,  loyalty,  and  courage;  and  there  would  pour  into 
the  ranks  of  our  training  camps  every  month  far  more  men 
than  our  Army  would  be  able  to  train  and  equip. 

But.  Mr.  President,  my  amendment  to  the  pending  bill 
goes  far  beyond  the  guaranty  of  a  right  to  the  young  man 
who  has  been  given  military  training.  It  would  establish 
In  this  Nation  a  new  and  fundamental  right  for  every  citizen. 
It  would  write  into  the  basic  laws  of  our  country  a  new  obli- 
gation of  society  toward  its  citizens — the  duty  of  society  to 
provide  the  opportunity  for  work  for  every  American. 

Yes.  Mr.  President,  in  this  wealthy,  complicated  techno- 
logical civilization  two  new  rights  must  be  established — the 
right  of  the  retired  worker  to  sufficient  social  dividends  to 
live  in  security  and  peace  and  the  right  of  the  employables 
of  the  Nation  to  have  the  opportimity  to  work  at  just  and 
decent  wage. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  later  attempt  to  show,  by  the  opinion 
of  Army  experts,  that  the  North  American  continent,  with 
reasonable  military  defense,  is  invulnerable  to  any  kind  of 
attack  from  nations  5,000  and  10,000  miles  away.  I  am  not 
urging  that  we  should  not  prepare.  Of  course,  we  ought  to 
get  the  finest  air  force  and  Navy  and  the  finest  Army  that 
we  need,  and  get  them  as  rapidly  as  jxissible.  We  should 
have  started  on  this  program  2  or  3  years  ago;  but  we  have 
started  in  plenty  of  time.  By  this  time  next  year  we  shall 
have  15.000  planes,  among  the  best  in  the  world,  and.  I  think, 
the  finest  pilots  in  the  world  to  fly  them;  and  in  the  face  of 
that  power,  joined  with  a  reasonable  Army  and  our  great 
Navy,  not  a  single  enemy  transport  would  ever  even  dare 
to  leave  Asiatic  or  European  shores  to  attempt  our  conquest. 
Not  one  transjwrt  can  be  landed  on  the  American  continent 
in  the  face  of  a  superior  air  force;  and  by  next  April,  if 
Japan  or  Germany  should  be  in  .sane  enough  to  send  across 
the  Atlantic  or  the  Pacific  some  great  transport  armada.  It 
would  be  destroyed  by  our  Navy  or  air -force  before  it  ever  even 
reached  our  coast  line;  and  when  I  say  that  I  am  sajring  what 
every  military  expert  will  verify,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Nevertheless.  Mr.  President,  I  am  a  supreme  pessimist.  I 
do  not  think  we  stand  in  any  danger  of  t>eing  conquered  by 
the  Mikado  or  Hitler;  but  let  us  proceed  for  a  few  years 
longer  increasing  public  debts  without  creating  correspond- 
ing assets,  let  us  wait  until  this  armament  boom  has  ended, 
and  then,  indeed,  we  shall  face  an  abyss  of  unemployment 
which  should  terrify  the  strongest  heart.  I  say  to  you  with- 
out fear  of  contradiction  that  If,  for  the  n'»xt  10  years,  we 
proceed  without  any  recognition  of  our  fundamental  prob- 
lems and  without  any  attempt  to  master  them,  as  we  have 
for  the  past  10  years,  this  society,  this  Government,  this 
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civilization  of  ours  wIH  crash  Just  as  surely  as  we  are  stand- 
ing here  today:  and  doubt  it  not. 

Is  one  thought  being  given  by  our  governmental  leaders 
to  what  will  happen  2  or  3  or  4  years  from  now,  when  we 
have  sixty  or  seventy-five  or  eighty-five  or  one  hundred  bil- 
lion dollars  of  debt,  and  this  crisis  is  past?  Is  any  considera- 
tion being  given  to  any  domestic  problems?  I  say  "No"; 
every  concern  for  our  internal  welfare  is  blotted  out  by  the 
hysterical  fright  that  some  enemy  may  sweep  in  here  on 
some  "blitzkrieg"  from  thousands  of  miles  away  to  devastate 
this  Nation. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  that  I  could  reassure  the  American 
people  by  voicing  to  them  what  are  commonly  known  facts. 
Consider  that  we  here  In  North  America  have  double  the 
population  of  Germany.  Yes.  in  Canada,  the  United  States, 
and  Mexico  there  are  two  persons  for  every  one  in  Germany. 
And  that  means  if  the  necessity  ever  arose  that  the  people 
of  North  America  could  mobilize  twice  Germany's  military 
power.  And  we  have  far  richer  factory  capacity,  far  greater 
natural  resources.  Just  as  great  chemical,  technical,  and  en- 
gineering skill.  Yet  many  of  our  people  tremble  at  the 
thought  that  the  Germanic  nation  may  transport  military 
power  5.000  or  10.000  miles,  and  construct  some  sort  of  a 
base  somewhere  in  this  hemisphere  and  thereafter  success- 
fully invade  our  territory. 

Mr.  President,  for  years  we  have  been  building  bases  at 
the  Panama  Canal  and  in  the  Caribbean.  By  next  April  we 
will  be  able  to  mass  there  a  Navy,  airplanes,  and  an  Army, 
which  could  devastate  any  force  Germany  could  ever  build 
in  the  New  World.  For  military  experts  say  that  when 
soldiers  and  material  are  transported  5.000  miles,  a  handi- 
cap is  taken  5  or  10  times  over. 

I  shall  not  argue  that  proposition  further  today  because 
I  have  consistently  supported  adequate  military  defense. 
I  shall  only  pray  that  our  governmental  leaders  shall  realize 
the  ptril  of  the  economic  crisis  which  began  in  1929.  and  is 
just  as  severe  today  as  ever,  save  for  a  temporary  armament 
boom. 

Mr.  WTIEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
to  the  fact  that  in  1923  there  was  the  same  unemployment  in 
Germany  and  the  same  disorganization,  except  to  a  greater 
extent,  that  we  have  in  this  coimtry  today.  They  entered 
upon  an  armament  program  there  for  the  purpose  of  alleviat- 
ing the  unemployment  situation,  and  that  led  them  to  dic- 
tatorship. They  had  conscription,  they  had  everything  that 
is  now  proposed  here,  and  they  built  up  a  great  army,  which 
led  them  definitely  into  positive  totalitarianism.  We  are 
turning  away  from  our  home  problems.  I  thoroughly  agree 
with  what  the  Senator  says  with  reference  to  solving  the  un- 
emplosmient  question  in  the  United  States.  I  agree  with  him 
entirely  that  if  we  do  not  solve  it.  if  we  go  on  building  up  mili- 
tary armaments,  we  wUl  go  the  same  way  all  the  other 
countries  have  gone. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  wholly  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Montana,  save  for  one  qualification:  Our  wealth  and  man- 
power are  so  tremendous  that  for  us  to  equal  the  military 
might  of  Germany  or  to  carry  out  our  present  plans  is  not 
going  to  absorb  a  large  part  of  our  manpower  or  wealth  in 
a  war  economy.  I  grant  Just  what  the  Senator  says,  that 
we  are  now  going  the  self -same  way  Europe  went;  but  I  do  not 
agree  that  over  any  extended  period  we  can  build  enough 
battleships  or  airplanes  or  muniUon  factories  to  employ  a 
substantial  number  of  our  now  Idle  people. 

Let  us  examine  some  figures.  One  of  the  largest  items  our 
Army  has  to  acquire,  next  to  airplanes,  is  trucks.  Perhaps 
for  a  great  Army  we  might  require  a  hundred  thousand  addi- 
Uonal  units.  Well,  it  may  be  thought  that  building  a  hun- 
dred thousand  trucks  wouW  be  a  heavy  burden  on  our 
economy.    Let  us  see. 

General  Motors  alone  has  a  present  production  of  200,000 
trucks  a  year,  and  Mr.  Sloan  has  assiu-ed  us  that  his  com- 
pany alone  has  an  unused  capacity  of  50,000  trucks  every 
year  beyond  that  200.000.    Yes;  the  unused  truck  capacity 


of  the  United  States.  Including  General  Motors  and  other 
manufacturers,  in  1  year  could  produce  100,000  trucks  to 
further  motorize  our  Army.  It  may  be  thought  that  that 
would  produce  substantial  employment.  Not  so,  for  it  would 
not  require  the  building  of  one  factory  machine;  it  would 
require  the  employment  of  only  a  few  thousand  more  workers 
In  the  automobile  industry. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  one  Item  of  manufacture  which 
temporarily  will  result  in  the  employment  of  a  substantial 
number  of  men.  and  that  is  the  airplane  industry.  But  the 
experts  tell  us  that  when  the  factories  are  built  the  produc- 
tion of  2.000  airplanes  .a  month  will  result  In  the  employ- 
ment of  approximately  300,000  workers  in  the  airplane  in- 
dustry, in  the  manufacture  of  both  the  bodies  and  the  engines, 
and  perhaps  200.000  more  in  subsidiary  industries. 

After  our  munition  and  airplane  factories  are  once  built, 
and  that  probably  will  be  accomplished  within  less  than  2 
years.  I  doubt  that  the  production  of  our  military  equipment 
will  result  in  the  employment  of  more  than  a  million  workers 
a  year.  Let  us  assume  we  throw  into  our  military  forces 
another  million  and  a  half  American  boys  beyond  what  we 
have  now.  That  would  mean  that,  looking  ahead  2  years, 
there  would  be  two  and  a  half  million  of  additional  man- 
power employed  in  military  uses. 

Yearly  we  have  1.250,000  boys,  becoming  21  years  of  age, 
flowing  out  into  a  supersaturated  labor  market.  Probably  at 
the  height  of  the  armament  boom  unemployment  will  not  drop 
below  seven  or  eight  millions. 

We  have  another  factor  to  consider.  In  the  last  10  years 
millions  of  industrial  workers  have  left  the  great  cities,  be- 
cause they  could  not  get  factory  jobs,  going  back  to  marginal 
farm  lands,  back  to  rural  employment,  or  to  live  with  the 
home  folks.  The  IDepartment  of  Commerce  estimates  that 
that  reservoir  of  potential  idleness  comprises  millions  of  men. 
Perhaps  my  colleagues  have  noticed  the  census  reports  to 
the  effect  that,  outside  of  New  York  and  Los  Angeles  and 
Houston.  Tex.,  hardly  a  great  city  in  the  United  States  gained 
in  population  in  the  last  10  years,  and  many  of  them  lost 
substantially.  The  great  cities  lost  because  of  the  break- 
down of  factory  employment,  the  discharge  of  millions  of 
workers  there,  and  their  return  to  rural  regions.  Already  the 
optimistic  headlines  about  armament  jobs  are  luring  the  men 
from  the  farms  back  to  cities  expecting  to  find  jobs  in  miU- 
tary  industries.  This  flow  of  men  from  rural  to  metropolitan 
centers  will  substantially  augment  the  active  idle  army. 

We  now  hope  to  end  unemployment  by  armament  manu- 
facture, but  our  manpower,  our  wealth,  our  factory  capacity 
is  so  tremendous  that  to  support  a  great  Army  and  Navy  and 
airplane  force  will  absorb  only  a  few  million  of  our  youth 
and  our  idle,  leaving  us  with  an  appalling  problem  unsolved. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Gxjrney  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Washington? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  California  Is 
familiar  with  the  writings  of  Oswald  Spengler,  concerning 
whom  It  is  said  that  he  was  the  greatest  philosopher  of  our 
time.  He  pointed  out  a  number  of  years  ago,  I  believe  In  his 
work  Man  and  Technics,  that  the  supreme  and  overwhelming 
tragedy  of  this  era  was  that  the  labor  of  human  beings  was 
becoming  unwanted;  that  technological  change  was  thrust- 
ing us  into  an  era  of  such  violent,  rough  change  that  the 
transition  would  probably  overwhelm  us  if  we  were  not  very 

careful. 

I  am  constrained  In  some  degree  to  agree  entirely  with  his 
thesis,  because  today  a  man,  by  the  aid  of  labor-saving  ma- 
chinery, can  produce  50  times  what  his  grandsire  could  pro- 
duce. The  result  of  all  this  is  merely  to  compUcate  his 
problems  and  to  make  his  life  more  tragic  for  him. 

But  speaking  of  the  eastern  viewpoint,  which  comes  from 
being  cloistered  and  sheltered,  I  would  call  the  Senate's  atten- 
tion to  "a  gem  of  purest  ray  serene"  appearing  today  In  an 
editorial  published  in  an  eastern  newspaper  printed  in  New 
York.    It  said  that  if  Congress  fooled  around  with  volunUry 
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recruiting  experiments  or  "jacked  up  the  Army  pay  from  $21 
to  $30.  it  would  be  only  with  the  hope  of  luring  a  lot  of  fortune 
hunters  Into  the  Army." 

Mr.  President.  I  think  a  statement  of  that  kind  is  the 
supreme  tragedy,  and  certainly  an  ironical  commentary  on 
present-day  conditions  in  beautiful  America.  The  thought 
that  would  find  expression  in  the  editorial  of  a  great  news- 
paper that  boys  who  saw  an  opportunity  to  get  the  difference 
between  $21  and  $30  a  month  would  rush  into  the  Army  as 
fortune  hunters  is  about  as  bad  a  contemplation  of  current 
American  life  as  I  have  ever  seen  in  print. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  editorial  was  also  published  in  a 
Washington  newspaper,  the  morning  limes-Herald,  was  it 
not? 

Mr.  BONE.     It  was. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Both  these  newspapers,  the  Washing- 
ton Times-Herald  and  the  New  York  newspaper  to  which  the 
Senator  referred,  in  their  editorial  policies  have  been  very 
strong  advocates  of  conscription,  but  when  it  was  sought  to 
raise  the  pay  in  the  Army  from  $21  to  $30  they  urged  that 
that  not  be  done  because  "a  lot  of  fortune  hunters"  would 
want  to  get  into  the  Army. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  was  delighted  to  learn 
from  the  statement  made  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska [Mr.  Burke]  yesterday  that  the  bill  originally  em- 
bodied a  provision  for  $5  a  month  pay,  merely  as  a  sort  of 
a  gesture  or  joke.  I  happen  to  have  been  on  the  Senate 
Military  Affairs  Committee  when  that  question  was  first 
discussed,  and  I  expressed  my  feeling  of  shock  that  any 
Civilized  society  would  want  to  draft  men  at  $5  a  month. 
Some  of  the  proponents  of  the  measure  I  believe  went  so  far 
as  to  intimate  that  it  was  a  cowardly  suggestion  that  men 
should  want  money  to  defend  their  Nation.  I  think  cer- 
tain persons  even  went  so  far  as  to  intimate  that  I  was 
guilty  .of  cowardly  conduct  in  suggesting  that  we  ought  to 
attempt  to  pay  to  our  yoimg  men  going  into  military  service 
^somewhat  the  same  wages  that  would  be  received  for  similar 
work  io  civil  life. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Senator  will  recall  that 
one  of  the  witnesses  who  was  advocating  the  $5  a  month 
pay  made  the  statement  to  the  Senator,  when  he  complained 
about  the  smallness  of  the  wage,  "You  cannot  put  a  price 
on  patliotlsm." 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Yes;  I  recall  that  very  distinctly  now  that 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  has  mentioned  it.  I  am  glad  to 
learn  that  the  proponents  of  the  measure  did  not  intend 
ultimately  to  restrict  the  pay  of  those  who  would  be  con- 
scripted to  that  sum  of  $5  a  month,  and  I  am  happy  indeed 
to  have  the  word  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  for 
that  fact. 

Mr.  President,  perhaps  some  Senators  have  been  consid- 
ering thai  we  must  not  only  produce  military  equipment  for 
oiu-  Army  but  that  we  will  also  have  to  produce  their  food, 
clothing,  and  shelter. 

The  burden  of  such  support  should  not  alarm  us.  I  can 
assure  them  that  in  the  State  of  California  we  waste  or 
destroy  so  much  farm  produce  every  year  that  we  alone  could 
provide  all  the  food  for  all  the  military  forces  of  the  United 
States,  jj^s  the  workers  who  are  producing  munitions  for 
them,  in  addition  to  what  we  now  market.  Yes;  and  easily 
we  could  provide  the  food  beyond  that  for  the  ten  or  fifteen 
million  young  people  in  the  United  States  no^  destined  to 
poor  teeth  and  weak  bones  and  invalidism  because  they  sim- 
ply do  not  have  enough  to  eat.  I  am  not  attaching  any 
particular  importance  to  California  when  I  say  that.  The 
State  of  Texas  and  several  other  States  likewise  could  pro- 
duce all  the  farm  products  beyond  what  it  now  sells  to  supply 
all  the  needs  I  have  mentioned. 

Clothing,  you  say?  Why,  the  great  factories  of  New  Eng- 
land and  the  Atlantic  Coast  States,  by  speeding  up  a  minor 
percent  of  their  unused  capacity,  could  produce  all  the  cloth- 
ing that  our  military  forces  will  require. 

The  truth  is.  However  much  we  may  develop  a  war  economy, 
how  many  boys  we  may  conscript,  how  many  airplanes  and 


how  large  a  navy  we  may  build,  it  will  not  solve  the  question 
of  unemployment. 

Mr.  President,  in  1929  we  saw  the  primary  economic  crisis 
develop  that  now  engulfs  the  Nation.  About  a  year  ago  we 
were  thrown  into  a  secondary  crisis  by  this  war.  Before 
we  had  ever  even  begun  to  understand  the  depression  of 
1929,  the  war  threat  now  frightens  and  confuses  us. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  present  the  possibility  of  a 
third  crisis  that  may  soon  confront  us  in  the  hope  that  Amer- 
ican leaders  will  awaken  to  the  desperate  conditions  which 
may  engulf  us  in  the  next  3  or  4  years.  I  shall  read  from 
the  New  York  Times,  quoting  one  of  our  greatest  chemists, 

1  wish  to  say  that,  while  this  article  was  printed  some 

2  months  ago,  I  understand  subsequent  discoveries  show  that 
the  development  indicated  in  this  article  is  more  rapidly 
taking  place  than  suggested  in  the  article. 

I  shall  read  only  a  short  portion  of  the  article,  but  I  ask 
that  the  article  in  full  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  the  con- 
clusion of  my  speech. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

(See  exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  read  as  follows  from  this  article: 

A  natural  substance  found  abundantly  In  many  parts  of  the 
earth,  now  separated  for  the  first  time  In.  pure  form,  has  been  found 
In  pioneer  experiments  at  the  physics  department  of  Columbia 
University  to  be  capable  of  yielding  such  energy  that  1  pound  of  it 
Is  equal  In  power  output  to  5.000,000  p>ounds  of  coal  or  3,000,000 
pounds  of  gasoline,^  It  became  known  yesterday. 

The  discovery  was  announced  in  the  current  Issue  of  the  Physical 
Review.  ofBcial  publication  of  American  physicists  and  one  of  the 
leading  scientific  Journals  of  its  kind. in  the  world. 

Prof.  John  R.  Dunning,  Columbia  physicist,  who  headed  the 
scientific  team  whose  research  led  to  the  experimental  proof  of  the 
vast  power  in  the  newly  isolated  substance,  told  a  colleague,  it  was 
learned,  that  improvement  In  the  methods  of  extraction  of  the 
Eub.stance  was  the  only  step  that  remained  to  be  solved  for  Ita 
totrcduction  as  a  new  source  of  power.  Other  leading  physicists 
agreed  with  him. 

A  chunk  of  5  to  10  pounds  of  the  new  substance,  a  close  relative 
of  uranium  and  known  as  U-235.  would  drive  an  ocean  liner  or  an 
oceangoing  submarine  for  an  indefinite  period  around  the  oceans 
of  the  world  without  refueling,  it  was  said,  for  such  a  chunk  would 
possess  the  power  output  of  25.000.000  to  50,000,000  pounds  of  coal 
or  of  15,000,000  to  30.000,000  pounds  of  gasoline. 

Mr.  President,  many  of  the  greatest  chemists  in  the  world 
now  anticipate  that  within  less  than  5  years  the  secret  of 
atomic  energy  will  be  ours.  Chemists  in  Germany  have  prob- 
ably gone  further  than  ours  in  this  development.  Many  of 
their  greatest  chemists  are  developing  this  new  form  of 
energy. 

For  the  past  50  years  scientists  have  foreseen  the  possi- 
bilities of  the  endless  and  cheap  pwwer  which  might  flow  from 
atomic  energy.  Within  the  past  year  the  final  discovery  has 
been  made,  and  if  its  commercial  use  becomes  an  accom- 
plished fact — as  conservative  scientists  of  the  world  now  say 
it  will — we  shall  see  the  end  of  the  petroleum  industry,  the 
coal  industry,  the  utility  industry,  and  many  others.  We 
shall  again  see  the  face  of  the  earth  changed,  just  as  radio, 
airplanes,  and  fast  transportation  have  clianged  it  In  the  past 
25  years. 

American  businessmen  have  suggested  that  any  form  of 
energy  which  could  be  produced  so  cheaply,  and  which  would 
destroy  great  segments  of  our  present  businesses,  should  be 
suppressed  by  the  Government.  But  alas,  Mr.  President,  the 
chemists  of  the  totalitarian  States  are  working  night  and  day 
to  perfect  this  new  form  of  energy,  and  if  we  lag  behind  them 
in  the  development  of  that  great  new  source  of  energy  the 
results  to  American  civilization  may  be  calamitous  indeed. 

So  I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  the  governmental  leaders  in 
America  had  better  lift  their  vision  beyond  the  immediate 
emergency  of  airplanes,  navies,  and  conscription — important 
as  they  are — to  an  understanding  of  what  may  happen  In 
this  Nation  2  or  3  or  5  jrears  from  now. 

Perhaps  some  Senators  are  wondering  what  the  possibility 
of  atomic  energy  has  to  do  with  the  discussion  of  the  pend- 
ing measure.  I  answer  that  question  by  saying  that  we  had 
better  speedily  initiate  the  right  of  universal  and  total  em- 
ployment before  it  Is  too  late.    In  other  words,  11  atomic 
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energy  should  destroy  certain  industries  and  bring  cheap 
and  unlimited  power  and  greater  wealth  to  us,  society  as  a 
whole  would  have  nothing  to  be  distressed  about  so  long  as 
we  provide  the  opportunity  for  work  for  all  our  citizens.  But 
If  we  are  to  continue  to  operate  our  industries  and  farms  at 
about  60  percent  of  capacity,  when  we  tremendously  increase 
the  present  capacity  disaster  will  indeed  lie  ahead  of  us. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  for  the  next  10  years 
we  have  one  method  of  satisfactorily,  efficiently,  and  com- 
pletely employing  all  our  otherwise  imemployed. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  fluorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  wUl  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Adams 

El  lender 

Lodge 

Schwellenbach 

Andrews 

Frazler 

Limdeen 

Sheppard 

Ashurst 

George 

McCarran 

Shlpbtead 

Au-^tln 

Gerry 

McKellar 

Smathers 

Barbour 

Gibson 

McNary 

Smith 

Barkley 

Gillette 

Maloney 

Stewart 

Bone 

Glass 

Mead 

Taft 

Bridges 

Oreen 

Miller 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Brown 

'  Ouffcy 

Mlnton 

Thomas.  Ok'.a. 

Bulow 

Gurney 

Murray 

Thomas,  Utah 

Burke 

Hale 

Neely 

Tobey 

Byrd 

Harrison 

Norrls 

Townsend 

Byrnes 

Hatch   > 

Nye 

Triiman 

Capper 

Hayden 

O'Mahoney 

Tydlnps 

Chandler 

Herring 

Overton 

Vandenberg 

Chavez 

Hill 
Hoi  man 

Pepper 

Van  Nuys 

Clark.  Idaho 

Plttman 

Watmer 

Oark.  Mo. 

Holt 

RadcllfTe 

Walsh 

Connally 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Reed 

Wheeler 

Danaher 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Reynolds 

White 

Donahey 

King 

Russell 

Wiley 

Downey 

Lee 

Schwartz 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eight-seven  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  governmental  statistics  in- 
dicated a  few  months  ago  that  there  were  approximately  ten 
or  eleven  million  unemployed  in  the  Nation.  I  believe  the 
present  information  from  governmental  bureaus  is  that  our 
army  of  unemployed  has  dropped  down  approximately  to 
9.000.000.  I  have  endeavored  to  show  in  the  preceding  part 
of  my  addr'^ss  that  at  the  height  of  the  armament  boom 
which  is  now  on  its  way  we  will  have  in  the  neighborhood 
of  six  or  seven  million  unemployed,  and  that  when  we  have 
once  built  the  factories  and  laid  in  the  vast  supply  of  war 
material  which  is  contemplated,  and  the  war  crisis  passes, 
as  pass  it  will  sooner  or  later,  we  will  then  have  a  segment 
of  our  workers  unemployed  beyond  any  figures  I  desire  to 
suggest. 

Mr.  President.  I  say  that  we  have  at  least  one  great  job 
in  this  Nation  that  ought  to  be  done,  one  great  job  that 
could  be  made  self-liquidating,  one  great  investment  to 
which  none  of  our  citizens  would  object,  because  it  would 
trespass  not  at  all  upon  private  industry.  I  refer  now  to 
the  employment  of  our  idle  machines,  and  manpower  in  the 
construction  of  a  great  system  of  superhighwajrs. 

Mr.  President,  as  we  contemplate  the  spectacle  of  this 
Nation  with  dangerous,  defective,  inefficient  highways,  upon 
which  twenty-flve  or  thirty  thousand  people  are  needlessly 
killed  every  year  and  a  million  seriously  injured,  as  we  con- 
template the  saturation  and  delay  and  disadvantages  of  our 
traffic,  with  millions  upon  millions  of  men  begging  to  do 
work,  we  must  wonder  whether  while  we  are  still  an 
adolescent  Nation  we  have  not  become  old  and  tired. 

I  have  talked  with  contractors  and  builders  who  have 
verified  the  statistics  from  the  Department  of  Commerce 
and  my  own  observation.  What  are  those  statistics?  In 
the  United  States,  In  the  first  place,  we  have  literally  thou- 
sands of  sand  plants,  gravel  plants,  and  cement  plants, 
which  generally  are  working  at  from  25-  to  50-percent 
capacity.  I  know,  from  personal  investigation,  that  arcund 
many  of  these  plants — and  I  believe  the  statement  applies 
to  all  of  them — are  scores  or  himdreds  of  families  whose 
chief  bread  winner  la  despehitely  anxious  to  work  in  those 
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road-constructlon  plants.  We  find  destitute,  desperate,  hun- 
gry families  around  most  of  them,  many  of  the  workers  on 
W.  P.  A.,  earning  $50  or  $60  a  month  and  trjring  to  support 
families  on  that  meager  amount;  we  find  the  part-time  em- 
ployee working  a  quarter  or  half  his  time;  we  find  totally 
idle  men,  women,  and  children,  on  precarious  and  desperate 
relief. 

Yes,  Mr.  President;  the  contractors  of  the  Nation  tell  me 
we  have  plenty  of  capacity  and  manpower  in  our  sand,  gravel, 
and  cement  plants  to  begin  the  reconstruction  and  rebuilding 
of  the  highways  of  America  so  that  they  will  be  fast,  efficient, 
commodious,  and  safe,  and  a  great  asset  to  our  military  au- 
thorities in  time  of  war  and  to  our  commerce  in  time  of  peace. 

Mr.  President,  in  every  State  in  the  Union  we  have  many 
blueprints  of  highways  already  surveyed  strategically  needed, 
which  the  citizens  of  every  city  and  State  would  delight  to 
have.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  we  had  the  energy  and  courage 
to  undertake  this  task,  we  could  begin  to  let  contracts  within 
90  days. 

I  want  to  pay  tribute  to  the  dififerent  highway  commis- 
sions of  the  States  of  the  United  States.  Most  of  the 
engineers  and  men  on  those  commissions  are  men  of  the 
highest  ability  and  patriotism.  For  30  years  now  we  have 
been  learning  how  to  build  modem  superhighways,  and  we 
are  now  ready  to  undertake  the  task  of  rebuilding  the  coun- 
try's roads. 

Many  of  our  traffic  experts  say  that  investment  in  roada- 
is  the  best  investment  from  a  money  viewpoint  which  has 
ever  been  offered  to  any  people. 

The  contractors  of  the  Nation  with  whom  I  have  consulted 
have  told  me  that  there  are  at  least  4,000,000  to  5,000,000  im- 
skilled  laborers  in  the  United  States  who.  without  trenching 
upon  our  armament  program,  are  ready,  able,  and  willing  to 
start  this  great  job  of  rebuilding  the  Nation;  and  in  almost 
every  great  city  there  are  gigantic  road-buildirlg  machines 
idle,  ready  to  tear  the  face  of  the  United  States  apart  along 
its  highways  and  rebuild  those  highways  in  modern,  efficient 
form.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  do  not  know  of  one  aUbi  or 
excuse— not  one— that  could  be  offered  by  an  intelligent 
people  for  not  undertaking  this  job.  Do  we  want  to  continue 
to  Icill  and  maim  people?  Do  we  want  to  continue  to  make 
automobile  traffic  a  nightmare?  Looking  ahead  20  years,  do 
we  want  all  traffic  to  break  down  in  our  cities?  Do  we  want 
to  handicap  our  military  authorities  in  the  event  of  war? 
Would  we  prefer  to  have  these  men  idle  rather  than  produc- 
ing for  us? 

I  cannot  conceive  of  a  single  argument  that  any  rational 
governmental  leader  can  make  against  a  vast  system  of 
superhighway  building.  On  the  other  hand,  I  can  give  to 
.the  Senate  reason  after  reason  which  should  convince  every- 
one that  it  is  our  vital  duty  to  undertake  this  task. 

I  happen  to  notice  in  the  gallery  of  the  Senate  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  judges  California  has  ever  had.  I  only 
wish  this  issue  could  be  tried  out  as  I  have  tried  cases  before 
him,  before  a  judge  and  jury  who  would  intelligently  and 
patiently  sit  there,  consider  the  facts  in  the  problem,  auid 
then  register  a  verdict.  I  can  express  imbounded  confidence 
that  in  that  case  the  jury  would  bring  in  its  verdict  without 
ever  even  leaving  the  box. 

.  Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  the  able  Senator  from 
California  advises  us  that  in  the  gallery  of  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber there  is  sitting  one  of  the  most  distinguished  jurists  of 
the  State  of  California.  Would  the  Senator  object  to  giving 
his  name? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  The  Honorable  Peter  J.  Shields,  of  Sacra- 
mento, before  whom  I  have  tried  many  cases,  and  who  is 
recognized  by  the  bar  of  our  State  as  one  of  the  distinguished 
and  outstanding  judges  of  the  West. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further 
jrield  to  me? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  More  than  25  years  ago  I  happened  to  be 
at  a  banquet  in  San  Francisco — and  those  who  know  me 
know  how  much  I  love  post-prandial  oratory,  and  how  often 
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I  attempt  It.  Judge  Peter  Shields,  to  whom  the  able  Senator 
refers,  happened  to  be  one  of  the  speakers  that  night,  and 
his  speech  so  impressed  me  that  after  the  lapse  of  25  years 
I  am  able  to  repeat  it.  but  I  shall  not  do  so  now. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  We  should  be  delighted  indeed  to  have  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arizona  repeat  it. 

Mr.  Rresldent,  we  here,  operating  as  a  democracy,  have  tre- 
mendous difficulty  in  the  presentation  or  consideration  of  any 
governmental  issues,  however  vital  they  may  be  to  our  people. 
I  desire  to  say  that  at  least  during  the  time  I  have  been  in 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  I  have  yet  to  see  us  earnestly 
and  intelligently  and  realistically  face  this  devastating  prob- 
lem of  a  collapsi»g  economy  and  our  great  army  of  unem- 
ployment; but  I  predict  that  the  day  will  not  be  far  distant 
when  we  shall  address  ourselves  solemnly  to  that  issue,  or  it 
nay  well  be  too  late. 

Mr.  President,  ^was  recently  speaking  to  a  group  of  bankers 
at  No.  1  Wall  Street  on  the  question  of  superhighways.  I 
stated  to  that  group  of  distinguished  American  financiers  that 
the  traffic  experts  estimated  that  to  rebuild  the  highway  sys- 
tems of  America  in  their  best  form  it  would  take  approxi- 
mately $100,000,000,000.  One  of  the  bankers  put  his  hand  up 
to  his  head  and  said.  "Oh,  Senator,  you  mean  a  billion  dollars, 
do  you  not?"  "No;  I  do  not  mean  a  billion  dollars."  "Well, 
you  do  not  mean  more  than  $10,000,000,000?"  He  was  shocked 
at  the  figure  of  $100,000,000,000.  He  should  not  have  been. 
The  peak  of  railroad  building  In  America  was  In  1870.  At 
that  time  we  had  only  10  percent  of  the  national  income  we 
now  have,  with  about  one-fourth  of  the  population.  Yet, 
nevertheless,  a  virile  and  a  courageous  people  invested  to  ex- 
ceed $30,000,000,000  in  our  railroads,  and  the  cost  of  the 
money  to  the  railroads  over  the  period  of  time  since  they  were 
built  rttns  from  6  to  7  percent,  while  the  American  Govern- 
ment now  could  borrow  money  at  2*4  percent.  In  other 
words,  with  10  times  the  national  income  that  we  had  in  rail- 
road-building days,  we  could  now  rebuild  the  roads  of  the 
Nation  without  very  much  greater  burden  to  ourselves,  be- 
cause of  lower  interest  rates,  than  that  which  was  carried 
when  the  railroads  were  built;  and  yet  apparently  we  are 
afraid  to  face  this  task  and  undertake  it.  We  let  machines 
lie  idle  and  let  men  rust  in  despair  rather  than  utilize  their 
labor  to  destroy  highway  death  traps  and  construct  modern 
roads. 

Mr.  President.  I  suppose  some  of  the  Senators  themselves 
are  shocked  by  the  suggestion  that  we  might  spend  $100,000,- 
000.000  on  our  highways.  Let  me  state  that  the  traffic  ex- 
perts estimate  that  $65,000,000,000  of  that  amount  would  be 
spent  in  the  great  cities  of  the  United  States  and  $35,000.- 
000.000  in  connecting  the  smaller  towns  and  the  great  cities 
on  superhighways  across  the  Nation.  If  you  go  into  the  satu- 
rated business  district  of  almost  any  great  city  in  the  United 
States  you  will  find  traffic  problems  and  traffic  snarls  which 
are  devastating  to  our  pocketbooks  and  to  our  nerves.  In 
many  of  the  great  cities,  in  the  heavy  business  districts  where 
the  great  traffic  of  the  Nation  proceeds,  we  do  not  average 
over  7  or  8  miles  an  hour. 

We  hardly  get  as  much  speed  with  modem  automotive 
units  on  the  streets  of  cities  as  our  grandfathers  got  with 
horse  and  buggy.  I  live  out  in  Chevy  Chase.  9  miles  from 
this  Capitol.  When  I  take  a  bus  and  am  crowded  in  with 
tired,  hungry,  perspiring  people,  who  are  packed  in  like  a 
bunch  of  sardines,  sometimes  in  a  9-nUle  trip  we  do  not 
average  6  miles  an  hour  over  the  9  miles.  It  takes  some- 
times over  an  hour  and  a  half  to  travel  that  9  miles  from 
the  Capitol  to  Chevy  Chase. 

Modem  highway  builders  could  construct  a  superhighway 
to  every  outlying  district  of  Washington  so  that  we  could 
leave  a  downtown  point  and  travel  with  safety  out  to  the 
suburbs  at  the  rate  of  40  or  50  or  even  60  miles  an  hour 
without  Endangering  anyone's  safety.  By  removing  out  of 
the  streets  that  great  flow  of  traffic  which  goes  to  the  sub- 
urban areas,  we  could  double  the  speed  of  traffic,  or  at  least 
materially  speed  up  the  traffic  in  the  downtown  business 
section. 


The  traffic  engineers  say  that  we  now  have  about  30,C00,- 

000  automotive  units  operating  on  our  highways.  It  is  esti- 
mated that  within  20  years  those  will  increase  to  40,000.000. 
We  now  travel  about  250.000.000,000  vehicle  miles  a  year. 
It  is  estimated  that  within  20  years  we  will  travel  double 
that,  at  the  present  rate  of  Uicrease,  or  travel  500,000.000.000 

miles  annually. 

In  certain  figures  which  I  will  give  to  the  Senate  shortly 

1  have  assumed  an  average  vehicular  travel  for  the  next  40 
years  of  400.000,000.000  miles  a  year.  To  simplify  4;hat,  I 
might  say  it  represents  40.000.000  automobiles  traveling  an 
average  of  10.000  miles  a  year,  because  10,000  times  40,000.- 
000  is  400.000,000,000. 

I  have  talked  with  experts  in  many  of  the  great  cities  of 
the  United  States,  and  wiiile  they  differ  materially  as  to 
what  they  believe  to  be  the  average  speed  of  vehicular  traf- 
fic in  the  United  States,  they  are  all  pretty  well  agreed  that 
modern  efficient  highways  would  double  the  average  ve- 
hicular speed  in  the  United  States. 

In  order  to  show  the  tremendous  money  saving  which 
would  come  to  our  people  from  efficient  highways,  I  have 
prepared  the  chart  I  have  here  on  the  wall  of  the  Senate. 
In  this  chart  I  have  used  the  most  conservative  figures  that 
were  offered  to  me  by  the  traffic  experts,  those  most  against 
my  argument. 

The  legend  on  this  chart  reads:  *• 

Estimated  United  States  auto  traffic. 
Annual   average    1940   to    1980. 
Pour  hundred  billion  vehicle-miles  yearly. 
Present  average  automobile  speed:  Twenty  miles  per  hour. 
Possible  average  automobile  speed:  Forty  miles  per  hour. 
Modern  highways  would  save   10.000,000,000  vehicle-hours  yearly. 
Annual  money  saving  in  time  alone  by  modern  highways. 
Ten   billion   vehicle-hours,   at   60   centa   per   hour.   (6,000.000.000 
annually. 

Mr.  President,  those  are  the  most  conservative  figures,  and 
the  traffic  experts  are  generally  agreed  that  the  greatest 
investment  ever  offered  any  people  is  in  a  modem  highway 
system. 

The  great  superhighway  from  Pittsburgh  to  Harrisburg  is 
soon  to  be  opened.  The  saving  that  wUl  come  to  trucks  and 
automobiles,  beyond  the  toll  they  will  be  compelled  to  pay. 
indicates  that  that  investment,  from  a  social  viewpoint,  will 
yield  rich  returns  indeed. 

I  will  ask  my  colleagues  to  consider  the  matter  themselves. 
On  a  good  superhighway  system  one  could  travel  to  the  out- 
lying districts  of  this  city,  10  miles  from  this  building,  in  15 
or  20  minutes,  whereas  it  now  takes  35  or  40  minutes. 
Figure  yourselves  the  value  of  the  time  that  would  be  saved 
and  remember  over  60  percent  of  the  vehicular  traffic  of 
America  is  commercial  traffic.  The  engineers  tell  me  that 
in  allowing  60  cents  an  hour  as  the  value  of  vehicular  traffic, 
that  is  a  most  conservative  figure  indeed. 

But,  Mr.  President,  let  us  disregard  that  for  a  moment. 
Do  Senators  know  how  much  money  the  traffic  experts  say 
will  be  lost  on  account  of  automobile  collisions  in  the  next 
40  years?  With  present  highways,  it  will  nm  to  about 
$2,500,000,000  a  year. 

During  the  last  calendar  year  the  money  loss  because  of 
death  and  injury  and  destruction  of  property  on  highways 
through  collisions  amounted  to  more  than  a  billion  and  a 
half.  Over  30.000  people  were  killed  and  over  a  million  were 
injured.  The  money  loss  arising  from  those  collisions  would 
almost  pay  the  total  interest  charge  upon  an  investment 
which  would  largely  make  those  collisions  absolutely  impos- 
sible. 

To  those  of  my  colleagues  who  may  wonder  If  modern 
highways  would  do  away  with  the  possibility  of  collisions.  I 
may  say  that  on  efficient  superhighways  already  constructed, 
accidents  are  largely  reduced  because  collisions  cannot  occiu". 
Let  us  see  why  that  is  true. 

On  a  good  highway  there  are  not  two  roads  crossing  over 
each  other  at  grade.  About  20  percent  of  the  accidents  come 
from  collisions  of  two  cars  traveling  at  right  angles  to  each 
other.  If  one  car  has  to  go  over  or  under  the  other,  there 
is  no  longer  the  possibility  of  that  type  of  accident. 
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Another  very  common  cause  of  accident  Is  collision  be- 
tween automobiles  traveling  in  the  opposite  direction.  Under 
the  modem  highway  system  that  just  cannot  occur,  because 
there  is  a  medial  line  of  parking  down  the  center  which 
divides  approaching  streams  of  traffic,  so  that  head-on  col- 
lisions are  not  possible. 

Then,  uitdcr  the  modem  highway  system  the  pedestrian 
is  not  allowed  to  be  on  the  right-hand  side  of  the  road,  or 
cars  parked  there,  or  any  other  object  or  person  there  with 
which  a  car  can  colUde. 

Mr.  President,  that  leaves  just  one  major  kind  of  accident 
possible,  and  that  is  a  rear-end  collision,  or  sideswipe  of 
cars  going  in  the  same  direction  when  one  is  attempting  to 
pass  the  other.  The  great  proportion  of  that  kind  of  acci- 
dents occur  on  narrow,  winding,  improperly  graded  roads, 
and  when  two  or  three  broad  lanes  of  traffic  are  built,  that 
type  of  collision  becomes  much  rarer. 

E:ngineers  in  California  took  some  of  the  most  dangerous 
places  in  our  highway  systems,  watched  them  for  2  or  3 
years,  and  then  proceeded  to  build  superhighways,  and  the 
accidents  almost  passed  out  of  the  picture. 

I  desire  to  say  to  the  distinguished  Junior  Senator  from 
New  York  (Mr.  MxadI.  who  does  me  the  honor  to  listen  to 
what  I  am  saying,  that  Dr.  Miller  McClintock.  one  of  the 
noted  experts,  says  that  on  the  modem  highways  now  being 
built  in  New  York  City,  the  accident  rate  has  been  reduced 
to  a  minimum,  and  anyone  who  has  traveled  upon  those  fine 
new  highways  realizes  how  very  safe  highways  may  become. 

At  this  point  in  my  address  may  I  divert  to  express  my 
deep  obligation  to  Dr.  Miller  McClintock  for  the  valued 

advice  and  courteous  assistance  he  has  rendered  me  in  con- 
nection with  superhighway  investigation. 
One  traffic  expert  said  to  me: 

It  does  not  make  any  difference  whether  we  build  these  super- 
highways or  not;  we  are  going  to  pay  for  them  anyway,  and  we  are 
going  to  pay  far  more  for  them  if  we  don't  build  them  than  if  we  do. 

And  I  think  that  statement  accurately  states  the  issue. 

I  supptose  there  is  no  Senator  present  who  can  look  forward 
with  any  tranquility  to  the  day  when  this  armament  boom 
has  ended  and  our  national  debt  has  increased  to  sixty-flve 
billion  or  seventy-five  billion  dollars.  Before  ever  this  war 
burden  was  placed  upon  us  our  annual  deficit  was  running 
something  over  $3,000,000,000  a  year,  largely  for  unemploy- 
ment relief,  W.  P.  A.,  and  similar  projects.  I  suppose  every 
Senator  present  will  concede  that  for  the  next  few  years,  if 
things  continue  as  they  are,  the  Federal  deficits  will  run 
billions  of  dollars  beyond  that,  and  that  we  shall  emerge 
from  this  crisis  with  the  national  solvency  imperiled,  with 
our  banks  and  insurance  companies  loaded  with  Federal 
bonds — loaded  with  bonds  which  a  collapsing  economy  can- 
not ever  hope  to  repay. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  were  operating  our  farms  and  fac- 
tories at  full  capacity,  almost  any  burden  on  our  great  wealth 
would  be  light  indeed.  But  with  10.000.000  persons  wholly 
unemployed,  and  as  many  more  partially  employed,  the  day 
will  come,  unless  this  problem  is  realistically  met,  when  na- 
tional credit  will  fail,  and  with  it  will  come  the  collapse  of 
our  banks  and  insurance  companies,  and  what  lies  beyond 
that  I  have  no  desire  to  prophesy. 

Perhaps  certain  Senators  who  are  present  are  thinking. 
Yes;  but  you  are  suggesting  a  far  greater  debt  to  build 
our  highways.  Where  is  the  distinction?  I  point  out  to 
them  that  In  building  our  highways  we  are  creating  an 
asset  worth  many  times  what  it  costs  us,  an  asset  which  in 
money  returns  alone.  If  you  want  to  put  It  on  a  toll-road 
basis,  would  carry  the  investment  and  amortize  the  debt 
itself. 

Assimie  you  are  a  banker,  and  a  farmer  comes  to  you 
seeking  to  borrow  money  to  feed  his  children,  or  to  buy 
shotgun  shells  to  shoot  at  his  neighbor,  you  then  would  be 
confronted  with  a  different  problem  than  if  the  farmer 
wanted  to  put  In  some  crop  for  which  he  would  have  a 
market,  and  from  which  he  could  make  the  profits  that 
would  pay  off  the  debt. 


Mr.  President,  I  say  that  not  only  can  we  afford  to  make 
this  investment — we  cannot  afford  not  to  make  it. 

Mr.  BYRD.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  WnxY  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Virginia? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRD.  What  would  be  the  cost  of  the  Senator's  pro- 
posed highways? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  I  might  state  to  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia that  the  bill  Is  so  drawn  that  we  would  engage  in  such 
superhighway  construction  as  would  result  in  the  total  em- 
ployment of  all  our  people.  Of  course,  the  amount  that 
we  would  spend  and  the  number  of  srears  it  would  take  to 
build  the  highway  system  would  depend  upon  the  number 
of  laborers  that  would  be  otherwise  employed  in  industry. 
To  rebuild  the  whole  highway  system  of  America  in  finest 
form,  according  to  the  traffic  experts,  would  take  $100.- 
000.000.000.  At  10  years'  building,  that  would  be  $10,- 
000,000,000  a  year. 

I  do  not  Imow  whether  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Virginia  was  present  at  the  time  I  referred  to  the  subject 
or  not.  but  I  pointed  out  that  with  the  national  Income  from 
1850  to  1890  averaging  about  10  percent  what  it  does  now, 
we  assumed  just  about  as  great  a  burden,  considering  interest 
charges,  in  building  the  railroads,  as  would  be  InN'Olved 
in  building  the  superhighways. 

I  do  not  know  what  portion  of  my  argtiment  the  distin- 
guished Senator  has  heard,  but  I  may  say  to  him  that  our 
noted  traffic  experts  say  that  there  would  be  a  money  return 

of  very  large  amount  upon  the  very  finest  kind  of  highways 
that  we  could  build. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Did  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  $100,000,- 
000,000  ? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  One  hundred  billion  dollars;  that  is  cor- 
rect. 

Mr.  BYRD.  The  Senator  proposes  to  rebuild  all  the  high- 
ways, not  only  the  superhighways,  but  all  the  public  roads 
in  America? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Yes;  that  Is  correct.  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  preater  amount  of  money  would  be  sp^nt  in  the  cities, 
such  as  Washington.  D.  C.  New  Ybrk,  Los  Angeles.  Chicago, 
and  St.  Louis,  for  in  our  cities  75  to  80  percent  of  the  auto- 
mobile traffic  now  occurs. 

Mr.  MEAD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MEAD.  The  Senator  no  doubt  has  in  mind,  and  Is 
motivated  by  a  desire  to  utilize  the  Nation's  idle  manpower 
in  what  might  be  termed  self-liquidating  projects? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MEAD.  And  he  visualizes  a  saving  in  the  use  of  the 
new  highways  over  the  use  of  the  present  highways,  together 
with  an  increased  efficiency  In  our  Nation's  economy,  which 
would  offset  the  cost  of  this  particular  investment? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MEAD.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Nation  faces  what 
might  be  termed  a  defense  emergency,  and  because  we  have 
been  accelerating  highway  traffic,  and  traffic  by  air  even  to 
the  extent  of  subsidies  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  does 
not  the  Senator  believe  that  it  would  be  beneficial,  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  United  States  Government,  to  put  the  rail- 
roads of  the  United  States  in  the  very  best  possible  condition, 
because  if  the  railroads  had  the  latest  In  railroad  equipment. 
If  they  had  the  most  efficient  and  most  economical  service  and 
equipment,  and  If  they  had  modernized  roadbeds,  it  would  not 
only  be  helpful  to  national  defense,  but  it  would  take  a  large 
volume  of  traffic  off  the  present  highways  of  the  United 
States? 

Unless  we  do  something  "for  the  railroads,  unless  we  make 
it  less  difficult  for  them  to  equip  the  roads  with  modernized 
trains,  we  will  divert  more  and  more  traffic  to  the  highways, 
and  in  that  way  we  will  hurt  the  railroads,  injuring  our 
chances  for  the  most  efficient  possible  defense,  and  we  will 
put  a  heavier  burden  of  cost  upon  otu:  Nation's  hlghwajrs.  . 
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I  believe  that  In  the  Senator's  plan  some  thought  should  be 
given  to  the  modernization  of  our  railroads.  They  are  in  bad 
economic  and  financial  straits  at  present.  If  they  could 
modernize  and  improve  their  equipment,  they  would  lighten 
the  load  on  the  highways.  But  if  they  continue  as  at  present, 
they  will  lose  constantly  the  trade  that  really  should  be  left 
with  them. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President.  I  am  in  total  agreement 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  from  New  York  when  he  states 
that  in  any  solution  of  our  transportation  problem  the  rail- 
roads, and  the  railroad  workers,  must  be  taken  into  account, 
and  that  it  would  only  be  common  sense  to  use  them  to  the 
highest  efficiency  in  order  to  relieve  our  transportation. 

Let  me,  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  that  if  he  will  go 
along  on  this  plan  to  end  all  imemployment  in  the  United 
States,  he  will  create  such  a  volume  of  prosperity  through  the 
transportation  of  increased  numbers  of  passengers  and 
freight  that  the  railroads  will  immediately  become  highly 
prosperous. 

In  connection  with  this  I  should  like  to  develop  exactly 
what  would  happen  in  the  event  we  should  go  into  a  great 
program  of  highway  building.  Probably  not  more  than  four 
or  five  million  of  our  unemployed — principally  unskilled 
workers — would  be  required  to  rebuild  the  highway  system 
of  America  in  the  next  10  years.  However,  their  wages  in 
every  community  would  create  such  added  purchasing  power 
all  over  the  United  States  that  full  employment  would  result. 
New  workers  would  give  new  business  to  retail  merchants. 
The  farmers  would  have  a  larger  market.  Dentists  and  doc- 
tors would  have  increased  clientele.  The  motion-picture 
theaters,  the  hotels,  and  the  railroads  would  have  more 
customers. 

Defjartment  of  Commerce  experts  have  stated  to  me  that 
the  employment  of  four  or  five  million  workers  on  highway 
projects  would  probably  be  sufficient  to  "prime  the  pump"  so 
that  total  employment  would  be  attained.  At  the  present 
time  every  cotton-growing  Southern  State  faces  supreme  dis- 
aster, because  in  all  probability  the  cotton  market  of  the 
South,  heretofore  found  in  foreign  nations,  is  gone.  Ordi- 
narily in  a  normal  market  we  in  the  United  States  have  con- 
sumed about  8  000,000  bales  of  cotton  a  year.  We  annually 
try  to  export  around  four  or  five  or  six  million  bales:  and. 
of  course,  as  every  Senator  knows,  we  have  had  tremendous 
difficulty  in  doing  that.  Senators  from  the  South  tell  me 
that  a  bleak  future  faces  their  people  l)ecause  of  the  failing 
foreign  cotton  market. 

The  distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Georgia  I  Mr. 
George),  who  knows  much  more  alwut  the  cotton  situa- 
tion than  do  most  of  us.  has  told  me  that  he  believes  that 
if  the  national  income  could  be  increased  by  50  percent, 
cotton  consumption  in  the  Nation  would  be  increased  by  the 
same  amount,  and  that  alone  would  immediately  create 
prosperity  in  the  South.  We  are  now  consuming  8,000.000 
bales  of  cotton  a  year.  If  the  American  people  could  con- 
sume 12.000.000  bales  a  year,  we  could  immediately  lift  our 
Southern  States  into  security  and  prosperity. 

Some  Senators  probably  wonder  how  that  can  be  done. 
I  wond^  how  we  can  fail  to  do  it  with  half  our  population 
lacking' sufficient  bedding,  rugs,  clothes,  and  other  products 
of  raw  cotton.  Of  course,  we  can  do  it.  If  we  do  not  do 
It.  heaven  help  the  South  in  the  years  to  come. 

I  see  one  of  the  distingixished  Senators  from  the  South, 
who  knows  much  more  about  cotton  than  I  do.  I  invite 
his  discussion  of  this  particular  problem  at  any  time  he 
desires.  I  wish  to  say  to  him  that  the  analysis  I  am  now 
giving  came  from  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  I  Mr.  George  1 .  When  we  successfully  find  a  market 
for  4.000.000  bales  of  cotton  abroad,  what  are  the  results, 
as  compared  with  the  domestic  consumption  of  that  addi- 
tional amount? 

Well,  the  article  manufactured  from  the  raw  cotton  is 
worth  from  10  to  20  times  as  much  as  the  raw  cotton 
itself.  Take  a  17-pound  cotton  rug.  At  10  cents  a  pound. 
to  make  the  calculation  easy,  the  cotton  in  the  rug  is  worth 
$1.70.  but  the  rug  may  cost  at  retail  $15.  $25.  or  $30,  the 


added  price  going  to  the  textile  mills  of  America,  to  the 
retail  merchants,  to  the  railroads  and  to  other  business- 
men and  workers. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  foolish  beyond 
description  to  struggle  to  find  abroad  a  market  for  our 
cotton,  which  our  own  people  desp)erately  need. 
Mr.  CHAVEZ.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  In  line  with  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  California,  and  speaking  only  from  what  I  know  about 
my  State,  if  the  children  of  the  United  States,  as  well  as  the 
Edults,  were  able  to  obtain  only  the  food  which  nature  re- 
quires, we  should  have  no  surplus  of  wheat  and  foodstuffs  in 
the  United  States.  I  am  speaking  advisedly,  from  what  I 
know  about  New  Mexico.  Many  of  the  people  are  not  getting 
sufficient  bread  and  other  foodstuffs  actually  to  keep  body  and 
soul  together. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  know  that  what  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico  says  is  true;  and  I  l)elieve  distinguished 
Senators  from  the-  South  will  agree  with  me  when  I  make  the 
statement  that  from  75  to  80  percent  of  their  own  people  do 
not  have  the  cotton  products  they  should  have.  What  a  night- 
mare world  we  live  in.  with  boundless  fertility,  energetic  labor, 
and  a  devoted  people.  We  struggle,  we  strive,  we  plough  un- 
der, we  subsidize,  we  waste,  and  destroy  farm  products  for 
which  at  least  one-third  of  the  American  people  are  hungry. 
As  I  recall,  one  of  the  distinguished  southern  Senators  told 
me  a  few  months  ago  that  the  overwhelming  proportion  of 
the  people  in  the  South  have  nowhere  near  the  amount  of 
cotton  products  they  need  and  could  utilize. 

Mr.  President,  I  could  have  better  referred  to  my  own 
State  of  California  where  year  after  year  there  has  been  a 
waste  of  farm  products  and  factory  capacity  that  should 
cause  every  American  heart  to  despair.  I  remember  at  one 
time  I  was  so  juvenile  and  indiscreet  as  to  own  some  beau- 
tiful orchards  producing  peaches  for  canning.  Oh,  we  suc- 
cessfully grew  a  most  beautiful  and  bountiful  crop,  but  year 
after  year,  under  agreement  with  the  other  orchard  owners, 
we  knocked  one-half  the  fruit  off  the  trees,  and  very  often 
could  not  successfully  market  even  what  was  left.  I  would 
go  into  the  great  cities  of  the  United  States  and  find  that 
probably  not  20  percent  of  the  people  in  those  cities  ever 
tasted  a  canned  peach  except  as  a  matter  of  special  treat 
and  on  rare  occasions. 

So  it  is  all  over  the  United  States.  In  every  great  rural 
region  tremendous  problems  arise  from  the  production  of 
bountiful  crops  in  the  fertile  soil  which  nature  has  given  us. 
Those  crops  we  waste  and  destroy;  we  make  but  little  real 
effort  to  give  the  American  people  a  decent  buying  power  so 
that  they  may  enjoy  the  products  of  their  farms  and 
factories. 

The  economists  of  this  Nation,  starting  with  the  assump- 
tion that  we  are  now  producing  about  $70,000,000,000  of 
wealth  annually,  state  that,  if  we  had  complete  employment 
and  a  full  market  for  our  farm  and  factory  products  we 
could  step  up  the  national  income  to  at  least  $110,000.- 
000,000  within  a  few  years  time.  Do  not  think  there  would 
be  any  great  effort  involved  in  doing  that.  All  that  would 
be  necessary  would  be  to  give  the  farmer  and  the  factory 
proprietor  a  market,  and  from  farms  now  being  cultivated, 
from  factories  now  in  operation,  from  railroads  now  running, 
from  labor  wanting  desperately  to  work  that  $110,000,000,000 
of  wealth  would  flow. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
California  yield?  ^ 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  have  this  thought,  which  is  based  on 
practical  everyday  knowledge:  The  average  family  in  the 
cotton-growing  section  of  the  Southeast — I  do  not  speak  of 
cotton-growing  sections  of  the  Senator's  State  of  California 
and  other  States — could  use  on  the  basis  of  the  retail  mar- 
ket an  additional  $100  in  value  of  cotton  products  per  an- 
num and  would  not  be  oversupplied  in  any  single  particular. 
I  know  that  to  be  true  in  my  State,  and  I  believe  it  to  be 
true  in  every  Southeastern  State. 
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There  arc  in  the  United  States  somewhat  m^e  than 
2.000,000  cotton  growers,  but,  in  round  nimibers.  Ifet  us  say 
there  are  2,000.000.  I  am  satisfied  that  on  the  basis  of  the 
retail  prices  paid  for  cotton  products  every  single  family  unit 
could  well  use  and  actually  needs  an  average  of  at  least  $100 
additional  for  their  supply  of  various  cotton  products  which 
must  foe  used  In  the  home. 

I  think  the  Senator  is  entir^y  right  also  with  respect  to 
another  matter  which  seems  to  me  to  be  fundamental.  The 
real  wealth  of  the  NaUon  is  the  employed  time  of  the  men 
and  women  who  work;  it  is  the  time  employed  in  making 
goods  and  providing  services.  After  all,  that  is  the  real 
wealth  of  any  people;  and  when  any  considerable  number 
of  people  are  idle,  tremendous  actual  wealth  goes  to  waste, 
or.  to  put  it  the  other  way,  potential  waste  that  might  be 
avoided  by  increasing  the  actual  wealth  of  the  country. 

It  may  seem  to  those  who  do  not  live  in  the  South  and 
who  are  not  familiar  with  the  conditions  there  somewhat  cf 
an  overstatement,  yet  I  do  not  know  of  a  single  county  in 
my  State  where  the  families  could  not  on  the  average  use, 
without  being  oversupplied  but  only  reasonably  supplied,  an 
additional  $100  worth  of  cotton  goods  and  cotton  products 
based  on  the  retail  price  for  such  products. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia 5rield  there? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  wondering  why  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  confines  his  suggestion  merely  to  cotton-growing 
families  In  the  South?  Why  does  his  statement.not  apply  to 
the  whole  Nation? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  think  it  does. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Why  is  It  not  true  that  the  same  statement 
the  Senator  has  made  in  regard  to  the  ordinary  cotton-grow- 
ing famUy  applies  to  every  other  ordinary  family  in  the  United 
SUtes? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  In  my  opinion,  it  does,  but  I  was  speaking 
of  the  Southeast,  because  I  have  such  an  intimate  knowledge 
of  conditions  there.  All  my  life  I  have  known  families,  both 
white  and  colored,  living  on  cotton  farms,  and  I  know  that 
actual  need,  on  a  reasonable  basis  of  comfort,  would  increase 
'their  purchases  of  cotton  products  by  $100  a  year  if  they  had 
the  purchasing  power  with  which  to  secure  those  products. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  grateful  for 
the  comment  of  the  distingiiished  Senator  from  Greorgla, 
who  speaks  with  such  authority  In  this  particular  problem. 
I  should  like  at  this  time  to  say  that  he  has  so  often  and 
so  consistently  helped  me  with  advice  and  counsel  that  I  am 
under  a  very  great  detrt  of  gratitude  to  him.  I  likewise  am 
Tery  happy  to  hear  the  very  distinguished  Senator  from 
Nebraska  make  the  comment  he  did.  I  think  that  kind  of 
comment,  coming  from  him,  means  a  great  deal,  much  more 
than  if  it  came  from  myself. 

Mr.  President,  before  considering  the  tremendous  Increase 
of  Federal  receipts  that  would  come  If  we  had  full  employ- 
ment and  a  total  Income  in  this  Nation,  I  wish  to  point  out 
the  tremendous  waste  that  comes  from  unemplojrment. 

During  the  last  10  years  the  Federal  Government  has 
spent  at  least  $3,000,000,000  a  year  for  unemployment  relief, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  States,  cities,  and  counties 
have  spent  ih  excess  of  a  hiUlon  dollars  more  every  year 
because  of  unemployment. 

General  employment  would  do  away  with  this  corrupting, 
devitalizing,  unhappy  relief  spending.  General  employment 
would  thus  save  our  governmental  agencies  at  least  $4,000,- 
000.000  annually. 

But  we  have  another  tremendous  saving  both  In  human 
material  and  In  money  that  total  employment  Would  bring. 
Do  you  know  where  the  criminals  of  our  Nation  come  from? 
They  come  chiefly  from  the  unemployed  youth  of  America. 
Yes,  the  imemployed  boys  of  America  are  the  principal  bsnc- 
flclaries  of  our  penitentiaries  today;  and,  on  the  most  con- 
servative figures,  the  cost  of  crime  springing  from  the  unem- 
ployment of  men  is  at  least  another  $3,000,000,000  a  year. 

Mr.  President,  sometimes  tills  American  picture  seems 
almost  like  a  nightmare.    We  are  willing  to  spend  billions 


upon  boys  in  the  penitentiary,  billions  In  devitalizing  and 
pauperizing  persons  on  relief,  but  we  are  not  willing  to  put  our 
unemployed  to  work  on  great  social  projects  such  as  highway 
building,  which  everybody  in  America  agrees  we  ought  to  have. 

Mr.  President,  In  a  few  days  this  Chamber  will  ring  with 
argument  over  another  tax  bill,  another  appropriation  bill. 
Then  we  shall  begin  to  figure  one  of  two  ways  by  wliich  we 
can  get  the  money  to  arm  ourselves.  One  way  will  be  to  bor- 
row it,  and  the  other  will  be  to  tax  our  citizens  more.  I  doubt 
if  there  will  be  one  statement  from  the  White  House  or  one 
statement  in  Congress  to  the  effect  that  we  had  better  get 
increased  Federal  receipts  from  emplojring  our  people  and 
increasing  the  income  of  the  Nation.  I  pray  that  I  am  wrong, 
because  increased  taxes  and  increased  borrowing  with  our 
present  national  income  will  but  precipitate  us  further  and 
further  along  the  road  to  some  great  abyss.  But,  Mr.  E*resi- 
dent,  imder  a  capitalistic  economy  the  national  income  pro- 
ceeds from  the  sale  of  the  products  of  the  laborer,  the  farmer, 
the  factory  proprietor,  the  professional,  and  businessman. 
Whenever  we  fully  utilize  the  wealth  and  labor  of  this  coun- 
try we  shall  increase  our  Federal  receipts  to  such  an  extent 
that  we  shall  not  know  what  to  do  with  the  money.  We  liave 
Uved  under  tliis  complex  of  poverty  so  long  that  it  is  beyond 
our  comprehension  that  we  are  the  wealthiest  people  of  all 
time,  and  all  we  have  to  do  is  to  operate  our  farms  and  fac- 
tories at  full  capacity,  and  every  governmental  agency  in  the 
United  States  will  be  deluged  with  an  income  beyond  what  it 
can  utilize. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  duplicate  placards  on  each  side  of 
the  Senate  Cliamber.  Those  placards  were  prepared  for  me 
by  the  Government  Printing  Office,  and  I  am  sure  you  will 
admit  that  they,  at  least,  did  a  first-class  Job.  The  first  two 
rows  of  figures  are  taken  from  a  Treasury  report  issued  last 
year,  showing  the  Federal  tax  receipts  which  would  accrue 
from  a  national  income  of  $70,000,000,000  and  of  $90,000,- 
000.000.  The  $110,000,000,000  is  my  own  extension,  which  is 
undoubtedly  too  conservative,  because  I  showed  only  the  same 
Increase  from  ninety  to  one  hundred  and  ten  billion  dollars 
that  occurred  from  seventy  to  ninety  billion  dollars,  while, 
as  you  will  note,  the  rate  of  increase  is  accelerated. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  a  single  economist  or  Indus- 
trialist in  the  United  States  who  will  not  admit  that  with 
total  emplosmient  within  3  or  4  years  we  could  produce  a 
national  income  of  $110,000,000,000.  Mr.  Wlllkie,  who  is  sup-  "  ^ 
posed  to  be  a  conservative,  recently  proclaimed  that  in  4 
years  he  could  Increase  the  national  income  to  $150,000,000,- 
000.  I  rather  think  Mr.  Willkie  was  somewhat  overoptimlstic. 
but  I  am  glad  he  made  that  statement,  anj'way,  because  It  " 
points  out  how  very  conservative  is  my  figtire  of  $110  000- 
000,000.  '      ' 

Mr.  President,  those  figures  have  been  submitted  to  several 
statisticians  and  economists  in  Washington,  and  none  of 
them  would  deny  their  validity.  What  do  they  show?  They 
show  that  on  the  tax  rates  which  existed  before  the  last  tax 
bill,  and  on  a  national  income  of  $70,000,000,000,  our  Federal 
receipts  run  to  $6,000,000,000:  but  if  we  could  step  up  the 
national  income  to  $110,000,000,000  we  would  have  Federal 
tax  receipts  of  $15,200,000,000,  or  over  $9,000,000,000  more 
than  our  present  receipts.  Let  me  likewise  point  out,  Mr. 
President,  that  our  States,  cities,  and  counties  by  that  same 
flow  of  wealth  coming  from  general  employment  would  in- 
crease their  tax  revenues  by  two  or  three  billion  dollars 
more.  It  is  certain,  Mr.  President,  the  Federal  Government 
could  have  plenty  of  money  if  we  had  prosperity  in  this  Nation. 

Mr.  President.  I  suppose  everybody  will  admit  that  tiie 
reason  why  we  have  not  developed  a  great  air  force  and  a 
larger  Army  up  to  the  present  time  was  that  we  were  going  so 
heavily  into  debt  that  we  did  not  dare  to  spend  the  money. 
All  of  us  knew  the  war  picture  in  Germany  2  and  3  years 
ago.  Ambassador  Bullitt  and  Ambassador  Kennedy  told  us 
the  whole  story  almost  two  y.ears  ago,  and  many  of  the 
Senators  on  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  wanted  to  start 
right  then  upon  rebuilding  and  strengthening  our  Army  and 
air  force.  Why  did  we  not  do  It?  We  are  just  too  poor. 
With  the  greatest  factories  and  technicians  in  the  world,  able 
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physically  to  pour  out  endless  streams  of  muniiions,  we  were 
Just"toa*oor! 

Mr.  Presidt'nt.  I  have  heard  the  distinguished  senior  Sen- 
ator from" Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  state  at  least  twice 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  his  solemn  opinion  that  our  capi- 
tahstic  economy  cannot  endure  the  burden  of  increasing 
armament,  and  that  we  shall  crash  within  the  next  few 
years.  I  have  heard  Senator  after  Senator  repeat  the  same 
thing  in  the  cloakrooms,  that  our  capitalistic  economy  is 
doomed  to  destruction  with  this  ever-increasing  debt  and  the 
increasing  burden  of  armament  now  thrown  upon  us.  I  take 
it  that  almost  every  Senator  must  look  forward  with  gloomy 
apprehension  if  we  are  to  have  a  great  army  of  unemployed 
and  a  continued  national  income  of  only  $70,000,000,000. 
~"*-\Ten  years  ago  this  Nation  was  producing  a  national  income 
greater  than  we  are  producing  today.  There  is  not  an 
economist  who  will  not  admit  our  ability,  by  increasing  capi- 
tal and  invention,  to  have  increased  our  national  income 
from  three  to  fou/  billion  dollars  a  year.  Over  the  past  10 
years  we  could  have  built  up  our  inccme  from  the  $100.- 
000.000.000  we  could  have  produced  10  years  ago  to  $125,- 
000.000.000  or  $150,000,000,000.  But  instead  of  increasing 
from  the  potential  hundred  billion  of  10  years  ago  we  are 
now  down  to  about  seventy  billion. 

What  is  going  to  happen  in  the  next  10  years?  Is  there 
one  plan,  is  there  one  program,  is  there  one  hope  for  the 
American  people  for  what  lies  beyond  this  temporary  arma- 
ment boom?    If  so.  I  do  not  know  what  it  is. 

The  figures  now  indicate  that  we  are  not  doing  as  well  as 
we  were  doing  10  years  ago.  We  are  complacent;  we  boast 
of  what  we  have  done,  but  the  sheer,  cold  fact  is — taking  the 
conservative  figures  of  Brookings  Institution — that  10  years 
ago  we  had  a  possible,  practical  capacity  of  a  hundred  bil- 
lion, and  now  we  are  down  to  seventy  billion,  and  our  only 
^  hope  of  relief  is  to  pour  out  billions  upon  billions  in  the  pro- 
duction of  armaments  and  destructive  materials  with  which 
to  defend  ourselves  or  attack  other  people. 

Mr.  President,  this  discussion  could  be  continued  over  many 

more  hours,  because  it  is  an  immense  field.    But  I  shall  con- 

'clude.     I  shall  not  call  up  my  amendment  for  vote  today; 

,1  shall  call  it  up  some  time  next  week.     Of  course,  I  deeply 

"Vegret  that  more  Senators  have  not  been  here  to  consider  the 

facts  and  figures  to  which  I  have  called  attention,  but  I  do 

deeply   appreciate   the   attention   of   those   who   have   been 

present. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
— MjvXKDWNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  was  absent  during  one  portion  of  the 
Senator's  discussion,  and  I  will  not  impose  on  him  if  he  has 
covered  what  1  am  about  to  inquire  abcut;  but  I  was  con- 
cerned ih  a  statement  made  a  few  days  ago  that  the  Army 
and  Navy  Departments,  or  the  national-defense  establish- 
^  ments.  Is  constructing  tanks  to  weigh  20  tons.  40  tons,  50  tons, 
and  that  there  are  some  in  contemplation  which  will  weigh 
as  high  as  70  tons.-  I  think  none  of  the  latter  class  are  being 
constructed,  but  specifications  have  been  drawn  for  them,  and 
it  is  only  a  question  of  time  before  they  will  be  in  the  course 
of  construction. 

As  an  observer,  and  one  who  travels^  the  highways  cc- 
caslonally,  I  should  like  to  ask  this  question:  In  the  view 
of  the  Senator,  would  any  of  the  present  bridges  and  high- 
ways stand  use  by  a  truck  or  a  tank  weighing  50  tons  or 
70  tons,  would  the  bridges  hold  them,  are  the  tunnels  wide 
enough  and  high  enough,  and  is  the  concrete  of  the  hard- 
surfaced  roads  sufficient  in  strength  to  support  them?  If 
not,  would  it  not  be  better  that  we  construct  our  roads  to 
permit  of  use  by  these  tanks,  ard  is  that  not  a  part  of 
the  national  defense  we  should  consider  in  the  construction 
t)f  roads? 
vj  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  discussed  that  phase 
of  the  matter,  but  it  is  so  intimately  associated  in  my  mind 
with  national  preparedness,  that  I  thought  it  appropriate 
to  propound  the  question.  I  appreciate  the  opportunity  the 
Senator  affords  me. 


Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  grateful  for  the 
question  propounded  by  oiir  distinguished  candidate  for 
Vice  President,  if  I  may  address  him  in  that  way.  I  regret 
that  I  have  consumed  so  much  time  that  I  have  not  had 
the  opportunity  to  discuss  the  question  of  military  highways. 
I  think  the  implications  of  the  question  asked  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  can  be  answered  only  in  the  affirmative;  that 
is,  that  we  very  vitally  need  heavy,  modern,  far-reaching 
highways  for  proper  military  defense. 

As  I  have  said  in  my  investigations  on  highways.  I  have 
been  aided  by  the  advice  of  Dr.  Miller  McClintock.  noted 
road  engineer  and  traffic  expert.  I  have  several  quotations 
here  from  him.  but  I  will  read  merely  the  one  regarding  the 
need  of  superhighways  for  military  purposes.  Tltis  quota- 
tion is  from  a  letter  written  me  by  Dr.  Miller  McClintock: 

Many  critical  portions  of  the  trunk  highway  system  of  the 
Nation  and  almost  all  portions  of  principal  routes  of  travel  In 
urt>an  areas  are  now  congested.  In  fact,  many  of  the  more  Im- 
portant routes  are  quite  incapable  of  carrying  normal  civilian 
tralHc  with  even  tolerable  efficiency.  This  is  particularly  true  in 
the  dense  traffic  areas  of  the  Atlantic  seaboard.  One  cannot 
help  but  look  with  the  gravest  apprehension  to  the  conditions 
which  would  exist  in  the  case  of  the  necessity  for  large-scale 
evacuation  of  civilian  populations  or  the  necessity  to  move  with 
rapidity,  under  emergency  circumstances,  large  volumes  of  mili- 
tary traffic. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  essence  of  the  defense  program 
Is  the  creation  of  a  highly  mobile  defense  mechanism.  It  would 
be  nothmg  short  of  disastrous  to  fall  to  obtain  complete  assurance 
that  such  mobility  can  In  fact  be  achieved.  iJt  is  noteworthy  that 
Germany  keyed  its  military  machine  very  closely  to  the  func- 
tions of  a  Nation-wide  (autobahn)  system.  We  have  only  a  few 
miles  of  coirtparable  roadways  in  the  United  States. 

I  hope  that  is  an  answer  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WILEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Danaher  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEY.  I  think  I  have  heard  most  of  the  Senator's 
remarks,  and  the  thing  that  is  troubling  me  is  his  statennent 
that  if  we  build  highway^,  it  will  take  care  of  the  slack  of 
labor.  I  have  noticed  in  a  good  many  communities  where 
large  highway  expansion  has  been  undertaken  that  the 
projects  do  not  demand  the  amount  of  labor  one  would  think 
they  would  employ.  I  wonder  whether  the  Senator  has  ^one 
into  that  phase  of  the  subject.  In  other  words,  would  the 
labor  that  is  unemployed  turn  to  the  highways?  Would  those 
laborers  do  the  work?  Would  that  kind  of  work  appeal  to 
them?  After  all,  in  order  to  get  the  income  the  S3nator  men- 
tions, we  have  to  get  the  people  back  to  work.  I  wonder 
whether  the  Senator  has  analjrzed  that  phase  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Yes;  I  have  thought  a  great  deal  about 
it  and  I  might  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  cer- 
tainly his  question  is  a  very  valuable  and  pointed  one.  I 
think  his  implication  Is  that,  due  to  great,  modern,  titanic 
machines,  we  would  not  employ  very  many  men  in  a  road- 
building  program.    Is  that  the  implication  of  the  question? 

Mr.  WILEY.    Partially  so. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    Or  that  men  would  not  desire  to  work? 

Mr.  WILEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  EXDWNEY.  I  might  say,  in  answer  to  the  last  ques- 
tion, as  I  stated  before,  around  every  projected  highway, 
around  every  cement  plant,  and  sand  and  gravel  plant, 
there  are  scores  and  hundreds  of  scores  of  men  desperate 
for  that  very  work.  Any  contractor  can  get  a  hundred 
unskilled  laborers  for  every  one  he  can  use. 

As  to  the  other  question,  there  is  indeed  a  great  moral  In 
the  Senator's  question — as  to  whether  or  not  a  great  road- 
building  program  could  absorb  the  lalwr  supply  in  this 
country.  Let  me  give  to  the  Senator  a  set  of  figures  to  sup- 
port the  implication  which  he  draws  from  his  question. 

In  the  United  States  in  the  last  few  years  we  have  built  5 
or  6  great  social  projects — Boulder  Dam.  Coulee,  Bonneville, 
the  great  project  in  the  Sacramento  Valley,  and  the  greatest 
of  all,  due  largely  to  the  energy  and  outstanding  leadership 
of   the  senior   Senator  from  Nebraska    I  Mr.  NorrisI.  the 
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T.  V.  A.,  and,  In  addition,  the  great  San  Francisco  bridges. 
Those  are  tremendous  projects.  But  all  those  projects  to- 
gether did  not  employ  together  a  total  of  over  50,000  men, 
over  an  average  period  of  4  or  5  years. 

On  these  questions  I  have  often  consulted  with  Mr.  Kaiser, 
of  San  Francisco,  one  of  our  greatest  contractors  there,  who 
has  constructed  over  a  thousand  miles  of  highway  and  has 
been  associated  with  the  building  of  most  of  the  great  projects 
in  the  West. 

One  time  I  expressed  to  him  my  opinion  of  the  great  projects 
he  had  helped  to  build.  He  replied,  "Compared  to  what  our 
labor  and  machines  could  build  they  amount  to  very  little." 
He  is  strongly  sold  on  beginning  great  superhighway  projects 
In  every  city,  iq  every  rural  region,  in  every  State  in  the  Union. 

What  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  must  understand  is  that 
the  rebuilding  of  our  highways  means  largely  the  rebuilding 
of  our  cities.  The  traffic  experts  are  in  despair  when  men 
say.  "Let  us  tear  down  our  slums  and  build  modem  apart- 
ment houses." 

The  say,  "In  the  name  of  reason,  no;  tear  down  the  slums, 
yes;  but  u.'^e  the  vacant  land  for  rights-of-way  and  parking 
spaces  and  depots." 

By  highway  building  we  could  reconstruct  America  by  the 
power  of  modem  machinery.  Through  the  full  use  of  our 
idle  we  could  approach  this  civilization  of  which  our  fore- 
fathers dreamed.  What  the  Senator  points  out,  the  tre- 
mendous power  of  modern  machinery,  merely  means  that  we 
can  construct  more  of  these  projects,,  and  not  that  we  could 
not  fully  employ  our  Idle. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  able  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Regretting  that  I  have  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  hear  the  entire  statement  of  the  able  Senator  from 
California,  I  certainly  agree  with  what  he  has  just  said. 

I  wish  to  remind  Senators  that,  as  a  companion  bill  to 
that  introduced  by  J.  Buell  Snyder,  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
Introduced  a  bill  for  superhighways  in  this  country,  a  bill 
which  would  employ  large  numbers  of  men.  I  think  these 
bousing  projects  and  these  road  projects  that  the  able  Sen- 
ator is  now  mentioning  will  need  our  attention  in  the  not- 
distant  future,  and  we  had  better  take  heed  before  it  is  too 
late.  Milhons  of  men  must  be  employed.  Unemployment 
must  be  cured;  It  must  be  solved.  We  cannot  permit  these 
awful  conditions  of  ill-housed,  ill-fed,  and  ill-clothed  people 
to  continue.  If  we  do  so  we  may  imperil  the  very  existence 
of  this  great  democracy,  inherited  by  us  from  the  foimders  and 
fathers  of  this  mighty  Republic. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  for  his  contribution,  and  I  want  all  Senators  to 
know  that,  of  course,  I  claim  no  credit  or  pride  of  authorship 
in  this  matter.  Many  Senators  and  Representatives  and  in- 
numerable leaders  all  over  the  United  States  have  thought 
and  worked  and  propagandized  for  these  great  highways  long 
before  I  was  ever  a  himable  laborer  in  that  vineyard,  and  I 
know  that  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has  long  been  one 
of  the  outstanding  champions  of  superhighway  building. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  point? 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  always  been  interested  In  the  high- 
way problem,  and  I  am  very  much  Interested  in  the  Senator's 
ideas  about  It. 

The  Senator  will  recall  that  last  year  I  introduced  and  se- 
cured the  passage  of  a  bill  through  the  Senate  providing  for 
the  lending  of  money  for  various  sorts  of  projects.  It  was 
known  as  the  lending  bill,  but  its  enemies  dubbed  it  the  "lend- 
Ing-spendlng  biU."  That  bill  was  never  acted  on  in  the  House, 
but  before  It  left  the  Senate,  the  Senate  struck  out  a  very 
modest  provision  for  at  least  some  experimenting  in  the  ques- 
tion of  superhighways. 

The  entire  expense  called  for  was  not  even  to  be  borne  by 
the  Federal  Government,  but  the  measure  provided  for  loans 
to  States  and  cities  and  counties  to  enable  them  to  embark 
upon  the  construction  of  some  superhighways  in  congested 


parts  of  the  country.  In  the  hearings  and  on  the  floor  the 
question  of  Chicago  was  specifically  discussed;  also  Baltimore, 
New  York.  St.  Louis,  and  other  large  centers  in  this  country 
where  there  Is  undoubtedly  congestion.  The  Senate  at  that 
time  was  not  even  willing  to  provide  for  loaning  money  to 
States  to  enable  them  to  buy  the  rights-of-way,  or  to  engage 
in  the  improvement  of  these  roads.  Hie  bill  went  on  to  the 
House,  and  received  no  attention  there— even  that  part  of  It 
that  was  left. 

I  mention  that  not  only  to  show  my  interest  In  what  the 
Senator  has  said,  and  his  view  on  it,  but  to  show  how  difScult 
it  is  for  us  to  make  even  a  modest  beginning  in  such  a 
program. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  express  my  ap- 
preciation of  the  liberalism  and  the  leadership  of  our  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Kentucky.  I  know  that  he  certainly 
has  carried  the  torch  in  legislation  of  this  kind.  I  very  well 
recall  his  bill,  both  in  the  committee  and  in  the  Senate,  and 
the  Senator  will  recall  that  I  supported  him  In  the  committee, 
and  while  he  asked  for  only  a  mere  half  billion,  or  a  billion 
dollars — since  I  supported  him  then,  I  think  he  ought  to  sup- 
port my  proposal  for  $100,000,000,000.  That  Is  not  very  much 
more. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  that;  but  that  reminds  me 
of  the  story  of  the  man  who  made  hash  in  a  restaurant,  by 
putting  In  half  horse  and  half  rabbit— one  horse  and  one 
rabbit.    [Laughter.] 

I  did  not  mention  that  to  indicate  my  position  with  respect 
to  the  Senator's  proposal.  Of  course,  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
difference  between  a  half  billion  dollars  and  $100,000,000,000. 

But  I  am  Interested,  and  I  think  the  country  is  going  to 
become  more  and  more  Interested  In  realizing  the  congestion 
upon  our  highways.  The  more  automobiles  we  have  and  the 
more  we  engage  in  the  necessary  national  defense  which  we 
all  visualize,  and  the  more  our  population  Increases,  the  more 
attention  we  must  give  to  the  problem  of  roads.  Now  and 
then  I  read  articles  contending  that  our  population  has  about 
reached  a  static  ^position,  and  Is  not  going  to  Increase  any 
more.  I  doubt  that  very  seriously  myself,  because  the  more  I 
travel  the  more  children  I  see.  I  do  not  think  any  race  sui- 
cide Is  being  Indulged  In  yet  In  this  country. 

The  more  these  various  elements  converge  to  Intensify  this 
problem,  the  more  these  people  and  the  American  Congress  aie 
going  to  be  compelled  to  devote  their  attention  to  some  reason- 
able solution  of  It.  It  cannot  be  done  In  cash.  We  all 
realize  now  that  large-scale  development,  either  public  or 
private,  caimot  generally  be  paid  out  of'cash  assets.  So  that 
some  rational  method  sooner  or  later — and  it  may  be  the 
sooner  the  better — must  be  devised  by  which  we  can  make  a 
beginning  toward  solving  this  tremendous  problem,  and  the 
Senator  from  California  has,  as  he  always  does,  made  a  very 
interesting  contribution  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  Interro- 
gate the  distinguished  leader  as  to  Just  what  he  meant  by  that 
remark  that  we  could  not  hope  to  pay  for  these  investments 
with  cash.  He  must  be  careful  or  he  will  ^d  himself  under 
the  scrutiny  of  the  Dies  committee.  I  do  not  know  what  be 
meant,  and  I  am  not  even  going  to  ask  him. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  is  no  secret  about  it.  I  mean  that 
we  must  borrow  part  of  it,  or  a  considerable  part  of  it,  prob- 
ably, and  provide  for  its  amortization  and  repasonent  over  a 
period  of  years. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.    I  misunderstood  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  we  were  able  to  adopt  the  Senator's 
program,  I  doubt  very  much  whether  we  could  pay  for  it  out 
of  pocket.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Senator  advocates 
that,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he  has  certain  very  well 
defined  views  upon  the  excess  savings  that  have  been  accu- 
mulated in  this  country.  Even  the  figures  that  the  Senator 
has  given  to  us  heretofore  would  not  be  sufficient  to  carry  out 
a  program  of  that  kind  by  pairing  cash. 

Mr.  DOWNEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  be  drawn 
into  any  discussion  at  this  late  hour  on  economics,  but  I 
might  say  that  many  of  the  outstanding  economists  of  the 


10(00 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


August  15 


Nation  say  that  over  the  next  10  years.  If  we  should  have  full 
prosperity,  we  would  have  approximately  $10,000,000,000  of 
capital  or  savings  coming  largely  from  the  individuals  of  the 
United  States,  for  which  there  would  be  no  outlet  in  resi- 
dential construction  or  capital  formation,  and  that  there 
would  be  approximately  $100,000,000,000  seeking  investment 
in  other  sources  over  10  years  of  prosperity. 

I  might  also  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky that  I  embodied  the  economic  figures  on  that  in  a  small 
bock  which  I  published  arid  heretofore  handed  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  and  I  hope  he  may  find  the  leisure  tp  read  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  conclude  merely  with  this  state- 
ment. Reverting  now  to  the  particular  measure  before  us, 
we  are  contemplating  the  possibility  that  cur  sovereign  Gov- 
ernment may  declare  to  the  youth  of  America  that  it  is  their 
obligation  In  peacetime  to  be  drafted  into  training  camps,  to 
prepare  them  for  military  service  in  the  eventuality  of  war. 
Regardless  otbow  we  may  feel  with  respect  to  this  particular 
bill.  I  hope  {hit  every  Senator  present  will  agree  with  me  in 
this  conclusion — that  in  thLs  complicated  mechanical  civili- 
zation of'^ours,  whenever  our  sovereign  Government  intends 
to  enforce  figainst  its  citizens  the  right  of  conscription  for 
military  training  In  peacetime,  certainly  that  Government 
ought  to  assiune  the  correlative  duty  and  obligation  to  give 
that  citizen  at  least  the  opportunity  to  work.  That  not  only 
constitutes  natural  justice — it  would  be  sound  statecraft  look- 
ing to  the  preservation  of  our  civilization  and  the  wise  prepa- 
ration of  our  military  defense. 

Exhibit  A 
Vast  Power  Soxtsce  in  Atomic  Energy  Opened  by  Science — Relative 
OF  Uranium  Found  To  Yield  Force  5.000,000  Times  as  Potent  as 
Coal — Germany  Is  Seeking   It — Scientists  Ordered  To  Devote 
All  Time  to  Research — Tests  Mate  at  Columbia 

(By  WUliam  L.  Laurence) 
A  natural  substance  found  abundantly  in  many  parts  of  the 
earth,  now  separated  for  the  first  time  in  pure  form,  has  been  found 
in  pioneer  experiments  at  the  physics  department  of  Columbia  Uni- 
versity to  be  capable  of  yielding  such  energy  that  1  pound  of  it  is 
equal  in  power  output  to  5,000.000  pounds  of  coal  or  3,000,000  pounds 
ol  gasoline,  it  became' known  yesterday. 

The  discovery  was  announced  in  the  current  issue  of  the  Physical 
Review,  ofScial  publication  oi  American  physicists  and  one  of  the 
leadmg  scientific  Journals  of  Its  kind  in  the  world. 

REVOLUTIONARY   PROMISE 

Prof.  John  R.  Dunning,  Columbia  physicist,  who  headed  the  scien- 
tific team  whose  research  led  to  the  experimental  proof  of  the  vast 
power  In  the  ncwlv  Isolated  substance,  told  a  colleague,  it  was 
learned,  that  Improvement  in  the  methods  of  extraction  of  the  sub- 
stance was  the  only  step  that  remained  to  be  solved  for  Its  introduc- 
tion as  a  new  source  of  power.  Other  leading  physicists  agreed  with 
him. 

A  chunk  of  5  to  10  pounds  of  the  new  substance,  a  close  relative 
of  uranium,  and  known  as  U-235.  would  drive  ah  ocean  liner  or  an 
ocean-going  submarine  for  an  indefinite  period  around  the  oceans 
of  the  world  without  refueling,  it  was  said,  for  such  a  chunk  would 
.possess  the  power  output  of  25  000.000  to  50.000.000  pounds  of  coal, 
or  of  15.000,000  to  30.000.000  pounds  of  gasoline. 

TESTED    WITH    ATOM-SMASHER 

Until  about  2  months  ago  not  even  an  infinitesimal  drop  of 
the  substance  had  bevn  isolated  in  pure  form  and  the  task  of 
doing  so  appeared  hopeless  from  a  practical  point  of  view.  Toward 
the  end  of  February  a  minute  fraction  of  a  gram  was  isolated  at 
the  University  of  Minnesota  Physics  Department,  under  the  di- 
rection of  Prof.  Alfred  O.  Nier.  The  sample  was  rushed  at  once 
to  Columbia  University,  where  Professor  Dunning,  in  collabora- 
tion with.  DrV  8.  T.  Booth  and  Dr.  Aristld  V.  Grosse.  submitted  It 
to  teists  with   the   Columbia    150-ton   cyclotron    (atom-smasher). 

Tfie  sample,  however,  was  so  small  that  the  results,  while  strik- 
ing, served  merely  to  stimulate  the  scientists  at  Columbia  and 
Minnesota  tb  further  efforts.  So  fast  has  the  work  progressed 
sltMre  the  beginning  of  March,  the  report  In  the  Physical  Review 
sayti  that  the  yield  has  been  Increased  two-hundredfold. 

^*  '      Such  an   increase   in   2   months   ha^   given   new   hope   that  a 
<^.fr-i^ process  for  Isolating  the  sut>8tance  In/larger  quantities,  in  grams 
rV..    and  pounds  liistead  of  mllllonths  ot\a  gram,  will  be  found  .n  the 
•  ■^'**'    not   too  distant   future.     While  scientists  refuse   to   make   predic- 
tions, it  Is  not  impossible  that  a  few  months  or  a  year  hence  may 
see  the  realization  of  this  quest. 

The  fact  that  Industrial  laboratories  also  have  taken  up  the 
quest  and  are  lending  to  their  university  colleagues  the  vast 
experimental  resources  at  their  disposal  is  revealed  in  the  same 
issue  of  the  Physical  Review,  in  a  report  from  the  research  lab- 
oratories at  the  General  Electric  Co.  by  Dr.  J^.  H.  Kingdon  and 
Dr.  H.  C.  Pollock,  also  signed  by  Professor  Dunning  and  Dr. 
Booth.  The  report  reveals  that  the  G.  E.  scientists  also  have  set 
up  an  apparatus  similar   to   that   of   Professor   Nier   and   In   their 


turn  have  separated  a  relatively  large  sample  of  the  U-235.  This 
sample  was  submitted  also  to  experimental  tests  at  Columbia  and 
corroborated  the  results  obtained  from  the  University  of  Minne- 
sota samples. 

NAZIS    PUSH    RESEARCH 

The  main  reason  why  scientists  are  reluctant  to  talk  about  this 
development,  regarded  as  ushering  in  the  long  dreamed  of  age 
of  atomic  power  and.  therefore,  as  one  of  the  greatest,  if  not  the 
greatest,  discovery  in  modern  science,  is  the  tremendous  implica- 
tions this  discovery  bears  on  the  possible  outcome  of  the  Etiro- 
pean  war.  It  was  explained. 

The  news  has  leaked  out.  through  highly  reliable  channels,  that 
the  Nazi  government  had  heard  of  the  research  in  American  labora- 
tories and  had  ordered  Its  greatest  scientists  to  concentrate  their 
energies  on  the  solution  of  this  problem.  Every  German  scientist 
In  this  field,  physicists,  chemists,  and  engineers,  it  was  learned, 
have  been  ordered  to  drop  all  other  researches  and  devote  them- 
selves to  this  work  alone.  All  these  research  workers.  It  was 
learned,  are  carrying  on  their  tasks  feverishly  at  the  latwratorles 
of  the  Ka:88r  Wllhelm  Institute  at  Berlin. 

The  American  scientists,  it  was  said,  are  In  the  dark  as  to  what 
their  German  colleagues  are  doing  and  what  progress,  if  any,  they 
have  made.  It  is  believed,  however,  that  the  American  scientists 
are  in  the  lead,  as  Germany  does  not  possess  the  powerful  cyclotrons 
of  American  laboratories,  and  these  machines  are  necessary  for 
carrying  out  the  most  effective  experiments  In  studying  the  energies 
within  the  nuclei  (cores)  of  atoms. 

However,  it  was  asserted  that,  while  cyclotrons  are  a  prime  requi- 
site for  determining  the  amount  of  energy  contained  In  the  new 
substance,  the  apparatus  necessary  for  its  isolation  in  small  quan- 
tities was  relatively  simple  and  inexpensive,  so  that  the  Germans 
on  learning  of  the  American  research  no  doubt  could  duplicate  It. 

On  the  other  hand  it  is  not  believed  that  this  particular  appa- 
ratus will  ever  be  useful  In  separating  U-236  on  a  large  scale.  New 
plans  are  being  made  to  Isolate  the  substance  on  a  practical  scale, 
but  the  plans  and  the  designs  for  these  will  be  kept  a  secret  to  be 
given  only  to  the  United  States  Government  to  do  with  as  It  sees  fit. 

A  startling  discovery  about  the  new  power  source,  also  made  as  a 
result  of  the  Columbia  experiments,  is  the  simplicity  of  the  method 
of  liberating  Its  vast  energy.  All  that  is  needed  to  put  it  to  work 
running  motors  and  steamships  is  to  place  it  in  a  tank  of  water 
and  keep  it  supplied  with  a  constant  fiow  of  cold  water. 

Left  by  itself,  the  substance  would  be  Inactive.  As  soon  as  It 
touched  water  of  ordinary  temperature  it  would  automatically  start 
to  liberate  its  energy.  The  water  would  be  turned  into  steam  and 
the  steam  would  drive  powerful  turbines.  The  new  water  supplied 
would  keep  the  process  going  indefinitely.  To  stop  it.  aU  that  would 
be  necessary  would  be  to  cut  off  the  water  supply. 

Thus  the  process  would  be  the  nearest  practical  approach  to  a 
form  of  perpetual  motion,  for  as  long  as  the  U-235  would  be  sup- 
plied with  water  it  would  keep  on  liberating  its  energy  imtll 
exhausted. 

TERRinC    EXPLOSIVE    POWER 

It  was  figured  out,  by  way  of  another  example,  that  1  pound  of 
the  U-235  contains  as  much  energy  as  15.000  tons  (30,000,000  pounds) 
of  TNT,  or  300  carloads  of  50  tons  each.     If  this  1  pound  of  U-235 
exploded  within  one  ten-thousandths  of  a  second,  as  does  ordinary 
TNT,  the  pressvire  produced  would  be  on  the  order  of  100.000.(X)0.000 
I    atmospheres  (10  to  the  seventeenth  power  dynes  to  a  square  centi- 
meter), about  1,000,000  times  the  pressure  produced  by  TNT  or  by 
nitroglycerin, 
i        On  the  other  hand,  it  was  estimated  by  an  explosion  expert,  the 
'    explosion  of  such  a  pound  of  U-235  would  produce  a  crater  much 
less  than  300  feet  in  radius  and  probably  only  75  feet  in  radius. 

The  largest  amount  of  explosives  ever  to  have  been  exploded  waa 
6,000  tons  of  a  mixture  of  ammonium  nitrate  and  ammonium  sul- 
fate in  Oppau.  Germany,  about  14  years  ago.  That  explosion  waa 
accidental,  as  the  mixture  was  supposed  to  t)e  a  fertilizer.  The  re- 
sulting crater  was  about  600  feet  wide  and  250  feet  deep. 

The  U-235  is  what  is  known  as  an  isotope,  or  chemical  twin  of 
ordinary  uranlimi.  Even  Its  existence  was  not  known  until  a  few 
years  ago,  and  its  properties  had  been  unsuspected  untU  a  short 
time  ago. 

Up  to  a  few  months  ago  It  was  believed  to  exist  in  minute  amounts 
in  association  with  ordinary  uranium,  the  proportion  of  the  two 
having  been  regarded  as  being  of  the  order  of  1.000  parts  of  uranium 
to  1  part  of  the  U-235.  or  about  one-tenth  of  1  percent. 

Suspicion  first  was  cast  on  the  possible  nature  of  the  U-235  as  a 
great  energy  source,  on  purely  theoretical  grounds,  by  Prof.  Niels 
Bohr.  Nobel  prize-winning  physicist  of  the  University  of  Copen- 
hagen. Denmark,  who  carried  on  his  researches  last  summer  at  the 
Institute  for  Advanced  Study  at  Princeton,  N.  J.,  and  by  Dr.  John 
A.  Wheeler,  of  Princeton  University. 

DANE  SPEEDED  TESTS   HERE 

Professor  Bohr  was  one  of  the  first  to  learn  of  the  discovery  In 
Germany  in  January  1939.  that  when  an  ordinary  sample  of  uran- 
ium, containing  mixtures  of  three  chemical  twins,  is  bombarded 
with  neutrons,  fundamental  atomic  constituents  carrying  no  elec- 
tric charge;  the  uranium  produces  among  the  debris  of  its  atoms 
the  much  lighter  element  barium. 

Immediately  communicating  these  results  to  his  colleague.  Prof. 
Enrico  Fermi,  another  Nobel  prize  winning  physicist,  at  Columbia 
University,  and  to  other  leading  physicists,  the  true  nature  of  the 
results  obtained  In  Germany  soon  was  determined.    Repeating  tlie 
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German  expertnients  at  Ooltimbla.  Johns  Hopkins,  the  Carnegie  In- 
stitution of  Washlnttoo,  and  otho'  laboratories,  the  physicists  came 
vpoB  tiM  <Uaot>v«ry  that  they  were  wltneaslDg  here  for  the  first  time 
a  >rt— »  ol  tiM  Mnritng  anergy  wltlxln  atoms  on  a  scale  greater 
iluua  099r  bafora. 

What  WAS  happening,  they  discovered,  was  a  splitting  of  the  heavy 
uranium  atom  into  two  parts,  one  of  which  was  barium  of  atomic 
walglit  137,  thus  accounting  for  tlie  barium  observed  in  the  Ger- 
man cq>erlments  by  Prof.  Otto  Hahn  and  Dr.  LLse  Meitner.  In 
the  process  of  the  splitting  (fission)  of  the  uranium  atom  by  the 
neutrons,  the  binding  energy  holding  the  uranium  atom  together 
-las  llt)erated  to  the  extent  of  200.000,000  electron  volts. 

It  waa  then  for  the  first  time  (it  took  place  in  the  early  spring 

Dd  aummer,  1939)  that  attention  was  caUed  to  the  neglected  and 
unsung  uranium  Isotope  of  atomic  weight  235.  Basing  their  reason- 
ing on  observations  that  atoms  of  even  atomic  weight  are  Inclined 
to  be  leas  stable  than  atoms  of  odd  atomic  weights.  Professor  Bohr 
and  Dr.  Wheeler  presented  the  theory  that  it  was  the  minute  frac- 
tion of  U-235  in  the  uranium  sample  that  was  responsible  for  the 
release  of  the  200000.000  electron  volts  when  the  uranium  atom 
was  split  by  a  neutron. 

The  reasoning  by  Dr.  Bohr  and  Dr.  Wheeler  was  as  follows:  When 
uranium  238  is  hit  by  a  neutron  that  enters  its  nucleus,  the  atomic 
weight  of  the  uranium  is  increased  to  239,  an  odd-numbered 
weight,  and  hence  a  stable,  nonexplcdlng  atom.  On  the  other  hand, 
when  uranium  235  U  hit  by  a  neutron  that  enters  Its  nucleus,  the 
atonUc  weight  becomes  230,  an  even-numbered  atomic  weight,  and 
hence  a  nonstable,  exploding  atom. 

This  theory  split  the  physicists  Into  two  camps,  one  agreeing 
with  Dr.  Bohr  and  Dr.  Wheeler  and  the  other  disagreeing.  The 
Ooltm:ibla  experiments  have  settled  the  question  definitely  in  favor 
of  the  Bohr  hypothesis,  according  to  the  report. 

Another  question  that  until  now  had  remained  unsettled,  and 
upon  which  the  crux  of  the  whole  matter  depended,  was  whether 
an  atom  of  uranium,  once  hit  by  a  neutron  and  split  Into  two, 
would  release  other  neutrons  from  its  nucleus  and  thus  start  a 
"chain  reaction,"  In  the  manner  of  a  firecracker,  that  woUld  keep 
the  process  regenerating  by  itself,  without  any  further  need  for 
neutron  bullets  from  outside  sources.  Unless  such  a  process  took 
place,  naturally,  there  would  be  no  hope  of  putting  the  uranium 
235  to  work  on  a  practical  scale. 

This  all-Important  question  also  has  been  settled  by  the  Co- 
lumbia experiments  In  favor  of  the  "firecracker  hypothesis,"  the 
experiments  establishing  definitely  for  the  first  time  that  only  one 
neutron,  slowed  down  by  water  to  travel  with  very  low  energy 
(one-fortieth  of  a  volt),  behaves  in  the  manner  of  a  trigger  that 
sets  off  the  process  of  energy  liberation  from  the  uranium  235,  It 
was  reported. 

Moreover,  it  was  pointed  out.  even  this  one  "trigger"  neutron  Is 
not  necessary  to  be  supplied  from  any  apparatus.  The  air  is  full 
of  minute  amounts  of  radium  that  constantly  liberate  neutrons 
by  hitting  atoms  in  the  air.  In  addition,  there  are  the  omni- 
present, all-penetrating  cosmic  rays  that  constantly  bombard  the 
earth  from  outer  space.  These  powerful  radiations  also  liberate 
neutrons  fi-om  atr  atoms  and.  in  fact,  play  a  part  in  starting  off 
the  trig^r  action  In  neon  signs,  the  starting  of  which  needs  free 
electrons  that  are  supplied  by  the  radiations  In  the  air  produced 
by  the  radium  and  cosmic  rays. 

A  building  such  as  the  Empire  State,  It  was  asserted,  contains 
scattered  radium  in  minute  amounts  that  would  equal  a  whole 
gram,  worth  about  $25,000  In  current  prices.  Without  such  radia- 
tions in  the  atmosphere,  it  was  explained,  neon  lamps  would  have 
to  be  supplied  with  free  electrons  from  an  outside  source  and 
would  be  much  more  expensive. 

STARTING   ENERGT  TO  WORK 

To  start  the  "philosopher's  stone"  In  the  U-235  to  work,  it  was 
explained  further,  all  that  Is  necessary  Is  one  neutron  traveling  at 
low  enerpy,  the  lower  the  better.  Now.  neutrons,  as  they  come 
out  of  the  cores  of  atoms,  travel  with  high  energy,  and  it  is  there- 
fore necessary  to  alow  them  down. 

Fortunately,  protons,  the  cores  of  hydrogen  atoms,  constituting 
two-thirds  of  the  volume  of  water,  have  the  power  to  make  neu- 
trons yield  up  their  high  energies  and  to  slow  them  down  to  almost 
no  energy  at  all.  Hence,  all  that  is  necessary  to  start  the  U-235 
liberating  its  great  energy  is  to  place  it  In  an  environment  of 
ordinary  water. 

Nothing  left  to  slow  down  the  fast-traveling  neutrons,  and  fast 
neutrons  Just  go  through  the  uranium  without  breaking  up  its 
atoms  and  releasing  its  energy.  This  brings  the  whole  process  to  a 
stop  until  more  cool  water  is  supplied. 

As  one  leading  physicist  explained  it,  "the  colder  the  water  the 
better  the  reaction.  The  reaction  Is  self-limiting  because  heat 
(generated  by  the  split  atoms)  speeds  up  the  neutrons,  and  the 
faster  the  neutrons  the  less  the  reaction." 

"The  faster  you  feed  in  the  cold  water,"  the  scientist  added,  "the 
faster  the  water  will  come  out  red  hot  on  the  other  side,  because 
more  neytrons  will  be  slowed  down,  and  thus  more  atoms  split  and 
more  energy  is  liberated.  Thus  the  process  Is  admirably  suited  for 
power  purposes." 

Uranitim  ore,  it  was  said,  is  "more  abundant  than  copper"  and 
Is  found  In  the  Belgian  Congo,  in  Canada,  in  Colorado,  and  in 
England,  as  well  as  in  Germany,  in  relatively  large  amounts.  It  Is 
1,000,000  times  more  abiuidant  than  radium,  with  which  it  is  associ- 
ated In  pitchblende  ores. 

Another  significant  discovery,  of  practical  bearing  on  the  question 
Of  isolating  the  substance  in  usable  amounts,  was  the  redetermi- 


nation of  the  relative  abundance  of  the  U-235  by  Professor  Nier. 
Whereas  it  had  been  believed  as  recently  as  last  year  that  it  existed 
in  a  ratio  of  only  1.000  to  1.  compared  with  ordinary  uranium  of 
atomic  weight  238,  Professor  Nier  found  that  the  ratio  Is  much 
smaller,  139  pounds  of  ordinary  uranliun  containing  1  pound  of  the 
U-236.  This  finding  alone  has  increased  automatically  the  amount 
of  the  new  "philosopher's  stone"  by  more  than  seven  times  and 
therefore  makes  its  isolation  seven  times  easier. 

Germany.  It  was  asserted,  may  regret  her  act  of  having  sent  Into 
exile  Dr.  Llse  Meitner.  who,  with  Professor  Hahn.  made  the  first 
observations  that  led  to  the  discovery  of  the  fountalnhead  of 
atomic  energy  that  German  scientists  are  so  feverishly  working  to 
harness.  Soon  after  her  exile,  when  she  settled  at  Stockholm. 
Sweden.  Dr.  Meitner  revealed  the  results  of  her  work  with  Professor 
Hahn  to  colleaguee  of  Professor  Bohr,  who  at  once  communicated 
it  to  his  colleagues  In  America.  Had  Germany  then  realized  the 
Importance  of  the  findings,  it  is  highly  probable.  It  was  said,  that 
she  would  have  kept  it  a  strict  military  secret  and  possibly  later 
would  have  surprised  the  world  with  it. 

-  In  addition  to  the  uranium  of  mass  238  and  the  newly  Isolated 
uranium  of  atomic  weight  235,  there  Is  a  third  and  much  rarer 
type  of  uranium,  of  atomic  weight  234.  This  Isotope  exists  In  the 
ratio  of  1  to  17.000.  compared  with  ordinary  uranium  238. 

Neither  uranium  238  nor  uranium  234,  small  amounts  of  which 
also  have  been  separated,  has  l)een  found  to  liberate  energy  on  being 
bombarded  with  slow  neutrons.  Uranium  238  responds  to  fast 
neutrons,  but  the  process  in  this  case  would  be  impracticable,  it  was 
pointed  out.  The  Columbia  experiments  have  demonstrated  also 
for  the  first  time.  Dr.  Dunning  and  his  associates  report,  that  the 
uranium  of  mass  234  plays  no  part  in  the  energy -liberating  process. 

nVI-POUND   MASS    NXCSSSARY 

Because  of  the  nature  of  the  neutrons,  even  the  slow-traveling 
ones,  it  was  explained  further,  it  is  necessary  to  have  a  mass  of  at 
least  5  pounds,  and  possibly  as  high  as  20,  to  make  the  process  work 
on  a  practical  scale.  In  a  smaller  amount  even  low-energy  neutrons 
would  escape  into  the  open  without  splitting  the  initial  trigger 
atom  that  sets  off  the  process.  To  start  the  process  It  is  necessary 
for  the  neutron  to  remain  Inside  the  mass,  so  that  it  would  enter 
the  nucleus  of  an  atom  to  start  the  splitting  process. 

However,  it  was  said,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  obtain  a  mass 
of  5  to  20  pounds  of  pure  U  235  to  start  the  process.  A  concentra- 
tion of  10  to  50  percent  would  be  sufficient.  In  other  words,  a 
6-pound  mass  of  uranium  mixture  that  contained  half  to  2  4 
pounds  of  the  U-235  would  be  sufficient  for  use  as  a  prime  motive 
power  for  submarines,  and  for  other  sources  of  power. 

Such  a  mass.  It  was  explained,  "would  make  the  most  powerful 
cyclotron  puny  by  comparison  and  would  provide  neutron  radia- 
tions thousands  of  times  greater  than  that  produced  by  any  cyclo- 
ti-ons.  By  comparison  with  such  a?  mass,  a  cyclotron  would  be  a 
mere  plaything,  and  the  ma£s  would  be  much  less  expensive  than 
a  cyclotron. 

The  power  from  the  U-235,  it  was  added,  could  be  applied  in 
many  other  useful  ways.  It  would  provide  the  most  powerful 
source  of  neutron  rays  that  might  possibly  be  used  in  the  treat- 
ment of  cancer,  as  neutrons  are  much  more  powerful  than  either 
X-rays  or  radium.  The  neutron  from  the  U~235  could  be  used 
also  for  the  creation  of  artificially  radioactive  elements  more  pow- 
erful than  radium.  They  could  even  be  used  for  making  gold  out 
of  mercury,  but  scientists  expressed  themselves  as  disdainful  of 
such  uses  for  their  newest  creative  tool. 

One  of  the  scientists  explained  the  process  of  the  energy  libera- 
tion from  U-235  by  comparing  it  with  the  burning  of  coal 
Whereas  coal  uses  oxygen  to  liberate  Its  energy,  he  explained,  the 
U-235  uses  slow  neutrons  for  the  same  purpose.  The  process  of 
combustion  in  the  case  of  the  U-235.  h«  added,  is,  atom  for  atom, 
100.000.000  times  as  effective  as  is  the  case  in  the  combustion  of 
coal.  However,  as  the  atomic  weight  of  the  uranium  is  235,  com- 
pared with  16  for  the  oxygen  and  12  for  the  carbon,  there  are 
fewer  uranium  atoms  to  a  given  weight  than  there  are  oxygen  and 
cajbon  atoms.  This  reduces  the  energy  relations  of  the  U-235,  com- 
pared with  coal,  to  a  ratio  of  5.000.000  to  1. 

There  are  several  new  methods  being  considered  for  increasing 
the  yield  of  the  new  substance  to  large-scale  amounts.  But  as  to 
this,  scientists  greet  the  questioner  with  a  profound  silence, 

Mr.  T.TTTi;  obtained  the  floor. 

REGULATION   OF   FIRE.   MARINE.   ANT)   CASUALTY   INSURANCE   IN   THE 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  , 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.JE*resident,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  the 
consideration  of  a  bill?  If  it  requires  more  than  2  or  3  min- 
utes, I  shall  withdraw  the  request. 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  9722. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  what  is  the 
request  of  the  able  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  KINO.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  unfinished 
business  be  temporarily  laid  aside  and  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  consider  House  bill  9722.  a  bill  for  the  regulation  of 
the  business  of  fire,  marine,  and  casualty  insurance  in  the 
District  of  Columbia. 
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Mr.  McNAKY.    What  is  the  calendar  number? 

Mr.  KING.    Two  thousand  and  eight. 

Mr.  MrCARRAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  The  bill  was  submitted  to  a  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  of 
which  subcommittee  I  had  the  privilege  of  being  chairman. 
Investigation  was  made  and  hearings  were  held  on  the  bill 
and  on  the  subject.  Subsequently  the  bill  was  reported  with 
the  amendments  suggested  by  the  committee.  It  has  been 
on  the  calendar  for  some  time. 

Day  before  yesterday  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  sub- 
mitted certain  amendments.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
to  read  them.  I  have  not  looked  at  them.  In  view  of  my 
know^ledge  of  the  ability  of  the  able  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut. I  take  it  that  they  are  amendments  which  should  be 
considered.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  think  the  whole 
matter  should  now  be  reconsidered  by  the  committee  which 
had  the  matter  in  charge,  because  of  the  diligent  study 
which  w^as  made  by  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  because  of  the  importance'  of 
the  subject  to  the  District  of  Columbia.  I  for  one  hope  that 
the  matter  will  not  come  up  without  an  opportunity  for  those 
of  US  who  are  required  to  give  interest  to  the  subject  because 
of  cur  membership  on  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
CoIuiTibia.  to  consider  the  matter.  I  hope  that  the  bill  will 
not  be  taken  up  until  the  committee  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity again  to  consider  it.  I  hope  I  am  not  mistaken  in 
saying  that  the  full  District  of  Coliunbia  Committee  never 
considered  the  bill. 

Mr.  KINO.    The  Senator  is  in  error;  but.  in  view  of  the 

Senator's  atUtude.  I  withdraw  the  request. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  if  he  is  willing  to  yield  to  me  for  a  brief  statement 
In  connection  with  the  matter  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 

Utah? 

Mr.  LEE.  My  own  statement  will  not  be  very  long.  The 
Senator  may  make  his  statement  after  I  shall  have  concluded. 

Mr.  DANAHER.    Very  well.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOITSE 

A  ipessage  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Chaf- 
fee, bne  of  its  reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House  had 
agreed  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5403)  to  mcvide  for  the  deposit  of  certain  collections  for 
overtime  immigration  services  to  the  credit  of  the  appropria- 
tion rhar^able  with  the  payment  for  such  services,  and  for 

other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  House  had  agreed  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  each  of  the  following  bills  of 
,  the  House : 

H.  R.  5640.  An  act  to  admit  Richard  Paul  Rehn  permanently 
to  the  United  States;  and 

H.  R.  5641.  An  act  to  admit  Johann  Rudolf  Hueneberg  per- 
manently to  the  United  States. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  House  agreed  to 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered  1.  2,  3.  4.  5,  6.  7.  8.  9. 
10.  11,  1^.  13,  15,  16.  17.  18.  19.  20.  and  21  to  the  bUl  (H.  R. 
10030)  increasing  the  number  of  naval  aviators  in  the  line  of 
the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  concurred  therein,  and  that  the  House  disagreed  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  numbered  14  to  the  bill. 

ENKOLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  afllxed 
his  signature  to  the  following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  were 
signed  by  the  President  pro  tempore: 

S.  3954.  An  act  relating  to  the  issuance  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  of  a  patent  to  the  State  of  Minnesota  for  certain 
lands  in  that  State; 

H.  Ii^-S173.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  Chwalek; 

H.  R.  7826.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  R.  F.  Brazelton;  and 

H.  R.  9158.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for 
the  protection  of  certain  enlisted  men  of  the  Army."  approved 
August  19,  1937,  and  for  other  purposes. 


PSOPOSZD  THANSTER  OT  DESTROYERS 

B£r.  TJTF  Mr.  President,  in  the  mterest  of  our  own  defense, 
I  believe  we  should  transfer  50  or  more  over-age  destroyers 
to  Great  Britain.  On  different  occasions  and  In  different 
ways,  the  people  of  the  United  States  have  expressed  them- 
selves as  favoring  the  policy  of  defending  America  by  aiding 
Great  Britain  with  everj  thing  but  men.  Both  political  par- 
ties, in  their  recent  conventions,  have  gone  on  record  as 
favoring  material  aid  to  Great  Britain,  provided,  first,  that 
It  is  not  a  violation  of  law,  and  second,  that  it  does  not 
weaken  our  own  defenses.  Let  me  quote  from  the  1940  Re- 
publican platform,  which  was  adopted  at  Philadelphia: 

We  favor  the  extension  to  all  peoples  fighting  for  liberty,  or  whose 
liberty  is  threatened,  of  such  aid  as  shaU  not  be  in  violation  of 
international  law  or  Inconsistent  with  the  requirements  of  our 
own  national  defense. 

I  quote  from  the  1940  Democratic  platform  adopted  at 
Chicago: 

In  self-defense  and  in  good  conscience,  the  world's  greatest  de- 
mocracy cannot  afford  heartlessly  or  in  a  spirit  of  appeasement  to 
ignore  the  peace-loving  and  liberty -loving  peoples  wantonly  at-^ 
tacked  by  ruthless  aggressors. 

We  pledge  to  extend  to  these  peoples  all  the  material  aid  at  our 
command,  consistent  with  law  and  not  Inconsistent  with  the  in- 
terests of  our  own  national  self-defense — all  to  the  end  that  peace 
and  international  good  faith  may  yet  emerge  triumphant. 

Mr.  President,  the  question  of  whether  it  would  strengthen 
or  weaken  America's  defenses  to  transfer  our  over-age  de- 
stroyers to  Great  Britain  has  already  been  passed  upon  by- 
two  authorities  best  able  to  speak  on  that  subject.  General  I  * 
Pershing,  former  commander  of  the  American  Expeditionary 
Forces,  has  advocated  the  transfer  of  50  destroyers  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  increase  our  own  safety.  Also,  Admiral 
Standley,  former  Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  has  advocated 
the  transfer  of  the  destroyers  in  the  interest  of  America's 
defense. 

Before  such  a  transfer  could  be  made,  the  law  requires  that 
the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  "shall  first  certify  that  such 

material  is  not  essential  to  the  defense  of  the  United  States." 
Therefore,  if  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  should  so  certify, 
we  should  then  have  the  opinions  of  the  best  qualified  men 
in  the  Nation  that  such  a  transfer  would  not  only  not  weaken 
America's  defenses,  but  would  strengthen  them. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  The  statement  of  the  chairman  of  our 
Naval  Affairs  Committee,  Senator  Walsh,  is  opposed  to  the 
policy  now  being  advocated  by  ^he  able  Senator.  I  should 
also  like  to  say  that  I  believe  that  a  very  large  body  of  our 
citizens  disagree  in  toto  with  the  policy  now  being  stated. 
The  able  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  repeatedly  stated 
that  we  cannot  aid  Britain  by  turning  over  our  warships  to 
that  Empire. 

Mr.  LEE.  Of  course,  the  Senator  has  a  perfect  right  to 
his  opinion,  and  to  express  an  opinion  which  Is  shared  by 
others. 

To  continue,  as  to  the  legality  of  such  a  transfer,  on 
August  10  four  lawyers  addressed  a  letter  to  the  New  York 
Times  In  which  they  set  forth  as  their  opinion  that  there  is 
no  legal  bar  to  the  transfer  of  the  destroyers.  They  gave  it 
as  their  opinion  that  there  is  ample  authority  in  the  present 
law  for  the  transfer  of  over-age  vessels  to  Great  Britain. 
Those  attorneys  were  Charles  C.  Burlingham,  Thomas  D. 
Thacher,  George  Rublee,  and  Dean  Acheson.  The  letter  con- 
taining their  arguments  was  printed  in  the  Appendix  of  the 
Record  on  August  12  at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida  I  Mr.  Pepper].  I  shall  not  read  the  entire  letter,  but 
I  wish  to  quote  certain  paragraphs  from  the  legal  opinion  of 
these  attorneys.    Quoting  from  the  letter: 

In  light  of  the  fact  that  the  CongreM  has  provided  for  the  free 
interchange  of  supplies  and  equipment  between  the  Army  and 
Navy,  there  Is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  Congress  generally 
Intended  stricter  rules  to  be  applied  to  the  release  of  naval  sup- 
plies and  equipment  than  to  the  release  of  military  supplies  and 
equipment.  And  this  would  seem  to  be  particularly  true  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  after  naval  planes  had  been  transferred  to  the  Army 
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for  the  purpose  of  permitting  their  release  to  private  manufacturers 
on  an  exchange  basis  the  Congress  chose  to  enlarge  rather  than 
to  restrict  authority  of  the  Secretai7  of  War  to  enter  into  contracts 
for  the  exchange  of  obsolescent  equipment  for  nev  equipment,  and 
conditioned  the  exercise  of  such  authority  solely  upon  the  certlfl- 
cation  of  the  appropriate  staff  officer  that  such  obsolescent  equip- 
ment was  not  essential  to  national  defense. 

If  it  should  be  the  opinion  of  the  appropriate  staff  officers  of 
both  armed  services,  as  It  Is  the  opinion  of  General  Pershing,  that 
the  requirements  of  our  national  defense  would  be  served  rather 
than  hurt  by  the  release  of  some  of  otir  over -age  xlestroyers  for 
sale  to  the  British,  there  should  be  no  legal  bar  to  effectuating 
their  release  under  existing  statutory  authority. 

It  is  true  that  on  June  24  a  ruling  of  the  Attorney  General  was 
announced  to  the  effect  that  private  builders  who  were  constructing 
new  torpedo  boats  for  the  account  of  the  Navy  could  not,  even  with 
the  consent  of  the  Navy,  complete  such  boats  to  the  order  of  a  bel- 
ligerent government.  The  Attorney  General  indicated  that^  the 
sending  out  of  the  country  by  a  private  builder  of  a  vessel  of  war 
built  to  enter  the  service  of  a  belligerent  would  be  a  violatl6n  of 
section  3  of  title  V  of  the  Espionage  Act  of  June  15,  1917  (ch.  30, 
40  Stat.  222,  U.  8.  C,  title  18.  sec.  33),  and  possibly  also  of  section 
23  of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code. 

It  Is  clear,  in  our  Judgment,  that  neither  these  statutory  provi- 
sions nor  the  views  expressed  by  the  Attorney  General  stand  In  the 
way  of  the  sale  to  a  belligerent  of  armed  ships,  like  our  old  de- 
stroyers, which  were  not  built  or  completed  to  the  order  of  a 
belligerent. 

Section  23  of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code  is  obviously  not 
applicable  to  ships  which  were  neither  built  nor  equipped  with  a 
View  to  their  entering  the  service  of  a  belligerent  power. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
jrield?  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  in 
the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  j^eld  to  the 
Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  wish  to  finish  the  quotation.  ": 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  a  ques- 
tion about  that  particular  portion  of  the  quotation.  Does 
he  prefer  to  have  me  wait  until  he  concludes? 

Mr.  LEE.    No:  not  in  that  case. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Does  not  the  Senator  see  that 
section  23  of  title  18.  referred  to  in  the  letter  which  was 
printed  in  the  New  York  Times,  is  the  provision  of  oiu-  law 

which  prevents  the  building  or  outfitting  of  vessels  with  the 
intent,  at  the  time  of  the  building  or  outfitting,  of  selling  them 
to  a  belligerent  government? 

Mr.  LEE.     That  is  the  opinion  of  these  attomesrs. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  Mr.  President,  yes;  and  that  is 
still  the  law.  and  it  was  the  law  in  1917  when  the  Espionage 
Act  was  passed.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  that  was  the  law 
which  we  already  had  on  the  statute  books,  a  definite  act 
which  prohibits  the  building  or  outfitting  of  ships  for  the  pur- 
pose and  with  the  intent  of  turning  them  over  to  a  belligerent, 
how  can  the  Senator  agree  with  the  opinion  of  these  four 
very  distinguished  lawyers  when  they  attempt  to  say  that  the 
provision  of  section  3  of  the  Espionage  Act,  later  referred  to, 
which  reads,  as  follows: 

Dutlng  a  war  in  which  the  United  States  Is  a  neutral  Nation,  it 
shall  be  unlawful  to  send  out  of  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States 
any  vessel  built,  armrd,  or  equipped  as  a  vessel  of  war,  or  converted 
from  a  private  vessel  into  a  vessel  of  war,  with  the  intent  or  under 
any  agreement  or  contract,  written  or  oral,  that  such  vessel  shall 
be  deUvered  to  a  belligerent  nation. 

In  other  words,  we  already  had  on  the  statute  books  a  law 
which  covered  the  question  of  building  or  outfitting  a  vessel 
with  the  intent  of  having  it  turned  over  to  a  belligerent 
nation.  In  1917  we  enacted  another  statute  which  provided 
that  it  should  be  unlawful  so  long  as  we  were  a  neutral:  and 
the  grammatical  construction  of  the  particular  section,  it 
seems  to  me.  is  absolutely  clear  that  what  we  did  In  1917  was 
to  prohibit  the  transfer  to  a  belligerent  nation  of  vessels  al- 
ready constructed.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  discuss 
the  legal  opinion  from  which  he  is  quoting  in  the  light  of  the 
suggestions  which  I  make. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  appreciate  the  Senator's  contribution,  but  it 
represents  the  opposite  view  to  the  view  taken  by  these  four 
attorney?  who  have  discussed  that  point. 

Mr.  SCHWELLENBACH.  No;  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
they  did  not  discuss  that  point.  They  construed  section  3 
of  the  act  of  1917,  and  construed  it  differently  from  the  way 
In  which  I  construe  it.  but  do  not  discuss  the  point  that  there 


was  already  in  the  law  at  the  time  the  1917  act  was  passed  a 
section  which  specifically  prohibited  the  things  which  they 
attempt  to  claim  section  3  of  the  1917  act  permits. 

Mr.  LEE.  Of  course,  the  Senator  disagrees  with  the  opin- 
ion of  these  attomesrs.  I  agree  with  their  opinion.  It  is  one 
of  those  instances  which  frequently  occur  of  there  being  two 
Interpretations  of  a  law.  There  has  scarcely  ever  been  a  case 
before  any  court  when  a  number  of  cases  on  both  sides  have 
not  been  cited;  and  of  course  we  are  familiar  with  dissenting 
opinions.  People  may  go  on  forever  dissenting  and  dis- 
agreeing. 

I  disagree  with  the  point  made  by  the  Senator,  or  the  one 
he  attempts  to  make,  that  the  provision  referred  to  would 
stand  as  a  bar  to  the  transfer  of  these  ships.  The  ship  that 
is  built  with  the  intent  of  being  transferred  would  be  covered 
by  this  law,  but  one  that  was  not  built  with  any  such  intent, 
as  is  the  case  of  the  over-age  destroyers,  would  not  be  cov- 
ered by  that  law. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
there? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  refer  to  the  speech  delivered  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  over  the  Colum- 
bia Broadcasting  System  on  August  13,  1940.  in  which  he 
makes  this  reference  to  Admiral  Standley. 

Very  few,  however,  had  the  courage  to  sipn  a  statement  as  did 
Admiral  Standley  (retired)  favoring  a  declaration  that  a  state  of  war 
existed  between  this  country  and  Germany. 

If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  further,  I  will  quote  a  short 
paragraph  from  the  speech  of  the  chairman  of  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee.    He  said: 

Let  me  set  at  rest,  also,  the  misleading  contention  that  our  Navy 
possesses  a  considerable  number  of  so-caUed  surplxis  destroyers 
for  which  the  Navy  has  no  immediate  need.  There  is  no  warreint 
for  such  a  statement.  It  is  very  far  from  the  truth.  The  truth  Is 
that  we  have  no  surplus  destroyers.  Some  of  these  over-age  and 
heretofore  decommissioned  destroyers  are  being  converted  into  fast 
mine  layers,  aircraft  tenders,  and  antiaircraft  vessels,  types  urgently 

needed  in  our  own  Navy.  Many  of  them  are  operating  with  the 
fleet  and  on  neutrality  patrol. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  wish  to  continue  the  quotation  from  the  opin- 
ion of  the  four  attorneys,  skipping  pait  of  the  letter,  because 
it  is  too  long  to  be  incorporated  in  a  speech;  I  quote: 

Nor  does  the  Neutrality  Act  of  November  4,  1939  (ch.  2,  U.  S.  C, 
title  22,  sec.  245J-1),  interpose  any  legal  bar  to  the  release  of  the 
destroyers  to  the  British.  Under  that  act  the  vessels  may  lawfully 
be  taken  out  of  the  United  States  to  a  belligerent  port  provided 
title  is  first  transferred  from  the  American  owner.  Such  transfer 
of  title  could  be  made  under  the  act  to  a  foreign  neutral  individual 
or  corporation. 

We  believe  that  we  are  entirely  Justified  in  the  view  that  tbe 
powers  granted  by  law  to  di.spose  of  these  destroyers  would  only  be 
exercised  where,  in  the  considered  c^lnlon  of  those  responsible  for 
our  national  safety,  their  exercise  woxild  increase  our  powers  at 
defense.  General  Pershing  is  high  authority  for  the  view  that  the 
transfer  Itself  may  be  a  vital  factor  in  keeping  war  from  our  shores. 
It  is  quite  possible  that  in  connection  with  the  transfer,  arrange- 
ments might  be  made  which  would  Increase  our  defensive  power 
in  this  hemisphere. 

These  destroyers  are  now  built,  armed,  and  equipped.  It  cannot 
by  the  furthest  stretch  of  the  imagination  be  said  that  they  were 
built,  armed,  or  equipped  to  the  order  of  any  belligerent,  or  with 
the  intent  that  they  should  enter  the  service  of  any  belligerent.  If 
they  are  now  released  to  private  contractors,  there  is  no  insuperable 
legal  barrier  which  stands  in  the  way  of  their  sale  to  the  British 
In  a  manner  compatible  with  the  provisions  of  the  Neutrality  Act. 

There  is  no  reason  for  us  to  put  a  strained  or  vmnecessary  inter- 
pretation on  our  own  statutes  contrary  to  otu:  own  national  Inter- 
ests. There  is  no  reason  to  extend  the  rules  of  International  law. 
beyond  the  limits  geoeraUy  accepted  by  other  nations,  to  the  detri- 
ment of  our  own  country. 

When  vital  interests  of  the  United  States  are  at  stake,  when  the 
sentiment  of  the  country  is  clear,  the  Government  should  not 
hesitate  to  exercise  powers  tmder  existing  law.  To  seek  an  luinecea- 
eary  reaffirmation  of  these  powers  from  the  Congress  now  would  be 
to  run  a  serious  danger  of  delay,  and  by  delay  possibly  to  endanger 
the  vital  Interests  of  the  people  of  the  country  In  keeping  war  from 
our  own  shores. 

CHAHLXS    C.    BtnUJNOHAM. 

Thouas  D.  Thacbxb. 
Oeobcs  Rttbuee. 
Dkam  Achxsom. 
Nkw  Tokk,  August  10.  1940. 
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Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 
Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Does  the  Senator  feel  that  the  opinion 
which  he  has  read,  not  as  to  the  propriety  but  as  to  the 
legality  in  international  law  of  turning  these  ships  over,  would 
be  altered  if  the  United  States  Government  had  made  one. 
two.  or  three  payments  on  the  ships  as  they  were  in  progress 
of  construction? 

Mr.  LEE.  If  the  United  States  Government  had  made  pay- 
ments on  the  ships  while  they  were  in  process  of  being  con- 
structed? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  In  other  words,  if  the  Government  had 
ordered  these  ships,  and  as  the  work  progressed  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  first  an  initial  payment,  then  a  second  pay- 
ment, and  then,  for  example,  a  third  payment— in  case  it  had 
made  one.  two.  or  three  payments  upon  the  ships  as  they  were 
in  course  of  construction,  and  to  that  extent,  at  least,  had 
bought  the  ships,  would  the  Senator  feel  that  the  opinion 
which  he  has  expressed  would  be  the  same  in  that  contingency 
as  if  the  Government  had  made  no  payments  at  all  on  the 
ships? 

Mr.  LEE.  Of  course,  the  opinion  from  which  I  quoted  ap- 
plies only  to  ships  which  the  Government  has  already  paid  for 
and  owns.  - 1  have  not  explored  the  thought  suggested  by  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  was  talking  about  ships  under  construc- 
tion. *~»- 

Mrl-LiQ^  It  Is  very  clearly  admitted  by  these  lawyers  that 
ships -tmittr  construction,  as  in  the  case  of  the  "mosquito 
fleet.*  <yd  come  under  the  purview  of  the  law  and  were  barred 
by  the^^  from  trahMer. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Then  the  Senator  has  answered  my  ques- 
tion, because  the  vessels  to  which  I  had  reference  were  the 
"mosquito  boats."  and  in  that  case,  whether  they  were  paid 
for  in  whole  or  in  part,  as  I  interpret  it.  their  transfer  to  a 
foreign  government  would  be  barred  by  the  act. 
Mr.  LEE.    That  is  the  way  I  see  it. 

Mr..  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  is  not  dealing  with  that  Im- 
mediate matter? 

Mr.  LEE.  No;  only  with  the  over-age  destroyers  which  were 
built  and  paid  for  before  any  of  these  questions  arose. 

Mr,  AQAMS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  LEE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 
Mr.  ADAMS.  I  heard  only  the  concluding  part  of  the 
opinion.  I  inquire  whether  there  is  any  conflict  between 
the  position  taken  in  this  opinion  and  that  which  the  United 
States  took  In  its  Alabama  claims  of  some  years  ago  against 
England.  We  collected  some  $15,000,000  of  damages  from 
England  under  an  arbitration  because  England  permitted 
privateers,  which  preyed  on  American  commerce,  to  be  fitted 
out  in  English  yards. 

Mr.  LEE.  It  would  be." of  course,  the  first  legal  opinion 
ever  offered  in  the  history  of  the  world  if  there  were  not 
conflicts  of  opinion.     I  cannot  answer  as  to  that  specific 

case. 

Mr.    VANDENBERG.     Mr.    President,    will    the    Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Without  attempting  to  pass  any 
Judgment  on  the  issue  itself.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  is 
familiar,  on  the  question  of  necessity,  with  the  fact  that 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Compton.  saying  that  he  spoke 
for  himself  and  Admiral  Stark,  testified  before  the  Senate 
Naval  Affairs  Committee  in  June  as  follows:  When  asked 
what  the  position  of  the  Navy  would  be  if  we  should  be 
asked  to  dispose  of  any  of  our  destroyers.  Acting  Secretary 
Compton.  for  himself  and  Admiral  Stark,  said.  "Our  answer 
would  be  'No.'  We  would  definitely  recommend  against  it." 
I  wonder  what  bearing  the  Senator  thinks  that  might  have 
on  thfe  question. 

.    Mr.  UEX.    I  take  it  the  Assistant  Secretary  protected  him- 
self when  he  said  it  was  a  personal  opinion.    I  telephoned 
to  the  Navy  Department  to  find  if  any  commitment  or 


statement  had  been  made  with  respect  to  this  very  ques- 
tion, since  the  legality  of  the  argument  made  here  is  bot- 
tomed on  the  advice  and  approval  of  the  Director  of  Naval 
Operations;  and  I  was  informed  over  the  telephone  that  no 
such  statement  or  commitment  had  been  made. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  will  understand  that 
this  is  not  dealing  with  the  legal  argimient.  This  is  dealing 
with  the  question  whether  or  not  we  could  afford  to  do  this 
as  a  matter  of  national  defense. 

Mr.  LEE.  Of  course,  that  is  a  part  of  the  legal  argument 
because,  before  It  would  be  legal,  the  transfer  would  have 
to  be  approved  by  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  m  a  letter 
of  approval  to  the  chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee. 
Mr.  VAJJDENBERO.  Then  my  understanding  of  the  Sen- 
ator's statement  is  that  the  Navy  Department 

Mr.  LEE.  Has  not  taken  any  action  on  that  point. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.  And  it  made  no  comment  to  the 
Senator  about  the  testimony  given  by  Acting  Secretary 
Compton? 
Mr.  LEE.  No  comment  was  made  with  respect  to  that. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  realizes  the  dis- 
tinction between  a  case  in  which  we  turn  in  old  airplanes  and 
get  for  those  old  airplanes  new  airplanes,  and  one  in  which 
we  turn  in  old  destroyers  and  get  nothing  for  the  destroyers. 
I  am  not  dealing  with  the  wisdom  of  the  policy — only  with 
the  mechanics  of  it.  In  one  case  we  take  a  part  of  our 
national  defense,  namely,  an  airplane,  and  turn  it  in  because 
we  thing  it  is  obsolete  or  overage,  but  we  get  back  for  the 
airplane  another  one  which  is  modem  and  up  to  date.  In 
the  case  of  the  destroyers  we  would  be  turning  them  in  with- 
out getting  anything  to  take  their  place  except  whatever 
money  we  might  obtain  for  the  destroyers.  Does  not  the 
Senator  think  there  is  a  distinction  between  the  two 
operations? 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  that  is  a  matter  of  judgment— 
not  necessarily  a  matter  of  law. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  not  argiUng  the  law  for  the  moment. 
I  am  arguing  the  national  defense  of  the  country. 

Mr.  LEE.  Let  us  suppose  that  In  exchange  for  those 
destroyers  some  military  advantage  would  be  given  to  the 
United  States;  then  the  case  would  be  the  same, 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  No;  I  do  not  think  so.  I  think  we  would 
have  to  put  into  the  picture  an  ingredient  which  is  not  now 
in  it.  If  we  were  at  war  with  Germany,  then  giving  ships 
to  any  nation  that  was  fighting  Germany  would  obviously 
be  in  line  with  our  military  policy;  but  the  formal  declaration 
of  our  Government  is  that  we  are  neutral — that  we  want  to 
keep  out  of  war.  Therefore  it  seems  to  me  that  if  we  give 
these  ships  to  England  we  are  not  neutral,  certainly  in  spirit, 
and  we  are  not  acting  in  accordance  with  our  formally 
•  annoimced  military  policy. 

I  am  not  taking  issUe  with  the  Senator  In  his  desire  to 
aid  England.  What  I  am  discussing  is.  Where  will  our 
Government  stand  if  we  do  what  the  Senator  has  suggested? 
Mr.  LEE.  I  thank  the  Senator.  It  is  not  my  purpose  to 
go  into  that  phase  of  the  argment.  It  is  based  on  a  hy- 
pothesis. It  is  a  good  point,  I  grant,  but  it  is  based  on  a 
hypothesis.  It  deals  more  with  judgment  than  with  law.  I 
simply  am  Unwilling  to  strain  an  interpretation  against  what 
I  conceive  to  be  to  the  best  interest  of  the  United  States.  I 
certainly  allow  every  other  individual  and  every  other  Mem- 
ber of  this  body  to  make  his  own  interpretation  and  follow  it. 
and  allow  him  also  in  his  own  judgment  to  disagree  with  me 
as  to  the  best  interest  of  the  country  and  whether  or  not  it  is 
served.  But  this  is  a  legal  question  in  which  one  group  of 
persons  lx3lieves  the  United  States  Government  is  barred 
from  releasing  these  old  destroyers.  Another  group  believes 
that  legally  the  United  States  Government  is  not  barred.  I 
am  supporting  the  group  that  believes  it  can  be  done.  I  want 
to  believe  that.    I  want  to  aid  England. 

The  United  States  is  in  grave  danger.     If  it  is  not,  then  this 
body  has  convicted  itself  of  the  most  profligate  extravagance 
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In  the  history  of  the  wcrld  in  Totlog  so  much  money  for  na- 
tional defense.  If  we  are  in  daneer.  then  I  want  to  have  us  do 
everything  possiUe  to  atrenctben  our  defenses  and  to  lesssen 
that  danter;  azid  on  that  bafiis  I  want  to  see  the  United 
States  transfer  those  destnoFers,  SO  of  them,  and  more  if  in 
the  otBnion  of  the  nmvml  officers  it  would  not  weaken  our 
defense. 

Bo  far  as  tnjvrtng  the  feelings  of  Germany  and  Hitler  is 
ooncemed.  Httier  has  never  yd  invaded  a  nation  on  the  basis 
of  his  feelings.  He  is  not  a  sentimentalist.  He  has  asked 
himself  only  two  qoestionB:  "Firat.  6o  I  want  It?  Second,  can 
I  take  it?"  He  has  nerer  invaded  a  nation  because  it  was 
unnoitrai,  for  the  nations  he  ha£  Invaded  leaned  backward 
in  order  to  be  neutral.  I  am  not  afraid  of  offending  Hitler's 
feelings,  for  be  is  a  cold-tilooded,  cainiiat.ing  man  who  does 
not  act  upon  the  basis  of  sentimentaiity.  bat  simply  upon  the 
basis  of  what  he  wants,  and  wbetlier  or  not  be  is  able  to 
take  it 

Mr.  TTDENGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGB.  I  did  not  mean,  and  I  am  sore  the  Senator 
<hd  not  construe  what  I  said  as  meaning,  that  I  was  taking 
issue  with  tbe  Senator's  rl^it  to  have  an  Ofiinion. 

Mr.  LEE.     I  did  not  so  understand. 

Mr.  TYDING6.  I  am  simply  searching  to  see  where,  if 
we  should  follow  his  suggestion,  we  wouki  be. 

I  can  sympathlxe  with  some  Americans  who  feel  that 
EIngland  is  fighting  our  battle,  and  tlierefore  that  the  logical 
ccfurse  for  as  is  to  )oin  in  with  England  ixfare  she  is  de- 
so  as  to  make  sure  that  the  two  nations  together 
conquer  Hitler  and  therefore  eliminate  a  potential 
enemy.  I  can  likewse  sympathize  with  those  who  feel  that 
the  best  course  for  the  United  States,  if  it  wishes  to  avoid 
war,  is  to  adhere  to  a  policy  of  strict  neutrality.  I  am 
not  Justifying  either  position;  I  am  stating  the  two  sides  of 
the  matter. 

What  I  do  have  difficulty  in  doing  is  in  taking  tiie  inter- 
mediate course  which  gives  driblets  of  aid.  Certainly  if  we 
accept  the  premise  that  eventually  we  shall  have  to  fight 
BQtler.  and  that  England  is  now  fighting  our  battle,  and 
that  we  are  going  to  give  them  50  old,  obsolete  destroyers 
to  help  them  win  it.  if  that  premise  is  tenable  and  sound 
we  ought  to  go  all  the  way  in  now,  and  declare  war.  and 
fiend  the  whole  Navy  over  so  as  to  make  that  position  abso- 
lutely secure,  or  else  we  ought  to  May  all  the  way  out. 

I  do  not  see  how  we  can  take  a  course  in  iKtween  the  two 
alternatives,  because  we  have  only  two  choices.  One  choice 
is  to  stay  out  of  the  war.  The  other  choice  is  to  go  into 
the  war;  and  we  ought  to  go  all  the  way  on  either  side. 

Understand  me,  if  50  obsolete  destroyers  are  going  to  con- 
stitute the  laalance  of  power  in  the  tremendous  struggle 
which  is  now  taking  place  over  the  English  Channel  and  in 
Ei^land  and  the  other  European  countries,  it  is  a  different 
kind  of  war  from  the  one  I  visnalize  at  this  great  distance. 
Therefore,  I  feel  tiiat  my  argument  is  reinforced  by  tiie  fact 
that  these  50  destroyers  wHl  be  <mly  a  small  addition  to  the 
defense  of  Engtanri. 

Mr.  UEZ.    But  they  will  be  an  addition. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yes;  that  is  tnie. 

Mr.  T.ine  And  sometimes,  wlien  the  balance  is  very  close, 
it  takes  a  very  little  to  tilt  the  scales  to  one  side  or  the 
other. 

Mr.    TYDINGS.    Why    not    give    tliem    some    over-age 

battleships? 

Mr.  LEE.  Of  course,  the  Senator  may  take  almost  any 
argimient,  and,  with  plenty  of  suppositions  and  hypotheses, 
reduce  it  to  a  certain  ultimate  condusion  to  which  no  one 
would  agree;  and  that  is  wiiat  the  Senator  has  done  in  this 


Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  do  not  want  to  do  that.  I  am  not  trying 
to  take  suppositions;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  if  50  obsolete 
ships  are  to  be  turned  over  to  Gft-eat  Britain  it  would  be 
much  better  to  turn  over  the  whole  Navy.  Obviously,  by 
taming  over  50  ships,  do  we  not  say  in  effect  Uiat  we  want  to 
augment  the  British  force— not  as  individuals.  iH)t  as  a  mat- 


ter of  tnisiness,  not  in  an  economic  way,  but  as  an  American 
Government — to  such  an  extent  that  she  will  be  siu-e  to  win? 

Mr.  LEE.     Mr.  President,  I  wanted  to  make  tills  speech. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  am  sorry  I  interrupted  the  Senator. 

Mr.  TJg  That  is  all  right.  I  want  the  Senator  to  take 
part  in  it,  t>ut  I  also  want  to  get  in  a  few  pomts  liefore  it  is 
time  to  close  for  the  day. 

If  the  Senator  from  Maryland  (Mr.  TroiNCfil  takes  that 
attitude — and  I  do  not  know  that  he  has  done  so— evidently 
he  disagrees  with  the  Democratic  platform  adopted  at  Chi- 
cago, and  disagrees  with  the  Republican  platform  adopted 
at  Pliiiadeliahia.  The  Democratic  platform  adopted  at  Chicago 
stated: 

In  ar  If -defense  and  In  good  oonaeienee.  the  world's  greatest 
denaocracy  cannot  afford  hearUesaly  or  In  a  spirit  of  appeasement 
to  Ignore  the  peace-loving  and  liberty -loving  peoples  \»-&ntonly  at- 
tacked by  nthlesB  oggr^aBon.  We  pledge  to  extend  to  these  peo- 
ples all  the  material  aid  at  onr  comn»nd,  ccmsistent  with  law  and 
tK)t  iDConstetect  with  tbe  loterests  of  our  own  national  aelf- 
defeose — all  to  the  end  that  peace  and  International  good  faith 
may  yet  Emerge  trlinnpbant. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  Presidezit.  will  the  Senator  permit 
me  to  make  an  observation  right  there? 

Mr.  LEK     Yes;  certainly. 

Mr.  TYDINGS-.  If  we  are  aiding  our  military  policy  by 
turning  over  50  destroyers  to  Great  Britain,  then  oiir  mili- 
tary policy  is  to  aid  Great  Britain.  If  that  is  our  military 
policy,  why  not  turn  over  258  destroyers? 

Mr.  LEE.  There  is  always  a  point  of  diminishing  returns 
beyond  which  there  Is  either  danger,  or  beyond  which  the 
returns  are  not  profitable.  I  would  say  that  would  be  true  in 
that  case.  But  I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  that  point  with  the 
Senator.  We  all  know  that  there  is  a  field  in  which  this 
coimtry  can  aid  England  and,  £it  the  same  time,  not  step 
over  the  bounds  Into  war,  and  it  is  that  field  we  are  occupying 
today.  We  are  already  committed  to  it  Our  people  have 
supported  it  at  every  opportunity  they  have  had  to  express 
themselves.  Both  parties  have  gtme  on  record  for  the  prin- 
ciple of  material  aid,  everytliing  but  men.  I  do  not  wish  to 
debate  that  point  with  the  Senator.  I  certainly  can  sec  the 
argument  he  makes,  that  one  way  we  can  go  all  the  way,  and 
another  way  we  do  not  do  anything. 

I  do  not  believe  that  an  absolute  closing  of  our  doors  is 
going  to  help  us  any.  In  fact,  I  believe  that  if  we  had  not 
revised  the  neutrality  law  so  as  to  allow  our  manufacturers  to 
sell  to  England.  England  might  have  been  beaten  to  her 
knees  before  now.  Yet  we  could  argue  that  that  involves  the 
same  principle.  We  revised  our  own  neutrality  law  so  as  to 
allow  onr  factories  to  open  their  doors  and  sell  to  England 
and  sell  to  Prance  in  order  that  tirey  might 
enemy,  and  at  the  same  time  it  put  our  own 
mass  production  basis,  which  has  stc 
our  own  production  from  about  50  planes  a  month  then  to 
about  a  thousand  planes  a  month  now,  which  certainly  has 
resulted  in  putting  this  country  in  a  Ijetter  state  of  defense 
tlian  any  other  one  thing  we  liave  done  since  this  crisis  has 
arisen.  

Mr.  UJNDEEN  and  Mr.  TYDINGS  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  <Mr.  Chavez  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  OklcdK)ma  yield,  and  if  so,  to  whcMa? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  ItfinneBOta. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  wish  merely  to  call  attention  to  a  state- 
ment made  on  August  9  by  the  distinguished  chcdrman  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the  Seiuite. 

Mr.  LEE.  I  wonder  why  the  Senator  contlnu^y  refers  to 
that.    I  do  not  dispute  it. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  first  read  the  statement  of  the  chairman 
of  the  Cammittee  on  Naval  Affairs.  Now  I  am  reading  just 
a  few  words  from  a  statement  made  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Afiairs  of  tiie  Senate. 

Mr.  LEE.  There  is  no  argument  with  the  chairman  of  the 
two  committees.  The  law  provldefi  that  the  Chief  of  Naval 
Operations  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army  must  refer 
their  opinions  to  the  chairmen  of  tiiese  committees. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  merely  wanted  to  give  the  opinion  of 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  which  is 
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that  he  does  not  consider  that  we  have  an  adequate  Navy  for 
defense  now.  Then  he  goes  on  to  say  we  need  just  as  many 
ships  in  our  Navy  as  we  now  have. 

Mr.  LEE.     Yes. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN. ,  I  merely  wanted  that  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  LEE.    That  is  all  right.    I  agree  with  that  statement. 
I,  myself,  am  in  favor  of  that  statement. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  l£E.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  do  not  want  the  Senator  to  leave  the 
Impression  that  I  am  opposed  to  trade  by  private  individuals 
or  corporations  of  this  country  with  foreign  governments.  I 
think  that  is  perfectly  proper,  and  if  that  brings  wealth  to 
'  our  country,  and  enlarges  iwr  capacity  for  defense,  all  well 
and  good.  But  there  is  a  distinction  between  a  private  in- 
dividual or  corporation  dealing  with  some  branch  of  a  for- 
eign government,  and  a  formal  transfer  on  the  part  of  our 
Government  to  a  loreign  government  at  war  of  a  part  of  its 
essential  defense  forces,  whether  they  be  old  or  not.  I  was 
not  arguing  the  economic  advantage,  nor  am  I  taking  issue 
with  the  Senator  in  his  desire  to  help  England.  I  was  merely 
trying  to  draw  the  line,  and  to  state  that  if  we  need  to  help 
England  as  a  part  of  our  military  policy,  we  should  go  further 
than  the  50  ships,  or  we  should  not  go  any  distance  at  all, 
'  that  we  cannot  be  Roman  riders,  with  one  foot  on  the  horse 
of  neutrality  and  the  other  foot  on  the  horse  of  war. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 
■"'     Mr.  BONE.     I  am  not  so  certain  that  the  thesis  of  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  is  absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  have  been  wrong  before. 

Mr.  BONE.  We  are  so  used  to  thinking  that  our  private 
citizens  may  deal  with  a  belligerent,  and  we  have  grown  so 
accustomed  to  it  from  the  arguments  constantly  dinned  into 
our  ears,  that  I  think  we  fail  to  realize  the  history  behind  it. 

Mr.  TYDlNpS.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  interrupt 
him.  with  W  permission  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 
Understandt^e.  I  was  not  saying  a  private  citizen  should  or 
should  not  «Jo^what  has  been  done.  I  was  not  discussing  the 
inerits.  I  wa|i  trying  to  draw  the  distinction  between  a  pri- 
vate citizen  or  a  corporation  taking  that  action,  and  formal 
action  of  the  Government.  ' 

Mr.  BONE.     There  is  a  great  moral  distinction.  I  admit. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  make  one  more  statement,  and 
then  I  will  not  interrupt  the  Senator  further.  If  I  desired  to 
go  over  into  Maryland,  or  anywhere  else,  and  make  a  speech 
denouncing  the  head  of  some  foreign  goyernment,  I  would 
have  a  right  to  do  that  under  the  Constitution,  but  if  we  were 
to  pass  a  formal  resolution  in  the  Senate  or  the  House  of 
Representatives  denouncing  the  head  of  a  foreign  govern- 
ment, that  would  be  an  entirely  different  matter.  That  is 
the  distinction  which  I  am  trying  to  make  in  this  debate. 

Mr.  LEE.  Does  the  Senator  think  the  Government  does 
not  have  a  legal  right  to  sell  these  destroyers  to  a  private 
corporation  or  an  individual? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  We  have  the  right  not  only  to  do  that  but 
"^^  to  declare  war,  if  we  desire  to  do  so,  which  goes  much  fur- 
ther. But  the  Hague  Convention,  which  I  believe  is  not  now 
in  effect,  contained  a  specific  provision  that  it  would  be  an 
act  of  war  if  any  neutral  nation  should  turn  over  any  ship  of 
war  to  a  belligerent  nation. 

Mr.  BONE.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may.  I  will  now  come 
back  to  the  matter  which  led  me  to  rise. 

If  Senators  will  recall  history,  they  will  remember  that  a 
private  shipbuilding  concern  in  England,  the  Lairds,  at  Birk- 
enhead, built  a  ship  called  the  Alabayna.  She  was  built  for  the 
Confed«rate  Government  as  a  sea  raider.  She  was  launched 
in  Eng.and  and  was  on  the  seas  for  a  long  time,  until  she 
was  sunk  at  Cherbourg  by  the  Kearsarge. 

When  the  <?ivil  War  ended  we  filed  claims  against  Great 
Briuin,  and  the  claims  were  sustained.  They  were  commonly 
known  as  thd  Alabama  claims.  We  sustained  the  claims, 
because  we  were  supported  by  International  law.  which  placed 
upon  the  British  Goverimient  the  final   responsibility   for 


allowing  one  of  its  private  citizens,  the  Laird  outfit,  to  build 
a  warship  for  the  Confederacy. 

The  parallel  is  absolutely  perfect.  It  seems  to  me.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  change  in  men's  concept  of  international  law 
which  would  change  the  status  between  the  Alabama  case  and 
the  claims  growing  out  of  her  ravages  on  the  seas  and  the 
fact  that  our  private  citizens  are  now  seUing  munitions  of  war 
to  one  of  the  belligerents  in  the  present  war.  If  the  Ala- 
bama's depredations  laid  the  groundwork  in  international  law 
for  the  recovery  of  $15,000,000  damages  from  the  British 
Government,  it  seems  to  me  we  are  at  least  on  thin  ice  if  we 
profess  allegiance  and  loyalty  to  and  respect  for  international 
law  if  we  go  far  beyond  that  and,  by  some  oblique  operation,— 
and  obviously  it  would  be  an  indirection — turn  over  to  a  bel- 
ligerent power  one-seventh  of  our  Navy,  because  those  de- 
stroyers which  are  under  consideration,  50  of  them,  constitute 
approximately  one-seventh  of  the  combatant  vessels  of  the 
United  States  Navy.  If  the  element  of  obsolescence  is  the 
factor  which  is  impressive,  it  may  be  said  truthfully  that 
about  one-half  of  the  combatant  vessels  of  the  United  States 
Navy  come  within  the  category  of  obsolescence. 

If  one-half  of  1  percent  of  what  is  charged  here  as  to  the 
state  of  our  unpreparedness  and  the  lack  of  ability  of  the 
Navy  to  defend  us  in  a  great  emergency  is  true,  then  getting 
rid  of  50  destroyers,  it  seems  to  me,  would  be  in  itself,  aside 
from  the  aspects  of  international  law,  a  very  sad  mistake. 

I  have  been  led  to  believe  here,  and  I  have  been  very  much 
impressed  by  the  statements  made,  that  the  United  States  is 
in  a  condition  now  where  we  have  a  threat  to  us  from  both 
sides,  east  and  west,  and  if  that  threat  materializes  into  some- 
thing real,  our  Navy  would  be  wholly  and  completely  and 
totally  inadequate  to  meet  the  crisis. 

If  that  be  true,  we  must  hang  our  hat  on  one  or  the  other 
of  the  horns  of  this  dilemma — either  accept  as  true  that  we 
are  not  prepared  to  fight  on  both  sides  of  the  country  or  else 
assume  that  we  are  quite  prepared  to  meet  any  emergency 
that  is  thrust  upon  us  and  get  rid  of  some  of  our  ships.  I 
think  there  is  nothing  in  international  law — for  which  so 
many  feel  a  very  profound  respect — which  gives  us  any  jus- 
tification whatever,  by  any  obliquity,  by  any  process  of  In- 
direction, to  take  from  our  Navy  ships  that  are  now  in  active 
operation.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  these  destroyers 
are  now  in  service.  We  cannot  lift  ships  out  of  actual  serv- 
ice in  the  United  States  Navy,  with  bluejackets  on  them  who 
are  being  trained  in  the  neutrality  patrol,  ships  that  are  now 
a  part  of  the  Navy  which  is  now  actually  in  full  bloom,  ships 
that  are  out  on  the  high  seas,  without  having  to  go  through 
some  peculiar  gyrations.  We  woiild  have  to  Indulge  in  some 
circuitous  operations  that  would  not  reflect  any  credit  on  us. 
If  the  danger  is  as  great  as  the  Senator  says  it  is  and  our 
moral  duty  is  what  he  says  it  is,  we  ought  not  to  stop  with 
50  destroyers.  There  are  dozens  of  fast  ships  in  our  Navy 
that  are  supposed  to  be  obsolete  because  their  age  is  over 
what  is  supposed  to  govern  ships  of  that  type.  I  refer  now 
to  some  fast  light  cruisers.  They  are  obsolete  now,  and  they 
are  fast,  mobile  ships,  capable  of  doing  convoy  work  quite  as 
well  as  the  lighter  destroyers.  What  Is  the  object  of  sending 
merely  destroyers  over  there  when  those  ships  also  fall  into 
the  category  of  obsolescence? 

Mr.  LEE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Washington  for  his 
contribution. 

Mr.  ADAMS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  LEE.    Does  the  Senator  want  to  ask  a  question  or  make 
a  speech? 
Mr.  ADAMS.    I  wish  to  ask  a  question. 
Mr.  LEE.    My  inquiry  was  made  in  a  facetious  manner. 
Mr.  ADAMS.    My  inquiry  is  whether  the  Senator  is  pro- 
posing legislation? 
Mr.  LEE.    No. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Because  the  opinion  from  which  the  Senator 
read  specified  that  no  legislation  was  necessary  and  the  Exec- 
utive had  the  authority  to  do  It.  That  is  why  I  wondered 
why  the  matter  was  brought  before  the  Senate. 
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Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  question  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator 
may  betray  indolence  on  my  part,  which  is  not  commendable. 
I  have  received  several  letters  and  telegrams  from  some  of 
my  constituents  urging  me  to  vote  for  a  bill  which  would  pro- 
vide that  we  furnish  England  destroyers.  I  ask  the  able 
Senator  from  Oklahoma,  who  has  more  knowledge  of  the  mat- 
ter than  I  have,  before  what  committee  is  the  bill  pending?  I 
promise  to  look  the  matter  up  myself. 

Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  speaking  about  a  bill.  I 
am  speaking  of  a  proposition  that  I  believe  can  be  accom- 
plished within  the  four  walls  of  the  present  law.  I  am  not 
referring  to  a  resolution.  It  is  very  plain,  from  the  speeches 
made  this  afternoon,  that  If  such  a  resolution  were  brought 
into  the  Senate  we  would  debate  It  imtil  Christmas.  I  believe 
this  thing  ought  to  be  done,  and  done  now.  If  It  is  going  to 
do  England  any  good,  it  ought  to  be  done  soon. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  again 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  LEE.    Yes:  I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  Senator  is  an  able  lawyer  and  an  ac- 
complished scholar.  I  know  he  has  given  the  subject  more 
thought  than  I  have.  Is  it  the  Senator's  opinion  that  the 
President  or  the  Navy  Department  may  do  this  without  a 
change  in  the  law?  ^ 

Mr.  LEE.     It  is. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  have  respect  for  the  Senator's  opinion. 
I  have  not  Investigated  the  subject.  But  it  seems  to  be  true 
that  a  vast  difference  of  opinion  exists  as  to  whether  or  not 
it  may  be  done  under  the  law. 

Mr.  LEE.  That  Is  true,  as  is  true  of  practically  every  legal 
question,  but  I  am  giving  my  country  the  benefit  of  the  doubt, 
as  I  see  it.  and  I  do  not  mean  by  that  statement  that  those  who 
differ  with  me  are  not  as  patriotic  as  I  am. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  particularly  wish  to  be  frank  In  answer- 
ins  questions  propounded  to  me  by  my  constituents.  I  have 
been  asked  by  some  of  my  constituents  before  what  committee 
the  bill  is  pending,  and  If  it  is  brought  up  for  action  will  I 
vote  for  it.  I  understand  that  there  is  no  such  bill  pending. 
That  it  is  a  question  of  departmental  action  or  Executive  ac- 
tion, and  the  able  Senator  from  Oklahoma  Is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  President  has  the  power  to  sell  or  trade  these  de- 
stroyers if  he  so  choose? 

Mr.  LEE.    It  Is. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  That  is  the  information  I  sought. 
.Mr.  LEE.  Mr.  President,  with  respect  to  the  argument 
made  by  the  two  Senators  who  spoke  previously,  that  we 
should  not  transfer  these  destroyers  because  we  need  them 
ourselves,  and  that  to  transfer  them  will  weaken  our  defense, 
let  me  say  that  It  is  odd  how  some  i)eople  will  be  Infiuenced 
by  the  advice  of  so-called  military  experts  when  that  ad- 
vice of  the  military  experts  coincides  with  their  own  opinion. 
I  heard  it  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  the  military 
experts  have  been  quoted  as  to  the  ridiculousness  of  any  f^- 
eign  power  crossing  thp  ocean  and  reaching  this  coimtry. 

If  we  are  to  be  Influenced  by  the  advice  of  the  military  ex- 
perts, then  I  refer  the  Senate  to  the  highest  authority  on 
this  question.  General  Pershing  and  Admiral  SLandley,  who 
were  in  charge  of  naval  and  military  operations  during  the 
war,  both  of  whom  advise  that  it  would  not  weaken  but 
strengthen  our  defense  to  transfer  these  destroyers  to  Eng- 
land. 

Furthermore,  before  these  ships  could  be  transferred,  even 
under  the  present  law.  It  would  be  necessary  for  the  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations  to  give  his  approval,  and  his  statement  that 
It  would  not  weaken  our  national  defense. 

If  we  arc  going  to  leave  It  to  the  military  experts  on  the 
safety  which  the  oceans  give  us,  why  not  leave  it  to  the  mili- 
tary experts,  who  should  be  first  In  rank,  so  far  as  military 
advice  is  concerned,  with  respect  to  the  strength  of  our  de- 
fenses, if  we  transfer  these  destroyers  to  England. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  heard  Senators  who  are  Just  as  sin- 
cere as  I,  give  utterances  here  lately  that  we  are  not  in  an 
emergency,  that  we  are  not  in  danger.    Mr.  President,  today 


despotism  and  democracy  are  at  death  grips,  and  the  battle 
for  humanity  is  being  fought  now  in  England. 

I  am  not  one  of  those  who  say  that  we  were  fools  and 
suckers  In  the  war  In  1917.  We  fought  for  the  right  of  free 
men  to  govern  themselves.  I  believe  In  that  principle  as 
strongly  today  as  I  did  then.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  people 
of  this  country  feel  that  we  were  fools  and  suckers  then.  I 
think  there  Is  a  great  moral  revulsion  In  this  country  against 
the  unconscionable  profits  that  were  made  in  the  war,  and  I 
think  that  ts  the  source  of  jtnost  of  the  revulsion  In  this  coun- 
try against  war.  War  dofis  not  create  wealth,  war  destroys 
wealth.  And  when  some  are  making  money  out  of  the  war 
that  destroys  wealth,  somebody  else  is  pasring  double.  That 
Is  the  thing  that  the  people  resented.  • 

I  have  not  surrendered  the  idealism  that  men  have  a  right 
to  be  free  and  govern  them.selves. 

The  battle  for  humanity  is  being  fought  now.  I  believe  In 
freedom  and  liberty.  England  Is  over  there  fighting  for  It. 
We  can,  by  the  transfer  of  these  vessels,  aid  a  cause  in  which 
we  believe.  We  can  aid  our  own  cause.  Leave  England  out 
of  It.  Let  us  suppose  you  hate  England.  I  have  been  Im- 
pressed with  the  feeling  that  some  people  hate  England  more 
than  they  love  America.  I  have  heard  vlndicUveness  and  bit- 
terness expressed  here  toward  England.  I  do  not  like  it,  be- 
cause England  did  not  pay  her  debts,  and  she^  lost  by  It. 
I  grant  you  that.  But  because  she  did  not  we'should  not 
hesitate  to  help  her  when  It  will  help  us  more. 

Leave  England  out  of  It.  Suppose  somebody  owes  you  a 
debt  and  will  not  pay  it,  and  his  house  catches  on  fire,  and  If 
his  house  burns  your  house  will  catch  on  flre  also,  and  you 
would  stand  and  jump  up  and  down  In  your  glee  when  you 
saw  that  fellow's  house  burning,  happy  that  he  was  being 
punished  because  he  would  not  pay  you  a  debt.  Instead  of 
going  over  and  pouring  water  on  that  fire  to  put  out  the  fire 
In  order  to  save  your  own  house.  I  make  the  argument  not 
for  England  but  for  our  own  defense. 

It  is  a  cinch  that  if  we  escape  war  It  is  because  we  get 
ready  for  Hitler  before  he  gets  ready  for  us.  I  do  not  cai-e 
what  approach  is  made.  I  have  heard  Senators  ridiculing 
the  possibility  of  him  coming  over  in  a  grand  armada.  Hitler 
himself  said  he  was  not  going  to  do  that.  He  has  said,  "We 
will  not  land  troops  like  William  the  Conqueror."  He  said, 
"Our  weapons  are  Invisible."  He  said,  "We  require  two  move- 
ments, one  Inside  and  one  outside.  A  loyal  and  a  revolu- 
tionary one." 

I  am  not  saying  how  he  will  come,  but  I  am  saying  we  are 
all  making  a  mistake  in  voting  $14,000,000,000  for  national 
defense  unless  there  is  danger.  I  say  there  is  danger.  The 
world  that  we  knew  yesterday  no  longer  exists.  We  are 
living  in  another  world.  No  matter  which  way  this  war  goes, 
if  you  think  we  can  go  on  in  America  in  the  easygoing  Ameri- 
can way  of  life  which  we  have  enjoyed  under  a  pioneer  econ- 
omy, you  are  mistaken.  If  you  think  we  can  go  on  without 
feeling  the  repercussions  of  the  fact  that  a  new  philosophy 
has  overrun  the  Old  World  you  are  mistaken. 

Does  anyone  think  our  export  life  will  be  the  same?  Does 
anyone  think  our  tourist  life  will  be  the  same?  Does  any- 
one think  we  can  continue  our  easygoing  life  if  England 
is  beaten  down?  Doe^  anyone  think  we  can  have  a  long 
Canadian  border  without  even  a  popgun  on  It  if  England 
is  beaten  down?  If  England  crumbles  under  the  Nazi  power 
drive  which  is  now  being  made  upon  her,  for  the  first  time 
In  the  history  of  our  Nation  the  United  States  will  stand 
alone  in  a  hostile  world  of  totalitarian  powers,  the  arch 
enemies  of  democracy. 

It  Is  not  a  pretty  picture.  It  will  mean  that  as  long  as 
our  country  exists  we  shall  have  to  spend  every  dollar  we 
can  raise  for  national  defense.  It  will  mean  the  construc- 
tion of  concrete  fortifications  around  our  far-flung  borders. 
It  will  mean  that  we  shall  live  in  a  state  of  total  fear,  just 
as  the  little  democracies  lived  before  they  were  raided.  It 
will  mean  that,  in  our  export  trade,  our  laborers  must  com- 
pete with  the  slave  labor  of  the  vassal  states  of  Europe.  It  will 
mean  that  we  shall  either  have  war  defending  the  Monroe 
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Dcctrine^bt  we  shall  have  to  abandon  the  Monroe  Doctrine. 
I  say  it  Is  no^  a  pr-tty  picture,  either  way  we  take  it. 

Does  anyoije  think  America  can  continue,  with  her  far- 
flung  liberties  and  her  easygoing  American  way  of  life,  in 
a  world  like  i^hat? 

The  wortd  ^e  knew  yesterday  has  fallen:  and  yet  some  of 
our  people  say  that  everything  is  all  right — "Go  back  to 
sleep;  you  are  safe  and  secure."  When  Paul  Revere,  on  his 
horse,  charged  through  the  countrywide  and  flashed  the 
warning.  "Arm!  Danger  is  near!"  No  doubt  there  were  some 
who  said,  "IJe  is  hysterical.  He  is  a  madcap.  Do  not  pay 
any  attention  to  him."  When  the  sexton  in  the  tower  of 
the  Old  North  Church  flashed  the  gleam  of  danger,  telling 
that  enemies  were  coming,  there  were  those  who  said,  "Go 
back  to  sleep.  There  is  no  danger  at  all."  We  have  them 
today.  They  may  be  sincere,  but  their  sincerity  only  adds  to 
the  eflfectiveness  of  the  propaganda  which  they  spread. 
"-■  Hitler  ha^l  never  yet  invaded  a  country  l)ecause  he  was 
ai^gry  at  it  He  has  invaded  it  because  he  wanted  it.  A 
peculiar  thing  about  Hitler  is  that  he  told  the  world  exactly 
what  he  was  going  to  do,  and  up  to  date  he  has  carried  out 
his  plans  on  schedule.  The  irony  of  it  is  that  Hitler  has 
never  kept  a  proiPise  which  he  made  as  a  solemn  pledge 
with  respect  to  the  territorial  rights  of  other  nations.  He 
has  violated  all  .^uch  pledges,  but  he  has  kept  to  the  letter 
his  intoxicated  talk  about  total  war  and  world  domination. 
The  irony  of  it  is  that  we  disregarded  his  dizzy  talk  about 
world  domination,  while  we  believed  his  solemn  pledges  with 
respect  to  the  rights  of  others. 

Mr.  BONE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pepper  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Washington? 

Mr.  LEE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BONE.  I  take  it  from  that  appraisal  of  Mr.  Hitler 
that  we  are  to  assume  that  in  one  instance  he  is  a  liar,  and 
in  the  next  instance  he  is  telling  the  truth. 

Mr.  LEE.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BONE.  When  are  we  to  believe  him?  He  is  a  black- 
guard, a  buUdoser,  and  a  liar.  He  carries  out  part  of  his 
statements  and  disregards  his  promises. 

Mr.  LEE.  We' are  to  believe  him  when  he  says  his  plans 
include  America.  We  are  to  believe  him  when  he  says  he 
Intends  to  make  a  new  Germany  in  Latin  America. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  I  understand  the  position  of  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma,  it  is  that  we  can  rely  on  Hitler's 
threats,  but  not  on  his  promises. 

Mr.  LEE.  We  can  rely  on  anything  that  will  contribute 
to  world  domination  by  Hitler,  and  disregard  anything  that 
will  in  any  way  hinder  him  in  his  mad  ambition  for  world 
domination. 

Hitler  has  told  us  what  he  would  do,  and  up  to  date  he 
has  carried  it  out  to  the  letter.  He  said  to  the  small  nations 
ot  Europe,  "My  soldiers  will  appear  suddenly  in  your  capi- 
tals. Th^  will  be  uniformed  and  armed.  No  one  will  stop 
them."  I  am  reminded  of  the  amazing  betrayal  of  Norway, 
when  the  Norway  police  led  the  Nazi  ttoops  through  the 
capital  of  Norway,  acting,  of  course,  under  false  orders  be- 
cause of.  the  confusion. 

Hitler  has  violated  all  orthodox  military  formulas.  Every 
time,  before  an  invasion,  military  experts  said,  "It  cannot  be 
done";  but  he  did  it;  and  some  military  experts  still  deny 
it.  Would  anyone  have  believed,  2  years  ago,  that  Hitler 
would  have  done  what  he  has  done?  Not  at  all.  We  laughed 
at  his  statements  as  dizzy  and  ridiculous.  It  is  said  today  that 
~it  is  ridiculous  to  believe  that  Hitler  can  threaten  the  se- 
curity of  the  United  States.  We  are  told,  "Look  at  our 
.  oceans!"  Mr.  President.  I  say  that  an  ocean  may  be  an 
avenue  of  attack  as  well  as  an  insulation  against  attack. 
The  same  Atlantic  Ocean  which  has  t)een  our  protection  as 
long  as  the  British  fleet  rode  its  waves  will  be  our  vulnerable 
point  of  attack  if  that  fleet  falls  into  the  hands  of  the  Nazi 
leader.        ' 


Military  experts  laughed  at  the  Idea  of  using  parachute 
troops.  They  ridiculed  it;  but  Mr.  Hitler  used  them.  Mili- 
tary experts  ridiculed  the  idea  of  Hitler  having  an  invincible 
military  machine.  All  the  economic  experts  have  been  tell- 
ing us  for  5  years  that  Hitler  would  crumble  economically. 
Five  years  ago  they  said  that  he  could  not  last  a  year. 

At  the  end  of  each  year  they  said  that  economically  Ger- 
many was  a  shell.  They  predicted  the  collapse  and  failure 
of  Hitler  all  along;  and  yet  his  predictions  for  world  domi- 
nation have  gone  on  schedule,  and  they  are  still  going  on 
schedule. 

The  argument  is  made,  "If  he  cannot  get  across  22  miles 
of  the  English  Channel,  how  in  the  world  can  he  cross  3,000 
miles  of  ocean?"  The  channel  has  its  advantages  as  well 
as  its  disadvantages.  In  the  case  of  the  channel,  the  attack 
and  the  defense  are  concentrated.  It  is  easier  to  defend  50 
miles  than  a  thousand  miles  of  coast. 

I  used  to  play  football.  When  we  got  on  to  the  signals 
of  the  opposing  team,  and  knew  where  the  attack  was  coming, 
we  strengthened  the  line  at  that  point.  That  can  be  done 
when  the  line  is  not  too  long.  But  when  we  have  the  Atlantic 
coast  and  the  Pacific  coast,  and  do  not  know  where  the  enemy 
Is  to  strike,  and  we  have  the  possibility  of  Nazi  air  bases  in 
Latin  American  countries,  and  all  the  other  surprises  of  which 
Adolf  Hitler  is  capable,  do  not  tell  me  that  we  are  safe  and 
secure. 

Mr.  Hitler  has  done  the  impossible,  according  to  the  military 
experts.  They  said  that  Hitler's  invasion  of  Norway  would 
be  the  greatest  military  mistake  he  could  possibly  make;  but 
Hitler  did  it,  and  it  did  not  turn  out  to  l)e  a  mistake.  Military 
experts  said  to  the  Belgians,  "The  Albert  Canal  is  your  de- 
fense. It  \fould  he  ridiculous  for  opposing  troops  to  try  to 
cross  it.  You  could  mow  them  down";  but  the  Nazis  crossed 
it,  and  they  were  not  mowed  down. 

Then  the  military  experts  said  to  Prance,  "Go  to  sleep. 
There  is  your  Maginot  Line."  The  Maginot  Line  stands  there 
today  high  and  dry. 

Then  the  military  experts  said,  "Prance  has  the  greatest 
army  in  the  world."  Only  a  few  months  ago  I  believed  that 
myself.  I  did  not  believe  the  Germans  could  cross  the 
Maginot  Line;  but  they  flanked  the  Maginot  Line  and  de- 
stroyed the  French  Army,  the  greatest  army  on  the  face  of 
the  earth — so  I  thought. 

The  Germans  have  not  yet  failed  to  cross  the  English 
Channel.  My  fear  is  against  my  hope  and  prayer,  but  my 
fear  is  that  they  have  not  yet  unleashed  their  drive  on  Britain. 
The  British  Fleet  stands  between  America  and  the  greatest 
Juggernaut  of  destruction  which  has  ever  been  devised. 

Hitler  has  used  another  thing  which  no  other  military 
leader  ever  used,  and  that  is  the  *'flfth  column."  Did  any 
other  military  leader  ever  use  that  before?  No.  Did  any 
other  military  leader  ever  use  propaganda  to  the  extent  that 
Hitler  has  used  it?  For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the 
world  this  military  leader  sets  up  a  propaganda  machine  and 
calls  it  such.  I  think  perhaps  America,  with  a  little  more 
time,  might  resist  and  ward  off,  at  least  for  a  while,  the  mili- 
tary attacks  of  Hitler;  but  we  cannot  stand  up  against  the 
Nazi  "woo."  When  Nazi  "woo"  is  pitched  at  America,  I  fear 
that  we  cannot  resist  it. 

Would  anyone  have  believed  it  possible  to  fool  the  rest  of 
the  world  with  the  same  trick  8  times?  Yet  that  is  what 
Hitler  has  done.  He  made  love  to  10  countries,  and  he 
ravaged  1.  He  made  love  to  9  countries  and  raided  another. 
He  has  l)een  a  master  at  dividing  them  and  taking  them  1 
at  a  time,  playing  both  ends  against  the  middle  and  destroy- 
ing the  one  marked  for  slaughter.  He  started  outside  opera- 
tions and  inside  operations.  He  made  use  of  propaganda. 
No  one  has  ever  used  it  to  the  extent  to  which  he  has  used  it. 

First  he  told  the  world,  "All  I  want  is  the  Sudetenland." 
He  took  the  Sudetenland,  and  as  soon  as  he  got  it  he  said, 
"All  I  want  new  is  Czechoslovakia."  Would  anyone  have 
thought  that  he  could  have  worked  the  same  trick  twice? 
And  yet  the  poor  old  man  with  the  umbrella  and  poor  old 
Daladier,  who  now  is  a  pitiful  example  of  what  happens  to 
appeasers,  swallowed  his  story— -hook,  line,  and  sinker.    When 
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he  said,  "All  I  want  now  is  Czechoslovakia,"  there  were  a 
million  men  ready  to  die  at  the  front;  a  million  men  who  that 
morning  had  kissed  their  wives  and  babies  good-bye,  expecting 
their  mutilated  bodies  to  mark  the  border  line  where  the 
little  country  of  Czechoslovakia  had  once  stood;  and  yet 
Hitler  fooled  the  world  again.  Then  after  the  Germans  In- 
vaded Poland  and  blasted  it  from  the  face  of  the  earth, 
would  you  have  beheved  that  anybody  could  be  fooled  again 
by  this  man,  who  broke  every  promise  to  respect  the  rights 
of  others;  who  blasted  Poland  and  left  nothing  but  charred 
ruins  to  show  where  there  had  once  been  a  thriving  and  a 
happy  republic? 

When  it  worked  again,  he  goes  over  through  his  "fifth 
columns"  to  Norway  and  Denmark,  and  he  works  on  them 
inside;  and  then,  when  he  is  ready,  he  marches  into  those 
coimtrles  without  firing  a  gun. 

Can  it  be  done  again?  No;  it  cannot  be  done  again;  but 
just  as  soon  as  he  strengthens  himself  in  those  two  countries 
he  goes  down  into  the  lowlands.  He  goes  to  the  Dutch,  and 
he  works  on  them  inside  and  outside,  and  he  starts  across 
the  lowlands.  We  hold  our  breath.  We  say,  "He  will  be 
stopped  at  the  Albert  Canal."  He  crossed  the  Albert  Canal 
on  a  bridge  without  the  loss  of  a  man,  so  I  am  informed. 
They  had  dynamite  there.  They  had  kept  it  there  for  2  years, 
ready  to  blow  up  that  bridge;  and  yet  his  "fifth  columnists," 
inside  workers,  got  to  them,  and  the  dynamite  was  never 
exploded,  and  the  Germans  crossed  on  that  bridge. 

We  said.  "Well,  he  cannot  take  France";  but  he  did.  He 
worked  outside  and  he  worked  inside,  and  he  fooled  England 
until  the  eleventh  hour.  He  fooled  England  with  the  Nazi 
"woo."    Has  he  thrown  it  to  the  world  again? 

Thirty  days  ago  I  saw  Senators  here  vote  billions  of  dollars 
for  defense  without  batting  an  eye;  and  then  he  commenced 
throwing  the  Nazi  "woo"  at  America.  He  commenced  throw- 
ing over  here  his  appeasement  program;  and  I  even  under- 
stand that  a  once  great  hero  of  this  country  got  on  the  radio 
and  said  to  the  people  of  America,  "Close  your  eyes  to  the  be- 
trayals of  this  man.  Forget  about  his  ruthless  Invasion  of 
Poland.  Forget  all  of  his  broken  promises.  Forget  his  de- 
struction of  Prance.  Forget  his  plans  to  put  the  Gestapo  over 
all  humanity.  Forget  all  of  his  plans  of  total  war  and  dom- 
ination, and  reach  out,  America,  and  take  that  bloody,  slip- 
pery hand  of  Adolf  Hitler  in  cooperation  with  Germany. 
Cooperate  with  Germany,"  and  thereby  condone  the  bloodiest 
butcher  who  ever  walked  the  face  of  the  earth! 

When  Tamerlane  finished  his  pyramid  of  75,000  human 
skulls,  and  stood  at  the  gate  of  Damascus  glittering  In  steel, 
it  seemed  that  human  butchery  had  reached  Its  zenith;  but 
this  human  butcher,  the  beast  of  Berlin,  has  outstripped 
Tamerlane  and  all  of  the  others,  Attila,  the  Scourge  of  God, 
and  all  others;  and  yet  we  are  told  to  reach  out  and  take  that 
hand,  dripping  with  human  blood,  and  cooperate,  and  thereby 
condone  his  destruction  of  human  liberty  In  the  world! 

I  say  today  democracy  and  despotism  are  at  death  grips; 
and  I  say  as  little  as  we  can  do  is  to  send  the  few  over-age 
ships  over  there  to  aid  England.  The  Germans  threw  the 
Nazi  "woo"  at  America,  and  what  effect  has  It  had?  Since 
then,  some  Senators — I  do  not  challenge  their  patriotism,  but 
I  want  to  show  you  what  effect  this  propaganda  has  had — 
some  Senators  who  voted  billions  of  dollars  for  defense  are  now 
saying.  "There  is  no  emergency.  There  Is  no  danger.  We  are 
safe  and  secure,  with  3,000  miles  of  ocean  between  us."  They 
are  saying,  "We  can  defend  ourselves.    There  is  no  danger." 

Is  the  Nazi  "woo"  having  effect?  The  same  Senators  only  a 
short  time  ago  voted  for  appropriations  because  they  were 
scared  then;  they  were  worried  then;  but  the  Nazi  "woo" — 
what  was  it?  Why.  Mr.  Hitler  came  out.  and  he  drew  the  cur- 
tains, and  he  said  to  the  world,  "I  am  offering  England  peace. 
I  want  England  to  accept  my  peace  offer.  England,  clasp  my 
hand.  It  Is  a  little  slippery,  yes;  but  clasp  It  in  a  friendly  grip 
of  peace,  and  you  may  have  peace — at  my  price,  of  course, 
which  means  slavery,  which  means  a  furtherance  of  my  pro- 
gram. Take  my  terms  of  peace,  or  else  you  are  responsible  for 
all  of  these  dead  and  charred  nations."  Then  the  rest  of  the 
world  began  to  see  Mr.  Hitler  not  as  a  bloody  butcher  but  as 
a  kind,  charitable  man  who  wants  to  save  England  from  the 
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horrors  of  war  which  he  was  then  cooking  up  in  the  ovens  of 
Germany  for  this  "blitzkrieg,"  and  we  are  falling  for  it  again. 

I  say,  America,  are  we  going  to  stay  asleep  and  allow  this 
fellow  to  carry  out  his  plans  in  South  America?  They  have 
already  been  disclosed.  Thousands  of  arms  have  been  un- 
earthed down  In  Argentina,  where  the  Nazis  are  already  pre- 
paring. They  have  Increased  their  consularshlps  in  America. 
What  for?  Is  there  any  need  of  that?  Is  there  any  justifi- 
cation for  It? 

The  P.  B.  I.  tell  us  that  they  are  flooded  with  cases  of 
espionage  and  inside  "flfth  column"  work  In  this  country. 
Are  we  going  to  believe  that?  But  there  is  Mr.  Hitler,  who 
says,  "England  is  responsible  for  this  war." 

And  now  they  have  come  out  with  a  last  bit  of  propaganda. 
They  picture  the  poor,  starving  peoples  of  Eufope  whom  they 
themselves  are  starving,  and  they  have  always  played  Amer- 
icans for  suckers.  They  say,  "America  will  feed  our  victims  if 
we  just  show  a  few  pictures  of  starving  babies  In  the  news- 
papers of  America.  The  big-hearted  Americans,  who  are 
charitable  and  kindly,  will  feed  these  victims  of  ours,  and  they 
will  feel  better,  and  that  will  strengthen  the  morale  of  Ger- 
many. That  will  build  up  the  esprit  de  corps  of  our  Army. 
That  will  make  us  strong.  That  will  discourage  England. 
That  will  make  England  weak.  She  has  one  weapon,  that  of 
strangulation  by  her  embargo.  It  will  break  the  backbone  of 
that  embargo,  and  these  victims  will  not  feel  so  badly."  But  / 
if,  on  the  other  hand — and  I  say  it  with  a  breaking  heart — if,  ' 
on  the  other  hand,  these  poor  souls,  who  belicfved  Hitler's  line 
of  appeasement,  who  were  willing  to  accept  his  terms  of  peace, 
crawl  up  and  their  starving  carcasses  lie  at  the  doorstep  of 
Germany,  where  they  have  a  right  by  every  law  of  man  and 
God  to  lie — if  they  do  that,  I  say  that  will  break  the  spirit  and 
the  backbone  of  Germany  quicker  than  anything  else  that  can 
happen.  If  the  buzzards  sail  over  the  decomposed  bodies  of 
starving  human  beings  in  Europe,  I  say  that  will  break  the 
backbone  of  Germany.  I  say  it  is  breaking  the  people's  hearts 
to  think  of  it  in  that  way,  but  I  do  not  know  what  else  to  do. 
It  Is  either  that  or  break  the  stranglehold  that  England  has 
on  Hitler,  break  England's  only  weapon,  and  then  lay  the 
world  at  the  feet  of  the  greatest  monster  that  has  been 
created. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  we  can  transfer  these  ships  to  the 
British.  I  believe  it  can  be  done  legally  in  the  Interest  and 
defense  of  America.  What  navy  we  have  would  not  defend 
us  for  a  great  length  of  time,  but  by  transferrin?  these  de- 
stroyers to  England  might  tiu^n  the  tide.  It  means  a  pooling 
of  strength.  It  Is  useless  to  deceive  ourselves.  What  other 
enemies  are  on  the  horizon  today?  What  other  enemies  are 
there?  Whom  are  we  preparing  for?  Who  was  to  blame  for 
our  voting  the  billions  we  have  voted  but  Hitler?  If  the  Nazi 
machine  were  destroyed  today,  we  could  repeal  our  appropria- 
tions for  national  defense. 

We  could  adjourn  and  go  home.  Why  are  our  people  going 
to  be  taxed?  Because  of  Hitler.  Because  of  Hitler  we  are 
going  to  have  to  ask  our  boys  to  train  and  work  in  the  Army. 
Who  is  to  blame  for  all  that?  There  Is  only  one  power  that 
Is  to  blame  for  It,  and  that  Is  tile  Nazi  power.  It  Is  useless 
to  deceive  ourselves;  and  If  the  Nazis  can  be  stopped  In  Europe, 
that  Is  the  place  to  stop  them. 

I  love  peace.  I  hate  war  with  every  atom  and  flber  of  my 
being.  I  was  not  In  the  front-rank  trenches  In  the  World 
War,  but  I  was  right  behind  them,  ready  to  be  ordered  up, 
and  I  remember  seeing  the  boys  as  they  came  back  with  their 
mangled  bodies.  I  took  a  vow  In  my  heart  against  war.  I 
hate  it.  It  Is  not  a  choice  of  war  or  peace  with  us.  This 
thing  Is  not  a  placid  lake  which  we  have  the  choice  of  getting 
in  or  staying  out  of.  It  is  a  raging  fire  that  is  coming  closer 
to  America  all  the  time.  Every  time  one  of  the  gallant 
eagles  of  England  falls  out  of  the  sky  with  a  broken  wing,  the 
war  is  one  man  and  one  plane  closer  to  the  United  States. 

It  is  because  I  want  to  keep  the  war  away  that  I  plead 
that  we  do  what  we  can  legally  to  stop  the  war  over  there. 
Some  of  the  t)est  legal  minds  say  it  can  be  done.  Let  us 
give  ourselves  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  and  transfer  the  ships. 

The  blood  of  American  youth  is  so  precious,  so  much  more 
precious  than  the  material  wealth  of  this  country,  that  I  am 
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willing  if  necessary  to  use  all  of  that  material  wealth  in  order 
to  preyent  war  from  coming  to  our  sJiores.  I  thinJc  the  pro- 
posal to  txxrn  these  ships  to  England  is  a  step  which  will  help 
to  do  it^  and  I  plead  that  we  do  it. 
^^  believe  that  if  it  had  not  been  for  our  policy  of  aiding 
England  by  the  revision  of  our  neutrality  law,  England  by 
now  might  have  been  beaten  to  her  knees  and  the  Nazis  might 
by  this  time  be  knocking  at  our  very  gates.  Therefore  I 
think  that  through  our  policy  of  aiding  England  we  have  been 
able  thus  far  to  keep  war  out  of  America.  Our  only  chance 
to  escape  war  is  to  get  ready  for  Hitler  before  he  gets  ready 
for  us.  and  taking  the  step  proposed  would  at  least  give  us 
more  time  to  prepare.  I  thank  the  Senate. 
(Manifestations  of  applause  in  the^ galleries.  1 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pepper  in  the  chair). 
Tlie  occiM3ant6  of  the  galleries  must,  imder  the  rules  of  the 
Senate,  refrain  from  mamfestations  of  approval  or  disap- 
proval. 

KATIONAt      DEmVSZ — RESOLTTTIONS      OF      AMERICAN      LEGION      OF 

MINNESOTA 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  Presidg^trit-wish  to  read  to  the 
Senate  an  excerpt  from  resolutions  on  the  question  of  defense 
adopted  at  a  recent  convention  of  the  American  Legion  of 
the  State  of  Minnesota.  I  read  from  the  Minneapolis  Star- 
Journal  of»Augiist  13.  1940: 

Without  a  word  of  debate  or  protest  the  convention  approved 
recoQiinendaitlons  of  a  special  national-defense  committee,  which 
called  for  a  universal  selective-aervice  program,  but  advocated 
CongreEs  provide  necessary  equipment  and  quarters  before  con- 
scripting the  Nation's  manpower. 

The  same  recommendation  demanded  ofScial  Washlngrton  "be 
urged  to  keep  the  American  public  truthfully  advised  as  to  the 
status  of  cur  defense  plans  for  future  expansion." 

The  resolution  emphasized  immediate  need  of  the  United  States 
Is  production  of  arms  and  military  equipment,  after  pointing  out 
that  Lhe  CJovemment.  at  the  present  time.  Is  not  prepared  to  equip 
and  maintain  such  a  greatly  increased  armed  force. 

Other  resolutions  adopted  with  relation  to  national -defense  plans 
and  conscription  were: 

Recommending  that  the  Nation  buUd  a  defense  system  sufficient 
to  resist  invasion. 

Urging  Congress  to  adopt  immediately  a  program  to  have  on 
tiand  continually  a  sufficient  supply  of  all  raw  and  mantifactured 
materials 

In  my  opinion,  this  is  a  sensible,  sound,  and  patriotic 
program. 

MANGANESE 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to 
Insert  in  the  Record  an  extract  from  questions  asked  by  a 
l^dlo  commentator  and  the  answers  given  by  a  member  of 
the  National  Defense  Advisory  Commission,  m  reference  to 
an  essential  and  strategic  material — namely,  manganese. 

I  should  also  like  to  insert  in  the  Record  an  analysis  of 
some  of  the  ores  as  they  occur  in  New  Mexico,  referring 
especially  to  manganese. 

I  also  ask  leave  to  Insert  in  the  Record  a  copy  of  Senate 
bill  4008,  which  has  already  passed  the  Senate,  and  which 
refers  also  to  manganese. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  following  Is  an  extract  from  questions  which  were  asked 
by  radio  commentators  and  answered  by  members  of  the  National 
Defense  Advisory  Commission  in  a  broadcast  over  the  four  radio 
networks  from  Washington.  AugU5t  8,  1940.  giving  remarks  of  Mr. 
Edward  R.  Stettinlus.  Jr  .  in  charge  of  the  Raw  Materials  Division 
of  the  National  Defense  Commission: 

"Mr.  Wa&nxb.  Of  course,  you  must  encounter  numerous  difficul- 
ties. Mr   Stettinlus.     Could  you  give  us  an  example? 

"ANswra  Yes  A  very  practical  difficulty,  for  instance.  Involves 
one  of  our  sources  of  high-grade  manganese — an  indispensable 
alloy  for  the  manufacture  of  steel.  It  is. in  Brazil.  Transportation 
m  that  source  is  inadequate  and  to  get  the  supplies  we  need,  a  rail- 
road in  Brazil  will  have  to  be  rebuilt.  That  is  typical  of  the  kind 
oi  problems  we  face." 

■mOBKNTATIVS    ANALTSXS    OF    SOME    OF   THI    ORES    AS    THn    OCCUR    W 

NVW    MKXICO 

(Pittsburgh  testing  laboratory.  Pittsburgh.  Pa      Order  No  Pg- 23370 
Laboratory  No.  214725;  File  No.   16063  3.      Rrport.  J\ily  23.  1940) 
Analysts  of  ore.  marked  "No.  1".  submitted  by  Newalpltt  Fluor^ar 

Mining  Cc  341  Oilver  Building.  Pittsburgh.  Pa.: 

Percent 
Manganew 47.  so 

eiUrit  ^- 4.  40 


Iron 3  00 

Alumina 0.  08 

Phosphortis 0.  018 

Zinc . - Trace 

PrrrsBtntcH  TEsmrc  Laboratort, 
(Signed)     H.   H.   Craver. 

Marmffcr.  Chemical  Dtvision. 

[Pittsburgh  testing  laboratory.  Plttcburgh.  Pa.    Order  No.  Pg-23370. 
Laboratory  Nu.  214767.  Pile  No.  16363  3.    Report,  July  23.  1940) 

Analysis  of  ore.  marked  "No.  2."  submitted  by  Newalpltt  Fluorspar 
Mining  Co..  241  Oliver  BtiUdlng,  Pittsburgh.  Pa.; 

Percent 

Manganese •___ 48  94 

Silica 4.  40 

Iron — , 1.  10 

Alumina 0.  63 

Phosphorus 0  028 

Zinc Trace 

PrrrsBURCH  Testtno  Labobatort. 
(Signed)     H.   H    Craveb. 

Manager,  Chemical  Division. 

[Pittsbtirgh  testing  laboratory.  Pittsburgh.  Pa.     Order  No.  Pg-23370 
Laboratory  No.  214726;  Pile  No    16263  3.     Report.  July  23.  1940) 
Analysis  of  ore.  marked  "No.  3."  submitted  by  Newalpltt  Fluorspar 

Mining  Co.,  241  Oliver  Building.  Pittsburgh,  Pa.: 

Percent 

Manganese 47  00 

Silica 6  80 

Iron 1  75 

Alumina 2.  06 

Phosphorus "11111"     o'  023 

Zinc _ Trace 

PrrrsBtmcH  Testtno  Labobatort. 
(Signed)     H.  H.  CsAvnt. 

Mantiger,  Chemic€U  Division. 

ANALYSIS  BT  COLORADO  rUC  A  IRON  CO. 

J  Percent 

Iron  oxide . .'__.. _. 0.80 

Total  manganese ; l^l"!!!!!!!  49.  8 

Phosphorus . ._II"I     0  031 

Insoluble I.IIIIIIIIZIIIIII    2. 6 

Black  Mask  property. 

An  act  (S.  4008)  to  authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpora- 
tion to  make  loans  for  the  development  of  deposits  of  strategic 
and  critical  minerals  which  in  the  opinion  of  the  Corporation 
would  be  of  value  to  the  United  States  in  time  of  war.  and  to  au- 
thorize the  Reconstruction   Finance   Corporation   to  make   more 
adequate  loans  for  mineral  developmental  purposes 
Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  14  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
relating  to  direct  loans  for  industrial  purposes  by  Federal  Reserve 
banks,  and  for  other  ptxrposes."  approved  June  19,  1934.  as  amended. 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  14.  The  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  Is  authorized 
and  empowered  to  make  loans  upon  sufficient  security  to  recognized 
and  established  corporations,  indivldtials,  and  partnerships  engaged 
In  the  business  of  mining,  milling,  or  smelting  ores.  The  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation  is  authorized  and  empowered  also 
to  make  loans  to  corporations,  individuals,  and  partnerships  en- 
gaged in  the  development  of  a  qtiartz  ledge,  or  vein,  or  other  ore 
body,  or  placer  deposit,  containing  gold,  silver,  or  tin,  or  gold  and 
silver,  or  any  strategic  or  critical  mineral  whl'.h  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  would  be  of  value  to  the 
United  States  in  time  of  war.  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Recon- 
struction Finance  Corporation,  there  is  sufflcent  reason  to  believe 
that,  through  the  use  of  such  loan  in  the  development  of  a  lode, 
ledge,  or  vein,  or  mineral  deposit,  or  placer  gravel  deposit,  there  wUl 
be  developed  a  sufficient  quantity  of  ore,  or  placer  deposits  of  a 
sufficient  value  to  pay  a  profit  upon  mining  operations:  Provided 
That  not  to  exceed  $20,000  shall  t)e  loaned  to  any  corporation,  indi- 
vidual, or  partnership  for  such  development  purposes;  except  that 
not  m  excess  of  840.000  in  the  aggregate  may  be  loaned  to  any 
corporation,  individual,  or  partnership  for  such  purposes.  If  such 
corporation,  individual,  or  p>artnership  has  expended  funds  previ- 
ously obtained  from  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation  for 
such  purposes  in  such  manner  as  to  Justify  an  additional  loan  for 
such  purposes:  Provided  further.  That  there  shall  not  be  allocated 
or  made  available  for  such  development  loans  a  sum  In  excess  of 
$10,000,000." 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  the  answers  given  by  the 
member  of  the  Advisory  Defense  Commission  have  reference 
to  manganese  and  the  production  of  manganese  outside  the 
United  States.  The  statements  I  have  inserted  refer  to  the 
production  of  manganese  in  the  State  of  New  Mexico.  The 
answers  given  by  the  member  of  the  Commission  refer  to  the 
fact  that  a  railroad  will  have  to  be  built  to  mines  outside  the 
United  States. 

The  manganese  to  which  I  have  referred,  the  New  Mexico 
manganese,  is  in  the  immediate  area  traversed  by  the  Atchi- 
son. Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railroad  and  the  Southern  Pacific 
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Railroad.  Those  two  railroads  have  more  to  do  with  keeping 
our  public  schools  running  the  year  around  than  anything  I 
know  of  within  the  State  of  New  Mexico.  It  appears  only 
reasonable  that  home  products  should  be  developed  to  the 
extent  that  those  who  invest  their  money  shall  at  least  have 
protection  for  their  investments.  If  manganese  is  developed 
within  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  in  the  West — New 
Mexico,  Arizona,  Wyoming,  and  in  other  States — it  will  mean 
taking  thousands  of  people  off  the  relief  rolls,  and  they  will 
get  into  private  employment. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.  I  should  like  to  Include  in  the  States  men- 
tioned my  native  State  of  South  Dakota,  in  which  there  are 
large  deposits  of  manganese. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  sure  there  are  probably  20  States  of 
the  48  where  manganese  could  be  produced.  I  know  it  is 
produced  In  the  State  of  Arizona. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  After  an  investigation  which  lasted  some 
years,  I  am  able  to  say  with  authority  that  manganese  exists, 
not  in  20  States,  but  in  30  States,  and  in  many,  if  not  most  of 
those  States,  there  is  a  greater  percentage  of  metallic  man- 
ganese in  the  ore  than  in  the  Brazilian  ores. 

The  Bureau  of  Mines  in  a  recent  bulletin  states  that  when 
the  ore  is  below  40  percent  it  is  regarded  as  low  grade. 
Nearly  all  the  Brazilian  ores  are  below  40,  and  most  all  the 
American  ores  are  above  48.  But  manganese  is  used,  not 
wholly,  but  largely.  In  the  manufacture  of  steel.  Steel  cannot 
be  made  without  it.  The  steel  companies — and  I  make  no 
criticism — have  preferred  to  buy  manganese  where  they  can 
get  it  the  cheapest.  Th-  steel  companies  have  worked  for 
years  to  bring  about  free  trade  in  manganese  and  a  very  high 
tarifl  on  the  products  of  their  mills.  That  is  human  selfish- 
ness. It  may  be  enlightened  selfishness;  but  that  is  what  has 
happened. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  with  reference  to  manganese, 
it  is  a  fact  that  it  is  now  essential  and  that  the  Government 
desires  to  have  it.  It  Is  also  a  fact  that  we  have  it  within  the 
United  States.  Moreover,  if  we  could  only  be  allowed  to 
develop  the  manganese  industry  now,  in  this  hour  of  need, 
we  would  take  thousands  of  people  off  the  relief  rolls.  So 
far  as  my  State  Is  concerned,  there  are  IS.OOO  jjeople  on  the 
relief  rolls.  If  we  meet  the  manganese  needs  of  our  country 
only,  it  will  mean  taking  three  or  four  thousand  of  those 
people  off  the  relief  rolls.  It  appears  to  me  that,  as  a  matter 
of  national  defense,  it  would  be  better  to  put  human  beings 
Jnto  private  employment,  so  that  the  money  being  paid  out 
lor  relief  could  be  used  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
further? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  had  not  expected  to  refer  to  the  mat- 
ter, and  do  so  rather  reluctantly,  but  I  call  attention  to  the 
enormously  large  deposits  of  high-grade  manganese  ore  In 
Arizona.  It  is  a  fact  that  in  northwestern  Arizona,  adjacent 
to  Boulder  Dam,  where  enormous  quantities  of  hydroelectric 
energy  are  generated,  the  manganese  ores  in  the  mines  could 
be  what  we  call  "bcneficiated,"  or  treated,  and  the  process 
of  beneflciating  those  ores  would  employ,  if  not  thousands  of 
idle  men,  hundreds  of  idle  men,  at  good  wages. 

Mr.  President,  mankind  is  controlled  very  largely  by  habit 
Habit  is  the  strongest  thing  in  the  world.  Epithets,  phrases, 
also  influence  mankind,  and  mankind  is  not  free  from  delu- 
sions. One  of  the  most  inveterate  and  deadly  delusions 
under  which  our  country  has  labored  for  a  century  and 
a  half  is  that  It  Is  wise  and  patriotic  to  import  goods  fabri- 
cated and  manufactured  In  foreign  countries,  and  that 
thereby  we  stimulate  friendship.  Such  a  policy  does  not 
stimulate  friendship.  Every  nation  buys  where  it  can  obtain 
the  required  goods  the  cheapest.  To  sum  it  up  in  a  phrsise 
that  Is  cynical  but  true,  nations  are  free  traders  after  they 
have  succeeded  in  protecting  their  own  interests. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Arizona  is 
correct.    I  am  a  free  trader  with  respect  to  everything  but 


copper,  lumber,  coal,  and  everything  that  New  Mexico 
produces. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  That  is  a  frank  statement,  and  I  admire 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  for  It.  Others  are  not  so 
frank.  I  am  not  referring  to  Senators.  Senators  are  always 
frank,  but  others  are  not. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  may  add  one  more  thought 
along  the  line  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona.  Within 
the  past  year  or  two  this  body  and  the  other  House  have  been 
good  enough  to  appropriate  several  million  dollars  in  order 
to  provide  for  the  development  of  electrical  energy  at  the 
Elephant  Butte  Dam  of  the  Rio  Grande  Irrigation  District. 
It  is  a  completed  project,  which  can  supply  cheap  power  in 
developing  manganese.  It  is  within  60  miles  of  one  of  the 
largest  manganese-ore  areas  In  the  entire  State.  It  is  within 
100  miles  of  another  area  just  as  large.  We  have  within 
immediate  reach  of  the  source  of  supply  of  manganese,  enough 
power  to  utilize  the  manganese  In  this  hour  of  need. 

But  aside  from  the  fact  that  we  need  manganese,  and  need 
It  now,  aside  from  the  fact  that  we  can  get  this  essential  war 
material  now  within  the  United  States,  is  it  not  reasonable  to 
expect  that  we  should  all  be  thinking,  also,  of  trying  to  get 
people  off  relief  and  into  private  employment?  Do  not  the 
leaders  of  the  Nation,  industrial,  political,  and  administra- 
tive, all  wish  for  the  time  to  come  when  industry  will  let 
loose  its  capital,  and  invest  it  In  seme  kind  of  enterprises 
which  will  take  men  off  relief  and  enable  them  to  regain  their 
self-respect,  so  that  they  may  say,  "I  am  creating  something 
that  is  advantageous  for  my  country  in  its  hour  of  need,  and 
I,  by  mj'self,  am  earning  a  living  without  depending  o^  Con- 
gress or  on  these  in  Washington  who  may  feel  so^ry  for 
me."  The  average  American  does  not  want  anyone  to  feel 
sorry  for  him.  He  wants  to  work  out  his  own  salvation.  He 
wants  to  save  himself  if  only  the  opportunity  can  be  given 
him. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  It  is  really  bad  that  in  these  times 
we  should  be  thinking  about  getting  manganese  ore  from  Rus- 
sia or  elsewhere,  so  long  as  we  have  it  within  the  United 
States.  We  can  organize  a  manganese  industry  that  will 
help  to  pay  the  taxes  imposed  upon  our  people. 

I  believe  that  the  Senators  who  today  have  spoken  about 
the  manganese  industry  are  on  the  right  track,  and  that  they 
are  giving  to  the  country  information  v/hlch  Is  sound.  I 
think  the  Government  should  interest  itself  more  in  the  pro- 
duction of  manganese,  not  only  in  New  Mexico  but  every- 
where In  the  United  States. 

AUTHORITY   TO    RECEIVE    HOUSE    MESSAGE    DtmiNG    RECESS 

Mr.  LUNDEEN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota desires  to  address  the  Senate  for  some  length  of  time. 
I  am  compelled  to  leave  the  Chamber  now.  For  that  reason 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  may  be  entered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  order  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordered.  That  during  the  recess  or  adjournment  following  today's 
session,  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be  authorized  to  receive  a 
message  from  the  House  of  Representatives  relative  to  the  Joint 
resolution  (S.  J.  Res  286)  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and 
to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of  Reserve 
components  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  Into  active 
military  service,  and  that  the  Joint  resolution  be  printed  showing 
the  House  amendments  numbered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  order  is  entered. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

EXECXmVE  REPORT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  reported  favorably  the  nominations  of  sundry 
postmasters. 
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IN  THZ  ARKT 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  I  report  favorably  sundry  Army  nominations 
Which  were  received  by  the  Senate  yesterday.  Inasmuch  as 
these  noimnations  are  entirely  of  routine  character,  in  order 
to  save  a  considerable  amount  of  printing,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  their  present  consideration  and  confirmation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  nominations  are  confirmed. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
that  the  President  be  at  once  advised  of  the  confirmation  of 
these  nominations,  and  that  the  list  of  names  of  the  persons 
confirmed  be  not  again  printed  in  the  Congrissional  Record, 
but  that  proper  reference  be  made  to  the  pages  on  which 
their  nominations  appear. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered;  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

If  there  be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk  will 
state  the  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

NAVT  OEPARTMKNT 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  James  V.  Por- 
restal.  of  New  York,  to  be  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation is  confirmed. 

POSTMASTKHS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
of  postmasters. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations of  postmasters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

IN   THE   NAVT 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
in  the  Navy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations in  the  Navy  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

m  THZ  MAItnVE  COKPS 

_/The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
In  the  Marine  Corps. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations in  the  Marine  Corps  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

That  completes  the  calendar. 

ATTTHORIZATZOM  TO  REPORT  BILLS,  KTC.  DURING  RKCESS 

The  Senate  resinned  the  consideration  of  legislative  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
"^^^that  during  the  recess  following  today's  session  any  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate  may  be  authorized  to  submit  reports  on 
bills,  resolutions,  and  nominations. 

"^^iiSBlKD^Q  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
order<    _ , 

^^    ^**        ORDER  rOR  RECESS  TO  MONDAY 


Mr£B&R|GLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have  one  more  request. 
Becai^  of^ertain  situations  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Oregojitr'i^ipc  McNary],  the  minority  leader,  has  called  my 
attenUol^  1^  understanding  has  been  reached  that  we  shall 
recess  f^nq^oday  until  Monday.  Therefore  I  ask  unanimous 
consentethal  at  the  conclusion  of  today's  business  the  Senate 
Stand  ifi'SKtss  imtH  II  o'clock  a.  m.  on  Monday  next. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

^  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  BARKIhEY.     I  yield. 

Mr  N©RHl&.  I  do  not  intend  to  object,  although  I  am  very 
sorry  thaf  the  Senator  makes  this  request.  I  know  the 
harmony  that  exists  between  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  B.\RKi.«Y]  and  the  Republican  leader  IMr.  McNary] .  It 
is  a  matter  for  congratulation.  No  Senator  more  than  I 
would  like  to  accommodate  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  Yet 
it  seems  to  me  that  long  adjournments  or  recesses,  taken  at  a 
time  when  .we  ought  to  proceed  with  the  business  before  the 
Senate,  are  rather  out  of  place.  I  am  getting  weary  of  trying 
to  stay  h«re  through  the  hot  weather.    I  do  not  see  the  oeces- 
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81  ty  for  adjourning  or  recessing  for  several  days  to  try  to 
accommodate  a  few  Senators  who  wish  to  be  absent.  We 
have  been  doing  that  right  along.  However,  it  seems  to  me 
to  be  uncalled  for  and  imnecessary.  As  I  have  said,  however, 
I  do  not  wish  to  interpose  myself  as  an  objector  to  the  request, 
but  I  wish  to  let  the  Rscord  show  that  someone  at  least  pro- 
tested against  it. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  that  statement  calls  for  but 
a  word.  We  have  adjourned  on  several  occasions  to  meet 
conditions  that  have  arisen.  A  number  of  Senators  on  the 
Republican  side  desire  to  visit  Elwood,  Ind.,  and  attend  the 
ceremonies  on  Saturday.  In  order  to  accommodate  them  I 
asked  the  aUe  majority  leader  to  request  a  recess  from  today 
until  Monday,  which  he  has  kindly  consented  to  do.  I  hesi- 
tated to  make  the  request,  but  I  thought  It  was  perfectly 
proper.  We  recessed  for  the  Republican  Convention  and  for 
the  Democratic  Convention.  In  any  event,  we  shall  probably 
recess  over  Saturday,  and  I  am  asking  for  only  1  additional 
day.  I  think  the  request  is  reasonable.  I  hope  no  one  will 
feel  offended  by  it.  I  very  seldom  make  a  reqxiest.  I  am 
in  attendance  every  day.  I  intend  to  be  in  Washington  for 
the  remainder  of  ^e  week,  but  I  make  this  request  out  of 
coiutesy  and  out  of  consideration  for  the  convenience  of  Sen- 
ators who  wish  to  be  absent. 

I  take  this  opportunity  of  expressing  mv  appreciation  for 
the  thoughtful  attitude  on  the  part  of  the  able  leader,  who 
is  proverbially  and  Instinctively  thoughtful. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  frwn  Kentucky?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

farmer-labor  party — A  POLrnCAL  PATTERN  FOR  AMKRICA 

Mr.  LUNDEEN.    Mr.  President,  we  have  listened  to  Demo- 
cratic and  Republican  doctrines.    We  have  heard  the  plat-    . 
forms  and  programs  of  both  parties.    The  national  conven-    | 
tions  and  the  speeches  delivered  there  have  found  a  place  in    I 
the  Congressional  Record.    Yet  unemplojrment  continues.    ] 
The  crisis  Is  still  with  us.    It  seems  to  me  that  at  this  time  J 
a  few  words  about  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  of  Minnesota  are  * 
timely  and  proper. 

Let  me  say  in  that  connection  that  at  the  present  time  I 
happen  to  be  the  only  representative  of  the  Farmer-Labor 
Party  In  the  United  States  Senate.  I  therefore  feel  that  I 
should  present  Its  creed,  its  program,  and  its  platform  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate  and  the  Nation. 

HISTORT  AlfD  PTTRPOSES  OF  THE  MnrWESOTA  POUTICAl-  MOVEMENT  OF 
WCKKEBB,  FAKMEBS,  AND  INDKPKNSENT  BUSINESS  AND  PROTESSIONAL 
OaOlTPS 

The  Farmer-Latwr  Party  is  the  answer  of  the  common 
people  to  the  challenge  of  monopoly  and  special  privilege. 

Although  there  are  political  efforts  recorded  in  the  history 
of  this  country  of  movements  similar  to  that  which  took 
place  in  the  Northwest,  these  were  feeble  and  sporadic,  and 
lacked  staying  powers.  But  they  were  straws  in  the  wind 
and  pointed  toward  the  formation  of  a  great  Uberal  party, 
a  party  destined  to  see  its  birth  in  Minnesota.  Oiu-  party 
represents  the  first  successful  political  venture  of  its  kind. 
It  is  no  longer  an  experiment — it  has  come  of  age  and 
points  the  way  to  the  political  future  of  America. 

THE    AMEHICAN    WAT 

The  Farmer-Labor  Party  is  the  most  truly  American  party 
in  the  political  arena  today.  It  combats  the  forces  which 
are  destroying  the  American  way  of  life — the  way  of  life  as 
the  fathers  expressed  it  in  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence— the  right  of  the  people  to  "life,  liberty,  and  the  pur- 
suit of  happiness."  and  the  guaranties  contained  in  the 
Bill  of  Rights— the  way  of  Ufe  as  the  immortal  Lincoln  con- 
ceived it.  "government  of  tlie  people,  by  the  people,  and 
for  the  people." 

AMERICAN   WAT    OF    LIFE    CHALLENCm 

Only  one  deliberately  blind — one  who  does  not  want  to 
see  the  truth — will  dispute  tiiat  the  American  way  of  life 
is  gravely  challenged  today,  not  only  by  foreign  ideologies, 
but  by  powerful  forces  within  our  own  land. 
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.The  fact  that  there  are  more  than  10.000.000  able-bodied 
men  and  women  in  America  today,  anxious  and  willing  to  do 
useful  work  but  unable  to  obtain  employment,  is  evidence 
of  how  serious  this  challenge  ts.  The  fact  that  those  who 
till  the  soil  and  raise  the  foodstuffs  to  feed  our  Nation  are 
unable  to  attain  even  a  semblance  of  economic  security  is 
evidence  of  the  same  thing.  If  we  seek  for  further  proof,  it 
is  to  be  found  in  the  lack  of  opportunities  afforded  our 
youth;  in  the  slow  economic  strangulation  of  the  inde- 
pendent merchant  in  unfair  competition  with  chains  and 
monopolies,  and  in  our  inability  to  create  a  standard  of 
living  even  remotely  commensiu'ate  with  the  vast  wealth 
we  are  able  to  produce. 

I  OLD   parties    have   FAUJS 

Neither  of  the  old  jwlitical  parties  has  shown  either  the 
willingness  or  the  ability  to  meet  this  challenge — to  tackle 
the  problem  in  any  but  a  superficial  way.  This  is  principally 
so  becaiise  the  forces  depriving  the  people  of  opportunity 
exercise  positions  of  power  within  these  parties. 

There  is  an  old  proverb  which  says.  "He  who  pays  the 
piper  calls  the  tune."  Wall  Street  has  been  paying  the 
piper  of  Iwth  the  old  political  parties  most  of  the  time,  and 
the  tune  that  Wall  Street  calls  is  not  sweet  music  to  the 
ears  of  the  common  people. 

PROCRESSrVS    ASCENDENCT     TEMFOEART 

It  Is  true  that  occasionally  the  progressive  forces  in  one 
of  the  old  parties  may  gain  the  ascendency,  but  the  control 
they  exercise  during  such  periods  is  neither  absolute  nor 
is  It  over  any  great  period  of  time. 

The  progressive  program  cannot  be  carried  out  in  full. 
Compromises  with  the  conservatives  and  reactionaries  in- 
variably result.    Ultimately,  the  latter  gain  the  upper  hand. 

It  is  only  when  the  common  people  obtain  control  through 
a  political  movement  of  their  own  that  their  aspirations  will 
be  advanced  in  accordance  with  the  finest  traditions  and 
Ideals  of  our  American  democracy.  That  is  the  mission  of 
the  Farmer-Labor  Party  of  Minnesota. 

FARMER  AND  WORKER  TRADmON 

The  tradition  of  joint  farmer  and  worker  political  action — 
the  Minnesota  tradition — Is  of  long  duration. 

Ignatius  Donnelly — that  leader  of  so  many  of  the  people's 
struggles  of  the  last  century — persistently  urged  farmers  an(^ 
city  toilers  to  join  hands  in  independent  political  action. 
Though  he  made  his  most  fiery  appeals  for  joint  action  In 
1893.  the  tradition  of  the  bond  between  these  two  groups  of 
the  producing  classes  in  Minnesota  had  already  had  a  digni- 
fied history. 

In  1892  James  B.  Weaver,  leading  the  Peoples'  Party,  polled 
more  than  1.000.000  votes  for  President,  there  being  no  woman 
suffrage  and  only  one-half  of  our  present  population. 

FIGHT  BEGUN  BT  GRANGE 

This  Minnesota  tradition  goes  back  to  the  days  of  the 
Grange,  the  great  farmers'  reform  movement  of  the  seventies, 
which  was  directed  against  the  excessive  rates  and  the  un- 
regulated piracy  of  the  railroad  speculators.  This  movement 
was  begun  by  small  farmers,  eager  to  reach  their  markets 
without  having  to  turn  over  their  profits  to  the  powerful  rail- 
road combination  in  the  form  of  freight  charges. 

The  Grange  was  developed  by  a  Minnesota  farmer  with  a 
genius  for  organization— Oliver  H.  Kelley,  of  Elk  River. 
From  his  Sherbiune  County  farm  Kelley  aroused  his  fellow 
farmers  into  taking  the  lead  against  the  growing  monopolies. 
of  which  the  railways  were  the  worst  offenders  against  the 
public  interest  in  the  West.  The  Grange  farmers  demanded 
readjustment  of  the  tax  burden  so  that  the  trusts  and  cor- 
porations would  pay  their  share;  regulation  of  freight  rates, 
and  an  increase  in  the  currency  supply. 

ADOPT  POLinCAL  ACTIOM 

The  Grange  went  directly  into  politics  i^ith  its  own  State 
party,  and  was  successful  in  securing  the  balance  of  power  in 
the  legislatures  of  the  early  seventies.  These  bodies  passed 
the  first  SUte  laws  regulating  the  railroads,  and  the  debates 
on  this  legislation  did  much  to  acquaint  the  pubUc  with  the 


true  facts  concerning  railway  stock  watering  and  land  grab- 
bing. 

The  lasting  effect  of  the  Grange  agitation  was  assured  when 
the  State  supreme  court  ruled,  in  1876,  that  the  legislature 
had  the  right  to  regulate  rates  and  fares.  In  this  outcome 
the  Grangers  could  hall  a  real  victory,  because  the  railroads 
had  defied  regulation. 

SEASON  FOR  GRANGE  FAILURX 

But  because  of  the  rather  restricted  views  of  the  Grangers 
and  the  uncertain  fortunes  of  their  political  parties  on  the 
national  field,  this  early  farmers'  movement  faded  away,  until 
there  were  no  locals  left.  Today  the  Grange  has  again  found 
its  place  among  the  rural  organizations,  but  In  no  way  com- 
parable to  the  early  years. 

The  chief  lessons  of  the  Granger  years  were  that  farmers, 
combined  in  their  own  political  organization,  could  be  the 
controlling  factor  in  a  State,  and  that  they  voiced  the  de- 
mands of  all  the  common  people  against  the  oppression  of 
Wall  Street. 

These  lessons  formed  the  basis  for  broad,  political  action. 

FARMERS   UNITED 

Thus  we  find  that  liberal  leaders  such  as  Ignatius  Donnelly 
wisely  refused  to  let  the  farmers  disperse.  More  action,  more 
reforms,  more  demands  for  a  proper  share  in  the  fniits  of 
life,  should  be  the  aim,  Donnelly  insisted. 

With  new  oppressors  in  the  form  of  grain  gamblers  funneN 
Ing  off  the  living  of  growers,  and  the  great  employers  resisting 
all  efforts  by  workingmen  to  make  a  decent  living  for  their 
families,  It  was  only  natural  that  the  people  turned  to  Inde- 
pendent politics  again.  The  records  of  the  two  major  political 
parties  made  it  plain  enough  that  nothing  was  to  be  gained  by 
supporting  the  politicians  in  those  camps — politicians  who 
were  already  in  the  camp  of  the  enemy. 

LABOR  JOINS  MILITANT  FARMERS 

The  eighties  therefore  found  the  fanners  back  in  the  politi- 
cal field,  and  this  time  they  were  joined  by  the  workers  in  the 
factory,  foundry,  mine,  forest,  and  upon  the  boats  and  rail- 
roads. The  farmers  organized  themselves  into  the  Farmers' 
Alliance.  The  workers  formed  great  industrial  unions  and  the 
pioneer  national  federation  of  labor,  the  knights  of  labor. 

These  two  great  groups,  who  produce  virtually  all  our 
wealth,  discovered  that  they  were  both  being  ground  down  by 
identical  forces,  and  that  these  forces  had  pretty  much  to  say 
about  how  the  Government  should  be  conducted  and  for 
whose  special  benefit  it  should  be  operated.  Whether  It  was 
the  railroad  speculators  or  the  grain  gamblers  who  fieeced  the 
farmers,  or  the  open-shoppers  who  fought  unionism,  they  were 
part  and  parcel  of  the  same  group  who  manipulated  Govern- 
ment to  keep  the  people  down. 

At  first  the  two  groups  of  producers  backed  whoever  pledged 
himself  to  the  farmer-worker  program  of  change,  and  in  this 
way  came  to  control  the  legislature  of  1891.  But  so  many  of 
the  legislators  thus  supported  betrayed  those  who  elected  them 
that  the  farmers  and  workers  had  to  form  their  own  State 
party  in  1892. 

THE   FARMERS'   ALLIANCE 

In  those  Congressional  Districts,  mainly  rural,  the  Farmers' 
Alliance  was  the  chief  political  lactor.  in  the  cities  the  labor 
unions  became  powerful  forces  to  reckon  with.  Thus  the 
farmers  of  western  Minnesota  sent  the  Norwegian  Immigrant 
farmer.  Kittel  Halvorson.  to  Congress  as  their  own  candidate, 
and  the  farmers  of  southwestern  Minnesota  got  behind  an- 
other Scandinavian  tiller  of  the  soil,  Haldor  Boen,  sending 
him  to  Congress  also. 

In  the  city  districts,  many  reactionary  Republicans  were 
tiu-ned  out  of  oflace  and  replaced  by  liberal  Democrats. 

Finally,  in  1896,  there  arose  from  the  ranks  of  the  progres- 
sives a  great  liberal,  and  one  of  Minnesota's  foremost  men, 
John  Lind.  Lind  made  the  race  for  the  governorship  on  the 
Democratic  ticket,  with  the  support  of  the  People's  Party.  He 
lost  by  a  scant  handful  of  votes  against  the  old  guard  Repub- 
lican machine,  and  sent  a  thrill  of  hope  throughout  the  State. 

In  1898  he  again  made  the  race  and  this  time  carried  all 
before  him.    In  that  election  Governor  Lind  received  the 
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enthusiastic  support  of  the  veterans  of  the  Spanish -American 
War  in  whose  Army  he  so  ably  served.  This  was  a  great 
victorj'  for  the  Populist  movement,  the  farmer-labor  move- 
ment of  our  fathers,  and  the  boys  in  blue. 

CAMPAIGNS  REPRESENTED  CAtXSES 

Political  campaigns  during  those  years  were  more  than 
^simply  contests  between  personalities. 

The  people  were  thoroughly  aroused  to  the  mepace  of  im- 
mensely wealthy  trusts  controlled  by  a  few  bankers,  which,  in 
turn,  controlled  the  affairs  not  only  of  cities  and  States  but 
even  of  the  Nation's  greatest  deliberative  bodies,  as  well  as  the 
living  conditions  of  millions  of  Americans. 

The  Grangers  and  the  People's  Party  were  the  true  prede- 
cessors of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  of  our  time.  They  knew 
that  they,  were  fighting  a  financial  machine  that  threatened 
to  gain  a  stranglehold  on  the  Nation.  They  were  opposed  to 
by  a  financial  oligarchy;  they  wanted  a  different  mode  of 
life,  in  which  there  was  employment  and  security  for  all.  It 
was  the  early  phase  of  a  struggle  that  is  still  continuing  today. 
It  Is  surprising  that  they  saw  so 'clearly. 

^  WORKED   FOR    POPULIST   CAUSE 

Among  the  lirominent  Minnesotans  who  worked  to  make  the 
Populist  movement  an  instniment  of  change  were  the  late 
Sydney  M.  Owen,  farm  journal  publisher:  the  late  Thomas 
Meighan;  Sylvanus  A.  Stockwell,  that  grand  old  man  of  Min- 
nesota liberalism;  and  the  other  veteran  of  50  years  on  the 
firing  line,  Victor  E.  Lawson.  Willmar  publisher. 

The  chief  objective  of  the  Populist  revolt  failed,  however. 
The  trusts,  under  the  watchful  care  of  the  McKinley-Hanna 
Republican  machine,  grew  even  more  immense.  The  turn  of 
the  century  saw  the  speculators  and  profiteers  firmly  in  the 
saddle,  the  people's  movement  crushed.  It  was  crushed  by 
fusion  with  the  Democratic  Party  in  1896  and  1900,  and  the 
Illusion  of  following  a  silver  tongue  Into  the  wilderness  of  old 
party  promises.  They  were  swamped  and  submerged,  never  to 
rise  again. 

The  new  attack  of  the  reactionaries  was  upon  the  trade- 
union  movement,  which  had  re-formed  into  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor. 

The  big  industrialists  threw  open  their  immense  reserves 
to  finance  a  great  open-shop  campaign,  which  had  for  its 
object  the  complete  destruction  of  the  trade-unions.  They 
had  the  effrontery  to  call  this  the  campaign  for  "the  American 
plan."       ,  ^ 

NEW  CHAMPIONS  ARISE  IN  NATION 

The  farmcts*  organizations  were  already  routed,  and  nothing 
seemed  to  stand  betw^een  the  big  financiers  and  Industrialists 
and  absolute  domination  of  the  Nation's  life  but  the  labor 
unions.  The  arrogance  of  Wall  Street  was  so  great  that  the 
people  again  began  to  stir  angrily.  In  the  West  new  voices 
took  ui>  the  cry  for  economic  freedom. 

Leading  this  new  movement  was  the  late  great  "Fighting 
Bob"  La  Pollette.  of  Wisconsin.  As  Governor  of  his  State, 
La  Follette  pushed  for  regulation  of  railroads  and  the  great 
corporations,  which  was  more  urgently  needed  than  ever 
before.       ' 

By  the  time  "FighMng  Bob"  took  his  seat  in  the  United 
States  Senate  in  1907  the  whole  West — and  many  parts  of  the 
East  as  well — were  again  ready  to  take  up  arms.  It  was  the 
period  of[  the  muckrake  writer,  exposing  malpractices  of  busi- 
ness and  politics  alike.  It  was  the  period  of  the  revolt  of  the 
small -business  and  professional  man  against  his  powerful 
competitors.  Among  the  workers  it  was  even  more — it  was  a 
time  for  seriously  considering  the  doctrines  of  a  new  collective 
social  order. 

PROCRESSIVIS  IN  CONTROL  IN  MINNESOTA 

The  progressive  era  in  Minnesota  was  marked  by  the  liberal 
administrations  of  the  popular  Democrat.  John  A.  Johnson, 
who  was  elected  for  three  successive  terms  for  Governor  by  the 
reform  forces.  If  he  had  lived,  Johnson  would  almost  cer- 
tainly have  been  the  Democratic  candidate  for  President  in 
1912.  and  most  certainly  would  have  been  elected.  He  had  the 
enthusiastic  support  of  Grover  Cleveland  and  other  powerfiil 

political  leaders. 

\     it. 


He  might  have  sat  in  the  White  House  instead  of  Woodrow 
Wilson.  It  was  the  period  of  trust  busting,  and  Minnesota 
sent  many  sons  to  Washington  because  they  were  anti- 
monopolists. 

I  LINOBERCH — 8TMBOL   OT   KXW   SXVOLT 

I  Most  prominent  of  these  was  the  late  Congressman,  Charles 
A.  Lindbergh,  father  of  the  colonel  who  was  to  be  the  first 
person  to  fly  the  Atlantic  Ocean  alone.  A  small-town  lawyer, 
a  Progressive  Republican  who  believed  passionately  in  the 
rights  of  the  common  man,  a  thoughtful  student  and  search- 
ing critic  of  our  economic  system,  an  expert  In  the  matters 
of  currency  and  banking,  a  whole-hearted  peace  advocate 
when  most  of  his  fellow-Americans  cried  hysterically  for  war 
Congressman  Lindbergh  became  Minnesota's  symbol  of  the 
new  revolt. 

Another  Minnesotan  who  contributed  the  best  years  of  his 
life  to  the  progressive  cause  was  Senator  Moses  Clapp,  a  keen 
lawyer,  a  liberal  whim  no  party  clique  could  dominate,  and 
a  friend  of  the  masses.  He  was  one  of  La  Follette's  admirers 
and  close  associates  during  the  days  when  big  business  was  a 
power  which  few  public  men  could  withstand.  But  Minne- 
sota load  faith  in  these  men,  because  they  carried  forward  the 
cause  of  the  Progressives. 

TRADE-UNIONS    GROW    POWERFUL FARMERS    BECOME    AROUSED 

At  home  the  workers  had  rallied  from  the  first  great  open- 
shop  campaign  and  their  trade-unions  pushed  the  good  work 
into  many  towns  and  cities  in  Minnesota.  The  railroad 
workers  especially  became  strong.  With  their  increased 
strength  they  also  became  progressive  and  forward-looking. 
The  trade-unions  possessed  a  militancy  and  social  vision 
which  made  them  a  prominent  force  in  the  commimity. 

Among  the  farmers,  who  had  been  so  completely  crushed 
by  the  defeat  of  the  Populist  uprising,  the  spirit  of  insurgency 
developed  more  slowly.  Not  until  the  cooperative  movement 
had  caught  its  second  wind  in  the  late  nineties  did  the  farm- 
ers become  fully  aroused.  Then,  in  Minnesota,  appeared  cer- 
tain signs  that  the  farmer  was  once  more  preparing  to  go  on 
the  march  against  big  business  and  its  paid  politicians. 

MAGNUS    JOHNSON,    FARM    LXADER 

Several  leaders  were  responsible  for  reawakening  the  tillers, 
and  among  them  must  first  be  mentioned  Magnus  Johnson, 
a  dirt  farmer  who  also  in  his  youth  was  a  city  worker.  He 
became  interested  in  both  worker  and  fanner  movements,  and 
later  was  to  become  one  of  the  founders  of  the  Farmer-Labor 
Party  and  recipient  of  the  highest  honors  within  the  gift  of 
the  voters  of  Minnesota — a  seat  in  the  United  States  Senate. 

Although  Johnson  saw  clearly  that  it  was  necessary  for  the 
survival  of  farmers  to  elect  honest  progressives  to  office,  he 
also  realized  that  farmers  could  do  much  for  themselves  by 
cooperation.  Accordingly  he  spent  such  time  as  he  could 
spare  from  his  own  farm  to  organize  cooperatives — cream- 
eries, elevators,  telephone  companies,  Insurance  companies, 
and  shipping  associations.  He  and  fellow  farmers  devel- 
oped the  first  of  hundreds  of  livestock-shipping  associations 
in  the  Litchfield  neighborhood  in  1910. 

LOFTUS  MANAGES  EXCHANGE 

Important,  also,  as  a  progressive  farm  leader — although 
he  was  not  a  farmer  himself  but  an  independent  business- 
man— was  the  late  George  S.  Loftus,  of  St.  Paul. 

In  Minnesota  before  the  war  there  was  just  one  farm  or- 
ganization which  had  influence. 

This  was  the  American  Society  of  Equity,  which  preached 
cooperation  for  every  phase  of  the  farmer's  life.  Magnus 
Johnson  was  State  president  of  this  pioneer  group.  It  or- 
ganized in  1911  the  now  famous  Equity  Cooperative  Ex- 
change—the first  grain-marketing  cooperatives  to  appear  in 
this  country.  Its  offices  were  In  Minneapolis;  but  not  until 
the  farmers  hired  George  Loftus  to  manage  the  exchange 
did  it  develop  into  a  formidable  rival  to  the  private  grain 
concerns. 

ATFEMPT    TO    DESTROY    COOPnATIVES 

The  grain  gamblers  did  ever3rthing  possible  to  destroy  the 
farmers'  marketing  organization.  But  due  chiefly  to  the 
energy  and  intelligence  of  George  Loftus  and  faithful  farm- 
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ers  like  Mapnus  Johnson,  A.  F.  Telgen,  Anthony  C.  Welch. 
Bert  Cole.  John  Bosch,  Sr..  Mike  Foley,  Nels  Peterson,  Ole 
Dale,  F.  O.  Pierce,  and  others,  the  Equity  Cooperative  Ex- 
change lived  and  grew  until  It  was  getting  20  percent  and 
more  of  the  Twin  City  grain  business. 

Chief  among  Loftus'  assistants  were  James  Manahan  and 
Benjamin  Drake,  liberal  lawyers,  and  M.  W.  Thatcher,  auditor. 
The  exchange  stood  as  a  bulwark  for  the  entire  cooperative 
movement  which  was  developing  so  rapidly  in  Minnesota 
and  the  other  States  of  the  North v/est. 

TO    THE    POLTTICAI.    FIELD 

It  was  in  these  organizations  that  the  farmers  rallied  for 
a  new  try  at  political  and  economic  emancipation.  The 
workers'  movement,  while  developing  independently,  retained 
its  traditional  friendship  for  the  farmers.  At  the  same  time 
the  independent  small -business  and  professional  people — in 
whose  name  the  progressives  spoke — also  felt  tied  to  the 
great  producing  groups,  in  their  fight  against  a  common 
enemy.  About  It  all  there  was  an  air  of  crusade.  Men  and 
women  acted  in  the  name  of  a  cause  which  was  very  reial  to 
them.  1 

It  Is  also  significant  to  note  that  In  the  election  of  1912 
more  than  25  percent  of  the  people  of  Minnesota  voted 
against  both  the  two  conservative  parties  and  for  protest 
candidates  In  the  campaign  for  Governor.  In  that  year  the 
Bull  Moose  Progressives,  led  by  ambition  and  selfishness, 
proved  atwrtlve  and  futile.  The  voters  had  steadily  become 
more  independent  of  the  two  parties  during  the  period  of  the 
insurgency,  and  now  1  voter  in  4  refused  to  tag  along  with 
either  of  the  two  major  camps.  The  time  for  independent 
action  was  near. 

THE  NONPARTISAN    LEAGUE HASTENS   FARMER-LABOR   DEVELOPMtNT 

Two  events  at  this  time  hastened  the  development  of  the 
progressive  movement  in  Minnesota  which  was  to  find  Its 
fruition  in  the  Farmer-Labor  Party. 

The  first  of  these  events  was  the  sudden,  almost  miraculous 
rise  of  the  farmers'  Nonpartisan  League  in  the  neighboring 
State  of  North  Dakota  during  1915  and  1916.  The  other  was 
the  overwhelming  blight  of  everj^hing  progressive  and  decent 
in  the  war  hysteria  wliich  culminated  in  our  being  dragged 
into  the  European  battlefields  in  April  1917.  These  two 
events,  plus  the  Insurgent  spirit  of  the  masses,  produced  the 
Farmer-Labor  Party. 

In  North  Dakota  the  wheat  farmer  had  been  suffering  from 
a  combination  of  low,  uncertain  prices  in  a  speculators'  mar- 
ket, high-debt  charges,  and  adverse  weather.  By  1915  the 
grain  farmers  of  the  Northwest  were  generally  in  desperate 
straits.  Added  to  his  production  and  marketing  problems 
was  the  oppression  of  a  railroad-dominated  political  tyranny 
practiced  by  the  two  old  parties.  Although  the  North  Da- 
kota farmers  had  voted  overwhelmingly  for  State-owned  ele- 
vators and  other  measures  designed  to  protect  him  in  a  gam- 
blers' and  lenders'  world,  the  State  had  ignored  their  man- 
date. 

Equity  societies  and  their  cooperatives  were  a  strong  In- 
fluence in  North  Dakota,  and  the  campaign  for  State  elevators 
came  to  a  head  at  a  meeting  of  the  State  equity  farmers  in 
February  1915.  The  legislators  were  told  that  the  elevators 
must  be  built,  and  in  reply  these  gentlemen  told  the  farmers 
to  "go  home  and  slop  your  hogs!" 

FARMERS  FURIOUS  AT  TREATMENT  _ 

The  farmers  were,  of  course,  furious.  They  were  more  than 
ready  to  listen  to  a  young  man  who  drove  into  their  barnyards 
with  a  plan  for  a  political  league  of  the  farmers  and  for  the 
farmers.  The  man  was  Arthur  C.  Townley,  a  native  Minne- 
sotan who  had  been  ruined  as  a  farmer.  Shortly  the  Non- 
partisan League  had  thousands  of  members.  In  1916  it  swept 
the  elections  in  North  Dakota^  electing  a  dirt  farmer  as  Gov- 
ernor. Lynn  J.  Frazier.  Active  in  the  league  with  Townley 
was  the  present  Congressman.  William  F.  Lemke. 

In  the  stmimer  of  1916,  league  organizers  began  to  sign  up 
Minnesota  farmers,  who  saw  in  the  new  plan  a  means  of 
salvation.    The  league  national  office  was  established  in  St. 


Paul  the  next  year,  1917.  and  the  Minnesota  fannci^  looked 
forward  to  a  similar  victory  in  1918.  ' 

Official  league  data  reveal  that  league  membership  in 
Minnesota  in  June  1917  was  only  10,133,  while  that  of  North 
Dakota  was  43.184.  This  figure,  of  course,  does  not  show  the 
actual  league  infiuence  in  Minnesota.  For  every  farmer,  there 
were  10  ardent  sympathizers  who  were  prevented  by  extreme 
poverty  or  by  fear  from  joining  the  league. 

By  June  of  1918,  however,  the  Minnesota  league  had  at  least 
42.000  members.  It  is  safe  to  say  that  these  thousands  were 
the  most  active,  courageous,  and  influential  farmers  in  the 
State. 

ORGANIZATION    AND    PROGRAM 

The  first  State  committee  of  the  league  was  headed  by  resi- 
dent farmers  apiwinted  by  President  Townley  and  included 
Herman  F.  Sprung,  David  Paquin,  and  L.  E.  Samuelson. 
George  W.  Griffith,  of  North  Dakota,  was  named  the  first  State 
manager.  He  served  the  league  in  this  capacity  for  several 
years.  As  the  league  swung  into  full  activity  the  cooperators 
and  farmers  of  the  equity  group — including  Magnus  Johnson. 
James  Manahan,  Ferdinand  Tcigen,  and  others — joined  in 
the  efforts  to  make  the  farmers'  movement  a  success. 

The  league  plan  for  Minnesota  was  slightly  different  than 
that  for  the  other  States,  and  included  demands  for  State- 
owned  packing  plants,  elevators,  and  flour  mills;  State  rural 
credits,  a  tonnage  tax  on  iron  ore,  and  State-owned  pulp-paper 
mills.  This  program  remained  much  the  same  during  the  life 
of  the  league  in  Minnesota. 

THE    FIRST    WORLD   WAR 

Of  the  other  event  of  this  period,  the  World  War,  little  can 
be  said  that  is  not  familiar  to  everyone  who  hved  through 
those  days  of  dreadful  hysteria.  How  the  European  war  be- 
gan in  1914  as  a  clash  of  economic  rivalries,  how  the  tension 
was  so  keyed  that  when  two  rivals  decided  to  flght,  all  the 
empires  had  to  fight  in  order  to  preserve  their  fields  of  ex- 
ploitation, and  how  slowly  and  surely  the  United  States  was 
drawn  into  that  camp  which  carried  on  the  most  cimning  war 
propaganda.    These  are  now  matters  of  recorded  history. 

MINNESOTA  LIBERALS  FOR  PEACE 

In  Minnesota,  the  peace  sentiment  was  so  intense  that  the 
war  howlers  soon  singled  out  the  State  as  being  one  of  these 
distinctly  favorable  to  Germany.  The  more  accurate  fact  is 
that  Minnesota  early  made  its  stand  for  peace  and  neutrality. 
The  people  of  that  State  adhered  to  the  Lindbergh -Lundeen 
policy,  America  first — absolute  neutrality. 

The  Minnesota  peace  and  neutrality  societies  had  many 
thousands  of  members,  and  there  were  other  groups  almost 
as  influential.  The  trade-unions  and  other  liberal  groups 
with  whom  they  were  closely  allied  demanded — through  their 
press,  their  official  spokesmen,  by  means  of  rank  and  file 
declarations — that  America  keep  free  of  the  quarrels  and 
boundary  disputes  of  Europe  and  the  Old  World. 

The  Non  Partisan  League  farmers  felt  the  same  way.  They 
knew  that  they  had  nothing  to  gain  from  this  country  becom- 
ing involved  in  war.  Peace  sentiment  ran  strong  in  Minne- 
sota, both  in  the  cities  and  in  the  country  districts. 

STAND   AGAINST  WAR   HYSTERIA 

But  the  war  spirit  was  fanned  to  a  fever  pitch  throughout 
the  Nation,  and  many  liberals,  swept  off  their  feet,  deserted 
to  the  warmongers. 

In  the  Nation's  Capital  in  Congress,  "Fighting  Bob"  La 
Follette,  our  beloved  George  Norris,  Lane  of  Oregon,  Gronna 
of  North  Dakota,  Vardaman,  and  Stone  in  the  United  States 
Senate  and  50  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in- 
cluding Lindbergh,  Clapp,  and  Lundeen  of  Minnesota,  stood 
out  against  the  rising  tide  of  madness — these  few  and  the 
great,  voiceless  mass  of  the  people. 

WARMONGERING     STATE    ADMINISTRATION 

In  Minnesota  the  first  to  take  up  the  cry  for  war  was  the 
shameful  Republican  State  administration.  War  was  hardly 
a  fact  for  America  in  April  1917  when  this  administration 
was  able  to  wring  from  the  legislature  a  grant  of  powers 
exceeding  even  those  given  the  President. 
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The  noterlous  Commission  of  Public  Safety  was  organ- 
ized. Its  objective  was  declared  to  be  coordination  of  war 
activities  in  Minnesota. 

But  what"  was  obvious  to  everyone  was  this:  The  com- 
mission was  much  more  interested  in  smashing  the  militant 
farmers^  movement,   the   trade-unions,   and   the   peace   and 

Union  men 


for  railroad  and  warehouse  commissioner:  and  Herman 
Mueller,  a  Progressive,  for  supreme  court  clerk.  Mueller  was 
elected  and  served  4  years. 

Lindbergh  received  150.626  votes:  his  opponent,  J.  A.  A. 
Burnqulst.  199.325.  Many  reactionary  Democrats  threw  their 
weight  behind  Burnquist  in  order  to  stop  the  farmers.  But 
it  can  be  seen  that  the  league  had  l)ecome  a  power.    At  the 


S:re'?Sd1^n°1v?n?o'we'^A°heirun.o7b^o™  of  the  election,  there  were  42,000  leaguers  In  the  State. 


were  refused  protection  against  mobsters  at  their  rallies. 
Those  who  denoimced  the  war  for  what  it  was — a  war  to 
rescue  American  doUars  in  Europe — were  stoned  and  beaten, 
tarred,  and  shot  at. 

OtTTKACrS    ENCOtntACED 

The  houses  "^of  liberal  leaders  who  had  opposed  the  war 
were  painted  yellow  and  even  riddled  with  bullets.  The  labor 
mayor  of  Minneapolis  was  threatened  with  impeachment. 
Speakers  of  the  league  were  stoned  and  abused.  Any  pro- 
gressive who  raised  his  voice  for  a  decent  cause — ^whether 
concerned  with  the  war  or  not— was  harassed,  framed,  even 

>    Jailed. 

Thus  men  like  James  Manahan  and  Charles  A.  Lindbergh 
emerged  from  the  war  years  with  broken  health  and  havmted 
minds,  results  of  their  suffering  at  the  hands  of  the  so-called 
public  safety  commission.  Any  man.  any  group  which  de- 
nounced the  money-mad  war  profiteers  and  their  political 
parties  met  with  immediate  punishment — all  in  the  name  of 
patriotism.    Public  decency  took  a  vacation. 

The  members  of  that  infamous  committee  were:  Charles  H. 
.  March,  C.  W.  Ames.  John  Lind,  John  F.  McOee,  and  A.  C. 
Weiss.    But  old  honest  John  Lind  found  the  committee  so 
*   bad  that  he  flnaUy  resigned  in  utter  disgust. 

PROCKKSSIVES  BROKEN    BtJT   NOT    CRUSHED 

The  war.  like  a  great  biiulder,  had  broken  the  wave  of  the 
mild  Progressive  era.  Beneath  this  foaming  wave  there  now 
was  seen  a  determined  flood  of  militancy.  The  forces  of 
finance  capital  expected  by  the  war  to  destroy  the  people's 
movement. 

The  people,  on  the  other  hand,  saw  a  chance  to  strike  back 
with  the  same  weapon.  It  was  they  whose  hands  produced 
the  weapons  of  this  war  and  they  determined  to  make  their 

-''^       power  felt. 

What  was  going  on  in  Minnesota  between  these  two  con- 
'    tenders  repeated  itself  eveiywhere  in  America.    The  people 
were  determined  to  come  into  their'^wn,  politically  and 
economically. 

STAGE     SET     FOR     rAKMES-LABOK     PAKTT 

The  crushing  reign  of  war  hysteria  and  conservatism  formed 
the  immediate  background  for  the  birth  of  the  Farmer-Labor 
Party. 

The  farmers,  *he  workers,  the  peace  and  neutrality  advo- 
cates, the  progressives  had  no  place  to  go.  Their  training 
throuph  the  years  of  the  Progressive  period  had  been  to  act 
independently,  speaking  generally,  as  voters.  They  were  tied 
^^^o  no  political  party.  With  the  approach  of  the  elections  of 
^J.^918  it  was  clear  that  Minnesota  was  ripe  for  a  political 
'^"^       revolution. 

The  tactics  of  the  Non-Partisan  League  in  other  States 
had  been  to  capture  the  primaries  of  the  leading  party  and 
thus  put  their  own  candidates  upon  the  ballot  under  the  very 
noges  of  their  opponents. 

The  primary  of  1918  in  Minnesota  was  preceded  by  a  great 
State  convention  of  League  farmers,  held  in  St.  Paul.  March 
18  and  19.  Prom  the  first  the  tie  between  farmer  and  worker 
was  evident.  James  Clancy,  president  of  the  St.  Paul  Ameri- 
can Federation  of  Labor,  union's  central  body,  was  the 
featured  speaker. 

UKDBEKGH     HEADS     STATE    SLATE 

The  slate  of  candidates  offered  in  the  Republican  primaries 
by  the  farmers  was  headed  by  Charles  A.  Lindbergh  for  Gov- 
ernor. "Hii^rest  of  the  ticket,  as  agreed  upon  finally,  was: 
R  E.  Crane,  a  farmer,  for  Lieutenant  Governor:  Thomas  V. 
Sullivan,  a  Progressive  lawyer,  for  attorney  general:  S.  O. 
Tjosvold.  a  farmer,  for  auditor:  Albert  H.  Pasel.  a  Progressive, 
lor  State  treasurer:  Fred  E.  Tiliquist,  a  railroad  labor  leader, 


In  the  teeth  of  the  war  mania  it  had  grown  to  4  times  its 
size  of  the  year  before.  It  further  attracted  many  thousands 
to  vote  for  its  candidates. 

LABOR    BECOMSS    POLmCALLT    ACnVS 

But  with  the  defeat  of  Lindbergh  and  nearly  the  whole 
slate,  what  was  to  be  done  now?  While  the  farmers  debated 
their  next  move,  labor  took  a  very  significant  step  forward. 
For  the  first  time  since  the  days  of  the  Knights  of  Labor,  or- 
ganized labor  deliberately  stepped  upon  the  political  stage. 

Labor  had  watched  the  farmers  organize  with  great  interest. 
It  was  well  known  that  the  farmers'  administration  in  North 
Dakota  had  shown  its  true  people's  character  by  passing  every 
law  that  labor  requested,  putting  that  State  far  ahead  of  the 
others  in  the  matter  of  pro-labor  legislation.  Organized  labor 
v;as  stronger  in  Minnesota  than  it  had  ever  been  before. 

LABOR    STRENGTH    AT    PEAK 

Not  including  the  unions  represented  in  the  mining,  lake 
shipping,  and  timber  cutting  industries,  the  workers  had  at 
this  time  497  unions  located  in  52  towns  and  cities  of  the 
State.  In  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  and  the  railroad 
brotherhoods  alone  there  were  52.000  workers.  With  the  mili- 
tant and  the  unorganized  workers  who  were  union-minded, 
this  was  a  formidable  force  to  throw  into  the  political  scales. 
But  it  must  be  granted  that  the  terrible  campaign  of  the 
reactionaries  had  cowed  and  silenced  many  of  the  workers. 

At  the  1918  convention  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
Minnesota  unions,  two  progressive  labor  figures  crystallized 
the  workers'  political  sentiments  into  a  plan  which  would  put 
the  unions  directly  behind  their  own  candidates.  It  was  a 
startling  departure^froti  the  traditional  nonpartisan  attitude 
of  this  important  labor  group. 

These  two  men  were  William  Mahoney  and  Charles  Isaac- 
son, both  of  the  St.  Paul  Printing  Pressmen's  Union.  They 
a^ked  for  an  all-labor  conference  to  put  candidates  in  the 
field  for  State  office.  The  suggestion  was  enthusiastically 
received  by  a  majority  of  the  delegsftes,  and  on  August  25  of 
that  year  (1918  >  President  Ed  G.  Hall  and  Secretary  George 
W.  Lawson,  of  the  State  federation  of  labor,  convened  the 
parley.    Ninety  local  unions  sent  delegates.  ^ 

WORKER  AND  FARMER  COMMTTTEES  MEET  " 

A  committee  of  seven  labor  men  was  named  to  meet  with 
a  like  committee  of  the  Farmers'  League  to  select  candidates 
for  the  November  elections.  On  this  labor  committee  were: 
William  Mahoney.  chairman:  J.  A.  Watkins.  Fred  Kreuger, 
J.  J.  Robbers,  J.  L.  Tinkham.  Clark  Greenless.  and  Henry 
Gassing,  representing  all  parts  of  the  State.  Some  of  these 
men  were  important  officers  of  the  State  federation  of  labor. 

Out  of  their  committee  conferences  grew  the  endorsement 
by  labor  of  three  men  for  State  office:  The  late  David  H. 
Evans,  of  Tracy,  for  Governor:  Tom  Davis,  of  Minneapolis, 
for  attorney  general;  and  the  late  Fred  E.  Tiliquist,  of  St. 
Paul,  for  railroad  and  warehouse  conunlssioner.  Dave  Evans 
was  a  hardware  merchant  and  had  been  a  liberal  Democrat. 
Davis  was  a  veteran  labor  lawyer.  Tiliquist  was  a  prominent 
railroad  labor  official,  a  member  of  the  Locomotive  Firemen 
and  Enginemen  Brotherhood. 

The  farmers'  committee  which  helped  work  out  this  slate, 
Included:  Magnus  Johnson,  Anthony  C.  Welch,  Karl  Knutson, 
O  O.  Teuve,  R.  E.  Crane,  and  Ame  Grundysen.  Although 
the  farmers  at  first  favored  Johnson  for  Governor,  they 
willingly  accepted  Evans  as  a  good  choice  also. 

PROFESSIONAL    GSOTTPS    BACK    MOVE 

There  was  a  third  group  behind  the  efforts  of  the  farmers 
and  workers  to  form  their  own  independent  ticket  in  1918 — 
professional  men.  These  men  had  been  active  in  the  cam- 
paigns of  the  progressives  of  the  preceding  years,  and  In  the 
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main  had  been  opposed  to  the  World  War  and  had  been 
marked  for  punishment  by  the  Minnesota  public  safety  mobs 
because  of  It.  These  liberals  were  not  organized  except  in 
such  groups  as  the  Saturday  Lunch  Club,  of  Minneapolis — 
a  forum  where  just  such  ideas  as  independent  policies  had 
long  been  centers  of  discussion. 

A  committee  of  the  professional  men  approached  the 
farmers  and  workers  with  an  urgent  plea  for  a  new  party 
which  would  represent  peace,  progress,  and  security.  This 
group,  because  of  its  long  training  in  politics  under  George 
Loftus  and  the  other  progressive  Republicans,  was  of  real  use 
to  the  people's  representatives,  most  of  whom  were  untrained 
in  the  tactics  of  electioneering.  These  men  were  the  most 
prominent  of  the  professionals:  Attorneys  Fred  A.  Pike.  Vince 
A.  Day.  Roy  C.  Smelker,  Thomas  L.  Fraser.  S.  A.  Stockwell. 
Julius  J.  Reiter,  then  mayor  of  Rochester;  Drs.  William  E. 
Leonard  and  Henrik  Shipstead;  and  others  such  as  Carl  Lewis, 
Benjamin  Drake.  Prof.  William  A.  Schaper.  and  George  Siegel. 

FARMER  AND  LABOR  TICKET  FORMED 

The  decision  was  that  there  should  be  an  independent 
ticket  in  the  final  elections  of  1918.  What  to  call  the  new 
ticket?  The  candidates  had  to  run  under  some  name.  The 
progressives'  candidates  led  by  Lindbergh  in  the  spring  had 
commonly  been  called  the  farmer  and  labor  or  simply  the 
farmer-labor  candidates.  There  was  the  name  for  the  inde- 
pendent ticket.  And  so.  at  a  final  meeting  of  the  conferees 
at  the  old  Merchant  Hotel  in  St.  Paul,  it  was  decided  to  run 
Evans.  Davis,  and  Tiliquist  under  the  Farmer-Labor  banner. 

Of  course,  it  was  not  the  intention  of  everyone  to  form  a 
permanent  new  party — not  then.  Many  of  the  farmers  were 
not  convinced  that  a  new  party  would  win  their  demands  for 
them  quicker  than  their  nonpartisan  political  tactics  hith- 
erto pursued.  The  labor  officials  were  somewhat  bound  to 
the  old  nonpartisan  principles  of  "elect  your  friends,  defeat 
your  enemies."  The  professional  men,  however,  saw  clearly 
that  a  return  to  the  old  parties  would  be  an  admission  of 
defeat.  And  there  also  were  many  in  both  the  farmer  and 
the  worker  camps  who  had  faith  in  a  new  party. 

SENTIMENT  ON  PERMANENT  PARTY  DIVIDED 

A  victory  in  the  1918  fall  campaign  would  unquestionably 
have  settled  the  matter  in  favor  of  those  who  wanted  a  new 
pwlitical  party.  But  the  Farmer-Labor  candidates  were  not 
victorious.  Evans  polled  about  112,000  votes — Lindbergh  had 
received  150,000 — in  the.  primaries.  It  looked  as  though 
many  people  were  in  favor  of  progressives  in  office  but  could 
not  shake  themselves  free  of  their  old  party  ties  to  help  them. 

But  it  was  realized  that  the  campaign  had  not  been  a  test 
of  third-party  sentiment  among  the  voters,  since  it  was 
fought  in  the  face  of  fresh  waves  of  terrorism  on  the  part  of 
the  State  administration.  The  Republican  machine,  en- 
hanced by  the  powers  given  it  at  the  outbreak  of  the  war, 
held  the  State  in  the  grip  of  a  tyrant,  refusing  or  permitting 
any  opposition  at  will.  The  league  had  scheduled  250  meet- 
ings to  discuss  election  problems  but  was  forced  by  hoodlums 
and  other  lawless  forces  at  the  beck  and  call  of  the.  notorious 
Public  Safety  Commission  and  its  governor.  J.  A.  A.  Burnquist, 
to  cancel  nearly  a  third  of  them.  It  was  not  safe  in  those  days 
to  engage  in  politics  on  a  people's  ticket.  Imaginary  flu  epi- 
demics were  used  to  cancel  the  meetings  of  Congressman 
Ernest  Lundeen  in  both  Dawson  and  Madison.  Minn.  This 
occurred  under  the  direction  of  Theodore  Christiansen,  the 
State  administrator,  and  his  political  associates. 

RISE   OF  INSURCENCT BIRTH  OP  THE  FARMER -LABOR    PARTT 

Nevertheless,  it  was  in  this  fall  campaign  that  the  Minne- 
sota Farmer-Labor  Party  was  bom.  20  years  after  the  Peo- 
ple's Party  had  met  the  forces  of  entrenched  wealth  head-on 
and  had  been  smashed:  out  of  repressions  of  the  war  years: 
from  the  desires  of  the  common  people  for  peace,  neutrality, 
and  progress,  economic  and  political  freedom.  The  name 
"Farmer-Labor,"  which  was  placed  on  the  ballot  in  that  elec- 
tion was  destined  to  appear  on  the  ballots  of  every  Minnesota 
election  thereafter.  It  meant  that  a  new  party  had  arisen 
on  the  political  horizon  of  America  to  bring  hope  in  the 


hearts  of  the  oppressed  and  the  underprivileged  as  well  as  all 
who  believe  in  social  and  economic  justice. 

The  end  of  the  war  found  the  people  all  over  the  world 
arising  in  revolt  against  former  masters. 

In  the  United  States  the  tide  of  insurgent  feeling  ran  high. 
In  many  States  and  cities  labor  followed  the  lead  which  Min- 
nesota workers  had  provided.  Farmer-labor  and  labor  parties 
sprung  up  in  many  places. 

The  farnrcrs'  Non-Partisan  League  continued  to  grow, 
reaching  out  into  new  States  until  from  Texas  to  Washington 
the  sound  of  the  organizer's  model  T  could  be  heard  along  the 
country  roads.  Minnesota's  league  added  more  members  and 
proved  it  could  grow. 

But  the  reactionaries  did  not  sit  unhappily  by  and  do  noth- 
ing. Now  that  labor  was  no  longer  needed  to  help  steer  the 
war  machine,  the  national  administration  turned  upon  it 
savagely.  Liberal  and  radical  organizational  were  made  to 
feei  the  sting  of  the  Federal  Government's  wrath.  Various 
departments  of  that  administration  once  thought  as  liberal 
became  the  open  aids  of  financial  forces  in  order  to  crush  the 
advancing  people's  movement. 

REACTIONARIES   MAKE  NEW  DRIVE LABOR  REPLIES  TO  ENEMIES 

Organized  labor  had  demonstrated  what  it  could  do  in  the 
political  field  In  Minnesota,  and  now  hastened  to  consolidate 
Its  gains.  At  the  State  Federation  of  Labor  convention  of 
1919  a  p3rmanent  organization  through  which  the  labor 
unions  would  express  themselves  politically  was  ratified.  This 
was  called  the  Working  People's  Non-Partisan  Political 
League. 

To  this  new  organization  could  belong  not  only  individuals 
but  also  entire  unions  and  central  bodies.  It  became  the 
counterpart  of  the  farmers'  league.  The  two  worked  side  by 
side.  The  Labor  League's  first  executive  board  Included  Wil- 
liam Mahoney,  chairman;  Thomas  Van  Lear,  secretary;  and 
C.  Z.  Nelson:  Louis  Frank;  J.  A.  Watkins:  A.  E.  Smith;  and 
E.  G.  Whitney.     All  of  them  were  from  the  Twin  Cities. 

During  1919  and  the  early  part  of  1920  the  two  leagues 
worked  imceasingly  to  perfect  their  organizations  and  prepare 
the  farmers  and  toilers  for  the  contest  of  1920. 

The  approach  of  this  campaign  found  the  progressives  still 
of  divided  mind  concerning  a  farmer-labor  party.  Some — 
such  as  Henry  G.  Teigaq  and  William  Mahoney— desired  to 
see  the  two  leagues  merge  into  a  strong,  democratic,  mass 
party.  Tdwnley  and  several  of  the  Non-Partisan  League  lead- 
ers opposed  this  and  urged,  instead,  that  the  farmers  and 
workers  remain  nonpartisan  so  that  they  could  exercise  "a 
balance  of  powr"  between  the  two  conservative  parties, 

THE    1920    ELECTION AGAIN   TRY   TO    CAPTURE    O.    O.    P. 

Thus  it  was  that  the  leading  candidates  in  1920  did  not  file 
as  Farmer-Labor.  Instead  they  tried  again  to  capture  the 
Republican  primary,  and  again  without  success.  The  fear  of 
the  candidates  was  that  they  could  not  draw  supporters  away 
from  the  Republican  Party,  and  the  election  laws  of  the  time 
prevented  voters  from  crossing  party  lines  to  select  whom 
they  pleased.  At  the  same  time  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  was 
kept  on  the  ballot  by  the  filing  of  a  number  of  candidates 
under  that  banner. 

The  leading  candidates  in  1920  were  Henrik  Shipstead  for 
Governor,  George  Mallon  for  Lieutenant  Governor,  and 
TTiomas  V.  Sullivan  for  Attorney  General.  Shipstead.  who 
later  was  to  become  United  States  Senator,  was  a  professional 
man  and  a  former  progressive  Republican  candidate  for  Con- 
gress in  1918  in  the  Seventh  District.  He  had  served  one 
term  in  the  Minnesota  Legislature  during  the  war  in  1917. 

Mallon,  who  was  politically  active  among  the  progressives, 
was  a  veteran  of  the  World  War;  had  received  the  Congres- 
sional Medal  of  Honor,  and  was  the  only  Minnesotan  on  Gen- 
eral Pershing's  list  of  One  Hundred  Heroes  of  the  World  War. 
Sullivan,  an  ardent  liberal  and  excellent  platform  man,  was  a 
popular  St.  Paul  attorney,  a  law  partner  of  James  Manahan. 

Shipstead  came  within  a  mere  handful  of  votes  of  capturing 
the  Republican  nomination. 

Filing  on  the  Farmer-Labor  ticket  and  unopposed  In  the 
primaries  were  Cyrus  King  for  Ctovemor,  Lily  Anderson  for 
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secretary  af  state.  John  P.  Wagner  for  treasurer,  and  Emll 
C.  MacKexizie  for  railroad  and  warehouse  commissioner. 

i  FAKMEB-LABOB   PAKTT    KZFT    AUVX 

After  the  primaries  King  withdrew  In  behalf  of  Shipstkad, 
who.  with  Mallon  and  Sullivan,  then  filed  by  petition  for  the 
same  offices  they  sought  in  the  Republican  primary,  but  this 
time  as  independents  with  Farmer-Labor  endorsement. 

These  rather  clumsy  arrangements  were  the  best  that  could 
be  done  while  the  Progressives  were  still  undecided  whether 
or  not  to  keep  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  alive.  The  votes  for 
regular  Farmer-Labor  candidates  who  made  no  campaign 
whatever  ran  close  to  200.000  and  convinced  many  that  the 
new  party  was  here  to  stay. 

The  final  elections  also  revealed  greatly  increased  strength. 
Shipstead  received  281.000  votes  to  his  Republican-machine 
opponent's  415.000.  But  the  Shipstead  vote  was  more  than 
twice  Evans'  vote  of  2  years  before.  As  the  Working  People's 
League  secretary,  Van  Lear,  declared: 

The  opposition  claim  we  lost.  I  disagree  with  them  because  we 
did  not  have  anything  to  lose.    The  fact  is  we  made  substantial 

gains. 

SAVE  THE   STATE  FROM   SOCIALISM 

The  false  slogan  of  the  Republicans  in  the  1920  campaign 
was  "Save  the  State  from  socialism."  This  slogan  was  sup-  . 
posed  to  be  potent  because  of  the  current  "red"  scares  being 
conducted  all  over  America  in  order  to  discredit  the  labor 
and  progressive  movements.  In  Minnesota  the  Sound  Gov- 
ernment Association  w^  formed,  and  through  this  fake  outfit 
the  big  open-shop  industrialists  and  the  bankers  poured  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  dollars  in  order  to  defeat  the  Farmer- 
Labor  forces.  The  State  was  plastered  with  huge  billboards 
screaming  confusing  and  misleading  slogans.  An  expensive 
publication  called  Minnesota  Issues  covered  the  State  like  a 
blanket  of  snow  in  a  desperate  attempt  to  smear  the  popular 
candidates. 

It  Was  in  the  face  of  this  that  the  Progressives  made  their 
astonishing  gains  in  voter  strength. 

WALL  sracET  oaoos  deflation 

Between  the  campaigns  of  192Chand  1922  the  farmers'  de- 
pression set  in — and  it  has  lasted  tp  this  very  day.  Those  who 
labored  on  the  land  from  sunrise  until  sunset  were  the  first 
to  be  ground  down  by  the  heartless  deflation  ordered  by  our 
captains  of  industry.  The  farmer  was  crushed  imder  a 
heavy  debt  load  incurred  during  a  period  of  inflation — a 
debt  load  which  is  impossible  for  him  to  pay  off  even  during 
periods  of  relative  normalcy. 

Suddenly  there  was  an  organized  contraction  of  bank 
credits,  prices  began  to  tumble,  the  great  war  boom  collapsed. 
This  situation  helped  the  Progressives.  It  gave  the  people 
one  more  great  incentive  to  fight. 

'    MOVE  rOB   INDEPENDENT   POLITICAI,  ACTION 

Also  between  the  campaigns  of  1920  and  1922  the  Farmers 
Non-Partisan  League  underwent  important  changes.  Its 
founder,  Townley,  stepped  out.  Thus  was  removed  one  of 
the  most  influential  opponents  of  independent  political  action 
of  farmers  and  workers.  The  way  rapidly  cleared  to  get 
behind  the  Parft\er-Labor  Party  and  make  it  the  winner. 

From  the  first,  the  workers  and  farmers  displaced  the 
Democratic  Party  as  the  leading  opposition.  Now  the  farm 
depression,  the  continued  attacks  upon  workers'  wages,  and 
the  general  distrust  in  which  the  people  held  the  corrupt 
Republican  Party  gave  the  new  party  reasons  to  think  in 
terms  of  victory. 

nUC    COMPLETE    SLATE   OF    CANDIDATES 

^  The  liberals  filed  a  complete  slate  of  candidates  in  the 
1922  election  under  its  own  banner.  It  was  the  final  warning 
that  the  Farmer-Labor  people  were  in  the  field  to  sfay,  and 
to  be  reckoned  with.  United  States  Senator  Frank  B.  Kellogg 
was  up  for  reelection,  and  against  him  the  Farm«-Labor 
Party  pitted  Henrik  Shipstead.  For  Governor  that  color- 
ful farmer.  Magnus  Johnson,  was  selected.  Other  candidates 
were:  Arthur  A.  Siegler  for  Lieutenant  Governor;  Susie  W. 
Stsgeberg  for  secretary  of  state;  Elizabeth  Deming  for 
auditor;  Frank  H.  Keyes  for  tresisurer;  Roy  C.  Smelker  for 


attorney  general;  W.  W.  Royster  for  railroad  and  warehouse 
commissioner;  and  Howard  Van  Lear  for  supreme  court  clerk. 
In  addition,  several  congressional  candidates  had  filed  in 
the  State's  10  districts  with  party  endorsement. 

The  Farmer-Labor  Party  in  that  campaign  advocated  work 
relief  for  the  unemployed;  an  increased  iron-ore  tonnage 
tax;  a  State-owned  and  operated  cement  plant;  and  in- 
creased capacity  for  the  State  flour  mill  which  had  been  in 
operation  for  a  year.  This  mill  is  now  in  danger  of  being 
dismantled  under  the  present  Republican  regime.  Opposi- 
tion to  the  use  of  the  injunction  In  labor  disputes  and  to  a 
State  constabulary  were  other  demands  made  by  the  Farmer- 
Labor  Party.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  much  of  this 
program  has  subsequently  been  enacted  into  law. 

LEAGITES    WORK    AS    PERFECT    TEAM 

In  this  crucial  campaign  of  1922  the  two  leagues  worked 
harder  and  more  harmoniously  than  ever  before.  Their 
members  sensed  that  victory  was  at  hand  and  they  set  forth 
every  ounce  of  effort  and  energy  they  possessed.  The  rail- 
road brotherhoods  continued  their  splendid  support,  sending 
into  the  State  several  fine  speakers,  and  providing  to  a  gen- 
erous degree  that  rarest  of  all  commodities  of  progressive 
politics— hard  cash!  "Fighting  Bob"  La  Follette  aided  the 
'  campaigners  with  several  speeches  before  tremendous  crowds 
in  the  Twin  Cities  and  several  southern  cities. 

When  election  day  arrived  It  was  apparent  that  Dr.  Ship- 
stead had  defeated  Frank  B.  Kellogg  for  United  States  Sen- 
ator, while  Magnus  Johnson's  exciting  campaign  made  It 
appear  that  he,  too,  would  win.  Final  results  showed  that 
SHn>STEAD  had  become  America's  first  Farmer-Labor  Sen- 
ator, by  80,000  plurality.  Johnson  came  within  15,000  votes  . 
of  becoming  Governor.  In  addition.  Farmer-Labor  Knud 
Wefald  and  O.  J.  Kvale  went  to  Congress. 

TRTTLT,  THE  rASMES-LABOB  PAXTT   HAD  ASKIVED 

Nor  was  this  all.  The  election  struggles  had  resulted  in 
victories  In  many  legislative  districts.  In  1920,  for  example, 
the  Farmer-Labor  Party  could  claim  successes  in  46  districts. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  Minnesota  Legislature  Is 
elected  on  a  non-partisan  basis.  In  1922  the  influence  In 
the  legislature  of  Farmer-Labor  people  increased  even  more. 

><AGNUS  JOHNSON  GOES  TO  SENATE 

A  surprise  victory  was  still  in  store  for  the  new  party.  A 
few  months  after  the  elections,  word  came  that  Minnesota's 
elder  Republican  statesman.  Senator  Knute  Nelson,  had  died. 
It  was  announced  that  a  special  election  would  be  held  to  fill 
out  the  nearly  2  years'  balance  of  his  term. 

The  Farmer-Labor  peoi^e  had  foimd  Magnus  Johnson  an 
excellent  campaigner  and  he  proved  to  be  the  favored  candi- 
date in  the  Farmer-Labor  primary  held  in  June  1923.  His 
opponent  was  the  same  machine  Republican  who  had  squeezed 
past  him  to  win  the  governorship  only  a  few  months  before. 
But  this  time  the  farmers  and  workers  were  ready  for  him. 
They  knew  their  strength  and  they  knew  that  the  people 
were  behind  their  program. 

Magnus  ran  on  the  slogan,  "Is  a  fanner  good  enough  for  the 
United  States  Senate?" 

His  Republican  rivals  foolishly  countered  this  with  "Send 
Magnus  back  to  the  pasture."  It  proved  to  be  as  foolish  as 
it  sounded.  It  was  resented  by  the  city  workers  as  well  as 
the  farmers.  The  camp&ign  was  short  and  sweet.  When  it 
was  over,  Magnus  had  won  by  almost  100,000  votes. 

Minnesota  thus  sent  a  second  Farmer-Labor  man  to  the 
United  States  Senate.  The  Republican  wailing  wall  was  now 
well  established. 

It  was  in  a  spirit  of  triuipph  and  confldence  that  the  toilers 
looked  toward  1924.  Meanwhile  the  agitation  had  gone  on 
for  clarification  of  the  status  of  the  Farmers'  League,  the 
Labor  League,  and  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  itself.  A  series 
of  conferences  were  held  throughout  the  winter  and  spring 
of  1923-24  locking  toward  the  formation  of  a  new  organiza- 
tion which  would  combine  the  two  leagues  and  carry  on 
the  activities  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  between  elections. 
Many  new  adherents  came  when  Robert  M.  La  Follette,  Sr., 
in  1923  answered  that  he  was  through  with  the  old  parties  •^ 
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and  would  enter  a  new  alinement  with  the  forces  of  progress 
Nation-wide. 

ENTES   FARMEB-LABOR   CLUBS 

In  many  parts  of  the  State — especially  in  the  Twin  Cities 
and  the  Brainerd  area — there  had  developed  a  new  tsrpe  of 
political  organization.  It  was  called  the  Farmer-Labor  Club. 
Unlike  the  clubs  familiar  to  eastern  city  politics,  the  members 
of  these  groups  paid  regular  dues,  carried  on  their  own  edu- 
cational campaigns  for  progressive  principles,  and  in  the  case 
of  the  Sixth  Congressional  District  even  maintained  their 
own  newspaF>er,  the  Farmer-Labor  Record. 

The  club  rooted  the  new  Farmer-Labor  Party  in  the  locali- 
ties as  even  the  leagues  could  not  do.  It  was  smaller  than 
the  leagues'  units,  and  hence  more  mobile  and  more  sensitive 
to  local  needs.  To  some  of  the  Progressives  it  appeared  to 
be  the  answer  to  the  problem  of  how  best  to  conduct  the 
work  of  education,  organization,  and  political  effort. 

LEAGUES   MERGE  INTO  FEDERATION 

In  March  of  1924  the  two  leagues  met  in  Minneapolis  at 
the  same  time  and  in  nearby  halls.  There  were  150  farmer 
delegates  from  42  counties.  On  the  labor  side  were  repre- 
sentatives of  no  less  than  100.000  workers  from  every  section 
of  the  State.  These  people  had  already  founded  their  own 
daily  newspaper,  of  which  they  were  very  proud,  the  Minne- 
sota Daily  Star. 

There  remained  a  strong  sentiment  among  the  league  farm- 
ers to  keep  intact  their  old  organization,  which,  however,  was 
suffering  depletion  in  the  ranks.  But  a  majority  of  the 
farmers  preferred  entering  the  proposed  Farmer-Labor  Fed- 
eration. When  word  came  that  the  workers'  convention  had 
dissolved  their  league  in  favor  of  the  new  federation,  the 
farmers  began  to  debate.  It  was  an  exciting  moment  in 
Farmer-Labor  history. 

I      POLITICAL    HISTORY    MADE 

Delegate  Carl  R.  Carlgren,  who  had  been  on  the  labor  com- 
mittee visiting  the  farmers'  convention,  returned  to  the 
workers'  hall  finally  with  word  of  the  results.  As  the  Farmer- 
Labor  Advocate  reported  it — 

For  a  moment  there  was  a  pause  and  silence.  Then  a  great  shout 
went  up;  delegates  sprang  to  their  feet;  some  climbed  on  chairs 
and  tables;  hats  were  thrown  In  the  air;  and  labor  men  began  to 
shout.  "Hurrah  for  the  farmers!" 

Scores  of  men  grasped  the  hands  of  delegates  to  whom  they  had 
never  spoken  before  and  congratulated  them.  All  were  eager  to 
learn  whether  the  leaguers  were  coming  over.  Yes;  they  were 
coming.  Soon  they  began  to  appear  by  dozens,  by  half  dozens,  by 
scores;  and  as  they  shouldered  their  way  to  their  seats,  the  Federa- 
tionists  arose  shouting  their  welcome,  extending  their  hands  and 
vacating  seats  for  the  farmers'  comfort,  while  the  hubbub  was 
punctuated  every  few  minutes  by  fresh  outbursts  as  new  groups 
appeared  at  the  crowded  doorways  and  sought  their  places  in  the 
coUncU  chamber  with   the  workers.     •      •     • 

FARMER-LABOR  FEDERATION  BORN 

Thus  was  born  the  Farmer-Labor  Federation.  Its  first 
oflBcers  were  William  Mahoney,  chairman,  representing  labor; 
Ralph  Harmon,  secretary,  representing  the  farmers.  The 
first  executive  board  included  the  following  district  repre- 
sentatives: First.  J.  C.  Placek  and  Walter  J.  Kennedy;  second. 
John  J.  Johnson  and  W.  C.  Sprague;  third,  Fred  E.  Osborne 
and  A.  C.  Welch;  fourth,  Frank  Fisher  and  Frank  Starkey; 
fifth.  Robley  D.  Cramer  and  J.  O.  Johnson;  sixth,  A.  H.  Hen- 
drickson  and  P.  W.  Anderson;  seventh,  Harold  Baker  and 
Hemming  Nelson;  eighth.  George  H.  Webster  and  H.  W.  Dart; 
ninth.  Louis  Enstrom  and  J.  C.  Pratt;  tenth,  C.  R.  Hedlund 
and  Gus  Lundberg.  Joseph  Baldus  later  replaced  Mr.  Welch. 
This  central  body  of  authority  was  composed  entirely  of  dirt 
farmers,  workers  who  had  left  lathes  or  scaffolds  to  attend 
the  convention,  and  progressive  business  and  professional 
men. 

CONVENTION  ADOPTS  PROGRAM;  A  FREE  PRIMARY  WITHOUT  ENDORSEMENTS 

The  day  following  these  stirring  events  there  was  a  mass 
convention  of  Farmer-Labor  adherents  in  St.  Cloud  to  adopt 
a  program  and  select  candidates  for  the  coming  campaign. 
The  program  demanded  start  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Waterway, 
public  ownership  of  all  public  utilities  and  natural  resources, 
guaranty  of  labor's  right  to  organize,  adequate  soldiers'  bonus. 


cooperative  banks,  and  the  McNary-Haugen  plan  of  aid  to 
farmers.  How  much  of  this  is  now  accepted  law  others  may 
judge. 

Because  of  the  rapid  change  to  the  new  basis  of  the  Farmer- 
Labor  Federation,  and  for  the  sake  of  preserving  harmony,  it 
was  decided  to  make  no  endorsements  for  ofBce  but  to  allow 
the  primary  vote  to  decide  the  slate.  Whether  that  choice 
was  a  wise  one  or  whether  injiu^  was  done  to  the  party  re- 
mains a  question  to  this  day.  Some  of  the  candidates  turned 
thetr  attacks  away  from  the  common  enemy  and  directed 
their  flre  on  their  primary  rivals.  The  future  must  determine 
that  question. 

A  NEW  LEADER  EMERGES FLOTD  B.  OLSON 

However,  from  the  tangle  of  primary  candidates  and  the 
heated  primary  campaign,  there  did  emerge  a  man  not  only 
eminently  fitted  to  hold  high  public  office  but  also  with  the 
necessary  qualities  to  become  the  leader  of  this  new  party. 

He  was  a  talented  yotmg  man,  tall  and  graceful,  with  a 
winning  smile  and  a  persuasive  voice;  a  man  who  did  not 
hesitate  to  take  his  position  on  the  side  of  the  people,  whose 
principles  had  been  forged  on  the  anvil  of  hard  labor  in  the 
mine,  railroad  yard,  and  harvest  field,  and  whose  honesty 
and  courage  already  had  been  amply  demonstrated  in  public 
oflBce. 

This  man  was  Floyd  B.  Olson,  the  son  of  Norwegian  and 
Swedish  immigrants.  He  was  then  county  attorney  of  the 
State's  largest  county,  Hennepin,  and  already  was  recognized 
as  one  of  the  foremost  men  holding  office  in  Minnesota.  As 
a  prosecutor,  he  showed  that  he  was  primarily  interested  In 
the  dispensation  of  elementary  justice.  He  fi'ed  as  candidate 
for  Governor  on  the  Farmer-Labor  ticket  and  won  the  nomi- 
nation in  a  spirited  campaign. 

Up  for  rejection  in  1924  was  Senator  Magnus  Johnson.  His 
progressive  record  in  Washington  seemed  to  assure  him  a 
return  to  office.  The  entire  slate  of  candidates  which  emerged 
from  the  primary  prepared  for  victory  in  the  fall,  despite  the 
confusion  and  ill  feeling  which  had  been  features  of  the 
elimination  contests. 

NATIONAL  AND  STATE  CAMPAIGNS  NOT  COORDINATED 

However,  another  element  entered  the  situation.  This  was 
the  candidacy  on  the  national  scene  of  the  fighting  Progres- 
sives, Senators  La  Follette  and  Wheeler.  To  the  detriment 
of  all,  the  national  campaign  and  the  campaigns  of  the 
Farmer-Labor  candidates  did  not  mesh  until  very  late  in  the 
year.  Had  there  been  a  planned  campaign  of  the  National 
and  State  Progressives  from'  the  start,  the  ultimate  results 
in  all  likelihood  would  have  been  different. 

All  the  time  the  reactionaries  continued  their  attacks  upon 
the  liberals.  Workers  and  businessmen  were  threatened  with 
dire  consequences  if  they  did  not  return  Coolidge  to  the  White 
House.  Hard  times,  panic,  riots,  l>read  lines — these  terrible 
things  would  be  the  result  of  taking  La  Follette  and  Wheeler 
and  the  Farmer-Labor  people  seriously.  A  subtle  change  was 
coming  over  large  sections  of  the  American  people  by  1924; 
the  people  were  being  lulled  to  sleep  by  a  false  prosperity. 
THE  o.  o.  p.  PROsPEarrr  campaign 

The  Republican  newspapers  thoroughly  dinned  into  the 
public  ear  that  good  times  had  arrived  forever.  They  need 
do  nothing  but  vote  Republican  to  keep  the  beautiful  picture 
of  boundless  prosperity  hanging  on  the  parlor  wall. 

Because  the  masses  lacked  a  voice  to  match  this  blare  of 
publicity,  it  was  difiBcult  to  make  it  known  that  the  farmers 
still  had  to  labor  from  sunup  to  sundown  merely  to  keep  the 
sheriff  from  seizing  their  stock  and  tools;  that  in  many  In- 
dustries wages  were  slowly  declining  while  hours  were  going 
up;  that  machines  were  being  introduced  at  a  very  rapid  rate — 
machines  which  were  throwing  workingmen  permanently  out 
of  their  jobs;  that  women  workers  were  still  getting  less  for 
the  same  work  that  men  did;  that  prosperity  was  an  actuality 
mainly  for  those  with  suflBcient  funds  to  play  the  stock  mar- 
ket or  for  those  who  could  buy  stocks  and  bonds  of  the  wealthy 
monopolies. 
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FAKE  CAMPAI6N  SUCCEEDS 

These  were  disagreeable  facts;  the  fine  picture  of  good  times 
was  easier  to  take.  The  militancy  of  the  war  years,  the  cru- 
sading spirit  of  the  progressive  era,  were  being  sapped  away. 

Until  the  house  of  cards  would  fall  the  Progressives  oould 
do  little  but  wait  for  the  majority  sentiment  to  return  to 
their  side.  The  1924  election,  which  the  farmers  and  workers 
were  convinced  they  would  win,  ended  in  heartbreaking 
defeat. 

True,  the  Farmer-Labor  candidates  ran  ahead  of  the  Na- 
tional Independent  Progressive  ticket.  "Fighting  Bob"  lost 
Minnesota  by  80,000.  Olson  lost  the  governorship  by  40.000. 
Worst  of  all.  Magnus  Johnson  was  defeated  for  reelection, 
but  only  by  8.000  votes  in  a  total  vote  which  approached  a 
million. 

TBI  'JREDtr  SIDE   OF  THE  LKOCn 

~.    On  the  credit  side  the  western  farmers  returned  Congress- 
men Wefald  and  Kvale  to  Washington,  and  a  third  Parmer- 
^  Laborite.   William   L.   Carss,   of   Duluth,   was   also   sent   to 
Congress. 

,,,  A^ .  outcome  of  the  disastrous  1924  contest  was  a  revamp- 
ing tii  the  Farmer-Labor  Federation.    New  conferences  ini- 
tiated in  1925  by  the  present  Farmer-Labor  Congressman, 
Richard  T.  Buckler,  resulted  in  the  federation  adopting  a 
new  constitution  and  a  new  name. 

The  constitution  forbade  membership  to  revolutionists. 
The  new  name  was  the  Farmer-Labor  Association.  This  is 
the  organizational  structure  which  has  housed  the  Farmer- 
Labor  Party  to  this  day. 

8T»tTCTtT«E    OF   FARMEX-LABOR    ASSOCIATIOW 

■^  A  word  about  the  association.  It  would  be  hard  to  find 
its  counterpart  in  American  political  history.  It  is  com- 
posed of  hundreds  of  ward  and  township  clubs,  some  of  which 
have  400  and  more  active  members.  It  also  consists  of  trade 
unions,  cooperatives,  and  farmers'  economic  organizations. 
Until  recently  it  likewise  included  cultural  and  language  so- 
cieties and  the  units  of  unemployed  organizations. 
^  The  members  of  the  association  pay  dues  and  support  a 
newspaper,  the  Minnesota  Leader,  probably  the  most  influ- 
ential weekly  in  the  State.  Their  club  meetings  are  enlivened 
by  debates  on  the  issues  of  the  day  and  on  party  policy.  Once 
a  year,  conventions  are  held  at  which  officers  are  chosen.  In 
addition,  there  is  a  central  committee  of  18  chosen  by  mem- 
bers themselves  at  district  conventions. 

CONVENTIONS — MEETINGS    OF   SANK    AND   FILE 

The  1926  and  1928  conventions  of  the  association  were 
actually  then  meetings  of  the  delegate  representatives  of  the 
party  rank  and  file.  At  these  conventions  full  slates  of  can- 
■"■*  dldiites  were  endorsed  for  the  primaries. 

in  1926  this  slate  was  Magnus  Johnson,  a  farmer,  for 
Governor;  Emil  Hclmes.  a  professional  man.  for  Lieutenant 
Governor;  Charles  Olson,  a  Progressive,  for .  secretary  of 
state;  S.  O.  Tjosvold.  a  farmer,  for  auditor;  Thomas  J. 
Melghen.  a  small-town  banker,  for  treasurer;  Frank  E. 
McAllister,  a  lawyer,  for  attorney  general;  Thomas  Vollom.  a 
farmer,  for  railroad  and  warehouse  commissioner;  and  Mrs. 
Mmnie  Cederholm,  a  rural  housewife,  for  supreme  tourt 
elerk. 

JOHNSON   LEAOe   HIS  TICKET 

Johnson  received  the  best  support  in  the  finals,  winning 
266,000  votes  to  his  Republican  opponent's  395.000.  Re- 
elected were  Congressmen  Carss  and  Kvale,  but  Congress- 
man Wefald  was  nosed  out  by  a  few  votes.  The  program 
remained  much  the  same  as  that  of  1924. 

The  situation  in  1928  remained  unchanged.  The  Repub- 
licans made  much  ot  the  so-called  golden  prosperity  with 
which  they  had  blessed  the  country.  Only  the  Progressives 
seemed  able  to  discern  that  this  good-time  platform  w^is 
like  a  rotten  plank  over  a  deep  pit  of  collapse.  The  Re- 
publican candidate  for  President.  Herbert  Hoover,  felt  con- 
.Adent ^enough  of  the  future  to  offer  Americans  two  cars  in 
every  garage,  a  chicken  in  evexy  pot — or  was  it  two  chickens? 
%  That  giddy  era  of  stock-market  millionaires  is  largely  for- 
gotten now.  I 


8HIPSTKAD    KXELBCTO)   TO    SENATE 

Despite  the  din  of  self-praise  in  the  Republican  press.  Min- 
nesota's Farmer-Labor  Senator,  Hexrik  Shipstead,  was  re- 
elected by  a  smashing  majority.  The  slate  of  192fi  was: 
Ernest  Lundeen,  for  Governor;  Thomas  J.  Meighen,  for 
Lieutenant  Governor;  Mrs.  Susie  W.  Stageberg,  for  secretary 
of  state;  Peter  J.  Seberger,  for  treasurer;  C.  F.  Oaaren- 
stroom,  for  attorney  general;  and  J.  L.  Peterson,  for  railroad 
and  warehouse  commission.  Only  Congressman  Kvale.  in 
the  southwestern  farm  district,  was  returned  to  Congress  with 
Senator  Shipstead.  LtTNDEEW  ran  ahead  of  the  State  ticket 
to  poll  227,000  votes  against  the  Republican  rival's  549.000. 

HIGH   SUMS  FOI  CAMPAIGN   FURP06B8 

These  were  the  years  of  modest,  poverty-stricken  cam- 
paigns for  the  Farmer-Labor  candidates.  While  the  Repub- 
licans continued  to  collect  huge  sums  for  campaign  purposes, 
and  to  have  as  well  an  obedient  State  machine,  the  pro- 
gressives conducted  their  campaigns  with  the  nickels  and 
dimes  of  the  working  people.  It  is  cause  for  high  praise 
that  the  party  held  its  ranks. 

Throughout  the  20 's  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  was  the 
chief  opposition  party  in  a  Minnesota  saddled  with  a  do- 
nothing  Republican  Party.  The  Progressives'  campaigns  were 
primarily  educational  in  order  to  acquaint  the  people  with 
the  facts.  In  these  campaigns  the  program  which  the  New 
Deal  later  promised  won  power  and  was  firmly  laid.  Social 
security,  work  for  the  unemployed,  labor  protective  legisla- 
tion, debt  relief  and  cost  of  production  for  the  farmers,  old- 
age  pensions,  Government  power  and  transportation  projects, 
tax  adjustment — these  attainments  and  objectives  which  are 
ccHnmon  coin  today  were  kmg  ago  given  full  discussion  in  the 
clubs  and  circles  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  of  Minnesota. 

The  best  traditions  of  the  early  grangers — the  People's 
Party,  the  Progressives,  the  labor  parties — the  militants  of 
the  war  years,  were  handed  down  without  a  break  to  the 
present  day. 

FARMER-LABOR  PARTT  ANSWERS  TTNIVERSAI,  DEMAND 

Some  of  our  national  historians,  born  and  bred  in  the  East, 
have  failed  to  discover  in  the  Minnesota  farmer-labor  move- 
ment the  wider  lessons  with  which  it  is  studded.  To  many 
of  them  it  was.  and  still  seems  to  be,  a  matter  of  local  moment, 
a  passing  fancy  of  the  American'  political  scene. 

Nothing  could  be  further  from  the  truth.  What  the  Min- 
nesota farmers  and  wage  workers  and  independent  business 
and  professional  groups  desire,  through  Independent  pohtical 
action,  is  exactly  the  same  as  these  groups  everywhere  in 
America  desire.  The  Farmer-Labor  Party  stands  for  more 
than  local  discontent.  It  voices  the  demands  of  these  great 
groups  of  our  citizens  to  keep  America  free  and  restore 
economic  opportunity  for  all.    This  Is  a  universal  demand. 

During  the  ghttering  years  of  the  stock-market  prosperity 
the  Farmer-Labor  Party  remained  the  symbol  of  the  largely 
unfulfilled  needs  of  the  common  man  for  a  better,  fuller,  freer 
life.  We  were  determined  that  our  party  should  live,  because 
it  had,  and  still  has,  a  destiny  to  meet. 

ORGANIZATIONS  AND  ORGANIZERS 

And  yet,  while  it  is  true  that  this  conviction  burned  like  a 
live  coal,  it  must  be  recognized  that  by  itself  it  would  not  have 
kept  the  party  alive.  What  accomplished  this  during  the 
period  of  so-called  good  times  'which  was  really  the  hidden 
depression  of  the  farmers)  was  the  hard  and  unselfish  work 
of  a  few  men  and  women.  Henry  G.  Teigan,  for  example, 
continued  the  work  of  publicizing  the  program  and  aims  of 
the  party  through  the  columns  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Advocate 
and  the  Minnesota  Union  Advocate.  The  latter  paper,  under 
the  able  editorship  of  Bill  Mahoney,  became  the  leading  organ 
of  the  movement. 

Other  editors  also  carried  on  the  educational  campaign 
which  has  made  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  so  much  more  than 
a  mere  party.  These  included  the  labor  editors.  R  D.  Cramer, 
of  Minneapolis;  the  late  William  (Billy)  McEwen,  of  Duluth; 
and  Oscar  Widstrand,  of  the  Hibbing  Independent;  the  niral 
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editors,  Fay  Cravens,  of  Milaca;  Edward  Barsness,  of  Glen- 
wood;  Charles  Coy,  of  Alexandria;  Archie  Whaley.  of  Moor- 
head;  former  Congressman  Francis  Shoemaker,  then  of  Red 
Wing;  certainly  the  veteran  publisher  of  the  Willmar  Daily 
Tribune.  Victor  E.  Lawson;  and  many  others. 

In  addition  were  other  leaders  who  had  begun  in  the  ranks, 
and  whose  strength  remained  there,  such  as  Magnus  John- 
son. Knud  Wefald.  O.  J.  Kvale.  Louis  Enstrom,  Mrs.  Susie 
Stageberg,  Mrs.  K.  K.  Moore,  Frank  Starkey,  Fred  Tillquist, 
Lawrence  Arland.  Judge  William  A.  Anderson,  Otto  Goetsch, 
and  Tom  Vollum.  And  there  were  dozens  of  others.  These 
men  and  women  should  take  pride  that  they  stefered  the  party 
through  its  times  of  trial. 

0.  O.  P.  FAKE  P80SPERITT  CRASHES 

The  Farmer-Labor  Party,  late  in  1929,  observed  with  the 
rest  of  the  country  the  spectacular  collapse  by  which  pros- 
perity's house  of  cards  came  down.  The  bottom  fell  out  of  the 
fake  Republican  prosperity.  Republican  rule  was  now  ex- 
posed for  what  it  was — government  of  special  privilege,  by 
special  privilege,  for  special  privilege.  Progressives  had  often 
predicted  just  such  a  disastrous  result  for  the  people,  of  the 
frenzied  finance  of  the  Coolidge-Hoover  period.  But  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Nation  needed  time  to  see  that  the  end  of  an  age 
had  come.  By  election  day,  1930,  the  people  of  Minnesota 
were  already  prepared  to  act. 

FLOTD  OLSON  COBCES  TO  THE  PORE 

There  was  one  man  in  the  State  at  that  time  about  whom 
most  people  thought  first  in  considering  the  best  man  for 
Governor.  This  was  Floyd  B.  Olson.  He  had  just  concluded 
a  hard-hitting  campaign  against  the  racketeer  elements  in 
Minneapolis,  in  his  capacity  as  county  attorney.  He  was 
hailed  throughout  the  State  for  his  courage  and  ability. 

The  party  convention  was  held  in  March.  The  executive 
committee  of  the  association  at  that  time  consisted  of  Frank 
Starkey,  CaM  R.  Carlgren,  Anthony  C.  Welch,  Henry  G. 
Teigan.  S.  A.  Stockwell.  and  Thomas  Meighen.  It  was  ap- 
parent from  the  first  that  Olson  could  have  either  the  nomi- 
nation for  Governor  or  United  States  Senator.  He  chose  the 
Governorship,  and  the  party  gla'dly  gave  him  its  endorsement. 
On  the  ticket  to  make  the  campaign  with  him  were  Ernest 
Lundeen.  for  United  States  Senator;  Henry  Arens.  for  Lieu- 
tenant Governor;  Judge  J.  B.  Himsl.  for  attorney  general; 
Anna  O.  Determan,  for  secretary  of  State;  William  Mahoney, 
for  auditor;  Thomas  J.  Jackson,  for  treasurer;  and  Elmer  E. 
Johnson,  and  Carles  E.  Berquist,  for  railroad  and  warehouse 
commissioners. 

ELECTED  FIRST  FARMER-LABOR  GOVERNOR 

Olson  made  a  hard  campaign,  covering  the  State  thor- 
oughly before  the  election.  He  leveled  a  merciless  barrage 
against  what  he  called  the  corrupt  Republican  hierarchy. 
His  Republican  opponent  had  the  use  of  an  expensive  sound 
truck  and  trailer  equipped  with  loudspeakers,  but  Olson 
shunned  fancy  campaigning. 

When  he  stepped  upon  a  soap  box  or  a  wagon  tail  gate  he 
needed  no  microphones.  He  pledged  himself  to  the  party 
program,  which  called  for  farm-mortgage  rehef,  a  State  old- 
age  pension  system,  chain-store  taxation,  and  general  tax  re- 
lief by  taxation  in  accordance  with  ability  to  pay.  and  many 
other  progressive  demands  since  enacted  either  by  the  State 
or  by  the  Federal  Gtovernment,  In  this  contest  the  Olson 
brilliance  as  a  speaker  made  itself  manifest. 

In  the  final  elections  Floyd  Olson,  champion  of  the  under- 
privileged, defeated  both  his  Republican  and  Democratic  op- 
ponents by  a  plurality  of  nearly  200.000  votes.  He  became 
the  first  Farmer-Labor  Governor  in  American  history — 
marking  the  beginning  of  a  new  and  bright  era  for  the 
Farmer-Labor  Party  and  a  new  hope  for  all  who  labor  by 
brawn  and  brain.  It  was  obvious  to  all  that  this  great  cru- 
sading movement  had  found  Its  champion  to  proclaim  its 
message  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land. 
The  Farmer-Labor  Party  had  truly  arrived  to  become  an 
increasingly  vital  political  force  in  this  State  and  Nation. 


ARENS  ELECTED  LIET7TENANT  GOVERNOR 

Elected  with  Olson  was  Henry  Arens.  Lieutenant  Governor. 
Arens  was  a  vice  president  of  the  State's  largest  cooperative, 
a  dirt  farmer,  and  a  fighter  for  both  farmer  and  progressive 
causes.  Reelected  also  was  Paul  J.  Kvale  as  party  candidate 
for  Congress  from  a  western  prairie  district.  The  Democratic 
Party  almost  disappeared  in  Minnesota  and  there  developed 
the  rush  of  the  liberals  to  the  Farmer-Labor  banner.  The  up- 
surge of  Progressives  was  evident  in  congressional  elections  all 
over  the  country,  which  sent  to  Washington  a  Congress  com- 
posed of  many  Democrats  in  opposition  to  Hoover's  do- 
nothing  policies. 

The  rest  of  the  State  offices  were  filled  in  1930  by  conserva- 
tive Republicans.  Likewise,  the  two  houses  of  the  legislature, 
while  nonpartisan,  were  very  conservative.  Olson's  fight  was 
thus  clearly  outlined.  His  enemies  siu-rounded  him.  While 
he  would  be  made  responsible  for  every  act,  he  had  little  con- 
trol over  more  than  the  affairs  of  the  Governor's  cflBce  Itself. 
He  knew,  however,  how  to  call  public  opinion  to  his  aid  and 
thus  compel  the  reactionaries  to  support  measures  in  the 
public  interest  to  which  they  were  opposed. 

A  SAGA  OF  PROGRESSIVE  POLITICAL  HISTORY 

Floyd  B.  Olson  was  to  be  Minnesota's  Governor  for  three 
consecutive  terms.  At  no  time  during  these  three  terms  did 
he  have  the  support  of  a  legislature  sympathetic  to  the  pro- 
gram of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party.  And  yet  the  achievements 
of  his  administration  are  one  of  the  sagas  of  American  pro- 
gressive political  history  and  offer  us  proof  that  the  common 
people  can  ultimately  achieve  social  and  economic  emancipa- 
tion through  a  political  party  of  their  own  over  which  they 
exercise  control.  The  Farmer-Labor  Party  is  a  party  of  truly 
democratic  rank  and  file  control. 

ACHIEVEMENTS  OF  THE  OLSON  ADMINISTRATION 

A  review  of  the  achievements  of  the  Olson  administration, 
which  cannot  be  undertaken  in  full  here,  shows  not  only  in- 
estimable benefits  accruing  to  the  people  of  his  own  State,  but 
the  blazing  of  new  trails  extending  far  beyond  the  State's 
borders.  Minnesota's  new  deal  clearly  foreshadowed  the  New 
Deal  of  a  later  day.  His  administration,  for  example,  under- 
took a  public-works  program  to  combat  unemployment  before 
the  New  Eteal  came  into  power.  He  recommended  unemploy- 
ment-insurance compensation  to  the  State  legislature  before 
the  national  administration  proposed  this  advanced  measure. 
He  undertook  a  youth  program  for  Minnesota  upon  which  the 
National  Youth  Administration  was  later  modeled.  He  fought 
for  the  right  of  labor  to  organize  and  to  bargain  collectively, 
helping  greatly  to  pave  the  way  for  passage  by  the  Federal 
Government  of  the  Wagner  National  Labor  Relations  Act  and 
other  social  legislation. 

He  interceded  with  the  national  administration  in  behalf  of 
the  farmer  and  was  largely  responsible  for  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment's seed  and  feed  loan  policy  and  leniency  in  collec- 
tion of  farm  debts.  He  obtained  passage  of  the  Mortgage 
Moratorium  Act,  the  first  act  of  its  kind  passed  in  the  country, 
which  saved  thousands  of  city  homes  and  farms  from  mort- 
gage foreclosure,  and  which  was  followed  by  passage  of  simi- 
lar legislation  by  other  progressive  States.  This  was  one  of 
the  most  significant  progressive  achievements  of  recent  years, 
and  introduced  into  our  body  of  law  an  altogether  new  con- 
cept of  property  rights — namely,  that  the  property  rights  of 
those  who  own  their  homes  and  their  farms  is  even  more 
sacred  in  times  of  economic  crisis,  over  which  the  people  have 
no  control  and  for  the  making  of  which  they  are  not  responsi- 
ble, than  are  the  property  rights  of  the  mortgage  holders. 

SERVICE  TO   LABOR  AND   FARMER 

It  was  no  mere  accident  that  the  first  time  troops  were 
called  out  in  this  country  during  a  labor  dispute  to  protect 
the  civil  rights  of  the  strikers  and  the  public,  rather  than  to 
browbeat  and  shoot  the  workers  down,  occurred  during  the 
Farmer-Labor  administration — the  administration  of  Gover- 
nor Olson.  Tlie  Governor  sought  to  preserve  labor  standards 
and,  during  the  clamor  for  wage  reductions,  he  insisted  that 
the  State  set  the  example  as  a  model  employer  by  payment  of 
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living  wages.    He  obtained  passage  of  a  law  prohibiting  issu- 
ance of  injunctions  in  labor  disputes. 

Floyd  Olson  carried  on  the  battle  for  the  farmer,  both 
.  within  the  State  of  Minnesota  and  in  the  Nation's  Capital. 
He  made  great  headway  toward  revision  of  the  t&x  system 
in  conformity  with  the- Farmer-Labor  principle  of  taxation 
and  in  accordance  with  ability  to  pay  by  obtaining  passage 
of  a  graduated  income-tax  law;  a  homestead  tax  which 
granted  preferential  tax  treatment  to  modest  city  homes  and 
farms  f  a  graduated  chain-store  tax  which  aided  the  small, 
Independent  merchant;  increased  taxes  upon  wealth.  By  ve- 
toes he  defeated  the  efforts  of  the  reactionaries  to  impose  a 
sales  tax  on  the  State. 

MADK  GREAT  SOCIAL  STRIDES 

In  all  fields  of  social  endeavor,  the  administration  of  Floyd 
Olson  made  great  forward  strides.  Educational  standards  of 
the  State  were  raised  by  State  aid  to  school  districts  which 
were  imable  to  levy  sufBcient  tax  money  to  support  decent 
schools;  by  opposing,  in  the  face  of  violent  opposition,  cuts 
in  teachers'  salaries;  by  strengthening  laws  relating  to  teach- 
ers' tentu-e;  and  by  a  vigorous  fight  for  academic  freedom  in 
our  schools  and  collppes.  For  the  aged  he  obtained  passage 
of  the  first  State-wide  old-age  pension  law. 

By  displaying  great  resourcefulness,  he  forced  a  reactionary 
legislature  to  pass  adequate  relief  appropriations,  threatening 
to  declare  martial  law  to  feed  the  hungry  if  the  legislators 
failed  to  heed  the  people's  demands.    He  brought  to  an  end  a 
;  period  of  exploitation  of  the  State's  natural  resources  through 
i!!*t*creation  of  a  unified  Department  of  Conservation,  and  fcrmu- 
"  ^  lation  of  a  long-time,  forward-looking  program  of  conserva- 
tion ta  assure  that  the  natural  resources  would  be  developed 
and  utilized.in  the  interest  of  all  the  people  rather  than  for 
the  few.  \___^ 

♦^Thls  was  a  common  people's  government  at  worl:.  It  was 
government  which  carried  out  the  finest  traditions  of  Amer- 
ica—democracy at  work. 

1*32   EI.ICTION  EXTENDS  FARMER-LABOR  GAINS     ""  ^^ 

^  -  The  March  1932  convention  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Associa- 
tion met  in  an  atmosphere  of  a  tense  national  election  which 
had  repercussions  in  Minnesota.  Olson  was,  of  course,  en- 
thusiastically indorsed  for  reelection.  The  Farmer-Labor 
ticket  included:  K.  K.  Solberg  for  Lieutenant  Governor; 
Harry  H.  Peterson  for  attorney  general;  John  T.  Lyons  for 
secretary  of  state;  A.  H.  Klcffman  for  treasurer;  Knud  Wefald 
for  railroad  and  warehouse  commissioner. 

During  thQ  campaign  there  came  to  the  aid  of  the  Farmer- 
Labor  ticket  several  out-of-State  Progressives,  including  Sen- 
ators Nye  and  Frazier,  of  North  Dakota,  and  Senator  La  Fol- 
LETTE,  of  Wisfcon&in.  As  might  be  expected,  Olson's  campaign 
was  a  bold  and  relentless  attack  upon  torylsm  and  economic 
special  privilege. 

The  returns  in  November  revealed  that  a  clear  majority  of 
the  voters  agreed  with  their  Governor.  His  plurality  was 
183.000  in  one  of  the  most  strenuous  campaigns  which  the 
State  had  witnessed  to  that  time. 

'    *  OTHEB   VICTORIOUS   PAKMEB -LABOR   CANDIDATZS 

This  time  the  party  had  greatly  improved  its  position. 
Elected  with  Olson  were  K.  K.  Solberg.  a  farmer  legislator, 
Lieutenant  Governor;  Harry  H.  Peterson,  now  a  member  of 
the  State  supreme  court,  attorney  general;  and  Knud  Wefald, 
an  independent  businessman,  railroad  and  warehouse  com- 
missioner. 

Because  of  a  veto  by  Governor  Olson  of  a  vicious  gerry- 
mander bill  in  1931.  the  congressional  elections  of  1932  were 
.  all  at  large.  In  this  contest  the  rapidly  increasing  strength 
of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  was  seen.  Of  the  9  Congressmen 
elected.  5  were  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party.  These  had  won 
rough  a  primary  contest  involving  35  candidates.  The  vic- 
tors were  Magnus  Johnson,  Ernest  Lundeen,  Henry  Arens, 
Paul  J.  Kvale.  and  Francis  Shoemaker.  Johnson  led  the 
entire  delegation,  receiving  the  highest  number  of  votes.  It 
was  the  high-water  mark  for  Farmer-Latwr  representation 
In  Congress. 


Nor  does  this  tell  the  whole  story  of  the  1932  victory.  When 
the  lower  house  of  the  State  legislature  came  to  vote  for 
speaker,  it  was  seen  that  the  Farmer-Labor  choice,  Charles 
Munn,  a  farmer,  was  elected  by  a  vote  of  74  to  56.  However, 
the  senate  seats  had  not  been  up  for  reelection,  and  thus  the 
Olson  administration  was  again  faced  with  the  same  handful 
of  die-hard  Tories  In  the  upper  body,  which  attempted  to 
stay  the  wheel  of  progress. 

SEVERE  DEPRESSION  HITS  FARMER LIBERALS  OBQANIZE  LOWEB  HOUSI 

It  was  a  time  of  severe  depression  on  the  farm.  Rural 
newspapers  carried  page  after  page  of  mortgage-fojeclosure 
notices.  The  average  farm  debt  was  $4,800.  The  average 
annual  interest  payment  was  $260.  Worst  of  all.  It  now  re- 
quired 740  bushels  of  wheat  to  pay  this  interest  charge  if  the 
farm  was  not  to  be  wrested  away  from  the  farmer.  In  1919 
the  same  interest  charge  had  been  met  with  only  116  bushels. 
In  1925  it  would  have  required  ten  250-pound  hogs  to  piay  such 
interest,  but  in  1933 — with  hogs  at  3  cents  a  pound — it 
required  33  hogs  to  do  the  same. 

In  Minnesota  60  percent  of  the  farms  were  mortgaged. 
Farmers  were  losing  them  as  fast  as  the  insurance  companies 
and  other  mortgage  holders  foreclosed,  in  brutal  efforts  to  get 
their  money  back.  City  people  also  were  losing  their  homes 
with  the  same  rapidity. 

Into  this  situation  Olson  boldly  thrust  his  famous  proc- 
lamation declaring  a  moratorium  on  foreclosures.  A  legisla- 
tive act  was  then  in  preparation  by  Attorney  General  Peter- 
son. It  was  enacted  into  law.  The  tone  of  the  Olson  admin- 
istrations was  always  one  of  progress  through  legislation. 
The  fact  that  liberals  never  controlled  both  houses  of  the 
legislature  prevented  the  passage  of  most  liberal  demands. 

REACTIONARY  ASSAULT  BEATEN  OFF — MORTGAGE  M0R.\T0Rn7M  LAW  PASSED 

As  the  1934  election  approached,  the  conservatives  laid 
careful  plans  to  wipe  out  Olson  and  all  he  and  the  Farmer- 
Labor  Party  stood  for.  This  time  the  Farmer-Labor  conven- 
tion brought  forward  a  program  pointing  to  the  cooperative 
movement  as  a  superior  form  of  economic  structure.  Olson 
praised  it  as  offering  a  constitutional  means  to  win  human 
eqtiality  and  security. 

The  candidates  on  the  State  ticket  at  this  time  included: 
Henrik  Shipstead  for  United  States  Senator;  Hjalmar  Peter- 
sen for  Lieutenant  Governor;  John  T.  Lyons  for  auditor; 
Harry  H.  Peterson  for  attorney  general;  A.  H.  Kleffman, 
treasurer;  K.  K.  Solberg,  secretary  of  state;  Laura  Naplin, 
supreme  coiu't  clerk;  and  Charles  Munn  for  railroad  and 
warehouse  commissioner. 

The  Republican  dailies  in  the  State,  conducted  a  post-card 
poll  which,  strangely  enough,  revealed  that  the  Republican 
candidate  would  defeat  Olson.  Olson  later  proved  it  to  be 
the  laughing  stock  of  the  election.  The  conser\'ative  Demo- 
crats also  were  determined  to  defeat  the  liberals.  The  clos- 
ing days  of  the  campaign  found  Emil  Hurja,  an  employee  of 
the  Democratic  national  chairman,  denouncing  Olson  over  a 
Minnesota  radio  network. 

Word  soon  came  that  the  President  had  called  this  gentle- 
man upon  the  carpet  for  a  severe  dressing  down  because  of 
the  attempt  to  make  it  appear  that  the  national  adminis- 
tration desired  the  defeat  of  Olson. 

These  were  merely  examples  of  the  savage  campaign  con- 
ducted. Every  conceivable  form  of  hysterical  propaganda, 
every  slander  and  scheme  to  frighten  the  voters,  had  been 
tried. 

FARMER-LABOR   WCTORT   IN    1934   CAMPAIGN 

But  when  it  came  the  voters'  turn  to  speak,  the  Farmer- 
Labor  Party  triimiphed  again.  Every  candidate  on  the  ticket 
was  elected  or  made  a  strong  sho^^ips.  The  party  had  been 
unified  as  never  before  by  the  attacks  upon  it  and  it  had 
grown  wonderfully  in  strength  and  force.  People  thought 
more  seriously  than  ever  about  the  complex  problems  of 
government  and  of  economic  security. 

Elected  with  Ck»vemor  Olson,  were  Hjalmar  Petersen,  Lieu- 
tenant Governor,  who.  as  chairman  of  the  house  tax  commit- 
tee, had  steered  the  graduated  income  tax  through  the  State 
legislature;   Harry  H.  Peterson,  attorney   general;   Charles 
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Munn.  railroad  and  warehouse  commissioner.  Munn  joined 
Wefald  on  the  commission  to  win  control  of  it  for  the  Farmer- 
Labor  Party. 

It  is  hard  to  understand  how,  with  this  victory,  the  legisla- 
ture could  be  conservative  in  composition.  Yet  this  is  what 
occurred.  Perhaps  the  reason  can  be  found  in  the  non- 
partisan character  of  the  legislature,  enabling  conservatives 
to  seek  office  as  liberals. 

Despite  the  fact  that  the  depression  had  deepened,  the  con- 
servative legislators  decided  that  their  chief  work  would  be 
an  investigation  of  all  Farmer-Labor  departments.  The  re- 
lief situation  had  become  so  acute  that  Federal  funds  to  the 
State  had  to  be  suspended.  In  order  to  support  the  Gov- 
ernor's demands  for  sufiBcient  relief  appropriations  a  mass 
meeting  of  farmers  was  held  at  the  capital.  It  demanded 
legislation  that  would  meet  the  needs  of  the  common  people. 
At  this  mass  meeting  a  leading  figure  in  the  militant  Farmers 
Union  declared  that  Floyd  Olson  would  be  the  next  President 
of  the  United  States.  With  a  great  shout,  the  crowd  showed 
Its  approval. 

OLSON    DEFEATS    HIS    OPPONENTS 

The  conservatives  tried  persistently  to  put  over  a  sales  tax. 
The  Governor  stood  firm  in  his  opposition  to  it.  "I  will  not 
approve  a  tax  upon  poverty — upon  bread  and  shoes."  he  in- 
sisted. Despite  the  attitude  of  the  legislature,  much  of  the 
Governor's  program  was  forced  through. 

The  struggle  between  the  Governor  and  his  opponents  was 
far  from  ended,  however.  By  winter,  matters  had  become 
so  acute  that  Olson  called  a  special  session.  He  asked  for 
passage  of  a  better  old-age  pension  bill  based  upon  payments 
regulated  by  need;  increases  in  the  income  tax  for  more 
school  aid;  increases  in  the  money  and  credits  tax  and  upon 
wealth  to  pay  the  costs  of  social  legislation;  the  tmemploy- 
ment  compensation  financed  by  employees.  The  conserva- 
tives granted  only  increased  old-age  pensions,  blind  pensions, 
and  arranged  to  have  delinquent  taxes  collected. 

About  this  time  it  first  became  evident  that  all  was  not  well 
with  the  Governor's  health.  On  the  last  day  of  1935  he 
underwent  an  operation  to  determine  the  cause  of  a  gastric 
disorder  he  had  been  suffering.  He  never  fully  recovered  his 
vigor. 

BENSON    APPOIirrED   TTNTTED   STATES   SENATOR       ' 

Also  at  this  time  the  death  of  a  United  States  Senator 
opened  the  way  for  Minnesota  once  more  to  claim  two 
Parmer-Labor  Senators  simultaneously. 

This  had  not  happened  since  1923-24.  Senator  Thomas  D. 
Schall,  Republican,  struck  down  in  a  traffic  accident,  died  in 
Washington.  There  was  a  forthcoming  session  of  Congress, 
^and  Governor  Olson  announced  he  would  appoint  a  successor, 
"and  in  the  fall  make  the  race  for  Senate  himself.  Although 
he  could  have  realized  a  life  ambition  to  become  Senator  at 
that  time,  he  said  that  he  did  not  want  to  reach  that  office 
except  by  a  vote  of  the  people.  Elmer  A.  Benson,  State  bank- 
ing commissioner,  was  named  by  him  as  Senator  to  fill  the 
vacancy  caused  by  the  death  of  Senator  Schall. 

OLSON  STTPPORTS  STRICT   NEUTRALITT  LEGISLATION   DURING  FOREIGN   WARS 

The  summer  found  Olson  somewhat  recovered  in  health. 
His  plans  for  the  fall  campaign  were  shaping  up  rapidly.  The 
issue  upon  which  he  would  make  his  fight,  he  said,  was  reform 
of  the  Supreme  Court.  That  body  had  just  invalidated  the 
first  A.  A.  A.  and  the  N.  R.  A.  Olson  determined  to  seek  a  con- 
stitutional amendment  to  make  appointments  to  the  Supreme 
Court  not  for  life  but  for  a  definite  number  of  years. 

He  also  demanded  strict  neutrality  legislation  during  for- 
eign wars  and  pledged  a  hard  fight  to  that  end. 

FARMER-LABOR   CONVENTION   DEM0NSTR.\T10N    FOR   OLSON 

The  1936  convention  of  the  Parmer-Labor  Association, 
held  in  St.  Paul,  was  one  of  the  most  enthusiastic  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  party.  Several  thousand  persons  attended,  and 
at  the  appearance  of  the  beloved  Governor  staged  a  wild 
demonstration.  The  party  had  now  been  in  a  dominant  posi- 
tion in  State  politics  for  6  years  and  could  point  to  a  list  of 
reforms  which,  though  battered  by  the  die-hard  reactionaries, 
was  notable  even  in  an  age  of  reform. 


A   GREAT  LEADER  PASSES 

Following  the  convention,  Olson  was  again  taken  very  ill. 
and  a  second  corrective  operation  was  needed.  This  slowed 
his  campaign.  He  left  the  hospital  early  in  August,  Intending 
to  rest  a  few  weeks  before  beginning  the  fall  drive.  However, 
on  the  16th  he  suffered  a  severe  relapse  and  returned  to  the 
Mayo  Clinic,  from  which  he  never  left  alive.  He  died  August 
22,  1936,  thus  bringing  an  abrupt  end  to  a  brilliant  career 
which  was  about  to  place  him  in  the  United  States  Senate  and 
held  out  for  him  the  strong  possibility  of  election  as  the  first 
Farmer-Labor  President  of  the  United  States. 

HJALMAR    PETERSEN    BECOMES    GOVERNOR 

The  Lieutenant  Governor,  Hjalmar  Petersen,  was  sworn  In 
as  Governor  and  continued  to  serve  in  that  capacity  until  the 
following  January.  Governor  Petersen  in  his  short  term  ad- 
hered to  Farmer-Labor  principles  and  a  special  session  of  the 
legislature  called  by  him  passed  an  unemployment  insurance 
act.  Minnesota  workers  were  thus  assured  of  the  benefits  of 
the  National  Unemployment  Insurance  Act  the  first  day  the 
law  was  put  into  operation. 

OLSON   SPIRIT    STIMULATES   CAMPAIGN 

The  election  campaign  from  that  point  had  a  different 
aspect.  The  spirit  of  the  lost  leader  was  as  great  a  factor  to 
reckon  with  as  his  personality  had  been.  The  progressives 
deeply  felt  the  need  to  keep  faith  with  the  man  who  had  led 
them  so  well  and  with  whom  they  had  worked  so  long. 

Chosen  to  take  his  place  on  the  ticket  by  the  unanimous 
action  of  the  central  committee  was  Congressman  Ernest 
Lundeen.  of  the  Third  Congressional  District,  then  preparing 
for  reelection  to  Congress.  To  Lundeen's  place  on  the  ticket 
for  Congress  went  Henry  O.  Teigan. 

LIBERALS   UNITE    FOR    VICTORY 

The  campaign  was  again  being  conducted  during  a  national 
election.  This  time  the  national  administration  threw  its 
whole  weight  behind  the  Parmer-Labor  Party.  The  leading 
candidates  of  the  Democratic  ticket  withdrew  and  the  fusion 
of  the  two  parties  on  the  Parmer-Labor  ticket  resulted  in  a 
smashing  blow  at  the  Republicans.  Pinal  result  revealed  that 
Ernest  Lundeen  had  won  by  a  majority  of  260,959  votes  for 
the  Senate  and  Elmer  Benson  by  a  majority  of  248,502  for 
Governor. 

A  majority  of  the  congressional  delegation  again  became 
Parmer-Labor. 

Elected  were  Richard  T.  Buckler,  Henry  G.  Teigan.  John 
T.  Bernard,  Dewey  W.  Johnson,  and  Paul  J.  Kvale.  These 
men  represented  the  entire  farming  districts  of  western 
Minnesota,  the  iron  range  country,  and  the  city  of 
Minneapolis. 

LIMITATIONS  OF  STATE  ADMINISTRATION 

Let  us  consider  for  a  moment  the  limitations  of  a  Statis 
administration.  Its  operations  in  social  and  economic 
spheres  have  gradually  been  curtailed  through  the  years, 
the  result  of  the  desire  of  big  business  to  gather  all  control 
at  a  central  point  and  then  to  take  charge  of  that  center. 
This  has  been  going  on  in  America  since  the  days  of 
Hamilton. 

If  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  won  partial  control  of  Min- 
nesota state  government — and  it  did  for  8  con.secutive 
years — it  found  that  all  needed  reforms,  with  the  possible 
exception  of  one,  generally  had  to  run  a  gantlet  of  the 
courts  clear  to  the  highest  bench  in  the  land.  There  It  was 
nip  and  tuck  whether  the  reformers  could  save  their  legis- 
lation. The  Tory  traditions  of  the  high  courts  are  known 
to  everyone. 

THE    FIGHT    FOB    JUST    TAXATION 

The  one  possible  exception  to  this  was  taxation,  where 
the  State  still  retains  some  responsibility. 

Tax  relief  is  a  crying  need  in  Minnesota,  where  even  the 
basic  constitution  names  the  railroads  as  specially  privileged 
to  escape  all  but  a  small  share  of  their  proper  tax  load.  Tax 
relief  is  linked  closely  with  the  need  of  the  farmer,  the 
worker,  and  the  independent  businessman  to  win  security. 
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In  the  case  of  the  farmer  especially.  It  was  a  fact  that  he 
paid  twice  ajsh^uch  taxes  as  any  other  group  of  citizens  in 
relation ^to  ihcane. 

The  PanmerJi^bor  Party  tried  desperately  to  make  a  real 
accomplishmenit  of  tax  rebef  in  Minnesota.  Governor  Olson 
fought  iinCU  he  had  wning  from  an  opposition  legislature 
an  income-tax.  law.  But  he  did  not  ask  for  this  law  without 
at  the  same  ^p?ie  demanding  reductions  in  taxes  on  farm  and 
xity  homes.,'  Thus,  it  never  was  a  mere  matter  of  more 
taxes.  It  was  a  reasoned  adjustment  of  the  tax  burden  so 
that  those  with  ability  to  pay  were  required  to  do  so. 

BENSON    CONTINTJIS    TAX    FIGHT 

This  was  the  background  of  the  flght  carried  on  by  Gov. 
Elmer  A.  Benson  and  the  lower  house  in  1937  against  a  Tory 
senate.  Olson  had  been  able  to  take  tax  relief  part  way; 
Benson  was  determined  to  finish  the  job  Olson  started.  His 
object  was  an  entirely  nsw  tax  structure  which  would  relieve 
general  property  of  its  load.  In  the  end  he  was  forced  to 
call  a  special  session  before  he  could  force  concessions  from 
the  conservatives. 

It  was  a  long,  bitter  struggle.  The  reactionaries,  as  had 
been  their  practice  for  years,  sat  doing  nothing.  Of  course, 
Benson  and  the  other  progressives  did  not  allow  them  to  con- 
tinue this  attitude.  The  Governor  was  a  man  of  determina- 
tion., When  he  made  pledges  he  intended  to  stick  by  them. 
He  had  been  elected  by  a  vote  which  was  a  mandate  from 
the  people  to  enact  his  reform  program.  Tax  relief  headed 
that  program,  its  other  "must"  features  were:  A  State 
housing  act;  sufiBcient  relief  funds  to  cover  all  needs;  full 
coverage  for  unemployment  compensation;  a  fair  trades  and 
practices  act  in  behalf  of  independent  merchants:  reduction 
of  rural  credits  Interest  rates  to  farmers;  and  a  State  labor 
relations  act  based  upon  the  Wagner  Act. 

trPPER    HOUSE    FIGHTS    PBOGRAM 

It  was  clear  through  all  that  flght  that  the  people  were 
on  the  side  of  the  liberals.  But  that  made  the  result  no 
more  certain.  The  conservative  State  senate  would  have 
gone  to  its  grave  fighting  rather  than  expose  the  wealthy 
and  spiecial  Interests  groups  to  any  reform.  In  the  end, 
however,  the  general  property  tax  was  reduced  sutjstantially. 

Taxes  on  Steel  Trust,  telephone  and  telegraph  companies, 
express  and  freight  lines,  and  on  incomes  and  chain  stores 
were  increased. 

While  the  objective  of  complete  tax  revision  was  not — could 
not— be  achieved  because  of  the  senate,  at  least  the  main 
features  were. 

The  Benson  administration  attempted  to  carry  out  the 
liberal  traditions  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  and  to  follow 
the  examples  set  by  the  great  Floyd  B.  Olson. 

Whe^Tiever  the  administration  interceded  to  bring  about 
peace  to  labor  disputes,  the  rights  of  the  workers  were  never 
compromised,  pai'ticularly  the  right  of  collective  bargaining. 
\The  administration  refused  to  renew  the  licenses  of  two  na- 
tional detectfve  agencies  to  do  business  in  Minnesota  because 
of  the  antilabor  activities  of  these  agencies  as  revealed  before 
the  La  Follette  Senate  Civil  Liberties  Committee.  Academic 
freedom  in  our  schools  and  colleges  was  stoutly  defended  and 
a  dark  blot  upon  the  University  of  Minnesota's  record,  placed 
there  by  the  discharge  during  the  period  of  the  first  World 
War  hysteria  of  the  head  of  the  department  of  political 
science.  Dr.  William  Schaper,  was  removed. 

In  the  face  of  strong  opposition,  the  administration  suc- 
ceeded in  maintaining  decent  relief  standards. 

The  fanner-labor  tax  program,  with  the  aid  of  a  liberal 
lower  bouse,  was  further  advanced  through  passage  of  the 
homestead  exemption  act,  increased  taxes  upon  iron  ore  and 
upon  wealth;  and  reduction  in  real-property  taxes.  A  law  was 
passed  fixing  a  minimum  royalty  of  50  cents  per  ton  on  all 
iron  ore  removed  from  State-owned  lands  for  all  new  leases, 
as  compared  to  a  flat  25  cents  per  ton  royalty  contained  in 
the  leases  ti^nsacted  during  Republican  administrations.  A 
fak*  trades  practices  act  also  was  passed  and  imral  credits 
Interest  rates  were  lowered. 

PAKMCK-LABOB     PRINCIPLES     UPHELD     IN     CONGEESS 

The  record  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Senators  and  Congressmen 
throughout  has  been  one  of  unwavering  support  for  every 


form  of  social  l^islatlon.  and  legislation  designed  to  better 
the  conditions  of  the  people,  socially  and  economically,  re- 
gardless of  who  the  sponsors  were.  It  is  also  a  consistent 
record  of  bitter  and  uncompromising  opposition  to  reaction 
of  every  form. 

.  The  great  body  of  social  legislation  enacted  in  recent  yeai^ 
by  Congress  was  done  with  the  aid  of  the  Farmer-Labor  Sen- 
ators and  Representatives.  No  other  party  in  Congress  can 
claim  so  perfect  a  record  for  support  of  legislation  beneficial 
to  labor,  the  farmer,  and  the  general  welfare  of  the  people. 
The  Farmer-Labor  Party  in  the  Halls  of  Congress  foiight  for 
these  causes  when  they  were  unpopular,  they  manned  their 
guns  through  the  fury  of  every  storm.  They  never  deserted 
their  posts. 

SIGNIFICANCE    OF    THE    FARMEB-LABOB    MOVEMENT  "" 

I  have  tried  to  indicate  at  various  places  in  this  account  the 
significance  of  the  fanner-labor  movement.  It  sprang  from 
the  militancy  of  the  farmers  and  workers  in  the  years  just 
preceding  and  during  the  first  World  War.  Its  basis  was 
economic  discontent.  The  people  wanted  more  of  the  good 
things  of  life,  they  wanted  an  end  to  war,  to  depressions,  and 
to  corruption  in  government. 

They  were  weary  of  the  two  old  parties  which  had  amply 
proved  their  inability  to  improve  conditions.  A  party  of  their 
own  had  been  a  dream  of  many  years'  standing.  In  1918 
they  formed  it.  It  has  lived  to  this  day.  It  will  grow  beyond 
the  borders  of  Minnesota  in  the  near  future — of  that  I  am 
certain.  It  is  destined  to  lead  a  great  new  national  jjarty — 
its  objective  the  .economic  freedom  of  the  common  man. 

SECURTTT,  PEACE,  FREEDOM 

During  the  18  years  that  Farmer-Labor  Representatives 
and  Senators  have  worked  in  the  Congress,  and  during  the  8 
years  when  the  party  ruled  in  Minnesota,  great  masses  of 
people  have  come  to  realize  that  in  Minnesota  the  farmers 
and  workers  were  actually  proving  that  their  own  party  was 
possible.  These  masses  looked  then — and  they  look  now — 
to  the  Farmer-Labor  movement  to  lead  them  forward  to 
security,  peace,  and  freedom.  Our  party  is  a  living,  burning 
symbol  of  this  desire.  It  could  not  be  crushed,  not  by 
money,  not  by  treacheiy,  not  by  dissension,  not  by  slander 
or  abuse.    We  have  shown  the  people  a  way  to  the  future. 

Do^Ti  the  years  the  party,  to  consider  its  work  at  home, 
has  educated  the  people  to  think  in  terms  of  social  and  eco- 
nomic change.  No  man  in  Minnesota  can  win  an  election 
on  his  voice,  his  face,  or  even  his  party  label.  The  people 
have  been  taught  to  look  behind  these  things  and  find  the 
program  upon  which  he  stands.  Thus  it  was  that  in  1938 
a  Republican  candidate  stood  no  chance  unless  he  pledged 
himself — no  matter  how  hypocritical — to  the  Farmer-Labor 
program.  He  found  it  necessary  to  pose  as  something  which 
he  wa..  not — a  liberal. 

FARMEB-LABOa    SUFFERS    A   SET-BACK    IN    1938 

The  1938  campaign  unfortvmately  found  the  Farmer-La- 
bor Party  a  house  divided  against  Itself.  It  is  not  for  me 
here  to  point  out  the  reasons  for  this  disunion;  recrimina- 
tions will  serve  no  purpose.  We  learned  a  bitter  lesson — 
and  one  which,  I  am  sure,  will  in  the  future  result  in  a 
greater  unity  than  ever  before.  Individual  dififerences  will 
be  forgotten  in  rallying  around  a  program  which  we  need 
and  which  we  all  can  support. 

There  is  no  denying  that  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  suffered 
a  severe  set-back  at  the  polls.  We  lost  the  governorship, 
and  the  other  State  officers.  Liberal  representation  in  both 
the  upper  and  lower  houses  of  the  State  legislature  was 
drastically  reduced.  The  party  returned  but  one  Congress- 
man to  Washington.  We  were  caught  during  one  of  the 
temporary  reiactionary  waves  which  swept  the  coimtry,  and 
the  party's  disimity  made  it  impossible  for  hberals  to  hold 
back  the  sweep  of  reaction. 

The  people,  however,  now  see  the  fraudulent  nature  of  the 
Republican  campaign.  They  have  been  educated  in  Minne- 
sota to  distinguish  t>etween  genuine  liberalism  and  fake  lib- 
eralism. They  may  be  fooled  once,  but  they  cannot  be  fooled 
a  second  time,  even  when  conservatism  comes  to  them 
streamlined  and  sugar-coated.    They  know  it  for  the  bitter 
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X>1I1  that  It  is,  and  will  not  continue  with  that  kind  of  medi- 
cation.   It  does  not  agree  with  them. 

anruRRSNT  oeprxssions-^axz  liberalism  deposed 

What  we  have  been  experiencing  In  this  country  under 
the  old  political  parties  has  been  periods  of  recurrent  de- 
pressions, interspersed  with  periods  of  so-called  prosperity; 
and  these  periods  of  so-called  prosperity  have  been  pros- 
perity in  a  relative  sense  only.  At  no  time  have  the  great 
masses  of  the  people — the  great  masses  of  our  citizens  whose 
labor  produces  all  our  social  wealth — felt  a  real  sense  of  eco- 
nomic security.  At  no  time  have  they  been  able  to  accumulate 
during  periods  of  prosperity  sufficient  reserves — sufficient 
money,  if  you  please — to  take  care  of  themselves  and  their 
families  during  the  trying  periods  of  depressions  and  for 
their  old  age.  In  fact,  the  standard  of  living  of  the  masses 
has  been  high  only  in  contrast  with  some  other  coimtries, 
but  it  has  been  very  low  indeed  when  the  natural  resources 
of  our  country  and  Its  ability  to  produce  great  wealth  aje 
taken  into  consideration. 

What  have  been  the  reasons  for  these  recurrent  depres- 
sions? When  the  Democratic  Party  is  in  power  the  allega- 
tion has  been  that  it  is  because  business  has  no  confidence, 
•nils,  of  course.  Is  just  so  much  dust  thrown  into  the  eyes 
of  the  people.  It  contains  no  element  of  truth  whatever. 
Who  ever  heard  of  an  automobile  manufacturer  refusing  to 
manufacture  automobiles  that  he  could  sell  at  a  profit  be- 
cause he  did  not  like  the  politics  of  the  party  in  power? 

Who  ever  heard  of  a  radio  manufacturer^^ysin^  to  manu- 
facture radios  he  could  sell  at  a  profit  for  the  same  reason? 
Or  the  Power  Trust  refusing  to  generate  as  much  electricity 
as  its  customers  wanted  to  consume?  The  claim  of  "lack 
of  confidence"  is  a  preposterous  one. 

"LACK  OF  COI«rn>EMCE"  FAKE 

Were  such  claims  legitimate,  we  would  have  enjoyed  per- 
manent prosperity  under  Republican  administrations,  and 
the  people  never  would  have  had  occasion  to  turn  their  Gov- 
ernment over  to  the  Democratic  Party.  Could  big  business 
have  had  any  more  confidence  than  it  did  when  the  "great 
engineer,"  Herbert  Hoover,  sat  in  the  White  House?  Hoover 
was  the  apostle  of  big  business;  and  yet  it  was  under  Mr. 
Hoover  that  the  coimtry  went  into  its  deepest  depression  of 
all  times. 

The  trouble  is  that  neither  the  Republican  Party  nor  the 
Democratic  Party  has  had  the  courage — I  will  not  say  intelli- 
gence, since  the  best  economic  brains  of  the  country  have  been 
at  their  disposal — to  attempt  to  solve  the  fundamentals  of 
our  economic  problem.  The  reason  is  that  their  solution 
would  mean  treading  on  the  toes  of  the  mighty.  The  Farmer- 
Labor  Party  has  no  "sacred  cows"  to  protect. 

The  only  legitimate  reason  there  can  be  for  a  depression 
is  when  nature  fails  and  there  is  not  enough  food  to  go 
around,  like  the  famines  of  old.  That  has  never  been  the 
case  here.  Neither  overproduction  nor  lack  of  confidence 
can  be  accepted  as  valid  reasons  why  people  should  go 
hungry. 

BCONOMT  OF  SCARCrrr   MAKESHIFT  '' 

The  fact  that  we  have  been  compelled  to  resort  to  an  econ- 
omy of  scarcity  rather  than  to  an  economy  of  plenty  is  proof 
that  neither  of  the  old  parties  has  found  a  real  solution  to 
the  problem. 

An  economy  of  scarcity  violates  every  moral  concept — every 
rule  of  man  and  God. 

Prom  an  economic  standpoint,  it  Is  based  on  fallacy.  It 
benefits  not  the  great  mass  of  the  producers  of  wealth  but 
rather  the  few  individuals  who  already  enjoy  special  benefits 
and  special  considerations  under  our  Government. 

When  the  Republicans  were  in  power,  we  dumped  food- 
stuffs by  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  tons  into  the  ocean  to 
keep  these  foodstuffs  from  the  hungry.  On  the  bails  of  a 
presumed  surplus,  the  grain  dealers,  who  really  have  been 
the  price  fixers  for  the  farmers,  beat  down  the  price  to  the 
level  where  the  farmers  did  not  even  receive  cost  of  produc- 
tion for  their  labors.  Then,  on  the  basis  of  presmned  scar- 
city, the  grain  gamblers  invariably  shot  the  prices  up  after 
the  farmer  had. nothing  left  to  selL 
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In  recent  years,  we  have  been  telling  our  farmers  to  produce 
less  foodstuffs,  not  because  there  are  not  enough  consumers 
to  absorb  these  products  but  because  the  people  did  not  have 
enough  money  with  which  to  buy  essentials — clothes,  food,  and 
housing.  At  the  same  time,  our  factories  have  been  operat- 
ing at  less  than  60  percent  of  capacity — in  some  years  much 
less — because  we  confessedly  did  not  know  how  to  get  the 
wealth  that  these  factories  could  produce  to  the  people  who 
need  this  wealth  badly.  Where  Is  there  moral  justification 
for  such  an  economy? 

The  present  national  emergency  brought  home  to  many 
people  a  fact  that  liberals  and  progressives  of  tliis  coimtry 
have  known  right  along — that  an  economy  based  upon  scar- 
City  contributes  neither  to  our  strength  as  a  nation  nor  to 
the  happiness  and  prosperity  of  the  average  citizen.  It  is 
axiomatic  that  we  cannot  became  wealthier  as  a  nation  by 
producing  less  wealth.  There  is  something  drastically  wrong 
with  it  all. 

SPENDING    ONLT    REMEDY    DEVISED— NATIONAL    DEFENSE 

Thus  far,  Government  spending  Is  the  only  way  we  have 
been  able  to  devise  to  give  the  masses  greater  purchasing 
power;  but  vast  as  this  spending  hfes  been,  it  has  been,  woe- 
fully insufficient,  even  though  it  has  brought  food,  shelter, 
and  clothing  of  a  kind  to  the  needy,  which  many  have  be- 
grudged them. 

And  the  only  effort  of  Government  in  recent  years  to  reduce 
spending  and  balance  the  Budget  brought  about  an  immedi- 
ate business  recession  from  which  we  have  not  yet  recovered. 
That  was  when  Wall  Street  wrote  the  ticket.  Obviously,  Wall 
Street  medicine  is  not  good  medicine  for  the  people. 

Now  we  are  going  in  for  Government  spending  In  a  really 
big  way,  net  ostensibly  to  relieve  unemployment  and  to  bring 
about  presumed  prosperity  but  to  prepare  for  national  de- 
fense. I  am  not  opposed  to  spending  mor.ey  for  common- 
sense  national  defense.  I  believe  that  o\ir  Nation  should 
become  so  strong  that  no  other  nation  or  group  of  nations 
can  ever  successfully  attack  us.  i, 

NEW  PROSPEEITT  IN  OFFINO MORE  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

But  I  am  not  talking  about  Government  spending  In  terms 
of  national  defense  but  rather  In  terms  of  our  national  econ- 
omy. While  conservatives  were  opposed  to  Government 
spending  when  it  meant  saving  of  homes  and  keeping  our 
people  alive,  they  are  not  opposed  to  spending  for  national 
defense,  because  they  think  they  are  merely  paying  high 
Insurance  premliims  to  keep  the  war-profiteering  system 
under  which  they  have  accumulated  millions  alive.  Inci- 
dentally, they  think  that  they  can  pass  a  large  share  of  the 
Increased  taxes  for  national  defense  on  to  the  common 
people. 

Of  course,  the  results  of  this  kind  of  spending  from  an  eco- 
nomic point  of  view  will  be  almost  identical  with  the  other 
kind  of  spending  we  have  been  used  to.  We  can  look  forward 
to  a  so-called  prosperity  spurt.  But  when  the  spending  Is 
over  and  the  millions  put  to  work  thereby  will  again  be 
pushed  out  on  the  streets,  making  the  rounds  daily  at  facto- 
ries with  signs  on  the  doors,  "No  help  wanted,"  we  will  find 
ourselves  in  an  even  sadder  predicament  than  we  are  in 
today,  unless  In  the  meantime  we  go  about  the  task  of  tack- 
ling our  economic  problem  from  its  fundamental  aspects. 

ECONOMIC  SOLUTION  BEING  DELATED 

What  of  the  aftermath  if  we  do  not  find  now  the  perma- 
nent answer  to  the  problem?  We  must  not  forget  the  results 
of  the  last  war  economy — the  fiare  of  presumed  prosperity, 
with  its  stock-market  boom,  the  mad  gamble,  and  then  the 
day  of  reckoning,  with  its  blasted  homes,  destroyed  firesides, 
broken  hearts,  suicides,  a  bankrupt  agriculture,  an  army  of 
unemployed  of  such  staggering  proportions  that  we  believed 
impossible,  business  failures,  bank  crashes — a  nation  fast 
losing  its  faith  in  democracy,  because  democracy  had  failed 
to  give  the  people  the  substance  of  life. 

Economists  know  that  what  we  are  doing  now  Is  only  a 
makeshift  arrangement — supplying  merely  a  sedative  to  the 
patient,  but  not  a  real  cure  for  the  disease..  We  must  develop 
an  economy  based  on  plenty,  able  to  distribute  to  the  people 
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the  vast  wealth  which  our  tremendous  resources  and  our 
gigantic  industrial  and  agricultural  plant  is  able  to  produce. 

To  bring  about  that  kind  of  an  economy  is  the  chief  aim  of 
the  Farmer-Labor  Party. 

A  country's  greatness  is  measured  not  by  the  number  of  its 
great  masses  of  its  citizens.  The  national  emergency  has 
taught  us  that  an  economy  of  scarcity  constitutes  an  element 
of  national  weakness. 

DrMOCKACT   IN   ACTION WALL   STREET   TTJNE    NOT  FOK    PEOPLE 

I  have  said  that  the  Farmer-Labor  Party  represents 
democracy  in  action — real  democracy,  under  which  govern- 
ment becomes  the  servant  of  all  the  people  and  not  the  hand- 
maiden of  the  few.  It  is  precisely  because  of  the  way  that 
democracy,  so-called,  has  been  administered  by  the  old  par- 
ties that  it  is  in  peril  today. 

Let  us  make  democracy  work.  Let  everyone  under  our 
democracy  have  a  genuine  stake  in  that  democracy.  Let 
democracy  give  real  economic  security  to  our  people,  and  this 
country  will  become  so  strong  and  so  ppwerful  that  it  will  be 
immune  from  attack,  both  from  within  and  from  without. 
This  is  even  more  essential  than  military  preparedness,  be- 
cause a  happy  and  contented  people  will  always  be  the 
Nation's  strongest  defenders. 

FAEMER-LABOK   P.\ETT    POINTS   WAT 

The  Farmer-Labor  Party  of -lilinnesota  points  the  way.  It 
has  shown  that  a  common  people's  government  can  be  made 
to  work,  to  win  elections,  to  educate  the  people  to  approach 
politics  with  clearness,  and  to  formulate  a  definite  program 
possible  of  accomplishment.  It  has  sent  good  men  to  the 
statehouse.  to  the  legislature,  and  to  the  Congress.  It  not 
only  promises  reforms  but  it  produces  them.  It  shows  that  a 
national  Farmer-Labor  Party  is  not  only  possible  but  that  it  is 
absolutely  necessary.  The  great  masses  of  the  people  will  in 
the  not  distant  future  win  America  back  for  themselves. 

At  the  dinner  of  the  famous  Gridiron  Club  late  in  1931, 
Floyd  B.  Olson,  our  distinguished  Governor,  predicted  that  a 
new  national  insurgent  party  would  spring  up  to  rescue  the 
people  from  the  terrible  pressure  of  economic  collapse.  That 
prediction  will  some  day  come  true. 

Mr""President,  I  ask  that  the  bibliography  on  the  Farmer- 
Labor  Party  of  Minnesota  and  references  to  magazine  and 
newspaper  articles  regarding  that  party  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Gibson  in  the  chair) .  Is 
there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matters  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

BlBLIOCRAPHT.  ON    THE    FaRMER-LabOR    PaRTT    OP    MINNESOTA 
BOOKS   AND   PAMPHLETS 

1.  Floyd  B.  Olson.  A  memorial  volume  by  John  McGrath  and 
James  Delmont.   1937. 

2.  Fine.  Nathan.  Labor  and  Farmer  Parties  In  the  United  States. 
182a- 1928.  New  York  Rand  School  Press,  1928.  445  pages. 

3  League  for  Independent  Political  Action.  Audacity!  Audacity! 
Always  Audacity  I     The  League.  New  York.   1933. 

4.  Russell.  Charles  Edward.  The  Story  of  the  Non-Partisan  League. 
Harpers  &  Bro  ,   1920. 

5.  Gaston.   Herbert.    The  Non-Partisan   League. 

PERIODICAL    ARTICLES 

1.  Amlie.  Thomas  R.  The  American  Commonwealth  Federation; 
What  Chance  in  1936?     Common  Sense.  August  1935.  pages  6-8. 

2.  Brown.  Francis.  Thfe  Power  ol  Progressivism.  Common  Sense, 
November  1935.  pages  12-15. 

3.  Build  a  New  Party!     World  Tomorrow.  December  1929. 

4  Christian.  H.  Wisconsin  People's  Front:  Farmer-Labor  Pro- 
gressive Federation.     Nation.  December  18.  1935. 

5.  Clear  Call  for  New  Third  Party;  Left-Wingers  of  Thirty  States 
Organize  and  Plan  for  National  Convention.  Literary  Digest,  Jan- 
uarj_li  193i>. 

6.  Creel.  O.  Let's  Have  Another  Party.  World's  Work,  March 
1930. 

7    Dewey.  J. 
4,  1933. 

8.  Dewey.  J. 
April  8.  1931. 

9.  Dewey.  J. 
ary  27.  1932. 

10.  Dr.  Dewey  and  the  Insurgents.  World  Tomorrow,  February 
1931. 

11.  Dewey's  Third  Party.    Outlook.  January  7.  1931. 


Future  of  Radical  Political  Action.  Nation.  January 
Need  for  a  New  Party.  New  Republic.  March  18- 
Prospects  for  a  Third  Party.     New  Republic,  Janu- 


12.  Douglas.  R.  H.  State  Farmer-Labor  Parties.  World  Tomor- 
row. September  28.  1933. 

13.  Election  and  ThU-d  Parties.  Christian  Century.  December  7. 
1934. 

14.  Ellis,  E.  Failure  of  Minor  Parties.  Current  History,  April 
1930. 

15.  Farmer  Laborlsm  Under  Fire.  Common  Sense.  February  1936, 
page  25. 

16.  For  a  Conunonwealth  Party.  Common  Sense,  May  1935, 
pages  2-3. 

17.  Granite.  M.  Coming:  The  United  States  Liberal  Party.  Na- 
tion, December  5.  1934. 

18.  Groves.  Harold  M.  Radical  Parties:  The  Wisconsin  Progressive 
Party.    Common  Sense,  May  1935,  pages  19-22. 

19.  Hallgren.  M.  A.  New  Radicalism  in  America.  Contemporary 
Review,    January    1932.    ' 

20.  Hallgren.  M.  A.  Third  Party  Fantasy.  American  Mercury. 
May  1931. 

22.  Hutchinson.  P.  We  Need  a  Labor  Party  Now.  Forum.  May 
1932. 

23.  Labor's  Own  Party.  When?  World  Tomorrow.  September  21. 
1932 

24.  Laidler.  H.  W.  Third  Party  PossibUltles.  North  American  Re- 
view, September  1932. 

25.  Lovett.  R  M.  Party  in  Embryo:  Third  Party  Conference  With 
Editorial  Comment.     New  Republic,  January  24.   1935. 

26.  Lucock,  J,  T.  For  a  National  Labor  Party.  New  Republic, 
August  7.  1935. 

27.  Lundeen,  Ernest.  A  Farmer-Labor  Party  for  the  Nation. 
Common  Sense.  June  1935,  pages  6-8. 

28.  A  Map  of  Political  America:  Where  the  Chief  Political  Move- 
ments in  the  United  States  Stand.  Common  Sense,  July  1936. 
pages  16-17. 

29.  Miller.  A.  W.  Canada's  Challenge  to  America.  Common  Sense. 
July  1935.  pages  13-16. 

30.  Musto.  A.  J.  New  Labor  Party.  New  Republic.  February  17, 
1932. 

37.  Need  For  a  New  Party.  •  New  Republic.  January  7.  1931. 

38.  New  Liberal  Party?     Nation,  February  6.  1929. 

39.  New  Party  News.     Common  Sense.  February  31.  page  25. 

40.  New  Party  and  the  Unions.    New  Republic.  January  10,  1935. 

41.  New  Party  Obstacles.    Nation.  February  4.  1931. 

42.  New  Party  Prospects.     New  Republic.  April  1.  1936. 

43.  New  Party — Tale  or  Reality.  Common  Sense.  August  1935, 
pages  2-3. 

44.  New  Party;    the  Program.     New  Republic.  May  29,   1935. 

45.  1936  Is  the  Time.     Common  Sense.  April  1936.  page  2. 

46.  No  New  Party  Needed.     World  Tomorrow.  August  31.  1933. 

47.  Nlebuhr.  R.  Making  Radicalism  Effective.  World  Tomor- 
row, December  21.  1933. 

48.  Olson,  Floyd  B.  Why  a  New  National  Party?  Common  Sense, 
January  1936,  page  68. 

49.  Oneal,  J.  Messiah  vs.  Messiah  vs.  Messiah,  Third-Party  Move- 
ments.   American  Mercury.  October  1932. 

50.  Party  for  the  People.     Nation.  January  28.  1931. 

51.  Piuetzo.  P.  E.  Farmers  Confront  City  Radicals.  World  To- 
morrow. Noveml)er  23.  1933. 

52  Rhode  Island  Elections  and  New  Party.  New  Republic.  Au- 
gust 21,  1935. 

53.  Rodman.  S.  Insurgent  Line-up  for  1936.  American  Meroiry. 
May  1936 

64.  Sherman.  N.  Connecticut  Forms  a  Labor  Party.  Nation. 
January  31.  1930. 

55.  Strachey,  John.  Against  an  American  Third  Party.  Ameri- 
can Mercury.  January  1934. 

56.  Tentatively  Commonwealth  Party;  Draft  of  Platform.  New 
Republic.  May  8.  1935. 

57.  Third  Parties.  Two  Kinds.  Christian  Century,  October  19 
1932. 

58.  Third  Party.     Commonweal.  January  12.  1935. 

59.  Third  Party  Movement  Tries  Its  Wings;  American  Common- 
wealth Political  Federation.     Christian  Century.  January  17,  1935. 

60.  Third-Party  Movement.    Nation.  April  4.  1934. 

61.  Thomas.  N.  Why  Not  a  New  Party?  North  American  Review, 
February  1929. 

62.  Toward  a  New  Party.    Nation,  January  14.  1931. 

63.  Toward   a    New   Party.     New   Republic.     May   22.    1935. 

64.  Van  Kleeck,  Mary.  Do  We  Need  a  Labor  Party?  Social  Work 
Today,  December  1935,  pages  8-11. 

65.  Whltcomb,  Robert.  Floyd  B  of  Minnesota.  Common  Sense, 
February  1936.  pages  18-22. 

66.  WUliams.  H.  Y.  Do  Americans  Want  a  New  Party?  World 
Tomorrow.  March  1931. 

NEWSPAPDl   ARTICLES 

From  the  New  York  Times:  ' 

1.  March  6.  1938.  7:2:  Farmer-Labor  Party  Federation  Pear  Long 
and  Coughlln  Becoi^^ng  Leaders  of  a  Third-Party  Movement 

2.  March  10.  1938,  11:3  C.  C.  Lundeen  Powers.  Third  Party  in 
War  Prevention. 

3.  March  26,  1938.  17:2:  Third-Party  Forum  Planned. 

4.  MiU-ch  28,  1938.  2:2:  Governor  Olson  Favors  Forming  Third 
Party. 

5.  May  16.  1938.  2:1:  Coughlln  Rejects  Third-Party  Move. 

6.  May  19,  1938.  31:2:  A.  Lobkowitz  Urges  Establishment  of  Inde- 
pendent Labor      Labor  Party  Opposes. 
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7.  June  28.  1938.  l:e:  L.  Waldman  Urges  A.  P.  of  L.  To  Take  Lead 
In  Forming  Labor  Party. 

Jxine  1.  1933.  2:1:  Amlie  Urges  Federation  of  Groups  Seeking 
Social  Change  To  Form  Labor  Party. 

July  17,  1935,  37:1:  Hosiery  Workers  Urge  Labor  Party. 

August  23,  1935,  2:8:  Commonwealth  Federation  Meeting. 

October  4.  1935.  46:4:  Metal-Trades  Department,  A.  F.  of  L.. 
Opposes  Format  loin  of  Farmer-Labor  Party. 

October  9.  1935.  5:1:  Resolutions  Offered  for  Labor  Party. 

October  14.  1935:  Executive  Committee  Iconoclastic  Party  Favors 
Joining  Farmer-Labor  Party  When  Demand  for  It  Grows. 

October  27.  1936.  24:1:  F.  J.  Gorman  Holds  Labor  Party  Is  Hope  of 
Unlonlrm. 

October  13,  1935.  11:3:  Review  of  Moves  To  Form  Labor  Party 

November  14.  1935.  4:2:  H.  P.  Falrchlld  Says  formation  of  Third 
Party  Is  Vital  Issue;  Olson  Says  Same.     Reference:  N.  12,  22:4;  n.  17, 

February  1.  1930.  4:2:  8.  Hallman  Urges  United  Political  Action  by 
Labor  Unions. 

February  Q.  1936.  2:  N.  Thomas  Urges  Formation  Labor  Party. 

March  1,  1936.  32:1:  Philadelphia  TextUe  Workers *Favor  Forma- 
tion of  Farmer-Labor  Party. 

CENTRAL 

Beard.  Mrs  Mary  (Rltter) :  A  Short  History  of  the  American  Labor 
Movement.      New  York.  George  H.  Eloran  Co.  (1925).     206  pp.     (Tlie 

Workers  Bookshelf,  vol.  v.) 

Carroll.  Millie  Bay:  Labor  and  Politics;  The  Attitude  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor  Toward  Legislation  aud  Politics. 
(Boston  and  New  York.  1923.) 

Coming  Labor  Party.     NaUon.  April  15.  1936,  v.  142:   468-469. 

Commons.  John  R..  and  others:  History  of  Labor  In  the  United 
Sutes.  by  J.  R.  Commons.  Da\id  J.  Sapoos.  Helen  L.  Sumner, 
E.  B.  Mittolman.  H  E  Hoagland.  John  B  Andrews  (and)  Sellg 
Perlm.m.     Now  York.    1926. 

Douglas,  Paul  H.:  State  Farmer-Labor  Parties  World  Tomorrow. 
September  28.  1922.  vol.  16;  544. 

Farmer-Labor  Party  of  MinnesoU  (In  American  Labor  Yearbook, 
1932).     By  the  Labor  Research  Reports.  1928;   767-793. 

A  Labor  Party  for  America.  Modem  Monthly,  September  1933; 
vol.  7:   491-495. 

Hardman.  J.  B.  8.:  Labor  Parties:  United  States.  (In  Encyclo- 
paedia of  the  Social  Sciences,  edited  by  Edwin  R.  A.  Seligman,  vol. 
8.)      New  York.  1982. -pp.  70C-708. 

HlUqulst.  Morris,  and  Matthew  WoU:  Should  the  American  Workers 
Form  a  Political  Party  of  Their  Own?  A  debate:  M.  M.  Hillqulst, 
yes;  M.  Woll,  no.     New  York.  1932.  31  pp. 

Rice.  Stuart  A.:  Farmers  and  Workers  In  American  Politics.  New 
York.  Columbia  University.  1924.  231  pp.  (Studies  In  history,  eco- 
nomics, and  public  law.) 

Rodman.  Selden:  Letter  from  Minnesota.  New  Republic.  August 
15.  1934,  vol.  80:    10-12. 

Ross.  Anne:  Minnesota  Sets  Some  Precedents.  New  Republic, 
September  12,  1934.  vol.  80:   121-123. 

Warner.  Arthur:  Farmer-Labor  Party's  Birth.  Socialist  review. 
September  1920.  vol.  9:   134-136. 

RECESS   TO   MONDAY 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  under  the 
order  heretofore  entered,  the  Senate  stand  in  recess  until 
11  o'clock  a.  m.  on  Monday  next.  ^ 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  <at  6  o'clock 
p.  m.)  took  a  recess,  the  recess  being,  under,  the  order  pre- 
viously entered,  to  Monday,  August  19,  1940,  at  11  o'clock 
a.  m. 


CONFIRMA'nONS 
Executive  naminations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  August  15 
,  {legislative  day  of  August  5),  1940 

Navy  Department 

James  V.  Porrestal  to  be  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Appointments.  Promotions,  and  Transfers  in  the  Regular 
Army  and  an  Appointment  in  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States 

(Note. — The  nominations  of  persons  named  for  appoint- 
ment, promotion,  or  transfer  In  the  Regular  'Army,  and  a 
nomination  for  appointment  in  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  which  were  received  on  the  14th  instant,  were 
confirmed  en  bloc  today.  The  names  of  the  persons  con- 
firmed will  be  found  in  the  Congressional  Record  of  August 
14.  1940,  beginning  on  p.  10338  under  the  caption  "Nomina- 
tions.") -  — 

I  Promotions  in  the  Navy 
To  be  captains 
Ingram  C.  Sowell  Paul  Hendren 

George  O.  Hiill  Chapman  C.  Todd,  Jr. 


To  ^e  commanders 
Stanley  J.  Michael  James  A.  Crocker 

Clayton  S.  Isgrig  Harley  F.  Cope 

To  be  lieutenant  commanders 


John  H.  Griffin 
Carroll  D.  Reynolds 
Howell  C.  Fish 
Robert  H.  Gibbs 
Wallace  8.  Newton 
Lee  F.  Sugnet 
WiUiam  H.  Truesdell 
Walter  S.  Mayer,  Jr. 
George  F.  CKeefe 
Heiman  E.  Schieke 
Cecil  L.  Blackwell 
Aubrey  B.  Leggett 

To  be  lieutenants 


John  E.  Florance 
Edwin  R.  Swinburne 
Martin  J.  Drury 
Gelzer  L.  Sims 
Norman  W.  Sears 
James  V.  Query.  Jr. 
Albert  G.  Mumma 
Jsunes  M.  Lane 
Piancis  D.  McCorkle 
John  J.  Crane 
WiUiam  G.  Cooper 


Charles  J.  Odend'hal,  Jr. 
Jacob  C.  Myers 
William  L.  Tapg 
Robert  J.  C.  Maulsby 
Chailes  S.  Hutchings 
Ed  B.  Billingsley 
Francis  E.  Nuessle 
George  M.  Ottinger 


Allan  A.  Ovrom 
William  C.  F.  Robards 
James  M.  Clement 
Richard  O.  Greene 
George  E.  Porter,  Jr. 
Harold  G.  Bowen,  Jr. 
Francis  E.  Brown 
Baxter  L.  Russell 


Robert  E.  Coombs,  Jr.  ^ 

To  be  lieutenants  (junior  grade) 

William  D.  Brinckloe,  Jr.  Edward  W.  Hessel 
Green  C.  Goodloe 


Henry  F.  Burfeind 
Edward  H.  O'Hare 
Jack  E.  Gibson 
Franklin  D.  Buckley 
Frank  H.  Henderson,  Jr. 
Richard  S.  Rogers 


Harry  B.  Hahn 
Albert  S.  Freedman,  Jr. 
Mac  D.  Thompson 
Guy  J.  Anderson 
Ralph  H.  Benson,  Jr. 
Roy  H.  Burgess,  Jr. 

To  be  dental  surgeons 
James  A.  Connell  Macy  G.  Martin 

Ralph  W.  Taylor  Maurice  A.  Bliss 

Glenn  W.  Berry  Merrette  M.  Maxwell 

Arthur  R.  Logan 

To  be  pay  inspector 
John  Enos  Wood 


To  be  assistant 

John  K.  Aldrich 
Thomas  L.  Britton 
Gordon  M.  Callison 
Arthur  E.  Desrosier- 
Robert  C.  Disher 
William  N.  Duristan 
Bruce  F.  Evans 
Robert  W.  Granston 
Ivan  C.  Hartzell       , 
William  F.  Harvey,  Jr. 


paymasters 

Grover  C.  Heffner 
Floyd  Loomis,  Jr. 
Robert  C.  McNab 
Howard  J.  Nickel 
John  L.  O'Brien  3d 
Ross  A.  Porter        ( 
Earl  G.  Rice,  Jr. 
Ralph  W.  Sauer 
Gilo  V.  Wallgren,  Jr. 
Charles  M.  Wilkins 


To  be  chief  radio  electrician 
Kenneth  Anthony 

To  be  lieutenant  commanders 


Arthur  H.  Graubart 
Charles  E.  Tclman 
Howard  T.  Orville 
Carter  A.  Printup 

To 

Harry  Hull 
Jacob  A.  Lark 
Richard  H.  Best 
John  MunhoUand 
Louis  J.  Kirn 
William  B.  Short,  Jr. 
Norman  E.  Blaisdell 
William  T.  Zink.  Jr. 
William  P.  Schroeder 


Hamilton  L.  Stone 
John  G.  Johns 
TTiomas  J.  Hickey 

be  lieutenants 

George  E.  Hughes 
Ernest  M.  Snowden 
Barry  K.  Atkins 
John  R.  Spiers 
Ralph  M.  Wilson 
Wallace  H.  Weston 
Paul  E.  Emrick 
Robert  O.  Beer 
Daniel  L.  Carroll,  Jr. 
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Earl  R.  Eastwold  William  Outerson 

Frank  M.  Parker  Buidette  E.  Close 

To  be  passed  assistant  paymasters 

Sidney  A.  Ernst 
Thomas  J.  l!k*Oiitgomery 
John  C.  DeWitt.  Jr. 

To  be  assistant  paymaster 
William  N.  McGibony 

To  be  commander 
Allan  D.  Blackledge 

To  be  lieutenant  comm.anders 
William  E.  Verge  Henry  C.  Bruton 

Robert  N.  McFarlane  John  L.  Burnside,  Jr. 

MARINE  CORPS 

To  be  colonels 

Lemii*!  C.  Shepherd.  Jr. 
^ank  Whitehead 
Robert  Blake 


To  be  lieutenant  colonels 


Joseph  H.  Fellows 
Louis  G.  DeHaven 
I*ester  A.  Dessez 
John  W.  Beckett 
^ohn  Halla 
Kelmeth  A.  Iimian 
Lester  NTMedaris 
Frank  B.  Goettge 
Donald  G.  Oglesby 
Byron  F.  Johi^on 


Leslie  F.  Narum 
Ion  M.  Bethel 
John  F.  Hough 
Roberi  L.  Griffin .  Jr. 


John  T.  Selden 
Elmer  E.  Hall 
John  D.  Blanchard 
John  N.  Hart 
Hawiey  C.  Waterman 
James  O.  Brauer 
Thomas  C.  Green 
Andrew  J.  Mathiesen 
Joseph  C.  Burger 
Verne  J.  McCaul 

To  be  majors 

Edward  L.  Pugh 
Earl  H.  Phillips 
Matthew  C.  Horner 
James  M.  Ranck.  Jr. 


To  be  captains 

Frederic  H.  Ramsey  Victor  H.  Kinlak 

Reynolds  H.  Hayden  Harold  O.  Deakin 

~^  To  be  first  lieutejiants 


Robert  T.  Vance 
Woodrow  M.  Kessler 
Donald  E.  Huey 
Clarence  A.  Barninger,  Jr. 
Merritt  Adelman 
Rivers  J.  Morrell.  Jr. 
Arthur  J.  Stuart 


Cedric  H.  Kuhn 
Thomas  A.  Culhane/Jr. 
Guy  G.  Narter 
Alben  C.  Robertson 
Radford  C.  West 
Thomas  R.  Stokes 
Ray  L.  Vroome 


Postmasters 

GEORGIA 

Mattie  Lee  Deck.  Chickamauga. 
Miriam  H.  Mallory,  Concord. 
Herbert  J.  W.  Kizer.  Jefferson. 
Henry  H.  Jones,  Lakeland. 
Clayra%4.  Tanner.  NichoUs. 
Harlej^  B^vii,  Pearson. 

V         f  MISSISSIPPI 

Robert  M.  l|arbrough,  Indianola. 
FloreoceW, 'Blaine,  Vance. 


■'i 


NEW  YORK 


Josep: 


Hj^rphy,  Beacon. 
SK..  l^ller.  Bergen. 
Cora  G.  Di^pra".  Geneseo. 
William  T.,  (Sonley,  Marcellus. 
^i^dward  DeVitt.  Montgomery. 
Dorothea  L;  -Wolfe.  Oscawana. 
John  P.  Hewitt.  Phelps. 
Patrick  H.  McCarthy,  Jr.,  Tupper  Lake. 

WASHINGTON 

LeRoy  R.  Rcsmolds,  Concrete. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  August  15,  1940 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp.  D.  D..  pastor  of  Gunton  Temple 
Memorial  Presbyterian  Church,  Washington.  D.  C,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  condescending  God,  grant  that  the  dew  of  Thy 
grace  and  wisdom  may  descend  this  day  and  abide  upon  Tliy 
servants. 

We  pray  that  Thou  wilt  touch  the  spirit  of  humanity  to  a 
loftier  melody.  May  we  be  lifted  far  above  vain  wishes  and 
desires  of  our  own.  Help  us  to  grow  in  knowledge  of  the 
nobler  ways  of  thinking  and  living. 

Emancipate  us  from  all  rebellious  and  cynical  tempers  of 
mind  lest  we  become  too  faithless  to  hope  and  too  willful  to 
learn.  May  we  never  fall  into  a  contentious  spirit,  but  follow 
peace  with  all  men.  Let  us  ever  be  courteous  and  easy  to  be 
entreated;  willing  to  forgive,  ready  to  confess  our  faults, 
eager  to  m.ake  amends,  desiring  to  keep  the  law  of  love. 

Show  us  how  we  may  enter  into  the  largeness,  the  freedom, 
and  the  gentleness  of  the  lowly  Nazarene,  who  walked  the 
road  of  the  loving  heart.    In  His  name  we  pray.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and 
approved. 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  SHANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
insert  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  a  copy  of  a  speech  I 
delivered  over  radio  station  WDAF,  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  August 
4.  1940.  with  slight  revisions  thereto. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  o'bjection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION   TO  ADDRESS   THE   HOUSE 

Mr.  CUMMINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  I.i  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado? 

There  was  no  objection. 

IMr.  CuMMiNGS  addressed  the  House.  His  remarks  appear 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record.  1 

EXTENSION    OF    REMARKS 

Mr.  FULMER.  Mr.'  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  insert  therein 
a  short  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolinfi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  Miller  asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  speech  made  by  Hon.  Ernest  Guinn,  county  attorney 
of  El  Paso  County,  Tex. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 
There  was  no  objection. 

permission    TO    address    THE    HOUSE 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GEYER  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  hope  I  can 
make  this  announcement  without  anyone's  temperature  rising 
too  high.  I  want  to  state  that  a  petition  to  discharge  the 
committee  from  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  do  away  with 
the  payment  of  the  poll  tax  as  a  prerequisite  to  voting  is  now 
on  the  Speaker's  desk.  It  is  petition  No.  34,  and  I  shall  be 
glad  to  have  all  who  are  interested  put  their  signatures  upon 
this  petition. 
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Creal 

Hook 

Schaefer.  Dl. 

Crosser 

Hope 

Scrugham 

Curtis 

Jarman 

Beccombe 

Darrow 

Kee 

Sheridan 

I>mpsey 

McLean 

Smith.  III. 

Dies 

Sparkman 

Drewry 

Maloney 

Sullivan 

Elliott 

Merritt 

Thomas.  N.  J 

P^rnandes 

O'Neal 

Vrreland 

Fish 

Osmers 

Wallgren 

Polger 

Parsons 

Warren 

Oftrrett 

Plumley 

White.  Idaho 

Olfford 

Reece,  Tenn. 

White.  Ohio 

Oraham 

Risk 

Wood 

Grant.  Ala. 

Sabath 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order  there 
is  not^a  quorum  present. 

The  SPEAKER.    Evidently,  there  is  not  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Membere 
failed  to  answer  to  their  names: 

[Roll  No.  183] 

Andresen.  A.  H. 

Arnold 

Bates.  Ky. 

Bates,  Mass. 

Bolton 

Bradley.  Pa. 

Byron 

Caldwell 

Cannon.  Fla. 

Celler 

Chapman 

Coffee.  Nebr. 

Collins 

Connery 

Courtney 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  call  360  Members  have  answered 
to  their  names,  a  quorum. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  to  dispense  with 
further  proceedings  under  the  call. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

I     cxti:nsion  of  remarks 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  In  the  Record. 
^  The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
**.  There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KUNKEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therewith  a 
letter  from  Dr.  Alton  M.  Motter,  of  the  Lutheran  Church  of 
the  Redeemer.  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
a  short  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  a??k  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  Include  newspaper 
articles. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection, 

Mr.  CULKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LEMKE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  own  remarks  In  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  an  editorial 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ORDERING     NATIONAL     GUARD.     RESERVES     INTO     ACTIVE     MILITARY 

SERVICE 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Conunittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union  for  the  liurther  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 286.  to  strengthen  the  common  defense  and  to  author- 
ize the  President  to  order  members  and  units  of  reserve  com- 
ponents and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular  Army  into 
active  military  service. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution  286,  with  Mr.  Wood- 
RDM  of  Virginia  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  Ihe  j<^ntTesoIulion. 


Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  In  opposition  to  the 
pending  amendment.  To  refresh  our  memory,  when  the 
Committee  rose  last  night  we  had  under  consideration  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  IMr. 
Miller],  the  amendment  being  on  page  2,  at  the  top  of  the 
page,  which  would  strike  out  the  limitation  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States,  its  island  possessions,  including 
the  Philippine  Islands,  the  Panama  Canal  Zone,  and  Alaska. 

At  the  top  of  page  2  there  is  a  proviso  in  the  bill  that  the 
members  and  units  of  the  reserve  components  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  ordered  into  active  Federal  service  under 
this  authority  shall  not  be  employed  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  and  so  forth.  In  other  words,  this  would 
affect  not  only  the  National  Guard,  but  all  reserve  compo- 
nents, which  includes  Reserve  officers  serving  with  the  Regular 
Army. 

About  a  year  ago  the  Regular  Army  had  a  strength  of 
165,000  enlisted  men  and  approximately  14,000  officers.  It  now 
has  an  authorized  strength  of  375,000  enlisted  men  but  a  cor- 
responding increase  in  the  Regular  Army  commissioned 
tirength  has  not  been  made,  since  we  are  proceeding  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  wise  provisions  of  the  National  Defense  Act 
which  provides  for  reserve  components  to  reinforce  and  sup- 
plement the  Regular  Army  in  time  of  emergency.  To  provide 
the  larger  officer  requirements  for  expanding  the  Regular 
Army  to  375,000  enlisted  men,  there  have  been  called  to  active 
duty  a  large  number  of  Reserve  officers  to  the  extent  that 
approximately  two-thirds  of  the  officers  on  duty  with  Regular 
Army  troop  units  in  the  continental  United  States  and  one- 
third  in  the  Panama  Canal  Department  and  the  Hawaiian 
Department  are  Reserve  officers.  A  large  part  of  the  pilots  of 
the  Air  Corps  are  also  Reserve  officers.  The  acceptance  of 
this  amendment  would  prevent  the  use  of  any  Regular  Army 
unit  outside  of  the- continental  limits  of  the  United  States  or 
its  possessions  without  first  denuding  the  unit  of  its  Reserve 
personnel,  a  measure  which  would  deprive  It  of  the  over- 
whelming bulk  of  the  junior  officers  actually  to  command  of 
the  troops.  No  airplanes  could  be  sent  Into  the  Caribbean  area 
for  any  purpose  unless  manned  entirely  by  Regiilar  Army 
personnel,  a  process  which  would  cut  down  the  size  and  effec- 
tiveness of  the  force  that  could  be  emplc^ed.  No  Regular 
Army  unit  could  be  sent  across  the  borders  of  the  Canal  Zone 
for  any  purpose  without  first  withdrawing  the  Reserve  officers 
from  it.  These  are  only  two  examples  of  the  restrictive  pow- 
ers of  this  amendment.  I  strongly  doubt  the  wisdom  of  tjring 
the  hands  of  the  War  Department  by  so  restricting  the  use  of 
our  armed  forces  under  the  conditions  which  have  warranted 
such  large  appropriations  for  creating  a  more  effective  na- 
tional defense.    I  Applause.] 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mi-.  ANDREWS.     Yes. 

Mr.  MILLER.  I  said  yesterday  that  I  would  be  the  last 
man  who  would  come  to  the  Well  of  the  House  and  do  any- 
thing that  I  thought  would  tie  the  hands  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States.  I  recognize  there  is  a  great  deal  of  merit 
In  what  the  gentleman  has  pointed  out.  The  gentleman  has 
pointed  out  that  this  bill  is  limited  to  those  called  under  the 
provisions  of  the  act,  and  would  not  affect  Reserve  officers  now 
In  the  service.  I  have  In  mind  a  perfecting  amendment,  which 
if  the  House  adopts  this  amendment,  I  shall  offer,  which  will 
distinctly  limit  it  to  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  As  I  understand  It  then  the  perfecting 
amendment  which  the  gentleman  proposes  to  offer  would 
place  the  limitations  only  on  the  National  Guard  ordered 
into  duty. 

Mr.  MILLER.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Yez. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  As  I  imderstand  It  we  kt  go  of  the 
Philippines  in  a  few  years  now. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    In  1946. 
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Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Are  we  going  to  send  the  National 
Guard  ov^r  there  to  shed  their  blood?  — 

Mr.  AI^REWS.  I  personally  do  not  believe  there  is  any 
possibility  of  any  National  Guard  troops  being  sent  beyond 
continental  United  States,  even  to  possessions,  but  why  tie 
the  hands  of  the  War  Department  in  a  rather  critical  situa- 
tion when  no  one  can  forecast  what  may  happen  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER.  Either  we  are  going  to  get  away  from 
the  Philippines,  or  we  are  going  there  and  fight  for  them. 
We  have  voted  to  get  rid  of  them. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  There  might  be  a  point  in  an  amendment 
which  would  remove  the  Philippine  Islands.  Personally,  I 
would  not  care  much,  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  ANDREWS.     Yes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  The  point  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  Is  one  that  can  easily  be  corrected  by  limiting 
this  to  the  National  Guard.  I  have  spoken  in  favor  of  this 
amendment. ,  I  am  decidedly  in  favor  of  that  limitation,  con- 
fining it  to  the  National  Guard,  so  as  to  eliminate  the  possi- 
bility of  the  diflBculty  which  the  gentleman  has  referred  to. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  has 
Just  stated  that  he  will  offer  such  perfecting  amendment. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Would  the  gentleman  have  any  ob- 
jection or  would  the  Army  have  any  objection  to  permitting 
discharges  upon  request  of  Reserve  ofiBcers  and  National  Guard 
men  when  they  are  called  in?  If  the  gentleman  has  no  such 
objection  and  thereafter  the  men  who  are  called  in  come  in 
voluntarily,  toen  there  is  no  need  for  restricting  their 
activities. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    My  understanding  is  that  the  War  De- 
partment will  give  free  ear  to  reasonable  requests  of  oflQcers 
of  that  tjrpe  before  ordering  them  out. 
I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
rMr.  Miller].  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  proceed 
for  an  additional  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  emboldened  to 
make  that  request,  not  because  I  am  confident  that  I  am 
master  ot  this  subject,  but  it  Is  so  important  from  the  stand- 
point of  sound  military  jwlicy  that  perhaps  I  may  be  justi- 
fied in  speaking  a  little  longer  than  the  usual  5  minutes. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  because  it  is  in  violation  of  the  spirit  and 
intent  of  the  National  Defense  Act  of  1920.  You  may  re- 
-member  that  before  the  World  War  those  troops  which  we 
now  call  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  were 
known  as  the  Organized  Militia  and  as  such  they  had  no 
Federal  duty  except  to  repel  invasion.  They  were  organized 
and  maintained  under  the  militia  clause  of  the  Constitution. 
So  clearly  waa-that  status  understood  and  accepted  in  those 
Ancient  days  that  when  we  went  into  the  World  War  there 
was  a  pronsion  inserted — and  it  had  to  be  inserted — in  the 
draft  law  providing  for  the  drafting  into  the  Federal  service 
of  the  Organized  Militia.  And  they  were  drafted  into  serv- 
ice en  masse  by  regiments— all  the  men  and  all  the  officers. 
The  guard  went  to  the  war.  They  came  back.  13  splendid, 
soldierly  divisions  in  the  Federal  service.  There  are  men 
upon  this  floor  who  served  in  some  of  those  divisions.  When 
they  t:ame  back  they  came  to  the  Congress  and  said:    • 

rtyou  are  going  to  write  a  military  policy  for  the  United  States, 
.for-jpod's  sake  do  not  make  us  militiamen  any  more  if  you  can  help 
It:  make  us  potential  Federal  soldiers.  Put  us  on  an  equality,  when 
We  are  ordered  into  Federal  service,  with  the  Regular.  We  do  not 
want  to'-be  spit  upon  any  longer.  We  do  not  want  to  be  despised. 
We  do  not  want  to  be  called  tin  soldiers  and  home  guards.  Put 
something  In  your  national  law  to  the  effect  that  when  ordered  into 
P^eral  service  the  Regular  and  the  guardsman  stand  upon  the 
same  plane,  enjoy  the  same  prlvUeges,  and  carry  the  same  obliga- 
tions as  Federal  soldiers. 


So  we  did  it,  at  the  earnest  request  of  the  citizen  soldiers 
of  the  United  States,  and  today,  under  the  terms  of  this  reso- 
lution. If  the  guard  is  ordered  into  the  active  military  service 
of  the  United  States,  its  officers  and  men  become  automati- 
cally and  instantly  Federal  soldiers;  not  militiamen:  and  their 
officers  are  Interchangeable  with  Regular  officers  of  equal 
rank.  You  can  put  a  Regular  officer  in  a  National  Guard 
imit  and  you  can  put  a  National  Guard  officer  Into  a  Regular 
unit  without  any  change  in  prestige  or  power.  In  other 
words,  we  tried  to  build  one  Army  of  the  United  States — not 
two  or  three  unrelated  armies.     [Applause.] 

Now,  this  amendment  destroys  that  whole  idea.  In  Its 
effect  it  says  to  the  National  Guard,  "You  are  no  longer  any- 
thing much  more  than  militiamen.  You  cannot  leave  the 
country.  You  are  not  like  the  Regular.  You  are  beneath 
him.  You  do  not  belong  in  the  Army,  really.  You  are  a  sort 
of  an  adjunct,  the  way  you  were  back  in  1915  and  1916."  the 
very  thing  the  guard  does  not  want. 

I  beg  and  implore  that  the  House  do  not  adopt  this  amend- 
ment. It  is  bad  military  policy.  I  hope  that  the  judgment  of 
men  will  not  be  swayed  by  personal  animosities.  [  Applause.  1 
I  mean  that.  I  am  thinking  of  the  defense  of  our  country. 
The  guard  is  to  be  ordered  into  the  Federal  service  under  the 
terms  of  this  bill,  not  merely  for  training.  That  is  incidental 
and  highly  important,  but  to  become  available  as  Federal  sol- 
diers to  meet  any  emergency  which  may  arise  in  the  Western 
Hemisphere  until  1942. 

To  be  consistent  in  this  matter  if  we  are  going  to  say  to  a 
part  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  "You  shall  not  do  a 
certain  thing,"  why  do  you  not  say  it  to  the  whole  Army? 
Why  do  you  not  say  to  the  marines,  "You  shall  not  leave  the 
coastal  waters  of  the  United  States?"  Why  do  you  not  say  to 
the  Navy,  "Never  leave  the  coastal  waters  of  the  United  States 
or  its  possessions"? 

Can  we  not  have  one  Navy,  one  Army,  one  national  defense? 
That  is  the  spirit  of  the  law  we  put  on  the  statute  books  20 
years  ago  after  the  experience  of  the  World  War  and  the 
bitter  experience  of  decades  behind  it  under  the  old-time 
militia  system. 

Let  me  recite  to  you  an  Incident  that  demonstrates  to  you 
what  I  mean.  Back  in  the  War  of  1812  the.e  was  a  prolonged 
and  bitter  campaign  on  the  Niagara  frontier.  The  United 
States  had  about  2.000  Regular  troops  there.  In  1813, 1  think 
it  was.  the  MiUUa  of  the  State  of  New  York  7.000  strong- 
think  of  it! — was  ordered  into  the  service  of  the  United  States 
for  that  war.  They  moved  to  the  Niagara  frontier  and  camped 
along  the  bank  of  the  river.  Across  the  river  from  the  vil- 
lage of  Lewistown  stands  Queenstown  Heights.  On  those 
heights  today  you  will  see  a  monument,  the  Brock  Monument, 
erected  In  memory  of  a  British  general  who  was  killed  in  the 
battle.  The  British  were  entrenched  on  the  heights.  With 
their  artillery  fire  they  msule  the  American  side  exceedingly 
uncomfortable.  A  defensive  offensive  by  the  American  Army 
was  planned,  and  the  Regulars  crossed  the  river,  scrambled  up 
the  bank  on  the  other  side  and  stormed  the  trenches.  They 
got  about  halfway  up  and  could  not  get  any  farther.  The 
British  and  Canadians  kept  bringing  in  reinforcements. 

Orders  went  back  to  the  New  York  Militia  to  cross  the 
river — 7.000 — and  win  the  battle.  They  would  not  do  It. 
Why?  Because  they  were  not  permitted  to  leave  the  United 
States.  It  was  in  time  of  war.  I  hear  the  suggestion  that  it 
was  in  time  of  war.    It  was. 

Can  we  predict  every  single  emergency  that  might  arise 
overnight?  Can  we  not  at  least  visualize  something  happen- 
ing with  lightning  rapidity  in  the  West  Indies?  And  are  we 
to  say  that  in  that  event  we  must  convene  the  Congress,  intro- 
duce a  biU.  have  hearings  on  it,  bring  it  to  the  fioor,  and 
debate  it  to  determine  whether  or,  not  half  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  can  be  used  to  me^t  the  emergency;  I  hope 
not! 

Mr.  SHORT.    Mr.   Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  WADSWORTH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORT.  If  we  are  successfiilly  to  defend  the  Panama 
Canal,  it  may  become  very  necessary '  for  us  to  send  our 


soldiers.  Including  the  National  Guard,  far  beyond  the  borders 
of  our  Territorial  possessions.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Certainly.  We  cannot  tell  about 
these  things,  Mr.  Chairman.  We  cannot  take  chances.  Here 
are  240.000  organized  troops,  but  as  soon  as  you  order  tl^m 
into  the  Federal  service  you  are  going  to  say  that  the  Federal 
Government  must  not  use  them  beyond  our  borders. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  wlU  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  We  have  completed  a  very  Important 
conference  at  Habana — one  of  great  import  to  the  nations  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere.  I  would  like  to  get  the  gentleman's 
reactions.  If  this  amendment  were  adopted,  what  message 
would  we  be  sending  to  those  countries  and  to  the  world? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  suppose  it  would  be  to  the  effect 
that  we  are  about  50  percent  in  earnest  in  that  agreement. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.     And  that  means  nothing. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  About  50  percent,  because  we  are 
holding  off  from  possible  enforcement  of  that  agreement 
60  percent  of  our  armed  forces. 

Ml".  MILLER.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Can  the  gentleman  conceive  a  situation 
arising  that  would  make  it  necessary  to  send  all  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  out  of  the  country  with  such  speed  that 
Congress  could  not  take  the  necessary  action  to  declare  war? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  think  it  is  improbable,  but  I  am  not 
going  to  take  that  chance. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.     I  yield.  , 

Mr.  MAY.  What  might  be  the  result  of  our  failure  to 
defeat  this  amendment  upon  the  South  American  countries 
that  have  recently  signed  the  agreement  with  regard  to  which 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  just  asked  a  question? 
Might  they  not  turn  In  another  direction? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  do  not  know  what  they  would  do. 
I  suppose  they  would  say  as  I  said  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  that  we  were  at>out  50  percent  in  earnest. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield  to  the  distinguished  Speaker 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Is  it  not  the  opinion  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  that  this  amendment  is  a  severe  indictment 
against  the  patriotism  of  the  National  Guard  of  this  country? 
And  does  it  not  put  us  In  the  position  of  saying  that  if  there 
are  10  men  from  my  home  town  who  are  In  the  Regular 
Army  and  10  in  the  National  Guard  who  are  neighbors  and 
on  terms  of  social  equality,  that  we  can  send  10  abroad,  but 
10  cannot  go  abroad  because  of  this  limitation? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  this  amend- 
ment puts  the  Guard  back  where  it  does  not  want  to  be. 

Mr.  BANKHEAD.  Has  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
heard  any  remonstrance  from  the  National  Guard  seeking  to 
avoid  the  same  responsibility  the  Regular  Army  is  given? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  None,  and  under  the  terms  of  the 
enlistment  contract  entered  into  by  every  guardsman  and 
every  officer  of  the  guard  there  is  an  oath  to  obey  the  orders 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  when  he,  responsive  to 
the  authority  of  Congress,  orders  them  into  the  Federal  serv- 
ice; and  every  one  of  them  takes  that  oath  with  his  eyes  open. 
That  is  the  oath  they  begged  us  to  submit  to  them. 

Now  when  we  are  about  to  authorize  their  being  ordered 
Into  the  F^ederal  service,  on  the  eve  of  having  done  that,  we 
are  going  to  desert  the  very  system  they  were  so  long  in 
building  up. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  The  gentleman,  I  am  sure.  Is  aware  of 
the  fact  that  declarations  of  war  these  days  are  obsolete,  that 
nations  are  plunged  into  war  without  any  formal  declaration. 
If  we  pass  this  bill  as  the  gentleman  proposes  we  will  be 
abdicating  our  position  and  our  prerogative  of  declaring  war 
and  granting  to  one  man  the  privilege  of  sending  our  armies 
into  a  foreign  war.     [Applause.] 


Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  cannot  agree  with  what  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  has  said.  We  are  not  adding  to  the  power  of 
the  President  any  more  than  he  already  possesses  with  the 
Regular  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Marine  Corps.  Would  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  propose  a  similar  amendment  relating 
to  the  Regular  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Marine  Corps? 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.  No;  but  the  gentleman  would  change  a 
contract  which  was  agreed  to  by  those  who  entered  the 
National  Guard. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  have  endeavored  to  describe  that 
contract.    (Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa  rose". 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gentleman  seeking  recogni- 
tion on  the  other  side  of  the  House  has  spoken  on  the  amend- 
ment once  and  in  favor  of  it.  I  think  we  have  consumed  a 
vast  amount  of  time.  30  minutes  yesterday  and  15  minutes 
this  morning.    I  think  it  is  about  time  to  vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  seeking 
recognition? 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  debate  do  now  close. 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  withdraw  the  motion. 

Mr.  BENDER  rose. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  For  what  purpose  does"  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  rise? 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
four  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
in  my  time. 

Mr.  MAY.  Will  the  gentleman  yield  to  me  for  a  unanimous- 
consent  request? 

Mr.  BENDER.  No;  I  wiU  not  yield.  I  have  the  floor  and 
I  shall  not  yield. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  line  with  the  performance  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  on  yesterday,  he 
evidenced  an  intolerance  with  anyone  who  wanted  to  speak 
on  this  measure  at  that  time,  and  the  same  attitude  is  indi- 
cated by  the  gentleman  today.  He  said  that  everybody  should 
not  be  permitted  to  speak  on  this  measure.  Well,  now,  we 
are  all  Members  of  this  House.  This  is  an  Important  matter 
and  most  certainly,  whether  we  agree  with  the  gentleman's 
position  or  not,  we  have  a  right  to  speak,  and  this  is  the  time 
to  speak.    [Applause.] 

There  is  no  need  for  such  haste.  We  can  stay  here  another 
day,  if  necessary,  to  discuss  this  measure.  This  business  of 
ramming  down  the  throats  of  the  American  people  something 
that  is  of  such  vast  importance  and  has  the  vast  Implications 
that  this  measure  has,  in  a  short  space  of  time.  I  say  is  en- 
tirely out  of  order  and  entirely  out  of  keeping  with  American 
principles. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.   Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.     I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  I  have  yet  to  discover  any  part  of 
this  amendment  that  will  in  any  way  serve  notice  to  the 
Latin  American  countries  that  we  do  not  intend  to  keep  up 
our  obligations  in  that  direction. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  did  not  hear  the  gentleman's 
statement. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  There  Is  nothing  In  the  proposed 
amendment  that  will  serve  notice  on  the  Latin  American 
countries  that  we  propose  to  withdraw  from  our  obligations 
down  that  way.  They  do  not  ask  us  to  concentrate  all  of  this 
power  in  the  President  to  send  the  National  Guard  to  all  parts 
of  the  world  and,  as  far  as  the  argument  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Wads  worth]  Is  concerned,  there  is  a 
distinction  between  the  National  Guard  and  the  Regular 
Army  in  the  proposed  bill  itself.  The  Regular  Army  can  be 
sent  anywhere  in  the  world  and  you  are  proposing  here  to 
limit  the  reserve  components  of  the  Army  to  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  Is  that  not  a  distinction  between  the  Regular 
Army  and  the  Reserve  components  of  the  Army,  and  is  not 
the  difference  between  the  provisions  of  the  proposed  bill  and 
this  amendment  one  of  degree  only.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
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u»-  Mr.  MARCANTONTO.    In  regard  to  our  relationship  to 

South  America.  I  think  it  is  well  known  to  every  person  living 
In  South  America  and  Central  America  that  the  use  of  the 
,  National  Guard  and  the  threat  to  send  it  down  there  is  not 
looked  upon  as  part  of  a  good  neighbor  or  pan-American 
pftiicy,  but,  on  the  contrary,  will  be  locked  upon  with  a  good 
deal  of  suspicion  for  the  furtherance  of  an  imperialistic  policy 
on  the  past  of  the  United  States.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  asked  for  this  time  so  that 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa  would  have  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard. 

In  conclusion  permit  me  to  suggest  that  there  will  be  a 
^greater  degree  of  tolerance  shown  by  the  members  of  this 
committee  for  the  Members  who  desire  to  be  heard.  They 
have  an  honest  point  of  view.  It  may  differ  radically  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  chairman,  but  in  this  House,  where 
we  are  all  elected  in  the  same  manner  to  represent  our  con- 
stituency, certainly  we  have  a  right  to  be  heard.    [Applause.! 

Mr.  MAT.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  should  like  to  reach  some 
agreement,  if  I  can,  with  respect  to  time  on  this  amendment. 
^.,  On  yesterday  we  consumed  25  minutes  on  it,  and  we  have 

been  here  nearly  30  minutes  now. 

May  I  say  in  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  who  talked 
so  much  about  intolerance,  that  there  were  4  hours'  general 
debate  on  this  resolution,  and  we  were  hunting  around  yes- 
terday evening  for  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
to  discuss  the  measure.    The  gentleman  from  Ohio  made  no 
effort  to  ?peak  then. 
^Sf_      Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  know  how  many  gentlemen 
ir       ^-  want  to  discuss  the  amendment  in  order  to  arrive  at  some 
"'"**''■     agreement  as  to  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  close  in  30  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr    May]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio   (Mr.  RoutzchnI. 

Mr.  ROUTZOHN.    Mr.  Chairman,  last  evening  when  the 
Committee  rose  I  was  on  my  feet  seeking  recognition  from  the 
Chair  for  the  purjHJse  of  addressing  the  House  in  reply  to 
some  of  the  arguments  presented  by  some  of  those  who  oppose 
the   amendment   under  consideration.    I  noted  that  oppo- 
nents of  the  amendment  were  adroitly  evading  discussion 
of  the  merits  of  the  amendment  and  resorting  to  aspersions 
and  innuendo,  impugning  the  motives  of  the  proponents  of  the 
amendment,  and  implying  that  we,  the  proponents,  are  being 
actuated  by  political  considerations,  and  are,  perforce,  un- 
patriotic.   It  is  seldom  that  I  request  the  privilege  of  the  floor 
and  impose  my  views  upon  you.    I  have  preferred  to  listen 
to  the  members  of  the  committee  in  charge  of  the  proposed 
legislation  then   under   consideration   and  others  who  had 
"sr-^      previously  given  time  and  attention  to  the  subject,  satisfying 
'---^'"i^yself  upon  the  merits  and  basing  my  vote  upon  a  judicious 
-\^^i?wtaslderation  of  the  argiunents  presented. 
»-      *  ^     I  approached  consideration  of  this  particular  bill  in  that 
.^^attitude,  save  and  except  that  my  prior  convictions  impel  me 
to  favor  the  calling  into  active  service  for  intensive  military 
^     i|^  technics  training  the  National  Guard  and  the  Reserve 
components  of  our  armed  forces. 

r  Until  a  few  years  ago  I  had  a  commission  in  the  OfiBcers' 
Reserve.  I  was  proud  of  it,  and  wish  I  had  it  now.  By  giving 
it  back  to  me  and  calling  me  into  active  service  your  beloved 
iT  country  and  mine  can  obtain  an  excellent  soldier  in  exchange 
for  a  Congressman  of  questionable  ability. 

Furthermore,  I  am  proud  to  have  an  only  son  in  the 
officers'  Reserve,  and  he  is  with  troops,  in  the  Infantry 
branch.  He  has  already  forwarded  his  reply  card  to  the  Fifth 
Corps  Area  signifying  his  availability  for  service.  He  will  re- 
linaursh  a  lucrative  position  to  do  this,  but  to  him  and  to  his 
father  his  patriotic  duty  transcends  all  else. 

All  I  ask  now  Is  the  privilege  of  voting  for  a  bill  that  has 
for  its  sincere^nd  Jionest  object  and  piuiwse  the  training 
of  an  ifitn^rwhich  will,  if,  as,  and  when  war  comes,  be  able 


to  successfully  cope  with  the  combined  forces  of  all  the  dic- 
tators on  earth. 

I  therefore  resent  implications  that  to  support  this  amend- 
ment is  to  be  guilty  of  playing  a  sordid  game  of  politics  and 
to  be  unpatriotic,  disloyal,  if  you  please,  to  our  great  and 
noble  Government. 

Is  it  playing  politics,  my  colleagues,  for  us  to  say  that  the 
only  emergency  that  now  exists  is  the  dire  necessity  of 
equipping  and  training  an  army  and  navy  for  the  national 
defense? 

Is  it  playing  politics  for  us  to  stipulate  by  express  terms 
that  our  Army  shall  have  that  training  on  American  soil? 

Is  it  playing  politics  for  us  to  uphold  and  retain  the  con- 
stitutional prerogative  of  the  Congress  by  refusing  to  grant 
to  the  Executive  the  sole  right  to  determine  whether  our  boys 
shall  be  sent  across  our  borders  into  foreign  territory? 

Is  it  playing  politics  for  us  to  say  that  not  one  mother's 
son  shall  set  foot  on  foreign  soil  unless  and  until  the  Congress 
by  appropriate  action  shall  prescribe  or  sanction  such  a  move? 

Is  it  playing  politics  for  us  to  recognize  the  fact  that  in 
modem  warfare  declarations  of  war  are  obsolete:  that  armies 
wage  war  without  awaiting  the  formality  of  a  declaration  of 
war;  and  that  the  presence  of  our  boys  on  foreign  soil  im- 
perils them  and  us  as  well? 

Is  it  playing  politics  for  us  to  say  that  unless  and  until  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  is  violated  no  emergency  exists  that  would 
warrant  our  boys  being  used  to  police  the  Western  Hemi- 
sphere, part  of  which  is  twice  as  far  removed  from  us  as  i« 
the  continent  of  Europe? 

Is  it,  my  Democratic  colleagues,  in  all  good  conscience  and 
fair  dealing,  playing  politics  lo  refuse  to  permit  thip  gesture 
of  approval  of  what  the  President  and  the  Secretary;  of  State 
may  have  secretly  promised  our  Central  and  South  American 
neighbors? 

By  your  insisting  on  our  upholding  the  hands  of  the  Presi- 
dent, without  knowing  what  he  promised,  being  in  the  dark 
as  to  that  as  much  as  we  were  kept  uninformed  and  in  the 
dark  as  to  what  he  promised  the  King  and  Queen  of  England 
last  year,  is  it  true  that  the  proponents  of  this  amendment 
are  playing  politics;  or  are  you.  my  Democratic  colleagues, 
merely  laying  a  smoke  screen  to  hide  the  politics  that  are 
behind  your  opposition  thereto?.    [Applause,] 

The  CHAIRMAN,  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Luther  A.  Johnson]. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A,  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  my 
service  in  this  House  has  demonstrated  one  thing,  that  I  do 
not  often  impose  myself  upon  the  House.  I  do  not  rise  now 
just  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  speech  or  to  get  my  name  in 
the  Record,  but  to  register  my  vigorous  protest  against  the 
pending  amendment.  It  ought  to  be  defeated  not  only  because 
it  will  jeopardize  our  national  defense  but  its  adoption  will 
prevent  our  defense  of  the  Monroe  Doctrine,  and,  further- 
more, it  will  be  contrary  and  contradictory  to  our  commit- 
ments to  the  other  20  American  republics,  with  whom  our  Gov- 
ernment recently  conferred  at  Habana.  Its  adoption  would 
give  the  right  for  these  other  countries  to  laelieve  that  we  were 
not  sincere  and  would  not  carry  out  our  commitments  at  the 
Habana  Conference.  Having  declared  our  policy  both  as  to  the 
Monroe  Doctrine  and  as  to  cooperation  with  the  other  Ameri- 
can republics,  we  should  pass  no  legislation  that  will  give  cause 
for  anyone  either  in  this  hemisphere  or  the  dictators  of  Eu- 
rope to  doubt  our  sincerity.  It  would  be  fatal  both  here  and 
abroad  to  contradict  our  declared  policy  by  now  declaring  that 
we  would  not  send  out  National  Guard  troops  to  defend  it. 
The  amendment  strikes  at  the  very  policy  that  we  have  been 
trying  to  carry  out  with  reference  to  our  relations  with  the 
Central  and  South  American  republics.  Gentlemen  say  it  will 
not  affect  it  because  we  will  send  some  of  our  soldiers,  but  we 
will  not  send  others.  The  author  of  the  amendment  says. 
"Can  you  visualize  any  condition  arising  so  fast  that  we  would 
have  to  send  all  the  soldiers  down  there  at  once'*' 

Mr,  MARCANTONIO  and  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa  rose 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  am  sorry  to  be  unable  to 
yield:  my  time  is  too  limited.  If  I  complete  my  statement 
before  my  time  expires.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 
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I  wish  to  pay  to  the  gentleman  who  propounded  that  in- 
quiry that  if  he  had  talked  with  some  of  those  from  the  demo- 
cratic nations  that  have  fallen  under  the  dictators'  attack, 
as  members  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  have  been 
privileged  to  do,  he  would  realize  that  situations  arise  rapidly 
in  these  times  and  that  it  is  because  democracies  do  not  func- 
tion as  rapidly  as  dictatorships  that  some  of  those  democra- 
cies have  fallen.  The  gentleman  knows  as  well  as  I  know 
that  it  would  be  Impossible  to  bring  Congress  back  here  in 
time  to  pass  the  needed  legislation  if  an  invasion  should  take 
place,  and  it  should  happen  to  be  that,  available  at  that  time 
in  that  section,  were  only  members  of  the  National  Guard. 
Suppose  an  invasion  of  a  foreign  enemy  should  come  upon  the 
shores  of  Mexico,  which  might  happen,  in  What  position 
would  the  United  States  be  to  defend  itself  if  we  hog-tied  our 
National  Guard  by  a  restriction  of  this  kind?  We  saw  the 
need  of  it  in  1916  when  we  had  trouble  down  on  the  border, 
and  the  need  of  it  is  ten-fold  greater  now  than  it  was  then. 

What  if  an  invading  army  should  be  sent  to  one  of  the 
Islands  near  the  Panama  Canal  that  belongs  to  some  other 
country,  what  if  a  military  attack  were  made?  Does  the 
House  or  this  Committee  believe  we  would  be  acting  sensibly 
to  say  that  we  could  not  send  our  National  Guard,  our  Regu- 
lar soldiers,  or  any  other  kind  of  soldiers  there  to  defend  and 
protect  our  rights?     [Applause.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  IMr,  Johns]. 

Mr.  JOHNS,    Mr.  Chairman 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Chairman,  wHl  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  JOHNS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  In  response  to  the  speech  just  made, 
I  should  Ike  to  make  this  comment:  As  I  read  the  proposed 
amendment,  it  docs  not  signify  that  we  will  not  send  troops 
down  there ;  it  Is  only  that  we  will  not  send  them  down  there 
without  congressional  sanction. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON,  Yes;  but  It  would  be  too  late 
to  get  congressional  sanction  if  an  invasion  should  occur. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO,  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  JOHNS,    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr,  MARCANTONIO,  Is  there  any  gentleman  in  this 
House  who  doubts  that  in  the  event  of  an  emergency  it  would 
take  this  Congress  more  than  24  hours  to  give  congressional 
sanction? 

Mr.  JOHNS.  There  has  been  a  lot  said  here  about  calling 
back  Congress.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned.  Congress  is  in  ses- 
sion, and  if  I  can  keep  it  here  I  am  going  to  do  so  during  these 
times.     [Applause.] 

I  have  listened  this  morning,  and  I  do  not  believe  there 
would  be  any  more  excitement  if  Hitler  landed  in  New  York 
with  an  army  than  there  is  around  here  this  morning  about  a 
bill  that  is  supposed  to  be  to  train  some  soldiers  for  service. 
This  idea  of  wanting  to  talk  about  sending  soldiers  down  into 
South  America  to  protect  somebody  is  all  wrong.  I  would  not 
have  risen  here  this  morning  and  ta^ed  at  all,  but  I  have  an 
amendment  similar  to  this  one  at  the  desk,  and  that  is  the 
reason  I  say  this  amendment  ought  to  be  adopted.  The 
people  back  home  feel  that  we  are  not  going  to  go  to  war 
tomorrow.  They  feel  that  we  are  going  to  train  somebody  to 
get  ready  for  war.  If  they  thought  for  a  moment  we  were 
going  to  pass  this  bill  so  that  if  it  became  necessary  the 
President  of  the  United  States  could  send  somebody  down  to 
South  America  to  fight  tomorrow,  of  course,  they  would  not 
be  for  it.  They  do  not  believe  there  Is  any  danger  of  this 
kind. 

As  far  as  the  National  Guard  is  concerned,  it  is  not  making 
any  protest.  They  are  good  soldiers.  They  have  their  su- 
perior officers,  and  if  they  do  any  talking,  they  do  their  talking 
to  them  instead  of  to  the  country. 

I  hope  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  will  be  accepted,  and  if  it  is  not  accepted.  I  Am 
going  to  vote  against  this  bill. 


Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  JOHNS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 
Mr.  RICH.  We  were  talking  about  rushing  this  legisla- 
tion through.  I  have  every  regard  in  the  world  for  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  but  since  he  said  that  we  had 
4  hours  of  debate  on  this  bill,  let  me  call  your  attention  to 
the  exact  fact.  The  rule  called  for  4  hours  of  debate,  but 
we  started  debate  yesterday  at  1  o'clock  and  finished  it  at 
3:30.  That  is  two  hours  and  a  half  of  debate,  not  4  hours 
as  stated,  that  we  had;  he  was  in  error  and  meant  we  were 
supposed  to  have  had  4  hours.  It  seems  to  me,  with  all  due 
respect  to  the  Members  of  Congress  themselves,  those  who 
are  in  favor  of  this  bill  and  those  who  are  not.  that  we  have 
lots  of  time  and  we  can  take  lots  of  time  because  we  are 
supposed  to  be  in  session  to  see  that  this  Nation  does  not 
get  into  war.  If  we  keep  on  the  way  we  axe  going.  I  can 
see  nothing  but  war  ahead.  Not  only  war  but  dictatorship. 
I  do  not  know  which  would  be  the  most  detrimental  to  our 
Nation.  I  prefer  war  to  dictatorship  myself.  With  war 
we  can  probably  survive  as  a  country  and  retain  our  form 
of  government  and  our  bberty  and  our  freedom,  not  so  with 
dictatorship;  we  lose  our  form  of  government,  we  lose  our 
liberty,  and  we  lose  our  freedom.  Let  me  say  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  we  do  not  have  to  have  either  war  or 
dictatorship  if  we  just  consider  carefully  and  wisely  what  we, 
as  Members  of  Congress,  do  in  passing  our  laws.  Let  us  take 
our  time  and  wisely  debate  this  bill;  it  will  be  best  for  oiur 
country  -I  am  sure. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [MT. 
Mason]  is  recognized  for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  MASON,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  tried  to  get  time  yesterday 
In  the  general  debate,  but  I  was  told  that  all  the  time  was 
taken.  Therefore  it  seems  to  me  we  are  lalxtiing  xinder  a 
misapprehension  about  the  time. 

Now,  members  of  the  Committee,  there  Is  not  a  Member 
in  this  House,  In  my  estimation,  who  does  not  agree  and 
concede  that  there  is  a  necessity  for  proper  training  of  the 
National  Guard,  and  if  this  bill  was  simply  a  bill  to  provide 
for  training,  as  the  country  has  been  Informed,  I  do  not 
believe  there  would  be  10  votes  in  this  House  against  the 
bill.  That  Is  my  own  personal  impression.  If,  however,  this 
bill  Is  a  bill  to  authorize  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  to  send  the  National  Guard  in  peacetime 
outside  of  the  territory  of  the  United  States,  then  that  Is  a 
different  proposition,  and  that  is  what  we  are  now  told  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  cover. 
Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  srield? 
Mr.  MASON.    Not  at  this  time. 

If  this  bill  is  a  measure  to  declare  by  the  Congress  a 
national  emergency,  as  the  chairman  of  the  Military 
Affairs  Committee  indicated  yesterday,  then  that  Is  a  dif- 
ferent proposition  and  we  ought  to  know  what  we  are  voting 
upon  when  we  vote  upon  this  bill. 

These  questions  are  all  involved  in  the  passage  of  this 
bill.  One  of  the  Members  yesterday  said  that  the  only  na- 
tional emergency  we  are  facing  today  is  an  emergency  for 
training  the  National  Guard,  and  that  is  what  the  bill,  on 
the  surface,  is  supposed  to  do.  If  that  is  the  emergency, 
then  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Miller],  if  adopted,  will  not  offer  one  particle  of 
interference  to  the  training  of  the  National  Guard,  because 
we  can  train  them  much  better  on  our  own  soil.  For  that 
reason  I  think  the  amendment  should  be  adopted,  and  as 
one  Member  of  this  House  I  shall  vote  for  this  bill  if  It 
limits  the  training  of  these  men  to  training  on  our  own  soil, 
but  if  that  provision  is  not  adopted  I  shall  vote  against  the 
bill.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment 

Air.  ANDREWS,  Mr.  Chairman,  under  the  unanimous- 
cfcsent  agreement  the  time  was  extended  to  1:30. 

^Jie  CHAIRMAN,  Provided  Members  claimed  the  time, 
biit  if  no  one  seeks  recognition  a  vote  on  the  amendment  is 
in  order. 
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Mr.  SUMNi3lS  of  Texas.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  for  recog- 
nition. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  from  Texas  is  recog- 
nized for  3  minutes. 
4I;  Mr.  SUMNERS   of  Texas.     Mr.   Chairman.  I  have  been 

V  very  much  interested  in  the  discussion  of  this  proposed 
amendment.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  situation  analyzes 
itself  out  about  this  way.  This  Is  a  bill  providing  for  the 
calling  into  active  service  of  the  National  Guard.  There  Is 
nothing  in  the  bill  indicating  what  Is  to  be  the  disposition 
of  the  National  Guard  except  they  vazy  not  be  sent  beyond 
-  -  continental  America  and  possessions.  This  amendment,  so 
far  as  I  can  judge,  seems  to  have  arisen  out  of  an  apprehen- 
sion, to  be  candid  about  it,  that  the  President  might  send 
'  the  militia  somewhere  and  thereby  do  a  provocative  act. 
Now,  looking  at  it  from  that  standpoint  we  know  that  if 
this  amendment  were  adopted  it  would  not  have  the  slight- 
■'  est  effect  on  the  President's  power  to  do  what  the  pro- 
ponents of  this  amendment  call  provocative  acts.  He  would 
have  the  same  power  to  send  American  troops  which  he 
would  have  if  the  amendment  were  not  adopted. 

I  want  to  make  that  clear,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  ought 
to  be  an  important  point.  The  President  would  still  be  in 
command  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  and  could  send  Ameri- 
can troops  anywhere  that  he  could  send  them  if  this  amend- 
^  ment  were  not  adopted.  Is  not  that  true?  If  that  is  true, 
then  why  are  we  so  concerned  about  adopting  an  amend- 
ment which  these  gentlemen  who  are  connected  with  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee  say  would  embarrass  our  situa- 
tion with  nations  in  South  America? 

We  are  all  here  wanting  to  do  what  is  right  about  the 
matter.  I  thought  I  would  submit  this  one  thought  for 
the  consideration  of  my  friend. 

Mr.  Jt)HNS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  th1e  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Does  the  gentleman  think  the  President  of 
the  United  States  would  be  so  liable  to  do  just  what  he  has 
the  power  to  do,  or  what  you  say  he  has  the  power  to  do, 
if  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  limited  that  power? 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  But  the  point  is,  I  will  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin,  you  are  not  limiting  his 
power  by  this  amendment.  He  would  still  have  the  power  to 
-send  the  Regular  Army  anywhere  he  could  send  the  National 
Guard  without  the  amendment.  The  presence  of  the 
Regular  Army  anywhere  would  certainly  be  just  as  pro- 
vocative as  the  presence  of  the  National  Guard  would  be. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise   in  opposition   to   the 
amendment.    This  is  the  most  vital  stroke  at  the  effectiveness 
of  the  legislation  that  could  possibly  be  made  if  it  is  adopted. 
It  is  practically  a  nullification  of  the  whole  purpose  of  the 
legislation.    The  National  Guard  constitutes  what  you  might 
say  are  the  reserves  in  the  rear.     If  this  amendment  is 
adopted,  it  would  put  the  Army  in  the  position,  if  it  desired 
to    cross    the    Rio    Grande,    where   it    could    go   over    with 
some  of  the  Regular  Establishment,  and  leave  the  National 
,  Guard  behind  CQmpletely  paralyzing  the  force  and  effective- 
ness of  our  armed  forces  if  they  were  confronted  with  a  per- 
ilous position  or  situation.    It  woiild  shackle  the  hands  of  the 
commandiQg  general. 

I  call  attention  now  to  the  specific  declaration  of  policy 
that  came  from  the  Republican  side  of  the  House.    In  Jan- 
'■uary  1939  when  we  were  adopting  the  National  Defense  Act, 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Andrews],  ranking  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  a  brave  and  fearless 
soldier  of  the  World  War  and  a  most  able  member  of  the 
House  Military  Affairs  Committee,  who  had  the  floor  and 
;^*pielded  himself  time,  made  a  brief  statement  in  support  of 
the  bill  and  then  yielded  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
Mr.  Wads  WORTH,  and  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
.Wads WORTH  1  in  the  time  srielded  to  him  presented  to  the 
.    !kouse  what  the  minority  side  of  the  House  had  declared  in 
writing  to  be  the  military  policy  tuad  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
minority  side  of  the  House  at  that  time.    We  were  advised 


at  that  time  that  that  policy  had  been  agreed  to  at  a  meet- 
ing of  the  committee  on  that  side  of  the  House,  and  here  Is 
what  they  said  at  that  time  in  speaking  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine: 

Obviously,  our  Military  Establishment  nrust  be  adequate  to  carry 
out  the  obligation  so  clearly  implied  in  the  Monroe  Doctrine — the 
obligation  to  prevent  the  extension  of  foreign  political  domination 
through  military  action  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  This  may  weU 
be  considered  as  part  of  the  supreme  obligation  to  defend  the  con- 
tinental United  States.  We  thus  envision  our  own  defense.  With- 
out the  Panama  Canal  we  would  be  sadly  handicapped.  It  la  our 
life  line  and  must  be  maintained. 

Here  it  is  proposed  to  adopt  an  amendment  that  if  the  Na- 
tional Guard  of  the  United  States  be  sent  to  Panama,  while 
on  that  single  strip  of  land  within  the  jurisdiction  of  con- 
tinental United  States,  we  would  be  barred  at  the  boundary 
line  at  the  north  and  the  south,  and  that  would  mean  In- 
effectiveness, that  would  mean  perhaps  defeat  of  any  effort 
of  our  Army  in  that  area,  where  it  would  be  defending  the 

very  lifeline  of  the  American  defense  system,  the  defense  of 
continental  United  States.  This  amendment  would  destroy 
effectively  the  very  item  of  policy  agreed  to  almost  unan- 
imously by  this  House  in  the  resolution  In  which  we  declared 
that  we  would  not  permit  any  foreign  country  to  encroach  on 
the  Western  Hemisphere,  enacted  within  the  last  30  days  by 
an  almost  unanimous  vote. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MAY.     Yes. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact  that  the  news  dispatches  from  Mexico  City  state  that 
the  Senate  of  Mexico  unanimously  approved  a  resolution, 
which  had  previously  been  passed  by  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives of  that  country,  conscripting  all  available  citizens  of 
Mexico  between  the  ages  of  18  and  45,  which  shows  the  trend 
of  these  times,  and  I  think  this  House  should  not  adopt  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  MAY.  In  other  words,  here  is  a  peaceful  neighbor, 
just  south  of  the  Rio  Grande,  that  says  to  the  American 
continent,  to  the  Western  Hemisphere,  to  the  republics  of 
South  America,  to  this  great  country  of  ours,  we  conscript  our 
manpower,  and  yet  we  are  asked  here  today  to  make  it  im- 
possible for  us  to  even  call  the  National  Guard  as  a  civilian 
component  of  our  Army.  Dr.  John  R.  Sampy.  of  Louisville, 
Ky.,  president  of  the  Southern  Baptist  Theological  Seminary 
and  one  of  America's  greatest  clergymen,  celebrated  the 
sixtieth  anniversary  of  his  church  life  and  delivered  an 
address  strongly  favoring  compulsory  military  training  as 
the  only  truly  democratic  system  of  providing  an  army.  In 
the  course  of  his  remarks,  the  noted  theologian,  now  77 
years  of  age,  stated  our  position  as  a  Nation  in  a  striking 
manner.  He  is  quoted  as  having  said.  "The  United  States 
Is  like  unto  a  fat.  juicy  turkey  on  a  low  fence  on  the  night 
before  Thanksgiving,  with  a  hungry  bulldog  approaching 
on  one  side  and  not  a  gxm  within  a  mile  on  the  other  side." 
If  this  great  Christian  visualizes  the  necessity  for  military 
training,  what  shall  we  say?  To  me,  our  duty  is  plain. 
[Applause.] 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman.  In  speaking  before  I  made 
mention  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  a  gentleman  I  hold  in  high  esteem.  I  have  watched 
his  conduct  here  during  the  past  2  years  and  I  respect  his 
judgment  and  respect  him  as  a  Congressman.  I  believe  he 
is  absolutely  sincere  in  this  matter,  but  I  disagree  violently 
with  his  position  in  his  conduct  during  these  last  2  days 
on  this  measure.  He  referred  to  our  having  4  hours  of 
detiate  yesterday,  and  1  hour  on  the  rule.  I  was  here  dur- 
ing the  entire  session  yesterday,  and  during  my  service  here 
I  have  never  known  a  more  flagrant  attempt  at  railroading. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  put  the  figure  at 
50.000  planes  for  the  Army.  15,000  planes  for  the  Navy.  A 
program  appropriating  an  ultimate  $14,000,000,000  has  been 
established,  and  large  sums  have  already  been  voted  toward 
this  total.  The  Army  and  Navy  know  full  well  exactly  what 
they  want.    Last  week  not  a  single  fighting  plane  had  been 
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ordered  because  of  the  mountain  of  rules  and  the  endless  red 
tape  of  official  regulations. 

At  the  present  time,  the  United  States  Army  has  2,700 
planes,  of  which  only  a  few  are  modem.  The  Navy  has  1,800 
effective  fighters.  But  at  the  present  rate  of  production.  It 
Will  take  years  for  the  Nation's  two  fighting  forces  to  reach 
the  goals  they  have  set  for  air  defense.  William  S.  Knud- 
sen,  head  of  the  Defense  Commission,  In  charge  of  military 
production,  reported  to  the  Nation  that  the  present  rate  of 
airplane  production  is  less  than  1,000  per  month.  He  pre- 
dicted that  It  would  take  at  least  2  years  to  raise  this  level 
to  the  3.000  per  month  required  by  standards  which  we  have 
established.  During  the  month  of  August  1940,  United  States 
aviation  factories  are  expected  to  turn  out  895  planes,  in- 
cluding commercial  and  training  planes.  Our  own  Army  and 
Navy  will  receive  396  of  these  planes.  To  Great  Britain  236 
will  be  delivered.  American  commercial  air  lines  have  con- 
tracted for  174.     Other  foreign  nations  expect  to  receive  84, 

and  5  have  not  yet  been  classified. 

In  all  this  preparedness  talk,  not  one  contract  has  been  let 
for  bombing,  observation,  or  pursuit  planes,  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  all  details  of  the  entire  program  have  been  rushed 
by  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  on  a  night-and-day  work- 
ing schedule.  Manufacturers  of  airplanes  insist  that  New 
Deal  restrictions  are  a  major  cause  of  confusion  and  delay  in 
getting  the  program  under  way. 

Up  lO  the  present  time,  working-hour  restrictions  which  are 
a  definite  part  of  the  New  Deal  legislative  set-up,  have  been 
maintained  on  a  rigid  basis.  But  working  hours  are  not  the 
sole  factor  in  holding  up  production.  In  1934  the  Vinson- 
Trammel  bill  limited  the  profits  of  aviation  and  shipbuild- 
ing companies  to  a  10-percent  figure,  although  no  limit  was 
placed  on  the  profits  of  tank  manufacturers,  armored  cars, 
rifle  makers,  or  munitions  plants.  A  few  short  weeks  ago 
another  New  Deal  measure  further  cut  the  maximum  profit 
limit  to  8  percent  on  the  sale  price  In  contracts  for  the  manu- 
facture of  ships  and  planes.  Under  the  Treasury  regulations 
set  up  to  carry  this  proposal  into  effect,  a  series  of  regula- 
tions was  established,  under  which  the  costs  of  plant  expan- 
sion, including  the  amortization  of  building  expenses,  and 
taxes  were  both  excluded.  To  carry  out  the  aviation  and 
shipbuilding  program  of  the  Nation,  more  than  $350,000,000 
must  be  invested  by  existing  companies.  But  no  manufac- 
turer is  willing  to  invest  sums  comparable  to  this  figure  when 
his  profits  must  be  used  for  a  15-year  period  in  paying  for  the 
expansion  of  his  plants. 

Nor  is  there  any  assurance  that  present  orders  would 
continue  on  a  profitable  basis  for  the  next  15  years.  The 
lessons  of  overexpansion  taught  by  the  World  War  In  the 
period  after  1918  have  not  been  forgotten  by  manufacturers 
today.  Because  of  this  serious  problem,  aviation  leaders  are 
reluctant  to  enter  into  large  and  exclusive  Government  or- 
ders. Until  this  difficulty  is  overcome  by  some  intelligent 
attempt  to  include  amortization  costs  as  part  of  the  per- 
missible figure  for  determining  profits,  we  shall  continue  to 
mark  time  on  the  execution  of  contracts  for  the  most  impor- 
tant elements  of  our  defense  program. 

TTirough  the  whole  situation,  there  rises  a  pronoimced 
political  aroma.  The  administration  at  Washington  is  now 
considering  the  writing  of  plane  contracts  for  delivery  in 
1945.  If  the  amortization  trouble  is  settled  by  new  excess- 
profits  legislation,  the  contracts  could  then  be  revised  to 
call  for  faster  delivery.  Meanwhile,  admittedly  necessary 
production  falls  far  behind  because  the  New  Deal  refuses 
to  acknowledge  the  possibility  of  error. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  We  were  also  told  by  the 
press,  the  Capitol  Parade,  appearing  in  the  Washington 
Evening  Star  of  August  13,  that  they  have  made  a  great 
deal  of  progress  with  this  national  defense  program;  that 
Mr.  "Chip"  Robert,  former  secretary  of  the  New  Deal  Na- 
tional Committee,  has  already  received  $1,000,000  in  gravy 


under  this  national  defense  program.  Does  not  the  gentle- 
man think  we  had  better  investigate  the  matter  pretty  soon 
and  Investigate  this  fixer? 

Mr.  BENDER.  Let  me  add  this  In  the  closing  time  that  I 
have:  This  Congress  Is  in  session  today  to  prevent  an  emer- 
gency arising.  We  are  here  to  keep  the  United  States  froqi 
being  in  an  emergency.  We  do  not  wan4  to  do  anything  here 
to  foment  an  emergency. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  In  response  to  the  comment  made 
by  the  chairman  of  my  committee,  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  MayI.  and  I  have  a  great  deal  of  respect  for  his 
opinion  and  ability  as  chairman  of  that  committee  and  his 
views,  but  I  am  somewhat  shocked  at  the  view  he  expressed, 
that  leaving  the  sending  of  the  guard  outside  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States  up  to  the  discretion  of  Congress 
would  be  such  a  national  calamity. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THORKELSON.  Will  the  gentleman  please  state  what 
our  attitude  would  be  if  Canada  or  Mexico  passed  a  bill  to 
train  their  armies  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  BENDER.    The  gentleman  answers  his  own  question. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENDER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Does  not  the  gentleman  think  If  we  are 
going  to  send  troops,  Regulars,  Reserves,  or  the  National 
Guard,  or  otherwise  into  such  countries  as  Mexico,  Costa 
Rica,  Umguay,  and  Brazil  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the 
Monroe  Doctrine,  that  It  should  take  action  on  the  part  oT 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  before  those  troops  are 
sent  to  those  countries? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  certainly  do.  The  question  has  been 
raised  regarding  Mexico  drafting  men  between  the  ages  of 
18  and  45.  We  have  an  entirely  different  situation  here 
than  they  have.  As  I  undestand  it,  Mexico  is  a  dictatorship. 
Ours  Is  a  democracy.  Let  us  not  create  an  emergency 
through  any  action  we  may  take  on  this  measure  at  this  time. 
[Applause.l 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Ray- 
burn  l  is  recognized, 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  If  I  were  speaking  exactly 
as  I  would  want  to  speak  on  this  amendmen.;,  I  would  adopt, 
first,  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thoma- 
son]  on  yesterday  and  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth]  today.  [Applause.]  I  would 
probably  be  able  to  say  that  about  other  remarks  that  have 
been  made  with  reference  to  this  bill,  but  those  two  I  heard 
throughout. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  logic  and  the  reasoning  of  those 
gentlemen  sis  against  this  amendment  is  conclusive.  Today 
we  see  on  anything  called  a  defense  measure  the  first  thing 
that  approaches  sharp  division.  I  trust,  that  this  amend- 
ment, which  I  think  is  dangerous,  which 'I  think  will  cause 
us  to  be  misunderstood,  not  only  in  the  Western  Hemisphere 
but  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  earth,  will  be 
so  overwhelmingly  defeated  that  we  will  have  no  more  dlvi- 
slofis  on  matters  affecting  national  defense.     [Applause.] 

In  the  capitals  of  the  countries  controlled  by  the  dictators 
what  we  do  and  what  we  say  here  is  known  almost  as  soon 
as  it  Is  done  or  said.  We  have  appropriated  billions  of  dol- 
lars to  equip  an  army,  billions  for  airplanes  and  battleships 
and  tanks  and  all  the  things  that  would  accouter  an  army. 
Are  we  going  to  have  an  army  to  use  those  instruments  or 
not?  Are  we  going  to  build  up  the.  National  Guard  under 
the  law,  when  every  man  who  joined  the  National  Guard 
under  his  oath  understood  that  be  might  be  called  into  Fed- 
eral service  when  the  Commander  In  Chief  thought  It  was 
necessary  to  preserve,  protect,  and  defend  the  interests  of 
this  country?    There  is  nothing  in  the  Constitution,  there 
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Is  nothing  in  the  law,  because  the  law  is  clear,  about  the 
power  of  the  Commander  in  Chief  over  the  National  Guard. 
I  want  to  re-echo  here  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth]  this  morning  in  defense 
oiJJa^  patriotism,  in  defense  of  the  reasoning,  in  defense  of 
^^e  desires  of  the  National  Guard  of  this  country,  that  they 
do  not  want  to  be  known  as  tin  soldiers  and  not  ready  to 
fight  when  their  time  comes.     [Applause.] 

In  recent  days  we  have  made  some  agreements  and  some 
commitments.  We  have  resolved  with  the  other  countries  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere  that  if  they  are  attacked  or  if  we 

'  are  attacked  our  interests  are  mutual.  Are  we  going  to  say 
within  less  than  2  weeks  after  the  conclusion  of  those  con- 
versations and  those  agreements  that  we  will  not  use  the 
soldiers  of  the  United  States  to  carry  out  what  we  have  agreed 
to?  Now  you  talk  about  the  Commander  in  Chief.  It  does 
'tict  make  any  difference  whether  you  love  or  hate  President 
Roosevelt ;  not  a  particle.  Any  President  of  the  United  States, 
TCith  Congress  in  session  or  not  in  session,  whether  you  pass 
this  bill  or  whether  you  do  not  pass  this  bill,  if  he  is  un- 
pattiotic  enough,  if  he  is  so  reckless  that  he  is  willing  to 
plunge  the  country  into  war,  he  can  do  it  whether  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  is  in  session  or  not. 

I  do  trust  that  this  amendment  is  overwhelmingly  and 
decisiveiy  defeated.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.     All  time  has  expired. 

The  questi#r%  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  ConneCTictiSt. 

The  quei^i^^^jKas  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Bilr.  Miller)  trrere  were — ayes  108.  noes  159. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  fort^rs. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair  appointed  as  tellers 
Mr.  May  and  Mr.  Mason. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the  tellers  reported  that 
there  were — ayes  110.  noes  210.  v       '^ 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Martin! 
has  pending  at  the  desk  an  amendment  which  is  similar  to 
that  which  was  just  voted  on.  Does  he  desire  to  withdraw  it? 
.  Mr.  MAIITIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  amendment  is 
similar  to  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  withdraw  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk. read,  as  follows: 

Bwc.  a  All  National  Guard.  Reserve,  and  retired  personnel  ordered 
Into  the  active  military  service  of  the  United  States  under  the  fore- 
going special  authority,  shall  from  the  dates  on  which  they  are 
respectively  required  by  such  order  to  report  for  duty  In  such  service. 
be  subject  to  the  respective  laws  and  regulations  relating  to  enlist- 
ments, reenllstments.  employment,  conduct,  rights,  and  privileges, 
and  discharge  of  such  personnel  in  such  service  to  the  same  extent 
_in  all  particulars  as  if  they  had  been  ordered  into  such  service  under 
existing  general  statutory  authorizations. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read,  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hinshaw:  On  page  2,  line  16,  strike 
out  the  period,  insert  a  colon  and  the  following:  "Provided.  That 
each  person  so  ordered  into  such  active  military  service  shaH  be 
physically  examined  under  such  regulations  as  the  President  may 
prescribe,  and  -nnless  declared  to  be  physically  fit  such  orders  shall 
be  rescinded  in  respect  to  such  person." 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  have  offered  this  amend- 
ment. It  may.  not  be  necessary.  If  it  is  not  necessary,  I 
shall  withdraw  it  at  the  completion  of  my  remarks. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  my  opinion  it  is  a  very  important  thing 
that  all  the.  members  of  the  National  Guard  and  the  Reserves 
shall  be  ade<iuately  examined  physically  before  they  are  in- 
ducted into  the  ^Federal  service.  I  say  this  l)ecause  I  have 
had  some  experience  in  this  connection,  for  in  my  district  is 
located  on&  of  the  very  large  veterans'  facilities  which  largely 
handles  tubercular  patients.  Had  many  of  the  men  in  this 
hospital  been  adequately  physically  examined  before  they 
went  into  the  service  of  the  United  States,  they  possibly  would 
not  now  he  in  the  facility  at  San  Fernando,  Calif. 


The  Veterans'  Administration  has  available  a  large  organi- 
zation, and  I  understand  it  may  be  intended  'to  use  this 
organization  in  the  examination  of  enrollees  in  this  service. 
They  should  all  have  a  fluoroscopic  examination  of  the  chest, 
and  they  should  be  given  other  examinations  before  they  are 
inducted  into  the  military  service. 

If  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May]  can  assure  me 
that  this  examination  will  be  given  to  all  persons  ii.  iucted 
into  the  Federal  military  service,  I  shall  be  pleased  to  with- 
draw my  amendment. 

Mr.  MAY.    The  only  assurance  I  can  give  the  gentleman 

is  to  state  that  it  is  already  the  law;  that  they  have  always 
done  it  and  will  continue  to,  in  my  judgment. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  knows 
that  during  the  World  War  a  great  many  men  were  taken 
into  the  Army  with  very  inadequate  physical  examination. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  wiU  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Did  I  undersUnd  the  gentleman  to  say 
that  the  Veterans'  Administration  facilities  were  to  be  used 
to  examine  these  enrollees? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  No.  I  meant  to  say  that  the  Veterans' 
Administration  facilities  could  be  made  available  through 
proper  arrangement  and  payment  for  the  services  for  use  in 
examining  these  transferees  to  the  Federal  military  service. 

Mr.  DONDERO.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Would  the  gentleman  be  in  favor  of  an 
amendment  which  would  require  the  physical  examination  of 
a  soldier  upon  his  discharge  and  before  he  went  back  into 
Civilian  life? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  think  that  Is  the  general  pracUce  now; 
but  I  am.  indeed,  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  FADDIS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Is  the  gentleman  aware  that  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  noise  being  made  throughout  the  country  now 
demanding  that  the  military  authorities  relax  the  physical 
requirements  before  enlisting  volunteers? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  have  not  heard  that,  but  it  may  be  true. 
I  have  heard  that  some  men  have  been  refused  because  they 
needed  a  little  dental  work  done  perhaps. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  That  is  one  of  the  cries  that  has  gone  up  by 
those  in  favor  of  the  volunteer  system. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  amendment  may  be  again  read  so  the  Members  may 
fully  understand  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  yield  for  that  pur- 
pose? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    I  yield  for  that  purpose.  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  Clerk  will  again 
read  the  amendment. 

There  was  no  objection.  '  " 

The  Clerk  aeain  read  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Mr.  Chairman,  wUl  the  gentleman  yield 
further? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  I  suggest  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee  that   the  amendment  might  well  be  accepted. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  thank  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
Is  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  willing  to  accept  the  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  MAY.  It  Is  just  an  enlargement  of  the  statute  now 
existing.  It  constitutes  surplusage,  because  it  is  the  law  now 
I  do  not  see  the  necessity  for  it. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  There  is  seme  doubt  as  to  the  functioning 
of  the  law.  I  know  that  I  am  in  doubt.  I  think  it  would 
be  highly  desirable  to  have  this  amendment  in  the  bill  It 
mjght  save  the  country  a  very  great  sum  of  money  in  the  long 
run.  and  also  save  sorrow  to  a  great  many  parents  and 
children  to  be  certain  that  the  enrollees  are  physically  fit 
before  they  are  mustered  into  the  Federal  service 
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Mr.  MAY.  It  Is  also  a  part  of  the  regulations  In  the  War 
Department  and  they  adhere  to  It  strictly  as  a  compliance 
with  existing  statutes.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  cannot  agree  to 
the  amendment  because  It  would  simply  muddle  up  the 
statutes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.    Will  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Section  111  of  the  National  Defense  Act 
provides  that  the  Congress  can  declare  a  national  emergency 
and  thereby  bring  about  the  calling  out  of  the  National  Guard. 
If  the  National  Guard  is  called  out  pursuant  to  that  section 
of  the  statute,  then  the  statute  does  provide  for  the  gi\'lng  of 
a  physical  examination.  Whether  or  not  the  calling  out  of 
the  guard  as  provided  in  this  bill  would  invoke  the  other 
provisions  of  the  statute  In  respect  to  physical  examination 
might  be  something  of  a  question. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  it  can  be  established  that 
this  matter  is  going  to  be  cared  for  under  existing  law,  per- 
haps in  the  course  of  a  conference  between  the  House  and 
Senate  the  amendment,  if  not  needed,  could  be  removed. 

Mr.  MAY.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  Section  115  of  the  National  Defense  Act  relating 
to  physical  examination  reads: 

Every  oflScer  and  enlisted  man  of  the  National  Guard  who  shall  be 
called  into  the  service  of  the  United  States  as  such  shall  be  exam- 
ined as  to  his  physical  fitness  under  such  regulations  as  the  President 
may  prescribe  without  further  comzulssion  or  enlistment. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  understand  that,  but  I  believe  that  is  in 
case  of  war.    I  therefore  ask  that  the  amendment  be  agreed  to. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  HinshawI. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  HINSHAW)  there  were — ayes  63,  noes  117. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment, 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dxkkstk:  Page  2,  line  16.  Insert  a  new 
■Qbsection  (b)  :  "Such  persona  called  Into  active  military  service 
under  this  act  shall  In  addition  to  any  other  pay  provided  by  law  be 
entitled  to  such  allowance  for  dependents  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
the  President." 

Mr.  MAY.    Will  the  gentleman  jrield  for  a  suggestion? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  If  the  gentleman's  amendment  applies  £iny- 
where  it  would  not  apply  to  this  section.  I  reserve  a  point 
of  order  against  the  amendment,  and  I  shall  not  insist  on  It. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  the  day  that  the  Com- 
msinder  in  Chief  of  oiu*  forces  puts  Into  effect  the  provisions 
of  this  act,  it  means  that  men  with  families  will  lay  down  their 
tools  in  various  places  in  Uje  country  and  come  to  the  call 
of  the  colors.  It  will  mean  that  lawyers,  doctors,  and  other 
professional  men  will  respond.  It  means'that  men  in  every 
walk  of  life  in  this  country  will  respond,  both  single  and 
married,  both  cnctmibered  with  dependents  and  unencum- 
bered. I  am  advised  by  the  War  Department  this  morning 
that  no  provision  is  made  for  dependents.  Two  suggestions  I 
think  will  presently  come  on  to  deal  with  that  situation.  One 
is  carried  in  the  bill,  which  preserves  the  right  of  any  man 
encumbered  with  dependents  to  prefer  a  request  and  receive 
a  discharge  from  the  service.  The  other  will  probably  be  a 
bill  to  protect  the  civil  liberties  of  those  who  are  enrolled  in 
the  service,  but  which  does  not  go  to  the  whole  question  of 
immediate  bread  and  butter  once  the  breadwinner  leaves  the 
family  fireside  to  become  a  ijart  of  the  armed  forces.  ^ 

Insofar  as  the  present  provision  of  the  bill  Is  concerned,  ly 
can  readily  see,  and  this  is  dictated  by  the  exiierience  of  the 
World  War,  that  there  will  be  many  men  with  families  who 
will  not  submit  a  request  to  be  discharged  from  the  service  be- 
cause of  the  fear  that  there  may  be  imputed  to  them  motives 
of  one  kind  or  another  that  they  are  not  necessarily  courage- 
ous or  patriotic,  and  I  faj^cy  we  ought  to  recognize  that  human 
equation. 


This  amendment  proposes  nothing  else  than  to  repose  In  the 
hands  of  the  President  entirely  the  authority  to  provide  for 
dependents  if  he  sees  fit.  He  may  do  so  if  he  wants  to.  The 
amendment  Is  not  mandatory  and  will  not  compel  him  to  do 
so.  However,  If  the  authority  Is  necessary  the  President  then 
by  rule  and  regulation  can  make  provision  for  the  dependents 
of  those  who  go  into  the  service.  It  is  no  departure  from  the 
practice  we  have  en^raged  In  before.  We  gave  the  President 
this  power  under  the  C.  C.  C.  Act.  We  have  given  the  Presi- 
dent equivalent  powers  with  reference^ to  pay  schedules  so  far 
as  the  Works  Progress  Administration  is  concerned.  So,  con- 
ferring this  authority  is  not  new,  and  since  no  provision  Is 
made  now  for  dependents  under  existing  law,  it  occurs  to  me 
that  the  Congress  can  well  adopt  this  amendment  and  make 
provision  so  that  there  wIU  be  a  proper  and  rightful  distinc- 
tion between  the  lad  who  is  single  and  whoUy  imencvunbered 
and  the  man  who  may  have  two,  three,  or  four  children  but 
who  for  one  reason  or  another  will  fail  to  make  a  personal  re- 
quest for  discharge  from  the  service. 

During  the  World  War  we  had  a  provision  suspending  the 
operation  of  foreclosiu'e  laws,  tax  liens,  and  so  forth,  which 
was  all  well  and  good,  and  it  should  be  done,  but  that  does  not 
pay  the  bills  incurred  by  a  soldier's  family  for  the  necessaries 
of  life,  so  this  bread-and-butter  provision  should  be  made  for 
those  who  have  dependents  and  who  will  not  claim  exemption 
and  seek  a  discharge  from  the  Army. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  During  the  World  War  we  had  the 
Allotment  Act  likewise,  where  the  soldier  sent  $15  home  to  his 
dependents  and  the  Federal  Government  provided  $15  like- 
wise. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  willing  to  trust  this  responsibility  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States.  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  adopted  whereby  provision  can  be  made  for  depend- 
ents, if  necessary. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  T^^e  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  am  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  SBcrrH  of  Ohio:  On  page  2,  line  13. 
after  "authorization",  strike  out  the  period,  insert  a  comma,  and 
the  following:  "Provided,  That  unless  and  until  CongresM  shall 
have  provided  revenue  by  taxation  and  sliall  have  authorized  and 
made  appropriations  therefor  the  provisions  of  this  section  and 
of  this  Joint  resolution  ahall  remain  inoperative." 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  reserve  a  point  of  order 
against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  this  is  a 
real  test  of  oiu-  patriotism.  We  are  voting  here  on  a  bill  that 
will  involve  the  expenditure  of  an  unknown  amount  of 
money.  The  amount  will  be  large  In  any  event,  but  we  are 
making  no  provision  whatever  for  the  payment  of  the  bill 
that  is  being  incurred  here.  If  It  Is  a  responsibility  of  the 
Congress  to  provide  this  measure,  I  believe  It  is  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Congress  to  provide  the  jneans  to  pay  the 
cost.  Who  Is  going  to  deny  this?  We  have  voted  all  these 
billions  of  dollars  for  defense  but  have  provided  only  a 
measly  little  $1,000,000,000  in  taxes  to  pay  the  bill.  It  seems 
to  me  it  certainly  is  as  much  our  responsibility  to  provide 
the  means  to  pay  the  cost  as  it  Is  to  provide  for  calling  the 
National  Guard  for  training  and  for  service. 

I  believe  if  we  want  to  meet  our  responsibility  now  In  this 
hour  we  should  step  up  and  provide  the  means  for  paying 
this  bill,  and  not  leave  the  payment  for  our  defense  to  our 
children  and  oiu:  grandchildren.     [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavej  |ell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  reserved 
a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment.  Does  the  gentle- 
man insist  on  his  point  of  order? 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
the  amendment  is  not  germane. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  wish  to 
be  heard  on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  understand 
enough  about  the  parliamentary  procedure  here  to  argue 
this  point,  but  I  do  believe  that  we  all  have  common  sense 
enough  to  know  that  whether  or  not  the  point  of  order  should 
be  sustained  we  ought  to  provide  the  means  to  pay  this  bill. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  should  like 
to  be  heard  briefly  on  the  point  of  order. 
;^The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Chair  will  hear  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  on  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  pro- 
vides for  the  strengthening  of  the  common  defense.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  real  danger  to  our  country  is  from  within 
and  is  the  threat  of  national  bankruptcy,  since  our  Federal 
Treasury  is  aknost  bankrupt,  I  believe  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  really  provides  for  the 
national  defense  in  a  far  more  effective  manner  than  the 
'balance  of  the  bin  which  it  is  proposed  to  be  amended. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Without  regard  to  the  merits  of  the 
.^amendment,  the  Chair  will  state  that  from  a,  parliamentary 

•  standpoint  the  amendment  undertakes  to  bring  in  unrelated 
matters  and  makes  the  effectiveness  of  the  joint  resolution 
determine  upon  the  happening  of  unrelated  contingencies. 
The  amendment  would  therefore  be  subject  to  the  point  of 
order,  and  the  Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Any  member  of  any  Reserve  component  of  the  land  or 
naval  forces  who  is  on  active  duty  or  who  may  be  assigned  to  active 
duty,  and  any  person  so  ordered  Into  the  active  milltarv  service  of 
the  United  States  who.  In  the  Judgment  of  those  In  authority  over 
him.  satisfactorily  completes  the  period  of  service  required  under 
this  joint  re.solution  shall  be  entitled  to  a  ccrtificite  to  that  effect 
upon  the  completion  of  such  period  of  service,  which  shaU  include 
a  record  of  any  special  proficiency  or  merit  attained. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  any  such  person  who  has  left  a  position  or  by 
reason  of  being  ordered  into  such  active  millury  service  Is  required 
to  leave  a  position,  other  than  a  temporary  position.  In  the  eni^loy 
of  any  employer  and  who  (1)  receives  such  certificate  of  satislac- 
tory  service.  (2)  Is  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such 
-position,  and  (3)  makes  application  for  reemplojrmeiit  within  40 
days- after  he  Is  relieved  from  such  service — 

(A>  If  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  the  United  States 
Government.  Its  Territories  or  possessions,  or  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia., such  person  shrill  be  restored  to  such  position  or  to  a 
position  of  like  status  and  pay; 

(B)  If  sxich. position  was  in  the  employ  of  a  private  employer, 
such  employer  shall  restore  such  person  to  such  position  or  to  a 
position  of  like  status  and  pay  unless  the  employers  circumstances 
have  so  changed  as  to  make  It  Impossible  or  unreasonable  to  do  so; 

(C)  If  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  any  State  or  political 
subdivision  thereof  it  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  sense  of  the 
Contrress  that  such  person  should  be  restored  to  such  position  or 
to  a  position  of  like  status  and  pay. 

*  (c)  Any  person  who  Is  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  paragraphs  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  shall  be 
so  restored  withput  loss  of  seniority.  Insurance,  participation  or 
benefits,  or  otJker  benefits,  and  such  person  shall  not  be  discharged 
from  such  position  without  cause  within  1  year  after  such  restora- 
tion. 

(d>  The  failure  or  refusal  of  any  private  employer  to  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  or  with  the  pro- 
pulsions of  subsection  (c)  shall  be  an  unfair  labor  practice  within 
the  meaning  of  and  for  all   the  purposes  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act. 

re>  In  any  case  in  which  no  remedy  is  available  under  the  Na- 
tional Labor  Relations  Act  to  require  compliance  by  any  private 
employer  with  the  provisions  of  this  section,  the  district  court  of 
the  United  States  for  the  district  in  which  such  employer  maintains 
a  place  of  business  shall  have  power,  upon  the  filing  of  a  motion, ; 
petition,  or  other  appropriate  pleading  by  the  person  entitled  to  the 
benefits  of  such  provisions,  to  specifically  require  such  employer  to 
comply  with  such  provisions.  The  court  shall  order  a  speedy  hear- 
ing in  such  case  and  shall  advance  it  on  the  calendar. 

(f)  Any  member  of  the  National  Guard  may  resign  his  status 
within  20  days  after  ordered  into  the  active  military  service  of  the 
United  States  if  at  such  time  he  has  dependent  upon  him  a  wife  or 
child  or  both,  and  has  no  means  with  which  to  support  such 
dependent  or  dependents  except  the  wages  or  salary  he  can  earn. 

With  the  following  committee  amendment: 

Page  3.  line  4,  after  "jKisitlon",  Insert  "held  less  than  1  year." 
The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  a  number  of  clarifying 
amendments  that  merely  improve  the  text  of  the  bilL    They^ 


relJite  to  section  3  and  part  of  section  4.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  they  be  considered  at  this  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  asks 
unanimous  consent  to  offer  at  this  point  in  the  bill  certain 
clarifying  amendments,  which  the  Clerk  will  report  for  the 
information  of  the  Committee: 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  2.  line  19,  before  the  comma,  insert  "and  who.  In  the 

Judgment  of  those  In  authority  over  him.  satisfactorily  completes 

such  active  duty." 

On  page  2.  line  23,  before  "shall".  Insert  a  coSima. 

On  page  2.  line  24.  before  "such".  Insert  "such  active  duty  or." 

On  page  3,  beginning  with  "has"  In  Unej.!,  strike  out  through 

"leave"  In  line  a  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:    ".  in 

order   to   perform   such   active   duty   or  such   service,   has   left,  or 

leaves." 
On  page  3,  lines  5  and  6.  strike  out  "of  satisfactory  service." 
On  page  3,  line  9.  before  "service",  insert  "active  duty  or." 
On  page  4,  line  14.  strike  out.  "The"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 

"In  case  any  private  employer  falls  or  refuses  to  comply  with  the 

provisions  of  svibsection  (b),  the." 
On  page  4.  line  20,  after  "in",  strike  out  "and"  and  Insert  "any." 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con- 
sideration of  the  amendments  just  read? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  remaining 
committee  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  3.  in  line  13.  after  "like".  Insert  "seniority." 

On  page  3.  in  line  17,  after  "like",  insert  "seniority." 

On  page  3,  in  line  23.  after  "like",  insert  "seniority." 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  committee  amendments  be  modified  by  Inserting  In  each 
amendment  after  the  word  "seniority"  a  comma. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  BONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserving  the  right  to 
object,  on  page  3,  in  subsection  (C)  of  subsection  (b)  of  sec- 
tion 3,  it  is  provided  "if  such  position  was  in  the  employ 
of  any  State  or  political  subdivision  thereof."  Suppose  that 
applies  to  an  elective  office  and  his  term  has  expired  and  his 
successor  has  been  elected  to  fill  the  position,  does  the  gentle- 
man mean  by  this  section  to  disqualify  the  man  who  is 
holding  the  office  when  the  veteran  returns? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  bill  would  not  apply  to  the  man  who  was 
not  in  office  at  the  time  it  was  enacted. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  But  suppose  the  veteran  is  the  village 
clerk  of  your  home  city  and  he  is  called  into  the  service  and 
subsequently  his  successor  is  elected  at  the  next  election  and 
then  the  veteran  returns.  Will  the  man  who  has  been  elected 
be  disqualified  from  holding  the  office  any  longer? 

Mr.  MAY.  Undoubtedly  the  gentleman  knows  that  neither 
the  bill  nor  the  Congress  can  do  anything  at  all  about  elections 
held  imder  State  laws  that  come  at  a  regular  time  as  provided 
by  the  constitutions  of  the  various  States.  The  man  who  has 
been  elected  to  the  office  in  the  absence  of  the  other  man 
would  certainly  have  title  to  the  office. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  The  reason  I  raised  the  question  as  to 
that  subsection  is  because  it  applies  to  every  political  sub- 
division in  the  country. 

Mr.  FADDIS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  This  provision  only  sets  forth  that  it  is  the 
sense  of  the  Congress  that  they  shall  be  restored  to  State 
offices.  We  have  no  jurisdiction  over  the  State  offices, 
whether  they  are  elective  or  appointive.  We  can  only  signify 
that  we  would  like  to  have  this  done  as  a  matter  of  policy 
and  it  would  apply  to  an  elective  office  the  same  as  any  other 
office  because  we  have  no  jurisdiction  over  either  one. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  An  elective  officer  certainly  could  not 
vacate  or  yield  the  office. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  That  is  true;  and  I  will  submit  to  the  gentle- 
man that  that  is  as  far  as  the  Congress  can  go  in  asking  the 
State  to  do  it  if  the  State  can  do  so. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  May  J? 

There  was  no  objection.  - 
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The  committee  amendments  were  agreed  to. 
The  CHAIRMAN.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  remaining 
committee  amendments. 
Tlie  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  3,  line  26,  strike  out  all  of  Une  25.  and  on  page  4  strike 
out  down  to  and  Includiiig  line  13  and  Insert  "(c)  The." 

•nie  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  4.  In  hne  15.  after  the  word  "such".  Insert  the  word 
"private." 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to.        ~-~- 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  4.  strike  out  the  paragraph  beginning  in  line  22,  down 
through  line  2  on  page  5  and  insert: 

"(d)  Any  member  of  any  Reserve  component  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  who  has  any  person  or  persons  dependent  solely  upon 
Ixlm  for  support  and  who  has  no  other  means  of  suppKjrt  except  the 
wages  or  salary  he  can  earn  shaU  be  discharged  upon  his  own 
request  made  within  20  days  of  the  date  of  his  entry  Into  the 
active  military  service  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.   Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment 
to  the  committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Blr.  Vorts  of  Ohio  to  the  committee 
amendment;  On  page  5,  line  4,  after  the  words  "United  States", 
strike  out  the  remainder  of  Une  4.  and  sU  of  lines  6  and  6,  and  In 
line  8,  strike  out  the  word  "entry"  and  insert  the  words  "being 
ordered",  so  that  the  paragraph  will  read: 

"(d)  Any  member  of  any  Reserve  component  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  discharged  upon  his  own  request  made  within 
ao  days  of  the  date  of  his  t>elng  ordered  into  the  active  military 
aervice  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  substantially  this 
same  amendment  lost  in  the  other  body  by  11  votes.  A  similar 
amendment  has  been  introduced  by  the  committee.  The 
committee  amendment  permits  a  guardsman  to  be  discharged 
upon  his  own  request  solely  upon  grounds  that  he  has  de- 
pendents who  are  supported  by  his  earnings.  Under  the 
proposed  draft  law  exemptions  and  deferments  are  far  more 
lit)eral.  General  Marshall  has  said  that  the  calling  of  the 
guard  will  be  carried  out  in  the  spirit  of  the  draft  law.  There- 
fore we  may  exjject  the  exemptions  to  be  far  more  liberal  than 
the  sole  exemption  provided  here  in  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.  Will  the  gentleman  be  good  enough  to 
tell  me  what  type  of  officer  he  has  in  mind  that  might  wish 
to  be  discharged  from  the  service  who  would  not  legitimately 
be  covered  by  the  provision  now  under  consideration? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  An  officer  might  come  within  one  of 
the  classes  of  deferment  in  the  draft  law.  He  might  have 
financial  responsibilities.  He  might  feel  that  he  was  impor- 
tant to  the  national  defense  in  his  business,  or  there  may  be 
many  other  reasons  which  would  constitute  gctod  groimd  for 
exeiQption. 

The  difference  between  the  committee  amendment  and  my 
amendment  is  this. 

The  committee  amendment  lets  the  Army  decide  whether 
a  citizen  soldier  will  be  a  Regular  in  peacetime  or  not.  My 
amendment  lets  the  citizen  soldier  decide,  or  the  guardsman 
decide,  whether  he  is  to  be  a  Regular  in  peacetime  or  not, 

Mr.  MAY  rose. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  refuse  to  yield  further  until  I  am 
through  with  my  statement. 

The  number  involved  will  be  very  few  if  the  Army  has 
given  us  the  true  facts.    General  Williams  says: 

Ninety-eight  percent  of  them.  I  would  say,  are  anxiotis  to  get  the 
training  which  they  feel  they  should  have  in  view  of  the  present 
condition  of  world  affairs. 

General  Reckord,  of  the  National  Guard  Association,  says: 

The  National  Ouard  •  •  •  has  g^ne  on  record  ofllcially  in 
favor  of  some  such  legislation  as  this. 

According  to  the  testimony  of  General  Williams,  about  3 
percent  of  the  guard  should  be  eliminated  because  of  depend- 
ency or  some  other  good  reasons.    Apparently  more  are  will- 


ing to  go  than  the  Army  thinks  it  should  take.  One  hundred 
and  twenty-five  Reserve  officers  are  enough  for  an  army  of 
over  2,000,000  men;  certainly  enough  of  them  will  be  willing 
to  go  without  forcing  any  of  them  to  go. 

So  we  can  get  the  men  we  need  under  this  resolution  with- 
out drafting  them.  The  question  Is  whether  we  are  going  to 
force  a  man  who  thought  he  was  a  peacetime  reservist  and 
a  wartime  soldier  to  become  a  peacetime  Regular  without 
his  consent.  Of  course,  an  argument  can  be  made  that  the 
Federal  oath  he  took  justifies  changing  the  law.  I  voted,  al- 
though reluctantly,  for  the  amendment  a  few  moments  ago, 
wrhich  would  make  no  distinction  between  the  Regulars  and 
the  guardsmen,  because  it  is  apparent  the  Army  Is  putting  the 
guardsmen  in  among  the  Regulars.  The  practical  question  is, 
however,  is  a  man  going  to  be  forced  to  be  a  Regular  without 
his  consent,  when  the  Army  does  not  need  him. 

Let  us  remember  we  are  not  talking  about  universal  com- 
pulsory wartime  conscription.  We  are  talking  about  minority 
peacetime  conscription.  We  are  not  sashing,  "I  am  so  patri- 
otic that  I  think  that  all  should  go."  We  are  saying,  "I  am 
so  patriotic  that  I  think  we  should  force  the  minority  to  go 
whether  they  want  to  or  not."  Let  us  also  remember  that 
we  are  not  talking  about  traltilng.  The  bill  calls  It  active 
military  service,  and  that  means  the  possibility  of  fighting 
and  getting  killed  without  any  congi*esslonal  declaration  of 
war.  We  sent  our  forces  to  Tripoli,  to  Mexico,  to  China,  and 
to  Nicaragua  in  peacetime,  to  fight  and  die,  without  a  decla- 
ration of  war. 

Force  is  quicker,  more  convenient  than  persuasion.  Draft- 
ing is  easier  for  the  Army  than  getting  volimteers.  Dictator- 
ship works  faster  than  democracy,  but  our  faith  is  that  the 
slower,  harder  way  for  the  Government  is  best  for  the  citizen, 
that  imtll  peril  requires  compulsory  service  for  all  In  equal 
circumstances  and  ability,  convenience  should  not  require 
compulsory  service  for  a  minority.  We  can  get  a  sufficient 
number  of  the  guard  without  drafting  them.  Let  us  not  use 
force  on  anyone  yet,  just  for  the  sake  of  using  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of^the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
has  expired. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment.  Here  is  another  attempt  to  differentiate  be- 
tween the  National  Guard  and  the  Regular  Army.  As  has 
been  carefully  explained  to  the  Members  of  the  Committee  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr.  WadsworthI,  every  at- 
tempt has  been  made  since  1920  to  weld  the  National  Guard, 
the  Organized  Reserves,  and  the  Officers'  Reserve  Corps,  and 
the  Regular  Army  into  one  United  States  Army.  TTiose  who 
enlist  in  the  National  Guard  or  the  members  of  the  Officers* 
Reserve  Corps  or  the  members  of  the  Organized  Reserves  all 
take  the  same  oath.  They  are  all  part  of  the  Army.  Provi- 
sion has  been  made  in  this  legislation  to  allow  those  who  have 
dependents  to  get  out.  The  men  in  there  who  do  not  have 
dependents  and  have  gone  along  in  peacetime  accepting  the 
pay  that  has  been  given  them  throughout  the  years  have  been 
a  part  of  the  National  Guard.  They  are  being  counted  upon 
today  as  part  of  the  defense  forces  of  this  Nation.  I  submit 
to  the  Members  of  this  Committee  that  this  amendment 
should  be  defeated,  as  it  is  nothing  more  than  another  attempt 
to  differentiate  between  the  various  components  of  the  United 
States  Army. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman 
yield?  ^ 

Mr.  FADDIS.    Yes. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  To  put  it  briefly,  could  it  not  be 
said  of  the  amendment  that  it  would  authorize  the  National 
Guard  to  disband  Itself. 

Mr.  FADDIS.    That  is  exactly  true. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  But  the  gentleman  will  concede  that 
the  National  Guard  under  the  national -defense  law.  enlisted 
under  the  oath  that  requires  peacetime  service  to  their 
State,  and  they  are  a  part  of  the  State  government  as  Gen- 
eral Williams  said,  a  wartime  service  to  their  coimtry.  Is 
not  that  true? 

Mr.  FADDIS.  I  concede  nothing  of  the  kind.  When  they 
enlisted  in  the  National  Ouard  they  took  an  oath  the  same 
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^^asutb^SftSljifrer  In  the  Regular  Army  and  expected  to  do  any 
diifj^Wt^y  were  called  upon  to  do.  The  gentleman  Is  mistaken 
about  the  status  of  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Under  the  law  as  it  stood  at  that 
time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  expired. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  5  minutes  which  I  have  to  support 
this  amendment,  I  \\'ish  to  read  an  editorial  appearing  in  .the 
Milwaukee  Journal  of  August  8,  1940.  entitled  "Be  Fair  to 
the  Guard." 

The  Milwaukee  Journal  is  one  of  the  largest  daily  news- 
papers in  the  mid-West,  and  in  the  past  no  newspaper  has 
generally  supported  President  Roosevelt  ahd  his  New  Deal 
more  faithfully  than  the  Milwaukee  Journal. 

This  Is  what  the  Milwaukee  Journal  editorially  says  with 
reference  to  the  subject  matter  of  the  pending  amendment: 
IFrpm  the  Milwaukee  Journal  of  August  8,  1940) 

BE  FAIR  TO  THE  GUARD 

In  all  fairness,  enlisted  members  of  the  National  Guard  should  be 
allowed  an  cpportunlty  to  resign  if  and  when  the  guard  is  called 
into  active  service  anu  incorporated  into  the  Army. 

The  proposal  is  to  change  the  status  of  the  guard  very  materially. 
Guardsmen  are  to  be  absent  from  their  homes  continuously  for 
a  year.  They  will  no  longer  be  able  to  pursue  their  vocations. 
And  If  the  long-time  plans  of  Army  officials  are  carried  out.  the 
guardsmen  may  be  entering  upon  a  military  career  of  some  years. 
For  the  idea  is  first  to  train  them  thoroughly  and  use  them  to  train 
yoxmg  men  called  under  the  compulsory-service  plan. 

This  Is  over  and  beyond  the  conditions  under  which  the  guards- 
men enlisted.  They  always  knew  that  they  could  be  called  into 
the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  If  war  came.  But  they  did 
not  agree  to  give  up  their  incomes,  disrupt  their  businesses,  in 
Instances,  and  separate  themselves  entirely  from  their  families  in 
peacetime — In  other  words,  to  bear  a  greatly  enlarged  sh^e  of  the 
burden  of  defense  preparations  in  peacetime. 

We  are  for  the  bill  to  put  the  guard  into  training.     We  believe 

-  that  this  Is  necessary  as  the  next  step  in  defense.     But  this  country 

'    can  do  it  fairly.     It  does  not  need  to  work  Injustice  or  hardship  on 

any  group  of  citizens.    The   amendment  giving   guardsmen   their 

chelce  shquid  have  been  incorporated  into  the  bill  when  the  Senate 

passed   it.     Since  that  was  not  done,  the  House  should  make  the 

^  correction. 

The  situation  that  has  developed  Isjtist  one  more  Indication  of  the 
maladjustments  that  come  from  the  voluntary  enlistment  system, 
since  you  have  to  carry  that  system  out  on  a  hit  or  miss  basis. 
These  guardsmen  already  have  given  more  than  other  classes  of 
citizens.  They  have  given  of  their  time  and  are  at  least  partially 
trained.  The  question  of  their  home  responsibilities  was  not  con- 
sidered— it  was  not  a  factor  In  their  enlistment.  Now.  suddenly,  the 
guardsmen  are  to  be  asked  to  do  a  great  deal  more  and  the  problem 
of  respcnslbllitles  does  come  up. 

If  we  do  be  fair  to  them,  giving  them  an  opportunity  to  resign, 
and  if  large  numbers  of  them  avail  themselves  of  the  chance,  then 
the  problem  of  filling  the  vacancies  will  be  to  the  foreground.  What 
about  that?  Are  we  to  let  It  be  done  In  a  haphazard  way  cnce 
more?  If  the  enlistments  do  not  come  in.  are  we  to  go  ahead  with 
half  a  guard?  Or  are  we  to  get  Into  the  guard  men  who  do  not 
have  these  responsibilities  of  homes? 

It  all  comes  back  to  the  question  that  is  at  the  very  heart  of  the 
movement  to  create  a  compulsory  selective  plan.  The  way  to  train 
.the  manpower  of  this  Nation,  and  do  It  fairly.  Is  to  have  universal 
enrollment  and  then  select  men  according  to  their  responsibilities 
and  place  them  according  to  their  abilities.  If  they  should  go  into 
the  forces  for  active  combat  training,  put  them  there.  If  they 
should  be  In  the  home- defense  forces,  assign  them  to  these  forces. 
II  they  fit  better  Into  behind-the-llne  service  units,  assign  them  to 
these  places. 
That  is  democratic,  fair,  and  practical. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  editorial  published  in  the  Milwaukee 
Journal,  which,  for  the  past  7  years,  has  generally  supported 
President  Roosevelt  and  his  New  Deal,  contains  sufiBcient 
reasons  to  justify  the  adoption  of  the  pending  amendment.  I 
ask  for  your  careful  consideration  of  those  reasons  and  your 
support  of  the  pending  motion.    [Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  since  this  matter  has  been  under  considera- 
tion I  have  tried  to  give  some  study  and  consideration  to  what 
might  have  been  contemplated  by  a  National  Guard  man  when 
he  enlisted  in  the  guard.  I  sought  some  information  on  that 
proposition  in  the  debate  yesterday.    Now,  without  regard 
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to  what  can  be  done  as  a  cold-blooded  legal  proposition,  in 
my  opinion  there  is  an  element  of  good  faith  that  ought  to 
be  considered  before  we  enact  this  legislation. 

In  the  first  place,  the  National  Defense  Act  provides  that 
the  members  of  the  National  Guard  shall  not  be  in  the  active 
service  of  the  United  States  except  when  ordered  thereto  in 
accordance  with  the  law.  Now,  that  means  in  accordance 
with  the  law  in  existence  at  the  time  they  enlisted. 

There  has  been  a  lot  pf  talk  about  the  oath  that  the  Na- 
tional Guard  men  take.  That  oath  reads  in  part  in  these 
words: 

I,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  hereby  acknowledge  to  have 
voluntarily  enlisted  •  •  •  under  the  conditions  prescribed  by 
law. 

Now.  what  are  the  conditions  prescribed  by  law  for  the 
calling  into  the  national  service  of  the  United  States  men 
who  enlisted  in  the  National  Guard?  They  are  when  the 
Congress  shall  have  declared  a  national  emergency  and  shall 
have  authorized  the  use  of  armed  land  forces  of  the  United 
States  for  any  purpose  requiring  the  use  of  troops  in  excess  of 
those  of  the  Regular  Army.  Those  are  the  conditions  upon 
which  a  member  of  the  guard  can  be  called  into  Federal  serv- 
ice under  existing  law. 

This  act  is  not  in  compliance  with  that  statute  that  existed 
when  pfesent  guardsmen  joined  the  guard. 

Now.  it  has  been  said  in  debate,  it  was  said  yesterday,  that 
this  statute  does  not  undertake  to  declare  that  emergency, 
but  seeks  to  do  the  thing  that  would  be  done  if  an  emergency 
were  declared,  which  leads  me  to  this  inquiry:  If  we  feel 
that  the  National  Guard  should  be  called  out.  then  is  It 
within  the  province  of  the  United  States  Congress  to  avoid 
its  responsibility  to  find  that  the  conditions  exist,  contem- 
plated and  written  into  the  law  at  the  time  these  people  en- 
listed in  the  guard,  or  shall  we  change  the  rules  after  they 
have  enlisted,  and  call  them  into  service. 

Mr.  ANDREWS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.    I  refuse  to  yield.    I  only  have  5  minutes. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  another  distinction  to  you.  The 
statute  that  existed  at  the  time  every  present  guardsman 
enlisted  provided  that  he  should  be  called  into  service  if  he 
were  called  out  under  this  provision  of  the  statute  for  the 
period  of  the  emergency  or  the  war.  Where  can  you  find 
in  here  anything  to  justify  the  arbitrary  fixing  of  a  year  as 
the  time  for  which  he  should  be  called  out?  I  refer  you  to 
section  92  of  the  Defense  Act.  which  provides  for  the  training 
of  the  National  Guard.  Therein  It  is  recognized  that  the 
guardsmen  shall  be  trained  48  times  a  year.  15  days  a  year, 
in  a  camp  in  the  field.    That  is  what  was  contemplated. 

I  am  moved  to  support  this  amendment  because  I  know 
that  many  members  of  the  guard  enlisted  in  contemplation 
of  that  statut^  They  did  not  expect  that  they  would  be 
called  into  active  service  of  the  United  States  to  supplement 
the  Regular  Army  in  peacetime. 

The  argument  has  been  made  that  we  are  again  trying 
to  draw  a  distinction  between  the  Regular  Army  and  the 
National  Guard-  Those  arguments  apply  to  the  compara- 
tive status  of  the  guardsman  and  the  Regular  after  they 
are  in  the  service.  Here  we  are  called  upon  to  determine 
what  shall  be  the  situation  under  which  the  guardsman  is 
called  out  and,  in  effect,  put  into  the  Regular  Army  of  the 
United  States  in  peacetime  for  1  year. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vorys], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  VoRYs  of  Ohio)  there  were  ayes  68  and  noes  122. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  report  a  committee 
amendment  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendnaciit  offered  by  Mr.  Mat  to  the  committee  amendment: 
On  page  5.  line  3.  after  the  word  "of.  strike  out  "any  Reserve 
^ponent"   and  Insert  "the  National   Guard   and   the  Organized 


The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

"nie  committee  amendment  was  agreed  to, 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  a  question. 

I  do  not  find  any  provision  in  the  bill  which  has  to  do  with 
protecting  National  Guard  men  who  have  contracted  debts. 
What  is  going  to  happen  to  his  equities  when  he  goes  into 
service?    Has  the  conunittee  any  plan  to  meet  that  problem? 

Mr.  MAY.  Section  4  provides  that  all  of  the  benefits  ac- 
corded by  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  March  8.  1918,  are  hereby 
extended  to  the  National  Guard.  In  addition  to  that,  I  may 
say  to  the  gentleman  from  California,  that  when  we  found 
that  even  this  might  not  be  sufficient  to  protect  in  all  cases, 
the  War  E)epartment  submitted  to  the  committee,  and  the 
committee  is  holding  hearings  on  it,  a  rather  extended  bill  to 
enlarge  the  protection  of  the  individual  in  such  cases. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  What  happens  to  a  man  who 
is  buying  a  home,  for  example,  who  is  called  into  service  under 
these  circumstances? 

Mr.  MAY.  If  he  is  buying  a  home,  but  it  has  not  been  paid 
for,  under  the  Civil  Rights  Act  the  court  will  protect  his 
interests  while  he  is  in  the  service,  even  to  the  extent  that  a 
tenant  is  protected  from  being  ousted. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  And  the  gentleman  can  as- 
sure us  that  his  committee  is  going  to  bring  in  legislation 
that  will  take  care  of  this  situation  completely? 

Mr.  MAY.  We  have  held  part  of  the  hearings  but,  due 
to  pressure  of  business,  we  could  not  complete  them.  We 
Intend  to  complete  them  as  soon  as  we  can. 

By  unanimous  consent  the  pro  forma^ramendment  was 
withdrawn.  ^ 

Mr.  MILLER.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Millsi:  On  page  2,  after  line  25.  in- 
sert a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

"(b)  All  persons  called  Into  service  under  the  provisions  of  this 
*ct  shall  be  given  a  statement  showing  any  physical  defect  noted. 
Upon  completing  his  service  he  shall  again  be  given  a  physical 
examination.  When  discharged  each  person  sliall  be  given  a  med- 
ical certificate  shovrtng  any  injuries.  Illnesses,  or  disabilities  suffered 
by  hjUn  while  in  service." 

Mb.  miller.  Mr,  Chairman,  I  think  the  amendment  is 
clear.  I  know  there  is  not  a  Member  of  the  House  but  who 
has  had  to  deal  with  veterans'  claims  during  the  time  he  has 
served  in  the  Congress.  Many  times  a  claimant  has  come  in 
and  said  he  was  hospitalized  on  such  and  such  a  date  at  such 
and  such  a  place  but  a  search  of  The  Adjutant  General's  rec- 
ords fails  to  show  he  received  treatment  at  that  time  or  in 
some  cases  at  any  time. 

All  this  amendment  does  Is  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
existing  law  that  the  man  be  given  an  examination,  and  if  It 
is  fotmd  he  has  any  defect  those  defects  are  to  be  made 
known  to  the  person  and  noted  on  the  record.  In  other  words 
if  he  is  taken  in  with  second-degree  fla^oot  he  will  know  it, 
and  if  there  is  an  aggravation  of  that  condition  as  a  result 
of  service  it  will  be  a  matter  of  record  both  with  the  Govern- 
ment and  with  the  soldier. 

The  last  half  of  the  amendment  provides  that  the  man 
upon  being  mustered  out  of  service  shall  receive  a  statement 
along  with  his  discharge  showing  any  dates  he  might  have 
been  hospltsdized;  disabilities  for  which  he  was  treated,  and 
so  forth.  The  only  difference  between  this  amendment  and 
present  law  is  that  the  information  Is  not  only  made  a  matter 
of  record  in  The  Adjutant  General's  office,  but  is  also  given 
to  the  soldier.  Thus,  if  a  few  years  later  a  claim  arises,  al- 
legedly growing  out  of  disability  incurred  in  the  performance 
of  military  duty,  there  will  be  duplicate  records,  and  we  shall 
not  have  ri  rejietition  of  many  of  the  conditions  over  which 
we  have  worried  so  long  since  the  last  war. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  think  the  gentleman's  amendment  is  a 
splendid  one.  It  goes  farther  than  the  one  I  had  in  mind  a 
few  moments  ago  which  was  defeated.    I  think  it  is  one  thing 
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that  Is  very  necessary  In  avoiding  unnecessary  expense  as  a 
result  of  the  defense  program. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Had  this  plan  been  in  effect  during  the 
World  War  we  would  not  have  thousands  of  World  War  vet- 
erans today  trying  to  establish  their  claims  through  support- 
ing affidavits  from  their  buddies. 

Mr.  MILLER.  The  gentleman  is  correct.  While  the  pres- 
ent law  requires  that  a  man's  disabilities  be  noted  when  he 
Is  discharged.  It  does  not  appear  In  sufficient  detail  to  prove 
the  case. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  is  wholly  unnecessary.  The 
law  now  provides  for  exactly  what  the  amendment  intends, 
and  this  is  admitted  by  the  gentleman  in  his  statement.  In 
addition  to  that,  every  Member  of  this  House  who  has  had  any 
experience — and  all  of  us  have — on  matters  of  this  kind 
knows  that  every  disability  a  man  has,  not  only  goes  in  his 
medical  record  but  also  on  his  service  certificate  or  discharge 
certificate. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Mr.  Chairman.  wiU  the  genUeman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  May]  that  the  Army,  Navy,,  and  Marine  Corps 
arie  all  required  at  the  present  time  to  note  on  every  dis- 
charge any  disability,  treatment,  or  hospitalization  credited 
a  man  in  the  service,  but  one  must  recognize  sometimes  the 
responsible  persons  fail  to  show  this  information  on  the  dis- 
charge given  the  man  when  his  enlistment  expires  or  he  Is 
released  from  the  service.  The  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller]  simply  orders  the 
Army.  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  furnish  the  person  affected 
by  the  bill  before  us  a  certificate  showing  his  physical  ccmdl- 
tlon  at  time  of  enlistment  as  well  as  discharge,  also  during 
his  period  in  service. 

Mr.  "h&KiL.  It  Is  always  shown  In  the  man's  medical  record 
that  is  kept  in  The  Adjutant  General's  office.  The  only  thing 
the  Department  has  done  in  the  past  is  to  make  a  note  of  the 
disabilities  and  to  refer  to  the  man's  medical  record. 

Undoubtedly  whatever  is  shown  by  the  examination  is  made 
of  record,  both  when  he  is  received  and  when  he  Is  discharged. 
The  regulations  adequately  cover  the  situation. 

Mr.  MILLER.    WiU  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAY.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MILLER.  If  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs  will  come  to  my  office,  I  will  show  him  a  dozen 
cases  where  the  soldier  has  claimed  he  was  hospitalized  and 
where  later  on  he  proved  he  was  hospitalized,  yet  there  was 
nothing  of  record. 

Mr.  MAY.  There  are  thousands  of  claims  in  this  country 
and  if  they  were  all  allowed  it  would  bankrupt  the  country. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  supix)se  there  is  any  Member  of 
the  House  who  has  not  handled  literally  thousands  of  vet- 
erans' claims.  I  also  believe  that  scarcely  a  Member  of  the 
House  would  rise  today  and  say  that  the  War  Department  has 
always  given  complete  information  as  to  a  man's  Injuries. 
I  happen  to  know  of  the  case  of  a  man  who  lost  both  legs  In 
the  service  of  his  country,  yet  the  information  that  came 
from  the  War  Department  was  that  the  man  had  not  been 
injured  at  all.  Of  course,  the  information  was  in  error,  but, 
nevertheless,  that  was  what  the  information  was.  I  have  gone 
back  to  the  War  Department  and  to  the  Adjutant  General's 
office  time  and  time  again  for  records  of  disabled  men.  I  have 
gone  back  in  some  cases  several  times  and  sometimes  on  the 
last  request  I  have  received  the  information.  The  Members 
ought  to  know  that  today  the  War  Department  has  records 
that  have  never  been  assembled,  which  Is  one  reason  we  do 
not  receive  full  and  complete  Information  at  times.  Surely 
we  cannot  deny  the  veterans  this  information.  Do  the 
Members  realize  also  that  hours  and  hours  of  labor  will  be 
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saved  In  going  tlirough  flies  at  the  Navy  and  War  Depart- 
ments and  thousands  of  dollars  saved  ih  work  there  and 
at  the  Veterans'  Administration. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Will  the  gentlewoman 
yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Wisconsin,  a  veteran  himself,  who 
has  done  so  much  for  the  veterans. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  I  have  a  disabled  veterans' 
home  and  hospital  in  my  district  and  I  have  personally  studied 
many  thousands  of  their  compensation  cases. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  know  the  gentleman 
has.    He  has  done  fine  work  for  them  also. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  The  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky IMr.  MayI  stated  that  a  veteran's  medical  record  ap- 
pears on  his  discharge.  That  is  not  a  true  statement  of  fact. 
In  fact,  some  of  these  medical  records  take  a  whole  page  and 
more  and  there  is  not  any  blank  sections  on  the  discharge 
to  include  one-half  of  1  percent  of  some  of  the  medical 
records. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  realize  that  is  true. 
It  also  does  not  Include  the  clinical  records  and  I  would  like 
to  have  the  clinical  report  included. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  a  veteran  who  was 
national  commander  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  a  great 
authority  on  veterans'  affairs,  and  a  great  fighter  in  their 
behalf.  ■ 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that  since  the  guard  may 
be  ordered  into  South  America  and  something  may  happen, 
the  troops  may  be  100  or  200  miles  away  from  the  head- 
quarters company  where  the  record  is  located,  a  man  up  in 
the  front  lines  may  be  disabled  in  some  way  and  no  informa- 
tion brought  back  to  the  headquarters  company  and  noted 
on  his  record? 

"MrS;  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  That  is  true.  Also  men 
may  develop  tropical  fever.  Often  a  record  of  these  tropical 
fevers  has  not  been  made.  Many  men  today  should  receive 
compensation  but  cannot  get  it  because  their  medical  records 
are  not  complete.  I  know  everyone  who  has  gone  into  the 
matter  admits  that  that  is  true.  I  hope  the  pending  amend- 
ment will  be  agreed  to. 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  say  to  the  members  of  the  committee 
that  this  amendment  is  entirely  superfluous.  When  a  man 
receives  an  injury  in  the  service  at  the  present  time — and  this 
was  true  during  the  World  War — it  is  made  a  matter  of 
record  on  the  morning  report  of  that  company,  it  is  made 
a  matter  of  record  on  the  hospital  report  of  the  hospital  he 
Is  sent  to,  and  when  he  is  discharged  it  is  made  a  matter  of 
record  on  his  service  record  and  also  a  matter  of  record  on 
his  discharge.  If  it  is  a  woimd  received  in  action,  he  receives 
a  wound  certiflcate. 

This  is  simply  putting  on  to  the  Army  more  paper  work, 
more  red  tape,  to  l)e  confusing.  May  I  leave  a  further 
thought  with  you.  If  a  man  loses  this  record  or  if  it  has 
disappeared,  then  there  would  be  prejudice  created  against 
him  because  he  did  not  have  it  when  he  went  to  have  his 
claim  adjusted.  The  intention  of  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut is  imdoubtedly  good,  but  it  would  simply  result  in 
confusing  the  issue  and  increasing  the  red  tape  and  paper 
work  necessary  in  the  administration  of  the  Army. 
Mr.  HEALEY.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  FADDIS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  HEALEY.  Can  the  gentleman  see  any  good  and  valid 
reason  why  a  detailed  report  should  not  be  kept,  although 
It  Involves  a  little  extra  paper  work? 

MJ-.  FADDIS.  As  I  said,  it  is  already  kept  in  the  Army 
at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  MILLER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  FADDIS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 

Mr.  MILLER.  Would  the  gentleman  be  surprised  if  I 
could  show  him  correspondence  from  the  Veterans'  Adminis- 
tration, where  they  spent  3  months  trying  to  convince  me 
I  was  in  an  infantry  outflt  when  I  never  saw  an  infantry 
outfit  at  all? 

Mr.  FADDIS.     I  do  not  know  anything  about  that,  but 
there  probably  was  a  confusion  of  names  which  this  amend-     > 
ment  would  not  eliminate. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FADDIS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Faddis]  served  overseas  with  a  lot  of  distinction  and  knows 
b^ter  than  anyone  in  this  House  that  the  records  of  him- 
^flreds  of  men  were  destroyed  by  shell  fire,  and  new  records 
were  developed  containing  practically  no  information  as  to 
a  man's  physical  condition  or  his  service  in  the  lines. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  Then  how  could  they  make  out  the  record 
which  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
provides  for? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.    I  just  mentioned  that. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  If  records  were  destroyed,  but  were  dupli- 
cated afterward. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FADDIS.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  I  had  a  case  where  a  man  was  in- 
jured. His  leg  was  fractured.  He  was  in  the  Navy,  but  the 
record  was  destroyed,  and  no  recognition  could  be  had  of  him, 
and  he  could  not  prove  it, 

Mr.  FADDIS.  If  the  man  was  wounded,  he  would  have 
had  a  wound  certificate.  I  am  sure  that  records  are  not 
destroyed  purposely,  but  accidents  do  occur,  and  a  man  might 
lose  his  own  certificate.    I  hope  the  amendment  will  fail. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Miller  1. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  ^  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  May)  there  were — ayes  98,  noes  64. 

Mr.  FADDIS.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  refused. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KEOGH.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Keoch:  On  page  3.  line  14.  after  "pay". 
insert  the  following:  "and  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  his  regular 
compensation  for  the  period  of  any  accrued  annual  leave  to  which  he 
is  or  may  be  entitled,  such  leave  to  be  computed  from  the  day  he  is 
ordered  into  such  active  military  service,  the  provisions  of  the  acta 
of  May  10.  1916.  and  August  29.  1916  (title  5.  sec.  58,  U.  S.  C.)  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding." 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
the  amendment  is  not  germane  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
section  involved. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  desire  to  be  heard 
on  the  point  of  order?  The  section  deals  with  benefits  and 
comj>ensation. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  provides  an 
additional  and  different  method  of  paying  the  members  of  the 
Reserve  and  sets  up  something  entirely  different  from  what 
has  been  provided.  The  section  provides  for  reemployment 
and  the  amendment  provides  for  compensation  and  for  credit 
in  connection  with  retirement  and  sick  leave.  They  are  en- 
tirely different. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  constrained  to  hold  that 
section  3  is  practically  entirely  devoted  to  the  benefits  and 
compensation  which  these  men  who  are  called  into  the  service 
shall  receive.  It  would  appear  to  the  Chair  that  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  is  certainlv  in 
line  with  that.  Therefore  the  Chair  overrules  the  point  S 
order.  >~  **•.  u* 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  we  will  all  acree 
that  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  has  done  an  excellent 
job  m  attemptmg  to  afford  to  those  National  Guardsmen  or 
Organized  Reservists  who  are  or  may  be  called  Into  active 
service  as  high  a  degree  of  job  protection  as  can  be  afforded 
them  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill.  «»""i"cu 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


10443 


/ 


In  that  connection  I  believe  I  should  state  to  this  Com- 
mittee, and  I  am  proud  to  say  that  the  mayor  of  the  city  of 
New  York  and  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  have 
both  announced  that  with  respect  to  those  civil  employees  of 
the  city  and  State  who  may  be  called  into  active  service  the 
city  and  State  will  pay  to  them  the  difference  between  their 
present  regular  compensation  and  the  pay  they  may  receive 
In  active  service.    They  will  suffer  no  reduction  in  income. 

Ttie  purpose  of  my  amendment  is  to  suspend  the  prohibi- 
tion on  the  payment  of  dual  salaries  imposed  by  section  58 
of  title  5  of  the  United  States  Code,  so  as  to  permit  the 
payment  to  those  employees  of  the  Federal  Government  who 
may  be  called  into  active  service  under  the  provisions  of  this 
bill  the  comp)ensation  they  would  have  received  for  the 
period  of  any  accrued  leave  to  which  they  might  have  been 
entitled  on  the  day  they  were  called  into  service.  I  believe 
Ji  you  wiD  all  agree  with  me  that  the  economic  readjustments 
that  will  necessarily  follow  from  the  enactment  of  this  law 
and  the  calling  Into  active  service  of  any  citizens  of  the 
country  will  be  great.  I  believe  that  in  connection  with  the 
employees  of  the  Federal  Government  who  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  to  take  advantage  of  their  annual  leave  because 
of  the  pressure  of  business  we  should  on  our  part  lead  the  way 
for  the  ix)litical  subdivisions  of  the  country  as  well  as  private 
employers  in  affording  those  citizens  the  maximum  degree  of 
job  protection  and  economic  security  we  can  give  to  them. 

I  trust  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEOGH.    I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  filNSHAW.    Do  I  correctly  understand  the  gentleman 
to  say  that  this  would  compensate  a  man  for  the  accumulated 
leave  he  has  now,  if  he  Is  ordered  directly  into  the  service 
without  being  given  an  opportunity  to  use  it? 
^        Mr.  KEOGH.    Exactly. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  of  my 
own  knowledge  I  know  of  a  case  in  which  a  man  has  over  2 
months'  accumulated  leave,  and  he  has  been  ordered  directly 
into  the  service  for  a  year  of  active  duty  without  being  able 
to  take  any  of  the  accumulated  leave  due  him.  I  therefore 
support  the  pentleman's  amendment. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  I  thank  the  gentleman  very  much. 
[Applause.] 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  this  is  a  very 
far-reaching  matter.  It  has  had  no  consideration  by  the 
committee  and  was  not  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
committee.  It  may  involve  $25,000,000  of  expense  for  the 
Government,  it  may  involve  $50,000,000.  or  $100,000,000,  or 
any  other  number  of  millions  of  dollars.  A  matter  of  this 
concern  ought  not  to  be  written  Into  legislation  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  without  adequate  consideration  by  the  com- 
mittee. I  hope  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  notwithstand- 
ing the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  will 
vote  down  the  amendment.     [Applause.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  questicai  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  tMr.  KeoghI. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Colb  of  liCaryland:  On  page  4.  line 
Jl.  after  the  period  insert  a  new  sentence  as  follows:  "Upon  ap- 
plication to  the  United  States  District  Attorney  for  the  district  in 
Which  such  private  employer  maintains  a  place  of  business,  by  any 
person  claiming  to  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  sbch  provision, 
such  United  States  District  Attorney,  if  reasonably  satlgfled  that 
much,  person  so  applying  is  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  such  pro- 
vision, shall  appear  and  act  as  attorney  for  such  person  in  the 
amicable  adjustment  of  the  claim  or  in  the  lUlng  of  any  motion, 
petition,  or  other  appropriate  pleading  and  the  prosecution  thereof 
to  speclflcaUy  require  such  employer  to  comply  with  such  pro- 
Tlslon." 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment 
speaks  for  itself  and  I  hope  the  committee  will  accept  it. 
Yesterday  while  the  'distinguished  chairman  of  the  Military 


Affairs  Committee  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  TMr.  Mat  I, 
was  presenting  in  his  usual  able  and  clear  manner  the 
opening  statement  in  support  of  this  important  bill,  I 
asked  him  from  the  floor  of  the  House  why  some  provision 
such  as  my  amendment  now  Includes  was  not  found  in  the 
bill.  The  colloquy  between  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
end  me  is  found  in  the  Record  and  I  will  not  restate  it 
here  except  to  state  briefly  why  I  am  offering  the  amend- 
ment. In  section  3  (a)  (B),  on  page  3,  line  15,  of  the  bill, 
is  found  this  language: 

If  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  a  private  employer, 
such  employer  shall  restore  such  person  to  such  position  or  to  « 
position  of  like  seniority  status  and  pay  unless  the  employer's 
circumstances  have  so  changed  as  to  make  It  impossible  or  unrea- 
sonable to  do  so. 

After  reading  this  language  one  naturally  wonders  when 
in  the  case  of  a  returning  soldier  he  is  met  with  his  former 
employer  refusing  his  old  job  because  he  finds  it  impossible 
and  unreasonable  to  do  so,  how  the  soldier's  rights  can  then 
be  enforced,  assuming  that  he  has  just  and  reasonable  claim 
and  that  the  employer  is  not  playing  fair  but  taking  an 
easy  advantage  of  him.  There  were  thousands  of  cases  of 
this  character  during  the  World  War  and  we  must,  if  pos- 
sible, assure  through  proper  legislation,  every  safeguard 
against  a  repetition  of  such  conduct  in  the  future. 

The  committee  has  in  a  way  provided  relief  in  section  (C), 
line  14,  page  4,  of  the  bill  wherein  this  provision  is  found: 

The  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  In 
which  such  private  employer  maintains  a  place  of  business  shall 
have  power,  upon  the  filing  of  a  motion,  petition,  or  other  appro- 
priate pleading  by  the  person  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  such 
provisions,  to  specifically  require  such  employer  to  comply  with 
such  provisions.  The  court  shaU  order  a  gpeedy  hearing  in  any 
such  case  and  shall  advance  it  on  the  calendar. 

This  language  is  inserted  in  lieu  of  the  provisions  in  the 
original  resolution  as  it  passed  the  Senate  wherein  it  was 
provided  that  the  failure  or  refusal  of  any  private  employer 
to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  bill  pertaining  to  the 
future  employment  of  a  soldier  was  declared  to  be  an  unfair 
labor  practice  within  the  meaning  of,  and  for  all  the  pur- 
poses of,  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act.  As  the  bill 
passed  the  Senate  with  the  provisions  pertaining  to  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act  therein,  a  soldier  would  in 
case  of  failure  of  private  employer  to  comply  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law  have  the  services  of  a  Goverrmient  agency 
in  support  of  his  claim  and  the  prosecution  thereof.  With 
this  language  stricken  from  the  bill  and  section  (C)  in- 
serted in  lieu  thereof,  with  which  change  I  agree,  tliis  will  be 
the  situation: 

Assume  I  am  a  soldier  erhployed  bj'  company  A,  a  large 
employer  of  men.  After  my  year's  service  I  return  and  em- 
ployer A  states  to  me  that  my  position  is  not  available  because 
his  circumstances  have  so  changed  that  it  is  impossible  or 
unreasonable  for  him  to  do  so.  Employer  A  has  many  able 
lawyers  retained  and  it  is  but  a  mere  detail  for  another  case 
to  be  given  them  by  him.  As  a  soldier.  I  go  to  my  attorney 
and  ask  him  to  prosecute  my  case  imder  the  provisions  of 
section  C.  This  is  no  easy  job.  The  constitutionality  of  the 
provisions  might  be  Immediately  involved,  and  my  attorney 
would  very  properly  ask  for  an  adequate  retainer,  which  I 
cannot  pay.  I  am  unable  therefore  to  prosecute  what  might 
very  well  be  a  just  and  reasonable  claim  against  an  employer 
who  is  taking  an  unfair  advantage  of  the  opportunity  pre- 
sented in  this  bill. 

I  am  not  arguing  now  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  any  of 
these  provisions,  because  we  all  realize  that  such  is  not  free 
from  doubt,  but  if  it  is  constitutional  to  do  what  is  now  pro- 
vided in  the  bill.  It  is  certainly  constitutional  to  add  thereto 
the  additional  service  which  my  sunendment  calls  for.  It 
merely  states  that  if  in  the  opinion  of  our  United  States  Dis- 
trict Attorney,  after  investigation,  that  the  private  employer 
has  no  real  justification  for  refusing  employment  to  the  re- 
turning soldier  that  then  the  United  States  district  attorney 
shall  prosecute  an  action  on  betialf  of  the  former  soldier. 
The  United  States  district  attorney  has  the  right,  under  my 
amendment,  to  adjust  amicably  such  claims  coming  to  his 
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office.  Altogether  I  think  this  is  a  very  important  and  advis- 
able amendment.  If  this  part  of  the  law  is  to  be  attacked  as 
to  its  constitutionality,  it  would  be  in  a  case  very  likely  grow- 
ing out  of  these  provisions  which  I  have  discussed  and  in  that 
case  I  think  in  all  fairness  to  the  soldier  the  Government 
^hrough  its  Department  of  Justice  should  be  in  charge  of  the 
^tosecution  and  in  sympathy  with  the  factual  basis  for  the 
case  sdljresented.  Then,  too,  the  average  employer,  when  he 
knows  that  the  claim  by  a  former  soldier  employee  has  been 
considered  by  the  of5ce  of  the  United  States  district  at- 
torney will  be  most  reluctant  to  fight  through  the  courts  in 
the  open  and  before  the  public,  a  case  such  as  would  be  pre- 
sented unless  he  has  a  most  convincing  defense  thereto. 

Mr.  MAY.     Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  Maryland.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  In  view  of  the  statement  I  made  yesterday  in 
answer  to  a  question  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  and 
which  appears  in  the  Record,  that  we  had  some  doubt  about 
whether  or  not  we  had  protected  the  rights  of  these  enroUees 
-.^when  they  returned  as  far  as  the  district  courts  were  con- 
cerned. I  would  be  happy  to  agree  to  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BURDICK.    Mr.  Chairman.  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  clerk  read  as  follows:    - 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bxhidick:  On  page  5,  line  9.  after  the 
period.  Insert:  "Proceedings  In  foreclosure,  attacliment,  or  execution 
shall  not  be  commenced  or  consummated  by  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  or  any  agency  thereof,  or  upon  any  Indebtedness 
guaranteed  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the  Government  against  any 
member  of  the  National  Guard  during  his  term  of  service,  and  not 
until  the  expiration  of  1  year  after  his  discharge." 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  I  need  to 
argue  that  this  is  something  that  should  be  done  because  of 
the  experience  we  had  in  the  Civil  War  and  in  the  Spanish- 
American  War  and  in  the  last  war.  While  these  men  are  in 
the  service,  it  is  not  asking  too  much  of  the  creditors  to  defer 
action  on  their  claims  until  these  men  get  home  and  get  a 
chance  to  protect  themselves. 

"Mr CADDIS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  That  matter  is  already  covered  in  the  Sol- 
diers and  Sailors  Civil  Rights  Act.  approved  in  1918,  and  the 
committee  is  now  engaged  in  drafting  legislation  that  will 
cover  matters  of  that  kind  in  connection  with  ail  branches  of 
the  service. 

Mr.  BURDICK.    This  Will  not  injure  the  bill. 

Mr.  FADDIS.    No. 

Mr.  BURDICK.     Then  why  do  you  object  to  it? 

Mr.  FADDIS.  We  are  drafting  general  legislation  that  will 
cover  the  whole  matter. 

Mr.  BlJRpiCK.  I  am  not  depending  on  anybody  in  the 
future.     We  are  doing  this  thing  now. 

Mr.  BROOKS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  gentleman  has  ?isked  whether  or  not 
this  will  injure  the  bill.  It  will  injure  the  bill  because  it  will 
write  the  same  thing  that  is  already  in  the  law.  You  will 
simply  have  a  duplication  in  the  next  section  of  almost  the 
Identical  thing  you  are  now  advocating. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  of  that 
-kind  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  HAR;f!lESS.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HABNESS.  On  page  5,  section  4.  the  gentleman  will 
find  the  language  that  the  benefits  of  the  Soldiers  and  Sailors 
Civil  Relief  Act.  approved  March  8.  1918,  are  included  in  this 
bill  and  extended  to  all  National  Guard.  Reserve,  and  retired 
personnel,  and  even  that  act  is  now  under  consideration  by 
the  committee  with  the  idea  of  broadening  its  provisions. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr.  BURDICK.    I  yield. 


Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  would  like  to  be  corrected 
if  I  am  mistaken,  but  as  I  understand  it,  the  present  law 
provides  that  if  a  man  has  indebtedness  and  is  called  into 
service,  his  payments  are  suspended  for  1  year,  but  in  the 
year  following  he  must  make  up  for  the  payments  which  have 
not  been  made  in  that  year  of  service.  In  other  words  he 
must  make  2  years'  payments  in  1. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  The  gentleman  is  mistaken.  They  are  sus- 
pended until  a  certain  time  after  he  is  discharged — 60  days. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  It  seems  to  me  payments 
should  be  suspended  during  that  year  and  he  should  take  it 
up  after  that  time  right  where  it  was  when  he  entered  the 
service. 

Mr.  FADDIS.  They  are  suspended  for  60  days  after  he  is 
discharged  from  the  service — he  may  be  in  the  service  4  or  5 
years. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  The  matter  is  suspended 
and  then  he  starts  on  his  payments  just  as  it  was  before? 

Mr.  FADDIS.    Yes. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  He  does  not  have  to  make 
additional  payments  during  the  first  year  after  he  leaves  the 
service? 

Mr.  FADDIS.    No. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.    I  was  informed  that  he  did. 

Mr.  BURDICK  Just  wait  a  minute,  because  I  want  to  talk 
a  little  myself. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  ask  this  question  of  the  chairman  of 
the  committee.  Is  the  gentleman  willing  to  state  to  this  Con- 
gress that  under  the  act  now  being  passed  at  this  time  that 
every  member  of  the  National  Guard  will  receive  the  protec- 
tion which  is  contained  in  my  amendment? 

Mr.  MAY.  I  will  just  read  to  the  gentleman  the  beginning 
of  section  4  of  this  act: 

The  benefits  of  the  Soldiers  and  Sailors  Civil  Relief  Act,  approved 
March  8.  1918.  are  hereby  extended  to  all  National  Guard.  Reserve, 
and  retired  personnel  ordered  into  the  active  military  service  under 
authority  of  this  Joint  resolution — 

and  then,  in  addition  to  that,  as  has  been  repeatedly  stated 
here,  the  War  Department  desires  to  enlarge  those  rights  and 
further  protect  them  and  has  requested  our  committee  to  give 
consideration  to  such  a  measure  which  I  have  introduced  and 
is  now  pending. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  The  gentleman's  answer  is.  then,  that  they 
will  be  protected. 

Mr.  MAY.   They  will  be;  yes. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Then  I  ask  unanimous  consent."*  Mr. 
Chairman,  to  withdraw  my  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserving  the 
right  to  object,  I  would  like  to  know  if  the  act  of  March  1918 
is  broad  enough  to  cover  the  tsT^es  of  obligation  that  may 
have  been  incurred  under  feed  and  seed  loans  and  things  of 
that  type  that  we  have  provided  for  in  recent  years.  We  have 
gone  into  the  matter  of  lending  money  to  farmers  and  people 
are  getting  a  type  of  loan  that  was  not  provided  in  1918. 

Mr.  BROOKS.     Undoubtedly  this  would  cover  seed  loana 

Mr.  OTOOLE.    Then.  I  have  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objecUon  the  amendment  will 
be  withdrawn. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  'The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr 
OTooL*  ]  offers  an  amedment  which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  OTooli:  Page  3.  line  14.  strike  out 
the   Eemicolon    and    Insert    "Immediately    upon    requett    of    luch 

Mr.  OTOOLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  whUe  the  authors  of  this 
Joint  resolution  have  gone  to  much  trouble  in  laying  out  the 
procedure  that  the  discharged  citizen  soldier  will  use  to  bring 
about  restoration  of  his  former  position,  they  do  not  place 
any  obligation  upon  the  former  employer  as  to  when  he  shall 
take  this  employee  back.  It  is  possible  under  this  resolution 
as  it  is  drawn  today  for  this  employer  to  procrastinate  for  a 
^Ir?  "?8^.°V^^-,^^°^^  ^^^^«  i«  ^  cbligation  on  the 
5f  i  .  T  ''^^'^^'^  '°^'"^'"  ^°  °^*^^  such  applicauon  within 
40  days.    In  order  not  to  work  a  hardship  on  this  man  who 
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is  discharged  and  who  has  made  a  sacrifice  in  giving  his  serv- 
ices. I  think  that  my  amendment  which  calls  for  immediate 
restoration  at  the  request  within  the  statutory  period  should 
be  agreed  to.  rather  than  a  period  that  is  absolutely  indefinite. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  OTooLE)  there  were — ayes  13,  noes  55. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
O'TooLE]  offers  another  amendment  which  the  Clerk  will 
report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  fellows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  OToolb:  Page  3,  line  16,  after  the 
word  ■"shall",  insert  "Immediately." 

Mr.  O'TOOLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the  same  amend- 
ment, except  that  it  affects  a  private  employer.  There  is  no 
sense  in  putting  the  provision  in  the  resolution  about  reem- 
-  ployment  unless  you  put  a  statutory  penalty  on  the  employer. 
You  know  very  well  it  Is  possible  for  him  to  say  that  he  is 
going  to  do  It  in  2  months.  5  months,  or  whenever  he  gets  the 
opportunity.  He  alone  sets  the  time  of  restoring  the  man. 
It  is  not  set  by  statute.  You  are  working  a  grave  injustice  on 
those  who  will  return  from  the  service,  in  most  Instances 
broke,  and  who  will  need  their  positions  and  who  cannot 
afford  to  wait  long  periods  for  the  Federal  courts  to  act. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  New  York.      ^ 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

TTie  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
OTooLEl  offers  another  amendment,  which  the  Clerk  will 
report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  OTcxjlx:  Page  3,  line  19,  strike  out  the 
semicolon  and  insert  "for  a  period  of  6  months." 

Mr.  OTOOLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  while  this  joint  resolution 
calls  for  reemployment  of  the  discharged  soldier,  there  is 
nothing  In  the  resolution  itself  that  would  prevent  an  em- 
ployer from  reemploying  a  man  for  1  day  or  1  week  and  then 
dismissing  him  and  saying  that  he  had  complied  with  the  law. 
It  is  true  that  the  man  can  go  to  the  Federal  courts,  but  the 
courts  in  the  various  districts  will  give  different  decisions, 
some  saying  that  1  day  is  a  sufficient  compliance,  some  say- 
ing 2  weeks,  and  some  1  week,  and  we  will  have  a  different  law 
in  every  section  of  the  country.  To  avoid  this,  and  to  make 
up  for  the  sacrifice  these  men  have  made  and  to  penalize  those 
employers  who  would  like  to  disobey  the  law.  I  think  we  should 
make  it  compulsory  with  the  employer  to  take  these  men  back 
for  a  period  of  6  months,  and  if  they  are  taken  back  for  6 
months,  in  99  cases  out  of  100  they  will  be  there  for  good. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
OTooLEl  offers  another  amendment. 

Mr.  O'TOOLE.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  withdraw  that  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  amendment  will 
be  withdrawn. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen]  offers  an  amendment  which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mri  Dnucs^sr:  Page  5,  after  line  0,  insert 
the  following: 

"(e)  Any  person  called  into  active  military  service  under  this  act 
who  is  unable  to  find  employment  within  30  days  after  honorable 
dismissal  from  th»  active  Federal  mUltary  service  shall,  upon  cer- 
tification by  a  State  employment  office  that  such  person,  after  dili- 
gent effort  was  unable  to  find  employment  (of  a  nature  comparable 
to  that  In  which  such  person  was  employed  prior  to  the  time  such 
person  was  so  called  Into  active  military  service.  If  employed  at  that 
time),  be  entitled  to  receive  compensation  at  the  rate  such  person 
was  receiving  at  the  time  of  dlwmlSBal  from  active  Federal  military 
service .  for  such  period  as  such  person  remains  unemployed,  but  not 
for  a  period  >n  excess  of  6  months." 


Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  I  reserve  a  point  of  order  against 
the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  from  Illinois  is  recog- 
nized for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  pending  amendment 
provides  that  after  one  inducted  into  service  under  this  act 
has  ffnished  his  12  months'  service,  goes  back  home,  makes  a* 
diligent  effort  to  find  a  job.  then  receives  certification  from  a 
State  employment  agency  that  he  cannot  find  a  jcb,  he  shall 
be  entitled  to  continue  to  receive  pay  for  a  period  not  to  ex- 
ceed 6  months  after  his  service  has  been  discontinued  in  the 
Army. 

There  is  a  beautiful  editorial  In  the  New  York  Herald  this 
morning.  Oddly  enough,  despite  defense  expenditures,  de- 
spite the  fact  that  shipyards,  arsenals,  armories,  and  factories 
are  all  engaged  on  defense  production,  the  W.  P.  A.  rolls  have 
gone  up  from  the  1st  to  31st  of  July  1940.  Make  no  mistake, 
there  will  be  W.  P.  A.  when  the  boys  come  back  in  uniform  if 
we  continue  present  domestic  policies.  They  will  look  for  a 
Job.  Those  jobs  will  certainly  not  be  abundant.  I  remember 
landing  home  in  September  of  1919  and  the  first  thing  that 
struck  my  eye  was  the  men  in  uniform  for  whom  there  were 
no  jobs.  Tliey  went  away  to  the  blare  of  brass  bands. 
Usually,  when  they  were  around  town  for  a  while  somebody  / 
said.  "Why  don't  those  boys  go  to  work?"  That  was  back  in 
the  lush  days  of  this  country  when  there  was  no  forty-two, 
forty-five,  or  forty-nine  billion  dollar  debt  and  when  there 
were  no  10,000,000  on  the  unemployed  rolls  of  the  Nation. 

When  they  come  back  after  a  year  there  will  be  InsufHcIent 
jobs,  despite  the  best  of  intentions.  Then  there  remains  for 
them  what?  The  W.  P.  A.  Why  not  continue  to  pay  them 
for  a  period  not  to  exceed  6  months  so  that  ther  can  readjust 
themselves  to  civilian  life  when  they  come  back?  If  a  State 
employment  agency  certifies  that  there  Is  no  job.  that  they 
have  made  a  diligent  effort  to  find  a  job,  then  we  ought  to 
preserve  the  innate  respect  and  integrity  of  those  who  have 
served  their  country  and  keep  them  oh  for  a  period  not  to 
exceed  6  months. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  wUl  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Your  amendment  is  right  along  the 
line  of  the  $60  that  a  soldier  received  when  he  received  his 
discharge?  The  $60  was  to  provide  himself  with  clothes  and 
pave  the  way  for  a  job? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  We  can  save  money  under  an  amendment 
of  this  kind.  Let  us  assume  there  were  100,000  who  had  to  go 
on  W.  P.  A.  Under  the  lowest  scale  it  would  be  $44  a  month. 
It  would  nm  around  twenty-six  or  twenty-seven  million  dol- 
lars for  a  period  of  6  months,  which  is  the  maximum.  If  you 
keep  them  on  at  soldiers'  pay  for  a  period  of  6  months,  there^ 
would  be  a  saving  to  the  GkDvernment.  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
and  It  would  not  be  necessary  for  a  man  In  uniform,  after  serv- 
ing 12  months,  to  go  into  a  relief  office  and  get  certification  so 
that  he  can  keep  body  and  soul  together  and  take  care  of  his 
family. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Will  you  not  be  doing  an  injustice  to 
those  ex-service  men,  because  if  they  are  getting  this  $30  a 
month  they  will  not  be  eligible  for  W.  P.  A.  at  the  higher 
rate? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  They  still  have  a  choice.  They  have  the 
choice  of  not  having  to  break  the  bitter  bread  of  charity, 
having  worn  the  uniforms  for  12  months.  TTiat  is  the  differ- 
ence. I  think  it  is  very  essential  because  if  the  relief  rolls 
are  expanding  now,  with  millions  upon  millions  being  fed  Into 
the  productive  enterprises  of  the  country,  certainly  there  will 
be  relief  rolls.  Certainly  there  will  be  unemployment.  Cer- 
tainly there  will  be  W.  P.  A.  when  they  come  back  home. 
Shall  they  break  that  bread,  or  shall  we  permit  them,  on  the 
basis  of  a  certificate  that  a  Job  is  not  there  when  they  return, 
to  be  kept  on  the  rolls  not  to  exceed  6  months? 
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Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.     I  yield. 

fdr.  MAY.  Has  the  gentleman  obtained  any  figmres  from 
the  Army  or  the  Treasury  or  any  other  department  of  the 
CkTvernment  as  to  the  additional  cost  of  his  amendment? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.    Why.  the  arithmetic  is  self -manifest.    Let 
.  ^is  assume  there  will  be  100,000 

Mr.  MAY.  Well,  assume  there  will  be  a  million  brought  in, 
.If  you  are  going  to  assume. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  All  right.  Then  we  are  still  taking  care 
of  them  if  the  provi;sions  of  this  bill  relating  to  going  back 
to  -Government,  State,  or  private  employment  do  not  work 
out.  You  cannot  be  sure  that  they  will  be  absorbed  when 
they  come  back.  Some  provision  must  be  made  for  them. 
There  is  not  a  soldier  in  this  House  today  who  dees  not  recog- 
nize what  happened  when  the  boys  came  back  from  Eiu-ope 
and  when  th^e  were  no  Jobs  and  there  were  no  brass  bands. 
[Applause.] 

I  Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  l^  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DntKSXM]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (.demanded  by 
Mr.  DiRKSEN)  there  were — ayes  58,  noes  89. 
—     So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Chairman,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MAY.  Are  there  any  more  amendments  pending  at 
the  desk  to  section  3? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  not  advised  of  any  further 
amendments  to  section  3. 

Mr.  MAY.    Then  I  ask  that  we  proceed  to  section  4. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  4.  (a)  TJje  benefits  of  the  Soldiers  and  SaUors  CItU  Relief 
.,  ^Act.  approved  March  8.  1918,  are  hereby  extended  to  all  National 
Guard.  Reserve,  and  retired  personnel  ordered  Into  the  active  mili- 
tary service  under  authority  of  this  Joint  resolution,  so  long  as  such 
personnel  are  in  such  service  and  for  60  days  thereafter,  and  except 
as  hereinafter  provided  the  provisions  of  such  act  shall  be  effective 
for  such  purposes. 

(b>  For  the  purposes  of  this  section — 

(1)  The  following  provisions  of  such  act  of  BCarch  8,  1918,  shall 
be  inoperative:  Section  IOC;  and  paragraphs  (1),  (2),  and  (5)  of 
section  101;  article  4;  article  5;  paragraph  (2)  of  section  601;  and 

-section  603;  ^_    < 

(2)  The  term  "persons  In  military  service,"  when  tised  In  such 
..    met.  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  persons  ordered  into  the  active  mili- 
tary service  under  the  authority  of  this  Joint  resolution. 

(3)  The  term  "period  of  military  service,"  when  used  in  such  act, 
when  applicable  with  respect  to  any  person,  shall  be  deemed  to 
mean  the  period  beginning  with  the  date  on  which  such  person  Is 
ordered  into  such  active  military  service  and  ending  with  the  date 
on  which  he  Is  relieved  from  such  service. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman.  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  not  detain  the.  House  by  making  a 
cpeech.  I  sought  recognition  at  this  time  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  reading  a  telegram  which  I  have  just  received 
froflj  Maj.  Gen.  Claude  V.  Birkhead,  the  cornmandirig  gen- 
eral of  the  Texas  National  Guard.  His  home  is  in  San  An- 
tenlo.  Tex.  He  Is  not  a  professional  soldier.  He  is  a  very 
distinguished  lawyer  of  that  State  and  is  the  commanding 
general  of  the  National  Guard.  He  had  a  splendid  military 
record  during  the  World  War.  This  telegram  was  addressed 
to  me  as  chairman  of  the  Texas  delegation  in  the  House,  and 
I  read  it  as  reflecting  the  sentiment  of  the  officers  and  mem- 
bers of  the  National  Guard  in  Texas.  I  am  sure  it  reflects  the 
sentiment  elsetlSiere  as  well.     It  reads  as  follows: 

TkXAS  DCLBOATIoV. 

House  of  Representatives. 
%  LxrrsEB  Johkson.  Chairman,  House  Office  Btilldlng,  Washington 

r).  c. 

Possibility  exists  that  history  repeats  and  Congress  fiddles  while 
America .^umg.  If0  American  is  willing  to  take  the  remotest 
chance  on  American  liberty  and  Independence.  B\'er3rone  I  con- 
tact l^re  feels  that  quick  and  favorable  action  on  National  Guard 
and  ifl^tive  servi^  bills  eeaentlal  step  toward  our  national  safety. 
Beh?ve  al}  Texas  («eis  thtisly,  and  wUl  approve  acUve  support  quick 
passage,  ahd  mtj^^SzaUon. 

•^      -^■.     .  CLATTDE    V.     BnUSLHSAO. 


Mr. 


I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time. 


Tile  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  pro  forma 
amendment  will  be  withdrawn. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  with  the  fury  of  the  German-Italian  inva- 
sion of  England  increasing  hourly,  I  tell  you  that  this  bill  is 
extremely  important  to  the  preservation  of  the  United  States, 
The  last  great  democracy  of  the  Old  World  has'  its  back  to 
the  wall,  fighting  for  its  very  existence  today.  What  the  re- 
sult of  this  gigantic  battle  going  on  now  may  be  no  one  at 
present  knows;  but  everyone  knows  that  events  are  transpir- 
ing today  which  may  change  the  course  of  history  for  1,000 
years. 

In  this  situation  I  am  not  Interested  in  technicalities.  I  am 
interested,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  fundamental  principle  that 
this  Nation  must  be  prepared  to  preserve  its  very  existence, 
and  this  cannot  be  assured  without  giving  our  people  a  rea- 
sonably large  and  well-trained  Army.  I  served  in  the  last 
war  and  had  occasion  to  see  how  troops  without  training 
behave  under  war  conditions.  It  is  a  terrible  thing  to  send 
young  men  to  arms  in  any  event,  but  it  is  a  tragic  thing  to 
send  them  to  arms  without  adequate  training  to  protect  them- 
selves and  be  given  a  reasonable  chance  of  saving  that  life 
which  the  Almighty  gave  to  them. 

The  terms  of  this  bill  permit  the  President  to  call  out  for 
training  purposes  any  or  all  of  the  National  Guard  men 
throughout  the  United  States.  This  includes  some  242,000  Na- 
tional Guard  men.  and  the  training  will  be  extended  through  a 
period  of  12  months.  We  who  serve  on  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  feel  that  training  of  this  body  of  men  at  the  pres- 
ent time  is  vitally  necessary  to  the  welfare  of  the  Nation. 
We  hope  by  this  action,  and  other  action  already  taken  and 
that  to  be  taken  at  a  later  date,  the  Nation  will  be  spared  the 
tragedy  of  what  has  already  befallen  10  nations  of  the  Old 
World  during  the  last  12  months.  We  fervently  hope  that  by 
the  enactment  of  this  measure  this  Nation  will  be  guaranteed 
its  own  integrity  and  destiny. 

This  Congress  has  already  voted  billions  of  dollars  for  the 
purchase  of  machinery,  equipment,  guns,  tanks,  airplanes, 
and  all  other  kinds  and  character  of  equipment  necessary  to 
properly  provide  for  an  army  in  excess  of  a  million  men.  The 
very  fact  that  all  of  this  money  Is  necessary  for  the  purchase 
of  material  indicates  in  Itself  Congress  knows  this  country 
faces  a  crisis.  The  very  fact  that  much  of  this  equipment  is 
expensive  and  complicated  indicates  beyond  the  necessity  of 
argument  that  the  men  who  use  this  equipment  must  be  well 
trained.  Airplanes,  guns,  tanks,  range  finders,  searchlights, 
and  other  army  equipment  is  useless  without  the  trained  men 
to  back  them  up  and  put  them  to  service.  Tliis  bill  gives  the 
Nation  for  training  purposes  some  of  the  men  so  badly  needed 
by  the  Republic. 

It  is  expected  by  the  War  Department  that  all  of  the  Na- 
tional Guard  will  be  called  out  Into  active  service  by  January 
1.  1941.  Of  course,  this  is  going  to  create  a  hardship  upon 
many  of  these  men  who  have  Joined  this  branch  of  the  service 
not  expecting  this  emergency.  Congress  must  certainly  re- 
gret this  fact;  but  in  the  course  of  our  lives  there  are  some 
things  which  call  for  sacrifices  and  for  hardships,  if  our 
liberties  and  our  institutions  are  worth  preserving,  our  people 
must  be  prepared  to  render  their  full  share  of  patriotic  service 
The  officers  and  men  of  the  National  Guard  have  volunteered 
to  serve,  and  in  this  respect  they  consUtute  a  volunteer  force 
I  know  the  men  of  the  National  Guard  and  I  know  them  to  be* 
loyal  and  patriotic.  I  know  that  they  are  prepared  to  perform 
their  duty  to  the  service,  as  I  believe  all  red-blooded  American 
boys  are  likewise  prepared  when  the  hour  strikes  which  God 
grant  may  never  happen.  ' 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  am  in  favor  of  this  bill  because  it  calls  into 
active  training  service  the  only  organized  reserve  army  which 
the  Nation  has  to  call.  I  favor  it  because  it  calls  to  the  colors 
In  this  emergency  an  alert,  active  group  of  men  who  are  ready 
and  willing  to  serve.  I  believe,  if  submitted  to  an  actual  vote 
the  National  Guard  of  America  would  voluntarUy  resno^ 
almost  100  percent.     [Applause.]  respona 
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By  imanimcus  consent,  the  pro  forma  amendment  was 
withdrawn. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  There  is  pending  at  the  desk  an 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
MaasI.  which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Maas:  Page  6.  line  2,  change  the 
period  to  a  comma  and  add  the  words:  "and  retired  Reserve  per- 
sonnel of  the  Navy.  Marine  Ckirps,  and  Coast  Guard  who  have 
been  or  who  may  hereafter  be  ordered  into  active  duty." 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  an  amendment  that  I 
offered  for  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  I  Mr.  MaasI.  The 
committee  has  no  objection  to  it,  and  I  ask  that  it  be 
adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection,  the  amendment  will 
be  agreed  to. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  5.  All  laws  and  parts  of  laws  In  conflict  herewith  are  hereby 
suspended  to  the  extent  that  they  may  be  In  conflict  with  any 
provision  hereof. 

Mr.  RICH.     Mr.  Chairman,  I  t)ffer  an  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rich:  Page  6.  line  11,  after  the  word 
••hereof",  strike  out  the  period.  Insert  a  colon  and  add  the  follow- 
ing: "ProtHded.  That  this  resolution  shall  not  be  construed  as 
granting  to  the  President  any  additional  powers  not  herein 
specifically  granted." 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  yesterday  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  made  the  statement  that  by  passing  this 
legislation  Congress  declares  an  emergency.  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Faddis)  also  said  that  Congress  has 
made  these  appropriations,  thus  giving  notice  that  there  is 
an  emergency;  and  I  quote  also  from  George  C.  Marshall, 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army,  who  testified  before 
the  committee: 

In  the  present  situation  we  could  not  even  proceed  on  an  emer- 
gency basis  because  we  cannot  presume  an  action  of  Congress. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  if  an  emergency 
does  not  exist  but  by  the  passing  of  this  bill  Congress  creates 
an  emergency  and  that  Is  the  word  to  the  world  then  the 
Members  of  Congress  are  themselves  responsible  for  granting 
to  the  President  the  power  to  do  that.  Let  me  call  your 
attention  to  Public  Law  No.  416  of  the  Seventy-third  Con- 
gress.   I  read  from  section  606 : 

(c)  Upon  proclamation  by  the  President  that  there  exists  war 
or  a  threat  of  war  or  a  state  of  public  peril  or  disaster  or  other 
national  emergency,  or  In  order  to  preserve  the  neutrality  of  the 
United  States,  the  President  may  suspend  or  amend,  for  such  time 
as  he  may  see  fit.  the  rules  and  regulations  applicable  to  any  or 
aU  stations  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  as  pre- 
scribed by  the  Commission,  and  may  cause  the  closing  of  any 
station  for  radio  communication  and  the  removal  therefrom  of 
Its  apparatus  and  equipment,  or  he  may  authorize  the  use  or  con- 
trol of  any  such  station  and  or  Its  apparatus  and  equipment  by 
any  department  of  the  Oovernment  imder  such  regulations  as  he 
may  prescribe,  upon  just  compensation  to  the  owners. 

The  point  I  want  to  bring  out  is  that  if  by  the  passage  of 
this  act  you  create  a  national  emergency  then  the  President 
can  take  this  country  over,  take  over  the  broadcasting  sys- 
tems, take  over  the  newspapers,  and  all  public  means  of 
transmitting  speech  and  can  set  himself  up  as  a  dictator. 
You  do  not  want  that,  neither  do  I.  So  why  not  adopt  this 
amendment  and  say  we  are  trjing  to  prohibit  any  such 
action  being  taken  if  there  is  any  possibility  that  such  action 
might  be  taken? 

I  realize  that  the  New  Deal  Members  want  to  vote  on  this 
bill.  Over  on  that  side  of  the  House  they  do  not  want  any- 
thing but  a  dictatorship,  and  if  we  get  a  dictatorship  in  this 
country  God  knows  It  will  come  from  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  the  public  of  this  country  knows  that.  too.  You  fellows 
over  there  have  been  passing  such  laws  in  the  past  6  or  7  years 
that  we  have  no  other  alternative.  You  can  holler  "Vote!"  all 
you  want,  but  you  have  brought  this  country  just  about  to  the 
edge  of  dictatorship,  and  It  is  time  that  we  stop. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.    No;  I  cannot  yield  to  the  gentleman. 


This  morning's  Times-Herald  carries  an  articles  by  Chesly 
Manley:  "Pepper  accuk?d  of  asking  dictatorship  for  Roose- 
velt"—mind  you.  that  is  a  United  States  Senator— "Wheeler 
blasts  Florida  Senator  in  battle  over  conscription  bill": 

PEPPER     ACCTTSED     OP     ASKING     DICTATORSHIP     POR     ROOSEVELT WHEELER 

BLASTS  PLORIDA  SENATOR   IN  BATTLE  OVER  CONSCRIPTION  BILL 

(By  Chesly  Manly) 

Senator  Claude  Pepper  (Democrat),  of  Florida,  who  has  proposed 
that  Congress  make  President  Roosevelt  a  dictator,  argued  in  the 
Senate  yesterday  that  it  would  be  thoroughly  democratic  to  invest 
the  President  with  absolute  power  over  the  lives  and  property  of  all 
the  people  of  the  United  States. 

The  establishment  of  such  a  totalitarian  regime  would  be  demo- 
cratic, the  Florida  New  Dealer  maintained,  because  the  same  Con- 
gress which  voted  to  give  the  President  such  powers  during  an 
"emergency"  could  rescind  them  when  it  deemed  the  emergency  to 
have  passed. 

Just  think  of  a  Senator  advocating  the  setting  up  of  a  dic- 
tator publicly.  Well,  how  many  of^hem  might  be  doing  It 
privately?  Gentlemen,  we  are  on  the  verge  of  it.  Thi^ 
amendment  cannot  hurt  the  bill.  It  only  curbs  the  power 
granted  the  President.  You  have  given  him  too  much,  and  I 
do  not  propose  to  grant  any  unnecessary  powers  that  Congress 
should  assume.  Unless  this  amendment  is  adopted  I  cannot 
vote  for  this  legislation. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvama  [Mr.  RichI. 

The  amendment  was  rejected, 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  three  words. 

Mr.  Chairman.  I  hope  what  I  am  about  to  say  Is  not  In  bad 
taste.  I  appreciate  the  sentiments  behind  the  telegram  read 
by  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  but 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    Will   the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Utah. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.  I  think  the  statement  made  by 
General  Birkhead.  or  whatever  oflSce  he  holds,  is  absolutely 
uncalled  for  when  he  refers  to  the  fact  that  Congress  is 
fiddling.  I  think  the  national -defense  program  has  been 
put  through  with  all  the  expedition  and  speed  that  General 
Birkhead  or  anyone  else  in  the  Army  could  expect,  and  I  resent 
the  statement  he  made. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  The  gentleman  has  made  a 
large  portion  of  my  speech,  and  I  will  go  on  from  there.  I 
thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MURDOCK  of  Utah.    I  beg  the  gentleman's  pardon. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  at  this  moment  is 
confronted  with  one  of  the  most  crucial  tasks,  I  believe  the 
most  crucial  task,  in  all  the  history  of  this  Nation,  for  we  are 
called  upon  to  put  America  on  a  different  basis  from  the 
standpoint  of  defense  from  any  that  she  has  ever  been  put 
on  in  all  her  history.  But  that  is  only  half  our  Job  and  the 
other  half  is  even  more  diflflcult.  For  obviously  since  our  pur- 
pose in  the  defense  of  democratic  principles  of  equality,  fair- 
ness, and  justice,  we  are  called  upon  to  provide  defense  without 
abandoning  that  democratic  way  of  life,  and  to  do  it  on  the 
basis  of  the  preservation  of  those  principles  for  which  this 
Nation  stands.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  difficult  task  that  Is 
going  to  take  the  best  brains  and  the  best  earnestness  that  all 
of  us  are  capable  of  putting  forth.  We  are  engaged  in  at- 
tempting to  prove  that  a  free  people  can  make  themselves 
strong  against  attack  without  losing  their  freedom ;  in 
demonstrating  that  a  people  can  prepare,  if  need  be,  to 
defend  themselves  against  injustice  without  becoming  unjust 
to  anyone. 

The  defense  program  has  gone  through  Congress  with  the 
greatest  possible  speed,  it  seems  to  me.  To  have  done  it  any 
faster  would  have  meant  to  give  up  the  very  substance  of  the 
constitutional  government  we  are  seeking  to  defend. 

There  are  bottlenecks,  no  doubt,  but  they  certainly  are  not 
in  Congress. 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.l 

The  CHAIRMAN.    Under  the  rule  the  Committee  rises. 
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Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and  the  Speaker  having 
assumed  the  chair,  Mr.  WoooRim  of  Virginia,  Chairman  of  the 
CcMnmittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  re- 
ported tlMt  that  Committee,  having  had  under  consideration 
Senate  Joint  Resolution  286.  to  strengthen  the  common  de- 
fense and  to  authorize  the  President  to  order  members  and 
units  of  Reserve  components  and  retired  personnel  of  the 
Regular  Army  Into  active  military  service,  pursuant  to  House 
Resolution.  567.  he  reported  the  same  back  to  the  House  with 
stmdry  amendments  agreed  to  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  "SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule  the  previous  question  is 
ordered  (Hi  the  bill  and  amendments  to  final  passage. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any  amendment?  If  not, 
the  Chair  will  put  them  in  gross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPiLAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  biU. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time  and  was  read 
the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  passage  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  8HAPER  of  Michigan.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  motion 
recommit, 
le  SPEAKER.    Is  the  gentleman  opposed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  am. 
>The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion  to 
^|ecommit. 
^%he  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

fi^.  Shaker  of  Michigan  moves  to  recommit  the  bill  to  the  Com- 
janattee  on  Military  Affairs  with  instructions  to  report  It  back  forth- 
with with  the  following  amendment:  On  page  5.  strike  out  all  of 
lines  3  to  9..  Incliaslve,  and  insert : 

"(d)  Any  member  of  any  Reserve  component  of  the  Army  of  the 
^^lited   States  shall   be  discharged   upon  his   own   request,   made 
~Wthin  ao  days  of  the  date  of  his  being  ordered  into  the  active 
mnitary  service  of  the  United  States." 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  re- 
commit. 

Mr.  J^IAFER  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  division  (demanded  by 
Mr.  Sghawr  of  Wisconsin)  there  were — ayes  40.  noes  207. 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  rejected. 

TThe  SPEAKER.    The  quesUon  is  on  the  passage  of  the 
Joint  resolution. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I  demand  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken:  and  there  were— yeas  342.  nays  34, 
Dot  voting  54,  as  follows: 


Eberharter 

Edelsteln        

Edmiston 

Enilott 

Ellis 

Elston 

Engel 

Englebrlght 

Faddls 

Pay 

Penton 

Ferguson 

FltzpatrlclE 

Flaherty 

Flannagan 

Flannery 

Ford,  Leiand  M. 

Ford.  Miss. 

Ford.  Thomas  W, 

Fries 

Fulmer 

Gamble 

Gartner 

Oathlngs 

Oavagan 

Oearbart 

Gehrmana 

Gerlach 

Oeyer.  Calif. 

Ollchrist 


^ 

(Roll 

No.  184] 

■^^^ 
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Alexander 

Bryson 

Oofitellrt 

Alltc.La. 

Buck 

Courtney 

Alleii.  Pa. 

Buckler.  Minn. 

Cox 

Andersen.  H.  Carl  Bulwinkle 

Cravens 

AndeFson.  Calif. 

Burch 

Crawford 

Anderson.  Mo. 

Burgin 

Crosser 

Andrews 

Byrne.  N.  T. 

Crowe 

Angell 

Byrns.  Tenn. 

Crowthep 

Arends 

Camp 

Culkln 

Austm 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Cullen 

Ball 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Cummings 

Barden.  N.  0. 

Carlson 

D'Alesandr* 

Barnes 

Carter 

Darden.  Va. 

Barry 

Cartwrlght 

Davts 

Barton,  N.  T. 

Case.  S.  Dak. 

Dempsey 

Beam 

Casey,  Maat. 

DeRouen 

Beckworth 

Church 

Dlcksteln 

Bell 

Clark 

Dlngell 

Bender 

Clason 

Dlrksea 

Blackney 

Claypool 

Disney 

Bland 

Cluett 

Ditter 

Boehne 

Cochran 

Dondero 

Boland . 

CoOee.  Wash. 

Doughton 

Boren 

Cole.Md. 

Douglas 

Xtoykln 

Cole.  N.Y, 

Doxey 
Duncan 

Bradley,  Mlclk. 

CoUlns 

Brvmtn* 

Colmer 

Dunn 

Brooks 

Brown.  Oa. 

Cooley 
Cooper 

Durham 
Dworshak 

BTVWfi.OaUi 

OorbeU 

Xatoo 

omie 

Good  win 

Gore 

Goesett 

Graham 

Grant.  Ind. 

Green 

Gregory 

Griffith 

Gross 

Gwynne 

Hall,  Edwin  A. 

Hall.  Leonard  W. 

Hancock 

Hare 

Harness 

Harrington 

Hart 

Harter.  N.  T. 

Harter,  Ohio 

Hartley 

Havenner 

Hawks 

Healey 

Hendricks 

Hennings 

Hess 

Hin 

Hinshaw 

Hobbs 

Holmes 

Horton 

Houston 

Hull 

Hunter 

Izac 

Jacobsen 

Jarrett 

Jeffries 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Jenks.  N.  H. 

Jennings 

Jen.sen 

Johnson.LutherA. 

Johnson. Lyndon 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Johnson.  W.  Va. 

Jones,  Tex. 

Kean 

Kee 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

Keller 

Kelly 

Kennedy  Martin 

Kennedy.  Md. 


Kennedy.  Michael  Moser 


Keogh 

Kerr 

Kllbum 

Kilday 

Klnzer 

Kirwan 

Kitchens 

Kleberg 

Knutson 

Kocialkowskl 

Kramer 

Kunkel 

Landis 

Lanbam 

Larrabee 

Lea 

Leavy 

LeCompte 

Lemke 

Leslnskl 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Luce 

Ludlow 

Lynch 

McAndrews 

McArdle 

McCormack 

McDowell 

McGehee 

McGranery 

McGregor 

McKeough 

McLaughlin 

McLean 

McLeod 

McMillan.  Clara 


Mott 

Mouton 

Mimdt 

Murdock.  Ariz. 

Murdock,  Utah 

Myers 

Nelson 

Nichols 

NorreU 

Norton 

O'Brien 

8  Connor 
liver 
OToole 
Pace 
Patman 
Patrick 
Patton 
Pearson 
Peterson,  Fla. 
Peterson,  Ga. 
Pfelfer 
Pierce 
Pittenger 
Poage 
Polk 
Powers 
Rabaut 
Ramspeck 
Randolph 
Rankin 
Raybum 
Reed,  HI.     ' 
Reed,  NT. 
Richards 
Robertson 
Robln.-=on,  Utah 


McMillan,  John  L.  Rockfeller 


Maas 

Maciejewskl 

Mahon 

Mansfield 

Marshall 

Martin,  ni. 

Martin,  Iowa 

Martin.  Mass 

Massingale 

May 

Michener 

Miller 

Mills,  Ark. 

Mills.  La. 

Mitchell 

Monklewicz 

Monroney 


Rodgers.  Pa. 
Rogers.  Mass. 
Rogers.  Okla. 

Romjue 

Routzohn 

Rutherford 

Ryan 

Sacks 

Sandager 

Sasscer 

Satterfleld 

Bchiffler 

Schueta 

Schulte 

Schwert 

Seger 

Shanley 


NATS— 34 


Allen,  m. 

BoUes 

Burdlck 

Chiperfleld 

Evans 

Guyer.  Kans. 

Halleck 

Hoffman 

Johns 


Andresen.  A.  H. 
Arnold 
Bates,  Ky. 
Bates.  Mass. 
Bloom 
Bolton 
Bradley,  Pa. 
Buckley,  N.  T. 
•  Byron 
Caldwell 
Celler 
Chapman 
Clevenger 
Coffee.  Nebr. 


Johnson,  ni. 

Johnson.  Ind. 

Jones,  Ohio 

Jonkman 

Lambertson 

Marcantonlo 

Mason 

Murray 

O'Day 


Rees,  Kans. 
Rich 

Robsion.  Ky. 
Schafer,  Wis. 
Secrest 
Shafer,  Mich. 
Smith.  Ohio 
Springer 
Sweeney 


NOT  VOTING — 54 


Connery 

Creal 

Curtl-s 

Darrow 

Delaney 

Dies 

Drewry 

Fernandez 

Pish 

Polger 

Garrett 

Gtfford 

Grant.  Ala. 

Hook 


Hope 

Jarman 

Magnuson 

Maloney 

Merrltt 

O'Leary 

ONeal 

Osmers 

Parsons 

Plumley 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Risk 

Sabath 

Schaef  er,  ni. 


So  the  joint  resolution  was  passed. 
The  Clerk  announced  the  following  pairs: 
Generrl  pairs: 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


White  of  Ohio. 


Mr.  Warren  with  Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee. 
Mr.  Garrett  with  Mr.  Glfford. 
Mr.  Arnold  with  Mr.  Clevenger. 
Mr.  Coffee  of  Nebraska  with  Mr. 

Drewry  with  Mr.  Hope. 

Byron  with  Mr.  Seccombe. 

Polger  with  Mr.  Bates  of  Mas-sachusetts. 
Mr.  Schaefer  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Darrow. 
Mr.  Macntison  with  Mr.  Bolton. 

O'Neal  with  Mr.  Vreeland. 

Jarman  with  Mr.  August  H.  Andresen. 

Scrugham  with  Mr.  Fish. 

White  of  Idaho  with  Mr.  Ctirtla. 

Sheridan  with  Mr.  Risk. 

Mr.  Sparkman  with  Mr.  Osmers. 

Mr.  Chapman  with  Mr.  Plumley. 


August  15 

Shannon 

Sheppard 

Short 

SlmpaoD 

Smith.  Conn. 

Smith.  Maine 

Smith.  Va. 

Smith.  Wash. 

Smith.  W.  Va. 

Snyder 

Somers,  N.  T. 

South 

Spence 

Starnes.  Ala. 

Steagall 

Steams.  N.  H. 

Stefan 

Sumner.  111. 

Sumners.  Tex. 

Sutphin 

Sweet 

Taber 

Talle 

Tarver 

Taylor 

Terry 

Thoma-s.  N.  J. 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Thomason 

Tlbbott 

Tread  way 

Van  Zandt 

Vincent.  Ky. 

Vinson.  Oa. 

Voorhis.  Calif. 

Vorys.  Ohio 

Wadsworth 

Walter 

Ward 

Weaver 

Welch 

West 

Whelchel 

Whittington 

Wigglesworth 

Williams,  Del. 

Williams,  Mo. 

Wolcott 

Wolfenden,  Pa. 

Wolverton.  N.  J. 

Wood 

Woodrum,  Va. 

Toungdahl 

Zimmerman 


Tenerowlcz 

Thill 

Thorkelaon 

Tlnkhim 

Wheat 

Winter 

Woodrtiff,  Mich. 


Scrugham 

Seccombe 

Sheridan 

Smith,  m. 

Sparkman 

Sullivan 

Tolan 

Vreeland 

Wallgren 

Warren 

White,  Idaho 

White.  Ohio 
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Mr.  Delaney  with  Mr.  Creal. 

Mr.  Bloom  with  Mr.  Grant  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  Parsons  with  Mr.  Hook. 

Mr.  Tolan  with  Mr.  Merrltt. 

Mr.  Fernandez  with  Mr.  Sullivan. 

Mr.  Dies  with  Mr.  Bates  of  Kentucky. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced  as  above  recorded. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  House  adjourns  today  it  adjourns  to  meet  on 
Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PRIVATE  CALENDAR  BUSINESS 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  after  the  call  of  the  Consent  Calendar  on  Monday  next 
It  may  be  in  order  to  call  the  individual  bills  on  the  Private 
Calendar. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  state  what  the  program  for  the 
remainder  of  next  week  is,  if  he  knows? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  It  is  assumed  that  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency  will  have  ready  for  Tuesday  a  rule 
on  the  bill  Increasing  the  capital  of  the  Export-Import 
Bank.  In  all  probability  It  will  take  Tuesday  and  Wednes- 
day to  dispose  of  that  bill.  If  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  reports  the  tax  bill  by  Wednesday,  that  bill  will  be 
taken  up  Thursday. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERSONAL   ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  announce  that  my  col- 
leagues the  gentlemen  from  New  York.  Mr.  Celler 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri  Mr.  Speaker,  I  very  much  re- 
gret to  have  to  call  attention  to  the  rule  against  announce- 
ment of  how  another  Member  would  have  voted  if  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri  objects 
to  the  announcement  of  how  the  colleagues  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  would  have  voted.  Under  the  rule, 
such  an  announcement  is  not  in  order. 

I    EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  Members  be  granted  5  legislative  days  in  which  to  revise 
and  extend  their  remarks  on  the  joint  resolution  just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objecUon  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  wiU  state  that  the  Chair  wiU 
recognize  Members  only  for  unanimous-consent  requests. 

ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  the  right  to  submit 
unanimous-consent  requests,  I  wish  to  announce  to  the 
House  that  my  colleagues 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  regret  that  I  have  to  object, 
Mr.  Speaker.  The  proper  method  would  be  for  the  Member 
himself  to  later  speak  or  extend  remarks  giving  his  views. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri  objects  to 
the  announcement. 

NAVAL  AVIATORS 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  10030) 
Increasing  the  number  of  naval  aviators  in  the  line  of  the 
Regular  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  for  other  purposes,  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  concur  in  all  the  Senate  amend- 
ments except  amendment  No.  14.  and  disagree  to  amendment 
No.  14. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments  as  follows: 

Page  1.  line  8,  strike  out  "Reserves"  and  Insert  "Reserve." 
Page  1.  line  9,  strike  out  "except  as  hereinafter  provided." 


Page  1,  line  10.  after  "of"  where  It  appears  the  second  time. 
Insert  "the  line  of." 

Page  1,  line  11.  after  "and".  Insert  "the." 

Page  1.  line  11.  strike  out  all  after  "accordingly"  over  to  and 
Including  "be:"  In  line  3,  page  2,  and  Insert  "These  ofBcers  shall 
be  appointed  to  the  same  grade  occupied  by  them  in  the  Naval  or 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  as  the  case  may  be,  at  the  time  of  such  ap- 
pointment and  shall  take  precedence  In  such  grade  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  8  (e)  of  this  act." 

•Page  2,  lines  16  and  17.  strike  out  "And  provided"  and  Insert 
"Provided." 

Page  2,  line  20,  strike  out  "2  or  more  years"  and  Insert  "not  leas 
than  1  year." 

Page  2.  line  20,  strike  out  "continuous." 

Page  2,  line  20,  after  "service",  Insert  "other  than  training  duty." 

Page  2,  lines  21  and  22,  strike  out  "Immediately  preceding  the 
date  of  approval  of  this  act." 

Page  3,  line  2.  after  "promoted",  Insert  ":  And  provided  further. 
That  In  computing  the  pay  of  officers  appointed  under  the  author- 
ity of  this  act,  credit  for  longevity  shall  be  given  them  for  all 
service,  including  service  as  aviation  cadets,  with  which  they  have 
heretofore  been  credited." 

Page  3,  line  13.  after  "ofHoers."  where  It  appears  the  first  time 
Insert  "nurses." 

Page  3,  line  24,  after  "officers."  where  it  appears  the  second  tlm© 
Insert  "nurses." 

Page  5.  line  4,  after  "service".  Insert  ":  Provided.  That  not  more 
than  50  percent  of  the  authorized  number  of  privates  in  the  Marine 
Corps  shall  have  the  rank  of  private,  first  class." 

Page  5,  line  9,  strike  out  ",  page  1177."  and  Insert  "of  said  section  " 

Page  6,  line  12,  strike  out  "adding"  and  insert  "inserting  after 
the  word  'days'  in  line  28,  page  1177." 

Page  5,  line  13.  strike  out  "proviso"  and  Insert  "provisos." 

Page  5,  line  13.  strike  out  "And  provided"  and  Insert  "PrptHded." 

Page  5,  line  17,  after  "promotion."  Insert  "Provided  further.  That 
aU  periods  during  which  chief  warrant  officers  have  held  conunis- 
sions  in  the  Naval  Reserve  shall  be  included  in  computing  their 
pay  as  provided  In  the  act  Ot  February  16.  1929  (45  Stat.  1186)." 

Page  5,  line  22,  after  "line  8."  Insert  "page  1184." 

Page  6.  line  21,  strike  out  "report"  and  insert  "reporting." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Reserving  the  right  to  object, 
Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman,  explain  the  Senate  amend- 
ments he  is  asking  the  House  to  approve  by  unanimous 
consent? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  am  pleased  to  say  to  the  House 
that  these  Senate  amendments  have  been  gone  over  with  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Maas],  the  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  and  we  have 
consented  to  accept  all  of  them  except  amendment  No.  14. 
They  are  practically  clarifying  amendments  and  do  not  change 
the  bill  In  any  respect.   For  Instance,  the  House  bill  provided— 

That  officers  so  apf>olnted  shaU  upon  appointment  occupy  the 
same  grade. 

The  Senate  changed  that,  and  the  Senate  amendment 
reads: 

These  officers  shall  be  appointed  to  the  same  grade  occupied  by 
them  in  the  Naval  or  Marine  Corps  Reserve. 

The  gentleman  from  Minnesota  and  I  have  gone  over  these 
amendments.  We  have  agreed  with  Senator  Walsh  that  we 
cannot  accept  amendment  No.  14.  and  he  will  recede  on  that 
amendment.  The  bulk  of  the  amendments  are  clarifying 
amendments- 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Senate  amendments  Nos.  1  to  13  and  15  to  21  were  con- 
curred In. 

Senate  amendment  No.  14  was  disagreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
include  therein  two  newspaper  clippings. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection.  • 

OVERTIME  IMMIGRATION  SERVICES 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take   from  the   Speaker's   desk  the   bill    (H.  R.   5403)    to 
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provide  for  the  deposit  of  certain  collections  for  overtime 
Izrunigratlon  services  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation 
chargeable  with  the  payment  for  such  services,  and  for  other 
purposes,  with  Senate  amendments  thereto,  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendments,  as  follows: 

Line  3,  strike  out  "hereafter." 

lane  3.  *rter  "coUectetl".  Insert  "on  or  after  JxUy  1,  1941." 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to  ob- 
ject.   Will  the  gentleman  klndl"  explain  this? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  has  been  passed  by 
both  the  House  and  the  Senate.  It  is  a  departmental  bill.  It 
would  provide  for  the  deposit  of  certain,  overtime  collections 
in  the  Immigration  Service  to  the  credit  %i  the  proper  appro- 
priation to  which  they  are  chargeable.  This  charge  was 
suggested  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  and  heretofore  the 
money  was  dep>oslted  In  a  separate  fund,  and  had  to  be  trans- 
ferred through  an  item  of  legislation.  This  simplifies  the 
bookkeeping. 

Mr.  BtaCHENER.  And^  we  simply  agree  to  the  Senate 
amendment? 

Mr.  LESINSKI.  The  Senate  amendment  is  "on  and  after 
July  1.  1940." 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  laid  on  the  table. 


t 


UCHABO  PAm.  REHN 

Mr.  LESINSKI.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 

lake  from  the  Speaker's  table  the  bill,  H.  R.  5640.  to  admit 

Richard  Paul  Rehn  permanently  to  the  United  States,  with 

^  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in   the   Senate 

amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  / 

After  llnr-  6.  insert: 

"Sec.  2.  Up<3n  ttie  enactment  of  this  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
shall  instruct  the  proper  quota-control  officer  to  deduct  one  num- 
ber from  the  nonpreftrence  category  of  the  quota  during  the  cur- 
rent year." 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  right  to  ob- 
ject. Thiit  is  an  immigration  matter.  Does  it  come  with 
the  unanimous  report  of  the  committee? 
^  Mr.  LESINSKI.  Yes.  This  bill  was  passed  by  our  com- 
▼  mittee  and  passed  by  the  House  and  Senate.  The  Senate  put 
on  the  amendment  that  it  be  chargeable  to  the  quota  of  the 
country  the  man  came  from. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  In  other  words,  the  bill  is  the  same  as 
It  passed  the  Senate  with  the  exception  that  it  permits  ono 
less  person  to  enter  the  United  States  during  the  current  year. 

Mr.  LESINSKI.     That  is  correct. 
^     The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan?  ♦ 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  concurring  in  the  Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  laid  on  the  table. 

JOHANN  RUDOLF  HtTEMEBERG 

^  Vtc.  LESINSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  frorpxthe  Speaker's  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  5641)  to  admit 
Johann  Rudolf  Hueneberg  permanently  to  the  United  States, 
with  a  Senate  amendment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  ^ 

4^ After  Une  0.  Insert: 

*    "Sk:.  H.  Upon  the  enactment  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  State 
cbaU  instruct  the  proper  quota-controi  oOoer  to  deduct  one  number 


from  the  nonpreference  category  of  the  quota  during  the  current 
year." 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  Senate  amendment  was  agreed  ta 
A  motion  to  reconsider  laid  on  the  table. 

SAFETY  IN  BITTTICINOUS  AND  ANTHRACITE  MINES 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  SQeaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a  new  petition  on  the  desk. 
No.  35.  Ii  has  to  do  with  the  mine-inspection  bill  that  has 
been  pending  in  the  committees  of  the  House  and  Senate 
for  more  than  a  year. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KELLER.    Yes. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Is  not  this  the  bill  that  seeks  to  obtain 
information  as  to  the  health  and  safety  in  bituminous  and 
anthracite  mines,  and  also  as  to  occupational  diseases? 

Mr.  KELLER.  It  is;  and  since  that  bill  came  before  the 
House  more  men  have  been  killed  in  mines  in  the  United 
States  than  three  times  the  niunber  in  the  House  and  the 
Senate.  It  is  inexcusably  delayed,  and  I  hope  the  Members 
of  the  Hou.se  will  remedy  that  by  signing  petition  No.  35. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Is  this  a  bill  under  which 
the  Federal  Crovemment  will  admit  that  the  New  Deal  Gov- 
ernors of  West  Virginia  and  Illinois  cannot  enforce  their 
own  inspection  laws? 

Mr.  KELLER.  I  do  not  admit  any  such  thing,  and  the 
gentleman  knows  it. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  PETERSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Tuesday  of 
this  week  the  House  had  under  consideration  the  question  of 
granting  the  rule  (H.  R.  8157)  to  establish  a  national  land 
policy,  and  to  provide  homesteads  for  actual  farm  families, 
known  as  the  Peterson  homestead  bill.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  at  this  point  on 
this  legislation  by  including  therein  a  copy  of  the  bill,  to- 
gether with  an  explanation  of  it  as  contained  in  the  report 
and  supplemental  report. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

A  bill  to  establish  a  national  land  policy,  and  to  provide  homesteads 
for  actual  farm  families  /* 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  Tliat  the  purposes  of  this  act  are  to  establish 
a  national  land  policy  based  upon  Inherent  human  rights,  to  provide 
for  every  family  an  opportunity  to  own  a  home  and  earn  for  Itself 
the  necessities  of  life,  to  encourage  private  Initiative,  to  protect  each 
citizen  m  the  enjoyment  of  the  fruits  of  his  labor,  and  to  more 
firmly  secure  to  all  people  their  nattiral  right  of  pursuit  of  happiness 
in  freedom  and  independence. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  (hereinafter  referred  to 
as  the  "Secretary"),  through  the  General  Land  Office,  is  hereby 
authorized  to  purchase  obligations  secured  by  Hens  on  farm  lands. 
v,hlch  were  In  effect  on  the  date  of  the  passage  of  this  act.  and  pay 
for  the  same  a  price  not  exceeding  the  normal  value  of  such  lands 
plus  the  useful  value  of  the  buildings  and  improvements  thereon. 
and  not  exceeding  in  any  event  the  amount  of  the  Indebtedness 
under  the  Hen  at  the  date  of  purchase. 

(b)  Upon  application  of  the  mortgagor,  the  Secretary  shall  re- 
lease the  mortgager  frcm  his  liability  under  the  obligation  pur- 
chased by  the  Secretary,  and  cancel  the  balance  of  the  indebtedness 
of  the  mortgagor  thereunder,  upon  the  conveyance  by  the  morteaeor 
to  the  United  States  of  the  title  to  the  lands  securing  such  obliea- 
tion.  In  case  no  such  settlement  of  the  obligation  is  made  nothinjr 
in  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  affect  the  rights  and  liabilities  of 
either  party  under  the  terms  of  the  obligation. 

Sec.  3.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  through  tlie  General  Land 
Office,  is  further  authorized  to  purchase  fee-slrople  title  to  farm 
lands  held  by  a  mortgagee  or  lien  holder  under  a  foreclosure  con- 
cluded after  January  1.  1920.  and  prior  to  the  date  of  passage  of  this 
act.  paying  for  the  same  not  exceeding  the  normal  value  of  such 
lands  plus  the  useful  value  of  buUdings  and  Improvements  thereon 
and  not  exceeding  in  any  event  the  amount  of  the  Indcbtednesji 
under  the  mortgage  or  other  lien  at  the  time  of  foreclosure 

Sec.  4.  All  lands  acquired  by  the  United  States  under  this  act 
shaU    become  a  part  of   the  public  domain.     The  Secretary   shall 
thereupon  classify  all  public  lands  according  to  their  adaptability 
tot  farming  purposes,  and  lands  found  suitable  for  farmlne  shall   » 
hereafter  be  disposed  of  only  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  at 
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this  act.  Lands  clajsltted  as  not  suited  for  farming  .shall  be  with- 
held for  disposition  under  any  laws  otherwise  applicable  to  the 
public  domain,  but  nothing  herein  shall  affect  or  Interfere  with  the 
national  parks,  national  monuments,  or  other  Goverrunent  reserva- 
tions or  with  the  operation  of  the  mineral  lands  laws  of  the  United 
States. 

Sec.  5.  The  Secretary  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  divide  all 
public  lands  classified  as  suitable  for  farm  purposes  into  tracts,  to 
be  known  as  homesteads,  of  suiUble  size  for  the  support  of  a  family 
of  average  size  under  normal  conditions,  talcing  into  consideration 
the  fertility  of  the  soil  and  general  farm  conditions  and  require- 
ments in  the  section  where  said  lands  are  located:  Provided,  That 
no  such  tract  shall  contain  less  than  60  acres  nor  more  ttian  160 
acres. 

Sec.  6.  The  Secretary  shall  determine,  as  of  the  time  of  the 
acquisition  by  him  of  any  real  property  under  this  act,  the  value  of 
such  property  and  the  value  of  the  real  property  in  each  homestead 
within  the  tract  acquired.  To  each  such  homestead  the  Secretary 
shall  allocate  such  portion  of  the  price  paid  by  him  for  the  Hen  or 
the  tract,  as  the  case  may  be.  as  the  value  of  the  homestead  tract 
bears  to  the  value  of  the  portion  of  the  tract  found  suitable  for 
farm  purp>oses. 

Sec.  7.  Such  tracts  shall  be  available  for  entry  under  the  appli- 
cable provisions  of  the  homestead  laws,  subject,  however,  to  the 
following  terms  and  conditions: 

(a)  No  person  shall  be  eligible  except  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  who  Is  the  head  of  a  family. 

(b)  No  person  shall  be  eligible  who  Is  the  owner  of  farm  land. 
<c)   No  person  shall  be  eligible  who  shall  be  shown  by  the  records 

of  the  General  Land  Office  to  have  been  already  granted  a  homestead, 
unlc*  he  shall  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  that  such 
homestead  grant  has  been  relinquished  in  a  legal  manner  and  with- 
out fault  or  negligence  on  his  part. 

(d)  Preference  shall  be  given  to  farm  families  in  granting  home- 
steads hereunder:  Provided,  That  when  application  for  entry  is  made 
by  an  applicant  who  is  not  the  head  of  a  farm  family,  notice  of  such 
application  shall  be  posted  for  at  least  90  days  at  the  usual  place  for 
posting  legal  notices  In  the  county  seat  of  the  county  where  such 
tract  Is  located,  and  should  no  qualified  applicant  who  is  the  head 
of  a  farm  family  make  application  within  this  period  to  enter  said 
tract  the  original  applicant,  if  otherwise  qualified,  shall  be  entitled 
to  entry. 

(e)  Mortgagors  living  on  encumbered  lands  at  the  time  of 
liquidation  of  indebtedne.ss  hereunder  shall  have  a  prior  right  to 
acquire  homesteads  within  the  bounds  of  such  Ihnds:  Provided. 
That  they  make  application  within  90  days  after  classification  for 
entry  of  such  lands. 

(f)  The  applicant  to  whom  the  homestead  privilege  Is  granted 
and  his  successors  In  Interest  shall  pay  to  the  Secretary  In  equal 
annual  Installments  the  amount  of  the  price  allocated  to  -the 
homestead  under  section  6  of  this  act  with  interest  which  shpll  be 
at  a  rate  not  exceeding  the  rate  of  Interest  at  which  the  United 
States  Government  may  borrow  money  at  the  time.  Pa^Tnents  shall 
be  made  In  not  more  than  40  equal  annual  Installments,  as  deter- 
mined by  agreement  between  the  Secretary  and  the  individual  appli- 
cant, and  shall  t>e  for  a  period  not  in  excess  of  40  years.  The  whole 
or  any  part  of  any  Installment  may  be  paid  In  advance,  and  in  case 
of  unusual  and  adverse  conditions  the  Secretary  may  permit  a 
reasonable  postponement  of  payment. 

(g)  Each  patent  of  homestead  hereimder  shall  be  in  such  form  as 
to  provide  definite  covenants  which  shaU  be  effective  and  binding 
only  so  long  as  any  portion  of  the  amount  ow^g  on  said  homestead 
tract  under  the  terms  of  paragraph  (f )  of  this  section  remain  un- 
paid and  which  shall  contain  specific  stipulati9ns.  as  follows: 

(1)  Prohibiting  the  sale,  cutting,  or  removal  of  timber  or  other 
natural  resources  growing  upon  or  contained  within  the  homestead 
tract  except  with  the  consent  of  the  Secretary,  and  containing  such 
reasonable  stipulations  as  to  upkeep  of  buildings  and  fences  and 
fire  Insurance  on  buildings  as  will.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary, 
provide  proper  protection  of  the  Investment  of  the  United  States 
Government  In  the  property; 

(2)  Prohibiting  the  sale  or  encumbrance  or  In  any  manner  mak- 
ing such  homestead  tract  subject  to  any  further  debt^ftnd  any  ex- 
ercise of  or  attempt  to  exercise  any  such  power  Is  h^eby  declared 
to  be  void  and  of  no  legal  effect,  except  that  homestead  tracts  may 
be  exchanged  under  regulations  promulgated  by  the  Secretary; 

(3)  Providing  for  cancelation  of  the  patent  of  homestead  and  re- 
possession of  the  homestead  tract  by  the  Secretary  upon  default  of 
pa3rment  of  any  amount  due  under  paragraph  (f)  of  this  section. 
or  In  the  event  the  terms  of  the  patent  of  homestead  are  not  fully 
compiled  with,  or  upon  failure  of  the  homesteader  to  pay  any  and 
al!  taxes  or  other  assessments  levied  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment or  by  the  State  or  political  subdivision  where  the  tract  is  lo- 
cated against  said  homestead  tract  or  any  pwartion  thereof. 

Sec.  8.  The  laws.  Including  those  relating  to  taxation,  of  the 
State  or  p>ollt!cal  sut>dlvlslon  in  which  any  homestead  tract  granted 
hereunder  Is  situated  shall  be  applicable  to  said  homestead  tract  In 
the  same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  to  other  privately 
owned  land. 

Sec  9.  There  Is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  from  time 
to  time  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  cariry  out  the  provisions 
and  Intent  of  this  act. 

Sec.  10.  The  amounts  expended  under  this  act  shall  be  eqtiitably 
distributed  among  the  several  States  and  Terrttoriea. 


Establishing  a  National  Laiw  Policy  and  Providino  Hombsteam 

roH  AcTUAi  Farm  Families 
,    Mr.  DeRouen.  from  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands,  sub- 
mitted  the  following  report  to  accompany  H.  R.  8157: 

The  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands,  to  whom  was  referred  tha 
bill  (H.  R.  8157)  to  establish  a  national  land  policy  and  to  provide 
homesteads  for  actual  farm  families,  having  considered  the  same, 
report  favorably  thereon  with  an  amendment  and  recommend  that 
the  bill,  as  amended,  do  pass. 

The  amendment   is  as  follows: 

Page  7.  line  10,  beglimlng  with  the  word  "However",  strike  out 
the  rest  of  section  9. 

STATEMENT 

This  legislation  does  not  provide  for  the  creation  of  any  new 
Federal  agency  or  the  appointment  of  any  additional  officeholder* 
or  employees. 

It  declares  a  definite  national  land  policy  which  may  hereafter  be 
put  into  effect  by  Congress,  and  It  authorizes  the  appropriation  of 
sucn  sums  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  or  expedient  in  carrying  out 
its  provisions.  jo 

The  measure  Is  so  drawn  that,  should  Congress  at  any  time  find 
the  program  unsatisfactory.  Its  further  operation  could  easily  b« 
discontinued  without  affecting  m  any  manner  any  agency  of  the 
Government  or  involving  the  Federal  Government  In  further  ex- 
penaitures. 

tlo^°onon^,'  ^I'n"'i'»f  '^  provisions  bc  found  satisfactory,  this  legisla- 
tion opens  up  the  way  for  the  elimination  of  many  Government 
agencies  and  the  consequent  simplification  of  our  Federal  stmcTtUi 

EXPLANATION   OF   THE   BILL 

u^^^^L^^''^^  measure  the  Nation's  traditional  homestead  laws  are 
amended  so  as  to  provide  a  simple  and  effective  remedy,  free  of 
reKlmentatlon.  with  which  to  meet  the  present-day  problem  of 
farm-home  ownership.  ^^-^^xy   prooiem   oi 

now  ho'd  ut'f*.^to7hJVP'"'"'l'^*'^  assistance  for  farm  families  who 
«nrt  frn^  ihi^H^^*^^  farm  homestead  upon  which  they  now  live 
^r«  »no^,  r  ^"^  *^!?  ^""^  attempting  to  earn  a  livelihood,  but  who 
are  unable  to  provide  even  the  bare  necessities  of  life  and  at  the 
same  time  meet  the  obligations  of  a  farm-mortgage  debt  In  othej 
words.  lends  aid  to  the  owner-operator,  whosi  farm  hornestead 
Jfo^^V"^  mortgaged,  while  he  Is  still  in  possession  of  hS  faiS 
homestead  rather  than  waiting  until  after  he  is  reduced  to  tenant^ 

^J^lrln^r^'r'"  "'"^v"  °P«"«  "P  the  pathway  to  farm  homestead 
ownership  lor  present  tenant  farmers  and  for  other  American  cltl- 

SrvL"and"tlerfammS.'  "'^"^  '°  P^°^***^  "^  "^^"^°°<*  '^  *^«- 

COST  or  THIS  PROGRAM 

The  money  spent  by  the  Federal  Government  under  this  program 
will  not  create  any  new  debt.  Neither  will  it  increase  the  total 
outstanding  debt  or  the  total  farm-mortgage  debt  of  this  country 
one  penny.  Furthermore,  this  money  is  to  be  repaid,  with  Interest 
to  the  Government  over  a  period  of  40  years,  during  which  time 
no  additional  debts  can  be  incurred  against  the  tracts  of  land 
Involved. 

Thus  It  can  be  seen  that  this  legislation.  Instead  of  Increasing  the 
cost  of  Government,  provides  a  sound  method  by  which  the  total 
outstanding  debts  of  this  country  as  well  as  the  total  farm-mort- 
gage debts  may  be  gradually  reduced.  And  the  permanent  relief 
afforded  through  this  program  brings  definite  hope  for  reduced 
Federal  expenditures  In  future  years. 

BRIEF  SUMMARY   OF  BENEFTTS   WHICH   MAY  REASONABLY   BE  EXPECTED  TO 
REStn-T   FROM    ENACTMENT   OF   THIS    PROGRAM 

1.  It  Win  tend  to  check  the  fiood  of  farm -mortgage  forecloeures 

2.  It  will  provide  for  the  orderly  liquidation  of  farm-mortgage 
debts.  -o-t, 

3.  It  will  put  at  the  disposal  of  the  United  States  a  considerable 
quantity  of  farm  lands  available  for  entry  by  tenant  farmers  and 
other  American  citizens,  under  the  machinery  of  the  existing  Home- 
stead Act.  as  amended  by  this  act. 

4.  Through  the  gradual  liquidation  of  farm-mortgage  debts  and 
material  reductions  In  Interest  and  carrying  charges  on  these  debts 
It  will  relieve  farm  Income  of  the  burden  of  such  debts  thus' 
restoring  the  purchasing  power  of  farm  income  and  opening  ud 
new  consumer  markets  of  vast  proportions. 

5.  Most  Important  of  all.  It  will  tend  to  preserve  the  family-size 
farm  in  this  Nation  for  the  use  of  actual  farm  families  who  are 
willing  to  live  on  these  farms  and  earn  a  livelihood  through  tilling 
the  sou.  ^ 

PROVISIONS  OF  THE  BILL  IN  DETAIL 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  through  the  General  Land  Office,  is 
authorized  to  acquire  lands  now  In  private  possession  through  the 
purchase  of  outstanding  liens  and  to  make  such  lands  so  acquired  a 
part  of  the  public  domain.  The  SecreUry.  however.  Is  specifically 
prohibited  from  taking  such  action  except  upon  application  by  the 
owner  of  the  land  Involved. 

Tracts  of  farm  land  on  which  mortgages  have  laeen  foreclosed  any 
time  since  January  1,  1920.  and  which  are  still  In  posserslon  of  the 
mortgagee,  may  also  be  acquired  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
through  payment  for  such  tracts  of  a  sum  not  exceeding  the  amount 
of  the  Hen  at  the  time  of  foreclosure. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  directed  to  classify  all  lands  ac- 
quired under  this  act  according  to  their  adaptability  for  farming 
purposes. 
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Lands  i^mflcM  for  fann  purposes  are  to  be  wltlibeld  from  private 

entry.  "  <-■- 

Lands  si^tAble  for  farm  purposes  are  to  be  divided  Into  tracts,  to 
be  known  e  hcanesteads,  of  suitable  size  for  the  support  of  a  family 
Qt.  jtWTage  size  tinder  normal  conditions,  taking  Into  consideration 
the  fertility  of  the  soil  and  general  farm  conditions  and  requirements 
In  the  section- where  said  lands  are  located.  proWded  that  no  tract 
shall  contain  less  than  50  acres  nor  more  than  160  a-^res. 

Tb  each  homestead  tract  there  shall  be  allocated  such  portion  cf 
the  price  paid  by  the  Secretary  for  the  lien  as  the  value  of  the  home- 
stead tract  bears  to  the  value  of  the  entire  tract  acquired. 

These  tracts  are  made  available  for  entry  under  the  Homestead 
Act  of  1862,  as  amended,  and  subject  to  the  following  provisions: 

1.  Any  citizen  of  the  United  States  who  is  the  head  of  a  family  Is 
eligible  to  apply  for  a  homestead,  provided  that  such  citizen  Is  not 
already  the  owner  of  farm  land  and  has  not  previously  been  granted 
a  hon>estead  (unless  he  shall  prove  that  such  homestead  grant  has 
been  relinquished  In  a  legal  manner  and  without  fault  or  negli- 
gence  on  his  part). 

2.  Preference.  Tor  a  period  of  90  days,  shall  be  given  to  farm 
families  In  granting  homesteads.  If  an  application  for  entry  Is 
made  by  an  applicant  who  is  not  the  head  of  a  farm  family.  90 
days'  public  notice  shall  be  given;  and  should  no  qualified  farm 
family  make  application  within  this  period  to  enter  said  tract,  the 
original  applicant  shall  then  be  entitled  to  entry. 

3.  A  mortgagor  living  on  encumbered  lands  at  the  time  of  liquida- 
tion of  the  indebtedness  on  said  land  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior shall  be  given  a  prior  right  to  acquire  a  homestead  within 
the  botinds  of  such  lands,  provided  such  mortgagor  files,  his  appli- 
cation within  90  days  after  such  land  is  classified  for  entry. 

4.  The  cost  of  the  homestead  tract  to  the  United  States  shall  be 
repaid  by  the  homesteader  In  equal  annual  Installments,  not  ex- 
ceeding 40,  with  Interest,  which  shall  be  at  a  rate  not  exceeding 
the  rate  of  interest  at  which  the  United  States  Government  may 
borrow  money  at  the  time. 

5.  Homesteads  granted  hereunder  shall  not  be  subject  to  any 
further  debt  or  encumbrance  of  any  nature,  nor  to  sale,  except  that 
they  may  be  exchanged  under  regulations  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior.  However,  these  provisions  shall  be  effective  and  binding 
only  so  long  as  any  p>ortion  of  the  amount  owing  to  the  United 
States  on  said  homestead  tract  remains  unpaid. 

6.  All  lands  coming  into  possession  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment under  this  act  shall  be  subject  to  the  laws,  including  those 
relating  to  taxation,  of  the  State  and  political  subdivision  in  which 
said  lands  are  situated. 

7.  The  amoiints  expended  under  this  act  shall  be  equitably  dis- 
tributed among  the  several  States  and  Territories. 

NECISSmr  FOR  THIS  LEGISLATION 

During  his  campaign  for  reelection  In  1936,  President  Roosevelt 
stated  that — 

"In  all  our  plans  we  are  guided,  and  will  continue  to  be  guided,  by 
the  ftmdamental  belief  that  the  American  farmer,  living  on  his  own 
land,  remains  our  ideal  of  self-reliance  and  of  spiritual  balance — the 
source  from  which  the  reservoirs  of  the  Nation's  strength  are  con- 
stantly renewed.  It  is  from  the  men  and  women  of  our  farms — 
living  close  to  the  soil — that  this  Nation,  like  the  Greek  giant  An- 
taeus, touches  Mother  Earth  and  rises  with  strength  renewed  a 
hundredfold.  We  want  to  perpetuate  that  ideal  imder  modern 
conditions  so  that  msn  may  be  strong  in  the  ancient  virtues  and  yet 
lay  hold  of  the  advantages  which  science  and  new  knowledge  offer  to 
•  well-rounded  life." 

On  account  of  the  vast  aniount  of  free  land  suitable  for  farming 
purposes.  It  has  always,  until  recent  years,  been  a  rather  easy  matter 
for  a  family  to  own  a  farm  home  in  America.  It  is  upon  this  funda- 
mental fact  that  our  fame  as  the  land  of  opportunity  largely  rests. 

Yet  there  ^i^  been  no  protection  thrown  around  these  farm  home- 
stead units  by  the  Federal  Government,  preserving  them  for  farm 
families  d^lrlng  to  live  on  their  own  land. 

So  long  as  thcfe  was  an  ample  supply  cf  public  domain,  available 
for  private  entrrtunder  our  homestead  laws,  such  protection  was  not 
absolutely  essenftal.  The  Nation's  free  soil  cf  Itself  safeguarded  to 
a  degree  the  right  of  the  American  farmer  to  live  upon  his  own  land. 

Howcvar.  the  aupply  of  desirable  free  soil  has  become  exhausted. 
There  no  longer  Exists  in  America  this  haven  of  safety,  this  natural 
fortress  for  the  protection  of  human  liberty  and  freedom,  and  as  a 
restrtt  ArneJ^ca^^oday  faces  a  problem  different  from  any  heretofore 
confronting  ptiy.  *>eople. 

Te'^ahtry  4T>*3arm-mortgage  debts  oft  owner-operated  farms  are 
rapidly  increasing,  while  the  ranks  of  ^e  Independent  group  of 
farmer^.,  who  live  on  their  own  land  free  of  debt  grow  thinner. 

In  1930,  when  the  last  complete  census  was  taken,  there  remained, 
of  dur  total  farm  population,  only  29  4  percent  of  the  farmers  who 
owi:ied  their  own  farms  free  of  debt.  Two-thirds  of  the  farmers  were 
either  tenants  or  owners  with  mortgage  (^ebts  over  their  farms  (42.4 
percent  were  tenants  and  23.8  percent  were  owners  with  mortgages 
en  their  farms). 
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traditional  homestead  policies  of  this  Nation  have  been  proven 
to  be  highly  satisfactory  in  providing  opportunities  for  rural  settlers 
to  acqiure  their  own  farm  homea. 


Although  such  policies  have  prevailed  In  this  country  since  early 
colonial  days  it  has  been  found  necessary  to  revise  them  from  time 
to  time  In  order  to  meet  the  problems  which  have  naturally  arisen 
as  the  Nation  grew  and  developed  and  as  conditions  changed. 

Under  this  measure  it  Is  now  proposed  to  amend  and  modify  the 
Federal  homestead  laws  so  as  to  make  them  effective  in  meeting  the 
present-day  problem  bf  farm -home  ownership. 

Its  provisions  are  simple  and  easily  understood. 

It  provides  two  ways  by  which  the  Federal  Government  may  ac- 
quire farm  land,  which  will  again  be  made  available  for  private 
entry:  First,  through  the  purchase  of  obligations  secured  by  liens  on 
farm  land  and  acceptance  of  title  to  the  land  from  the  mortgagor  in 
settlement  of  the  obligation;  and,  second,  through  purchase  of 
tracts  of  farm  land  on  which  mortgages  have  been  foreclosed  at  any 
time  since  January  1,  1920,  and  which  are  still  In  the  possession  of 
the  mortgagee. 

The  land  so  acquired  is  to  be  divided  into  homestead  tracts  of  not 
less  than  50  acres  or  more  than  160  acres. 

There  Is  to  be  charged  against  each  homestead  tract  Its  pro  rata 
part  of  the  cost  to  the  Government  of  the  entire  tract. 

Applications  for  entry  upon  these  homestead  tracts  are  to  be  made 
to  the  General  Land  OfQce  under  the  existing  homestead  laws  as 
amended  by  this  act. 

The  General  Lpnd  Office  Is  the  logical  agency  to  administer  this 
act.  It  was  created  in  1812,  and  since  that  time  has  administered 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  homestead  tracts  and  collected  millions  of 
dollars  from  the  sale  of  farm  lands. 

There  is  submitted  below  a  letter  from  the  General  Land  Ofllce  to 
which  Is  attached  definite  data  regarding  these  transactions. 

Department  or  the  Interior, 

General   Land   Omcc. 

Washington,  May  21,  1937. 
Statistics:  Number  and  area  of  homesteads  to  Jime  30.  1936. 
Hon.  Hugh  Peterson, 

House  of  Representatives. 
Mt   Dear  Mr.  Peterson:    Referring  to  our  recent  conversation 
over   the  telephone   there   Is  enclosed  a  tabulation  setting  forth 
the  numl)€r  and  area  of  homesteads  originally  alloweU  in  the  public- 
land  States  and  Alaska,  also  the   number  and  acreage   embraced 
in  perfected  entries  including  those  entries  completed  under  the 
commutation  provision  whereby  the  homesteader  pays  the  Govern- 
ment price  of  the  land  after  residing  thereon  the  minimum  period 
required  by   law.     This   compilation   does    not    include   entries   of 
ceded    Indian   lands.     There    Is   also   enclosed   a   diAgram   showing 
the  acreage  entered  annually  under  the  homestead  laws  a-n^^  the 
acreage  appropriated  under  cash  sales,  etc. 
A  carbon  copy  of  this  letter  is  also  enclosed. 
Very  respectfully, 

Antoinette  Funk, 
Assistant  Commissioner. 

Tabulation  s?iowing  number  and  acreage  embraced  in  allowed 
origiTial  homestead  entries  and  final  homestead  entries  (includ- 
ing commuted  entries,  by  States,  from  the  pas:iaffe  of  ttie  Hom^' 
stead  Act  to  June  30,  1936  I 


States 


Alshama 

Arizona .„..—.-- 

Arkansas ............. 

California 

Coloratlo : 

Dakota  Territory 

Florida 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana . 

Iowa .„. . . 

Kan"«as ......... 

Louisiana ..... 

Michigan ._«. 

MlIlQe^<)ta 

Mississippi ... 

Missouri 

Montana . 

Nrbrsska... 

Nevada 

New  Mexico _.._ 

North  DaktiU 

(ihk) 

Oklahoma .._ 

Orepon . 

S<iuth  DakoU 

Vtah 

Washington ,_ 

WisCODSiD 

Wyomine 

General  Land  Office 

Alaska  Territory 

Total 


Original 


Number 


78.7A4 

4a(BS 
14«,.'U8 
134.421 
308.800 
lis,  870 

5&,e54 

105,810 

W5 

40 

14.607 
183.  S78 

416110 

4a  s» 

154.234 

4«.ir8 

67,135 
235.921 
am.  444 
8,576 
170.03d 
183,421 
179 
190.439 
122.353 
1M.450 

40.01A 
118,143 

sasos 

119.290 
1.947 
1,855 


Acres 


7, 934. 032 

8.tt>4.ft23 
14.9&1.  114 
21.668.914 
43.188.985 
18.07Z79a 

8.36S.40B 

IS^  095.  495 

7,393 

Z117 

1.408.  r37 
20.388.351 

4.7iaom 

4.  72a  371 
18,  y"3, 0C8 

4..617.  547 

6,863,283 
61,941.173 
42,  106,  715 

1, 979,  818 
40,  288, 417 
27,274.464 
12,463 
27,976,480 
30,  576.  649 
23.753.731 

9. 3ia  441 
15,586,017 

s,a4aooo 

84,128.247 
140.520 
269.403 


3,024.937        507,007.158 


Final 


Number  Acres 


44(965 

19,595 

76.216 

71,164 

111.  725 

60.  672 

31.275 

00,300 

70 

29 

8.947 

110,  516 

34.7H9 

21.971 

92.353 

25.482 

35.069 

151.858 

121,071 

4.173 

M.801 

134.663 

112 

111,347 

65.537 

10a668 

16,488 

64.806 

31.610 

64.658 

1.716 

L209 


1.75a  039 


4.901.878 

3,815.300 

a  297.864 

la  081,  430 

22,  462,  510 

9.  530.  454 

3,702  707 

9,502.822 

5,866 

1.796 

9ia003 

16,  214.  798 

3.771.85B 

Z  670.  574 

ll,3.Vi.012 

Z  7S5.  .V!0 

3.677.904 

31,  873,  89-J 

34.  778,  m 

667,  (MH 

18,12S.llri 

19^836,006 

7.987 

1«,5W.4«7 

iaS3ai38 

l«,ia&006 

a,  33a  534 

91396,753 

3.35a9«5 

16,  Ma  988 

149,  40R 

139,510 


385,60!^  954 
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EiTECT  or  Books  and  Depressions  on  Pubuc-Land  Appropriation 
the  seven  major  depressions  of  ttnited  states  histort 

Rep>ort  of  Public  Lands  Commission,  1904:  "It  would  appear  that 
the  disposal  of  the  public  lands  follows  much  the  same  course  as 
transactions  relating  to  business  generally.  During  periods  of 
domestic  depression  public  lands  of  the  Government,  like  those 
belonging  to  private  owners,  do  not  seem  to  t)e  in  demand,  while 
during  periods  of  great  commercial  and  business  activity  the 
demand  for  public  lands  keeps  pace  with  the  volume  of  business 
transacted. 

Annual  Report  (1928)  of  Department  of  Public  Lands.  Queens- 
land, Australia:  "In  the  early  days  of  settlement  a  family  would 
settle  on  the  land,  produce  almost  all  Its  own  requirements,  and  earn 
In  actual  money  a  very  small  ^come,  which  would  be  expended  on 
articles  which  the  farm  could  not  produce.  To  live,  rather  than  to 
earn  or  produce  for  the  use  of  others,  was  the  dominating  purpose. 
Now  all  this  has  changed.  The  modern  view  is  that,  unless  the 
Income  received  from  the  products  of  the  farm  can  approximate  the 
money  that  would  be  earned  from  similar  energies  elsewhere,  there 
Is  no  Inducement  to  settle  on  the  land.    •    •     •" 


Prior  to   1800 
1800 


Year  and  cash  sales 


1801. __ __ 

1802- _ 

1803 _. ., 

1804 H 

1805 , 

1806 H 

1807 , 

1808 , 

1809 

1810 ., 



181 1 , 

1812 4 

1813 , 

1814 , 

1815 - 

1816 ... 

1817 J. 

1818 1. 

1819 

January-June  1820.. _.. 
July-December  1820.... 


Acres 

,281,860 
67,750 
497, 939 
271.080 
174,  156 
398, 155 
581,971 
506.018 
320,  945 
209, 167 
275,004 
285,  795 
575, 067 
386,  077 
505,647 
176. 141 

, 306.  368 
742.  523 

,  886.  163 
491,014 

, 968.  390 
491,916 
312.  063 


I  '19,399,158 

•The  19.399,158  acres  wrre  sold  under  a  credit  system  that  col- 
lapsed in  the  panic  of  1819  reducing  the  net  disposals  to  13,642,536 
acres  for  which  $27,900,370  was  actually  received. 

Hibbard's  History  of  Public  Land  Policies.  "The  first  real  craze 
of  speculation  came  Just  after  the  War  of  1812.  •  •  •  The  hard 
times  of  1819  were  attributed  in  large  measure  to  speculation  in 
land.  •  •  •  The  next  great  period  of  speculation  was  that 
preceding  the  panic  of  1837.  •  •  •  There  was  a  decided  lull 
during  the  early  part  of  the  20  years  between  1837  and  1857  with 
a  perfect  rage  of  speculation  again  during  the  latter  years  of  this 
period.  •  •  •  The  greatest  wave  of  speculation  preceded  the 
panic  of  1857.  •  •  •  On  two  of  these  occasions  cheap  money 
played  a  large  role  in  the  deals.  On  the  third  (1857)  it  was  military 
scrip  (Mexican  War  warrants)  that  made  speculation  unduly  easy." 
(The  cheap  price  of  land  under  the  Graduation  Act  of  1854  also 
•Misted  the  boom  preceding  the  1857  panic.) 

panic  or    1837 

irxKyolopedla  Britannlca  (vol.  27.  p  699) :  "The  chaos  into  which 
a  part  of  American  society  had  been  thrown  had  a  marked  effect  on 
the  financial  institutions  of  the  country,  which  went  to  pieces  be- 
fore it  for  a  time.  It  had  not  been  meant  to  make  the  public 
lands  of  the  United  States  a  source  of  revenue  so  much  as  a  source 
of  development.  The  sales  had  touched  their  high-water  mark 
during  the  speculative  year  1819,  when  receipts  from  them  had 
amounted  to  $3,274,000:  in  other  years  they  seldom  went  above 
$2.000,(X)0.  When  the  railway  set  the  stream  of  migration  moving 
faster  than  ever,  and  cities  began  to  grow  like  mushrooms.  It  was 
natural  that  speculation  In  land  should  feel  the  effects.  Sales 
rose  to  »3.200.000  In  1831.  to  $4,000,000  In  1833,  to  $5,000,000  In  1834. 
to  $15,000,000  In  1835.  and  to  $25,000,000  In  1836.  In  1835  the 
President  announced  to  Congress  that  the  public  debt  was  extin- 
guished, and  that  some  way  of  dealing  with  the  surplus  should 
be  found.  Calhoun's  proposal  that  after  the  year  1836  any  surplus 
in  excess  of  $5,000,000  should  be  divided  among  the  States  as  a  loan, 
was  adopted,  as  ret^ards  the  surplus  (almost  $37,000,000)  of  that 
year;  and  some  $28,000.000 — still  earned  on  the  books  of  the, Treas- 
ury as  unavailable  funds — were  actually  distributed  before  the  crisis 
of  1837  put  an  end  to  the  surplus  and  the  policy.  The  States  had 
already  taken  a  hand  In  the  general  speculation  by  beginning  works 
of  public  Improvement.  Foreign,  particularly  English,  capital  was 
abundant:  and  States  which  had  been  accustomed  to  think  a  dozen 
times  over  a  tax  of  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  now  began  to  nego- 
tiate loans  of  millions  of  dollars  and  to  appropriate  the  proceeds 
to  the  digging  of  canals  and  the  construction  of  railways.  Their 
enterprises  were  badly  conceived  and  badly  managed,  and  only 
added  to  the  confusion  when  the  crash  came.  If  the  Federal 
Government  and  the  States  felt  that  they  were  rich,  the  imagina- 
tions of  individuals  ran  riot.    Everyone  wanted  to  buy;  prices  rose, 


and  everyone  was  growing  richer  on  paper.  The  asscpsed  value  of 
real  estate  in  New  York  City  In  1832  was  $104,000,000;  In  1836  it 
had  grown  to  $253,000,000.  In  Mobile  the  assessed  value  rose  from 
$1,000,000  to  $27,000,000.     Fictitious  values  were  the  rule. 

rORMATION   or  tTNSOUND,  TTNRECUUITED   STATE   BANKS 

"It  was  not  until  after  the  crash  that  New  York  began  the  system 
of  compelling  such  deposits  as  would  really  secure  circulation,  which 
was  long  afterward  developed  into  the  present  national  bank  sys- 
tem. In  most  of  the  States  banks  could  be  freely  organized  with 
or  without  tangible  capital,  and  their  notes  could  be  sent  to  the 
West  for  the  purchase  of  Government  lands,  which  needed  to  be 
held  but  a  month  or  two  to  gain  a  handsome  profit.  'Wildcat' 
banks  sprang  up  all  over  the  country;  and  the  'pet  banks,'  as  those 
chosen  for  the  deposit  of  Government  revenues  were  called,  went 
Into  speculation  as  eagerly  as -the  banks  which  hardly  pretended 
to  have  capital     •     •     •. 

"In  July  1836,  Jackson's  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ordered  land 
agents  to  take  nothing  In  payment  for  lands  except  gold  and 
silver  •  •  •,  The  'specie  circular'  turned  the  tide  of  paper 
back  East,  and  when  It  was  presented  for  payment  most  of  the 
banks  suspended  specie  payment  with  hardly  a  struggle.  There 
was  no  longer  a  thought  of  buying;  everyone  wanted  to  sell;  and 
prices  ran  down  with  a  rapidity  even  more  startling  than  that 
with  which  they  had  risen.  Failures,  to  an  extent  and  on  a  sralei 
unprecedented  in  the  United  States,  made  up  the  'panic  of  '37.' 
(Many  States  repudiated  their  debts.)  Even  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment felt  the  strain,  for  Its  revenues  were  locked  up  in  suspended 
banks.  A  little  more  than  a  year  after  Congress  had  authorized 
the  distribution  of  its  surplus  revenue  among  the  States  Van  Buren 
was  forced  to  call  it  into  special  session  to  provide  some  relief  for 
the  Government  Itself." 


1R21 

1822 

iwn 

1K24  , 

1K25 

1826 

1S27 

1R28 

1S20 , 

IKKt 

1S31 

1832 

1H3,1 

1K34 

1N35 

1836 

1837 

1838 

1839 

IH40 

1S4I „. 

1M2 

J843 

1844 

1845 

1846 , 

1847 

1848 i , 

1849 

1850 , 

IN51  1 

I8."i2 _ 

I8.'a „ 

18.54 

IK.55 

DiM 

1W7 

IH-W 

18.19 1 

IKrt) 

isfil 

1W2 .i.. 

1863 _ ;. 

U64 

1S65 

isiifi 

isfi7 

!*««.. 

1869 : 

1S70 - 

1X71 

1S72 

IKTS 

1874 

1K75 

1K76 

1S77 

]>^7S 

1879 

IWO 

1H,H1 

1SK2 

1H83 

1884 

IKH5 

I»»S6 

1K87 - - 

1  Annua]  year  changed  to  fiscal. 


I, 

1. 

2. 

2. 

3, 

4, 
12, 
2U. 

6. 

3, 

4. 

Z 

1. 

1. 

1. 

I. 

1. 

Z 

z 

4. 
4. 

3, 


10, 
17. 
17, 

la 

9, 
6, 
6. 
3, 


781. 
801. 

749, 
893. 

84K, 
926. 
9ft.1, 
244. 
929. 
'77, 
462. 
K.V.. 
ft-SS. 
.VM. 
074. 
GOl. 
414, 

e7«. 

23«. 

164, 

129. 

605. 

754. 

84.1. 

36,1, 

771. 

17fi. 

73.1, 

573, 

(') 

87a 

235. 

452, 

07.V 

610, 

436, 

(i07. 

««, 

213, 

4>C1. 

72fi. 

5.1.-1. 

ir,;i. 

174. 
442. 
as;i. 
37(). 
726. 
8M. 
42»>, 
4,Vi. 
,VlN, 
2fm. 
904. 
64:1, 
907. 

avi, 

7'i«. 

I4<>. 
n73. 
rm. 
009. 
v,i. 

fil2. 
WO. 
609, 


213 
226 
320 
323 
462 
(1K2 
728 
r*)0 

HftO 

TM 

8.17 

,142 
228 
219 
479 
871 
103 
907 
383 
KW) 
796 
218 
'264 
7«3 
.')27 
731 
626 
513 
422 
519 

067 
282 
537 
lOS 
3.50 
««4 

a")8 

281 

9M 

044 

(-.77 

240 

092 

360 

r^t) 

4.S3 

363- 

248 

s«,2 
1,'.3 

n:4 

828 
300 
012 
9H5 
9'.R 
SK3 
964 
I  (10 
.•«7 

r.22 

3«<1 
4.'i0 
7IH 
964 


(') 


1,03ZS72 
1,247,171 
1. 141.  443 
1,8M1.S48 
I.K34.  513 
Z33Z  151 
Z  698.483 

3,  7.'.4.  203 
4. 6S7.  3.15 

4.  ,1«5.  iVi 
3.  7flf),  200 

3,  48a.  .170 
2.  .369,  782 
2.K67,  814 
Z  176,2.17 

4.  496,  85S 
6,  267,  3M5 
6. 014,  709 
.1. 028, 101 
6. 348.  045 
M71,914 
7,8.11.510 
7.411.  H'tS 
9,  13fi.  XH 
7,594.310 
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August  15 


T«r 


Cash  sates, 
etc.  (acres) 


1, 


8S9.017 
806.  .M8 
332,596 
175.000 
«19,950 
418.7^ 
621.702 
422.713 
474. 106 
428.  ?J0 
638,381 
634.422 
IS6.907 
MS.  .=187 
787.234 
112.393 
349.^9 
700.  (^ 
818, 35» 
«85.147 
071.812 
4.'.l.  029 
922.  aiS 
930,151 
Ol.S.  Am 
573.  .^52 
67S.  476 
747,  291 
5h5.  798 
541,  »70 
502,215 
437.210 

.Vi7.  fi";? 

566,820 
3*C.),  6."C1 
327, 209 
2Sl.n30 
179. 13.? 
179.  845 
Hs,  ()t-,8 
170,  IJo 


Original 
bomesteiMls 


6.676.611', 

6.029.230 

6,531.679 

5.040.304 

7.716.062 

8.808.792 

8.016,  *B 

6,  009.  491 

4.8;«».9l5 

4,4.^2.290 

6.206.558 

'  6, 177,  587 

8.478,409 

9. 497. 275 

14.033,240 

11.193. 12iJ 

10.171.266 

12,893.572 

13.974.932 

14,  7.^4.  5S5 
13.  58fi.  348 
12.  ;W2. 146 
13.329.116 

15,  189, 0>i7 
11,246,299 
ll,222,0.'a 
12,  117.fH7 

12,  437,  775 
13.'.2>.  107 
12, 020,  .5^7 

7,419.028 
10. 203.  9-T5 

13.  .Til,  100 
13.661.635 

8. 979. 792 
5.  .V-'4, 1.-.9 
3,9S1. 1>1 
3. 18S,  6<t5 
3.f(a,402 
3,351.181 
3,  4(;4.  774 


r«ar 

OMhaalas, 

etc  (Kres) 

Original 

bome>t«»ds 

(•cree) 

1929 

19.30 „      Z 

1931 _ j..„ 

1932 „ 

132,461 

109.830 

127.390 

64,350 

4.311.590 
4,912.679 
4,924,045 
4,049,854 

The  applicant  Is  to  have  40  years  to  repay  to  tlie  Oovemment 
Its  investment  in  the  homestead  tract  upon  which  he  enters  and 
cannot  further  encumber  the  tract  until  the  Government  has  been 
repaid  in  full. 

The  rate  of  interest  shall  be  the  same  as  that  being  paid  by 
the  Oovemment. 

Any  American  citizen  who  Is  the  head  of  a  family  may  apply 
for  entry.  However,  prior  rights  to  entry  are  given  to  families 
living  on  the  land  at  the  time  of  purchase  by  the  General  Land 
Office.  (This  is  in  keeping  with  the  principle  of  preemption  which 
has  prevailed  in  this  country  for  generations.) 

Proceedings  under  this  measure  are  free  of  the  elements  of 
regimentation  and  are  in  harmony  with  the  traditional  liomestcad 
p>ollcies  of  this  Nation. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  applicant  for  entry  upon  a  home- 
stead tract  must  either  live  on  the  tract  or  'Sgree  to  move  on  it, 
it  is  evident  that  this  measure  will  apply  primarily  to  owner- 
operated  farms  which  are  now  mortgaged  rather  than  to  mort- 
gaged farms  owned  by  absentee  landlords. 

The  restrictions  provided  in  the  bill  are  such  that  only  those 
owner-operators  who  are  really  In  distress  and  who  are  threatened 
with  the  loss  of  their  farm  home  through  foreclosure  are  likely 
to  apply  for  this  Federal  aid. 

There  are  in  the  United  States,  according  to  figures  for  1935  as 
furnished  by  the  Btrreau  of  the  Cen-^us.  1.619.165  mortgaged  farms 
in  the  owner-operated  class.  This  represents  23.8  percent  of  the 
entire  number  of  farms  in  the  Nation,  and  about  69  percent  of  the 
mortgaged  farms. 

There  are  submitted  below  tables  showing  this  information. 


Number  of  farms  in  the  United  States,  by  tenure  and  by  mortgage    status  of  specified  tenures.  1890. 1900. 1910, 1920, 1925. 1930,  and  1935 

(Compiled  from  rttju^rts  on  the  CcnsoJ  of  .\pricultiirel 


Description 


Total. 


Ftill  owners  an<l  part  owners. 

Froe  frf  murtgage  debt 

Mortg^Kcxl 

'j^     Unknown......— .—..... 

tullown^.- 

Fr««  ot  mortMW  <tebt 

Mortcaged . 

t'nknown . 

Part  owners 

..M^  Fn-<>ormortsacedebt.... 

l-Jkf  ortK«MteJ 

^T'nknown . 

Tonnnt.s  and  maiuiKfra . 

Ftix-  of  martgage  debl 

>IurtKagBd 

>Iana((en ». 

Own.'!?  and  manatr^ v... 

Joint  owut-rs  and  tenants '.'.. 

Tenants 


.m...^.. 


•<S-^' 


.1880 


4,  504. 611 


'3,  142.746 

2.  £».  806 

874.  215 

99,725 


3.2C9.728 
i.-291."9i3' 


1900 


5,  739, 657 


3. 63«.  4^)3 
2,  419.  I  ISO 
I.  out.  l&l 


SO.  213 

3.6»'n.  072 

.VI.  2"l'» 
2.02«i,2»6 


1910 


6.361,502 


3,948.722 
2,  5KV  .1<tO 
1.312  034 

«SW2 


58.104 
4. 00*3. 8% 

'  2.354. 076 


1920 


6, 448,  343 


3. 925,  WW 

2.  n:  I.  X2r, 

1.  4»l,3tl«j 

3.3^).  ".10 

1.S44.  470 

1.217.  ::34 
304.806 
558.  .W 
2:j,855 

244.072 
M.653 


68.449 
3.990.539 

'2,4.54.804' 


1925 


6,371,640 


3,868,332 

(') 

<  1. 3M.  025 

(') 

3.313,490 

(n 

*  1, 128.  907 

(•) 

&M.842 

(>) 

266.819 
W 


40.700 
3.909.033 

'i'462.608' 


'  Owned  farm  homes. 

•  Not  r%pr)rte<l. 

»  Number  reporting  amount  of  mortgage  debt  on  farm  land  and  buildinrs  anywhere  in  the  United  States. 


1930 


6.  288.  648 


3,  5»;8.  394 
1.976.693 
1,  591.  701,. 


2. 9<  1.644 
1.679,97(1 
1.231,668 


656.750 
290.717 
360.033 

'2.'720."2M" 

1,788.732 

031.522 

&\8») 

3.634.283 

'2."eM.'365' 


1035 


6,  812,  3,nO 


3, 8<*9,  (m 
2.279,936 
1. 619,  t<i5 


3.210  224 
1,940,  117 
1,  270,  107 


688,867 
339.  M 10 

349.0:^8 

"2.9i  l.2.';9 

3,18-.MU 

731.148 

48.1(M 

3.947.  1U5 

'2,805,155 


*,« 


Percentage  of  all  farms 

IV!H.Tiption 

1890 

1900 

1910 

1920 

1925 

ISSO 

1935 

Total J. „ 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

MOO 

Full  owDops  ancjr^sifffewaers .-. 

168:8 

48.8 

19.2 

.8 

6.3.4 
42.2 
19.0 

62.1 
40.7 

au.6 

.8 

60.9 

32.2 

22.7 

6.0 

52.2 

28.6 

18.9 

4.7 

8.7 

3.6 

X8 

1.3 

60.7 

56.7 
31.4 
25.3 

Fn-.'  ,,f  ri.>t«»B.dii>t „ . 

?j          -  iT- .-..::.„::::: 

If.            ...^o- : 

57.3 
33  5 

at» 

23.8 

Fuliofturr:)       . J.U . . 

BtO 

46.3 
26.7 
19.6 

47.1 
29.5 
l&S 

Fn* '.f.njor«S«tfB'*bt „ 

»    Mvttefon'^  ....^01 „ : 

. 

17.7 

UnknoKtrl.....^ 5_ 

............ 

Fr                '^ag^i^bt ""II"""I"I""II""II""""""I"" 



.  8.7 

10.4 
4.7 
5.7 

10  1 
.5.0 

Al  •  ■!  tt;c»*;i-'i^,  ,.     ._.-•■..••••»■•««_...__.«_..... 

12 

^     rnkBrt»t><i .\,. : 

S.1 

Tenants  and  mMMKen.' , 

43.3 

28.4 

14.8 

.» 

57.6 

428 

3Z0 

10  7 

.7 

57.8 

Fnv  of  mortgage  dett .„ .. 

Mort«a»*i4i. .  .               t? 

Manaiiers IT ... 

LO 

63.8 

.9 

35.3 

.9 
610 

1.1 
61.9 

ei.4 

Own«Ts  and  jnanai;«>n 

Jomt  owners  and  tenants ...... , '...".".'."" ... 

71.6 

1 ^ 

28.4 

37.6 

38.1 

3S.6 

42  4 

421 

» Owned  farm  homes. 

^ 

. 

1935  and  1930  fl^ures  supplied  by  Agricultural  Division,  Bureau  of  Census,  Mar.  10, 1938. 
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Under  any  reasonable  administration  of  this  measure  It  Is  only 
logical  that  those  owner-operator  farm  families  who  are  in  greatest 
distress  on  account  of  threatened  foreclosvire  of  farm  mortgages  will 
receive  first  consideration. 

A  definite  Idea  as  to  the  amount  of  money  that  will  be  Involved 
can  be  gotten  by  a  study  of  the  figures  on  fsuTn  mortgages  and  on 
foreclosures  that  have  been  submitted  by  the  Federal  land  banks, 
the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation,  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, and  other  governmental  agencies. 


These  figures  show  that  In  1935  the  average  mortgaged  debt  on 
the  average  owner -operated  mortgaged  farm  in  the  United  States 
was  W.024.   . 

There  is  submitted  below  a  tame  giving  this  and  other  informa- 
tion. This  table"  appears  tus  tabre  3  of  a  pamphlet  issued  Jointly 
by  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture, designated  as  farm  mortgage  indebtedness  in  the  United  States, 
on  Augtist  26.  1937.  ^ 


Table  3. — Number  of  mortgaged  farms  with  the  am.ount  of  farm  mortgage  debt,  by  tenure  of  operator,  by  divisions  and  States,  1935 


Division  and  State 


United  States. 


Geozrapbio  divisions: 

New  Encland 

Middle  .\tlintlc i 

East  North  Central 

West  .North  Ceatral 

South  .Atlantic  

East  South  Central... 

West  South  Central 

Mountain ..4.. 

Pacific 

New  England: 

Maine  ...« 

New  nampshirt i 

Vermont ... 

Massachusetts ... 

Rhode  I.<hind — 1— 

Connecticut 

Middle  .\tlantic: 

New  York . 

New  Jersey .....U. 

Pennsylvania ...>. 

East  North  Central: 

Ohio 

Indiana ... » 

Illinois i 

Michipin ;. 

Wisconsin ...^.... 

West  .North  Central: 

Minnesota ,. 

Iowa ; 

Missouri ,4 

North  DakoU Z 

South  DakoU ^^^^... 

NebrasLa . 

Kansas  ._..-L.... 

South  .\tlantic:  j 

Delaware ..........L.— . 

Maryland  '.>.....,>..^t- 

Virsinia 

West  Virjrinia 

North  Carolina ... 

South  Carolina ^ 

Georgia ^.... 

Florida     j..... 

East  South  Central: 

Kentucky ^ 

Alabama » 

Mississippi » 

West  South  Central: 

Arkansas 4. 

Louisiana ...f 

Oklahoma <....^ 

Teias 

Mountain: 

Montana .. 

Idaho.   . ........... 

Wyoming .........^.... 

Colorado 

New  Mexico , 

Arizona 

Utah -..-. 

Nevada .^.... 

Pacific: 

Washington _..— . 

Oregon *^ 

California 


Mortgaged  farms 


Number 


All  ten- 
ures 


Owners 


Managers 

and 

tenants 


2.350,313    1,619.165 


68,633 
144,876 
416.356 
495.  575 
277,609 
3r..  0O5 
38('>,  166 
102.619 
133.444 

14,203 
6,823 

13,250 

18,190 
1,42s 

14,743 

74. 141 
12.889 
57,846 

77.714 
79,115 
71.700 
82.361 
105,466 

87,763 
96.791 
100.423 
44. 9:J7 
37,436 

58, 2M 

e«,tM 

2.M6 

13.908 
43,  451 
17,301 

76.261 
41.839 
65.354 
16, 510 

6.5.236 

fr4.979 

83.011 

111.779 

80.734 

SO.  447 

78,729 

176.  M 

21.091 
20.651 

7.704 
24,979 

8,216 

5.035 
13.256 

1.717 

36,260 
29,740 
67.444 


64,974 
131,421 
341.605 
367,096 
166,633 
160,351 
190  651 

84.  576 
111,856 

13.935 
6,354 

12,042 

17,288 
1.334 

14.021 

67.277 
11.893 
52,251 

63.362 
60.956 
51.902 
72,304 
93,081 

71.064 
63.718 
76,486 
35.234 
27,468 

40.903 
52.225 

2.322 
11.217 
32,385 
14.291 
44.394 
21.230 
28.316 
12,488 

44.405 
3S,tt2S 
»«(B43 
38.377 

40.666 
21.807 
41,401 
86.777 

17. 741 
17. 152 

6,653 
18,522 

6.302 

4.309 
12,487 

1,410 

31.715 
24,907 
55,234 


731.148 


3.659 

13.  4.55 

74,  751 

128.477 

110.976 

164.654 

195.  .')15 

18,073 

21.  5is8 

268 
468 

1,308 
902 

91 
722 

.  6.864 

996 

5,595 

14,352 
18.159 
19,798 
10,057 
12,386 

16.699 

33.073 

23,937 

9.703 

9,968 

17.3S3 
17,  714 

674 

2,691 
11,066 

3,010 
31.  ttw 
au,  609 
37,038 

4.031 

20.831 
26.  0.S3 
44.368 
73,402 

40.068 
2«.  640 
37.328 
89,479 

$.350 

$.499 

1.051 

6.457 

1,914 

726 

769 

307 

4,545 

4,833 

12.210 


Percent  mortgaged 


AU  ten- 
ures 


34.5 


43.4 

36  4 
38  4 
4Z0 
24  2 
28.6 
34.0 
37.8 
44.6 

33.9 
38.6 
49.0 
51.8 
32.9 
45.8 

41.9 
43  9 
30.2 

30.5 
39.4 
31.0 
41.9 
52.8 

4.12 
43.6 
36  I 
53.1 
44.9 

416 
40.1 

28.9 

31  2 
22.0 
16.5 
25.3 

2.%.  3 
26.1 
227 

23.4 
217 
30.4 
35.9 

31.9 
29.6 
36.9 
35.3 

41.7 
45.8 
44  1 
39.3 
19.9 
26.8 
43.2 
46.fi 

43.0 
34.9 
44.9 


Owners 


41.5 


45.3 
40  0 
45.1 
54  7 
27.^ 
31.4 
41.9 
43.1 
49.2 

36  0 
39.3 

50.9 
53.8 
36.7 
47.8 

45.0 
50.4 
33.7 

35.3 
44  8 
41.0 
45.7 
60.3 

53.0 
57  8 
45.3 
68.9 
64.7 

61.0 
63.9 

35.  1 
35  6 
23.4 
18.5 
28.  1 
34.3 
33  2 
25.3 

25.4 
26  S 
40.0 
41.3 

40.4 
35.6 
50.6 
41.0 

48  9 
53.8 
51  0 

48  3 
19.0 
28  9 
48.2 
47.8 

47.7 

49  8 
49.8 


Managers 

and 

tenants 


25.1 


2Sl1 
19.3 
23.0 
25.2 
206 
J6.3 
28.7 
24.1 
29.9 

8.4 
31.3 
35.7 
30.3 
13.2 
25.6 

24.8 
17.2 
15.6 

19.1 
28.0 
18.9 
262 
29.1 

24.1 
29.6 
21.9 
29.0 
314 

26.1 

22.8 

17.9 
20,8 
18. 0 
10.9 
22.3 
19.9 
22.4 
17.2 

aai 

20.5 
25.1 
33.0 

36.3 
26.3 
28.4 
30.9 


Farm  mortgage  debt 


Total  amount 


AU  teniu^s 


$7,645,001,000 


23, 
36. 
23. 
25. 
23. 
18. 
16. 


4L0 

2S.4 

3X7 
30.9 


ISl.  952. 000 
409,  730.  000 

1,  532, 935,  000 

2,  676.  Of'7.  000 
401.  946.  OUO 
348.966,000 
877,  537.  000 
462,431,000 
753,  527, 000 

31, 442. 000 
11,335,000 
32.  288, 000 
53,  270. 000 
4,526.000 
49,091,000 

212.154.000 

49, 8S,\  000 
147,688,000 

225,930,000 
219. 096. 000 
471,188,000 
179.  739, 000 
4.36,982,000 

407.888.000 
809.  43Z  000 
2»i7,  893, 000 
203.  567.  000 
210,515,000 

448,20i000 

328,  478,  000 

,  10.452.000 
46.678,000 
7M28,000 
23. 603, 000 
86.  67.S.  000 
48.630.000 
76. 975. 000 
33,805.000 

101.  237,  000 

83.861.000 

78,564.000 

.85,304,000 

71,  l.W.  000 

55,225,000 

196,  283.  000 

554. 874. 000 

99,918.000 
97. 366. 000 
43. 873, 000 
112.504.000 
23, 692, 000 
27, 045. 000 
43. 3.%  000 
14,675,000 

136, 709, 000 
119,670,000 
497,148,000 


Owners 


$4,895,811,000 


157. 138, 000 
345,  438, 000 
1,053,876.000 
1,  662.  989.  000 
259.  254.  000 
208,  766,  000 
462.  206.  000 
278.  694,  000 
467,450,000 

28.751,000 
9, 812, 000 

26,  799. 000 

45,  867, 000 
3,  3,5.^.  000 

42,554,000 

179,854.000 

41.649,000 

123,935,000 

161,897,000 
144.299.000 
246.865,000 
145.  246. 000 
355,569,000 

281,631,000 
472.641,000 
184.516,000 
132.  878. 000 
114,789,000 

274.0fln.000 

202,474,000 

6.268.000 
32,443.000 
68,141,000 
19,  023,  000 
M.  208.  000 
26,660.000 
39.  487,  000 
23,024,000 

72.  433,  000 
64.  234.  000 
40187,000 
41,912,000 

38.398.000 

30,228,000 

97,411,000 

206,169,000 

58,201,000 
6Z  3.S5.  000 
26, 020, 000 
60.  320, 000 
13.617,000 
14.770,000 
33,954,000 
9,457,000 

88,738,000 

81,662,000 

297,050,000 


Managers 
and  tenants 


$2,749,280,000 


24,814,000 
64,292,000 
479,  059.  000 
1,013.078.000 
142.  692,  000 
140,  200,  000 
415.331,000 
183,  737  000 
2S6j  077, 000 

2.091,000 
1,523,000 
5.489,000 
7,403,000 
1,171,000 
6.  537, 000 

32,300.000 

8,239.000 

23.753,000 

61, 033, 000 
74,  797. 000 
224,323,000 
34,  493. 000 
81,413.000 

126.Z57.000 

336.791,000 

83, 377, 000 

70.  689. 000 

95,726,000 

174.231,000 
126,004,000 

4.  IR4,000 
14, 235, 000 
lb,  987, 000 

4.  .580.  000 
32,  467. 000 
21.970.000 

37,  488,  000 

10,781,000 

28.804.000 
29,  627.  000 

38,  377,  000 
43,392,000 

32, 757, 000 

24. 997, 000 

98.872,000 

258,705.000 

41,717,000 
35.011.000 
17,8.53,000 
52.184,000 
la  075, 000 
12,275.000 
9, 404, 000 
6, 218, 000 

47,971,000 

28,008.000 

200,098,000 


Average  debt  per  farm 


An  ten- 
ures 


$3,253 


2,651 

2,828 
3,682 
5.400 
1,448 
1,  074 
2,272 
4.505 
5,047 

2,214 
1, 662 
2.437 
2,929 
3,176 
3,330 

2.861 
3.871 
2,i53 

Z907 
1709 
6,572 
2,182 
4,143 

4.r>48 

8.3'a 

^668 
4.530 
5.623 

7.691 
4,697 

3.489 
3,3,16 
1,729 
1,364 
1,137 
1,  163 
1,178 
2,046 

1,.M2 

1,291 

946 

763 

881 
1,095 
2,493 
3,148 

4,737 
4.715 
5,094 
4,  ,504 
2.884 
5,371 
3,271 
8,547 

3,770 
4,024 
7,371 


Owners 


$3,024 


2,418 
2,628 
3,085 
4.  5.30 
1,556 
1,302 
Z424 
3,295 
4,179 

2,063 
1,544 
2,225 
2,653 
2,515 
3,035 

2,673 

3,502 

.  2,372 

2,555 
2,367 
4,756 
2.000 
3,820 

3,963 
7,418 
2.412 
3,771 
1179 
6.700 
3.877 

2.099 
2,892 
1.795 
1,331 
1.221 
1,256 
1.395 
1,844 

1.631 
1,393 
1,040 
1,002 

944 

1,386 
2,353 
3,413 

3,281 
3.635 
3,911 
3,257 
2,161 
3,428 
2,719 
6,707 

2,796 
3.279 
5,378 


Managers 

and ' 
t  enants 


$3,760 


6,783 

4.778 

6,409 

7,885 

1,386 

8516 

2,124 

10166 

13,353 

lb,  041 
3,254 
4,544 
8.307 

1X808 
9,064 

4.706 
8,273 
4.345 

4.463 

4,119 

11,331 

3,430 

6,574 

7,861 

10,183 

8,483 

7.285 

0,603 

10.023 

7.113 

6,208 
6,200 
1.635 
1.523 
1.019 
1.066 
l,01S 

im 

1.383 

1.137 
865 
801 

818 

873 

2.649 

2.891 

12.451 

10.000 
16,987 
8,083 
6.364 
16,908 
12,238 
M.997 

10.65S 

7,800 

16^388 


I  District  of  Columbia  figures  included  with  Maryland. 


Ttie  Farm  Credit  Administration  adviaes  that  in  1939  that  agency 
foreclosed  on  12.963  farms  (voluntary  deeds  are  not  included  in  these 
figures),  containing  a  total  estimated  acreage  of  3,000,000.  This  is 
an  average  of  231  acres  per  farm. 

There  is  submitted  below  a  letter  from  the  Farm  Credit  Admlnla- 
tratlon  dated  April  8,  1940,  in  which  this  Information  is  given. 

I   I  Faui  Ckedit  AoscnnsTRATiON, 

I   I  Wii^ington.  D.  C.  AprU  8.  1940. 

Hon.  HtroR  PmssoN, 

House  of  Represmtativea. 
Deas  Mk.  PETotsoN:  In  compliance  with  your  request  by  telephone 
today,    there   is  furniabed   below   the   estimated    acreage    of    farms 
foreclosed  by  the  Federal  land  banks  and  the  Federal  Fterm  Mortgage 
Corporation  during  tjhe  calendar  jear  1838. 


Institution 

Number  of 
farms  upon 
which  fore- 
closure was 
completed  < 

Estimated 
acreaga 

Federal  land  banks 

7,461 
6,502 

1,800,000 

1.300,000 

Total 

U963 

s,ooaooo 

I  Includes  mortgage  loans,  purchase-money  mortgages,  and  oontracts  foreclosed. 
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In  cozAQptlon  with  the  above  table  It  shotild  be  pointed  out  that 
voluntary  deed^  are  not  Included.,  The  figure  for  the  Federal  land 
banks  will,  therefore,  vary  from  the  Information  furnished  to  you 
on  March  6,>whlch  Included  voluntary  deeds  since  this  was  the 
only  way  in  which  comparable  figures  for  the  entire  period  1929 
through  1939  covUd  be  given.  It  Wiould  also  be  mentioned  that 
the  figures  in  the  above  table  exclude  any  duplication  with  respect 
to  foreclosures  as  between  the  Federal  land  banks  aad  federal 
Farm  Mortgage  Corporation. 

With  kind  personal  regards. 
Sincerely, 

Clut  Woodward, 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Governor. 

Titfste  are  also  submitted  herewith  two  letters  from  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration,  one  dated  March  6,  1940.  and  one  dated 
April  4,   1940.     Attached  to  these  letters  are  tables  giving  much 


valuable  data  relating   to  farms  mortgaged   through   this   agency 
of  the  Government; 

■~— — ___       -  Farm  CRZorr  AoMnnsTRATiON, 

„      ■  —  Washington.  D.  C,  March  6.  1940. 

Hon.  HiTGB  Ptn-EKsoit,  "^'~~^~— —— __: 

House  of  Representative*.  *~— — ^ 

Dear  Mh.  Peterson:  In  compliance  with  your  request  by  tele- 
phone yesterday.  I  am  pleased  to  submit  the  enclosed  tables  giving 
latest  available  data  on  operation  of  the  Federal  land  banks  and 
Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation,  to  supplement  Information 
furnished  on  May  29.  1939. 

Data  on  foreclosures  for  the  year  1938  have  been  corrected  to 
Include  voluntary  deeds  for  the  period  July  1  to  December  31    1938 

With  kind  personal  regards,  ' 

Very  truly  youti  » 

'         Cldt  Woodward, 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Governor. 


Federal  land  banks:  Loans  outstanding,  classified  according  to  condition,  extensions  and  delinquent  instaUments    and   foreclosures 

at  selected  times  ' 


Total  loans  outstanding 

Loans  with  all  matured  Install- 
ments paid  in  (all 

■  ■             • 

Classified      as      delinquent 
(loans   with    matured    in- 
stallments    uniwid     and 
Vians  with  delinquent  ex- 
tensions)                       -.- 

Extensions  and 

dtlinquent  ia- 

stallments 

Loans  foredotied  during  the 
year 

Number 

Amount 

Number 

Principal  amotmt 

Total 

Number 

If 

Numl)er 

Principal  amount 

Amount 

"  •  ye«rendedD«e.31— 

1918  .- 

''     1919 

1920 „ 

1921..... .^ 

1922. a. 

1923 ..„ ... 

1934 

1925  ...a 

WM  ...:j. 

1927  ....•^: 

1928 

-  t»2B 

IWO 

1931.=, 

1932. .V 

l9:o.... 

1934 

mi... .V 

ma . 

1937 

1938 

mt 

(') 

(') 

126,261 
151. 823 
221.778 
274.507 
313.712 
M2.804 
308.  S77 
.192.148 
104.609 
«W.5C« 

410,493 

'  407.852 
400.537 
42S,  8«I 
606,344 
043,803 
639.828 
63.V776 
628.781 
618,456 

II.*.  213. 891.  73 

293.506.395.35 

349.678.987.71 

432.523,141.07 

639.486.434.55 

7y9.  59«-.,  834.  78 

927,  567,  54r7.  78 

1.00.1.6jM.8l»i.flO 

1.077.»1H,724.32 

1.157.093,  123.86 

1.  I94.83a.^l.24 

1.  191*.  513.V16.  52 

1189.604,354.13 

1,167,898.205  49 
1.  116.691.663  78 
1.213,523.313.  17 
1.896.414.660.40 
2.070.611.654.30 
2WM.  l.'>7.944.16 
2  o:^,  306.  748. 05 
1.982.224.006.67 
1,904,65.%  014.  10 

"348.' 734' 

371.038 
3K),  4<j7 
3»5.2»7^ 

3«5.625" 

313.515 

220.145 

219,696 

401,864 

497.  409 

W4.397 

5.34,549 

502  WO 

491,374 

"""i9.57,".%M24.'68" 
1.010.472  980.51 
1.  078.  754  089.  04 
1,  12J.4f2.vl7  41 
1,120,  630,  ll»3.S« 

1.052.157.107.36 

864  970.  ;;29.  90 

523. 098.  !M7.  13 

5se.  1I8.S86.  .10 

1. 267, 960,  :i90.  23 

l,67l,0:'2,212  82 

1,79.%  510.  792  00 

1. 749.  560.  n.».  92 

1..1«2  8I8..'4i0  g9 

1,500.456,517.20 

i7,'843" 

21.110 

21.202 

24,272 

43.868 

94.337 

180.392 

209,165 

204.480' 

146.394 

9.1.431 

101.227 

12.1.891 

127.082 

"'$48,'n9."39r92" 

67,  34.1.  743. 81 

78.  .34 1.034.  82 

71.  408.  xXi.  S3 

77,  »;<,  83Z  m 

137.  447.246. 67 

304,  927.  875l  59 

SB3.  5WJ.  716.  63 

627, 401. 436. 67 

«N»444.079.  17 

3M,  589.441.38 

270. 647. 152  16 

28.1.  746.  111.  13 

3Ha.  40.1,  44.1.  68 

404,19^,496.90 

""fi"6.H266,'i8" 
3.34l.9!«).  60 
4.179.269.70 
4.32I.07H.41 

4,»13,0W).23 
8.199,6.58.62 

18,  580.  7.13  39 
47.  531V.  281).  4S 
72.  .107.  7\»4.  .17 
4>*.  024.  .V1.1  2H 
57,  H)I.iM6.5S 
39.351,566.04 
34.027.3f.l   .'.7 
39.a07.»75.80 
'41,875,848.15 

i,"739 

2.399 
2  5.17 

2:«o 

2,S«7 

3,3,'iO 

4.645 
7,386 

10.  03U 
6,,V« 
4.763 

11.438 

13.571 
9.065 
7,337 

10.5C7 

'"$5.'7.i7.'4.W."M 

6, 938.  1.10  79 

8,171.778.64 

8.024,72202 

11.  aM.  393.  00 

ii.6»ii&2.as 

16.  MMV,  108.  97 
27.  168.  644.  95 
4U.41U.  840.  29 
25,801.41227 
15,  244.  494.  18 
36,2W,MI.M 
41,994.962.79 
27. 642  369  14 
24.393.831   12 
38, 100,  220.  23 

« Information  not  available. 

» Net  eitension^  and  delintjuent  Installment's,  plus  advances,  etc. 

Farm  Credit  Administration,  Division  of  Finance  and  Accounts,  Mar.  6,  1943. 

Federal  land  banks:  Foreclosures  completed,  real  estate  disposed  of. 
/arms  owned  outright,  and  loans  delinquent  at  selected  times 


Nuralier 

offorer 

olostires 

Year 

ooin- 

pie  ted 

during 

year 

1920... 

3.350 

1930... 

•4,645 

MBl... 

7.380 

1932  ... 

M.039 

1933... 

41585 

1914... 

4.783 

1985... 

11.438 

1938... 

13,S7t 

1937 

9.«6 

1988.,.. 

7.337 

1«39.... 

16.507 

Amount  of 
foreik)sures 

«)ni[>!t'ted 
during  year 


$11,629. 
16.866. 
27.16S, 
40.419. 
25.801. 
15.244. 
36. -209. 
41.994. 
27.  f42. 
24.393. 
38,100. 


152.20 
108.97 
64,1. 95 
840.  29 
412  27 
494.  IS 
951. 
'.»'.; 

.Ml. 


Nimiher 

offaniis 

owne<l 

outr.i!ht 

and  held 

suhject  to 

redemii- 

tk>n  at 

end  of 

year 


Number  of  dis- 
posals of  farms 
and  sheriffs' 
certificates  dur- 
ing year 


Whole 


.90 
79 
14 
12 


220.23 


0.641 

8,  .1.12 
12  629 
18.  .va 
21. 94.1 
22.  SCO 
27. 115 
29. 075 1 
2.-.  83S 
24,024  I- 
25,!!l01 


Z234 

2,826 

3.r29 

5,360 

4.12s 

4,85S 

8,423 

13,032 

13.212 

10.186 

9,536 


Part 


Classified  as 
delinquent 
floans  with 
matiined  in- 
stallments 
un[>aidand 
loans  with  de- 
iinqurnt  ex- 
tensions) 


235 

305 

502 

,     924 

637 

696 

1.389 

1.969 

2.06.S 

1.324 

1,040 


$77.  S83. 832  66 
137.  447. 246.  67 
.304. 927. 875  59 
383r692,Xl6,«3 
627.  404. 426.  «r 
628.454.079.17 
399.  .1.80, 441.  38 
270.  tvl?.  152  16 
2.8.1.746.111.  13 
3M9  405.445.68 
4u4,198,49&U0 


Federal  land  banks  and  Land  Bank  Commissioner:  Amount  of  inter- 
est maturing  during  the  years  1934  through  1939.  and  delinauent 
at  the  end  of  such  years »  «<■«=•» 


Year 


1934 

HKJ4. 

1936 „. 

1937 

1938 


Federal  land  banks 


Interest 

maturing 

during 

year 


164.905.715 
75.546.986 
71.803.361 
71,  877,  HXi 
70,606.836 
68. 197. 947 


Interest 

delinquent 

at  end  of 

year 


$47.  810.  304 

18.0S.1.366 

8.830.065 

7. 544.  108 

10.096.506 

9,008.037 


Land  Bank  CosimisoioDer 


Interest 

mat  urinf 

durmg 

year 


$7,990,342 
31.  S30.  854 
30.996,895 
37.495,708 
31.303.997 
28. 318.  791 


Interest 

delinquent 

at  end  of 

year 


$1,416,539 
fi.9.57.9U 
9. 731,  4.39 

10.9e8.3:<3 
8,473.37>< 
6,511,717 


Farm  Credit  .Administration,  Division  of  Finance  and  Account.*,  Mar.  6. 1940. 
Number  and  amount  of  loans  paid  in  full  to  the  Federal  land  banks 
and  Land  Bank  Commissioner 


^Yeu 


1934... 
1935... 
1936... 
1SS7... 
1988... 
IMS... 


Total 


Federal  land  banks 


Land  B.ink  Commis- 
sioner 


Num- 
ber 


Amount 


2  981 
i..106 
7.012 
9.253 
12.189 
11.088 
13,718 


00,727 


$4,493,596.73 
89166.086.58 
14.715.385.98 
18.838.905.67 
27.  a08. 868. 05 
35.881,316.44 
34. 166,  23>».  80 


Num-  I 
ber     I 


Amount 


24 

1.476 

3,815 

8.979 

12619 

10.S89 

13.367 


Total 


Num- 
ber 


Amount 


S35.n00. 

2118,241. 

5.306,71.. 
11.760.023. 
16,806.078. 
13.5.S;.  138. 
15. 490. 400. 


no 

63 
05 
59 
37 
45 
79 


133,844.378.25     51,069     65, 109,589.88    111.796  '  198. 953, 978.  U 


3.005 

5.982 

10,837 

18.232 

24.808 
21.957 
26.985 


$4.  .128.  .196.  73 
10. 2M.  328.  21 
30, 022  083. 03 
30.597.929.28 
44.309.946.42 
39.  462.4.M.89 
49.658.639.50 


rarm  Credit  Adminisuaiion,  Division  ot  Finance  and  Accounts.  Mar.  6, 1940. 


<  Data  ft>r  fears  previous  to  1934  not  available  a*  reports  prior  to  that  time  t/»  thi« 
office  did  not  separate  interest  and  principal  maturitieT  "" 

^    Farm  Credit  Administration,  DivL<ioa  of  Finance  and  Accounts.  Mar.  6.  1910. 
Number  of  foreclosures  per  1.000  farms  in  the  United  States  bv  all 

farm  mortgage  holders,  1926  through  1939  i 
For  the  year  ended  Mar.  15— 

1926-30  (yearly  average) 

1931 

1933 

1933 ~  

1934 ^„  ■"  ^ 

1935 ■" 

1936 

1937 

1938 

1939.__ . I™I~""I1' 

1  Includes  loss  of  title  by  defaults  of  contract  sales  to  avoid  forel 
^^^7lCfn^L^1Sa°i.""^  °'  °"^^'  '^^  ^  -°S  r^r;^e: 
mS^  1?S?"  ^'^^^^^^o'^'  Division  of  Finance  and  Accounts. 
^^^Source^U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture.  Bureau  of  Agricultural 


1«.7 
18.7 
28.4 
SB.  8 
28.0 
21.0 
20.3 
18.1 
14.3 
•13.4 


1940 
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federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation:  Land  Bank  Commissioner  loans 
closed  during  1939  and  outstanding,  Dec.  31,  1939.  by  States 


District  and  SUt« 

Loans  closed  daring 
1989 

I/oans 
Dec 

outstanding 
.  31,  1039 

Number 

Amount 

Number 

Amount 

'District  1: 

Maine 4 

New  Hampshire * 

Vermont 

SS 

39 

65 

141 

23 

187 
578 
210 

$18,000 

55.900 

86,400 

283,300 

45.200 

36S,300 

926,200 

414,500 

2150 
518 
1.173 
2,  "237 
321 
1,689 
8,047 
2,456 

$3.  .132. 801 

750, 873 

1.441,017 

3,  Sa7, 050 

5H9,  300 

;  3,001,673 

«2  9^i.  943 

4,583,639 

Massachusetts . 

Rhode  Island . 

Connecticut . 

New  York 

New  Jersey . 

Total . 

1.278 

2  227,800 

18,500 

30,791,296 

District  2: 

Pennsyl  vania 

Delaware .. 

Maryland 

Vinnnia . 

West  Vinrtnia ^ 

Puerto  Rico 

177 
15 
70 

147 
72 
58 

239,200 
18.900 
106.800 
207,300 
101,600 
186,900 

6,325 
273 
1.899 
4.803 
2  545 
618 

6,907,168 
4 12,  200 
3,302.315 
6.452  311 
2  586,180 
1, 512  467 

Total 

539 

860,000 

15,463 

21,202.641 

District  3: 

North  Carolina 

South  Carolina.. 

633 

279 
751 
166 

788.240 
3.1.3.  6S0 
843,  149 
243,850 

12947 
9,011 

14,633 
6,285 

14,810.362 
10  '>17  fiUS 

Georgia ,. 

15.  334. 301 
7,593.000 

Fkirida 

Total. ....._ 

1.829 

2,228,919 

41. 870 

47,955.358 

District  4: 

Ohio 

Indiana , 

Kentucky _..„X 

Tennessee _.;_ 

613 
684 
307 
494 

797.800 

1.018.300 

503.900 

66,3,300 

13.304 
1.1.493 

10.446 
10.687 

19.084,880 

20,  sai.  775 

13,459.  :r23 
11,880,572 

Total J 

1.997 

2.963,300 

49,935 

65,228,650 

Z>UtrictS: 

Missiasippi _ 

Louisiana^ 

884 
489 
251 

TOilOO 

538.231 
352,900 

10.975 

10,756 
4.732 

1                      ' 

7, 007. 806 

1476.837 

Total... r^ 

1.004 

L  565, 231 

36.463 

30.327,7^ 

District  6: 

Illinois 

Mlaaouri .    .. 

Arkanaas , . 

874 
317 
183 

2,096.700 
4.'«,  700 
274.000 

16.481 

13.413 

6.573 

37. 324. 625 

18,491,430 

0,431,003 

Total 

1,374 

S.  ST.  000 

36.406 

02  247,001 

District  7: 

Micfajnan 1     . 

Wisconsin » 

Minnpwita            

383 
308 

834 

377,100 
325.100 
673,500 

18.443 
22  659 
23.305 
17,039 

21,921,946 
42  887,  200 
42  360. 970 
27.803.431 

North  Uakou 

Totol ^ 

825 

1,  276. 100 

81,440 

135. 033;  563 

Districts: 

Iowa                 .,..,.., 

845 
123 
619 
117 

:i  021;  500 
264.800 

1, 151.  700 
276,800 

21.307 

10.584 

15.571 

2829 

" 1 

S2.641.04jf 

18.  ,1.10.  Wl 

32.  721.  1S2, 

4.284.850 

South  DakoU 

Nebraska  . 

Wyoming . 

Total 

1.703  1 

3,714,806 

60,191 

108,196,071; 

Dbtr1ct9: 

Kansas 

Oklahoma 

Colorado , 

New  Mexico . 

095 
431 

319 
129 

981,700 
541,400 
.•31,800 
215, 100 

20,175 

12  714 

6.270 

1,979 

1 

37,034.974 

15, 486. 749 

9, 672  408 

2,  776, 218 

Total , 

District  10:  Texas . ^ 

1.574 
1,083 

2,270,000 
2,796.650 

41,138 
31.636 

64,970,349 
46.095.661 

District  11: 

Arizona . 

Utah « 

Nevadfc .« 

California _ 

103 

35 

4 

745 

296,900 

72200 

14,300 

1.942,300 

1.153 

3,411 

270 

19, 710 

2  323,  .188 

6,277.386 

705.257 

43,768,047 

Total ^ 

880 

2.324.700 

24.544 

52074.278 

District  12:  * 

Montana      ,.    ........«,,    , 

Idaho 

'    Washington..... 

Orecon 

229 
307 
292 
293 

426,650 
.1.32  7.10 
707,  7.10 
645,100 

5. 471 
5.199 
6.473 
6,185 

10. 239. 848 
8.  fun.  .149 

8.  52.1. 436 

9.  187. 420 

Total  .           

1,121 

2. 312  250 

21,328 

36.  755.  243 

Grand  total . 

10,423 

27,417,358 

439,070 

690,879,811 

LXXXVI- 


-658 


Federal  land  banks  loans  closed  during  1939  and  outstanding  Dee. 

31'^1939.  by  States 


9 

District  and  State 

Loans  closed  during 
1939 

Loans  outstanding, 
Dec.  31,  1939 

Number 

Amount 

Number 

Amount 

District  1: 

Maine 

New  Uampshire 

Vermont. 

17 

27 

67 

90 

20 

154 

&-.7 

160 

$4.V5no 
64.600 

141.000 

223.300 
49,000 

460,100 
1.503.600 

452100 

3.148 
7.10 

2  130 

3.093 
470 

2593 
14.368 

3,110 

16.  487,  .V15 
1,  XV,.  323 
4.(^(I.U16 
7.  OlM.  032 
1.2UK,»t6 
6.496,124 

3.1.996  AOS 

Massachusetts 

Rhode  I.sland ..    „ 

Connecticut 

New  York 

New  Jersey . 

9.  003.  400 

Total 

1,107 

3,028.100 

29,567 

72  353.948 

District  2: 

Ponnsyl  vania 

186 

*«' 

154 
62 
18 

551.200 
19.800 
219. 800 
4.17,600 
196.400 
120.500 

9.199 
314 
2  349 
11.168 
4,623 
3,747 

19,680.892 

830.251 

7,945,890 

26, 629, 645 

7  K8t    114 

Del.iware 

Maryland 

Virginia 

West  VirRinia. 

Puerto  Rico. 

10,091,701 

Total 

491 

1,606.300 

31.400 

73,059,513 

District  3: 

North  Carolina 

318 

134 

330 

91 

094.400 

328.800 

096.100 

,  474,700 

12  068^ 

6.863 

12  753 

4,488 

18, 816,  323 

13,  409.  786 

22,  21.1. 927 

9.417.811 

Pouth  Carolina 

Georfcia 

Florida 

Total 

879 

2194.000 

36.172 

03,899.847 

District  4: 

Ohio 

Indiana 

Kentucky 

Tennessee .. 

.■>96 
681 
232 
257 

1.791.300 

1, 63:1, 000 

836.000 

620.000 

19.144 
25.496 
12  735 
13,872 

53.8420TJ 
68.136.790 
33. 875.  157 
.28,696.970 

Total 

1,666           4,880.300 

71.247 

184,551,589 

District  S: 

Alabama 

MissLvippi ...; ..... 

Louisiana . 

6.M 
281 

173 

1.2.18.200 

1,259,900 
736.900 

30,155 
16,885 
10,433 

^   27,891.715 
26,  -280,  155 
19,  689.  449 

Total 

1,108 

3,253,000 

47,472 

73,061.319 

District  6:     • 

Illinois 

Missouri 

Arkansas ..... 

1,055 
286 
100 

6,050,100 
842,600 
400,900 

24,822 
14.215 
10,463 

137,  595,  4.19 
38,  742  997 
16, 956, 023 

Total 

1,440 

7,293,000 

49,500 

193,295,079 

District  7: 

Michigan > 

Wi.s<-on.sin 

222 
197 
330 

642,300 

765,400 

1,531,700 

22.337 
21,500 
29,017 
18,679 

48,025,573 

74. 963,  857 

111,779,858 

60,753,448 

Minnesota ...... 

North  Dakota 

Total 

749 

2939,400 

93,533 

205,622,730 

District  8: 

Iowa 

South  Dakota 

Nebraska 

Wyoming.:. ' 

9.59 
70 

662 
69 

5. 81.3. 300 
369.500 

2  74.5.  100 
3.00, 100^ 

33.30? 

13.556 

24.738 

3.074 

201,586.590 

49,  579,  204 

114.816,P.33 

0,475,880 

Total 

1.700 

9,178.000 

74.670 

375,496.313 

District  9: 

Kaniias  

Oklahoma 

Colorado "."I" 

New  Mexico 

806 

405 

2:14 

87 

2  630. 000 

1,124.000 

792  200 

285.100 

26.  .108 

14, 4.S1 

9,432 

4.592 

90. 316. 703 

34.701,614 

25,690,057 

8,801,991 

Total  „ 

District  10:  Texas 

1.532 
1,318 

4.«21,3nO 
4,63«>.5«0 

li|5. 013 

67,819 

150.5IP.365 
191,  562, 987 

District  11: 

Arizona 

82 

29 

6 

565 

378.100 

1.39.900 

20.  .300 

3,482,300 

4 

2  082 

6.581 

4.33 

18,361 

8,1.10.855 
14.4.15.  Ill 

2  977, 057 
91,450,883 

Utah 

Nevada .    . 

California 

Total 

682 

4.030,500 

36.457 

117,  ail.  900 

District  12: 

Montana 

Idaho „ 

Washington 

Oregon .. 

138 
263 
246 
245 

461.000 

88.1,000 

1.28.1,600 

1, 139.  900 

5.912 

9.196 

12132 

8,3^ 

16.  711, 914 
26. 654. 318 
31,370,478 
26.941,702 

Total 

892  { 

3. 771;  500         35.606  1 

101,678,412 

Grand  total _ 

13,024 

61,581,500 

618,450 

1.904,655,014 

r 
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CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


August  15 


t  FAXK  CRZDIT  AOMimSTKATTON, 

*;  Washington,  D.  C.  April  4.  1940. 

Hon.  Httoh  Pmssoir. 

House  of  Representatives. 

Deak  Mb.  Pitkrson:  Pursua^jt  to  yoiir  request  by  telephone  on 
April  1.  1940.  there  are  enclosed  various  data  with  respect  to  the  op- 
erations ot  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  to  supplement 
Information  fumlfhed  on  March  8.  1340.  In  table  12  on  page  27  of 
the  enclosed  Farm  Credit  Quarterly,  as  of  December  31,  1939,  there 
Is  furnished  the  "Estimated  number  of  farm-foreclosure  sales  per 
1.000  farms  mortgaged  to  each  type  of  lender  on  January  1,  1935, 
from  January  1934  throvigh  September  1939." 

Since  the  publication  of  the  Quarterly^  the  Information  for  the 
year  1939  and  the  last  quarter  of  that  year  have  become  available 
and  are  shown  below. 


Type  of  lender 

Year  1939 

Docpmhor 

quarter, 

1939 

Frdoral  land  banks  aud  Land  Bank  Commissioner 

15  3 
13  8 
21.5 
25  3 
8.3 

1.9 
3.3 

Commrrcuil  banks . 

Insurance  compantes. — 

M wcvUiBifftiw ...  

4.7 
4.9 
1.2 

Total,  aU"  lenders 

15.0 

2.7 

There  are   alco  enclosed  two  tables  on   the   operations  of   the 
Federal  land  banks,  which  represent  revisions  of  similar  informa- 
'  tlon  furnlihed  to  you  on  March  6.     These  revisions  were  necesssary 

it^        In  order  to  make  the  data  comparable  over  the  entire  period  cov- 
^'        ered.    We  shall  appreciate  your  substituting  the  revised  tables  for 
.those  which  we  previously  sent  to  you. 
With  kind  personal  regards. 
Sincerely, 

CLUT  WdODWAED, 

^  Special  Assistant  to  the  Governor. 


Federal  land  b*mks:  Loans  outstanding,  classified  according  to  status, 

1924-39 


*  ". 

Total  loans  outstand- 
ing 

Tioans  with  &n  ma- 
tured installments 
paid    in    full    by 
borrower 

Loans  delinquent 
and/or  extended 

Nam- 

CnptUd  prin- 
cipal 

Num- 
ber 

Unpiai<l  prin- 
cipal 

Num- 
ber 

Unpaid 
principal 

Deo.  31- 

1924    _^,     ^. 

1925 :. 

1928. 
1927..,      .. 

192S .... 

1929 

1930._;.^... 
1931.    ,       .J 

i%a 

1033 

U»4..       ..; 

1933. 

1938.. 

19B7._ 

1938 

I«3» 

313.712 
342,804 
386.494 
392.148 
4«M.86,5 

^409.559 
410. 493 

"407. 852 
400.537 
428.861 

aon.344 

«43.8U:i 
839.828 
••35. 776 
828.781 
818,456 

1927.  .56S,  000 
1.00.5.68,5.0110 
1.077.819,000 
1,155.844.000 
1.194.821.000 
1,198.514.000 
1.189,804.000 
1, 167, 898. 000 
1,128,565,000 
•1,213,523.000 
>1.89«?,4I5,000 
2,07I,92.\000 
2.  084,  138,  000 
2, 035, 307. 000 
1,982,224.000 
1,904,6.55,000 

296,341 
329.974 
348,651 
371,038 
38.3,811 
3J»5,287 
386,825 
31.1.515 
220,145 
219,696 
401,8«wi 
487,  7,52 
495,959 
504,652 
484,956 
478,087 

$fff3.2O4.0O0 

9,57.  586,  000 

1,01",  473.  000 

i,ov:,.Tn3,ooo 

1.123,413,000 

1,120,830.000 

1,052.157.000 

862.  970, 000 

534, 972, 000 

•.586,  119,000 

>  1,267,  961.  000 

'1,51.5,  148,000 

M,  .594.  601.  000 

'I,598,.V52.0(lO 

•1,478,  54.5,  000 

'1,431.322,000 

1.5.371 

12.830 

17,843 

21.110 

21.054 

24.272 

43,868 

94,337 

180.  .392 

209.165 

204.  4.S0 

I7fi.  a51 

14.3.869 

131.134 

143.  822 

139,  369 

$54,364,000 
48,119.000 
67.  346, 000 
78,341,000 
71,408.000 
77.884,000 
137,447,000 
304, 928,  000 

'59;j,5«;{,or)o 

•627,404.000 
'(•.28,454,  00<) 
'5.56,779,000 
'4«y,  ,5.57.000 
3  436.  "S."!.  000 
i  503. 679. 000 
•473.333,000 

•  Kxf«'nsions  partiaDy  estimated. 

•  I'nmaturpd  principal.  ^ 

•  Estimated.  ^ 

Fatm  Credit  Administration.  Division  of  Finance  and  Accounts.  Apr.  4.  1940. 
NoTK. —  Revision  of  table  furnished  on  Mar.  6.  1940. 

Federal, Farm  Mortgage  Corporation:  Loans  outstanding,  classified 
aecording  to  status.  1934-39 


Total  loans  outstand- 
ing 


Number 


455.  OKI 
4M,»1 
44».0« 
439,076 


Unpaid 
principal 


<61^  823. 000 

27,000 
856: 

812.  749. 000 
752,85l.0g0 
800,880.000 


Loan.5  with  all  ma-, 
tured  installments^ 
paid  in  full  by  txa^ 
rower 


Xomber 


313.893 

355, 135 
370,378 
3.50,139 
314.  533 
^525 


Unpaid 
princii>al 


$561,141,000 
639,»(3.000 
1164.985. 000 

leol,75^ooo 
i4gs,ao8,ooo 

454,286,000 


Loans  dt^linquent 
aud^or  e^iendixl 


Number 


33,416 

76.070 

84,704 

ia5,  152 

133.  .S47 

130,551 


Unpaid 
principal 


$65,684,000 

154, 784. 000 

171.  M4,  000 

'  210. 993. 000 

1  Z59,  343. 000 

>  236,  594,  OUO 


>  Estimated. 

Tarm  Credit  Administration,  Division  of  Finance  and  Acooonts.  Apr.  4,  IMO. 


Federal  land  banks:  Foreclosures  completed,  farms  oumed.  real  estate 
disposed  of,  and  loans  delinquent  and/or  extended.  1929-39 


Year 


Foredosores  com- 
pleted during  yenr 


Number      Amount 


3.3.50 
4,645 
7,386 

10,039 
6,58.5 
4,763 

11,438 

13,571 
9,065 
7,:»37 

10,567 


$11,629,000 
16,86»>.UK) 
27, 169.  («)0 
4U,  420.  000 
25,801.  XlO 
15,244.1100 
36,210.0110 
41,99.'i.(«») 
27,642.000 
24.  .394.000 
38,  100,  000 


Number  of    Number  of  dis- 

famis         [KKals  of  f'lrms 

owned  itiit-  and  sherifT.*'  cw- 

risht  and   |  tifle»tes  during 


beld  subject 

to  re<lemp- 

lion  at  end 

of  J  ear 


year 


Whole 


2.234 

Z826 

3.729 

5,360 

4.12S 

4.858 

8.423 

1X032 

13.212 

la  186 

9.536 


Part 


235 

aos 

502 

924 

837 

808 

1.289 

1.9W 

2,088 

1.324 

1.040 


Loans  de- 
linquent 

aud.'or 
extended 

(unpaid 
principjl) 


S77.884.000 
137,  447, 000 
3(M.  928. 000 

•  SU:<.  .59,3.  000 
•627.  4«M.  (UK) 

>  628.  4.54.  OOT) 
»  558.  77!»,  (XT) 

>  480.  .V7. 000 

•  4.36.  7.V).  001) 

•  503.  879, 000 
•473,333.000 


<  Extensions  partblly  estimated. 
« Unmatured  principal. 
'  Estimated. 

Farm  Credit  .\dministr8tion.  Division  of  Finance  and  Accounts,  Apr.  4,  1940. 
NoTl.— Revision  of  table  furnished  on  Mar.  6,  1940. 

Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation:  Foreclosures  completed,  farms 
otcned,  real  estate  disposed  of.  and  loans  delinquent  and/or 
extended.  1934-39 


Year 

Foreclosures  com- 
pleted during  year 

Number  of 

farms 
owmM  out- 
Tight  and 
beld  subject 
to  redemp- 
tion at  end 
of  year 

Xumb«  of  dis- 
posals of  farms 
and  sheriffs"  r<>r- 
tificatcs  during 

year 

Loans  de- 
linquent 

and/or 
extended 

(unpaid 

Numl>er 

Amount 

Whole 

Part 

principal) 

1934 

2 

213 
2,184 
3,498 

S,  189 
6,502 

$5,000 

382,iHlfl 

4,103,000 

•,647.000 

10,530.000 

11.539.000 

2 

236 
2.370 
6.107 
8,245 
0,625 

$65,684,000 

154.784.000 

171,844,000 
I  9in  can  nitft 

1935 

18 

490 

1,603 

S,  .500 

6,406 

»' 

154 

1936 

1937 _. 

1938 

3rV5     I  ^>^o  ^'^  oim 

1939 

424 

■236,  304, 000 

'  Estimated. 

Farm  Credit  Administration,  Division  of  Finance  and  .\cconnts.  Apr.  4,  1940. 
TABI.S  12. — Estimated  number  of  farm  foreclosure  sales  per  1,000 

farms  mortgaged  to  each  type  of  lender  on  Jan.  1,  1935,  from 

January  1934  through  September  1939  • 


Year  and  quarter 


Year: 

1934 

1935 

1996 

1937 

1938 

Quarter  ended: 

1934— March 

June  

September. 

December.. 
1835— March 

June 

September. 

I>ecemt)er.. 
Ifi36-March 

June 

Sopfemher.. 

I)eceml)er 

1937— March 

*une 

8et)fembor. 

December.. 
1938— March. 

June w... 

September.. 

De«'mber.. 
193»— March 

June 

September. 


...^ 

Federal 

land 

banks 

Com- 
merrial 
banks 

Insur- 

and 

Indi- 

ance 

Miscel- 

Land 
Bank 

viduals 

com- 
panie; 

laneous 

Commis- 

sioner 

4.7 

34.3 

36.9 

SZS 

29.7 

11.8 

28.5 

36.9 

67.7 

36.7 

15.7 

24.5 

34.5 

49.7 

18.5 

13.1 

20.0 

30.4 

34.2 

13.2 

13.4 

17.3 

25.9 

29.2 

9.8 

.4 

10  2 

9.2 

2.5.5 

8.9 

LO 

&4 

0.6 

2.5.  ft' 

7.8 

1.8 

6.8 

&4 

19./ 

6.1 

1.5 

8.9 

9.7 

2K4 

6.9 

2.6 

8.1 

9.3 

19.4 

8.1 

3.3 

7.8 

laa 

Ah.  9 

6.3 

3.0 

6.2 

a< 

/  1.V3 

8.5 

2.9 

&4 

9.8 

14.1 

Sl8 

3.8 

6.2 

8.0 

13.3 

6.4 

4.6 

6.4 

9.3 

13.8 

5.2 

3.8 

3.6 

9.0 

9  9 

3.6 

3.5 

6.3 

8.2 

12.7 

3.3 

3.2 

6.0 

9.4 

10  7 

3.9 

3.8 

6.0 

7.3 

9.6 

3.8 

3.2 

4.3 

6.7 

6.7 

2  6 

2.9 

4.7 

7.0 

7.2 

2.9 

3.0 

5.1 

7.2 

9  1 

3.3 

3.9 

4.7 

&S 

8.1 

Z5 

3.4 

3.6 

8.1 

5.3 

1.9 

3.1 

3.9 

8.1 

6.7 

2.1 

4.0 

4.1 

6.4 

8.3 

3  2 

5.2 

3.6 

6.9 

7.3 

2.5 

4.1 

Z8 

4.5 

4.8 

L4 

Total, 

all 
lenders 


27.8 
26.1 
23.3 
18.  S 
16.4 

7  6 
7.1 
6  1 
7.0 
7.2 
7.0 
&0 
5.0 
6.1 
8.4 
3.3 
5.5 
5  3 
5.0 
4.0 
4.2 
4.6 
4  5. 
3.6 
3.7 
4.5 
4.5 
3.3 


1  Based  on  reports  from  counties,  including  from  22  to  30  percent  of  tlie  farms  in  the 
United  States. 
Farm  Credit  Quarterly.  Dec.  31.  1939. 

Prom  the  above  flgxires  it  can  Xx  seen  that  In  1939  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration  (Federal  land  banks  and  the  Federal  Farm 
Mortgage  Corporation  combined)  completed  forecloeurea  on  a  total 
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of  16.oe9  farms,  and  the  total  amotint  involved  was  $49,639,000,  or 
•3.089  per  farm. 

The  acreage  foreclosed,  at  231  acres  per  farm,  was  3.711.939  acres. 

Under  the  provisions  of  this  measure  the  Oeneral  Land  Office 
could  have  acquired  this  entire  acreage  for  not  exceeding  the 
above  sum  of  $49,639,000. 

Presuming  that  100  acres  constitute  a  reasonable  average-size^ 
homestead  unit  (it  Is  understood  that  the  size  of  the  average  unit 
now  being  set  up  under  other  agencies  Is  slightly  more  than  this), 
a  total  of  37,119  homestead  units  could  have  been  set  up  and  made 
available  for  entry  at  a  reduction  In  average  cost  from  $3,089  per 
farm  to  $1,337  per  farm  homestead  unit. 

Thus  It  would  have  been  possible  vmder  this  measure  to  not  only 
help  16,069  farm  families  retain  their  farm  homes  but  also  to  ele- 
vate 21.050  families,  in  addition,  to  the  group  of  farm-home  own- 
ers. And  while  accomplishing  these  ends  the  total  burden  of  farm- 
mortgage  debt  would  not  have  lieen  increased  1  cent,  but  would 
have  been  materially  reduced.  At  the  same  time  the  Government 
would  have  made  an  absolutely  sound  a.\d  secure  Investment. 

a  letter  from  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  dated  April  2. 
1940.  it  is  estimated  that  in  1939.  foreclosures  were  made  by  all 
lending  agencies  on  a  total  of  32,550  fEu-ms.  The  letter  is  sub- 
mitted herewitli. 

Departmknt  or  Agricultitss. 
BmiEAn  OP  AoRictJLTunAL  Economics. 

Washington.  D.  C.  AprU  2,  1940. 
Hon.  HiTGH  Prmisow, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Peterson:  This  will  reply  to  your  request  by  telephone 
for  further  information  on  farm-mortgage  credit. 

With  respect  to  your  Inquiry  as  to  the  total  amount  of  farm- 
mortgage  debt  held  by  the  Federal  land  banks  and  Land  Bank  Com- 
missioner, you  will  And  enclosed  a  current  Issue  of  the  Agricultural 
Finance  Review  summarizing  recent  developments  In  the  field  of 
farm  credit.  Table  1  of  the  appendix,  page  88  of  this  Review,  gives 
^data  on  the  total  farm-mortgage  debt  by  years,  1910  through  1939, 
and  the  amount  of  farm-mortgage  debt  held  by  leading  lending 
agencies,  including  Federal  land  banks,  Federal  Land  Bank  Com- 
missioner. in-Turance  companies,  commercial  banks.  Joint-stock  land 
banks,  and  others.  As  of  January  1,  1939,  the  Federal  land  banks 
and  the  Land  Bank  Commissioner  together  held  38  5  percent  of  the 
total  farm-mortgage  debt,  while  the  Federal  land  banks  alone  held 
about  28  percent.  The  amount  of  farm-mortgage  debt  outstanding 
on  January  1,  1933-39  for  each  of  the  two  federally  sponsored 
agencies  mentioned  is  tabulated  in  table  5.  page  89  of  the  app>endix. 
The  total  outstanding  loans  for  these  two  agencies  decreased  from 
$2,923,000,000  on  January  1.  1939,  to  $2,584,000,000  on  January  1,  1940. 

On  page  51  of  the  enclosed  Review,  loan  operations  of  the  Federal 
land  banks  and  the  Land  Bank  Commissioner  during  the  first  9 
months  of  1939  are  reviewed.  Including  information  relative  to  the 
percentage  of  the  total  farm-mortgage  debt  held  by  these  agencies 
as  of  January  1,  1939.  Figure  2,  page  54,  shows  these  ratios  by 
States  for  this  date.  In  order  that  you  may  have  a  comparison  of 
the  ratios  on  January  1,  1939,  to  an  earlier  period  there  Is  also 
enclosed,  entitled  "Figure  1,"  a  comparable  ratio,  by  States,  for 
January  1,  1929.  Whereas  the  percentage  of  the  total  farm-mortgage 
debt  held  by  the  Federal  land  banks  and  Land  Bank  Commissioner 
on  January  1,  1939  was  38.5  percent,  the  amount  held  by  the  Fed- 
eral land  banks  on  January  1.  1929  was  only  12.1  percent. 

With  respect  to  the  amount  of  total  farm-mortgage  debt  held  by 
life-insurance  companies  there  are  also  enclosed  two  charts,  one 
indicating  the  percentage  of  the  total  farm-mortgage  debt  held  by 
life-insurance  companies  on  January.  1,  1929,  and  the  other  for 
January  1,  1939  (figs.  2  and  3).  It  will  be  noted  that  on  January 
1.  1929.  life-insurance  companies  held  21.9  percent  of  the  total 
farm-mortgage  debt,  whereas  by  January  1,  1939,  this  had  decreased 
to  only  12.5  percent. 

With  respect  to  delinquencies  for  the  Federal  land  banks  and 
Land  Bank  Commissioner,  there  are  enclosed  two  charts  showing 
the  number  of  loaixs  delinquent  as  a  percentage  of  the  number  of 
loans  outstanding  on  December  31,  1939.  The  figure  for  the  Federal 
Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  refers  to  Land  Bank  Commissioner 
loans.  Similar  charts  are  not  available  for  life-insurance  companies. 
However,  the  delinquencies  for  life-insurance  companies  are  indi- 
cated by  the  following  data  based  upon  the  records  of  26  of  the 
largest  companies  as  of  December  31.  1938.  Of  the  total  unpaid 
principal  on  farm  mortgages  of  $572,000,000.  including  foreclosed 
liens  subject  to  redemption.  14.7  percent  were  delinquent  as  to 
interest  for  3  months  or  more.  Nine  and  three-tenths  percent  were 
delinquent  as  to  interest  1  year  or  more.  The  amounts  delinquent 
as  to  Interest  for  3  months  or  more  were  distributed  as  follows: 

Percent 

3  months  to  1  year 5.  45 

1  to  2  years . ^ 3.59 

2  to  3  years 1.86 

Over  3  years , — _,- . « 3.  81 


Total _.! _; 14.71 

With  respect  to  your  request  for  Information  on  the  number  of 
loans  which  were  straight  Federal  land-bank  loans,  the  number 
which  were  single  Land  Bank  Commissioner  leans  and  the  number 
which  were  Joint  I^ederal  land  bank  and  Land  Bapk  Commissioner 
loans  which  were  straight  Federal  land-bank  lo»ns,  the  number 
closed  between  May  1,  1933,  and  December  31,  1939,  146  percent 
were  straight  Federal  land-bank  loans.  435  percent  were  single  Land 
Bank  Commissioner  loanB,  and  the  remainder,  or  41.9  percent,  wer* 


Joint  loans.  The  amount  closed,  however,  shows  a  somewhat  differ- 
ent pattern:  of  the  $2,389,000,000  loans  closed  during  the  aforemen- 
tioned period,  13.7  percent  were  straight  Federal  land-bank  loana 
and  18.6  percent  were  single  Land  Bank  Commissioner  loans,  whereas 
67.7  percent  were  Joint  Federal  land-bank  and  Land  Bank  Commis- 
sioner loans.  A  tabulation  of  these  data  by  land-bank  districts  Is 
also  enclosed  (table  1).  In  all  cases  of  Joint  land-bank  and  Land 
Bank  Commissioner  loans,  the  land  banks  hold  the  senior  mortgage 
and  the  Land  Bank  Commissioner  holds  the  Junior  mortgage.  While 
there  are  a  few  cases  where  the  Commissioner  holds  a  Junior 
mortgage  on  farms  where  lenders  other  than  the  Federal  land  banks 
hold  the  senior  mortgage,  these  are  insignificant  -  and  amount  to 
probably  not  more  than  0.5  percent  of  the  total  number  of  loans  now 
outstanding. 

With  respect  to  the  relationship  of  foreclosures  per  thousand 
mortgaged  farms  and  forced  transfers  i>er  thousand  of  all  farms.  It 
will  be  noted  from  the  "Real  estate  situation"  enclosed  with  my 
letter  of  March  23  (table  13^.  32),  that  the  number  of  farms 
changing  ownership  through  ^rced  sales  and  related  defaults  for 
1939  amounted  to  16.8  farms  per  thousand  of  all  farms.  As  mort- 
gaged farms  are  probably  about  one-third  of  all  farms,  this  would 
mean  that  the  number  of  farms  changing  ownership  by  forced  sales 
and  related  defaults  was  about  50  farms  per  thousand  mortgaged 
farms.  If  the  number  of  mortgaged  farms  is  used  as  2,350,000,  the 
number  of  farms  transferred  because  of  forced  sales  or  related  de- 
faults would  be  117.500,  whereas  it  is  estimated  that  about  32,550 
farms,  or  15  farms  per  thousand  mortgaged  farms,  were  transferred 
because  of  foreclosure. 

There  are  no  available  data  which  would  Indicate  the  number 
of  forced  transfers  on  debt-free  farms,  and  it  cannot  be  concluded 
from  the  number  of  forced  transfers  of  farms  expressed  as  a  number 
per  1,000  of  all  farms  or  the  number  per  1,000  of  mortgaged  farms, 
how  many  involuntary  transfers  occurred  on  mortgaged  or  non- 
mortgaged  farms.  The  data  for  forced  sales  include  sales  for  delin- 
quent taxes  which  frequently  do  not  resnilt  In  loss  of  ownership. 

From  available  data  it  appears  that  the  number  of  farms  fore- 
closed by  the  Federal  land  banks  and  Land  Bank  Commissioner 
were  equal  to  about  73.4  percent  of  the  number  of  farms  acquired 
by  those  agencies  during  the  period  1934-39.  Thla  does  not  mean, 
however,  that  73.4  percent  of  the  farms  acquired  by  the  Federal 
land  bank  and  Land  Bank  Commissioner  were  acquired  through 
foreclosure,  as  a  considerable  number  of  the  farms  foreclosed  did  not 
result  in  the  acquirement  of  the  farm.  The  percentage  of  farms 
acquired  by  these  agencies  through  foreclosure  proceedings  wUl 
therefore  be  eomewhat  less  than  73.4. 

If  this  office  can  be  of  further  assistance,  feel  free  to  call  up>on  ua. 
Very  truly  yours. 

Norman  J.  Wall, 
Head,  Division  of  Agricultural  Finance. 

Presuming  that  69  percent  of  these  32,550  foreclosures  were  on 
owner-operated  farms  (no  definite  flguros  on  this  are  available, 
however  it  Is  shown  that  69  percent  of  the  mortgaged  farm*  are 
owner-operated)  and  that  the  farms  were  of  the  same  average  size 
as  those  upon  which  the  Farm  Credit  Administration  foreclosed, 
viz,  231  acres,  foreclosures  were  made  on  a  total  of  22,460  owner- 
operated  farms  comprising  5.188.260  acres,  and  it  is  reasonable  to 
assume  that  this  group  of  farm  families  were  either  reduced  to 
tenantry  or  moved  away  from  the  farm  during  1939. 

Under  this  meagre,  however,  ail  these  farm  tracts  could  have 
been  acquired  and  refinanced  by  the  General  Land  Office  at  a  cost 
of  $3,089  per  farm  tract  (taking  Farm  Credit  Administration  figures 
for  the  average),  or  a  total  of  $69,378,940. 

By  dividing  the  tracts  into  homestead  units  of  100  acres  average 
size  the  farm  home  of  each  of  these  22,460  families  could  have 
been  saved  from  foreclosure  and  there  would  have  also  been  made 
available  for  other  families  a  total  of  29,422  additional  farm- 
homestead  units.  The  debt  against  each  owner  wotild  have  been 
reduced  from  $3,089  to  $1,337, 

Thus  it  can  be  seen  that  for  the  sum  of  only  $69,378,940,  or 
$1,337  per  homestead  unit,  it  would  have  been  possible  through 
this  measure  to  completely  check  the  increase  of  tenantry  In  1939 
insofar  as  it  was  brought  about  through  foreclosure  of  farm- 
mortgage  debts,  and  place  a  total  of  51,882  families  in  a  safe 
position  as  farm-home  owners.  At  the  same  time  the  aggregate 
farm-mortgage  debt  would  not  have  been  Increased  one  penny, 
and  the  Government  would  have  made  an  absolutely  sound  and 
secure  Investment. 

A  cost  of  less  than  $1,400  p)er  family  for  rehabilitating  American 
families  In  their  own  farm  homes  app>ears  to  compare  favorably 
with  the  present  cost  to  the  Government  of  almost  $1,000  annually 
for  every  person  on  relief,  especially  when  It  Is  remembered  that 
the  $1,400  will  be  repaid  to  the  Government.  I 

It  Is  recognized  that  the  calculations  made  in  this  repxjrt  cani^t 
be  entirely  accurate,  but  they  are  sufficiently  accurate  to  con- 
clusively prove  the  economy  of  thla  measure  and  the  soundneas 
of  Its  provisions. 

The  general  provisions  of  this  legislation  are  explained  la  the 
report  which  has  already  been  submitted  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I^ask  unanlmnus  consent  to 
extend  in  the  body  of  the  Record  my  own  remarks  on  the 
Mediterranean  fruit-fly  restitution. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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KXTENSION  OF  BDCARKS 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a  letter  addressed  to 
me  by  the  United  Shoe  Workers  of  America. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THTTJi  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  imanimous  consent  to  ex- 
tend my  remarks  and  include  a  short  newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  w£is  no  objection. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein  an 
editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

THE  LATK  HON.  JAMXS  F.  HUGHES 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNS.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  rise  to  announce  the  death 
of  a  former  Member  of  this  House,  Hon.  James  F.  Hughes,  of 
my  own  district. 

Mr.  Hughes  was  elected  to  Congress  in  1932  and  passed 
away  at  Rochester.  Minn.,  on  August  9,  1940.  He  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Democratic  State  Central  Committee  of  Wisconsin 
from  1920  to  1924  and  was  a  delegate  to  the  national  conven- 
tions In  1920  and  1928.  For  23  years  he  was  a  member  of  the 
De  Pere  Board  of  Education.  He  was  well  known  In  my  dis- 
trict and  served  the  community  in  which  he  lived  well,  and  I 
understand  did  a  very  good  job  while  in  Congress. 

He  was  not  a  candidate  for  reelection  in  1934.  * 

[Here  the  gavel  fell.] 


EXTENSION  OF  REM.4RKS 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  by  including  an  addfess  by  Cath- 
erine Curtis,  director  of  National  Woman  Investors  in 
America. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
'  There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

^Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  take  this 
minute  in  6rder  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re- 
marks in  the  Record  on  the  subject  New  Deal  Politics  Pays 
Well  and  include  a  brief  article  by  Mr.  Joseph  Alsop  and  Mr. 
Robert  Klntner.  appearing  in  the  Capitol  Parade  in  the  Au- 
gust 13  edition  of  the  Washington  Evening  Star,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  engineering  firm  of  Mr.  "Chip"  Robert,  secretary 
of  the  Democratic  National  Committee,  receiving  more  than 
,  $1,000,000  of  fee  contracts,  under  the  defense  program,  from 
the  Navy. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  THORKEUSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  remarks  and  include  an  address  by  Wade 
H.<^ooper  on  the  Supreme  Court,  and  a  short  editorial  from 
the  press. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXPLANATION  OF  VOTE 

Mr.  ENGLEBRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
-  sent  to  proceed  for  one-half  minute  to  make  a  short  state- 
ment. V 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ENGLEBRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  authorized  to 
state  that  had  Mr.  Andresen  of  Minnesota,  and  Mr.  Hope,  of 
Kan:>as.  been  present  they  would  have  voted  "aye" 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  cannot  entertain  that  state- 
ment in  view  of  the  objection  made  by  the  gentleman  from 


Missouri  [Mr.  Cannon]  earlier  in  the  day,  to  otber  statements 
of  that  sort. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Sj)eaker.  it  is  not  a  matter 
of  any  Member  objecting  but,  under  the  rules,  the  Chair  is 
not  permitted  to  recognize  Members  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  May  not  the  whip  or  the  leader,  or  who- 
ever is  charged  with  that  responsibility  obtain  a  minute  to 
address  the  House  for  that  purpose  by  unanimous  consent? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Unfortunately,  the  whips,  like 
other  Members,  are  subject  to  the  rules  of  ;^e  House.  It  is 
a  rule  which  has  been  observed  for  a  hundred  years,  and.  like 
every  other  rule  of  the  House,  there  is  an  excellent  reason 
for  its  observance.  ••'* 

■  In  the  first  place,  it  places  a  Member  on  record  by  proxy. 
A  Memt)er  may  not  be  recorded  unless  present  and  answering 
when  his  name  is  called  and  a  Member  may  not  vote  by  proxy. 
Such  announcements  in  effect  nullify  both  these  provisions 
of  the  rules  and  place  Members  on  record  on  the  announce- 
ment of  a  colleague. 

In  the  second  place,  such  announcements  flagrantly  mis- 
represent the  position  of  other  Members  of  the  House.  Tlie. 
clerks  pair  all  absent  Members.  All  Members  wha  fall  to 
answer  on  roll  call  are  arbitrarily  paired  without  consulting 
their  wishes  or  inquiring  as  to  their  attitude  on  the  question 
on  which  the  vote  is  taken,  and  always  without  their  knowl- 
edge or  consent  as  to  with  whom  paired.  Then  for  some 
Member  to  rise  on  the  floor  at  the  conclusion  of  the  vote  and 

announce  that  the  Member  with  whom  they  are  unwittingly 
paired  would  have  voted  in  the  affirmative  or  the  negative 

if  present,  automaticaUy  places  them  on  the  opposite  of  the 

question  although  they  may  have  been  emphatically  pledged 
to  their  constituency  to  the  contrary.  Again,  such  armounce- 
ments  are  a  reflection  on  all  Members  who.  through  some 
unavoidable  exigency,  failed  to  vote  on  the  roll  call,  as  they 
infer  less  Interest  in  the  proceedings  and  less  attention  to  the 
question  at  issue  than  that  exhibited  by  the  Members  whose 
position  is  announced  by  an  assiduous,  if  not  officious,  col- 
league. If  such  a  practice  should  become  general  it  would  ' 
impose  on  spokesmen  for  each  delegation  in  the  House  the 
nerve-wracking  duty^  of  seeing  that  every  Member  of  his 
delegation  was  accounted  for  in  these  announcements  at 
the  close  of  every  vote  thereby  contributing  immeasurably 
to  the  confusion  on  the  floor  and  the  delay  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  House  every  time  the  roll  was  called. 

Not  the  least  objectionable  feature  of  this  violation  of  the 
rules  is  its  encouragement  of  delinquency.  When  a  Member 
may  enter  his  appearance  in  and  be  placed  of  record  in  this 
manner  he  has  less  hesitancy  in  absenting  himself  from  the 
Chamber  and  the  city.  Something  like  40  Members  were 
included  in  a  recent  announcement  of  this  character,  and 
if  it  is  extended  to  permit  the  whips  on  either  side  of  the  aisle 
to  thus  round  up  their  charges,  it  is  easy  to  foresee  a  situation 
in  which  a  majority  of  the  membership  of  the  House  might 
leave  their  vote  and  their  conscience  in  the  keeping  of  a  col- 
league while  they  attend  to  more  inviting  matters.  In  fact, 
so  objectionable  is  the  practice  that  the  Chair  has  held  that 
Members  could  not  be  recognized  even  for  the  purpose  of 
asking  unanimous  consent  to  make  such  annoimcements. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  I  am  merely  asking  this  question  to  clar- 
ify the  matter.  I  can  see  the  gentleman's  point,  but  is  this  a 
rule  or  a  tradition? 

•  Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  It  is  a  practice  of  immemorial 
standing.  There  are  decisions  by  practically  every  Speaker 
of  the  House  since  Muhlenberg  to  the  effect  that  the  Chair 
cannot  recognize  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  It  would  not  be  violating  any  of  the  rules 
if  the  whip  on  either  side,  for  the  purpose  of  annoimcing  the 
votes,  asked  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1  minute  for 
that  purpose,  would  it? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.    The  Speaker  is  not  authorized      \ 
to  put  a  unanimous  consent  request  for  that  purpose.     You       \ 
»  cannot  vitiate  the  rule  by  Indirection.   It  is  a  long-established 

-  ■  .      '  \ 
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rule  that  you  cannot  do  by  indirection  anything  directly  pro- 
hibited by  the  rules. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  That  is  why  I  asked  If  it  was  a  rule 
or  simply  a  practice. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Both.  The  rules  do  not  pro- 
vide for  it  and  the  practice  of  the  House  does  not  permit  it. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Tliere  is  nothing  in  the  written  rules  of 
the  Hou5«  to  prevent  it.  as  I  understand? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  There  is  nothing  in  the  written 
rules  of  the  Hou^^e  to  permit  it. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  But  the  gentleman  is  familiar  with  the 
rules.  Will  he  advise  the  House  whether  there  is  anything  in 
the  written  rules  which  prevents  such  announcement? 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  The  gentleman  remembers  the 
statement  by  the  distinguished  Member  from  Ohio,  Mr.  Long- 
worth,  at  one  time  Speaker  of  the  House,  in  which  he  said 
that  about  half  of  the  law  of  the  House  was  written  and  half 
unwritten,  and  that  frequently  the  unwritten  was  the  more 
important  of  the  two.  And  Speaker  Cannon,  in  passing  on 
a  point  of  order  in  a  proceedings  under  suspension  of  the 
rules,  pointed  out  that  the  motion  not  only  suspended  all 
rules  but  included  in  its  scope  the  unwritten  law  and  practice 
of  the  House.  ' 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.  The  gentleman  concedes  that  the  written 
rules  of  the  House  make  no  provision  for  -the  gentleman's 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  request. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  The  written  rules  of  the  House 
make  no  provision   for  it.     It  is  not  permissible  under   the 

rules. 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.  I  would  like  also  to  call  the  gentleman's 
attention    to    a    specific    rule   of    this   House    which    prevents 

Members  from  voting  standing  here  in  the  Well  of  the  House: 
yet  I  havie  seen  the  gentleman  time  in  and  time  out  violate 
that  rule.  From  today  onward  the  gentleman  will  stand  at 
his  seat  aind  vote. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  I  would  like  to  have  the  gen- 
tleman cite  an  occasion  when  I  did  so. 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.  I  submit  that  repeatedly  the  gentleman 
has  stood  in  the  Well  of  this  House  and  voted. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Mis.souri.  The  gentleman  is  mistaken 
about  that. 

Mr.  GAVAGAN.  Unquestionably  the  gentleman  is  not  mis- 
taken, ar^d  from  today  onward  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
will  vole  from  his  scat  and  not  the  Well. 

Mr.  pANNON  of  Missouri.  The  gentleman's  memory  is  in 
error.    I  positively  have  never  violated  that  rule. 

Mr.  MARCANTONIO.  As  I  understood  the  situation  now, 
the  gentleman  from  California  asked  and  did  receive  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  one-half  minute. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  A  Member  speaking  under 
imanimoUs  consent  cannot  violate  a  rule  of  the  House. 

The  St^EAKER.  The  gentleman  from  California  asked 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  one-half  minute.  When 
he  got  to  the  point  of  stating  how  certain  Members  would 
have  votfd.  the  Chair,  under  the  protest  made  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Missouri  I  Mr.  Cannon],  said  the  Chair  could  not 
recognize  him  for  that  purpose.  There  are  a  number  of 
precedents  to  sustain  the  Chair  in  this  ruling. 

Mr.  MAY.     Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

I  NATIONAL   CU.ARO   BILL 

Mr.  MAY.  The  House  has  just  passed  Senate  Joint  Reso- 
lution 2$6.  I  have  received  a  request  from  the  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Committee  to  the  effect  that  it 
would  be  desirable  to  have  the  Senate  resolution  as  amended 
by  the  House  printed,  so  that  the  conference  may  be  ex- 
pedited. Can  this  be  done  before  the  bill  is  messaged  to 
the  Senate? 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  submit  a  unani- 
mous-consent request  that  the  Clerk  be  authorized  to  print 
the  Senate  bill  with  the  House  amendments  numbered? 

Mr.  MAY.    Mr.  Speaker.  I  make  that  request. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection.  \ 


RULE   REGARDING   ANNOUNCtMENT  OF  HOW   MEMBER    WOULD   VOTB 

Mr.  ENGLEBRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary 
inquiry.  ..  ; 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  It.  / 

Mr.  ENGLEBRIGHT.  Did  not  the  Chair  previous  to  my 
request  recognize  the  gentleman  from  New  York  I  Mr. 
Gavag.\n]  to  make  a  statement  with  reference  to  absent 
Members?  I  was  under  that  impression,  and  with  that 
thought  in  mind  I  asked  the  same  privilege. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Mis.souri  objected 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  making  that  statement, 
and  the  Chair  enforced  the  same  rule  against  the  gentleman 
from  New  York.  The  Chair  showed  no  partiality  in  enforc- 
ing it  against  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  CANNON  of  Missouri.  Would  it  be  in  order  for  the 
Speaker  to  recognize  a  Member  to  do  by  indirection  what  he 
could  not  do  by  direction? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  doubts  if  that  Is  a  proper 
parliamentary  inquiry.  It  calls  for  a  conclusion  on  the  part 
of  the  Chair. 

.     EXTENSION   or   REM\RKS  •• 

Mr.  SMITH  o(  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  extend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  therein  some 
charts  prepared  by  the  Department  of  Commerce.  The 
extension  probably  exceeds  in  length  that  permitted  by  the 
rules,  but  I  have  an  estimate  from  the  Prihting  Office  as  to 
the  cost  of  the  excess. 

The  SPEAK:eR.  Without  objection,  the  charts  wiU  be 
printed,  and  the  request  granted. 

There  w:is  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARSHALL.  Mr.^Sppaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  extend  my  own  remarks  iin  the  Record  and  to  include  a 
newspaper  clipping. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there 
gentleman  from  Ohio   (Mr 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION   TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  on  Monday  next  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
legislative  business  in  order  for  the  day  I  may  be  permitted 
to  address  the  House  for  15  minutes  on  the  subject  When  la 
a  Nation  Bankrupt? 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  California   I  Mr.  VoorhIs]? 

Tliere  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATRICK.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  on  next  Wednesday  after  disposition  of  business  on  the 
Speaker's  desk  and  at  the  conclusion  of  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered.  I  may  address  the  House  for  10  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama   I  Mr.  PatrickI? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION   or   REMARKS 

Mr.  SHAFER  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  to 
include  therein  a  study  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  bill 
just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Shafer]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  two  unanimous-con- 
sent requests:  first,  to  extend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record 
and  to  include  therein  an  editorial;  and,  second,  to  extend 
my  own  remaiks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  therein  a 
newspaper  article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  FMr.  Hoffman  1? 

There  was  no  objection. 

enrolled  bills  signed 

Mr.  PARSONS,  from  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills, 
reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and  found  truly 
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enrolled  bills  of  the  House  of  the  following  titles,  which  were 
thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  7826.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  R.  P.  Brazelton; 

H.  R.  915a.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  for 
the  protection  of  certain  enlisted  men  of  the  Army,"  ap- 
proved August  19,  1937,  and  for  other  purposes;  and 

H.  R.  7173.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Walter  Chwalek,.' 

The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signature  to  an  enrolled 
bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title: 

S.  3954.  An  act  relating  to  the  issuance  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  of  a  patent  to  the  State  of  Minnesota  for 
certain  lands  in  that  State. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  4  o'clock  and  19 
minutes  p.  m.) .  under  its  previous  order,  the  House  ad- 
journed until  Monday,  August  19,  1940,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive  communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

1907.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Narcotics  for  the  calendar  year  ended  December  31,  1939;  to 
the  Committee  cm  Ways  and  Means. 

1908.  A  letter  from  the  Aichivist  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of  papers  by 
the  Department  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1909.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  lists  of  papers 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1910.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  'United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  United  States  Civil  Service  Commission;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1911.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendation  for  disposition  of  lists  of  papers 
by  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  Work  Projects  Administration; 

-to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers. 

1912.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  recommendatiojr  for  disposition  of  a  list  of 
papers  by  the  Federal  Works  Agency.  United  States  Housing 
Authority:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Executive 
Papers. 

1913.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  the  reclamation  report  on  the  Anderson  Ranch 
Reservoir,  Boise  project,  Idaho  (H.  Doc.  No.  916);  to  the 
Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 


REPORTS   OP   COMMTTTEES   ON   PUBLIC   BILLS    AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  xm, 

Mr.  PADDIS:  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  H.  R.  10339. 
A  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  requisition  certain  articles 
and  materials  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  and  for  ot^her 
purposes:  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2854) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  STEAGALL:  Committee  on  Banklnp  and  Currency. 
H.  R.  10361.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Increasing  the  lending  au- 
thority of  the  Export -Import  Bank  of  Washington,  and  for 
other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2855).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS:  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads«   S.  4137.    An  act  relating  to  transportation  of  foieign 


mail  by  aircraft;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  2856).  Re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  NICHOLS: 
H.  R.  10363.  A  bill  providing  for  attachment  of  certain  por- 
tions of'^the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  Free  State  of  Mary- 
land; to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  RANDOLPH: 
H.R.  10364.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Department  of  National 
Defense,  to  consolidate  therein  the  Department  of  War  and 
the  Department  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Expenditures  In  the  Executive  Departments. 
By  Mr.  ^UMNERS  of  Texas: 
H.  R.  10365.  ^A  bill  to  facilitate  preparation  for  national 
defense  by  amending  section  3477  of  the  Revised  Statutes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  OSMERS: 
H.  R.  10366.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Department  of  National 
Defense,  to  consolidate  therein  the  Department  of  War  and 
the  Department  of  the  Navy,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Department^. 
By  Mr.  MARCANTONIO: 
H.  J.  Res.  593.  Joint  resolution  to  enforce  the  fourteenth 
and  fifteenth  amendments;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows:  > 

By  Mr.  KELLER: 

H.R.  10367  A  bill  to  admit  Prifedrich  (Fritz)  Salomon 
Israel  Hollarder,  Jacob  Ettlinger.  Leo  Israel  Ettlinger,  and 
Erich  Israel  Diefenbrunner  to  the  United  States;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

H.  R.  10368.  A  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Charley  Corbish- 
ley;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  PATRICK: 

H.  R.  10369.  A  bill  for  the  admission  of  Priedrlch  (Fritz) 
Salomon  Israel  Hollander,  Jacob  Ettlinger,  Leo  Israel  Ett- 
linger, and  Erich  Israel  Dief enbnmner ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXH,  petltlonj  and  papers  were 
laid  on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

9177.  By  Mr.  THOMAS  F.  FORD:  Resolution  of  the  Coun- 
cil of  the  City  of  Los  Angeles,  soliciting  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  consider  fully  the  candidacy  of  a  Los  Angeles 
man  for  appointment  to  the  first  available  vacancy  to  the 
United  States  Maritime  Commission;  to  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

9178.  By  Mr.  TENEROWICZ:  Resolution  of  the  Com? 
Council  of  the  City  of  Hamtramck,  urging  that  Congress 
provision  in  the  National  Defense  Act  for  the  safeguarc 
of  jobs  of  all  men  called  for  military  training;  to  the  Cc 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs. 

9179.  By  Mr.  IZAC:  Petition  of  sundry  legal  residents  a'hd 
citizens  of  San  Diego  County.  Calif.,  offering  their  suggested 
amendments  to  the  Burke- Wadsworth  bill ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

9180.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Charles  Forney,  Prin- 
cess Anne  County,  Norfolk,  Va.,  petitioning  consideration  Ot 
resolution  with  reference  to  Senate  Resolution  84  of  th0 
Seventy-second  Congress  and  Senate  Resolutions  56  and  9T 
of  the  Seventy- third  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce.  i 
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